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Fzol YoM A3l we Folu EFort tgt &9 waFolAN @A AFHr|E dn, SR
JojurE &z, EHWHAIZ} AFREIE P} B =EL ojad B doldde] dojys o] A
Z AP 2AY FATEE DE7) JHANE BHFHAY B Bw IFEY FHHge) DY AR, Wi
#AY AFEY AEE el QoI FRH S50l BE FE, tist] JERIE HHE Aol FHREF
BE AR 5& gAHoz AT o]fstocl Iotn FYsiv, B ol T HFYLE FFAUNAELTE
o TAE wWyge AAg B =EAqN  dIoldsEATze FEHE G EAdolE(Discourse
Representation Theory)¥} %3} ¥ A}o| & (Segmented Discourse Representation Theory)& 74, &tstd] o]

solATh

1. A&

D 8Hdiscourse)ol A= B4l Auglo] AEateg AFol 1
HEo] A g, o #(dialogue)dl A& 23}F (utterance)"ttt 8
ZH(speaker)$t A AHaddressee)?} ¥HH = Rol YwrFHolt}. F,
szt genng o 9% 3 (dynamic)olth. £, §Fo] sl
E Fojug BFHo)7l WwaE Ay Eddde] ¢4 @8
o g EYiUiFAZL #ol71E do} o8 d FEAE Ad @
2o} Yigts Adta aHY FEATEE FJFsA FEHsH
ARAE et BUP AFARE ol &stoof o}

date] APz adEg  olgez  HIEAJOE
(Discourse Representation Theory)[1,213 Z33FdolE
(Segmented Discourse Representation Theory)[3]e] AR,
o] olge dy HHE o7y s FAHU7 WE o
g, oy @xojqdte agE JEAY F g FAA ol
ATH B =F2 d3uUisE HAI B f8A dwd
ARzt oleg T2 Ko yFHHo2 Il HEAE BE
o &},

2. 93 E o] #AE ol

Usts 4HEr] Hel @5E vFu 2R FATRE T
%3 E 0|25 YolryZE gt

2.1 98 xgel 2

gagol (1218 B4 A4 2E HYste 2 A
2 23 ® 4T Z(Discourse Representation Structure)® Vbet
Wtk o] HERFATRE F A FASA(E, FEHIAA
(discourse referent)$} B 8F3¥ 4T =2 U (DRS-condition)) 2 ©]
20z qth dE 59, ¥ 1o BdA gojgsli: 29 19
By Tz B4R

E 1 doieste o

|a. A violinist played the sonata.
|b. The audience applauded him.
ic. He was happy.

EE—

violinist(v)
sonata(s)
played(v,s)
audience(d)
applanded(d,v)
happy(v)

29 1 FEENTFEY 9

29 14 Jey Fz2E 349 FHAAAE,
Salg 472248 dE playedv,s))S2 °]Foja gldh.
el g ol oA tlHALS] #l A (resolution)S WALl THE
2 23pAdTzzAN0A dPae JAANL H2FE
{accessible)d AEFH o2 ojFojr] o5 EW, ¥ 19 &%
col VERS tEAL hedt BEY HIAEFATEZAL happy(v)
ote], XNAA p7t o] ZAozHE HI/ss7] HEd (&,
71 39 FFEATE o A7) W) o] digAE
#28 4 Aok

22 RgEEYol &

2aga ol 2(3le HaE R SEAT Z(Segmented
Discourse Representation Structure)2 WEIH o2 R 23y
ool ot g @il dojuts 4 EXE FHH EHT
2z Ve, BREIENTFRE 24 F A rHsa2
oj20ix] gt} st BHEANTZ(ORY BAFHEEFTE
(SDRS)oli2 & Fue olg F2d U3 S¥HIFLTE
%7 (SDRS-condition)°] B o] A9 e & (RSIRS2)(A
714 g EA4abole] w@ate A (discourse relation)(4,5]8 713
7)1, RSI®)Y RS2¥ DRSY SDRSE 7tE3)eld. «& &
W, ® 19 ojn yeld dolgse vse 2" 24 vEd
BegsgATzE FAEY. 19 2644 DRSY S11, SI2,
Si3¢ & 1o Jehd % g b, cE 44 33 (represent).
el A, BagstgAolEoMe @3 &9 EFEC dWiHd
FNFxZ E¥EHo] Yelolznt,

v,s,d)% 6719
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violinist(v)
A3
ts
violinist(t) —tu
S11| sonata(s) S2 .
plaved(t.s) violinist(t)
t=v U
d x
iy R hd
S12 | audience(d) S12 | happy(w)
.. applauded(d,x)
= W=X
X=t J
Continuation($12,513)
Continuation(S11,27)
Elaboration(S2,57)
Elaboration(S1,)

