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Nejdriv to nudné...

Zkousky probéhnou prfes MS Teams

Poslu Doodle, abyste si vybrali presny Cas

15 min diskuze nad ¢lankem vaseho vybéru ze seznamu

Terminy zkousek:

1. 15. Cervna (utery) ve 14:00
2. 17.c¢ervna (¢tvrtek) ve 14:00
3. 22.cervna (utery) ve 14:00



Nejdriv to nudné...

Seznam literatury bude obsahovat clanek ke kazdému probranému tématu (tydnu) v ramci kurzu
(s vyjimkou uvodni hodiny)

Vasim ukolem je vybrat si jeden Clanek, prostudovat jej poradné spolecné s danym tématem a
pripravit si jeho analyzu

Seznam bude k dispozici nejpozdéji do zacatku zkouskového obdobi

Zaroven s nim zverejnim dokument, ktery bude obsahovat:
o Popis pribéhu zkousky
o Kritéria pro ziskani hodnoceni P



Opakovani z minula

Posledné jsme se v ramci porozumeéni podivali na prvni aspekty toho, jak se jde ,,za“ doslovny
vyznam

Diskutovali jsme o informacni strukture a jejich kategoriich topiku a fokusu

Vyzkum ukazuje, ze fokus ma efekty v ramci zpracovani jazyka
° Mozna jsou informace ve fokusu zpracovavany hloubégji?

Sémanticka teorie fokusovych alternativ se ukazala jako aplikovatelna ve zpracovani

Husband & Ferreira (2016) zjistili, Ze lidé aktivuji a reprezentuji fokusové alternativy v realném
case.



Dnesni prednaska

Co je to pragmatika a proc ji potfebujeme?

Grice a jeho teorie
Skalarni implikatury

Propojeni fokusu a skalarnich implikatur

A S

Zpracovani skalarnich implikatur




Cojeto
pragmatika?




Co je to pragmatika?

Co znamena tato véta?

_—

1) Muzes mi podat sul?



Kontex A




Kontext B




Co je to pragmatika?

Co s tim mUzeme délat?

Znamena to, ze moct je dvoznacné slovo?

Dalsi problematické fenomény:

2) Petr poutzije kartu nebo zaplati v hotovosti.

3) Pokud Petr pouzije kartu nebo zaplati v hotovosti, nebude mit problémy s proplacenim Seku.

Znamena to, ze nebo je lexikalné dvojznacné mezi inkluzivnim a exkluzivhim vyznamem?



Co je to pragmatika?

Jak to vyresime?

MUlzZeme to vysvétlit za pomoci Urovné vyznamu, kterd je nad doslovnhym vyznamem?
Zatimco doslovny vyznam slov a vét je analyzovan jako kontextualné nesenzitivni

— Pragmaticky vyznam je senzitivni ke kontextu

Dokazeme vytvorit teorii pragmatiky?




Grice a jeho
teorie




Grice (1975) Logic & Conversation

Pragmaticky vyznam je vytvoren na zakladé doslovného

— Je to nad uUrovni tzv. ,what is said”
Mluvci obohacuji doslovny vyznam svych propozic

Lidé se chovaji dle kooperativniho principu




The Cooperative Principle”

,Make your contribution such as is required, at the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted
purpose or direction of the talk exchange in which you are engaged.” - H.P. Grice (1975)

Kdo by to zvladl vysveétlit?




Griceovy maximy

Maxim of Quality

Maxim of Quantity
Maxim of Relation

Maxim of Manner

Opét rada na vas!



K cemu je to vlastne dobré?

Griceovy maximy mUzZeme chdpat jako predpoklady, které mluvci maji ohledné svych
konverzacénich partnerd

Mohou jich vyuzit k derivaci pragmaticky obohaceného vyznamu.

— konverzacni implikatury




Implikatury

Propozice derivované pragmaticky

Jsou odlisné od logicky derivovanych propozic

— Jsou ,zrusitelné” (cancellable)

Jednim z nejvice studovanych typd implikatur jsou skalarni implikatury
— Jedna se o typ implikatury z maximu kvantity

4) Nékteri zaci ze 3.A dostali jednicku z matematiky.

~2 Ne vSichni zaci ze 3.A dostali jednicku z matematiky.
,Cancellability”

5) Nékteri zaci dostali jednicku, vlastné uplné vsichni ji dostali!



