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1 EL®HIC

fife R %) S B FH S (Probabilistic Context Free
Grammar: PCFG) ZBEZHOHEZEAL
7= A1) N i iR A 5 T » 5 PCFG-LA(PCFG-Latent
Annotation)[6, 14] &, JBH D PCFG & KU THE
XHEEDHE % BRE /TS 2N TES. Ll
AT T VTV ALDMEE E, S &> TR IZ K
UTUEW, BEXIREAEKT D LN TEIRVEAEMN
»h5.

AW TR ZDOREZ 5RT 27201, #@H D PCFG-
LA fFEIZ LT3 DOWBEMZ 5. BRI,
BRSO BT IE DS R I U 2 BR D@ S R D H )y, RA
DREE IS 2 M ) 12 1 72 SRR R R D il
M, 7vH—=70—%FBTDMROAT—) V%
RETD.

WA FEER & U T, BEfFD PCFG-LA #ESU @i
V20 U CRESCRRATAE S & B U 7= IO el % 17 >
7o, TR, BEEEMAZTIVTY XL TE G
Dffekrés & [FEORSURITAEE 2 EBTE, X 5IC#H
WRBABIFEEAEREL RN B>, /2%
MESCIRAT 28 D H 7 % BERERHER I F O 7 AMEREEAR S5/ C
&, BEFORESURNTER & V) € @G E SRR R 2 Ak
TEDRZ N Mol !

2 PCFG-LA B

2.1 HEXERTE

WEEDHEE la] & Tthel 13k EIEBRER (DT
Y UTHEINSG., N6 DHEGEIIER X NS R
BB, WSURHTIZHBNTE B DR % -
DESBETINEMHATL2ONEYTHELEZ LN
5. L2»L@E%Ed PCFG Tl, Zhb%FE—0DE
&7 IDT] LOHFEL L THRS 28, HEBOMHX
N5 XMRICET DERITET IS EDNTLES.
PCFG-LA TIEZOBRZIIED 72D, £3JEK
7% XIROERZHHALTE DD WVIEBEY T A
DEIL, ERINZT T AW U 7R e D
O BRI ET IV EMEET S (6], BEI I A%
HET 2 HEIIHATHEN, BERDERL TS
Petrov 5 DT [14] TlE, &GEX T OEEY T A

LRRED 7V TV ZLIEA—T 2V — 2D AT Ckylark
EUTREALTWS.
http://odaemon.com/?page=tools ckylark
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OHeER EM 7T AATEBERIZITS. Zhilk
Y, TOXEX T 2R TE2AREETREIND &S
RIBHEY 7 ADRKEBEGIELND. ZOFIETIIRE
FERRMNEL 82 T EAZBEY T ADMEEINIZ 88 0
9 5. PCFG OFER T I T XANFBIEY 7 A D%
HRIZHHIT2HAETH D720, mEMMOVEAD
BIE D 9 ARE & EEMSH U TR 2175 DOIFE
T TIER. 2D, FHEED/NIWVFROEALD
BHEY 5 AEAMNSENT 2R, ZORRZHAWTH
MY %FTS 2 & TRENREIEEOHEEZITS. 20
& S BfEM F:1% Coarse-To-Fine it L IEIEN 5.

2.2 BXHETREDOERE

PCFG-LA 133@% ® PCFG IZHATHEHWIEE TX
DX ZHETE D, TVITY ALOWE L,
IEHR IR ST &2 AT T E DRI AR <, —EDHEG
TREMTIZRL T U E D WREMED D S . ZUTIZIRD
& O BEHPEFEET .

Coarse-To-Fine @t DFEM Y KB Coarse-To-
Fine T IZHWT, REDOMIE ¢ 2 HWT, K
NXARIZEEDINANERL I NDHERMN ¢ % R
B GG IR A OER A SR T DA D) %
75, ZOBRIZHITIZRERBE RN A% 2T
BRALTUES A HEMENDH Y, IRIE LA DX
R CHREX R Z R TE RS Bo>TLESZ &
NhHd.

ETFIVEBTITROARE WXOBEHE U 72 XX % fi T
L&D ed3858, ETINVORER--FEET—
R EENBNED BNV —IVBBEL L5
BIRHY, D& D BIGE RN KB T
ULESZEeMNHD. ZOREIZH U TITFEERIC
HERDAADOFIELTD [14] Z L TETIVEMEN
HEREENIET DI ENTIDH, ST HRE
W=D RE 8D, TD, FEETIX
72 < AT b 2475 2 & T, BT VIR
INTHRWIL—IVEFITET DI ENEZOND.

