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Pragmatics copes with the discrepancy between what is said and what is implicated, namely
linguistic underspecification. This is part of the inquiry into language and mind, how to cover this
and recover the speaker’s mind by way of pragmatic inference. More specifically, this paper deals
with linguistic scales woven into expressions in order to detect how pragmatic inference works
with regard to scalar implicature. The relevance-theoretic approach will account for pragmatic
inference, strengthening and enriching the proposition in the utterance, in light of optimal relevance
and then contextually governed variation in the speaker’s propositional attitude and its possible
interpretation.

F—TU— K BEEMEHR, REEE, REMR

1. IEC®IC

AI2=—2a T, TEETIIADRTORIERY, HDOINVIFFVRL I
ZERDHY, FOMFIIZITFEOHRIUTLIND, ZORBERZ LIXEZZADOHKE
EDEITHD TN DO, HEFERORERT —~Th b, ZEIFITRSERNWIZ

B SESHWIARIE, FEHRAICHIESCILEZ L TRl by, 20k
&, EOX D RSB THIESCILEBITOND D THA 5 h,

ARa T, BATOEBRERIEDHDAENTEHEREN LT OBRERNARIRALOT
O L LT, BECHEZ KT SHEARELZZLRIELZ N ONE W HIT D, #imd g
& U T RESE (scalar implicature) % 8 < % #inm 2 B8 L, BhHEMEBG O S0 HiEs 4
5, IBICZDX I BRRELZPRINIEGATEERRANS, TRV IAEN-REE TS

INFTRRETL, £ &5 ICEERGRBHERD BN TV D DNEBET D,

2. REEELESR
Gricel) & @ 55 H %% 1&, Hom=° Levinson S D #1 7° 7 A A £k &, Sperber & Wilson<°

* ARFEIE, PR21AE ISR S D AR ETEHER & & 7o Bdg o FeEEOEE F, LT EORE
ELOPEDLRVOPO THREEZ T2 LICHER LTS, ZOHEEY, WEENSZ T e
O THREIEHP L BT D, MEmcx LI ZHRiME ZBE2 TS o nEBHEDOHF 2 ITHEL R S
IR S, SEESULAFERIGEAE OTEFIE - S A LI — S A L O CRWICHE Z 2 1
T2 EBLTEEL, REBZEIFELT THRORSERVODEX, OEXICEFORLTHD,
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Carston & O BEMEIGHICRKE S QI L CTE 72, REGELZOFEADIO>THDS, £7,
Carston (1998) D i & HMZ, REEOAHOFRN S, KOG ER THINEGEEZD
CHMEAMB T2 2 Lok v, BIEMEHROMAZIERML, I OICESE W) HHE
LOBBREMZ D Z LITEY, RETIT O BSOS E T2 720,

21 REEE
211 GriceDERFENREZH ST

Grice (1967) (XA DT ZHEE L, £ OBMKEITEIRFE L L TH - & - BIfR - Rk
DADHODRFED RN E BT TWD, D55, BEOARIZIE, LEEENDHIETO
HMELIER, HEEENDLLLOBFREIIMSZARNE VD, ITO2MED T AERH 5,

(1) 1. Make your contribution as informative as is required (for the current purposes of the
exchange) .

2. Do not make your contribution more informative than is required. (p.45)

Carston (1998:181) 12 L 4UIE, GricellBgIE & U o1 1 #ERHEE (informativeness) & B

(relevance) D2FEN BRI NS L H1Z72D, ZOELLICEEZEZBIMNTRELNIET S

Tl lhpol, BT A RAFPIRITIEREBEEE L PR Z D DI L, B ER CILEE

FH7a A0 & fF < I35 o B4 (optimal relevance) IZ&H 5 & FER L T\ 5, 728, W

HR RESGEIZHH LizHomi, Grice®E DA (truthfulness and evidencedness) (37% L
RBG, ZOMONIEE2>DO—HEFHIQ L RICHHR L 7=V,

(2) The Q Principle is a lower-bounding hearer-based guarantee of the sufficiency of
informative content (“Say as much as you can, modulo Quality and R”); it collects
the first Quantity maxim and the first two submaxims of Manner, and is systematically
exploited (as in the scalar cases just discussed) to generate upper-bounding implicata.
The R Principle is an upper-bounding correlate of the Law of Least Effort dictating
minimization of form (“Say no more than you must, modulo Q) ; it collects the Relation
maxim, the second Quantity maxim, and the last two submaxims of Manner, and is
exploited to induce strengthening or lower-bounding implicata. (Horn 1996: 313)

QFEHI ERIFHIZ, BEH R LaEH AN, TIRE EIR, Griced BONELD2OD FALAE
Lo f:iff‘?F/’FE"J RBRICEB N TV DY, BEEFIZH T MO o2 RGeS 2 QEHI
X, FTRAOREGED LS 2 EREGEENER I, —F, RFRAITIE, FEEOREHELE

D) #2774 AFIRT, X0 BLEMEEGRICITV & SHDHLlevinsonld, HEOE Z FALABE %I Principle (a
principle of informational enrichment) & L TN S8, Q/IRICFHHH T 2,

2) Carston (2005:[11]) 1%, HomnilZLA FDO X HI2FE & TV 5, QIRAIAE T % generate/ induced 2 & &

IHFEEE > TV DR EME LEEE DT LV RIT, WEDRRBEHDPND,

The Q Principle (Hearer-based) : Lower-bounding principle, inducing upper-bounding implicata.
The R Principle (Speaker-based) : Upper-bounding principle, inducing lower-bounding implicata.
mE, WEEDFR— A/\~*/73 LF U ym— RLULERXTIE, ZEXMICHT -BiEETor & Iidxt
JIELTWRWEERH Y, HEEMICAFRFINCTRLTE, TR,



O _ERRAFEBE D 5L TR E BRI HER SN D L35, ZhuicxfL, BEEA L
FEE A LRI TV DI B 6T, &6 5 bGrice AR L FIER, FEEICKRT
Dfem L LTRSS, WMENBROFAIOL LICHDZLIZRY, ZOMRANT 2%
KL ZLiZ/2%, LCarston(2005:[11]) TIEfEH L T\ %,

B PR P AR AR R (1995) (C 36U T i D BHEME D AEMEIE S 41, 5771 L R O REFRME
(effort-effect symmetry) 23R S A7 fE R, ERIARE (ostensive) 78 $ D & L T i oD BHE
PEORENR—B L TARINDGZ L LleoTe, MEEZBETLZLICLY, ERERMIN
TEIGH N EDROIERFRME, —HICARDBPNY DRRWEERET 55D TH S,

(3) (i) The ostensive stimulus is relevant enough for it to be worth the addressee’s effort to

process it.

