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Bt 0 & B 3K 4R ik
W, A

(1. @ T K% SEEFR, T &L 063000;2. PEAARKF LFKR, LT 100024)

BE. AT HETFERELT, REMARARART HFE, FARAREZETFE
WEEBAMMEARERIT, RAERERFENKD THRIRMES TRHELLNGS
EE AN B MR A BNS, BEHRATARN TSR MEGHFL, SHALALTREE
REAGHFRF FRFREANN , FBAANFELLEREREEF SR EFRGARR S
BB AR, BT AR A R B A b G, A W miE it — T IRAA R R BTG RAR Ao

2R
KR : & IE K W AmiE s A AL

hEsSHS: SERFRINAD : A
0 8%

Wit % ( adjunct ) J&— Rp B hn 72 35 4 op A R
WA} R AR JE B B O R SR LR R A B
6] o 2 o XFE R MBS X HEs
TEEEMR) ™, R AR LB 982, DR L i hn i e
FRMIE & 22 B F 1K R P B9 T A (rag-bag) [
HAGERRIET EFHIBERT , ERIMET ¥
R AL R BT FE AL A X RN TE 1938 3L A ik SOE
FABLRFEAT T J1 B B s Bt 58 , A B XT B hn i #Y
EEERA BT F LR S, A&
TEBEAIE RN HAE R S RE AT IR AR, #2630
BRENEI 4305 0,

ERMABIIT, BAZ AR RAF R
BXHHRR, BRXEHFRREZME N, I
BAMMINESEERNES AR EEREESY
MR BT AT A BGE R BB R B,
BRI B A AL SR 4L T B EE R . 7EA4E IR
EEHIBHER T, T EPERTAKE ST
MBS A BN M ANTE AT T R ORI
RIBRIE A R B RS It PR I TR B EA
WAL

o7 B 3% :2016 - 12 - 25

BEMA 2015 FEMILA RS T H « SO 4 Byl 4
HBFFE” (HBISYY014)

{EEE . FEL(1975 - ), &, WAL HEMEA T, BI8R, £ 8
BEF 5 1 GBS B BB F ¥

1 ESMER 5

BV A BUE BRI B A X — R 2 HEBR 72
IREEZ AN, BRER, R4 BIEEFE
. B2 B R T A AR R, RIEAARY
—ARK, I ERAGIERDY, Bk, B
FE A IR ERAESE T MBI AT 5T R B TIE A3l i
FEETREITF R, MATFZERAT T W
BB,

@D a. John drove his car carelessly.

b. John was careless at driving his car.

@  a. Frankly, John is an idiot.

b. 1 am being frank in saying that John is
an idiot.

B 2B R R, bR A AT
AR TR R Z S, KRB 434 57 F TR 417 A &l iR
WRARB BB A MER, ECHEBEEN
T RIED —Fp TR b RE\ERRATR
BHRERNRG . FREBEMEZE, HE
BUBRZE B FBEHEAT T MEINIE BB 5T, o J5 3k
BB EE T R LB R A,

