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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The let alone construction is typically used after a negative statement to emphasize that the statement also applies even more to the referent of its complement. This paper reports a corpus investigation of the construction, investigating the licensor environments of the construction as well as its semantic and pragmatic scalarity conditions. The attested data show us a variety of the construction’s syntactic peculiarities that general syntactic rules cannot predict and the importance of contextual information referring to the discourse structure in question. The attested data further indicate the pivotal roles of the contextual constraints with respect to the contextual scale and prominence between the antecedent and the situation evoked from the construction. Our corpus investigation suggests that a discourse-based approach of the construction is more feasible to account for its flexible distributions in real-life situations including dialogues.
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