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1 LI

HA NGRS E #3308 L CRE VW 3 WiIGEEHH
E LT, HARGEICITAEL 2\ THIER ) 23217 o0
5. ﬁﬁlﬁ?ﬂ@ﬁﬁ?ﬁ IEMETH D, BRINITERIL 723X
NRCOFEGITIFICHEEZ LD 2 L%\, HRAKRY
BT X > THEHPNEN LD 6 5 5 EHE 3 — <A,
Konan-JIEM 2 — S 2 IZE\WCHIEFZ D 1 3FHIC
ZWIRD TH D, UELEOR 14% % HoTws, Z
DX BHERD S, HIEFED 2 - 5TIET 2%
BREAIITDONTWS 2,5, 1],

HIERRR D ETIEX, %7 7 ANEREE L ToER
b3 FWTH 5. Ztud, 4 DT IO wiiER =
VEDD7 FRAERIL, FNERETORTE LD
IR% P CGHEYIRETEF D 7 7 ANEDFT 25D T
b5, LoL, MiEAIPDOLEEICEL->T, KL
TUE A U HiiE R C D RIS U TR e 72 3
WEARZRELT 2 2 03B 5. HIZIE, T “I stay
in New York” & “We met in 1985” 12 &1} 5 TR D
“n” FRE ETIRELTTY, 20Eh T, TR
D &9 5 Bs > BN S ERBR 2 £BLL Tw 5

Lo L7236, HiEE D G IEOBHFEFETIE, Al
EFDOBERRBEIRZBRNICER L Tk, RKE
LM U 220N E R RBIR DY 2 2 546, S ERBIR
ZEICH T BRI R 503, HFERIE DD T
AELTHEICFELTLEY

ARTUE, Al O FERBER MY O Shared Task
B8] THWw S NHTEFDFELRNE T —F 25 2
&C, HIEFAOLEMEZZE L P FihziREL,
HERIRR D BTIEIC B 1) 2 HilER O FERBERE 0 22
DWVTHAEB KOO 2ir7% ). 7, HIEFEOHEER
WERIE 2 B8 2 2 LT, SlEHE~DIHICT 7
—EBRRITIR ).

— 677 —

tomoya-m@ecei.tohoku.ac. jp

matsu@is.naist. jp

2 HIEFAOEREKEREICEATS
ﬁﬁ?*"i.
B D REZMEIE I BY§ A 128 1% The Preposition
PrOJect (LU, TPP) [4] % Z 2 B 2 HifiE G
FHARBERME S O @ & 2 7 Tdh b SemEval 2007
Shared Task Zi# U CfThbiL T E 7. TPP Tl 334 {
DETEFIZA L, Oxford Dictionary of English |25t
RS NT V0 B EERICHD E 847 D RTE FRE R 2 VE 2
47z, SemEval 2007 Shared Task Tl¥, TPP TE
EINFEBELD LI, M BEORTERZ N RICFHERE
PG LT —%%y FERMHAL .

Srikumar and Roth [6] (%, SemEval 2007 Shared
Task TH 5 S N7-FER 2 BRIVICERIL Tw % 32
@ Semantic Relation 7\ Vicevy ¥v 7 Lk, £,
7 LA E 7 — & % 72 Semantic Relation @ HE)
HEFEZREL ., LT oflZ > T, Semantic
Relation (22T EHHHT 3,

(a) live at uncle’s house

(b) go to bed at nine o’clock
(c) hold at knifpoint

(a) ICBWTHTER “at” 1, %9 BERICH 2 HEE live,
house IZ & T Semantic Relation I3 “Location” &
%D, (b) ® “at” @ Semantic Relation (¥ “Tempo-
ral” &7 0, (c) D “at” @ Semantic Relation IF “In-
strument” &7 %, 2O XIHICHEUHTEFTHRAL S
Semantic Relation &7 %. £7z, DLT D,

(d) reported on September 26
DHIER “on” TlX, Semantic Relation I “Tempo-
ral” & 72 0 B Z2HEFTH, HLU Semantic Relation
% & %. Semantic Relation & BiE D BEARMEDH] %
£ 1ITRT.
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¢ 1: Semantic Relation & RijiE g O B DB
Relation ‘ Hij & ‘

Acitiviy at, in, on, to

Cause at, for, from, of, with
PartWhole | in, of

Location about, at, by, from, in, of, on, to
Numeric at, by, for, of, on, to

Via by, on

Topic about, on

3 HIE: & Semantic Relation @
EliSi:2in

PERDBMEGIZE D 11, RIEE OBENERES R
ZEBLTVZRWY, RIEHE L ETERZ —D20
JIAELTHE LTS, LirLl, BELIEALZ

DISTERIRBIR D3 5 7 24545, % DHIER D JEHAHGEE
DOHBMEAIPEIR Y 7 A b8 5, ROBERICH B
BOREPZDEKY 7 ADBZNE NI I
%570, FREICNT ZEAIERERT L Ickk
0T, HERFETIRRIZEE LT L iy
&E&@ﬁ%#?%fm&mk%%% zZ7T, Xk

Tk DY) EAHEE 21T 9 72912, Srikumar
and Roth [6] TIREI N7z FiEZ2 AR L 72 HijiE &
Semantic Relation O [FIRHENTFIEZ2 AT 5.

