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I A D B EEIE

S IR IRk 5 2 AR SR
PR BERCEERAET 2 A BT EHOE EHEE AT

yoshida.asahi.y7@s.mail.nagoya-u.ac.jp

e

BERAa— TR, BRSEXIHNS ABE
BROWEPNIEHHERET 2RI TH L. it
KFFEDE IFEE AR a— TR E % FIH
LTCWed, IBEDOFEEZT 4 —F 7 —=v 7% F|
HALTEBD, MXEEZAAET e IECRFEL L
[ 2 HREZ R L TW5. AT, BERa—
RIS B ARG O E AR EMRGET 5. 1
KFETHOWONTE MR E, BTREED
EWERHT OB SURITZRICE XA T, BERAa—7

PO ODMERE & B S 5 . K5 D B WSR2 % A
%T%utkib PERDFIE T O FIE & R
EOWRERERTE 2 Z L 2HERLT-.

1 [FC®HIC

BE (negation) I EHZ KIEX B 2 SiEHRTH
D, HAREBXIZBWTHEICHIAT 5. S'UF'O)K
ErBERT 2R, MUOZOFEHMZIEL < 38
T5ZiE, BREEBX BT 2 L TRERAIR
Td%. NLP @Tkj&?h\f BEXHHRRT 2%
COFE WX [1,2,3]) PREINTE.

HABRBXIIEENLIHEIIBWVT, BEDEK
O =27 U EBEESE (negation cue), W iEHR

DHEP N ATV SHHZEE X D= (negation
scope) ¥ FEXR. Il Z1E (1) DHEXTIX, not DIEHEE
FETHY, notIZk > TEMWDELT % He did, go to
school WHERA—TTH 5. 2B, LINTIEHIX
WKWBITH2KRFE MRIZhENEEERE BEAR
a—-TERT.

(1) He did not go to school and stayed home.

— R, & E Rk (negation detection) (XX D 7
RAZWIZTT NS,

o BEELEMH (negation cue detection)

s BERa-

negation scope resolution)

72 5k (negation scope detection /
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AR TI, BXOEHEAR D — TFRIICED .

BEAR— TR DO FEIE, *SEM 2012 Shared
Task [4] T E ik X A 7751HR h B o TLEER,
IHEFITATHATW S, *SEM 2012 Shared Task T,
WX EEAELGERa— FREFE 1 5
b =2 2L AL ORI T i TERE 2 L L 72 [4].
—7, HEOMETET 4 —F 7 —=v 7AW
FEDPHLE R TED, MUEREZHRINCFA
e bEmOEREZER L TV 3 (2, 3].

ZZTCHETNE LI, *SEM2012 Shared Task T
&, FOUEEDRSIRT AR ATV 2
TH5. BIEOHE RN I YRR, TG
MWRIBICHEINRTEY, ZhzFfHIT 2 Z LT,
WSOREE 2 N — R & U7 ERFIEOMRED A L3 2
AIHEMED D 5. MBS ICH S TR, 74—
T P ENR— AL T BRI TR &
{, AT LDBEDIIBAHI=ZALTHEERT—
TRBEATOTVE2EHHLLIT WV E WS FlEH
B3, Flz, BIR—RADFENEERA—TDR
AT 2 RESCIERIE F XA VITiRIFLCELL
Wiz, B2 AA40DF—&Xty MIERT
LBIEDEGTHLEMFTES.

Z TR T, BERa— TRcBI 5
XWHEDEAMEEMRET 272912, RO R
WregE OB ER 3 — 7RO HREZ i3 5.
EEICED, XTI 22—V RT 4w IR
N—NEEDLWERDTFED, T4 —F5—=
WHDILS FEAREOMRELERTE 5 2 b 2k
L.

2 FoiThRZE
AHITIX, Read HDHER L7z, UG EHWT

BEA T — TR EATO FE) OMEEZFHAT 5.
AIFFETIEZDFEER—-RICL, BERA2— TR

1) *SEM2012 Shared Task D7 — R+t v MZIX, W XRHTERIC
X AMSCEMB T E N TE Y, SINEE 2 OMSIERZE F|
FALTW53.
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RICBIT BRSSO AR EMGEES 5.

Read &5 DFEZ, EFER T — 7 L MRS 1308
WEBEDSH 2 L WS EZICH DX, HIRDER R
(F) #Ra—FexIEDFTWS. fle LT, ML
TOX Q) IZNIET 2K 1 OMXAKREEZ 5.

