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Abstract: This paper proposes a novel unsupervised method employing large amount of unlabeled text cor-
pora for all-words word sense disambiguation (WSD), which requires to discriminate huge variety of senses,
thus unsupervised methods are desired to avoid constructing costly sense-labeled corpora. Given unlabeled
corpora and a dictionary, the proposed method bases on the coherent correspondences between word con-
texts and word senses, and finds the all-words’ senses that maximize mapping density in context-to-sense
product metric space. Experimental results confirmed the efficacy of our unsupervised method by showing
the reliability of disambiguation if sufficient variations of word-types are provided in similar context.
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WHENTWDEDE TRICEDWTEHNTEI AT THS.
WSD # 27 OHTd all-words ¥ A 7 1%, WEBRMEMEY DXt
FEREOFEICREET, GRoNlTFA PPICHBEY
LI RTOFBERRICHERLBINT L5 A7 TH Y,
T2 A SREUEIEH S 5 720 O S G & LT
AL S EAFfE & 4. all-words WSD 134 A7 OWE &, &F
FEENL TRCOFEREZBEENIEHRIIG S L L, B

L7 b ZERHIEES T — 2 2 3 v 7 Senseval /SemEval @ %5 all-
words ¥ A7 Tl&, 2~3 OHFHFLHF, M 5,000 iBEREEHT 2
LN, SHEPONEE @EOIYRY) HEE W -2
V) ELTIRESINDL Z L. BHPOEITHVICERAIC
MRLTEY, BREMEEEOTI2Y & LTRSS [1].
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s I AEWH 2. S HIFERO ST & T R 2
(N R o I N S % (I QA []m.zitf
Mo, maRbRiE#RT NV & 3 — S 2A0REEE 2
RETLHWD N FETIEMZRACZ EgL <, &
TR A L7857 LA S AICHIE S T & 7.
TEE AR A AN L7287 L WSD oSl 2 703, 7
FAMPCHRFE? S —EOHPICHB L T2 5E% Uk
FEL L, SUIRAE L M REEOREFRBERM OB T, FEFRSCHORED
B, HHEE T OFERONE S 7 S1230 CEIRIHE
PEZFELT, RRAITE2E5ZD5EREROTL L0
IbDTHD (1], [3], [5]. F7o, FEREXRIET LI
ET ARV, 7F A MO—EHIC NI 2 E 2 5
2, XR=Y 7 7 REa b OFLE @M LT, KiE0iE#RE
FIEEHESE T 2R % 5 [6], [7]. =9 L723Ei% L WSD
DYATIIZEE, WMAEIIZIET 5 A M CHRED S —E#
PHICHER T 256% UIRFEE L TR 5. 20 &) REE
1) 7 SUIRFEDSEEBRMEREE O F-05200 ) & LTHBTH B 2 &
EHOPTHEHS, — T, T, % EHEN R RGEC
RETHZLIEWSD OIRAZHOLERLLLTE S,
FEE R 2 FIH S 2 AT IZE 0 hICiE, FEOSHIBLT 5 L
HROMFE B % KRHBL T — S 2 Sl LT, BEEmak
DS 2098 h 5. McCarthy S 1EFE D5 AP %
YRFEDEHR L L, sEXROBRNELE LRI AL T
F W FEFR (dominant word sense) %?ﬁm?‘éﬁf%fm
FLTW5 [8]. Agirre b IIF4FE IZHBT 5 EBEO
HREEE Vb1 12 7”%%%:1—/\20) ST FEAE 12
5 kﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%}ﬂb\féu%%%mt, ZORER, FAA
MO T =5y FTEEBORET VL LD b E
WHEREDSE S N2 E A RELTWA [9]. SRhE DK
eI REEOMBIUR AR D O TIE AR L, Lid-T
WSD O )i e LTIRESNZZDDTIE RV OD, X
N7 La =N Ah 555N 5kl w2 FFENGRN— A D
WSD IZHENTHAHZ EERBELTNAS
$mifi,kgk%#ﬁ%&7«»&bﬂ—ﬂx%ﬂ
M5 238 Lb\fﬁ(ﬁfﬁf‘ L all-words WSD S % $8%5 5. &
FEE, =SB BEEOHBIUR £ EZROMIEO T
CEVORIICERL, MEOEMBOEE ¥R K(LT S X
D ZFERI %2 Koo B 2 & TRER OB 2 M1 5.
REFIZOWT, KL TR cili~s, F9 2%
T, MEEVAEHT 2EZROWEIIOVTHERS. KIC
3ETIE, Lo EzEFVE L TERLT L. 43T
X, 525N72T— %A L) EFILIST X —F Ziwits
LHERIBREL, 5 ETE, WIRB L OFERIHFE OHBL
FEAHWIREETVOFEEICONWTEHRNL, KEEY
SemEval-2 ¥ & all-words WSD 7 — % v MZ@#H L 72
A FEERAERICOWT 6 BTl S. 7ETI, REED

MO AT L, Blis LEEOBELEL, TNV L
I =N AREFHAEOEREUGETREEZ Z 2T 5. 8 Hd
FXDFE EDTH 53,

2. BEOMHE

RETIE, 7 L all-words WSD OFA700 ) & LTAR
XEB T AHEROMEICOVWTIRARL, R, 7
N7 La =822 BnT, flc0iED, HBIURY 55
FNOXIILOAXH 2 BR GHeoF L F0) ICEAL, H
= FNAA DI —NRATERVWFLFINIEOLNLZ L,
S b BHEU L RIS BEEFEA I L 72
BRAFOZERINET A, 2O L) IR % BRICHE
HY 52T, BRERHEHICHHT2F0500iEE, W4
FEITEE OB % RFECBRET 22 &%, TNVl
T—=XAPHREICHH L TFHHT A EPTREL %2 5.

