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We proposed a method of word sense disambiguation using Contextual Semantic Network (CSN).
This network is constructed using concept dictionaries (Associative Concept Dictionary and WordNet)
which include semantic relations among concepts. In the network, an interactive activation method is
used to identify meanings of a homographic ideogram on the CSN where the activation values on the
network are calculated using the distance information between concepts. Dynamic Contextual Network
Model is applied to the network, where the network structure changes according to the successive
input words in the sentences. The model enhances the network dynamically by adding words from the
input sentence until the model obtains a certain threshold to decide the appropriate meaning of the
homographic ideograms.
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IZ-1%FLHETH 5,

3.4 WordNet #FIF L 7=% v b7 — T DI

RO % FMEH 21T S 72912, WordNet D&
ki 2R L 3.1 #id Contextual Semantic Network
% AE B+ %, WordNet T X synset & V5 JH &
ROty P THEEERL TS, & 2.
(48] % [O72\] EEider A1 [frontal_bone,
% [brow, forehead| @
Hi % 1Z [the large cranial bone

os_frontale, forehead]
synset 28 & 0.

forming the front part of the cranium: includes the

upper part of the orbits|, % ¥ (& [the part of the
face above the eyes] # L TWw 5, 7, [#H]
# [23<] L@ aid [8] OFKT, [sum,
@
[quantity] Z EBHE OS2 H D, Hi#HE [a
quantity of money]. % ¥ (¥ [an adequate or large
amount] #fF LT3, X 5IZ[H< ] &k [HHix]
D BRI 5 synset 25 WordNet (21378720,
HAGED [##%] 12xfI3 % WordNet O synset %
FMHT 5.

Z D & 512 WordNet 1& HARGED XKZLIZXTIE T 5
synset W GFIEST 5, % Z T WordNet % F|JH L
7= Contextual Semantic Network T, % #&af [ &z
(B) )L T8 (B )L TE (O 720) ] iSxied
% synset 1IZH W T, 32HOXEHNT/ — FOW
PHEAEIR L, ZFEEZ L D synset (/ — F) O
P 2 L IiR$ 5 2 & Tl B # A5 5 & O
BETILEZERL:,

# 3 1%, WordNet D #7512 3512 T synset [H DBy
AR TRLS L ZOE®RERT, [@ &~]. [@i

sum_of_money, amount, amount_of money |

104



SR F b T — 2 O 72350 2 MY

#=3 WordNet DZFADERT & % DEXRA

RARF ERFR RRF B

@ Hypernym + Derivationally related form

@i Instance Hypernym ke Domain of synset — TOPIC

~ Hyponym < Member of this domain — TOPIC
~i Instance Hyponym ir Domain of synset - REGION

#m Member holonym B Member of this domain — REGION
#s Substance holonym u Domain of synset - USAGE

#p Part holonym -u Member of this domain - USAGE
% m Member meronym ! Antonym

% s Substance meronym = Attribute

%p Part meronym

E~il, [#m &% ml. [#s &%sl. [#p &% pl. [ic
el rkrl. Tiuk ul RHKFEDY V2D
BfRIZH 2, TTTIE, dBOLRMEDHNZIT
7-%. WordNet # & & 12 L 72 Contextual Semantic
Network Z LI TD 27 v 7 TIERT 5.

1. ZEEE=FLATIUIxT LT, HAE/RD 2T
fE M 2% Cabocha % H\C, FED ﬁ:%ﬂ‘léiﬁkﬁ‘ )
T ERABSG L., CPOEVEE AT
15,

2. HAGZE WordNet Z F|HH L T, ABdEw, DA
FEO RKBUZXIB$ 5 WordNet @ synset % 97N
TR T %, 22, [#] 56 [# (0%
W) | i2x e $ % synset & L T [frontal_bone,
os_frontale, forehead] X [brow. forehead]
BEBBOEEZ B 5,

3. AJEEw, IZXIRd % synset D [ @, @i, ~., ~ i,
#m., #s. #p. %m. %s. %p. + ;c. ¢l OHA
T BIR T synset # / — K & LT
%, EOIZRARBRENEAS5IZA S ETIHIZ [@)
HEDBBRTED synset &/ — F & LTlD
BREAT SV Y Y =2 ITBEMT 5,
(AJIEE w, @ synset BB b % HA X, T
THIH U CRB3ER LTy b7 — 2 1SENE
%)

4. AFFEBEw IZBEM D E 0 synset & 5 5 72
Wz, MAEBEOY v 2 %55 k51 [@k
~]. [@ & ~il, [#m & % m]. [#s & % s].
[#p & %pl. [;c& <l DM AADEIRK

