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SEMANTIC ANALYSIS OF NATURAL LANGUAGE TEXTS:
ONTOLOGICAL APPROACH

The development of information (intelligent) learning systems, electronic document
management systems, web-oriented systems working with text information in natural language
has led to an increase in the volume of educational content and/or arrays of processed full-text
documents. All this requires new means of organizing access to information, many of which
should be classified as intelligent systems for knowledge processing. One of the effective
approaches to identifying and processing the meaning of educational content (and/or text
documents) is the use of ontologies.

The purpose of the article is research, analysis of various approaches to determining
the semantic content of texts in natural language, consideration of existing concepts of text
analysis and prospects for using the proposed ontological approach to semantic analysis
of texts in natural language

Research methods are methods of semantic analysis of the main concepts of the analyzed
subject area (semantic analysis of texts in natural language). The article considers an approach
to the linguistic analysis of texts based on ontological modeling.

The novelty of the research is the application of the proposed ontological approach to the
semantic analysis of texts in natural language to determine the meaning (semantics) of text
information, which is used in intelligent systems of various classes.

The conclusion of theresearch carried outinthearticleis as follows: an ontological approach
to the semantic analysis of natural language text, its tasks and methods is proposed. The use
of the proposed approach to text analysis leads to the understanding of semantic analysis as
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a single triad: <Ontology — Text — Meaning>. For effective and correct extraction of knowledge,
it is suggested to use a multi-level ontology. The result of the interaction of a specific natural
language text with an ontology is an ontological meaning — a set of interconnected subgraphs
of the ontograph.

The ontological content is extracted from the ontograph using a semantic analyzer.
The dialogue processor examines the syntactic tree of sentence parsing (a connected element
of the natural language text) and, based on the given question, finds a fragment in the text
that is the answer to the question. Computer understanding (in information or intellectual
systems) of natural language text is achieved, in particular, by: immersion of the text in a single
environment of knowledge — ontology; formal presentation of meaning (semantics) in the
knowledge base of the corresponding system; the possibility of operations on the ontological
content. The proposed approach can be used to create intelligent information repositories that
work in a single knowledge environment.

The proposed approach to the semantic analysis of texts in natural language is focused
on the automatic extraction of metadata from texts of various nature (for example, a text
document, Internet content, educational content of relevant online courses, description
of computer and board games). With further development of the proposed approach, it can be
used in systems of automatic referencing of scientific publications, meaningful interpretation
of multimedia content, training and testing (including elements of visual display of information
and elements of gamification).

Keywords: natural language text; linguistic analysis of natural language text; semantic
analysis of natural language text; ontology; subject area; knowledge base, ontograph.

Introduction. The development of information (intelligent) learning systems,
electronic document management systems, web-oriented systems working with text
information in natural language has led to an increase in the volume of educational
(training) content and/or arrays of processed full-text documents (Atzeni and Atzori,
2018; Maulud et al., 2021).

All this requires new means of organizing access to information, many of which
should be classified as intelligent systems for knowledge processing (Tkachenko, 2024;
Li, 2020; Tkachenko et al., 2020). One of the effective approaches to identifying and
processing the meaning of educational content (and/or text documents) is the use
of ontologies (Semantic Analysis, n.d.).

The problems of linguistic analysis of natural language texts to determine their
meaning (semantics) and the development of corresponding ontologies, algorithms
for linguistic (including syntactic and semantic) analysis of texts require their solution,
and their relevance is beyond doubt.

To solve these problems, it is proposed to form an ontology of the subject area
(SA), reflecting the collection of fragments of the natural language text (for example,
some text document, Internet content, educational content of relevant online
courses, descriptions of computer and board games (text documents), and/or full-text
documents), representing natural language texts.

The formed ontology contributes to solving current problems of linguistic (in
particular, semantic) analysis of natural language texts, in particular, determining the
meaning (semantics) of the analyzed texts.
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The work examines the essence of linguistic (in particular, semantic) analysis
of natural language texts.

The main goal of the article is research, analysis of different approaches to determining
the semantic content of texts in natural language, consideration of existing concepts of text
analysis and prospects for using the proposed ontological approach to semantic analysis
of texts in natural language.

