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An Empirical Analysis toward Automated Software Document Evaluation by
Abstraction Level of Included Words
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LHFEOWENRED 12,
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1. 20 2%

F¥Faxy MIEBEMRIEFLETLY T MY 2
THFETIE, ZoRkEaedr, MEARHERE, FEMIEGTEL
Wo e FFa XY FRERL 205, FfZOERY
BeBmic B L7z BT, a—=F 1 v Y, TANEE
s 5., I—T4 7T AMIBVWTIIERICTH
I NEEESE RS T 0TI AR EB Y IE
TENTWEPE) DT LA TESL, L
L, HASE TR SN P2 Ay NEEESE 5
CENTERVOT, NEXHBL CGHiT 2 2 & 28
— i TH 5 [1],[2].
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R o x> bogifl, MRE,

R x> b o BAUE AV 2RISR IS &) MR IR C & 2 TTREEAVR S

L7200 RFa Xy bO—E% &R L THERFM S
B FEDIRE SN TS [3]~[5]. Thelin 5 134fko
0%DR=T %) LT, MEOH Y ZFH) 7%
Epr A BEAE LT, ZOMEPTICIRE L CE AN %Ki
MHZETL2TFELRELTCVL[5. 29 LAFET
&, HEEHMED I A MINELLTEDN, Frary
b I AR LM TE R L 2 5.

FFaxy PO~z )HTOTIERL, F¥a
A MERIIDI o TRY O WEHGiZ /NS wa X b
THERMT 572012, FHEMESERICEY FFax 2 T
MFEAIREEN TN D [6],[7]. ThoOFFRITAE
CZOO7 7u—=FIZRHITESL., —DIlF, FFax
¥ MEBREICEHERAER L 2T VL — L 23T, 1k
BB ENIHEY) T LX), FHliE LT <T5d
DTH5. UMLEDRABALZIELDE LT, ME
REBOF v 7 8] BB BH. NS DOHfFEIE K2 x
Y MNEROFME K I A N TEBFETELEN) X v
NS B —FT, TR ICRLER Y 7 7 S0l
EERWAH LNV T A v MDA,
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b)—on7 Tu—FIE, FFa x>y MBI
WHIE 2 3T, HRTCERE LoV — L i A E
GERBEEOBERE L TEREICIRRTS250TH
% [6],[9]. Lehner i F¥ 22 hOFEARLT S % FF
W 720, —30H) OHEES L W 2RO — )b
EFDPVELVEHMEAEICE D F¥a 22 PRI L
PREREHE LTS (6. NSO, FFax
YRS PDOFREICH > TR h oz ) & I T &
N7z LCTwi { TORHMATHRETH 5 720, A
FDIAS FF 2 XY POER I A P AR E 2w
IAN Y BB,

AW7ECHIE TR T2, Lehner O R & BT
WBDSRF 2 A b OB A RIS 5 TR
b, REFFETIE, V7 by 7 OERITHERR KA
MOREFEORREZRT, TUY T I Y SRR B
B NEICEREND Z L 2HRE L, 20BEEx T
WML RF 2 Ay MCEFTNLHFED BRWIZR D L
F2h. HEESEARN A &9 S EREEE T Vv CEl
B IIRIC LV FIT 5. 2oz, BARM 2 RERE
FrefEgE L7z, FHEiR RO & TR IE ZI51E L
20T A5 EIFHELTWARW., HEDLV— I VERE
Vo 2HEfF I A N /NS L, ESHERRIRE O fif 5 A A
RE=ZFY T, wIVTF v, IO RIS
EVo ZABICK 2RI L AL 2 e Rt LT
w5,

