IPSUNINEA 3 S
KA BOR (BRIRALA) - BR300 (RIS

25

BB A SR LB D i1, HEB D 2 5 A (comparison class) ¥ Z D m{bZ W2 b D (Klein (1980)
2 ¥) IR (degree) EH W2 b DICKAIEINS. 2 LT, AR SBENRICE S S DO HFREERITIC
BENTW 2 2EESIMPIHNTWVS. Lo, HAFED kD) HESUZOWTIIREZHAWS 2t
THiIIEE L, ZOREMZ DI SWCRA20PERR-oTED, RO 7 X2 HWiminico
WTIEIMEIINT IR o7z AT, TEh ) HBSOHEIED NIy 245 L5514t 3
JF# X (positive form sentence) ICBA3 2#EEICEH L, 2 209k b3 2. BBE S Cld bt
JRHSC TR 2 SCREIF 72 ELEE AR IC B T 2 Bl B £ T winie o, MEOHEZEHTER
W, =7, D7 5 2RV HTE, FERCTHHEBRITHHEDO S S RA2BRT 2205,
MEOHENEYNCEETEZ2. ZLTIOHEREIH DX, X b HEBSUZHOWTIFHED 7 5 2
WS DE S PEBRNICENRTWE 2 B TRT 5.

1 FC®IC

BRI AR B D AN 2 O S 5. 1 DX, B (degree) 123D D TH D (Cresswell (1976),
Kennedy (1999) ft), & 5 1 DX D 7 Z X (comparison class) 1235 $ D TdH % (Klein (1980) fth). # LT,
K& 72 ERE DS AR A D 2R ZRRIZL, ThSDHHD S5 5 &5 REERINICEN TV 3 ik
HFH FFDHN TV B (Hohaus and Bochnak (2020) #5H8). L LAah s, HARZED kb HESUIZOWTIE,
REZHWTOM T2 2 2iifde L7252 T NED) HEXOREEZIZ 2 2 8RR > TED (Beck
et al. (2004), Kubota (2011), Sawada and Grano (2011) i), tt#D 7 5 2% AW OZ LSOV TIZ I E
THRETINT IR o AT, TE D RSO FEEE2 RS NI 25 LABIcAET 2HEICERL,
BEEZHWIN B0 7 7 220wz TEh ) Mo nshielties 2. 2 LT, o7 I 2% HW250H
X, BEEZHOWZOM B MEOHE L EUNCEHRTEZ2 2R, HBDZ I RERA WM DIES
A TED ) SO L TRBRIICBNR TWR Z e 2 TR T 5.

AFROREBUILLTO@ED TH 5. 2 HicB VT, MIEEED NI 2 TXh ] HBSOfH G L SE I BREEA
7 D JF ) (positive form) 2B T 2 HEENA L 2 Z e 26T 5. Hit < 3HITHBWT, BESHOREZMBIL, iR
AZBW TR (positive form sentence) DFFFRIZ FW 541 2 XARMAFIY 72 LEBRELHEICBE 3 2 Y& s ks
Zehs, MEOHENEHTERVWI L ERT. 4HICBVT, KD 7 7 212h LI oW TlE, () By
HESOIBWTHE O 7 7 2082 En s 2, () MRFEED NE 12 &k 2 RERFTHE (scalar presupposition), (iii)
OO TIREZIN LN, @3 OZFHTIUIME L 2 2 HEIEYNCEHRTE 2 Z e 2T, 5 HizkaE
95,

2 BT NEEED NI 25 LEBRICELSH#HE

HITRT &1L, tall® TEWV) D XS BBMA 7 — % F50 BRI A O R O BEABEE SR & > TE(LS
% (Kennedy (2007) ftl). & ZC, HAFEICBIIBEFADFEHFLL X T D ZROLEERFALERE T DL T 5.

