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Finiteness & Fin EEIHOAE 2 Ko T

1. EC&IC

-0y XFFEOLFETHW SN T E 7 finiteness (EME) 1&. ERHE
sy EMEE RS EN [tfinite] & LTEASNTEL, BlZIE His0E
ik (complementizer : C) 7% [+finite] % 28 A 13, that AHN, fEH
~ A4 F A ([finite]) & %N, for TRBLEIND L WVH L IHIXTH 5,
LA L%255. 2O finiteness D&t ILEFEMICHE 2 % 513, B2
WZONBHEDTHY, finiteness X WWMIZEFRT 5 2 LIIATHETH
5L EXZFELNTWS, (Nikolaeva (2007) 7 &)

JEPT (inflection) *°—3% (agreement) (Z/KUF % H AFE = # [E5E T3,
EMORABE 2 BHRBET 22 LD TE RV L2 LARAS, TE, KEE
e MEEROBRA S, X D HRICHRAEREEZMAL L) 72— 7T
7 4 — (Cartography) %8 GafiduPIfER 71077 L) 2K T, HAGH
AT M7 L7 Finite-head (Fin F256) . S ICZ2 04 L XV 0
Finite Phrase (FinP) % ¥ % & & 2SR ICAT b, fisciEakicHin
% [®] ' finiteness DEHIULTH % & ) G LFREHBTVL, ' Th
EHAFHEO CP#HE (HAFHE T CP R XLDEAIZHNL DT, fitihh
(right periphery) &IM:EN %) ICERT ZEEZRORNZ, #— b7 T
T A =GR TIEDGE. (D] 25 Fin FEHOMEBEICH725 T 05
b, RABRIICZU LA TICHZ 5. L [O] 25Fin FEHFOELBETH
HETNE COREBENPEALHAOOEDIIHHEINTELI B0
25 X912, HAFED finiteness 131 5D L4FAMNESR (LalE) 2RHoZ
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LE% b, 2 THIZE)E L finiteness DOV T WL I —1 v XFElHH
WaE—HRERLIICHZE2H LR, -1y 355 TYH Fin
EEAEAHFE DD B & TR 505 (Rizzi (2006) % &) 2D %o
Rizzi 513, Fin EEHOFFOZENED, LI EFHEPLETHL 2 L2 %
K32 KRG EI (Extended Projection Principle : EPP) | (3% i
[ EFEZAM: (Subject Criterion) ) %iii7z3 2 EAVTE S L9, Rizzi A
EPP & OERA S EIR T % finiteness D F i PElE, FRab Y 7 Bl 2 & E A
N5 HARFED finiteness DA ME L IZRE DS DTH %A, Endo (2007)

&, Rizzi O5HA5 HAGEICH U TEFE S 2 &%, HABORBEE MW
Tim LT 5,

UG BRI D% 513, FEGMICR R B3R TR A A = X4 (HH#
H) ATV D E V) FERIE, AN SGEDTE o TE 7T & B TR &
BRAEI. 272 SEEORE. oF ) ELENEE (5F—7 1 Y ORE])
EERTD2BAEOAER LR, UGEBEICHIR b0 (6 81E
(merge) DA) L3 HVEEHRY, ZNFETO UG &I —H % 5 5
Do TWw5, 0% h, THETERANUG LRMLTE2bDIHE
ERTVEREPIETEZL W) T EIThD, TOLH HRIKWTITH - T,
P2l ZBBOLIITHZ 25 LNARWA, UGS 2 Wil 28R L 4T
LI ENEEE L ST b, !

AURNEZDOH Mo 72— DA TH 5, BN HEEIZ Endo
(2007) #%Fin EEIICAFED S H5ELE LTHY RIF-HAGFEOT— %
(H2HD) FHFAMNM L2 BEDOA T —TD%4L) &, Fin REHEO4
IR R LIS 2 LD HAFED I EFEAEBIF OAINC & 2 fHHi G
MR ETHEEDATI—THNICHELZ L THHTELZLARTILILDH

S RIS ORI OEY) TH B, 2HIIZHBWTHHIZ Finiteness (22
Wiz, 3EICBWTHAGEICBIT S Fin IS [0 2IET 5
Hiraiwa and Ishihawa (2002) %IV LiF %, 4 HiTid. Fin 2825072
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FERAEE KL 7 7 2 ABCHR L. 5 W1 BV TR SHH AT
2B Y TIEE % & L7 Endo (2007) %R %o 68T Endo DM of%EE
LC. Akaso (2018) O REHHEE & MAHHEE O HITLIEH 235\ 725307 %
WL, ZOSIAHRFAO T — 5 b ARTHS 2 L kL 5. 7Hil
$LOTHE,

2. Finiteness

2.1. Finiteness (Finite/Nonfinite) D#i

ARiTIid Fin EEEAREROFLIC RS DT, 22T, finiteness &9

FRICOWTHBICR TB 2L L. ZoEAFHEIE. kr HRALK
Eo TREIHEADECDLDOTH L, FXETIOMHEPHONLDIFITE
AL, B (FRE) BV THHLETHL, DT &iF 1992
FICEARE I D S NARES (91800 H) o [HMZE ki) #RC
LHLNTH A, WHLFEE LTO finite form (EIE) EdHLH 0D, &
Z Tl&. [non-finite form GEEE) OEHHZH L] tvwHruzxy) 771
Y ADIRND HIZT ey £ O non-finite form DR—T %L L, [H)
FOWEE 2 2125 XHICBWT, EEOEFICAM (PERSON) - £
(NUMBER) - fi] (TENSE) - # (MOOD) (2 X V) BUE S h 2 BRE% &
(finite form) &IFON, ZNHICHE SN WIEELZIEER LIFSR] (F#E
932FH) &b, FEEWEIF, FRICETHEBYF L IFIEN DA EH - 55 -
PLADZ L EZI/TERRENTWBEZTTH 5o 2002 4E1Z Cambridge K&
HilUs 2> & 72 The Cambridge Grammar of the English Language Tl
finite/infinite DXt % AT A 6 A % 534 (inflectional category) Tid7Z <.
[XHLE (ML E LTOREZF > TWED) ] Lwv) mh itz Kk
Y538 (syntactic category) TH D& L TWwh,

bbb, ZOMEEZT T ViE (Latin) OB SN S AR (person)
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¥ (number) ZRTHEETH o720 TOM S AHBIAL S LS verba
finita &, AFRICE L TId—BAsBiN %\ verba infinita 25% 1) . %A 1213,
ASER il B, TCHIGE (AE—=X4) BEEhTwni, 2
D5 IE ADSOOAEEH I A L7 O 7 ) A F 7 X A (Priscianus
Caesariensis : 7 7 Vi EFH) BFEDLLILEbN D [LEFHA]
(Institutiones Grammaticae) (2 & o Tiifi L. XELB DAY » ¥ — &
D). Z I, RIE, tense (i) OMEVEITNZ L) koL
Nikolaeva (2007) ZiB~<Tw 3,

