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Abstract For many natural language processing tasks, such as machine translation, information retrieval, using word
sense other than word itself as feature can perform much better. However, word sense disambiguation requires a large
number of marked corpuses, at the same time, there are some problems hindering its application, for example the absence
of some word senses. Therefore, people pay more attention to word sense induction. This paper introduced the related

works and development of WSI from three aspects, which include the introduction of WSI, the related WSI methods and

the evaluations. At last, we summaried and outlooked these works.
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e v K 2 174 18] B2 DT e 28 BORI AL BE 7138 75 B A1 MeQuitty” s
Similarity Analysis RISE B, AR BB L ERRML. Rt
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Cruys™ i i & 1 [ 48 g NMF (Nonnegative Matrix
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23 [E] 48 B8 F 0 R AIE 2 DA SE 56 1) BT A 28 SO ) P 3R B
1 TR FANREE 2 SO iR P 3R B . SRR A B
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KEB /) Y TAEE BB T AN E R, Bl a2 X
R S 4R S AT ), 22 SR Z R B AT

Jurgens {f FIBEYLR 5 | 1715 %5 (6] # # (Random Indexing,
fRIFR RD PO SR ZAFSL BRI R e e Blzs 8], (RS &
RFAE—MTE, RylmBREE 05 1,FFHRA/NE S
BaER 1, BAEMRE, ATIIER S| & Z R IER . A
BNMEEXT R R 5 1) B R B2 0, 4E B Wi/, an 5000,
LR Z GRS O SR BIRE R R R MR
FRFR. FRAXF T ERER LT ICIEEER/DN, AR
BEEAREEE AR,

B F A SCin) SR AR 2P B0, BRI BT 95 B B B AR AH XY L
BE—, ZFhscE A E R EE TR &N,
FRAE— B BAE B IR . 04 i) P G S RS I 2
B EEW K K-means, ERE I sIBEH WBERB LK
EM %4«%%:&[58-59,31] .

Zhang %5 N5 i FR] SCIA)RI AR AN SVD J7 ok 5K fff o 4 4
MG, Wang % AU % K-means B k17 T80, 2 1
TETFERESWOGET.OAEFE R, SHEN, FRE
BB 45 R VB FRAE BT 1 ORI, I [R) SRl MO i e 5 08
Biln @, LERW ZRGEIRE TR, 3+ B mE
M T 1258 K-means, F-score 2= KH#E 1 A5

Zhang! & A\ ¥ K-means, EM £ 3 (Expectation Maximi-
zation) . JE#l B i&E M & (Locally Adaptive Clustering, f&j FRX
LAC W R R HATE B Wl — BUER B M, SR 5% HAE
M ¥ 5E R B R 22 B ¥ (Group-average Agglomerative



Clustering, f&#8 GAAO By% A, #4772, ZCFEXRH
—JCAR RN O AL 0 R 2 B A R AE , 8 45 )8 3 25 (Infor-
mation Gain, fi#R IG) KT HEAEIE S, I LA 8 ¢ 2 W LL B
BEANHEES . RF,#FH EM.K-means, LAC 3 #5&k5
BIXHERLEITIRIE, MIBRAEER, RIS A B X R 148
BERERE , X LR 518, 4 ) — BOHE AR B M, 5 5 B AR
GAAC Bt A T IR R, ZSL%7E CLP2010 $24E A4 Il
REAE FIEAT TR, X TR E L, EM 3515 78. 55 %01 F-
score {H , K-means 24 78. 49%,LAC 3} 78. 5%, ZE i A &%
RAEPHAEFTES . WHTATLUE t, B RFEEBE B 7 #: 68
AN MBI LA AL, MELNERREREBT
79. 332014 F-score {H, HE4 55 —. WAL MM B RBLER
W — AT T I, AT R AL T SE SR AR E R T %
SEESUE A R B PR AE .
2.2 ETEMRAXIEAA

EFE I B R R T R AREE R 2 R T 2
S AR AR TR R BB TR SUEH., ERZSEY,
45 M T LUR 2 SO Y SEIRARAE , AT DU BN S, AU £
P R Z A AU R, 2% AR E A LR AE AT,
XTI E BT RIS E  FARE RS LR S XS 2 H
) SE 451 2 A7 1) SCHE S 4543 B e B 1) A 2 46 v 22 SCRJ Y
) X o

