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Latent Topic Aware Bayesian n-gram Language Model
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Abstract: We study n-gram language models that can leverage latent topics of a given document, and
predict words using n-gram models of these topics. Words in a sentence will appear because of short-range
syntactic constraints or semantic dependencies of the document. We observe that whether next word given
some context is function word or content word can roughly be predictable and propose two novel n-gram
language models that predict words using topic-specific n-grams only when context has strong topicality.
To avoid getting stucked in a local minima, novel Blocked Gibbs sampling based on a table in the internal
Chinese Restaurant is proposed. We show that our models give superior or comparative performance than
the traditional method, Unigram Rescaling in terms of test set perplexity, while drastically reduce the time
for prediction.
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FHTEZTWIEFAL V%, PEYZETLIREITS b
Yy ZICEEMZ, Ve 7BOSEE TV EHMZ LT
BT D, X561, LEDOME Y ZITKRS BRI A S
EETNERIEY 70 LELTHRA, 2TDOIEY 232D
FEY 7 0REETEIET, ANN—ARADENITA
3, FLRRMOLCEINLTCZD Ny 7 0% HEET S
LT, I PMAEIT) ZLWTES,

CITOUAD I EY ZD 0 7T LHEGESHIEA (3) I
fE-oTHERE NG, [19) TR ZORUITB T BRSO
ARBE TR, &MYy ZEICESICIEU 2 H % % E
LCw/, L2L%a235, DHPYTM Tk b E Y 7 0 1EX
EOLFEy 7k n V77 6% RZ57:0DLDTH
D, TSICFHTERZ LI I, FHOBIZFEY Z 0D
FHZEHRT 2D, HFEY 270FHZERT 2013, X
RICIGE TH 2 BREREIND., Z2DDELIE, AE I
ML, FEXWRuEc, £y 7Dz RET 3.
DFD, X=X\, (kel, - | K) EBL.

L2L%2s, £TH/ —FICHZD N, 28WTLZE
JE, ANR=—ZAFZADOMBIZ X DEEDI L i,
ZD=dF,AIE A 1L, Suffix Tree b TR 7 Beta
HEioMMEREL, Tk, $3/—FITBIF3 A\,
DAEDS, ZDT /) —FIZZFMBNE Z Licks, g
HPYLM KB 2H2 (n—1) 77 55050 n 77 Lo3Ai
EDBR L FENICHETH 5. FEEINZ Beta 271ilE, 2
fEDOEE Dirichlet Process & Rz 3 2 £3¢E, XA TE
Ab6N5,

Au ~ Beta(yju)Aus Yu|(1 = Aw)) (4)
= DP(’Y\uh )\u/). (5)
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FENFEY 7 0I#Ih Y ToND 2 LICKT B HETER &
LCE#HTZ. 2932%E, DHPYTM kid#Ezn b, HEE
CkoTREEIEY 7 01 b STons, LT, b
Yy 7 0B ) YT ongho il LHEDNEY 75
fHIcHE->T, FPEyZ kel K} IZHIhBTon3,
cHPYTM OApulfE2 L5 L, UTDL Ik S,

DHPYTM
Ay ~ Beta(a*,b*)
For each u € ¥* :
G ~PYP(ajy|,bju|,G%) [draw word distribution of topic 0]
)\u ~ DP(’V‘U‘, )\u,)
For each topic k € {1,--- ,K}:
GE ~ PYP(aju), bju), AuGE, + (1 — Aa)GY)
[draw word distribution of topic k]

[draw root A]

[draw weights of local topics]

For each document j € {1,---,D}:
6, ~ Dir(a) [draw topic distribution]
For each word i € {1,--- ,N;}:
zji ~ 0; [draw topic]
wjg ~ Gijj’ [draw word]

cHPYTM
A ~ Beta(a™,b*)
For each u € ¥*:
)\u ~ DP('Y\u\ 5 )\u/)
For each topic k € {0,--- , K}:
G% ~ PYP(ajy|,bju), GE,) [draw word distribution of topic k]
For each document j € {1,---,D}:
0; ~ Dir(a)
For each word ¢ € {1,---,N;}:
zji ~ (1= Au,,)0(0) + Au,, 0

g Zji
Wi ~ Guﬂ

[draw root A

[draw probability of topic k # 0]

[draw topic distribution]

[draw topic]

[draw word]
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Model(BTM)[15] D—fft & % >TED, RETNIFZN
LRTO—MLE >TWw3,

3.2 cHPYTM

DHPYTM ZH\w3 Z Lick b, SURICIELAPEY &
HOMI % N\, ZHEL THEH L, BDBELEHTTOALHD
FEY 2R n I LAETFAZHOEFHZRIT) 2 L
MufgE %%, L L DHPYTM @ 1 DOREN & LT,
Aa DN ORD 54 U 2 B3R LTd, {1,--- K}
DILVTNDPDEEY Z72FDLBTTLED) ) mids
FIFons, Ay D/INIOIRD & HBLT 2 HighiE % B3
BHERETH D, TNODHFBIINLTEE Yy 728 h 4T
TLEIHE, LHDOMEY VAP EDSAHETNIZDHD
ELTHEEINTLE)WRELD 5. 207041,
ARG C 72 P Ey 7RI 2 ETAMELDD, FEY
27 0B L CDHPYTM &3R4 2R TE2525€ T
WNEEZ, WKE{TH) 2 LicL.

