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1 B 1ES B &% (Mood Prominence) ?

TEDUE TR A DI & e s B I35 (tense) O TR A YU BE RO O — R &2 PR . WIE S
A2 (linguistic typology) M R A DUE B Z X & LI 4512 (morphological tense marker) /&
AN ) S 5 T 2 S 0 i DA o ST A A B A TR R T RS AT O kR TR
B AR ARG E

BR800 3t 3ox S AR R FATTATS 8 S [ 75 2 AR A e 56 B A5 MR 1 SR 20 1 A - M) B A 1Y
fEFRE ,— DT B JE )2 (inflectional layer) & DL 2517 20 (TP, tense phrase) W& DR HEM A, 5
R A OGBS O aml vk b i B R In] A, B A4 T O A S DA B B 2 TR B A £ (case) \ — 3L
(agreement) % 1515 ¢ R UNAT SCBLAY M) L, 22 — i o & &, T F 46 % £ 4% 20k (nominative case as-
signment) ML 1M A B $2 45 44 (raising structure) BN T 14 2218 1E B B A4 , B8 i Of A4 428 741 45 4
(control structure) & & 113 » A IR A) 3k A0 A R AT Ol A9 38 A7, N I (1) L5528 i) A LA
SRR B A R A A 3 A A L O3 A 5 18 T G B 2 B 5T 3 B P (subjecthood) F £ 3 B2 FF (sub-
ject raising) B — MBI B KL,

(Da. XKLL TTAA AN ASM, [N EiE Ginner subject) , JE4F48 (non-specific) |
b, XA A AT LS, [FhFiE (outer subject) . F#45 (specific) ]

DAL o DU AR B B 57— AN MR A 5 5 (functional projection) 3 284 4h 3218 175 3K o ] 150 A4 4%

DA A b B TTBUE — A B # T R Rl TP SRl X AN oK . 18 Lin (2003,2006,2010) i 4

[k AT 2017 48 10 H 12 A [ERH#] 20184F 4 1 8 H doi:10.7509/j.linsci.201804.032251
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N B DU R B[R] 45 95 (temporal reference) # 5 ¢ g IR 1 1) H BUA 3¢, 1 D0TE AL OE 15 AR 1) 4 76 KB 3 08
(subject expletive) 1 FI A AR KA IX 50 o Bill 22 17 R 9 3 2 T8 EPP 20 (Extended Project Principle
effects) A LA, Mo, P8 F A0 K & 7 (pro-drop) M LA F A 24 A A A 9 K 3, Huang
(1984,1989) 4 H IUiE A2 1 (empty subject) # & KA A, 5 i 47 2 19 B2 5oy T2 56, AR Al dg
JE B G (discourse topic) KIATT Y, RILISHE, BEAR s i RE L b 4 BB W 2 52
B SR U H B 25 020 SO AN T 7 B 00 I 285 A R 4 23 S — 45 AU (anaphora) o i A e AT
R MNL (20 Partee 1984) . EXANBKER T 35 AF 248 — B8 M T8 I 7 T R AR 158 DU Ik 25 A AT 1 5%
.40 Hu et al.(2001) \Pan & Lee(2004) \Wu(2009) # 4% Ht T HAb M EIES H L AR EH A K
ENiupiid i

AL 3] A )3 (comparative syntax) B JEA T F E47 S BB, B 2 15 AE DL B8 (cartog-
raphic approach) A HE 42, H 7 i 3 25 AN 15 2 FR 1) 1] 09 P 78 G Bk, 7 — > DL 2 R 45 Chierarchical
structure) N A 1 BLG AL

— 7 T AR ) i 7 R Fh ST R A A 00— T A 48 5 (interface economy) () 3 &
Y B 2% 28 T A4 3] I 5 R 5 BR i (selectional restrictions) , } Ji 215 4 4 (semantic composi-
tion) FIE HI 5| (pragmatic construals) MF 4. F 9 b 47 )2 09 F 14 45 4 12 3730 )2 (lexical
layer) 8 JC 45 #4 5E M) 45 1) 17] J2 (complementizer layer) 5 R 25 #4) 1) S BE AR 2, (R G AG b B3R AT 56 10,
ARG R AT % R PRI (IR 2 0L Rizzi 1997,2004)

(2) - "/For§ F341) 3] JZ2 (complementizer layer)
. FSIREEN (disc -
297 MoodP —> 7 RGiH(discourse structure)

