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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to construct metaphor
generation model represent a process where an ex-
pression consisting of a target (X) is modified by cer-
tain features to become a metaphorical expression of
the form "target (Y) like vehicle (X)”.

per, it is assumed that the process consists of can-

In this pa-

didate generation process and evaluation process. In
the candidate generation process, candidate nouns for
vehicles are estimated from input expressions. In the
evaluation process, the candidate nouns are evalu-
ated based on the similarities between the meanings
of metaphors including the candidate nouns and the
meaning of the input expressions.
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