" #H

-

4.2 BERRL LUHERR OB
- HiElc Bl a3 HRMAMORAK A S, TITR
S17* kRS T AFHE JUTENSARNOBIRT
b 5.

e. g Fu(a,d)—»—a'(~d') ({BL,acPr, &Piv T
Ca,d i o, LEIRXN3).

Fi(a, 8)— Wa'(r8')**

CChOOERL S VS LR LI, BFEHSIU
SRS HIE RT3 LA KIC ot BXEIRE L THRDO

T B, (@’ (AY))e, We(a!(AB'))e &S bracketing
ETRAECOCLBHASHIILETHS 5%

S17 L 2hicxtied 2 TITiIcATh 3 Fu~Fu %
TORARCDX S, BEFHO 4% BAT3HA
(Fu), KBRS L RBESZTRANRNT2EAS
BN (Fiz, Fu), TERLRHAEATOhh—D%
BAT A (Fis, Fis) 205308, FEBCHL TH
REXRTENTEL A A= X L8BREINT 2D

1t An Intorduction to Montague Grammar by Akira IKEYA
(Tokyo Gakugei University).

H ERPERRE

* & X, SI7 OMBIO—MEHTBE, Fula,d)=ad’ T, ¥ 2
S OHOBYMORRE € OTFEHL KD BEAMMBRERICE S
A dD. HL, aePr,0ePiv T Fy@,0)ePr. - Fuil,
Fyla 8)=ad” ¢, 8 i3 § OROIOME % B EAFMBKRRY
iICBapIbD.

- BER: W RERNT

PTQ @ S17 ititz dizdpic (1)John comes #p5, (2)John
hasn’t come. ZAERT IMAINSD thicHET IMRRA Fu
MIh, EhikL-T(2)i2 —H come,’ (j) LERESN3. |
U Fis iI£& > Ti2 (3) Nobody has come (4) Not everybody
has come DX 5L H}p S prenominal negation |[FHERI N
V. ZD k372 “prenominal negation” % PTQ 0oAT PTQ
DHAVEHELTRAB LS IC LR ICDNTIE Lee(1974 2, b)
MBEIED. AOHTURMICHS &, PTQ TRIXMRBELT
DEEH UHAE LI > 708 nobody, not everybody %£T/IE
/L term phrase & LTHL, £heh, APVaeP(z],
AP A2P{z} LBIRLTV3. —F Hoepelman(1979) 3L {
PTQ OAIAEE L TRIC term phrase KT 3FEIHOT
7L<, ‘every’, ‘man’ OX3BUER, RALRCHLTLEE
BYPDBEIN A H=2XLERRL, LT, ROZEMOD
BEERINTEZXIIKEELTHS. (1) Mary hasn't kissed
dvery man. (FRTOARFRA%EULNDFCRIEV) (2) Mary
basn’t kissed every min. (FRTOBHIBLTHXE LIS,
7). ZOLSic MG OBATIR PTQ KRXTED A A=K A
LHEE LD » B> 5, MRERTES TR L S icslE
NTATNAE.

*”
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o =

TEUF¥a-—-XEAM (31

gﬁﬁ

RRICHHICBEL T, PTQ D s X nBEH
FbhTn3.

T3 PTQ oRHOXEANIE R FIZRMFRHC B
TR 53X (PTQ ORARCORBERMTSS)
ZHERLT, BETSTHE KURENHOXORNESE
HE2EBL TS, 7o X John will walk DR
RERUTOL S IcE®IN 5. John will walk® ¢
Bl A ICB VTR B D DBREND, +aLuEHR
p<t THBL 571 point of time (KRR) ¢ HEFE
UL (mEbheid p KOBRKETEH ), »D, tiLH
T ‘John walks’ BETHBLETHAB. LHL,
HEAHOXEME > T3 John walks DEERIZS
#HYTHY, (1)John is disposed to walk & L i3,
John occasionally walks 1% non-reportive L%z
D3 Hic(2) John is walking at present moment
D& reportive reading & XIINZRASFEL,
DL E—BINC B & T 5RO ERRICLT
KREHOREZTTHHZSOXORERFOERE
FH CLRMENHBEN IR P 5 (Bennet &
Partee 1972). —F%, XRRiCid, RREHZ L - T
b, KKDdZHWCE->TH 2RFERBEL, ZO
HRICH W THEIXNETH D L IUNOEET 3.
e.g. John will eat the fish the day after tomorrow.
coLS5ip interval KBFARAEZIHZEI LI K
PTQ OMEAL EEIEL 7 b D At Bennet & Partee
(1972) &% v, BECOME, PROG @ & 575 sentence
operator A L T & 5 i€ Bennet & Partee @
interval semantics IZ B Z MX /2 b DT Dowty
(1979) 445 3.