A - FinP
CNEE R T inflectional laye
—> 45 (event structure)
PG ModalP

AW

CowEE v IAHLJZ lexical layer)
—> L JC45 ) (argument structure)

e
g AspP

K5 vp
hiE e
BATR — 8 AN AR 09T 48 S A B R 2 M (Tiniteness) XA %8 AIME &z 12 ki % 48 4

BT A O — 2 5 W R S IS (9 I 25 5 67, 0398 2 2 AT 38 1 Bf 2545 91 (tense anchoring) (2
W, Enc 1991; Tang & Li 2000; Tsai 2008; Sybesma 2017), &iFFA el 28 F4, M F AR R85
WRIEHE . BILFRATT A8 TE TP SR S BB s 1, 17 D05 % G451 T W0 41 Dy R v 6 ok 16 31 R R 19
ROR i B R A2 & 1A (force marker) M5 <18 (mood marker) X PR % 1] 20 A % 3 /E I (Agree) , i
T F 2 VR3] (aspect marker) 155 ) BEAS T B 6 BR & 18] 19 8 (45 I (Move) . it — % , i 2545



SRAER DU 00T U 35 1 R A Y

TH AR ARE 2 28 A BB S R4l %8 (finiteness anchoring) 157 2% U8 (JR 12 WL Sybesma 20173 Zhang 2019),
T X OB ) Y s
Qs = BREid & USBAAT /RS
XF i (Agree) A7 (Move)

PR DU P B935S (mood) [ & — > HE I AR B 28 O 0 2 S 0, o S R AR T (20150 425) BT By
DUE & 5B 5 (weakly tensed language) B A WG & T ATA FH AL F Bobr I ZE g & R R FRA
A L T2 7 20 8 B A CTE S8R (realis) AR SE AR Cirrealis) A X5 [, X4 FHH kP& 7R DU R R B L1
B (modals) & b M H I B2 b A RF SR X R0 W DL GsilenO) BB S B, XA LA
V205 SCE IR B AT A A5 R U . S B E R R E A DR T ORI, R
FER) 2R B 1K (typological correlations) L AT LA i 8 45 #4) B[V UE - TUIE 80K — /> 35 B B8 3 (topic-promi-
nence) W 5 » FLUE AT DU Bt G 1m0 3205 07 B BB A 25 181 Cempty pronoun, BRIA & &4 s I &
Z BB 2L CcontroD) T 25 R (binding) 35 1 & & (Huang 1984,1989; Tsai 2015a) ,

AU ) 1 00 38 BB P A L i o T T LA 3 10 6 DA LA ) o 1 4 R K L L ok
B IR I IS A1 0 DL 32 B DUETE R PRIR G Pk B 2R, 58 2 795 X T I B Mk % Csilent cate-
gory) () JH & 5T Ay 240 S0 RS, O30 D0 A A ) 1 6 A D O R A AR . B 3 T LIOB AT B )
M HRAR T A RS R R, 54 Wi — 20 58BN E R (subjunctive
complement) M 5E AR TE (outer wh-adverbials) 2 JF #i£E 1] 18] (non-canonical interrogative construc-

tions) $2 Hy B IR RGUEE . 55 5 15 WD U fl B0 T 4 0L
2 Ty RE 0 W ) 5 )

T R R SE IS 7 9T AN RE 24 1 30 BB JE W5 (Tunctional category) & & 77 75 T 45 & 15 5 (9 W — |
SERRUE . Tl TR DR WA IO £ E RN IR TR R A F R R . T EI50W (5)
fi7R . Cinque(1999 : 127) A i & —ANHO B ER AT LU “ A bR (marked) ” A1 To by (unmarked) " B R E 2L,
A3 59 R L B S KX 15 Sigurdsson & Maling (2012:369) AN R AT 6 M 2 2 19355 R
K — AU A T, TN T S R AL I AT B B R RO H 3R] ik ) AL

(4)Cinque’s (1999:127) Generalization:
Each head comes with a marked and a default value.
(5)Sigurdsson & Maling (2012 369):

Grammatical categories (heads and/or features) are commonly present and syntactically
active even when silent, That is, the mere silence or non-marking of a category F does not alone
warrant the conclusion that F is syntactically absent from either a construction or a language.

NG 3 2% K 245 1 R 1 2 Y00 I 1 o 0 1A A G B A 1) BRAR A7 A, 400 SR L AIORE , T 25 L
BRI 2) NR B2 (YRR AE AT B/ F H R R0 DR A B I EET I O E M ez,

AR SO A U 0 A DA R DUE B R YRS 1A (silent modals) 1 & P 3 3] Csilent
mood markers) , il H.iX 1F & Hil 7 2882 BB ERE R Z —, RATISIAHE LT =i .

