287

BRLRELOBROEBHICIOVWTORR
itE R

1 RESE (scalarimplicature)

£ M (focus) & REE(scale) DBRICOWVWTIE, EAOBRIMWMED
BHT, PE{MUONIBETHo 7, 22T, BEICETS
HBRH LR TH 5Rooth (1996)Tidx. REIR. XDd 2845
WCHEREYTS (BREMIZIE. EAFEEEocus feature) 2535 &
WHT L) LEIC, WHYPIRESEEFIING, SFEOLH(CL
Grice (1975))® 9 H. BDA¥(quantity maxim)P SHXHEh s &
BEROLWH I L HRIIMh OB DA TH S, Rooth (1996
27Tk, AIZE, [ROESLIANEBREZIT 2. RBRIZZOH
THRAESN, ALEABRICEI BolptBhl] vk
BEZONhEE, (12)TiRQ)NP & H %, AD)TIREL)D LS5 %, R
EEBESELSL, LREEhTWS,

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

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

TOEXFOFTRENTVEIEFTVEEOELETH S, 2D,
CCTORESRLIX. (laTik, dL [R] &R LEZI L
<y HEBICHBRTABLLLES, passed2 BT HT. BT 1
aced the exam D& ) REBREH 25900, £H58H)XH*%
Aol n) g, [f] TRBETAEBRLAZDTREVDX,
EVIERIW LI T LTH S, (D) THRET. HHSUHND
ANDZBEDERLAELS, ‘T"ICHEAZELALERZVDOTH
5, b¥HbEFIICE[EBLEVIZ LR, [H] 3B LI
D2 NGB LEDPoN, LIHREZHL, O)EFHAEATFICLT
AbHE. HEERT 3] BPLBEICE L BRO LTI, (3a)3b)
QRaCHICENENHIETIRESENRDL LI I NI 5,
EHRBERCANL LB LEFLBRET LI LS D005,
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B a H A [BRLIELYz. (BT YHRIZR BRI L)
b. 9 As [ELIEP o Tz CREBETEFRELLATZVET L)

MAF~DEREFHT L &, REFAEL TS, Rooth (1992)T
. (la)(Ib)E & R ULAEEI&. EThEh(da)db)D X I R EBREY

ERBARVFETHEE>Td,
(4)a. I aced = I passed (Rooth 1992)
b. Steve, Paul and I passed
I's l .
Steve and Paul passed Steve and I passed Paul and I passed
i PR PR !
Steve passed Paul passed I passed

(Rooth 1992 (—&R3ZE))

PZIZE — B %513, EQIEHI ML VR (FHEOSZ V) FHT
by, EFLVHE (FEREXDLV) RBATHS. daykd. [#&
BRIZEBE 7 5 72(1 aced the exam)] PRI TIE, [RBRICIEZ o7z
(I passed the exam)| HERMYDE VI BETH S, MIIRL =%\,
L7245 T, I passed the exam& \» 2iF. I didn’t ace the exam&
WwWH T EZhBa,D Lk, db)k S, Steve, Paul, and I passed
RRETIE. ZhEDTILHERBAIESTHEILD, Steve and 1
passed 23R D % HSteve passed &1 passediZBRKiLD, T, 1
passed the exam& W2 X, Steve and I passed® & & Paul and I
passedDBERENR Y LD L2 ), Z TH HSteve passed & Paul
passed & BRIV 7= %L BB, TDILHH. RERZGICE 5,

(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} >

REOAENL VRVERT, ANFLVBVERTHYH, RE<a,a,
a, -+, a >IBVT, EFadRBL LTHDILEER. RELa
IVECHIABERISTERBICEREN, a LV ELHLEHED
BEN, RESRICE 5. Gb)T INDEKIX. b)) TRAEKNE



RRLRELORROBHIIOVTORE 289

BREIRIL > TVEDT, RRELERLTHS. GO)D LI LRE

EBORARNL, Ca)2b)D L) LRESESRETAZLRPAT

Hb, :
EHIBRE. GODEH) LANBEEINS, 2

(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.

