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Kim, Mi-Ja. 2002. An Analysis of NPIs based on Nonveridicality
Theory. Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics 2-4,
495-518. This paper is to analyze various phenomena of NPIs based
on Nonveridicality Theory. For this purpose, 1 present the previous
studies concerning NPIs and examine their problems:
Ladusaw’s(1980)  Downward  Entailment and  Zwarts'(1993)
Monotonicity Theory. To solve their problems 1 suggest
Giannakidou’s(1998, 1999, 2000) Nonveridicality Theory. To
conclude, this paper clarifies the reason why NPIs are licensed and
resolves the problems of previous studies. T explain NPIg’
phenomena in questions, modals, intentional verbs, before, perhaps
and so on. I analyse the examples of NPIs in BNC, S&S, P&P to
prove my claim.
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273 E¥(negative expression)o] ¥H=A] FutEojof 3= H
23tk 28y B eEhe 73S Aund wa)g

(explicit negation)Z} H|HA]H XA (implicit negation) 1g]1

a9 %40l ohd B FEYL & & U

(1) a. He hasn’t seen any student.

b. She didn’t lift a finger to help him.

(2) a. John left without saying anything.

b. John is too tired to go anywhere.

(3) a. If you steal any food, they’ll arrest you.

b. They insisted that we let anyone in.
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(la, byojA} BHZo] any$} lift a fingere B2 23 notdl
93] Q7tE 1 (2a, byl HEAFo] anything® anywhere= 8]
A A 2RSS Yl E withoutd} too-too]] 93 A7lES & & sl
o =Y (Ga, bolAE RHo| opd ZARW JFEA FEol
45 0] any$} anyone©] Z+7; I7FETE Ao A AAF o)A F
< 3tue] Az Ao AA ATV v g
ol®l EAl st AFEL A uEH HI, TAEH F
&84 HATOE o]FofH KAT o] =FlMe i A

Fe=8], Ladusaw(1979)¢]  &1&gte] o] &(Downward

Entailment Theory)®} o5& o) @AAZ] Zwarts(1993)9] @43
o] Z(Monotonicity Theory)e] H#4& HZA]AH o] o]&o = AT
F 9 EAAHELE AN Zwarts(1995)¢}  Giannakidou(1997,
1998, 1999, 2000)8] wIA A4 o] &(Nonveridicality Theory)oll 9z}
A 1E FAE HZAY BT oldFH § voprt RAFo Myl
g d@dgla S2EAE E4E d7rEHoE e ol 9
A A vidAA olE S g o g Hg=oi9 owlgt <t |
go] onatda of 9 A A A AA ARAA #HE Al
€3 BNC(British National Corpus: BNC)¢} Sense and
Sensibility(1811), Pride and Prejudice(1813)9] <l &-& ®43ict.
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ot =& HA& 24 f8 & =€ 9 22 WE
oz FAHT 230l Ladusawe] 3}arghe] oj&9 £4& A

Asta o] wE FARE =930 3FNE Zwartse] ©xA
olge BAe ANFL w24 ol8c] Ad F 74 BAWS =
AT 4FANE 3PN 2AB B2 ol8d BAYE HBsh
7] Sl BN ol8L AUStA HIFAA oj&e 3 RAYFo
of ojujg} 7l ThETh Eat WA ol Bo] UAF EAel B
FAE AFs7] Hs AA dES B3, 5ZdAE AF7A
=95 Q93HA HHAY o]Bd YLT BAGFo] EAo] A

¢
i

A7l BARE 7 F AZAFH o dobt o ge wIol
AP QB4 9T FRAYA BAYE T

2. Ladusaw 2] 3}3F3%}9)
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Ladusaw(1979)= FAFojol W&l ¢4 vIEF HIS dx
Aed BAFo cArtzHew §3g2(downward entailment)E
Aok, o]d  Asl: Ladusaw(1979)14  AZE i ow
Hoeksema(1983), Zwarts(1986, 1993, 199), Wouden(1997),

Dowty(1994)2 olojxttx & 4 Ut

(4) DEFINITION (Downward entailing function)
A function f is downward entailing iff for every
arbitrary element X, Y it holds that X < Y — EY) <
F(X)

