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1 FL®HIC

IR OBER A EE LICKTT 5 Z A TENL,
HARSFELEEDOIFSEIC BT RERIEHR L 72D, iz
X, EHRRERE S SREERICE S £ TORRA 2ICH %,
LOBEWELMEL L TEXD I ENAREE R D.

INETOHKRSTELIRFRICB O TL, HEEDEF
DOEMRM R ERE N7 ML o TRBT D HFERY
k/LZ2[<E 5 /v (Turney and Pantel, 2010) A3)i < W
LI, RERRIEZDTEZ, ZoTT ML, iz
SR BT B BEEIE B A FF > & W O G TH
% Distributional Semantic Model (LA T DSM) {2350
TWa. ITETHE, =a2—F 1Ry NT—Z(ZLD%
BT UPRHHIARE SN, RIKITH DT THEIER
HFE~N7 PARBLBE O D K 91272 572 (Collobert
and Weston, 2008).

% 7= —75 T Mitchell and Lapata (2008) LA, HEFE~
7 " vEROCCTEROHERNEZ T LT DTR3N8
AIATOIL TV S, ZOMETIE, AR D EK % i
NCRBLT 27 bvE, TRERRT 5l % OHGE
N7 MVOBREEICE > THL ZENEEL RS,
AGRSUTH AT, HEEL D XM T DBRICAET S
LONORBEICESZ YT, XOBWRICEDSWZHEE
REUFHET NV EFREHREFELZ L ICRET 5.

2 HEDEKRN L XDEKRA

21 ADERETIL

INET, AJDEWST MVERER T HET VA
IZHEZE ST & 7=, Baroni and Zamparelli (2010) <°
Socher & (2012) 1%, AT Z T ML Tid
ATINZ L - CRETDHZ LT, TNOHDRFFOERM
TAEAEBGERY MVERNORIEA L LTI X
HETIINEREZ LT=. F72 Grefenstette and Sadrzadeh
(2011) % Tsubaki & (2013) 1, F2B-Bh3- B HZEOH
FRHEIZIUWNT, 7 0 Y VEBERCHIEATING X > TEhE
WK 2 SUIRATHT 2470, BhE O REFMEBRMEATE I A
NRETTNERELZ. LL, ZhbiEd £ T
D R ET ALTH Y, &N BAZILHGE
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XOBHRRBEIEENBRICIDHEBRRFE
Ox ot min | score = sim(s,.s,) |*
152
s S
0009 0009 @009 @00 [FXeX9) 0009
She likes cats He loves dogs
QXD
new s, new s,
i
0009 0009 @009 @00 000 0009
She likes cats He loves dogs
Bk EE

X 1: Bk & SRIC L Dt o VAR EEER S L,
F9, fHx OHFESRT MLofnd LTXRT M2k
5. WIT, T MVORERUE L FE T — 2 OFER =
TEDFEBEET/MET DI LT, XY MVEEET
B, B, miEfb IO MvESRLT, Heo
BHEENT MLEEHTS.

DEWNL XOBEREREEBRT DET VEHBET D
ZEThHD.

2.2 XOEGRRIFELIESEM 2 X2 (Semantic Textual
Similarity)

SemEval2012 754 E - 7= Semantic Textual Similarity
(VLT STS) (Agirre et al., 2012) TiE, 2 DD X DOEKRAY
BRERPEEZANTFTAaT Y 7 LEbo (1) BT —
ZEy hELTABRSN TS, BIfED SemEval2014
TIX STS LRBRDOIEAT, Lo KRBT —2 &y
FBRABERTWD. ZhbiE, HEOEERN DX
DEWRERNT 2ET VAT 57200, iRz
AT THDHEFRD.
LorL, T2 TERODOMBENFET D, Bz,
Evaluation of Compositional Distibutional Semantic Models

on Full Sentences through Semantic Relatedness and Entailment
http://alt.gcri.org/semeval2014/taskl/
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X1 X2 | AFICE2HEPEA =T |
The man is playing the piano. | The man is playing the guitar. 1.6
A woman is playing the guitar. A man is playing guitar. 24
A plane is taking off. An air plane is taking off. 5.0

7 1: Semantic Textual Similarity (STS) »T —% & > hO—fl. 2 DOXNRNE 2 LNT-REOHELEA 2T (0.0~5.0) BAFTT
oz bobro TG, AT REWIEZE 2 DOSLOERAEELIE S W

LIF D2 S OFWHEPEEZE 2 5.
e The man is playing the piano.
e The man is playing the guitar.

