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A Semantic Similarity Calculation Based on the Features of Wikipedia Links

ZHANG Bo

( School of Mathematics & Computer Science,Hezhou University, Hezhou 542899,China)

Abstract:Measuring semantic similarity is a critical basic research in natural language processing.Because Wikipedia

has open-editing,huge vocabulary,rapid update and other features,more and more research and applications have been focused

on Wikipedia.This paper proposes a page-link approach for calculating word semantic similarity by taking Wikipedia as data

resource.This approach improves the Wikipedia Link Vector Model (WLVM) method taking outgoing links as the feature

vector,and utilizes page's incoming links and outgoing links as feature values in Wikipedia,then calculates the semantic

similarity between words by measuring feature set similarity between the corresponding pages.The method also improves the

disambiguation page processing by reducing the interference of the low social recognition pages.Through testing with Miller
& Charles (MC30) and Rubenstein & Goodenough (RG65) benchmark,the validity of this method on the measuring word

semantic similarity measurement is verified.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)
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5T, dEEEEBHE P I H 45 I T SCAR TR, B
5 WordNet# Ly 43 J5 254, HALE T3 G0 W 5L 28R 2 S
W B AL O £ B A EE E R, [, BT4EEE
BH P 28G54 Bt A b i) SR ARG R gn e, A
VI B o e e At SRR . R, ARYEE R
BHAOBARFE A, R E T YEE B B 1E SR LRI & BT
BB, 5 TR R E I K,

2 R E =(Research background)

HRFRR— DAV P BN RME a2, |
200 14FHEH 53] TV, BULB20174E10H2H, i
F20FNE S, EA46483635 T, H P 1554864594
PEICUUM, YERETT R H AP IRBE B A (7 e it (Database
backup dumps), 5T 4EH T RHEEE VIR BT 73RN F 2 At
A,

AEE AR EAME B TR T (Page), HATUHI S AM
A imE(Content Page). JH L 71 (Disambiguation Page).
JH Ui (Category Page), 4> TUIH Ay JIEHRER 51 H 1% 0
T r M@ 2 B (Category) . A2 L I 38 o SUA & SR 2 37
%, FRR SRS K ERNE, SURT DR R
W X ELEE TR T %A S i HAR TTiE , Hein “ United
States” TUHIEX T “EE" X—M&, HEAXT “FE
E” A RAF R NE, HhaHE T 16324 ek TH B
F TR —im 2 SCR I, & ASI 2R O 25 I 4k 1 i
B X T B, i “Apple(disambiguation)” Ui &
W TIAE “Apple” (594 I T s 2 H i A T LASIE
A RMZEAWETE ., FHH. WEIHSEE, i
“Category:Fruit” JUHEIZ I TiZEH 00— £, WANE
B JAN124 B T 15 B

HAl, BT E R IEE ORI T3 £ 2
FEET AL E R HE(Wikipedia Category Graph, WCG)
BTV BT SUAS TR UM YA RIS T S B v

(DETWCGH R ALER BRI 2 H 451 ik S5
MIA R RLEC R, F5E T3 SR OE SO LB S i
FET AR AR R LB T, % AT LA I Strubed A
TE20064F 412 H WikiRelate 5 ¥k, WikiRelate 7 i 2 f {0 4k
FARHERMPRIE R BT T, SR EET
BT SO B AT SR, TE4EEL TR H 454 1 B At
MR AR H M (Category  Tree), MRIEMEETESHR
BB AR BV SRR R S RUE™Y, 20124, Taieb% A
ETICH I EGI AR AR TS, i TRIEWCG
L5 F R R BHE TICTT ¥R, A R ) 1 ) 48 R IR R
B RES, 20134, Taieb A 4kZEAE ST A AE M A3
T R B R A B LTS, A8 A T T 1 5 1 1)

RGETT W CGHr iy f— A28 B EE SRR R &, eI
Fnb B2 T SR E MR B R, R S R v E
I GRS [, U SCASERAE 258 R e g5 1Y, 2016
4, Aouicha%s NP TR TWCGHICHE L, BT
WordNetf 2 £\ R4S &t B, m T 4R TR
ZR PR, IS E IR E, (ER E R G
WEFERI O S0, B, BT WCGH I ¥ R T 5 2=
FHEARHACE, TR R,

