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BEE ARG SCCIIREFRIBIRMEAN (Word Sense Disambiguation, WSD) OE#EIG % 2 T &84T
%. WSD OfEliEe OfEIE, 2 >OMBEICENTE 5. 1 DIIERE CREROSMN R HME, b
5 1 DI OEIZ LD T —Z A=A ANE L LM TH L. AL T EROAZMm L, AiED

HREDXR & LT3 FEIC kR REE MBIV S Z L, REORBEOMRE LTy 7 ET7 L E
ﬂﬂb‘ CEERETDL. BRNICIES =Ty F RAAL UDDBETEDL NE Y VT ET UL ST, Y—RA
RAAL DT —4 &4 =5 NRAL DT AT =22 Ny 7 RZEEZBINT 5. IHRS N HZM
N7 FVinG SVM & W CaBgEa 217 9 25, 8 OIS EMEAME S DI k- Hj;{f@u&%%%%ﬂﬂb\
%. BCCWI 2—S 20 2 SOk PB (£f) & OC (Yahoo! HIFAS) 735 3TN 50 L 0> 53558
17 BB x4 LT, WSD OGSO RR ATV, REFEOFADEZ R . ko 42 5E L
7 Ry 7 ET V% WSD IR 5071, 8L WSD OfEGHEICICE BT v v TN FEEBERT
HIZEEASHBOMWEET S,

F—— K AR, SIS, b E 2 BTV, kTR, Bl LR

Domain Adaptation for Word Sense Disambiguation
using k-Nearest Neighbors Method and Topic Model

Abstract: In this paper, we propose the method of domain adaptation for Word Sense Disambiguation
(WSD). The problem of domain adaptation for WSD is essentially divided into two problems. The first
problem is the difference between sense distributions on domains. The second problem is the data sparse-
ness with changing the domain. In this paper, we discuss about it, and propose a countermeasure for each
problem. We use the k-nearest neighbor method (k-NN) subsidiarily for the first problem, and use the topic
model for the scond problem. In particular, we add topic features made by the topic model built from a
target domain corpus to training data in a soruce domain and test data in the target domain. We learn SVM
using extended features, and solve WSD. However, when the degree of reliability of judgement of SVM for a
test instance is low, we use judgement of k-NN for its instance. In the experiment, we select 17 ambiguous
words in both domains, PB (books) and OC(Yahoo! Chie Bukuro) in BCCWJ corpus, which have 50 and
more frequent in both domain corppus, and conduct the experimental of domain adaptation for WSD using
these data to show the effectiveness of our merhod. In future, we investigate a way to use the topic model in
consideration of the universality of a corpus, and an effective ensemble learning for domain adaptation for
WSD.

Keywords: Word sense disambiguation, Domain adaptation, Topic model, k-nearest neighbor method, un-
supervised learning
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LA bIET D, T2 ThoEK (V) — A k) OFlfET—
DB SN, OEER (¥ —7 > MER)
DT AT —HIZEILICTFa—=2 I THZ LM
S G & D L RER SCTIEREZEMEBR MRS (Word Sense
Disambiguation, WSD) & # 2 7 TOfE#EG 21T 9 .
TGS O FIEIX Y — 7y MERO T E T — 2 %
FHT DL E NI B THETES. AT 5
B ERBIMAT & FiE, FIHLARWES 280 LFE LS.
Hfift & FIEIC OV TIEE S ORFFER S 52, £ 7-fEl
) [20] LM-HEhAT & (8] 13, AR it o> MR EHER
TEDLEDIL, TN6OTTu—F%2 LW LE0. o
AUOITHRE U T2 UFEORER I 72, #ilize L
FIRITHRI S & FRICH AT 3 —< U ANE N, TR
IATTFBBERNE NS REREFINSH D, FIHMe L
FEEZNRT 2 2 & T, SEESORBERHRIZRD &5
ZTCWD. ZOEDHARTRICTHEENM e LFEEZRRD.
AFHSCOFHIT WSD st o Z LU o 2 4512
SEILIZZETHD.
(1) FEIM CEBONMMARLRD
(2) FEIROBIICE Y T —F AR—=2AFAREL D
FZBR O FEIE S O FIEIT T 2 S ORE Z RO ER LT
WD HEDOBRENTZDOIZ, ZTOL IR FTZE L TR,
WSD ofElk#s 0% G, Eit 2 >OMEEZ ST TE AT
T, MEMIEL LS L L TWDONHFEICR D, Kk
SCCIEERE 2 AoBEICR LT, ¥ —F v NMEO T v
& F—HEBNEL LRWE L OXIREEIERT S, B
B, (1) 12k LTk k- BREEBcRIA L, (2) ioxt
L CiIfElkfED Ny 7270 (1] 2FHT 5. EEOWL
BIE, =7 Y FRAALUDNDOBETEDL My I7ET L
LT, Y—=ARAALOIT—F LB~ v kKA
AVDTARNT—HIZ Ny 7 THEEZBINT 5. RSN
7o Fuond SVM & W TEER#N 21T 9 23, @&
BIOFHEIEDMER N DT k- FFEOBRDIFE R 2 AV 5.
ERRTIE BCCWJ 22—/32 [17] @ 2 Sk PB (E£)
& OC (Yahoo! #HIFELY) M HILITHED 50 PL LD L FEGE
17 WEEZ 552 LT, WSD OREBEG DO ERZITV, #2
RFREORMEEZ =T

