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18 1&F % (Computational Linguistics, CL)EES ¥ 5E BN %8
PR SERBENAA, EFFHERI RN EFTARAEENE RS
RN, THEIES ¥ EFRAE T K UE 5 0 A X 2 HL 8 5 R 1 KAl
&, ERNEF¥%. GEN%NIZETLH¥Y5ANAB %S 4WE %5, 1HE
EEFERMETES¥EMMIR SN AR LERT, FXEHRET
% 5 A\ 25iE 5 F £ (Human Language Technology, HLT) A] DL # b — & B
T, A W] 5,

WHES ¥Rl T a2 7oA HFERR LSRR, P 3CrH
KBS LT [F] 45 JF 86, 1960 SF R FE M FEE MM K EH R E, £ Lo 40 %
E.C. Y. Dougherty % AR FF I 36 P AR AL AR B . ML ATH9 305
EE MR, TRESHARREREF LK. B EENDRBEFREA
BLik, KATE L 50 FERPHED s, AT A=, X 28 b SO R B
PLAR BRSO, B FREM SR R BR ), B RBRESE T ok . P30t E IR S 20
RUBEAERGEWIHE, REEF) 1986 4F; MR ER —F WL TS
FHICGHEIEFTEEMBENELWAREE., AR RENITEIES RN
TERBEREABS TR, )G — BT B B A AT L R, MEE“H
BB ” 59 Hh SCIR AR R /N, ol 9 4R B S, PR T {8 2 4, BB (S 1987 R &
JEIA .

SRR E FRIBIS, 20 KRFERE R T A Y AT WK ST, B E R
S5 WU ER A AT BF IS AR . A AT RIE B ¥ E W E PR AR R
BB, MEMAZFEMMREES L, BEFTBEXKBESNIRES
Bk AR s R E R R B B WY E B E . R A AR R
R, RATHE PG BB SR AN BES ¥ EORS B
BRELEH B, FATBIEFTEFARZL, FFEIEEFRHE 5 80%
REMBRM,

B EIE S FHRELTE T ENED KRR, IR 5 A RN %2
EFENFEHEZ—, BEo+FEE%RAWFHEFER THITEXNRR, FH &
FEILE ACLA S M BE. AAMFEM K HRBLESEFTFHIBEME
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AR ST, SR BT BB S ¥R MBI, LT RFT R

EE S EENITEES¥ERR . RAHTENM2NTEMRE TIES¥H
Tk, XABELSMBERAESMRPNKRKER T, AeS AWML XEHFAT
DA HE FRIMAEERBAS . BRSSPI 308 3 HH
F R IR A BRI, AT IS R A BN R, A R ENERY
HoORTBE WM T HEE. FH,# bR 0E BRRAR 2, FUE SR,
A RARAE , REFEEN L.

SIMF KT BIBETHFREB BRI #H, MEE LRERT AR, &
AZs & Cambridge University Press ff H it B Studies in Natural Language
Processing ZFI4IBE R 2 —, 34T 2010 AL 4. BBHHRIPERE
BRI EESIHEN, FILER. SIHFER, NS, B EES SRR
Vi, EAYE SEEF R RN, R SCEENBERERE, EZNHT
HSCRF ST, MR B hN%S Fr . Bk, A A 5 R €, 2 7 1R BR RO AR B S Ak b L 48
ABEHE - NERBEPXFR. HENAA=:

H—, 2BHAERN. FEEERFRE T RO, X R ERRNED,
PIh %, IR R, B E E A E B RO BN
K, B, PSCHEMR. FEA—ESRIMXHPIXHT. AFEER
AFEAA L BERER RIS 5 P SCH SC R AT B, T RE 8 {3 i F E B A XA
VOB HEA SO E B B R VA S, M e SCRF R R A KR i S 1R
Migs., K= HEBEBHRERMEAROH KR, AR KRR E,
2B EENRE, LD LA RMEBIR. Bk, 76 30 3200 1 Bk 4
i B R R.E iR E I Rk, 2B REEFRAX
FARUGR, T SO B 5T B B B BF 9 K R WU 43 1) LA ST SR B JE 1) 12 B
By X280, A EEsEH . 6iEE T DRI BT, 3 A ST 80, t
BANBER E O, o ASES I R AN B 052 50, AR N R A5 4%
o, JF B3I T R0 B 418 .

