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1 XL®IC

HMS e Tl BARASRBIEIMERE2FoLE
b TV [1]. L2AL,RNN FiBETLDO—DOTH
% LSTM [2] SRBE 7 /U, REERIE 2% 8 LRV
BETLTHZIZdrbOT, 5BET VYV IHF
JEDNEN [3] 720 T <, HEERM o REFEHMKZR (R %
TETZ 2 ERNZE LTV [4,5]. £/, L4
T, RNN S3EE 7V E U 72 iR 72 7 3 23,
FEERSEE 7L TH % PCFG & D & @G TR
PETIMMETEZ 220, BT LVORMZ
LEFTHHRFRSINTVS [6].

— /T, HREEOHEEEZHRINICERT
53=2—JLVEMmETADREREINTVS. 20D
—Oon, FEEME L BBV DA RET NV TH 5 H
J# = 2 — L v bV — 2 ik (recurrent neural
network grammar, RNNG) [7] T» 5. JeATHFSE Tld
RNNG X LSTM S#EET L XD D EVWEEET Y ¥
TREESSAERENZB LTS [8,9] R ¥, SaBLE
WBWTHIEET VLD EEHEEE T LVHBENT
H5IEHRENTE. 72, RNNG 1 LSTM 5
BETALDSEVWKETHKEZET UMETESZ
ED o, BT VIGERAINICZEYTH S LITV R
3, NENEFE @RS 2 385 L 72 03 & L 2 LT
2 A[REMEDRIZ E LTV B [10].

Hale 5 [10] !%, RNNG DA Z Y% FiR L
TW 353, Z @ parsing strategy 1213 H H L T\
V. RNNG (3, top-down parsing strategy % £§-0 € 7 /L
TH 20, FREDALIINT 27 —F 27X
EY AMOBIAED S, NE DD parsing strategy 13
left-corner TH % & 5O TW3 [11]. 7=z, JeiTHfF
HTHOWHLNTWRHEFED X 512, HRS ﬁm%n_
ZROBRBEIFERD, HAGED X 512k
WiiE % 5O 5 5613, top-down parsing strategy T 0iﬁﬂ‘ﬁ'
HEELWEF DN TED, AEDFEED parsing strategy
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I top-down TIZRWATEEMEDL D 5.
ZZTAMETE, EDrEE R OHA
78 % F\ T, top-down/left-corner parsing strategy % +F
O RNNG DRI Z 4%, LSTM SFEET L Lkt
222X DMREEL /2. SEBRIC X D, left-corner
parsing 7 V23 b ABAIICZ Y TH 503, I E
7 L% top-down parsing & 7L & 0 B WX ERAINY
WHETHZ 2T ARV ELNT. F,
FTATHRTREHEET Y VI REOSWSEET L
FE BB L EDE N DR T TV S [12]
23, ABSE DBANFEER T, LIRS DV RNNG
E R Z S A E W— T, LSTM S E 7L
SHRETV Y IEEDOEIELT L BRI %
LMEZERLBRWZ RN,

2 Linking hypothesis : surprisal I£5&

ANRNZ, SCRD & RITK % HGER X HiZ THI L 72
BOXZWILTHED, FHIL I WEEESSCHIE
M EFME L, AR EL K2 e EbhTw
5. ZhzERL L 72D, surprisal G [13, 14] T
& % . Surprisal BGH T, RIS I T % HLEE S
DIEME T surprisal (- log p( HEERRSCHT | 3Xk)) 1<
DB ZeHNTE, XHIT p( HEERSCH | UR)
/N WVIEERZWEE ¥ 5 surprisal &, HEEP L
Ei QMM AFICLAIT 2 £ SN TW 5. EETIE,
FIEET VDR U7 surprisal 235t A Rl D
ETIULICENTH 2 Z e HREINTED [6, 12],
FEEMEIE T 7L e B T L DR AR - KD
TIUKEEZ BREE T VORAMNZ Y E L Az L
g3 5 2 & T, AR O SCULEIC S JE A 0 R R 3
5 2, W0 S BIWDSREE & T E 72 [15, 16, 6, 10].
L2 L, 2HD DEITHSETIX, Hi—i b am i3S
LNTEST, X FEENIE T T LD parsing strategy
A H S TWiRw, ARIFFETIR, surprisal B
D, HAFET LSTM SiGE 7 /L ¥ top-down/left-corner
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RNNG DFBHINZ L% Lh# s 5.

