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Some Notes on Horn, A Natural History of Negation (2)
— Computation of Scalar Implicature —

g &=
KaTo0 Yasuhiko

The present essay is concerned with what I will call the Horn
conjecture and pursues its empirical and theoretical problems in the
light of recent developments in related fields. The Horn conjecture is
an overarching generalization put forth by Horn (1989, p.234) in which
environments for the suspension of scalar implicatures in the neo-
Gricean sense and for the licensing of negative polarity items, are in
fact identical, and that they are defined as so-called downward
entailing contexts (Ladusaw 1979).

If this conjecture is correct, i.e., if “ordinary scalar implicatures are
systematically suspended in the very contexts that license elements
like any [i.e., NPIs, YK]” (Chierchia 2004, p.40), then a simple and
natural move is to ask why this is the case, why these seemingly
unrelated systems for implicature suspension and NPI licensing should
work in the way they do. As a step to a final solution of the problem, I
will concentrate on the computational properties of scalar implicatures,
identify the basic issues to be pursued, and explore the validity of
empirical and theoretical findings presented in recent work, especially
in Chierchia (2004) and Reinhart (2006).

Among the major issues are whether scalar computation is local or
global in nature, and whether the computation is triggered as a
lexically-induced operation of scalar expressions or it is performed only
as the last resort option when contexts require its operation. Some

remarks on the future direction of research will also be presented.
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1. '-j_\'_y%l

G

BRI T B 720101 YO RERBA RN OA Fh T Tidn
FaRNWEVWI DI TIEAN, HAMOGRETO TICHMIATFhTHhAaTh
FEWwoTths, () Thid, RE2KiRSE35ERtomsr ()
DD FHELO—HOFHM T TH %,  (Horn 1989/2001% p.234 HliZk)

KEPKMHMOFEEE XD THBERHARERI L K8, Thb ok
HH . FIRED 2D ERE (upper-bounding scalar implicature, k)
72090, ZOFRBILIHBRENBRO FTEOREMNHIEE WL
B L Ehs, —h, SEMMIH (negative polarity items, NPIs)
EXIENDS -HOERIT, BEETLETEREDRED T TOAZDE
AR ENE, ZOKE, Zhd “DOBR 4T T 38EHIIE 2
GLE—TH. Zhid\bWws T HEYT (downward-entailing) " 235K,
NF B TH B, L1507 Horn (1989, p.234, FABIH) OFHETH 5.,

BLIOTHE, 2% NAFHORE SR ZanyD &5 %R (A5,
NPIs] ##@W ¥ 2% & ICZDOXRIZH W THMMICEHDEE N S ]
(Chierchia 2004, p.40) L \WH DAL LHEETH 55613, AEZD LS
BIEMEIZ020HH I LTI ES BV, BEEFETLI V2T
LENPIERAIT 5L AT ADBHEBLTODE K HIZAZZDE 5 . il
FEMRFIL TOBHEARFEHRH 2 THEIZNEIEDE I B D2, Th
5O S 22 iU, R EEEMME & WS /R 2 IR & h
TEZHZANOREN L BERNRE ERT D Z L3N TH 5.

ZD7=HIZiF, HIZK D LRTOMAMAN FFHIS Ml T hsdhudk
AV, ARETIE [REGEOE] OMBICHNE ST, AR K
MEEZER L0, FUOI, REOMEEZORE FiceEfkehs LR
HEDERBIZOVWTHHICE L TEL,

2. REEERBAENDER
2.1 sk—v - 2F—)

ANESEERK T 5 D —DDEEOMWEIZLHEMmMD 52, BT LY
ZOFTRTHPIESIESITIAEL T B b Tldiw, FEniEgomici
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O EBRAFIET 5 Z ik, FHEOR{LEV LIZEE 2K o5
ISP THD, Thold, EOFHEICEVTEHEMNIC, FAikTE SN
Jesk—Y - 24 =)L (Horn scale) &I B REEZFKT S, (1)(a)—
(DiFzhzh, . KE, BRG. T2 585RETH 5,

(1) a. <fifteen, ten, five>
b. <all, almost, many, some>
c. <superb, excellent, very good, good>
d. <and, or> (Horn 1972, 1989)

INEDOREZREE TS EEM - BAINER L ZED XS K ED
o FEREEWS (Ba<Ed) oL LOEROBIZHRALT 2 MHIZ
BBV ATLANDEZIZ, EDOLI LTI NI REH», Lo 7z2[l]

BEIZ R R BTl I TCWEn, 27226 0REICHM LT
AoNBODE, RED ENOMEZ D 2HE (B0 LiIdZhe E&iamE)
EZNKD TROEE (ZnwlLidzhs EdmE) OB, — Dk
KR 25 Ga PR & 7 (unilateral/asymmetrical entailment) 23,3 % &
WIHIRTH D, ZNEZOMOREDERZDEDD > Tku,?
72 Z21E (1b) ORE#BNZE B &,

(2) a. All of the students passed the exam.
b. Some of the students passed the exam.

&0 o RKall% G (2a) BT, FOEHKsomes &
i (2b) EMTIRVT B, LA LZFOWIEKD kv, R,
(1d) #5215k,

(3) a.dJohn ate apples and grapes.
b. John ate apples or grapes.

L0 Efidand% & (8a) 2 THUE, Thidorz&Tr (3b) &9
ROLE B2, ZOWIEK D Tz, T Z2TO BN - FRiE v BRI
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IR EDO LD (LW LIZME) 2RTL0WA 5, HI5,

(4) RE<.p..q.>BWT, pldq 2IEHRMICHBNCEET 5,
ZokE pldq kD EMICHD ., BHRENAZ W (VLKL DGR
HHTH L0,

2.2 LFIRBUEDER & Z DK
221 FHREOFREE

ER@)D &> EREMRYTIEE, B)DXH EREEE (scalar
implicature) 24§ %.¢

5) RE<.p..q.>IIBWTpDgqiRILT s,
ZDO&Eq— ~p (Horn 1972/1976, p.39; AH 1980, p.198)

DFD LM p MFETEELE, ThEDTRD q 2E5LLAERET S
ZEid, o p 2EHOD TR L BEWZ & E2EN - SBHERIICER
5, LA KD@)EB)EEFELD L. (2a) (3a) FEhZTh (2b)
(3b) Z—A1A - WwERICEE TS, ZoLE (2b) & (8b) . Zh
ZNOLMEOBEEED (2¢) & (8c) %, ZEEM - EBHmMNICERT
5Z&12k%.,2hE ERBIEDORE &R (upper-bounding scalar
implicature) & K55,

(2) c. Some, but not all, of the students passed the exam.
(3) c. John ate apples or grapes, but not both of them.

