R E N

1

R C®

RONBEREGERAIC LMD LF, BR
E%&mwrt(aazmmcameéﬁiac
tﬁ?%%@ﬁ,ﬁbiﬁﬂ,%nmﬁﬁént
XIRICHKIE UTRIED A v — U 2T & T
EB3D5TH3. ch 2 REOYPEE (efficiency
oﬂmwmﬂt@$.bmb,coctmmmm
Ko TEMFTLLS & L& sic, —DDHKRH
DPOWBOEMRNB OO TULES &5 Mk
(ambiguity) OEREIC 75 3.

72 & Zid, “They are flying planes.” &5 X%
%zraxé.coxzarmeumﬁm&mu
LTW3.1 03 2 K LTHB D, 2
na@r%neumAfmamﬁmfaaulé
VIOEKTH B, XRICK Sl
OB (Z DX DRTIC, (a)“What are they
doing?” % 3t i3 (b)“What are they?” & 1v5 3¢
BBEERELZTHE ER).

xmvm,amﬁﬁmﬂmm%ﬁﬁmﬁwt
BEREOMBENE DL S IKHEbDIUT &7 ic
owtﬁﬂ?%.lﬁm,ﬁxm.ﬁ&%mMﬁ
(constraint) ZMF{L LT T &ic & - THEBK
é%ﬂﬁbiﬁtTéaéwoufﬁﬂé.&f
i3, BEBR X %MIF (preference) LI iITN 2 b - —
VYRAT4 v 7 RCK>TRIETEF R IC>In T
#—~4T5.§t,ﬁ$zmof,§§@%$
ﬁ%,&%ﬁébffmm<.ﬂnllﬁﬁﬂm
mation monotonicity) EFERIh g & LTz,
X%KioTEmTéNixruyﬂmiﬁ%m
wf&ﬁ&hé%iﬂiﬁmm0005ém,%
NEXBRTIEMICOVTE, 4. RT3,

t Ambiguities and their Resolution in Natural Language Pro-
cessing by Katashi NAGAO (Sony Computer Science Labora-
tory Inc.) and Hiroshi MARUYAMA (IBM Research, Tokyo
Research Labora!ory).

Tt (tk)‘/-:—n‘/t:';—ﬂ#»fx‘/zmxm
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2. BIRICES SRS ORK

2.1 MTAYZEMIA & Mk =
AV —F L ZAREELBOR LMD
B S, BESOMERRLEELSDD—D
ELTEBREIN TR, Lz, Kuno™®id, T
REBXEICE S FIDOKRID Y 10— i B0
T, “Time flies like an arrow.” X 5 7537 45,
AR DER L D 613 3 0 iC B O BREE 15 MR A5 5 %
D LERLT.
CZTHR, ROL) SHHMAEEEDOELEF -
T, MXMBRSOMESELITA LS.
S -»NP VP
NP—PRON
NP—DET N PP
VP-V NP PP
PP—e¢
PP—PREP NP
COXHER, 72& 212, “I saw a man in the
park with a telescope.” D & 5 457 THERT 3. %
HDiESICHALEIRAE (PP) 12, 21 & D il
®zﬁ(N)¢Mﬁ(V)%ﬁm?§5tbw,&
§<@mxwuu&3wﬁ&¢5.cn§waﬁ
AN MOBKRE LS 5. TRABIHER, NE
A O E T IR - T, 2:@8b, 58Y,
148D L2 THL D™, £ O¥F)i2 Catalan o
a@un,aa%&ﬁﬁwﬁmxe—kfﬁMT
3% Lfcdi-T, k= DXETHEZ S XD
FTNT@J%X*%X@%%EH,$Kgiu
U (intractable 73) P& 3.
C DL IIMTH) ISBRBE & DAAE IR
X%me&wxéiim&%§mﬁ%w5&
%WMWM%O%KwHE%Eﬁwﬁta
m%@¢?,¢WﬁM®%K;OTOﬂ.IE.

* B MIN L bA &< RABX—FELTIRELL.



Vol. 33 No. 7

2%, 3MOMEEE-T-. 2O bic, 28
(CREH) XER, HRODTFBRTVITYXL
240 LD OHRSEOMRICBLTRECE
BXhT&7. Kuno KX BEED/ —¥ORA
Pk, BRSEOI T L UEANBHRIIOV
TELOREMLEN TR LbL, EBF
ORNICEBT 3% OFKZORKI, FERS
(- £ 213, BREBESUREBHEBTH P L
Ap) IKHot. L L, TOMICIEX BER LS
Wk SicT sl & Tk LTOricdS
R REM TS ) ETREANRLD, L
LR ARREESMT. LEN-T, TOK
5 RHR ORI, BB S OMMICREPEHK
RN EBEL- T EEXS.
YREBSGEICE S SEORIMET 7 v Y
X3, IV 7 ORRRBEI L > TREMNIC
5 L. Ehzhid, BEIORTVWBAOTLE
<H3. —BRHEIREEECOVT, Xok
XxnD3FOF—F TR TEETNVT)Y P N
ﬁﬂéﬂf“éﬁ,l®i5ﬁTWﬁUXAuj
T OMIARBBELCERT 5D TRIEL, ¥y
yxn-METHATEOT, SEHAKRMTED
6@?55.%§%6CnB®TWﬁUXAm7
0y 53 vIEBEORITOIDITEZ >hrcdbo
Thy, Fur 5 I VS EBEORTTRBIKSE
IRy -V TREEN 0T, MBI
ot —F, BRSERFTR EXROB
BRIEMRDS ORROSOEMY B I RINELS
e, BXAOKROMAEHSRRIKNEE
R LL5.

