SRR CED: 10285
s

5 M x5

SOOCHOW UNIVERSITY

1] =X VA7 '8

(2 AREEA)

E TR E RIS AiES 4

TreeCRF-based High-Order Syntactic Parsing

MREM A KT
wESHInEZ FIELE

e A i HTENHZESHER
xR 7 M BAES AIE

Bt & & HTENHZESEARFR
LR A A 2021 % 6 H







TR RFF 0L I 614 A5 AR

FANREFEY: FriRZKZEMRCRANERMREST, ML
RATHE A TAEBTR IR . BROCH B2 5 A A, &8s
AEHMANMANBREECLRRRBEGTE T AR, AT HREH
MHARFERILE H B EOLEF T R AR XA ST SR
HERFTERE N AN, HEESF AR T R SAKEE
7 B IR R T AE

WIAEE R4 %‘Pﬂ T g o o8







TN K EFF AR 3 fE AR A A RR

AR T MK T U RAERIE 2R S B
B SRS AERUR RIS . K2R S TSRS B AR 4
TSI A — B, M KA BB o EALRHSE SO
R AL B ERIEHR S BT (4757 SR T M)
HESEARNIT ORSR) T2 A 2 RS A BRI A T
SR, RYEBICHERAMEE, TR, FORLMEHTR
RERNCHZEALRC, T LUK 2RI 32 R4 I AT 23
BESHTRE.
B0
LR & AmREEERASE.
e v

e L T s

S & A ESE B o 20268







FET I S RERLI Y i A S

ET o 4N SH RiEa
wm =

BE AT S5 2 ) FRR P B p R A —. Hdr, MRS E A
BT S ) — A% O L. SR, TO IR 21 28 W 45 7 30 J TR B 2 ST B AT 7 9%
RN BT 4 R A A e A TARER AR A, RRR A TROE AL
(TreeCRF) HEWTH) = ARE. FEASCH, FRATHE I KF TreeCRF I B HAF A VE R
AJEIE A E B ANE ST 55, A T ok TreeCRF IR i), G S ARA 24t
AR SRS, HINET B 3ok 0 a4 Outside 53k, H i)
ERORWT AL, RS2k B An o Y mlaE A s — A, A1k
—AE—Br TreeCRF (W 5LAl FoR A TP #h . Wil TreeCRF #2357 HIEK
HRIE, AN, FRATEYE A BT P2 3778 43 HE iy 0 30 (L B B8 v R A W A T )
TreeCRF J5yk, MG T TR,

HART R, AR SO N A0S = AT -

(1) FT TreeCRF 1 = WAL M 7 VA

AR SCHE HRF TreeCRF J7¥A N I B EMAF Ak a2 h, kP4l 77—
B TreeCRF 194" f&. T2 TreeCRF fLA1 1 E #AET Inside-Outside 5835, J
HoJ2 Outside FHYRWITE. S TROLXAS TR, —J5 T, FATHEH X Inside SR #HA T4
wA, AIFIH GPU HATITHRRE IR, REEVER S O) BEALE] T 0(n?).
F—I7 N, FATEEE RS 411 Outside S TS 80 S 248 UEy, BT TAK
R, UGB R R A IR E T 500 A 400 A EERD. FRATTHE 13 MEFHY
27 NEHRAR b AT TSy, S5 R R T TreeCRF S [ @A I A R

(2) FT TreeCRF 1l i A3k 0 M 7 vk

ASSCHR RS R T TreeCRF B 280 AIvE AT b N T IR ), FRATTV
TAIRAFAR AL T —Z S AL BORT B L RE R NG, e oh, FRATHR H— AR AP
Wy BEAT s, AR — B B A LL 25 A Y, (HR EEnEsl. A1 E% TIK
FEAPERIR R B TN S0, 32 XU ST DL AL G T 0T ik, R BAERL
] LSTM Ztith i o5 | A1 40 Dropout 1) SREBE Ui w] DAMRORER THERTIR VERE. 3

I



FES TR 2 EREDLIA (1455 B A0k A
SRR SE L SEIR g R R, AR SR B T A TR, OF
H—Br A — BB B s B Ak 2 7 1,092 A1 598 4430, A TREAAE (/i) BERT
ZJEiBE] T A R R SR

(3) T8 3 HEWT I = RURIE S AT vk

N T RO ERTY TreeCRF J7 ¥R S AR LY AL, AR SCHR Y AEARA T A TA AN
T RRE AT AT P32 0 HEWT BT 5. AHEL T =B TreeCRF J734, 487>
HEWPRFSVATE GPU _ERYIZAEI O(n®) BEARE] T O(n), RORFETH TR, FE
SRR B SR AR RN, FRATIY AR 3 W T YRAE I B A
TR, GKF] TR R TreeCRF B84 T] LB 7K, 5 I R I FEAR A ) YA FIL
o A LA o AR 2 1 1,126 AQERERIAT 905 AIEERD , KIGEEHE TR BT
B TreeCRF. t4h, (/] BERT Z )5, FATHYAE R IR S5 Rk 2 sl 1
AW RAELR.

Zi b, BAHEMAFANS S AR AP AR AT 55 B4R Y ] TreeCRF DA K —
"B TreeCRF #i, W&FTE T ARAD AT aRBITERE. A TR R LA S 17 4 %
SFMEEBIA, f# T TreeCRF BIRERAE. ASCRFEILARTE 1A AT IR0
PRS2 . FAT A AL VAR DR R BT A L ) PERE A TR BF, KRR 1 sk S22

REgiE: FREOMT, WATRRES T, WO, MESROERENL , AT

e EHk F
fRPE: ZEIEAE

II



TreeCRF-based High-Order Syntactic Parsing Abstract

TreeCRF-based High-Order Syntactic Parsing

Abstract

Syntactic parsing is one of the most important intermediate processes in sentence com-
prehension, and probability estimation has always been a core problem in the parsing field.
However, in either deep learning (DL) era or pre-DL era, there exist very few works based
on global probabilistic modeling, mainly due to the high complexity of tree-structure CRF
(TreeCRF) inference. This thesis proposes to apply TreeCRF to both dependency parsing
and constituency parsing. The key idea to solve the inefficiency issue is to batchify the in-
ference algorithm for tree structures, and meanwhile avoid the complex Outside algorithm
via back-propagation. Currently, parsing models are greatly simplified, and it’s a trend to
adopt local loss for syntactic parsing. In contrast, we propose a high-order extension to first-
order models. While high-order modeling further increases the algorithm complexity, we
also try to apply mean field variational inference (MFVI) as an alternative to exact inference

of TreeCRF method, which greatly improves the parsing efficiency.
Specifically, the main research content of this thesis includes three parts:
(1) TreeCRF-based high-order dependency parsing.

This thesis proposes to apply TreeCRF-based method to neural dependency parsing, and
further presents a second-order extension. The main bottleneck leading to the inefficiency
of TreeCRF lies in the Inside-Outside algorithm, especially the calculation of the Outside
pass. To overcome this, we propose to batchify the Inside algorithm, and reduce the time
complexity from O(n’) to O(n?) by utilizing the power of GPU parallel computation. In
addition, we replace the complex Outside algorithm with back-propagation equipped with
auto-differentiation, which significantly improves the efficiency and speeds up the model to
400 sentences/s. We conduct extensive experiments on 27 datasets in 13 languages, and the

results reveal the effectiveness of TreeCRF and high-order modeling.
(2) TreeCRF-based high-order constituency parsing.

This thesis proposes to apply high-order TreeCRF to constituency parsing. To solve the
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Abstract TreeCRF-based High-Order Syntactic Parsing

efficiency issue, we apply batchification techniques and back-propagation consistent with
the dependency model to accelerate. Moreover, we propose a simple two-stage parsing ap-
proach, which has comparable results with previous one-stage methods, but is more efficient.
We also refer to the model architecture and parameter settings of dependency models, and
propose to replace the traditional scoring method with a biaffine scoring mechanism. We
find that the parsing performance can be largely improved via better encoder settings like
Dropout configuration, leading to similar results with current state-of-the-art Transformer en-
coder. Experimental results on three Chinese and English benchmark datasets show that our
proposed models significantly surpass existing methods. In terms of parsing speed, our first-
order and second-order models can parse over 1,092/598 sentences/s. After using BERT, our

models achieve new state-of-the-art performance on all datasets.
(3) Efficient syntactic parsing based on variational inference.

In order to deal with the high complexity of the TreeCRF method for exact inference, this
thesis proposes to introduce an approximate method based on mean field variational inference
for dependency and constituency parsing. Compared with high-order TreeCRF, variational
inference reduces the time complexity on GPU from O(n?) to O(n), improving the model
efficiency greatly. Experimental results on five Chinese and English datasets show that our
second-order variational inference method significantly outperforms the first-order model,
and achieves comparable results with second-order TreeCRF models. Meanwhile, our mod-
els can parse over 1,126 and 905 sentences/s on dependency parsing and constituency pars-
ing respectively, greatly surpassing the exact inference of second-order TreeCRF methods .
Moreover, after using BERT, our variational inference method achieves or approaches the

performance of current state-of-the-art models.

In summary, this thesis proposes to apply TreeCRF and further presents a second-order
extension for both neural dependency and constituency parsing, achieving the current state-
of-the-art performance. To tackle the inefficiency issue, we apply batchification techniques
and back-propagation to reduce the algorithm complexity. This thesis also studies the impact
of approximate methods like variational inference on parsing efficiency. We find it greatly

improves the parsing speed while has a similar performance to exact high-order modeling.
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(a) RIS RIERS (b) BREFBHELTXAWAEZX K AER

B 1-2 S aEme sl Bt X B2

A 1 e TRMERIRAE N4 (Penn Treebank, PTB) Y% 1, DAL 5
AR EIE, HETHAFANE TR ARIGE T T2, Hp it i B ARE S 25 21
(Conference on Computational Natural Language Learning, CONLL) %4722 4E 41 %K AT
FEAT S5 KA T PRIAE ST, JUH R4 R MITIE KA (Universal Dependencies, UD)
(Nivre 500 T H BAG R 205 5 VRN L FE, JORHES) TIKAEAE A DT R I#E2E. |
TR BB A, AR AR — B8 2 i AR 2 HA AR 55
BIANHLES R (Zhang 5514, K R AHEL (Song 45P)), ZLILIZHE (Zhang 451°T) 4545

JE AR N B e T — N SRR AR S5 AL . A 1-2, AR AN 45 SR A
I REEANA, AR s S KB (Constituents) , 411 VP35, IEx(HIL, 457E—
A n NMFEABR AT 2 = wi,.ow,, WK 12878, — B AVAR ] AR R
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B, XBERRATRE R L e Lo AR, T OTERCRAR R, FATRRE R L
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BRI AFAT, ABIE AT SR BRAli T AR T — RS HA A 55 BRI IiA,
4T UCCA 5 SLAMHF (Jiang 611). 42544 UL (Fu 2515 44,

HAET, $HXESI TS, C8A KEMANESIERE S, 20 R i
TR PRI, ARETHRABM I BT RN RSESE. K, BT Rk
S PR AT RE R AAR A TIT 43, SR JE e —BROME = AR it et B RS
— W D R R RS R AN AR B A AN, BROR T A TR A . 5
MBITVEAHEL, BT EM AR/ BT E RN RS, B EMEERHE, WAk
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R RE T T IE.



FT I AR L I S Rk A i Gl W

PG RIVE S A 7 A U T B RO B9 N A A i A AL, | T e = %)
AT BN SCRRRARE ), ARG EAEA T TE IR . R TRIPESERAE,
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11 KEFAESTHREENERESIT, 889 FRFRER

#Train #Dev #Test | #labels

PTB 39,832 1,700 2,416 45
CoNLL09 22,071 1,762 2,556 41
NLPCC19 29,991 4,098 8,295 22

RS, — A1 B RO 2 22 ORI AHE R SRk, D e =y P, ATkl T
P AL 235 35 25 40 4 Wr (Mean Field Variational Inference, MFVI) J5 0
By TreeCRE. FlH At R FEAE AR A0 M b )2 I I (AE T 35, BN 15 1L 1
(Smith 2 11°T) HIXH 53 (Martins 25070, AHE, MEVIFRCRTR, WCSCEHR, JIf
FLIE T AR B B 450 (Wang S80S0, g4k, MEFVI RS 7 (8 A5 2R 54 R
AR, ERE T TreeCRF AYOLHE. FATIERARREAMS AR B P An e = b 23 st
T RIS [ IR 7 I DA S AR 2y HE Tk REARE . 45192 MFVIAEA I A = B TreeCRF
BRI RERY [RIIN), 2B 4RTT T A VAR AL ) b

1.2 FUR&EMTMIsER

b, XFTUAFAE AT, FOTTE 13 MEFHY 27 DEIREE 3T T2 atr,
FWA) T Z B . SRR AR A (Chen £E14) B2 (Penn
Treebank, PTB) F1H1 32 %) CoNLLO09 ¥## (Haji¢ 2: 0. FA138 % T /AFF T NLPCC19
i U AR A AT AE 55 0 v SO 4R (Peng 45 020T), o — 30608 T DU Y 45U N =
B RN, RATEZEATF T A Train/Dev/Test 4f 1] TH KK
Bn g, X LEER I — MR 2 KER /) 18R 2 T BT FE 828 2T 1Y Ry B AR A 2
. 2 11500 TR SGTHE R, &5, B0 Ji 551 fl Zhang %0 AT
Universal Dependencies (UD) v2.2 il v2.3 (T 7528, AR T Zeman 2:122) fifi
Y 300 42185 il ghim &, R CharLSTM FoRfE N A. X T UD2.2, Hy
THNT AR P LA, FATTAT CONLLIS AT:45—#F (Zeman 261220 {fiJf] T &304, If
HEBMER T AT T2 BRS04 8. X UD2.3, AT Zhang 01 1
B, BAVIE I EERAE T IR .
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PitE, BI PTB Al CTBS5.1, J2Ayksrtiat Ko buag o F B PN B 4. RATEAG T 1%

4



FET I S RERLI Y i A Ll W17

R 12 WMOAWESWBEENHESR T S AFHREE. 3T “Hlabels”, HMNIIH TR
PIF1 CNF 33 R RIFREHL.

#labels
original CNF

#Train #Dev  #Test

PTB 39,832 1,700 2,416 26 138
CTB5.1 18,104 352 348 26 162
CTB7 46,572 2,079 2,796 28 265

i) Train/Dev/Test $dfi 7). % [EF] CTBS.1 f) Dev/Test # KA K2 350 4], JT75
FIHMARE —BILE R, RATEET KA CTBT Zfs AT 75850, AH 2 B 25
WEZH TETIEW. & 12900 TH AR SRR, Hd UD g2,
R AR——F12%. FTPAE F| CNF #4hg | A TARZ i KPR, HdRia (ke
75%) HRUE T IELE AR AT Sl .
VRO RS, XTI ARE T, FRATTEEH TOAR %/ A AR5 FI 3 4E  (Unlabeled/Labeled
Attachment Score, UAS/LAS) 1B/ EZHITEMFahr, Hh UAS 353k IER R 1% 5
TR, LAS WikE—20 0 BRI B Sk IE R Y [R5 E AR IE . PR, PTB
TRV B 2 s 6T RARTE ) NLPCCL9 %t , FRATTRT T B T M A
BEREZWE T A ER S AR . AR T Dan Bikel B FEVLAET P HL AL AR K 2
(RRTE 3 ot

XFT BT AE AT, et 2 G, FRATR AR CNF WA n-ary W 34T
A X BUR AR S — G AR, B TR SRR ORI 2, T Y 4
f£ CNF W] e U SR 2 A GEn Az PAE 12801, BB fekm it VPss —
PP3; NPys, Hr VP Il PP* @ AMEN). & n-ary J5P SRR, RATEHBEZM T
N fT Z BIRARR AT PPOA ST, WURMEGD ARG n— @ A, 45 RA
RERE 2D, X EIRATE RN SR AR, FRA TR T A i i X R i) HEf
2. G F E (PR/F,) fERIEMEAR, HH EVALB TRUBSEEA. FE5lH,
— AN VP35 BTN X Han e B T IERA T, A & IRk

'https://nlp.cs.nyu.edu/evalb

2T RS AT AR SEEAMATT B VP IRIAS, A T LRALR T, S LAY 1) 2% {-NONE-}
20 DCHRAE FIAL BRI BERE B 75 20 PR RO A iR S5 i X (JEiE ALE {TOP, S1}, whirHljdasy
FEE) WG T 5 30 BE—28fitn {o, <, 7, L, 7, VIR ESRR AU X S b 2 T AR SOhR RS R R
IR 4) —L87ER R AP RbR%E, Hlin {ADVP, PRT}, #l k250,
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1.3 #HXI1E

1.3.1 ARE 8 H9H

H AT HAFAE 2 B PR 2 30500 il B T O AR T8 vk, 2T
PeIiy 5 i B e — A ) 5 4 I R — B (G0 ) BRI, B THeRi i ik
REAER IR A — DR AR A S P 8, RSB E&T ).

