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Abstract: Chinese words similarity computing based on Hownet has become a hot point at present, but most research
is the improvement and refinement of Liu-Qun’s methodf1]. Based on the new Hownet(2007), this paper make the best
use of Hownet concept frame and semantic multi-dimension expression form, and proposes a new method which
analyzes and processes Chinese words similarity from the three dimensions: the main sememe, the main sememe frame
and concept characteristic description. Furthermore and the method distinguishes semantic similarity and syntax
similarity. The result of experiment shows that the method has a good performance.
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W R RAE AN EAE R TTMAERAL, 1822 AL 5 48 X B I A R 3R VR AR
AMBLABZ—. FRHREERCEETRAREY, —FRARHE 57 51 (ontology)
BRI 4k R (taxonomy) i 8, —FPRA R KHARER E#TE . ENRFRER: BERE
B BENGER, 5EANZEIFEBETRRL, EFEFRRTEOMRENSHE, X
TTERER R BR T R SRR E SR, X aEME R R B RE D, FEERE
M, GZERBRTIAEERE. B BRETEOAUENER, EREBIZER,
HEKX, WEHTEEZR, IPERRMEERSOTREKR, A< ERAERER,

AXBETHR (P #EATHEEHRCETE, AWIIH AR EIER LR RN TE
AR A AERHEAR AR, ot TSR ET AN RALUEE 7%, BUMES 4G
B, AT RAL O RTARU AT, B T — BT RREAR DB T AR AL

2. EXEIEE (KD
SR (HowNe) PR BRI RSN MBEXRET &, UM HBNSR, BTE

TETAEK 863 B AREFNH RIS 2006AA010109); K BRBEEL R T:60673043) HIRBL.
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SEMEZHURBSHFAEENESRZEBNXR. MMEXT —EENTESTPNER
(sememe) NESHATRBEMER, XEEBEXE/NREN, BEE—HAHELE. AR
MFERMMHBSERER (Taxonomy) B —RBESHEN, WE 1 Hix, BHEHEK
2 M top-down B A XI5 5 FEAF Event. SE4E Entity. B Attribute. BYE{E Attribute Value.
R B4FIE Secondary Feature 2 JL/MRFIESA . SRR THEE 2 [0 A B 2 181 f &5
KRFEGEETUXRR, AXKERE. RUKR KR, BE—EEXR. 4%
FER. HR—RREXR. BH—AEXRC. AMEENTREA:

(D BTEE—XRME XFER, FRERSHRER BT RIS e o,

(2) Wit T —F41iRE S H#RE S KOML)X ARE R, & TS 8.

(3) R XA IEL SR KRB S, MARSWEN, ETiENLHE.

Taxonomy

B 1 HowNet M= EIRE

3. TEEAHE RS
Dekang Lin A 4 {£ 471 %5 > 4 (49 41 0 E B ¥ T & 411 89 3t ¥ (Commonality) 50 4>
(Differentces)m, fhNE REBHAEE HEERAEYHELERER AR

log P(common( A, B))
log P(description( A4, B))

HbaTRHEA. BREENGEERE, 29REENHEE A. BREREX .

1 ) Dekang Lin X —H 82 B 548 K% $H SCAEE AU BRI R A B4R,
REXBSRBRMVENALERENERRN LT3R LB MR E AN AR
FVEE MM RN, BERGTERETPHRERH B REX—FE. HAEHEML
EXENEXSWHAERE, BB RMXIR, HEERESSNN, HEMENN
W ERNMAZ BREXES, XEARTLUAERREER. VSHMESHMARESTLE
R4 —E B, BRIV AN A RN, & B SR E R A —3, W Similarity(&
EA, BE)>Similarity(EE A, /M), EESHUESTEREIF A —EEME.

2) BAVAKFAERUER—NEEAT MBS, RENATR, LA RE X
FEALE AR EARGUE . B AR EMUE, BRER—MERT®, WMMARERER,
MAREEAEENE L, AP ERALUE, BRERMIER, MTARTEENAES
MEBREER, XNETERENEEWHIEERIFHFEBER. B VS EAES
AFESTEALER, RZA—F. W “DAAXRE—NMFEE.” HFH “i57, # <87
B, BXVAEK, BRAEXRANE, AREETEROEMTF, XEENHER, E

Sim( 4, B) = (1)
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4. BT PR TE R BB 234

MARRIGRE, HEETHMEES T SLELRSEERUIRRE (51 20000
EAFE, HEFR M 2007) KIESHAREMCEE T ROAE, SS8EXHhEER
MR E R AR: 1D ERNEASTIRRTHE R, EREXRSH&EELRY
B 2) FHRAASSACHRERERZAMS, AT AT ZEKXE, B
ERTUUAHRE S . B MBS 8058 AT LLER A O — 8RB XU, W 2 B
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B S

B 2 HowNet F & HIHEIAHESE
FE 40 M R R RS Sk R 1, — MR AT LA 0 LM, TORES A Rk #d . Rk
# W1 H n MES Cii,Cra, -,C1 i WaF m MEE C1,Coa, ,Coms MIATE W1 F W, HIAEL
EREFEESZ AMUENERE, mARX (2) Fin, EFSIEHESALERES.

