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ARG g7 =8-S HEFHASYY. =FA S Extraction of Simple Sentences from

Mixed Sentences for Building Korean Case Frames.

AW B3 wedH Ao ASE wedAA A25x BLSe| WSS U =E

A7 7}

< 717} Complex noun, multiple inheritance, and internally headed relative clause in

pa’
2)
Korean¥} A local treatment of nonlocal realtivization
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3o thelgo] gusl& e HPA
Underspecification for polysemous predicates in Korean

oJAR(Med), deE(HEd), ZAHE(ZHN)

o] =2 ool o9y w7 =ydle g ddS FFsleto 7lEsta, odd S

]3] oumjsAle] A olFo = YA Fste] Aystux sty o]E 913l Pustejovsky
(1995)& v &3 o3l on7|se FAH &5 F4, gt LA 7Y, Pustejovsky o] A3
Aol 5 o] 2(The Generative Lexicon theory)el wZ W t}e]oj(polysemy)”’t =& = o
2 ofm=, shuhe] 7] eu|o Al Q1o wetolu) FARG R o AR EEETA
7hg st olggt  gugRs Adetr] s 3o YguFxE <ARAFER>
event-structure, <=3 1+%> argument-structure, <&Z %> qualia-structure 5%
wokal, olE Fx9 A 55 ol&ste] toddS Adyst o] rbed <A FER>E
=07} 77l ARIE 1 A4A 54 (aspectual character)o] F&3to] 7]<Eshs ot
AAFE>T7F defdo] ofd BRI Y v 7T SAAAY Afew JesdEy. (V&2
AMAFEo = “IA " (process), ““3El(state), “& o] (transition) 5 °| T}
o] =2 ool toso s 7tdH, 53 <A FER>9 5 o83t ed 9l
=5 FFsleta, ol59 thelAdS v W Al (underspecification) W& o] §-3sto] ™
Sk}, <APAFZ>o| A9 H A WHolg 3l B3 A A ‘T AR FodFH
= “TH7 (HEAD) #< vgAstezs F+ 7] o9 siA& 7tsstA s+ Aol oh&
9] dE= FA} sink7F &9 wel causative®} unaccusative?] u|Z M FHE= AS HoF
= dl, Pustejovsky® ol o] dAAS FH-mHA WHoRE Hrgsiy

rr

(1) The enemy sank the boat. (causative)
(i1) The boat sank. (unaccusative)

2 =5 godds g sk tho] A Ak #ink o}, Z A

(case alternation)Y} =37zx9 WstE st Yo didS st vEvh webA sy

o] tpolsol7t F ) o] AE(case frame)E AAF L ZAEd wet on|zp ZEkd o,

v AE FHRKMHEAD-value)o] HAH = Waol wet 7+ A5l AAHEE s, T

Zt AL gt guE FAlo XA EF . 5T

af, v A HHE “AA/EE vy A2 Egste] ARES
2 =TdA A 9 e toEold §3H Y dEES v 2ok

+

1. “A4 -} FF [locative-alternation, affectedness]
b By e EE WS Ao
L g Hel frEs At
o g Eo] WS 7S AlSih

2. “4t}” B33 [creation vs. direct-causative]
b e B2 @S 2T
U A4l 58 29t

3. “dslt}” H7F [stage-level vs. individual-level]
7b. A57F Y1 et
. o] ke f1g s

4. “AN 1P}’ BF [stage-level: source vs. location]
7}, ofolE o] Al1Lg )
L A o] Aj1rg o



5. “4t}” K5 [process vs. result-state]
7F go] Ao Al & Yl
U 3 Al & YA

Bayer, Samuel et al. 1998. Theoretical and computational linguistics: toward a
mutual understanding, In: J. Lawler & H. A. Dry (ed.). Using Computers in
Linguistics, Ch. 8. 197-255. London: Routledge.