72 21X, “Exotic plants ...”, “Exotic trees ...” 72 &
DX EELI—=NADVG 26Nz T4 (K1), XHOD
FE “plants” (21 “TLHE, “REYT, “BXET OFERDBH D,
COXIBVTWTNOERTHW STV S DEIERT
HL. FFRIZ, BIOTHORE “trees” (213 “BIAR” & “BHIk
" OFE®AH Y, BHRESH L. ZIT, 200 L D
\Z “Ezotic” (FRMED) OBz 2 TH ) MBISUIRAYEL
TWhLIExEETLE, FBORELY 2 DOFEILFESR
WCBWTHOEWIHLT L Z IS, FEFROER
IRV o 2 EEEO L) 1252 6h b L d
b &, BB “plants”, “trees” DFEFRMBEMD 9 H, H\NZHML
L7-5E5%Th 5 “fily” “ﬁ?k”ﬁ FNEFNL v 6L
WERRTE 5. 2D L), FELFEROLILPERT,
% DINRAD HIF T NOFERAE L 2@ TE %<
TH, T—SALRTHA DFELFEBEROMIEZ T 5 2
LIk, FLEVDORVWHILEFERTE 5.

PR L7 F &£ F ) DR ST 2 0EE, i
(11 IR B, FEOMBIIRD S AERICEI T 5 1 E

RO B

22 “Exotic plants ...”

“Fxotic trees ...”
FLED
RS Ti(plant) |

224
Tt (plant)
BEAR (tree)

R (tree) 1% (plant)

1 FEROBERME & 22 E OIS

Fig. 1 Word sense ambiguity and a mapping of metric spaces.

*2 7ok 21E SemEval ® WSD % 2 7 THW 51T & 72 WordNet [2]
DOHFE 3.1 UClE 11 FREFHOME (synset) Trlfkz &7,
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3 ORFCE, PR CH D K [10) OB & SE - LESE
725DTH5.
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%, HADEOHI (L 2% v R) 1 LTREL:D
DTH5. HhilHEIEH { FTOHADOMEINTD 5720
HARTEWHRZ ¥ A7 45 SIEH L 728 E 103 EE 235
TELRENLTLL RN EVI LTS
A (12], FIROBHIAFE THE SN b WSD IZBW T3,
Bl % BT AR EAZEDL LML ER S,

EFN

BB Tl R EFEROFICDF EF YV EETIVE L
TENMT 5. 2XMLITHV AR50 —E%2H 50 L0
R LIORLTBL., WE, BEREHEEONEEE N B2 O
BTN LTF—5ty NEIEFES X = {o}Y, &
$h. x; 13 FHOBERMEMENRETH ), UREF-
724 OFEOHBTH B, TNEND o IZOVTHET
BE SN LERBEMOELEE S, = {s”} LeL, T4
kbem@&wmr%A%G_{&ﬂgtﬁé.:
T, HRBlG LS HETHELE ) ST L

DEIUTERIETHETMRNTIA—FDH%E O LT5 (O
OHNFEEHBTH). @A, 2 ETIE LMY [HEL
7o XCARICHIR S ZEERRISED L 2 BIR 2 852 | IS DR
FEIDE, TNV AELTF—F vy b X LiEkER S 255
AN EOEIE L 2 RATERL TEHIT 5.

-

[
-

—

L(®;X,6) (1)
= IHHZP(SijlxivSh@)p(xiasijp(—ia6—1’7@)
i

ZZT, P(sijlz,Si,0) %, 7 LAEROBEM S, 5T
A—=F @NGAbNIZLE, ZOFER, DLz OB
sij CRBMERTHL. T2, WE, H5IRFOFE 2; 12
Lo THLakF sy WRINEND EFLEERGZ, —OH
(z5,8i5) TET. TDEEHK (1) D p(ai, 55| X-:,6_;,0)
3, o STy b X L XL OFEFRGH 6_; B X

®1 ABLTHVSEREE
Table 1 Major symbols used in this paper.

Hzonar—% X, 6 ILMT 2ils

BOWH ([ A Y R) OIEFEE. X = {z ).
EE%@%FE%%\@J“E?%/FT. S={S}N,, Si= {Sij};\i‘l.
X 0%FH EFEHR

Si DEFK (z; E’E%ﬁfﬁ‘%%ﬁ@ﬁ)

2 DOFEDNREHE T 52 5 BHL.

s 2 DDFEFROBEREHE R 52 5%

2z oz

Q.

RDZZVETFTNISNT A =5 @ 1T BALE

® EETNINT A =% O = (m,..., N, h).

T b DREEN sy TH LM 1y WO BDBNT P,
h = ANV DOINRS > Flig £ 5T/ Y Pl h = (hy, hs).

K SR & BIROIIED J1 — F OV EIE
R =R VOIMHFAIE,
£ LR

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

PO IZHEDNT (g, 8) ETFMT LMEREETH L. T
b HAFRIE, IR & DFERED B BEIRAN OIS O %L
WMifpiz LEL LT, IhaximKfbT45Z&12L51) WSD
BT L.

Z DI E L leave-one-out XML TER T A LETH
D, % x; OWERNRY =49 b sy IS LT, o Dyto
BTr—58 X_, POMREECHEL, hEy—7 v b sy
WZOWTHBLL CERLADDTH L, TNV RELT—

FIZBWT I D L) LREMEESA R I, all-words
WSD TIREEHDBEMIEICL > TR R LINLTHY, 2
DIzDH UL 72 RICHB T 2FOMTIE, &5

DkFEMiT, POFEORVCEEERE LTHHATE 25
LThab.

KL T P(sij]wi, S;, ©) DR ZER, €T N/XT
A—=5 O DEFZRELTH, NI X=F m; LB

P(sij\azi,Si,G) E’/Tij (2)

I/, o DEBBRBEHOBRLZ I LOTRY MV
m = (T, ..., ming,) ERT . my (3R E L TORIKEME
Vi Yy my =1, BLU, Vi,j0 <myy <1 %727
T GRAONIT =Y DOHET HODVKGHLOHN TS 5.
m WEE L, ZOHPLIHERRAD j = argmax; 1 &
AR5 2 & CREROBEWRMEZ BN TE 5.

