Vol. 27 No. 11

L P2 M

Nov. 1986

BEBEF—IR—ZABRVRATFLLH T EIREERA!

oo

-

n BE fE mEn

Rxit, BEOAERBAELCHEBNODNBLF— 2 <X—XOBBRYLTHNADERTEIEYRT
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T8Y, ThF—2~R—2 . YRFAOMRBTROOERR, 77V 7 —¥a VAGANP ST . K
w1, SEACHBAERL, BAEK L3 FVELLSEMBEORNEHM L, BRQETERINTE
B, TUDOLT— AR—ZAREEFCERT M OVTRNS., BICHEABRAOHR LT -2 ~X—-R0D
ERICET B R ART S ZEKEBTAAEREL, ThEROEERTFERE Y R 7 ABREICD
WTRRE., AVAFAR, Jb—YadhF—ER—2R YRT7LANEET 5REOT— 2 R—2&—&K
HEPICHETRTH Y, AMtcENT S DENL->THAE.

1. £ & » &

7 —4 ~—2 (DB) B OFE « ¥ &%, CAPTAIN
VAFLEO= 2 — 2 F 4 TOBEICLYD, DB BE
REEREHELEVRIFAEZED DB MAERNEE -
TETVS. ZOXIBHEERIIELBDRXIZ
BESEOY V2 v 7 A% DB #ERSELERTS
T &3, BB DB HEHREAFTELTIREXA
Hick s DB ¥ A5 4 (QUEST: intelligent
QUEstion answering SysTem) OBRZE£ED T 5.

DB ¥4t BAETT S cbicid, ODB thicEH
ENTVANFMHROBELHAEICKZEBRLON
ISR EICLS. ¥-FELxD DB KHEATRES
TBDICE @VATFLAOTMEAEED 3 LEND
3. i, WRET B DB ORNAPHERICET
3Hm&, DBMS itB89 20050, HIHZRER
DR, %EIX DBMS » oA ERT 57
DOBRELEELTS.

BAZEICL?S DBREVAFLELTE, B>
PEBRUERINTHEYD,

YF<4Y, JAMPT, BAERERL DB R
OMISEFREREY 2 — (AIBRERET — 2 ER,
#%3 VISE =7 0) TERLTWS. FIEREH
), BRA¥ArD, F7, BEREUERNOBYSE
DERBHETH . WEkic, BEATOERTH S

t Methods of the S ic Analysis in a Natural Language
Interface for Relational Database by MASARU NAKAGAWA
and TSUNEAKI KATO (Knowledge Base System Section,
Knowledge Engineering Department, NTT Communications
and Information Processing Laboratories).

t1 NTT MHEERAEREE kN EAL S Im<— 2 HRE
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»HEAEHEL DB HROMEERKLE LTRER
{LHsgs. —F, KIDYieBW»Tid, BRERBROHE
®e DB HROMESHEHEREFVENI TV
LT L B MSEETHEE, RREEORMRILE ST
HTB.

QUEST T b R £ 7 LV O ERA LTV B.
¥z S0R4) It X - T High Structured Model iz 4345
Xh3 ER ®71%, SDM® 2RKiCKEBEERL
MA L7 EEHREEE L [SWORD: Semantic
WORId Description model] & &3 REREHD
BNEFLVRBETS. COoBBLIcLD, BHAD
RANEEELEETS. IOKT7ERAEFIMICK
b, AL EVREL, FaRSOoERKRU DB/A
WMADT 7 L RAEOERETS. 20 DB HREH=
FEnd 2KBOEF VEBRICKD, EENTRO
EREOMBMEISKEDHDENE>TNE. @
EHRITERIZ SWORD 228 U TERXO®K%%
HU, RERELIEERE UhRRBREERKT S
T & CHATFMI/DBMS Mz E#EK Lic. @ HIT,
hiiRHEEEREEE VS DB BHE/RABBERT
#£7s DB #%#EY o —THRT 5 C LT, BAEDOHEEK
72, BB EVEILE DB 2 +—</DB EEHRIC
R T RETHI Uic. ORREFBLERSBR, €0
#E L DB EEHBRIKET A, T/ R ETVE
2R LU TRREBELZERT I Ltk DB x+—
<R EED. Zho&PHoEEREORS%:
B1icRe. 2BCRYAFLlES, 3% T3 DBt
REFEF N, RUKKBITSRE, 4ETRER/
BiEHZED 2 57 LN EE, SETRSBROBEESIC
DNTHRET S.
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PO2CAEFN
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(RDB)

