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B AR S PRRIAE RS

B
R, W Kb, 410082)

TE: Ao A REEE S P B IR SR ——P0E P “AT1” MBEES-tati, A FHFE
FHHEAERANELIRC. —ANRFBIML, SRR WICHE T FRERR B S F A
AR RE R R R SR P AR, IR Z R AR IR IR . A SCIRIIE 1 R IAHE & o A R ol
5% Chierchia (1998) [f)4Z A WiFt FFE (Nominal Mapping Principle) , BfE#— G EIRMZ AL
FARid Z HI R &R .
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1. faifr

Chierchia (1998: 254) Y o —MikEh & HEW, WMARMESF T RILFERBARA
TEA LR RN, S A EOR 0 S AN o AR AE 44 T B R B ol AT e ToAS e A
B 1A (1) 4% 1A 2 BB RRE S S5 R
(L a "X EFYeFFig;

b. i 24 18] (1) F M & HB =2 AN PTE 5

c. WHEHIEA;

d. J©" X HIEFE RS

KT(1b) (Lo)IX W sRF-IE, EHEAMID LR TANE P MR, MR I EITE S P HAEE
SEAAC, BIIpGER AT, Higd-tati, T E-tul/-ney, FNHiE F -gulo/-ra.
H, HiEd-tati, FndniE o pg-ra o DO E HIE F AN AT bAh, BGE T i
LHARHINE, HOEEGRMEIT I, X SR AT EE F R I — AR
HEBT, DOEFR“AT", #iEH1-ney/-tul F15 8 B AN
(2) a. 22441

b. NEFI=AAN

(3) a.san-nin-no gakusei-tati’
=-CL-NO BRAEPL AN
b. Taroo-tati

KEE-PL o mRER AN B R REANS Z A RN
i B, PUEM HIEHE S G A A R EERRL. —MRRFEBRSED0 RN, flin (2a)
(3a) ; 73— DR KE IS A7 FrigFA G M5 2 oSSy, filin (2o (3b) .
Toie KR RN ST B AR IC T, IR R KRB E R, BTN E
LS.
SCEE S AR AN S BT A A E T DL R AT A i R -tati, SRR 6 EE A SR

1 Kuraguji (1999)I\ Jix Fhge ik 77 I A BE 524 H2%, Saito et al. (2006) 42 H I TERf, I H A% B2 R
TEEEHEE) (11) , Ueda & Haraguchi (2008: 235) 8 A 4708 2

-1-



FRAFHRALIL S EEZ AT http://www.sinoss.net

[, g5 Jim 73 Mr 2 e A R SR PR o 26 =¥ P R0 i 35 b i 2 Bbn i >k S 3 Chierchia (1998)
EALIIS I I I S i N ¥ e o

2. POEFB“-A1H BB -tati
2.1 PGEHHE “-A41”
Li (1999: 76) I ANPGEF A1 G IE T 1-s —FE, R“H"EFbrid. (HREAEE

Fo

(4) a. FA4AN b. students

(5) a. /NiEA] b. Smiths

(6) *a. = /N2EAAT] b. three students

(42) & MBI+ TR R 2 AR 2, Rom 02 2228 G0 AR R — N E S
BAG T F students.  (5a)/ A A+ TR &R 2, ER MR X B—FiRR
BN I NEB A S By B8 R R D/NE A AR I — BE AR E&, 1T (Bb)
AEFE Lo AT B A B —FRE, AAFAE 0+ B+ 2 ia + 17 I 50 (e
BARASE 2013: 351) , RP(6a)ATRELMT, 43Il 4 i BT A SRR BT, 4 S A e
I ERFRREHE L. MEIET (6b) KiABEAFuAEM, NAERES LR 21,
B HbR A 2 ERE DG 80 A I B 42 98 BT PR A B B S BE SCWE ? Ueda &
Haraguchi (2008: 231) 73 1 9B FINOE FR 40 (AR s iR, 0 v 11 5700 42 1) it
N-to-Num #2315 S HURHE. W (Ta) .
(7 a. [op[o][Nump [num’ [num -S][ne Student]]]]

|
b. [op[p]lnume —[num[num AT [cee Lo N Ine FAETTT11
[ | ¢ .