EZAHT, KL TIEUR E EHROBERIC
L, BB (2, 851 X—i,6_;,0) ZHET S, ZNFET
WSD DSEATAIZE TIE, 22 ©SOR % 4 ) BRI STR O
AR LIS LIRIRGE LT & 7245, FREITEERY 72 355
KL LT OB—HTH - 72 [1]. K0, BEEHICH
E SN REFERD, FkimeMeraTLzbo
THhY, Zhwz 8k Zr T en@ed, 5T
BAL—ALMHE RO LET S, 20X RIEL B
< — \-J: V), iﬁ)%ﬁn En%ﬂiﬁfﬁ <I¢,Si]‘> Li, iﬁﬁitf:i
MR BT 2 B OFE D FEFRMGE (x4, s) &L L TH
RICHME S 2 Z LS RE &L 22 B AMFIC X B HESRBEREIER
XTH5.

:_O)Tl'i

e & OE

(xiasij|X »n6_;,0)

:N_ ZZP sirjr|xir, Sir, ©)

/¢Z y
Ic(xlasljamz’vslj |h) (3)
N ZZTI—”/’C Liy Sigy iy Sity! ‘h) (4)
~i 55
ZIT, N X 0BFER GEo) #£7. Kixkk
TEHRTLV I AT =
K(xia Sij7xi’78i'j/|h)
1 d® (@i, x)  ds®(sij, siyt)
= TN exp|— oh.2 — 9.2 (5)
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THY), hiZZDH—=ANDINT A =% h & hy ZEEN
CELDOTERLELZDDTHL, B, TOREEFOTET
WIRTG A =213 0 = (m,...,my,h) THETS. X (5)

WZBWT, dy, ds 3ZNETNLRBE L UFERISOWTIEH
Mfﬁ?%'—?;iéﬁj-%@ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁf%é”. F72, hy, hg 13X
Ik, FEFRENZNOHENIN L TRE bom S 2 H#Hd 2
IEDFELBIST A =5 TH Y, LIETII/NY FiFE 5,

AJRANE I — A VR [13] DR TH 5. — K%
B — AVEESEEDRIN T — 5 2 LT A HETH LD
WAL, AANIEREOS 2IKEHEHRY) 22 HE T
. IO, BiETARHICHESRE S5 2, B L TF
FErfEd 2PN TH L. FBRRF (v, s5) \SHEET
BEEL, MOFEO MR LR ERE (2, 505) D3, Tl
WEZ < HHIIEEL 5.

RETVICE MG 2 RAAICK 2 1R d. BEEm %
)R T S EEM LK LoORT, UK - L D
1 RILOHE L CRRT 545, ERRIZIE 2 1O HEET
HERI%EL di (-, ), ds(-,-) TENZENE T HHBEZERTH 5.
NG 2 ODMEEERAESL ERZEMTIE, »2FEOLH
&, M W OFEFRMGAH & OIS, 5 k% #E o TR
BNZIERABFE EO M EOETHY), Kb ~EP3F}?Z§0)
FTRT 220813€) L2 THOBET 25 e R L T»
. WIEEERTEED S EAMIY S KO R S 13fEROK
E3xkL, KOS, S EBICIASABR O S LTH
DFESE, EETERMIT SN H — RIVDHHET 5 %
EEORESEERLTVD

ZOhMEE T, MloRE LFEFROMIGE Tl 5. X2
IR L2 RER L, “Frotic tree ...” OXIRTHILT 5
il “trees” L X DFEFRMBEMTH S “Ttﬂj(.” B L “BIA”
EDOFFIFED CAMFE R L TWD,. ZOFMEI, “trees”
EHWL LIRS T 2 BIOFE “plants” & FEFRDITIEL

”

“Fxotic trees ...

! - e,
“Ezotic plants ...” e E@a‘— (BTN TRX—%)

SRR e
ZEfH]
SR B
Ze
W
R
lant T
(7m0 tre) (plaft)
it7 PN
(plant)(tree)

2 dEosE (F)

Fig. 2 Extraporation of mappings (schematic diagram).

4 OF) HMEEIESOIR - B L DBk A ARDIRESNTEY (1], [3],
ZNSFATIIFRIARTR LD 5 . FEE OIFFAMEE 2 F W 72923602
DWW 5 BTN,
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DY) B, FEERZ BIAR? 1LV HEY L OMNIBERD R

ST L. OISR ARFFAIE Y — AL DN F‘ITIEL:
AT 5, N FigE#YICHEET 52 & T, T

“plants” @Eﬁ%%’%?(ﬁ] L&D 5 *ﬁf#ﬁﬁ!ﬁﬂﬂxtﬂ@
LD & 912, CRRE %75‘7(3 7 2 Fh OE AR
12, “trees” DHA—INPRELGZ VLI T LT
EDTEL®S, ZODXIHIT, RETIVICL BB,
FAPIEN G- 2 BREFR L 1 — 2V DN RGO BT \ARLE S
Lz, F—¥+ty Mk L CRBR#ELT 5.

4. m=EAt

Hzohizr—=4+ty MOFLET VST X — 5 & il
ft322LT, 7—% 1y P OEBEOBERMEREL IS
b, Wi A= 0 1k, XK ()ORELE, v, T
DK ZME Vi 3 miy =1 DT TRAET 22 L12k > T
BoONL. ORI SRIDMIE, F7F72 V2D
REFRKEEZH VL L, &2 OHBGEEITHIET 277
TryVagE N ELT, RO G LD L L
TROLNS,

©* = argmax L (6)
e

£=£+ZAZ-<ZW—1> (7)

XN EMBLTCVL=0,BE, N\ #HF L CEHT
L, NTRX=8 O DEEF ™y, hy, hs ITOVWTLTO
X TREEIHREONS.

w ij
Zoy R+ gy Rl

Tij = 7 (8)
1+ Z}jHR
1 i
b =5 Y Ri] dd(aien) (9)
i,i:,j,j’
et jV > R AP (s s0p) (10)
i3

222, RUTETRSEIEH (v, 505) 1T D (2, siyr) DI
o= (responsibility) TH V), IRFLDOER 7y, miryr
AEBLTCUTCERT 5.

o
q(i, 5,1, 5") (1)

S Sy S a5 7)

q(i, j,i'5") = mijmig K(2i, 855, 0, ivjr | ) (12)

i’ _
Rij =

2T, X (12) 0B T & hPEENL, D

S EA OFEDEMAMEE, BURL TR WEIDWEED I — b
Lo TRE SN 2 EZFLTWE (3 BIR).