LALAAS, 20 X9 RABHE %55 Tl finiteness 132 5w
ZELHMOENTWVD, BIZIX, 74y ¥t T T\ 5 Lango i (5
AW - BNFEER) O X9 HERETIE. K (tense) DIEMATHFIZHN
W 72, finite 29 L7230 (F26) 7Z2001CHN S L § 532 )T,
(1) & XHiz, MarceE LCTidfiE L 2 % i) (dependent-only form) (2
ML L UIETE (features) 23BN A7) — v 5 ¥ Nk (West
Greenlandic) 133z %< %5, 6

(1) niriursui-vunga [aqagu urni-ssa-llutit]

promise-IND.1SG tomorrow come.to-FUT-CONT.1SG.2SG
‘T promise to come to you tomorrow.’

ZOX) RN EEE X2 T, HlZIE. Johns and Smallwood (1999) 7
&k [ (tense (T)) & [—3] (agreement (Agr)) 2. [EHio L &S]
(main clausehood (MC)) Z A 7HMAELED LN 0, LR EL LK
D 4 DD AA D) non-finite TH 5 & FiR L T2,

(2) -MC, —T, —Agr: Englsih infinitives

-MC, -T, +Agr: European Portuguese infinitives

—-MC, +T, —Agr: Tamil and Lezgian participles

+MC, -T, —Agr: Russian and Middle Welsh infinitives.
LALads, BitEAHTL7 7o—Fid, BROZL2ns, B0
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HWHIEFER AN N AFE HBHWVIEEHITOEEHIT S [ LR E % v
AL A Y —if (Slave : 7THNZAAFEEH (W FFRWHTHINTVEE
i) BECREHTERVWLDOTH D,

DL BRRETH 5729, Cowper (2016) 1E “The term ‘finite’ has
been used in the grammatical literature for centuries, but its meaning is
difficult to pin down.” & 78X, Klein (2006) 2% - Tid. “the notion of
finiteness is used by everybody and understood by nobody.” & it L T \»
%o 2% 1, finiteness {FF %23 O [ T i “the most poorly understood
concepts of linguistic theory” ® DO WM& D TH B LRI N TV
(Ledgeway (2000) ).

2.2. R IEICH T B Finiteness

W DA PN BEFEDS E LA R Tdh o 72728, finiteness Tid 7% <,
Wil 2% Auxiliary (O—#) & L CTHAR TN Tz, 7 80 FLD R BL & /3
5 A —F =MD H, Aux 2 D Inflection Phrase (IP) 72%#%fi & 11,
FDOH#EMEL LT [Tensel & & I [Agr(eement)] ASHIARAFENS LI
otze TRV, TRTOLICEEHENDH 5 &) EPP (LA
H) HHEM ST W<, [Tense] & [Agr] IZBWTH S DMHEA + DHE
1%, Inflection EZEHE (INFL F 7213 1) AN IP4RELRIC D % H il 45
(Nominative case) 52 2HENEFHOLEZ LN, TNHLOMEI - D
BECEERE LA TERVOT, EHEMNNPIZZIICAL I LN
TERY (BT7ANY =)o Lo THERIZVE SN ERDO LR VRAF
(PRO) HZZIZBlbN Db I Lilb. TOYH, Tidto & LTHBULS M
% Finiteness 25T < % O 3HiCFEL (COMP) & OBIRTH %,
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Q)  a IP

/\
NP T
Nom. cas& /\
I VP

( +Tense ) ( -Tense )
+Agr -Agr

COTIFEMOBEHIETHL CLHMPIOVTBY, CA% [+inite]
DY A X that 7%, [finite] O¥A I, for BB, VbW 2 B Lo 35E
ERTI LIRS,

DY AT ML o TT0AFEREFIRE S N2 2O OFURI BT 5 5
(FEHI LD 5 (Tensed-S Condition) & g% E£7E5: (Specified Subject
Condition)) ORFEZIMY B B TED LI o7, HHIZT
I I OMEA+ D, WERISCE 2 0 B EFESLEE S, A&V
1%, (opaque domain) & 7% O T, FN/ OB % BRI 2 BANZ L
ENb, M. TOMHED - ORI, AEFAMLE LY (PRODPZDOEFE
DY) HINNOERZ RO 2 ETREE 2D,

ZO&HIZ, FHHENT A -5 —HEHIC X % INFL EZHOEGIZ X -
T. agreement Bl % & F#% (Nominative case) 512z, i o 58 %
(syntactic domain) DEFEDITR B L H %572

L Lass, SOYATLAREFELPLELTHESINLZLELEDHD,
-1y RFFHOLPIEEHED L) ITEFHTE LW ONDH L, AN
7 RV M IVEE (European Portuguese : RV M HIVTEHE SN TV AL R b
AIVEE) TIEAZR (infinitive) filZd. agreement 2H D, 7 = — IV X
ik (Welsh) TiZ9XTO infinitive 128 W TfL#F] 355 & agreement % R
®HH, EXHEFE (OFEIR) 12X o> THMEHEM (binding domain) A3H 7%
5T ENVHEEINT VA, TOMIZY, finite ZHBLE /3T X — & —HlFHD

b. 1P
/\
PRO T
/\
I VP
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L ICHLAAG LBk A B HBEDE L S 2 EAHE STV AR, TS 10N
A2 CRET 52 210k o> T KL LCHEICIR > 2 TOMRE
PRESNTE 72 ZORKAEFMTELEDTH S S DD, finite &
infinite DR 2 X 02O LT LIl o TWADHHETH 5,

3. BAEEIZH TS Finiteness

3.1. Finiteness & &7

HAGEIZ 1L agreement (B AFR. 8V IZEHitE (Main Clause-hood :
MC)) 25 (—H#oBIsEDH 5 b D0, EHIE) ZVOT, WwhbwsbI—1y
INEFEIZRD b1 A X 9 % finite/infinite DR VLT FRETRIICIZIHN 2
Vo LALGAS, HARGEICIZERMICIE finite/infinite DX AIAFET 5
LEZBNT WD, (Sells (199%) #ZWoZ L,)

