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o ot e 2 Ek
CRIBE R ASCERE, i 200092) (2 14 E G RFIE S U5 kE, [ 201620)

O E OFEREARERG G ERFFCEEN IR A) ARG | 5 IR R E T AR (R A ARID)
BAERAG LG EAR)MIBZHGESNBE L, Fldo, TR Lnnnn XA T Lans” 3R TRAZ AL
AE BTG TRRES . R RBBAAFCERIFERFTGERTZ, AT LAS LA RZEN L,
o, BMREEEARNARFLR T T, EHAEZZINGX R, MAKTEH, ERAFTFTERRGRBEE, &
A ZFEY, AREMBEHALHPAYHRRREG AL TR KL TAREA AR — TR TR
Toiadm i ml: (0K A LB ik, SRR E S b s A IR AR (e LB R AR); (2R e AR E R,
1B R A T A28 AN 2 KAk Q) A BABEAFT R R, I e BT An T4 A S BEA

KR AR, R EN, T, BB TEFAELY, BN, AL, ZRYTF

HEES  B842

LU RE S PR B R — . SIS AE A R S T i K ] B Ak & B G
e N A R | B e S = ST} (trigger) o 1 FUdih & AJE S0 w25 H 3 b 2 0
R — S F AR ek g s X HfE B, R T HERHER, BB NAERA RS, igiH
B H R4 P (Degen et al., 2020). AUt T E A TR R, IR 2 5 AL T ST
BEE¥FRWEHNEEH2R)RZE T WK RN EL A o 3K S o 45 700 18 B0 A LA 1 B AR
(presupposition)” i — &, LA AN [R] )2 1 1 AR AR T, UTE R AL A A S
S AEESN 7 S R DA BT 11 3 [ NI G B . BT BEOR [ Y o SO s,
# £t (common ground; Stalnaker, 2002) Jy Fi 421 | B TR fh 2% B g R 43k 8 T8 VE R (U X AN L T
Wi AR 9845 2 15 5 AR 0 (il R A i) SO BR 22 1 HYEE (an 3% . HRY) . BUISE R (e HEE ) L RS
X G2 (U F AR PN 2 ) T HE R R AR A R S S R T BRI (N4 k) . SRS TERE (L) . RS
16 BB A PR L AR B (5 &, B T W& (G )R o N1 ST s B B5 R 0
LI 5 18 = L M (linguistic co-presence, BJV 45 B JIT LA 19 il 2 BRI C v 5 S R AR AT RE ik A7 AE T
FRERIPET R . 5B (visual co-presence, AEEF AN, x4 fMethe’ . 87N E
R 2f BRAR S B I 5) . — M it B i (computational point, 1“8 3C") 2 AT H ) oG f
(world knowledge)/#1:#£5% £ (community membership, ) B A, T LA T O IR U 2 T A
BRIV A AR i ) A =Ry X, RS2 ASBR 2% o WTE A DA i 2 A 4 B AR R ) o S W
R By FL[E 5 (Clark & Marshall, 1981), i/, FEIHRR R S B0 T ) 2 R IE STEE, LA
BRI Mn e KR T Lsesns” T 7R, A SLHUE T AT, B, K N AR TR
FHiRR R AL EE 2 LA, Wik, X G1E T PRI Z AT, TR & e S0 s

(BRIl i 8 SC)Y, T 3ok A 90352 4 45 8 F 52 b BT

ek H#H: 2021-06-18
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HEF R WEHER

DIMEIRF % . 2 HL0 B 5 2 R TR
AR R RS, — i, B TR
SCREAE (BT an el N iF 4] o 445 22 X, meaning)
K, Wik, & X(implicature) . ) F #2072 X
(conventional meaning) X ft ik 1 %5 (what is said)af
B 75 (assertion) 2 [F] #4) 1 1 7 28 it & A PO A
JZ 18 (M5, 2003; Domaneschi, 2016), i, A+
F1%9 R 240 T SO I i P 2 (el B 7 ) O 0 4 b i
KBRS, — MR SZ B R FE A i TR R
MR PiaE FIR A S W FRIA R . S & L
XBIAET, AT 278 18 5 T T i 3 7T LA 3
Y AE PR BT AL RE R, RE 2V
i B Y A4 R 0 45 B (Domaneschi, 2016; #5 1505,
JABER, 2013), 73— 1, S AL BIE F A
P TR (4 AN [0 31 W B A AS ] 1 38 R o T ) R e
(e . A WG L)#TIE, XA
A 5T 2 o FIUAE I X AR B R b A 60
T SCK AR PRI RE SR TR B A R, U B
JECTRARE 0 T A 2 R T

MR K T RN AR — A M TR
JE fi T R (B ZE YT, 2014; Schwarz, 2014), BJ
Wi 2 1 R Ji anfu] X 28 ST AR Y . A BRIIE
e r B2 BB 1035 I T (B B AR L), JF
K USRS 2 BT SCH B (EUH SRR Hh (R T
BEAYISMAN T2, presupposition felicity processing).
T SR AR T A S AR A TSk P A A B
B, A Hr L[ S W 2E AR (B Ak & A i Fn
TRNE) ERIMER]; A8 SCERKE S T Try A
BB, AT il & bR yams . R R 5T A
HRRIREE . AFZRAWMERT &, LRSS
Sl m SN . fEER b, AR SO —
AR, Aok AT DN HSER R b 4 IR A
AR 25 57 5 = A AR B SR IR A2 B S 1R AT 55 Hh I
BCHR A A Jm LAL .