29 2 $UEREYTEY o

of AollA HEEY FY F A o]&g HHEUT o
olEgo] @oldigte]l T2 HEHo FIolUstEe]
A3t o]Fold £ AeA x=9sty] Ho| FFoltise 53
& OE oM dolrEviZ #nh
3. @Feldse] 54

@dzojdistel A& ¥ 24 veyd dE vgez d9
ngarlz A

¥ 2 g3ojdge

a. F HFo] oA 2PxE A
(g2 74 24, HA G +3)

b. & #Fgo] 1 ZFPEE HESIH.
(a2 g 23, ¥A: 4 583

c o B = 3 BFgA 1 2PEE AY?
(A A4 28, a8 344

d A7 2% LA I1E7 2ol mglola,
(8=} vk 24 H=} 3

AR ) }

ARz, EFojdsteiz Eudge] &4 B Ut &
HaAe FAe dge ddg AghEe AEH Yl glof
Ao Ada EHd od Aokg Wi, dged S Ed
el (5, EdAH0A W, 49 SdFzAL A4, 7, 2Ea
Edigateln] (o)) a, (/7)) $)& Fated Jdddd dg
oA st EdFEAE HA Eoste AR AEH A
© HARg zo dE BY, ¥ 20 YEYG #SE g &
HEAtoln] of 27k 247 W e AFH AQE Ha
Bn soe R F8o] shgaitt ols wihE, dEE cof
ME SdgAtelnzl 220]2] ¢koly] W&o 1 L2 sz
o Ay Afe HAS FAY o o PEE Fe¥ 5
At

Nz, dxojdstdMe g

=]
ol

goz sero] sham

Folu} Ezjoiz} ¢hds Al A& 51, E 20 v
458 doA EHo|(7]E = B EAHY Ug)7t ksl gl
o} o] AgE EFHolst TAUA &V H&M e B g
O LEEENA A& FRE ojEsorqt gt Az o] ofw
Aeole Wi A WA wHEANE Folt} EZols} AT
Ho12 gtk old A% a2 w3lRe 8 8(speech
act)[6-91¢] &8t Agd REL Hig £ g 4 §
A, g A dAx dsiZ o s8] &9 3 (ask-permission)o]
@ oyl wha glow, o] Wizl FolE gaE sl

vpxjeto 2 EA @AM s Iy S PgAHE
& dol JEld z8e] O 4 g7l 2elr|x @t o] Ediul
Abel AN Ae 2ddgArE 29 $3lEe Ay ALEH
27t golek g} wabM, olEE 2FAEL WHAFE od
AANAE GM HHEENH A& A8FH Ao BE FEE
ol &3ty Fely Zo] T EdiWALE HEd: Ao o
4. 8 F Aol gdag olE9 FZojds Lo golAeg

A4

o] HolME 2"olA =93 o]EEo| FIojuiste] Yo}
= ERH FAES dFEau USEATZE 2E8E W 3
43 o ol A UEA golrs|2 §d,

41 ZE R &9 FAA

A2, shatel A 22 dIFMAd i@ JrEe d2o
dgle Yojute EUAN S AYdtn QFd FES 2 0
gasht, #@aEgolore ol#d AxRg HAFH 1A
Y Qi FREFTRAE TEANA ga i

EHZ, gFoldste Ueuds S FHA A& 4957 9
A e ox Fxy} ok WIES FASER YHI FEH
o] qlojof dte d, §HEATXAME 1Y 19 B s
gol 1@ Fo| Hol AA Yok

wpRjgto 2 fste] 3 WA LEEolAM PFE Foju £F
oy 1 #5F9 5o o&sldoryt HAL £ gdedH, &
gof B8 Aus gy EFo|ENe nHA ga AUk

42 RagGawgolEe A4

BUEgESo|EBoANE 1Y 2] Yed uke} o] oj= F
Z7F ol B3E EASER FHo Hol e Hodde @8
gAolEHTE dZojslEge] FHsh} 43 ol 7
& #AAHE Az Uk

AR 2, BUGEEAo|2o] FEENO|EA S Zo] B
Hzale] g HEE zaddin YA deolx FZojuiFEA
oz HEAY £ gl

EAZ, LeEY oo A% PJRE nstA gol §3o]
Hate] A A gEEolAd AFd FEE Feld & gk

vxigto 2, BAGIFAo A ol @A
(continuation, elahoration §)¢] 7§'d& FZojdistE A ofF
d ggg 8x 2@