AABHEIR, REZ T IMERLS R, FERRERME KA, LRIt
BES¥HRAFALNEMEFEELHRME T TALEH R, T
TR, R RILA—EADUEE & %055 0 5 R E o A 2 ML LA
LB ZIMBE, R T REMM. MR, B RIIEEBITH H AR, BA
FrA 2 AR G 0 25 # Jb K AR AL A9 S RE, 10 6 B AR AL B 4 88 Helen
Barton M B HE , & A REIRAIS51T , RO AT AW — 3, &JF, RERBHHA
MABHENRE, S ENKEESENEMNEENFEHMH, MBIV EE
BRTHEAERBEMEH . AN IR, & % 2010 COLING HFriHH
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AR
L. Z=RE RN

B H PR NR)Z 1 & 5 5 75 3 2 BRI A9 1] 2% 5 15 12 804 45 4
BT AR WO A& A BT & . (B A6 8 5, A% R T ik
G S5 I EE, A BB IE S Tl AR k. AT dn ey fa
FATE S S EAR S 3L B WY 2 A R A0 A B (3 5 41 4 i 41 1 7 X
ME. LHEXNERWESEH BT ERE AZE R HWE, Hikxt 5 $Er
VIR BE 5IRGE , Y R R B G 1B T R SR R DL R i
R A I [F B 15 & 55 R AR AL AT — I 5 &, A BE A AR X 35 B L R 40 BE A0
1. BRELFHAEAWIES & XU/FSE5BH, & e 50,
AR R EMHEXE 2R k., X BRI k. MUT R 54500 B
(Hobbs 1985, Grosz and Sidner 1986, Mann and Thompson 1988, Kamp
and Reyle 1993 etc. ) i FH7EXS G iR AR B, A B B/ RESh S M itk . AP
B4R B8 B R 35 £ iR P8 (Segmented Discourse Representation Theory,
SDRT) &% & % iR ¥ i (Discourse Representation Theory, DRT) (Asher
1993) B SEMH , R — RS A ELHELEWMESNEZBEIE, &
SCHERE T EL AT AR AT %098 B8 i T8 2o AR X i O U,
B B R A T 10 BB 4R HH A X 1R 5L, (2 A AU EL AR 9 SR R A L I
fRERESH ., ABHREN S ORI LA ERME. AF K discourse
B¥ A 5, rhetorical relation BlIFEAIBERX R, HMARN TR A4RERNK
WHEMIES F., BRXRANEEZPEARIMBE LR, W THRBEDS
R REM, LB R R BiE. rhetorical structure N D& & 45 ¥4 B1% , 491
i RST ¥R EFELE L,

2. NARRE

AR AR T R X T X B RE R, R —Ss A RR SR
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M4 MEZ a5 _E MR RIE X ENHNE, JLHEE DRT, 5 =51
S 5 P4 B 1 R B 45 4 AR 56 B9 B8 LN Eh AR R g pE B . SR
=5 R M R A B 34, @7 SDRT (B #IE X EIn2e M, 170 E 518
T3E RTE LIS R S S AR EmItie. BEESENAEKH
FUhf iy SDRT P % JE A B X 18 B IR IR e A BB R X R 5 HiE
UL K Ana i B SDRT ., 58 JUL %6 1% 4538 89 78 B F 2 18 , 6 X4 1 1918 X
ZHERESE. BWEEAIERNAS U, DRT MiE LA, IBERLRIE
B ks 5 WEB B E B R S, D R 458 R B A B i AR