1 FiZE9mM IR

PITEAT ST N o R i 9F 52 32 2890 I A o
WG only) . R EEHE (NDGE & .. HR 454) . HF

W 95 3 0 5 I BT AN X 4o R Ak 2 A 38 PO 19 B R
T AR S (infelicitous condition), Kf4 1 55 R A i il
FH 50 N 4 I B0 AR i B IR 4% 4 (false  condition)
(Schneider et al., 2019), A< 30X L AR HEATIX 43

F&1 (0 the) . A7 H2 1 (40 again) % fil & ARid . X4
TV ik ¢ bm i )R D BE AR BEE R SRS 5 Y
G F AR B Rk, DUOLRE g & A s ik Bl
Jo, BRRRE A R T 5 LT SOE BT G,
JEBH W Z 8] 06 R (BRI A T AR M 127) o
WY KRy B AU, TR ez 8 B
SCIESER T 27 RIVER A 255 4 MR BRI 7 2 (default
processing, HI B2 BRUIRAS T RYHMERIZE R, 2
A A E) TR T.? & 2R I REUE
T ZAMATE R G SOk B AR e X S T R] R
FERIAT, A LBEXT BRI TS BT
11 AR

T ) A R B AR TR AT R A0 B, i &
FRic B P A Rl B2 (Tiemann et al., 2011),
fih s T 4 B LR K A 2 AT AR v B R
BEATR ZE, 0 X BE o B (R B BEAT
B, R R IC MR T 22 BRIE R AT B 2 5
A 1Y (5 L8 5 2 AR O TRl & HIL D
Tiemann et al., 2011, SE4—), @H, A HNERE
fith A B T BT A T8 80 G2 (FREBE ) % 52 ] RS S A
ANBHAF), EIFARTBR A R B K, 7ENT
§Uﬁﬂ7ﬁ*{ﬁiﬂﬁd‘(ﬁﬂ"E'wa&ﬁ@mmm..."), B fift
BT RESME B SGE S (4R, Tk 2 g
Bk ESh U N AR, DA SE
BRI, Rk, P A e 32 255 AR
AR Y 5 4 R Y 5% 0 (Jiang & Zhou, 2020;
Pickering & Garrod, 2007; Schneider et al., 2021),
ez, BV A T H 55 N 2 A T Y TR S A
BRI, PR E ] DUARTEAH G LR = 5
i A bR e R A BT, H TSR] Rk bR i
Z I AAAE Sl BN IE R, AL M o B X fih & B i 1Y)
M AL T BEAT G T 7 b ) R A G R 3
SEAEPES(BR I 4, 2007; Wang & Schumacher,
2013; Nieuwland & Martin, 2017; Coopmans &
Nieuwland, 2020). [FJkE, % fil & bRic iz TiH5 M
HZ A, WA i v] 68 & & A 1 ik Anid -
A A AT e 2 FE FF RGeS, T
ARV F I F RIEHEARR, fil & FRd fi
PN 25 22 8] 1 S M o7 B 56 2t v R kA 0 (n e 3R
B wnme T A ane" Vs, W ran TR IEL T wrne

SRIEBURAF R R ER AL Z MR, B2 E
BOCHMEHLI MY R SOCKR, ATREW B i Tl e
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T7)o R AR AR fih & A e X T A B A A
Lo AT, AN X B2 T e 52 35
12 BEAFNZIESEEEMT

WA G, PR BT A NE L
UEAR A T 1 B (B W) ) Z (] i O &R o4
WHIET ARV IC M BTN EZ G, HAE
M7 fil & hRic LAZUEX RN OC R o Tl N A %
UE B B BRI TR A3 M T, & 248 78 i R il
S A e [ A p e B TR B, B N
AP B SGES, JFIREPE Z R
Z I3 P2 (Schwarz, 2016) , AR 1 i N 258 5 L[] 35
SZ M MPCELC R, BRI AT A 43 S T
W R AR R TR K T TR R
(presupposition satisfaction)J&$5, P i # Al % 3
P T S HA mLFE RoE —3. ten, X
AJ3% (“He said that the wwime conductor ;s Was very
impressive.”)HT, S HE R A HE SRR HOE
— MR X —Wi, ©53L T R (“Tobias
visited a conductor in Berlin.”) s “ FE i — N T84
K XMEE—8. Wikt (presupposition violation)
AR, BN LB A TR 5 A B 2 [ S
=%, Heln, AR A R HME— 4
X — T, HiX— ik 5[ % 5t (“Tobias
talked to Nina”) A —Z (#i Ak JE T Burkhardt,
2006) . 4 Hfifp 2 uE 56 PR 3 A SRR — B
&, RGBS AR A Re B A AL, PR
T i 4k 22 4 o TR 2R I (presupposition
failure @ presupposition falsification)5 ik i %k
(presupposition accommodation). Fi# 1K, Ff#E
A BB N A G HUL, EAREZES
FNCAMOIRIES; JFHEER, A Bk i
AT LT B AT A Ak, o3 A B Rk 0 B
FAF A A 0 B SCREAY LN, PR TR
a](“Due to overstaffing problems, about a month ago
the uzime graphic designer ;s Was made redundant”)
HEHR S I TR (A R ELME— i) 5 2 /i
FL[EITS54(“ In Paolo’s office there are many employees’)
AN—E(H)F 5T Domaneschi et al., 2018), 77
ik AT (BCBEAT T ) 4 A B P TR A 2
HUEiEE AR E R, X R D ik ok
W, A7 AR R TR AN A 5 uliE
CUAI AL (5 B, IO gepR h TS kb o

B AT, R AR AR M TR A B, AR

) BT T R s B 1Y e ) R =2 ) ) D i AR
B FETS N Tad AR, B E AR IR L
FA A AZ bRy R PR 5 240 B ik
ik 2 R FRTHE N 25 (RPB s AR ) I, L 5 T
T FRAAE A AR P AT 0 T . AR I T 22 A
FEWABYE: BRI AIERE . iE R
S FRSE BT IR T A A O B i 3 ] 7
By IR A R R B B R AR L (5K
KAL) B ORI G AR B, SRS I 45 B0 9 2 [F)
o5 5 TG 1 BUPE (R R IR SR D BL) o 5 B =R 1
WIR R Z G, X5 00 PR AR #4755 5
A B HE A (R O SR Y B, (2 5 A Y
i — sk ook W5 A i (Wang &  Schumacher,
2013; Nieuwland & Martin, 2017; Coopmans &
Nieuwland, 2020; Jang & Zhou, 2020), 7E &4
PEFIWT Y A rp, S SR B I R AR B R
SEIRUT, ST Bk i K B & i i 7,
BV T 2 SR G 1 i 2 Y 7 S (Nieuwland
& Martin, 2017; Coopmans & Nieuwland, 2020).

