HE= T EBEDIRE  but however,

nevertheless O R HTFHHE*

HE () EdT

1. FLHIC

KRG TIX. but, however, nevertheless £ \>> =D DRI OEROFE NI
DWRTEOKS, INE TOREEMRETIE. Tho=FRBITOWT, (NIiczET
7o & D ERBHEAE (register) KBIF 2 F VLA 2 LIERa LT T,

(1) a "EFEEFELTDhowever & (BUT FL»L, ERILCES12). i
ORI ERT, COXMHR (RPBEREST) bOTHE.,
| (Leech 1996: 253)
b. “However and nevertheless emphasise the fact that the second point
contrasts with the first. Nevertheless is very formal.”

(Swan 1995: 159)

LURTi&. but, however, nevertheless . Z D & 3 7% register BT 5E W
PAic, BRO ETHHAMRBECDSH D I LA RDZODED»HIEMET 5, %
T BEOBRIZKE {2 T, W (contrast). 3 (concessive). ETIE
(corrective) D=2 E N (Tzutsu 1998, 2001) . =FHIZ I D=4 B
T2 MDEIBERLILERT, &6, ZRENHEBL THRTZ L8HE
KEBHFORERIZOVWTH, ChSDOREBLTELLBFOBREZRTRT
<, BHEOEWRWED 2 %E (assumption) OEREEEDME X (causal
relatedness) IZEWHH S Z L ERT, |
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BE. QEERLIEEIK, ZXREPHEBL CHAZ DI, (22) D & 5 % HiHE
MBIZESNADT, UTOHRTIX., TOHETOHEDAEZRD

(2) a. He had no qualifications, but/however/nevertheless he got the job.

b. The survey was on quite a small scale. It did, *but/however/

nevertheless, provide a lot of useful information..

c. The hadn’t trained hard; they won, *but/ however/nevertheless.

2. ETHR

2.1 Fraser (1998): The but, however, nevertheless hierarchy

Bz, ZhSORFEOBEKROEC 2R LI ZOoOATHRZHME T %,
% 3°. Fraser (1998) TiX. but, however, nevertheless & > 5 =FRBIFX(3NT R
Uiz & 5 RBEE R L. but 135S IEWELR. nevertheless Wi b P Bk % 3
TV ZEPERMINTVL 5,

(3)  but> however > nevertheless

Fraser 12 2 OFEE %R, BT L5 2E2FRHOBHBREBERIC L > TxL Twn
% QDT but 13@)~C)ETOXLTHEEI NS DIZXF L. however 1%(a) & (b),
nevertheless 1X@D X T UDFFEI N\,

(4) a. We started late. But/However/Nevertheless we arrived on time.
b. John is tall. But/However/??Nevertheless Sam is short.
c. A: Chris is enjoying being a bachelor.
B: But/??However/??Nevertheless Chris is NOT a bachelor.
(Fraser 1998: 312, 313, 318)



WEEZDE EEEDIES 1 but, however, nevertheless DEWHIMLE (S (RH) £EF)

Fraser ic X % &, Q)BT 7B IX. EREPRTHEIOE N X - TS
SNBEBRTWE, DED O F LD E I but 135D HHIHEF . TH
Xt (simple contrast) #F 7500, (0.309) T. however WAL Tl
"S1 (RHIDER) HEEMT, S2 (CHEHOER) BB RE 2 25, (p.
313) & U. nevertheless i2WTix, "(fBOTFHKIR) L vigw (Prvs) &%,
(p.318) Z#ERT EFAAL T3,

(5) a. “the core meaning of but is to signal simple contrast, nothing more”

(ibid.: 309, my emphasis)

b. “the core meaning of however signals that Sl is being emphasized,

placing the S2 message in a more subordinate role”

(ibid.: 313, my emphasis)
c. “in contrast to but and however, which also may target an indirect

message of S1, when the S1 message is implied, the restriction for

nevertheless is narrower: the implication cannot be just any old

implication; it must be expected” (ibid.: 318, my emphasis)

