AR EEBNEHICHT SRFARKOIA
FERRER (ESHRFRAN)

1 [FUSIC : HERR

HARSEED & 0 IEMEZ BRPE 2 FEBLS % 7 12 i3 BR%
wiERY A 7R XTS5 2 EEETH S, Ry A L
LT, 2% L HimMiNEE (entailment), it (presup-
position), [HE & A (conventional implicature, CI) ® 3
DKM S ENTES, HiftL CLIE, &R L
FEZ D AE - R - BERISCEE O SUE IO IA £ e
BXICh, ZONKPERIND L )R>, T D
(1) BRI SR, (2) ([CHTER. (3) I CL B2 7R d,

(1) John is not a left-handed pianist. = John is left-
handed.

(2) The king of France is not bald. = There is a king
of France.

(3) Bob, a sledder, didn’t win the game. = Bob is a
sledder.

DX, XDOFOWHER, H0E - HFEDO R a— 7%
WA TERINSE I L2, A (projection) &9,

B CT IS BIRDBIZE S N 523, & TOXIED
SEFDEL 20T TIE AR, PIZIE, ITD (4) X2
fRIX “There is a king of France.” Z & L Za\>, ZiUd,
"R 7 4 Lo Y7 b LI THIfEA, EEn T
Vw3, ., CLIZBWTIRZOBSUIBIZEI T, (5) &
AN TH 5,

(4) If there is a king of France, the king of France is
bald.

(5) # If Bob is a sledder, Bob, a sledder, win the game.

DX BEHEHOWE I OWT, ML ook
DXRTITONTE X (1], TXTORPBEIROMEH IH
—W i Z2 5 2 23 A & LT, EEEH I N T A%
I Simons & 2] IZ X 20303 5, AWFETIZ, TD5F
7 % BERIR SRS 3 %, Simons S D28 L . 2D
MR Z IR L 72 LT, Wi Cl 2 &0 BB %5
Bz ) Bl a0 BBEEIC O WTER L %,

2 HIREEBEIENSH

ARHiClE, AifE & EENE ARDIERN R HE IO WTHE
M9 2, BiENBEDI B, MO NRE L > T B HL
MABRD Z & % at-issue content &\ 3\, ZNLUIAN D=
IZ® 5 NA % non-at-issue content & \>9, Hifgld, BH
WCHBENG, Fi, Hiftzg SE I $RBU, mifE R~ Y
A= MENn 5,

Clix, b &b Eid, BHEPFEOEBNWERIBEET S
NEDIH L, IEEHEMFN R b D2 RTHGEE LT, Grice
BlickhEBINZbDTHD, ZOWRIL, Potts [4]
&0 BEED X ) BREDEERIEHE (expressive) AL
fifi (supplement) &EET 2 NAENEHRIRS N7z, CLIZ,
HiFE & [FARIZ, % non-at-issue content 127 FHI 115,
L2 L. mide & Eaifdmic, SXCEEDFHICHI S 5 £ w9
MO, PienEReb o032t bd b, mHENEGE T
$& - ClORKZ & 1ITRT,

| 85  740FY>S  at-issueness  H/IHHH
R Law — at-issue o
mitg | 9% T2 non-at-issue H
CI T5 L&w non-at-issue B

£1: Hwmy A 7o
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3 Simons et al. (2010) I & BIXFF D

K1 DOHIL, BES L at-issueness DYEREIPHR L T3
&) ATHEE 2R L TV %, Simons 5 1d, at-issueness
D&% Roberts [5] 12 X % Question Under Discussion
(QUD) L W) M&ZM->TEFEL 72 LT, BHEANFDM
BIZOWTRBZ LT, AHiTld 2 DREFZ G %,
3.1 QUD &HEEDEEEN

QUD L BHEDHGEETIHEIC R > Tw Ao Z LT
b5, Hwakld QUD 2R T 2 L) ITHECDDBHEE L v,
H B FEED QUD BT 2 7 dITix. £ DFEEEDY QUD
WAL TA%K EDTINBEZ 252 50 EBH 5, T
DEE FEEEVZDE AR T 2 FRE LT, i
FIRNE (assertion) &> (question) D 2 DNZET S 1
%, LML D DIF, FRABTHREDREICE T S
QUD IKEZDZETHD, i, HKilfiZl: QUD ~D%
ARGET 2L BMOEERS I Ik D, QUD I
HEZF 52D TES, ED L) RERANBLRHG
2 QUD ICBHT 2D TD X H ICERI NS,

