v A ) B B AL

FLA: -
© R KFEITIE ST I3

HE & Frege m& RN, —MEEAZAGEXRLBAIFLEXGH A, KBI—NHEAE, —DEX
W (£E-NGT) GEXE AL ENG T (LEERLF) 9EXRMZH A, ACKBRE—A
HRARR!, Bk 35 X AGX AV H] 2 £ 4 Ao 2 T it 290 50 5] 8 — A2 £ 4938 LA R, FH R LES(A5R
Ao id X A& @547,

x$giE] Rehkxei ( DRT ), Bek#4# ( DRS), #X%H

BARLAWIRE], BRETHIEAE X ESEICREEY: ( Levical Functional Grammar, LFG ) &3
LYRAIERERAER: TBA0E L (SFFEHIE ) BRI RGN EE R, AR R4
B ThRERiE. B Chomsky R ERGEEIEA IS, BRETHERL (B, BeEmag 8o i 2] m )
B2 ATTHIET ¥ ER. HELEHFK R.Montague i, HARETWAES, 1§ CFMER 2R
[FL s Rie—H, REEFE S XMAR O Z. HETE, Montague i nREd TR M, B
T R R IT I BE A 2 b 9 2R R R R — 40X, Montague i RILZ 5, EHITEREM
WHTERAES, BEEFARGEERNREY, BEEERSNEME. EESEREES, FMAHEEL
AR X

1. BEAFIAA (indefinite noun phrase) —f R B A FAERIFMNE X

(a) Blf): —BAFRET. bl Tk,

(b) §%iRpyBEERx:  Iz(MAN(2z) A FELL.LDOWN(z)) A STOOD_UP(y)

(c) EmmEEEER: Jz(MAN(z) AFELL.DOWN(z) ASTOOD.UP(z))
o AR SCEARRHAE “fh” MPTIRE Y “BEP ShfEm g, $k, Ei% Geach WEUHERTE
iRy 2RENMEE, eI EIE SCGEERBAA., ARmERREAEEY E- 28404, %
NEEERA (definite description) ™ & & 1998] (“fh> 110 “HE” @ ).

2. TR AR AR E B AR R s AR R 2R
(a) If Geach; owns a donkey;,he; likes it
Vz(DONKEY (2) A OWNS(Geach, z) — LIKES(Geach, x))

(b) Every farmer who owns a donkey; beats it;
VzVy(FARMER (z) ADONKEY (y) A OWNS(z,y) — BEATS(z,y))

B R SRR B TR ST SR SCE RS IR T LA B ARG B RIE S HEE R R B T
Y RIIR. AEHE P23 S Z W — & T XESI L, A B TR T BRSO . AR
RBNAFERT), W T LSRR B 205 T 5 e

o fmEFRII (Discourse Representation Theory, DRT)[Kamp 1981]
o AT HIE X% (File Change Semantics, FCS)[Heim 1982]
o BiiE X (Situation Semantics,SS)[Barwise and Perry 1983]

*AXERR T ERE AR RS (RUE BIRIEARTR) MR, WHS: 69483003
Ly FREMM, AP FCS 5 DRT 4#:4 DRT .




o FZEiEIAEHE (Dynamic Predicate Logic, DPL)[Groenendijk and Stokhof 1991]
o FELHIE (Dynamic Binding Theory, DBT)[Chierchia 1985

TEVHE SO, BAAET A FRIB A LRE (SR ) 08 %A1/ L 30 (8BS ) mB A Ld
M—MESHHRRR, HEEFE¥% C.G.Hemple ¥id, “BRENAE UMM TR, 1 HGEH
T T FOBTEA RAFEA R TES PR RENE RS, TR RS NHIE SCH) e g HEAR v 0 B A R AFAE —Fial
WLEERT SR 26 ) IR R AU BRE . X FhRRE, B, WL —SR R B R R AR, B TRAE
ARG AR TG4 €6 S PRSI J5—2KE0, IEAERAERAF—#, WU TR LA
BT B ARG . ASCAEE DRT #9250 15 NFFAELS 2] A 75— N R 3, 1RF A28
SO RERRAE— N RHESE NI 78 S 20K A R T ST ([T 1999] ). 1A% A-DRT ; 5
ZATHR T AR R AL,

1 A\-DRT — iEHAHRIES
B IEEATSNE: (1) f5EF0454 (Discouse Representation Structure,DRS), (2) & ikiE
#& (Discouse Representation Logic,DRL), (3) A-DRT .

