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A FnE FE 729 FA8E Ao 328 FLUo2A (&Y A & =8
AME 93 EZ) A 723 F44E fhcd JE FE AW oz, A B
A Qe TV FRE ALY F A GE UL ALV, AL GE 2 o] 4
¥ diojelol cis] B A o 84% IS FE ¥4 FH4EE 92 4 A

1. A&

FEEHS YUY B3 D TR FZE FID T
B AN Fohi: Aot 3 A sl uist
gol, o1} L HAAM & A o) Be] P 227ty
¥ 4 Atk 297) W Fo) FE EHJE= ¢ A9 A%
B T P2, 9Y B M AYY B A FE
228 228 4 Yojok Bk, F, 723 A4 HL
8 4 ook B} T ol Fe 7278 394 8
2o BAR A2 Wel ¥ AHEH R Yot AR B
¢ $AY A2 PYe B8 2YE AHLEE Aol &
B 24U ALY 723 394 AP L vg B
%A )9 SEGE 2 BaoA AL oA S8 By
o] SEge] Foln, olst go] FolA 7 g2 229 §
8% 7, M3 52 2 AW %2 g5} Y B30
e 78 AAS Ao s eA dgsioAd. olg g
& e 3 dojolA v g Lt Tz} 29X @
TR QFE A B 7|2 A7 HA6 o K=
2.

& 7z Alolg FEVE # & 5 U
AN AT FE 49 T4 ALMN F2T B
go2 ALY 5 Ao oln] FARANE AT ¥
A3t AL EAAA o1 FEE AR = ARE
ol AT} [8]. 71 Aol RS AFAEo| WA
AT 23 BAR iz}, FE 4 A FAM 1§ B
2E AHgEad e AEES dex 4[4, 5, 6, 9).
€ £8AAE o f 1] F7] BRE o83 T
o 83 FE B4/18 AgsnA g, ojst g o
3 39 7] AR B4 FE RV ANEFES F
A geje] Broln. g9 AAE 4RI
(4 1) “si71el 2Ac1E7t &537] 4o
ol#7} A
(o 1)elA, ‘q7lo)’'E BE2= ZFE F A& £
de ‘g, A, £ ‘QA47} g F,
‘o7lel’7} oW @ §A3 At viel B 72 F
ool wA¥Y. o o, olg FE F2I P
< A9 £ ‘gFsd, ‘Ao, ‘AR’ AAMF
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® 1: 715999 &

EEE | |

73 2 | 424 | £42AHjcs), BRFRA(jco), RA XA jec), A1 24 jea),

A FY 422N jem), FFF2AH(jct),

Hal A&FzAHjer), EA2A(jcj), &R 2AHjxc)

o] | dER dFolr](ecc), 34A AdAoIn](ecs), BHALY oiv](etm)

74 U | A2A | AeAZAp), TAZA(jcv), 28 B RAHxI)

A | olml || A% el5)(etn), Aol oin](ep), FHoIv](ef)

B4l AL | BAE A AN xsn), AR P AH(xsv),

& -§A 8 QA (xsm ), F-AbshA 3 AH(xsa)

3l(subcategorization) ZE2A ‘oj7]e)’7} Y& 4 &l
E B8 o 43e 4A AFY 4 sk £ =8oME
olg} T2 AP FHE TEdsid, T4ols 24
o] 7te] 7] 4 2 (head-head co-occurrence) 24 ®§
33, o8 T3 $44& M 1 FEEAM A
434 9.

£ =82 2894 30 FRE BHE AR T2 F
& 8] 283, ol& JMte g I FHo wae
Z4cl(head) st ALY 7] AHE F&3= By
& 3ZM 2% B, =8, o)& JHtozw B
TG FAHATY 71 FRE ALSEE= TR TR B
A& AT 8 2Y L8, ol Jivter 4¥ &
g ARSI =8 FEE DA B

2. o FEEHS AT TI=EY

el FE 4L AT T2 PP A2 A A2 ¥
HE A% . TFo} 715olg E 1o] A =i}
Zol A F FH2 Wrx ool b 739 ¥de o
3 e A7 Y2 AR 4 gl o] A FH
AAY 48 (1% F=z87] vigid.

o FA Y BA B4 :
TAY B 49 u%E FHAG £4&
ZR3E 71%solE0ld. olg ZE 750t ALeR
TR T F7= FH9 Fd & g 2.