(6) QUD IcBIET 2 EERAT /ML

Simons et al.(2010:p.8 (13))

a. TRENE p SBIED QUD ICBEL Tw 3,
S pld, BED QUD I 23S L I135Ea
0% 7 % SURINICE T %,

b.[ ?2p 23BIED QUD I L T 3,
o i, BUED QUD IR 2301 L < 13584
BEZEZIRNCERT2EIREZZ LD,

X 5 I p BBHED QUD ICBHET 250 L9 2013, 2ffiT
T L 7 555D LN (at-issue content) DB S |
DToXIICERING, T I TlE, find p D at-issueness
% Z D% SRS Lz 7p S BNk D 5,

(7) at-issueness DEE Simons et al.(2010:p.8 (14))

find p D> Q ITHF L T at-issue TH 5,
< p DG Q ITEEL Tw 3,

DLEDOEFRICE D, FKEEHIIBAAEOHER BT 2 hEICH
WL 722 &% at-issue content TEHZ 5 I LM EI NS,

3.2 RHOIRE
Z ZC Simons 5 DFIRDER & 72 2K % LT IR T,

(8) BT DIREH Simons et al.(2010:p.6 (12))

a. XPHOAFEFNIHEVRERTA2HAED ) B, Bl
TEDXRIZE T 5 QUD (2K L T non-at-issue TH %
bDDAD, &2 T RN D 5,

b. TE RIS DT, at-issue content % X &
5,

INFTHRTEL L) 1T, FIEEIFHRAEDFGED QUD 12
B L 72 2 & % at-issue content TR 3%, L7=0-> 7T,
REEDRIAIZIZBIHE L TV 72\ non-at-issue content @ &
W, HETORa—= 7% B2 TIRET 2T H % & X
nN<Tw3, DTICKEOH %2R,

(9) Q: Who stole my money?
A: That man, my mother’s friend, must have stolen
your money.



(9) DFEEE A 13, i p: “That man must have stolen your
money.” & CI 242U % [Allg#ELD & firi ¢: “That man is
my mother’s friend.” Z&ET 5, 7plE Q IZBHHL TE
D . p S at-issue content TH %, ZDFEFHIIE VT, ¢l
non-at-issue TdH O, HMHEHE 2B TRHE T2 2 &8
IELL PN 5,

4 Simons 5DRIRES

REICTIE, BIMKFHOREE LT, 1. %S DR H D K H]
CHENAHENH B2 L, 2. DB X A = X L0550
HINTwirWnwZ L 2ERT 5,

4.1 EBEORHDRE

BBt DG (8) B E 2 % & BUEDHGERICE T % QUD
IR L T, at-issue & L CHEIHI S 112 WA XIS L 2\
BT CTHB, Lo L., BUTICET 23R R ORI K
THHMEHSI NS,

(10) Q: Are there any boys in your class?
A: T don’t like the boys in my class.

(10) D A IZE T 2HEE R the boys 3R bV A — &
LTl Z. i@ “There are boys in my class.” [ZHED A
=TT 5, ZomEzp LETIX 7 IZBfED
QUD 12k} L T at-issue TH %, ZD &) %HliF Simons
SICHTAREIE L TTFREINS,

4.1.1 BElcREhic QUD OFEE

‘Eumi BHRORFICIKT 2 k) IcBbhns, L
L. WERUHKEEEZLTOXIRTEZTHD,

(11) (FER»N 2 ROMEEH RIS, BOTH - ASIFE
NTwnI LIz, )

Q(B#): Are there any boys in your class?
A(3R): T don’t like the boys in my class.

COXWRD S & TlE, Q DFFHEDOEXI, PIEDHIEZ =
NHEZEEDL, LLALEHS ZHFL R 0Dh %1
3LThE, ZOQORIEE. Q L LT “Why aren’t
you inviting any boys to your party?” 2@t d> 2 4L
Q' I1ZB87 % at-issue content /& I don’t like them 12 b
Ebb, TOQ Db ETIE, Hifg b VA0S KHT 2
fiE X non-at-issue content T&H D, Simons 5 DIKHLT
FHE N3, QUD ICIF, HICHKFEOEE FoRED o F
AIS N BRIAZ1TFTIE 7% | #REED ) bICIFITR I Lk
QUD bfEET %, (10) DHITIE, Q DX I BHGEDOE
12H BT ZDFEEDEIX L Simons 613 FRET 5,
4.1.2 AIIRERAETZE Ao EKEE