Sim(W,,W,) == max |Sim(C,,,C,,)| (2

i=l.n,j=1..

FRAE AP GO A X, /A 2 6D PR A T T LM B F LA T AT+

4.1 ARS8 R AT

FERVEHETHSNEEENENL, EFLRAMSR AN, FRUFEH
R E ORI AT ERA R NE IR . SCREARGUE M 8 — k38 R R R )ik
R(ETAXR) RHEXHETHREBREHITHEE LHAUENHACE 5 RH.
Eneko Agirre®!, Dekang Lin. XIBF4#RE T H AR, BUDAN-ITSKY X% T WordNet
B LR BT EBT T R, AT BT LS AT AR —MERETHEA T AZEN
BRKE, —MEETHEMNTAMSHHEFEEXRD.

BAVAK, XRARUEN X4 R R BB RAER SR EEAEAS X EARE R
K/, FBTEF Taxonomy FHINIEMEAFENFEARURLER ETAXR, &£F T
Mgk ss EA g AR, FARE LA ARENERLE, MARSKIESRSY. & E&
BMEXNGRESHIMEAMEBREMARX, £ABYERNEEREEHAIRSE SKE
BmAESE, ENESHREE M, SHE XKD MSTEERA.

AR Q) BRHMETEAR, Ef o B—ATEFHSE, BERKUEXRHX
SR/, m. he n ABAE A 1. BE2AEH 1 544 2 NRIENIERALNERE.

foz—:%‘”") (3)
gl%a+j)+gl%a+k)
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4.2 B TR SR AL T

FARAM P B R R R U E R EARKE R, WPE-MEREE—X
B, BREsSN SMEAEHERE R ZEHXRR - ESA RN UARR. #&
RIARUE, RERSERMACER G P HEANSERANT ES5RE. KRS
B HARLE T F R X R R BN R O K ILEC. 1 3 fi, @ “ILRIEE” 5
“BIL” MIBRHERT, ERNREME N7, BAE A HHFRE X BERAUES
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B3 g IWRES” 5 “8)L” IESEHMNEE (B&A8HE &AM
HEFRRE X BRHELEEE:
1) BHFAMESHRS B AT Treel, Tree2 (BRI ERNIE, BIRLS LS,
HbgA%BBEESHXNESN, BFSXESMARE, WEIESAGINEE;
2) T BRG] Treel, ¥iBH4ZE SFENT| Queue H;
3) WE Queve#, HH Queue FE—NTE, WMELTE Treel x; FUEHT)
4) T EREIBT Tree2, HEREFL AL Treel x %, WK HEIRELS Tree2 y, 3
5); HBATE, Wi 3);
5) O BI7E Treel F Tree2 i, MEREHFA Treel x BT E A5 Tree2 y HIF4 S
ZF, F AN A A AR EHESE, ERES B HFANT Quevel 1 Queue2,
¥6); HEAFE, N 4);
6) W& Quevel=J, M% 4); FTHELH Quevel FE—NTE, BELZE Treel x;
B Queue2 FHE—NTE, MELZE Tree2 vy, & 5);
7) HERAE.
VE: ERAE WG TE PR T R AR IR AR B IRUF 3T R, K&
ArERSgE; TTEMRERA, WUREMNRFERFREUSR, NEREWHERE.

4.3 BMES R ER L FEEFRMAUETE

WETETE, FRLERXN—IMESHEELBHENAE, BRENE—XE, EElL
R A BABFRIRFF “DEF” RHEXE. Frig XRERREXE R i R4 B %
R, RAEEXSRNER b, XN XEESGEXHNERARNZRR . @ “N” FEh entity
SR ER— AN NESE S, HXRMELEH: DEF={AnimalHuman|3)¥):HostOf={ Ability| f&
71} {Name|#E 4 } {Wisdom| & &}, {speak| i :agent={~} },{think| B % agent={~} }} . FMEZH
T2 N FEAREZEAAUE T E RERNAE MRS R 2R R b, U RER M ME T
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B, Bxt 41 T ERRRUES R TR, KBRS E AU 2L

4.4 BVEES R CHXS RRTHHE

MEXRAEE, RYXXRESZE (XX XERERZH) HAXMERAR, BEE
BN, EMZERENEEX, BRERNZEHERSISHERERENRA, W “EX”
5 «“RE” “#WR” 5 “BiE” %, HENEM EWEEXRDTHR:

EX: B - 8BS - RE - BERE - BE - HE - EX

R Fff - 85 - RE —~ BHRE - & - & - RE

BT & B S ERRE M RN, BMNERESCHEMAAMERE X.

