ﬁ%’.lé_%‘# CAMBRIDGE
SEERHE
RXAH

LOGICS OF CONVERSATION

G IR it
%@ﬁqiliﬁﬁﬁh;m il Mfﬁlb

" AN Ae g K F L
PEKING UNIVERSITY PRESS




Logics of Conversation

X i 2 4

— REREWNGHSIEES

4 # Nicholas Asher

Alex Lascarides

Fik G4

oy At s F R

PEKING UNIVERSITY PRESS




EEWMSEBIE 01-2009-3915
EHEEMSRB (CIP) ¥ i7

SHERZHE. SEMRITNsISIE LHiE. Logics of Conversation/#8 &
(Asher, N.),3€ 87 & B 1587 (Lascarides, A ) E. —db 5. b 5 K2 H IR,
2010. 8

(i+%‘lﬂ == lﬁln =] ﬂ’&)ﬁi}‘}\%)
ISBN 978-7-301-17158-5

a1 Q% @%-~ . O E—FLEHF5H %X
QHABELE BFE-EL V. DHO30QTP391

o A A CIP BB (201008 075794 5

Logics of Conversation, first edition (ISBN.: 978-0-521-65951-5) by Asher and Lascarides first
published by Cambridge University Press 2003.

All rights reserved.

This reprint edition for the People’s Republic of China is published by arrangement with the Press
Syndicate of the University of Cambridge, Cambridge, United Kingdom.

© Cambridge University Press & Peking University Press 2010

This book is in copyright. No reproduction of any part may take place without the written

permission of Cambridge University Press and Peking University Press.

This edition is for sale in the People’s Republic of China ( excluding Hong Kong SAR. Macau SAR

and Taiwan Province ) only.

R AL BR 7R P A A R SRR E B P CR B s R TR AT X R B I e KO

B £: WiENBE — B ERITOIEIE ER
EEB{E# . Nicholas Asher Alex Lascarides
BRiEHEBE- A 5 F R

B #E B . ISBN 978-7-301-17158-5/H » 2492
& . e REREE

b it Jb BT IE X R AT 205 5 100871

[ #it . http://www. pup. cn

H, F #E $8: zpup@ pup. pku. edu. cn

A, W HRIIEE 62752015 K& ATHS 62750672  HmERIE 62753334

R 62751962

ORI & EREEEIRT

W F: B b
787 BK X 1092 ZH 16 FFA& 35,25 Epak 810 TF
2010 4F 8 HES 1 AL 2010 £ 8 A% 1 IKENRY

W . 69.00 70

RGN ABLUEMAREREYERBZ BRI EBAE.
R BB I HIE . 010—62752024
i FHE 4 . fd@ pup. pku, edu, cn



(HHEBZTFHETHHARIA I ITLT X
FEBEIRFREFTERRLFPO LT REH
FETFARTH(H 973 RA LA N E I M6 IR
A" Z#) A TR FE B IRAL S AEIR K



FARZERZ

Academic Advisory Committee

N
HEA(FR)
% B
% (&) Chris Manning (Stanford)
FHRAEGLT) Harold Somers (Dublin)
FFRAET) K49 (A6 )
Maarten de Rijke (Amstérdam) 3 F(JL7%)
B EZMER) A (& db)
Suzanne Stevenson (Toronto) E# &((JLF)
E BT EEAER)
RAKR(E ) A (T
MABE(ER) #R 48 4 (Urbana-Champaign)

SREF(EB)



MR

Editorial Committee

G :
BELSBR(FR)

%
BERERGLT
& 1% 8 # 3% (Singapore)
I8 R AR (K0
KEAHEKRFB)
TR H AR (T
# & 2 3K (Saarbriicken)
M A EF LT
¥iBAE S AR R (& 4b)
RS EHBRKOERIE)
TARKFR R (T

VTR REE . & dE )
FEFHK(LE)

B BHER(FR)
HAEHIZCATD)

R 41 fp # #% (Los Angeles)

B & X # 4 (Waltham)

A H IR (T
BEARINBZ(T)