ZOWHEHIZH BFIZL, Grice (1967) DEDAUEZL W LIiZHorn (1984,
1989) DQ—FMTH % (Hikizl), 20 [TE 320 DMER%E
5z k] oG (BxFEAORFEER) o F T, BRENDEV
THRO (D DWREMICERENLMD) KBEERTLZLE, ThkD
BREOZ O LMD (D DERMAMNIZER T 2MD) ERHABHLL RN T
LEERT BN THD,

Tk, REBROKRIEFFEG)ODLI B D THEE LT, YDOREZ

— 270 —



F—v [BEOEYRE] EAE (2) —REFRDHT— 6

DEDFTEINSGHELBZIDTHAI N, ZORIZDODNTIERITReinhart
(2006, pp.283f) Ik ->TE D HIF oMb ET, {EKMIEIZEhTZ &anr
572, Grice (1967) LI D bW %neo-Gricean program (Horn
1984, 1989, 2004; Levinson 2000, Chierchia 2004, %) TOHi{gid. Z
DD ERIIBEREREONENELRD & UTHEICHAEL., (fiicz
NEGTIERR BT L) ZOFEFEMHTEILENIEDTH S, DFD,
GIUIVDIL default Dr — XA &R R7ZZEDTHBH I LIk b,

2.2.2 EREOMHK

TiE, REGEORENHIEEN S, ZVLIETTIZHELTHEER
21 (suspend) ENBZ LIFEEEITHBZDTH A D », FIH 725
WREEDsome & orDFA & A TH LD,

(6) a. Paul ate some of the eggs.
b. Paul did not eat all of them.
= It is not the case that Paul ate all of them.
(7) a. It is not the case that Paul ate some of the eggs.
b. It is not the case that it is not the case that Paul ate all of the
eggs.
c. #He ate all of the eggs. (Gazdar 1979, p.56)

HEHOHL(6)TIX, kD) LMMIZ, someldnot allEFRE L, ZHUTXL
BE (6b) LLTHRE IS, TlE, (7a) DL ITIELOLLEXTFED
FIZHDIAZNHBARE I THA I 2, & LERHHKL L THHIE,
(7Tb) &SI, FWEMICEiZ (7c) WKL TEHZ &iZhb, L
L ZiuddEsE (EEEW) SR$5, 20283 (Tb) D &S5 EEEN
BOLL Ty (Bl kP Ehng) Zeand, ki,

(8) a. Sue met Hugo or Theo.
b. Sue didn’t meet both of them.
= It is not the case that Sue met both of them.
(9) a. Sue didn’t meet Hugo or Theo.
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= It is not the case that Sue met Hugo or Theo.
b. It is not the case that Sue met Hugo or Theo but not both.
c. #She met both. (adapted from Chierchia 2004, p.48)

BHEOHE(8)TIE, (8¢) TAZLSIZ. oridbut not bothZ &= L. %
NIEXEE (8b) ELTEBEhS, 22T, (92) OLIIZEFLH2H
XEEDOHICHDAFNGAE2E L5, LARMREL TS LTS
& (9b) &2 AED, (9¢) PRV TRIETTHD, Ll ZhdHEHE
IZKT 5, 2OZEiE, (9b) DX BHEEN/BEL Ty (Bl
W LEFEhtns) ZE %287,

ZD XS, @ (defaultfifié LTGBID &S5 12) BT 5 FIRMED
REGRIZ., A< L XHEEOEMEL (F 12, NPIREW ORI 2 52
B) 12T, BIDHENBDTH B,

3. RESEOHH

3.1 FARE
ERRBEDRE &R (scalar implicature, SI) 1ZB4 % Z D & 5 &R
N Z oM7L E, BT REFERGLEBELZ, ROES5KEDTHA5,

(10) SIDFRHEMFIAD 72 8 D FEA R

(i) STid. ZFREXBONENERD D2, &5 VIERICED
A E B D

(i) SIOEMRIX., ED &S LifE B Ik -> TiIrbh 300,

i) SIDEFIHRIE, LED EDEHMTITHbN S D2, FRZ, ¥V 272D
HEREWME L 2T L EDXS BBRIZH 2D H,

i) SIOARLE FHIEZWUIFHEDIEL) 287269 A7 =X L3ED &K
B Dh,

(v) SIZFALZW (AW LIZNRDEE N 3) BEIE. AYIINPIORE
nfBEEE, BB T4 PES (downward-entailing) O kRE —F9 %5 D
.

v SIAIEDBEE & NPIART OB A L T34, Z OMRIER &
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FEHEAT A,

Vil ZNSDRUZDONT, FHEBOIXSDZIEH 25DHh,

fid SIDFEFRHEIL., SEEERRSENR (processing) IZHWTHS 2
IZXNTERFEFREED LD B A D0,

I b OFEMBIIMAH LIRS A B > T T, —D—2&UDEEL TG L
5ZL@TEAN, 22T DTO XS Allmin b kO A UES
52 L%lkHB."

o NTER#4 (inherent) vs. HRIRZE (context-driven)

ER0)H)DSINERERBUCNIEN L D Tdh %20, Xr 58
28070 (Reinhart 2006, pp.275f) 13, SIRIED 7 — 25 &
D& S IE»NDS 2 L) BEA0)WICIHRIZEEE 5 2 5. SIOARER,
{ LSIANAENERZ 613, Ml EF 20 UIZEDIEL & WS HfEORER &
WHZ LI, S LXRICKDIRET 24513, BEBKRIER Sk
W (RO UIRBEBREOREH D) ERENWS T L2k’ 5, F -
HOARE (oo UIKRIE) PRGEOLIIRICHEEL2 5.2 5935 &
ZN 5 DOIRHHE. (10)6D 5 FEME 2oy LIS AL O FERFSE T & DI A M
K OMGFET 5 Z & S EEMEIC A B (Rid),

e AT (local) vs. A% (global)

(10)i)DSIDEFHD FIEIZE L T - & AN LR IZ, Zh»E
M (2L T, BZ56 RN IZiibh 200, fhdaeks ORI
BZEbLE2DONPEVWHSMETHAS, ZLTIORIE, ZOFENY v
80 ZOPREDMIETHEZ DO D ENGITDOIEDN, HdniFv v 4
O ZDERDTEDN > T 5 ZDORRERITH LU GEHH S5 D2 &
S ROMEE R IZD S,

e Jk4:H) (derivational) vs. Z/RHY (representational)

(10) i) DFHRIEIZE T 2 ZOXR i, HILDChierchia (2004) DAff%E
IZKDRMDOMIFERE L 572, DFD . YV 27 R K BREEDRE L
ZHIUTPES BIRERDOH BN 5725 & T, SIDZEIBE 50h (&
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AT 7a—F), »BWIEZh 6 DFAE LT L CIREDMEE TSI
HLEIZITbhs02 (REMNT Tu—F), LW BETHS, Zh
3% 72(10)E)ISRR7ZSIOHENZEY 27 428 KkOEZ TN DH»
GIEZom», MEReEDA VA —T 24 ZITBVWTH) WS RBET
Ebd (k).

