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RGNS & O, TFESESERTFESFRESN TS, ARTIE, WSD (Word BIRAVDF—4
Sense Disambiguation, FEFMBHMEARE) 12OV CHEBGEIL 21T > 725 V=
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Automatic Selection of Domain Adaptation Method for WSD D 7, %)@Ta%ot LiL—F, 5—4% B _Ob\f@/gzi&i—ﬂ@f:b\@ T
. ) HALLNTSABRDONTNRENZ ERH VG, Zokx, 7—4% A (Source domain)
KaNako Komiva™' and MANABU OKUMURA' CE o THIERAIEY, F—# B (Target domain) (CHiST5 = & &% X5, s

? HILTHY, SESERFEDFEIN TS, B 113 Source domain % Hif#], Target
domain Z /N U= BROMEGE SO Z R LTV 5.

Domain adaptation; to adapt the classifier developed from source data to tar-
get data has been studied intensively in recent years. In this paper the authors

show that when domain adaptation for WSD (word sense disambiguation) was AFTiX, WSD (Word Sense Disambiguation, EFEBEHMEARE) 25T, fEIE G
performed, the most effective domain adaptation method varies according to L R . . S

the properties of the source data and target data. This paper also describes BTl GG, Vo AT =S LS =Ty NS OWRIC LY, B SRR B G A
the way to select the most effective method for domain adaptation depending NERLDHZ T, £, ABETIE, REAFEEHANTY —RF—F L Z—F v hF—
on these properties using decision tree learning. The average accuracy of WSD . . .
showed significant improvement when the domain adaptation method which is X OMWEDD, bR EEEIS TEE B @JE’J BT 5 FEIZ DWW TR S, RO
selected automatically was used respectively, compared to when the original B, VAT, H—AFy NF— A D ZON—BICIRED L X OMEEEISE 1 r—A L

methods were used collectively.
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DETF—FIIMA, =Ty F RAAL U NLDHLBDTF~NDETF—F 2 NTEEETD
HDT, =7y b RAL T ERIMEG L LIEBE LV BBRTLIEEZHETHOT
H 5. WIT semi-supervised OFEILHEINE, Y —A RAAL VINDLDOEERTNNVDEXT—H
Wz, 22—y 8 RAAL VInbDERRTNR LT —2E2FHT26DTHDL. 2957
HZET, YmARAL UETEHIMEG L LIEBALV bRBRT LI LE2HBL TN,
F 7z, B#% O unsupervised OFEBGEIN Y, Y —A RAA VTHEEEL, ¥—7 v M RAAL Y
TEITTLHHDOTHD.

RIS ORI BRSO S HOPIMIB N T I EIERFIETRINTEDY,
ZITEEOEERMNT S, £, (Chan and Ng (2006)) Y 1%, EM 712U X AIZ K
% Prior (EWROEIE) HEEIZLY WSD OBIKEIEZ1T> T\ 5. &7, FHHI1E (Chan
and Ng (2007))? T, EM 7/b =3 XAIC KL% Prior #E 217> TWAHA, 22T
Active-learning (2L W fifl%& % —45 > b KA A Vb 2 supervised OFEIGE IS % 1T > T
W%, Count-merging (2 &V HEICELZ DT Trb, HEZITH.

%72, (Daumé I1(2007)) 3 133 —4 > AT XY > 7 % supervised O HEIHE I %
ToTW5. BARRIITHEMZERZ T —ADH) [Z—5y hOI) Tl O=FFILT
FEBRAEITO LD b DT, I F L7 supervised DFEILHEISICHFHTEX 2 FIETHD. F
ME LT, LRoftHRetkicng, FEN/ME TABARNT L, < F AL ATk
WA (KA U HH1 FCTIEEY) THDZEnZEFond

& 512, (Daumé TIT et al. (2010)) Y (Z3CHk 3) % semi-supervised O 72 HIZHLHE L7,
ZOFETREEDTHLINELEMERANLSI TN RND, FERATORE 25 k7 L,
TN LDE =Gy NTF—=25FMT LI L TEY LVWHREBEONDIFIETHD.