(2) People without a coupon can also enter.

ZDBNTBNWT, HEER without D X 3 — 71X
People, a coupon TH 5. Z DR —FI3H] NP & &t
JELTW3.

Read 5 DFEIE, X BEBRNEGAOLND L,
ROFMEIZEDBERA—-TZRET 5.

1. XWX L, SEBRZBLZZOHNEZDR
a—FOEmME 3§ 5.

2. BERIA-TOBMTH2H0H05, L—L
N—ZXDFiE, dLAEEBEZHWTHZ 1
DOERT 5.

3. BERaNEMEMEL, Ra—7%2RET 5.

FIE 1 TiF, BEHEERE (LoFITiX without) 23
a¥hzt) (EOFITIXIN,PP,NP,S) #R2a—7
DEME T 5. FlE2 T, E @l oH s
5, AaA—=FIZXIET 50 % 1 DFER. Read &I
N—=NAR—=ZDFEe T HEBEERH VS FEER
KL TWED, TZITEARMETHHTZL—1
N—=ZDFHEIZOVWTHANE. Awvd L —iig,
2 IZ7R§ Scope resolution heuristics T& 5. Scope
resolution heuristics IZEB DL —A D257 D, KD
riehsar—nrsEEFCEHENS. fIZE,
DT//SBAR if SBAR\WHADVP i%, 7 EERD A DT
Thh, ZDOMHITIT SBAR BFIEL, 22D % D SBAR
D12 WHADVP 3% 2355128 X 41, SBAR %
BER =TT 20 LTEIRT 2. wWih
D=L EH SR VAT, default scope 3
FH XN 3. default scope 1%, MEER? SELEN
ERA=THZDIFLTVE, R F I3 AFHAIC
BLETOHFHMLZEERA-—TLITHHDTH5.

BER =T LA DOHIEHEMTIRVEED D
5. K31z, AR L (1) DX AKRERT. Z
DI FMNEEDEENTVED, BEERTDH
% not DR a— FI3FEHKEE and, N O 2 FEHDEN
JH stayed home 21X A TWRRW. ZDRFIH/RT X
91T, Ra—TF ez EIINEXE 5N VES
M5, FIE3 OHOMEDNIE, =5 LGE
WIS 272D DI TH 5. FOFITEFTNDFE
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S
ﬁf/////ﬁ§§$\\\>
//////\\\\\\ //////r\\\\\ ‘
NP PP MD ADVP VP .
| N
NNS IN NP can RB VB
| AN .
People without DT NN also  enter
l couLon

B1 Q) ofafER BERESE without DR a— 7|1
MIGT 2 OB ERKRFTRLTWVWS.

RB//VP/SBAR if SBAR\WH* (#)
RB//VP/S

RB//S

DT/NP if NP/PP

DT//SBAR if SBAR\WHADVP
DT//S

JJ//ADIP/VP/S if S\VP\VB* [@lemma="be"]
JJ/NP/NP if NP\PP

JJ3//NP

UH

IN/PP

NN/NP//S/SBAR if SBAR\WHNP
NN/NP//S

CC/SINV

B 2 Scope resolution heuristics. %1755 1 DD —ILIZ
MIGL, VI VEHOEEEIEZLICH 2 bDIFEE.
A/B X B 25 A DO (parent) TH B Z %, A/BIXB A
DHHSE (ancestor) TH B Z %, A\BE B 5 A OF (child)
THDHIZ%RT. BIF, KFRTEBIEZMZ 21—
Th5.

EDRREANSBRNT 27012, UTOUMHZ
115.

o AIOERN D 5V IFHRED punctuation (A]FHE AL
RIS 5.

e 5D — )L 57 % Slackening rules % jE
L, MEDHEHRZRNT 5.

o ANHEER R 3 — FITHIGT B 70 D Post
processing i 3 5. BAKAIIX, U FoD 2
DD ELTS.

- FMUHWEORBOFEMHICEEERZREDLE
Fhs58, Z0 X D EToENIEZ R
T5.

- X EEITH D B E G E R (sentential
adverb) Z BRI %.

