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AT, IRERNEGRICHE D K BASED B
TH AU ERERIC L D, BRAH (modality) O 794
AL, REREKGRE, BICREORMRSEE
B el5 e B8 TE ML, EXV T4 LD
BAfRICEH T 25, L AERINTWVRL.
AREHXHIR ¥ 3 % Modal Subordination &, EX VU
74 LHRISHOHEMER T 2 SBHETHY, WiEZ
FIRHC M RTRE R IR R DI EE L 72 5. 2 2T, #KiF
RS IRER & RRAE B CHRR L 72 Modal DTS Z#2% L,
ZOPSHADHT TN LR 5.

1 FC®HIC

HASFEBICERA REREBHEBFELTED, ¥
AREKATIEIRZ L OEELI I Z 52 TE/. 2
D &S BHEERD—DIZ, RFETEHAT 2 AN E
IBKFfi (dependent type semantics, DTS) [1] 3% %. DTS
%, MRFZUHER (dependent type theory, DTT) [2] (25
DVWHASHEOEKROHGMTH 5. HEEHIMHEAE
WCAER U2 WHAITRIE R » B2 D, DTT 3 MHITIK
FLER 2 TcE3. 222, BEX2n: Int
TH5HY R I:List(n) 2/ Z 5. ZoflTid, M
List(n) 23 H n ITIRF T 2 L W05 HTKERTH 5.
DTS L L OWHEZ 21T # X, BEKRELRD DTT O
eSS T 27280, MOXXDOEKRIHKFEL THlDX
DEKRZRS Ze B TES.

Modal Subordination ¥ 1%, EX VU 7 4 &£ K5h
KB Z2BIGHRKTH D, Roberts [3] 12 & D I5H
STz, R EE T Roberts [3] 21X U, van
Rooij [4] % Asher and McCready [5] 72 ¥, Z8( D57
Wi 23 fFE 3 5. Modal Subordination D il % (1)(2) I1Z
NI

(1) A wolf might come in. # It growls.
(2) A wolf might come in. It would growl.

EXY T4 2ESHKEETIE, E XA TG (6] 3%
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EARE TR R B2 2e2h 5. 12 z2iX, 1) T
&, &G it 23 awolf ZIET Z T T, FAHA]
BERSEATAMNEE L ZWV. Y —J5, 2 XHIREXY
T 4 would ZMZ 7= (2) TX, FD XS Lilk»4
U772\, would DERIZ X D, B DT might D
R a—TJHNTEANZINTz awolf %, %G it BE X
A TRISDEATRHE LTS TX 5.

DTS (X HRJEGf#ETR (anaphora resolution) <°HTHE D H A&
(presupposition binding) % # 5 BlFH/22%, ZHETE
XN T 4 DGOV TIEZNUEEZ { OISR
ENTVERHOTTIERY. ZRAEXQ) &, EX
VT4 Z2EER0WX B 2ERS.

(2) A wolf might come in. It would growl.

(3) A wolf came in. It growled.

EHE 50X, &G it 1% a wolf %S IRAIRETE D3,
DTS 12 & 2 USRI AIREZZ DX 3) DATH 5.
) IZBY B might ° would DX 57, EXVT 4 %
G DIRINRIITOWTIX, DTS I2HED K oifids
(HH 5 [7] OWFEZFRIFIE) FELRW.

AWZEIX, DTS IZ & % Modal Subordination ® 43 #t
ZHEE LT, XV 74 RICEFRKHICHS 2 &
MTES XS, HHEEITDH % rlREME (possibility) & &4
SR (necessity) % DTS IZ/NZ, fERL7ZKRTH S
Modal DTS Z 8% 3 5. HISOMEHTDH %5 DTS D
R zmE» L, —BRNRRISBIRICEITT 2%
Hig3. XHIT DTS B 3RS A%
3 L, Modal DTS IZ DWW THEE 2 bR 7=, 94T
Bz R .