FERLT T, W 4 I N-o-DRS L (82) PRI HURHE . Bt A4 Rl 4 i+
MR R4, TR T A B S, 4 %5 TDIRE, A1 BdNum-to-DE
fir (8b) %i%4 AT S HCHFAE

(8) a. [pp[ollnume [num [num 4171 [ne 22 2E1111
4 | ¢ |

b. [op[o/) 5] [nump [num [num 171 [ne 1111
4 J

AT AT DL AVE (R £ BE SRR N 4 (68) JEREIR I o il 4% ] A b AE B i 2 BT
AL E, ARESRITCLAY Mk TN-to-DEEAL G 1 LA S A7 BR il Chomsky 1986) . {HE,
NBERL AL, “FAEFEABEEBIFE. H,  (6a) k. (6b) three studentsiE e K Aot
EHINATFEBMED, R THUNEEENuM, F LRSS IE . Xt N4 &
WAV IE LA A Ja, ARSI @ 406 2 5 R . B L+ ] Num B £
BAL DRI E, B — AN, A 4 I3RS 5 AURHE .

(9) a. /MEEAI=ANN)

b.x 2EAEAT=ANN)

2.2 HEPH)-tati

XA FE e H i R A Hatif g5 R . OB (6a) S, TR Z AR (10)
A HABESLN, B ] DL LA 44 A +ati%h #4921 . Ueda & Haraguchi (2008: 235) 5]
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JiiSatio et al. (2006) M s d6 H HiE A ICLPSERR & — NP IniE, HrhCLP i “#ia+ &
BT R . W (1) PR, ANBENIRTFENum, 382 Numidid 15 458 A7 N, N#S
R TEPHAR RS EHUFAE . FrLL (100 1EM.  (12) RILM)E H-tatiEAN DAL E () DPZE 1,
LB “gakusei-tai” 3R 15 e 1 2 AR AT TR S 22 AH OGN
(10) san-nin-no gakusei-tati

—-CL-NO Z/E:-PL

AN
(11 [op[nump[num [npLcre san-nin-no][ne gakusei]][num -tati]]] [o]]
(12) [op[op[nump[ne gakusei][ll\lum]] I[D]][D -tati]]

[PL] [DEF]
2.3 HB“ATF-tati
W ST, -tati AT e PR AR AT DARAE — A4 1] B A iR A ]

Z )G

(13) a. gakusei-tati, Taroo-tati, watasi-tati
FHE-PL X HB-PL F&-PL
b. AT, NaEATT, Al

BR, WEZRMZERERE.
« HB i 44 1A BT AT 44 1] JE E tati AR REA RN, SO RIS, TAEDGE
18 44 1T R A B
(14) a. gakusei-tati-ga koogisita.
HA4-PL-NOM  $Til-PAST
R (SR KEHI.
b. FAATKESL .
.. Ueda & Haraguchi (2008: 233) HAffi i B H ()38 18 44 1] 75 22 42 1 N-to-Num#%
B, HH 40 FE LS Num-to-DF A, Mﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁé&%ﬁ B2, HiEHhmMEH
Fric-tatiAs 75 E rpO il B ALk AT LLE 44 381 3845 B0 . -tati2 @l m A BiE S 500 S
LGRS,
=\ HiBETFAELEFEERE BRI, W (15) Frox, MOEPARYE. HIEN
BHARC AL ERAFER, B (16) fiun, Fom RINX-tati 46T Num A5 FoR
RIS H-tati FALT D HIALE .
(15) a. gakusei-tati -tati
2z _p| additive_p associative 3
AT AR N
b. Taroo-tati -tati
¢ pp-pLasociative ) associative

2[R b, AR -tati F14% ] 2 1A AT FE AR ANy R 2 I He i A A R ] (Head Movement Constraint) , {H
MR ZRIRAL (affix hopping) [ ERE, (H15-tati a8 A BRI —iE.

M H, Ishii (2000: 10) I\ Jy-tati 2 —MAHIGE, [[F+E+HiE+% A]-tati] 5 b Liwi-tati B —FEH0L, 2

l#JEI 5o )6 44 1] B [xdefinite; +plural ORFE. WU N b-tati A0 44 1)1 412 7 AR — AN SRR 32 -

® gatioddtve: j R SIS VB BRI, T SC4E A-atit®; -tati®=oomve S 3R XU H i RS, R XA E R
-tati®*,
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ORBRAKAENT, PAA S ARATAE RN (Ueda and Haraguchi 2008: 237)
CxEEAATIAN
d. */NEEATIA
(16) a.[pp[nump[neStudent] yym—tati
b.[pp[Taroo] p—tati*= e ,—tatisciive] (Kaneko 2013: 4)
VU, H iR s 1 A A4 A AR FF R — B, T DG R R R i xS A B i
AR, IR R B I i+ (f) 7

addltlve] b _tatiassomatlve]