BNIZH B L Z2i12iE, WCIDIZK - TK
ZREPEXy PT - ZIZBMT B, &R
. ANES TE] OB A, synset TdH %
<nose, olfactory_organ> @ part holonym <#p>

|2 <face, human_face>, % @ hypernym <@>

C <external_body_part>, % @ hypernym<@>

Z <body_part>, % @ part holonym <#p> |2
<organism, being>, % ¢ part meronym< % p>
IZ <body_part> & W\ 5 & 2K H 5 h 5,
<body_part> 2% 75 A 5 2> @ synset ( kG2 D %
A & <organism. being>) % H L T H
<body_part> IZJR % &k 9 &EiFIRTH 5,

. ATIEEw, O D R E®RS S AT w, DR

DICOFEIZHIBT 5 synset &) V2 & 1w |k
J—218ML., VY IDOEAE 10 LTS,
$72. £%E 4. B,. C [A+LD synset 135V
VO E Xy PI=2IEML, VYO DEAE
-1.0 &35,

7ol 21X, ZFEE T8 (U720 ] ITHIEd 5 2
D0 synset D H HD—IA [brow, forehead] D
Yt kAR d [Hix (03<) ), [&F (&8
) NS 5 25 synset (2P &7 TREITNT 5,

L ATIEEW, DL KEEA. B, CTFET B L4 D

H B — DD synset IZ [ % 3 5 synsetq; & %
FEE B 2K $ 5 synset R £ #iE C 2D
9 % synset D BLIIHIEHI Y v v E 1w b T —

ZIZHEML, VY2 OEARE-10E T 5,
F 7 [A bR IC 2 58 B IC B 15§ 5 synset
by % F A AT NI T 2 synset ¥ %
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FEABCIT R IR 9 B synset ® [ &
#WyryorsELxy b7 -2 BNT 5,

7z 2. ZFE 8 (O720n) ] Iodind 2
2O synset DS HD—DIH [brow. forehead]
O A, LA BEE T b % synset [feature,
lineament] &, DFEETH 5 [Hifx (23<) ],
(& (H<) ] I3 %% synset (241 Y~
S RN

4 1%, WordNet % 17z Contextual Semantic
Network DfIlTH %, FHTHEY 7 &Z/RL, K
BAZHIEI Y v o 2Rd, 72, A synset AT
J—=FThd, RHVE, FREE ([FHx (23<) 1
(448 (<)), TEE (0720 ) iz d 2 #8580
synset TH 5, Z DX IZ WordNet Tid HAFED
FiO I U THI D synset DBl d 5, 72& 4
2. (46 56 [0 0] OBKET [frontal_bone.,
os_frontale, forehead] X [brow. forehead| 7 &
D synset 23 5, MM ST T [FH (O 720) ]
1295 2D 2D synset 12, X 40 [4H (O-720)

/hitai/| OEFHEND 7 — FD X S51Z, synset [il+:
ZEEY) o TREE, 72, [HRE (<)L T&
(M) ], T8 (D720 ] WDKK 4D synset 13,
i £ FEa3EE L R v 7 TiiEh s, 28 %
¥, [brow. forehead| (Z [quantity] &#Ifl) > 2
THEIEN S, F72. LRIBICHE T 5 synset ([HH%
()L & (B )L T8 (O720)] N s —
F) 2507 1 BFED synset (72& 213, [brow.
forehead | DIFA [feature, lineament| #/R"§ / —
F) &, fhodEE R [HHm (A <)) [Ed (2
<) 1D synset — DU Y v 7 THEIEN S,
4 T3, [feature. lineament] & [quantity] [
OPHEY Y2 DZETH S,

3.5 EEBLSEFEE WordNet £FIH L -2 HMED
FRE S 2T LD

33 HiT, MEMSHHOMHEL Ly b T =2

HEEDIERIZ DWW TR, 3.4 fiT WordNet % F|FH

L7zt y b7 = ZREEDIERIZD W TR, £

FEEGU Y EATCE LT, AR SR EE R

AN

ANGE TEE) rEhvy  T#)

BODEAY DD EE

r gE ] frontal_bone,

os_frontale, forehead

.............. )

. " / ‘ brow, foreheaE‘

22 : / | feature, lineament.‘
2 L—— ‘eature, uneament

— (

brow, forehead |XfhDZ3EETHH
quantity & iV > 2 THES

7 qu%ntityﬁ \

4 WordNet % Fu 7= Contextual Semantic Network D15l
(PR Y~ 2 13— % BNE)
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HRA v b7 =2 E N ZEED £ eV