2 EFEREMKERIC K B HRIDHRR

BIDZTEICHKAE U WHE MBI G L, EAHI
BRERNC X D BIZERT 5. MLT, KIFAER
(DTT) [2] 1%, BEAHI & BRERNTEREEIZ 800 L TR
DEREITY. KFHOFI LT, AFETIXKED
#Halk, N s MoAZBEHRT 5. TIFEIRA,

1) XEICE»NE T# 35 A TEYITH B 2 L 2R
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T REAEO—RILT, EhenBITHd 5 2E
ftFefFERLTFO LIRSS, TR SO
FKAcz X 1 1TRT.

x:A
B
BE1 o () 28 () oFKiL

(x:A) > B

OEEHRAEDE BIZBWTHIEOR A 23 D%
TH x IWRTFEL 7282, 2 BN —EHEOA BIizBw»
THE—EBROR A 2HOLTE x IIRIFE L 28D, Z
NZNHERATRETH 2. B B HETE x ITIRTFL 72

WiGE, THIFEEH I, BIdamEe )t d 2 & v
DAV — N —=FEANSICEY, Iy =&

X, —BEREREOME A > B AABIZENZERN
X535, DTS &, ARIEEM (underspecified type) [8]
ZDTT XA % Z & TRISHIRZRIREIC S 5. f
ELTQR DOXIIBIT LMK, 2%, {4
it 25 a wolf ZIETHAEDBBEERT. K21F (3)
DEKEKRRTHS. m I HOF-ERZHO
TRIETH 5.
[ | x: entity
'[mm@l

comein (7 (1))

Z : entity

- human(z) l

w

growl(mi(w))
B2 (3) A wolf came in. It growled. D EKEFR

BHRFROANZ, DIT 2B 3 type TRITHID
72 5720 2 W0 S il (semantic felicity condition) 23
% 7=, BRI (type checking) #7522 T, D
R Z 723 N5, BREDBETRIEEH@
% BARIZEERAIC B 2 #2 2 2 480ED3, BUCHRIRICH
72%. BITIE Al 52D entity z A% = human (z) TH
%) LWORDFIIHEZRR T2 2 kilkb, ZD
FERAIEDMETE T AR OHIR b iz T 5. B
U 7zaERHIE 2 B & O RERABNICARA L 2465, 156
NBEMRFLRZM3ITRT. 20 Xk51g, MISHR
WEAERAERER (proof search) DREISE TIN5,

| x: entity

'[mmu)l
comein (7 (1))

growl(mmy(v))
B3 (3) A wolf came in. It growled. O HRICHRILAE R
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3 REFEZE

AHiTlZ, DTS I & % Modal Subordination O 57
B %2 &RBHIZ, DTS ZHRMAHANC X o THRR L 2216 %
T & % Modal DTS Z# %3 % (§ 3.1). KFEI,
possibility ¥ necessity Z 12 %12& 7= D, Contextual
Modal Type Theory [9] & —H#\#£H 35 (§32). &5
IZ Modal DTS ORAIREZFEM L (§3.3), KEID7HT
TRERKRREZWET 5.

3.1 Modal DTS

Modal DTS %, BEFD Iy 5 ANZ possibility &
necessity DRI Z MR TMARRTH 5. FIITEET S
BlY LT possibility IZXI5F % < (dia) & 4 (bkdia),
necessity 12X 3 % [ (box) & I (bkbox) Z/Z 5.
might % would D £ 572XV 7 41%, O v Tk
hExh2. €t BiZ2ZHOEKRERIERL,
M XEDEXY T 422 XHDFMHTHATE S
St 52 2%EIRHES. ¥ ERE LT 412
fil%Rg.

| x : entity
v (%) ”lmmml
comein(ry(u))
z . entity
- human(z) l

oV (V]
growl(m; (w))

B4 (2) A wolf might come in. It would growl. D EIRFE R

3.2 Contextual Modal Type Theory

Contextual Modal Type Theory (CMTT) [9] i&, E#
F AR (Intuitionistic Modal Logic) (2% L C, %
72 FIE T, possibility & necessity IZE R DA %
52 2B T®H 5. Modal DTS I8 % O ¥ LI
CMTT DERICHES . O & O ORAIEEZ, CMTT 23
#2223 % Intuitionistic Contextual Modal Logic (ICML)
¥ Contextual Possibility 2> 5H( D AL 5.

