
Prac cal session 

Seman cs with LLMs – Part 1 

Mar n Rajman. 

The following interac ons with chatGPT-3.5 will be used as illustra ons for the prac cal session. 

First sec on: 

 

Indicate the possible meanings to consider for the verb "to drink". 

ChatGPT 

The verb "to drink" can have several meanings, depending on the context in which it is used. 
Here are some possible meanings to consider: 

1. To consume liquid through the mouth: 
o Example: "I like to drink water throughout the day to stay hydrated." 

2. To consume alcoholic beverages: 
o Example: "He enjoys drinking wine with his meals." 

3. To take in or absorb something, often figuratively: 
o Example: "She drank in the breathtaking scenery as she hiked through the mountains." 

4. To swallow or ingest something: 
o Example: "The toddler accidentally drank some soapy water." 

5. To participate in a social gathering or event where alcoholic beverages are consumed: 
o Example: "We're going out to drink with friends tonight." 

6. To believe or accept something, often with enthusiasm: 
o Example: "She drank in every word of the inspira onal speech." 

7. To consume a specific type of beverage or liquid: 
o Example: "I like to drink herbal tea before bed me." 

8. To take in or experience something deeply: 
o Example: "They drank in the beauty of the sunset on the beach." 

9. To habitually consume a particular beverage: 
o Example: "He drinks coffee every morning to wake up." 

10. To absorb or take in information or knowledge: 
o Example: "He's always eager to drink in new ideas and concepts." 

These are some of the possible meanings of the verb "to drink," and the specific meaning in a 
sentence will depend on the context in which it is used. 

 

Could you split the 10 provided meaning into two groups: the ones that are literal, and the one that are 
metaphorical?  

ChatGPT 



Certainly! Here's a breakdown of the 10 meanings of the verb "to drink" split into two groups: 
literal and metaphorical. 

Literal Meanings: 

1. To consume liquid through the mouth. 
2. To consume alcoholic beverages. 
3. To swallow or ingest something. 
4. To consume a specific type of beverage or liquid. 
5. To habitually consume a par cular beverage. 

Metaphorical Meanings: 6. To take in or absorb something, often figuratively. 

7. To par cipate in a social gathering or event where alcoholic beverages are consumed. 
8. To believe or accept something, o en with enthusiasm. 
9. To take in or experience something deeply. 
10. To absorb or take in informa on or knowledge. 

The literal meanings involve the physical act of consuming liquids, whereas the metaphorical 
meanings involve abstract or symbolic interpretations of the word "drink." 

 

Could you provide the literal meanings of the verb "to ingest"? 

ChatGPT 

The verb "to ingest" primarily has a literal meaning related to the act of consuming or taking 
substances, usually food or drink, into one's body. Here are the literal meanings of the verb "to 
ingest": 

1. To take food, beverages, or other substances into the mouth and swallow them. 
o Example: "It's important to chew your food thoroughly before inges ng it." 

2. To consume or introduce a substance into the body, often in a medical or scientific 
context. 

o Example: "The pa ent should not ingest any medica ons before the surgery." 
3. To introduce a substance into a system or process, such as a machine or chemical 

reaction. 
o Example: "Do not ingest foreign objects into the machinery; it can cause damage." 

These meanings of "ingest" all pertain to the physical act of taking substances into the body or a 
system. 

 

All 3 meanings are literal, right? 



ChatGPT 

Yes, you are correct. All three meanings of the verb "to ingest" are literal, as they refer to the 
actual physical act of taking substances into the body or a system. There are no metaphorical or 
abstract interpretations associated with this word in these contexts. 

 

 
For the sentences I will provide you with, indicate whether a literal meaning is possible or not. 
For example, for the sentence: "dogs are eating bones", a literal meaning is possible, while, for 
the sentence, "cars roar on the racetrack", there is no possible literal meaning, but only a 
metaphorical one. Is this clear? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that is clear. You want me to determine whether a given sentence can have a literal meaning 
or if it only has a metaphorical meaning. Please go ahead and provide the sentences you'd like 
me to evaluate. 

 
My brother drinks wine from the bottle. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "My brother drinks wine from the bottle" can have a literal meaning, indicating that 
your brother actually drinks wine directly from a bottle. 

 
Car drink gasoline from their tank. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "Car drink gasoline from their tank" does not have a possible literal meaning. It is 
metaphorical or personifying cars as if they were living beings with the ability to drink gasoline, 
which is not the case in reality. 

 
People drink water from the air. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "People drink water from the air" does not have a possible literal meaning. It is 
metaphorical or figurative, suggesting that people obtain water from the atmosphere or humidity, 
but it does not describe an actual process of drinking water directly from the air in a literal sense. 

 
Cows drink stones from the river. 
ChatGPT 



The sentence "Cows drink stones from the river" does not have a possible literal meaning. It is 
metaphorical or figurative, suggesting an impossible scenario where cows consume stones from 
a river, which does not align with reality. 

 
OK. Let us go back to the sentence "Car drink gasoline from their tank". You say that only a 
metaphorical meaning is possible, where cars are personified. However, the 4th possible 
meaning given by Wiktionary for "to drink" is "To take in (a liquid), in any manner; to suck up; 
to absorb; to imbibe.". Why would this definition literally apply to the car sentence? 
ChatGPT 

You are correct in pointing out that the word "drink" can have a broader definition that includes 
the idea of taking in a liquid or absorbing it in some manner. However, in the context of the 
sentence "Car drink gasoline from their tank," the more common and literal understanding of the 
word "drink" is to consume a liquid by mouth, which does not apply to cars and gasoline. While 
you can use "drink" metaphorically to describe the process of cars using gasoline as their fuel 
source, it's not a literal interpretation of the word in the context of cars and gasoline. 

So, while the word "drink" can have a broader definition, the sentence you provided is more 
likely to be interpreted metaphorically rather than literally when referring to cars and gasoline. 

 
OK. Similarly, why cannot the sentence "People drink water from the air" have a literal 
meaning? 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "People drink water from the air" cannot have a literal meaning because, in a 
typical and natural context, people do not physically drink water directly from the air in the same 
way they would drink water from a glass or a container. While it is true that the air contains 
moisture and humidity, human consumption of water typically involves collecting water from a 
source, such as a faucet, bottle, or another container, rather than directly inhaling or ingesting 
water vapor from the air in significant quantities. 

In everyday language, "drinking water" usually refers to the act of consuming water in a liquid 
form, not inhaling or directly absorbing it from the atmosphere. So, while there may be some 
indirect and minimal water intake from the air through respiration and humidity, it is not the 
primary or typical way people obtain water, and therefore, a literal interpretation of the sentence 
does not align with common usage. 

 
OK. Thanks... 
ChatGPT 

You're welcome! If you have any more questions or need further clarification, feel free to ask. 
I'm here to help! 



 

Second sec on: 

 
What does "cows" mean in "cows drink water from the trough"? 
ChatGPT 

In the sentence "cows drink water from the trough," "cows" refers to the animals known as cows, 
which are large domesticated mammals often raised for milk or meat production. They are the 
subject of the sentence and the ones drinking water from the trough. 

 
Ok. What does drink mean in the same sentence? 
ChatGPT 

In the sentence "cows drink water from the trough," "drink" is a verb that means the action of 
consuming a liquid, in this case, water, by taking it into the mouth and swallowing it. It describes 
what the cows are doing with the water in the trough. 

 
Ok. What about water? 
ChatGPT 

In the sentence "cows drink water from the trough," "water" refers to the liquid substance that is 
essential for the survival and hydration of living organisms, including cows. It's what the cows 
are consuming by drinking from the trough. 

 
Ok. And, finally, what about trough? 
ChatGPT 

In the sentence "cows drink water from the trough," "trough" is a noun that refers to a long, 
narrow container, often made of wood, metal, or other materials, used to hold water or feed for 
animals. In this context, it's where the water is placed for the cows to drink from. 

 
What other animals can drink from a trough? 
ChatGPT 

Many different types of animals can drink from a trough. Commonly, livestock such as horses, 
sheep, goats, pigs, and various types of poultry can drink from troughs. Additionally, wild 
animals like deer, raccoons, and birds may also use troughs as a water source if they are 
available in their environment. Troughs are a convenient way to provide water to a variety of 
animals, both domesticated and wild. 



 
What else can be done from a trough but drinking? 
ChatGPT 

Troughs primarily serve as containers for holding and providing water or feed to animals, but 
they can also have other uses or purposes. Some additional uses of troughs include: 

1. Feeding: Troughs can hold food or feed for animals, such as hay, grain, or pellets, 
allowing them to access their nourishment easily. 

2. Bathing: Some birds, especially smaller birds like sparrows and finches, may use shallow 
troughs as birdbaths to clean themselves. 

3. Cooling: In hot weather, animals might stand in or near troughs to cool down or wet their 
bodies. 

4. Collecting Rainwater: Troughs can collect rainwater for various purposes, such as 
irrigation or providing a water source for animals during rain showers. 

5. Gardening: Troughs can be repurposed as garden planters, providing a contained space 
for growing flowers or vegetables. 

6. Construction: In construction and agriculture, troughs may be used for mixing and 
transporting materials like concrete or mortar. 

The specific use of a trough depends on its design and the needs of the situation. 

 
Ok. So the main uses of troughs are providing liquids and food, isn't it? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, the primary and most common uses of troughs are indeed for providing liquids (such as 
water) and food (such as feed or hay) to animals. These functions make troughs a practical tool 
for animal husbandry and agriculture. However, as mentioned earlier, troughs can also serve 
various secondary purposes, including bathing, cooling, rainwater collection, and more, 
depending on the context and specific needs. 