2 HEESHEWMIEMISNER

TE BB BRI TP B B S, AR S Ak 56
HEHRM T CEZR: ERFEES. mAEEN
e, MFFFAA A E A 7 2R fih A br
T, i N AT — R Ay,
F [ 5 5 % T T B B A9 5 e 4 T ik % A il
(Schwarz, 2014). AIMFFEXT L T AN R Fitis o (i
WO R A) L i R AT T IR AN ) R AT AE
filh A bR BRI T2 5 WeE )R ds TR IR A
NAR W 5k REMAF, BRAINE
fil & ARig, E%ﬁﬂ‘ﬂ%%%%ﬁ%ﬁ(ﬂﬂ“ﬁww
MR FAEE ) o T m) DU 75 AR fil K il 5
RN, EA WY AmARIE, BARER
{5 B R IEME B A XA e/ MK FAERZE), [EE
2T b SCE S ECE I F 5 5 —FloUl R )
Ny, kTR TR o0 B Y B A N Rk AR
(Domaneschi et al., 2018), —S6AfF5E K IL HL 3 TR
[R) U5 ) (TR i Wl B A0 T i ) | TG IR
WS TR N A LRI T2 5 . PRI R
B A ieTE T, Fefm]F5 S AR FT A I ) )2 76 58 B
T AR 2, SR A BZ I
21 HEHESEXHIEMNINZmETFMEZRD

fil 2 bRic 2 T AR OB R, ATLITIA
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T SCTURE (B IR 5 & R SR B o AR L [R5
SR E MR AR FE N, B S R TR
H5EAHLE B FE T . RN R
%U;ﬂﬁﬁt?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%”rﬁ]ii@ﬁ%?ﬁ‘ﬁ](them&mu)ﬁjk
FEFRT (@ punme) A, G5R R, Bk s
HOE AW SCA I R . X BT R B, A EL TR
W RER, MTWFAHEEEZNINNS S
(Murphy, 1984) . £ Tk A %€ 8 18 A9 SCARET, #
fif# R BRI LA R B AN A, T8
A AR A R B SCAS I, DU T R 0 B SR
Tt B, T A9 26 W AT REAR i T B 5 4]
A A 1) 132 LA (Schneider et al., 2020; Schneider
& Janczyk, 2020), {H7E Murphy (1984)ifF 5% 1,
Tl S 22 ] 1Y) 22 5 30 T g pR G 580 38 LR BN
VC TR i 3 31 AY B 55 (4N Schneider et al., 2019)
T BUbRIE B3 70 =X (mouse-tracking paradigm)®, #&
T L[ S el 52w 3 R 1R 1R S E A AR
FEFR AR T A . A RbrEERErh, 2
fif e B BIE ] CE 48 A R 2 H8 ) M Rl B, 7
TR RS 3 B A 18 ] X B (R XA L g v, 3t
[F# Sl B R R 2 ), ZREM, Mibe
TR £, 3B 48 1A A5 1 1) AR R B i ) B G
RWHEE RS TN T o IR R
A Ah g A ENE A RER st R, G
el s 2 [F) 8 7R fl R AR e b i BB R0

T BT IR 5 WS A0 T X2 A 4R T
Kb, WHFEE R A ELEIEA, KBNS
F B 3 A 2 5 e (“Tina ist mit einer guten
Freundin shoppen.” #3C: “Tinais shopping with a
good friend.”), #H LI fi & FRic (55 T AD H B ik
RARCHEEAH FE AT IEIE) (“Sie kauft heute psme rote
Handschuhe sipz.” 13 3C: “She buys red gloves s s
today swmimiz.”), T il & B L i e G2 s A B
(“Sie kauft wieder wxiz rote Handschuhe jispz.”

3 “She buys red gloves g again wrsi”)
(Tiemann et al., 2011, S286—), XFEMH, HLFEE R
Yo TR 4] 1 5 i D s, 2 B AE fih & A b o 3X AT
BESE AR, AH AR S, TR il & AR i T
T AL PR R, AR R ICE ] R RE UER S
TERE TG BESIBER, WEEZHIAM
TR

7 BRI B A 28, L4504 Stillman et al. (2018)

WF5E & ot — 20 R e 1 55X (visual
world paradigm) FlHR BRiE i A, %8 E Lk
% (“again”) 5 Wi 5 (“twice” ) 7E RV hn T g A2
2% 53 (Schwarz, 2014) . B3 [ 51 v S BL PR e
PR, oy 50 HARE R (n, JA — 3T 2R KK,
JE B R BRT, R PO AT R IR R BRT) R SE g A
(n, J&—F0JE AT HeEk T, R U AT s 2K R
B BRHEE A LR SRR E RS,
T Je T iE 55 4] (“Some of these children went to
play golf on Monday, and some to play volleyball.”),
B % A1) (“ John went to play golf (i) again ws e
later on...”)a & Wi & 1) (“ John went to play golf (ii)
twice this week..”), %5 & B, M “again” gk
“twice” F ¥ 200 ms /7 (200~400 ms), Ff##A1E H
PRl R b L ) 2 TR I e X e
Jytagain” g twice” 51 k HiE UF B SRS E &
WHE BA 2 X RY], HEE 5 (R E
Hh R A 1 I A 10 [R) B ) 7 U i & b
10 FBOAE B o fE 8 A ) - (T35 ) 1T 5 D)
Z 8] (R VR E ) 22 S AN W 3, X5 2 IR F ST 4
WAHZE (Tiemann et al., 2011), n] fEJE i T3
Wit S . HATeisEth, it i T again”
2N T twice”, BRI 2
RAERAATE . PRI, TR RS 1 R A S WS ) Y
W XORRZ G, Wsa) 5 WS A A e s
B0 B 22 ) )i ORI, 7T BE R B H AH I
HIIA I A

R 7 xE e B R SR R, BRI B A T
AUt JE /0 TS I D) A b 5 RV o T e R
14 2 57 R A AR BRAE TS ol A it b o 7ETRCE ik
196 FE RO R 4D BN R AR I, BIF S 5 RN
IFl 2 A A S [ 3 S (BIE ) (U 28
“Prima della gravidanza Gaia fumava dieci sigarette
al giorno” ¥ X : Before her pregnancy Gaia
smoked ten cigarettes per day; HFPEiEE . “Gaia e
al terzo mese della sua primagravidanza’ 1% 3 : Gaia
is at the third month of her first pregnancy), Ifijif#
Fr 1% ) M ] (“Le possibili malattie del feto la
spaventano davvero molto. Sin dal’inizio ha
smesso di fumare del tutto ma le sue paure sono
rimaste sempre uguali.” ¥3(: The possible fetal
diseases scare her a lot. From the very beginning
she has given up wxime Smoking s« but her worries
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remained the same.) (Domaneschi & Di Paola, 2018).
TER B IE R Z e, PR 7 T iR ) 1Y) B
PESEATFIWT o BT PRI R TR A
SR PR K TR SRR T A R T L, TR
2R R T RE AR P M A B TP AL Y B
ZMECHE R, EFBULE AN . Domaneschi Al
Di Paola (2018)R JHAE4k H & A 3 18 18] B 3241 55,
SiG R N AR 55, K IR 2 % K 4
rh M TR 35 N T A 9 0GR R AT R R AR ALK
75% R TR BE P DGR A TR R B (S R B . 7E
J& S 1 B 32 s ] 43 B v, AR 8 O 0 S B e 2 O
AR, TR A, MR E R A, R
VRAMA] () R L R BTG, O B3 2 6] Y 25 R R
Tk &Aric. BRFF A T REAE B il & bnic b fE
FIR T FM TR A2

