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Overview

B Chinese geng is an optional particle in comparison constructions
B Geng oftens brings a norm-sensitive inference (1)

(1) Naomi bi  Mika (geng) gao.
Naomi STDD Mika (GENG) tall

~ ‘Naomi is (even) taller than Mika.’
Inference: ‘Mika is tall.’
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Analysis

B We propose that:
» Geng-less comparison = English explicit comparison
» Geng-ful comparison = English implicit comparison
B Geng-less (8a) and geng-ful (8b) comparison share the same truth-conditions
» Yet only geng-less comparison (8b) gives rise to a norm sensitive inference (see also Sawana

B Discussions of the nature of this inference:
P presupposition (e.g. Liu 2010, ZHANG 2020, CHEN & GREENBERG 2024)?
p or implicature (e.g. Guo 2022, ZHANG & ZHANG-YUKUN 2025)?

B We argue that the inference is an implicature

2009)

(8)a. Without geng Explicit comparison
|1]| = Naomi is taller than Mika.

b. With geng: Implicit

|1| = Compared to Mika, Naomi reaches a new height.

Empirical Evidence

B English even brings a norm-sensitive inference (2) (Greenserc 2018, 2022, ZHaNG 2022)
B Itis neither suspendable (see 3) nor cancellable (see 4)
P suggests even brings a presupposition

B Supported by geng's incompatibility with numerical ditfferences (9)

(9) Naomi bi Mika (*geng) gao wu limi.
Naomi sSTDD Mika (*GENG) tall five centimeter

Without geng: v‘Naomi is 5 cm taller than Mika.’
With geng: ***numerical difference***

(2) Naomi is even taller than [Mika] .

~~Presupp: Mika is already tall.

(3) Idon't know whether Mika is tall or not, but Naomi is (#even) taller than Mika.
(4) Naomiis even taller than [Mika] . (#But in fact, Mika is {not tall / short}.)

B The norm-sensitive inference can be derived as a Gricean or RSA implicature (e.g. Lassier &
GOODMAN 2017)

B Chinese geng behaves differently
» The norm-sensitive inference is suspendable (5)
» The norm-sensitive inference can be implicitly canceled (6)
» The norm-sensitive inference can be explicitly canceled (7)

(5) Suspended

WO bu zhidao Mika gao bu gao, dan Naomi kending bi  Mika
1sG NEG know Mika tall Nec tall, but Naomi definitely sTDD Mika
(geng) gao.
(GENG) tall

‘I don't know whether Mika is tall or not, but Naomi is definitely taller.’
(6) Implicitly canceled

a. Context: Naomi divides a cake into two parts to distribute between her and Mika. Mika
complains that the part Naomi takes is significantly larger.

Bu gongping! [ni]z -de bufen (geng) da.
NEG fair [2sG]r -GEN part (GENG) big

‘It's unfair! Your part is bigger than mine.’
~~ My share is too small (below norm).
b. Zhe jla dian-de dangao [yigian]y (geng) haochr.
DEM.PROX CLF store-GEN cake [before] = (geng) delicious

‘This store’s cakes used to be more delicious.’

~ not delicious now (below norm).
(7) Explicitly Canceled

Naomi zuo-de bu hao, dan ye méi ren zuo-de Dbi  ta
Naomi do-LNK NEG good but also NEG.be person do-LNK STDD 3SG
(geng) hao.
(geng) good

‘Naomi didn't do well, but no one did better than her.

(10) Meaning space: {M, M,, M3}
Mq:HT(M) < HT(N) < POS
M,:HT(M) < POS < HT(N)

M 3: POS < HT(m) < HT(N)

(11) Utterance space: {U .44, U cyiprs U
U, Naomiis tall
U \ipr: Naomi bi Mika gdo
U : Naomi bi Mika geng gdo

GENG"®

GENG}

B A pragmatic speaker selects the utterance that is maximally informative for identifying
the targeted meaning from the meaning space, and a pragmatic listener makes use of
this utility estimation to update probability distribution (Table 1)

mIfM,,

» U, istrue, maximally informative (not less informative than U ., OF U i), @Nd
most economic
» A pragmatic speaker thus chooses U,
mIfM,,
» U, Isfalse and violates the Maxim of Quality
» Both U ,,px and U ;.\ aretrue, but U .,y IS MOre economic
» A pragmatic speaker thus prefers U ., ,pr
B Therefore, U ;.\ IS optimal only under M 3, because its lower economy has to be offset

by greater informativeness (in addressing the QUD ‘how tall Naomi is’)

UPOS UCMPR UGENG
M , False True (preferred) True
M 5 True (preferred) True True
M 5 True True True (preferred)

Table: Deriving the norm-sesntive inference
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1 =first person, 2=second person, 3=third person, cLF=classifier, DEM = demonstrative, GEN = genitive, GENG = particle géng, LNK=
linker, NEG = negative, PROX = proximal, SG =singular, STDD = standard marker.
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