2. WSD DfEig#E kD8

WSD OR{4HEE w DFEROEAE C = {c1, 00, c}
wEELX ANF—4) %z L+5. WSD ORIfELH
TR I E ST IUELL T TRE 5.

arg rcneaCxP(c)P(:dc)

SF Y T — & ZFIA L CHEEON Pc) L&EHL

U I LR O B C IR [25] O R E A Sh
TW5%.

“2 5| 2 1¥ Daumé OB [L1] 12 OMEME & AP &5 < 16
nTW5.
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TOANT—H D434 Px|c) #HEET D2 LT WSD ®

MR cE 5. 4, V—RAERE S, #—7 v MEKE

T & L84, WSD OHE#EISOREL Ps(c) £ Pr(c)
& Ps(z|c) # Pr(z|c) mBAELTTWAS.

Ps(c) # Pr(c) B LTWD = L IZH B 7EMR,
Ps(z|c) # Pr(zle) I LCIE—&F&ET 5. —fKDOMHE
WO I O M TIX Ps(zlc) # Pr(z|c) TH 523, WSD I
RV Ps(z|c) = Pr(zlc) £BxHZ &b TED. FEEE
Chan HlE Ps(z|c) & Pr(z|c) DEWVOREIIIEF IS
WeEE 2, Ps(z|c) = Pr(zlc) ZIEL, Pr(c) % EM 7
N Y XNTHET D Z & T WSD OFEEG#G % 1T > Tu
% [6][5]. HEHIX2 50D Y —AFEMOIHT — % & HE
L, ZZb7 7 NIHIT =2 2 ) LT WSD @
SRR A TE LTS (23], BT TR L TR0,
b Ps(e) % Pr(c) \ICES DT RTHD. V) — AfEK
W1OEET U H LT —F MY H L TH Ps(e) 1T
BALL 22V, Y — AR EENE 5 2 & T Ps(e) i
2T 5.

7272 L Pg(xlc) = Pr(xlc) BESL LTV & LT,
WSD O i O RIED Pr(c) OHEEITIRA TE D1
T ARIZ Ps(zlc) = Pr(z|c) Tho7o& LTH, fHiK
S OHET —Z 1203715 Pr(z|e) ZHEET 5 2 & IXHEEER
NHTHD., ZHFHRERT T FoRIE [21]][26] & BIHH
T, LZBEY T FoMEEIIAT z LTy T LT,
HETE T 25040 P(ylz) 3EIL S & T CHBLTWDA, S
2B HANTID55HG Ps(x) & TIZBITF D AT10554 Pr(x)
N ZMETH 5. Ps(xlc) = Pr(z|c) DRED T TIL,
Az &) e BT TnB DT, HEEY T hOR
BEEIFRRD. 72720 WSD 06, &< AU x A5IHE
WICHB LIZE LThH, 2 NOLFEE w OFEENRLRD 2
LIV DT Py(c|lz) = Pr(clz) B LTW5A. Pr(clx)
LEEFAZ 0 b D7e DT, WSD OfHIsG# ik o [ I3k
EEVT7 FOMBEELTHMADZENRTED, LRV T
RIS z; (b LT Pr(x;)/ Ps(z;) & HE
EL, BELEZELLE L TLELZRKNICTDEIITETV
DI/NT A=K 5B 5, Jang OIREE L Z T8 Tl
L, FE7/WZ3w Y27 vy Z7EFEZHNTWS [12]. AR
Hli% P(x) % unigram TETWALT 5 Z & THELZHEE
L, EF MR AT b e —EF L& AT 5 [28].
IZLELLDOHES # 227 1E WSD TidZzvy. WSD ¢
1% P(x) REFARSIETT A TIEARL, T2 308 HiEw &
Eie) EWVIEENTNTNEDT, HEW Pr(x)/Ps(x)
DOHEEDHREE L 72> TN D, FE I ZihiliZg L Oz CHAE
Y7 FORMENRZ L2 DPIFRATHS.

AL Tl Ps(clz) = Pr(clz) #{RE LT 7' r—F &
B 59, Ps(z|c) = Pr(zlc) #IET . ZORERH-
72L& LT, kS 0T — 272005 Pr(zlc) ZH#EE
TLDOEFREETHD. ZZTIEINEANR—AMEDRE L
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Z2 5. OFEVHEEK S OFET — % DIXfEE T 2B\ T
AR—=RZIe o TND EEZD. ARX—AEORIEIZ &5
ZAUE, P B 0 EEORREN S & SIS IS AT S
DITAERTH H™3[18]. FLH b v FEHOREB) 3 O
TTa—FERWoGE, T OINT —2 B2 50D TiE
DL OEN BIR S [RIRFIZARE ST < [7].