FTF AP E 1] PR E GRS E R £
SR — ) SCPE—AH G, il an, “3E SR N M, JEE 4
Wz 7 AT 2 “E” a7 Iz X B 1) 15 [R] “SE SR 7 2L
B, “SERTRAEKR , LB —XF R . HR R RR
EHEBRABLW, MSEREMR 1A 13 HEATE KM A E
iPhone,” , iX B LB IR1E “44 B I A Mk — X B FBL F 7 i, “3F
ROVER KRS s F A BRI, Wl 2T, LI ER
SAFEB U, FEA IR 22 SR —A 1] S —AHXT , AT T30
) S, I R A T I I 1 1) SLIF 0 A% O TR

Agirre™ S FFH T ) E F XM BERRA & HHETE
BT 5 A/ INAE AR SR B BRI X B R [ B . 2 R
S BB, BRI A R TS
B #E AP A& the HyperLex algorithm!™ 1 the
HITS algorithm"™* SRIKEA AN H B BE TR0 8. REH
SRR 0 /N R R /INAE B AR T B R AR AR 1
b BE P E R e EE HB B E MR L.
RIE IR IE B/ NE BT B AR iR A BT SOR T — a3k
Borma, RN T SR iEEXT R 54 mEeK . b
T3 A EEXT R HL BRI B TR 0SS R EE
B, HIFJE HrOxt B A8 43 ol U R 4 R 2 ] 1 BE
B HAPLERESER 0. XFFEA BT
Xof IO [a) B P AR A Bt B PG . TR AR R B .
TR . (HEH SemEval-2007 4 E HEHA L, R T3k
BRI R, A RIEEEX B BT cm a7 R3%E,
5 BB, FIRE 10 B8 BT SCZ BRI AU  # 8
—A BN SCH B RS X AT YA, e R BRBRE
BT IR B, KRG SemEval-2007 14 {8 72 8 i
HAbL RS

Klapaftis 2 A {0 Fi E 4 i B9 52 4 76 24 45 44, Jaccard
REERL A ZRIMAHCIE . i b B & 2 EREW

T A2 8 B TR A3 254, 4R 1 T 2T )2 R BEHLIEI 385 (hier-
archical random graph algorithm)™”,iZ F LAl & — 1 X
B, AT AR A [F] 2R _E (B BEEAS [F) 18] SCRLEE B iR IH
WIFLL .

Mot R SUR R IE BURRAE B, 25 55 ) 8 UM R 5 0
5. Dorow Fl Widdows™ & Al & — 4™ 3L B i) 15 M — Xof
;25 SCiR) ) — i) S, [B] B R Oy 2 TR AH X F IR 250 L s iR 4
B RIS RVE RS . QRPN X B Y
RIS PR B0 1 44 7 B, W PR K L e ok  $E T 1Y
LI A T RANE . BT DRBHRR LB MR T
Vi) B R S5 S0, TR 032 SR 38 o R A R B R) 15 1) R 1
RASREAIRBUR LR, TR T SEURBH R, %
I T —HER MR, KBRS BT b5 WordNet Hr (717
SAEPLHL.

SR BRI AE S 45 R 5 7 A 1) X 58 ) R, BB b
FRETC i BOE B R U 4 B R ME—SRAE 2 iR ]
S XX 7 A BB HE AR I (R R BRI T AR P 5 k. Klapaftis 1
Manandhar'*' $2 H 588 I (R AL, 2R A0 e PR i s 3o A
B 2 IR IR IE AT @, A R X S R IR R B 4
BRI AR RIE—MERBE N, B EER PR ERS
RFM, B A ERREA SRR EZ R ERZEHE L.
G5 R N — AR, R WX B — 2 AH S A T IR, X L FR
FEFIENANECHR 2,3, 4, FHEFA BT HUE, WE 3 T
N

B3 EEER

He, v e L. KRG, AB U Hyper-
Lex Bk kA 1 8 v i v 5 085, B0 BB 3R BUR I R
R EEFE, X EH R A RRES R RS R E AR
HWEZE BB EREZ . REBEERERNBhEshER
H—2, B E B R,