1 QUEST oiMgk
Fig. 1 Schematic of the experimental system.

2. QUEST m®

2.1 QUEST pir®-3i+

QUEST i3, DBMS o7 u vt x v FCBIfET 3
BHRER R 70 TH5. AVvRFaiR, REEZEHMHE
BOLBX 2o —-<FTCANTEE, ZORKLER
LU, DB o~ v FieEmd 3. Zo%k, DB i
KU, ZORERERERE UBKICETTS. com
Boih ZBR2ic;RdT. QUEST 2 prolog N
TBER L, MEe#ki3, DBMS?»& M4 2 RDB T
»3.

2.2 QUEST (=& 3R H

R 3 it RH X 0B Erd.

B2, “BBOF =23 — 235 SHREOREE”
ZRDZBATHS. K3 (1) TREBEEALD
AMTHIRHEATEL. H3(2) 12 RDB EEEHR
FIThHB. ZOoORHMEBMNK join ShIMATHS.
#bic, DB BEMROBRAENS (2)ikR"Y. B
RO TCRIRELEAMUTHZHTHS. -

L § DBMS
M |QUEST|a=rF
[ —_—
% = —
RE MARER RDB

2 QUEST k¥ 3B OME
Fig. 2 Overview of the process in QUEST.

gourano teniscouto ga aru ryokanno denwa ha.

(ARODOT = 22— & BRBOBIEIL)

(1) BEMXOAHOH
(1) Example of Roman style inputs.

SELECT . EBE, BEf ®MIEs

FROM &%, BiR

WHERE 15%. BRE&=-%BER
AND E#%. BE=-8H% BS
AND %% BEL=F=x23-}
AND 1B 247 =i

(2) &RTsm%a~r Fof
(2) Example of database comands created
in our system.

[R=iE) 1 2 (MEES]
BT 04XX-XX-XXXX
=FRRE 04XX-XX-XXXX

(3) BBREROZRA
(3) Output-example of the pick-up data,

3 BEMxxonEH
Fig. 3 Example of query processing.

2.3 YZFLMR

2.3.1 MURiTER

O — 2 FERICEE AN ORI E BHERE & %
FALTRITL, B40X5 SRXXIERER XD
¥OBMAYT 5. BEHER, BUROBAIIREIC
#B’~23 SWORD nERLOMCHEEMEREINTE
b, ARECEAR, ZoIENEE (ERERTK
BRI E) BEBINTNS. ATV 2 —AORKEIC
{2 BUP (prolog 1® Botom-Up-Parser)® % F|f L
T3,
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M BEARKICEATHIHE
mxK
sentence
£ase-=----ammnov £a8@-=n-leenenmnnnens L case

N

noun  pp noun pp ver!b ------ adjunct noun
p ] vhead auxp
vheado-l-vback aux
auxh-l-auxlb
buchou ga  yokohama ni  su n dei ru bu
nxme

[case(np, [sbj], [attr(Sbuchou)], [1),

case(np, [att,atp], [entity(yokohama, #juusho)], (1),
case(pred, 34, [class( @sumu)], [continue]),
case(np, [shj,repl, [class(=bu )1, [1]

4 AT OR
Fig. 4 Example of syntactic analysis.

2.3.2 DB {#HREREFN

xg DB LR L OMICBERMERINTNS.
COEFAMIBRERFTICHAINS SWORD &&
HREELERBICHAINZIT 72 REFADN LS.
#ER DBOEIC X ZEROXEIERESR ((RBE) D
ERTHY, 51&L, 2oREEHAO>TH BAE
REONISEROERTH 5. 3BETHELIRB~NS
133 DB HRAEHeFVOEBRIOW TR 9)
ICEELL.

