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A Methodology for Constructing Inference Problem Sets Based on Formal Semantic Studies
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This paper introduces JSeM test suite, a collection of inference problems with Japanese sentences for evaluation

of semantic processing systems. The test suite groups inference problems by semantic phenomena, following the
policy of the FraCaS test suite (the original version in Cooper et al. 1996 and the machine-readable version by
Bill MacCartney). The test suite consists of the multilingual subset and the Japanese subset, to cover both the
universal phenomena and Japanese-specific ones. This paper outlines the design policy and the methodology to

construct the multilingual subset currently available online.

1. [FU®IC

ERERFGO LS RO—DTH 5L L XD OHEHE
fRiZy AR, HASHLABICBT 2 SRR SY X7 04
ELTHHEERZBL TS, ?5%%3 I2=7 4BV Ti
LR OHERHOBEE - FHAEM SN TE Y, SHHLR L 2 LN
b7 LT HEMOWHEELEII D W T O D A RELAF S Tn
%0 LLZOL BEBROM#BTH Y, $mELREMEE
VEETH720, BIAEDO L 2252055 BHRZRMROFTMIC
BOTHIAHEN TS EIZEViEEny,

EH O, THMRERY AT LAOFMICET S L HY
L. [HARFEEWRGRT A v 1] (Japanese Semantics test
suite) ZME L TW5, ThiE, HAFEO RGN 2 BIL1C
OKHERART -7y P THB (22T [HERALR] k
W R, Wb S entailment 7213 T <. presupposition.
implicature 7% &b H G MR — KB T DL LTHE) ).
kD72 by b & LT, HEFETIE 1990 4402 FraCasS test
suite (Cooper 5 1996) MEH SN TV 55, HAFEOB L %
W 72 b DIFFTIEL 72\

AAGEREWHR T A My ME. FraCaS FOMEiET— 7 &
])77§_Z>%]3 (%nuu'ﬂ_7‘t’/ ]‘) kElz!:nu@%‘O)%B (H
REFTEY M) BOhBb. FHLIXT TS, WIEHEZAN-L
e BMEBIE L. AP TH D, KX CTIIHEEFEADOL S5k
F7y FEPLIS BRGT - ¥ 2R T 2 k@I onT
i %o

2. BE

%L Ot GEEREH S A7 OFHI b B T A
FF—=%1E 1) ELWwEES NS [HifE). 2) Aiigr odfEm s
NDHE) phMbn s ME] 3) Bied SRHAHERTE S
WEI POV TOHIR (true, false, unknown. & %\ yes,
no, unknown) O=2DWHNH% b, LTIE, =7 F¥ X
2 PASCAL RTE challenge {2 CfiH &7z RTE-4 ® 7 A b
DOBITH %,

MRS MRS, FELASIENTZERT, SRR TACH X — v 4 2-1-2

T (fi$¢) : In the end, defeated, Anthony committed
suicide and so did Cleopatra, according to legend, by
putting an asp to her breast.

H (&) : Cleopatra committed suicide.

(HI7) : TRUE

AR, EREBRAE Y A 7 OFHIiT— 7 1IZB W TiE, o8
RIHT DY AT LD T 5 —< Y A& N5 & D %7 —
Y OEEMEDPIEL BRENT WS, 121X RTE OF— 7122
WTiE, Bentivogli 5 (2010), Sammons & (2010) ASHiH &
IR OBRE L D AR LR OEEE L THE T ke
%L, RTE-5 7%ty M TAET /77— aryzffoTw
%o HAGE - MEFEZ W4 L9 2% NTCIR RITE iI2B8WTb,
RITE-2 PLR&, Hide-kiam 7 oBfR%E X 0 AR 2 BRI R E
L7257 A bty b (UnitTest 7— %) I Tni,

Z O, SemEval-2014 Taskl Tix Compositional Distri-
butional Semantics 2S5 & 3 % iR - FLaEHY - ERES
BB L7z SICK =%t v b (Marelli & 2014) 22t &
TWwb, HARFEICHEL TiE. ko RITE UnitTest O
%5 (2008) 12 & % UK Textual Entailment #Fli 7 — & #3%
5o ThUE, —2OBIDOHFICHDLZEREZ —2H 5 WVIE D
o727 =5 TH Y, HEROERIIKE L 7FT (A& [
s (R3] [F HS)] X &) oLo»dH 5, i
WA TH 225, HEaw I FRR AR F RS L L 2 2
LAEARE

