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W, HEE WA TN AR IR A H TG T B SCRIARERE 3o AR, PE N E
RIE S M SRATE T, A BT g, Herp RS 2 X R AR ) — i
B CTRIAR AT R R o ASST S/ 2 PR & AT 0 S R A i R = 2, SR A 2
TR A U5 ¥ SCPTREE 78 3 IR T SC—— MR SOM S S, AT — S b fige o 55
A AR R VE 2 [, LA 2R A 1) AL
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FESHES: B8I HKARIRAS: A
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il

HR1EF & X (meaning) KIJEAAIRLE T 308 & ([5, 23D, it 7 ffr—Le
BlFin “REFMEE (the morning star and the evening star) ”, FHEAZX 5 T =il
(reference) K X (sense) PAFHASEIIE Y. ([5,23]) ! Wipiyl, =iELHEHA
5 #1830 (natural language expressions) FTHEHIXT 4, H4EBARRIXN G, #HEH
SARBE S SESE ([24D; etnwh, “RAE” BAREMITE o, “HHEHIR” AR
NN e, N7 1BRET 6, % Feall, BRI AN)TIEERIT RN RE
(T) 8iflt (F)o A AR M AE N H ARG S BRSO, FE R
AR D, WL M= (D, ), Ha,c6T FecD, HRIESKERHEATLL
EREMHEME, RIS D M. FERNES. RIEBUTRZ MK RFRZ
o i, “N” RAITEMERANES, A" 8RTH BAIRAKRRT
MERIE X RS, S5
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"YEXC sense HI{EST sinn ITRE, HSC— MR OB L7 BETC reference H7ESC Bedeuteng TR, MiHHCH “4R
7, CPTiR” R0 CRIE” SRR, AXSE EHEIMMEE (23,24,
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e B 45120 (the principle of substitution), B[IE SCHH R HAAE 5 RIAR 1]
DAFE H e ik P A BB i A e g B R a U = 3, i RRiE 7 EEA
SR UM ESAE 5 R EAEIE L ([5,23D. FTEZ, “RE” M “HE”
BAE—RUTE a. MRBIELME-MESNE N “REZRE” M “REZ
BAE” XWATERE A, Bla=0a FEMET. B2, HIRBER—BIANIX
PRA)TE IR OSGRA R . FRERIAN, A IX PN IR S AN [F3E B 13X 9 A1) 1%
BXWAFE. ([5,23D WA, fafime? sEtgitn 7 ADRIE, HiEEr
&, M RESS IR SRS E Lo ([5, 23]

AL T AEARRI G, B TR FE % (Possible World Seman-
tics) HIKRJE, R/RYIE (R. Carnap). ¥ (R. Montague). X 5 (D. Lewis)
EEP R S R MPT 2 58 5E LT R Cintension) 1E N EARE S B N & & XL, 74
TSR E XY (Montague Semantics). ([3, 13, 14, 26]) Wik | ANFIEST T
HAAE S REXBIE ML LR TS E GBS . 1850 e E LEFR
LR, WEBRIA TR, B, BE . ([6, 18D RN C /& A Flfefl
EERNES, 15 SUBRINAR R T

m=(C,D,E,F)

Hrh, ERET IR D MATA T RNEIBIES, FEFTA A GER PRI
RPN MERE C B E 19— DR Fralny, — DN
e C B {T, F} k4. 2 FrF, B8 L% (Formal Semantics) A HAEF
FE X B s 2 A TR (compositionality): — /NE ARIAAME SCZHEEA
o= E AR . ([6,7,28,29])

WEARAEE SCE SCAWIR, WIFT RN “RELRE” M “RELEFAE” A
BAAFERE L MRt T, AR E SRR J7 6053 0 & I
EWBARRER. a5y, EXAnettsid, “RE” M “§E” B4
FIEIE. L, RENE OB ESSE C PSR RTRet S, W “RE” Al
“EAE” BEAAFPINK, AREELER. T “REZRE” M “RELSERE”
BA TARBE S

BT, TGS SR E R R HE FH NIRAE N B AAE 5 = URE L. ([6,
T SR, 5 XN R E B RS A T 58 £ B 2 AR ESE I . ([6, 13, 14]) RIfEHL
ST, NIRIFRA AR S TR BT R, A RS
ERBEAE (T/F) R AW, 2R EAMIERmAA L. i

1.3+5=38
2.3xb=15

PEMIE L —AMIF AR ERZ AT NPT IS ES, B C —A .
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AfDAE BRI, T TESE R, ©4 3. 5. 8. 15, +. x. = #HRAAH
FECF XN R TR, EHWAN)FAERARESR T8, REl B EAMER
Wie SR1M, XA F UL AR A FE, fFid T AFERE, BAAE
VR BRI, NI A RER B SRTE SRR N R A IR S AR A
PR )@ Chyperintensional problem ).

