HRLEELHmE CER 6 FHEH) £EAR&

3 —149

AR SUEICRBIT AREEEE ORI DWW T
3G—8 :
FE & By #H
J: g2y e stli] M%FWﬂ?ﬂ
1 [EL®HIC

KFEICE (1) 1, BXISTREERED, BXET
R L-BERIBEEICHEELTWB Z & JERie s
DEIATIDEEEAVRWTIE L EEOKERN
FaRT R EHERFV, EAD VAT LTHIA
Sh 2. ZOEBMERBREESh o055, GPSG
72 EE—{L30E (3] TIEEEFIE BICIERICR D 54
SUFREED, BH— (L ETHReMAT 2 LR LT
V5,

1T B ERKICHE [1) 1 BECISHOMRY
ZTOETNVEREL. ERIKFT DIKFHRE
BEEBICEP L, IOIKFAEEL Ry RU—7

TERETDHZ LT, MFPTEIRGM, ERE IR
THILEZBMELTWS, T Tk, FERERD
5ok & B RSB DOV TRITT 5,

2 RYRTETL

{RIECIEIY, 3B L EBDKTF Bﬂf?f)\%jC@ﬁFLﬁ:(k
Db5H, TORE {Z\irﬁﬁﬁk&ﬂ 2 ODED— Ik
FER. L —FHERERELTC, flxid, 2250
SENENEE L AFITCTHIUE, EEESEENALY, U

CBEVBLFALLD, TOXEFELEEROMOBR
HEVZRIERELTEZIZORD (K1), B
WAERPOBS, MEEERL L TAFHE LD, 20
Y ZHB LRSS &5, TR TR
HEEOEHR, > VEFEBICL > TREShS,

3 :EEIEE

EPLH/BONDIEREERER LV, KE&ELS
2 ’DL%H bbb, —DIEDEREEFETHDIE

On lexjcal description in lexical
dependency grammar

Kouji Kawada, Takenori Makino
Faculty of Science, Tobo University
2-2-1 Miyama,Funabashj,Chiba 274

O

29,
TeBFR EFH

B 1 KTFEBIFR & AR D TR

% O 3 1

By YO LD RIETEIRDRY S AIHETH 5 O
W (ETEEEW . b O —HIIEEHETHD e, ¥
D& 5 BETHR LR B THETH HHOMER G
FHEW THD, EEEERIE, LFELEE#R
MBHY . TNHITKIET DRETHEHHRE LT, 15
LB 5,

3.1 A

TRTOER > TOBHIHRTH S,
FBOERRTIY, 45, ThE. BESH,
HiEEAD 6 DIZHHE LT,

A0 P&
R, e,

3.2 1BIER
AW &L, ZOFE ﬁég‘fﬂﬂk UTHRY S TiE
7&15’&5\‘ﬂ"ﬁ@'€3})70 4%r 7]\‘j o)‘\_{k@ublt
wEBNS, TIZT, KD 'xﬁffﬁ*am'&é S; &L,
QITFETHEDONE & T 5,
(1) &5 [91,.. ySe) 1L Sy ~ S BENTIIEERE
E'C [] PUIERE 23 L. CEBSLEED
FNHEIFRFARETH S,

0
oty u

5 (51, ..., Sn) (X, EOROBDNEFITLE
LWEFTH D0, NEFEEXTHAHKLTYH
SUERR Y ST,

(2)

—IRERBITN D L (S5, @, Sa(Ss, So)] HLETIH
DAL BT S; & Sy mldiE L. T0M%IC Sy
Tk SaBt. B BUNE Sy & Sa. Sak SydiES T &
ST B,



3 —150

BB, BELIEEFN oD, WLz
DFEDBEIREY 28 L HBIC & » T2 DOHIEA S
V., FIXIERAE T, 5], TEXRS) &
FiX[(GA)Q), 475 ), TREET %) 7p KILHETHE

D ((GA,WO)@). EWHEDH [(GA NG| 72 E%

BAFERICE D, WEAORE, BARE TSR L
LT [(GA)Q] 5,

3.3 {&fh

1E8IL, SBORE, EA, ~——»biEbh,
AF. (RAFNLRY TV D UKMEN & ThER, T,
BIENCAR Y 3T DEREM D B D, Fio. RIS
I ZDFEOHE L, EMESRESNS LD LD
D EROITEEAFICR Y AT b D% dA
(B, B E e lR D B BIRER b 0 & il [T)
) DERICTRT,

3.4 #

BiX, EHOBEREERMICEIVRETSHD
Thd, BARBEOHE., FIB—I—IZLoTHH
S, HAEIERTIE NO #&, diBIEMITIX GA #&.
WO #., KARA #., HE #. TO 4. NI1i%&, DE #.
B, BREERREDH D, Flo. BEEROEILE
NERDOEEFIIH LK L 5 22EkE2# D, GA
BAEFEOBIY, TEZEMEEWEDOM, T01THo:
ey ZBEORETONSR LD, $/-. WO
B, TOEF OB LITHONRTHY ., KARA &
R HE B2 F5 OEIXT0ITHD H %79, DE I
ERFOBIL. 1BRA. AT, W B CICERA R
NABINERHET DI, L IEWERMT 25
USCHRIRAT 247 5 D3 3 D,

4 SRR

0 F T ORETED THMTH B, F7. R
FBMTH DIEN TR ) i RIS SIS o
BREL, TOBEROFERLTD, £LT, bL
BOSTFET 572 BIHRO EER MWL T, (%
DT TR DI OB AR ) S & LR D T
FRRE L. BEE & FEDNDHIVIR D ST
MOER TS, TIHMTEE L2V, Z iz
(DS HER L LR D S RGeS 5, € LTHES
BTG, XOBTOEBICK LEOFRY T EIRE
¥5,

NO bl LAE 3% L K TR
1 EXJuE BAE LARE2] GA = -
2 | WMELr: FiE 143 ® T | [(GA,WO)®]
3 | TXE EAC I L)) WO * =
4 | R% BET = ~ W [ [(GA,WO) @]

x®1LEHEY X

THL, B BARENBEELE-FTE2R5] O
MR DARTF % 7T, _

BAFEDR S, FOBALIHEiL 8D, €I TE
b TDOXDTEREEMAT OFER L B XYY Th
FHOEEME R U Y A S 2115,
XDOEHEY A 23k 1TH B,

Z LT, LRCOFETEHY A FEBER LN
ST 2B, EDFERITAR Y MU — 7 i
. BIsOgar 21z B,

ALY

B 2: RESCRURE R R %y FU—2

5 HhYIc

ARG T, FESATIR O TE & U T OFERRIFX
HBERE L, IBHE ORI OV T~ £
DFER, BUANE O—I % & A TSHTR CRAR IR
TERRTE I, Sk, LM LU BATEL
SAOIGTR UTHMBRE % K T TETH B,

ZEM
[1] VB HKIFSCHEONIR) TIFALLIR (1086)

[2] Muraki, K., ” Augumented Dependency Grammar
for Language conprehension,” Conference of Eu-
ropian Chapter of ACL 85(1085)

(B8] RN TEREBILAM ) EHFEFL (1988)

[4) BOF, WHE EERKTF QLT OV T RS E
FRETHLTITITES, 82-14(1991)



