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Acquired Examples from Parallel Corpus
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Abstract: This paper presents a precision oriented example based approach for word sense disambiguation
(WSD) for a reading assistant system for Japanese learners. Our WSD classifier chooses a sense associated
with the most similar sentence in a dictionary only if the similarity is high enough, otherwise chooses no
sense. We propose sentence similarity measures by exploiting collocations and syntactic dependency relations
for a target word. The example based classifier is combined with Naive Bayes model to compensate recall.
We further improve WSD performance by automatically acquiring bilingual sentences from a parallel corpus.
According to the results of our experiments, the accuracy of automatically extracted sentences was 85%,
while the proposed WSD method achieves 65% precision which is 7% higher than the baseline.

Keywords: Word Sense Disambiguation, Example Sentence, Parallel Corpus, Support for Japanese Lan-
guage Learning

FEHBFEOLODHMRSIES AT L5 & LT, BFEEIREMIE

(Word Sense Disambiguation; WSD) (2 & - CTHEFED &

ZHEICHERI L, Z ORROFERCC & B2 2 —5 i

 HEEO BRI D 258, BRI S T AT 5 AT LAONFELZHIFEL T3, WSD DOFERE % fif
b)%é“(@ HIRDRER L 2 A, BUEGA TW»5 T ¥ A b ATHARGEGRLIES AT L ELTE THT 22, 23
DXNRNTHEM T 2 EKZ DT 2013, HAGEZRGELE 3. HI AR E L TEDR HEERHE 2 2V TW»
LW HEICE > TEBEHEBRE W, A7, HAE %75, EDR HGEREE IIMUBIHORHTH 2720, &

U JhBEers Rl R A A HAZERX S S\, £, HTHHIFFHEIZ 2 —HIC
Japan Advanced Institute of Science and Technology

) pulkit@jaist.ac.jp *1 http://hinoki.ryu.titech.ac.jp/asunaro/index-e.php

) kshirai@jaist.ac.jp *2 http://www2.nict.go.jp/r/r312/EDR/

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan



BRLIBZ AR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

BORT 203, HBNIER L 2w, 23Uk L, AR Tl
FEd L CRIEREHE EDICT *3 %2\ 5. EDICT OiE
IFHEED L CIFE VI Hifilie b D Tldd 528, FE&RD

EICHAGEDHIX & Z DIERPAEI N TS, FHa i
HAGE S AP HEEORKRZ RS 2 LT, A2 E£RT
52 ERREBBEHERITEEZLTVS

AFSCTIE, Lﬁ@i%ﬁﬂ$%m%i%/xTA@%
Pa— Ll LTHEETLIERAIRE LAfIICED
WSD FIEIZDWTIBR %, 4 O HARGEGH AR A T
LD HEL, FERBERMERNE 21T & MRICEERO 6 2
I—WIHRT B ETH B0, AN Pzl
CHRICY AT AMCHlAAL 2 L3 TE S, BlfE, WSD
G D D A I C FEB TR TH 5 [10], [11] 23, 4
BT =% L 25ERY 7R E a— A3 a A b sE,
—77, AARZERM LSS AT ATIETFAMCHRT 24
T@%E@ ERAIETELZENEE L 0, £ THOH

FEIZOWTH R mDE %971’1%3~/\7\%)ﬂ 2952

WL, 200, KifkTlE, RS 7 fHEa—x
A Z#AE S, EDICT C;Ain% B OHI % KT —
FR—=RELTHHT 3,

AR HFNIED C WSD FiETl, WREGEZ &
AT E e b FRLL 70130 % R 7— 8 R — 2D & Mgk
L, 2B ONRENFFOERZRIRT 2, £/, M
PEEMRWE E, ThbL I TOIHLEHKLT 2
ZEWMTERWVE ZITE, BERLERLEYL, Z0X9%
FiE %, WSD BRI, KIS & v il
HH 5, HEEZE LS 27012, APE TR
#-2{ WSD Fik & Naive Bayes € 7V ZfllAf b TH
W3, X510, HEASTLLa—SAns, Ly
LWl HEIMICER L, AflT =% RXR—2A 2R T %
FHEERE T2, Zuc k), WSD FikoMiEdm LT
2720 Tm L, HARBEEE R T 208223 2
EHTES,

DUF, 2 TR TRET 5 WSD FIEIC W TR
N3, 3MTIEAW T — ¥ R=2ZIIRT % HIEICONT
BARZ . 4 FETEHREFIEOFHHERICOVWTIERS, 5
BECIRBEPIZEIC OV THEm T 5. RKRIC6HTELD L
SBOBFEICOWTIBR S,

2. WSD F&

T ¥ A M OHEEOER OB 2 AN T 520, K
METIE 2 2OFiEZMAGOE S, 1 DIFAMICHED
WSD Fk, 39 U &l Naive Bayes ET 1L TH 5.