3. NBTEMNE

F—F H

AT FF 52 B X U6 BH &S f#% i (discourse interpretation) 5 1& & 45 ¥4
(rhetorical structure) Z [A] {56 R JEAKTF , R34 . R BS540 2 7 T8 ) 8]
)18 5% % & (rhetorical relation) , AU KB X %#HMARIER XRS5 HIER
NEELEHENARS S IFARE - MERX EEENERHRRENSES
DAGE A3 . MR 35 0 25 0 B0 ¥ B0 A 2% L 9 3R X M LR ¥ %
SRR, ABESREAENTEN S T¥ HHEEBEFFE5ALERES
AU e T AR R R EOR R BT IR MR R, RIKAERE
3R 4y DL M 1 B R 96 & (temporal relation) ., fX & 17 B9 8 18 % &
(anaphora) . #f # %% %& (bridging) . f&% & Bl #& (presupposition) . i I B X
(lexical ambiguity) . %} 3 i 23 & 5 5 1517 & (implicature and speech act in
dialogue) 5 LA IE S AL NG, LA E R X REMETRENSF ELRNER
P, BiBR LRSI ARENZEERE, SH RIS IELENANEE. &
BB FSERFHEMEE TS ES¥NABER RN T EE LE#,
55 A o A 7 1 B AR 5 R Ab BN S0 A0 0 4 20 TR HE R 5242 A 3 R SOl E
HSHAR BRES AR B

F_E BEEMRTBENER

B SR XA % B B K H X % 32 1 5 Wi (Montague 1974, Davidson
1980) , fEf it LiBAME ERN S BRI HME, BRIENFERTIEASEN
AR Msh BB FNEE SR EREP T ELENENZARERS
HIEMZEHNER . EUELHAACEXMEAMREERE., HIRREXRR
SE AT T SR JE U B FR A 1 5% 0 AF AT BB 1 (context change potential, CCP)
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CCP BB EBN¥BEEMNMURZ —. FHEBANXRSIERE G LUMFIL
BN (Eijk and Kamp 1997, Kamp and Reyle 1993, Groenendijk and
Stokhof 1991), F#ERRIML (DRT) &2 — M ERBHMNHEIE L ¥,
DL #5 F R 45 # (discourse representation structure, DRS) XX E M, &
TNE X R BRI E WA EE X R B M (subordination) 5 A 45 # ¥
(accessibility) , F& ,REMIEMNTERDTEM . (D REZBENHIL,
(2) WEZBEERMMEE R EOHFRREE. B35 LG R A5 A 6] 3
B DRS #1558 L anfol f# A .

A DRS B, iIB R 5B RN B XA A EAR MBS . REIE LR
B P (semantic underspecification) B T 18 ¥ 043 XF 18 L N A& B9 48 22 » AR
BT B s . A A B OE SO st S TR R, ) 4N B 9] R 4 Y R L 3R R X
B SR B A 45 OB L AR B S A B R L AU AR PE BT . SDRT 7E
MAEEXRARZE. 2BEBEME . B~ DRT L% G I8 EME
b )T AN R A . B 3 T (discourse update) 7 BE P & WS i i 6
RIEEERNHFIAER., WlE R, S48 ARMPCREMNIERmEREEN
Z5#E B (nonmonotonic reasoning) & A H VL ER ., HiE . BUBRXR, BHF
R R SBEETIR =L AP, S IA LA I8 E R 3h iR SR AL,
DRT, Jo 4 204 B s 25 P4 2% 58 37 » o i S 80 DA 38 O &2 2% 19 25 R LK TR #f 3
B A I moab BEAE R, MEA W A REAL R EE — M A UUE, Bl R S
X s B .