(1) a. Tarois tall. / KERIZEDE .

b. AR 1: KEBIX 170ecm TH D, BB OEF KO B EZLNTWS. ZOHA, (1a) I3H.

c.  XHR2: KERE 170ecm TH D, NZATEFLHOHEEZLENTWS. ZOHE, (1a) 134,
UL, BIA T — VR R OB A O RO BEBMHEE, SXIRMRIEN R OB EICH L OERESIh 57280
TH3. Lol tchiuE, HEDETFOFRTENEVWE T5-00HHEY  NZXFBFORTEREWE T 57
HDOFEENEL L. FHOZ, MEOKRTFZLEEL LTWAXIRL &, NZAFEFEZBEICLTWAR2 T, (la)
DEMBEI R 5.

—7, BT — BB AFOHREDIE P T D) SO BEBMEIZURICIE T TELES, =
NEDXYDBETH 728 LTHEHRUIEE (entail) T2,

1. Beck etal. (2004) D TIEFBELSHVWLNTWSD, TXD | HEBSUIHFED I 22 D degree abstraction ZfEbRWVWE LTW5.
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(2) a. Tarois taller than Jiro. 4 { Taro / Jiro } is tall / not tall.
b.  REBIEREFK D EDEW. A { KEB/ KER } EEEW/ EH3E RV,

Bz, KEBAS 170cm, KEBAS 168cm TH B & § 2. ZDIFE, (1) DXAR 1, XK 2 DWFHIZBWT D “Taro is
taller than Jiro.” / T RERIZREB X D EDE W] IZETH 3.

LoL, MIEEED Ny %2 TED ) G LEE, TED ) oHEE HESCO EFED R Efi7z X 0w e n
IWERIEL .

3) a Xk X BRDANZATENE, REZX2D5 NOFEEGEEEL T30 RBEEZHRLTWS. B
1E, X ERDANZT D AR X ZLLTFD 5 NTH 5:
{~=¥F 175ems XTIV 178ems T 2 178ems ¥ 2 V' 179ems X7 180em }

b. KEBBE~TAFIDIEELREV. FES5TALD. ~ KB, P FH1X, RE X5 AOHFTIEENEL ZW»

(3b) & (3a) DMK THEELHE, TEh) HEXDOFETH2 TREE) & ThD) OHTHZ =¥+ 12, &
DELBRVWEWIHENEL B. 28, <3 4] 13175em TH D, BHORETSZIEEIEVLEWZ B, ZDF-
B, ZIZTHELHER, REED NI CEVBEAINS =¥ 4 OREES (alternative set) D 5 A (= {
XY, XTI,V ave, X5 HIZKDES NS HEBOEMEICH LD b DTH S, LLEOBIZIZE 4)
DEITFEEDHLNS.

@) ®\g Ty HESUcHBEED NI 265 LRBOHEE
X1ZY EDhIEP) T, X2 YDY DREBESICESXIEINP OHEBEELZBZ TWRVEWLD
HENET 2. P IRIEEFRREL §5)

ATk, N 2G5 LESECEOLNS LFEOHEEZ S LI, BEEHAWE Tkh ) BSOS L gD 2
AW RS 5.

3 EESHOMESR

3.1 REESROE

A TR X 512, MR T — V2R OBRBEAFL, RIS TIESUIRKTERNZ2S, HBSE CUESUIRMKTER T ld 7
{, FRXEERE LRV WS RBEFRFD. ZOREEIRZ 27012, BESH T T TEMEEHAOERE (5) ©
X2 WZfER%E ¥ - TZDEEBIEETFNC X > THRE SN S X7 — LT OREE %R 3 &% (measure function)
TH 2 LIRET % (Kennedy (2007) ).

(5) [tall/ FAENN ] = Ax. HEIGHT(x) (e, d)

(la) D & 5 RJFHCC T, FEVELERIRTERERR pos DTFEDPMRIEZ L%, posiE, (e,d) DIEEFL D (e,t) Dk
FEERIRT T, UMK R LEEYE (=5(9) ZEAT 5. ZO0HD D & TlE, (la) DEMEFIILITO &
ST 5.