Lo L, ERERE CHMREIEHR S B S N
F Xy POREEREPTI o TV RWVnI LR FF a2
Y N OEMALEG A HIEOIMRE IR DL N ED
PEHSL LTI RV, 22T, FFaXry boFEHE
PR o 725 £ 1%, XK DL H I FF 2 x> b
D—#EKEMY, ZOMEPTIZRE L725Fliz 35 2
ETHAH. KL TIE, FEEITICRE L 2w FFa
AV N EMI A MR 2 B o X > MEREE L, TR
IR HEEORM Z RS R L, FFLAL PO
FARMUEE AV 2 G-I T & 2 2 35E I3 4. BAR
BIziE, £ =3y hCRBENTVD 4 HFOE
RoEge, MARHE, FEGIEA R LEL, FFax
YMIEENLEEDD L, EEEHETHREIER
SNTVLHFEOEIE, HIREIER SN TV D HEE
ARF XY DOIFEREITI > TWARWDLEFHND.
/2, W=V 7 b7 T7ORLEDO FFa X bk
THEORF2 XY FNOWEPAHEINTWS 20 F
FaAYERMRELT, BTEORFX2 AL Mg
INLHEFELIVORIEO N2 XA MZETINLHE
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F&F 22 2 bRl O HE) L3 B2 I/FFE s T
%. QuARS|[7] I NASA TSNz ZRK FF 2 x
¥ M OFHIY —VEETH . QuARS OFHMIIfERE L L
T shall, must, should & Vx> 72 %K%K 3K (im-
perative) ¥4, figure, table, for example & 2o 72 H
B % F5 978 (directive), as appropriate, but not
limited to & \*5 72 weak phrase # %L, F¥ o X
YMIEINDENODOHEH TR FE2 A2 b
DB xERmMWICEHE L TW5b. QuARS OFFMIC X
Flesch reading ease index [10] & \» o 7zBEAF D& %
FTEOREDEINTND., INHOIEIZIE, —X
W) OHFERO L) BRIV VERETEL 20D
DD, KELOHHT & LB 0% v, L Lk
75, QuARS T34 OREEMHE T4 2 &% ER
ELTwA., T/, BMUEZAVIZET2ERIER .,

Chantree 5 & —#M % CED GAEHR L 723 — /82
BT A2 EICLY, R CTRED D 5 IER
SR HBRIE T2 HETREL T D (1], 30k [11]
Tl Zof & LT “Display categorized instructions
and documentation.” %l & L TZIF, categorized
%% instructions 7217 % @i L T % @ 7% documen-
tation * FO THH L TV D0 ERTH 5 10 %
L, 6 EOFETOMDKELZ KL TS,
Chantree 5 O Jj#Tld, and, or Tl S5 HFED
B2 OAZRFRELTBY, K LOSH T4 L
T BHFEDEAEANDE I 2\,

Lehner & Flesch reading ease, Fog index, Cloze
procedure &\ o 72 HEERRL S HI 2 &L O R
KT S EFHIT 5 BAE O 2 W TR EHET S
% GFl L T 5 [6]. Lehner 2%5E A 7ZF81F I3V — 1
DEFERLLEL L\ ICRIIZEO 54T & e L
TWaH, BAMUEGWICET 2SR AW, F7-,

FEaxy hOFEFIZE > TOFEARLT SIZHHET S
bDOTH Y, KWFEOGH L IEHN»RR 5.

3. R x> bl

3.1 fERDFHEFE & DR

AHFFECHIET FF 2 A > FEHiilE, F¥Fa x> b
I 2 R0 ) b ERERFS ISR EOERKOH S
bOEETHRT L. 1EROFHIITHIL, #FDFEkE
ENOMELE 2 2R H 550 RBL & B
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At b RUPUTIHETE RN,
2IDY AL RO ) A b

e ERENE S 7 BEELRD
i fiFT, &%, R

i
T SN RIRREOAHERT, |
RO, ¥

HER ORI D53

FEAE L7\ 7T A L
HHER LAEE/ MBI X D E
e
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RGO FAIT K BHERREIEE | ke oo T4
/BT 5 T !