2.1 AAIICED < WSD
AR TIIEERZERTL28HEE L TCEDICT 2\ 3%
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S1 { story, talk , conversation, speech, chat }

Evi: ZALBEEIZHD 72 v,
I don’t want to know that kind of story.

Ei: &9 TP EZOFEZICHPERGTTI,
Please let me not hear of that story any more.

S2  { discussions, argument, negotiation }

Eor: 3 IRE&GR L 7228, ‘A BEIT LT ook,

After 3 hours of discussion we got nowhere.

B2 TEG OFERCCEHIX

1 EDICT I

EDICT Tl, HAGEHGEZ ML &L, ZOERHs%E
TR I N T WS, I 51T, FEREIC, ZOEROHIL
DY R PRI NS, HISUE HARE & SRFED R &
75 TC\w5%, EDICT ICFl#Ei T3 Ty DFERCK
OIS (—¥) 2% 1 12R T,

2 2T, EDICT IZit#k & LT 24X D% Rl
F=FRXN=2 L LTS, L, ¥2EEIHRT 55
I HE 7 Of & 273 % %, WSD DB I3 HAGED
BIXDAZFINT 5, WNRGEZEL AT ITRL, Hf]

— I R=Z2HDHIX E & DB sim(I, E) ZitHE L,
HRESIRAR E 2 B0 X2 O EOBIRT B, 2L, &K
DOBMEDERE T X D/ FuE, 2% h AJCE -+
TOBHILBROD S 20 & Fid, NREOEHRZ IEL
FTIAHEHET S, T4bb, I TIE WSD OFEIHK
IOEEEZEHAL VD

XEERE sim([,E) (&, avr— a v OEME
col(I,E) &, SFENBGROEME syn(I, E) D& T 5.

sim(I, E) = col(I, E) + syn(I, E) (1)

DIF, col(I,E), syn(I, E) DEFZIZDOWTIERD,

2.1.1 07— 3 v OHELE

auy—a vy OB col(1, E) 1§, WREBEBOER - 6
BOXROBPEZ M 2 TH 5. £, NRELED
n-gram (n = 4,5,6) 2325, Hl2IE 4-gram DHE,
W_3W_oW_1Wy, W_oW_1WoW1, W_1WoW1Wa, WoW]WalW3
D 4OQHEEGI 2D 1T, 72721, we ENRFEEZERD
. L7 ngram O ) B ERDLVEDTH—HT 3
bOVHNIE, n-gram ODRILIGLHRAa7%252 5,
BARIIZIE, col(I,E) 1Z:N (2) DX D ICEET 5. &k,
n-gram (2% L CTH A2 HAREBICLDIRDODTH S

1 if one of 6-grams is same

0.75 elif one of 5-grams is same
col(I,E) =

0.5  elif one of 4-grams is same

0 otherwise
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PN/ HiFE-o/7/Evd Gh/iE EEIC B2/ 750

2 XHIDLR D 3Z U T OBl

2.1.2 HEENBEROFELE

9, FRUEZEET 2 20 Fh o3 L, CaBoCha*?
Z G TXHIOGR D ZHENT 21TV, WREEICBIT 2§55
WRALR r 28T 2. r OEEE KX (3) ITRT.

r = w; —rel — ws (3)
P if 42 ) JLSCENCBE p 235 %
rel = { HWUMMERT  elif wyh 4 i (4)

PSR  otherwise

wy BER wy 12RO ZITBRICH 2 XH DR D uE L O
RO EHOEFHOEAEZEKDT. LEL, w LK
3w, DELLD—TIENRELt THEETE, —T, rel
IREEEBIRD ¥ 4 7T, T3y Ty gy & S o, NHE
i, DEMEMH ovThr T 5,