FraCa$S test suite (X, 1990 4:{tIZ FraCaS consortium {2
XD, HRSHELM Y AT 4B L OEKREGEOHRIES % 5F
filis % HWTHESE S N7z, FIOERNERG TR &5 2 5568
LOMb DR ZE FLIC, 346 DT A MR AL, —2OBIN—
DOPLIZOVTOATAPTELEIIBRINTED, ¥ —
Ty b &7 B BRSO SR R B AR S R R BRICHIBR S h
Twbo, Tt PASCAL RTE %L DFETFA P2 SELN
TeTF A by FEdEY, SHEEOT—AIE o TSR
7oy BEEOEFIO T A by FTH Y. FERHMICERG 25
BLOZENISHT2MADOT —h A4 TLhoTwd, T2, Bill
MacCartney (2 & o TER S 7B 0T Be 2 XML S &7sp
R Y AT 2 DFHINZ)A { b T b (MacCartney and
Manning 2007, 2008, Lewis and Steedman 2013, Tian et al.
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2014 %), Tabb, BRMMEOME L. BRSHELH D A
T A DFHICAHIER L T2 —HITH %,

FraCaS # £ 707 —% t v M, FiEFOKEIIIED V-
BHTE2HLEOAREH > TVREEVIFEDLH D, DRI,
7= OEEE (FEBRICEL TS ZIE aRBROA DT
W) 2% BlFEIIa=FAICEoTHREISRTwWLZ LR E
I SERA if_\ ¥ —ry &7 G LT EBAR O RS
RS AR X BB A BDHIR L TV 2720, FEREIRI R
%%%)\ﬂ*ﬁt‘xféﬁi").mogkﬂ)gw\ »HER— bz h
727 =5 Thb, 72, FraCaS IZB W THFb LT % BKG
Mm%, sk, B B, 7> A, R, ayEng RS,
FEARYPOEBEDOFH D DTH 5D, HIE. Robin Cooper O
FHEIZL D FraCaS 2% 5ilifb 3 % MultiFraCaS project %%
HEDHNTEY, EFER FraCaS IZ— & —xf 63 5~V ¥ v i
RHEFEON—T 3 VORI TW 5,

3. BFREEK®T APy FOEE

3.1 BEIANZMHE
FraCaS THbHbN TV HHLRIE, HARFEICBITL2MAEDOT—
Fly FTIEHEDAN—ZNTVR V. LoT, MMM
HIZEAZ LD, UMY 27 HOT—4% L\vw) FEHR
REBIEIPS L, HAGEBIIBWTHEOT =%y N 2/ET 5
BRI TIH D, 72720, HEREON—-V 3 Y 2{ELH LTI
WD L 5, JRICHEZ 2R TIIMO TR, AaKRRIEE
POD T OIEEEIHPRIETE R > TLE D WHEMED
Hbo L) DF, HAGEEEFEIIB VT, ML XV oxt
WEBLLRLVDOFIRE TR OENDENETH D, T2,
Bos (2008) I2& o THHi SN T3 X 912, FraCaS & 4 70
KBTI XOHAZOERADPKRERBEO—-DOTHY,
SN HAFEICBWTH B TIE RV,

3.2 K

EFOLPMEL TV D [HAFRERGRT A My M T,
FraCaS O b\, SR I ICT—4 2 F Lo, KH]
LTl —2D3G (5 \VIdHEEDBLE OMEAE
H) i &5, 72720 FraCaS L3RR ), —20HALIC
WL T B A2 EBHET2HE60H 5,

HARGEEWRG 7 A bt v Mid FraCaS ez il &35
ZEMmY Ty e, HABMAOBG 2L HAFEY 71y
o722 (FMOFFMIZE 1 2BM), 72720, HARGEY 7
ty boEHED, [XER] LNV T FraCaS test suite ®IHH

AT SN2 60525 (FEL {idfkb), 27 &% KBl
%iﬁ‘tlz'x%éotfﬁ\ HLEWOMEEREZRT LD T — 5 %
BEML TV FETH S,

3.3 7#—7v b
FAMEY NOBERICHTz-> Ty EFZLIFZUTOT+—< v
FEBRHALTWA,

e problem: 7 X |
— jsem_id @k : EA® ID
— answer B HEBEMROFEE (yes, no, unknown,
undef)
— inference_type &% @ iGN ¥ £ 7
— phenomena Bk : BIR O (BEIE T)
o link : UFFEY) V—R D) ¥ (ZFiRIGHS)
VYUY v =24
V) 27 oG HE 1D
VY EOEHE EXERL NV T

— resource B :
— link_ id B :
— translation &1 :