3.2 FHHOKHE — reference-set computation —

SIDEHH I, reference-set computation (Reinhart 2006) & Xi¥h 3
HEOREMEA D, 2 [ Y Dreference-setDH A 5 i Zc & D % 5%
95 (ibid., p.13) —FHOFEER (optimality selection) DIEFETH
%, ZZIiF, 7L 2EDLILAT v TR EENS,

Ay G) BfroRkAEznwLEERpIERHL T, &9 =D 0ERK
(alternative) & &3 IREH WV UIZE T4 BHET S,
(i) ZODIRE - ZIREBUTOIRE - Kon & iR T 5,
{i) ZADPDIUEIZE EDNT., ok dDERINT 3,

SIDGRIFIZEWT LM TS 5. BlAIE., D@) L%l d 25 ULz Hlic
RN

(12) <all, some> (= (1b) D—Ep)

a. Some of the students passed the exam. (= (2b))

b. EJU:  All of the students passed the exam. (= (2a))

c. B It is not the case that all of the students passed the
exam.

d. Some, but not all, of the students passed the exam. (= (2¢))

g3y (THR2D) RUEME some 23D (12a) AFEE oz x, FRE
EH e, K@y (Eio) 4 o3 (FR) (12b) 2885 —D0D5%
WEELTO 63, Ths “DO%FIKEL, MOWHTORREGET 5,
ZOFER, SIE LT (12¢) M6 h b, Z2OSI#&E (12d) &, & &
D (12a) LD L OEREEGLOTEMIEASI & LTRITEhS, ZORK
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BD ATy TIIHNE [SIZ#E0HERIE, LEDERRIDBEREOL W (&
DY) D THIT L% S %] (ef. Chierchia 2004, p.62) &5 %
Hick 3, ZORIZOWTERL T THRET 5,

4. REEEDEIEE V2R

4.1 RAENT Fv—F

Chierchia (2004) ¥, REGREOHEICEHL TE > < Hikk, L
ICEAFRERZIT>TWS, ZOHLT —<id, ZUBDIZHRZF -2 D
THIZF LU CERNENE L2522 2 Th b0, LT TEERIZET S
w2220 555,

RESIN TS HEGmRORHIE, Lid 3.1 THENEXBI»S5H D L, (N
{Ef) (inherent/default) . (i)EATHY (local) . GiIik4:H (derivational) T
%, (DTT. REDEBIZE T 2 HEDOAEI. M LY (suspension) —
KD IEREICIZPHMEIE (recalibration) —& L THEZ 51 5, BRI,

(13) (i) SIIEAANIEA S, LG Eh s, (..) SHZEYRE
5 (recursive computation) (Z& D #7HIZEA (factored in)
EhTn<, 2hid. BB AED RS 5 MR L5 R &
INFZULEEDTHS, (p.91)

(i) MEBOEZEOBRRE 20 LA (phase) I2BWTZEh 5
COD Y AT ARFERIISHAIL, MFOY 2T L40F SHEA]
DOFAHDOFERIZ, 772X FBHTLNnTES (L, 7%
A TEBDIFERIZTDH > T, WEHEIZTIE A YY), (p.93)

i) REER (scalar value) # & - =i, WPLEL (plain
value) 721 & & DOWME LDV EDTH > Td A bk, (3
L&At p.62)

Z 0 B, RAEDOFE DS THILL 728147804 5 41k & L TH)
o [ A 7 X 5 SHZ 7 DBRFETHER (B 1) Xh3,

ZO77u—Fi, SEEREEROBKIZSIRAN G EL5 X5, 1t
KD LA TIE, FEREGRMN L RIE. v 40 Z08EE L ek
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DABN) (LRI ARBEKOG AR TR TEb72d & T, ZORKR
123 EDONWTHbABZEEEIR T, LaL, BROEBEN/RELITH
I, SHik. KO BEHEBKNE®RSRE > Th 6 ZOFEIEEZDT
7 < EEBBIREIE B IIC R E 5 T DISHEE) L THERE Z &
IZEHE IR T 2Rt b, SIOFHHE S, BEEERNAEKEFE T &S
12 [FEUER) 22 R I B4 (semantic recursion) %2 D % M4 3
T (p.40) AR (compositional) IZfTbhbDTH3, Zhit, #&
RGRIETR L (k%) SCEMGITREAMHEIZAD R > T Tbh 3 Z &
F oM IIEANICEICH A D2 &, 2EKT S, VAU ALEE
DA VA =T 2 A ZITT B E ST LOWRENEAINALZ LIZh B,
TiE., ZOIRENT 7 —F 3 ED KD SRBIEFIZTHL THE0
THAI 7, BROBLERZDIZ, (a)@ATlE (R LidHviAxh
72) ®EE» SSINRAET S Z & (embedded SIOAFE) . (b) BATHIIZA L
7SIV EDMEM T EIFXh 3228552 &, ()Ml B Xh7=SIH
FEOmBTEEHLAY., o7 ABKEIRETSZERHBZ L, T
H5, UFNEIZATOL,

4.2 RRIEEE

E LAERIE XN Tn 2 & 12, ST (B LIRERGENERE %) A
WINCEI R I NS - DF XKD (BB L) BEIRE > THh
CEtREND - OTH B A 6IE., FATMICHEDIAE RS 5 FET
3 (B LIXZEOEA ERER 2 FISxEd 5) FRIEGHEL AVIZY
TdHhb, L»L., ChierchialZ k5 &FEFRIZIZXRD LSk — ZANPIERX
hs,"”

4.2.1 believe % 1 7 OBEjFiffi L
G LSIDHIX L NI TEA IS & H1F, (14)12(15)D & 5 %SI% 8D,
—F. BLSIAFEX LNV TEHAINS A6, (14D IEL (XD HEN)
FEPRLIZA6)TH D, ZOSNIANE R BIETTH B,
(14) John believes that some students are waiting for him.
(= Chierchia’s (12))
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(15) John believes that not every students are waiting for him.
[ =1local SI|]
(16) John believes that every student is waiting for him.
(17) It is not the case that John believes that every students is
waiting for him. [ = global ST

ZZTANDRABED B4 [H ] (ADIRAB) & FIEIE L A28,
(15)D & 12 [FTRTOEN ST B ] LS aTREM: & John A JERR L
TWBZ L2 a6y, Zhidsome s 7257552 (not all) #FE
PUZHI LT L T30 LRETHD, FRICKT S, 2FD., (14)207)
EEETS —-{IH, SINELLRALTEAINDS — LW REIL. FHE
EREL L,

422 HEAET (sentential connectives)

L LSIARICEAEN S GHEahd) OTHIUL, (18)id(19D
£ &SI E5. CTHIEBIZ—KT 5. ZOL ZORIEHROIRE X
Q0D &I 2K A9,

(18) (Right now) Mary is either working at her paper or seeing some

of her students. (= Chierchia’s (21a))
(19) Mary is either working at her paper or seeing some (though not
all) of her students. [=local SI]
(20)
AN
VP — or ® SI (=not both) DA
VAR RN
VP or VP — some DSI (=not all) DFIH
VRN VRN
... some ...

