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An Evaluation of Commonsense Knowledge-based Reasoning
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Abstract The basis of the commonsense Al is now ready for the further research with the development of
ConceptNet, the knowledge base of commonsense, and its two techniques of reasoning, AnalogySpace and
Spectral Association. The author of this paper has been involving in the acquisitions of commonsense
knowledge data in Japan. There are two known techniques for commonsense reasoning: one is to infer the
degree of similarity between two concepts in AnalogySpace, and the other is to infer the degree of related-
ness between two concepts in Spectral Association. This paper proposes a method for each to assess the
adequacy of the outputs the commonsense reasoning gives and reports the results of the assessments. The
former reasoning technique was assessed using the educational materials for human child aged 3-4, which
requires the child to identify the most dissimilar concept from the sets of 4-5 concepts. The latter tech-
nique was assessed using the word association survey of Japanese. The evaluation of two sets of the

assessment result demonstrated the superiority of the commonsense Al over the existing methods.
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NTHIFEZEICBWT, TE Ly AZxtG e LA — AR < 5 5 EE i
D—ok LTHBMENTE . 2000 4E10ICA D, TF V& ¥ A~ — Z ConceptNet" R
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TR DB ENOOH 5. FEHLHHARIIEIT L 3E Y &Y AHMOMENZ DT
7. —HT, HERERIIBITSIE by AR — A 2 flio ot FEIY, E=1
WZEHE S 5 C &d, WFZERLEIR O R 2 208 M, ICHEORGET & Eokkc B 5
BETHLH., Kimld, EESPHARTIUEL/-2E & ¥ 245,k E AnalogySpace = FIJH L 72
B 2 AR B EEHE %€ 3 X OF Spectral Association % FlIF L 728 & R B EEHE € O RN, E=N
BVERERHIE T 0 E L Z OIS HINE 3 5.
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HE%E, Spectral Association % W72 E &R EEHEE, HAICBIT S 3 F & v 2 AERERS
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2. AE 2 AHBN— X EHER

REETIE, FBEBTHIN L7223 & ¥ 2 Mk~ — 2 ® ConceptNet, BLUFIE VL ¥
AT D AnalogySpace & v 728 & BB HEE, Spectral Association % IV 728 &
WP EEHEE, RIS, FEFPINETIZEBLAHARICBIT 2 2F 2 & v ZARRINEIZOW
Ttk 9 %.

2.1 ConceptNet"”

ConceptNet 1Z, Y% Fa—t vy Y ITRRKFEXTFTA 7K MIT 274 7 IK) IR
IEVE Y ZAHGEHENR—ATH 5. ConceptNet TI&, #4& (Concept) &/ — F, &M DM
f& (Relation) 27 —7 & L7:%&M (Assertion) OHH (BRAY VT —2) TIEr Ly 2R
Mik%2FXHETH. MSEFNE2RTEFEREH T L - X TERIL, BIFRIZ IsA, HasProp-
erty, PartOf, Desire %2 &EH OS2 ULOBESINZDDZ 4. ConceptNet Tl, HIRFH
(Assertion) & #J@#KHl (Sentence) ZMIEITFTT— ¥ ZRFEL TS (K 1).
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| NESHRERABEEELE |

