SWEEEEIE H6 5

WordNet ZIiCFA L -2 EZ AR DB ELLRSTDHAA

— A b= —ZHlELT—

BR —7%

[(%—7—F)
£#%. A F=3—_. WordNet. HA:ZE WordNet, H kil

. ZERINMIERCOEREICELSOH D, MEERE KM LIHERET —FX—2X
WordNet [ZHASFHLBEOLAPRTHWONDICE EEDLHZ L HIRKRLE L TEL, 2D
SraoTIcB T 5 A AMIEER S THoICRik STy, WordNet OB SR %
EO SRR B, Z2ROLSEER O 2 IRET D58 L 72 2R v REM: 2 Hi
D5, AFTIE, WordNet ZiEH L, ZRHO—FMUTHLA F=I—zfl& LT, %
BRFRO A28 L THAGE T L WEY., T LTS TFICET 5 AEL UL 2R
T 5, BARMIZIE, A h=3—% WordNet O i L, sEEL T IV — 2 BB
L LTA FM=I—%8 L. WordNet OBEEMARRAMEEIZIS T 2 KRR O BRI
Lo TA M= —DHEMREOEMNEZ AIFT, 207 mt A% HI%EE WordNet (25
WTEITL, A M=I—(ZFT % HEH D@t & RO 2R D,

1. FC®IC

HAGES: « WG5S « SEZRORITIERLICB VT, 2HBITZFHEHELRBOANDERS
NTE, FROFFEMEIZBNT, ZEINTEREOEFEIZELS>OH D, HintH
FIE X EFOREIC L DEHN T o ARKETH D Z LIFFE2HELRV, LT
Z. EERBEFREROEEFIEEZBRA LG E TS 2, EiE7 a2 & Fraftir 58
ERFEENFANICHEE SN TN 2 8, Tn A BERIIET LD TH D,

WordNet [3HESAERE KM L7GERET — 4 XN—ATh bV, HEMFRICE > THHEIE
U7z synset & WO BEBROBALN . EAL FALBEMRIC L » TRRIICHERBIES TV S,
WordNet [FEFEMIEICE N THIRASTEHA STV DY, BR@mICB W TEARSE
REDOIARTHNONDITE EE DT & bikARE LTEL | Bl A THRIZTOA MM
DRI Ty, 72, %3 WordNet (Princeton University) & H AGE
WordNet (NICT) oM OBEEMAFR O EOIEIEIL, ZHRAKROBES FEM i i
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Sk 15 WordNet % 5] L 7= % 3 o> H SSHBESIF OB 2

ZAREICT DWEMTREEZ AT 2120 00b b3, WEEIFH S Ty, S
FEM O B HIIC BN T, DTSNt > T 7V A Y e W@ R HE DR EN D 72 D o
WEEZ LS &) 2 E2BETIUE, 29 LI BARRE L 55D WordNet O O{KRE
EOFT O M@ ME, *ﬁ?éif%ﬁtﬁﬁ I Chdlnwz ko, koT, Zodmk
BEEFONIIEH TR, 28O U THHLA = —1%26l L LIZLERAEK RO H K
A BL T, HAEFLREY., TLTEHETFICET DAL RS 2mEL T2 2
CEEELT D, BAEMICIE, A = —0RBINEKEL . WordNet O E A& O
FMED BIFIIEIZHENL T D, WordNet O ERBEROMEEIZIBNT, A b= —% ik
THEMEHRO LS THH5EFE ST 2V — (lexical names) # 4 5, & DiEHE
73V —HHE Lﬁﬁ‘i%ﬂﬂ%}%géﬁﬁ@%ﬁ}: LT, Ah=—%0ET5, A F=
— Z AT D K553 D WordNet (2517 2 HE& A0 BEEEZ S0 figdr L. A I\:‘%O)éﬂfﬁ
BIHEDEN Z BIET, 2007 1t 2 %35 WordNet & H AFE WordNet (231 C
ENENRETL, A F=I—0REMIZHT D IEM L EREORAMIZ KA D,