McDonald 4121 9 Je 4 7 BT BRI YNGR 53 U142 s R A 36T 2h AR 1
Eisner B M A 0] 56 45 WP S 3) AE RIBGER, 285 H Max Margin J5 ¥A R 11 25
J5i3k McDonald 424 5175 440 2 T AEBGEMRRIT ik, 81/ 7 ChuLiuw/Edmods 55
¥ (Chu 55250 B8] /- (H i = . i T2 S RIS S B 2 B, BT W7
VEAEZE AT o0 N BEAR SR R Pk S VAR i, o s 13 B ) S0 AR AR B TA A A ) 5 45
FESESE (B —BrEAL) , AR R S (8 BT I 2B . 5 R AR 4 it
BTEMSE AR, B . tHAL. SRR T A MR A E G | ARIAT 7
HT I, AR H T — K58 P (McDonald %11, Carreras®!) . =i (Koo 45 [*7))
B FEAEMRAF AR EAR 2] T Al WA HERR A4 T AR I — B D7 V8 5 R i Eisner
A MST VAR BATHGE ARSI, SRR — B A R i — R 2 ah &
e/ DU XU (Minimum Bayesian Risk, MBR ) fi#f5 (Smith 228, (15— 2
McDonald 4511 % 3 B 4% 5 AT /& NP-hard [F)/8, JoyEB A B I B A K 45
TR BT, BT B R S B AR T4 AT

TR BN BER T AER A B R — D U5 ay . —
MR RG— M — AR AL — AN BAIN AL, 23 B A58 20 f R 1) 7 51) A Ak 3L )
W, BERGE LT —RINSEIIT AR G TSEERE, R
FG ], 53— AR E B, LIRS RS Arc-standard Fl Arc-eager &%, JR45
WE TR I ER N T R H 20 D AR R B D PN 1, X 0] RE 2 R 1%
#% (error propagation) 4|, )53k Zhang %£%°), Huang £ B0 5| A T 4 il 405 1%,
HAEMRID I R H AR R (beam search) , WBAEFETF THEMZ, IXFNFNEE T B
ITHIPERE.

BB AT, S T2 M 28 gDt T SOt ae b, A RER
TAEZR TR R 4R, Chen % U p iR st 2 M 45 5| A B H T HBH
JEH, Kiperwasser 401, Wang 4602 75 JF I AL 5 | AT L] LSTM 4,
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ETRIEMARHLIZ B S i W 1
Li 030 Mgy Transformer FITARAFAIE A ATIAL, ARAFAIVE TIOR3 T
RIER. HHr, Dozat %PV FE 3 S22 ] LSTM #ehda iy &mli B, RA TR RAET
SR YIZRE AR, EUCKF PTB 1 LAS PEREHEDES T 94.08. X LURIH R T A
HA)— B BT R AR, R TR 0 A U, o Ma S5PY 2 g T
R TAEZ —, MITAFRNE MR RSE, 2/l Seq2Seq HEZEZS A Pointer
Network, K% T FIE T EIBIAH TR RE.

UEIATFURAT BF 53 3 AR 2R A5 G0 A 5 A A2 S0 R0 10 i RS AR 17 P 80 o 2 190 4%
Hi. Zhang %Y 522 T HE— Y Biaffine Parser 4544 k2] IMEA. M ITTEL BT AL
i b BT RSk B 2 . 42 JR) Max Margin $3 28 Fll TreeCRF 5 2K (1P RE. fbfi] 2
HH 42 R 1) TreeCRF 525 & L ZLRY i+ Max Margin 125, I BXTREZH0EF
T, GRSk T BARA LSRR B LAS 4271, M1 RIASs k=T, Rl
TreeCRF, M ARHIARTF T /0] FHRICEMHERR, X5 TRATHE AT

Falenska %5:0°1 MR H 7 —ANEMRAFA)E LAY TAE. 38 8% Kiperwasser
SUU W — W BT B EY R Ry, A2 2 S5 TR SO
LSTM Zifigsfilifie. Mfi18H4z 3 J2 LSTM IFE i, k, j 7 B0 % o) SR A 4R 5 oh 1
BT 4, H R T Max Margin JI| 2545 <l By Eisner #5355 %% (McDonald % 113]). J
TABGTART AT R AT, ARSI 2 /1, AR LSTM 248
A DA R B RS I S5 A4k R 3¢ EFRATA TR, IR T—A- 3 5Re
B, I HARS] T T TR AR g 0 UAS/LAS $27F. Fe i, Fefldk
T TIRAR 0T, R A m 15 5 T AT B /) vasedy, Rt 55X ) LSTM 4
s 2 AN

Ji IS ATE 4515, IFAE Biaffine Parser (Dozat 55£1°1) |- i [l i1 2
2ok Ba XA AT T2 2 EERZ S M4 (Graph Attention Network, GAT)
(Velickovi¢ %8000y fER2H L, AFJ2 GAT (WA w42 R AR Fm 1 A B = AR 0T
MR, B ZUGER, AT R R 2 2 Bk S (R AN BRI T 7 4
JauEdE. NZRmH A ATEAE T IR Ia i Sk e B ZRii k. 5 XY, FefTrg TAER By
4= JR)i1) TreeCRF 4 26 @ AHFF 5 73 {51 A2 T Biaffine Parser.




B G FETRIY 4L BN TR B v A
1.3.2 Ao ko4

JI 53 ) 43 A B A 7 B ) A R B R S A 22 B SC TG K S (Probabilistic
Context-Free Grammars, PCFGs) . PCFGs 5 — £ /a) A iR 2208 -~ g r- A =X
A = BiB;...B, WERZ M, Hh A UL sl i, B AUR—A L im/A: L i 4
M HFRE KA ZAMEE. CollinsB7) 5 BT B S K BRI (head-finding rules)
TR AEL I A A BIATNCALPRICISE] Aw), R BRSO SOER N T
THCACRIRRA B R 3CTE %30k (Lexicalized PCFGs) . X HEZl T AR MUY ) 12
1T. Matsuzaki 25381 F1 Petrov 2£13%) (Berkeley Parser) #I| ] 25 Bt JE 2 45 p g A7
Haibric, FFEa EM BRI A R EF SCIo RN, 07 R B YO T
Lexicalized PCFGs 75V, fii ) TAEH, Dyer &5 1401 34 T HERA #2828 3 (Recur-
rent Neural Network Grammars, RNNGs ) , 7£—4~ [ Ti 0] T 95655 R G0 ) FL i _E Ao Mf
T —AE B Gen(), S ZAR AU R] TR AAR Y ER A3 p(ee, ). Kuncoro
S RNNGs #5407 TR it oA, R IUEGRS R i A S i i o 2,
I THY Stack-only RNNGs 3AFI| 124 I 802 A3 0 A i) de AP RE.

52 ARG 0 D R, I S AR TR, BN TR Y
TEMBT R I AMFERTAZEDL, B THBWITEUE T — MR —1 %
R A FEM R AT, 5 RGNS 24 il sh VR &2 AL BRI, FRAR G4
HIPRASH T —A801E, & IHZ) H—BRA)EA . AR B8 A RIH 29 5 A
[, FAE=KEER ARG, il T 5 (post-order) iy (BHEM ). KT A
J¥ (pre-order) #afj (B HTM ) AT ¥ (in-order) Iy (Liu %)) (55
RO R E AR F AR R R, TR I a s B2 A 1) Bt
& (exposure bias) , BRI SIS H & TR O ES 2 LR RS0 E, TR ES 7] BEA5- 2
BRI, AR RS EAR S A TN B 25 R v RE ok 2 s 2) PR RBICRITIL
(loss mismatch), %% 2GR T IRl E R T 200 T 4 Jm i 25 Ha 8 1s.
TR — A, RIS TE S (dynamic oracle) ,  BIYETIIN i 29 IE 4
W2 J5 i S 1) 5 B DA R SE A AR RS, BIANLERREE TN, FEAAEAE T 1R
R IX BRI FR S ZR TR 0, Cross S8 B T 278540 3 45 1 T HRAIER. Xt
T A, Fried 5 RIUT SRMEBEEL (policy gradient) FYJ7 LML, HEMEHEE
ST AR R (G 07 Fy D), WINZRSEZR A 3 B2 XU doe /M R I 5 H AR
BT R e k.



SRS LS BT b Hou it
FAT L AVE 3 e BT 0 1 =0 e P RB T L) LSTM . g fidh e ) BRA b 22
243 Mr e (Stern £ 100 AE BT BB A A T minus feature (Cross 45 143)) 47
DT 4. B AR Z TAE#Z% T Stern 41101 Gaddy 48121 22300 M A+ 2061
PAKA 2270 R SCos ] LSTM fealgmi. Kitaev 51491 K 2 20 ) LSTM £k H
WENZE, HEdas BRSO BEER Ty, KT AR T S s, ]
(1) TAE LA i A PR S AL ) LSTM, 540 Dropout 5, Stern 50T () 43 Hr#§ ]
DA Kitaev 45141 45, 7 Kitaev 8191 i TR B T AR K 1) 1) o

SIS, A Z TR % B AL 2R B CKY Y, HoRfRife
TG R TAE 95, Gomez-Rodriguez 45 1407 5 1 W 45 AR B P52 A B4 b1 28 2 T A%
i, 2RI F SRR R AR AT 55 Vilares & 171 i id — R A1 1Y
SRR, BIINZAE S I FRIE AR E, 2458 T PRty k. Shen 2214 4 iy
X T AR B A 8 R TR T — AR, I B R A L R S AR AR A 4 3
—PRERUCHIA. ZR10T, By i AR AT E T v B _EAOR B )5 T AT T A

1.3.3 TreeCRF /mig 7 ik

TreeCRF J7 {AAE VTSR AV MR A N 5 S 4 Jay =5 0] _E X A) VAR A9 20 (EREA T U —
b, XAk TR R, P H BT TreeCRF [1)/A)3E 73 A i) TAEA XL D
Finkel 251 1 g i T — AT AR LN 4105 | A F B8R AERT TreeCRF 4] 75
Hr#. Durrett % 01 4 7 Finkel 2510 f TAE, {87 F— A R 200 i w5t e 268 19
AT =L XA TAERHE CPU LU 7T Inside-Outside 115, 472k T ™
H R RCR )

5B, A1 TreeCRF 2RI EAT 45042 2], B2 Jo 7 4/ IH— 1) Max
Margin J7 AR E B INAAT. Taskar £8P PR AEHAE AL B Y Max Margin fif#fr
YN 5 KA TEAf VAR R E Al 7T BB R AR 1 S IRTFR 52K McDonald 4513231
SR TR B, e R34 TAES, Kiperwasser 401, Wang 45521 ¥4 % A
T Max Margin |5, 4 HIHATRS AR (Stern 25101, Kitaev 25451, Zhou %5 52])
HHF R T Max Margin I 257574

I A TAESE X TreeCRF S5 8544 fb2f > Skt 47 . Zhang %5 15%)) Jiang
220541 Li 2205 Yl i i BT TreeCRF ) T4E, R/ T Cython Programming Jf 4%
HEL4%HE, 7 CPU Lk T Inside-Outside 148, 2L, Kitaev 28451 ¥ Cython
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B e ST R YA R 0400
Programming /] #] T Max Margin {II45 b TIAEA ST, FATA A5 T8 o i ik
TreeCRF 534 1) fRATAR; 2) HET HIRFH SRR Outside FHIE.

ST FIREARS M, R ER:, I HE SR ffde, il NCRF++
MISEEL®, (HRTERDIE S5 X N2 205 2. AT IR 40 HE MRS 43 )3
AR S5 Y Inside £ Viterbi (Bisner/CKY) 14, PAETFH GPU finzk.

Eisner %) 75 ii 43 A5 04T B 17—~ T Outside FVARI I LB A1
MIESIER] , F RIS T HAM TR SOERTE R, RATEAR SO TAEP % T
AT AR, FEMAFRIL A SO R (R 5 U T Outside 5%, 2%
PRI T RS, VR — R, ATERAT221AAR 1 TreeCRF FEILSE
RGN R k.

Torch-Struct* (Rush ™) B F AT Iy ¥k 2 Ah—AN RIS 58 B TAE, AT RAE A
AT PR A S T B Eisner/CKY 383%, I HAIFAT—H#F, HF Outside
A Inside s FEDA K BT H 3RS S RE AR JR107, Torch-Struct 5 7E S5 i
HH RSN, SHORFERE , RAOTE ) TREINMITREE, I Jskis
FIMAFAE AR A3 )5 S AT e R SR AR M RE. LA, Torch-Struct ¢
HT—WAE, MRS AR ERTFEAAHE P 5] T 2B Eisner/CKY 5%,
FA T AR AR R SR A 23 Hr

1.3.4 HMAEwTF ik

XA AT HERT RS, AT RET AR - 1) B K5 IR 32 HE BB (Maximun
a posteriori inference, MAP inference), B[If53] J5IGHER & AL A)VERT; 2) MR
ffEWT (Marginal inference ) , HISE|A)VAR A2 BED G, 8 HHERTE LT
AR BRI, REAS T DT RLHER 52 T (McDonald 411, Carreras*%, Koo 4%7], Ma
SR AR A IE R S EONFRE OL: 1) R AR B0 W A R R 2)
TCEAG BN — D AF AW Y S S BT B AR g i ik, XF TR, Fedi1n]
PAZZ B AL 7 AN B 3R SRR, R GPU HATIHRARIEE ), BRARSREI .
M Tl —FE o, AT Z BT, BT A AR R )iz A7
1, P—E AR IR VA LE NLP AL XA R R

Shttps://github.com/jiesutd/NCRFpp
*https://github.com/harvardnlp/pytorch-struct

10


https://github.com/jiesutd/NCRFpp
https://github.com/harvardnlp/pytorch-struct

ST RIS AFRERLIA ) AV AT B ik

Martins 45 U7 KA RIIE 234 ]S D)R B R A (Integer Linear Program-
ming, ILP) [Al@. SEGEFEMLEL, A0TR M T RERJSEH 2R FERE, Bl
SUES L AACRREFINBEARAE, VENZIEZIH, 1 ILP SRR, ORikk h 2 —MRETE
FAA. Koo 45 VT S AR R ARAE AR T AL % 853 f%  (Dual Decomposition,
DD) A, F— X ASKAREA 50 R0 A T AN Wl SR AR A 1108, (3T m] DA 4t
R IR R B BRI, SBHEILOR . Bk A 14548 | (Martins 2£1°07),

73— IR SCR B4 °F-35 37 786 4 W v BE A 9 ) D7 VR R AL 5 /4 4%  (Loopy
Belief Propagation, LBP) . LBP 7 S( 1 — M & 2 fftJmy A 42 Sy R Ak 1) ey 22 B AN I
MR T, B RRIE AR T (R 5) IEMEALE (HT) WEE, &
L SUES R E AR, Smith £, Gormley 451U FEf A7 A) k7 #r ESI AT LBP.
BT EHEREIR L (Si) . A (Granp) AT, MATESIAT EEREFHT,
Bl Exacriy 1 250444 HAUE —4>3k, Tree BER PG TRl AT R — B 4545
Naradowsky %121 LBP 5| AZI TR AVE 047, R T T 26U 5B A (4 Tree)
TERM AR EIAS IR, SASTRAA A H, LBP ] DA W] 332 i 20 B A KR4 s
1, OB R T R P e .