B RHFR R (T

FEE P GATAR BT



MASHIE

P # & F % (Computational Linguistics, CL)ZEE SR 2 5 AR 22K
MRGARBHEXRBENAC, BEX¥ERIRNESARNBENEBERS
EEMER. TRASFIFRETRIESNAXEAESHEBN KT
2. ERBEFT¥ . EEBENET LAY 5NANB 244NN %R, IHE
BE¥ERMTES*EMBIRSNAHAMRNEERT. BLE.HEBES
¥ 5 AN%ES M H (Human Language Technology, HLT) 7] L1 ¥ 3 — & Fi
i, AR 43 #

HHESSMREG T LS A A HERMILEBIEHE. hXHH
RUFFTHILFRIE TR, 1960 FREMTEMM K EHARE, T+ L. 4%
E.C.Y. Dougherty FARFHHR P X PRILBBIE. AP TE
BEEHR.TRESHABRRENER SN, PEEATRBERT LA
BEIE, KA ML S0 FRPHEESHH. ATHEHE, XEhHEXEY
PLESBIEIR A TEH SR VRE, BEESL T X, h TR IEF ¥
RERERGEWHRE L EFF] 1986 4 ;BB EAER —FERL THRHARS
FHXHBEEFTEEMEMNB YRR, LR RENTEIES SRR
EREREEBII TR HEE B M bEAS T ERF, MeB“p
B BE” 0 v SR RR /N, R IR R B ST, PR R B R R R 1987 IR &
A

PXHBEEFTENTR .20 RFEREBZRTHYTRMES, EEHR
G5B P HATTROHARRR . FANBETEELHHEERERR
HRLA, BEMAZFZOAAEE~ V. BIEFEXAEESMIRES
BARIRPLH LB EFREMERAGRIERER. EXPMEAERE
KAAET . BRIMNHEE, PUOTRETESEANTREETEXENRS B2
BRELEH# -, FEATHRETFFEREL IFF-EREBEERHNES FIHF
AREMRBRMW,

BEHEESEHRESE T ENEDRE, GIHER T AR ZE
BFENFERZ—. BT HEE%FEAREBERTHEIMEANRR, Bk R
HEILE ACLASHREB E, AAMEAMK I REBEFETFHILGHER
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B WHER, REFA B E TR ARMBER, U T KRR,

MEHEEAMTTEES¥E R RATENN¥NTME FES %0
T, XTEESSMERABESMANABET . AESAMLO. XMW
ATR A 4G TR R S ERBAS . EHHE S BSR4 108 50, (A i
TRBORE AT EX S BIRATBEOER, Rk b SR EKNER %
FRTEEMHMTHEE, A . FHELELEREHNRE, JLEHFRHEE,
HMITHMERE  REFEEEN 4.

SIFREHHEET¥RBBRIINSI ;. REELRER T 40, &
A% A Cambridge University Press B Hi i ) Studies in Natural Language
Processing ZFISMBERZ —, BT 2010 BT £ 5. BEBEHREINPKRE
BHJLEEMESIHEN,FEFE. 51K AREE, EHEHBARY
BR . GENEESFEARARNET BECEANBE SR . E2NAT
HCHEFE L FE SIS J, B, AN BRI REG, BEARBERGER L. &
EBHEF-NERBEPXRE  EEHHE=

H— 2875 EN. REEEKFERE TR, S HEHERENESN,
U EEFREMXHRER, THEEERHLERIFRKIZBHN
B KT, POHXBR. FEARA -ESRIIMHXHPIBE. HRRER
MHFENA L EEEEIR S N AR, AT i ¥R E X4
WRGHEA R AR WBRETDA S IEHEAT XA RO AHRETESE LS R
fiESR., HE 3 REBBREROEHANT ZRE. AR ERBR#,
EfRIZREEBRE, LF D LA FROHETE. Fi, 7 B0 500 i bk 4%
P bRk, FIREREERYIERW RS, 2 HHEEF RAX
FRGR . T A SCHE I 5T R BB B 9T R R T 43 1) DA ST AR X HE 4 15 s 45
AW T2, EMEESE, FEETLRREF, #EAHXHFIRIR,
EAABRUINENEZOCHRE. TLURPERANBTH RS AN ERH
&L IR H I T AR A

