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Preliminary Investigation on Tagging Relative in the
complex sentences based on the du-yue matrix

HU Jin-zhu', SHEN Wei', DU Chao-hua', Luo jin-jun®
(1. Department of Computer Science Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079: 2. Center for Language and Language Education, Humanities School, Central
China Normal University, Wuhan 430079)
Abstract: Automatically tagging relative in the complete sentences is the basal researchful problem,It is the base of tagging level. machine
translation.This paper establish the du-yue matrix to research the method of automatically tagging relative in the complete sentences and
tag relative effectively. The relative “jieguo™ and “ru™ which easily produce problem is chosen in our tagging experiments in which the
method gets precisions of 98.32% and 96.41%, 85 and 83% for closed test and open test respectively.

Keywords: the complex sentences; relative; duyue-matrix
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SEXFAOMEN, TEANSADERI AL LEE. APSHALE, BMAERTENENERE, X
FASNEHEEREAXR. MHEOREE, WALEDEOSHERE, M TRENSEBEMLE, X5
REE TR . —RER, SRR, SAHk, MAEK. |

BREMEAXR, BRENEOXRDERRLR. RILE 00 RNLS a4 ERER LHLERE. 56
FAARM, SR AT LRSS . SOXERATSAXENREE. SALENER, N
Sy SR L N H T AR RS Rimi, R 45 4 2 [T LA MR A5 e R 57 A 36 R 10 B Bk
AR R LA AL
2) AT AT % R AR

% TEAXFRAMEEMN, RASEAH NI Ex SRR T A5bE. QTR AT
i % RS T — 2 AR, (0 R IE T — L3 R R ORI HLHLI Tkt SUBUNIM B AT 2 TR R0 R
FREEA R B
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(DFIN) R A VS R R B RN, M TIFAUER AR EE, QOMENeBRERK, RNEERLE
AMBE LR E FAREEE R Q) LURIEF A — S () — R A AR U A R 5 R ERIFFA K.
3) MEBRFERER T

BT RIERA IR AN EX 5 RIAFTHRENR R, BRAIFHE T ETHESH B BEME XM TEY &
> ARBEAT THRE, BMENRATE.

WA FLEFETREANRE; QX LB FHAHEEREE —EMP: Q)T LIEREUKE /ML E A
W, Fdh IR N ATRE IR (AR — BT,

TR EAREDD, EEGAmEY, B AERY, 2 GARRNHEINY, SHEDBRARA
B,

2. RERW R FIBAR L

1) RARFRA BB
KRR S B ARG B R X R RIAR AT I RIVRAE, KRR NBALE N KR RERE R — N E RS

YER, AILAAERfR EABIR X X RA#ATIRE R T B
FAZRF RSN ME 1 iR,

WMA—AERF

HTMRAE
FERRMNE

g sl

BAEFE

v

MRS R

B RaXRARARESEHEE

Fig.1 The structural figure of relative in the complex sentence

MNE 1 F, BANXRRZARBEIED 0 M GRIE R PGB RE . T R BOBUAE P RE1T X R IE RIPRE PR
TEHED.

MINEGRBRE PHNEEREME . AL “@R 7 M “m” JOIXEA NGRS ERERT ATARE, B
BRI A IRE X R G FER AT BB FE R AIE

P PR M HEAT X R AR . R L — P M0 R M B R E R A TR TR &, B3I
RN, REBRNGEINENE

3. PR A7 S R AR

3.1 AR AR AL
FKERF P AR EHEATFHEARRARE P AF LU B Py B LT IERER
AR, G AR AE:
DR FRIF BRI BIEEBRRIE Py A5 2 —FiA. HH, PxETagSetl, TagSetl HEA (HHR/n, &R
/d, /v, <&R/ndcgy, <ER/deyg, <IA/vdcis .
2)%%@%@@%%%&:%Pk@@?*&%ﬁi?iﬁ%%%ﬁ,E%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%%*ﬁm,%%ﬁ
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Py RIEE A E QRN Py B FE A TFHRHOCRANKBAR. BAITRFBES Py il BAEER NN/ .
1% P 298] 1 4 B R  «
C (Pre(Py) ) =X,
C (Succ(Py)) =X,
H AR Pre(P)FRFHRIA Py FIRT—18, Succ(Pr)M Px BIF—MA, X| RAFFRA Pk MAr—iaREME, X, %
IRFKFRIF Py ME—MEAMAM, X, , XyETagSet, TagSet JIATE XK 42 FRRAMMEMES .
3.2 WEsERE
BERIERE: P=(Ay),n HIAMEREHKIEN, jeN, EEPE I A #HRTEE | BERME | FHMNERE.