Bz, UL o Ti OFESREZRELLVE E

I: BADMHE o 72 &9 FBIRIRSL B o

B 2 D X9 itk D ZT T ORERP S (5) D &I &
HEENBERRE O 5,

rc Al E 5 - RS - 5

B 5
ro tah - 13 - HI< ®)
R, syn(I, F) DEFEZLLTITRT
syn(I,E) = Z 5p(1i,7e) (6)
(ri,re)ERIXRE
ST(T.i7T6)
) ifT’z(wg) :T'E(wg) =t
swlri(wi),re(ws)) and r;(rel) = re(rel)
T sw(ri(wa), re(ws)) if ri(w1) = re(wr) =t @
wATIE2 ) Tel T2 and r;(rel) = r.(rel)
0 otherwise
1 ifwl = wj
Sw (wzaw]) = x . (8)
3 otherwise

syn(I,E) 1%, XX LE 263 L 2 HEENEILR rire @
UL s, (ry,1re) DRIET B (X (6)). MAERIBIRDO LI
sp(riyre) DEFINA(7) TH D, WRFE ICH TR A
7 rel TRAZHEEOHME, L IZEUBRS A 7 rel
THNRGEt OEMi%Z 2T 2 \WFEOBPE L 52, HFEH D
FAUEE s, (wi, w;) (3N (8)) 130 BiEEHEE [14] ZH TR
%, X (8) DX, 2 ODHEE w;w; DHFEEREFD 2 —
F&E 5ol L BEEFOR S Th 5. B EEREETIIH

*4 http://code.google.com/p/cabocha/
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FEOBHIZTH O - FESTERINTED, 2 28T
# 5 Z ETHMEDME DAY [0,1] 1274 2 X ) ITIEHIL
LTw3
Bz, AN I EBIX By OFEEBIR O KDL X
I, OBIfR T35 - 13 - By & By OB TE6- 13 - AB
DERIETIRE 2. —H, AN EHIX By 122V T
&, FHUCBRY 4 7 OMEENBIRIEE L R\wi o, FE
EiZo &% 5,
syn(I1, B11) = s. (36 - 13 - BIC, 35 - 13 - H15)
= s, (H <, F%) = 0.375

syn([l, E21) =0

2.1.3 HBEBEOHBNERZERLLETIL

2.1.2 TR X 91T, WEENBIROBELE 2GR T %
BRI IE S REEZ S OMGENRER L EE L 2w, L Lk
D5, NREEERGAPOIED Y A4 7% KO ENRGR I
BT LSFEET, 20X BHEAICIEIEBEZ WS 2
EMTER\, 22T, 2003 THME L CTHILT % 555
WCEHL, HEREZ A ORI D MBI E O R &
TR2ETNERET S, ZOETATE, X (7)IKBIT3
tFRREEZ VT TR 200X THE L THBIT 2 HGE
%A,

Bl Z1E, AN I EHIC By TIE, NRE TEE o
FEINBIR D 9 B HSEDBIR Y 4 72 R0 b DIFFEEL %\
ﬁ%r%<Jkuv»quﬁﬁfL M <) OftEEIEIR
2 5B syn (1, By2) LT O X ) ICEHE I NS,
syn(Iy, E12)

= s (W% ic - HRAEM - FH<, 9
=s5,(BHEIZ, HH) =05

DUT, Mplici->< WSD FiED ) 6, syn(l, E) Zit
BT 2B, WREEOHENBIROAZIKT 2ET L2
RTW*® | XM (NRGEZ & T) OMGENRER %
g3 2 €571 % RCW*S EFES, RCW 1& RTW & [ER
THEREIM ET22BEME T T2 2 e vlan s,
liZ DD HIKIC O W TIZ 4 i TR %, %38, RTW,
RCW & bicanr— a v OFBE col(I, E) b DM
WEEFHRICHWS NS 2 EITERE L TWhkZE 0,

- HAMER - [ <)

2.2 Naive Bayes £7/L

2 2 H® WSD F#1d Naive Bayes €7V ThH 5 [8].
Naive Bayes € 7L Cld, X (9) D kI ic, WEET L
P(s|F) 8K &2 &) Hilif s 20 L DHERT 2,

s = arg maXP(s|F) = arg InaxP H P(fils) (9)
fier

AW TIE, BEHESF £ LT, 2.1.2 TR HEENRIRG,

*5

a model considering syntactic Relations with respect to Tar-
get Word

a model considering syntactic Relations with respect to Com-
mon Words

*6
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WNREEZ & 2-gram B L O 3-gram, CHICEEN S HIL
FEDREARTE (Bag of Words) & L7z, ZT951: WSD Tk <
Mo 2FZMTHL, WHERETILVD/NTRXY P(s) B &
O P(fi|s) 1, #E#Y /& a—,2Tld%k<{, EDICT I
U S LT BB DA D & I AHEE THE L 72, Naive
Bayes E 7V, AJNCH L CTHICFESZ 1 DiERT 2 2
L6, AMNCHE-SC WSD FiEL D b rANR P RFIET
b5,