B 1 PR ORI T & DItk

Fig.1 Comparion to existing approach.

PR TEBL—LE L TEHRLTBE, EHEfICE
DIV—IVEEFE LT AEIT 2RS4, V—ILiZid

BRRFECHRFE ST WERBZE#R L TH (. @B
SR CH % 5, FHERCHRTE 2o Th L
V= EHHIZERTELHTENLTVDED, Ffa
A Y PRGN =T 2=V DEFRDEE LTz
OIHMA FF a2 x> hO—FRICE EE B85, V- %
HANCERT L IAMDPRECERETH 5.

KR THIEST F¥ 2 2~ b O BARLOFHIE, F
AIER L/CHEE L AL AR E 2V — )L & Al il
PERTEE L RIS RI TR CRBUTRE 22 L — L D526 &
V—=VIZE B FFEa Aty FOFEHED Z o b S h
L. AREFFETIX, V= VIZEES T AR EREE O ER
BEFESEZRATLIZLICEY, VLRI 2
MR L, V= VSR F 2 X 2 b & HEE 1B T
EH XD EEHET.

B 1 AZPEROFHERTIRIC L D FF o 2 v MM &
REFFECHIETAHMTEZ K L0 D TH DL, it
D KXo Xy MEEHIFEL, Mo ¥ FoEkL
F v 77 LEAND RIEFEOGAEMRL Thb. ¥
FOEFE T 2y 7S] IKREENLFETH
D, CEEROBICA Y 7= 25 L TBE, i
DEIZZD A Y 7= 5 ZFAT 5. FEFEOIEAENERR
k[T ICRESNEFETH Y, BY a5k
LR T Wl 2 R R EHRLTBE, %4725
fEPT & M OB & L TRBEEICIRL, R L 5IE

2. QuARS Tld 5 77 3 —, 35 KB EFHIC
EFLTWDED13], INOLDORBOATRF 2 Ay

N RIS D7z o THIRBIICEIMi T & 2 DI Tlr .

3.2 WEKFx21ALMERHE

AT TR ET DL FF 2 A2 MIHKRSHE TR
ENTVLHDEL, BEDREIN>TWnDL I LR
BifEE L, DFETHE, R F¥aAr % DL
L, DICBHNDHEE (di,de, --,dy) ET 5. di 13
F¥Fa Ay FORHEICHNLHETH Y, dy lE ¥
AV P ORBIIHNL HFETH 5.

HEE w OMZRIE L(w) ZEREREE W oz Hv
TRDL., W ={wi,ws, ,wn} &L, w; [TIEHG
JEDER L THLIDET D, WREZ L(w) THS
N5, Hikw; 75 u; AOFERE b DL EGEOL AT,
L(w;) 1, ZNENOBEERTOMERSE (11,12, lu;)
ERD.

RIFFECTIIHFE d 130 R N2 2 v M h Stk
LDIHTE, d OMGE L(d) 25FEE W TEHRSN
TWVLPE) DRlIERIC L VI TE 2 2 L 2HiEL
LTwa. GHEHICL 2o T3tz &
WD, Bl AL, TEREEMRNTY — W ITH S B ¥ 2 %
YRG5 THLNT d B S W OFEERE Y -
252, L(d) PEHREN TV AN E) AT EHET
M TELLDET L. L(d) WEFRSNTWEEHEIC
MR E A S, K1 Ao “REF7ETHIET T
FE I RF 2 A P EENEHERT B HFEOBTH 5.
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3.3 & &
RiF7eCHIR TR T RO EHICIZ DT 2 5 51
T HLENDH Y, R TIREREICN T 508 & £
T 5.