Ay Ay A,

P={ - ¢9)
Ay Ay A,
IR A I R E B R TR

R TR toes

_f(atB)

T 2)

AT HBEHBA RS, RERERNFAMEREREFNAAD, W: /. /vy Jas [ds /ps R s le, 3RRE AR,
shia. AW BlE. /A, &R JERE. AR R LR B SFER /M. vy Jfas /s Ips BB, . e
F AR, v M M fas /A Ipy R e e FARE, /d TN vy fas [y fps ERnG s fe
FIE, 8. ZEBFEMRRERRAE—MRE AR 1 TR

R 1 BEHEMR
Tab.1 The example of du-yue matrix

/n A /a /d /p g%/ /T /e

/n sekek koK *ekk sokok swofok swkok ko ofok
/v i2 13 10 17 21 8 16 3

/a HokoK koK sokok *okk kK ook *okok ofok
/d Heokok *okok koK sokok sokok *okok $okk koK
/p AKekk skoksk skokk Kkk *kok skokk okk skokok
%8 /n Kk sk *okok koK koK *okok Hokok Fokok
/r koK koK sookk sokok koK Hokok Fokk sk
Je *kk sokok C ke Heokok sokok sokok Heokk koK

RPIIHET 8 MiaE FIRARAMNME, HTRADFEMWE LR, BAIARTEE THMEE. v /E
B MR 2 12%, fEEUvV MR AE 13%, FHVa MR 10%, EIR/AMBEL 17%, ERp WEEL 21
%, JAERE RN FIBEZ 8%, FH/r FIBER 16%, FiR/e MR E 3% . INFBF—H1541) 30 Fhigttin - “ 4
R7 (BREAERN NGET/)R 7 @nv)FF=FEdE, 4t 42 Friats, AT FT A 1E f I ERIE B U R 1%
3 42%42,

3.3 PRk M R A IR EL
1) AMHFIIRERE: BETY4 5 NIER FREEEEFS] S=W,...... Wi— Wi PcWis Wia.. . W, Z R Wil
<i<n) €TagSet, PxETagSetl,
20 X IRAT BT A I R GE PR T R — T Ay AT

A ij = P (Cj|ff> 3
H C, GE TagSetUTagSetl, P(C)) RxiAM: C A YIERERIER LI, P(C;IC)RMAME C T G LR
TH C BERE G RENSER E R B AME, _

BT S RINSR AR R R E, LRSI RE TR HS, MR IEERRER, KX
AT TR FNEREER T —MRAME o, DU BREE AR 97T PR 2 RIS g 1) &
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3. 4 F R ERAE X R R HATIRTE
1) STETHE A G FREAT 8 1 5 1R AL
STATHIARIZ I Y4 0T S BATHATIRHEAIRIUE  ST=W) L Wiey Wi PiWio Wi W Bl Wi(1<i
<n) E€TagSet, PxSTagSetl, iR EMNF/ZEZEHS—1TF, 81 '
S1” =Wi......Wi—2 Wit PuWi Wiro.. W, W(1<i<n) E€TagSet, PxETagSetl, i:

S= 5151 “)
BAIEEENFRIRERRR, mHE 2:
/ -
s
NN

2 XEaHFY S FEMEENHANTFIE
Fig2 Two sequencesof S :
B P fE S1 FARE NSRRI, MEE SUFAIER P ARKRIA, & PofE ST PARENRRIE, WEAE
F|AFH S’ Py BRFRiE. B TFEAE 1
B 1: H/e, /w BARI/AE —/m $i/v F¥E/v )b/n H2/d @By R, /w & Rm BE/m BFRIm AN Thy, w4
Ae/n ATh/d ZR/d TEIV BB K Ve Iw
ST 1 XAR)F S, BAVFEERERHAFIY S1,81°:
Si=/c/wl/fim/vNIm/dviv, 1w G5 mmmivly, Iwin/didivive [w
St =/c/w/fimivivin/diviv, Iw<& B/n>cyg/n/nivly, Iwin/didivive Iw
Hep P=255/n, P<&R/n>cyg
2) F R AR B AT RARE RO
N TAT S TATFEAWE A MRRIE P R EHAT TRAFAEARE, AW
argmax (S) F P tNILAY AT REAOR 2 Py tWIRRIHT BN, HERME. X TATHFI S TATHEEE SI1=W,...... Wy
s Wit PuWi Wica. o W, ST=Wi ... Wy Wi PuWien Wi Wo, o Wi(1<i<Kn) ETagSet, Py, Py ETagSetl,
Hrh
C (Pre(Py) ) = Wy,
C (Succ(Pk)) = Wi
P(Py|C(Pre(Pr)) , PC@re(Pr))| Px)

