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MIERIAENSERIL ST

BR WY
(IR KA E e S EPRE0R A0, WrE . Kb, 410082)

PHE: =IEN— MR AR TR T 5 T )72 R0, A SCTERHIEAZ 2 3R AR SE T 2R 15 BAR I
VBRI AV SURME AR A DUE R — AN AT 2Rl AT R E SRR I S R, 3T ohRE
R B FAT MR R B ARRE T IR (A A ANRE S, IR N R R AN A R R A IR A T B . T
B 1A 5 R HbRIC AT A FR AR K 5 R At TT DU R IEAZ A 45 3 & E AR R

SRR B RHIEZ A BRI et

HESES: HL SCERARIRED: A

— . 5lF

Greengerg (1963) ¥ N 2KiE 5 4 A& iE F (classifier language) FldE & i i 5
(non-classifier language) . PMIERGFEMNEF RS, LMMHERTES . AUEZE
FER (FHE L T 25 %2 rp SO Bl A 44 1] 483 R P o

BTG SN EEREA: B—, 2WEEHRE28b0d. ERIBSIERRIE ST, K&
KBl AL 4435 5 i B BbRid-s,  f three students. 1M & 115 & th R A AR N F BB E
W, W CEAEAT . ARIEIXAMEFE, Chierchia (1998) A1 Borer (2005) Zf5Hi4Eip: &
W EBAMEARE AL, BT EANM A HIK AR (complementary distribution) o 25—, i
BERZEE RS SRS 0] DOl w R s A R E TR, W the book. 17 A 3¢ BL T
JEM LA AR S LR R e TR, AR EEESE T S P[CL+N] Gt o] LR R EFR . [
Cheng&Sybesma (1999, 2005) 457l 5 i & il & — N DU REME 7 A5 458 B T8
i, EAEEE MEREAE SR TR . A IR T B, AT A E IR E 4 1 4
BRI, ABEAE R T EHRR L, AR T Efbrid. PUE T4 E i
PESRIFEHA BT, 12 ISR 1.

ASCHAEFHERZ B B HESE NAR LU RPN R @ 1) Sl s SCMAiEHLA ;20 5]
H44 1] ) 44 1] 7€ FR R AR &R
—. BHREEER SRR

T AR (1) 53 A AR A R T BRA TR A MR IL A VE D) BE R & M BATHE DU 1A 11
I AT AR AN T
1. J6Fr4&A

DU HREH 24 18] 1) 50 AR AR AR R %, BERT DL ILAESIA AT AL B, tnT DL BLAES)
WiE. B,

(la) 5KR=3KHET. [HETHE]

(1b) K=M55 1 %. [E1H]

(1c) MEd B, [EE]

MBIEIRT CAE S Sia BT AT 4 i i R R, (R A A e fa e, 30 et 4
1] AT DA TE FR AR L RIS 2 AR A1
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2. B+E+BLEH

DOEHE+ B+ L5 — A I AR B, RARREE, JEH A AR,

(2) JK T =K. HEML, NER]

8+ B+ 4 5 Ry AR Bh R BT AL B, 2N B R ORAEAERRIC Cexisting marker) “ 457
AR A) T EE.

(3a) * = fRAR.

(Bb) A=A AR

DUTE R A4 T R 8 4R AR SR KRR E o2t A B g 1 . DUE Y, Bl B i fr B
FoRb) T EM, Rsn T Emegs. shil/sMaE, tlSmiEaiE, fm T A
fEE . ARX AN R LAXT ), 2 B ] TR SRR 44 1] B R BN, B B A5 A T DU IR
EANEF A E, B,

(4) —DIERAEI .

Bl (4) Fhiy “—ASER” SRIE RS, MAEME. EE PSRRI T £
WA (individual interpretation) AU f#132 (measure interpretation) fJAN[E (Doetjes,
1997; Rothstein, 2009) . 141,

(5a) TK=FTHE T =ik,

(5b) Bk = REME = .

Eakfl g, (5a) Hp R B MRS, O FE R BRI BN A AR . 1T
(5b) 1, BHiAAEIERIE A A )&, M7 RIAKE MRS . AN AR R AR
(1 X 3 AR IAE I AN T 1T

s MR R R E AR R B, TR AR )RR R E R DL i,

(6) *7k =4TH 17 = HHAIE.