2.2 MXMHNNOMEL

Kuno® DERD b bHEEEI NS X 5 i, ME
KAV > TR LTATT AP BT L
3, AR E > THRERNTH BT ENALHE
R REREDNRBL TEBLETHE. TOEIKL
IR HANTVE S CT BICR, FIXE
N B +RCEBCTECEBB—THSD.
#- & 212, “Look at the pages of the book which
are written by him.” &5 X T3, ®o—H %MK
BB BT LICE > THIRSEHBRTHLHT
x5. %/, M sh\ichER~<5.] L0
SwTiR, REHFOARAKY, HIEOERE

% 72 & 2, UNIX c MM S h T 30— « J = XL — S yace
12, shift/reduce OEUEKS ML LIz & XIS reduce FWMBT
LT, MEHEOHBECH B LTS,

HREERBICBY MK I LEORH
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HESHRY EBERFESLV) T EMERIE
Arxhconid, TER) Brahvic] icks
BT RICENICHBR S, BIRSERSTC
ENTES.

cokSicXEoMItEEDTHLICE, ¥
BOERFEEOMIN LA LHREMNT &0
KBS, HcEELOR, BHEMEE BN
B EORRELDOESBHTLEEI»ENS, B
BEBETE S LTAOTHRMIL (subcategori-
zation) DM (- & A, “seem” i¥ to RER%E
BEELTESN, “wouk” BEDLEL, DL
1R Thb LA,

Mary works to make money.

Mary seems to work hard.

LA TODOXIEEG B to REFOREIIHES
BTRRMEOERISNIIBES L RETSE
BONIDLBTHASD.

TREBXELEST, AREGEORE TR,
EEE, R oRE CEITTY) 1,
REBZFRBEELLTEDLEILSTRELR
.z o, XREHBGEELE LTI ERK
TR RO ERD T &5, LHRIKE
B, ERBESGETVREICI > THRABNT
w3,

2.3 BEREILZHIN

#mp “ball” LS LRI, (FKRILLD)
H—nEND EHEDIEHIC, BRIV RKH
3. Licts->T, “The man hits the colorful
ball” @k S LT REPOEBKNHDE S,
SR C MO IR 7S TIRBBR S 2D AN
v, b L, EESH SOCIAL-ACTIVITY T&
vy, E—wh PHYSICAL-OBJECT ©&% b, Lb»
L83 “hit” b PHYSICAL-OBJECT %ZH#IE
KEBENS Z EnEROERTEZOWTVR
2, COXRELSRRTES. Zok5EHE
EMEOMOEK OB AKICHT 5 5M1E, BR
SR (selectional restriction) EFFIN T 3,

BREBADRENCE S 1K, HEDOEE
B BRA 4R CRRREAEETE C LB
KEIC 5. REREOKRIZ, BBKE ORHD
ﬂﬁ#éﬂ?ééﬁﬁﬂ#w&éﬁ;w#,mt
Vo T, HBWBOMT VS HEICH—RIER
CEHOEERREREX 5ORFRICHET, X
FAFEOIDAERTHE. £CTHELORE,
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FEWIC KM+l SM+EORMKE R, S
BERRERANB L LICNE. 1EAil, +v5
RS LD EASS + 57 1 V408 tol 4
M BEORERLELN F ST BW,

ERRELMH 5T 208 2R ENICT I,
BRURRE OBAEMICHBHTHD, 31-
TOLDRUBERHMOD I THEL. L i
Vo, 1LEZEIROPMD “pen” (RIBFH D~ Y,
TRBHLE OEV) DB X £ BRER T
BH L& &9 372513908 1M O D535
(BBEYEDBKEOI/NE 0 d, £E) BUET
H5.

a pen in the box.

a box in the pen.

7,

My car drinks gasoline.

Personal computers never drink beer.
DX, HRETIETPEE O3RN HIRR 4%
REBTENDEOTHERMBLETHS.

2.4 BARE (FBEMS)

ANSNEREXAMPBROBEVIFOXTHN
X, MR (sublanguage) Dk > REZLFWBE
BTHB. D%, DHICKE LB AR
2DTHB. 1cEAid, BRERY X5 L0EH
L ORERHVIZKIIPI TH 5 Taum Meteo™ T2,

Rain occasionally mixed with sleet today.

Changing to snow this evening.

Highs 2 to 4.

DI %E, HANCAE LN - 2H TR
FrLIcRR, BRIODBORRES2C 2R
Zh L.

MABWEREANL TS, EBERTHS L
IRERBARBMOFEDRNET B2 LT, B
SEWOLTCELTES. Eaid, BASECS
3 BRVEGOEXEDHWIZ, BICE Linbig
TRV, ROZIBTETSC EIERK
BEDT, CchEhmnsheEs s, FEZRZ
%ﬁli@%ﬁﬁb‘fxb‘fﬁéic&’\"cl&ﬁé’21(#56(&
DT ENTED. KETIE, “of ~” EWVSH
BRAN2MAYE, —DoLRAALESTSC &
B —RIZED. CokSi, BEOSHERT
BRBAETERRIIIGEOH N —F 2 RE b Sk

*TEOHEMRIZELNEES. | EVSIRORYEDLEZTHS
& B,

L I
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Tz LickoT, BREOFEEER >4 ¢ &
T&53.