3 &

3.1.1 LSTMSEETI

LSTM SEE TV, FEEMSE 2 E 8 LR VHEE
FIDERRETIVTH 5. R TIE, HEEEDAAD
RICEL 256, FRAVE DRITEL 256 D 2 J& LSTM ZFFD
LSTM SiEET V2 Wiz,

3.1.2 Top-down/left-corner RNNG

RNNG (&, RNN % H\W 72 FE e S & BEES D A4 Ak
ETNLTHA. RNNGD7 —F77F v %, K 11
/R3. RNNG T, H3E (e.g., “hungry”) , B\ 7=4]
DI~V (eg, “NP?) DRI MLTREING. £
NHEDORT v s, U4 (eg., “(NP the hungry
cat)’) b—DODRZ MLERBE LTHRHEENS. £
NHEDNY bV, ARy 7 2 MIEN 5 T — X Wi
WEREE XN S,

Top-down RNNG T, HRZNCBNWTRA X v &
LSTM IC X D BH XN Z v 7 DIREERR TR
FUZHESEZ LTD32D7 7 a v ichtd 35
BomBPHEEBINS !

s WD T RAVDAER  BIWAID T L%
RITRZ PR, A& v 7 DEFIBEINS NS,
« HEBDER | MEEE R IR PAD, AR Y 7
DRFAIBME NS,

MR S I A RZ v DBV D T LK
CEDH DR EERTRZ b, U A
ERT—DODRY MIZEREIN 3.

I 22007 7 a yERSINLFITE, A&y 2
DIREEZ KT RT PIUCED E L DWW A]D TR
L - HEEDER I NZ pEIREI NS, THZEAT
5 772arORD, LA ZRT RS PR
HOBIZIERH LSTM WSR2 (K2) .
Left-corner RNNG [8] T !Z, top-down RNNG @ [
WA]D T RVDERR) IZHT%7 7> are LT,
BWTA] 7 ROV DAERR KR IR & v 7 NTDANE
A 77> arhdb. Left-corer parsing TlZ, B
T RD Z XD ZE DR ORENE DI EE R DA
i3 LT shRicEssns. X-T, H
WD Z NUDER E BRI, A DR O i

— 274 —

2

&
S
Q NPVP PP S ..
&

* Prob(nonterminal)

N (4
B a0® “\)“9\‘;\0 x2®

(T TT1]-

Prob(word)

‘ current state vector of “stack” LSTM ‘

; T
T

S NP VY

the hungry cat

P

“stack” LSTM

K1 RNNGD7—F727F %. KL Hale 5 [10] &D.

i X
X |
NP i
N )
& v W i

g} [] [ ]

VT T

K2 TMZEAC2) 72733 yOBOBULEARY ML
DOFEM. KX Dyer 5 [7] & D.

EBERPRARy 7 DRHICHEET 7120, Thd%
ANEZ B Z T, ARy Z7NIZE DR % TITH
Fan-FEEMHEEEHT 5.

AT LTI, HEEE D IA A D RITE 256, R
J& DXRITTEL 256 D 2 @R X v 7 LSTM % i D
top-down/left-corner RNNG Z F\ 7z,

32 IO—/N\XR

321 FBEAI-—NZR

NINJAL Parsed Corpus of Modern Japanese (NPCMJ,
http://npcmj.ninjal.ac.jp) &AWz, B HAREE
ODHEXZFELFLSED T 7 X MIH LXDHiGE -
IR EHROMT 5 2TV 5. #RSCEL 40,831 3,
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FREER 560,098 FETH 5. WHAIV 2 ANEAL L L
T, XHEAICHEEN-a— A TEEETLEY
F L7 LSTM SiEE 7 D2 121X, HEEY D A,
RNNG D231213, BEERGE? - EEFIDSH N s

322 MIREHAIO—NZR

BCCWI-EyeTrack [20] Z W7z, THURHAGES =
SHEGMEa— R [21] OFEEREY > IR L
<, Elzlggg nnna% 24 }\ @EE&HTFI?%P{T%‘%*LVC
W5, Smith & [22] IZAID, FEARE & U T first pass
time & W7z, IRIE S [20] 12T D, FiARR2E 1
SYRTH B XHIIREDIEF L Toinwe LT
W7 — 2B L, 2, AUTHET 2 XHiD A
EXRE Lz, X512, Fossum 5 [16] 2B L, 528
EFNLDART — ZITHE L2 WHEER & 3 CHIC
DWTHERALL 7=

