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Question under discussion: The state-of-art studies in

discourse semantics
XIANG Qijun
(School of English Studies, Shanghai International Studies University, Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract: To promote the understanding of the frontiers of discourse semantics and information
structure, this paper introduces key elements of question under discussion (QUD), and expounds its
application in theoretical research and empirical research with canonical examples. It then discusses the
strengths and weaknesses of QUD as well as its high potential of application in Chinese. The study finds
that, first, QUD, when combined with alternative semantics and inquisitive semantics, can resolve the
issue of vague contextually-constrained alternatives to enhance explanatory power and expand the scope of
research; second, QUD provides new tools for experimental and natural language processing (NLP)
research, revealing the role of information structure in language acquisition and promoting the
development of corpus annotation at the level of information structure; finally, QUD can offer new
solutions to Chinese linguistic phenomena, prompting people’s uncovering profound truths behind
linguistic facts.
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BB ES . PRk — R 5T R 1
W HEZAR WA I AR A B UG & e, o —A~
PR PR 8 SR Y AT fF W M) B ( Question under
discussion. QUD) . iE T4ER ) 1z .

QUD 7EZ FUEU R RIERE T A, Hoh i 2
— P 2 Kartunnen' | Stalnaker™ 4§ 2% 3% 1F —
T AR B R S TE R, XA
NENATE X% (Dynamic semantics) F = A 4L T
DAY, IR QUD A= AR SR T A B
A, QUD WU 1 b A UL A ARG i o K ) -3 A
i BB T REVE , WA T Stalnaker™ $2 H 9
3 4E (Context set) FlIF:H (Common ground) 45
%5, 35k, QUD 44 T Rooth'™ $ 4 (1 14301 1
X 2 ( Alternative semantics) LA} Hamblin™®,
Karttunen"" %} £ 7] A i 18 2018 LA

H M Roberts™™ 11 QUD LIk, QUD 7E#it
T o (A S TR B SCAETA D DA KO TG 5 2
(>33, ARIEF A EAR N, 7 i #
QUD A& BWiFLUAKHE F 5835, Biring" H & T
() [m] 24 20 B Y 18 e 2 R A, B3 T AR (D-
tree) , JFHEH T X L iE R (Contrastive topic) FJ—3X
PERLE (CT-congruence) , f# e T 3 25 QUD JoikTE
T X 4355 3 R £ 9 1] 8 Beaver 25 Al
Simons % T QUD Hi i) — 2k 5 A 1
S 40 56 BE (Relevance) . — £ (Congruence) 45,
Ak B AN E A #0A R SCERR T QUD A 1 iF
G PHRDOBEMT IR £, 4, 28 D5 i brid
IR I DUIE AR A MR A DL £ AR
KA, SR FERAK b DGR AT QUD
IR A IR QUD FEDLE Hh 1z FH AR A e 1
B AN 2 S A 1 T XS I BRI B 5 [ RO BAEAH S Bt
FEBURI R G,

YT, ARSI Web of science (WOS) %4
PEAZ O SRR AR SC I FEI8 30, ) 2 S5 [ e 3
WIF RN T . BT A SCH 12 LAF )
W A QUD, anfay 3 g Horp i SR e 2R
. QUD BT SR AT A R M R 5
QUD FRIEA AL AR DL P BRI i A
27 A BiE ) A R AR, £ i 2 R PR g QUD
RIS N, FE4E QUD A58 $45, I 20 4 48 3L
TER S B i N s . ZE RS 1, A QUD
SIFTDUE LG, hy— 2 [nl BT LK TR i i
QUD g AW A JE