Assertion

Concept Relation Concept

Desire
0

1 ConceptNet DFIEFRIR

2.2 AnalogySpace |- & 2 IS RELIESTE"

AnalogySpace 1, MIT x 74 7 7 RAHpd% L7z ConceptNet (2D W= T E ¥ & ¥ A G
F:THBH. AnalogySpace 1%, ConceptNet DI E ¥t ¥ ZHFHR— A 2175 (= 1) 7 R)
WAL, MIEREICB T 2585 (SVD) & RITHIl % v CER G50 2 @H 3 %
T TdH 5. ConceptNet @ Assertion # Concept-Feature ¥ bV 7 2 4 (22 #2145, Fea-
ture 1% Concept & Relation DFTH 5. —#%IZ Concept-Feature ¥ 1) 7 ZIE K& 5% 0 2%
0B A= 2T E 2D, ZOX MY 7 A AWK LT SVD & RICEk 12X 2 KITHIK & 1T
AZETHLADEY A =UZVIIZE 5T, AD 0 K5 Tdh o7 ConceptNet IZIZEFN
72 \» Concept-Feature ®#l (FRH® Assertion) DM 245 &R TE%. F72, Con-
cept IOEMEFEZ 447 = U (UZ)" 12X D514 5. AnalogySpace #3% L 72
TIEBEW Y > T 7L BHEROIEMEREOFHEIC L EE o TH Y, Ao aE &
AN ERRIERE & ) BLETIE, BB, BRI A ShTwiw
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2.3 Spectral Association |- & 2SR EEHTE"

Spectral Association (&, EEA v b7 — 27128 BAIEHALILECE T VIZEDS W T ER T
DOFRMBEYE: GER) OIS ZFH T2 FETH L. RITHEMIC L D EMISEMEET 2
EZAHIHEEDDH B, ConceptNet & W7z BAKK 22 518 51, F 37 ConceptNet 128 W T
7 — 27 TN % Concept R 7 DEFHEAEIZME % 72 X 9 12 Concept-Concept ¥ MV 7 X C %4
WY 5 (7 —27 241 L7\ Concept X7 OEFHEAEIZ0). 2ok &, EHALILEE T VI
¢ Concept X7 OMEDFEIX, UToRXERS.
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T CREANRY MR LIRITGERE LT Co = VAV % ERITRAT B L, £~ VeV T
VPEIETES, EHIV=Ne Ll L ef=VVT LA,

2.4 BFRICBIZIES B2 AHFHINE

TEVE L AHFIE B2 ETT ET Web LHELR EICEEI SIS WIS 5720, Z
NETAFICL DR = 2L HEFMSNTE ., Cyc" TRAMEMROFITL - T,
OMCS”Tid A4 ¥ % —4 v N EDOXRS 5 4 712k 5T, F72Game With A Purpose
(GWAP) I2& 04 v =%y b EDOF—=2I12& o THFNRN = 2L A r =V 345 )75 LH1T
bRTVwaY X5, HARCBIF2IE Y £y 2SS ZHWE L2204 v ¥ —
2y M= A bEVD BIFCHREN -2 LA ED TE 7

24.1 F—xEhEhT
2010 BB LA v =2y M=% A4 b [F=Vx B2z Y, F=Yrin
IRXT I, A =%y P EOT VLAY —DOMTITbN S E My — AT, F—3 ¥ 25
FTHODOE Y b EIEZDSFEICBCFEIRE I LR T LAY DY THETF— L THb.
TVUAX—DEENRITE Ly AMERE LTIESN L. 2013457 AR, 24 ik 3%
vk v 25 (Sentence ) # B L TV 5.

2.4.2 BEAKRE
2012 4EIZB%A L 72 Facebook 7 7V @ [HAAMuE *E, HFO THAAL NV ] %3~
HZENTEL—MM20MD7 4 ARRDTF—LTHEH. MELEAOMENS [HAANSIF
S #EEHLT, ZoOfE% Facebook DNz HEHWIZY 27 LTHEWE . =0
FANAENRTE Yy AMake LCNESNS. 201347 AKES T, K61 iffoatr e
2% (Sentence ) %R LTV 5.