 
Do people put other liquids but water in troughs? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, people may put other liquids besides water in troughs, depending on the intended use. Here 
are some examples: 

1. Milk: In dairy farming, troughs may be used to provide milk to calves. 
2. Liquid Supplements: Some livestock operations use troughs to dispense liquid 

supplements or medications to animals as part of their nutritional care. 
3. Chemicals: In industrial or agricultural settings, troughs might be used to hold and 

distribute various liquids, such as pesticides, fertilizers, or cleaning solutions. 



4. Liquid Fertilizers: In agriculture, liquid fertilizers can be distributed through troughs to 
fertilize crops. 

5. Cooling Solutions: Troughs with cool or chilled liquids may be used to help animals cool 
down in hot weather. 

The type of liquid used in a trough depends on the specific needs and practices of the situation, 
whether it's for livestock care, agricultural purposes, or industrial applications. 

 
ok. Let us now try to represent the meaning of the sentence by reformulating it with very simple 
words. What would you suggest? 
ChatGPT 

Sure, here's a simpler version of the sentence: "Cows drink water from a long container." 

 
To make our effort more systematic, let us use the genus-differentia approach for reformulating 
the words. For example, a possible genus for cow is "mammal", with "large, domesticated, and 
raised for milk and meat" as differentia, understood? 
ChatGPT 

Understood! Using the genus-differentia approach for reformulation: 

 Cow: A large mammal raised for milk and meat. 
 Drink: To consume a liquid. 
 Water: A clear liquid essential for life. 
 Trough: A long container for holding liquids or food. 

 
ok. Thus a possible reformulation of the sentence would be: large mammals raised for milk and 
meat consume a clear liquid essential for life from a long container. Do you agree? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, your reformulation effectively breaks down the sentence using the genus-differentia 
approach, making it clear and concise. It accurately conveys the meaning of the original sentence 
in simpler terms. Well done! 

 
Now, what is the meaning of "raised for" in the new sentence? 
ChatGPT 

In the new sentence, "raised for" indicates the purpose for which the large mammals (cows) are 
being cared for or bred by humans. Specifically, they are being nurtured and managed with the 
intention of utilizing them for milk and meat production. It highlights the reason why these 
mammals are being raised. 



 
In fact, we have to deal with verbs in a bit different way as we do for nouns. In particular, we 
have to indicate the corresponding verbal schema. For example, to define "to drink", we may 
say: X drink Y means X consume Y, and Y is a liquid. Ok? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, let's define "to drink" using a verbal schema: 

"To drink X" means "To consume X, and X is a liquid." 

This schema helps clarify that the action of drinking involves consuming a liquid substance. 

 
In fact, we also have to provision for the from-complement, thus: X drink Y from Z means X 
consumes Y, Y is a liquid, and Z contains Y, correct? 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct. When defining the phrase "X drink Y from Z," it's important to 
include the from-complement. So, the complete verbal schema would be: 

"To drink X from Y" means "To consume X, where X is a liquid, and Y is the container or 
source from which X is taken." 

This definition accounts for both the act of consuming the liquid (X) and the source or container 
(Y) from which it is consumed. 

 
Let us now analyze the constraints the verb "to drink" imposes on X, Y, and Z. What do you 
propose? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, let's analyze the constraints that the verb "to drink" imposes on its components: 

1. X (What is being consumed): X must be a liquid or a beverage, such as water, milk, 
juice, or soda. 

2. Y (What is being consumed by): Y typically refers to the entity (e.g., a person or an 
animal) that is consuming the liquid. It can be a human, animal, or even metaphorically 
used for things like "the engine drinks oil." 

3. Z (Source or container): Z represents the source or container from which X is being 
consumed. Z can be a glass, cup, bottle, trough, river, or any other container or location 
where the liquid X is located. 

These constraints help define the specific context in which the verb "to drink" is used and the 
relationship between the components in a sentence. 



 
In fact, X is the subject, Y the direct object and Z the circumstantial complement. 
ChatGPT 

I apologize for any confusion in my previous responses. You are correct in your analysis: 

1. X is indeed the subject or agent performing the action. 
2. Y is the direct object, representing what is being consumed. 
3. Z functions as the circumstantial complement, indicating the source or container. 

Thank you for the clarification, and I appreciate your patience. 

 
ok. So, if X drinks Y from Z, then X is a human or an animal, Y is a liquid or a beverage, and Z 
is either a container for Y or a place where Y is located, correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that's correct. If we have the structure "X drinks Y from Z," then: 

 X is typically a human or an animal (the one performing the action). 
 Y is a liquid or beverage (what is being consumed). 
 Z can be either a container for Y (such as a glass, cup, or trough) or a location where Y is 

found (like a river or pond). 

This structure encapsulates the common usage of the verb "to drink" in English, where an entity 
consumes a liquid from a source or container. 

 
OK. Let us be a bit more precise on the associated constraints. In particular, if X is typically a 
human or an animal, then it is probably enough to impose that X a a living entity. What do you 
think? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you are correct. To be more precise and encompass all cases, it's sufficient to impose that X 
is a living entity. This way, it covers both humans and animals, as they are both living beings 
capable of consuming liquids. Thank you for the clarification, and I appreciate your attention to 
detail. 

 
Do you see any further generalization of the contraint imposed to X? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, there is a further generalization that can be made for X. Instead of specifically stating that X 
is a living entity, we can broaden the constraint to: 



X can be any entity capable of ingestion or consumption. 

This generalization allows for the inclusion of not only living beings like humans and animals 
but also other entities, such as certain machines or processes, that are designed or programmed to 
ingest or consume liquids in specific contexts. 

 
OK. But if we proceed this way, we are building a circular definition that says that the subject of 
drinking is any able to drink. The fact of replacing "to drink" by a more genral "to ingest" or "to 
consume" does not substantially change this... 
ChatGPT 

You make a valid point. Defining the subject as "any entity capable of ingestion or consumption" 
does create a somewhat circular definition. It's essential to strike a balance between providing a 
concise definition and avoiding circularity. 

In practice, the choice of words and constraints in language definitions can sometimes lead to 
inherent circularity, especially when dealing with fundamental actions like eating or drinking. To 
avoid this, one approach is to use less specific verbs like "to consume" or "to ingest," as you 
mentioned, which encompass a broader range of actions while still conveying the core meaning. 

So, to clarify: 

X can be any entity capable of consuming. 

This formulation allows for generality without overt circularity and encompasses living beings, 
machines, and other entities capable of the act of consuming, whether it's food or liquids. 

 
What is the difference between "X ingests Y" and "X consumes Y" in this context? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of describing the action of an entity taking in a substance, such as a liquid or food, 
"ingests" and "consumes" are quite similar and can often be used interchangeably. However, 
there are subtle differences in their connotations: 

1. Ingests: 
o "Ingest" is a more general term that implies taking something in, typically through 

the mouth or some other opening. 
o It doesn't necessarily imply full utilization or absorption of the substance. An 

entity can ingest something without completely consuming it. 
2. Consumes: 

o "Consume" implies a more thorough and complete utilization or absorption of the 
substance. 

o It often carries the connotation of using the substance for sustenance or energy. 
When something is consumed, it's typically used for nourishment. 



In the context of drinking liquids, both "ingests" and "consumes" can be used to describe the 
action, and the choice between them may depend on the specific emphasis you want to convey. 
For instance, "X consumes Y" might imply that X is drinking Y for sustenance, while "X ingests 
Y" could be a more neutral or clinical way to describe the action without emphasizing the 
purpose or outcome as much. 

 
OK. Thus, what is more suitable for defining "X drinks Y"? "X ingests Y" or "X consumes Y"? 
ChatGPT 

For defining "X drinks Y," the term "X consumes Y" is more suitable. Using "consumes" in the 
definition better conveys the specific act of taking in a liquid substance for the purpose of 
ingestion, which aligns more closely with the context of drinking. It emphasizes the idea that the 
liquid is being used as a consumable for nourishment or hydration. So, the definition would be: 

"To drink X" means "To consume X, and X is a liquid." 

This definition accurately represents the act of drinking in the context of ingesting a liquid. 

 
OK. So "X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, and Y is a liquid", correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that's correct: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, and Y is a liquid." 

 
But, earlier, you were proposing that Y could be a liquid or a beverage. What is the most 
adequate for defining "to drink"? 
ChatGPT 

You are right; I should clarify. When defining "to drink," it's more accurate to consider Y as "a 
liquid or a beverage." Here's the revised definition: 

"To drink X" means "X consumes Y, and Y is a liquid or a beverage." 

This definition encompasses both plain liquids like water and beverages like milk, juice, soda, or 
any other drinkable substances. Thank you for pointing out the need for clarity. 

 
I disagree. Any beverage is inherently a liquid. So the constraint should be either Y is a liquid, or 
Y is a beverage, but not both. Which is the most adequate? 
ChatGPT 



You are correct, and I apologize for any confusion. The most appropriate constraint for Y when 
defining "to drink" should be that Y is a liquid. Beverages are indeed inherently liquids, so 
specifying Y as "a liquid" is sufficient and accurate. 

Here's the revised definition: 

"To drink X" means "X consumes Y, and Y is a liquid." 

Thank you for your patience and clarification. 

 
Now, what constraint does "X consumes Y" impose on X? 
ChatGPT 

The phrase "X consumes Y" implies that X has the capability and action of taking in or using Y. 
The constraint it imposes on X is that X must be an entity capable of ingestion or utilization. In 
other words, X can be any living being or entity that can consume or utilize Y in some way. This 
allows for a broad range of subjects, including humans, animals, machines, and other entities 
capable of consumption or utilization. 