—.QUD B fE i

FEVE 5 W7 R LAY 2 0 T, Roberts™ " % % 15 #i
SR R 23 0l ) B L R XTI i K (Dialogue
game) T A (Move) , — 37 BAE B9 X 175 Ui Xk 2 3t
FRITERE  IRFRAEF ALY . S5iEH AU A 1E, A
T FR AR ARE O 35 3 0 2 S0, SR B AL a8 . #
it 5 T Y T SO TR B 0 e A T, X
BESER T 2300 AR, H AR gtk QUD
R IR, T 205 3 A 2 (R R
He [y [ JELER A A7 7F QUD X N1 (Stack) ., TiaE
JZIE L QUD A U161 L

RET QUD R m i R i e n B 5 A
B S e B I R . TE XL Rk
R AT LS Ui 25 0 1 Hh 48 R Y R) R Covert
QUD) , s AJ D) J2 phy £5 5035 & al ) DT S5 o A7 4 Y
A a2 1) 3 Gimplicit QUD) , — AN 112 .

B 1 [3E5: 5 b R BT B R LA Bk

K F| % 1 7] B

A BRBIR AT R E] SR,
B: R MLk 3k [ 2 9 10 o 7 R 4R B

TEIXA X h b AR A 27 AT AR G s 0
RIBSE In) R 3R AT LAFRME Y SR 107, BRI iE X2
L FE A RE S B R R IR LR L AR
WU T OUR AT DA 2R 250, R ] DL Rk =, R
AILA LN, - RS X NME RS TR
JIT e A e 2 /0 — A HA g i i 1, Roberts % H
Hambin'™ {75 % 8 58 1) A A1 R N 1 355 29 3R
TR ATREEIA ST . XA b B a4
Horh SCRR R (R Al DA 4R 22 B, AR AT L 2 Rk =,
PRATLA AR A=Y, oo} TR, AT LA Y BE 1) ) i 3L
AT HEFE RO IR (11 3L,

B X ) 3547, QUD w9 [R) L G B2 AR, 2
T I IR L [F] BOT) T itk e 3k 6 0] 5, ffi 45 5 ) 1)
T BRI rh i ) S8 A CRIE A5 1 R L9 7 g
A SSHE ) H Y BB e 2 i /Nl LS RO 4
NS AR B ELAE R 5 kO 4 ) D) o8 R el A
(complete answer) , X158 48 [0] 22 2% — AN RE WS T
S [ A e AR vh BT A IR A, o — Ok
JELA VAT 43 0% (partial answer) , H 2 /D BB % %
TR i — A PP BE . TEA I Bk B AR
REEP T REE R RS N (20, sk =, 2=}, I8

O BT IRERRTIHA A (Prosodic Focus) ,
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DTN I B ) R R [ B R R AT DA 2 Y gk
= EEZEPY” S A3 28 T e AR — AN A BE, aninl
EURAT LA, 2 QUD H Y A ) A 3
SEARIE G i ) B 5 AR i T A i L, AT
et AR . BRICZ A, v 3 L mT DLGE o — 269 ) 3
% (strategy of inquiry) 45/ NETEE , 1) 1] R Mg 3=
BRI 2 AR AR 1) Croot question) i B4 1+ 1R)
(sub-questions) , 18 15 - [71] @ i8] fif 285 O Fe 2 S AR
[F) 0 P i 25, T

B2 ARE AL, EETHE?

FHEALK=FTHE?

FlEAR2.FZWHETHE?

Bt B e 0 “ o AL (i =, 2= )L R
AR T FIRpE 1R[] 2, e 11 22 1 AR IR
R, N T ARBUR IR R Y 24 28 21 2 B AT D) L 442
AR [A) L, A, AT DL PR R A Il

N T BRI R R L . QUD BHE T Y
[ 225 0 [ REER A0 A7 31— 7 I 29 38, Qb 20 57 B 1%
% 5t (Coherent) ,—%{ (Congruent) R I RR Hl .,
& Biiring "L 3% B XHE BB LA
EfE B b, AELUL S TE B BB AE () F g b) &
TR (R — A 0 B A SR L, B — A &
SR 1A B S 1 ) SR A — A R, —
AR Y A2 () ) F 1228 22 (AL ZUAH BN, 3 s —
oM R T RE ) A TCTRATHE [28 A A A
KIS, — AN BB AT .