ICML &, E#FEZERMEGRIO S4 ZHxE L 7R
HT, &E Y Contextual Necessity [P]A ZERT 5.
i b FHARM 7 judgement (XA RE D BB % /RS A true
ThhH, MEIAETHLZ %, "nTFRELTHE
AL, HT2FERe LTHRERMIZHVWS. —7F
Contextual Possibility (%, possible world {ZX3 % 17#7E
#={b% KT judgement ¥ LT, A poss (¥) ZH 721
ERLIENRRTDH 2.
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7 : entity 7 : entity
. type poss (V) true
: - human(z) — human(z)
(@)
Y : type poss (V) z : entity
- human(z) : type poss (V)
growl(m; (w)) (OF)
. (O F)
: entit
v | we | <Y
®) - human(z) : type poss (V)
growl(m; (w))
(®F)
: entit,
(o] | we | <MY
oV - human(z) : type
(¥)
growl(m; (w))

B 5 HitFDEXY T 4 B possibility TH 3 HE DRIME

3.3 FRBIE¥

Modal DTS (2 B 1J 2 HANZ, 3 220 60
5. CMTT O #EH A, O OB 3 2 HAl
& BT IHAITHS.

CMTT ORERRANZ, poss BRENZHNZ T, hyp #HI
(hypothesis rule) &, ctxhyp #7HI (contextual hypothesis
rule) 3% %. hyp BRI, SESHKREERE T
(modal operator) D EBE % #HiHH 3 2 72 HIZ A A] R 7
hypothetical judgement IZH2K 3 5. CMTT IZH WV T
MEMERE DM THEE L2583 A valid £V 5
judgement T 3. ctxhyp FHIZK, A valid % ki
DWW THINHE L 72 Contextual Validity (KT 3.

Wetx M o type Wcetx M :type

(PYM : type (OF) [PIM : type (0
e < r [ ommil
o’:‘Pi
M :t b4
- type M : type
 —— (W F
‘WY M :type( :

BE7 &> H OFRA

O v I T 2 HANK, X6 OFHIZE #7212
ERL L, AR FRZER]Z CMTT 22 5HUH AL 3.
& = W I2BE3 2 HEAN, 7 DFEHAIZIZT O,
Modal DTS B WTHHICER L D TH S
(WP Do :¥E (®F)Dposs (¥) A3, §3.1 TN
72 TIXHDEXRY 7 4 52 XHOFFHTHEHTE
LM THT BT S.
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4 Modal DTS Ic & 391

ARHiITIX, Modal Subordination % ¥ 512, HiHiT
BEL L7 Modal DTS Z W T 252 %, %7,
KEEBEMR (discourse relation) Z R L (§4.1), ZAUZHE
DL AW EITS. BBREOBEE CAFHERISGETTT
% ¥\ 5 DTS DHT (§ 2) ITHEW, R T % (§4.2).

4.1 FXEERIR

Modal Subordination (%, FMHRD 2 XHK 8 IR
HREEERVICAB ZTHDTAREX 72 5. 1 XXH
E2XHIZEXRY T4 2HES b, #KEERICA
AN REEDTD, (1) DL ICHEFICEXY
T4 BEERWVIGES, 2 XHEEN 3 5E1%, Modal
Subordination 3EE Z % Z & 137200,

O My <D>M2 = OM x ‘<D>M2

DMl;gMZ = DM1X -<|:]>M2

B8 Modal DTS I2351F % #kih (%
4.2 Sl

AREWSLTEOMBIE LT, M8 LB DA%
h EiF 5. 24U, #ifFEDS possibility DEETH D,
BRI RO 2 X R e T 5.

(2) A wolf might come in. It would growl.

(4) A wolf might come in. It might growl.
MSIWRLZDIE, ZO2XDOBBED—ETH 5.

2) FEEMEIIANFRIIERORAIZ D7 DTH 5.
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1

| x : entity
| wolf(x)

comein(ry(u))

M:[x:entityl ﬁl
v (¥) wolf(x) ‘
comein (7| (u)) (i (), F(m (V) : z :hentlty l
B N o
(o, (mm V), f(m1 (V) = i'h‘:::;i(z) poss (V)
- - (OCE)I
letdia( v, (¥.v') (o, (mim (V). f(r1 (VD)) i;jﬂ:ﬁi(z) poss (¥)

B9 HitFDEX Y T 4 2 possibility TH 2 & DAFIHLERIER

§ 2 TR & FIRRIC, T3 EIMEEZITS.
EIRFRDOAD type TH 5 & WO HiliI iz
IDIANDB 7=, X5 OMHKE 2585, &K
BZ, BEHRAHRTHEONEZERERDIS, CFH)ITX
DI &Nz, FEEHRICH5 2 XHDEKRE
RTH5. DITIZBWT, T HMOBEKRFREERDOR
% type £ T AIWIEH —ERLE _HROEBELE
A type T K TIR SR,

