AR FLES1E CPR7TERY) 2EAR
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=S A P HH L A BREERBEMEICE D CEKRAY T -2

TH-T

B AKX

i

R ST

BRBERFHRLEH

1 BUHIC

ABTH, ERBoBBRRYRERTAIHELLT,
=2 oIl L BEEMBAEIc S (EER Y b
T2 DOFELRRTE. I, COBREROR UKD
RIEELT, MELAERRY V-7 LOEEEEL
b XRIEROMBEITS.

ABBELERFY V722 ¥R THEE, 2}
=20 - FEOMBREEBOAECL>THETS
LENDH L, M- HH[1] £ THEHI, FRE v b
T2 2K - BAICERT s FkL LT, REE
BLIDZFEEREL TS,

HELHWES HENO-RHTEE LMK
YHETAIENTE LR, BEOHEOHREDER
BELIMRZONZWEW) BEND L. HREEF ¥
A, XEORTAFH, TRy VLo THY
OhE2EROMHELAEORLL LEZ O, FHKE
DERERVROONE. HBELTHVWFETINEE
BTaiCi, 8o 0REHFLEE LY, ERHTRV.
=%, FFER, HorLOFFICHDOE/ERERLE
GRS HILNTE, LROMBORREE 2 5.

2 BEMoELE

T=NARLOMEEGEL LT, BEOKRHEDIL
HEEMOBUDE % kOB FHIREEN TV B, [2)[3] &
BTRERAY M- Lo/ — FHOMEYIR2AH
#%°5, Dagan et al[2] ORIESLMY LAFECLY
HEMBANEL KD 5.

HEMBOERXICHITL 200 FEHHIcEI X, HE
CBRERAT 21707 LOB I — /11X (REK $10075
Ry oMY 5,

(i) HOMERFOBLICHBET HRHEICL o THEKS
Hohs,

(ii) #A&/$H — >~ (co-occurence patterns) b L < i35
i (distribution) AL TV 2 HEFiz 2 0IEIC
e L TERBICD BB LTV 3,

2.1 HEREROHNA

TFRLDIK, KHEGQ KXY HEERREZRD 2.
Church and Hanks[4] (2 X #UiZ, AR f(w,,w,) 2°
A ESVRICHERREIARREL 2D, LoTIZ
T, flwi,we) > 40 L BHFEXHBEOMRLE LT
5 SOICHEMMCHEKFELS) HEMOMER LM
BT5:010, BOKEE w=41 (H2XDOKEL) L
LTARRE W HEHFERE KD 5.

*Semantic network based on word similarity extracted from
corpus

YKeita Hiro, Takeshi Ito, Teiji Furugori

$Department of Computer Science, University of Electro
Communications 1-5-1 Chofugaoka, Chofu-shi, Tokyo 182,
Japan

similar word | sim

medical 0.314829
patient 0.289601
health 0.280356
ill 0.279773
hospital 0.278425

# 1: The similar words of doctor

N f(wl,.wz) )

I(wy, wy) = log, (;v_-_lm

(1)

2.2 BEMMUEOEGYE

HEMoOBIUE IR (i) 02Kk TE, 528
DBEBPEL, FNTNORELEZEOFEIF L oMMk
BNy —r — HAEHREICIHITH — OIEPELIS
ks, .

Dagan SIIHEE wy « w, MOKENY — Y HEE
csim(wy,wy) & 2R KL W EHEL T D, csim i, #
NENDOFEL wlw: w € FER]} &L OWHEOHEHR
' I(w,w) & I(w,wy), R I(w,,w) & I{wg,w) ®
BO2o0ENILRDOLNS,

2ROBT, I(w,wy) & I(w,wy) OWT DR FHHE
ERLLVIGE, csim OIRNE B, 0% ), 2R 13,
SHEFROHEFREOHB R N(w;) °KE 2 BRI
MLUTHERICH . 512 N(w;) id, 3= 2 ToH
BWE f(w;) LHMBRICHE. ZORBLLT, 20
FHEHAWLERE, AEOHELBHEEL OMoBL
B oMM H 5. ZOMMIE, N(w;) KiESHD
EPMB MM - NAEHCLEE, HICHBL 25,
P4z, COMBERELL sim(wy,wy) LRAICEY
EFEL, , BERRDELZRD 5.

csim(wy, wy)

N(w1) + N(ws)

F1IZLOB I —/ Y205 HiGERGHUUE 2 i U724
Bh o, B3E doctor &L DEPIE LAEERLLLDTSH
5.

