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BT AR Ti, ERERBABESE (Head-driven
Phrase Structure Grammar;HPSG(3, 4]) # /&
Hp A= XD HO—FHEERRT 5. Wx OBFETE,

Bb < b o2 b N o O—DoTH 3 HPSG

. botd 7Y 74 TAXBEORMETH ZARRRE
F—b=RI v AT B, EREELENAKIERD
WERALONAT LETT.

1 (FCoiz
Mk, HPSG BEHRMICEEL &, HENTE

EVO TR BT E e BE L, TOBAERE b
b LBRERO=HICEHIINETHA 5,

1. B— bk »H» 3B X D OE#EAAS—F—25
EKHTEhd o ko

2. lexicalize X hTw3c t ik, FINWASEES®
B ECRIATHB LEINBE—HT, RTOEEEK
BRAREEB2DA L5 LEERYCRA)»-
o

3. whW3 IENTAWI] 2RA D205 E 5 hs
KHHVO@ 2 fCo

KRXDOF—<ik. 1 CHFLTRERRICLLH?
2, BRAOBRNAEER LO=SAS )BT B L
ALY 2 KBALCRERCEET 2HEOF TN 3

crihrs5, 3ELTR, HEOMMEE LTD HPSG

X —f% D logic program Kt 3RERRIITH D | fhop B
—EXEEERL C e TE R T DRI A & ER
FTieED3B,

Brx o —y—Ellbics g3 ERR, [~—XKiC
TRERRR Y B—{b2fThbhv, | D LT LIKRE 3,
THEEHT 570, A) Off-line Raising, B) Depen-
dency Analysis XU C) Partial Unification ® 3 0@
FI7=y 7 BBAR LA

2 HN—TUEFTILTYXLOHE

HPSG I3\ Tt sign(BSORD /7 — ) ik B—1{kic
X VEREN B, sign ORUEHEED D 3 WY EHE
HH (sign ©—2) OREEEILIE—TN T3,
3 EHBEEOREBE LA INTVE, TOX
5 ARG Y H 2 BEEIH H 2 b raise i REEREE
P3P QBN

off-line raising (&, sign O FHERECHEEE »»
b raise ENTW3 b D, FlilE head feature #4—X
CRAIBHELTLES T 72927 THB, CDXSC
LCEHE I A sign DB 2oREBEORS* .
BFoMRTRHEE L ARRES— <2 58CE 3, ¢h
XY, ANXiCicnd 2 ABeA SR EE s b
5z LR TE 3, ¥, off-line raising I X Y ki
ENRHEREED T L% core structure &FES,

off-line raising CEFHE & 13 sign &, —2DFEEIE
B2 b raise SN 3REBELHFA TRV, 2%,
» % sign O sign FLORTEL 2HBEXAEN L
HEVERRERI LTS, Li#sT, A—XRIZ
NODHERRDERE U 3 RS 3HHE T 3 080
B3, 2D XS5 ABWICRDARTIIE R LA WRHEEE
% sub structure & FE&, sub structure 2R <
INB DR EN DK, Dependency Analysis
& Partial Unification T 3%,

R=TVv 7R 27 =Xy d<frhbh 3,

Phase 1 off-line raising DfERLER & i FIRIREEA —
b= R R o THESUR A LT 3,

Phase 2 Phase 1 CHEMR S W BESORICH LT sub struc-
ture #EHT %,

Phase 1 Ti&, core structure f&]o B—{LTIREEF = »
7 DB TN FF I, Phase 2 THE X 3 substruc-
ture (&, TZHr] @ sign & core structure & DRIDZE
DTHHE—{LER/PMRICIFL b 3,

3 Off-line raising & BRREF— =5

3.1 sign O¥Z kW

% X, FISC “John hit Mary.” # X—XF3C¢%
13, (@ 13%)0 i‘ﬂ'ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%—‘fy vy Ik
¥R ATy JCHEAT 3 Ff —TATATI XA K
Y R—ZXpfrhbhic b #EL % L. phrasal-sign Sy, S
BFA—-FCE—{bcX > TEDOEEREhB T LIC
%%,

LAaLAERED, 51,5 2ERFECRTH 3 L RKE
EORBSRMOEESIND 2 ¢ L AR, 2E D “hit”
DOHEEE b raise SNTWBZ LB, Tk,
R—XDFERICKE BB % I XIEF subcat ® head
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“John hit Mary”
v