— % LSIAABMICEI R E N3 D Th UL, WELERLIZCHTHD .,
BHEOSHI22)D &L 125 B,
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(21) Mary is either working at her paper or seeing all of her students.
(22) It is not the case that Mary is either working at her paper or

seeing all of her students. [=global SI]
L2 L Z Z TR DFEMNIHDEE - Bl 5 . Mary is not working at
her paper - Z&HHMINCEET 2.7 U)X ZD LD L ERIZE - TFn
sV, DFD . RN A SREOGREHEFLEBE LAV,

423 e

g LSIMWAKMIZHFE 3D THhH T, (23a) ORIZHTS (23b)
DSLIE, 24)ThH5b, THI2B)EMIAMICEMTH 55, ZhudHEEL
&?50

(23) a. How did students satisfy the course requirement?
b. Some made a presentation or wrote a paper. Some took the

final test. (= Chierchia’s (23b))
(24) It is not the case that some made a presentation and wrote a
paper.

(25) No students whatsoever both wrote a paper and presented it.

%&

K912, SIDEFIZBE S 2 9ERDIAIY 2 3 TlE 2T 6 DE 49

) Iz,
EWMMEICHRS 2 TERY,
4.3 FHPEY SIOM LT

Sz, FOWREXRE (some, or) @%’)AﬁﬁixiODﬁEﬁﬁiﬁ@qﬁf“ﬂHL
FXhBZeranh? (LTFO431IZHE) . 22T, or DBAIZIE L
T, X5t flE A THL @

431 X&HE
(26) a. It is not the case that Paul ate some of the eggs. (= (7))
b. It is not the case that it is not the case that Paul ate all of the

eggs.
c. #He ate all of the eggs. (Gazdar 1979, p.56)
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(27) a. Sue didn’t meet Hugo or Theo. (=(9))
= It is not the case that Sue met Hugo or Theo.
b. It is not the case that Sue met Hugo or Theo but not both.
c. #She met both. (adapted from Chierchia 2004, p.48)

HITBRR7Z K512, 2513, some — not all, or = not both& W5 &

BAZNTNLEEDOHEMKOB TN HEI NS Z L amL T 5 (2.2
2.,

432 ZEXOHIfE
(28) a. If Paul or Bill come, Mary will be upset.
b. If Paul and Bill both come, Mary will be upset all the more.
c. #But if Paul and Bill both come, Mary won'’t be.
(Chierchia 2004, p.51; (b) i34 & 0 51H)

(28a) 5 DHERLETHIE (28b) TH-T. (28¢c) TikAEW, & T A7,
3L (28a) D& EHithEOH Tor DYHAIETE (not both) BFEA LT
W3ETpE, HREIWIZIEZETTHS, TDT EiF, (28a) 1T\ T
not both® EEAMDIHEI N TNB Z & &R,

4.3.3 X% & 2 #Ei
(28) dubitatives: doubt, deny
a. John doubts that Paul or Bill are in that room
b. # He doesn’t doubt that Paul and Bill both are.
(29) predicates of minimum requirement: be enough, suffice
a. It’s enough to know Italian or French (to be admitted to the
program).
b. #It’s not enough to know both Italian and French.
(Chierchia 2004, p.51)

L LIS DEFEADHXDOH T or DYBAIERE (not both) AL L T
WaEd5L, or DENIETH bandaEA,. POFDEEKEHZEL TN
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5 ERo(b) # 4 7OLIETh e BREXRAHERT 23T TH B, L
PLHEIZZOWHTH S, ZOZ LI IN6DBEIZEWNTEEELSELD
HENTWBZ LEBIRT S,

4.3.4 FERIC
(30) a. Did John or Paul arrive?
b. Did John or Paul but not both arrive?
(31) a. #No, they both did.
b. Yes, they both did. (Chierchia 2004, p.54)

(30a) ' (30b) D&H AFEAEDLEBIE, (8la) DX I AENolZzk 3
BZWRE->LLHRIZEDIXTTHS, LAIArLANELRELGAIZ, YesD
HWARTH B LS Z &%, (30a) 12#H > Tnot both®D FRE AL L T
WEWZ EERT,

4.35 HABOEEL - FMFX
RIEEGEONEIZEETNE 27 — LOBSITBSBNICKR T 2D TH
275, YRHAGEIZE W CERIFRIIK LT 53T ThH 5D, HAFEIZD
WTIRBRICT Z Ui 325, 2 2 TIREEDELEFM02 BT 50 EiF
DRIE T EATEL .

(32) WEDHL
a. oXFEXLE=DIE, [T =2 —F]TlEx\,
b. Wi (&) HXLAh o7z,
c. #MIHEX L 7=
(33) SefFcmiff
a. 3LV a VYR NLERNTEZE, HI6ETL EEN,
b. MARNMTTEHEES,
c. #MF RN T EZ6ME R,

L (32a) ICTBEWTHEDERBANIZHS [T——2r—F] » [
FHAL U ZEAIZREL ] I not bothDEEAEEOEHIE. TOERE
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WEEENT (32¢) FHALXREEK T 513 TH%. L2L (32¢)
DR DT VDW S X 4 FEEERE (i) OHAZTTH B, FEKIC
(83a) IZBWTHHMBTOERBNIZ® S [V a YR —-LER»P T
5] oA [ AL R 72846%<] £\ Inot bothDEEE &
D551, (83c) WHAREIVF /AL EEZRTTHD, ZhsiFnT
hibhbhoEBMHNIC KT 5, 202 &k (32a) (33a) © [ ]
WOEREN, ZheDXRTIE HIRHEOREEGERE#E > Thhnl L%
HIkd 5,

4.4 JEPTHISIO MR

P lko@sis, OREGELRMMSEAIIhS 2L, B UGEEA &
N-EGREADEBRIKO TICHYATFhSE L, ZhAPRDBEIrNEZ L, %
ALTW3, LA»L, ChierchialdDEEREIZ B W TEFEIZEZ 5T 50D
. BROBEZEDHL TIE AL, i) [FE S 5HKTHFAEI NS
(recalibrated) ] (ibid., p.55) &R TW5, ZDOEELOHITHIE LTEH
EXMREED ST, ZOMEEFELSATAL,

441 BROMABDAT v T

ZZTHlIELT (34a) DERTH S (34b) OIREEEZL S, ZOFH
BHEVITSZLE, LIDARABELEL I ETEHE, BHDELHIC
in factZs\) Uidactually & W o Z2HRIICER ORI D H L 2 AKX 5 KBl
DUETHEIELOHLE2TH B,

(34) a. No one read many papers.
b. Someone read some papers.

(35) No sudents read many papers. *(In fact/actually) no student read
any paper. (Chierchia 2004, p.56)

&3 (34b) DIRED AT v TEBOD LS IZEBDTIE AN~ LED
%

N3 (Chierchia 2004, pp.56f Db % fli VFEHEER L 72) o
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(36) JRAEFE

(i) REZEHmany% & OVPOEK
[v» read many papers]

(i) A% —)JL <all, many> (23D < (EHEN) GEOIRE
(many — not all)
[v» read many but not all papers]

(i) DEFRHEZ KD FEEDIA
No one read many (but not all) papers.

v DEG#H fnoonell X3 EGROHEOIEL
No one read many papers.

