PB-14

b— bR Y —IZBT B AR & G
N T R BR

BE

b — b\ Y — (tautologies, [HEEAMHE) ZBT 25D % < 1%, FIZHFADRGEREL S w5 (e.g.,
“Music is music.”) ZRRREFEHAROE LSS (HEZWIEXZTOMAENS), EDLIIZHHAT N E
WO MBEIZOWTCHEm L T E 72, AL Tld, HAFEIZS T 545 A b — b ¥ — (nominal tautologies)
(X 1% Xp 72) XOFKGEDFRICERE YT, — O M= Y —X05E U ZREORKRMEIIL. TD
X ELEFED SHERLH (compostional) (ZEH I N Z & &2 FRT 5, BEAMIZIE, TX) & X, 771 X
2B B EHMEIERICN LT, HARGED b ¥ 7 3 (topic sentences) DHRF DIEIER 22 IR & even D
LORHINIREOBKRIPOHHEZGEZ D L2 AL, R, i b— B Y —DOREKEEIC
EHT 52T, b=V —0PIZE T 2 - SHEMERCH - ROMTREZ2ERT 5,

1 FL®IC

AL TIX. #i A OFEGERE N S 75454 b — b B Y — (nominal tautologies, e.g. Music is music.)
DEHREHDA D= AL EDNT S, RO N— OV —IZBT2HEDL L X, BRHEEHGROLES S
DIGZN S, EDESICHFEOHLZHATEINE VI RBEIZOWTHML TE /2« LALEMRS, b—
MY —2ERT 2T & OIROENY, T 5 D1 RO SFENEEZDORREBICEH L7205
XRS5 TED (cf. Okamoto 1993), T D 7=, HEREDHAVREDRKFTIEEZE 5T DORE WS
WIZDWTIEARIEIHDRIUZ H B,

AWFETIE, HARGEIZBIT S Xy & Xy 721 X386 72 5 I3l & #4 (evaluative implication) (25 H L.
ZTOMPEE Ny 7 XDOFFOIBIEN 2 FERE & . convert 72 even DFFD likelihood A7 — )L D REHT#ED
OREEIICEIN T 2 Z L 2idAa s, Tk, A RiI3ILEEE (Common Ground, Stalnaker 1978) (2
ZAbE 725 LR (745 uninformative THB) M CTAREHRLERBIETDO M= bBaY—H, FKitX
EUTHRRBINDGHEIIHHEG A5, AIgEIE, XROZEHMEEZZRL DD X 1E X, 721 OFFDOEIE
WEED S M & A A D RUTHBWT, IR - 3B OEBRZ RS 2 L5 I B T o b,

2 #HEEEL

Stalnaker (1978) (2 & % &, FIR (assertions) (2 & % @& (Common Ground, A K “CG™) Di#E )7
$Hr (update) (ZIZBA T OHIFIBHE SN D,
(1) An assertion of a proposition ¢ is felicitous with respect to an initial (input) CG K only if:
a. itis non-contradictory: KN¢ # 0 (i.e., Iw.K(w) & ¢ (w))
b. itis non-redundant: K\¢@ # 0 (i.e., Iw.K(w) & —¢(w)), where K is a set of worlds.
(2) John came in, and...
a. #he stayed outside. (contradictory)
b. #he entered. (redundant)

* RHFSEIE JSPS BIAFE JP21K13000 DBk % 3% 13 7= D Th 5,

T HH# A%, a212190h@gm.tsuda.ac.jp

¥ M K%, shun.ihara@tsuda.ac.jp

o FERER A2 3512 D\ Tl Wierzbicka (1987), 35 FE 323512 2\ Tl Levinson (1983), Ward and Hirschberg (1991), Snider
(2015), cf. HH: (2012). Z D5 % AT 5352 DWW T id Fraser (1988), Bulhof and Gimbel (2004) 7 & % 217,
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X & Xy 721 &, 2P L, E5E (1b) Ofilf 2 HIZEK T S (Fhbb, THERD X, 22V T X,
DEMZFED] LWOIBKRZRODZ L6, HIZK\@ =0 & 7% 5T redundant) 73, £D— T, FED
BHERMTIHEIERIND, AFETHES DX, BLFO X1 X 1 X, 72] A X 12T 555 LF
DFEAMH & A (evaluative implication) Z &K {1357 —ATH 5 (cf. HH 2012), «2