(2)F T SCA TR SO AT AR ALLEE J5 425 A2 DA B B B T8I S
AR TR, 38 X U SCAR FEATTE A BT AN ] TR e v
ST 2B T R A Y i i S (AR, AR ) AR A A A DL
B H PR SHMME, fiGabrilovichfilMarkovitchi#
HAYESA(Explicit Semantic  Analysis) 7 ¥ i EL At Fe 4,
ESA AR 45 F RHA B 5 ok, G E LR EE W
REAR, TE B FATLRS 2% > TR X DU TR SCAS H i 1) 5 R ) 2H R4 T
SCASFRMTR AR b, TR AR B S R R A R ) =
(interpretation vector), AR ()& m T[] SCAS A& SOAR
FrBEALR, SO R B TR A A o AR B Ak Bk SCAR Y B A
) A, SO B A E T ROR A T TF-IDF 5%,
B F B R O 5 B IZ IR U 0 AR R, —
AN SCAS B B S — A U AL 45 % SOA v BE TR
M50 V395565 1% LT B A 2 5 T v 3 o) O T A% 2
o ESAJ AR A TSI E SO, W] DL
EEKERNE G, ER% AR EF R AR
], THEEK,

(3)F T 0 T 2 P R D 2y ¥ e FE 4 B ¥ R o9 L T 7 S
AR AR VR AL BT SRR R, FEAE R R, DU
T AT R SCAR A LR EE , — A DL TR )RR B 45 ) R L A
T TH] SCAS v e 3 At BT TR Y 4% (Outgoing Link), 16l
F M Ath T TR 64 B 1% U IR A A B8 (Incoming  Link), Milne
FWitten 2 w56 F 45 | B 00T BRSO R LS (2
&, MAIAE200848 244 T AR AR b Bz 1) B A X Je f T B
MABE A GooglefH B TR L, 4R THEFIF T HK
A Iy A A LU 7R, #E20094F, MilnefE
Bl —Fh o R AR F3R T WLVM(Wikipedia Link Vector
Model) 7, FEWLVMIy ke, 4E5 7 R 0T 1 2 0 R T
SCAS H AL ) A T (B L ) LR T, AR 1) A AR X
Je F TS RS B S AL . WLV My ¥ 4 f A
RS T e, DARBHEEAE SO T B B IR B TF—IDF
R IRIES TR,

AR SCHR T — P T AR Y TR LR S
T R DAY L T R A T T 2 R A AR, AR
P2 B R DT T ) R AR 4 A A (DL RE A5 1 DT 2 [R] A
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FEACLEE , 3 1M S5 B 00T R A 3R] 6 2 DA R AL BE T B, 5
b, ARG YR R 1A 2 R A B AR AT T e,
T — 2ot S N BEAR A SO T AT, AR AT
THAELE R IR

3 TE A% (Computing method)

BT AR A A AR SO AT S R R AR =
GRS TE R R PR AR B 4 4 E L DU
S DUTHT & T 2 DU, 10 ) 4 OB —, 5 oL DT THT B
S IRUBUTE s 5 7 L DU @ T B DU, B AR — 1 2
SC, TR AR U Y B AL Ry 2 AN AR B SO T, A X
T U TR A 3R 1) 2 Y — A I, i S B v B SO i 2 [R] Y
FRACLRE R T FERIE 2 (B OARMLBE , TH AT RN 1R .

— I )
it
Word | =y #}E':? @M_;z
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Fig.1 Wikipedia—based Word Semantic Similarity
Computing Process

3.1 TUEE (AN

T A 5] 15 A D) B2 1Y B — 25 R R B R TR AR 4E SR T A
Bt TR B S L DUTET AR A AL BE T B 46 Ay DT AT ()
FERERE, AN SOR ) 2k 52 71 RHR £ 0k SE IR 1 -5 T T Y R
gf, B =R, H—, E4EEE R PR SR
WoE A — S U, HAEE “glass” W] DAGE AL E BRAA
“Glass” WY BUME s H ., TEZERLFRL R R E A0 ) 19 5T
T, XA DL R 1) 1E S DU A AR SR TR A, e
“automobile” FEERNIFE L “Car” Tim,; H=, 7fE4i
AR AFAERR . i1+ (disambiguation)” Ay TUR, A
115 “tool” W LAENM IR A “Tool(disambiguation)” HYJ
T