3.3 Surprisal

LSTM & &5 € 7 /L @ H3E surprisal 13 5 5 € 7
D E MU Y HEE O MRS AT = R
(p(HiFE | >UiR)) 2o EHERD NS,

RNNG @ Hi3E surprisal (&, Hale & [10] % BE3E L.
Y=o —F 23] FHVTR®D 5. HEEFIOEHKIC
BE SN2 FEERMIED 5 BHERD &V D 2 EEUR
LoD, 2h 6 OffER%ZREEHE IO W T AL
TBZ LT p( HEE | XXR) 2K 5. AR TIE,
Wilcox & [9] ZREEE L, AL R & 72 2 g D &L
RRITHBEL —LIEE LT 10 Z28ALEY.

SR ETNVIHEERAMOMRZREMN T 20, HA
FECII T AR NI SCHIRAIC 5 X 5. RIFRET
V&, SCHETN @ HEE surprisal D 1% SCHi surprisal & L
THW-.

3.4 EJMi#E1E : Deviance accuracy

AT R SV, SiARRICBEFRT 23 b
AAZ T BE AR Z ET AL L TeR—RX 5
A Y @EFEE T I, FEEE T LD surprisal % FiHA
ZH e LT Z72F# D deviance DA77 (deviance
accuracy) % E#{3 4. Deviance accuracy (ZHRFTHY 72
BEEDD 25 5 i, nested model comparision T

1) MeCab [17] %\ T, Unidic [18] #EE 12 & h WHALICHEI L
7=.

2) Frank & [15] 128 D, standard manner [19] 12 & D 228 E 0%
REE R TILR X 7R [RE L=,

3) 77¥aryb¥—AalErLTI100, 77 ATy 7R LT
1 AL
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A L7z, SEEE TV A, B @ surprisal % H(ZFHHZE
Bz & EIFE T O deviance 23, SEEET L A D
surprisal D & % & T [A]F € 7L @D deviance & D 3

X2 ME (p <0.05) FTTERI/NXIINZ, SFEE
7’}1/ B O surprisal I&, SFBE 7 /L A @ surprisal 237t
BH-C & TW/R W variance Z @i T % T3H D, deviance
accuracy DEFHERTH 5. Wb F/FAHTDH 5.

N—=2 74 YEFE T, UT ORBERES €
TNLEHAWD

log(RT) ~ length + freq
+is_first+is_last + is_second_last
+ screenN + LineN + segmentN

+ (1|article) + (1|subj). (D)

BHAZB OOV, MRS, BER o
FHZERLE, 2 THMEZE T o 72 BYIC—EET
MU U7z BT, 3 MR % 2 2 SCHEiZ BRI L 7=
11,504 O XEIMNRILHIIZE T AL R L 72 o 7=

4 $ER

FRZR IR L. MEIASEETLEZRL,
€ 4l 3 deviance accuracy % 3R 3. Deviance accuracy
@ nested model comparision DAER %, & 1 IR L 7=
3D, R=2F 4 VEGFEE T NIT surprisal & Gt
HZEBE LTI 2B, B TOFEET LTt
AEOE T M EEERAM ELZ. SEET LM
T, left-corner RNNG 23f% d deviance accuracy 735
{,LSTM SiE<E 7/ & top-down RNNG i left-corner
RNNG K D {RW[RIFEE D deviance accuracy T & o 7z.

#£ 1 & D, left-corner RNNG ¥ LSTM SigE 7L,
top-down RNNG [t @ deviance accuracy @ 72 23 H &
Tholz. ¥/, 2 TCOFEET ILVHOMEAED
4 T nested model comparision DFERNVEETH D,
deviance accracy 23KV LSTM S 3E-E 7 /L% top-down
RNNG T®H - T b, left-corner RNNG 23FiHHT & 72\
varirnce % #iBH T % Tz, Z4U3, left-corner parsing
ETADRDBAICZ Y TDH 20, BREET LR
top-down parsing € 7 /L HB873 FIIXFERRIVIC 224
THHILZRRTS.

