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Abstract
Some theory assumes that the presupposition 
triggered by an expression E is generally satisfied 
by information that comes before E in the 
sentence or discourse. This is dubbed “left-right 
asymmetry”. But several data show that 
presupposition projection is not always taken to 
be computed “from left to right”. This paper 
addresses the syntax and semantics of the 
Japanese sentence final expression 
“P(roposition)+ka-mo-sire-nai”, which is 
composed of ka(or), mo(too/and) and  
sire-nai(not know), and examines the semantic 
relationship between these particles and the 
immediately larger context. The analysis revealed 
some interesting findings suggesting some logical 
characteristics of the information structure of
“ka-mo-sire-nai”. The results help to clarify the 
way in which complex sentences in the 
problematic data inherit the presuppositions of 
their parts.
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are interpreted, respectively, as the meet (greatest 

lower bound) and the join (least upper bound) of 

the contribution of their hosts and something else.

Szabolcsi KA / MO

[[X]]

[[Y]]

[[X]] [[Y]] (15 a,b)

(16)

(15) a. If c is the join (least upper bound) of a

and b, then a c and b c.

b. If c is the meet (greatest lower bound) 

of a and b, then c a and c b.

(16) My “host proposition” entails/is entailed by 

an “immediate context proposition”.

(Szabolcsi, 2015)

MO KA

(17)MO requires that another proposition 

parallel to [[X]] holds in [[Y]]. 

(Szabolcsi, 2015)

(18)KA requires that the alternatives in [[X]] be 

preserved and boosted in [[Y]]. 

(Szabolcsi, 2015)

MO [[Y]] [[X]] (

) KA [[X]] [[Y]]

) ,

(19)

(19)Let X be the expression hosting MO/KA, and 

Y the immediately larger context,

     a. MO requires [[Y]] [[X]]

     b. KA requires [[X]] [[Y]]

MO / KA

Shimoyama, 2006 MO

every/any MO(too/even)

Szabolcsi
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(21a) [[Y]]

[[( )]] [[( )]]

(21b) [[Y]]

(20

(21)a. [[Y]]= [[(Hanako comes)]] [[(Taro 

comes)]]

          ={ ,{h t},{ht},{h t, ht},{t

h},{ t h, ht}}

   b. [[Y]]= [[(Hanako comes

comes)]]

             ={ , {ht}}

(1a)

[[( )]]

(21a) [[Y]]
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(22) [[Y]]

(21a) [[Y]](
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4.
too aussi

Chemla and Schlenker(2012)

too(=aussi) global accommodation

global accommodation

(common ground)

(23)

(23)

Accommodation local accommodation

‘rather like adjusting

the context only for the immediate purpose of

evaluating the constituent sentence…’ (Heim

1983)

Chemla and Schlenker too

local accommodation

too left-right 

asymmetry

too If p,q (24a)

p

If p,q If not q, not p

(24b) q

too global accommodation 

(24b)

too(=aussi) not q not p

left-right bias

Chemla and 

Schlenker

(24)a. Ann’s brother won’t decide to study abroad, 

or Ann too will make a stupid decision.

b. Ann too will make a stupid decision, or 

her brother won’t decide to study abroad.

(24a) (24b)

“to study abroad” = “a stupid decision”

Chemla and Schlenker (24b)

too (24a)

(24a,b)

(25)a.

b.
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5. left-right (a)symmetry
E

left-right 
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(Stalnaker, 1974) (26) (27) a b

(26)a. Moldova is a monarchy and the king of 

Moldova is powerful.

b.#The king of Moldova is powerful, and 

Moldova is a monarchy.

(27)a. John is in Paris and he is staying near the 

Louvre.

b.#John is stayig near the Louvre and he is in 

Paris.

                                                

(26a)

“the king” Moldova

(26b)

Moldova

“the king”

(27b)

Chemla & Schlenker(2012 )

(27a) ,and
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(27)’# John is in Paris or he is staying near the 
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{ / }
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(28)
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Szabolcsi 2015 Hurford(1974)

(29)A disjunction A or B is unacceptable if A 

entails B, or B entails A.

A or B A B

(28a,b)

(30)a.?*She is not requesting jewelry and 

anything expensive.

      b. She is not requesting jewelry or 

anything expensive.

(30) “ jewelry” “ anything expensive”

Hurford(1974) (30a)

(30b)

(28a,b)

left-right asymmetry

(28a,b)
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left-right 

bias

Szabolcsi

Y KA

3.2.2 (20)

[[( )]] [[(

)]] (21a) [[Y]]

[[( )]] [[(

)]] (21b) [[Y]]

( )

(20

(21)a. [[Y]]= [[(Hanako comes)]] [[(Taro 

comes)]]

          ={ ,{h t},{ht},{h t, ht},{t h},

{ t h, ht}}

    b.

comes)]]

             ={ , {ht}}

(21a,b) KA

(21a) [[Y]]

(21b) [[Y]] (28a,b)

2 31

[[Y]] <X

> (31a)

[[Y]]

(28a,b) symmetric

28a,b

(32) [[Y]]

2015年度日本認知科学会第32回大会 P3-31

678



(31)a. [[Y]]= [[(vacation in Paris)]] 

[[(vacation in X )]]

#[[Y]]= [[(vacation in Fance)
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