(v) DE#BEt & It4 O ERBIOMBINC K 28172 % 2 5 — L O
(not... some — not... many)
<no student read some paper, no student read many papers, no
student read every paper>

v ZO27 = LOHRBEEISHIET % (34a) 12K 2 ¥ 724 (M) &
ROIRE
- no student read some paper
= Some student read some papers. (= (34b))

LLIDREDIELVWET S L, MEDORT —L@6)IZ kD RAEL /-
(B AR, G CDERMED FEBOERBICAZ Z&I12&kD, Worz
AR E NS, L L, HUDEE OB & #7228V A <
S, ZDAr =) LTH A& (BEN) ERA/FAE L, ®RENIZ (34b)
MEoNBZEIZn b,

ZO k5%, DRFERORE., Gi)ZOEOMH L., @Hizs (AKE)
BROFE, LWIBIRIE, HEARBNET Tu—FLBAT LT — 2
NHdL LTy (A7 70 —-FI24.2TAL LD BIHANLBEIRH 5 L
B, BT 7o —FA OB\t EE kB WA B,
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5. RESE & ORLIEERR

Tid, 22 C3AMOIAREQ0))-GIZHE E D, REEGROFR
BZ2EZ MK ->T, EDKIITFEIR (trigger) ENED0, £/2%FD
ARBERE R ET 5 EBEN LR FERLIEDLIBED»EE L &
5, BRI TZOMBEEME T 5BICRICHEH 2 b DldReinhart
(2006, 5&) 12X 2 RIEEROSEMES & SELMICE Y 2 I5GEN RS
Thbd, iid, (i) EEBEMEREDA V4 —T 24 ZITEBVT,
reference-set computation (RSC) &\ JAKA R4 & D3R AT H
NTn3 Z &, (ii) Chierchia® & D & F T3 HFEEIHIIRSCREE & D
Z &, L2 U i) Chierchia® 73 HHZRSC—MIZ B ) NLDORRERIY 25 G552 & 8
ALlBnwZE, Z@mLTW5s, DT, ZOH%#KETd 5,

51 GRREEDRAHNZZ 4

ERAFOFRERIONTE, (S4< & LMANIZI) UTOL>S
BEOOUEENAE LS Z LA TE S, (37)1Chierchia (2004) — (37i)
I22WTliZ. neo-GriceanD A —f% — OHIIETH D . —H(38)iF
Reinhart (2006) 2VRIE$ 5 FREMETH 5.

(837) Chierchia (2004) — lexical-driven/default theory
(i) REAEZ BEd2 27—kt i), HeOREEHON
TERERRHE ISR 5,
(i) FEZE (BRI T 20 E2IZr2b56T) ., FUERELA
TAISEA SN BREC, WICABICE R SN D,
i) L7zh->7T, FEEOAIEE (M L] L5 HERENE S
WHXNRERTH D,
(38) Reinhart (2006) — context-driven/last resort theory
(i) REFERZ RERBEONERMETIZAL), XUk (context) @
NSRS 5,
(i) FIERZE. BAL»OXRNEEE S -7 & — A5, FEE
BLICRA Y2 =T 24 ZDFMEMZTIENTEEVL &
—lZDAFHEEND,
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i) L7235, FEEDOAEIIZ DR TDOIE» >R TH S,

ZZT, & LRFEGBDIEEM: A 5 A & 2 DRRERIIF I K D M IZ T F
ENB % 61X, 5 F TAZzChierchia®D JRAEPIGHIEZ DA S Z & 12
55, TLTEDOEKD LHRENFERICHMLET S &5 DA Reinhart
(2006) DERTH S,

5.2 GG L SiENE

Z ZTHUY. or DEOPMBERE (exclusiveness; but not both) DFE
FERTFEIZONWTE L TASL (LLTFD(39) - (40)id. Reinhart 2006, (116)
-1 EHHK L 726 DTH B),

(39) a. Every boy chose a banana or a strawberry
b. Every boy (Ax (x chose a banana or a strawberry)) <plain value>
c. Every boy (Ax (x chose a banana or a strawberry and
= (x chose a banana and a strawberry)))
<scalar value with exclusiveness>
(40) a. Every dwarf [who chose a banana or a strawberry] received a
jewel.
b. Every dwarf (ix (x chose a banana or a strawberry) (x received
a jewel))) <scalar value cancelled = plain value>
c. Every dwarf (Ax (x chose a banana or a strawberry and
= (x chose a banana and a strawberry))) (x received a jewel)))
<scalar value>
(41) 58fb5fF (Strength Condition)
REGEEZ5DEK (scalar value) &, amfEIK (plain value)
KDL moTREB RN, (Chierchia 2004, p.62)

HRILEAFAD)D T TB9)—(40)% ATHA B &, (39)Tld(c) Dscalar value
DF5H(b) Dplain valuek VD $5< &0, 4D AWz §, #iZ, DEXHRT
H % everyDHIFRFEIK TIE. (c) Dscalar valueld (b) Dplain valuedk 0 &
BN, WDISERT 5, Lo T, BEICEWTIRESGE 2D
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WE N3, ZOHEDEMIZChierchia® D E & TIEOED XS I2%k
A9,

(42) Bt HE@mD 2T v T
(i) plain value®D &t &
(i) (Efi¥Hand% &Tr) ERUL (.. and..) DK
i (EfiEand% &) BRFEOGERTOEE (- (..and...))
iy plain value & scalar value & % & @i & DL - G
«— b5t
(v) plain value & (i) & DA
(43) FROHDMHL DDAV E HIZBEETE AT v 7
(vi plain valuelZ:BM X M7= &EER (- (... and...)) DOHIER
«— b5

Chierchia® i FTTHIE N3 ZOIRENELWETEE, RES
HEEMES BYDT B REEELEDME0) L DV ERE~ T Z &1
%55, £mEEOEM S, BiE TIE—HZT RS, BEISE RS
Thbd, ThELHSEENIIBRT 2L, REEGREEMHESBYD TR &
DREIVEREA S 5D | SEBLENICR S R AHEPTTIZT I ISR D,
L7225 TEHEBED 5N (40) & 0 AU 2358 < . % 72 IEFRHI0T S o 1 i
BREL LB ZENTHENS,

—7%. Reinhartid, REAGREIZEAT R0 LSS kIR R &
LTOED DaHF T3S (Woh Bt 20> EBTH 5, FEL
< 13 Reinhart 2006, pp.275—278. ZH),

(44) or Dplain value (FEPEMRIYFEA) &scalar value (PEfthiyFHEA) I
DWTOIEMRE (%)
KA plain (95.5) scalar (100)
% plain (91.6)  scalar (50)
(Chierchia et al. 2001; Gualmini et al. 2001)
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(45) some D EOEE (not all) IZDOWTHOIEMEE (%)

A — scalar (92.5)
Y — scalar (52.2)

