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1. CeropHs

* BCIIOMHHTB O IIPO6GAEMAX OAHOBPEMEHHOCTH AAST MOAEAMPOBAHHUSI YEAOBEYECKOMN I3BIKOBOM CIIO-
COBGHOCTH

* paccMOTpeThb ABe TPYIIIBI ITIOAXOAOB K oTpurnianuio B K (Pfau, 2016 vs. Kremers, 2012)

* TIPEACTABUTh AAS 0OCY>KAEHHUS YepHOBOM BapUaHT aHaAM3a HEMaHyaAbHOTO OTpHUIlaHus B PYKS

2. TeopeTu4yecKuii KOHTEKCT
Kaxk u3 (ﬂ) MOAyYaeTCs (E)?

(1) AN, {T, {Neg®, {v, {V, N}}}}}

(2) a. MaTtb He BUAUT MaAbYHKaA.
neg
b. MATb MAABYMK BUAUT [DGS]

db6erarpa Bac B-UXb-yAd-PO
MaTb.LOC MaABYUK.ABS M-BUAETh-PRS-NEG

‘MaThb HEe BUAUT MaAbYHUKa.’ [aBapckwmii]

PazHble AMHeapu3aluuy IpU OAUHAKOBOU CeMaHTUKe.

2.I. TpaAMIITMOHHBIN ITOAXOA

TpaAHUIIMOHHO TIPUHSITO BBHIAEASITH CAEAYIOITHE AMHTBUCTUYECKHE «KOMIIOHEHThI»:
* ¢doHOAOTUA

* MOPPOAOTHA

* CHUHTaKCHC

¢® CEeMaHTHKa



A caMm s3BIK 9aCTO CUUTAETCS MEXaHM3MOM YCTAaHOBAEHHUSA COOTBETCTBUN MexkAy GopMoii u 3Haue-

HUEM:
¢dopma doHONOTHSA

3HaYeHHe CceMaHTHKa
COOTBETCTBHE A~ CHHTAKCUC+MOPPOAOTHS
AAS OOBSICHEHHS pasAnumil B AHHeapu3auu# ([) 4acTo mpHU6eraioT K T.H. IIEPEABIKEHHIO Bep-
muH (head movement).

~
~
~
~

(3) a. NegP b. NegP
Neg’ Spec Spec Neg’
T @ OP-tinzcl T
vP Neg® Neg® vP
/\ hs He[unEG] /\
Subj VP ubj VP
MATH A M b A
Obj \Y% \Y% Obj
MAABYUK  BUAETH sudum  Maavuuka

Ho BepHO AM 3TO ¥ 4TO 3TO HaMm AAET?

* IepeABHIKeHUe BepIIWH HapyllaeT MPUHLIUILI IOCTPOEHUsI CUHTAaKCUUEeCKUX AepeBbeB (T.e. Ae-
PeBbsI 32 CUET MTEPEABHIKEHHSI HE PACTYT BBEPX)

* TMepeABHIKEHHE BepIIUH TOAUMHAETCS KaKUM-TO CBOMM INPaBUAAM W OTPAaHWYEHUsIM, KOTOpbIe
He pacCIpPOCTPAHSIIOTCS Ha APYyTHe U3BECTHBIE HAM BHUABI ITEPEABMIKEHUH

¢ IMEPEABHHYBHIAACA BEPIIMHA HE C-KOMaHAYET HO3I/ILIPI€I>1, u3 KOTOpOfI OHa IMepEABHUHYAACDH

* SMIIUpPUYECKHE TTPOOAEMBI, CBsI3aHHBIE ¢ pacipocTpanenueM HMM B psiae KA (cm. Hmke)

2.2. AavrepHatuBa (Kremers, 2012)

* Separation hypothesis: popMa WHPAEKITMOHHBIX U ACPUBAIIMOHHBIX apPUKCOB OTAEAEHA OT HX
byuknuu (Cp. TaK)Ke AUCTPUOYTUBHYIO MOP(OAOTHIO)

* OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 GOPMHUPOBAHUE CAOB M IPOCOAMYECKUX IAEMEHTOB BO3Aaraercsi Ha GOHOAO-
THYECKUN KOMIIOHEHT

4) NegP (5) IntP
/\ /\
Neg VP ® P

/N | S

MOTHER FLOWER, BUYy



hs hs

(6) IntP 7 IntP
(% (% © %
MOTHER, FLOWER, BUY, MOTHER, FLOWER, BUY

IIpo6aemMa B cuHTaKcHce ONMUCHLIBAIOT BCE AMHEHHO, a OAHOBpPeMEHHbIe Bellld (Harp., MHTOHA-
LIMOHHBIN KOHTYp) WUrHOpupyloTcs. B JKf HeAb3s urHOpupoBaTh TaKHWe BelId, T.K. OHU BAUSIOT
Ha cHHTakKcuc (apBepOHuaAbHasT MOAUUKAIIHS (@, u @), OTpULlaTeAbHbIE (@), BOIPOCUTEABHBIE
KOHCTPYKIIUH (@) UAU TOIIHK).

with effort presumably
(8) STUDENT SIGN-LANGUAGE LEARN (1o0) a. (POSSIBLE) SVEN WORK:3 GO:PERF:3
‘CTyAEHT M3y4YaeT >KeCTOBBIN SI3bIK C 3a- possible
TPYAHEHUSAMH.’ b. (POSSIBLE) SVEN WORK:3 GO:PERF:3
/mm/
A neg
. HER HUSBAND K-[dur] DINNE —_____—°
(9 a ‘E"R us COOK-[dur] R (11) JOHN BUY HOUSE
€ MY>K TOTOBHA VKHH C YAOBOAD-
y ) y YA ‘AKOH He MOKyIlaeT AOM.’
CTBHEM.
/th/
b. HER HUSBAND COOK-[dur] DINNER _____wh obv
T (12) WHO YOU FEEL OBVIOUSLY SMART
‘E€ My>K TOTOBHA Y>KHH HEBHHMa- whq
TEeAbHO.’ (WHO IX)
Adverbials

* HMM AAst aABepOHaAOB HE MOTYT OBITh MOpPpOAOTHUECKUMH, T.K. oHU (HMM) pacrnpocTpaHsoT-
cs1 OOABIIIE, UeM Ha OAUH KECT (@)

* HeBa)KHO, pPACCMaTPHUBAaTh aABEPOUAABI KAK aABIOHKT UAHU CIENUPUKATOD

* Ba)XKHO, YTO aABepOHMaAbl HaXOASATCS B IO3MLUK c-command ¢ 3AeMeHTaMH, OAHOBPEMEHHO C
KOTOPBIMU OHU PEaAU3YIOTCA

Negation

* split negation (kak Bo ¢ppaHIy3CKOM: ne...pas), T.e. BCETAA ABAa OTPHUI[aTEABHBIX IAEMEHTA: MaHy-
aAbHOe oTpuIaHue (NOT) u HeMaHyaabHOe (headshake [+neg]).

* NOT — Spec, NegP; [+neg] — Neg®. IAaroa rnepeABUraeTcsi HaBepX, YTOObI GOHOAOTHYECKH TIOA-
Aeprkatb HMM (HO 06 3TOM He CKa’kelllb TOYHO, Tak Kak Hemelkuii YK - SOV).