Aol (upward entailment)d| A& A AFAA HA1TFo =
8ol 7hsstm o #AZ &4 A (order preserving)Ql gk
dFe FARFAA FARFLRY FE0) Jbestm e
#A 7} o] HGH(order reversing)o]t}d. HTZ A (non-monotonic)

T A ezY AT eE FES 38R ¥ 54
Jdtt. G5 B9 23 EF no, notd P AP, TFE
& some, everys 43gte] AL, exactly nd HGZRFH EAS
A dt}. Ladusaw®] 17} 272 wof B8 avl stakgtojold »
Fol2 e a7l AFFAAY SREHoIGH RFTFolE
7t fith

ook g o

ro o

{5) Ladusaw’s (1979) licensing condition
a is a trigger for NPIs .in its scope iff a is downward

entailing.

(6) a. John didn’t eat a green vegetable. —
b. John didn't eat kale.
c. John did not eat anything,

st BAL olRoIAE ()9} (6b)9] A%l
2AZo}l QrtEdtn ¥R@ch 1 9 =AY, o
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ol A A 9k3IA}, without, before, too-to, seldom%T 3}gFghe] F
EAE JINEE 2HFolE Utedn F43th

o] Fo| A Ladusaw®] 3}8ge] 0|82 FAEAA ] FAFo &
7 EAEG ol HIRA FEAAY BAF UAVE T
e AA2 dBAUA s b 28]y Ladusaw?] &)
ol2e EAAL 3FFY AFL &F 4 AFolBRE A&
Hete F@e Az ujdv A@dHAvkE FH 53¢
7} ol dHl = FFF o7} bHE F -9 dtaFgejo) At FAgF o
7} QA7 A e 397t AR A7 Aok (Linebarger 1987).

Linebarger(1987)& 33§97} ol ATt RA =017} 7t e 7
$2 9 FE, vtelo] FAL exactly, only, 1 Htof] thE A o
HEAFolg £ Utk

(7) yes/no question
a. Do you have a pet? -
b. Do you have a cat?
c. Do you have any cat?

oEre RyZol WAL APs d¥aA RITE A
Ladusaw®] 1ol ol &l oHolda & & AUtk

A, sFEe 9P ol AT RAIOT AhEA e
A%z wmE, 204, A, before & 53 At

flo

(8) a. If you steal food, they’ll arrest you. —
b. If you steal bread, they’ll arrest you.

c. *If you drink any water, you'll feel better.

3aFghe] o] &4 w
alggtejoln walA 2
BAFE A7MEHA v 45 & 5 Utk

BAo AAHF BATo Q7tAQ ¥HH some childreno]i} nigh
z7 F3lAL) exactly three studentse ¥4 FAE A7pstA] £

o},

| o # (Ba)t (8h)E Fostmz zAHe
3
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(9) a. No students saw anything.
b. *Some students saw anything.

c. %Exactly three students saw anything.

Linebarger= ®@x24 R (90)F YA EZoZ wols
o] exactly three students”} no more than three studentsg}= &
A FEFE oA RAHTFE A7 & F ga ok (97} AL
FEAog wolsoAnd ojn &gge] FHTol i wert =@
o3 & 4 3lthGiannakidou 1997, 1998).

Ladusaws] $tggelE $3F019) Arixol g YBe Juje
H EAE AN gEd u|EF JFdMe A3 A5E]
Atk 2 Y] 2Ae GR4els 4R BAY A G
FHe] olBoZE UF F& 4L A Hol B2 A4S 49
g At} g o]&e] ZAZ = tE EAe d7Y 23
S A7} Hgd FIRAIFT RAGFole ojw|g} BAZolg} ArtA}
otel AE HstA Edn Yot

..1

r[o f

3. Zwarts(1993), Wouden(1997)2] @z A o]&

3.1 924

Zwarts(1993)= F-A =07t 4 o)A Qs 24zt vy
Fo7h BFd F3 BN AEHNE 3 7hEA s 8
= @l Ajbste) 24 weto] A= ®E A F(hierarchy)dl
2 dEvs 228 WA FHAt 97N 23 2R BE wE
AZSS & B2 BA A(negativity)e] F=xtolgtn & 4 o
A& UEE RE RHELS 1H/T =AEL AT Yo R
e duiste Fxed gt Al 7t AZ, FRA, AR, 237
S olFL AvE Rolth AFE FEIE NEL & B2 P9
HH Wl 7hxe HE oFe) we ZAHE o' B3 XHo =

