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1 FUHIC
SEOENMEE REE I SEEICIEEICE® R - T
WA, EFNbaIa=r—rarvDiEEThD E N

RidBETH 2, AFOHBEILX, ~RELZ->TRZ

BREOXEIE T L®@Ecm%®ﬁ@ﬁwﬂMH
L. Z3UC & DK% 2 E5E0SCGED HENER O MERE %
mEXEEZETH S,

DILSREAICB I 2485 L L <, ARIIZHR
HDIAAR EWHEN ZREED X ZIEL BT E 2w
EDHIB LTV B (Gibson, 2000), 51 21X The reporter
who the senator who Mary met attacked ignored the pres-
ident. ° THEHADMGELDEMD ) 778 L7z Lhii#
Lzt e, BPREOAARLOHITH 2,
7z Noji and Miyao (2014) TR L 72 X 512, FriishiA

ARITERMICH Y Y — NV 7 T4 EEICIE > TR,
D DGO L IBSELENITDH 3,

HhLH A A & TR B 2 RO RESCRRT 7 L ) R
L& U TR BRTRIRE SCRRATIER (Resnik, 1992) 2315 41T
W3, ZHIEAY Y 7D LETXDENZITH) T
ALT, FRBLDAARD R WETDLE AT v 7IRE 1
T, ~BOMOAARZEGLIIAY vy JIES 2T &,
T2 R 8y 7 RS DS IRIE @ IA BREEIZ D A Z |
HOAARES WG L TRIBICEMT 2 W8 %2 b,

ARG T O FE FRBIRESCRIT O SGEES~ D )i I Al HE
WZ2BEHDTH %, XDOWEED I DIA A % LT
PIVELH)HITFESENTH D, —FOSTED
WmE & EZ S5 NS, BRI AREE O h Ui o
ABEGOENRINCEE T2 2 LR TH 5 7
&, Pl 2 EEOEE I DA BRI R L TRF
NT 42525203 TES, AMHTIEZDL) %X
FNT A DBRILLTEITH 0L 9 D2 WEEd %,

XHHEE L Lo T Z 2 THEET2 Y A 213, T
w5 5 D7 UIKFFREE DR TH 5, ZHUdE
WCEHERITORR W T Xk B, KY R 7 13H4%
AHE TOVHFELE L (Klein and Manning, 2004), % 72
Z DLEEF MR 72 PCEG D EM 7))L 3 A L TDY:
BIRETH I EPM6ND, ZTDPCFGIZEWLTH
RIS X 1 E TR & 72 &L o IR L, B2 IE
Xy Xx DT N) (Xy V N)) (3 &F7AEER DTONOVON

— 1177 —

RS L T %, 90 FAUCHIZE S L7 k& PCFG
12 K BHEE TR IR L T DR ORI S Th o 7o 7
DB DI HEET H o 7273 (de Marcken, 1999) R A7A# S
25 Z T L) UEDOE EHZ L — IV DOFFOREIK
ZHHMEIC R D, FEHOH L IR I NS,
AFATH D € TOVIZIEARMICEEL S (2015) TERIL
L 7-#55E Lol % #lA3A A 72 DMV (the dependency
model with valence) (Klein and Manning, 2004) T 5,
LIRT O IS HEGEDIERIC R HL 2 b DICIR-> T 723,
AWTIZL FEEIE 2 TR AR Z MEET 5, DUT,
2 fiicERLICOVTDOT A TTRIBRE, AFET
FLLBATIHOREZITRT 2HIFEICOWTHHT
%, FbiliZe UNESCHRIT CIEEY) 72 3T D £ /7 A3 E &
% %03, 3HiTIEHRA DEAT 2 MG Eoflfy o
ZIEL  §Hiid %7 0 DEBMHEIZOWTHRS, Z
D% 4 B THEERRZ R L, RBRICELDZITI,