2.3.3 MBERATEE
BoURITER L Eic SWORD 23R LERXO®
REBRTHIPHBRR (K6) 2ERTS. ZOoTN
TY XLIEDNTIE 3ETBRRS.

pRBRIFERRINT 2REEHRET S Codd ©
TH7 r ROIGEOCHREREL > TS T rR
RBEERBCBY 3E£A0NENERICHYT IRE
THBH, RexOPHEEHTIR, ChERBHENIT
FHELTAS. EARMICIE prolog ¥ V2 v 7 A%
ALThD, KXFTHTIZT P 2R3EHEERL,

BEMERIEATHIBIR
result(A), bumei(B, A), buchou(B, C),
sumu(C, yokohama)
H2EDBEOEVEHAZMD 2
result(A), syainmei(B, A), kyuuyo(B, C),
boss(B, D), kyuuyo(D, E), C>E
B 5§ hMRBROHA

Fig. 5 Examples of the output of semantic analysis.

BABF -~ 3R—ZARBVATFLACBT 3 RGERFR

an-adjunct

pp
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UL ST REARERIRERNEZRT.
T, EBRBREARBICOHELTWS. DR
R’TR,
{(EHoXUV]| RHKY
HYTAHEONENERE
result ([EXHOXT]), ZHEX
TEBET 3. result BENREE T b X
v 2k, ®ERficEh, EROYTICERN
RNTRTOERICREEREEMREINT
WBET3B.
%7, 2HBEBSRRDBIRELLT,
all ([(EWOFUV], BiFEL, HE2)
ZRARLE. Ch3REL1ZRICTEIRTO
ERI VBN THE 2 BHTHIRBFCRENR
2EMRETHS. T, DB RECERFLER
K, BN EOMEBERPHAEFOIRER L
DN TREE X %2R L % 4 max(X, Y), min
(X,Y), inc(X) &AEMICEELPHRBRICS
HprTEE LTI
2.3.4 XRWEEH
BHRRITR» O BR, HMXP XK TH 5
MERREZFE-T, BELUEOHOEMOFEER
EELTVWEEY 2 — T, BERBIFHICRZFADOH
EPEBMWTOIDOERERMTS. ZhiL20T

SRR L) KB LY. 8k, SRERERBMRRINT

WV YA T ARKERSNIT 7 1 v HMEPH
AENDHNADYICEL » TRERER 3.

2.3.5 Ta—svo8
BHRBITTIC L » TH LN EEXHR» o BB
AEZERL, ThERBAECERTL, £OBRSE
P& S PORBETIENTHS. FAZEISEEE
AT BAREHBITRIcR LTy 2 b5 v 2200
BlOMREET.

2.3.6 BRRBELERRS

hRiZER,LO DB RERSBELERTEEY 2 —n
TH%. QUEST okFxi#iz DB &L vy 27 HRE
IKH > TWARERTHS. NiFEIX prolog Fu s
SLELTHREBEINTED, LDERLTBRROIDIC
DELEIEE I hcmEetrv— V28K DB KER
%52z 35,173 (DB OFHERMSAE) b ek
BOLDOTHD. & AR, [FAWNTEZLDIC
BF=2a— BB FHRITRESEN] &0 mEBHR
HIBMOBEEKE LTERIN TS,

AV 203, 7, REEKRERELTEXD
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NADEBEREET 722 =7V (3.2 ff) OBRICE
b, DB tAMRicHT I RERHICEETE. £0
%, BYSFE LISWEFCHE#EE DB ioxt Lk
Ty FERITTS. RER~ORKa < Fizhig
RBECEULLHAORBRETCER LTV 3. chid
prolog DAL RIETH 3 setof REZFIEL-HO
ThH5. i DB ~oFa<v F&E LTI RQLY
ZRALTEY, a2y FERBIC, ERALEIRS
DEGILFENFTEST > T 3.

2.3.7 MELERL

QUEST T3, #%D DB B2 7 ATRE-
THEd o7 Yes-No RO E S MBS E L
T3, REERDSSEUXOBEAZHET 30
ERURELILE. CORNBERBEROHNZTS>D
BEREY 2 —-NVTH 5.

BREROHHIRZERA £ - I CfTbh, Yes-No &
OBRARUEDORIM L L B (“NRTTTETH”
kLT 3. OORMPSENRTOOSL DD %
¥), WH RoOBERIFABEBBICHEE LIcREEE
(B3 (1)0BEESR) &, ThE2—RicHETEL
HotEH® (K3 (1)oikEs) HHHEth3.