6) a.  [pos]=Age, a-Mx. gx) >s(g) (Kennedy 2007:17)

b. [(a)]
= [pos ([ tall ]|)([ Taro])
= HEIGHT(Taro) > s(tall)

c.  (la)is true iff Taro’s height is greater than or equal to the contextually determined standard for tallness.
pos 12 & DA X2 HLIHEHE s(9) IISURIKIFINT D 2728, (1) TRE &5 BRBMA 7 — L2 RO BRBEEAF O
JERSL D SRIKAF D Z B2

—77, HEBSUZEXAREEE D 2L, HEBYAETH o2 LTHERXZEE LRV, 202 i, HiKE
REED (Ta) DI REKRER>ZICLDIEZOLNS

(D a. [-er] =Age,ay-AxAy. g(y) > g(x) (Kennedy 2007:5)

b. [@]
= [-er ([ tall ([ Jiro )([ Taro ])

= HEIGHT(Taro) > HEIGHT(Jiro)

c.  (2)is true iff Taro’s height is greater than Jiro’s height.
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HESZ DIGEE pos 12 & B XXRRIFI 2 LB IZ WSS, FiEr TX by OENFOBRERY (Z 2Tk
KEBE REEDEDEX) Dl Eh s, zhwz, HBSOIXIRIKFEDS W 2, Q) DL REBYPETH -
722 LTh, FRIASEINLZ W L haHEN 3.

3.2 REESROMER

iz, BESHOD L THRFEELRT N3 2 TXD) MBSO E LB EOHEIMEZ SN0 5 0%
F2 5. ARETE, MEBFED NI 12V T, Sawada (2007) D73HT (= (8)) AT 5. ZOHHHC KUz,
NE i FHy 2 HEGERICH D, anti-additive presupposition & scalar presupposition % A 3% (Sawada (2007) I,
o 2 BEIHERE (conventional implicature) & L TW5 2%, Z Z T fEHE _LHICHTEE (presupposition) & L TH
<). anti-additive presupposition (%, XEMEDEADOHFICBL K2 D DMBIFET 5 Z &, scalar presupposition 1
prejacent DREHEDOESDOTP TR O AIREENEVWHIETH 2 Z L 2 ERT 2 0 NOERIIFHEERT O T
% . Beaver (2001) ZZR.)).

®)  [E]=Ap, ey Aw. 0Fqlg € [p]*" ANg#p A —=gw) ] Anti-Additive Presupposition
AVqlg € [p]*" A q #p — likelihood(g) < likelihood(p)]) Scalar Presupposition
A p(w) Assertion

BEZHAWE TEb ) iz oW T, Beck et al. (2004), Kubota (2011), Sawada and Grano (2011) 72 212 &
D, A ROMPRBREINTVS. HIERICEWVWIH 2 DD, WTFAODH T TX D) o B TIRHE
FED LSk FIRR ISR TEA XN 5 SRR 72 LEIFEEDI S IR X iz,

9) a.  KERE~¥A L DEIE.
b.  [(92)] = HEIGHT(Taro) > HEIGHT(Masao)

SHETED N ¢ Tk b X OBRES T EHASDEIGEDEHEMHIEIRD X 512/ 3. 723, Tomioka
(2010) HzfEwV, SIRFED NI BEXEREPERRE LT 2 IRET 5.

(10) . [ [y REE [T 9 Je & D #25 ]
b.  [KEE=HA L DIEEIEV]

= [&]q[alD
=M.0(3qlq € [[]}ALT Aq# A —g(w) | Anti-Additive Presupposition
AVqlg € [[A]]* A g #[A]— likelihood(g) < likelihood(( A ]) Scalar Presupposition
A (w) Assertion
C. [[ H ALT

= [ RERIE [ =3 F Jp KD EAEN]AT
=Ap.p = 3x[ x € [Masao |*"" A Taro’s height > x’s height],

where [ Masao |*" = { Masao, Takeru, Satosi, Ryouma, Takesi }
= {Taro’s height > Masao’s height, Taro’s height > Takeru’s height, ... , Taro’s height > Takesi’s height}

d. Assertion: [[]] = HEIGHT(Taro) > HEIGHT(Masao)
e.  Anti-additive Presupposition: Jg[q € [[]]ALT A g # “Taro’s height > Masao’s height” A —g(w) ]

f.  Scalar Presupposition
Vgl q € [[]}ALT/\ q # “Taro’s height > Masao’s height”
— likelihood(g) < likelihood(“Taro’s height > Masao’s height™)]
& “Taro’s height > Masao’s height” is the most likely among its alternatives