bL, Sbtikc ticl LTHarittgncs
SRESTFIBBD AT hTohig, R
ﬁ?s&ﬁ%ﬁbfuﬁéoﬁmwfaac&w
b3. ﬁzgfxi‘j%“/xi-A’c‘zB % SHRDLU®%-¢
i3, “Put the blue pyramid on the block ip the
box.” LI X5 L ohic L s, bSE BRI
*@ﬁﬂwﬁbrﬁﬁb.ﬁmeainwam
7uvamiménwﬁémr§messyF%
ﬁ@¢@7nwaoLKEﬁJ&ﬁﬁT6

2.5 ®Rro LRIVERREX

DEdTEi k50, B0 &%, x5z
BERm# e ToHERR A~ E MBI Bk b g 13
Zoh+T, ibﬁﬁfxﬁﬁﬁéﬂ?’ﬁbf(ﬁ@ﬂ’wcm)
AREIC 12 . Lb>b*‘="HC‘E57\:'65b)? BR
S E ORI &2, —~REDUEN TH 2 ANX
%,HX,E%EEQEMMﬁaraABm@W
%iﬁw&ﬁ?%aav&s.aﬁéﬁﬂﬁmﬁ
H%ﬁ%é&u,COVweyfmﬁﬁ~ﬁvu
wc&wéiU6.ﬁx,m%.XW&w5,;
Dﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁéawicau,cwﬂﬁwzm
T K0ELDBREZFS EWSTETHY, B
%éﬁ?ﬁ@f:b@&!ﬁb&tb?( BE5DTH 3.

k&id,&b%WE%%ﬂi5tbKEW¥
DR — YIS Z2BARERBELER & 2. C
DEFA, E VOB S —RICEE - /- & LT
b, “Some representative of every department in
most companies saw a few samples of each pro-
duct.” L1543, 5 CORIF 27z,
HN=&)E$D®iw¥®x:-Ey¢®ﬁé
HEHDW, - & Zid, “some representative of
every department” D#ZIR i1, “every” Mz 3 —
iIT “some” DR —F a3 h3 ET5&, 9
NTOBWAIZ L DAL DOREE ] &S5 BRI
8 5H, “some” D3 —7r “every” Mz —
THEINBET S, [T XTOBME (%iE
M) RETBMADLOREE EWVIIRRIC L
5. ITXINEBEENENEEL 2 LU EEIL AR
RiZI120@D> 5, 2@ ickKk>h 3, EhTH
ik?@z:—eyr%%i&w§éK&NT&
RS OMBRREVEVLLS. CoThton
BN SO DI, HIIKIZG TR %1 %
THBEIDIL LM% - e REL G IIB T8 1-
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@K,xn—eyfifébf~ﬁKﬁ%%&i
bxé&?%t,ﬁakﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁbfbi
5ﬂ%ﬁﬁ§waw5c&r55.§56k,+
ﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁbnumbwﬁﬁmféébﬁb
nuww,%o;amcamﬁgm@gfba
LfﬁNaxém,Eﬁéﬁmﬁﬁﬁ,Mimt
@&id?éaﬁwmwrzwr,&iwﬁ§ﬁ
%ﬁ?.ﬂmﬂ%ﬂmﬁéﬂmmmmrﬂﬂfé
ONRUTHEEEZLLNS.

B%E%ﬂ&vziA®W%iﬁabfu,£
@;5&7707—v37wmm6namw;o
r,ﬁmmﬂxxwéxﬁwﬁwUEﬁﬁﬁif
g;giuyxw(cnéaﬁmuxwawad
representation) & ¥ .52) pEREINS. —RUC, K
DL UNBEICE> T, KOMEBELERER
ﬁfgaxammnumaaa.ﬂﬁxmeov
veyru&%wmo,uﬁ8®MEw&D$ﬁ
213 5.

3. BIFICET (MEZOMN

ﬁE@AI%%b%vﬁE%E%ﬁﬁ@ﬁmf
u,@mbﬁﬁ%mibtabfﬁ,%oﬁﬁm
56@5I@E%é~gmiwamu%§+ﬁm
ﬁﬁ%%(&amui%)%ﬁémbbmﬁ?5
DRAT T Li-h-> T, BRSERI
yx%Am.aﬁmﬁomﬁmﬁEfﬂ%aﬁﬁ
(ﬁ#ﬁ&)%%wwb,%®¢béﬁﬁmmu
Tﬂbﬁ%&%bﬂéb@%ﬁvﬁéuﬁndﬁ
5130

cc%ﬂ,&ﬁémﬁﬁo¢mémmu§@%
RUHTFHRICOVTRRT 5.

3.1 Ea—YRF4vIRELTOBF

X&%ﬁﬁﬁamimat&ﬁ?10mﬁﬁm
@Eﬁmﬁ%btw%ﬁﬁﬁ&é.taim,
«] saw a man with a telescope.” I3, HIEFa D
%D%H@&%é&%hfwé#ﬂ@@&“Me
scope” DRMIKIIBMED 5, “a man with a tele-
scope” L “saw with a telescope” DM HiHE %
xh3. LrLl, COERR “a man with a tele-
wm”wﬂﬁ(mﬁmiamﬁ)%ﬁm?ébo
Tﬁﬁ(.iﬁw&afﬁcmﬁﬂﬁﬁbwﬁé
ﬁébﬁa.coxﬁm.ﬂﬁwﬁiam%ﬂ%
#?ﬁﬂ<.ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ&@ﬁm&éﬁo&%%
5 54 &BIF (preference) &FF.5