—%3 %2 (yes, no, unknown)
— same_phenomena JEM: : V) ¥ 7 EDIHH LBL L X)L
T—#3 %% (yes, no, unknown)

e p: HifE
o h: Hidw
e note: I AV

UUF, B 2 iUZ DWW TR %,
translation B & same_phenomena E4
link ZEH#OJEMIC translation & same_phenomena .
B0 FFICEEEY Ty Mo T, 1) B
WABRZELLONRIT =R, 2) HRGELMOZFEL DM
THBETL2HLEDOT — A TOZO0OWUME 525 2 L% EN
LTObDTHb, HIHZEICHRSHLIAY v — kaf
DEMTH Y, BHL ifi AR TH S, HMICHERED
A bty b HARFEICHRT 27210 T3, \_h%ﬁﬁﬁ%(ﬁﬁf’ﬁ‘
CEEAMERTH Do RITERD X H 1T, HEFHOHE DM T
BHDPAAMCELLBRZELT A MR, RO H O
RTE LWV EROBRZRT T A M ERT 2560 H 572
O, ZZTR (V) y7kouH L) Ry NV ClH—#HTE %
) & TBRLVANVTH—HTE 0] & Z2RICKBT %,
inference_type BMHIC & RN E
M S VIEEMBRETHY, LS S 2HETHEVH &
&, T ZITIRA 2 EREIVER - SURIZEH DSBS L T 2 098
5305?&)5 AAREEWRT A bty b TR %7 A bF—
259 % EREMY B4 % phenomena ¥ 712 X o TRT I A
L\ inference_type ¥ Z1Z & » T, Hi¥e & fam O BN D 37
DD I A THWRL TS, Tzt by, [EIbEH] [#
B T5E] Lo EOFHBL X 208 &3NS, [&
BTl MEEEA] Lot BA 27 4 TOHm L \1\5
Ao T7T—5ty PREREYY GIF, KHEwRos 4 T
AT L ORES &Rl 5 2 &8 Tﬁ'é %5
2T B ERR - o IRT L CMsh
Tb‘%?ﬁ ROSEIIED VT, & L HIE (presupposition)
k‘f")ﬁ?%ﬂﬁ& 20085 4 TOMEwE X T o
FEEGEDOHLIY R % (at-issue content) &K L. fho
£4 /f 7@%%--}%”& EIX LTy FEHRNE (asserted content).
BEH AN E (truth-conditional content) % & & b IFIE M
%% WIEEROMBGITH 5.

(1) jsem-id:10
Pl HARAIEZS AN —_XVEEZZH L7
H 7—VEZZELZHERAIEEDI W,

E KFEOER L EOFBMRNIER L ZRR Y B
L$Tﬁ%“(ﬁ)%o EQANEY:| i}t%@ﬁ\ EY )T AL KX
DO B, BE & Vo 72 RICH DAL EHET D L)
FEEEFEO,

MISH LA, FEREOEM TR L LARIEOH R
I2@ % N% (backgrounded content) %9, D72, HiHE
(ESUFIN nﬁL?f‘:Fﬁﬁéi@ L3l TR 7 o TV B R, JEIC
EMOFIO BV, FHOLIMRIZBNCTHHF L E 2 MED RN
BERL TS, (2) T [~LLERIZ] %51 S 2 9
DBITH B,

*1  #lZ21X, Chierchia & McConnell-Ginet (2000), Levinson (2000),
Kadmon (2001), Potts (2005) % L&,
*2  HIRRFEH SN 2 L TORROFEHR (S E'é”—f) LEXHLT,
[ TR I 5 7 (semantlc entailment)] &IFERZ &b H D
3 ml‘*m‘ﬂ\_ W [0 20 HBEERBLOY &, Zok ’) BHHRIEAE L %
o BIZIE TRERIZE L ) B & 22 i3 [MEdRRE 2] 2883, L
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ST 7y b || FraCaS IZ&Ih 584

—ieR LT BEEE. BUS. Awg. TR T,
7V AL BE, L

HARFEY 72y || FraCaS IZ&F N WHAR

i, 74 —A A, BILFORIT—T, ML,
TS T4, HERKE, 52 BIFREE, [FH
L/Mol. CI%

HAFRAE OB

A (& - A% WS WY CEL THS ) [0
BB

ZOD EOBLOMEAEH

B e e ORI A HIRIS O D % b 05F),
S ES) T4 OMENERSE

#1 HAEERGT Aty boORK

(2) Jjsem-id:620
Pl RERIGAET- DL RIZ R & 75,
H fEraPess.