(3) Uk : BEGEF O KRB IEBEDRA TIEHTIEL 720, SHORATIZZ L WO H TH—
LTV -7,)
(Ro1ED) RBIFKRBE, ~ TRBIIKERERET S) [F—LF V2T ZRBE]
[ E T (positive evaluation)]

4) UK : HEFIER L 2 WO TR L fliizd LTWEA, TP TRELTLE-T,)
(R2lED) DVKIFDVKZ, ~ TOOKRIEFFRERITEZ], TOOCKITIFEF N RA TRV ete.
[ € IFT (negative evaluation)]

Stalnaker DFFIZEOL & b—ba Y —ZZFOEKRNITEMNIC X v @EEo@Ey LERELTE S, *
DT (2b) LEBRKIZAR S NBENWIET TH B2, EEITIZ 3),4) 2 & TR~ 2 URICE W T HRITHEE
INd, LRROBEKRORNZHAT HI12H720, BdRENRFEZHNLFEDEE (conversational implicatures,
Grice 1975) Z AW EHAGRM DM TH S, LULERD S, EOFHENEADRREDOERIZEIVDELEHD
THHERELTH, (1) OHBEFEET BIZH 000 o TXVEHRLHHEE U TRRBI NS FHEIIHAZ
Nign,» F7o, X 13X 721 D& BRREDHX P S, 8 (£728DX510) FEDREENEL 5D
MEWVSHRFRZREI N LT, ZRETDE ZARANSITIEEZ SN TR,

AT, X 13X 2] E IX 3 Xy TRl Ens@iEzesio) L WHHENZERIZMA T, (3),
(4) D & S 7T & A % Fi$E (presuppositions) & UTRIHT 5 Z & TREMIHI NS &\ D Hik%E
%, £7-. T OHIRIZERRAETEE (semantic presuppositions) TH O, XD EEKE D & BHITEL 5
LEDTHDHEEERTS, HHNO M= Y —fEICBI) 5 SENERLEEICEHTAZ 212D, b=}
0 Y — DR 2 EIED S FEME RO TaetE 2 R T 2,

3 IBEREOMW

ARFZE TR, [X) 1 Xy 721 XUF W) % a8 A 5 3 (concessive conditionals) O AL 732 B I & %
ol FiRT 5, BARINIZIX, FHMENEAZRFD X, 1& Xo 721 1%, FEBELERNC even if fiz FiH . even D
FiDO RE T2 (scalar presupposnion) & UCRHlIERZ RT3 Z L 2RET 5,

(5) [[ X-wa X'daevuluative ﬂ ~ [[ Even if(]), Xis X ]]

e.g. [ Otani-wa Otani-da,,aarive || ~ [[ Evenif ¢, Otaniis Otani],
where ¢ = [Otani does not play well|, [ Otani’s batting average is low this season | , etc.

3.1 ErE& evenif

% 9", Hara (2014) (cf. Haiman 1978, Ebertetal. 2008) (Zft\\, HAGEIZS 1) 5 b ¥ v 2 X (topic sentences)
WIBEIZ M X DEFRMEE 2RO L INET 5.+ X1 13Xy 77 X& MY 27X TH 5 &9 % Okamoto
(1993) 12\, AFEIZBWTH Z DGR IET 5,