ST T E LR TWPL(Java Wikipedia Library) T
H, WP EREEEwW, iR EE R RS W W —F 2
ASTUE, R AR BOT RUE A TR AR . B E AL AR
FEAT IR

(W R BER R B — 00T, ) B 2 % U S whY
ME—RE S DU

(2)EwH KR Z A0, HFERESwE
4 —ER) DU, A BUTE A w i) SE L DU A . HE
WiAE “car” WA RB|IBREN “Car” “C.a.R.7

“CAR” “Car(disambiguation)” W, %+ ik
“Car” BT HNAGAE “car” AYsE {7 W FFH1

(3)#wH] AR R B 2 AN TUE,  HAFFE M w = JE ] Y T
T, DUBEBGZ T AW ERFE], HnidiE “gem” W] LA
KRB B U 245 “Gemstone” 1 “GEM” , HiT “gem”
HEMP “Gemstone” T, FrlAARSEESE “Gemstone” T
A ENL TS . R R, WEX &Mt
HIQ)E SR, BIFAER S w—E A T, WAFEw E &
I ) DU

(A)BEWA A RBI Z AT, HAATERE R “HE+
(disambiguation)” #J Ui, W HEIZ UOE MLA E {7 5T T 7
F ., HA A BE(2) BT 3 RE “car” BB TR, AR
“Car(disambiguation)” BURIAIA “car” Y& (L TLTH T4,

X T T w ) 4 R TR E L AR RS, B 2 E L
TUTE 41 R 12> DUTET 26 )90, T T 2 28 Ay PR 28 L TR 9 A O
M. FTFHE TR R TIAwa S ANE X, B AT EER
A T T A3 B T TR T B AL 3R 2 A SCIU BT, FieJe T A L
W A S5 v . FERINE, EEETRT,
FraiLA “(disambiguation)” %5 0BT H — & &IH I TUH, 18
PRBUAR LA “(disambiguation)” %5 & Y U1 T 4 7] B8 2 1H 15 1T
[, Aot “Jewel” , B, & TUR R A2 IH B 0T 77 X
EFIEH TR A/ET “Disambiguation pages” 2H, Mk
AL “(disambiguation)” 5,

ME A7 BUTE 7 3 B I BT R A AR el AR T, LR
T B DUTET A FR B . W) SO BT T B AS AR B T T
) 3 A5 5 TH P 2 gl i SO LT 7 1 o o W) SO BT 81 TR A
TETH B DU, DU e 18 3R]0 5 A DT 3 47) H 1Y) P28 T AN
XU FF Y, 9K i T B A A, 4RI B U AL B R
ZANETE, HREACENTINAS] LT TURT 5, 5 m2
W ST R 5 R AL G — AU, D3RR % 1R 1 1 SO
—, XA EREA 2 A LU, R IR 1%
BRI Z L,

HAiA T 4e 5 B BRI 7, 0 VR B 0 T R4 T I B A 3
18 7 3 22 £ RO 0B DAY L B R AR AR A I T . T
TH 1B DT JIr 6 5 1Y) SCIA) 3R 2 AR B3 1 O BB T &% A
TRGUTRD , T AT B¢ 0 T ) B B 6 T B 0 5 TR A1 1
TS A . XPE B AL B O R T (R e, (H 2250
BT “See also”
al links” S5 EMNAN TP, HASRE R fE 7E 0TI 1)
HEFPIURF o 17 A SCR 8 2ok A AT 0 T SCAS 1Y) 07 AR A5 8 T
THD 0 T A B SO BT o R BT 3 o S U b PR B R Y
Ty VR IR, R AT DT SCAS 1 7 2R] DA RGHEIR

“Categories” “References” “Extern
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links” 5@ NAN T BN EZERE W] LAY S I 5T
N B CIRP B, AR SCHE— 25 BRI B v . 4R e B AR AL
FOFHER BE SR AR
3.2 X ERRAIEEUEITE