FRLOEHGEMAIZ K AU, assertion 1& TRESOEDEG SN HFDOEFDOES LD HKEWV] iR, 72, anti-
additive presupposition 12 & D, [[A]]*" OFIC, prejacent TH 2 [TREBIZ~H 4 X D EXE ) LIZBRZ2HTH
ZEENEENTVS ZeDERING. DD, ¥+ ORBES (= [Masao]*") OHIZ, KEFL D &0
FEWADTEET 2 Z e B EREI NS, 51T, scalar presupposition 12 & D prejacent TH 2 TRES~V 4 KD
N A [[A]]N O TR AR ASEWRETH 2 Z L AEREINS. ZOEREHZT DI, (=¥ 4
ORBEE (= [Masao M) OHFT T<wd4 | Db EMEL RFAER S0, 2k, UTOBHICLZDHD
TH5. il p, qBLT, p2iq XD BAREEDRE VLI, p D g K DIERFNICER SN Z e 283, &
KR x, y, 2 DTFIEL, y Dz XD BEMEVNIGE, p=xDPy XD IEBEV] 28X, Tg=x23z £ D EPEH
W ZRIKo TIERFRICER IS, ZLTIDEE, pDFihqg & D DAJEEEDEL RE201HTH 3.
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Kz, THHOEHEMNS, BMEE o TWwS TRES, w3 A EEE LRV EWHSHENIET 208 5 H
IZDWTHE % 5. assertion & anti-additive presupposition IX LB & A O BEHRA B 2R T2, Fiib L7z & 51k
AT XREAFHI 2 OE S OHEBERICE T 2 HRE S 2. Zhwz, ZhshoHREIFET RV, $i,
scalar presupposition (& =4 AR —FEHMEV] LW R EROBHRNELZ R TN, 2200 bREOHEITE
LRV, B8RS, UTORIDRT X512, & s ke Rk, 288 L2006 TH 5.

(11) EHEEX 183cm 7228, 5 ADL AT —DHFT—FEIMEW. 4 EHIEEEEREL 20

PEED, TED ) BSUCBEMEZRA LI5S, MREED N 205 LBoEHCOCE T 2 #E 2 3
TSI e TERV. 2L, BESHERALRZSES, T ) o BEREFICERCTHWSNS
XHRMRAFH 72 L E D RN E EN RN DTH 5.

2T, MEFED NT) BRPBREEAFEOERICE T 2H#HELZ /26 LTS e 3UX, BESHITHM
FEOWENEHRTE22EZI N0 LW, R, Greenberg (2018) 1 even DSBS TH W & N7z FRIC Rk
NI T EHEEZ LTI ICERL, even BMRICEMR % R $ 2 BT W & 1 5 SKIRIKIF IV 72 FEB G HE D
HRESRI B2 9MEZRBEL TNV S,

Lo LAads, MEREED NI WL TZoBOSHEZEAT2 Z 2 iEfEND 5. UTOFINRT XS
12, MEEEED NI Z2HEBSUS LGS, BRCOR T X720 e WO HEEEICEL 201 Tldizw.

(12) a. KENE=HAHIEEEREL 2V, ~ 2T FIEEE .
b.  KEBEZ=HAZLWEEIE L RV, ~ v FIEELE D

(12a) 2R T K512, NFE ) ZHVWRHESC T, NEY ) OEBFEHR 23 2w HEEDL4 T % (Tanaka et al.
(2019)). 2L T, MEEED N & NI KNG LEGEDABOHENEL S, 20D, MEFED N
M TEby sy NEY ) EBSCTXAR 2 LRI ICBE 5 2 B2 2 EHRESHT 2 EZX 20, NIEY )
XOBEII I T 2 HRESHB LRV EZ Z20ENH S, LHrL, ZHEFEF LRV

4 RE ROV SRICEDISTH

ERUZ& 512, BESHOMBEMIIEHR L Tk XTSRRI 2IEENE - BRZZiHo7-. K
BT, MECHRICIERESRTZ 2N TE L0 TH 2 Klein (1980) HIC X B HED 2 5 212d L DL i %
FHTE, SRTEEO N3 25 LEGSERAE T A HELIHEYNICGER T2 2 2 TiRT 3.