EEREOT VY —7 00— EXRITEROEEMRER
I, MR SR O BB SN T B 126 - THREW
2T 5. ZDREV NS D Z B RO
DIEREHER D EHEEB0EL>TLUEY, [EL
WRITRE SRR SN 55, Z ORIED MR
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Algorithm 1 Coarse-To-Fine f##ft D g
T 1 < nil
So + {} > R % T DR MEDES
for <+ 0. Ldo > L B¢D Coarse-To-Fine
Ty, S141 < parse_and _prune(w,l, S;)

if 7} = nil then > FRAT I B
return 7j_; > BT[] DA R % K9
end if
end for
return 77, > EALER D FRAT I T

FEMBEITH IR Z L, MEOREZMIZ, M
% logsumexp [J#E IR D HiENRHD. UL
logsumexp (FFPHNI AR TFHHE I A RDOKE N
WHTHY, HEIMEHT S EFITEHEDET 2
<.

KAl o %8 PCFG-LA IZEEORETH Y, =
NLIHD 2 il PCFG 1235 < FiE I T8 ) 72 9 5
Thd. ZNODOMELEBEIRTZ7201Z, HERLZR
% PCFG-LA fEFrZIZINAT, IRENRTEBEZTEA
T5.

3 HEXEETILOIEILE
3.1 Coarse-To-Fine &7 D

Coarse-To-Fine ffAfT I B B DO RESTRNTHE R % Bk
B $20, BHOBRBETHEMIATERT D
ZEDHBETHD. DD, HDEXMETHNTIZRIK
U, TN SCRZ2 AR TIRNZ &AL 7235
&, TNLETOMITFER 2ROV ICHITE Z & 08FE
ZAbNd. BRIV ITY) XLZ2T7NTY XA LI
RY. ZAUTEY, EFIVORIETHREYOD B CRET
KT 2582 RITIEE VORISR 2155 Z 03T
KRR So NG AT

3.2 BEENREROMERE

e T REE N L MTHERERT 52, X
1(a) O & 5 12K THET 2 LB ATRER L — L AYE
1ERT, BHTIZERLUTLUES HEMLRH D, 22T
()Q;O’FU%%é i@%Afiﬂ@th&
S iz, HEND AR THIENMFH X N5
K%%ﬁ%ﬁ5’t#f%é£9 IRB.

INEEHRTZ/-01Z, & TOHREDEFMERIZN
bfﬁﬁ)K%Tﬁﬁ%ﬁPT@W IRAGEDHER %
%A?é M ISHMRETH Y, AR HEEE R

DL IR B 7-DIZIEEITNIWVEEZRETS.
ﬁ%@%%TiA:urw%ﬁ%bt.

P(X—-w) = 1-NPX —w)+
AP(X — wynk) (1)
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? NP
@NP @@;/A\\\\
P\ -LRB- PN NN
o .
a symbol ( a symbol (
(a) FEfeRL (b) FEBiLHY

1: RAGEMERIZ & 2 PRt

3.3 BERORY—Y YT

TERDFHE % B CHE S 2 IR SO % ]
HEL§27-011F, ETFNVOMELEYIEETS 2
ETRMWMY EOE% LIEMY, 7V —70—%%
EXRIIKLKFTBIenEZILNE. DFY, ETI
DiEE%EZDEFHEATEHOTIIARL, R (2)~4) I
RTEDBAT =) VT %4708 Q 2HEIZH
A4 5. QIIXHERNATIERVD P DIEFM % MR
UTHEY, iRt mRamE & 725 2 & MEGE
REATR

QX —ww) = P(X—=w)/s(w) (2)
Q(X -Y) = PX—> Y) (3)
QX =Y Z) P(X =Y Z)/s, (4)

%%i&%fpu>wm G T B A=) VT
1'7?\‘%[81( )ii‘tﬁkﬁunw L)H&i%iﬁf&)é %N
R TIER (5) TR 3 BLGEA: Bl R DB SCE B FRIZ RIS
S|ACEEEFHAL 2. —F, o — VAR
P(X =Y Z)ITHNIET DA —1) v TR s, I&E
TNVERT—EBMETHY, X (6) ITRTETDIL—
IV RHER DBSGEEFRICET 2R MEg L Uiz,
NEORTENDHER P(X) IO FEIXHHTIZARWN
M, BTNV EDT T TERBITEDILS TN T AAILE
DEMEIT kDD Z L AT E B [12].

si(w) = epoP Ylog P'(X — w) (5)
sg = epoP (6)
X
H(X) = Y P(X—Y Z)logP(X »Y Z)7)
Y,Z

Bl 2 (R HEEE R OHITIE, wilxdHddA
= /745?%(81( Vik1/4 2785, Z43)—IVHER
ROt A0 —) v 7HREBUIM 2D P(X; — w) %
exp H(X )VC%%@KK%OJZ%KE) LINTE 5.

