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Miyamoto (2002)
Loca Assignment of Clause Boundaries LACB

(@D} Loca Assignment of Clause Boundaries (LACB):
Assign the left boundary of anew clause at the point of whereiit isfirst clear
that this new clause is necessary for the interpretation of the sentence.
(Miyamoto 2002, p.322)
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[1]t islikely that nominative NPs may be used to signal the beginning of a
tensed clause.  (Miyamoto 2002, p.340)
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(69 Theme
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Sakamoto &
Walenski (1998) Theta-checking strategy

(8 Theta-checking strategy:
Assgn atentative theta-role using Case information, and check it using verb
information.  (Sakamoto and Walenski 1998, p.105)

Sakamoto & Walenski (1998)

(tentetive thetarrole)

(Argument gructure)

Theta-checking Srategy

3 (7o) Kuroda (1978)

25



Theta-checking
strategy

4.1

Sakamoto & Walensi
(1998) Jackendoff (1990) (9)

9 Thematic Hierarchy

Actor > Patient/Beneficiary > Theme > Location, Source, Goa

Sakamoto & Walenski (1998)
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(16) a Ador Theme [cP Adtor
b. Ador [cP Theme Adctor

(Minimal Revisions)* (Frazier & Clifton, 1998)

* Minimal Revisions: Don’t make an unnecessary revision.  When revison is necessary,
make the minimal revison consistent with the error signal, maintaining as much of the already
assigned structure and interpretation as possible.  (Frazier & Clifton 1998, p. 155)
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b. Patient Acor [cP Ador ECTheme ]...
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Lexical Information and Processing Left Clause Boundaries in
Japanese

Satoru MURAOKA
(Kyushu University)

The present sudy investigates the effects of lexical information in processing left
clause boundaries in Japanese.  Miyamoto (2002) proposed a mechanism in which the
parser cregtes a left clause boundary before it processes a verb by using information of
case-markers. | claim tha the parser uses not only information of case-markers but
aso lexical information in processing left clause boundaries in Japanese. A self-paced
reading experiment is conducted to verify this clam. The results are not eadly
reconcilable with a mode that uses chiefly information of case-markers in processing
left clause boundaries but fit with a model where left clause boundaries are crested on
lexical information in addition to information of case-markers.

As for a mechanism in which the parser uses lexical information, | claim that the
parser refers to a tentative thetarole (TTR), which was proposed by Sakamoto &
Walenski (1998), and the cregtion of aleft clause boundary is regtricted by the sequence
of casemarkings and TTRs The parser creates a left clause boundary iff these two
conditions are satisfied.

42