Natural language texts can be, for example, text documents, Internet content,
educational content of relevant online courses, descriptions of computer and board games.

The tasks of the research, in particular, are:

— analysis of modern approaches to linguistic analysis of texts in natural language;

— consideration of the essence of semantic analysis of texts in natural language;

— the use of an ontological approach to determining the semantics of texts in the
semantic analysis of texts, which is based, in particular, on the fact that:

e each text (text fragment) is a set of terms of the concepts of the corresponding SA;

¢ the set of fragments of texts in natural language is divided into subsets of texts
that are close in content (so-called clusters), thereby obtaining groups of terms
of concepts of the same topic;

e establishment of relationships between terms and concepts (each term
is characterized by its own weight (priority). Terms with a weight greater than the
average determine the terms of the ontology, and the terms of the concepts with the
maximum weight are chosen as concepts.

Methods of linguistic analysis of natural language texts are diverse and depend on
the problem being solved in the problem domain.

The following can be distinguished:

— methods of syntactic analysis of natural language texts;

— methods of morphological analysis of natural language texts;

— methods of semantic processing of texts, which are aimed at:

e "linguistic transformations" (for example: translation into a foreign language
and back; summary; note-taking; thesis presentation; annotation);

e "knowledge extraction" (for example: message classification, answering
guestions, contextual translation and understanding of discourses (Sowa, 2002)) based
on the use of artificial intelligence (Al) methods, in particular, conceptual analysis
methods. In this case, the following problems can be distinguished: 1) synthesis
of knowledge representation systems — ontologies; 2) development of systems
of semantic analysis and machine "understanding" of texts using ontologies.

The first problem is solved by different approaches, for example:

— automatic extraction of knowledge substructure in the problem domain from
the corpus of professional NL texts, when formal-logical and syntactic analysis tools
are used to synthesize the ontology (Palagin, 2008);

— development of knowledge structures with the help of experts and knowledge
engineers, when textbooks, recent publications and other manuals on describing the
problem domain serve as a ready-made base for ontology developers (Mochalova and
Mochalov, 2016; Fu et al. 2014; Eremin, 2008; Gavrilova and Voinov, 2007).

The approach to solving the second problem is as follows (Gladun et al., 2009):
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If the description of the situation presented in the text can be achieved by purely
linguistic means, then understanding the situation is possible beyond the linguistic
resource of the text — by mobilizing cognitive efforts and individual knowledge of a
person. A coherent perception of the text is possible only through its understanding
(Lanin, 2015; Sanfilippo, 2018; List, 2018).

Research results. Understanding people is based on matching external information
with their cognitive model of the world, and «computer understanding» is based on
displaying information in a specific and formally defined system of knowledge. When
machine processing a natural language text, it is necessary to find a projection of the
text onto a computer ontology.

Ontology defines terms used to describe and represent knowledge of SA.
Ontologies include definitions of the main concepts of the SA and the relationships
between them that are accessible for computer processing (Gelfert, 2017).

Formally, ontology O,, can be defined as a set (Tkachenko et al., 2020)

OSA =<DL, C, FL, FC, Rh>,

where D, ={(T, r)}(i=1,..., n)is a dictionary of terms of problems of concepts;

T is a term (possibly for several words), r is the rating of the term T, relative to
other terms of the concept.

Cis aset of concepts, C={C}(i=1,..., m).

F,(L)—> Cisthe function of interpreting terms T, of the problem under consideration.

F, associates a set of terms from the dictionary D, with a certain subset of concepts.

F.(C)—> D, is the function of interpreting concepts, which matches the concepts C
with a set of terms from the dictionary D,.

R, is a set of the hierarchical relations between concepts from the set C.

The specific task of Al is as follows. The natural language text is given, its semantic
analysis ("understanding") implies, in particular, the definition of: topic, content,
message intention, communicative meaning.

Machine understanding of natural language text is an Al paradigm. To obtain the
formal (computer) meaning of natural language texts, it is necessary to conduct the
corresponding semantic analysis of these texts.