3. FHEXEER 1 : BISREBRLE#E

AREETIE, BEEFEDEHEE OVERERTAN T 1L O A I X OFHliF R, ZHBIZOWTHERS.
LD 3 ~ 4 BRI DL IREA 2 BT B AR SR LIEIZHC ) LA, IR E T
filissZ & &Lz JREM OMEINBESER LITEIE, WO WLILODOBMEZRT A 7 A
MR EN, TOHRp5 b oL b MOBEZ —2OHE T LHETH L. Bz, HE
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MBS C={X M H3& RIOEATFAIPFG2oN, BHMHNANOBMETH L5
ZHETHMETH L. e ZEHMNFICEI ) RS2 MHIINE R 2T L WRETDH
B7%, HRBM TIE—DOIEM CHEAIHIE Lk d IAETHA M) 23510 5TH
NTHEY, TheiEfe Ry L TEBINCERKN2FFMiATTRRICZR S L E 2 72

3.1 FHfiRER 1 OFIE
A T BBDUEHE E O FFM S BR TS D W Tl R 5.

3.1.1 BMEEDTFZX ML

ARFHM TR BRI AL E L, EFOBAFTLEROBEM T DA 7 A 6 HEEE &
IR EO 7 F A MEzATV, O AT, §Hlis 27 2 0m%, BRIy~ TTFFAMEL
2. AFICX A7 %2 MEiE, #MicEDIPRTWD [HEE] & TIER] 1I26E) 2 & TREMIR
HERL, 17X M2 7 F 2 FRBTLEOZHMEICH LTRIT DN 2 ED TATTHIBL
7z.

® TN S Wi T ConceptNet I2& L5 Concept DF F A bFEBLZH W5

® ConceptNet D #HE ® Concept IZx 3 % H41x, Concept @ Feature 2% & b % »

Concept D7 ¥ A FFEHZH W5
FEBTVERR L 72 SRR R0 4 JUBE A 130 [, 5 IREEDS 38 D A5F 168 M TH 5.

3.1.2 ®iLE
ConceptNet4.0 I21x—2® Concept (JLH LFE) (63 2 BEOEREEHOM A BREDHE
HEINTWEY, HEENISIETHTEER L, AIZFHEPEOLPREIHES R, FEES
FRE I NS DA E 1T 5 72,

3.1.3 EZEMNIE
n RO NER LIEIZ BT 2SS C={c1co ... 0} D SMBEIMIRE . T T D
A TEMNT 5.
€y = argmin(y | sim(c;. ¢;)) 1)

aeC c;eC

cj#C;

sim(ci¢;) &, ¢ & ¢ OMOFMETH 5. CIZHEN 5 Concept ®9H B =D ED Con-
cept EHITH % (Concept-Feature ¥ b 7 ZADFFIRIFHEIET 5) Wpfy, FOREIIH L
THZWREE L, BEHIO Concept EAND AT ¢, XA H LY AT A 0HEL L7z, BHO
Concept 283 Kili TH - 728 H1%, FOMEICH L THEREEE L7z,

3.1.4 EEORSEFMIEFEOES
FIEREZ N=168, N O 9 HLEZEWHETH o MEH e AAHER N, 1EEL7RHEEz
Ne & L7HpS, PRRERFMifERE & LT, ARHEHR RR=N,/N, AREZFILER RCR=N./N,
IEE# CR=N./N Z & L 7.
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3.2 FHMERER> AT L

SRR Y AT AL, TE V& v AR — Z12 ConceptNetd.0 & H vy, BB OB EEET
#4012 AnalogySpace D2 TH % Divisi2 & w7z, st o mZi213:0 (D) 2 v 7-.
VMAFEZ 3E 2y AFH LIS

3.2.1 TE>EAHMFEEY I
AR, AERETFREOMRIRO 72D ICHEO ML v M 2R L, FHiliz 4T - 7.
All 1 2013 4E 7 AR EOTRTOMAREL v b, Mid 1Z All 25 50% %, Small 1Z All 2*5 10%
® Sentence & 7 v ¥ LYY Y LTHEBLZAGEE v N TH S, Default 13 Concept-
Netd0 ORA R TRA SN TV D HAFEMH YL v b, NadyaldF—TV ¥ & %2 ZF% & T,
Kentei 13 H AR ARE THE L 72RO ATHER L72MEL Yy P ThHE. ZhEThoMikt v
b @ Sentence £, Assertion £, Concept £% 3 1 127”7,

x1 FHMEXRBRTHALAZOE EXAEEY

ikt M4 Sentence Assertion % Concept %
All 868,228 181,820 65,295
Mid 434,114 110,558 43,847
Small 86,823 32,160 17,590
Default 14,368 12,825 11,100
Nadya 243,010 102,424 15,462
Kentei 610,850 73,083 52,126