A IR A TE R BB 1 et O e,
EERN T UM, B FESUME S
Bl i, RIS H K Travis (1988) ' 45 55 — 7
FRIER BRI IEAE AR 5 (specifier) SRS, A3
2 H Cinque(1999) "% 48 ;55 = FHEL K MEINIE
A #b J& iE ( complement ) , 3% % # H Larson
(1990) " & 55 PUFHEE I Iy BRI 28850 1
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(adjunct) AR NS AR 4> L IER, RFH
##A Chomsky (1999)7" Emst(2002)®12  F
T BA B —HUEAE R
L1 HA0iE AR BRI R
Travis (1988 ) AN, Bl & EFF 0018, BF
BRPE B IR K, D RER ST A — A e B R I 2
(phrasal category) . kA, BARBIH B A BT
HIBUTHRIE, R ARRIB 1 T #R B AT,
ERAE A% OB R 1 B TR ER B R 1] — M0 4
HEHA R TIAS 2] e HE , H 498 0T LA B G 8lliA) )
EAT AW — IR, Travis 12 B 18 i 4% 00 75 WA
RO T AR 55—, BRI R 7 5
—L AR Z R R A TR B 7 2R = BRI
RN EE, A4 X FElshiEEE? %M, A
2 BIAR AL E AR F, OB LA ? B3, It
2[RI BT RN A 17 45 5 53 A 00 62 BAE L, B3]
oA R 7
HEF LRASR BAR RRIE P HMERES
SE, Travis Xof & 18] i Fo v 75 2 LA B 32 B il iy 4] vk
ST HET TR . I A BRI — L
TERITE € FRAE BT SR ME AT, A EE 25 Bl A (40
probably , likely Z5i#] ) 5 # 4715 Bl i7] ( sentential ad-
verbs ) B¢ T HYZEARRIE AT fo o, LS EE Mg
B RAE 7e 8 5 (govem) I FURHR A BB B SR 1
175 75 2 Bl 3] ( manner adverb ) Wl FUF 7645 5% 3l 14
(V) BB A B B ahin) n9 77 AR B fu sk, 2
F RN, BATRE T HI61T -
@ a. Evidently Horatio has lost his mind.
b. Horatio evidently has lost his mind.
c. * Horatio has lost his mind evidently.
(evidently Bij TCiES)
@ a. Quickly George finished his homework.
b. George quickly finished his homework.
c. George finished his homework quickly.
a. BAR/PEFHZTIEL,
b. /NEBRT R T,
c. */NEFETHENER, (“BR7AT
FiE25)
® a MPNEFETEL,
b, WNARRE S TR,
c. *»/NEFRETHELMRMR (R
R TCiE %)

HI®c B-AFIEEE, B A H AR #H

“evidently” 7£ LAl O BIH A EHE 1, 738 BLE B
B®c BAREE, H—FE, BI@ H BT A b1
RGP IRER, D 1, BT R ENA“ quick-
y" FERZM B AEHEZAE V, HEE TRE R
YRR 22 A IR HE , D T LA VR A
MR fudfE o WA DUEA SV MINE A 1 i 8,
B 35 HAR R I DUE Bl A ©c RARGIEER .

Travis TAJg , 0038 BURRE fo v WL 7T LA
Xt Jackendoff(1972) ir 5 & i A~ [ 2 B 7] #) /a) v
SR ARG AL AT, 1(a) 2 . 1(a) 2
AR 1 3B iA 8 INFL ) — 2K (agreement ) F#E
A (event) FFAEFT AL ME, 11 1(b) 3, T(b) K
IV 2ERE M BE VB9 2 (Agent) FFAEFN 7 X
(Manner) $F4E BT SUHfE, WA 1,

@

ip

7\
NP I
. AN
Ha ly VP
AN

131
v

YP

Ib
IIb
v

W1 &liakdAnm 4 se

T35, Travis 3833 % 315 | 7K 5 18 A1EIE B XS
HBF ST & B, BllA] B FF A 7T LA — ML i AR
B HIHGHRAZCE B, BT LA OIEB B R H R
RS Lo B A REOTE, BRI IR OE
BAER LA BARAE R, O LU BEAL O 18
B ERUETALE.,

FIRJE Travis (1988 ) 2-F BIA N LB W
ARSI H AR T AR R . Travis SR (8
TR SR AL A X N R AL B BT IS,
EM R R T HRPTREA B . BE,
Travist BT THER T B L R FBEEE. Yo-
shio Nakamura (2000 ) 7E FF R AH R TGN R, Bl
TRV SE A SR HBUT RY AL, RV B3R B AR AT
KE AT, BEIKR T LA A S s 2iE™,
RBI®a @b,

a. Independently of Eastern philosophy

Western philosophy developed.
b. Western philosophy developed inde-



52

ML , % . MHImER LR 67

pendently of Eastern philosophy.
( Yoshio Nakamura 2000)

fER, G R B T AR OB ST &R R
BERRENE, BLAREUBRE I 2FH
BRI REEAEAR R B A" M ANE AR, M
DASE A AR R RO B WA R B R T 2 A A R
AIERE SRR . FEIN L Travis B94FAE fo 0t FEI
Xof ) ) SR 432 PR O T) AR R ) 3 TEATART PR W1, BB A1
B A= j, ( overgeneration ) ) B 42 it ¥k LB 42