EABHER . REEFIMENER, EAUHBYEKIE P, X
BES¥HRIALREMEAERTEHERT TR LB . FEE
TR#Z,FANZIKR - BRIEEFTFHART LS5 . A M. WHEILA
TEXRENZNEE, BED T XBEM. YA BMRIIGEHEIIFA B K, BEA
FEA 2 A IR 6 A 1 B b K AR B9 SRR T 81 BF S AR At 32 B 4R 8 Helen
Barton \H B BE, i & AR K B1T . B LA D — . B REBRHA
MAPHEANRE . FHINEMKEEFEASVEENEEH, I AEE
BETHAERBEENEN . AABHH K. &% 2010 COLING EHFRiTHE
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L FRR RN

EEFIENERER IR &5 5 75 B2 B0 0 M R 2 L3k e 45 f
i AR REES AR L. HEAENANEF, AM1H EE8 7 5k
RSSO, A B IEF A TiE MG R AT arl
H}i%g—l?ﬂ@@)‘(9%%%%@%11/‘:{%@?[:2&%%%S(Lﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬂ/ﬁ”}/‘)ﬁi}(
ME. THEXNEPNIESEH, b T k2 A ZE 0008, Bty )7 45
YR ERE 5B, Y R B E N B F O E 0 A R LR Bk
WA LF A E &S R R AL B— % & . 4 BB R XF 35 RE Q0 B8 ) 34 Y il
7. BB FHAEAMMIES S XUFS 5%, & Cw B 50, dlbnf
BRG] B AR A G S B k. X RRGF I k. BT RS A5 0 10 e
(Hobbs 1985, Grosz and Sidner 1986, Mann and Thompson 1988, Kamp
and Reyle 1993 ete. ) i FHFEXT iR iE kAT, AR BUDRESN AT ML, R[5
B AR B B B R AR H L (Segmented Discourse Representation Theory.
SDRT) &£ & % A i (Discourse Representation Theory, DRT) ( Asher
1993) M, L2 — TS B E LR EMHESE WL MM . &
SCHERE T ELAT L B 6o BB I 2R O R, Xt iR B R 0. i
BRERAH IS MR I X R, HEA AW B RE R AR, T
fRIZEESEN., ABTPRENPCBE I EAERME. & FER discourse
#i%E 9B 5, rhetorical relation BIFRIER X R, BOR I T 2R E K
HEMES B, BRXEANREZDBENEMBRXCR N MRIEET Y
MERREMN, LLBERXRZMIF. rhetorical structure M| L& &E 55 #) 835 . 1)
an RST ¥ A G E i,

2. WHRE

ABIRMAIRRAEEXNEBE L. AR -FIABREXRYH
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MR EZE B BN DTIESCFERAE, L HE DRT, 4 =21
EHHSEHINE TS WAL BL RN AL SRS, B
FHE A FEWEARBMN TR E T SDRT KB EE RIS/ ., #0051
TR XRBEXERHR RS EAREAMIEMTE., ELESENASHHY
FUUF 9 SDRT il FE ff BT IE OB FE e s R M B B £ R 5 HIiE
SCRL R fef R Y SDRT, B ILEH S 4 F WY 7 20 52 @, /8 4 3% 918 L
BHEREE. BRABEEHERINASHEY.DRT MiBEX AR ESLRME
YRR ENNEE S L, U R & E B R,

3. WETEMIA

E§—5 N

AEEH 5= X B 5 B M L (discourse interpretation) 5 & FE 45 #
(rhetorical structure) ZHIBY X R B WA, BEEME T TIEME
MiE R X R (rhetorical relation) , AL AIE L RIBR X R 5 HiBH
NEELZMARR A IFHRS - MEX DEENESREENEH
DMEFRE. RERERNESNELY KERY% RN E X R E %%
WA, ABESBEEDITELY T HEEFFE5EATERS
GEN R EREZB LU ERERNFREOEERZIEE. RKAENE
FA UL E BB R &R Ctemporal relation) |, f€ & 37 /9 8 L £ R
(anaphora) . #f # 3¢ & (bridging) . f& % i #& (presupposition) ., id 1. & X
(lexical ambiguity) (Xt iF B 28 & 5 F & 4T 5 (implicature and speech act in
dialogue) S B EST AR AF. U EBXRAERELZEETNEALHEE
P, RIBRXATIHEENZEBEAR, SHEISELENANEE, &
GENFSEHYOEMEFETEESTENHERXRNW T EE LE%,
1 Ah A B AL 35 BA A A5 AN 0 B ) A0 0 64 R R 2R 502 A BN R S R
SHEE BREFTHTE SRS S,

