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Abstract

We have constructed a powerful parser of Japanese sentences.

This parser can resolve

ambiguities of input sentences by utilizing various kinds of semantic relationships among words.

Especially, the ‘case’ concept introduced by C.J. Fillmore! plays an important role in this

parser. Case is the relation which is established between an object and an event. In a sentence,

an object is usually expressed by a noun phrase and an event by a verb.

The information as to what kinds of cases should be described and what kinds of nouns

should be selected as case-elements of a verb of a sentence, is called ‘case-frame’ of the verb

and is described in the verb dictionary.

A verb may have more than one case frames corresponding to different usages of the verb.

A noun represents a set of objects which have certain same properties. We express properties

by attribute-value pairs in the noun dictionary. The dictionary also contains the set-inclusion

relationships among nouns.

In this paper, we will explain how the parser utilizes these dic-

tionaries in order to analyze a noun phrase and a simple sentence.

1. ¥2h%

RERBRSELOHIURIT T, XERSHRIT (%
SEMLFE—syntactic analysis) DA T, BRERANK
fEHT (semantic analysis) RFRAERINEh -7
¥, BEEXOEBKEIRBEEIROEITIRALD
ofz. ECATEECZBOTRERICKE-T, AN
NIHAREEOES MR 2RETSICEicky,
HHOREHERREHEUSRMT 3 C EIC K OBIUET
2T, BRDORBEEBIBHTETHEY™. Le
LIs o BARETR, FRENERNEREXDE L
2RV ET-TO 359 {3, ZOBOHER
HTHRINTEST, ER, XREGBROKT
5 ARBONEERRIZ L IEROBRETHS.
ZLTRA, BEAEFEOREESTAKRIEDOELS
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* RBAPETPRRATYE 2 32H

10

ZMAL, EHESTIETTIEL, FHROXMBERT S
SCHRIEHR (context) % & BRI ZITH C &I
L.

358, AR TRELLUTEEEE LA W LH
1] BX ORI 20 TR, BIORX (B%E3H 13))
TXROBHRAERN 7SI DOOTEHET 5.

2. MmO HE

BRx L, —oRRETEHFLEDERERMLFEOS
BCREL, UTOFHD b LIZXDFHFELT - 12

(1) WELE EWROE- IRLEZ RMITS.

(2) MEROEWEMILDEND LR U &k
ErANS.

(3) HNRSFE PERERLF O HFICRET
5.

(4) Fu/r 5455 CSREBRAEELISP LS
CICHELE - BHRLE - URLEORKAZE
Bizg 3 PLATON 2R 5.

(5) BAIEEBORHYEY, FLLUTBHFLELH
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Fig. 1 System Construction

AEck-THEIN S LicFAEL, C. 1.
Fillmore OIRIET Z4IEDEZ F % & ic
BEY, BRI ELOPXER/RBCEiCE
DE4 D heuristic LFEETRIFEITS.

(6) XRHWAEZEFRZHLICEHNL, ChEsl
LTHBEOME - REFAPEREGKROLE
HETS

2R oRE Fig. 1 TR, BEANXRBo~=

FT, XHBALShLbESIhTHS.

3. ERNEOMELERDOIHN

31 ERHESN

ZEAN3, BEHR (O] ZAELTSL OLRINE
3D, —DDFLESEREEDLT. chefiid
B7eHITiE, REFAOEO>ERABLLISRTHIT
o, xR
MREREOHD 100g OREOHEDOHKIKD BE
REOWTEREZZINLVES, 132 BHORKRLZIH
RT3 COTEPLENTFNDOEZHED & OBEED
Wike 52 2 W#E, HIFT A8 boBRT 5
CEMBELNE. COXIRUEDPORADIE-1:
BRI

(1) thoLREO/KEDHES

(2) ZFMOEA—TABESDOY v 27

(3) ZHRVBLOWMEL STICBERM
D3 S>OREL» SERENTE.

