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Fig. 1 Relationship between post interval and evocation.
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2: TM-LDA DK
Fig. 2 Configuration of TM-LDA.
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Fig. 3 Configuration of MCNN-LDA.
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%Eﬁ%‘g’&?@ﬁ_ EMTE, TOMEZ Ny ZHEHOE
EEANEABRTILLTD.

3.3 Markov Chain Neural Network - LDA
(MCNN-LDA)

AFHETIE, =a—F)xy vU—27 (BT, NN) 12k 3
REBEFETHET NV E2HETSE. 2FY, X2 OREERT
FITIZHIET 2 E212, NN 2@H32 (M3). Zhitk
Y, NN IZ & BREEBATHDORID AHEZL 728, Markov
Chain Neural Network -LDA (BAF, MCNN-LDA) &I
g 5.

MCNN-LDA 1%, TM-LDA & bR TEFIVDOFRFMED
BXN—FOAVY N THB. £7, TM-LDA TE T D
KEFEHIN (FEYIE, MY 7E) D5 L RERT
Hd7D, TNEIETDEZ EIZE RN EVSGTSE
5. %7z, TM-LDA TiZAJT A L5 B D581 AW
—B B EMEHRICH DD, AT —RDFIRMEIZ R
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BRI EEREEERZTEDZ L ET N
DEEREFE L DES. MCNN-LDA CIEAHT—ZD
BRI R <, AT =2 U R IeZ2 H- I AN E
W 592 22T, flc0RREREHERSTSIZ & NAEE
LRZEEZLND. 72, MCNN-LDA Offilfy& LT,
Za—IxY NI—=2DOHHIENEY IR ML (R
5 THEIBENRHD. DFH, N (3) 22T HEN
Hd. TD7d, HIEIZIE softmax BIE (X (4)) %E
AT2BILT, FPHUHEEZHERERIALE LU TRADEDT5.
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xR 1: RigAET — 2y bOT— XM
Table 1 Data details of FKC corpus.

PSE S| 2015/03/18 - 2017/03/12
a—HE 64,196
FHARRNRT T —2H 2,965,783
BEy 77V 87,780

& 2: MCNN-LDA D/8T A — & F5E
Table 2 The parameters of MCNN-LDA

NI A—=4 1

JE B &ARTEEL K-K-K
Optimizer Adam
USRS 0.001

TE R B relu

B MSE

epochs 30
IENYFHAL X | 64

FET S early stopping

FTHHBELBRD., DFD, TS DTHIFERDITHIXINGE
BSTHT & UTHS Z e WaJRek 2%, F£7/-, TM-LDA
LRBRIZ, MY VBB BLSHOERKR L AR
T ET5.
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4.1 EEEfHERET—4%

#1147, HMEBRGHEICHW R ERHET -4ty b
T—REMERT. AERTIE, BRFEEDY3~1000 D1—
PEGE Uk, /-, FE{EH - B3 - Mo iz kg
DORENI—FE2HE U2, XSHICHIMEE LT, BT —
2, ANy TU— ROBREL AFOHE, ([EHEEED
hEziTo/. "t

4.2 MCNN-LDA /85X —%
AEBTHFFUEZNN DT RA =X %K 2ITRT. KE

BRCIE, BIENLEORXY NT—JFHW. BB, K
IEMEY ZBTHY, RERTIE K =200 &L 7~.

4.3 FEAEET—%
4.3.1 PWN-Evocation
ARHGER O E A P L2 T — 4y b L
T, [7] ® PWN-Evocation (BA'F PWN-E) %\ 72*2 *3,
ik, 2B TEAN U7 WordNet 2 FH W 72 S ZE D A
TRy NTHD. TONELLTIE, HDHFE (eg
job) M5 D HFE (e.g. potential) 2T IEENE O
M5 100 DERHTAIAT ) VY IDFFON TN EDTHD.
F72, TOF®RANELT, 0: 28I, 25 i
N-EEBEGERH S, 50 - hREEOBERGERH S, 75
HNERRA D S, 100 : BIEICHEI NG, ERBITE
5. F/, ETF—ADAAT AR AIRT.