3. QUEST (L& 3 MHERS

A2 7 ATREKERE I3, EEASODHE
ZERAL, E0EL (AHER) »OERSHE
TEHIREEME L, BWABETTRSASERTS
DLDBRZEEFBRRMITICLELEELS. O
55, BRI CTROMBAENORME TET
D.
PHERREB S 7o BHRFITQET SWORD
HHEERT 2. SWORD Ti3, ®EEHicH
WohARE (RBXR) oF®, REOFIMER
ETIERBEEOERLERTS. EEAOMR
2, BREX (HE) oBRIHI208THY, &
DB fROWMAMEE LTRRTHREEAH & H
R, HMAE RARBRSIURETIRBSE
RlETH S. HIBEORELE SWORD £ FNVTIT
WV, BREOBBET 7 XEFNTITS.

3.1 SWORD

SWORD T3, DB HHROESHBEL S 5 R
(class) &JB#E: (attribute) O -2 DB AIC L »
TEFNMET B, 2523 bDZE (2vF 47
4 entity) DEZEOTHY, MEEiZ7 7 Ao
BRTHB. 753R%/—F, REEZ) v 7 s

MELBEERXE

Nov. 1986

FRBERMOIRTEHU—FOREKERy T —2 &
13 5.
ZokHicxR DB w7 3 HAOHEEZERT
B0 OBHF —2 = F O PHBPEINTH
5. SWORD $—EOREKF—2EFLTHD, T
hoDEFLVTEERINTVREANIBEARZEH
AKERBELOMISE LTHAbDTHB. SWORD
i3z ER =705, SDM® A HAE ORI E D
SHRDPOUTICERIBUERAR L DTS
3.

SWORD OBEAMKER, V7474, 75X,
BHEICOVTRUTICERT 5.

VT4 T4 RBEOHHEICKD 3ERSET S
@b D (object) APEYEDRKIILY

@C & (event) FBPHAZDHEHPIRE
®@%&AT (name) B, MESORITF
7 IARTVYF 4 T4 OHRETH Y IBORKHEHED
ITVF4TABEDORATNS.

73R, ELIBTTVF4T4iCE>TUTFOX
I T .

Doc (Object Class) HDZ2EFXRETE7 T X

e, $%

1

4

£ 1 sbj 3tp
D i % 2
R i3 -
13
sbj # 2 sbj
sbj ‘
CED Ga’ e Glb“le&
ai {aitp obi
#ws B ] AW popyn
T By
subclass 3>
R#l grouping —
primary attribute ——» object class ()
default attribute g event class
2 ofbbDattribute —> name class D

6 SWORD #4775

Fig. 6 Example of the diagramatical description in

semantic world description model.
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attr{type(A.=bu), type(B.+syain), $buchou, buchou(A, B). naux. no-omit. single. nil}.
attr(type([a,B8). @zokusu).type(A. xbu).nil, zokusu{A,B).atp.omit, single. pal
attr(type([A.B], @zokusu).type(B. xsyain), nil.zokusu(A,B), shj,omit.single, nil).
subciass(type(A. Manrisyoku). =syaine yakusvoku(A,B) o B=kachou;B=buchou))?.
grouping(type(A. =bu), type(B,* svain), zokusu(A,B), [$sigoto]).

B 7 SWORD OREBRAN

Fig. 7 Example of the definitions in semantic world description model.

®ec (Event Class) CZ E2ERELTEHI IR
Ft, BTE

®nc (Name Class) ZHIZERETSH7 7R
#HEL, BHES

B S ADERTHET VT 47 1 DRBERT

FHDHEDT, HBLVF 4 T4 DoMDT YT 4T

45 LR, ZOEA~DERTHS.

EBHENSERINTNE I FAZEHS 7R, £OH
LBBIVF4TARERETEHI FARMI FAL
i MEBREOCEA, EH/ 5ARE, #7728
#HETH 3.

Rz 7 2B 32 0RBIC X - THEIEA
I EIh2 005 5. 7 & X, Opa(Primary-
Attribute) ZORUDBEIC XTI FRADT VT4
7 4 D—EERB TR RE S L B2 0HA.

@da (Default Attribute) i3, NEk] (7 4:-849
BEETHBH, Chick > TLFBEDMEL [N
Wl TH5 oc HRADTVF 4 T4 ZREALTVS.
COLZMBHED XD ICEDEIERI FADTYT 4
F 4 ER—BEINIBUL da LFFESR.

