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Abstract: Philosophers of language, semanticists and pragmaticists have carried out extensive research on the phenomenon
of embedded implicature over the past two decades. One of the current debates is ‘whether embedded implicatures are
recovered semantically or pragmatically’. In this paper, we examine hearers’ recovery of embedded implicature within the
framework proposed by neo-Gricean pragmaticists, especially Horn, Levinson and Huang. We argue that hearers would first
focus on the lexical word that can trigger a scale to extract a relevant scale. Based upon the scale, he/she is able to calculate a
pre-semantic conversational implicature. Then he/she would decode the semantic meaning of the whole utterance. Finally,
he/she could take both the pre-semantic conversational implicature and semantic meaning into account to obtain an embedded
implicature. In a word, we postulate embedded implicatures as results of the interaction between pre-semantic conversational
implicatures and semantic meanings. Furthermore, we hold that embedded implicatures are products of pre-semantic
conversational implicatures’ projection onto semantic meanings.

KeyWOI‘dS: Embedded Implicature, Neo-Gricean Pragmatics, Embedded Scale, Pre-Semantic Conversational Implicature,
Projection
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1. 3|

P HR 2 1 7 SRS AT 18 3 42 Grice [15]F1Cohen [8].
FfFERERES S5EAES 2R T E XS %, Grice
TRt BAAE S RGN ER), HE X ZERIET AN
FEAT G & R A A S A AR T R HE I, 21 B X
P MILHEAE . BRI S, Grice A NUF il B 5t 2 PAE X
75 A HEEA)EECEA T T AR TR L, 4k %52
TR SRS RCA AR S e, e 20 e s
ML . SR Cohen# 4 HH Grice* J6 1 MU 1Y
T AEFEATIENH TR EE4) (8, 9]. 1M 5, Gazdar
[11]« Green [14]. Levinson [29]. Chierchia [3] %#Cohen
2t ) 0] RE AP R R SO N R s TR OIS, A G R
SEER R FEAN W I . AT SE R N B2 1l S E
FEARA AN FE 7732, SR a il TS S il F
FARNTIZI R o

o}

2. ARSTES XHIE X MEFRRE

JTXME, WERETES UOREE SN2 & L. K
XE, AiReilids XELOEmAER: (1) MG
TR N (2) IWHF ik TR sl el B2 A1 (W Ay
WS EF L R ELEGE) Bral S 2 S WA A
(24,271 UbAh, 21l & SGET AR BIHTHCES (disjunction).
37 (negation)s [ [ MF] (because-clause) 5 Ez) 1]
(factive verb). &=1if] (quantifier)N#B[29]. HATERK, LA L
B T HAIRAZTE S Lo % T Levinson ¥ 2318 7
A NEE (quantity). {5 = (informativeness). 3\
(manner) FIfiE (quality) PUZS, SNHRESIES XE/DMN
AFE =1 Z/NK[40]. IRTRIE, ASCAH——flzs, X
2N HREE S X (embedded Q(uantity)-implicature) P&
5B ES X (embedded I(nformativeness)-implicature). W
it 5 70E X (embedded M(anner)-implicature) A1 ik i &
4 X (embedded Q(uality)-implicature) IPUK, iEEH R
HIBT

(1) a. WMRRIXAERMT L, LEE1L2 T EEA
JE BT B, !

b. B2 UIER KRR A<BEAMA RIS T E, AEMEgt
BN AR B I

(2) a. THFINRNIERZIXFE R R ESLAL T F R B
D AHE YIRS

b. >LFINAERXER R ER M T E R (R
R G AR Z ) F2HL

(3) a. Bt IR Bt #RARTF O, ARTFCARTF AL,
KB EMmE T .

b. >R AR L B i BB AR T O (AR T OB FF 0},
MW EM AR T .