G)Tit. BAPELRESBELEAHOD AL ZBESETVEAS,
BBMmark)iZRR VERZEI 2TRELR OV, DTHINKOE
RHdfacell 2 W7 R A#EHETH S, NIFVI TTHHL. &FED
EREMOETRBNLMLTHEH, 6. Q) TRLAEL) LGE
ANDHEREHTRESENESICRELET S, 2wH 2 itbh s,

2 fEmRFevené RE
2.1 evenDERTIE5E

i M#devenTd. RENHRICENTWAZ LiX. Horn (1969)
LB, HOMPCENRTE 2. BURooth (1996)25@)DHI%E & 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 Cvon Stechow (1991: 811)ix. Karttunen & Peters (1979)®
SHEZBALT. (8)Deven [Billl D FX(92)ThHbD, TZhb
OD)D L) LEBENELLEV) 3 2F Y, Thid, ¥F0RK
TIIRBASHIZAFAL AL Do 2848 (RICBIll, Sonya,
Max, Aleck LTHK). (1000 &5 L2 BAZ2HOGE (Hs it
open proposition) PARAEEHxZ D4 ADABTEIBRE -,
(A1) D & 9 % BN (alternatives)BSFE L. BillZ BUTHL. 0
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ER) [BZ Y B Z(likelihood)] LVWHIREDTDIZICHo
ZLEERT S,

(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.

2%, (12D BREVDHHLEZDZLHPTE S,

(12) less likely more likely

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

LIAHT. (12IXG)D &) &, EMOREAFLAMORE L EIKRIIC
EHETAHLEVHOTHOLDOTRE Y, QDB LFRRICHVa V48
A—WENERALLEDPBLWS T, TREOHAR, Varvidey
PARY=XRT Ly 72 A=A LR TRLE o TwabIT
Tk, LAL4ABZARZORBICVWAE,. EVERALTS
PIARYZXRT Ly 2 2BALEVEV)IZLRBEVDOTHS
o, (1R SIPOFNEFETHLE>TRVWES S,

2.2 [EBZHHE] Leven

& Z AT, von Stechow (1991)ix [RZ VB E] ORE%even®
BHROZRPIZMY CATLESTWS, 2% 0. FEREANICEKEIZ,
QD —BIELTUNDEH T BLELZ TS,

(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=P(y), then the likelihood of p exceeds in w the
likelihood of P{a] (von Stechow 1991: —&¥H %)
2% 0, (13)Tik. A% (content)iZEHER a 2DdbDOTHY. &
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# (implicature: #:32M) X [ a YN OBIRByBXHELE L. yAINEE
PitAhSOh72dD%pLToL, pORIVEHXEP[a DRV S
XYW ETHE] L s,

L2 L. (13)DevenDEBKiZ a BBAFAINP)OBEHELATW
5, evenDEARN LI Y FH v Tid(14)A5)16)D & 5 HidIFLA L
By LiFohiv, (14)ZBERERORBOXET. RDITH .,
EDEANTDH AChris®E T, Chris®F T 5Carlodt, EA VW
DV RBOFHTH HEenalz 725 S L=OTCikhvht., #
ICEDFoTWBEEZATHB, (15)Tid. HIH(Scatena)dsFH D
PHELLH (BIrok) ~ETHRETLAEZEIEERLTS,
(16)Tix. S BEIRE(Terri)?DiZ9) 2%, Chrisk B2REFFF7DL R b
FGVTRTA4A—=DBPbY 2HRATNELZATHS,

(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 #4%¥)
(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, T #%:¥)
(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 #4:%)