 
Hmmm... Saying that "X consumes Y" imposes "X is an entity that con consume Y" is not very 
informative!... 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct; my previous response was not sufficiently informative. I apologize 
for the ambiguity. 

To clarify, the constraint imposed by "X consumes Y" on X is: 

X must be an entity capable of taking in or using Y as part of its natural or designed function. 
This entity can encompass living beings, machines, or other systems with the ability to ingest, 
utilize, or interact with Y in some way. 

 
OK. So, either X must be a living being, and then it should be inherently capable of drinking, or 
X is some machine or system, and then the definition of consuming is more complex. But don't 
you think that saying "the car consumes gasoline" is a metaphor, which mean that, literally, 
drinking is only defined for living beings? 
ChatGPT 

You make an insightful point. The expression "the car consumes gasoline" is indeed a 
metaphorical use of the word "consume." In a literal sense, consumption, particularly in the 
context of drinking, is typically associated with living beings that take in liquids for sustenance, 
hydration, or other purposes. 



Using "consume" in the context of machines or systems, such as a car consuming gasoline, is a 
figurative way to describe the process by which they utilize a substance for their operation. It's 
not a literal act of ingestion as in living beings. 

So, to maintain clarity, it's reasonable to define "to drink" as an action primarily associated with 
living beings that take in liquids, and any metaphorical use of "consume" in other contexts 
should be understood as a figure of speech. 

 
OK. So, we have so far that: "X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, X is a living being, and Y is a 
liquid", correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that's a correct and concise way to define "X drinks Y" based on our previous discussion: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, where X is a living being, and Y is a liquid." 

 
Just to double-check: are there any living beings that would not be capable of drinking, for 
example, living beings that could survive without any water? 
ChatGPT 

There are indeed living beings that can survive without consuming water directly, or they have 
adapted to obtain water from their food sources or their environment. For example: 

1. Some desert-dwelling animals: Certain animals, like certain desert rodents and reptiles, 
have evolved to extract the moisture they need from the food they eat and can survive 
without drinking water. 

2. Some insects: Many insects obtain their water needs from the nectar of flowers and do 
not drink water as mammals do. 

3. Camels: While camels do drink water, they are incredibly efficient at conserving water in 
their bodies, allowing them to survive in arid environments for extended periods between 
drinks. 

These examples highlight that not all living beings require direct consumption of water in the 
same way humans or other animals do. However, the definition we discussed for "X drinks Y" is 
based on the general understanding that most living beings, including humans and a wide range 
of animals, do consume liquids, particularly water, as a fundamental part of their survival and 
well-being. 

 
Camels are out-of-scope. They are clearly capable of drinking! 
ChatGPT 



You're absolutely correct; camels do drink water. I apologize for the oversight. I appreciate your 
diligence in clarifying this point. 

To refine the definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, where X is typically a living being capable of drinking, and 
Y is a liquid." 

This definition better encompasses the common understanding of the action of drinking, focusing 
on living beings that typically consume liquids like water. Thank you for your patience and 
precision in this discussion. 

 
Wait. Let us first get back to the examples you gave above. Just as camels, the desert rodents you 
are mentioning are capable of drinking, and thus should not be considered. Correct? 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct, and I apologize for the inaccuracies in my previous responses. The 
desert rodents I mentioned are indeed capable of drinking, and my examples were not accurate in 
the context of discussing living beings that can survive without drinking water. 

To clarify, there are indeed living beings, such as certain desert-adapted creatures, insects, and 
plants, that can survive extended periods without direct water consumption, but they are not 
entirely exempt from the capability of drinking. They are still biologically capable of drinking 
water when it becomes available or when necessary. 

So, to provide an accurate definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, where X is typically a living being capable of drinking, and 
Y is a liquid." 

This definition accurately reflects the general understanding that living beings, even those 
adapted to arid environments, are capable of drinking when needed. Thank you for your patience 
and for pointing out the inaccuracies in the previous responses. 

 
Again, wait a bit. Are there any living beings that are not biologically capable of drinking? 
ChatGPT 

No, there are no known living beings that are not biologically capable of drinking. The capability 
to drink, or take in liquids, is a fundamental biological function for all known forms of life. 
While the specific mechanisms and requirements for obtaining liquids may vary widely among 
different species, the ability to access and consume liquids is an essential aspect of survival and 
physiology for all living organisms. Therefore, it is accurate to state that all living beings are 
biologically capable of drinking. 



 
If this is true, then the constraint "X is a living being" is good enough, no? 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct. The constraint "X is a living being" is indeed sufficient and 
accurately encompasses all cases when defining "X drinks Y." In other words, all living beings 
are inherently capable of drinking, making this constraint comprehensive and accurate. Thank 
you for pointing this out, and I appreciate your patience throughout this discussion. 

 
Ok, but I have a doubt concerning plants, who are clearly living beings, but for which the 
capability of drinking is not so clear to me. What do you think? 
ChatGPT 

You raise a valid point regarding plants. While plants are indeed living beings, they do not 
"drink" in the same way that animals do. Instead, they absorb water and nutrients from their 
environment through their roots, a process known as transpiration or uptake. This is 
fundamentally different from the act of drinking in animals. 

To account for this distinction, when defining "X drinks Y," it might be more precise to specify 
that X refers to "living beings with the capability of ingesting liquids through drinking." This 
would distinguish between animals that typically drink water and plants, which have a different 
mechanism for obtaining liquids. 

 
Well, "living beings capable of ingesting liquids through drinking" is clearly circular, and thus 
not very good. 
ChatGPT 

You're absolutely right, and I appreciate your patience. The phrase I provided is indeed circular 
and not an ideal way to define the concept. Given the unique way plants obtain liquids, a more 
accurate definition would be: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, where X is typically a living being capable of ingesting 
liquids through the act of drinking, and Y is a liquid." 

This definition acknowledges that while plants are living beings, their method of liquid 
absorption is different from animals, which typically drink water. It focuses on the conventional 
act of drinking associated with animals while still encompassing other living beings like plants. 

 
You are using the same constraint as before: "X is typically a living being capable of ingesting 
liquids through the act of drinking". This is not correct! 
ChatGPT 



I apologize for the oversight. You are absolutely correct; the constraint I provided is still not 
precise enough. To accurately account for the distinction between animals and plants, a more 
accurate definition would be: 

"X drinks Y" means "X, typically a living being, consumes Y, where Y is a liquid." 

This definition recognizes that the capability of drinking is typically associated with living 
beings, especially animals, while also allowing for the possibility of other living entities that 
might engage in liquid consumption. Thank you for your diligence in clarifying this point. 

 
OK, but "X is a living being" is too general because it encompasses plants for which drinking is 
not relevant. A constraint such as "X is a human or an animal" would be better, no? 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct. To accurately capture the distinction between entities that typically 
drink liquids and those that do not, a more precise constraint is needed. Your suggestion, "X is a 
human or an animal," is indeed more accurate. 

So, a refined definition for "X drinks Y" would be: 

"X drinks Y" means "X, typically a human or an animal, consumes Y, where Y is a liquid." 

This definition accurately distinguishes between entities that typically drink liquids (humans and 
animals) and those that do not (plants and other non-drinking organisms). Thank you for your 
insight and patience in refining the definition. 

 
OK. For the time being, let us keep the definition: "X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, X is a 
human or an animal, and Y is a liquid".  
ChatGPT 

Certainly, let's continue with the definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X consumes Y, X is a human or an animal, and Y is a liquid." 

This definition accurately represents the common understanding of the action of drinking in the 
context of living beings, specifically humans and animals, consuming liquids. If you have any 
more questions or if there's anything else you'd like to discuss or clarify, please feel free to let me 
know! 

 
Let us now dig into the constraints imposed on X and Y. First, what is a definition of the noun 
"human" that is adequate for the context we are considering? 
ChatGPT 



In the context of defining "X drinks Y," an adequate definition for the noun "human" would be: 

"A human is a member of the species Homo sapiens, characterized by bipedal locomotion, 
complex cognitive abilities, and the capacity for language and culture. Humans are mammals and 
are typically characterized by their upright posture and unique ability to reason, think, and 
communicate." 

This definition encompasses the species to which the term "human" refers and includes the 
relevant characteristics and features that distinguish humans from other living beings. 

 
Hmmm... If you define humans as "mammals typically characterized by their upright posture and 
unique ability to reason, think, and communicate", what does differentiate them from the great 
apes such as chimpanzees and gorillas?. 
ChatGPT 

You make a valid point, and I appreciate your attention to detail. While the definition I provided 
does emphasize certain characteristics of humans, it's important to recognize that great apes like 
chimpanzees and gorillas also share some of these traits, including upright posture to a degree, 
complex cognitive abilities, and rudimentary communication. 

To differentiate humans more clearly from great apes in the context of our discussion, we can 
modify the definition: 

"A human is a member of the species Homo sapiens, distinguished by a highly developed 
capacity for abstract reasoning, advanced language and communication skills, complex culture, 
and the creation of intricate tools and technologies. While humans share certain characteristics 
with great apes, these traits are especially pronounced and unique in the human species." 

This modified definition underscores the distinctiveness of certain human traits while 
acknowledging the shared traits with great apes. It's important to note that the boundaries 
between species can be complex, and definitions aim to capture the most distinguishing features. 