5. @Zojdste X FFE

Sk oA Ay ule}l o], GEEFo|Eo| L EEFEHEN
o2& IUE FZojustuAol HEFH £ e FAHS A
Yz ot o] HoMx HuAolZe dalgATxe EY
g3igAol£e B MY o] &dld AFojisle EFYQ
d4E HAEE 4+ gt @Y gNT=E Agslazx @

o

gzoltiste dojuts ERENE 9] A&, 2dn
EdugAE ddsr] dsliMe daa e g FEet o
o] ByEd AFEY AR A Aol oide i £l
#E Jurt dagarze FAsoF drl

@xojdigtdA ggE Folu EHolg HI fafAe T
el stg, M LEEE B¢ AEY F& YRR
EBE Fo| HERGTZA FAHoloF #irt,
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olA® FBH AFEst JAE D Hueo) BE
SoldgEd TR 4L °}EH°!] ﬂl*lElcﬂ ‘RIL}

wehyg1 dahy 82

‘“F}LH%(n D "’E}Lﬂ%(n)

, & BL(BAL, A A, 28§ 1:DRS1)
! B-e)2(2 A2, 3 212,12 3K §2:DRS2)

28 (n-1(&Hn-1),% An-1,23 Y-8 (n-1):DRS(n-1)
3} (n)(3FAH(n), ¥ &H(n), L3} & (n):DRS(n))

a8 3 n7ld ggEes TAHE o] BTz 23

gojdiste] Uelue 2t waEe AFE Tzaghydoly
8l EE 2 (Prolog)[10-1419) =4t} 7] E(predicate)®] 3
Hz E4dch $329 3L ZusEe B (functor) 2
VERga, @3t sxlel FAEs ey A WAg F
w9 =3 (argument) o2 Z}Zt veldth @EEo] gL
GRELTEE Jelgn gy golEle ¥XE A o
EA7F distEAFRAA dSAAAZ Aggoz M @
8159 14!%°T Heol w2 w3iie Agd #8E 4 AA
w‘il‘:} F, B EFol oA o dsgZNTRY dF
Y, ®E 20 Jehd FFojuisle] AN BATRE o 2
g3 g}

[ D&shl 81,98 82,2 583,23 4],

[Eoi(A 52953280 81( [KNCBT],
[ AIF KA, 15N, E573),
ol &(C. A3, =20 =(B),
o1 A(T), &3 A HCB,T),

F5_ANEKO,EF_AUEN 1),

33 sy 82( [H],
[ o1&MH, 223, EHTHUB),

F5_AYUNH),EE_A49NNK ),

2ol(7) 54133 d e £3( [P),
°l (P w3, A 1 oHP,N,B),
5_AAKP)L,FS AAEKN 1),

b ReChabg 58,28l 84( M),
! [ £E23M),EA=FHHPNBM),
| A9 (K,P),A4(NP) N 1

Ae(dR A3

a9 4 gFojuiste] AAdH ZHFEe o
a9 4o HAIE vle} o], FFojiste 4 dEE WEE
Hetle 9RENTE o 2 Lol gHEY AEEY A
54 AYe] dojA e AdAH &0 BE FR(AE W, ¥
UK P)e AANA Ko A8 A Ade AAA PR Ede
A& guighzt goidoh. =%, UspdAe] g g7z
diste] detvE zb @akie] dig ZATE, a28an iR A
A A 5 2% TEZ 9 Y2E(st) FBIE FAH
k.
6. 38

B =5
Holo A,
d3m @IolustE

FFojY el YUt Sold WAR(FIU B
EqEgel w4, EouEAe A4E 3¢ 49
gwA BESs] faAt dael wBaAw

FEARE (SRR BF AR, gdd ¢ 4, A5
Aol #a AR)E ol g o T FH Wtk P
8tAl FEAldtojob dtn] AR EFo] thEte) wahl wd *}°l°1
olFojA =& ol @vtE A& FRHt ‘—}0}/}*1
& oy FFo] £E4d EJojUREFTE V¥ “UH
Arstga, TE2IE A ARHLR %1%%1 gxold
sEdTEe FAHY 48 RAFA,

olglgt X UBENTERE FTFUI A} H kT Ao
ol dojvtes dEU(EEY FHairt AgHn
d@gel dold)e EAE & FHE 78t ¥x 344
F ez Azddg. uelrid te AAdd dggE
X oz o tigtdA dojus dojH e Wt BT
zd TN ARE estd Huz, B =RA44 AAg
o EgT2E GE ddee dEAdTEd dg
slute] Ry (template)o] Bt & 4 St
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