Plkd SWORD OEAMRERTH 5. Thbd
CINA CTEAERMOBEPEAER, CHHIND
ERNEBRING. EOLINLOK, ¥ T 7R
(subclass), " v—¥ ¥ 4 (grouping) LhdbBb.

@ $775R3HB oc DXV F 4T 4 ICHRHEZE
BLT, TWERLTIVT 4T 1 DHD OB
WATHD. Y77 5R, €EDELEB>T/FRAD
MEET~TREOL. AL, BoRME V) R
BEBIhTOIE, 20477 5RATHBRTNVK
LBRMEVIBESERINS.

@ 7/r—vr/HRER, fhos 3202V T 4T
AE-THBIFADIY T4 T 4RI N=T5T
Liz0BicE#ET 3. AARHBRBEMRIRICK-
THN—FHRTTRED S oc & oc (EMICS
N—E YV SEBRERTES. SVv—E Y RECH
37 5 23— ROBEEIET S. AL, BOBk
BiEizshe s v—y 7RBICH HHRICHIES
h, MBOWE] LV REBHFINS.

SWORD s 2z, choDEFVHEK,
KEROLH], AR (BE) LoXMETHS. D
35 b LRI BROEKERESS. T/, ecid
BAZEOBFICHISL, £CERSNIBHRZD
BiICRST 2o kERBET oh3. ChH R,
HIHOD da, 7 AV—E VS OERII XD BREEAX
ERE (R0 ZUEES) OHRABE~ONIENY %
AHE LTHS. TOF4 775 LREM%ER 6 IR
R
B¥icfi 5 XNt sbj, obj, atp FRZTHLLHER
(B, o, B, &), MKk (), EFKE (T, K)
ZRELTNS.

QUEST WETIRCOFA TS 5L% Y v BT
ic fact BXAEEBLTWE. £0RERTIKRY.
[ex. attr (E#/7 5 A, 7 7 %, BiER, REBRA,
a1

3.2 79EREFN

SWORD ikt 2REDP7 7 X3, WRET
3 DB OBEPABERMLTEY, EAMICIIDE
DEFIC, 7 5 AMERBUCHIETS. L L, RDB
R LTHE, #4, %0 5 BT 5ER,
RUZ 7VOBAFEESEDELAD DB BIFiCK-T
BOhABESBEERETEC LHH . LI
DB icid 2B OFAEY 2 —OEBRELLEIC
3. zOXSic, DB hicBIRERINTOIEOE
4 (BR) 2EBTIHET 7 REFNVERLE

RADERHMN
trans(boss(A, B), (4syain(A,-,C ,-, -, -, =), %bu(C,B,-)))
-RREER
RARBE
#B AR
A B
7 [
HAE [ mal
1D | &b | R L EAR. -k
A ¢ c B

B8 T7/eXEFINOREH
Fig. 8 Example of logical view for database.
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®1 YUEIERBROER
Table 1 Definition of functions that appear in
rules of semantic analysis (Table 2).

Tv57474E, 275xC, R#EA

sem(E) EicBT &8 T3%ER.
inst(E)  sem(E) thicB\T, EARBTIEN
class(E) EMET27 35X,
sem(C) 477 5 XDFAIR, TOHKRE.
A TRENGRE (true).
inst(C) 477 5 ZOBAR, sem(C) itBNT
BEOFIBERIEM
ZhPIA TR, ERMTEROES.
sem(A) Bt AT 308,
dom(A) sem(A) IKBF3E®, 7 AMDOEM.
ran(A) sem(A) BT BMH7 7 ZAUDOEM.

E/, event class MBE ENEST Sh3ilai,
ZhEREP LY,
sem(P) BIEP T 2 n 51 ¥RE.

Al7e. BRI, i) BiEsE/2R3ET540A,
355 IFESAER 6% MEEOmBLREH
HEhT et s.

ZOEFNVORBFERS RT. A TRIRES
Bifric prolog @ fact ¥R THRET 3.