GREERBICEY SMBKIEEORN
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B|iF I3, BB ORMBOIDIC, KEICEAL
GhEiL) TRLVESE, WbWwaka—UA
T4 v ) AEEDLODOEELDOND. Zotic
u.ﬂiﬂﬁwﬁf%ﬁﬁﬁbowé,ﬁﬁmﬁ
¢Xﬁ%#ﬂbkﬁ#ﬂ6®§féi#iu§®
ﬁﬁiénrw6.§<oﬁé.ﬁ%mmﬁﬁ%
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&¢1ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁié&§ﬁ(b%
W3, BIFORXICIEAME) THELEICT LA
cx3. EENQRZ—-MICHTHEETIAL
<,K&WM$&£Kmﬁﬁfuuwkw,H%
tbfmwébawnwmf,iﬁwu,%nm
ﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁmﬂhé@@&%ﬁ%%ﬂi?é~o
@ﬁE,Tﬂbbﬁﬁtbfmwa%Qﬁzwo
ThHb.

RIFICI3, BUBECET ARRINARORD
i, AFTHEL-aRICESS bo, BREM
Wit b o, BEOMBE GEPT FA L)
mé*ﬁmmmmmbtéo,Aﬁ@&%wxa
émaamba.cnﬂ,ﬁémﬁwﬁhﬁ B
%mémﬂﬁwtbf,E§WK§<®ﬁ%&K
UoBRARIF L LTERELLbOD ST T
LDOTH B VWOFERHBTHO Wilks O#f
%mmé,ﬁ&%mﬁnﬁmjokﬁﬂ&mwé
koiicts -tz L, Ch3EEoFELNIN
&ﬁﬁ%+ﬁ&ﬁbf%%éﬁ§?5ﬁ§mbo
toic, ER LRVICE X EF BORBS TR
man.%cv,%ogﬁum%&&&mﬁgw
ﬂﬁ?éﬂ%ﬁﬂhuﬁbnt.%®¢mu.ﬁ
%Kﬁh%iﬁ%ﬁ%mKMEbf,K$WLt
Eﬂémw5§®¢.&bﬁ%mmﬁ%6ot%
%%,ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁoﬁgpm<miﬂﬁénti
ELFIF LCHBTARALEEINTVS. O
M%omnu,ﬁﬁ§m3ﬁm1ma.it,c
n&miﬁémnﬁ.kﬁ%mﬁméﬁﬁmﬂﬁ
ﬁt?%?in—%éaénélﬁmmot.c
nu%%mmvx%A%zmiagém,ﬁbﬁ
%m@@ﬁfﬁé.c077a—%ﬂ,AE®ﬂ
%%,&%éﬁMKw@m%$E<ﬂm?5mw
EABSTONTVS.

3.2 XEXELBIF

3.2.1 MO ICBaY 5 BIF

BAEOBADKL mont-BIF & LTE,
&E—&.Xﬁ&ﬁmmamﬁﬁiﬁﬁmﬁ?6
Lo 254 97 ADHB. HROEGKHELT
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B, FDECERICRDPTVEDS Dhs—M
LEIFTHE. ZOBIFII, LR Hick 2@
BT, reduce % shift iCWET 3 &icky L,
T, Fr—bRERXBMIFICBOTR, TV
YEPOT Y (A) ZMOHUTEESL, XbE
CERET LD LT BESCHBTEC Lick -
THETE2Y. BABOBARKROZI MBI O
BENHD > TREBDIC, MIKELTRE
FHDOABTERT . EBEOBAIR, MRS
AREADSHOERLEMT 3 o BicE T H0
DBIXABE . KBOMIHIISRITF - LT3,
Z Ofth, minimal attachment (IXAD /) — F D
BDI80NZ D 2T 3), lexical preference
(B3, ZFEEDIBED/ A T Ric & 3BT,
referential success (£ 4% fl aRN &R 2Ry
2OONT TICHETIMRLEETS) &0
Ea—-YRT4 v ) RDEZOhTVE®. ch
5O, HHMTHESICRERICEVLOTH
505, fliOMIHN - RIKMUHBET T
BB S MRETE DI EXIT, FT 40
ELTHESICREBNTHE LT L5

3.2.2 AFTHRELI-AMICES BT

B RO IS LBICT » BB OB/IFIZ, AR
L0HoPUHHARE N BEIRIKE S MBICK
SOTRKRIRROBRKICESL 2O 3, LS
bDTH-71. Zhid, —MiC, BT OB &
WS LD —XethoRRickt LTRIFSNELZ Sh
B7c%, MXHIERBEE SERN LB I AF L
BETERI T ENTES.

Wilks*® o> @5 80k 2%8 (preference semantics) ¢
3, BRT7T VL~ ERThIERL <L DR
REROMICEONE ) v/ oMick-T, X0
BREROBEESRDSNE. 722, “The
big policeman interrogated the crook.” & \» 2 i
BT, “crook” iTid TEAL & THidi->72db D
DEBRDBKI MB 3. coLx, &7
L'~} MAN-FORCE-MAN Ut b, “interrogate”
25 “policeman” & “crook” (FA) oficy v
I BRSNS, F7:, “policeman” £ k¥ “crook”
25 “interrogate” X LT, BLDOBDH “inter-
rogate” O F Y F L~ b CRDOANTNEEESE
BEUEEICHK (ARITHBC L) 28405
BRDY Vs MREOoNE. E7, BloEks 7
L — F MAN-FORCE-THING by, “interrogate”
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»5 “policeman” & “crook” (HiAt-7: D) D
Micy v7 05 oh3. L, “interrogate” o
HNEOERLTWE b0k, ABTH-THT
2095, “crook” H 5 “interrogate” ~d Y v
7RERONI. ZDEE, “crook” % [Hidt-
LD LBRTEFVAL— i3, Y v hi—
ALR0DT, TBA] LT 3RRLEESNS.

