EM 7)L3 X L% BWHEMRL ZEZ0D
HARZEERIERY XU ~DEH

Hrinit st

AL TIE, Nigam 5I1Z& > TREI N2 EM 703D X A% FIFAL 72802 U #EE
DFE%, SENSEVAL2 D HAGERNGRAZ A7 T H X 372 4450 0D 5535 0 B R M AR R
BUIHEATS. ZOFEE, 7NVRL TF—8% 7 VR RIEEE §2 Bl —X%, <
DOBMT — & % FEXED ET )% Naive Bayes ET ), ZDETIVDRFIINT A —
BETR)cDE L THEME fPED FMEMEHEE p(fle) ITHEL T, EM 7)3Y X
LEFAWD. FEREUT, ETIVOMBAKEEN E4S. 2 TN D720 0 FHM
EUT, NRHBFEOUEBHEGED FIPRGLE WD i85 DICFKREL 2. FEERTIE
Z ROUFE T — & DA S FEU 72 Naive Bayes D IEfEEM 58.2%, [ET —4&
FHEU ) AN OEEERD 58.9%( Ibaraki D AREAE) TH->ZDIZKU,
ANOVAFE FIFRT — &2 DM Z VIR U JiffiT — 4 % AW AFIETIE, 61.8% @ﬂiﬁq:
KEG., F2YIT—2 DO —HOLRELEE BETS I L T, Naive Bayes D IEfiER
% 62.3% ICBEETE /2. HICAFERIZEYD ThE 68.2% XM EXE2 2L W TE /2.

F—7—K: EM 7TV XA, BHIZU ¥, 2 EREOBRMEMN, BIRZ 22, SEN-
SEVAL2

Application of unsupervised learning using EM
algorithm to Japanese Translation Task

HIROYUKI SHINNOU

In this paper, we apply an unsupervised learning method using the EM algorithm
which Nigam et al. have proposed for text classification, to disambiguation problems
involving noun meanings taken up in Japanese Translation Task of SENSEVAL?2.
This method uses the EM algorithm, setting up hidden labels of unlabeled data
as missing values of observational data, the Naive Bayes model as the generating
model, and the conditional probabilities p(f|c) (where f is a feature and ¢ is a label)
as parameters of the model. As the result, the learned classifier is improved. In
this study, we use only simple features for the classification, which are some words
surrounding a target word. In the experiments, the precision of Naive Bayes classi-
fier learned through only labeled data was 58.2%. The precision of the decision list
learned through the same data was 58.9%, which is the Ibaraki record in the Trans-
lation Task contest. Our unsupervised learning method improved the precision to
61.8% by using unlabeled data in addition to labeled data. Furthermore, by revising
a small part of labeled data, the precision levels of the Naive Bayes classifier and our
unsupervised learning method were improved to 62.3% and 68.2% respectively.

KeyWords: EM algorithm, unsupervised learning, word sense disambiguation, Transla-
tion Task, SENSEVALZ2

TOBIRAKZE T AT b 1%, Department of Systems Engineering, Ibaraki University
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1 L ®IC

AL TIL, Nigam H512&> TREI N EM 7T AL%E FHU 2820 E2H0OF
#% (Nigam,McCallum, Thrun and Mitchell 2000) %, SENSEVAL2 D HAGERREZ X7 (R1E
R, AHTERE 2001) THES 12 AFAOEZRO B AEMEICHEHE TS . TOME, @ED
A E FETHRS WD B0 EZ W X EBHE5 2L 2 RT.