(17) a. ko-no  gakusee-tati b. kore-ra-no  gakusee -tati
A SE-PL gt SEAE-PL (Kaneko 2013: 11)
*c. XAFEAA d XL (D

Fv POBERIE H AR AT R SRR E T, SEiRE 2SS Hhmd i H#Hs, Raehil

FEEMEG GRS . TEHIE S BHE +2+ 57O “g+E+ () +5+8”
(18) a. *=A2EA] * = AN/NGAT * = AMAT]
b, *2EAEAT=A V/NGEAT= A ViiT =4

(19) a. Taroo-wa san-nin-no  gakusei-tati-o mita.
KHE-TOP  =-CL-GEN “2/E-PL-ACC & W-PAST
CREREW 7 =AE.
b. Taroo-wa gakusei-tati-o san-nin mita.
KER-TOP  #24E-PL-ACC =-CL-GEN & W.-PAST
ORKEBE W T =4 (ILAESS W18 2013: 351)

24 ERTHRER
o, Wl A Hat 22 A OGRS, 2 DDA E 4 Tl Hati SV ECR IR A

“3HF 18 4 1) +Hati” BT R I8 B R B ANERE AT DLRIR 2 AN FERER S, 16 v DLRR B 514
FTHe SR HEAS [ 1) L8 254 (Nakanishi & Tomioka 2004: 127-128; Kaneko 2013: 3). 41(20),
A — PR E AN GIHE R BN A AT — GRS RN, (20a) 2 IR . (20a)7E1E X F
T HEA be kidnapped FHIE ) A HYIM KRG, A —ASF 8 LAGHHER 1) /NI A AR
Fo VLR TFEAFILA HARR T, BIUNSIHER R, (H2, B H A2 00 Fr o5 ) b ek
kithZ, (20a) XA )RR UL, BN N AR TRt 22 T
B, (20b) a2ttt 623 b LR AR Y onnanoko-tati (Zc#%A11) &35 T — /Nl 43 i) otokonoko
(BEZIL o MWRHER“NTBTA R &1
(20) a. Yootienji-tati-dake-ga  yuukai  s-are-ta

/INK-PL-HA-NOM 4548 {§-PASS-PAST

A /NIEAT CATgeF —PANZIT) #4848 7 (Nakanishi & Tomioka 2004: 127)

b. Kooen-de utat-tei-ta onnanoko-tati-no  nakani-wa
AlH-LOC  ME-PROG-PAST  %%-PL-GEX 1 [E]-TOP
otokonoko-mo ni, san-nin  mazatteita
F- LOC  —4-CL fufE-PAST.

IR FE IR OB L& AT aE LS.

f kgt BhIE, fEH BT RIOVIRE A [0 |, EABE 48], sBhE (£ ] %

-4-



FRAFHRALIL S EEZ AT http://www.sinoss.net

(Nakanishi & Tomioka 2004: 128)

FHR, WRBLS R AT, OB R4 RS EEUHE T a8t AvE AL, £l T
BJET—F SVO BUE S . 1 HiBE(E A—Fr SOV BUE S, HdvidjsE, MIHEBALAEE
R BRRA SRS BRI

H=, IN(L6)MEAR AT, H B MR Bbric i e 3 0 58 & RoR ORI X ftati o RN AN R f5
R IR BN U EBRRL, TR # & -tati e R -tati®™, J5E 2T LB, ARG K
ERESOTA. REL, 205K G50 RN HRID, 158 R i+ 47% 8
AT R . (E, BTSRRI A 1" A ED S £, LENum&h s, 1 B i
LT R RN, L, (160) A SE TR S A TE LM N X Mgz, thabh,
HTEH LIRS EDL ST, T (16d) TE, A1 LUBIL - 1% /NS 3515
BN, FPEAERECL, e Z ASH NSRS A TG RN AR

0, BRI R 4 i 2 R 2 5 e — Pk, R DvTE R IE A CLP —FF, J&T NP
IFEIE, 1 (1D, S5k Aiags &Y NP,

FI, BEiES5 RSO NS, A, S350 (2013: 355) F5 i S R HhR
T HEHE 2 T R T DA B B, AE P R SEI T AN ] . RERd &K 2w 14y AR
AR, TS A Ml . B EoRIe S B 2L, SRR IC AR R
HERMAME LA RE A . FERR LS R 2, B T A Z A4
WM G, EEERCSE Y AN, SRS R R B R ARl D4 AR
AL BRI Am ARG . EAE A% B S 80 B AT T R+ B+ B+ R Z
K.

