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FaAs] AAAo N A 2WA > FA Y] YR F
& #4719 UNSR AHEHoY, N 3o A FAL REY
deod T A7 G AEH T I X 2RANE FAL R
ARLE HY ALY FAA 292 P E 7] A (path-based
tagging) 23 4be] 2149 & 7 (state-based tagging) R @& 4
g 223, shis) Ny FALNE TU A E Dol M T
s A%EE PHAEE NAst J4 EAd& 13 43 @
B> (multiple tagger)o] &) 22} APUYG. FoE ¢Fojd
28t FAA 3dEE A4 WS} ¢AS = EAVER T
o

L M2

B R = W] FAl 23 H 2§ AV FAY 2d
& 229t 9 FA REHY 30 7= PR dge
FAEE #= AL 450 s FAITE P el
AAolReort, ANES] EAF WA BoiF HIUAS F%E
& /3 ot 29, giek 2008 dojr oy £
of d& 2 B33l FA7F BF & G2 0.94° = 0.295
A, )AL FF FY7|AA @ W, FA YD BRA gt
As|ei= 0.257) 532 F4lF A7s] 2 HE Welgtel 7§ &4
ol AWt 4ol ¢P 8} Macklovitch 1992]. o}& ¥ &4
A dg AR 8 shig HY FAQ ¥ ohid, AAs
4P FANE €Y% O3 48 4 9 2ol AUHNU
}Foster 1991, Weischedel 1993)%. ol @ ©& &% =78
&3 & PCFG(Probabilistic Context Free Grammar) & ol 4

fa g w3 A RDIS A AT FO RN ARE 40 AR 7| A
LEE LY B R T THECN

gt 2R AL R FA WA Do) ) e A

Ishusl 4R FAHE AFR 7R £ &% WA(Single Tagger) 2 stz o
U o) 4 FAMIH AR J7= 4R THF 8% WH(Multiple Tagger) e} o
3,

81 NpAjs] ATk} 2 of §-5]¢] ShA E{parse tree)s] BR x
Z (terminal node)s] #g2 43 &9 WA} i3 Usix g
A e U BA€ 232 A

v, 7 s BN goldot A EA (sentence level)
& NYRA7= A 2 7|29 97 (path-based lagging) #F 2 Do
9] A word leve!) & N2 8)}2] 7] = Yo 7% & 7 (state based
tagging) 2.2 aA W ¢ A}, # LRl o] F 2YFR
g2olof A4V Adel 2zl FAYFE =V,

€ =88 FHL AN BAY FAL 22 AL 2P A
a2, 334M 24 2UE Vool J4€ Aol N =82,
435t JER AR vq.

2. BN SM 234 dlis 2d

FA BEY HaAE Fold o7t A 2IYE R
& 1, iy A3 FAR T A& wAIT A 7Y
of speter 29(Brill 1992], #AR 7lvtet 2@[Church 1988,
Merialdo 1994]% vHic}. £ &L A 7[00 28 =
xR vk, ¥AY ¥4 4 2L F2 £Y vjzan B
d{Hidden Markov Model) & 7ito 2 Tt} EA f7§ #1gt
2d nfeax sy oA Wyl A ¢ P FAAL
& Aot kA F2 G S ) SR P ow Yyl
.

B2 2R& Y37 Aol A, ¥4} A%} Bo) AYE U
¥ Zo] Psiuc.

T {e1,e2,...,t"}
W = {wl,w’,...,w"’}

il

* 9 718 W(atate-based tagging) % 7 € 710 W (path-based tagxing)

& [Mecrialdo 1994)o44% 22t Viterbi Tagging , ML(Maximum Likelihood)
Tugsingal 2 &t
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g2o] FA 224 H4E 90 34 2y

1 wz v w0,

{wvn H )
{wvu l?)

('.IJ],!]) l:""?:‘l)
(w1, t3) (we, 1)

(wl'v tu] (wl; 1"v) (wn‘ tw]

29 1: (2o, FA)E xER EAYD ZH){trellis)

o471A 7% wir 32 FA FUS] 27)% B AYS] 28
stu] et

#1s} o] A ¥ FAF Ythad dol JPot s F4F 22 Yo
@ Qols) gol wr AAAR FAH(T' CT )RR ASE S
st R FA 23Y WAY i Tojlol M F ojat
o} T/l Sl B3 FAE AW 214 oAt o of, o
7@ o2 EAHR AWty ot FA 2 8P AL LWL @}
a4 B}

2.1 Z2 oIt ey 2

Az R 97 2U& # O $Aoz YIS (¢4 )3
At}

¢'('»U1..u) = argmax, "P(tl..nlwl..n] (1)

[$4 1] ol Fold w & 7+ ¥ AFH=(AEE)
FAE t & BARE Aotk &, (¢4 1j& Fol2 Dojdd
wy.a%0 AN (w,, )8 [2F 1]04 ¥ 3 x=2 B¢
%, TEATT AR P 4 TR A= EAV VA

oR, (¢4 1§ <HER ol WA 4 At

Gb(wl,.n) ArgInax,, “-P(tl..nfwl..n] (2)