Skalarni
implikatury a
fokus




Gotzner (2019

Natural Language Semantics (2019) 27:189-226
https://doi.org/10.1007/511050-019-09154-7
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Abstract

The function of focus is to activate alternatives, and these activated alternatives are used
to compute the corresponding inferences of an utterance. The experimental research
reported here investigates the role of focus intonation in inference computation and
its interplay with the overt focus particles only and also. In particular, I compare
the mechanisms underlying the computation of exhaustivity implicatures, assertions,
and additive presuppositions. A memory delay experiment revealed that contrastive
intonation (L+H*) makes an exhaustive interpretation equally available as overt only.
A second experiment showed that in immediate processing, the implicature in bare
focus conditions is delayed relative to the inferences associated with only and also. The
findings thus indicate that L+H* accents do not conventionally encode an exhaustive
meaning, but encourage implicature computation by (i) making relevant alternatives
salient and (ii) providing a strong cue that an inference should be derived.

Keywords Focus intonation - Focus particles - Implicatures - Exhaustivity -
Presuppositions




Gotzner (2019)

Zvysuje fokusova intonace v némciné (L-H*) pravdépodobnost tzv. ad hoc implikatury?

(5)  Context sentence:
Der Richter und der Zeuge verfolgten die Beweisfiihrung.
‘The judge and witness followed the argument.’

Critical sentence:
(Nur)/(Auch) der Richter/RICHTER glaubte dem Angeklagten.

‘(Only)/(Also) the judge/JUDGE believed the defendant.’

Continuation sentence:
Er verkiindete das Urteil.
‘He announced the verdict.’
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Fig. 5 Mean percent of TRUE answers across conditions in Experiment 1 (circle = also, square = bare,
triangle = only). Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals




/pracovani
skalarnich
implikatur




/pracovani skalarnich implikatur

Griceova teorie je vybudovana na ideji, Zze pragmaticky vyznam je konstruovan na zakladé
doslovného

Co to znamena pro zpracovani porozumeéni?

— Porozumeéni implikaturam by mél byt dvoufazovy proces
— Nejdrive se zpracuje doslovny vyznam

— Pouze poté je vystavéna pragmaticka inference

Méli bychom tedy oCekavat zpomaleni zpracovani v pripadech, kdy lidé maji porozumét
skalarnim implikaturam



Huang & Snedeker (2009

Cognitive Psychology 58 (2009) 376-415

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Cognitive Psychology

IlER journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/cogpsych

Online interpretation of scalar quantifiers: Insight
into the semantics—-pragmatics interface

Yi Ting Huang ", Jesse Snedeker
Department of Psychology, William James Hall, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA

ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Article history: Scalar implicature has served as a test case for exploring the rela-
Accepted 2 September 2008 tions between semantic and pragmatic processes during language
Available online 1 November 2008 comprehension. Most studies have used reaction time methods

and the results have been variable. In these studies, we use the
visual-world paradigm to investigate implicature. We recorded

'_"yw”"”" participants' eye movements during commands like “Point to the
Stmetics girl that has some of the socks” in the presence of a display in
Pragmatics

S . which one girl had two of four socks and another had three of three
calar implicature
Quantifiers soccer balls. These utterances contained an initial period of ambi-
guity in which the semantics of some was compatible with both
characters. This ambiguity could be immediately resolved by a
pragmatic implicature which would restrict some to a proper sub-
set, Instead in Experiments 1 and 2, we found that participants
were substantially delayed, suggesting a lag between semantic
and pragmatic processing. In Experiment 3, we examined interpre-
tations of some when competitors were inconsistent with the
semantics (girl with socks vs. girl with no socks). We found quick
resolution of the target, suggesting that previous delays were spe-
cifically linked to pragmatic analysis.
© 2008 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.




Huang & Snedeker (2009)

Dokazeme experimentalné otestovat tento dvoufazovy model?

Uvidime zpomaleni v pripadé, ze budou lidé zpracovavat skalarni implikaturu?
— Visual world paradigm

Point to the girl that has some of the socks.

~» Point to the girl that has some but not all of the socks.




Huang & Snedeker (2009)

A




Huang & Snedeker (2009)




Huang & Snedeker (2009

Y.T. Huang, J. Snedeker / Cognitive Psychology 58 (2009) 376-415 387
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Fig. 3. In Experiment 1, the time-course of looks to Target for the four trial types.




Huang & Snedeker (2009

Proportion of looks to target
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Fig. 3. In Experiment 1, the time-course of looks to Target for the four trial types.




Huang & Snedeker (2009)

Participanti se zacali divat na ten spravny referent pozdéji, kdyz museli zpracovat skalarni
implikaturu (some of the socks).

Toto je konzistentni s dvoufazovym modelem

Huang & Snedeker (2009) interpretovali tyto vysledky tak, Ze lidé nejdrive zpracuji doslovny
vyznam kvantifikatoru some a poté jej az zesili na vyznam some but not all.