$=E RERTEAER

g miE RS isEE Sy ZEE A SHASE LA R. B, Grice
(1975) % F 0 i 200 00 B0 A T Wi S R S A & M B SCER
AR, bk K15 F2h 68 R 12 € T 18 & 0 38 ¥ (rationality) 5 & 1E H
(cooperativity) , 1 23X R AT A GBI B R Gt 57 BUMPE . Searle(1969)
U 2 0 B A AR AR ) AAMOE E B B . At B PO B XS A AR R R
DIBEHWER IR RS, A EHRE T WAEERENMZAESEHFK
T (1) 52 SR T 5 06 70 BE 1T % 35 T 45 M4 O 40 38 3 2 an i R i 18 AR &R
M, (2) SELEHFEERRBIEES¥MIRE, flm—RE RS ESHEHE
ffEasEm. HEMTELIRESKERREAANEREBRMLETFRE, I
7] B U ARG £ 5 2 ) TR R . R R L I i R A R B RO L
MdEE L ESE W EY, BRIRFERNE L. 3 ARMPERE, MiES¥S
JEiE AR, R — AT 6 T LUK 4 3 B2 B S R AR R PR 2 E] B
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RER, (D NTHRFFREMBEN RN, RSN SR SR XE
Bt AR ZEE R, O MR 5 I, B A A A B
PUAS G, BN sh 08 IS AL (D HEREHE (D 5, KR ERA
ZEdpiE S 2 i E . Ll Grosz and Sidner (1990) 9 #H E B X 77 ¥ (plan
recognition approach) 5 Hobbs et al. (1993) )15 B i 45 % 72 B~ HLE K Ui,
AT A S R TE S 0 B 6, i B R A A s LN, 7 oh A
L B 6 X A R A 5 R M. o B A B OC R AR TN
e & A AT o B, W Grosz and Sidner (1986) fif # i ) dominance 5
satisfaction precedence, & & Hobbs et al. (1993) [ coordinating 5
subordinating WA %R, FHAXHE LA AR EEWBEARN RN, B
BB A g5 H L A B F A B Z W C R I E LR E L4 A
— R H RS AR . A A B R I BE DUE E EXHE MR A S . B
M5 HG R EEER, MAESASHNIEX B R, ABEEASEHRLE
MOBEVE b AEEAA S B LS5 H W & 2, Bk SR w7 4a 5%
R, A R R A S A R Y D R R A

FMNE BEEZEEX

A FFGA RIS SDRT 45 35 i 1345 70 a] LA il 2 /i JL 2 42 i DU AN R 3
R A BB LR AR IE R BEAEARRMPREN R EE
B KRS L5 S M RS B i a0, B AR L 58 SDRT AL,
W E o X T4 (clause) B9 K ¥ 18 B8 2 8 JE 2 (underspecified logical
form, ULF), /& i BVERE L1 55 fff 132 50 A7 bk M tE A7 T AS 2 76 B R s
it (8 T ELAA 3 SCIN 2, DA SR 22 S 0 e B R S T EAT . R P ORE it —
5 X ULF 1938 ¥ 20 o) X i 5 0 32 4 8 X 3 17 45 12 (labels) 5 53 3%
(sorts) , Ifa[ i B ULF 584512 915 5 (labelled language) . 7E R ik XK 5%
28 BR 11 1) 32 58 IF 20 0 % 0 1% T LA AR i SO A 5 i R L SDRT Y ik
B ULRF A8 PR RR E o B RN, Ay A R AF 25 A AT LIS Q] R R
WA S EIE XL, D SEM SDRSIERFTE-IMECLZRARARMWARES
fFmEEEE . bRicE. UERERBERXRNAFSE. EXT SDRS R
PR RS B Rt = A B AR bR e B FEAR IR TP UM A B
J&— AT HRRIE » LA K A s A bR ie 4 B %) SDRS R R AERE T

