. ( 1985)

1.1
. . (finite
verbs) (non-finite verbs) »
(1)a. I am/was walking. b. They are/were walking.
c. I have/had walked. d. He has/had walked.
(1) be  have
walking  walked o
. (2007)
( 2008) (
b
(10&7D126) (30740040) -

“ 7 (06JSBYY006.08YYB002) « “ 7
(07JA740027.09YJC740063)
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(2)a. He works in a factory.

c. He enjoys working.

b. Working is a happy thing.

d. No talking during working time.

(2) works  enjoys work  talk N
1.2
(1985) . (1994) . (Huang 1994) Hu et
al. (2001) » Hu et al. (2001) Stassen (1997)  “ ” (the tensedness
parameter) ¢ ”(the tensed universals of adjective encoding) ®
Huang(1982) (@)) (Agr)
C “ M . Li(1985.1990)
“« ”» /
PRO” N (43 » [ ‘V V ) » ( 2000) o
1.3
( . 1989) “
( . ) o
» &« ”» “NP VP ”» [ ”» o
(1994) . (1999) . (1999) .
(2000) . (2004) (2005)
o “ » () )
i) ;(b)
“ ” (a)
;(b)
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o

113

versal hierarchy of functional projections in the I-domain)

o

3)

Chomsky 1987:68 —69)
CORNN €

” (morphological finiteness)

o

(inflectional morphology)

)

)

(inflection)

®

” (mixed verbal morphology)

“I

”(a uni-

” (abstract case) @
” (abstract finiteness) »

)

pP .
Li 1985).
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2.1
o Chomsky (1957)
(inflectional morpheme) (affix)
“ ”(Lasnik 2003:6) .
“ ” (attract) »
(Chomsky 1995:133 -135) “
”(Chomsky 2000: 11)
(displacement)
(Chomsky 2000:12 -13) o
2.2
? o
(5)a. o
b ( )
T ( )
(the condition of adjacency)®.,
(5a) INFL o
(inflectional feature)
@
o Chomsky
(1995) (a lexicalist-minimalist approach) »
(5b) INFL o (affixal Infl)
° “ 7 (affix
hopping) (morphophonemic rule)
| “ ”(Empty Category Princi—
® ¢ Lasnik 2003)
@ (feature checking theory)
(LF) 3 ”
\ ;
e  (  + ) NP.DP . ( 2002)
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ple) ¢

Lasnik (2003)

(5a)

be

have

(5b)

“

(6)3 "’IHﬂ”’V"'

+F +F
(6a)
v ( )
(6b)
(6¢)
o (6d) A%
2.3
Lasnik

&

5> Takano(2004)

(52)

“ ” (configuration)

@ Lasnik (1995)
Affix Filter)
®

(overt movement)

(5b)

Bobaljik 1995)

o Lasnik
(
(5a)
.®
” @
b. +--Infle+Ve-- c. o Inflees Veer
Af  bare +F bare
(4D
Infl
have be o
(
(6d) o (6¢)
; Infl ®
(5a) (5b) 2
{
2002 ) «
(parse)
XO

(strong features)

(Lasnik 2003) :

d. e Inflee- V-
Af  +F
(featural Infl)
(6a)
)
@,
Infl
?
Lasnik (2003)
2 ( ) (
(G )
“ ”» (Slray

(weak features)

. ( Smith 1999)
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2.3.1 (5a)
(5a)
(7) ...Inﬂ... V...
+F +F
) Infl
A
v
+ +1Infl 7, v
Agr)
. (Chomsky 1995:349)
@) ?
. NEGP
VP NEG «“
(Lasnik 2003) . “o oo« ”(Xu 1997) .
(®) o
@) (®) 9):
)
IP
DP////\MH“I’
1//// “HM‘NEGP
[F] NEG -~ > vp
‘ v///EE““DP
K= A EXKL[F] $Iﬂl
(5a) “ ”
A F “« oo
I
. I F, F,
. F,
o« F, F “« oo
I “ oo . F
F « o»
I (10):
(10) * .
(10) . I
I F, F,
Foo. F “

(6a) (7).

o

“V + Infl, + Infl,
( 7T

AGRP  TP(IP)

”(blocking category)

(feature strength)
F

1

” ( Procrastinate



Principle)® F, F (spell out)

‘ ) ) (11):
(1 .
(11) o “ ”
v (52) :
?
2.3.2 (5b)
(5b)
(6b) (12):
(12) = Infl--+ V-e-
Af  bare
Infl v
Inﬂ Af
“V + Af7,
(12) (8) “ ”
+ Infl” “V” “ ?“Infl”
(13) P
1= ~Eep
NEG",,/ \Hﬁ“‘\T
| ?’/‘RDIP
= Af N B e
) T
| W
(13) 113 2 Af «
° (5b)
©)
@ 1
( Lasnik 2003:8) . -
D «
ii) * John likes not Mary ( )

iii) Jean (n’) aime pas Marie ( )

”

(5b)

o

(null affix) .