BURUZBEE ., ) ZEEOFHHFEELZL T3 00, ZORBE
X$9 % Fraser DFBHIZIZ. WL OO DOMIES DD 5, B2 13, Fraser i&. but
WDWT, TEHRxTE (simple contrast) 23723 Th 51 RT3 28,
CDTEFRNE EWIBEZO L OPPHEICE N TR, ET2. however
IZD2WTH TS143S2 & DERER (emphatic) TH 3, L LTWa A, 20 M8
BHL E WS REDPMERTOLPHS LTI LW, b UKRIZ, 20 THER,
£ 5 REDMA S ORBANIBEL B CIB T 28872 L BB 5 L Fraser ®
EXRBZEARNIINERETDHE LI 2Lk b, O)RMNRT LS. BED
TANZHWS & however 13 S1 £V S2 DA E VL DFEWERNE %
KT EEZ 5,
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6) X: The weather was absolutely dreadful. However, the children
enjoyved themselves.
Y: a. No, they didn’t. They said to me, “we want to go home.”

b. ?No, it wasn’t. The weather was not so bad.

(7) X: We thought the figures were correct. However, we have now
discovered some errors.
Y: a. No, we didn’t make any errors. The figures are not wrong.

b. ?No, the figures were not correct. We must count them again.

2.2 Blakemore (2000, 2002): The relevance-theoretic analysis of but,
however, nevertheless
XKiZ. Blakemore (2000, 2002) QW5 T 5, %D Fraser & [FHR,
EXRHBRERIBTHOOBPBEIEOSH S £F 2, ZhsOflfyzRs
SEVEEER OIS SR L T3, QNI 72 D28 Blakemore DHIFITH %,

(8) The kinds of constraints on pragmatic inferences

but: (i) A CONSTRAINT ON COGNITIVE EFFECTS:
“the contradiction and elimination of an assump-
tion”

howevey: (1) A CONSTRAINT ON COGNITIVE EFFECTS:
“the contradiction and elimination of an assump-
tion”

(ii) A CONSTRAINT ON CONTEXTS:

“it (= however) restricts the recovery of this effect to
contexts which include assumptions Which carry a
guarantee of relevance accepted by the speaker and |

whose cognitive effects do not include the elimina-



HEESHEEEEDIRE  but, however, nevertheless DEMAIMEE (HE (RH) EETF)

tion of A (an accessible assumption)” (Blakemore
2002: 122)
nevertheless: (1) A CONSTRAINT ON CONTEXTUAL EFFECTS:
“the contradiction and elimination of an assump-
tion”
TWO CONSTRAINTS ON CONTEXTS
(i) “it (= nevertheless) encodes the information that the

utterance is relevant as an answer to a question

whose relevance has been established in the preced-
ing discourse”
(iii) “it encodes the information that these contextual

effects are to be derived in a context which provides

evidence for a contrary answer”

(2000: 481, my emphasis)

BLOFH LB L, ZERRIIET. TORANEE "TRIIOH » ST S
NATEEDFE LHIER) CHT 20 HETRIEEL T30, however &
nevertheless WWBHL Tk, & 612 Z OFRAZIE L ZER 15 R ITH3 5 Hilfy
BH Y., ZOFHIDOED however TIE—D. nevertheless TiZ=D k% DIz
HBIL TERBOFAHFESR 22 EHHAL T3, BRI, Bz
nevertheless 3. " C DFRICHL S HEEVKITXIRTE 2 SN IBRRICN T 5 & 2
ELTHEEELHD . S5 EATOED nevertheless AT DI TRARENBE
ZERMDEZ EZFT S L5 RNEE&L, (Blakemore 2000: 481) L5
“REEOXIRC T 2GR T LR RT WL 5,

Z D nevertheless B3 % Blakemore DE R A2 ZF T AHNNTH 5,
D(9)TIZ. nevertheless LNF DFEHRIZ. ADBRRLUIZER (BRI ED 20 7?)
252 No OEZ (BRI B TH 5 Z & 2 XIRAGIZEE L. BO#
FOFFRIEN L RBIRHD Yes DFEZ (B-WZREY %) 28T 2, />,

5
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ZDXHIRTIE. Blakemore B R L7 ZoDHKOTH XL TnWaB DT,
nevertheless IFREIND LFHHEN B,

