EHE RAEE LS AVER IR

OB RSO BRSO LA M AR B IR T VRIS . FRRUR L, IR
T LG ) P 0 EUL S T A AE— /N “ TN 51 RN L )R DegP, M—JZH “iL%”
S FHIEERUE-FocP. FERZEREGTERE, MMM FocP>DegP K. B TR 45
H, AT EAEREREERTEE DT Fif, gz g2 —n) £
f)o PEBUEUER T R, A MHFEA)E, AR RAiTHELE, SERERR
BHAE AR EHE B S

SR MR SUNELLAEK, SR fEAUR REUR

Syntactic Hierarchy of the Typical Comparative Construction in Shanghainese

Abstract: The paper proposes a Degree Phrase (DegP) and a Focus Phrase (FocP)
before the comparative adjective in the typical comparative construction in
Shanghainese, in which FocP is always base—generated higher than DegP, and
thus form the pattern of FocP>DegP. It is further pointed out that the
comparative subject <can always be topicalized. Therefore the typical
comparative construction in Shanghainese is of topic structure in nature. The
comparative standard can also be topicalized, providing that there is a DegP,
or a FocP highlighting the comparative adjective as introduced new information

of the comment.

Key Words: Shanghainese; typical comparative construction; DegP; FocP; TopP



0. Gl

o}

Shi (2001) X7 1 FHEIMA)ZLLA]:

(1) /NELL/NIHEER .

(2) /NREHL/NE EEEE

MEX BE, (2 BT (3, i (1D WEMEARZ (3D K.
(3) /NEEEH

BRI, &SR “H7 B (2) ARENMMPPAEZEILA) . B2 LA
SRR T, W (4) o A, BEEEITE R EE” B “EinT o,

(4) JILFEIFZZE.  (FbufbEAR D
(5) JILHriLEyzZE.  (FELAbLAR D

ARSCREE G N M CIRET AAALE S TIRE, IR SR A i
AT BB ARRIVE ST, T ) B b T R 7 S R R A SRR

1. Hi T 2= Ly Ay

Z 45 (comparative construction) J&HLHER&EMIM—FF. FrifZA],
“PIAS (BLEA) WBHEREER . BE s A ZN e+ (ZF 2003) .
Dryer (1992) #iili, MBRZHMAEKE, CBHIZE LGN 2 D5 LU IS0,
B EL# E & (Subject——S) , LM (Standard—St) , EARiC (Comparative
Marker——Cm) LRGSR (Adjective—A) o Dryer [ENFHEH, LiRPIAZ b E
T LR E AR LU e o & T LU ACRE v 5 LU R TR BB RS, DOE AT LETE



REMW “FIBEREMIET” (subject—prominent language) UK VIFEIE NIRRT “3BhiF

B oAIES” (V2 language) ANE, .
(6) T am more depressed than hego.

(7) Ich bin mehr deprimiertq als ihngy.

(8) FEbM o AR o

Rt BADUEBIA L SVO TEFFHEFIRE 5 R ME— B “ LURCEE” + “ LUiE
R BES (WXIPHE 2003) °o B8 (20060 f5 i, IARDOEZ HA) i gL A 2
“ECAR E AR+ LR IO+ U B LA R, BIE (B) 2

(10) S+Cm+St+A

TR (1979 FEHEIERHEAER “W” 7. 20 (2003) WHIAA “H” 7%
b 285y e M — — P 43 A7 Y0 BBl 4 [ %K & IR A ) B . AN bR “ e R oKz
S G S MEAIIESE, AR @, 7 EH “Heigt RE SR MG iR EAR B
R LB AR GRUE 4 20060 o AN G —FE, IR TE o A S B 22 L A it R L
“Stlb+stl+A” mEa’, W (4 .

Lix BAASEGR T (8) AR (6) (R (7) ) EIFMAMNEIE. (I Shi2001)

2 MDOEN TS RE, M (FERNE, BE, WHEHTE) PNEREE —MEah 0E<k
s R+ E LSS R, I (9) -
(9 B4R (/)
EREH (2002) $5H, LIRGEWMAER T S5t w82 AN, M2l (2003) HFREEE,
AR L 22 L g A AR Lt el 2 s T RS R R AE W E 2 SRR, NS E bR AL R
Y. DRk, cbbror 22 L g M AT R AR A E B LS (1) 3170 22 Ll 25 44 o

3 X44h (2006) HiEH, BUARPGEZE A N SR <R X (8) , AR K& n
(1D o Ak, AR EFREAR L, B REE R AR IR F . Fik, A3
B A M Y 22 bb 2 Ry e et LI
(1) FTAWARAR I .