Zeidt bIRIRE Y T E ML FAH B S, BN T
PABILSRS R — AN YE B B SO TR 4, B R T 2 AR AL BE T
AR Sy L Y. S5 BT TED 2 [R]AAR LB TSR A, X TR R
PSRN E W AWy, FOREABLRE B A~ SO 00 T 7 91 Hh R (L A
TRB—3%of SCITGUTET B ARARLRE , L3807 YA P AR A -

“Categories”

Sim(wy,wy) = Sim(Pi:Pj) (1)

(pipj) € SenLi.gl(?M)i)xSenList(Wz)
Hrp, SenList(w)FRiAliEwr) LI 5, Sim(p;,p;)#
TR U5 B p, Al I AH BLEE

TEVE B ARE A LR D iE T, B TR AR Y O VA 2 1 LT
TBTEA AR T YRR AE SR VAR R AESE &, A A B
IESE A ) etk 522 S M SR v AR5 2 IR A A DU RE . B TR AE
5 Y ] AIE W E] 19884F, |1 24 135 & A A0 Bl K
Tversky 42 H Y THEAE AU T #0735, Tverskyil hy
FERRHESE R S, PSR OB L, 2 R B
X Tk &e fle,, Tversky T E AR AR A«

[(cy) NP(cy)l
[Wer) N el + kp(er) /el + (1= k)p(ea) fibley)]
He, b ()R (c)53Fme Fe R ESE A, ki IEu i
AT, Hke[01], 2k=0.50FK R Mlc Mo, fAHRLES: T
oMo AL, Tversky T35 ¥4 W] ARG -

(2)

SimTversky (cr,0)) =

[ (ey) NP(cy)| 3)
[P () U (el
TEE T HRE AL B e, FREREBURE AN

DA R BE . BT WordNet S5 SCIR| S 1) o5 AH (L BE 7 3
VE, TNERRRE B Ko A, . MRS AL
[F) SRR G, IR SCANAE R R . AR SCHE 4 3 7 B DT )
S (L3 AR 1 B4y ORI AR, 8 DT A SR
0 e A S ) AR A o) AR AR A Ay T B B R BT A AR 1B
FERIAKIE .

YT D, ASEERpIE SRR B AR TR R, T
PAFIRHA: p'—p, Hipp B hpt) AFERETUR ; R plE
R AR, AR pop'!, Hip! 'Wohp
BB AERE T, Wi “Automobile” F1 “Global Warming”
AR B A R B R W E 2 R, H -2 F AT
PINEER, TR e,

SimTversky (C1, CZ) =

H2 N Ao i m & A

Fig.2 Schematic diagram of incoming links and

outgoing links
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pink = {(pr = D). (p2 =) (pn 22} {P->p2 ) (

(e-p: ) (0= P )}
FER@F, SN EDHNERESGHN., F— 1%

BRAMERES, FOREplENEEE B iRl e, 5
ARG R R A, R M U TH S B ML A 0 T 14 4
. ADF, afm 7 HFRPHAEGHITRE AL

AN, fERA R U A RN ESR AT
DUIRIARBLIES , A SRR HE B2 ok 0 T AR B J3E 1) 52 Wik 57 EL
G it —EE, ARSCHI AR T RHE R AR U T BT X,
REABERAN A N 4R T B AR L. X T SO THip, Al
Dy, HBUEFUEZ T 578 K (S),

4)

log (|InCLyy N InCLy,[)  log (|0utGLyy N OUtGLy,|)
Sim(pl p2) = /2(5)
’ log (|InCLy; U InCLy,|)  log (|OutGL,; U OutGLy,|)

Hor, InCLypyF1INCLypo 43 51 32 7R BUTH D Fllp B BE HE T 1] 42
Fr, OutGLpyfIOutGLyo 3 5 p Fllp, i th B TSR 7

FER (S, BUTE D A, 4 A BB < T T 4 Bt T A 245
AEARURE ANt B B AR AEAH LB AP (8, (R B T PR RRAE [
ALV R T LR T R AR S . T 4ER AR U 2
(R ANBERE AN B AN, O 7 R U e SR K
NZFERAT LR, NOEER TmES TR
HOA SRR A B PR AR s AR (B AL = AR I
3.3 HBERR R