3B A ol (AAH)

FE =R, AAEL A 7uk Ao
2 8ta 9tk o 7)ol A, =9l o] Ha e
Paradigm) ©|2} &2+ o220 2A, ZH 2 7|9k HAikad
71 dF9o AR Aoz Frbd Atk

wAH ol AR =, 4vHA vl e] S0 aTfE Il o] Fell o AA <
Aol HA7E A EozN, - 8404 BlEA o] Fojrh. Iy, A dojgol
of@A AEE I shE o] A, I VAAS] Aol e HIPTHE ouzbA B E
ol d=AE dHEadsA s Fa = &4 829 83% ¢loj= 7t St
of =il Aol wFAoR FAstA = b, dojgH]]l dEoAd & ), 43
FoH dofste] 1 o] T Ay AT|INE Adojst AR Ey, dEFoA dojg] o
o] olo]A Sl FE7INE dofdt A Eo] 4B A ADAAN AR A
TR AAQ FEdEACd k= ARt

| =

Scalar Implicature in Dynamic Semantics

o4 (A%dstm

E dtxolE dA = (scalar implicature)S S E2v| 2 (dynamic/update semantics:
Chierchia 1995, Veltman 1993, Heim 1982)ol A o %Al tpFojof &% =9 s|H 1A}
E3], (1b)o} e dAT=] 3 A(defeasibility) & B A HFsopdx =932 g},

(1) a. She has two cars.
a’. It is consistent with the information state that she doesn’t have more than
two cars.
b. She has two cars. In fact, she has three cars.

- (la’)

A

Ao EelM = 91 el =
al 3k o ofm|

3t2te] A RAE (information state)E WHIA|ZL F 9=
& (potential) o] 2 X A

g 4
. eluo] G@ o7l AL wEow @ o5 ol Ed



Are FHES =40 W7slH (order sensitive), 3 W F7le AB/on &= Ao FHA4A
2 4 9l =g A (monotonic logic)E& WEiL SIth o] d oJrEowes WAFSS
& ZE A4S OE T gt olE oR7] HiAAe 7Y dEonEEs oln FUiH
ARE F4% F Jde o AYe o] JsonEe] E2 dsaorddtt. ol& A +
A GAg = 2F JHE BE F#(normal assertion)o] 93 ujotE thE F3 9 ¢

=2 YAz 3384 Al Griced 42 AE (maxim of

quantity)ell <7ste] AHgity o] # A 3482 FEo A dojxl FH=

(asserted) AE = D] HAFafokat tistate] AR A= 2H2h &g A7 w o] ofgt,

T JEon oA AR FHE @ 72 TFsAAY JFeR

A7 A= F FE JheAAe @ﬂoi T2 © Aer Eoh 5 gisixte] AH FEH =
o]

D}—"—ﬂ Zrol UEtd & 9tk o= <FK, DK>, FK& 549 AR E o] Fojx AR E DK
TdE AARRE FEHoR FEAW ARE 747 udn) olE F ARE FA 49
EHO]:o}tt] A S A 9 e FHA Agdd g DKo HAERE A, Iy

A

2) FHA Aok
For an information state 0=<FK, DK>, where FKNDK=#= &, and proposition p,
if o+p (an update of FK with proposition p) results in FKNDK=@, then the
updated information state o’ should look like <FKNp, DKU{w: w(p)=1}>.
Otherwise, the resulting information state ¢’ would be absurd.

o] YA Alcko] om :7*7}% AR HAALE 7testA st A, F3H WA stgx o
2 fF5FE WA g ARG Wste ey 22 gAom o] Fofr)
3 a. if p is asserted, then o+p = <{weFK: w(p) =1}, DK>;
b. if p is pragmatically inferred, then o+p = <FK, {weDK: w(p) =1}>
FI1E

Chierchia, G. 1995: Dynamics of Meaning. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Heim, 1. 1982: On the Semantics of Definite and Indefinite Noun Phrases, Ph.D.
Dissertation, U. of Amherst.

Veltman, F. 1993: Defaults in Update Semantics, to appear.
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