P(wl..ultl..n)P(tl..n)
Plun.n) (3)

argmax, Plwialtia}P{tia}  (4)

argmax,, .

lI

(442 3|AMN P(w,..)& 447 HBE ($4 & nHHE
t.& TR B 99, [($£4 44N A4S #TES XY
Fo= 28 4B P&(sparse data) 2AE FZ A7) A ER, #}
=9 74 (markov assumption)& AHE#MA P(wy .|t )%
Pty )& [ 35, 6)3 o] 2% Asjuch

P(wy nltrn) 7, P(w,t:) {5)
P(tn) = TN, P(itisy) (6)

142 57 @2 RW{path-based tagging model) 1% of B2 o714 L& el
<.

n-

step 1 Initialization for all ¢}
1 £ & € number of w,'s ambiguities
61(k) = P(FIINDP(wrl})
k) =1
step 2 Recursion
for all w; ( 2 € £ < number of words )
for all t* { 1 < k < number of w;’s ambiguities )
(k) = maxe (61 (m) PO )] P(wiltF)
¥, (k) = argmax,, [§_1(m)PFIER, )]
step 3 Path Backtracking
Su = argmax,[8a(k))
Ioopi=n-1tol
8, = Win(Sin)

2% 2: Viterbi ¢33 &

(94 5, 6]& (44 4]t AL3D AF H(wi.n) 2 {44 T|F
el Atk

#(wia) = argmax, TIZ, P(wi[t,)P(t|t..x) (7)

(441 7lo) oldb= AL, AR FAGeIE AEW FAFY F
Al Vo] HEF &3 FAAAN £ Doot Jeld <1 f SEE A
R FU LM R GE A BAYE = A (¢
TjotAl Agsle ¢ 2 %= A EAEE, $2 NAS 4
A e AU 5 Ak Yuiales AR AAR {Y @
& B7(single tagger), 28] HAR 33 8 A (multiple
tagger) 2t ¢t %8) IR P AN st FARA 5
MR R NN < M)A 32 FAd& StAA
4 = APl Ut

TR, (4 744 3 99 UAF 2 U A 7
= gyez (29 2 eso i Viterbi d2elF& ©l4
T 4 Utk (29 2)HAM e wisl Hp e AR B kU #
ALE Snl3ia (INUE 3 A2 7130}

WY (29 24 JIe€ ¢REs (¥ U &
AR U A, AR 22 B4 380 HIds|od. o]
gl B oha} BFoix spUFPA AN, thejA] 6%8 8 W 371
AN 28 DA A4 ol 8ok et o]YA Y& AR
dog Jra, 2NE o8¢ BE, BT A Y4 § o 3=
BEE NAY Fra& VA58 ¢4 49 248 g2 WA
A S, AR EAL Y L REE NAS AR F4}
& StMelA & & A% 23, AR /1S 9] P& ol 85
o NAS Y FA& LA

Yur e e AR treilis) M NAS 42 A& P Yy
|E #4 Q4 ¥okotA gol o) &5t & =RAX: 2 B
tree-trellis k28] 84 4% ¥}[Soong 1991, Schwartz 1991].

Tree-trellis §5t2) @& Viterbi i@l A 6;(k) & 2F



= §] 8 SYEA Y AEME RS = RY(M SCAS-11 12)

Mik) = (k)

g(i.k) = Plwal)P(t14 1)
o P(E,10)

f('!k) = g(i,k)-h{i,k]

& L: tree-trellis 2@ @AM f(5, k), (i, k), A(i, k)

NG W, W, W, St
o, 0,0,
o

B 2 Ry FAGE 32

U, AR] QAT N IRLE AG2AFE o] 4% 2R
A= g ot AYIAFL UV AA LYY &
A xE712 Fle A L& A& o A gadEeed
A7t o=} AW AT & o(1NE, R E7A sedg Fe
= AR & ()3 KOS B A2 T f(5) = g(5) +A(E)
2 Etd. A" EL AXES] B Y A{(1)7) okd ey
A"(:} & AHEBAT Viterbi 4@ §i(k) & T A= 2
2ol @ h{s)7 9.

A3, tree-trellis YR ~°(3) = A(i)o] = KY2x 3
29 YRY & P Sl A71ME Viterbi g€ B
A § o889 A(i, k) = §(k) 2 BROG. g(i, k)= &% 9
At WA dois) ¥ oiA]s) e Fol R, h(i, k)& 2 ]
A} Ae goe AN AL & f(i, k)& g(i,k) - B(i, k)74 B
o (& 1) f(4, k), g(i, k), h(i, k)71 2 Fsi=] o] vk N A
g 32 ENYE NEo s FU A EAd oiA] =@ o
£340) A} FAILE P PULE NAR UG A E §Y,
AAS ol ¥ FA AEA N F49E e F, =2 A
b 2% 2s Fé& A Fid A3 FAdE 371 A9 g
£ RN TAN F(LER 2% 2 =2 2§ W71 AR
ok

2.2 Helf gt ez o

A A e A2 AR UY RS ¢ £4N EF
UolA gsls] Bolof ud 7H AN FAHE A= Aelnh oA
€ [$4 8l F9¥e.