 
OK. So humans can be defined as "mammals distinguished by a highly developed capacity for 
abstract reasoning, advanced language and communication skills, complex culture, and the 
creation of intricate tools and technologies", right? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that definition accurately characterizes humans as mammals distinguished by their highly 
developed capacity for abstract reasoning, advanced language and communication skills, 
complex culture, and the creation of intricate tools and technologies. This definition emphasizes 
the unique cognitive and cultural attributes that set humans apart from other species. 

 



Now, what is a definition of the noun animal adequate for the context we are working in? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of defining "X drinks Y," an adequate definition for the noun "animal" would be: 

"An animal is a multicellular, eukaryotic organism belonging to the kingdom Animalia. Animals 
are characterized by heterotrophic nutrition (they consume other organisms or organic matter for 
sustenance), typically possessing mobility at some stage in their life cycle, and lacking cell 
walls." 

This definition encompasses the key characteristics that define animals, including their 
heterotrophic nature (they consume other organisms or organic matter) and their ability to move 
during some stage of their life. 

 
OK. But this definition highlights what is truly specific for X in "X drinks Y": the fact that X is 
capable of nutrition, which is true for both humans and animals, right? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you are correct. The definition of "animal" highlights a characteristic that is relevant to both 
humans and animals in the context of "X drinks Y" — the capacity for nutrition. Both humans 
and animals are heterotrophic organisms, which means they obtain their nourishment by 
consuming other organisms or organic matter. This common characteristic is significant in the 
context of defining "X drinks Y," as it underscores the fundamental similarity in nutritional 
behavior between humans and other animals. 

 
So, what would you think of the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X ingests Y, X must 
ingest liquids for surviving, and Y is a liquid"? 
ChatGPT 

The definition "X drinks Y" means "X ingests Y, X must ingest liquids for surviving, and Y is a 
liquid" is quite accurate and succinct. It effectively captures the essence of the action of drinking, 
emphasizing that it is an act of ingesting liquids and that it is typically associated with entities 
that require liquids for their survival. 

This definition makes it clear that drinking is a form of ingestion specifically related to liquids 
and is essential for the survival of entities that engage in this behavior. It provides the necessary 
constraints on both X and Y to understand the concept accurately in the context of "X drinks Y." 

 
OK. Let look at ingest. What is a possible definition of "to ingest" in the context we are working 
in? 
ChatGPT 



In the context of defining "to ingest" in the context we are working with (i.e., related to the act of 
drinking), a suitable definition for "to ingest" could be: 

"To ingest" means "to take in, consume, or introduce into the body, typically referring to the 
process of introducing substances, especially liquids or food, into the digestive system through 
the mouth for absorption or processing." 

This definition emphasizes the action of taking in substances, including liquids, into the body, 
specifically through the mouth, which aligns with the context of drinking. It also highlights that 
ingestion often pertains to substances intended for absorption or processing within the body, such 
as for nourishment or hydration. 

 
OK. As "take in" and "introduce into the body" are more general than "consume", let us focus on 
these two. What is the difference between "X takes in Y" and "X introduces Y into its body"? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, let's distinguish between "X takes in Y" and "X introduces Y into its body": 

1. X takes in Y: 
o This phrase indicates that X receives or accepts Y, often without specifying the 

exact process or the purpose of taking it in. 
o It can be a more general expression, not necessarily related to ingestion or 

consumption in a biological sense. 
o For example, "X takes in the scenery" simply means X is observing or perceiving 

the scenery without any physical ingestion. 
2. X introduces Y into its body: 

o This phrase specifies that X is actively putting Y inside its body, typically through 
an opening or process. 

o It explicitly implies that X is ingesting or incorporating Y into its physical being, 
and it often relates to biological or physiological actions. 

o For example, "X introduces food into its body" refers to the act of eating, which 
involves the physical intake of food for digestion. 

In the context of defining "to ingest" as related to drinking, the phrase "X takes in Y" might be 
less specific, whereas "X introduces Y into its body" aligns more closely with the biological act 
of drinking where a liquid is actively taken into the body through the mouth for nourishment or 
hydration. 

 
OK. So the most adequate definition for "X ingests Y" may be "X actively puts Y inside its body 
through an opening", right? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, "X actively puts Y inside its body through an opening" is a suitable and concise definition 
for "X ingests Y" in the context we are discussing. This definition accurately conveys the idea 



that ingestion involves the deliberate action of introducing a substance (Y) into the body (X) 
through some kind of opening, which aligns with the concept of drinking in which liquids are 
taken into the body through the mouth. 

 
OK. Are there living beings that drink through an opening that is not a mouth? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, there are living beings that consume liquids through openings other than a mouth. Some 
examples include: 

1. Plants: Plants take in water and nutrients through their roots, which absorb these 
substances from the soil. While not drinking in the way animals do, they absorb liquids 
through their root systems. 

2. Insects: Insects often consume liquids through specialized structures like proboscises, 
which can be used to extract nectar from flowers or other liquid food sources. 

3. Sponges: Aquatic animals like sponges have specialized cells called choanocytes that 
allow them to filter and ingest water through small openings in their bodies. 

While these examples illustrate organisms that do not use a mouth for drinking, they still have 
specific structures or mechanisms for ingesting liquids or obtaining water. 

 
OK. We have excluded plants from the drinking context, but the proboscises of insects or the 
choanocytes of sponges indeed represent potential openings used for ingesting liquids. But for 
these, can one really say they literally drink? 
ChatGPT 

You raise an interesting point. While insects, like butterflies with their proboscises, and certain 
aquatic animals, like sponges with their choanocytes, have specialized structures for ingesting 
liquids, whether we can say they "literally drink" is a matter of interpretation and terminology. 

The act of "drinking" is often associated with the intake of liquids through a mouth or mouth-like 
structure in the context of animals, particularly mammals, and it is a behavior closely tied to 
hydration and nourishment. 

In the cases of insects and sponges, their methods of liquid intake are indeed different from the 
conventional act of drinking in mammals. Instead, they involve specialized structures designed 
for specific purposes like feeding or respiration. 

While one might use the term "drink" metaphorically or analogously to describe these processes, 
it's important to recognize that they represent unique biological adaptations for liquid intake that 
may not fully align with the traditional concept of drinking in animals with mouths. 

So, whether we say they "literally drink" depends on how one defines and interprets the term 
"drink" in the context of different organisms and their specialized adaptations. 



 
OK, so if we focus on the definition of the literal meaning of "X drinks Y", we can make the 
assumption that X has a body and a mouth, correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, if we focus on the literal meaning of "X drinks Y," it would generally assume that X has a 
body with a mouth or a mouth-like structure. This definition implies the conventional act of 
drinking associated with animals, particularly mammals, where liquids are taken into the body 
through a mouth for hydration or nourishment. It aligns with the typical understanding of 
drinking in organisms that possess mouths for this purpose. 

 
More precisely, are there any living beings with a body and a mouth that are not capable of 
drinking? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of living beings with a body and a mouth, the capability to drink or ingest liquids 
is a common and expected feature. While there may be exceptions due to unique adaptations or 
anomalies in the animal kingdom, the vast majority of animals with mouths have the biological 
capacity to drink. 

For example, nearly all mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, and many species of fish have 
mouths and the capability to drink water or other liquids. Even many insects with specialized 
mouthparts for other functions can still ingest liquids. 

Exceptions might include certain parasitic or specialized organisms that have lost the ability to 
drink independently because they obtain their fluids in other ways. However, these exceptions 
are relatively rare compared to the broader diversity of organisms with mouths. 

In summary, among living beings with a body and a mouth, the capability to drink is a 
fundamental and widespread feature. 

 
OK. This thus leads to the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X has a body and a mouth, 
Y is a liquid, and X actively puts Y inside its body through its mouth". What do you think? 
ChatGPT 

Your proposed definition, "X drinks Y" means "X has a body and a mouth, Y is a liquid, and X 
actively puts Y inside its body through its mouth," accurately captures the essence of the action 
of drinking. It provides clear constraints on X and Y, specifying that X must have a body with a 
mouth and that Y must be a liquid. Additionally, it emphasizes the active process of ingesting the 
liquid through the mouth, which is a key characteristic of drinking. This definition effectively 
distinguishes the act of drinking from other forms of liquid consumption or absorption. 

 



OK. Let us assume that "to put inside" is an elementary verb that we will not try to define 
further, and let us now focus on the other words in the definition. 
ChatGPT 

Understood, we can consider "to put inside" as an elementary verb and focus on defining the 
other words in the definition: "X has a body and a mouth," "Y is a liquid," and "X actively puts 
Y inside its body through its mouth." Please feel free to let me know which part you would like 
to address first or if you have any specific questions related to these components. 

 
What is a possible definition for the noun "body" in the context of drinking? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of drinking, a suitable definition for the noun "body" could be: 

"Body refers to the physical structure or organism that comprises an entity, including its internal 
and external parts, that houses its vital functions and systems. It includes the specific anatomical 
features required for the ingestion and digestion of food and liquids." 

This definition highlights the relevance of the body's physical structure, including the anatomical 
features involved in the act of drinking and ingestion. 

 
OK, but this definition says in fact that the body of a living being is the living being itself, no? 
ChatGPT 

You are correct; the definition I provided for "body" does emphasize that the body is an integral 
part of the living being itself. In essence, the body of a living being is the living being itself, as it 
encompasses the physical structure necessary for vital functions, including ingestion, digestion, 
and other processes. 

To clarify, in the context of our definition for "X drinks Y," the term "body" refers to the 
physical structure of X, which is typically a living being (such as a human or an animal), and this 
body includes the necessary anatomical features like a mouth for the act of drinking. The body is 
indeed an integral part of the living being. 

