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Abstract This paper argues that Typed Dynamic Logic (TDL)[2], an unified theory of Dynamic Predicate Logic [8] and
Plural Logic [5], is a robust logical language in that it is highly applicable to the problems of quantification/anaphora in

Japanese without any additional assumptions.
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1. H&
1.1, Rfk-BRUSORIE

Montague[ 11 ][12[\ A2 AB KRS, BREFJOE, T
RbLXLEBEEOMEY, RBEEEICLIBRTERLLL
HSEVHRHTHHLETIRLIE, HHARBEHETROICREE
HIF - BAL-FEOAN =A%, BREBORIL-RISOHE
— RIS A LIS EE X DR MARRRFTN ThoT,

L LAHERIZARE, HRMRESHLERTHFORLL-
BUSBESBOMICK 2 L& S8 EHRSN -, BRERRB TS
BRCHLT, WESHBOULRSHIVIIERELToTHHAT
Bt REIRT CEAR, BiL-BISORKEHEITHLT, K—
BB R R T A LT L Bbui,

T Z BT DWTIE, —BIEBALF OFFEIREE[13],

Bt —o0ESHMOBRIL TESRTIRES BESIRREN
72[1) XANTHVWT “Two forwards” & “three goals” Z—fR{L

BEFLLTHMTDLQOEREMENELLNDA, Zhid—
B BALF Oy EL#R 2 (distributive reading) ] LFFITHS,

(1) Two forwards shot three goals.
(2) l{x: F(x) & |{y: G(y) & S(x,y)}=3}1=2

UL, SUNITBAL T T BAKBE A+ (cumulative reading) | &PF
N300 LR EBE R ELFET I LA BREIN[14]{15)
EDESRBROTLT, ALXONCRLQR)LG)DT H OEBRM:
2R CEHIER Th ot

G) [{x: [{y: GO) & S(xy)}=0}=2
& |{y: [{x: F(x) & S(x.y)}=0}1=3

L, BURICEL T, A—EREERERISE, R4#HD



BHREREREOEHLEH IS ST TN DL TES,
TelZIT@DITHNT, "his” BEED ADEIBL TV SR
IE(5). “Every boy” IZX->THRBEN TOWAERITG)DLIICE
R~END,

(4) Every boy loves his father.
(5) VB[V YIF(y) & of(y,a)I[L(x.y)]]
(6 VxBEIVYFE) & ofyx)ILxI]

LU, Evans [ZE>TEF AT RSO TIOFAREESNSIZ
By, RRYBFREOEREH ORMIPRINT, EFXAT RIS
LIEEEND O, (@I ROND IR BLFEL R & FOMOR
IBRTHB,

(7) Aman walks in the park. He whistles. ([8]:pp.41)
(8) Few congressmen admire Kennedy.
They are all junior. ({7):pp.339)

WE, /O “A man”, “few congressmen” DXH7a% FAIL
—RALBAE IR Y I 5LEh, BRBERTRV, LhL Lo
BT, ENHLRIGBEMRICHIRAFNIMHEIBRLTVABLES
IZR2 %, Evans IX[EXAFRATIEOXITRE S LEHETR
BT2I0DEEEIET) (“E-type pronoun denotes a set whose
member safisfies the antecedent-containing clause.”)[7]& R~ Ty
B, PIZIT, (MIZBVWTH T EMOX 2 BT 5L A8 T
HBLZADTABITHNTEBHEIZEL, 8)IZBV\ T They”
RIrx71 2 BB BB 012887,

EXA 7RIS ORREB R T2RoBLEE, K
DZRITLD,

1. RAFN, —BRIEBIEFICI-THASKEEESEBRLT
WA,

2. EZA7 REFAVEREG THHHE L. BRAFNZEICHE
ORBOHEBERMFLRETILERDD,

3. HHARBSEICHEMOBRR THEOIIL, EXAT
RIS T X OER A TRISEFRPB R LoTNS,

ZRIEHL, N ERICBET5—E O RFEHE R Discourse
Theory)it, LFED 3.OMBEIZHK B LIER THELEV D, i
#a6E R T EHR(Discourse Representation Theory: DRT)[9] Tid, #
BATFIET BEEEATEILT, B)DLIREF AT RIS
ELBFTHILICRIHL TS,

L&, DRT TODIDNC, FITTIRAL T2, hoBALTF
OERBRICHEHEIL, BEERP TRV IEMERESN T
WA2]03]

(9) Few farmers [beat more than two donkeys] at the farm.
Those donkéys have no luck.({31:pp.39)