R T R PR ) R R — A IR A Al (Frege’s Puzzle) ([22]), AA]
KIET ZMEIL . RS RFTUE N =K. BRI g AR E SCEN
KAKIRE B HIEN A, GFESMNKEZHE (intensional logics) « i P iKZ
4% (hyperintensional logics)« #73ZF} (R. Suszko) 775517 [ @2 % (sentential
calculus with identity (SCD) KHJGE:KES. ([2,4, 20,25 HARXKHEILAT
DA R A TR ) 0 3 T % 1) R, HEATTOR 22 0 ) () i AR A R R ) B o5 R
(primitives), TM#A UL A& X EEZH 4, DB IR E X EE
M A MIXANEERDE, XRHEIRIE R B AE S 15 SRR R A TEEN, KA
LHEAFEIE.

55 ZRFR AT et FUE SO E S AE B i 5] AN AT REHE S (impossible
world) ([9]), BUNtEE1E X % (Situation Semantics) — FEZ5 FE R] GE tH 5 1 20 B0
A ([1,12,27D. SR, IXREREE B SR — 28X LUe iR ([4, 19D,
BCE BA — AL EIRE A, RIS REA) 7 1) B X —— e ORI AN a) 1N
FHSEMATRERITE S (circumstance) A 3 FFXE XA LFE A, THRR
4T (S. Soames) FH—AMEHEIH] IS UE T IX RE R Frim s fI A . ([16, 17

2 FRiHrEIE R H oA

R R A R — S OCR Rl BR T ORISR R A A, BA TR
TSI E

Al FERFEIESD T A) 7R X (RIA)F Ik i dm i) R AEZIESL T EFX )
TRENSF RERIESREE .

A2, TEFFEERARE T 4. AR T E O ZIEHARME izt 4.
AR B4R JC B4 SR FR (directly referential) HIXS %o

A3. B (propositional attitude reports) ik i & T AK 5 iy il 2 8] B H A5
Fo Wnyd, “X FE S” NE M HEACYFAE X FIEA)T S RIS MR

A4, Fr A XA I AN, “X ANTE Sy HS,” WIRAME <X &niE S H
X FNiE Sy 7

SREBATLUR S, A S e R,
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AS. BRAFARFIRULE, [R5 T F A A R I BLEA AR R e XA
AMRBAEA SRR 5 AR

A6. FEXETIEST N, &7 M M7 WRAEARE, BUEATHRFRH R RIX R .
Ho&, B AIEHEKZE I ARER A F L.
ST A6 /IR, FHMAT 1 AR, A7 2 .

1 ZEWRIIE: “ B0 8FK (referto) &, H “HMN” FRFRHMA. ¢
2. FUISIE: AFAE—DME @, “ER” 18R H AN 155K 2o

HifBi A2 AR, AT 1 O ECRT DUHE 605 3 N3
3. FHIGE: B EMER, H RN fERRER,

Hf 158 AS FMi% A2 AT AN, EARAE SR T, A)F 4 RE Y HACHA]F 5 A E.
SRIGHIER B A1 AT, A)F 4 F1 5 RasME R e, B R .

4 @I REREIL, B R BRI,
5. LT JRRRERL, AT IREREL, BAEE—AME o, LT IR o
H PR 5 .

BT 4 M5 BRAMARNESS B A3 B HEN, AT 3 NEAT
LLHEH A) 6 .

6. FWIRNIE: “EI fRAEIR, WA ERER, HEE-NME 2,
W R e B BN 185K 2.

IR A4, WA)F 6 HEVTUSEHA)F 2 . 24800, B C&IRUE3H)
T2 MM, AT E.