(Papafragou and Musolino 2002, 2003)

ZTHEHAINSZDIE, FNiE. (i) plain valueDfFFUZES LTI A
(if‘:/ukﬁ?bBZH\fl: AT A, (ii)scalar valueDEFIZEI L Tk
50%E DWVYH W 51%%?0),%% (chance performance) Z/RL T35 Z LT

HbD, ZOHIZDWTReinhartid 2 ED & 5 LREE 21T 5,

(46) SIBERICBY 550%’5‘0)&5#% . BB OB ERD T,
DFD, BEETI ZDICHNEL X580 (resources) #3, LA
HHTZE7—F VI AT LHBATVDEZLERDTEDTH S,

(Reinhart 2006, p.275)

DFD, SIFHED X =2 L5 X UFEFEBITAERNIZE 2 5h T3
N, ENETHTE-DDT—F UV I AR ) PNELEREETH L7201,
WL ETEOMFZ A Z B LI RBLTH %, IH(46)HIE L
&¥ % &, Chierchia® 7 7’0 — FIXE HIZRD & 5 AREICHE T 5 Z
&127% % (cf. Reinhart 2006, pp.281—282)

@7 G) HRIZEST, BRAUBSTAZEPMEIZARDDIZZE 7]
M, WIT,
(i) RIZE 5T, GRIAMDHEENBIDEI Y T2 X Mk 53
RIZEAADOBEL L CsnDidzEn,

(22 Tik, & LChierchia® %’J: IZE RO BRI O R
MGG Z T2 808D TH 54 61F, HIITIE GEF OB & [FFRIC)
MEEEIECEVEZTTH S, U -(n)li’)b\“( 2. DEXRIZH T BEF
HIIERE2 L OIMREICZOHDELOBERNbH 728D TH D, L7zR
S>TC, BRELDIWRAEIAECZMEZZOZEEDEMRIZE Y Tk E 213
TTh5,

ZHZX LT, & LReinhart®W\ 5 K IZERBOHEN T Y T2 2 H
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S5ORFEEM 2T 720 1llast resortE L CEHHAZNBEDTH S E51F
ADED & 5 HFEIREC LW, £D@BYTIX, IV T2 2 MV ERES
RAEHGEL T, HRITZOEICNEE X 2/R¥, —J7. (40)0DODE2
VFOAPTREICEEROFHREEFEI L L, L > TEER BRI
b (IRILEREE I (plain value) DFIRIZIE L LTS 5D T),
BALHEIZAECRn,2 2F ) [REXREIL., GRZEbEVEAIZIE,
BADOHE FORMBEL O EHBZ k0] (A, p.288) DTH5, /KA
DEFBUHIZBNTYE, BEMEEEENE L. ZOFRERNEELLD
PR A AIEIC R B3 Z EnMtr T3 (A, p.238),

N OSHOH LML, FROFENZINEEFETIHALH»OD
R HEH A H 2 & ZIZORITONE I L EZRL TS, LS DON
ReinhartO#5FTH %,

6. SHEDFEME

PLE, RIEEGEOMEENPLIETORE D55 — Y PP L IFEL
%m%*ﬁmﬂ‘ﬁ%&?ﬁ)ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%@mﬁ% LEoIELHMUTER, 2D
R AP 4 2 FEARRERIZ(10)) - wilZii N7 B D TH B0, BFET
R RFE L < BT U 7zChierchia (2004) X°Reinhart (2006) OHFZ¢iEHE %
AbE, EAMEDRIE TIZHE NI RELL QBN ERELH 5
ZERbArS, BB, ZOIBDONL DN ONWTRAR AR S,

6.1 Reference-Set Computation (RSC) D7 E DI

Reinhart (2006) AWBRTWv5 & 512 [Gricell d & D Ml AIZ W
TREGREAEZXZT-DICIRE EN TV SEH5HIE. reference-set
computationDFiE%E & D (p.272), Zhid [REEDBIREADHH 5
i Zs A 75— (competitor) #3#ERT 2| (p.13) #fE (#F) Th 2., %
D7=HIZiF, FTEBMOBIIEL K2 FREFFFICOIDZL, Thb %
MAIZHIR L TEALPOFRUEIZHE L TRELZ LD EZE R EBBET
D, ZO/HRTEDLO TR (global) LHME2E 28D TH 3, ZD
HMOEEZ, BUETEEZEDO Y Y 22 20 HZ2» 6 3R EhTEk D
(Chomsky 1992, 1995; Z O### i Reinhart 2006, 1ZFIZFEL W), D
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SREEARPRADSEAHIZE TS REEAMEY > DRIETDH 5
(Reinhart ibid., p.283) .

Tt RE&GZEOEIRIZEAYd 5 Chierchia (2004) DIRAEFEGSIEL <,
»OZ ZIZEEN S HENRSCOFHEZ & D &£ 11 9 Reinhart (2006) D
FIRNVIELWETSE, RSCESHEY AT 22RO PIZED LS IZMED
FARZENEVSBEIEL S, ZO/MICEE#T 3 LB s Rz oE
DEIEELDTHA5,

(48) (i) SIVEHBERIZ., v a s Z2LFEUCERMEE B, WL 2T 41%
MHEOHEEBIZ 77 A LELNS T L CHHI NS,

(Chierchia 2004)
(i) RSC (SI # &%) &, BFELWMERDA V4 —T 24 ATDA
(last resort& LC) WHZN 3, (Reinhart 2006)

i) EZ DM 27 4 (interpretive components of thought) |
SO AN =X L% HBREDHTTCHRAT 5,
(Chomsky 2006, p.9, fn. 20)

Ava—7x4 &3 (BEFL), MADOFHMEHA2 & OEBDY 27 4
PHEFEMAZBZTWDIEY 2T ABORECTH S, Lizp->T, 22T
DORITZZICEHEG TRV AT LHKICKDRBEICREEINSITTTH
D. REGEAERMMEOEEREZE D223k, 8LEDETE4561L,
ZRRBEBOY AT L ENTHETBH B AT LENDI T LIS, 2D
R2rbASLE, LO=D2DO0EMEIE., RIEZFECHAEHLRILTHWE LS
HZiohbd, 20, SI (BXUZh %G9 HRSC) 1. MHEDHR Y
AT LEMEL, SEREME (BF) REDNTEY AT LE LTHED
Fohd, ZZCTERATE A= L8k, BEXOZOMBEOHLTTIZ
(B &B ) SiBEREE—TH 2 WEEH S 5 (Chomsky 2006)0
FBAWOY AT AICER ($E8) 2825 M RMTd 5 RS
# 5 (Jackendoff 1994, Chierchia 2004), Ft% * 1 =X L DFEMIAHH 6

2Rk S Ry,
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6.2 % SiBEO — a cross-linguistic perspective —

ARk, REGEOHEOME LAY FiFar 5724, Uil
Nz =V PRERYT 57201213, & 50 & DMl Tdb 5 NPIOEA]
RELO-HMEEZZ LTI E S a0V, (ZZTIELHADIRBIT A
W) ZOELEERTRIZEZDNEEHEIKOHMNTH S LEDbN 5,