Manandha #1 Klapaftist®®* {515 Bi a5 H B 38 Ao ME—
XFRE 28 SCIR) ) — N iE] S B IR iR Ae Y 1) SUME— BT
BANENE , B BB AR SR i) X o ) R, 1 vk (R A T
SeAE Ay ., 0 (AR {8 X 7 445 A 1 SR R R SR A T TR
B X 4 R R AR B Y, T SC A B AH B B A
S N H A AH R R 4R 45 s, BB T o R v A B A B
SRIRBUE 2 (1301, AT SE A e B 19 - . B A CW
(Chinese Whispers)™ St #5 Bt i#F A7 B 2, BT 2 TR
AWK E, E& AR T , R, R 1
WX HRIEENETENFEEN, ZREET SemE-
val-2007 $2ALAE R T LA 48, HEE R a0k 1 gl

.« 27 .



1 HT SemEval-2007 5K} LI 45 R

Unsupervised Evaluation Sup.
FSc. Pur. Ent. #CL Recall
UBC-AS  80.8 83.6 43.5 1.6 80.7

ColHJC 78.0 88. 6 31.0 5.9 86. 4
18[0)'4 65.8 89.8 25.5 11.3 81. 6

Hrp, ColJC BRIEZXFEME N RGEL R, UBC-AS &
Agirre!® 482 1 1) R 4 45 3, UOY N /& Klapaftis #1 Mana-
ndhar™ $2 BRI R R G5 R . WNE 1 hATLUE i, Col-
JC RGEAES NIRRT IR TS 1 St , UBC-AS &
GEARAT I AT AR v B AR, T UOY 3R75 19 S
% (HRB N .

R RCE 45 N 2 T 30— & W S8 7 155 1) R, Oy )t
Korkontzelos 4 A" XX — [A] B 47 T otk 25 4 B il i
FEAE B S, WPKE 2 ) 4 8 O AE S 45 0 75 0, {6 P iR B A
R B X TF R B BT 4, PR A R X, 4
EFSHBROBOREHET LS. X FE—1
X, Gt EH T B R BRES MR F BRESMERE S
P2 TR L Fr B A A AL, A A X A2 A B S,
B REE H. ARAREROR ERILAUE. &5,
CW By k#4730 LA . ZT A9 R %,
YA EAE AW R SR b, B 4 A TR AW RS TAE
kiR

Sytem

1. nouns and collocations of 4 instances of “chip”

A Company, customer, potato, sale Col: {3,4,10,11}
B | Card, company, computer Col: {1,3,5}
C Card, market, pentium, sale Col: {1,6,7,8,9,11}
D Cheese, customer, market Col: {2,6}
I1. Vertices (legeng)
1: card 2: cheese 3: company 4: company_potato
5: computer 6: market 7: market_pentium
8: pentium 9:pentium_sale 10: potato 11: sale
I

_ l ( f;heeseAmurket + .] ;heeseAmarker )
26 2
f;.hvwe -](/lnarket

Cluster B
“microchip”

Cluster A /{/\/
“potato crisp”

B4 ASURNRGE ARSI LS

Horfr, Partl £S04 T HARIIE" chip” ) 4 4> BXTRL
{14 8 A, Partll U2 T 3REE 0 7 6 45 45, A 4 B 5
45 AN 2 B0 AU A 25 BRI “ company” )41 -
F3 5 “ company” , “potato” i) 4] FXF R A [F] 5 X » “company”
TEAES: X, I , “company._potato”fE R — 45 5. R BEAE
SemEval-2010 HERAE T BT 1 BLST , ik 2 Firdl,

#£ 2 ETF SemEval-2010 1EHH S ib 45 51

Sytem VM F-score SRecall
UoY 15.7 49.8 62.4
KSU KDD 15.7 36.9 52.2
Duluth-WSI 9 41.1 60. 5
KCDG-PCGD 7.8 59.2 59.5

Hi, UoY RIEXFERALE R, EAYWRE TN E
B8, KSU KDD 2 Elshamy™ 8 H 3 F 22 A W &
45, KCDC-PCGD J2& Kern''®! ff Fj 45 7B Z5 W A A B AR A7 K R A

L] 28 L]