WFEOHAIE, 2 b= VR D B (raising) WX 7% & (OH
o) THwoNL8ENE, el (BE) BETHh ., Mz LRz
Fi72 9, BIRIICIERERENE SNd, THEHREOLFICL DT T
b0 KD (4) &, BRKE [Z & ] 2#lisCaME L T 545 # 3 (noun-
complement) OEE &2 3V FE—VEXLE G ENTW5,

(4) a. KHEBIE [PRO HHUZATC] ZEIZL7z

b. KEBIE [HZAREIIAT] T &L,
c. * OREBIE [AEFAREIAT] T &2l

(4b) ® X9\, KICEFEEMORAE [A5] BBNLEED B 505,
(A5 DA oidER EFEsBNn G (= o) 3EXLERE, 22 TD
BE (7<) 3IFEE FFHEE) THH., BERMIIERRENTH S,
72v (5) WRT LI, BEEHELTHCSZ LIdHRZ . ®

(5) a.* KHBIZ [PRO HEHIZfTo72] Z&iTl7

b. * KERIE [HGAPHREIATo72] 2 &ITL7
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c. # KEBE [AEFH AT o 72] 2 &Il 7
ChE [E)1I2) 2HwAay bo— X THRLETH 5,
(6) a. KERE FEFI WFEIATCEHIT @l
b. * KERIE fEFIC R o2 8910 d@v L7
DF D, HRFOI Y P a— VEXIZBWTh, Baddker (F5%)
T, TNHAEKORH ZF/-%2wZ &5, Z 212 finiteness (Z D¥H X
[-finite]) PG LTWBH L b F R 5%,
LHLads, 20X9) REnEBEUANTIE, HAFSEOEF I finite/
infinite DX V. E2FERTH I EIETE 2V,

3.2. &M

HARGEAR LTI, 2y ba— VLR EICENSE [2E] R TX9 ]
. HiSCEER (COMP) & LCHMEINTE A, HE, I— TTFT7 14—
Wige % KT, ZOMiE% CPH#IBOTTH - & TP #IIZE Fin EEH
ETDBEZTHFIFHFEINTE TS, T2 TlE, Fin FEHRIC To] 238h
5L HH7ED )5, Hiraiwa and Ishihara (2002) (LLUF. H&I) %
D EWFE . H&LX, (7) DL B HLOREEZGHLZZHDOTH %,

(7) AEF-D 72 DI KR 72,

ZOHifEE LT 8) OLIH %/ ¥ LOMEEIET %o
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(8) fEFSKERZ M7= 72

AT DRI ZMNNZ2 D

% (9) ©X9%5HEC (Split-C) D% FIH L T Fin FEIICH S LD
LT3,

(9) [Force [Topic [Focus [ (Topic) [Fin [TP  11111]
H&I 12X Hd, SRLE 0/ 730 HIREMIS (NP O# DR LIZ
Lo0) fEbhb v, ZORETELRAZDTOL) RDDTH 5,
(10) WRFT&91E, £9. HWEED [KER% ] A% Foc IR~ BET %,
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(10)

WIZ, EEERTDH S FinP &0, FEIC X ) TopP fiE

(1)

FinP %% TopP 52~ 8 L 7=,

Finiteness & Fin O L% K- T

TopP
T~ Top
FocP Top
Kik% /F“\
FinP Foc
T Fin
TP Fin
A
ATH w7z %)

—_—
ATt 7z

37

2]

EBE§ %

AR D N A (12) &b,
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(12) TopP

FinP; """"""”””’!\\\\\\\\\\\\\“*'Top’
FocP"////A\\\\\‘TOP

ATH MM 7201% — T~
KER% Foc
/\
tj Foc

DX, FRLIE VXA E L THEHBEONNIFGIZ L DIRES L

—

%L H&LIXHHT T %o ©
(D] 13, HAGELRLETER AT EFEINTE 22 erbdbbhsd X
I, HHEFNCHEHENTE ko (13) IZRL XH 12, [0 i3KFE%
Wrprzehaca, R4 [Zh] ICEEMRZ LI ENTEL LN, £
HEAHLTWAILEZRLTWVS,
(13) a. fEFDSKIB % 72720 72D DA EIZ A 5 72,
b. FNHEEDTHICA 572,

4 . Finiteness & &5

Fi Tl HARGED Fin FEIICIE, Balkx2 632 [0 kRS2 L
L7 H&I (2002) D50 % 7275, finiteness 25HE OJRIT & LT HBL X
N33 =1y SOFHETDH, Fin FEIICHFMEAD 5 2 &A% Rizzi (2006)
LICE o THEMENTWAS, 22 Tld Rizzi (2006) 2L BWFELT I VA
AN FIF X9,

4.1. 8
Rizzi (2006) (2 & % &, Fin EEMICZFAELI D S 2 L1d, ko (14)
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IBUIFARILICHNTY S &) (81E who HTTITDH o 723581 & 7R TR BR
(trace) TH5.)
(14) a. Who do you think ¢ will come?
b. ¥*Who do you think that ¢ will come?

DB L DOEFEICH 725 who x FHOLHIIBEH L72dDTH 5205
(14b) @ X912, #iX D COMP |2 that BBND LIEL L b THULIE L
that-trace PFRE VI IFOHTHONIZBL T, FRCFEIME T 2 —F -
ORI B VT [#%E (government) | & DA &% AN Hm SN 728
LThHro [HFE] OMEEBEFELZLI=FVA T Tu—FTIOMEE
ED D) pAHRE T B o 722 Rizzi (2006) & N5 D&% Fin ERH
PFEO LT SHIHZ KA TS D TH 5o Rizzi 1d, HifC, EiREMT
% PR T % Subject Phrase (SUBJP) %3 %, 35 &, (14a) O
BRI H 2% 5,

(15) who do you think [rinp whoe [rin @] [susse [suss @] [re [r will]l come

who]

(15) Tid. who #° SUBJP EEHZMIMZ TV HmMITERL L Ho b
L. 2O who BEMOIFNBE Y 25 SUBJPiFEiz@d L% b L,
Rizzi (2006) D E$ 5 [HLHEIC X 2 345 O 5 (Criterial Freezing
Condition) | IZ#K T 52 L2725,