12. BAREREOPL)D SR X8 B (TDL)

N

ZNLDEEL, EXA TS, Bk BISOR G AHEIH
HE-RBRTHY, REHERLBERBEORMMARHRES LY
TR A ENRNIEERBRL TN,

EDIIBRREDRPT, LHERICAD LB RERE
(Dynamic Predicate Logic: DPL)[8]23RR& 7=, DPL iX i $ih
MEEFIHREALH Y T B (assignment function)DIT THE
R30I T RARLFOV YU CHROESOTTHRNTS
RBLHBIRTTELICED, —FF T, van den Berg DIRBLI-EE
T (Plural Logic)[S)ix, ThETORERZTORERELKS
HEAICHDY TTONEDIZH LT, B0 TR AR EREH
BOAT Vs NIEIDYTHR, VY CHEOEE,LFTY
=MOREERVHTBRIEREX B2 LT, BEBAANEERL
BINTTBLITAFATEEA TV,

L7eio TR0 Y CBIBOKE | LV OBROHIC, BIMRED
HRTRDLEREE X L BISETRICT A RR A&, 1K
EREOHETRbLA T V=t 0B 8 2BHIBR DO HH
BAESNTWZEThS,

ZDEIREZ FHs, BiftEBRFFE(Typed Dynamic Logic:
TDL)213#R& /=, TDL Tik, AELZ S0 Y THEKOELSD
5, FV Y THEROEE~DERLELTERL TS, BEFIIHY
YTHRESGOERICHTEIINZ—LLTRSE, BitiZ
TANE—HOFD Y THEEE S, LA TP I7bOBES TRV
L. EOBRECRT BT AMATI, ZOLHIC, BRICHBIERRAD
MBOTERICT AL TITRN A2 00, TDL ORAGITEBE
B {k(Delayed Quantification)FRILIL T\ 5, UL FiZ TDL DFEE
7Y,

(10) TDL D88 (Rough idea: to be revised)
For any G: Context
é,y: Prop
x: Index
R: Truth/Entity/.../Entity
¢ : Prop/Index/.../Index/R



G(R’(Xi5-..5Xn)) = {geGR(g(x1),...8(xa))}
Glpry) =(Go)y

G(—o) =if Go = & then G else &
G(Axp) = Ugeemin({8€G Ig(x)=d})

@:Prop is satisfiable under G < Go # &

ZDEyT 4T ZEST, TDL TRE S T4 —7—%
—2 LB CREBELES A T RIEDO T S 2R A BICRR Y
BIENTESD, ZLTTDL Z AV EBOEC LS T EFAT
S : RSO BB FIRHC AR R T2 L BRENTHD
21

1.3. ARXOBM
AFRL T, 20 TDL X 5Bk BSOS, B AFEOH

BRIZOWVTR/NROBEEZBHE, ZOTEH AT/
ATEBEVITL, Tbb TDL OBRRMEER T,

BAEICH, EECHBELSh VAR - RISOB MBS
BELRLND, e ZIE(DOICHIETEEX A 7 RIGIZ A A5G
Kb HHND,

(11) —ADBBEIETAATEE, ZOBITTBELTHBX
9zolk,

(12) BLAEDRENR—TLHTHBELE, 2200 B IS
STVWEDT, OHFEH MBI ELE,

LHL, ZhETHABENRLLEHRBERBTRILER I
D BAEORL - BIGICBET 200, 1T1ERTIEThE
TIRIZEALREN TR,

ST, 28T TDL SE2EREL. @ TILEER iz oW
THERL ., 48 CIATDL SEIC &S X EAR TCG I L5 HAE
L EATS, FUTSHT, EXA7 RS ORIRES I ARk
ENDPERDZET D,

2. BfteRE(TDL)DER
LLF., TDL EEOEBEIToTVL,

2.1, fEER
EE 1 (FEE)

R FoISCERGIERSNS,

Diadess Demitys Dingh = {TRUE, FALSE}, Digoger = {0,1,2,..} 1
HIKTHD,

D, & D, # HERD, Doy, = D X, D, 75 DD

ERPOBEKOBEETHD, 2B, P REKETHIDT
G1=30y>..—6; DEIN(61(0r>(... >0, W HMALL TR,

T BE LNORESH OO AEBREAEIRIER, 20
B FEAERLIES, BREM X ALHECBOOIEEOES
ZEAFIKE BT 25, TDL TR ETCEHELZESOFEIRD 4
EERERE TS,

22. TDL O¥ER
EH 2(ED)

TDL 2B 55 B A T O#4h57425,

Type: BOESE

Con(o):&oeType (COWVWT, ¢ HOEE

Var(c): #FoeType IZ2WC, ¢ HOEE

=: %5

HBHEE B N, A, (period), {colon), (left bracket), (right
bracket), (slash), (back slash)

Type (% Entity, Index, Truth DX5i2, IO FETERIF
T, BOER/NLFE TR TS, EHida b, ¢, x, y, zDEITNILF
T.EEITA B, CX Y, ZDISICKILFETRRELTS, .