3.1.1 gRoHFTY

— B AR RBREKNSESEIERT 5 ¢ & (entity
word) BE NN, BHIEOLFICE TR, MOME
ERBRLTRUDTEKRDEZ 22 &M 5 (rela-
O XD ISZFICKH LTEEDOEKRT

tional word),

ERBLUXRBBEACLEAERORKF—ERT - BiXopE 11

Table 1 Categories of Nouns and their Examples

B F Y 2= g # i ¢
BRER ME | A% RBE
Ri#E&ER Mz &, RE K R 28
AiEEEE | MZV me, Mk, 100°C 41
v EZER Ms e, £ WE 29
®M% L H | MFUNC | #, &, Lk 35
ERE&R MK &, b, &, 1B 9
RERNEE MAD] 24k, B, —F 24
REFRDOEE MQ ., B 6

REEZILESDHB.

M2, YEHFROERHSELFL (nominalization)
L 2RA—YELR—3HF L \ROMEERT. B
b EBORE] & HRENETZ] LAUEKT
5. £ THlY, Tl TE] BOLFREZONE
FICHYTAREEELL, FIRCBZZFARIEL T
B - BRSO RKLEEDT. TODX S relational
word & LTOEZFARIMF 57350 70b&icE
NThOBEEREDLTRESE L, ZTOBEICELT:
REOERNILINTNE. Z0RE L LFO
Tablel i, ¥#HH% Fig. 2 TRT.

3.1.2 Efr—-THRrES

LR—THf& i3, HR—(EH—REREDL

(ONDO M ( ME M2) ZST ONDOR (SF RYOU ZOKUSEN)
(02%1%9 ((MF MZ) (ZST TAISEKI MENSEKI)* (SP RYOU

(AOIRO M ((MF MZV NREF) (Z-ADJ (IRO BLUE)**))

(KS%(I}B?)KU)};[ENKA M ((MF MS NREF) (SP ACTIVE) (MCASE

(SOKUTEI MC (MF MS NREF) (SP ACTIVE) (MCASE OBJ)))

(MAE M ((MF MFUNC NREF
(FTRANS (ACTIVE JIKAN BEFORE)

(T BASHO IN-FRONT.OF))))****

(TAME M (('VIF MK)(KTRANS
UN TAME GOAL CAUSE)

(BUSSHITSU TAME CAUSE)
(ACTIVE TAME GOAL CAUSE))))

(ITTEIRYOU M ((MF MZV MADJ NREF) (Z-ADJ (RYOU
CONSTANT)

(SHITSURYOU CONSTANT) (TAISEKI CONSTANT)))

(WA M (MF MQ MFUI\C NREF) (FTRANS ((MQCHECK)
WA SUM) (T WA SUM))

* ZST: MiEZARICHLT, shdRTEEmEEmRINS.
** Z-AD]: MEMEZRRHYLT, ThMEETIMEL, 0K
BREhB.
**MCASE: M+ © +MS] OMEE L - 728, FIOLZESAD
BOEERT. CORTR, (RROLEE(L] MEOL
&ML O XS, MOLRAY ({LEX{TS] ©
ERICAD B 23R, —Miz MCASE jziz,
WHEOBHERENS.
**+*FTRANS: ‘Biic 3ZROEL, ‘BEIRORHTRKE, ‘MO
ZREDY VI S O 3 FHORANERINEG.

Fig. 2 Typical Examples of Noun Descriptions
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Fig. 3 Super-sub Relationships among Nouns

FAHOBSEERERT DT, MY —Tidig Fig. 3
DORIEBBEICE 3. COLEN—THOLRIZKETH
~5EE-BEETc X 2 ERORRItick h EirD
ZFRP S THOZFANETT 3. A, (Lay—i
O TRZDOILAYERRT 2 EXRLBRBEL.
Ex, BtHYEOHIDTHS. COLN—TFHRBLD
BERiL, BROKEBEDOTERLMEEST Sh, BEHL
DOMEBOBIC K& S REEZRIT.

