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HEMERBOESFTIE S 2 —F%
73 NCEB LT

H # #

A

F—TU— Ny Em IR GRS T E S (AL IEE S (Nonveridicality)

£

AT EEN 2 FEEA N CHEZIT) S C I E LR INTHEE LHEE
DRFETTED L) BZIEHBBRE RTONICOVTHLNIZT ST L xildh
7o B R F 223 I EEMERB O 2 & X874 ) FEEEO TR S 1172s0me & [7]
UM% F5 o TB Y HEBERHBIR 2R S v 2 EATVRIE S N7z, & OFF A
B2 R ORI F 720 A 2 e 3R O IEE Y (Nonveridicality)
B A D HEMIERB TH WL IRET 20

1. [FC®HIC

HAFEOERSFHATH L[ 0| L EFEORESTH TH L[ or I8 THZ 2 1F R
(Za—7) Bz RTIEIALNTWS (eg, Goro & Akiba, 2004; Goro, 2007;
Shibata, 2015a, b) o FaLHIZ SRS 7z,

(1) a fETEY AT FFEED LRI 72, (ka > Neg: * Neg > ka)
b. Hanako didn't buy apples or bananas. (or > Neg; Neg > or)

B (a) E[AETEDATHNFFDELLENIZOWT . HEbhro7z]lb v
RO AFETH S L ST b (Goro & Akiba, 2004; Goro, 2007; Shibata, 2015 a,
b)o—HTHIL (1b) E[IETE) ¥ TENFFOMFEE bR b o7 &) R
LURETH S & SN T 5 (Szabolesi & Haddican, 2004; Nicolae 2017) o & 41 & O fif
MOGHLETRE (22, b) IZRTSHEI N2,
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(2) a. [apples OR bananas] (1 x NOT (buy (x) (Hanako))
b. NOT (apples OR bananas 1 x (buy(x) (Hanako))

(2a) OFFFIRITESFDTERE L Y ILWIERIEREZ FFD 720 5 W IR O F A
(wide scope reading) #F L TED.(2b) OFmEFRITESHIGER L
A & o 720 S WERIZ O A (narrow scope reading) % # L T 5, HAGE
OEZFNTH L[ 1T (22) DIEERIBOFRADADTFETH 5 DIZx L HFED
EETHLlor I3 W MEREOFA (22) KORNMERBOH A (2b) 25HEETH
%o

INFEFT.COHKRGEDESHAO 2] L BFEO[or JOTERARO R ) I2%H
% LT &b OEHIBBEROMER R H ARFEO G E X OREEIZE L T4 2 BFE 58T
HIT &7z (Goro & Akiba 2004; Goro 2007; Shibata 2015a, b; Tieu et al, 20175%) o
Tamura, Miyamoto and Sauerland (2019) 1 Z @ HAFED ESEH [ H | OFEICE H
L C AR T HEBORE T 205 0 L9 BAERBE Fro O 5 ALK
HOWTHL P L7 HEORKHER2 S 21137 7 v AFEDES i oul & [ Ui
R FEOBEEBMEIRTH D LRI 7 I v AFEDOou) & EFEDor JIZH L THE
— [ 2 et A & IV CREH % S 72 Nicolae (2017) OHFR % L A6 R s L
726

HAFEIE 2 JPAMC DT F 2213 T2 LTS 2w M b L id 1R Eofk 4 7%
SN T E05. CNE T IUNOESTHIIHE VFEHE ENTI hho72. T
LBl (3) B I NW HARGEOEELOME % i3 2W5Eomh <. [ £ 7213
R —EINOGREFEL D IRNERIB OGS LD Z LA TE T [l el
VERISRRAFR A 7R $ 2 L S _X 51T % (Shibata, 2015b) o

(3) Taroo-wa [yasai matawa kudamono-o] tabe-nakat-ta.
Taro-TOP vegetable or fruit-ACC  eat-NEG-PAST (or > Neg*Neg > or)
‘Taro didn't eat vegetables, or didn't eat fruits. (Shimoyama, 2011: 440)

LAL ELEBER THEEL Vo ZRET 2030 8D &) ZAF B tR %+
DOPIZDWTIRIRZEPS L ENTV RV EZ T AETIIHAFEDOES
723 NCEH LVERMNZTEZ VW ETEEL T EEORE F T 7213
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NED LD BERBEERY RTOPICOVTHHL 2T L 2 & 23R L, s R
PO F 713D 2 J L T4 280 IEEEM: (Nonveridicality) I8 % 51T 5
HEBERBCTH L REZIRET 5,

2. KITHRE
2—-1. THEERUVLFEER

FFHEBRMERBOHAE T2 LTEER T HEERY &RV THRE
5. P HEERVO L& EIILadusaw (1979) 12 & o TRANIEFRE SN/ T
Bl (4) x BRI/,

(4) a. Every man walks.
b. Every father walks. (BLEF & F518F, 2002)