M2, RAARRELER L REY], HEH R
TEFR fil A il b BVE PRI & 2R o BT ik
Fric SAEfl AR i T2 R 2B AFfE2ER, H
MR A —HR L. AUk, flkbrictl
A fih % AR 1C 0 T 8 2% 55 (Murphy, 1984; Schneider
et al., 2019); FSb—EAFR KM, fikRAbRic LIk
i % A3 1C B9 I T¢E 5 5 (Tiemann et al., 2011);
WHTRINN, FEZIEA BE 25 (Schwarz,
2014), fraEapr & IIEEE, WLV, A5ierA
—BCA T RE R P E R T AR A 26
B He AN, Murphy (1984)% I Y2 Wil 2 4], B
T 4 v R A i 3 W) 5 5 AR LR TR DL S i
Tiemann 45 (2011) % H /Y & i iE ), RIESE
PO LR FE 55 A B TR PERC . bR, 2

fifp % e Ak PR ) S AR TS 2 ) B — B

MAEWT 5 A, B =20 WS AP s s B
BEZCAMOHEBIRI T AHR TR 45 R R,
T i 3l A A 3 () AR il R AR A T
T i 37 2 ) v iy 2 ] 55 o BELAS: ik % A 32 A
T AHELATIHAYHFST, Schwarz (2014)3F— 24l
T T A A A ie S W AT R AR il kAR e Y
=8, SREM, L AR X 5 il &
Fric 53Rl L AR TN T o AT BT 5 kG
Ty SR8, ok M2 T s ) 5 W A I T =2 ) 2
HHEAEES
22 HEETEXTIE N ETNZIEDE R mEHR

EItEREL

TEFR A AT, HRAR BRI RN A L X

TN IEATARZUE (AT P, 32 B 5 1 He
FPA B BL) o —LERFAY LA T T i S ) BT 5
AL TR AN E B E A, LA TR R A R
B AN AETF R N A B RN T 22 5% #iln, Clifton
(2013) R I [ & 2B ¥R % 1] B 24T 55, %5 42 Tl i
S )5 W E A B T 28 . Bl AR 5502 40 o B
B4 F (W “In the kitchen, /Jason checked out/
[the/a] s s imic/rusme Stove wxws/ very carefully.”),
Z 5 5E T AT 55 (7 B 1 B2 s AT: 55 ), 1]
24 AH 5 ) B (40 Jason was checking out something
that he could cook with /that he could clean with.”),
BARTER AR bRic SR AN A X —Bt b, E4510 (the
stove) 53EE 517 (a stove) 7 s i ] e B
25, (BT R N G — bt fiE (very carefully) |,
MBI E R, oA A 1 SR (i
V) He % A A 48 T 25 (W 75 199 Bl 135 I 1) B AR
M AR FRYI N, S A E TR I S 1A
P A R S 5 1) 250 1 1) S B) SRR, X P RE 2
PR R W 2N Z AR Th R T . X AL
N AT SR B G, BIAE SC B8 3R] 5 — Bt WL 22 B 48007,
2% WA A R AP IR 52 52 50 (Mitchel |, 2004)
i T B 4 )0 i thela” Fil* stove” A9 5] 32 B [A]
W 5T 75 e LU SE T B 1% 52 e i 3R BUAEAE frh &2
bric b, ERAETTR A b

9T RO S AR A 2 AR A R
TG 3, Masia 25(2017)% %8 T 2 KRB 2 153
W A o T 14 TR O D) 5 W 5 ) T R R 220
B2 WESEH BCE PR SR TREEAATE (“Itis by
now well established that the humankind is not pure.

In fact, our DNA contains genetic information
belonging to Neanderthals, who soon peopled
Europe.”), FICHA]AN [6] (FU A4 1) : “The wsis
migration s+ was confirmed by a very recent
article published by Italian and foreign researchers.”;
WrEA): “There was @ yuxrsmie migration e,
confirmed by a very recent article published by
Italian and foreign researchers.”). &5k, #itt
W ag, B R ANV FE TN B TR
N400 i & (— MeIA Sy, 20 B 48 A 5 1) 1 1 UAE
S IEA G, R R I Y Boh SR IO R
FOXERE) o XS5 R ATRESE R, PRSI+ 5 W 5
A P21 B 22 S AR B O B SR AE I S 4R B B
B T T A A R E i R R 10 AN N 2 3[R
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TR Y, R, PSR AR AR 8 2800 N A T
BN A TR, AN A0 T R B A R
HEEHN B . AT T, B S5
2R AL (1415 5549 (“ In Paolo’s office, there used
to be a very bad-tempered graphic designer”)sk#
A FRRTRNER P EEEA N Paolo's
office, there are many employees"), 45 FF4A
T.Wii% A)(“Due to overstaffing problems, about a
month ago the wxie graphic designer iimws was
made redundant”), %54k, AH LL T R A,
B A 7R N 2 (e.g., designer) i A& T
KB N40O U i, {HAE P600 I i (— BNy, X —
G FL i bR 5 T TR OC) b, I EH IR RO AR
Z 5, UL RE 8 Y W TR R AN A B TR R
12 b A7 7E I X (Domaneschi et al., 2018)., {H 7F ix 4t
WFoEh, B rIHHE N A 2R o U LR BB 2
AR B Y, AN L A TR IR A ) TR B .
H UL, Zph 2T SR 22 5] fe & R T A —4
FMryiEEE