AN

slg
s on
2 [ head|mayj
subcat

si sign

on “John” hon “hit Mary”
12| Readjmaj N 51 | head|maj V

subcat {) subcat ([2]N Py}

si sign
Eon "hlt’ 1 lgon “Mary”

headlm j [1] ead|maj N
subcat ([1]NP1 ,[2IN Pp) subcat ()

X 1: John hit Mary

AREREHN D raise SNTNBRZ LREFEE L, €O
TebRDES CHRTEL S,

o EHOREHEEIRTIE, TREAA—XB2ARY
RESN D,

P4 BT L %z off-line raising 1% € @ & 5 AH#fEHRiC
beoE, A=V EERILTETF 7=y 7 TH D,
BeRH i,

o R—XSLH, —ODFHEBEE b ENEFERN
EHEL T B AREA sign B2 THRA EF 3,

o Mz k¥ b sign #IRBE. Zh b OBOEFD
BB BB T4 — b= b Y EHIRT 3,

crCREKc A3, 1) NEEERDFsign
bPsign BERINBEDIC, —2DFHbHHEABR %
B EF3REE NS C e TRERT?] 2) [H—t=
b Vﬁﬁm’lftﬁ%wﬁéﬂ)#o ] ’C"béo

9, 1)L TeH I, ceTerY vy T ID-
R -2k D sign HoHFIEER L T 3 RiEHEE
DHND—DO% R'C’il,\ %Sign % DO; Tty Dn, ﬁ% M
TERT B LFA—TATATI XLTCFroBEIED
BERKRD X 5 cEEh %,

non-head—dtr-l D1

sign
head-dtr

M= I:
non-head—d‘cr—n Dy,

]R (1)

z ¢, off-line raising ¢D M Kxfi5$ % core struc-
ture Core(M) DHERE

sign Dy
head-dtr
Core(M) = [ non-head-dtr-1 L

non—head-dtr-n L

} UR (2)

35 L, B—{EXRIIL M HBER & 13RI,
2§ Core(M) bEERE N B, ThixRUEHEERE QIR
BIRT 3 3 subsumption C i3 2 Bi—{bDBFAME 2 |
EEORUEBEF L, [ LICFThrcerd

RIEEE ARREA— b7 b
i B AR
"""""""""""" -
 Saaia A'\l-
syn [ ....... ]}
| <G, G>

head-dtr Coa-n_ ! S~B— ?
no:—head-dt::—l A 7‘\ g ‘":EIQE '=
non-head-dtr-2iC: | S S "‘ PRSP p‘"
.............. i i F &0 4 ‘
non-head-dtr-nC», ":: ‘:: ':f'"%
- ] h_.

2: RYEHEE L ARRREA — t < b v

AEBo ¥y RORXE Core(M) KHERHICEAT 2
crickY, TIRER sign A LT bh B

sign
head-dtr Core(M)
Core(M') = non-head-dtr-1 L UR
non-head-dtr-n L
@)

¥y EED M, Core(M) Kt LRBERKILT %0

] ®3)

Zhick b, Core(M) b M - TEL]
TE¥3zrich B,

Ric 2) oL TTd 35, —fkic, ETRL
Fe HETC off-line raising % 7% - %358, AIAE %A sign
ﬁ%mmméné z &ﬁbb 5 53 Coﬁ:ﬁgﬂ\ 1) IE]
{EARUREER b D sign 34— = + v OFE—DIRAEB
& A& L, i) restriction[s] tMENZF 7=y 7Lk
) B EOMBRD variation RT3 Lk BT hHS
Tiick->CRRTE D, (B, [7) 28

sign
head-dtr
M = Core(M) U [ non-head-dtr-1 D1

non-head-dtr-n D,

3.2 Phase 1

off-line raising i€ X Y e & N HERRAEA — + < |
VREBDOA— Yy /0 Phase 1 CBWCHAX R
3z tich b, Sic off-line raising B ICAER & W % sign
B0 L BOMOBFRS T — < + v OBBIRIK AR 3
LR, COBBIMDANIL, EFTHhWTsign iIc
1243 2 FeHERELE (core structure H-C® non-head-dtr-i
Dif) & B—{LFTBER sign B 5 widftDF—t<= v D
RiEThs, (R2BHW) K, MITD 5,5 DL5
T, subcat principle % o> THR X WA FHERDE
ik, ERETHR T sign i subcat O & A (struc-
ture sharing) EhTw 3,
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[ [hea,d [7][ma.j V]] 1
subcat{[9]N P[4