1.1 FERALH

EX 1.1 FR&ES REF = {z1,22,- - ,zn} il {an, a0, ap } 53051 Frdetk(set of referents) =
&4 (set of roles) il #1454 44 (set of initial conditions) , BE¥ Ak LZHELS(DRS) fl £4#4£COND
F ELA R 205 13 A

1. # R"™ H—4 n kEK, W R"(z1,22, - ,2,) € COND

2. Vz,y € REF,z =y H— /%

3. Vz ¢ REF,YVc € REFUCOND,z =c (5 c=z ) H—5&HF

4. Voi,20, -, 71, € REF,Vai,as, -,y € COND , FHEHMEREZERHRI MG ERREN:

T1,®2, ", Tp
al

DRS=

o)

5. % S € DRS, Il .S € COND
6. %‘Sl,SQEDRS, mSivSy e COND, Hff SV S, =5,VS;
7. % 51,5, € DRS, N S; — Sy, € COND

Bl 1.1 &mE D = {—NBASHMET. by T&%. }, D i DRS %

z, Yy
MAN(z)
DRS(D): FELL_DOWN(z)
STOOD._UP(y)
y==

Bl 1.2 % D = {F—PRRELY, 2T e.}, D # DRS h:

N Zw
DRS(D): FARMER (2) BEATS(z, w)
DONKEY(y) | ==
OWNS(z, y) y=w

EX 1.2 B MRERBEM St RS2, S14HMEETS2(S1 < S2) HHALY:



1. =S, € COND(S;) , H# COND(S,;) RRMERRLEN Sy MPrE&IFNES
2. 35 € DRS s.t. S; V.S € COND(S,)

3. 3S e DRS s.t. S; = S € COND(S,)

4. 35 € DRS s.t. S; —» 51 € COND(S)

5. 3S € DRSs.t. S; < S H S <85,

1.2 REXREZE

EX 1.3 T, &i4d DRS 2 —FifEEZ#E ( FOL ) py#fFEs% ¢ : DRS — FOL
1. Vxy, 20, ,x, € REF t(R"(21, 22, ,2p)) = R*(z1,20, - ,2,)
2. Ve,ye REF,t(z=y) =z =y
3. Ve e REF,Vee Cit(z =c) =z =cH tlc=z)=c=x

al

4. t || ™ ) =t(aq) At(ag) A---t(an)

T1, T2, Tp

5.t o2 = Ao - - Jzp (t(ar) At(az) A tay))

6. VSl, Sy € DRS,t(Sl \Y 52) = t(Sl) \Y t(Sz)
7. VS € DRS, t(=S) = —#(5)

8. t|] ™ | =8| = (tar) Atlaz) A~ t(an)) = £(S)

9. t o2 = S| =Va Vg - Vo (t(ar) Atlaz) A tam) — 1(S))

Bl 1.3 FAEX 1.3 s 9 %%, i 1.2 f DRS #i¥h FOL #&ik08:

. — _ VaVy(FARMER(z) ADONKEY (y) AOWNS(z, y) —
bonkev(y || TEAEE ~  BEATS(z,y))
OWNS(z, y) y=w
1.3 M-DRT

75 DRS o, ZAFHRIES TR, B ARETE X BES I BRAASE T X I RE UL A28, A EIR AT et 7
KFEFAFRES FEBEL ( [TV04 1999] ). M8, FEREMER T LRE SR, 0l —fR =m0 G
EATRE S A R R RiA, BT LA AT RE I A VI A S SR AR PR — AT R, ART
ASHERTERE. fEASCH, EERE AR (B, FHEZ5H [Yu 1999] ) %, figk DRT i i
B MRS Z R RFRR ( Le, “FEAET” — C ), X DRS Friisiny @ ERllr, im
BERE R Z IR R, WRA A R E R, MRITTUR T4 28 & BeA1RH4A ( NP )
MR — AR X