Ee7e WA ¥ 7R F go] E5ESFE AT 7Y qHol ¥

'Yutxgo g = a7l WE(De Morgan's Laws)2 F 71X &2 A H
A o] A E AEEdste Jedre .
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=4 @24 (monotonicity)o] & HA S <]

N
e
il
—~~
o,
0]
[o N
c
(@]
(=l
<
[¢>]
=
0]
QO
w
Q
(=}
5
g

e F834 715 (inferential

53 FAE velde A 7HA e e
MNBE Zxd me Bz 7A 82 uEyl 4 oyl 3z
BEFEY oA BT A7t HAHAF #Eo] Aok

(10) Definition: Monotone Decreasing
Let B and B* be two Boolean algebras. A function B
to B* is monotone decreasing iff for arbitrary elements
X, YEB: X Y—{(Y) < f(X).

(11) a. The boys didn’t move. — The boys didn’t run.
b. Few linguists entered the race. — Few linguists

entered the race early.

Bz 24 ¥4 Foo) wel ojd 54 o
most three, seldom, rarely, none of the n N%&

APIA AAAFoze g8 B4L Bk Aotk

W

(12) Definition: Anti-additivity
Let B and B* be two Boolean algebras.
A function f from B to B* is anti-additive iff for
arbitrary elements X, Y&EB: {(XUY)=£(X) N{(Y).

(13) a. John didn’t sing or dance. <> John didn't .sing and
John didn’t dance.
b. No one sang or danced. <> No one sang and no

one danced.

a. FXNY)
c. FXUY)

F(X) UF(Y)
F(X) NF(Y)

(X) UE(Y)

F FXNY)
F() NE(Y)

b,
d. F(XUY)

n N

=
<
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HEE7L $hmo] EAS Hoje AL no N, nothing, none, neither
N, neverg& & & J3 @2 Fdh 49 REAF Y 9%
AL FAFAE 7IE £ dge Reloh

(14) Definition: Antimorphic
Let B and B* be two Boolean algebras. A function F
from B to B* is antimorphic iff for arbitrary elements
X, Y €B: fXUY)=f(X)Nf(Y), F(-X)=-F(X)

(15) a. John didn’t sing or dance. < John didn’t sing and
John didn’t dance.

b. John didn't sing and dance. < John didn't sing or
John didn’t dance.

Zwarts®} Woudeno] #7/3 A S F Ju)Zert 71 & &
FE B3y g5 dtn wnol e waeivl @49 540
A AOZ notE 5 F AUk

32. #4Fo] &7

Zwartse 2o\ 4 AAE Ladusawe] =zpzQl sigkglolz b
HAA dx4 o]&L A3t e, BFL dehls 24
E@L 474 & aq4¢ =87 S4S 2ol A 71 3,
9 A B, 9RO @, B EH g2 Yeidas 28 AA
sttt 92 g4 FoXe FRFFoNL AsEIT BRI T
qMe FEFF7E A7tET wFY Fgele 2ARFF )
Zizh AztEn. BAo ouigmdl wet R A 7k $HEE
< FAFole A FHiZb ArisEle 83 A dAFE &
F Aok F BT £/ A d2A Ao 2ASS ¥
=1

obB R Zo}(weak NP)E o] A =g AAZo] 73 ok
P& AY O 7hd TN A7EE RAew Foje At f)
& any, ever, need, careo|t}.
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AT olstrong NPDE 340l AW =43 FAH 57 3

£9 P¢ AW W3Ry} RAANA AAPE $YIE B

Z yet, lift a finger, bat an eyelash 5 & & 9},
Zwartsol] w2 Z7}EA Fo(superstrong NP)= #AR4E 7t

B #aA 2 e wgHE BHAAT AET ol

g2t Fo}s) one bit, eitherst STk EAojE FRRYTois

Aoyt AT ZAFAFFToe EFAFA dedi I

(Krifka 1995). 2734 =01¢] one bit& WA EFWE 278

o

(16) a. *At most three linguists were one bit happy about
these facts.

b. *At most three linguists have talked about these
facts yet.

c. At most three linguists have talked about any of

these facts.

