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1. LI
R (intensity) 12 2WC, Labov (1984) 1 KD X H IZEE LT 5,

(1) HREOER

Intensity' is defined here as the emotional expression of social orientation toward the linguistic
proposition: the commitment of the self to the proposition.

Selting (1994) 12 X #UiE, BN (emphatic) 22 FEa6 A ¥ A W Z RS 2 F230 0 1 () FHOBEENE i) FiE
DIEFHEP (i) FHEOHEN O3ERICFLOOoND, Aok ) Dld, (i) DOEHEFUPILTTH
%, ERBLAEELSHEICH D Selting (1994) TlE, () STHO AN 2R OEEHL TV 55, AR
THHESFHEICBVLTUL, (i) (i) DEERRBZ I DEEF 2D LEEZSNS,

¥ 72, Labov (1984) 13, MENERIHIN S ROV TRD L I IR TW S,

Most discussions of intensity involve specialized prosodic contours and a set of adverbs that code

intensity directly: really, so, and very in English. But intensity is most often expressed through linguis-
tic forms that are normatively devoted to logical relations and conceptual categories. (Labov 1984: 43)

Z ZCARMIZETIE., WBIBIMR OO SEERAD 1 > Th a2 RILFALE VI AT Y —ICHEH L TZ DR
BRI ODOTOSNT EERZITH, 22T TR LFATHE) ok, N (1985: 3) THER (quanti-
fier) L WXL S b D EFIERTH %, BRET (determiner) D FHZX S ThH D, B aAw & HIEIEN S,

2. WHEFIE

21. 7—%

Z ZCfiFH§ % "UMass Amherst Sentiment Corpora" (Constant et al. 2009a) {&, %55, HAGE, WHEFE, FA
VDL E2—HE2zELa— A TH D, 2D ) LA TIZ, WEDA Y 74 »FHIE Amazoncom 25
EONTHEONIAY v —L E2—DHTOAEHHL 72, ZORL 2 —HUIK 5 /7. RIEEHIZFI800T
ETHD, FNFRDOLE2—I1ClF, LE27—ICk>T, LE2—RNRICHLTAEG I N7 5 BRIEDE SN
BHY, ZNSIFEOETRING, LEdoT, HLAZT—2 15 BBEOHESY /7T 3,
BOOHFED A — XA TH 5, A—NADLRONE T —F ODMBETFIEIL, Potts and Schwarz (2008) IZ{&KH#lL L <
l() %O

22. 18R EEEHE DK D BIR

Potts and Schwarz (2008) Tl¥, L E2— DK LEEE (LE27—) DREEFEORRICOVT, BXZXD
9 bz froTw3,

M7 (1, 550 DL E2—%2FELEEEIR, XV EFoBIHREICH S, 0K
B (exclamative) ZH V1 3E0F 12, XD EFE o BIBIREICH B, L3> T, MELHIIM
U RO L E 2 —"T, X DHHEICAELT 5, (Potts and Schwarz 2008: 16)

AHFETH COIREIFZ Y EEZZ, FFHTZ, X () TRLEEBEOERE D FIE L\,
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23. Tk
FED3 A 2 5T % FkE, Potts and Schwarz (2008) & [k, X#A v X (log-odds) Z 220 AT 4 v
2 [lJ7 53T (logistic regression analysis) IZ & >T27 7 7 DIEKZ1T9
77 7 Dxfiicid, VE 2 — I G SN 5 BEORRNE LB, L, BROGHZEICT 2720 15
o5 RDOBRE, ZNEFN =206 2RUCTHAZZ D, 77 7 Oyfillicid, BrRUCIE U 723505 2 54
F v ZDOWTLE S, WA Y ZE— IO TRIND,
) WA v ADERE

( N(x)

In | ———————— . - e e
" \"Mtotal) = Nx) (7272 L. Nex) 1335 x DIEBL. Notal) 13 H3EEL)

RIZATHI P AT 4 v Z7EROHTIE. BEEBOEOSADEL ) 2ERLT 2 7-01{THiL 5, Potts and
Schwarz (2008) (Z XU, ZD X I Zobrici L zmelizkD k) w2 XAThHh %, Thbb, 2T
AV AT 4y ZHUROHT &3, HEEOHEICETEIMBA Y XL, ZOEPERLTELE2—DRHD
BIfRZmd X (ET, TARTRINS 2XBEBDIFEE (& ZDpfl) ZRd 2 Z &g 57\,

3) M sl
y=P0 +B1x+p2x°

Rz, TREEZBIIEG RGN OL Ea—Ic X DHEBICAERT 2 E0IHIRER. BRI OREHCHRER
T2E. RIS,

1 : YRR ENC X B0 DR

797 DI B2 B2 @ pfiE Bi p1 D plE T S
U 1E EEpEA — FETRV H 7L
AEit] iE R iE BE f HE

U e iE B8R =1 [=P = BE

(Potts and Schwarz 2008: 21, — B %)

