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ABSTRACT

This thesis delineates the research object of pragmatics as the study of how language users accomplish action and construct meaning
through context-sensitive inference under normative social conditions. Unlike semantics, which characterizes conventional meaning,
pragmatics targets the mechanisms by which interlocutors enrich, adjust, or recalibrate utterance content relative to intentions,
common ground, and activity type. The paper clarifies core components of this object—illocutionary force, implicature,
presupposition accommodation, indexicality, politeness, sequential organization, and multimodal cues—and shows how they are
investigated across corpora, experiments, and interactional analyses. The results highlight pragmatics as an interface field linking
grammar to cognition and social order, in which communicative success depends on coordinated expectations about relevance,
cooperation, and accountability. The conclusion proposes a compact formulation: the research object of pragmatics is the set of
context-dependent processes and norms through which utterances become publicly recognized actions with consequences for belief,

alignment, and commitment.
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INTRODUCTION

Pragmatics emerged to explain a persistent puzzle: linguistic
expressions routinely underdetermine what speakers mean and
what hearers understand. The same sentence can function as a
request, an offer, or an accusation depending on intention,
setting, and relationship; a neutral proposition can imply
criticism; a question can exert pressure for action rather than
information. Such phenomena resist purely truth-conditional
treatment and demand a level of analysis that ties linguistic form
to the inferential and social work of conversation. The object of
study that unifies this terrain is the context-dependent
transformation of utterances into actions and inferences that
update the public record of commitments. In this perspective, a
theory of language use must specify how participants recognize
illocutionary force, derive unsaid but intended content,
accommodate presuppositions, and negotiate face and authority.

Pragmatics studies these processes not as ancillary adjustments
but as constitutive of meaning in use. It treats cooperative
principles and relevance as cognitive pressures guiding
interpretation, while acknowledging that institutions and
cultures regulate uptake and sanctionability. It also
acknowledges the sequential ecology of talk, where turns create
expectations for relevant next actions and where repair
mechanisms surface the very processes that pragmatics seeks to
model. Because pragmatic phenomena are distributed across
linguistic, prosodic, and gestural channels, the research object
necessarily includes multimodality. In short, pragmatics targets
the rules-of-thumb, conventions, and rational heuristics by
which interlocutors bridge the gap between coded form and
intended social action.

The aim of this study is to articulate a precise and operational
definition of the research object of pragmatics and to
demonstrate how this object is captured by contemporary
methods that connect grammatical resources to inferential
reasoning, interactional organization, and social norms.
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The research employs a conceptual analysis grounded in
representative findings from three complementary approaches.
Corpus-based studies provide distributions of discourse
markers, hedges, and indirect request formats across registers,
enabling the identification of conventionalized pragmatic cues
and their sensitivity to genre and role. Experimental paradigms,
including truth-value judgments, visual-world eye-tracking, and
reaction-time measures, make it possible to test hypotheses
about scalar implicature, referential choice, and the effect of
prosody on force recognition. Conversation-analytic and
interactional work examines adjacency pairs, repair, and turn
design to recover the sequential logic by which actions are
recognized and ratified. While the present treatment does not
constitute a meta-analysis, it synthesizes these sources to delimit
the pragmatic object as a theoretically coherent target that can
be measured, manipulated, and modeled.

Defining the research object of pragmatics begins with the
concept of illocutionary force, the actionable status of an
utterance as an assertion, request, promise, apology, question, or
offer. Force is neither reducible to clause type nor free from
conventional cues. Rather, it is recognized through an alignment
of syntactic patterns, particles, prosodic contours, and
sequential placement with rational expectations about
cooperativeness and efficiency. This alignment explains how
speakers achieve indirectness without obscurity and how
hearers recover intended acts rapidly and robustly.
Experimental results show that the timing and likelihood of
pragmatic enrichments depend on contextual priors and
speaker-related assumptions such as competence and
benevolence, indicating that force recognition is probabilistic
and incrementally computed.

A second pillar of the pragmatic object is implicature, the family
of inferences by which hearers derive unsaid content under
assumptions of cooperation or relevance. These inferences are
sensitive to lexical alternatives, scalar expectations, and
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communicative cost. Their study belongs to pragmatics because
they are defeasible, context-dependent, and socially
consequential: they allow speakers to manage face, hedge
commitments, and signal stance. The related phenomenon of
presupposition accommodation likewise falls within the
pragmatic object, since the success of many utterances depends
on shared background propositions that can be introduced or
negotiated in situ.

Third, pragmatics investigates indexical and deictic resources—
person, time, place, and social deixis—through which utterances
anchor themselves to interactional coordinates and social
hierarchies. Honorifics, evidentials, and address terms encode
culturally specific accountability structures and reshape force
and entitlement. Cross-linguistic variation in these systems
underscores that the pragmatic object includes the socially
normative dimensions of language use, where institutions
stabilize felicity conditions and define authorized uptake.

A fourth component is the sequential organization of interaction.
The research object extends beyond single utterances to the
projects they initiate and the responses they make relevant.
Adjacency pairs and expansion sequences provide a publicly
observable architecture for action recognition, while repair
practices expose the methods by which participants diagnose
and fix troubles of hearing, understanding, or acceptability. The
sequential lens shows that pragmatic meaning is ratified over
turns and that accountability for commitments unfolds as
courses of action progress.

Finally, the pragmatic object is inherently multimodal. Prosody,
gaze, gesture, and timing signal emphasis, stance, and alignment
in ways that alter perceived force and politeness. Because these
cues modulate risk and face-threat, their analysis connects
cognitive processing with social evaluation. Computational
models that encode beliefs, goals, and utilities and that track
commitments across turns demonstrate that the pragmatic
object can be rendered operational for technological systems,
further validating its coherence and utility.

Taken together, these strands yield a compact formulation. The
research object of pragmatics is the set of context-sensitive
processes, cues, and norms by which linguistic signals are
transformed into publicly recognizable actions that alter
common ground and redistribute commitments among
participants. It encompasses how force is cued and inferred, how
unsaid content is derived, how background assumptions are
managed, how social relations are negotiated, and how
interactional sequences organize accountability.

Pragmatics focuses on what language users do with words and
on how interlocutors coordinate to make those doings
intelligible and consequential. Its research object is neither the
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lexicon nor the syntax in isolation, but the inferential, sequential,
and normative machinery that converts form into action in real
contexts. By situating illocutionary force, implicature,
presupposition, indexicality, politeness, and multimodality
within a single interface framework, pragmatics links grammar
to cognition and to the social orders that regulate uptake and
sanctionability. The field’s methodological diversity confirms the
tractability of this object: corpora reveal distributional
regularities, experiments uncover processing dynamics,
interactional studies map sequential constraints, and
computational models implement commitment tracking. A clear
articulation of the research object thus supports cumulative
progress across linguistic theory, cross-cultural communication,
language teaching, clinical assessment, and human-computer
interaction, providing a disciplined account of how meaning
becomes action.
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