TYPEI: A—B+r
A7 re T2 U BAE A8 FE V5 E
I 8z &4 FA(AUXP), 283 €o] 7458t
o. o] #3 o] gu]dtE vl #A Bl el g3
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A 3 &4l ZFEAU 7150l AEE oa| P
9. ool §3& Yo E GEH EE A8
7Fedit.

VP—NP+jp

NP—VP+etn

NP—nen+zsn

o A T BA YA :
olo] £33 J15olEL BYR HHe Wsio o
o} ¥ 74 BE To) B BAE JAHE 4
& g% 73 T BAE FAIBE 71507 A
£8 FHo] dF F72 FA9 W= Qe
< F 747} shsEe

TYPEIL: A— B+y C
71 7 7 T BAE BAY FE V)50 E
A HEE Y8 ¥4F 2 o) S d s
3 Aolv](ecc) & MAT 7150l 80l 7H53idt
T, AAlY] A o] ViR ¢k Jhdg.
o] o] 9Julsi= ul= A Bl FA Co v
9] £43 #AE YA vl ol %3}
E ez vULd 8& Aeo] 753
VP —NP+jcs VP

NP—VP+etm NP
VP—VP+tecs VP

TYPEIII: A—-Ai+7 Ax+v'..A,
Ar)H 7't ¥E T2E BUHE 4 24
S 1§y Adolsl, 222 YL YL 4
E(sp) st B} A% ¥Amaj)7} s 7
A 2 BAE BAHE J150E FoIA ¥Y ¥



Typel: NP — nen
NP - VP+eln
S — ADIJP +ef + sf

Typell : VP — NP + jeo prg
VP — NP+ jes VP
ADJP — NP + jzt paa

Type Il : NP — ng + jej ng+ jej ng

NP{Jude:F =]

2/nq+3t/jcj F3F/nq+3t/icj FE/ng+7}/jes

John-and Susan-and Jude-NOM

ADJP[difficult: o} ]

NP[pass: 4 &}

VP[pass: & 4 8}

VP[pass: ¢4 s}]

NP[exan:A] 8]

exam-ACC

S{difficult:o} g}

Al 8 /uen+ & /jco  BAH 8/ pvg+7lfetn+=/ixt o Y /paatThfel+./sf

pass-ing-NOM-TOP difficult

a9 1 AA B33 2] A FE E(EANM 2 A 49 B3 ¢ AT 2 FH9 FHAE ui¥d)

Hel FA& wro] Yol 43 A& TYPE
st €2 olof &3t FA9 288 (RHS)
£ 48 9 FAl & 4 W) d&eln. o #
3 Ydt $2 ¥Y ¥4 728 %Y, o]
o] &3t FA 22 &3 A2 A& JHed
o

VP—-VP+ecc VPteec VP

NP—NP+jcj NP+jcj NP

NP— ncn+sp nen+sp ncn

39 12 4A 3l thde], golA AFT FH
FHAER £ A% FE EYoIT.

3. S3o|7ke] F] A WS o] 2%t
Bisjo] 774

2 Aot 499 AEU HAURY 2 FAY
F40129) 7] BLE AR, o) & 0| 8T B} &
83 78 B4g AV

3.1 T I/ B

o)o] 738 (phrase)o] $4ol(head)s 2 FEL UE
g 4 QA& dojoln} [7]. oAl 2, 7Y FHoe
3 FEAA JHE 38F dolEln ¥ 4 U A8 E
o}, WAl A(NP) 9} 24 78 34 BAHnoun)7t

g A°)e, FAFA(VP)Y 344= F2 A1 7
A9 34047 9 Aol

39 2% 9T &8 A 723 FYRE RAF
It YA BF ¢ Dol I A FA
& onl¥i. BAF2 NP9 F4ele ‘@0, ¥
AL2A VPy 39 S4oE ‘443t 29, & Ed
(A)olA, VPo 38l $491E VP39 F4ois S8t
o} ole, & 74 ‘VPy3— NPyt jco VP13’ 9
g Z47 739 RHS=2e LHS= 2AgH7] &
ojth. F4olof 2= ol BRI 22 FA4
Lol £&0] HE H3 & ANREE 31A