Pz, () TidA e LTS p#ERE N, ko
iz &b, AL (CC) D and, CC X DA
12 % ENIHIZE £ 5 stayed home, punctuation T
HHEVA DRSNS, WIEDORE, Ra—-7
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PRP vp

He VBD RB

did not VB PP stayed RB

N |

go IN NP home

to NN

school

B3 () ofaEENR. FETH - 50 d A O fIEIC
IO R a—FEHMOANLHEAINZ L ERLTWVWS,

ZIEL KRBT E 5.

3 WBNIBEZRAW-FEOBIEL

AREITIE, BERT—TREICBT 2 HCED
BHMEZEMEEST 2 HiEEHET 5. MEEICX, 2
HiCAHA L7z Read &5 DFE[1] ZR—R & LTHW
%. 3.1 HiTlE, AMEETHW 2@ isicown
T3, 32 fik ) 3.3 HiTlk, AREMIEICENT
fEIEL 7z, Read 5DFEDFIE2 & 3 DMLEIZTDOWN
TENZNHHT 5.

3.1 WXHEREOEE

*SEM 2012 Shared Task ® 7 — & £ v b [5] I21E4)
HEERLNEGEINTED, BxXEzX—xL L
T2ERFIEDZ LD, ZoEREFHLTEHER
a— TR T o TE .

T—XEty MG INTW 3SR,
Charnkak and Johnson Reranking Parser [6] % F\TH§
YR EN72bDTHB. ZOREHRITITIAD 2
EBENTED, Read LFEM L2 X HICZDFED
MEER D — TR OMERE IR E % MIE Al REME
WdHb. ZZTARIMETIE, & MHEEDE W #E
MeasEfHLTCT—Xty DX EW IR 5.
W SFRHFTIZIX, Berkeley Neural Parser [7, 8] & Attach
Juxtapose Parser [9] @ 2 FEFH DM M 2s 2 (HH 3
5. TNENDW BN EROMEREZ R 1 ITRT.
Penn Treebank TDTEREIE, Reranking Parser, Berkeley
Neural Parser, Attach Juxtapose Parser D JIEIZ & < 72 o
TW5.
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|1 L ORISR 8 O 1ERE

Parser F, score *
Reranking Parser (2005) 91.02
Berkeley Neural Parser (2018) 95.77
Attach Juxtapose Parser (2020) 96.34

* Penn Treebank Section 23 I BT B2 HHETH 5.

3.2 Scope Resolution Heuristics D{EIE

Read 5 1Z[X] 2 @ Scope resolution heuristics {2 & D
A= T A RET 2 W Z 1T 5 7.
Read 5D 1 DHDL—L (K2 T#H) 2 LzHD)
FEBERFEZIRD T e ZEELLZDDEEE X
LB, ZOFFETIZIEL S HEREL . AHFSE
TREIDL—NZLRD XS ITBIET 2.

(3) RB//VP/S/SBAR if SBAR\WHNP

¥ET =X 2O TRERICED, Read 5D 1D
Hor—1%2ZzoFFHEHIT255&0d, BIEL
Tl — LV EREH LB E 0D, Al BEEA
a— FOXNIERBE N L BHERELTWS.

3.3 fHIEAIBDIEIE

Read 5 D FETIE 2 HIi TR AHEIZ X D A D
FIEZAT o TW 323, AT Slackening rules &
Post processing D —&RICEEZMZ 5.

Slackening rules {22\ T, Read 5D 5 DDIL—
M, IR 12D —L&BINT 3.

e HOBUIIHZHYTXY SN~ PP (RiE
Ff) EERATS.

ZHE, AIOBRANCDH B H < TRYI SN -HiE
FEIFERNCE X, BERa—FIALRNWI A
ZVWE WO EEF—ZOBRICESWTESNT
N—NLThH3. X@#IX, AORIND % HiEH )
MEERA—=TITALBRWEITH 3.

(4) In my opinion, he should not go.