A —LE TAR R NI T _EIA RS RIS, Auli 551 FEA G005 S0 P IR IR
JA7T LBP (Smith %£1'l) PLJ DD (Koo 4:17), A TERAEVERE, FERIPIRIAM T
Z B . Martins 4819 SR T HE AR B ARAF R)IE A b [  T LBP (Smith
ATy PLK ILP (Martins 28170 953K, SRBIPIAONER A T —E0 A T, IHERES
ITRLAY H bR s A 3 E R AH—EUn).

VTR AR 28 ) A5 b IR T R 56 T (DB W e SO b (L 45 10)
JPHIbRE (Wang 55 1000) SE S5 AL FIUNIAE 95 55 IR . Wang 45U 7 81 B ) i
SCHCHE AT B3R T B, 1R A] LBP # MEVI M RARA, WEEE] 1w b
BT A R PERESE TT. Wang S5 171 E iR FEMAFANE AT 5 I AT MFVI, AR
TS A AR SR = T RRAE. FATTH RS A R A T Sk e R
MFVI 2% 7 Wang 4517 (s, (ER 0 TR RHEMT B AP I, Ao
FNTACRE TR AE. Bk TAES LA T R RA Z S ER RS T RS A HEWT T
g, RN BRI, XA KB — &
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o i TR P ROHLI IR b7
L4 ENHANERH

AR WA, A AR T

B R AN GO TARAE ST BRI S, H i — F 5 T
HIHA ORI AN, LA SN IR L.

B SETRITY A LRI RS A A A V. AR B 2 R e
FIEAHTRIRERE b, S T IR A NS R , 3BT} TR
BRRIHERE. b T MRPOSCR I, FRATB4 T MU HRTE GPU _EXHII RIS
VEHEFTIIA, DA BT A B 1 546 0Bk Outside B3k,

B SETRITY A CERELIA R A A0 A V. AR SR A% BRI
ORIV T4 A I A . TR T AR A R I e T
BT A% PERHLIA CRAR R I I, FRATHR R T — /MR L B BT 7, st
BT, 5% RATE BRI S RO R, A LE TR A T
HOFT 48074, DAy Dropout 5W , GEARNTALAE] T Bt EeACT

I ETA R R A AT, A R B R W I 4
PR SERM b, 35 eh R P93 A 5 HE W I Y (LT . 5 A IR 5
B TreeCRE JryfHIt, AS5MHEWT 225006 T S48, IFik%] T RIFS WY TreeCRF $iE
A 45

A . AR A A, R ARG AR AT

12



FET I S RERLI Y i A % KT TREECRF (R RAF ¥ 1T

F_E ET TreeCRF HIEMKFERESHT

AREIRATEL R L T 5 M Fi A fF:1 Biaffine Parser FT R HH W R It E, B
T4 R TreeCRF YIZRH A ERIRCR , HE LD THEM SMAFRRE /- Hras F R H—
AW TreeCRF [W3h . T = 52 22 FEAVIRAL— EL AR IZ R I TreeCRF )12 I
MW —AEE R, IR G T — 6802 =2t Ik 1k Inside 55351 Eisner 5%
753, R 3CRF TreeCRF fF GPU R RHIBK ®IFATIHEE. I H., BATEEL K17
FEREAILH, SR T2 4% Outside SERHYTHEE. A THE 13 MEF M 27 MR LE kAT
TELR, SCEREE AR, FERE IR B BOR, I (&
Ja) TreeCRF 5125 s ) Flm B @A @A #in, I H A DA —BAE i 4717 Biaffine
Parser [ 5LRl_FHETHERE, JUHRAE REFR IR ST

2.1 3|8

FRAFAITE AT 552 NLP 4TI — S SERMMEAT S ol T HE e, DA AT DAy
(e 2 LR XU B, H e — (45 EOAA TR
55, FETERATAE AT 5 EAFIA EH T, 4 RHT4H (tansition-based)
Bk, FULTFE (graph-based) H77E, 3 HL AT ¥ 35056 P T F T OB
Ve

VRS2 B, ST B AR O TR 2 T TASER BT, Hemihe . o
9. GRS SHAMBERIL, HROrEETA RERR. B, W
NI, 4k (structured learning) SR ATBBRAG, BIYIIZR 522
S A 1 245 S 3 LK R £ )2 Maax Margin Y5555, 57604
B 25— (L B HOMT , SRS S BTAZ S8, DUSAIE TE W A0 43 (3 T
.

A B HAET R R GRS W M Bk T R T B
T BRI R A 1 4 (8 63 1085 25 F & B B AR 43 (McDonald 4523). J5
S TAERE— 5 A T B AF RIS, HANSEEE S35 (McDonald 45 190) ATl
LA T BN (Carreras!®®), Koo 4E0270) | 5k #e5 [ih4f FEASHE S 1 40280 1
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#%  HT TREECRF ¥ MR AE A v 04T ET WIS BRI 1) = B A e
W AR T ER X SR A TR B | AT R AR T, BT R IR

MZT, BT B2 W YA RE s i) & e 2 B A Ry #a %5 Pei
2 (081 i b ) ) AR 28 ) 28 5 B B2 >) Chen 2504 8 THMEL A, FFHE TR
5. AT TAERIAGIA B 483 bl os F I (B B E 38 = T IERE. RS, Wang
45 P2V Kiperwasser 55 5B &R @ i FIAL R LSTM fE R gifids, PAIAE—RBias i)
i minus feature Xf AN 43 X =AM E#R A T 43R Max Margin J7
¥%. Dozat S5V 2 T — s KM =5 8404 Biaffine Parser, JFE&MEIRERIEF LIK
15 T i SeiF ks . Biaffine Parser H1&—B i, 38 XA Ml TRk 8% (head
selection) (75 (Zhang 4:1°0), SR TR R, SRR AESS AL I LR .

BT RSt , AT S T B W A B iy b, 5 IR R 2 ST A ) — 2
TG A O AR . X RS AN I8 . DTSR, T
NZERAL 2 ST R A, BRAS HE— D4R T Y4 TSR (M /AT 8% Biaffine Parser (114 g
A (1 X1 S R Wl TPy S i TN

YTt 2T, M Max Margin 755, RATR M EE 2 HEAE T HY
TreeCRF. 2SI HA P, HE, WM — B2 L EdEikahn NLP 777k
A — AR I (Le S5 U0T). Qe o Mrds i b B F 28I 00 2 A1 45, —BRARE
R p(y | @) WWIAH R R HE s(ee, y) — B0 =25 0Ha . HR, gl
Fg—PEIE R AT SR O R VAL B R A R EAE R, AT DA TR/ N DL
Hr XU (MBR) f#fith (Smith 25 1280) | 9 H B IR 73X TR0 B T eyt A s
W FEsh=2#>3 (active learning) (Li Z£U7') 1A .

REMRHA M, (H)E TreeCRF Afl Max Margin A8 4 74T, HP—NEREEHT
Inside-Outside FYARY S AR, JLH I Outside Foyk. S ATHIRN, Frf SAFROAAY
#REFE CPU _iz% Inside-Outside 55¥5. 11T CPU/GPU EKIREF R, X—1k
R T R E TR P 2 ) i RZZ AR T ™ 8. X5 | & T 85 A e FeAT2 75 BRItk
b Inside-Outside 553, I HHEIEAE GPU EATIE? AR AERTE, FRATEEEE R
JI1E 4N PyTorch JEAE 1Y R AR L5 ) Tk 2 R #EATUHER, I HURF R 801 TreeCRF .
BN L1375 (Le 551700, Cai 45:172)).

SRS, A% BB P, FATTEAR TR STk AT -

P =B AU LR B TEAN K, IR RE RS TR AR AR 1) A T B (Koo 45127, Ma 45 8),
VBRI 28 T AR AR T A EL Biaffin Parser 8 AOPERE, (FURARGIN T —LLAMBBHE, LU RS 5 B
(K9 TN SO TR, AEA [ W 2 AR [ SE B BE B 325 T, IR AR (1 4 RAR AT 1.
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FET I S RERLI Y i A S i BT TREECRF [ B KAE 0T

o FATH—RFEHFF Hr TreeCRF ] 2 # ZARAFAIE A . FeTidde il 17—
A RLHY Triaffine Z5FRITT B H4T 70

o FAR ML GPU _ERMBIAYHAT IR BT R R AR AL Inside YA, RIATHE =
R TreeCRF 12k s, FATTRBIIZ 244 Outside JEIANS T86 AL 2%
WRAATT RN T © AR, AR AT DA w8 S 1) A2 3 A URE

o« FATHE 13 AMEFHY 27 W LI T T 585, SERMATERRD, FEIR ]
A, SR > Al o BERAE 1 22 T T %) 24 BTz 4 1) Biaffine Parser {348/
A .

22 HEER

AV I T Y4 7 F If ) Biaffine Parser (Dozat 281y, F-AE 1y T % HAR T 1504 :
1) /il CharLSTM 1% J5 >k 1114 embedding, 2) F]—[¥r Eisner 5.3 (Eisner!73)) 0% 5
e fr) MST BV HATH S Wt

221 oAk

B 2-1VRR T HRATAT 0053k, — Il AN 4.
BRI 5 AR A PR B, PASIR] wy ) CharLSTM 27514

=)

H.
e; = emb(w;) & CharLSTM(w,) (2.1)

Hirf CharLSTM(w;) 72 i1 JeF wi Fi AZI—0Ua) LSTM, SR 5 B4 A5 Ja A et ) £
A% (Lample 2074, FAT % BUH CharLSTM(w,) #4504 13 1 embedding 277 K F
ERFRTE, HHARRE 7R, JTHR T 20 S SR, oA 2 A AR
TEAR AT M B A ) TR .

i) LSTM 4ty a%. 1 ) 7 9ny ER3C, rdextsiA eo. .. e, W T =2
AJE) LSTML. TRIZ 5 @ A~ i H 1 B noh b

MLP FEAEge UZ. P 3E520) MLP JZG 2 1 hy ESREREUR B AR ZE ), i
X AP PR B AR R 1R B

r/;rf’ = MLP"" (b)) (22)
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%% KT TREECRF [ RAF 1T TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

s(i — ) s(t — k,7)
T
Biaffine |
( Triaffine
h m h' s m’
S Nep o L
(1 \
| MLP* | MLP™ | MLP" MLP® || MLP™ ||
i i —— ]
h; T hy 1 h;1
BiLSTM x 3
€ ... € ... €5

2-1 HIHy REFTHTIE.

Fo e A0 235 wi 23 SR — AR S A R ) 2.

Biaffine 74y #%. Dozat 2201 ¥ Yk 32 Hi i 33 biaffine attention 1138 —ZAK7EIN i — j 1Y
oA

T
r’ .
sii— j)=| 7 | Whdnegh (2.3)

Horpr whialfine ¢ RUE+DX@ - 5efinit &y R AE GPU b7 Tt H = 3%
222 B3RBFBINGMK

Biaffine Parser & fl T — A& ARG IR B HAESS A 5 2k R KR, & XA iR] T
I KA IE R SR ) JRA . FE— AN GRse i, b F— AN IR A Sk (wi, w)), H:
X Y B A2 LRI O R

exp(si — j))
20<ir<n EXPS — )

L(i— j)=-log (2.4)

Bl , BRI G BT AR SR H AR, e R T A i B A i R
K, A % AT G F 2R
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FET I S RERLI Y i A % KT TREECRF (R RAF ¥ 1T

= A~

i j ? k J
(a) B3R (b) 4B 38
22 FRHTSHI TR,

223 MBEFT %

Biaffine Parser 1 # i 48 Z AKA 7 SR EARTEI N PSS AT 55 X BN
T TEEATRBCT MR WP B sems. B, 4 Ira iAr iy e, AR
SHREEH O(n®) f—Hr Eisner SR T R LA T HITEM.

Yy =arg m?le s(x,y) = Z s(i = ) (2.5)

i—jey

HR, 457 S LR Tohn e T3, JATTR T JRIER T AE 70 JE 0 T3 35 g v i 25 52 e
— %, BE BRI AR, BRI AZ% Dozat 4501,

2.3 Py TreeCRF

AT IR $h )8 T Biaffine Parser: i FIAiff* TreeCRF Sk ifAT45F L1145,
PASZ 55 | A B A 2

HpAH, FRAFEEAR— PR Al BT Z B8 s i e

s@y)= Y sio N+ Y sk jh) (2.6)

i— jey i—tk,jley
Hor ke #j a2 i PRI T, FFHW R i <k < jBFE j <k <i E2-2R TH
FREATTEEST 23 1) T AR 254
VER—MEEAAL, TreeCRF DAN T 1 7 AT B — R0 S5 A3

exp(s(z, y))
Z2(x) = Xyeya eXps(@, y')

plylx) = (2.7)

STATE AT UL g, SIS SR P I 7 E, SRJE2ET Koo %271 HEHI K O(n) 1) Viterbi SEIAf.
RILPATR AR AR TAE.
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%% KT TREECRF [ RAF 1T TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

XA_

I ‘-/—\\‘ < ii+1

1 r J
Sij: <~ \ /
1 J ' rr+1y
Ci - ﬁl\
1 J '

2-3 BETFHERLIHEMXIAZM Inside EiEE R

H Y(x) B AT x XA GENAER, Zx) B HHCNELS 5 (partition

term) .

YNGR, TreeCRF BT TR IR K s BOR e KA E @ IEBRAIIERY y 12 0F

L(z,y) = —logp(y | x)
(2.8)

= —s(z,y) + logZ(x)

2.3.1 £ F Triaffine 89 =M F#ir5H

N T RIS AT 0 0T EA R, AR T — A BT R RS A0 1%
TR A Eoe, FATH =AM MLP JZ3K 35477 Biaffine Jir & 2B 2B H 4L
S

/s = MLPY/™ (h)) (2.9)
el O w S RIER Sk, S, RN R R
RIG, FAES T— DX Biaffine BRI J€, Triaffine Z54y, il FiAM =

53— T7 OB T B i Sk AR e, AER BRAT A B S R WX A T VA 45 R B 2
18



FT TR A4 BRI B 7 )3 it 3 KT TREECRF W5 M RFE A4
B 1 B Inside HIE.