For such an analysis, it is necessary to consider a system of semantic analysis
of natural language texts, which should provide for and combine the following basic
procedures:

— grammatical analysis;

— interaction of the text with the ontology,

— obtaining the result — formal understanding of the text through the ontology;

— definition/clarification of the meaning of the text.

The proposed technology of linguistic (especially semantic) analysis implies
achieving better mutual understanding between the author of the text and its consumer
through a certain intelligent system, a common knowledge base and language.

Natural language text is a linguistic, informational and cultural phenomenon
that is relevant for a given period of existence of society and can be in demand by
descendants.
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It follows that the text material is initially "immersed" in a certain universal system
of accumulation and interpretation of knowledge, in which it itself was generated.

The text is generated both individually and collectively and can be claimed
individually or collectively. This means that the content ("semantic content") of the text
is often multifaceted (multilevel), and each level has its own depth of presentation.

Performing the communication function, the text should be displayed in the
user's (knowledge consumer's) knowledge base and interact with it. We will call the
concentrated expression of knowledge the meaning of the natural language text.

The meaning must be extracted in order to work with it, store and cherish it, since
it contains a certain author's intent, an intellectual resource and is a continuation
of the corresponding natural language text. Extracting the meaning is not a one-time
communication operation.

It is possible to fully or almost fully reveal the content resource of the natural
language text only by repeatedly accessing it. This is the active function of the natural
language text, which is used for its deep semantic analysis.

The system that performs semantic analysis of natural language texts must meet
the following requirements:

— The partners of intellectual communication, together with the text, are
immersed in a single computer environment of ontological knowledge.

— Linguistic processing of the source text (morphological, syntactic and semantic
analysis of sentences) is necessary to identify terms that carry the content load.

— The result of computer semantic analysis of a coherent natural language text
must be a formal/adapted text expressing its semantic content.

— The system must ensure control over the degree of adequacy of expression
of thoughts expressed by the author of the natural language text (in some cases, the
author may be the system itself).

— The system must be able to repeatedly activate the text for a more accurate
definition of the meaning of the natural language text.

Thus, the potential capabilities of the natural language text are realized using
analysis through ontology and/or active dialogue.

Providing functions for semantic analysis of natural language text within the
framework of the corresponding information system presupposes, in particular:

— mutual understanding of communication partners, which is ensured by
a unified system for representing knowledge accumulated in society; the contextual
environment of communication can be a hierarchical ontology, which can be expanded
and supplemented by a multitude of already existing subject-oriented ontologies;

— preliminary parsing of the text performed by the so-called linguistic analyzer,
focused on the semantic analysis of ordinary text information (for example, in the
linguistic model "Meaning-Text" there are several levels of expression representation,
including syntactic, morphological and semantic. The linguistic analyzer must perform
a whole range of actions, among which the following should be highlighted: building
a syntactic parsing tree, identifying the main (so-called "core") sentence constructions
of the natural language text, building relationships, defining "significant/essential/
important" lexical groups (for example, keywords of the natural language text);
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— extracting the meaning from the text, which is formalized through ontology —
the set of subgraphs of the conceptual graph;

— identifying the meaning in the natural language text is performed by the
semantic analyzer; 7

— correction of the natural language text by the author, who can compare the
result of automatic meaning extraction with his understanding.

— the presence of a dialogue mode, which is implemented in the natural language
by a dialogue processor, when the meaning can change, which is a reason for adjusting
the ontology.

In the system that performs semantic analysis of natural language text, ontologies
play a leading role. Ontology, as a system for displaying a common knowledge space
(some authors call this space "general intelligence" (Lytvyn et al., 2018; Hermann et
al,, 2015)), allows interpreting text information in the language of common knowledge
and unites the trinity <author —text—consumer>into a single intellectual environment.

The system that performs semantic analysis of natural language text is based on
a multi-level ontology that has the following features:

1) knowledge of several levels is combined within the single structure: the
highest level of abstraction, the middle level — public knowledge and the lower level —
professional knowledge;

2) work with specific natural language texts;

3) the result of knowledge extraction from the text is the so-called "ontological
meaning", which can be formalized and then processed in the corresponding
information (or intelligent) system.

