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1 [XC®IC

B (AF77—) BEDOLD RMBRIZE > TH
fREXND0EMMATHZ 21T, BRWFEICBITAHKE
BHRETHSH. LL, ZOFEEL TEZE L O
ERTONTNRICHEDLT, BIETH B LI AR
BHELATHRY., 260 /ET, RBQEM % T
(comparison) &% & 3 % i (e.g., Gentner, Bowdle, Wolff,
& Boronat, 2001; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980) &, #5=2Y
{k (categorization) &% & ¥ %3 (e.g., Glucksberg, 2001;
Glucksberg & Keysar, 1990) Dk & < =2 T bh 5.
EBRILKFEOMETIE, ZhbD250EREZ/A
L 7z K. fi# (Bowdle & Gentner, 2005; Jones & Estes, 2005;
Utsumi & Kuwabara, 2005) 23\ < 2RI, BEW
[ZH2DREOZ L2 RRANTIRLTND, £ZTA
WoETIE, TNODRMO ENBE S EYERR VD L
WO RN B — o DA 2R ERNICE 2Dt
HEEF2%.

2 RWOERBEICET S5 DDHER

Gentner & (Gentner etal., 2001) 1, W& - Bz B
F (MRS OT7 I 4 v A v b Gt AT alignmnet)
XS T SN T BROWREE~DEBHR &5 2 DD
BOORAIERELZE U CRWRIIEMEIND LT HH]
BEREZTELTVD. #IXIX, 90Ty VR
EWVWIHEIRTIE, 3L TA NV ADRITH b D BB
FZRREEATT (B AR GeRIRGUT B D i A 1) A3 F8 L
Sh, 22 B ONMEOBESEREITHD 15
DI ILEBEIND. TIA VA MBI THD
(MR L RIRFERHNZ R > THZDEEI OB/ LN D
RBZELRV) DI LT, Z0%DOEHERITIF
BThHD. LoT (T4 NRITIDERE] DX RGE
LT 2 LIERROFSOAERSIE, 77144
v MEBR TR R TERBRIERT5LE512605.

—7J7, Glucksberg & (Glucksberg, 2001; Glucksberg &
Keysar, 1990) i, #WQESQRE 2 MBIHEF 35T K
By IZHTIVDRAVNTHD EEZ DT L PEREMRE
ThHhHLT2hTIdVBRLZERL TS, #ilxi3
M DHFIIFBEITZ] LV IERIT, REFTHD T
Fil ZH#AREFH T2 580073 Y (ZOHAIEIHIx
i IRRT, HIREZRT D)) ITEREETH D [0t
F] BBL WD Z LE2RTREE LTHMESND. 72
B, A7 VB TIE, REPLERINDET FERy
I AT 2 DR OB EZHREESRHIRT 5 Z LT, ik
FEHREKEMICEBML TS LE25.

RILDOWIETIX, ZhbD 2 >OMKT 5 EH % @l
ALIZERERIHEINA TS, L2L, 473

LR & RGREE D &6 b A REKREM AR50
ERET DRROMEE MR E WD T, AR —
L T2\, Bowdle & Gentner (2005) i Mif oD 3
(conventionality) 23 & 5 5 D@ TF DOREKR BB S h
LhERETDH LN BEMER (HWROBRIG) =
FIRLTWD., ZOBR T, FREWIIEARNICRGEREZ
WUTHMBSND D, HRIZREERIPIREEDORFOEK &
LTEBEND 72V LR L LTHEffshD L
#Z2%. —7, Jones & Estes (2005) 1%, @M (aptness)
DOEVEERITH T 2 VLR CEfE S D03, EEMHED
BV ERIT R CH S h 2 LT 2B HERE
BELTWS. 7 =2V ABER D#EFEFH TH % Glucksberg
b 5 OWESE (Glucksberg & Haught, 2006) T Z DRI
HEREZXF LTS,

Zh BRI LT, Utsumi & Kuwabara (2005) i
BEMRARIR D> S 2R F R AR (interpretive diversity)
WKIECLTEL LR TRRPEM SN PBRED L
FIRLTWD. ZOBRREB[UERTIT, BRSHEMO
B DRI R ORI 7 2 U (LR %8 U T
RENDDITH LT, MRERRMEDOEOFER I LRI
WKXoTHEIND LEXD.