2. FZITHEDEE
AREHITIH, A F=I—ICEHEMET 2 SEFOLITHE LR L. RFIEICEIT 5 £
= —DOHENEREZEHT D,

2-1 A b= —LiEEM

FATIRICHBIT D A = —ICHT 2 A aiadhid, A b= —Ok BT
BYETH L LWV I MMNBRR CTROANTH S, ZDOHE, Jakobson (1956) 12X
AL & Bk o T IE LR E I J:of’f%ﬁiéﬁ’béﬁ%O)E@ TR o THESLE T,
Lakoff & Johnson (1980) % ¥iif# & 3 5 BHMEWRIMIZI T 52RO 5B A TIX
conceptual domain & % % Idealized Cognitive Model (ICM) % JMERRtEA & LT
B, AT 7= A= =0 HERAEEZREL TS L9 T Jakobson
DFEL—FHLTWD2, Z0O ICM ZHWEBHET VIR L7 A F = —DERIC
FHiE, TR—D ICM OWNHE LD [Al—EN O — KPR A h = =TT 5 ikt
ZEOIL@EAE L 70> TV D3, JATHIZELIZEE A, AR TIE, A h=I—0Dkk
MEIX R — N O — KM L L TOE#EMETH D LW 9 RIS 2,

1V PBEARH L TIZ, EOEH[EMLELTCOA =2V I, KKEZEDA =3I —
(Hangy) i I beig & L“COD?'ULE!’JEFZﬁZﬁ)Z?)D BRER) - B2 HE L IA<BO N5,
Ll ITOZRFEALELTORA b= X, FEEMICES LICBEN O D R
ff?a L/TT HEOHAELE L TOX b= —F ﬁuaﬁﬁ’]ﬁﬁ/ﬁk LTChOENEDERIZON
I, B AE SO THmTHI L & LIz,
2 Nerhch& Clarke (1999:199) 72 & &M,
3 Radden & Koévecses (1999:21)
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2-2 RS \éﬁiﬁﬂﬁt)‘ k=

A b= (T ﬂéﬁi%g%ﬁ)aihfb\ékb\ﬁ Z L AR D MRIE. TSR
E. iﬁ%<fﬁ?é4 BRORY . FATHRICBWT, ZOZLERNEEIND Z LI
winole, bbb, A== T 570121, Bo2RBERESTT22&1%
ARA[KCToh 5, Radden & Kovecses (1999) TlE, A h=I—DHHL LT, LLFD
SRR 2 2R LT D5,

| (i) Whole ICM and its part (s) (ii) Parts of an ICM |

ZZTOICM X, £ & part (s) EHET AWM IZBWT, HoEEBERIC
% whole I/ T 572, Z ONFEMFHAIZE W T ICM % whole | E%?ﬁ&zéo

| (i) Whole and its part (s) (ii) Parts of whole |

(1) G N

whole

\
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K 1 Radden & Kovecses (1999) [Tk B A F=S—DH5E

(i) TIL, part DfEIENY, ZHHIKZ ST whole OfElE & A L T\ 56, X o T,
(1) 1T 2RERTH D, il LT, Q1) 1&, whole (81T 5 parts D] DR
ffﬁﬁ‘f“%%ﬂo (i) & (11) E, W EbRE-EENOERBER TH D LD Z L ndim
LTCW5a8, LI, AmZicBWT, A bh=3—1F Q) KHERLEZLOERLRT,

2-3 N—hr/2—¢BDV/—DEREAMZZ—
BEMRAOME DT EIEICIES A= h I =&, MELOWEDO LT = U —FfRIZ
oSBTV ) I ENRASHUDBBNFMET D9 i (1978) TH, ZORFIC

4 Lakoff & Johnson (1980:36). Radden & Ko6vecses (1999:30). Thomas (1894:723)

it

5 Radden & Koévecses (1999:30)

6 1 /%, Radden & Kévecses (1999:30) Oitik s b EICEFNKbLZbDOTH D
(Suzuki (2021:84)),