4 FH{M3EER
4.1 EROBME

RFEU itk & §Eli 9 & 7212, W7D PCFG-
LA 2 O 7R it ds & R Db 2 17072, &
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X,

P(X —~w) ﬁ 12 L\iﬁ/j 8 K

s(w) =1/4

X 2: BAGEAERMEROH & 27—V v TR

#z 1. T—2%v bOE

iz Wil X HEhE
En Ja
WSJ-train/dev | 41.5k | 990 k —
WSJ-test 242k | 56.7k —
NTCIR-train 3.08M | 99.0M 117M
NTCIR~dev 822 | 286k 335k
NTCIR-test 1.38k | 443k 525k

7z, BIEMTAER % Tree-To-String BHAR [2] ~Di#H L
72356 ORIERKSE D Hi 247 > /2. Tree-To-String 1&
HEREOHSIARZ FHWTHMNSFED S & KT 2 B
FEROFETH Y, BRSO RS R I3RS AT (AR AF
T5.

4.2 HBEWR

AR TR FHEE Chylark D—3& UTERE L2/
b, MUBRIZIREEOLFRE UT Ckylark % V5.
R R & U 72 #2513 Berkeley Parser[14] &
Egret? Td 5. Berkeley Parser IZ3 A7 PCFG-
W DD EEA L BoEA L & BN U 72 TR T
H%. Egret 1& PCFG-LA 12 & 2 #8122 THESURR
MHR L IIARETH D720, Hz O 7ZBEWEIER 7]
ORI L UTHEHAINS Z 3D 5.

4.3 FT—=4%tv b

W SCRRATE 7V D F 3 IZ1E Penn Treebank|5] O
WS] 7—&Lw hdD>5bH, ¥I/¥arv2ns 2%
Wz, EARERREEONEIZIEFRT—2 Y b
Dt rvay 23 efHLL. EHBIROT -2y
N& UTI, NTCIR[1, 16] DRFFFEHFUR X A2 D
TIN5 80 HEELA LD X E R\ D% MFH U~
RLIZE T — RO OHGER % RT.

F7z, &3 — /SIS & BEEIERIC A 19 %
BIZHEEDED T LN T WD HENH D, HEBEOHEE
21 Stanford Tokenizer 3 (ZHEHLL 7= TR T o 7~
HAGED HEE #IE KyTeal9] TITo 72.

4.4 ZERER
4.4.1 WXRITRE - KK ERE

WSJ D857 — & %HHL, Berkeley Parser D%
BT &Y PCFG-LA OFESURITE T IV &L 72.

2https://sites.google.com /site/zhangh1982/egret
3http://nlp.stanford.edu/software/tokenizer.shtml
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# 2: &Y — )V ORERHT RS

Y —J F1 (all) F1 (Jw| <40)
Berkeley Parser | 89.98 90.54
Egret 89.05 89.70
Ckylark (107°) 89.44 90.07
Ckylark (1077) 89.85 90.39

£ 3. BV =IO EWEEDIESR

Y =) Acc (all)  Acc(Jw| < 40)
Berkeley Parser 97.39 97.37
Egret 97.33 97.28
Ckylark (107) | 97.37 97.35
Ckylark (10~7) 97.39 97.38

F 72, Egret U Ckylark Tld Berkeley Parser D%
PHRERNSERINZETIIVEMHALZ. ZHIZkY
FAUET VL DMIKEEZIET 5.

FESCERTIE Intel Core i7-3770(3.40GHz, 4 a7, ¥
vv ¥ a8MB), kU'4GB O RAM % ##k U 72 Debian
71XV Y ETEFT UL WTOY —ILEEfTAL Y
REIX1THS.

# 212, WSJ-test 77— &I U TH X M7z
RKDOSIARIZN T % Bracketing F1 {64 %/R9. /=2
3 ITTFHEE D ERERERT. T AN T —XDHGE
BUZ & > T FE ROREMNENT 5720, 27 —4
EHWZAERE 40 FELATF O T — X DA% VA5 R
DI %R, Ckylark (2 & 2 EEFERIE, HMY D
BlfE% 107° KU 1077 O 2 FEIZDOWTRT. Zh
SDfER KLY, Ckylark ORfE% 1077 & UZAERT
&, WESURT & FEAHERE 125 W T Berkeley Parser &
FIFAFEOMERE L B> T V5.