Argmax(S1) =
P(CPre(Pr))) P(Px)
= Ax-1x * Axx +) ) )
Argmax(§1) = DX C@re@a) , PC@re(Pr)| Py
P(C@Pre(Pr))) P(Px) (6)

= Ax-ixeAxx s
Argmax(S)=MAX(Argmax(S1),Argmax(S17)); A;E FIiER] 42+42 JEHAEFE
IRATE 2 25 EEH T A0 1
S=HW/c, Iw LLRI/f —/m Bi/v #aiiiv 2Mk/n B2/ wBiy WRv, /w45 n B5m BiAn by Ty, fw 4
Mb/n i/ SR/d iV BRIV Iw
Si=/ciwlfim/vivinidiviv, fw g5 mm/nivly, Iwin/didivive 1w
StU=/c/wlfimivivin/diviv, Iw<& Fin>cyg/n/nivly, Iwin/dlidivive Iw
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PREERIn> cyg|lw)  PUn|KEEF 7 > eyg)
P w) PREERI7 deyg)
0.292857143=0.01912676

Argmax(S1) = =0.065310911%*

PEER > oyg|Iw) PUnKERIn D> oyg) _ 0065310911
P w) PEER 17 > cyg) '

0.292857143 = 0.01912676

Argmax(S19) =

Argmax(S) = Max(Arg max(ST), Arg max(S1) = Argmax(S1)
)
Frulfsl 1 P BB o< Bm>cyg B 1 BAZFRFEN: Hik/e, /w LAFI/f —/m kv n BLE/d Wi
RN, w<gER/m>cyg EF/n BiFlm ik Tly, /w b/ {i/d /4 5V BRNe Iw
T “n” HAREATRSE “4R7 KRR, ERAEER.

4. BIE R

C ARFTRRZTHINIA TR B AR BRI ORISR TR 1319 A7), EAEd ‘4R MaTE
901 A1), & “0” MA)FH 418 A. -

DEREM, MT “HGRT WKAERIEEER, BAMET —MRe 3 2100 MEH AR ME QT
MR, B8 TAREEARMAR, HANRAMETREIAR) 98.32%, FFIRINRFIHERZEIAL] 96.41% . RHIHER L
T M HRIKF.

B2 ‘07 ANEREAT B R MREH R, METEENHFR. B “M” RpFEREHIRHRTER R
ATREMERIN, 2“7 R EREXHRHRERRE N TR, BAONTMARRS 418 MEH “0” HES
BTN, BEE T —ERBR, HAMRMERELR 85%, FIRHHERREILE 84% . IRHIYER FIAH|
T —ERKF.

AT A RAE A T8 47 45 RIF KR T84T -

LR = IERAARE A T8/ B AR E R A T4
MIRG R A 2:
F2 MAER
Tab.2 Result of test

HAFR ESfZiblEe FF R
(%R) EHXE 98.32% 96.41%
() E#HER 85% 84%

MR 2 FARAE R UG N, XA EEEREFE R REANTEEA S AHE, EXBOREN S R EE
XHMRRELELE R ZBER. EHELRAEMRRA: (1) ZXREFRENEX, SARBREE BT EEE
REFROE R

5. &WiE
A T — TR M 10 R T, 3T BRI T AR AT, 51— EX R
%, T ATFIARE, RERBAFFEOEHERIVEZEEE, T AR ENSI. R4 TEBEE—

Leghls, MERLERT, LB SR, FREMASERIE, MURKEFTHMEERE, T HAREE R bRE
FERKBMANNMM 754, BrLl B an st U BRr ek, 38 X R :
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