IHH2ODO3TIE, BYEMRHN TV 52473 piano”
Erguitar” TR D700, AFICEDERER 271X
Ko TWB (F1). LaL, “piano” & ”guitar” |
DSMIZBW TR —7 7 AET DBk L7572, ~
7 PVOBBETHEICES 2o TLED. fofle L
Ti%, ”woman” & ”man” ”b1g”k”small”f£k ZONWT
HIREROBENAE T 5. F30LFEIL, [FER, fE,
W, BT, E9 L] FHORBAMNKT H20
HEEOERLITE -T2 Bigolz, LV ZDEWE
b5, 20X 51T, DSMICESNZHGERS |
W’EF’%T“&Q’ETE%%%&D\%‘\%Z& XDOEWAEE 2 HER

TITRERNCEE L 72 5.

Fx TN OOMBEEZERL, HEEOEW® LD
BT HBEOEER N E LT, LFD2o5%%
5.

1. RI72 ORI BT 5 BRI Bk A R o & v D
DSM D& TIER <, Txd 5 B %G &
L'Cﬂﬁl/? DHEFENE R EZ R (ﬁ}iﬁﬂﬁé 1987) & \»

IBLUEIND, N7 MVERNZI T D HEERBL 2]
AIHET

2. XOEWRERBT HZEMIL, HEOEKERIT
HZER TR, £ E L OFRBAEHERT
HI2OERITTTHD E LI ET, TDZEMTIXD
BHRAELELEZ DNERD S.

WEOREFIET, INH2O08EEFE 2287172
ETNERETD.

3 RBEFZ
31 XAY MLOERRELESRICK DEERR
*E

ZOHITIE, by IR ML ORERR oL
IR L D HRERBZEET VIZ O W TR T 5
(1), Zuz, 3.2 f#iTIRET 5 LOERAPALLE G
HREEEDETI3IHTIESIND, &b ERN
ETNERD.
P, Hiiw O~s M Aadw) ET5HE, XS EHE
Bl925_7 bs %, TNEMERT DL OBEGET

LORFIs =Y, cod(w) &35, 25DKL Sy, S
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EURRELIE X, a4 VHEEE cos(sy, 82) = T
ERWCEETS.

ZIT, EHT—HXOBEUEA T % score &£ T 5
L, aANEEK T &
(D

1
J(s1,82) = §||score — cos(s1,82)|?

LT, UTFD2 AT v THEERY M a2%ET 5.

T5.

X o THaifk

2. FEBOXARYT MV E Spew, BT DHIEN
MvEd(w) &5 &, HF@TT%ﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁf\
7 MV d(w)new E1F5.

(s —d(w)) (2)

d(w)new = Spew —

OF Y, WREBO XY MV EEET— 25 Rk
L, TNEHBR VIS OFEEIC I > TR THZ LT,
EOHGEN EOREXOEWRICHS T 5 Ok HiEN

I RANEERTH LI E (K1),

32 A=K D XDERBEUESE

3.1 HiCITHGIS, N7 P a HEERY P ofn e
LCRHAE L. @Héf ST HLEE & [ U22f TR BLE
NoHZEiled., Ll ZZTHeald, HilENbXE
T DBRICIE, & X 0 @EOICRBLT DR 0 E%RSE
IO ES LB 2D, Tz, UIHFEL Y £<
DEMWEZFRILHEL LT 5L, AR 2 2EMITEK
e LI ECHBEAZFHET OMLERN DD L EXD.
T THITZIZ, = E WSO BRI S
BRELREL, DUTICEARNZ620H L TlRLT 2.
FEFILUDHIZ, 3L S; Z7She runs a big company.”, 3
Sy ZHe runs a small company.” & 3% &, ZHZELD
SCOMFFOIREEIEOFSE (il : (NN, VB,NN)) &, Zihic
EENDHGE (B : {she, run, company}) 1%, #2 DX
2725 (S D3k, *EEIE@%% THICEEND
HiFh4 P(S) T#J). ZZ°C, {she, run, company} %
p&#é&,_n%@$;®AﬁmﬁthfF R
FEEHANY MV ERES)p ZLLTO L IZEET 5.

