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Abstract

Abstract

Sentence-level Chinese language processing is a fundamental module for applica-
tions of natural language processing (NLP). It includes Chinese morphological parsing,
syntactic parsing and semantic parsing, where morphological analysis consists of word
segmentation and POS-tagging, syntactic parsing has two major tasks: constituent pars-
ing and dependency parsing, and semantic parsing refers to Chinese semantic dependen-
cy parsing in this paper. There is a hierarchy structure between these tasks. For a given
Chines sentence, we usually conduct word segmentation first, and then POS-tagging, and
thirdly constituent parsing or syntactic dependency parsing, and finally semantic depen-
dency parsing.

Traditional methods process the above tasks by their state-of-the-art models inde-
pendently. We usually call these methods by pipeline methods. They have two major
drawbacks. First, they suffer the error propagation problem, where the errors in lower-
layer tasks will spread to higher-layer tasks. Second, since they optimize a single model
locally, lower-layer tasks can not use the information from higher-layer tasks. Because
of the two problems, many researchers pay more attention to joint models, which process
multiple adjacent tasks with a single model, so that the above problems can be avoided
and improved performances can be achieved. Another advantage is that the joint models
can facilitate language researchers to understand the relations between different tasks. In
this paper, we study the joint models based on four points, as shown in the following:

1. We propose character-level models for Chinese syntactic parsing, so that the
morphological and syntactic parsing can be processed jointly. For Chinese, majority
words can have internal structures, which have been largely neglected in past works.
Based on the internal structures of words, we extend the word-based syntax trees into
character-level trees. And also we extend word-based syntactic parsing algorithms, so
that the character-level trees can be handled. We consider both the constituent and depen-
dency syntactic parsing. Final results show that our character-level parsing can achieve
best performances. Specially, our character-level parsing models can analyze the internal
structures of Chinese words. Our model can parse the internal words structures with an

accuracy over 90% assuming words are correctly identified .
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2. We propose a joint model for syntactic and semantic dependency parsing. The
representation of sentence-level semantics is a controversial problem. We suggest the se-
mantic dependency parsing, because it is simple and easy to use. First we describe the
Chinese semantic dependency parsing and related specifications, and then we try to val-
idate it by comparisons with another popular semantic representation method, semantic
role labeling (SRL). Second, we propose a joint model for semantic and syntactic depen-
dency parsing. In the experiments, we demonstrate the characteristics and reasonableness
of the Chinese semantic parsing, and then show that our joint model can achieve better
performances for Chinese syntactic and semantic dependency parsing.

3. We propose a high-efficiency and high-performance joint model for Chinese POS-
tagging and syntactic dependency parsing. The mainstream models for joint POS-tagging
and dependency parsing are graph-based, transition-based and constituent-based model-
s, where the model with the highest efficiency can only achieve a speed of below 10
sentences per second. We use model integration and uptraining together to achieve our
purpose. On the one hand, we exploit stacked learning to integrate the three models. ob-
taining a very high performance joint model. On the other hand, we use uptraining to add
a large scale of auto-parsed sentences by the integrated model into the training data set of
a simple and fast joint model. Final results show that our final joint model can achieve a
speed of 120 sentences per second, with little decreases in performances compared with
the baseline models.

4. We propose a combined type- and token-annotation to improve the domain adap-
tion capability a joint word segmentation and POS-tagging model. Experimental results
show that the tagging accuracy of a joint word segmentation and POS-tagging model well
trained on news domain corpus has decreases of over 10% when applied to a literature
domain. Corpus annotation is the most effective method for the problem. But how to
annotate a corpus for domain adaption with the most efficiency? We investigate two an-
notation strategies: type-annotation and token-annotation. Both are effective ways for the
problem. The two methods have advantages and disadvantages in different ways. Pre-
vious strategies show that type-annotation can be better in some special conditions. In
this paper we suggest a combination of the two strategies. Final results show that this
combination can achieved best performances under a fixed cost.

In conclusion, this dissertation actually considers three problems that have close

relations with joint models. These problems are gradually higher-level for joint models.
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Abstract

First we consider the modeling methods, a most basic problem. The first two works of
our paper aim for this problem, which implement the joint morphological-syntactic and
the joint syntactic-semantic models, respectively. Second since the joint models are more
complex than the pipeline models, which make the decoding speed much slower. Thus the
balance between the performance and the efficiency is an important problem. We study
the problem by the third work of this paper, taking joint POS-tagging and dependency
parsing as an example. Finally, the fourth work of our paper aims to domain adaptation,
which is a popular problem in NLP. The problem is challenging and still unresolved.
Thus we take the simplest joint model (joint word segmentation and POS-tagging) as an

example to study the problem.

Keywords: Word Segmentation; POS-Tagging; Character-Level Chinese Parsing; Chi-

nese Semantic Dependency Parsing; Joint Models
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AT aHEm T —ANaE, NmAEET —ANIRE, BRERIRT %, BRRA
R AT as e AT R BL A — D H S R AT BR ARk 5 & A B =
I 5 2 H BT — PR RARS ARG A, 7 B 25 T 500 i 5% R ARk 215 &8
B LA, AR A8 R SR RE AR B 4 Jm LA, T HL 980 SR AR I R A —Fh
FERAE O, BUAE RN TS O, PR AE 38 R B Re A5 B 4 i M RE

RENTETEBRNEETEMNSHN NG T E EXHROER
I, — R A REE, BN — DN ERRA, T 2Ky — N8
B, FAKE) 7 S B AT LR FH B RO 3 28 30325 838 S 7] & AL(Support Vector
Machine, SVM)HBVEB Ol sef T AR 48 2 B0E,  — MR A FH A 4 1) IR N s SRV 4
AP AT RS, FE MRS B R, an R R I IR A A AR A A AT AR
A —ANIRAS AL BN, WU REAEACEE R AT B, 0 — MR 7 4 B N 2% R 4 3
FEERS 58 B 2 S5 A AT BE T R A — 0 B X A

3 b B T A B 1) SR S AE ) - o) K R SRR AR RNE A R, R
TR T EAR I FAR ) 3 A AF 55 8 L AL AR UL — AR 2R A8 BT R 10 i 1) 45
TERIEE A RITT, & T EM BARAE ST E, AT AL & A5 1 E N Ao 72 T
Ve ol H R A8 € LT
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XA R A DU 4y, B e AT SRk AR BLKGE XA i % B
(I 55 LA AR B F) [ A A B0F ST BIDIRBEAT PE AR A A 4, R Jm 6 58 DY 3 7 AT T8k —
IR 1K AT 55 ISR (1 [ N AT T AR

1.2.1 @ES

[ N7 VR R i S R I s =110 P N el DS B e R A O E PR T
BAT IR

1. 43

HCMEESIE S A ERRKA—ANXA, BIER LRGP, 7506
IR AFEAE I AR, AR TR AR SCR) - T i, i 2 — AN B
[ B 53 v A2 A0 R S R 46 ) - 40 B RG] A IR AR . A ok TR < m
PN OIS E”, Gikaniaz m, AR E] “Frmyg e & 297 W
2 WhE” . HErEWAET S0 08 AT Ll gy =2

(1) T F R A,

BT 14 J7 ok A A AR R U7 AU AT A0 B, 4
AT H B — N F A X 2 ABMES W Mbridz —, HHB RN EFAFHAT —
MAPFFEA B, M ERIZFAHAT—NMa WA E, BERRZENATT—
NS RALE, MSERZTFHASZ D5, Fla “Hndk e
BEAT et W X — g i g5 B0 B ) AR 25 8 “BMEBESBEBEBE” o 1%
T7 Ve B RS OO NS, AT A T e RO A SR A SR AT A 4 2R
JE SR 2 Wt 9 22 8 SE AR 2R 0 P A A v AR AR SR b THT 3K — ] @ AT SR
X — P TG A A X — KRBV VAR — I n BUR e KAz B, B
V& B AT I Z) B bR 25 R 5 AT — B 0 (0 bR 2 AH OC, IR AE RS I AT DL A kT
BN BRI Viterbi S ik . IX — Y S0V 2 £ X BT A P AU bR EAE S5 1, A REE
B2 805 2] J7 1845 25 A Mk 2R BE M1 3% (Conditional Random Field, CRF), /& %025 5

% (Perceptron) 2 &5 10D

(2) F T 1A YRR

HIF T AT 452 21 (14 75 35 AR AR ] AR O R RF AL BN 2 23 18] T 25, 1 L B 3R]
O R A AR K A B, f T R 2R G s B b gl R — b ik TRl O ik A
Gt b, N R R E £ T B R R OROR IS N, B Dy — AN ) AT RERY
] B R A5 P A 258 O B o SR TER 3 BT 7T 4R A
T AN TE 5 AR 45 5 SR U AN 01 S5 SR A MRS, 8 2 v 8] B A NAE TF LT



W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

T %#(Computational Linguistics, CL)20054 ) T {012,

R e a) PR E R R R T IR R R ETERER RS, X
MR G R TR R SR ANAE20074E 52 A, LA B R IR AS B — AR — AN BA A2
G, AR ARG CLE S A RS I B, T BA A1 AR i A G R AL BRI T B
e LG, —Fh & JF(Separate), R T —PNFRFFENRFERN—
AR ], AR X — SRR, JRATTRT DA 7 M8 5 0 N % B e A 5< I REAIE
T3 A — M2 B N (Append), B TR — SRR R IE HORIRR T0 98] 5 T

(3) FiIR AL,

X A — A S A A ) T R AT SE B, A OC 1Y T AE £2 FERuiqiang
Zhang<5 N2 H 19 55 T+ 16l (Subword) (1) 73 18] 77 AU FIPNER AR H I 2 T2 10 5
BT ] 1 A A AT

2. i AR E

PR 2 N T 3R] R R AN R AR B R — M S, e T
— AN, A B A SR B AR Bhial A bR AL TE AR R EIAE
G55 AR 1) — AN MR B A B 1R, LA R IR R M AR 2 A R
T B SR AT R A O, g — B AR AR R, — AR ST AE ZOn ORI AR
by FEAGTER AN R RO, 18] 1 R P 2 D] ) R R 2R DL A iR M B A 2 ]
R ST REEE, X PR Y B M e A2 PR T ARe R B8 FH RO 38 2 A0 9 2 5l A P T
A 5 () J7 10 X — R R AR H e

T A B Y R R A BRRAAE, DR AR 22 AR A T 0] A5 Y £
T7E R AT AR, IR S T7 VA AE AR 6D I AR ] R A R s B R A R,
XA HE A8 FH A 1 52 th I Viterbi V5 BEAT MRS, SR 5 8 A AR R B 2R AR LT
CRFHE 1Y Bl 71 £ kS 4 SR S S5l gh A7 2407 5 .

] MR AR VR O AT DA H 3 T AR I SRV R A BN R AR AR T I R R G,
HERIRS BT — A — BT, b 24 e briE 7R F 51, 1
A1 o 2 1 R A BE K R e B LA RS SR s S E B 1 R4, PR NSHIFT(r),
ZENEBE K BB i — AN EHE R A ferh, IR T % 8 B a1 A EIXAE )
BB R, AT ERMEERE o R KRB, AT AT DARER B 2 14y
ik, B35 ) M B = o H R AE B0E B v L A AR AE

1.22 aI3E 7
H#7 F i B)vk W a0 AW R, 88 A)VE M AR AE B) vk b, o 4 is
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AR TR R SO SR SR N B M RVA S AR, T A A R 2 A TR
— o T ] AR A SOV RN ) B AVE S R HEAT R, AN S ) x I R

AT 55 DA KA S I 9 A A 1T 22 i 4
1. JiE Ak
P
/\
NP VP
/\ /\
NP NP vV NP
| | N
NR NN =%/ ADJP NP
| | | |
Hh (] et 1 NN
| |
B % Je)

1-3 JE 18 A 3% 70 #r s i 2 o

Fig. 1-3 An example of Chinese constituent parsing.

Xt T 45 B AT, B E G5 AR M I g SRt B3 s . R IE g5 A
T LA B SO SR A A AL B, B R SCTE SR AT BLE UM Y T
“H< W,G,ROOT,RULE >, HHPWERALEFHES, WS MES; GRR
EAEFNES, WHE R IR0 B A M 5 A; ROOT Kok 78 24 48 1 )7
PR T RUBI AR iE, TIRULEZR 78 SCVESLIU ) 8 &, H it 4 25 00E 90 ) mf LR IR
HA - Ay A, RBANIERLGR, AJER THERFMAERERFRES. —BIE
KR RAE AR RGN T IRES IR, #e R E R J7 N
RN HEAT = XAk, 45 5 2 I A8 A VAR A — oo AR U — oo AR
N(@n < 2), 1M HEAL T 02 vl I, RIEFRATT AT LUK 3% 4k S 1 40 15 45 F )
V2 T I — AR R A T I i R SR R AR

RTINS 7 S I N I A S IE | S O R A 7 S VT R
TCAG B R TR 25 M ALy B A B R SRR SEGI N THNEAE B, kX e A
XEATgAL, Blnxt TroERA - A A, @ ECtez G, EEdRE
WHAow — Ajow A, ow,o %75 B EER R K H TCollins 7] 7% 4
Fr#sBA, & A 4G K R AV A 1 BB A4S B TR R B4 A i — 2P, fECollins

_7-



W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

FJVE Sy B # B9 Rl B, Charniak®) ¥ 43 A1 2% BL & — B Bt # #F /¥ (Reranking) &
VEATAS A) 3 g A g B0 1 BEIA B T fR o 00 R, AR R AR R R T A
f'JCocke—Younger-Kasami (CKY) &k,

WAL R S Ak e Ar T DOd 3 TR 1 R gk i, & R
RLE AL TR R 5 T A REE N AE20064F 52 B . 7R B TR 1N R E 1)
Eoatr Z2Gh, HAREH—DMERA—ADBAFIH R, B £2 4 55 58 55 il b5 1 kv
FPEM A, BAF R R AL BRI PR A R R G, — e T =R E R
e, Bt CEEBAFI R AR T, — o a2 G R T8 5238 A V5 I
—A—Je R G = A O M=o %) CoX B T AN R 38 AR R s i — A4~
TOLHFEAE A D . AT T SO R I VR R AT FAE AV b, i —
W, TRE SR R T R U 1 2 R Rl

AR TRV A 1 ) 325 5 44 23 i SR F A 5 B RS 10 1 7 R SRk — 0 4 ) R R AR
PR2F ot T B R J7 V25 02 0 1R G5 M TP AR T R IR D R B B R A& 5 L
FH AL, PP K E T XHVER. KleinfliManning?E20034, F F i 5 2% 10 &0
W, AN TR IS RN E R SRS/ 5T T4, BR T — 2N
PEREFR THEA . Matsuzakiss N & et 7 A0 H B 2 10 77 758, 0 56 35 B e R
AR S AT K, RPN E KA JEA GRS 8k, AW
BT — SR, R T ERRICIE, MARTEARCAHL, S R
IR, (B2 X BT iR M B TR AG I T B A B, MeRe EA RS . IR
T 14 33 & 1) T A J2 PetrovFIKlein%5 A Sk FH B 34 V] -4 F(Splitting-Merging) 1 77
PO AR A EE R S AT E AR LR, AR BRI ) Sy ORI, N e oK T B AR
(Expectation-Maximization,EM) , X #15 | [{] #1327 #r 25 (Berkeley Parser)3k 5 |
T WA T IE R ALy M . o5, PetroviE Nk — 24 7 2 TR Frid
AR AL 2R (Coarse-to-Fine) fif i AR, ) Bk ke — 0 ook, BT
IR d5 R BRI TR W E — HANIR S, T IR H S HO0 fe B R ) 1% Re s
Wi L3R, BR HePetrov %5 N Bt — 2 #4710, RAZANWI861E, & — 9]
GEAE T B — AN AR AT AR Y, B 5 X B Y 3R AT Rl

2. AF R

WA BV o M o2 L AE IR A B VA B Al B, BRI RS T rhia 5
W BHER KRR, XF ORI NIKAE L R (Dependency Relations, B # i
FrDependencies) » — /MKAF R RIEFE AN, ERAFIET RN, 2l N
0] (head) FHET1H] (dependent), % Laid] B Xt B 75 mi AL SR L, T
i TR BT 6 LR RO T R R AR B VR AT B 3hiE S i3 20 2 —BR

_8-



5% i

root

obj
e BN
((((( i sbar nmod
sub vmod pmi ve amod nmod
Y T VR 11 0 W T G V A
e T 1E N it i — ] FAk s
AS P Vv \a% DEC CD M R

od
plisg ]
NT

!

it
NN

B 1-4 ARA7 R0 0 H 4 it 45 R s AL

Fig. 1-4 An example of Chinese syntactic dependency parsing.

WRAERS, XA A AR 8575 1, Ry BRI A i & 45759 e X T 45 58
() —ANE)F, AR VR 2 T 25 10 %t 4 SR n PRIl R . — Mok, —BRep STk
AF TR AR 2 2 LA R = A2 (DRI A BCE — MR G %7
R SCSRE T RAFER] T AR (MR R BLAN AR AT 3 #A HLAXAT — S SR
s QYR — PR AE W 238 7 P AT, AN AEAE AT 28 A

RAF AR BT B0 B KRR R 4 € 0 — A1, AT 1S 2 AR A7 AR
HIGEEZ D AL =2

(1) 2T B 5%

SRR, AR IR TR O — AT 1 2 31 R 3 A K R
BRAKAF FOIR M o X P 7 9 ABE A 1 3 B AE B AR, A 8 7B Csubtree)
I ARAF I 8] A4 B AT AR B R AN, -5 AR A7 9 2 ) D) E AR ST,
TR B, — BRAKAF B 1) 3B W] DLy i R T o AE 2 A, AT AT T4
HE A M B S MR W SR BEAT S . ARE R R B E 1 2 D, RS B AT
PN SR = R SRR, BRI BN, FIRE R E iR
Wrde Tt RS HONZRIT, BAT— AL FH AR 2k 1T 2 J o 2 S ik

(2) B T HeR2 L.

FEF TR R MAF AR A R gt A opanly PR bR R DA SR T G095 70 i
FAeh, HORZSHS L B — DA —ADBRBVLE B, RA B A7 i A 50 0 i 5 ) A
HEREM P51, BB AR AE A R g AL PR AR E . X TR En R, PR
M5k, — MR ARMEIEE B Sk, 7y — AR LI B k. X Tl , & X
T UM E RS ERAE, Al ARk, IR, A ICRIAR R, B B BA A A 1 ] 7
AR, e AN AT IR A T B S MR AE B AT 5 9, A9 e rP ) — BRSO



W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

TR, M AR Ak R — BRARAE R T ELBA B A I, AR IE KA
TR — N R TR, T B, SR, AR, AR,
MR AR AR L), A/ DY Fh A AR RS A B 2L, RO I 78 9IOR A oIV AE kAR 7
FRITANAZ S8, HL 2 M R TR e R AR, bRERX DT RITA N T LK
AR m A O AR A

WA, KE o B 90 #0K A 2 T2 2 0 000 R0 5 080 O 75 & 4 il b
TR BIE, Al S R AR A, S RE ) B AL B S T X il B0
(177 R T R R R R LI — @ M EMH. #E—, 3555 A2009)LA
J% KA A Clark (2008) 73 7 4 A #E 904 7 BE AN 200 UV B8 SRV S R 45 &l
SRBIBSH0N, I RKHRTE TAKAF /o AT (PR RE, AT 159 5 T 56 R I SR TR R R B AN
BT B AR 4.

(3) BT RAE AL L I B

KBEIED N =0, B — 0 R KA AV AR 8 R B B % e O H
F)VEEE R, XA R AR AT 28 D R AE B R AV AR,
UnBerkeley Parser, [ 31707 D0 15 AV GE MISK: B fa — A0 20 O J 1 45 1 5%
e SARAEGE 1 o PIVERAR S NAE2012 AF 48 1 P P A0 A7 485 ) 1) 900 00 45 ) 1) e 46
JRBLEA - — o 4 R F A S0 R M B4 E (Chinese Treebank, CTB)H (1) %5 1 1) 7% 45
K, g — o BT B B0 A A U 2 R A B A e ol — o R T S A AR, X
P 40 7 V2 RS T 5 2 T B DA B T B 1 R GuAE A 1 P Re

1.23 IBX S

T XA M v TR T o) oy BT Tt B bR e X T8 Ui, AR BRI 98
AEANF YR, XLy i, o 5 — o R s SO A,
Ja] ) J2 TR AR B AR AE ) - A R S, 1A R R SR RE — RO S AE — N AR
b, 54 55 32 A i Wordnet R H ST H i Hownet BA & [R] SC 3] #RAH 5€ 1 T /EE43,
AR S SO PG B H AR 1E 5 AL BEATE 55 5 B2 1] ) I HORA, 28 TR 2 B H A
WS G XAE Xt 7 Nl — A8 7 B R R g T BB A S, &
JE¥— AR TR Oy — R RE K, —RIEMS )T 2B EERE K
JNlambda calculus®8l, B A L3 1% 1) T/F 0 #iCollins 55 A $2 H 1) FICCG 1E K
Hra a3k, KA H 3D R R R R S, I8 fr Percy LiangS5 A 32 t 1)
BT IRAF I H A & i R,

A B R A A T VR AR BB AR v, 6 TR AE SO R, FEREAT )

-10-
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8 SO A IR — R AR B R R B0 SO B T AR R, LA g
() H AR R 0E 30 8 18 SO E RO AE AR H O, R IR 0 A T B I 55 ™
IR R A A, BT BT DA R s D BB R BT EAIR ST
WEFE A, BATBT A b3 A8 S B P B—18 ORAFE . XM T %
— R R RN, SRR SO AR S TR — AP, BT DR Y )
W ZZ A G L E— 2,

bR b, AR AR T TE A bR E B AT B R 2 AR S ORI X
(g — A e RIS i SO ki 2 R TR IR A £ SRR c S L IR E
T JE P, A A ] AR B R BOE A4 . 1 TR R T S AU 8 RE AR B
AN E BN AE S TR AR RN R e S A E AL T I ARE L X R TA
ANVE SUHATE 73 A7 5 AR K DX, H v i T 2 (0 DX A 4 P 5 T, — D5 D 3 X
HRAF 3 M 18 bR 25 IR BE B LUAR UM tabmiE 2 AR 2, 5y — 5, B URKAE
BT A2 BT XA B AT R BEAT 20 A, RS R B SCAT E bR I A

TSR SUIRAE 0 AT, SEBs B R A B HRAF R B 3, RE R ) 7
s S, B8R R T — AN R B 7. %R R 7 IRIRA) T MR R OR,
— MR B T A A I G KRR, RN RS BAR R 1A T R IA 1 T
SCHAER P ARTL T R, PR A7 ARERE — R AR LA & 15 SCHRIML AT
N fig— B B RBECE .

root

content
duration d-quantity-p
[’? sub “\ aspect prep model aux d-quantity d-attribute
T A A |
T 7E plisg i N it i) — #75 Hik
AS P NT \'A% A% DEC CD M 1

YL 2 S it I it
NN \a% \

NN

1-5 35 SURAE 2 Hr i — 11

Fig. 1-5 An example for Chinese semantic dependency parsing.

ST TR SUIKAT 43 BT W AR 96 AR ARG B e /b, 32 BT 4R b 78 38 R} % -
T, A A P R 1 SOAR 28 R0 43 0 A2 AR AR 0 9 v R B 25 5 LG & il U
YOI E B B, S AR AR W BEAE N20034E A\ T RRTE 710077 7] FUAR 118 MK A7
R, 4R 5 Jiajun Yan?E20074F TARE T3k B o SC 2 B 2E (14,000 56 A1)

- 11 -



W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

T CFA7320007 1)) BV, R 3 255 BAE N AR R AT T ARATT B bR v 2 T R S0 SE
MIB 22 (910,086 6 7 18 SUIRAFARiE, JFAE L EEA B2 T 20T il SR A7
PEIBA,

X SR B A, BT RS A AE R A o i BEA AR T X
Al AR A RV AE 0 M A B0, AT DA B B AR V8 SR AF 0 i i, &
AT EES, ETERBNEEME T REIE RSN EE. HREEN
K&, BIRIE SUIRAE o It MEREIRAE e 5k B e & —#F, (HRRWE AA
AT DA, 1 SCHAE 0 A V8RR R 2 BRI i LR, BT TP E S

W
1.2.4 BrEEH

R T A 48 ) =2 A% DL SO A & B T HOR B AT AR, Bk
A, FRATHE N O DA BB I T AR S 5 A 21

1. 43 i8] A 3a] 4

43 Vi) ] PR T T B R B A T SRS R PR, — M R 3 T A
WEMERERSATY R, 5 MERHETHRNARSHITT B, ET 775
PRIED R 1 43 18] 1] 1 b v e A B Y B - i Hwee Tou NgAilJin Kiat Low 7E20044F 42
R SE, T 3 1] ] 1 B v AR R DAE SO S AR IR R, DR A BRI TV
PRAPAR PR AE — A2, T2 RC— AT B4 AR A, XM TR I R R I TR B R
Fealm. #E—BA NIEH TEHEAF M7 EESEER 758, WA ARE TET
T TAL B 75 VOO G, XS VA AR B T AR, T HLE AR
Wk — .

i 5 T 5 52 10 R 40k S ) G M AR v I B A B B B Rl oK
FIClark % A 7E20084F # tH2, B 5 fth 11 7E20104 443X — J7 v 2F AT A0 4k AF 45 2L
BN RS 753 TR 1 o i A AR E B A R B, R RAS 2 — M
— AT, B A g D EE A RS 03 A R A, BA B R A i G AR AT
WEFRI T A, RS BN AE AN 43 1] R 2 R G R SR AL, e — AN A ) 2 AE 4 T
BAERT BN T — /M a2 4, AR 51 b BN 18] 78 H T 06 7 FF EE B8 AR I
o O M AR i G 98

2. 1] P AN ) 2k

TATFLAE )35 5 B A B RIAR A7 A3 o BT A B 47 2 A 28 JEAB R)vk oy
AT RO P AR v B A Y T AEAR 2D, ME— 151 48 1) 52 2548l T Berleley Parser ifi 43

- 12 -
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T 28 B HOERY, 8 B ) M B4R X — 2 i — PR R 0 R R SOV R A A, A
UL e BE IR B 23 AT M T A R T T R Y 4 SRR

t5c 10 ) 1 A R FAR AE )3 43 B B B B B A 2E TR AR AR N FE201 14F 42
HEL Bl S A ATTE201 24050 X — BB AR H 1 el X 7 iR A T B AR
AL AT YR, R B P AR v S 59| N B Rk X —
JTVRAFAE ™ B S 0], AR T & PR BRI, B S A9 B K S R R
P Re Ak B R A1)

X T AKAF A3 43 A AR PR RS, [FRE AR ] DA P 2 T 2 B8 1Y) J v ok S
BEA AL, X —se Il 7 3 & B HiJun Hatori 25 A 762011 4248 64, H J5Bohnet4:
NAE2012 FE3E— 5 X iZ SVE IR H 7 — S ol b I0S) 356 %% B2 10 4 A7 ) v A0
PR A Y X REAE AR HE IV B Bk ATy R Se I, HORAS ISR B — MR
FI—NBABIA R, K A7 6 56 30 20 fle B 1R A A7 R T BA 271w A7 o o R 4T A 38
(R3] 7 81)s HL G 7% B AR AN B T B8 A A7 o i RV R 2R L, HOR RS gk #4F
iR | I et 0 R b VAN R 1 KR i