Srikumar & @ Semantic Relation BT F I % 7
7 AGHEREE LTS 7 7 —FTh %, BN
1%, MNTNRTH ZETER & Z DR D ZITBRICH S

G5 % Y] % Semantic Relation D7 5 AN E 34T
235D TH 5, Srikumar 5 IFHTEFIFEE % Semantic
Relation I2% v € ¥ 7' %1777 SemEval 2007 D7 —
Fxy bW THAND D FEZITo 7.

ARBEFETIE, BLORKINVMNETFT—F Ly
b Z T, BiERF & Semantic Relation DS 7 N
NEEs, BlZIL, (a) DXTIE, “Location” & \»
9 Semantic Relation % “at_Location” & 9% Z & T
WEIZNNVBTES, ZOEEICED, % Semantic
Relation ZEICYI D 3 TRL L7 IR EALRT I L
MTE, HIE OFERBRIED SN I Nz ) 2 THHE
TR T EDTREL 2 B,

4 FHERER

AT, ATEGAOERBWRMEZER L 72 & O
B DENTRE DB 2 AR T 570, DToEE%
T o7,
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£ 2 G 7 L OHEERE
Model Accuracy
Srikumar %k 40.84
Srikumar-Hif & G 47.00

4.1 SEERERTE

EHEDIODT—% %y b & LT, Semantic Rela-
tion 7 XV E X417z SemEval 2007 DT —% & »
MR, BTEFIIEEIZ S WS, EEEMEMT
ZHNMEFIIR SN TV 2, ARFETIE, HASEEDE
A7 11 O RTEFN N R Z > TEBEZ TR 9. 11
EOHTERFIL, “of”, “in”, “for”, “to”, “by”, “with”,
“at”, “on” “from” “as”, “about” TH 5, Uk
, FRIC @otf &@%Mﬁiwumi %%,

HIEROHEEZIT I IO PiiER L LT, EL.
[FIRHETE 7V DFEMZ (1) Srikumar & [6] TEH &
N7 F M (Srikumar FME) , (2) Srikumar FPEIC
AR BB ET IE IS S 41 % n-gram PRI O HEE
e EEMATSD (Srikumar+HiEGFIZME) , @2
HrHABRLTHEI VO TMET -7, R212F
HIFE SR Z 89, Srikumar+ B ERIZEED 75 e E KL
Dol , DIBOARFERR T Srikumar+RiliE A
FWzMHT 5, 7, REEFEUZEERICERE
HiEs %2 —2D 7 FAELTHRI ET LV ER—RA T4
viELT,

4.2 FH@EAE

AT 0L, 10 7B AEE 2 47 75 A B IE R O
HCHEZHEAR, FBHE, FMzHWTiThok,
F7, VAT LAEMBOBELE LT, w7 a3 E
7o, B, FEEFAICE T 2EAE, HEE, FiEE
O RT L2k 7 a L TD L H I L TR
D7z,

o HEUERICX LT
EL S N RETEFADOHEE DT X 7 HEE

SERETE DD\ 7 RS R HiEES
e 1EL < RTRATIE R DO HEE DT & 7 HEES

£
i
4
1

2 x A x fBIEK
A + FBIR

o VAT ALLERIIHRL T

ARG O AR D A
Wk =
¥ ES HiT ] o UG
R D BIR O At
Hx  —
I HITIEL A O Fe A2
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HHETEFD F EOGE

NIRPM = e R

4.3 REFEREIZ—2MH

£ 3: BETEFA T EOER (EAE - BHE-FHEH) .
KFEZH B AT LADPMUDS AT LDOFERED 1 KA
VR EEWHDEET.