IR AT AT UE i o s 7 B A F A 3R B0 & B LN B IR R R R AR
0 SDRT HE FEMAES. & Tk XRENE LAEERIE XKL
S E, MERITASESMBERSEMRTEERLRERBEMR M.
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RHBERERSHITHAMIESESFENTA X WEEHFSHHGEH)
WA E A %, 78 SDRT B, iE 5 X & E X Al Mann and Thompson
(1987) [ & B 45 #4 B & (Rhetorical Structure Theory) o142 H f) 43 25 48 # 5B
AR HEZBEX BB T RIBEBLIAAEMED - NES LA,
KAE A& — > N 2 B i 3 (coherent discourse) . AN [A] (15 3 % R 2 i) X
AT 285K 7 AT — B HRT RS T 45 % 2 B U, ik & Grosz and
Sidner(1986) T # i i) dominance 5 satisfaction precedence Biffi k& . FFiX
RERO By S 25 ¥ F , A Ui BRI 4% 14 (right-frontier constraint) &t 45 0] 15 #
(availability ) 5 7] 223 # Caccessibility) & %, 3CH DL 60 1938 8B X% &5
HEEMNIZ AR MR — — . 25 RIS B E R R
PEARUERH , SDRT LA SDRS N 2% f0 faf 5 S 1 i & & RL 3% 20 ] B A 5
S, AMIEMESHNES KA RESA - ERBHEY A AN ER
AE %S VI L L AT 4R B A s B e XS T — &g,

FHE BIEEZBEENX

ULF 7] LA& 7R 5 5538 58 45 0 1) 3 43 118 9 %5 (information content)
W R R EZ R HE AR E , U Z 5 T8 35 SN 25 A I BE AR FE 15 A) N
AEHHAMRZEPXE, HE, ULF 5iFREXRPITE L LEUEWEXSHE
FH 22 18] 2 G o] AF %6 AH B2, #8455 5 19 1R S, £2. %€ D) BB (information packaging)
M. TRE AL A B N A AL T T R 3 45 32 8 (the glue logic) | f B B
(discourse update) 555 & & 1T (discourse revision) X S8 & . % 15 5 (the
glue language) J& F R HE T 18 R OC R LA S 3t 5 o] B 7 i o A7 I 264 5 19 T
H, AZEARERERES WIEDL 55 S5 k5 A RS il
HEBEMIERX, U A SHRERWE L., EHEFERCRN RS RS
BRARESMIEXHNAET U EZE., WlRBmRA 25/ 5 0] LUk
EXHHEE - XA LEZERCRNES, B AHLNERBLE
B PEXAH A AT LR U HET LT B R R M — S A RN .
AR (narration) , fi# B (explanation) , b 78 40 77 (elaboration) , 4% % (result) ,
¥ 532 (background) , ¥ 47 & & (parallel) LI A %t H % 2R (contrast)

SDRS #fER & X AER —HE L M. AEZEEERLEANERZ
G F— @B 47 SDRS B % (SDRS update) , 5k 52 1 o 44 5 35 35 5%
) SDRS 53R 8 19 SDRS 41 i — %1 i) SDRS. 4nfa 4 p51~ SDRS % #7E
—EMFEELEPHENESDIE. EHERXEATZE (FEEU-TEEK
M) B AE B F UL B SDRS 518 X R A S H B . XA 5 T HAh# 8,



F18 WWiEmEE

A QSR EAE . EXE RSP A N REU SRR R
2 % B B ML JE ] (maximal discourse coherence, MDC) ., 7E SDRT ¥ ¥
{32 #E H , W SDRS A A A B B K X, MDC £ #5 By 3 A1 2%t BEE TR TR Y
AREERN SDRS BR 5IEE X R . BN A S IHIE O ET R 2/ A I 1E
FMENBERELEMEYWS. RAEELEREEXLIORMTE. &
XA B R AT AR B B0 T e 35 P4 20 3 BT AR Ak JRU U o T DA Bl 2
BAERIER X R, BT B s T AR .

0 54 SDRT B0 115 ¥ B X5 ke XiERE. SDRT 5
LB %15 4 R 12 1K #9 Hobbs ezal. (1993) . Searle (1969) #l Sperber and
Wilson (1986) 7 A, 55 Lk 8 # A9k 5014k &5 4 B 45 89 Grice (1975) AN,
SDRT 54 B ARiRE 75 R 5 B g iy B B iR, A0 S 2R,
EEEANES S0 E, UE TSN MiL S BN TR EEZEE AN
PIE .