H—  JEFF 4R 7] (bare quantity construction) B PE TSR 1R F 4 &, L5 B (deontic mo-
dality) 587 {# 1S (imperative mood) W% 5 /A 20 3%

B B A 2 2 AT LTI ) P AR ] B A A S B0 R UKD ) A BE IR i B AR B (]
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Akl 5

H= BT R FoRE RS w2 DUE 0 — KRR, B S ABLES (modality) 152 i
A RAEE, —MUSH RN TORIES (discourse-oriented language) Hiih 0 FI 1) 1 5 % 7] LA &
SRR

3 AR S AR

B ST B R A IR T ik P S LAY RO GRS ) 451 C6) 1V I < R A — /N A I IE
BRI A T R AR 1 8 O e d A R 4 (Li 1998 B AR B 2004) . Tsai(2001) AIEE 4E K (2009)
WU B 3 — 254 M I 2RO AT B ) T S Sl RN A 7 ) Rk — R BB (capacity modality) , 40
(7 a.b,

(6)— B /N A IO AN
(Da. —FR/NF AT AN
b, — /NG R IO N4
b RS ) ] PR A S SR RS A AR 2 AL A e rp 22— B S S e e DL
P RSB B i 0] (8)as AT LB AR SR, A (8) D,
(8)a. —HE/NF AT LLAR YA A
b, —FF/ING A AR A R U N
BEAN AT 1 T B AT A ) A A 6 A S 55 9 R L Al B B (9)a Pl Dk R ik
a0 B Z T B b BN 5] H 3 B 55 (deontic modality) i T .
(Da. —FBRREAIA N HAb 7% 5290 B — A e
b, MRASEFFHLE — TR AL DT+ (B PR b3 A A R
3 AT LA B S At A 2 3R] 45 B EIE < 4] (9) a b AT LA 43 S 250 A 1o %7 B0 S gl (10) a b T i X
R P A RN ER.
(10)a. —FRFELAARNADN, KBTS I — AL .
b. AT AL E » — TR LR AR DY A s 52 B b2 oSS )

G LA IR il s i B 0 e 2 T R R O AT B R R RS S ] (11D a th MOD L3R
BA W E T B 18 (silent modal head) , 7] L4336 R 45 (11) b—e Hr Bt A9 L% 1. L0670 ] [ B
IZANEIIPSE

(IDa. —#/NGF4 MOD A AN
b, — /NG LG A AN
c. — /NG LB A AN
d. —AR/NERAE LR AR AN
e. —ab/NEFALAT LA IS A

4 RS WY S AL
41 WiE— EMEE
$E T R 1 I R AT AN A e ) B A A A7 7 7 5K b, SR R A A 7 A R AR 1)
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B R MRS R AR A0 . W] (12) s, BOE T & R R 3 A (rrealis mood) i 237 1

“EE A LI
(12)a. fIBXKk.
b. IR 2K

c. fllIRER,

{E 7 58 0 DA 5 4 o, G g ) A B B ) BT R R R T R
DA (13) b e 0 b R ARG 2
(13)a. WHWMHIRAK ],

b. " W MBI K2R ],

. A MBI REZK ],
AT LA 107 (9 38 55 3117 suggest 143 B 38 43 EDTIE - A (14) b AT 0 HC AN oA b R BE T willl
R T2 3 (14) ¢ W57 HCAR B R) s should R 24 T 587) 58 A8 Ji ) B

(14)a. T suggested [ that he come tomorrow ].
b. "1 suggested [ that he will come tomorrow ].
c. I suggested [ that he should come tomorrow ],
Pt A0 BT 5 AR AE S5 A 0 @ IR Sk — 2B AR R ) (12) a b 19 75 TR H i SO A [R] < B 451
(15)a A2 AR R ) (15) d o ik SR VR0 (15) b e i AE A A T
(15)a. MBI RAK .
b. MBI R AR,
c. fBHIRARES
d. B RAZK,