6 b9 1 ODOHIRISIE Vi, j0 < my < TIZWIRIGICIE D 2075,
B4 5 EM OBV T I OISR INDL 2 &
X, ME L (8), (1) 226HL 1 THS.
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(a) BUIRAE

TABRIEE
ZE[H]

(d) WIMREED ST

3 EEER AL

(b) IR E

(c) ILHIRTE

HEFEBEDR LR (K

Fig. 3 Word sense disambiguation by maximizing mapping density (Schematic

diagrams from pseudo 2D data simulation).

72, () ~(12) BERERKICHE>THBY, ML
RaERDBLZEDNTE ARV, 2 TEM #: (expectation
maximization algorithm) [14] Z#H L CHsfF %KD 5.
EM %@ 58, UTFTORT Y Thbkb/857 X —%
SHTLIEATE S D .

o X7y 71 #IEAL) 1 XT A= OMPMEE, TRTD
i, JICBIT D my; & by, hs ICRET 5. my; OWNIMEIE
R OBIIIC Lo —MERE L, my — 1/M; & F
5. XWREFEFZON Y FIROMBIMEIL, Zhzhol
BEZERICBIT S T — 4k FOF 2 Ry L, SOk
DNV R by = N7UY L dP (s, ), GRFED/N
Y FHEE b2 — (5, M) S, s 0 ds2(sijs00) &
LTt s 5.

o X7y T2 EXTYT) I NT A= m, hy, hy D
BUEDME T, $XTD 4, j Iz THIERRY,
AR (11) Lk 2.

o« 27y 73 (M7 vy 7) I BUEQORME R, &M
T, R(8)~(10) £V FTRTD 4, jIZHT LT A —
Y mij &, hy, hs EHEHT .

o A7y 74 (WRHIE) : LELFHT L. b Lfolx
g & AR TREDH SBT3/ S L o TR DM,
BB\ VIIBED KEBFUTE L 7257857 X — ¥ FHL
MAELET L. 29 THRIFUEAT v 7 210K T
2RSS 5.

EENIZE, A7y 73 MAT v 7) IZBVWTHKST

A=FRFUTOL)ICHEFINL. FBHEMEE m; 135X (8)

£ 0, FEFIH (2, 815) DEDEED 2L HOWFD 5

Y
ZXEVEN)
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BOBEHRTIMES R TWRITE, $7, BHECHLEH
DEF A B VAR TINEL TV BIEY, 526N 7—
FaRboLb 5 LIHBT ARG E L TRHVIERNTG 25
NB LI ICEHSND. —F, RSB L UFHED N> FIg
hy, hs 133 (9), (10) X, B dy, dy ZRERO5I
BT, EBICEE LA T A IR O 2 Fe g &
LA E)ICHEFEND.

b L7285 A — & SEHALELC & 2 FRFEMEBRIEIR Y O B
ER W LT 720, 2RI —27 1) v NEF OB T —
AR E MM L., COoBTFER 3 B D (a)~(c)
RT. E 72, B3 TRO (4)~(0) 1K1, RO GRS
FT MR 7235 & B IR L7e (PEEERIR IR 1213
EBORME—H i), EEOMOMKERR /T i#57,
T B BT SCIR BB 22 B 0 2 /A NS AH Y § 5. AT)
T—S W N=5FDT—5ty hEHHLIZbOTH .
FEOMIZBWT, FNENOEOHBIRIE, 7 Ehs
AT HANHOS 5 ROBEM TR L7z, FERKFEOME
&, 1245 LMEORHOBRIZ—HT 5.

EM O RBIZ LY, § T OO & 7 — +
VO FIEDSFEEHEE SIS, [ 3 (a) OMIKAETIE,
MBI TN Z N AR 5 AN T VA, SV F
RO DT 2 Fell |2 S0, BB T 4 —
ANV E LD, MEREESE e AEE B, R
B O IZEBRAE & LCwa, [ 3(b) 1 7 [HDS
I X —F FFHHED o L PRIREZ R L TW A, N2 FIig
I SORBIC BV CHDB L, 2 0RR, SUREIC 2 50
7 IAGHROD TS, B3 () /57 A — 5 LT
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DOIREE (25 MEDOTEHAHET L72IRRE) 2R L Twb. ¢
NTOFEFRMERRE, EHEOFRRIGHM THio T1 72130
AR > 72BN TB Y, 2B CTHGE L sEso M [
LU 72 SRV B 2 GRS L 723k 2 F5 0 ] 12489
LI I 5 REDERMEDTTRTHH I NS,

CDEHC, REFIEBOEOESRH 2 MEIEH &
HDHZ L TERMERNET A, 4B, 7— 5 MOMEIEH
$7 7 7/ETHRS) L DWHETH Y, WSD DIEATHIZE
IZBWTH 7T 7 R=ADFAPHEEIRE ST D, £
) L ATHIZETlE, 79 708ik%E AND 5 »IdsH
TTGADA VAT VAN EE L LD, ok z
L, RN — 2D R TIE, WordNet DFSRE - 1) > 2
S LI LIEFH SIS [6], 15]. Sh b IFFEROME
(synset) /i 356277 7X—=AWSD THhbh. T—/%
ANR=ADFATIIZETIE, Wiz Eime Lo 7 72w
%A [16] RFEOHMBIXIREEH R ET L7 7 725 H
K[I7) PRESN TV S, TS DOEATHITE L 7z E
&, WEHEZ, r970HEIIATE A GEFR) O
DRFE IR SETNL TS TH L. IKFGEHMET
% Ji7 & L TiE Mihalcea DIEATHIZE [18] 258 545, i
EHART, REDTUIAL Z R 22 B U A R oM &0
TTHH ZEICX Y, B EAER S 5 #iPH A fsitd
DHEVFFHTH 5.