3.1.3 MtE—MikiExt

Rxeid, BEBAESTIERICE L TEERSTIC
BHEL VWS BAFTRBET 2. COBEO—K
# Table2 iz, Z7- Fig. 4 ¢ (W% ] - Miktk] O
BENEETT. [HHE] ORBABTIKENT ((AB),
(BE) FORKBHEERTINTOREVLIDRED
B U TEHBEEEEDBLEARLTNAS.
—F THi&] OBEARASTELTREIESTHS Y
H] cBLTHERtEIhIBrossEREh T
5. BB (k] oBYE “RiE” 3\ETHD, %7t

Table 2 Table of Attributes
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Bt “HR” REBEBBLOCEIRENATVS.

b2 ZFOBY— B EXNI LA SO ZREKRL
EFEBTEREIDAETHT I ENTEZN, 20K
THROBHMIZLSELINZIBICIE > TN 3S.

ChiILK DEET—EM, 2F—LFKA0 L%
BF 29 2 2fTHCEMTES.

3.2 gRAaoLR

3.2.1 gR-I\MoLE

LZRARNOBKEBIFT 5icid, ZRAEOMORIT
BEBELE. BE, LFOSFcHALNS 15 @l
ORVZIINETRETHS. BRE LTI, £FO
AFITVIEDETRESAEL, 2OREKREEE
BOTROZDOF = v 72THOHDTH 5.

o 15 BROKRO ZIERIZARIOEER S TiC
ZEOKADRIAERICANIMEIERICHE > THL
HEhiffhis. Tabled [CZF_FBORH & ZOHEE
&Y.

3.2.2 gEmORE

ZFREONERHIE TR R _FBOLEN TIC
FERXEH*ERNTT S Fig. S(RASK) w2 o
T WX LERT. COTATY X4k PLATON
TEDLN, Ny S5y OBERRNT, HY
B aRTCOME T2 3. ¥/, Fig. 6 (RES
R) oBkE—0OARZEDLLTCHEERGE, &8

Table 3 Examples of Noun-noun Combination and
their Frequency

N 2 -} L -4 A
x & g 5 " # 2 ¥ MZV-MZ | 100g DRI
1 (MZ-MZV) 10 ﬂ{tgl)ﬁgﬂ(mn#)
- | TAISEKI B—-TANY S—A 2 MZV-M 74 | g%oolﬂﬂ:
oo MENSEKI %R CEF (M-MzV) | #5508
. ®
E & NAGASA ¥ NENSEI 3 MADJ-M 5 gﬁggu
B B ONDO X 5 ATSUMI 4 ‘ M-MZ 7 %ﬁ;ﬁgﬁ B
& & MITSUDO | % KATACHI RRE O
E & | SHITSURYOU | %% & KATASA 5 | M-MFUNC us | BRED
(100 g @) D
& IRO R B NOUDO 6 MZ-M B | (s o
RO STATE o VAL 5 HLHORT
s n NIOI B8 5 P 4 M-MS % | A¥ondE
p _ [ (RIbD) HoBHR
; 2 Slzgziji £ & w 8 TIME-M 11 (~L’@‘§®7x
9 PLACE-M 33 (e—H—0) ok
YR~ (ATR (6B (BK) (%E) (R 10 M-MK 17 ooty
(&) () (R B-TaAY-)) - FrIVLOLEE
Wtk s (5P D) 11 | ELEMENT-M 13 AoAmD
(ATR (R ¥etk) (% NIL) (i) 12 | M-ELEMENT 3| BRMMOBRN
Fig. 4 Example of Attribute-Value pairs 13 ‘ (%JB‘S/_%;) 3 FLYUOA (BE) DR
* B EIRRICHT S HRAHT 14 | NAME-M 3 | RERFORA
I W-P N
ﬁ—i————l 15 (&tk—1553) 10 TJV:.l w3 7D LA
oo o BEE-ie . o BIEE-je . - Bk . CBiEE-1e .. 16 #‘Ed)ﬂh P }@ﬁ?\%ﬂ