(9) A: There’s going to be quite a crowd tonight. Is there going to be
enough food?
B: Well, there’s lots of salad and bread, and plenty of cheese. Neverthe-

less I think I wmight make another pizza.
(Blakemore 2000: 480)

L& L. nevertheless 3 5 0> DEERIZHIER & 3% &> 5 Blakemore Dfily
X583 X % { D nevertheless DEFIEFHEE LW, (R LizE S @b
REZHIRE LR TYH . nevertheless 1IZfIEZR S FHwo s, Wik, 4 ¥ —

v N CEfEEI NI =2 —ADFIEED T, nevertheless IR 2 {THICHN

T3, 2D nevertheless X BT XIRTE 2 5 N8I T 22 2L
TWBRTIE AL, BICEROX L OHENEREELTWS,

(). The San Francisco-based company has been around six years and has

never posted a profit. Nevertheless, some analysts say this is a niche

player that has the right ingredients in place to turn things around.
(CNN.com Septermer 18, 2003)

2.3 ZTHRDICS

SRTER LS, ZDO0%THFERIZ. ZREORBEMIZ O\ TEKRENSH
BELTW3H00, BEEZHZLHOCONIBELTERE SR H 5, 51,
PEOBERIIRL MENT T2, ZEHALETBROELIEZOWTO
M RHABRGEZ 6N TWRY, 22T, UT TR, 3 I DRI,
PEO=ZSRHC B THAOETTNERS I L 2R,



WE=0EEEDES 1 but, however, nevertheless DEWRAAEE (HE (RH) EEF)

3. but, however, nevertheless : HIED =B BT 32 20HDEW

1) B Lo, FEOEKRIBAE 9T, W (contrast) « 3EH
(concessive) * E1E (corrective) D=2F o5 (Izutsu 1998, 2001),
(1) a. John is tall, but Sam is short. [CONTRAST CiR)]

b. John, is poor, but he; is happy. [CONCESSIVE (§&#) ]
c. John isn’t American but British. [CORRECTIVE (E]1E)]

ZOWP 573525 L, but BINO=DDHEWBERZETRT Z &8
kS, 2L T, however iZ, WHEFES LW ZODOERERT Z &
FHISR A5, FTIEOEREZRT Z L 3HkE W, QWERT X512, however 1%
but LRIk, =D DHIDEIRNE & L W1 35 i i B s & ko8
TE. EHIKWNTRT LN ERT i contrast E VI RBELHET S L
DARETH S, Tz, WO XS ic, BHROEKRERIT TS, however 1Z[HRE
ABENDZEBHFESE, LT, BERT XS, FJEEZRIT XX
however % FA\> 5% Z & iZHIRR W2,

12) John is tall. But/However/#Nevertheless, Sam is short.

o

b. John gave toys to Mary. But/However/#Nevertheless, Sara gave
dolls to Jane.

c. The cook fried the onions. But/However/#Nevertheless, she
steamed the cabbage. (Fraser 1998: 310, 313, 318)

(13 a. The number of Japanese traveling overseas reached 16.52 million in

2002 and continues to rise. But/However/??Nevertheless,

lin contrast|, the number of foreign tourists visiting Japan in the

7
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same year was less than one third or just 5.24 million.
(cf. PR Newswire, February 27, 2004)
b. Americans unconsciously associate people who avoid eye contact as

unfriendly, insecure, untruthworthy, inattentive and impersonal.

But/However/??Nevertheless, |in contrast|, Japanese children are

taught in school to direct their gaze at the region of their teacher’s
Adam’s apple or tie knot and, as adults, Japanese lower their eyes
when speaking to a superior, a gesture of respéct.

(cf. Communicating in Business by Simon Sweeney)

(4 a. John is poor. But/However/Nevertheless, he is happy.
b. John is a politician. But/However/Nevertheless, he is honest.
(Fraser 1998: 313)
c. We started late. But/However/Nevertheless, we arrived on time.
(ibid.)