1: define: I,S,C € R™>™8 > B is #sents in a batch
2: initialize: C;; =0,0<i<n

3: forw=1tondo > span width

4: Batchify: 0<i; j=i+w<n

5: L-,j:1og(exp(c,-,,~+c,,,-+1) + % exp(ly+ S,y +si - {r, j})))+s(i—> h)

i<r<j
6: Si,j = log Z exp (Ci,r + Cj’r_'_l)
i<r<j
7: Cij=1log > exp (I,;r + C,,j)
i<r<j
end for > refer to Fig. 2-3
9: return Cy, = logZ(x)

o]

AR M

T
r ) I I
s(i = {k, j}) = { 1k } r! TW’”‘W‘”@[ i } (2.10)

Horp Wriaine g RO HL A= o (5K . Triaffine W] A5 A8 einsum pF
¥t GPU | Eakit s,

2.3.2 FH %% TreeCRF #HH %k

WMAR 2.8, T TreeCRF 4 2% 1) JHEAE T WM B C 43 T Z(). 33X A 1) A
TERTUR B > AR e 22 W 25 A T B 2R AP i fife 1. FRATTAT DAKE Viterbi B
VAL b, EHEA] sum product #:/EHUA max product #:4F, XA AT DAIAH R Y
Z WA AR Z (). /1, X AEME M S, T E= B 3Rk Sl

i, HAM T Inside VAR R ANEIN. O TIRBULGMR, K515 @J%{HXEE@
BB, FATIEFTEESL BT NIZ A1) Outside FVE, T IX @ L W12 T Inside 553k, X
A BB A2 TreeCRF FEAEMPZE M 45 N1 Max Margin 471 32 225 A

PEFATIH, FrA AT 2 25 I TreeCRF fEdf it TAEHS (b2 8 T Inside-
Outside B K HATHE LAY (Zhang %52, Jiang 504, F 7T AR, xil&
HHEHM GPU iLF8%| CPU, H Cython fiiik

X FLFRAT I Inside S5 AT AR Rk Ak, AT 7840 B GPU FHAT AR
AEST. W 2-3FN5EYE VB/R THERALIAS )~ Inside 535, X /& McDonald 45181 )

SEATFFEZAR T Wang 25 US1 (K073, Mlfi1TH T =4 biaffine BEAERBIL =AM W BIAS H., {HZIXFP 1)
2 UMD 25 — R R PR R BRAT 148 e T A Y. 46 SR .
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88 BT TREECRF [ Mk A4 vk F TR SRR LI 1Y s B v oA
Wi Eisner FYAI— N EAEY JE, RFH ) max product #:4E ] sum product B iy
TEE, FRMZEE T HABNE j AL E | JAFF4E A incomplete/complete/sibling
XA,

FLRHE, X0 B AT, ATE SeR AR O EAE AN [F] FERE A IXBR @, )
A MEFT A — AR sKR. B35, FAIHE GPU i i v Ry KB K & 947 44
PR R I EA T PSRN FA 13 nT AR 7 ORI AL RIS T3, X LA IS 2

-

.

(HAFHERERR, X B IR RSO FRE R AE HA R SR L, Hedn CKY
SRR 7R3 7 Mt (Finkel 451990, Drozdov %617, BARYER Y =ik,

2.3.3 @it R m4iEE R E Outside H %

Eisner ¢! DU AT (RIESSH) MBl, ST R mEHEHLEI AT Outside YA
MR T T BRISIERA. X LR AT AR E A )3 IR IE T A .

pE—2 0, ATFRE L BDGAME p(i — j | ©) HiESX logZ(x) X T/0E
s(i = ) PwSAE 2, X n] AR 5 B R ER

dlogZ  dlogZ 0z

dsii > j)  0Z  0s(i — )
1 0%, exp(s(z, y))

T Z T 6s(i— )

1 02yisjeyeXp(s(x, y))
' ds(i — J)

Diyiis jey EXP (8(Y) — s(i — ) - dexp(s(i — J))
. as(i — j)

NI— NI

(2.11)

_ Yy Rt
Z

y:i— jey

= > Pyl

y:i— jey

=pli—jlx

R e B T A 5§ — IR ARERTER 2 A, B ZARR p — j | ).
XJ T TreeCRF 43, FoATTRT DA AL RHRAD SEVA T i A E T I Gt ARy, EA T I
/N UUHE XU (Minimum Bayesian Risk, MBR) f#f% (Smith 2281 M — 4~
TERHETE, AR IS A
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TR 4% BRI 0 75 A ) R A0 %% T TREECRF RS WK
234 AR LE

VER— WG IR0 5E 77 ), AR ZWFF0IE B A a3 AR R B v A AR A
2 (Nivre 42170, Hwal”7l, Pereira 45U, FEARLEAE AT, — AN 0] PAKRHE—A
JRTBERERT. 2456 £512% ) (active learning) I, JRyFBFRE AT DAKSEE RAIMER,
T H TR ERR A BN ALY, XA AT DAR RO pr T AR . Li 46071
HA TR R VAR, AN, Peng 4500V S BTk AN ST A 17—
TR ) 22 4TI SO .

T2 00 RS 181 ] A R A T S R U SRR Li 807N B34S H 4
Hi 9" i€ TreeCRF 2| JmifbniEdsst, FHAEIEma M 288 IS TASRCR. X B3k
TS EABATRBFTE R T 22 W 28 A58 rhr . FRATTICIH S TE T AR GE M Ah2 >) Fls B @A [
A SRR T E s

XA ET — B Rl Il ZR )5 %1 Biaffine Parser SR, &R brvE i B Y
T2 BMEARARIE AR, 5 AR A2, A5 HE 295 S VEBRE JICRE M AR AR v e A A R
G FIP A G ERC=11 V11 £ v s 2 15l 1l 611 0 K" ST 5 U A = N L K = 2B B I P
B2 A .

XIS AnyE , FATA Li AU —E o N H AR R g T

L@y’ =—-log > pylz)
yeY(z);y2y?

Zxy)= Y exp(s(x,y)) (2.12)

yeY(x);y2y”

Z(x)

= —log

Horp Z(e, y?) REE A5 458 Rl b W AR i a3a g, I+ HaT AN Z () &0
7 A TR R T

24 ZRERRKSH

SRUE. FATEERA T Dozat 4P W) 240k &, {37 Dropout FI) iRk
. XFF CharLSTM, # Lample 2574 —kf | # AT [ B I4EE RS 50, i ) & 4k
FEJE 100, 3T AL, JRATSCE o ™ B4R 100 (242 TH5 300 45K
PTHEN)  BATNAEAR 2 1,000 YOER, I HURTE dev ERYPEREELE 100 1K
AFETHIIAE 1 2.
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%% KT TREECRF [ RAF 1T TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

1,000

§ 750 |- s
Z 500 )
=
A

250 N

| | —T |
Loc CRF CRF CRF20
(cprU)

B 2-4 PTBH test ##E5 EREE LR

B . Loc (1] 1 R se SURI R0 ks 8, FF LRSS 6T Bisner SR 3R
BRACHIBEM. Cre Hll Crr20 45 FAUEK —FHirfl —Fr TreeCRF B2, Loc™" AREEAH)
FLAGAL H R RS R A AN Dozat 28101 — 4% MST B34 L E R A

241 HFEi

Kl 2-4%F PTB iyl 4E b OB T AN FIBL L A AT S BE. A T RIS AP L, FRAT]
TEAR R AL EastT T A AL, AR L E A Intel Xeon CPU (ES5-2650v4, 2.20GHz)
DA GeForce GTX 1080 Ti GPU. “CRrr (cpu)” ZE/n BHLI4E CPU jz2& Inside-Outside &
W b, FFAIA Cython i AEEAY. 4] (A& AH BT Ry, PR HX B R i 2
S AT LA T 4 MARE, I Bt A 2 3 s A

"] AR B R AL Inside B9 DA K AT B ZhoRSALHH ) B ) 1445 A Outside 55
VX P TR PCE, TreeCRF RCRBARRHIHRTH T X T Cre B84, FRATHYSEIL AT DA
fEti Lt 500 A EERD, RAHAEIT 2 L2 “Crr (cPu)”. X T B Cre2o, KAl
ATl 3] T 400 FEFAPATEIE, AF] TS RGFE K.

242 B4R

F 2-13 1 T Dev # Test ¥l B4R, PR LR R EH R 2—2
1. T RERE S AT ARSI AT, AT H LR T AR AN s i AR, Bilan
ELMo (Peters 2:17°1) 5t BERT (Devlin £ [%0), 7] PLF F|FRATHI LB Loc £ PTB FI
CoNLLO09 MHE T HI IR E] T e i 1 fig

1E PTB I, Crr Fll Crr20 ¥ REMSHE— AR THBMTTERG S, X2 TX W
MR ERSERE M T R, IEWE 2430, Gk AAE > Rl B @A R
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FET I S RERLI Y i A

%5 S5 TREECRF [RGB KA o

®2-1 EEHR HNE test LETF Loc T RZMARE, HAp 7" REKp <005, " KF

p < 0.005.

Dev Test

UAS LAS UAS LAS

Dozat %9 - - 9574 94.08

Falenska 45 3] - - - 91.59

Li 2033 9576  93.97 9593 94.19

I % 95.88 93.94 9597 9431

PTR Zhang %521 - - - 93.96
Loc 95.82 93.99 96.08 94.47

CrRrw/o MBR 9574 9396 96.04 9434

Crr 95.76  93.99 96.02 94.33

CrF20 w/o MBR 9592 94.16 96.14 94.49

CrF20 9590 94.12 96.11 94.46

Dozat %5 - - 88.90 85.38

Li 2033 88.68 8547 88.77 85.58

Loc 89.07 86.10 89.15 85.98

CoNLLO9  cprw/o MBR  89.04 86.04 89.14 86.06
CrF 89.12 86.12 89.28 86.18

Crr20 w/o MBR  89.29 8624 89.49 86.39
CrF20 89.44 8637 89.63" 86.52¢

Loc 7701 7114 7692 71.04

CrRrw/o MBR 7740 71.65 77.17 71.58
NLPCC19  Cgr 7734 7162 77.53% 71.89%
Cre2o w/o MBR 7758 71.92 77.89 7225
CrF20 78.08 72.32 78.02¢ 72.33

ok T — LI TH R0

Crr fF CoNLLO09 |8 T Loc, 3f H Crr20 0] PA—

LT RE

TE S ERARE SR NLPCC19 |, Cre 2 RME T Loc, L%%T M2 S HE

JRraBbRE T A R Cre2o il 2 CHEE TR RAIE
AT PERE. X LEERIAE T IR ER

RIS R AR LR,

23

23 ARG,
33X L R o

—HHRTT T
EE%?E‘J%, SRk

VX AR I AT e LR ME R



%% KT TREECRF [ RAF 1T TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

\W T
94 ool 86 - -....72[»A—J‘—‘N i
R o 0 0.0 0 0 90080 0909
931" | 85/re | T0) " i
3 —s+— CRF20 —s+— CRF20 —s+— CRF20
92 CRF 84| CRF 68| CRF
01 T ‘ ‘ Lo Loc 83 T ‘ ‘ ‘ o LoC 66 ‘ ‘ ‘ o LoC
100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400 100 200 300 400

2-5 PTB. CoNLLO09 #1NLPCC19 Ky dev $#REY I SRS gk (LAS 13 FillZRE KR ED.
R 22 test HiE EFRAMTERHIER.

SIB
P R F

UCM LCM

Loc 91.16 90.80 90.98 61.59 50.66
PTB CRF 91.24 9092 91.08 6192 50.33
Crr20 91.56 91.11 91.33 63.08 50.99

Loc 79.20 79.02 79.11 40.10 2891
CoNLL0O9  Crr 79.17 79.55 7936 40.61 29.38
Crr2o0 81.00 80.63 80.82 42.53 30.09

243 9T

MBR fiEf i35, 3 T Cre fl Crr2o, FATERINHEST MBR f#ig, Wb/ AN %
W% | ] Eisner iy (Smith 25281y S 4% 21 e A i )yt

y’ = arg max i_Zj;y pli = jl o) 2.13)
2 2-14R 45 T MAP fiEts (BIRIEAT 0 E B T s w5 MBR SR
BRARTEILII SR A) . BT PTB ¥ade g RE LI T 24, MBR f#iS%]+ Crr
F1 Crr20 #faie R TAZHE—F et
WA A, B 2-50B T ORI I St 4. dE I L, FRATIAE 20 IREAGERE—
25 e R S B I LT, AT DA B B, S5tk > s B R ke 17—
HIHET. Cre2o RUE BRI T RAFIEE R, I HURSHE i T 241 Loc.
TR SE . B TN BIMHER % (UAS/LAS) , AT A RIS PEA
BUFE RIS R _EPERE. 3R 2-2/R THA R4 R, X IR ZWE T JaiBinytm)

NLPCC19 #¥#f. UCM (Unlabeled Complete Match) 32 AR S22 ILHI%, BTG
24



FET I S RERLI Y i A % KT TREECRF (R RAF ¥ 1T

93 | 84

92 4 82 8
—=— CRF20 (Dep) —=— CRF20 (Dep)
91 Loc (Dep) 80 Loc (Dep)
—e— CRF20 (Sent) —e— CRF20 (Sent)
‘ | Loc (Sent) | | Loc (Sent)
901/8 1/4 172 full 781/8 1/4 12 full

& 2-6 $IPTB (Z£) #0 CoNLL09 (£) WMXEFRIIGEEE GBI RAFEH) THZER
LAS LL3.

XoF I TOAR 2 52 A IERA AT EL 3, T LCM fE—25 BER_E 1) Bir n 25th A2 TE
.

XT SIB, FRATTVEA, THRIAAE AR H 5L on TR 9SSR (RS I FIX B A IE R 1
) RAEAT 2.6, 24 HACS TR wi AT w; F2E wi BRI T, F H I HA 1
wi A TEXPIEZIR], AFR i — {k, j} R —DABE LR 7. 2@ Py, 34T
DA T A 1 40 B2 S oB A%, RGN — A= ocH . ZJERATIAAE N P/R/F,
{H. W EBAE R NVl SIB 2 MU 2.

AT PARH R E S, o BRAR I S oh T K 20, SIB 1M REAH LT Cre £l Loc 75
B THERERET, HHXIE AR TR AWILE%E (UCM/LCM)  ERifEb.
2 2 RRARTERRE D). T AP A A4 Cre20 TEJRFPRYER) NLPCC19 |3
B LR, FRATE L ML 2 57— L B I Rt sl AT 7 30 2 1 bR 28 847
BB EFE T a1 (Bai), A FELEsE—a 9 (JsER)
- B 2-651 TS5

A DA B Y FA T & 75— B I 2 m) e, PRREZEIEA MR E. 5
WA 2, SR MR ESRE, PEREZE I A TR T, X R
Cre20 T R b Bdu I g 2 24T Loc.

244 %ETUDHKEELWHAER

% 23 T UD Hdln EARBIRETR. fE UD Hdla b & 17 RE I AEBSM.
FAIRI T Nivee 55080 fy OhH0 I EAFF 216 h R AR AEBOE A A A 1
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%% KT TREECRF [ RAF 1T TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

< 2-3 UD2.2 #1 UD2.3 H] test #{#EHY LAS £5R. E#Hy, + 0 + EEHKRRET Loc 545,
p <0.05 LK p < 0.005 H BRI,

Bac Ca Cs De En Es Fr It NL No Ro Ru Avac.

UD2.2
Loc 90.45 91.14 90.97 80.02 86.83 90.56 87.76 91.14 87.72 90.74 86.20 93.01 88.88
Loc™" 90.44 91.11 91.04 80.21 86.86 90.67 87.99 91.19 88.24 90.35 86.24 93.01 88.95
CRF 90.73 91.25 91.01 80.56"86.92 90.81788.16 91.64788.10 90.85 86.50 93.17789.14*
CrF20 90.77 91.29 91.54780.46 87.32790.86" 87.96 91.91% 88.62% 91.02" 86.90* 93.33* 89.33*

using raw text

Ji G 115 88.28 89.90 89.85 77.09 81.16 88.93 83.73 88.91 84.82 86.33 84.44 86.62 85.83
Crr20 89.72 91.27 90.94 78.26 82.88 90.79 86.33 91.02 87.92 90.17 85.71 92.49 88.13
UD2.3
Loc 90.57 91.10 91.85 81.68 86.54 90.47 88.40 91.53 88.18 90.65 86.31 92.91 89.19
Loc™s" 90.56 91.03 91.98 81.59 86.83 90.64 88.23 91.67 88.20 90.63 86.51 93.03 89.23
CRF 90.52 91.19 92.02 81.43 86.88790.76188.75 91.76 88.08 90.79 86.54 93.16%89.32¢
Crr20 90.76 91.12 92.15% 81.94 86.937 90.81% 88.83" 92.34% 88.21790.78 86.62 93.22 89.48*
using gold POS tags
Zhang 251211 90.15 91.39 91.10 83.39 88.52 90.84 88.59 92.49 88.37 92.82 84.89 93.11 89.85
CrF20 91.32 92.57 92.66 84.56 88.98 91.88 89.83 92.94 89.85 93.26 87.39 93.86 90.76

SO AR R R R AR SR L A B S A B s R ) B 22 T AR AR A R A
PATT (8 J5 AL B P BB RE S VK A2

Al DA BIFE ARG Rl |, HiEm T MST FE AER E @A /75 Loc™”
A T Loc 1683 T AEH AHIRS T RE.