(14D T#EDevenid, softerZ LR ETHDIFEH, Thid 2BH
MDhis tone gentle with suppressed anger %iF T3, Z®Devenld
softerBRL VBV FHVEPRBI DI VERLEFoTWE DT
v, 15)1ICOWVWTHRETH L, LA, ZDevenldBEH
OREMNBREBOLIMELZTIIDLEE T, AAIXANDR
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Fauconnier (1975)% —#BRZE LM, S Devend R EBOEE
#F%Onassis?D & ) L BARPICREOBRBAEETEBRA(bo L b,
W% 5Bill Gatesk THITREZASLIH) O, RENEREZERD S
CLiZHoTwd, 2D, (172RBEOKRELTFE2LTTHRRE
ARBEZVID, LALRTEZ2RTTHRAXEIARRBELVDOTDH
. ATh)ik. FFVADEI BREFHLTHLEOMFEEELZVH
b, FALZRERLTHZOMAEHALZVWEVWI Z LIZR S,

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

LI ADZW)DEH I THZ L IXTE 5, 170)DEFFEIL.
BEOBWVHFICHLT, FFVANRCOTHERILEVWIE LY
2. MOARCOTHERIZVWIEDEIPRIVFHVERVE
%, 172)Tid. ~HFRELFIBLSAZRIE RV LI DI,
IORELEFEPBRIAZBIEEVILOEIRRIVFHV, &
WHZLIThE, PRIV MELFEELTHITHIHN KE
ZEENRTHLDD, AZECTHERE Y, i LThs,
LA L. AH)ASKIO)RBTE LW L ICREDL Y, LT,
A7D&A4)A5)16) Tk, WA E DRENBREZBDTVE LV Z
BRACLLZDTH A,

2%Y, evendEEB SN AEREZBOLIRATH S, 75L&, (13)
D ContentiX RV A3 WA%, (13)DImplicaturetd M H 5 D T3 %
Vi, L8 MRS, REiZ—D2? X (dimension)icx L T—
2D K Fl(direction)® 5- 2 72 b D @ C(Murphy 1993, Koenig 1993).
evenDEFBERETORETOMELEZS L., TOHELIYHBREDE
RITHEREIRETREDEVI T ERDEL VI LD, 2F
D, (18D X 5 I LTRERVD,
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as)

< e
REOK®

(soft) even softer — (14)

Alec Sonya Max Bill — (8

(IR)DOREZZRETHE.2.3MTHD L) LARL . MPCHH T
&%,

2.3 REYXZ"oMeven

B#HeveniCBI L Tix. von Stechow (1991)Tix. —o D&k D
BLENTVA, ZOWTIR, ZO0BKRNDEOTIELL, —D
DevenTHA T, HLIIREDM(scale reversa) THIHTE S L
FkT 5,

TTANETHATHE 2V,

(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)

AYDENENIZAALT.ZOoORBEASFEZ OGNS, (20)0TH 5,

(20) a. [, [, even Syntactic Structures] [ 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)

(20a) T3 Syntactic StructuresliFM T 2 DWMELEKL VI Z LI
% A%, (20b)TidSyntactic StructursiZEHETHLOBE L VAL W
ITLITH B, T TidevenidHBHAMY LIFQRIEFAL XS ik
bhTwa, (20a)Tix. “It is hard for me to believe ” &\ JR#T
DBRKBEHIAP)DIHC, [, even Syntactic Structures]ZBEVTdH 3
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DIH L. (20b)Tix. MLIPOHNMIT. [, even Syntactic
Structures]# BV TH b, €T QDD X I ZQROEHLXRET
AL, (19D)ICIZQ20)D X S LRRIIFEELEZVE W) 2Lk 5,

(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)

2%, IRLTVSIPALIRITHTZ L i, even NPIZIXTE R
WEWH T ETHB, LAL, EBRITIZIID)ICH(202)D & I LR
b, 725, (202)D & ) zeven NPOQRIZTELWDOTH S, £
NEMRTHAFBELLTRRENDH, EEBME(negative
polarity)Z H2evenTdh %, (22)ixvon Stechow (1991: 811)D H D%
ERANTORRICEI LI, EBRLA-DDOTH 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: — ¥ % %)