Waltz & Pollack” p x4 ¢ 12, ®% % » b
7=7%, XONEOMbOOEEKRETHE A
I ET 4 —F e~ B LRI Y 2= R b
o b7 -7 TREAL, EEK GREEOEE
RELEZESLHOHM) £HOTRERNICESREDS
WRRLWET S, 72 & 2L, “The astronomer
married a star.” &V Xic BT, “star” D ®
ELT MB) & THEX2 —] BEZONS. C
D& &, BHiZ “astronomer” (KXH¥E) & “star”
(B) oMoBROEKERD S, TR OEMEHE
EBH, BY 47 VvOBERLEKOBRIC, EHE
DEELTL 3iIC20T, 48R (BREXZ —
DEREHERIICE 3. chid, AT
DOXEMRTZLXICbHONIBRT, ®HhR
AI72% B8 X (semantic garden path sentence) &I
EhTna.

Hirst'®(3, ZE# OB SBM D 72 % ic Polar-
oid Word &5 bl %, HICHIMRBE & DN O
1=®iC Semantic Enquery Desk ST B
ERE L/, Polaroid Word i3, %&HEDBK
LTENE L7 v—oRBTHy, BE¥D Pola-
roid Word ORJT=—H —s%y & v 9 X 514
BEBETOENEND b OEROBRMBICEEYS
Z5Z 5. fc &A1, “Nadia’s plane taxied to the
terminal.” DXSRUXILB T, BRETHS
“plane” ([RITHI, [, ThAK] OEHA
62), “taxi” (4 7 ¥ —TF< ), [BETZ] D
ERESD), “terminal” ((BR), [WHEz — 3+
v, TEK] OBE#ESD) © Polaroid Word
DH T = =¥y v v 8fTbh, Ba* v b
7—7 LOBBRSERING. DL &, [RF
Bl EBETZ] OMOEFE 3 LU (R
Bl L THEL -+ OBBHBEOH NS
BOBEHMNRE 3.

Semantic Enquery Desk {3, Polaroid Word D
188 D 12 b 1 MSCHIBRBE X DR ICBE 3 2 WIT

(lexical preference, presupposition, referential suc-
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cess) AMAGDODETHEREZRD BT LHT
x5.

3.2.3 MXICET (BT

Fujisaki®i3, BREBEOXELZAUT 23RN
HEFNVERELE £20EFNVTCR, PL—=
VI F—4 L LTORAXZRCTREDEMRED
HERRLZHAL, FhiCESOTAHRERAIIC
HUTRBMHEHEEEZIZCENTES. MR
X h-XEERAVS L, BRIz OHBRMR
OHNMETHAHEMHREHD L TS BT
&, BEKIMBEbOIhIE I, MEBOREICKS
MESTA2T3CEMNTES.

3.2.4 BZOMMEERMA LB

Lesk® IR g L FHETR, —XicaEh s
EROBHEXE, HBOERNOA —¥7 970D
A (EHTAREOR) OKIVHDELESL
LItk > THRIET 3. oL AT, “pen” & “sheep”
DR LXiCRbh TV 354, “pen” (By# OHF
) O 5E # X “an enclosure in which domestic
animals are kept.”” & “sheep” D5E#L “There are
many breeds of domestic sheep,...” DOfic s U
TEbN BHME “domestic” BELET B0, “pen”
(ERRDORY) LOMICE, £ O & SBHED
I toic, “pen” % [BIMOEV] & T MR
PRRANG. COFHER —BROFBLEBRIFO
MEMBLETHLEBTES.

Jensen & Binot'®i3, MUK, # v 54 VHE
DEBLERIFOMBRELTIFHREREELL.
L, COFHETR, BEEOHNICTF2Z
2— b Y RTF LAOHEEEHMICUN-E 2 — ) X F
4y 2 AEROTVA. UTORER, fMERM
“with...” DD EOBRBEE & “with” B3 5
DB OBRBE X (case ambiguity) Z{A T 5.

1. I ate a fish with a fork.

“with a fork” DD %13 “ate” T, “with” DX
Bk i3 INSTRUMENT (GHR 2& b THEE) 1T
3. zhiz, “fork” OEHIC, “an instrument
for eating food” &I IAMNH Y, (INSTRU-
MENT “eat” “fork”) &5 BERDOHEEEIEL
71 DTH5.

2. I ate a fish with bones.

“with bones” D&Y &I “fish” T, “with” O
ki3 PART-OF (5} 2 4kBM) cix3.
13, “bone” DEFEIIC, “a part of animal” &1

BRSERBICBY 3B EEOMH
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Sihhidh, T “fish” OEWIIC, “a kind
of animal” tVWOHRBBRMBEEITHTWLIILD,
(PART-OF “fish” “bone”) &> BAFROMIEHE Y
o1 lcDTHS.

Veronis & Ide'®i3, HHDORMLEL, £0
EH LMK T AHUEMCEMNICY ¥ 7 ER-
Tho b7 —7 AMBETAFHERELL. BK
BXEEROBOR vy 7 —7 OFT Waltz 5
O LABRICERTRET > T, BEHEHNTS.

