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EREREBELEOBROEHIZOVWTORD
Ltk WA

1 RBES&E (scalar implicature)

H Xi(focus) & R E(scale) D B4R IZOWTId, HEDOBIWHRD
BMT, BB ONLIBETH-7, 2L 21T, E£4ICHT 2
HBMH LB T3 5 Rooth (1996)Tid. REEIL., XD DI
CHEAE N TS (HiEMIc. #EriEdocus feature) #4542 &
WY L) LEIL, WHhYIRESELNEINS, £FOAME(CL
Grice (1975))D 9 &, B O A#¥(quantity maxim)A» SHBE XX h 24
HeRH2Lw) e, MBImhoNsDATHD, Rooth (199¢:
27T, BRI [ROZ ELIAFRE L2 172, RBRIZF01p
TREINTZ WERAPRIIEI Zsl=neBhi] v Tl
BEZOLHNBE. (12)TXR2a)D XS . (AL)TIECHYD L H &%, R
EEENELSL, LEHEIhTWS,

(1) a. Well, 1 [passed]..
b. Well, [T] passed. (Rooth 1996)

(2) a. I didn’ t do particularly well in the exam.
b. No one other than I passed the exam.

TOEXFOFTRENTVIRSPELEDELETH L, 21,
CCTOREEELIE. (la)TiR. dL [l &8 LT TE
L EFHICHBEBHTER LSS, passed 2 EDF., BT 1
aced the exam DX ) LRRHAEZHNEAI526, 2555 K8 %
Huwiwekn) 2 L, R IREETEHRL-0TR VDT,
EVWIHIHEBPBM LI ETH B, M) TLRMET. HSUMAD
SANDZBELAKRLLZS, ‘TP ICHEAZELLERL2VWOTH
oo DIDLEZZITHAEZBL VW) LT, (] 138K L7125
o2 NIER L o7, L #RFELEL, (DEAKREIILT
AbHL, NHERY [1X] PRLEICLR DD, BROETIX. (3a)3b)
ZQRACOHICZENZNNRTHIREGENDHHE V) T ER5h b,
TNIRFBRICANT LR EFL BRTLIENH 005,
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B)a. DA [B¥]ELE. (BT OHRBR B olzT L)
b. 9 A [fE) 1D o 720 CREREETEHE B IzAIWIZT L)

DB~ DOHTEHT E X, REXMTEL TWw5bs Rooth (1992)T
X, (Ja)lb): &L FUHEF &, FREFN(4a)db)D & 9 LR EKK

BREMBRPFAETLHLEE > TS,
(4) a. I aced — I passed (Rooth 1992)
b. Steve, Paul, and I passed
e i ~
Steve and Paul passed Steve and I passed Paul and I passed
! P N !
Steve passed Paul passed I passed

(Rooth 1992 (—&RdLE))

Bl ZIEE — E 2 5iE. EDIE) 3L D v (FHEBEOS V) RHAT
HO. EAEVE (EHREILRV) RBETH S, o)k b, TR
Ep 3 8ss75  72(1 aced the exam)] 23S CTiE, [RRBRICIZZd» -7
(I passed the exam)| HRED LWV RETH L. BRIz,
L7255 T. I passed the exam& W2 {E, I didn’t ace the exam&
W S EiZhsahd L, (4b)% 5. Steve, Paul, and I passed
AV TIE, TR TFICHHEHITETH D, Steve and |
passed S 2.0 7% 5 Steve passed& 1 passedidB Do 72, 1
passed the exam & \» 213, Steve and I passed® 7€ & Paul and I
passedDHENFEY LD L% Y, T T H 5Steve passed & Paul
passed E RV b, SO EN L, RERGIIE S,

(5) a. <1 aced, I passed >
b. < {Steve, Paul, and I passed}, {Steve and Paul passed / Steve
and I passed / Paul and I passed}, {Steve passed / Paul

passed / I passed} >

RNEOAENE DEVWEHET, AVLVFHVEETHY ., RE<a, a,
a, =+, a >IBVT, BEFaPRHAL LTHEDALETIX, RELa
IVEICHLIERILETERNIIEESN, al WV EILHLEED
HEN., NEEEIILDL, Gb)THIHNOEFKIZ., Ub)TRA-ERWE
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BHBIREL->TW2DOT, FRELELTHS, G)DL ) HRE
EROFRP S, 22D LS BREGEFRET S LEPHET
b5,

EHIFERE, DL ) LAIFBRSh S,

(6) a. #Well, I [passed], but the mark I got was rather disappointing.
b. Well, I [passed],, but the [mark], I got was rather disappointing.