(3) 1IMFIRFE (factive predicate) DVEDTHL [~ &
ZIEL D | 2HES HIHETH 5o
(3) jsem-id:737
Pl KEBIAEF AR RE L2 e 2B L Mol

2. ¥—7 v N BBRICHDLZRIDEILD A - 726 % 1
WL, N Z—YaryEBINyT b,
3. HARMOFIEIZOVWTOF =1,
e answer, phenomena, note |[ZTRMLZE 5,
o LM DHLDA - T 5H41d, phenomena (2
TR
4. RPBERIZLS WAL DTOTRET 5,
o WRIZEZ D (BHEMZLFNED O HRLIT 2% L),

H fEFEEREFELL.

W, SR EERICER I Z2WYHE LALRTETSH S
M EREBRZVEE. BV T4 FUHXOHIHEE Vo
SUIRIZHED A F 7z & S ISR T, K> SHEMmTRE 2N
HRELTHERDS (Tabb, BETL) LWIHFBE b,

ERELHPEOMIC, REW RO Y 4 7L LT, HEMNE
% (Conventional Implicature) & 2D & # (Conversational
Implicature) 23%1F 52, BWENE AL, HIHL & R
FHOWRIIH LRI » D LHEMTH LA HiHREIZRLD
h%@ﬁﬁ%??’a#ﬂ%hfw wa2m®oaﬁ®a
HIE, FEHmERO—HTH ) &, #ife. CI kiiﬂ&b
IR & oTEZV) HLUTRETHL L) RELVH L o Bl
DFT=5ty FTIR, ERBR L LTHo T2 0 EICE
LT TH 05 BB EAPLREEDOE A ;Eﬁbfiﬂ\ffi
T=5ty PEPRL T FETH 5,

3.4 BEIOtZX

COTFTA My FOWEIL, FHS 44 (BREFHINLES
BPEOREBODLRKERE 1 H) THoTwd, FHIE LT,
187 ANEHEL, MO 147 F v A—ELTTF AL E
Frvr5h, Fxy OB, answer BIEOMEZ B L 720K
BCHmON B EZELT L, SHI21) ¥F—F v FehbBEHR
BYCEENTWE D (MOHE ZERP Ao TWZRWD), 2)
L STV 2 DA OBEIRIED 2\, 3) A4S ﬁﬁ’kfﬁ)
BZURDZRNIOWTHERT %0 BIRT H2R=FIROLSFEY
£y b OREIZBWTIE, FraCaS ZWU45#EI L, %/5— b -ﬂL
T 1 AT OMmEEEY L2, 22 TEMRo@EY) S -
HRELWIELRDA-TLB720, UTDLI) R TutxT
DVERRIZ B 725 725

1. EIEMMICSEMiZR2MED . BEDY 7525 %,

7ehio T [REBIZAET L D RRE 2] 25 [REIIFRE7Z] 2iE@m3 52
CRTERve [XD] TBLEI] 23 SR EHHROKFNIOWTRL iy
Hayashishita (2007), Kubota (2012) % ZH,

xd REHOEHILS S, MR EFEOE A (Generalized Conversational
Implicature, GCI) &ffBIH 7% &GO & A (Particularlized Conversa-
tional Implicature, PCI) IZ 34§ 5 2 EATE %, 12 GCLZ, [3
NOEL R ] 5 [4 NPARIE K h o7z ] ZHftims 2 607% & 5L - Ko
FBUZ Db LR L R C R L THE Y, FEMEREROER 27—
E =22 %Tﬁmlﬂ%{f‘%%o

o A LIEIT (Fix kT 2 BT, BRBNn-4 %
IR L),

o U9 LTHHERLHIMENZ VWAL, MUBLEE
L HAREGZMAIES,

5. ROMEMIC R 2861 BRMEZRET 5,

o HL L DERONE—MA RO 7-DITH L I % BN
TELZWVHAIE, note 12T, BERENTWLIRR %
L3 %,

4. PBHEHROIEBE

X 513, FraCaS s ifsr & i, HAFRERR T A b
Y FOBIREMEK L7 BEEEZ K 21T, BT, ERBL
WZoWT, Mg ERELHZRR5,

—MRELF HHEEILEILO conservativity B £ U mono-
mmdy®%b5 BHEFROT A bxik) . HEABEO=ALE
Bz B E%&%i‘ﬂi&%(ﬂ SagiAy - B & o B4R
1z JZV) §<@Eﬁ’75‘§)% Bl Z \EPFED every N IHIBT 5
FHELT, [TXRTON D] [N FTRTH] [NAFFTRT][E
OND| HEX¥HD, TNOHITEFBRICE LTI <‘:|_H‘§0)
WHLIENZREL25, — OB GEHEREGE) ORI
DVTIEL L DHmPDH B2, Thb LHEFEO—MEALTF D
[BIELANVT—HT20] ICHLCIHBEZRE L Tnwb,
72y PEEED no N, neither N 4%, monotone decreasing GQ ®
—IIZOWTIE, BARFHIIEERE OIS AL L e \o [HED
~%w] [EE5 b ~%w] HORKXOFTUTED TV LD, H
ZLARVO—FEHEWbDE LTV,