V) P A Y AR AR A ) v T B A 28 [ A A T DA P R o R0 925 o b AR R 1 b v
A BRSSO B A A7 A0 45 M 3 IR PNV A 26 N2t 1 77 50 X Fob
TGRS D R R S5, AR T A AT A T R K 40 A R 3] P A
PRI 5 A5 U 15 2 FLAT 35 R VE M, B JS TR A O IR A ) 2 fg b el

3. 43 ia] a] 14 0 ) 2k

FE 5] R MEAR T A R AR G A T T, R R G B iR
FE20034F 42 t, AR — BRAE AE RN AT o, 1S H M SO B, T
ST, REMGIAE P BE N, BG00 7 — B O i e 1t B W g5 A, 3N — 2 4
FRie Al o b, HHl € BMES, LATAYE, XFEE Y — BRIE T 5 405 A vk 45
P RpIeels 2= i (B 7E2011 A5 2 T4t B DR VE IR H 1 — Tl 43 1] 1] 4 R0 ) 925 1)
PRE B X AP 7 iR E R T AR A A, i L e 2 1 4 SR A W B e
067, 3k —25 1, Xian QianfllYang Liu ZE20124F 12 Y 7 — Fh e & Al fidh 11 7 91681,
WZRIE 2 =A% BRI AY, HOR ARSI, H4 55 a1 R0 40 TR RV 45
AE—L, ST ah BRI IX T IE A IR X = AME S T RE

B T ARAT 40 BT B9 438 ) A0 A A A B A B B A — 8 I AL, Jun
Hatori%s N fE20124F, ¥ FL 3 T #6 8 1 8 Ve AR A7 AV B A A R AT 9 8, 4
WAE S WIS, BUS 7 ANVER B RO R 2 o [N R [ R AE201 24 B F 36
lJun Hatoriff] 77 V& $2 744 43« 1A PE K AE AL 45 A 7E — S, (H2&AhA17E 5>
] A P B R RV 15 3 B R I s T,

-13-



Iy R P Tl oK 2 T2 22 iR

&
s

4. A]EFINE X
Hof T AR AR A BRI 7T, B N AR KHER S 5L 7E A3 4 BT A S
F o brE B T, fEIX — 28 T AER /b RE R i 3 TH A0 VR RS A i P RE

1.3 BRAEANR&SETR

HSCIR TR o A AR O M RARGTE SCor AT 4% H AR S5 AR 5 B S 7
2o WIS P D B 2 FAE 55 (0 R AS STk 4 S 2 kS, A5 8] DN AREH AT UK I
MRS RT3 el R AR 9y T A A, AR R A AR T R AR R R
Hh 2 S5 IR B RS (A5 42 R 2 M AR N A AR S R = I e, i
BT RS RCR ™ R B, TR Qe SR T IR A AR ) 2R e R R S R A
R RCR A i 2 TR ) — AP AR AN AR B R, T IRATTAE AT T
SCHRIE F AR T GO0 B B o AT AR S5, Heh AN BRI HER, R AE R
W, REAERSHEAPARREE SR TR ERAREARN, dTEN—TF
Ko ¥ 2 MRS, XA LUHT A S AT BERLAR LE, RS MR MO BN 1 2 7R
LA R R S R, 3K = AN 7 T HS 4R 6 A AR AL AT R VF 2 B A
5, AR AR EAS IR AT IT A )

(1) B A AR By A8 H R rfy SCRNVE B 92 AT T8 S 18] EE e R # 1 BEK 5 A5 Y
BLFE 73 1] AR PR AR VE B A AR A, R PR AR A AR BB S A, 73 1] R PR AT
AANRE R G A, XSRS RIS @ RO, SR IG A
HAMRIES EHA 7RI ERIAFAERZAES, KW
Heh S W 38 W] LAAS B BE— 0 BB, 40 o3 1] R PR AT R VE BB S AR A AR A
FE S8R 55, TR S 0 22 0 K K B A 55 € U 58 3 1 3 B0 T 1B A A A
St AE L AR F R, LA AR AT SRS A

(2) BRA ALY R R AE BE 2 (B WP 4 — B DL T, KB i e 2 R
R AR A RE, (HAESLEREO T, BB RAFE EEN —PRR. BRI
SRR T RN, o T B 0 S R B e 0 R TE A I — R
H AR — L2500 R W, 70 1] Bl P e v 0K 5 5 2R 11 3 2 22 b I 3 S AT T VR 185 4
Fe A, TR PR A7 F) ik B B A A T S B R AT R0 0% e A, X R
IR A5 A R S B NP ) — MRS ] A A 38 A R R 1 e A ROR A BRI R T
ERALSCVFA AR H D BRI MERE N FEE? XS5 1 AT 7E 1 2 R B 2L

(3) BUIE B 17 8 BATTFIIE AE H IRAE 5 AL EE P AT A2 ) e B K —
] AL, A R R R 3R e b /D R F AR U, W TS AR A T
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91 E i

CHX T2 AMMES, BT DUbR i 2 A & A7 B A LR iR g e A2 AT RE 15
A E S T AR A M BRI A 7 5, B0E R S AR — A A RO TR
TR 7 i We?

14 KXBIMRABZRETZHE

AN S22 SR T R BB SO T B T A AT 55 HEAT IR 5 A 2
IR TE, 5 L 01 i A 475 K 5 B 2R (V@ A vk I I R R 5 P g 2 T (1Y
ST DA B K A R TR 1) B A 1) R 3% = A il 2 o BBk AR R A GBI AT o R
AR RE, A AR T e i B DR A ), LRSS RS A R AN R
T, fE R 2B ARE F AR R A AR R R — A G L RE . X T
BRI R R AN 58 B AR RAE 55, BT 9 L4t S o A B S R AR i S T 9% 3T
R 5 0 7R R AR 56 38 (E R A AL ORI ST I A SR AR 55, BATT DT i L 1k RE AN R 4
A SR T I A AR R S AR S 3 (A AR 55, BATT 2 A R PR BB 5 A 7Y
B P v AU E & L RE B 5 i e AEARIR SO, AT X = AN g 1 ATy
T AT ST AT, A R T P S T A AR T AT R MR A A TR A A R R
FE, o3 AR M T ARV 5 AR 2 A I A R A DL R )R R S o3 T R BB S A A
55 =7 T 7 AN BB A A AL 1 E AN R P 1 A REREAT A, I L2 B8 B SERR /L
RAMKANZ G, DA EARE AR A A RS B RO B (Gl X — B G A
AT L, 2 BCR N EEARE MR, T 17X — W7t 55 0 ASJ5 i 2
M ATIRIE A2 (1 178 5, 2 B8 B AR A2 IX A A A A R HE P, FRATT e 3% 17—
A 5 T AL PR BB A AR AR —— 0 3 1A PR AR v AR S T — R T WE T, BB CAS
e ZE -G, B, A Sta N hE, SREAEHLSD T

=Rk

@R T PERSAIE I R Ty SUSER

N !

BT FRENE  AENRAFE X re R PR RE R i Y AN AR A 4 A
FRECE A AP AR T MR AVE G 1] 1A PRI AR AR AU, 1 3
1-6 B CEAHESE
Fig. 1-6 Structure of this thesis.
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

B REEGM YT T OCEE. Ak B T DU CE AT A R
FIERE T BRI S, SR 0 th SCHENE . A0V BLRCTE SO Hr & B A AT AL DL
ST TR R R R A [ A A ST AR BEAT 1, BB, B T RS
AR e T W B R SN B, A E A T AR SCI N R AU 3K

R SE R OCHIRE AL fE T OO R AR, R A
25 HE, BT AT LURE A SCHE 3R] R RV B 4 O I T I RVE R . A SRR ATTAE
I — AR 0T S 1 5 0 R RRE A BEAT 70 M, (AT BAAS 31— A o 3R]
I AT AR 3 AT B IBR G A A o BATTARE KA IR 5 TR MTAR L 14 B 4T 8 IR 2R DA K%
FE AR AR B B A B 2R AT LU, R L ERATT A 7 vk R Dt BE 4 (R i . A
oM PERE, T ELR] PN R 5 A B A SR R0 IR o A A BRI 3 B AR A

B = AT o ST A X LB A B T SO B O ik —— 1 SO AE
— AT VU AIAR SR R EE B M, JF L T 5 — R iz RIE R R X
AT B GE U ERRE) XTE SURAE 2 A3t AT 1 i B ad, LR BTSSR
AT R R, BATAEIR PSS 6 0 M 9 05 T A T ANE AR AR AE
X SCHAT 73 M B3 B, D i SCHRAT 90 #r AN ED R AT 23 A K 5 A5 2R ) 2 A
AR, R AT T RE SURKAE 0 B AR AE o A B S AR A, S
ey G5 R AR W] T I A A AL 1K) U5 VR BEAR U 3R THE SUARAE 70 AT R BE

VY E: BTN S B 00 M AR AR AF R VE RS R T DL A S =K,
AETHEMBREHEE, B TRBRRKG IR M T RE SR a R . 3d)
— 7 T B R X = RS R SR B IR S A R R R T AR A S R T R,
— B PRT THRE R RO PERE; 55— g T A A T R AR R S A AR e A A £
KA, GG RERVREER, RV D7 38 T T B 1AL (16 B 1 AR
IE T HRE B i P e, A BATS 2] 7 — S B R M B e v 3R] P A i A
KA FHE R AR

AR H AR R IR T GE THE R AE  USAE £R EE RE I I RO
e bR D bR K TR R, SRR IR U R A A AR iR AT R (HR S
TR, AT AR X 2 bs A ) K A e AT e X2 AN RERE
THWFTCR T AL Xt 12 e, FRATT S H R 3k T P B AR ] A VA A 1 B AR 1 )
TR ARG A 7 VR R FE T 1] e PR AR T BB A A ) U B G B RE . BRATTHY
S 6y 45 TR WX A 45 B 1 077 1% B PR ) 3R] M AR B ) T AR T S A AL
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552 B ORE T 0 ] v ) R I A A R

F28 ETFWRZEAERKSIRE

2.1 5|

POEH AT L HRIE S B SRR BRI AL, 8 R R A
AN TG, HAREE & SO L 7 7 P AR A 2300 € A DGE i, H TR
43 v SC AL BRAG AR PR AR E . AV 43 AT LA RO SO A AT S R S AR IR R SR A . (R
e SR BT CLR I, K2 B SCIAE A& A A VR S A, ) R 1
“EMEIROE”, ESE RN R CRR”, R RN e o EN— MR IES MG S
E—, HRHmATH, SREXWA T “BRE” M mok” dt— BT A,
4 J8e— A FE 51 25 16 1 3]

Gy M SCR B N R AR, AT R — @ RR R b 5% R SR A 8 SRR AE B A3
B KTH M E X, fFEEZ eI, HAEBAKEOFF T-20054F /1) ¥
o, AEA AR RARERIEZ 5 7 SO v A S e i R VE S R
WA BT ok, A FRATTEE T DA A — e R ke 75 3] 5% Fobokar B A (] (909, 46 4
TR RGE CERFEREOR” A, CEME” R R0 RATER AT LA AE — AN F g
—ANEF, Bl ER-3FT R ) ST, IR, Eo T s M
RN IR BGE R TR, SRS RS R ML B R — N R IE S5 A AR, IXRE
FATAT LLAE B A EB A5 A R SR <A A ol AN

NN-C
/\

NN-r NN-r
/\ /\
NN-b NN-i NN-i NN-i

fib % iR )4
(crouching) (tiger) (hidden) (dragon)

Bl 2-1 “REMEBOL” BN EAES .
Fig. 2-1 Character-level word structure of “ i} % j&X J¥ (crouching tiger hidden dragon)” .

BN A0, (R 2 AT A TARAE AR g T X — R, BR2RR TS
ARNES T — A7, Horb ER-2 a)i B TR A5 M AR BTV, T ER-2 )b
e TARAF AW B0VE 0 BT 1), 3 9 o o A 2 AE TR SR (1 kit 22 B AT IR 2 A O3
B, i EL 2 7 3A A AR A
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

A B JATVHRS BT TR 1R A #0 45 F X T SR R A IS, (RIS A R
SR R PN BB VA S RE E S T R D8 TIA B BRI H 8, FATHE
T3 T AR T, ALHE R AL BR 23 AR] L R AR R B R B O A SR AE 55
117 HL e R o SCIA] (0 A A8 AR A AL 2 B HE R AR B K i AT 0 i AR PR
PR FIR o M J5 ik, RIVRE A 25 4 A 30 o0 A VR AT S5 4 R03E 70 #T o

IP

/\
NP VP
/\ /\
NP NP vV NP
| | PN
NR 2 ADJP NP
| | |
H @k 1] NN
| |
Hr (295!

a) 15 45 )Tk o

VN V=N

o [ e N4 %) H 1% J5

b) A7 S5 4 A1) 3% 50 Hr
K 2-2 A% Gt i 2k 18] 1) T SCR)TE 2

Fig. 2-2 Traditional word-based Chinese syntax parsing.

BEIR 22k Tt AT b B, 2 — A @R AT o Hr il R A 7 Z e AT
o0 1, AR e R E RS E AT 2 T, AR AT AT LA A A
A AR R A% Gt o SC B RVE S AL B A RAE 55 A E 5 . AEAR SRR A,
e M CREEFW R, HE xR E, /2 ChE &
ol BRI F AR, SRS LRI A)VE 15 B o BER-2 R VAR o i R
PAVEE T AT A3, AT DA AT B BR-309T R 1 B T A A,
ER-3 by B T 7 I RE S avERT, ER-3 by T 7 MK AR 45 1 A 1
BEFRATT I 2 5 18— AR AL IR 03 23 M D 3 m] LRI IR AR B 034 ] A Ay A K%
AR AESS

il — AR AL D7 VR R AR BE 73 3m) . R AR DL R BE A, SR IE ARk B AR TR
BT AR ARG TR S TR, B e AT iR, SRR A
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IP

/\

NP VP
/\ /\
NP NP VV-t NP
Nl¢ ( NN¢ R WV-¢ ADJP NP
| | /N 0
NR-r NN-r W-b WV-i )t NN-t
VAN N I |
NR-b NR-i NN-c ~ NN-i 2 b2 1J-b NN-¢
|| /N | /\
o H NN-b  NN-i ¥ e NTb NT4
|
L # H ) R

a) JELIE 45 4 A% A

~ AN AT A
oL e Eii) £ Hr 1% 5

|4 b2/

b) KA 45 k4 G035 7 #r
2-3 F TR SCERE T
Fig. 2-3 Character-based Chinese syntax parsing.

PRIE, BeJE R RIR M. KPS ik & SR DR AR R (0 R, B o iR 1 R
P HOATEARE AR, A PEARE A IR X 2 R BURRE 2 T AR, T AR
BT IR XA R R AR R A TR S, R TR
HLIAE S REFE BRI 20 M, B0 &) 3% 0 A 1) 45 2R BE 3 B BRI PR AR, IR PR AR
T 4 2R e B 2 3R]

22 HHXTIE

A B B AH O B AIE FE AR A& 5% T 1l P BB E5 44 70 i OB FT, T dn i) AR A2
H X VA FE 20094 $2 H 1) 5 3 A MRAF 5 48 A3k o i), Al 3= 8 F KR E F5 1Y
I W TR R BEAT t 30 o3 AR, [ I ] A P 4 A th e B S M A AT R, R SRR T
T Hh Al oK SRR T iRy R B T R0k A, AEAS IR AR R DA R AR AE S5
CIRFS0I T U PR E ey U RiCP v TR Qv AR N PN P K (NP B N RS S
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

PERE. AARATH) TARSRAL, 2 5 o B bR I (18] P9 8T 45 4 th 2 ik T 5 1, AN Y
e, FATP AR H 1A P ER 45 R B TR ARG, DR ARE TR SRR, M
AR LIRSS T2 HEL, 1 H BRI AR 45 1. RATHG HE V8 4
P e B AR G e, T T — b SO i 2 T B 52 A48 R 07 sOREAT 1Y, R
PP 25 R o 5 SR A BE B SR AR 45 S oRIEAT S 80 ), IS 1 H RS
PERE, BIGUE 1A P A A I O A

2 [ S N AR 1 rP SR ) P9 S AR 0, A AT S R AT R 2] A AR T
TAE, #egiit, RA35%H b3 BA B4, fERERSZE, mA1r T
T SElp bR FE TR i, AN I ] AR R AR B AR 40 15 73X M A B2 ] B R At
Z by ABAMER T AN ALK Sy 1a] . PR RRE AR AT AN g AR
UKD, B 128 v [ 2k T R TR S W AR e A R SE R — 48— A, (HA2 TR RE
FFAERAR. dE—2, o EA R E WO 1z TR R EMR A Ak B, AR AR
GAERNE T B3RS T BB IS T, AH A& AE 3 1] A3l PEARVE L PEREAT — %€ 1
P AN B TR H IR 5 T AR R AN At AT ) R 4 A AR B AR R IX B, T HL3R
A9 AR 2R I 8 2 7 2 ] 3] 1R 5 S 9 B AR ARAS T — BUR AR It

AR SC )51 B B RS (1 LV S A BE M AT T RS AR R R AR
FF AR EE D BTy RIS 2 K. ERE S A% 7, BB K N ol
7 TR AR S M ANE D A AR, B D kR SR N A T e
(WO RE 8 S5 F A0vE o BT AR S R AN S &, AR 2 1 SE 45 R A0k o A PR e . A2
WRAFGE R B I T T T, B T 5 58 (AR AF 25 48 A 325 20 W 5 4k P R P ) e 1 B ik
LB VIR, TT0 I R SR M bR HE IR A 5508, £ENirve (1 30 2 A 6 X P A 5
REAT VR A 1Y, (HR IR SCE R B2 s R B, s e sE AL
LSRR S N3 R 1K P R e ¥ Sk B R A &, R RT3, A
5 75 g i 48 2% 2 1) A KBS ES, g B ge s A 2 2% 1 3R JR) B AR ALE

KREBBP B EAREGHEFVN KRR, £32 T 8RR K ML
B, ORE gyl ] PR AN R TR S5 R R)VE 0 A BEAT RS 10 5 VR e R R O s R
Hyteol, i SR T B T B R TR G AL R T ik, AN ad RS R RE RN f4 AL
RAMR, PEREIFAEAE, Mo H A 2 7, AR A B0 A& — > D 3 0 P9 B ] 45 44,
BA LR RN T MG Hrimn i ok 1. QianMLiuseE A 12
T AN, BRI AR AN G B AR, T2 5
IR B BRI, SR 5 R EAS A B AT IS g . R AR A7 R 5 1,
1 9 R IR AR 52 HatoriS N F-20124F §i H ) 6 & A 2409, A AT Hs 203 L 3 1
PRIERRAF S5 M FIR I 5 e — 2, () 1 hniESEL A2 Bk, (2 b ATT P4
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552 B ORE T 0 ] v ) R I A A R

AN £ FE I AR AR R 56 6. AHLE S AT SR H A S AR AL, JRATTEAS T iR
gFIPERE, AT e th T 5N TR 27 i 4i kg, 5 EDW 7 .

2.3 R 5 ET FRY P 3 a) AR

FEANAT R, FAI R S5 R 3R oR T ik, T EE L (R 45 M bR A —
T, ARG A SR S5 AR G LR B R, f e A R A R O
LT 7 AR

2.3.1 IAEHERR

AR — AR 58 4 — X R R — A, R R Sy LA BAR 1 7
HAoppr 28 X AN, Al B KRR, SRR, HFIR R B R R,
FEFATHIRREE H, FATEREE 1 — A0 2 e by 5/ 1 P A A7 3847 41 & i 72

NN-r NN-I NN-C NN-r
/\ /\
NN-b NN-i W-b VV-i NN-b NN-i NN-b NN-i
JE 1F /Jj . } 1 i 53 e QL
(repository) (saving)  (investigate) (ancient) (science) (technology)  (bad) (kind)
a) FiHKR DEIES A o) HHIRF d) 1< &

2-4 CPEART, AT, CRHET R “MSE” X DYAN 1A R A B A A
Fig. 2-4 Inner word structures of “J% f#(repertory)”, “Z% i (archaeology)”, “#}#+i(science and
technology)” and “J¥Z(degenerate)” .

B . ER-SEE T —ARME 2 m BT, Bl ANE T IS . BT R A
RN G AL, JAete S TR — P& IRz 0 & 2, Bilin 18
KATIBENZ O, SIERRTEENZ O, FF5I5C 5T 8o A 4%
HE, DR R &R P AB S A0 XA L 4 B4R E 43 ) FHL
(fe, left), r Cf, right) BLJc (41, coordinate) KK, & F i — =Mk
M, R TR T HERP A E, WRX AW, —A It
g6 67 E(begin), HbER, H—A=2dETFBAE, HikR.

2o [ S N WARTE 7 — AN T R g A, FRATT I 1] 45 A A AL AT
PIFRER B R KX 0. AT bR E TR, WwmAIm g, &7 %
M3 H & ] S B35 % /e A, T ERATTR B A R, B AT o A R AR T AR, G
KR-6% = T LA T
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wv-|
/\

VV-r VV-r
/\ /\
VV-b VV-i VV-i VV-i
N
(fiercely) (sweep) (thousands) (troops)

K 2-5 “BT%7 A ERITAL .

Fig. 2-5 Character-level word structure of “## 39T % (make a clean sweep of millions troops)” .

2.3.2 1REMERE

BATH R M 2 = AN F TARER, ERMAEO T, 1WiE WA Ry
B A LR DR iE N, BRI SE T AR e, BRNGEHETE
RS A)IEARE RS, S5 T LR & TR0
1. hid+4id, RoRNEE X, ZOTEE L, WRERBWHRR, W
1% 0o 1 44 7] L T

2. FiAl+ENE, P AR AR R, R R, w0 S T B A2 TR A
WG, e LIRS 2 R s, A% O AE A 1 Bl R,
RIGHsh AN “H7 wFE R FEK, %O S R

3. A+, A BER OB R R, EAKOLE A L

4. %Al+4 A, a0 R R OR B R R OR [F — P R B 2R R A A DG T 1 4 4,
oA FEFN G WRRIRE — IR E R G E & A ER, — B
S B E I, %O AE i TR T
A+ 44 ], B RS, RO AE A A
21l 25 1A+ @A, A% 0 7E BT T A b T
Zial+3hinE, KR FE KRN, ZOLES)E E;
FIEGEEMEN, FiEAES, REHNEIELS S
TR+ )G/ A A b R, SRR T AL (RIS, A% O 7E S TS
10. oA+ 30, FCFE RN, S Xt fF, SRR IFA, WIS AR

X 433
11. %, AT,

12, 56T R TG VA 26 1R 4y, 8 R B3R R F N i A A
B AN 5y W B bR v 52 T S N A1) 5 A4 % (Chinese Penn Treebank,

A S A
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552 B ORE T 0 ] v ) R I A A R

NN NN

/\ /\
NN-f NN-f NN-f NN-f
WK 17 wna It

(friend) (plural) (education) (field)

a) 11 45 1) bR

NN-/ NN-r

NN-c NN-i NN-c NN-i
NN-b NN-i ] NN-b NN-i 7
| | (plural | | (field)
ili K # 5
(friend) (friend) (teach) (education)

b) kT 7 HIbRE
B 2-6 FRATT A AR 77 2 A0 T 9 R B AR DT R — A B

Fig. 2-6 Comparison between character-level and morphological-level word structures.

CTB)7.0h A B BT A i), 5 — B BOARIE 5€ DU 5 230, 3 B BE SRR iE TS
W7 A, A AT RRIE 767,197/ .

2.3.3 ETFHEIBLE 10 EK

AU T ER-2 )l 7R T A% Gt 0k T 1A 1 A A A R VE R B — AN B, T AR
ER-dlb)h % 7E ER-SH B AT 48 T i N S M AR B, M HLH AR, BT
] 10 5L T 5 ) B VR R R A B T LR G AR A R (I ER-3 )T
R AR H R Sy 1, B BT R I A A A R 3 N B R ] 1 T £ A ) Tk
Hio ST 43 FF R DA B T G A T R DA P B A A A, R IR BRATTE N
T R IAGER R, DAORFRIC X AN REIR I e T 3AT CTBAE 1 M 2 iy
A A 1) S5 M A BEAT 1 ARYE, it EABRATTRT AR 5 (3 A ReCTB A BT A 1) 5 1]
P 45 ) B e 3 T R LT A

234 ETFHIREESHEERN

B2 DY 7 T 45 10 T 17 1040 77 45 M A0V 20 B B — A Fo il T3 41
RV B ] PR 3 M R T SR A R T, T A AR T 4 0 £ 1 4 b
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

e W B, 7 R ARAE S A B, BRATT 7R R ] PN AR 45 R e A D SR R AR A A R
e bR b, BAVEARTE R A A M a8 2 17X — /i, BV AE TR N
TRAERENA TR, 1 HE AR D GF T IRSIE R, ATE S
AL 5 Dyt I ERATARIE (0 Br A 7 AR 4 b, &8 mT BLAEH & 5 1
e W SN R A SR, T A I A A 5 ) BN AE B 18] A AR A RDVE N (T
T BT I ARAE S5 R A, an ER-3 bR

24 ETFHRBEWAEDTIRE

AR TP J7E, By e 5Kk MClarkfE20094F 42 H 12 T #4272
[ R 5 25 40 R 3y T8 RSB T I R TR A M RE o AT AR A . RS TR
B RG T, IRESMEERE S 2 SOE A% DA 3. A2 5T M A5 454 A) ik
SRR rh ORS8RI K RS 45 0 ) e M AL, i ER-TT R, T
HER A A B, X-URMEREAE AR E B/ T35 T2 A VA M. 52
b B R TE RV R ATRE AR 2 R 20074 /i, FATIEE — R AR T A
ROV B 2h 45 22 o0 Gk R e e sl — oo R, FER B R RATIIANT 2
ReRPRIC, (A5 FE 5 1) oo R)TR W BE R SR B JFOR IO FVEA R . RARIX LR
AR E Lo AW Fros

«— stack gqueue —»

S5 54 So Q@ Q

V2NN
LE R E s

\\ \\ 4 \\
\ \ \
\ A\ \

P 2-7 e 7 R U 5 A AR O A AR B AR RS R E

Fig. 2-7 State definition of the character-based Chinese constituent parsing.

1. SHIFT-SEPARATE(?): ¥ BA #lQH ) 55 — /> Fe; B, Bl — 1 F
ial(subword) £ 44 5 T IR NARS L R O % IR T AR RS = 1,
B R A LU TS o A — A S BE A BUE RE A5 M AL AR T
] 45 41 R

VHR AT B R — A UG R A, o BR R T, A TR
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552 B ORE T 0 ] v ) R I A A R

2. SHIFT-APPEND: 4 BAFIQH HIEE — A Fc; # H, TE— A+ l(subword) 2
B SIS o o) BeZOH RIS PR TOUS R JLAS 717 G54 9 mi 45
&, TR AR, B IXASSHIFTHRAE KA Fi AN S8, 1tk 5B
HH 1230 [ 58 — N FAE R NI FE 58 .

3. REDUCE-SUBWORD (d): & £k Tl i) P /> v 1] &5 44 15 1S IS, & I3F, Bk
— AR TS RS E TR Hh 2 HdRon XA A IR
SR TT IR, HAERT AR “A7, “f7 BiE “IRE7.