SR 30 LI & S, Duluth-WSI 2 Pedersen™ 7] X
B4 Senseclusters RS, NER 2 WTUEFESH, £F XL
1B X R AE SVl TP Y R T 84 1 SR
Jurgenst 3 THEIX & B ¥, 1% B B B
—MEER R FEANER WX, BREE A LK
i, I AT AR A SRR . AR XA — 4 R AE R S A,
B e X AR TR TR A BT, BN
PR, WL R RIE R BT R, W FHRE—AL
R AR08 2 X R Ak XoF IO 465 A AR BE S 5 TR
S BAEAUEE . BT XA AR BE T O vk {8 P B R v U
ANWEAR K P B A LRSI P A HEAT & 9% I AT B
—NRGEE ., FTLUFEARRR RN R 5 B #1743 3RBUR [
WP R o BeE A 2 0] T30, 3R BT SO Yh
R B X 2 ] AR ARLRE 5 BBUAH B BE B e 4 XA i BR3¢
Hh & SR IR . %05 & Dorow ) 48 A Fl Klapaftis™®) %
AW TAERZE G, BRI S 00 A 2 R G5 M 3R B ek o 45

I
H o

HEETENEE D, RESHEEN FHERAEE
BRI, E— R ERELR RS E A W BRARIEITRE, lo-
annis™¥ SE SR TR F B @ T T RS EGE R, X
F 3R] LA G 51 » At A58 2o e i8] SR 4 3R45 1 i A T I
BEETE L RO EFES . % CFEE [ Klapaftis 1
Manandhar'*® {5 F & fic B 19 18] LA G407 k34T T S8k
FF,fH T Average Degree, Average Weighted Degree, Aver-
age Cluster Coefficient, Average Weighted Cluster Coeffi-
cient,Graph Entropy, Weighted Graph Entropy. Edge Densi-
ty, Weighted Edge Density 8 Ff [ % i #F4d 7 k. A& Bis
WA —HSH W AR R B MR R A E N — T,
SRIG 43 S 8 b P sl Vi i X 3RS 0 45 A F R AT 4T
o R HEE . £EB—MITEFET . XE FERE S
SKIGHE K HAERZ TR ASER 5. BELH
SHORUGHAT B TS, BB —FIP S OB T, 11515
NEEH—HSE., F5REW, Average degree Fll Weighted
average degree ZHUFHIBFITAL 71k, BTG S8t
AEERIE LA WOBHTAG TR S B RE AL, B, BIEE
VA 5 R BRI AR U8 3R A5 1) 7 I 10 1 3 4, A AR st ) H 1R R
BRENSH.

FErSCIE U G b, B O 2k v KA gk A . X A
He ) 45 A5 0 FAAH BLBE S e D RSB BB SRS
BEFEIATRE, KB TRIFHER . Zhang AP H
o i) BT SR Ry 285 A S5 22 [ B R DL BE A A S UM, 68 P
CW Sk dtATiA] IH S, (H 2 i TIEA5 h R B i iE e,
ARE BRI A X R, 3F HABA BRI RS S, Rtk
BRGEEREE.

2.3 EHEERXAEAMNFZE

Brody"** )l £ SCiA) i) | SCHRIE R B2 2R 1A oA
AR , K1) SCUR A s B AR SR A A v, DATT g 22 DL -3 3] LU
R, X B )W 7E 9 2k A 32 R 40 BC A A (Latent
Dirichlet allocation, f&j#x LDA) B sk 7 CAA /. R, {3
FAZMUARFIEZE RS, G0 R ER BT SCREFRHE B RYEE R B 3
TTERHE LA K FE L\ n JURERY RIIOC R DL B il P48, I8
— i FESRN HH Aok, I 5 BTm



I3 D D R E ki

&l 5 T FHIEHE R RA R MG BRIE, A s 8%
B — AN L5 0, B2 BN 4 B 1918 SCARIE £ 5
Ko ¢, BI85 AR R IEE B WAL £, F 7T LR )15 19
PR E R RE . K5, #H Gibbs REERIKBE A
SLIE R AR U RE SR, SR B KW AT R, &
WPERRLT, T ELE R Wl A T SCAR 23 28 55 L AthoRE G
AR, B2 LDA T2 A T3HA6 e v U BE R, H
I Yao % AP 7€ Brody E:Al E32H T IS H0H ISR,
{8 F 43 22k K 52 85 13 #2 (the Hierarchical Dirichlet Process, f&
Fx HDP)B" sl gt 471 X944 . HDP REAS AR 3R 15Kl 045 H 3
VA9 18] SCE, I BLERAS 1] SLIF 44 BB ER Brody B R GutE
REAHIE .