EX 1: B2 C1L,C2 BYAEMUE Similarity(C1,C2) B LM SRR EL R F iR1E
C1,C2 KIMEEEH. B HER M ER L EELE S A T HAEUREE, %R C1,C2
B8 AR, TS HA—A%EEE. Similarty(C1,C2)E[-1, +1], Similarity(C1,C2)K B
C1,C2 WIiE S MEARMLE, Similarity(C1,C2)RIZEXT{E R B C1,C2 HIAVEAFIEFLUE

RS Cl. C2 &R N EN X3*%, N Similarity(C1,C2)=1. EHES Cl. C2 L
R R R R E XK EK, M Similarity(C1,C2)=-1. RS Cl. C2 FHEER LB X
K7, N Similarity(C1,C2)4 7{E. HRIBENM & S8R X SRR AT R CF LRI

4.5 WEMLERSZETHE
BAIE 4142 MEM L, THEHETHANKIEERCENTETEARK.

-1 HEMAC,,CEH B K [ A B LA
Similarity (C,,C,) =<0 x (B, x Sim,(C,,C,) + B, x y x Sim,(C,,C,) (4)
+ B3 x Simy (C,,C,))

- Ho CL,C2 BIHMTHLUEHEMBEMES, 8 Z2AE Similarity(C1,C)RF B HRS, 0
R C1,C2 B RHRP & R LB KRR, W 6 =1, FM 6 =+1; Sim;(C1,C2)& C1,C2
(2 LBARBLETHE, Simy(C1,C2)& C1,C2 HIiE XM AEMIE T, Simy(C1,C2)E C1,C2
B2 X EREZARMUE T B1. B2 B3 B 2X RITFE AN E, p1+p2+B3=1, B3<PI<P2.
Y ATESIEF, iR C1,C2 Kt fd P FEFE L E K Event, I [FIBTF MK T1% Event
WARBZISABESREMRE, Wyv=0.5, FWv=1. AEEAE “JLBEEL” 5§ “&)L”
PSS EXRSBES, “JBEE” 5 “B)L” BEHARMERLER “N7, EFE#E
H#HH “E¥R” X4 Event, {H7E “JLRIEE” F1, R “AN” £ Event “EVE” K agent;
“8)L” 1, EERNE “N” & Event “BEi8” K patient, EMBMIRMIZIEABARR.
HFESHEUENTENSAEN, FLERKE X AEST RIS TSR
M. MAIRARABSREGCREN, RONRIESHEREHE THSHRESRN
BEX, REESIENHEOKE, LR REIEERE FEE 2 EESE, MEMSE NS
REYHR, AEIE M, RIMMBAR @ BEXILARK (5.

~1 HHEANE C), CHB A UFE N R S8 Bt XA
Similarity (C,,C,) =48 x (8, x Sim,(C,,C,)+ B, xy x Sim,(C,,C,) x Sim (C,,C,) (5)
+ ;3 x 8im3(C,,C,))

AR (4) MERME, XHEXHAUETE Simy(C1,C2)Hk LXK LRHMETE
Simy(C1,C2), X—BHHIEFLE: R Sim(CLCHEEKR, WAK (4) WitEERLT
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A (5), IR Simy(C1,C)MER N, MEE

5. MRELWEERNM T

i T B AT R SCAB MR A R A AT, SRR E R
&, B SOAER L SRR SRR AR R, MRS — A E,
RSV I, BATASC o SORE AL M TR B R, ZERE SRR S A U A
B VL BTE XA AL DR DL R SO S (195

—IRH T EAERD,

BN A EERR D

xR1 MHXBHEKE
BHAS |84 1 284A 2155843 ZHU A
a 0 1 4 % X B R g )
Bl 0.3 0.2 0.2 E%XEJFEUF%EKE
B2 0.4 0.7 0.3 M s AR A IE T S E
B3 03 0.1 0.5 R NFHESEAR BT AN E
Y 050r1 |0.50r1|050r1 | FIFABSHEXRFNEINET, FENERO0.S, FRE
9 +lor-1|+lor-1|+1 or-1| 5 Similarity(CLCO)MIE fiff, FHHFLER XERIT X MWER-1