(17) a. *No one was one bit happy about these facts.
b. No one has talked about these facts yet.

c. No one talked about any of these facts.

(18) a. Chomsky wasn't one bit happy about these facts.
b. Chomsky didn’t talk about these facts yet.
c. Chomsky didn’t talk about any of these facts.

A7 tE T
1} yete 2 BEAA anyShE GBS U 5 Qed, wRI
o @yE Frols deAw @

og BRrAYIold &3} one bit
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33. @x4 o8 FAA
Ladusaw(1979)¢] AT olF 2 dl33telE anyst & RAZ
g Artste AEEA HA 9AA Joh 2 olF Zwarts(1993)=
ataFgte] M S st dxAojgte AR 1‘%73101% B
) li—vo}“tﬂ Zwarts®} T4 ]Zfﬂ ‘:‘7§:L°H
<]

o] ,,ll:]—(Krlfka 1991, 1995).
A&, o TE, FY TE, Y, FHE TAM BAFO
7b A7bEE @l HaiA od dHE & £ v Aot

(19) a. In her present mood, Susan might do anything.
b. John could do anything to help her.

(19)ol X RAZFo] anythinge ¥4 FAHmodal verb)? might,
couldo| Al QA7tE=d GxA o|&d MmEY gxAS wa $ gl
svg 4d9d & gloh(Keenan and Faltz 1985).

(20) a. Does anyone here know much about this dialect?

b. Would she lift a finger to help you?

(20

A

a4

E
=

A¢

v

3 e gREolN] ¥AFe] W2 way RO 49
Atk Zwartso] H28 BB wEA Ado) gt Wz
e Holy) WEe) FAFIE U7HE & flolor AW A

o &
g

R

*E3] YAFAL can, may, could, might, shouldd]A] ¥F=oj7} Q715
I must, must bedl & Q7tE A ¢gETh
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A $AFl7 A7hETHY

(21) a. *Paul warned me when he saw anything,.

b. Paul used to warn me as soon as he saw anything.

gzA o220k (21)°] od BRAT AR %y B &
3 A BRAZe)E HAYE 4 gk 2 Yoz HEY, vy
3, #7453, before, perhaps, maybe %A T7g:L
olEozE YUy & gotd

(22) a. Suggest any problems you foresee.
b. The children will leave as soon as they discover
anything,
c. I hope there is any left.
d. Mary ran faster than anyone had expected.
e. She is the most beautiful woman I have ever seen
in my life.

f. Perhaps any of your readers would inform Pilot.

dultgo g FRAFFo] anyw FAHE WA Zv wdH, FREAS
o] any(whatever)= ZAHE e URE Holed dxA o2
23T0jsh A Aold] BAE TARA 47ATT T + Utk

(Krifka 1991, 1995).

(23) a. No child got{any presents/ ANY
presents(whatsoEVer)}.
b. Fewer than  three  children got  {got
presents/*ANY presents(whatsoEVer)}.

A 7FA BAHZo]e] BErjold ol Zwartsy} AAIF ARTH

o)
1997).

HEEN FAEE @xFHolA gom Tl W, i N od
@4xA4 e 7HAA gehKeenan and Faltz 1985).

-m
flo

B] &2 & (non-monotonic) ©] tH{Groenendijk and Stokhof 1984,
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AAZ 9 298 Zwarts7h FRAFolBL 7 hurt a flyo}
Re RAIIB] 4A) FRYIol% ol 2UGE Holth T

b ol Bz4 A0l o8 AskEEA I o) 47k BREA
£ waHY o) F3A golo) GaME Fe
0w ¥ Egol BUsicl s} AAE dEge
o] th(Krifka 1991, 1995).

(24) a. John wasn’t one bit happy about these facts.
b. *It is not the case that John was one bit happy

about these facts.