FH U 7z If & WordNet % #| Fl LU 7z IKf T Contextual
Semantic Network % FH 7= 2 M O IE 2R %
W5, 29 b7 —2sHoO s — FOREIX 3.2 fio
KEFHEL CEHHET 5,

351 ZHEMUMHEFEDEEDOFIE

Contextual Semantic Network % F| i U 72 £ &%
DIFRTEOFHIE %175 7212, S35 (48] »sedhic
13BGFET % Web EOH2 F 8 FAHG L. £
D5 B AP EERE ORIEEE I & 2 & T D 45
DR EN TS 26 LEBEELZ, B (28K) &
O T 16 LT, 6 (O 720) & Xid 10 X T
b5, H (BL) EFHOLIZONTIEI6 XD S B,
[EA#% ] OREIRO X 12 30T FRD O 4 303 [
DRERDLTH %, BEEL26 XEATILELELT,
X Z &1 Contextual Semantic Network % fERE L 7=
5 A TEHFBD / — FPOWEMHEARH L, 7 —FD
HHEEAEOT &Y 2T A EINL 2GR e T 5,
Contextual Semantic Network i3 L AH B & B 2 4 F
F U 72354 & WordNet % FIJFH U 72354 TIER L,
VAT LADBERUZEBRSA KO 5HEHTH 5
PR AT 5, 72, AT & dEmE
fiEE & WordNet TH v b7 — 2 BEAGIH L2,

352 MEREEE

#4132, 351 TEEL 26 LAMAL T,
A E B & 2 & WordNet # FI I L TIERE L 72
Contextual Semantic Network % & & 12 U 72 £ %1%
fRED IR 2R, ST T 3 (23<)]
DA WERE IR L2 HEGEES [40 (52<)]
LisB7=0, [ SBT3 [Hx] (ICBY
ZEELHMEINTHED 2 O3S STk
WAY, WordNet i3 synset & U THE& A HHfE L1 53 %0

ENTNB, K Tid, MRLLETELTE LR
IZU72EBD S RME AT > T D . IELWFHAD
I CcE 202 HNE LT3 720, HHMSHE
DF—25ZDFEHHAL TS,

Foy MU — O EEERT 5 & dEE R
WordNet X0 & % v 7 — 2 BFEN105IEE &,
232HDOE 212K T B PHEEDO A R L L7zl
HMESHED S v T =2 BE LD KL H->TH
%, ZHIE33HD AT v T THEKT % Contextual
Semantic Network 27 EAHGEE GO =% v F 7 —2
LS TVB720THD, Lo LIEEED AE WS
& U7 atri oy b U — 2 %E LD R0
Eldn A, HAAMEREED 2 WordNet KD & %
SOBMENBEIZOBNB>TNDLIENWnh b,

EFRT EEREHHEOL A2 923%T
WordNet DA A 58.3% & 7 1, HARKE & hEH % H
W72 Z MO IRH O IEfRZE D T 4 WordNet % H»
72 2RO MEO IR K D S, EEREREET IS
TR (03) ] ORI [BE] 2 & T8 (H3<) ]
NED KD KR - BHRIZ D % 2 7 EDOSURESH 7
Cgai X h T3, WordNet IZ% [;c Domain
of synset - TOPIC| @ &k H512& D & S 7% Domain T
WO BMETH 202 EDNME b 520, HHEE
Bbsn, 22T, 2y VI —0%EEE EIF5IC
3 EEDT /2L EEMH LT B h 542
[BEDfR] K&, RDZIHRPEBD N4 — v 2%
E &AWL CEO WA & SURNE R 2 i U
WordNet #5632 HikhEL 5N 5,

4 BHWXRxy T -7 ETI
(Dynamic Contextual Network Model)
EEEMDRRHE

2ETIE, HEBEEEEOMEIZOVTENR, &

R4 EEBZEE & WordNet 2 FIA U 2 ZHMEDRRHEE D LEE

EEB RS WordNet
[ —— S (S - , A (B - AR #0720
EFDEFRH #H (%) (020 HH (53 - L %A)
FHRINT—IRE 0.0178 0.0018
EfRH 15 \ 8 | 6
1E iR 92.3% 58.3%
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i