Kim(2000) it — 245 i, FT i A 48 e VT RR B
(case — adjacency effect ) ZE4h (4 AT AESE T thid
AREHEHE D . BN, AR Travis XF B
ST, B2 LA MEER V B,V
Al NP e a2 RHARVE R, T B o

@ = George read completely the book.

FEF X SO LA A R 1 [0 R, SR R B IR A A%
OB B T B I 28 HEAT 43 BT , AL 0 T 1h B
HRME, R, Travis S5 Wik, BRTHH“ R
REM T MR BRI ARMA , B HREH
B BTG EIRER” o
1.2 HMmEAREIENRR

Laenzlinger ( 1993 ) | Rijkhoek ( 1994 ) | Cinque
(1999 ) S51A % Bl 37 14 B i f8 F 45 b D BB 0>
BHRRIEM BT, X—BRREANE
R AEREYE M INEROLE ., 78 LLX R0
RS BAR R M I BE 5§, Ll Alexiadou I
Cinque BITHER N TR, HROFS 4 RIEF=RE W
BK.

TSR T M BIE A2 BHF5E) (Adverb
Placement: a case study in antisymmetric syntax) —
F, Alexiadou (1997 ) #23 Kayne f/48) 1 50 FR
33 ( Antisymmetry of Syntax) , X &l 7] A % 5] 5
AT T, A B o] IR T BeA% OB 1Y
FraiB, W LR HANEIE . fEAAREE, 81 &
ARIE /A B B T Bl L IR A RIS JT A R AE
BB HEAT S

Z BB IR (the cartographic approach) [
Ja %, Cinque(1999) NESIE S M A AR T
BRFIERETE S 5 o BR8] 18 P R &
ik, BRI Z (B T4 BRI , & 2K BIHE /Y
MEZ - MERWBERRENRH . BEHFESE
ANGIETE )]y g TP S ANGIE= T (IR NEI B i ) )
—#Bor, RIBNENIA . IR AN IR SR

TNREIEAE I, Bl 1]t 2 A% U T BB 18 2K (core func-
tional category ) i) —F, [ H A O I BEIERI X
B, B BUTE R O IE R AR R LR, B 2h
R R RSB BN R ERIER, BTH
I F B 447, Cinque 38 84, B 7] [5) A [ F
R OTNREE —— I, HA B A K E
. WeT, ik KB, E— 2B EFEEMIES
o, [F B 30 iA) D BB IR S S T BETER AR L K E
JE BT IS R IR SR R 2 0 MRS
R RREIT o
o T I BA & 35 B T 1Y T BB 1 4F £, Cinque
(2004) #t—# 51 F§ T T-1& (sign language ) HJ1E
$12 FEFED, b AN AEE TR RNE
AR BB FHREE, TMAEE —BECRAE
ST RE (S B W i FRMHE T Ebnin sl (U
B AEF IR ICHITRIAMEB T HLEA AR
FIR R, ERIBMBERAEN T BT, 8liWE 5 &
FEFHIRCRR LR ARGEEE B E B0k
£ AT E R REH X AHUE, Cinque #—
L AP e3iN: A AN E | ST N/ g Y Doy o
Cinque (1999 ) 3 &li8) Z [l 7 2647 T VR4
BIRE. AtIAg , 2840 “ honestly " X HE /Y 5 1BAT A &l
il (speech — act adverb ) AL AL EAE A M BIA]
(evaluative adverb) “unfortunately” 22 57, JLA0; T
PR 1 B 3R U 4376 7 UE 48 4 B 17 ( evidential ad-
verb) “evidently” 2Z B, 2@ BT 7% ; UE 45 ¥ & 17
“clearly” X H BB A 5125 81 7] ( epistemic adverb)
“probably” Z &, RAI@,
@ a. Honestly I am unfortunately unable to
help you.
b. * Unfortunately I am honestly unable
to help you.
@  a. Fortunately he had evidently had his
own opinion of the matter.
b. * Evidently he had fortunately had his
own opinion of the matter.
@  a. Clearly, John probably will quickly
learn French perfectly.
b. * Probably, John clearly will quickly
learn French perfectly.
Cinque $2H , 54~ Bl 1) #R 2 F By VT AL 1 A4 R
B hBEE R AR RIS, BEAESAREIHE
AT LASr A £z BY 37 (lower adverbs ) Fi & {7 & i5]



