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The word any means the same as a but has a more limited distribution

(1) a. John did not read a book, p ¢ —(aVbVc)
b.  John did not read any book, p

(2) a. John read a book, p avbVvc
b. #John read any book,



(3)  ANY-Condition

A DP of the form [any NPp] is acceptable only if it is dominated by

a sentence S which becomes weaker when D is replaced by a

subset D’ of D

This means that [any book, | is acceptable only if it is contained in a
sentence S which verifies the following

(4) [s...any bookypc...] = [s5 ...
[s ..
s
[s .
[s ...
[s -
[s ...

L8 d ey

any book,p ¢ ...
any book,p ...
any book, ¢ ...
any bookp ¢ ...
any book, ...
any booky, ...
any book. ...
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(5) John did not read any book, . = John did not read any book, s

—(avbVc) —(avb)

(6) John read any book, . 7 John read any book, 4

-~
aVvbVvc avb



There are counter-examples to the ANY-Condition

(7) #not everyone read any book, p
even though: —(everyone read aV bV c¢) = —(everyone read a V b)

(8) John is allowed to read any book, s, .
even though: O(aV bV c) %A O(aVv b)



We assume that sentences must be parsed with a covert exhausfication
operator, exh, which is akin to only

(9) #some ltalians come from a warm country

[s' exh [s some Italians come from a warm country]]

some

someN—all

(10)#John has an even number of children. He has three children.

[sr exh [s He has three children]]

three

three \—four



(11) exh(S) =S AN{=S"| S € IE(AIt(S),S)N R}
a. Alt(S)={S"| S is an alternative of S}
b. R={S"|S"is relevant}
c. IE(C,S)=(){M| M is a maximal subset of C such that
{=S"| S" € M} U{S} is consistent}

(12) exh(S) =~ S is the best answer to the question under discussion
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Obligatory exh may prevent S from satisfying the ANY-Condition.

(13) [sr exh [s not everyone read any book, (||

—(everyone read aV bV c)

—(everyone read aV bV ¢) A (someone read aV bV c)

Recursive exh may enable S to satisfy the ANY-Condition.

(14) [s» exh [sr exh [s John is allowed to read any book, p ]]]

O(a\?rbv c)

O(aV bVec)

<>a/\<;?)/\<>c
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Vietnamese

Vietnamese has two forms of [any NP]: simple and complex

(15) a. quyén sach ndo
book any

b. bit ky quyén sich ndo

BK  book any



Vietnamese

When there is no negation, the complex form is required.

(16) a. #Nam doc quyén sich nao

(18)

Nam read book any

Nam doc b4t ky quyén sich ndo
Nam read BK  book any
Nam khéng doc quyén sich ndo
Nam not  read book any

Nam khéng doc b4t ky quyén sach ndo

Nam not read BK book

a. #Nam dugc doc quyén sich nao

Nam may read book any

Nam dugc doc bAt ky quyén sich nio

Nam may read BK  book

On free choice bat ky
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Vietnamese

Neither form allows the plural marker nhiing

(19) a. #Nam doc nhiing quyén sich ndo
Nam read PL book any
b. #Nam doc b4t ky nhiing quyén sach nao
Nam read BK  PL book any
(20) a. #Nam khéng doc nhiing quyén sich ndo
Nam not read PL book any
b. #Nam khéng doc b4t ky nhiing quyén sach nao
Nam not read BK PL book any
(21) a. #Nam dugc doc nhiing quyén sich ndo
Nam may read PL book any
b. #Nam dugc doc bit ky nhiing quyén sich nio
Nam may read BK  PL book any
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Vietnamese

When nhiing is replaced by a numeral, the complex form is required, and
no negation is allowed

(22) a. #Nam doc hai quyén sich nao
Nam read two book any
b. %Nam doc b4t ky hai quyén sich ndo
Nam read BK  two book any
(23) a. #Nam khéng doc hai quyén sich ndo
Nam not read PL book any
b. #Nam khéng doc b4t ky hai quyén sich ndo
Nam not read BK  PL book any
(24) a. #Nam dugc doc hai quyén sach nao
Nam may read PL book any
b. Nam dugc doc bit ky hai quyén sich ndo
Nam may read BK  PL book any
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Vietnamese