(ii) The ostensive stimulus is the most relevant one compatible with the communicator’s

abilities and preferences. (Sperber & Wilson 1995: 270)
REN R LFBEN T O+ LD FIROZRE, & L CRIECHEIC FRERETHZ &
ZED, DDAV ENTZbD LD, FHT IV TIE, §EEF OB LI
TERWEW S ERAMIMEN TS, Carston (1998:214) 1%, #hi# DRESNLBIUTIB T 5
FA*HL (speaker’s (flawed) abilities and (possibly conflicting) preferences) Dk, & X (ZI3HE
F13% 91295 /7 (more-than-minimal effort) 2 & 5 Z & RHDH L L, WO LI RFIRE L D
LAY,

(4) (i) consider possible interpretations in their order of accessibility (i.e., following a path

of least effort) ; and

(ii) stop when the expected level of relevance is achieved (or appears unachievable) .
fEIR 7 v A TIL, B/OFIINET 782 TE DN ARE/R R Z R, BHEMEO R
ERELAIUL (FTITERLTERNESPNL) DD LIcRb, Jiuk, BEEIXHAE
HPED L~UL & #i#5 L (the hearer is entitled to expect a level of relevance) , O HiRFE I3
RN TR THHFEDOFERLT—MICEHTENUUTIV LWV ITENEDTH D, Z
CHEDE, SFEIERRIC K DR O TN BIEZAE LTz, Ttk 7R iRy nlae
RHDTHD, T LTIHIE, FiT EBROGriced BOH— T ABICE TS (S Lbk
STORMDIZDIZ) LW PRFHIHHE-TID0DTHH 5.

BEMEG T, FALDROMBMEOBREZAND Z EIZLY, FEHEICKDEEIC
BT IOBRBICHREEY X, KA aI 2= —2 3 O FE L TREOME AR
BRZCGHEE L UToND L35, BEMRICETO2REDEZTRL, TOEW TR
WIS 7 B AFREMEDIAF & W) ZENRBEEL R D TH D,

THHREIRD OGN D T, HRLERDIEHERIUCRENPEZENTVD L DT X VIR
MR TR ST, TOREOERKEMEZR LD Z LN TED, KIZ, TOXD RRE
REUIBTL2EEEL LV BT D,
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212 REEEOXRTHD

Grice D EDHFH— FALABED, FHCREEGE L OBR THEMm STV DY, GriceDIRD ~
ZEREHERRVIRD LVGHNWEWHET L7220 B 2 HY X, R—0ORE RITiET 23
FHOBRICBW T O RIRICE S D, ZORR, F—0ORE Lo FAERENETIL
X, TN &Y EALERENRSLT D L3R SRy, DFY, LY FUOFWHTET 50
FEY BLTIERV R E NS 2T D,

(5) Thus, what is said in the use of a weak scalar value like those in boldface in the sentence
of (19) [i. e. Max has 3 children./ It’s possible she’ll win. /etc.] is the lower bound
(...atleastn...), with the upper bound (... at most n...) implicated as a cancelable
inference generated by (some version of) the first maxim of quantity. [. ..] Negating
such predications denies the lower bound: to say that something is not possible is to say
that it’s impossible, i.e. less than possible. When the upper bound is apparently negated
(It’s not possible, it’s necessary) , a range of syntactic and phonological evidence suggests
that this is an instance of the metalinguistic use of negation, in which the negative particle
is used to object to any aspect of a mentioned utterance, including its conventional and
conversational implicata, register, morphosyntactic form or pronunciation (Horn 1989:
Chapter 6) . (Horn 1996: 312-313)

L728>7C, at least n& 5 TERFHERAIICE E (entail) S, ar most n (=no more than n)
L) LIRIIHEGR SN D DT, F#ERE L Texactly nL IR END Z LT D, [A—RE L
DERY FALOBERITYRAILT DN, AR MIOBEEZOSGEBHERINDI D, D XD
IR FEA T, ORI FTHEELTRL I 2MO, H2WIIFRESRRKOLOT
HDEVIHERRPMIIMSNIRDEND Z LITRD, SHITHENK L, HESND DI
TRTHDHA, EMBASNCHEESNIZHESGIE, AXEEL LTHET LI Lol
TWo, REGEOHTLLRLIBZZHTIE, UFOXIICEEDLND,

(6) The core idea is that the choice of a weaker element from a scale of elements ordered in
terms of semantic strength (that is, number of entailments) tends to implicate that, as far
as the speaker knows, none of the stronger elements in the scale holds in this instance.

(Carston 1998:179)

RIEGEIZAR— 2 ORE (Horn’s scale) & b IFFEIL, BRI EGZ T T, SEIE

AN D& B REZETe, Levinson (1983:133)1XLAF O L 512, SaEMR R, EHiz
PR BEIR ORI L - THRINST N SN AREORRRING 2D & T 5,

(7) A linguistic scale consists of a set of linguistic alternates, or contrastive expressions

of the same grammatical category, which can be arranged in a linear order by degree of

3) Grice (ibid.) B & b D~ F LA BN ZIA £ 2 AlRgtE 2 " LT D
4) One should not make a weaker statement rather than a stronger one unless there is a good reason for doing it.
(Grice1961:132)



informativeness or semantic strength.
7= & %2, LT o (8)a®some?> & 1E, bDnot alld#EFG S 415, some & allid [ — R E E

ZhDHOT, XY FLOsomex NS 52T, LV ELOEGETH Dnotall& 5 R
EEENEZHEDL L LE, ZnbE, Wb b —#R1N7ARY S50 E & (generalized
conversational implicature) & L THENL 523, WA EE & B2 0 H T £ 72 130k " g
(cancellable, defeasible), F7-IEEDEE & B72 0 43BER ATHE (nondetachable) TH 5,

(8) a. Some of our neighbours have pets.
b. Not all of our neighbours have pets.
c. The speaker doesn’t know whether all her neighbours have pets.

—7J5, Sperber & Wilson (1995% 276-277) 1%, (8)adEFE & LT, be WX Ted & 5 725E
FERFSRNGELHT TN D, Higd E LOSERBRET Tk, FEOEK &
@éﬁé:&mib,a%@&g%%M%bf,%maa&bfwéo:@%ﬁ@mmu,
not allZ & &9 5 kM2 G6 & LTHBMICS S HED b T3k, SEEOEmMDY
AEBEELTWVD, EBIE, ODOLYVEY TO, MaryDFRE L, HREOZNEXD
FHR TELOILHMBET, HATEFREDODLVHEDEZBRL TWIHAELLERD
ND, FHEEBIZEZH>TOTHHBERL 2, SN RWEE L RRICAS