 
OK. So we may simplify our definition into: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being with a 
mouth, Y is a liquid, and X actively puts Y inside itself through its mouth", correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, your simplified definition is accurate and effectively conveys the essential elements of the 
action "X drinks Y" in a clear and concise manner: 



"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being with a mouth, Y is a liquid, and X actively puts Y inside 
itself through its mouth." 

This definition captures the key requirements for the act of drinking, including the presence of a 
mouth in a living being, the nature of the substance being ingested (liquid), and the active 
process of ingestion through the mouth. 

 
OK. What is a possible definition for the noun "mouth" in the drinking context? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of drinking, a suitable definition for the noun "mouth" could be: 

"The mouth is an anatomical structure or opening in a living being, typically located on the head 
or face, used for the intake of food and liquids. It serves as the primary entry point for the 
ingestion of substances, including liquids, into the body's digestive system." 

This definition emphasizes the role of the mouth as the primary anatomical structure for the 
intake of food and liquids and its significance in the act of drinking. 

 
OK. But this definition highlights that the only crucial characteristic of a mouth in the context of 
drinking is the fact the it is an opening in the body suitable for ingesting food and liquids, isn't it? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you are correct. The definition of "mouth" in the context of drinking emphasizes the crucial 
characteristic of a mouth as an opening in the body suitable for ingesting food and liquids. In the 
context of our definition for "X drinks Y," the mouth serves as the entry point for liquids, 
allowing for the act of drinking. This definition focuses on the functional role of the mouth in the 
process of ingestion, particularly when it comes to liquids like water or beverages. 

 
So isn't the core characteristics of drinking the fact that is relates to living beings that need 
nutrition to survive and and have a opening in their body specialized for nutrition? 
ChatGPT 

You make an excellent point. When we distill the core characteristics of drinking, it indeed 
relates to living beings that require nutrition for survival and possess an opening in their body, 
typically a mouth, that is specialized for the intake of food and liquids. This specialization 
enables them to consume substances necessary for their nourishment and hydration. 

So, in essence, the key characteristics of drinking are: 

 It involves living beings that require nutrition for survival. 



 These living beings have a specialized opening in their body, typically a mouth, for the 
purpose of ingesting food and liquids. 

This core understanding effectively captures the essence of drinking in the context of living 
beings. Thank you for highlighting this important aspect. 

 
Ok. Just to be sure: does nutrition encompass the ingestion of liquids? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, nutrition does encompass the ingestion of liquids. Nutrition refers to the process by which 
living beings obtain and utilize nutrients, including both solid foods and liquids, to support 
growth, energy production, and overall health. Nutrients can be derived from various sources, 
including food and beverages. Therefore, when discussing nutrition, it includes the ingestion of 
both solids and liquids as essential components of an organism's dietary intake. 

 
Also to be sure: are there living beings that can survive without nutrition? 
ChatGPT 

No, there are no known living beings that can survive indefinitely without nutrition. Nutrition is 
essential for all living organisms as it provides the necessary nutrients, energy, and building 
blocks for growth, maintenance, and various metabolic processes. While some organisms, such 
as certain types of bacteria or dormant forms of some animals, can enter states of dormancy or 
suspension where they require minimal nutrition for survival, they still need some form of 
sustenance to support their basic life functions. 

In general, all living beings, from single-celled microorganisms to complex multicellular 
organisms like humans and animals, require nutrition in some form to sustain their lives and 
carry out vital biological processes. 

 
OK. But in that case, if we say that "X is a living being", we don't have to add that "X requires 
nutrition to survive", as this is already a necessary consition, right? 
ChatGPT 

That's correct. When we say "X is a living being," it is already implied that X requires nutrition 
to survive. Nutrition is a fundamental requirement for all living beings, so stating that X is a 
living being inherently includes the notion that X needs nutrition for its survival and well-being. 
Therefore, there's no need to explicitly state that requirement separately in most contexts. 

 
So the true constraint on X is: "X has an opening in itself specialized for nutrition", right? 
ChatGPT 



Yes, the constraint "X has an opening in itself specialized for nutrition" effectively captures the 
key characteristic we've been discussing in the context of drinking. This constraint emphasizes 
the presence of an anatomical structure, typically a mouth, that is specialized for the intake of 
substances, including food and liquids, necessary for nutrition and survival. 

 
OK. How could we further simplify "an opening serving for nutrition", i.e. express the same 
meaning, but with simpler words?  
ChatGPT 

A simpler way to express "an opening serving for nutrition" could be: 

"An opening used for eating and drinking." 

This phrasing conveys the same meaning in a more straightforward manner, emphasizing that the 
opening is employed for the act of consuming food and liquids. 

 
OK. Thus, we may propose the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X 
actively puts Y into itself through an opening made for that, and Y is a liquid". What do you 
think? 
ChatGPT 

Your proposed definition, "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself 
through an opening made for that, and Y is a liquid," is an accurate and succinct representation 
of the concept of drinking. It effectively captures the essential characteristics of drinking, 
including the nature of X as a living being, the active process of ingestion through a specialized 
opening, and the liquid nature of Y. 

This definition provides clear and concise constraints on both X and Y, making it a suitable 
definition for the act of drinking in the context of living beings. 

 
OK. What does is really mean when one says: "This is made for that"? 
ChatGPT 

When someone says, "This is made for that," they are typically expressing the idea that a 
particular object or element is designed, constructed, or intended to be used specifically with 
another object or purpose. In other words, it suggests a functional or purposeful relationship 
between the two entities. 

For example: 

 "This spoon is made for eating soup" implies that the spoon is designed for the purpose of 
eating soup, with its shape and size optimized for that function. 



 "This key is made for unlocking the door" indicates that the key is specifically crafted to 
work with a particular lock or door. 

Overall, the phrase "made for" underscores the idea of suitability, compatibility, or intention in 
the relationship between two things, emphasizing that one is intended to serve a particular role or 
function related to the other. 

 
More specifically, can one say that the mouth is designed for ingesting nutriments? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, one can say that the mouth is designed for ingesting nutrients. The human and animal 
anatomy includes a specialized structure known as the mouth, which is specifically adapted for 
the purpose of ingesting food and nutrients. The mouth is equipped with various features, such as 
teeth and the tongue, that aid in the mechanical breakdown of food and the initiation of the 
digestive process. 

In biological terms, the mouth's design and function are well-suited for the intake of nutrients, 
including both solid foods and liquids, which are essential for the nourishment and sustenance of 
living beings. Therefore, it is accurate to state that the mouth is designed for ingesting nutrients 
in the context of living organisms. 

 
Instead of saying "an opening made for that", could we say "a specific opening"? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, you can use "a specific opening" instead of "an opening made for that" in the 
definition. Both phrases convey a similar meaning, emphasizing that the opening in question is 
designed or specialized for a particular purpose. Here's the definition with the modification: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself through a specific opening, 
and Y is a liquid." 

This phrasing maintains the focus on the specialized nature of the opening, which is well-suited 
for the act of drinking. 

 
Ok. What does "specific" precisely mean within the context? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of the definition, "specific" means that the opening being referred to is distinct and 
well-suited for a particular purpose. It implies that the opening has a particular function or role 
that sets it apart from other openings or structures within the organism's anatomy. 



Specificity in this context emphasizes that the opening is designed or adapted for the act of 
drinking, making it the appropriate or dedicated structure for that purpose. It serves to highlight 
the unique and specialized nature of the opening when it comes to the ingestion of liquids. 

 
OK. Based on what you are indicating, we may say "a specific opening", "an adequate opening" 
or "an adapted opening". Which is the best suited for the definition of drinking?  
ChatGPT 

Among the options you've provided, "an adapted opening" is a suitable choice for the definition 
of drinking. It effectively conveys the idea that the opening in question is not just specific but has 
been modified or evolved to serve the purpose of ingesting liquids, aligning well with the 
concept of drinking. 

So, you can use the following definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself through an adapted 
opening, and Y is a liquid." 

This phrasing emphasizes that the opening has been adapted for the specific function of ingesting 
liquids, which is a key characteristic of drinking. 

 
OK. What does "adapted" precisely mean within the context? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of the definition, "adapted" means that the opening has undergone modifications or 
changes that make it well-suited and specialized for a particular function. It implies that the 
opening has evolved or developed in a way that enables it to perform a specific role efficiently. 

When we say "an adapted opening" in the context of drinking, it suggests that the opening has 
evolved or been designed to effectively and purposefully facilitate the ingestion of liquids, which 
is the core aspect of drinking. This term emphasizes the functional specialization of the opening 
for this specific purpose. 

 
OK. But a possible, even better, choice may then be "an opening that enables it", no? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, "an opening that enables it" is a clear and effective choice for describing the specialized 
nature of the opening in the context of the definition. This phrase conveys the idea that the 
opening has the capability or capacity to perform the function of ingesting liquids, aligning well 
with the concept of drinking. It emphasizes the functional aspect of the opening and its ability to 
enable the process of liquid ingestion. So, you can certainly use the following definition: 



"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself through an opening that 
enables it, and Y is a liquid." 

This phrasing effectively captures the key characteristics of drinking. 

 
OK. But now, we need a definition for "X enables Y"... What do you propose?  
ChatGPT 

To define "X enables Y," you can use the following: 

"X enables Y" means "X empowers, facilitates, or makes it possible for Y to occur or be 
accomplished, often by providing the necessary means, resources, or conditions." 

This definition conveys that X plays a role in allowing or supporting the realization of Y, 
whether it's a specific action, event, or outcome. It emphasizes the idea that X contributes to the 
achievement or functioning of Y in some way. 