3.2.2 TAMNTGA—4H
WERICEBEL 257 A M3 A—=% L LT, SVD OEMEKRITE K = {100, 200, 300, 400},
Concept-Feature ¥~ N 7 2 A DFRT— % £ $ 5478 L OF Mo R/NE 0 5% Cutoff =
{1,3,5}, ADIEBL (FEAGEITBLOHNXRZ v VD) VATEDL) OF#E Prenorm =
{L.0}, BMERFICHYT 5 UZ DIEBL (FWDEfTX7 VDIV ATHEL) OfF K
Postnorm = {1,0} DMUDDINTG X =5 DT RTOMAEDLEIIOWTENL 7.

3.3 WEF&
IEVEVAFEOREE, Web EOLELRSICIRHPEINISL VYLD EI§ELaE Y
LY AR NE S HEES LAHT L EZACHD. Z2T, AHICHBIT 5 BT ED
—2 & LT, Web LOABIELETH 5 Wikipedia & W 72 L EWHAT (LSA) Tz 3
EL7z. b9 =0T EL LTiE, MaMoBPESR CIL < HW S5 TWw2 WordNet
R LT #EE L. TN ETROKTET, BB sim(c;, o) ZEHEL, (1)
VT AU S AT 5.

3.3.1 HBZAEE WikipediastEZ2FAL /- LSA (L& I SEELESE
H A GE Wikipedia ® it 3 % Concept, s FPIZE Y3 % HiGh % Feature & #¢ 2, Concept-
Feature ¥ M 7 ZZ{EK L, IV Y AFHEERMKOTVITY XA %2FH LT, Concept
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(Gid) MoOFEBPELZFHE Lz WA tidf & L7z, HEME 7 ¥ X b & HAGE Wikipedia
RFOMIGHTIEFER SBANFTIT o 72, BEHEMHTITIE Mecab™ & v, FEFRFHLE L
XS L7 AR 2 FUH L7 IR BRI, 3@, BAEEEL, 757, BT &k
O— BRI L7z F72, < D2 ZADFFNZ P VB LOFINRZ M VOIE 0 K55S 5 Al
LB T2 IEBA L. 2512, Wikipedia FLdH21E, Wik 28 L IS VW ELHIR
BIAET 2720, WREFOKY AREIT572. Y AARTTHE, Wikipedia OfeFn 7T
VoY v rFE—=4 (hraNr57) ZRAHL, SRERSIHET 20E T T RL AT
TV 7 OB LUTOA T TV IRT 2 FOAZNGRLHFL L, K2R TH T
TVHEEL={024%7 7TV} O 4fEHOEF Ly FEMEKL, TNENTHEL 7.
ottty M, TEVEVAFHEEEMKDOTAINT A=, SVDKRITHK =
{100, 200, 300, 400}, Prenorm = {1,0}, Postnorm = {1,0} DT XTOFMAELETIEEEZIT-
7. LSA ®923:1213 Divisi2 # v 7z, ik o Tk % DI Wikipedia T2 & 5.

%2 HZAFE Wikipedia ® LSA IC& 3 LB F &

dty M AT TVHEE ATV RLEHEL R
WLSA_A EHNTITY 116,162 884,583 390,761
WLSA_4 4 4902 150,823 224932
WLSA_2 2 2416 84,029 157,190
WLSA_O 0 566 34,607 78,764

