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(1) Strong Uniformity

All languages share the same set of grammatical features, and every language

overtly manifests these features.
EHEILEINE, —BHOALNLVWEHIAOETOERICIEeHE & opic/
focus DD B L\ 9o HARRLHMETED L) o M—FORILLWVE
ELH DA, FHICHYT 5 topic/focus D—H DD D, ENDeFM & MKk
CABBZERET 5. —BRECICEEMN T bR, BRATRERME D ¢-probe &
CHHTNEMEREND, Lizho T, HEFED L) 2—UEFH L HA - BE
O L) HFERENEROEC L, M TNORHZ EHET 2 90@N %
D, & 51213 topic/focus BT = A ATHHC B FHOTD X ) %% EHEH
IR E NS E ) D OENIEHTESL, DE D, topic/focus RIEDHRAK S
NISHGE TSR, MR ENZTNE—8ER &N A5 —0EVEL
THATE S,

EHRXEHIT, CLTOMIRa& W) HEFFET S5 EEERL TS,
Z OFE D EBR 1L Holmberg and Nikanne (2002) ®7 4 ¥ 7 ¥ FEOBE = &
FHUNOBULTHE L HBN, focus BB ZFI ST L) CERUT
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GLEEZLDTF—FmH &I, PHREANBYEFEHHERELTWE, €L T
¢-probe DHARIZDWTIE, TOMICH « IR TE, THPFABHZF &R
TEFERLTWA, TIZH B gprobeld Eih % goal & LTEEHRT L, Ny —
RETEIZEEND K91, SVO T OVS R Loc (ative) VS FE NS BE 7%
12, «ll® D opic RIS HWHESLHIWEHRAEL, BEZIIZEITOTH
5o
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TWwb,

3. BEIWEIHAEREZDANZX L

Chomsky (2001) BLBETHRRLNTWS X 91T, v-probe X EIRIFRO AT 2
HilRsNBb, 2935 L, —HOMRILHET 5217 T LR OB T X
N7z probe-goal D O —F PR OFLEKIIIR ST, THHHEE O 720 O S BB
ENTLE ). BEHBIARIIZ O Agree 1T & » TR S N2 EIE & 5 E O R
MO 72DV L E BB OREZ IR T 2D fTbN D, HFRERL T
bo TMEIRLT2D DA Probe-goal union (PGU) THh Y, I IITFERFERA~
REENBFNATDON S,

(2) Probe-goal union (PGU)

A goal moves in order to unite with a probe.
REDPMA TR, ETOBIToEED 50T topic/focus Mo —3 & B
T TV E720, EPPOL ) BRIV OFWLEERET B LEE RV, W
W5HEPPAIE L EREZ ONTELDI DI, HDZDTIIRHLETD goal
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GEDMEEERTAIERIXNTE S &) MTHBEAEGZ R LT
W5,

LA L, PGU® 7z LR 2 QM 2 AR AT D n Tk w o R R
Wb bo PlZIE FEHIETFT V= FHELREICBT S tha  KIFRI RO T — ¥ 24
G, EFEE LTRESENDS & thac RPN R BIMTE B LHIPBL T, 3
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