ZZ TR L2V oIk Ps(z|c) = Pr(z|c) BARAL L TH
0 Pr(z|c) OREE ZHEEZ LT D DR AS— 2O E
72 e L, MK S OFET — % DIFZWIEE L WHEE
DPATADIETT, DBKREL Apon b LTHHEENE(T
HIETRRNETHD. LHLBEECITD 2KELT5
& WSD BIRDREENEL 25856055 Z Ll sh
TWa (FlZE[23]). ZHE—RICADIEBES [19] &
FEIXN TV D, WSD O%6E Pr(zlc) #HEEL LS & LT,
WIZEEFE D AT Pr(c) OHENE(LTHZ EMBALS.
SF Y FEE T (285 WSD ORI T 28T 55—
B A= AR A DMK L7203 6, [HRFIZ Pr(c) OHE
ENENTDH LRI RN LD,

3. REFH
3.1 k-EfEEDOFIA

T T IR 2T —H A= AR A DRI KT 5 I
(2, Pr(c) DHEENEALT D Z & ZBET 272018, Kif
TITHRN OB Pr(c) OIE#HAE TE 2T RA LR E N
I FHEEED. TOTDIC kEFEEFATS. F0oLX)
BB FEER ST LT, AL2OPLEITS L,
Pr(c) DB AEZT 5N, kT EIZE OFRBER DR,
k- BEIEIRT — & o D7 T AT 5 0L, T — 4
DOHFENL ¢ EEWT—F kEEZR->TET, Zhb kA
DT —=H DT FZADZERIZEY 2 DT T A%HAT 5.
k-3 BRED Pr(c) OFBN D0 OIT k=1 04 (Rl
R &2 UTbo ot Bz, 7720 {c, e}
THY, Ple1) =099, P(cy) =001 ThoHa, @
DFHRFETHNE, BEETOT—X % ¢ LilkBIT5
0, BALPHETIX, AT —2 ERbiinT —4 12721
MWT TR ey THWIX, AT —FDI T A% ¢y &HIWI7
5 (K128MR). 2% kIHEETRT -2 2RON %%
TN k E ORI ET — 2 DA TY 7 A %53
5722, FOHBNIX Pr(c) OFBENR DI,

7272 U ki PHEITEFE O E G &t D & DORFEHMK
V. FOTD I T kHEREEMBINICRIAT S, B
AOLZ V@ O#RBIEL SVM TI7TVy, SVM TO@5I ofE58E
FENHME 0 AT DA DI, k- ORI R 2 FI A3
LT lLIZTD.

22T DEPEBEER, EBEEROKRN K ETHI5E

*3f272 L DIEfEK T WY v 7 0 Crdie < R AT — 4 &
W RICIEERTARETH Y, ZOREZBE LICEEMD 74
R TFENPMLETHD.
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B DGR (ZDFEZRTH HHER) 1307 &b 1/K L

FofEil72d. FOEDZZTIEIZOMEDO 1EEZTT AL
0=11/K & L7-.

C2.o

1 AR OEEN DI k-NN

3.2 rEYIETILOFA

FEIR T2 BT — & A= AR ZADMBEIZHLT 5 7=
OIZ, ZTZTE MYy I7ETLVEFIHTA.

WSD OFEMELE LTy Y =T ADEREFHAT DD
Fe B A= AR AND 1 ODORETHDH., v I—FT AL
LTI, SHiEERR EOFFETHEI N DL a—
RANSHEREEENTZbONRH S, BIFITEREORSY
FRGFEORENRS S, BHEITHEIZTNIEREL 20D, &
IR CTE D LWV IFIERH D, 2 2 CIEEEGEIS D
MEZH S OT, BEHEZFMTSH. DEVHEET D
V=I5 2 HEME L, FOv Y —F AEREHEE S DI
FRFG LR T OF7 A MEBIZEDH Z & T, WSD Dl
BIREEOm L2 HET. EEE LT, WSD TIXHGER O
HUEZRDDL-OIC Y —F AE2FHTD. TDDE
BUCIX Y Y — T AEBET 20T, HiEROEPE
DRI A EES TBITIZRV. 2 OfMASHEFED
I IAEY U TRERITRT B

ZOHFED I TAR ) TR E/LTZDIC Ny 7 E
FEFRTS, Py 7T ALEXEdOLERIC KM
DEENR Ny 7 2 ZEANLTHEET L THD.