(15 a. John isn’t American but/??however/ ??h'evertheless British.
b. He is not clever but/??however/?’nevertheless hardworking.
(Blakemore 2002: 117)

KRIZ . nevertheless WL Tik. BHOERD A %KL, WB LEFTEOBK %2
ij‘ Z kLW, BRI BTWL &, nevertheless 1. bat, however [7)
B, WO X RS CAVOND Z ks, WD XS5 20NE%:
thig - R 2R E BN T (EREICWD E NS DXV 5T H R
DEWHEZFRSBRLIZD), WD LS in contrast L WIRIBEHET 2L D
HRZE W3, 351, BIKASNS XD, FIEDOERERT Z L b HEKR W,

PExg Db, R1DEIWKKR D, but 1Z. MEEFEH-FIIELWVI=ZD
DE®RPETET I EBHEKD, however IZ=ZDDHEBERD S b, W&

8



W= L BB D E [ but however, nevertheless DEWRKIFE (FH (BRH) E&ETF)

xR BEBEO=SFIZBIBZPHDEV

Contrast (Xf#) |Concessive (##) | Corrective (§IIE)
but O O O
however | O O X
nevertheless X O X

BEERRT I EHRLD. FTIERRT & L8R E D, nevertheless 1 3FEAD
BROARFERT, KR, Fraser (1998) B=D00BERICIIEEELH 5 &
BRTN0BZ R R, SRIGHBO=Z5BICB T 55/ DE VWS, Fraser
(1998) MERM T ARBHOERO—D L TEHWTWS LEZ HN 5,

4., BHOB%RTOHHEE

4.1 BEOBTHEE

R EZEREPHICRT  EVHEK 2B OBROENIC DV TRE T LB,
ZORNz, BFEOBRIZ DWW THBEICHHET %, WerLizE ik, BHOE
BRix. BPOHOMENED SR X NS E (assumption) & ZFEHD
HiOMENE & OXEFRERT, 2. 2ImL7zEdie, (17a) D&
5% TP a vFELVWINELSER) LwHIEEXOHE. (1Th) kK&ET:
FrYavBBLVERSIE, T@EEYTREWVWIES S 180 PO &M &
N2EEPEEL. 20 TYa YE|ETRRWVWES S, LI BESTER
OEiD "HIFERZ) LuIMERNS EXIBRCH S Latisnd, BIDOF
WhH%9 3% &, BHAXTIRZEHEHDHOMEAS L RN OBELP R DH» 5
M I b EF Z 5%

(1§ CONCESSIVE : S1 2 5Hil S i 38E X S2 OarENA L OBIzEL 5
pORYAE I/E (Lakoff 1971, Konig 1994, Izutsu 1998 1)
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John is poor

T -

he is happy.
i inferential process i

Assumption 1

1

Assumption 2: ‘He will not be happy.’

Assuniption 3

e

Domain: HAPPINESS >
1 : CONCESSIVE OE%#EiE (e.g., John is poor, but he is happy.)

(I7 a. John is poor, but he is happy. [S1, but S2.]

b. ‘If John is poor, (then normally) he will not be happy.’
[‘If S1, (then normally) not S2.”]

(an assumption evoked)
4.2 HMEOHERBRFRD®EKS

B DOBEM R ERT however & nevertheless W&~ DT, Fraser (1998) 13 K%
BRBEWEREEZ L T3,

(1% A: How is it that the man drowned?

B: Well, we put a flotation device on him. *Nevertheless/However, it
slipped off. (Fraser 1998: 319)

Fraser 1Z. (18D B OFEETIX nevertheless £ 0 however DHFDEFEN 5 & L.
ZOERLE L TESOEKKELAEE ((Exme2dU -5, ZOEEEHIIII
TNEWESES )DEIEFENTWIOTHB LEHBELTWS, 72720, #l

10

e L. T.E%iﬁﬁﬁ CHAFFEN B & 5 XA TIX. nevertheless b RAINDB &
BRTWE, FIZ X, TBEESHEOZEENEL T A NEN, COFXEHE2HES



W=D ETEDRE | but however, nevertheless DEWHIME (G (RH) £3F)