FI AR 2 T 4E 2 RAR DU AR X RS, W —id %
SCHYAE B R A3 R A S0 SR 77 3K, P IR] R DL 45
FARBURE f5 i B — % SO GTTAT A AR ALLE - RV 3m) 64 i 3 5L
TSI AT R R B BRSO B A R A R i 2R
TEEIRRABE o Fh T 4R v R B I B U R R, —
SERFFSHR T LRSS A S R k. BN, SCERI28HA .
SO BT (R O A BE BRI OBk % SO M R P, A
PR i TR TR, RO S R AR AR
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F18 ST BT AT 1 AR, T SCHRI2 71 SCHRI23 1A A D i e
AL I RO RO TR U R TE SUE B EE AR,
HEHRORB 2 1 T R SRR R R s, IR Se A
R R 1) O DU A TR G,

A% SCIA A T B DU T A Y S BT TR A HES N, A
TR R 3] S N B R 22 R, A A B v 1]
1] T HEZ A 1 B DU T SIS R A R, A2 A 0 BEAR A i) 3L
ji 1) T HES AR T 8 TUIE LB R JE T . X2 B TR E R
T TE 4 5 P Ak 2 R RO R I, B AT S T A O T
e, LET A KA, W T RE SO )2 B SO
FRBIEEG A, T AT T SCRE B A i CHE e S JE — 2k, F)|
HHl, JeC4ERH R — A TP s g k21 . 11Kk
PAERO, e s T AR S R SCHE AR AR R T
eI HZIAERINNZE R, i “Apple(disambiguation)”
T A 59418 I, H AR 1— 154 X & T A W) 2 T A Y
Apple LI GUH, 2516—1955 24 HAppleI UK A H, 5
20—224 B3N HIMAENM, 23284 RIER, 29—34%
A, 35395 RER, H540—595% 2 Appled K iYH A IE
ST, DU AR AN E 3R . TRl AR LR RIAH K BT A B
SRS X ] 1 2 )1 SR AR BRI R R F e . i T
W SO FHESN SE BTG LA A RS, 1 SOV A5G
PeREHESIAETE SO 5 BT 5 B SCI0 T #4785 SO, T
Ja B S AL S H B R, X 8 OIS S 1 S A X
TR —E RN Tk,

B 3 Apple(disambiguation) 1 & 7% &

Fig.3 Screenshot of Apple (disambiguation) page

HT A ANFI AR X2 5z BB T, &
SO A P 1 TR o 0 5 IR B S B 0 SRR ) ST TR B
ANEL, FEEUH L T SO R B iR LS S AR T, HE
B AR G5 LA T, MRS MR, A
240 €10,1], FIRTE I TUHFH i BRI G, RN
J A B B T T o SCIRUS R SCAHESN BT . ()i w1
SR SCTUFHN A ARIR A«

SenList? (w) = {p; € SenList(w)|i € [1,8 = N]} (6)
o, SenList(w) 2 w B & # X W 0 H 5 %,

N = |SenList(w)l|, BI{EZS% 0 Rk tLpl, 0€[0,1], 24
6 SO FR AN BT AT LI, 24 6 1 LN ZR s BUITA 1) X
i,

P w F o B E S EA AR BT ST AR IR A «

Sim® (wy,w,) = Sim(pi,pj) (7)

(pipj) € SenListgrn(ev)i)xSenListg (D)

N TR BES % 0 BUERIZ WL, FATESE T AG203
ARG BE 2 o S S M R IR SR RN 2R S S 8. AG203™ 2
AgirreZE7E20094E A7, F2030HA4LAL, TR MR M54
. ShEAEA T, NTHEETE0—10, 7EIZEAG203 L
EAR4), K (S, KOF(T), MWW HESEL O /Y
BUE, IWEARCUEES N THEERPearsonff] X R HE, 4
PearsonAf 5 FHGA 2 WA i S 240 0 M UER & A4 S
B, TENZGEAG03 B, ARSI EMME S N THE
{E Y Pearson A XUl I E 24 0 AT ALK DL 4P

074

0B

é o /\

o1

: N\

£ o1
08 \
068

4 Pearsonl X 7 KA A4k 0 BA ) T AL
Fig.4 Pearson correlation coefficient versus threshold
parameter 6

WMEAFTR, BB BME S B A R B AT A 8
ERZR, HBEE 0 =070, AEREEITALSR S A TH
SEfH Y Pearsontfl X RECA BN R, EALH, BESH
BRAHHENO0. T, 5T ICET R A 8 IS S ol i
H, BIE 0 =0. AT AR BEAUREX N R IRAR IV &,