2R Mm R R G mICE b 2, 2RBEDIETHIUE, 2D 7 71 T Thdh, Lo T
2 SN 512 E (MR EOSNIZE) EHEEICERY 2, $4bb, ZOHEHBRELREZ2ET 2, 1X
REBULFHIR M OEICED 2 EFE 26D, (2ZRFHEDIED L E) 1 RAFREVIETHIUE, 77
7 DEIOMEIZEICR D . Lo TEEEDL E 2 —TOEESHNNICE L 25, 1 RERREBEAD
LEIFZOWT, BEEOLE 2 —ItBWT X ) EHEEDEL 5,

Dhzgsltds e, &2EFEHOBREEDHEEZEIOL7-0ITIE, R AT 4 v Z7ElAHTICE T %
2 RIARREDIIETH 5 T & 2 MfED DIUE X v, RETTHEFEDOBAGIIR LT 2175 72/ %2 R 3

3. O
3.1, XR

HIffi TR 720 %, LT DEEREHIC O \WT T2 7, TSN (1985: 4) TZEIF & - AL %2 001 o 5
RELED, BUEDBICHIFEZ EORERZ\H D (no, much, either 72 &) IZRRH S/ LTV 3,

1 A DR I B3 2 15 % SRS, S ER O BRI B 2 62 SRR & RS, B B REIEHRS R Wik E o 2 LR HE
Mtk % &2 LR, WIS TEGWEEiZ O 2 L2 REMMEE Lo LR, (2, LR 2006: 203)
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@) Wi o - E2vtEEe
every, some, any, each, many, most, both, neither, few, several
32, HER

IHTORER, WMEMEZFODI any & every Eko7z, ZNZFN, K1 DLH BT 77007, Bl
BT & HITIED 2 7485 (0.072,0.117) Z L >TE D, MEHEOHFEZ R LTV S, %ﬁle%ﬁi%@
IEADEZ D any 3B (-0.078) D, every ZIE (0054) D 1 RfFE %= & o7, ThbL, any IR
every 3 HEDFHlitEZ > L EZ 65N 5,

‘any' 'every'

log-odd:
0
log-odds
6.
-
_—
~

. \ /
TN ANy
S I RN

- - - 0
Rating (centered around 0) Rating (centered around 0)

quad coef = 0.072; quad p = 0; lin coef = -0.078; linp =0 quad coef = 0.117; quad p = 0; lin coef = 0.054; linp =0

1 % FF2 EALG any, every

— 5T, EMERIZIZA U 2R TH B each 12DV TIE, 2XIRBREIZAEE TR, Lo THRENEIZ
MR I NLd o, ZOMDIEHIZOWTIE, AEZAD 2RXEHE £ 57 (some, few) >, HDHIEZD
2RMEMREICERE I AN o7 (Z0OMfh) , TNH6EDT T 71O TIFHET S,

4, HBEE
4.1. afrEfl s
Labov(1984) &, EUKiwIN 2 2ME(LRIUCA S N2 MEHIEICOWTHRFHA LT3, every & any IZHHE
MWEPHERZ NS L) S HOSHTE, 2 DIEhZ BT 25 L 273,
2 2T, MBI 2 B O BRSSO W TOR WAL B,
(5) afrEfb & mEIcBE T 5w
a. 2FRELEH any, every 2VREMEZ RO DX 2D,
b. (ZN%5F270) MELERH cach 2REMEZ Fif- LD D,

9, SME(LEBEREN:Z o8t wa\mmwwM)iéﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%&rwﬁ%?ﬁ(m@b
tive contradiction); & \>9) 1‘%@ OO RBHEZRAATHS, TERAINFIE, Lk, DEEHEI NS
%%%%&%@i%##ﬁb&w%éj@&w@%%ﬂ?%%oifé%@%%%\ﬂmﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ?%

2 every, some, anylZ 2Tk, ZN6REFH L LTHOWTWS L AR INIEATE GO TGEHIL 7z, L7235 Tevery IF “every”,
“everybody”, “everyone”, “everything” ® 4 FEDHEITH D, any, some IZDWTHFEKTH 5,