Multi-level ontology — conceptual ontological graph (ontograph) — the way
of semantic (at the level of concepts used) representation of situations and knowledge
in models of understanding the natural language, decision-making, reasoning, etc.

The nodes of the ontograph are lexical units — words of the natural language,
which are considered as categories and concepts.

Categories and concepts are concepts that act as elements of the so-called
«conceptual language» in lexical semantics.

Ontology can be considered as a pyramid of conceptual knowledge, in which
concepts have varying degrees of generalization. The most abstract categories form
the upper level of ontology. The concepts of the middle level form the descriptive
continuum of knowledge (for example, knowledge base of SA), revealing the meanings
of the upper-level categories through more frequently used vocabulary.

At the lower level are:

1) concepts that denote the concepts of everyday life, familiar objects and
situations;

2) concepts that are related to professional knowledge of SA (for example, in the
SA "Modeling a knowledge system" — this is a concept, relation, ontology, model,
ontograph).

The nodes of the ontograph are connected by associative links. The orientation
of the links in the graph is directed from concepts of the higher level of generalization
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down to the concepts that characterize them. The concept of "the meaning of the
situation” is interpreted differently in different disciplines.

The meaning is related to the goals of communication, is understood (explained)
as the "structure of the situation", is associated with the category of "understanding"
of the natural language text. The meaning can be described by a set of denotates freed
from emotional, modal, pragmatic, stylistic and other shades.

Automation of the processes of semantic analysis of natural language texts
stimulates the development of computational linguistics (CL) and computer models
(for example, semantic networks, graph and hierarchical models, frame models, neural
networks and, of course, ontological models). CL is the branch of linguistics in which
the information technologies and computer science are applied to the analysis (in
particular, lexical, semantic, syntactic) and synthesis of natural language.

Methods of CL are mainly reduced to morphological interpretation, operations on
syntax and semntics. The result of semantic analysis of the natural language text is its
formalized representation, the so-called "formalized meaning".

If we analyze the natural language text using an ontology, which is the knowledge
structure corresponding to the problem of SA (domain), then the result will be
concentrated knowledge that correlates with the text. The conceptual filter of the
ontology yields the «conceptual (ontological) meaning».

An elementary meaning is defined with the help of the pair of ontograph nodes.
Links can only record the fact of interaction between two words (for example, bee —
insect, passenger — train, enterprise — industry).

An ontograph consists of the set of elementary meanings related to each other,
which enter into permitted combinations. The connected part of the ontograph,
connecting two nodes, forms the subgraph; when the directions of links (arrows) in it
change to the opposite (from bottom to top), the subgraph chain is formed.

The chain of related elementary meanings, which begins at some "active" node
and ends at the top of the ontology, forms an ontological chain of the active node.
The chain, allocated by the active node on the ontograph, is called the ontological
meaning of the active word.

The process of detecting the ontological meaning of the active (input) word begins
with the allocation of the so-called "keyword" in the sentence of the natural language
text. If such the word is present in the ontograph, then it makes the neighboring
concept active and this continues until the exit to the higher levels of the ontology.

The result of such the process is an ordered sequence of related concepts, which
determines the formal ontological meaning of the input word in the model under
consideration for the specific SA. For example, the following keywords are allocated
in the sentence: bee and nectar.

The corresponding conceptual chains will be constructed for them:

1) bee —Insect — Flight — Movement —Life;

2) nectar — Food - Life.

The connections in such a representation do not yet have an ontological meaning,
therefore it is necessary to fix only the connection of the pair of objects.
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Further, if the keywords are in the same sentence, then a new connection bee ->
nectar will be automatically constructed, which was absent in the ontology.

As the result, the linear format of ontological meaning looks like this:

bee (insect, flight, movement, life) —> nectar (food, life.

Links can be interpreted by repeated reference to the text (the bee collects nectar).

Depending on the goals of semantic analysis, chains can be shortened by using
abstract categories. Chains can be linear or branched. The result of the complete
review of the natural language text is the set of semantic trajectories, which can be
considered as the so-called "semantic portrait of the text".