pred red1

arg5 r5]

syn [ head  [7] | maj
subcal{[7]N P[5], [9]NP[4])

red red1
sem [6] 14 argd ﬁ
args S
sign

non-head-dtr [7] [ syn ::ggat ()[ maj N ]

sem [5] J

head-dtr

3: Core(M)

COBBMDANCET 5564%. (C1,-,Cn) &
FTo k¥ L. C; 1Z Core(M) hDE#H: (attribute)
non-head-dtr-: DIETH 3 [IEHETD 2,

Phase 1 parsing #% chart ZRICHEBL L 2 7 A=) X &
CEoTTAbh2 LRET 5. £ED edge e ik,
HEAREREF— b+ vOREs BF VB TOATE
Y, th# s = state(e) LET T LICT 3,

edge eg,e1, -+, en BEL LN L LT, ThbOH
KM T 2 H ek edge Ty eo 2EHLT2L5A DD
em RERT 2HIER.

1. ep DIRAE state(eg) b H 2 BBIMTERBIEES 5,
AN%M6#3 (Cy, - +,Cn) THB b OEETS

2. ROZODEMHPRIL L7 & & iIC, 5 = state(en)
EBmBL o men BEML chart ICEERAL,

e chart EdD e, LFEL vertex [HIC s = state(e’)
thd XS5k edge e Bh\n, B2

o HED (1 < i < n)TC; Hstate(e;) LB
'—'“:i.rﬁ'é'cbéo

CTTHERTER, 1) B—{EWREEOF X LA
fThoTnhvn, 2) TE%L edge DR, CFG 0F
& D & 5 IcBifli% identity check state(eq) = state(es)
LXo>TiTabhTnE T e TH B, HRDOFAf—Th
TATY XLTk TROOBERKED A €Y #THE
TIH—bs, REEEOEE Y BHE L T 5 subsump-
tion check I X > TITADLIA T DT, Ll EDFHE
I X Y Phase 1 parsing X% D E#IC A B,

LA LA D, SEici~7% X 5 ic Phase 1 parsing T
Avbh 3HRRAEA — + < v ik, TTOXEDELIC
LikoThnAhn, Z2OfER L LT, Phase 14—
¥ 7 BFER (overgeneration) ##z §45, R & h
TR AR B RDECEHH T % Phase 2 CTREX
nNazcrichd, LY A—XDEL X ZMEELX LB,

[l '

sem arg4 [4]
arg5 |5

syn [ subcaq[7[]71\]rlp[5]1,[9u.[4]) ] }

head-dtr
sem [6] [ argd {4]

non-head-dtr [7] ::l:‘cia.t {

L sem [5]

)[maj N]]

4: dep(Core(M))

4 Dependency Analysis & Partial Uni-
fication

ATk, Phase 2TCHWbLRATWETF 7=y 7 1C
DT~ 3, #iic dii~<7 & 5 Ic Phase 1 parsing T
b s — b~ b ik, S5 sign HoBELE ¢ #
L7AMHEERARERLC 30T, DEM cB¥ R, !

Phase 2 TR ch b DIERE B % THT] T 5o
ThETR I IcHDd o L& b EMAFEL. Rifico (3)
XEAVHETH 22, ThTRE—ED =R b2
P TECEEEOFRILBHFTE R\, C T TR,

[A&H] @ sign & core structure & DREIDES % core
structure & (kA 3R MNLICEHE T3 C Lick h&hsR
ZEFB77 =y 7CDonTiRR3, TDED% sub struc-
ture &FELE, £ D sign S D sub structure K& Sub(S)
tFEFcrict s,

dependency analysis i, Core(M) bTLEA S D
THOBRSBETH D, XY AN, BESECK
Y Core(M) @ syn/sem ICFsign 3 b raise EhTwn3
bOERYBRS, (2L, HEREHKIZE b4 3 raise
Kz T, BEhd, ) chick hB—kr—FvicA
NeEL b 2 REBENPEICARY, B—{kDa =z}

B D, Flaid. H3CH 3D, Core(M) OFITH
33, Thic dependency analysis # T4 - fERTH
% dep(Core(M)) kB0 4iICDH 3, head feature % \»
i semantic feature D 3 FH B D R T &
bhdo ThEHAWT, sign M @ sub structure Sub(M)
%Fsign Do, Dy, -+, Dy 2roR® B IC1Es KEF 3.