(6b) K =RHEME =T .

5. MR E R ET, B A LIRS, R AR i) S R E A AT R

(Ta) SR=ATHE T =W, HRORAR 52

(7b) *7k = Remy = il, MRS .

AT R M BRI, AR SR R 8 HAT A 5 1) el TS 45 4
3. B+24H

ME+ B+ Gk —FE, DOETDEA S — B L e A AT AL E, T2 AL 5 1]
e, BAANERMAE.

(5a) *MMEARUFF .

(5b) 3K L. [AET]

RIMAEIR ZPOETT & Hh, B+ 4850 nT LU ILESD 1A AT, B e e, Jf g
BTTTE, B+A8MKEREE R OFEE, 201D .

Ak Babi 7 i
| T >
A G ] — —/+ +
) S i R RE — —/+ +

=, EiAREX
TR DT RIE R o B ] 0 SR 1 ) 0 SRAFAE B 0 S 8o — PiOUL A B 1A S 1 44 3] 1Y
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JEBE . S — R A A R A — N A 2R SR TSR R B BAE, S T R L
REEA TR R — B 5, BP R A — AN AR S (HRIE AL, S 55 i AR AR S P 1
WEFAARFRN o

PUACTE = 20 5K i iR 4 /M4 & CGindividual classifier) A% & i (numeral classifier) .
MR BTN ARG 5 EAH PR a4, W “—3kB7 di “Sk” s BERS A G EA 1AL
(41 GG — N AL, (RS, W MoK I M7 o RACEE IR RAMEE
TR S PR )V AE

Abney (1987: 64) S45HINAETERM FRRHE: 1 DIRgiBRE — MW 2) )
REBRAREE S LIRS LH A B K. i LRI AEE S, B8 NS H LA
7 I 3 ThERE RN E TR IE W AR &8I0, W CP. PP B DP, EAIARIEE
FFEFAER IO A IP. VP B NP 4) ThREEISE AN E B H R — s 5 Ui
IR E TS SOEA DT, e A8 = IR AR B A D) e B SRR o

BATRIL, 1A 0F AT S Abney XTIIRERIIHIE. 5%, BARFEWEIEH
HoAIR 28 GEF TR R IAsEhia) AR, HAREIMAEARAECEHE Tk, BT
B, B, EWERAREEMEE, LA IE “HEL R s =,
POE SR I AME o 2 e 1), e, &1 5 HOR NP $5BCZH A DP 45#4; 551U,
TR NP HRA T #IR s BB, DOB IR 4 H I SO oIk, RE N4
EN =SS SR Y VAT

AL, EdRl A B n] DUEY DhREIE R TamE, H 32 BB &1 AT Mk, FEARSC
FRAMAAL I [indiv]iX MRFAE R E R o
. EFESmMELRIEZE

AR Gebhardt (2009) FINE 55, N EIAIE 5 A s B0 MRS Y 4% 1R 1 5 44 2 59
=R EEIE (Weak Quantifying Phrase) , 45 1144 18] FE 15 45 74 /2 5 &AL PR 2 575 (Strong
Quantifying Phrase) . &1 (1) 70 AT AR ] DU ZR i (1995) FRRRAIEAX 7 B0 R fFRE,
FRAE B AZ A A B A4 18] B TSR 43S T B
1. SREAMREEE (SQP) MFERMMBERE (WQP)

Ogawa (2001) . Karmi (1996) <542, ME— el ia 25 8B 1 R B & KP (case
phrase) . WHELZUL, ZhiAiE ER KP, WA E NumP s Ath 4G i . e 8800 44 1] 45 i $50 0
LI

K -n--VN-SQP(selectional}
sq - WQP
wo T o
CL - -‘V-ﬁNumP

Num nP
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BAMEE, WS =D —4 WQP, SQP ik fHFMEM sy, EHIHIYE T 4iF A
AET. WOP ANEA w18, A FMERIGHBIKER, WQP v LUF FEFR AT LA H -
HILZE SQ A B B R s e LR €17 (strong quantifying determiner) 1 “&t” . “#8”
s, HIE WQ AL E E 25 EILIREi (weak quantifying determiner) , Gl “—#8” |
I YRZT EREE .

