Proceedings of KFIS fall Conference, 2003. 9. 27

Fidd{Al0|M A|AHIE $St ejojHo| 22| #&
Application of Meaning Base for Car Navigation System
e
MAet AZE oty

MoonSoo Chang
Dept. of Software, Seckyeong University

E—mail : cosmos@skuniv.ac.kr

ABSTRACT
olofi elziel = FE9| g 22Hol £R0IC. AR Yol K3, oz K @
S2 IYsts A0l AOIE S3 HEY0l UMY 4 UCh oAnHojAE AAY J5EY
(SFLT)E 7I¥ro= 8t QI7h ALDo| REE O olof7|ut a%%ex £7% 0|8 4 Ut = =
SolME FHAHIAOIM AABS 02 S0f 1018 DiHE & XY HEHO| B OIS A

AlBtct. QlajHioj Ao AE2 HHELAE, 20|, KJEHU2E LiF L, 4 AE2 ALH, MEANL
g, QABAZ NZEH 2 -E*OHME i HIAo|H el HEAES Fostl, O|AE HIE2E

on|EoliA 2nE YYEs 2ot a2, AMAIE onjHojA QoM tiEtE E4 2 ddsts
NYE Sl AFEOl O|R0E 5 UZE GE St =2t

Key words : 2|O|HO|A, A|AHE J|SEY, I HIAIO|M AL, UMANH HAFE, 3t =4,
gts AHA‘{
=gl

.M B Nes BT ©lE fAste] Fhin|Aleld A
~=(CNS) & ﬂwgi, AFg A A2 zhel
AFE AlM 9 dojHa, = o ARAHE At izt S AN,

L Mo
R

o
g e

b4 o] ANl e ATE PHEHY
tEo] WY . 53], 90dd ©
% dolel Aert Zhsaigel wet 2w 1. o4 i

o] 83 EA2 WL E3 wo o

ol vttt 13, & *1*5“ Ztﬂoﬂﬂ 2 2.1 4ol AF

q, dolxelt nFHD delAel2zAe o  dide] AFYY 7H e 79 viz e

nﬁi
|

i

12

2L |4 Rakm gtk @9, Az Aelg Mo FuAe dydels 548 wedEn
Fofo] 7o), 2, AW 5& Bk 3, Aol Aok AelA Fustel, A% AnAe 5
Soagneld ol 9ed Auead $9 d2 mwde 4Rds gudel Aed 98
(Qetsflol2)e] ohie AH FFy FFHel ?iOH gelg olgst WHIY AAdeld
Ag2 stu ok AFLe) AAME 7€ °lg d¥ehs @ Wtow AXd JlE
A9 A Gol W09 A4 85e °*°1 ol8g ugow st Juidlelng FY

Watz] fleixe AzEe dois wisiE sk o' AREAIS FFELY AqYd"EE dYs)
Hir"o]l Hest & =FolMe dodAAE = dF[2]7 O]—roizl gh7h itk o] el
o g gk Qb Atuel mHlel Suiwlola A umwolAy AbEALeL AFHE e thEE
(meaning base)& A7l&t1, ujHo|AE & a8k Wk ofuE} it &o) Wed ARS
8 A% FEo] HFEH FHgol B 4 FHetE HYeE HRAATN HAZRE e

e

P

17



=

dEAe] AARZE T@stT ot F, JEAE
AojA Y AP AdRZT FYFoEMA, 7]
AR Adoixeld] BEAEKAHS A
st o}, o] AFME AEF 22 dst
FHol He dvE dde® su o 19
u, Anxaaygoe] sFEH AanEToR
ojFoR= A7 Bk dixF]] dE FR
MM AHERIE B3 Y FEOR AA
dogRE] ARES olFojutt B =FoA
e s FhuAeld AAde) HeE
AR AN vl23 FFog o]Fojzc) o]H
Ao lojA ofnldlo]AE ofjEA FLH &
Je7tes £ =54 A5 nza 3,