R—RAF54 v [RIRFAAAT T 1%

wiiEE | lAE | EEE | P | EAE | K | R

of 66.40 | 80.64 72.83 || 63.63 81.52 | 71.48
in 41.84 | 39.01 40.38 || 38.24 40.78 | 39.47
from 42.09 42.72 42.41 43.44 | 42.20 42.81
to 47.81 46.31 | 47.05 51.03 | 44.75 47.68
with 55.53 49.23 | 52.19 57.68 | 52.30 54.86
for 51.85 47.80 | 49.74 || 58.64 | 39.72 47.36
on 42.81 38.21 | 40.38 || 50.25 | 31.59 38.77
about 44.18 | 40.43 42.22 35.95 54.38 | 43.29
at 45.41 38.93 | 41.92 46.68 | 36.67 41.13
by 37.09 34.99 | 36.01 48.72 | 28.26 35.78
as 52.20 | 37.11 43.38 || 44.59 40.23 | 42.30

F—=%)0N | 47.93 | 45.04 | 46.23 | 48.99 | 44.76 | 45.90

2 3 ICHEBE R 2T, R FEIER—R 7 4
VTHANRTE AT LA 2EOREETR S &, BEARITW
HIND, HEHEE X OF HIZIZIEAREOREIC
72 o7z, [FU SEEGERYE T Semantic Relation % #ExE L
7L EOEEBREEEL4ITRT, T 5 bETEMANET
DEEZ LU X9 B EEFERD» SR TE 5.
L, FHIEFEORBEZ L TAa 5 L, FIRETT 5
LK DEAHE, FIEHEHEIGGET B EER D
H5—1T, EIRFEHTL 22\ 1E ) DX WETERFD H 5,

Semantic Relation DKL & Hif & o #f & A HE
FERDOBIRICEH LTtz . £ 6 X FIRENT 2
fTo7- & & D% Semantic Relation DHEEMEETH 5.
¥, £ TD Semantic Relation #EED T T b FEHE
D “PartWhole” IZEHT 5. 2@ “PartWhole”
£ V29 Semantic Relation 23D 9 2 HijEz X “n”
L of” DATHS [F1ZMH|, 27T, £32H2
&, HIEE “in” & “of” X EBH 6 & D FEIRFENTZ L
TeHPR—A 74 v LWL THBEEN M EL w5
bbb, FHERIC, 4T Semantic Relation ff
EOFTROEALRDE D “Via” ICEHT 3. 2D
“Via” & \»9 Semantic Relation 25HX D 9 2 HifiE 1%
“hy” L “on” THAHDH [E 1MW), 2oL b
AT D ST D3R — R T A TR Tl AED O FGR
ERO TV I EDMERTE S, T4 6D Semantic
Relation 128 % HEEREEL & HiEGIC 8B T 2 HEERSE
DOBIRIE, FRIRHENTT 2 2 L CTHREIWUE I NS FTE
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#¢ 4: Semantic Relation D58 H FE L

Model 2/ uEGE wI/7ulllE < o P

R=Z74 v 55.81 37.59 41.12

[RI IR AR AT 15 56.84 37.74 41.18
5 HAEBFB TN T 2 i E A HE RS

Model 27 HGR v /ullE w70

R=ZA54 v 22.81 24.21 19.85

[ TR T 3% 24.65 22.19 18.76

il b UL, SO FIRFENT L 2 W3 X O ETER D
HLHERD—ODFEHTH L LEZ LGNS

RIS, FEIGHIZIT T, FERERICEE DE L 72 U
L CHkDFEBR % 1T 72, FEBREE X FEAR N IZ AR
DEBFRELHLCTH S, TTILD¥EIE SemEval
2007 DT =%ty bRETIT R, FHiiT—% L L
T CoNLL2014 Sharaed Task Ot v b % w7z,
75 13 CoNLL2014 #Filit v M 2B 2 Bk
EThb FAT47DXTH% SemEval T—% kv
k2 T T o 72 EERRE R X 0 b RIS RIRIC R
JEMPME TR L7z, FAAL UDE) 2 E2ERL THEN
fELZ>TWV2 EEZ S, FEHEOXIL, AiEH 7T
ThHEHAORIYEEC L) BEEN D0, *
AT 4 TDXEFHZEDLE TIFETNADEMT 2R
BN 2 2 EPBEKTORRKD—D2TH 5,
ZD10, PFRET 5 RGN T %2 FHEROAEEFE DX
W 288, FEEOEVEAE ) BT
WL 2 63038 %