K
p(d) = ZP(Zi)P(d\Zi)
i=1
My Z7EFT LD 1-2THD Latent Dirichlet Allocation
(LDA) [1] Z AW 5a, HEE w i3 LT p(w|z;) 2355
N5, DFED MY T 2, 20207 FRAZ LRI L
T, LDA ZFRIH L THFEDO Y 7 b7 T AKX Y 7 W AfE
L%,
kT 0= —/"2 L LDA 2FHLT, TIZ# L7
p(w|z) BEBID. p(w|z) OIEHRE WSD IZFIHT 50
< OMOITE [16][3][2] B3 D723, Z Z TIHEARMIZ — K
274 #FHT 5. ~N— K27 i w okt LTS B



FIMANEF S RRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

EO@mWN Y7 2 25T 2K ETHS.
7 = arg max p(w|z;)

FPREY I/ EKE K L LzEE, KREDRY Mt %
HEL, AhFE#l 2 POHGE w;(j=1~n) IZHLTHRY
BEEOE Ry 7 2 2R, ¢ D1 RIEDNEE 11T
5. Ik w D w, ETITVE ZERSES. fERT
Xt HZZCIEMEYORELWES. MYy 7 EEE®R
WORMENT ML (2 ZTIEERRELIESR) ITHEAETL 2
&T, IR BMEANT FVEAERR L, TORERMENT Pk
KR RN AT 9 .

¥, A SCCTHRIN L2 AR, GRHEFEOR TR D
HAEE & 5 M OB R HEE ORI 3 HiGE £ COHNFETH S.

4. FE&R

HAHABEEX SEYH a2 — Y2 (BCCWJ = — %
A [17) © PB(FEH) & OC(Yahoo! FIFELE) & g o758
e LTHEREZITY. PB & OC M b ILITHEN 50 P L
DEFE 17T kR WSD OXMGHFEL 5. T D HGE
EFEEETOBELEL O I — XA TOME LERE T
F 1R BEGEIS E LTIE PB &2 Y — 2, OC
BA—Fy MEHE LE-bDLE, OC &Y —XfElk, PB
BH—y MEKE LIzb o0 2 FEEEIT.

=1 xX5HGE

B FEED PB <O PB <O OC <o OC <o
S B AR B AR
=5 3 1114 2 666 2
B 3 56 3 73 2
#< 2 62 2 99 2
< 3 123 2 124 2
B 2 104 2 189 2
FIE 2 93 2 77 2
(i 1 74 2 53 2
EE2] 2 308 2 128 2
% 3 152 3 131 3
% 8 81 7 61 7
5 2 137 2 126 2
A% 3 118 1 68 1
i 3 160 2 105 3
5 6 273 6 262 5
o 1 153 3 62 4
% 5 156 1 117 3
P< 2 133 2 219 2
REE] 3.35 193.9 2.94 150.6 2.88

PB 725 OC ~DOEB#EIG D FEBRFER LXK 2 1TR”T. F
72 OC 75 PB ~DO G S D EBRFER LK 3 1TRT.
£ 2 LE3OBMEITEMELZRL TS, [kNNJ O
k- EOMIFE R ERT. 22 TlEk=1LLTWV5.
ISVM ] OFNIFEARFMIZ T 2 HWTHEE Lz SVM Ok
BlFERZR L, SVM + TM] OFNIEARFMEIZZ —5F >
MMEEN OB Py 7 BEE M - EZEEZHNTFEE L
72 SVM OIFEREZ R L, HERTIE 0oFE TSVM +
TM] OB TEEEORWIERZ k-EHEORRICHE
Wz 7256 OFBIRERZ Y. £72 Tself) TS OF

ORI EWEREREND LI o TS, 2 TOHSEETE
RGN LTz, Fiz TAZ ) IFEEE EOGEHRN 3 2720, PB R
OC TlX 4 SDFELENHH. Zhid BCCWJ 22— S A TlLHRE
EBOXTHLHFLTWENSLTHA.
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T — 21Tk LT 5 EIRERE Z1T - T2 85H O EfR
EThy, HEAELZX TR,

17 BEEDIEMBROYH 225 L, PB 726 OC ~DFEH
i & OC 205 PB ~OfEEGEIGD EH HIZBWTY, L
TORMENMMN L TEY, IETENADITHLZ ERD
M5,

k-NN < SVM < SVM+TM < #RRFiE

7o HRERFE) OPIT—H Tself) LY bW
LOBFET D, LNy 7 ETAEFI LR T
b5

% 2 ERFEE (PB — OC)