*1 528571, Python3.6.7, mecab0.996.1, gensim3.6.0, Keras2.2.4

AW/,

http://wordnet.cs.princeton.edu/downloads.html

317 OMET — R TERBOERET o720, UL KR
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Fig. 4 Score distribution in PWN-Evocation.
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Fig. 5 Score distribution in Japanese Evocation.

K 5: Japanese-Evocation

R UARRTIE, OAREORMHET —2 Y M &FH
LTWa 720, FMiOBICHEORRNBETHD. £0D
728, PWN-E WD HiZEIL Weblio BAR* % VT HAGEIZ
EHLU-0b, BHEERIZLDEBIEEITD 2T, HAGE
%Ento)%ﬂf/) ‘)”21]1’371 'f)it, %’E?ﬂw)ﬂaﬁuuﬂiﬁbflﬁl
—DHARFERFEIMO T 5NZEGEE, TNHETORY
TR EHELU~. F/2, LDA TIEE MY 7 I 23E%R
C HEEHBIMER NG 2 55 728, BEEIXHEE BB R
ERDNEY ZIZHETEEDE L.

4.3.2 BFRZRET—5DIRE

431 T, BEFEORET -2ty MERA LN,
CNIFEFEOHE T — 2 ThY, HAEI—IINANEH
HINAZBEBEREESTYFULRVARERHS. 22
T, #hE (BT RFERA 3H) ICXDHAFEORE T —
4 (Japanese-Evocation, AN J-E) OfEi%4r>72.
#L 7 — XN TiE Boyd-Graber 5D L% SEIZL, 0 »
%mowﬂﬁfx:7uy7bt.it,ﬁﬁ&Y?—&
DHFEL R DPERHEEL, FHHAMT VR TV & DI AR
a—r AW NER—=2IGEEL, 190 BEOHNS TV

LIZHERART % 2,000 #H’ﬁﬁlzb 7)) TF—=YaveEiro
_.WWLKLEQ@EZ:7QE%I5_FT.

4.4 FMmooO—
(1) HS5MU®, PEY W EAMTHEEE (topn) 255 L
FTENEKETD.

(2) FHIATRE B A T 7 — & B 5.
(3) MEBOBREAVE FHT 5.
(4) FHIFARE T — & 02 3 7 & bl U FEAiE 2 B 5 2.

*4  https://translate.weblio.jp/
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% 3: PWN-Evocation 1235 ) 2 k5 L

Table 3 Accuracy comparison in PWN-Evocation.

Method p

LSA 0.090 + 0.026
™ 0.028 £ 0.028
MCNN 0.027 £ 0.027
LSA&TM 0.125 + 0.028
LSA&MCNN | 0.122 4+ 0.027
ST 7 — 2 5K 1007 + 66

3 4: Japanese-Evocation (25} 2 ¥ E LR

Table 4 Accuracy comparison in Japanese-Evocation.

Method p

LSA 0.174 + 0.030
T™ 0.219 + 0.008
MCNN 0.192 + 0.007
LSA&TM 0.293 + 0.025
LSA&MCNN | 0.281 + 0.022
FMiT— 2% | 825 4+ 145

AEBR TR L LT, [7]11] TEHVSNTNS
AT <V OIENFHBEREE AV Zhld, T —4
DAAT DR b 272D TH2. FEEEVDOEY
X, NYY IEBRER p(t)t) IMAT, NEw o RHE
HIBUER p(wy|t1), p(walts) Z VT, X (5) TRDZ*S.

evocation_score = p(wi|t1) * p(ta]t1) * p(walta)  (5)

4.5 ERER

EEFER 2R 3, 41R9. RERTIE, LDADT VX
LERZEL 5 ATOFMED T & R 2 RR LT
W3, FDED, KEITI LT T — A BN ET B D
LIZEREINSLD. AL, BRTICB IR FEROT—
RFFA—Th5. £/, PEYIEIZ200&L, bV Y
B 3 MiEE RS E Lz, 22T, [7] O LSA % A
7R ERAN— 2O BMHTFEEORTERE U, REF
#2f (TM-LDA, MCNN-LDA) ¢ OH#EREREZRL T
WA, MMAT, RRFPIECREFIERICEZFHHERDOT
VYU TNETo R ESEDETRIRL TS, A,
RERFETEHTHEIOMEDS -1 25 1, BEFETIHO
NS 1DMEIZHIBRING 28, TV Y TIVFETIEAD
T EBU/MEO - BKME 1 OESYLET o728, FRIHIE
OMBFYI% & S/ AT 2 FH- R FHMEE Uz, X561
X612, J-EIZHBWT, BME topn (MY 7N B BEE
EREETDEN) 2105 100 DHEPHTEH U ZBROKERE
HidER %2 RT. INOOREY, METEILZ LR
TIZFLR Y 2.