EX 1.4 ¥4 DRS #5325 E h:

T, @0, @)
Y1,Y2," " »Ym
P at
1,22, T v1, 92, L Ym
ai 21
as 2
@ = oy
B1
Ld] Bn .
Bn

% 1.4 FmfE \-DRS #y#+
1. famer = )\w., a= )\PQ. ®P(x) ® Q(x)

2. every = APQJ [ g - acn | Deat = Ao 20 Frparer)

5l 1.5 /3#7iEH) every farmer beats a donkey :

every — DET a — DET donkey — N
farmer - N beats — V APQ.E'@ P(0)®Q(0) M1y
1 1
APQ| El BP(s) = Q(s) Am. Azu.z(xv.) a donkey — NP
AR 55| ® Q)
every farmer — NP beats a donkey — VP
>
Au[ Do)
AQ B(u,0)
Ty ]~ Q)

every farmer beats a donkey — S

LGOI Brzg?g)

LEEFITF, AEATRECRR, 5 LEG 6, BMEAR s
SRR RI TR kdiR.  Chomsky i)k M pz3 3] — A4

NPy
Head human ]

MR, RSN G W BB RS, . Jsr | O 09T s mae
S, TR R R SGTRR R, W | T
WIANE, EERFRE AR R, fi, GB ik, Num 3

NP1 \S/NPgo

SERRT Q WET” f P Q SERIZET” 2 P Q TR [ Pred eat = [ Head ingestion ]
R, HAFESS MR R - e rect
B IR Sy W 45 AR IE S RS 4 — 2ot (F, V), He F OV S RPRET RIS R
MEREFEEESES, £V EEX—MRFRR, WEEFHMESWES S BT RRERT E4 L ERA
Sh, V. EWARA ( [FIAE 1999] ),

Bl 1.6 51 = “RAT” Al s2 = “WET> WK LER V+Ad) iy, (EHE S RBUAARFER:

X,V,2 XY,
DRS(s;) = A\z. HUMAN (z) » DRS(s3) = \y. HUMAN(z) =
( ) CUT(z,y) |~ TISE_Da(Dw) ’ ( ) Yy CUT(z,y) |~ N?}Nj:(w)
TOOL(z) = TOOL(z) =9y

2 EXARERIEAL

BB BRI N 24— BERPRAY 2 Chomsky Fiif UK TR B9 TEE TC 55 1 R 46 4 SR 2 4 Y i )9
PR B T35 XAFWITEIFRES, FE L, S wiws - wy TiF, NEREITHERE%EN. WE—
PMEARGH, U BWRE wiws - w, IVE—FEK e @15 e EXMIBARGFE MR 5
Chomsky #HBIEAS, YEREEETER B IE GRR IR RS HRZ 450, RBEMIE A EE LR



—A P — BERGWEFL, EERTERBNEH. 2 AHER, SUEREER T AR S BOE T X
BRI RIE SCR AT, T IHERAIIFF R TiEEar. [ E 1996] X DUES 154 h i
SRR HTINEET — ARk, HAH SRIE IR 2 AT

EX 2.1 Frif EX A5 e w4 PR — R TETE SC BRI B B AR SE, a2 A ) R R — R A 1
TRIERIER, W BRRE—IEEAG, KR FBORFE N EXAa@ 54 .

T SCHR T TP R 5 AR A BE A, AR BTE . AEEE . B S EL F oA TR SCE A AR /Y1 A
WAET Mm-S (1) ImeRigE? (2) fmamdeaste (3) iy (4) fn—> 4
YRSy, RS, RFLRTREEE? (5) Bl & ARRER ? B <E 8 m7,
S SRR BRI, SRR B R R, BE R A TAYE R9IE S . Ho, R AT DUE
A BRI FHAEAIE P AT R E, T REELOS R A AR B35 SR (RIRAUARTRE ) B EE I T
BRS (XEENTH A-DRT+ FEZ5H ). o T nBZi e M2 e E (TR, 15 G825 51X
PR RRE AT — AN SCTT SR MSL R, 7 AEAMUITEAR SRS M B R RTHE T BB RIS S, &
JERAETE AR A 155 TR ENRZR ST GEOR.