B HRTA LR 18 A KB AR T B iE e,
Apidianaki®® %t 2 FRUEE R 18 LR G947 TR 58 K =
AR BN T R T . R T BUEER R IUE 1
o, ZAE R R TRE R B AnER, RIEELE RS BARE A
w TR, T B AR R R TR R B A H AR IS S BT B
Bk, XHF 2 A w, 78 BAREE IR B I i 55 R 44,
R wE BiRiEk B, REX w M- FREK
BIEIES B3R AZ BT SUE B BRI Bra 4 R
PP THEARLEE , A DU A — <8 R o 3 7 A 45 [ 4
HATE I BHRAELERN AR SOE S RGP BUS TR
HIRLER , Y3 IE B 3T baseline {6, W EA~ £ ia il ZhiEkl
wp B 22 1 A Rt 2 22 SCTm) R 7 5 Ry A0 2 )

3 RNV

) SR SR £ 3R 2 ) AL, (EL R ot AR M A T BT
RGN TR, I BCA 18 B34 77 i 1] SR g Y
Hle AT LU ILAST7 T #EAT PP A -

a1 ANTERSMEENMBERSGE, HREX
T EARFES AT, 3 B IR RS AR ERIFAPRERA —
B0, BT DA CBEER Wy 4R T8 10 SE PR RIS B R S AR AL i
FE—8. BRI, 2652 BRI v 55 A X R AL IR (8] B 2 5
AT EWHAE » TR ERRET E SRR AR, R 5
W FEAR T B i) ORIV RLARAG B S AT LU . HE S SRR T
BRI E S 3 RS T P 77 B RV SR 2E AR

Jidk 2 RERLAGH i S A BB B E G e i X
b SRR A BRI 5 RN ERRIEAT B e AR ) AR, B
R HAR RS R AR e B N TARTESE Rl AT LB, SR E R A
B PG T SR R AT VR .

Jidk 3 EHABAKRL b AT A 40 LH
INAE AL B AR G P X B BE AR R M AR B R

RUERMBEEHR S, XMEERE, BEEMGHRET
R B 5, BOESE I

TE) SUR YA PEAL T 3k v, 32 22 AR 04N 5 1 SR A7 7
A s B TC B PSS J vk N MBS ik . A WABHRA O B
FB A AR T R AN G ] SR HEAT VEAS , T J0 M B VA O
A F-score {H . V-measure, Paired F-score. 2 B FI# %5 5 ¥ .
3.1 RMEMTHTE

T MBS VPG 77 R K R G 1 RS S5 A — A B
HEIMEERER . — MR REFEREN G
B AN XA X R ) S AR A X AR X B 1Y
LHIEERTELEVAEN. B RANTEE A Fscore,
V-measure, Paired F-score. 21 FI45 %5 ,
3.1.1 F-score

F-score 5& 3 : 45585 s, , XL HISERIANBOH n, 5 45 5E T
R s SRS BIER 7 5me Fon BT s, FRE b BISZHIEL
F-score H 85 , TR BET o

F& 1% (Precision) : Xt F—NE 51, FoANH 53 2% 380 b
9 SE A BT o B LB BB

PCs, h) =2 3)

n,
A 2 (Recall) : Xf F—AM , T —A250] 53 Bz v 1)
S B o Y LA
R, h) =" @
XTFLER s, FfEh: 1) F-score & LB :
2P (s, sh; )R(s, , h;)

FGrh) =P h)+R G, ko) ®
Xt FHAZER s, B F-score HE XK (6) :
F(s,):rr}laxF(s,,hi) 6)
X F RIEBAR F-Score fHE LMD

FScore= z%F(s,) (@)

Hrr, ¢ BATNE n 2L SEL

Klapaftis 1 Manandhar* $§ H — N () B 207 vk 4 4 B
HREIEMEMEEN., FRREREEXN TR E %K, 57
E—NEERESET], XA R AR A AR BT R
A M BMRRN T B HEWHELRR, A E 1%,
XAMEMZENAME R LT XEE. E5EH Fscore 77
W EEF T — R R R B e B, X R AT
BHRAREMITER. B TFIREBREBRDNRE.