HE BEMRTIEED

A AGE SO A B BT B R HOX #3232 i (Montague 1974, Davidson
1980) , eI BN E B B FE, FSEBEXFER TFIEOREN
BUER . MBEL AN ESRERETTELAENERNZATNIERS
TIEMZEHXR S URREINESXMNMEANEEERR. AiBEXRR
2R AT RS SR TR T B O 1B 55 0 BT BB 4 (context change potential, CCP)
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CCPRIBENEREENMRZ —. HIENMNXRSHEEFBUMIE
BEMME(Ejk and Kamp 1997, Kamp and Reyle 1993, Groenendijk and
Stokhof 1991), RWERRE L (DRD £~ NMERFUHHN BB L ¥HEIL;
LIRS & IR (discourse representation structure, DRS) W R E 8, &
HREXBEHRIEYENF A T E X £ B M (subordination) 5 7] #5 ¥ #4
(accessibility), BH . MEBENFERANEMH. (D) HEZEERNNOHR,
(2) REZ2BENNAEEREOS B, BE LR A 533 0 #3
B DRS Wik 518 L anfar fg 4 .

TEf3 DRS B, IBE 5N BE XA S RARMEA S0 . BEIE e
B (semantic underspecification) JE{E T iEE R4 SE X N AW E, MR
BT eSS . 7R AL X AE SO S Jn) B 1) G B 1) R A YR B L AV OE
B S T B R S S B R , R IR LR B R LR EW R . SDRT &
MAERXAZE . ZBEXBEME S, /7 DRT GG EH A EWHE
WAL AR EARK . 5 E T H (discourse update) 44 551 BE o & HF 1B B ¢
FEAREENFIERR, oM2E. S5 RARARARENIELMNEREEN
7 HEH (nonmonotonic reasoning) B A KB/, HF, BLUEBAXER, BT
BRXAEBEFE=AAE A6, SHHRE L EH N RN EE AR,
DRT, REA AR TN A 5, 3F T @& 1 LU B 24 00 2 0ROk IR 28
BAREIFR A AR, AT A B R E — M IE. Bl EX RS
BORTIPSR T

$=F RERIEARI

EHNIERAYERTEEC R SEAEEEMEBEARL. Hlm, Grice
(97X FAIIERRWBELRETOMESHLETHAGHMELER
AR, A 918 FITh B M 1L R € T 1R 32 19 B % (rationality) 5 & 1E 1%
(cooperativity) , i B X B EAT A BE B R A S AT B, Searle(1969)
MERESKAEBEDUANEEHN L. A EEZEXNFHSERN B R
MIBEMBRM AR AR, 4 EHFREHN TR EREN ZAE SRR
(D) REMREZEBLFEBICRKREEHOAHNES R WM mELXR
M. ) REZHTERIBREETFORA . AN—-RERSGESEHE
MESSER. HEENTEIBRSHERAMNREERBMAESTERE I
B E S S B R R R . kR UL, BN R EE R X,
MAEE T EEANEN, BEEMEEMEL. ) AEFPRE, MEF¥S
IR AR, BZA — A & 01 LXK 45 3F B2 30 1R R AR ok I8 2 J8] 1
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MRXFR, (O BTHREREBEIMITHHEN. S SN S S ERIENIZE
ELARERBERLH. CHNESREEE. BBEEDEREFE LA
PO, BB SR CERHE (D BELEBE@ S JAHERS
FIRIEET ¥R E. Ll Grosz and Sidner (1990) #1118 #1 %1 7 3£ (plan
recognition approach) 5 Hobbs et al. (1993) MIBELES XA AL,
AT R R E TIEFWEN MR REEENIEYAE. B4, ks
AU ERZEFEX TR EEN SR TR, BEZENXREE SR
BERF R AR 0T BB 1, &0 Grosz and Sidner (1986) 7 2 i #9 dominance 15
satisfaction precedence, 3% & Hobbs er al. (1993) # coordinating 5
subordinating IR G &, FIAXEX AT AEHLAEMOEAENES, B
BETER SN DFAEE T ERZMEENE X GALIE LS.
— BE IR AR . WA E A B R IS LUE A SHE LR N &, &
BMESHMAERER, MAUEFTASHIE XA L. AHEEANNERE
MEEL EERNASBEX SBEENERNZA, LA SHBNERBE HE
IERIRE, RUE W 1R AR s AR I 5 R .