4. REDUCE-WORD: K TO F) ¥ 45 #4715 s B 4 il — > 58 B4 4 M 19 i -

5. REDUCE-BINARY(d,D: MM TR AP 5 KiSo and S| & FFFH T — A 1)
FAB ST RS BT Hod S50 BRI bR %, 2 $dfg il
PEAS T AT SR AZ O, HAE AT PR “7 8“7 . SoRIS, Db AR
F2 6 R G R R EE BB AT A, AR IR A R A

6. REDUCE-UNARY (1): K 4% T00 (1) 52 4 v &5 A4 17 o5 5l 2 Jo 48 &5 440 71 o5 3% 4 R
AN TR AR T R SR B T, o 2 8 RORS (AR

7. TERMINATE: 40 A& H g — R 7 0, BAZI s A A ] R AL B 5,
FF RS ANEN O & e e, RATHIX —BAEFR S /5 45

queue —»

S0c

Sow

B 2-8 7 R HE U 25 4 2 A A A i D B R AE TR

Fig. 2-8 Atomic features of the character-based constituent parsing.

XA FET A EES T RS h, Bl H R AE n R m, Hop & A
F55 108 X ER-8T 7, bR Hstart(-), end(+) BA Klen(-) 23 B4R — AN B 56— A
7 BN F USRS R R B8R AR G A% G 7 1] ] 4 I
AL RFAES, QA S MR AL B, AR A B A 1 T S A AR A
MIAFAE CEEHRFAED U, Hp AR 1 5 45 W45 B R 7R Ak, IR A%
AR B 23 T o
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R 2-1 T A) IR 2 A BT o BT A A R AL
Table 2-1 Features templates of the character-based constituent parsing model.
eyl R AR AR
LERVRHAE | Sontl, Sonwl, Sintl, Sinwl, Sontl, Sonwl, Ssntl, Ssnwl

Qoc, Qic, Orc, Qz¢ Qoco Qic, Qico Osrc, Orco Osc
Sotwl, Sotwl, So,twl, Sywl, S, twl, Sq,twl

Sonwo Snw, Sonwo S nl, Sonlo S nw, Sonlo S nl
Sonw o Qpc, Sonlo Qpc, Sinw o Qpc, S 1nlQyc

Sonlo S nloS,onl, Sonwo S nloS,nl

Sonlo SnwoSsynl, Sonlo S nloS,nw

Sonw o S nlo Qyc, Sonlo Sinwo Qyc, Sonlo S nlo Qyc
Soncl, Sonct, Synctl, Sincl, Sinct, Sinctl

Soncl, S,nct, Synctl, Szncl, Sinct, Sznctl

Sonc o Sinc, Sonclo Sinl, Synlo Sincl, Synclo Sincl
Sonc o Qpc, Sonlo Qypc, Sinc o Qyc, Sinlo Qyc

Sonc o Sync o Qyc, Sonc o Sinc o Qyc o Q¢

start(S ow) o start(Sw), start(Sow) o end(Sw)

indict(S wSow) o len(S wSow) indict(S1wSow, Sot) o len(S 1wS ow)

LRMEAFNE | 1110, toat_1ty, W_ito, Cofo Start(w_,)ty, c_1Cot-1to

w_1, woow_q, w_1,where len(w_;) = 1, end(w_;)cy

start(w_;) o len(w_;), end(w_;) o len(w_;), start(w_,) o end(w_;)
w_1co, end(w_,) o w_;, start(w_;)co, end(w_,) o end(w_;)

w_i olen(w_y), w_polen(w_y), w_it_1, W_1t_p, W_it_1Co
w_it_i cend(w_,), c_rc_icot_1, where len(w_;) = 1, end(w_1)t_;

ct_y oend(w_;), where ¢ € w_; and ¢ # end(w_,)

Cot-1, C_1Co, Start(w_p)col_y, C_1Col-y
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525 T U0 A B
25 ETFNKRGFEEWAEDITIRE

AN T (R R 5 A )R A S ABL, BRI A Y 2 36 88 (0 A S0k 46 5
B ZOR S T 7 KA a5 M AR o0 A, BRATTIE IS 97 A% Gt im] 20 10 2 T 5%
o I MR A 45 R 085 2 A SR S B 7 G0 (R AR A7 5 ) R 3 0 e 2 1] IO AR A7 45 1
BRI R R B R AR B, MR AR HEINEE AR SR, R Tl
IR #2535, X PR SR AR AENirve S5 N (R SC A7 TEAH I 3B FEAR T 3k
TR 73 RIS IX P A SR BEAT YR, 19 B3k T 7 I bn v 9V % SR AN D0 AR 72
Hike

S B b BATT AT A 5E A P iR R R 3 T 1A (R AR A 45 4 R o0 B R Ok A B
FRAFRER, BB EEAS P 21— DRI — REXE Ay, (H R XA IR AT
TEAE AT N AR o C 3R A 5 Fim] 19— 28454, R A DB TAE#
20 R WX SRR AL 1 AT Rk o DRI, xR R A A &5 W R0E 0 BT i AT — € I e
BEFE AR AL L, AT RERE A8 2k TR IR AR, SCREAE T — 285 < A ARFAIE A
LR 15 PN BT 45 4 P 4 R BORF AR, T T BRATTRE 7 o X PR R

2.5.1 WEINEBEE

R FRAT H I TR AR AL R vk, AR AT A B iz Bk
ORI T KA AT vk, W T AR R HE, ARSI —
A BNFIR B, AR H A7 i 10 A2 50 53 A RS R AR A7 R0 B, 1 BA B0 A fi B A
v o A BRI A, 0 BER-9 a)T o, L s Mls, 2 s B T AR B — AR R 8 AR R
TR AR AR, qoflg R m PAFIH I 28 — /AN FEE —ANia]. e Bk, RATE
ST VRS R BPIR S R 354, o2t (SHIFT, SH), 75K (ARC-LEFT,
AL), # 9 (ARC-RIGHT, AR) FIFEEERAR £ (POP-ROOT, PR), WIER-9 a)fii
Ny 33— 2 FRATIKS % DU A AT VE 41 fiR RE

o SHIFT: R PAZIH B — AN mmBARA, B— MU — A R

043 i R AR AT 4 5

o ARC-LEFT: ¥ kg T0l ff) 5 B 350 o0 M 5 46 A7 W 47 5 0F, TR — AN A2 9,
45 T FF) 565 — ARAR A7 IR RO AR Y s S 4 i 1R 30T 1 3 o A2 0 A4 A7 A PR AR
o ARC-RIGHT: R 01 1) 99 AR 3568 75 i A AR A7 B4 24T & JF, B R— A 9k,
45 T FF) 65 AR A7 IR RO AR Y 55 A 45 I i 1R T P 3 o AR B A4 A7 A PR AR
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e POP-ROOT: 1R AFI R se & v, iy HoAR i 2 — RS 0 i A5 4K
FEREIS, R IXARMAF A RZ B, IF 2 X ARAMAF B AR Y 0 2 B0 70 # IO AR

R
AL /
/AR\g
,,,,,,,,,,, {fi,,,j?§,¢ .
51 50" 1< SH »—qo 41
,,,,,,,,, /\/A\ A

b) 7 IR AT 0 B

2-9 8 P br HESIUEL B8 SVARS, 1A B A0 B T 5 AR AF 45 0 A5 0 BB X EE

Fig. 2-9 A comparison between word-based and character-level arc-standard algorithms.

¥ bR BT KA o A BE YR BB T K AR A A i, FRATT R R
A BRSNS O o A il 1 52 AR A2 7 210, T A 31 A A2 £ 1) 72
W R b B A1), T2 TR BRI AR AR, MR IRIEY RO,
— KRR R, WA R R T IRR  EE TR R — R
— KR W, A AR R 2 BT RS R X e R AR X S R
VE 58 4354l 4> %~ # ¥t (SHIFT,, SH,), i/ 9L (ARC-LEFT,,, AL),
] 4 98 CARC-RIGHT,,, AR,), #Fr# 77 £ (POP-ROOT, PR) DL K F# it
(SHIFT., SH.), FZ/A39 (ARC-LEFT., AL.), F4 il (ARC-RIGHT., AR.),
WK (POP-WORD, PW), FIHIFRAT S 5% X )\ Fhig 4 n DARRRE
e SHIFT,: ¥BAFIHF R —ANTmmBAST, TR — MBS — A S
B S T ARAE R, 2R O — A SR A AN, R EREE —
NZH, Fos— 1A ]
o ARC-LEFT,: ¥ %0l i) #§ > &5 75 i 05 = 4K A7 W 247 & 9F, TR — N e
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9, A5 R TR 2 — BRI AE A B AR TS D9 & I AW FRD T 2 A B A4 A
HIRT 5L, Z 58 IR IR S A A, BT A ] © 2 €

o ARC-RIGHT,: A% 0 (¥ 9 A4 & 70 e 0 A A7 W EAT 598, TR — A9,
A5 A5G T (1 565 — RRAR A B PRI AR 5 5 08 65 I J 1R 7 10 38 20 A A A A PR AR
T, S5 AR IR R B, BT i Q4

e POP-ROOT: IR AFI 7o & o=, iy HoAR A2 — R 0 i 65 4K
FERIE, KRR BRI AL B, JF 2 AR A B AR T sy A R0 0 T R AR

o SHIFT.: KBRS IS —NImm B AT, BE— MRS — A S
P83 A A AR A7 R

o ARC-LEFT.: ¥ FeTol i) /5> 5 70 i 09 F AR A W gk AT 5 9F, TR — 229k,
A5 A5 1 T A) 55— ARARAF R AR Y s D 15 I i BR80T FR 3 0 82 ) A A PR AR
WL, Z5E I P E D MRS T HAF R R, 38 AR T

o ARC-RIGHT,: & #% T i P AR & o S 65 A A7 B 2B A7 & 9F, TR l— A9,
A5 49 1 T AD 55— ARARAE R AR s D 5 I T BT FR 0 0 82 ) A A PR AR
WL, ZH5E IR ED MRS T HAF R R, 3R AR T s

e POP-WORD: #ric#% o i i JC 3R 10 P A7 W O — A>3, B3 i e IO &
R 5 A A —

B0, AT A XA T T F AR R G P 4Rk, — 38
ZER Ty, A PR A 2 N R R Z i) T P R v R S S R v P A P ) AR AE DA%
S8 A T IR AR A7 03 4 TR AIE, I RR-277; 58 =3 43 9 B 4t RN 3]
YRS M MR AR, KRBT s . Hobe, wRleyr BIARER F, wANHE M SRR
RHANF s LATRACR i ST PR RR #0800 65 A7 S T AE RO AR 2 B R AR
M7 RN R B LA 7> M PR AE AL BT BE B s(w)s e(w) LA K2 d(w) 3R 7R AR 1 5
—ANF, BJE AN FANZA KB Il 12, relFlre25y B3R N i I ) 3 —
MY, BAEGNE A& T, RADNE D T&THRALNE A%
T WalMlrvalZR s — BRARAE R I 2210 2% 7 A A 02 740 H s Isw and rsw
N T 1175 24NVt R T 1B > 24 A/ & e 1 P RN <0 R e < PO

2.52 FILIEERE X

A EFTHLTT AL, HRRAT 42 TR i S0 I R Sk, R e
1A B R 2 SR o9 & T 3 AR AF 7 A Sk, W T oL il B 5
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R 22 H B R AE.

Table 2-2 The feature templates proposed by previous work.

f81 FRRAIE B B F FRERAR

3 ] ] 1 AR

& N1 [ UG I_1to, t-af_1fy, W1y, Colo, S(W-1) O fy, C-1Cot-1to,

18] JE W_ow_1, e(w_1) ot_1, e(W_1) o co, W_1Co, W_1t_1 © e(W_p), W_1,

s(w_r) o l(w_y), e(w_1) o l(w_1), s(w_1) oe(w_y), e(w_y) o e(w_y),
e(w_p) ow_y, s(w_1)ocy, w-yolw_y), w_pol(w_y),
W_it_y, W_it_i, W_it_1¢o, w_1, Where [(w_;) =1,

c_oc_icot_1,where [(w_;) =1, ct_; o e(w_;),where c € w_y ,

EYNGIEIIR 2

cot_1, €_1Co, C_1Cot—1, S(W_1) o Col_y

A7 5K i 73 #

FJIEAR R I B AR

Sow, Sot, Sowt, Sw, Sit, Siwt, Qow, Sogwo S 1w, Soto St
Sowo Sit, SotoS 1w, Sowto S t, Sot oS 1wt

Sowto S1w, Sowo S wt, Sowto S wt

SotoSqtoSqyt, SoptoSitoSq,.t, Sowo S1to S ,.t
SowoSitoSq,.t, SotoSitoSyet, SotoSitoSy.t

Sow odist, St odist, Sywodist, S;to dist

Sow o lval(§0), Sot o lval(S0)

Siwolval(S1), Sitolval(S1), Syworval(S1), Sitorval(S1)
Soews Soiet, S1uews Suets SireWs Siret

Soic2w, Soicat, Sucw, Suet, Siraw, St

SotoSoetoSoeat, SitoSetoSywnt, SitoStoS ot

R 2-3 Hrot i MmN 1 IR PN R A IR RF AL

Table 2-3 The new feature templates encoding inner-word dependencies.

R AE R AR

Le, Let, Re, Ret, Licic, Lyaic, Rieic, LeoRe, Ligct, Lyict, Rect,

LecoRw, LwoRe, LctoRw, LwtoRe, Lwo Rct, Lco Rwt,

LcoRcoLyc, LcoRco Lyic, Lco Rco Lioc, Leco Reo Lyoc,

LeoReoRpi¢, Leo ReoRioe, Lisw, Lrsw, Rlsw, Rrsw, Llswt,

Lrswt, Rlswt, Rrswt, Liswo Rw, LrswoRw, Lwo Rlsw, Lw o Rrsw
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AN LA N

PN % H = S G4
big law officer agree with law ize
a) fx /N A b) H/N AT

K 2-10 e/ 22 13 Al e /N A 3] B — 481 5

Fig. 2-10 An example to illustrate the innermost left/right subwords.

B BEARAS AR B — N — AN BA B R, AR R A i 0 R 5 o A AT A A
FVEREFE B, 1T BB A R R A E AR, BT AN A
TH OS], WER-11 a)iroR, s Mls Rom B0 & — AN REE R385
RIS AR AW, qoflgi RN NI R )88 — DN IC AN EE AT 3R, qoti R 2 —
AN R A . TEZ B, BATE LT HMAR RSB EE, 502
¥k (SHIFT, SH), A3k (ARC-LEFT, AL), 49l (ARC-RIGHT, AR) H#]
(REDUCE, RD) F1# K #75 & (POP-ROOT, PR), fIER-11 afix, i#t—3#
FRATTNE V% b 45 A 147 1 20 i %

o SHIFT: H4BAFI (155 — N Ju = F8 A KR

o ARC-LEFT: ¥ % 0l (1 30 43 A2 0 40K A7 W A0 BA 371 b 1) 3 — AN e & EAT & 9%

TR — AN A5, A 43 BA S R iR 26— AN G R AR T 25 B 8 S5 1T 3 4

AR A A7 RF R AR YT A, T B A T P 38 0 A 0 A A7 W 1 s

o ARC-RIGHT: 4 # T0 (1 0 43 A 6 4 A7 4% A BA 371 Hp (R 56 — DS e R AT A

Iy TR — AN AR, 8 A3 TR 30 0 RS A A7 B (AR T A0 A 98 5 R8T

RT3 7 ff A A A7 AR RO AR TS R, TR BA B v ) 38 — AN JC B ANk s

o REDUCE: 4 k% 10l [ 38 4 il 65 4 A7 W 5 HH bk

e POP-ROOT: 41 HBAFIH o & A as, i H AR A5 — R 0 i A K

AR, KX B R B, I 2 X B AK A7 B (AR 55 0 4 ) B AR 45 A

W b3 B T30 1 90O I B AR AT 4 b SRLVE YT R B T2 ARAE A e, JR
AL BN JE A AR AT Y 78, 10 BRI @ T A, 6 T b ik g%
Mk, BAAIH R0 R AR H Kk A FESHIFTH:AE 1, i % T 50 0 I 7 B3k,
LA — L84, ARC-RIGHTH REK BAF H (o0 R A AR, X B SR 1 ] 7k
T B 7, A RATXIRA B2 Oy 78, 0] AR iX — i . &
& ST —ANEW X, FHAARE R 0 ER-1L b)) R 28 v X i A7 6k 5 8 T A7
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S A ¢
o
JH%£~V% #{1
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a) T3 K AE 43 pr
ALy Y ’,_ALCN\
\’Q/AR,\ w AR. . R
= " 2 -m e
»;\1 S0 }— SH,, b, b, t—« SH. -}-40 6].1
A, T e A
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Fig. 2-11 A comparison between word-based and character-level arc-eager algorithms.

B, BR TGP X FE T A BB — 3 B ) LA SE T R R R TR i b, HA ) 76 3R P
AR I . 72 L PRIEAT IR T AR B I, Ja] Bl b ) % 82 45 A #AE AR AN
G X Z (A AT, 11 A A R R 1A R AE G2 i X R BA B iz 4T o A2 HEAT T 2
it L ERS, BT S 5EpiE M e e AT NI R ERD, AN
AT —BRARAE W, RSREE AN T, HoAd A7 Z I 56
PE, a2 Ut L — AR A, T [ ) — OO T R R A, DR A
FEART IS 4 AT 30 P AR T A i)

FIFE, FRATW X R AR Ly A&, By W, — % i
1y, A AR A T B i BRI E R Th e —#E, S — K2 R
(1), Ak TE iR 2 T RS R IR Se e VR . X R EEIE e 5L, ik
W #%i* (SHIFT,,, SH,), id /5K (ARC-LEFT,, AL), 9 (ARC-RIGHT,,
AR,), 1WJH%) (REDUCE,, RD,), BT & (POP-ROOT, PR) DL K F# i
(SHIFT., SH,), ¥/ 3k (ARC-LEFT., AL.), ¥4 il (ARC-RIGHT., AR.),
¥ 4% (REDUCE., RD.), i /% (POP-WORD, PW), FIifiA14 Hl%tix )\
FhAAE N LA A kg

e SHIFT,: ¥ZZmM X H R — Do EmB AR,
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o ARC-LEFT,: A% T5 ) 5 70 fift 65 4 A7 A% AN 22 o X P (28— S e R AT &

I AN, AR G2 X 5 — AN e SR AR RO & IR A IR

PR 708 0 e A A4 A7 AR AR RR 1 e, [ A R AR T 18 48 70 e A A4 A7 A 2 L AR

o ARC-RIGHT,: H Ak 0 ¥ &8 7 fiff 65 40 A7 B AN Z2 3 X AP ) 5 — S e R AT

I A A I, AT T #8807 AR AR Y RO B T R I

T 0B A B A A AR Y R RIINRE 22 0 XA 5 — DT R AR

Hs

o REDUCE,,: Ri AL T0 A #8740 A7 4% 4% s

e POP-ROOT: 1R FAFI i) 70 5 L R 22 b X A (e s A O =S, i Ho A

HALE — BRES 7 RS AR A I, R IR AR A B R B, I & X BRAR A7 A% 1)

MR R A A 73 M AR

o SHIFT.: K BAAIH )5 — A Ie R AN G ih X s

o ARC-LEFT.: 2% [X 5 3 BA A1) {0 (10 768 70 A B < A7 4% A0 BA 27 v 11 2 —

NIURBAT G, RN, BB 5 — A TR AR RN

B IF 5 T R 2 AR B AR A R AR e, ) SR AR T A1 758 2 e A AR A7

s

o ARC-RIGHT,: #§ £ [X 5g 3 BA 41— 1) 350 0 gk 555 1< A7 B AT BA 81 v 11 25

—ATCRBIATEI, A I, AT G2 X SR BA B (0 2 i

R A7 AR PR AR Y D I I PR8I ) 0 0 A A A7 AR PR 1Y o, [ I BA

SIS — N IT R AN X

o REDUCE.: 4 £z [X F£ 3 FA 51 — (] 0 0 7 8 L) 4 A7 4% A% 1

o POP-WORD: F5ic & [X 523 BA 51— (0 F3 #0878 05 5~ (K A7 A% D9 — A

HI T 41 T SR RPIRES BLRCR S B R e, R 05 5K LR 2505 3X
FObRAE L B 2800, AHESNA. HPTH B MRE®R =2, F—K
Fe AT G 1K) 53 U] MR A o R B B B TR o BT B O RR AR, B SR AR AR S 2 T A
B 0 I B AR A7 B30 oh B D B RO RS AIE, 28 =R B BR A RRON T A 1 &5
K5 B R AE . b 28 — 2R A0 58 = SEMIAR v olURE B8 80— —#F, 28 —2R%PALE
A b HE G 72 S th I A —#F, (B2 7 B FUOR Qo SoMIS 1 70 A2 N0,
QoIS o
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2.6.1 SLIEE

T ARHT B BGX A R T i Ak o A itk e, FRATTAECTB 501 # s 46 1
BEATSEYE, RR-AbAH T S = ARG HE B FATXFCTB A ) o S0 )i 45
i 1 2518l FMary HarperfllZhongqiang Huang 7E2011 4F [ Tl &b #EZST, I A Fi Ak 2
TR 2 E 0 — 0 AR e e 5l B 5 K — on AR R . Dy 7 A CTB A Y B
A G)VE R B A iR N T2 B, JRATTAE T 5K JE AICTark 7E20104F $2 H 1Y A2 5% 7Y
KRR L

®2-4 TR P DL SRR B
Table 2-4 Corpus statistics.

XI5 fTFHE | WEH
WS | 001-270; 18,089 493,939
400-1151;
RS | 301-325; 350 6,821
MREE | 271-300; 348 8,008

X T T A R S AR M, BT IRAT 7V B A I 2 B 4 1A R
PEARVE R IR S AE TS R, B AR Z D E =My ik, & 5o
FIPEA s FRATTR 3 A AE B 22.(P), B 23] 25 5 Hp i A R i) B o5 L 30 20 BT 45 SR
PR TR B BRI 20 3R] A A [l R (R), B 1] 45 SR e IE A 1R R B O R 5 SR
L B A A B gy 1A FOFAE, FE M TE A O ER H A Y AR VE VAN
BATR A EE TR 7 X, AR bR HE# 2R P),  BI I M Ar v 45 5 i o
b IE B B R 005 B Bh 2 BT 45 R i S R B L 3R BR Y A R R), B
) P AR 9 A SR R ) MR A v T R Y e B T A 2 SR R B g DL AR R
IR SR J5 A0 VR, FRATT R PEAN J7 2R A N I PEAR 5 2049 40 Xian Qian
FlYang Liu 7E2012 432 tH 1 77 vk — 00080, 35 50 ) 32 0 o R 5 435 440 1 050 %) 4 A
KP)s A RRER)MFME, —ANFEAE G E R &4 2 I Ga R, &R
DA 5 Jo 15 5 AE) s 2 0 R 3 TE A, 3K AN 30 T AR AR I 2 T R A R i P S AR ) T
IR B B T IX = ANPE I R bR 2 Ak, FRATTIE Re 4 A 3R] 45 0 o A 1)
RE, RPLT 201 FA PE bR, FRATHCR A T 23 T 0PN 7, W — N i
PR 8 5 R A S IE R A, U R B A B TR 5 R A AT IE B (S AR D
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XT3 T AR SR AR i, AT EE A R, R R AR, R
& BT BV AF G A FE D BT O 45 3R, LR AT T 20 il VAR 1 2 m] S R PR AR T AT
WRAF SR EE T IR RE . R 24— 25 A7 NPT 34 1) 3] £ 73 ] T A Ty HL 32X 2% 90
HIHE W IE AR G LT, BATA NI SFARAFINIER . 2L, FATTHAEH] 1 1A
PN B 45 K o A vEE AR A N PRI R b 2 —, 2 — Sl e AR A DRl o EL L A R
WRAFIIER LB 70 I, 3RATA N i 3m 1) N BB A5 Mg B i 0 B (5 RV S A
o Hr R A A R PR SE SR )

262 ETFWRIBEMAESR
2621 FEAHBEE LHWER

95
90
85
80
75

70

65

a) 73 1A A PE AR IEFE. b) )% 45 HFAA.
2-12 73 i PE AR R P K G035 S5 FIF(E 5 A K/ BLR ITZRIE AR B 5% &

Fig. 2-12 Accuracies for joint segmentation and tagging as well as constituent parsing using beam

sizes 1, 4, 16 and 64, respectively.

PR-121% 7% 7 75 J 1 28 VI it 2w I 35 )1 5 0 0 1 484 o A B R K /0N 1) 348
T Ao L T 1) ) 4 A AR B AE T R B R B I BE AR A AN R 3R AT T
CLE B, T WA vk o A B Y it 5 A /N B 3G, PR RE R IR # 3 ., (H
& AR/ N B — e RR R, MR RE IS N AR B R AE B OD PR AR SRk A R, AR A
[ 33 i 76 3% 45 N B&, F-AIT#EIntel Core i5-3470 CPU (3.20GHz), Fedora 17 L Mgcc
472 R IBAT R, KK/ L, 4, 16, 64T AH N ) fige ik 5 S318.24) 4
T, 98t EEFD, 3030)8 LA RTONFM. RIEBXPMELBER, AL LEFHE
J& . FRATR 64 K /N R AT i TH ) S5

=20, RATEAE T KB AR £ LI T — A 450 Sk I REE (an
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M RTE Tk K% T A e
KRR AR A MR, et 45 B FR-TFT R, MLk 45 b AT LA
B, XA IE T B A B R L
2% 2-5 1A 45K 5] N B RFAE B R0R .

Table 2-5 Results of feature ablation for word structure features.
7o I i S AT S IR E =
] 45 KRR AR 96.76 | 94.17 | 85.34 | 96.37

AL R S RREAE | 96.53 | 93.74 | 84.75 | 95.92

2.6.2.2 M #HE EaVZE

NN-I
NN-C NN-I
/\
NN-F NN-F NI\H/\
NN-b NN-i NN-i NN-i NN-b NN-i NN-i NN-i
fip I ik e fup I i, A
(crouching) (tiger) (hidden) (dragon) (crouching) (tiger) (hidden) (dragon)
a) N LRy i 451 b) H 3)iA 4514

B 2-13 N ARVE A 4544 A0 B 3l O 1] 257 1 — A EL B 7

Fig. 2-13 Examples for annotated and pseudo word structures

N T BRI T M ANE LS, BATRE T AN R G W
ARG N RATEA, B AT R G SR A AT 0 R A PR AR, A gk
15 M ClarkfE20104F 52 H 70 17 1] P ARy Bk S A Y, SR s 723X > Stk b X% ) 1
BEAT AR A, A8 P 5K 5 A1 Clark £E20094F £ H # 3k T 7 1 46 18 25 74 632 70 Hr
& A AN EEE R GEHEAT LB, BATRR I T 5 1 — A )3k 2 i A
T ERAT RIS B A RGAE MY DL ZREE BN BRATTR 2 T
R G 5e 4 — ke, HRAEH A3 K gk, i ER-13 R 44 7 N AR A 45
AN B Bl A 544 1) — AN BB 7, XA R Gt AT PR, B XA
#E RGeS T I LS DA ] 45 K 6 ) i A BT RO AR . RR-6l R T
BATEm A SR, KRy, — ARG IR R AN TARE R 5K
] 4 R348 7 E Bl A 25 K A 2 L SR AT R R A PR RE L0, R N bR i 1Y) 5 S A £
Py — P TRV I PR R
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% 2-6 ML LR mALR,

Table 2-6 Final results on test set.