TR, (1) T, BEEOHW S OEBRICE SN Y THN, FRICHES T, 2ROHEEITE

mANEHRIBL TS,

8 72%. Radden & Kovecses (1999) 12k % Eitod # l\%:“—@/\* A A E LT 5 b

®» & LT, Thomas (1894:723) (2L 5 A F = —OHEMMARBEIZFEL Tz, 7272

L. Z@® Thomas (1894) TiX. B —FR L L TOA F=I—NmLoENTWVD,

9 Seto (1999:92ff.) ; Lyons (1977:291ff.) Seto izZ 1% [PT#E#E ) LA TV
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Sk 15 WordNet % 5] L 7= % 3 o> H SSHBESIF OB 2

ST 20008 mE b, X, Z70—7 pnickd I E DRI L - THERR S
NDUAR7 RO SIS ENE 2 o L, RIS KRS A F =X —%, B3
HI7eBEME L L CoRKRET D L DRBRBRICESS b LiERL, I ERITES R
7 RxZ, HEMORBBRMEL L ToORIKEHE S &L DORBRRICESS bD L HERT D10,

ZOFIHEZIE, A M= —F LB N—F ) I —IZHYT D, KigXicBFHA =
Ik, BEHROBEOTEE ARG L U, WERDHE AR e 2B AR
WZHASLEENNH - TH D,

3. AEFE : WordNet DEKRERDEEICHITHA P —HH

WordNet 1%, FEEEIZI T 2 EIRBLR DR RIS 2 BT KT 2 S3E A~ F
HY—ThV, KRbINTFBEEL SENRICEZ FmTRit+2, LirLl, £5&
DHEOBRBHEMEO M IZBI L T, WordNet 1X+ 0 IZiEH I LT\ iaw, REICHE,
A =3 —% WordNet O EMMIE ORI L, £ OKBIAYENEL WordNet O & AR IE
D BIFINEICHENL T D FIEZBE T <. Suzuki (2021) (281 2 FiEE ., A4
FORET A F=I—0HELESHTICHT TREkT 5,

FEEICBITAEMEIED T — 2 _X—2TH5 WordNet (2B W\ Tik, HEERIZE -
THAEENTWDEWRDE/IMERR AL synset (= synonym set) (ZHEEDFENES S,
PR AT BEWREIROBEEN LRI TV D, synset O Tl ASRBEIMRMN AL L
TRV, ZOMAZRBERIL, [F—® lemma (Z& £ 5 synset O THEE I D
o ZhUE, Fl—0EORNTICBIT L2 EMETHD (M 2), ABFFE121X, synset [H
DOHAEZBBERIZESNT, A M= —%Hil - T 513,

2 @[—® lemma [2F1+5 synset DA SHEEZ

10 ek (1978:152f.)

11 Miller et al. (1991:240)

12 KifF5E1x, WordNet3.0 7 — % _X— 27 7 A )L (data. POS) (Princeton University
(2010)) DOF —FEREZMITT 2 (POS = Part of Speech i), Ziik, HEEE TR D

227 L7= WordNet O EH I T 5,

138 gynset MIOHAESMHBERICEH L TERBEZHMET 25 &V 5 R TIHE. RIFEDO FIEIX

Lohk et al. (2019) &HL@MENRHDH, ERORY | WordNet 7 & 2 Fe il 2 it 45 %47

W42 (Buitelaar (1998). Peters (2004). Barque et al. (2009). Freihat et al. (2013).

Lohk et al. (2019). etc.) IZBWTiL, % synset DEZDONENEIRE7=Y (Peters
(2004) ., Barque et al. (2009)). WordNet AR 72 HAEE N L (Freihat et al.
(2013)) =721, WordNet Ak D EHAENH 2 &2V (Buitelaar (1998) .

