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(1| % o120l S8t2 =D HOAC
affection{sympathetic) <= affection(offer)

2| % B0l =0 220 S0
event(inactivity) <= event(descent).

(3)) % HAS UIRD A2 O GMS slt
delta(space) <= event(journey) ==>
affection{prospective).

(4) % A2 A8 A5t Z0IE X R0

affection(advice) <= affection(cause(pleasure))
=+> cue_phrase(adversative)
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SDs = {D;-sent(N1), ... Dn-sent(Nn)}

o7elA SDse 39 dE3FF=(Sentence
Degrees)& el Dy 2 %2 F5(Degree)
£, sentNn)x Eduold zZ & &A
(Sentence Number)& uYEbdch A7l 93
¢ EFcl v B3 dA=T A5 Degree®
12 §d. (29 2)= SICHAE 58 d& 43
A7 "AFEe & oojd.

SDs = [1-sent(8), 3-sent(10), 3~sent(12), 4-sent(4),
4-sent(6), 4-sent(15), 5-sent(1), 5-sent(3),
5-sent(11), 6-sent(14));
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48 74g = A
(1) We suppose a very long train; travelling:
along the rails; with the constant velocity> and
in the directions indicated in Figure 1. (2)
People travelling: in this train; will with
advantage wuse the train; as a rigid
reference-bodys. (3) They regard all events in
references to the train;. (4) Then every event
which takes place along the line; also takes
place at a particular point; of the train;. (5)
Also, the definition of simultaneity can be given
relative to the frain; in exactly the same way
as with respect to the embankment;.

<E 1> oA & ot ofFAt:

WE NG

{train,

rails, train, train, train, line, point,

(1)

train, train, embankment}
{traveling, velocity, direction, traveling}

(2)
(3)

{reference—body, reference}
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sent(1, 1/2):[affect_state([supposition, thought{creative),
formation(idea), word(faculty(intellectual))})
pose/ (somebody<-we)l.
sent(l, 2/2): [event(Fvehxcle motion(general), motion,
word(space)]) train/ (somebody<-we),
event([journey,locomotion(land), mouon(generdl)
motion,word(space)]):travelling/
(somebody< -we),
state([indication, means(natural),
means(communication(idea)),
communication(idea),
word{faculty (intellectuah))):indicated/
(somebody<-we),
state([representation, means(natural),
means(communication(idea)),
communication(idea),
word(faculty (intellectual))]»:figure/
(somebody<-we)l.
sent(2, 1/1):(affect_state([use, )
measures(precursory) volition{prospective),
volition(individual),
word(power(voluntary)))use/
(people<->travelling),
affect_state([mankind, vitality(special), vxtahty.
matter(organic), word(matter))):peopl
(people<->travelling),
event{[journey, locomotion{land),
motion(general), motion,
word(space))):travelling/
(people<->travelling),
event([vehicle, motion(general), motion,
word(space)]):train/ (people< - >travelling),
state([hardness, matter(solid), matter(inorganic),
word(matter))):rigid/ (people<->travelling)].

sent(5, 1/1):[event([receiving, transfer(property),

relation(possessive), volition(intersocial),
word{power(voluntary )]):given/
(definition<->simultaneity),

event([vehicle, motion(general), motion,
word(space)]):train/
(definition<~>simultaneity),

state([addition, quannty(aomunohve) quantity,
word(relation(abstract))]):also/
(definition<~>simultaneity),

state([interpretation, nature(idea(communicated)),
communication(idea),
word(faculty(intellectual))]):definition/
(definition<->simultaneity),

state([belief, result(reasoning), formation(idea),
word(faculty(intellectual)}1}:b
(definition<->simultaneity),

state([relation, relation(absolute), relation,
word(relation{abstract))]):relative/
(definition< - >simultaneity),

state({imitation, relation(partial), relation,
word(relation(abstract)}]): exactly/
(definition<->simultaneity)].

(09 3) 43 €9 &9

oeld dYES Ay ¢oz EFE FEHW
oo e wHLGE de & 3

<E 2>9 ZFAN HAEF BEdE RAe
(3) Atdel #dd AAAEolIt (2), ()2 o HA
€3 d&dAE oy, Fold 29 FAEES
AAste AAAMN 23702 Hddd oHe=s d9F
g Algoldh ojE A dFEE wgdrt
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<E 2> N4 & 84

(1)j?- process_cue_phrases(CPs).
?- process_affect_states(CPs).
CPs={(sent(2,1/1)~>[sent(1, 1/_G448)])] ;
people/use suppose
?~ process_events(CPs).
CPs = [(sent(2,1/1)->[sent(1,2/_G512)]),
traveling direction
(sent(3,1/1)->[sent(1, 2/_G547), sent(2, 1/_G535)]),
train train traveling
(sent(5, 1/1)->[sent(1, 1/_G720)])] :
train train
?- process_states(CPs).
CPs=[(sent(4, 1/2)->{sent(2, 1/_G581)1),

(2)

3)

(4) particular rigid
(sent(5, 1/1)->[sent(1, 2/_G711), sent(3, 1/_G759D1 ;
definition figure reference
?7- test(SDs).
(5)SDs = [1-sent(4), 2-sent(5), 3-sent(l), 3-sent(2),
3-sent(3)] ;

(29 9= 928 AdAE #¥E BAT <E
1>9 AHAEAA (1), Q¥ Aol AAree]
Yol d dehtn gvh zeu, ofHAee @

£ olfEe WNoZ AANEe) FHYAE &
steh. ol oifAtes) A%, e £ AQ Foof
U ooifle) wEE JFoR Asg YHHE B,
AQNE AT AATAAN 2FhE T2
BAPHAENY AP Aoz s ) o
golth AdArEe Fde oL N5 EY

S, 2A 99, ST 84, ERAjole Ad
ek,

4 & AAGx

(3) They regard af events I e RDho the
(4) Then every event wbkh nﬁs place along the line also takg place at a

point of the tra‘in Sm

(5) Also, me.cf simultaneity can be given refative to ﬁ\e.ln exactly the
<HPAlm RE>

same way as with respect to the embankment.
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o ole 29 =AM %o W A AR
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AN 254L Aoz sEsEid.
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ol gl AQnYE ol Foly NMAANEL 4
e EHEY FAMNESE gz 8o §
A st HE 5 EFL dFsA o

29 ¢3AL Tofsy] AT dEAHQA Ao
E7Y AHonE oHAES E F UG old B
EEAME Folz dF 9 A4FAey AdRHez
Fold Adr&S vus Kot 2 A, Fo:
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= x4,

AAFHE G848 9ol dRAHo} o o
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