Gb(wl--n)l'

argmaxa P(t; = Flun._n)
Z P(wl..ny tl..n}

by, miti e}

argmaxg

step 1 Initialization for all ¢#f

1 £ k € number of wy's ambiguities

ai(k) = PIAITND)P(wlt})

for all w; (2 £ ¢ £ number of words )
for all t* ( 1 < & < pumber of w;’s ambiguities }
(k) = [T 002 (m)PUHER I P(uole)

29 3: A Ag(forward computation)

step 2

Initialization for all %
1 < k < number of w,’s ambiguities
Ba(k) =1
loopi=n-1tal
Bi(k) = (L P, 1) P(win [T )Bisa (m)]

step 1
step 2

ad 4: £ A4 (backward computation)

(4 8]& FI=3 (28 1JdA ZE brd A3t oy &2
xS A K& AU o[2E &Y ntzazx BgA
29 seielel @ A ALY o 2ol 43 FYHG. (29 3
Yal8] go] w73 BE Py FE2S] $E2E C= AW A
AHforward computation)st (28 4]of vl Qo2 Ry ¢
98] Bol w;A] RE @ FEs] KBGE IR PE A
A{backward computation)e] 2}2} R 2},

o, 2ol Boigo] YAU KL (2W AN au(k) R 2
F o golHey 10].

.P(wl_,n) = Z P(fvl.,m W

tm

)= Ea..(k) (10)
L3
2j=e, RE bR JEd o) BY x= O § $AY S
& [¢4 1158 2.

ai(K}B:(k)

P(wy_a)

A, A 21 A7 $YL A9ls) Bo] w, R AN 1 [$
g )48 2¥ IV K, I YT F M 2 YK A &
At 2 Al M ) HAs) BAE S, 2 YdeAs VA 4
A EAHE 7] HAAE v B E Y AR N 4
w3 Wep

Pty = thwy a) = (11)

3. 4y
2 =89 RAL 23N ATC A& 7N 973 i 4
71 A3 P& FA%%2 ol# B0l JEHE oo

oY, O30l R84 7 EAF L will Bl YjAe B
2 [$4] 1ok ¢ A7 Faldo] € 4 ek Sl &, ‘4
R LES LE-CE R L AR TE LK Ei ) o Rt
<EARole>71 Bk ek oW VAhE YR (¢4 T



G0 FAL 22N 2% H¢ BAR =4

R P{w|t), P(t|t:-)) & 7oA 9019, ol & & A4
<3490 > 71 RAR§ &t o] YAY RHEd FehaA o
» A% UG o ¢ AR R&(sparse data) ENE EQHA
o JBYoE R 48§ 7] HAAE 229 R
& ZE ¥ &(sparse data) BT AR @A oA Y s
2ol gastA B

ol2g 4P Bl £ gAML wid s Yoz @
k. A% R GHE YL 5 o A4 UFo) G| 4
7)= ETHE FACL WA QT $0)A ojjot 8] A o4} @
4 84 Javh da, 3 9k #4 FEA0E AR O E R48)
P2 AR, (74 TdM REE FHE A7l GE <+ 8l
. o] | P i@l WV ¥4 B> ol AotA)7] Ao o] A
ol MA EAGE MY A4 R Witk Y] o FR oG
AR AU 4 21 7150 RestA S22 o A& 28 A
#(path normalization) &=tz ¥} {o] &A 1953].

A =AM 492 G WFA(training corpus)®
35,00001 3 9} WPV YEFAAA SEF& F 82, G 20,0009
st AY WEA(test corpus)ot A 43Ah. A7 PPt UG
Brh= (B 3|5 ol WL Be, oA 2, EY DA AR
& =AY

3 98 | o oY | 9l g
FL IS 92.26 % | 94.06 %
94.03 %

222 157% 92.17%
E 3 07 9yl ¥

(2 3)& F /Y 47 49 N2 EFALY MaAq A
3 Aolst Pid ¥ & UG CIAE Lol WA Y
[Merialdo 1994]44 €& Q&3 o}, BIAE ¥ 7421 B
Yo U = 9Pd LA 9= Aé ¢ ¢ U

4. gg

B @l 22 7|% 97 8y A 2% o7 s §
o &% 95 TR @8 A QA 3G AIRAST. v
T 34617 A4 Yo S AP S sk, F A B
A2 FALE M2 U5 AY Aol7 G #-& EAAAT. VY,
F 742 7 e B3 49 SAR EUIoe &% L,
PCFG(Probabilistic Context Free Grammmar) & o # % 3
AotA AgY #4477 8 ¢ AR AZeE. & FRAME
A7 %{path normalization) & #}A| @toof Uk o|YP DAY
A& MM A8 Y #(sparse data) EAE WA} B}
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