Lohk et al. (2019)) LTCW5, AT, 2N OLDOMWEICBNTHSITIEA I TV

W, synset-ID REREBERRTEHRA U F L VS REBNBRMEX—I2L > THEHR IR
% WordNet [EH DT —F XN—AEEERT HZ L7e < ZHITHERL THONEIT I,
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WordNet O EHEAIEIZFHB VT, holonym 1%, i/ &KBARICEKIT 5 &KIZHY T 5 14)x
®HZ, meronym [, O EERBERICEIT HEHZITHYT H15, 25O holonym &
meronym (FAHAIZEMR L TEHY . MBERITIH S 2EEMLLZKT. 2D holonym &
meronym O[O AR, [Fl—@ lemma (ZJ& 7 % synset OJIZI W THAZ T 4L,
MEE LTI A F=—ITMY T 516, RIFFETIE. WordNet D7 — X &b, [FA—
@ lemma IZJ& 7 5 synset DIZF1T 5., holonym & meronym & OFHH 2R B4R & fil
4%, Suzuki (2021) T, aamiu@%mmb ZOBWRIZE > TEH A F—
VESGEULIEN, FEEICEDSHEIL. A F=I—L WO H—0ZFEMN D H &Kk
Friclddl & 7evy, 207, KBF5E TIL, ﬁ?ﬁ@i:ﬂ; 1372 <. synset @J:ﬂ’fﬂi/%\
T& % WordNet [EADFEFE AT 2 Y — (lexical name) AL, ZDOEBANEIC
STAN=I—%pET5H, A }‘::**%%Ekﬁ‘éﬁ synset @, WordNet OHf & ﬁi;ﬁ
W2 31T 2 A R B oD R B D E A AR AT 12 A M= —OREREEE B ST
— 2 O OHEET D, ERLTFIE ’%/5< TEEH‘J' Gy 2 JEERIT L Hﬁ?ﬂg BWTE
7L, WordNet IZ81F 25 A b= —IZB$ 2 F MK 00 & 258 & BAREICRB VT
i3 A

4. "*ﬁ‘f‘*%@%g : WordNet [CEIFH 4 F=Z—DHE - 7% - HMIELL
AHEITIE, A P=I—0HhH - 58 - BAVLBL 2 FZT L. TOMEREREMEET 5,

4-1 WordNet 75\'5)‘ f=—=—%HHET 5
AKETIE, A h=—0HHHEEZ. F2HICBITAA M= —0OEENERERD
Lé\bﬁfﬁ‘iaﬁﬁ“éo WHFERIZ. 3L ocHhENn5,

= = = 3 =7 e =4 = A = 1) — S > 1] —
GE?, “hET, CGRIE L, CEURBRY, FEFE Y, FEEAN T IV -1, FEEANT HY —27,

“BEEARITIS T 2 IR O BB 255 <R

K3 ZBET—AHEETIL

holonym 72 & V{2 meronym (X . £ U 28 &K 7 B B IZ s U T, “part”

14 Miller (1991:255ff.)

15 ibid.

16 5 72 B2 Cruse (2000:110ff.) . ZT HICHM Y 9 % O % automeronymy”
(“autoholonymy”) &FEA TS, 7272 L, MIFZNEASLT LA P=I—L W) LHKE
Lf#)}zofu\ézb SC AN

17 K B BHEFEOT — X%, Suzuki (2021) (2B 5 MHFEZH#EE L L
f:%@f&’)ét&b\ Suzuki (2021) OF —F LITBR 25N EED D,

18 Jsahara et al. (2008)
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Sk 15 WordNet % 5] L 7= % 3 o> H SSHBESIF OB 2

holonym/meronym?19,“substance” holonym/meronym20,“member” holonym/meronym?2!
D 3 I I NATWDH22, LU TIE, flilll L723261% . holonym/meronym O Ffi¥H
T EITHEET D,

“part” holonym & “part” meronym |3, HBLSEHFICE T HrEMEIc K S&, BE#ENR
T&E 5, AR 2ERERAER LTS ((F]) 2 : ”almond”, H : [H]),

“almond”,”’n”,”small bushy deciduous tree native to Asia and North Africa having pretty pink blossoms
and highly prized edible nuts enclosed in a hard green hull; cultivated in southern Australia and

California“,"#p-%p”,”oval-shaped edible seed of the almond tree”, “plant”,”food”,”0.055555556”