2 [X 1 Xy 720 i, BlzE TGt (BIEER) ] O XS5z, TR T3 < iR Ek 2 R4 25805
% (K 2002), ZOHEEIZDWTOHNNIZHLT S,

3 72, Grice D% XL & T 2 EHMVAFRIIEANIITEBER RS D TH B0, SEMD b— oY — DR HER
MESXDERERZ D Z LIFHEL W (cf. Li2004), =0, b— vy —O3EHRNSHT (e.g., Ward and Hirschberg 1991) D

AT DWW TIREH: (2012) 2207,
;@F"ﬂiuuﬁ‘kk’)b\fi W (2012) 1I2B1F 5 [HEIRTH 2 X TOXLPEBOSHEMHICE W TEKREZR>OIXRED] &
L\o%mf"itf"ﬂb\%:i@ﬁbfb\é BHZ XL D LT 2 ZFEHLNDN & AREO I REERRI 0 O BB AT DMEHZ D W
SHOPEE T 5,

%5 Hara (2014: 522-523) 1&, HARGEDOEED ML) HHFED LM & FHERIZ XKD > 7 b (context-shifting) S A[FETH 5 Z &M
AT TR BEXORARMEZBIE UT, FEO N L EEXOREHEED R —MEE FRLTWS
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(6) RIIMPPZ RTINS\, ~ [fthere is a dog;, you must carry it;.

RIZ, RS T even if DGR & LT Guerzoni & Lim (2007) D32 H$ 5, £7 . even DEA
IR IZ DWW T (7) D@D TH S (Horn 1969, Karttunen and Peters 1979), Even (&R E (scalarity) & 20
(additivity a.k.a. existential) DHE{fEZHEAL DD, MEDOREKE ZD X KT, 6

(7) [even ]J(C)(p)(w) is defined iff:

a. dg€C.[q# p A q(w)=1] (i.e., there is a proposition ¢ s.t. ¢ # p and g = 1.) Additivity
b. Vg€ C.[q# p — P <likely q] (i.€., p is least likely among a set of alternatives C.) Scalarity
if defined, [ even J(C)(p)(w) = p(w) Assertion

Guerzoni & Lim &, even if S 32 H W THE M (consequent/main clauses) B ERE I N5 Wb WD 2
introduced-if %t (Bennet 1982) (Z DWW T, even DX (focus) & U T covert 7% & & B 1 (affirmative
operators AFF, (9)) ZIRE L. (8) DL 57 LF Z{KE L T\ 5,7

(8) Even if the bridge were standing, I wouldn’t cross.
LF (simplified): Even [ if [r AFF] the bridge were standing, I wouldn’t cross |.

(9) Affirmative operator:
[are]® = At.t | [are])// = {At.t, At.t =0} ([[-]°: ordinary value / [[-]/: focus value)

RRICHD S &L even if X ) I TD KD Tl nd, ZDE &, RO (10b) & Assertion
(10d) DEHROMHAGDLEIZE D, REBEA C O OOMEICB T 2O TR HEZI N, 2205
even if X DBMPER I NS (2 (10e)),

e by
b. g € C.[q # [If the bridge were standing I wouldn’t cross] A g(w) = 1] Additivity
c. Vg € C.[q # [If the bridge were standing I wouldn’t cross]
— [If the bridge were standing I wouldn’t cross| <ikery ] Scalarity
d. [If the bridge were standing I wouldn’t cross | (w) = 1 Assertion
e. Additivity ;o) + Assertion og) : [I wouldn’t cross]|(w) = 1 Consequent-entailment

(10c) @ Scalarity £ 0, [EELUTLEE2IES RN DI, T2 2 > TWEEE] & TR > TV
BE] 2L T, TEAP2 o TVRWES] OADARENMENZ 2%t Rs (B 5L, TE
MR TVWRWGED AN, PhroTWAHAELLD, BEESBRVWAREENRE W] Z2itkhd), 56
12, (10b) @ Additivity & (10d) @ Assertion X O, CIZB I 2MEIIETHEE LD Z e o&MtED [FEL
FTHRBRES 2N BERIN. ZI00 [BEPLRo TWAIGATHERR > TWARWEETE, (B2h
Do TWAEEIZDVWTITHREEIMENEDD,) GiLFIIBZESRWEA S LA LEENE
Haha,

