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0. Abstract

COBRIXTIRKRDZODHEBICOWTEZTHALIERT S, 1) EE
ﬁkﬁﬂﬂ%%ﬁ%%ﬁm,2)%@%&%&@&jﬁﬁo%~@%ﬁﬁ
DWTIE, BERANDE®RZ A NV y THEEAZ L WIRELrLDER
fLZ2BERT2, £, F0mETIE, HEBROBILLIZS v, Wb b
non-gradable DEEFICOWT, ¥D LI L EBHRNFEFESILBREE D2
LRIFT 2008, REROBRMLD b1 5.

1. HBHROBERERICOWT
HEBBOBEREBRICOWTRRELSFITTRD 2 ODHADDH 5 L 9

ZBbih s,

1) grade (% %\ it extent) 2% T 2 b D, (McCawley (1973), Seuren

(1973), Cresswell (1976) %)

2) grade 124 2 THIB Y% degree modifier %2 2E LB HMAL &

33230, Klein (1980) (1982), Larson (1988) %)

BB DD & 3 ROFELHERILPREIN T 5, (Seuren (1973))
(1) a. John is taller than Tom.
b. 3 x[John is tall to x & = Tom is tall to x]

S KkORCED 3, %) [John (2% HHE (extent) = T
Bt Tom I 2DRILREICE TEIE LW, 2O EFHIITLH
BRIEX DDA L bR lET Doy CHICKH LT, BEDIEPD,

21
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to x TEEHINS extent 12DV TRDOBHRLMHS I N T3, (Klein

(1980))

1) grade, 5\ [t extent &\ HEICERTEL WL D2 BKRBDE

RICHAR T RIEE 5%\,

2) reasonable, pretty &> & J v b evaluative EEFICOWT
TRE) 2RETHI LICERETD D,

CHDE) LEEEEET 5720 fﬁ%‘@ii%b‘é IZIRDTR 7 BERER A
KALHBREIN T3, (Klein (1982))

(2) a. John is taller than Tom.
b. 3 d[(d(tall)) John) /A — (d(tall)) (Tom)]

C T, dliiDeg BT LT very tall, quite tall 2 ¥ oD & 5 i
BALEUTNT, BEHONRT 2HRERZBET2HE2L2030
2ARLTWS, ThEFEARAMIZERIL, John is VERY tall £ §2 T,
Tom is VERY tall £ E2 7\ & 9 %A, Johnis taller than Tom %R
LTwaeEZOLNEZE% (2)bIIRLTWS, TDEZHOF&IL,
Bor bR LTV 2RUEEHE (degree modifier) % #i%fbL72d %
9 & T, FEICHERAESTH B degree, H B\ it extent ICHKTEL
T T ¥, F7>veryreasonable, %\ quite pretty £\ 2 29
2% 6 evaluative BAFIC OB EIMIRTE LI L 0hiToN b, 3T,
DED LS RIS N Deg KR E M) RIBICH LT, 35RO Y
HAPEZ 60D, FlEHIFTTHAL L5,

(3) Ri%
BfEEH: a, b, c, d, e
ZDHK 180 175 170 160 150 (cm)

(4) 2--5n% 47" degree modifier
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Anz 4T
very (tall) = la,[b ¢, d, e]
considerably (tall) [2, blc, d, e]
-4 ? %
& (tall) la, blc,[d, e]
H )
quite (tall) la, b, c,[d, e]
Bns 47
B %
moderately (tal) [c,[a, b, d, e]
=" ? %
fairly (tall) [b, c,]a[d, e|

A% £ 7% degree modifier DIFA, FEDPIZ, RIZH T HEROE
R(2)E2WMET L LHBROBT EREE 5, TOFITHEREL &
Jo (5)i2(2)2 &) —BNICEBLTH 3,

(5) dRADIATRBHTRIDLEE
(i) AxayaQ[3 d[[dQ) ®) & —(dQ) ()]
ZZT, Q:tall,x:a,y:b &35,
(ii) ais VERY tall & b is not VERY tall
LR Birn, HEMZ (1) R2WET 5 & 9 % degree modifier
DT Bo ZOBA, |
(iii) a is taller than b
FAZ B3 TTHEH, SNIFHEDKKE (a:180cm, b: 175 cm)
=87 %,

Wiz, COFR—DRRDS LT, dizBDF 4 7% modifier & TizH
THEDo

(6) dicBDIAT2HTIDHIHE
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ZIT, Q:tall, x:c.y:a &95&, £D(4)? moderately
tall DERBER 5,

( 11 ) cis MODERATELY tall & a is not MODERATELY tall
LEZRDDL, RO(1)RZHET 55,
(iii) c is taller than a

FEEIKT S (a: 180cm, ¢c: 170 cm),

Dl o, Bk Deg B % - 72RALIZ TR % d DEEHE 2
RELZTNEZ6TWIeBbrb, 25, AZ A 7D degree
modifier DA% Dog B ETENTH B, NTII(2)R(5)1F, FE
RIS HRAL L IS Vv, 25 ITKRDREE RS zw,

(7) kiR John £E4L 35051
Tom X 3005H

(8) a. John is as rich as Tom.
b. Johnis richer than Tom.

c. John is far richer than Tom.