A HEThiTbe 5 L H I, (22)Devenid. likelihoodD & EH
BAEBIZRoTWBEEVWHI L EDTHB, hiZ F4 YiEDauch
T AL Eh5, ¢ LAL. not _even®DBMDevenk. £9H T
ZVEDevenk ZPICHE) CLBELVDOESL I H. Lid, BE
Bt 2 Foevenid. (19b)BSHCIX, BN HVWE ) TH S,

tr LA ZhiX. Fauconnier (1975) CH S - EBEFROIYKEH
RTHHREDOHK(scale reversa) THRETE 2D TREVH, &
WHIDRZZTOERTHS, 2%, 2D & H T HHBEOY
EBRTH 5, Von Stechow (1991: 811)CHRMEN TV B X I T,
(19b)®DIt is hard for me to believe that:--AXEIZL 5T, LA
(— AL D)E& H(upward entailing(UE)DBETH -2 ) . FTADEF
EALD)E E(downward entailing(DE))DRETH 720§ 2HET
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5. REODURIIHHETE 5,

(23) a. “normal” even

ERBEE (UEW?)

d
-

REOKH (BLES)
X1 X2 SS

(23) b. “negative polarity” evenneg
) e EE (DEM?)

.
Lgl

REOJK (MEX)
SS X2 X1

DEDRBIREOMGLZFIZRITRESZLTHE, XDOEH L
REFTMRTH 5, (232) Tk, , P EMTEIRETh LY MLy
BEMTE S, (23b)Tid. REFFELTVE0T, Ml kx 8
MTahd, TRIVSLEBLYx PRV ERTE L, #
S>TERHNDERBMBRORNIRYTHS, ChitksLEhTid
A EI L BDH. BEHO-DIZUTIZERLTE L,

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

(19b) TidSyntactic Structures?BLWAERZLWIFEAL, BLw
APRZLEVIRERAE, ZOoNHEH, [BL] EAES. [Va vt
IXEOBE] DL I LBLOEASZARTEZLRBELAV] T
HY(=@20b)). [BLw] FELLES, [Vard [XEoHE] 0k
I BB LWATEAHERMTELLRIBELEZV] LI ERTHS
(=(20a)), TELW] &AL D, (232) THDMEIZSyntactic
Structures (SS)2H Y. RELZhE D EMICEI NS L RH L
ARETHMTELLVIZLILL D, #oT. [VayBELVWE
AThHoD [XEOWE] FTEMTES, LWVHIDORBLALW]
LnHZLiThB, [BHLW] EALD, (23b)TADMIZSyntactic
Structures 2%» ). REEZh I VAERMCBI B IV BELVERIZ
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ETHRTELRVEWVW)IZ LIRS, BT, [Va ryBEHLVEAR
Ths [XEOWE] CEXLZHEMTESLIZ (ThHiCR) BULH
2ol DXHWEBEADS

2.4 RELBIREEWRS

2.3WTRLACENELITRIE, eveniZREZRRE L. BE
ZEUDERN IR CRRESVIET L I Lithd, 1 HITHA
L 7zRooth (1996) BRIk % Bi # & 3" % & BK & (alternative
semantics)Tld. BEEZEIIRDB LMK LI EE GBIRE) %
A8 (presupposition) & LTWB L WH 2 ETHbH. ThITR A,
REFOEFED (19 THRRZE2N) BRETHH»5. B
RICEDITTHS,

S CTCHIEDE L 5, Cohen (1999: 58)Tix. [l U { JiRfk % midd
LEZBDT, BELBREOBBRICOVT, 29D LI bRiE&IC
#15,

- (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)

HoT, BEOHMEI)NDEHI IR D, 2F ). BREIZBRBIC
BEALEELE5Z2VOTHE, 26)TIRERER6DHEDERE
(26b)DF/E D FRIX26c)D & ) BBRIREMBFLET 500, (25)F
ELWEER S, 2% D(25b)IX25d)D & ) LBREEROOTIEE
WEWHZLTHD,

(25) Rule 1 (Negation) ALT (H[¢]) = ALT ([¢])
(Cohen 1999)
(26) a. Usually, John [agrees], with Mary.
b. Usually, John doesn’t [agree], with Mary.
c. jagree, argue, ignore}
d. {-agree, —argue, —ignore} (Cohen 1999)
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LAL., BBCTRAZ2EIIC (BIZEYDOH). BA DEE Tidevend
& Dalternativesit. HEUEMD L SOREL. FEDEN)D L
EOREFVERRICHS7-0D, EXORMIRECHL CYKS
BDTHole 2Fh, FERXEBRBEHELS5L50TH 5,