(7) a. #Well, I [passed], — in fact I aced it.
b. Well, I [passed]. — in fact I [aced], it.

O)T, EAPEIRESELEAGEDOD 5 L2k STV 528,
HBmark)iZR RV ERZBE2RTIELE S 2V, (DTLH O
HAlacell T W(Ta)RTBBETH L, NIFVIFTH R, AFD
SETHROBE TR LELTH A, O, Qa)TRELAEL D 2éE
NDWBEAFTREGENESIZZEET S, LW 2 idxbh s,

2 f£SEFeven:tRE
2.1 evenOERT LEHE
Bl GevenTd., REVWHRICEShTHwWEZ L (. Horn (1969)

Pk, BS503R TE . BURooth (1996)2 5@)DHI % & 5,

(8) John even introduced [Bill], to Sue. (Rooth 1996)
(9) a. Content: even [Bill] . = Bill
b. Implicature: The likelihood of John's introducing someone

other than Bill is higher than the likelihood of his introducing
Bill to Sue.

< Z Tvon Stechow (1991: 811)i&. Karttunen & Peters (1979)®
S EIHL T, (8)Deven [Billl O HIX(92)THY., T2 5
OD)DE) LFBEBELZ LV, * 2F ), Thid. ¥FoRR
TIEMMASINTAR L AL d o 28 4H (KIZBIll, Sonya,
Max, Aleck LTHEK). Q10D X)L ERXZ2HOHE (Hs it
open proposition) DA EHxZ D4 AOLAHI CTE X2 72,
(A1)D X 5 % ER B (alternatives)3FEE L., BillZ BUHL., 20
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FmEH (D5 X(ikelihood)] EWVWIREDOTFTDITZHIZHo 72
EEEET 5,

(10) John introduced x to Sue

(11) a. John introduced Alec to Sue.
b. John introduced Sonya to Sue.
c. John introduced Max to Sue.
d. John introduced Bill to Sue.

SFD, 1D LI BREXHHLEEZDLILNTE S,

(12) less likely more likely

I | l
J. intro. Bill to S. J. intro. Max to S. J. intro. Sonya to S. J. intro. Alec to S.

LIAT, QRGP LS %, EMORANFLMOEE & BRAIC
EBTHEVHSTHOLDTIE RV, @DFELFRERIZDH YV a 2F
A—IZEN BB LIS EWST, FhebBk, Yarvidey
AR ZXRT Ly 7R A=A LR TEEE > TS bIT
Tt v, L2LAABEZERZFORICVWRE, EVERALTT
P AR ZXRT Ly 22 BALEnENnHIZ LIV THS
Mo, IS IADBEHIFEETLHEE>TRWVWES ),

2.2 [RZINHI] Leven

¥ Z AT, von Stechow (1991)ix [V H X ] OREXxevend
FEROGIIZHY) ZATLE S TS, 2% ), FERANITERET,
Q% —BALLTUND I IR B EEZTWA,

(13) Semantics for “normal” even:
Content: even|, a ], =a, where a is an individual
Implicature:even[, a |, is: there is a property P such that
there is an x such that x#[ a] and for all p such
that if there is at least one y such that y#[a ] and
p=DP(y), then the likelihood of p exceeds in w the
likelihood of P[a]. (von Stechow 1991: —ZRSLE)
2F 0, (13)Tid. WhEconten))IXEHREHL a ZDDHDOTHY, &
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B (implicature: ¥38M8) 1 [ a SN DBIRBy S TEE L. yARE
PEANGNZHDEpLTH L, pOEI D HZIZPa ORI Y 5
SEDETHE] s,