(9) (a) Henry: Do all, or at least some, of your neighbours have pets?
(b) Mary: Some of them do. (p.277)
(10) C: Oh, many occasions?
W: Not many.
C: Some?
W: Yes, a few. (Levinson 1983: 121)
F72(10) DIFED K kI=HET, BEWIEE S 25072 iFiuE, 2R EHiETsZ 87
W, BRCARNCR D £ 570 2 L I3E ) B BEIRWVILETH D, W b—RNBRRESE
NHDHEITWNZ, Z 2 TIHE 4 [Tnot many |dsome D Z & TH D ElIHimT o2 Lix T
VDT, ARKIZSAE SN TS, ZbE7, BEEHR I BEOHANTH
D, ZIICTHOVEBERICHET D2 L1 b, £ Il o BEES L S uivdnn,
Grice™*“don’t know” typell, FhE# 23H15HH 72 < 720> “don’t want to say” type b i T H =
T, WHOFRAZBA L VEHRII 2= —varOh HERLTND,

& 5 CCarston (1995:237) 1%, FEMHFRBYLYEFEILE K (what is said) DEIRGAERYNEIC
T DET5, BT T4 RAFIRTIE, EBEHMHERILXH < £ THE (what is implicated) Iz
HikT 2 LERDHDLE ST, KIEFOER LT LIV T 72 HRE (explicature) TH
Z Lz, AR A (pragmatic intrusion) Z58H 5D TH 59, £ LT, ZTORIEIR
&f’é\ﬁ%mﬂ“@ IV, REGEIL, SEEOSHERIALEIIL TREDORMICERRT 53

5) REGENRDHDOEED I BLO—ILEINTZbDTHLINIONTHHRTH D,
6) Bach(2005) 72 &G, impliclture & L CimplicAture & KB LT\ 5,
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MEmAHERR O — 8 CTH 2 L FIRFIZ, W URFEALARIC L > TRARDRE, OWVWTITHE
(implicature) #{5EL H 2D TH D,

2.2 BEEE
2.2.1 @ EFR

van Kappevelt (1996) DDiscourse Topic Theory (DTT) Ti¥, FEFHEHEEIZ 31T 5D F254H (topic)
&R (comment) DALEIZ LV, REOIRNE NN D LT 5, FHldfourld (11) ©
X 9 R FEEOALE Tat leastii A, (12) O X 9 72 BB OALE Tldexactlyft 4272 5,

(11) Who bought four books?
Harry commen: bought four books. In fact he bought seven.
(12) [Harry did a lot of shopping this afternoon.]

How many books did he buy?

#He bought four commen: books. In fact he bought seven. (p.411)
EFNENOZEORPEHIZ, £5H 5 bat least four’s & O FRRFEA % imBLICE BT 5 73,
fourZSREINL 2 & 2 (12) D FH3no more than four & V9 ERRFEAZEET 5, ERFEAMN
HRE Ffourd W EMLOEIIHRESND &V D Z LIy, “¥HDsevend FJETHZ L

272 %, TIRFHATIEIRONME & IXBRR <, REXY FAOBMEIZHRL T 5 DITxt L,
ERRFEAMTER DG E OB L 72D, 0 K9 22 RTHAFT 5 LIRICBIT 5 HEdmiT
MEEETHY, BHOHER L T ORMENTHL L LTND,

Z AT RE LCarston (1998:201-202) 1%, = D X 5 7 #fEqG FRHERR OFE R & BGR L7
BHb, BRHMEICEBRT 5 LWV BLAEEHI L TW5H, T4, entailmentd W5 HEE
ORES B DA, FHEAHIRIHER D IRMKFECTH D REERICEBK L T\ D &3 5 BatEER
DO ERICIE D 2BV b D ThH 5, #HilF TCarstonid, van Kappevelt O F ik DEW
(2 X DBAUTIER IR DY, MBS W) CHARN 22 LS ERET 2 L 9 70 K 0 TRV
HBMETHD E LTWD, 7z, LIRFEATEWRE Tl  EREERKRIE rTRE 72 HERR (a
default defeasible inference) TH ¥, AKFEMIMAVR D TH D & MhlZ HIT TV D,

(13) Q: How many months } have 28 days?
Which months }

Al: One—February.

A2: They all do. (Comment in bold) (p.229)
(13) D EF % R 8 5 5 ] 3L (topic-forming question) IZ%f 34 2 & & #i> TH 5 &, Al (One-
February has exactly 28 days.) & A2 (They all have at least 28 days.) 35 X HAL D, 28 EED
fLEIZ & DAl Tldexactly i, BIROALEICH D A21Fat leastiir & 72D, ETRZL ST,
van Kappevelt®#i TlTA2Dat leastit A DEN TRISND Z LT 503, Lo LA—RINRE
FAITH Y, EBRA2LPNNVEEF TV - T bz L85 LHEBL TV D, it



FERISCD28 LV O WDITHIROEMEIKE L, #EiwIZ X 2MEMThh R EEZ DN D,
& 512, Carstonld “How many weeks have six days?” @ X 9 7B R & il 2 &, R00E0
TEEITEMEZRREEOHH DL LTHIRL LS & LTWn5 &, EERTRERFEHRI 7 =
TR DBEEOEEEEZ TRLTND
(14) Considerations of relevance (pointfulness) cannot be ignored and it seems very likely
that the certainly strong tendency for number terms in comment position to be interpreted
as exactly n and in topic positions as at least n is ultimately explainable in these terms
too. (p.230)
LOALRD D, SRR O 72O DIEL R 2 BE L LT, ZTOHROMEDNT, &
DUVEERBEEICONTIIBR L TR LEIH 5, LA, TELERE WD HRME
BT, HRE L TOI VRV, TROLAMREER LV IBRNOEZ D NE
DD D TIERNEA D D>, van Kuppeveltﬁ £ 1, “focus domain’ (i.e. those that are part of the
comment) (p.407) & LTW25 2, EHEEMEROBRIL, L9 LbaeEERI—HTDHD
DTE RV, ETo, AHREIBEETHIICLTH, BRI HORERED LS REEEL LD
DD EEZ, SIHLITIFXVEMEREE~DOHIELEZDMENDS ),

222 EHROER
THEMIERICBNT, XOEMITERIICRITEK D, &b ERNLRBOS is PIZBIT 5P
DALETH D, BF(1992:4)1F, THiHE (Presupposition) & £ 55 (Focus) & W) BRTE XD
&, Sis POIEARMREREIY, RIfEOHOAEEAIR L TEHcZBRFEE LTHEX D Z LI
5] LHEWMLTHDY, DFEV, BRERDIHOVMELE R, FIUTK LEHDOHIE
EMNETLOTHD, £z, TOL D RIERERENEAAENTZSRELZETIE, B
LR D RICERE TR T 5, L L GEBICIE, SR LR 5MaH 3Ty
NTHBNTICHMVIAEND Z L2V, 2L 20E, ROFIZRTHELD,
(15) a. He is old. [He is an old man.]

b. He is ten years old.