H AR S BT I3~ D % 2 8EE U TE ML, RnyrE o FEz2 fFIHL T,
DIEZE R T2 L VD T T —FBRREBZENZBIDOTHD. LML IDOTTH—FIT
FIRINEZETHEL IND T — 2% AEL R T NERS R0 WD KREZRBERH D .
ZOMBEIHL T, EE, DEOT RS T —2 05 755 N pHEEBEOHEL, K&
DT NNELU T =212 &> TROTPS HAARL ZEPNBRI NG . RBORFHEE L
T, Co-training(Blum and Mitchell 1998) &, EM 7J)VJVU A A% FIFHL 72 Fi% (Nigam et al.
2000) 3% % . Co-training I 2 DDMZU @M A & B 2 &EL, —HDEM A 25 RS
N3 NEEHEFHALT, INVRLT—RIZTNV( VT A) 2M45F5. 2Odns ElEME
DHd T NIVPEINT 2% T XS HIET —2 IR d. Zok5 1L TEIT N
72T ROV E T — 21, £5 —HDEN B S Jd L IV A LYY TINTT NI X
N7 =2 THRS 55 OT, EME B 2S5 MEI N MHEOHENEGES. e S HY
WAERU &5 28T, HHEBORENEDS NS . —F, EM 7)V3V XA%, Mo R\
EDHD AZERBEBMT =& 21,20, an 6, TOT—REFRETIMEET I Py(x) %
WETDFETHD. Py(x) ZRAINT A=K 0% &, Po(r) DHEEIX, 0 DHREIZREI N
5. HHEMEOBMRL FETIE, TS T —42 Baen il —4%, Z~)LaU il
T — & MT NV RIEfEE U AR 2R BHT -2 £ 85, EM 7)) XA, BRET
D 0% ffioT, ET N Py(clz;) DB L TD log Ps(x;, c) DIAFHEZ B ( E-step) . KT, ZD
WHEE lRRIZ T2 ED % 0% kDD ( M-Step) . 0 % Hi7-72 0 & L THD E-step & M-step
ERRYET. T2 T cldREMEBRDZ T RNIVTHZD. EM TINVITY) ALIEFNTA =X L E
T Py(z) &2 #YNCEHET DT, BT ET IR XREHSGEDINT A — X #E5E,
H B NMFAFE BEAROBRY 7 A DHHR L 3 (Rooth,Riezler,Prescher,Carroll and Beil
1999)(Torisawa 2001) 2 EIZFHATE % . ZUL T, Nigam 5 (& XENFEE EMIZET IV Py(x)
% Naive Bayes DET IV, 0% T X)) cDE & THEMW f 23D FMAMH S HEE p(fle) ITHRETD
& T, BMRL FEERATHSD (Nigam et al. 2000).

Nigam & D EM 7V 3V X A% FIHU 72 F1EX® Co-training 1%, £H 56 & AFIFCEH S
IZHU TELEINTEY, ZHRIBOBHRMEBEICRHTE 2 0ES NMIHS NTIREV. £5H
FEDBERVEMHIX B RS FELBEO LA RETHY, TNL OFENEHATE L I EE
L. T2 Tlk SENSEVAL2 O HAGERERS A2 TS Wi 4ddz gz, EM 7)Vb3d) X
L% FAU 2280072 U B O FER 4G O FEHEOBERMEAHICE AW TH D Z L &2 R,

BERZ A2 DWERRNED 6 BiEw v — 7 I Nz ( HAGE) XETHD. BRX AV Tl
Fo, HEEw B9 5 Translation Memory( BAR TM & #897) & XD HEED 3 EREID

4



EM 7)L3Y Abu%BWHERL 2B0 BHAGEEIRY R 7 ~DHEA

EADVEZ WS NT WS, TU THIRE A7 OB IERIL, HEX W2 CERICB VT
H92 HiEwx HiRTDBCHATE S TM OHIXEZSTHDL. DFY, FHiRX A7 (L HGE
w DiR% FEHRL BRI BEOBRERHEMEE 2o TWwWad ., FA-EKZ, BIRZ A7 TM
DHIXFESE 7 T AL ZEXGEONEMEE UTHAD. J I THEETARIIE, BiRE 27
AT — 4 2 fE2 ODNEER S THS. TM X 1 DOHGEIZHL TEHL T 21.6 B H
5. SIRIZH B EGE w OFIXE U T idy 25 ideg £TD 20 FIXXH TM IZFEWI N T W& T
S, FIHMT — 2 % ERT D 56, Bl wik OB XER>TET, idi 5 idy D
ENMNLDODT NVE HEZDBENHD. ONX O ZFHR IR AESTH 2 D, 20 #HD
Z RV DS b EY)R 1 D% FEID i#ﬁ’ﬁﬁ@##éﬁ%ﬁ%é D&z, BER
B AV NLART — &2 % 72122 ORREETH D 72012, HAiRL % #HT D KD R A
JIZE>TWD,
FERTIX SENSEVAL2 O HAGERIERZ A7 THEI Wz 245 20 ¥iEx2 T, AFE

