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Examining the Type Matching Problem from

the Perspective of Compositionality ;
A Case Study of the Problems Caused by Quantifiers in Object Position

YAO Cong-jun & LUO Dan

( Department of Philosophy, Xiangtan University, Xiangtan 411105, China)

Abstract: According to traditional theory, if quantifiers lie in the subject position, the types of noun
phrase and verb phrase match well. But if quantifiers are in the objective position, there exit the type mismate-
hing problems. The problem caused by quantifiers lying in the object position is a very old problem which can
date back to Aristotle. But it has not been solved satisfactorily until modern times. Now, there are three ap-
proaches to solve the above problems. Observed from compositionality, these approaches have their own char-
acteristics. Compositionality is of great significance in philosophy and semantics. According to Professor Dag
Westerstahl, if we would treat compositionality seriously, we should make clear whether these three approaches
are compositinal and in what sense they are compositional.
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