Ontological meaning can be the goal and result of semantic analysis of the natural
language text, because, in particular:

— keywords in the semantic chain are extracted from the natural language text;

— keywords are placed in the context of general knowledge, which is organized as
an ontology;

— the set of semantic chains gives a brief formalized description of the natural
language text (the text fragment of educational content or e-document) — the
"semantic portrait text" in terms of general knowledge.

The ontological meaning extracted by information (or intelligent) system from
the natural language text (for example, the certain text document, Internet content,
educational content of relevant online courses, descriptions of computer and
board games) becomes an element of the knowledge base, which is available to all
communication partners.

Having formally defined the ontological meaning, we can talk about the so-called
"computer understanding of the natural language text", which implies, in particular:

— identifying the so-called "author's intent" (with the help of an information
system that uses the corresponding ontology);

— interpreting the "author's intent" within the knowledge system of the
information (or intelligent) system itself;

— performing certain actions on the meaning, in particular, providing it with the
natural language grammatical interpretation (often in the language of the consumer
of knowledge and meanings).

Such computer understanding requires the presence of the following triple:

<Ontology — Text — Meaning>.

The graphical structures of the trio support the process of understanding the text,
as they help to obtain answers to the main questions of understanding, for example:
— "What is common between software engineering and computer science?";

— "What is the difference between a game of entertainment and a game
of learning?".

In this case, the answers are given at the conceptual level of general knowledge —
in the metalanguage of ontology.

The ontological meaning, which is a product of the semantic analysis of the
natural language text, is realized in the form of trajectories that make the transition to
an active state with the help of keywords selected in the natural language text.
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The trajectories are ordered by the time of their appearance, they are semantically
interconnected by natural language text fragments (one phrase, paragraph, section,
etc.). Some keywords begin to interact only through common concepts of higher level.

Among all the trajectories, there are those that intersect and partially merge, and
their concepts can intersect in different combinations and with different frequencies.

The value of identifying the ontological meaning is that it helps to obtain at least
the most general and schematic, but quite adequate understanding of the essence
of the natural language text.

If we use the approach considered in the simplified form to organize the dialogue,
then the linguistic analyzer should be modernized.

When constructing a syntactic parsing tree of the sentence, the connections
between the members of the sentence (arrows between tree nodes) should be put
in correspondence with questions (indexed with questions), for example, such as:
who, who does what, what does, where, when, which, how much, why, how, etc.

Such indexing creates an appropriate linguistic base for the dialogue.

Questions to the text, formulated by the user, activate the corresponding
groups of words that form the answer and thereby reveal the deep meaning of the
communication situation, using the established ontological meaning of the natural
language text.

Conclusions. The proposed approach to semantic analysis (one of the types
of linguistic) of natural language text, to the tasks of its semantic analysis, methods
and result of processing natural language text leads to a single triad: <Ontology —
Text — Meaning>.

The main task of semantic analysis of natural language text is to extract
concentrated knowledge relevant to the author's intention, adequately reflecting it
with the help of corresponding natural language texts.

For effective and correct extraction of knowledge, the work proposes to use
a multi-level ontology — the conceptual system for representing general knowledge
about both the world and the problem area under consideration.

The result of the interaction of specific natural language text with ontology
is ontological meaning is the set of interconnected subgraphs of the ontograph. The
ontological meaning is extracted from the ontograph using the so-called semantic
analyzer.

For a more in-depth research of the content of the natural language text (for
example, some text document, Internet content, educational content of relevant online
courses, descriptions of computer and board games), the dialogue processor is used,
which examines the syntactic parsing tree of the sentence (the coherent element
of the natural language text) and, based on the given question, finds a fragment in the
text that serves as a specific answer to the user's question.

Computer understanding (in information or intelligent systems) of the natural
language text is achieved, in particular, due to:

1) immersion of the text in a single knowledge environment — ontology;

2) formal representation of the meaning in the knowledge base of the
corresponding information (or intelligent) system;
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3) the possibility of operations on the ontological meaning.