72 2 HREBIZBWTEREERIZVL 22 DORETH Ly sh s,
LA LZDE IENPIOREWERIE & —F LW, LITMA9) - B)IZHWT,
W) IFEZEOM LT AR L. (¢) IENPIOZEIIRI AR,

(49) HEX
a. KEBIZ & > LHEIRIEHELBN 2K E B2 572D 7=,
b. MARE LN >72hE L/ # HFRRAZ»E L,
c. KKERIZZ - & {MERIEL /M 8) fRE LD 572D/,
(50) HEMEE [0
a. DAZHENPAEANERS EDH,
b. MiFBENRELS BN # 5% 5 BRI,
c. EADAZTLMBE) BRBEDN,
(61) BESFHEX
a. ToXWXLAEDIZ, I—b—2r—FTizk, (=32)
b. Wil (f¢) WX Laho7/ #MlifFAEXL:
c. ¥ S EWEX LD, (- —L2 /) TiEi,
(562)  ZIFX DI
a. 3L a3 VR LEE»F7=25, MEETLEE N, (=33)
b. WiARAFTEMEES /# WA T 265k,
c. *{L (YVavlr/id) Rrdzo, M58 T EE0n,
(53) HEMIX
a. TARBDATHAPAERNRE LI=A?
b, # WA, i AENE L7z /30, miFENRE L7z,
c. *XARIT (DAZTL»/ME) BXRELEL?

TN DREATRIET B 5RO S HRPEA R E O & 5 BB Coh—
VPRI A 2EHS TR RN, FRITEZ > TARIZ FFEOFTE
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WRBEIZEAD

6.3 ARMOFLE L X 2 ZELE

R, EE, DT 3HEXDOMENEEEE L., £ OHAE % K
S5, s, “EHEEOWHE] (~~ p=p) LTS, LrLEHAS
ISR AEEIR S F X & A EMBRMN R LIk 2 4 SEENREE & D
(Z O&ARZIZ DV TidHorn 1985, 1989; HAZEDH]IZ DT MNEE1990,
1996 %), ZOVELON HREOREGRETETIHATDH 5,

(55) a. He doesn’t have three children.
b. He has three children --> no more than three (ex. not four)
c. He has only two.
d. He has four.
(56) a. You didn’t eat some of the cookies
b. You ate some of the cookes --> not all of them.
c. You ate none.
d. You ate all of them.
(57) a.dJohn isn’t patriotic or quixotic
b. John is patriotid or quixotic --> not (patritotic and quixotic).
c. He’s neither.
d. He’s both patriotic and quixotic. (cf. Horn 1989, p.384)

HEX (@IZHIE T 2 HEX DL, T THRAIDEIZE L 72 FERMUE
DEREED, ZOLX(QDEEL, (DDFHEE KD DFEIRIZH 2T
EDERIZZED, REGEZOIDIZA2PNIDDRRIZE S, Suik
ABL. AAFEBOEEOMRERS1-0101F, ZOBEEDNG & k5 RE
BRBZDOIRFFHTHEL T AT E RS Hv, ZZTOED LD LR
PWECZZ&IZKE5,

(58) (i) REFRIEHOTEDOEIKTH LFEhs (OFDFEL
1) (cf. (26) - (27))
(i) REFEIA 2 SENECLDEESINS O HEONR
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ELTHAET D)

Hl25.1TC, REEGEREOREIZOVTHE, $ 5L =207
71 —F., Bll%slexical-driven/default theory (Chierchia 2004) &
context-driven/last resort theory (Reinhart 2006) %#XHIL 5> 5 Z & %
Az, TR EDRMGIZZNZTNOMIMATED XS IZHHENETH
A9,

# Jlexical-driven/default theory Tid., EEIIRERBIAIREIEA X
NS THEMIZRAE L, RSB TRBRAGE (B0 LITMODERLE
T) OEFABICA - 7z& FI12i3 TR &hd, LaL, ZOEENRA

SEOKEEE & DA, B LB £ 7213 % 2 SEEN O X234
DR THRESLELIE, FREIMEFENFTIIROEEORNRICLS, &
72 % DX HBIRE AN - ZEBE T U2 S ZnAIciE. MEdE2un
STAMBBRLEBEEDOHRFIZLT, ZhaBETHI &Ik D,

—7J5. context-driven/last resort theory Tid, &I IRA = BEED &
SlebE (DEFDHUOERELIZIEA V4 =T 2 4 ADOFMEM- S his
WEE) DA, BAET S, §5L(568)TIE, MEHHABIBIICHKAES
B,AITIE, XURIE ISR EHEE T, GRFIERELLEN (LT, M
LFeHI5680), A 2FENIIHHEAITERY? S EROBENE
FHEh, RELLEREIBEOXNRICEK S,

IS ZODOWEMEIR S < & TERBEMIZEHE S h s b huid a6 Hn
M, ZDRBITII A 2 SESEORHEE & 5 — LG 2 Z L ABET
555, PESLIREEEOEEICET IR, HAEhi-BLEE
PERELZERE (BAE., many = not all) 7', EHDDEwITTH
LZEEDER %252 bHIFTH 555, Sauerland (to appear, p.3) &g
M¥sL21c, BUERBIIETS2 —D0OBH{ELWSIZLicks, 3LZS
e 5L MEBNEEL A 4 FEGESRITMICHA SN L v EE
P TTL B,

6.4 AWM & AL
DIERTE2&512, REGEOPITE, FahEEs 654§ 2 IRk
(global) A& D&, ZOHEDHIZHDIA &N 7B 1 Mk A 6 7
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B2 (Qocal) e DENRH B Z &, IRIFHE LS h72EnwoT &k
Vo FRHCHRF I K TRRREL < BET L 7zChierchia (2004) DIF&. Z
DHFFDOE S L PO ET —vD—2128 0D, T TIZWL DI DFHLIZ
o T BRI A XN TNB 0 22 TR, ZDOTXRTEED
BT BFMIE LD, FHREREOABIL TH <,

(59) (i) IABIIEHSE & JHFTETSIE. KT 2O TNE DD,
Gi) RE&GRE, BRI 0EBMCRET 200, XRICHK
15500, (=10)i)
i) IAEERERNEREE —-OWEE O D DN, -
HARMIZE L 2FHITB T2 D0,

FT GBI DN T, TARMEIEIL. BTGRPSO L~
TEZkhbhizr— ZT%%&E%KBh\%L%OT@5&6i\ﬁ%
FAERIZERT 2 & O Tld v, JZEE, Blutner (2005) (3., fxitdft
P& (Optimality Theory) O 2 56 ZOMEE & D & F. AR %
HAXFEDOEREOAEN (rational) FHREAEELXZ 58D TH 2DICx
LC. ErBYEENI SRR E R COMROH T #BlEd 3 L nwHa
BEMEZ RN LT b, RRC. AN 2Rt b OS5 R A, FEEEE O Ry
KA N =X LIZHBYL L 72 &S JIF I3 BN,