4 LIS 545 #r(Experiments and analysis)

Ao P A ) 3 5 A0 0 SRR AT A L 2 H AT R
FRAARRIEETHE I R A PRI 50, AR SO IR P AT
T EETE A U B R4 . Miller & Charles(MC30)F1
Rubenstein & Goodenough(RG65), H:H, MC30%fa4E 2
HiMillerfi Charles7E199 148 KA1 #Y, ALE30XF 437, ANTLH
EE I BUETE0—4PY . RG6542RubensteinflGoodenoughtE
196542, H165%) 4 il i K 4 e, N T HE(EAE0—
40N T EF SRR, ASOHIASE AT T 1A
B, BIMC30FIRGOSHI N THIEMERLA4, (HAMSE— N
[0,11,

BT, AT AT R 1 LR I AT A, T
R 552K 3R ) A G 4 B A O TR BT A 4 SO TR B YR, AR
AAREFEXD), KMA(S)., MR A LER TR 5
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BB BT TR O SO "

220178~ IR HE L 1 BHEUe e A (0 e il o E PN IIRSE L rg
THEESR S N THEH Z A Pearsont X REANIR 1R,
R AXTTEREBXINITELERS
ATHEEMEXREEK

Tab.1 The correlation coefficients of taking all meanings

i MC30 RG65

Pearsonff] X R %K
BNk, FAHE ik sOm A U AR B, SRR
TR A T e R AL PR 1R 22 3L, (8 A B0 x5
REHMA, MRAXEFER), K6, ROFKT), HE
SR 0 BH0.T, THEERINFR2ITR,
R2 AXTTEBESHMOTHITEERS
ATHEENEXRE

Tab.2 The correlation coefficients when the threshold

0.865184769 0.779429063

parameter is 0.7

e S MC30 RG65
Pearsont % 2 %L 0.906513536 0.82858353
MC30M X4 Mk 4 R 5 N T30 2 (B BUE X b an =37
TRo

F SMC3OM X EBMNENEL R
Tab.3 Similarity measurement results of MC30 test set
i A

w1 wWe AT Wi 0=0.7 ¥l we AT Ui 0=0.7
car  automobile (.98 1 1 lad brother ~ 0.415  0.454138 0.454138
gem jewel 0.96 1 1 journey car 0.29  0.525163 0.525163
journey  voyage  0.96 1 1 monk oracle  0.275. 0.391677 0.391677
boy lad 0.94 1 1 cemetery  woodland  0.2375 0.342971 0.175806

coast shore  0.925 0.779801 0.779801  food rooster 0.2225 0.417893 0.417893
asylum  madhouse 0.9025 0.714846 0.714846  coast hill 0.2175 0.343104 0.343104
magician ~ wizard  0.875 1 1 forest ~ graveyard 0.21  0.31132 0.31132
midday noon 0.855 1 1 shore  woodland  0.1575 0.404203 0.404203
furnace  stove  0.7775. 0.83284 0.83284  monk slave  0.1375 0.377536 0.377536
food fruit 0.77°0.703726 .0.703726  coast forest ~ 0.105 0.414149 0.414149
bird cock  0.7625 0.408315 0.408315  lad wizard  0.105  0.67638 0.255194
bird crane  0.7425 0.614599 0.614599  chord smile  0.0325 0.229387 0.166956
tool  implement 0.7375 1 1 glass  magician  0.0275 0.260555 0.260555
brother ~ monk  0.705 0.744799 0.744799  mnoon string 0.02  0.389263 0
crane  implement  0.42  0.413047 0.413047 rooster  voyage  0.02 0.345394 0.271839
R T BRSO B S S A F OV AL S, A
SO 2017—8— 1HTZE L T M X A SC 2738 B 1 ) o e
R EITE . Googleh B 7 YA A WLV M BEAT 5557
O, IS5 SCHR b A 3R] TR SORE (OURE Bk T SR kAT
XFLE, ANR4FTR

T4 ABHEHEERS AT E A Pearson X R
Tab.4 Pearson correlation coefficients of calculated results
of different methods