Sub(M) = punify(dep(Core(M)),
sign

head-dtr Sub(Dy)

non-head-dtr Core(D;)

us ’ub(D1 ) )
non—head—dtr Core S)D

T T, p-unify X partial unification & Xi¥N 3
AR —ETH B, punify ik, F—5IHOREHEE

Loff-line raising -C restriction % e R4 Ui ERL H 5L
TOHFETRETE 3,
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Type of sentences
Parsing Algorithm (# of sentences) | Avg Length (word) | Avg Time (sec
‘Phase 1 only all (70) 19.2 1.25 (1.12
Phase 1 & Phase 2 all (70) 19.2 3.00 (1.65
only successful
Phase 1 & Phase 2 (43 18.8 3.37 (1.84)
hase 1 & only successful
naive application of rule schemata 17.13 55.09 (9.27)
Phase 1 & only successful
naive application of rule schemata 31.4 | 1093.22 (82.12)

X 5: EE

DEHDOA. B5FoOIIET 28y L OB—{kick b,
B BHEREEI N DDA Z{EE LRI
H3. D% bH., BE—5|HW o instantiate X N ZZDH
PEE L TGRS W AREEECEHELS,
DIERICHEN A dep(Core(M)) DB ZXEEC Core(M)
CENATWE C LicEEE X, )

chick b, REEHEEE% T sign 2 oEHE raise 33
T &% <. sub structure REEHTE 3,

5 B8R

AR CRE L REOEME R RT 7. HifllicE
POEONET O EA—RT BT L 2R Ao et
ERCHEAL R BEORETR T Y v T,
ID- 2% —< A 8RB ERFTr—1 « ZF—<H5
8, B#EEERME. ThoFBHEEANLIATOLR
T WEERH L TELONE T 7 +—2 VHBIHE
(default lexical entry templates) 235 5 f@hb A %,

F7x—A VHBEERZ. b IGFAOHEO—RN A
REWZIRLAHBEE TS Y. JUMAN OH kG
BThoMFACRZHECH VS THONE, Thick
D, TOHECH LEBAHBER 252 T L b~
Z'zﬁﬁfﬁEVC& 5, ¥ 7“C\ '<_f®ﬁ%\ ﬁ"'{tm X D T
7+ —A PRERE CHAREEEAM oMb B
P ThEFIBALCa— 2 hb0MEE TR 5 C
LHTE 3B,

SEER1E Common Lisp Object System kicSEE X h
Feri—¥—% v, SS20(128Mb RAM) Eefihbh
ko N=¥F—BANENETO0XDS5 B, 4 3IKHfL,
BSUREER L o

ERCBARNCTREINHEERYR TSR L,
Phase 1l  BEOE—L* vk Ff —Thr—r X% —
~DEAEFT A BERHB Lo XHEICX D XY —
F7 v 70EEHC Lhb0C, BMAKBRRERELE
B hdhvd, FHTRHEOERIERREA TS,

6 ¥R

AR CHE#E HPSG CoA—Y v 77 X
LEREL., ERCHEIIEY —XTBzickh 2
DEREER Lo EARRLCRREE 7 05y

7875 T 5 Definite Clause Program[l]T7'J v ¢
7 A DOBBEEFR L BRI O TRIBR T AW,
ERENAA—F—TRED LS AHER R I TEY,

(EnoXTpunify ZOEXEIREATWS, (BHE [T 28K, )

L XV BAx OFRORKN AT~ F BRFED D
DEEI»OEFEFRNCR Y A A—F— 5 LU PR
T3C2,THb, COEHDOED, Tx OHEECRa—
R b DRGSR OB & AL OTFR [6, 2] #fTh -
T35, KFLCREL AHE, PIUERICHAL
R FERERCEN L OMBLCBCHEFAS LT
60

BE 3R
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