(25) But I never had one bit of mail saying: 'How dare you
leave your wife.(G36875: BNC)

(25)9] one bit& ZZFRAFIZ WrEA wFH FoAnt Q1)
Eojof st AAZ WRIE FA neverd M QrtEHE &
Holng x4 o]&9 Beolzia & 4 Jdrh

AEHOZ Zwarts®d] thF3F YujEe] AR ES o =¥
g siMo] Wr=A] AAdo e A A YA A Fette FHG ¥
AFo] A7t ARE AAY W RE PG FFAY FFHAL 9
gz4 AdE "Ao goe A= 47 Aok

4. H|TAY o] 2

H X4 o] &L Montague(1969)0 9Ja] A& AP 1 &
Zwarts(1995)2} Giannakidou(1997, 1998, 1999, 2000)= o]om Ao
2, #ASole BF AR g3 Fod FF #HA W& pE

gHelatA] ke HIHAA Wt A It ths Aolth

Montagued| W2 FA} seee Ho] =&or AR/H 72lo] &
Agete LS s wEbM A A F(veridical)ol Bt F733
th. Zwarts®} Giannakidouv X2 9ol 93] H s, AA)
A=) 7} 5—"‘—7341 o3 m¥E WA HYAE WA FeojstA
= ¥vtd 25 v 3 (nonveridical) o] t}.

-
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Lee(1996)¢] wi@tdd EFet 712 AA o
Aztsl BE7l o ER oors BAIo] AL Aud
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At
Haspelmath(1997)o]] ¢]3}H A AL} Alzio] mjgiolx o132 A
A FRATAY 7B AL HIERHo|L HI XA FHololA HIEA
A(irrealis)ol gt o). v|EHAN FEOE wantE, BHIXA|H ¢
dol e FF, 84, U9RE, JdFE 24E, VY8 54 £A
Zok AhHE BACIGT FAIT WAAH wo] wSP
A FEFH FAE Agelet & 4 ok

Givon(1973, 1978)9] HI@4AAH @A HAZL AAH LA 7}
7Y BRAT HolW BAR Aol sk Aol 2%
RO oA dds = Zlojrh. wstoA] Abdolur deof HA
, AEA L AXA i Adelu Dol BEE AL 9w
W 2%, 3, A, =9 Aol FESrt dFE AojdA
HE, v, JEE, FHE] vdLdHLE Ve
Kim(2000)9)-2 AJAl, &3, FFFAL FdEAHE] Rof, HdEdH
& T

%

of o ox (r off

STRE R <)

SAM S o8 Alvutel A On lrrealis: the Case of Korean (u)l& 2
E@ &g FT3H(Kim 2000).
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AL 3o 2 A Leed] nlghdl, Haspelmathe] ¥]EA 4, Gvon,
Croft, N. Kime] g4 52 NIy EA dsir] =3sHeu
HZAAAA A HAE FsIE, AL vxIAA, ¥zidA, ¥l
B4, vAAA, B, udd8A, uiAdAg, P, 71384,

T4 59 A4S gt ojd & ZFAH BHAF W=

59 5 =
A% WA Weo] A BE FHS AAE AL ol

4

]

A)

o o

o

o

3 P e e P B e e PR i e
Giannakidou(1997, 1998, 1999, 2000)9} Zwarts(1995) o3 %2
o] MAAHE WA B

(26) DEFINITION
Let Op be a monadic propositional operator. The
following statements hold:
a. Op is veridical just in case Op p — p is logically
valid. Otherwise, Op is nonveridical.
b. A nonveridical operator Op is antiveridical just in

case Op p ——p is logically valid.

B3 @44 Ope ek Op prt Al pg Felstd AAH |k
% Op p7h A4 Winkeh B4l pE oAl AMoled A4kx) Ope
A eItk Op p7h A p& o8 FEvhd Opt HAAH
o]tk Op p7h AHEY Weith A pe MO AY AMe] ofd &
= gtk uAAF ARAE FA pY ol ANE FelaiA @
ok BN dURE A psl AN Tl MAANY ¥
2U%e FHA olE w4 Quirk et al(1972)9] 4 W EAo] oF
23 $3goz ERYE A% 2. g 2E $AdFH QA8
AE Ga WAAF) AT MAAY AT HAAHA RE o}

Ut} Zwartst Giannakidou$} #H7 it is possible that, it seems
that S3 2L 138 AAX0) Buk ofuzgl and, or, if, without,

‘21 9] it is necessary that, probably, perhaps, I hope that & &
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before 53} L& 2% AAAE G4 A4, ALY, HAAgO
2 279 & A0n 2R 4 =3 A% B ST P

A A F .

