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Decision lists for Japanese word sense disambiguation
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Abstract In this paper, we describe Japanese word sense disambiguation in the monolingual dictionary-based task
of the SENSEVAL2 framework. Our system is based on decision lists. To create decision lists, we extracted evidences
from three linguistic information, which are morphological information, syntactical information and UDC code. For
79.1% of target words in evaluation data, the appropriate word senses were assigned. Furthermore, we investigate

what type of evidence is useful for word sense disambiguation.
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