The proposed approach can be used to form databases, archive electronic
documents, index them, classify them and search on the Internet. In addition, it can be
used as the basis for creating intelligent information repositories (not only databases,
but also knowledge base) operating in a single knowledge environment.

The proposed approach to linguistic, namely semantic, analysis of natural language
texts is focused on the automatic extraction of metadata from natural language texts
of various natures (for example, some text document, Internet content, educational
content of relevant online courses, descriptions of computer and board games (text
documents)).

With further development of the proposed approach, it can be used in systems, for
example, automatic abstracting of scientific publications, meaningful interpretation
of multimedia content, training and testing (including with elements of visual display
of information and elements of gamification).
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CEMAHTUYHWIN AHANI3 TEKCTIB MPUPOAHOIO MOBOIO:
OHTONOTIYHUIA NIAXIA

Po3BUTOK iHpOpMaLiNHUX (iHTeNeKTyaNbHUX) CUCTEM HaBYAHHA, CUCTEM ENEKTPOHHOro
JOKYMeHTOObiry, Be6-0pieHTOBaHUX CUCTEM, LLLO MPALOIOTb 3 TEKCTOBOK iHOPMALLED Npu-
POAHOK MOBOIO, NMPU3BIB A0 36iMblIeHHA 06cAriB HaBYaIbHOTO KOHTEHTY Ta/abo macuBis 06-
pobneHnx NOBHOTEKCTOBMX JOKYMEHTIB. Bce Lie BUMarae HoBuMx 3acobis opraHisadii goctyny
[0 iHbopmaLii, 6araTo 3 AKMX CAif BiAHECTU A0 iHTeNEeKTyalbHUX cucTem 06pobKM 3HaHb. Oa-
HUM i3 eEKTUBHUX NiAXOAIB 40 iaeHTUdIKaLii Ta 06pobKM CeHCy HaBYaNbHOTO KOHTEHTY (i/abo
TEKCTOBUX AOKYMEHTIB) € BUKOPUCTAHHA OHTO/OFIMN.

MeTolo cTaTTi € OCNIAMKEHHSA, aHANI3 PiI3HUX NiAXOAIB A0 BU3HAYEHHA CEMAHTUYHOIO Ha-
NMOBHEHHA TEKCTIB MPUPOAHOIO MOBOID, PO3MNAL iICHYOUMX KOHLUENLiN aHani3y TeKCTiB i nep-
CNEeKTUB BUKOPUCTAHHSA 3aNpONOHOBAHOMO OHTO/MOMYHOrO MNiAX04Y A0 CEMAHTMYHOMO aHanisy
TEKCTiB NPUPOLHOI0 MOBOIO.

MeTogaamu AocnigKeHHA € METOAM CEMAHTUYHOTO aHaNi3y OCHOBHWUX NOHATb aHA/i30BaHOI
npeaMeTHOI ranysi (ceMaHTUYHOrO aHai3y TEKCTiB NPUPOAHLOI MOBOO). Y CTaTTi pO3MNAAaETbCA
niAaxig, 40 NiHrBICTUYHOrO aHani3y TEKCTIB, WO 6a3yeTbCsA HAa OHTONOMNYHOMY MOZE/IHOBaHHI.

HoBu3HOO pocnigKeHHA € 3aCTOCyBaHHA 3aNpOMNOHOBAHOrO OHTONOTNYHOMO Migxo4y A0
CEMAHTUYHOrO aHai3y TEKCTIB MPUPOLHOI MOBOI A/11 BU3HAUYEHHSA CEHCY (CEMAaHTUKM) Tek-
CTOBOT iIHPOPMaLLii, AKA BUKOPUCTOBYETLCA B iIHTENEKTYaIbHUX CUCTEMAX Pi3HUX KNacis.