WEHZN 2, Cre Ml Crr20 7E KT ET _EAH T HABBE H I T —20r 2
Jt. 7 UD2.2 f1 UD2.3 |, FRAT$HEH ) Cre20 BIZUTE 12 MEF I 10 S EkF| T
Hem WRERTHERR R, I HAEE 7 8T _BIRSME T B0, Bk b, 55
£ UD2.2 1 UD2.3 & [4353 T 0.45 A1 0.29 fU4RF} . X [AFER R 2 (p < 0.005) .

£ UD2.2 |, AT CoNLL18 4£:45—FE R e B304, I HIKATH) Crr20 43
Mras b EE Ji 26 USSPy aigg 2.30. 7 UD2.3 |, Zhang %621 ffi T IE#f I AR A
A, AT HALTE 091, FEHERE Ji %) BfiE (De) g5 RAeSRMMEH T
BR8], SRS A AR, TR & R 2 T i e e, st T
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FET I S RERLI Y i A % KT TREECRF (R RAF ¥ 1T

IR T &3 20600, A8 Cre2o S HraSAE M AN TR TAVE 2 5 -F 23 ) LAS A% 1
87.64.

2.5 AREING

AR A ZARAF A AT F 32 T — > B TreeCRF 197 J€, FH42
i ] Triaffine 5K 0 B 7T 4. FATHE H THIRILAY Inside 583%,  DAIE R 7E
GPU FFFATIzsE. FATRPEMN AL 3k T 52 %1% Outside S5 AT DA RS AU 8 12 &y
R A SR FLHER TR, AR AT DA B AR A 46 B DA B . FRATIHE 13 NiE
H )27 MRS EIEAT TR B SER AR o, AR A S R A T
PATE— 2 AN IR ) 7 T B T 24 B A A Biaffine Parser: 1) SAFRYILSIAT R 2) 78
TR SE A OB TERE ;s 3) Xt R B T A i R
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=% T TREECRF B AN )0 HT TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

B=%F HT TreeCRF UM K57 A1iXm 4T

AFEATHE T — AT TreeCRF [ By A1k a0 Brds. AR — H 2
ARG F AL BRI — A% L (B2, FEIREES ST BRI B2 T R, ORI
TEMEFEARMERENLYS (linear chain CRF) TR/ FIFREAES PRGNV, T Inside-
Outside VAR R A, AR /DAH TAERF TreeCRF [ B i3 A)VE 73 A A 45 24 .
X AL Y TreeCRF B B o AvE T, A% O AR 2 T B4 2% ek 40T
) Inside B35, MIHLARNS SZHEE GPU A KHIAK BIFAT T4, 5L 45 & &
T E SR LR R S AR, R TSR Outside SEVAM A, 25 3 b
BORRAE AR R 1 BB BT, RO HE— 11T T— B TreeCRF #; /& %
JE A AR FRATTA R — AR L BB BB AT J73:, bracketing-then-labeling, >f
BE— AR T TR RCR. N THRIHRITI RS, ZIKFEARE e &, A5
AT —NET IR IR TR 0T 4377, LA —A%UH) Dropout 5EH5.
1F PTB., CTBS.1 f1 CTB7 bRY5CEnZ20H, — ) TreeCRF BRI B ABi s i 45 5 A 4.
FE— WAL b, FRATI BB BEA R RIS 2 B AE 6 R 6 H BERT (¥ Fr ik
b, BE TR ARSI BT A E] T 1,092 AR

3.1 5|7/

BT AR BT B AR TR S AL PR — > B & A PR 55, th TiE =
)% (Penn Treebank, PTB). "i3CE N/ (Penn Chinese Treebank, CTB) £k
PR PERIARTE , o ANE TG T — RAF B R . [RIRERY, iR Ak
[ RE R IR B TR 1 N i#T 55 (Akoury 451521, Wang 45190 047 .

Ve R E A 5 T TAEZ —, Collins 7 J AR 2 _EF SCI6 % 3L (Probabilistic
Context-Free Grammars, PCFGs) 3" &2 T a1 4k _F F 307 % 303 (Lexicalized PCFGs)
- IR, B RIE BT BRI R AR UL (generative models) i
F AL, FE A2 Y Berkeley Parser SR 1 K N AE 2 i 4 SUOARE R R
ACEER F R eJe % 3¢ (Unlexicalized PCFGs) (Matsuzaki 5 B8] Petrov 28184, 1fij
TEFA 7% (discriminative models) _FAFFER PR 32207 ). S5 —FoRILT LABIAS
TR R Sk LAl 3T R A A, IR A JR 3 max-entropy fitiif (Kaplan 4 (%°7)
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HT PR A LA FI I AU b §=8 3T TREECRF MRS W A M AT
8 # 42 J5) Max Margin J7V% (Taskar 481, 55 = R i i 36T S A R sl 8 AR R R
(beam search) ;74 shift-reduce X FERYEFL P H RGBS, X RO ERFCHET
ALY 7 (Sagae 45151, Zhu 2 970),

Blt, T IREEM A M EAE LN SCRR T A NEIRIRZIN B, 154 A vk
SIS T B, H, Cross %M (ETHALI M, DAL Stern 2011 1y
TR A B R TR R 508, P s G R 2
Sl MATERGER T 1) 22300 LSTM AE R gnidas: 2) MXLE) LSTM [ 45
%) minus feature {EHIX RN 3) FIH MLP 2R AFIXHAT ;5 4) Max Margin
AU ZRE 2 B B JR2RA R 2 BT AR (Gaddy 4%, Kitaev 45 1%7) 1) 2 B3 B AP AIIX
A Ao — R, FLARAH H B Ge i AR 2 A RGR B T AP R HER R, X R
A THE R TCARIC SCAS _F YNGR 15 SR8 1 i B SCR R B (Peters
221791 Devlin Z£ 1801,

SRR X 8 B B R, A 1 Lo AN 3 BT B RIF X AT 98 32 P/ A G B
Ml s R, HoE, AT (NG RE) R18, I BARMER LIRS
HR, BRI B B — @ R S T T A f s R . — T
MR A — 2 A ARE & AL BRSO AR (Le 26U, 55—, SF -
AR EA LG, BRSSP DAFE R —FhECRAAE , S S R 2 AT 55
A (Jin S5 080 H AR 30 Gt 3 1] DA SR SN A 24 85/ N DL 447 XU AR (Smaith
4 1280),

F5¢ |, Finkel 45191, Durrett % P00 #0810 B 10 2R p(t | ), $2H T
T TreeCRF (Lafferty % %) [ A3k M. (EU2, TR R BCRIB BE 1T 22
[¥) Inside-Outside S¥E MR 44 (JUHUE Outside Hivk) , X SEAIAYES R i AR5 107
FERBE2E I, BT ARTICA W LARER B4 4E CPU 13247 Inside-Outside 3%, 1
ARG EAE CPU Ml GPU I HfIrds B I R CAN 2 B S, TR ISR ) AR A5 o
i

AFEATE ORI Stern S5 U0 (BT B 0T ds, $EHE T —A> TreeCRF (4>
AR AT TR, WATNA T Inside FARAER LT %, I HLAF Outside
B3 e 2 B A 4R AR (Eisner ™). FRATIRAEALUAL T CKY (Cocke-Kasami-
Younger) S5, PASCRRS M. B BRI T TR I AR PR A B 5T,
P BE ATt — 2P 23t — By TreeCRF fJRAf L4 H T — 4B TreeCRF Hy#fi/E.
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=% LT TREECRF (M- F0 BT ST A BB ORI 51

First stage Second stage
bracketing labeling

Label Scorer
(Biaffines)

Span Scorer
(Biaffine)

Bowndary Repe 1)) (7 ) [Tl 7)) (T )

Encoder
(BiLSTMs)

BiLSTM x 3

T T T
Iy love; thiss games

B 3-1 #REIZR4.

ST, FATFEAT T T 40N 1 5T

© N T HBCHBA TR, FATE IR L 7T TreeCRF By & s>
AR Aas. BRSO SFRF Inside S9AM CKY 53kfE GPU R E T
B, RIPASK — R P AR At D8R A A E i B AR A ke 17 AT
WE—ZEIAT i, KB BrRAIANI B TreeCRF 452,

o« FATRI T —APIB B ik bracketing-then-labeling: ST/ Fobric &
T4 (bracketing) FArTEAR%: (labeling) WML, XABEIERL, HH
BE] T B BT IR R P RE.

« FAHRI 7TET RRFOR— AT 20073k, AREET 05 $E R IPLHIT
537735, H minus feature J7IARBLAY BT, FATRIFERN], il SRR K
A, AN Dropout, AEATHYMERE AT ABAR KSR TT-

o TEFISCH) A RHE R AR ERYSCIR R, FRATHR AW BT VAT E
BERT FIAfii 1] BERT (Devlin 4510 (AN CE T, FEMERE L#ER AIAE] 1567
AR AR/ HE. FERTERETT T, FRATTHI— AT i AR 3R 2y 1,000 AJEERDAY
PRI 5
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FT WY S BRI I = B ATE AT #=% HT TREECRF [IESHY A )54 07
3.2 P EZ TreeCRF #24

e 1-2aff7R, XFF—A i n MAHBRK AT @ = wi,..ow,, —BISAER
t={(G).DI1<i<ni<j<nleL}WAPEAPAERD, B, t=(y, D), HF
y R—RRICIREM (SUFRH bracketed tree) , 1 2B o B IX BREOARZE #%— € I
FEAEIIBRZE RS KB (3, SVP) Bl PASEN 7R VPss.

AT REASIE Y Inside LA CKY B35, F0ATTH NLTK T H AR R IR Rl
TR EE N XL, AN 1-2bFR. REil, ey s A e
AT — 0%, W X = Yo, 2BEGA—A XY, RIRaeE s, RIE=
AR BB, SR T /5. fER] CKY MR — R M2 5, CNF
SR N A n-ary B

321 BAE L

FEARTE, FATRPHUS T3 BT R A T P BLH MR HTE L bracketing-then-
labeling. 3 5 #4550 — W BARAT 7% (Stemn 45191, Gaddy %01%) L, (R fT1L T 4L
R, FIREARTH T RCE.

S5—BrBt: bracketing. 7 H)T @, 51— B EBRR ARSI R TEARE R v,
— R 5 RS BT AT L AT I, () F (.

s@y) = ) s, )) (3.1)

(i.)ey

XIF TreeCRFE, Z{FHE% N

exp(s(z, y))

Zx)= Y exp(s(x,y’)) (3.2)
y'eY(x)

plylx) =

Hor Z(x) YeFR A3 5 (partition term ), Y(x) & i AF) ¥  XF A FTA A AEmM
RISEA.
9B A X HUME s, /), FRATATPA CKY ByE k3L 3] —BLs ik TeAr 541

"https://www.nltk.org
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=% HT TREECRF {5 Jmish v b FETRIY 4L BN TR B v A
R y.

y = argmax s(x,y’) = argmax p(y’ | x) (3.3)
Y Y

S35 WrB s labeling. %555 — M T B , 55T BURTHA KB G, ) €
H— AR,

l=wg?¥ﬁ@ﬁJ3 (3.4)

TR R YIRS FAT TG I8 04 TE ARSI SR AT 13 2R eR B T 38 T — N n 1Y
W, BrA R CNF RIS TRRE 2n — 1 2N KR (R, X Bty isf 1] 52 70
O - 1L).

IF I SZ AR BE S BT CKY RIS AR E N O(®). Rk, FRATHIH BT 7 ik i Ll a]
SARIES O + - | L)) MIXTRIHY, X F—FrBi CKY &, BIAHE NI
n® ANRHYUE REIARAE, HILTHE O +n? - | L)), b | L) H R (Hdn
X -2 B EERUCN 138) .

322 oAk

REWGIAT G XHPMARZEFT 0 BB, A 3-1, K i BRI Stern
LU BTN ERR B 1) S ETHR R R R SRR T ; 2) F Dozat
0T —RER S S

B4 A XT8N, HX B I S A ) B e s TRl ] J RN P 3 3RS 4% -
e; = € ® CharLSTM(w;) (3.5)

ot CharLSTM(w;) &7 7 51l A I XL 1E] LSTM —H 144 i i) & (Lample £ 74). DA
Hil ) TAERWPRA 2R ] CharLSTM(wy) U Sl R B B4R TT (Kitaev 22 19). G
[RIARTRIAE AR, TR AN PG AN T e .
Xl LSTM Sty as. FATHER A& BV 7 =20 LSTM DAFFE] B S03oR. &
1533 £ F1 by SRR R wi ZETHUZ LSTM A i ) H1S ) i 1 17 52

TEXHL, FATIE TR Dozat 450V BURAF AL AT i SR E (355
T92.4) . FATRBIL A Dropout BB T ARHTIEAERR A S HE , XA sUAR ) LB (Stern
SO0 A T AN TR
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FT A PEREPLIA Y i B A9 A (=% ST TREECRF [ B a03s ot

B, TR wy, € Fl Charl STMOv,) H5{4—H  dropout, 8 4 43
FEUA, AR O . MSIEH— R T 0, M5 — S 2 £
PERAME. JEU, M LSTM FEZAERARORIEL S () 36 52H 1 dropout JET (Gal
00,

WIAOR. XTRA wi, BATSH Stern U0 BOMEER A _E T S0 1] &2

h; =f; &by (3.6)

h; (145 800.

AFRTEZY A1 MLP 23] by b, FRNT R Ta7E—PRE e Bir
ARG AR R A s . R, FEATR R M MLP JZ MU A
WISy, FF HAr BIERBC e 3 AR i R RoR 1] &

ri;r/ = MLP' (h;) ; MLP" (h;) (3.7)

r!" (YERE d Sy 500. TEAN Dozat %11 Frig iy, MLP 24008 1 hy (4R, I HIE
L e AR E TARAH RAOEE, P RENE IR AR 1L A 8 KUK

Biaffine 143 %5, 233N, XTRGEXB G, j), FATHELD T wi FIFRTIH
FH wy B BRI TS % KR T 70

/

T
s(i, j) = i } Wwr’ (3.8)
1

Hrft W e RUDX@,

TR PAREIME s, 7). D) I, FEEAE hy bR TANIZ MLP S fRBUR R 1
HRFRE (RN d) . BT 1L Biaffine (REDXED) Sl iy 4
ZEMAME. BT 1L AR, FATXF B A T RN d = 100 (X e 2
500) DA M AE AT FE 7.

WIANFT 43 5. Stern S8 U0 X3 ) LSTM ()4 Hi ] T minus feature 77 ¥4 K £521] X

2RATHI RIS LR R B £, @ by ML T £ ob; HRUEIRTE. ATRERIRIA A £ F b, #RAEH e 4/ MmN, BRIIRAER
{5 BIU4.
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B=2 T TREECRF {555 A v ST S BN TS W A 500
[Fe7r (Wang 8821 Cross 2519 | Sk 5 ] MLP JZ 15 3] X B 4.

s(i, j) = MLP(h; — h;) (3.9)

HERE Stern 410 S5 NBIFT 43I TSR KRR ORI S IR, MELARY 1T 3
T XBREEH L. ARSI PRI TR 70 T3 1R B S .