2.3 EEETI

BEE TV, RA#ICHE-D < WSD Fi% & Naive Bayes
ETNEMAGOELFIETH S, HIFIIREZELL T
WBIEDS, BATTATIEETRYICHNICIHES
WSD FETHEBEZIRET 5. BET X0 HREVHELE
2ROV DD 6T, FERINERTE Lo/ L EIC
1%, Naive Bayes €7 V2 AW THERZIET 5.

3. RABIT—YX—XDILHE

KREITIE, FHEOMBIZ X7 LV a—R 206 HlpE
=L, AT = RXR—=ZAZIRT 2 iEIT DTN S,
Tx OFRSIE S AT LTI H T T oW % 22— I i
MY 570, ZITOHMED 2FEROHIE 755 HHED
WK Z TG LN a— 2T 22 ETH 2.

KBTI, /97 LLa—s82 & LT JENAAD[13] %
w7z, JENAAD i3 H D MNFRHTEFIS N3 2 XD H
B 7 74 XY M2k TE S 1728 150,000 X D XH> 5 72
22— AThH%. HiLEEE LT, BerkleyAligner *7 %
HWTHEED T 74 A~ k247>, Morphal9] Z Hv>T
lemmatization %17 7z,

RO ZIES T 572012, :h—/\XEfJ HBT %
WNRFEDFERZIET 20D 5. AL T, FEED
FERCCHDFEL R T L)L a—8 A @ﬁi*@?n%ﬂﬁé‘?‘%
ZETHBEREIET S, ZOFHEEZUTICHERS, K4
At OFEER ST L, HAGEX Ja L EEEX En OFHAS
To&MhzmZdEE, (Ja,En) ZiEE S ORI L LT
ST 5.

o HARFES Ja SWRTEt =4,

o t. &t EMIGEARICH D EnthDfEed%, t, bLK
1 t, ZEUEHATED, FEH S OFEFRXHDO VTN,
DEED L IFHETELEFL v,

(#) Tz DFE#E S) {to go out, to exit, to leave}
DWW TEZS, "5, OFGEL M exit DL
leave 7% &, (Ja,En) % S ORFIE L TERT 2, %
72, te D3go THY, DD EnliB T t, DEBKDH
biout &6, ZOHIXE S ORBIE L TESRT 5.
ot ZTDEPOEDDIBRDOEFRFOHGELE 2 v F

*7 http://code.google.com/p/berkeleyaligner/
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3 5.

(#) ™E2, @2 DDFEE S {to prepare, to brew}

& Sy {to prepare, to make out, to write } 2DV TH

Z %, t, S prepare D & Zl, ZDABFIDOFEED S,

W So Wb Snizd, AflE LTERL 2w,

o FHFUCCOHIEINCH £ N2 R23H 5 & &, FHINA

DHANVGED O EDDV En IZ&EN S,

(#) Tidy DFEFE Se {to produce (a sound)} 122

WCTHEZ D, t, D produce TH D, 2 OUFEXL En 12

sound MBI % &£ &, (Ja,En) % Se DABIE LT

T 5.

DX BHFNZED, NIV a—RREET 52
TORBBORWZERT 2 2 LIFTE v, BRIk
FABNEIEL OATRRYED V. bbb, 2 TIHMEEED
FVRERDO AWM D A Z2 ST 2.

LElOFRHEICE D HEDO X DMER S, FAflT—
FR—AGEME N 52, A WSD FiEk o O
IZ Naive Bayes & 7 )V DI IE HATED FH D A % v
%, BT — 8 X—=ZADIRHRIC X > THi /7D WSD FiED
HRED I EAFCE 5.

4. FHMmEER

4.1 EBT—%

RETERZET 272012, BFT—% LiHiT—2 &
W) 2 O IEREERMA E oI Xy PR HEL 2. B
T =% (Dg) \ZBT 2 REFELIS 17(%45 8, Bhad 8, B
il 1), 7AMXOEIZ330 TH S, ZHUIHBNICIEED |
WSD FEDFGE - BFE, B XU X =% T ofwEflic
M, —7, Hii7T— % (D.) OXNREGEBUIE 49(£45
23, Bl 24, WA 2), TA M XOBIZ 93T THL. D
-'r“—é? 1Z WSD T iHliic fva7z, D, I2B 1T 5 M RE

Bl Dy 2B 2 1T HONRHEEZ2TEATVS,
tL,ﬁL@ﬂﬁﬁmugmfﬁ,DdbDe@TXFi
HATHZ 5, 7 A P XU H R 1994 fE OGS S il
ML, NREOELWIESREZ AT TG L.