EX 2.2 5% —A DRS , Hot R = {r,ry,---,rn} HAGEEGH C = {a1,q2, - ,an} HRRE
H. B XS R = RUC bf—AH4 (partition){Py, Ps,--- , P} W2 Vi(Va,b € R; —
[l U] # 0), H [z] #R o BREULT RS, ZRAEXT R EH—AENER ~, A
R'[/w={P,Py,--- ,P}. Vi€ R/ Ve €7, & o WEAMFIMA = r (RHEHFEZIR DRS
e, W7 #Hh r B EXAEm , BREIXAS (BENER) MR BXEas4 . CH5T
Wi Pz, y) 242 DRS #—A &, %AW &% (agant) J& T, %F(patient) & 7 .

Bl 2.1 s3 =“TREET "8 XfAtsES R = {z,y,z,w, HUMAN(z), CUT(z,y), TOOL(z), BLUNT(w)}
WRw~zHEw~y (Hydz, TRXMENEE ). FH, sq4= “BRT” FH&MAE FAST(w) F
B RS CUT(z,y) MR H [CUT(z,y)]U[w] #0, Bl w~ CUT(z,y)

x,y,z x,¥,2

DRS(53) = \z. HUMAN(z) | _, BLU;’T(W) ¥ BLU;’T(w) R DRS(S4) = HUMAN(z) | _, FASl';‘(w)
CUT(z, v) N N CUT(z, y) o
TOOL(z) w=z w=y TOOL(z) w = (=, y)

ZEAGINT XABMIES, REI— n TRRMAGEYEIRICHXT S (A6 ), FRHEEE—4 DRS
WA A— A6 (i,  “fokBT, SBAL &, X ~ bR T ). [Fi&H 1996] Fxtis iy
HIE R B SO B A, P IR

Bl 2.2 s5 = “EHAENLIL, RIFE N A-DRT AEE, BT [BK] £ L], L) Caasmt
ARG, 53E <Eik ~ 27 M &Il ~ 2z, He 2 ¥RE%&F PRIDE(2) -

1. &5k 0L, EH BRI
2. #3k  EANIL 5, WL ; BRI

BRUbZAh, RhSEAEEIEIE T i SR AT MR RE S M AL S RIGET BALRERE R R A BUERER R
FHENA. HAF,  BRANEENRIEETE S WOR T SR M ST R BURIZ 450 R g AL, B
WSRO BRI EIEAL fl,  IREOIARESR T, I A-DRT BfEE “IRigRIRY & <K 1)
24, JFH [RERAR] U [2] # 0, He 2 32 EXPENSIVE(z) , Brlk “fREQKME ~ 2 7.

St BRETIERMAESN, HERTTERBEIZIENIE R (YR LREBERER). ER
ZEOT, XA —E MBI TREDHT, X FHZ A BRIEEFRR, e BT LEEE S 24
GAZAMS (1) BRAEKBTAESTIE AR T, (2) SE@ AT 5 SCH AT A9 ) 355047,
(3) AR AT 18 SR R EEE R <A (XEAAMAMEIIRREESE ). AT EHE
g, A3CE A-DRT WHER T4 T8 AR e — M AGE L RELIFREL A T g X, DRS
R T AEZEIRER, Horp il e A B i 2 5200 R RRAEZE H 6] ) DT RO R R &
2SR R B IAN L, ESHRAN KT R EEER T IFSIET 2R

5 RBUBSCRINER S —2 . MHLES T E — ME AR UG 707 R A S A DL B R, Xh 14k 8E5%
FERRALT TIRE — BB SCRIHLE] -5 I ARE AL 89 70 B R TR B IE M A 45 1.
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Formal Model of Semantic Pointer

Yu Jiangsheng

©]Institute of Computational Linguistics
Peking University, Beijing 100871

Abstract We proposed a formal model called A-DRT for the formalization of context, especially
the semantic pointer. The main idea is to find a semantic analysis independent of syntactic one.
And the primary tools are Feature Structure Theory and Discourse Representation Theory, in
which the matching and the partial ordering of feature structures determine the classification of
semantic pointers.