HaE k-NN SVM SVM+TM RETE self

=5 0.8318 0.8093 0.7958 0.8033 0.8859

B 0.6438 0.7534 0.7671 0.7671 0.7266

EL 0.6767 0.7373 0.7373 0.7373 0.7900

< 0.6371 0.6451 0.6612 0.6693 0.7503

% 0.7883 0.7989 0.7989 0.7989 0.8890

T 0.3766 0.1818 0.2207 0.2207 0.9108

AT 0.7924 0.8301 0.8301 0.8301 0.8709

EE 0.8671 0.8750 0.8750 0.8750 0.8978

5 0.5877 | 0.7022 0.7099 0.7099 0.7111

% 0.1475 0.2459 0.2950 0.2950 0.6217

s 0.7460 0.8968 0.9127 0.9127 0.9760

A% 0.4117 0.5735 0.5735 0.5735 0.7494

i 0.7904 0.9142 0.8857 0.8952 0.8952

"5 0.5343 0.5839 0.5954 0.5954 0.9119

o 0.7419 0.8709 0.7741 0.7741 0.8871

X% 0.9145 0.9316 0.9401 0.9401 0.9652

$< 0.6529 0.6803 0.6803 0.6803 0.9316

T 0.6553 0.7077 0.7090 0.7105 0.8453
0.711
0.7105
0.71
0.7095
0.709
0.7085
0.708
0.7075
0.707
0.7065
0.706

SVM SVM-TM REFE

B2 Ffg (PB — OC)

® 3 FEBFIR (OC — PB)

HaE k-NN SVM SVM{TM REFE self
=0 0.7737 0.8249 0.7953 0.7953 0.9075
% 0.5535 0.7500 0.7142 0.7321 0.7681
&< 0.7258 0.8387 0.8064 0.8548 0.9051
< 0.6178 0.6585 0.6829 0.6910 0.7543
B 0.9519 0.9711 0.9711 0.9711 0.9804
T 0.3978 0.3333 0.4193 0.4193 0.8192
TR ] 0.6351 0.8918 0.8918 0.8918 0.8895
EE 0.9480 0.9318 0.9577 0.9610 0.9772
Hz 0.5526 0.5789 0.6118 0.6118 0.7303
i) 0.1851 0.2345 0.2716 0.2716 0.4330
e 0.8613 0.8467 0.8467 0.8467 0.8910
% 0.4067 0.4915 0.5254 0.5254 0.6094
Al 0.8500 0.8062 0.8312 0.8312 0.9250
R 0.8168 0.8388 0.8424 0.8424 0.8498
o 0.7777 0.8039 0.7777 0.7777 0.7907
X5 0.8846 0.9294 0.9294 0.9294 0.9360
$< 0.8947 0.8872 0.9097 0.9097 0.8717
Sy 0.6961 0.7422 0.7520 0.7566 0.8258
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0.76

0.755

0.75

0.745

- .
0.735

SVM SVM-TM

REFE

B 3 iEfigk (OC — PB)

5. BB

5.1 FEHEDTDEL

ARG CHE, WSD OREIBHE IS I FREF /00 DO DRI Z
R DI IEIA+ 9 TH D Z & Halk*7=. Naive Bayes
ZRIALT, ZoOR%EHR~. Naive Bayes O%E, LT
DX THBLHINTD.

arg max Ps(c) Ps(z|c)

Z ZTHREISAN Ps(c) ORD Y IZHEIR T OFIFT — X H»
BHEE L7z Pr(c) V5. ZHUTFEFRSA & EMeCHEE
TERLLVWIETORBINRFERTH D, FREFK 4
R

= 4 PRAERYEEF A OHEEIC L Dk

HEE PB -> OC PB -> OC OC -> PB OC -> PB
PB ¥ OC ORI OC oFgis i PB OWgisAi
=5 0.78861 0.79010 0.79910 0.80269
A% 0.72973 0.72973 0.61404 0.61404
&< 0.73000 0.73000 0.88889 0.88889
< 0.66400 0.65600 0.75000 0.75000
k% 0.79474 0.79474 0.96190 0.96190
T 0.12821 0.16667 0.24468 0.24468
(] 0.81481 0.81481 0.89333 0.89333
EE 0.86822 0.86822 0.97087 0.97087
H5 0.70455 0.70455 0.55556 0.55556
5 0.09677 0.20968 0.21951 0.24390
PR 0.95276 0.96850 0.84058 0.84058
% 0.65217 0.65217 0.42857 0.44538
i 0.90566 0.89623 0.63975 0.63975
b 0.55894 0.55894 0.83577 0.83212
o 0.57143 0.57143 0.75974 0.72727
X5 0.93220 0.93220 0.92357 0.92357
d< 0.68182 0.68182 0.86567 0.86567
27 0.68086 0.68975 0.71715 0.71766

Ak UCHAEMRRER A ZFIA IS, EAESRIT
FBEINDN, DHRITDOTNLRV. £72 PB 225 OC O
7] = 0C 75 PB @ [R5 [FEo) 13RS E L
LTW5. BTN REESMEFIATELELTY,
WH DO SVM LV HIERERLS>TND., ZIHDI &h
5, FEFRIAROIEMELHEE DI TrE WSD OFEIHE IS O R
PIIRFETCH D Z b0 D.