4.2 RAfIF—45 R—2Z OB BRE O

NT LI a— Ao HEER SNl ZEmL, H
BT = R=2 PR L 72 & EDFERER 1 ITRT, Ty,
T, ZBAFE T — %, iHli7 — 2 12 B 2N REEOEAZ L
b7, E+ GHBIEEEO AT —4 X—2Z (EDICT I
ELEEBEIN TR &) Dfiz R L TwS, 4l
XOBDE X Z L5 FICHEML, 1 DO D OFICE
WZ TV, F7, P 1 Db R VEEEROED 70 2
565 1A LTw5, FEROFILD 1 Db ks, K
WHEICE1F 2 WSD FHETIZZD X ) REERIERIN S
e, RABREZ AL 208, B3O HE#ES
IZ& D) ZoOMERL MBI N TN, 28, T, D 49 {4
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xR 1 BT —8 X— 20 HEHIRROFH

MG | 1N D BISTB LR | HIXD
RRcLit RRCIIBE i

E+ E+ E+
T, 17 3.41 4,252 7,763 | 73.3 134 |10 8
T. 49 4.65 10,998 16,468 | 48.2 722 | 70 65

DRNRUFEIZBIT 25EROMBBUL 228 TH DD, TDIHbH
DELZ 36%DFEFRIZ L T8 L La—RN2ApoH LW
BI L # G35 Z EMWTE,

= 2 HEES S LB o 3T
XEL i) Y]
652 | 553 (85%) | 99 (15%)

HEPER I N7 5,470 DHILD I B, ZNZNDFERIC
DWLTHRA 10 OB E T v & LSEIR (B35 10 B
Tho2TER) L, BEINLplsw@cd 20% A
FOHELE, FRE2E2I1TRT. BXZ 8%DHICIZH
fBle L CHYITH 2 2 EBbh ol REFIETIE, MR
A & NERBAGRIC & 2 SEHFEDSFEIRSCH D HIGE L —B3 5 00
Ty T 5L THREOERZIRD TV L2, # 2
W ZDHEDBERTH D Z L ZRBT 5,

Y] EHEZI T 99 DWLDH B, 5 DDHEIUTD W
T, HAGEDOWEEMITOED IC X > THRYFEZIEL

(BT E TR o7, BY D 94 HOHI Iz oW TIE
WRIEDEZDHENR > T, ZOEIDELIF, 1
DDRERFEPEBOFERDOFTGEEL L TfibiTw3 & EiC
AECTwS, BIZE, Ty &) BERIC S { inside, in }
EWVIFEEND D, :@%%@,WWMU@&%K,@#
MERIO D DDONEIcH 2 L VI ERTHL, L
L T oftdfERD in KRS N T EH 5. HlziE
THioh) 28 Tin freedomy ICBRENTW B Z ERH o7
2, 2o T OFE&IZ S, TIERVLDICHLEDH ST, in
tﬂéﬂfm%f@;w%@ EROFICE LT - Tl
SN, Fh, TAL E0HiEE
{ mankind, people } £\9 2 DDFEENDH 5. §EFE S, D
FAJ %% person DEHIE people ICREIN TS EE, Z
DEISCIZFR > THER S, DI LTt s, s
DEHIRIT—ATIE, BRXEF 2y 7§52 TIENGR
FEOREREXHT S 2 L DHEL .

1 Sy { man, person }, So

4.3 WSD DEEER
%3@,%%t%@<ﬁ&D%&&mW]%MUwa
Bayes €7 (NB), X"—2 74 ~ (BL), 8XWMEAHTE
waHM4NRIKM4mm@%%%—&Dd;%H%%
JE (P), FBIE (R), FAli (F) 2 HLTw3, R—254

E, BT — 8 X—= 2 OB DR DR H RE ViliEz
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WIOBIRT 2L AT L THD, EL, HISBRADE
DEBH 2 L1, Zodhdhs %%7/&A*ﬁﬂ?
%. %7, NB, BL, RTW+NB, RCW+NB I3 #1275 %
1OEINT 2720, K, BEEOX%ZE3, JUIEM
R (EREER L Y AT 2O JEERDS L 728lG) 2R L
Tw3,