2 B DOEEM 7L XA
AR TIIROMERETNEEZ, TOETNLDNT
A= 9ZEM 7L IY ALK RiELT 5,
(2, 2|0) < powv (2, 2|0) f(z, ). (1)
ZIT 2 3REOR, 2 BATD&GEFI. pouy (2, z|0)
1% 2z, 2 IS 2O ERE T ILTH S DMV (#rid)
#FET, f(z,2) € [0,1] 13FES B L 7485 5 5.
Z6NBRFLTAHTHDH, InFEEHOE T
WA 7 RAEDT B, BIAIEEES (2015) TERL
L72Fhix, FEPICREDES £ TOHRREOIA
ArEeUAEE 2 EM 7L 3 XL OFRPICED
FRCEWVIBDTH 2, TN f(z,2) 12, 203D
é%ﬁif@@@ﬁ&%AU HBIZ0ZERT LI &
B & B L 728 ﬂmﬁéogmiotﬁﬁé
AR iéwﬁEﬁiﬁimﬁT%b DMV 7% £ D
REFNE OB T7LIY RLD ETERBELEAE
L7zETFvy— o7 L) ALa2ETITUL, K
(1) D powv(z,2]0)f(z,2) Db & TOMEHR, Bl ZIF
JOMEHR R L — L OWIRHEZ G T 2 2 L3 TE 2,
Pomv (2, 2|0) f(z, ) IZIEBUL S TV wnds, Doy
DO ETEM 7MY ALZITH T ET, fRELT
RS N p/ (2, 2)0) DREZ I EAIE SN
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2 2 LIS AT B (Smith, 2006), BL EASARIZED
FEHOMHATH B,

DMV 3 KFAEEARICHTT 2 Bl 2 RE TV CTH
D, “HEOGMD 545, 1 DIE 0,(alh, dir) T,
TUTHGE (h, o) D dir 771 DKFAFBIR O8RS % Ik
D5, b)) —DIIHFE h D3 ENUE EF (dependent) %
Fb 09 bz e 3 Ml A Os(stop|h, dir, adj) T
stop € {STOP, —STOP} T %, adj € {TRUE, FALSE}
WHEET, J1UE R DER dir FIZTF 2R 00
AYIZ TRUE & 7% %, JLA JEREz ik L Caah S -
TITH A0S, X OB 2, BhElidEic 7 (F
R 2O TR R TV, R v EE R
k5,

BHAENZBAORIICKLZHK fEHS (2015) T
FIRARAY v 7S 1 BOIAARZTF I 720) , 2 (B
DMDIAARDHFFT) 7o EDHlFI 2B L 7205, #5
Mz 2o DHE, 2 DRI DEOCEHDIARDA%E
T HRDS S LB 2 Ebhrot, BAITRORE
TEIE—BEDOH DA A (the cat °s) & & DS

[ =\

5

prepared the cat s dinner

CHNIEEESHEVS Ea— N AOHEXY DI X
DELZDDTH S EHEZ 6, U723 prepared his
dinner (2% U TIFHOIAARIZA U v, DARE, R
SILEwvokltE, ZNRBRILEFTOHOHD
ARETT, B2 Lo, S 13 THFES
N5, JHUTK DEHZIEOIAA L Z ) TRVLH D%
G KB L. & O AREINCTEIRD & 2 il 2 F
BHTE2DTEROPLEEZER S,

Blilize URESCRNTIC B 1) 2 85 7 5EA /7 15 X ARk
%D —>TH D (Bisk and Hockenmaier, 2013),
TUIARBE NI IR TFRGE (8 DERDAST3—>
WEE LBV EICEKT 5, 2 XL T IE5EED a
Y 7109 2 oD FEL N2 R L 72 b DT,

w [

Ivan is the best dancer

o] —— \ A —}

2D B CoNLL 23X (T ) 13ERDFERERE I <
FENTCis Z XD EFEE AT DKL, HIED Stanford
parser 72 £ 3779 % UD (Universal Dependencies) 1
3 (Marneffe et al., 2014) TlZ, KEFHRIZIEARIZH
HiEOMIZ O, XDFEEIL dancer £ 5, D
FEOERMEIZWIIRGEDBT 2o L LTREET A
THIT % (Zeman et al., 2014),