(7) CHTFRLROLET, (8)a, b, c BWThbAELSERET
BB, TN EIFHBRBETS BEREBO L, CHAAETRTEDY,
HEEE, HERRICBIT2E (BE%E, HES) EEMICRBRT
BOTIEE L, LT TCEEHABEOLHHMCE W I TRLSES
BHBREND LW L ThHD, Deg BREFHTUEI LI NE
DL RBBIT50THS ) . Fofl (R (7) tALET3)
PRLNI W,

(9) a. John is as rich as Tom.
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b. V d[(d{rich)(Tom) — (d(rich)) (John)]

c. John is richer than Tom.

d. 3 dld(rich)) John)/A\™ (d(rich)) (Tom)]

22T, John & Tom DRICHEZENSH 5 b 6T as rich as
FEIDRIREZ DT as ~ as 1T at least as ~ as 77 & F 2 UUF L v &-Klein
(1982) 3FEET 2, 2D (9aid (9)c 2ELI LV TE S EFET
2DTH B, H»IC ()b DFHHEAPBILT S LI, (9)d DmBERL
ALY 5 2T v, COZERTD (10)a DREZMREICL TS
LEZBDTH S,

(10) a. John is as rich as Tom, indeed John is richer than Tom.
b. ?? John is as rich as Tom, and John is richer than Tom.

¢c. % John is as rich as Tom, and John is far richer than Tom.

ZNTIE 10D, ¢, DFEXFHRIZEND LI ICHMEINLIDTH A9 b, b
T EVMBRETIRINGIFTERELZETTH S, TR (8) %
HAaBE L Twi7?mx70n,

1D (=@®)
a. John is as rich as Tom.
b. John is richer than Tom.

c. John is far richer than Tom.

INH 3IDDUIF—DRAD b & TEHELZBMICKFTRTH 5, Lo
L (e 2B ETRETH > TH) FEFT 2 DDOXDMAL bEIIFRE
PED L, (10)a »REZ% DI indeed PPEBHWOKELZ TR T 555
Thd, TITORmIT, BICHEETRZ» SR LRI T (ADa, bc®
XPREINBEDOTIE R, ML—2Dkil%E & 52 TH HHEMHE»R
HBNBIPLEELBRETH D, 2F ), HEVE VI FIBEOHFRE
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%) PELICHEBERERICRMLTWADTIIEWEW) T ELICERLY
FiiEze & %\,

FNTI COLBICET 5 EBMHRT OB L RFICANLER E
DEIRDDIILBETHA) . TNEKRHTRILEL I,

3. 77 Y4 BHRmIERAL

R E CRAEDBOBRLDMBE L 2 OMESE A2, I TIIEID
FREE-> THR, FIHDHERICL), BOBRIITKROBRLFEL F
ehid e 6 7%,

(12) a) Deg B &b\, degree 2T 5% LWL ERD
VI,
b) reasonable, pretty %) evaluative T4 58D Holig 3 HL D #& 2.
52 &,
c) ADTRAL I ZHE—DKIRD b & TR 2 [LEFH % ER
TEH7aLXEHMTELIL,
DEDZ L 2RHBEEE, KOBNMLERET 2,

(13) ' 7 7oA Bekimhkait
i) a) John is taller than Tom.
b) g rae John)> g rare (Tom)
c) #AK : John o tall iICB$ 2 IRBMED Tom o tall I2B$
LR L Y K& W
ii) a) John is less tall than Tom.
b) p rare John) < g rarr (Tom)
¢) Ak 1 John o tall I2Bd9 2 /REMEAY Tom O tall IZB¥
BIRREMHE L D3,
iii) a) John is as tall as Tom.

b) M TALL (John) = g TaLe (Tom)
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c) FAJK : John o tall i2BEY 2 IFEMES Tom o tall 2B ¥
2RI LR PEICFE L v,

k%S sl T,

(14)
i) er: AXAVAR [pr X)> ur )]
ii) less: AxAyAR [ur (x) < ux ¥)]
iii) as: AXAYAR [gr (X) = g ()]
ZIT x, v IMAKEE, RIZABFELHE

