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1.
every (1)
(1) N N
Yahoo 86 4 1
(1)
2) donkey
every, some, many, much, most, all, three always, usually

(2) Every farmer who owns a donkey beats it.
(3) Ifafarmer owns a donkey, he always beats it.

Partee et al. (1987), Bach et al. (1995) (2) every
D-quantification (3) always
A-quantification 2),(3) 4)
ALWAYS Xy Gronendijk and Stokhof
(1991) 6] 2. 0)
donkey farmer Beat

(4 ALWAYS,, ((Fx ADy AOxy) - Bxy)
5) 2(2)2=2(3)2=1, where {xeA X yeB * Farmer(x) v Donkey (y) v O(x,y)} € {ueU X zeB*
Donkey(z) v Beat (u,z}, 0, otherwise

WH (Nishigauchi(1990, 2005), Shimoyama (2001,2006)
WH (Kuroda (1965) )
D/A
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D/A

2. D-quantification A-quantification

Whitman(1998)

D/A

(6a)

(6b)

®) a

Bach et al.(1995)

Mohowk

(6b)

(6b)

D/A

D

(6a)

(Yahoo)

Yahoo

1970

2
3
(2005)
Fukui(1995)

Eskimo

D/A

(6)
every D

(7 (6a)

1980



(8a) (8b)
(1978) Gunji and Hasida(1998) (8b)

9 a 3
b. * 3 (Gunji and Hasida (1998))
(8b)
Gunji and Hasida(1998)
(6b) (8b)
A

(6b) A

(10) a.
b. Yahoo

(6a) (6b)
(6¢)

(6d)
of the residents all
(6e) (6a)

(6f) (6b)

(2005)

(6) (6¢)

(6d) (6f)
(6) (6a) D

145

(8a)

all

(6b)

(6b)
(10)
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3.
Geach(1962) (2) donkey sentence
1
(11)a. _
b. L
(12) a. o
b. o
(13)a. - Yahoo
b. 80
Yahoo
(14)
(11a) (11b)
(12)
(13a) (13b)
(14)
every, all, always, most, usually
4,
4.
(1)
Yahoo
Yohoo
86 1
D
(7
D 1
6) D A
D/A

each, both, all

(10)

(15)
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A A [+
D [+ 1 1 | ( 786
- 1 f f f . . 3
11.7%
* * 7
15
* 55.8%
f f 17 0
f
* 16
f
*
f f 15
32.6%
* * 11
* * 2
1 1
(15) a. * Yahoo
b. * Yahoo
c. *
d. * Yahoo
4.2.
1 D A
3
D A
A
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4.2.1 A
A (16)
(16)
(17)
an  * )
Link Landman 2
sum
supremum
(atomic individual)
a7
supremum
sum Mizuguchi(2004)
a7)
sum 17)
sum
(18)
(18) all ; everything ; everyone 5
A
(12) (12)
(12) a. o
b. o
(Nishigauchi(1990, 2005), Shimoyama(2001, 2006) ) Yamashina and
Tancredi(2005) sum

(19)
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(19) fXP MO 1,..n ”g: Z({fXP"g’ : ga ) lng})

Yamashina and Tancredi(2005) (12a) sum
Link(1983)
sum supremum
(Croft
(1994), Rullman and You (2005) ) supremum sum
sum supremum
supremum sum
Mizuguchi (2004)
Yamashina and Tancredi (2005) (19) sum
(20)
e {a+ b+c}
o {ath} o {atc} o {b+c}
e {a} o {b} e {c} v
WH
(12)
(12) WH
A
(12a)
(12b) sum
sum
Roberts(1987) semi-
distributivity
sum

sum
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Sum

21

4.2.2 D

(22)a.[- ]
b.[+ ]

(23) a.

(24) a.

sum

¢ )

86
(23)

25)a

(13a)

(1)a.

(25)

1)

(23)

21 40

24

3 (11)



(13) a.

(12) WH WH
(26)
(199  WH

(26) fkakuXP, ,,f=Y({fXP,g’ :g . """g}), where X is not Yamato

(22a) 3
(27)
Q7)a *
b. *

sum

(28)

(28) fzen X,, = MQAP(P(X) A XcQ), where X is not Yamato

29 a. _
b. _
(29a)
29b
(30a)
(30b)
B30)a. _
b.

(28)
(30a)
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(30Db)
all every (28)
A D
(Bha A
b.D
(31b) D (22b)
22)b. [+ ]
(28)
many/much some
4.2.3 D A
1 D A
each, both, all
421 422
A
(32) D (32)
(32) Yahoo
A
(33) )
(32)
A 100%
100%



(34)
(34)
A
A
(34)
(35) a.
b. *
(35b)
D A
5.
5.1
52
5.1.
every all
every (36a)
(36) a. Everybody has a different opinion.

A
D
D
D
(35a) A
D
53
different
all
mortal

(CNN)

153

(36b)
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b. All men are mortal.

Link(1983)
(20)
€0
(37) a.
b.
(36) (37)
D
(36b) D
(15) c. *
(36)
(34)
A

Link

sum

(15¢)

each, both, all

Link

sum

(15¢)
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D Schwarzschiled (1996 :
137-147) A

(38) a. The frogs each leapt off a lily pad.
b. The children are both asleep.
c. A,Band C all have knotted ends.
(39) a. Each of the frogs leapt off a lily pad.
b. Both the children are asleep.
c. *All of A,B and C have knotted ends.

D A
Schwarzschild (1996 :
148) bothge, (44)

(40) bothgey - - >APAY[VX[Cov(X) A (x2y)] = P(X)] A Presup(*Cov/y*=2)]

(40) Cov Schwarzschild Cover
(40) Coverx vy
2 P x (38b) asleep
both 2
each all
1 2
(41)
(41) a.(=8b) -
b. Yahoo
c. Yahoo
(41a) (41b) (41c¢)
sum
(38) each, both, all
(41c)
(41b) (42)
sum
(42)
(42) A sum

sum
Tomioka and Tsai (2005 : 93) dou sum
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(43) Tamen dou shi fuqi
they all be husband and wife
‘They are all couples.’
Tomioka and Tsai(2005) Lin(1996, 1998)
sum
A
JapD (44)
(44) fJapD,=APLy[Vx[Cov(X) A (xy)] = P(X)]
(44) (40)
(41a) X 3 (41b)
(41c)
Cover
Cover
sum
5.2.
4
(23) b.
(23b)

(45)



(45)
a.
b.
C.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i
J-
k.
L
m.
n.
(45)
(23b) (45
1
5.3.
sum
(46)  Mei-ge ren *(tou)  mai-le
every-CL  person all buy-PERF
‘Everyone bought a book’.
mei( ) tou
(47)

(47) 2mei2 = that function f such that for all Pe D, f(P) = U2P2

mei( )

tou

shu.
book

(46)

WH

((19), (26)

(Lin1998:219)

Lin(1998)

(48)

mei( )

WH

157
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(48) a.(=(12b))

b.

c.
(48a)

(48b)
(48c)
Yamashina and Tancredi (2005) (49a)
(49b) (49¢)

(49) a. (Shinoyama 2001)

b.

c.

(49a)
(49a) 48c
supremum
(48¢)
4
Croft
(48a-c) (50)
(50)
supremum
supremum
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5 1998.
5 2003.
1995.
2006
2005

2007

3

2

2006

2006
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