L»L. (13)DevendD FBRIZ a KL ANNP)OBEGITBHE LT Y
%o evenDIERX M LD HTi(14)(15)(16)D X 5 etz L A L
WY EFbShzv, 1)EBRETORBOXFET. LDOITH I,
EDODBANTH BChrisOFK T, Chris®FTdh 5CarloAs. BAW
HVIZIIRFDOFHETH BElenall 7236 LD Tlder v, 3
WZHDHF->TWDBLEIATH D, (15)TiE. HIFH(Scatena)2s D
BHEZXB (BlIEOR) ~ETHREATLAZEIZERLTWS,
(16)Tid. FEIZETerr)®iZ ) A, Chrisk ¥7=RA2FT7DL X b
TVTCRTA—=DBEPDLY ZKATHELIATHS,

(14) “At Chris’s house,” Richie repeated, his tone gentle with
suppressed anger. “Who else was there?”
“No one.”
Richie nodded. “That’s right, Terri. No one. And what
did they do?” His voice was even softer now. “Draw pictures? Play
with dolls? Or maybe they played dress-up.”
(Richard North Patterson, Eyes of a Child, 1994: 81, T &% #)
(15) -+ “So what do you want?”
“My original deal. The one you turned down so Scatena
could give you
even less time with Elena.”
(Richard North Patterson, Eyes of a Child, 1994: 84, F ¥4 %)
(16) Terri laughed and decided to order another martini.
-** The second martini, Terri discovered, was even easier
than the first.
(Richard North Patterson, Eyes of a Child, 1994: 109, T %i%%)

(1D FT#E Devenld. softerz M &35 b0 Thid 2 Bl
Dhis tone gentle with suppressed anger# %3 T\ 5, = Devenld
softerL DI D HVWELRI NI VENES - TVELEDIFT
X0, (I5)ANZOWTHRIKTH S, L LA, ZDevenidIBEA G
DRENBREEDIBELTI2HDEF - T, FAIZANDIZ
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Fauconnier (1975)% —#®ZE L:HI72H5, T Devend & LROEE
R OnassisD & ) LEHABNICREORESHRERITRRA(bo L b,
WE 4 5BIill Gatesk THTREZAID) O, RENBEREED L
TEWhoTWD, 2F0, (172)iIiBdDRELRTEZ-TTHRXS
ARBELZVWED, FALRERZLTTOLRXEAIRELRVDOTH
D, A7b)d. FF T ADEILRKERLTHTOMHZE A WVH
5, FALKERLTHLZOHBIZHEHAZVWEWVW) T LIIkb,

(17) a. Even [the loudest noise], doesn’t bother my uncle.
b. Even [Onassis]. cannot afford this place. (Fauconnier 1975)

2L, INZEA)D LI IZHHTEILIETE S, 1TH)DEFEI
HMOBWHFICELT, 2 F AN+ HE2EZZ2WI E XD
2. MOARZOTHEBEZAZVILEDEIPRIDHVEIITVZ
%o (172) T, FRELFIFPXIAZEI I LW L XD,
FDRNELEFEIWRLEAZRIEZWVWIEDEIIPRIY)HW, &
WH T WD, DI WD, MELRFLELTRHITHIDN. KE
REERZTHEDL. ARRITHENIEN, L0532 ETHA,
L2 L. (1)) 16)HHTE LR W EICIREDL ) 2w, €L T,
(17) £ 14)(15)(16)TiZ, WHE D RENBREZBDOTNELENH T L
BRILZDOTH 5,

2F Y, evenldHESINI-REZ2HRDODLEHTH S, §5&. (13)
D ContentiX [EWV A3 W A3, (13)DImplicatureld A S 5 D Tix &
Wi, LB C EAHES, REIZ —2DRIt(dimension)iZxf L T—
SO FH(direction)Z 5 2. 72 b D7 D T(Murphy 1993, Koenig 1993).
evenDEHBEF 2 FORETHHEEZZ DL, ZOMHIY LREDEH
HTRNSBEIZETRIDEWV)IZ RS EIIhD, 0F
D, QDL H % Z LTl
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(18)
< BEHRBMERE
REED 1A
(soft) even softer - (14)
Alec Sonya Max Bl 8)

