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Abstract

Parallel merge generates a structure that contains a double symmetric
relation, in which the shared object has two mother nodes. Naturally,
the Linearization of multidominant structures derived from parallel
merge will face challenges. The purpose of this study was to analyze
and dissect the algorithms that have been proposed in the relevant
literature to address the challenge of the linearization of
multidominant structures. Specifically, in this research, the content of
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the proposed algorithms regarding linearization of multidominant
structure was qualitatively examined using graph and set notations.
The empirical and computational quantitative approaches, in relation
to the existence of this type of structure, showed that multidominant
structure was the natural result of the function of merge in the
workspace rather than the consequences of parallel merge. To shed
light on the performance of merge in the workspace, putting order into
set merge was raised. Hence, part of the linearization took place in
narrow syntax.

Keywords: multidominant structure, merge, linearization, order,
workspace

1. Introduction

Parallel merge generates a structure that contains a double symmetric
relation, in which the shared object has two mother nodes. Naturally,
the Linearization of multidominant structures derived from parallel
merge will face challenges. The purpose of this study is to analyze and
dissect the algorithms that have been proposed in the relevant
literature to address the challenge of the linearization of
multidominant structures. Specifically, in this research, the content of
the proposed algorithms regarding the linearization of multidominant
structures will be qualitatively examined using graphs and set
notations. Empirical and computational quantitative approaches,
concerning the existence of this type of structure, indicate that
multidominant structures are the natural outcome of the merge
function in the workspace rather than the result of parallel merge. To
shed light on the performance of merge in the workspace, putting
order into set merge is raised. Hence, part of the linearization takes
place in narrow syntax.



113 | Seifouri, et al.

Research Question(s)

This research addresses two fundamental questions. The first question
examines how the presented algorithms linearize multidominant
structures. The second question explores the possibility of achieving
theoretical generalization in the workspace regarding the role of
merge as a multidominant constructor, ultimately contributing to the
initial linearization process in narrow syntax.

2. Literature Review

Researchers have aimed to address the linearization of multidominant
structures by developing algorithms. Recent algorithms have made
significant progress in solving the linearization problem for
symmetric multidominant structures.

In the algorithm of Williams (1978), multidominance was a
consequence of coordination, not of ATB movement. Wilder (1999)
and Grachanen Yuksek (2007) have tried to linearize the
multidominant structure by modifying the definition of c-command
and movement so this structure is linearized in situ without affecting
other parts. Regarding the linearization of multidominant structures,
Wilder (1999) ignored some of the nodes in coordinate structures by
introducing the notion of full dominance.

In Citko's (2005) algorithm, movement is regarded as a key factor in
the linearization of multidominant structures. In her algorithm, traces
are not pronounced since they do not belong to the computational
component and result from the derivation process.

In the representation of a multidominant structure, in addition to
complete dominance and precedence relations, there are syntactic
dependencies in more than one place. It seems that the merge behavior
within the proposed algorithms can bring us closer to a theoretical
generalization about the nature of merge as a multidominant
constructor.
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3. Methodology

In this study, we are undertaking descriptive-analytical research. To
begin with, theoretical information regarding various types of
merges in the minimalist program as well as algorithms for
linearizing multidominant structures was gathered. These concepts
were then discussed and analyzed using set notations and graph
notations.

4. Discussion

The noteworthy point is that a multidominant structure is not just a
product of parallel merge; rather, it is the fundamental characteristic
of merge in the workspace. From this perspective, shown in Diagram
17, the internal merge of XP leads to the formation of an asymmetric
multidominant structure. In this case, XP simultaneously merges into
two positions. One of the occurrences of XP is under the dominance
of YP and the other occurrence is under the dominance of ZP.
Therefore, we can consider merge as an operation that naturally
creates a multidominant structure.

Diagram 17. The workspace resulting from the set merge

According to Chomsky (2020: 38), parallel merge does not have
legitimacy and it is necessary to eliminate parallel merge from
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computational component. As shown in diagram 21, we consider the
symmetric multidominant structure in the form of two floating trees
in the derivation. The result of this event is diagram 22, in which the
original structure segregates into two asymmetric multidominant
structures and hence the parallel merge is removed.