B3 A: KEZRLH AT
B: #K&ELER ] ZHIN.

TEAMG A R ZER B R {5 B2 SR AR E Rz 1Y
YIRS I EE ) A i AT DR (7K =
BEIZ x| x SEBY )5 Z XN A I B, iR
T B A AR AT RIS | R SRR A {7
= P2V |P J pr A5 i o4 49 5 1% ) LT fiE A9 78

eI EE T ST AERTHESC AR L PR g [) A [ 25 AN —
. FEMATEE RSO B XA — B IC Oy L £R
SAETETE 85 PR, R AR S — .

—.QUD By =34

QUD 25T 15 EA5H 1 sh A BAUHERL , b
X5 A SR » n] LI A S 0T 5 e AR
W E RS E BATAESE. T QUD Ry A
PURIE A H AT UE Dy V858 (A5 AR A 2R
AP SRS IR A AU A TR . A

SCHRBE T WOS #0&4 HP i SCHRBIIE @, FL2h 5%
AGESL T VA Bk, 5B VOSviewer ) &8 1]
BINRE , BOE TR S BUBRAE 6 % LA I, HE75 3
18 A~ H % 2k T 2% W 1 OC B 18] (£ 4% semantics.,
pragmatics.QUD %5) , 53| FIS1E 5 F P HEZ SE A
(Y OCEEIR Y B (22 JRD R (12 ) L B Inl )
(9 F) B (6 ) AT W (6 ) 5 TN i 75 2
HEA SERT A OB 1Ay - AR (12 F) L LIl 2 (4
) ERHbR T (2 FR) o HerpgE ) ) HJ2 58 QUD
PR BYAZ O T SE 50 18 FH 27 1 5 6 5158 T 3R
WAL Rz, B, A SCE A4 QUD
TEFE RS GE SCL TR A8 I S5 BV 3 R ) o7 B
HAE I A5 FTE AR 1 55 U8 1y T o

(—)QUD EERIETFHAINA

1. QUD 54

QUD Fig £ o 5 BE [ 1 S5 U AH OC : % 3
Hh [ A A5 S 09 A8 R 200 [R) ) e i) B [ )
AHEIF R, TS XTI TS . QUD FE £ 5 i g
FH 3 2R B A £E S U B (Focus-sensitive
operators) /FEAL iF] (Exclusives) B % 48t , Beaver
SR L QUD R B 2 —7E T BB 85 A 24 A AT
HEfl iR RE A% 55 S AR B R . X 2 X Rooth £2
IEIE SCE Y — KA ST . TEIEIE L2z, M Al
5548 SUBURRGR 1 2 [A] A E 2R B i TR B DL
PSR4 A o {E IR T T30k e 1 5 2 ) o A 1T
PRI LB ) — BB DA M A £ A SRR
¥ only ABRULH] N QUD BEAE VR FMX —BRFE
ZEFMAE W8I0 £ only J&5 09 fm &8 CHP
Prejacent) LA K iz /m) Hh £ o5 U7 9152 119 iy At 4 119 1 4
(ZEBAF) . %8 QUD, only B5E — ANt
AT LA E S S QUD, R LI AN B 29 o7 X F st
WG —E R LS LIHBR . QUD fgig K4 i
JCE AR P A AN [ BT ER T {75 only 53
HAE G277 XN B 3E. LL only XF Y < 27
]