(16) 2E#EIZ X 5 Bk D4 (Criterial Freezing Condition)

A constituent which occupies its criterial position is frozen in
place.
Z DML [+wh]. [+Topl. [+Focl. [+Subj] ZE&oFEMr G52 5Nz
EEBOEROMEIL, MUHEEZIOXPBETLH L, E5I1I2ZNRL
ERBETLILEPTEI VI EEZRET o who lTEFHE LTOXRE ZH-
TWw2DT, SUBJPIRERTHELLRITNE LT, £IhbkITI3BE
T&%WVe ZOLDHIZ, TOMEZROBL, FinP f8Eif2@ ), LI
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BELTWLEEZONE, LA L, TNTIE. who BFEEEMZ /T
CENTERGV, ZRIRD- T, SUBJPOFEFAHOLLEEZZOND
DA, (SUBJP O EEHE Ca~< ¥ FLTWwW5) Fin EEETH 5 & Rizzi
FRET D, EREEMFEIAFNBERICLI o THREINL I RS, 22D
Fin FEIRZLFAEZED S &2k b, )5, (14b) XL ER DD F
% b0 Fin LEHO that \ZHFTECRIT 5720 TH 5 & Rizzi (2006) 1%
HHT 5,

42. 75 X5E

Fin FEEPAFANZ RO L 2RT 77 Y AHDOT =5 3RO K9 238l
R Thb, ((17), (18) iF Rizzi and Shlonsky (2007:130-1) 25 DF|H,)

(17) a. *Quelle étudiante crois-tu [¢’ que [t va partir]]?

‘Which student do you believe that is going to leave?
b. #Quelle étudiante crois-tu [¢’ qui [¢ va partir]]?
‘Which student do you believe QUI is going to leave?
(18) a. *L'homme [que [ est venul]]
‘The man who has come.’
b. L'’homme [qui [t est venul]]
‘The man QUI has come.’

(17) VML D FFE quelle étudiante ‘which student’ 25E i) LHHIZFH)
THBITHY, (18) 1. EFHOMREILTD b0 W NOBE S HSUE R
que TIRIELEL DD, qui LR BYERIERIND, HE2VIEILENTH
52LERLTVA,

S qui IR N B IEREFE (1) 1d Fin EEHICH 5 4502 FE 1k
(nominal Fin) ®EIYLTH % & Rizzi and Shlonsky (2007) 579 %,
(Wi CHAZEFOY G, Atk o DI1E220 Fin FEHTH - 720)
C XN FEEE SO Fin BEHA, EBREMZZLTWD Evn)H,
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5. BAECSH B Fin TEHORFM

Endo (2007) (i (2010) Mo &) 3. HAEICHIT S Fin £%
EOFEO Y % BBE L RO TR T %,

HAGE SIS BT 2 B ORI, T OB RiEZ Rk % b ot
LTHh-o7z (Uyeno (1971) 7% &) A%, Endo DWFZEIL. #BhE 235Okt ak
R E ) AR L2 b0 TH S,

%9, Endo (2007) i%. Cinque (1999) DOHfZEIzIo X, & (o—
%) X TP W@ Modality Oz /MW BEE (external merge) 115 &R
T b TOLET O] IXHEBETEHD (= (192) &, LEVwHo (=
(19b)) AdHBHZ EIZHEHT 5,

(19) a. YVarakizo k-i-3

b.*Ya yhki-0 b £
(200a. Yar k- -h-x
b.*Vary b-&-F
Endold [& -4+ & PEAFEHIDL LV (20) OFEIL, Zhb
ORWMFAD (O] O%FANERTT2N0H5E0) . Th b ORI IE
Jt% TP WEBICH V. Fin DA% 380§ 2 L5 5 FinP i &I 8
L. E5CEWIEICREIT 2 & Endo (2007) 135419 %,
(21)

...Fin...Subj... &, 4, & (Fin 231§ 5)
I o
SRS b &IZ 7 B BIEEE Miyagawa (2001) T &7 136 &

HEDAA—TDOERERTT—F Thb, (2 TIHEHE LR HEMAL
LCHWT %, #MliE Miyagawa (2001) Z2ZBoZ &)
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(22) a. ZENFEF ARG o7, All > Not
b. KERIZAH 2 A7 h o 72, Not > All
c. EF BN ERL o7, Not > All

(222) BEWMBEDHERTH 2 D120 L. (22b) TIIETTEMRE %%,
WALZFAMDPBREDA T —T (WEAB) ICAL%6. MAOTEMRIEL S
L) g (Kato (1985)) 265 21X, (22a) BT 2 FiE0 [£8] &
BEOMEHIBOIIH 50123 Ly (22b) o HIYEE (4#8) 3EHBINIC
HHEWVWHZ EITH B, Miyagawa (2001) ZHWFED [ ¥ % ] »
scrambling &7z (22¢) IEHT 4. Z ISR BA SN, DIZHE
FEY scrambling 12X > C (EFETH S [£HD] 18D Y) TPIRET %
% Z LT EPP Ziii7zzL. 207202 [RED] PSEEOEHBICES
LN %o

Endo (2007) EZOBEEDA I =TI X 550 % HWT Fin REFO%
AR FIRT 50 (23) ICBITARIEERED AT —TDORRIZEH L &
9o

(23) a. (7=8A) BEPEFEERLP o7 Oh-0% - DX,

b. (F&%) BEPETALITVEFLZAXRL Y L - Xk &
c. EHNPEN AL Dol b &4

MWL DB TH 2 VI W) 2411772 1T, Endo i, (23a) & (23b)
TS B EFRRS TRER DI L, (23¢) I3 ZN W L 2IFML T
Who 1 (233, b) THWHN TV ZMBIFEIC &L - TR S 7z Fin £ 2
DEFED, F NS c-command T 5 T ® EPP fiM: &z o<T, [4H
A B TPIRETBICBE T2 LELS V& Endo ZFHT L TWw5b, 2F D,
B [ &, s &) oA Fin EEFHOZFMEZ @ U< % i
ToOTHBH, M

Endo (2007) ®4r#rid. BHAEGMICH L2 HAGFEOHL 2T —1 v /3D
EHLEAMOA S = XL TH TS L) HIZBWT, FHlicx2b0TH
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%o ZNE TORBF O RGO DITDNTEZDITH L,
MAERETE & OBRIEZ BT, WIS UG OB S B a o % E % 4 2
I L LRAAL L TRHIIENEREBDTH %,