Diagram 21. symmetric multidominant structure (Graéanin-Yuksek, 2013:
269)

Diagram 22. Two floating trees in derivation
&P

Marry DP /\
John /\
To VP,
wrote V% /\ /\

reviewed W, DP

an article on Bo

The existence of two floating trees within the minimalist program in
derivation can be a channel for theoretical and empirical discussions.
The possibility of placing an order on the set merge can help some
part of linearization to take place in narrow syntax.
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The authors contend in Chomsky (1995: 244) implicitly applying
order to the unordered two-membered set {a, B} in {a,{o.B}}.

{0, By = {o.{aB}}

According to Langendoen (2003: 310), the hypothetical set E’ is the
same as the set E, and the set E’ is the ordered pair < o, >, and this
point is also mentioned in the research of Kuratovsky (1921:171).

E={a, {0, B}}
E'= {{a}, {o, B}}
If o — <, p>= {{a} , {a, B}}

If the product of the set merge is considered from this perspective,

it assumes that set merge produces a set of ordered pairs.

If a is head in the set merge, the workspace created in this relationship
is called ¥1, and the reflection of the desired relationship will be:

¥1= {{a, 10, B} )

And if B is the head, the reflection of the desired relationship in the
new workspace will be ¥.

Yo= {{P J{B o}

If we want to provide a schematic view of the simultaneous existence
of symmetry and asymmetry along with the multidominance structure
in 11.b, perhaps we can present diagram 24 in which parallel merge is
not involved, and linearization of the existing relations may be
proposed in situ.

(11. b) Mary wrote and John reviewed an article on Bo. (Gracanin-
Yuksek, 2013: 269)
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Diagram 24. Linearization of the multidominant structure, in situ

5. Conclusion

In this research, initially, various algorithms for linearizing
multidominant structures were examined. Subsequently, workspaces
resulting from the operation of different merges were investigated
within the target tree graph, categorized as "symmetric" and
"asymmetric" spaces. Later on, the merge was introduced as a
multidominant constructor. It was noted that multidominant
structures, prior to being explicitly the result of the parallel merge,
exhibit key characteristics of the merge within the workspace.

The authors believed that Chomsky (1995: 244) implicitly applied an
order to the unordered two-membered set {a,B} in {a,{a,p}}. Perhaps
a theoretical generalization can emerge by introducing an initial order
to the elements of the binary set in merge. In this perspective, both
external and internal merges gain the capability to generate ordered
pairs. Furthermore, in a general conceptual view, a tree graph was
presented in which both hierarchical and adjacency relationships were
simultaneously evident and the linearization of multidominant
structure was suggested in situ.
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It seems that despite the simultaneous presence of symmetry and
asymmetry relationships in the tree diagram and the performance of
various types of merge, revisiting, and defining a new workspace in
the linearization of multiple dominance structures is not out of reach

with Citko (2011a: 211).



25 4

VAN F/ oA 1l s 2o

.:’JU

E3EY

AAERVER VAT

ISSN: Y§Y¥-VVYA

elSSN: YarA-Yao\

VOYNYY (N EeY Qt....a)‘gﬁa_l.l AA aJLo..'Z AL 693

Is.atu.ac.ir
DOI: 10.22054/15.2022.44268.1245

B ol Sl Hlslo (Sl Jas (S 5o Ldxi 94 x5
R 2 SV C S Y E S g W

Ol s (ol ST o8ty ( an i B3 (6575 (g sl & 5 st S
. Z . z . z . =
oL 53; E) QLZ.«); SKils 46.~L..~ub‘; K 6.4&3‘ Slosl 9 0L o)){ Slasls . ; \f
. . . . B IS L]
Ol s (o0l S aStin gy Dlpal 5 i o
Ol}il ‘CM ‘C)LZ.»:A; eL{.’:‘J‘) ‘LS'}LE‘J o))? slel ‘SA“M r\ﬁj
lel ‘C.L....A ‘L;ay..al :bT a&iﬁ»l: ‘Lf“?li"‘ QL:::\ E) db) a}f )Liél:..nl dw s
oS>