B [ (5) Mk (5)][2h (5)] FoBb s RIOM
12, BEEEOFBRAHESED T A MO [FR] Lot isy
ELT, [HS] OBbLTFA ML ED, 2L E <’ﬂ]‘5ﬂ“(
W5 EHI TH] BEFOHMAAF O TiE % <,
E%%@TZF~bwfﬁ%®&qukk§ﬂ%Kb\ﬁ%
LAV TS S TW v, T2, JUZHBIS OB L
Tk HAGEO [/ M) ClREMETEE LTRRLObWE
ExRERL. RGNS RofEREAE FIH L7z HARGEDH
VL 720

BEF - 85F8 EEOBEAOT A MOMERE LT, &
T RV O X9 R ([BEG) 720 Th [TRE
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AR H 788

FraCaS MR H | HZ L~V T—3 (unknown &%) || 553
Bg L XV TA—3K (no) 71

ARSI OBHE  (HARES) 164

£2 P[IOME (2015 4E 3 AKEL)

%l o &) BREH (FEEH) R (Aol 0k)mnbw
HIRFADEFOTVE, BLE LTEHEWN (alfirmative) 2 IE%
# (Aol %) LIFHEN (non-affirmative) ZIEEE (14
Mol %) oECOBDbLEEMHR K2 720X s TG
SN EEMBREZHR-> TV 5, BEOGEMERTIE. BEo
T AR NP b 5 b0, BXUOBREOSENRG A L HE
HIWHA Db B b DEER > T b,
&K BHE, (L0 ] 2 (%) 2ERI 21
Wtk (phrasal comparatives) & i & %25k 3 % M (clausal
comparatives) & 7% 5% HAGE CTIHi 2 ZK$ 5 ki,
PEFRIHARTIED 12 v, BlziE. “X won more orders than
Y lost.” ISHIEFHXE LT, XY %oz & L%
O xR ] OXHICREN4FAE M) & EOREFLET
BHbo [XHIEYHLD 3000 5% Dar¥a—5 %ol
D &) BB D L BB OEEHRL - T b,
B FraCaS TId7 v A L RERBIRAE D 2R & LT,
P OMEIE, T T, KREFEORH 2 H > TV 205, il
EHAFEDT Y AD VAT L FIRELS R D720, BEROF—
P2 ZELOOMELMNRENEL I L PHEETH L. Hl2ITH
I EFE O BUEHEATIICH A T 2 AL T, b D
T AR MERD [FA4V] 2B, [F40]12id (B
% Ld) #BITLRHRBRAFORADVFAT 5o T OBEIREEZ B
2720103 [TFoL] )] FORFEAEZANT 5503~
M= VBT H D,
WRERRBE  FraCaS IZB\ T3, know FOMEBF, manage
LOEEEE, see FOHTEF DK HEEED B D 5 HawH3H
b Twb, HEAGEIZBWTIE, BE0 ¥ 4 71T A . #lisC
WA TZE] o]l TE] OWTRTHLNIZL o THOHINE
PEBENDI VBV VELRAEND 20, BRIEPLETHD, £
7o BEOFRDEBREZET L0 TH Do BIZIEEFHD try 12
HLT[~LEIEFTDI~LEHERRL] DTODFDH
Z 5N 2575 Sharvit (2003) DT % “John tried to cut a
tomato, #but there were no tomatoes to cut.” ® X 9 2D
AHARSEREZND, try &2 [~L &9 LA L] ERTON
X0#EYTHL M= bERYSH LRARTZD, P ML
7o) WIGERMARKTH LI L, [h=b2YAHH L L
B bR o] EHK.

5. &HYIC

AFTld, HAFEEWKRGT A M2y bOBEIZOW TR,
BWUIHAE AT TH 575, FraCaS wisifs %, MultiFraCaS
T4 =< NCHRMT L2 TETD 5,

Gk, aTEBBEE @) AN-Liznb, ol
OHBRMOMENHPEHLETF A by FOWEIZETT 5,
F72, B I I =T A WKIELSFEEDNT, FHRLOEMEIC
Lo TCTF—DF 2y 7 BLOMERPEHTE S L) hRE%
BZ TV TFETDH 5,

5 https://researchmap.jp/community-inf/JSeM/
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