5% P R F
H AT AR 53] 97.35 98.02 97.69
] P 93.51  94.15 93.83
GBI 81.58 8295 82.26
Pl 25 44 43 1A] 97.32  98.13  97.73
] P 94.09 94.88  94.48
GIRFS 83.39 8384 83.61
N ThRFEFELER | oA 97.49 98.18 97.84
A 14 94.46  95.14  94.80
IR7S 84.42 8443 84.43
WK | 9722 9794  97.59
F 2-7 FIHT N TAE R HL AL
Table 2-7 Comparison with previous work.
EX) 71 1] ] P GIRFS
Kruengkrai+ * 09 97.87 93.67 -
Sun’ 11 98.17%  94.02% -
Wang+ " 11 98.11%  94.18% -
Li’ 11 97.3 93.5 79.7
Li+ 12 97.50 9331 -
Hatori+ ~ 12 98.26%  94.64%  —
Qian+ ’ 12 9796 9381  82.85
FATIR) H AT R Y 97.69  93.83 8226
FATE B R AL FH Ay ] 45 44 97.73 9448  83.6l
BATPIBERAE N TARE IR 58 | 97.84 9480  84.43
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2.6.2.3 BIATL{ERIEEE:

B2, WAV T TR 7K, s RuRR- 7R, K
T RIRFUAN I BT IR AE AR AT A A gk A B, Kruengkrai+ © 09 3 7RCanasai
Kruengkrai% A 7520094 £& H 19 5 T A% £ 1572 5K 311 1) 43 10] 1] P b 3 Bk B A 4 1760,
Sun 11 RN B PMVER AR B H 19— AN 3 7 98] 19 2 1] ) M A v A R L0, i
— RG] T S A M, Wang+ * 11 %75 B Yiou WangZs NR i — ANk &
() 5 A7 4 1] 3] P AR v AR RO, e B T OB R R AR v E B Li T 11 KRR
Z5 B FE201 14 42 HY 1) — AN 38 1 3R] 8 9R) &6 A 1 29 ) ] R A v DL R R I ) vk
[ A2 BB BT it 7 12 o B 245 o [ R ) [ R AE201 248 48 1) — A — AR A0
43 Ve ] M AR A ) TR B A ARIOL, X A A8 R 9 ST A R T O 4 ) &5 R BR A
I; Hatori+ * 12 7~ HJun Hatori%§ A 7E20124 2 H (1) — /> 43 3] 17 4 b v F0 4K
T2 A5 B Bk A R R0 AT 7 48 ] T Hownet A A o SC 4 56 77 R4 7 b &b 351 7] gt
Qian+ ’ 12 £/~ A Xian QianflYang LiufE20124F $2 H i — /N4 1al . 1al 1 b v PL &
FEATA) VR B R A AR A IOS) Al AT T E YNSRI 43 A T 4% B AR RSN 25 0 vk, T A
FRAG RS, X =R B G /E— . WER BE, AT E T 1 6) %517
FE AR PEARVE AT A VE 0 B B T B U I fe

2,63 ETFWIKGFEEWAIES

2.6.3.1 EEEBILNFIELARE

AV R S AE AR R B AT AR AL, e R ML, BB —ER A e — R
A 1 J3 1] ) AR VR A, HL AR S U7 ¥ i1 Zhang and Clark (2010)4F (1) 3 % Jiy
BB A R — AN B TR AR A A A A, R B AT DL B R A N(2009) 3
bR R IV B4 48 R 50EEY, thv] DL Zhang and Clark (20100 4F 42 H /1) 91 0
SN RS A R AR, R, 28 BT IRATT A PR AR E R AL, 43 il iy 4 ASTD
(pipe) (FrifEINEEF2 HIE) MEAG (pipe) (F0 0 iNEERE IR o X T IX A B,
S5 — B 43 o VA A M AR v D IBE A AR B R AT BT A (A KN 6, B R A AR AT A
A3 43 BT RO B FRATT B A B A DR/ 64, IX B8 B RN BT B IR AR A ik F)
B AR AR B BT A B I L

TR U A AR, FRATIRI R ER T S MO AR, B AT A

e STD (real, pseudo): AxifE JINEL F2 S ARAD, AF PN ARV (1) 98] P 350 45 #) A

P iR 2 TR R AF, BrA) UG, B AT R T AR A R, A

progts | NS T IR T ooy o D) WV il s (e AR N RS S
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e STD (pseudo, real): AxifE NS # BIEL gAY, A5 FH Pt 1) 1] P 50 &6 44 RN T
P B3] B B AAE, B A i i I N BB SR, S bR BE R — A
] B R 40 R PR AR VR DL SR A AR A AR Y
o STD (real, real): Ar#EINFEFE F LMD, A8 N ARy B3R A &8 454 T\
TTARVE Y 8] AR AE, B RE R 20 B th 23 dml  PEARVE . ARAF R E A
SRl N 4
e EAG (real, pseudo): o1 /0y N5 #8 BILARED, 5 FH N T by v A0 98] PN 350 465 44
HPR 3 (1) 0] 2 (B AR AE, #e B0l 30, B 4 A e 2 TR) B AR A S5
RRARE) T piml a MEbRyE LA S Aa] A 8 454 () 45 3
e EAG (pseudo, real): 5%/ 78 BV b5, A8 B O sk (19 9] PN 350 45 A F N
TARVE B Z A AR AR, EA i A NS ai A, iR BEat e —
A7 B R 23]y Rl AR T DA R AE R IR A AR A
e EAG (real, real): 500N 5L Mbg, A8 AN AR B 98] N B0 45 /) AN
TARVE R 8] AR, BRI 23 B th 23 dnl . ] PEARVE . ARAF B) % DA
S im] BB EE K
Fodn N TTHRTE I ] N 3B 45 K 2 48 N BRARAE 45 1), AT J 18 PN 0 45 4 BB &%
TR, TP R N BB EE K e ey D ey Hoe AN I T A
TR B ] 22 TR B A AT 25 74 A2 18 MK VE &5 A v A R AR B8 AR T R BRI
BN A R AR AR, T D g 16 3] 2 1B AR AR E5 ) wow -+ D wy,, Hoiw,
— AR B SRS . BT IR LA TR AT S A RN R 64, TX A FRATT
AR TR0 S e ) 2 56 pIr VLY, B R B T I R R X7 THT R S o
2632 MAHIELHREER
T8 R T B LA B ECTB 5.000 R 4 b & g5 R, A I 3R AT
¥ FRATHE H 1 J7 95 M HatorifE20124 $2& 11 — AN 43 1l ] 14 A v AR A7 ) 3%
BEA R 7 — /N EeE. B AR BATESTD (pipe)MISTD (real, pseudo)#H LL 3¢, LA
K HGEAG (pipe)FIEAG (real, pseudo)fH Lt ¢, STD/EAG(pipe)ti 4 H (1) 43 i 1 1]
PE bR 73 1% 52 FISTD/EAG(real, pseudo)x N 1 1a] PN #8 45 #4) 25 43 3l ] 14 A ¥ 4
KA, AR LLE 18] P EB &5 kg w] DAy ok BB R RE I 1A vk O A
— B ¥4 STD (pipe)HISTD (pseudo, rea)#H L, UL S 4 EAG (pipe) FIEAG (pseudo,
real)fH ELA, X PR AN bU B RE 3% B IR G 455 28 A 3R]V 43 Al A A v a0 i B A 3,
JNSTD/EAG(pipe)s& — AN H 47 fi A, [ STD/EAG(pseudo, real) +& V& A 1 ] il N &5
SR — AN EE AL, Hatori+ ” 12 & —APNERE AL, (HZ AT HEA
T Y BE SR E B v PR RE I AE A 2, X2 T IR R B R ST A —
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W JRVE Tl K& T2 422 ig X
Fto 5 FATKSTD (pseudo, real) FISTD (real, real)#H EL %%, DL M EAG (pseudo,
real) F1EAG (real, real) #H LU 3%, XPHANELECR BH 1 18] N 38 45 M ER)VE i EIE
RO, 2R R SR R T TR] PN S 5 R B SRR R AR A 45 R AR o T P R
% 2-8 M4 E AL R,

Table 2-8 Final results on test set.
sriE MR AE A

STD (pipe) 97.69 9383 80.28 -

STD (real, pseudo) 9795 94.05 — 97.60
STD (pseudo, real) | 97.87 9428  81.63 -
STD (real, real) 97.84 94.62 82.14 97.30

Hatori+ ~ 12 97.75 9433  81.56 -
EAG (pipe) 97.69 93.83  80.29 -
EAG (real, pseudo) | 97.90 94.11 - 97.65

EAG (pseudo, real) | 97.76  94.36  81.70 -

EAG (real, real) 97.84 9436 82.07 97.49

2.7 REINE

ARFPEW T AR SRR SR BT, AR SR R TR T
IR HR SR VE S5 A R)IR 0 M A3 T 0 R SO EE R RE . AN T 7
Mo SCR IR G AR AT S 1 AR TR AR, T D T P SOR AR
Zi AR A PR T RN R A R R AR A, e AT o A 3 (1 e A% Bk
BEATY A 2o IR A MR 45 RABR W] 13X JUFP 5 7 g I & A5 A 1 S g
BT 73« R EARE LR AR A B e

VA PN 2 AL 1R 23 A R I 25 rh S A B R A RS R — AN 5%, T SE B b A 3R]
FSERAT BRI R, FRATIE I — 2o R W] 1K A, TR SR R T S A
R B AR TE 1870 o SO 10 A A A i o 3RATT e 28 42t 0 2% - 7 (1 R 9 20
J7 et I R P AR A M T B . SRR AR, ARSI NIA A A R, 0L
T P FR v DL R A0 3 3 A B i SR EL o O BB B R AT BT R T
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38 WARKEENREE A SRR

3.1 3|18

H X M BRI E A TR A H AR, HEKTE X o
I FE 07 9%, ASFE BT E A A A R RO S, sk Bk ORIR ),
— Fp B B T A VD 18 Y %~ (Lexical Semantics), 1M 55 4 — Fh 5 i 7] T 4H & 1E X
=%(Compositional Semantics). J2 T 18] I 1 X 5= ) BIF 58 J7 2538 55 18] [m) B0 (1Y) 9] 42
SL—ANE SCRR R, ) an g X 95 3C I Wordnet™ . & X H SR AR B B R b
%, BAARERMER TA/E B 5 M Hownet), [F] S 17 AR LA A [8]) S 6] AR 4 f2
FRESESTE g, AN RIS G R A 2] ok B B 3R B )15 R IREP R, R
FEARJFEHGE R — AR 0 B SCEZNEE B E X, s AR FE RS S IE
o — AN 2 Y S m SR AR IR, R a2 TR ) SRR SR8 I AH B A B s
kAZE], Hlin “VEC(E JF)-VEC(% N)=VEC(E T)-VEC(H N)” . H&Fidil i X
A FC 7 5 AR AT DL T ) 8 E B B R SOR 2 i — AN B Bk B X, AT
(1) 1) S B ARE A — A~ B ) B T ARV O AT S5 HORA, RS — AN ) R B R E
], RHZ A BT RN B S AT X 4. Bl I EAT AN F A ERTF
BL7, FoAr iy SRR miad — AN B A BRG], XA AR SRR R R
WEA SR RAHRBER” SRR 457 PAS I, T 16 ST B 2 X
SMEIZA] T SRR 8 T A .

5 MW RS R H A A E SO O SR BEAT B TT, X BRI AT 2 A —
M) AW E, Bl EEASN T NETESZNEI, BREH -1
KIBH W EER A T8 R Rk, JFae Aplas r b B, X — K AN
R ] A TAF HHJohn M. Zelle fIRaymond J. Mooney 7E 19964 2 Hi, B A4 B 4R
T IR T e OB B R ISQLAE iR A) BN HAK 1) 4 B 7R A B T
)77 3EBA, e T UL BB ) v SR, g — B A E R — R R
i 2 1% 4 3% 18 Lambda calculussk 3R 7 A1) 1 1932 #5185 B, & B TAE @
iZettlemoyer M Collins#& t 1 451 F 20 & 0 W SCIEAE O v 18] A1) 32 ko0 — AN 1) 1 5%
Hi i Lambda?e iA 8, A2 LA FAT A D) Ja 22 pR gk TAER R0,

BT H A E BT T R LR TR 7R AR IR N, HEX M7
EAFAER WA TR . 56— 0] @2 i sz B, 3 25 R e 5t TAE B4
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

() I 5 A v L ) s B — RN I 1,000, i B R R T HEE
N EFRR GG, NIE B A @R XY e 21 R HUBL 8 A AU 7). 56—
A 10 R A2 ] Y il R B BHE XA 1) /A ] SOV B B R R AR AR . BRI RS
] &, FRATTSR R38R AE 0 i G SXUHKAE 0 BT) SRAE N — AN U T AE,
AP R IR T IEAFAEAE WA 7 TH B R e 58— N0 R 2 1 R XS SR it b 20K 1) T
) 355 IR RS B i, H AT — LA R TR R DA A AERY R 55 AN R R R
IFEAS TR B L SR A B, 12 2538 i 10V B B8 7K 52 1) 18 SUHE B2 R #0814
WE, PR IX B Jo B H AR XS TR SR U A AR A BR . AR AN [F] 3 K
FERREMTE, KSR uEBEH A AR, HATeoEH &2 08 URFE R
BEHRKAL120ZMIE LK R

KB SUKAE I 40 B 735, K30 70 W 92 38 1 AR W F o8 AR A2 o T e &
AL B, AN N SURAF A B R R A 7 A8 . FsE b, 1 IKAE
BT ) 2 R B v T AR AR o A, AER AR AT I 5 3 GV )R AR B R SUHRAF
SIATEIFS BIAE R o i 0 AR — MR T 1R 18 SO AKAE 20 B R TET 7 440925 (1) MK A 47
B EMA B FATAE S, W EATA R A A B AR 2 #, 1T JRATTHS
TEAR T RERY], AR5 B AT LLAEE A 200 7 WG SURAF e e #E— 2T
— 2510, WAV —FhECA BB 7, 15X P R KAE 2 e AE R — N 4t
THE Y o[BI 58 B, HLIX P Bl AR A7 23 A (0 PR BEER Re 73 21— %€ IR T

FEARE R, RATH 32 H 2 32 B — Bl SURAF 75 B A VR AAE 70 A () 1Bk
G B IRATTE SUKAE A i — N TR 2R 41 AR a5 — Mg iz
FVE IR E 8 S M F B—18 A 8 b5 7 (Semantic Role Labeling, SRL)PH —
R T SXARAE 73 i & B BEAT BT 78, BLR W TE SURAF 70 i A 9 — Al ot
FBH & B a3k — 2 AT A SO SR A VAR AR A — T X b #fr, IF3R
W 4032 53 A B — DR R 1B SCARAF 20 A B PR e, IXRE D RV R T SUARAE 43 1T 1
PA A A PR A A2 R HE s S a IRATIR  — DN ECE A, SR IA IR b BETE AR A
ST MAENEARAE b, IF Hi &M a5 AR 7 BCE B8 1A 2k .

3.2 HHxTI1E

FEEC BT, A8 FH AR S0 R 3R s 18 S 45 1) () TA 32 2 A i Johansson 5 A
) TAEBN, DL K 5 R i Stanford i A7 45 #1851 B T 4R A7 302 1) vp S0TE UK 3R
NI A 225 N AE20034F 52 tH3, AR AT 0] 0 X ) — 2835 SO6 R Al 1 — € 7
B, FF HAERNERTE L2 7 — 2Pl AR T — AN A SRR AT B R
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6, EULEEAE BN T — B AR R AR EE R R4, Jiajun YanbA K E N A
L NWA A T AL E O AR, 0 A SR M AR e v i A ) T AT SR
1, B2 Jiajun Yan bR 33 B8R T4 R ) - R 2 R Ag RO, i N AN AN I AR
FLAEBESAERKERNA TR, 3 H EIARSE ANFRERIX S8R, £t
—B IR J5, HZE )T % NAESemEval-2012 I 4 F R4 417 18 B A FF 37,
E WAL ANAE S S 71X — PP, BrHiE K2 HRE S A MR E T
— B FE KA Y, B SCStanfordfK 47, {H /2 B T+ CStanford fk 47 B
1] 72 18 I AV B AT 2, B LTS SR AR AR/ K E I A)vkAE BB,

o A B8R VE SR A B S M DT T B A, 3 R AR SR SUIKAE 4
LAl B AT R IT I — T R B 7 V5 2 e B — 28K 5E 1 H AR5 5 AL B B
., GIanL28 800 A5 GR35 UM BFRE S S, EGE UK AE AR AR A7
TEIX BT 55 E I RCR AT EEBY 78 p SCE XARAE T 1T, B 1 9k 84558 N BL 3
B3 50IE T S Stanford A7 H AT R PE 2 AN, 354 B B 9T A

X T8 SUKAE I 40 T 7715, RS0 0 1) AR #1222 FH LA B A VEAE 40 B 1)
J7 VR B AR AT XARAFE 0o 1 3 T B AR A 40 #r 7 v B3 T R 1)
WAE 53 A TR AR SR B X 8 by 07 5 T 2 AR 5 A v H LUAT VR AR AE 0 B i A A
HELCHFAE, PRI IX 26 T7 VL AR 2B T A)EAE B SUKRAE A T RS EE H . A=
TATH TAEH KB, A)EE B T miE UK e s R G M. ik —2,
BATHR B — Bl AV AR A 73 A FAE SUHCAE 20 B (R IR E AR A, 453X R MR A 73 A
REAE A — AR b RIS EAT,  IX R R JRE G0 e HEAT A VE AR 70 T Ja R AT 18 SUIRAF
3 W T A e AT A X BT Y SR ) R A 1)

3.3 PIBNIRERT

RSO SURAF R HE SRR AP SO SRR 2 by S T8 SR e — A
Bk, B RN, IR AR % Rl SIS AT A A
il Filw 54T 92 BE w36 BRI A0 R0 5 R B A0 32 AL T RN
BT IR L RIS AN 2 A 9B Xk R B LT 4
5 T — R ZESemEval-20 1257 1 o 7 6 FH 10375 SURRAE I, R ATFR 2 HITIE UK A7
Bho ELRSRE, R R BORERE 2 LT DO

(1) RN T A A FLACHE — AN i 9 %6 T 0 G2 195238 7 R 7E A1)

(2) 15 SCARAF A 6 2002 55 3E 8 1Y), B A AR AT — A JEAR T ] AR e AT AT
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— AR R SR AR R

(3) B4 A B AR AT — AN AEAR Y S GRDER R BB — AR AL

(4) AN SR B 42 0] 1 v iR e HEAT RO P, I A IR BRI AN AR AE SE X

HITE SCHCAE B S AR v SR ) ik B 22 ) FH — 5 1R A 18 ) 0k 3118 UMK A7
(1) 2 B 0 00 AT B e T A5 B, IF BAE IR e B il B BEAT T 2 RN TR K.
HITE SCHRAE B AR A7 I S S PR O3 A Y, XS T — 285 SEFr e S 1)
RE T )18, 7R UK o AN BAE R AR AT ] A% 0, TR AR NI 745 R X
TR EOG &R, HITIE AKATE K R 2 fEHowNetif SR 2 4 JE Al FAS O 152 T B,
HEREHIE T HESZHKIE XK R, WFENEARE KRS MK, ikt
AR RIS 8 R AR TEAAR RPN 35 S e AR AR AR A 1R S Y T SR o HE B
DA R MR A e 5l A B H I A SR AR R T8 i 2R R SUAK AT 9% &R i FB- 1T
AN ZEH YR SCOC AR ET R S SO S RAHEL, 380 T iE R &R, H
T MG S R AR LA S BTG SR, AN 1 SR A7 R Rk R B 1 0 A
AANE ORI, FlanIts, k2, kS,

W SCR AT 3 A el Lo B T A & 18 W o A 7 vk Fe it — E I SR X T
BB 1 SUAK A7 1, FRATAT ORI, “HEH7 T 3 E =AY, a5l
AT T O “ETT, EATTE B IE LR R A “experiencer (425
)7\ “aspect (fE, FTIRTEMBIZE)” Fl “content ()" . XA, FRAVE R LA
RN =AML S TR S5 M) “FeH (experiencer: FE1) 7. “F&H (aspect: )7
A “HRH (content: fHME) 7. WIRIRATIEREFNTE “HEH” BP0 70 M
sEexperiencerfllcontent!tf, FATE 0] LLXT X AN 18 ot AT A & & F- 15 2] “I8 H
(experiencer: 1, content: &) ” . X — D& IF T LR TCIE AT ZE 13 FF,
WA TiX—&, JAVMER LLER 5 5 1153 2 8A 6] T 5 RN,

3.4 MAEIRFETHTRIITEE

VB SUKAF 23 i AR ARAE 23 BT IO AZ 0 SR RAK A S0V, R T R B IR
AR R, HEMNAR EE, BT EfTobr B RA RS T ENTE ks
LR IR VG AFAE S EEBOR A X o B Je AT AR A I S 1 B N R, 13-
T MR 2 T ERZE R — e X FRRERAE M, /7 52 <3k
H” 5 “H N7 ZIEE— A A e #ok, Tt s SO E i, SRl 5 <A
N7 Z I8 BEAT ELHE B SR K

HRAE BRI KA R & L, JATRA T 3 B- 17 115 R4, X fI6)
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%% 3-1 HITHE UK F R R
Table 3-1 The HIT semantic dependency labels.

FEXAE

T KB XA ESF|agent, ZL56 F|experiencer, £ 5¥|causer, M5 # [possessor, A7-HH

t fKlexistent, ¥ {A|whole, 7% & T ff|relevant

HARTE L f1 K4Rlisa, W %|content, i Yllpossession, A7 F|patient, i) |OfPart,

& 161 2 # |beneficiary, 2 & {&|contrast, #H £ /K|partner, K #&|basis, JR
[Hl|cause, f&Aft|cost, i Hil|scope, 7% T|concerning

i B v AR ‘ ‘ ‘

RIEES i B¢ |duration, #% 1L B [B]|TimeFin, & 45 B [8][Timelni, B [A] 55 ]time,

B [8) IR 15| Time Adv

= AR E 2 & FrlLocationFin, Ji At fr|LocationIni, @ i 4t Fr|LocationThru,
EN 2% 4K Z5|StateFin, R #|state, J& IR Z5(StateIni, 5 [9|direction, Ff

2 |distance, At fIt|location

# 7, i, fF Bfilaccompaniment, f% %E|succeeding, 72 18 S Klfrequency, L
IR K Hlinstrument, #4%}/material, = B|means, ffj/¥|angle, Z))&|times, i
¥ #|sequence, JIil J¥* E|sequence-p, 75 E|negation, £ f|degree, 1f

#|modal, 5% 1|lemphasis, J7 \/manner, {K|aspect, fdi A i|comment

E 5 XA

HEBMNE M F #|d-genetive, 2K Jjll|d-category, J¥ Ii|d-member, I IK|d-domain,
% #E|d-quantity-p, #{ F|d-quantity, *5 &E|d-deno-p, %5 7x|d-deno, 1i
F|d-host, If [A] J§ i& & 1fi i¥|d-TimePhrase, i & %7 1% & 1 i&|d-
LocPhrase, #L#J) % 15 1& 1ffi i5|d-InstPhrase, J& f4:|d-attribute, [R %E|d-
restrictive, #4k}/d-material, N %¥|d-content, JIii ¥ %{|d-sequence, JIiiF

i|d-sequence-p, A Allgp-mod

P B 4 - E A, W it Hiragent, K % Fr-patient, % A& Hr-
] (VPR it possessor (A&, AEAT 15 XAt Hi AT LL)

L B 4 o iE XM/, W: BR ik HHc-agent, [ P &|c-content, [z % Fc-

W(E IS IEE)  patient (A E, IUA R HBL 4R _ _
%Wl JFEIE XM A, W W B Fj-agent, W] $E 52 FF[j-patient, [H] 2 T

1E(NPHH 1E) K j-target (A€, AL 18 A EHAAT L)

BB X AGULRLE

fIEEE XM TR Hs-cause, ik #P|s-concession, i ¥|s-condition, JF %1[|s-coordinate,
t 1% $¢|s-or, i idf|s-progression, [& Zh|s-besides, il 7|s-succession, H
fl|s-purpose, ¥ Jifi|s-measure, #|%|s-abandonment, % HY|s-preference,

o $i|s-summary, %) i&|s-recount, < F|s-concerning, %% H|s-result

Hoe 2B Bl W]-75 AL 16]-7 iA]Jaux-depend, AV il|prep-depend, Fr & i = |PU,
RIROOT
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

FARAT AT E R EE . B B KRB RAMNESS A E R
ERIXN, X HIARZEARXN T AR 0w, RER L 2 10iE L R an il E
il o

B 25 AT It — A F AR B OBHITIE SR A7 R — A B V4K A7 0
TR N BE WM LR, 1% BRG] K A7 A 2 il I 7k 5 A Clark 7520084 # Hi 1) 52 5
TR IR S P )R I R AT B Bl i A9 ok 1) (FIMALTER 73D
B8, ER-2AE R T EAMZ A — BB, B — ) FRATAR S H T
B HIHITE SCARAF B8 MIMALT AV E AR A7 AR, b BT 3B /- HITE U, R TP
57 FEMALT R VLA BT

MBI IRATAT LLE 38 SO IR KRR BE 2 7 — 2 i3], soim] 5 5k
W AR T BB R, Bl AR RN )7 SR R AN TR R VAR A AR
TISAEAR A T A S 3 (R M 2 o SRI3- 200 3k W R A7 LB (AR A7 DR R KRB
H CARBREAMERE A 7 Xt R T DUE 38 SUKAE I bR 25 5 B 2L A) %
WHEZ W T &AL, FEFEHREEEWEEAEKERE TRZ, X— iS5
T SEBR S SUHAT 2 A 18 ARk R B ASE B2 58 1t /N T RJVE AR AE 40 A (38 R RIAR,  IX 4
72 T SKAE 53 B B T i P — A K IR A

FIT AT %) B A0 0 22 T By VG T 1R AT 1, FRATTRE aE — 28 S BR B4 H kR Xt
T SCMRAF 53 A AR VEARAE 2 3 AT LU AT F IR RE 1 ) 7 42 6 A il 25
FTF R E R, (A IR R [RIRE AR AF 23 A SR U e & AR A o A A 2,
SEMERIEAFE SRR E ErtEgex th. MBI Bk, —J7mok b
PRIt R R M E SR MR, X — R BN, BoNARZEEHE R
80 2= B4 BCHE R B S5 — O T A0 SR PR B AR AE DO 2 ) 3 B AR A 4 A
MEFEFR K, X— AEEERT AN HT TAEFREE TR, X FIKA7 %R
H T B W T 35 SCHAE 43 i 16 A8 JE B2 T A VAR A 4 e 0 T KR B K A7
SN b, FRATT R W %2 S PR i Rk, R L FEHITRIMALTAR 3 FLYE 1, (K A7 97 1

TN 7N

5 [ ib] CZUN 5% [H ib] C2UN
a) FEIRAT b) 1 MK AF

B 3-1 1 SUHRAT AIAJTEARAT 1) — S X L

Fig. 3-1 Comparison between semantic and syntactic dependencies.
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root

content
( r-content

duratic d-quantity-p
experiencer aspect plep [ m% aux [ d-quantity \\ f d-attri 1%
% e ﬂ il l ﬂf

ik

V N

vmod pmod / ve -f / L amod —/ ‘ & nmod —/ T
vmod nmod

o0l K nmod

obj

v

Zgg‘*

»
=
o
—>

N

Bl 3-2 HITIE IR AR FIMALT AV K A7 1) — AN % B4l
Fig. 3-2 An example to compare the HIT and MALT dependencies.

R 3-2 HITiF SCHAF RIMALTGVE AR A7 9% 2 0] EE DA SR v 3 B2 B B EE
Table 3-2 A comparison between the HIT and MALT dependency labels.