(4) a. /DA B AN “BESE 2 KBH” .

b. >PHEE S /AN BN C BESE 1) 52 4 oK B AR

T

ARG R R I BOC TR
2 ARSI HuangANRBRIEEE, 7 <>, P RIFR- R e, -
R Tr B S AT (O O TR fi g
“Jﬁ%%?&”o

¢ RS T & S ——r A% S it I 22 A

TELL B, Y REE B SL(1b) IR R AKX A
%, A5 31 WA E B B i 21l & X
(BF: “RAIXA<BEAMA RIS T, L83 FE0
ANEEFF ) N B AR W R AR . N RS
SRR Qb)Y B IE 2 XA R B B R AL T T [FZ B
PRGOS 215 & X (B “IERIX PR IRt 7+
FL(RIE Z Ik 2 JG AR Z ) ALY i\ B2 H
TN TR PR & L(3b [32]) aFelid it fih i
UL R b ZRARTF 0, ARTF ORI O, FRWT AL 771
S5 AR LB M ER AR FF O, (R TR FF O s
B fhZ TNk BEEE RN Nk, FH,
DA IR T R S (4b) F AL A < B S5 e R BH 1 2 14 B ik
Tt 4 B AE B 2% B 22 W01 K BE A R Hik N 21038 3 < o
WIS R o T2 S S 216 B BRI LR A 1R Bl AN
B AT NI R OO ST, AT REAE UZ (1b)+ (2b) (3b)-
(4b)IX i R BB AR e i USSR RN
Z NI S RO T R 1l B ORISR
EHANTI[31-33].

3. ARSIEE X EBED T ITER AR R

B fe b 2% Y iR 2 1 SCRER IS S M D5 iR B AR T
NPRIRA: WEEFAIRANE AR BeAh, A2
N EREE AN, WA EANAIR .

3.1. EEZR

BT EEIREE ERR AR S X LHEN
AR S ) IFEEEIER B, 12 T ]I
STEVEI A 8 28 HL R 20 PR A SR = SR L, BT
A Z) 220k (conventionalist theory) [13]. FAKTT &,
W (BOZ) 2R AT 40 4 R E R 2D 3 S (lexicalist
conventionalism) A1 ) y% M 49 F X (syntax-based
conventionalism).

18] JE M £9 & S PA Levinson [ BR A #E W7 1€ (default
inference theory) NEz, INAWBHBE S URBEIES
{5 FH 38 S A0 LA RORHER 7 215 2B R [29]. kT
BIAHERTe, AW AR EFEE. —Jm, — BTk
TR, WIRRE S B EBERS: i —J7H, B
677 A B A R 22 B ORI T RS R EGE LN A A
FFMTAGH . LA(la)afil, BRAHEWTIRE DY, e mfimixX
— 0] b R 2 A SCHARNTE B, W16 3 20K L BRANff 52
AT, AFZER I R AR 25 B L =R A 5 Ok L
PIEE N AELFE. o, —KE L EREIAER
(defaultism) EL¥E5RITYERINEE R (strong defaultism) F
FILTIERINFEIE (weak defaultism): Fi & 50 IH % 25 LI
HHE W AN X 32 3 fink & 1] Y1 16 5% i B fink % i 8] 78 R
[13]; Ja#E B gz S GREMMRAEIES T 2B AGH
FIfREE [3,13,11,19]. BRI, LevinsonfyERIAHENT IS
& TR R BRI IR . (A1 — 272, Levinson[29]45 1
PN E 1S X (intrusive constructions)*)@ T-1& X FiiE

3 BEACRYIETE (grammar) AT SCHES, IR EGTE XL (semantics) FllA) 7%
(syntax)[3][24].
4 ARG E SR W21l & X —Fh H— A B G T HGE M
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% (pre-semantic pragamtics), Huang[42]#f— 0¥ HFR{E
i SCHT 215 X (pre-semantic conversational implicature).

)V Y] 3= L LLChierchia[4-6]. Chierchia et al.[7]/{145
FHEWTE (structural inference theory) N, BSHES
SCIFAE LB )1 BB T AEAT 9 B TR O B AT 2
SRR A I . AR, S5 HEWTIR S T e IR
AR R Bk, 2l SR BB AR AF — 18 DA 2 D B
BB BNt 8 B T BT S B AN R VAR
BB REATS A BT, S IR ENE R, ik, 2
ZE SUERE N B T H G FAE R E RS ulE
W[27]. BRI &, S5 MHERTEE R g —MBESCERLT
‘H>Only, A5 NO) MFRMEHE T (exhaustivity
operator) VNE#ZELA 77 NAEETHES Rt 1 Hix
Hn M REN T B RE R AL E . ten, 248
R AR 225 X (1b), FRNER T 02D N iZisi A F(1a)
W RO E: “WRO<KRAIX AR N E>, 255
TR0 E WA E S R, XEE, OAE AN — MR 2%
fFHE B s 7 A BE B mz A B 2B B T B 4 I
(alternative)“#”. 534, Chierchia et al [7]10HE 3 “H S W
Py AL F2E B R, AL 2 & E B
S GG By s B I A, %R Levinson[29]. Horn[21]%%
IR HCRAER FAE SRR ERSY (Horn scale) A
) 28 BB R R G R, MR ZE S IR 2 2l
A [27].