Post processing IZOWTCIE, 2 2 HOUMHEIZEIER
IMZ %. Read 5 13%#H 7 — X 5 5 sentential adverb
DYRAFZERL, ZOYRXMIEENZ5ELR
NTBUEEZITo TV, KiftgeTidzh e —i
kL, T >~THEN/ ADVP, INTJ] % sentential
adverb & L, v ~< e HHIcBRH T 5. Bl ZIXZ (5)
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R2 BB EEZHCTER L 727 — 2203 2 5E 2 2 — T8l DR

Parser

Scope-level

Token-level

Pre. Rec. F, Pre. Rec. F,

Reranking Parser 97.21 69.88 81.31 86.87 93.07 89.86
(97.14) (68.27) (80.19) (85.48) (93.63) (89.37)

Berkeley Neural Parser 98.91 72.69 83.80 89.78 92.96 91.34
(98.88) (70.68) (82.43) (87.88) (93.57) (90.64)

Attach Juxtapose Parser 98.94 74.70 85.13 90.62 94.68 92.61
(98.90) (72.29) (83.53) (88.70) (95.24) (91.85)

* By DB Read 5D V—L% 32,33 HITHlAN/z & 5 IEIELGEOHER, FEOBMEIZL—LZEELRZVEEORREEZET.

T, Z¥~THEN ADVP TdH % however & %
DMHD A1 =D BRI E N 5.

(5) Ido n’tthink , however, he is guilty.

4 EER

BHER a— TR BT 2 EDH A2 H
MRRES % 72012, MRS ICE D K IERFEE R
LSRN AR FHOWTERR L 72 7 — XICEH 3§ % 52
BeFEMLZ. 41 i CEBROGELRNR, 42 HiT
FEROFERZ AR S,

41 RERDEFE

FERT1F, *SEM2012 Shared Task T X 11 7=
7 —&X+t v bk CD-SCO % MW7z, Read 5D FiE%,
32 HiR N33 HITT/RL 72 D IHBIE L 2 TEETHE
2 a— 7Rk =T - 72. CD-SCO IZH L T Berkeley
Neural Parser & Attach Juxtapose Parser (2 & D )i
BT ER, ZhehofR 2 KR 7.
FEER R E X *SEM2012 Shared Task @ & @ ¥ [FFE T
HYH, FHlFEREIE X3 —F 1L X)LdD F; (Scope-level
Fi-measures) & b —2 > LX)V D F; (Token-level F;-
mearures) T 5. FEAMIZ 1% *SEM2012 Shared Task
THUAG S N FHli 71 7 F Ak vz,

42 EHERFER

B RN R LG E 0B ERa—T
POk DAERZ R 2 1TRT . FRNTREE O & O SCRRAT
mEHWZ Ik, Ra—FLNL, b=V
LAULDOWTNOHEEEIT BN TH EER 2 — T8H#
DHREDNEL B Z e B L 7=

VAR i C i = PERE 2 2 i L TW % Khandelwal 5
Bl Z &8, WL D2DEITH TIE, *SEM2012
Shared Task ~C & A> & R4+ & 41T W 7 punctuation
D=7 VEFEICEDTNSE. ThEDFELHE
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&3 AMETHOAFEMOTHE L OFERILK
Token-level F

Method Punctuation Punctuation
zat ZkRAE
AR THOTFE * 91.74 92.61
Fancellu 5 [2] 88.72 -
Li & [10] - 89.4
Khandelwal & [3] 92.36 -

* Attach Juxtapose Parser % F\WTHESIENT L7z .

B2 S 2728, punctuation D b —27 > EFH 7=
Fi HIE L7z, #ERERIITRT. RIFFLTHEEL
7= FIEDMEREIX, punctuation & &7z F IZBWT,
Khandelwal 5 DFEE DT D 0.62% OMEREZEITIEL
TW3., 2, EsEoM @iz Hws Z e
T, I3 22— RT 4 v 7N —ITH
DL FEPEREHRED T 4 — 77 — =V FFRITE
WHREZERTE S Z L Z/RLTWVS.

5 &HDIC

AR TIX, BERT—TEBEE A7 IZBT 51
XHEEOE AT HREE L. MXErX—R L
T BUVERFIED RN E O S Wit #s 2 v 5
YT, T4—F 73—V TR LETIER
ITWERERERTE S Z e ZEBIC KX D/RL 7.

THOREL2 XD ED 572012, L—ILR—=XT
1To 70 %8R 3 2 KM E 2 EAT S 2
WEZLND.

BERAA—=TPICDRa—TDH 23 SiEHRD
FHET 5. FlZIZ, all, any 72 ¥ D &{bF (quantifier)
bRaA-TndHY, ZOHMEZIELLFE#HRT LI
X, BILFE2ECAARTEXOEK®RLHFEST 2 LT
HETHL. AAROHF X2 BEUND X a— TR
HICCHEE 2 2 b SBROFETH 5.
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