BZ, A A A SR i bR ] B AR,
L[] 3 Fo e T 0 2 b G B AS AR FE LT B R
FE o —AHBER R, IR ST AR bR i AT
BNE LMERRS AR, RITIAH
H PRI OT BB 58—, 7RI T WUBEAT, B 7E ik
BAmC M N A L R A AR BB AT R A
Mo fil & Fric b i FE T REAARER T 4 5210 AL
M SR EE, THE N F 0 B ] fe AR E T
WA SLRES Sh AN ENES . T2
R, M5 S 5 AR5 RS LE
NN T._E 77 78 22 5% (Domaneschi et al., 2018;
Jiang et al., 2009; Jiang et al., 2013), 5 —, dL[E Ty
STEMl A ARIC AR T RE S e, AR X
FNAEMTUHAN AT R E T o AR LIS

TG fik A AR C A5 T N A 2 TR] A 2P A B

K oy ¢ 7 o T i
3 FZIAFRMM ISR RmEZR

BN T A 5] B B 32 211 2 &R i 24
RN, 7E s A AN A AP T A B, AN
[Fi 1 F) T35 fk ¢ b A e 0 )2 0 A BEAS [R5 A
PSR AN T B, PG 3R R A B 2 ]
R SCOGTDR AR 2 AT RE I 9 BB PR I 15 R
[Fi) 2 7 4 3 [6] 15 57 7] AE- S SR 0T AS ] 64

THLEH R BT, 72 Abr B shid fitd, #iks
552 504T: 55 0 Sh L AT R < 981 B TR EE,
I AE4E
31 f&iricErE

THBE Y A B 5 A5 A T 1 T34 32 4 Tk & A
o I il & s T T8 % B4 R0 40 7 0 FH A4 8 L2 1
— H S (Abusch, 2010; Domaneschi et al.,
2014; Glanzberg, 2005)., ifi 5 % AL H i U fi &
PR ic BT ST W (U0 2 4 YW . AL SE s & 3
WELE), A IRl R AR e B A N B R A2
Lban, A L 5E 5 DL 8 bR i X 5 52 i) St (A
(B g "), X bR A2 S Bl i)
— R fal e T I 53 — 3] (a0 ) WT LA LA
Tl b 3, Sy fih & 9145 . Abusch (2010)
HR AR T A R 76 WS U, B il & AR e X 43
Sk 3 IR fish &% 4710 (soft presupposition trigger, 1l
“Tom continuUEs i to go to school.” ) FIAE i 15 fil:
% 71 (hard presupposition trigger, f1“Tom was
late again wusie.”)o Wi A 2E e T IO A AE £
KARE EMRME S, M ECRE o bR iE, B AR
JE IR #IESS . Glanzberg (2005) 43 #7715 G it
RWE, PR E A DTS, Kl & FRid o
55 T il % FR i (weak trigger, 1“John solved
the problem t0o s e.”) FI5E T filt & A7 1K (strong
trigger, 40 “John regrets wxs:e voting for Bush.” ),
MW SRR A R AR, B
il K AR5 & B US4, B AT DA A U
b SR M 2 AR IC S Kk TR A, B A 6 A
TTVRAL o TR S HRIC AT B S B T Wik N A 7E RIGHE
FLEE PRy 22 5,

il 2 AR I 17 Y1 5 VT RE S5 R M TR TR A
T AR R A Y TR il R AR e A ER S | R T R E
B g b, BT BE B AH AL R
i, Domaneschi % (2014) % iz T AT 55, 5
TR R 8 T fih & A e 2 TR A A I 25 5 o A AT]
B IC A R B (s 1 vs, )T IR K
B, 76T 58 AL R TR Ak A e O R B TR
Ja, XA IR ICIAE S5 T B B AR R HELT FRA,
SRJE B R TR AR Al 25 R B, SR
M5, 2 6 0 W 5 RS 0 06 4% 1 1) 1E 1 % e
RSO FEWEILR, fE SEE R s A IR .
R, fil ZPRICTEBEAS R, Tl B BOLHIAS [ .
A, N [ ol AR e T B 2 0], ) 3 [l 2252 19 1
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RPN IR . 7RSO Y A
Wl A pRiL T, 21255 1 A BARAMHRIE
% 13 1 TICICAT 55 0 34 HAR SR F R IE %,
T FE I | AU G S £8 R YW i A b i A
BN 225 X, RS AR 6 s B
O Y W ik s 10 5 A Y W fid i A i A I R
T] BE A7 7E 22 5+ (Domaneschi & Di Paola, 2019), 5
— 7T, EARAE ) [ AT 55, RS R Y
5 S0 W il AR IC A AE 25 S (B 90 3 e L i e
b ARG E 25 5), H 3 2 A A
S0 (4 LA AH Bl (Domaneschi et al., 2014)., B #
FE I T DR 285 A2 0 5 T (L 5 457 1 ) e
BT 5L X P RORE, fEMLHEE
U4 TR I 5 XAy AR TS fS o P R
B IR A S A AT 3 A, TS Ab 43 T AT e
ORI B LA AR R Y B R
X S LT A SRR AL G T 7 2 % P o A S
FLIR 25 B8 3 W5 fi % B 12 #4326 (Abusch,  2010;
Glanzberg, 2005), K, T fil & b ic & 75 Al LA
P MR R JE AT R Gy, (AR — DR X%
(B A A R, A Bl T S fk S A A 91 W G e 52
B TR I 72

it %2 B 12 3 W 34 T 5 T T A5 1 1 B s
PEINT, BUEHFFRAEEIRA ., —IER
FITE B 5 2R FH AL 5 2 15 0 W04 R PR 785 13072 0 0
K HRIC(4n stop doing something A fifl % « = i
SRS TR WA, SRR, M TR
I IS - I N B e S T R el T IR IS
(Domaneschi & Paola, 2018), % — ik LA 5T &
B, AH TS AL R, E i A FR S BE S E
W I W AN M EF AR NE EBHF KT
“N400-P600" 522X, fHAH LL AR A A g, 2 4810
W 5 & [ N4OO AL L B 5%, P00 AL L B 55
(Domaneschi et al., 2018), X4tk B A fELH, 7E
AN TR fil 2 BRac yEBE T, BB IR AN D 0N T
AT REA A ]

AL, TR O il b T 3 6 1Y 1] R
ANE, A I AR AR D BB SR A
[ fish A il bR G B . AORBF T T ik —
43 1 1R B 5 ik & BRI 9 19 6 B0 T Y 5
(Burkhardt, 2006; Domaneschi & Paola, 2018;
Kirsten et al., 2014; Jiang et a., 2013; Jouravlev et
al., 2016; Shetreet et al., 2019),