68 TR Toly KEEE R (FESRERRD)

F13E

(higher adverbs) Bi2& . 12w A @, BT HHiE
# 1Y ( speaker — oriented ) Bl ] 7E 2 T £ 1B HY (sub-
ject — oriented ) B 72 Hi o

HT X EIAH, Cinque 1§ T T 458 8l
TR 2Z 16 A AR S L PP R bl — A 3 1 2 Ok e 2
Ho ANVIRETERE DR RS R REH, AR
DIREBT b BB B AT R .. IMIEE
HITIRER S R AN B RAM R FE TR ES
H L MRS B R EREEWIEST THEA
Bish, i — b R IE , B 1A B B Ak
i & , BRI7ER R B A DT J2 e 2l i) Fn B 3 1)
AL B, IR RN R B B3I

HR2,7eW R WiA-BIE T A g 248007 1 iE
B G, Cinque b 3R B 17 I AP 1) B R 3 T
PR B4, Cinque B T 1A A B L0 58 (1 i i
EA MY B B AR EAE, X E TS T H
SIERT ik FBTRE .
1.3 B{hniE 4 M masiE s

[&] Cinque #0 Alexiadou M ) #: £ BE X B 17] /Y
G3AT BT 4T B 5248 th i 4518 AN [6], Chomsky
(1999 ) . Sportiche (1994 )" Emst (2002 ) 4 A
7, B TT DL B R AT A B RIEE,
o B T8 SORAR B BRI B 20 A o

MEFPE X Ei, Jackendoff 255 —NTEA: AL
BEHESE TR H#HT REM R EE . 7E(E
SRR 21 L 212 F&) (Semantic Interpretation in
Generative Grammar 1972) — 3597, Jackendoff & %¢
o LSRR AR 4 4 ¢ ~ ly” Al “non — ly”
25, MR Bl R B8 % 1 B 0 ) oL B S L AH O 1
XA BRI AT TSR 4y, iR,
DB B ali A BB 28, )ik o A R i ik
PEIR G A M ( projection rules ) AKX I REZE 14
(functional structure ) ££ /5] ¥ J2 [ H B 1E FH W) 45
B, At — 52 T AlEE—-MLENT I RNE
SCRIIEE SCBLGR , 42 37 AR J 15 465 44 0 T 2 g AR L
SR B A AN R R, F X Bl 6 Ao e 7y 2k
1T TR EIRIT

1T 24 0t BT ALY | Jackendoff BB ST M B
ol o S5 KR AHELE , (ELRE , Ao} BT A TR PR 4E M 26
FRAT A T ORMBIFRAL T RGPS , £ R
WFoe s BRI E

Ermnst J& 4% Jackendoff f5 3% 1% T1f WU
X, B HETHR N BEAEREENFE.

% Greenbaum (1969 ) "*° I Jackendoff( 1972 ) W
S BTEAE R 415 3L (neo ~ Davisonian e-
vent semantics) #1455, 837 7 |6 Cinque %5 &
EMA P E N MET R, EFE(H
HE R34 1) (The Syntax of Adjuncts,2002)
W, Ernst PAR , 7 W) B 1) AR 95 L 1) V08 URRAE , 3%
FAFB FEO 76, WFH),

@ a. Obviously, Mark wisely did not kick the

ball for an hour.

b. [ PROP OBVIOUS [ PROP [ STATE
WISE [ STATE PAST [ STATE [ PROC
for —an — hour [ Q — EVENT K(e) &
Agt(e,m) & Th(e,b)]]]]]]]