Z 2 TC.Manidfather OFE L TEB Y . L& TH % ([father] € [manl). father
TS THLD.0 L VISP EEIN TV AL (da) RETHIUL T&D
GENTVEL (b)) bETH D, LA L, (4b) PEDOELEITIE (da) 1B L k5T
B H D CDE ). anbaxEEL TV EICaxs B UNELLIEb &
LAEE %5 MRAE T HEREIERIKICTRS B) 2RIz,

(5) a. Every man walks.
b. Every man walks slowly. (B & F518F, 2002)

(5a) DBILIZEIN TV B[AE L TEV ) BEIZ W K YL e ) BEED BT
METhD, I TSN ETNTVEL (5Bb) FETH 5% 51 LSS
HFINTVDEL (ba) bETH D LA L. ZOMIIEY L2 vean’b e &E LT
WABEICb GO ELLIXat BNV ELE 2L WRE L EE LS L
HhHETR 6) DEH %D,

(6) [[every N'] NP VP] &\ 9 B2 BT
a NIZDERETH 5,
b. VPIZDEBREE Tld 7\ (BLEF & F548F, 2002)
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2—-2. BTSRRI
WO some ITBEDA >~ M d—3 3 v TR L7-A R WER ORI O
HREFFOFETH D ESHON TS (Szabolesi, 2004) , Faehl (7) Sz,

(7) Taro does not call someone. (someone > Neg; *Neg > someone)

(7) 1ETHEAPHEED MBI L CTOREBIEIFE e 2o 72 J & DIFFROATHETH %0 Z D
[some]® & ) IZTHERL DL WER 2 82 2 17 1UE % & 2 Wikid e st
EWFIEN Do L2 LB EmMERBIL. every D & 9 B T HEEOBREE T TIXILWE
R DFA T TR CIRERIBOFA LWL 2 5% Trefl (8) 2B Eh/:
W,

(8) a. I don't think that John didn't call someone. (not > (not > some))
b. Every boy who didn’t call someone:-- (every > (not > some))
(Szabolcsi, 2004: 417-418)

Z OH G I Baker (1970) 2 X - T S 41, Sabolesi (2004) 12 & ) 5 w4
BHRELDT N2 7 T ¥ AGEDESFH TH Hloul N> 7)) —FDOEFFHTH
Hlvagy b BEMEEH TH )  HEBMERHHI K 2R T L S TWwD (Nicolae,
2017; Szabolcsi, 2002)

T T T, Szabolesi (2004) % #LHIAGICHET L 72Giannakidou (1998, 2011) 122w T
filti172 2o Glannakidou (2011) (E58FA % S A17zsomell75 H L il % & 1172someld
WA —HNOTER L)L CAFHBOBR L 28 S 3 FEmER i HR 2R S
e\ EIRARF2 RS (9) 2B E N7z,

(9) a. You didn't see SOMETHING.
b. I don’t think that John didn’t call SOMEONE.
c. Every boy who didn't call SOMEONE:-- (Giannakidou, 2011: §9)

Z D Z & H 5, Giannakidou (2011) 1Z5#FH % S 4172 some 13 Szabolesi (2004) Tk~
bN7zsome & ZFEL B 574 7D, (10) 1SR ENZIFEFEM (Non-verdicality) 12
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FHEEZTAHEBRERBTH L L ER L

(10) (Non)veridicality
Let Op be a monadic propositional operator. The following statements hold:
(i) Op is veridical just in case Op — p is logically valid. Otherwise, Op is
nonveridical.
(ii) A nonveridical operator Op is antiveridical just in case Op — T p s

logically valid.
(Giannakidou, 1998: 106)

2—-3. BEEEREDO[H]

Tamura, Myamoto and Sauerland (2019) (ZE/&HIMEE O 4@ L CTH
KFEFEORERZH 2 NIHEBERMIR 2R T LB T T T 2 ZAFFEDoul T
xR OEEBRMEH TS 5 L) 7z, Tamura et al. (2019) TIE3 2D
PATONTZ E T AR & —FRROENTAE 31200V THEBIT %7048 3 Tld il
EEMEIE (1) IR ENDL L BB TTRRNIRENEEE BT
LTWLRILE =L T2 L) 2yesE/2dnod Ry Y 23 L HRkdD LN
72 EBSUI R ORMA G HEEEZ T TILTH - 72,