2 fili¢ld, FiE CI Ciﬁﬁia)%%‘%iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?% &
AL 72, FRICHTPR G, REEOXIRTHELF LM EFO
FICBICIEE SN T EHRTH L Z LWHEND, L
L. B ZIXEHRGEP TIROAAE Z HTFITIB 2 TR WIRE
T, 228K “My daughter is bright.” & \» ) F855% [\ 72 B
b, HEFIZICOXEHRRNTE S, oL EHE
FX, FIEEF IR0 S EWIHiREE > TR T
W5, ZOXI)ICHIHRZM o TINS5 Z L, AisEE
(accommodation)[1] &M%,

ZOHHERE 2 7 E, (10) OFGEICB VW T, BETF
WBHEEEA %27 7 RACHOTR0E L) HiRZ > T
ZIARRT %, ZHUIFERE A % A :“There are boys in my
class, and I don’t like them.” EfEIRL T2 Z 12 L
CLHR U= 05| EI SN REDPBED A 2 —
TEREZTRELTWS 2 LBbh 5,

B TR (X & T ICHTRRET 2 8\ 5 X ) ZsEEh 13k
F2RETH D, (10) DRGHETIZ, F&il Q 1FBDOFDfF
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EZECBERTHELZICOEDL ST, A lXZ DREFEZR Hif
WL THEMICEZTwS, 29 LEFREEDREHAZIIES
ﬁ\%%Aﬁﬁu¥®1&%MfL%w@75 LixTx
2\, CHIRFEEi 2 A L 2B O T 5, T
*%@fﬂ%% ¥3,

(12) (ETRAF 2D 5N

Q: Do you have a boyfriend?
A: My boyfriend is not rude like you.

ZDHEFHIBWT, QA=A 7L Y FOBEER2 SR T
5, ZOMWIZNL, ADHKFEEFIIR—A 7Ly P35

L REBRERPFAETIC, 202 L RTHRIC L RS AT

TWw3, BHCiliR7z k9 iz, HFICHIREAE Z2m\ v 2 5T
BIFE LLEETIE RV Lk, L L, Bk —
A7V RP0BE I EREBEZLLETTIRRL, TNl Bk
SEEBT 2 20300 2 ERMHTFICEIRD 220 VL) S A
BIRA D &S ECE, AR 2 O 72 FER AR E)
(o 22T, ZHZHBRFR—A 7LV FOERKEZ SN
%z &ﬁ%&f%%&wvhﬁ%ﬂmtfmék%xén
%, Simons 5DWETIZ. 9 L 7-HifedfHiz H\wz3
xRS Z ERREETH B,

4.2 BEOBH

gt DB 1Z, BIEDHEEICE T 5 QUD DRFED
YRR TH S, LD L, Simons 613 (11) TRL7Z K9
HFEELOWED SFHAINS 2 ENTE 22\ QUD %5
T 3 BN E HiERZE5 2 Ty, Z3ud Simons & D
REDMEE OV EDTH B, F7-. FEFRIZ non-at-issue
content BED X I I A B = A LIZEED TS T 2 DH
IZDWTH, Simons 6 2] TIEEMAN LTI 2 I Nk
>, Simons 512 & ZUTFE DS [6] T, BFEBhE % H
WEEHDHHHEIN TV A0, ZOMORHE NV A — D%
HOEHRIZOWTIEAHETH S, Hite - CI Z5 &k
FTXBED &) RBRERZRL, E0 k) 2EBEICHES
WA U 2D, Z OB -
2T 52 Eakdboins,

5 &bHOHIC

AL TIZ. Simons 5 1C & 2 #EE DI X 5 #HH]
e 2112 72,

BRI 2 W T 2 M7 Fur—F L LT, HifE%H
D & A7 ke (DRT)[7] AR E
(DTS)[8] 3% %, T DTS Tid, RIFEMH (underspec-
ified term) 2> % 2 & T, FifE72 13 TR, DRT Tl
o Tledr o 7z Cl OFRFTR DG RBE D FHA D5
AHNTVRS 9], 7L, BEEISRITEED Y
B =D 6 e\ — A IS 2 08035 5, T
NISBOFEDO O EOTH 5,
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