(Emst 2002)

Ik, BRI AN [R) 38 A8 38 T i e B ok
AT BN E BT . BIRIEIR

®Speech — Act > Fact > Proposition > E-

vent > Specified Event

) @l E) [F) HAs TOHR & 7 — B B — 4 ik
RIIHIBLST , BR324 T SR ) 1 1 oAt il 43 e
PP, TEFRN AT A LR B TE B 5, OB B
A A ERRER T — 1~ B4 IE W& IR0, & B A3 B
ERBATARE FIHER,

[f] Cinque FJAR &1 WA A, Emst 1A, ff
IiE R AT B EREH#EAN A FHELBIIER,
TR A B T 3 — s R AL, )R S
TR E B 18] 19 4o B 0 TG BT R 48 9 VB AR LD
HERNA A AL E W LIS 2)E L E A& B AR
T, R R R R kR WA 2,

A /\
UP W}’x N\ X
Z , /X
/\ w .
" X/)& Y/\X'
° zp )/\Z
a b

B2 FAeiB IR AL
( Ernst 2002)

HeAh, Ernst 3B A8 & £ 5 B E TR A

WAL B R RHLT TR, AID Sifd
AW R HSIRABABA , FARZ, R LR &
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. MEZMNUNESHARN, P LIEREEEN
BT, BRDUE LT RA , FEry i 322 4 )
J& TP ZI,

B2 ERZHR MG ZLES, Emst 7Y
B FEX BRI B A LR AT T 8 R 3R R
T, 8 X B DUEIEFIdL b3 % . {H Emst
HEXT B o A S TO s B TR R B 1R) 2 ] B
R , X R H T B 22—
1.4 MmiEHREBIEF

McConnell — Ginet ( 1982 ) ¥ [} INiE 43 Ky 31 1H)
PIE E RS A B . A, Bk
N treat” Z AW R W) 3hiA], LL S AN “ behave” Z 2
B B Wy 3yl a7 2 Bl 1) M 1) 58 7 2 HoRh R IE
HIE SR VP, X SR iR PR R L 4R —
MBI E . [FIHE, Larson (1990 ) 75 AL 3 XU S 45
I, WA AR A RE T AR IE A B, WE
FEB& 72 Kim (2000) F132 2225 (2010 ) % Bt hniE #Y
BRFE B4R 2 T Sl i B0 i R A A2 T R
o {BR:, [F—FHinig o] LA 307 A]F 5 A [E] L
B, WnE e rh R TR B IR B AR R BB XT BN E
A ML HEAT 3R G R
1.5 HA#HR

B bR 5 RS S A R B S, TEAE AR
HIEMERT A HAfth— 2622 3 % A F B8
RBEXT B g AT 75

H 562 John Bowers (1993 ) $2 i iy iR 5 B it
BE™ . BTFIHEK(1884) IFiER A (un-
saturated expression) [ W, 55, Bowers ¥ B fE 15 2K
Pr( predication) 5| AR EE45#), 1A Pr 580 V
AR REIRRE, BAE[ +Pr, +/-N, +/-V]
SERRIE ] LA B R AR BB

X} JETE B 1) 1 A1 5 4 A AT 5T S, Bow-
ers & , BT AT RERIEAE C° . 1" \Pr” V' & JLA
FLE, B— R ALE X I AR N A B A2 R 30
FEERIEF, ftuil it Bl iR A s B R,
H—H R T HO R Pr R, RS AE#E T X5 p
g ST

Petr Biskup (2010) & & 6 F & & 18 B¢
( phase) & % ( Chomsky 2000) ' | %t &l 371 f 1%
SREEAL B TR AT T 5, kA =B &1
ZE#y (tripartite quantificational structure ) | f] F )
£ B.45% (information structure) [ J i Bx G54 2
BIAMEXRC, A% - 8 RE, B3