3 LSAIZLBERIEETIL
31 LSA

LSA (Latent Semantic Analysis; #7ERE K DHT) &
i, KB a— " RICRIT2HFEOHBISER®? O
FRICDFE R LM % BBIICAER T 2EMTH S, LSA
i, b b EHERMRRITRITD2RGIMITOHEE LT
REINTens, BWLEIZBET 2 AH D% < DiR#E W% L
FITHRM S 5 Z L 37" ST & 7z (Landauer & Dumais,
1997).

LSA 1X, EBRMICEPI U 23BN R sk Ll L
BREICHBI L, WIS ERAICEEEL U 72 B Xk I $A
RILTzEMEgTc WO E X %, %Aﬁ’gﬁi DB S5 Iz
BT D BB (tf) R tf-idf B2 R w,; LTDdnxm
fIFIM & LTHEBT 5. XoT, 15 M OFF7 bV
v(t;) ITHFt; O PAVKRBUTHYE TS, ZLZ0
FETRRIEBETZH0IT, BRI, KRMEDMHE
W9 RE T % IV T 200~400 KICEEEEICHITR S 5.
TDEDRRT MVKRBIZHWT, Bt &t; OBl
BEiXZh b0R7 hlvo(t), v(t) ORTAORE (=
PAY) ELTHAEINS.

32 HEBELATFIVIELBEOHEETIL
LSA [T X BT MNVERET IV TIE, BR M OBEfE
BRI, BREEwr EWRE wy ORT MRS v(wr),



v(wy) D ORKROB®RERT N7 M KB v(M) 255
THRBELTETMET DT ENTED. 22 TAH
22T, 7 2 ViR L BRI Eh TS T 5
v(M) OHEFEERRLT, ZThbZHAVWTRR L
S5ODRBRIMMOX UM EMIET 5. B, LT T,
e EEUMEORmW EAin FBOZ L% TFEr On EOR
PR LIPO, n HOBEREOERE N, (v) LERET 5.
321 HBBERBROHEETIL

HHIZ X Y RBROERNZ Mvo(M) Z3ET D7V
2Y A AELFITRT.

1. |N;(wr) N Ni(wy)| = k 238 Y SEOE Ti 2
DOEWk EOFEEZRIRT 5.

2. ZOkEDHFHEDRY bV ERIREERZ bV o(wr)
DELANZ MV, RBIROBE®RSZ Mro(M) &
T5.

LFEDStepl BRIHTHDT T4 A2 MEBITHY L,
Step2 IEXRIFF D EGEBRRITHY T 5.
322 ATIVILBBOHEETIL

AT I VIZ X VEROEKRRZ Mvo(M) ZF5HET
7Y X AELLFITART.

1. WEtwy Om FAOBBHEOES N, (wy) kD5,

2. Np(wy) DEFED S BT, BREE wr LEERIED
Bk EOFZRIRT 5.

3. 2Ok EOHFERY bv, WKRFT M v o(wr),
IREER 7 MV v(wy ) DELARY MV EREROER
X7 Mvo(M) ET5.

ZO7NA Y X AT Kintsch (2000) @ Predication 7 /v
FYRXAERULTHS. Kintsch bIEFHLTWB LI,
Step2 THIRSN D k fHDFHEDOEE BKEIT K o THERK
SNDT FRyZHTAVICHLET D LARES.

4 Yal—vavERRIZKDIHRE

41 A&
411 IDHIESEER

PR ICBE 55— 4 & LT, Utsumi (2005) D3
B R AW, EBRICHWZERIE, &2 8 (4
TKBH1, Th)) , #EE2 8 (B TBAL, TR ©
MAEGLEP BB 4 DORKR (H) - TZBANITKEZ],
(N2 ), TR RIEKRE 72, TAREid72]) 210 7
N—"F, FA0ETHD. ZhDDKREHIRENT,
MR BB (PR, 1995) SCBEEFZE DM BN HEATZ.
EBRTIT, 80 44 DKRFAIT 10 HOREMAEI Y BT oA,
FNO DR 2R T D 3 fELL_EDOEREHE DFIZE 533K
Loz,

FNENORBRIZHR LT, FIZES N ROF T
FILEEEET LW SN b0r2E L ET, TR

¥ (ZORBERTIZANE) 51 ThHEBITL TR
DRE BN LTz, 2L T, KM 2RI 555
w; DFLBE % Z ORHR DO BB sal(w;, M) & LTz,
=g M OfEIRSREME H 1%, kRITRTv ¥/ o=
yhebE—LLCEHE LK.