BUCHOBOK pocnigKeHHA, NpoBeaeHOoro y CTaTTi, No/Ara€ B HaCTYyNHOMY: 3anNpOMNOHOBaHO
OHTOJIOFYHMI NiAXia, 4O CEMAaHTUYHOIO aHani3y TEKCTY NPUPOAHOI MOBM, A0 MOrO 3aBAaHb Ta
MeToZiB. BUKOPMUCTAaHHA 3anNpONOHOBAHOrO NiAXoAy A0 aHani3y TEKCTiB NPMBOAUTb A0 PO3y-
MiHHA CEMaHTUYHOrO aHani3y AK eauHOI Tpiaam: <OHTONOriA — TeKcT — 3HayeHHA>. [na edek-
TUBHOTO Ta KOPEKTHOTO BU/TYYEHHS 3HaHb Y PO6OTi NPONOHYETLCA BUKOPMCTOBYBATM Baratopis-
HEeBY OHTOOTit0. Pe3ynbTaToOM B3aEMOAIT KOHKPETHOrO TEKCTY NPUPOAHOI MOBU 3 OHTONOTIEID
€ OHTO/IOTIYHUI CEHC — CYKYMHICTb B3AEMOMNOB’A3aHUX Nigrpadis oHTorpada.

OHTONOTIYHUIA 3MICT BUTATYETHCA 3 OHTOrPada 33 JONOMOro CEMAHTUYHOTO aHani3aTopa.
[Jianorosunit npoLecop AOCNIAKYE CUHTAaKCUUYHE AepeBO PO3bopy peyeHHs (38’A3HOro enemeH-
Ta TEKCTY NPUPOAHOT MOBM) i HA OCHOBI 3aZ,@HOrO 3aNUTaHHA 3HAaXo4UTb GPArMeHT Yy TEKCTi,
AKMI € BiANOBIAA Ha 3anMTaHHA. Komn’toTepHe po3yMmiHHA (B iHOOPMALLIMHUX UM iIHTENEKTY-
aNbHUX CUCTEMAX) TEKCTY NPUPOAHOT MOBM AOCAFAETHCA, 30KPEMA, 33 PaXYHOK: 3aHYPEHHA TeK-
CTY B €AMHE CepefoBuLLe 3HaHb — OHTO/IOriI0; GopMasibHe NpeacTaBAeHHA CEHCY (CEMaHTUKM)
B 6a3i 3HaHb BiANOBIAHOI CUCTEMU; MOXKAUBICTb ONepaLLiit HaZ OHTONOTIYHMUM 3MiCTOM.
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3anponoHoBaHWM Niaxig moye OyTW BUKOPUCTAHWUW AN CTBOPEHHA iHTENEKTyaslbHUX
cxoBuL, iHpopMaL,ii, AKi NpautooTb B EAMHOMY CepenoBuLli 3HaHb.3anpPoONoOHOBaHUI Niaxia,
[0 CEMaHTUYHOrO, aHani3y TEKCTiB NPUPOLHOI MOBOH 30CEPEANKEHUM HA aBTOMATUYHOMY
BU/IlYYEHHI MeTaZaHUX i3 TEKCTiB pi3HOi npupoau (HanpuKaagd, TEKCTOBOTO AOKYMEHTA, IH-
TEPHET-KOHTEHTY, HaBYa/IbHOTO KOHTEHTY BiANOBIAHWX OHAAMH-KYPCiB, ONMCY KOMM IOTEPHUX
Ta HacTinbHUX irop). Mpu noganbloOMy PO3BUTKY 3aNPOMNOHOBAHOO NiAXOAY BiH MOXe BUKO-
pUCTOBYBATUCA B CMCTEMax aBTOMATUYHOro pedepyBaHHA HayKoBMX NybiKaLii, 3mMiCTOBHOT
iHTepnpeTauii MynbTUMEZiAHOrO KOHTEHTY, HaBYaHHA Ta TECTYBAHHA (B TOMY YNC/i 3 eNemMeH-
Tamu Bi3yanbHOro BigobparkeHHs iHpopmalii Ta enemeHTamm rerimidikau,ii).

KntouoBi cnoBa: npupoLHOMOBHUI TEKCT; NiHFBICTUYHMIA aHaNi3 NPUPOAHOMOBHOTIO TEK-
CTY; CEMAHTUYHWIN aHaNi3 NPUPOSHOMOBHOIO TEKCTY; OHTO/IOrA; NpeameTHa obnactb; 6asa
3HaHb; OHTOrpad.
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