3any & EHERHNC ARG L) REDE ) B LT, HERORMAH 5 (Horn 2005 7% &) 53, ARTIE any DREKGRHICIZ
LB B A ST, Quine(1960) 5 127 5\, any Z 2FRO R L9,
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PIERE AR (loose interpretation) & . B4+ %2 BEERT 2 THZEMAFR, (strict interpretation) 1243419 % (Labov
1984: 50), Z® LT, RN ZAGEHFICE VT TRt RIOBEBEIEDOMEMNE, ZOBuAH» PG % 1]
BUEICH) (Ibid.: 59U, FEECAAER O SRR b REUCEBHE L DHHEICBZEIN S LiBRTw5, JE
BRI B W CIERFRORFNER L BIADIEET 2R E PR FIEEZR T7-HTH 5,
F7-8MLF each IZOWTIX, THEMRL 2Rz wk)icl@bng, L3, TIEHEMRR, O
Ik THRBEHELRZ 20 I EXTFHIZI TS (Ibid.: 66) , A (1985) . every & each % & & IC4FR
A E LAadis, ZDEWITOWT Teach (FMAMNGEAZ I T 25TV, —77, every (3
WEK LGRS EMBRICERTE E Vo Fidid 3 L) HTHRES>TWS, 5 (N 1985: 130) &45HiE L
TWw5, Zd Labov (1984) DEFICK 2 T (F) BAMRL BT 2L FARE V57259,

42. LD EEIIHREE

Labov (1984) 3 &Fr i@ AEDY TERAINFIE ) ICiRER$T2 L L, Ll 2o, 2El
FDOADECEEEZ R T E VI BIEEZI LTIV R, k213, EEEOSURDSEEE R % Bk 4 5 4
MEETH D, PORMERD BINDOEE) THIEAITBWTH, EEH S TIULTRAHNFEIZEL
228120, L7235 T “some” % EDHAERALE D AR ICHREMNE 2RO Z L3 PHII NS 720 TH 5,

AfEclk kD ESREOMSE LT, T UMHED) FENIRR, 21I8ET%, 203, Td 2andEicxt
LT, FEBIIBINSEFEET 210069, 20652 BEH L CESERNOMEZILEIE S I L THD
EMmEE LTRAIT 22 L) Thb, Zidvbid, BAMNFEOMRICHFALEZMZ 20 TH 5,

5. BbHLDOHIC

AR DORETIA T D EE D TH S, Amazoncom DV E 2—flFHZMHL ca—"2AFEICX S &, é
WAL D any & every ICIZMMETEDBIZE S N7D3, MU < 2HEAED each (2B L TIZIEEMED R S
hrole, TOI EIX Labov(1984) 2MER L 722D TIEEZEMR, &Rt oBIfR%Z 2T %53, Labov
(1984) DRAMILIRZ T TIEBLE LTR T TH S, Ld>T, RENMETHZ T UHED) T8I
R, Z2RET 5,

A TA T2 E LT, HEE - Mo v L b 2offlvabre, BFUAOBLRB O mE
RBNIRT 2 BRI EREOITBB o N s, o DRIFSBROFELE Liv,

EE PN

Baayen, R. H. (2008) Analyzing linguistic data: A practical introduction to statistics using R. Cambridge, England: Cambridge UP.

Constant, N., Davis, C., Potts, C., and Schwarz, F. (2009a). UMass Amherst sentiment corpora.

Constant, N., Davis, C., Potts, C., and Schwarz, F. (2009b). "The pragmatics of expressive content : Evidence from large corpora."
Sprache und Datenverarbeitung, 33(1-2), 5-21.

Davis, C., and Potts, C. (2010). "Affective demonstratives and the division of pragmatic labor." Proceedings of the 17th Amsterdam
Colloquium, M. Aloni and K. Schulz, eds., 32-41.

Horn, L. R. (2005). “Airport ’86 revisited: Toward a unified indefinite any.” Reference and Quantification: The Partee Effect, G. N.
Carlson and F. J. Pelletier, eds., CSLI, Stanford, 113-142.

Labov, W. (1984). "Intensity." Meaning, Form, and Use in Context: Linguistic Applications, D. Schiffrin, ed., Georgetown UP, Wash-
ington, DC, 43-70.

Potts, C., and Schwarz, F. (2008). "Exclamatives and heightened emotion: Extracting pragmatic generalizations from large corpora."
Ms., UMass Amherst, 1-29.

Quine, W. V. O. (1960). Word and Object. Cambridge: MIT Press.

R Development Core Team (2010). R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Comput-
ing, Vienna, Austria. http://www.R-project.org/.

Selting, M. (1994). "Emphatic speech style : with special focus on the prosodic signalling of heightened emotive involvement in
conservation." Journal of pragmatics, 22, 375-408.

N IESE. (1985). THEIfOIRGELRDL (HsesGh&EEHReE) 1 . KIEM, Hint.

W2 ], BUR 42 2006). T ¥ A L 2RNRE L ARHIlEWRO 0TI BI T 2 0EZEEN R, HAASEEL, 13(3),201-241.

— 1030 — Copyright(C) 2011 The Association for Natural Language Processing.
All Rights Reserved.