D% 475 . FHFEIHL T, FE 70 HHIC TM OHICE G8) 157825 T AU FIH
T—RE, FHEEE LESPS Y U 727 3,354 NG 5225 7 ~VRU AT — & % ek
U, APE2EHL 2. 7 XUAE ST —X 721 05 2ETE 2 ) AN OIEMHEEI 58.9%
(Y 7 AN TO Ibaraki Difit) THY , Naive Bayes IZ & 2 MO EMHIX 58.2% TH -
7=. FU TAFIEE VT Naive Bayes (242 2 HSROMEL SO -F#ER 61.8% £ THREI 1
2. F72—8, I —&2 D REL% BIETS Z & T, Naive Bayes 12k % 23 5H25D [EfifR%
62.3%, WEY AN TOIEMEERE 63.2% [ZM ETE 42, HIZ, AFHE%E H\WT Naive Bayes 12
&2 NHEBROEMRK( 62.3%) % 68.2% £ THDD L NTX /-,

2 Naive Bayes | & % % &EDEERMERRE

9, HIEBORILZ BT 2720, KigXTHWST @it 2T 2 oKL T, &
LTI, BIZIE HREGEOEFOHEGE] & \Wo Z@lo-o0 % T @l &Iy, &
PEIZ BRI RN R 6 - D% T ik & |1¥/\J'Cb\é BIZAET X GBLEE D E RO B 5E
Vo EEE el METRL, NRHFEDOEROHIEN, HIZ X HAR] Tho72HEIC
re1=HA & RINLZE D% EMEE L,

52 HH x NBEEDORT N IVE LT, BAFOLD IZREFEINZL §5.

‘T:(flana"'afn)

x DREFRDI 7 ADEEE C = {c1,c0, -, cm} & B DHEBEIE P(clx) D% HET
5L TERTED. FEBIZ, 2 DV T A ¢, FPATFORTRES.

€z = argmax P(c|z)

LREICIE, B AT AL BMTE S &5 12, WiRESE BT RERRE RO5NT WS A, 22 TRHIXES
ERIIHERADAZ EZD.
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RA ZXDEHE Vb L,

P(c|lz) = 7P(c;fx()x|c)

BOT, fEE, ATFRRLTS.

. = P(c)P
¢z = arg max P(c)P(z|c)

ZZT, Plo) M RICHETE S, MEIX, P(z|lc) DHEEZD, T AUFBLEMIZIZHL
™. Naive Bayes DETIVIX, T DHEREIZATOINER BATS.

Plle) =[] Pl 1)

P(file) DHEEIZHIRNBE S TH 2 72012, FERE U T P(z|c) BWHEETE % (Mitchell 1997).
Naive Bayes % {#i> 72 2D 2 D NESI N, N1 DINEE TI D Z T TED 4K
MEEIRTE L THD. XERFTHNE, FFEME KSHFEOERIZERETSD 2L T, Naive
Bayes WEMTHZ Z L BHILNT WD,

% HIEOBHRMEMETE X 1 DINEEZ TE S 2106729 &5 B FE N2 EIRT 1L Naive Bayes
PRATES. KX TIEATD4>0ENEEZ FIHTE I &1l 7.