(27) DEFINITION

Let C be a dyadic truth-functional connective. The

following statements hold:

a. C is veridical with respect to p [q] just in case
pCq — p[pCq — q] is logically valid. Otherwise
C is nonveridical with respect to p[q].

b. A nonveridical connective C is antiveridical with
respect to p[q] just in case pCq ——p[pCq ——q]
is logically valid.

4, wdAHY & Atk pCqrt pE FIBAL g8 ¥ T o
Ce FAHIH p, qF o= AT FelshA g HAAH
. HAAH ARAL —pE BSE ABAE WAAH T o
2 dEdAN ()¢ AWHL, Q)E NAAYL, 0L BANAHL

2 yehh 2o

28 A9 F5H @A BA p qol B3 44 WA, v
3 =
(o]

—_

(28) a. Bill left yesterday. — Bill left.
b. Jacob sang and Ruth cried. — Jacob sang. Ruth

cried.

(29) a. Perhaps Mary left. ~» Mary left.
b. Jacob jumped or Ruth fainted. - Jacob jumped.
Ruth fainted.

(30) a. Mary died before she saw her grandchildren. —
Mary did not see her grandchildren.
b. John spoke without opening his eyes. — John didn’t

open his eyes.
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42. #4019 g A7AA

¥ w2 gAe AT 47 v A (abstract
semantic feature)Z Giannakidou?] 7S wrolEo| oo &
E4& st RSk, UAAAH g2 ds) G&F 2ol A
R0z FA3.

o

Bl) a. HFAFoe F4AA HriAAR R (sensitivity) 7} <]
&XJ(dependency)& 7HAH WAL FYAAR FA4
(extremity)S, &AL FAAEARZ A (deficiency)

524 A (incompleteness)S 7131t}

e Bx AL, ARAT ESHEL g¥T 38 S

=

>
M

re

A4S E4e TEHE AYOEA BE RYZ} F47
o8 7B duiAdeltt. BAE FATAY on AL URA
o2 FASE A 74 olfF AABTh A WA olfE FAT
ool AL AGEA Ve & 9E Solam AR

2EH 542 Boly] WEolth F WA olfit tREY ¥y

Kol
A% X ¥(minimal expression)o|v} 714 BAY & AL on)st
= A o 5
HEH BY=0] anye FF9 ArE AFIH(EFC any)oly A
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Fo|(PS any)Z AMEE & & ok Al WA olfe BE BT
ole Agd E¥X = L}E}L}E‘ E4& Holed Aridge oW &
A% 4H1E #AE 21 A3 3R D7 S Holy] Wi
ojth. o] Al 7kA olfrell ZAFA FAHF ] FFH u|AAS
ANA4eg FAsn FAFoe AU HaA B J=EF E
#(endpoint)-& ¢v|sl= < AEE HAse

EA4
g ol FAHFo7 AMEEHE
1996, Fauconnier 1975).

24Folg SuAAR JEAE B 4 AbH JEHoB B3
Sol7t 2 AAZAE BRNA Shatd 29 F 93 P ¥
oI $3 el dEA 2ol FHE W A22 FAF

T EgAsta, 29E &3 gdolth any, evert} HAF
9lu]3}= lift a finger, drink a drop 52 S5@3oz2 AMLE
fE BHoR WA FFAA a4y Weto] FutE ool s
3 Zdolth. Ag4s E9d4L Wy AuiAE A 4dd
o2 vy s ot RBHFAE QUtete W oz
Ao A =2 B}

Ladusaw(1979), Zwarts(1993), Wouden(1994, 1997)2 <|v|E3

Aol A A7FHEAl tg FFe AL HAKe Y AT F 8l

—E B2 #H9 EAHE AYA I

2 =RdAe EAHFE Utete #HEe FFE YuAEe
v AAAolgte  Zwarts(1995)9}  Giannakidou(1997, 1998, 1999,
2000)2] UGS WolEoln, Ui =oF Lee(1996)9] HITES,
Haspelmath(1997)2] ®IEA A, Croft(1983), Givon(1973, 1978),
Kim(2000)9] vidAdAE S FAHFolE Arvlste W ¢
v AAE o3 Zo] AT

¥ m[o rlr

() 2334 Asbste WY FFY guiFe WA
or WAAGE HAAY, WAAY, WNEFY, MNANY,
HERA, AR, AN, v, A, 9345



