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What disjunction suggests about the meaning of even

2 o 7 (MSU)

A standard treatment of so called additive or inclusive focus particles, e.g., also and even, is reconsidered,
given their striking behavioral differences within disjunctive coordination. It is argued that the two particles
don’t form a natural class. Assuming that disjuncts coordinated with English or represent independent
potentialities, thereby not allowing the information of the second disjunct to be added to that of the first
disjunct, common occurrences of even within second disjuncts strongly suggests that even does not trigger
an existential implicatum, as also does. This fact contrasts clearly with the usual unacceptability of also
within second disjuncts. Borrowing from the works of Kay (1990) and Ducrot (1980) and Anscombre &
Ducrot (1983), | propose an analysis where even relates the current proposition conveyed by the sentence
containing it, or the tp, with another proposition, in terms of nonmonotonous inference. More specifically, |
claim that the scalar implicatum of even is that the tp is the strongest argument for the conclusion provided

by the context, or ip.

<E >
Comparisons of Scalar Implicatures and Free Choice Effects
WY (EAH)

O|Me| B2 AT E0| AfgMHiME MTEFo URE EMsIUaL, RHRMEISHAR Mool 2tod
Cle ML CH2D, Gricell H&2l Aol &5t AE ol F 5ol ZoiEls HEX Ch21,
MEEE2 Z230| =2UX| o2 UHMES2RE 4ol Elof A FA74 =X|E, RgME{S|AM2
ANE LIEHt EHOZRE WYLV ME0| ATt & ZIX| ofert Ed M4o| Ele ZH0| M:
FE2 delgeltts 2ol BEREE MM YHX|E, AHRMESHAM2 S+dolets Hefol
gEtch (o Mef2 oln| X|ME H UZ.) 2 ==0lM= olzgt Xo|™E X[Astn ARUESM2
EFX] Zt o|d&el oOlx 7l|ode| EHEAM EHest7| mEol ddxlsE Zolgtn FEsn JeiM 4
EXYstol o|0|E JtElcte /e EOo{ELCH O|H O|RE 2 ==dMe ARUMESME EXE S0l
I RECH EXESE2 UitHel SHYoR AYPIFENME LIEILH, HESE EXMES &8s &
eIt

On the Meaning and Uses of Ajik ‘yet, still’
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This paper investigates the meaning of agjik ‘yet/still’ in its aspectual and scalar uses. | argue that
aspectual ajik expresses additivity and contrast in the temporal domain in parallel to additive and
contrastive particles -fo and —nun, while scalar ajik carries exclusive meaning like exclusive particle —ppun.
| propose lexical entries of aspectual and scalar ajik respectively, and present a compositional semantics,
along the discussions on its presupposition and implicature. Aspectual ajik requires two arguments (the
reference time and the state), and the state argument is realized by AspP in syntax, which explains the
distributional constraints of ajik. Sentences containing ajik have three components in meaning: a certain
state obtains before the reference time (presupposition), and the state obtains at the reference time
(assertion), and the same state may not obtain after the reference time (implicature). The presupposition
part is additive, and the implicature part is contrastive. Identifying aspectual ajik as additive and contrastive
enables us to understand the co-occurrence of the adverb and particles —to and —nun and explain the
semantic differences of ajik, ajik-to, and ajik-un.
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Building an Error Corpus of Korean Learner English and Generating Mal Rules

4 S d (2d)

This paper introduces an error corpus of Korean learner English and mal rules to detect the learners' errors.
We built up an error corpus, based on the learners' error types. Following the spirits in NICT JLE (Izumi et
al. 2006), we adopt more general boundary of error classification, enhancing annotators' instinct on
classification and decreasing annotatoion errors. We used the morpho-syntactic information in conveying
the sufficient information on the learners' errors. We generated mal rules which are used to detect and
explain the learners' errors. For generation of the mal rules, first, we use Context Free Grammar (CFG)
rules from the Penn Treebank. Second, we generated the typed feature structure rules based on the Head-
Driven Phrase Structure Grammar (HPSG). We adopt the Natural Language ToolKit system (Bird et al.
2009). The reason we change the paradigm of mal rule generation from CFG style to HPSG framework is
that CFG is susceptible in overgeneration, showing increase in structural ambiguity and complexity. We
reveal that the subcategorization of HPSG is useful in expecting word choice errors which are widely found

among the learners' corpus.



