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On Chomsky’s Label Theory and Its Principled Explanatory Force
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Abstract: Chomsky’s (2013 2014 2015) three theses mainly analyze the core syntactic properties of labels and
further illustrate its application in the generative grammar study. These theses not only systematically solve the theoret—
ical problem regarding how a merged category obtains its label but exhibit the theoretical creativity and principled ex—
planatory force of the Label Theory and the Labeling Algorithm which will surely impose great influence on the devel—-
opment of syntactic theories. The authors hold that these works contribute greatly to the Labeling Theory and are of
much theory-instructing significance to the Minimalist Program and its syntactic research.
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Forms and Functions of the Three Sub-categories of “a”( ) in Mandarin Chinese
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Abstract: In this paper it’s argued that there are three sub-categories of the Mandarin Chinese modal particle “a”

“ »

namely “a,” which is attached at the end of a sentence “a,” which is a topic marker occurring topic — finally

and “a;”  which is placed after some constituents between the topic and comment. The paper shows that

“_»
a” can be

treated as three different particles depending on the constituents that it is appended to. A hierachy of the three parti—

cles i.e. “al” > “a2” > “a3”is also proposed which is embodied in their functional and formal features such as the

constitutents they can be attached to omission subjectivity and mutual subjectivity etc.
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