
Scope Properties of Parasitic Gaps in Adjunct Control in Japanese 
 
Parasitic Gaps (PG) in English exhibit several puzzling properties, one of which is scope disambiguation 
between an object wh-phrase and a subject quantifier phrase (QP), as is illustrated in the contrast in (1).  
(1) a. Which paper did everyone file? (coll(ective)/dist(ributive))   
    b. Which paper did everyone file without reading? (coll/*dist)                 (cf. Hornstein 1995) 
In this paper, we aim to show that the same scope disambiguation effect is observed with PG in adjunct 
control clauses in Japanese, and provide a unified analysis of PGs in English and Japanese in terms of the 
quantifier (Q)-absorption mechanism (Watanabe 2000, Miyamoto 2008, 2022) and FormCopy (FC) 
(Chomsky 2021). As adjunct control in Japanese has attracted little attention in the literature, we first show 
that goal/rationale clauses in Japanese are instances of adjunct control, and then give an analysis on scope 
properties of PGs in goal clauses. 
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(7) a.  Ken-wa {3-nin-no  sensei-ni    ai   ni (G)/3-nin-no  sensei-ni    au   tame    ni (R)} 
       Ken-TOP 3-CL-GEN teacher-DAT  meet NI    3-CL-GEN teacher-DAT  meet in.order  NI  

gakkoo-ni  itta. 
school-to   went  ‘Ken went to school {to meet three teachers/in order to meet three teachers}.’    

b. Yui-wa { Δ  ai   ni (G)/ Δ  au   tame    ni (R)} gakkoo-ni  ika-nakat-ta. 
       Yui-TOP      meet NI       meet in.order  NI     school-to   go-NEG-PAST   

‘Yui didn’t go to school {to meet Δ/in order to meet Δ}. (Δ = three teachers: E-type/quantificational)’ 
Now, let us consider an OC goal clause (8a), where a wh-phrase is connected to two gap positions in the 

main clause and the adjunct control clause. Given that an element can be elided in adjunct clauses (7), one 
may regard (8a) as another example of argument ellipsis. However, the f