“V

Af - (13)

Af 43
(5b) (8)
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2.3.3
(5b)
(5a) R
R Infl, Infl, - Infl (
) . ) .
o (Chomsky 1995: 131)
? ?
(items) —
. . o (Chomsky 1995: 54)
Infl ( )o .
(Chomsky 1995:138) “ Ip S
Z + finite—
ness 7 (Smith 1999: 85) .
“ ” ( non-—
tensed language) (Hu et al. 2001;Lin 2006) .
— ( Tang & Lee 2000; 2001 ; Tsai 2006 ; 2007) -
o (Whorf 1956:88 —89)
“ 7 (Wexler 2004: 242)
Cinque (1999) “1
71 (1P) L.
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Cinque I

Cinque

. (14)
(14) TP

ADV T’

Cinque

Cinque o N

. (2004) «“
“ ”» [43 ”» INFL .

c . ( CCL )

(16) ( . 2005) .®

Tang & Lee(2000) “ ”(Generalized Anchoring Principle)
LF

e

Huang(1982)  Li(1985.1990)

“

(16)

®
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(17):
(17)a. * Tom be quiet.
b. Tom is quiet.
c. Please let Tom be quiet.
(17a) ;(17b)  (17¢)
o I
(Cinque 1999). T
o TP
(16)
o (17a) (16a-<)
(16a-) T ¢- — Tense - Finite - Tatridou (1993)
b- + Finite (16a—<)
o (18):
(18)a. o
b. o
c. .
(18) (16) (15)
. (15) “ ” (19):
(19)a. * - o
b. * .
c. * o o
(19) . (18) (19)
o 1
®
( 1990) .
(15)
® (2007)
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o

Bates et al. (1991) Broca Wernicke
o (2002) (event—
related potentials ERP) (functional magnetic resonance ima-
ging fMRI)

o Liet al. (2004) fMRI
Bates et al. (1991)

. Li et al. (2004)

Bates et al. (1991)  Li et al. (2004)

o ~

o Tyler et al. (2004)
fMRI
N ¢ 2006)
(Luke et al. 2002) N
@
@ IMRI “
", ( 1999:132)
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4.2

(20)a. * That go there.
(21)a. * He walk home.

( Gobet et al. 2004:54) :

b. That goes there.
b. He walked home.

(21a) (22a)

(Brown 1973)

(22)a.

b.
c.
ucc):
(23)
UcC
UuccC

Wexler

(24) /
2004 :258)

”»
o

Gobet et al. (2004)

®

170

(Pinker 1984)

(developmental linguistics)

“«

(developmental constraint)

(Null subject language)
(NS/01):

(13

(2006) .

” (Optional Infinitive Stage

- (

7 ? Wexler(2004)
” (Unique Checking Constraint

- (

“«

018)

Wexler 2004:243)

)

Wexler 2004 :243)

. UCC

INFL
» R (

Wexler



(26) (

Gobet et al. 2004:58):

(25) 4 Quieres beber café? (Do you want to drink coffee?)

(26) beber café.

(33)
(35)
37

o

(28) - (33)

27) ( Gobet et al. 2004:58):
?
' (1;09 -10)
I (2;01)
1 (2:01)
I (2;01)
! (2:;02)
I (2;03)
« ( 19551957 1982)
! 34) !
! (36) () !
! (38) !
?
?
(34) _ (39) “ »
(Huang 1982) ;
7 ¢ 2002):
) - ( ) - (2)
) - (2)
(Huang 1982) Gobet ei al.

2004 4 1
(2;01) “ 7.

X X
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(2004)

172

13

(1999)
(2005)
(2007)
(1999)

(1990)
4

(1999)
(2002)

“« » ”» “« ”»

“©

“« »

1955.1957 (1982) « )
§ » :

4 »
(2005) ¢ y 5
4 » :

(2006) NN fMRI

§ )

€« »

§ )



(2001) ( y o2

(2000) ¢ )y 4 .
(2000) “ no« 7« ) 1
(2004) ¢ »
(1994) ¢ y 5 .
(2007) — ( y 2
(1994) “NP VP ( »
(2002) : —
4 > 1
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On the Mechanism of Inflection and Finiteness of Chinese Verbs
Yang Yiming and Cai Bing

Abstract Based on Lasnik (2003) ’s Mixed Verbal Morphology Theory claiming that there
are two types of verbal inflection in the UG this paper by means of the Negation Test specifies
the type of Chinese verbal inflection and points out that finiteness is an inherent characteristic of
inflectional morphemes. Furthermore it argues that abstract finiteness exists intrinsically in Chi-
nese verbs without phonological realization. This point of view has been proven theoretically em-—
pirically and experimentally in the paper.

Key words verb inflectional feature the Mixed Verbal Morphology Theory abstract fi—
niteness
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