FEHIE, UG 28T 7P BIRIR W SHEBL 258 L. UG OfE% L
TIRROPNL Do BB OEMO A = A L% RO T I E THEET
BB 70 LIWMERREE SN2 H5TH L. LALEYS, #iLiwmo
M % 48T 2 BAE DAL TIE. UG O A 3= 5 #iPH 28D TRRE 12
HZENDL, TNETOUGDRED LG LN RICHBETZ MR 5
KEHHC A LD > TR 2 DT AW L B EZTWD, 728 2 Zhnstak
oD L LTH, TNDPERLED N F THABRRTE 7L G
FTEELRFMZERbNS,

Z0 X % RMINZ. Endo (2007) OREE %D H % 32D RIZOWN
T THZ 9,

—2H®E1E. Radford (2018) %% Endo ® how come \ZB83 % FINP 45
2 L ClRRTW BB TH H S0 Rizzi 5DZEIF T2 Fin OFO %
X, agreement IG5 53D TH S, b L. EiEMZHHZT O
agreement TdH % & §1IE, agreement 7% (—#EWIZIX) BBoOSNLWH

RS FRROGM DB TEELDTH A ) H RIZEndo ANIEL L. HA
FECTH FIN FEROAFANENH L E LT, I—0 vy S5iE0Eh L3R
K &L THTRRLWEEDSH S,

“OH®IZ, Saito (2006) AHEHEL72L 912, EPPIE T 2o Tw5b
ETBHE. (24) O X LB EHEEZ ATV S, 1

(24) HOHE B EH BRI o7z (EUE B + 505 EmR)
Saito (&, HWFED TP IR E & (AfLE) ~® scrambling 75, Miyagawa
(2001) OFERT L L2, THAFOEPPHEICL b0 T5E, 20
IEHIGTE (anaphor) @ [HHH ] # Ca~ v F3AE70A 00w
ENLIELE BB TZLIRIET 5. D LT, Saito 1, (24) 25X
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THY., MOEEHREDH 52 L b, HREFEOHMED X 5% 58t x
RELTWV S,

22T (24) CHEORYE AL 7286 O E D FiF7av,

(25) HorBS 2 &R RO Lh o7z X i,

(25) 1 (24) LRBUCBWTRLRLZNLE ) P TH LA FEHOHIMTIX
Z0 L) R EOERIEVE I ICEbNE, TOZ i, #BE 2 Fin
FEE & it L T EFHEM &N 723 A% optional TH BT L ZRL TV
Z Ll b, b LZNAT optional TZ4 { obligatory T % 7 51F, T4
ERRL 2R VETTHD, LAEL, BICALT T Y AFEOLEI,
optionality I A SN vie BB A, FHMWARIBIEIC X ) 2 O ME% |l b
THILENTEZPL LNV, Ll 20X RBIEIE. UGICX 5
HEFDLLDER>TLE ),

ZOHORIER, BRWARDOT, UG 2 HIEY 2 LI2 X 2 M5I50HE~DH
H (RAKRES) OMBETH %, Endo (2007) 12X (—Fo) &Bhhlid
TP & ) FALCTHA (merge) 4L, ZDHRICHK B (=3XK) FTBET
HLEL TS, BLAL, 20X %I, Cinque (1999) DEIF R
BIZADLEDLLOIRESINT VDS W) ESRRVENRL W, KB IX
Modality & HREAEHE L T b L W) BHRIEIE LW EBbN b, 2o
HC#BhE % TP WICUE T 2 O1d. MRIcdr o vk, 3 CIiEEsEL
W WEDTH5,

PDbED X9 %8555, Endo (2007) ORELZWT BRI DL LBbND,

6. [#] BEFECEENMNE

6.1. Familiarity
R% % WA HIC Endo (2007) 384 L 72 B35 B0 2 i 72 3 Bh R B 9
L PRZEWZIC i TB & 72w, Endo 1%, EPP&IEE H 72 5 ¢ HBEIC
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AR D B 2 LK DONWTEB Y, F1LE familiarity &\ ) B TIFA
T W %, Endo (2007:178) &, < o familiarity ® # & % “..to report
familiarity by the speaker about the proposition, implying that the
sentence should be taken as a matter of fact.” & FHH L Tw5b, DF D,
W LFMRET L HE () ZHEEL L CHSHS TR () LL
THRIRRTL2L V) 2 &I b,

Z®, Endo (2007) 2"EE LI L [RALTE] 12HET 2
familiarity OBE&AS, A CRET 2 50M LR KR T L2 L10h %, T
&, familiarity 2SO X S IR T 2D TH A ) 7 ZNITDOWTIE, 6.3
T LbZ &2 5% ZOHIIZ, Endo DRED THE RS, HAEOK
WO ARG E A — b 7T 7 4 —BI%ED L U7z Akaso (2018) (3f
CIZHgE (2019) 2RAHZEIZLEI,

6.2. Akaso (2018) D EFELERED N

Akaso (2018) &, HAGEIZBIF 2 EiEA O OB EG MR OB &ML L
T, Transfer |2 & - T Cl-interface |23 5L AR B W T, EiE & i
@A m U ooP S (MEER) XTI SR ERET S, K
O (26a) DSHAGEICB 2 a0 WMp<dH 5,

(26) a. [ne 4] 533 Nl &fRA 7,

b. [xe 3 AOZF/E] ANl % A 720

Bod [3 A 1 (26b) @ X IBHIT 245 (kA MG [#4] Ol
WICEPNEEELH 575 (26a) DXHIZ, A MLEADPSYVEES
THLEME R D, LAl 27) W RT X ) I HWFEOA N %
B S HEITEIELE LB I PO TV S,

(27) * [ne 5] HNEZE 3 AfRA T,
Akaso (2018) 7% [ H - Haig ®—ffb] LIFAZZ O FeEFHIEIE. 1980
IR (1980) & Haig (1980) 232N ZNHM TG L2 D TH S, =
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D—fBAbIZx U THEFERE & 72> © ORI % A 72 D 7% Miyagawa (1989) T
%o Miyagawa \&. ZIRaREEE OFBPEA S, B fl#ERERESCIZBWTL o
A N &EA) & EORREFAN—E OB RICHELPN R TIUE R S RnE E
RL72e 2O [HHHE C##H# ] (the Mutual C-Command Requirement)
LMo ndRE. ko XHicESfbah s,