3.2. BRHZIR

B FH 2R W M FH A R e P9 iR 2 0 B SRR, G
HEEERE. AE. B ERSREAOER, EEE
Wi 2. BAE SRS 2 RO 2 (1 7 HT

SR HT T P 27 2K N R 2 1 A ) R T SRS 3R
HtEZE T o BT SOMS SR 4R 220 & SR HE 3 75 2R
AR S SRR, FEANTE AR <t SUE v R
¥ o 5ZAHWER, B SUM IR AR 205 & LS 4015
EEEL AE. B SURIERSR . Hb, BEIAEE
124 B Geurts[12, 13]. Geurtst P itk 21 & X H BLIIIE SR
A3 X HEFIAERT BB 2 . Geurts K I RN ELIEE X E
R 2 T8 7 S, AHAA AR XS HE 28R )5 T 20 SR U R 4%
2248 Yo HeAh, Simons[35, 361 LME KT E K 5 &1E AN
TR RS B U R EAT TR, R0 AR
R, J&EAT(think globally, act locally).

Recanati[32-34] 1) FAH 25 AR5 F 2282 H N 21l 7 X
7= A B 9787, Recanatiff i i fE 0 N B
BRI R R I R 5 (P A N AR A ) B
MNEBITNZ b, R JE s AR I R AT N
FECFTE 2 B R EE IR, o i e m, 3
Rl & ) R ESLIE SR 3 BYRY, NHREIFRIE AT
AR 15 5% A B B 7 7 QA B bl = T S R ) s
Bian, (2b)H BRI 2 % 7E RecanatiF SR alk AT AR #5185 55 H
A 7RI R G AR Z .

Sperber & Wilson[37, 381 R BEXF IR 1R G B fE 231
B AT I R A v T, DR T SRR B
HEWr i (contextual inference theory)[27]. %T Wik ih&
SMIX—IL %, WilsonFlCarston i {7 5 75 5 ik ol v JH %
it. Wilson[39] 8 # i« LLiay (Wi*and’) BEA B 214
B A B AR S M E SR M A b T

e T NI T Z NI, JEFE SR T RE AR
Carston[ 1] P #1558 & 41« i 3 (explicature)
Carston[2]7F— 31 : “BEIRGrice[15) R & 1h & XA —
& DV ATE BRSBTS RO, N R &
SRR AN AT B AE 2 S SO AR e B S R (B
RIS SR HR), T 22 Grice R T AT & ML S H X T pir
NP L 1A SRR 4

3.3. HAMEIR

B DL M 2 B A RS, IR S E B RIS
FHIR R AGEAE L, 32 P BN AL EL AT, Recanati [33]
i R ER R W IR 1 B BT I AN OIS B
FIEETHE RGN, 18 IR K & T H0OE 58 018
RGN, RIEAEKWAPIRETT RAREIE, KON TEERE X
ANTT R dE e B — i SCERAE FH R R RE W 3145 (43, 44].

S, R ESGT W R 1E B SCRAR IR S AT AR
4kEE[10, 301 FEFRATE R, & Fh 73 7 EEAFAE LU IRk A
T 56, DAERIAHERT 100 45 89 HE T8 AR I 1E VIR R 5
T N R 2 T o SO SR A R B SORTER AL BT, A5 102 &
NAUER R E M, BN, SRS HIE N TR EE X,
BRANAE B0 1 B 0 ) R b S A HE T 22, (HAR RS PR
TS E S R, SRR T8 F IR A% SRl FH 27
Recanati FAH 25 £F 15 F 27 S SRBEAR ER AR A TS FH R 22 500 18 X
AR ELKs iR 21l & R B R B T Rk 21l B X
JRTHT, SRFLPI XS T8 I NAE U 43 B R 2 A 471X
— ARG G — B R B, WA EAMOU S
B DA B S AE LASEAT, DRI [ 5 At vl X 23 R Py
oS B T B TE s SR 2L ik 2 1 & 8 T 18 H
JalE. ah, BT N AMER PO ST A 5 5 A ke
TS SRS A R 1) 2538 [42] « %1 8k, A SO 25525 55 Horn.
LevinsonflHuang =7 # k& S Bl 2 KW AR, DUHN
PR 21 2 SRS ) B ik — Al T R .