o GHEH1:W XD D DO
KifFeCHIG TR TE I o ERERE W 2 H
WAHLIZEICEY V= VERDOIX N ERELDOD, F
Fary N OREEINCRD 2 VEEliZ HIEL T\ 5.
L L%Ads, V7 Yo7 Fdary b DICHIET
LHFEOMBEN W ICL ) EOREER SN TV D
PIEHL2TIE R, F2, WIZEoTERSNTW
BHFE ), BNRF 2 A b D OEEDRETIR - T
LTV L 2 TIE R,

o 2 ZHFROMBRE
F—OHETH RIS L > THEEIL DL Z DD
B, SR D HEEO B AR L, # L7250 MG:
JEOEIRE HEMLT A LWLV, £EEOHAIC
(I, lu) D SATE DD HFETEDOHFEOMEGSE & 14
UL B 7w,

o M3 FF¥aXry NOBMMLELSWIZX LH
RO E DZAL

K7 CHISTEME TR IS E SR L Fd o A
Y MCEENLHFEOMBEOSAIIR R B L 2
RELTWD., BARMEEEWHIRLL FEF2 A2 M
EGEIENDHFEOMBENR R > TR DLLEND 5.

4. o h

4.1 HERF1x2 EFE
MERF2ALMEA VT =2y FPTRESNLTWY
B HARGE CRlik SN 7o Z0RERSE, LARBRGHE, M
REMEE L L7z MRV U I RN, “ERRER
Y L Vo R F - — Fx 52 R Y PDF
JEA, Microsoft Word EalIZFRET 5 Z £ 2 f8E L,
MEFRERICEGINbDE Lz, T2, 943 THW
A=V T NI 2T OREDL T2 —ADFF2 AV |
DAL 50 R= VL ED FF 2 4 v b & L7z, 50 R—
VUEELZEHIE W X DM R T 5720
WD AREOHBL LD FF o 2 v NPRELEEZ
hHTHLH, A=V T NI TORLEL T2 —AD
FEFaXy MIARWHENTWELONIEEAER L,
BEICX 2B L o7, FFaxy o—E%
F 2 1TRT.

MR ERT HHEE W & L CHAREERAR [12]
Rz, HARFEERARICIE 141857 FED 45 ANL
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F 1 HARREGRISRBOIINER ARG
Table 1 Examples of abstract level and words in the
japanese dictionary.

e () | HaEs)

W, Ih, i
BAR, AR, TR

%=, Blg, £

S, T, Rk
R, dE, B%
I, S, EE
WA, WH, FEEE
WEH A, HARGE, B9
9 A, bEE, Eak

10 ik, AvTFF oA, E
11 I, B, Wi

12 AT, VAT, R

0~ O U W N

FEN, FNENOZFIC 1~12 BEOWMREAER S
NTWD, 1 EA R OIRM, 12 B b BRI 72 B
ETHDH. LFEBEICIE, TNENOERINICT DB
MEFRSN TS, HEFEERAROE 4 DEIZE T
NDLHFEO—FIZFR LIRS, R FFa X2 M2
BEvAT7 7)) r—a v RT3 A AT
TRAF BEBEE VTR L RO T F A M %1572, 55
N727 F A k25 MeCab ™ % Hv T4 3 & il L
2. B, MbhoFF 2 MIgste LTwns.
4.2 BWMEFIE

P 1, 2, 3K T AT 1, 2, 3 FE T A, 4
M LSRRI RIS 2 50HT, 5047 2 13 3FEOIMEE
ZBIT B0, 90 31d R o X > b O BAALE A
DFHIIZET 250 TdH H. MeCab 12 & V) 443 & HIF
SNFHEEE MBUHICE7 b 0% D = (df, -, d))
EF B, F0) LEEE W ICHIRE L(w) DEHRDTD
L5b0D% N = (n1, -,n.),n, €W &35,

o Hr1:IWIZXA D OEER
HIF) F¥oxr b DOHEEd, PEREFEW 2L
THEFRINTVBEEEZHLNIIT S, $72, W I
BWTERDD LHFED FF 2 A > b ORI
o TR WL NIIT 5.
TIE FFaxryb774 0812, HEY 2 HGE
DI L, HRFEHEEKR W THRENERZSNT
WHHEEOEIE r/p REH T A, /2, FXaxy
F DOFFERE AR - 725l 2> TV v E BT S
PICT A, FEFa Xy FO%E,S LT
300 7%, 600 &, 1200 FETXEIY, ZORXEIZBW
THETERSIN TV L HEOEHGO 54 2 W 5

(#%1) : https://code.google.com/p/mecab/
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Table 2 Documents and URLs.