3.3.2 WordNet # AW\ B SBEELEHE

WordNet TIIEZH OBBEEE T HELI WK OPRE SN TE D, nltk™ (2B E LT%
TN TV D 6 FEK W& MBI EEHE T (Path Distance, Leacock Chodorow ™, Wu-
Palmer™, Resnik™, Jiang-Conrath™, Lin™) % LT e LT /2. HAFE WordNet1.1"
DIEFERR WordNet ~D 1) ¥ 7 7 7 4 )V & W THFERR WordNet @ synset ~ND~ v ¥ ¥ 7%
7o 72%12, nltk 2 FH W CTHEFEM WordNet | T synset B O PE DT R 2772, —DOD
HUERE &R U THEELD synset ~ND Y ¥ 7 BT H8EE, EHEOPATFTEEL LCHE
Y7z synset ~NO R 2 AT o 72, BMSOBEHREZLEL T 5HPEFEIIOVTI,
Brown I —/ 82 % W CHI L ilm 2 FIH L7z, ko T3k % DR WordNet T+ & 5.

3.4 FHMERERAER
AT T IS BE A B BUDUREHE 7 PR R D BT F2BRAE R I D W CRER 5 5.

3.4.1 BmAMBEDIHER
aE bV ATFELRTPEOERMEIZOWT, TRENRKOEEXRZH LT A b
T ADRRERIIIRT. ATy AT, MRy — A = All, Cutoff=3, K =400,
Prenorm =0, Postnorm =1 T3 %. Wikipedia F#EEitFHF v b =WLSA_0, K =300,
Prenorm =1, Postnorm =0 T& 5. WordNet T#:13 Resnik Similarity \2 X 2R TH 5.
#K3DOpfHlE, IEV LV AFELORUMREICL S pIHTH 5.
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x3 FEBOKR
T4 TR Wikipedia WordNet
AR AL 159 160 153
IEE# 103 91 83
Ve pasz 0.95 0.95 091
RN Al 25 1 24 5 0.65 057 054
flipas: s 0.61 0.54 0.49
AR A2 LA p Ml 0.09153 0.03755
IE%53 p fi 0.1122 0.01853

3.4.2 HHENDHER
TE VLY ATRICBT DHABMERN O KT K 4ITIRY. 72X 2 1I2HEE (Assertion £
EATR I AR OB E R

x4 FMHEBRHORER

HIFY — A% Small Mid All

PR yIEIR% 111 154 159

E&# 60 90 103

PR yICipa%e o 0.66 092 0.95

V)| Cip S op =82 0.54 058 0.65

IE&# 0.36 054 0.61
1.0

y =0.1095In(x) - 0.6799’,/”

0.8
W
H
H Nadya #°All
1 0.6 %
[l * L7 Mid
E Swall,

0.4 . Kentei

“% Default
0.2 T T
1.0E+04 1.0E+05 1.0E+06 1.0E+07
Assertion$

2 Assertion ¥ & FHMEIZEZEDORFR

3.4.3 FERIREF AR ORER
IE VY AFREIIBT L AERNEFERN O R 2 L5 ITRT.
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R5 MBINEFENOBER

Hiik) — A% Default Nadya Kentei
HRIAE 5K 25 148 86
EE# 8 90 41
A5 %N In) 5 5 0.15 0.88 051
V)| EIp- 3 op =22 0.32 0.61 048
IE&# 0.05 054 0.24

3.5 FEELEMEER
AREITIE, 3.4 Hi OGBS R0 { FEH L BMERRICO VTR,

3.5.1 tEREET(HE

AREFMIZ & D 3~ 4RIEAF IO B2 R EMER ORI Z G 251 LT, BUREAL
DAEV VY AFENEOREOWRETH 202 KB, CRNIEEBIEL 2oz £312
RT LI, TEVEYAFEIR, Wikipedia F:%° WordNet T 12 LA R A1 IE 3%
IEERIZOWTRERMERVE LN AHAERIIOVTOERI R, 3LV AT
HOFMAIEZRIL 095 TH Y, 3~4EBICHDONIMEDO KIS %E A/ N—TETWVWELEFZ
5. —HTHELRETH 572 5%V TIIS BN — AL DL LENDHD. 5%
FN L& (Concept) OFIE LTiE, “BEFVIEEESL", "BEEZDLL )" R EHEK
DI TRBDPLE R (Concept) THbD. DX ) HBEEZE A B HGRINE TR M0
FHERAT 2LEDGH 5.