(Agirre and Lacalle(2008))®) %, semi-supervised ® WSD OfE#IG & 1T~ 7. H
R, Y—=ARAAL DT —=21Z, =5y b RAL DTN LT —F &g LT
FlalEY, FeEEsfE (SVD) 12k 0 BHEMEE L TOBSHEFET b0 TH L. %
# 513 (Agirre and Lacalle(2009)) ® 123\ CREEED T4 T supervised O RIS Z1T -
TWS. 3CHEK5) & OEWE, SVD 20T 21758, REDF LR LT —#Tidkl, &
BOTNNVOX T =22 flT52 L THS.

& 512 (Jiang and Zhai (2007)) 7 (X BEEGEIS %17 5 B, MBIOBEAM I & 0 PERED
mETBHIEERLEZ. i supervised 3 X O semi-supervised 72 FIEO W FIZEH T
EXLFETHD. Flo, SRV =T AU ITBRY—ARAAL L OT—2%HIRT L2 & AL
=D, TNHOFEIFEL TIAEDTHLLOD, HAELELLEETDY —ARAL LD
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T—HEFA LR EEROIT TV,

AFTHE, B LODEREIG FEEZRE L, MFEL KT 201D, ZoREFIE
2 active-learning & HIEWEDL Y R D78, Z Z T active-learning & HIEWEDL Y R H
572%, Z I T active-learning ® FIEIZOW T HHFIT 5. active-learning & 1%, F32
SAHBEOIFFERUC LV FEBEER LT, Z 00 LT —Z&HHL, TOMEEHNT
B BRATT AT L, BNz 5 2 & 280 iKTFIET, TP ED
T =X CTHRNIHRED RNVFEEREIEL Z L2 BT HOTHS. (B LT ERICT N
NI LT =2 THIT2ECH o L bAEP RO LE L TWL FER KN TH L.

izt L (Sassano (2002))8) 1L, REDOT —H % LT active-learning #17 9 B,
TR ET BN TN T LTEWT, WESRT=NVEED, ZOT—ANbRTT—
HaBEY, PR— bR Z—DBEMBIR L CEX =2 AICHT b o b RERT— LV EHE
FTHLVW) FERENTHDZ EaR LT, £7- (Zhu et al.(2008))?) 1%, RS Dif
T FE OFIE % 0FFH L C active-learning |2f 9 7 — ¥ &5 &, iz e<i2d
TeotEEnsm L4 5 2 L aR L.

Fio, ARRTIE, VAT =X =0y "X OWHEE b & IHEEHEISICH WD F
FEERBINT 5 FEZRRD. ZHUICHEE L% E LT (A D (2010))1 % (Asch and
Daelemans (2010))'Y 23&% % . 3Cilik 10) 13, HESURMT O &% 2 71230 TC, 4y TFHIBREES 13
20, KVES a2 ERMH L THEBESZTAD LT 20D THD. £/, M
1) 1%, 70X A7IZBNT, 7 /7 — I TWRWa— R ZHB 7fHiF Lz
T—HEHNT, Y—=ARAAL =0y FAL L OFUENOHREEZ Tl CE5Z L
ERLIZLOTHD. TO O CIIFERM OB D, Y —ARAAL L THRIHTE
53— "RAEFIHTHENINIEGE E S TWDHMR, AUFFECIIEEE O EEER & oM »
b, FEEZERTLIEWINIGEEL LS.

3. WSD D= DB FiE

WSD D7z QGG & LT, ISR T @Y #1772,

e Target Only : Y — AT — X EH\WFIZT /T —varLicb@&Dy—rFy hF—4
EJTH¥ETS.

e Random sampling : #—7 > hT—Z 0O T VX MOEATERABET 77— av L,
V= AT —HTBM L THEEEIT .
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e Active Learning : Active Learning D X 512, V—AT —ZIZX DMK —F >
=2 EFAT LR, KO RN RAGIZES. e /T —va s LTY—A
TXIBINL, FEETD.

o BMEFOT 4 NZ Y7 REFE (Bd) . 742V TITED Y =2F =212
TWRWE =5y b T =2 EBD, SLIZEOEBRNDL TV HNIERT L. Zhik T
JT—vary L TY—AT—X|ZBML, FEETH.