4.4.2 ETEE

K ATKY =T & B WSI-test T — & Dfift#fr i HH
2R, BN OBMEZ /NS <2 & BREREIFHA A X
{722 72 OFESURIT (2 230 B REE A IS 2 4%, 2
1& Ckylark DBIfE Z & OFEFTIFHHID LI 5 £ 0 5 5
Thd. F-OTIOHETE Ckylark 1 Egret &)
EEE, DOEREIZMMITTETVWEZ X005,
Berkeley Parser (3 TOHREDHF THRE HETH D
A%, T Ckylark IZFEH I NTOARWERE{LFED
ZEEHINT NS 2OTHY, b % Ckylark 12
EEATNIEELR D mE b e SEEANRETH D &
EZEZ26N5.

4.4.3 fRITRBOIEE

# 512, WSJ-test XU NTCIR-train D75 — X
WX U CHESCHRMT D RIS FEAE U 72 8% /R g, WSJ-
test TR NORERIT#R T KBTI o7, —F
NTCIR-train T Berkeley Parser T 0.01%, Egret
T 0.5% DL THESURITIZRIRL, MXRZ T
52 EMTERM 72, Ckylark i& NTCIR-train 235

4http://nlp.cs.nyu.edu/evalb/
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4 BV — IV DEFTIEE

W —) FATHE
Berkeley Parser 278
Egret 3378
Ckylark (107°) 923
Ckylark (10~7) 2157

& 5 &Y — IV O R L T DEIE

ENI9E
v —)b WSJ-test NTCIR-train
#) (B | G (%)

Berkeley Parser 0 0 419 0.0136
Egret 0 0| 17287  0.561
Ckylark (107°) 0 0 0 0

WTHBT R E L B o7z. 2D b, K
R CEA U B IEDRAT RO IHNIZ IR TH D Z
EDNDDD.

LN & U Tld Coarse-To-Fine MDA Y 2B iz
EBEDONEREE L, BIZETNVOREEZIZEZED
I AEFHKELUEN- . TG a—NZABHENH
RS EDE O THEIN T NS DL EZ 6N,
D A XD EEIL LD LT 25HIEETIN
DARBEELEZNR 2 FREPEN@H LEFEZE5ND.

4.4.4 HWBIERA~OEA

NTCIR DT — 2§ MRS R &2 M L T
Tree-To-String BHERARDFES L VEREHIE 217072, 22
T, &Y — VMR U 723012 B8 U Tl Stanford
Parser[4] ° 12 & B EMTFER TRIZEL, R TOXXUIXT
BRESUARD i 7 ARFE T E 217> 72, Tree-To-String
MIER#R & U T Travatar[8] ZfH U /2. Al UT
MBI HEET T4 A MZIE Nile[13], HHWEFEDS
FEE TIVIZIE SRILM(15] 12 & % 5-gram € 7 )b % fi
MU 7. NTCIR-train % #aV— VORI L,
BRI N2V —IVEEIE NTCIR-dev % 2HEERE LT
MERT[10] Z & V) &b U 7.

* 612, BRERERD NTCIR-test (209 2 R H
D HERHE R & 23l Z <. REE U TR
R I NS BLEU(11] &, SEHBHERD & S 558
EDK F < 2742 ZSFENIZN U THY A RIBES|3] %
AU, ZOFENS, Ckylark 12 & 2 @ bris 2 a3
BLEU (B U TEEFEDY —IV & D & B EIERKEE % %
FLUTEY, F72 RIBES IZB W T Egret & [A%fE
EOWRETH D Z LN nd.

5 HHYIC

AR TIRZEL 72 PCFG-LA AJREEMET DOBEZIEITX
95 3FEORRIZEY, MEDY — IV THETH >
T-RRT 21T & A EFRAE XIS AR AT 2 1T

5Stanford Parser I PCFG-LA ¥ ®ZA 25 FEZHVTH Y fE
FSEIRRX5 50, AMERZEATL Z LICE VIR ELT
T D ZEMEREIND. 2L, ZOEREE PCFG-LA 2
WS 5 DIFAEZ TIER .
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# 6:_£Y =T & B IRHTAE R A L 2 BRI A

Y= BLEU % RIBES %
Berkeley Parser 39.38 78.93
Egret 39.49 79.17
Ckylark (107°) 39.73 79.16

DI LMWHEL R o7z, SHBROBEE LTI, BFED
W =)V TRHWOL NS B biEDEHAX 7075 LD
KAz &Y, &V KEEDE WSS T 28 % B
B ENEITLENS.

i

KD —ERIL, JSPS BlfFE 25730136 DBIK %
ZIFEMEL 7.
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