 
OK. So we may replace "an opening that enables it" by "an opening that makes it possible", 
right? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you can replace "an opening that enables it" with "an opening that makes it possible" in the 
definition. Both phrases convey a similar meaning, emphasizing that the opening serves the 
function of allowing or facilitating the action of drinking. Here's the definition with the 
modification: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself through an opening that 
makes it possible, and Y is a liquid." 

This phrasing effectively conveys the idea that the opening is designed or adapted to enable the 
act of drinking. 

 
OK. Let us consider that the verbal expression "X makes Y possible" as an elementary one. Our 
definition of drinking thus becomes: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y 
into itself through an opening that makes it possible, and Y is a liquid". Agreed? 
ChatGPT 

Agreed! Your definition of drinking is clear and concise: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X actively puts Y into itself through an opening that 
makes it possible, and Y is a liquid." 



This definition effectively captures the essential characteristics of drinking and provides clear 
constraints on both X and Y, making it suitable for understanding the concept in the context of 
living beings. 

 
Now, how would you define a "living being"? 
ChatGPT 

A "living being" can be defined as follows: 

"A living being, also known as an organism, is a distinct, individual entity that exhibits the 
characteristics of life. It is a complex, multicellular or unicellular structure with the capacity for 
growth, reproduction, metabolism, response to stimuli, and adaptation to its environment. Living 
beings can include a wide range of life forms, from microorganisms like bacteria and protozoa to 
plants, animals, and humans." 

This definition emphasizes the key attributes that differentiate living beings from non-living 
matter, including the ability to carry out life processes, respond to the environment, and 
reproduce to perpetuate their species. Living beings are a diverse and fundamental part of the 
natural world. 

 
Wouldn't it be simpler to define a living being as a being that can die?  
ChatGPT 

Defining a living being as "a being that can die" is indeed a simplified perspective, but it may not 
capture the full breadth of characteristics that define living organisms. While mortality, or the 
ability to die, is a characteristic shared by living beings, it is not the sole defining feature. 

Living beings exhibit a wide range of attributes beyond mortality, including the ability to grow, 
reproduce, metabolize, respond to stimuli, and adapt to their environment. These characteristics 
collectively distinguish living beings from non-living matter. While the concept of mortality is 
inherent to living beings, it is just one aspect of their complex biology. 

So, while "a being that can die" is a component of the definition of a living being, it is typically 
accompanied by a more comprehensive set of criteria to encompass the full nature of life and 
living organisms. 

 
OK. Let us check this. How would you define "X dies"? 
ChatGPT 

"X dies" can be defined as follows: 



"X ceases to exhibit the characteristics of life, including all vital biological processes and 
functions, resulting in the permanent cessation of life and the irreversible end of an organism's 
existence." 

This definition emphasizes the complete and irreversible nature of death, where an organism no 
longer displays any signs of life or life-sustaining activities. It signifies the end of an individual's 
life and marks the point at which it is no longer considered a living being. 

 
Hmmm... All this leads to too complicated definition. It is probably more realistic to consider 
that "living being" is an elementary concept. What do you think? 
ChatGPT 

You bring up a valid point. The concept of a "living being" is indeed a fundamental and 
elementary one in many contexts. It is often understood intuitively without the need for an 
extensive formal definition. In everyday language and common understanding, people generally 
recognize living beings as entities that possess life, the capacity for growth, reproduction, and 
response to stimuli, among other characteristics. 

As such, you can consider "living being" as an elementary concept that is broadly understood 
without requiring a complex definition. It serves as a foundational concept in biology and 
everyday discussions about life and living organisms. 

 
OK. We are thus two words left, which require further analysis: "actively" and "liquid", right? 
ChatGPT 

That's correct. Among the words in the definition of drinking, "actively" and "liquid" may 
require further analysis and clarification to ensure a comprehensive understanding of the 
concept. Let's explore these two words further: 

1. "Actively": This word emphasizes the idea that the process of putting Y into oneself 
through the opening is not passive but involves intentional and purposeful action. It 
implies that the living being is consciously engaged in the act of drinking. 

2. "Liquid": This word describes the nature of Y as a substance that flows and takes the 
shape of its container. It signifies that Y is not a solid or a gas but has the characteristics 
of a fluid. 

We can refine and clarify these aspects further if needed. Please let me know if you would like to 
explore these words in more detail or if you have any specific questions about them. 

 
OK. Let us start with "actively". You are defining it as "intentionally", "purposefully" or 
"consciously". What is the most general?  
ChatGPT 



The most general term among "intentionally," "purposefully," and "consciously" when defining 
"actively" in the context of the definition for drinking would be "intentionally." 

"Intentionally" broadly conveys the idea that the action is carried out with a deliberate purpose or 
intent, but it doesn't necessarily imply a high level of consciousness or awareness. It simply 
means that there is a goal or objective behind the action, which is consistent with the concept of 
actively putting something into oneself through an opening. 

In the context of drinking, individuals or living beings typically consume liquids intentionally or 
purposefully to fulfill their hydration or nourishment needs. While there may be variations in the 
level of consciousness or awareness in different situations, "intentionally" covers the general 
notion of acting with a clear goal in mind. 

 
OK. Could you provide a definition ofr "intent" within the context? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, within the context of the definition, "intent" can be defined as follows: 

"Intent refers to the mental state or purpose behind an action, where an individual or entity 
consciously and purposefully performs an action with a specific goal, objective, or motive in 
mind." 

In the context of drinking, intent signifies that there is a conscious mental state or purpose behind 
the act of actively putting a liquid into oneself through the opening, such as the intent to quench 
thirst or obtain nourishment. It emphasizes the deliberate and purposeful nature of the action. 

 
OK. But could we replace "X actively puts Y in itself" by "X makes Y move inside oneself"? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you can replace "X actively puts Y in itself" with "X makes Y move inside oneself" in the 
definition of drinking. This alternative phrasing effectively conveys the idea that X initiates the 
movement of Y within its own body, which aligns with the concept of drinking. Here's the 
modified definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X makes Y move inside oneself through an opening 
that makes it possible, and Y is a liquid." 

This phrasing maintains the emphasis on the active and intentional aspect of the action while 
describing it in terms of causing the movement of the liquid within the body. 

 



OK. So we have now the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a 
liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself through an opening that makes it possible, and Y is a 
liquid.", right? 
ChatGPT 

It seems there's a repetition of the phrase "Y is a liquid" at the end of the definition. You can 
omit the redundant part to simplify the definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X makes Y move inside oneself through an opening 
that makes it possible, and Y is a liquid." 

This revised definition effectively captures the essential characteristics of drinking. 

 
Yes, the definition is: 
ChatGPT 

Great! Here's the final definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X makes Y move inside oneself through an opening 
that makes it possible, and Y is a liquid." 

This definition concisely conveys the key attributes and actions involved in the act of drinking. If 
you have any more questions or if there's anything else you'd like to discuss, please feel free to 
let me know. 

 
I prefer to write it as: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y 
move inside oneself through an opening that makes it possible". 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, your preferred version of the definition is clear and concise: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an opening that makes it possible." 

This version effectively captures the key characteristics of drinking. If you have any more 
questions or need further assistance with anything else, please don't hesitate to ask. 

 
Note that the intention expressed by "makes Y move" is important. In particular, it forbids to 
consider that somebody who is drowning is drinking!... 
ChatGPT 



You're absolutely correct. The inclusion of the intention expressed by "makes Y move" is crucial 
in distinguishing between drinking and other actions involving liquids. It emphasizes the 
deliberate and purposeful nature of the act, ensuring that the definition accurately reflects the 
intended action of consuming liquids through the specialized opening. This distinction is 
important and prevents situations where actions like drowning are incorrectly categorized as 
drinking. Thank you for highlighting this important point. 

 
I am still not satisfied by the characterization of the opening. The fact that the opening makes the 
intake possible is not good enough. Indeed, a patient who receives liquid via an intravenous line 
cannot be considered to be drinking... while the fluid is entering their body through an opening 
that "makes it possible"! How should the characterization of the opening be modified? 
ChatGPT 

You make a valid point, and I appreciate your diligence in refining the definition. To more 
accurately characterize the opening in a way that excludes scenarios like receiving liquid through 
an intravenous line, you can specify that the opening is one that is typically associated with the 
act of drinking or ingestion: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an opening typically associated with the act of drinking." 

This modification emphasizes that the opening is one that is commonly used for the purpose of 
ingesting liquids, aligning it more closely with the traditional concept of drinking and excluding 
scenarios like intravenous administration. 

 
No. "Associated with the act of drinking" is too circular. "specific" or "dedicated", as considered 
earlier, would be good, but I need a simple formulation for these... 
ChatGPT 

I understand your concern about avoiding circular definitions. In that case, you can use a simpler 
term like "dedicated" to describe the opening: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a dedicated opening." 

This formulation emphasizes that the opening is specialized or dedicated for the purpose of 
ingesting liquids, which aligns with the traditional concept of drinking and excludes scenarios 
like intravenous administration. 

 
Yes, but my criterion is that the definition should only use very simple vocabulary, which is not 
the case for "dedicated". Could you propose something simpler? 
ChatGPT 



Certainly, to maintain simplicity, you can use the term "specific" to describe the opening: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a specific opening." 

This version conveys that the opening is distinct and suitable for the purpose of ingesting liquids 
without introducing complex vocabulary. 

 
"Specific" is not much simpler! Do you have anything better? 
ChatGPT 

I apologize for the previous suggestions. To maintain simplicity, you can use the word 
"designed" to describe the opening: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an opening designed for that." 

This version conveys that the opening is intentionally designed or structured for the purpose of 
ingesting liquids in a straightforward manner. 