SQ 1 WQ MIXFTET: 1) SQ #hE T &iaiESs, M WQ ARAXANTIEE. 2) §5&E
PEBR R ARE [FII B, e *—28iR 24, 3) smEfbBR e i AR, . *BHEA B, 4)
S A PR B AN RE R A R R AR I R 2RI, G0 *IX AR . B) SRR 1 AT LA B
SRR E W Z AT, Wl X =4,

2. EFFA SR RHE R A

FIABE TN, DUE AT 44 17 288 & <e>, AT LB #%2 H{E 127G (Chierchia, 1995, 1998) .
Longobardi (1994) #& 7 AFEFIE N, MY NEIFEF 64 B A 5w #1 DP 454,
WA — 2 d 0 D. Cheng&Sybesma (1999) $2H, WAEH 4215 iE 45k =D = — A
CIP. Borer (2005) . Hsieh (2008) & tH3d ik S ik Uk B & i 1 5 H 4% 1] Jid 1 425 4 A 2 ] A
) NP

BAVNA, DOE AT 208 F I 22 WQP. A §8 G 44 18] FE A XS 44 9] (1) £k
BT BARIEAL, J9EMIREIAAES FRIAES, HA[-abs] IR, 54T

WQP

RS

WQ nP

[-abs] /\

n NP

fu-n] |
N

u]

Chomsky (1995) WGHFHE s A5REFAE (strong feature) FIFI4FAE (weak feature) , HF5
SRRFEA R BAL B . FERXANET, WQ ALE R —DESRHE, B IAA T ERALF
WQ &

DUE OS24 1 T AR IO € 4 o € TR RO 44 8 S5 /455 9 SQP. 24 SQ H A7 [+def]
(PIRFAERT, IXNSRRFIEIR 5] AR 2 SQ 1 &, 3143 & i JiiE B e fa il

HEESY, AT IERAGEA RN . MTX—W%, RAITMMBERR, FIGE
T 4 1R RE AT CUA [+def R AE, 0 m] DL [-def R fiE . 1 %15 4% 98] H B [-def) 1k, A Retx
7 SQ _F[+def] 4+ .

3. F+E+HBWEN

POE R+ B+ A ISR 2 5, HAAESRIRE: . HARamanr T

=)
=

=]
=

b Abs f& TS absolute (4ES, EARSCHH TR G Ao B . — R BE, SO B0 BT X AVRHE

-4-
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WQP
/\

WQ CLP
[abs]
[group] CL np?
fu-indiv} [indiv] \

= [e-A] n

ZN +

R TE F RN BE T — 1) 41 2 E 4% T A B SR i . R R I ThAE 2
R R R MR AT E R, ELAA [group] FUAFIE . RIAE S R EHRIE, H2
#i] B A [group] IIAFAE, BEWSHUR EERIC X —Ihag. i i D62 K 44 1 U) 4 i mT LA
A, B [+Hindiv]FIRHE .

4. B+2WIEEW

Tang (1990) WIWFFHIEH, BE+REMRFA—+RE+ZEMTF “—7 EIBEEE AN .
gk (201D $&H “—” FIABSRIE S ZMNAR, AT RERBT AR
SRR, BoE “—7 TLLARS, ERURER, oA “—7 AREERK .

BATA N, “E+47 SRR “—+E+8 7 SiHNAEIENA, FONEEIEST S,
BRSO LA BRI . G RA B [deflF-E, FTUZE SQ i B RPAL A
[u-deflF 1, (6154 i i B e e . 1 OGEH id A B A [def R, PR &+
65K WA o Fe FIAS 2 Fa fl st o

DOE @1 4 S50 — IRAB RN AN I AME, AR EfR R L. fEXANEET, =i
FE A [one] F[abs]IHFAE, 43tz WQ 7 B 75 L4 1% A 1) [u-group] FfE AT [u-abs]HiE, &
TR AR WQ B . HANERST T