S TIRBBEIIOWTEZITALS,

(15)

v TRV

SHES BEENES) 1 U={3abct, BFE (TR LWIBE
i) LA

PEDE ) BRET, HBAD, alh, biE, cHEOFHEZ TRy Lw»
IRED D L TESEBNZOLL 1OBRFTERLLLT B,

(16) A=1{0.8/a, 0.5/b, 0/c}

ZOBRE (0.8, 0.5, 0) DL EEAARLHT ZRELZDVIRBME L IP
o F72 (16) DEDICEKREINAADI L P EEERAXDT7 7485
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BEHEML(RICE7FVAERA), @A@EEEE"JEF'J%.’C‘@ a g3+
SFMETELRECTRO, DIIXNLT, bERZTEHEd), CIHIIE-
TRTEL B LV, W) 2 Lichbd, AlZD Lo, I LED
v, HBLETEDADEBRHMTH 206 TH b, TRADADFRL
LHWE (FAH) 2o LT HEDLL W (H103/a, 0.6/b, 1/c). &
BiEi, BADOEBRITEFET S L) MTXREENTH 5, F2BEICH
LN XS, IRBREO BT T HIE O RE DRI T 7% v evaluative JE&
FAIROWTL AR 2 LRER I NI2Ww, 2 TREBMEIZOW
TERDEIIZFTEDTBI I,

A7) REME: HEBEAICONTLEESXDBERIRET S E
BECRBEEI NS [0,1] o,

272, HLBEADBBEEEALEKZADT 7944 30 TR
v, THEERI N,

(18) RICH o £ v 733 7B
1

0 i
B TRICFA—DRIR TR L D HBER I FELNL I L EFHAL L 5,
(19) (=(11)
a. John is as rich as Tom.

b. John is richer than Tom.

c. John is far richer than Tom.
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kiR
RICH.!

Leamsszn > ¢ DIEH
RICH, | || artitets 2 boRR

RICH, | ABTELE L= a DR

-

BTt

Tom John (ARIRBENEZRT)

HIABEEDBEEIINTLIBELLFOER, EREEZ2HRITLI2ZEED
RICH t WIBEOA ) Itk >THELZEWI 2 ETH B, TITH
D (10) DEEEZTAHI I,

(200 (=Q0)
a. John is as rich as Tom, indeed John is richer than Tom.
b. ?? John is as rich as Tom, and John is, richer than Tom.

c. * John is as rich as Tom, and John is far richer than Tom.

aWAREZ DI indeed EEFmMOEREREL, Z0O#E, RICH,
& RICHADBBOL 7 | #8355 TH 57, b, ¢ # and (FFAFHE
L RET B, F—OMHAD S HEEORE CR—OBECHL,

2 SLLED A Y8y TEIBERED L FEE SRS LHEED
LUEMRRIN G, LI ICHBIMFED A o3y oy TEBITIE < XRIKTE
BTH->Th, BEMEAD, H2ERICEITE, HEBECHT S
Sy TR 1 DI E S B, S MRS S Al b,

4. BRI
ARETIE, 0L HERNFFEIEERNLERZF O LIRS T
Z0MESHLTOCZLIZT S, 7 TS, I WESE2EALL ),



30 W25 D HERiIc o\ C

(21 THEE, DER

EREFARAG D X o3y v 7RIS, BB, fEhic X BENE
ZOWTHRBETEZ N TWEINET R, 22T, BEDNHE
oIl L ToRBEOEMOFmENZ L E HE, & L3,
(INC & &TRT %, )

BAZIZBEEOBIMIZ & b 722 w3y ZTEBOIRBE BT
A, HEI [+] kY, BEEOIIC E D 2WRBEF ST
prEEEI (-] TH2,

(22) INC o BAkiyfl

INC (HOT) =+
COLD INC (COLD) =—
INC (TEPID) =?

temperature

TEPID »#54, COLD, HOT @ & 5 ITfEENEN 1 DIRRET & X,
ZNEHITMEIDREHENZ L% CONVEX L) Zkicd b, STOHER
F2 AT HEHRICHE D 12 v, Wb 3 non-gradable BEMOHIE R TA
%,

(23) Non-gradable D
(i) Denominal Adjective (& ZRIRERL)
a. * This machine is more atomic than that.

b. * Bruno is more Italian than Giovanni.

(ii) Scale Extremity Adjectives (&fEiE!)

a. * This point is more central than that point. -
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b. * This work is more perfect than that one.

c. * My coffee is more sugerless than yours.

