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A semantic processing model for quantified sentences
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In this study, we investigated the interpretive preferences of quantified
sentences by a newly developed method, where each sentence was accompanied with at most 13 yes-no
questions, and the interpretation of each sentence that the subjects (268 university students) obtained
was identified by the combination of the answers. The result shows that the group interpretations of
guantifiers are more easily obtained than the interpretations of the quantifiers’ scoping over
individuals when quantified expressions are used both in subject and object position.
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A boy loves every girl.
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