2. teBRie “H”

“H fEAE G R L ECE M AN3h1E (W Chao 1968) , WG E (LR KE
“Ee” AEEpE AL, e

(12) WL ReR. O (i « i) )

(13) EEREAELTIR. O Clid « B#gifg) > -

(14 FHHE=IREM. (BES CRREMD O

B T A AT

(15) FEMRILAEAR, BT 2 fRIErr !
CRIREEAE,  Jst 2 AR

BRI 7 RSO R, IR R T LR B L bRl T2
AWML A)EHAL I IE S . WER EE, AR “t7,  “ASRIE VANPHY, I Fh
R I — A, JERIERX AN AL E LR R — A bR e, SEGERHE
A B 1] (preposition) JERUHIIEFEMALHIFEAAHF], X2 DE A TSGR - B
B — BRI Z B (REAEE TR CIEAR D , AR AT R 0L
FREHAL IR IE SR (ILAREE 2003) .

Li & Thompson (1981) E{EmBIPLIEEAIFH) “H” Ak —NHEIEE X LK)
W, MAREA N RRE, AREER (1982: 89-90) M BAHAR ARIUE 2 LhA) i Lk Asic
“E” e—MriE. Liu (1996) M “IFM"  (coordination test) HIJ7VEMFH

“EOHLERGEME SRR AR .

K T i A m i 2 4, FETIOER SR, BF NEHRE “tb” 72
My — > “X/NA)g58)”  (bi-clausal structure) ##eif K (Ul Cheng 1966 ;
Hashimoto 1966, 1971; Fu 1977 %) , HI “tb” ®iE “t0” 54 B2 a0 E w4/

SO AR, AR R AR S AN EE AL E b, X — SO ) EE ARG R R Tk —
AR AL (LR 2003)



f),  CHRT MRERENST . A, CRUNAYT B M NIm A DOE ZE LL SR IR R MR 7
(sub—deletion) SRS, “HHFFANINA “EAHFHVIMUESIER b JERmS 2
—/N5EH/NH] 7 (Therefore, there seems to be no positive evidence that the

constituent following A is a full clause) (Lin 2009) .

A T B R R E LM R R LT BN, RN BT A
ELEA N —A> DP 4518 54F (comparative site is a simple DP) (A, Lin 2009;
Xiang 2009) . °

3. LR

R Stassen (1985) WIE X, FE—ANERIXEN, HEIRCHPEILALL T AL
Pio MELRIEARE—A “5917”  (degree word—Deg) KA. (4) Hf) “FEhn”
e NEYA . E SR AT (40 Smith 19615 Bowers 1975; Selkirk 1977;
Rouveret 1978; Guéron & May 1984 %5) , “5Zid-Deg WAMMLAH COY K —1 “H&
RE”  (maximal projection) o ANIHAHRAHTEIINN, BIERHEAHES, DegP # A
REHBLE “F8/R1E”  (specifier) MIfZE . SRIMTH DegP AbFE /818 ML A H G &
—E IR S SRR ERORRGT. B, KT RLLEALEE R A OB IS AP ok
Yo, HARRIET BUERE (adjunction) HIBIUHIBL (M Fukui & Speas 1986; Sportiche
1988; Speas 1990) , MMM (16) KILEH (5 W Escribano 2002) :

S AL, M MR CEE S S B B A i — AN W By Cadjunct) , TAE“CmtSE A VE N — MG
A B EE R PR ARV 2 AN BERI A (BR DL Xiang 2003, 2005)

6 Rk, FEARSCHTIT RS g f b5 S Y B R HE G A2 R L (A 2R 2003)
Wi 2 AR S AR N . R, 78 R AHe S, AR “HA+St e — AN B R AL B
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(16) AP

Spec A’

| PN

Subject A ComplA

SR, TR Deg AT ELEIERUERTH) (17) o IR FEAE BN T I AR ET )
(18) , 1 bR #EA A . mH, g A GME%NE1E (complement) A7 FfA
KA L, o (19) -

(17) *FELFE IRz %E, -’
(18) =5 NI L5 2E,
(19) =R LA EINIZ G245 T .