(iti) Polarized adjectives (xifR%E!)
a. * He is more dead than that man.

b. #* She is more married than Mary.

(iv) Convex Adjectives (f4%EY)
a. * This water is more tepid than that.
b. * Giovanni is more middle-aged than Bruno.

LI E® non-gradable & &, L DBEFRERICEFLDHTBL,

(24) Non-gradables & {# X DREZ

type example function inclination
denominals Italian, atomic | discrete, non-definable
polarized married, dead | discrete, non-definable
scale- perfect vertical +co
extremity identical

convex tepid, fair convex indeterminate

WILZDEDADELEERIFETHIEICL LD, FD72® more or less
test LW HETFRFEEATS, @ more or less & ) KIFIFTTN
TORRFALEET 2L TIEL v, TOTZAMERER LN,

(25) More or less test
i) scale extremity

a. This point is more or less central.
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b. This work is more or less perfect.

¢. These two men are more or less identical.

ii) convex
d. My coffee is more or less tepid.

iii) denominal

e. % Giovanni is more or less Italian.

f. % The substance is more or less atomic.

iv) polarized
g. * He is more or less dead.

h. #* She is more or less married.

SE~v Y moreorless i3 F TR L5
1) scale-extremity type (a, b, ¢)

2) convex type (d),

LTI T E 527,

3) denominal type (e, f)

4) polarized type (g, h)

LiFIAR T E %\, Zadeh (1972) i2 X #Uid, moreorless i3 FicA 3 &9

2 fuzzifier & L C{ERT 5%,

(26) The effect of the hedge MORE OR LESS (Zadeh (1972))

MORE OR LESS TALL MORE OR LESS PERFECT
1 R PERFECT
TALL
N :
0 height 0 degree
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DNy TOMBRBENSEEHIZBWTORBELZSBMT 2L\ DT,
JERRMTWI &, 2o~y VIZBEKRERS T L\ 2 B, denominals (e,
f), polarized adjectives (g, h) LdETE W2 LF, £ ZbIh6D
B BEN A 32y TREREZIRZ Y, BERAY (discrete) T, A
MABBEOEER > T W L ERMLTEBY, i3, Kok (249
DI E HBEAT S, 2% Y MORE OR LESS TEST 3R niEL S
PBRTDLEZELDLDTH 5,

ZZFTNE, LS TREBRROB TR 22 LTS 5, Fxid
A CHEBOBERIEH BRI L, kD 27 2FZLTAL),

27) (i)AisRerthan B
(ChzBEAMTRTE)
(i) ur (A) > ur (B),

b, ot (1)~ (i) DEBRICH2DTH 55, (i) I L%
WEI EROBAILEK (1) BRI LAVWEWI I ETHE, LIAT,
AES>FIERNTR, »OWRNTH L5, Bl () EoffEo
B2 yI2BWT, BEFARICEL THEPBRILT 27201 T
(28) ZSEOLL Zeiddud e & 7%\,

(28)  JEXFRIE & HERRM S
HFEORELD2H X, yI2oWT

1) g > pr > 7 (ur & < gr @)
i) #R(X)>/lR(X0)&/lR(X0)>ﬂR(Y)—’ﬂR(X)>ﬂR(Y)

TRTHD 5 &5 Il EOEED 2 5ITB W T(28) DIRMAHH ITRAL
T 203 (v)DERYEM (Bd) BERDEADATH b,
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(29)
i)y : < (i) (iii)

(iv)

y Xo X y X X

D EnBE I & BHROKIL R 2 ERILT 2,

(30)  HeBufko RIS

INC R) #8+/ — 0B~ RIZHEFRZ FHD

3T, BROZ LN, (B0) 26 HBHRERTLBERADRMEFEE
25,

(31) Non-gradable §f4

LLHBHAEFRD INC 2%, non-definable/ +<o / indetermi-
nate /, DA, FDHAFIL non-gradable TH 3%,

5. #Ewm

DEo#ESR» SFRIIKRDOZEERALPITLT,
1) HERIZOWT7 7 ¥4 BRBHDLE D b 0BRILE RA, ZOF
RALIIFER S & D degree R, Deg B2 ) BT HO>RE» L
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KENTE), REORRLEBLBROBRRICEZETOTIIZL, X
RIEFERI 7 7 VA BEIC X > THRT 258, LD EBICEIL AL
EER b,

2) HWBHEHFRILT 2% ERNLL, i3, HROERRAEX
FHREZEHL, BEOEEOWEDRCOAIBRIRILT 52 L 2R
L722bDTH 5o
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