Nagao®® i3 Dependency Analyzer EFEEIN S
SRAFLEBARLI. EDYRTLTR, HEOD
EHRTOPI S, EMOBBBEE B TH
B, KEBEREEANNICEEL, TOoERE
BT, BFIIC Sy 7 ShlcMXrBEK S o
HBOBEELZHELTVS.

3.2.5 AMOERIC & 5BIF

BB X 5 AR OHINTIC & - TR T ABEIC,
ApoE5zohsMB6—BORIFTH B L
=23 chid, BROBBSEEBEDLON/ICLE
i, ANEE@BEELT, BHOb- 5L
AHBTACENTERLDTHS.

Brown & Nirenburg’® Augmentor LFEIIH
BYRFLTR, 7v—bLLTORKRRICE
b WK IZBEBR X &, AR & ONEFEKCHE-T
BT 5.

Maruyama & DOBAZ L 7: BEBR 7o Oxt
RSO~ 2 7 4Tk, BAEOXHMOR
DRFOBKEX %, AMMSKRDEEZERL, £h
KERETAHME Y RT AMRET 5 C & THRH
LT3,

3.3 M ERFOHKSHRA

chETRRTE-LSiC, HRBRICHT
ZEETHD, REEELITOSOERHKEL
(BB, ERLEY) 2EBTEE —F
BIF K EHE LTV A EEERICES £
F3CEMNTE, ROAYLBREERBRTSCL
BTx3. chip, FHEIBTFEITELE
bHTHWACZ LI, BEKXOREELVE
BT H T B TR 5.

Tsujii 513, KGW+p LHFINBZ YR T A
T BT, BN ITHISORE B ST ARA
L, HIERAOBREKNETECMEDHRBE S
& DOBIF A ATICHIA U TEENTRXARR
BHERL TV 5. KGW+p OREHSITEY
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a =ik, REEICET IS ME %~ TER
U BIFICEDBEREHNTZ2EY 2 — i3,
ERINIRELEBR LT, BFO 2 DBWEE
EHRT S RREBERCLVBERIN TV IH
DTS2 DRJICHE MISEME U & 243, —I
DT/ 2 2 RIR U TU% ORIF 2T S.
Nagao*®i3, MXMITONRE LTER S
7, RFTHICEBRX 2%y /7 Li-sic LT,
BBR S DBRM ORI BIF IT & 2 WEELE D Y
T, HIKNRH ORI BERLIC X 2 B A A
RTNT Y X LK DBBRE 2RIET 3 F 541
LLTW3.

4. MEZICHTIHMLLER L EO/E

3T, 43 TR, BREBOHIRBBIRIC
Lo TRUZERESLDC L (FbB, EHD
EME) £, BRSEXOLD BKE] & LT
WX T&7. 72 &2, “I went to the bank.”
LI XOREMER, B3 PRML) &%
B M (8BFICF-12.] EWSER) & M,
TEFf T ] EVSMR) THEZ > h 3,
ELTWVWhDTHB.

LT AW, 19804 AT - T, Kay?®op
Functional Unification Grammar 7> 5>#4% 2 —i
DHRICE > T, XOEMDEK LB —D/<5 2
FY v METERDES LI I BMH T &
7. 2% b, “I went to the bank.” ) -3 P dre
H—ROTHBH, XK C £2/52—221L7C
BE¥5L57% MC) TEBRT I Lick-T, X
DHRUEERBP TS VS UBTH 3.

HRSEORITR, H2MINLF—2HE 0
HEBECHAMOIEE B BT HESICONT,
O EHBMEINTOL A, —FER S Qg
#i2, ROBRDLNB T EMNBD. COkS nHK
ZMRMIMEE (information monotonicity) & IF 3:.
ZORAR, O ICHERBERMIGEMIhTL
TLiLks o) umBREAROE 2 28
TEHIDITR, 54+ Y) I iMEEEDLS
CERTEODBRRKOMBEENE. 2E AT
ORITICE » TRE LT L2 BRE L EET
EBLINT -2 MEDBLETHE. UTF, co
LIBTF— S MEERNREEL TN 5.

752

n B

4.1 MRMMED -5 ORE

4.1.1 IXeEmEeM—{

REOHNEBHEXBOTRL—-BN T —4
MESREME (feature structure) TH 3. M—
{t (unification) XXM MBIC I BN T, FH
BEORBRERM OBM ORML M ORE s &%
&H*

BAbics 2 RBERERES &, (2750
DTV EREBR T EMTEE. -4
Zi,

[t ]

number : *
&S RYEME X number B% 12K ETH B C &
R

RUEBEO—DOEENER, BROKEEH
TLELILHB. LA, MPABO—K L%
TR ENTES.

C ORHME L, Tnumber 5 sg 5 pl DV H
DOELPEREV] EVIRBRBELTOL
V. Karttunen'® (3, £33 PoL:la § ¢ (disjunc-
tion) 2 BATEL LICE-T, CDL S HIKHD
B ETTHEIC LT,

ﬂ]

[person : 3rd
number : {sg,
(3, number DfEHs sg o pl THBC &EFT.

Kasper & Rounds'i3 X 5 ic — iy 15 RS 25
L7-RUME ZRE L, 20k Hutbms
Rt OB—{L*i3 NP ZLMEICL-TLE S
DTLTULB/KRTRIEV. —fie, BBRHES
BDBE, TNRGBEDH O HELL 55,

4.1.2 #MHTarszoy

Hasida®i3, #B 7o 54 & L TEb&ENT:
—H SRS MR OREICE LT, SR 0%k
ZR O/ $I% B —1t (constraint unification) &I
BNBFHERE LTS, cu-Prologiz, &%
H—{t% Prolog iC#BAA I HIKBRER F oy
7IV/EEBTHD, RUEMBICET 50K
ABLIIHREN TS, BEHBEDOR —(
BL TR, i3H»icd Carter” % Nakano®® & o
HE»nH 5.