TR, B A1-AS FIEESETE A6 ANAHZS . [ HTERE)LIE?
ST A6 AR — M AR A5 R AS R AT E 5 A s (1 B AR
FUN s BT Ad AT A3 2 50T B R B AR s i I o) = S R AR R
Z—. Bk, RN AR AL B A2, A1 AT A2 29 5 AR B TR IF A o
Wik WA 1A 3 M TR A2, WAT 3 HEHAT 6 1 TR Al
XULHH, ST 7 B0A 08 SRR AR B A1 AT A2 FER RSN, SE et
ez —. 3

SZUT I SR, fE R “refer to”, BT LAIX BLERIXON AR TR “REE7, AR .
SRR AR AL R, (B2, 2T — B 3 AR MBS R MR 1 AT 3 BHER T LA
BB I — AT ([22]), ASCEFINA AL FI A2 #5598
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3 GHILHE

FAR TR PN R 1] B8 S A ) R ) 2 = S 18 SR FH ) A 5 A A iy R 5 V2 Cstructured
propositions) ([11]). FHIEARFIAEZE, HRE S RIEXIE SUR HIXAFRE A
AN 53 1) B UK R R BTV E S M A R S ek, beanie, A+
CERFE RN XA A RS R R

RS R Bil: a
/\ FRAN: a
i 2ERA R =
N
2 A

H il A A L &N RO . B SRTTR R, IR A R A
N7 BBRE =N as “R7 BBHRMHERR “=". T, “EMN” E AT
TWAME XA (=,a), “ERZMN B SOWNFTLUE XA (a, (=, a)), BfEH
WS N a=a.

SR, XFER AR AL A AN RE T R LR R A IR . EL i, BRI
MNGIE

1. SRR A
2. BlEER,

BRI A M b, BT <&l m RN SBRRE— DA o, ETHEEA
)T RIE R G EAE, #RE o = o (BERHITEX (a, (=,0))). HE, XHA
ARG TARRGEE, BAARRNE S 28, BRI arE i
BRI R R R Tk, SERRFTR I RNEEAE O E A ([ LEini,
AT DA RE A 48 98] (4 PR T AR AR RS 1R 58 N B R R G A . AR, BIAE A
FIAIE, ks AR e A B k. 58 T XM

3. /NEIE RLAET T
4. /NHKNIE five equals fiveo

ATDAA B e, TERTAIER T “H” F “five” #FRFRFEI—HARE 5, 1M
“CEET7 M “equals” FFEPRAHSE IR R ‘=", O Hb)iEYL, “TL M “five”, “FFET
F “equals” HAMEIIAMK. B, “TETH” Fl “five equals five” ZAREA
SEAMFFIEES . AEENEFRAT, WREABRE S RIALEAHEAR

SUM IR B AR N R A W, B4 T I A — e A M A5 SRR A BT RS T IR . JS T
WIEFREA 2L
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RS, B BOX ARk 2B AR VEVE A8 H Il B ) 2% 3 B B A AE R
VBN, AW ANRIEXEAHARE . Bk, AR AR RNTT
ERAIE A, “TE T A “five equals five” #IRIEME Mm@, T2, AT
3 HA)F 4 REAHFIR e, BAMEREE. 2R, wTRLE B e /N R
INRBUE, 228, ERE I I0E . X, i AHIE “five equals five”, M
mEHA) T 3 NE, A+ 4 R, X5EmEeHETE.

4 RXSEMX

SR RAT I ] 5 B R, A AT I AT “five equals five” AZIRAT
ARG NSRRI B e, SR, ARTET R LUE Y, s 2T
SECHIRAE, AIR,  maE DL R PR D ) 3R 10 45 4 A i e A AN e SEIX —
mo P, hZiigs B ARVE R FUE LA BT & B E . Xl fg?