(28) Hamad (F720LZDHEBE) & ZNAMEHT 2 4500 (F 72137 DIEBF)

EHWIZ CHEML TV hids 54w, (Miyagawa (1989:30))

(26a) & (27) DHEFEEZ EH D ERT L, ENEN (292) & (29b) @
X9 hsb, M

(29)
S b. #Q
NP VP NP VP
NP A NP [NQ] A

XM (292) OWEIEHRA MNP (FHE) & NQ2HHECa~< Y Fo
BIRIZH L D3 L. NQ BHINEEDOHRA IZE»NTZ (29b) O, HH
Cav Y FOBEEEL L ThWARWIzDIZIELE b,

LHALBDS, SOSMPERINL L, Her R KAPEE SIS X512
%ho (A (1992). wikd (1998), = (1998) 7% &%)

Akaso (2018) DB H T ADIE. ZD L) RHAIBKRTIZZL, BH - A
B (2014:115) BB a757—% (25) BT 2 TH 5,

FEDEZFDELDARANIE ST, 2O F =2 O, AEK B
LBV [HrolVoihd] BMEOAREKME, bbb, 2/ T
DENLIRERBEHET, * TRDOINLZRERLFEEETIE R W,
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C OM ORI NY — O OBREHRNIIE, FFLFOMTREN
BZHY, FLELLFEELTFETH, FRCX o TRES MW Z2 35 2 &2
TR,

Thbb, B AT (2014) 1CXUE 27) k)R BERLE
BEABWVWETH, FRAWEOHHATH Y, ELEWTHL L RETI LI
TEHRWVEFRL, 5612, A—DOMAICL > TORICEL M2 3552
EDBBHBE NS,

BB DFEAEIE HASRE R 3 it M B R A5t i M e 72 CTRIMIT & %
LOTEEWIEEZWLPICLED, 20a7F—=70 [Hh] 1Z20nT
. FEOMBRY, EHALHmELNSE I Lid%d o7z, Akaso (2018)
. ENETHETONTELBZAETLILICL-T, 2o [Hh] @
DA E AR TH 5o Akaso FIH L7ZKBIE IZRD L) b DTH
%5

(30) a. FHEDLAR— M2 3 ANLZTHRE L7,

b. KAELDLHEAHE L Z 9125 Ak Tuwiz,

c. WEH IZPASEMIES £ . FAEDPEMIE T30 AL 725 Ly,

d. RELBOLWRT A A7) —2% 5 NEX072, (f)Il (2016))
ZNZFNoORENE. (30a) (&Y Chl ([7207)) A7z, (30b)
FHEITHO [TWD] 292 snz3L, (30c) 3dh2MHE (Zo%a, 5=
OPAEREHE £ T) 2 XY o THE L7230 (ZF (1998) OF 9 [HEEYRE
ML), 2L T 30d) 13, /¥ XELTHSLNTWALTH b,

INFE TONTRIL. ZENENO BN 7% LN 232 7% 5 O % 510
WD DD TH o725 Akaso (2018) ZINSDOKPFIE~ 7 T limr b
Wz, ZNHICALNLILEMICERT 5,

(30a) DHLY . THICE L Tl&. Akaso and Haraguchi (2011) & [7 -
J K] OWEFER S FocP 255 L TWwAB 2 EbhoTWwb, (30b) @
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[Twa ]| ik, ShITT7 AR b GEfTH) RBHE LMRZONATI %
Mo 7eh B (2006:172) A [T L CALEHEININTH S (2
NINOFF I MERDBDHZ)] L) T eaxRITTT4 7y v GER
) THH] LEML TS, S5, FEYEZ BT 2 BB, sk
(right periphery) (2& % & Tenny (2006) i LT 5%, (30c) & [H L
W iE, MBI R R E L CHE S N T & 72, (30d) D FRESCIE,
7 4 —H A (focus) WXL DO—FhL AHRT I LNTE, CP#HIKD Focus 2%
BMELTwadEEZONG, 2F 0, ETRZRANIZT T, 520
T, fdiiTH B CP HIBABIG L TnWbH I Ldbh b,

Tl 8, iAo b &, HEC I~ Y FEAEICHAMLTD
LiEN L E W SNDLEDTH S I %2 Akaso (2018) &, I FHKEE
A OBERE & ALIE DR T B LTS o

A o@E Y, A% (1973) Lk, HAGEO B EZH D FHKIZIE, &
(Exhaustive Listing) & 37808 (Neutral Description) @ 2 O OFEEEDS
HoLEBBEINTE 2 BIHIE, EFENPELMLESN, [Thoik] wv
IERDPEHAENL DD TH LD L, BEZILD L) BEREVD %S
<L B () 2RBINICERZ LEITHEN D TH S,

AR, ALK, MmO BT — 212> T BGENERZ Y1
BEL. WFZEf e LCo [ IKBREL TWizzo, Rito i
FALDSE D & v ) BRI AECCEM R E Ol T s hTidwizdb oo, £
MEdH < T THRIBBOMETH V| BabhhE & ) ESCEOFR
HY., THEROMNOECEREWICET I E2REBNIIT->TI G
Tzo B

EZADN NVEMRPIRICH =TT T4 =N IT -2 v XTIHE D,
ZORENHbONTL B L. HEAFETHGE L MEmOBRTRE SN S &
kol TOTTU—FREETRAA L, R (T4 —ARA) BRYDH B
& FEFEIE. CP Ik (= #5510 (2dH % Focus /) (FocP) DREHHIC
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BETLEMETE D, 2F 0, RO A FFEIL Foc HEiIcdH 2
EWVIERTH D, M), PUAGRFRO T EHRIINFETERIONTE
2EHCENED BTN THLAEFIRICH L LINETELZ EITRD, K
Fcld, SOREICH> Tz DTV I LIZT 5, 161

FTIHER L 72X 512, MLoFEEHRIT CP N REH#HE) TRTEn5
E32L. To (B1) L) BHEICR S, AmEBElibiwiaid (3la)
DX BT EY, WA Blb) & % b, (RPE = Right
Periphery Element (£i¥i#B%5%))

(31)
a CP b CP

Subj.DP: vP vP RPE
& e = Q - V] Subj.DP [vp - NQ - V]