1.2 WRZ INEIRE
ZEHYE R (2007) 4 U () B8 [R]AR 15 N AT A AR 224 . 1Bl (16)a b A TR, B A7 IR FE RS
By s i) 23 g I B PR R B i, 2 R AN BE IR s 55 — T B A I AR AR LA B Bl i 4
JE B AR Tk R R RN EERDRE . A (1T ab B HAE .
(16)a. b Q EAazxLER? GER )
b, BT Q &EAXREE? Orik &#R)
(I1Da. B Q BEAW LILEEE? GEF i)
b, BT QU LIEA LB R OFk &7
PO [ B B R — SR B 38 4 o B bR I B4 B AR R A IRIE I L B
IR R NBEI T R . K AT BB AT SR R E T T B T LR
F 1 (18)a—d PUAS [m) m) 38 AT A DR L Bt B RO T T 1k IR AR 9 T g
(18)a. fl/E 2T EE? GER, " Fik)
b. 8 ATER B GEH, " i)
o MEAFERE? GER, " i)

d MEAZ THM? GER, Tk
AR I SR SIS T AT A BTk 2 ) Bk TR B A S R A Sk A 0 A — R
5

RAE%
R
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B TR WA R SRR R, i
(1900, M/E AL ELRY

b. /& 4

o WG 4B B

d EAsE T A
WAL 22" N RE S R R O T 2 EL P St A 8 06 L Al %) 38, BV BT IR Y P SE 28 R (actuality entailment)
(Z 1L Bhatt 1999:173; Hacquard 2006:13) : F& 41107 LI A (19) a #fE 3 b 4 00 ©2 227, BB (19) b #E 1
“HLAEDER” N (19) ¢ Ml 2 4 H R A (19) d HfE i % 18R

R SN E S R (stative predicates) &5 44 A] LIS 25 8 B EDIE, LA (20)a R, & ATT0]
A “ b3 0 B AR b 07 AR SR )T 0 (200 b B I B IR 9K 5 e Ab 227 R 6 R Sk L Tl R U 288 O 1 )
45 (dispositional modality) (B Tsai 2015b) . A BB ARX I 27 WAl LIS % il (2D a. b,

(20)0, W/E 423X 487

b, Ak 0 BB T AR
2Da. MEARX A7

b. X 298, 2 PR T IREE.

TR R SRS B G0 5 2 6P 10 22D B 2 e R i
realis mood) i BETT BAKA TS 008 220 b 7, 8L A b5 R 2 90 439 55 24 o
Loif (silent heads) , B ff# 40 il (23) ,

(22)a. f] Q KL Z T,
b. Bl Q R#EE ST,

SRR

(23) woeeee ModP™
K Mod’
RIR 7 e FinP
AR ModP™

Pep S .
4.3 W= SB[

AT NAMRIE B 27 RS L AR S S AR, C DGR A A7 — 4 A T 1 iE
VAT N (S DLBRAAR 19968848 K 2011), fldm .
QCha. fHabT Q ETHER! ik TEF,
b, fHab] Q7B e IL.
(25)a. HIIFEABER IRIE A4 B

C13 BERCIRIE NS Z 5 32 22 2 BUTE 136 & R b, 78 DU AL 00 J7 58 b O sl £ 3 HC A B 00 B3 . IF W2 4 R
(2011 T35, LAA] 7 55 A L FE T8 77 A4 B b 0% DX 1F 0 BR AC LIS A9 P AR TE AR XS IV 5 60 2 0] J7 i, 5 3 IR0 [, 3
AR 7T B 2 PR A BE [ ) “fe] 3% 2 gl 3A) “ LA 2 WS HARE R AR B e BE B $2 T XA AN Z TR LA ART 5 ) L 1k
P #E EIRNCAL Z 5 A E BT T 0 5 T S R

6
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b. B TEESRAN B T ARIE BE A 405 |
(AR AR 1] (24)  (25) RLF AT ) 45 7 B A8 AR S i ELH: o8 41K 3 A B 1§ 25 37 Cepistemic
modals) 1 X 55 # 2530] (deontic modals) A AH 4 % 55 1 X Jif - 1) F 2 A AR ML f 27 (i (24) a b)) A
CONRTRE” AR B 2 B N (26) a b FTR
(26)a. BT Q NAIREL TR bk TEEAI,
b, AT REEVE R | MR LA,
SR R AR S A7 A SRR R TE AL B (] (25) ab) I A T RLA (27D a b 1 75 1 55 H5
A
(2T)a. HIEAZER AREA D% 2 AR
b. I RV B 1 AR T
DA A 2 R 0 v R L Bz R SRS T R S 55 S ) A 48 ) R I I 2 o PR
FAFIE M RIHTE DABR 2 18 41 (FinP) A HASE K (scope) o 1 J5 25 W LA 2 i) 41 (vP) R didsk 4 F i #f
Bl i