3.2.3 FMAEHK
XTGBT (2, y, 1), YNGR R PR 2 2 A
L(z,y,l) = L"*(z,y) + L“"“(z,y,1) (3.10)
ST T AR TreeCRF 415, H MR KA TTHR R I S5 (A3
L"(z,y) = —-s(z,y) +log Z(z) (3.11)

Horr Z(x) W AR Inside BELE O(n®) (RIS 22 B8 Py pl 4.
o " IRAE labeling BB, DRI HRIE S SR 2K PR AL

3.3 P TreeCRF

FE ZREL, FALLIE B2l THE IR R T TE AR, EX R
T, BEHr TR ARAR - ESOE SO

s@y)= Y s@h+ Y stk j) (3.12)

(i, )ey @ik, ey

Forr Gk, ) EFER = TR 4E | < k < j 2 IKER G, j) o381 TFE T IXB G k) #l
(k + 1, j) HRAER .
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FET I S RERLI Y i A =% KT TREECRF [ s VA b

2 {LRAL T Inside 5145

1: define: § € R™>™8 > B is #sents in a batch
2: initialize: S;; =0,0<i<n
3: forw=1tondo > span width
4: Parallel computationon 0 <i,j=i+w<n r0<b<B
5: S,-,jzlog.z_exp(S,-,r+S,+1,j)+s(i,j)
ISr<j
6: end for

7: return S, = logZ(x)

3.3.1 A F Triaffine 8 =M X 3kir 5

XTI R kB BB Gk, ) BT, JAIZFES =, T4
Triaffine 4544, ATE o =A5MY MLP JZR 071 Biaffine J{IAY 1T

r";rfl; r; = MLP!/"/5 (h;) (3.13)

]! 2wy A BIE R AR AR B S R, KRR, AT iRk
7R Triaffine 2514

T
r; , N
S(i, k, ]) — [ k } rf TWmafjme
1

r’
J } (3.14)
1

Horp Wiriaine ¢ REX@Dx@+D) A= e ik RATIRE & B94ERE K 100.
3.3.2 FH#& TreeCRF #HH 7k

X TreeCRF A gL (45K 3.11) BT Z(x) FIAFAERBEE , A DARY
TE TreeCRF fig#fr i) LA (Finkel %%, Durrett 5 %) # 2 i i @ CHIE CPU L AT
1 Inside-Outside FXTHREAGFEIAY. AT Lrt4E CRF, BRRESHIE CRF R#tIRILE
EAREEIRZ.

FEX L, AT RIS IER ALY Inside B2 nIATHY, WNFER 20, o
A REIR A R — L BT S 0 H S BEAH ) A X R T e 31— SRR K & . X
FEAFFA TR DA 1 e O K S K B AR AT TP R & . PR TA R 0 < i) <
n,r,0 <b < BT, £ GPU _EMITHEAZHITH, HILFRMNTE Om) 2. A1)
(N EESs R B A<OE & S IR
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= AT TREECRF M5B bk b SET BT A BB 0 AT
3.3.3 B R MR T R A Outside H-3%

i b, Outside VAL NN T AL GARANERALI A TS v Bl i)
$5L k., Outside YA 2 A EWFHIET Inside 53K, 1M Outside SRR AL 2
RN Z. SEisie, IR EHE R 2 ) B AR A g T, BT B 3R AL
SRR B 1) A A AT AT (BRI BE. Bisner P01 213 T HIE ERYSEMNMEAEN]. T3
AT AE A T e A i PSR At R AR ) Inside $3k,  PRL UM i) A i acd A e o R MU i
FEATVTEAR, ATARL A R R k.

(EFAHER Al X B E s, ) X log Z() >R 3 ([FIREH B S S a4
SERL), FATAIVAEARRIAR 2 X G, ) ISR, that@he.

0logZ(x)
as(i, J)

p((@, ) | ) = (3.15)

HGARARAEAR 2 H WAL 5580 T DAy — B AR T SERIE. SEZ A0 n[ PAS % Eis-

ner%°],

334 &4

a0 B R, AT AR T, ATV CKY SRR IR — PR i RVA R,
4243 3.3z, A Eisner HIA—A4F, CKY FEM A FIE 1 Inside Sk LF—
B, BT H A sum product YA T max product (ZH5IE 200947 5), IAIEAT A
BEFEFE R RO AL. O T HEFT MBR RS, FEATEREFIKBIME s, j) Hepliat 3.17
2 33MA AR p(G, j) | ). FRINT, FAT A BEAE o Ak Bk ARG R 3T

3.4 L

SR, FRAOTEBR M Dozat 40T A RIVEA S B s BLIH P R S EO E, &
Bt rush. M- X B2 T CharLSTM a3 7%, TMiIEiEE embedding.
CharLSTM HL [ [ &, 3[a) & DA K& CharLSTM #i tH [a] & A 4E 43 5112k 50, 100 1 100.
Jir 45 Dropout [ 13 0.33. — ML IREIE I/ R 5,000 4N, Yt ks 22
AN 1,000 RIEA, H H A Dev Fiodls by fem 25 R %L 100 JORETE, TRV
TR A L.
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FET I S RERLI Y i A =% KT TREECRF [ s VA b

% 3-1 Dev#ifE LMER. FIAREEMER THHLMSLAIRAEE.

PTB CTB5.1 CTB7
P R F, P R F, P R F,

Max Margin (one-stage) 93.70 93.73 93.72 90.60 90.48 90.54 86.85 86.08 86.47

CRF (one-stage) 9344 9375 93.60 91.08 90.98 91.03 87.10 86.75 86.93
CRF (two-stage) 93.77 9396 93.86 9091 91.09 91.00 87.27 87.00 87.13
w/o MBR 93.75 93.85 93.80 90.93 91.10 91.02 87.21 86.89 &7.05
minus feature 9340 9335 9337 90.60 90.51 90.56 86.96 86.24 86.60
vanilla dropout 92.80 93.00 9290 89.68 89.68 89.68 85.55 85.54 85.54
CrF20 (two-stage) 93.87 93.98 9393 90.86 91.24 91.05 87.34 87.16 87.25

3.4.1 #BEALI

A HE Dev $elit_ M = A EXHBIRAIEFTR AZRS: 1) TreeCRF 5 Max Margin
YIS BT EL 5 2) WM ELITR I BT RRT L 2) B BB s
F. 2 3- 1R = AT DA RS — AT SR T MR O 5. 5o DU ) 7 T 5
FrEFIBHL R, B%H AN Z% (Stern 400, — B BARHTAOBI U2 X
Yo s, j), ) H95HE. H 7 ReAIE WiV B BT Reke , B 1IFBED it T “Cre (one-stage)”
S5, “Cre (one-stage)” 45 ELHRAEAT FRAEIK B [4T 4>

s@ oy, = ) s, ), D (3.16)
@i,)),let
432, (kG BB, W BT Inside FEVAAI CKY SEIAT LT PIk
BN B I .

MFARIIHTPIATIATR A £, 72— Br BUBHTIIHESE S, TreeCRF 451k pRAAE D
B TR AR, (B AR SCdndE E A iid Max Margin J53% 0.5 [ F, {H.
Max Margin Jr ik A MBS AL, Bl margin {6, Z(ERIEFEISH LIREERISERN 1,
HHA T I7 A 30 EE— B FATTHE I Max Margin 75 A7E H SCEHE ERY
ZERMRIE— B RSHIE TREIE A 52T SR B, AT A PRI Z5RA5 2k ok 4K
BE TARFHEL SR, (Hi2 TreeCRF JiiAA BN R HABL LT

USRS 2R PR AT AT OSSR IEATHLAL . WifD TreeCRF T #w7E CTBS.1 Lk
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=% LT TREECRF {300 b7 T LA T AT
HOLES SV HIE, TP EX MO AR A57E PTB I CTBT _EAHHLTF— W BT )7
Pl TRZY 0.2 1y Fy fH. IBEFATAT AR FAT 5 H i P B B A e g B AL
RERIT Bt (%% 3-3), I HEABURMRE.

e, FATHR T RARRT BT Bt i B R B —Fr Cre BEZUA - fr Crr2o AYAL
RER. B TRIA T B BRI — i ME, Cre2o Ml—Firlif Crr 5E4—H4¢, #B
R TP BT, — SRS o0 I, TR BIFE = RS L, Crr2o I
BT EaR g, FRRIIEAEE. =R LTl 0.07. 0.05 A
0.12. X /R 5FIA Bk 4 20 5.

342 H@%Rk

NT T RRFATIEE R RESE i BRI SRR T R AR, FRATTHE BB I

WK KBRS, 7F Dev $idis FHEFT THALICHE. G55 03 3-10 55 =8 N1T.
MBR iy, A TBIATE D Gt A CKY f#fi5. 417 “w/o MBR” 251 T7EIX
Yoo fH RS Es Rt BRI MBR SRS 7EEIS ST A MRS =, X
PR A 1 T — S0 R LA (B, AES R b mT DABH 0 7 S PR A A5 O 2 4
FATT—FE.
F15y Ji i m. h 1 AT R AR B B AT e kR, ARG T A
PIZE) T Ik Stern EU01 (225405 3.9) R A “minus feature” J5¥%. W] LAIE T E
BN FATHE AT 73 B BT Tz A 1Y minus feature J7¥5, FF HAETA =40
AR 0.5F, {HE)EE— SRt

Dropout SEEIEMI. FATPRFEHABIA B, REHKAN1ZS% A Dozat 41
(] Dropout &3 i%, Stern 25100 SR B 14 J5 & Dropout 73X, X §:380 7 =M 4%
W EE IR, 2512 096, 1.39 1 1.59F, {E N . Kitaev 245 fl—ANHHEE S
Rt de T Stern 55U B3 ) LSTM g, @075 BN SO Ed R T, ik
T LOF HRERIETE. i, X BEIATRIUREL T n] LSTM g ft s i T
A AIER SRR, B B EE I IS a1 A AR 524+ ).

343 T 24 %

% 3212/ T MEA ELMo/BERT XA SCE T, Test Brflafe LAY 32 B A 4
5.
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FET I S RERLI Y i A =% KT TREECRF [ s VA b

F3-2 Test HIBHILR.

PTB CTB5.1 CTB7

P R F, P R F, P R F,
Stern % [10] 9298 90.63 91.79 - - - - - -
Gaddy %1 92.41 91.76 92.08 - - - - - -
Kitaev 4[4 93.90 9320 93.55 88.09 86.78 87.43 - - -
Gomez-Rodriguez 4546 - - 90.0 - - 84.4 - - -
Shen %5 [48] 920 917 918 866 864 865 - - -
Teng %51 925 922 924 875 87.1 873 - - -
Vilares 2 [47] - - 90.60 - - 85.61 - - -

Zhou %5152 + pretrained  93.92  93.64 93.78 89.70 89.09 89.40 - - -

CRF 93.84 9358 93.71 89.18 89.03 89.10 87.66 87.21 87.43
CrF20 94.06 93.84 9395 89.04 88.68 88.86 87.86 87.40 87.63
CRF + pretrained 9423 94.02 94.12 89.71 89.89 89.80 88.84 88.36 88.60
CrrF20 + pretrained 94.29 94.15 94.22 89.97 8947 89.72 88.95 88.56 88.76

Kitaev %541 + ELMo 9540 9485 95.13 - - - - - -
Kitaev %£(°2] + BERT 95.73 9546 9559 9196 9155 091.75 - - -

Crr + BERT 95.85 95.53 95.69 9251 92.04 9227 91.73 91.38 91.55
Crr20 + BERT 95.86 9547 9567 9275 92.18 9247 9193 9131 91.62

BT Zhou 55121 JCHRAT Rl N B 45 AR A 0 T ZRrdy il ) i, T2 FH T REATL
PILRAL A, AT TS SC B T Glove dd] &, W3 BT structured skip-gram
Tl TR e, RATEDESC PTB T 100 4k Glove®, W3t FR
T Li % s, AT Gigaword 3rd Edition YIZR iRl &, FeATREFESER T
Zhou 4521 43 =1 structured skip-gram i [ 3, AL FIFIH ZEARA L. A PAHE
B BN IRATHI BT AR 32 55T T U1 e ) o) e ) (5 .

FATIRIRE S f e 1) — S8 A3 A A T A S TTAEAC T 6T B m] DA SR AT B T X0
1] LSTM Zit b 25 (1) R AT 5 AR K M A 8 T S AR iy Stern S5 1101 55043 22 05 ) T8 Y
T, LA Dropout Z RIS 40 &, FITE Dev #d_LiEas—2, AT ZBr
B Crr20 Fl—BrBAY Cre S5 AL F—3, M Crr2o 7£ PTB fil CTB7 Lf#4%5
T Cre, f£ CTB51 L2KT Cre, (HE2ZREAK. 52 BiHAEN BRI T

Shttps://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove
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=% LT TREECRF (M- F0 BT ST A BB ORI 51

% 3-3 PTB B Test i ERIBITEE LB

F, Sents/sec
Petrov %5184 (Berkeley Parser) 90.1 6
Zhu 551871 (ZPar) 90.4 90
Stern 451101 91.79 76
Shen %% 48] 91.8 111
Kitaev %% 4] 93.55 332
Goémez-Rodriguez 551401 90.0 780
CRF (one-stage) 93.71 990
CrF20 (two-stage) 94.22 598
CRF (two-stage) w/ MBR 94.12 743
CRF (two-stage) w/o MBR 94.08 1092

A bt (Kitaev S5 197) FRATT 0 — B il BT 20 BIHEDE SC PTB FH 32 CTBS.1 45 0.16 DA
S 1.67 AR TE, FH BN AT 5 e 1Y L I i

Zhou 51?1 ) CTBS.1 453445 H B R AT IR A, TR BEZL i A T
O IR FRATSH T AT AR R = A TR . (EAR R T IR
CTBS5.1 Z5 R RAME N T IERAR . FATH IE o PE B8 b T A1 n RS, 7 CTBS
1) Test ZEE A2 92.14, HABATE SIS R o0 #23l. FATHI AT 28 f8 H 1E
BRI ISR ZE B E] T 92.66 1 Fy fH. KT ST 75— T R8s - T
o SRR A AT, AT T PRI [/ &l o i s, I BB T Stanford
Dependencies 3.3.0 DA K 1E i) k.

FAFIRE =472 THEM ELMo/BERT W& N W4ER. X T PTB, &A1&%
Kitaev 221 ffi[f] T bert-large-cased® (24 layers, 1024 dimensions, 16 heads) , %}
CTB NIf#i ] T bert-base-chinese (12 layers, 768 dimensions, 12 heads) . 7] PAB] 2 & %]
ToiB R TE—r Cre BLEUHI [y Crr20 A8 |, (i BERT F/R#fnl AR HY B4 g
WPET:, RATPMRITAR A Ak T — 20 AT R T Kitaev 5521 1)
ZitEbrds, XHEMATH TR T 2EF R BRIE, FAOTR e A
HAHUNE BB AR E] T AR 4R

“https://github.com/DoodleJZ/HPSG-Neural- Parser
Shttps://github.com /huggingface/transformers
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TR 4% BRI 0 75 A ) R A0 $=#% T TREECRF 75 B4 vk b
3.44 REEK

FA% 335 AN ) AT g 5% T AT BE 7 THI Y L A S AT e AH M. Y By (L
NTAFHRFE, MR ELEEFTHE Intel Xeon E5-2650 v4 CPU F Nvidia
GeForce GTX 1080 Ti GPU. Berkeley Parser Fil ZPar S ™ e H AR F2 0 11 F5 4 22 0 25 1)
figtran, HHIEFH GPU. Stern 211 Y ] T Max Margin J5¥%:1)I1453 HAE CPU I
AT T2 CKY (RS, Kitaev % T BYERU 9nbS4%, £ Cython 4 1 fmk.

A PAE BTN —Br Bt TreeCRF i ds 1 T HI%AE GPU @Y, HIEEATA
HIFRAT dR BT 2. FE— Bz b, JRATR P BT a5 20 il DA AT 1,092 A1), 2
Kitaev %11 gy = A bR, 208, (SRR ARR T T FATE2 A B AR, Stern
410, Kitaev 2510 507 YR AT REFNFRATT A —FF PR

Gomez-Rodriguez 1) M &4 1) A MR 5 0 — P AU BRIE R, (i
AR R (BRI R, AT SR E R 2.