43 RME X

$TI8.1.4 T PTQ TAVWLA T 3RWEIESIC
DNT O, AW TS24 EBENE
(notation) L DWW THN B, (1)~(3)FETIIITIC
3.1.4ToHhi. UTFOEMIRLAbOH PTQ T
BOShTWVWAEIRIEETHD, HRINSEREL LVE
HETH 5.
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(1) a(f7) a(r)(8)
(2) a(f) {Va) (B) (brace conveation)
(3) ai, 1} (va) (8, 1)
(4) 8, Aud ((Nu))* } sub-star
(5) 8 2viid (("u), (Nv*))**) definition
(6) dp Aup ({BL, ¢ 121 ?)
(7) dp ARup
(8) a* 2p (pla})
4.4 & n
(1) 2 & &
(Aua(z))(u)—a(x)
(2) “down up cancellation”
(VAg)—s(a)

4.5 Wok/M (meaning postulate)

(1) Ted4 Fa v DEIEAL] 2O IXHS,
(2)TCD4Fav0RRBERTH B LLHHR
12, REESIRTAERRbSRHTC L. T
LaftRos 2 b s0MEsERCELT 2RETH
ZERRE, 2%h, LOBADIZOIFavD
¥ Lh [EEV) CEOHERIIEEL TV S, (1)
55 (2) BT E0ITIR, (3) F@)DdGla) &
SEANBYTRHININLSEY (HL, F: HBEV;
G:BEBTH2;a: D4 FavoXk). LhL,
F,a tVWS &I URERE, aBREEDLTRELESH
52 (3) Ik B Iz isn,

ZZT(3)DHBRERD I LD BB HNF v
72 (4) (V2UF(z)2G(2) W H A% KT 3. T
DO(4)MHNF » 7ORKARETH S, —h, DX
5 1 MBI BRARBORKENAT LI L
T, Katz(1966)i3, 7 ¥ - ®v 2 Thbh, Tho—&
DO TIE RKL-TLEHELT, RHYLTW3E.
EETREKORMHINSH B E, MG OREHTHE
bhicBREBEOHIOKRBS BT - T B SIT,
TG OEFBRIED * H =X L0 - T EdARI

2T, % i2 IV oRBRIBNTIREAT, 33, FOV) TR
ATV) OXR. v BRKERDIRATEI LS, (Nu) 12<s, 6>
347, 3131V ORBOBE s, e>1>TH AP D, 8(~u)) 2
2KELT, tLI5D, FATOBAURTFENTVES. d(("u))
e 4TEMUALLERBTHEELD <e,t> #4147
* ZORAI, LORESIRIID 32 TV 24 7ORAT, d(("ud,
[(Av*)) i <3, > 247D (D) &, term D F 4T <sLs,
&S, e>, 19,13 0 [(Nv*) LOMICd LWISBANEITEE
BUkT 3. 20ad((~u),(Nv*)) Ei2 AN ), (Nv D ¢ 24T
OXERE ZOMH LA LOT, ZIREL BhT. £E024TR
<e<e, t>. AvEd([~u), (Nv*)) pO—THARIE SA(NwW)) X
ATIC LR v EWELTMHIZBONS.
({HL, a* 2247 €3<s, e>t 31> ORA. D% Y, John,
Mary © IL ~AOBRENI 54 TAHTS).

2y F¥a-XEAM(3) 406

YR REBMCRBRSH, EHRAMOAENEL
B2ER3BH DB, fc&: AL Thomason (1974) i3,
RD(1), (2) it&ET 3 ‘expect’ E£hEh, IV/
INF, TV/INF (INF: infinitive) &L T, ZDO0DOR
7o 1-RIERERR D ‘expect’ %(3) Dk S i MEkLHE
E2RANT, BFEIUET-TNA,

(1) John expects to go.

(2) John expects himself to go. _

(3) APAzo[](expect’(P)(zxo)«— expect’’ (P)
(zo)(xo)) Katz HIBEEL /o & HiT, MEAME—FOD
I ETRETRVZERNELSTEHD, £O
7zicid Dowty (1979) DX 5 iciEMiE OEdic
HEBTH, Thed, Partee(1975), Cooper(1975),
Cooker Parson(1976), Carlson(1978) LD X L,
ERBEL SV RBERMicxOERABEHHES
PEBOMBL L TERIN TV S,

(1) vrQlu=a) (BL, a it j,mb, 11L& OH
BERAEEDLTER .

(1) 0BHERBED X S HHFILBVTH (D), @ ic
BELWES ule 24 7OBKOER BB THBE
nHT LT, (1)itk-T, BEEROERGNER
CEREDEVSRERET LN 3.

(2) O(z)»Vuz=Au) (AL, & i3 price,

temperature |/ 0% F 4R (CN) © IL ~DER.)
0% ball LLTHiICEBE, (2)RRdLHIEK
B = 2 ball £ SERES - TV, ZOMEK
BAaEELEEL 2840, 38K (v) KT
ZEKEATH B L EREL TV S, #2721, tempera-
ture, price XRHN T 2D, YT (a) & (b)bhd
()DL I LHRBRFETH S5 LS.

(a) The temperature is rising.

(b) The temperature is ninety.

(¢) Ninety is rising.
BV F¥a—REDEIUERSARTRELERALL
T, rise, change, increase D H OHNENHERIC X 2
bDTHBELTWVD. LEkMoT, (a) D the
‘temperature’ D24 73 <s,e> Th b, —F,
(b)) TH—MNERIhTHI0REKeTHD, L
TeMoT(e)DEINNRF4 FOEAUNZ OO
WEFRL T B*

* FAYRERLT, COK> BAENRIR ‘wechoeln’ £ DRIORIF
KOVWTOLRILRICOVTIE Lobner (1979) %8 %7,
Jackendoff OFMMICDWTIE, Jackendoff (1979) X R. iz L
D(b) DESUEIXM=DD entity OR—HERHTHLTHEE%

Z30ORIPEIVT, (b)RERLTFOXIUXOEETHB LW
5. The temperature is (already) at nipety.
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(8) Vz'vt’/‘\zafﬁ(x)i-vaf{'\"z}] ({BL, &: rise,
change £B { BRRZHAD IL ~0BR).