FFHEORBBENIOVTESET L. HHEMEICE, EEOECZ NS HEE HgoEnwi
R MED% & E 5. WordNet T35 Wikipedia ik, fHOEWZ ) MEIZIZ 2
FVE Y ZAFHEICEW L ANVOIEER RS ENA R S N72h, HEoEw 29 MEcida
F VRV AFRICHERTRVIESE SR 2R T R S5 h/z. F72, Wikipedia FiEIZoWTix
MR FLFR A BRI RS EAL T AN D B 72D, SO X9 Z ki 2 B
LT/ A RERBREPL AL TS LN TE L. EoT, BRUMkiEZMT 01213
JAXLFOREVPVBELERY, TE YV AFEICHENS ELELERE BT 7200
Fa—= U IIHPHLVEFZA.

3.5.2 FHE, INEFEEMEEORRE

ARFHINC &Y, HikE MR OB E IR TE 5 X9 1%k o72. M2ITR$@EY), Mk
wEOMEA — 5 — OB G D THRBIE IEERABIERZIA L L T AR S h e,
F2ARFHIC X, HEOPETLEOZLRERLAHMIEDOFIR b WL o7z, K5 DMEND,
FHEODVIToTCEIF =V v L TR HANGGEZ A L CTIUE L 72413%1, Default @
AREEIEERZ ERl>THY), AARHARNETETHL LHAMTE L. F—V v e nlh
ZTEHRANEZHAND &, F—U X ERZRZOTNTNTOHEIIBNTEE>THD,
L0 BOWHRIETHETH S LHHTE 5.
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3.5.3 BMEREBR

MRS 5 L, 3.4 2 HOMIZREWIERER LS R S N5 22 MRS 5 720125800
TR T - 72, 20134E 8 H~ 201544 A F TI3BINTYUE L2k % AlLICBINL, feky —
A Add 2L, FBEOEBREIT>72. Add ICBWTHROEROE L7727 A ST X —%
B BREREZR6 B LUK 3 ITRT. 3.4 2 FHTHEE L7z HE, PRSI R L 72,

%6 Add DFER (Cutoff =3, K=2300, Prenorm =0, Postnorm =1)

HIFk — A% Add
Assertion % 270,415
ML 168
BRI E 162
A 110
ey jCipas: 0.96
R0 1A I A 0.68
IR 0.65
1.0
y =0.1075In(x) - 0.6593
0.8 .
'N' L.
# ‘Add
ﬁHﬂ 06 Nadya P 'All
% Stajt-” - Mifi
T -* *Kentei
04 4
“% Default
0.2 : :
1.0E+04 1.0E+05 1.0E+06 1.0E+07
AssertionZ}

3 Assertion HEFHEZFEZEDEFE (Add DIHERZIER)

4, FHMEZRER 2 : BISEEEEHE
ARTETIE, WEE R B E O PEBEREII T O R B L ORI R, Z8IConTikiR 5,
AN DA FER AR Y 2 L7 — % & W72 LT, Spectral Association % W Cai L 7238

TG R & O HBGETl 217 > 72.

4.1 FHEXRE 2 OFIR
AHITIE, BEE B EEHEE O RHlFEER D T O W Tih R 5.

4.1.1 EET—20OMER

7o 2 LIZOHENI OV TORERERICBIT 2 HAOMREZ EfT—5 L Lz, 2O
TR, HARGEARGEE 35 K540, DD HE CMGE) % We7- o R Apsiii L /2
HAEGEO BB I ONEANRTH L. HHMER, 5, %, W Lo 30iETH L.
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B ATHIGEE “FT \Sy AEEER ORISR R, 220127 N7, MECSL N, BT 1T AN
ETHLH, AHETIE, MEANEZHEEZEOR S EEZ R, BIE NN A 7284
A AL (UL s 22, 247 2 g, 347 M8, ) BIEMT—F & L7 72720, LA
s 1 2 oI MR S W 2D BRE L7z,