FHI 3-S5 < WSD T RTW, RCW &, FHLUERA
DEIXDFELER T X Hh RE VL EEOARICHEREZH T
203, BHICFRINL LI, ToOMMERESHKET S
&, KRB ELZ22HEERIMET L2, 2, BAaET
L RTW+NB, RCW+NB D IEfERIZ, 4 0Pk, 4
bbH RTW(H L {1Z RCW) O F fitik & X NB O IEff#HR X
DHEWI Lo, MEZEGL ZHAMICE S FiEE
Naive Bayes € TV ZflAGOE 2 FEEIHENTH L LT
5.

RTW & RCW % [ § 2 &, FEEIZ RTW O 7055 \»
73, FHEERS F {43 RCW O, L L, BREET
LT % e d %2 &, RTWHNB D55 RCW+NB X
DB IEMEREIE L, 24X, Naive Bayes €7V EflAA
bz EEIE LOBEDOREVRTW OFiH%EL Twb 7%
DEEZOND,

A7 — 5 XR—=ZDPRERIZ L D, RTW, RCW & b I
BHEEF MR EL 2. BEICOWTIE, FEEMNIIT
FU &2 BT 2 &, IBIRRAT & JRRE Tld 2 1UZ
ERERZAER SR, 21X, RTWTT =03 D
LELRCW TT =09 D¢ 3 e HICHEEIZ0.35
JEZ2D3, KEEEBHIFH DY 0.76, $BED0.77 L RE AT R
Vo 42 HTR L k9IS, BAENES L o IERRE
85% & LI 2 £ 6, WSD OFBIHKIZ T T4 K
EEom EbRIAF 223, FEESEHD & 13K O B 72

FEXR SN, —T, RETT IOV THHIT—
&«~z®ﬁ%@w%%ﬁ«5t RTW+NB T IEfRs

ZIZME L 7225, RCWHNB TIRIEEIMET LT3
RﬂN&RﬂN%ﬁU%@T?%F?%& RCW D5
FRTW XL, o2 EDRATTILVTOIEMRED
ETFZHTwE EEZLND,

B T ofcsibicowTiE, IBRATTVOIEMREIZT I
RELMKIFEL VDL DD, RTWHNB, RCWHNB & 1
T=0MHETHZ ESA 5.

4 1337 — % D, 1281} 5 WSD FEOFERTH 5.
BHFE T — % Dy DFEERRET L 13525 2D DD RS
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£ 3 Dy lcBF 2 WSD OEEiER
RTW RCW RTW+NB | RCW+NB

T P R F P R F

0.0 0.72 048 0.58 0.66 0.53  0.59 0.67 0.66

0.3 0.76 0.35 0.48 0.68 0.45 0.54 0.67 0.66

0.6 0.83 0.26 0.39 0.73  0.36  0.48 0.66 0.66 NB | BL
0.9 0.90 0.16 0.28 0.79 029 0.42 0.64 0.66 0.62 | 0.59
E+ E+ | 0.60 | 0.61
0.0 0.70 0.57  0.63 0.62 059  0.60 0.67 0.61

0.3 071  0.55  0.62 0.63 055 0.58 0.67 0.61

0.6 0.74 045 0.56 0.67 049  0.56 0.65 0.60

0.9 0.77 036  0.49 0.68 0.40 0.51 0.62 0.59

£ 4 D.IlcB S WSD DEERFEHR
RTW RCW RTW+NB | RCW + NB

T P R F P R F

0.0 0.64 044 0.52 0.60 049  0.53 0.57 0.57

0.3 0.66 0.32 0.43 0.64 042 0.51 0.56 0.57

0.6 0.73 022 0.34 0.67 0.33 0.44 0.55 0.56 NB | BL
0.9 0.81 012 0.21 0.71 024 0.36 0.55 0.56 0.54 | 0.51
E+ E+ | 0.60 | 0.58
0.0 0.68 0.56 0.62 0.65 0.60 0.63 0.65 0.64

