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Key findings Experiment 1: licensor type Corpus analysis

Intrusive negative quantifiers yield NPI illusions, but intrusive
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Theoretical background

Results: replicated illusion effect with negative quantifier (no); no evidence of an illusion
with

Experiment 4: temporal adjuncts

e Negative polarity items (NPIs, e.g ever) are only permitted
with a negative element (licensor, e.g. not or no) 1
(1) No student has ever passed the exam.

Observation: Specific temporal adjuncts like last week combine
poorly with ever and may reduce expectations for ever.
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(2) ;I'he students haven't ever passed the exam. 2 o Question: are illusions blocked in sentences where ever should
(3) *The students have ever passed the exam. L oc NPLILLUSION & o6 not be expected inside the RC due to a temporal adjunct?
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e Robust across measures: eye-tracking [1], self-paced reading (N=32) with conditions A-D £ 940 & ¥ * g l - .
- ~ 310 Unlicensed | E F 0
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e Proximity to the illicit licensor is crucial [4] and 2.0 Discussion & Conclusions
o NPI ILLUSION
unlicensed conditions O 570 o , . . .
e Existing accounts of NPI illusions: e no slowdown in negative g - e NPl illusions don't depend on retrieval of a suitable licensor.
Cue-based retrieval: partial cue-matching in the search for a licensor quantifier (no) or licensed NPI-1 NPl NP+ NPlI+2  NPI+3  NPI+4 o . : :
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-Neither can explain locality effect licensing environment beyond the mere presence of
-Neither predicts a contrast between licensor types Experiment 3: licensor type negation.

e The presence of specific mismatching properties (i.e. the
incompatibility of ever with temporal adjuncts) isn't enough

Experiments 1-3: licensor type

Design: untimed 1-7 Likert scale judgements
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