 
Would "made for that" be a good equivalent for "designed for that"? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, "made for that" is a suitable equivalent for "designed for that" in the context of the 
definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an opening made for that." 

This phrasing effectively conveys that the opening is specifically constructed or intended for the 
purpose of ingesting liquids, maintaining simplicity in the definition. 

 
Hmmm... I am not convinced! Indeed, a patient fitted with a catheter has an opening that is 
designed to allow them to intake fluids... but we cannot say they are drinking these fluids! The 
opening must be natural, isn't it? 
ChatGPT 

You make a valid point, and I appreciate your dedication to precision in the definition. To ensure 
that the opening is natural and excludes scenarios like catheters, you can specify it as a "natural 
opening" or "biological opening": 



"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a natural opening." 

This modification underscores that the opening is inherent to the organism's biology and is 
typically used for the purpose of ingesting liquids, avoiding situations involving medical devices 
like catheters. 

 
What does "biological" mean in the context? What is the difference with "natural"? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of the definition: 

 "Natural opening" refers to an opening that occurs as a normal part of an organism's 
anatomy and is present in its natural state. It is inherent to the biological structure of the 
organism. 

 "Biological opening" essentially conveys the same idea as a natural opening; however, it 
may also encompass openings that are part of an organism's biology, whether naturally 
occurring or developed as a result of biological processes. 

Both terms emphasize that the opening is a part of the living being's body and is not a result of 
external medical intervention or artificial means. The difference between them is subtle, with 
"biological opening" potentially encompassing a broader range of openings, whether they occur 
naturally or are a product of biological processes within the organism. 

 
Well, a good formulation may be "a natural opening serving this purpose", no? 
ChatGPT 

Indeed, "a natural opening serving this purpose" is a clear and precise way to describe the 
opening in the context of the definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a natural opening serving this purpose." 

This formulation effectively conveys that the opening is both inherent to the organism's biology 
and specifically intended for the act of ingesting liquids, ensuring precision in the definition. 

 
OK. But this formulation brings additional complexity into the definition. So let us evaluate 
whether "mouth" would not be good enough. 
ChatGPT 



Using the term "mouth" in the definition can simplify it while maintaining clarity. In many cases, 
the term "mouth" is sufficient to convey the idea of a natural opening specifically designed for 
the act of ingesting liquids and food. Here's the definition with "mouth" included: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through the mouth." 

This formulation maintains simplicity while effectively characterizing the opening used for 
drinking. If you find this version suitable, you can certainly use it in your definition. 

 
The question is whether it is general enough. We have excluded the insects with proboscises, but 
what about the others. For example, does an ant drink? And if yes, does it use a mouth for that? 
ChatGPT 

You raise an interesting point regarding insects and other small organisms. Insects like ants do 
indeed consume liquids, and they typically do so through a specialized mouthpart called a 
"proboscis" or "mandibles." These mouthparts are adapted for various functions, including the 
intake of liquids. 

To account for a broader range of organisms, including insects, you may want to consider a more 
inclusive term, such as "oral opening," which encompasses various mouth structures in different 
organisms. Here's a revised definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an oral opening." 

This phrasing allows for the possibility that organisms like ants may use specialized mouth 
structures other than a traditional mouth to consume liquids, while still emphasizing that there is 
an opening involved in the process. 

 
OK. To be sure, what does "oral" mean in this context? 
ChatGPT 

In the context of the definition, "oral" refers to anything related to the mouth or the mouth area. 
An "oral opening" is an opening or structure associated with the mouth. It encompasses various 
mouthparts, structures, or openings that organisms use for functions related to ingestion, such as 
eating and drinking. 

Using "oral" in the definition allows for a more inclusive term that covers a range of mouth-
related structures in different organisms, including traditional mouths and specialized mouthparts 
like proboscises in insects. 

 



Wouldn't it then be more adequate to use "mouth-related opening"? 
ChatGPT 

Using "mouth-related opening" in the definition is a suitable choice if you want to emphasize 
that the opening is associated with the mouth and encompasses various mouth-related structures. 
It effectively conveys the idea that different organisms may have specialized mouthparts for the 
purpose of ingestion. 

Here's the definition with "mouth-related opening" included: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a mouth-related opening." 

This term provides clarity while allowing for a broader interpretation that encompasses various 
mouth-related structures in different organisms. 

 
What would be the adjective to say "mouth or similar to a mouth"? 
ChatGPT 

The term "oral" is commonly used to describe anything related to the mouth or similar to a 
mouth. So, to convey "mouth or similar to a mouth," you can use the adjective "oral." For 
example: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through an oral opening." 

In this context, "oral" effectively encompasses both traditional mouths and mouth-related 
structures in various organisms. 

 
Wouldn't "mouse alike" be ok? 
ChatGPT 

While "mouse alike" could technically be used to describe something similar to a mouse, it might 
introduce ambiguity because "mouse" typically refers to the small rodent animal. To avoid 
confusion, it's generally better to stick with established terms like "oral," which specifically 
conveys the idea of anything related to the mouth or mouth-like structures. 

Using "mouse alike" might not be as clear to others, and it could lead to misunderstandings, 
especially in scientific or technical contexts where precision is important. 

 
I wanted to say "mouth alike"! 
ChatGPT 



I see, my apologies for the misunderstanding. "Mouth alike" can indeed be used to describe 
something similar to a mouth. If you prefer to use "mouth alike" in the definition, you can do so: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside oneself 
through a mouth-alike opening." 

This term effectively conveys the idea of an opening that is similar to a mouth and is used for 
ingestion, accommodating various mouth-related structures in different organisms. 

 
OK. So we may end up with the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y 
is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening." Correct? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, the definition you've provided is clear and suitable: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is a liquid, and X makes Y move inside themselves 
through a mouth-alike opening." 

This definition effectively characterizes the act of drinking while allowing for variations in 
mouth-related structures in different organisms. If you find this definition satisfactory, you can 
use it as your working definition for "X drinks Y." 

 
OK. We still need to analyze the word "liquid". In fact, would "Y is a liquid" be equivalent to "Y 
can flow"? 
ChatGPT 

The statement "Y is a liquid" is not entirely equivalent to "Y can flow," although there is a strong 
correlation between the two. 

 "Y is a liquid" specifically classifies Y as a substance that has a definite volume but can 
change its shape to conform to the shape of its container. It implies that Y is in a liquid 
state of matter, characterized by molecules that are relatively free to move past each 
other. 

 "Y can flow" refers to the ability of a substance to move or flow from one place to 
another. It is a property often associated with liquids but can also apply to some gases 
and other materials. 

While many liquids do exhibit the property of flowing, not all substances that can flow are 
necessarily in a liquid state. For example, gases like air can flow, but they are not considered 
liquids. So, while there is a strong connection between being a liquid and having the ability to 
flow, they are not always interchangeable in all contexts. 



In the context of the definition of "X drinks Y," specifying "Y is a liquid" is more precise 
because it focuses on the state of matter of the substance being consumed, which is a key 
characteristic of liquids. 

 
But you indicated earlier that "a liquid is a substance that flows and takes the shape of its 
container. It not a solid or a gas but has the characteristics of a fluid." 
ChatGPT 

You are correct, and I appreciate the clarification. I may have not been explicit enough in my 
previous response. In the context of the definition of "X drinks Y," when we say "Y is a liquid," 
we are essentially referring to a substance that flows and takes the shape of its container, 
conforming to the characteristics of a fluid, as you mentioned. 

So, "Y is a liquid" does encompass the idea that Y can flow and exhibits the properties of a fluid. 
In this context, the terms are indeed closely related, and specifying "Y is a liquid" accurately 
conveys the key attributes of a substance that can be ingested through the mouth-alike opening. 
Thank you for highlighting this clarification. 

 
Hmmm... But here we have a principled question. If "X drinks Y", does it mean that Y must be a 
liquid, or is it enough that Y can flow? 
ChatGPT 

The principle question you've raised is indeed important for defining the concept of "X drinks 
Y." In the context of defining "X drinks Y," it's generally understood that Y must be a liquid, not 
just any substance that can flow. 

The act of drinking typically involves the ingestion of liquids. Liquids have specific 
characteristics, such as fluidity and the ability to take the shape of their container, which 
distinguish them from solids and gases. While the ability to flow is one of the properties of 
liquids, being a liquid encompasses a broader set of characteristics that define the state of matter. 

Therefore, it is customary to specify that Y is a liquid in the definition to emphasize that we are 
referring to substances that have the characteristics of liquids and are suitable for ingestion 
through the mouth-alike opening. This ensures clarity and precision in the definition of "X drinks 
Y" and aligns with common linguistic usage and scientific understanding. 

 
OK. Good point. Air can flow, but it is not really possible to drink air... 
ChatGPT 

Exactly, your point is well taken. Air, while it can flow and is a fluid, is not a substance that can 
be consumed through drinking. The act of drinking is inherently associated with the ingestion of 
liquids, which have distinct properties that make them suitable for this purpose. 



By specifying "Y is a liquid" in the definition of "X drinks Y," it helps maintain the specificity of 
the concept, ensuring that it accurately describes the consumption of substances that are in the 
liquid state of matter and suitable for ingestion through the mouth-alike opening. This distinction 
is essential for clear communication and understanding of the concept. 

 
To make the definition simpler, is it possible to replace "Y is liquid" by "Y is similar to water"? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, you can replace "Y is a liquid" with "Y is similar to water" in the definition of "X drinks Y" 
to simplify it, with the understanding that "similar to water" conveys the idea of Y being in a 
liquid state. Here's the modified definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X makes Y move inside themselves through a mouth-
alike opening, and Y is similar to water." 