V8 Htwalk EWHIRBEBETEH S ETHIT, rwalks
LV S AEEBRR 2hicHIBT 3AENRINCHEL
THBENHICEE(3)IRERBL T3,

(4) VSAzALOW(z, P)-P{9S{Vz, VyI})

({BL, 8: find, lose, eat, love ZDMBRHD IL ~
OBR). ‘ ’ '
L)ook T 3 EC B, z (EEERD
A7) &, P(term phrase ® IL ~OEF) & Ofllic
B(e. g. ‘love’) LW IBIBRMERDIL> TN BRES, £
MRROBBESETS 5. O%b, Bk (D%
VZ) Lk > THELRBEIATHE (Fhbb, dic
ST 3 MO EMFAE RDTRE S e hic
HYF2) y OBAOHA (P BEhEEDL T
3), D20 y OREE P ick-TEbSNAHE
DEAICERENBZENSZEEEDLLTV S, by
T, EERENCV AT, ‘find, ‘lose’, ‘eat’, ‘love’ &
5 &5 BFEO IL ~oBR =F(TV) %, %
17 <s,e> D x L2847 <s, f(T)> OZHHH
BLTWENSE, T0—EMRILHBETS @ &
3, »aHRCHELEEL2MBEE (Vo Vy 22h
AEDLLTV3E) MoZHBK S 28RT3E54
v OEALVS BRI, Bl TRRLTLREMIC
BHETHBLS T LEERBLTV S, CCTHAD
CEIEHD, DL EDD t LD 24 FRHED, 54
FOBAKRFEIN TS, m& 2, 00 6 i3
FITV)=Ks, f(T)>, &s,e>t>; z: <s,e>; P
<, f(T)>. LkdsoT, 8z, P)iI3 ¢t &3, £0D
fl, PTQ iciz ‘seek’, ‘Ednceive’, ‘believe that’,
‘assert that’ %X DL HWY ZRENBRAOEERZD
A —DSOHRICEEL THRL TLREMNCSH
THBCEEEEL LBRARL EAE I D2E 3.

5. BIRORH

PEAIE S K, IL ~O0BFRBAEZENT, KE
RERBETH B, sVE0HEORWERIR IL 0oF
B~ HR8ThO, £0oBRicdL T, EHiEH,
L8, FHE, BRAML N IL ~OBFICHERS
hT, JER ERbEheh & SHmoAENRRAE
BEa®HXBEELTDNE. £L T, chitdLT=
TFNEED, TORBEGEZEDS. CNBERRKOD
BRBETH 5. UT, BROEMERT.

1. Bill sings.

N R ] e d

1ICHUTRETLIE LZDS
5.,

1.1 Bill sings . S4
Bill sing

Bill=b* (T 1d) (=‘translate as’)
sing=>sing’ (T 1a)

Bill sings=b* (Asing’) (T4)

b* (Awalk)-»P(P{Ab}) (Asing’)

~»hsing’ {Ab} (2 Z#)

-»V Asing’ (Ab) (brace conven-
tion)

-ssing’ (Ab) (NER(2))
-»sing’y (b) (WBRANE(3))

sings
8 £10,0

7
Bill heo walks s

IS S o A o

® =N

1.2 Bill

he/o\walk
AP(P{zd})
sing=  sing’
heo sing=>AP(P{zo}]) (Asing’) (T4)
w>Asing’ {zo} (2 ZHe)
~»V Asing’ (o) (brace conv.)
~»sing’ (zo) (2 (2))
Bill=b* (T 1(d))
Bill sings=b* (£o(sing’(z0))) (T 14)
~+P(P{Ab}) (2o(sing’ (0)))
(HBgECk(8))
9. -»2o(sing’)(x0)) {Ab} (1 )
10. -»V#o(sing’)(x0))(Ab) (brace conv)
11, —»VAZLo (sing (z0)) (Ab) (HEEIEH(7))
12. -0 (sing’ (z0)) (Ab) (AFE(2))
13. -ssing’ (Ab) (2 £i#p)
14.  -»singy’ (VAD) (BIRDEE(3))
15.  -ssingy’(b) (AFE(2))
BROCEEHNE, L1L1L20#RIRALL,
sings'(b) £75 3.
2. The temperature changes.

heo=> (Tl(e)

® N> oW

The temperature changes‘ sS4

the temperature o, changes W

temperature
temperature =

1. the tempefature:ﬂPVa:
(Ay(temperature’(y)esz
=y) & P{z}) (T2)