(vP) MBI A B S  OREIR, B5 B
5P AR R X, bR ) T A ( CP) W B e
B AL 25 BR8N (restrictive clause ) f1 21
BXIf, HF EIRWA, Petr Biskup AN, ik =
H K RTETERR B TC A R 3R] A 15 B S5 R AL
EEEETRROEM, Rt 7RiE & El
T RFE R B 4 A o AlIA DR, ) R B A 1 3R]
HE-SIFE P &IE b, 24 B EIA) (sentential ad-
verb) RN R Wi fH ( extreme value) F) 45, 1 AT LA
BRI E . 7EMINTE Y EHE % & (ana-
phoric relation ) [B]&E | , A Ky, A 7L/ /g
I H SIS FRIE (r-expression) 74 0] LARIR fin /1va)
AMYARIR TR 48, A R LAKE CP iE B 9 R 2 i ok
kg, FERIIR LR 5 T8 , R BR S A A48 T
HEEER, BIRKHERFZ B R- 2 8
)RR, Ba B 4R 3 4L i 18] & JR U ( Principle of
Natural Evolution of Intervals) Frik &, i B SR 8R4k
PR 1) R SR ) 2 7E 1 B AR S BRI o A, 4
BB BEARRE B, RIX T MR ERE,
HG P RTT LA B, R, 72 B 0/ 7 RAIEER
BT , Eiko Mizuno(2011) 4347 1 Bl 37 i) o BR
i, B T AE B F B AT O B A R & R
RIEETE XA DY M VR R T A
RO GE TR N A RE B B3 b A, B RIS BE
8 LB 7E 7 Bt Z SM AR A S HE K (licenser ) fT
fotfe. T ERW A, Eiko Mizuno AN, 72 PR
AYhiEEL oP R S MEF RAT A AR FHA R & E,
MAESER AN CP BB e Lk liF 84 77
&, A, Eiko Mizuno X Bl id) 2 8] B [8)i5)E
T 34T T 5T,

TEAIE ~ 18 X R ( syntax-semantics inter-
face) , B F FI 18 5 ¥ # Katalin E. Kiss (2009 )
R FRE A FEER, A A E
SN T BRI R B AE S HED, fh
1A, B BT LA A2 i B3 1) S 3 i 7 gk A
FIFRBEES R NGB EZ AL B X
BLK B 1 ( prosodic ) %5 1 25 I K B il 29 R R 1
o148 th , 18 LIRS AR FR 45 . 55—,
BIiR| BB AL & A X 58 =, FEAEE
F X A0 @ R 2L B F PR . AR T,
AN, BhiFE S R BIR B AR S, EE 2
FIRE R 438 K JE ] ( Law of Growing Constitu-
ents) LA % 5 8 %5 15 (intonation phrase ) T & {5
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Mo AT, BT R R BB - & &
MNFTESR . 7 LR S ABRBT , b1 60 F
BT i R AR R B
b SHARLERAF AT T A, X6 5 )
T AP R B A ) A R FE SCRMEEAT T i 4 4
o

LA NS 757 43 B R B D BT ST AR U
TRKBBCR, F B EA & B RS, BAN]
TNHGR , X BB 50K A Ja R I BF 58 B 58 IR SE B
HISHERMAR IS,

2 BEWAE

RGBT FRERT , BN EEXT W IE K
B AE B RS (B R BN EE BB EERT
XFFEIER B N BR 6, BT EERN L FH
)i, oK H B 5 NS B R

1990 4E, % E E MDA 1B 5 BRI G R 1
F BT T AR DUE R 7 ) — kAT, ER
184383 The Chinese phrase structure and extended
X’ - bar theory &1 R FIW 4 LG B V B
AL, T BRI oo JE 0 X A 14 4 A
TR M EY R X BB T, X0
1 XP AT A3 I L3 & 2 M 5 B SRR
FEZEEE X &, AR 2B I iE FE e g
B RIS B 400 8 BT Fe 5 BRI TR AS 8] A ) 1
G306 W BR T4 08 IR o LA K i i g i
H1E X B8, 5% John Bowers YA IEHIS)E &, i
ORI R] 4 A 30 18] wi R 1) R 3l A S RIAEL, AR X
WK R ] LI CP - IP — PrP - VP 44N T
BRS AR, B HINEREAT N
Br , A Ry RN 15 f 1 BRSO SR SR AU 437
ARV A R Rl ) 4 B B i 45 21