E®EI®)
Type IXEA F OIS ERENCERT D,
Entity, Index, Truth, Integere Type.
o, teType = o/1, T\oceType

E&E 4(MR)
type SOMEDEE (ALK RUTOLICHRIICERS
ha,

@) ceCon(c) = cel,

(i) § e Var(c) > Eeho

(iii) XeAgn YEA, =X Y)e Ay
@iv) XeA, YeAy =X Y)e Ay
\)] e Var(c), XeA, = (NX) Ao
(vi) EeVar(o), XeA, = (KEX) €Agye
(vil) XeAs YeAq = (X=Y) €At
(vii)  EeVar(Entity), X& A

= (HE.X)€ Atmeger
PATF, XeA % X: 0 DIHRZHKIETS,

23. TDLOENH
TDL OfERIT, &7 M EFHEF s DO (M,s) THY. Ao



28 De~DEME THSD, TF /L M IZHHIR D=U,D. L% F D=
(D, FyTHY, F iX Con(c)d D ~DERTHD, AR s i
Var(o)5 De~DER T, s[E=aliT s(E)aTHDHE I RIZB
TOH s LERBAHEIITHILT B, ADM,s)DTT TORRIE
[[AcTlns L&,

EE 5E@ER)

[[c:0llm;s = F(c)eDe

[[&:0Thus = s(€)eDs

[[X:ofr Yer)lims = [XDms([Y1Ims) €Do
[[X:o Y:o\)llms = Y Ths([[X1Imis) €Dk
([[A&:0. X]hmsH) = [[XTImsiz=ay
[[#&:0. XThws= | {deDol[[XIImspe-a"TRUE} | €Dieger
(X =Yllus= TRUE if [[X]Ims = [[YTIms

FALSE otherwise

where aeDy

2.4. TDL O#i&
Prop B? 2 JiZ, TDL BV THBIRER, S0 LRI

BIIBMEOBEZREZL TS, TDL OHBEITHARERERLT
WADTIIEL, BIETCRAREIC, BV THEOESDD,
B Y THEBOEE~DERERL TS,

EE 6 MEDERILERZ>OBEE)
Assignment =.¢ Entity/Index
Context EMTmﬂVAssignment
Prop =4¢ Context\Context

TEE 7 (I SCARE ZE 3CHR)
all =4 AA:Assignment.[T]
& =gr AA:Assignment.[1]

E# 8 (MEOT R THENY)

For any ¢:Prop, and G: Context,

¢ is satisfiable in G = Go#d
@ is satisfiable = (all)p=Q

WOEFED, TDL (BT 2MBET720b Prop B> L BOESR
ThB,

R (X, Xn) = AGAA.[G(A)&R(AX),- AX)]
¢
[ } =ony  =AG(Go)y
¢
-0 = AG. AMA.[G(A)&~3B.[(Go) B]]
AX[o} =\G.AA.ID.[(MB.[G(B)
&BXy=DDp)A]

E#H 9 (TDL OFRE: formal definition)
Forany G : Context
. R: Truth/Entity/.../Entity
X, X1y Xy : Index
9, y : Prop

TE3 10 (Type definitions of symbols)
* (Truth/Entity/.../Entity)\(Prop/Index/.../Index)
A :Prop\Prop/Prop
- :Prop/Prop
A :Prop/Prop/Index
= :Integer\Prop/Integer

ARZDWVTIL, HARIREBLNS, EHIZR]TREN TS,

EE 1 (ADFEAR)
For any ¢, y, y:Prop,
PA(WAY) = (PAYINY,

3. EBEEi
TDL OBMERALIX, Cardinality Test LFRIZHAMEE VT

fTons, UT., BERILOBEE, WL B-oTEETD,

EE I EEORE)

For any G:Context, and X:Index,

|GIX = #D.3A.[G(A)&A(X)=D] :Integer

3 12 (Unary Cardinality Tests)

For any N :Integer, and X :Index,
NHX) = AG. MA.[G(A)&IG[X>N] :Prop
N(X) = AG. AA.[G(A)&|GX = N] :Prop
N-(X) = AG. AA.[G(A)&|G|X<N} :Prop

7 13 (Binary Cardinality Tests)