2. the temperature rises=(1)(4-i~~"\ (T4)
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3. -»Vz(Ay(temperature/(y)oz=y) &
rise’ {z}) (2 Z#)
-»V z( Ay(temperature/(y)-x=y)
rise’(x)) (brace conv.)
3RThPE, WRITERD. 21k <s,e> D%
A7THD, Lich-Txic@RAIN BEBTT 30 &’
EWVD K GHENFRBE TR 2 {, ‘temperature’ O
mx, AEEBEMEREINZCEERLTVAE.
3. John seeks a unicorn
3.1 JE4%5E (non-specific) DS
John seeks a unicorn g,

ohn_ seek a unicorn
‘1—-1' S5
seek  a unicorn
seeX v nicorn g2
unicorn
————¢N

ZOANIE, Yaridd 3% E D unicorn £
TOTIRE L, JEFHED unicorn 2T &V SRS
KRISL TV S, Oz Lid ‘seek’ &) BjEHD
YERRDOWIT a unicorn BEL TR ELLRE
N, WICRTHWBTIZ a unicorn 33 ‘seek’ OIER
BoAcErh T3 EiLE->T, ZORTHEE

HORATHDHC EERLTVAS.
1. a unicorn=>APV z(unicorn’(z) & P{z})
(T1(a), T2)
seek=>seek’

seek a unicorn=>
seek/(APV z(unicorn’(z) & P{z}) (T5)
4. -sseek/(PV z(unicorn’(z) & P{z}))
Heiok
5. John=j*
6. John seeks a unicorn=>
j*(/\seek’(’f‘vx[unicom'(x) & P{zx}))) (T4)
7. -»P(P{Aj})(rseek!(PV z(unicorn’(z)
& P{z}))) (Hugick(8))
8. -»Aseek/(P\/ z(unicorn’(z) & P{x})){Aj}
(A %)
9, -»VAgeek’ (?V:(unicorn(x) &
P{x}))(~j) (brace conv)
10. -sseek’ (PV z(unicorn(z) & P{z})XAj)
’ (AEE(2))
11.  -sseek’(A§, PV z(unicorn/(z) & P{z}))
(e8I (1))
12, -sseek’ (Aj, PVu(unicorn’y(u) &
Pi{ru}))  (BHAME(2))

TYT¥ 2 -XHEAM(3) 407

3.2 H:E (specific) DHEA

John seeks a unicorn‘_ S10,3

a unicorn_ oo John seeks hima,,,,S4

unicorn John seek him S5

g

seek hes
. seek hims=seek’/(PP{ x3})

2. John seeks hims=sseek’(Aj, AAPP{zs})

3. John seeks a unicorn
K4 =21PVza(unicorn’(z) & P{z}) (ArAzs(2))

- (B®)
-»\u{unicorny’(u) & seek,/(7,u))

DE, BEEFEBEORESOBRKNBRERN S D
S X i, 3.208RTIX, HED ‘unicorn’
OEENEREN, —F, FHEORHS T}, ‘uni-
corn’ BEELLLTHERBLLTOMKRENEZE
LRDBENSBERICAULS 5L LERLTV S,

Pt 3TR, 2THRNNATEE IL ~HREE
ZLOLIICBFESUDZ0BRET > O IOV
T, EEEMcEOEBEMI 2. LU, IL B
Rzl BEHRBOBKREBETR N, IL ~D
BREEEOEECEL THEEEEHHCLETHS
L ETDNTR, TTIRBRXAEE D TH 5. Mary
sings {LDWT, THANEDKHSIKLTITDbh 0%
RX5. £, Marysings 2EFRBAlicky, IL o
%8 sing,’(m) LBFRENhE. COFRI, BRE
BEOEBELEEEM F itk-T, RO &5 ulE%
BiohlcZ EEBKRL TS,

<il, j1>—»a
F(m): [<iz, jz)—-»a]

.. a—1
<t ">'*[b—+1]]
. a—0
<in ji>=[, ]
(BL, a,beD; i,i€l, jy, j2el)
RICHTE 3.3(4)D, Exta,i,j.(a(B))=Exta,i,s.¢()
(Exta.i.;.o(B) lC XD, BE <, /1> 2EDH 5.
Exta, i, i o(singe(m’)(<dh, j12>)
=Extum, s, o(singe' N <i1, 71>>)
(Extym. s, .o(m)(<is, j12>))
=F(sing.')(<§'1, S>> WF(m) (<1, j1>))

F(singy'): l:

[[< #>={3)

a—0

](<i:, j1>)} (k H)
<i jz>“'[b_41 '



([<u, J1>—a
<is, j2>—a

a—1
“lo—1l
=1

J<in ji>)

(a)

6. ¥ & »

PIT, MG & TG ot zh®#FhE L,
HMOL RIS B0ERT.

#-6 D(g)dt, &H-T OXEBERAICIZIZITY T 3.
;-6(b) IEMBBICIIIZTHEYT 2. BT TR,
ER - BRMEOTH OMRBBESIT~DA N
E1530, MG Tik TG oFRMEIcEYST 3
A OHRD A0 T OEAI%E AL T O BWEKER

Z DR

FAINDAR L 3. i}
Lewis (1076)ic k1, TG OBKERUER |
an

markerese) KB Eh I - bDICTHEIL LB I m

T 3.

UL7cdd-oTHL Lewis BEL W ETHIE, TG
DOEHEEM(R-TOI) 2, BIMGOILNM%E
D72 & I (R-6) DMPYUCHEUT 2 LD TH O™,
EBERBELATHERICE Y B entity EORES
B£fT5 MG OBk (#-61) 2 TG iciz
wncEkicti s, —%F, TG OoTHEMUT MG i
B B3HDOHBIT.