ST & RE#H & WordNet OBUBLE % v T —
2B DI AT 5 720 3T TIE LR TURS v
b — 2 AR L R EEE & WordNet T%
FVEME O LR E LB L 72, KICKETIE, B
ISR+ b7 — %2 EF )L (Okamoto, et. al., 2010)
(Okamoto, et. al., 2011) 22X ¥ 5, TDOET I
. AR EFGAED 2PN NEEBRL 2%
YA 2 K512, CHOHEE A ATNEIZ W
T, TNETNORETOXMRISIBC 2y T —
2 (Contextual Semantic Network) % BJiIZHESE L |
BEIRME 2 BEHEIS S 2 EF L CTH 5. BIRISUIR*
T =T, 2y 8T = EES T2 b BEER
THEHROREN A TRVIGA, & 61RO ASIEE
EMA LY b7 =2 R L 2086 WIEEZE
He25ZLTHBOLHEMEZMET 5, OhOHEE
JEFIZFIH L THy b7 — 2 ZEIHNAER T 5 720
G NI =2 EENENZERRDEND, TDT-
O E B SRR O A& M LB D 2 Mg % 17
Do

41 Xy bT7—T7DEBIZEIL

X5, BRXRE Y b7 =2 ETFLORHE
INT . AJTHEEF % 7 L 72 I 51 T O Contextual
Semantic Network % EK U £ 2614 O gy 2 5l A 7=
KR, EORERSEY R T E ar 52 BEe R
DASIEE " W CEBFRE1T5 . 25 LTREEL
ety b7 =0 THEMEEA RSS2 ek D
VIR A BIRT 5,

50 FME &, [FICANTIRZHHS | O

X, XORBEEE P EHKBEBTH2HE4D
Contextual Semantic Network % & @ & 5 12§55k 9
2R LTNS, D [HH] 721 TIEES 5D
ADEYITH 1MW TE RN XD [AN 3]
Rlizlevo = AJEEE TR L= 8 v b7 —
2 CHEIRE 7 — F O 2 3153 2 Z & Tt % 38
FaYrd 5, BARMIZIE, EBEAANIENS 2T
32HIOXZMML T, KR tIZOWTIEEES AT
ENBZCIZ209 4 ZLVEHT 2, *y P 7 —2
WORYID / — F OPIiEIL 3.2 & (3) X THLM
T30, ROENAT ENHED /7 — F O
(3. T ORERDWEPEEOfE 2 k& LT (8) X THHE
)

a;(0)=S,/2 ,
a;()=(Su+a;(t1))/2

&)
®

Sild. Xk — FNXBBLAZNKETH 5.
a;(D) 1F 2112805/ — ENOWEHMETH 5.
F72 B 41128613 % 2 — F N, Ofili a,(+1) 1. 3.2
i @) »5 (1) AeHCTEHRT S,

42 BWXREXy NT—7EFIEFBL-ZE
MEENDYIaL -3
421 ZEMBEDNDII 1L - 3> EfHMERE
BISORA Yy b7 — 2 BFLEFIHT B &, [hE
IS 5728 H ) OFOFEN, VEIZY 72 > TEEN» 6
MAM7z.] DL, —DDLDOHIZLFIEH B
B sHae, HICicCinTs2 o>, 5HEI

SEEEDEA /DS

RDANF/EEFRALT
FybD =%k

EMEED
BLAN
BYGEER

5%

5 Contextual Semantic Network @ #k ik
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FIZANSNEEZfio Nz ] DXIIZ2D20X %
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mAEHcE RVGEATE . BROREID Ah
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BHEBO L THK SN2 5481%. XOURHIZB%
5L — FOFEMEIZRDOXD X v b7 — 212 ik
REhs,
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DRI, ZDOH%IT, WO FROEHHTO & 512
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720 IBREIZA I X M35 Th B, [5(2<) ]
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FRS v b7 — 27 BFILOFHBE LT 33 TH
W72 26X ([ ] EFitr16 & [O720] &5
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R5 ZHEBEETC2OONEMAEHELHBEDREETIVICH S B IERH
Efc AFX EfE% 2 EARE A EfEE 0 R
() SE (OF) 320 | 2221 (696%) | 921 (286%) 6 Il (18%) 83.8%
& &A) /& ) 240 fIH | 1411 (588%) | 99 fifl (41.2%) 0 1 (0% ) 794%
ZozDI3K 6 b THITH 5720 Foo AN B g (QUNIP. winl iRy LI E RO A R AT TN o 3

DO S L EHLEOXO [IEME 1] 7257
DIFKI3HIH»E 4EITH - 7=,

EIWTHBRAZXIIZ, IXHFDEFTRTT
Contextual Semantic Network % fE& L T2 # D
RN & U2 IR RS 9B L Eh o 7z, GBS
B BDEHKBEHEED2OD LA MAADE THER
L 72 AJI30125x¢ LT, #1C Contextual Semantic
Network 2fEDZE Z & 5/ — F OG- HAE % 5FH 51
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