23 ol g g 0l Al 35,5 53 o8 355 o (55 Gl 4y i SOl Sl 3 3l ge plis]
53355 gn 38 S 201 4y s 93 53 5 35500 S8k D3 e G (S e Ol
S S35 plesl 3l Gt glaslistlu (b ot Tk 5 il dal pala o 8 53 2t e (Nl
S 5 sy ey _,_I 3 Oods s el aelpe S b s $8 s o131 ol
S o o3 (gl sl (3l st Al O o S b o sl )3 0556 oS 5 g laen ) S
Sl (b o o gt 53 oyl (Slagzs s S (e S5 (al 53 ¢ oty o3 & - e
Gl S5y i o 48 gazs (4 23) 5 315 claslpl 51 6,80 0 b 5 AS ) gots 48 i ol 2
S i 31,30 sl o313 DL Sl 31 65 ol Cysmgn b el 53 3. g0 (S Sl 5 020
Balsl 53 ol (5557 (5Lb s plésl 3 Shae o il sl (5515 ol J s Laseto S0 51 o
e gaze plesl 1 (61835 Lm0 )IST (sLab 3 plesl ol 55 Shae (S5 g ¢ b
D)8 8 e 5 53 (Sl s I (s e ) 5IE UG - s

NES) QT WL JE R g 5| W " plesl Wl Gl b tbae sl gads

y.karimi@uok.ac.ir :J s odiws 5


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2209-627X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5195-4347
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6814-4770
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1902-8794

VEOY Olis 5 5wl | VA o3l [V Jlo | OL) oo | 1Y

dodde .\

55 bl oo s Tl s ol sl sl (g5l plesl (2005: 476) ' S s 5|
r\.b:\ (Y))\J},u'):'ylfﬁcwjaj.&da CL&:‘ (V) Slagad oy Lo ldnl g3l se rL’o:\
des Gilge ploal sd o B sl Tul e 4 b5 Y (Il pl 55 5 55
ol il Hlle oS Gl glod s Ol sl oses 53 o0 9 s sy
G)))boﬁj.\4§(’Y)C~w\.\)>.-jﬁLs\ojfc)jf.lﬁ)b:'-u):.aﬁda.&wu&\fxg-
2011a: ) S a5 1ol o sl S PeSTT 2l 0,8 53 cpl w05 5 3,05 (B s
2 s Sl plesl 5o NS mala s al e 35 15 Sbess (Bl
Wl O lize plesl Ly g o

(2008 1)3&'?‘J‘ wjij s f\ﬁ.:l A J‘.:j.a.;

a
o« 7 - /'\
o i
o v p o= o y i

)J453)‘2)\_}5gL.f.S}A)J)JQb}o&)}b@%&&célf%@‘ﬁ‘)tﬁ-u)b
ol S e wrled 53 3 5 Sl 3le 0 5 K Dol a1 (W als 1K a

1. Citko, B.

2. parallel merge

3. multidominance structure
4. pivot

5. sharing

6. conjunct



WY | 0K 5 ) shee

S slo s 5 S | olsT oleiil hyls Jsl alen 51 ola ide (Il ol s
Db o gl Canly o il 55 bialan 0 &S 2in ole

o 03 el (S5l ge plesl | b S G ws Ol sl e 3 S,
sl 5l 5 (V) gad 53 Sl 0,8 el alas 31 b3l 31 glos 28 Calbo
(2007: 110) "SS5 5l ! S Sl as S 5 a8 (V) e s a3, 0 L 4 TCilSs
Sheayls sl Paals Ay 53 a s L ‘:}L@Jé_il:)l?gi Mﬁ‘cw\ O)Jf ol
pb¥oly o 5 L7 un caly o 5 0l ea Vame ol (S5 i 1l o7 sle5l
D g 50 03 p

John framed and Mary burned the portrait of a famous political 1.
leader

“the portrait of a famous political leader” wulos 8 Cods jzie (1) 53
oy &S 355 Olejon 5 gbas 5 o axaldS oS 2al 4 b o 8 55 53 oS ol
3N Kl g5 (81553 Ll okl Vframed” 5 “burned” b g3 b 4 s s 0l
S S5 Ll o Oodn e 5 L5 o0 "0t alillas alal) S 5l (n K
S 55 Ol jan Doy oty 1) Job 55" 61 (sla Shs 5V aves 53 L1 5 LI
LS

sty 5,5 (S 5 () ol 05,5 55 (V) o 43 6 i 1,41 el 5
Glaze Job Sl ol 53 5 ok (50 (S crloan 53 53 65 2t (ad 550 L adsllas
ST il glen 53 8 Jeb Ll sl glon 53 8w

1. phonetic representation
2.agapping

. Gracanin-Yuksek, M.
4. determiner phrase (DP)
5. scope

6. goal

7. right node
8

9

1

w

. probe
. multiple agree
0. ¢-features



VEOY Ol 5 5wl | VA o3l [V Jlo | 0L ol [ VYY

2) Melodi gol va Mahyar ketab xarid.
Melody flower and Mahyar book buy-past.