WQP

/\
WQ CLP
fu-abs} P

[windiv]  CL nP
[u-group]  [one] |

fe-r} n
UV] [n]

AR GG T F B A S MR ] DA e R MR, T DUE AR E R AR . il
(BEM%AE, 1992)

(6a) R Tk,  OIF R D)

(6b) IRBE/\FET . GXIRB/\E T

TR ERPE+L G T SQ M EA T EAX B M [u-def IRk, T 7EETEF 255
JiE, 2 A [def]IRFE, RIGFTLUZE SQ A7 B i[u-defFFfE, A EFAFEAIE SQ
LB o POEIE 1 516 A AT [def] 5 SURFAE, PR B+ 44 4540 ) Re A AN e 1 ik .

XFAET S PR+ LSRR AR R R E N S, RO, BEETHE
JT 5 B B R B, DR B+ 44 S5 M R AR B, 1]t B ] B EL A [def]

ZXEN B n ALEBALNE R, 5 L.
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(A5 SURHIE, 115 5+ 4 450 BA E 1 ik
1. BAS5EEICMERKIKXER

L B R A TR, BRI E HbR il ANV IR R, e AR S E R
AFEER, EASGERIRS HUEL (Chierchai, 1998; Borer, 2005) . tHA2%& N, &idHI1E
&R TRn B8 1R 17 (Cheng & Sybesma, 1999) o 7 % I3 W AW i B8 H H Jofi 5 3 M
FEOEAZ 23 1 AR BE R B A A1 B bR DL R GE R IR &R .

1. BHEMEHAREHRR

POEH R 5 Z bR id — AR, e

(7Ta) =T

(7b) *= AT

R IKIERILS, Chierchia (1998) F1 Borer (2005) 2547 &7 5 8 ¥brid & HAM
IIHITR R . FESMIVL A A Doetjes (1996) , il 44 17 (6 m] H b A e A1) 3%k b a] W
FEEPRRIE Y, 2418 (1 o] Bt S H DRI, TSRS = B bR G, A S A IEE Uy
ENEVE AR LI 2 A

SR KB G S F R YR, ERME IR BAN AR R, AEHANES
AT DA B A A Hh e LB, a0k i

(8a) car ta  deraext

three CL  tree
‘three trees’
(8h) car ta  deraext-ha
three CL  tree-PL
‘the three trees’ (Gebhardt, 2009)

(8a) J&— VR E+E+ N, & — DR NP, H2& XA dn B3R
BRI 4 -ha I, ZIEIEHA T e B . Wi, /54%%-ha RAtrid B E8HE R
R T RE

POET I EHARC 17 WEAE R A [def] Rk, (815410518 R A Efhigs, ®onE
B 4 s R A SQPH o RN, B HFRICH LN, — AR A A BRI B E, T
TR BN 58 (B AN HA 2 A BRI, ANELRIR ), B H0hRiC LA [rel)* i UKL - [abs]
Fifrel]#0JE T [q] FIHRHIE, Fon 1A BIEE . (HRZX P NMRIELETE L 2 G 1), AREFE H
B, PRIHDOE A AR B bR it A SR

[l

[abs] [rel]

(9 EHREZTI.
Bl () o AT BARHE RN, R VMR E T, HAER S
T

% Rel /2 relative 435, 24 i AR B .
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SQP
/\
SQ WQP
WQ NumP
[u-group] T~
[b-rel] Num nP
n Num \
ZT 7 t
[n] [&-r, group, rel, def]

B T AERZAE T Num 47 B B [u-n]FRIE /SRS B Num A2 E, 5 Num dHp—/M4)
A o

g5 LRTR, SR AT BbRic BAR RN 4 1A AR RIA G 0%, (HEAE TAF T eiEk,
I3 ARAE 44 37 R G AN [ . iR B B [abs] FTE SUERAE , T fig 5 B 4 ir 347 MAAL,
i 2 AR AT AR B AT [rel] A5 SCRHE, LT BE 2 4 17 V) 0 A B A S AR
AT o U A 1A AT B0 AN TR B H 300 A JER IR A2 E 30 SCREAE (R i
2. POEBE MG R RKIK