ZEDBKRESILEDOREDERZ, LELNTWE X RXIRTIE. T(FhAFTT
APSNTWLOTHNIE) ZOFRETHmEEZIE, WOEDD T2 LidxR
WiEB S E VWS EEERG MR T 5 Z L BSHK, Z DR nevertheless b 2
BINBENWIZETHb, 20 Fraser DFER S FBHOEWKICED 3 185E
BDENFZTEEINZGHON E WD Z LW, however & nevertheless 353 &
HOBERDEVTERRZLNEFEZ SN D,

ST TREMED LS E ) . BFOERKEDL2BED "HEBKO
& (causal relatedness) 5 W H»SRZ 5 Z EPHFKZ, DD, 9
RUlc ki, TEREHMEMI) Lwd 2L @G, Lnd 2
Lid. DEVBORRERICH S LT 2R EHRRED, L»L, Zhik™%
HERTAPINTVE) EWSERBEZ6ND &, HEOHFEITL DI
WHRIRBRTREIEN S Z Licin s (BRERE)., DD, "BE&EmE I/, #
DEEROREEHBT A FINTWIEES, TREANSE Z L3R WES S
LEIRET DI EPHRDI DT TH S,

19 W RRBE -

TEEEEMT T, ey TEERBAINE WS S
SEVRIRBALR |
T & B R AT e > TESERIESNEGES S

7/
HEMWRT A FPENTWS

D EPS, BD however & nevertheless DAFBEDE WV IF, HEDKHR
BRI IARTIE, however 120 BFFE S W, RRBFIEILI NS &
nevertheless bEFHEIND LHFZ 5 2 EBHFK 2,

DI WES 2RI BEREROTICZ, BEOHRRBMROER L5 JT
WoPDBROCERTHDEDHZET 5L, ZRBFDESOBERDBDIZDNVT
b, WD Ed> Rz enFHRINS,

Q) BEFOEWRERT but, however, nevertheless 3. "% (If S1, then
1
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normally not S2.)) OFRFEEUEDIRE, (HIH., S1 & not S2 £ DHEDKE
BROBE) WS ETEL S,

QOIREEZRIET 3 -0 iz, HEREFRDE S DEFEME %27~ L 72 Myers et al.
(1987) DEERT — 5 2R WFBREX2IED . £ DERE ZHT T, B O DORBRIL,
40DV ORRBEFGERTIERED . BB 1205 7 % CHRRBEROM
LB THAEEMTTLSS Lwd b0 Th S, SEMEMALLT 5 200
21T 7,

@) a. Sentence 1 (Cause): Rating
Level 1 - Jane did poorly in her first test in English. (5.56)
Level 2 - Jane skipped her English class every now and then.
(4.78)
Level 3 - Jane found her math class too tedious for her.  (4.34)
Level 4 - Jane enrolled in an English course this semester. (2.50)
Sentence 2 (Result):

All levels - She began to worry about her final exam.

b. Sentence 1 (Cause): ’ Rating
Level 1 - Cleo tipped over a crystal vase on the table. (6.39)
Level 2 - Cleo brushed against the table with a vase on it. (4.85)
Level 3 - Cleo put roses in a crystal vase on the table. (2.75)
Level 4 - Cleo arranged flowers on the table for dinner. (2.39)

Sentence 2 (Result):

All levels - The water spilled on the expensive carpet.

c. Sentence 1 (Cause): Rating
Level 1 - A strong night wind came in the open window. (6.68)

12



WSS L EEDRE [ but, however, nevertheless DEWRIIE (G (KH) £ETF)

Level 2 - A large window was opened to air the room. (5.59)
Level 3 - The rain storm was approaching the city. (2.84)
Level 4 - The grey cloud hung heavily in the sky. (2.28)

Sentence 2 (Result):
All levels - The papers on the desk blew off onto the floor.
(from Myers et al. 1987: 462)

Myers et alLiZ. INS5DT —F 2\, Sentence 1 D 4 DDV ~_RIVDL DI,
FHE % 3T Sentence 2 DXL T, ENRITHOWERBERICH 3 2FN
7o ZL T, BEBREPEZBEROFEE» S, KL D Level 1 5 DIHEL
Level 4 & b FFOHERERIC DS LI HERER LTz,

AMETE. COEI BB 2EIORRERERT Myers et alDT — %
O—FEFAL ., BEX RO, L TR X S, 35T S2 OERNE
EXLT SREENEEG L, COBERM o rORRBFERT, 2O o,
RREEROIE S DFEWEZIRT Myers et al.dD 7 —4% @ Sentence 2 ZEET 5
ko T, MEOHREEMROM S NE 2 2 MEHOBES X 2ES Z L ik
2, ZOEIWXLUTE- eBHEXHRTH 5,

) a. Level 1: Jane did poorly in her first test in English. Nevertheless/

However/But she didn’t worry about her final exam.