B2 Manandhar #1 Klapaftis®®) 5 1} F-score P48 5 277
TE—SEBRIE . X T EAR RS B9 F-score (B, B R IUR %5
B VLAC R HEXT B ) F-score {H , tLELE B0 E R BEXT SAniESE 5
B VL RE AR EATITAR , TS 2 X 3R15 0 B i AT 174 . &
1, TOHE R TR £ R Sy A /NG T IR T A B8 5 8 & s v 1) SAH
VG e SR HEA T PEAR » 35 B 2410 SUA 90 2R Ge 08 R B 4l i i) U5t
REERT , B TR R Z , 2 BN F-score,

3.1.2 V-measure*”’

V-measure J&5¢ B[R] B 09 R A28k, 458 58

P ¢, R B A:

2xh*c

h+c ®

BRERES HOa UEHES S, ay RnBEE TR s

XIEFh; WL BIE, N 2B [ S| 2 X%,
L] 29 L]

V-measure=



|H| 2%
SEREMERE L H(K | S)J2 45 %8 250 347 F 2 (9 2 10 .
4 H(K|S) =0 i, LR FHA LB 8 L) R T—1M %,

BRI RIS T A T ) e B
1, if H(IK)=0
— 9
€ {1—%‘{%, otherwise ©
H(K)Z—j=1 N log N o)
Sl Ky a;
H(K|9)=— 5% ]_g]—\,’-loggz an

k=1

RFHERE L HCS| K RS ERE T R &M, 2 H
(SIK) =0 i, B P& 1 L6 R F—1~2651, BATR

1, if H(S)=0

h= a2

{l — HIEI? !SI)O , otherwise

K K

H(S)——i=1 N log N 13)
H(S| K =— 5 5% 10g (i as)

j=1i=1 5 )

/*lakj

V-measure Xt &R HESE S & AR A BB BLIEAT T
L, R TE 2T A REG AT LA IE I EX &
AN 1 SERE PR AN R B AR AT T VEAE , A& F-score KT
HIFHICH, R EE R AL E R A IR . BRI TR
R THRETR B R S
3.1.3 Paired F-score

PR ET  BERE B T 73K B, X T8
—AMEE o AL Ch NSRBI X | ¢ | RARTE o TS iy sE
Bl XTFE—EM g B Cly, MBI, X H | g | R
T8 g BT WELBIE. F KD 25 BT % Rr 1 52 61 %t 4
G | FCE | RS B8 F(S) 2385 B Xof bz 7 SE 5 Xof £
B | F(S | RHEFIX 8. |[F(KONFS | Z2RiNEait
A ) SEBIXTEL

FH BESE UL (15)

_IFEONFS
P= TFO | 15

FEUE S @IENCOR

R LFGONFS)|
RS)

Paired-score {H € X A7) ;

_2xPxR
FS= PIR an

1E Paired-score At 77 W, SR EUR 2 8 & D Fhr ik ia)
N E R G AT AFIHAL .
3.1.4 sEH

SHREE XA b BB RIS 5. B, 280 s, FIAR
h: A REFRLEHEREZ . RETEHTXMHRESS
B IERR, SRR, BRI

Purity(S, H) == Smax| b N5 | (18)

Horp, [ O se [JEAEHE e XTRLE) SEHI SR TR 52 XoF BL 19 5L
BIEARZZRI RN, N A8 Lhil K.
SERETFAL T Or kB R B (B R ABETRAG e . B
. 30 .

(16)

PG B AT L B B VT C 2R S Az i A A I e . PRt
X FREERZ 1 R G, B R R BN, B A X B 4
e, NS e R . HiERb e 2R T—1
WS EFRRS , S BE KB B RME 1o PR BE I A REAR 4 b P
B IRIEE RN RN
3.1.5

W) RE S M2 18 T e — AR P, 2 A 89 23 A 4
Ol JRE/IN LIS 7 v (9 7 Al B — , SRRACR BT
SRR b » BRI E XK (19)

E(h)=——L 512 1pg 2 (19)
logg:=1n, n,

Hrb, g BB BIER T b SUB TR s, BYSLHlEk.
X FRAEBARIINE , p FFRE B X (20)