(IBYOREZHETHE. 2. 3MTHI L) AHBRL MHICHHC
&5,

2.3 REXZoOb®even

BlleveniZB LTI, von Stechow (1991)Tit. oD EHEIDH
5EEINTVE, COMTIZ. ZOo0B®REHLOTIZLRL, —D
DevenTH T, HEIIREDWilK(scale reversal) THETE 2 &
Fikd %,

FFANETHATHE -,

(19) a. It is hard for me to believe that John can understand even
[Syntactic Structures]..

b. It is hard for me to believe that John even can understand

[Syntactic Structures].. (von Stechow 1991)

ANDZNENIIHhA LT . Zo0ORAEASEZ SN D, (200TH 5,

(20) a. [, [, even Syntactic Structures] L, It is hard for me to
believe that John can understand x]]
b. [, It is hard for me to believe that [, [, even Syntactic
Structures] |, John can understand x|
(von Stechow 1991)

(202) TidSyntactic StructuresiI¥RET L OBMHE LR L VWS 2 L2
A%, (20b)TidSyntactic StructursiZFERET L2008 L VWAL »
IR LD, T TldevenldHEZHBEY LIFQR)ERIL & 5 2
B TWb, (20a)Tld. “It is hard for me to believe ” &5 47
DR RIEFTAPYDAZ, [, even Syntactic Structures]ZBEWTH 5

NP
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DI L. (20b)Tik. W LIPOHNMIZ, [, even Syntactic
Structures]# BV TH b, FZT. CHDIX I LQROEREXET
% E. (190)21E(202)D & O BRI GHEL TV E V) T EIlh b,

(21) QR: Adjoin NP to a dominating IP, leave a variable x at the
original place (the “trace”) and adjoin x to IP.
(von Stechow 1991)

DF D, FERLTWABIPASIITHMT I LIE, even NPICRTE L
WEWH T EThb, LAL, EBIZIZA9IDICH(202)D X 9 LR
2B Do 7585, (202)D & ) Zreven NPOQRIEZTELRVWDOTH S, £
NERETHHFELELTRRINZON, HFEHME(negative
polarity) & #2evenTd %, (22)iZvon Stechow (1991: 811)D H D % .
FHANTORRIZEI LHIW. BEHLLLDTH S,

(22) Semantics for “negative polarity” even_:
Content: even| ,a]. = a, where a is an individual
Implicature: even|, a |, is: there is a property P such that
there is an x such that x #[ a ] and for all p such that if
there is at least one y such that y#[ a ] and p=P(y), then
the likelihood of P[ a | exceeds in w the likelihood of p.
(von Stechow 1991: — B %)

(13)E BT hiZb2 b X 512, (22)Devenid. likelihood D& HH
B TVDBEVWITELRDTH D, ThiF FA Vakdauch
T A b, ¢ LAL, not evenDBDevenk. #9 T
rEEDevenE ZMIZH/I S EBELVDESL ) B Lo b, B
Bt & Foevenid. (19D)SSHIE, BMBEY L2 VE ) TH S,

tr LA 2 id. Fauconnier (1975) TR I -G BER OB
R THHREDML(scale reversa)THBTX LD TId v, &
WIHDBZZTOERTHB. 2FH. 2D L) L EEEMKROM
R THS, Von Stechow (1991: 811)THEBMIN T3 L H 1T,
(19b)DIt is hard for me to believe that-A33MRIZ X - T, E~D
(—HAL D) & F(upward entailing(UE)DIRETH 720, TNOGF
FEALD)E B (downward entailing(DE)DORETH 720 THET
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HE, REOHEIIFHHTE 5,

(23) a. “normal” even

< BERMEE (UEW?)