3¢ 2004 8] (A)9 Z%, 7+ NP, & VP 374
ZY3t] 72 VPo3 & 84%. ol 22 32 A%
S BNE EAo AP 24 ‘UFsHALE L+ A
o} ¥, 8] (B)g] A9l 73 NPy & VP4
o AP 2 RE, BHo ‘Al P9 £ ‘&L 2
& ¢ AT U2 ‘AP0l Bl ‘&3t
el gl ‘AN R 4497 o & &
o o|s} o] T 729 Fode) AL #, o T of
22 AH9 24e 2 3 E E2rh o AT A
€ ¢ F At F, o¥9 2§ (‘A1¥L, ‘@) B
o= (‘A1 ‘BF3) 7 A AA T 2ol 2R o)
T ARG ALLEe] B EAVIE & 29 (A)7H(B)
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VPo4graduate]

VPoa(pass)

/\ VPha[pass]

NPosfexam] NP, 2 John]
AN

o olAlEg 1 EOl 2 HASY 3 AR £ Uch s 0 o MES
examination-ACC ~ John-NOM  pass-COMP graduate examination-ACC

A

VPoagraduate]

VP 4[graduate)
VP 3pass]

NPo.ifexam] NP!$
A

Zol 2 BAHSIH 3 ZYUY $ AUch 4
John-NOM  pass-COMP graduate

®

g 2: oA B3l A F A A58 FE =; £EHAd 29 RAL 4B B E 5] AE Aelg.

B o AFN Z39dE A9 4 A 2. o8 T2
AT A3 2l AT AZAY A7} TEHE &
dof AEolY YT H F R FAIY Ao} E =&
oA ojg} L ol 2L SIS TV Fuy
I . ol & FY AA 8 Zl&s B, 34T 3]
FRE 3o 3E 4o (modifier-head) g 7Y & ¢
Z4ol(modifiee-head), T3, F F4 e FHF
[Ae AR BREAN 28Ad. F, (modifier-head,
syntactic-relationship, modifiee-head) o] ¥l &
A =i, 39 2004 28 (A)9] BoAE FHATY
71 ARE (‘A1Y, B, ‘gF3) e Fed= 28
g =+ 9.

B =E8oA AMESs FE YL 28 AFE 9t
s} o] A7tA} Felgd ATD Y& A . ol
& AR Yoo FA L AMEET] B 2 A
o) wel, F3 e FAole 1 73 el L= F
Aoizte] 7] ARE AFon AE 4 k. E 2&
Zt 3 9] Yo} wie} F407 He FEF 40T
371 38 B398z ik 72 A9 By Ale =
s, TYPE 19 ¥ 738 B $4 &
A7t 72 A9 A7 EHA, o8 & P o] FYAME
F40i2re] F7] BRI B A gt ol TYPEI
9] #3l& o} FA AR BAE PAF= Aol o &
2 3 A EHA POl £49 wNE H93
7] B &o|tt. TYPE Il #3 9] B S 74 Co 54
o7t 78 Ae] 24017t € ool (B, v, Ch) ot
ZE ALY 37 AEsh HAD. o& 4 B
st 240 Chrl 893 B4 yof SsiA 2HFE 9]
. TYPE 119 #3& 3] RHS F7 ol49]

FAo] EAYGE A Ay TYPE 19 w3
ALse. 2871 d&ell, TYPE 1119 #F3]oA &= i)
ol 4ke] ZAite) T2 3RO} ¥AY 4= vk TYPE
19} YN 347t g 732 RHS ) 718 28
Z 34N A, 50, RHS9 UsA n-1719 F+EE
#F A, 723 7] BES 2AEA B X 3& 2
g Lol 3 M 78 733 olof sjZ3te +29
Z40], T2z F40Ie] 37] FRE RAFD .

3.2 FHeiTte] F7] FRE ]8T HEH
2 89 24d

2 AT 724 34 929 45 AN 9
so] ALY B7] ARG YW 4 A= FBY 7
2 24 2y 2snA B,

S8, P(WP,T)& 8% Wist a0 d28s 78
=3 Te w48 Sgoladz ¢ o, 23 &8 P(WP):=
P(W}) = Trepwp PP, T)st Zel AQsiol
4 Uk 7N, P(WP)E 228 Wil 9T s
RE FE =29 yYolth. TE EH BE 2UL
PWP,T)%& Ad8A e 78 28 TE gon
W FE B4 24E 428 4+ Ak R DY
483 2UL 94T 88 78 74(PCFG) & AH88
£ ol o37IM TE Ego} RERe 1 FE =g
YRHE LE T 749 BERY FouM ZYAT
%, g3 g Hog WY 4 gk