Level 2: Jane skipped her English class every now and then. Never-

theless/However/But she didn't worry about her final

exam.

Level 3: Jane found her math class too tedious. ?Nevertheless/

?However/But she didn’'t worry about her final exam.

Level 4: Jane enrolled in an English course this semester. ?Neverthe-

less/?However/(?)But she didn't worry about her final

exarmnl.

13
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b. Level 1: Cleo tipped over a crystal vase on the table. Nevertheless/

However/But the water didn’t spill on the expensive car-

pet.
Level 2: Cleo brushed against the table with a vase on it. ?Neverthe-

less/ However/But the water didn’t spill on the expensive

carpet.
Level 3: Cleo put roses in a crystal vase on the table. ??Neverthe-

less/??However/?But the water didn’t spill on the expen-

sive carpet.
Level 4: Cleo arranged flowers on the table for dinner. ??Neverthe-

less/??However/??But the water didn’t spill on the expen-

sive carpet.

c. Level 1: A strong night wind came through the open window.

Nevertheless/ However/But the papers on the desk didn’t

blow off onto the floor.
Level 2: A large window was opened to air the room. ?Neverthe-

less/?However/But the papers on the desk didn’t blow off

onto the floor.

Level 3: The rain storm was approaching the city. ??Nevertheless/

?However/??But the papers on the desk didn’t blow off

onto the floor.

Level 4: The grey cloud hung heavily in the sky. ??Nevertheless/

??However/??But the papers on the desk didn't blow off

onto the floor.

NS DESHIT but, however, nevertheless D=FIWE2FHVWTR S &, &5
ROBRE L BEORREBROMS L Offic—E MR RS, (22
14



WE=SHHE TEEDWE | but however, nevertheless DEMRIE (HE (BKH) EETF)

a) 5 (22¢c) D Levell DX TE, ZRHETHHF RTINS, HlzZIX. (22b)
D Level 11X, "{Efix V0o K DaBRIE, KBZEBNBZ5 5 L w5 BARTFHE
ENB/EEH LT, FICE TTi@hah o7y LI ZER2RLTWS,
Z D Level 1 TREE T 218EIX. Myers et alDEER T, 4 DDV RVD
LR LBORRERICD S LHWShbDTHS, 2DX S i, BEPKD
HWERBRICH B Level 1 KBTI, ZRIREI=ZHETORZTBWTHERE
=¥ (2 '

Kz, Level 2 Tid, ZHOFREN R S, (222) Tk, ZRBEETHHAE
AN D5, (22b) TIX nevertheless. (22¢) TIE however & nevertheless DIRFE.
BPRTH %, Level 31275 b, FRUEDFREN S O THY, (222) D
but I BEREE NS, BRI Level 4 TR, BRI =ZRFETHFRING
WS, (22a) D Level 4 IBAL T3, but DBERBEBPLLE VL, ik, FlxiE
MY > —VBEENEF) LW ZER2REBIPBICH > T WD LS BXIRT
F. T2 —VPEFBEOI—AWAS &, (BLFEEFEPHEFLZOT) BARFER
CDOWTLEET 27259 1 L I BERM E PR T 5 2 3K DT, but
WEFE3INA LD ITk 55,

IExsedar, R2DEdIckh3, D%D, but, however, nevertheless
DFEHOERI. BEOHRREEROM S & SEIREERfR (implicational hier-
archy) 12dH % L HEH k3,

@) FBHEOBEWRRRERT but, however, nevertheless DIE>

the causal relatedness of an assumption (‘If S1, then normally not S2.’)