CORIRRPT EORBEICBE R\, T2 UM RERYET 505,
BREOCERITETCOHDERKTCIRDILDEZILVOTH S,
@2IDL &y, EEORFIBET L2217 T, RICHOEREESA
hWEbLLITTIREV, ChIIREDHE TH S (cf Levinson 2000:
255)c BIZIE. (23)TC. MEL L3N IMTHI2EEEELTAN
. CNDEH s, A IOF s A AF—DEEEZHMIZLT,
Logical Structure of Linguistic Theory (LSLT)& Aspects of the
Theory of Syntax (Aspects)& Syntactic Structures (SS)& # EFE &
T3, TOEHA. (282) L 28b) THNLMMOE WX, (272) & (27h)
TEhEThFEPI DL L VR 5,

27) a
BERMNER (VEM?)
REOKRE (ELE)
LSLT Aspects SS
@7 b.
.| EHRMAER (DER?)
REOKH (MRX)
SS Aspects LSLT

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

28 LW ILEOHE] SSHFBMTELOENL, Thi
DB LV [XHEBERBOFHM] (Aspects)iZBMTE 5] L) ¥
ML, (28D)TIIHIC, (oL [XEOBRZ] FEAMTEL
Wib, ThiVELY [XEEROHEM] DEMTELV] 2w
IHRID 5,

SCTC 1HMTHY LF-RESEOAZ BV L TAZV,
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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].

A)DEHBED S, < ace, pass >EWIRENRH L, BEDS
WIIDE)ORETIX(29D & ) 2 FEBMRHIAE L. NOTI[< pass, ace
SIEVIHIREICR-TWS, 5T, (30)id I didn’t ace the exam
ZERMICEET S,

(260)D & S EREAZE T LVEREFITIR. 00X 2UERR
BEZOLLEVDOTHS, LOEERIMOEZELERPICER LY
Zehb. CHIIHBTE S,

3 ¥¢&0

CCITORBITRRTEDR, KDL THB, 7., £X
THORESGERPRELZECLAERIB L E2HBL 2, RIC
evenid(1)~16)DPHWICRHN 2 L H ICRENBREBRDIME 21D
A5®OT, von Stechow (1991) (Z hixKarttunen and Peters (1979)
PoDEZFHEBBMLAELD) THEEINAIDERE (FEL2ED)
LUERBE TDeven® 2 D0DHEKIZOWVWTIE, 2200EKREZEEL
ZTd, BETCOREDOHMEEZRET AL CHHAWVRTHSL Z
LEERLL, T2, BREOBKREZOBA» L, BEORK T
EBRBEOERIRLLBZVEVWIREZELEIABATREPEZER L
. CCCHREOFGICHLTERNDERRIZVEVW)I L2
AL
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b
EFRAELTVEYE, COXILRE, HEBTREFEEL TOIY
BTHD. ChdprodropZHFTERTAHALBTRLLONE I Pidbh b
Zvy,
OXDIZEHDEMTH 545, FFEDJames B. BrownBhE R (2 H I % v
7% BLTERRLV,
Z OE R IXE R (presupposition)d % \ ix 5 TE R #1095 F(conventional
implicature) TH 5 L 3NB T L dH I, CZTRREXAELTWS
EwnH DT, £EDEE(conversational implicature)Th 2 & &
BHCERTLEIICRRAZPbLALZV, LAL, ZOFRKIR. £0
EXL)RELBVEROBTRE AR T4, WhOLRESET
v,
ZFhicH LT .(13)® “normal” evenliCHH$T 5 F4 VEORBAIZ
sogarCTHhH L Bbh b,
BEMM, Syntactic Structuresid [XEDBE] BNERDEH TH 5B,
¥ 7=, Aspects of the Theory of SyntaxiIERD [XERBOEM] &
LTH %,
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