5. =&

RETIE, FRBOFHMER THERE L HEEEKICO VT
RARD . FEATHIZEIC B TR OFBLE & G O FE
% [AEICTH, all-words WSD & A 7 IZ@H L7261 & L C
I¥, McCarthy & DFIFE2H 5 [8]. £ T, T L[ ULH
LB 2 AR b vy, BREEIC AR L CHBERI R dy, ds &
Fe Lz, 3, UROHEME & LT, MURFERR
BT A ETHEHUEZBET 5, Lin O5AELEE [19]
VD, ZOSMEUEIZEOHMILT & BB TIdR
{, BORBZYVETOREPETH 5720, FHIIIARFERE
TIRHH L OEBRERE L 35 WSD &idk bk
WA, T SAD B EE LEUE Z STV &) Fi
Wb, —F, BROBKRMWELEL L TlE, McCarthy
5 OFHi [8] The d RWIERED HE ST % Jiang 5 D
FEMLEE [20] & Lesk OFBE [21] 2 V5. wiE OFLLE
&, MaFHECBT20HBEORIIZESCLDTH
D, BEFFEISUIHIAT 23O —NT v TITES D
DTHAH. THHOERNFELEDFHAIZ1E Pedersen 5
® WordNet JEEE /S v 7 — 2 [22] 2 FIH L 7-.

SAEMEL L OBERWEUE 2 B L LTHW A7
W, d(-,-) = —aln((f(,) = fuin)/(fmax = fmin)) TER
U CHBER S 215 5. 727201, did dy, dg DWW TNAh DM
HERZTH Y, f, fumins fmax FTNENICOFBEZRIEL
L, TORME, WAEERT. /2, aldT—F Ly b

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

(FTAMEY M) IZBWCPF 2 FHMES 1 22 L 9%
D LIEHRBTH D, ZOIEFLIZE VST FIE hy, he
DOMEMEIZORIZ1 L7425,

SAREUE W COREREZRER L2 stk b %
W, FEOHBIZ & @ leave-one-out A EMAE CER Lo LE
L%, FBEORRY)ZHAE LAMEEICEE L CEHET
L. I, FEOFEOHBEToRICd, =0 L% > TN
¥ R hy ODHEEBINZNA T ADP DD D %S B0 TH
b, F7z, A (4) ICL2EEOREICIE, UREHO kK
FTEIZHDL N —HRINVDARERNL, TIIIEHE 2R
L720THY, 72/ 4 XADHELRL T WA EME O
WAENTLZETHROUEDPHETEINLTH .
INOOETZ KM L 2 EBOFTERD T E RS, £7,
K (4), (8)~(11) 2B A 32, & k BEBHORLY
REVCBRE LAY, o CRIMET 2. 22T, C Il
St wy # wi A {wy,wiy € NP 2F L, NE 1wy, wy
DB EDEEL =MD kwiEETH L L 7
HERTOEGZHRT. 72, BHE L AHAOEHEIZ X
D, X ®) DD 1 L, K (9), (10) DIEEN &, FEB
DEHFOHEACE S MDY, ZTheh ) Rl
) RV L4 b,

4,i,7,7" s.t. C"Vig

7,4 s.t.C

6. FHE=EER

FREIC &L % all-words WSD OVERE 2 5FAfi L, #fifize L
FEEHRRAN— 2 DFATIHTE LR 2 T 5.

6.1 EEREM

FREHELERE 7 — 7 ¥ 3 v 7 Senseval /SemEval 232359
%5 WSD 7—%t vy b0 b, AREGICHERS I Tl O 3
ZE all-words # A7 17— % & v F i SemEval-2 Db DT
b [23], SOTFT=Fty PEKRmLTIIHV., KF—
Fty M, FANTF=BIOZNEF— X1 7D
BF—=05%5b. FTANT—=%135,342 35 GEBIZDTW
FTNHUEN) DFFANT—=7THY), 5 LB OXF
AL 1,398 7 (4470 1,032, BhFd 366) Th L. HmT —%
270 TREDTF A TH Y, HAEUEDOFHEDOAICH
Wiz, TAMNT—F, BRT—57ELT L=V - TF AL
LTERAMSNL720, FHEGIEICLERFROFIEL & i
DEHRIE, RASP 78— [24] 12 & 2 HESCRATRE SR & 0 1572,
WSD MRE DL & X 7 DBEIZHE, ¥ X7 TR
SNDEF Y — )V scorer2 & v T WordNet #53% (synset)
D% T —3 (fine-grained measure) |2 & % W L4
HEFHlis 5. V= VAT A RIEERE 2 S ),
WHRFEOFER 2 REWICOE T AL, Xa 7 ETh
BT HEROVTNDEZERT LA TE L, BEFIIMEE

*T SemEval-2 TIXHFE F A 1 v 2 xlg & L7z WSD OFHliA 47 H
n, BE N AL 07— PHwLR7: [23)].

1074



BIEF=EmEE Vol.57 No.3 1069-1079 (Mar. 2016)

ETNTH D720, FFIZHS B WRY LT TIZA a7 &
OREHNICL Y, FREOTXTOEMERITL, i
FELE m; OEERAITE LTS LCEHE L. Ky A
JIZBIT A - EEROERT, HHRMERLZ EIZBT
MM EREITELRY, A0y =5y MIZOWTH
JTIDORFDL & B X HIZEHL L7267 v M AW
SNTHEY, HHEIHEMHEEILEDLTOAEMIILS %
V., F2TC, DT TIEERNICHEGEORILEEKL, ¥
A TERLRT v F v FHEEIZ R > T D HREO A% IR
. 4B, HAEREFHEOEZ, WL TH L mEHEE
REAFEUIORY ICL Y, FEFROBER L WordNet 75
BETE LDl LIllbbDTHA.