4. FHERITERE

ks SEMNE H 22 K kR I R 8 T 28 Uk S i Y 2%
BAE, 52m )18 KA Hom, LevinsonflHuang =17, A
53K TE IR HAZ 0 (1) LA B ST FR e AR

4.1. HornZ:%

TERE R EHEN (Quality maxim) FEfti =, Horn [18,
20, 22044 28 B ST IR B4R Ji ) B A =1 U — 43 3
& 7N (Q(uantity) principle) 1R JFE M (R(elevance)
principle) . %0 & J5 W 3 35 7 & MRS S B H &= R
(Q(uantity) maxim) 2H—2cA175 20N (M(anner) maxim)
A%k, "l7=4 EIR (upper-bounding) 2xi&8r X, HI: Pf
WF UL A p B IR Z fep”. WHEIENT, HWRE
W R SR A il R, B fm 44 AHom 55 9. [17]
SEfR M, BRU BT G ) Hom S84k, &
A J& T8 A JEB5 i HirschbergZE 2 . HirschbergZs /& 1K
TGS . Bk — 8l AR BRSO A b

5 B Z 5Hom5 % KM N AE1ES % Hor [17]. Levinson [29]. Huang
[24]% .



173 HN R

#E 4 (ordered contrastive sets) #A R BE 24 B S 2 [ 16,
29, 24].

4.2. Levinsonf =& N

TEAR B Grice i & #E N 24l I, Levinsond4 HA1E 5
Ko F A e =43 % & JE M (Q(uantity) principle). 15 E &
JE M (I(nformativeness) principle) #1757 = J& M| (M(anner)
principle).

2B TR )

YiAd AN AEN AN BRI AR B 4 it SRR B e R I
FREEESE GG FRIA, BRAESR AL B 5 i) Rk 2 515 5 & J 0] e

o

Ko
Wil AR : JEBIE AR PRI S A 5 i AR —
B R R A

(B4

VLU AHAEN : fe/MEHEN

“YFRATRED™, R SRS FR B PT 5 (K 8 2>
EEER (FNEIEEEEN).

Wil AHERE: 7852 SR

TR AR (BRI E RGN R BTN
1b) BIJ5EY Rl N TERIE RN A

Jr AN
eIl ANHEN . AET i UK H . BRER . A rid
E LW

Wi AR SR PE N GEFH T UK. AhRid iR
M, At AR H o] s AU [ A —FF
—— AL pRHh UL, AR TE R UM E RS B
Yo [29,41]

4.3. Levinson PR 1HEIE X ATE H %

Grice[ 15148, FRFROT G Fam Rk MIH R B L =Ff
Rl AR E S & T 5 A il HEAEM . Levinson
291/ 30 T #h R A e A E RERE P A . SR, DA B b
KR AW G RY 78[24]. XFE, i/~ 7 -1 -
WG, RIS SEIIEA[29]. A PX— [/, Levinson
2913 B AATEEE W N (pragmatic intrusion), Ef: DL_E
A Y 78 e 1 B SCERRE RS 0 N TE UM T B 2 T
Fid . LevinsontA A H WA e T 15 U SL BT 5 1€
HBCRARR, dom4 R R CRT1E %% (restricted
pre-semantic pragmatics). QIMLETZEL T LevinsonXy T~ & X
(R SCHTE F 2715 SC-18 F A i s =

4.4. HuangXfHorn% %% 5 Levinson=JF | i) 7% Ak Ab 22

Huang[23, 24, 28]%fHorn%% 2% Ml Levinson i 5 & J5 11 .
&S 5 L7 AUE M T R AL B

la. EHR: <x,y>

e JFE y > ga~X

1b. EEESH: (x,y)

ElsS= 4R y > gaaX

le. TEER: {x,y}

FEN: y+> amx

fE(1a). (1b)s (Io)H, <x,y>v (x,y)s {x, y} 7 HME
AR <mEIEAX, $REXy>", “EREER: (—
WRIE R, Bk RIERy) < RE&EH: (Ehrid £E R x,