A S g s JS o5 ske
Gosiws Bl 3l wlen 53 glaay W Ol sl Jltle e 5 Sy o
ol 358 on eilIE ST 20w T o 3 (glaesle 5 dized i o8 51 oS, by
it S8 5L (1994) ¥ ST ot b 4k L OLs e dul b s bkl &
wiS Ja g Slimle 0915 4 55 S8 L ol 3l gl T gl bt el
s € dir O3l lstle le ot 0sd ogast 55 S wlal Hlr .l
el () 15 505 53 (D) 58425108 eS| mala 55l T Lol O 5 s 4 b go je 030

O G O3 bl g3le ot Al b ¥ s sed

Citko, 2011b: 137 :»zs

1. linear correspondence axiom (LCA)
2. Kayne, R. S.

3. serialization

4. ordering



VY| 0K 5 ) shee

355 Glosle Llus Cou 1D 5 C Lole (0)lael Oy poa @ juaie (F) Sl 505 s

24 B rmen L 4l B T 650 5 o 1550 b canzine 5250

LLsb 5C p o Lgaf 505 0 et lojle Ll Ty Ol jer eoyls (ol L5IA

foSscsbils sl pdia b 5C O besSslcnl pl w05 0 el (sle sl

fob € laojlo cgjlo o anlp 5o DIl ol s il awils pui D 5 C il

L5 28T S oS ol sy 5 i, on 03 S Sl ey 5 ey 05 Ol jan
s ACA) 53 0 jadeinn ' 5 50 Sl ) 05 ged o 4y 556

(1994) .S b blsazsi<b,c> 5<f,c><c,b><cf> L;La@)'
4mdau@‘x1;@‘@ggéu@;,g Ozl Aty 5 g 1) (gl o b ,o S
355 @8 Y XD I g5 cas sazee 53 XY a il S e Sl s 5015
o s b OS5 Il sl Ol 4e gazs 53 i 95w BLI 1 950
Diosr R sl
2555 e Gl il ot g an S B s e 605 O Kias
bl pes Lilgy oS sl ke Vol s pas S8 S5l sla it L
A s o a5l o o SIS o 3 bl o 3 (s s L
Llg) 57 S pdaden Laily;y Jolt ST ol g o= 1y hales e 3le s 53 45 e
33 e &, Ol 55 (gSle et A5 e s Sl Dlejen Sy ot TS slome
S5 s S a3 (Sl e &7 Sl Gl 5o Y (s Sl S sl

@Lu)bs'_ﬂ@;-f‘)-jbélﬁﬁﬁ)g&)b&;—rﬂ:\ﬁfjbbﬁf@‘-}g&/\w

. ordered pair

. terminals

. morphosyntactical

. hierarchical relationships
. adjacency relationships

. spell out

. morphophonological

. direct graph

ONO O~ WN -



VEOY Ol 5 5w | VA ojlad [V dla | OU) oo | VYE

O8I 5 slasy s e i el 4 ) ish e able sl
o+ S5 dw S de glaas e ); (ldsardi & Raimy, 2013: 2) ol slsCa s,
Sl e e (s e las o gladSl WSl Jgl ol Job 6
(e 325 5 S5l s 35 s b il o 1 as e sl )3 Sl pgs 5 dileds
3 g ga Dy sloes Lasl gy ol jenay (S ealid Hlsla ;g
bl Sy 33 B ol 8 st (gila st 55 0s S5 lle a4 5L
3l sl (slapz 5 SN 4 ol ol s sl 3,8 a 518 Bl S e
a3 Hlesad i 1y Skl Sl g nl e s 68 s e Sl 3l sl
sbad 53 01y o LT bl ) g5 onl o2 plosl 4, wam 5L &S el oyl e
Glaal da 1,31 S Ol e plesl Coale b dlal)y 55 5 e & 4 )

