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Discourse context and attention

Let the discourse context contain a proposal under consideration,
m € W, that always stores the most recent proposal. The
possibilities in 7 are attended (Ciardelli, et al., 2009).

» ¢ attends the possibilities in [¢].

» For an initiative ¢ and response ¥ s.t. o< 1), ) unattends a
possibility a iff a € [¢] and anU[¢] ¢ [¢].

Fact: Attention and entailment
For an initiative ¢ and response ¥ s.t. o< 1), 1 unattends a

possibility iff ¥ # .
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For a domain {j, m, b}:
1. S said Vx.P(x) v Q(x),
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For an initiative (¢ and response 9, s.t. ¢ o< ¥:
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