c. His age is ten. (FEFI1972: 248)
EFNE, (15)bix Toldid &% BT, ten years old & i [4E#3 (Z4UA3Functor) 2310 (Z
AREE) ] Lo E %Tﬁ)é(p%%J & L C, Functor-f§3CIZ K 53¢ (B CY) L IE
ATWD, ZHE, a®DilkiERE L (Predicate-#30) & KBS, oldDEH S YRR D
e led, BEESCTIE, WREREY AW T RENSTRENT, e LTEMT 5,

) EBEOREEZZ DX, ZOLITEREWS XY, BEICEOROER LD EZAELED
TTEETINERD D,

8) Sis P.EW IO A B KX I, URE LR L TPOMEEE = DM OFERFIZH Y JAA THE S
w5z EnfTbhsd (BFI1992),

9) OBLIZEF(1992) 1%, ZhE BT LIFATHWDEDOT, ARTIIictd, B%kE (Functor)
z;t HLEALMNOES L ORICGGEREED L5 REH T Th 5,

10) Z DAL, age()=10, oldiXageDEBERTH Y, #E10% L 5,
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COBMENERLE D, ablk_D L, bIIFAUCENBEL L Ve s, ARERLRD
REL0E WV D FEAMEMFERICH D IAEN TWAY, Fizclk, bL R UimiftEEL b o7
BEEITH LN, BEBRORIL L Tiig4ilageMEDI TV D LSMT, aD RGBS L
[ U COORICERDE TN D, WbIE, abbzBIMBEICHD EBZZLND, &
NOIEREDORF L ETHI 2 TRHE L,

HIZEFNL, [Functor X #E DFKEL] & Predicate[ (FfEZ L, EWESE) HE
DFH] (p253)] & TEM] & TEWRSR] [CEESIFTERELTWS, RLETH-T
HEDHEONHITEY, ZOERNEHANER L SICHETLIUNERD D, Mt BIED
REUTEWHRRGENIAS, 78 e LTHEDLA D DITHE LIRS 20D b [FEETH 2,

(16) John is a good swimmer.

(16) Dgood & SLHIZAE D IAF TV DAY, FEAITIT TFH - FERR E, JAWERD [
] 2525 WMERER->TWD ) EEBM(1992:8) TIHIEM L TV D, 2D, Zhb
SEIRENERERE LTHIEL TS EEZ LN,

23 BHRHICSIIRENH

ZOXIREFHBIRENHET LRECTEAPILHRLIZSGAETY, MERELTLO
D, HDHNIZEDEDREFEOKNREICHONT, RANREE R DD, K&, %
S, RS E, FERCIOEMEI /NS &b, MEMBIED RIEDOHRRITITRE W AT
B, £ 9 TROWERIEIAFESNTEREL LD, =& 2XU5bTIE, EBZL
25 & 1 BIER AR < MEXTREE O RE & L ColdBMEDI T W 5, #uxtBEE O REMNE 6
PR Z DFEDARKIER L VIR & W TR BfR & 0 D, IEET &L, UFT
Carston (2005: [6]) HIERT 2 L O1Z, T LIETIEHEFVWREN TRV E WD IR AIE
FLThHoTH, TNEEITEL TN DORICONWTER R L ETH D,

(17) Recognition of the ‘linguistic underspecification’ of utterance content is one of the most
important developments since Grice’s work, but, although it is widely accepted across
different frameworks, there is much less consensus on how it is to be accommodated.

Horn (2005:192) H #5# L T\ B X 9 1T, Griceld & & & & A 7255 O & % (speaker
meaning) Dt 2O I Lz, Zhid, RIS éiﬁ@‘lgﬂgﬁ’fé% LB BRD B
50, BRI SN E OIEE D720 (nothing can be said that isn’t meant) & & 12725, 2
k> TZ 13- 59 (linguistic underspecification) D¥5Hi & B 2 Fbw b &, HIZHHEHE
DO E LTET TIE e, ENEFEENEO LS ITHDH TN O E WD BFHIHD
WOMAPBEL IS, £ T, BEERMEGH TV D & ZADHERARMBE L 2%, B
I, FEEERHOZL b PFREEMRCS B2 M, X0 IRERE T MimaHR OB
ERZTNDZEICRD, ZOHEmE XA DI2HIT, RETIESHEHRENI RIS

11) Z oA t L’C@@]‘g‘ 1, HR S SCE (1961) OHe is in the garden.7s £ 12 5L & 11 % Adverbial Complement (]
FIROMHEE) Il 2, REL <IZEFI(1972) 2,



DRREDPEL S TR B2 &2 ffi> THIZ,

3. REEECHR

LB &\ o 7o OB FERORESICIE, G OB SITNEN AT TRY, £
DOEREEFIELTVD, ZOXIREZBIKRSEDL L, FBEDIIANAALT
<%, BMEMIHGCIIELN-Z LFERE L LTRE, HEEZHEEL TN, ZORT,
O LS IR tEREERER PRI G N RKREPBIAD, T EFICHaERD LEALTH N
FRE DI ZAEMNIE D EEEZ TR, il ORI, R A X FRR
Hy 72 b & SRR E DR B, BRI SN EERBZIY BF 5, S OICBAAL
T, ETERBEOMECOVWTHR®RFT 2, TLT, ZORIRREEZDSLIREND
ED LD REEHEOTHARIA T, WEITHERI D D0 E R0,

3.1 LEEIEXDOERR
LR (18)alzBs W\, HEEGEIDOfiveNART 2 DIXFEIE Y at least five THDHA, RE
& E DD dat most five (no more than five) & BRILEINE & X4, #f/Fexactly fivex &4 Z
LI DD BICRIZIEY Th D, KIS, REDOBN S ZHR L2 B LA B TH L 9,
(18) a. I had five dollars.

b. Ihad no more than five dollars.

c. Thad no less than five dollars.
al W) FREREBRDICELELT, b, cDXDITHEBMLEZMES Z LT, RECHTE
EPPMMEEIND, biX ERREEZVTIRE, Bl EEL AR Lol & vz &
Do TORER, 5N T HEEE ORW—D V& T 25 (LRFEAD) O, 20nETD
(FRRFEAC) OI—HEERTE 5, IR E WS ERREIZE Y, ERRLTROFAZ RS
HZ LItk FEEHEOEFEHBAMSLEND,

ISHBIZ NS OB THE I, ROWVWDWWD 7V TDAKX] TH, KPP THEEHLF%
PETe 7 ¥ T IR DA & S RIE DO YA I A SCME DL TV D,
(19) a. A whale is no more a fish than a horse (is a fish) .