el : [ERTDHEE,
e2 : Ejﬁ@\ gu,

e3 : ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ*’%( 2% T)
ed 1 BITDNZ

BIZIET M) DOFERIKT KD —HE L TOMI & 0D FEHEE T oDH] L0 FEENDH D .
TU T 2oENRIZSE HE 725 OICRAMNTNDS | & 0D ol i) OFEFET O
DOF)] ZDT, ZOHEBJIOI AT O] L85, F/, ZOXILATOEL D ICJEREEM
MEIND. BV DEINHGETHY, B 1HPKE, B2 70E, 235085z KT

o 32 K

5 ) & - A B RS
i R i -ERE-— %

i I BhaA - 1B

N & 5~ il

2 i3 B -4 B

5 2% Bk -

-4, b - PR -
2 2 Bz -5 A4



EM 7)L3Y Abu%BWHERL 2B0 BHAGEEIRY R 7 ~DHEA

it} i) i -— %

A A Bl - A& Bl e - — %
BB BeAA< LTINS VA

T < Bl - Hfse Bl &l
W3 W3 LIETEF IS AvVA

2 OREDD RO 4 DRI TE 5.
el=MD, e2=17, e3 ={[fi%5, £b}, ed={HAM<, B}

JEME e3 & e4 DIHIZEAIZARD DY, FEDOEIZLTOL S IZ4EIL T, MU TKY.

e3=H&, e3=/2H, ed=HiAfI<, e4=13

3 EM 73U ZLICLBHEHE L 28

43 JE R E D fREHZ Naive Bayes AM#i 2 1UE, Nigam & 2MRZEL 28R L 2B FHTE
5. TI T EM 7TV AL% AVD Z LT, 7NIVARL BT —2 % FAWT, 7N ffE
AT — 2 0o FEI N7z FESROKEE 1 EXE5.

ZITRAA VM EBDZAE TIVTY ALEIT % 7T (Nigam et al. 2000).

BAREBRDZDE, HBIV T A c; DB LT, R fi BHETLDME P(filc;) 2 kDB & T
H2. ZHILTORTKRE 2. ZORIHE 0 DIDEBEL ZAL—IY Y TETO>TND.

L4 3520 N(fi di) Ples ) -
F]+ Ly S22 N (fns i) e )

R2D DI VT INZIFHET—Z L T RUHTFINTORWIIET 2% b8/~
AT — &2 28% RT. D OKEHREE d, TKRY. FIIENLEOEATHD. F OEEHEE
fm TEY. £72, N(fi,dy) 1&, FEH 0, 2 EF N5 EE [ OfE £3. 22 TOHRE
Tk, N(fi,dp) & 02 1 DETHY, FLALDEHEE 0 THD. Plej|dy) 1FilfdT—2 232
T A B FOMRTHL. 7 NMNIINAFMT —2ITHIL TR, 0 1Dfeed. IN
VAT XN TR WFIT — 212U TIE, B0lE 0 THB A, EM 7TV ZLDHR KL
IZ& > T, HRAITHYZEIZEHI WTp<.

A2 %2 MAL T, UFDODEHEBWIERLTE .

( j aneKdi P(fnlcj)
Z|C| P(C’I‘) aneKdi P(fnlcr)

P(filej) =

P(led
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ZIT, CRRIZIADEATHD. Ky, FIEEH] d; 1IZEF ND BIEDOEEEZ KT, P(g) 1E
25 A c; DFREMRTHY, UTFTORTIHETS.

L+ 2 P(ejlde)
|C|+ D
EM 73U ALK 32 FAL T, 7 NUMFINTOROWEF 4, (23U T, P(ed:)
% kDD (E-step). RIZX 2% FHL T, P(filc;) = KDD (M-step). Z D E-step & M-step
% RHIZHED 3BU T, P(filej) & Plejld;) 2 PURT 2 £ THHFL TWHL.
BARHNZIZIURL 72 P(file;) 2> T, X326 DENITAD.

P(cj) =

4 RER

SENSEVAL2 @ HAGERIRY A7 CifEe U CHES Wz 245 20 HEEIIRL TARFEER
HHT 5.