FEER ORI OFEI, WNREE LT EHFO 2O
DT —=Z T THAICFAT L7z, 2hUE, SRIO%EET
EOCNR B - EMREEE L D R 2 BFIMTIE ORI &
%o THEAERAMIEAEST, FRICEE T2 B8R 2 W7
DTH DS, 15O NI24G - B OBERVEMRINR R Z Fik
MIZHEE L Tscorer2 ~D AT & L7z, & - @i & & EM
B0 AEFHE % 500 [T - 72 RAE 2 YUATIRAE & L CaFii L
72, RO BiIEEE, 5 BTl L IS ARHELE [19] ©
ki EaE O BRICHRE L CHERLT 5. k OfEIZ 10, 20,
30, 50, 100, oo Z&Efli L7z (k = oo TIIHBEREIZIRE
Y, HUEIEONDL TR TOMNLREL OMEY v
). EMREEME X LCIE, Jang 512 & 28U [20] &
Lesk |2 & 2FME [21] # v, ZHENhofER%E “JCN?,
“Lesk” & Eil T 5.

AHGERR O HiYIE, FEROGEM L BUESG 2 b5k
BCHEHRE AT V7 THAF— 4 (IREHE) OREE
FliTAIETHD. TOHMTIE, BENE Y AT AN
A FFE L 727 A7 Ny F~v—2 LDOERIE, L9 L b
WMTE R, FITELLEHMOTIE, A7V Y7 AF—
LDORT 5 2 DDFATII R FEVTFEREL, RIELE L
REZ LT 5. B 5o 1 21, McCarthy & D51 [8]
TH Y, WRFEE OSHEPEEDS k 5ol OREDREZAE
T, AL & BERIEDE OFE OB T SE
DFEFFEME AT V7T 5, Iy EERE L CEHMER
Bx “Mc2004” & LTRYT. ZOHEERYNRET L
M HEE T B DOICH L, RFEEITRTOXGREEICFEE

8 BIOMHEEE EET LA THIUL, Wil Z LG E ST AL E
Eev, 728 20X, EEHT ZE0uitE—E#II MBS 25O
g5 1 RN Z VR, ShE KRBT — S 2B 5D
RCREE L THE LN 2 KRN PV [25], HBWVIE, &Kif
DEHFEREEE L TR ENENT 7T TR ML [26] 2 &
DML, MmFDRL LFEOMTHRIFETRETH D, KiwLD
TREEEE LCRHT 220 CTE5. F/2, HIRIEDEOE
HUCFI S 2 Bt s d% i & & OFRIZ%E - T b 720 Jiang
5 OFPFE TIEAUREZEAY, FRRSCOBIBLE TEEA T 5 Lesk i
WEETHIE, RFDsRL LEOBRMTIFHTEL. b
ORI & HRIEEEE VWb 2 8T, RERICBLWT LA &
ByE OFEOMERNE & FIF N T 2 2 5T RECH Y, Sl L
b—E DG - I OBREMRINCFIHTE 2 TRIED S 5.

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

e (AFHEE) T2 M RARDENTHD., ) 12D
4, Patwardhan 5O 5 CTH 5 [5). i, &
FEORIRICHE L T a EEOFEL RFEE L, 215
SRR DOREFMEM & OFRNELEORME A3 T L LT
WREOEFREWET S, 277 LIOREEE LTS 3513,
i 2 FiEICAEDETT ALy P THEEICR->TWS
O EAT, ZORHIFERE “Pat2007” & LTORT. 2
D7D Mc2004 [AAf, REFZ X RET LMV IEET 5.
Pat2007 & HARZIRELEOF I, SHRFEOEFR % [
HETHHE, WROEVEZFIATL2HTHAS.

6.2 ERER

P & Mc2004, Pat2007 OHEHZEEZE 4 1217, K
H, BEEPLE T DO/ SNEEXEZ 7 — b A
oy T SETER L TURLAEZLDTH B,
K H1 o MFS (most frequent sense | f4HiEF) X, 7 A b
Ly NEEHOT = NRACBI A REERTEA L2 &
DN=AF A4 xR EL, ¥ A7 ORNEE 23] L iz
HL2bDTH S,

4(a), (b) OWSLPR LI, 3 FHEOMRIINT
b, FIHY 50K kil B B R R B 09 JE AL EE o i 1)
(JCN/Lesk) \ZHAFS 5. FRISOIR b A fah o 12
LTI, BBLAE>10 T3 Fike AT OM
AR ONIz, T, AU OKETE, EEE R
DL D ) A ZXDPFELRLT WO LEZ BN, ik
REHNLCHMAT %2 & CHERMEMH I GE I NS,

3FLEDOMRROMM W HEMRIIER S5 L, FIHT 28
PEDSZEMIC L 69, REFMERRZE L TREEIZLD
Mc2004, Pat2007 % b2 EgEATE S 7z, 3 FEOMERE
7213 JON, Lesk DF&MFTRL Y, BHETEINS (o,
COEBE LT, 2200 RLDF =Ty TEFET
B O R BEDS, T ol B BHERT E) L
DS R S Z T A IR EE o2 EDHEZD

(a) JCN JH{LE (b) Lesk LI

» 1 | MFS MFS
i 1 05r 1
R
o
0.4+
O L ‘ ‘
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000

SR kIR EEE SR kI G R
4 BAMEOZR T 7 A% — L L OV

Fig. 4 Comparison with previous studies for scoring schemes.
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b, L7eh->C, BUBICEY 2 ERALZmZ 52 &1
£, Lesk DM THRESUEES NS RN H L. T
(23 L JON @& Cld, 2RI LD Pat2007 & T
BAEICEHOCHEBRPE SN, REEICL A RAEOHHEEK
($ JON/k =5 OE&MHETHES R, FHEIZ0.508 Th- 7.