0.3 0.68 052  0.59 0.66 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.63

0.6 0.70  0.43  0.53 0.68 0.46  0.55 0.65 0.63

0.9 0.77 030 0.44 0.72 037 0.49 0.64 0.62

nz. ¥, APlT—5 XR=20AEHLEERS (B+), £2TD
FHITDOWT WSD DR, FEEE, Tl £ I ERERE)
i ELTws, R, YT —4 Tld RTW, RCW £
WTRKBEORE M R ook, fHliT—%
TIRBEERLCGEN R SN D, FHlli T — & ORNREFER, T
A R SCBUSBFR T — % LR THE W I Lo, FHliT—%
DEBHERIIBATE T — & OFER K D b B Z o BN
W72A9, Lo T, N7 L ba—"2Ahsf3 %z
LA 7 — % R— 2 % HERRT 3 Fikid, WSD DR
M EcEIThE LS. F, 2O0D0REET VR
32 &, AT —2 X—20HEEEEZ O RTW+NB (X
RCW+NB & ) b IEEEIE 23, Z DA T — 513
ElFREL v, BIFT -y CR#ELSNEET =02
L E, HEEHER O RTWHNB OFEE1X0.65 TH D, _—
AT7A4ED S T%ED»o T,

4.3.1 ER
Al 7 — & O FHAE (X B T — 8 & R Tl Ic K
W ZuE, DT 2 R 6, i T — 2 D WSD
AT =S LD DL oD EEIL OGNS,
o NRUFEFRFOEZROBIL . (D, T 4.7, D; T
32, £1 kD)
o 1 DDFERY D OHILE NP7, (HRRHTO L &
D, T 48.2, Dy T 173.3. #hEED L E D, T 72.2,
Dy T134, 1 kD)
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o N—ZJ A YOEMPE, (HREHTD & E D, T 0.51,
Dy T 0.59. #RE#ED E E D, T 058, Dy T 0.61.
#4,3%0)

Naive Bayes € 7 VO IEMERIE, FHlT— 8 X — {5
i, WREOVWTNDOLED, R=RA 74 v ERTZN
BFEMELTwZRY, ZOERDOV LD, RS I E
a— AT %, BRSSO 28 E T —
FELTHHLTw2R0EEZ605, K (9) D Naive
Bayes € 7IACEIT 5 P(s) I3FEROSEL A0 % KW L T
W5, GEEY N Ea—RAZIMT—F L L L &GS
BOHESMM D FAEHTE 5203, EDICT TREFRI & ICI#H
SNTH BB L DEUSFER DL SIS T B T L
RIEEIN TRV EEZEZ OGNS, LD > T, EREOMHEE
53fi% EDICT OFISEAD» ¥ E T2 2 L 3L v, &
7o, PRETFIECHBNES S 72X h 6 RO A %
FEHTLZILOREETH 5. REFIETIHEEMEDE S
XDRHRENRT LN A—=NA LML T2 70, it
DFEBO DAV EDODNARIE D EIEE A\, thoby:
BTN TY ZLZOWTRHNT 2720, P R—FR7 57—
< — ¥ (Support Vector Machine; SVM) % [A U gl 7 —
IS FEH LD, ZOBERER—274 LD bHE»ro
7o, FEBHZ SVM D2 FARTHAL E, &TDTA X
WL CHUFERZEIRT 2 2 0%, GRania%
FETELD o, Dy s, FFEOFIKD L CIZRETF
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HETa— A5 HEHEE L 2613012, #E&Y /fhEa—
PNAEHART, Hihilid D BEWEE 7L 3 XL 0FI#T—
& ELTIREYTRVwENnZ LT,

AT, AICIHEDC WSD FHED N7 2% T 134
TOXMNREFEICH L CTH—DEEED TS, BFT—%
TOEBHERPET =0Z2REE LTV, #XTAHRDS
L, MRMEICI>TRT =0 TREEBERLZ L H-
7o, L7eddo T, NREGERICEE R T 23S L,
WSD O 7% 2 ERgm EosIfsc& 2. 2ok, FXT—
DX RERY ITNEa—N ALV TTI XS %
T 2 DL L, FEEROBCR, BRSO BRI 7208
X EM S WSD g ExER{b L, HSEOE R
FEICOWTIE T 2ECRET 2 2 L THRIEZE ok
RENEZLND,

5. BAEME

AWFZEIC B 5 WSD &, HEWEERIC B 2 REHER D
M E BT EDTE S, Dagan 13, HESFED 32—
2B BEEOIRERE b L ICEEROBRMEZ N T 5
FHEEREL TS [3]. Lee b 1&, FEOFTGEEZRET 2
B, F9EEREZMEL, ZOERISHIGT 2O T2 5
AR AGE R IE T 2 BB OFRGEEIR L2 L L T
W37, F7z, IS WSD IZEEMEIR O 72 0 1S 2B 72 5
FHfh L MLEM T 5 NTE D, WSD IZ X - THIEROE D
MELZEwI @b RINTwD (1], 2. UKL,
REFERFESHEOLDERDO A THERLZRELTED,
HEESFEOERIIA VT LAWY, FHEHE, HESEOM
HOE#E AT 2 FEISBRHANTIRETH 3.