3. I% Chierchia (1998) [{]4% ia] Bt 5 J5 38
Rt ST, RENE E R A E RS, Bl pGE S AT, HiB R -tati, B

A, RN B 5 B AR E AN E E bR, i BAE R Lt X 4y, 2R B U2 -tul,
RN S SE-ney. T N8 mh G PN EARAS R E #bric, -gulo Fl-ra, RIEFER RN
X, JEERKE L
(21) a. Inho-tul-i pelsse  ttena-ass-ta. [EiE]

Inho-PL-NOM o4& EJF-PST-DC

A=A Inho IACEEH T, °

b. Inho-ney-ka pelsse  ttena-ass-ta.
Inho-PL-NOM t4  EJF-PST-DC
‘Inho FIEfAH G N ELE BT 1. ° (Madigan et al.2008: 5)
(22) a.Onek-gulo chele tader  laptop  eneche [ ]
—LepL B MR TR AEOk-PAST
il B AT AR R T . (Biswas 2013: 11)
b. Rito-ra tin-jon
Rito-PL =-CL
‘Rito AN, —IL=">. "~ (Biswas 2013: 8)

#t, Chierchia (1998) 7% T & i A1 52 £h 10 B AN 73 A ROV s A2 il AR . AL ik,
H 8 (1 19) F 535 Hh () & R A BbRac T AT LA, HIAE [F] — 5] 12 Hh . 5341, Chierchia
(1998: 254) AN R AEMOE TCAS e MO 17 (1 4 1 2 5 PR AL 0 1, X KRR 1
EEDUE MBI, Cheng & Sybesma (1999: 515) it £ F BIIE H (1) 44 3l AT ECRIAN AT 502 47
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AT 08 T L — BRI N R B A A, rT A R T 4R 1R Ccount classifier) {24,
ANTTH AL T BN AT B ] (massifien) 181 5 AR SC IR [ J8 201 5 1 s & i 4 T
9, A RRIEEFAR RS G 2001: 57) , RIEi%SChsd T s 42 i v ok 3t
RIRNT T, ABFHFATE & H A WA BT E 2 7. 2, Chierchia [)44 ii] B Ji 21 5
SRNKAR LR 7 2 P0G 5 P 2R 4L 22 57 o (B IEAFAE VR 2 00, 75 B Ja Nt — Bt AL,
i — AN LR AT G — (PR o

4, R

DL b A SO PGS AN AT, BB BN -tati (LRS00, N R E T
MEFE o XA IS T LRSS nhniB h S A A B E8 bR id, — N RRAE R R
S, an-Ail/-tatif-tul/-gulo, 5 73—/ NRIRRERE X, Wn-Ai1/-tati/-ney/-ra. INAJVEI A BE 53T,

FoR BINE U E BRI A E Num 25 RO B, TR 7R SGIBR XH B B bR1d 1] AL 7E D 7
#L.
F1: 11A-tati FRAEXTHER
O (| -tati
g CIE/EAE RN
IR E L MRIAHT L4 R 4 A Hati
>+
AVESZHL NP-to-Num, Num-to-D AL
H+ B H bR & 2+ (RN +8 OB 5
G+ ORI+ CRED)
EERN IR =EAE AT R & o
FRE — Bk
H+E+2+5 75 H+E+ig+2+5
L+ E+ ¥+ VE LRI+ B+ 5+ B Y+E+ () +H+E
*H L+ i+ E

S0
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On Plural Marking of Classifier Language

Lu Siyun
(College of Foreign Language, Changsha / Hunan, 410082)

Abstract: This paper analyzes two plural markers in two classifier languages—-men in Chinese and
-tati in Japanese, and summarizes that in each language, two completely different plural markers coexist,
one stands for cumulative meaning, the other associative meaning. Besides, two cumulative plural
markers and two associative plural markers are compared separately, and the reasons cause their
differences are explored. By proving plural markers do exist in classifier languages like Chinese and
Japanese, we argue against Nominal Mapping Principle proposed by Gennaro Chierchia (1998) and
hope the present study can help readers further get a clear understanding of the relationship between
plural markers and classifiers.

Keywords: classifier languages; plural markers; cumulative reading; associative reading

EE®NA TR : SFIZE (1990- O, %, WIsEHRA, WEEee, BHirm. ks, 530,



	简介
	汉语中的“-们”和日语中的-tati
	2.1 汉语中的“-们”
	2.2 日语中的-tati
	2.3 比较“-们”和-tati
	2.4 差异产生的原因

	驳Chierchia (1998) 的名词映射原理
	总结