b. A whale is no less a mammal than a horse (is a mammal).
ELH 6 —RICAUFEIMOHZIIER EIND Z ENLWR, HixT DL “horse.” T—#k
(ZHED > TWIZXDEWREDIZR %, F—AX@EIHALNHBTHL L0002 LA
horse is a fish), F72HE _AK(b) IZH S MNICETH D Z & (a horse is a mammal) & 5] & 51
ICHLTWD Z &2 AN THAETIE, AH(@23H 0 27202 Ly, I (b) 23472
DRERTDOZ Ly, ZATEHLMNIRD, TNEBEZ, b)) EHKREEEIZHE>TH
HE, aTIEEDRGDITED TENL LIZIT e ben e BRFEA, bTIXYS 2 AiEM -
DETCENLL FITIER 2N E FIRFAIZTZED DS ZENTE D,
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(20) It might have been worse.
(20) DIEAELTIE, BIEAWVICHEND 5124~ T, SLICEOREL 24 OIRE
FERDE W) TREKBSED &, X0 o Ll RocmEiEbH o7 L H REN
B SnD, TOREER, BROZNITTATEN 7T2EW D, WHIZRD OHERDIEAK
SND, AMENTe, SN DREBURDBE S Vo7 b D TH L 0OHEERENSIT,
SOITHERDTER SND Z &2/ D,

(21) An Irish notice of reward for an escaped convict: Age unknown; but looks older than he

is. (AN AKAR1957)

IOTAY yva Va— 2 I X HBRNOBEILE T, EBROERI VBT RIS
EEIN, FRAETIEE I ZZNIZ L VDD, BIXOERRTE LT L BRINIE
oldTdh % & ITWE TERNDIT, looks older thanrHE T TND LW S #HFRZEE7ZL T
LED. 2FY, MHEOEEFIdIILNT L b TREBY OMEDOE®RERD SRV
BbHHDIT, BWHEEOMERTICEY, EFTERAL RGPS TLSRE LT L, =
DA, HRBBRINOZFEHZ N S RNEE LW ) ZEARNRENLL, EFMICHER
B, FIVa TP ATHD,

(22) a. He is as short as his brother.

b. He is as tall as his brother.
R O%E S, AROF & R, adshortZ i - 723G L D &, bDtallx f - 7=
Bt DIF O WEWRFPAN IRV, DFE D, aTIELH L BITHEMENE W HIHEEZRT DI
L, bTIEEBICFRLELTHD I L 2RI T, BT LLHFORHKIIMEL T2 -
TV, ZORE, @l EdBEDORE L L THDATWL79HIC, alRLEESHE
D DHRT, ERFEANIAS D, aDHIE, AEMICREZREL WD,
ZDEIIT, BBV IR E WIS ME T2 a2 RIICRD 2 Licky, 5§

FOEBRERYEZTHERNEIND 2 8T D,

3.2 EERLURTEMEX DR

FH] (1980:138-140) 1%, LLTF Dlespersen (1940: § 21.65) Z 81 H L7273 &, ifffi o3 B PR E
ELTHEDN S EAEZRIA LTS,

(23) What we may term pseudo-condition is found when the if-form is used rhetorically to
point a contrast, or to show that two statements are equally true.

ifffizs, MEFREAIZ, OZOXBERLIEY, @ SOBBEAFRERICETH D Z L 2R
OO NDEE] &L, TOLZFRORNLEHDRBEDHETRATLIHEIL, €
DERIF L TEOBEANTINE WS ZLE2HRT IR H) ARBENT, M
FEAZFFHEEL TS LHEHBLTWD, ZOHRT 2R 51E, RFEOGEOM LT
(suspend) IZHE LU HHDTH 5,



I (1997:124) 1%, if any=<Cif everZp E1E T2 O (FREE) OFEICEE % 2 Lk
EWVO BT LT LRI TH Y, Bed a2 Like 2 EHR D (5 THER B )
BHDHEI DB LT LT NE LTWD, 207D, HEMLFEA NS EDN S 5
62 <, BHENRERNRGEE, TROEVREErOWREEEZ b EET LI L1025,

(24) [i]t will have further effects, perhaps along the lines suggested by Welker, with a
negligible, if any, increase in processing effort for the hearer.
(Carston 1998)
(25) Children begin by loving their parents. After a time, they judge them. Rarely, if ever, do
they forgive them. (Wilde, A Woman of No Importance)
(24) Dnegligible X (25) Drarelyd & 5 REEMFIZITHTHMHF L LT, L0 HXTHIR
HINT DRERT LR TNDD, FRVOIXIY I TTE D 2 & TIRS 2RI 2558
DEBPENPRLEND,

S HITHF(1997:120)1F, (26) D &5 REEBRES N TV RWVEALHY, TOHE
Fleb 2 TREZEZLIEATS, TOMREDERNE ETIES > T LT 2,
LA, REZITRVEELY bZDOHFEZO L DIZER LIMRBRIFA &7 5,

(26) Correct errors, if any.

ZORREFE LT, WRIICTLOBIELZFIEEWICHLT, TAEOLDTHMILT S

DIEND, L0 EERBEOTGTNESLT 2 DIFLREBRODGENEZLOND,

(27) You are thirty, if a day.

(28) There is no secret of life. Life’s aim, if it has one, is simply to be always looking for

temptations. (Wilde, A Woman of No Importance)

(27) Ti%, ifyouareadayold&filio TE X DL, ZNHURKIT L2030 b7 &
HALT DT T LHIR RO TN D, (28) TIE, A< &b 123H2 LT 5720 Lk
T5HZ LT, life’s aimDIFEE & Bk LT2RH & 72> T %, Jespersen®@ D it % ik L,
WD AT LY, FEEOERERFENTLERLELIbDLNZ LD,

WICEEREZ G TP, if not P& 72 K5, Wh W Da i A DR LITE A RNETH (D
< Eb) PEITEAD] OIS, ERIA [PTIEHLD, Oro LT HLPELEAD]
EHERTH DD, PiLVPRRWEIATH S, TN & O FESND A ZFIROMBE D
BALH LD, REOWMEY S OHBFICRENEATL LD TEHLENE LS,

Horn (1972:48) IZLA T O L 912, RESEOBLRD LIEiZ LT\ 5, If-notffiz f111 1
252 ET, REEGE (pretty & S 9 D72 Hnot beautiful) Z 4l EiF L7k R, Z0EEN
FRSZ L7y (DF Y, beautiful BN ALT D) FIREMEA TTL %,

(29) The use of pretty to describe someone, then, conversationally implicates the
inappropriateness of every stronger element on the same scale, such as beautiful.

By appending an if-not clause, as in pretty if not beautiful, we admit the possibility
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that something stronger (in the same direction) does hold, and the implicature, like
entailments and presuppositions, can be banished to a state of animated suspension.