A7 UNSSUEAT O 5l C i D BHENICH VW 6N B
TR HLT B D BT O A & FRRICIEROKERIR D
#A 12 H < UAS (unlabelled attachment score) T &
208, ZHFBIERH L T 3 “M—0” IEffET— %

— 1178 —

IS HD CFHITH B 720, LTIl R 7R
DIEEMEDHIEE 722, HlZ 130 L FEOE A X
D 10% D UAS DYGEEDMTAT L LT, TR L
TARBIZERD S 28680, 2L bRENZL
RV TIERT =7 DAL TW 3 7 7 75— a v
WKABLIEZREZFRLCT L Ao BT RDd, v
)2 EDHWOEIZ VLDTH B,

AWFZED B, R BRI 03 822 L28ic s
Y3 BrSRT22ThHsho, Eilnkik
77— a RN 2 M E 72 5 X CHERR L
7o TR R IT W v, BARRICIZDIT O X 9 IR
B EBEHG L. ZoMEIcT 3,

e £%7—%+ v I & L T Universal Dependencies

(UD) ver. 1.1 3%, Z4UILFIEY ) —V
7 (18 i) DEATHY, 2TOV ) =NV D
PH—IC UD X7/ 75— F3 T3,

o HETNDOYAEPOREHIPZ UD ERITEET

LHEEDAICIRET 5, UD DHEATEHIAETD
FEREREZ NAGED LT 2L TH D72, T
DOEEREFE IS LT 25 2 E 225 BT U, 2
NEERTE B2,

o IR R X UAS 1ICHD & 179,

UD RIEEIH LT =%ty b THH, TnxzHi
72 URESCRRAT ORI 12 FH VO B IS I AR DI CTh 5
Z DDA TIE L OO E 22505, ZOHW
DI, AFETIZ UD DHIE TH % Google universal
treebanks (McDonald et al., 2013) ZEMTHW %, %
DEE, BWREEOHINICE TOBIEZMZ 53, £74%

L DFATIIRIHE D, BEFAANDANEZT ) F—F &

N iddld oAz v, HEEOREERIZH V2w,

T AHEICH T 2MERE TV E LT, NEGHR
JEE T NVIZ K % DMV DL (Berg-Kirkpatrick et al.,
2010) Zfv 2, RIS Y IUNRIKETH ) h35
WEZ XA EIE2 2 EPHGNTVE, 20k
E-step HCilillfyx 5.2, Z OE LT 5, KT
LHEIUTOIHEICELEDONS,
e Func: KREREDHIFI D &,
e LEN: FUNC 12 A, FEWIRFBIRZ I X 9 %
NATAZDPT %, BARNICIZS b, d BHOHGEE
M OEERIRIZ L e (1P=d=1) (4 > 0) D fif
5,
e DEP: FUNC IZfiNA, A% v 7HI%2HIRT 2 2
ECRERS EFTOHRRMOAALZEE LT 5,

IUD B EFEEOMFAX Yy FEHWTY IR 2fF>oTw 3,
DUT o il %2 BEREEE & #2723, ADP, AUX, CONJ, DET, PART, SCONJ,

225 iB3BR (D) HFD fz,2) D ERRTIENTES, C
DOHFNEFEFFIZDOHZ D I F, 7 A RIS, EBE €70
il Z w7z T ARDAZ T 2 L) IEHEMTbITED, 7A b
REDOHIFIDHEMEILIF & A EERICHEZ UE S 20,