RS XA ) BB R R B RGR ERN7 X A ) IR A
A AANFE? B S REARNIDRERLEE S Bk, ZAREMYST, X
ARG AR BT A A AR ? AT Zokp o) 2 2% (B2 BT AT AW 9 -

« CHRIERRT XA TEMEEREENE SR BT X MEERIENA
Wa, “&B7 ZAFLRRENMED, HFH a=0b. 7

o CHIMEAMNT XA T ISR E R E B R B RAMA AR
MME a, RN TR NME b, FEH o = b

MNAVE R B ORI & I8 W A A i 2 2 A0 FF 5 R AS. (AL, EONEH AN
Fofh B ER REFN, HFBRAEEEZIEL, AR RS
—ANREB . (B, B AL BN MR TEANE S, R “ B A
“RIBENT IZPIASAN ] R R R R AN . BCE S T A #R A 15 5 B o

Erm o RS R E R B

« “HETR IM)F RIS REEZ: “ 17 MRS — IR IFEFR E A
5, HEBEZRBIBIBFRARE S, “ST7 XMAREREN KR =, JFH
5= 5o

* “five equals five” XM)F i (5 B “five” XA — R LR
FREARE 5, HAE IR R A A% 5, “equals” XANHFRFREN K &R
=, JFH 5=>5.

XA REAR TS G X P AU P A% 3 1015 B AN A BT IE AR AE

TR SR, —AMARAS R  BET LA AN R A, BRI, At iR B AR S . T BRI
[l —AMA R R I, B 2R — U PRI HLRE S 4 T
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T Hr PrIE I il 5 = 5, 10 AE T AT HEDG T AR T N A R . i
Ui, XA TR TR 5 S R SRR AR o, A rR T H B AR A R A AR v
RIS EExt RIMAE R S Bk, HARE T RIEXK SN HRE D B EAPTE
PR ERIXS G (A AR R S — looxe B oK A2 S 1 AR 5 TR IR I L S . S X
TiFIE X L5 B AEAE 2 EA], BRSNS E G T, JTHEHENH
e A5 LB 7 O, RXRAE BRI E 2, ROy —HERER.

SR, 3 25U A TR 2T S B A E S E ARTE & IS ORI B
SAME T AREEIE. W, ERUEIR. WROVEMIE b, #Rik
AHE HARIE 5 RIE IR BB 7355 AT AR 28] 1 T A i 2 T 0 5%
FOEHER. BREOESCE XN AEEREERE. AU E TREEENER
T I OO AR SCo N T4 H AR SO — AR U8 e v T RiE T g, Al
(RN

B 1. 15— AR 2k AT T A B9 8 B — 10— TE 5 4 b7
# (binary grammar tree) .

T 48Kk 2 30 3 SRE 5 AR 7 Fobh bR S0k (context-free grammar) 5
1M bR SR SOEH A TR 3 IE 2 (Chomsky Normal Form) ([8, 10]),
FT AEA B B TRE B OL N, b T BB BT

EX 1. 18 SRR O S T I — NS
M = (C,D,E,F)
Hrp, CREENES, DEZRE, ERZRMAWRNEIENES, FEIAH
RERINRIRIEE S, RIPTA M C 2 E B BHES .

EBIM AR ) S BN R 2%, Y 7 ASCE . B T BLEEAT
TERIEERT R o — B 5, ISR AHRE R 20 E TR RS W) R B 4
4 BIRENGE TIREUTR. R TE CHEERD. wETERES (4
B . —BreiEb ok R4 EEZHIBHE A LIZE SR [6, 7]. ISR R, A3
WAFEEHRIEF L XIG, BN R AL:

% 2. 45 7€ —ME RS, B ARE S I — M) 7% 30 (primitive expression)
IS PR S ) P — (1) S B AR

—ARIEARAIRRIE A 2 B 1ZRIE AR B B A o BRI T, 1
AN HE AN AR 73 AR ST B R AT R o A R IR — SRR T AR AR A
Ko HZMAAMVIIERIENGFE AR G TR, s, “rEr
AER” FEA AR P ALTR AN, TRIRR A “F /N A RIRT T
— XU, TR g N IR LR BRI
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AT DA b e A PRTE S RAE AR L AR, R RE R
AL E R TR R B R IS R AL R S ——2 40 3L

EX 2. BUE u R HREF W —NREX, T 2 u W ZniBEa ik, 15 R
& . N
o MR u M RIEA, TER u B B A E N @, W a 2 u
=N (u:a) 2w B— MRS B u BB a.
o MR u RPN RIEN v, 00 BETA, I H o1, va G L HIE 51, 52
M FIZE R SR (81, 82).
o B u RHWANRIENR v, 0o BETE FHH o1, v BIERE X 301Z (v :
x1), (V2 : @2), W w HOFRE 2
(w: ((vr: 1), (v 2 x2)))