RS AE 1T DegP # “BEFE A A BX AP EEERIE A RS 7 (downgrade

Deg phrase to the status of an adjunct of the adjective dominated by a
recruiting A or AP) (JLFE E; HW Lin 2009) . 2R, ¥Ca)ES (LHZEE
RETRERT) , BETHAL (movement) MGEHEEIRAE (adjunction) S fE/H kb H
(U, Chomsky 1995) , HEZEAHM (M, Buring & Hartmann 1997) *. BIEXS T WRFFIGHEH
WHNKYL, FEEPRERET R AT AR FBAGE M Z R “HEM AR (base-
generation) HJH#EE (U0 Kayne 1994) . IbAb, BAIGEAMHE BN NEAFTFE NI

B S E R B % O NLH B (cannot belong to the core machinery of the

T *RoNEAIAET, A,
8 Speas (1990) Al Chametzky (2000) HZEINA, £ X WFFHEIR T, BERANLIEN, EEomEA
VO FRDRS a7 1 = AR R R



computational component of human language) , 15 A 2] 78 4 & B R

(Escribano 2002) . °

Bresnan (1973) il Corver (1997) ¥ $2Fid Deg Ol M A1°. Abney (1987)
(Ve ST B A T H, 45 2] B R B KPS DegP B0l Chead) , TiHJEM A
(AP) U (5 8 i oA B AN B AL . AT Abney BOMLAL", FEI N _LgiE A 22 L&
S — AN YA -Deg. RFERA RGNS, WARTERE, MR DegP M
O TS RN 5% DegP JZMUAMNEIEAL. XFE, IR INZE" 0L H
AR

21

N

1P
Spec I’
| /\
59 T
AN
@ cee
AN

DegP

Sprc Deg’

LEfH Deg AP
)t 723

O MR, BATHLEX S GHRS (adjunct) FI<iEHE/E” (adjunction) o S IRHARAE M4 R s
By, ARIFA R B G H 0 P I EE R AR T ) o V8 5 TP IO A < Bl AR B I Iy . IX LT
B H R TR G R B I, AR T AR LA AT AE
W ARIARATX 4 T “PREZE (Det-like) FIHEH" (Q-like) 45 . ALMTHENIAM KILEX 57 .
R, Abney I8 SCPATA-SZE A F BB FEN R, FEIAA Deg Ja rT R AN 4ME, 11T -
(20) peg’[peg[more] ap[depressed] pr[he]]
{HPEZ e A) B [St-Al 451, Hhii i E RN L Deg Eim. W H, RIECHHIEL ) (bare phrase
structure) Fig, i (200 AIAEXr454 (non-binary branching structure) e ASuzdE fofy. Bk, A0
5% Deg AAHIH I Ao IR R, (AN SR L AT D 9 A (9 s
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4, ERE
BISCHIeH, 5 (4 AR, (5) (EERN (22) ) tHFEE TMHIINEE:
(22) FRELGHEHEFSIE,

R b, LA “RE” BB (4O B CHEmT —F. (HESE R, G M
“EEINT 2wl AR B R R R, AR RSB R, .

(23) FILHHILEEHE NIz 2
(24) = LLH NI EAZ2E

AW, “RET 5 CHEINT ARAERBEIR EARR, 7 K EES. I
Sh, B (220 WIB XS (4 BREERE, 4 (23) MG SCHREREZT .
Corver (1997) Z5it “iBIL” IXPHIEZ LA RN TR IR E i —FhIhEeds, MM &E
WM —Fh “EHTB” (focusing device) (M, Rochemont & Culicover 1990) .
AR EIRA S, FHA EEIR GEE” R—AMERA, T BT SHZE LMY
“HERZE” (FocP) WLz,  “IBE” A s/ T Lod i R T ik ik — 2D i -

(25) K= VL EFE INfZ%E, 70248 B iR
(26) ? SR =LA DUIA B FE N2 %, 7006 F k!

IR RS T RATHIE W, (25) 5 (26) HIE ARG R 5%, Ll
(25) &%, MR ERFER (26) AHiHEEZ.

BEAh, ARSCAT R I s R 2 e s b AR S e R R AL, AR E CP (L
Escribano 2002) . 3+ H, RIZRTCHITTHE, FocP FNA —)Z DegP. iXFkE, HT (23)
Al N R A AR IR

127 FoRig A IS AT W, A



FocP
O
B F<|>c DegP
% Spec Deg’
0 De|g/\A1|>
B 2%

5. EN =

M EBAS N BB R, AT UK EL, 72 Ee b by v B B A AR R 2802 Y ILAE /NVA)
AL E LR X FRAAE R AR, RIERR (1982: 89) fE# “IAEL LMK
RAJZELCARAR S, 37 R LUE S, den DU E “uR e, MR AR, .