A olge] Yd $ATo} AF 511

A Qe s 5RAREY olRe ARFos wAAH, W
AQA, 1532, NANE, NBYA, NAQH, WAAE, 3,

T 7An Q| HNA4e Adn 2 5 g wAdgs

Giannakidou(1997, 1998, 1999, 2000))+= 12|29 APIs, FClIs,
PPIs, subjunctive relative clausesql =0j7} v AA o) NAF A
o2 AYAR A F3] 3AFoA A, HAAAA st
A YetR] Gorng olF £33t FAFSFoirt v
o Aoz Aot X3 Giannakidouw F-AFo0]7h vk A
AT AVlEE Ao Hed Folo ZH$ sk =g n)
AAF B A7 ER Giannakidoud] F2& eg/go] glrh
anyS ThE REAFojoes ez dAstn A sl A7EA
%+ Z(anti-licensed by veridicality)2 Aolstx gled] &4
o] glv F&oletx & & Urh

43. $RFo ¥R

BAE Q7 Aoz WAAH Wy nAdY oz T
sz WA Hge PAH 23S Yehie S8%AT wgA
4 2aye gehie PRPPeE BRay ARRANE Y3
o7t WAAR s FF AR FHARRAME PHTol7}
2RAREY HAAYe] g5 B AtEe TR WA

‘Giannakidou® 28]20] RAZole vl A gsiMg QA7lEe= A
o2 Er}(Giannakidou 1998).
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(34) a. ZAF-AFFol(strong NPl wrxAA] o3 2H, 3

—F"?—;ﬁ:’-q(weak NPI): BlAAA, utxdAel ol =)

g BRI 73S =UREQ BAAYT wAAHol
e gugEe gloid Aol Helm RHFlY 1

| Ech B FRAH, A YZ0) anyr} 203

£ Holt AL WAAH wzte] MAAA
Aue TPHm 97 AEoIn BRI 4014 Kae Tz
WAAH WA ArlHn FRFIolnt o FL& FEE B
o onE ZEo)A, 2RAZL WAAH WA A7} B o
A% Az g A4HD FRATIE MAAY HPA <
78 W @ Bxe) ong 44d.

e

M

F

W

4. FZF0] 4

FAFo7E AA AEAM ARA HIAGEH 2R FEATY
AAA] o8] QrlE=x2 AHryuz ok AU AR}
e FAE vellle A T893 «lﬂ]zioi F3& Uehd
HHRANo 7 BEF3=d 9] ZH$ Linebarger(1980, 1987)
s} Giannakidou(1997, 1998, 1999, 2000)4 FAAGZe) s 13 H
o2 ArtEh

fr rlr (T,

(35) a. Julius didn’t budge an inch.(BNC)
b. "I never had any conjectures about it." replied
Margaret.(S&S)

‘Helggog A¥d RAPL LaeE HLE not no, none, nobody,
never, nothing, neither & %

HRALe FegFon —r;‘é" 0}‘41]”]‘ grizgler RAL onjshe
X ¥ o2 without, too-to, scarcely, deny, refuse 5& %3}
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(35a)oll A} F-A o] budge an inch$} (35b)e] anye W7 T 9
24€ 70 Q7 Hete] wAAe o8 APHez Arbac

(36) a. They got to their target area without any great
difficulty.(BNC)
a’. They didn’t have any great difficulty.
b. He slightly bowed to the ladies without speaking a
word.(S&S)
b’. He didn’t speak a word.

(36) 4 without °]3t= HPRHFoE (36a)9 (36b)g Te 2
AFEE doAN FFE RARY wAAAd o8 BFZolr}
WHHER A7 & F U

(37) a. We regret any inconvenience this may have
caused.(BNC)
a’. We are not satisfied with any inconvenience this
may have caused.
b. We regret any inconvenience caused to readers and
to Cork Gully.(BNC)
b’. We are not satisfied with any inconvenience caused

to readers and to Cork Gully.