6 Even @ scalarity & U C likelihood A% — )L & K& T 2 Z 42D W TR0 RMA H 5, FHMIZ DV T ik Rullmann (2007)

)
2,

«7 Bennet (1982) I even if 541 XT3 introduced-if & standing-if DR B 5 Z L H3HERIL TV 2,

(i) a. Evenifthe bridge were standing I wouldn’t cross. = opzq4i1s I wouldn’t cross Introduced-if

b. Even if John drank [one ounce]F of whiskey she would fire him. # p4i15 sShe would fire him Standing-if

B ZBAE (= Twouldn’t cross) &R T 2 DIZx LT, BEFIXEM: (= she would fire him) % SR LRV E WD ENDRH D, A
FRTHOHS Xy & Xy 721 XA standing-if TIE72 < introduced-if ® HDEFUIRE] X N D DT DWTIE, a2 B
THh b,
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3.2 IXilEx X2 OEKEH

FATRARIZEY . RIFZETIE (X 1 Xy 72) XENEY IXTHD AR, FMEXOEEERINTET 5,
ZD LT, FHMIERZR D X 1 X, 72] UTE T 2 5MHITIEBEEN 7L even 2R D Z & 2 E5R T 5,48

FI. AT, (X XXy 721 12815 even & 58 % B < BWRIZDWT X, uninformative 722 (3
bbb, ZHEMKIZ informativity 1Z72\) e LTS, TX & X, 721 2 \W0Wb ) 5 5 X (predicational
sentences) & A7 L. ABHE] (2015) I\, TR REDEEL IZT—BILE/LFE LT, a¥aT /7] &
PTQ (Montague 1974) iZ81F % be & UL THk >,

(11) a. [Otani] = AP, ,.P(o)
b. [da] = AP, ;- Axe.P(Aye.[x =])
c. [Otani-da]] = [[da]|([[Otani])
= [AP.Ax.P(Ay.[x = y])|([AP.P(0)])
= Ax.[[AP.P(0)](Ay.[x = y])]
= Ax.[Ay.[x =y](0)]
= Ax.[x = o]
d. [[Otani-wa Otani-da]] = [[Otani]|([| Otani-da]))
= [AP.P(0)](Ax.[x =0])
= Ax.[x =o0](0)
=[o=0] (uninformative)

I, BIEIZ BT 5 even DRI (=(7)) . FEOEKRES (=0) 222 &, X, 13X, 71 1
UFA2) DEDITREINDEZ T8 b, 72720, a TR c 12812 @ E BN S 52 5N 5wl
(contextual anaphors) T 0, HlZIX 3) DX TIE TKBRIEFAFHE V] WO BEHIOMEL U THRI
D, 10

(12) RARIFRAZ, =03))
a. LF:Even [ [if [r AFF] @ ], KR&IFZRA (= [(11d)]) ]
b. . ~» Otani does not play well

c_ [If Otani does not play well, Otani is Otani |, by AFF
| [If Otani plays well, Otani is Otani | Y
WE RN, AR HEAM ] N B EHEIZE VT covert 728 even DMEE I N B AHFE LR (BIAFEFEIZE T2