(59)i)l= DTk, JElZChierchia & ReinhartdD {375 & U T U 7223,
Recanati (2003) i, SEOFRAEICHL T, BIRHEIC & 5 default s
B R Z S E M AE L T 2 W BR D FEER 538 R EIAIC K - Tdefault
IR ENh5E0) LHHE (free enrichment; 2Y 727 2 MZk 5T
FEAO DB LD HEN (BuwLizmt) Shi=@Rrs525h3% 8
D) LERXHT S, 2L TEOLT, fiFITEWRGRNELIZ X D FATIC,
RIS, BEN GRS LTAERINE 3D TH D, %L
FHERA BRI K O RIS, SUIRICIRAEL €. FEEDOfRffiE L TERIEN S
EDTHDLT D,

B (59)6iiZ DWW Tid, Sauerland (2004, to appear) A%, JAIKHYEE
ERFIERZN T O A250D TRET L T3, ftk, IR - BT
DX J%@ﬁﬁ~%b5é®f@@\%@Jﬁ@ﬁ%k&é@%%
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DEDIIF—DFEEEDEDTH S, LW DB ERETH > 7=
Elbhb, LHL., SaverlandiZ kb &, B —>DE&EFIX. (i) MR
220 A, WRBERNICHWE &2 & 5 — RN ER (prlmary
implicature) ZFF 9252, (i bW S Hi$E (presupposition) (ZHLFEW]
e, LD L =DDORICEWT, NI ZEWER T, 512,
REGBOSEOIEREE K4 27 — L OB Z D & OITHRARN 2 EIEZ
A EARNZIERE D 57z (partially ordered) 27 — L %B80 5, 7
LT, ZOMD A — )L &S (epistemic certainty) # &3 imBi
FLEMAEDLEDLILIZKD, GriceDT7 Tu—F&Rf-72%F. BT
MEBMNEIRIND LML TS, DFD ., RN - BArOX L, 3t
HOMKIZEDHEEDTH S EFKIC, (i< LitdamTid) 35
DONFLEEDEEOWEZOEDIZEEDLIXME NS ZEIZE D,
ZO LI IIFINEROTTE (BFLUZ0FEAR) k. 2<0EET
N%ﬁ%é%%bfétﬁ D LEBEE TR, INTOERNBIO
IR § 2 238 5 2 Tlid ey,

1) MFTRE#HED ST, P (downward-entailing, DE) &1, L&A1 5
THEANOHEG A TR T 2@l FO L DR Th 5, L A, HELEE LD
EELDHE,

(i) »hB) Yy TEAENE — PRI A X7
i) IR ERNEL -7 — PHE) VT EBRED 572

2T, VYIOEAIRMOEADTNESE LT, HEMEIZEW UL, (/DX
2T B BN AOHER R TRETH B 2. ZOWIIRD 7z, LA LEEmEIZE W
TiE, B2 6 TRAOHEGRIIWTEETH 328, Z DMK D */‘f_ttlo %D, HEIL
DEFiEZE & D, iz, &fFxomnitk,. 2FElt 1 (all, every) OHIFRGEM. doubtZ
EOFFHDOH L 2 E BT EDERE A 6D, ZORMEMEH &h30iE, Ladusaw
(1979, 1980) 12k >TC. ZODERHEZ 208 (-7 <M L2BIRTHB) NPIOZEW
¥ (licensers) ZHFMIIBMETH B I ENREINTZLSTH D, TOHEDERIZON
TiE. van der Wouden (1997). &HAT (1999) 4?’5:’%“9-

@ H—-v-2 *f—)b@ft/\f/ﬁ ZOMO—FHNERMNERICL > TER SN DITIE
R, o FERERT - FRHESBIS LT 254 8 ﬁ) %’o [FIZ 7 —ic@REhda N
ES *ﬂxﬂ’]&uﬁ%ﬁ" OL rC . Matsumoto (1995) ZH,

3) ERGUZFWT, DISGmBNERE., X0 a ~IEEEEDT,

4) B (or) ITBAL TV AL, Py iEnk (excluswe not both) 3 _EERIRE D 2FED & &
ICkDE»PND T L EEEKT S, orONTER - GBI EKIE, @Bk > TERSh
5 IEPEAIEIE  (inclusive: bothDIBA S &) TH 5.

(5)  ABARTIINPIOZWIZOWTIEEGR C 2 KA 20O T, (10)v)VIDBREE—3 D
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(6)

()
(8)
9)
(10)
1)

(12)

(13)

(14)
(15)

(16)

g #z

B OBRIZEDT,
ZHdnbw 3 [HiME & I12B§ 5 IR | (derivational theory of complexity) DA
WAHIRTH S, D0 [XOBM 1T Z DOIREIZHW SN SGERBIOEIZ K > TGS
N5 | (Fodor, J.A. et al. 1974, p.320) ., [Al pp.319-328 %1,
iz, factiveBIFADHILD 7 — 2 L BRENZE L T “exactly N” 2 &8 7 — 24 EiFoh
TW3,
-(PVQ E-PA-Q#MMMIZERT S,
Zh 5 D% ED ThOFNZDWTIE, A Lpp.48—550(28)—(52) % S,
fthiZ. negative factives (regret, be sorry), negative propositional attitudes (fear,
complain) FOHIAHIF LTS,
5l (53) 12451 % *(In fact/actually) &id,. ChEDERBAAMT LI LN TERNI &%
™Y,
ZOT T —FHGETRIZ A 2720121, 855A, ED KD LRI ER A EEOR
AEEFEL, EOLSGMACREFH LAV AW I hAThid A s B0,
Chierchia (2004, pp.66—70) &, MILAEMFDIENIZEROROHELIZBE T2 HRE & L
T. (i)backtracking (HFEPIEHXDHNELAHL B VHA) . (iaccommodation (35
RN IE 4 C 5854 . lilscale trancation/selection (2 7 — )L E{ADBEIIZSRA
BMbBHEA), D=2%bF T3, ZhSIFVTFREEEOMDM L v LIZREICH
592 XRMEREEZ 5h 5, SREOEE URE O EAEHO AN & R 5% S h
7ED—DTH 5,

HAFEONPLIZ L 232 h & EE D #Ex Dnegative concord itemsTdH % &\ 44 #r
(Watanabe 2004) %M L7 L T8, 22 TORBEAMNT 2bT TlRAV, &b,
GO (BEM) HEEIZLE [Lr, W] RERBALONEAHTH S,
Chierchia (2004) D#EFRNDOEEN P& LT, Russell (2004) #Z2H,
IRIRIEHIE 2 O A (F302) BREEShTW3EA, 2057, IREDEXT v 7T
HWHENB R LD &, MGETRESEWVRER TH S L WA 5,

[FREEIZH ] &3, “uncertain ¢” (= -K¢; KITZMEWIER 2R @M T1) 237,
ZAUZH L Técertain not ¢” (= K~¢) & K& & &5, Sauerland (2004, p.383)
2,
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