3.3 RAIXXMiF

BB OERNLEELZFICONTERS. #X
BITSSEEXhOMES SWORD 0ERICHISS
33 (M4). Thorky v EALEBERT EiICT 3.
HIKZhS YV FLrOBREEhOEKERET 3
RYEARCERT. WERBITORD ZORITLESI,
Zhopy v #r%k SWORD LHBEOHBLER
LSS v — it -» TER LT &, KX &4&iC
NETEY Y FVOREEBECETHS. MR,
M) s 3y v FER, sem(E)=(X=#),
ins(E)=X, class(E)=TH&TH b, BUMTORDT
HEU5 TRECECHA]) Kisd 3y v H#VER,
sem(E)={Fr (X,Y) & W& (Y, %), inst(E)=X,
class(E)y= B TH 5. #%EiZ SWORD LE9ID &
SRS T S BRI L -V ER/2ICRT. T
G, =13 unification Z/X7". unification FRThD =%

[X Y

A {Em ili#;
X ) \Y'/ ige

9 HXIEE SWORD o
Fig. 9 Representation of Japanese expression in
SWORD.

Nov. 1986
®2 ROZUHAOH

Table 2 Basic rules in semantic analysis.

Q=S sem(Q) free(S)={ }

Q=E eql(E, E1, sem)

272U, class(El) {2 name class

sem(Q) =sem(E ) &sem&result(inst(E1))

free(E)={ }

3. E=AC rel(El,e, AC,sem) sem(E ) =sem

4. E=S%C eql(El,E, sem) class(E) =C
E free(S) sem(E)=sem(S)&sem
free(E) =free(S)—{E1}

5. E=SxkEl eql(E2, El,sem) E2 free(S)
inst(E) =inst(E1) class(E)=CLASS(E1)
sem(E ) =sem( S )&sem(E1)&sem
free(E)=free(S)— {E1} +free(E1)

6. S=E$P eql(E,El, sem) E1 free(P)
sem(S)=sem(E)&sem(P)&sem
free(E) =free(P)— {E1} +free(El)

7. S=E#S1 eql(E, El,sem) E1 free(S)

sem(S) =sem(S1)&sem(E)

free(S) =free(S1)— {E1} +free(E1)

[

DFIRE LTI 5 R0—F%EF#ET 5. question Q
IEMLERT Y Y HAUT, sem(Q) HIEERITOH
HTHAHEEFRLILS. ¥, sentence S T3kt
ISU, PERUK#MBENERD. AC BABLLRC
TEKET 5. kiTBMEEN, § IRBRERT. free
X) By vy #AXhogetEh Ty 547
1 DEATHY, FIABIHZVERY, Zhid sem
(X) thiz—BILAJEN T inst(X) Pz v 7
171 DRAETHB. 1, +REAOR, —RBE
DEERT.

W=D ZDDRFEIDNTHRB.

eql (E1, E2,Sem) =20z v 5454 E1, E2
2 Sem ENTETEHMERBEEZLERT. €
NCK>TIN—EVTDPYT 7 5 AT X BBEDOH
X, ZHEbOOEME: [da Diickzz v 547
1 DIFE] BN Eh 3.

rel (E1, E2 AC, Sem) Bz V54541 E1 B
# AC 2 HALTHEONBT Y7454 E2 2R
7cY, E1 &£752 AC KT E2 2BHESH2%
BF Sem ZRHDZLDTH 3. Thick-T, Mz
X TERBOMA] 2 IERBICRTEE] TH5&
MEXh 3.

KP3i2, wh ZBRIS, yes-no BRI, ZFRAC
KBlghzn, BEMARLERERANLXR, RHALE
KT 2y Y H#E%: sem(E)=result(X), inst(E)
=X & U, class(E) Z{ER®D name class &332 &
TH—=n1RLk>TRIFINS. yes-no BOERIXL
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HEABRET. RECRATHIEERR

AE | B P ¢
L
3 S6 S6
S7 E4
l , I mpes 0
SE —— Q2 BAIBBKHE

10 FZORDOMITH
Fig. 10 Example of semantic analysis using rules
in Table 2.

OREREIL result BELZ ATV, TOHA,
DgoRETREXORBICRAN 7474 EZ
EMXiE# L result(X) 2N BREEBEERT
3. Chick - TBOWRERERENEHIST 50
B TRELERS 5.

T~i3] OERDLRAPLBEIRM I v—12 T
- THEITENA.

10icch s v—v O BRI & 2 BHXOENT
PERT. BFEREZOV—ABBRIHIET S.