CCTHEHTREIE, WMHOEHAICBW T, PEIE & R FIIH A C
MEOBRIZIEZVETH L, 250, MHECHREOMBTINS ZHRR
L5 EETELRVEV) ZENbRb, £ T, Akaso (2018) &, HE#EEK
B ORI GEMEE LT, BWRERICESNS & &2, KA A6 & B s
[ U H 2 2 LIZ Lo TRRAERS L L, RO L) BREEZREL T
Wh, 18

(32) MEHERCE G OMFRNIHIFK ¢ R P REA & ZOBEREREFIT 0P (=
AEEIR) [ZBWTHIEL 2% 5 %,

DX HITL T Akaso (2018) (34 ¥ & D1k H O A5 kA% 77 % T2 58 D ot il
AR T 2 L W) Bl b HAFRROMEFHMBL ICH LN S [ &
N 2B 5, Ldboa7rr—ro [Hh] 3, TRIFEOMHIICE S D
DT, BRI AW ERSBIN 2 WG I3 U TEBESRRL & LTURR

I
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ENBMEMAENDS, BB WEETH RICEXSEICBVTR) hri
WELTHRTAIEDEETH S Z EITRRET S L Akaso E9HT L TWw»
%o

6.3. X%

CCTld BaEilsEcid s (32) OERIFSTEE, AEIZESLZ L
L &9, 4 DlEIZ, Endo (2007:178) A%¥84#% L 7= familiarity o #%hE
T BRI Fin TETO/RFAELZ RN T 52 12X > T, EPP %1
2T L) BRLBEREL0ERENEV)I B DTH -T2,

IZBIL T, Akaso (2018) 1ZEAII (2008) @ F3CI2 B 1) % i Hk
RO RELEIZ O W T DIHEICHEH T 5,
(33) a. *? B, KIS AZHAT,
b. *¥? Hito, EFAKEBICEFTFHET 5.
(34) a. B, KEAARZGFHA TV,
b. HN o, ETAKEBICERE L T2,
(35) a. B, KEEAREGAIE 1B/ X155 /*&],
b. B o, AEFAKRIBIZERL T2 12/ L /59 /*S1
ERINCX 5L, (33) &, [BR] T 2L, BudT [HEY)OEN] X
Lo TLE ). i, 3D DEIHIHETHD [TWB] BEHWZY,
(35) DEIICHLHEOMIFEE ML &, AR, FbBF XL hbL
W, BA (2008) E. Tha, [Twa | BERehookh@mz Hvws
ZET TIRETOIRN ] Z2BRZFIRLE LTORRELZ T, ZBN2iHE
BRAHXERY ., RVPURRRSEL 70 TH S EHTAT 5, Sz
b &L BBV THARE TR ALBGRFER 2 FEo1E, [REERO W
AT OB - Z LBk %E [FiEH] & LT W5 $5Lw) Rl o
Here | (EBI (2008:70) ZAH L TWALENESHDLEVD) T LIk b,
DF N, FRLICBI B T EEFRIIRLARTIE R L (L5 T FocP 5

3
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WIZHBDOTIERL), SHYPEE (external merge. W IFEIRAR) OF;
Hi WPHREH) &0, TSIV HhvfuRe LTHREN L Z ki
%%

A (2008) 7% U 5 $&n Lo FEREIZ. Endo (2007) 236463 % #48)
W TETRITE)) ofEL#E 12T 55D TH5D, YEndollI
X, familiarity & 13, &L FAMZET AR FHEL L TZH LTS L
WY BDTHo72A, Zhid, ETRARRLRLmEDFHRD ORhE
HLbDTHE, 2F )., HebZmEOMLRETIIR, TONFEHFELL
THEFIIRT TS DITTH 5,

F72. RBINGETMHO [Twa] 12 201 H 5 LML Twb,
C ORI, TRz 9T, FERPEORILE L TOMRETH H 5, FERME
RILE TR, #BBhE S T DR ED S I, 5 dbh 5 L)1, CP
BT H AWML IEHT 2L EE TH S, » 2% ), Endo 23 Fin &
EROXFNEE D > TEPP AR S /5 I LDTE B &) #BhEid, iF
LB ER UL, PHREF LR VRRO EFOME (EHEE (P 3B
i) IR T RS DL, ZNICE D, Endo 2R L7z & 9 12, EEEE
DEFFEPR PO TR EFTZOMBEIL L LT ), BEDAI—TIZALT:
O, OB EMPPELLEEZ OGNS, DF D, familiarity % 7~ 3B
L. NI B A A SR W IEATEO SN ERILICT 2 50D
0. ZOOIZTHEPPIRBEFNENLEDOTH D, 2

ZOGMAIELIFHUE, BHAFEO#BFE DS Fin 20 A5 2 R 373k
MEZHRSHENI LR D,
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7. bW

W 1Y 70 DS L\ finiteness (&, EEDOH— M T T 4 —WZEIC L 5
T CP #ow P E S 2 EEFTHL L SN, I—a vy 35BN
TREFEMFL OB S Fin REIIEAFELZ AT 52 L L ohi,
Fin ZEHEEO GG, HAEIIBW TS, #BFEOGHIT L > TRT
ZLATE S L Endo (2007) A6 L 720 AR TlE. Endo A€ D 5H D
O o 2 FFEHE (BEDA =) &, UGHARBISICY2TE D,
HAFED b4 (T EFREOAME LRI L OBtR) »oHHHTE 2
Z L &R L7720 Endo O\ 9 familiarity % 7~ 3B EICIE, N3 % iy
FRRLETHEEND Y. ZIUTX ) FEAFASFLFR E L CmiE
(REDZAT—=TWN) IZ5RY . Endo AIRT L) BT =2 bl timl
726

pee
[F%] BHREDPOOFEFICHERLIA Y ME, AREERTLICH70KE %Y
FEol, STITHHUTEH LG 727250, REICHE L A% MIREE D §RT
DEMLEHAIDDTHLILIEE) FThRV, &b, KRk, JSPS BHF#E (K&
#W%E (C) [Finiteness-head D YLD ] (3 HREEWHZ)) JP16K02785 DB
WwZ T b DTH b,

