A study on Zero Pronouns in Japanese : From the
Viewpoint of Domain Unification

B&5:jpn

HhRE

~FHH: 2017-10-05
*F—7—NK (Ja):
*—7— K (En):
YRR

X—IJL7 FL R:
FiT/:

http://hdl.handle.net/2297/4673




K % Bl % ¥

FiS & FHIR
FAL o M Bt G
¥ fr i F 5 HEREITS
FhZ5 0 3 FRk124E 3 H22H
FALR G O EE AR (EACBAIEE 4 &5 15D
Fhrg 5 oEH HAGRICE Y 2 EofEaIcld 20 —EROR—(LoBsan»s—
(A Study on Zero Pronouns in Japanese
—From the Viewpoint of Domain Unificaton—)
mXEERA ZHE Ot O —
£ R K i = F ¥ H B X

FHROERLEN

IhETEoREFOWER, KFEOBBICESCHBOUHNZZOE I AAEICHEHHET 2 bOMN
Z, TOEHIBHMTRFAMUTEROVEBE LD LN, £, ThE TORBHVEOMLIZH
Ao oREFNTHEHEG A ODICEH T A EVS S Roh-E®ERicEPRLTED, oo
BREEERETURII LN -1,

ZIT, AMETHE, Ihx TEICHRBENTTHPTE LA > BEXFOXY oREFOHREIE
a7 7o —FICL Do L, MaEmZER EIERBNERAED X S ITHEMED D &5 T s h
FHOMITAIEAXHMNET S, 61, EVAFEEVA FORICINE 28T TREL, BV
A FEBZ X OB TH 2HFEICB T 3 Lo REFMOIHRUIERE bHIRIZL, ToffEaFH0H
SLFEHHT 2R —MWEEAES LG EAMADODHNTH 5,

BEEDEH

B2EFE TR Y oL 00 Mh RUTEREHiEHSE s OB 2B L, BIEERICSO THRENDIN
R, HEMICHPETEL VW OREDLIBHBRTH I AL 12,

BIBETH, CHETHHEIMUAEI oA TOELERICESE YT, EKENEROMD Y %
BT,

HEHO ¥ o BUFERO)~6I0 X 512, EHOERELF—IHROMRSFES b0 EAA[FEE b D
b5,

(1 KEB i3 (MEFA¢ i Fir-7] EF -7,

(2) KEEid EF%2¢ i Fla-7/c] S EEFMLI,

B KEFiid [pi@diBLTWLWB] LAFX TN,

4) [KEBiZo i BE&%2BLALDT] 6+ i BEEMILZ 1,

(B5)* [KEBiZog i BEZBLLOT] fEFiE > > s,

k¥ o BRESEHO EFAFRTEAVREREXTH Y, HXOMBRHO¥ o HIFEI3%E
N EEH O EFE L R—FROMRMAAEERZ I T TH 245, TRIZUWD & 5 IZT]hELR & D &(1)3)5)
DESICAFFREB S DMD 5, £D &5 SR AA T HEZBIUIAT S A D BR TH & Bl OB,

—_1—



SFDHEBENE - TWBREEZZIETIORBETMNT I LENTE S, MXRURIGFEE T
REHHFALDO [E51 B0 [HSh L] @ X7 logophoric BikFEDKE, FEXITE->TED, #H
1% o Bi—{biZ 13BFE D logophoricity D3P > T2 Z EMbh s, —F, BRETIE, PAFRE EKE
WOFEEHETIELL, FTERIHLHELR T EHh o, H—LoBERNBHEHETHE EEZE NS,
Z 9 L CHE A —1{L U 72 BRBE T3 empathy #3000 5 ™!

6) KEBild [@ ifbFEFIE-T] EE -7

(DASAERE T H 2 D2 L TO)DEAE TH 5 Z & 1F empathy ##ll#0 o FHTE 5, (6)DFHDF57E
ER—fEROEREGO TER Yot TE 20126 LT, (1)OREEENE HIFEIC empathy % i <
TRy, HWEXE o gk TtER o Ths, UL, HIEAHE—LLEZW2TH
empathy HFIE LD S0, #-T, ¥oHNEEEHO LR LEA—IFROMRIEATETH S L0
‘—ﬁmufgﬁh

THY B 2 oIt BrtkiE, #Ek, EFE - BIEE & O o 7o SGRBREIC X B I EREE &,

ﬁ.%%%.mﬂﬁ&hjﬁm%ﬁ®méh$6#ﬂ%ﬁ&bfﬁﬁéﬂf%tﬂ%f%é#.%%
(3, FEIO (b, FHIBFOREWE, empathy i &0 IERFBHEMIZ L2 6D TH S T &EHH
LI 572,

51T, ROMBNTS, ¥ o HWGEORIIZMED 2 IEFRENR SN 3,

(M* KBBiid [(MEFH¢ i Filu-7c] B -t (=(1)