DX, FORIBENLRTZDERIET SR
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B30
back tracking

ZOWEERY 2
PN AMD,

| [zomsern
AN AMD,

HI879-751) 1ML
HLWNDRENSFILO
RYZIEFINIES

FIv

P& ye IO
#PoPuPLTIR &

L |

x RYZI)---- TR, KBBhE. BERECEAMTE(ZIvT

ERBIURHHAELAOLBREXORIT—HD - EXOLR 13

() mBEosHhaE
1009 0 (X} E 4
100g0R B o (X} B #
% ® 10090 (X} B4
{x}100gnse # 0 @ %
{x] % = 10090 @
{x}100g 0 &

{x} @ #1009

. B&n
L L - a5 GO
2080

Bu&n

(by MR

2

1009

XLTRIZBEFISTEZ LE MO RBY RBOF 1781 D,

Fig. 5 Algorithm of Analyzing a Noun phrase

BELOHE L > TOTHE—DOREKERICES.
3.2.3 #Fmoui2
ZFEDOPOYFIERIIRD 2D HFETE 5.
(1) Hpis4a): 232 ESHMCAIIELE S

o.
) #E4+v, Na® Cu

(2) HAEYEH46): ANERRLFAP TR R
BETz 626D (24 7(a)~(d))
) (a)HoBREAAVOKE

(b)H&EA AvDOHR
(c)RkDEkBE LK
()BRLSEOHE 1 + v OHBOH

CNOEBIT B1-DICRDBEIET VT ) X bEE
U7,

@ JFBET M&) 2ROTS, THIKFEET S
TE1HLEIDENE. HNOEIBIIO &1 DR
DEZF ML) L2050 TE] IR EhALRHTMBYE
NE12B. COLFRMEMRELTON.

@ 5T S [E] BBWES, 530 MEowF

Fig. 6 Variety of structures and the Result of
parsing

BHE, 2 v=0B4AE, 20507 Y 14 ~-DHIDEZ
FEFA—DELET.

@ NBINEIRA—DOH 7T Y DEREEBT.

@” R NFHBED LS E S OLFE ST
BomoZ@REM2L75L,

@ 79 315—5M2ETOLRAEMET 5.

® 7Y 12—k 0EiO&RG (NP1) 20HT 5.

® M2 itikbi8s45E% NPL ORFIOF O F
BLUTHRET 5.

® M2 ogo&RE, ML RO M2 LOFEDE
JOMBETV, WHBRLEEEFH L BRAEED
HWLT, €hazHLOAEFTERETS.

—flE LTHI(d) D THILEADHE A 4 v DHRD
Hl 20 Tl~R3. 73 ) X0 itk VL
A A oWAFNCIE B, RICOOMBIR AR L DT
(1 A9)EDTET L, @~ 5. @TR MHLHD
$1 % M-ELEMENT ($R3#H{LHEORFITHS) O
BERICH B EBAL, 2Rk 12yt LT



14 " @
(W ADX
A RO F AT R B
(2) MR AT 48 R
Ml—E LEX —(#R4LER 1)
SATR—(( 1 (&5 (M2 M3
M2— LEX —(8 1)
—I—_-SATR—(( 1 (%R M4)
(IELEMENT M1
M3 LEX — (47 1)
—ESATR—(( 1 (% & M6)
(IELEMENT M1))
M4——LEX — (%R 1)
—ESATR——((HIATR M2)))
PARA— (M4 M6)

M5—ELEX—(15K 1)
SATR—(( 1 (RATI0(M4 M&)))

M6 —LEX —(WE 1)
SATR—({ 1 (IATR M3
PARA—(M6 M4)

(GE)RIR k. W NZH->TUBD LN =N RE
zou. BerA®, AL,

Fig. 7 An Example of Analysis of Coordinate
Conjunctions

THALERAD 4 A+ v I BT 3. chd M-ELEMENT
CHMTENE. RIC@IE-T, THOBRILT4 4D
DOER] BEFIN, HFgai 2o 0-00LH K
B BREINS. #F TER (—8H0—) L EE (—
4 vD—) O] ZEFT I L5, BITER
% Fig. 7 TR

4. BBEIDRHE

ZRADRIFCB N TERORKEFLZH N0 L
R#kic, BFEEhLE LBUERIFT 2883, B
FOBUBENKREURIEZRLT. FeBROBK
FIC L BEBAALOMBICB TR, ZFEHREORE
BREJISDIE D80 DERIE UTRIBIFBSATRETH 3 C
EMEB. FHROBUEBEDONZ, BARECBNT
RE%iCA SN B.