P BT AT EL T — [ BURAT 8 2P 24 10%. AR T 3RATZ e i i 1) 52
WEREF (SHFA32.1), XADZEH BT AR . — 2 21X g
Hrasdl L= TARIR A g AITT 20 AL, X mTRE 5 ) 5 AT A I 7 s

{8 /] MBR RSN Bzt T—IK Inside AT M ALK A 4R, Hit
AR ARVESCREEE 28 IR R, FEATIRCA MBR RSP IER, 45R1A
ZRMD.

TEME] MBR RS FIAGE ] MBR R PIANA R T, — BB o i b — Birgi
PRTRZ 200 ApEERD, 1 BRSO R R RE_ERYOLSS.

35 AXE/NGE

AT, FAIFEM T — AT TreeCRF B @B Ak dras. F A1 Inside
FEM CKY FIR ] AR RO AR, PASCRAE GPU B IOBK B AT 5, ot
T S S 2 ARG T BT B SRS ALHIAY S A2 4% M Inside RIA—FRmRL, HH.
WU T Outside FIRARDEATHR LRI, FE PO SC= A RMERR S R SEiRan it TR
ZHBEXENE. B, BATEIMR —HRA, “Hrd RIAERM LS. 55,
FRAY P BL bracketing-then-labeling AT 7535 L — By BUARAT S 2%, HLBCH %
FEMTERRITERE. 28 =, FROVHER M ATT 2007 M BT B AR 2T minus feature F7595
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W=% 3T TREECRF (755 M A b7 ST LB b
RE T HEERER. B, FAT5 AR —LE5 40 Dropout Y S4B E AT AR T ik
PrivbhRe. S, A5 AT amb 2] TR RAESTR, I H— BB
FAFRAT I JEE 73 3118 2] 1 1,000 FiT 600 HJEEAD.
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FET I S RERLI Y i A SPE T A EWT F B A

FOE ETTHEHRSHMTE

AFEWHEF A =3 B F BT TreeCRF Ak Mrds i £l b, #2407k
(AR LAY =R IAVE =% e E =Y S S by =y ANV s 0 s S~ S L O
AT i — B AR H TS AT A i vk 2 —. A 1= B TreeCRF J7
EHTRATEEE2 AR TREHE, H BRSMTRs iy, —&|
PARHR R — ARG SIS 7). SR, T Inside-Outside #E W7 5535 = 52 24 b 8,
B T B TreeCRF R . FEAZTE S, AT A AT MEVI B AR
BAFHRHEWTI) T TreeCRF, MM S PR AR T HEMTAE I 0. 5 HAB AL 5 A
o, MFVI B H AT 7 (R 5 B B 0 5. FRATHE WA E A A0 4 ) v
e SO LY 5 A BRI A BT SE T, XTI TMA BERT Z G HIRCR. 45
R, MFVI 7 EA A ERG R AR VCRE, I BI5GB B s s e 52
A =B S B TreeCRF J7YA.

41 3|F

AR ARAPEI AT TR HEE. P58 SR ANE AR S 32t T — R 5
J5 1k (Dozat 2501, Ji 221151 Gomez-Rodriguez 21461 Zhang 251931, Wei 5 194) | YgdiE
HERHRAE N 4 (Penn Treebank, PTB) FHERf M2 TR i B 7K

VERREMER TR —, BT BRI R Eer —RAER - 2 A5, G
AT A ME, FEIERLES BEAE 4R B o R A EAR. A R T
B, ET RN IEEEBR R, I Bl E A SFEA TR, PR,
Ay AR 2 TAERREAE 73X i (McDonald 452%241, Taskar 4501). 5 f B —
W 5T B D7 YA LA A A AR B EARASL O T B SRR 1) B 45 B B
SE (BRI AR ) B AR XEREAR AT JEok, AR E P e —
PR, A HEL TEMNR TR EPRIE, &R TE T AR s ik
AE (McDonald 4517, Koo 417, Ma 45 B%). dRifr, AR 22 SCERTE M2 M 2B AL g | A
T W TRIRHE (Chen 814, Pei 22198, Ma £5131). Horr - Ji 4 U1 F 21w dpe i A 71
T Rl 25 H 471 Biaffine Parser (LRl |, HETHA . SHEHTH, I
R Z 2 GAT SRt X LE TARUER] T8 M O VAR B T & M 45 A2 rp 2 Y.
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DU TSR A FTRIE AR 0 S A vE S b

RUEAREFRITERE, A AR T IR B B 07 YA A e — SRR TR R ] 1
W —J5, AT RERCRAER, STk RO T R AR SS L RI B
PN DA =/ O I 13 S v W 5 v o e BT =2 TR D R
REFATETT ZMES =s 7 A stk Ak s, (H2 HEmrimvi =
ARIETIIRA R T ZA A AR, 75—, BTRCERIER, AW TAEER R
H} Max Margin 7% (McDonald 25130 535 58 H AR (Ji 4150 SRk, MAER 24
JaA—4b 1 TreeCRF. MMiXf TAEA ALK E, —NEZER H R o 7w
Tt 7RISR = i s, A NARRAE R I B FY#(E55 o (Zhang 25140T)
BT I 30 10 AR R 2 Y.

XX LE A, FEAT A, FATHR T3 A - HE W A T VA B m B
TR A a3k AR 2L H - (Mean Field Variational Inference, MFVI) . %1 A #]
B T 5 AR AT YA — ELDASRFRAE BB o 81 AR e A S5 40 )2 i W
(Wang %1181, Martins 45:1°), Krahenbiihl 45 7). JC o3 534 T HeAH 560 TAE, Smith
£¢ 1101, Gormley 5101 £ 1 3 B3R B AR IR AR KR B2 R E 7, 2R 4
W TREE, XU 541 S8 Al Gro S8R AFBIUAT VAL, Fonseca 45 P71 I 1 ]
TET B RN AD® FEAL P Siblings/Grandparents SF1E. FATESRE: MFVI, 2
HAATA: 1) AT SEIET RS2 AR T BN E & R 7Ry
fiF, TEXATRN, M TR E(EERE, MEVI ISR, E24BH % 2) 5%
o RAELE, MEVI R RAJ IS 20 i3, 3R AT T MBR fi#65.

AT A TR B FRAT PR 55 045, FA1 o0 o AT 800t T A
(7] (4 A7 AT AT MEVIE BERRE. Ar Akt i PR BRI e —1k, HikZ%
Wang 45171, AT MEVIEREBOH G LA T SRR 20T, 1A B IR (EAE
B AT RERY Sk BV —Ak. Ak, A2 Smith 4511, Wang 451'%), Naradowsky
SE1O2 AR A RO AL B MR 0-1. FRAT] e A VIR AE AR T FkG
Fff P TP 1 o A ZRAR I P TS R AR TR A AT B B R .

BT, FANFEATAT ) AR

o FAFDAEAE TS ER S ZBrRAIE R MEVI T 07 v R AR i 41

Wi b ik, PR T R AR IR

o TEARAFRPEF S AR ARA AL 55 b, BT BIERER 1T ke A A

VAT B (W AL B b (R 2R 23 A HEBTE 3 BB (W2 PN J7 T : 1) MAP Inference, RPZREUHEZR s K A)VERT; 2)
Marginal Inference, B[I13 385 1)L 4.
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ST R A REHUS B P A I T A T
T IR AR PR AL 3 ST 5 3.
o« FAFE P SCRIZESCHY 4 D EMERRSE AT SEe, A B MEVI iR iy PR fE 2
FAGHT Bk, IR TORUS TS TR = B YA T LR KOT R L
MF VI ZEMRAF AN AR50 M o3 AT PASKE] 1,126 AJAN 905 Ag 43R, FEAMA
BERT Z J&, FRAMHAE M7 54— L8R g Lk 8] g e 4R

42 EF MFVI B &5

ARFAEFY DAKEET ZAEREE, RIS T T AR T 5 KA
RYRAS FTARR AL, AT ORAF T AT T BT 4R A BB A, DX i MFVI
URIEACRE TAGHAHEWTAY TreeCRF J5ik, MIMARKREAR TR,

421 BEAZ L

FATOREF 1 AIAG B FHE WA 2 — S5y I BT SR s
BB HEWANT o, HinedB —PREm (MREm) MITREN y =
argmax, p(z,y'). TERGBRIEWT AT, A TRBIRMEER, RAIFFEED 00’) &k
R Inside BRI H B Z() = Zyey s, y), KWHE s, y) ERE—, H
AL

FEASTFRATHE H R = 20 5 T3 3 BE 11728 23 HEIKTZ: (Mean Field Variational
Inference, MFVI) IR G IARR 17774 MEVL RRAIEN y A ERAE
FAEAST, PR AT AR 2 i 1) AL e AN Wik AU 2 S R A B 1l Q). KT
MF VI #5822 2C0A SR S HES LB o B ARYEAT 55 HARRIAT . FeAT KA+
TR IR ST T PIRRASTRI R DR 1, A SR . B S 7 9%
S5 BrBE: AT H AR T AY AR @ B BINARSE . 15213825751
LAHA b LW o B2 INAIARS: . A b 1 i N B A8 . AT TR IR
FETE—FER TR, PASTESERS R 53, N IR A B B2 i — j $8—
AIHMETRIARE, B EM R B G, ) FE]— DRI mRZE.
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S0 TS R v FET I 5% BRI 0 5 B D 5T
422 —HBrF#irH

AR, ST @, FNIRBEE R R 7 i A 3 23 LSTM
S EEAMGLR I LSRR, FORE AR by, 5, ORI by XA
WA AT 4. X TR, BRI AR 235815490 — j 195U
S — j), MTRA R, BATHAR 38HEEALLE G, j) 1AM s, ).

RA LA W7 BB S LA T T TR, Hoh, AR, AR
TRIEEA R S TSR, To IR AR 2. 1088 LA TR i o k. ) (5ME
(i — 1k, j1), Forr k& J IS I BB QRN i B, B% A =,
AR A3 314138 sk, j), A K FI G j) PG RO T Gk, ) 1940
i, kA j A RPN AL A R, I AR i

FFAREMAME, FeATRUT Biaffine 454, 4 B8] fermh 400 L s 2
B4 st — D), DAB MU IR LB E AR REE10 4 s(G. ). D.

423 RAEEG MFVI # &%

H A2 G — B JR ezl (R 5571 —f Loc T3k , iX REATH A Locye, )
TEVIZRAIHGER ] 13k E4% (head selection) AYIZRIIRPREL, SR TR TARSS
M AN RN HACH —>3k. F1 Wang 8171 —#f - FATEBAEMKAT X Y AR
IERTT R TGRSR AR, MR AT BB W 4-1a. XFEACE 7, 3]
EXARUE y; €40, 1, i # jo-o 0}, AR w; BURTHERYSL RG]

HRH, XFRAASR y;, — PR B0E N

i(y;) = exp(s(y; = j)) 4.1)

s(vj = J) I y; = JXMIRME, BA 2.3 5]
XA E AR y; F oy BB, XS 3R e SCh

exps(y; =k, j})  yi=w

1 otherwise

Yy i) = { 4.2)

s(vj =tk D RILH TRy, - Ky BE, BaX 2100585 8. FEERR X
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FET I S RERLI Y i A SPE T A EWT F B A

A O\

$o She;  enjoysy playings tennisy -5

®, O @) O @ O

N

8 Arc factor @ Sibling factor

(a) R ALER BRI F

T

She; enjoyse playings tennisy -5
sy O O O O O
[ [ [ ] []

eiys: > O O O O
0 s o 0

playings ()

]
!

tennisy ’\/_\,‘ ’:_\) ’:_\) O O
] [ ]

5 ) ) ) ) O
(]
® Unary factor @ Binary factor
(b) 5 AR R R [E F &

B 4-1 —AMHlRfERE HS EREEM N EFE, RINEG T LEARE T X M EBITHR
ERTFEEMIRS AER, HpRaaEMT T EZX 4. Re ELERKRKFRITE.
Eir THREN—M (A&) BF ATHZER MF-MEF, KEGZEPRNIURH
THRIN3 - 405 (FE) BF, BoaEERRRE THER G.4) EEK M (Ee)
+.

AL k A K TreeCRF AR, HATFE—EM j &P (Smith 1), Ff12KT
Wy — (k) PEEIFAE, B k0,7
MFVI R A EFT 11 0C), K/ MU S ESL A P() 19 KL 5. K
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MU STk TR PR R kAT
FEAIERZ R U 2 XU (Wang 45197)):

0(i) o< exp|sti — j) + . OV V(@) - s > k. J) (4.3)
ki, j
JEHs 7 OF () WAL — S BB v (). BRRIEARIE, BATHRSHE 07 C) ifE
TEFTA T ARSI E 70T —fk. 2ot T VG, Fef 151 R & R UG 10431
00

4.2.4 Ry k6 MFVI &

FATH T FRE IR T Gaddy 2812 {95 3EVE W EEET i, F7 Loco.
HAARUE, B R A ol RE A AL BEREA T — ) B o038, FR A B R e
—NX . Wang %1%, Dozat 25 %) 1 SUEAF A B2 T XA Y1l H 47, Narad-
owsky 41, Gormley &5V YE L7 FVA A P TaX AP IA. ARG IAR T 1
T MEVI R Akt FoR T —A—Br A FA—A B A, XA 7
DL 4-1b.

SR, BEMILER i HTTREIAS R vy € (0, 1), L en s B vy 19— B2
HGE L
Vi) = { PEEI) = (44)

1 otherwise
s(i, j) 72 23 3. 8T AT RN W KB (0, j) W2 E, X HFRATERK i < .
Y e PR By Ay, FRATOEHZEAY =0 B SUop R, BRI B 3 ek dioe
SR
YijuVijs Yie) = { FPECL )= (4.5)

1 otherwise
s, k, j) FTDARE A G, j) 71 (i, k) FRAE LBt ) TA R 08, st 3. 1441575
F|. FEEEA R kWA EARZISHEIENAR, HFAZR—EMNT () Z
), BB i<k k+j.
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ST R A REHUS B P A I T A T
I A ) ME VIR A 22 U0

0(0) o 1

(1) ;o (-1 P (4.6)
Q1) o< exp (s(iy ) + Tusi; O (1) - sGio k. )

JEAER O (i) WAL A 35 B iy (i) B IE AR, FATTHF OF () ZEHUI (0, 1)
EITIHE B0 T REUE, FAVEEO R B BUR R O C).

4.2.5 NGB KF

AT GRA0 2% R RIS 73 32 TCAR S R I SR MR AR ZE K. 25
SENTA IEARE: , AT A AR R SRR B RZnoiER, Mmrmry &S —2, &
TR AT I DX R A T 52 SRR O pRAR. 45 7 g A\ ) 1 o AMORS B2 T W ) TE AR 2
Ry, AT H AR S R RER AR p(y™ | ). T MFVIRF RS TER
AR B AR MR A 0C), NILIIZR HARSE M T I KL AR 1 5 5

Horp, SRR T, BAFARE D ITRER A T IR R, AL A R UE
A RTRER S, TR R B JCARAE AR R 40 5% R

Ly, = - Z log Q;(v}) (4.7)
Jj#0
A3 AR ToAn 2 AR IR AL B oy i, BRI BRI HIUE {0, 1), B H
FreRECH
Liy = - Z log 0i;(v;}) (4.8)
i<j

2% Dozat %% FATEFTIA T —SH A M T T FEhREE AR DA SR 2 ) 51
K, AR AR R AN R H sl

Leon = AL + (1 — )L™ (4.9)

con con
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SR HT AR B ik TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A
4.2.6 f&H

FAHE MEVI BB RS I B2 VM T MBR S 5. AR MFVI it
RS2 H JE R 0C) AU SR MR IR B A HAF Ak, FRA1RF iR
K~ 4G R Q0) FENRIA, HAIM T Eisner FVORMM, IR R TH
R TSR, o giEs . FA TR 23 46132 HIHER 0,0) fEoARA, H4
T RIESY =R CKY FRR M, RN T HIR 28RS AN EE.