4.1.2 AR
3. 12 & [AARDEILIL %2 47 5 7.

4. 1.3 Spectral Association (& 2EMEE X &R
Spectral Association & FIV> T, FHIBEEIIH 3 2 MAALAT S WAHEEY A M &2 A L7z AREFE
filii, wt18369 fF (Jlak+ v b Small (2% % 1% 42 Concept + #il i) @ Concept % A
EBEEE L, HIBGE & BN R e oM OBELE D% Spectral Association THM L,
EDE M MRS U 247wy, RIBGEE ISR 3 2 MAAAT S dHEE Y 2 b &2 L7z,

4.1. 4 FHEEEFEOEH
30 DRIFEEENZENICOWT, 4 1L 1HDIERT— 5 O@MEEY A &, 4 1. 3HTAEKL
FoAHEEY 2 b & LLEGEEMG L7z, SEMidEAE & LC F 1, AP (Average Precision) # &5 L 7-.
F72, 0 DHBFEICBI2BAIREL LT, v 7 0¥ F i, MAP (Mean Average Pre-
cision) =&ML 7=

4.2 FHMERER> X7 L

SR > A 7 A DFEENL, 3.2 i & M KR ConceptNet4.0 & Spectral Association D FE %%
& LT Divisi2 # v/, 4 1L 1H~4 1L3HOFEZ AW CGEEGE) X baElR Lz DR,
AFraT sy APELITS

4.2.1 AECECZAHMEEY B
B2 1HTRLAZTIEV LY AL Yy MIZBIT S All, Mid, Small ZHW7-.

4.2.2 TFAMNTA—=%

MR EE 5257 A ST 2 =% L LT, SVD OEMKITLE K = {100, 200, 300, 400, ...
PIRE 100 # ..., 1600}, Concept-Concept ¥ bV 7 A COEFMT— % &5 5478 LU D
/IR O A 8L Cutoff = {1,3,5}, C DIEBUL (K3 %2ITB L OHINRT PV ) VA TE L)
DH M Prenorm = {1,0}, V’ DIEHAL (FKAGEITXZ VD VATHEL) DF M Post-
norm ={1,0} DWUDOD/INF A= DFTXTOMAGHEIIDOWTEL 7.

4.3 HE&FE

WigFP:& LT, Wikipedia it 7 F A b W/ HEERZ o 7RHH PR #C L2 3
EOMS (R a7) OFEICEERTELRD 528, KGN TIE, —#WN7% cosine &, &
JESEEWAA 7 + —F 4 (ALAGIN) O HGFEIEFE 7 — % X—= 2" CTHRHA L T 5 dice
BEBLOTAADT 74 777275 —F)OMERH=E (LF Dpmi)) O®=>0lkk
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F7:, ToolGEoREE RS 77—y HAL, F—-RlFRobEs

[l —XHhAOLED 280 TEM L7z, R7ICERLZHKFEDOT A Mr—A—5E%RT.

RT7T KBFEDTANr—Z2—E

FANr— 2% IGRERHE T JUREA dR T K
Wikipedia_dice_doc Dice %44 et 885,147 %
Wikipedia_dpmi_doc Dpmi

Wikipedia_cosine_doc Cosine

Wikipedia_dice_sen Dice #%% b’ 32,751,912 ¢
Wikipedia_dpmi_sen Dpmi

Wikipedia_cosine_sen Cosine

4.4 FHEHRER

Mkt y PALICBWTMAPERRKE R o7ZTAMYT A=ty I (K=1600, Cut-
off =5, Prenorm = 1, Postnorm =1) (2B bR E2RT. 412, 430 ORBGEEIZBIT S
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* 1 Mecab @ web A b : http://taku910.github.io/mecab/
% 2 NLTK (Natural Language Toolkit) @ web A I : http://www.nltk.org/
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