Sy 08 Lhamme o 53 adsl (3le s L polie 53 5 5l Ghdu b s oS0

sH S Y

Sz S o 5 ol ods plowil 1S aaS Dby gl 3 Sl iash
Sl a5 nl § g0 oS plesl s Shes S8 xa Ol glayltle gjle st
03 plesl Sllas Ll )3 (1994; 2020) T Sl (sla Jolows 5 <57 51 (glanils
L5yl 5 (2005; 20118) e 61,7 5 (1994) S Jos b5 ass (gl bl
Ll oS 5 ea by aky pate 93 plesl dnl STl 68 i Ol 8 ksl
P s 503) ol sl Lo

S plesl £ s sad

N

o p

1. linear order

2. phonological string

3. Minimalist Program (MP)
4. Chomsky, N.

5. external merge



VY8 | 0 Ken 5 ) shee

(O 13 ge3) 355 plesl il 5,05 o 5L ol JSCa5 Sl 1 jide S ansilis

Sphr G IS o Sl 4 e Sl g S Cwl | S5 g Sl el

O lize Ly o s 1y &S > 5525 (2000) 7 5, 50 .(Chomsky, 2001: 9)
ICHEY Cﬂ Bl oL > s

Ppee cl.b.ﬂ 0,15 gad

S o slam) o SO g (5 52 53 SLaas ez (5145 sazen Lol ( (Sl

S eslazal b LISl g ;3; o,lal plesl Sk 03 p0)lie 4 (2007) (Sl
S a5 slael 4 1) GO pde €58 n o5 350 o plonil g laas ez
g5 onl S o sl D) pde 45Tl baosy il 4 by pe 3)5m ol 53 slinal s
iz 0T (g 5 5 ST oo 5l Ton g 331 (slao sl oS sl 0 )lels Slkes S5 ples|
(2004) Sesler 553 oo oial © i ples) 457 (7 513 5a3) Zuul <0, B> 5

Ll o e syl 5 Ooliel gla i 1,7 g5l J guame

o ol 1\ s g

. internal merge
. Moro, A.

. set merge

. adjoin

. pair merge

. adjunction

OOk WN



VEOY Olis 5 5wl | VA o3l [V dlo | 0L oo | VY5

4 ol ol o O e e o 35 53 ile b «(1994) S rags s
N3 503) AT o 3 g5 4y ot o5y 05Lizels (sl jlv ol 31 23S sl L e s
X%

(1994) oS Jirss bl p O Wl glojlw Jahud V15 503

DL
Cjbé\..dj.&ujsfjf LSL“C),})" dj\‘\.sd}mcd(A))A :\Pw‘gb)b L(V))\b}qﬁ
03 0l glejle ks

A=<B,F><B,G=><B, M=><F M>
d(A)=<bh, f= <b,m>,<f m>

adls Jos b5 anss ¢l 5 6ol 5 oles (1994) ém\;g—'da;ya L;h); Sl

Qraﬁ}'_yp&‘\ leéijo.u& MKLAD)‘L.«')J QJLE(A.F Q,.:».&‘)\Afé‘@)f@ |
(20201 7) (Sl Stns 55 ol 0 ol Sllons T e Glo 5 5 o
uj&dnJL‘J«\‘_;jx;QWQT)>S°‘5)K§‘_;LA4§¢M\aM4:§;U4:§Za\ﬂ

Lledd Jl>=3" CLC—J‘ L.wjf Ny Lgfpl.& 9 rL&‘—Jl b s S

1. asymmetrically c-command
2. bare phrase structure

3. X-bar theory

4. bare essentials

5. workspace



VY| 0K 5 ) shee

S 53,505, 36 e g5kt (2011) sSa (19941 6) STL b s

Lo st by Jo oS ol diinn o) ool 03 305 = o |y Sl 55 Oy pde 5 O,
o)u:,:csﬁ‘oju%u;\JGMM,.)\;SF‘vuslowmoaﬁo,wu;\
Slhas a5 Col o315 OLaS St dal o it 5 g g il 53 Ol A3 2
L e 53 0,lael Slkes o8 S Las 01 ol 5 2L 55 05l Ll 5 oo e 5o
O 3 gy 93 8 Cus s ge Lo as o1 (Citko, 2011a: 211) wsl wxéls 5 4