5.2 FEYIETIOMEEBKEEOES

WSD IZBWTT —Z ANX—ZAXZADOMBEORHLE L
T, YY—FRAEFMTHZ LT RIATONTE TN 5.
LDA "o/ oNn2d M v 7 2, O L THEE w NERT
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HHEE p(w|z;) 1%, HEEOY 7 h7 T AF Y v 7iERISE

JELTED, Ziu LDA OB G L Iro T a— 320z

Boley V=T AL RARED. ZOED My 7 ET N

WSD IZFIHT& 2 Z LIdHNTH . 2 LEOEER
RN EIRIERTH D .

ML 2 o5 5. 12/E My 7 HEORHRFETH 5.
ZITIEIN—RETERIH L=, V7 N2 TOHBER
TWHEWVWIRELH D [4]. BHE A A— &7 ey 7 b
TOFMIZHTDI FLY 7 M T EBREL TS [27)].
WTFRIZL TS, My 7 REOFRRRESFIETIIE Y
TR =R ZADORBIZBIEF LIZMETHY, Eo0vo
T BRFETHRATHIZER WD IR TH 5.

H9 1 OOMEIZ I Yy 7 BT ANSENDG Y Y —TF X
OFEIEFEDOEAENTH D, AiHXTTH LDA 755k
KEO MYy ZETAMELTELZLICEHLTRE Y
7 ®T NV EGE IS OREICFIA Uiz, 7272 LEE A ©
a—/RRLEE B D a— AR o258, Kfr D a—
ADHEX DB EEETHIV Y, WFOa— 1 2%H
DR THERO M E B LD, —HFOa— " 2hs
BONLIHHREIY BEN TS Z END 5. FlIE/ITE
FEDEIDH A TIZBWT, KA OEBOY It ET—2%
92 THELZ LT 2 ENTERNR, 2ToMHEko ¥
T &ETF— 2 B EZIXRITEELY EiFA N TEZ L
ERE LT [24]. fEkOmM#EEADEDLZ L, 2O
HikZz L —AIC L TWAH Z L THh Y, FEIBIKIE D&
EHEVHEIBICKFELTED L0 Y, HDORERE, s
Hole ML NEVWHIMEERZ DD, RERTE 2L
PB Oa—s82 L OC Oa— R EMHEE2SbETHEE L
R BT, KFLxDT— ZANGEE L NE Y
TETNLED BENTWAREERS S, LITZDERD
FER AR5 ITRT

R 5 MIfEM = — N 2RI L7z Ek

R PB -> OC PB -> OC OC -> PB OC -> PB
OC & TM OC+PB ©» TM PB ©» TM OC+PB ® TM
=5 0.80931 0.80330 0.82496 0.80790
% 0.75342 0.78082 0.75000 0.76786
&< 0.73737 0.73737 0.83871 0.79032
H< 0.64516 0.64516 0.65854 0.66667
k% 0.79894 0.79894 0.97115 0.97115
TE 0.18182 0.23377 0.33333 0.35484
[ 0.83019 0.83019 0.89189 0.87838
) 0.87500 0.87500 0.93182 0.94156
% 0.70229 0.70229 0.57895 0.58553
) 0.24590 0.26230 0.23457 0.27160
B 0.89683 0.92063 0.84672 0.84672
% 0.57353 0.63235 0.49153 0.45763
i 0.91429 0.90476 0.80625 0.81250
"5 0.58397 0.60687 0.83883 0.83516
o 0.87097 0.83871 0.80392 0.79085
5 0.93162 0.94017 0.92949 0.92949
< 0.68037 0.68493 0.88722 0.89474
B2 0.70770 0.71750 0.74223 0.74135

ik PB 04, OC O =a— "R %&BMNT 5 2 & TIEfif
FIME T+ 272, Kk OC DA, PB Oa— <2 %&B
T2 2 & TIEMENN LTS, Ziu OC (Yahoo! HIEAY)
D 3 — N ADFEBRAF RN, ZD—J7 T, PB (HEE)
DaA—/RADEBURFENRTH, IV RO THDLZ &b
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AEUTWEEEZD. —BMEO O EBIC SR E D TR
FEk A AIND EVEREDS TN DY, L0 RpakZpfEikiciL, %
DREILE A O FFRIC— ARG 2 ML A D = & THEREDS
FlcmbET5EEIOND. ZNHDFEMRON & xR
AHROBETHD.

5.3 k-REfEEOMBRLET OV IIFiE

AFHILTIL SVM TOFBIOEHEEE DIRVER Sy & k-7
EOBPIFERICEESMA D LWL E{To 72, B
DRI b DT ERBIZILT, kfFikE SVM TO
BRI LTz, fERER 6 LR TITRT.