RISCo AT T RIAMTE A B oA R . M4 B e fe 2, SQ & BA A
WA 1 [u-def R, X AMRFENL 5] 4417 s R A AL E SQ A . ABATRAT/E 4 kit 44 17 46
B B A TR AR ELe 7 3K — T ] FR R BE A4 ] E FR BRI

Cheng & Sybesma (1999) I\ & ialfa G E A T D, SR &2 D05 44 1] & 5 il
BEIRIE . FATTX Cheng & Sybesma FME i 3 i 58, EROAFELEYIE 7 & Hh i 1A A [def] 41k,
{H AN 2 44 18] 72 F8 TR R

e, BHASMIERA TEE B R BN E fe .

HR, SRR 2 4 e FR ORI, AR N 4 B+ A S M ERECR S5 A R H A
A TCHR IR

(102) R#EN\FT o [E 18]
(100) +MNANZATE—8R.  [FEd]

U EERE b AR, FRATA ANER:: BRI 1 e R SR L e
TR EAMRECE R TEE K TR IA M @ FR V(X RE AT A 513 3
e “ e o B BRI SN .

H =, B SRR LI I G A 1 B B R AN 8 4R ORI

(11a) EX=A
(11b) XA

BT (1968) i, FEFTIRMNEYRAEN, KEMENSEYLLERN. KER
(1982:96) i, “eeeee POEAE —FRSR A, Bk EERS SARE R EY, mik
AR RRORAHE N EY . 7

SR, FSE b, FRAVRHME R MIEAGREL R AW 4 R B AT R EfRIE R AF e, H
(s, [FIREFE I 44 i M E R I AR B b, = AN F e R M e, a0 L
5158 v i 44 45 1 H BILCE SRR A7 B I BRI DA 8 i ARt T DU A SR AR (R4, 1992) -

(12a) AR T . [AEFE]
(12b) HAKRT . [E1E]
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BREE (2012) th48 HPGE AR a4 e fe SR R A o E AL S, A E
BAEREME, ARSI “FEAE, RiBELE” M. mFse:iE LianE It
AL ETE

i LR, Yot R, AR, A . BATIAh, &R E e
PR S 2 BR B HITE S 0, YR8 1A E fR A2 1B . Stalnaker (1974) . BRA7EZE (1998)
AT Li Xuping&Walter Bisang (2012) %53 i H R &K v L e SR . HAA Ui A
AN 1% N ERBR 44 18] (0 B4R I, iR A A e fe e, 2 A UOE NaE 2w prds, rid AN
HUER, G EA AR AR, 2 UE N BTG N 0T 4 18 BT i 2 (6
TR IRALER . EIRFEAE R E TR, 12 E R FRid.

TATTFIW T B4 38 1 FH DR 25 0 44 ] 58 48 1R R &R

A
CGEFRIRNER)

FEIEN, -IriE AL [+, +UTEEA]
(AEFD GEFE)
7N G5B
ARICNFFHEARZ B WA BRI 1 PO IR RE 1 A AL, IR HEEe: D JUETE
/T IIREIESS, HA T EERRD: 2) Bl R B 45 R AR aT DU R R e A% 75 1 77 2
e, TR HEA Bt oy B iR A4 ] (SR TH R 7B 3) ke DU A4 TR S5 RE SR AR 2
S, SR AR S R E R IIARIC, JEAEE 18 BRI

SH R
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A Feature-Checking Analysis of Chinese Classifier Phrases

Zhang Ling, Yang Tong

(College of Foreign Language and International Education, Hunan University, Changsha / Hunan

Abstract:

Province, 410082)

As a special syntactic item, classifiers has attracted much attention in modern linguistics.

This paper explores the semantic properties and syntactic characteristics of Chinese classifiers under

the framework of feature-checking. In Chinese, classifiers belong to the functional category which

individuate nominal items. They differ from the plural marker ‘-men’ as well as definiteness markers. The

feature-checking theory provides a reasonable explanation to the distribution and interpretation of

classifier phrases, and as well gives motivation to the movement of classifiers and nouns. The

interaction between classifiers and the plural marker ‘-men’ and definitenss markers can also be

illustrated by feature checking.
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