E=3LEm) (20)
i=1p

VS T Ok i R R (R A BRI H e Btk . AR
F F-score 174l 75 » WiXF T B SR AT T VEAG , PEAG 1E
F— R AR S AE O 5370 R — , W R G R
U [RISEEEVEAL Tk —HE , Bt dw 1) TR Z M R S
3.2 AUEMTEAE

A W VG D T W 3R A O R I B B S bR i iR X
b FARHE X T OC R XD R A T AR i IR L AR
SRR AR S R R SE N TARIESS R AT LA, B %%
e A SUIH B R S8, T A MBS 1A 7 o IS T 3R
BIFRE, ZHEFEGINBI BRI X R, B
TR AT BN A B 5 3 [F] — A~ B e pm o 1) SC b, DT el 3R i
W3R . AR 0T 2 2 (75 RS 38 S hn i) S5
BT S, EIPE T ET , REAFH RS F RS
AR A TR, XB, A TERS R 'L
)T T A A B T R o ) S T A R A e R >
BULAEH,

3.3 RANAMITEMEEXTE

TR UE Y RS Z H GR4E BLAH LA, R AL
FERSEREARL A S AR R PRI B sk BAR L MR, H
R SERT AR 2 SR TAEER R A B 00Ee DL BTG e
WSRFEAT VAL , X AR RG22 18] 1) LA AR AR R, NRAE R
5%y, Pantel Al Lin™ 2 F WordNet #4747 W& i) P
i F Lin & SCRIAHBLUE 7 ok 0E A7 im) Uit , ZH R E T
T SCHC, WO A3 SO SR AT 5, 5 1) SR 28 W 4
) SR HEAT B SR J5 ] F-score fHi#47174i . Purandare
F1 Pedersen [ SenseClusters {i# F 1R &40 BEE#HAT TR , X4
HREHEIR T B E&hnE R LEGN RPN RS0, R
IR 33X A R 4 o ) SIS B B, DT (845 I
PR . IETSRJE 7R T IETAARE 09 SRS DL B A 52
BIEZ N,

SemEval-2007M 85—~ %t i8] LA GAT 45 Bl & T — 438
FAREZR., EELT 65 Aahia) £ Lin#l 35 A4 0 £ Xin), A4
RETH b 8 B & X i L i i L6, 3 A On-
toNotes™ ja] X %t H #1745 7E . OntoNotes i) X Z I Word-
Net H [ 1a) SCHURE , BRI i) OB X 82> . Al 5 B 6 G
WPl R M BTG . X B TC M Pl k8
B IR ZEVAE ik F-Score B, 1A MB M1TM4 ke %
A9 S 7] OB B 3 R vE TR SC | R AR X R BRI ¢
ZXTRIE R T R SRR AR, R AR R4S R



RS BN TR 45 R AT LU, B B A% 46 18, 1 9] 3 ¢
ARG FORE O (E AN A ] 3R X HE AT PP

SemEval-2010% #£ 2007 4EIPAGHEZR () ZE0h 32t Tk
o XEBEAE 50 N EZE SR 50 Ashin 2 i), TP
YRR E PR B 5 R BT A . H2
X B TC WS P4 5 B F B & V-Measure #1 paired F-Score
PAFRPEAGARUE . A MBI 77 1 SemEval-2007 Task B i
FAEI—3, 182 SemEval-2007 #2 H i) PEAEHEZR v, & 4E [F)
—ANERL AT IR AR SLPEAE 9, T SemEval-2010 J&
B DR BAEFI Y GREHE 23 FF , YN ZR%50E A 18] SR 4, 8
PEARYE T 44 H ) 1) AT 1) SOPR i 3532047 PEAG , DA 2
KA B LBIES  NTARIE T P-4 i AT SR M NS F T, B 4%
B0l X 45 A 1) SCIF IS R AT LR .