32 MEEHAEBESENEXKERATRIE

"[EMEmT

R 5 78 BE (14 ¢ 1k 21 18 (Sperber & Wilson,
1986), Titix 5 I(mlE 5 AT OCHE A B T 2%
HHEHL R ML TR R L, WL, Wik
55 LR 5 098 ORI TS AR A T
HEZN R I 5 Z B SOCHR 8,
T i M BTG Y B SR IR, R BT
TR Bk (Sperber & Wilson, 1986)., flfi1, Burkhardt
(2006) % Hd A S AR, A T =il Lok
1B B (Wi i% 9% /£ . Tobias visited a conductor in
Berlin.), " SCICHE & (s iE X 1: Tobias visited
aconcert in Berlin.) 5 OBk (Tt R 2:
Tobias talked to Nina.)7E < 55 1 (He said that the
s CONAUCEOT ;7 Was very impressive.) b4
ZE g, SRR 1 350~450 ms (NAOO)HH ] %
W, AR SOOCHR B S LE B i SOORI B S5 R A )5
G DX 5 | A B R A A 36 B, G B A R LR G
B 2% AR A A 2 BR G s & I K S TG sl . E
450~550 ms I [ &7 A, AR DI B A5 11 L g OB E
S AT RS R RGBS RO 4
Ll H G B BE A% IR AR A0 A 21 3K 38 5 R B R 1Y 11T
. i1 600~900 ms (PEOO)H il 1 Py, . i
I B S5 4 L DG I B A (U5 R TR R I IE T
o, XU R IR, AR AT E AR, RS e
% X 43 L[] 35 50 5 Wik 2 (8] 19 AS ) i L OQ B A2
FE, T ORI B S W R S R, R,
R COG B B AE U A 15 R T B B 2 AR i A
LI EAMERR R . Z26kF, AR H#HRE L,
T SR B LUAN [R) J7 352 el T80 452 75 4 1 1) i 42
W30,

Mz, R G IR RS B N AR
P T A J2 1T B T B R S RS, 2 g
R 4 9 5 22 [A] A DC R R 0 A7 B S A 40 1
T Rk, &6 W3E 1MER 7T fE 2 32 2 B R DL BT
BN, 75 R T, B E R B
REAE X A3 AL SOOI A5 14, Mi7EJ5 B B BEAR Rg
RArr o AR OGB4 . X Ull, 7ERIW
RN B, PR R R AL P A
NS TR N ST CEE, AT R
F B, PLAE ST AT RETE NG IR R 8 R A5 3R
ko 8%, SUREX W5 (14 & Bk R AT —
MRS, XA R R E AR — R
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33 AEAXRBMERETS

B SC F BT T R # 5o AE il & A F o
WA ERY BRI T (WA 2 3843), 43 7 3L
T 3¢ 55 TR 14 1 SOOI BE G fal 811 035 1 75 1A 1
INT(RE 3.2 384) . AEAT T, AT A 3
] S S B AR T I T v A

T PR of S ] T 57 S TR ELA v B AR
it 5 B AE A [ S 56 h AR T = AR R
B, [k 0 iE = 4L 3 (Domaneschi & Paola, 2018
Burkhardt, 2006) . #L5E L8 (Schwarz, 2014; Schneider
et al., 2019), DLt BUHIR/ALESC R (Jiang et al.,
2013; Zang et a., 2019), & LR IEUTIEE A
25 7E B8 B MR R B SR 55 A T R AE
B BsE S IR T IS XSS 5t L (R
BRI YA ST =GR, WEWEE
DX AE T W 3 AR T SR AR R SR R R X
(Galati & Brennan, 2021), 7£9:AT 55, X Fif
LB LI, W iE #E — i A R B
H AR BRI 55 B AR s Ak
5% 22 DU 48 W 5 A B A2 v B B 56 1 75 5
AR B, ATPIE A -2 B X GIE T
Fefi BTE R rh AR B ] 14 48 (van Moort et al.,
2020; van Moort et al., 2018, 2021), filti, Jiang %
(2013) Xf 3L I (A)... 1 (B)” 45 M 45 415 1) T i
P 5, B G RSN . R A
B, A S5 B BT REMERRAR . AR B, Tk
R (XX A KM AR A, R
T")ﬁ?ﬁ&(ﬁﬁ%(“iﬁﬁxd\ E‘J%%ﬁ%ﬁmwmﬁ?
Wris 48, KEUBL T ) e sdinl Wrig 2 Lis kT
B R [ N4OO 1% i (350~450 ms) I BE K Fi4 6 11 £ 16
3 (550~800 ms), N400 & i, 7E et 5%
PR, BB b T B R LR S5 A fi
KN TR TE B4 B 23 7 AR R I TR o B 30 97 %
SN RE R M, B E L TE L E S Tk
PR A BRI T R R S R (G, R
T eV A RAN) . JFELRIR SR BN,
T i S OGBS ) G AR 4
FAb S HE T B AR R Y R A AL R
(Zang et al., 2019),

TR BEAF AN B 205 sh s i B, T IES
A AR Rt PR e ] 3 S A S T N 2
TEAR, SFEARRWMSES, LR
WU b BT S ORI E i LR 75 S e Tk

AT 27 R IE R (X PR P600) (Lk
1 Burkhardt, 2006), i 3& T tH A 008 2 1 3R]
RS & T 674 (Jiang et al., 2013), X
bt 45 3% B P8 b 1) 22 5 1T BE 55 LA A M R [ 28
R AL [ A G, RIVEE AR & 1 ) R VRS TR) Y
50 B AN R L T AR, [HAAT 1Y
JLBF AR MRS th B — i & L 45ie, 1 Haix
ST AE B Ml & bR iC e R AR TR, R, RORA
WAL e — fifh & BRic Y G TT K 2 (W ST 5T,
ISR RE R LMo
34 HEEMSE5HN

Z 5RO S 5 B LA S T sl
FE B, B BN T % 2298 H A A it A
W5 2C U EE Ay G R R B A g B BBl
ZRXPIRIEA . Hod, BRI TS,
B LUSE =M 2 5 5000 MifE 22 Pr A 3 228 i
5, BMLLE M AS S8 . e )
FEEAE S, B NS 0015 5 AR 4R L
B8, IS E T OER NS, MifEschR
PN TAT S5 b, B T B I S RS PR IR R
MREBRATT AR R . X R 55 5 A B
FIATE BN T B B

