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Abstract: Hierarchical parsing model is proposed for syntactic parsing and divided into three consequent tasks: (1)
POS tagging; (2) identifying basic chunks and (3) recognizing complex constituents until the root node is formed.
Hierarchical parsing belongs to shift-reduce based parsing models and owns their advantages, like running with less
complexity time and performing with excellent classifiers. Moreover, this paper further improves the parsing
performance by introducing the score of RHS into the production (LHS->RHS) probability model. Experiments on
Chinese Treebank2.0 with gold word segmentation show the score of RHS helps hierarchical parsing with Fl-measure
of 1.08 improvement on test sentences (less <=40) and achieves 81.2 in F1-measure.
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AESHTRBABE BN — N ERE. CHRNEREEEINEE BatERHaTIiE
B, AR NSRRI Z MK R. TEER, BEIIEIREIER
FERIRAR, ARESTTEEESRRE MR, ETSHaEai B ERNET NN %,
B, T AESERMOSIHOEMTERSR: BT PCFG FIAAMTEEFIE TR/
FHIRraZsr s, £F PCFG MAEMTERLE AR A—FFIRER, SRR
FrEERZ [ARAEHNIR), R EF AN, AVCE B 5 NG R EvE bt &~
HRPIRE, BRRFHaESITIERE, A7 S A (Collins, 1999; Chamniak, 2000). TMET#
BEVEAFERIRIAESTERY! (Ratmaparkhi, 1999; Wang 45, 2006) KHAliERI B S8 315
LFER 5, TEEANIVTRA, M7 SARYE SRR LT 30, AR 28T T — A shE251.
ETHY L5 TR SR R E R M ATME S A A — P HIRI5 A %, XA
BRI RS FIASFETYISEIM LT E, 81 &RH. SVM MRER%E.,

"BEE&WH: BRF 863 i HI(006AA01Z147); EXK HRRFEE (60673041, 60873150); EFH T g+ AE £ (20060285008,
200802850006); L7745 B R%} £ E£(BK2008160);
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AXFEMTUTIAE: AR T —ME RNk imE R R IR AR RS,
HAR LR —FETEH/PAFFIRESIEE, IR, ETBR3LFIREST
HMARZARBERD, FHELESER (LHSORHS) HRMERIFE| A RHS MHE, #—H12
RANESATHIERE. BT CTB2.0 FISERERM, TEEMSAEM T, AICH PCFG AL —F1R
= T EIROTTERRERE, X <40 BIA)T F1 {E1A%) 81.2.

2 BRalESHtER! (Hierarchical Parsing, HP)
2.1 BREGESIRAZ

AR ERANESMTEAS HAE T QAP P AE MR, HEAEDH
N E KBS HERNEN . R —MESENIIETS] A GEBWRAER T, WHSHEFF A
NEER T MR, EFEENE, B MEFIREREERN, HAF PCFG HEIH
SHEBRRSLCEHN, AVENRISHE B RS PR BMER ME.

£ BJRF_ M EERIIRET, RECHENINEFSI ), ..., an ), B T—/ATRERIBI{E
ane, TEMFREHEFS ay, ..., ay, ana ), FAER—REOERTE —MHUINES. B4
BNES RN R RN =AM A2 1AEARE(POS Tagging). ZEAH IR FI(Basic Chunking)F1E
FAAPERS(Parsing). SRELGEHETF, B HBATIEVEREMERAIGRFE—IR, BEE,
FEABATE AR REE S RAHRE S UTEKIRENRE, KhiattinEfitiath
RBTFERE AR AT 575 Ratnaparkhi (1999).

FEERRE: XK} TFiAE S=(word,, word,, ..., word,), MZEZA 4 BITRIE M EHE:,
HHIAIMEARE LR S=(wordy/posy, wordy/pos,, wordy/posy). Ik, AR HIENELAILEE R
HFRDES.

EAAYIRG: BEAAYIRNR TE A AR R EAERAIRA LA gE
FHEIN. WNEES, AN EEFARCN R FER ARG . FEARHFRFIRFER
3% Start X, Joint X 1 Other =28, He X AERMARKF|. EABHRFFFOHEHETES
YRR, 3R wordy/posy BAMEAN Start X, FF B wordy1/posmst,. . ., WOrdm/posym; FAEFFIT
4 Joint X, MAFF{wordu/posy, ..., WOrdms, posqy} BHAH A B — M4 HER X.