TE 'nt, "WEBRA A ESANY EE T S HEECTEH< T, ", "hprt-mprt", "MEOMLE (HDV
BROWHA) 206 TS TW TR LEOR Y ZFiEd 2 (EoMOBKICH D &9 72) Hflakik, "

"artifact", "artifact", "0.125"

“part” holonym & “part” meronym /%, E2&720 &R, 37 bR RE /> 2 KE
BE L TWb, Zhilxt LT, “substance” holonym & “substance” meronym & @[
BRiZ, EF L, (FRUCL-oTHLIBND) HEDELLICEREZY TLEINITE - T,
T OBEII DN D, —HFOr—A T, FROFICELND X oL, FqHM OR)
NAERTH 5 “substance” holonym & 720, 5 OK#) MBS TH 5 “substance”
meronym & 72 % ((ff]) 3% :7oak”, H : =Y <=Y]),

“oak”,”’n”,”a deciduous tree of the genus Quercus; has acorns and lobed leaves”,”#s-%s”,”the hard durable

2 9

wood of any oak; used especially for furniture and flooring”,”plant”,”plant”,”0.0625”

“TY = rn”) b BOSIES OB, 2, hsub-msub”,) h U B DAM T, B O R IITPRRE, M

ALM LIz DI S, 7,”plant”,”plant”,”0.055555555555556”

—F., INEERMOr—ABIFHET D ((H]) £ : 7adobe”, H : [75]),

» «

“adobe”,”n”,”the clay from which adobe bricks are made”,“%s-#s”,“sun-dried brick; used in hot dry

climates”,”substance”,”artifact”,”0.071428571”

YRR OBEEAER ST b O, KEELOICHEM SN D, " "msub-hsub"," A DHEEZKICE T Z LItk -

TIESLN D EEL, ", "food","food","0.125"

19 % #p/%p, H : hprt/mprt

20 L #s/%s, H : hsub/msub

21 3 #m/%m, H : hmem/mmem

22 Miller et al. (1993 : 47) #i& WordNet (Princeton University) ®F — ZfEiE B
T, holonym ZfE LRI DEF# L WVWIHEHE (KA %) THY ., meronym LT D
% NI s (KA %) Thb,
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Z DX I, “substance” holonym & “substance” meronym & D BIfRIZIH W TIX, 1E
Rt 3@ ) OEPFET 5, 260 @) OBEONTHLOHEIZENTH,
FERERBERIIENT 5, EO7D, AL TIE, “part” holonym/meronym (2% T,
% 1L 5 “substance” holonym/meronym & A b= —& L CRET D,

“member” holonym/meronym (%, A EWVWI KL, ZTOEESITBIT HEMELT
boE EDBREIELRL TS () % “college”. H : [HF]),

“college”,”’n”,”the body of faculty and students of a college”,“#m-%m”,“an institution of higher education

created to educate and grant degrees; often a part of a university”,”group”,”group”,”0.142857143”

"RE""M""HARAADOLZ LT, #HENLREFEKRO B TH-o72, ","hmem-mmem","& &t D B ADORK +

%, ","person","group","0.07142857142857142"

Z OBERIX. “part” holonym/meronym <°“substance” holonym/meronym & 5720 |
BLEMFIUCB W CHATT 2088/ W) L0 H, © LAEBOEM TITRWIEA I D,
FATHIFE DI kmf% FLTe, NR= b= Y ) I LDRAEE VD AT
BRETE, ZhEIRGmXICB T DA P=I—ICHE Lans, Lei-> T, A5

=3y 2

“part” holonym/meronym & “substance” holonym/meronym % A h =3I —& L TRE

T2, HEFEROBEIL. UTORIRENTZLBY TH D,

F1 AP —DHELER (holonym/meronym DiELEE)

H5E WordNet H Z<5% WordNet
(Princeton University) (NICT)
M E % 8 %
“part” holonym/meronym 671 78.57% 499 68.45%
“substance” holonym/meronym 139 16.28% 73 10.01%
“member” holonym/meronym 44 5.15% 157 21.54%
st 854 100% 729 100%

