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(1) a. Max put [pr boxes] [pp in his car].
b. ??Max put [pp in his car] [» boxes].

c. HNPS Max put [pp in his car] [» all the boxes of home
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d. ?Max put [pp all the boxes of home furnishings] [pp in his car].

(1c) is preferred because it is structurally simpler than (1d).
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Where we are

« Structural simplicity accounts for word order preferences in:
« English heavy NP shift (HNPS)

(18)
(19)

Max put [pp in his car] [y all the boxes of home furnishings].

Max put [ all the boxes of home furnishings] [pp in his car].

« English particle verb construction (PV)

(20)
(21)

Chris put on [)p a hat which Alex made with merino wool].

Chris put [;)» a hat which Alex made with merino wool] on.

« Mandarin ba construction

(22)

(23)

Zhangsan ba [ daocha]  fang (le) [pp zai yong tanmu

Z. ba knife.fork put (le) on use sandalwood
zhizuo de zhuozi-shang]

make de table-top

Zhangsan [pp zai yong tanmu zhizuo de zhuozi-shang]
. on use sandalwood make de table-top
fang (le) [pp daochal
put (le) knife.fork
‘Z put a set of knife and fork on the table that is made of 20
sandalwood.
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Where to next

« Structure evaluation (17)
« Processing difficulties at intermediate steps

* I'm all ears!
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