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1. 3U&IC

AL, BB L AR I E IR LTV B E W IRED T, Sl
RONDBEAENBEHOA T 2:ENEFEMICHPAL L LA T 5,
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RIS E KL T2 EEZLNTVS, AETIE, Zo0X) L8R
Contiguity Theory & W-OF, T2 wh B H), TPIEH~NOARE), FEIBEZ
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EFEHBE DD L4 LBIRIZOWTIRE LTV,
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2. EPPHE

EPPAIR DA MBS 2382 3§ 5 72012, ARETIRFHITZER IS
% (1) OL) BEAPRESNT N 2,
(1) T-Support (version 2)

If T is an affix, there must be a metrical boundary in the direction in which

it attaches. (Richards (2016: 15))
2T, MR DR TH 2 Wil & A A YEEOMIITEEE S T2,
@):%énéio’,%%fiﬁ%@&%t%bé%@ﬁﬁuﬁﬁ@%ﬁt

AN L 72 HERER A SR S i Tw b,
(2) a. o(mitt-ed)

b.  con(strict-ed) (op. cit.: 14)
=7, 3) WREND LI, ARAL VEETIE, @, B ORHITEERILm
DB N DL TERER OERIE D LS Oltra-Massuet and Arregi (2005) 7% &I,
COHRERFNT 572012, BEHTEERIBE S 2 HARAOBRZRIC 2T
LHRVEREL TV,

(3) canti -ba -is [Spanish]
sing.  IMPIND 2PL

‘you (pl.) sang (imperfect indicative)’ (op. cit.: 12)
2) & (3) 26, ANA VERESFROE L, KRR B O RIS
WTHE T B R ICER L TV AN Ew) T LR b, LzAo T,
ANRA ZEEOTIRBYE OWNEIZ B W THAEBR BB L Tw 527, SO TIE
BE OWNE CIIBES ISR L T nizo, G 24 ZRITPIR
B E L0 H LT, TAOMBERICEREL TV A HEREHET 2 L1 D
bo FiARE LT, FEHETIXEPPHRDVE O, AXRAL VEETRELNZWE
V) FEPHII SN,

WAL, (1) OFMRERZ W) KACBIEShTn .
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3. WhigE)

AETIE, H2FHICBT 2w BEOHEL, TOFEHIZBT S CPEEE
DALE & i KBS ORAAISIEETH 20 ISR L T E BRI TV,
AETHE, TNTORABEFEHFRYGIHIGT 2 LI REDT, By
BRI (4) DL ITERINT S,
(4)  Contignity
Given a wh-phrase a and a complementizer C where a takes scope, a and
C must be dominated by a single ¢, within which a is Contiguity-prominent.
(op. cit.: 84)
(D) 2BV B a D% Contiguity-prominent TH B IKPUL (5) DL H ITEFEEIN TV 5,
(5) @ is Contignity-prominent within ¢ if a is adjacent to ¢'s prosodically active
edge. (op. cit.: 85)
(4) DEMZIMIZTHEELT (6) & (7) DBEFRESH T2,
(6)  Grouping (version 2 of 3)
Given a wh-phrase a and a C with which a is in a probe-goal relation, create
a ¢ that dominates C and a . (op. cit.: 85)
(7)  Contignity-adjunction
Take a pair of adjacent prosodic nodes and make one of them a daughter of
the other. (op. cit.: 108)
AT, CPEEIVKBIMEL TWE 7NV T TIED whHERMIZB VT,
(6) & (7) OBRMENLD L) HRET 222 MBI 20 7V Y THEETIE, (8)
DR ENT WD X HIZ, whWDBF OBEHNAE L 21 37 5 % v,

(8) a nino sad  Cavida? [Georgian|
Nino  where 3.go
‘Where did Nina go?”’
b. *sad nino Cavida?
where Nino 3.go (op. cit.: 101)

(8a) 1& (9) DX HIEAHEZIFDL, CHEAINLAOBETIE (10)
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L) AR SEIND EIREL X9, (10) IZBF 2 HEMIE, 7 vy

X O OLM ARG TH B L V) T L EFIRL TV A,

(9)  [ep [t [or 0in0] [ o [ [ve [aaer sad] [y Cavida]] 2]] T7] C] (cf. op. cit.: 105)

(10)  [s1 [s2 DP nino]) [y [os AdvP sad]) V Cavida])]) (cf. op. cit.: 105)
RETIE, CHBASINZWET (6) OFEDEMA SN, (11) OFHREEDS
HSEEh s LfiiEdnhTwb,

(11) a. [, DP nino])

b, [on 43 [os AdvP sad]) V Cavida]) C]) (cf. op. cit.: 106)
(112, b) OFAREEIHEAMIC O OHAME T Lo SN, BEICICBE)
T5E, (12) OX) HEAMHEEIHELESNS,

(12)  [o1 [62 45 DP nino]) [os AdvP sad])]) V-T-C Cavida]) (cf. op. cit.: 107)
MRS S NS B VT, miidc e IToIc X DR s T
WA, FEMICTEETH 2 AWM ISR L T v, L7ads> T, (12) O
AR (7) OBMEZBEH L, (13) O XD A S 2 HEST 2 LEND 5,

(13)  [42 [ss DP nino]) [y AdvP sad [V-T-C Cavida]])]) (cf. op. cit.: 107)
(13) Ti&, (7) O|IECIBEF LD CHwMIT L ) HIF S N7z 04 1ITHLA
AENTWD. AETE, 413 whM BRI DIRF SN2 ERNTH 5720,
ZOHFIZB T MITHEENIEETH 2mICHEE L Cw b ERAE NS,
MRLLT, miidc ik WX h, Zodh CHEMICTEETH
BAMWICEHERE L Cn b7z, VY TEO I EICEES I ENTE
LV RENFHEINL, ZNITHL, (7) OBIEIZ2ODERMBEHL T
WABEICOREH ENL 720, whh) EBFEMED COBEEE L T (8b)
MIELENTH L HEENELSHH S NS,

4. FHEEBZE

AEIL, BEENBEIESE PN ERICK VRSN D 9T 562 8T
TR R FEEZIH VD & SHEICB 2 BERRB T 04 62 R B SLH %
52X LTW5h, 2B TIRE SN EPPRIRICH T 2 50011%, £HOSiE
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OWEZFWT LI LD TEL L) JT REBMICFEEINDLESH . T,
3ECTIRES NI whBENIK T 250011, Agree BIFR R BMIRBILRIC— AL S
TBY, 5% MWEHRNOIIRIYFRFTE 5,

Lo L, AEOGHIZ WS OPARW R RAFRIN TS, BlZIE, A#HT
(EACREE S & B AT ISR S B E ST 528, JREICB W
TINOLDOHERED LI IHRDTONLD0DHLATIEZ VI HICHE
Vo Fiz, AHEHTIL, HEFHIIBVTHLHIEMWBENFEL LA LA LR
WA HHEV) ZEIZDVTIRIELEAETENRVEIITE ), HIZIE,
4ETIE, @) OFMFIEAgree IRICH D ERICOBHIND L) ITBESR
TWBAS, EFEBYEICHBE L T 2 HEFED heretll SCR0H5 4D B EAE ST,
B 2 &M e D L) iz SN REH L2 TREVE S-S,

COXD HMERD A, AEFEwtEw & EEER O AR T 5 BER
WREMEZRIR L, BHTERREBY S D B k4 2 BIR ML ORIEIC K & 23R %
b7263759,
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