® 1 RERTPHARSHE, 283 M RAKNSHA, BEITASHPIRNENAFRRE,

WAL A RS EM.
xR2 WMIEREGR
AE L ARABE FALLE
W1 W2 X O \HRER| ETSH | ETSH | ET38 (89S

A1) 4 2)  3) AT

BA A 0.86 0.87 -0.92 -0.86 -0.94 -0.94
BA e 1.00 0.86 0.90 0.83 0.93 0.94
BA g 0.63 0.85 0.79 0.64 0.85 0.86
BA ¢ 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
& BAZR | 010 0.01 -0.49 -0.24 -0.56 -0.69
Elh ld 0.44 0.57 0.59 0.45 0.62 0.68
x5 KM 5 0.74 0.87 -0.83 -0.71 -0.88 -0.88
e i) 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
iR ) 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
E4 RS 0.57 0.31 -0.87 -0.77 -0.90 -0.89
E4 DEESE — 0.98 0.97 0.94 0.97 0.97
HJL JLEESE — 0.30 -0.83 -0.70 -0.87 -0.84
BEA BE — 0.46 0.32 0.56 0.24 0.35
BEA /M — 0.62 0.86 0.76 0.90 0.88
e 4 — 0.10 0.31 0.55 0.24 0.29
Gik'a WA 0.33 0.03 0.44 0.46 0.34 0.39

S0 £ R R HAELE R 2 I K 5
3, @F Bl A B3 MERENARER, & CREA “BEM M CHEEA M.

“F

TR, MESHA 1| MSHA

7, T MR, “RIART) XILBEERNITES, SERFmAIIARIX A

“#if” § DEF={Hue|¥ ¥ host={Color|Fita}}, “Hfa” () DEF={blue|l&}, H X
FERNREW LR RES R A: BHESIR-KE, BHEEIME-BEE-E, BIE
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IR RFEYIHEE, EMREESEMT LB T “BHE” A1 “BHEE” BT REEH,
EHMALEN 0. NEBBRNAESE, BIFEUEREEE, BRENANFEE—E
HIVE MOREE, ST A RN Bir, FEAUETES, NEERERHMBEREZ MKXE,

SER R IERE, BITH &R E R IEAR B RIS, W (“EHE7,
“BAER”, BXMR, BREEHTEEERE. “BX” B “@a” FALER 1,
R A E 17 DEF 482 {fish|f1} . Hownet F R E47E E X WA EEL G FE— PR,

HTFAMT, HSEXRMESEERR. TR NE. TR NFELR 3 AMHE#HIT
EXH, RAERFEEEE, £X3MHTHNERSEFH S RBPE, FEFTHRRAS
(B SCRBURAESR AN EIRG, TORLAEFMR. W “4b7s “dbi”, BN ERRELE
HABAS, BAUME, ARAESEYE 3 Z3EREK. BEHRERASH, g
RHRMEF, WREXT BN —LiE, MAKR. #FX—BR, #T80shERE, WES
ZREESE NN 3INHE, BISFETEH. SEAEAR 6 Firk:

pr=lg( 1431 /2,

a2 m2 6
£, =log(Zl+Zl) _Eﬂ

n3 m3
By =log( D1+ 1) /T,
i=1 j=1 .
nl Jml . n2 m2 n3 m3
T, =log( D1+, D +log( D1+ D+log( Y. 1+ 1)
i=1 j=t - i=1 J=1 i=1 j=1

HA, nl. ml HASSHRAP NS B EXSURESURH EFRE, n2. m2 4
FIABEMES R HR R A E, n3. m3 SHNFEANERNFERTE S5 H .

6. GR5EE

A SCAHF R FIBT AR Hownet BB SUGFIE X SR FAHR, MESHELNE,
# VBMESE L BAE S AS HHA SA F S AT AERE, FAEHDALE, BiaE
FRASLRE 4055 0 V8 SURHIEAR DL BE R DB AR LB, SFAEH LR AL R . SERERER N
BA, 5AMBERAHNEA . (AR SHEETICE A, TR GOR) A
REMERS TRANECENEE, YPGB R TRENTS. EEAFRS,
Y55 ) TR AR A Hownet 93075 fa 6, 546 AT 4R ML AT & 2 18] T 5 A BUH0TE SUEHE, 45
B AR S AT S5 2 R i U ZE B A3 .
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