B4 K=FRELEA ] IR,
Bl5s K=ZREFALZR .
i) 4 WY FESAL T A7, 51k B e AR A A i

O  XHEAH AR TS (what is said) , /Al 20k,

@ LAh“question under discussion”or “QUD” s &Rz FH L £ 1E
LA A AR, R E 2023 4F 8 H 11 HILHl
137 i SCHR AL SR 7 i, 28 0 8 159 3] 110 R A5 G 48 SCER I 35 1Y
SCHR .
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Farhaefg BUR AR AN« H7HERR T X SE 1R T
] 5 AR RAE“IZ AR b O R W AR AL % () 02
BT AT DU W 0 <h A7 %) G Al = 47 BT 7 i
LR 307 5k 3 S iy iR A5 75 %2 . Coppock 457 A
only WIBFFEHHIRETIT 2, B 48 1 JEiE vh Z2 R £8 s
T R T X e A SRR - 2 (B DX O
Lz N T QUD [ 2 SRR Al FEX SE X 51, SC
RIS R AR SR VT 22 B 58 T 0 ik 10 0T 4R AR 3L
ST R AR TN R R b AR SR IE i BE ST A0
Calhoun"™" X KA+ 1 Samon(§E521E) 14
B S ARICHFSE , Umbach ™ % 1% v noch. auch
C4l) BT EERF ST LB Garassino %5 X 3 KA
BRI PE A B R PSR . X
PR SO MR TRl i BB ST it
T2l 2050 R TS50 T 1T QUD 5 45
R AR AR . 5100 : Ronai 260 F )1 &
5 U AT 55 56 UE it-cleft B9 25 /& P (Exhaustivity) ;
Moulton %3 33 WT 7 52 56 Al -5 ) 45 1 4% 5 AR
ik WA S AN R 48 (Cataphor) M BUFE ] ,

2. QUD 55545 X

QUD N H TR & a9 oe DL SEuE 58 o 3.
Mayol 2R B F FH QUD e fifp 45 4 5 SUAR] il 15
BT AT ARIBGH A oy A S BORTE 5 9 BOH 15 BT
XF R QUD AN [R] I 45 2% & SCA AT DL BCTH
fan.

51 6 a. Who has two cars?
b. [1]¢ have two cars.
c. In fact, I have [ three Jp. "

A b Frxt i ag QUD BIA a1 ¢ B XS 1)
QUD Ji H“How many cars do you have?”, AN[a] F
a, RIE b ARG SCRT DA ON . ikl s
)4 PP QUD R E X T 38 9% SCHUH I 52 el
EZERH QUD 2846w 527 4 7520, Cummins
ST ST AR G S S 5 — AN T - AR LY
PRI RE S AR R BCE AT G, AT I g S
TIE55 45 940 (scalemate) Ay £8 s B, W 35 B fii 1] 1 A5
FE SRR AFG T AR Sy A . ilan i
ARG (pretty, gorgeous) H A FHEEH I pretty,
SREAFRILAG LIS A AR 1l AT 5 2 RE AR
A . Yang %% 2% 48 T 304 Il B, {H 2 Al ATT A9
W58 7% 1 T A E N BIA RN RE ) % T35 80 SO A2 1
SO Al ] B 152 DN R0 RE A W] 2 BT T
QUD YRR AN R] o DA T A TR 5 2 B SCI AR
BUE W25 5.

3. QUD 5%

QUD i H T P 1Y BIF 5% 3 B 0] 38 $  [0) i
(Projection problem ) H1 i i 45 ¥4 2 ] A 56 Bk,
Simons % FI F QUD M B %15 7 LA e 6%
RAPR RN . AT H ok 2L G A SRR X 2 i
WL QUD R IE 118 £ a5 (Not-at-issueness) N
HRREAS AT . IR R AR s AL L A o R 5E
[i) /), Ak I WLEEIZE 0) A 2 A5 5 24 HiE QUD SGHK, UL
7.