5 &bHbhIC

ARTIE, SATHIZEDRTEFR IETETIZERE L T
W WHTEF OFEREHRMEICER L, BIEEE D E]
1EIC B % AiE R O FRRBIRME DSBS O v TR E
BXOOW 2Tk >7. WiEFADOLEEZZRE L 7%
BTk 7oiz, HiiE:H L 2 OETEN 72 BRI D
FIRHEIT L2 IR R L 2. 24 74 7Ic k> THEIPN
Ter—% %y b 2O iHIER T, 2EDORBE L
LT, N—=RA 4 v LFARINTFIEL & TIR#EART
LT ORERN EXHERATE b, 2L LTKRER
HWEDOEZ MR TE Lo, L L, %% Semantic
Relation I2 8 F 2 HEEMIE &, FATEGICE T 2H#EE
FEEDORRZ 7H79 5 &, HHSEE T Semantic Relation
DHEEDITE - & F 2, Z D Semantic Relation 23
D 9 2 AiEFAOREEIZNE I, — 77T Semantic
Relaiton O FHIFFEEDME & E 1%, FIREITT 2 XD
b Semantic Relation ZZE L B\ _R—2AF 4 VD
DIREIEDS LM B L HIANCH 5 2 L DR TE 1,

I 51T, REFLEOHIGHICIANT T, FHEFEOEH
7R LT RO EEZ T 7. EROMER, *
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% 6: FFENTZ21To 72 & & D4 Semantic Relation

DHEENEEE
relation H R ‘ THELR ‘ F i
ObjectOfVerb 54.62 64.72 59.25
Location 41.99 46.61 44.18
PartWhole 66.56 90.62 | 76.75
Topic 42.83 60.00 49.98
Source 35.48 43.21 38.96
Destination 45.31 38.02 41.34
Cause 62.96 46.33 53.38
Instrument 49.07 47.89 4848
Possessor 56.76 66.75 61.35
Attribute 54.35 38.55 45.11
Species 53.22 50.76 51.96
Recipient 48.93 54.54 51.59
Agent 49.85 32.94 39.67
PhysicalSupport 38.62 40.70 39.63
Participant/Accompanier | 63.53 40.52 49.48
Purpose 44.31 30.87 36.39
Separation 53.47 35.75 42.85
Beneficiary 44.26 17.64 25.23
Temporal 66.66 48.85 56.38
EndState 46.15 30.76 36.92
Numeric 77.89 48.05 59.43
Experiencer 71.42 11.36 19.60
Opponent/Contrast 63.15 55.81 59.25
StartState 56.25 43.26 48.91
Activity 83.33 15.78 26.54
MediumOfCommunication | 54.54 14.63 23.07
Other 71.42 6.66 12.19
Manner 66.66 16.90 26.96
Via 100.00 | 11.76 21.05
Professional Aspect 50.00 3.17 5.97

AT 4 7DOXTIT> - HEFAREROMEREL D b, #
BHEDOIIANT 2 HEERE IR L7z, AT
PR L L FEIEIT R, 24 T4 7OXDATHE
LCw2kd, FTEHEL2%WET 22013 HED
DA E 2TV KIS 3 08NS B,
RBICSEHRENDOIGH & ) BlA» S IREFE
IZDWTD—ELZIT), {ERDOATEEIEZ &7
SGERRD FTIES A 7 A%, RTIEBEHOHEED A%
LT\ 5205, ARECHRE U 7 BiEE o BN 72 BB
REFBR L 7€ 7 LIE “in_Location” d X 9 7 HijiE
& % ® Semantic Relation DT 5% 9 % Z & H350]
BETH2., INSEBHEEHZHEEAEE, 200
RBbpEHEZONS, 1 DHIE, HiEZTTHL
Semantic Relation Z“E£HFICHRT 5 2 LT, E8HE
M/XTA@&ﬁ@%@rELWF%Jﬁ@#,%Oﬁ
) O DHWDF2D D IZRHTE 3., WIJX.
“jailed *at/for 12 years” & “F#EHE D for % at 1T
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BRI :

- vote for independence
- be charming to them

- clean up after him

EEBEZE D | present tolyou |

for (Beneficiary)

1: 74 —F2Ny 7D

TLEST—A%EZL, 22T, YAT LD in”
LG, FEECLoTIS AT L0
1IEL W ODREG ORI D ZIT WEGEDDH 5,
L2 L, in (PartWhole) & Semantic Relation f} & T
WA LGaRE, EEHFZC AT Lo IOME
ICRDERPTR S,

2 2 HI%, Semantic Relation & #MHFARRZ L — L
N—ATHT 2 2 LIS ko THEBRFICT7 4 — FNy
IBMTABIETHS (K1), HlZIE, % Semantic
Relation (2 Z OEHIFI 2 HElICHA 1T TR IFIE, >R
T LI RIS ZHTEG 25T IET 527210 T <,
FEEF T LT Z OXARTHH S 12 5| 0 R Bl % [FlIR;
IR T S 2 LR E 2 B,

SE 3
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