% 6K ROEH (PB — OC)

Hoh ZETHK k-NN SVM-TP

=0 17 0.6471 0.3529
Anb 0 - -
#< - -
A< 5 0.8000 0.6000
k% 0 - -
TBE 10 0.4000 0.5000
IR 0 - -

A 0
2 0
[ 0
e 0
AD 0 - -

il 2 0.5000 0.0000
5 0 - -
Fio 0
5 0 - -
P< 4 0.7250 0.5000
FH 0.6144 0.3906

£ 7 HAFEREOEE (OC — PB)

Hk ZHEK k-NN SVM-TP
) 63 0.6190 0.5873
A 7 0.2857 0.4286

&£ 6 0.6667 0.1667

< 9 0.4444 0.4444

B 1 0.0000 0.0000
FIE 9 0.5556 0.4444

S 0 - -

R 10 0.9000 0.7000
H5 0 - -
o 0
5ie 0
AD 0 - -

i 0 0.5000 0.0000
a5 0 - -
£ 0
5 0 - -
P< 2 0.0000 0.5000
“FH) 0.4413 0.3635

PB 2°5 OC ~OfEi#Es Cix [, OC 2°5 PB ~
DOREEGERRTIE TARLD | 1IZ2WTIE SVM D52 k-3
EOF LD B XWIEMEIER, ZNLSME k- 5HED EF
KT SVM DIEfRREE L WENLL ETH 72, 9FY
SVM CEkBIRE MR ICBI LTI, k-3 TRkl
TEEPHERTE B,

FEkEFEOEEZITlEEk=1¢0LE ZOED
HZ 35 AR L ERERERK 4 LR 51T,

(© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

0.7200
0.7100
0.7000
0.6900
0.6800
0.6700
0.6600
0.6500
0.6400
0.6300
0.6200
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==iREF %

0.7105

0.7100

0.7004

== k-NN

0.6553

0.6803

0.6796

0.7700
0.7600
0.7500
0.7400
0.7300
0.7200
0.7100
0.7000
0.6900
0.6800
0.6700
0.6600

4 kIZX5%{t (PB — OC)

== 1R ETF ik

0.7566

0.7545

0.7516

== Kk-NN

0.6961

0.7239

0.7238

B 5 klicks%(k (OC — PB)

BEOSEBR ALY RS HEFEE T v
VITNEFERENID, RO TELT YT VEEO
—HE RS, HIFERERILIE=1XL0V b E=3%
k=5 OHBEMENREODN, KFHED L HIC SVM Ok
BIDBHEE DRI DAHTRET UL, k=1 D k-U%
BERIH U ARV, ZuE 7 o 7 528 Tidmn
BARE S DRI M A G bE DO TIERL, BV OgEn
WA EMRLE D L) RERABREE LWV EERLTND.

T B TR ERIINR D EVESRTH D, ERE
NET T—=RAT 4 VT ETRAEDAOT Y T
BO—FETHY, 7o 78 2w s L
WHFFEH 2. Daumé O IXfEIEGEIS O =D DIREET LV &
BEL TN 10, 22T, Y—RfEkOET L, ¥ —
iy MEEOET L, L TY —AfERE X —4 > b aElk
BRFLEETAD 3 SEDRAETNVOMEES L L
TW5. Dai BIIREWRT AT 4V T TNITY XLD
AdaBoost % 3 & O FREIZYETE L7z TrAdaBoost % #2
ELTW5 [9]. F7- Kamishima & (3/3F > 7 % fEIgGHEIG
DOFEAITHLEE L7z TrBagg ##2% LT\ 5 [13].

WSD OHEEGHENR DTS O—EO/FE [15][14][22]
M DLN, T TEY—7 v MEEO T LT —Z Offi



FRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

TG CTFE ST o EaEEAE L ThE, HiE
RHEGI I ROE R R A E NI D 2 & T, WSD OfF
WS Z21T > T0ND. ZNHOEL 7 v T VEEO
—fE & RS, T oY TV EEGEG BT
hinFiEEEZLND.

6. BHYIC

AFICTIE WSD OmEIsGE I x4 2 FEERE Lz,
£3° WSD Ol ol %z, LN 2 20O MEIC Y
T&HZ &amL, BENIZE L ONESITE2R L.

o FHIKM TRERO MR RLRD
o FHOEICLY T —H AR—AFANREL D
WIZ EFD 2 SOMEENEIITHILT 5 FIELRREL
7o, 1A H ORI Ui k- s 2 B v 5 2
&, 2NHOMBICR L TIX by 7 2T VEFIAT S 2
LThb. BOCWI 2—/320 2 Sl PB (#£8) & OC
(Yahoo! HIFAR) 76 HIZHHEAS 50 Ll o> %3655 17 B
FEAMRIZ LT, WSD OIS D ERAITV, _EF
EOAIEAZ R LT, SO — ke BE L ey 7 E
T V% WSD IZFIHT % )71k, LT WSD O EIBGE Ik
WCHNRT oY T NFREEERT D L e hOiEE
T5.

SEH

[1]  Blei, D. M., Ng, A. Y. and Jordan., M. I.: Latent dirich-
let allocation, Machine Learning Reseach, Vol. 3, pp.
993-1022 (2003).

[2] Boyd-Graber, J. and Blei, D.: Putop: Turning Predom-
inant Senses into a Topic Model for Word Sense Disam-
biguation, SemFEval-2007.