Bl7 [EH.—MERMET —FRFE

1] A1 4B 1 BRI B i B A

a. What most surprised you about the
first graders?
b. They didn't know that you can eat

raw vegetables, "

il 7 Hr 2] BT T ) TN 2502 " you can eat raw
vegetables" , ¥ H 5% 8 oy J2 3 7] A AT LU 45 3] “ Can
you eat raw vegetables?”, Ut &[] 4] 5 4 {y
QUD, B 7a, FFICOCHK » PR L A& /) Y T i A S A 1)
WA, MRIEEE B, B AR £ 5 W AR
P BRI 7b e i TRBR AAE T BN (BT
LT AR THE AR ST 58 A iR TR A 5 K
RS ga) A B Can B ik fih A& 18O BB bR IC AR 1S R
RGAEE WX T Tihe . S MEE R —2eit
WHEAAENRE QUD 1Y B 5 E o] LI i,
FRE—SEERBAGHE SIS Y,
WEFERNT QUD B 1Y) 41 J S At , K I figp ¢ ) 1 e
BT HRIS . & QUD M SCHk, 5 Z AHIT
WIS Beaver 1%, 1% 3C & B % T RS 1 2y 1)
(Factive predicates) /N FETE TE S5 44 52 0 F
TGOS R AR . BRI SRR in) A
Pric 1 AT B B AR TE A AR R Cnsl 2 £
SR ED AT LG A Ry TORE P . A BBty
JE T PRTE TR ) ELAE R AE S AT I8, 3R 2 H
525 Simon 55 AT UL TE 15 A R Y B EIASTE T
MET QUD K6l /MR . Cummins 255" | Cummins™*-
MIBRFFE 5 L FE A B R . LA BB B 5
J2 Djary Z00 0 Bk E 4= T RO L A
TAJTE SN TR 75 B A% 43 56 (9 52 e oKL O Hoig
SRR T IO

@ BB AT DUBRAR A AR R B B RE T W R BT Ak R . )]
W, BAHE SR know HJE /A ) BBEBE 4% £ 5 28 3 /A0 WA B AN
not FYTEHRIH .
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4, QUD H54m%

QUD 545 W A AE 5 A PN A DRI S PRI T 3 4
QUD 7E 4 s Hh (1 1oy FH Al b ok e 251, 2 24 A iy
RS Z —, M=ok v i 56 T IR A7 i Al TR 2
(Sign-based constructional grammar) & H: fijf &
D18 WK 3 8 18 45 # 15 7 (Head-driven phrase
structural grammar) . i QUD 1 JJy 43 A 45 s B
GO BE TR A G v A 4 iU iE
RO AR W L5355 S AT TR 0 45 (] D6 2R AR A E MR
T R R R R EESE) . N QUD M5
Xof 86 [ 5 28 T 2 T8I A AN [ B v o WA Sy =i
ST T ) A TR S T %) A6 R WL RN TR A
WL, H SR FEAR A 15 B TR 45 F 2 X0 45 i )
(52 BE P SR HL e AT Y 51 2 ) R A 7E T ik
k& QUD. [fii 4 W #8370 5% QUD AHICHK

Kim 2551 Kim 2005 #0532 H5 1R A 0L, (2]
AR, Hor, Kim S5 5 2 42 52 10 44 W)
BREPERIR R 8 o S IR T QUD S 5 i 4 W
ARG A N K 2 — . Kim 255 05 & 1
SrHT TR BRI S 5 HA A WIS 1 25 5% . QUD FE 1%
S HT B T DA A R A W R 4 1 1 AT, Kim
SEI N T e A ) 2 QUD il
Kotek 555 258 T #0044 A1), (R S F51 LA )
WL IR AR v i) 22 48048 R 10 Tk /) 32 55 ) 0L
T I R A

Grant 2557 S 3y 0 2 WL, AELIA A o I A 32
SEa] i 4n SR Je A7 i o B AR B SE P L 43 (Non-
actuality item, NAD , {11 2 3014 should, LA %H
W) B A S R s W A AR X R T
NAI e il & QUD, 44 W& #8434 B8 5 It QUD 3¢
B D)4 gt ) %) A0 BRASE 23 AH X 75 5y o AT 4257 BE AL 23
PEim