PWE,T) = [[ P(rule). (D

ruleeT
4} 19 713 7124 g8 292 $4, 3¢ &9 A

BE 39 204 Frde =z $3HAE F
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E 2 2 749 3d B2t 340 733 40129 37 3w

29 By [ 340 72 | 3429 371 32
TYPEI A—B+r B -
TYPEII A—B+y C C (B*,y,Ch)
TYPEII A—A; 44 Ay+v' - A, An (Ah,4', AR)

(Alzl’ v, AZ)

(4n_1,7 AR)

4. St 44 A7 AReHE B3] FE #4 Al
FE 749 #% 89 3us} 72A 294 8o 3
H5& TPA)E o B 7148 ¢ 5 92€ olvl
20 % U [2). 3¢ 29 Fue WD &8 vd
& e g sdoe BV 4 Aok

Py, T)= [] P(rulelu,t,) (2)
ruleeT

[ P(A—B+1lt,t,)
if rule € Type 1
_ [ | P Clut)
ruleeT if rule € Type I

P(A— A1+ Az+9'---Adltisty)
if rule € Type III

\

AN, 413} t. & FE A7} AR EE 23 E4e 2
3 L 8F9 FAL AR Ak olA, o)} F B
RAERE Z4009) 3] FRE XYL S AEH R
9& 38 e g B 34, Y B AP FE
EfE FE 7Y 2T o}, 2 & E e
A GAEE ZP0Y 37 AnEA B3HE 4 gida
At ORA =5, 78 B9 HEYE 1 7R EF
A DR 4 32 GERTN £, 2 FE =2 Y
A GREE T4 7] AR s Fov X
¥E 4 A& Aol 73 ¥ ‘A->B+y C'oAM ¢
Ao 34 F7) FHo} AP 8 FoEE 2
A 88 P(B*y,Ch) e 8N 338 4 sled, o
ch3} o} 33 Y.

F(B*,~,C"

P(thvch) = F(‘)’ Ch) 9

AFA, F(-) & tam 2o gasH W48 o)
B o)s) AE FAoiTte ) AnE 2 ¥
A %8 2Ye e 2.

P(WI,T) = (3)
[ P(A—B+ritt,)
if rule € Type 1

P(A—B+7y Clu,ty)- P(B"|y,C*)
II if rule € Type 11

rule€T
n—-1

P(A— A1+ -+ Anlti, t,) - HP(A?|~,',A:',)
i=1

if rule € Type II1

\

44 3& o839 2 1o YV FE =2} FEUHLE
tes gol 7E 4 k.

P(W,T)= P(S—ADJP+ef+sflbos,eos)
-P(ADJP— NP+jzt paalbos,ef)
-P(%Ajet, 17)
-P(NP—VP+etnlbos, jzt)

-P(VP— NP+jcs VPlbos,etn)
-P(FE|jes, 44 3)

‘P(NP-—nq+jcj nq+jcj nglbos, jes)
P(&ljcj, ®E) - P($38]jcj, =)
-P(VP— NP+jco pugljes,etn)
-P(A¥|jco, 24 3)
-P(NP—necnljes, jeo)

Yhost= Z3te) Al &g S ulslul, eost B e Z& o ujtich.

—336—




3 1Y 19 FE =N U4 s
FA & Bzt TABIAL

T8 A% ool Mz FA% B2 AR, 7 FHe] FyA HE

T3 24 | 73 401 | B4V 77 AR
Typel | NP—ncn ‘Alg’
NP—VP+etn ‘g3
S—ADJIP+ef+sf ‘g’
Type Il | VP NP+jco pvg ‘@A | (‘AR jeo, ‘BAFH)
VP—NP+jcs VP ‘[A8 | (‘R jcs, ‘G
ADJP— NP+jzt paa O3’ | (‘BAF, jxt, ‘1R’)
Type lll | NP—ng+jcj ng+jej nq | ‘%=’ | (‘@ i, ‘L)
(&2, joj, ‘FE")