P2 1 S—— B R SR AT ] 22 A

ARRERIERyY} v+ wnx” “y > puex”s “y > g
~XCA IR s RS R Rk oy I FH AR R A R
IEHXA AL B — A5 B Rk Ky A T HE R A
BERERIEAX: “Hhnid 7 ARk Ky 8RR s
e REE A XA AL

A, Huangid 5 Levinson F) & JE U . {5 5 & 5N
A7 AT T BAR B8 B A

2a. FEFEN: <RI - - mFLA>

2b. EREEEN: (—kFEEX > BFEEERX)

2c. FAEN: AridRER - - Thrid&IEA}

(2a). (2b). o)MIEEEH(1a). (1b)s (lc)MFl: %59
FIEAH RS (Q-implicate) iR R IE R HE; — W
FiEX 5 R EBE S (-implicate) BARIANX, HiridE
By A (M-implicate) ThRicRIEIR I E .

4.5. Huang s e AT &8 & X

7t Levinson[29]i8 S HTiE FH 22244l [, Huang [24-28,
4218k — DR TR A TRAECR (37, 38].
“H Y3315, MR CHAS SEHNE SCRT 2 15 & SO B HT
WS B S5 216 & X% Huang[42]51%¢ 7 FL2HH .
TS, WEHW NGRS R, #RE SRR E A
FLUR, T FHUE NAE AR AL 7 T BRAS SR W1l & SO %
o B, IBHWANRAREN 21 G U Em . B
VY, HETAEEIRIER IR T E Y. W OEH R
HBA T B RN S 216 & XX Ik . B,
MTERIN S, 5B BB R ERTIERPAR
RS AH B, BT RS SE TS SURT 23136 7 SO BB 31
FLAE SR AE R 2 AR S BRI

5. FHRATEAZEEARSEET X

AR 7E# S Horny LevinsonflHuang =371 F % 5
DA b 20 AR 0 R A b0k P 2 1 B S SR AT ) R
T—AMRERTT R SRS, AT e PU AP s, B
“N R S ) AT 1S X =Y X AHE X
Mg s . B, “PU e 5% 7/ Horn
Levinson & Huang W1 N A2 F: 55—, BRETHor# =
EL A, FATE R T Huang Xl Levinson s 5 & v I A1 75 5
WAt EREETRHELESR
(I(nformativeness)-scale) 5 /7 70& 2 (M(anner)-scale). H
THEFR. EEEFRANT LEREN KD T E2HE T
N, AR AR R 4 O N IR BCR S . WIS B 5E
P N7 NEEH . B, AR Huang[23, 24, 28]
—B xR AE N AT TR AL (1d) P Cx,y ) Ay
> xR R ESEH: ( AREAx, BERERy >
A it sy A AT A Aix . 2d) ) = 8 R (1d)
FHIA: RIS E RS (Qo-implicate) HRIER . N
R, TG M <Qr “Q R /AR (Quantity).
JiE (Quality). T B ESF IR N KB T 124 5H 1 N,
TRATHE HFRAE N %58 B 5540 o

1d. liESEH: (x,y)

6 RTHMFKMFEHS, EHNRERS M E & Recanati, X T
Levinson. Huang. Sperber & Wilson. CarstonZ [{JM &1 AH X Sk 1 e iE 5

b,
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FiEEN:  y+> mex
T TE E ARG N

2d. EEN: (EREL >RRELD

=, AT Levinson HiE X ATiEH 2. = NAN
Huang 5 SCRT2 16 2 RIER 115 SCATEER & X i AT E
SR . 1B R 3 SCRNE SCRT RS . 5810, &
fITRKFLevinson T £ HH I “4BFRXT 5 “FRnaRIR” “THBR
B, kb IRABE ISR BRSO SE R R AR E R BT
SRR EEERMM A B, FA1E Levinson
Huang % T2 16 2 U IE SCHRULAR, FEit— 42t ik
S SURTE AT 2065 SORE S RIER 4S8R, 28
SCRT S B U 2R SC BRI, R IIRATRAZE — 34
HI(1)~ (2)s G)FI(4) B (AL E R H(S)~ (6) (DHFIER)) ,

7 3 Ut B G ey LA 2 P < DU 20 7™ SR SR 3RAS A R B3 3

PR A S PR A SUR PRI i
5.1, FHEERZS W R S X

WP 35 3 2 T R A5 Y IR B SO 2 AEFRATTR K
W U 2 S B R R fid A B S ) AR T M T 4 B
HEEG HIR, Wil E SRR SF R 4 s SCAT
HES G B=, INhE 2B MGG T s
X e, Wrilh# 24 E % BRI EE EAT NG X

AN SCHT AR SO MTAS HA BRECE S BB IRAT -

(5) a. WKL AWM T E, LMEgL2 T HBA
JE T B

b. >R RTXA<BEMIMARHST X, AEE+
BN AR BT .