H = =) pilogp 1)
=1
sal(w;, M

pi = e M) @

> g1 sal(w;, M)

—7, WREOEBM L REROBEEEITOVWTIE, 144 £
DRZAICKT HFHEERET> THIE L. E3MHC
DWTIE, Bowdle & Gentner (2005) DR 5 HIZHEW,
BRI D 5 © T b BB OV VR ASIREF DR K &
LTENRZIFEBW»ZT B QL :HLv, 7 1HEW
Thd) THETD Ik, BUHEITONTHE
WRBTEGI N E D 022 7 BfE (1 : WEITRY, 7 : HET
HD) THETD I IR, 440 HOREKROMHER
SRR, EEM, BEMEOFEIT, FhEN 313, 446,
3.70 Thol.

412 HE# zaL—Y3Yv

V3alb—va VITHWHEEORKLEMIZ, B
B (ICO-HHHK 9 Fhik) ) 4 ANnDLT XA b
(500,182 3¢, 251,287 Bx¥%) =HWT, 3 [mPL MBI
% 53,512 FEERBITHER L., BWZMORITEIE, 7
kOWFETRIF SR TWA300 Kt & L.

Z OFERZEEE VT, 40 EORRZERZERICH LT,
HRETNVCEDEROBHRNY " EATAVET
M EBEBRDOERRY ML D2 oFBEH L. 21T,
DERERRTE DNTZFER M OMIREZRRT 5 558 w,
Wt LT, RBWROEKRNZ by & OFPE sim(w;, M)
R L, BB sal(w;, M) B L.

413 EFHMEEX

AWz Tix, FHEEFABABOBEGRMR%Z & DL
D WEENTHEE LT\ 20 % E BTG 5 729D,
Kullback-Leibler fE#tw (LI, KL [F#E) AT~
> DIERFIBIRE D2 D OREZHW5.

KL {8 mIE 2 DOMEERN AT p;, q; DIFFLIEZRT
BETHY, KATEHREIND.

- Di
D= Zpi log s @)
i=1 N

AWFETIE, X (2) TEE SN DRERMRN MR T 55
Wow;, OEBMEN G, &, KA TERSN DB w, &
BERDEERRZ by M OFRIE sim(wj, M) D530 ¢
DIFLE 2 KL HHE TFHAET 5.
_ sim(w;, M) — min, sim(z, M)
7= > {sim(w;, M) — min, sim(z, M)}
DV, KL FHREIDNSWVIEE, AHORKRMAERIZE

BN EEFTARERICHHRLTWDS, O
FVHAEETARIVZYTHDZ LERLTNS.

(4)



K1 A7 3V AERE & BGEROET VI X D KL [FEE & EAFH B R

TR Z Rtk MR D Y
e wmb K e i ¢ i3 wf K9
KL ff#d
72V (m=250, k=5)  0.260 0.344 0.214 0.248
L (k=3) 0270  0.219 0.310 0.283
JEAZFH B AR %L
HF AV (m=250, k=7) 0222 0.206 0.334 0.189
Lo (k=5) 0197  0.154 0.122 0.252

®) KFiE, £70v—7

WCBWTCZEDEMEDET NV (W T IAVLETNAVERIILKRET V) OMHREDIE

IWENWZ LERT. £, HERLETIL, ZOBMEITHIET 2ET/VOMREDIE D BRWE, £D

FNZHIET DREERATFRIL TS Z & 2R,

—75, NEAIFHERMREIE, ARIDORRRMINICI 1T DK%
w; DB DRRHSH DNESL rank (sim(w;, M)) L 7R
ET VT X DR DB E DIEAE rank (sim(w;, M)) D
JEAIAHBE & L TRz, Liehio T, HBMRE ARV
g, ETNCL > GIHRINEEROBEERNZ MV A
ORI L VLT L &2RTZLITRD.

42 RBLER

BRI LT, BEEFLY k=1,---,10 DTN

'C) AT AVET IV (m=100,150,---,500 & k=

10@?«1@%&Abﬁ)%mmfﬁ@® {3
ﬁb»%%%b ZFNOORERD B KL &R & JEA AR
AR U, KL ESEEZHEEE L L X2, ik
EFNVITEk=3, BT I IVLETNVIEIMm=250,k=5 Dk
XTHE & 7R oTe. R AHBIRER 2 4ERR & L L &iTid
WETNVIT k=5, BT I VLETNVIEIMm=250,k=T7
DEXITHFE L IR TC.