6.3 SemEval-2 &Y X7 L & DR

BEDT0, FEFET L D i BIERE & RUBEIERE S SemEval-
2OBMY AT L [23] LB L7:, REFOMWRKIZS 25
NDHMEDEFRIHAEL (6.2 1, N4 H), HEMEREIE
JON R—ZDEWH#EE k=5 FET7 4 V5 L7z
WREEHE & DA T, AR Lesk/k = 200 & DALE
HTHREOND, WERHRER 2 IIRT. RIF TV E
T=NARFIA LR WY AT A (HhiliZ L/ HiER— A R
TAL) 20Ty M) ERLIZ. “R?, P id&eT A
My POFHELHEAELZEXELTEY, “Rn”, “Rv’Id
Y, BN ENOBIETH L. IO [23]
I “R” DIlEE LTh b, TORISRT LIS, R E
D BYEREE, SemEval-2 O#filiZe L/ HIFEN— A AT
L, BLU, MFSRX—=Z274 yOnwihzd Lio7z, —
W, WEMETIE UMDY AT L% THE- 7.

7% B, SemEval-2 @ all-words WSD & N x 1 »#n %
TN ERSINTBY, BTy ranizs A
T L, FNENICHENZ: N A A s g 37
BERMEMEN HROICHAEDE TS, e 2IE, 161

#F 2 SemEval-2 IV AT 4 (Hfifize LoA) & OMREILEL
Table 2 Performance comparison with the top five unsuper-

vised systems in SemEval-2.

JERE BT AT A R P Rn Rv
- RBEZE (XX B) 508 .510 .525 .462
- MFS Baseline 505 505 .527 443
1 CFILT-3 [27] 495 512 516 .434
2 TreeMatch [28] 493 506 516 .426
3 TreeMatch-2 [28] 491 504 515 .425
4 kyoto-2 [29] 481 481 487 462
5 TreeMatch-3 [28] AT9 492 494 434
14 TIITH2-d.r.l.ppv [30] 422 424 456 325
- REE (7—2Z ) 410 .412 .396 .450

15 UCF-WS-domain [31]  .392 437 377 434

— Random Baseline 232 .232 .253 172

0 IS AT DMERMERRN 7L, X% L, —EDOICIRITE
fRAEMGET & BEEREOET, FRFMEM O RN 2 EMRIZT 2o
TIEME 2 T 5 RO . A LIREHEE, SOIRBERE,
FEFEHIAEDTE D ICPRE S N D SRR A2 M TR A Y T A &
W) BTN TS 5. IREDIEIE S S ORI —E O IR
BRI L e \v728, TNICRS S, TNV La—/XAnb
FTHEDY &R biER KECHB LTI A T&s (2%
BHR). B, REBERITFTA My MCHUCEHELZDD
THY, KEa— SZAFHEOMEEFIEAHRORETH 5.
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» CFILT-3[27) 1, 79 7 X— A DWEBRMEME 7V T
ALe@HTHE, o0 LoFEE (WordNet) (27—
Y TMBEEEHL, WRE XA 0T =N AZT T
ENTRER ILCEHEUTHD T 7 I ERFIRE L T, B
HRE ORI H 2 T> T b, 2, 3, 5170 TreeMatch [28]
(&, Lesk BBLEN— 2 QBRI 7V T X L % 58
T 50, Web BET3TB DKM RN X 4 o LEF— %
YRR L, MElEEZUENOBEAMFTICFAAL TN A, 4
AL D kyoto-2[29] IZ WordNet 77 7 f#:#1Z Personalized
PageRank 7V 1) A 4 [32] #3#@M LT, UIRFEFEORESR
B2 O HWCICEEORCEER T RO 5. £OB, 72X
ke MCHHT 5 EROIRFEIANR T, L0 KB
KR T RAA 2 3= 8D 5 5 AFPE D k il B3 % fill
L, XRFEE LTHWTWA, 29 Lz KA vk
EOMAETIEY AT LERROYFH AR TH Y, REEN
DEHOTHEE ER .

7. ER

SemEval-2 7°— % t v MIBIT 2 BRYFEME & 3R 0 EN &
AL, REZICL DG LAHOBEMEL, TNV %
La— "2 REFHEEOMRUETREMEZE5T 5.

7.1 all-words D [RIFFEEBRMEREEHTIR

KRECIX, 4 BTHEKXMNIRLZETVOEE (K 3) H°
FEBEDO WSD 7— & THREFRICEI S, F20E LWk
AERT H7OICEREE LML T 4. £9, miEIZOn
TEWER R T A 720, 6 EOFFMFEEFER LY EM ED
FAEEHRET/NT X =8 DEALT BT 2 fi_7z. R
PEALT AR 2R 5 FBRIRT. 75 7O MR
RETIE, FESMERIERESEMZIIL T T1/2,1/3, ... Off

FORER

AR

X
Cis]

—. At

FLA D —

I I I I 108
100 200 300 400 500

MAg
M5 EMPEORMEIZLZ8T 2 — 550 (LEDOH)
Fig. 5 Parameter updates by EM-algorithm (for nouns).
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BIZH D05, FAEIES I, 172130 0wvahnric
o T, 77 7O KAERE 500 TIIREFRMERDZ
IFEAIC1 F20I0LTEBY, BIRMITHRE S/
CEWgnh. FTz, K5 TEROT T 71, N2 FliRZE
(LT 2872 RLZ2ODTH L. EMOHERNE, SR N>

Fig h2 HOHBE %, Ao, FEH%/ N> FiFh? H
DHEZRLTWA., ZOFT 705, ESELIZHEW
NV RIRDEAHEE D, R E T E )RR SN
CEMFmARNG, TNEDEIZK 3 TREARMITR L7
BELTFETL2LOTHY, W 2 BIHREMIEBIEDTSE
B WSD 7— %+t v FCTORERTE 72,

KIS, BROINT X —F OFAZFHEHD, FEBIZE LWL
FEHOT L) ZTHMICHEREL 20 2 MRS 5. FERIE
A= ANVOMRLIEY EMECRKEEN T 2R T
&, EIREEE BN, LD b o &b S LWIRFIICHRE L
THWEIMET 2 X1 LT HABIEENR TV, &
D EFET WSD DIEfF= b WiERICTE S b EifF S
5. ZZT, KiEOMRRKOERGEMHEZ AT % LTH
D35 TG % KRS L ifTv, o h T
NERL IR ASE U T B 2% Ji_ 7. RGHT & RETD 55
Wik, k2Vh& <, R AMEHEDS RN D v 1
¥'—2 (JCN/k =58 LW Lesk/k =5) Oftbhi, k
AREL, LYMAN OB MFCE 582 € —
27 (JON/k = 30 B X U Lesk/k = 10) % 43#1 L7z, 5547
FRAE 6 1I2RY. 7T 71d, KAERZICHT 2 HHED
ZAb%, WM - RENFHECR L2 DTH L. &
B, WRNEME =T CEmMBIIC, R AaT7EL
TEBHRGEHELD LI TH L. ZOXDS, FERKY
B2 T S PLEREFEC D, FHEERIEE W LT
fEL, SN T kT AAlng. $4bh, i
FHEI X B AERTEPARER CTEE LWiERT o572
DICHMIHEREL & VWR 5.