ID %k (BB
URL ()

R-1 ABERAERTHROT VA Ly TH—E AL AT LB EROME
http://www.mlit.go.jp/jidosha/topics/oss/yoken_teigi.pdf

R-2 Xl PARTNER ¥ A7 A B @

http://www.jica.go.jp/announce/public/pdf/110809_opi_sum11.pdf

R-a (EEEENHREL S 27 4
http://www.cbl.or.jp/slc/pdf/rireki01.pdf

R-b #WEFILE L AT 28l EiFERE

http://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000120786.pdf

A-1 INBURILE S 2 7 LR

http://www.ya-chos.gr.jp/php/upf/kj1000192tmp1l.pdf

A-2 FEAERG SCE ML~ X 7 L HEARREET

https://www.pref.nagano.lg.jp/gijukan/kensei/nyusatsu/kokyokoji/bukyoku/documents/101014sankousyo.pdf

A-3  FINFE T PO AR A 7 L AR

http://www.pref.yamanashi.jp/toshokan/documents/system-kihonsekkei/documents/system-kihonsekkeisyo_2.pdf

A-4 EEEF AT L EREGHE

http://www.mhlw.go.jp/sinsei/chotatu/chotatu/shiyousho-an/d1/090327-1d.pdf

A-5 T EAEREC

BB TG MRS T JERE 520 JEAR AT &

http://mojikiban.ipa.go.jp/wp-content /uploads/2013/06 /pdf/PMT _Spec.pdf

A-6 TRAGIRER Y AT L ARG

http://www.dis.h.u-tokyo.ac.jp/byomei/dispack/latest /doc/disPACK-spec- 031002.pdf

A-7T  HPESER R Y AT o EARGHE

http://www.city.yokohama.lg.jp/shobo/koukai/ippan-nyuusatsu-pdf/shoubou.kihonnsekkeisyotou.pdf

Ab EREBELIES AT L8 EAREE

http://www.soumu.go.jp/main_content/000120786.pdf

D-1 SKEFEZM Y AT 4

http://www.openrtm.org/openrtm/sites/default/files /4724 /
_RH%E8%A9%B3%E7%B4%B0%E8%A8%AD%ES8%A8%83%E6%9IB%B805-10.pdf

D-a (FEBEEGEHREM Y AT 4 fHllEet v 7 by 27 70 s 7 AkaE

http://www.cbl.or.jp/slc/pdf/rireki25.pdf

F3 HHEFF2x2b

Table 3 Documents in the analysis.

ID | i) NV | W p | AR g | A | Ed D) Ak e | S
R-1 | EoRERE 59 22771 14200 1293 11917 1058
R-2 | ZoRESRH 100 72609 46392 2183 34419 1418
R-a | ZOREHRS 74 28539 15912 1596 13156 1244
R-b Ekmﬁﬂf 11 4524 1803 413 1398 320
A-1 56 21398 14651 1386 11381 997
A-2 60 13446 7923 1144 6522 861
A-3 67 20711 11538 1805 9756 1364
A-4 71 26563 18702 2036 14506 1510
A-5 80 28743 18346 1660 14262 1119
A-6 118 33066 23925 1367 14353 660
A-7 327 | 134450 93817 4291 79503 2450
A-b 86 32184 19268 1018 13915 669
D-1 70 8823 7316 799 2747 389
D-a | &5 n1u1—$ 56 28026 18002 1050 13457 381