B, BNTEE =4y T —FITEIC 0L Lz, &biC, FHB|LE L UIvALT 7
7 AxHED SVM (libsvm) &M Lz, 71— VL PHEEBROME, I —F V%D
BWIEfERE R LIz, ThERALE. £, FHoFEMICE, FEOHEEOR % K
FEICOWTIERESR, dhal (HHIE) , 1RD T, SMEEEEROMEEMI L.

£, ERIITDBEILEREEZH . 2O, Y—AF =20 4[5 (V—AF—ZDF
WERSY) TNz, Z—27 Y T =2 D45 (X —Fy T —X ORROFRSY L RN D
L (=10 fF, ROERSY) ZIEGI L5, TR NF—21F, 2=y FF—Z 0D
D 1/5 (FHEAWE) Thd. ZokTER 21077

FIBELLT, TN DEX—Fy T —FRFICASTZ ERE LT, supervised D
Bairoloself &, V—ATFT—H7F THE %1772 theOther IO\ THEBREIT -7z,
UTF&R1LICY—AFT—H & LT Yahoo ! MEE%E, ¥—F v hF—2 L THEEZFML
7o & X OFEBEIGDOEREREY, UTR2ICY—RAF—F L LTAREY, ¥—4 v hF—
% & LC Yahoo ! 1SS & FIH L7z & & o fEemE it o0 B G R 2 7n§.
INLORRITET —ADYETH Y, EMROIUIWEA~AFEZ BN TS (FANIEE
EMREBEN) . ZRODORNOEHT 5 a— SR> THROH 2 FIENREL > TND
ZEDGND.
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1 Y—RAF—ZL LT Yahoo! Flif%s, #—ry F—zLLlTaA#EEFMLILLED

REAE S D FEBRAS R

BEIGH G T IR

theOther 79.65%
Active Learning 83.75%
BMEDZ 4 L2 YT | 83.90%
Random sampling 85.40%
Target Only 88.20%
self 95.97%

£2 VY-ATF—XLLTAER, #—4 v 7 —% L LT Yahoo ! MEEEFIA LI L&D
FEUBRE s D TR e

BRI G TR IEf#=R

Target Only 77.74%
Random sampling 83.86%
theOther 83.35%
Active Learning 84.20%
BINRED 7 4B ) T | 84.59%
self 91.65%

SHICHRTHD L, MBOHFESY —R /2 —Fy N T — 2R3 80U, SROH 5 Fik
MEROTNDZENmholz. FHLLATHDE, ZofMiTiitria Target Only &
ENLSND Y =R T =2 =Ty N —ZERAENPLTRTFE (LT, Adding &
) Xy ben, Y—ART =L =5y b —Z OFEESMPEL TR WIGEITIE Target
Only BEZTH Y, BTV BEEICIE Adding BEZTh D = & W CTE 1.

4. FAPIOELEIZED T2 ) 25 ZFIA L - fEEER

ARFETIE WSD OREIGE G D 7 O DI EFiE, MEIOBLEIC L2 7 402 v 7 &R
A LEFECZONWTERD . KFETL, FEHBEROEE, Y—A7 =% (Y—=ZARAL D
HBD 2z ThEDZ =5y v —% (Z—5 v b AL OB & T~ LTHI
HEH & 35 supervised DEIEGEIG CTH D, VY —AT—X L X —4 v b —X DB OHM
EErAWT T4 NMZ ) TH4TH LT, JEfE LTRIHT 27 — % 28313 5.

BIMRED 7 4 V4 ) 7 TIX FOFIEZIS.