RRABHRG: SEFARAENE, ERASENREDE I TFE S REIAME SNH
o WERIE, SR 8T (RETRIR DL REARAR, MR RARSIAE R B
FEAPERRAFC. B HAPATSAEFE Begin X, Middle X, End X, Single X 1 Other 371
%, K X AESMATEER|. E2RESRGIRCH A TERASRN, RESMETHE
FREN Begin X, Middle X, ..., Middle X, End X, NIHESBTHFHEERN—NERAR X; IR
FBASTHHRRIEN Single X, NI T A F A 24 4R B X

AT, BE—MEE n MARERERXS RS N a, .., an ) TIBHEFS{ay, ..., 2.}
FEAHERRIET S, { am, ... 2o PRERABGRFFFLFI, { o, ..., an IR HEBRIRFARID
75,

2.2 FHEEFNZESRIE

RAESRIAIE WET4T, A SCRMAAEMTSET T — M ahiEn, RUSERIMEFFIN
RARR] . ERFAEE Pxab)RERECHIHEFFINb AR T, T— 135 a M. R
T, BEFF b B LT XEE T AEKMEE, £75 Rataparkhi(1999)f % FIRHEFRYE %
RERGER, RADHIABEFALGRAIFIR ZAPERAIEIE TR 1 MR 2 FrRiHEREIR-
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VEEERME TELI, N T REHES e, ..., an ), BETCHEREERERFESE.
ERAYRAFEEMNE HAYURGIRESE, BEI—MEE N ZEANEGES, BFA
TS={(a, D)1 <i<N}, HAF 2 AEhfERF), b AREFFEERS I LT UHMERES. REVER
T BEHRIEECH n, WEFHES TS F, FEA TSi={(a, byl <i<n} NiatEtirrEH4E,

TS;={(a;, by)in+1 <i<2*n} AEARBEHIEHIFHE, TS={(a;, b)2*n+t]<iSN}AE AR

®1 BEABRRFHIBEERHOREES

—TCHRIE (81

word (-2), word(-1), word(0), word(1), word(2),
pos (0), pos(1), pos(2)

ZICHHE (8 M)

word (-1)&word (0), word(0)&word(1), action(-2)&pos(-2), action(—l)&pos(—l),
pos (0) &word (1), word(-1)&pos(0), word(0)&pos(1l), pos(0)&pos(1)

n(n>2) TTHAE (2 1)

action(-1)&pos (-1)&word (0), action(-1)&word(-1)&pos(0)

F® 2 HZRARRHLEER IR

—JARE (18 1)

cons{i), cons(i*), cons(i*x), -2<Li<3

ZFE 84

cons(i, i+l1), cons(i*, i+l), cons(i, i+1%*), cons(i% i+l%), i=-1, 0

n(n>2) JLRFAE (6 )

cons(0, 1%, 2%), cons(0, 1, 2%), cons(0, 1%, 2), cons(0%, 1%, 2%),

cons (0, 1%, 2%, 3%), cons(O*, Ik, 2%, 3%)

1 MF 2 PR ROBR B e Lan

4R,

3 BRANESHRISGHE

LR BERERESHTR, PR P> CL...Co BIHESE IR NEI1E Begin P, Middle P, ..,

word(i): HDi#A

pos(i): &M i KIENERRIC

action(i): & i BELRHHIIRFIFFIC
cons(i): & O i LAHRMIHLE

cons(i*): HO i ERALRFIFFICHERMER], F 120, NEEERAHRAPRL
cons(i*¥): WO i E&EFIRFIIRICHARKIHF+HEP S LANRE, & 20, MHEEREIHR

HERic

End P KR RN, WXO)FTR:

5.
).

£

Paclion(cl'ncn :>P)=

n-1
P(Begin _P| contaxt(C \ )) * H P(.Middle _P| context(C ; )) * P(End _P| context(C,, ))
i=2

(Collins, 1999; Charniak, 2000) {71t PCFG M A BB BT HHEEE TR U T H 0
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B, PLESEENEERE, BEEXRDEMTEES, BRUYTTFENRTX T
TIEENE, B FHAREMBE LT XHABHETLX 2ESREXE AN LHR, L
BANE R T X 5 R R T BREH S BB R R,

2). XMF—ERAFEEEAUNEER, BTFFERNNERELANEMERZI, #it
AXFERMAE —ENEBEAE, TR TS EEEF4ERK. Fla,
VP->VV+AS+PP+NP, EANH R R BB SIE(HK KN Begin_VP. Middle_VP. Middle VP
A End NPIEEHE KK ERE, B VvPOIVVEHE)MNP, VVEIE)HEI1E
Begin_VP f1 NP f1311E End NP #BEEBAKMEE, XFEEH-EABEERRE, X
S5briEm (3hid “EE” HRERDS R ZBFSEIE NP) H1ER.

3). BXRAESTERA L RIXERIISHANEFT, BRENNMEFFIFAENTFRKE
A RES.