3SAF—% kv b Tld, BEHEZEIL ADP, CONJ, DET, PART DVUFET
BB, HAWICHEEEEIZ -2 77008 app MBI TH D, Th
RO X H IO FEFEE LTHIC, Z2D7® ADP IZId#iIC, K
EIR—2 D1 %F> k) 2z,
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—2— Depth bound
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Imposed stack depth bound or length bias ~

X 1: UD K WSJ TD 35 X — ¥ HDOFEE O Hilig, X
i3 RE S (LB 7213 v (FBY),

LEN (& JefTHF%E (Smith and Eisner, 2006) TRE I 1
TNA TATH S, PRHDIAARZ AL S8 2K FHE
TR R WIREEBIRZ M) 7 omM#d LI L IEH
B3 225, LENDIEIVBLD S VTN TH D70, Z
NER=ZAF7L ITINAS T & THREL TR DIA
AICEHTIREDD 200 DHERTEDL EELD,

XDEFHICHT 24K HloFhaaE s LT, R—2
7 A ISR B (R ) Rk A 7
bOZMEL. 20 L Tolil LofilfyosgEiz i~
%, BARRICIZ B OTETXO TR D ) 200
FNHIFZ BT B, Verb-or-noun filfy 12 Z 1% SCH D
B F 72 13 45AICHHIR 9%, Verb-otherwise-noun fil#Y
. XhICENED D B A B O AICHIRL, 29T
BRIt E T 5, EAEO R R BN 7 LT E
TLDELIFINGDY— R LR 2HBZNMAT 5D
D% \> (Bisk and Hockenmaier, 2013; Naseem et al.,
2010), AfETIE N6 23T & T, MG 2l
&I DWTORIKINE ) T 22w 5.
IRTA—=5 DiRHA DEP b LEN b ZNFN—DOD
NANR=RFGA =8 (RREI NN v) Z2HK2H, K
facld Tz EEDO WSI 77— 5%t v P icHw
CGERL, #5372 IC#EAT %, UD O3GET—
%1% WSJ T7 { Web Treebank T %725, UD D
WSJ i Stanford CoreNLP % fl\»CHIfEiE» 545 2
EDWTE D, W87 A=Y I3 SEEMICE L 215
WASEZ oNDH, —DIZED D I L THEmB LT
(Y, L OBEFIME TEb T 575
$TdH H B (Naseem et al. (2010) 72 &),

4 KBx

UD 3112 WS COfERERT, KTF—% v
ML TiE, BB, AP EDICEZ 15 F T
DOXIZHIBET 2, LEN ICDOW TRz fl: 0.1, 2 F
DHFETDNAL T AZPIT TS DB —HFR I E23bh
%, DEPIZOWTIdREZMEIZ 1-3, 2F D, HDIA
INBHDESZ 3 ETTICHIBL 2D DA —FR L,
FIRRKRIZ2ICHET L ER—RATAL VEIZEA
ERENEDLS W Lo, SRD X9 gk

— 1179 —

No root constraints Verb-or-noun Verb-otherwise-noun
Func Dep LeN | FuNc Dep LEN | FuNc DEp LEN
Basque 440 47.6 462 | 447 543 464 | 558 548 51.0
Bulgarian 736 742 700 | 734 751 64.1 | 727 752 706

Croatian 403 377 545 | 401 414 473 | 570 525 558

Czech 61.8 645 583 | 507 647 592 | 632 663 58.1
Danish 409 413 409 | 409 413 409 | 487 501 473
English 386 413 56.6 | 39.8 413 402 | 572 585 539
Finnish 266 256 283 | 262 277 283 | 403 343 404
French 352 465 358 | 357 495 470 | 442 546 421
German 499 537 504 | 497 56.0 512 | 495 574 499
Greek 290 183 304 | 61.7 621 602 | 605 62.0 602
Hebrew 60.7 571 609 | 529 609 575 | 548 542 572

Hungarian | 66.7 721 63.6 | 688 713 63.6 | 692 724 6438
Indonesian | 36.4 57.4 50.0 | 320 581 43.6| 502 585 594