(Z)QUD =R AiE = F R A

1. QUD 5213

IR T Aok QUD W iz iz
—o AXHFLEMBR BT T —EM G
A5, 10 2 #5018 R DL S5 ) & Uk . Starr %59 %
LT BEE N DU ) g 1 27 ) F 5 08 BRI A R
QUD Y USSR B 22 AR AR 905 SO A 52 )
BARTTE AR AT 3552 VAT 55 - B0 E 18 s
Wr & A any/all B QUD, Jf H oW 45 8 19 & A 55 5% 2
Tl some WY [MIE LS Al 4252 8, WFSE 45 SRR, B
THONTE R BAXT QUD Wi ] any/all BUR, M55
TR T IR HE M EUR #HA N QUD B U i

SO AR ST A SRR B ey T AR St
55

Singh %55 8T AW FT L AR LE TR 4
Gty AT 225, M ITRER 3] LB AR 25 5 K A B
fift A B B LHER B S AV B f# 8 AAB, i
BAE A URERIET AN B A, VEFATIE S =
Z SRR PR T LEREE T AV B AYAHXT 5515
LA A, Bl R AR TR A (A, B, AN
B}, L A BB ST HE A A B AR, ATt
—AEE, AN B AN PR SR I B, B Ut AT
RE 2 W R AR A A5 B S SR AR A T R A A e AT B o
18 A5 TR A St G A AR 20K BT B 32 A B, AR
B T AL A RO 21
TP BT U oA A B, A48 X T RE S B T I0 e
JLEEAA 2 BN EB O 1] 1 58 48 124 R i He QUD, 5
IEHFFE S Tro W IS0 H 4 T H A L E X
SUBUREE T sae (B 5) 5 & 1 SR 908 LR 12, 1A
R L TG 1E W e ) J R ) L B TE TR T I e 2 11
SRINEE S

Verbuk " 58 T 82 BB 45 90 FE 45 90 22 8] 1Y
2 SREATE JLIE I A GE SO TR B, fh A
seu et Ak, & BULE HA %95 QUD
ST A BETT B S g & S, IF HL B XA L)
T FEAS G 8 2o 5 o 25 G mpr 8 300 199 HE 7 7 7 R T
W, SRR R TR TIER N QUD F R T
BN RN R U A U5 B A 3 & %
K LHITHED .,

2. QUD 5 A #RIEF Ab

AR, QUD Wag i - tfis 13 FH AR 15 5 AL 3R
Z L hTER AR T D, A A
SRIE T H SRIE T AL ER A XERE MIE S R ENE B
Mz . QUD XiEfH B4 mE b5
RERSAETE BRI I R AR L AT )44 1F [ SR 0
FACHE, FSL | F R AT AR X AR B2 K
THIEHA:Can QUDA) -4 112690 328 TAES; @,
%% QUD brid i, THEF SEME T

FIFH QUD ik br i 2 M %, H—.De
Kuthy 25" 5% F 37 B 1 bR e B4 TreeAnno b
ik IR AL N QUD MHEZSH®, HodkriE

O PRGN BT S I AR 0 S SR bR U 1
A SR F AL AR A

@ WHiER https: /pragma. ruhr-uni-bochum. de/qud-challenge/
how_to. html, K- iR T BAR AR Tk,

© AL IMIC G R T HLH S U R 45
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P2 A S () S (B) 5t (BG) S T
O AR A A (NAD 25, 3 562K B34 ] QUD
e S Bl B E O R Y HT QUD A AL 43 .
H =, Fl H QUDA # 1 #5 1. QUDA # %
TreeAnno FR{FEIIREE )3z . i HAE W & 5 #81E.
T TR 3 A TR B B ) (e = 2 T M R i . 2R
VLT LIRIE™) KA A B A AR . B
1 R Tz S hnE T R &b & = KK
55 : QUD, 1% i B A CUNTT) F3E 18 B 1 1) %)
(SEG) . Hor gl gy =X 1 b 15 o 15 B s
Jc Mo DA ML o own TR .5