4. <ml AF gl g

B =24 9% =& 49 Sun Ultral (Ultra-
SPARC 167MHz)oAM $450t}. 14 aHAL 4
F 78 =8 ¢ 732 30,0002%3(796,4498 e &) 0.8 F
A=l glon g E3e] Aol B 25.6719) Yl
2 7450 it 4 I AE tig I Ao Wiy
o g3eoz, ¥ 1,000 2322 4=, 37
253719 S84 FEENY. ¢ AW AEREH &
2% FE 739 A$E 2,6147010 F¢ B2ef Fuyt
2] 23 3T 2R 79 ASE oF 36,6007) 3
ol £%, 224,883719 AR B8 T4 B
A7 g IHARRE SEHAY. FE 7Y &
843 2401209 7] A8 FEUL FEHE d:
MLE(Maximum Likelihood Estimation) ] A}
453G, Y FRE AV A& &Y 743 gEL A
B ¥&(data sparseness) 0.2 Q189 A3 Gy &
ol olg k. & =81ME back-off [10]& o] &3}l o}
<3 Zo] B ARE AYZ A 2F FAA AT
@3}(smoothing) 24 & $H&HU}.

If F(A—a,tt,) > K

5 F(A ,
P(A—a|t,t,) = ZJ——LF(;G—:'.’,LM)

Else If 0 < F(A—a,t,t,) < K

: _ F(A—a,t; b,
P(A—a|t,t,) =d. x Wﬁ

Else
P(A—a |t t,) =
Qg x (A1 - P(A—a |ty )
+A1 - P(A—a|_t,)+ A - P(A—a))

71 BRE AHARE F4H ] ofFof 334
ok & detelelg] A7) g B 22jEe, ¢ o
olelel A} LAEA & F7] RO A3 @A H2,
ZAAA o2 dojg EFow AW A% EAo) ¥3}
A D B AFAME FHole BRE 22 oiHig F
A} BB (part-of-speech) & X8z, o3 A} vz
g Bl A FRE ol &3}l FunE Y.
$7) A8 Bhe o3 Ay Bho EA A8 Bho 29
(B/BM = 298} tee 2] Fne) HE o
B 322 el

If F(BY/B,v,CL/CE) > K
B¢ ph by . F(By /Bt 1.Ch/CH)
s = —“L_._l_l#_‘_
POB . C%) = =opGtticts
Else If 0< F(B:/BF y,Ch/CH < K
p(Bhy, Ch) = P(Bu[B{y.ColCP)
P(B*, %) = de x 550 R ety
Else If F(B},v,Cy/Ct)+ F(BL/B},v,Ct) >0
-~ h, ,C" A
P(B™y,C*) = Q- (M - BEELTulED)
F(BY/B} 7.C8),
e SEETE )
Else
P(B"y,C*) = Q.- EREZED
(.C¢)

T 49 38l g3 P71k PARSEVAL {3]
B} J71&& AHEEeh

E 4t 4 48 2o AP 42 AHE AXEz 9
o 39 2 FEE AT AY 29E S8 290 v
ol $2 H5E INYL B & . 37w
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E 4 ofv] AP} Jo) Y ZF w3 LP = $AY 7 o837 FAY HUE AN FA) AT BHEL
ol3e], LR & FUA% 72 o1&3 $9Y 448 AANE TA) AT AV &L oo

e rd 4 28 4] 3&
F4 1 | AHEslE 2Y | AHEEE By
Lin LP 78.42 87.92 96.29
ZAHA LR 76.09 87.23 95.53
A8 LP 78.12 83.25 84.46
AP LR 75.97 82.86 83.85

AHET AR 23 Z 4, G4 dolee] QM= 258
Y PAE Bolt o v, 49 deojeel did: o
1% 3= BATE oz Ut} ol o FRE 2
2 AHE37) W el A HE dolg £5 2A7
QA AHgstE o Hs gast wye] oA go] 7
3] B3y oz AN}, ol A2 4 2
AR §8 299 gl Be s F
S¥E Y F AR, Y& doletd] AVE T
7le Ad =Y A&z Y olof ¥ Ao},

5. &

# =8N E B30 T E4) FHIZ9 371 R
8 M-St M2 ¥ e 77 #4718 &34 2
A AT visk Lol ol FRE F23 TS Ha
oA v T2T FR2A 8T 5 i & £EAA A}
&3 72 AL AD e FE FH& AU gL
7} &l 2t F3vlc} 749 T4l 37 FLE AT
28 BoY 4 AU 7] BEE (4, FEAB
A, 340)9 A 1A 748 248 FA=H Jlon o
£49 39T Y JE FRE QU PP ®
3 2222 & 7300 T4 Fr2A 4 X
2 29z A3 7] Wil 43 dojgt R &
A7t BEE 5 Qow oo w2E NFT sevlE 3
B3} 3ejo] F¥solop & Aol
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