WAFMAISE | BRERAF R R | IR RAREHE | AREAN

HIT agent,patient,content 122 * * k

MALT sub, obj, vmod, nmod 12 *

B B 4% ) 493.05H012.87,  [F] i B3l 3 B THITIE UIRGE ST K Bk G B £
FMALTHJVEMR A b IR IX — LU A 3R B 118 SUAKAF 40 i B A i 2 vy T g vk
AT T FRATT K3 i B AR B S8 R 36 E X — W 5, B AR 0l R AR S5 T Y SE 06

w4

3.5 PEXKEFESITEEMEMR

BRI KA B D2 g th 7 AR I 8], (B AR JE 2R 0 7T AR =
BT Bt R e e, IR DA M R e S RO TR SUIRAE 0 T Y
FH IR TR R 73 AL G R AKAE 50 B 2R AL, %%*lﬁtﬁxﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁxmﬁ 73
(¥ & Bk B0 15 2 LRI BRI SCRE, RN A 4 BE0T 7038 SCIRAE, — 5 T AT
EE XM IriE M, ERET AR E MERIETE S 5 Uy AN e AR A RV A
bt LA S5 ) e £ w2
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PN e VA

5
=
S
H
=

——HIT --- MALT
50 I T T

Percentage(%)

3-3 HITHIMALTAK A7 9 B 45 A7 1 0 o
Fig. 3-3 Distance distribution of HIT and MALT dependencies.

FEA B AT Sl A Dl SURAF & BV 0] R, JRATTRE 0 53 oh — i
I 3Z N BB o3 B F Bt——18 A Lk iE (Semantic Role Labeling, SRL)—1E
WA, RIEZ BT )98 T 1E SR & B B P A ) /. T35 — AN [
TATE B0 EEHITHE SR A FNE SR AR B 5 [F], SRR IHITIE UIKF RA E
F & HEAE B RT3 AN RS, AT S U BRI AR AR o B
JE N, BCATHITIE SCAR A7 AMMALT A0V R A7 72 15 A tbm ik Btk s, 8 AT BL
ST TE S 7 A1) 1R MR A B v WS AR 5 B & A T 7 XA bR T

3.5.1 BYAGIHRIEESNE
1P

QRELIARGD

NR ADVP ADVP PP-BNF AS RELIARGD
| | | AN\ |

o

MIRESEN A|D A|D }|> NPiPN V|V T NP-|OBJ
FILuG 44

3-4 i SCF EARTE I — T

Fig. 3-4 An example of Chinese semantic role labeling.
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53 ' ANERAAEE KA B G EHE5T

E XA AR HA s AR EE X FRZ—, ERNEBEZN
AR REEEFRR TS, ANEEENMRITBINE. —DEUAEBER
N /N8 A AE) R FLE RS AR R &R, XA K R AT BLJE it S (agent), %
i (patient), Hf[A](time), Hb fi(location) Z55%, 5 A BE 7] LA A2 44 i)t 0] DL B3]
TESE R B R SCHE XA briEr, B XAEMRR R R 7, Bl FEZEH
TN FEWR TR, FARGO--- ARG6E R, K14 MIheeS¥itin, mEBI
e EB-4E 7R T8 XA EARIER — 67, HAhRelFR w51, 1M 3w i
FRIC 5040 5 B 7 X AN 8918 0 LA R TR N 2 . RHTE SUKAE R I 3R 7R 5 V%
FAL, 15 S AR S R E XS H S E S T8 B — AN B )T R
SO B ARE R B 2 A AR I T 28 R R AE S, T R, 2 A HAE X
HE S DL R & ANHE SR (1) B4y, AR A 45 1% 30 1] (1) 56 B8 48 4 A 18 SUIR I T H k.

P %5 ik P2 iR
ADV il 7] FRQ 5 2%
BNF %t LOC Hh A
CND K ARAE MNR 757
DIR 77 11 NEG T E
DIS o B T 1A PRP H ) Bl J A
DRG FEE TMP I ]
EXT bk TPC B

R 3-3 1 AEIREF RIS MR T,

Table 3-3 The function labels of semantic role labeling.

352 BXYKGFESHIANEX B EIREXSLE

T SUHRAT 73 M 72 X A7) 7 EAT R SO A, e BARAE T IR TR o b It
B S EARTE R B0 7 A L AR R BEAT IR O A, B R R 3h 1A A A
B, SEhR b E MR R AR e AR BRI B H g — T IR SCRAE o
ANTE S BARIE R X ), 2 Z MDA J5 T 24T 4 14

(1) WRIR G _BTHR T, T8 SURAE 20 B e 2845 21— BR 52 B 1R SUIRAE 1Y
1118 SR bR TE A4S 21 10 A2 18 1A LR AN I AN T A O (115 At o -

(2) NRIEXS RKRE, 16 SCIRAE 70 T BB A 7, 138 U G i 2 5
XS BT R AT 2 s U SCHAE 20 A BRI RR X SR A U S AR T A AR X
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(3) MARTER RN ERE, B KA A& A EFE i XEE. Tl
LR AR, TS bR E R BT R X 0 N R, TE SR A A L+ 25
Xt H A TE SR FR U SCRAF 2 HT K X 73 B2 O A EL

(4) I Hr 45 R B SR IR 5 e B SR, 1 SCIRAF 0 M o — N B AR, 1
(NG RN A S T R YA D RN T NS

I A B B A, RATTAT DA i SUAAF 20 A 8 B 4 i A 2 A — A o
SR S HE 3G A B TR ORI R RE 2, 1 R i A7 A
& SR e T LUR 2B i ek, (HR MR LS, 15 SR 70 i
N—AE SO P 3 B LA & 3 .

353 ETREFNEXABRIFERS

T SUA T AR IE A — R JZE B8 U B AR 55, H A20034E Hot A 1R 2 H 5< HY
Bt 7t T ARBERSH0RINT, g A 0y — Fiils Lo i T Bl A3 22 ] O 1 58k
B SURAF 0 A A R, JRATR S — A3 TARAE 70 A O AE A CbniE R 48, R
Jai 73 AR A SUARAE 73 i AN AR AF 2 BT B 45 2R, EEIBOE SUS E b 2 B 2
i o G SR T SCHAF 70 BT 1) 45 2R RE T8 4 1R 71 B O SCA (b, TSR WA SCHRAE 70
BT AN G SCH Eu bR e NG, TR B 1R SURAE 2 A A Rtk O 7 B
BN AT 73 B B HE B2 T 3 J H) BRI AN 2P 1, FRATTHE LU B A v B I Y
KA CELE .

FATR ] — I T P DU AR B T VE R BEAT 35 A ARk e %6, X T
A —ANB R, AT Pl 5200 X 7 B 735, K — N8 St B i il
— A AT A, ER-SET R, % T E R, RATH “Rel” #FoR; 4 T (Temporal,
TMP) “fE L {17, BATH “B-TMP” Fl “I-TMP” /R IX P4 A AR 2, 1M )
T RE BAR BT, BR T 7 BARICON “B-A17 Z4b, HE TR AR
WA “T-A1”; AlgTRXPAE AR EAREIER, RAME “0” Fox. Xt
T “BIO” I =A PR BARE S BATHRINT: “B” Rox — Ml UM ik
IFLs, “17 RAA—ME A BRI, “O” RN E TAEMIE XM, A
THERRRE, AR O T — AN UM O] BE 2 5 82 A 3 2R 1 R TR B,
KRGO T Ja SRR PR — AR “C-XX” ARl

FE XA FE TR A7 70 M B3 SCA briE R gerh, AT Hr il B R AR A4 5
& N20094E 2 IICONLLO9 R 3% A SCVF AT 55 1 28 ¢ v J Ak ] B SRp A1E 58 4 —

-50-



5 3 B APVEKAE I SURAF G R T 5T

r-content \
[ d-quantity %

d-attribute

| |

5 HAk %m]
M__JJ NN
B-Al LAl LAl I-Al

Kl 3-5 JET P bR i i A Cbr i s 2K
Fig. 3-5 Semantic role labeling systems based on sequence labeling.

FEHOOT - 7E I 253X BORRAE FOALE I, FRATTR A T 2% 4 Bl 1. 3% (Conditional Random
Field, CRP)!™ . 7E @47 I A B gAY, AT AW L AT, B Ze3A 1 FHCRFE
R85 i 1) 5 ) SRR N R A T RESR A A S 2, ARG E IR AL G
RAHEEAN b, AT B B LM I AT RS o AR T AT RE ) L 2R ) A R
MG NL =1, Ly FrAS 07 BT & A 1R 1 380H Jyn, WERAT— 3@ X
Tnl| LINER, iR E N, HPo<i<nHO< j<| L, XEAFEHA
REIO# 1, Wa; =1, NIRRT PR LR IL N RIGET, B M
R H A e A 15 B AN ) 7 1 BT A 1] 15 R0 e AT] B 28 1) b 28 1 TB 6 M 2R 0K 31 B K
EE A3 X 0cicno< jpiy @iy - 1og pijtr Ko Foe 1 py il SR CRFASE Y iy ) SL 2, JL
FH IR B bR 25 20 R AL HE DL T T2k

(1) BA I H R — MREEs

(2) I-XXFRZERTTH W 2 1- XX B-XXE#C-XX;

(3) C-XXHi M 20— MB-XX;

(4) B-XXH [ A~ 58 /2 1-X X

(5) 1% 0o i% LA PR AO-AS AN RE & H B,

3.6 AIEKEXIE XKD

A B & H AL T 5L — AN SURAE 20 A MVRDE AR AF 70 BT RO BBk & A AR
HI T ) A AT 32 22 Oy 1 3R WY oh SO UK 0 A A il S A 3 B b & 2
P, WA AR, BATRED 5 H BAT IR A G B . 1 Se fE AT JATRE 1+
WIXHE AR, P SCRVAMRAE 0 A BE N 2 KRR 1385 Bl mb SCT8 SUARAF 3 2
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WA 24 SCRIVE MR AT 23 AT B 08 A7 80 345 Bl v SOV SUKRAE 23 BT IS, 38 SUKRAF 73 #
AEJVE AT o B B IR & A 2R 4 A7 vl e R 45 A o AT Pl A8 P 1) 40 9 AT 2
DNMALTHRAF 738, 38 SUHRAF 20 BT NHI TR AF 73 A7 o

3.6.1 BXRGFEFAIERET X R

R 3-4 AL 5 IE URAFI— Bk R &

Table 3-4 Head comparisons between semantic and syntactic dependencies.

W PEXHT ) | B (%) | PR OE D | k(%)
DT"M 99.85 DEG" NN 0.05
ASTVV 99.67 P~ NN 0.08
CD~M 99.35 LC NN 0.17
CC NN 97.70 DEC™VV 0.17
DT NN 97.35 DEC VA 0.23
CD NN 93.14 POVV 1.90

T AT — 2o G5 oF B b U BH AR K AE 4 T BE VR TR IO 38 BhE UK AE
Mro FRATITHITIE UK AT W I FIMALT A 35 AK A7 B 2 1 9 S8 AR A7 il — R & ik b
B, XA FE NPT AT 55— J7 12 2% SN — SO0 B AE i, X
MNERIFAFZ RN LR R, H ST R AR A7 I i SR AT 0 A AR VAT o
M R FEAAE, D RATAI XA Fe v, T R W ] P4 X6 7 3 A AR A7 1T
R —EN; B oA HREFBZR NI ERR, — Bk AL LR EAEE
S RE B EARE A aniE s, 20 E S R AL, KL ER AT %2
KRN R R — B R S A7 AE

XTI — Bk, WATE X AR AR R A RN, AR E e
NAKAT 2 B ARAEAE, SRIE ditk, AR AR A PEXT & vh BEE AT — B i 4 .
W FRATER R T, MBAR BB UK AE A A) VR AR A7 10— B0 b ik
#60.13%. -, FKB-AF SR T HAF ISk R v 06 R, a2 i
SR X A 5 B XM — Bk B EAR 5 B IR M — 8k, IS T —
B B B 7S AN V] R TC T A — P S AR R S AN TR PR RS XS, i A X ] 4 TC G S
FEAER R B T A8 1,0000% . XFF—AN1al PEEC X, SR A) v 4K A FE XU AF Y
— AR S, W)Y A VR AR AT A IX KA IR, 38 SR AT 58 i m) A7 7E
XANKAF I 2 4n SR — B0 JE 5 A B 38 SR A7 580 m) T A I AN KT
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553 % AR AT I SUK AR A BT 5
o AL TR — BV 4 ) vy i 52— SOV AR S #R] B8 2 X8 SUIRAE 2 i 43
RS (R

*® 3-5 ARSI I E SRR IR R &

Table 3-5 Label comparisons between semantic and syntactic dependencies.
FIERRRE | 1 X hR %

NMOD | d-attribute, d-restrictive, d-genetive, d-category, d-content

VMOD | aspect, patient

AMOD | d-deno, d-quantity, sequence, d-restrictive, degree

OBJ content, isa, patient,
VC state
DEP d-sequence, d-deno

AR, FRATH 2 T 71 SCRKAE 23 A AR AV AR A7 23 A oI b 56 2 1R 0T B2 AR
Hodg 8 85 R FB-5Pros, ATHN %8 T G)EFIE SUbR 28508 N2 EE 491 EE A2 e 11 346 4
Bl7 o RFEAE LR R LR N B REANAE KRN, WARZNMERRAN S
TR REAN 18 SR AR S BB A2 AR SR, AT BE 2 21 AR AR R 35 B A

3.6.2 BXIKFREFRN AUERHE

/ / / /

L mscrentE | | e [
E \\ {(x; t-sem;)} \\ \ {(x; t-syn;)} \ E
(] (]
(] (]
' '
(] (]
(]

S EXRIRE g

\ {((x; t-syn;), t-sem;)} \

FT A2

A SUARAT 7 AT R

Kl 3-6 RN T AT AT R AIE B 5 T Ak 2 20 B 38 SUIRAF I B AE 2R ]
Fig. 3-6 The framework of a stacked semantic dependency parsing model with syntactic

dependencies.
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W 7R Tk R 2 T2 i b 22 iR S

N T B8R RIIR AR A A S E SORAF S B A B AR, AR A 7 & AR
“# 2] (Stacking Learning) (] J5 920 Rt £ 3 4K A7 73 r 1) 25 R BN 2138 SUAR A 73 48
AU bR 2 3 ) AR 2 P PR B- ) R B SR AR — AR AR DR 2 BT
e RS 4R E A T REAT R RS, 19 B HARAE IR, 2R R AKX AR A7 AR A gk
RS %€ BRI, NN BIE UK e It IR AL rh s 205 E AR 1 2R IR SE
N20124F 4/ 1 5% T AN R U A7 B 2 i F) 7 9-HO8) - AT 1 B8 1) 5 3 SR A A
P AN ) A W) A 7 A AN [ S 2R R 2, (B BRATT A A A 5 At AT T HR) 5 i 47
FEBEDAF T 8 e BAT I SCH AT B 28 A A0 AR A7 A% e 60 4 3 A [
PRIE bR HE R AR R A7 i, IR ANV BARATT A AR 55 mF AR 1 iR G D TR e A A
— R HANRATR AR D B T A — R, BUOSE KRR H A%,
ST B R AE o0 A SR I (R 0% et vy, TREAR TS, DIUEBATAE T 2% T 4672
IAT 73 M B3

AL®D)

3-7 bRt Sk

Fig. 3-7 The arc-standard transition algorithm.

BATR BT H R (bR AE DI 72 5000 25 6 A48 2 R 23 I g AT R VR A SUMK
Foohr. EiZEEF, HEERGHRGFPRESMIXARESREZZN— R 5
TEH K, RGEHPIREH — MM —ABFIA R, WmEB-TR, B EE 5
i R R AR e 51, T BA 1) R A7 i o T R AR B ) 1R TR ER AR AT IS, AR D s T BA
YIhfi g — AR T RTA R, S — RINVEBEER, REENLSGERE,
U I A A S — BRAKAE BT BB R 2, Ak mh (R A A7 AR R Ay i 28 IR i A 45 2R
PRIV R R, — @ T R R SRR IE, 0508

(1) SHIFT, f&j®RSH: K AZI 28 — Do R B AR T, B — MU
— AN RS S e R A

(2) ARC-LEFT(label), fai #RAL(): K £ T00 1 P9 BR 50 25 e 5 Ak A7 w4 adt 47
I, TR AN, A5 T 2 — BRAK A7 A B AR T 5 96 I 5 1038 16350 4 A
T AR AF B BRI AR 5 A

(3) ARC-RIGHT (label), fiif #RAR(D): 5 A T 9 AR 38 0 it 6% 40K A7 % BEAT &

AN
=
77
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I, TR NAEIK, ST 25 Z BRAKAFE B IR T 08 & IR 5 10 5T 1 38 20 il
B A8 A7 B8 R AR 15 A

(4) POP-ROOT, fa#PR: 0 HEAFIF iR A, 1 H ik R s — )%
o RS ARAFE RIS, MR A AL B, I 2 AR AR A AR 5 Sy 4 ) 0 A
AR R

(EARAF AL, # ] CAME— B9 B — K R2n I # B S E P HIA, - - - Ay,
MAT LGRS 2R e OR A, B KX AR AVE B 1 3 $on] DA i 2 SB- 1t 5453
o EARF, wRRER, FRRFHE, SHINR R S B .

2n
Score(d) = :g:»v-‘fc4¢,s,rV) (3-1)
i=1

X FAJIRARAE A ML, FRATTR T BT N ©L 48 58 ST () — Se AR AE,  fn 3R3-aF
() A RFAE B, Ho S B N R 5 28 7 B 25 4 T B BA 51 3k 38 (1) AH 0 A7 &
w78 B AN T SR AR Y, s Fls, ROR AT U A A2 B BUE A AR
25, AR AR R BT S A B B A W T, P AR R B S A
W AN E RA LR AT T T8 ARAF o i A, AR T Y
FEARBEAEZ Ab, I N E B0 BT 1 AR AR A R i BT W 3RB-6FF TR 1 s SRR
{iE(Guided features), F Mg, 27 3 10 A 70 25 7E ) VE AR AF T B0 B 1R 91—
BMER R, FE N =Fh: ZIN—8UE ORI P AN 1T s AR ) VE R A e g8
FO AR —8UE GRITM P SE VAR R AR FHE BRI
P AN T BRI R B K AP INAFTED s Lguiae 32718 [RVFE IR — AN 2506F B2 7E A1) 7%
WAFW AR 25 o 72 F)VERNE SUAE 23 BT AR AL rh, R AIE 10 B R 38 ok P 359 J
o8 A PR R R RS R

37 PXIBXNIKFSAERGFHRERE

3.7.1 B

HI AT ) — 19 TR 3RAT L AN T o SCR)IEMRAT 70 M x5 1 SCHRAE 70 B (4 3 A2 76
AR, B Al B 5 iR TR R A B A AT AT, T AR AT AR 2 5N
R B E R AL, O A N ) R VR A B R R 2 5N BIEE SCHAE 20 i R
g AR OB R oy, BRI AE 0 eI M AR SUIRAE o A IR 46 2R, TRl )
TEMAT 53 Bt BV RE AR TC iR 38 B foe A IR 2 AT AN BE BE 4 1 D 38 SCARAF 73 #r ik
55, N T EGIX AN R, BATTHR T NV SUHRAF 20 B A1 AJ R AR 20 B (R R
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R 3-6 1 SUKAE ANV A)VE AR AF AR Y e A Y A A S AR

Table 3-6 Feature templates of the semantic and syntactic dependency parsing models.

H A FFAE

S()W Sol S()W[ Slw Slf Swt NQW N()l N()Wt Niw Nt Nywt

Sow-Sw Sow-S1t Sot-Sw Sot-S1t Sow-Now  Sow-Not  Sot-Now S ot-Not

Sow Sow Sot Sort Sl Sorl Syw Siuw Syt St Sul Sl

Sonw Soow Sont Sont Sopl2 Sonl2 Sipw Siow Sipt St Sipl2 §i012
Sot-Sot-Sont Sot-Sort-Sont Sit-Sut-Sipt S-S 1,65 1,0t

Sot-S1t:Soit Sot-S1t-Sont Sot-S1t:Sort Sot-S1t-Sont

Sot-S1t:St Sot-S1t:S1pt Sot-S1t:S1,t Sot-S 1S 1,0t

Sotv, Sotv; Sowv, Sowv; Siwyv, Sty

Sows, Sots, Sows; Sots; Siws; Sits;

6 SR

SOW'hguide S()t’hguide SOWt'hguide S lW'hguide S lt'hguide hguide
Sow-Solguigze Sot-Solguize Sowt-Solguize S1W-Solguiaze S18:S0lguide S olguide

Sow-S1lguige SotS 1lguize Sowt-S ilguize S1W-S1lguige S18:S 1lguige S 1lguide

TR R A BRI AT 55, A EATTRENS S A AT RS L

B SURAF 3 BT RVEREARAE 0 A 2 T A 2 38— MRS LR T 3CA)
EANE SR AR L — B MRAEI,  J i — 79 o AT 32 29326013 % ) A7 5
FEANT JEGN LR RN A2 58 4 —FE, X LB AT R A9 W A7 90RT AR D 3 23 i i) —
MG, AR SCEE AR AAE T BLE D — AN BTSN (4 BREOBNAIE 458 oK SRR IX 4%
HR A AR A SIK, 1 K 5 7R mhmT DU 7 58 1) R P 3 2 3

372 &

PATE S By EE T H R AR I R AR A o M U7k, RS B i & K
SRR AR EIE B RS, BEPLER R L, T8
SRS TR B 1) — AR s P i, RS b — DA — A BB
Jl, K A A O AR KA P 81, T A B R A i R AR B AR, B RS
ARG THEEILE YR, kit Ak, AIMBERR, ENKN&HE X2
SAERTI — W . T RAEMRKEEE, Bl - EHIPERE RS,
HORZS R B A ARSI — AR A58, BRI &, H—

-56 -



5 3 B APVEKAE I SURAF G R T 5T

AN 40 SRS (08 SR AR E 51, 53— A AR TR A7 A 3 50 0 A 1 )
RAEW 7 51l A (18— AN BABIAF il 3 180 AR BEAT 18 SUARAT 20 BT IR 7 35 1 o9 —
AN BRI AT 56 1 A BEAT R0 VAR AT 2 M 00 AR] 7 4. BR B B B L RS R G 1K BN R B
P78 N JE R B £, L — 354 R AL BEAE SUIKAE(SH ™, AL*"(1), AR*"(]),
PR*™), Y3 —#B 5> FH oK Ak B A) MK FE(SH™,  AL®"(I), AR®"([), PR®"), iX 443
PER) & ORI B AR Y S8 4 — A, B T 8 — SRS AE#F 0 O F 7218 SUARKAF B0 )
ARAT BT R R BA S o ER-8f UL EH T RATIY R, A TR
2 JE PR S ARAE R = K

AL.\'yu([) /
re N
AR.\_\IX(I)
ye N\ R Ssyn N
5 57 - NN
/o\ /o\ ° )
o/m\o o/w\o P
=]
P AL="(l) Y g
AR.&'L’W (l) \ : ;‘
e A :l. Ssemk,' Nsem
e oo N e
1 0 SH 0 1
/o\ /o\ ° °
SN 4N

K 3-8 i ORI AJVEARAF IR S B AR S DA R AR e R o B

Fig. 3-8 Illustrations of the states and actions for the joint model.

FEHCE BRI 582 R g, BRI S A0 3 1F #0780 J5UR K o A,
HRE AT — A E . B — AR, AT E R R B
A7 B B R 2R X A ) T 1 R TR AR AT BRI SCAR AF W [ Bl 1 B 8 81 0 il
HAY A" - A RIAmASem - Asem, ST"STY™ - - ST RISTY ™ ST - - - STy 43 il
e T 22 G0 PE 3K T R B 2 R AR A AR IS o 1) 2 3 FRDIR S 9, TR 4 AR T A
b B 25 1) IRl B 7% B AR P S0 ZAR 0 AT A" - ATTRIAAS - - AsemiX
PSP B AE A SR RE — I Z 0B & B R (IR A8 B0k T (ST, ST, AR —
MRS AERATIZ AT I UG, RADTIE LA 721X — 15 UK AR T A f) ik
AT 53 (I & A 2 o RATTRILAE 17 6 200 5 R A AR AR AR, AR ) IR AR A7
BT ¢ KR SR T P AR AT U SRR AR, il S B 5 AR v IE Al 1) 3 A e B e B N %
HAPAD - AYTATTAL L A

FERANERA B, Pl AR A RIS =8y, 5 — B S
G343 5] 2 W A48 2R3l 118 58 A AR A0E A H A 97 SUAR A7 43 BT R B0V IR A 43 BT TR RS AE
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5 =30 43 ARPB-G AR SARRAE,  TE AT SR AT 53 T I AR B ) v A AR 1 45 U2
Ho RIS BB A 5 AR 10 AR AL S I 225 T 925 AR >R 1 2 SR 4% 4 5 B I BE R B
e X —BG BRI RO IR B R AT BRAR A, AR T — A% —
AR S AT P AT IR S S 4E T 2, (819 FVEAKAF RETE A R 48 i
SCHRAE, TR SE B B IX ARt R B ARNA R AR g 45 2R, — @R LR
2 i FHA R AF I PERE -

3.8 SLI§

A ENEW LB S5 65 DA ARy, B AR 0 o2 L BHITIE K A
AIMALTRJVEARAE X PRl B SR A 0 A s (R RE, XA B 30 #7442 8 AL R
PRI GRAIT KB R I HR 58 4 — RE I AAE 43 BT B8 B (BRR3.6 v f
FHI 00 B T B % 10 s o 9ICHE A2 B R 1 45 21 (10, 31X — X e A I AE T 3R BE SO
A7 W IRIHE JEE o 575 30 70 S22 (R A M P b T A R AR A B R, S SR L P
HRAF T8 S AR TER AL, L3 A 2R A 3 SO i L PR REXT EE, B
B UE T SCHRAF XS T8 UM BARTE A 2, i BASE S 1 05 308 B8 SURKAE 2>
P& B, B8 =800 9L g0 2 O 1 56 UEMAL TAX ol i 1] 6 25 R4 A7 23 BT 2 75 e 8
T B8 SCHRAE 73 M, AT B 28 32 I IR S B R i 28 . ) — BB 0 ISk
T ISR AT AR e B H A SCHAF 70 B R0 )R AR A 70 W 1D BBk 5 A Y ) A 201k

P ¥R L S, HITHR SOMKAE RTMALT &) 925 46 A7 38 R B 46 5] 1K
F i) & SemEval-201215 SCHAFVFII A (18] 7, HUIZR. JF K BARCI Bl 15 B 1
Gy 7 VA R e BRI o iy 7 2k HEAT BB, R DGR R G S B I R BT R
HITE SUHKAT 20 AT (1938 K il /& SemEval-201215 SCIK A7 PPN 1 15 kL, TIMALTA)v%
R A7 VE R MR X 28 ) 3 48 2 A1 SO MR 2 0 0 5 4 B9 AR ) T
A AH L ) i 45 2 £ o

W AF 23 B I VP O 35 b K T A R A 2 T R I AN bR 2R AE 9 HE

37 LR T R E RS HE R

Table 3-7 Corpus statistics in our experiments.
AT WE | IR

Train | 8,301 | 250,311 | 42,124

Devel 534 15,329 2,353

Test 1,233 34,311 5,246
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Z (Unlabeled Attachment Score, UAS) « 7 ¥r 2% 1 1k 17 5 7 #fi Z&(Labeled Attach-
ment Score, LAS) UL A 5 b 25 (1) 1) - #E 7 Z&(Completely Match, CM)iX — 4> J7 ¥
5 ER A SR R, 5 AR bR v E B J& M Chinese Propbank 2.0(CPB2)H #& HX
H R RN, R R 44 G E SO g R LA D, B DAERATT R S T Bl 1] 9 ] ) R B
JriE ke T8 A EbR I AR RE VRN SR T S A T D R ) HE T (Precision, P).
# 7] ZE (Recall, R) LA & & AT F-measure B (F)iX =M 4545 o

3.8.1 BapikFaHrEREXTLE

S FRATT R W8 1E SR A7 AN AR AR AF 1 3h 4 ok B o L, R3O )
AERE B ER A3 oR T B il X AKAE 0 i LA B A VE IR o T 45 R 7E2E T )
FEMIUI S5 JF R AR A F A L, 5 LHITE UK A7 43 BT 09 4 A 2 52 32 1%
FMALTH) MK AE o A i PE e, L rFUASHI 2 $823054%, TMLASH] % 82i520%, X
— g5 BRIRATRBAT oM — 8 B BhiE SR AE 4T e B B e T
BNAEARAF 3 AT

3.82 BN ABEIREMEEXTLE

3-8 1B AR R AL R,
Table 3-8 Final SRL results.