low > high
but > however > nevertheless

% 2 : The causal-relatedness hierarchy

#21k. SEMREBEMR (implicational hierarchy) #%F 3D T, &FHIZ.
ZNHBIET 2EFR RO Z OBFD & AR RN 5 HEBEROR X DN
15
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CHRSNDZEREET B, DE Y . nevertheless VXHTHE & 72 2485 O FEH
AR LAV B T but 12185 DRFEMEAME < T b FFA S 4L, how-
ever CEILTIRA 7% S & b O =EBOHBME < 5 ORBEEKO MR < S E
CHBEVGD ZETH D,

5. &8

PAE. KFETIX. but, however, nevertheless ¥ > > =D OMIERIHDOERD
BEWERDODZEA»SHHLZ, 3. ThoDORKIX, XK (contrast) . 3EH
(concessive) . EJIE (corrective) &\ 9 =D DMHENERIC BT 32 5m0HLH
BELDZZEERR LI, DED, but 3 SZDDEWRPETERL. however
IR & A nevertheless WL TR BHOBRLLEBEE LV EWS 2 L%
B S mIz Uiz, & 512, SHRBIIGET 2BBOBERIZOVLTH, Wk L& 2
BEORRBFROEI CES DS L 2H DI Lz, BN, ZEH
DFEADOEKRIZ. BEOHRBERDME S L SERIREREREMR (implicational hier-
archy) 2 D | nevertheless IZTHE ORRERIR D HOEICLLHVLNT,
but ZRRERAFTTHEE THLIHR SN, however 1472 L B HODZRHRD
FE < S WORRBEROBEVLETH 2 Z L E2R LI,

Z DX D WEWFETDHHTIL, LFRR 7z Fraser O but > however > neverthe-
less DEEBHENZUETHL I L&, "HBEO=S5HCB T 25MDE N, & TFE
FOBERCEL 2BEOHRBMROMEE DE V) &) s s BEMICRL
b BA b, ZOL, RITHETIIIEL LV ULOFEHBAI N T I R o=
FHOBHRDBWIZDOWT Y, SBRTODE» SH—W%RBHHEELE52 5
EWHRI: EBbi s,

]

x

* AKR 13 H AR LB SRS 49 BIAS (2004 £ 10 A 2 H. RILE¥E
16



WEEZ S EEEDBE © but, howevey, nevertheless DOEHRAME (BF (BKH) EETF)

KZE) TOOERRME., BIELbDTH L, HROBIZ, 2IMEDHX
POEWIHECHEHERR L 2 BREROEREM TIHEET S -
PEEEYeAE, B v 7 r—<r e LT AL TTF& 5% Randy L.
Evans. Thomas Jacques. Alan Bossaer D=KRIZ B EH L BT 720,
BB, ARBCTHBEHB IS 3, TR TEBEDERELETHL I L
ZHLEHBZTEL,

1 BB, 7TANVT Y FEERA —A T ) 7THEETIZ, BT but BRI
B2 EBH B, (1) Tld. but VX all the same X° nevertheless DEM & F
Ty

(i) I didn’t do it, but. (Quirk et al. 1985: 644)

2 OBFEINZCDX. however WEMBEF A TIIRWLOTHEEHFZ
BADBVEDY LRV, however W IXFEMFHEHANEE I E VLD T T
e (1)D & D 2T however WENEFANICIRE > T3, ZOX
T however BB LE LW DOER (BAFA) Z2EHL T3,

(1) It was nice, however, expensive for the size and type of room.

Elo. BFEFRNTEINIBRETY. however IFFTEDEKREZRT Z &S
HsEv, (i) DX D2, 5JIE (corrective) DEBRIZ. instead 72 ¥ DR
BlFEMES £ Z0oD%LEHEAWTERT Z L HER L, ([ DX D,
DD however 2 AINS &, DIIPFTEDEKREZRI T BHFOEK
o TLE I, () @R L7 & I FARDOFHIFIZ nevertheless 12 b LTI
x5,

(ii) He is not clever. Instead, he is hardworking.

17
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(iii) He is not clever. 'However, he is hardworking.

(iv) He is not clever. Nevertheless, he is hardworking.