thyao 3022\ T i Wimmer (2022), %‘Ek 31 % just DE/N+435iA (minimal sufficiency readings) 122\ T i Panizza
and Sudo (2020)), 7z7ZL. WD - ¥D & 5 REEIZE T covert even DI ADFF S N5 D DB TIEH S A Tld A < (cf.
Panizza and Sudo 2020), Hil#IAZEEL RV THIED RS, BROMR YD, covert even IZ DWW T Dkl covert only IZH~R2 &
P, E DS ORBANFEDBRVPBETHI EEZ LN,
O X Xy 721 OBEIEFUATOLIICAHRTH D, ZNREFHEICLZEDOTHS, HEMIZES &, A X IZo20T, X
BEXZDL0TH2 (Thbb, XEFXHHOEMEEZRFD) ET720, XEXOEER2RZRNESoTnS I Litib,
(i) a #XRIIKBTIEZRWL,
b. [Otani-wa Otani-dewa nai| = [[nai-, ]| ([ Otani-wa Otani-da]|)
—~(lo=0))
= [0 # o] (contradiction)
ULHALEDS, TX1 kX, 21 28132 X HLLKIEX OVWTOARIIZOWT X OERZFIRT 5 & 5 2 SHEREZMINU 25
. FIEREGESI NS (cf. HHH2012), HIXIEX, T5HOKRA] TWOEDKRA] TR TIRRVWKRA] &Y, TRE] 1o 0
DEMERREMEE R 725813 P E X E S N, HRARRXE LTERI NS,
(i) a {SHOD/ZJIRTIRZRW etc. } KBIZKATIZRW,
b. RRF{ WO2HD/HARIZWEZEED  etc. } KATIEARW,
c. [P(o) # o], where P,; = today’s, non-two-way-player, usual, in-Japan, etc.

10(4) D LS BEEMFHEDO LG, 52 505 o IFEEMWFHZ ROl KIES 2, BIRIX, ) CBT2 o iF TOUKIE (B
US) iz L TWwad] & LTHIREI NG,
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d. Jg € C.[q # [If Otani does not play well] A g(w) = 1] Additivity
e. Vg e C.[g # [If Otani does not play well| — [If Otani does not play well] <;jkery ¢] Scalarity
f. [[If Otani does not play well, Otani is Otani [|(w) = 1 Assertion

g Additivity(;,,) + Assertion ;) : [Otani is Otani[(w) = [(11d)] =1  Consequent-entailment

(12e) &0, TRAVKABTHS] DiF, TREPFATFHPEWV (B UIETERETS) 561 £0vd [KRBVH
FHEW (B U IRERLZW) BE)] OFiddunlikely 725, bbb, [RA i@%bt% D FH
U585 08 TRADEMZEE D] L3V TWI LT 5, 10 X 0 EBEIIZIZ, TRAIRIERE
LEBOABREDRAS LW WS 222k, ZIh6, sELFORAIZ ﬂTZﬁWﬂﬁE"J%ﬁﬂﬂ% (e.g., [K
BIIERIEET 5] [R—LF V2> TIZREE) BELNE, £72, (12g) &b, REESCIZBT
LI TCHE 720, TGAFPRWEETHEVWEGAETH,.) KARKATHS] BEEINS,
AROHTIE TX) 1% Xy 72 SUTEHRIIZTTE T2 <. (12b,c) D Additivity, Scalarity D &R EHRIZ
v, H@EE % non-redundant IZFHATAE L 72 5 7@, Stalnaker DILEMEIZEE T 2 H1# (¢ (1b)) »J\_}ibfd\
W12 2205, X XX, 771 XA (7R & U T redundancy 2 05125 BbH5F) HKife LT
RRINDHENHHI NG,

4 RBREMHYR—NESILRBZT—%
41 tHHEMFBEREM

(X & Xy 721 XHOETERIT even if X DRBIEFEE 2R b, RIEAHRZFEDZ & IIRRMICER I N
%, HFH—Z, B0 51, RERTHE (Scalarity, (7b) #2772 LIZ < WA, TXq 1& X 771 UL FEAT
ME®RZLES b—ba Y= UTARHRERD Z D TFHIZNS, HIZIX T£8] © &> neEldEa1k
%Mﬁﬁif“ FHRAERE LT T8 CEIT2EE (Tabb, AL LE)) I, TpoD