(1) #—F v b TF—=2Vt; € TIZONWT, &Y —RAFT—HF Vs; € S LDay o1 HHPE
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sim; ; HEHETD.
(2) #—F Yy TF—=FVYt e TIZONT, TNZNURDBEF LNV —AT —H 8 nearest
ERFET D.
B) =7y b TF—=FVt; € TIZOWT Sinearest & PIRLLE sim; nearest b LT, 7
R & L CTRET — X OB E 2 D EHET 5.
ZOHIEFEEL LT, sim;nearest 3L /NS ABIDG BT k FGI 2@ L L.
F7 T, k=100 & L7
(4) BHEOTFNS MDY —Fy v T —F% T F KRG, VY —RAT—F LR THI
L U TR A BT 5.
ZITC, =10 &L, FEio, ZITIUH LYY T EITO O, BT —4
DIEMEZH ST D THS.

5. fEELEIGFiED B F;EIR

RIBOBGE, V—AT—H, B—7Fy NT—HDZON—FICRkED L& OMEEINE 1
AL LTEADET D, ZOr—AZ LY R EEGES A2 BEIRISGEIRL, £0
FEZEBEHA W CTHEIEGES 21T 20, EnOESOFEERCD XY H, WSD OMEREN
ﬁj:@”?’ ZERTRIND. T, WERTEZ AW, SEGEISTFED B EREIR 21T

CREARVERT VT Y XA CA5 #FIHL, ZHREREER L. F72, HHEIR
%ﬁm%ﬁoh
WEARITr—2 Tk

sampling, Active Learning,

2, A ZFREZIT\V Target Only & Adding @ =F{%: (Random
BIREDZ7 4 VBZ Y T) DB b ok bERB RN T2F
EDOSTOEK LT, ZOENEETOINERL. AETHL O TEZIIEEHE L
T, Target Only, Adding ® “FIEIZHET 5. ZhUuE, T4 ZFEREICL>THRE TR
WH DI MBRZENHTZ b D) &) Z L7V, Target Only TH Adding THEHHT
HENDOTH ST, WEAMEBUZENWTI AN —F ¢ 7 RPN V155729, FliEEH]
WKAILRNE NS BZITESWTWD., £, AEEDOH D7 —ATFEEN RN — A X
Db WSD OEFRIZEND L0, HEEADH DL 7r— A% ELL BT IREREFE
T5Z & T, 2N WSD @Eﬁ@gfﬁfi’% FBZENTES.
Flo, WERIZIZLITO 24 TIEEOGFE 40 OFMEEFH L7,
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(1) the Other Target Only D IEf#E : ¥V — AT — & THEMFEIEY, 100X —47 > K
F—=RET )T — gy Linh O THAN L7 IEfRR

(2) Target Only OIEff#R : 10 thD ¥ —5 >y b F—% %7 /7 —3 3L, Leave One
Out 15 TRl %17 - 7o B D IEfE

(8) HISTZODIEMFEOL : the Other Target Only D IEf#SE/ Target Only O EfiFSHE

(4) Y—ATFT—Z{¥

(5) ¥—7 v T =%

(6) Y—AT—2MWK/4—0 >y NT—2 K

(1) 10—y b7 —2 0 FEHEM

(8) Y—ATFT—HXDIEHRK

(9) FEEHhOERK

(10) Y—AF—%d MFS (Most Frequent Sense:7 — % Hig M 535%) O

(11) Y—AF—Z® MFS O/ 8—k T —¥

(12) #—%v b 10D MFS ® Y —AFTO/ A~k T —

(13) MFS OFEHREFN Y —A L Z—45 v N TRIUD

(14) #—7%v b 10 D MFS 04k

(15) #—%'v b 10 D MFS O/3—k T —Y

(16) Y—ADMFSOZ—5 v 10RO NR—8 T —

17) 2D 4/5 DY —AFT =2 L 10O X =7y N T — X DFERT LD IS Bk

(18) Y—ATFT =Rt Z =Ty N T —H2EOFET L0 IS iR R LIz b D

19) Y—ATFT—=2fke 2=y b T =20 WSD OFMET & o JS IEHE - 17 fE
(WSD (ZFIH Lz #MEHUZ L B)