RUAE ik, M TSRS, RAZ RS
PR A6 F 1T L S M B A A8 B XU 1 S [R5,
R NE S S 5L, B, S REZHE
o, UaTE E (RABR) S5 Wik & () T AR E
FLFE R B EEAE R RS, faEKR
BB BR), (HA T LIS E TS S S e
KA ME B (RN B /NN E) o
W5 2 T M BTG A TR BRVEHR A (0, “iER 3l
B i /N B B ™), HEHR BRIZ B0t 4[] st
BER. IR, TEMRYETE I N A AT B T (6
Wrih 2 R U, /N sk ] DA e () i R R A
NPIER), TS R RIS AR R A
TR, FREVTEFH ISk Z M A AE
B YR (Keysar et al., 2000), 7 #h— L6 fF 57 2 1
VRIS 2 (FL R 26 25 0T 35 & (IR ) & 2% 48 41T,
22 H 2 H5ITEFE A SIS E T RER

® MeAh, 75 Burkhardt (2006)IRTFEH, HRAE i 0 d 5
B b 25 58 15 85 T N 2 22 (B o SCBR R R T T R AR,
MifE Jiang %5 A (2013) M5, HE R T ZARYE HH 5 H1R
KB AT I P A T 3
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(Brown-Schmidit et al., 2008). X W, i i & Al [7l
2% 08 F OO SITIE A A . REER R R SR
W5 2 ISR A 5 il A S 45 2R FE i £
Jotk(Keysar et al., 2000) A1 H B8 F BT 40
(FE1%=% Brown-Schmidt & Heller, 2018; 5%
4 2021).

LAy ke R L i e W TN s W a4
RS 5P 7 B, 32 H T b
P 25 A BE B 2L W] 58 AT 55, S I 4
A gl AR B AR S5, Ak B 58 AT 5
SHAE R . R, PR EEE AU
T BT S B SR TIE & L IR B A B 1 it
P, T8 s 1) ) LA 55 DO B DG 7 B 4 AEAS [+
F S A Z ) B AR 22 5, PITRSE R 55
25 ST REs I T S 5 LR A Zh L, XA
[T 55 1 X B4 7R, AR RWF 58 7T A% BE LA R L
KU TEVRR D B PR AR 2L W) 7 S AR A
THEE Ay 2 A U5 2 s T 375 & Rl R A0 B
AR (UL 4.13858); AEACBRAT 55 th g Infiise iy 25
58 A ANJE T 28 R ATy 3 [6) 75 557 09 2 A (R 9T % 3
B, WA A rp B S 5 ) XS ) A B T
BB S 5 S0 AT 55 19 S LG T30 T A 5% 1
M 5T 1 T LR i L (EEG) L B e 4% 1k
1R (EMRI)FIIE 2L MG INIRS) &8 R, HIRiT3E
BRAU LA K5 =07 W TN T sh S w8 72

4 MREE

BET DAAEAT T 0 Bl hn T #e 5 L  Jm DG HE
PEEZE MBS, AR L) T A TR
TR (7 D eS8 g B T AT A R AR )Xo R il
Fi 5 AR A DU RO BT R AT LA, (2)
R BB T2 3emh, DL () AR IR A B Ny
TGN 42, A 56 R IE T0 3 0 T A A a0 A 28 45y
T AR SR
41 EFZEMHOITEER

e e S I BT M O T L B A A 2
B, R HE B AE BR XU (DA R (0 A A R R,
M7 DU S 780 o A 15007 2l W i 2 ) 0 BRABE AL
AR AEAE W RAE, WA E EAT A
(rational speech act model)ihly, 7£22Frid A,
ULTA 5 W3 R R G AR I 4% 328 5 0 vh g 78
1, BIUELTE & 267 B, 5 22 U Ay 3t
[E 5, FEHERLT 5 B8 75 8 A fk A i S T

WM, Wik & 70 B ULTE & I T i), &390
WU fol 22 Am i, I 8 e 9 B R 2 09 TR H
(Degen et al., 2020; Frank & Goodman, 2012; Mi et
al., 2021), F&F DI A 38 F 15 AT B AL AT LA
o 22 B BT 04 LA e AR A b aE AT 9 A A
B, DU R IA BB 2R & 75 R AR SE 80 LA
TR R 28 85 45 K % (Holler & Levinson, 2019;
FEIpens  2020), SEHETHE . ik, A
W eit, UL SRR R R AR O 2 (B A S

AW 1% 2 B AR AR B S 5], A T B 149 DL
Wit B A R, WS T B A SR IR
ISR R AR R D A B O R, B
GHERR P (S)RWTiE & T2 M Z AT . 2 M4
0 5 0] P 5 7 P ABE 246 sl 19 1 A 2 W] 5 5P iy
WHER; ISAL P (DIS)R M T 151 AR A%
O, TEARGE BATE & AR G AR B &, Wrih
HIAL UL TG 7 IR A O BT R, RO R
AL 3 OIS T 0 9 5 4 TOUIE fioh 2 b i BT N R Y
WEEE; JEIRMERR P (S|ID)RT AR R Wi & e i3 il
T IR AR, DR 2 100 25 ik 1 A 32 T3
PRI HE R (Frank & Goodman, 2012), A HSGEeAE
R, SR LT RE 2 BIAMAE F RE ) (B0 S R B RE
IRy, i, ARWESCRBRRE ) 5 i WECR
e 1 A R EE R BTG 7 B R AR
115 2% 5 (Franke & Degen, 2016), MAR TAEIC
12 #HfiE 1 (Yang et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2020;
Zhang et al., 2021) . 5 18 FIHEF 1B BE TR &R
Wl BLAR EE o AR AF 5 T AR AR 2k DLk T A B
AT AR, SR Tad 7 K s m B % .
4.2 i hn TR e a2 B A

