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1.

In addition, when Japanese in translated into
English, the selection of appropriate determiners

1s problematic.

. Various solutions to the problems of generating

articles and possessive pronouns and determining

countability and number have been proposed
(Murata:1993).

The differences between the way numerical
expressions are realized in Japanese and English

has been less studied.

In this paper, we propose an analysis of

classifiers based on properties of both Japanese

and English.

. Our category of classifier includes both Japanese

jostishi ‘numeral classifiers’” and English partitive

nouis.
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1. In addition, when Japanese in translated into
English, the selection of appropriate determiners

1s problematic.

2. Various solutions to the problems of generating
articles and possessive pronouns and determining

countability and number have been proposed
(Murata:1993).

3. The differences between the way numerical
expressions are realized in Japanese and English
has been less studied.

4. In this paper, we propose an analysis of

classifiers based on properties of both Japanese

and English.

5. Our category of classifier includes both Japanese
jostishi ‘numeral classifiers’ and English partitive

nourss.
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cue word & H \W 7= 2 B& & Fr D flf Y

+ HE s 5 “This”,”In this”,” For this”,
”These”,”In these”,”On these”
- B2t gl “But”, “However”, “Although”

“In spite of”

.« —- /\ ﬁ; ,f—b% I—%ﬁj ‘we” : “our” : “1s” : 9 We”
- ZABNRAF “they”, “their”, “them”
- E D “Furthermore”, “Additionally”

“Nevertheless”, “Again”
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1. Various solutions to the problems of generating
articles and possessive pronouns and determining

countability and number have been proposed
(Murata:1993).

2. The differences between the way numerical
expressions are realized in Japanese and English
has been less studied.

3. In this paper, we propose an analysis of classifiers

based on properties of both Japanese and

English.
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Various solutions to the problems of generating articles and possessive
pronouns and determining countability and number have been proposed
\eite{ Murata:1993a ,Cornish:1994,Bond:1995b}.

The differences between the way numerical expressions are realized in
Japanese and English has been less studied ‘cite{ Asahioka:1990}.

9511001 ——> 9405019 Murata:1993a

Recently, \namecite{ Murata:1993a } have proposed a method of
determining the referentiality property and number of nouns in Japanese
sentences for machine translation into English, but the research has not

yet been extended to include the actual English generation.

9407008 ——> 9405019 murata93

This type of information is rarely available from a syntactic
representation of a Japanese noun phrase, and a set of heuristic
rulesicite{murata93 } is the only known basis for making a reasonable
guess.

Even if such contextual processing could be integrated into a logical
inference system, the obtained information should be defeasible, and

hence should be represented by green nodes and arcs in the TDAGs.
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(Moser and Moore 1995)
Jurafsky et al. 1998)

1.
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3. (Passonneau and Litman)
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(Grosz et al. 1992)
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