(25) a. book ={a, b, c}
b. PL book = {ab, ac, bc, abc}
c. two book = {ab, ac, bc}

(26) a. Alt(bookp) = {bookp: | D' C D}
b.  Alt(PL bookp) = {PL booksps, bookps | D’ C D}
c. Alt(two bookp) = {two bookp/, bookp, | D' C D}
d. Alt(any NP) = {any X | X € Alt(NP)}

(27) bat ky indicates a second exh
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Vietnamese

To explain: when there is no negation, the complex form is required
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Vietnamese

(28) [s exh [s: exh [s Nam read any book, p c]]]

aVbVe

avVbVvce

aANbAc
a. S = #Nam doc quyén sich ndo
b. S” = Nam doc bAt ky quyén sich nao
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Vietnamese

(29) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam may read any book, p c]]]

O(aVv bVec)

O(aVv bVc)

QanObAOc
a. S = #Nam dugc doc quyén sich ndo
b. S” = Nam dugc doc bat ky quyén sich nao
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Vietnamese

(30) [s exh [s: exh [s Nam not read any book, 5 (|||

g

—(aVbVec)

—(aVbVec)

=(aVvbVc)

a. S’ = Nam khéng doc quyén sich ndo
b. S” = Nam khdng doc bat ky quyén sach nao
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Vietnamese

To explain: neither form allows pluralization
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Vietnamese

(31) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam read any PL book, s (|||

abV acV bcV abc

(abV acV bc) A mabc

(abV acV bc) A mabc

a. S’ = #Nam doc nhiing quyén sich ndo
b. S§” = #Nam doc b4t ky nhiing quyén sich nao
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Vietnamese

(32) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam may read any PL book, 5 (|||

O(abV ac V bc V abc)

O(abV ac V bc) A =Oabc

O(abV ac V bc) A =Qabc

a. S’ = #Nam dugc doc nhitng quyén sich ndo
b. §” = #Nam dugc doc bt ky nhiing quyén séch nao
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Vietnamese

(33) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam not read any PL book, (|||

—(abV acV bc V abc)

—(abV acV bcV abc)A(aV bVc)

—(abV acV bcVabc)A(aVbVc)

a. S’ = #Nam khdng doc nhiing quyén sach nao
b. S” = #Nam khéng doc bt ky nhitng quyén sich nao

20/26



Vietnamese

To explain: when there is a numeral, the complex form is required but no
negation is allowed



Vietnamese

(34) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam read any two book, p (|||

abV acV bc

~
abV acV bc

ab A ac A bc
a. S’ = #Nam doc hai quyén sach ndo
b. S” = %Nam doc b4t ky hai quyén sach nao
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Vietnamese

(35) [s exh [sr exh [s Nam may read any two book, 5 (|||

O(abV ac V bc)

O(abV ac V bc)

OQab A Qac A Obc
a. S’ = #Nam dugc doc hai quyén sich ndo
b. S” = Nam dugc doc bat ky hai quyén sich nao
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Vietnamese

(36) [s exh [s exh [s Nam not read any two book,  (]|]

—(abV acV bc)

—(abV acVbc)A(aVbVc)

—(abVacVbc)A(aVbVc)

a. S’ = #Nam khéng doc hai quyén sich ndo
b. S” = #Nam khéng doc bt ky hai quyén sach nao
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Loose ends

(37) a. %Nam doc bit ky hai quyén sach nao
Nam read BK two book any
b. Nam dugc doc bit ky hai quyén sich nio

Nam may read BK  two book any
(38) Nam read BK two book any = Nam read BK book any
abAacAbc aAbAc

(39) Nam may read BK two book any # Nam may read BK book any

GabAOacAObC 0anObAGC

— Manner?



Loose ends

(40) A: Nam doc hai quyén sich nao?

Q={ab,ac,bc}
B: Nam khéng doc hai quyén sich nao ca!

—(ab V ac V bc) Afav-bv-e)
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