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Do people interpret 'Not All' in sentences without quantifiers?
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Interpreting implicit meanings is crucial for effective
communication. This study focused on scalar implicatures,
specifically the inference of “not all” from the use of “some.”
We investigated whether contextual factors—such as
information access and temporal distance—influence these
interpretations. Participants viewed a fire extinguisher
inspection scenario with varying levels of access to
information and inspection timeframes (either one week ago
or one year ago). They were then asked to infer how many
items were in good condition. The results showed that
participants were more likely to derive a “not all”
interpretation when access to information was limited or the
inspection had occurred recently. These findings suggest that
estimating scalar alternatives can be influenced by contextual
temporal factors, even in the absence of explicit quantifiers.
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FRERAIL, REREIRGE I BE 9~ SUIRSRR(1 AT,
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DS EIRGE T JEVOMRE L F RSZ (K 1), &

— 274 —



202500 0000000042000

D%, FLWG LIV EDY | Bk e NER 77 kas
75§E§?>Uib7‘cjkb‘ﬁ%?ﬁbﬁ%ﬁéhf:o B E
FEL72821C, TIEEZRHEASHIE NSOV HHE BN E
T ka BRFEILT, 1 DO KERNIER, 2 DD
THKERDIER ., 3 DT X COMKIIER, IEH7e1H
KENTIRN, EVIERPBT A AT LA DIURBIZF RS
Mf:(ﬂ 2), 72k, ZTNHEMHBEL T DO RjE
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Ir BESADRO AT IN T, not all % F -4 A HE
PED RIS T, ZAUTZZ G023 DD, 7
RTEVIFENEENTWRWNWI EIZLSD scalar
alternative O RS THVAELT-Z AR5, INZ T,
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