(8) KEBIZi [MEFHe i -] EF -7

(TN8)F & B 5 & logophoric TH A7, ¥ o HMEEREHOEE L OR—IFERVBAHETH 5137
TH 5N, HEEOHENSLE L 203 EBRHIOBFHOMEIZL2 bDEEZ 5N, (TNO [FiE- 7
DEHIT [FE->T O] LT, HNFEIC empathyZ B K FBRMEH28H, 2% 0
[ +benefactive] DB DEE L, empathy Z HIUFEIZHE C FERMH 2 ICHEMD ST, BRI empa-
thy FI¥ER THBDORF VT 4+ =2 L > T, €oHWFEIZEHOEFEE F—fFRO MRS A
BEIC1 %, — /@)D [Bo7z] dEHiT, [~T N3] &I BT LT empathy % HIUGEICE  F
Boi i, 2% 0 [—benefactive] BIE QG RIEEHNBIEBR TH B0 RFIVT 4 —hii
WEEZoh3,

IoLIIT, IhE THENZIEGHES L TERSh TS BRITE, 2 OIEHIENER A
boTWAIEMNPSMITE -7,

BAZETI, #HXDI B, WO o EFHFICESERK-> TEE U, #i3UTIT IO FE7EH
logophoric 75 & @ L Z BB HEO b O D EMC VbW B 3 v b o— VikEDHI XD 5,

9) KEBiRZIETD [¢ i +REEMBAMETTS] EHRL I,

10 KEBIZAETF 112 [ i HFREBDHFET B LS ] Bl L7,

a2y bo—viETIE, 000 & S it o fREGFAOEITHIIE, ThEhEiEs, HIESHE—MIC
RED, FEMXOEHOMBICFERNAFAMIERLEL, 2L T, Ea v bo— kgD
X TR o EFER PO BT OMICHEE O P TREWREZEITRGIERL 5 5, LI DI
®uEme$mﬁﬂw%&ﬁﬂ%f&6 K, HiXO¥oEEBEIIOWTLHEBENSITILEIT
7h, ChoOMXHE UiEiE A2 buhns, YoRGEAOIHERIRERMNREL S 2 &MHE
T TEHBHTE LD, MLV OREHOBFOMIMTH D, DO EEHTDH 5B D5
PEHAERMLTWA I EE2EZL S L, MiXOHITITIE, B sl oBRMFRELRT 2 2 &EMBNE
Thbd, TIT, AR TEHAXEBHFOERMBICERLT, #iXEz4205 4 TiITHHL, £h
Fho 7 A 7220, ¥ oFEiEoaMmkOCEROEAEWRMEEMS FlLi., EhEFho s 17
OHFIZ 2T OHICERT Uk R, FUARIELWLI EAPSMITE -7,

FEELFEOETE, ENVAFEBRAALNOHEETHZ2HFTEICBNT, E0LXHUEHFTERA
i TORRO AR EERE L, LN XOHFE2R-E5ETIE, RISEEZRDZ01E, o

_2_



G—G R D40 & OFNIEEERPRUED 7 4 7T L, BIREEGLXHETmHEgGL I LT
FOBRBGETH B Z ENPOMITIE -1, 2N ED L S HEWRMABRAER O, € of{E5H4iR
T BN AEBOREERTHM AR, TR DR TIEF]) [dgs ) TR | [HiERE ] kB
BAREOM, YofREFTOERRMARETH S, R B SEoEwRMEETE, Yoffaid
I & BIREATHRET, RN FAAERIESTINRER SR ENPSMITE ST,

HYTR, EHOEFLA—FEROUERETOEBITE o RATLAWEETH S 2 L& A, K&
T, HAENRMBTE Yo LENARETH 50, HEERMBETEAARETH 2, Thid, [Fhd]
Clybr | TER ) Targe | TRk ] [HEFE o BRBIR AR EL R b, EVA FERTR 2 X8
1 ODMRIZAD, EVAREEVA FORMOBE L EBPOBREICE 5 7-nt o B @A FEICL 50
trEEZBE, SELHNTE B, AT, [EE] TR OBWWRBIRICIIFERENE L, BXLEM
OBRBIZZ T Sy, YoflAGFoLRNSAHET, MRINAFAUNLEICLSE EELZ NS,

EOETR, £FNHNT, BINEL LT oRAGFANEINIORBED LS BT, FHRENA
G RENEZORBEDL S BRMLEBE LI, BEIZHI > TIE, Sacks DFEEXBF Y A7 4
(turn-taking system) B &7, [T (adjacent pair) & WL HEEEH T,

ZOHERBKRD LS TH 5,

1 2OMERTICET 25 1 X7 /38— b0 & A—fFRO G MNE 2 X7 /3— Mzbhid,
P ofRLFATIERTE S, £/, DA 2 20ERT, 620V EHEEEZRTS 2 >OEXRT
DS, HBWEFEROMRIZH 2 L&, FoGFmToEREN[REIZNS, COLH T, EoflH
FTORMRNARICEZ0, 1 >OMEESHEL T2 LR h 2 TH S, RILE & LT
4G HRIEN 3003, MBI U EHlGMIK T L EBREINE EEXTH S,