MCT A, BRI, XYY v = 300,600,1200
IBWT Di(dy,- -, du—1), Da(dy, -+, dop—1), -+,
Do(d(o—1)v, > dp), (0—1)v <p <ov—1125HIL,

IBWTd, e W &% 5 di, D r; KD, X
BZEICHEE W TERSN TV LHEEOE S r /v %
Kob, HADFF2 XY MZEoTEZLR L7, 1200

FEEBBTRTFANOARDOEED 1 X—T1Z, 600
f@*&—vmf#xb%mwxoth—V%ﬁﬁ
24T 5. 3007 1/4 =V DT F A MIFEYHL,
M2 L DOEGEED D 1 R=IVHREEIZENS T 5.

o 21 ZEFEDOFE L LIFFOMPEDOH L
FHE & B AR i
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HiY 41 1 TSI LEREFE CERS N
B r 0o b, MEOHEPLEETH LW D
2§ 5. F72, RAMETHATRHAESRIC X 550
FHETIE, ZEEOMGE LM O 2O TRD 21T
MR LRV, G2 TEZ0E—%KE LT, The
NOFEFROMPEOFYE, HIE, RAME, kMl
EHWT, ZFEOMBEL KD, WOOHEIZLD
TEE S L Do A & T 5.
FIE N =(ni,-,n.) NIL, LEFETHBHHD
DHEEY, N = (ni, --,n,) L35, TG E
MER SN TV LFADOHFER r |G 543855 0F]
Gs/rkRkOB. N &, N=(n, -,n.) D)5,
L(ng) = (li,loy-,ln) Dudiu>2 E%5 n, 2
b%h. T2, NN DHb, &COREETIMRENF
Db DRV HEHE N = (], ,n) LT
5. N'IEN D95, Lng) = (li, -, lu,) IXBW
Tlhml= =1y, L55bDERVESEET
H5.

MG T M2 T RF¥axXy N D= (dy, - ,di, -,
dp) D dp WL, TR I(dy) ZFFE W Z Tk
D5E. U(dy) &, L(w) = (1,12, -+, 1) ZHWTKRD

EHE5.
0 dgWw ok X
Wde) =4 1 u=1Dk3 (1)
fll, - b)) u>20kx

flla, - ) ZENTHOMBEOFIME, b,
RAME, R E L, MRE L BBUHE O 51 & W
R5,

o SHr3A—VT7 b Y TORLELTIED FFa
AT N DM
B FEaxr bOBMLIZEY) FFRax s MTE
FNLHFEOMBPIEL NS D (BAMIZR ) 2
MRS A, W~V 7 b 2TORLZL2THE b (a®
FHHEBEDDHTLRE) OF*F2x b Dy, Dg &kt
L, Dsg DFH Do &0 bEMEKNLHELLEHED
PR O B . ZFRFRDOMBEELL T 2 & RIS,
e R, ANEHWTRD, SR RET S,
72, HMBUERE LR ORI ZFZDOY 7 by 2 TSR L
THRAAL Y (VAT ARV 7 by 2 TI2L DS
T2¥EE, it OHENEIN TV L0 ERT 5.
%B, FFEaAYMIIV T by Thxged s K
AL VOHGELEENDL., BAeDFAAL YO FF 2
Y hORETIE, BALIC X o> THIREIVNE L o
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TWVBLDH, KAAL UHPEL D 72D LA/ E
(o TnEDO0% I TELVWITREEDLH 5720,
f—=Y 7 727 ORZLZTHOFF2 X MDA
(R-a/D-a, R-b/A-b OHl) & L7-.