BRI 1. S54SR B B ARE 5 RIE B EA T RE SR B SC R ff
BESCHRALS T 4R B ARE 5 R IE AW 46 28 AR E AT 500 B R A %
Ay RN RIE IR SO E 15 AR o (AR SCHIEIZA I8 A R
B RIS 7RI A BREA A E . ®

T AN R I A 45 21 ) 1 R RE S BUE <RI AT RN 4R
PRI =X G @, “FE7 RGN R AR “="0 T FIEER 7B #R 2 JAR
723 AR RE S

B

ERLER mrren. (B o, RER (G =), (@il o))

il

i

AN A, (B o) GEERA (G =), GERA: a))))

/\

B mm o AN Er (R o), R 0

A

& Go= BN G o
R R SUAE N ERIBE S RS, ACARME <&l 1 “FR N R
FHiER OIS THERFE S, “SR28R” A “EiR2 R N7 XA

ST, AR SO 5 VR FRAT T T AN 2326 Q) 735 1 P VR 75 8 AT 19T 52 48 T R ) 3R a2 3 F 1 P . 3
AT L2 T il AR A E M (6, T].
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R SCRANE ), BIEATTH) R AR, AR BB 4. L, “/NRNIE
MR ER” HAEMT NHMEESRE AN FERERE, “hETH”
Fl “five equals five” FAANFIIMERE X, Bt “/NRRITE TS T 17 FHFAFNT
“/NBHJIE five equals five”.

H: s

(9]
2

K

R SRS g S ot B 2 (1 7 P B AR AL 5 i LS B ) 1 © B A
FERA) T ITHE — B2 B ARIE 518 XS BONE MRy 2 —, A dR
REZ W, PEMEE S —. ([15]) ZFL &SRR, & H oA 3] —
NS A B AT, W R BRI S, AATTHE DL SE AR e X AN T
FeraAkh TR S . i A XF B ikt

(1) ZEHAE HYUER B A=

B IXAJTE N H . A, FHIRITE “ HEl” XA P HRIRED ? @ WIS,
FHRTT RERNE XA 4 TR N o SR R8N XA — M S B AL B
A, RERACS NHEIIEDNN o, BMUTRE AL B A ARIE, %
WIIAREE, BV NI, B AR T 2R X e
XIS, FUERARIE “HIL” B4 FIama2ik. Bk, “Fox
EHIWER B AE" AR FIAGE “ Bl XRS5 A
2, BT () FEEEVR T HAMT 4, ARl 7Ok B ? B D HYRERATR XA
NAGE a ZEDNANERELHAEEANF X

BE a RFEA T LB, w37 (il “ B ElvER Ll 7
NE”), W “a FIE w” R —DIEE SN T A5 U T
ARSI .

o W “a B w” AE, A o FIES)T u BTGB gL,
o WIR “a WHE w” NE, WA a A —EMIER)T u o FAR SUEE R L
C R A2 ] s 8 3] f) 7 1 e A TR R R 2 2D
teaniid, fEA)F Q) OB T, FHEBIAF Qi) A (i) Z8] RO .
(i) ZEIHHIE E IFER a.
(iii) ZERHANENIE H PR FR a.

i RS PEAL AR R P RIE G, T TR AR SORIE A0 SR TR 2 Ak o SR AN 5 5 P A A Sl
R SC, 223 B B 4 FE R 2 BB 0L N R, S EMATE. B, SMEESE Pl R R iE . RER
R RS AR, BCE LR, AR AR
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TR, AT () BN, e SR B R AR EORE E . A1
BN, EEFRATERANE o XNAERELIPAZRZAFL, FRE 5 FHRAD
ZEHIRITE H URIR 0o 2RI, ERLEHEET T, EA A S UFRRNTZEYIANE o XA
RED I AZXADFI, B8 SR SCRIE5H: SCRT DUR G 3 [X 533X PR AS
(RIS, B REAR S st 22 7 i RS L PR [R) — SR 7 PR S AN RIS 2. 10 1
FLII,

o WRA)T (1) BT DAHE 65 (i) RS, ABAE)T () ks iifE B e 2
WRNIE o WER B p s, JFHFNE HILXMAREHR o, I0AEIRXASRIRIR
FAM RS X, ZEITARIER R “ HIWEREL P AE" XA T I #
3o

o WMRA)T (@) AREHEL AT (D), BAR)T (@) FrEEREE R EFYRIE o
WERZLIMAE. XN, FHPFIERZ “HIEREL AR ZBANET
[R12E4 L.