(28) W, FELolbfh K, ”

X 27 B EdERYL, AE R IR JEWRRINE WM. SR, W7 SEE, -

BRSO AR R AR IS W T AR M <A LA R EIE (R s AR, <ELr M
TS HAt 2 — DA TG . (HREAEIFRIEH (28) BLA<HEL7 R H St m DUhn L, ng,
WAL, AT i W <A A0 R <R 28 JR B A R IR ) )1 F AR T
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(29) M, FLPHEZIHE NIz,

A, T Bk, =g 3R Rk RT RN B &, Bl B, X
o B . RZUE. XIPHE (2007: 89) BABRFE K. WE. . fH---e” £ BIR
APRUINAE “3R” R BE A R ERIARIC (topic marker) o AHSGHE TR,
o b3 1] A B S A AR A AR B I A U Y B e R MR AIE A AR A
CHXIPHE, 2001) M4, WXt g A4 i@ e CLEhsiig 2010,
2012; ShEglg, MEfEB] 2011a, 2011b; Han et al. 2011 £§) . AN, LA
(¥ “mg” fe— bR, 37 RN ER (topic) .

Tsao (1989) FREHPUEZ WA AT b —f EEN, FFHZF AL,
HZEFH (multiple topics) o XIFFFH (2012) HILHPGE “b” T2 LML EE
SR —AUSE. F b, BT I FEAT LA RS, I 5 R F R T DL
B, e

(30) FWe, tLftle, eIz,

AR R RN TRARGEHALE R FEE OLEZMmM . X P 2007:65-
68) . IXFE, AHRM (30) FUAJVETT i Tk

10



(31

TopP,
Top,’
Tfpl TopP,
Mg Spec Top.’
tbAFR , Top.
g .

IP
N
Spec I’
N
-
0 .
AN
FocP
N
Spec Foc’
N
t Foc DegP
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A, —MEEBRELE, EMEESZRSERER,  (32) MR
X (30) LG 2

(32) 7 W, LW, 2%,

A, & (300 UM E AR BN EFLR, A RLEE ) ) 35 2 A 52 5
]+

(33) W, Lbitwe, ®nzZE.
(34) W, Lbitwe, MBS,

N E MM “HR” AR Spec—TopP., T &AL 1P WAL R, AR
(35) PRy R] # S2 VAR AT 1)

(35) FWe, LLfHZZE.

T R A, AN, (35D o B AR AL, TR T A A T
“I7 kUL, AMTEEEM 1P BAEBEE-EIIMIRE, TR RA . A
i, T (32) SRk,  “HeBt” JEhn bEEARE “We” BFRE T HFME, WEEEAD
MER, HIBET SR G EHEE (A Li & Thompson 1976) . XA, /M
o FARERE R T G ISR . I, fE RRE AT, AR LS R AT T A

B HA (33) A (34) MELT (32) SEHPHRAZMIRR T .

6. K1

ASTORS b U SR ZE LU 5 AR R A T VR E . BT B SE R i
Z A [SHCntSt+A ], Hoir “Lb” A rid], FFHA MR LRGSR fEZ —4> DP, 1M
ARNE]. A, HEERRIC S U E SR RN B, HL P A SRV A AR R 7)o T
FUART A B, i g AR 22 LSS M ) B AR A R AT AL — ANl “ BN 5l R ESUR-
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DegP. MHE—LHHEHERY], BRERZI, TR S —E SR -FocP, fEREH
e TAER)E, IR FocP>DegP HIFES . Ha, MU TARBIMERT, BFFTi i T2
HeA) T B LR AR AT A — A . M, il SR ZE b gyt —R) ) . PR v
e EE, AdHEIEE, AMESRETHERZ, M (8O ERERREILAE
NI EGHE BB S

A, ACHPHE R K BgiE TR A 2 L A), SE AR R . A S R R IR AN
fFE VP/vp B, MEEZSYE, W.

(36) FRHL T HAHH.  (FRERAH AR B
(37) FEGE k. (REAbE— %)

IR, PR TR0, ASCH AR il v i F ) 2 Bl = Lh b #y, i (38D,
AR ) ZE LA, a0 (390, HEATEEONTEARMNTE . MIAH O i) RN R A2 R R ik — 2D
FO R RIERIX R

(38) & A W#ETIHE BB b §F 1EH HiEesE i MOk &8 7!

(A A2 5 L F N LA T 2R AT IR % T
(39) WA R I LR i R 4

CHE A A, SRS
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