HEE & HARFED WordNet X724 LT, “part” holonym/meronym DZ%F~7
DHFE (K 7857%. H : 68.45%) &I L T, “member” holonym/meronym »%
F#RXT OLENMEN o7z (381 5.16%, H : 21.54%), ZORREE LT, flofED
holonym/meronym DZ%FE~7 LTV | “member” holonym/meronym %, [Fl—®
FEOWENIZBW TS ND & W) Kb, FBEXEATCEREBREZIENK ST 57 —A0n%

28—, ZHTHEHEFEOBRBRICESS DO THER WD, VX7 RFIZHEHEY L2, Z
@“member” holonym/meronym 2 & > THERK S LD £ &E /N Z — 12DV TlE, Suzuki
(2021) (ZTafam L7,

24 =720, WHEMUEL, o2 #XT LOBOZD O NI x5 E L T member”

holonym/meronym % 5| &#i & & V95,
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Sk 15 WordNet % 5] L 7= % 3 o> H SSHBESIF OB 2

WeEWS ZTENREZLND, ZTHF. ERTHEMLEZ XS, “member”
holonym/meronym 7%, BLFEHFUZIWTHATT 20K E VWS L0, AT
ANHOEEBIZHKTHHDOTHL NS ZEICERTLIEZEZOND, DFE D, RO K
) IR ERANL L D B, “part” holonym/meronym (L, Fx DHIE D L~ L2 WNT,

BEiC—RDb D & L THARERMHRERKR L TWDD, ZThbOEKITFEIC L > T

i Sz < v, ZHIZHR LT, “member” holonym/meronym (%, 4 @%Dﬁ@ L~
THEEICASEi s TBY ., Fexr A %@V&wbkwfiLWTﬁ%@ﬁ 57 AR B AR

WL ESNT, MER R ERVEDLILD, ZNOLOERITFEICL > THEH ST,
—7., HEOMEMRE LTI, “member” holonym/meronym DL FeT DRI

FHICHE L TRARED T & <ﬁofkw BERANE TV ZERERSND (3
5.15%, H :21.54%), HAFE WordNet ®“member” holonym/meronym ® % 3%-~X7 O
EEE T Y — O TIL, “person-group” DFHAE DN ERAIZ Y (57, 36.31%),
DED, BHARRICEBONTIE, oL LTOADERLE, TOREHRL LTREZRT
AN O (Hhab w‘&iﬁc‘:) DFEFR L ORI, HFEICH U CRERER R O 51 0 B

CHGE DR S LTV RS HERR S D D,

4-2 WordNet IZE[+EH A P —DR R

ZOHETE, APATHHINTZA F=I—DZET (BLUOZNLOHEXG L 72
% “member” holonym/meronym D% 3%-~X7) %, ZiL 562 )ET 5 WordNet [EH DFEE
717 3 Y —To 5 Lexical Names |2 L > THET D,

®2 BEHNTIIV—IZELDA I —DOHEHKR (EH)
#5% WordNet (Princeton University)

R T Y — (GEWFI) 25 #p ! %p #s | %s #m / %m) Ft26 %27
plant-food (carrot) 328 14 (1) 342 42.22%
plant-plant (oak) 65 77 (14) 142 17.53%

animal-food (chicken) 138 3 (1) 141 17.41%

location-location (land) 52 0 (1) 52 6.42%

artifact-artifact (threshold) 37 7 (0) 44 5.43%
food-food (coconut) 3 13 (0) 16 1.98%
artifact-substance (adobe) 1 12 (0) 13 1.60%
location-object (delaware) 13 0 (0) 13 1.60%
body-body (mouth) 6 0 (0) 6 0.74%

Z D Afth2s 28 13 27 41 5.06%

MEF 671 139 (44) 810 100%

% FEFH T Y —@EF@@T’E%P‘? EDOFEEAT AV —ICRT DO E R LI, 7R
. “location”IZ BT HEEICIX. H4 %%’9“.7@% RS HALD,

26 “member” holonym/meronym (#m/%m) ZFR<,

27 “member” holonym/meronym (#m/%m) #%Bx<,

B FEENT AU —DOXT N 5 By PUTOZEENT OFH G (“member”
holonym/meronym (#m/%m) %Ex<),
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x3I BENTIV-IZEKDA P —OHEHRE (BARE