WA ol Be) MW W] TR 4 @372)9) (T)HY 3
3PEe 2oA F3W PARY Hd4¢ a) 2AZo)s} 3
SECERNPE L

(38) a. He denied any links with the IRA.(BNC)
a’. He didn't agree any links with the IRA.
b. I avoid giving any hint of the truth.(5&S)
b’. I don’t give any hint of the truth.
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B4 % AHnegative verb)E& UAlZHog HAHS oujE JiAx
A= (38a)9} B8 )AYE BAFEHS Yooz g&H AT
DA o3 FPH o RPITE U

g2 ¥ AN wegdols BPTo] Q7S AHEAL

(39) a. I would give anything to know the truth of it.(S&S)
b. I verily believe I could forgive him anything.(P&P)

o

A

2 L
% 8

EY, F3TES oW dxAdx= 7HAA oY)
A4 438 5 gloh 28y WA o9
24 may, can, wille 7}54 AREA BAA
Zolw HA Azl wHd glu HAHAUEA & F )
FA g pE FIdvn & F gl 2R uAdF
GFTFELS HZAG & BAHFort Artd

T Lo - R )\
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a. Does anyone here know much about this
dialect?(BNC)
b. "Had you any idea of his coming so soon?"(S&S)
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(41) a. If any difference appeared, any objection arose, it lasted
no longer than till the force of her arguments and the
brightness of her eyes could be displayed.(5&S)

b. If he had had any compassion for me, he would not
have danced half so much!(PP&P)
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B, 2744 Aae pgH ol dA FEel
A % o7k ke & if

EHE 24 REo] A¥E $& X 3R F& £E
3 ARE Bd £ Qo 28ER uAdl
AoAME A7HHAAY =204 FHNA
HET 21U 214 FoE @

(42) a. We suggest any unneccessary use of drugs is
undesirable.(BNC)

We want to hear your views about any issue
affecting the countryside.(BNC)

o

5 Al(intentional verb)l0& 3}ate] wy AE, =3, 2%
T UYEHHER AHH Ado] oilet F3H Aldejtt. FF
A} WA ARAZ A3 BA hE po) B, AR B
F flong HiAAHon EHPFolE A7 F Aok oo nHlF)
At EALE HA WS prt ASA AME YEREE Aol
FATE VMg § Qith

1012

(43) a. Perhaps any attempt to sneak out would be a waste
of time.(BNC)
b. Maybe any inconceivable account is translatable into
cognitive theory.(BNC)

5lakgtel ol23 ©zA o|Ed wEw, befores &1&gte] x4
& 92 ZaAE 7HAEE BT VM aftere &3 E
7b oty 7] W] RSt VtEA gedan dugch 2y
@ x4 o]&2 perhaps, maybed|A] BEAFo]E HHEE 4 Qic). H
AAA o]&ol 3}H, before= Alzo] o} doji}r] Holmzm

i B o] gF A} insist, want, hope, believe, suggest, think, assume 5

AN FAFE AAHE @S Holw sk
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#, AAe WA 4 9o perhaps, maybet Alzlol Yol
Qojux) egteAzt BHEA @3 o F3o) B3] o
HAQH )L weh $AZoIsh Azkeeh I o) FRFol
ke we WA9E Hees $3F 3L, A9, 62
& 5 4 qed od Axd Yl B2y oEozE A 43T
gt w a9s dEoss F 49F 4 A0

AF7A AT Aol tis) s FIo2 A77t ol %
A AT o] =RME ujE3F H22 Ladusaw(1979)¢] 3}3F
gro] o223} Zwarts(1993)9} Wouden(1997)e] ©x4 o2& F4
o8 Aupy FAYES FEIH Eyth o) FAHES HEs
7] 98 B E=ToAE Zwarts(1995)9} Giannakidou(1997, 1998,
1999, 2000)¢] HIFAA ©]&L AABY FAF ol ouis} QA7E
A3t

HAAA o] <3y,
p—p7t EHGEHE AAH A
A3 AxAAE H
o vRAH 99_ 2t
19 Rz 2
9134 Dete] BREAJ et HAAF AiAes A7|e
o] A4 dojex doUA AReAE ¢ F A ¢
o) WA W po M7 FAA ARNIAAE P F
. HZAA o RAEY ©RA o8z HHEY
6}5 v TR, 208, AFE, BEE

FFATE AN UeE @%01
& HHAA o] & %’Msﬂ B35
EAHEE AE2T & A =T

] = A9¥ = de FHE Ado *A
Zo)9) uiRAR 7} W] on] 50 il dAFU= 2
o] 7bsstdth &Y vxA zAe] gled FAFAE A7t
e Wgol) AR EAo MR dEtA dB4E TF8))
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