TNE Do/Dg % R-a/D-a, R-b/A-b & L, fM&RET
CWCHEEOMBE A R L ERE R T 5. R
W%z “Do & Dg OIS L OHFEO BB
FARECTH D L L, 71y ¥y DOIEMHEERE % %
WL, SAEND D LD EHEPOL, HREZ LD
HEEDO MR TRE CTH D L 1TV 2 VI
Do, Dg OBIT, MSENOHED HBE A % ks
L. F72, A FF2 A POZFRFRIZBWTCHEBUE
BEOKE 2 HEE (B4 10 i) oMBUEE %k, F
AA Y ORFEVIET HPHONITT 5.

5. M #ER

51 4% M 1

F¥ax > b DIZHBT 5 G (di,---,dp) D
B, W CHISREIER SN TV L HFEOEIE r/p
wRO HREEFKL4ITIRT. F¥a 22 b R-b, D-1
ZHROTHEEIERZR SN TV L HEOHE SIEEED
BB L TBBH 12 40~50% & % -72. R-b 128
WTHFADEEI/NECIHIE, o FFa 22 &
WL TR=VHEINE WL R HRIZEENS
R OEEPHAICRE» 572720 TH L. D-112
BT g OEEDTEWEENIE, D-1 128 THkRE
R, AV REFDPERN L CTHILRVPLHD 7272
DTHbB. ZNODHERHIFEEICBW TG E %%

4 FHFERIINT 245 (D), MREFEFR SN
%F (N) O#EE
Table 4 Percentages of Noun(D’) and Noun with de-
fined abstraction level(NV).

ID  MGEIERSNHE (r/p) %7 (¢/p)

R-1 0.523 0.624
R-2 0.474 0.639
R-a 0.461 0.558
R-b 0.309 0.399
A-1 0.532 0.685
A-2 0.485 0.589
A-3 0.471 0.557
A-4 0.546 0.704
A-5 0.496 0.641
A-6 0.434 0.724
A-7 0.591 0.698
A-b 0.432 0.599
D-1 0.311 0.829
D-a 0.480 0.642
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D-1.300 -  k----- T}
D-1_600 | P
D-1_1200 | F--C_ 1
D-a_300 o t--{I}--4m0
D-a_600 — ot--{J}4 oo
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#£5 SFEOMBIEDIRN
Table 5 Abstraction levels ranking in words with multiple meanings.
ZRFONE MBI BRD 5 it WK W
D (s/r) ®EOEEG (t/r)|1 2 3 4 5 6|1 2 3 4 5 6|1 2 3 4 5 6|1 2 3 4 5 6
R-1 0.599 0590 |8 7 6 9 5 8 79 6 5 8 9 7 6 10 5 6 8 7 9
R-2 0.674 0670 |6 8 9 7 5 6 8 9 7 5 9 8 7 6 10 6 5 8 7 9
R-a 0.685 06756 8 7 9 5 6 8 7 9 5 8 7 9 6 10 6 5 8 7 9 4
R-b 0.577 05496 7 8 9 5 6 7 9 8 5 8 9 7 6 10 6 5 8 7 9 4
A-1 0.578 0569 |8 6 9 7 5 6 9 8 7 5 9 8 6 7 10 6 8 5 9 7 4
A-2 0.628 06126 8 9 7 5 6 9 8 7 5 9 8 7 6 10 5/6 5 7 9 8 4
A-3 0.637 06238 6 7 9 5 8 6 9 7 5 9 8 7 6 10 6 8 7 9 5 4
A-4 0.644 06358 6 9 7 5 8 6 9 7 5 8 9 7 6 10 6 8 5 7 9 4
A-5 0.557 05508 6 7 9 5 8 6 7 9 5 8 9 6 7 10 6 8 7 5 9
A-6 0.632 06288 7 6 9 5 8 6 9 7 5 8 9 7 6 10 6 7 8 5 4 9
A-T 0.635 06328 9 6 7 5 8 9 6 7 5 9 8 6 7 10 6 8 7 5 9 4
A-b 0.628 06236 8 9 7 5 4|6 8 9 7 5 4/9 8 7 6 4 5|6 5 9 8 7 4
D-1 0.650 0634 |7 6 8 9 5 6 7 8 9 5 8 7 9 6 6 5 7 8 9
D-a 0.652 0649 |18 6 7 9 4 8 6 7 9 4 9 8 7 6 4 6 8 5 7 9 4
50% 50%
45% - 45%
40% - 40%
35% 35%
—~ 30% —~ 30%
T 254 W 25
~ 20% ~ 20%
15% 15% A
10% - 10% A
5% 1 . 5%
0% - A= 0%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
(Fh4 %) ()