BIERZ A7 D3y 7 AN TlE, FEETIHFT —2 %2 ERL, ThE ANTFEETLI L WD
=Y RY 7 AREIEE FAWZY AT A Ibaraki 7Z I3 Tho72. T TREITHEI N
T — 2 2 EHL , Ibaraki OFERY KT 2 2 & TAFEZR Flid 5. Ibaraki Tik, TM
DA f H 95 RS #4245 BiGEE A1 % MR B2 T 2L, I VEMITE L
THT — &2 &2 8PL TWd. Al U TIESHEEIZ L TH 50 FHHilz Bl Tnd . KR
EUT, SHGEITHU THEE 70 FHINT NUAE T —2 2 U THEI N, TDT VA
X AT —& 26 PoE) AN (Yarowsky 1994) & /EERL , RUEO BRMAEREEZ 0T 05 .
i 20 BEEIZ T D Tharaki OFIERE A7 2592 ARXfdE £ 112/ FrligsE 2001).

Ibaraki CHIMU 73T — 2 % SHL, ThE KAFEOT XA EFIET—2 & U7, X
12, EHPE 96 RS B HEEE GO XE R 2L, ThE 7 NVRLU T —2 2 U 7-.

F 212, % 20 HMEBORHEIINTD T RIS IHT—2 L O, 7 V8L il
T—4 U O, 7 NWAE T —2 05 % Sf%t&%UXF(DLa%ﬁ)’iéE%%
( Ibaraki OFER) , T IV FIFET — X DAL ¥ TE 72 Naive Bayes ( NB & #89) |
LB IEMR, NB% EM 7)LI) AAIZ U&%ﬁﬁtﬁﬁ%(Nﬂ+EMt%¢)®E%

% RY.

F2MEND LT RIAE T —X L DANS FETE/~ DL NB B IZIZFRED
IEfE#R( 58.9% & 58.2%) TdHhs. —Ji, NB+EM D IEMHEIL 61.8% THY, $%&@ﬁ%ﬁ

RTE L. FHIBIIAZ LU ZEPRRIZIT A 72 kokunai & kiroku @D 2 BAZEIZDWT, ZD
FEHOTI 7% M 1L K 21TRT. v®777®ﬁ%iEM7w3U1A®ﬁU WU DE%,
ML T AN SUT KT 2 EfERE R

Z VR L T — & % Vg 28 TRROEMRIEE EL 7223, ix D¥iiEx AdL, K
FEEFHTDE L THENKRELS T2 BENGFETD. BARMIZIEER 3ICRT 2 HETH
5. HAELZE A, ZHEEINCHEL T3 T 2N E T —& o) BNEKTH -

8



EM 7 )JY X% BAWHAEAL 2BD

BAEHRY R ~DiEHRA

7% 1: Ibaraki( JREY A ) DIERHE

R | AR | EY AN 0¥ X | IEfRE
ippan 87 174 0.467
ippou 63 101 0.567
ima 67 135 0.267
imi 69 181 0.700
kakun 58 121 0.800
kiroku 65 159 0.467
kokunai 62 144 0.733
kotoba 79 183 0.800
shimin 64 157 0.733
jigyou 66 186 0.400
jidai 89 249 0.800
sugata 77 206 0.367
chikaku 64 165 0.600
chushin 61 157 0.500
hana 64 139 0.533
hantai 73 176 0.733
baai 73 194 0.733
mae 62 161 0.700
mune 79 179 0.567
mondai 81 204 0.500

1: kokunai D% ¥

2: kiroku OFH
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* 2: TR
R | L | U DL | NB | NB+EM

ippan | 87 | 2170 | 0.467 | 0.467 0.400
ippou | 63 | 4033 | 0.567 | 0.633 0.700
ima 67 | 5081 | 0.267 | 0.200 0.033
imi 69 | 1761 | 0.700 | 0.467 0.467
kakun | 58 | 1135 | 0.800 | 0.767 0.700
kiroku | 65 | 1726 | 0.467 | 0.233 0.500
kokunai | 62 | 2468 | 0.733 | 0.700 0.967
kotoba | 79 | 2225 | 0.800 | 0.900 0.967
shimin | 64 | 2069 | 0.733 | 0.567 0.500
jigyou | 66 | 3500 | 0.400 | 0.367 0.467
jidai 89 | 4397 | 0.800 | 0.867 0.833
sugata | 77 | 1971 | 0.367 | 0.367 0.333
chikaku | 64 | 1944 | 0.600 | 0.600 0.667
chushin | 61 | 3194 | 0.500 | 0.600 0.633
hana 64 | 851 0.533 | 0.633 0.667
hantai | 73 | 2103 | 0.733 | 0.900 0.967
baai 73 | 3413 | 0.733 | 0.833 0.900
mae 62 | 10931 | 0.700 | 0.633 0.667
mune | 79 | 676 | 0.567 | 0.633 0.500
mondai | 81 | 11424 | 0.500 | 0.500 0.500
S 70 | 3354 | 0.589 | 0.582 0.618