£11T, TNHOKENST A —ZIZBIT %5 KL i
EIEMARBIRE DI Z R LTWB. T2 DFIiE 40 f#
DREFRTOFHEERLTEY, WThORETHIT
FIVLETNAVDIZ D BEBET VLD bEWEREZ =T
MR Lo, ZOZ kX, ki LThHT IV AR
DI D DR XV bR OBMFERE L L THYTH
5T LERLTVS.

Wiz, 72 Vit & iR 2 ElaG 3 2 3 2D
ROZYUMETND 0T, £1 D3 FIELKEIC, BR
SAkME, TEEME, BTN ENOTEMEE LRI T
40 8 DRI & S LA L & SERBIRTBD 2 7 /Vv— T T T
L&D, {7 N—7DOKL HE LA AHBERE D
xR L. ZhERD L, REEEIC O VWTIE, &
R lb—yaVEREEROTPHUR-HLTNDEZ &0
Db, DOFEY, BREFEPEOCE®RTIII T I VL
ETFNVDOIE) BEWHEREZ R L TWADIZR LT, MR
SRR DRV TIXHEET VDI 5 D3V ERE
LTRY, ZoORBRIT MERZEENEVERIEYT 2
UALIRFE, MRARSRRME AMEV R T Bl AR A U C B
fREND] LWV BINSHEMERO TR EEAET S, (K

an=40. ®n=21. cn=19. 4n=23. ¢n=17. fn=18. 9n=22.

£t
g 0.27 g 20
2,0.26 H H i"§.16
|_| &
0.25 12
fie B #® v Ik fig H @ v K
nEY TR R ICTIE
ian Iz A
SRE g SR
Ei] i ] E]
M1 5 2DRMRDY I 21— a VEROILR

FOBMEIITHENTODE2 T, PRI L LRBRFERN
—HLTWBZLEERLTWD.) —F, HEEMLEY
HEIZDOWTIE, WO Z A —7 - FHLEAEIT BN TS,
AT I VLETVHBERET VLY bEOBEBMERE 2R

LTHY, ZOFRITEEHEROHEMEEROPH L
—H LW, ULORREEZRETILE, BRIBHER

METHERCEHERLYLRUTHDILEZD.
BER, ZORPIIDDEE DT A —F OIEIKEH O
FRTIEARW. Hl2E, K2 38 ESER T A—FE
ICBITDKL FEREZK IN—TFZ LI/ T T7TRLT
WBR, TRTONT X —FBEITRB O TRR S M
EVEIRTII AT 2 VAT T IV, BIRSERE MRV B
TIRERET VOB EY (DF Y KL FRER/NS
W) ZERbnb.
SHILEDODOHEBOEYEEZERMITHERT D7D
2, 3 ODRAIRO KL A &AL AHBRE DY)
%, ZTORAHEGZTYT 2 VLER & PRISN B ERIC
DWW T IV ETVOEE, EERE L RIS
BERQIZHOWTIIRBREF VO EZAVWTEE L, =
NODEENT A—F kE OLTOHA (m=250) TF
BLIMEERLITRT. K1 OFE» S, WOl
HEIZRBWNTHRNEZEREER IR bRVMERZ R LT
BY, ZOZLrOHBREBRMUERD 5 DORIKER
NP TRLZUMOBEVERTHDILE1D. B, &
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+—=+ 572V (m=100) O—O I T IV L (m=150) *—X I 72 V{t (m=200) @—@ K7 =2 V{t (m=250)
C—OA73V1t (m=300) m—A I 73Vt (m=350) ¢— IT7 IV (m=400) A--A L

B2: XFRA—Fm, k OSEZERMEITRIT D KL HHE

ROFEFD =R (XFETFAL) DPOAERSNIA
7 MVERZROTCEZRTHFROFRPE LN TND
(Utsumi, 2006).

5 &bhYIC

AWFFETIXLSA I L 50 7 = VU AERE & el ot
HETNVEANT, MRS (Utsumi & Kuwabara,
2005) 2SR DOEFEIE 2B D bR U R ER TH D
ZEERLE. A%, oI EIERFHEET L (LSA
DS D7 v2eE T v (Utsumi & Suzuki, 2006) °%
DMOFHF T FA L) THRBOERNEONDZ &
DHERZITO L LT, WRICEAT2MOBIL (HIR,
HLBIEHIR) ~DHEA2RABTHE T,

8% Xk
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