AD )y I FFEHEDRholzEOAb Yy T—%2HWE L7,

f a £ 0 [

00 GG @ @ @ @ ' B 0w GO S
- - L ] [ ] - - L b L2 (-]

L A& THH S h7zk

HAFEDI D AW R AE OB A Z 75 e Ao B It L Ao Bmizy > o
RONFFHEH > TWWied ZNE dyes Ll E T 5 2 Pl sz —T
TURWERB OO B % 353G 1213 Eh 5 “FHoREE BEATOHEMEL)
YAPNFFOELEL PR TV HRWIKETH 5720 no LIl 2 S b 2 Las
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Tl S N AR IR S N2 FEBR O 77, 08% A EL & HI T S L7224 B D BINE D
A B 154D 4L E B LCIEJEHW L2202 & h 5 HARED I3 E Emik
HHEBR 2R Z EAURIBE L,

Tamura et al. (2019) 12 FAAEL KL A2 THARED H DG ERELSL O T
T E B ROER TR MEREORADPTRTH LD Z & b L2, 2o OfR D
5. Tamura et al. (2019) (ZHAFEOI 21137 7 ¥ AFEO#EF T oul & 7] UL %
FOREBMEEHTH S LiEmOT. BEmERIH L FEREEH TE R WES
FZ DT R O Bl 2 5 — 19 e el A % H v TR % 3 & 72 Nicolae
(2017) DGR % LHF L 720

Nicolae (2017) (& EMMEEBIAGEFELIO T & EOBREE T CIA VW E
DFEA SR ERIBOFA b FED Z & A5C & HICH EMMERIUL S EmdR 3
G %Ry 2 & B EEORERE TIIPHMEMERE (exclusive-or) . X OVE & 1 3w BN
(inclusive-or) ® &5 5 DOMRL WTHES L1238 H % L CUHEROMHEZ 54725

3. /&

Do 2l 2 C I 2RI THERE RV ETEEORETLED L)
VRIS BILR 2 7R T DTS 5 729012, Google formiZ & ) BABKIWTREE AT DL
7eol E720 D5 22 J & W CAERIERR Z R T O TH UL £ 7213 JiZTamura et al.
(2019) OFAFER L U HEBREREH L EZRT I LTSN HI 72
W NEBEFUINO T EEOREE CULWERIR DA b P ERIR O FH A b W] hE
THAHIENTUMENL L HEEDORESETlINicolae (2017) DOELFH 2> & HEMIK G
FRN & A E B O ) ORI RE CTH 5 Z L BTl S 7z,

RAESINE1325% (FBE19%. 1937085 I H#E R 7#8.31) Td - 72, & 1305
BRI iES NG IE 2 v 2 — FlH IR SN DL E#eE BT e L
BELTVRRAE =L TVEPE) P =B LTV AEITIE I LIS
[FLTWVDE]IORY & —FLTURWIEEICIEEL TRV ORY 24 L
THI %52 £ 9RO SN 10 DIEDOFMITD & AEHOESER S (R,
PERRRBER L SUEE) T A T AOREE AL Z TAXD R SNy — 7 v M
A3 THW O N ARB2LTH - 720
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3—1.#@E1

[F23 0 THEEI AT I0oBETED L) REHBBREZ R TO»HEZ
Tl o 72 FEBE 7 A 7 2 OffH % %8 2. (13ac) 128 L CZENZh4L, &7FC12
RSN,

(12) ZAUTFOFEN) v TFEE~vryIT—2HWFE L7,
(13) FEBRIZER L7242

aAny vy I— vy d— NFF NFF

b. AT, AT INFF INFF INFF

c AUV T— A0 rvyd— NFF NFF NFF

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@

® & & &
P & & &
® & & &

H

22, (13a) IZHIST B4

(723 THEBOI ZANUT L ) IEVERIBORR 2 Feo %46 2N &
(132) DIEEZADTOAS A0y 2 H o/ 2. AU TOANY Yy IT—%
Holoo |[LERE T 5720 0K LTS [ EHWT LI EFTFRISND,— Tk
WIEHI DR B OB G AL TOADRS AT Yy vy T—=DEL i H o 72
LIFRA T2 A0y 3y T—DEEL0E2Ho7z N33k 720 [#LTw
WL AT 5 I LN FMSNDAERET TRENRKT %,

K1 ERSINE OME

KD Gtk ELTw
a AUy X ryd— X d— INFF NFF 8% (0/25)
b. AW A0 Y INFF INFFNT T 88% (15/25)

C. AUV yI—= Ay d— INFF I)NFF N 98% (23/25)
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(13a) D&M [ E 723 NETHEREOEEFT LT X0 B MR
ERTZEDNWEDNE o 72 FEBR AU L —B LT[R LTS JEER 25
BRESINFIL044 T - 72 HIZ(13b) (13¢) D&MD L7213 IS T H EEO SR
TCEE R K 0P R B O IR RE TH 5 Z L WIS L o 72,