TIHB, §33 THZISBIMU 2 RAIE AT
5. IXHDOERY 7 4 might %, ¥ LT2XH
WAEHLTED, 20 @5 @F) O#AT 1 XH
DEXY T 422 XHDHHATHHTE 254 12
Hiz%poss (W) 525, OF)ORMNITED,
DXHDODBERERPSEXY T 4 W ET T o
%, @M oHmHAITH 2 @FAIZEHA ST 2. X5
DFFFAKI & D, poss (¥) BRERICBWT M0
entity z 2% = human (z) TH 5| &5 B DFERATED
FEST X, BB 2RO EERFRDORID type T
HDrWVH TR T,

AFHARR 2T R o 12FERDPK 9 TH 5. 2 XHIZ
IXHZRELTRWI 26, | XHOEMKRER
PR TE2. £/, CMTT 22o6HLEZ (O E) &
EBXY T4 PNz | XHOEBEKREBRERET 5%
H &2, poss FRHIZ poss (V) BRRICIEH T 5. %
DFER, §2 THHL, EXV T4 ZFFERWVIE
PHBERICwmAE ST 2. 2%, I & X OHHIDOAZH
LT Ml 522D entity z 23 — human (z) TH 5| &
WH R DFEHEZ R T ER V. ZOFEE, T wolf
7251 human TRV WO EREZBEEK F 2 LT,
YARICHWS. Fvy b ()X, CMTT OFEETH D,
EHRTRaA—=T%73115.
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R L FEHEHIZAMRE OFEHMICAAET N S.
RIEERNHES ZH w D EIRINCE X2 578G
R, 2 XHOREK it © BRI RN R L,
10 DEMRKRRZE 5. Modal DTS I & % [ fig
X, UETHB. BiFDOEXY T 14 2 necessity D
BEd, iR A) 2200,

| x: entity
vy | | wolk(x)
comein( (u))

o gi growl(letdia(v, (¥, v'). (o mim (V)

B10 HRISMIRAER

5 &HDHIC

AL, BRAHBIT 3 % possibility & necessity %
DTS IZHNZ, #E5R L7=#HA E LT, Modal DTS %
L L. ILIRITHZD, CMTT 2 6 —F D H A
BERRHA L. X512, Modal DTS % F\WT Modal
Subordination Z X R ¥ L7=nthxe 52, XV T4
ZPE S B OFDGEIE R R U7z,

SHOMEX, 3 Modal DTS DFAHGRFL Y LT
ORI EEZHOLICT 2B IToh%. £
7z, TERXEEGR T, BINERRZIILDE LTI
% { O Modal Subordination D3t 5 2 TH
b, o DY Modal DTS DRRER) 72 Lbl 21T
SENH B, X 512, Modal Subordination M4+ D
RV T 4 EBIED SREREIIOWT, ROoHoLER
TEXLE0EI DM EET 3.
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\DE>
A FIEDESV T 1 D necessity THBHE DBIGHERR

vi [Y]

| x: entity
| wolf(x)
comein (7 (u))

z : entity
we [ - human(z)

growl(m;(w)) ]
B 11 FRICHERET O ERER ® 12 HRICHERZOEKRER

v: [¥] wolf(x)

comein (7 (u))

X : entity ] ]

vy

[¥] (9]
(P) my (¥ growl( letbox(v,v'.(mmi(clo(v', 0))) )

— 1

o:¥Y

[ Z : entity

- human(z)

. type [ 7 : entity e

- human(z)

7 : entity
[ we [ - human(z) ]

growl(z; (w))

Y : type

: type

o0
o

Z : entity
we [ - human(z) . type
growl(mr; (w))

7 : entity
we [ - human(z) ] : type
growl(z; (w))

B 13 HifFDEX Y 7 4 23 necessity TH 255 DEIME

[¥]
(¥)

(WF),1

[¥]
my )

— 1

[P] o ¥

x : entity
v’ wolf(x)
comein (7 (u))

| x: entity | x: entity
1 wolf(x) ] clo(v', o) :l”' wolf(x) ]

comein (7 (u)) comein (7 (u))

(ctxhyp)

v [Y]

z : entity
= human(z)

(mmi(clo(v', o)), f(mi(clo(v',0)))) : [

- (OE),2
Z : entity

letbox (v, v .(mimi(clo(v', o)), f(m(clo(v',0)))) ) : [  human(z)

B 14 FHifFDOEX Y 7 4 23 necessity TH 2355 DAEIAHRERIER
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