sim(wy, we) = 1000 -

3 HEMBUECES(EkR:y hT7—-2

okt v b7 — 2z REERES (SLDV) 22— F,
HEMBOEL) Y 270BEAE LTHK SILS. HIMRE
REBEI-NANR—Z N FEORETHLMETH LK
HEE OE B (sparse data problem) % %7, &
RLERAREBETIL VI BMICL Y EHREND,
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}: min(I(w, w, ), I(w,w2)) + min(I(w,, w), I(wse,w))

E max(I(w,w ), I{w, wy)) + max(I(wy, w), I(wg, w)) (2)

sim(wy, we) =

3.1 H#IRREE® SLDV

HEEHE LDOCE[S] mErkd 7 Y —i2 BV 2 HIR
iEXMK A TH 5 Longman Defining Vocabulary (LDV)
#% SLDV (Subset of LDV) %3k 5. SLDV id LDV
2@&%05BHTK$W6U)ﬁﬁﬁ@&%%ﬁb&
W, (2) BRESE %, WRAEMGRICH D EASEEE kHAT
5, (B MREELMH IR, EWHIRBEITH7 1,691 7
DERRETHD.

3.2 HERXy bT7— DM

WME+Hs4y b7—2it SLDV 16910/ —F &,

—%M%F&8N8w(ﬁw0/1/—F) DYy
Polb . J—Fw b w; ¥RV VOB k; 2 H
2. ki B osimw;,w;) EFLV. EE - FiiERE
FoZ LdTE D,

4 SUARIEIRODIHH

TXA ORISR L -F Ry b7 -2 LD
EENY -V o EShD, AFICBVWTHETAX
RIFRL L, 7FAPOABERMTIHEBEORETH
5. _

4.1 Xy FI—-IDOFEMEE

THEAPOADR, EkAvy b7—-2 EoiEt+ 5
- FREEI AV —2MA AT LI > TERTS.
THFAMRRBRINICHECERAICI—F S0, EEI RN
¥—-tLTABEh S,

ANBICHET S — FicEBbo i v ¥—%2mz 3
L, VY2 ENLTRE) - FIRERMMERTLI 2
oTHEBNY—UHD{bNhB, HBH/—F w; O
Wt 41 2BV B a,(t+ 1) KD 220X D> HE
0o,

ai(t+1) = a-a;(t)+ Li(t)+ Ei(t)
Li(t) = > a;(t)-kii(t)
j
a /= FARBOEMORTEREYK
ai(t) 7 = F w; DIEEE

L,‘(t)
E;i(t)

V2% LTw; 25260 5iEH
HEBH S w; IZx b BiEH

4.2 XERA~XI ML

HHRFTOER /Y — ¥ P(t) 1t, Bk oBEHKE
Pit+ 1) EEERIZT. TobbiEtE/ s — i3, 0¥
MEFRINCPE, MEMICRRL TV, B4, MY
F—VBOI DX R - MARHBIE L TR L IR,
FDORALDBED S RIHR & R 3.

Bt IKBY DAY b7 -2 OEMNS— 2 P(t) %,
#/ — FHROWEH a;(2) (1 <i < 1691) 2ATHRS L
T 5 1,691 R~ 7 PMICE D RT,

P(f) =’ (ﬂ] (t),(lz(t), ceny a.-(t), vee s 01,601 (t))

SCT, W ot b t+ 1 FTTOMOIRIGER
LA ERERD ) —F w; PEOFHMOTY

TPk 1 B ok D, OFEREHERTHG L
THXRAY b CHBBTOLI 12 P ALl &R
5.

P(t)+P(t+1)+---
1

+ P(t+1)

A+l _
¢ =

4.3 Imﬁﬂmm&

%6T#xbu,mﬁ¢%tkbéurﬁ% pd Tt
JPWVICEREND. ZHLTHONLIRAZ brvo
KTERIDI b, max,,.(z{,f{‘ am(K)1) E%B /= F
mid, TFRAPMIBOTROEANKIS, FLRRLHEGE
MENLYETHE, F4it, DL ) L HEITRON
BFERBLTVLEWIRERBICE X URIFHR BT 5.
EHI, TORREYTFFIAMOKRBARPLHEROER
BT LiCtoT, 2v b 7—20RNUHERHT
5.

5 &bHUIC

ARTIRIY, o—NA»LKEY - kR L FEC
T hit LABEMBEOEICE SV LERLYy b7 —2
EWMB LA A, BRLR Y b2 LoigtE sy —
YORBEDPS KRR P EBER L, RIGFHR ML T
AHFECOVTHR . AFEIR, EBROMKICESH:
BRARLIEET L LT, AR LHMEL LS. 4% X
512,

(1) & )R Y% BIEMBIE DR

(2) MBRIEROL X

(3) X0 ABML T — X 2OFIH

(4) EDR StE#& ORI

HERAL LT, PEETFHORIE, XHOERIEOHE
ZEICALTWL,
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