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(1) My car is more expensive than yours.
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(2) a. Mary is tall. e
b. Mary is taller than Harry is. (Ffi o L)
c. Mary is as tall as Harry. (S5ili)
d. Mary is 2” taller than Harry. (GER )

(2b) 1& than HilZEZG tall DAERE, (2d) I3EE j 2" %
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NHY, EMIITEMER ATy TEMAED
P1: Mary is taller than 4 feet.
(3)  P»: Harry is shorter than 4 feet.
H: Mary is taller than Harry.
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tall(z,0) LN, o OBEOEINDLLLLE §TH
5] 2EKT S, XoT, Ann is 6 feet tall. £\ 5 XL
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(4) A is taller than B is.
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(5) 30 (tall(A,d) A —tall(B,9))
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Mary is tall. tall(m, Ora11)
Mary is taller than Harry. 36 (tall(m, 0) A —tall(h, d))
Mary is less tall than Harry. 36(—tall(m, d) A tall(h,d))
Mary is as tall as Harry. Vé(tall(h,d) — tall(m,d))
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Mary is taller than the bed is long. Hé(tall(m, 0) A —long(the bed, 9))
Mary is taller than 4 feet. 3 (tall(m,d) A (6 > 4'))

Mary is 2 inches taller than Harry. Vé(tall(h, 0) — tall(m,d + 2"))
Mary is shorter than Harry. 36 (short(m, §) A - short(h,d))

REFE  tall DKFEGE short 1%, short(z,6) &KL, [z A
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BB ten orders D ten O X 5 LBULAGIL, REE
many(x,n) %> T many(z, ten) K?EIE'C é’f % [6].
(6) a. Mary won ten orders.
b. Jz(orders(z) A won(m,z) A many(z,ten))
(7)  a. Mary won many orders.
b. 36(3z(orders(z) A won(m, x)
A many(z,0) A (6 < 9)))
(8) a. Mary won more orders than Harry.
b. 36(3z(orders(z) Awon(m,z) Amany(x,d)) A
—3Jy(orders(y) A won(h,y) A many(y,J)))
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(9) a. Mary is taller than everyone.

b. Vy(person(y) — 39 (tall(m, ) A —~tall(y,d)))
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Larson[ 8] CHEfE N7z, than HiND EFEVES (and) T
fiEn7=54E (10) LES (or) THIENZGE (11) 1%, XK
3 @D than; & thans 2FVWRIFH 22T, 2EF Aa—-7
DEWMIIELTWS. KoT, (1la) 5 Mary is taller
than Harry. Z#fRTE 5.

(10)  a. Mary is taller than Harry and Bob.

b. 3¢ (tall(m, d) A —tall(h,d))
A 30 (tall(m, §) A —tall(b, J))

(11) a. Mary is taller than Harry or Bob.
b. 3d(tall(m,5) A ~(tall(h,) V tall(b, 5)))
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as S/S id
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36 (tall(m, §) A = tall(h, 5))

1: Mary is taller than Harry OEHIK
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(CP) | VaVy(36 (F(x,6) A~ F(y,9)) = (Ve(F(y,e) = F(z,¢))))

(LP) VeVz(F~ (z,e) <> Vo((6 > e) = F~(z,9)))

(GP) | VeVa(FT(z,e) ¢» V6((6<e) = F¥(x,4)))

(INN) | VeVz(F~(z,e) ¢ V6((6 > ¢e) = ~FT(z,4)))

(INP) | VeVz(FT(z,e) ¢ Vo((6 <e) = ~F~(z,4)))

(IN) VeVa(—~F~ (z,e) > Vi((§ <e) = F(x,d)))

(IP) VeV (- F(z,e) <> Vo((d >¢€) = F~(x,6)))
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# 5: FraCaS 7 A b+t v b D ELss ik o [ g ]
fracas-220

Premise 1 The PC-6082 is faster than the ITEL-XZ.
Premise 2 The ITEL-XZ is fast.

Hypothesis | The PC-6082 is fast.

Answer Yes

fracas-231

Premise 1 ITEL won more orders than APCOM did.
Hypothesis | APCOM won some orders.

Answer Unknown

FERAZ R 6 1T T, EHEEEHICE DO WA BRI Z
TOVATLLEDOHKZIT- 7.2

Bl LI R RETH B 0%, AWIFED T AT Mk, itk
VAT LDIEERY ERBZ N TE. SEERIT Rl
flE & U T, BifEX “ITEL won more orders than APCOM
did.” & “APCOM won ten orders.” #*5 “ITEL won at
least eleven orders.” ZE MR E N H D, BERIHDOF N
MNEEDRED—DTH 5.
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