Jitk e JIBURIE  MC30  RG65  FEESCHR
ES W N B SR HEEEF 091 0.83 A3
ﬁﬁ*iﬁmﬁﬁ ETHE  BEEH 011 0.06 AKX
HEERARIZIA
P SRlET 53 BT HEEER —0.11 0.22 AL
k)
Googlefff & BT HEE 4EEAEF 021 —0.01 AL
ool weEm MEAR 03 000 A
R
Googlef 5§ HP4EE 4eEHARL 0.08  0.05 A
I
RIEKAE
i ry  WTEHE  AEEE 014 012 AX
%)

WVLM HT HEEFE 0.66  0.63 AR
TWon e AR 077 0T AX
WikiRelate /5% HFWCG HeEFR 0.45  0.52 [27]

Taieb%(1) HFWCGHC  4iEs 073 0.65  [23]
Taieb%(2)  ETWCGHHE 4HFF  0.83  0.78 [24]
Aouicha%(l) ~ ETFWCGHIC  #EFH  0.57 053 [29]
Aouicha(2) R JEEAR 0s4 0me Do)
G&Zﬁﬁ‘&iﬁ” HTFESA GHER 073 0.2 [27)
Rada BT WordNet  0.66  0.75 8]
WufiPalmer — EF#EHEE  WordNet  0.75  0.79 [9]
(L:;ﬁ’gi@ HTRAEHRE  WordNet 075 0.79  [10]
Hao% EF A+ %%  WordNet  0.82  0.84 [11]
Resnik ETEENE WordNet  0.72  0.72 [12]
Lin HETEEMZA WordNet  0.70 072 [13]

TiangHl HFfANE  WordNet  0.73 0.75  [14]

Conrath

Tversky HTHHE WordNet  0.63  0.68  [15]

Rﬁssiiﬁf HTHE WordNet  0.71  0.78  [16]
PetrakisZ TR WordNet  0.68  0.78  [17]
Taieb%(3) TG WordNet ~ 0.85  0.88 [18]

MRIGRARIG AT, F T 4E R TR 9 5 D T LA 5L
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TREA G, 0 P T RROAS 4 1 1 RS0 B 500 T A T i

He g 4B E R BB O AR B RS R I 22 T EOCIR Y VT S

R, AR SO B0 D TR BE R S R AL Y 4 B BT DR T vk

R BT RSO 5 00 S AR T2 e it B 7R, Google

PRI A MWLVMEE I3k, X X 2875 3R S ad i v

il A SCRRHBE R T B, W] DA AR SCRA T B TR TR X 4

TrE AR RE B CE T RS R AE ] . AR SO R A A EAR

TR AR TR T R AU T S AR, BT H A

KAR I T WordNet 5 SARMUE T 75, AR LT

RGOSR S5 R ML T H #i 5T WordNet ik py i 'Y,

{EAR T WordNet (3. LLAR) e i 4 oht HA 15528744

117659/ [F] SLIRJAEFI206941/ LI, 4B | BHEA BT H 30

fERYIRC R, HARPRE S, WA SO IE A E )2

I A

5 #it(Conclusion)

A SCAE R A T RHEE A S Rt IR A T OB
BE, PR T — R T ER TR DU B R R A VT R T X
AL vk, o, JE I UTE A LA, SR E L B 4k
BT R U, AR TE R BhBE 1R AU 45 A T AR LLBE Y T
A, SRR DU R R A B AR S A R R R SR
A T SRR AL A AR BBV S W AT A AR U . AR SCHR
TR 22 SRR A SRR Rt F{E SRR
T 5 ST G T 14 75 3 A 2 DA B AR SR I 1 i A Y
THE, PAREHR R ERE H 0.

AR SCAE 20178 — 1R E B 79 B RS B, J o A vfiE )
TREHR R A SO ¥4 . MC30KE S it B AR Y
N TAH 2 ]y Pearsont 5 B % #]0. 906513536, RG65ik 4
0.82858353, L3I0 HHE 5 HA A RAYXS L, ALY 7
VRV T BUA A B T 4R R R R A 3R B AR DL T
¥, BH5HABYER R A AR T WordNet 75 % He A 442
GFRIRBL, VAR SR BT YRR T R R RO B T SO
LTS T2 A B R .
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