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Modifications and Extensions of Dynamic Predicate Logic

Zhang Xiaojun

Zou Chongli

Abstract: Through making use of the relationship among the states of computer process, Dynamic Pred-

icate Logic (DPL) is to describe the meaning of language in essence. Dynamic Predicate Logic (DPL) em-

‘bodies such a unifying idea that all meanings are concerned with the relationship among the

states. Meaning means potential contextual updating. There are four ways in modifications and extensions

of Dynamic Predicate Logic and two paths from DPL developing to dynamic Montague Grammar. The

fundamental idea of dynamic semantics is that in dynamic semantics, meanings are viewed as the rela-

tionship between variable states in a model.
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