WL NIREES S (embedded Qi-scale)

<#h, BEAI>

BT BEEY. <mRkX, FHRIEA>

IR2: TE HTHE & X (pre-semantic Q-implicature)

RAIXA<BERTA RIS T £

BT HEREN: <gREX - - mFikA>

I3 1B
WHR RS AEM T 2, A8+ EBAERIT

i

AYRA: AR B =1 SHE ST S X

R RTR A<BR A AR ST %, 2 E L2 T H
WAREITEW= R R ARMNT %, AEeLaT
Ji AN S S T EL R RIX 4 <BR AN A A > TH %

5.2. FHEFATEMZEARGEEES X

W3 5 2 AR AR A R A S B SR 2 AT
— TFURWT I & 2 B R AR 8 fid R S ISR S K RV AT i
RGBS, Bhi, Wrih#H 2(E(E B RS gint b
HIE TR RS G R)E, s S MEE S
AT AINE S B, WihH 2B G BAFERF G
AT B E SRR SRS BoE S SR BN (S B RS
X. HE T

(6) a. THINNIERZIXFE B ESAL T F [ B 2
A YIRS

b. >LFINAIERZRXAE R B M T £ R (R Z
IR G A2 ORI

IR WIS BB (embedded I-scale)

(R 2 Ja AR IR, PRIGUE K)

RTEEESER. AMREKIEN, —BREX)

H B2 1B L HTE B & & X (pre-semantic
I-implicature)

IER PR R BAR AL T ERMLCR M Z Ik Ja XA
EZ/SIIE-LN

HTFRERN: (—ERiEN—> BEKEN)

B3 X

B FANAIE S IXFE I B AR AL T [RAZ R MU K 1)
<L

WIRA: NG RE S =18 U HEAE B RS X

FHINNIERA X RSt T ERICCRME IR
Ja AR 2 ) RN =" 0Ny IE R X R a1
T [FJAZ P G 28 i 1) L+ 1E A2 X R 1 B AR it T RS
(R Z R Ja A2 ) AL

53. FHEFHEREEHBRITRE X

W 2 W 3R A5 A iR 7 208 SCRIE 2 AT :
WIWT T 5 2 B Re 08 A i 7 2C88 A ] Y A T i B 3 7
&G R, Wik e )7 AN b4 5 AT 7
3R s 4R, W il 2 i S NS T B E 1R AT IS X
G, WEE o SR B EEANEE B F AT NI TE SRS
ST & SO 2 #0530 S BARTE R

(7) a. PRIt AR OB I EARTF O, ARIFOARTT L
KEMRE T .

b. >R gt O B i ERAR IO, {EEARTT IR TT 0}
KEMRE T .

WL NIRRT &S (embedded M-scale)

(RIF ORI, ARTT O}

BT REH: (AhridRIEA, Tohrid Rk}

PR 18 T 7730 E X (pre-semantic M-implicature)

AR LB Mt FRARFF 0, {EUARTFF L0 IETF 00}

BTN FirieRER— ThridRiERA]

PR3 15X

R A b g o0 LB Wt FRARFF 0, ARFFOARFF O, FRIBTE
% T

WIRA: R B =18 S AT L

A A o WL W #RARFF O, {EUARTF QI TF 0}, FR
Wi e Al AR %% T =R AR R B b AR T, ARTTFOARTT
O, RWTEMAE T HABERR B G HRIRTF O, (HUARTT O
I}

54. FERAERZENRBEES X

Wr 1 35 A R R B PN i 5 SCIWE 2 JRATTLA A Wy
T 2 Fi S v B B RE 05 firh e JoR B 55 2 1 ARV AT $ i E
RS HIR, Wik 278 RS R b HE s ST
R X PR, Wil 2 iR s B 0 s B S B AT A NS
X ARG, WTiEE SRR B AR S BT NS X
V8 SCHT o 3 SCHE T 3R A8 N i B o 75 B4R B A,
W 138 2 3R P i 5 B 2 S SR PR B 7 S RS
REEH W& AR, FRES X —F, N
5 A AE T < B (truthfulness), NIAF|“H”
FIROR, Wi &% REVHEE FE S, NS R <FE
RS /N A B AN < BESEE 18 52 QoK BE A 18~ 2 R
Mo W BIHTR:

