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            초록
          
        

        
          This paper examines the syntactic structure of bare infinitival and to-infinitival complements in help-constructions within the framework of Free Merge and the Labeling Algorithm. While previous studies have attempted to account for the contrast in terms of semantic or pragmatic factors, or within ECM/control-based analyses, this paper argues that the distinction is fundamentally structural. Specifically, bare infinitival complements are derived via Pair-Merge between v* and a defective T (uTdef), forming a complex head and yielding a reduced clause (v*P) without an independent TP. In contrast, to-infinitival complements are derived via Set-Merge, in which T is independently merged and projects a full TP. This structural difference accounts for a range of asymmetries, including passivization, temporal interpretation, aspectual marking, and the distribution of negation, adverbs, and adjuncts. The analysis shows that the contrast between the two complement types follows from differences in Merge operations rather than from selectional or interpretive factors. This approach provides a unified account of infinitival variation and can be extended to other non-finite constructions.
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