ik ol 3 P4
WF I AR ANHEEICA N IEE 2 W E X U T 0 RILO LM
ZEMEE HERE (EBRS R ®RAFTEET)

Summary This aim of this project is to provide a theoretical account for the ambiguity of the
interpretation of modal auxiliaries which is observed cross-linguistically. Based on
the phase theory (cf. Chomsky 2000, 2001 among others), we propose the ambiguity
derives from the difference of the position at which they are interpreted in the
syntactic structure and seek to explain the role of modality in the human language,
especially at the syntax-semantics interface.

1. I
LI OBIA 7R K D ICHEFRE O LB LM ASR (EM) &RFEAHER (RM) O 2
DORREF>Z ENMbNTND,

(1) John must go to the party.
a. ValiFN—T 4T dhiERb Ry, (EM)
b. ¥ a LI R—=T AT ATEW R, (RM)

EMIZHFE I NT-MEOEREIZK T 2FEEOHMEZRL THEY, RMIIEBECTFA, 7
BRREOBEWRERT, BHHFORFSZ 5 LEZHRMEIZEEL T TE <L DEETH
RINTWD, BEBNICHEGENARBEOZEELFFOZ LITMARLITEZELHES, Z0%
HBHEOHRITIIAMSEICEET 2 HENLERLS 5 & Bbivsd, Y05 Tl ATk
DFFL AN BN T 1990 FRLIBRIZ R E L CE ZM/NNEFRICE SV T 2 ) LIz BK 2 fif &
N T & & bic, EHEFEOD 2 AR R ICHGNRUHEZ 5252 L2BMET 5,

2. W/NBEROBME  GEL <X 1990 1L LLIFE @ Noam ChomskyOD%VE%fﬁ‘%H%’é)

1990 AR LLRE AL gk SCIE DO PR A O H TR L C & 7o/ N B Gm Cld, SERERM CIES iz
HENFHREAMEBWRTMA~E XL, ZRENOEHM T, ﬁuupﬁﬁﬁfﬁeﬁgﬂf:%iﬁ%%
L, BEOHERSBEWROERN G5 2615 &5 25, Chomsky(2000,2001) TiXHEFEHFTIC

BUIDIIRAEOHNMNELTZ72A X (CP & vP) ZIEEL, HBEN T =4 XHEANLTELND
CIRET D, Flo, EFE RAEHMNL EEHEMN - BERBMA~OFEROEESL 7 =4 X2
LlZRENTWEEEZLNTWVD

3. LEIBFOMRE 7 = 4 X
EBEIFENERICL > TERDISDZFVERED ERBREZLUT (2) IZF LD,

(2) affllH : Z2< OFFETELRMRED TN CALEICHAZEIC EM, v iZi# T RM @
RN OB 22T H X OICRDFANPBEEINLTND
b fEME : EME RMIZIERA R 2,
i) EM > K;ifil(T) > RM  EX) John could go to the party.
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i) EM> TP {1 #&IF>RM EX) In general students must study hard.
ii1) EM>#t &3 (TP f101) /RM>%t &Fi>RM
EX) Everyone must win the prize in the lottery.
c. ZEIEBEIGIMESC  BiEhGF %2 1 XN 2 2L EEH T 2 55EICB W T, #iEN
=B @ LEICH D BENG O BN EMORREZ T %,
EX) He should can go tomorrow. (Brown 1991:74 222 v h 7 > K5 &)
d. VP HIER : V P HIBRESCIZBLN D 1EB B IE RM O R L 22Kz 72 0,
EX) John must go to the park and Bill must, too.
e. A b=/ HHED 2 b — LS TEEIEHII R MO IR LRz e,
EX) The books must be sold without reading them.

WHFZETIIEM E RMOZ ) LERIZBOOEWIZEL T, Eitadlb kb EMZCP ¥
A ANTHERZZ T . RM X vP 7 = A4 AN THERZ 2T 2 O TR WL 9 G4 7
Tk, ZDOEIITEZXDE, BEBNICBLEINDEMBEBFOZLEMEN 2 DIZREINT
WHDE, 72 RAOFEENCEvD2OTHDIZ ML MHAIND,

72, Chomsky(2001) Tix7 =4 Xix MM TH L] L5, CP 7 =4 XEX
EEROMBEE I N—L, vP 7 = A X 38E L2 OHE (FFE - BWGEE) L ofEzRDbT L
ENTW5, 22T (1) OFEFED must OEREZEZ CHDE, EMOEEE Vg
WN—TF 4 —IZ1T7< ] EWVWOIOMEEKRIIX L TEENZENNERZ L2008 T08K) THD L
EHLZXTEYD, RMOEEIT TYar) B 7<) EWORFEOETFEL R DT LN TR
ThHILERDLLTWD, DED | EMRNEIXT = 4 XBALTHEEE A 6 BB EH M~
ETHERPEONDERIC, 20 LS (MARMESLATRBIEOEE W) | ICET 2 F @A 57
HZHDE LTHIEL TS EIRZBND,

3. £L&®

VIR TIE, BEFRNICBEINDEYBFEORSZ /ML 7 = X mOHHM A O P T
AL, (2) ICRLELDZIILD LT LEMBFANEMERMENENORREZ & 5 L
ETRRDSDFEVERELHREHMTLIILEAKFLTVD,
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