FRECSER W #M#A]JZ (complementizer layer)
JRBNEE - FinP

Fin ~ ModalP™
JE#T)Z (inflectional layer)
SRR M

X5 BhEhia v
Voo e L2 (lexical layer)
5 DUF AR B LA 5 AL oy AL

BT RBATR A — T A S 7E 38 5 28R B 2k . A0 T 00 , 01k i 5 SO i iR S
IR AE R B . UG (29)a A, H B 3hi7 can 51 could AfE4 . 2 51847 M (speech act) I
AT W W & oK 8 i & %35 “you shouldn’t treat me like this” Z 7. U HOW I 147 Xt FH
CTEAT KA AT, AR AT LA BRIV 2 Bt N 23 08 3 S B4R ] (29) b .

(29)a. How * (can/could) you treat me like this!
b. URE A AT LD X HEXT 3 )

(e 4 1) 0 G A A SRS 0 3] 5 T Y B 3l i) b B AR TE A8 Aol (30) a WS B 19 “ will” A w4 i 41

(30)b LI 27N Hh A AN J 0] 3
(30)a. Dylan probably * (will) come tomorrow.
b. A& R R (2%,

TS A BN M) (2015:425) 48 H 55 #V it 18 5 (weakly tensed language) H115 S A i (mood

marker) i) Hi(7 J A FRIC (tense-aspect marker) B8, R b by B05E H“ SE0R 7 T IR 528K 7 B X6 37

7
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A& 17 JZ (functional layer) B E 0y, B RS S HE S A B g ok #H 24 51000 TAE, X EWRE [l
PO ol DOE FNE R DUER AT RE 8 T AR Y15 5 268, WER A E m i . KN E m 254 (S 0L IE
AN 2014 ;884K 2016:363)

b M S A X b DU A e A B Y AR KRR B IR T AR SO B A A T . B (3D a
TR IA) L B (31) b v T JEE ol ) 8 i e O A ) PR 6 AR ) AT L B 5 mT LA £
W Be,

Da. MFEEHEKXT (B - ER))
b, T FEHEE, (&ETF -« AHTF)
c. ZHHEHK RS oo (%))
B R — O, DL 4 I 5 2 IR Rk AR SCAR TR SR AR R A A IR B TR R . fldn.
(32)a. A0 [ AT, B 5 I TR, BRI (R« (B BED)
b, BTN T 2 5. GRAFRED (K « IRA=AF )
o, HARMETRAY Mg KT LH, CHHRBIER) (K fL « AN )
d AR A K AMNE B Ed) GEIAR (&F « BXAT)

3 —J7 T Mg (2015 425) W48 th b DU BE B AT 58 B (perfective) FIR 5E B8 (imperfective) ff)
oS A B IER I FRIC, RA T AL R 7 A0 IR A S (composite aspects) HIH: K & ik
B UR AR il

(33)a. WHEMEITILER, (LML - BEAZTNE D
b. BEEER.EBAE, (LE - EATHE N
c. B EZEMZA! (&HF - BXA L)

LA L FE R 1) R B Tl DO LT S ) T OB AR A R . B B ) R (29) a b 5
(30)a. b, AT AL 2Z J5 9 HE” A0 R BE A W, 3 DU B 1 SORBLS 4 DL P AR e i JE
B RIACDGEAR , 5 i e B4 E . fldn .,

GDa. FIEMRER M A, R « FIBICRIE R )
b, ) (IR - RBR(SBRAZB)

6 A B I IR

B A — 20 SR DU thOG A i f) A9 725 i B2 I S I IR AR I OF AR . | S LAl
(35)a.b, F 144 184 H 0 € 19— B /NG 4 e A R B IR N A A SR R AR X R R
A E 4 20 0] LUTE DB 3R (nuclear scope) Z M A 3215 (outer subject) i & 2 B (S W Tsai 2001;
BRYER 2009), AH 55— TJ5 T G (35) ¢ HEEA I AR IC AN 1 751 S I 2545 0 B A0 08 2388 A3z 9 9
T AZEERNSH5REREN DA

(3D)a. —M/NFELART DN, CREES BIEREE)
b, IEE/NFEAEART AN RS BIHREE
. T W R NG A AN (B IRRGE s B R R R E M)