R p R F

HIT 82.65 75.36 78.84

MALT 80.89 75.12 77.90

X RATTE S TR A7 TR UM s iE R girh, 28 FHHITIE IR f2 18
FE Y FHMALTR)VE MK A7 B i 2K BE 4T 1R SO (bR i VR RE? X PR B TR A7 20 A 1)
A bR RGBT 5 FHHITAIMALTAR 3R DAAE 3E 47 187 B 1 (X 4o RB-8lE 7
TR RGE A OAREERE. WER P IRATATLLE 2, HITIE SR AF R
ey R I I B8 UM B bR E e e, X SEBR BB TR SUHAE 43 B A XA
WRVEZ BV BE VIR 22, B T 16 SR 2 BT VR D — AN 18 S0 i T B i & B

N T G RER EX ME se S T, AT BRI TR TSR, R
HAFE A O X ARG AR AT B T IR B
(-G Fh G XA SR EEAT 70 b, B =MD tE A GA0, AL, A2FN DY D) e
YA, IRIEfEi(Adverbial, ADV), js & 1% 2 1i](Discourse connective, DIS),
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Hh 15 (Location, LOC)FIH [8](Temporal, TMP). E3-9Ff &R T ix A MaEXT L. M
Bl b a] LU B, X T R840 38 A AR AR 25, T SUHAF 1 e 7 R 58 47 1
e, (HRX TARLE, A —ERER TR, R T E SR 0 B A E A
PREEAO EA—E XA BT CAEARR, B T — L2 58 4 30
M EE G AR XA, R E RN, fln “XRFEESE - HEFHFERKIAN7,
XF T “ARAE” 1) AR LCROHE 570 1. FRAT 8 ok W 5 S 5 H 4 . R L T IX LE 4
TLERT DX ) o

85 | ) DDMALTEBHIT
g [ / Y 7
§n75 T ‘
3
565 1
g
55 ¢+

A‘0 Al 1;2 A.DV i).IS L6C T.MP
P 30 R S U A B4 A 8 S (6 B RO PR

Fig. 3-9 Performances of the two SRL systems with respect to semantic roles.

3.8.3 1B MNARGFIRE A Fh N\ A JE4FE

FEWIE 18 URAF & B 2 05, FRATRER B 2B R AR5 B RE S il
NXARAE 3 Bty R BB PR R, X R N FRAT i 24482 th 18 SUIHRAE 73 A A ) iR AR A
I3 BT R IG5 A TR A8 LR B A R I Ak U BRI T SO/ AR R IR, JRATT B Al
XF L IR AT A8 R, AL I Rk T Ak 52 ST RO BN T MALT &) 9% 45 ik FUHI TG
SOMRAF oy A BB, FRATTSR FHS2E S5k 1 77 Xk M3 & H BIMALTR) VA 1
W SR I ZRAERBE, XS 28 56 R A T e 72 FH ik o vfE o 5% 7% B0 I 2545 2
1), X — s RO FRATTAE M X I A FIMALT A VE R & B 3, SR IX P70
18 Y 2518 RL RE A 1S I SR IA 55 A I A B3 B ARALL, AT REZRAT B8 4 I PR RE .

B &) s B g8 R o KB on, HORICTY & RE ME R X BE AE
% JnSemEval2012%F U Bf R 4t 19 45 RPY,  Zhijun Wui 7"Zhijun wuZs A
fESemEval20129F Wl B R 4t 10 25 RP4, Zhou giaoli¥ 7RZhou qiaoli%s A
fESemEval20121F M B R 4 19 45 HPU, NJUML X Tang Guangchao%s N &
JiSemEval20129F Ml I 2 4t (1) 45 BN, MR A i &5 SR mT LUE H, JRAT ) 2 1
B O 2WE TAEE G ERe, mHAAEBAN T ANVEREE, B8 23—
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3.8.4 EBUMAIEREHKESIER

R 3-9 ARG SCIR A AE A Bt £ b i & 45 2

Table 3-9 Final syntactic and semantic dependency parsing results on the test data set.

MALTH)VEMAT 20 BT | HITHE SUARAT 70 i
Model UAS LAS CM |UAS LAS CM
R ALY 84.12 82.25 30.25 |80.53 62.72 24.57
BT SRR AT ALY | 84.08 82.20 29.58 [80.99 63.12 25.03
I 52 1Y 84.22 82.38 29.76 |81.59 63.55 26.12
ICT - - = 80.45 62.80 —
Zhijun Wu - - = 78.69 6272 —
Zhou qiaoli —_ = = — 62.08 —
NJU S — 80.29 61.64 —

B — 8 SRR ON 1 IR R BRATT R £ 4R 1 SCHRAE 70 M AR IR AR A 70 M
B E AL, FB-O B8 T IR A BB P GE, JF AL B AT T
Xt b AP B HERR AR R AR SURAE A AR A AT I B R 1 B R A, i
HAMR: B S PR AR jT i — 1 e B AR, H AR AR A
B 2R 2 AT TR A SUHAE 0 T I 45 SR 5 5 M2 SRS B . B8 I Se g 45 2R
KT IRATIE 1 TE SCHAF 70 B VAR AR AE 20 I BBk 5 B R AT 1 e i 1 1
Ae, AR R 7 AERI R PR RE, T H I 13 TR A S R AT AR
PEfE.

N T SE 5 ) B AR RO TR MRAT 3 A O 3 SCHRAF 20 M AR BEAE - BATIRT BRI &
i TR R A AR ) e 2 A S R, SRR SR (1 SO A B AR AR A A5
BT ERFE . BB RIS IS, BATT TR 2R LA 1 SCIR A AN
FJIEARAE DR FF — BN I T BE SR IUE 2 (IR 3E 0 B AT ) REAS B E 4P IO 45 2R
BATIE T S50 B A BT ORI AIE X — W A, BAR S R RB-10 R, H AR A
G FB oy BN M BE — BUMI AN — SRR A, WEAE TGS BB b B SEAF i PR RE SR T
MR FEATATLLE 2, BRSO IR T LB W & 1, A B, AS— B giAE
BRE A A 2 2IVERE T REEY, X s R e ke gt
R BRI A BB
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Table 3-10 Performances of the consistent and inconsistent dependencies.
MALTH)VEAR A7 73 BT HITiE AR A7 73
- E L AR - GHE AR
UAS LAS | UAS LAS | UAS LAS | UAS LAS

FLYERER | 8752 8544 | 79.00 77.44 | 8559 66.63 | 72.89 56.81
BEAHEA | 87.81 85.74 | 7882 77.32 | 87.36 68.08 | 72.87 56.72

Zd +0.29 +0.30 | -0.08 -0.12 | +1.77 +1.45 | -0.02 -0.09

3.9 RENEE

fEARTES, JATE IR 7iF UKD I B, 288 MAEARAE 20 Hr i
T RIS L, AR H AL bRERNE BLL B s . BARE UK AF 7Y
BrRERIETE 2 (M5 8, (B2 H iE SURAF 20 Hr R HE FE B LE ADVE AR A7 20 s HHAR
%2, AT B e 73X — 0, HJa iR AR T35 SUIRAF R 9RE G &
HH BLLIE SCH A B B 8 I8 H A EE Ak kA7 2

E A BAIRE SKAF 50 W AF D8 — Pl S #r T B & BAPEREAT 7 R AT
T, S BATTS 1 SCHAF 20 B A SO CubRiE R s 7R R 0 7 X b, B0 1 s
SCHRAT 73 M e R o LU s UM BbniE 2 I B . 3 DA TIE b 7 Ak kA
ATE SCRAFAE TR SCA tbniE B RIPEREXRT EE, bl 38 SCHKAF RE i R B8 4 1O 38 SCA
bR TERE, AT U0 B 1 SURAE 20 B ATEE SCA AR TE SEAR G, T iR A B bR
TR HATH 2 AT —FE o ik, R — s i (Al 3 R WY T 1 SOIR
oM & B

SRR BATVT R 118 SCIRAF AR MAT 1 — S e it PE LA, i R W AT K
A7 73 B AT LAV £ 13 B8 SUHAE 70 i, JRATTSE S 1 — Rl T A2 ST RN 1 6
FMRAFAT BB TE SURAF R R IR X — W e I AT T 38 SURAE 73 Al
FREMKAE T AR S AT, B A I EE RR WY, I A AR R A IUAS i (R SUARAF
Iy AT IERE, SEUG 45 R AR T I A R AL e A R A B SUHAE AT A AR A
— B P A 9 R T 3 9
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ol

F4E SHESHENAMEAIERKSRE

4.1 5|5

FEMRAF IR A AL, BRI PEAT QIR RF AL 5 L P e AT B AR Ik 22— AR 5K
b ) B ARAE 5 AL, 3R AR E AR AE B35 2 ST AEAE AR 9 IS SO AE 55 24T
REPE, BIE e AT MR AR TR, RS AEIL IR b, #ATRAEAE B, RS
RN EAT W o M Tk B, 0 WU I 00 2 Rs B PR b AR A ) Tk
AR, H AN G R R AR VAR i AR A7 A5 B 45 R TR I 23 B ok X R
BR A A IR D5 iR AR T — 5 IR

T PEARVE A — A SERL 0 P S ARV 190 L, AR A R0 3% 20 A 0 3 B 07 A 7 e
BT B R A AR 0 i AN TR 72 1 B3R o Mo DR B 3R] PR A T VAR A7 50925 70 i
(R0 A Y B 20 1 B B AR AR o T BEAT I R, BRI TR 1K
HERE DI BEAT IR, A& SRR O B+ BB A B S, T B AR e A T
¥ IR A5 R 1081 0 Y SIS IR 5 A5 AR ) T/ 92 T e A AR 47 IR 8CR

FEVE S5 R B AT TR, B R A AR AL OB AR TR SO R Sk AT
Ke B JVERY, AR VbR R R TR S AR T A — BB, IR TR 45 A
200 M 2 R Ik R Gl PE AR R I 45 SR 0 A ok 38k, WUR AT BE A HE 18 45 4 )
V0 A 4l ARG I S B e R AE RV, DRI DA B R S5 )R A BT AR
B PEAR AR AE G5 M IG5 R e X — R IR PR Dy ik T R U 5 ) ) BB A A

—

e

gi BRIk, X kbR E AR AR AR R S AR, AR R =M T
i, X=FOTE NS B A R T &M T A R, SRR, K
BEFATAI A — DR X = i Al Aok, 98— E m e RSB A. 5
Ab, FRATR Rl S AT DL R AN TR AR BEAT 00, JF 5 SR AT BB BEAT UL, X
PRI AT H R FE A 25 2R LA ] — A B — P A 7R B 5 2 i 1) B o SO PR R i
WRAFFNE T Z AN 58 2, IXAREL T RS BT A 5 — /M

FRATR F 2 T 4% 2% 2] (Stacked Learning)f) 77 12 R Rt 53X = AN FE AL S A
A B AR R Bl 5 i, R T AR ST RS AR U0 St el i HL L SR &1k
REARBR T =AML R 2, BIEER IR A AR LR |, ST
MM ERABA A RE R IR AR, E£EHRIES LM, (R THE
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IR R AT R G S A DRI 61T, ] Wk T 5 ] (sub-word) i
B 1 o AR R PE AR CE R S AR, JRE IO, DLR B AL TR M 4 A AR
ﬁ/@?iﬁj\*ﬁ[99,]09,1]0]0

FIAMEAG RIER) — r2, BRE R R R 0 28R A AR eI AN G &+ N
Bl s. — BT, A TIER A AT RITERE, T B A R
FE 2R AR 2 B B B BT A0k 2 5 MRS RE T B — RJREED, BT RERE B HR S A AL e
L RNOR)RERD, JE T RIS VA S I REIL Bl A . TR RS 0 B S AR Y R
I — At TAE S R ARSI, DR FRATT AT RIS A 3 AT 1 K /N AR 5 (5 %
TR TR il — > R AN E L P A A ARIE AT B AR, v Tk B A EAE
VERE, HER/DN— BB B v64, BRI G & AR Y 1) fift L 3 e o R READ . TR
PATRAE KN BEE D92, WA (3 B2 T DL TH 433215, ot 2 K S ALK
figp % 3 JEE R $EAL2000) B A, (HAZ X 15 D0 N PERE AN LEAE K /N N64 g B RLG T
PIT2.5% 0 R FATREARG X — FE K/ 20 B A5 5 AL 52 T B ATRE K /o4 A5 7
NIRRT RAAR B A e ROCR R RE IR 3 PR AR T AR A RVE R AR A

AR T FATTHE K F — Bl Il ZR(Up-training) (1 75 2 R 42 Fh A K /N A2 1) 2 F 5%
1) Tl B IR A AR A Ik 8 A5 L A 2 A 1k B A AT B A DK/ 9641 K A A
RPEREA . HEHEAA AR RN CGE TR G X —
BRI P A Bl A U I ZRE R, SRR TN — f B A Rl R kL
ik 45 fi] BRLABE R 1) 1 8 R K 5

A 55 AR 32 A0 A 48 3K ook 2 bR T L 2 BE v A T A R A ) IR A
Mo ATE SN A A R KIBT T AR, IR 5 138 = S A ) 1] PR AR FE AR A7 ) ik
BREHA, HAE RN TREI NG HEHRA, XFERNMER 2] miE
R EZ AR B SRS, #—0, BRTRXAERER, LA
AL Y G5 (0 7 32 R AL AT AL KN o210 3 T A% 1) ] B0 05k 5 1 28 (R 1k RE SR T — > 4%
Bl TS 2] 7 HATE & B R PR IS A, fiJm JRATTIE L Se 8 KR
A RAUE AT TT i

4.2 tHHXI1E

L. WA PEARTE AR A AR B S B Y

RS N R 1 o SOTA VR AR v AR A AR BB A B, Al AT AR R
P A B8 7 A B Atk B A SRR EAT I e, RS A MR AN EAE O BN, T 2
TR D9kt X HE Bl PR AR v R AF 095 20 B 1) 45 SR ) I e gt i o k00,
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Jun Hatori5§ N 7 5 T 7% 2 A7 5035 0 i b, 38 0 Fs 1 V% 4% 0 b B % 3k
BAERATY R, 153 7 —ADETHERBNBGEAN, XM, &%
—/N R OCIE I, R HE IR R MR RO T RS BRI I S B, DRt Al AR A )V
1) 235 SR A [F) B % e AT HH ok

BT R AR G M AR AE B3R e T AR Rl gl N EE A I i HOH 1 R
ANGS T BT B B B T AR AR o i e AR AR TR B R — S R v 45 1
FJVE 3 M AR AR T SR AR — PR IR I RS Y A, AT R BR v 1 A SR R (R
I A 7 R, SRR FRATTA T5 I FH R 485 A B MK A T D) i v 5 ) e 46 A
FEE5K, A4S 2 7 ) AR E MR A Bk 0 A B e B &6 R

AREX X =PRI ITERATHER, i — PG, 'hfE—A stk E
AR ERIE A, AR ZME A B30 RERREER, 5
FLE5 N 31— A~ 2403 1w 1) ] BRI B TR 1 I i okt b, A4S T A AR 2R )
Refg B om, WM 7 — MVYEREAI R R ARBI A AE Y, HE2REHNR T2
/D105 DA BRI AR

2. F TR % S AR R Bl -5 7

HE T 22 2 B Y kA T v B AR 19924F # David H. Wolpertdig 104, 1% 75
71t — 0 #iLeo BreimanfE 19964 11 LA 16 i, 8 (1A% 0 JR AR & M 2 AN B AL
B MEARECE Z B ABEA, HEBMENKZECEE R, FaM
JRESRBCE 45 3, RIS & EEBAE NN, I8 A BN RAEE 1S = 2
LR (1) P REAS 2100 8

BT MR G AR RESABE P AT ZHNE, X RS
HH A5 A < Y AT AR A7 ) VA8 A kS A OC 19 S FE. - Ryan McDonaldfE Ath Y 8 = B2l
W R B 1A T AR ) AR A ml A 7 vEA Ak S s R R P A (R e
T )y 45 7 43 BT 28 Collins parser 221 FlICharniak parser W4, 73 #7 5518 A) 1L 4514,
PR A R HONRAE SN, ARG 7 al AR e AT &5 Rm N B — A B £ T
KR A7 A)vk o fr g, ASRIR 45 SRR W] 1707 A &Pt . ZEACL20084F
#1183 #, Ryan McDonaldF1Joakim Nivref# F 3 T #% 2% > B0 B 0 fil & 5 1208 22
T B A T R AR AE B3 e d R A R oRUSY, 19 3 TR B M RE AR T 2k
— B AATTXS A DT A T AR M AT R, A O I A R R SRAE201 1 AR T H LR
T BRI, ERELE20084E, A.FT MartinsZ A 1R 7 3 T #2231 1 5 i
SR il 2 T P B0 RN T 3 AR I AR A ) 3 43 A LU,

A P 0 S LB A B, e TRATTRE B T R A ) AR Y i T v N
FE—NECEEA BT, 2 MMES: HR AT EE A T H H I AN 2 fa) 5
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PR AN [ RS AL R R B, TR SRR A G, KRR TR ST B A A
I, 7EmE SR AR AN NG R, P A B L RE B R A
[ —E B,

3. N ZRT7

i Il Z5(Up-training) J5 ¥ £ - HHiPetrov SlavZE A $ H, FF 32 T+ 1) &) ¥ A 32
S BT PR BRI . e A% 0 2 A P AN R I A AR A R SR Oy — A ] BB Y By A
A — LY B R, 1% AR B ARG VA O R AR, ME AR R, EAER
) 3 — 8 — RO L T VR I 20 SR A% 1t IR 12 ST A A Y ) 1 R 4 L 1T
BB IR 2 . FRATR X AN A B Bl 65 A B U1 53 kb N B — A ff B
BT BN SRiBbel o, {15 7 SRS R 1 e R KR 38 e

T3 A N20134F 42 th (14 4 F OUTE 250408 S 5038 i 44 S 1 031 1) P e A6 T A
B AR — R YIRS, 34 J B R T A B XOE IR RRAE, (H 1% R R BB 0
BT R oL, RN I R BT B B S )T R A R LR B R ) R B
DR At AT TS 7 s DI P 92 S 1 T B4 T B i 44 S AR U R Y ) PR BE . TEA
BT, FRATHTE B AR — AN AR RS (RS I AN B 1A)
BB I R G TA A L, T T BB Y () AL S B IR Bl100R) AP DA B, R R
AE I I IR A2 B8 T B A 2 )

43 FEER

W PEAR AR AR AE LA B, HH BIE TR B € A Fwowy,s
RNEH A — AR R T = 1, B — BRI AR AF RV
KATHATE A A= FhA R I AREA B 75, ol o 5T B G AL A
7£(Graph) , & T 7  19 Bk& 8 B 5 vk (T Trans) A1 3 T 50 15 25 M) O e A iR T &
1%(JConst), X = J7 1500 Bl P BRI MR AE 70 B @2 52 07 A& A —FF, PERE L&
B o3 T 45 R B AR R AT B B A AR ]

43.1 ETENKESERE X

BT R EEVE, Rl IR N T20114E 52 Y, J5 Sl A1t —

A IE R XA TAE#EAT T 04k, M BB T AE & 3R A/ECOLING2012 E e, Al

FHIGraphsk /R X B 77 . 0 T4 8 A Fx, BT IR BE A A A AR 40 4 -1
Nz TR B — RANEARAF WAL SRR Ae =1 - - -1, AR 0 2R

Scorejpin (X, t, d) = Wpos * Foos(X, £) + Waep - faep(X, t, d) 4-1)
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HP RN R I &, wR R R IEACEE [r) & FRATT— M fsl FH 1 2 a2 R0V R 2
SRR AL

— O, AT BRI RE R R R R, O R KA gk
1753 8 1A 1 W (Subtree), SR J5# BT 1RO B 0 Bodk 4T Bm, E5 3 T
AR AR AR B 1] PRt 12 7 B WRPE W T S s B AR, TR
XA AT DLR A — By B el m m i ad sk, o — B S b e/ Y
B8 — 2 MAF I, B R RN R RS PR SR AR AR I, AR CR YT R B v
g % M R/ g TR P RE AT FH I RRTE, B BB, REREFH I
FRAEH 2Bk 22, (F 2 A0 T8 2 th 2> T 18

FAT 8 ik AL T R A B 2 J5 . SR HCarreras 5 A 3 H I B B S M
R i g AR 2 B8 T — FlOPR ISPANRY B A #i 4 45 14, — NSPAN
A LLE 78 o — 2H 18] 35 B EB 2> MDA AF R VA . AR AT — ASSPANTT DL 2 —
AN 58 B (SPAN(IN Ea-1] Hr () Fi(d) 1 72 3 3B 43) B3 & — A 58 B SPAN(I
Ba-1] Hr(a) FI(b) M A2 3L BB 43). XF T 58 & ISPAN, L — 1l ) BT 4 3Rl (52 3% 15
MBRAMBI T A #Z 1 LA R R R A 2 & B, Xt F A 5 % ISPAN, Sk
Fe im] LLAN I B A7 ] 1 £ 7 RN AR T RS B & 4R Bl B A A SRR
1) S B 3ok #2 mt AR SPANZ 8] AH . 2H A 3% ¥ A8 K 1 3 #2, L RSPANZ [H] (19 AH
B4 o F2 0 B0 BroR. Rz R, — R R T VDR AS [7] 28 BISPAN
AR VR, LG T RPN 52 BESPANUILG, 1), (. 1), i 1, LG, 1), G ty), i 71) 1 Fof
58 BESPAN(CI(, 1), (. 1)), (1, 1,), 1711, CLG, 1), (o 1)), (1), 07r1]), oA — S A58
[ISPANHH % > 58 2 (I SPAN DI b — AMRAE I B, T — > 58 B2 [ SPANH — M A
56 B (1) SPANFI — /> 58 & I SPANZE i«

T A Fwpeeew,, RS BRGNS, X T AR E K e [LnlE
XCIG, 1), G, 1), G, 1), i8] = O VLR CL(, 1), (i, 17), (i, 1), i8] = 0, SR ) - ATHI I -]
[ DU Pk & B 77 72 0 A BTG 1), G+ 1 i), ™G+ D1 I1G 1), G+ 1, ), 006+ D]
CIG, 1), (0 + 1,81), (0 + 1, 1300), i+ D] MCIG, 1), G+ 1, 100), G 1), i+ D], BT
(171 5 AH 24 T-SPANTE o5 1 1A 0 H t172 28 72, #f — 0 AR A X Y A Rk
D5k & S T BB & A B K ISPAN, 1[G, 1), Git)), i1 TG, 1), (i £)), 0715
ClG, 1), (o)), (1), i771(E < r < ) MIC[GL 1), (ot (1), jorIG < r < ), H
FISPANZE 5 BT A [, 5 J5 1 ff 15 25 3t 2 18 15.CLO0, #), (n, 1), (1, 1,), 071 e
KT HCA XS BLFISPAN,  MIX ASSPANHH AT DL B 42 42 B H AR A7 A 7 A0 AH B2 1
1RSI

18 BRI g S vk v, B A B L AR AE i BB 1) B, oA w R OR
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® b - h. - A
@, 1) GAD) @, 1) (s,15) (r,1,) (r+1,t,41) (8, t9) (J, 1))

1[G, 1), (jo2)), i jl =max  max {
SIS (1 tp4)ET?

max {C[(, 1), (1, 1,), (s, 1,), i s] + Scoregip(X, i, 1), 5, 1 j, 17 5)}

i<s<rts€T

+  max  {C[(r+1,1.41), (i 1)), (8, 1), j 8]

r+1<g<<jit €
+ Scoregq(X, i, 1, 1o, 1™ j ™ 8)}

+ Scoredep(xa t, tja lm/) + Scoreposuni(xv js t_/') + Scorepnsbi(xv r+ l’ ty, tr+l)}

v @ - &. * A
(i’ li) (.]’ tj) (l, ti) (g7 tg) (}’, tr) (r+latr+1) (Sa ts) (J’ tj)

1[G, 1), (jotj), j~il = max  max {
SIS (pteT?

max {C[(i, 1), (r,1,), (g, 1), i8] + Scorega(X, 1}, ti, tg, i )}

i<s<rteT

+  max  |{C[(r+1,151), (i 1)), (5, 1,), j~ 5]

r+l<g<<jts€T
+ Scoregin(X, 1, 15, i, j 71, J75)}
+ Scoredep(x, tj, b, ]ml) + Scoreposuni(x’ j, [j) + Scoreposbi(xa r+ 17 Ly brl )}
Gty () Gt G) (r.1,) (nt) (&) (1)
Cl(, 1), (o), (r,1,),1"r] = max  max{
r<g<j  tg€T
I, 1), (r, 1), 17 1] + CUr 1), (o 1), (85 24), 78]
+ Scorega(X, i, 1y, 1, i1 g)}

@ A ) A ' d
@t ) G @GR @l (nt) (rt) (1)
Cl(i, 1), (j, 1)), (r, 1), j~r] = max max{

r<g<j  tg€T
(1), (o 1), J7r] + CLG, 1), (1, 1,), (8, 1), 18]

+ Scorega(X, 1, 1y, 1, J178)}

4-1 FeF RIS 1 RSPANR R I
Fig. 4-1 Span combinations for the graph-based joint model.
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Table 4-1 Feature templates for the graph-based joint model.

eyl R AEAR AR

AR Lw; Lwioy LWip LiWie LiWia LW aW; EWiWii LW 1 Wiy
titiy t; . prefix(wi, k) t; . suf fix(wi, k)  HP1<k<3

WAFANEDHT | wy . dir . dist t, . dir . dist w,, .dir.dist t,.dir.dist

Wity « dir . dist wpt,, . dir . dist

WhtyWpdir . dist tywpt,, « dir . dist

WiWpnty, - dir . dist wytpt, - dir . dist

WiptyWity, « dir . dist tyt,, . #punc(h, m) . dir . dist

tht, - dir . dist wpt,, . dir . dist wpt,, . dir . dist wyw,, . dir . dist
i1 tne1tm « dir « dist ttyo1tptmer - div « dist t,_1tytm—1t,, - dir . dist
1 th1 b1ty « dir . dist t_1thtperty « div < dist tpt,_1tptne - dir . dist
thtpeity - dir . dist tyt,_it, - dir . dist tt,t, - dir . dist

thtsty, « dir . dist wytst, . dir . dist t,wgt, . dir . dist t,tsw, . dir . dist
tity, «dir . dist waw,, . dir . dist t,w,, .dir . dist wt,, . dir . dist
tlooily « Air ts_(tsty « dir ity ity « AiF titplmsy « diF

Ltorttmottm « AIF bt tstmoitn « AT Esloot1tmtmst » AT ts_iEslmbmet » AiT
totw < dir . gdir totyt,, . dir . gdir tot,ty. - dir . gdir

Wetn - dir . gdir wWow,, . dir . gdir tyw,, . dir . gdir tywpt,, . dir . gdir
Wolnty « dir . gdir totywy, . dir . gdir tot,_it, . dir . gdir

tottglm—ity - dir . gdir to_itoty, - dir . gdir tote. ity - dir . gdir

tottgtmtmer « dir « i totopity—1ty - dir . gdir tote itytie « dir . gdir
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W), RoasTME, prefix(w, )M suf fix(w, k)7 5 22 7~ lw BENER BT 48 F1 5 2%,
W& RN AR RN TS, mEREZ T RN NEFS, dirknsRasK
FINITT 1], gdirZe 7 AR A7 9N A2 5% A1 H AL 5 1 A2 5% P A B9 AR A7 IR 1) 77 1+
dist3R 7~ AN ARAE NI A 2 15 s FZ T S I EE E,  #punc(h, m)3R 7~ i bl ilm 2
(B B A 2 B bR A5 2 H

432 ETEHEBHNEERE

BT BB 0 B & B L fHJun Haori A F20114F 92 ) IF % %
PEIICNLP LS4, 38 {7 I Trans oK 2 7% X — 6 & BE . %07 HE 45 % T 1 3 HL I
A, HOROO R AN R, B 2 G R GRS R AR A
Bl — RIRE L, TETFIBIRTDI, MRS, S5 — RAIEER
BRAE G, RGN ERES, (T AN SR AN B — BRI ) S, IR
06 47 ) T B b o A F0 228 5 R R 1 e 31 B R 5

s T AT B B B R R A, R R A AR A
BB 2, R R 4 R T 1 4 A7 A0 T R A, 8 MS 0,81, BABY R
T B RIS, E K00, Qoo WIBIRA I, M, BT
Hwiwa, o wer TAGARAS I, e U — BT AR, A%, 76 R
G A EoE SURBRAE A IS, BHERIAL), MRS E 2. X TR,
SHCRNE, BB S R T P R AR, X T E 2, 9ok b
K R T PR T IR AT 43, BB R T AL R A 92
VERATIAL, FE VAL B TR 5 AR RO 2 AR AR T AL T A9
R TR FE 45— R4 58— R P B T A o R R R T
Wi R IR R G, B F TR ARG IRA, FHA 515508 A
Y2 R IR A AL S L.