e e

2.2 AIAE 71599 o] &

NA'E T5de] o} &(Systemic Functional
Linguistic Theory; ©l3&t 7| 2¥)& £ =&
oA oulA a9 iAol Hi dojojg oz o
o]gtz}lQ]l Hallidayel 23l FAFHJAT3].
7159 AME2 AojAAg} ol 38 A
HAE F F3ht A3 22 Ahsly 330
2 48t 715ERE AR elA dojrt o
DA JlsskeErtE R 3loen, o] 7l
3743 A (ideational), WA A3 (interper-
sonal), BAEHAF A (textual) 7522 ¥
olAt}, HYAE AA] A7}A] ALZA Q4%
UHEd, FE(field:dojAbEdsd), €Y
(tenor:8=42] A5 E AHE), EE(mood: th3}
FE)7F 2RI (AAFT W82 Halliday[3]
ZAZ). I8 1& 7153HY d9AAE e
ul Rojo}

a8 1. N2EI152A001ES) AOIXH

2.3 9njdoj 2~
guimiol 2~ 7VeEHY A

2 QY ZYle 23R

AAE whge

o}
Roltt[4]. o]

Vo7l gdsles Age

2}, Q17ve) olsety, @8, FESI) Y
24 (potential) o) AAARCR ZHF A&

e,

18

Proceedings of KFIS Fall Conference, 2003. 9. 27

ol A= oA A (language system)$t A
TS APACl A A (instance) $+8) AlolE &}
AAA(sub—system) F& AA 9 Y type
of instance)2. 2 AAsxL, 015 F3 FYY
ZH o] AAdAM HdEHAEE St 19 2%&
uigol AE EAI AR JITEHY A
AANA, MAA 7lF, 2, A3 FAH Y
A 2o AP}

contextual T
interpersonal
Weational

context

semantics

Lexico-
grammar

11—

Sub-system/ instance

type of instance

Af 2. onjwjoj~

system

1. ojojujojxe] ®R

3.1, 78| Alold A2

At o7 FhduAlold FRE= Algo] X
8 AN AL g8 F= ZARE 2
o} wEtr, ALt HEe £33 7R3 9
o, AIAYHE EIEA] IR RRE A
A Aok ZAEFe] B4 EFRFA
APE2bE SARMEE S ol&skE Aol niEz
shct. whEbA, diujAe)ld RS HAY A
27 g E B 4 Qi

71 AAWolAE o]&T AL, A€
A gt BrtA] ARE AAo7 JpX 3
A, olF FFAZIZ] A AAo UEHo)
2E ol&ste] Astes AHE A AR
g dolSolA ®Hoh &, A4 A= vy
Aol A FelHo] Je(Ho|lA JlFsoR
gk A2}

Sujdjo)l A8 F3 vin| Aol A|AEE )
vl Ae)d 7ol AbEzEE Al A" 7he] oisle]
AR oz shetdrt, dulAol Az}t FdH A3t
I} AP oujuje]ae] AYXAER FAHC
ApEAFe} Al AEY] st o 3] EH S (lexico-
grammar)& E3 FEAHSY rojF(seman-
tics)olA dinl Aol 4&e JulE &8
ol & AMF FE& FH A2l HAHAEY
AAEIAQL Astel FAF}AFY dF2 3"

.



Proceedings of KFIS Fall Conference, 2003. 9. 27

3.2. AHYAE T4
omjuo] 2ol AEAE

o] AAe HE, H

Y, 29 A7tA A A 247 mddd, g}

HuAlolde A% AHYAES]

%8 3% o] EddL

[ ]

(el EL FHIBINON & -E .
.
[ ]

SR Eﬁlé’—‘! .
HIHER L— :
—*Tenor

e}
ﬂ AEIEN 2 -

—+»Mode

—visual

\ N
S0 literal

a8 3. FtdHiAo|Me HEAE?