(20) Y—ATF—=2&f L2 =0y T —F 2O WSD 7NV OHRMEEZ DL HSDH
fré Liz& & o JS HhEE

(21) %%%@ﬁ:N#@&—Hy%?—&K&<T,y—x?—&é@n% RERODE

(22) Y—AF—22fL 100X —F Y b7 —% THilT 28R

(23) V—AT—=E4L 100X —5y N — 2 TRIBT DEEHO, 100 F—5y
N —Z o= T =

(24) Y—AT—=E2fL 101D F =5y T =2 TI@ET HEHRBD, V—AT =4
o/ —r T —v
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£33 144 DI —ADV v LN DT — LMk

o — X ZDOFESE RN % Ras)
BCCWJ H& 58 7610 2074.50
Yahoo ! ZId4E | 82 13976  2300.43
RWS % 50 374 164.46

FBRIZHT= D, Yahoo! HIEHEDT —# &, BUKAATEEX SHELHfT=— 2 (BCCW]
a—RR) ODAEOFT—F, £ RWC 2 — A0 EAFE a— 2% FH L. £7-,
BOEIS & L CRm S EC O W TEREIT > 7272, 2ET 6 SR OEES 2 T 72, a2—
AN 50 BN 7278 5> o T B IR B Gk & Liciesd, fofkile r—20%u, A
# L Yahoo! MY 24 HELHM 22  Yahoo! MHESLHM: 26 THY, ThENN
W5 e 57, GiF 144 O —A, 28 §ighetipolc. ZDH 6, HA ZFME T Target
Only & Adding ® =fiiED 5 HH o & BB EN - REOSTEOF ML T, Z0%%
DHEETHD LHESH, IFEFICHIE Lz — 2%, AE)S Yahoo! MEIE~DH
BOEIG 0 17 AED DB ~OMEEGELS 0 10 Yahoo! ARSI~ MEEHES ;13
Yahoo! HIFEAS/) S HE~OBEHEIS : 14 HHEN S BE~OBEE#EIS : 15 FHEN» S
Yahoo! HIFEEAS~OEEEIS : 17 TH Y, GiF86 7 —A, 25 Wkt rotz. 7ok, 7 A b
WZIER 144 r— AR L, WA ZFRER SIS LD IEIIIIT > TR,

FEEBMT L OWEIT, 258 A, B, 3EEE FE, W M)y, the, B, 458
% Tt oD, bEERR: G, 5, Bx D, 676 MR, WERE, —A%, IR, BifE,
B3, T3 4, 8B BT, 10353 : o, 11385 - fty, 1235 5, 14355
AD, 17T3E# 59, 2138 T, 228%H: F, 12 THD. £z, M4 DIr—AD*%
NENDY ¥ BT DA, &K, EEAT—2EITR 3 DL HIITR>TWD.

a—RAT L ORI E LT, AEEXT — BN DA CRERSENTH Y, Yahoo! LS

T — 2R L RIS, FHEIET — 2 BN RN CRERZ D Lo T B,

6. & e

412, bebEOFEE FENITHWEED WSD OYRIEfRREZ 7R, 7238, 144 O
r— A 3AE 232116 MGl & 7220, EHIEMRIIINOEHES LVWERE Li- L 0FEY
Thd.

£ 512, BIRLEFEEZHE L0 WSD O IEfRREZ =Y. 7ok, BIROLHIE, A
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£ 4 HBOTEE VRO WSD O Efifs

BEIHE G Tk WSD O IEfiR
Target Only 81.23 %
Random sampling 80.28 %
Active Learning 79.27 %
SENIIE I SN 79.42 %

£ 5 BRLI-FELFMN LIZERO WSD OV IEfEsR

Adding ® & & OFEGEISFIE | AF PEARFE
Random sampling 85.21 %  84.10 %
Active Learning 85.45 %  84.34 %
BINEED 7 42 ) T 85.29 % 84.10 %

FUIC L 2N, WERFTEICLDBIRO @Y ThDH. F7z, Target Only & (T Adding
& U CTAW St IS T4, Random sampling, Active Learning, BIEED 7 414 Y
YITTHD.