3 QD#IX. nevertheless BERINT- B GIBOER) THFEINLEWT
EBRTWDENE nevertheless V5 L BEHOBEKREERET L2 5,

4 RN S BB L 135 S DTSR T Direct contrast (Winter and
Rimon 1994) . Direct-rejection concessivity (Azar 1997) . Direct concessive
(Izutsu 2001) 2 £ EFEHIN T W B D RIET, I o OETHEBEILTY
3 &2, BEHCE. R L7z & S iR L EESYIIEERICH 3
b DL =D OTEE DX ILEEFRIC H 2 Indirect concessive (13 Indirect
contrast. Indirect-rejection concessivity) z £ L IEETN 2 b Db H b, =D
DHHEREAPBREOFESOBRICB VW TED L S BEKROBELEHE 0 E S
P DV TIX, SBROFFRORE L Lz, {HL . Winter and Rimon (1994:
369) V3ETET D Tbut X I NS TREEHOBSOBEREHE®RT I LBTE 3
D3 nevertheless BHIZED A TH 5, L WIERIIPALHICED TH 3,
nevertheless b but & [FEE. Indirect concessive DERTHHWVW SN 3, LT
BZOPTH 5,

The Arab oil embargo did indeed cause a “hiccup” on the demand
graph; consumer interest in small cars jumped out but then slid back. But
only when the fuel economy standards were enacted in 1975 did a compre-
hensive approach to downsizing begin. In the post-embargo period, the car
companies werve convinced (probably vightly so) that consumers wevre still

primavily intevested in lavge cars. Nevertheless, they were confronted with

the government standards. Downsizing was the way out; accommodate
consumer demand for large cars and meet the early government stan-
dards that weren’t all that tough. (New Yorker, August 10, 2003)
18



W=D EE BB DR E | but however, nevertheless DEWRKIFE (HE (5kKH) =8BT)

ZOXRTIE. RIFEEIH SOOI FNEh THEESSESHIZED
N LR ITORWTH S D & THONUERITSI TH 2D, EWIFEWI
ST A IEE R T 5,

5 QOZHOBITIE. A=V ~_VTH-> THERENRLR S, (22b) & (22
c) ¥, (22a) & W =RFLOFXELLBINELS K> Twb, ZORRED

EWLIZEERREEROBEEOE Y (WEARRER & OERER) BESL
TWBDOTE WA EEbs, (22b) & (22¢) 1X. (22a) &EwWw, YHE
wREES4% (a physical causal relation) 2253 EERCE I TS, —
BN, BB HIRE BIZIE. 22c D& 5% THIIKICIRUEBS 2 &) 59
BRI E U LT 2 121X, TR 2EECT & E 2 T ERSIHEICER
ERRTRIEVLT R, FlZE, (22¢) Dlevel 3% level 4 D & Sz, BiC
TZERMMIIVTWwS ) &2 TKEOEBELS D Lo Tnb) LI H
KRBT TR, THEBRERUBS WS HERBEBR I >/ LHEFT S L
BEEL Y, ¥R, BEAMSEOVTETH, KEOEXNESDLIPP>T
b, MEL Z2BCEAPREAEZTNIE., BROES ZLiZRwHroT
Hb, FoT, BRI -7, LHEET LI, Pl Ld TEIR
MOEADTEN, R E TR, KT A 60DERBPLETHS (p.c, Randy
L.Evans)e ZHICH L. (222) 0 & 5 REELE. Sz & 5 ZYERIH
RERICEDSBETIE L, L5 THRFERICOWTLE T 51 Lw)d
BHPRALE/ERELTH 5 TLHBHEEEMR (a mental causal rela-
tion) 2SB85-9 %, OHEERREMRIZ. WEREBERL D b, 233 xHGHE
Mz % ricd o T, HBRERRICHNL T 5 2 L 8HKRS, WOHE. "H&Y)
DREETLF LT Lol b S HEFLSCY, TRITREZ VR o> T
Wiey by TREMBRBICERU SN, B EDOHFKETY THEBRCOWTHL
Bid 2 ,BRE LTELS ZLoHES L, A THlR~R & 510, THEED
- AW A2 eS| R DERVPTFVWERDLNAHREETDH, 'YVr—
VEEFENEFERDEAI B EEWIEBREMZA I EIcX > T, THIREA
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