ESTII V.A\J.Q 3 O eI T FRT-NUNE™ )'\..,U\v..iq (75 5> OH)Wede o

OB ey ¥

5 BlotaT 5 S8 i Ol 80 gl le dos e o sioys 1 ke s,
(1978) " 5al szij\ 55 Llaasls an S ganl b a0 dls ol b 3 am
Sl (il o 5 358 e Dpmie wlas Cle Gla S 1 6B a2
aler o 3l Olejen Hsbar Olews slaojle S13 S > B s Ol pliol
Sl 0l (| b7 5e G D5 oty (A 13 905) 5ol 5 02558313 ,8 o oy 5
NS 55 g0 6 oSy ot e & kS (G5t a Fl0 0T 53 5 2505 s sl &
R St ol ol o3ls Sl XN JI XL & pon 0T pslie 5 5,05 O 2w
oAl 3l b i O ol & 3yl sy e bas oSS oS 0ly
A i w6 ) S ol 3 G eSS e Sl 6 L 0T O Sl eSS
u,:_a;éu;ur,u:j.uuu_;a}'o,u:ﬁg))ygquoh;&\ﬁ;‘%&
(Williams, 1978: 42) ¢l o

1. move
2. label
3. Williams, E.

355 gn 03l LIS 03130LES (1 i iy &5 Ol sy a s Sl 5L OLSL 5 55 F



VEOY Olis 5 5wl | VA o3l [V Jlo | 0L ol [ VYA

wlod Cle gile L= ‘..u,,,ﬁ A s 405

Williams, 1978: 42 : ...

Soler Slas 1 () s sai s w8 wis Sl 8l kL (19871 23) ' JIs 8
S3lge b 4 5 produar 5 on HUST 3 el lan $5La 53 sl il led o

.-U)‘.\ )‘J.;

K PN S LPHL R TP TR T PR R OV

Goodall, 1987: 23 : .

TS ie 3l eslazal L. yls (glo3la e VP, 55 8 sAlice ,Jane (3) lsse 5

S g0 LgLAa)jfﬁj)b@MﬁjUr?aJ@ olas b (v\:l.? Lfl‘ ‘Y‘w}w Qlf:b.i)

5B sl slaslu ;5 4 (A) sy Sl 5 L gd edein sl Clu ol 5o
258 Jss (3b)

3) Jane and Alice saw Bill.

3a) {Jane, saw, Bill}

1. Goodall, G.
2. lattice
3. set notation



VY4 | 0 Ken 5 6 shee

{ Jane,saw, Bill }

{Jane,

{Jmﬂ/\ {Bill}
\D

3b) {Alice, saw, Bill}

{ Alice, saw, Bill }

{saj

3
L

3

—

saw, Bill}

>{ saw, Bill}
W}

{Alice,

Bill}

Bill}

3388 e 85l Ol gea | 15aW, Bill}es (.;miu 53 (1987: 23) JIs 5
o:\:Ji.'“»\)'Lg.bgmL;bio;f&ﬁ@‘ﬁéf#,:ﬁ:&n‘&uajf):m
def Jslsuae ST .ol &5zt (0) 5 (L) slaos S 55 o 53 jaie &5 5 S

é.ii 4 -.Lu‘}.?u.a odels ER) UZ’-‘ c(u )‘)_}aj) u\.&b ghf ¢j3 ode B 9 (gJ-H )l.&_,».;) J.&L’

1. phrase marker

2. three-dimensional phrase marker



VEOY Ol 5 5wl | VA o3l [V Jlo | O oo | VY

J\qu\)t}bJ}M}&;’lﬂM’(C))b}«.}):@\df;inféjb):S\o.lpﬁ

Dy M\}ﬁ- (C) )‘J}.u' 4:\?.\..3—

(e
- q /\

h f
(z
d7 s s N
h f

S Twlasl ps gl Sa s S ol del s (1987) Ui S on ) S )
e pl 51ed Cansy X BX1 3Ol et o 5 eSS O ot SLL slae S
o 53 015 0 85 1SS ol 035 (5 oS G LY slae 5 4 JIs S K
ot bl S 5 5 g gl s20lse 03 S el (5 S s s £ o, S
ke Ol sieas 05|k

Sy e i Ol sty S5 s JLIs (O
:s;..i»\:v.:.aljﬁ-IJ(V)%L’.»A@.&-LAMU}&q\.;m(?)j(b)dl:}fé}fdl&bf!