I (1997:129) b, if notFBLUT TR Tat leastit 44 L L SETWHHDE LT, PiE %
FRY SLOMNE S IO BIRNDIZING, RARIRPSE 25 DITEARTE, %0 Piaifl ki
IZT D2 ETPEBRRDIENSIBICEND E LTWDY, HEGAOAREMEIERNC LT,
ZOfEITEE MR RE L <A LTV D, E 72/ R (2001: 208-210) 13, Tif not 34 L
FTRETHDHD, TOWENBIALT DOV THDL NI ZLilikd] T, &
H ORI 72 > THAMREMEIT B0 THD Z LICRD LR L TWD, L) Z L,
ELLIZRDOMIIARIZE D L) Z LTl b, EIARIC L > TE ZITERDY
TeDDMNBRIRDE NS T LITRD,

van Kuppevelt (1996:414) & [RIERIZ, Pj, if not PjOP;DEIEFIRE (underdetermined) D —#(
T, METHRBARKLLTHDLILP L POELLHMIIL Y DE LTS,

(30) The value P;j which it is assumed gives rise to an implicature is not a stable one as
compared to other values which certainly give rise to an implicature. This value is
merely a part of the underdetermined, nonunique value expressed by the construction as
a whole. In the context of the suspension construction P;, if not Pj, this means that either
Pj or Pj is the case. In other words, as long as it is not known whether P; is the case, it is
unlikely that an inference would be induced as the result of it.

(31) How many books did Harry buy?

Harry bought four commen: books, if not five commenr.
BRI T 2E L WS BT LTV 528, (31) O EITHiif not ive b HIRED—HTH Y,
BZEENL—BMIIZIREEIND O TIERNE LTS, il LIFRBEAE LTRES
BAELDOF, 72 213 {4,6,6) DI HRET SHEIT, {45 O TIETEZL LW
DT LIFOTIHARNLEWI FEELELELDD, Z0HE, EREEELERT HOL LTI
not P& S Z LIC KD, Pk DR ERESND, ZOM EIFEKHP, if not Pj7s —{k
Lo TREMR) 2T 2 Z L1080, 2RI L THERRESENEL 5, BEUR
EEMINT 22 LRy, FlllEzifoleE L VPRSI hL5DT, REGREIZZD
IRk LTS Sh, —EEELRETLLEZLND,

ZIT, PiEEVEDLT, Py ifnot P O BADBRENIZL WS ZLICEAT L4
BN D, WG IIPE PRl oDELEVZRTHOLEARLTEY, Ebbilhrzhk
9L, XOEEREMBITEEOHMANICH Y, HVIALFEALTHLEEZXBND, &
A1 (1980:159) MDA A & MIRFEAOKFNTLT LM TR, HICREDEICTER
WO TIHRWNE W IERMICHIE LD, ZOLIIKHBATHoTHIoDELED L L
THBRTE, UFOXIRBRTOLDEZSTHELMATE 5, BRILOBDIZEL F

WESOIFHZEY, —HEOAZFRE L THEBHIIHDL TS Z LIl D,
12) HH1(1997) Tidpif not Tl U HAL TV DAY, AR TP, if not P2t — L7z,

T pillEl

i

C




(32) 1 was sure my career, if not my life, was over. (M. Schreiber, Ten Things)
B2)TIE, XY VT EAEEZLIDICELDTHTND, ZHUE, Fr VT EAELITHR
SRVABVLDT, ZOESICVELLKVITT DI EAERNL LIRS DEMAFHDLND,
ZORER, ROERENEEHIND Z &1L D,

WHITHE, AR —RE LI WET o EREy) & T—RK2)] AMEbiTnd,

(33) The man was tall if not one-legged. (Kjellmer1975:144)
EZLNLXARE LT, FOmW—REDTZMHIrSND I &IiTho TWIZFEED, EEE
WIEEREWARKROBITHEINTZE WS ZERREINLTVD, AR, EREWE
FTIEEBEIDEN) T LI RN T, BRICOMAEDLEERD, TDXD
72, Kjellmer® SUARERE B A FEAGRAME 2 L <R LTWD 2, /MR (2001:210) 1%, 5@
W, BHWAICIIRERBEZ bR LY, HO5ETIIE A LML REGREMNRIRE
RS ZLRTED) L LTWD, ZORE, TEE] D L0 ) BRI RE 2 EET
D8, TR E>TiE TERm & T—ARR) B1OoDFELEV 2T ILEELILND,
FSICELMUERM L TIE, ZOXSRIOOELEY L LTTY RAy ZICREZRT S
ZLICREEEOENHDN D,

(34) The picture of Chinag Kai-Shek that emerges is one that rivals Mussolini, if not Hitler, as

the very model of a modern major dictator. (/INJR/Horn 1989:241)
(34) TIE, Mussolini & Hitler M ##H &) ) M CIEF CRERICHVI>OELEY &L
TS, MR, TEEIEE D SR MO OMNIARRE TH S (p.209) | L LTV, L,
ZOREIETRE I DR ICHBWTIL, Hitlerd HA ELEFHEE R AR LTND Z L1272
5 LBz BHhb, Mussolini & Hitlerz 1D FE L F D & LTEZDAUTIIED D ILRNA,
Z O EAIBRIE, BiEZ S b DI LB TRV OO, FEE DORRE L URIZ L -
THTERESTS DD TIERWEAS I I,

SRR EAESCTIX, Jespersen® O Dt FROBL D B EEHRGEA, @O WNLD & (R IEFEAD
FLTWDLEZDLILD, FEENRELZREREZ, ZOBEONE, &2\WIEZ DRI
HEMITTWDDNEn D, FEEOEMEOI LS RTNT R b2, WIhicE L, if
EaMmys2Licky, ZCETERLEZETOZILELALOZ LIFBWEMIRL TV
LDIRFEDY ML, TOERTREDEL S AL O, BEMUER T, FE OBRIC &
DZREPREZZTHOLE LTHRINTZEZZONDN, S HICE I TRE SN RER
BT D EMERA LY, BRICEBET TS LER D D,

13) /NMRIT TRFESOES] L LTWDD, ABRTIEHAEIZS W) ZETRMEL TS, B, 3D
FE LT, NRIT T—ARRLETHESEZT, O BN ThoT) bHIF TS, &big, &
DEW—AKREDOB LN SNIZHEORETE L0 TIERWEAS I ), TORE, HENLE 2,
ETERENEND ZLDOFPEITKRTNLDTH D, ZO LD RuihOaRerkY, £ SITREE
B LB < SEMRmiIHERO A TH A 9,
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3.3 ERILEUEXX DORER

XDOERERDNEH I ZH A TUIS BN TIEFIRHRRERIUZHONT, ET2DLE
KHNCER L2588 b ORAEZ R T, ZOEADBIEHML T AT =R L E BTN,
F 72, HERIEH (Focus Diffusion) DRV AENTREZREICTDHZ LICLY, Fbwa
DIEDOZFEBIY LIFTHIZ,

BER D XS ICEFEIREDR, BRERLTIML THEDLNLIGENH D, (15)b(He is
ten years old.) IZHE R & 22 AEEMERFEA & L TRV IAE N TV A, ¢ (His age is ten.) T
WEEENE IZRTWD, ZDEEDSOETET (his age) 2 5 &, ©F 0V EFEROKIE
EHEZIPWEERE L LIS Z &5, RAFTPEEG & L TH< 0% EF
(1992:8) 1% TRIEGIEE D | LD, HBRAOND2_NEHETEEL L TIRAbND & LT,

EHIT, BRI GHOLI LB L EY Z S LI LED AL HITTWVD, 22
T L 72 2 &1L, the large amount& THWNV I RE L ZATH LN, TUIE bRt e
L CHIRZ RS, HPEOHRITE D, BRZENTHWRRLH RN TH D,

(35) We are delighted to see you here—the amount we’ve heard about you!