(13) NegP
/\

NoT Neg/

/\
Neg® VP

N
+neg V

[1pay cumaraer B HeMenkoM JKfI oTpuijaHve IPOCOAMYECKHUM, TaK KaK OHO He HCIIOABb3YeTCs
OTAeABHO. OH OO'BSICHSIET 3TO TEM, UTO y HETO B aHAAM3€E YeTKOe pPa3AeAeHre Ha IIPOCOAUKY U CHH-
takcuc. [Toatomy B HeM. JKSI HemaHyaAbHOe OTpUIIAHUE - IPOCOAMYECKOe, B UTaAbAHCKOM K5, rae
HEMaHyaAbHOE OTPHUIIAHUE HE MOJKET UCIIOAB30BaThCA 6€3 MaHyaABHOTO, U HE MOJKET PAaCIpOCTpa-
HATBHCA - CHHTaKcHuecKoe. KpeMepc He COTAAaceH U MPUBOAUT HOBBIM aHaAu3 (CM.HUKe), TAe OTpHU-
ranue 6yaet B BepirHe NEG u 6yaeT BBIpa)KEHHO OAHOBpeMeHHO, Hapymias Exclusivity Condition.

Interrogative

HMM Bonpoca = naToHauus B 351, HO B K 3TO Hap0 ONUCHIBATh KaK CUHTAKCHUC.

(14) CP
N
cC TP
|

+Q
Topic

Aepeso E HU300paskaeT OAMH M3 TOAXOAOB OmUcaHus1 TonuKa (Rizzi 1997). XP - caM TOTHK, a MapKep
TOTIMKA OYAET HaXOAUTCA B BepIiuHe Top. POHOAOTHYECKH MapKep TOMHKA (YHKIMOHUPYET TI0-
APYTOMY HesKeAHd MapKepbl OTpUllaHus (AepeBo E) 1 Borpoca (AepeBo @]).

(15) CP

N

C TopP

N

XP  Top°

N

Top

Exclusivity condition

B AI060M XOPOIIIEM A€peBE X MPEAIIIECTBYET Yy, HO He AOMUHUPYET Hap HUM. CM. AepeBO: A AOMH-
Hupyet Hap B u C, HO He IpealecTByeT UM; B nipeamectsyet C.



(16) A

/N

B C

The Nontangling Condition

B Ar060M xopoleM AepeBe, AAS AIOOOTO y3Aa X U Y, €CAM X IIPEAIIECTBYeT Y, TO BCE Y3ABI, HaA
KOTOPBIMU AOMUHUPYET X, IIPEALIIeCTBYIOT BCe y3AaM, Hap KOTOPBIMU AOMUHUpYeT Y. Hanpumep, B
OTPUILIATEABHBIX KOHTPYKIIUAX 3TO YCAOBUE HApYIIAEeTCH,

2.3. Orpunianue B P>KS1

Orpuuanue B P)KSI He MoskeT GbITh 63 MaHyaAbHOTO OTpHULAHUA B OTAMYMe OoT DGS. [ToaTomy
MaHyaAbHOe oTpuliaHue 6yaeT GOpMHUPOBATh C BUY dppasy, K KoTopoit 6yaeT mpucoeanHsaTess HMM

(em. [

hs

(17) IntP

MOTHER,, FLOWERy,

N

BUY, NOT
Tak IIPOMCXOAHMT, ECAM MTOPSIAOK B OTPHUIIaTEAbHON KOHCTpyKIuu SOV. Tak Kak 6a30BBIi MOPSAOK
B PJXA SVO, u oH He Bceraa MEHAETCA B OTPULLATEABHBIX KOHCTPYKLUAX, MOYKHO IIPEAIIOAOKUTD,

YTO AEPEBO OYAET BHITASIAUTE CAEAYIOITUM 00pa3oM:

hs

(18)

MOTHER,, BUY, NOT, FLOWER,,

Ho aTo Hapymaet Nontangling condition. YTo6b! ero He HapyIaTb, HMM AOAYKHO MTPHUCOEANHUTBCS
K 60.Aee BBICOKOI dppase, Toraa HMM 6yaeT pacipocTpaHATHCA U HA OOBEKT.



(19) IntP

® @

| N

MOTHER,, ¢ FLOWER,,

PN

BUY, NOTy

CnHCOK AMTEpaTypPhl
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