ABTH

—_— Ay

UIHIAIOIE _,
__ﬁ_ ———5i¥

SERENE

}AL BAE bl HY oM ARER

gb AlxEIZEe] BASL A AZH

BA o]

AHAQ A W A0w et gaA,
ANARE AHgRA EdRe 2A g, 3
Ug Bucs Bod YU Aget SPe

TARHA o g

t qejrt BAZHA

& dEhE ZEefA
ETE AHHI, dEA

242 o188 Usix Yok F=9) B
A= vulAold tia BFe vehisd, 1

49 Zo] AAE vErd 5 gl
HE

453

I
KAl
a2

o &
—ols=H —E 22
2
|
e

L

21 MOt

oHE
AHs
BHE

ot

(_’%9";

[t

0

et
SRt
L]

T Bou

\—>E’MI/JI§

o
=

a8 4. FtHHIAO|ME Bt HHALEQ FieldE3Y

2 298 systemic network® #Alel| 93}

719 o

19

3.3. &3te £4 7 ¥4

el 2% o] §F PHIYE

g2t B3}

o WY A2E Ase Y ol Fol
A B E=RAAE J5EEE olgstel A

49 B5E

Mgt & &

EE LN

e 7P wE d277olgke AREAEY] wHEkE
BEAstH 19 59 o] Hth Al AHES A

ARE F3 Bt SR ABLTYS

s}

obatyr, H2E Mood JEE F53ch B9
TAA 71%& identified7} thing(d)og *
Mste] AZAA] #E AuidE A E
Bl og Zoiz 3 (Participant)d B 2 HE,
BEAAN 247 FERHo] Fxo)x, P
o] HYA7kl S stopdith, BAEFAA )
& Moodd Ao =zRE a9 7AtE A
AE BRI HHATE A2"o]r] wl i
gulg 7R A FEeo

g [2urz] e | aw | we |2e @13 7

Present;
positive

;; {interpersonal Wh-__ [interrogative

Residue Mood(42)

Actor Goal 1 maleriad
Verb group * qualifier | Adverb | Epithet
Identitied

ideational Thing

Identifier | Relational

Textual Theme Rheme

interpersonal | Question

ideational | F2 AL goal: 2 A; how:fast: throuth:X: main-way:X

Textua LBH

Tenor Speaker: AHE X Ustener:Ib| HI Ol E1: speaker 224X

1X8ju0eD

Fleld F2R2M: CAI

Mode sin: s4:

J8 5. ALSR w3t sy

A9 e dist §EoZ A|A" L3 A
A& 2W 18 637 #oh HYAES] H
T AEE HIANY HERE 21 JSE
B3, REe 243l Ao #e JRE JE
Ao} gu|FoA e diJAAY 7|so =, AHE
ZF Q7o) U ¢go2 FHB s AL
ez Stk #EFAAE Jlsdde A= A
Mg T3 F=2 AR HEAAG
‘through’®} ‘main—way’&® uYehdoh o]zt
AY2Eel oulE vlgoZ I EHZ A=
A4S A7) Ast A 24F whEoid
ot} B2 kA HAZ2 24 E Jenr] ¢35}
o F /18 Ho] £HAAZ EHHY, Ui+
g2 THEIANZE AXFA, dednE o f
3t Aol FEUTh e e 23 g whEoid

S o) Byl HETFAE Jee 2 JE
< el Process(EoF 7)) olgt 44
¥+ Participant(H A}, #8AF 5), 183,
0|59 Ad3S T 9F W Processy AuE H
3l circumstance(¥AF )2 FA =

BN




oy

Tenor Speaker: Al A Listener A8 X}

Field FRAM MO

Mode sty 84 E

response(SI2 e

Interpersonal

Ideational

22 HAhoughU FERELS R 2 Gain-wap ZEW

Textual

N\

Interpersonal | indicative: dgclarative: conclusive

=

> actor: 8%

ot

axtor Y2t

Ideational

JewweBooixe7 | sonueweg] 1xe1uo)

clausel: pro iahyparti..goal i T 2

clause2: prodessqatdngiparti.:goal@ E 01

conjunction(=

Themetgoalﬂeme 4 / \
1]