JiAh FRATIA R R E R S GE I LA R AN REZ 0 SCHR P R RO AT AR 4 61 (36) a (A

i (6)) BRI (36) b Be Xt 43 #1  IA A W& 18 SCAHAE , W ELFR 22 Ry 52 3 88 8% 7] (flip-flop sentences) ,
(36)a. — /NG A=A DIAD N, D
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b, A N A — /NG 4, ()
DAF AT WA J7 6 ok X B8 (36D a 54 (36) b, Ho—, BARRE A (36) a 1] LA 25 2 4225 37
ARSNGB a bR FI(Ta b))l (36) b AT Al (38)a b k.
(3D a. — /NG AT AN
b, —FR/NEF A IS AR
(38)a. " U NS A — R /N 5
b, WA N —HR NG AR
6] i R ATS A A ol 0 S5 S Y I S 0 Sl Al (39D a b BT
(39)a. WA NA—H KRR FAbsty 72 509, I — A g
b, AR AEEHHLE S P A A — R s {H SRR b A AR At N Bl ] R
A R F AT ) SR R A AR A A RO A A 2 T R B A B AR A
HZ WA i % R s ) R B A AR IR R . X A LB (40) a b A
(4Da.b ] LB HIRIEE
(40)a. WA NABZ AL —FF /NG 4
b, " A B — TN A A
(ADa. A AR %A — /N 4
b, IO AR % — RN 424
MAZT  wo A2 DR 2Ok oS WA S F2 2 sl i 2 B i #6 ) 0 A i an il (42) L (43) , ;X L2 5
— AN ) R ) A 2
(42)a. —FR/NG AL N
b, — /NG A S A
(43)a, — /N R IZ A DI
b, — /NG A B A A Ak
b AT SR B A GE TR b G 2R B 7 50 — Bl oUL e BT Bt ) & Bk 32 8l aa) L (1
RIRWZ“PEZE. Wl (4Dab Fix:
(4d)a, A NI BL 18—/ %2
b, —#R/NG LB AP
A A% SRS R U AT B T 0 1) 4 58 H i TR B i o 2 R0 AT vk 0 2 5 [ B AR T |
R DU T 11 R T 5 0 o b st o ) XA 28 S TS R Qb A B DA DU ST G 1Y I 3 PR SR AR B O 5 4 1
i3 043 Hr
A A1 — 82 DUE B 1) o0 (functional head) 51 % {825 19 2 ) A2 A I T n), 1
51 35 A7 45 4] (locative-existential sentences) A M G2 R I, W06 (45) i s S B 81 (ex-
istential light verb) Rtk Z I, EE IR AT , MR 8BS0 20078 T 4 =2 A "5 Ltk
NI B R N AT TS, W04 (46)a b,
(45) b5 HLie & P A% g di
(46)a. Wt LA WIS B MR
b, T B E P e
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7 ZEE

S5 b FATTIA DR DU FR T v B 3 1 R A 5 3 I [ R ) AR A i e 2 3 T T RO DU I
() a7 29 ¥ AN 1k T ) T R SR R R AL S A i b 25 2012) o FRATTIA A A 25 dm] BRAR 1) | 3
— BN A B R B RS R T EH R E IR A SE i 2 (phonological realization)
SR A ) S A () ) 4 ik B PR . oA e I 5 T R AR AR R DU O 28 B A (5 A
5L, F AT A e AR A BB ) i B 7 I L R 16 A s 2R i 2 |

ARSI A AT ORI A B AR A 2 IR 1Y Bl R S R kS M S AR BT S [ Y i 5 2 A
ZH g AN TR — — A IR T B W FU A A A R S R A6 B, AL A T B A G U AT
Rz AR IR 5V 5 T AR TR AR AT b R AR A R Y I S 5 PR
FRATHE I 2N B ) o ) R BE D S i JEC 18 ) S5 AN ) 22 Ak, 3 Je A 2 14 20 B 45 55 ol B A b B0 45
(BRIAL

S % Lk
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Mood Prominence and Silent Modals of Chinese

Tsai Wei-Tien Dylan
Linguistics Institute s National Tsing Hua University s Xinzhu Taiwan 30010

Abstract Under the cartographic approach, this paper presents a comparative syntactic analysis
of the interaction between mood and tense-aspect system in Chinese. Furthermore, a silent category is
taken to encode the prominence of certain morpho-syntactic properties. In other words, less is more in
typological terms. On empirical grounds, we examine solid evidence from the bare quantity construc-
tion, subjunctive complements, outer wh-adverbials, and non-canonical questions. It is concluded that
there is a close tie between silent modals and the mood prominence with respect to finiteness encoding

across languages.

Keywords mood prominence; definiteness; silent modals; bare quantity construction
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