7. PTQ Ll

PTQ i3 1973 EC AT S N fcds, £0 & 0 BEFIH
57V FDETHED> T EEEIADES
& BIZ 10 EDEANEBL -2 Licis 3. Dk, Eic
Linguistics and Philosophy, Theoretical Lin-
guistics, Linguistic Inquiry 13X O¥IEHICREX

EBELX—HEOALERTH 5 EHEM (semantic é

¢ A, REOXEMRTIBNORUTHIMEL, ENETD
NS IR EOBUTH 2 HCERAN - WMOKRAIMN - MBI -
BRI iCE AP HTEN, Th b OMEMM (seman-
tic markerese) ZBK A (amalgamate) LCw &, BBAICIE
XORKEARRT 5.

‘colorful’

(1) ﬁéﬁ!

(2) = 2 Wil

| I
o (BBe ) (SerE V4

[
o (gEsraeen)  (spysie
(BL, (1) HESHNR (2) XRBOEM (3) MIMR
(4) BiREW)
** AL TG Tk IL SVSATEREELRAVIVATRAMICRZ
5.

mom May 1981
-6

BERBOAKE(a) (1)mek

ler..z;kg;m{a)-t?mcﬂ\ﬂ %M
IL Dﬁfgﬂm(ofﬂ. ~DBR(d) (n“;ax)g

BRSRI(e) L

STM(f)
HRREOKESA(g) élﬁﬂﬂ(h)
Il

ORISRy | o

ERmE(j)

-7 JLREEK (Chomsky (1970))

x
2 —
81

pr [P [ m1® A R
’ y

I

..............

(m) ®ER (1) %M
sogotrpisnrces | D m R
map-
N N pmg
AN . L ’ — m:amnw'
l?f _ lnwms
syntactic (semantic
operation) operation)
| ez | sarnoR |

B9 MG peFr

NEBULLELOEROBXIZIBIEL TS, MG B&KoD
A DTS Partee ed. (1976), Amsterdam Papers
in Formal Grammar, Vol.I & 11(1976, 1978), Davis
& Mithun eds. (1979) D 4 %2 5. ch oD 4 it
DRXEOIERE L TH3ERIL (1) FEIMIREF
ERNETIRGER (2) WERLEKRORE
{k(isomorphism). D% b §EiER O EBMEICBIL Tk
B OFFOBIMIIIF LAATRLES L& T HHER
DB (autonomy of syntax) #FET SIUBLIT
BICLOR-O ITRT LI CHBERLEER /Y5 VY
AMEBIRICHBC L. (3) 7V —FOREMIcE 3, &b
INEISHRTH S X O K E LA DRKOAKR. £LT
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PTQ oLfIRI# PTQ itmAoh/- 3 XENEE
—Z0ENR bORELERE BFRHEEIOBALRY
—RET i, T HiICHHRNTES PTQ OHER
FADERBEEN %55, XENXDHEBRRL  E5K
Lk &F5, D% DIEDAIC RS HEBEL &
SETBIRBIME S, TG it 53 L, ¥4,
BEYO—RLLTOTEEEEODH 3 MG 1
ICHEEESFIc BT 3ERLICBL TRIBS RT3
BAbdH 208 FhicdbHis 3", Partee, Cooper, Bach,
Dowty 5@, TG kkh>Taty bLALEEEED
MG ~0 ‘BEfE HF O iRREUTORHIC &
3rEZONS. (1)5LohicER (XEAD) &
ZOFRBEBHISL TH ATHELRE (REZOHAB X
RSB LEORR) & OBFREFRIIICHREAT 22 L2
Tx3. (2)NEXEDRERMER (e.g. XK 5
EBSER, FERLL) OBRBENEE. (3) 7V -4 0K
Rilic & 2 X OEKERRORIRELRE.

Bi#ic, PTQ DIgED & 5 RKMZBENS %
CHBEhTE 2B 2{TFicdFsC&ick
- T post-PTQ DEEO—EEMML .

1. a The temperature is ninety.

b The temperature rises.
¢ Ninety rises.

a & bnbitc NARINLVDIEREH? cf.
PTQ. F4A vEEIkBF 3R LMELABMMCE -2
Dz, Lobner (1979) (EER).

2. a John walked to the station.

b John arrived at the station.

¢ John was walking to the station.
al2b ZA4®T B c iz d ZARL RO DIZMAK

5. Dowty (1979).

3. a John was pushing a cart.

b John pushed a cart.

¢ John was drawing a circle.

d John drew a circle.

alzbAa®WTIN cizd ZERLALVDIRMARK
b. Dowty (1977, 1979), Konig(1980).

4. a John slowly tested all the bulbs.

b John tested each bulb slowly.
alboORBERHRBRENThRILZY, ThiEL
DES5KARILT 32 D, Thomason & Stalnaker
(1973) (Btab).
5. a Dogs run (WML ES)
b Dogs ran.

¢ Dogs are playing in the garden.

[@ L bare plural ‘dogs’ #$ a, b, ¢ iICHVSH T
3% ¥ aid ‘TRTOR OLBTHY, blcid
(LS OR OBEHHFHEN Dip.  Carlson (1978).