EARNE RNILCERESEN

D“BER7 XA RE, ELSESRMARRBRXRB T, L
WL BT A MG EER AR, BRI R EMNMIE. ARE RSN
PRI (lexicon) 7 1A13C PR B 32 A0 & 1130 M0 1 0k 5 18 LRI AR IR & 2# IR
Ty S E MR AL R R AN B, ARERRXRARLS —EE&L
S0 B S 75 KE G 3 465 1R 3 3 o T A0 A A R AR TR SCHL . FE A 3
Z b A 51145k B A1 iR (domain knowledge) 75 i 1 58 T P9 25 i L 43 I L 2 A
6, (BRSBTS R 5 R B A M TR R R b R AR vh SR SRR B AR
0 25 7 B AR AL BN (MIDC) BT L % HE A T , — R T 75 2 LA A B 45 40 1 il 332
S e e . A% B 3Rt — A A BRI R X R, N SR R R E A
AT AN 1,15 1 PRS0 7 TVC (38 SC IR b o JR1TE B 3 S AL 2 A X 5 i 1 )
B f15 3: £ €8 (Pollard and Sag 1994, Bresnan 1982, Steedman 2000, Levin
1995, Pustejovsky 1995) . JAINC 3@ # % 0L 0 2 8 L B R 45 # B R & 9 3R 45,
AT AR 2 Ak R R 28D B R . T P A FE RN A KA AR
T, G “H 5h” (move) 5 “#i 757 (falD #F 2 “# 30 3 7 28 ” (movement verbs) ,
BENEHEERELR,FERE. XUSHMBERRRWMIE. FIEXZ
b, RN A B B30 T0 45 H th £ B WA v 5 R U R HLAE S A 60 B AN e
EFHE5ZHEEL, WHHELHE push 5 hit/slap/bat AR . push FI1E X3
FIR, K2 EEUNRS &AM {H R hit/slap/bat A —E . HLHLR ULX P
AT B EARERE . RATAT L B 2R (resul) XMER KRN
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Bl R AZEHEMERER, BRCFRA N HE B b AL CRE A
B FRIC TR B R #E S . 4, John hit Max. He fell. hit &—/ K
Lk HEE R EMBRIIE . SR fall 330 L IEF A T result X
MNEEERRNAG, IEXFH M FARMBRERRR., XWEA T RIS
UAREIEDZANE LR, WREENZEMBERERRRE. A%d
- BEE MR BET AR ES MO EREE. T - H R
b B TE S ORI MRS S, 3B 50T A DR 20 I R O AR A A
WHHEEAA.