41 LHBDISRICEDI BRI LB DD

Klein (1980), Burnett (2014) 512 & 27 TlX, BREEAF O FEHR R RS 2 BRIC@RDEESTH 2D 7 5
2 (=X) R EN . (1) X E, BREEEEFOREK =P) 3. X P THIEGL ZOMERIIHEIT 3.

(13)  For all models M, all CCs(comparison classes) X C D, all predicates P, and individuals a; € X, (Burnett 2014:15)

] lf[[a]HMe[[P]]X‘M
[P@)]xm =10 if[a;]u€X-[Plxm
i otherwise

BlZIE, RR=YOR 1 DEHICHBDY F AR u & vICE DRI TWE LTS, ZOEEICu & vk
U CEPEIE AR tall DI Z W358, uid all DEFICEENLED (we [tall]yyy, u), vIFEEREZL (v
& [1all]{uy ). D FD, “uis alAETH 550, “vis all” BAICK 5. —75, F20 XS ICHBRO 2 5 2 b3k
s, u, v CREENTWEEHE, ud v d tall DRSICETNR (v & [1all s uvym) 2FD, “uistall” ® <y
istall” HBITRZ. ZD X512, HEBD I 7 ZADENXARDEIIZIET 3 & ZUX, BESTOHE & [k
12, D2 5 X2V T BRETEAFF ORI O XK ZHEZ 2 2 e BT 5.

T 72, RS (14) D X S IThatiah 5.

(14)  For all models M, all X C D, all individuals a;, a,, and predicates P, (Burnett 2014:16)

1 if there is some X' C D: [P(ay) ],/ ,, =1 and [ P(az) ],/ ,, =0
0 otherwise

[ar >pax]xm = {

—-167 -



? not tall tall ' nottall
S t E u v
1: (Burnett 2017:58) 2: (Burnett 2017:58)

CONHTIE, XA EE225120%, BB 2200k a & a, ZETHEDZ 5 XX 12BWT, —hH
BT AR P ORBIEEN ([Pa) ]y ,,=D), DR ZDREBLCEFT RN L HEREND ([[P(az)]]x =0
Bl Z1E, “a;istallerthan a, ” THIUZL, a; & ap TELHBD I 7 2 X 12BWT, “gis tall”, “a, is not tall” & 72
BZEDERENDG. TOBERZRZT/-0OI2E, a D a, XD BEFPEL RITFNEIRSZ W, koT, FEODH
1% “a is taller than a,” DM E L CHEYITH D L EX 2. EHI, HEXITBWTY, KB 7 I 22 HWTE
a0, FHRLTHWSNS DD dAo, e CRIEICR S 2 O@%’Sfﬁ@ﬂ:@@? I 2A%EZUE X
W, FRW R, HBEYHETH-7-2 LT, FIFUIEE sz,

ZOHBD 7 F ARV AHIch 0%, TEh ) KBLT (15) Z2RETZ. TOREDD L, Kb HEE
XD BEHZEMFE (15b) 12k 5.

(15) a. Forall models M, all X C D, all individuals, and predicates P,
[[cl: D ]]X,M =7\x7\P?\yE|X[X§ D/\x¢ [[P]]X,M /\y S [[PHX,M]

b, [AESE~HF & DEDE L
=[ & lem([ = F [xa)([EDE [xan) ([ KEB Jxr)
=3X[X C D A Masao ¢ [tall | x, y A Taro € [[tall |x, u |

ZETRAZEIIE, DI I REHAWEa Tk, BRERAFADOERY TH-Td, X TH-TH,
mV®77z#%ﬁéﬂé LI D EHEMENITUEINS. 2L, BESTEIZER2FHTcHD, UITTH
5;at&f®77X®Tﬁma“ﬂ%ﬁwét®®\@@ﬂWMn)E@tz%m\ﬂ%iﬁ%ﬁifuj%
FELIGECAEC2HERER T ARICERRB X% T 5.