3—2.#H&E2
(723 P ERORETED X ) 2AFHERERZ RS OP#REEIT %2> 72,
FEBCE TR (14) IS FEDOFRME R ORAER R T TREAIR T SH Iz,

(14) A7V —=ZArarFizid~rI—aHuwE L7,

%2 ERBIMHOME

KD Ze ELT2
a AU r<yId— 83% (17/25)
b. x> 93% (21/25)
c)ra 0% (0/25)

[ 7203 %" U5 & B o SCREE THMUR AR B O IR 2 3 5 & RK20aD KT
[ZL TRV bDEHETIEL TV I EHET 52 LA FEIN/ .~ T AE
B OMIRE 3256 a, bO2ODRMAETIRL TV L EHIiE 52 &5 F
BENT AR D EWREF ORATTRETH L Z LWL L 2o 72,

3—3.#A&E3
[E72 I EBIERB 2R O T (15) TR S S HEHEC 2 v CH
2T 0 12 AE DG R UFRAARE RIL T REERSIZRH T 5o

(15) AurFElld~vrI—2qHbhpo/tDFEL ) Y I2eH VT L,

K3 ERSINE OME

¥t LTS
a )y xuary xryI—NFF )T 9%

byra. xary)ryraI . vryI—NFrF A0y I—,

V2=, 70%
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b D 4F T, Tamura et al. (2019) OFFE L F U [ F 7213 IDHER O 54 % 7
THA RO E EEROFEZI AT Ry T—% E o TRV, BN
B[R L TRl 2 35 2 BTSNz — T TUAWERIBROEIR O A % 7
FTHEIE ATV FRRY T DELELREHSTWRWVWAD Y VI Ho
TR W]EFRE T 5720 (R L TWARWILHETEZ SN D 2 EPTFR SNz A
FLVEBRLHFT0% [ EL T D e SN 25 AP —H L C[ELTWwD LY
WL 7-Si& 1211 % TH - 720

4. ER
4—1.HEER

T K O FAE 213 Nicolae (2017) , Tamura et al. (2019) % 3 28R 2R L
720 R (1970) [ —MI T F 23 JEPrQrnL R b &b 60 (FH) &
VKL LD ZOMOTREME X BIFSEF) EAhEFio Twab ] (FFH,
1970: 259) &R _RTWV 2 25 LK OE2OME R D S BEHF T LW T HEED
RERUCEAEETIUENREMOMBRP TR TH L Z LY S r L Ro727
OGERD[ F 72 IOBRIIA T THLEEZ BN D,

AT E 721k i3 Tamura et al. (2019) DT O FEERE [ U < HEmEER
AT T EDURIEE Nz, LA L, Tamura et al. (2019) Tld, 24%H15%05—HE L
Clevery > (Neg > ka) JOFAZFF 3 LWz L7202k L OAFEERTIZ25%H11
G EF o HARFEOBESH 723 N3 3R 0 IEEFERICRE L <
51 BRI T L W REEATRIE S 7z,

4—-2. HINh/RE

EBOFFICHE L CEREIEL M2 X[ Aury Foid~ry T—0lhF % EH-
TV WAINeg >F7213) IR vy Foidz~vrI—nEbLb5h—Ti%
HoTwiwA(F721F >Neg) 2 B8ET 5.2 D720RE3IIB T UADOERS
MEA AL NERHEOFE A (Neg > 7213) OADTHETH 5 L ¥ % L72D
LD PEEMAER D o F 72 T LD IFEENICHE A 2T 2 HEMEEBI T S
%O RABD[ LD 72T T AT AT JEOMO T HEEOEE T IS OAF
NI O EEBEREHZ REZVIENTFHENL NS IESHOREL L
72\,
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AR CIIFEBRFEZIT) 2L T ESHFOHHMZUOPIIT L2 L 2WlATT
NEROBRTESHANED L) RIEMEERZ RS OPE a—/SA T TEE
W 2 Z DL WA REMED D B o A4 TR HIT AR 4 B F FIH L CHBRI 2 Tk
HWPEZAT) 2 & TUERETIED? S S ERZHANELONL Z L0
G

pES
1. 7a GER) 1Zkoiih T 5 T8 [TOP] (topic) .31 [ACC] (accusative) . 775 [NEG] (negation)
W [PAST]
2. BREICE 2 X HERME R BT E M R B 2 U TR W ERIR ORI & 50 & & AT fECH
% o 7l 1% Szabolesi (2004) % B 72w,

3. Nicolae (2017) ®#FE#IIZ DTl Nicolae (2017) & U° Tamura, A., Miyamoto, Y., & Sauerland, U. (to
appear) “Types of Disjunction: Negative Scope” Aey Concepts of Experimental Pragmatics. Kaitakusha
(Tokyo). B S 7z,
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