p=>_ dw)

wep

3)
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s E

ARFRIEOFA-Z S E £ 5 HEh

P(S) |

She runs a big company.

(NN,VB,NN) : { she, run, company }
(ADJ,NN) : { big, company }
(SENTE) : { she, runs, a, big, company }

He runs a big company.

(NN,VB,NN) : { he, run, company }
(ADJ,NN) : { small, company }
(SENTE) : { he, runs, a, small, company }

F#2: XS L, BEEHOFER-ZNCEEN DS HEE P(S) Ofl. SENTE X X&EKE BT 5.
A—FRIILMEAN X OEGRMBLETE
— B NVZERNZIB W TR M E b3 2D TidZe <,
- +<\3 £V @R ILZER T OO B RIELLE & b3 5
@ea X eeelx, T, Hx DHFENY MEFET L LITRD.
+ +
— Kxpy) = T =
@00 \oog @0e @00 @09 . 4 FHERER
She runs a big  company L . 41 T—Atvy kETFEAE
K(xpy») .
@ealy, . SemEval2012 @ STS ¥ — 4%+ v k2 OHon G, Al
e . I% MSR video corpus @ R A A > DI it RICFERR %
@ee)y, ©eely, K(x3y3) ﬁo (2D R AL CEEN D CTILIAOE L, bk
//+ + TERGERNT DD 72y . FL—=u 5 —4 L
@oeo [@ee [@ee @oe [@ee _ T A NT—=ZITENTE, 750 Dk E ANFICT L HHE
He  runs a small  company PERA T MO SN TEY (1), IRFEEMEEF
HrZIX Bnju® 27 5. HFEZ hL (50 Rot) 1
®2: 7 — 3R O L OEREER RS, £, —=2— 7Ry P =7 IC X o THE &M SENNAY

K2 DL ORFEHNR Y IV (HFEX7 brofl) 23ET 5.
WIZZENSDOHI—F NV EFHEL, HENICZOMEXDOE
BRAELE L 5.

ﬁhé REEHENT MDD —F )V K OMTIET 5.

> Y K(pip2)

p1E€P(S1) p2€P(S2)

“4)

sme Sl, SQ

DFEY, 2O0DOTEFENDDWBFHEENT LD —
FNAFEFET 2 LT, JTOHFERY VR &I
RRD@HIRTER TORBEZFHRT 22812722
(122) .

33 XOERNELENRELICL PHERRLE
ZOHEITIE, 32 8OO BEERELIE R FEEESH
W, 3.1 BiOHEBREEETT VA HT-ICImRET 5.
F9, (1) KPP AHARUE cos(sy,s2) &, (4) K
D —F R0 % TN T O ERFARUE sim g (S1, So)
ICEEHZ THRAEGS.
J(S1,52)

I

= %Hscare — simg(S1,52) )

Zoax MEBERIMEL, TRTOREHE~Y b
IZ2WT (2) & H%@E%ﬁ?l”ﬁ%ﬁﬁb‘“( HEE~
M EEET D, 2FY, 31HO XS ICHZERS b
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EMMEE L, SCOBMRMELEFEIFIL T 35
DI —F N AW THEEFEROENZ LT 5.