HAGE WordNet (NICT)
R T Y — (GEE]) 20 hprt / mprt | hsub/ msub (hmem / 30 %31
mmem)

plant-food (#ifi) 160 3 (1) 163 28.50%
artifact-artifact (%) 84 3 (42) 87 15.21%
plant-plant (% 7) 28 25 (1) 53 9.27%
animal-food (fif) 46 1 (0) 47 8.22%
body-body (/i) 39 0 (0) 39 6.82%
time-time (4 ) 34 0 (0) 34 5.94%
location-location (Hi#R) 25 0 (2) 25 4.37%
act-act (V) 23 0 (0) 23 4.02%
artifact-substance () 0 12 (0) 12 2.10%
attribute-attribute (MEE) 32 12 0 (0) 12 2.10%
food-food (%) 0 10 (0) 10 1.75%
communicatiz)%-%?)rxlmunication 8 0 (1) 8 1.40%
substance-substance (&) 0 8 (0) 8 1.40%
object-location (77 7 = 7) 7 0 (0) 7 1.22%
communication-group (J%) 6 0 (1) 6 1.05%
animal-substance (F7#%) 0 6 (0) 6 1.05%
% D33 27 5 (109) 32 5.59%

Rt 499 73 (157) 572 100%

HEE L HARGED WordNet O G (ZH@ LT plant” 2 G ieiEm 7 2V —IZBT D
ZHEXT BERbL ST (P :60.12%, 0 1 837.77%) . Zivid. Fex BRI HBIC
D Z LN ARETH D plant &, BUEMROMEE A MR 5 RENR DL L TR
HLTWDENW) ZEICERT S EZEZDND, ZOZ LXK, EFEAT I Y —"plant”
BT 2%ET D5, £< (3% :80.90%, H : 87.04%) 73 b MiH72 sy 2 1Al
%% Rk % “part” holonym/meronym (ZJE L TWHEWH Z &b bbb, £7-.

SHEMEROSKEZEL T, A b=3I—|X.”plant? “food]} ”animal] “artifact] ”su
bstance”7z £ BIFEMFUZ B W CTEBMT FTRER BEWNAOFER S 7 ) —I20M L T
WA LEENE W LR gho T,

“artifact-artifact’ DFEFE A 7 TV —IZBT 5L ET OHIGIX, HFETIEIA F=I—2
KD 5.43%ICE EEST-DITH LT, AAGETIEA F=I—2KT 2 FHIZZWL

29 FEEgEHT Y _@El’ﬁ@%ﬂw\] L EOREEAT Y IR T HEOH AR LIz, 7R
. "location”|Z BT DFEICIZ. WS DML & R E A 4525 B Lo,

30 “member” holonym/meronym (hmem/mmem) % [Fx<,

31 “member” holonym/meronym (hmem/mmem) % [Fx<,

32 “attribute-attribute” IZJE T 2 T A THEMN LR EKRKEZ XL TWVWDH, ThiT A AGE
WordNet OFEFHIEKRTHHDOTHD LEZXHLNDHH, BRI TITHEZ FEF, 5% 0
Wre O ERIBE O THRET 5,

B FEENT AU —DOXT N 5 By PUATOZEENT OH G (“member”
holonym/meronym (hmem/mmem) #%Br<),
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15.21%% 57z, AIETERLIZEY . “O0O/ERN/A F=—%2BRT 505
X, W EElRE LTOMmMERENIEOEE LTh Uéz"LZ)U\HIJ I—RMb L TR S
NTNTZE W) ZENEBEZLND, ZORMICLIZN - T, 5N T 2 Y —“artifact-
artifact”® H #I\ZHB T D HEOHEREZEZ 572 61X, HAGEIZIB W TIL, "artifact”
TR H NIMIZEIT D85 &R JE5E &R TRAC =KL LTRSS Tz
LAY N o