(36) The authority of her tone had its effect. (Christie, “How does Your Garden Grow?”)

(37) The happiness of a married man depends on the people he has not married.

(Wilde, A Woman of No Importance)
(36) (37) & & HITHIRAFANHERBEE O RE & LCTHREL, #OHfEIEE LiA b T
5, TNEWVEZILTIE, LIZBDOVRY DEWEMEDWITZE D DT 5,
DFED, THOMBD INEEHINT, EhjL LTHRILTE D,

Grundy (2000:70) 1%, = 2— 7 DEAZIL “It’s the taste.” #2351 C, &9 IRTAEL i
BRI LTV 5, Taste& V5 FRIE (degree) ™ #ETREORERNSD EWICHER LD
HDTHD, MREEDORESL L TOKRDOR IR L, XIRICE > THIFIRICHDOES %
HRDLOLD D, ZOHAE, BEAKIIEZONRNEEHIRE L LTl TN D7
HTHY, ZTOREE 72 5BEI SR IR SN R T UX RSN &2 D,

S5, GDOLIICEKGFIETEIELT, BHEICAD X Eeggs?ZT TRTEAET D
bo, ZITEIPRENTIEVZRNA, ZEOIPPIMASNTND Z L 2EHDE D,

(38) You wouldn’t believe the eggs that goes into that house! (FEF 1992)
CORDRBEGEE D HRIADEERS, FICEEEZ H 2 TEDLRVWEBE THREIIAN
L&, EFICHREY, HOMOTIEDOEMN LI RENELEHBR 2 Z LR TE D,

FIERIZ R E OBUE TR L L7=fil & LT, Carston (2002: [T XL T2 HIFTW5B, £
bbb I HLVEIOFE NS ThoTh, AFEIMIA-T L9 REHERE ENTMRD, 3F
HRENZE NN D Z L 2T 5, Ziud, URICE Y BlhEhiomlE, T hbbRE%
ML, IDICEINLHRENEINDLIDOTHD, 0L ICKBMIC, BIELInH]K

EEHMOEZTZETEINDEDORHY, E<ICU)DEIIZIRICE VIV EZ I
14) Bolinger (1972) 2R, MiAYICIE, very much7e &L L TE 207 ECHIETE 5,




DEHEN R DI5GB D,
(39) Sally has a brain. [VERY GOOD BRAIN]
(40) Something has happened. [ SOMETHING IMPORTANT/TERRIBLE]
B 19927 TIXZ DL S KBlE, EBDELEZDILERERL, ThaEELLT
& FICHAMSELREL, THHELEEY ) ORILFAT, UDEHITTND
(41) Try and get a good night’s rest tonight. You’ll need it after what you’ve been through.
(£H] 1992)

(42) Health is what we want in modern life. (Wilde, A Woman of No Importance)
(42) THRMRIZ, EORELRONZHRT D X9 BBV, £ ZISE R iE 2 4
DEZLTZE, B0 RmBELRY 95, THTRHITHERETH D,

(43) He is a good doctor, as doctors go nowadays. (FEFI 1972)
U3)1%, asHizfnd 22 &L THROEFRORE (DES) "EESh, EFLLTO)N
BICEITHIREA ST N TND, SROEFITENEWIMETH L2, £OPTRILL
RWewd Z kit s, REICFHET 20 TIX7R <, HMETRE &9 RESME T
i i v s L ZAIZER L, BT kSN BExHGmT 2 0EmERZH D, £7, HE
THIXFHI E LTTH Y, #iiiiz s 5icHGmm L TEAND 2 L2 D,

SHIZ, BEhFHMIEEZEY EZ LTHRE D,
(44) He remembered the perfection of her acting the first day he had come and the bungling of
her husband. (Christie, “How does Your Garden Grow?”)
U 13D 2 RIFDRANBES LIZREOMG 28726 DO Th 5, #akI#LE Dperfection|Z
%F L Chungling X HLAIIZ R SND Z & T, RONESDDOOEINENVHN D

(45) On a good day he is very good-looking. This is a bad day.  (Parker, An Ideal Husband)
45) DX S 72X EBATHIH R LS, ZBGaETWIFIE, He is not very good-looking today.
Ll A%, SORMNEOEFICLT, HEIFHFOHRIMTEE TV,

(46) 1 can resist everything except temptation. (Wilde, Lady Windermere’s Fan)
(46) TIX, RUOMENRKAEANITIBOEIMM SN T L E S, S OEDR TFERK] &)

272 T, BISORERIIARE N DN T, BEEICR>TLEI, LNLRns, B’
|2 “T cannot resist temptation.” & L7c5& L b5 &, REFRIZBIT 557132 L,
ZIUT K> THRLN DB RITRKE W,

ARt oREZ b2 TEWET L, RSO ENnbo, Z0 kD 2w
REMEAATIE L LT, RS PBALERENEH S Tnd vz k9,

3.4 EfTHERIA EBER

%I, BEEOCOREGED 1 2L LT, #ITHERELZEY LiF Thizwv, #17E
WZiE, 7 AT MR AR BRSNS, FET AT SRR AER B 5, i IE
15) Goldsmith & Woisetschlaeger (1982), Leech (2004%) 72 & % £/,
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ET % & DEFOBEHRRERRH & OBMRTED L S ICHL L TR T 20RO BN D,
BEIIEIDNCHR DN D Z LBLOEEMGRBIAIETH LN, BB LB L THRLEZED
FEME 2R MR S D,

& Z A TBolinger (1972) 1%, BRFASCREIFILMCATHREHFAGRELZRT 01 HD &
L, ZHEELHEIE O BRI OBREZRO TN D, 20 X9 REFENTEITEME
bihd &, WHBEES HE LS, BRERRMEL 2R, REGEMY ZLi12id,
FUX, FIICHIZ L D 7, AmaUEHN & RE G2 AT 723 M OV 3T 23, AT & oF
SETHLIETEOHEMICOIM L TS LB bND, BHEORT & D & i
L2LTY, EITEOLOREGEND, WELBITOIRE~DZEZEDY AHLEDLZ L
BTELHRIZONT, EITHEZARTES, HbOWIEREELREL LV HIF TEE
L7z, M OLEAIE EREMN TIIRN DT, FBEEONOMEEN TN 5 & o Higah
FREL 72D, DFEY, BEOROEFOINTRAMENHELN LD TH D,