(B) ABEME —H —icBU7MESREKEREADR

5.

T, TAENL, Te—h—ic) ©ERBHE I
HENRBELAL SR THLE), TARB] DWhic
bRV BD. ChERET I DL, BEFEHTR

! -

Jan. 1976

CF-1: (ACT AM) (OBJ #1&) (IN ¥ik))
CF-2: (ACT AMJ) (OBJ E4) (INST NDOUGU))

CF-3: ((ACT k) (OB] BK))
Fig. 8 Case-Frames of the Verb YTOKASU"

HEKNCROZUTELE SPEERIZLEND
3. Eic [HRESEAER] REALXOBRELLE
2 T3, WHEEERTIOEALIIAZDE
PRET IR BB SLELILB.

BHESERRXEOZEI TR~ TRBIIhTE
D, EOHFOHEOKMEENTRINTS. Kl
L}, ZOBFEMNERTIBE, TOBRCAVELE
SOMDOELTH 2. Fig. 8 [c ¥z MAL T Os
BEATRYT. CORBER LFORKEELEAY
TRV, AL MELT] OFTAERLLTE,
TABD 203 THE] OTFTAESTH S 2 5 1%
ELTRBUHINS.

4.1 WAk EEHE

BRI L ORBRAEERT 5, TORIBKEL
2ORDLIGBTENTES. THELER - BEHE &
BES. WEKRER, RO nd, BHFEOERNIEE
FLRLARAKENS. PR, BF (#3351 1O
BT AERK, ORINIER ORTIBCANSE
B, O302nELTS.

LTATIF 72N VEFRN—F—TEHTE. 1K
BT, COEKRIFRADOLTHIZL. LhL
CHIBTR DR, 3V R~ SN RRIC K
DEBINTVWARETTA V7Y vy biCRBEDLDEN
THWEDTH3. (BiBEOXETREREERDLT
AMIRFEE DB AERINE. ChiIKBRIZE DOHRE
275 ABBZOBETHEICREIL T EINSOTH
3.)

Bk ER, LOER), & TR, ik (R
- Bl) FoAMRRERTKTHD, BHICHHA
KRB EMNTES. E-T, BHEPICIINERRS
DABEERENTNB.

Table 4 (REBR) i B1F & B OBFHEERT.

4.2 FEEMRE L RRE NS

BOURITOFRBO BRI, EHRLELUTHNITIRI
BERROFRE (AKX TH-THRA—DEROESE
ERICT B ETHE, ANNEEHECEERRIC
BT 5 ERARAERIGEL, Ty Xa, 7
0/ s a3EKENDE. FTHRREICIE, BFO
BiriBpIhi2 ZMEEEL, Thictisd 2ERSE
gL EMic LR L (Fig. 9 RE2R), 120
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Table 4 Post-Positions in Japanese and Case
Relationships

®EHR #®

bl ACT, SUBJ

D NMOD (ACT, SUBJ)

% OBJ

[id RESULT, IN, IOBJ, TO, PLACE, CAUSE, TIME
~ TO

& FACT, RESULT, TAISHO

#»% | FROM, SOURCE, CAUSE, METHOD, PLACE, TIME
b FROM, SOURCE

- INST, SOURCE, CAUSE, METHOD, PLACE, TIME
T | TO

iz | ssuB
BiByT | ALLCASE

* (i3], BIBRLETEeheh SSUB, ALLCASE ic&EMx

ha.