REDHH (L)

X1 X2 SS

(23) b. “negative polarity” evenneg

BN EE (DEM?)

REDHA (HHS)

SS X2 X1

DEORBKIZIREOMIEZFI SR THRIE 42, ROLS5 %
RHHUETH Do (230) TR, VBB TERIZRL Y M Ax
ZHMTE 5. (23D)Tid. REFSHELTVE0T, M¥hx 28
BTERINE. #h i DAPLELVYx IREVEBTE RV, #
>TRDEFHBRORMMIRYETHL, ChicksrErhTid
AL E D 2B Dh, MHEDLDIZUTIZEELTE L,

(19b) It is hard for me to believe that John even can understand
[Syntactic Structures],.

(19b) TixSyntactic StructuresH# L WAL WIHFHEAE, B LW
ARIZEVIIBAL, ZOVHEH. LW Farid, [Ya rpt
[MEOBE] DL LR LVASZHEBTELLRELNV] T
H(=20b), [BHLw] HEAES, [Vard (ol ok
VEHLOATEIZEBTELLEIBLEV] LWIHIBRTDH S
(=(20a)) [BELW] HALDL, (232)THDWIZSyntactic
Structures (SS)Z*H D, RELEFL I VAEMICEI NS L ) BHL
KiIETHRTELLVIZLIChD, fEoT. [VarizBELVWE
ATHDL [NEOHE] FTHRTESL, LVWIDIRELIMHZV]
EWVWIT LR D, [BLV] Biaib, (23b)TA DMIZSyntactic
Structures 2°H . RELEFRLIDAMICE N A X D #EL VAR
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ATHBTCERVWEWVWIZ LIRS, T, [Va rBHBLuVEA
ThbD [LEOHE] TIXRAHMMTELLIZ (ChHick) BLA
72\ | DXL BIEAD S

2.4 R LBRRPEWRR

2. 3MTHRU-ZEMNELITNIIE. evenlIREZARE L. &
%G UDER IR CIIREAF T L EWH) 2 Lilh b, 1 TR
L 72 Rooth (1996)® # R Bk % Ai & & 3 % & BK & (alternative
semantics) T, EEERICRHLL L ORI EE (GBI %=
Hi#&(presupposition) & L TWAEWH 2 L THbH, THIZHEZIR,
REFOEED (1HTHRRAZ D) BRETHLN O, A
RIZEBITTH S,

= CRIEAE L B, Cohen (1999: 58) Tl [l U { BRML % HiH
YEZBDOT, BRELBREOBMBRIIOWT, CHD X ) Lkl
#T 5,

(24) Since alternatives are determined by presupposition, and
since, in a given context, presuppositions are unaffected by
negation, I propose that the set of alternatives induced by a
negated expression is equal to the set induced by its non-
negated counterpart|.] (Cohen 1999: 58)

PHoT, HEDCHAZE)DEIHIIZHRD, 2F )., HEIZERIKIZ
BHALEBLEEZRVWDTHD, (26)TIEHEER6DLHEDHE
26b)DEED. Bl AIEC6c)D X ) RBEIREABFATLHHH. (25)iF
ELWEEZ B, 2F H(E5DIXERSDD & 9 LB RBZRH>OTIIA
WEWH T ETH b,

(25) Rule 1 (Negation) ALT (-l¢]) = ALT ((¢1])
(Cohen 1999)
(26) a. Usually, John [agrees] with Mary.
b. Usually, John doesn’ t [agree], with Mary.
c. fagree, argue, ignore}
d. {-agree, margue, —ignore} (Cohen 1999)
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L2L. BIfiCTRAZL I GFIZEYDM). BL O EETIZeven®
i Dalternativesid. HEUEK)D L EOREL ., HEDER)D &
SOREFSEMFRICH L5720, BEEORFIIREICHEL C¥iEd
BDTHholzo 2N, BEXBINWEICHELZEZ 2D TH 5,