) e 35k 5 M e O gy 65 3 JUIST (Y

1. union of phrase markers
2. reduced phrase marker



WY | 0K 5 6 shee

5 5,03 'als wlaa 95 8 5 (V) y3 (& Oy sw p) ‘@1&5@645;,“
Pl s BB 55 093 Glas 55 0T T34 85

)

1o '
ksl fls

~_ "

H.-"--.-J._‘.I-J_’."..-JJJJ ;]JJ_’:L

/ e \

S5 ke e

Bl 5 ol oan a8 Sbes Citle (gline ol mlaw )3 =l 5o
s s BB sl oam 5 IS sy e a5 8 Catle glaodsls
S 5 Ayl s Jitee mlaw 53 Sl rg,,iu 55 (1991 59) "jslse
S5 ol g (S5l 48 Sl 03 0L % slskan haws 5T (5) 50 prlam Ol ol
SR b s Y S e w5 o5 SO Tl w0 g (et
S Snss Sleios S slade sama 5 D) sty ST ol glime Sl gLl sme
e 851 (K Ol bl oS5 el ol 53 il i (Sbman slaladey S
Syh o s Gt alos S 31 5l glojle Lalus A SBI 5 S S i p oS

. scope

. sphere of influence

. Muadz, H.

. formal plane/ f-Plane

. meaningful- plane/m-plane
. case theory

. binding theory

. projection

O~NO OIS WN -



VEOY Ol 5 5wl | VA o3l [V dlo | 0L oo | VY'Y

Slan 5 aS Cwl INFL' 4 gie cgdmyam lodos Q) wloon jlistlu s (b0l o a

..\)\b r.\.&' C)J

)
saw Jean in the park
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10. Tom saw Jean in the park and asked her to go home.
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1. Moltmann, F.

2. phonetic form

3. immediate precedence
4. scope

5. transition
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. Wilder, C.

. Sub tree

. floating tree

. full dominance

in-situ

. right - peripheral

. traces

. copy theory of movement
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1. Constraints on Sharing (COSH)
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1. equivalence
2. subpart
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1. graph notation
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1. edge of the phase
2. remainder of the phase
3. interface levels
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1. Omune, J.
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1. two connected sets
2. computational system



VEY | O 5 @) shee
.\J,: (YY 15 505) O laeb 431?4;% ol )uujs‘)i.&«_,\:su Cﬁ\uﬁﬁf@

11. Mary wrote and John reviewed an article on Bo. (Gracanin-Yukse,
2013:269)

Ol wlBu Ol Hlsle LYY ls 50

Gracanin-Yuksek, 2013: 269 e
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wrote V0
0 DP reviewed V% DP

an article on Bo
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Dabir-Moghaddam & Yekta, 2018: 6 : ...

. phonological component

. sensory-motor interface/SM

. conceptual-intentional

. Dabir-Moghaddam, M., & Farrokhi Yekta, M.
. Guimaraes, M.

. self-merge
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S5 Dk lae geme plosl 5l (5 3 3 S 5,05 0ledl (1995: 244) Sl
Ayl o Salr i 51 ST, B e gorme 53 jaie 3 plesl b Lol (o
5 ol tn 00 I ol s Sl {1, {0LBF) A peres (@B) e 55 ples
Gl o) el kb g5 ol s ge oS i 505 (50 el oo adnde 1 1y o
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Slas sazs ru:ﬂ J}.,a;u)f‘ .L;yéﬁjséﬁsj@\éréﬁ&l.@jj\éc\f

1. Langendoen, D. T.
2. Kuratowski, M.
3. collection
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1. Zwart, J. W.
2. adjoin
3. strong minimalist thesis
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16. Mary wrote and John reviewed an article on Bo.

(Gracanin-Yukse, 2013: 269)
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