% SSUB, ALLCASE &z FIEOR 22185 EDBD.

* [ET] REERPRORNET 3.
BHYOEFSK - RS TEBSREECEET T i
L.

Bz, Fig.9 iR TTBAT 3] OBBARIC
&b

(1) YEACHHEBZREAT 3.

(2) HEAZHWHEBLRAET 3.

(3) MHEALYHEBERATS.
E2E—ORBREECERTIEMNTE B,

CF-1: ((ACT AR (OBJ #H) (IOBJ #5))

(D-CASE ((ACT ARj) (OBJ #;7 PL))
(ACT ACT)(OBJ (PARA (x OBI]) (% IOBJ)))

CF-2: (((ACT AR) (OBJ #2%) (TAISHO $H&))

(D-CASE ((ACT AM) (OBJ] #K PL))

(ACT ACT) (OBJ (PARA (% OBJ) (% TAISHO)))
CF-3: ((ACT AM) (OBJ #K PL))

Fig. 9 Case-Frames and Deep-Case Structures
of the Verb YKONGOUSURU"

5. BXOS/Iw7INITUXA

BRXONBRIEXONENERLITE. X -5
XBEONBRDEINEBD S n s 5 6% IRMBEIC
FERT2CEICEDTAREEIR DT, AETREL
BLBIEM2OELY, 7T ) XLARRDOTHR
3. WEO#RKE LTI,

(1) XhroBRAERMT.

(2) BRLOHOHEAEIE L, 2hEBHAD
FEEIRE>TEY » ¥ 5F— a3 v (segmenta-
tion) 2175. 772U MOl OFFTREISIL.

(3) e/ AvF—va vENBHFRL VIO
SEPOH L, ZOMEELRGNEBR DT,

(4) (3)EFT~TOLAGPCH LTI, £hit

ERBIUXRFEREZACEAREXORFT—LFD - Bxxopm 15

KTT2&, BRICEVZRADO G SR
xR, BREORYZIERZRANS.
(5) BFROKREELBRL, TXEHSLTICE
STVRHARZED S -DICHROXREE
B3
ZD(5)RB/IXAINZBBLTH o C &L
T, RETR(4)ZO0TRRB T EICT 5.

5.1 ROFFLEENE
ZEEEHFEOROVZIOTHFREE LTOLFAA
RO IRBRSRLEZROES, @LZFAQOHL
£5F, CHFROKES O3 0BHEEAVTTbh
3.
BREORBEILEN ENDOZFALOBFRLENIE
TEBRINTNS. E->TIAREEZKIE»T. &N
S, MELT ) OK#E—((ACT ARj) (OBJ
PE) (IN BEK)—IicART20E5 »id, 45
DOEN—THO) ¥ 2% EHIOKFicik&, AEOLE
il LUTHERS 2 L, KO EAIESHBELT
o lickbE~LNE. COKIC, KREBFICXS
HEOLTEROIRMI, BROBBERVETO AL
—TFHOY V7 &> TRENZ KN EHREZD
HEBET 3L 2R—HRAMOKL ZIREK
BREINS.
EREECTRINBFERRTDF = v 7 D3
HoTHROFIMBRII LT E ZICBEHKRS &
AT, HUOF = v 2 8Tbh 3. BbBRBHFANEHRE
ZRDBELDTHA0EI 02N, MB3ES
KREZFELEME - B - BhHE2EDOTRATHS 0
B~ 5. #l% Fig. 10 (RE2R) icRT.
L LIEdts, kTR~ OBILETHT
Lb—RHIZRELEZ 5 LIZR ST,

(1) BHFRCIEHEORANDZ. WL, Zh
SIIHIST 2 WHEOE MR B ENEET 5.

(2) T#ehF] »12< TRIBEL DAV Z
FAICOWTR, BEARCEETET, B4
BEEEDEBS. TLBRBRATIEEERAD
BRBICET 3.

(3) BAATE>THEIN TV ZLHITEA
AU DKRERITIEE T EHBBOH, HEMITIE
EDTAS DD TDREEHII.