RKADEDFEEMBLIY G, £ 5 OWRERTFEZHNTGE O EMRRDITHEE
R ZEND, WEREZFIM L CEZRFEEEIS FEEZMM L2523, M4 OfE@EsF
EEESTRFL Y L IEMRIZ ER o722 B0 D, e, WA ZFRKREIZLY, +oifF
BEPRO LN, £z, £ 5ITHVIERTFE 2T 2 f0E IS FIEL RIRT 2
A2, Active Learning 23 b B2 3005,

7. & =

RTERD EfRITBIE 69.64% Th 5. (Target Only TH Adding T WSD DIEMEERN
Al UHFCIE Adding % IEiRE L7238 £ 0 & & OAROAERIHICE IR L 7= 3tk & BEE o
2H, BATELHLDELTICRNS.

%9, lthe Other Target Only O IEf#SE / Target Only] O IEfREEIMEME THIUE, Target
Only BREIV ¥ ToHhi. 100X —F > vFT—%%7 /77— 3L, Leave One Out
ECHMZEIT > 2B IR DIE IR, YV — AT — & THMEBLIEY, 10D Z—4 v k
T=HET )T —var L bOTIHMELIZEMELY bTo BN N) LD T, £
DOFRNRHT=oT=Z LI D.
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E72, RV ZT O IS Bl RS & &R, THIOBREOTMRER Y 32 IS ik, [~
DR DOHEOFERICH YT 5 JS Bl ARKE WL &L, Target Only 23%|0) 4 TH .
IR0 IS HRERKREVWDIE, REOHMBELZ>TWD I EE2RT®D, FEOHRL R
LREMEOSAANEL, VY —AT =PSB T2, R TIZ Target Only %
FIR LR LW Thr ERbND. 02 End, RV, 0L ORIOHGE
DIEHEHR, —OBROHBOMERENERE THT OOCEBERINTND ZERTND.

EBIT, V=AT—=ZafL 1005 —5 Yy M —2 THRBT LHFERKD, 10405 —
Ty "N T—H RO~k T — UMEWEFIZ Target Only 28Xz, 2t 2D K2
AUPENEETHD.

REARITET Target Only # LV 31T T, o772 b DIZ Adding ZHID B THARERST
W, 20710, EROFBICY TEE 5207 — A 2B b2 Adding 23510 YT o,

8. F & &

AR TIZ, WSD (Word Sense Disambiguation, FEFEBEBRMEARTY) (2oWTC, fEid@E)S
BTG, VAT =R LB =Ty N —H DT —ZOMWEIZLY, bR ER
WIRTENRR D Z b am Lz, £, WEAFHERANWCTY —RAT =R L ¥ —Fy T —
2 OMWEND, F bR FiEZ BB T 2 FIEIC OV TRz, XZo
HFE, VAT —H, Z—Fy " T OZON—FITRED L EoEREINE 1 r— A L
LTEzDETH. IEREETIZIZOr —AZ 8L, =7y =% 101127 /) T7—
a & LCHEER & 95 Target Only &, ZFHUSY — AT —F &R LT b O EIIHEE
#Bl& 35 Adding ORI L. 2O, 1A ZFEREZHWTHEEERRO LD
= ADHERERZEOIEF & Lz, r—AZ L ICHBIMIGERR S = FiEE2 AN T
FGEIGZIT) 2 & T, bebLOFEEZ—FEIIME S TZRFIZIE~N, WSD OEMENEE
WZm bk L7e.

708, Adding DFEE LT, =7y T =N TV X NGRAUTERABET /7 —
varl, Y—AFT—HZITBEMLT¥E %179 Random sampling, Active Learning @ &
N, VAT —HIZLDBHHFH—T Y N — 2 ZFT LR, L0 Ried e lipl %%
W, ThET7 /) 7—vary L TY—AT—X|ZBML, 8 %175 Active Learning, 7 «
NEV TR Y Y= AT = ZIPTWRNE =Ty T —Z BB, SHIZOELGND
TULNIGERL, TNET /T ary L TY—RAT—XZBML, FEETI L0 O
RFEOBEMGEDO T ANV ) 7O =FFHZRA LT, Z0Ir5b oL bHRENENST-D
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