RER ER=ZARE, BEAFERFHENERFIFLAFE, BRERRA:
P(pw, pt)—> Cl(cw,,ct,)...C"(cw",ctn) A(2)
RO ERBRTERBRETERANOFERATHRLE A P R, BNMEH%

PR ZENE A RBEN BER, XFESETERMENEEAERES, MERES

ARMANREFENFERIEHRN, MHRFESERNENESEE, KFENESE

XEZN. Flan, EFEREMA “VVEHENP”, WEFESEHE, MAFREHEE

EH. Ak, BXECHFLEEERMERT, FERGMEISE Scoreggny RRN:

Score,y, = P(C\(cw,,ct,)..C,(cw,.ct, )| hw,ht) A3

Ho, hw Fl ht 53 5l 2<F5 0] 0 dHER ) HCam A Coda] 8 8, X AT PARR SR Lo 2 B
NTWEHRE. BREESERBEN, FHEASERZ EREEHRIHN, X&#£, ROQ)FRM
Scoresgn Al KRN

Swn%m=PKmemqycxmnmgﬂhmhozijiq@mmmNq&mxmlcgﬁmqmthth5ﬁ@)
i=1
= [T2.Clew ct) G o)

i=1

FIE, #E—P& 75 ARBES BN
P[(C,.(cw,.,ct,.)| C,._I,hw,ht) H(5)
=P (C,|C,_,,hw,ht)* Py(ct, | C,,C,, hw,ht)* P, {cw, | ct,,C,,C,, w, ht)
B RO EXBEMRG) IR ERGMHELEER, BSR4 SE
Score,, RARNA:

Score, = Score, " * Preyon(C, - C, = P)© #(6)

mAO)FR, FERANIERRBIANR: 1. FERXAMERBSE; i FEREE
BT, BRRXEANEER. A, 8o ATRREHIENNE. X, BNM9%
RS ERRAETE AP EZIR.

FEAEHERG)FH Peyv P M P B, £/ Back-off I iEREMEIER BT R 7
B, R3IHTHES KRR ERNKGEREEL. F1I, PoMEEEDS:
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e=le +(1-A Ne, +(1=14,)e,) K(7)
H i, el=Pgct] Cy, pt, iy, hw), €2= Py(cti| C;, ht), €3= Py(ct| Cy,)o Pey Fl Pes HIMEE
TEF R, SR MHEITIET 2% 3R Collins(1999).
%3 Back-off FIREEHKHRE

Back-off Level  P;(Cjl...) Pea(cty...) Palewl...)

1 ht, C;.), hw C;, ht, Ciy, hw ct;, Ci, hit, Cyp, hw
2 ht Ci, ht ct;, C;, ht

3 Ci ct;, Ci

4 ct;

4 SEREERS S
4.1 SEEARE

AL AR M KM Chinese Treebank2.0 /E NI ERL. CTB2.0 2 HEHRE S BEERE
(LDC) BARHI—AMBELE, APXEESITRE T — M AFNESREE. CTB2.0 HEHE
325 B E, &4 4186 MAT, £ 100K AARK. ERFCAEMTLRAERL S, T
Section001-270 (3485 %&A)F) 1ERILRE, Section301-325 (353 &KAIF) fENFFRE,
Section271-300 (348 A7) fERMIAE. EABRBRAESITERMEIIGEHHN, Mk
Rl Srse h SR AR AT BB R IR VER

AR SREe ¥ 8 B RO R T B AT BOME R 2 A5 . ﬁkgAEﬁ’jﬁ£§}$ﬁEE REVPIIR
EVALBIFRIFEF?, AXMEZAEARMEMIERME: RSB B RLR). IRCHEREZLP)
FIF1 E. @HERECOS) MBI N EH R (Ace.), BIENREFRFIRAF, AEH
HPRAMEARIC B ERfRIE . R, 48 Dan BikelIR Bt AR R FABES T HERT R
4 BEHT.