HLVE p DHBEOANLVLEOEMEZHMZLP T W] &SmO likelihood D L ASK ¥ T H
Zao W2z, ZOMOREIE BAIX T2E] DEELFOHI> TWAREDHKDES ZERT 2HAR
Y. BREDSUROMEELIZIE) X 13X 72 X2BIFE X L UTERAERE R Z R TFHII NG, 13
BAF (13a-b) D £ 512, ZOFHRNIMRERIIZES TSNS -

(13) a MERBEET,
b. 7?7 (HEIZDOWT) 180 EiE 180 7=,

Iz, Xy & Xy 721 SXUZTHHRIIIZ even if fiz L., REEEGNOMEM D likelihood D LR A3 FLAI
e Z ShRWE D IR EET U 7256, RERNEZINRRE720, XEUTAHRIZRSLZ .
NTHENG, IR Q)2 T(RAD) fTREo/z LT &\ EHNSMH 2 R A N
e, ) DEKEHFEIZBEWTHHINSME ((12) 128135 a iy T 248 2 TRARHEFPRW] &
720, (12e) @ likelihood A7 — VKL 5, ZDFEHR, TRBRIFFEELLZ2VWHED AN LD KBS LW

SR TRAZ] 2 TR OROBM2ERT 2281220 Tk, ZOEEL LT TR BERTLEK (Thbb KAE
F) UHDMEERTEINBEZen o BN TONS :

(i) ZOF—LITBWVWT, KEBIZAAT,
(i) Ok : IWHOERESID 2 1 T,) SHOWLHIZKA,

A2 2L ZOANEZRET 201k (1) 12815 ¢ & mBERELR (propositional/at-issue/truth-conditional meanings) PAS D
Bk e iR (R PEE N AR R COHEMENEE) 230 EEL L TERT I2HEN D 5, At @2 HHmgeo 4 h
IZOWTIE, BHEDDEPXIRFEHFDEHR R L& GO kA BREX S DPEHET B2, 22 ‘C‘Ci%éﬁ%iﬂi‘ﬁéo

A3 [2EH72) @J:O&Eﬂiﬂ’j ZH 2L RBUEIMNETERVEART HANEZRL I LHARTH L. £DY; B xRS
5% (HBVIFFBERY) il ixX ok 9f&%@ﬁ’k’)b‘fuﬂﬂbéﬁgliﬁ‘ﬁibéf_&) ARG TIE f)%‘lio)*g;téﬂk
&L WS HEREERW - SURIER D S MEOBRE ST 5, HELAMICE T 2BEEIE LT WhrENIE. &iads
RN D 2 — VMEDSBES- U T B T REME DS W (cf. Morzycki 2009),
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LWV REHETE (=(14b) BRI ND Z L1272 5D, ZHiE TR LW ERIZTEHR T 5 (GEARIZHF
MRV 3DTHBH] WS E 2 <, THRL:D 14 ZOFHIFRERINIZIEL <E» N5 -

(14) a VHlTFHEIPSZELTH, KBIEKAT,
[If Otani does not play well, Otani is Otani] <y [If Otani plays well, Otani is Otani]
(compatible with world knowledge)
b. # ATV Lo/ LTEH, KBITARBT,
[If Otani plays well, Otani is Otani] <;jksy [If Otani does not play well, Otani is Otani
(incompatible with world knowledge)

42 EE{b—bOY—EWEBIEE

X & Xp 721 12id, AR & Sz, FHlifIER TR S R Zk 2 R 2 58 08MFE L. IUE
(2002) IF Tz AR — bR Y- EIFATWVWS,