Z TR, &TOFELEHRDZIERSEITE

RELTBONBBI Y5 LR L.
Fro, ERXRBGEERLT, ROZHOF v 2
REFICED TEFR+BBF) hofTbhs.
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(1) BABOTINE "RIEEKTEN Table 5 Classification of E nbsided Sentences
&/ £08) A L2 (N RESWT I0BT--) 5 m |Ee A m
TR [a-Fl BEppazE | o4 | (V) RESKLELE KORE~E
" ! | (b) BEMLEE 2 OBORIL
T8 OCF-—-((ACTAMY) (0BT #0%) (IN_#4%5))
4 (c) MLARORRERS
IR g
(0BT ##2) (IN %) (e) B Lk RORE
, (f) RBEICA R RO LEY
(2) BEBOREF RUTLsIARIRELE, MR |z | ko
[ TxZ (N _RESULT 108J-) 1 (h) =~ AEANLRBREANS
' _{,—I_.—_]_ , (i) Bk AWIKICIE 5 I
l, ' (7)) R ERERE UIMR
{ FE43,0CF—-((SUBJ MA) (FROM)) |
R (k) BODV W
T £R+0 1g | (DN ADEDZ 2 F—
= — - +WET A+ 2 (m) KIRDTE BEAL
[ l,—+(1RME PLACE CAUSE) i (n) BEDEFrER
| _zz— wmmesosen i * (o) kEERETZOT
& 1D aur+ B BB 20 | (p) kenmTsici
] (a) BFH5RET 57510
(TIME %)
.. SMOD
isn 5.2 MGEORE

Fig. 10 Determination of Case-Relations between
Nouns and Verbs

ZREHAET I EAHOBHFAX TR, BRLZOH
FXDBHAET 3 2F EOBFREAIHLENES. #
250 FEEEA LR A Table 5 1TRT. &

SMab SMQOD
(a) READMLZ 2 K o W3NS () Efrmszs 2% OABUGLT, 4>DMBT VY X LESE
0BJ RU. UTF2ho%2mMBuci~5.
SMOD ' A () mmRRLREHER) @
(b) 8% MLE 230ENEA v W“t:;jﬂ ML= R Fig. 11 (a) (b))
o oD CoRE L BHICI
SMOD rJ (i) BAABRIIBEROKALFLY
() %?!L,'E % NRE Ky &0 2ux Rk 5E5.
087 oo ACT 1081 (i) BREAOHIC LRI HAT
M SMOD ], EREACLAYBALOBRER
d) #aL~ WRI00gn £3 W A D 0 IRLE— T8 3 EDB.
08J yraaliey T, MEFRELTR, BFEXERITLE
Ry SMOD %, ZNERR LRICILA (SMOD) ORI
(e) BELz @n WE () AE® 0 zan BE Th, BRERALHBOZALHRAX PO
0BJ SUST BRERIRBVBINEIPEIBERF =2 v 7T
SM0D z.
N : A SMOD .
(F) GBE%I- Az Ran Lo (2) EkFE+4£74 (#: Fig. 11 (¢)~
. uob | s COWREEBAALRLEL, L bHDE
{9) UMW Az R&E N XEOEE GEER, MBSO S L ESICEREND. B
0BT KERBRICEREO RS 5 FAIE, &

SM0D
() E-p—skeAdsEER% s Ao,
1 N

T

Fig. 11 Examples of Analysis of Embedded Sentences

DEFAPEAL L L OREINTOED, &
7o, TOEZFANEAL XBDNDIE ZHBERIC
YT 305 RE LETRENE S0,

MEFIFE LT, BREOKOLFAELE
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L2 DERaINOR LR L B2 ICBFOERNICE
WTEIFEIEBITT 5. & 2 CRBMFOMEHI
THEEL LTHFR EEFAORKBEBIC LY FEOSY
ME~GNB.
FRERONBZERABLDOINBRTHOE0D 4
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