5 ENRER

Hale 5 [10] TlZ, top-down RNNG %3 LSTM S &€
THUEDSRANZYELEH N LG SN
TWie. —77, R TIZ, top-down RNNG & LSTM
FREE 7 /LD deviance accuracy (X [FIFEE T H - 7.
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Language Model

3 S3FBE 7LD deviance accuracy. HHHII S EEE TV
%, MEdlX deviance accuracy (N\— 2 F 4 [EIGFE T LD
5D deviance DD 7)) 2RT. FOPRITSIEHETNIE
LUT 1 A= LSTM SFEE 7/, &= top-down RNNG,
#%= left-corner RNNG.

1 Nested model comparison DFEHR. Bonferroni %I &
H HEIKHE @ = 0.0056 THUE L 7-.

x* df  p

Baseline < LSTM 34345 1 <0.0001
Baseline < Top-down RNNG 34585 1 <0.0001
Baseline < Left-corner RNNG 372.67 1 <0.0001
LSTM < Top-down RNNG 39.202 1 <0.0001
LSTM < Left-corner RNNG 37.242 1 <0.0001
Top-down RNNG < LSTM 36.796 1 <0.0001
Top-down RNNG < Left-corner RNNG 40.762 1  <0.0001
Left-corner RNNG < LSTM 8.0157 1 0.004637
Left-corner RNNG < Top-down RNNG 13.941 1 0.0001886

Goodkind & [12] T EBEETV VY I/BEOEVWE
REET RN Z LN E W e R I T
W3, £7z, Hale & [10] T, HEE L — AMEAK X <
7% % &, RNNG ORI E L 72 5 Z & 3t
MENTWS. Zh Db, X h KERBEE
Y — AlE % £5D RNNG ThH iU, TR A E
L, top-down RNNG T LSTM SiGET /L LD b &

WERFIINZ SR S N 2 AlREMD B 5.

DN EMEE T 572D, BEROEEY — AR
k = {10, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100} %D RNNG % FH\T, T
RIS © BRI Z S D BIRE TR Y.

ER

FER %2 X 41287, Bl A -perplexity & K L, it
#ifi 23 deviance accuracy % & 3. 1 (JR) 23 LSTM §
FEE 7L, td[n] (F) 7% top-down RNNG, Ic[n] (k%)
3 left-corner RNNG % L, n [3HFE LY — AR % R
3. Top-down/left-corner RNNG 12, HigE £ — A ME D

4) 77 arvbE—LalBEr LTI0k, 77 AT v ZiEE LT
k/10 ZERFH L 7-.
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LIEM B SN, —77T, LSTM S#EE T VI,
B4 7B — AED RNNG LR, SFFET Y V78
FEDE N DIFE AR D E T ALK E KD o 72, %
72, AREED X 512, top-down RNNG TH > T, Sab
TV IRENA LT 5L LSTM SEET VO
deviance accuracy % L [0] 5 7z. RNNG DHE S fRAT RS FE
& deviance accuracy D BIfRIZDOWTIE, IERICRT
D, BEEET VY 7FEE L FEROEAIBE S N,

6 HbHDIC

ABFFETIZ, left-corner parsing € 7 /L2 b Z8HIHY
WCEBTH 5D, #REE 7 /L= top-down parsing E T
B ERTHNNIFRHINCZ Y TH 5 Z e BRI
Jo. F7z, THIREZE D EW RNNG E Y, RN 24
HREN—/TT,LSIM GHETLVDEHET U &
JHEEORSIINT LRI ZYEZER L 2 W
Z e,

EEE

AWFZE13 JSPS BHFE JP19H04990, B & OEZEH
FESERR R T u Y = 7 b TR — 2%
FIF U7 5B 0 58O S EE2EIISE ) DB
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XIEMFEREA 2 5. RNNG DR SIEMTREE & L T, RNNG 23 HL
Y — ARATR S BWIERZ B L 72 B ER5E D F1 bracket
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accuracy % 2% 3. top-down/left-corner RNNG 12, HiFE Y — A IEAS
KEL L2 IFEWSRHTRE DM L L. 5 D X 512, top-down
/Nleft-corner RNNG T, #SUBATEE DI 15 25 & AR D
ETIUREE D W S 2 {EmA 285 X 7z, Top-down RNNG T
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