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Abstract

This paper is dealing with several problems related
to the integration of the two following resources,
Wordnet (Fellbaum 1998) andLe Dictionnaire
Integral – LDI (Dutoit 1992). The LDI project
began in 1988 in France and is based on different
principles and goals from Wordnet. Nevertheless,
LDI and WordNet have much in common and their
integration is possible and highly expected so as
to share the information contained in these two
models. In the first section we will see in what
extent the two linguistic models differ and we will
mention some of the reasons of their differences.
The two implemented technical data models are
schematised and compared. In a second section we
explain the integration tasks of the two models and
the actual state of the integration process. In the
conclusion, we see how it will soon be possible to
consult the resulting merge and how to update the
data on the Internet.

WordNet and LDI

Many issues are treated differently in WordNet
and in LDI. These issues will be introduced
through very simple examples and polysemy will
be deliberately avoided. The first problem con-
cerns the number of hypernyms or other descrip-
tors needed to describe what is called a word-
meaning. Should the wordyen be classified in
the Japan area or in themonetary unitarea?
Making it possible to access to a word-meaning
unit from any semantic compounds correspond-
ing to its meaning was a major goal of LDI.
Therefore in LDI a word-meaning unit likeyen
stands in themonetary unitclass as well as in the
Japandomain. More precisely, in LDI no entry is
monohierarchical. Concerning domains, no entry
is monoaxial.

Another issue is the number of hypernyms for
one word-meaning. According to us one word-
meaning may have several hypernyms. On the
contrary, Wordnet provides most of the times only
one direct synset of hypernyms:
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