-
WS 0o @0 o 6D

A FE B E . BAaE S P Fib
WAL, LUEES a0 E], BORBR T A oMl 5 2
B2 A 1) QUD # 0] LAbR 3 8 Btk 1 (7% 78
CLS #2205 — A e BB oD . AT
PR —AF QUD: Q. 1 A1 Q. 2, —H FIAR TGS
Q. 0 ARas AT IE RS 8. LAK 1 v UNIT A, H
R ETE AT . XA AT DLEAT AR RS B AR
L BN sk =R DIAREE X R (CTY . BRIt
A1, % UNIT AYHEAR -t mT DS SEG #4107
PRI A SO

@B £ O el @B D o GO

1 QUDA IERMRERGIRE

FRT. 2T QUD MbRiE T ik B 280 T 25
W ZH U T —E B BCR . AR TT RIS
— B IEAR SRR A fr itk — T

=.QUD HEitHyIEAT

ARICEEE QUD ML B AT HR I HAE DU
AT R BT AT

(—)QUD LB ERE

QUD JZAER LAFE BHLIE ) 4 AR F Rl & A i i
KBRS ARG 1 RE R AT S I L 3h
U . QUD b2 — D aliZS R BIE  HRTH
B AR DR )2 B R Y AT S i A2 A T
Sl ASHEIR  ELIX L [R5 ) T SO 1) i AR s 2
Wiz &4k, T2, QUD 8 Z N H T 2B S

IR AR R, X SUiE 5 LG SR AR X 52— 19 fi
B A3 T 2R BSR4 BiIE ke, AT e
295 1, QUD BEMSE B yRkbal 7 1Y 5 — S BB Ry A
o Biltn, QUD BEfE B st i S b A s AN
RURRET A OCI 1 Hh A 1B SR R 6 QUD RERE 45 &
WA X 2% (Inquisitive semantics) . f# 15 5 & BE1%
il R T e 22 T 9% [ A

Hyc, M QUD AT IAZ 3, H T 58 35 8 2 F
T E R EAERE N AR GEAR XS # S A AT 50T R
BIRL A AT AR . 3K LT i I T LU i 22 A
SHIETBORSIE . (A E F AR & R R TIT &
BT IR SR 2 AR IS 1], QUD i Y
O IR AR L | N2 D 16 44 A Sk 152 S
B IR A A2 L ME R T O A R . TR S TR
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T QUD AHOCAS A A AR S B T — R A1
N R

BribZ 4, QUD J&—ANE Ak L T 4 30 F ) o
T {5 B 2R, B R A B2 rp ) SE AR 4
HETARUEAL IR BIE 2. AR, SLRE 2 AR
185 AL PR SESCUE R 5% $AE K L 18 AT H 25 Rk
k. TRk R T PRI AR L BT RS R L 75 0
HMELL S BIF 5% % G2 A7 38 24 0 PEAL S O, A
EVOLRE W Rk RS BT AR AL R R ATV
FAPBENS VRANE T T A RIE T LB A AR,
SRINT » R AT TR B A6 o 15 FH 2 T %) P A8 R AR 0 D L
b A Ak R AR X B e A Zi i, SR, S
) QUDA Fp i 78 2 B B 4 8 R, B 2% /8] n] 3 it
QUD bRy TH TEAN MR 7 A R IE G A5 B 451
(A B B SR X AL 28 5 AT L B 1 AR S BRI
ol

QUD HHSAISNT AR A 8 E iz T ZFis s
SR A I B T AR S — R (HALIE &
TSz A ¥ 56 . QUD R FFE— LR IE . B %e.
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(conversation-oriented semantics) ,
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