BANIZ OBV TIBERMNGMBRIC L > THRRERWUENEC 2 Z 2 Rch, SafEiky 35
fiTHBMERTD 220, LOERMFRIZL > THI2WTHWEDTREL, HEMHTEE
FRELTHESL, HTFRZORFHEOERITIS UARTZET L0 D BHMMETERTHET DL T3,

HE—BIEEER

IhET, YoffGH0ERT 2ENESBVTERTELOWEREERTE N, LORENICHILE
LTRSNBEHE—2OHIRICE S, DX VHKOR—LTH 2 Z ENPAIZE - 7o, BUKOH—
fbiciz 2fifib b, 1238 2#EMOH—ILT, Chds, EHiOEFEEF—FHROHGED
BB TEHWERTH S, Z OHIROH—LITHIC & FIF T3 BF O logophoricity ik D, 7B
B TIIHEREICXVAELABRTH S, b 1 2OMHKOB—(LiZ, VA FEBIA-2XIcE
Ao H—(LT, EVA FoMOEX RIS, R—FROFMBERTEZIERNTHS, 2O
B O H—(L3, BHONAXOKFETRERMNERIZLD, S TIIERDN - BRBAOERIZE LA
LaBRTH B,

FofamoBigicid, L OERBHERMSMD > THE I ENWSHITE - foh, BXOBIER
B2 IC 2N AR L TWE DI TR, 7, CHRITR LRI & 3ERNY
¥ TH B, HERBHEHILHLTH 2, BRETH 20, REHI T 50 &0 D M EoMED, HeE
93 & OB OO HEEA LTS, #iCEBIFEOMIE TS 2 &0 5 HeklEIZ XD
A ETFA EOBRMGHAERETH S 2 &, MFREIE O EER TR, B oW & 38
MUETH 5 &, WFAMTEERD S QM ENEOMETH 2 72H CHEOHKEZTI RN &l &
Thb, 12, EVAREEY A FOBOUTIICLE2F H BB TR LTS 0I1Z6 LT,
EU A FAMZ 72 oM OGEO TR ZZ T80, €D K5 ICHFEHIFI SO & L 0BT
ZOMOERMERT 2 EFZ 5, BLNLXOUFEICH T 2 BISICIE, HIEHFICb - TEKN
HRAMZ L, XFETIERY - FBHRMNER MDD TTLEEZEZ LN B,



FLHESEBROBRBICHITT

YED XSz, APETIE, AERFOYofEFOMEICEWTIhETHRELINTEMEE
M T To—FIZLDBAL, ThThORBETHENZER LIEKENERSHEICED XS I
PADOE->TWEhERZIENTER, TOMKE, HEAFOYoEHICHb2BHREREK N
IR B Z EMTE I,

AAFEO¥ofad, 2 ) BFANOERZEAFELZTOBRRTREL, BIGL W5 EENTHE
D—¥MTHb, €T, FTETIE, HAFEOLXoRLFAOBLRICIE, BIGOMEH: & EHIHHED
LIICHNTWEhEHEL I, MWEEORIELOWEEARSL, Bohik FEy 72t Tih@A &
FHEREBE Ui, $£/c, BELULRATE, RETRABNER»IM®S, BARE PEETIEHS
RN ERSEATH 2 &0 B E S hi,

PoREFAEZAUCBIEOTE B N TEBE Licbid Tl b, WEE S @A Sz L, B
DEEGEEH—ICHN T 2 B EZ S S BOMFIC, ANEOREMNEMRTEITENTS 3,

E1

empathy %) (Ohso) : F—E/RD 2 DD A5 A1IZFE U F A% empathy % { B, 2 FHO LA
(Q)FFEDALEICH 55, (blempathy % HRFHICHE < BFo HGEOMEICH 2K, ¥ ofAEsnTaE
Thb,

Abstract

In this paper I have investigated the conditions under which zero pronouns are permissible. My objec-
tive is to propose a unified principle which explains the whole zero pronoun phenomena and to clarify
how syntactic and non-syntactic factors interact.

I propose that domain unification prevents zero objects coreferent with matrix subject from occurring
and that semantic and discourse notions such as empathy, logophoricty and benefactiveness are also in-
volved in this phenomenon. In complement structures the semantic relations between verbs and comple-
ments rather than syntactic constrains play a crucial role in predicting the distribution of zero pronouns
and their reference.

Furthermore the domain unification makes permissible zero subjects coreferent with matrix subject in
discourse, two sentences in written discourse are united into one domain by inter-sentential semantic re-
lations, and two utterances in conversation are united by pragmatic reasons.

All these discussions lead to the conclusion that domain unification is responsible for permission and
prohibition of zero pronouns and that it is caused by non-syntactic factors. It was also shown that in
complex sentences syntactic and non-syntactic factors interact, syntactic factors determining how and what
non-syntactic factors are involved. In discourse, on the other hand, non-syntactic factors come into play

in stead of syntactic ones.
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