# 3: K& S KDY RIS HiGE
RHL | NB | NB+EM

ima 0.200 0.033
mune | 0.633 0.500

7z. Ibaraki THEX /2T NIV E FifET — 2 1%, —¥OHEFETHED RIZFESE M1 20
TWa. Lo 2 BEEIXZOHITHY , R ima TlE UNASSIGNABLE DZ ~)b (5@ ] 72 5]
XRBRNZ L FEERTD T N)) & AHF TS FHID 67 FHFld 20 FHHIE FETD. FEERIZ
UNASSIGNABLE O Z ~N)V% 5.2 72 FHIZ 1 default DFEH( Z O5A T BEM] OREETHH
DODNTVWBHIXES) 2 522 RETH> 7. mune THEHNARKREINLL v FEHEE DD
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EM 7 )JY X% BAWHAEAL 2BD BHAGEEIRY R 7 ~DHEA

FTETWS. Effe RAUXT RO —RE U Tolgl & T .oody O 220250 TEIEE WE
FThd. ZhHE2FRLT, 20 2HFEICEL TIE, 70U —2%EBELAZ. A
RFIZIE, ima IZ/U Tldk UNASSIGNABLE % default DFEFHRIZZAFEL , mune TIXFEEE 2
fEIZZEL /2. BIEL THESL W illis —& 12/ T, KAFPE2ES —Eill -, /22015
D 2 FEERI WL T, BIEL 727 ~NOUE T —4 % RIFAU 72 Ibaraki (2 & % &) A~ DL
D IEMRERE FN72. BIEL THEDL Nz fERE &K 4127R 7. BRI XVAE T —42 L o
AN FETE /2 NB DEME 62.3% & AFHEIZEY 68.2% £ THDD I EMNTE /2.

* 4: —HHMEIER D FERGE R
R | L | U DL | NB | NB+EM

ippan | 87 | 2170 | 0.467 | 0.467 0.400
ippou | 63 | 4033 | 0.567 | 0.633 0.700
ima 67 | 5081 | 0.700 | 0.833 1.000
imi 69 | 1761 | 0.700 | 0.467 0.467
kakun | 58 | 1135 | 0.800 | 0.767 0.700
kiroku | 65 | 1726 | 0.467 | 0.233 0.500
kokunai | 62 | 2468 | 0.733 | 0.700 0.967
kotoba | 79 | 2225 | 0.800 | 0.900 0.967
shimin | 64 | 2069 | 0.733 | 0.567 0.500
jigyou | 66 | 3500 | 0.400 | 0.367 0.467
jidai 89 | 4397 | 0.800 | 0.867 0.833
sugata | 77 | 1971 | 0.367 | 0.367 0.333
chikaku | 64 | 1944 | 0.600 | 0.600 0.667
chushin | 61 | 3194 | 0.500 | 0.600 0.633
hana 64 | 851 0.533 | 0.633 0.667
hantai | 73 | 2103 | 0.733 | 0.900 0.967
baai 73 | 3413 | 0.733 | 0.833 0.900
mae 62 | 10931 | 0.700 | 0.633 0.667
mune | 79 | 676 | 0.800 | 0.633 0.800
mondai | 81 | 11424 | 0.500 | 0.500 0.500
EH 70 | 3354 | 0.632 | 0.623 0.682

11
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5 ER

2 TIRAFEE LiADOMIEHL 72, AU MBICE > T, BFlcdl TEEHATE Z & h
TEDM, ZITIRTOHERE fTORMP-> 72, BEHRL 28E FHT 120, xgm;,&%
DIzODITENDD 2 HRPBETHD . HaDGh, TOHHE BT 5 i ( AXR) |
%@%ﬁ@%%%%i?*é?%@ﬂ%wb,%@%ﬂ&%’%@ﬁﬁ(ﬁi%)%%@%ﬁ

