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o) 3} (dialogue)oll LM 3} A(speaker)S} A=}
(addressee)= Yutd o 2 & E(utterance)rlt} W
ok 53, e e T8 A3 A
gEn S AF gz EddHAT A
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ogE EHtEA oFy] M wEEAd vE
g FEA ARED ol W Fo ¥ 43
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2. 3ol o e Kol

gFojgi sl disiNFozRE sloto] 7HEd
" Fojy EAHojgt & T8I (constituent) 7t
&ds AgEn, ERAde] dojud, EoiuHA}
7} AHEEHZIE @ F 19 JdEd g3E 4o
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WALl Z#e] 2olm gtk F@ o] IR b
% dollME dojun gloh, BE o9 il o
ojutx YA vt wIFoiEE HHEA Ao
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NE FARAI AFHNE sted, o8 F e
A3 w3tEo] ¢rt wiEd G w3 3t
(speech act){1-4]e] #3t AR} Al Hxlo) &
# ARE AR ory vl

#Fojiste Eudde]l 4 TAFA Uk
o] HAe WAL distel #EI AFE A A
el doAX o FA e A AFe L=
o digtoAe] o] AR HHLE EUYPH(F, &
WA AL 7, AA], EAF0 AL Y, Al EEALD
(o)), g4/ 7 5)8 E3A o]Foxict
gA, gFojtisle] YEivE 2dd4S AdE 3
ob3t7] fsAE AP A AYe AdH eHSE 4
YHHE o] &aof e}

0843 BdsA, g3 Sl S BA
2ol71% gk St PALe] A A A (referent) = ©]
A7t ALSE wslEel AR A A A9
Folol gvh utela, EUFALE ) A (resolve) st
2H A3 (preceding) FIHEEANAM FL A3
A Af B JEE ol g3ty EA wI AGE
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a8z, 4xdugtd] Jehvdes ol ¥
2 FALAe A EUIN, EdFALe] A4
5& 2w g2 Ze ARAMs "k
tale] Ao BF AR GEtEe] s T
AR, diste] BAE AIFEQ AFA Y 3l
Aol AdA w9l #F Ax, A9 LA F
P L3FoRe) AN FE(flow)e] B AR F.
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gxolgige Z (Prolog)[5-9] ZZ a9
ojE A£3}E ALE(Attribute Logic Engine)[10]
g FAsn sty At

ALE®] A3 AR ES B339 & oo #A
g ARARE F712 9Ygt WA, 74 o &
A 3z Ao T} HRE WS (variable) &
AbEsle] dAlR dAST, dAZ 1 ofFHrt oA
WatEe] 2ojd W Ad4(constant) 2 AR
(instantiation)® Al gt} o139l #AAE Aot A
Ao B BRE 2 10 vehd npgh go] AR
%3 A (Attribute Value Matrix)[11]2 FA) = o] A},
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c_ind:(speaker:Spk,
addressee:Adr)
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g Spket Adrd o At Al H3FEHe @
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E3 EUHHYALE XTET S oI disiA
E084F BHo] Jdod A3 A9 HhY &
Hell B ARE WAF(F, 39 AAAE 7187
W4, A4S JlEFle ¥, AAE vHEgie W
T MM g™, 2¥4 god g¥sA
=t d& Y, EuEAY FYZ4Ee szt
AAGNA EdE EAY u 2oz o] Hegis
B ASlA A9 &9 B3 ARE 29 29
2ol vehfzTE

0w & 4y rlr

soc_stat_ord:(higher:Adr,

lower:Spk)

29 2 A8H A9 w90 BE B9 o

hatell vetue 2 e 3 4% FRr
£ LakEd 2d FAlojue Fed J)ve
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rec([hong_dd,cho_sc,

kyungsoo_ka,phulangsue_lul,paywu_ni],AVM).
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conx:(c_ind:(speaker:ho_dd,
addressee:ch_sc),
soc_stat_ord:((equal_higher:ho_dd,
equal_lowerks),
(equal_higher:ho_dd,
equal_lower:ch_sc)),
sp_actinquiry)

a9 44380 B¥E FFAE 249 q

gFojuiste Age tidte vebd W3ES 3
U Aedz Adgezn oFfoxsdH, E 19
23 distd g dE¥de 27 5ol vehd bl
g #Zth

M9l Eolgt @A i) vhgH L TAA0
Atk 2 olBES WFAMAE 1A ¥ I
o L3 E9 Bae] A PHE o &3A o,
Gt gl 8o E EZTEY o= FEo B3
ol EZd FHIFEeAA i TRE A ¥z
At

2 =dMe

o HANES ITHANA 19
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6o YEhd BRAENTEE AG@Th

contl cont2 ... cont(n-1) cont(n)

sp_actl(spkl,adrl,contl:utt_rstl)
p_act2(spk2,adr2,cont2:utt_rst2)

p_act(n-1)(spk(n-1),adr{n-1),cont(n-1):utt_rst{n-1))

sp_act(n)(spk(n),adr(n),cont(n):utt_rst(n))

diag([[hong_dd,cho_sc,
kyungsoo_ka,phulangsue_lul,paywu_ni],
[cho_sc,hong_dd,
cwungkwuke_lul,paywue_yo],
[hong_dd ks,
kyungsoo_ya,choi_pwucangto,
cwungkwuke_lul paywu_ni],
{kshong_dd,
kupwun_un,ilpone_lul paywu_seyyol ]
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5. @xoldise AT FF

57t obd F3H(discourse)®] TATFZE T
o]lg2o g F3FEAolE(Discourse Representation
Theory)[12-13]7} #8235} ¥ 4o} &(Segmented Dis-
course Representation Theory)[14-16]°] 121}, 3}

gt A7 dutd oz w3 Euid vtHE o3l
E4 g, 53 ¢ 2844 =939 Fxodg

525

3% 6 #FoldE RY TR £

el Tz EAHC] Qi vish gol, wBY 3

@, gl Hxs A, 2HEY JEAHH A
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o) mAHT Yo} BEAYsle] UYEhe SHHa
aRe oYy FPANE olsdd BE & Yo
Eg, ddsts $HES WEE corz B8
ARAAAS HEFeRA F2E 2T A

A=

of AbgE F Qlth §, AR EF0 HojUERF
ail 9ot
AFHE 27 50 BF@ gHe sl 2@ 79

vEtd ERTRE THHA 93 £

[ [contl,cont2,cont3,cont4],
[inquiry (ho_dd,ch_sc,cont1([{A,B,C,D],
[named(A,ho_dd),named(B,ch_sc),
named(C ks),french(D),learn(C,D),
_hi(A,O),eq_hi(AB)]),
statement(ch_sc,ho_dd,cont2([E],
[chinese(E),Jearn(C,E),
eq_hi(B,C),hi(A,B)])),
inquiry (ho_dd ks,cont3([F],
[named(F,ch_dd),learmn(F,E)])),
eq_hi(A,C),eq_hi(AF)])),
statement(ks,ho_dd,cont4([G],
[japanese(G),learn(F,G),

hi(F,C),hi(A,C)IN] ]
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