4.2 HRBRAEES TR

¥E 3 WATR KT X B IRAE ST R BT o Rt z£i£(6)ﬁ%j—ﬁﬁfrﬁzit§}ﬁ§
THEARF, Scoreugm NF=A A MBI HE, Paction NEFERGUHFEERNB LT, B3
RELFEE. B1EAHT o BUETEEEXIEO, 1.01% FF KEMA)VES TR R M

ME 1 ATUER: Za EATXED0, 038, F4ERAMSME Scoresyy A %ﬁﬁ&&
AT ERRMRE, BHa E>03 B, AESTHEESEITE. XZEN, Scoreim K
GAEZ DT Pocion MEEE, MH o BERE, RGE)WEFEH Scorehm RE. FFHH,
HaR0128, EFkKELREREKEOES TS FI{E, BAREM PCFG Giit#ERI1R
=7 0.56,

! The OpenNLP Maximum Entropy Package. http://maxent sourceforge.net/
2  The Evalb Program. http://nlp.cs.nyw.edwevalb/
* Randomized Parsing Evaluation Comparator. http:/www.cis. upenn.edw/~dbikel/software.htm}

— 127 —



Parsing F1

B o EE[0, 1| XEXFFREN DES TSR

R AFH T AR B IRENE S TR AR SE LR o T iEeE.
* 4 Bt HP ERNRERMDE TR (BT M)

Model <=40 words 3t 300 &E)F all sentences 3t 348 &4)F
LR(%) LP(%) Fl POS(%) LR(%) LP(%) Fl POS(%)

HP 77.62 8259  80.03  93.48 74.25 79.07 7659  92.68

Bt HP 78.41 84.09  81.15  93.56 74.65 80.28  77.36  92.81

MF 4 FOILLE S, SUERBREEMTREE—DRESVE TR, XHBE<40
HrE FIERE F1 EEE T 81.15, BEMMRERESHRIENEHEYRNET BEHMR

& (p<0.05).

4.3 HXRITIERMAELLE

R 5 MRLEMPIXRES IR LR (ETERSE)

Model <=40 words 3% 300 %A F all sentences 1t 348 %617
. LR(%) LP(%) Fl LR(%) LP(%) Fl

Bikel & Chiang(2000) 76.8 778 773 - 5

Chiang & Bikel(2002) 78.8 81.1 79.9 - -

Levy & Manning (2003)  79.2 78.4 78.8 .

Bikel (2004) 78.0 81.2 79.6 -

Jiang (2004) 80.1 82.0 81.1 - ;

Xiong et al. (2005) 78.7 80.1 79.4 - - -

Wang et al. (2006) 79.2 81.1 80.1 76.2 78.0 77.1

Charniak Parser 79.2 81.7 80.4 75.3 78.6 76.9

Berkeley Parser 71.6 80.7 79.1 75.2 78.1 76.6

HP 77.6 82.6 80.0 74.3 79.1 76.6

2 HP 78.4 84.0 81.1 74.7 80.3 77.4

HLDCKRACTBI.0 LAk, FIaEatr @k @ A1eE, HHAKFHRARIA KR
327 . Bikel#IChiang (2000)f48 7 FiA N CE)VESMHT88: 2T Collins (1999)4 A 2 fiEIC
1k, PCFGH I F1 & T TAG(Tree-Adjoining Grammar) B #TAR R, EUE K47 BELR/LP A
76.8%/77.8%. ChiangFiBikel (2002)8 4 T —Fk HEIRBEIEF LRAMHE, FIFHTEM
HFREMANBRBENERHER, BETRIFMSFitERE, LRLPA 78.8%/81.1%.
LevyFManning (2003)%F%f & W B G54 8T $5 R AT S AT Ao, R A B B Factored A,
EV 18 B9 A)E T BELR/LPA 79.2%/78.4% . Bikel (2004) 5 i S B Collins#E 7Y, 153 {4
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BELR/LPA 78.0%/81.2%. [EFE, Jiang (20044 Collins#E 4 B FF o 30, BB RIERELR/LP
A 80.1%/82.0%. XiongZ(2005)ETFHh LMARSHEE, HEXLAEBE TIHKLE, #
BRIBEAHER (NS FHENEERE THEEMHE, ZLMNHELRLPA
78.7%/80.1%. Wan®¥(2006)LI T — MRIE BB E K Ak 2, RA—MELE
B-RAFFINAESTEE, ERAUSMENEES A, FE8 7T EHILBHTRER,
BRAMMRELR/LPA 79.2%/81.1%. RRT, ITHALERDKIChamniak Parser* Berkeley Parser’
KAMANEREES, WA, &S Gl T U SR E5R RN RIE,
AR h 8 & T IEFR 2 .

5 £ERIE

TR ARE SR ERAFNEREAY —, HEROTREELMER B RS
TETHEM. ATHERN T BRAEMIER, ARG AR HRELE— 5
K, XEEABFIFLRMEERT NI IME, FOESFELNRTETBE HAF
FUAIE AR B — R, A KT 40 . FIBT, ASCHMF T B Rea sk
SRR MRS, AR (LHSORHS) MR b3 A RHS 4ME,
H—BERET RGN, EMNE 4RI, AHRBEEREERE, 67 HRAE
FRMAET, Eil, DTREARNNERRR T —SERRNE.
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