6. a Dogsareintelligent when they have blue

eyes. ) .
b. Dogs that have blue eyes are intelligent
when they have blue eyes.
¢ Phil rises when the king enters.

ad c® when fiRWENR7L D, aid b OB
THiETHE, a & bORKOFRBYELEL DL I
ERILT 2D, Carlson(1979).

7. a John killed a bear.

b John hammered the metal metal flat.
‘¢ John drove the car into the garage.
iz EFh a A bear is not alive.
b The metal is flat.
¢ The car is in the garage.
EVSARMNE BN, ZOLINARBEELDOLS
CERILT 2 Dh. Dowty (1976, 1979).

8. If Bill has been a smoker he would be

shorter than he is.

COXDERFERELT, BRROMER Witk 3
Bill DROBEOBEDHH, W KBLFENED
#R W (L, W’ Ti2 Bill is a smoker 3K 3
METHE) KBUIHRORIKDATHELEEE
RATEIHLENS D, ChidESULISTENI?
Cresswell (1976).

9. a The student is intelligent.

b He is a clever student.

a @ intelligent 3k, D% b B E DO FE %,
‘intelligent’ &\ S A BEEERED, b O ‘cle-
ver BE¥ELVOIBUEEBET IERORAEE XD
ho ‘clever’ Th3 L S NBHRACERTIHE
2ED. LOLIBRKROBNEEZ DL S IER(LT
20, ? Siegel (1976, 1979).

10. To please John is easy.

a

b It is easy to please John.

¢ John is easy to please John,

d It is hard to please everyone.

e Everyone is hard to please,
Tough-movement &FFINT\ 3 b DI, 52

5 a—b—c OMETHRELZK T, d—e ORERYW

2 inTaii. d L e RABRTEVWOLTS
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5. LEH-T,

f itis hard to please hims=>hes is hard to pl

g itis hard to please every man % every man

is hard to please.

f omxREIHEL, 8 OWMERERWFILNLS
7&K E DL STk D D, Partee(1877).

PIE1~10 3 COERMBTRTERXICBT 3 b
DOTH 3H, EEX (Hamblin (1976), Karttunen
(1977)), Wi (Hausser (1976))*, conventional im-
plicature (Karttunen & Peters (1979))** 13 & OR)EE
b HEREEILT 225 5.

MG tavEai—-497a¥S5L DR

COFEOHRIZA F » #D Janssen % LM fT
bhTEY, —OTS3E MG OMERETTOND
XOER® LU IL ~OEREEULBRET VT
ZLLTIy Ba—RILfTbREILTERSATS
3. 7-& 713 Janssen(1976) Tid £ TR DLRKH >
BED, TOEMERBRAICE - THAL, SEW
BT AERAEBA TXOERZTY, ILKEOX
2 IL ~ABRL, ThEH 54 v Fo 7 AERDT
WRILLAEEEDEBBE TNV ITY X4{LT 5.
2% DHEOE-0 KRL:1DD4ETOBEDT
MY XALTH B ERINKT oS 7 LERR
FORTRAN T#< Y h— 7t %R 2 &> ALGOL-
60 T& 5. Janssen OF TS5 AR OB, X
DER, IL ~OHRO=BBRLORK 2 08ED5H0D
ARSI TOR-11 IKRLICED TH 5.

:= |1 “becomes” LIEH, =REBOEDEXRRE
ROFBUC &k > TRESN D L EEKT 5.

( ) oA EBL operator &, ( ) HOEBUT
argument % ¥Bk7 3. category AEEOTM/ &
AFtick-TE2DAONIKHETHS. CO7m
75 AL > THERENERS W 5 &, RICZER
ICRHISTAXOER BT bh 3. BREROBHRA
(node) (Y (string) MXHEL TV 5. DX
HWEE argument ICHST ZEBAERE T B LK
oTBohd XNAERRIIZBRIE-I2 O0X5%Y
A=Y TRFRCK>TTD.

wicEREh -8 IL o (formula) iIC R
N3, FTTRBN K S ICHERAICRIIEL TRRM

* 7- % 24 John stopped to date Mary {3 John used to date Mary
EHRET B EVS.

#* Mary failed to arrive |3 Mary was expected to arrive % John
managed to sit through a chinese opera | sitting through a
Chinese opera requires some effort for him % convenitonally

implicates 335 &1 5.

L = May 1981
X0 X IL ~A® D
2w e REn
JESRAE !

X BETEHE A (formula) ﬁﬁg\g%g
1 2 3 4

E-10 PTQ =71 QRS

procedure make (category)
begin rules=choose rule for (category)
if rule is mot take lexical element
then begin make (argument 1 of (rule));
if has two arguments (rule)
then make (argument 2 of (rule))
end
else choose lexical element of (category)
end
S
/7 \
T Sy
VAERN
Ml‘ry TV ’}'
love John

B-11 XD0EETe S 7 4

procedure form string (vertex)
begin do instruction corresponding to (rule mentioned at
(vertex));
instruction F4: begin form string (argument 1 of (vertex));
replace first verb in (form string
(argument 2 of (vertex)));
concatenate the strings
end
instruction F5: begin form string (argument 1 of (vertex));
replace eventually he by him
in (form string (argument 2 of
vertex)));
concatenate the strings
end
end

R-12 XOERTe S5 4

Mary'*
love’
John'*
love’ (™~John'*)
Mary’s (~(love’ (“~John'*)))

E-13 ‘Mary loves John' OBIRFEM

R A, COBRBELY »—v I uFHick->
TiFbh 3. BLACE12 ot 2 BRE-13 ©
EBOTH 5.