43 50§

SRCE. FATIRIE AR B ) G A ks AN I 25 07 A -5 i T 1) 2 AR —E
XFT A, FRATTI B A AR o A A T Y D o AR DA B R0 YA 3 A (5 T Y
T HrRHER) MLP J2 0 4E RN 100, FRATTRCEAS o EWT R AR B SE— 3 R XET
TE ST AR AT I T PR SN TR R DI R R B S5k A, RATICESN 0.1
B S FRATFERFFR ) EEB LR T U AP : Loc, Crr, CrF20 Fil MEvI, iX
A DB TAATHC S M — T Ui, Loc R T Rt 2k sR B A2, Cre A1
Crr20 F8HY2 M T — B - Hrks i HERTY) TreeCRF 4L, Mrvi £ R 137722
SrEWTRIREAL. M FC S TER BAE S IHE AN A, B A Y Lo SR AT T3k
EPEI R SR, TR Loc SR T 0 KPR e 8. A IR AT2 I T bn
dep Fil con PAIRIX 43

431 T EH#%

T A-1RNFAK 4243 BI2E T FATT 221000 22 BhoHE T S A E A A BRI A3 ) vk
AT B LURCE S IR AR, FE T T DAKETY =—H, AR AR h R T
P Zhia] AR A SESCEHR IS M T 100 e/ Glove iaj[a &, b SCEfE
MEEAH T word2vec 7£ Giga #li EiIlZRAY 100 21 [n) & FATAICHR T BERT 454,
XFTHSCEARE, AT T 24 2 1024 k() bert-large-cased VE A8 ] LSTM f#i A,
HAEVNZRET [ 2 S48 P SCBERFR AT T 12 )2 768 4EfY bert-base-chinese.

W AR BITEMAF TARI SR B (M 4-1) , i T3E3C PTB W4 R AR, it
X PURPERT VAR SRR 3L, Mevi 7y T Loc, 153 1 i EFRITERE. 3¢
CoNLL09 =, A5y Crr2o {5282 f i, {Hig Mevi il | Crr A% T 86.25
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FET I S RERLI Y i A SPE T A EWT F B A

F4-1 (RTFAESITIEREIZE PTB F1 CoNLLO09 B Test $1#5_F REIHEMT & iEHI4E R

PTB CoNLL09
UAS LAS UAS LAS

Loc 96.08 94.47 89.15 85.98

CRF 96.02 9433 89.28 86.18

Mrvi  96.11 9449 8935 86.25

CrrF20 96.11 94.46 89.63 86.52
+BERT

Loc 96.86 9532 9228 89.50
CRF 96.75 9530 9229 89.52
Mrvi 9690 9537 9232 89.55
Crr20 96.80 9533 92.43 89.68

) LAS. FEPIRNE S b, Mevi #— 0l 1 0 2 R 2R Loc Ik, X Bk 1
AEVTAFEWT ) MEve J7 3k B B 454 2 R A A R

TERA AP AT b (et 4-2), haesC= AN EdRm s Rrh, T2 —Br Creifg
“Br Cre2o, FRHERTRIAARI A R R I AL SR Meve #GAR] TR —Fr Crr |-
SIAHAT A PERE. I H., Mevi —EGEB BT 038 )1 Loc B, #E PTB. CTBSI
A1 CTB7 FA4r#$2FF T 0.11. 0.52 1 0.35.

M) BERT 2 J5, bRy URMERTSEETESR Hich B 2. IRfFm)vk b,
PTB 1 Mevi £ df, LAS 2 95.37, iAH| el T 241 i) i e (Zhou 412,
Wang %:[¢7]) | CONLL09 {34k Crr20 et {H/2E Mrevi (92285 20055, iAo
1£ PTB il CTB51 iX N 4H b, Mev () RIE 519, 4 Bilak %] 95.71 A1 92.56
W Fy A, T 24 TR (Kitaev 55 020). 7 CTB7 R IEIF1152 Cri20, F
{H4 91.62, 1 Mrvi [ZEREANE] 0.1, SR1T, HF Meve 5 ¥E RV RUERTFETRCR T
BRKMIEE (WETT 433 IEMT)

4.3.2 BP9

&l 4-245 1 T — A B BILEARAF AU FIAREEL R 7ME (log potentials) 548
i3 MEVI R ACUT AT 2 )5 SR i IR RS B PR R B iR R SR T 73 {EL /AR %
RN
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SR HT AR B ik TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

42 A RENVHERIZERS PTB, B3z CTBS.1 F CTBT By Test ${4#8 L R0 Sk Ay
==Y

PTB CTBS1 CTB7

Loc 94.16 93.85 94.01 89.39 89.16 89.28 88.54 8796 88.25

CRF 9423 94.02 94.12 89.71 89.89 89.80 88.84 88.36 88.60

Mrvi 9411 9396 94.04 89.82 89.79 89.81 8871 8816 8843

CrrF20 94.29 94.15 94.22 89.97 8947 89.72 88.95 88.56 88.76
+BERT

Loc 95.70 9543 9557 9247 92.09 9228 9190 9124 91.57
CRF 95.85 9553 95.69 9251 92.04 9227 091.73 91.38 91.55
Mrvi 9585 95.57 9571 9278 9235 9256 91.89 9131 91.60
CrrF20 95.86 9547 95.67 92.75 92.18 9247 9193 9131 91.62

2 0 Vel B ) AR L 02 i s P (B (B RS L, 30 T — B A28 ey Ay
A AT BT ) A 10 23 (B AR N R AT F B 1 2] i TP A A A R T i e Sk
R INZRE bR, 7] DA B il & — 5B — IRMEAAAE,  ELania] S he; Xf 51
B B (GBI = ) B BLEAR] enjoysy , XM Y. T AIVER YT enjoysy, — S he;.
BT ANERIRIIE R, TR T AR EAR, R BRI 6 3R B AT RE A
H—AS R SR TR B TR AR SR A, BB X arg max
152N B g KB BE TR M —BREVA AR, PRI FRATTI R %S CKY Sk 3RS
& R E L A AR

MFATH MEVIEE, 1530 s 3R i o i s, 7TAE#
2 Z BT R EHF R AR N BRI EZ )G, JERRn S E T
WEE T AME. X TRAFARET S, B MAEA — AT BeRY Sk, I HARSRI LT 1, X
TR E R AR — AN LSS L TR ARETT W E i N B S
KRN arg max 38| W BRI B, AR DHMER FASE U 1, F HXTT BT
BRI, XA oS ARG 3 0 AER AT DA B Ee 4L — PR EVE M AE S R, i,
ZLEL5 R (Shey, tennisy) Fl (playings, tennis,) XN T B4 IE#f 1) Tohn 24 22— XA 2
SRR X X R T MEVIAEG | A I 85AT o 2 5, 0 TR S5 R ) 5 5ok
MIZTHRAER.
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BT R 2 CEREBLIA 1 s B R0 SPE T A EWT F B A

enjoyss playings tennisy -5 She, enjoyss playings tennisy

DDDDD J@Juuy
~UJJUUdu -0dudu
-~ @UOUO -8UB0U @
-] JUO0 =0 @
- JJUUJu -JudJut
Judouod -uoduodd

(a) IFFRIER S ML E X A HMEFFRE R

$o

enjoyss

enjoyse playings tennisy She; enjoyse playings tennis

-00008 ~-80 088
- 0000~ 8080
w000~ @80
D0 - B0
D - (]

(b) BL5r AIEMEMIE X A S EFRRETEER

42 =GR RERFAEREFIR S AR ENE . ZUHNEREMIERNSE (log
potential), ATHERT, KINEEMSERITTIA—K. AEHER TSI EHREE.
kEELEBRREFRNAGEMLE.

4.3.3 RE Aot iE B B LI

e A-345 T Meve A EE 4R S RS AR HE A2 s BE RIS AR E R L.
THRE, FrafBseE MV T MBR B, H BTSRRI 1R [ 0 a3
R TAER], TG R AR ke M MTARA i ATTAR R MEvi #E CPU b 45—
YR HERTRE O() WYSIRIE, IXFIRS TR HEWTY 2 B Inside FYARYSZIRERT Y. T2
A GPU ZEATHATITR Y, Meve BB A AL BT B Uk g SRS H A7 B
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SR HT AR B ik TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A

& 43 ARTFAIEFM S QA E AR EHEE EER N SR E, MRBRATE PTB A Test #iiE £
RIRRATET BRI LL B, IRTF ARG — R T Eisner EiLMRD, MO AEE—ERT CKY BiLHEY

Complexity .
Inference Decoding Alg. Sents/sec
CPU GPU
CRF omn®) om? Eisner 653
Dependency  Crr20 omn®) 0om* Eisner 431
MFVI omn®) 0n) Eisner 1126
CRrF omn®) Om*) CKY 743
Constituency  Crr20 on*) Om*) CKY 598
MFvi on®) O(n) CKY 905
FE?, B GPU LR RN O, KR RFIHERT TR 20 On?) IR,

MEHRATAEE], A Mevi (A7 A)TEAE PTB (1) Test Zdla b 50 1126
FIEERD, JENERRIENTE B Cre2o (431) BIE=A5MR, FIRRRAHRT —Pr Crr i
557 AEERD. B AR Mevi SRR IR R 247 905 AjEERD, [RIAR R R T—
B Cre 1 743 44 FPFI )y Cre20 (] 598 HJEEAD.

4.4 KREING

TEAFRATREA S S PrRAER MEVL J7E0 A5 AZ] T HAFAEAN S 403k 7
Bref, DARBRARBAAEIRT 4 e 7 YA R A AR L. ARSI RS E AT R, AEIK
AR b, BATFEI T — & R R WA MEVIJ5E, FEMG FTE AT
FATFIA T —AETF 022 HARK MFVI A, FERX AR 55 (1 e S T
RIS ERIEPREN], MFVE A B3 8 T BT /il T —Bronk, ks
TS BAHEWTE) K TreeCRF J7{A I LUACHITERE. AR b, FATH MFVI 7k 5
WAFFN A AR 3 T 1126 AEERVAT 905 AJHE RV AT E . A BERT 2 )5,
T MFVI 75 {A R AU HE TS A Ay (8 Rt e Bl 31 i el 1 2 i dme A 20 Y
PERE.

PRAEIAR) CUDA FAR AT DL ik = SOW SR 504 45 4 1k IR AT A A 20384, 10 sum. min Al max &5, #9831
O(log n) B AL I ] (Wang 251661y, {HEIX LIRATIH — R I ZAE I R 242 A O(n).
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FET I S RERLI Y i A FIE NS RYE

£8

ok
Gk
Hif
AT
il
Mk

51 BR%

PR TR B2 S BORWRGH R DA 28 N 5 A A () s KB U, 4R oK
AP AT AR 3] TR R P, Dozat 41 i 111 Biaffine Parser SR i T—458 K
gD Es 4 A — ARG E AR, 4R T AR Tas. SR, %5
(5T TreeCRF (14 Ryl 4k H ARS8 HA MRS @ n On g, SR HEBKT i) 28 i) AR
il 7 TreeCRF [ 1Z AT, A3CHEHKF TreeCRF |y H B 435 s 4, IF(E
SHT N LA T —> B TreeCRF 4 JE ok #E— 4R FHAVE I G HERG . Sl TR
PSR, AR T 20 SR : 1) #kfb Inside 535 2) S EHEHLHI
% Outside ¥4, —F TreeCRF #F— 1 T HEWI LG 25, BIAS SR H A
FHET 293778 43 W I A v AU — Bt TreeCRE. 74243 VA B M BB T — it
T, I AAERE LA T B TreeCRF.

BV, A SR N T

(1) 3T TreeCRF Wy B A4 A

AL DA i Fe R AR AT ) BT L Biaffine Parser S EERl, $2H T —A
B TreeCRF (4" & YT B0, ASCHH T—NH8i Triaffine Z5445657 4. R
T TreeCRF ARAL I, FRATHEHXTT O(n?) &2 2% Inside LA THIAR AL, F
H GPU FATH LM BE I VAR 2R AREN T O(n?). MEAMRATTRIAE 421 Outside 3
FEHELT B R AL 80U A 475 AT sy v b R B ) A Ak B 3 3
400 A)EERD, M TAEG07E CPU _Fis Sy U B HfEndde 7, IF HISH 218 T
— BB FRATHE 13 MEF Y 27 MRS EHEAT T RER TN, KB
Rk T REMMERREE T, I HIUHAE S RTerR, PARJSTbR i gids T2l R 47

(2) £T TreeCRF (1B 40350 B

AN SCHR HFE B 1 2 ) 4 A ) SRR Al R B TreeCRF 3] Jili 4341035 40 AT .
KT PR A B AR, SRR TR A T — S I RN, YIRS 5
VEHT T A, B SRR B R AL B R e B AR A A TR
Outside H¥%, MR FEIRTF TAFTHEE. BLoh, FRATHEH T & By BERAT 7 3
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FhE B4 SRE TR 2 REVLIA (145 B A0k A
FERT A —Br Bt B s 2, I HSca S ae. o T IRIMEICR . 2%
WRAFAIE AT R SR AT T k. FRATTHR 05 ST 20 AL A G AT ) minus
feature J53%, FHHAZBAER ) LSTM % i 4% 5| A#)—LE1% 41 Dropout S4B L
A AR IR THETRIPERE , X E R T Transformer HIZCR. 78 AP 3E SCHY =N R vERL
Ptk ERSEEG A RRD], FA TR 59— BRI oA VAR A 2 B T RN T
R DT, — B A B R AT 1,092 A1 598 AdEFb. FEE] BERT 2
Ja, FATHREEAE R Bt 4k _EARIRH] 1R iR RS R

(3) FT AR A3 HEWT I = RURINE AT vk

% EENGHAHEWT) TreeCRF JriARY S B AR, ASCP A TR S —Hriik
-3 39 28 7 W S LAE T A AE RS Ak, BEASRRAE GPU BRI 2%
FEM O(m?) BEAREN T O(n). ARAEPIRM A S TS5 B [R12E S R, FRATIRICT R[]
A HE DT BB SR, AU A AT EFRATTIRIU T — M & S e B LR A S 7
W, AR ARE AT EFATMFIA T — AR T2 ] HARp 7k JA e+
ST ARG BT TSR, SRR IIRA T T IR R TR AR ) H AR
W75, IR B T RS TRERTY B TreeCRF J73AnT LB AYPERE. FE(E BERT 2
Ja, AR HEWTT YRR A Kl AR 2 S T B R ) fe KT

52 ARERE

AR SCAEMCAF AR AR AT P AME 55 23 2l 7 TR BEY LS i R
I BTRFIE A S OTIR , AERIA TR AR E TR K. ARSGA A T Y
FEET A e Wt AT 3k, o PR TP TreeCRF ISR, KHRTT T
PREATIRSE. Rk, ARSFTEETEA BRI T HZREERR:

(1) ARSCHYAIE TR EEOR A T 3 J20UA] LSTM 1 2 . % 2 Trans-
former fiRGHE % J%, DA K BERT FillZRiE S B2 M s KA, AR AR08
Transformer FE A HfS4% , PRI B APLHIROR . PARGE SRR 1A
J73, B AR AR R A2 RE Y 1.

(2) AR T IR WFATURM T — R B L, Blanre s AT R
T RBHESUIBIFAE, B AR T X B GURRAE. FEAR R BA TP 2 10
AEBLTT, R ABATTRP A AR B B2 .

(3) FEASCAHIANTA 2 T BT Py 28 o M I DU E W 5. AR, U528
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S B A BRI R AT CAR O]
HAbAYATRUIERAE NLP AL AT IZ RN, BIAEIR B (et . Xk, HEHk
PERURI 47 FEARRIN TR A E Z D RIEIE, IR — LR v .
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