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On Ta de laoshi dang-de hao (1ot 2% /T 13 4F)
and Related Problems

C-T. James Huang
Dep artment of Linguistics, H arvard University, Boston

Abstract Modern Chinese exhibits a number of apparent syntaxsemantics mismatches, giving
rise to many examples with “fake possessives” and “fake nominal quantifiers”, which pose non-trivial
problems for a theory of syntaxsemantics mapping and lead to other peculiar phenomena. This article
assumes a lexical decomposition approach and proposes a head movement explanation of the apparent
mismatches, according to which a verb moves out of a gerundive construction into a higher performa-
tive light verb position. The proposal not only solves the apparent problems discussed, but also is
supported by several independent motivations and theoretical bonuses. The paper also broaches the
question of linguistic variation, showing that the observed phenomena are by-products of Modern Chi-
nese as a highly analytic language.

Keywords fake nominal modifiers syntaxsemantics mismatches lexical decomposition head

movement syntactic analyticity
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