42 HEOEH
Tkh ) HESOCHBEED N3 245 LRSS0 EBEHIRD X 51k 3.
(16) a. [ [ KERE [ | &0 B2EW )

b.  [[A]lxm =3X[X € D AMasao ¢ [all ]x y A Taro € [tall ], ]
c. [KREBE=HAIDIIEIEV |xu

= [4& Txm(T[A Do)
= Mw.03qlg € [[A]185 A g #[A]A ~gon) ] Anti-Additive Presupposition
AVqlq € [[]]ALT A g # | A | — likelihood(g) < hkehhood() Scalar Presupposition

A (w) Assertion

d. [[A]14% =Ap. p = 3X[X C D A Taro € [rall [x, i A x € [Masao |35y A x & [1all Txu ],
where [ Masao [y, = { Masao, Takeru, Satosi, Ryouma, Takesi }

e. Anti-Additive Presupposition
PREREE D VDS, = F A LD ALT DX Y N=DEDEN L E R DHBD 7 7 ADHET 5.
DED, ALT OHIZ, KERX D dEEVAD WS
f.  Scalar Presupposition
PREBEE @SV, < ADREBEL RV EFRBHKRD 7 7 AMFET 2 AlRetEs —&FEwn. D
D, <Y 4D, ALT OFFT—HE DKL,
g.  Assertion
KEEE =B AZZOHED 2 7 2 X 1ZBWT, KENZEXEWS, v FHR3ENELW. 2%, K
Bld~¥4 KD E2E.
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LIFCi, CoBEHEEFE, RO 7 7 22 H0W 20 THEZINTWS (17) D/H (van Rooij (2011), Burnett
(2014) fl) 225, Bb) ITBWTEL 2HEIEHINDE Z 2 ZRT.

(17) For all models M, all a;, a; € D and X C D such that a; € [P]xu and a; & [P [x.um»

a. No Reversal(NR)
There isno X’ C D such thata, € [P]s, anda; & [P]y/,

b.  Upward Difference(UD)
For all X', if X C X', then there is some a3, a4: a3 € [P],s,, anday & [P], .

c. Downward Difference(DD)
For all X/, if X’ C X and a;, a, € X', then there is a3,a4: az € [[P]]X/,M and a4 ¢ [[P]]X/,M. (Burnett 2014:17)

NR X, HBLED 7 7 2B WT ik a; BPEFEERFA P BERTELSOERETH D, ay P DBERTRVEEIZ,
COBRPHIR LBV L2 RAET 2D DTHS. FIZIEX K3 DXSHEBEDZ 53X CCi(={a,a }) ITBWVT,
“ay is tall” & “a, is not tall PHRALT A LTS (a) € [[tall]]cc],M and a, g [[tall]]ccij). :O)i’%é\, oo k57
D27 5 2%# 2 Th, “a; isnot tall,” “a, is tall” £ 725 Z 21372V, UD X, 23D 7 5 2B\ TEREE
BADPKRTEARCRT2BRLBIRVEENTFET I2HG, 0FD WKD I 7 2% P -P DEAICHEITE
258, VBEROZVWHEBEDI I AH P -POESFIIHETEZ 2 HET2bDTHS. HlZIX, K3 D
OB D Y Z 2 CC; % tall & nottall PRIESIWCHEITEZLT5. Z0HE, H4DLS1Z, XHERD
ZWHID 7 5 2 CC, B tall ¥ not tall DESIZDEIXNS. DD, ik a; & ap ZELHEDZ I 2 X 12V
T,ay P, ay B -POEARCET2KD,a1 & aa BBV X DERODRVEHED Y Z XX 1I2BWTH, POES
WET2HEREL PORBWETIEEDNFET 22T 23D0TH 2. H21E, R4DX51,a1 L ar %
BB DT 5 A CCLIZBWT, a; Dtall,a Dinottall R TEFICET ST 5. Z20HE, K3DLSIZ, a
Y a BED I DBEZEOMDBD IR VEHERD 7 5 2 CCIZBWTSH tall ¥ nottall DEFICE T 2 EENFET 5.