1E523) 17 (light verb) BB R T, B2 4
(2002) XA (2010) 5543 5| %F BUACT i Rl 7] B
RIEHFT T, EREFRERT,RE
4(2002) AT I g B e S B A L )
B AR B B 2 0 SR  IEBA Al i e S R DL
TZE b BAMAENTRETH, ZBRRER)T X
ZET AR . FEHX B INE B B, BEnIE
A5 15 BRI BT, B A Y i 349 LA Ze 1o B 9
T i#4T. BT Chomsky (1995 ) 55X B il B B 5¢
HI 53, BAR M, BRI A - R 7 A R

W, B RE A BT BT 70 32 51 4% 35 8 ([ Spec
XP]) fr 8 B EREE P 2T W B R
A5 2 L S 5 255 A A8 Bl J i S T
iy BREHSEFTSERIMEIR , 1 H RS H M
EBRENTAEGEIES SR ENER, B0
BARIGE IR , 3 AR B B0 W iR £ m-& 3
B, WA “ R IEE RIS & 3 3P
AL, B, BSR4 I, nakiR
B“SIAESAE o+ P ISR IEN B R AR
", WAL B R — A T AL B, 37 32 7 2
B X EE A7

IS BB (2010 ) B &34 R “ B BPRIE” Fn 3F
BELRIE” T, Mhilh, BERIE KB E
FIXT 5, W LAM IN7E TP.CP s oP b, TidE
BARIE R R B S REE £, R
SRAR B B A BT B A B0 B B HEAT T 40T, 1B
B XBH- B MR A B, B A A AR (3
AR EHTER

BT bR B BTSN, IRk, [H
— e - R 5T A VR RS A AR R A T B
TE I A BB B BT AT, LR R (2006) Y B 5
$:(2007) 2 #4%(2010) ) @54k49(2009) ! 8
BFH(2011) 4 Sy sesr gt o B P A R,
TEETREURN S T B A 0 7 R, R R X DU R
BB RIE UM S T — & s E o

3 4iE

HT LG L BCE 5 A HELR T R I i ot
5, BB TR VR IRIESR T NSRS 5l E
AHRE WA BE , X8 B INE 2 R I T WL T 2K
ROV TH BT , 3 M I v 7 O 2B IR, 2
T BRI 0 R Il R BT B Bt
MEERE NS . YL LRV AR BT & H
HARR, EAZ B RL LAA R E LR et el
WER AT AFAE A D R R R, AR A
— BB BT

BBk :

{1} HILDE HASSELGARD. Adjunct adverbials
in English [ M]. Cambridge: Cambridge U-
niversity Press,2010.

(2] Bah LAXA[M.LALZ.BELPPH
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AN OVERVIEW OF THE RESEARCH ON ADJUNCTS

SHENG Lihong', LI Dagin®
(1. School of Foreign Languages, North China University of Science & Technology, Tangshan 063000, China;
2. School of Liberal Arts, Communication University of China, Beijing 100024, China)

Abstract: The study of adjuncis is a thorny issue under the framework of any linguistic theory. The traditional
and modern linguistic theories emphasize the descriptive study of adjuncts, while scholars who study Genera-
tive Grammar devote themselves to probing into the rules and the formation mechanism of the complicated and
complex syntactic and semantic meanings of adjuncts. After reviewing the research on adjuncts done by previ-
ous prominent researchers and conducting an in-depth analysis of the research methods mentioned in related
articles and Monographs, this article discusses the current situation and progress of the study of adjuncts home
and abroad done by scholars especially in the field of generative grammar, reveals the advantages and disad-
vantages of the various research methods, and provides a new perspective and theoretical basis for further study
of adjuncts.

Key Words ; generative grammar; adjuncts; generative mechanism