Irish 641 647 630 | 631 652 630 | 634 647 639
Italian 612 708 721 | 627 73.6 725 | 692 698 724
Persian 49.0 447 406 | 469 51.2 397 | 480 511 417

Spanish 57.1 573 625 | 468 573 63.1 | 577 585 623
Swedish 434 552 559 | 435 432 435 | 579 533 569
Avg 488 51.7 522 | 489 552 517 | 566 582 56.0

£ 1: XOEFHEADOHTIDRD 25E5 L VB ETDS
SETORE L,

W5 DAEETIREE 2 DHlFNIEFELS . HEHER
W@ EBbhr s,

K1, CORETOEEHDOKREZF LD,
I D FEFHITHIFIZ 0 Z 2B (No root constraints)
DEP 13% { DFFETFUNC 2> 56 A a7 DUGEENH S 1
%75, LEN bAFRICK S BE, FHL THS L LEN
DI ) D3 TREED O, BIRIR L Z &, XD ERE
IHlFIZMAZ 2 EAERIEEZ D DEP OFEEN EAYK
EL 501 L LEN TIRIE EA ST EBR sk
{ 72 %, FFIZ verb-or-noun Hlfy % N Z 7254, DEP IX
18 it 14 B ClREKEZ R T, XD EFI4E
TH 5 XHHFET % 72 % verb-otherwise-noun I 1%
HEEEZ T 20882 H 205, fRE AL L 2EkD
WA L, B —Z2 94 »TdHh % Func DI:RE
M L2 v, ZHUIKE 230 FFHZEIEADIR
b TnioltEbhs, ZOHAETHIEY
DIEE L DEP D3 b iEive,

A BEEDRRPS, £9 b DEP & LEN I35
OB IEEMEL T3 XHICHZS, Z0E
WERBRET 2720, WEEETEROTREIMZ 2 nEs
DMFEDHNFERZ I L TARIE A, T 7 —DfH
M BBRZE VL IE WY R S I fe . BARIICIE, DEP X
1E L WA O#iPH % [F7E T % DITEZO DI L, LEN
13 K0 R 2 SR O BIER. B 21X E)EE D> & Ad
DUAFBIRZ: E2IEL CRFkT % 2 L%\, B
bDEM2IZRY, “On ... pictures” ICEHEHT % &
DEP (34454 “the ... pictures” ¥ X OVHifE 1) “On ...
pictures” ODHEIPADFEZ L {fT> TV 2 DITH L,
LEN Df#EHTIZA] “On ... two” 23 pictures IZfR 5, &\
ILDTHY, THUIFFEOMGEZIEL AT
W, J#IZ LEN (3 he < look 7 EREARM Rk AERIR D
JEFFITII L T 2 DICR L. DEP Tl & DB
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DEP ‘
|
— ! -~ =< ———
¥ N v/ v/ ¥
ADP  DET ADJ NUM NOUN PRON  VERB
N 1
A AN
LEN AN -

2: WEE (FEEIEY 2 L) T DEP & LEN D HiHIfY
BRI 7 —DNRY— DO, FRITIERE RS,

PWEHINTLE-S TS, ZOLI)RiBEEEAL
JEPRNZ R 2 —Do DIKELIZ, DEP I FRULH b IA AR
T 288, T a0 b ARENIC TGN 2HIKT
DD, FERINIAMIAHEEDET LS IEL W2
HHRLR T R2DTIEBVDE, EWIBDTH B,
W LEN (347 & ZBIR 7 LI WIREFEIR & fF e A3,
2D X)X DEFDEETH 5 Z &7 &R
27012id, XOHEMARZES5DIE) BETH B0
MDD 3,

L EHERELCAD L, DEPIC X BHlFIELD
FEFCNT2HFIEET LR T, ZDDIT verb-
or-noun THOKIRZMERED M LR S N7 DT\
MEEZLND, ZIUK L LEN 232 2 JRFTiN &
MG Z ORI E BB L LT LD TIE R WIS I D,