(15) A: 5 UTHIRMRIE FRAES S,
B: (fLNIIAL) FIFHT,

AFOHWK ERIBOE S L, T ZTHONOFEMILET 20, AMETIE ERLDE >R L4 7D M—bpY—
LA ER 2 FE DA L ITR R AMATEERIEHI NS Z &2 FiRT 5, BARMICIE, 28 b—h
0 Y=o NI 1EWb 55 if 3 (contrastive topics) TH 0, REBFELSHNOMED 5 5, FEEX [[er BIX]E
72] OFiEaE (i.e., p= you are you) £ 0 HigHHIZ TR\ ATE (i.e., Ax : X # ADDRESSEE.[X is you |) {22\
T ARIDH#EFR (ignorance inferences), §7205 [ B LUSDFHELITOWTIE (BoEMEZF 22 IE) Ao
DE>BEWRERNT S LT, HifmEz WAL, MENRILARBOERZEHHL TV EEZ LN
Box5 EBEARIO [X) XX, 721 1285 M) 2, AFRTEY EF7-3HiNERZR> X1 70 TiE]
CERBDBIEIE, TA—HATOY T 4 —DA[ED S ERERIIZHEDL O 5B (cf. Hara 2006, Tomioka
2009), #16 LR D & 512, FHlMHICREI S 0 X 13 Xy 771 U7 A—HATaY T4 —%25250D
BARERTHS AT, ZRAMD [X) Xy 2] iIZ20WTRZIDOTaY T4 —WERINS,

(16) a. Xk : RARRBEBLEDORESTIHHTVEP o2, SHIZFLWIGHTHR—LT V&2 572,

(Ro1ED) M AR KAE ) KA, [FEATi%1]
b. A: X5 LTRRMBAEFRALES S,
B: (AN { B/ EE) B, [3% B AL

(KEE+TRRIZ T A —HATOV T4 —DOEYY FE2RT)
5 &M

AWFFEIE, P—bPaY—X BT EENEEDEREMEICERN T 2T, 8 “X;is Xp” TF
END b= baY— XD EEFICE R D DH (cf. Li2004) £ \WHRIWIZRHL T, —2 DM
AREMEE 525, Thbb, HAEDES, Nl 254EUEED b — ba Y — O R iR Iz —FiHE
DONYT—ay (FHiifd B WIEEREAR) 252 TWEEEX5, 512, ARTHR- 78R 0
X, Wb B discourse concessivity (Baranzini and Mari 2019) & FEIXN 5, SCHRFE D SCARIZE W T even
REDERDILNMNIE DD S S THEHSAWMNERLHRO — X —VIIHEI N ET, #EITBIT 5
AR O A DRI EERT 5,

M B B2 (B]) XDOTa R RA4T (Thbb, EOE5RBDONRXS5LWVWEEZ ) ICEHLTEEL L SiERM VT WS
(e.g., Kamp and Partee 1973),

A5 JHEED Tx) OIBRERGRADN XD 5 (e.g., Hara 2006, Sawada 2007, Tomioka 2009, Oshima 2021), SEfTHE%ED 5
B, EOMMBERMA N — oY —OfREEL < FHAREL T T 2 DIXNKOHREL 375,

16 HAFEONIHEEDO 70y 7+ — ik, N PANT2HICEVE Yy FARKEZ X —v e, TIE] ZOEDIZHEWE Y Fhk2
NRE—=VO_FHEPEFET 5, £7-, HAEBIZB A RBEEIIEEPL NI VECI I IO TV T4 —=2RH 5013 Tl
B BARNIZE 7 A —HALAUAR—vO TV T4 =052 50 (HRED 7 +—HATHY T 1+ —IZD\WTlk Ishihara
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AIFRIZERSNZHEL LT, b= baY—TRARVE S R EEIHN T2 FHIOTERE TSNS, i
ZAE, TRBIFHEETFZ | O XS5BT DOWT, even if DMEEZE U720 BN ZUNENIL, SEEHRE
DI Z D THRFORMZRT, 72, X X Xo 721 282 XPHiTHE5E (eg, MEDEET
EWIFRWnweE WS Z ik, S0FETIEVWITRVWEWS Z 7)) . Tk DAOBEIER SN E5E
(e.g., TRBA(M B} KB/, cf. Okamoto 1993) DHFIZDOVWTH, HELRGHEL LB,

N
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(30]
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(32]
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