X 5 (EEHEREE S AT 4 R-a/D-a TOHMGRE O 54
(% 5%aE © T3fL)
Fig.5 Distribution of abstraction level in documents
R-a and D-a (Average).
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X 6 FEEEHREH S AT L Ra/D-a (Ll PUOLfl)
Fig.6 Distribution of abstraction level in documents
R-a and D-a (Mean).
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Fig.8 Distribution of abstraction level in documents
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Fig.9 Distribution of abstraction level in documents
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Fig.10 Distribution of abstraction level in docu-
ments R-b and A-b (Maximum value).

# 6 R-a, D-a OREL T L OHBIEIE
Table 6 Frequency of abstraction level in document
R-a and D-a.

HRE

TH
R-a D-a

i
R-a D-a

fON:
R-a D-a

6, 7 DEET
8, 9 D&t

0.516 0.448
0.389 0.447

0.494 0.448
0.391 0.446

0.401 0.433
0.270 0.299

# 7 R-b, A-b OMIRET L OMBIEIE
Table 7 Frequency of abstraction level in document
R-b and A-b.

THRE

THIE
R-b  A-b

A
R-b  A-b

SN
Rb Ab

6, 7 DEET
8, 9 D&t

0.505 0.412
0.359 0.428

0.491 0.394
0.363 0.425

0.410 0.371
0.282  0.300
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# 8 R-a, D-a OWMBAIE LA HEE
Table 8 Top 10 frequent words in document R-a and D-a.

R-a D-a
MERT | HLEE EIESES MHEG | HEE EIESES MHE S
1| T 6,6, 7 0.0754 | TGk 6,6, 7 0.0662
2 | i 5,5, 6,8 0.0620 | & 5,5, 6,8  0.0428
3| & 5,6, 8 0.0349 | ID 4 0.0389
4 | JBIE 7,7 0.0258 | [XIH 9,9 0.0302
5| YAFLA 4,5,5,6,6  0.0194 | fUi% 7 0.0245
6 | Tl 8 0.0188 | ¥—7JV 9 0.0210
Tk 6 0.0187 | JE 7,7 0.0198
8| % 5,5, 7 0.0182 | B 8 0.0194
9 bD 4,57, 7 0.0115 | 1A 6,7, 8 0.0172
10 | #&B4 5,8 0.0111 | B8k 9,9 0.0169

# 9 R-b, A-b OB L0 KA
Table 9 Top 10 frequent words in document R-b and A-b.

R-b A-b

AT | HLRE eSS IMBIEE | HGE eSS HE S
1| 15 6,6, 7 0.0416 | THh 6,6, 7 0.0401
2| & 5,6,8 0.0287 | # 5,6, 8 0.0372
3| B 9 0.0258 | 1i§ 9,9 0.0284
4| 2=y 5 0.0244 | Bi% 9 0.0215
5 | R 8 0.0230 | #t 6,7,9,9 0.0202
6| YATL 4,5,5,6,6  0.0222 | A 8 0.0172
7 | e 9,9 0.0215 | B 4 0.0170
8 | Bt 6, 8 0.0215 | Y A7 4 4,5,5,6,6  0.0167
9 | dFH 8 0.0208 | T=v b 5 0.0167
10 | Rk 5,6, 6 0.0201 | #5 7 0.0152
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