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Contextual Prosody and Speech Acts in Interaction

LI Aijun

Abstract: Understanding the intention in discourse is at the core of
intelligent speech technology, which involves the interplay of phonetic,
phonological, syntactic, semantic, and pragmatic information of
discourse at multiple levels. From the standpoint of cognitive
linguistics, intention is seen as the pragmatic meaning in discourse. In
conversational analysis, intention is regarded as interactive function
including both direct and indirect speech acts. This paper explores the
interplay among prosodic features, speech acts (intentions or pragmatic
functions), and context from the perspective of the encoding and
decoding of contextual prosody.
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