(8) a. /INIABHAIN BRI FH .
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b. >YHEE ARSI R B AGN CBF3E R 52 40K FE B
e 1A )

: WK ESES (embedded Qo-scale)

( l%miﬁﬁﬁ RESIE FR) 52 20 K A

FTemESER:  (EERENA, JZREAD

W IR2: 1 HT TR & X (pre-semantic Qo-implicature)

C BESE 1) 92 40 oK BH B HE

FTepE N (ERERX - BEREAD

W3 1B L

4‘)”*%7?%“%%1(55”

HIR4: WK E
“ﬁ”

PEIE AR AN B AR\ < BESE B0 52 40 K B A =
N AR B AN BESI 2 R BH™+ ¢ RESE R 52 T K BH s e
+UREF S

6. SiE

AN HT RS ST E F S0 5 82 T R s U
G, B TS A DU SR E N R AR E B T 2R
HEH N B, KERE L REE/MERE TR ESER
B, PRECEI RS R/ B E R E S S, LK,
WS B AT AE B RS X IR, %@%
AR BN BT NI I & Ba, BATE TR
ME B 7 SRS AR TR TR . B2, BATA
NP R 26 A SCREVE SURT 216 & SCEES B35 2 TH 17~
Y, SRS SRR R . 48R, ERBR SR R
SUEE OF A RIEAIRE, WeWikaSE S LK E
BHFRCHERTARCI? 7y <A BN iRes iG-S AT
IUH A L AN GE? 554, RTRE, ASOER® &K

L i 351

ORCID

0009-0000-2306-112X CHN %)

27 3Lk

[1] Carston, R. Relevance theory and the saying/implicating
distinction [C] //Horn, L. & G. Ward. The Handbooks of
Pragmatics. USA, UK & Australia: Blackwell Publishing Ltd,
2004. 631-656. https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470756959

[2] Carston, R. Pragmatic enrichment beyond Gricean rational
reconstruction: A response to Mandy Simons [J]. Inquiry,
2017, 60(5): 517-538.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2016.1246863

[3] Chierchia, G. Scalar implicatures, polarity phenomena, and
the syntax/pragmatics interface [C] // Belletti, A. Structures

and Beyond: The Cartography of Syntactic Structures. Oxford:

Oxford University Press, 2004. 1-51.

[4] Chierchia, G. Broaden your views: Implicatures of domain
widening and the ‘logicality’ of language [J]. Linguistic
Inquiry, 2006, 37(4): 535-590.
https://doi.org/10.1162/1ing.2006.37.4.535

(3]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[22]

(23]

URERES

Chierchia, G. Logic in Grammar: Polarity, Free Choice, and
Intervention [M]. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013.

Chierchia, G. Scalar implicatures and their interface with
grammar. Annual Review of Linguistics, 2017, 3: 245-264.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-linguistics-011516-033846

Chierchia, G., Fox, D. & B. Spector. Scalar implicature as a
grammatical phenomenon [C] // Maienborn, C., von
Heusinger, K. & P. Portner. Semantics: An International
Handbook of Natural Language. Dordrecht: De Gruyter, 2012.
2297-2331.

Cohen, J. Some remarks on Grice’s views about the logical
particles of natural language [C] / Bar-Hillel, Y. Pragmatics
of Natural Language. Dordrecht: Reidel, 1971. 50-68.

Cohen, J. Can the conversationalist hypothesis be defended?
[J]. Philosophical Studies, 1977, 31: 81-90.

Deni¢, M. Probabilities and logic in implicature computation:
Two puzzles with embedded disjunction [J]. Semantics &
Pragmatics, 2023, 16(4): 1-48. https://doi.org/10.3765/sp.16.4

Gazdar,
Logical Form [

G. Pragmatics: Implicature, Presupposition and
M]. New York: Academic Press, 1979.

Geurts, B. Scalar implicature and local pragmatics [J]. Mind
and Language, 2009, 24(1): 51-79.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0017.2008.01353.x

Geurts, B. Quantity Implicatures [M]. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2010.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511975158

Green, M. Direct reference and implicature [J]. Philosophical
Studies, 1998, 91: 61-90.