Br T “RuE” BN, Hean A R MR A, X EAESER . &E,
TEFRATT 0] 21 2R 4 0 ) Ll A A i R R OB — 2. RS 1 HE A 3

:ag»
LIRS, B0 SR E RN SRR
3. FHISNIE. B EMERE M ERER.

NATAARENE) T 1 HE AT 3 We? A1 3 FR2EH] “E” XM EA
“RIBNT AN XA E AR R A AR PN R S8 A R IS DL T A REREAT .
BAREUE 1 BT M AR ROEIEME, (HAE CRITE” I HIE 1
BN, AR E A A BRSO AR« XM IR SR AN R, BT P
EAEZIES PR LA, B E S XM TR WS T
2 P R R S

R SGR WA BEAT B ? WRT I FT 34T, “a RUE o7 NE, o AN ERIER
T TR R RO ARE L CRIDAIZR] B T 21 e B R E BRI TG R 2D .
RIFHERE, B “FEURNE: G fERE R H RN SERARAL” X
AR HEAS 28 W R G 8 B R AR AT AN ] TE SEFE AR .

AZFEI TG A We? Her) i, f1 1 Fsafeid T AEEE? BN
2 AN — 58 ST & R E R A AR RRIRAS X G, P DL BRI B 55 R R, AR A
T LN T, FEMEy, FR5E60 Y, BAEME 2 ARALEIR 2, FYRIE

OHTTHREIR NPT T T A “NIE five equals five” XA LSt R A BE LAY BN BEANS
SEARCH AT BRI (R SURIED I AR ) T (N BRAR 2 . /N BRI RO “ L% T 0L A
“five equals five” HIZ5H S JRTIT, AW BEAMNTICAARXPIAE R E SRR, XN TTRER R /N8 snE

R “ AT Al “five equals five” FRIfFRE .
"EREN TEEE, XJLES T A
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CEIM IRIR y HAEMRIE “ AN 8RR 2.

FIRERI BT rT AR T4 7 3, BRI A) 7 3 S8 [F T3, ZEWIRI0E: e 4
ME x, CEIRT FE 2 H AR 48K . WUURBIEME 1A T 1 AT 3
Pt A5 SR RN, AET 1 HEAHAT 3,

6 g

ARSCHE T IRAE DY B 2R TE S R ST ROR K I, R SC T PIRTT
VR R SO S5 SC, AR RIX S R . AE BRI A R U, AR X
FERONTERINE L, SR SR, B AR . Sibr b, IR DUE FE
I TRRRE UK LSS, ATRRZ N FR I ke S, EIX AN FRBR . fifRe
SCRIEE A8 S b B B2 1A B YA A i 5 15 10— 21218, B 2 am il ) 7
RO SA) PR RA B, KESAD N, B TRERTR, ASCE g
B SCRIEE K SRR TEAL T e XA R AR B S AR S E R R L, BT
REEBITHET LS HEE R TR (21D SeRRTHE 83,

SE K
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Soames’ Problem and its Solution

Kun Xing

Abstract

The meaning of natural language is a major problem concerned by contemporary
philosophy, logic, linguistics, cognitive science and artificial intelligence. People have
developed various kinds of theories or doctrines about meaning, and Formal Semantics
attempts to define meaning using logical methods and models. Although there are differ-
ent theories in Formal Semantics, the mainstream definition of meaning is still intension,
which was introduced by Richard Montague and others. Nonetheless, researchers have
shown that intension could cause many problems, one of which was introduced by Scott
Soames and still lacks a good solution. This article first introduces the concept of inten-
sion and the Soames’ problem. Then, based on the method of structured propositions,
two kinds of meaning—structured-meaning and explaining-meaning are defined to solve
problems related to propositional attitudes reports, including the Soames’ problem.
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