CLP2010 B g T 55— 3CiR] AT 55 8 FAHE 4R
YRR 50 4~ 2 3a), M E B & 100 ~2 X
i, N2 SRR L 50 NSEf. BT SEIET R FEi 4 B
] AR HIRF R AC PR f# ) HowNet 1) L 47 A T
o FEFHFTEIRRT, 22 SR B3R XA FOR A E W . 2R T
i b F F-score fEh EEMTEAE T, 7 T IR AT
REVEAL , FIRHEF T 44 8 % L& V-measure TG 78k

ST R VAL R, FE MR AT L, Xt F 5
WERGHIBLE , Bl A WA= : 1. ¥ 2 SGRl 1 BT A L 4]
%k —M# (Most Frequent Sense, Ak MFS) ; 2. {8 FHpE#1&
WAL PR LHIHAT R . R EXT L R R
T R G RIATIEE , FR AR R PG A B

GRIE  AUNE T IEERW LT — LA K TR,
FZ A AGIRER A A TS 4 A B A T
A48 TR R TERMARE.

W XEAAEAR T EASETFRICMEN L ETEDY
FEURMT Y, ETFRIEREERIEEN T, R
A RAE MR RE ., ARFEEED, FEWY KF I
PRE  Zond Rt RRERRE AR B VRS B,
MO BFER TR, FH— E T XM T
I BT BIRAE . FEREFEE T, FEW K F] K-means,
JEREIK CBC.sIB\RBRE %%, TR T EEREREN
TR MREERE E P TE L RRFERAETRNERLEE
BRIATI A . HRAERT LR P A DL BE A R SR 2 T 1Y
ARG, ) IR g EZ P K 3 T T30 1 A DL BE A B
MEFIBER, BinZ ORI M BARREAE S R, R IEZ 1]
WL BPE R B AE , 45 A s UM R S48, TRt L B9 3
B LIRSS =l 2o BN EH Rk
FTE T p DARRAIS 25 5 B SO, M F AU S RERT , B AR
% SR S BINE R 4h A, S Z IRl R AH LB E BRI AU(E . B
AR A RKE ¥ mHE CW, Normalised MinCut, 3% B 3§,
MCL., Hierarchical Random Graphs %, 2 CW i Fi 155 %,
PERRERA . BRUILZ SN, TR TAEW BB T Gt A AL, 4u
DU A DA R TS24 DU i A 5

TEIW SUAGITAE Tk, B T B A B Wi
Fk. Hod o B 8 PF M O B4 #5 F-score, V-measure,
Paired F-score. 2 BF F14 .

RENMIIEARE T —EHWHRAER, HELE—
AT 1), 76 B AR5 T A BRSNS T 25
RAE +IJLERETE], BT LU OB AR 52 B A 2 ERITRA

WREE, A0 T IF NI R A — 26 TR, - H —
SR — IR BT ST AL A BB A G e A PR &%
FE TR IR PG J5 T PG J7 3k 2 P 28, QT i 0
A 123 TC Y B ) Fscore {H4 , (HIX S 77 B A7 7E —SL BRI, A
RERS B A I A — D RGERMERE . K LRGN IR
HARTES G W5 B AR HLES BIESE, i A F W LA
5 R T R B P BE SR TSR P 1) SR N B8R, X P 7 ¥
AEAS LU BV AR 2 TR RESATIFI . R, 2 TFAE
55 () SCUR N PG 7 15 R i) LR AN B — ST BS54
XHFR ARG R —H A ERN ST T RS
MR EEXEEN. —~HIFNSHEEAMERR RSN
PERE , MO VL R () 17 SO G RY B TR, 6 P R SRR
AR AR MR AR B RN i R . HW, | T
SCRE HUAS RS FAERL 9 1 SOR G4 1 B A B BN R K
PR S BRI ) B Ak i SE B SCREY B 3 3R
Xt SR SCA G4, B AT BRI B — , T
T7 kSRR T ARAE 1 B B S B TR A e B SRR Bk
B3R, O EARBRAEDT  (BRRER EABAHE
I, TS SCHA) R A B S TR , [R] i 2 T A B A Bt 2 1)
T B AHEAT v SR SO 4 bh 2500 v SCH AP AT — 58 B
FE, BEMMIGEE & T SCHHFIE , A BEA B SGE PR RE . FEIE3E
Bl b, BN | BEE SN — L SeBEROR , I T AR B J7
5o ETRIMTT k& AT RSB 0 B 2 18], 16 B A B9 BiF 5
HIAS TR SR T E R SCE SOR A TR LR
BN TGS BB J5 85 B 45 R I A AR BN T 84T 3R
SURGRERY R SR EH 2.
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