FLtE HWNEBERXER

AEHENEHEEHRENESEBY REMNIE. 5 L5 W A0 E 2
BN, BEEXRRETAZEEMRERENENBXE. AER
(EMBHRELS5EESSE(EEHMEMBERDOMILA., FE. 58
A%, A3 % DA (question) 55K (request) B FhiE f & 2 S i) 156
DIABDIRZS & LB XX R, B—iBHBEER S ZIEE BRI IBR RN
KEKME . LIS AT 8 Cavailability) 5 3R 8 7T #8 # ¥ (accessibility)
P, 78 XHE o Fg A BT L 2 5 0 4 B U8 o B 2 18] X e AR B 4 9 A
ST RE M T 8 , 3R T REMEAT . T LAIE B o6 R WA FE 4015 (elaboration) 5
AR (narration) il , 26 %4 i B 77 26 45 B H SR R Z MM R g, M
BB HER S 25 F K, 78 A 3 L A M A AR R 2 Ak, 4 0 Xt
EEWEANSE5HREEKAA — DML SDRS, IR Y 5 156
fRAEAR S A AT, 25 HMEAS B AR WAL b
SDRT 3K 0] AR 2 LUE 2 10 3 I8 9 K 40 75 IR AT Ry i Bl 10 L LA SN 5
At . AR 5 1A A B AR R 2E T AGR AT AR R AR R R SCRR I . TR BLY
ERS3 B A ERAIT IR (speech act types) , LS B F R BLIB 4R MO 4T
KEHRLRE, LIFRIAR (asserting) g il , 76 SDRT H %% 4l /7 4 explanations,
r;arrations, backgrounds, elaborations, corrections B R WA RS
AT R RO (subtypes) . LATE X X Hi 9 X T 15 5 06 5 76 il 132 X 36 S
SR 2R T BUIE K ) Gillocutionary force) Hy IX 44 18 19 75 AT .
A correction(a,B) 5 explanation(a,B) A fil, correction(a, ) H A &K Ko H
& B0tk (AR explanation(a,®) HIER Ko AFEELME. P& ZRH AR A
DB BB A ke, B A AT AE R4k, SDRT B i % 45 2 8 d 42 it —
At S SR BT ELRS HE O XT B, LA HE 45 5 IRAT B 5B E A, X B DL ) 2K
¥ (indirect question answer pairs) A i B SDRT 76 XF 36 HL A — 2B ] B
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EE LRSS E X, Hf#d494 NEI(not enough information) , F LA#5 7~ i &
AEWEBER LR, —MELAERERXRZAAREREELSBEAONAR
(metatalk relations) , fij J& 45 1& A) A H1 . B R (request) # LA Ay 2 A JE X
HELL, HNASUBRME R B RN SRR MHEE, EREERE S K
BRENMNIAE, AEHKGHLL SDRT A E e T EZRYILNSAFE
RRER.

FNE FHEFIY

A— 24X i S — BB A, M ERXRNE X BT &
e AENREEMADTKERXRUMGR AEESER A S KENEEM
R, M4iES S E TGN EXEARRIN, 2 5# 2 8 e A i3
433k R IR B 5 R P, X L0 O LB AU R o6 R DA IR X R B R B A .
HmA B b K R & Je Gk o 2 AR M1 R R R (divergent relations) .
11T 55 8 N 25 (discourse revision) fif 35 if , 22 FE P 18 i 56 F 19 A 453 JB 56
I B 5 8 42 By B — 7 [A] Cmonotonic) g & 4F B8 — J5 [A] (nonmonotonic) , PAEE
1 (correction) X B i 56 2 R, B 5 1B A M R AR LB A B LI R R R K
ek, B TEMREIERR X R, 5% B AR 2 A1 E ¥ (retract) 4 R
PEEYFESEERRBEAZAMNEELARELER. BEEXRREEA
] BEL M, B I correction (o, R 2 KB 5 Ka, a2 U KB 5 Ka AR
—BH, MHES correction XN X R B E— B E R R Dis(R)
BA;DIs(RERRXMESXARELTHESFUANEME., correction & 1E
BRI, TAE LA EHHMINAE. L) correction il , AR Z 4l X Dis B3
BB 5B BB A M K E T, AT (F MR ERERAER  MIESSE X
4] Z B VR (settledness) ? ZWhIF AR KA 1B # 8] B SAHAE IE 76 R 4 191k
5 R B A, T 2 Lk X B9 R AT BE B3k — AN B B I Be v, LA AL X 3
REN A HEA T — NG, A2 E LG, EE X — DB KK LR
191 F 15 B 6 3 B B 10 5 Z Eh nf L SDRT Rik., MERESHBRES
5 2 BN A B S oK, X NN AE T — FE g

FhLE AHMLE

AEFERAWMEMANMNIEERPEENERXRY 2B
e s A SR, RHEXE A KA Z E
(cognitive states) 5 % 1 24 & (conversational implicatures) . PORr -G S
A WA BT . B M (rationality) 5 & 4E 4 (cooperativity) ., BRI JLEE &2