ENE FEEBBEX

AR SDRT 5 HM AR ] LI BT JLER B M IA 3
LR BT ERXR HAREEL BN EAARMIARRMESE
FOXORENERSRIEIWMARERER, EEI5EEHN SDRT #A,
HAETEE X F A (clause) 19K 1 12 B 12 3 £ & (underspecified logical
form, ULF), {BEiR BVERE LR o5 0 15 B T M s 77, TR & 7R B0 B 4R
BLERTEEREXAR L2 FNEEEm BT, #FeEiH--
#E L ULF #3% B inf] 51 iE 5 M % 8 31748 12 (labels) 5 4 2%
(sorts) . U2 B ULF 584510 A915 5 (labelled language) ., &£ HiB X k5%
BN TALEEIEREE NIRRT H A ME LN E S5 R . SDRT %
BUMSIEHABRBERMO N EERN, Fa4ESZE E LTS T &R
BEIMRENEL, ~1THEANSDRSEAFTE TECLZERBWARES
MTaZBEERE. fridE. UEARRBRXANFSE. EXT SDRS R
WEAEE RESHNEM =N EMHR brid g FfRicEPEmA SR
J& = F R RIARIE . LA B AN A FR i X B F SDRS RAE R M BIER T,

R B AT AT LA Y Anfe] 4 5 55 HL o 7 A 4% B & B LS B B9 1B R 6 R AT
WRESDRTHEFEMES. ZETIEEXRENE X EERIEXWALY
L. BMERITHBERMBHEHEFTEBRELRERBREMRI .
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AHRERXRSHIHANESES SNAEE X B 5EE 5K EGESD
A HI A %, 7 SDRT H, BRERZEMNE XA Mann and Thompson
(1987) W& B 45 ¥ Hi& (Rhetorical Structure Theory) o 2 H i 43 26 48 ¥ I8
LER HESRBERENENSRIERBLHMEEMES - MBS LE.
EAEA R — DA E T B E (coherent discourse) , RREIMIER KR Z A X
M AW AR S HIAREENZEN R KR Grosz and
Sidner(1986) fir & H B dominance 4 satisfaction precedence FiFf % £ . 1EiX
BERB & 254 T, 4 3 B # & {4 (right-frontier constraint) 3t 55 ] 8 ¢
(availability ) 5 A #:3f P Caccessibility) H 3., 30 H LUK #1038 8818 80 1S
BHEMMZASHER ——EE. ZEHUERIES BAMiES CREM
PEAR L, SDRT B 40 SDRS 1 i 0] 7 S i 85 3 2 17 1% A0 ot 4 A 55 4t
M. ANEAEENHNESHITRESAAS - ERBHEY S Hakba s
RERE VI TR E R m R E 2 EE A T —&Eitie.

FHE HIREZEER

ULF a] ARIR th 5 %58 48 45 #1938 43 i1 B N & (information content) ,
ERRREERIFEHIGERE . REZEMITE R A H B2 78 4 K
RHHARZEMXE. HE, ULF 5B XRNITEE LEHHHE X 5%
FA 2Z2 18] o] FH  AH AL, #8046 B A9 T B, 6 35 T BE (information packaging)
. WEAXNEBNE QS INEMNELEE (the glue logic) | &Y & H
(discourse update) 55 #E 1] (discourse revision) X #6484, EB1E = (the
glue language) B AIRMERHIBR X R UL A EME N IZHTHERES® T
H, 2T RKHRERBEENELS B FI OGS SENRREHR Y
EEEENEA UROEHRXRANENL. RHRFERLRNERTR T
BERESMIBEXANETUHEBEEE. BRERNRE 2/ X0 LR
BCHARE - FATLUENERXRENES B LIELHRBOLE
BRBFEXNTRN., ZAEUAKRAGHEAES U TIER LR — S AN .
SR (narration) , f# B (explanation) , % %5 40 35 (elaboration) , 45 B (result),
BB AR (background) , V47 3¢ & (parallel) DL & %t kb X6 & (contrast)