DiE#KE T TE 2 EEENENDT, —HOXRNPS A DGEEN @A TENL, 5 —F
DRI D= D DITCEMNDD B HEHE 2D, T DD, FEL ZBIEXEER L FEI
LTWaEERLND. —F, BEdE#E #T2 D, RERIIRD 46, DFY Rk
MNEETHY , LAXIRIZFEZROMADITIC2Z Z iz, BREMOHEIZLTE, £
GWRHIZRDEZTTHSD. 2FD, 5510 RE FIHL TiEHE #HANL 25612, €5 —
FiD XARIE AN F 5T 2 HEHRICRS R, 2D, BFcil Tk, AFREE FIHT%)
IR & F X 72 (Shinnou 2002). =7ZU [ ZIRPZ V] L0 T THERWI L2 IEREL T
B RFEET NV E JIT — & OANS 55 N2 N HEBROKEL2 BILE M ETD L id
EL ﬁ’%ﬁ%%#ﬁ@ﬁ%%é TDOI, AFEZFHITLNEVHE Y TS
BWGEITIE, ERIEZ LU TE TATFEE A BEIZRVE HIEL 72, BEI U THEE

K@*}E}#@*ﬁ}#mk HBEVIHELTEH 2 D0, HDWEEFIZHL TEEDES BE
M% BZRETDONRONE NG 2L 35 BOPETH S .

FIFE & BN, RFHRIZE D BTU & RENM LT D & I3RS 2. FERIZ, EBRTIE
5D 5 HEEZEL T, DINTIEH D PHEENMETL TV,

K 5: MEN TS HEE
RHL | NB | NB+EM

ippan | 0.467 0.400
kakun | 0.767 0.700
shimin | 0.567 0.500
jidai 0.867 0.833
sugata | 0.367 0.333

BEETORRNE —BIIZHL 2 DL V. 2 DFEROGE, BRNGREZE HHS- /-, NB
12k 2 BB TIEEMU 7203, NBHEM IZL 2 RSB TIEES LD 27 AN X2 fAET I L,
BIZ& 2 DB TIEML ZDIL, 72F72F default DHAMEHATE T, EIZR>ZE WD
£, BARKRERIN TR, EM 2L D FENEG L, default 225 DL TNTL 572012,
MoTULES. BEMTOEK! ~B§b T, 7S FIET—&, VAL AT —28
FUOT AN T2 DORKRE FHL fETDHENHD .
AFIEIC & 2 HRDKEEN L2 3015 2O DE AR FEIE, BYIDOT VA E JiET—

12



EM 7)L3Y Abu%BWHERL 2B0 BHAGEEIRY R 7 ~DHEA

B RETIETHD. SEFAL 727 XS HIRT —42 1%, 3V 57 AN OE@RRRT N
5 LAHHZAER I N2 E DTHY , HEENEEL 2558 BpIZES Handsd. #ML T, H
BEPREL 7235813 75<, Tharaki THEI NZGERITMA V. ERSMAVE, FEREL T
AT — R DUNI WNE DIZRY , FENS 55 WD BRIORE?ES, ML S Tillnl 58
% . ima ¥ mune TH 7 ~NUATE DFIfFT —4 % RET I & THENKES .

F 727 NVARL T — 2 OROMEN RS Nd »E Hnav. 7 )L T —4
FZ T EZVZERERR ET5 L SbhT\\wd. S0, HEMKTDH > 7/~ ippan, shimin,
jidai D 3 BEEIZBIL T, 7 NIVARL T —&X O8%Z N 4 58P L TEBRE 7572, 20
T =R IXBIEE O HHEGEENS B HU 722, %2 K 6 1ITRT.