AT G 47 A0 5= A % AR B PEBR Ge, RT LA — B0 e — 201K 2 Ry2nf)
SERS B EFFHIA, -~ Ag WUV IE TR A5 5 5 )30k B IR A, 5 405K M 0 5 0 0 29
w7 L i 2 @)

Scorejoim(X, t, d) = Z Wpos * prS(STi’ Aia t) + Z Weyn fsyn(STia Al) (4'2)
A;=SHIFT(t)

HASTR R — MRS, ARRIE, (RRFHE, wRRFFERCE, FRAME A &
xR S5 A PR R0 T W (early-update) H AR BIRFIEA Ew. T BCA B
Fir A B’J%%*%ﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁ, HrwR R, R, begin(-)fend(-)5) 5
KRAWE — NG — N F0F, prefix(w, R suf fix(w, k)73 5 R 7= Awk
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Ss(12) Si(t1) So(0) Qo || Qu

.A/N N

Sllc oo Slrc SOlc oo SOrc

% 33 /E :SHIFT(t) — B\ %1}—>

S2(%2) S1(#1) So(%2) Q0 || Q

) A A\ /l\ ...........

Sllc °e° Slrc S()lc e SOrc

JEAYAYAYE

JH £ ) £ :REDUCE (left/right)

~— & | BAFI—

Sa(t2) Si(t1) So(to) Qo || O

A Sllc b Slrc S()lc e SOrC

B 4-2 BT 1 IS 1 AR R 2 e A SR B AR 2 3G

Fig. 4-2 States and actions of the transition-based joint model.
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FE KRBTGS, rvalflival 5y il 26 7 — A5 s A 1 38 89S FOR 7e B 1
NG refle sy MR TS — A RN B A T RATR L % T R re2Me257 5]
KR DA ERAE -ANZF R RRES - ANEZT N, distkRs K
AN AL S ANZ AT SR B, #punc(h, m)ZK 7~ W h A m 2 8] BT 6L & I b 5
5 H .

R A2 TR (A R AL AR

Table 4-2 Feature templates for the transition-based joint model.

e~ R FE AR AR

IRER TS tw; bty Gitiitig twi LW

tiw; «end(wi_) tiw; . begin(wiy1) t; . Cr(wy)

ti . prefix(wi, k) t; . suf fix(wi, k)  HF1 <k <3
t;.Sow t;.Sot tw; . Sow tw;.Sot

t,w; . begin(Sow) t;w; . end(Syw)

ti. S()t . SOrct ti. Sot . SOlct Lw; . Sol . SOrct tiw; . Sot . S()[(-t

KAFEETHT | Sow Sot Sowt S1w Sit Sywt Qow Sow .S w Sot. Syt
Sow .St Sot.Sw Sowt. St Sot. S wrt

Sowt.Sw Sow. S wt Sowr. S wt

Sot«S1t.S 1t Sot e S1t.Sipet Sow.Sit.Sipet Sow.Sit.8 1,0t
Sot . Sit.Soet Sot-S1t.Sorct Sow.Sit. St

Sow .dist Sot.dist S\w.dist St.dist

Sow.lval(S0) Sot.lval(SO0) Siw.Ival(S1)

Sit.lval(S1) Siw.rval(S1) Sqt.rval(S1)

SoeW Soiet Sucw Suct SipeW Siret

Soicaw Soicat SucW St SiraW S ireat

Sot-Sowct - Soieat S1t St - St Sit.Sipet « St

fEfg T, T HB IR RE DR LRSI P e s IR A T —
DRI IE S, BEEE T P AT ER. SR, #ARAEER
ZREEER T, RIRERACRA TR R, KRS E
Feole — MU OL 1 ORAIEAN S - [&1 FR) 1B & A58 AL 7 HE A ¢ _E KA 24, BT FH Y
RN H64.
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e T JE T S5 R (3R] PEARVE AR AF AR 0 T IR S B, S AR R T
2 5 AF AR M NGRS 6] 7 #RA R L A A 18 45 R R0V AR R JRATHE X
ANVERE BTN GRS B — AN REAE S5 A0VE o A ds . AT BATT AT LAIE i % 6 T AR
I3 BT 4% BE A3 BT AR &) 5 B 15 45 M ROVE R, 1R S5 A AR 2 B 4 0 ARE AN I
DX PR Ak 3R 5 s RT3 k5 R, S A ] A Y R R T 925 20 B B Ak [R] I o A
R 55 FRRE B 3l 73 A7 15 21 (10 K5 18 45 R G0 V0 R B8 — 2 A O U R L e 45
WRAF S5, AE R A4S 21 7 18] VA i AR A7 A3 20 (1 25 R AT I Constok K 7
QRSN EILE

1P

/\
NP VP[H]
NR  VV[H] P
| | _—
WA NP VP[H]
/\ /\
NP NP[H] PP VP[H]
NR NN NN[H] P NP[H] VV[H] NP
| | PN
hE &3F ke 8 NR O fEit ADIP NPl[H]
T J|J NlN
Bk sTEk
a) BB, SR R T ERTE.
\A%
i
/\
NR A%
AR fEHH
/\
NN P NN
NR NN NR A}
hE G T TR

b) K A7 45 K.
P 4-3 Je 15 S5 R 5 MA7 S R X EE

Fig. 4-3 A comparison between constituent and dependency trees

BALRETAE R B ORE E, BV o (8] i A 1 5 ik 2 1) 0 20 e e 45 B AR
A 25 o 3238 1R 2 AT T A 1R 0 92 M A R R AR 0 b S 5 1 L T8 R vk A
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i A2 5% 5 8K LA (Head-Finding Rules) B £z 5% e ik SR 10, BRI 1t B ATT (4 4K A7 1)
VAR RN R X — Rl SEFR BT IRAFAE A AR A7 R VR B B AN S i I R 1R RV
AT 2, H R IRATAT DL X AR A7 B B 3l A il — BR O R R R B, ARk
S NAE20134E 2 tH 1 — M E hdg @i 77 kB4, HAR G5 ] L2 25 Al AT () 18 3
-3 B 1 R ST M R 5 R AR AR I [ 4 A7 45 R BRI — AT
LA AR AT 9 [H B 79 5 2 R V5 45 A A e JEAS R TR O AR AL FRATT AT AR 4 X
BB A2 SR MUK B 345 31 5 4 B A 25 R B EE R

fEAR FH, AT FBerkeley parserit 17§ 15 ) v 43 #7700, H 3= 2 5 K 72
T Berkeley parsers& — M A 1] VLAY 1R i 15 0] v o0 M 4%, RIEAE #EAT 0135 20 A 1R st
{6, VA FH BE AR A SRR o 33X E 8] YA 59 29 B 7 95 A0 i 1 P Fop i) Y
WA AL T AR i B BRI X A, AT AEE — B G i, XLz
T2 R BT B RS R T PR RE

4.4 FHEFREY

ﬁﬁﬁ h(X, gl(x)l gZ(X)I Y gK(X) )

H R
R/ B

ga(x) g2(x) gk(x)

S R

i ) Ms M.

PN X
K 4-4 e SR e R R A R 0 AR R A
Fig. 4-4 The main idea of stacked learning.

ARG G —AAER AR M RYERE M k. AR E S, AT 5
TR 2 TR A b = A B A A UORIO), 5k 7 ik A S L SR,
i HAS R T B R g 45 R BT RIS A EARES
AR RS B O 7D BRI, gy e Rk A, R PR ARE
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Rl G ITL, DL R AR A ) 3 (1 i A B OB ILIO LD A 2 0 A1 H R F 7E 1] 4 A ) 2%
B EHA |,

B AR 2 SRR A A% O AR I BT R, e RN — AN E 1 2
A8, HbE—-EEFEINS8EZMER, Mg, - ,gx(K > 1) : R 5 REE
e M ZERA AR, b RME S R, AN R Mg, #HE i A
fx € R HEN TN H — 45 Rar(x), 2 MBI \xFl 28 — Z KA 15 1Y
(1) &8 B 454 1E — M U (X, 1(X), - -+, g (X)), SR 5 MR 4 33 AN i Nl B 28 1) T3
Mhx, g1(x), -+, gx(X)).

5 TR 7 2] 07 B BRI P E AR VE AR AR AR R S AL AL (R Bl B B, H T A
TE =SR] P AR A A 2, R] obb 5 T2 A e o BB o 5 A B A Dl 28 — 2 (1) 4%
Prake XTUCIRATE R LS, 5T BIRMERG B AR RS 2o
., PO MR ET R NBRGEAUE NS ZE o TR T EEN
TREE R B GBAL, T e R — N E R A, R ME RN AL R — R A A A
RAMGE R, TLVEANAEIENE B, ot AWM RE N 25
Pras it AT R G, HMBANGEERASBMN, B G RE. 75485
THER S TR RAE NS B o rasnt, BTN TE—ZE00
AR, RSN — 2B I RRAE, HARFREBR i kd-3rn. RS, -
R4y 2 A B T B IS AR AR R A A 2RI B IR RRAE, 1T 2R
o3 Al B T e R IR A AU N B — 2 40 B 48 B BT 0N R0 BT R AE

4.5 13k

AR G, AR DAER TS AR (R P g, (E 2 AT R D A A5 A A
(IR FE FRAR TAR 2 o AT JRATT R A — Ffacd 11 2 19 77 925 R 42 T 106 6 B R ) okt B2
FLAR 5 2 M) FH DR R ABE 1 2 A v 8040 ke A0 453 — A 17 B DRSO Y 1) 1 8 45 31 0 9
it I 25 B 5 H Slav PetroviE A E20104F 32 N, B B — ANE 55 A7 A5 1A AN [F]
IR M FIM,, (A B 38 A DR RS R b v B, AR Mok FE AR 18 0 2 i 2
i, My TR PR R e R K 7 AL, g I7EE M, % B Sh g
KIE AR PRvE S, SR )5 H B 30T 43 20 00 20 N 20 M 10 I 2518 kL b ok
BE— YN RIM,, AT AE 75 Mo (1) 1 BE R MR FE 4, RIS 3] 7 — ANl B2 R
[[IRER A= AL EIY

XA E MK AR AR, RINTEE - a Kl EM
el B GEE N R B IR A B A B BLIGraph(JTrans, JConst)BY
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Table 4-3 Feature templates for the integrated models via stacked learning.

e

RFAE AR

BT RS B NS R o Hr as

FPERRE | (T, fTrans o Plrans @rans o fTrans @Trans o Jransy @ 7y, 0 1,,)
{fiConst AConst %(Zj)rst, fiConst & f;CJrolnst’ f’JSInst o li\’]n(iolnst} ® (L0, Wy O 1}
{Whether 2T is identical to £C0™'?} @1 o 7, AT o 4y o 1,,)
WAF )L | (Whether 0 m is in ™9} ®{t, 0, 1, © 1)

{Whether £ m is in "™} {1y, tyn, )y © b}

{Whether the heads of m are identical in @' and d’°°™'?} @ {Whether 7" m is
in A"} @1y, by, 1y © 1)

{Whether £ m and h"s are in d"™NQ{t),, ty, 1 © £,

{Whether £ m and h"s are in d’“™2)®{1,, t,n, 1) © 1)

{Whether g/ m is in &' 0&{t, £, 14 © 1)

{Whether g7 m is in d"CO)@{1y, t, th © )

BT H RS A NS R g

FERREE | (0w 0 ) @ (1579, 710501 o flomn G G Gmon s,
{tm, Wy, © tm} ® {f'JnConst, fgnCOHSt ° ﬂmC_oPsl, li\'J’Slonst ° f;lanFst, ﬂmC_olnsl o li‘,.:golnst}
{Whether 20" is identical to 2Cm?} @A™ o 1,,, ™™ o w,, 0 £y}
WAFA)VE 5 BT | (Whether 5305y is in @2, Whether 555, is in d’6™"?} ®{so.1, 51.1, So.2 © 5y.1},

{Whether s7s; is in d’6™*"?, Whether s§”s; is in d’°*h?} @ {Whether s{™(so;) is in
@’ Whether s3°(so,) is in d’6™%"?, Whether s7(sy.) is in d’9%"2, Whether
ST(s1,0) is in @O ®{s0.1, 1., 0.1 © 5.1}

{Whether s, is in d'©"'2, Whether s;>s; is in d'©™'?} ®{so.t, s1.t, 50.t © 51.1},
{Whether s;s; is in d'©"?, Whether s;>s; is in d'“"?} ® {Whether 57 (sox) is
in d'C°™t?, Whether S5 (Sore) 1s in d’Const9 Whether s7(s1,0) 1s in d’Const9 Whether
s (s1,c) 18 in d’Const} R 50.1, §1.1, So.f © §1.1}

{Whether the heads of s, are identical in d°6™" and d'“°™'?, Whether the heads
of s; are identical in "6 and @°C°"'?} ® {Whether sgsp is in d’Grarh9 Whether

sgvsy is in A"} @{so.1, 51.1, $0.1 © $1.1}
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% JTrans(JGraph, JConst), [Al Bt 3R AIT R 7 2 W oh — N Kg FEACAH 22 1 B E & R
() 1T BRI A B, S AT DA 3 — A v 2503 1 AR I R AR VAR VR TR
A, XA oy e T BT B R M A M

AT Ao 53 5 T A 1 TG 5 A R 4 2R B TP R 1) DR /N ke S B AT ) 7
FIRA A FE 64T 2 AT T 42 20 ) — AN EEER R, RN IR PR AN, AR
R Bl o A bR, AE 2 an RSO/ A T JEOR I ZRiE il AR Mgl = W
B o DAL FRATT R FH W THD 42 HY ) e B 1) k5 T 52 284 | 3 A AT 10075 1) B ASE 11 I
GRA) T, SRJE NN BIAE KN BEAR S 1 fa BRI S A B i I Skl vpr, S 45 T K
AR PR RE OROR IR, A TR et RN RS BB () R, T HL
P 5K 195 AR B ik i 2 1120 0) R D

4.6 SLIG

FRATTHE Hh ST 5 JH A% i (The Penn Chinese Treebank, CTB)S. 1R b 3347 5256 SR 46
IEBRATHE 89 5 ¥, CTBS.AEUHE 48 it 15 B i =a-4ins, AR A b v 1 &1 4
TIER X — AR 0 OISRy IT & BRI SR . v SO MR B 2 — A
TEEVEM R, FRATE G 5K A N 2008 4F $2 H AR NS, R s R B O
¥ )V I 45 A AT S5 K AE PR T P B v PR R INE,  FRATT A R 1] 1 A v A
2R, R PEAR v IR A A 1 S B BT IR Bl AR VRO KA A A R, FRATT
A5 FH A 75 B 28 A 2 I HE Tff 22 (Unlabeled Attachment Score, UAS), B A2 3% 7 A4
TE R 30 (1) 1] (1) AN H S B ] RG], S AN IR AE TR T A R A B R (Root
Accuracy, RA) VL J #EAN 1) 7 1E 1 1R 51 #E 1 % (Completely Match, CM), 1EPF A 4K
R, FRATTZE T AR A5

R A4 ERGHER.
Table 4-4 Corpus statistics.

53 75 1% AT HHE | E%H
Training | 001-815;1001-1136 | 16,118 | 437,859

Dev 886-931; 1148-1151 804 20,453

Test 816-885; 1137-1147 1,915 50,319
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B, WATAH T ARSI MER, TR EMBAEE, &
B 5% B R AT R R TN b i s A RS R, Fo AP Sk 1 AR B
(AT, BLTHILi-12F0Joint-ZN ™43 7] J9 25 1E 4620124 LA J2Jun HatorifE20114F
[F) A ) 7 9218 S b ) o RIGLeH ) B TR ARRAE S BUCH R A —FE . MR T LLE
IR ) =N AR, AR ATEIBUAR b, fEA)vk B — e PERE 1 42
Tty BT E S5 I BCA B B Const BT T S 0 I A)vE e i 45 3, (R FE 1A
T, X BRI TR A A, T AR T B B I A A A R I AR R THTETS T
TF B

R A-5 T MERREKAE RV B HERL R RE

Table 4-5 The performances of baseline joint models.

GRES -
PR FR
UAS | RA | CM
FAR R A Y

JGraph | 80.88 | 75.55 | 28.83 94.51
JTrans | 80.98 | 75.54 | 29.68 94.21
JConst | 81.03 | 78.12 | 28.01 93.45
o 17 4

PGraph | 79.52 | 75.34 | 26.70

94.11

PTrans 79.30 | 75.73 27.80

MR B S5 R BT UK A 1 IX =S AR I S A E LRI X
A, X BELATE P A B AR ) TR SR = SEHER A (g, TR
X =AY BB R AT G Dl AT Bl T B = A SRS B A [F] — AN )1
WRAF T EgPERE, 2R R RCR I 1 X Ee . Blom B g B R LR AR B R
Hop — AR HER R, T AAEAR RS 74— DI G RA HER R, A I
iR ER-SFT R . NPT BB, SR BRIS RO e, SRS mEET
XML, X -EREY TR =AM B R B ARERAEAKR, E2EA]
) AR DR 20 AT 22 )5 BEBOR I, DR A 7R 5 2 2 LU RO BT R Gt
I ESINEREE
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Fig. 4-5 The scatter figures for dependency accuracies of the baseline joint models.

4.6.2 AR RE

AT R AT T A SR A R R P R, O EL UG 7 3 = AN S o i Y 1
SRPEREATAL, (E R B R 20 A 22 B FL Bk, TR il 2 2 A B A I B R . 7
X, AT Z A S B B SR 25 T B SE A 20 DA TR
BRSNS R L5 B, RO IR T 2 R R T DL A R TR I I
AT R A A R A R, DR T AN A R — A R — R
Y, sk R A6 E o A R . TR A TR R A R A R R
LA MR, FRATHLA T 2 b B, 45 S 0 -G R 2 B4y B . M Sz gk
AT LRI, I TR B A N A S B R, MRS T —
o B LA P TR B R IR B R S T A R 55— O ELA P R T R i D R
TV R P TR M R — AR A A R R 3 — I AR B B RO 45 SR, X R4S 3
(RS AF 2 1 = AR — R R AT B, DB S U I A A A L, 7E )RSy
BT _E ik AR TR 3%, T 76 3 VE ARV 4 R AR T 2 /0 2H0.4%.

463 BREERILIGER SR

R TDE A5 B B o 1 RE A i R PR AR T RUAR AT S AT P RE 2 4k, I8 AT DAAEFRATTEE
T4 T A 23 B o SCRMERRE 5 IR A AR 2 TR 50 Ao AT o 2 0K = AN SR kIR
A A DL K — A 1 8 A G 1A Rl 0Bk A RLOR A AT B R BE AT ELB, SR AN L
B PE AR AT VR 2 TA AR FBR R o 15 e, BRATTBIE ST I 45 A B S ] 1 A 3 O
i, 58— A 5 SR P B AR T AR IR A 4K B DL R SCSR AT R R 2 A B34,
KO ER 3K P SIS Bm] (1 ] A T R A A, SRR S AT AR T AR A 0 9 X 3 R R R
o AT TR LA AR T A, AR, SRR (AR SR A AR AR F
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Table 4-6 The performances of integrated joint models.
GRS
UAS RA CM

] PE bR

JGraph(JTrans, JConst) | 83.59 | 80.79 | 31.47 94.91

JGraph(JConst) 83.01 | 79.69 | 31.34 94.72
JGraph(JTrans) 82.04 | 78.17 | 30.21 94.52
JGraph 80.88 | 75.55 | 28.83 94.51

JTrans(JGraph, JConst) | 83.98 | 81.29 | 32.15 94.95

JTrans(JConst) 83.23 | 80.73 | 31.55 94.44
JTrans(JGraph) 82.22 | 78.03 | 30.58 94.75
JTrans 8098 | 75.54 | 29.68 94.21

OE, Bl PR ARV A B R 2 LE AR T B IR I G DL iy 1 10% DA B, B AR B
BHE KRR, FOVERGEM P ERED et 17, 2 B3 20 P bR 1)
ZE R

R AT AR AR SCOR T RO AR VE AR T R
Table 4-7 The influences of dependency heads on POS-tagging accuracies.

PGraph | JGraph JTrans JConst JTrans(JGraph, JConst)

RETEIER| 96.23 | 96.927 96.647 96.367 97.031
T EAR | 86.65 | 85.34] 84.16] 81.79] 84.7|

%, AT RSB i 2 iq IR S — Py R, T #
AV S A M R SR I I RS . B R o T 45 R T -G R, B R i A R R
T I B R R B AT B R A P, A LA 1A R 0 B R R R D B L, AR
T B AR R R A A A R A A X SE R R R D, T AR A T T A R R R A 1 Y R
i 43 0% Se A5 R I 0. AR AT R R AH L, TG R R BE AR U 1) [X 43 44 1A B AT R
FIE(NN — V)G L BL K “ )7 i P 1 X 53 (DEC — DEG?FDDEG — DEC%
&), AH 2 JARME X 73 LA 44 ) 4% 40 A1 i 38 44 1NR — NN R 38 44 18] 4% 40 A
FOE B WINN — JIEETE L, XL 5 X o K P, IR GF AR I 13X 26 0] £E 4] 7y
BT A R B B A B G0 4% TENNAT B S 42 RINR I X5 7E AR RO B R,
B U E AT AT PSS 4 78 2 AR ARL R g9 A €, DRI I TG 55 A8 2R A AR X 1) X 2 3] 14
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Fig. 4-6 The POS-tagging error patterns of the joint and pipeline models.

FAMER IR, BATRBUREA TR 15056 AR %38 [ 2230 38 2 %R )

A iy X U AR T PE R — 2 0, R R FASITR . SR A A
w290, AEAEAEBCA B 5 B R AR T ORIy B im] KA 7y 2 18
MEia], {5 G 44 EINN, TR AL, ERAD, KB B KA LD, B AT R A o
B 2 I AR B AT Xy 3 2, g HLE AT I X 20 5 A9 B A K A%
WRAEL R IO, RE R SEVVZ RN, EBE B AR B 2
RTH AR

AR 4-8 ALK RIAE J2 3 3 A TR R P AR I A A R A RS

Table 4-8 The influences of dependency head direction on POS-tagging.

PGraph | JGraph JTrans JConst JTrans(JGraph, JConst)

wiw;| 9412 | 9424 9378 92.86 94.51

wiw;| 9395 | 9492 9454 94.54 95.62

HIT TET 1) 23 AT 25 B S5 I A5 A R ) s P A vE PR BB T RS ), 7R BLERATT R — 2P
I BT IR AR BN A o T I R A . B — Bl O 8, AR IR P 20 BT 11 4 SRS IE
W5 IR A7 AT I MR BE A2 B 2 K s, ER-TEA T AT s R, RATR I,
Vi) P A R ) ) R B B A K FENN — VV, DL DEC — DEGZ: 4%, X i
B ir 2 LA B R A P e 22 KIRFE N B, IX R B 13X B4 P4 (1) X 3 %
FERKHEE, FULERA B G, X AN A S R X . T T
SR PR R AR 20, AR B I BE 2 e R N, Bl INR — NNUEL XIS — NN i
IV, X 3R BE X AN R G IE A X 4 S RJTE R B A RS, R A Bk A R Y
L XA R A AT S TR VE . 3K — AT 5 SR A I A AR AR ot ] M A R AR
TSR A
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Fig. 4-7 Dependency accuracies of different POS-tagging error patterns.

50, BATWER LI S BE AL R A A AL P A A 4. TR D 22 90K
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Table 4-9 The influences of head direction on dependency accuracies.

PGraph | JGraph JTrans JConst JTrans(JGraph, JConst)

wiw;| 81.03 82.01 8244 81.75 84.81

wiw;| 7645 | 7892 7773  79.7 82.35

4.6.4 T

B2 J5 AT I I 5 S e 4 L, R0 SRS PR B — R, JRAT I A
BT B 0 A BB AR KD, ke A 15 e B B Y IR R B AR R O T IR AN K
/N [ B ARG BT 5 SF 1) 1k R B 2R, FRATTAR 488 3 I 2R 1) SR B, A KN DR/ i R B
AN T REAIIGER. ERATM LS, FRATMALDCH XL Gigaword i
Kl (LDC2007T03) " EE#LESE 71005 A) iR, 4 7 Hpd K a1, FHF
A 5k 5% FIClark E20074E 4 H 1) 77 v5 3EAT B 8 43 3, 5 op 1) 5 1] 455 280 4, 2 )
FCTBS. 1N 25 th Sk 1, 48 J5 1) F 1 1 14 f8 & 4 1) @il & 182 24 T Trans(JGraph, JConst)
H SR iZ5) T, 152X 5 h) 7 [ [ S0t AR AT A5 i 45 R . IR RATH
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Table 4-10 The performances of up-training models.