Maruyama®® i3, #I#)4k%& X3 (constraint de-
pendency grammar) &S HHEICK D, X %

July 1992

*RLCR, KFQROMB (AHR (XEMEOR—{L) iR
Vol. 32, No. 10, pp. 1070-1078) @M.
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was~Y) vsEEELTER/L L zhic
Xp, BEXZAUXMEEZEKL v F T —7
(constraint network) & L TR D L, HiziE
(constraint propagation)?”iz & » T R D&M E
BhALCEMNTES.

4.1.3 FHEAEEIE

Mellish®? {3, MR IR (incremental evalua-
tion) LFEINARMEAREL TV S, CORE
i, ARAOETAROBRM EENICHT B
HERRLT, LRI T 5 ER BTN
BT 22 Lick-T, WRUAROREET .

Okumura & Tanaka'® {3, B4 sy IO B e MR T
(incremental disambiguation) &5 # #HicsW
<, FUOEEMSEEINLTOES R E O
$% v b7 =7 2RO CEROBKS ERE
L, EEsEsNh5 CLiCERERBIL LTS
EWVWIFHEEBRBLI.

4.1.4 WEEF{EORIE

Pereira & Pollack*’ {1, least-commitment gram-
mar EVWSXHIC K D BRI ERBLIBES
HB L, conditional interpretation & FEiZhs
S x ORI AR, kBRI LIS
DO AREE LTOL FHRERELTVS.

%72, HHEAHOBE (delayed semantic com-
position) i & » THAMUEKERRLETKIFR
EARETAFEOOBREINTE D, S5
ic, Nagac®i3, C OHWBEICHLTER > bl
& BIF R ACRIAT AT T Y XA~
<, W LB X 2RT 5 C &< A )
FHEEZRELTVS.

4.2 HY - BAMEME L LTOBREH

s

AT, (BRMAECEEKS ZHROICRD &
SFERELTEATEIN TbE biFmB AR
BARSERBICE-TRARLE LT S MED
b5.

AR BB ORRII T —Y = ¥ b, X
OERZHERT S DIC, HRMBIBLBETHSC
t3AaxTHALL. LhL, BR L&5&ELT
WEHI—V=v EGLHRO—BTH 05
wehRaRebol ERARTETHS. LI
BoT, T—=Y Y PRIXMBEILON, JLER %
g TEDTH SHB THELQBERDY K7 -
TwBEEAONS. REMICE, MXRTEL

HREBRBICBI 3BRES EEORN
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T, ZORBICBK X BHNE, TOREIKEL
TR NEED SHEREIEHLTHEI VD
zETH5.

cokSEEEORAFIZ, BREEICETS
—gnpEos L o), TEDLS,

1. Find z such that C(z). (5 bhicHlK C
A TRERDX.)

H 50,

2. Minimize f(z) such that C(z). (5% bhic
g% C AR LISHsS, I A MEK S Z R/
T3 z BROK.)
LRAEMICEN . SR ICES CHSURIT
ﬁEu.memﬁimmﬁofwab.ﬁu
BOB OO ERICOWTRERIFET R BB fl2)
LLTHRTE 315, 2 O OERLHBTH
<55, LL, HERK ¢ ORI, EX
12, ¢ ORERTTRE LTI, ftls DIEBR 15 IR
¢za&~5cem;oTMbr&§6ﬁQ,2
DOERLRTERD.

56uwm¢1®mﬁﬁHTﬁEWMn¥;ﬂ
EIEDOTHBH HOHLD fENV—NPTO
75 LD TEDLTEL T ENBENICERR
kTHsEaLHE. L AE, THRMBESD
ﬁ%EtJ&JﬁwstoﬁéﬁtJ&mé:
Y & 2-3 R-Y (W AT ABZAOHOEREL
k-TENENODE LWRRAES VY TR &
cxz ((MRBEXIYTREVDLD, m»ER
tbbmeuELmehm®§<QXGu%
Eﬁmmﬁiamé—&wugﬁé+ﬁmﬁﬁw
BT 5 LRIEMICAR TH 5 ((EEYTH
whDREEY, AN, Fr) EERTD
bfcmﬁuﬁvﬂv%ﬁijkwﬁxm%%
TEIZW).

530, MECEAOBRE BV 2P IEAT
SO, ENBEL D KT 5, L5 &
51 CMATRIGUMEY, BREERFTLOT
Ha*

#12L, COBE, RBHULUBEE~SLOEL
¥} 15 78 5 intractable iZi-TLEHIDT, R
sy s RRZERE T, FIATTREEHKORIFES

% 2Ok 5 CRATRNBMNMI, RRHQIREVES 488
2. REWNCF = PFF-T, FATVS boERhEZE D
KLWHT LB, YARRGNS S EFP LN BT,
renzhze 305 boER->THTHRLY] LWV )RRy
PEBARFRTOREROKTHS.
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CHLEDLET, MEK-> TODBFIZES Y
WV ARG, EREUIIHESC - WK - R RS
HEXUBEFLEABICHE LT, HEHN/NKOR
BHLOMERINTEZ LBbN S, HNM |
TINITHEYT 2 X571, FINOBITF LN ICHE
RUTREMERD ZFERBLh-1-DTH 3.