(a) WERIAFA
0.5 0.5

(b) PRI

——
~

S
©)
P
Z
S
©)
P
Z

B
B
|

™
r#
o
e
r-i
o
7

0.4

0 500 940 300
K& K&

6 EM EORMEIZE S %) R0zt (40hni)

Fig. 6 Performance improvement through iteration (all POSs).

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

7.2 HAhAh LFBEOEES

RETIE, FLEN L 2HH % LSFE 08 ) @18 % 54T
L, NI X=FWHOBMEMEICOWTHEmT A, R_ED,
FEOMBL CCIRMEHE) LRE (BRI DOBEROG %
ETFMET A, ThUE 2 BEBTHBRRZEROMWY [z
IRICHBLT 2 5E I ER Z F oA S 5 | 12D N T
WBDS, 0L eiEIER EZ T — 7 o it T 5121
TR HEOT I PLETH L. FFICEBOGA T ET IV
b3 5121%, FBEFREMO+S Ry Ve EEL, F0
OlIZA Rl Y, B AEREH T HORLVEE T+
G TNT BLERH L. b L, BORL) 25155
CENTEY, HLEOEEICHEYT A EHEIEDREC
WMo 723 AE, EROGMIINA T AN L20, 8
DEEESME T4 L FHEINS,

WEEORZ YD T v & LS, BiES—TL XV T4
WCE->TRHETE S, T, EFHTARRVEY weV (V
FEsE) L4 AL &, HEEN—TL XU T 113 20 TER
ENB. 72720, H|p T wikEORLZVFEW € V ICET
HLY FUE= Hly =~ ey fuy P |w) logy plw )
THb. I THREMNSHE pw|w) 1%, w DFEFEI T
Ew OFBIZL > TIRESNALEERTH Y, HREEL
T p(w'|[w) o< 325 Doty 2o 0 400 5585 5)
THZOHN5.

HEEN—T VX274 EEHOBEEICHE» S 2 0%
6 BOEBERN LS L2, HE—TLF o714 LIE
fRRER OFRRMER DL OB ZR 7 1R (AR DA,
JON/k=30). {7 LB 7T 713K 1~100 [0 H D%
LEDOHRMZ/RLTBY, TEDZZ 713 101~500 [AIH
DEALEOBME R L TWA. A 100 B ORiHE TS 5
TR TWEDIE, M5 0oFEMHLY, BBEL4100
[EFEEE TN RIR2SR L, MHEMER S 2 #2557 <
NETHAH. WT7I2BVWT, EFMIHMOBEHES T 713

150 ‘
B 1~1
ol B2 1~100
1E
sof
7 4 AN,
60 80 100

J# 101~500

IEREESEIER O (RH)

0 20 40 60 80 100
SEFRED =T L ¥ ¥ T 4
B 7 HFEN—-TLFTT 4 ERRRMEREOZL (ZFAOR)
Fig. 7 Correlation between learning reliability and word-type

perplexity with SemEval-2 nouns.
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ERFEHROMEDS LB (ELWELL) So#HTH
D, THMO KT T 7 RIERHEROMEES T L%
ft GE-o722AL) ORI TH L. BHOKME, M7 41
D B, W= T LR 7 14530 DLk & Bk
EVIETE, ZLOKRECH D TI%HIE LI T L
7o Lo, EEHORL YT Yy LB R
ME, REEE T V% L7 — 2 I L CTRIEEOR
FEPREE VR 5.

—J3, 77 7 OEMEIIH D, HiESA—-T L X T4
A% 30 il &N EVFETIE, FEITFVEO, KED 101~500
EHEATNY FIEDH SN TWAIREEIZBWT, ELWE
(LIZAIRT 32% £ /NS &, 2B OEEEAIRNFER & 7 -
7. B, TOXIICHENR—T LI T 4 HEVEEIZD
WTIE, BID T2 g — S A BRERL L 72 SOIR I
THREXIMH LT =%y MBNT A I EATHETH
b, FMZEY 7T 7 HMEE L FEO¥E OEBEL S
b, WSD RN HESND LHIFHETE .

8. BBHWIC

KEAFVEED LIV R La—AxMHALT, %
5% 2 M OSHEOERERMEZHENET S (all-words
WSD) FRERE L7z, _EDL, T —/XRIZBITDED
HIIR EFEFROFICDOF EFVOREIZEHL, MHD
EREOEEEZRAT 5 L) ICHERN L nEd Ro b L
THM 7 LD all-words WSD #3239 5.

SemEval 77— %t v M & H\W72FHIEBROERN S, 1
FHFICEY, RSB X OERAFELUE % FIH 3 % Jefrif st
EHRTHREDAEICYHZSINDL L 2Rk LIz, FEE
YR E LT, BUIRICHBT 2842 ) EFH5ESR
W, TNV L O — 8 2720 TETENED B B 7 Y
NHRETH A Z L ZERMIWIRL, TOLONET—%
oy MIZERLZVEISART EHETY, 4T — 32
5NV LTF—F ZBINT 5 2 & THREDIA LA S
N5 Lraah~, Hhfiz L L LToORFHEEZRLL.

R TlE, CIRFEEE & U CIHeEiZesE L 724k at = % Fll
T & D ATEME % % L7725, ORI & o IREE
B [25], [33], [34] 2D L HURETH Y, FFfi & SR IX
A OBEE LCTHR Y fA W,
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