MR W
K7 —
UAS RA CM. bRy | AED
ik
64 83.07 | 78.64 | 31.98 | 94.70 5.4
32 82.85 | 77.59 | 31.78 | 94.80 11.8
16 82.83 | 77.53 | 31.83 | 94.86 | 214
8 8252 | 77.17 | 31.57 | 94.84 | 377
4 8231 | 7649 | 31.15 | 94.88 | 67.8
2 81.18 | 7550 | 30.52 | 94.64 | 1207
1 7851 | 7131 | 27.33 | 93.98 | 290.3
A I I 5
64 80.98 | 75.54 | 29.68 | 94.21 8.9
32 80.54 | 7455 | 2937 | 94.16 17.2
16 80.72 | 74.86 | 2994 | 9422 | 326
8 80.50 | 7429 | 2926 | 9424 | 60.8
4 80.02 | 7277 | 2827 | 94.14 | 1049
2 7841 | 70.83 | 28.11 | 9379 | 200.1
1 76.01 | 68.01 | 24.81 | 93.08 | 380.6
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P 5-1 JE T B 8% 1 23 ] i PR AR T 0 AR DIR 25 78 3L
Fig. 5-1 State definition of the transition-based joint segmentation and POS tagging.

BRE R A, RS B — MR A — N BAFIAE B, AR AR — A &0 RIS
H SR R M BR 2 B, T BA B R A A TR R 1 AR AT AR R ) A, S 10
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Table 5-1 Feature templates for transition-based joint word segmentation and POS tagging.

fEFIRFAE I B AT | AR

Pawan t_ity, tot_ity, w_ity, Coty, S(W_1) o ty, C_jCot_ily,

woow_y, e(w_1) oy, e(w_1)oco, w_iCop, W_1_1 0 e(W_3), w_i,
s(w_y) o l(w_y), e(w_1)ollw_1), s(w_1)oe(w_;), e(w)oe(w_y),
e(w_p) ow_y, s(w_y)oco, w_yol(w), wpollw_y),

W_i1t_p, w_it_1, wW_1t_1co, w_1,wWhere l(w_y) = 1,

c_pc_icot_1, where [(w_y) = 1, ct_y o e(w_1),where c € w_q ,

Wﬁﬂ cof-1, C—_1Co, C—1Col-1, S(W_])OCQI_]

R R A B A 2 T ANREE K H AR, I H 9% R B bR R R R 2
AR RPER, 252501 17112 H bR AR .

FERATHI 5, s AT 55 2 0 A AR B AR 55, BRIk ia] 2
RBSERIER, Pl B RIEAGE S, BOVEBOE TR e i i 24 20
TSGR E . SEhrgg A b, WATHIbRER R IZ AT, HEIFA bRk —Aa 7 h
AT R 3l P, AT B P DA rR R A B 2 A TR 5 1) 3R DN B bR i
R, FERRTER YRR, bRiEE IR A BB IR TR AN E AR A A
1117 & U AR IR AR B I AN A P, (S8 A e ] S 3 — AR PRI O TR R
PRIEPTE AN D7 80 0, BAME R T — AN F IR sk ZR 15 RS 28— 4> 2034 34
PERREAS, RIS H b U A KR R AR O A 7 — A B s, ARTEE AT B
FEIXRE — DI 45 R BT hRIE .
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Fig. 5-2 Architecture of our lexicon-based model for domain adaptation.
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G 1R B PR AR 2% RN ARV 1K) ) 1 EAT TRAR B, IXRE 2 KR B sk A i 1
PRIEAT o FriE— € B 1 H AR QU A T, AR5 R IX 2] 1 RTYR U A TR AR
Ik, R P AR EAT AT R TR . B AN LA R T e
VR G272, B AR b H ARG fE 52 T+ B F2 Mol i 13X — fij # 10
AR,

545 BEIJEZE

N T3k 0 98 A R SRR Y AN ) 5 R AR AR B R ORI
MY BRI BRI R, AT ar LS Dy 4 i A B A R] S bR A

R 5-2 BE 1A SARVE R 23 1A 1] A B 5 A AR e i A A AR R I A0 1A SRR AL .
Table 5-2 Unlexicalized dictionary features for joint segmentation and POS tagging.

Action Lexicon Feature templates

Separate in-lex(w_y), l(w_;) o in-lex(w_,),

in-lex(w_y, t_1), [(w_y) o in-lex(w_1, t_1)
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BT ARIE IR B 3 N RE AT B 5 S AR R s AR SE B s
Mo R bR E R, RJE NI EEE LR &N T, RIEHXEES D
BTN E — AERE 25 BN ZRiE R . AT H Yang LiwAll 5K £ 52 H (1) 2%
TR AL R R SRS, SRR B B M 1 R B BEEEAT HE Y . BB A
Tep-cn BAIENT Z IS Rwi oty - Wity WA T AT 2 E-DH H
Ty, nBE, MRS e,

Score(i + 1) = Score(i) + In P(cis1lci-i¢i) (5-1)

H H1Score()# 7 43 #T B 48 & AL B I 19 7 2, Score(n)BY v AN A1) 1) 55 £
P(cileiicy) AR H FR U A AR VE OB AR 48 B2 T 7 1018 5 BB SRR 15

o H 5 S BRG] AR E A 45 G N, E SRR s BRI A0 e 1A ge AR
U ZRERLC, W ZRH — MM, SRJE R M, 45 & H br S0 die, 25 B 3 i
5 H bR 0038 B AR AR B) 7, A A BT AR EL B AR T BA AR B BAE RS
KA BT, SR 5 EKAS 0] 1 AN U ) 2518 BLC 45 & & I 2R H 5 ) 38 9 1)
ABETIM,, &5 HMKRIFEAT RAR S, EINGEMI, 7FEERRZIE
WTCACRRAE OB L, 78 B8 B A3k Il 4538 kL C B AR RNV AL RRAE I, FRATTAE 1
T YR U] B e, 1T 3R BOHT NN BIKAS H AR U H) 1 1 AR VAR AR IS, AT
A FH B2 H A I8 1] B e,

W B S EAE AR AR EAH 5 A I, AT ER R U AU I 2T REC AN B bR A
2R 15 BIC AR 45 5 19 2 58 — DA EIM,, A8 FM, 25 B S AR H AR S8 R A5
R, RALEREAS H E TR A8 B VR EL R AR FE AR B B A R R s KA )T
R B %% >0 3G 9 A R ML IR, f7 B3 (R X B Bl i) 5 IR B AT, BRI &) 4%
A T ZE IR R WAL AR AE

55 EWERS S

55.1 L E

FE SIS R, FRAT I IR 40 5 E 9 2 R S N B ES.0 (Chinese Penn Treebank
5.0, CTB5.0) H s, XLl B A #0281 % | s r); w318 5 F5
QSR I 4 /N U A, AT — SR ARVE 14,555 A (URAlD /M (Zhuxian, ZXO
R s, Hod T R, i AT IR, Sy A A TR AR R ) SE
3, K3 AW T EMRIEIE G S B fEVRM R, FRATTAE 3L TR A o
oA B R FEATFIFE R VP AN 43 108 FE AR f v aEs FRATT 5 B DLYE AN IR 14
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PRERPEREN E, ONEANER T R G o i 1A PRI £ HE A 2

#* 53 WWRGIHE B
Table 5-3 Corpus statistics.

£ g/ mRSRS | ATHE | WEE
YIZREE | 1-270,400-931, 1001-1151 10,086 493,930

CTB5 | FF k& 301-325 350 6,821
A 271-300 348 8,008
PlERS 6.6-6.10,7.6-7.10 2,373 67,692

Iz TF k& 6.1-6.5 788 20,3939
IRF S 7.1-75 1,394 34,355

552 BERRIEN A

XA BN AH REIARER —ER, HaRRINMENE T
BEH CRADY /U E R AR e — D CORAD /N Ui TE R T 4 /N AR
XN R AR E S AE RS, H B AR 7 SRS WIS AN 0 S0 5
— T CERALY /N BETE R R — A K LT AT RS A g T s
MR e ) — e i R ) DA CURAD /Nt o i — e i R ) 7, 3l T X e 1 Y
PEAE, FRAT AT BB 4R 2 I W R R X o 3 1A R BATT R AR
ST ) B2 — AN AR B % 0 [, X AN R N AE BAR s GLI, AT BL
P il BV, s, XETEM AR, @48 BRI R 24,
WAL WS ANREFERNAR, J&THRBMAR. £ k) Erd, 3K
AT HE N 5% 213 93 ATy T AR A [

BRI TR ) 22 5, BRATIAE X LR 2 B R 4 1 0 ) T A bR v AR T
BRVE BN TR) 22 50 AERRVE RSN, FRAT— HL bR iE 17455540 8] 7, KZ1E T80/
I, P — B — AR . Oy 1 REAT IR TR M A & R, AT T A
I AR 13,0007 3] -1 P BC X, A H [R] R £ B T o v 2 e K EARTE3001 6 17

5.5.3 EAREE M EE

BT EARENEH AT RITN ARG —, ©ECTBS L B &
T797.62%7%y ia] 1 s & LA £293.85%H) 4y iA] 6] P Bk & HE B R, O AN LR N
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R 5-4 CTBSTEARLRIURALTERE b 1) S B2 PR 5 22 55 1) i 78 451 )

Table 5-4 Example sentences from CTB5 and ZX to illustrate the differences between them.

CTB5H Byl F AN R R EF

TeAa 2 WARE i s 57 ] REZK, BEANHE, WINRF, 2R RE.
2 I R U MR HEAT A 55 BRI | PG 2, R TE HRAL 81

IR RIE 50 M R TR I SAN RN R v 2 PR VA

S5O T A K R AR BRAE B DT R | IEIRYL, & R
A2 DAV ER XS AT BOP AR | BRI RGE, EE RN E.

FERALAE B BB, RGMPERE T T AL, AVHAS T787.71%I 43 17 #E i 2
F180.81%0 11 43 1] 1] PE I A ¥HE A 2R, e & Al MEAR MR RE T PR K29 N13%. 1A
B0 T B¥ IR, X — )55 Yang Liwfl 5K 520124 30 HF 1) 57—
PRI g 2 JRATT 1 ik AN A5 2R 43 2 T 21 1 88.62% 4 1] HE 7y 2 LA [281.94% (1] 47 17]
VR G HERA 2, AR AR B R HR IR B R ME N1 %, XU T R Al ) o
& F 022 2 Ik e R B e Re SR 2 AR A IR 1.

554 AX&E LRI

X, FRATTE T S 5 0 T 1A SRR 403 I SR T ) AR I
Ik B & RLEAT AT AR, B ORAAN T E SETRATTU S ] HAR I ] 45
BE &R R i — D FRATT B ) AR vE X U [ S S SRS B AR
[F) AR AR R I 8] R, ) by R ] b v o B TS T G I M s BB AT
FUALE A R B R) 26 2F R, 18] B bR v AN A) AR VR AR 45 6 Be 15 B B AT R &
JERATEA B 5 )5, B8R E S N PR IR A Bl AR, R SR H 522
SROVEAE AR SRR R A AR VE BB aE— B R TR RO, R B TRATT A A R AT &
IV
5.5.4.1 in) B 3 BT S B iE M A R0

S0, BTG UE FE TR B8 1) 7 VR R TR 4 4 4 ) 1A R A v Y AT AT S ]
TSR — B ORI HL U AR B /N AT B IE N RS . TR SRR, FRATT
F T = Ffia] g, 55— P A E B E R Z N SRR A AR BRI A 4
o4 AR A I, X R T 44 1A B A P R B TNR, 3RAT
B S NRR R 7R ix e #; 55 —Ff ] B2 FR v 19930001 18] T3] 74 1 X,
ANRA B A1, X AN 1] i fy 44 3K, 58 = R i 2 B B T R B08E 5 K
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A DL SR P SR B SR, 2R — N TR B, A Y T b R T O B AR B R IA B Y
BIFPERE, X ANA BLIRATT i 44 NORCALE, FATH X =0 # i v BE 347 X0 L,
6 UF 2 75 B A ] BRRSE R 3 n, E bR U 1 B 2 B 0 3

FBf AR ARTE” R AR BIT (5 A 4 T T A SR v
BT R PR AR, WRPISE R AT UG H, 6 bRy A S Re 38 in H Ax
AUk ) 1 B, T L B A A SRR B K, B ] O T R AR S 7 s S 4
T, HFr9irEpe e . ATTLUE R, A A AR, B0 Ui, 18 0
MRS R AT, HARSUIS MRt . Rralr 2, ATRANAE T —A4
N FANET AR AR, 1% o 8 T 18] B bR v 1 4003 1 OE B 9, Rl CiRALD
QU T B 1] 1 R T AN K 182,92 %42 T $1186.53%, T H.FRAIT 34 i I B 48 4 FH
TF I B T BT A 1 ] R ] P ) RS D AR 1] B I R T R T F1188.87 %, 1X X
B P 3R] BURR I ) — SRR
5.5.4.2 A)FHRiFE T GUE B & R A F2 N

FATVFIF B AR AT bR 3 8 R 8 R 4, SRR B A T AR v AR B
&R . f EE H B T T AR VR RUBL I RN 6 H b A 1 e 1 4
FHAREE, W2 AR M) 74 B X B bR U RE s . FRATT 43 ) 45 3004
600%] LA 22900%) CiRAlLY YIZRiB ok, FE4 & 1R IR S8 I 25 15 K 45 & 7 — &2l
g CXFEREBUAS U453, SR W EE B AR U i MRt I & 10 45 R i K5-5)
IR CR)FRRvE AR AR B R 1 A2 SO 4D, Il I R R, FRATAT LRI, M
FEARRA F300%], M3007) £]600%]) LA &Z6005) £9004), 4% 1 N3004), EAR
H A5 03k (1) 1 B S 7RI P S T, (RS IIRE EEZE /N, 600%] £]9005] 1R
A 0.4% 1) i) 14 1 Ay 2 T
5.5.4.3 iR/ #ERF A FARE AR

M ZRS-3 AR A B s, AR TE300 ) 7 R AR VE A 3K AT 7 A AR A
JUF 2 AHF B 554 AT T A SR 36 45 1 ERATAT LAR B, FRi33004 A1) 7 B 15
B 1 1 0 2R 5 v R BL3K BT A5 3 1 A AR R A2 LR IR 1, 3004 ) FAE T R
£ It BU1592.59% 1) 43 17 HE i 2 F1186.86% (1) r] 1 b5 v viE ff &, T 1) BL3K R
7391.93%1¥) 73 7] #E 1) 38 F186.53% (1) in] P A5 vE HE A 28, BEAIK T-300/ H) - Byl ok
PERE. PRIUEFRATRT LAIA g, 1] A5 v A A) bRy 78 25 T R R ARY T e
SR 1) 189 5 4 ] T M R 9 T A AR TR Y A O B g

bR b, TGN CGRILDY HE— AT, HEEXSAHEXTEE, B
I 7 2 FE Y A I A RS 2 R AUk 0 B R DB, TR SRR ) AR — S e R
=, AT bR A e R BTG 5 XK 1), RO FRATT AR AA) AR v H AR b A
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R 5-5 TFREE LR 45

Table 5-5 Development test results.

- Ji U A Y +H %]
LAY H ARG Bt | A4

i e | 4riE A% | ER
FEAAEY — 0 |89.77 8292|9035 83.95]6.03
NR(T) 0 |89.84 8391 |91.18 8522 |8.14
Tl HLAR 3K(T) 5h | 91.93 86.53|92.86 87.67 | 8.46
ORACLE(T) | oo |93.10 88.87 | 94.00 89.91 | 9.34
300(S) 5h | 92.59 86.86 | 93.33 87.85 | 7.53
) FFRE 600(S) 10h | 93.19 88.13 | 93.81 89.01 | 7.41
900(S) 15h | 93.53 88.53 | 94.15 89.33 | 6.97
Pl g A4 FARYE | 3K(T) +300(S) | 10h | 93.49 88.54 | 94.00 89.21 | 5.85
i e Ry 3K(T) + 600(S) | 15h | 93.98 89.27 | 94.61 89.87 | 5.59

ISR R, R e R S A IR FRATIR 3 M A bR 2 2] X Al s
=M, B IRATT L o I 3R] bR vE AR bR H AR AT 1k B AR T LT
LM, X — 45 R FDan Garrette 55 A 18 SCH I 258 — 8, B AR AR A4
S L) T hr v T A a2,

) M ARV AR AR TR T I 7 55 E AR AR R R B S A, T A AR R
Ry RUBE S B H 92 B bR QU A) B S AL, DR UG Y AR VE R AN B
HLARH, FRATE S BT EE T — T S TR) 0 2 T 3R] SRR R T A AR
W E I RSE LR A, W B3, H AR AL b 2 A 300 B bR A
s ) 7 I 5 R BB A SEAS B) 7 B R MR AR, AR BR 2 R 19 4] 1 75 15
e 400 358 1) L3R T 1k A, T R bR R A T EESAN NI AR E A ). AP AR R
AT EAE 2, 8O B B S A X R # 395), HRD A R X A
&b, XRUWEHIRSMTEA—F, WRHWEETLEE, A ER T
RORW =gk — 3.
55.4.4 ) FRRFEMIFAIRTRESES

AT T EE S RAT A4 B T, AR VE RG] FARVE RLZE TANE), PIH 4
A RIS A RCR, BRI — 1 10 SE G FRATTK T 1 X R — AN 1) ] B bR
G FHREARSS G, B HUAT HO AT AT 58— A v B8 4 1) 2 2

AT K H b A5 R 3K R H AR AIE3004 1) 7 B 6004 1) T AH 45 &

-97 -



AP
_09¢ o RGO
e "Ly WA,
E 0.8 . e {'::’:i:f_}..';g.:.' .
{é Sl M. .':-F-.::,'_:"'.l"' T
iy -
0.7 |
0.6 ‘ —
06 07 08 09 1

4] T kR 1E300(S)

K 5-3 46300~ H b Uk A1) 7 AA WK, T Rk B REXT BB R

Fig. 5-3 Scatter plots between model with 300 sentences and model with 3K lexicon.

L VH FE IO I 8] 23 53 10/ B RIS/ BT, 7R I Bl T AT 43 B A R AR 36004
) F1900™ F) - ¥ 14 e AH b BL GX 7 47 190 B ¥ FE 1) A 32 B[] A 2 10708
AMS/ANI, T B f TR SOAR AR AE S — D s R RE, XA d e P R AL A9004
F T AR L, UK E A FARER N, ST E Rl TR 1A
FhRiE), H& s Fan35-5 B R4 B, H ARk 17 $3K 1 H b 4
3004 F) FAHZE G, e HUAH93.49% 1) 43 1] HE T 28 F188.54% 1) 7] 14 b v 7HE iy 22,
M 17 b v AR AT 19600 A1) F-FR i, B HUAF93.19% 11 43 17] #E 1 2 F188.13 %[ 1] 14
bRIEHERR R, B F 4G R R AR T 5 — 1A AR, B bR ST
3K A H br A36001 1) FAH 45 A, 8 HUA593.98% (1) 4 1] 1 i %8 F189.27% (1 7]
PE AR 3 HE B R, 17 R AR VR AR AN 9900/ A1) FARE, B8 1593.53% 111 43 i) 1 #f R
F188.53% (1) 1A PEARVE MBI %, [FIRE N & 45 & T IERe i T 3 — WA FARiE. 5
HMRATH AT LUR B, bR A 250 1Y 03— g B2 BE I, 3] bR T R LTS
BRI AR
5545 5EBFT

TV — 2D AE B 5% 20 SR JE T 1] Mg v A T ) bR ) Ak O
[T fE. F5-5| P BR T H S A RIS TR, BERF R [ 2 2 SR 1 A R 0
DE M B, FRATE A R AR R A BE TR H ST T B T EUA56.03% 11 4
I D, XA R kD B B R T ) AR VE R R IR EUD — L BT R AR
R BLTE [ 2 ST 8 B R B R 7 3% M R, XA EE UM T E ¥
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> O EE TR BBR VR R B BRI, YN8 %A

H 2 > Py oK A G Ak 2 e AR A T B bR S TR S AL, KON E
FOR R H B ARTE A T, DR REAS A ) AR EE SR BLIROR, M 3 2
H 5 S AEEE T 8] ThRvE L BUS BROCR EEAS AR5 ] bRy B AR . (H
e LA A IR AU S R R A S A AR AR A R, PR R B S T B A
e B 2R ) AR A ] B AR B A SRR A Ok — e AR, (g T4
FIARE T EAR SR 2R 7, BT UPERERI IR THRCR AR 2 B R

5.5.5 A&MIRLER

% 5-6 MRE L &a R,
Table 5-6 Final results on test data set.

iR | M | ER | AR
FEAERE Y 87.71 | 80.81 | 0.00 0
R 2 88.62 | 81.94 | 5.89 0
1A ELARE
NR(T) 88.34 | 82.54 | 9.02 0
NR(T)+ [ % >J 89.52 | 83.93 | 16.26 0
3K(T) 91.11 | 86.04 | 2725 | 5h
3K(T)+H %] 92.11 | 87.14 | 3299 | 5h
aFiRE
300(S) 92.44 | 86.87 | 31.58 | 5h
300(S)+H % ] 9324 | 87.48 | 34.76 | 5h
600(S) 93.09 | 88.05 | 37.73 | 10h
600(S)+ H 2% > 93.77 | 88.78 | 41.53 | 10h
EMaFioERESES
3K(T)+300(S) 93.27 | 89.03 | 42.83 | 10h
3K(T)+300(S)+H 2% =] | 93.98 | 89.84 | 47.06 | 10h

HE-6M R 7 RRAT I B TR SRR VE . B bR TR DA R A 4 A 1 T A
AP G B TERE, A A AR BT B B IR F A AR TR . R
PR, AN RIODNN bR E, 456 85305, WAl B AxiE
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A 1 e A B W] 23 TR HE A SR 87,71 % i) 4 THE 1 2 80.8 1% 42 T 2| 3 2% 1 43 1] AE Fff
%93.98%. 1A M 1l %89.84%, 4riAl$EHt 16.27%, ATt 79.03%. FHH
g WL 0 2% 0 7 1A BLOBR VE RN A) T BR VA 45 S BE T R B I 1R B AT T B

5.6 KRB

A FE AT 73 3 A PR RS E B S B G T — R B & N T, AR
B AR A by A 0 B AR U, A A AR U RE A TR KR T, Xt
H s A5k P 8008 R Y AN 2 87 B bR v F A U 8 7, 1 i B 0 3] A v AR 1
PRIEAHES £

] AR Y AR B T A S T g T A AU B 3 R T 1 AR A RO T
B BN AR RER 23 50 vE T S 0 BEBOX A T ik, TR AT — B RS
J&, REIX PR RS E DT VR A A BATH SR IR 25 RAB R 1AM R b EARH T
25 10 5 RE AT S B (1R e

FATH T5 ikt ] LR S 5 i e 2 e G A A B, AR A AN JE
iRl = P ol -3 i N e T Ul D S WO € = S S B o v < O AW el
B FARE RARH A AR B BT, AR 0 i) A VAR R ] BR VR AR 2T ) T
R AR AR, B RN RIARTE, ORI BATTWCER B I &8 70 /N G5 A AR,
Jl A i, R JE I P A St S AR A VA B UG G Y O RN B SRR
LR 1 2 T 1A SbRyE AR S A . DR et T e IS A, BAT Tt ml A
FRIFEI T3k, g A5 2 dAR T AN ) K 8T 73 45 A A v RIDR] S AR E AR 45 5 o
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RO M B9 73 A REE SO AT 2 v 3R] 1 G003 23 B K = SR 3 AR 00 i 3¢
A, Ferr ARk o A 2 G 2 A AR AR, R0VE 0 B RT DA R TR S5 R Rk
BT AT AR AR AF Z5 4 B3 0 BT, 1 S AT AR AR SO rp B R R TR SR 0 B X
SE R AR W EORBEY H ARE T AL BEA OGN (BN 2, HLER IR ANE B AR
FE) RABEAIANG S, LS THX £ 6] 5 Z00 I 2 A0 B 50 R 1K) 1 BE
EIREERE X,

R 5 AR 1) 5 R I R 2 A R O BRI 55 45 & AL — R A — /R A gk
17 IR AL, BEAT R B8t S A% St & AT A AL T A7 AE R B iR &I AR R R s e A
TIN5 AR S R ALIA RN B AR TE S AR BT S SR T R E T
fE R B AR RV AE DL RAE L Z TR Bk R T B X TR BRI 7T, &
118 5 5 225 J ) il e G () i, At A AR T VA R . HLR, HRE R 2
ANE 5 R IR A Ak R AT AT 2 7 R B v RS 2 B2, AT 3 50 17 BB A A R A AR
EHIAS RS, PR IR 5 A AR R R R 2 T P A AN AR A .
b, R RERT LA B ARTE MR R R, ARAE AR A A U i L ) 45
sk B G L R, FRATTAE AR 18 SR IX — 1] R AT 1T, X = Ty T A )
XI5 A AR AT R T B AP B v I AN R . AR SO EERT I A AN T RUR B
wi I =AY A, B ARSI Ay T

B, At A 2 A AR 20 B I 5 R TR ) SR AR 9k TR AL AR SR R
Oy R SCIEAFAEE WIS M X — 45 5, IR T ARG TR I AR e Tk, R
TR I SRR M TR, AR B AR (KR R 2 AR R O BT A
R, B3 7 SCAVA ARG R SLIR 4 RAR ], IR T i 2 i
TR REA R SR T i SCIEVA ERE I PERE, BUS T H AT R A5 R

LU BT RS RDE O A AR SO A IR AR R AT VR I AL, AR SR I X
AT 3 MK — 38 S A T B fEA535 o B AA) i 0 i O & AR 5 4R B 28
AT S A FE AR AT S 56 P9 U5 T R W 1O SO 0 B R D i S i T BU A B
PE, SR L B AE RS B FRATER W 1 SURAE 0 T ARV AR A o BT IR S B R, JF
LB I S 96 R WY 13X — IR A A R A L

B X A 1 A AR A AR IR 5 1 R IR R 1) L, FRATTAE S 1 — b
Pl S A ISR 45 S 1 5 i, AR — B S A (1 3 1+ L B {E
e VEREVIIRBE LT AL XD VR B AT ARG (3@ Pk, — Ty i A 2R gl 5 o A5
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SRR R DR THE R RCREE B R, 1 Oy IS A ARk
AR RE AR IPC 15 5 78 £ i i A AR R ) 9 B T A9 B KR B 4R T

B e, Aok T g0 ] R PR AR VR IS A A ) U A2 R, AR T iR RS
FER 5. WORMRIE I T BL— e iR, DLR)T O A bR A DL — 22 20 H
BON BALARE: AR T VEARE VBRSBTS B AR TE T R A S
LR E . AEARSCHITT IR, BATR X PIRIARIEAR S 5, S50 45 R AR W] IXRh &5
B I I EAE SR E PR AT T B8 BT BE A AR A B i N RO

i ZEULWT IR AL, T A P BT P X B 4 A TR ) R AR T B L 1 B
=ANHIEFE A AR L AE B RIS AR BE A AR A ) — AP, JRAT RA R R AR v
AR A A5 I IR B A R BRI 78 13X — [ L, sk B B AT th i 7 BA R
b B A R, W BLARE R 5 (g R B H AR IR SR s 5 DU AN BIE AN R AR BT
R A5 A TR ) Q53 3 L T T Y, 25 RS I — A R ORI, DR 3R
AT A 5 5 B0 F 93 ] Bl PR o i SR 5 A R D 91 e O 1 X 05 T A AR, AT SR T
A AA B, HEY R EES .

LR EPTIR, ASCAE SR T GO o A HOR YIRS R b T s sl R I
&7 BB R, PRI, AR AR B ARE 5 A B U R A RS
R H AT IR K S A i PR, H AT AW TR I AN . DR M R 2 BT
TEARSEREATIRATE JT, JCH R TN HE B RE S LEIESKRE N, EFR2
e L AR
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