# 6: 7 NNVBU FIRT — & 2 0L 72 R

AU | L U |newU | NB | NB+EM (using L4+U) | NB+EM (using L+ new U)
ippan | 87 | 2170 | 8048 | 0.467 0.400 0.400
shimin | 64 | 2069 | 7912 | 0.567 0.500 0.533

jidai 89 | 4397 | 15858 | 0.867 0.833 0.833

FEIZES R 2838020, BEALZMFEC B2, BXHL SEFERTHA
UREDT NVRLUAT -2 DETE, ZOXAI TR IATHo e EALND.

F7285 —DOOREMNZHMZL FEDFETH S Co-training(Blum and Mitchell 1998)
& DIIRIZ DWW TR TEL . Co-training IFHILR 2 DDEMEI B ETE X, R—AL &
3 FEFEE MDBRNZOI, ISHEFEDAN. 2R RMTR 2 ODOBENFRETE 25
%, Co-training (& EM 7)V3) A% FIAL 2 FiELD L ENTWSE 2 BNREINT WD
(Nigam and Ghani 2000). U U Co-training (ZIFHNZA 2 DDJEMEE WD RAEOMIZ, JEME
DO—BME WD &M BEIZRD . ZORGEDZDIZ, FEEIE Co-training % 2l D 73 KR &
WIS Z & IFEEL W (B igsE 2001). —7, AFIEIX Naive Bayes D¥E % HAL 45
EWVD HIBRIED DM, HHFRENZMETH>TE, FHEMICHEIXZR . TD2OIIZ, £V
fEMED EOBIENZ Tk 525

F 72 % REEOBRMEARHEREIZ B R L 8% MU 72 Yarowsky OW5E (Yarowsky 1995)
EDHIIZDNWTERNRTHL . Yarowsky OEHARL L FHE, HEiL Co-training DRFET — A
& i7&+E% (Blum and Mitchell 1998). 2 DDMIZL 7~ J@MEE LT, 1 DIXEIEOR, ©5 1
DI FU CENTHEDNT VD BIRR BFEDOFERIT 1 DICEEI NS ] LW ka—) A5«
JATHD. ZOka—Y AT+ 7 ADNFMRE AT THEEL TWDFEZEOMMNIITHL T, &
NFE BAVIL TV NI RRTH D . I OFETIE, BELIND T NIVRL AT —&
FE, UE NRHRENEREENTVD IS B XELELRD. ZNREONITINVERLE F
ZEBHWRIIAGTE R, ZOEOHBREOERE NETHL. —FH, KFERIEZTONR

27U T AN O 94 HEERMD HIS WD Z L B0 TWB DT, 94 FERISFIHL THaL.
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HEEE GO XMIMT —2 £ 22 DT, WEREBADTHY, LV BENLZFEEL SRS,

SBROFPEL LT 22H5. 1 23 HAFALSINDOREADEHTHS . LA L FEP R
T2EIBEMEEDESIIRETDPARETHDS . 2 OHBLMAL FRIZLDHEEERT
DIERDOHFE, SLTZOHBRDOMFATH S, ZIUIL > T BEHEELHAZL FEIATHE
A

6 HHYIC

AL TIL, Nigam 5I12&> TREI N EM 7T AL%E FHL 282U 80T
%%, SENSEVAL2 O HAGERMERA A7 THES W2 45NZ#@HAL 2. @llo-oofgEiEe U
T, WRHEOREBEAEDFE AP XKLL WD BiBRE 0% AL 2. J RUAFE JiT —
B2 IS FETE 2@ AN OEMRIE 58.9% (3> F7 AN TO Ibaraki DifH) THY ,
Naive Bayes (2 & 2 D FHZRD EfERIL 58.2% TH > /2. L TAFEZE FAVT Naive Bayes 12
&2 DHEBOIEMEE 61.8% T THRETE /2. 28, T —2DORESE2BETLZL
T, Naive Bayes (2 &% 2 JH#RD EfEER 62.3% ( EY AN TOIEMERIL 63.2%) &, KAFE
12k 682% FTHDD ZLMNTE . MERE U TILFADADEATH D ML, MEMNME
T2 —AELFETDHTHD. NS MEDHRNSHOMETHY , &0 FEEMED EW
WA U FEFEOMEE Higd.
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