PWN-E & J-E OHk%E 35 &, £FMIZ PWN-E 2513
B PRSEIMENZ b, Zhid, MBI R A
UTF—ANEARET—ZTHY, FliHT—& & DIz
SARYFRELZEDEEZONDS. FHIRETET
X, FPHIEEN O IZEWEE R->THY, ZHMTOIN

5 RNEw 7 NEERBERE O ROVEEIE, AVSEEEYET
VAN DME T U722 DB E T 5.
*6 5k, HENTIE TM, MCNN &g LTV,
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#test data  ==—=LSA —TM

MCNN ——LSA&TM  ——LSARMCNN
0.4 7000
0.35 6000
0.3 5000
0-25 4000

a 0.2

015 3000
2000

0.1
0.05 1000

HTest data

Top-n

6: Top-n DE\ T & DKL

Fig. 6 Accuracy comparison by top-n difference.

FAMEOEZ#£ 22, HER—20D LSA 2L 2l Tk
DOFEBBVFERTH B Z Wb hnd. £/, HAZEOHEE
F=RIZBWTIE, REFELIEDTE L FEE L ED
WBELRS>TWD IR hhrb.
REFEBOLEL2 T2 L, 24&KIZ TM-LDA O 5 H
MCNN-LDA & VBRI TH D Z Db h 5. TM-LDA &
MCNN-LDA & A TEHEEE DM THEEMICEETDH
D, HEEENERINDIGEIIRIBRADVY MDD 5.
7272U, MCNN-LDA TIXANRITDILIRIZ K D A X F—
REMETZZLT, KO~ DREERZZERERE
BOENDEREEE HB I L IFEELTE 20,
WRTFHEERETFEEZ2 TV VY IV U EHERE AL &,
PWN-E - J-E Ofi A CTFHKEE DM EAR SN, K J-E
TIEAXEIBRBER EARERATES. 2N, BEOLER
HIZTRONRER TR, RO A B RIZIROIREFIEDON
FORIBHMAEDIB I TRELUZSIETHDE EEX
bNd. /-, HEFE2MOMTHIET S &, BEkET
WZBT 2 FHEEDELEZREZ S SN TND Z & il
NTX5.

M6 &Y, BEETIVIEET VYV TIVET IV 2T,
TG OLBEMASR RS Z 2 Ahhd. Kz, kT
HERETE 2 TIE, Top-n 2810 1T X THREEOMWIEH
BETVWLZ bR, Zhid, REFETEZEIEY
7% &) XL KRHTDHEE WERHEE) IXHEERBERD
KEVWED, DY, Top-n 2/NX HIBR U ~5a 2 Hid
INPTLLAY, ZOHEZEL LTI TREY Y
%R B HEE L IXEEE RO EGES I P g < A&
52¢T, MY IRERIERINAMIZENTORWATEE
MEREZ LIS, ZORIZELT, XNG)IK&Y, HiRE
BHIETI TV EEZILNDN, TNEITTIER+HT
HBENVZRBEAD.

4.6 EXE

4.5 HiDKERTIE, MRFHELBETFEZT VYTV
U7z LSA&TM-LDA 2R U CHRBKEENELS B &N
HERINEZ, Zhid, BEOLENREEZO G AERE
MAEOEBZETHREL-METHEEEZOLNS. L
MU, BEFEIZHITS LDA OFEOBIZIZLRER %
FALTHY, BEFEOATE LEBRE HEHROF
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FIDEND Z & 2 AL T2, FRIDEN D - =R
EUT, LDAIZES T2 LEEHRIIA N EY VN TREMEL
THY, FEYIZHOBERIIEZZBOVTVWBIRETET
X, TOBEHREZIDHTIENHELUVIREETH 2D Tk
BWheEZOND., 72720, HA— MY 7ERBDLEIX
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