I Bz iE, 3E (2010) % Saito (2013) % &%
2. JE (1976) &2 & £ 0 S0 (nominal complementizer) &IFA TV 5,
3. Chomsky (2012:277) ® 7% T, McGilvary i& UG I2DWTKRD X ) IZfEH L C
Wb,
“Universal Grammar, or UG, if identified with what biology (the genome)
specifies, might be very small and remarkably simple (unlike earlier ‘format’
model of UG) — perhaps Merge alone.”
4. 2ZE b bH A BEBERCERCEASHAPLOHMNbEENL, LA L,
FEHORINZD % DEHAHMN 2B TH 5.
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5. AWFZEiE. Fin EEH2® RIF L 158 L) EPP 24723 & 9% Endo (2007) ®
SHOREZRETLDDOTH 57 Fin FEPICAHFALEN L WEFRTL30T
72w,

6. contemporative mood L IMHIENT WL HDTHb, B, TITHLHNATWVS

FHEROMBY TH D,
IND : indicative SG : singular FUT : future
CONT : contemporative

7. Chomsky (1965) ®#:5[1Z ‘finite’ DIHH 17\,

8. (5) IZBIFB [~1ZL7] % epistemic 2 EHRTHMITILE. 5) TwFhdX
BB LTHD I exhmB ooz 2z, ZoE81E, 3y bu— WX T
3% < %%,

9. Kt 37z CP Z H\wTidwZ w25, Hasegawa (1997) & H&I & V) HAilCH
LD TP HIREESN L E V) 50T %R LTwb,

10. 23b) I2B T2 XEIG [F32] 3EENZERGVE AT L O (negative
imp]ication) Z L LA GEMBUIE D> Twb & Endo (2007:186) 12454 L T
Wb,

1. 2R EdbHLT L, [RHD] OBEINS 5D LEHZR b D TH SRS
FEZONDb, TORIIOWTIE, B, ALTHMNLZ LIZkb,

12. Z®Of% Miyagawa (2011) TTDEZ i #BIEL Twb,

13. B (FELTo) RBEIECERICH 5205, ZOHEH T (Operator) %% TP
NPOBETLLEVI I NETHL200 LNR VS, Endo i3 ZNEHRHL T
W\,

14. Miyagawa (1989) Tix. X% S & L. =X (tertiary) M % i Mk % WE
L T 7225, %4, Miyagawa and Arikawa (2006) CHERE#iE I N =3 (binary)
i 2R L. Miyagawa (1989) ~ORBNIx L CHMEZRA TS, 2Tt
i b2 R T LT 572012, Miyagawa (1989) OMflA % WV CTEHT 5 2
LT 205 AWIFEDOHHN I EHERET 2 DO TE RV,

15. Chomsky %% Topic % Focus 7 & &\ o 2 M ERICOWTIREETH 5 L W
IR ERLLRIL L, ENEYEWICH LWL T& /2 LIk, Chomsky
(1995:220) DEDFIAD S Z %o

“Notice that I am sweeping under the rug questions of considerable
significance, notably, questions about what in the earlier Extended Standard
Theory (EST) framework were called "surface effects" on interpretation.
These are manifold, involving topic-focus and theme-rheme structures, figure-

ground properties, effects of adjacency and linearity, and many others. Prima
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facie, they seem to involve some additional level or levels internal to the
phonological component, postmorphology but prephonetic, accessed at the
interface along with PF (Phonetic Form) and LF (Logical Form).”

16. HARFEO A — 757 4 —IZ LTt (2014) 2Bl L, h— T I 74—
ZH) ANT AARFED FFEMEICDOWTIE Fujimaki (2011) 2202 &,

17. WRUR oMYA, vP IREIICH F 5 720A, EPP IR Y ) 25700 &\ ) MDY
KD 5TL %, EPPOEFEDOMBENE D> TL 22 HAFHFIZBWTIL,
Kuroda (1988) 7 &ASEiRL 72X 912, TPIREIHIC LA LEFLT LD B,
SF ), TPREREZIMDL L VI DOHFEPP TH 5 LThE, HAFZOHAEIE
EPP i obligatory THWZ &127%: 5,

18. Akaso (2018) I phase 4xf&7% spell-out X114 & 3 % Boskovi¢c (2016) O # z
HeRHL TV,

19. ERNoBIL (35) Tid T3] AEXERoTWwE, Zhid 3] OFFORiEA
CITO [EE] oM L BRNESEDS W2t EZbNS, $7,
[&] 1%, (35) TIEAEEENS—FH T, Endo (2007) 2°HIWi$ 2% (23¢c) OEHED
AT=FIZBWTE [Z] OISR EMRIH T2V T W R W EIZD W T
EREDO/PPDH o720 2F D, [Z] IR T H0E»H 5 L TUE &
EDAT—=T BTG EFRDP 2T NELRLH2VETTHL, TRIZDNT
. BER TR EZERDAEDETWARWY, FEHIE. B4 (2008) A3
H13 T TW B X912, [€] 12 MuEoET] ol H ). Zhild o T
MR OBEEDHZ 2720 T BN EEZ TV, Bl FRLICT 57
DI, BANNE ST #EY) 2 B s %28 TH D L LTWBEAH, (23¢) 12, 20
PRI T 5 &, FEHOHMT5 L AT, HOEEMPRAHTL A LHICE
Zbo

(i) HMo. EEPEFE Lo 722,
IhE (23¢) o [F] PMEEOFETTHL20IIx L, () TEIRRALICT2
[Z] PHEEL TV R0 TREVWALEZ LN,

20. FFEED, L. ETHO [Tw2 ] ZHEMICARTERL LTELEDTI v Ln
IRV D o72H OOV THHBEETRMS 2 TIE R, O & DDOWThEN
X, Endo (2008) ®#&BhElmAr LM U <. [TTwab ] 1% 3 Aspect £ E IS
merge S N7z, GEIEO RN O 70 IZHEE#E (CP ) (CR#T 5.
BWIREHEFOBET 5 L W) G Th b,

21. HAFEOFHFEICBWTIE, EXORGESHAIE RGP [Twd] 2ExEF
BV —2A) THWHND & —RINVIAHKRIC R S L) Bz fREH» 5% 7.
ZO [ABEKRE] 282 OOV TIE, LEEREBMEORZ F7 - ERICH
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oMM R RPEAIN T 2 2 L3N TH D ABFZETIZFNER D 2 L3 TE 4w
B EZE 5> TORELRT— - REDOVEDTH S,

ZE K

Akaso, N. (2018). Phase as the spell-out domain and Japanese Q-float. A poster
presentation in Current Issues in Comparative Syntax at National University
of Singapore (March 1%).

ARIEIRZ (2019). H AR O Ko Gl s SC - o 2R & 2 o0 R,
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