3.4 WHMiITLAEORR

FHICBNT, ERBITSRENIKRT L5808
BRGSO S 0F ) Va VYV VAT LTHS.

AT & 13 BHMIURITRER B BAID £ VERDA
7 —FTHD, Th% p-info LFF3. w-stack iCid
inst(E), class(E) & ZDHED ORE (£FRBOALF
XOMEEL, RERLLY) BAB. T, s-info i
12 sem(X) MM ENB. u-info iTid free(E) A
5. o-info BB T~EMBERMLTNS. Th
BB ETRAENS.

SWORD ##Bi3, ATABRD eql, rel REICHEML,
engine OERICH U T SWORD %% U LEMH
RET v—VEASREBRO VL — % p-info & w-stack

p-info

| engineffl
SHORDY | SWORD wiyme
1
ERE rulesa
o-info
s-info © ty-info

w-stack
B 11 RIS O MR

Fig. 11 Structure of the semantic analyzer.

BABF - 3R—Z2RBIVRAF LB 3 REKERSR 1076

OHE% if WETEEIKER LD OTHS.

engine OXAXBERRDOTRORETH 3.

@ p-info & w-stack DR\ SAKE—1E
=5

® NV—NBANTETH S9»% SWORD HRE
CEnabE, 87 3.

prolog @ unification 2F|JFILTNBDT, ®E®
ONBRIFERICETEN 5.

N—vD action EIC X » T, p-info, w-stack,
Ve RIROEFHFETD

BERR DS 2, p-info ZBEK T THRAMD,
D w-stack NETH BT ETHY, ThIURNicHRA
ARV — RIS M- e BAR, Ny 2 b5y DR
s, ki, MEHELOKD, v—rBfk
ORIENIICE U REERA L TH 2% check L,
25 Thhidasic fail UESUIEREHO LT
Wa.

RANBRD 2O X HICER, ¥7, TERREEOD
BRI ERBROBEI DO TIIXI9) IKFELL.

4. RRAXOFHH

QUEST {3, DEC-10 prolog TBE®R L, #1 8K 1T
TH5. BIGERRPEBIGEPEBELRI LI bD
<hb, #5200 DEEFAD SIS (K 60% 3, ~
B2 AHBOHBRERFOIYORATH 3). ®
BEARFTARANZ, XHROMY FUBRASERITT 5K
70 OHRIP S5,

7% DB & LTOEMERHR OL¥kWE#E @
REBEEREREL, ESICRTEAXREER, H
BOSEILARE (K220 X)) LEREXEMLE
8, A > DB SHEEHT CTOERM S BLL
T (80%) THMEXOSERIIK 80% TH-7. H
BISE YR T & LTOTAIEEERBEERM L

* 3 ZEuELEMXORN
Table 3 Examples of the acceptable questions.

B M O ox (#) S M
BARICHIRBERENTT > SW1H BRI
HRTRARICED TTH. yes-no EERIX
TREBKHD, F2ANTAZKTME | BEX/EX

BROF=AP TNV IRTEZEDOLEE | HH: and, or
BELFD 0

WIS HREHRSE

% Dk i, i A4
@iz cichh T, BRREH
BRCEORMOFEEHE&ABOMEICRY | SiatBas:

&. GROUP, ORDER
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TR —ROFIRE~OBRIIEETH 315,
XERHTRESTIXBIXD SCHR % 2 1 B0URITTTRET S
D, FLSEERLHFABELEI Oh B, #R
EABFOA L — 2 HH/BRIOXB VR T LM
RERELELS. i, LEORBYNR DB oiEkic
LB EHRBITHAOEER 5 AU TORADEMD S
T¥EH, DB My B FROERHCRBELHESh
TcEEZD. 158, prolog Dax=T 44— a Vil
R, SURIR QBB BERD <2 v = v F OB
HEHEIBIETH D, X5 prolog OBEBHRELI, Y
V=Y a v F— 4 R—-A0BRREBLENE B E
{, prolog I, ZOLSNUYRF LADERREICHE
UREBLERD.

5. & ¥ U

T4 N—2R%, BEAECESKRFATELTS
e DE—HE LTEEEB 50 (SWORD), Kk
BITBBII S LREL, EREFROEATMEL WL
7.
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