Google treebanks %1% (C Google treebanks [T
FEWEE & D% R 2 127§, N10 (Naseem et al.,
2010) & GE15 (Grave and Elhadad, 2015) I 334E D i
FEREDOTFIET, &6 6 bFESMIEANIC X D %%
(12 i) D FF DL — V% FIIHAAA TV S

FATIRICHE VL, RT =%y MR L TFIBEL D
BRARIZ 10 ICRE L7, £/ WS TDNRTX—=%
BIRZITORAIEEZ 12,7 = 0.1 257, AFD Func
F& Db —r FEREFED 4 i & XD TEHED 2
HoEE6 i) ZHlFE LTHWZ25, N10 X D b Ew
WHREE AR T, #TD5 DEPIC X B HREA EAvKE L.
4ff & LCTLEN % k%, GEL15 13EFT DT T, ik
W2 I AEY) TS FiETH S, DEPIFHHL
TINL D BETEOIEETH %58, Korean MIAT

FIFFEFEOWRZ R LT3

5 HHDOIC

frisE % & &I, AT 2 R L 7o SRS
DHEEEIC O W TS 21T 5 72, KR WA OHLDIA
ADAREHFITHIIDENTH S Z L 2FERL, Znn
iz = SO (IR TR 2 & s g %}Ez\
b fgEA DV — v & A A D IUIEE S E I
DR RO FIEICIEE T 22 b ) 52 L %:
MLz, ZOREIRER, 2R )EREEDOHIRIN
TEHEDRPLE AT I ENTE, BUMNESELS
b BIRTROHTIRCTH 5, RIS, A TIHKARHED
FENCHE R 2 TS, Bl IA L K OV RIS
fENT &\ FEZ X TAIUCREI N D D TR\, fi

— 1180 —

Func DEp LEN N10 GEIS
<10/<o00 <10/<o0c <10/<o0 | <10 <10/ <

German 64.5/495  643/50.6  625/49.0 | 534 602/ -
English 57.9/444  595/456  569/433 | 662 623/
Spanish 68.2/55.5 71.1/58.8 69.6/55.5 71.5 68.8/ —
French 69.2/559  69.6/579  66.4/554 | 541 723/ -
Indonesian | 66.8/54.5 67.4/58.1 66.7 /54.8 50.3 69.7/
Italian 439/329  673/584  44.0/328 | 465 643/ —
Japanese 47.5/435 54.5/53.7 47.6/43.6 | 582 575/
Korean 28.6/257  30.7/284  432/41.8 | 488 59.0/ -

Portuguese | 63.0/53.2 67.1/57.9 62.6/52.8 | 464  68.3/
Swedish 67.4/52.1 67.9/52.4 66.4/51.5 | 643 662/ —

Avg 57.7/46.7 62.0/52.2 58.6/48.0 | 56.0  64.8/558

7% 2: Google treebanks T D FEFEIFZE & D #E FE Lk
(Naseem et al. (2010) }2TX Grave and Elhadad (2015)),
10 & 00 137 A MFDRRXETH %, AigDFiEIZ
verb-otherwise-noun il % M2 72 H D,

Z1E 1 Hi TR R AREED PCFG 239 % W dh o
TRERD—21%, 23D & 7 2 3GRITN T 2 Hl#yD
YT ELILTHD EEZ N, KFRDOFEI—D
DFfFFE LD I B, FAE, PEOEATHRE 5
25 ZETHEAVD» S CCG DY¥EPAHETH S Z &

DR E T B (Bisk and Hockenmaier, 2013), A??}‘:G)
A[RETED—D & LT, AMTEALZ X ) hhiid
A%TX;ib\ibQ&wA¥®ﬂ%#%uh6®
IEDERTEL L) IR Lk, 20X
BRI S BOBHETH S,

ER P &)
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