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Abstract
This paper describes a computational model that can simulate human anaphoric resolution. One

controversy in the study of human anaphoric resolution is when and to what extent an anaphor is interpreted in
the process of reading a discourse. 'While several psychological studies suggest that a pronoun is immediately
interpreted at the moment when the pronoun is encountered by readers, some researchers argue that a pronoun is
not necessarily intérpreted immediately. In the present study, we ;;roposcd a model in which several preferences
regarding to pronoun interpretation interact with one another in the time course of reading a discourse. The
results of the simulation suggested that our model can explain not only the immediaéy of pronoun interpretation
in a particular context but the incremental property of human 'pronoun interpretation.
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Joan wasn't enjoying the flight at all. The dry air in the plane made her really thirsty. Just as she was
about to call him, she noticed the steward coming down the aisle with the drinks trolley.

fRISX : :
(a) Right away she ordered a large glass of coke.
(b) Right away she poured a large glass of coke.
(c) Right away he ordered a large glass of coke.
(d) Right away he poured a large glass of coke.
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