Grice, P. Studies in the Way of Words [M]. Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1989.

Hirschberg, J. A Theory of Scalar Implicature [D]. University
of Pennsylvania, 1985.

Horn, L. On the Semantic Properties of Logical Operators in
English [D]. University of California, 1972.

Horn, L. Toward a taxonomy for pragmatic inference:
Q-based and R-based implicature [C] // Schiffrin, D. Meaning,
Form and Use in Context: Linguistic Applications.
Washington DC: Georgetown University Press, 1984. 11-42.

Horn, L. A Natural History of Negation [M].
University of Chicago Press, 1989.

Chicago:

Horn, L. Implicature [C] // Horn, L. & G. Ward. The
Handbook of Pragmatics. USA & UK: Blackwell Publishing
Ltd., 2004. 1-28.

Horn, L. The border wars: A neo-Gricean perspective [C] //
von Heusinger, K. & K. Turner. Where Semantics Meets
Pragmatics. Amsterdam: Elsevier Ltd, 2006. 21-48.

Horn, L. Implying and infering [C] // Allan, K. & K. Jaszczolt.
The Cambridge Handbook of Pragmatics. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2012. 69-86.

Huang, Y. Micro- and macro pragmatics: Remapping their
domains [J]. International Review of Pragmatics, 2013, 5:
129-162.

Huang, Y. Pragmatics (2nd ed.) [M].
University Press, 2014.

Oxford: Oxford


https://orcid.org/0009-0000-2306-112X

Science Innovation 2025; 13(6): 170-176

Huang, Y. Lexical cloning in English: A neo-Gricean lexical
pragmatic analysis [J]. Journal of Pragmatics, 2015, 86: 80-85.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2015.06.005

Huang, Y. Neo-Gricean Pragmatics [C] // Huang, Y. The
Oxford Handbook of Pragmatics. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2017a. 48-78.

Huang, Y. Implicature [C] // Huang, Y. The Oxford Handbook
of Pragmatics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017b.
155-179.

Huang, Y. Pre-semantic pragmatic enrichment: The case of
long-distance reflexivization [C] // Ponte, M. & K. Korta.
Reference and Representation in Thought and Language.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017d. 126-143.

Levinson, S. Presumptive Meanings: The
Generalized Conversational Implicatures [M].
MIT Press, 2000.

Theory of
Cambridge:

Marty, P., Romoli, J., Sudo, Y. & R. Breheny. Implicature
priming, salience, and context adaptation [J]. Cognition, 2024,
244: 1-26. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2023.105667

Popa-Wyatt, M. Embedding Irony and the
Semantics/Pragmatics Distinction [J]. Inquiry, 2019, 62(6):
674-699. https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2018.1446048

Recanati, F. Embedded implicatures. and

Philosophical Linguistics, 2003, 17: 299-332.

Language

Recanati, F. Truth--Conditional Pragmatics [M]. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2010.

Recanati, F. Local pragmatics: Reply to Mandy Simons [J].
Inquiry, 2017, 60(5): 493-508.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2016.1246864

[35]

[36]

176

Simons, M. Local pragmatics in a Gricean framework [J].
Inquiry, 2017a, 60(5): 466-492.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2016.1246865

Simons, M. Local pragmatics in a Gricean framework,
revisited: Response to three commentaries [J]. Inquiry, 2017b,
60(5): 539-568.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0020174X.2017.1281205

Sperber, D. & D. Wilson. Relevance: Communication and
Cognition (1st ed.). Oxford: Blackwell, 1986.

Sperber, D. & D. Wilson. Relevance: Communication and
Cognition (2nd ed.). Oxford UK and Cambridge USA:
Blackwell, 1995.

Wilson, D. Presupposition and Non-Truth-Conditional
Semantics [M]. London: Academic Press, 1975.

FETEE, AT, WIRESIES XL BUR SRR (1] 244%
TE T2, 2020, 22(3): 453-466.

Y HUEAY M), dbaT dbRTRE AR AL, 2003.

WO Truth-condition-contributing ~ conversational
implicatures, intrusive constructions, and neo-Gricean

pragmatics [J]. ZMEEEESHF T, 2017c, 49(5): 643-662.

BEEL. RS X SRS CHRHF R R XS [1]. 4E
1, 2021, 44(2): 41-49.

TR, XAR. FAB SR A5 2B 1 P R ST IR
[7]. BIACHNE, 2018, 41(6): 744-755.