SDRS B ERIE XA —HE &R, A EZREEBRXANKES >
& T~ EE ST SDRS 8 8 # (SDRS update) , 15 & W {6 45 55 2 15 1%
(¥ SDRS 5 5 iR & iy SDRS 4 — #7149 SDRS, M4 B4~ SDRS & # 4
—ERFEASZHBENES R, FERXBEFTZHF AEZEU—-IEE
WM BEERG 73 SDRS 5iERXFZMBV S FEH. XA T HAMAHE.
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Aot REMEREDERES. EXERP . H-PHEMNERCHBY . HE
N A& B BAELIHEN (maximal discourse coherence, MDC), 7 SDRT B &7
Wi, R SDRS A RFEME H X, MDC £ # B8 1% L 8 55 N
FREFM SDRSEXHER AR, BANHNF SHIEANITREASm £
MERNBERREEEMEYE. BHELLEREEXQEHRMAE, &
REIER KRR LI IEM O T . 55 B 00 25 75 5T B R 0 5 00 b m] LA 386 B e 2
BRERIBERXR, LHTRENSTMIEL.

EE AT SDRT S .0 MIEE B LS A% E LiEH#. SDRT 5
VIVEEfE & R FARH Hobbs eral. (1993) . Searle (1969) i Sperber and
Wilson (1986) A [/, 5 LLiE & KA FUR S N E A1 Grice (1975) A,
SDRT A HHRREENREEHH THERIE R, WILIE L, BHREM,
FRAXANKERERE.UETHEENRTSENSALE TR EZBEAN
RE,

ERNE WRWILERELW

P“HA"XAEAF, ELEERANAARERXRN T, BHT
WA HETLE R EEXR HAEENRIZ. AEFENAM
HIENLE (lexicon) ? L ER FEEAFRNLAIEEL 5E LHMHIEFTERA.
ERTREEWN AL ERREANENS. AMBREARALE —EET
KRR A"XHENELARER, MEQSFEEARILE R, fFEHRILIEX
ZHh B B A1 (domain knowledge) TE iR E N AN U HEEEM
. HESNHTMO A RS R ESWERRE L R E R, EifRAME
BNAERBAEAENMDO AT LUREEH, — B 5 & DUR 5 45/ 1R
HMEER., FEDEYR - DEEORICECERB, WL S5EKREEN
Al Ar 6 IR B A RIC IR LN b, RTINSt & A8 X e iE A
B RiE B {6 (Pollard and Sag 1994, Bresnan 1982, Steedman 2000, Levin
1995, Pustejovsky 1995), RILEH#H AN B ELHREWH EARMWIFLE,
ENHREE A AR S SRR RENCHEEE, EXAAERT XN BRE
B, Hlm " (move) 5 I%” (falD) B £ “# 31 3117 25 ” (movement verbs),
BEMEFAERXRA . FERA. XUESFMIBEREXRANBIE., AIEXLZ
S RIE A BRI TS WE S MBEER SEX AR ERH P A E, 6l Wik
EESZEH, WHIEICHE push 5 hit/slap/bat B A . push F/E R ¥13h
He K ZEHELRESLEAEMBE EHE hit/slap/bat IR —F ., LR HEXH
HEA M BHERREAERN . AT TUBAHE R (resul)O XMIBEH X REM
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SIHERX D ZHEEMHERXR., BEXRAEEEEMRITITE Lk A0
LAE R R IR Bk #E S . 6140, John hit Max. He fell. hit £ —4~ 4
SiEZEELAMBEHIE. A fall {58 30301730 LEGHEA T result X
TERRXANAG. IEXWADFAEGBERR LR, SBBHE TR
XANRBEFEAZAHE SR, MBI MBS LR SR, K&l
M -BAESENREBATE S EEHWEEN, £ F =28 8w
WAHLER TIRFERE IR B SN, B H 505 F A R A B 6 & 0
W HEEAM,