[3] Boyd-Graber, J., Blei, D. and Zhu, X.: A Topic Model
for Word Sense Disambiguation, EMNLP-CoNLL-2007,
pp. 1024-1033 (2007).

[4]  Cai, J. F., Lee, W. S. and Teh, Y. W.: Improving Word
Sense Disambiguation using Topic Features, EMNLP-
CoNLL-2007, pp. 1015-1023 (2007).

[5] Chan, Y. S. and Ng, H. T.: Word sense disambiguation
with distribution estimation, IJCAI-05 (2005).

[6] Chan, Y. S. and Ng, H. T.. Estimating class pri-
ors in domain adaptation for word sense disambigua-
tion, COLING-ACL-2006, Association for Computa-
tional Linguistics, pp. 89-96 (2006).

[7]  Chan, Y. S. and Ng, H. T.: Domain adaptation with ac-
tive learning for word sense disambiguation, ACL-2007,
Vol. 45, No. 1, p. 49 (2007).

[8] Chapelle, O., Scholkopf, B., Zien, A. et al.: Semi-
supervised learning, Vol. 2, MIT press Cambridge
(2006).

[9] Dai, W., Yang, Q., Xue, G.-R. and Yu, Y.: Boosting for
transfer learning, ICML-2007, pp. 193—200 (2007).

[10] Daumé III, H. and Marcu, D.: Domain adaptation for
statistical classifiers, Journal of Artificial Intelligence
Research, Vol. 26, No. 1, pp. 101-126 (2006).

[11] Daumé III, Hal: Frustratingly Easy Domain Adaptation,
ACL-2007, pp. 256-263 (2007).

[12] Jiang, J. and Zhai, C.: Instance weighting for domain

(© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

[13]

[16]

[17]

Vol.2013-NL-211 No.13
Vol.2013-SLP-96 No.13
2013/5/24

adaptation in NLP, ACL-2007, pp. 264-271 (2007).
Kamishima, T., Hamasaki, M. and Akaho, S.: Trbagg:
A simple transfer learning method and its application to
personalization in collaborative tagging, Data Mining,
2009. ICDM’09. Ninth IEEE International Conference
on, IEEE, pp. 219-228 (2009).

Komiya, K. and Okumura, M.: Automatic Determina-
tion of a Domain Adaptation Method for Word Sense
Disambiguation using Decision Tree Learning, IJCNLP-
2011, pp. 1107-1115 (2011).

Komiya, K. and Okumura, M.: Automatic Domain
Adaptation for Word Sense Disambiguation Based on
Comparison of Multiple Classifiers, PACLIC-2012, pp.
75-85 (2012).

Li, L., Roth, B. and Sporleder, C.: Topic Models for
Word Sense Disambiguation and Token-based Idiom De-
tection, ACL-2010, pp. 1138-1147.

Maekawa, K.: Design of a Balanced Corpus of Contem-
porary Written Japanese, Symposium on Large-Scale
Knowledge Resources (LKR2007), pp. 55-58 (2007).
Rai, P., Saha, A., Daumé III, H. and Venkatasubra-
manian, S.: Domain adaptation meets active learning,
NAACL HLT 2010 Workshop on Active Learning for
Natural Language Processing, Association for Compu-
tational Linguistics, pp. 27-32 (2010).

Rosenstein, M. T., Marx, Z., Kaelbling, L. P. and Diet-
terich, T. G.: To transfer or not to transfer, NIPS 2005
Workshop on Transfer Learning, Vol. 898 (2005).
Settles, B.: Active learning literature survey, University
of Wisconsin, Madison (2010).

Shimodaira, H.: Improving predictive inference under
covariate shift by weighting the log-likelihood function,
Journal of statistical planning and inference, Vol. 90,
No. 2, pp. 227-244 (2000).

WE AT, B GEEMEBRIEARYE O 7o 8 O MRS
TFIEOWRERTFENC L 5 BTN, BASFELEE, Vol. 19,
No. 3, pp. 143-166 (2012).

WEERT, DT, BAY R O
OEIG D72 b O HIFHIES OBIR, FIHLB R 19
R RZ:, pp. C6-2 (2013).

FRIEN - BRSEEAHICB T 2085, N LTS
@6, Vol. 27, No. 4, pp. 365-372 (2012).
PRSHEGL - B AE, AN THIBEF RS,
pp. 572-580 (2010).

B  ERET T N TOHAMS & FE, BAMRE
H45EE,  Vol. 13, No. 3, pp. 111-118 (2006).
B E A, HrRESE, A KRR S RAVY T RE IO
Yy 7 BEEFIM LB R, SEAMYaE
19 EMFER KL, pp. P3-9 (2013).

TR, @R,  BAT  SCOREmIEHEIC R
FAEFIEAMTICED AL IS, GRS
RS, BARSRELEENIIER M, Vol. 2008, No. 33, pp.
61-67 (2008).

Vol. 25, No. 4,