RGN HE-S < WSD b iciizErnfrbn T3, HA
FERNRE LigE L LT Fujii 512 X 285239 % [5].
o DF, BEOFEREZIET L, KHEEL L4
FIORPE L, 1 EDORRE WSD ICEZ JUZ T %2 E
L 728 D EARE FIC AT E T — 5 X — 2O
XOFERIEEFHET 2, 51T, HEHRMNGD a2 2B
T 27012, ARIESGD?S WSD ORfl7F—F R—2 & L
THMNRERIHEE % #IRT 5 sclective sampling D Fik %
REL TS, 6 0FETIERNLEEEE RIS T
205, R Tz, BAFAD WSD oxgeEd 5, —
73, Shirai 5%, AIEEFERFIUCEIES TV 241 E A
L E DFBIEEM B 2 L CREEBWRIEMN 217 ) Fikz
REL T2 [12], AREEERLC 3 2 R AHICL 2>
o TR W, XHOBEBEZ ERICHNE NI &b
%, Uk L, RFFETHW» W% EDICT D523k
BIRWHISC% i@, ARl WSD Fikic L
TWw3, i, XOFELEZMBEE, Shirai 6 DFETIE
WMERNBEIRDO A ZFIAT 228, REFETIEansr—r 3
v LAEEIBIR O T 2 v 5,

RO E 2 — 820 6 AEES T 2D RIC»
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COPIEEINT W3, Fujita 513, HIREZESEHLOFISC
ZRHAL, 206268 (HIXED HREV) L2 a—rR2A
2o HEMICHE T2 Licko>T, T —% LBk
B EPILOBAEIME Y 2 FEEREL TS 6. L
L, s oFE i S s HIs0E, FEEOHISC LM
TWAXL2 M TERVLE W) BEEH S, WSD D
AT —% & L CIdS A oSl a— 2D
PLEFLL, 2059 RS S ITRPIED FMENR T
%, F72, Melo 561, X7 L)L a—1"2AE XOEEIX
A BT L EEEREE R W T, BRI LICHT L Wil
ST L FEZIREL T0D 4. o OFETIE, KK
FE SN WSD o s USRS, HESEOM
HOHGEDOEROBH®EZRIEL, 2 DO FHEDHEREZH
RflcF 2w 79252 & CHEBINIHIXONER I ESE
T3, %o OFETIRESE HESHEOMGIZOWT
E A A T DEVEERSY & a— A% 0HE LT DI
WL, RFATIEFERY JRHEa— " A%203E Lk,
¥ 72, Melo 56 1%, JEE L B XEFHEIEMTSZE%2H
e L, 36 NnplXEGohn o RENLEIC DT HE
BrID D THERZIREL T30, L 2413C% WSD
WAL Tz,

6. DO

AWFZETI, KEZEEL 2AMIcEES L WSD Tz
RELKL, aur—yay EHEENBERICER L TXOM
BUERERALL, AT =7 X—20hh 5 Rk L BT 3
IS BINT 5 2 & CREROBRIEZ RN T2, 2oL E,
BRI T DL BB Z R OB S B0 o 72 L EDH, D
EDMEEEOREE ZDOABRZIERT S, £/, kho
N A k72 Naive Bayes €7V EflAaGbE %5 Z £ TWSD
OFBELR [ X, £, ST La—R2AnsiEE
ZHAM U7 ETHBIZES L, RABlT—F X—AZHRRT
5 FEEREL 2. HISCOIRRIC X D WSD oRgssm 1
T2 EDMERTE . RETEORMKN 2 WSD O IEfi#
KiF65%THD, R=ZAT7A4 LD b T %E»o T,

SHOMEE LTE, 431 Tism L7z &), AT —
FR—ADOEBEEDTAEZYETLILFHL I L
5, INFEHYIINEa— N AKLICHET 2 HERE
RTDIEDVEETHD. T, KFEORAHIFT—5 R—
2 HEDRFRLDELTH 525, WSD DERIC 13 HAGE
DXL AL TR, SRIZEGE)» 546N 2 1El
LT 5 Z LT WSD DD E2X D 7240s,

SE 3
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