FtE MFBEEXE

AEEENERRENRENTSEY REMIE, B U3 0 4L B %45
FHOHSY, BRXRAREFNZEIERZESHEMNEE, A0EN
RKANBRUSESRESE5H (FEHMENEER NN, 4. 5
A K, A% FE LN E (question) 5 B3R (request) B 8 15 36 & % 5115 11
DAHRSEXMIBLRR, B - BEERSZEEERGIESLRNE
RERMIH . LR A BT 8 ¥ (availability) 5 8 7] 38 % 7 Caccessibility) %
Ut o £ X3 A AR BB, B 5 00 5 6 1 B 2 1) Xk 4 X 3R BT 48 9 4
SERMEER, X IEFEHET. BLIES XCEMA I Celaboration) 1
BOR (narration) R B, FEX 15 B A E S IEHRITFR 2 M S S8, 1
RB—EHEBARSZIEREER, £ 8 HS S5t AR 2 AL ) 04
HEMEBNEZE5ERETEK A B — ML SDRS, {1 5 6 I 1 5 % & 50 i
FRBEA SR XA . 25501585 B8R R et SOZ T 37 4
SDRT 5K AT IR LAE & BB R X 50 5 R AT R 00 BB, 0 7 LAIE S i
Bt B AN BOR &) 5 (845 89 R [ 78 F 8UR A1 F7 7R R B B3 SCRRIG . S i% HL g
ER KRR LLIFRIT AR (speech act types), LAFLE I F ik B 4R 1 10 15
HEREZHE., LLFRA (asserting) R, 78 SDRT H % 40 4> explanations.
ﬂarrations, backgrounds, elaborations, corrections FIERER MK NS
WRAT MR KA (subtypes) . LR X E XK W 5B X B, 78 M i X% 5
BB AIAR T F LUEE % H Gllocutionary force) h K 4r K I 89 5 ik 17 .
A correction(a,B) 5 explanation(a,B) N B, correction(a,B) H AR BLR Ka L1
B H LM, HE explanation(a, ) HER Ko BAELH. BWEZHEBAFR
S ZEEA R e, B LB R . SDRT B iYi% 458 48t 48 fit—
BB SRR, IS TR R 5B S M. X B LA R
F R (indirect question answer pairs) Jy i B SDRT TE X i B A — BB {8
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HRELRSE X, HPdaE& NEI(not enough information) , A I kR 75 i &
AREHER KR, P —MRBAREEXANREELELEANANE
(metatalk relations) , Ml 2 L5 IE A N1 . TR (request) B L 4 A1 L
ML HAAS LKA MERX AN NAMEHR, BESEmES Y
REERLEMB N ARR., RERF O SDRT fE I8 T E R KL A RIE

ENE HiESFWN

B — T XX IE SR B F B R R A X EE LR E X T &
e ARNEHMAFAEREXRAUBREAAGEMEDP A S RENELSH
S, XS S E BTG B S R EIRY , £ 5 % 22 18] ] 5 A 4
Mok ESZh, XEEATFERNIER CRUMBRI IENEEEN.
B ARIER X R EE RGN L HIE R £ & (divergent relations) , 1
& 1T R & N4 (discourse revision) i, EHEMIBE X RN WA EE L
I 3 35 1% 45 i 88— 7 0] (monotonic) ¥ & JE B — & [ (nonmonotonic) . LI
IE Ceorrectiomd XA IER KR NG EERAME EMBEEARIIEEXEREN
Rk EALRMARE EBR LR, BENMIERE LT B (retract) 1
EHRERFESEERENENZBAIMNEERREIER. BEXRAEEAR
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. HHES correction X AMER RAM AL~ NER KR ROEH Dis(R)
BAGDS(ROBR RENMEE AR ELATAHFIUAFEHE, correction & IF
WEMIE.MEIEREEHHIIEE. L correction X, A T4 E X Dis f3h
REXSHEBBEAELHEH, AWM. FEHEHRAELEE MES5EX
Wi Z IR (settledness) ? Z W IF AR M KIEFH R B RAME EE R AEHIE
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SEMIAMEEERE X, XD ET —&Eitig.
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