For any X, Y :Index,
every(X,Y) =

AGAA.[G(A)&(IGIY = |GIX)&IG|Y>0] :Prop
most(X,Y) =

AGAA.[G(A)Y(GIY>IGIX —IG|Y)&|GY>0] :Prop
more_than_halfX,Y) =

AGAA [G(A)&(G]Y2IGIX —|G]Y)&|G|Y>0] :Prop
less_than_halfX,Y) =

AGAA.[G(A)&(IGIY<IGIX —|G]Y)&IG|Y>0] :Prop




a_few(X,Y)=
AGAA.[G(A)&(GY<|GX —|G|Y)&|G|Y>0] :Prop

BB FRO—BILRLFIZE-oTEE)HDLIICEI N
BERENL, TDL TiX(15)(16)D &SIz ENLD,

(13) 2(0)[P(x)]
(14) Most(x)[P(x)][Q(x)]
P(X)
15

o 7o)
PX)

(16) AX{ XX
QX)

most(X,X)

12U, ZZTRAVWTOS B 3B (Index Bl A )=t —T
BB, THITED, Xt — LRI T most ORMERZHE¥Haim
2%, A — LBV T TOEHOME LY, Zo0HHEERH
OMSIHERRI NS,

EH 14 dREDaE—)
For any X, Y:Index,
XY =1G 1 A[G(A)& 3B.[G(B)&B(X)=A(Y)]]:Prop

FAERIZ OV, BIMRELL TOL T OIS B 253
HENTVWB[2],

EHE 2
0+(X) =AG[G]
EH 3
EXIST X [o]=9¢
EH 4
For any X:Index, ¢,y:Prop,
EXIST X [play = EXIST X [opay] = oAy

4. TDL 253 < #KE 3 (TDL-based Categorial
Grammar: TCG) & HAE ,
TCG 1 TDL DORUCE-IFESHETHS, TDL O L HiZ2T
Bt & THBED ., HBRTDLERBTR~OBRE /i E
FRHIRETBZLRL, EOEEEMTHERNER CEBOMF A
THB,
ZITIL, TCG 1245 B AFEUEIL[412 A5, JUEOFME

BRTHZLIDET, BELRSEZATRBISOR X0, Bt
BHERODESNTIOLERERER 2T THCEDS,
LHL, BRIt 0O THAOT, (112 & Has
BIZONWTORITRE DI RDTEHTHIEBEbNS,

FT. (12)EOANELTEELE LT, ZOXTHENASEIZOVT,
EREEEERT D,

A7) BEAEDZER =T AIZHE LT, ZOOLHBE 1S
DTN (D THROHBE IR BNELE),

(18) #i@4
g pe "y g”
N=Prop/Pred/Index N=Prop/Pred/Index
student(X) party(X)
P(X)

AX.AP. AX.AP.

(19) B
THEL” "B idbo”
V=Prop/Pred/Index V=Prop/Pred/Index
attending(E) drunk(E)
P(E) P(E)

AE.AP.

,\E.z\P.[

(20) ErLRLBILRE

ELAED”
D/N=V/V/Rel/N

Ax, [N(x,, AX.|V(e, AE. )

AN AV. e AP.

X% Bx,
8(E,X)

P(E)

most(x,,%,)

(21) AFEERE

1]
D\N

(B, X)), ]
)\N.)\O.)\V‘)\E.XP.[N(JC; ,)\X.[V(e,)\E‘[ P(E) }) J)}

ARERRBIIEBAR VBRI RIS EEICL R T
&5, BEICLPMRTERV M SR TOISAEREE Y
R,

v
D\WN=V/V/RelN

N(x, , AX. [V(e, )\E.[e(E’ X)H)

AN AV e AP. P(E)

2"(x)



(22) ¥BhE

(24) w3 (Y RF)

o e ey
Rel Rel D=V/V/Rel
XEXX.[agent(E,X)] MEXX.[to(E, X)] .
(23) Wl RT BB NAVANP| V(e m.le(E”")})
()
"t T
Prop\V Prop\V every(€.x,)
NV[Vie AE[pastB))] | V(e e[ P2 E), L & 1S L7 HEA (bound index) THB(2],
" | past(E)
(25) “IREAEDREAER”
gEAED” A
D/N=V/V/Rel/N N=Prop/Pred/Index
r xex 11711 Xxxp[smdem(X)}
NP
NNABAV e, A | NOAX| V(EXE O(E, X) ) ) 0
I P(E)
most(x, ;) i/
D=V/V/Rel Rel
student(x,) AEXX.[agent(E,X)]
x Bx l
Mavaene| X V(e, \E.| 8(E, x,) )
PE) |
| most(x, %)
\'/A%
student(x,)
Ax, x B x,
AV e NP. V(E, \E.| agent(E, x,) )
P(E)
most(x,,%)
26) “IN—F41Z”
PR @
N= Prop/Pred/Index DWN
party(X) 8(E,X)
AXNP.
[P(X) ] )\N.>\9.)«V.)\E.XP.[N(J:,,)\X.{V(E,XE.[P(E) ])H -
D=V/V/Rel Rel
party(x,) AEXX [10(E, X)]
PUBNIAVIN A v (SAE'[B(E,xz)])
P(E)
Vv
{pa"y(xz)
AV e NP to(E,xz)]
V(e,M\E.
5]