(47) “You haven’t told what you think?” said Tuppence.
Mr O’Rourke smiled, that same slow ferocious smile. “I’m thinking that the man is
safe somewhere—quite safe.” (Christie, N or M)
(47) TIE, BUEEME CIEmU- CERZRD LN, EITHTREL TS, I JICHM
TED b DIFEDOWIEMEZ RS 5T OMEHR A BN D, HEEICOWTHERT 20T
HODLHPREEEZ R T FHEEO 103550 b, X HRRB LD,

—J7 48) DL DT, HFEITKH LB E T 258 IETEMEbND LHEXH, EHIC
IIHHFICEET DR AT A TRTFA PRALEB LT, M LATORD DT E LN TE
SIRENINDZLILRD, TRV LEITEO TERITH D,

(48) I'm hoping you’ll give me some advice. (Leech 2004)
(49) “You are not thinking of leaving Helmmouth for a day or two, I hope, Mr. De Sousa?”
“You speak very politely, Inspector. Is that an order?”
“Just a request, sir.” (Christie, Dead Man’s Folly)
(49) TiZ, BMHAEESE NG L TEEHMZHRWE S ICEHL TS, LrLIo
Uh, TEIZRTETEMEDN T EFORIUIRB I N RENITARYEEETZ &
W75, FHFE, TORAO TE S IO 2RO, EiIxmentELTW5, ZhvE 5T,
HETBBWEE NERO THRALTWS, ZOEITHEREILEORD L b, RE
LHEEDOHE LB WTEE H SN DEITIERBLORKIFED S L ZDHRBEL>TND
ZEREDND, XIRICEY, BIEHINLIHRITIRLRDIDOTH D,

WICHERBHOL G2 R TH L H, T iTalways Ccontinually 72 & O B E FIF & —F#§1Z

i, FoNL2EFIIER ARHAD L 5 RRELFOHF L IIMS 2, Z2TiE, &

16) 1think (/am thinking) that’s the case.78 ED X 912, HAME LETHOELL EX LGN H L, £ 2
NENMET DT, T2 BEMICHER T2 2 & T, MMICxHd 28 OBENBEILEND &
ZHiLD,



FEWV) R0 ITT LARIFANRIRENMEL 2> T, £5Tho7ze LThH, fRITH
M TRDEND L9 2 —BALITITZE L TV RN e W) ZERNEAND Z &Il D, £
WATRRIC 72 2 D1F, EATESBEERFO b ORELHEFH L TV LD THD, W HEM
W -72L LThH, £V DI EEICEY G125 HENTITES 2V, FIROFEE
OMERBEOTRE LT T I LI, ZOFVTNRNE NI ENR, BiEEME - RE L
RHDG, HOLFEWARRIETHAD, TLTLEITE, (BO)DEIITZITANENE
WO FEEEDWETBE S AR END T LT D,
(50) Every body is always supposing that I am not a good walker! (Austen, Persuation)
(51) “I was always having rows with him,” said Captain Wyatt. “But I always have rows with
every one,” he added as an afterthought. (Christie,Cat Among Pigeons)
(B TiE, BEEDVIHHIC, EITR L BEMEEZENDIT TWD, EITETRbIND LD
T EE, HARL FlICEmERWEEHL TV D, LA, HEHR him) 21 TR, T
bELEE THREEREZTORLE, HMBIC L D — Rk T, BERaerbtotL
T2, EMiCETERBEORESEZEML, Fldl+ 52 & Thveimaifad
o
PLEREMICTIE® 208, REO L TEMRE s RENICHR U el SC, REZM LG
U T2 2 RENE 2 48R3 2 B EMBUERESC, REOEMMBERZIEBSETLEOIMHL, &
DITIIREAR G ATZEITRONEDRREZ L STz, REBFEDOT-OIEbiLd &3
272561F, WICEORETHDLOMNE, (L EXIRT 20008 MEIC/ 5, b,
IR S D VIEIEATRIICE EN D REIC L > TIRZA B, FetnE i
DI eaEZNT, REGEPKREFRICEML TWAHREL 2o EZHND,

4. BhIC

Grice A DFERIFR OISR DL DIZ, SIEHIANNSEEMRIIL I ~OR L OEE R & 5,
Z LA ST (what s said) (X —RICIEH ICARZERT, TREZWTRMICIEAD

2 i & (proposition explicitly communicated) & 92 7 DITI%, AR TR X 9 IZFEHZA
HERm A ER 2B & 23 5, — T, FBHmIHERORR Th 5152 b 5 1FH (what is
communicated) 1X, HEMEZ EDIEFIENMENEE b - 2 EDEA (a set of fully
propositional thoughts or assumptions) CTd % (Carston 2006: [6]), Z D Z &6, FEMAGHM
HEER D LR 2B E DPIED VLD - TL D,

B ERR T, S L EIMEONIRBLEZINL I IR I LA HERIZH
7, FOELLIT AR S IR D L B A D, sEMmIHERRIT, REIZENTH
SARIZ KD HHRIZHEFE 21TV, B0VeRB 2K 5, £ Y, Carston(2002:(8]) DF 7,
FEHMIICEL S E 2 mERTOREE (the (pragmatic) construction of fully propositional
representations) EOITOTHDLH, £LT, MR S AT AT, RECHEEHE
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AAZIAT U CE%E (mutual adjustment of explicatures and implicatures) 1T 9, Z M XL 5 IZ7
FNHDERRIIRIR 7 1 & 2 2 SRR IC AN D )UCGricelit D& 2757 & ik %,

BRI, ek Dimplicature® £ 0 B I D Z &I LY, FEHROHEROL %Ik
RKLTWD, ZOfER, BRRMROEEZ IR L LTk, IvEmRaIa=)
= alrObY) IEERNGLETILIELENTELDTHD, FhlE, BIEMERNGHEE O
WDOHEH D DTIE L, BEOLNZILFZEZFERLVICEDI I ICENEZEDEDLET,
EOALTDHZZAENHEDNEND, EHZLDOVNMFITETLINDIDTH D,

REGEIR, BICSEIEQRTEBRRIHVIAEINTHD, ThziEviEI L T2
E, BPRREDEEINIOTHD, LIehR->T, REGRIEIREBIICET HE
HHFR CTHHEFR LD, SBIL, ZOXRIBRREGEEZEATHELOMRIZAEL S 52
Zh, BIEMEBEG TR 2N TEX DD TH D, WK, REZEATERIUIAR T
D oT=b DLSME B ZHEERETH DD, THAHICONTIAHOGEL Lz,
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