CORBEIT FOBEICAZ 2 v, 2 LACRERSES 25,
BREOEFIBECTODERECOLRDLEILEILVOTH S,
2NDL &b, REDIRFEFHET L7200 T, RICHEHEAKIA
NELLZDLITFTIELRV. THIZREDOHETH 5(cf. Levinson 2000:
255) BIZIX. 23T, ML LRLZARNIMTHIEELEE L TAN
. QNDE b, IMOFarxaF—0FEEELHIZL T,
Logical Structure of Linguistic Theory (LSLT)& Aspects of the
Theory of Syntax (Aspects) Syntactic Structures (SS)& # EF &
T 5. TOHE. (28a) & (28b) THN B BMOE W IZ. (272) & (27D)
TEZNThHBIhbE W3R 5,

(27) a.
“ BERMEE (UEM?)
REOHH (HLS)
LSLT Aspects SS
27) b.
> ERKEE (DEW?)
| REOKH (HRX)
SS Aspects LSLT

(28) a. He can even understand Syntactic Structures.
b.He can’t even understand Syntactic Structures.

(28a)i3 T#EL v [XHEOHE] SOVHMBTELDENS, Fhi
D5 L [LEHEBOHEMN] (Aspects)iZBHTX 5| v HEmas
@<L, 28b)TIXHIZ, [HOffiHL [XHEOMFK] PHERBRTEX L
Wb, TRIDELY [XHEHEFZOHENM] bAMTELZV] v
) HEFAID Do

CIT, 1HTHRY LIF-REGEOPZ BV L THaV,
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(1a) Well, I [passed].. (Rooth 1996)
(4a) I aced — I passed (Rooth 1992)
(29) I didn’ t pass — I didn’t ace

(30) Well, I didn't [pass]..

(4D EFEIED S, < ace, pass >EWVWIRENH L. HEDS
WIZDE)DBRE TP & 9 2 EFHEAEASE L. NOT[< pass, ace
S|EVAREIZES>TWS, K- T (30)iX I didn’t ace the exam
rERNICEET 5,

260)D &) HREZET L VERBEFI TR, 20X RlERR
BEILEZVOTHL, COEZFIDMOERZERNICTELRZV
ZENL, ThIZHHTE %,

3 E&O

CCFTOHRBTRNTELDIZ, KDL THb, TF. EX
TOREGERLPREZGICLAERP B I EEZMBIL 2. RIZ
evenlI(14)~(16)DFNZR SN L X HICRENBRR L BO LB X 25
A DT, von Stechow (1991) (Z hiiKarttunen and Peters (1979)
NPODEZFHEHEBL-LD) THHBSINLDERYE (HTEZ2&0)
CUEBE TOeven® 2 2D FHRIZOWVWTIX, 200EKREZIRE L
L TH, BETORBEONEAZNET S L THHWTETH L Z
LEFERL, I BREOBKRBOBALH, BEDORETIE
BIREOEZEIRDORVEVW) HEEIHITRENEZZERELL
. CCTHREOMSRICH L CEROER IR VWEV) T L2
L7,
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a5

BEABFLTVAHY, ZOXILEE. BABTRERLEL T O
JE'C »bo Chprodropt HFTEETAHALRSAHDONE I NiIbes
m\,
YD) IXEZDIEBTH 525, A% DJames B. BrownB HE I HIH 2 v
73, MLTEH LV,
> O EHEILHTR (presupposition)d % W i3 5 BB 3 B(conventional
implicature) Th 2L 3NB L HBHH, CITEREFAELTVDS
Y wnwy S DT, A DS B (conversational implicature)Th % & ]
EWICERTLEIICHRALIDD LNE V. LaL. TOEEIEF, £0
BEIOVRE l‘gﬁb\%$®?§%€’ GETAHEIR. WHhOWALRERET
v,
2RI LT .(13)® “normal” evenlIHIHn$ 5 F4 VEDORIIRZ
sogarThHhH EBbNI S,
BeH 753, Syntactic Structuresid [LEOHE] BERD L HTH 5o
¥ 7=, Aspects of the Theory of Syntaxid & [LikEBEOHEM| &
LTH 5%,
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