27) “IBEAE DRER ST AHFLT

”

Tr8—F A" ::1:1%
Vv V =Prop/Pred/Index
party(x,) \p |dttending (E)
PpE
AV 2eNP, v (e’m[m(E,x,)l) (E)
"FLAE DREN” P(E)
\A'
student(x,) party(x,)
X B x, NP attending(e)
AVIAe NP, Ax, V(g,\E.|agent(E, x,)|) € to(e, x,)
P(E) P(e)
most(xy,x) e
A\ Prop\V
student(x,) AV.[V(¢,,\E past(E))|
party(x,)
attending(e)
sexp |25 1005
xnkx,
agent(e,x,)
P(e)
most(x,,x,)
Prop
student(x,)
party(x,)
attending(e,)
Ax, |to{e,,x,)
xBx,
agent(e;,x,)
past(e,)
most(%,%,)
28) “EVOLI BB TV
"o’ g
D=V/V/Rel Rel
x> x NEXX [agent(E,X)]
O(E,x;)
ABAVRENP, V(E,XE.{P ® })
every(x,.x,) "Beoidbo”
% V=Prop/Pred/Index
"B EB.x) ,\E.,\P.l:'(:)"‘m
agent(L:, x;
AV e NP V(e \E. P(E) l)
every(x,%,) Tk
v Prop\V
X Bx prog(E)
unk(c) xv.'V(e, DB ® H
Xe\P.|agent(e,x;)
P(e)
every(x.x,)
Prop
x B x;
drunk(e,)
agent(e;,x,)
progle;)
past(e,)
every(x,,%;)



S. EXATRISOMEER
BEOHEMID, A1NRELLTIE. Q9DIIRE K EF
BELNRSD,

29
Prop
student(x,)
pamy(x,)
Prop attending(e,)
student(x, ) Prop Ax, [to(e,x,)
party(x,) X B x 2 x
attending(e,)|| |drunk(e,) agent(e,,x,)
Ax jto(e;, x,) A |agent(e,,x;)| = past(e,)
x 2 x prog(e,) most(x,%;)
agent(e,x,) || |past(e,) x B x,
past(e;) every(x,x;) | |drunki(e,)
most(x,,x,) agent| (ez’xs)
prog(e;)
past(e;)
every(x,x,)

SITxoxxx e qidTRER, ALK N—F 10
MR LIERE, R—Fg N—F L ICHE L% £ 055 B
LT EE HE THEXIRARU N, BroiEb54
YR THhHD,

BERLCIZ—-BRILBIEFOESICIY, LS KL
N=FACHBLERERZ LB L, B ERHEOTIZLA
CITHHLVOIHBRERELLERSN TS, £,
QCHTHENDISIC, BEMRRBOF LB RILLNS
FhEHDR TDL OB THER, TORESR—F L ICHE
LIRBEAEL R—F A EHELEEE D BB IEb T
TEEERLBL BELAMENESLLTE LN VWSEE
FHEBELLBREN TS,

ZDESE, TDL & TCG IZXkY B AFBIZBWTY E #4147
BISORB R B OE M BT RIZRS,

6. #

FRIXTE, BAEHHRE(TDL)ICE ST %
ThHD TCG KLoT, MAWICTHDHEN, ARBFOEE
REBICOVWTHEERALRRLE, FhickoT. zh¥
TREBD2h ol HAFBD compositional semantics %
BETDIENTEBILERLE, £ TDL REZLH S
KARLTE OB BRI T2 AT (R BELDES A
TRIEEEL. BILLBEO% —BR) 2 20EEA AEE
DEFICRIANBZER T THEILLR LT,

T  EMERFCBLAL VB ABEREORL
BRLOVWT, SHBRLTVIERZAVOIERT

FLTEBBEE A Do TS, ME DS THADILN T
BPoTeDT, ROBR MBI LI,
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