Kpoly(xa Y, C) = (C + COS(Xa Y))Q (6)
Kiann(X,y,a,b) = tanh(a cos(x,y)) + b) (7

K yous (%, ¥,0) = exp <—1“;s'2(xy>> ®)
ZHEA, VIEANR, AUTT o A—FNIBITLHN

BT _Tav 1 UEEEICE—L, ﬁ~xwmmﬂ
T A= I FEE ORI E 5. HEY L
DFEBRIT 0.1, H—FRVHNDOINT A —Z DFERIL

0.001 &5 5. EIZ, FHINTZHERY MLvEH
WCRHE L= XOEUE L, T—X &> FOELE R

a7 EDOET Y RS r THMT S, T HEE
TFZEDEFT NVACHONWTIE, FexDETIVEDEES
BEE 2z 5ECTHERLT 5.

42 WBRLEEE

31T, BxDOET IV EROPOBFET VOB
Bamd. UTHZORREERTHD.

2http://www.cs.york.ac.uk/semeval-2012/
task6/index.php?id=data

3http://www.nactem.ac.uk/enju/index.ja.html

4ronan.collobert.com/senna/
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’ JE‘?:‘A/ ‘ (;—422 H'J) ‘ (:—422@%) ‘
mEEF L 0.472 0.706
LA — RV 0.598 0.814
VITEA RA—%V 0.536 0.815
BTV H—FR) 0.596 0.826
Jimenez et al. (2012) — 0.858
Bir et al. (2012) — 0.873
Sari¢ et al. (2012) — 0.880
Pilehvar et al. (2013) - 0.887

£ 3: Tx DET I L HONOBEAEET L OMEEMRE. Thx
DEFIADOHRTIL, BT U I—FAD R & FE R
$(0.826) Z/R LT 5.

1. =N ERAWEELY DOEF AT TRT, Hiflizn
MEETVOMBUREE LRl > T d. 2
HEE7 MVZER &3R5 mk T =B W
T, XOBEWHRLE % ik 2720526
na.

2. A DETNOHRTIE, HOTT o h—3%H
W BT i b E O FEBEIEREL (0.826) 2R L7273,
%ﬁ@%TW&wﬁﬁék%@i IRV, Zh

%, Fx OFETIAREICHERY ML EEET5
TIa—FTHY, TANT—ZORIHNDEH
ENFEEINRWEDELEZLZD.

3. HEEXY bR, T A7 by~ (Intel
Core i7 2.93Ghz CPU, 8GB RAM) % A\ T 10 45
RIETRETT 5. K i@%T/Viﬁff‘@foif\?}‘
VDTN E F DRI FESNTWN DT80, 8
HThdrEZLNS.

I_J

5 BEERR

STSIZx3 2727 e —Fi%, KL EidE-7<
Bins., HlziE, 2 O00OITE £ 5 IEOHFERH]
@ﬁ n 7T ARKEEDT TA A N EDOEA TR
FMEEZ, YR— I X —EIRTEETLHLON
1ZEAETH D (Jimenez et al., 2012; Bir et al., 2012;
Sari¢ etal., 2012). % 7= Pilehvar & (2013) IZ, WordNet

DOIFHCFERERMAEE O 7 v Y X A% vy, STS
BV TRDEWEREEZFFOET L EREL TV 5.
INDIEHHBRERD L TWDA, HEER7 ~LZER]
& LD TSN BRI R T T e —F L3 -
TV, Fx OMDIRY ZD L5 R RITEZD 72
<, AWENZEDOIBRRETNMIRD EEBEZTND

6 ERmESHBDEE

AL THx 1, SCOMERGRIE L & RIS & D HiEE

BrEEeTs v e, —3 VR E W2 SO ERIERL
FEFETIEEHTICRE L. S%OEE LT, U
T2 852505,

— 1018 —

1. REHCTlE, WEEEARY MV OFHEICEM 7 BEE
N7 MVOFIE AW, BEFEMFIEOE X 726 %
BEZHAE DY CGEEMCET VLT 5.

2. LOFFOARMEECIE G 2 B8 LI —F L&
HOTXOEHRRPREDE 2515, kL, HiE
NI MVERBEFET L.

FRZ2 MBIE, AR =a—T 0%y N —I7 OB
71— /v (Deep Kernel) DHFFE & HHEBECBR L TH
D, ABENDL LB LAEDE Tilam L TV E L.
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