SRS EZENAT N . MR Bl K i i 45 A )
TR TR o0 T A s ) AR AR, LR DA 4 S Y £
IRAEE /N WS N T3 5 B AN AL 4 O,
LN T WS el AR iE R TR A, AR T
MR fil & R ic A58 N A5 SOE A DG I TR . A5 7E
ANBREER A, UG E 50 iE #1055 2R X
TR, HMETTRTEETHRNGEE, ¥
YIS H ZH R IR WS, Jacoby &
Fedorenko, 2020), X633 F2 1] 58 #5 K0 BEHE IS W)
4 (Feng et al., 2017, 2021). Hk, Pf#E T EMN
DR AP O o6 By TR, 1 5 RS R 3¢
IR G o B B 50 A 3R BUM € Y g X
(Nieuwland & Martin, 2017), J5#& F W N 5i5
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SUHEE BB BN IX, WA T 4501
MY, BRI EM, BN R R SIE AR EA
1Y 4k B 46 5€ (Dietrich et al., 2019; Feng et al., 2017
2021; van Moort et al., 2020), iR T CiEE S
AR AE v 58, — RO HEE RN jE S5,
e, Li 45 (2014) 3 T 3% .. AR 45 b TsEfin T 4%
PR IERE . S5 R, T B LL T T R
VR A 0 el 2 R A b ], A XY
PG R R — BN W R RS S e
H T 2 K I 1 A S R T R i b g
o] B S e — ek B TR N R S B B 22 R
W2E(Ye & Zhou, 2009), FFEHE HZ, ML ET
SCIEERE, PR AT RE T B W A R A LR
BT, XA FE AT AR VS B0 BRI R 4%
OB THE R BAR B Bl N2, o ml B K — A
R T R 2% (HEAT RS2 PSR ) o LAk, TR DRI AY
KB, S [R)T RE 2 A R R N R A, iy
PR 5 450 B S5 R ] BB S A A R (i A
AP RS A, A ME T MRS 5 RE SOR
Wedss, ZEOART [ RS 2 5 2L W] 9 5 5 ik
N 25 34 5o FE (van Moort et al., 2020), 244k, iX
Sl DX (14 ST U T R -5 AS [ P S AT 55 ME B L
RS 5P, FHH ] RS X S50 56 (T 55 it
GRS RS CIEE Y I
WO, S LA S —FhiE A B
i Y EZHLH, AR TIE S In T — R as
FEAl, R T A B R S A R I AL
M, —MMERE T RE ) 5 E HacBRRR T fg
EUA A [R] #2560l B0 Willems %5 (2010) 7618 &
TR BRSSO T A8 B (LA R A A
VTG 7 7 H 0 N 28 R B (0037 2 5 B
VEUE 55 LRSI 11 P4 25 A DG M) AR o
TR R I, 5 PROU i 200 R 0 %o 15635 2 58 B 2 11 A
B, ER 327 R R T S AR [
M EE B AURR, X e R AN (Willems et .,
2010), AN, PiTH fMRI ST ESEH8 L 7 E
T4 SR X (Rapp et dl., 2012; Reyes-Aguilar
et al., 2018). 5iF A5 200 TAH 3G 0 1 DX 4n o] 2
SN T G A — A o S0 T A i X
2 5N .7 132 ) 5k 75 5T 0 i 1%
SEER R I, Fe R, A IR T B A Y
INFIH R R A AR A 7 — o, A5 TR i
V14 3T 152 L e 1 e A o 38 R R AT T8 PN 2 A A

UE; D5 —J7 I, SRR R N IR R RS B AL
5 1 e [R5 S5 BT MR 1 R Sl 3 AT REAR TR o AL,
TUE TR TR SR T P AR I T O R i LA
TAHIR 2830 A2 7T RE A7 7F 2% 5+ (Galati & Brennan,
2021).
4.3 FUiZIAAEE MR IE g E

DATERFE 2 DI R DF 5/ 5, R0
TSN AR R, H DR (U PR
NBE) A RFFERT G, IRAEHS B 58 K 55 0145 1 7
VN Tl A AL A5 OGRSk 22 S I R BE
I AS [T TSN T A A S0 dh e ML, 3R T B
BT fele BRE TR ST WO N AR, 7R R R AR
rhoks 30 LU B A R . — SRS R, e
—EF RN MAEE S A, AWEILEERE
iRt AL fioh S b i ) A 1 B O R L B R B
5o AU il & AR e 2 A s HAE . 1%
SRR, H A L 76 B 8 ) R R ) PR
Al RE 2 B R [ fil & bR 0 Y0 W TR 5 ok
(Cheung et al., 2017; Cheung et al., 2020), H Tt
ZWE AR A, A SR, FRATT
ToiEHRE, LAAEBEIT o 2 Bl R 7E T0015 B A ) R
2 SR B AE AR O B, SR RUE R B 7 X AR
5SRO T R e R, TR R TR R
(An et al., 2020)7 IAk, H FARE S R B AR T
T B R] 8 A2 B A P 1S AR R A 2R 0 4 R
TR R . S AT LK)
PIsEIR . ARG A PAE 19 Re A, FRATTN . eI
Be AT 55 oy, TR A R O AT e 2 i A A
i LB T T8 R 8 0 R B B W) F I L3
FEAEWR B AT 55 o, A PR LB A R At AR f
PRAR A BRI AT REA AN IE L, Kok
5 AT DRI T 0t AR 50 8 7 A A 4R 22 S T3
DRSS RS FH e R ik A BESE L, JF RS, LUBIE
fe e B AR B A A
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VRN Rwedk. (2013). V8 & g2 SO I 5 N AL
Hl. i FFHI, (2), 32-42.
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Presupposition processing in language comprehension
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Abstract: Presupposition refers to the non-explicit assumption or belief held by both the listener and the
speaker (or the “common ground”). When encountering a message of presupposition, the listener is required
to infer what the speaker implies from the specific linguistic marker (or presupposition trigger) and its
constrained object (or computational point). For instance, the sentence “Zhang Ming published a
PAPEX computational point 8J8I Nyigger” QENErates a presupposition “Zhang Ming published a paper before”. The
listener relies on the trigger to access the common ground of both sides of the communication, and infers the
presupposed content on the computational point; subsequently, the comprehender relates the generated
presupposition to the common ground and then updates their mental representation. Linguistic types of the
trigger, the semantic relatedness between the common ground and the presupposition, the forms of common
ground presented, and the level of involvement in the experiment affect the difficulty of presupposition
processing at different cognitive stages. Future researches can explore the cognitive basis of presupposition
processing from the following three perspectives: (1) using computational modeling to quantify the
processes (such as perspective-taking) of the listener’s understanding of presupposition during language
communication; (2) using brain imaging to revea the neural basis of presupposition processing; (3) to
validate and, when necessary, to modify the neurocognitive models of presupposition processing with data
from special populations.

Key words: pragmatic inference, non-explicit meaning, presupposition, rational speech-act model, felicitousness,

trigger, common ground