4-3 WordNet ZBL7=A F=Z = —DHMIENR

AETIE, AHFIZBWTHHENTEA = —DLETT HEHET D synset D
path JELIEIZ L 0| A b= —OEEAFENEZ 00 040 O 2ENE R HHEET 5,
path JA{LLE351%, WordNet @ _EA7 FAZBIFRIZ K 5 BMAEEIZI 1T 5 synset [H D F ik
¥ (path) OBLEAIIRBEO B 2 K3, path JHLEEIZ 0 726 1 @F'EJ@*;% TRIAS
Fue BAED 0 12D <IZ EHELLEIX T2 > T path OEEEIZES 720 WICEEN 112
IS <AF EEPE T ES - T path OFEEfEIZIT< 72 536,

x4 BUEICEDCA P —DOBMEMN

ﬁéixgiljﬁt A A#E WordNet

University) (NICT)
HEILLEE D -1y BLLEE D P-4
“part” holonym/meronym 0.07046 0.11173
“substance” holonym/meronym 0.08285 0.10107
(“member” holonym/meronym) 0.07337 0.07806
s sggor 0.07263 0.10341
0.08802

H5E WordNet @ A k= I —38DFELUE O FEEMEITA) 0.073, H AGE WordNet & A
k= =39 FHLUE DR FEEIMEITA 0.103 & 720 . HIEOKRFEHIMEIX 0.088 LK\, =
NHEDOA M= —OHELUEDR LRT 2 & 2B 5I121%, ho%E iﬂEﬁ”@*Eur”@%z
TERER LT D ERGTHA 9, WordNet (28T 537 R DOHELE %S 51E
L T IE, 2555 WordNet 2% 0.479, H AGE WordNet 2% 0.449, H%@%$ﬂ1#
0.464 L 72> TWNH49, ZDZ ELiE, A F=I—DEFT 2T 5 synset DF TIE

34 %é’b@ttﬁﬂ% L 72 5 “member” holonym/meronym D %37 % & e,

35 JHILIE OFHEIZIE, python 7477 U D—>TH?5 NLTK (Natural Language Tool
Kit) .corpus.wordnet ZfEH L7= (Bird et al. (2009:70ff.)),

36 Bird et al. (2009:72ff.)

37 “member” holonym/meronym (2 & » THERR SN 5 LT OEHEAE R L,

38 “member” holonym/meronym (2 & > THEK S5 ZHRT 2R <,

39 “member” holonym/meronym TR THERINDZH T k<,

10 J&5f WordNet (2815 5 v 7 R OBLUEOEIX, Suzuki (2021:105f) (2L 5, £/,
HAGE WordNet (23815 5 v R 7 RX OBPEOHITE EMTH 5,
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FHEEEIC L > T—RE LTSN DD TIERWES S b,

5. BHYIC

ARG ClE, BT H2HBEEZH T 5 HIHEME WordNet 705 A =3I —ZfiH L (3% :
810 #l, H :572 ). TNOLNRIET 57 %ﬁ72)~%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁtbf“%bto
H e WordNet (23515 A b= — D AafEm | ﬁ%’D% AR=I—DFEEL LT

@EJZLL %éif@ntuﬁ&*ﬂi E@LT H%Fﬁ@ m <E4J:H 1= R %%ﬂ%ﬂ?& [/fio
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OO AR TH D M) RO MEHEEO EMIEHEICH® W -, A h=I—%
KT 2 B O B OB SRR 2 B O TR 2 R3PS TR/ hs< b L
b\ﬁ#ﬁﬂwﬁmﬁW¥%ﬂzwkiboko

WordNet Z{EH L7 ARt 2 B L CI MmN I DI EenbH D, BB EOFE
®Wfi@< [fl—DF ®¢f% PEMBIRNEANLT DA h=I =& ) ZEBGNHE
AT DITIE, BRE — b 2R B0 FEEE R OO R OB TIER+ 5 Z &
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