43 775 vavickSARRBAR

RIEE TRz & S B8y - SMAMEREE S LT
DHREELBLHE +a O—BNTHE TF S
REBNLODFTbITNE. 2 c+—2t123
TA574TR7T Y52 3 (abduction) T& 3 *.
T8I v av iR, BIMQBERNT, 55
SNABRROFH 2 M HRTR T, BEEL
TIREEL T TOBRELR L, T mRE280IC
BRUTHEMT 5. % Xic, 2hidBmcisy
SHRRBLTIRELDOTH S, 717U, K
DHR - BRE-BICKRBORNTRERLT 3
DWBHET, ERICKE LIz 2 ERRICnZC
VB, EDRY, MBI T XILNER
Lotz s h T3,

Hobbs 5913, XOMREZDXHETH S
&@Fﬂﬁ@%%Jf&%&bT.%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
PEBLDORRFRIICT T4 v a0 %
RAWTuW3. Hobbs & ofiliz, —Re&Mic, B
ROBALBETZHELE LT, KBTI R (as-
sumability cost) LBFIZNB L 2 —Y X5 4 w2 15
THo/BREMAI-bDOTHS. K32 M3,
BHHERBE T 38 ) F5MICHOHh UHEID YT
SNTHY, WELHMKT 3 751 L0pcH
—EEfTS &, 2DEBBALTS. BBhoy >
FNUNDREIRA L ORMIMNENIZE, ORI
BROBRBLALENE. CORBIXF2BYLE
DESICEHY LTI, BROLMHIBINT
AV

Charniak & Goldman®i3, HCfY - k4B
BRIE—MREET 747 Vs vEHARDES
BHEICE > THR > TV 3. REOAERIZ, REREE
ICEEZ6D—BONBEHRICAHNEC Lick
> TITbh . BEDOKLEHKICIE, Hobbs SR
HIAMCUERENEL ShTED, ~4 X
DEBICE > TREELTORED > E45 L
SHHMENE. B OMBMEOR\ MEB L RIRT

ETTEIV s ieonTR, MEOKRICES TEF -7 MB GF
ERE 77572 2 Y ORE] ATIOELLEE Vol. 7, No. 1,
PP. 48-59) NHZDT, ENEBMINL.
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o

B2 LItk > TR ORI D1 B,

Nagao®i3, $EitR < 7' v (Multi-World Mod-
e) EFINIRMHRE L 27 AL BAL, B
ﬁgmxvtﬁénkﬁﬁoﬁﬁéiméﬂﬁm
B, BIRESOQOXOMREDREN LAY
EERL, FEIXRICBT 3 NROBWER L HK
LT3 ZoeEZ, BERRD OO,
RENLEEOEACESHTRESNE. o
WERERBEOLTICE &> TELSHE &
LT, BLOBEES &IC L 3By 1w RR
EHR T3S ZOBE, BIKIR, BEds
R TR OEEN LR ERINT 3 C & RIS &
h3.

Hasida'® 13, BB oBI#B—(bD i E © 5
%K E#E (dependency propagation) &5 Fi:
ZREL, BHERMECRHL LTS 20F
Bic&-T, K7 0s 53 v rier78 7 ¥4
YROEHRILEEKA LTS,

i July 1992

5. b b (C

PE, BEREELHOBERISBETEH 285 X
DENVICONTEEB L. BRSETERFT 2
THOPMOT F o —F T3, LEEEMELE LI
D, ERELESEMZIZDT 3, “WbIZERIC
ESCBRSOBEMTbIR T, 0%,
BEEK S DR AR DO TH SRRICIE U Clgts
SOEBRT B LS, LWHIIBRITICES < BBk
SOMHEMBTONB LS -7 # LTRBIC,
COMBOBKI SHBMEEHDICI > T &/
ZCT, HREMAEOL S 1, BMEEICRKREDY
KD EOEZ BB DN, €070 hin<
OHPREINDZLIIC >/ RibME L 2ol
LR, BETCRBL-BHULBETH B X5
RKEAT, REEBDIBTTF I va it MnaE
BORE L LTRBH G ONB X Sicte - 7.

AWM TR EiF 13- 2008, BBBR & ORI &
IR E# (ill-formed) 75X DI & (3%
HICBHBE LTS, BESE2AUNEHEXD
WXFR LW 03, B LA X 5
KEMERSDICT ARSI HO5THS. C
DEIBREBILR, MAXINBZETH 3,

* BEXROBLIROBER CB LTI}, Nagao & Osawa DM}
IONCBELSBRENTVS.
** RAGERORKKONS: [FRIARTBELE~DT o —7 ) TR
bEFShTWha.
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ChilA % OBBIciE- T3, &, BRES%Z
M T 37 bic+H53 ERPBIT L S OB E,
EoXSiCHBT R, PRV -7V IRE
THD, SRLRABEBRVBEEINETHS
5. Lsl, ZhoomBERmyTs8E (7
*577F %) L@BEOLD (2 vF V) OH
BB TEZZ<ETHY, AMTERLLD
g, BB L-aBEE 05 KBRS O/
HEicERT 5B LT, EELOHHLTRE
EZz T NB3THA.

BBk X ORI, YR T LAHRETERROV
NI LT, WS HTORET S, TERK
ENAERTACRES> TV ROOREETHS
2, BEHEESLHZT ONIORELLL 5T
5.
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