Pl ks Janssen (1976) D K#Tdh 5. —JF, Fried-
man & Warren (1978) & & &5 W 3 Bk & ICHIEG
T 3MERR (parsing) £ 5ALMOERTET VT
V) XATHDB. EF-10 TivHE 1 &2 % Augumen-
ted Transition Network (ATN) L kidh 32 H=X
AL > TXEAERT 2 TH 5. L, 2D ATN
i3 Thorn, Bratley, Dewar (1968) B3 XU EshZ®WE
L7z Woods (1970) 2ZEME L TESHL T 3.
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biv

@ bte 0@

E1-14 Net-1, a Finite-State Network.

b;v_/te ) bte
/"/fs

B-15 Net-2, a Recursive Transition
Network.

| Aaomd ATN RXREHEOXERUZR225
RS (cf. LB 2)% & & 4 B IR E B OSCHERA
%45 PTQ o#EHANE ATN 2 & » TRRTHET
5%. ATN i3ffifi (node) & ‘directed arc’ X DR
Z A48 (network) SR 2 HBRIREDIHE (finite-
state grammar) iCH% T 3. 772U MU
iz, arc label BRHLEES L REHLS ICHEH
T5. 4, g, UTo k) LERREBOXELS S
EThiZFhizE-14 © Net-1 4T 3.

A Finite-State Grammar

TS—bte IV

IV—biv/te TE

IV—biv

TE—bte*

Net-1 ITiZREBBREOXL HHER T & 750285,
chicy #—v 7R EA ML fcb O D Net-2
T& 5. chid are label & L TIEKRRELS (e g
Net2 @ IV, T1, T4, IVetc) 2MAcbDTH
5.
JEMISIRE A b - /o labeled arc % @B 7 3 BRiC
subnet 2 @BT 3BA M H 3. €D subnet DIEF
WA label 26TV 3. OHOMIARKELRE
(final state) T,/ D%EHANT subnet H 5 & D FVAL
BiCh B2HO net KRNEVHIESTH B, LR
X Net-3 0@,/ 13 Net-2 ® T4~HURSC L%
BRLTWV 3.

o Net-3 PTQ O#IERAD 5 b O XHRE iR

* TS: sentence; bte; basic term; biv/te: basic transitive verb;
TE: term

—XEAM(3) 411

E-16 Net-3, a Context-Free Subnet of the
PTQ Net.

HT#%3 S2, S4~S513, S17 ICRIEL T 3™
cokdicy n-v7EEEMA Sl ATN I©
X o T ‘John loves Mary’ D& D& 51 BEICXD
KR h 3mp%EH 5. ‘John', ‘Mary’ {3 basic term
phrase(bte), ‘loves’ 3 basic transitive verb(biv/te).
%3 Net-3 ® main net i€ & 5 & 3Ci3 TE(term),
bts/ts (XEIF), TS () OVWFhhLTHEE 2.
main net @ TS jchi¥d 3 TE arc {3 subnet TE
ADANERBCEEEDL T 5. ‘John' {3 bte
T 555, subnet TE {3 TE4 & & HU TS net
ofis T1kR3. £chd IV arc b aux arc D
WEhh 2R3 4, Kic IV arc 2#85EThid,
IV BIEEBIBETH 30 5, subnet HENITHEL.
L 79> T IV subnet [t EDDTEfES arc 5&H BDS
—ZHE® arc bivjte #F2 & TE subnet L HUA
%. #® TE subnet bte arc % - T IV subnet O
IV3icRY, £ 5 TS net DREKIRAE T4 i3]
242 ToR-17 BZzhaRLEHDTHS. KL
#¢ Friedman & Warreu(1978) OKE»hIEBFTH 2

* e.g. S2: {ePeny THNL Ful), FuQ), FiQ)ePr, BL FuQ)
—every{, F()=the{; S17: aePr, d€Pv THhiL Fula, 8)
P, 8L Fu(a,0)=a¥ T, ¥ |28 OhOBHOBHFETEL
BEARHBBETEAPANGO.



@-17 Path Through Net-3 for John loves Mary.