Textual

— o~
29 SLALZE ) SRE 01Z3t= 20|

usse FsUC
J8 6. A2E wet 44

3.4. AERAT ulA o) 4

2% 5% 19 69 delN mE 2AY 2
$9) BAH ARS Supelsd A Az
AHEWF, Av1F, AHLEFE olFsHEA

o] FoXtt. o] A FoA uHo]AdME

23 gRozRY FET 5+ Y& YUE o
£ 3nAg vE2yE Y534 Ao 19

5olA AMERF wale] omlzh A=A
A%, = RReTe: AN BEYL, A=
o BRAQ ZAXE FEFT) AADL of

of dig 'S sty s dste] dog
AYAE ARE Fuldjo} g, ojw, A=A
A9l 24l ‘through’Yt ‘main—way’ %9
ARE AL AN REZHE T

¢H, A4 9 A2E weg Ax JERE 49

FE vplAlde 2 olF FR E}% Al
i%‘«] W3S AAgshs BAoIY. m|Ho]A
o] AYAEE vnjAcld REZRE A4F Y
AL FRE GALED. o|F HBoR U3}
o] Ju|E AL, °] u|=FE EIHE T
Eoldn. dE Bol, ARZ2= 5007 H A
o] AAeleld $3dE sok @ Aol
AZo] dA £EFE PFoIW, AAES T
3 A 2 SAEY ARe zEEA 23E
Addch Add E3kes “500WE AelA
FE AL G o] ., olw), AHLES)
IE AFRZ ophEde] A 2H AL
ARARe] AZEel Ao, AJARE @3]
gelz Bz F9 + $IA& Ay,
“500916 AW AbA o] AZFol dsuoh
BPAE Fosty AAMI] FIAAL9
2o w2 YA s}

ols} Zol FdmAold AlA
25 o]&ste] ARgAs) ——V\V\%
o7 AHAY 75e FARY. ,
Ho| A5 olggowH de F e 7
AHERES] SA ot F Aol wEkA
AT % 249 FHE Ao vhE 5
o= 7"01‘:}.

32 K rlo 2o 2

20

Proceedings of KFIS Falt Conference, 2003. 9. 27

iv.d 2
=EAAE Az AnSYe Eds
olgstel AFE A2 A5H
FV5EA S § weto g ojuluo]
lg3hs Ee AAsAT
Mol AREARS dulAeld Axg
312 Sotel YuAOHE A% FuE
T@ Bed Jus Foby] Astel e
AuAe RES o|g@Th onelAT S
gate] BAE Axdo) Bed Fuol F23
Aol FAo ARA Ao AN Ao B
o 23 AMREe AR AT, gE
3uAel RERHY d@}go] Arh
s, Aol Aade $4 A%
A28 s1A0 Bk & =T
A FEE gdeR 312 o3 AdojH e

e
o lo a2 2
B
mlm

— 0

Oln

Rk}
xo;

a2 AL
l:J

2w 29sta ok dupdlelas &4 A
BAEYE Y3t S5 (phnology)d 4%
(phonetics) 2. & g oo} &, o] 9t

A77t oz AaAdolol #). 12w, B
oo Wg 7l5BHe] AFH 9lA ot o
Pob ATE Woshd, dHOT JEEUL
olgax %1 FEEWE olgst: Iuluo]
2o BE ATE o} AWY Ve Yok

V. #x

[1] I. Kobayashi and M. Sugeno, “An approach
to everyday language computing - An
application to forecast of atmospheric
pressure distribution”, Int. Journal of
Intelligent System, Vol.13, pp.623—-640,
1998.

I, Kobayashi, M. S. Chang, and M. Sugeno,

“A study on meaning processing of dialogue
with an example of development of travel
consultation system” , Information Sciences,
vol.144, pp.45—-74, 2002.

M.A.K. Halliday, An
Functional  Grammar,
London, 1994.

M.AK. Halliday and C. Matthiessen,
Construing Experience Through Meaning: A
Language—Based Approach to Cognition
(Open Linguistics Series), Cassell Academic,
1999.

23

(3]

Introduction to
Edward Arnold,

[4]