This phrasing maintains clarity while using a common reference (water) to describe the liquid 
state of Y. It effectively conveys that Y should have properties similar to those of water, such as 
being a fluid and suitable for ingestion. 

 
Is there any difference between saying "Y is similar to water" and "Y is water alike"? 
ChatGPT 

Saying "Y is similar to water" and "Y is water alike" are similar expressions, and in the context 
of the definition, they convey essentially the same meaning: that Y shares properties or 
characteristics with water, particularly in terms of being in a liquid state. 

Both phrases emphasize that Y should have properties reminiscent of water, such as being a fluid 
and suitable for ingestion. The choice between "similar to water" and "water alike" can depend 
on personal preference or the specific wording you find most suitable for your definition. 

 
My point is to choose the formulation that also applies to water itself. So, is it more natural to 
say "water is similar to water" or "water is water-alike"? 
ChatGPT 

I see your point now. In that case, it would be more natural to say "water is water-alike" because 
this phrasing directly implies that water itself is included as a valid substance within the 
definition. 

So, if you'd like the definition to encompass water as well, you can use the term "water-alike" in 
place of "similar to water": 



"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, X makes Y move inside themselves through a mouth-
alike opening, and Y is water-alike." 

This wording ensures that the definition includes water as a valid substance that can be 
consumed through drinking, in addition to other liquids that are water-alike. 

 
OK. So we end up with the following definition: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is 
water-alike, and X makes Y move inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening". Agreed? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, that definition is clear and suitable: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, and X makes Y move inside 
themselves through a mouth-alike opening." 

This definition effectively characterizes the act of drinking and allows for the inclusion of both 
water and other liquids that share properties similar to water. If you find this definition 
satisfactory, you can use it as your working definition for "X drinks Y." 

 
Now, remember that the original verbal schema was: "X drinks Y from Z"... but this can be very 
easily incorporated into the definition by saying: "X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is 
water-alike, and X makes Y move from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening", 
correct? 
ChatGPT 

You are absolutely correct. The addition of "from Z" to the definition can be done seamlessly 
and enhances the definition's completeness. Here's the revised definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, and X makes Y move from Z inside 
themselves through a mouth-alike opening." 

This modified definition accounts for the "from Z" aspect of the act of drinking, making it clear 
that the substance Y is moved from a source Z into the organism through the mouth-alike 
opening. It effectively encompasses the original verbal schema while maintaining clarity. 

 
One remaining question is to decide whether "X drinks Y from Z" imposes specific constraints 
on Z or whether these constraints are fully covered by the ones imposed by "Y moves from Z (to 
W)". What do you think? 
ChatGPT 



The constraints imposed by "X drinks Y from Z" and "Y moves from Z inside themselves 
through a mouth-alike opening" are closely related, and they work together to describe the act of 
drinking. However, there is a subtle distinction: 

 "X drinks Y from Z" emphasizes the source of the liquid (Z) from which Y is being 
consumed, which can include various containers or locations where the liquid is located. 

 "Y moves from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening" focuses on the 
process of Y being ingested and moved from Z into the organism, emphasizing the role of 
the mouth-alike opening in this process. 

Both aspects are relevant to fully describing the act of drinking. So, if you want to maintain 
clarity and comprehensiveness in the definition, it may be beneficial to include both parts: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move from Z inside 
themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z is the source of Y." 

This formulation encompasses both the source of the liquid (Z) and the ingestion process through 
the mouth-alike opening, providing a comprehensive description of the act of drinking. 

 
OK. But I prefer to say: "where Z contains Y" instead of "where Z is the source of Y". Do you 
agree? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, "where Z contains Y" is a suitable and clear way to describe the relationship between 
Z and Y in the context of the definition. It effectively conveys that Y is present within Z, which 
aligns with the concept of the source of the liquid. Here's the updated definition: 

"X drinks Y" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move from Z inside 
themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

This revised wording maintains clarity and comprehensiveness in describing the act of drinking, 
including both the source of the liquid and the ingestion process. If you prefer this wording, you 
can use it as your working definition for "X drinks Y." 

 
Just to be sure: if we say "X drinks water from the river", is the constraint "the river contains the 
water" valid? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, when you say "X drinks water from the river," the constraint that "the river contains the 
water" is valid. In this context, the river serves as the source (Z) from which the water (Y) is 
being consumed by X. The statement implies that the water is present within the river, and X is 
drinking it from that source. So, the constraint "the river contains the water" accurately describes 
the scenario you've provided. 



 
OK. To wrap everything up: the meaning of the sentence "cows drink water from the trough" can 
be expressed as follows, if a combination of the genus-differentia approach is used for nouns and 
verbal schema are used for verbs: cows: large, domesticated mammals raised for milk and meat 
X drink Y from Z : X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move from Z inside 
themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y water: liquid essential for the 
survival of living beings trough: long, narrow container Do you agree? 
ChatGPT 

Yes, your analysis and breakdown of the sentence "cows drink water from the trough" using the 
genus-differentia approach for nouns and verbal schema for verbs is accurate and 
comprehensive. It effectively captures the meaning of the sentence and provides clear definitions 
for each component. Your summary is as follows: 

 cows: large, domesticated mammals raised for milk and meat 
 X drink Y from Z: X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move from Z inside 

themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y 
 water: liquid essential for the survival of living beings 
 trough: long, narrow container 

This breakdown accurately represents the components and relationships within the sentence. 
Well done! 

 
OK. As a final step, let us use the provided definition of the literal meaning of "X drinks Y from 
Z" to see when it literally applies or not. For instance, it does literally apply for "cows drink 
water from trough". I will give you other sentences, and for each of them, indicate whether the 
definition applies literally or not. OK? 
ChatGPT 

Certainly, I'd be happy to assess whether the provided definition of the literal meaning of "X 
drinks Y from Z" applies to other sentences you provide. Please go ahead and provide the 
sentences, and I'll evaluate each one based on the definition. 

 
My brother drinks vine from the bottle. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "My brother drinks wine from the bottle" does not quite align with the provided 
definition: 

Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 



In this sentence, the liquid being consumed is wine, which is not explicitly described as "water-
alike." Additionally, wine is typically contained in a bottle, but the act of drinking from a bottle 
may involve a different type of opening (e.g., a bottle's neck) rather than a "mouth-alike 
opening." So, it doesn't fully fit the provided definition in terms of "water-alike" and the nature 
of the container used for drinking. 

 
Well, I don't understand! Wine is indeed a water-alike liquid and a bottle is a typical container 
for wine. What is then wrong with the applicability of the definition? 
ChatGPT 

I apologize for any confusion. You are correct that wine is a liquid similar to water, and bottles 
are common containers for wine. My previous response overlooked that aspect. 

Given that wine is indeed a liquid similar to water and is contained in a bottle, the sentence "My 
brother drinks wine from the bottle" does align with the provided definition: 

Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

In this case, "wine" fits the description of Y being "water-alike," and the "bottle" is the container 
(Z) from which the liquid is being consumed by making it move from the bottle into the person's 
mouth. So, I stand corrected, and the definition does apply literally to the sentence. 

 
Car drink gasoline from their tank. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "Cars drink gasoline from their tank" does not align with the provided definition: 

Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

In this sentence, cars are not living beings, but rather machines or vehicles. The definition 
specifies that X should be a living being. Additionally, while gasoline is a liquid, it is not 
typically considered "water-alike." Finally, the act of a car using gasoline does not involve a 
"mouth-alike opening" in the way living beings do when they drink. So, the definition does not 
apply literally to this sentence. 

 
OK. But why do you consider that gasoline is not water-alike? 
ChatGPT 

I apologize for any confusion. Gasoline is indeed a liquid, and in a broad sense, it can be 
considered "liquid" or "liquid-like." However, the term "water-alike" in the definition is intended 



to emphasize that the liquid should share properties similar to water, such as being suitable for 
ingestion by living beings. Gasoline, while a liquid, is not suitable for ingestion by living beings; 
in fact, it can be harmful or toxic if ingested. 

So, when I mentioned that gasoline is not typically considered "water-alike," I meant that it does 
not share the properties necessary for consumption by living beings in the same way that water 
does. It is not a liquid intended for consumption by living organisms. 

 
People drink water from the air. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "People drink water from the air" aligns with the provided definition: 

Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

In this case, "people" (living beings) are consuming water (Y) from the air (Z) by making it 
move from the air into their bodies through a mouth-alike opening (e.g., by inhaling moisture in 
the air or drinking water vapor). So, the definition applies literally to this sentence. 

 
Are you sure? Can a person ingest water from the air through their mouth? 
ChatGPT 

I apologize for any confusion in my previous response. You are correct; people do not typically 
ingest water from the air directly through their mouths. Instead, they may obtain moisture from 
the air by inhaling it, but this is not equivalent to the act of drinking in the traditional sense. 

Given this clarification, the sentence "People drink water from the air" does not align with the 
provided definition: 

Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

In this case, the definition does not accurately describe the process of obtaining moisture from 
the air through inhalation. I apologize for any earlier misinterpretation. 

 
Cows drink stones from the river. 
ChatGPT 

The sentence "Cows drink stones from the river" does not align with the provided definition: 



Definition: "X drinks Y from Z" means "X is a living being, Y is water-alike, X makes Y move 
from Z inside themselves through a mouth-alike opening, where Z contains Y." 

In this sentence, "stones" are solid objects, not water-alike liquids. Additionally, the act of cows 
drinking stones is not a typical or valid behavior, as it does not involve ingesting a liquid suitable 
for consumption. So, the definition does not apply literally to this sentence. 

 

 