1
1

not tall H tall |
E not tall \ tall
1 :
1 1
1 1
| .
! .
! i
! 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
I | ‘ I
1 1
1

a ar CCi1={ay, a2} w ay x y ap z CC:={ay, a2, W, X, y, Z}
3: Comparison Class 1 4: Comparison Class 2

DLEZEEE 2, <A [Masao A OFT ME2E R0 L WHHEEZEH T 5. (16f) O scalar presupposition
WD, M5 RT K5I Y AR [Masao | (=ALT) OFT—FHE RN Z L BEREINS. 2070, HlRE
B METF A EDEDEOEL VRS, EoT, REIRTEDIC, ALY = { v+, Ry} 2O 5 2L L
reSia, U A & [wall], v, XV € [1all], o), BROLT 5. EHIT, ALT CALT & UD &V, a € [1all ] m
B b e [tall laey £755 a & b DEAELEIFAUSE SRV NR D, a=<¥#5+, b= X5 A LB 2%, [
O Z e, o At OFHEE Bl aLr’={ V4, F b2 }) EFEIALGERCHBILTE. ULEXD, 85 b=
<Y A, VA & [tall | 8725 RTHRT X, IHEHT ALT ODEIOMLFIE 48D H 205, &3
~VAiEnottall DEGFICET S. Lo T, YA ALT OF T IEREL BV EWOHENEL 5.

@ not tall | tall
i
[©) not tall | tall |
| :
i i
not tall ': call @ not tall , il : |
: i ! i
: @ nottall | tall ; : i
' 1 : | :
' | | i
H ! | :
! ; i i
| I ]
: RYA ST BRY UaIY STy
RUA ST By Uaov STy YA ST ALT' = {RY, 97} ALT= (Y7, 97, Yhy, UIDR, 97Y )
5: Scalar Presupposition 6: vHF < XTIV T: =¥ & ALT O TE RN
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K2, FRBOKECHT T 2HEEZEHT 2. K8 DX ST, ALT DFTREHAELEVWE TS (Taro € [tall | arr, m)-
ZDEE, KB = I AR 8L DI 5 A CCy 2E X258, CC; CALT TH S Z 8 ,DD, w423 43E%D
ALT DF T—BEMENZ 225, K9 D K51 HEIWICKEA YA X b ERENZ 2:75>55u LTLZES. :
U assertion ZEET B 2 Z’EE’H&L HEREPENHEE o TLES. —7, KEENPHFED ALT ODHFTH
m(i{lﬂ EiX, KEA~<H A XD H ﬁ’mb‘;Zbiﬁgéﬁ&lﬂ £oT, BEOIIE %ﬁi@@%%ﬁktﬁ%

IHb, i(EKCié[ %D ALT DR TENEL BV WHOHEEDIET . f‘ﬁ%}: LT, FKERE =¥ F1d ALT DHFT

75)|—J< WA, KEE~H A XD EREV] WO EHKE AT I2EENIMESNS.

not tall tall

not tall tall

RUYA ST By U3Dv 7Y KB YA PN:

[ 8: KEBAS ALT DHFTHE D EW X 9: KEBIZ~ A+ & b EFHEN

5 #&sE

CETRZESE, D7 Z2CEHOL TEY ) B E2HRA LI5S, HBSOIBWTHRHEX
tﬂ%&;thf@77xﬁ>%ﬂﬁéﬂé OO A, FIR L3 DR, NI 1Tk b ds b scalar
presupposition IZ ko T, Tk D) DL FFEIER X 2SRV E WS HBELZEN T3 TES. — 7, &
EizEo ] Wﬁ'ﬂittyﬁuniﬂ‘fﬁfﬁifﬁﬁb‘Bﬂ%)‘(ﬂ)ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ’]ﬁtbyo)ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬁﬂb\%h% iRV, 207
», NE) 25 LGE0HELZENR T2 Z 23 TERV. 2, TR D) BSOS LTkl o 7 7 21icko
LA DIE D BIREBFRINTENTNS Z L ZEKT 5.

BE 3k
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