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Intro

= Empirical study — Changing topics.
*= How did I find this subject?

= Hypothesis?




Adjective or Degree Phrases?

= Degree as the ‘characteristic property’ of adjectives (Zwarts 1992)
Functional element(s) on top of the adjective

= Degree Phrase

= Quantifier Phrase?

= Questions raised by this
= Double comparison? (Seuter 1973)
® John is more taller than Bill than Peter

= Comparative Concord?

= Than-phrases (Corver 2005, Christensen 2016)
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My study

= Acceptability study
= “normal”
= Comparative
= Double comparative

Gibberish

Setting up the study

Results
= People did NOT care for it.
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Acceptability £1 SD

Mean acceptabilty by condition (English, n=22)

Control Comparative Double comparative Gibberish



Acceptability +1 SD

Mean acceptabilty by condition (Danish, n=69)

Control Comparative

Double comparative

Gibberish



Challenges for my study

Mistakes I made when setting up the study

Comments from participants
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Future research

Targeting speakers of specific dialects.

Double licensing

Double superlative

Double synthetic comparatives

= Fasterer, betterer, strongerer




Questions, Feelings and Ideas?
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