2, 5 CohTRRERAEE S FEP, XRikE
DORAZR I FELEHBBRENTN B, UERME
Tb MG Qavva—270/35 L{~NDRBITN
IhTHBLEAEL ALFEBRFET THREBEORES
Wl LEINHERBICEO TS EORBEMSNLD
hRRINI
BRICHCERYL L TO MG OlfAICS-NT,
ZOAPIREZK D 2, T TIRABE(1) THEL
ek dic MG Ber7¥a—5 PTQ LB TZD
RBERL T T CORTRBBOERENE2F-T
¥, post-PTQ OBEFATILE OBREIERES
250, YEEBKBVWTXENEXLELTHESN
TOAXEBRRIEERT 570D, 2% EdH
IC R X (descriptively adequate grammar) %
BET 21 DORNIRBABTORTRE. (1)K
HREORA (2)FHLVWMELEWORA (3)E
R A IBMOBA (4) RAEHADIEF O B & 0 BA
(5) sortal logic it &k 2 EREOBIRFB EER/LL
EH&ETERAULEL, EDO—RTH 3.
Partee (1979, a, b) {3 _Lizal~7- & 57 post-PTQ
icisadhtc PTQ Ok - SEDCREE, SCHicYT
2B D Fl#y (well-formed constraint) &4 5 A
HoKE - IR ST AR, PTQ KREARAILET
RFTO 2 EREOFE MG CBIRINICO TR
BLELE-T, MG ICARERDOXELELTHED
LWEEZEZXDELA, 7oL Xid Partee iIC&hid
BURHAIEIICBE T 5 Partee HH DIRR (Partee,
1975) RRMAOERICHT 5d 54 20HB D> b
BESTcHT 3HE L OB IFEEASNT
*EADTRSIADSE(6)~(10)EFTORRNIV L awFT D
75 4iCBER LI bD. (1)AMR: Prenominal Negation (2)§
#: AABICBI I ZRAOMRLBBOT AR+ (3) M5 :
BABRARICOVWT(4)HA: €v7¥a—-XEEBRR(5)E
A : A Lesniewskian Version of MG (6 )8k : BiROKE <
o (7)BHE: MG KX {BRER (8)lK: MG 070/
5 a{LE EOMMA (9)R# : Intensional logic as a basis of

algorithmic logic (10)3: AMEENRALEANRE. LHB
ORRITRTEHULAHOTE

&

= May 1981

5. TDk57% Partee OHMBRII MG H—H %
EROBEED > ERBBOXHKE LTRL 3aER
KT 3#MRTHHETHIT, MGRBWTBESh
T ZAETE R LB I ROBAL (e. g intension) As
RALTOENEEL OHEBBEFEEL > T2 H0E
PEOIEBOL—FTRITFTbH T 3. (cf. Partee,
1977 b, 1979 a, b, 1981) Putnam (1975), Dowty (1979).

AAD & Hic, Chomsky (1975) DI D EEF D&k
2, AMoREOHR, EERPLREOE(L LUK
BEHSRERINLVEENLEL - BEOmET
HEERENL, REORBBHTEORBILTES
NZEEERALEERETIZETH 7. ELTE
D& UREKTOEFERNIBERARORKICH 5.0
HOEETHH, CORKTOERBIENORALEE
FOTLBEETH I EFERENTN 3.

—H4, MG Tb Dk 5 BERMFEEERND
ZAYEBRDEDOLTELMELEOMETEY,
F¥E L —HEOBOIMENI VL XD IO R
FonTWDTHh, LENEBYOEELLIRE
S L BALDMCH » okt > T XU, fiy, Cress-
well(1978) & MG iIcb COZRE42BHI- LT, £
AR KL (many worlds semantics) DIZBic Bt
FEBREANLRIBIA V77 2KBVT, BEOKR
BEERDIENTHIELTHEY, L, EB
fEhzcokS>uEhicozBELTLESC LiCiR
RIEENE A 5.

ZHELEVTHF2—CE > TORKKIZT TICHE
#L 7:& Sic, B (meaningful expression) icBIL
THE - AZORE2HD, RRICABEE513C&
EHBREL. REHZA VT v 7 AEEDTER, /-
EZRXDBAICREORBERHELEY, entailment
EVIWMBDERETICLTHELVABY, €
F¥2—~BHRERRICEL S ZRENLENEE
KEZEDRIFEROOE, L) MBICIERALTH
b, TLARELN D HSRALERNIBEY (theore-
tical construct) AL L TRE L, EBAOHRA
OREHRERI T ELEMBCL LT, L
1Mo T O LS RIBIR, BREFREABOLOG
KB 2BAUEFR (cognitive system) & REICKEYV
DT FNITRL S0 ET B & 5121748 (Jacken-
doff, 1972) L@ HUTEHDOEIK B XL 3. L
U Putnam(1975) ic khid, BPITORIKRT L i
ERORKR - oOMAOH NS 5T 2B/
T, COMEBEERBEL TRUSHVWEEERT S, OF
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R-18 E¥.3aF, BEERE ASHAORR

Y Putnam [Kihid=vFF¥a—-OHEICL TW3
DIt B & CLoBifRTHYy, TG THEICIHhTY
2012 AL BoBKETHBLEL, AMOERODT
Toh T3 L EKHATAC LR ERERICHT 3
zETHY, £hi3, BEREIASBHR T2
SHSBIRERIEIC T 2 MO X IS O B3 (theory of
correspondence) LIIBIOSDTHBET S, LI
- T MG OERBRYUAREBRALARMALOM
OXIEBFEA RIS & T 3 theory of correspondence
THALERNL B, HTULS, LENEELOHE
RSN MG OXRBERICEEL L Thh bz
EXEET 3. 2L TC D &S5 XEIR Dowty (1979),
Partee (1977 b, 1979 a, b, 1981) 73 &iC I12IZF1F D4t
nTHa,

PIET MG BT 582Kk 20, MG OHER
BERITicIh &S, GF -ER¥- -2 Ya—
FH A4 Ty A EEEL ED H TILWEEY (inter-
disliplinary) BB EEN TS, Lid-TE4%
RIS DHBOWRREZEDO - %5 ORELFAREA
LiERSEsgicEInsg,  (5)

2 ¥ x m*
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