cHPYTM D4R IE, MTokHicks, £9, DH-
PYTM LRIU &) Ikl 7a—NLrEy 7 THB b
By 7 0DFHBETVBEREINS, £/, AL LHITX
BRI &k > CTREBNICIRE 228 A\, 28 <. cHPYTM T
X, 2D\, Db S, DHPYTM Tid, A 1,
HEXIRICBITIZEZPEY 7OFHNIZEB T, ZORES
MBI EIEY 7 0D FHIDIRGHZ RO 25D TH S,
—J7 cHPYTM TlE, H3XIRICEWT, KICHBIT 2 H
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1% < HEE w DIHBIERIE, p(wlu, d) = 1, 04GR (w) T
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BT, % MYy 7 OFHIRER GE (w) (k # 0) DT, Ny 7
F7HERE LCHW SN, —J5 cHPYTM T, FEkD ¥
MR p(w]u, d) = (1 - A)GO(w) + Aa b, 0 GE (w)
ThHzons, ZITHLsLRELIIIC, GOw) lE, XIRE
DIRABRE N\, T & o THEMD F Ey 7 0Pl L IRAD
fib s, TbbliHEDETNLDOEZ, FHIOED b
Yy 7 0DiRA%E, Ny 24 7RI b, FEEOEBED
FURHIATI D, LI RTHDE EHERETZIEDTES,

3.3 AZERETI

REHIX, I d Mochihashi & @ Infinite Markov
Model(IMM)[10] Z#lAAT 2 & T, X EVHHREZIZ
72FF oo VT LETIUANDIKRDAIRE L %2 %, €T IVDEH
HIZOWBTIREIET 503, Uik / —Fhic, 20/ —
2@ d 20, FIET 2028 E R n, 2RETSZ
ETCHREE 2%, fliliD/z), ZITRETHOIEY 71
BTy FEOMER 2, IMM & OflAadabED)
LML, ABELR 0 75 LEREFETIC, BRn V5
LEFNEFAFEOWREZRT I EMBWFFENS, £k, b
Ey 78ln 77 LDAN—ARA%REZ DL, BHBERE
Tn 7 7LDF—=F—%2TF5IMM &, LADETNVE
MMERRWEEZ OGNS, IN6IF6ETHIZ2T). £
EWERETFIVORIFEM E LT, &Yy ZEEEGDON
BREnN 77607 V=%, #ifile L CHEST 2 L0
BBEkD,
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4. M

INFTEBELLZETVRROTNG n 75 L DOEMRIE
HETNELE-S>TED, HEE% Bayes i EZ I E T 5,
HBEDAAOHEE DT, B4k Bayesn 77 LSBT TV
TEHENICHV 6%, Gibbs $ v 7)) v IO Fik
ZRIFE L. 24U, %/ — F LEICHEET 2 HEES GE
zitET 2Rb DI, 2o EETL I LTHONS
Chinese Restaurant D NiIREZHEET 25D TH 5.

DIFC¢li%, £9 HPYLM & Chinese Restaurant Pro-
cess(CRP) DRRIC DV TR 74, XEFDOKHFEICD
WT, ZOFEY Z7ED Y TE CRP LTOHEID YT H#E
%3 % Token-based Sampling IZ 2V CHHT %, Z D&,
Hed & 2T 2 72 D Table-based Sampling (22T
R, Z2DRROMGEEZT ). REIS, NA/8=RF A —
Y OHEEIRIZOWTE LD B,

4.1 SEEETILD CRP RIER

HPYLM & CRP OBHRIZ D W CERLICRR, Fx o3t
ETRELBUCOVTE LD S, FEllIE [12][13][10] & &
PEHINT 0,

N FE TEHA X Suffix Tree LD/ — NICEBIT 2 HEES
i GE ZHEETRELKE LT, SiHEZfT>TE, Lol
708 6 WEE A I BT Roubh | EJERICERIGTH D, T
DX I BERITCAMOREZRITI T &1, HERER N X E
VEFHEOBN 6 AT, BIFENTRY, EBIX, GE 2/
FHEETHZETHLND, n 7T LDOHEEST p(w|k, )
%, JISCETICHBLIT 28 EEO A v 2w s 2 LT
RUTEL, ZOLE, GEEEOMET I ETHRON
5 ETIVORNERIREEIX, CRP @ Seating Arrangement[12]
LIRS, FRINICIE, GE ~ PYP(ajy). bl GE) O Gh
ZHEAIMWET LI ETHONIHFESIE, XD LI I
%5,

Ck 7&\ |tk atk +b| ‘
k — uw- u|"uw u- u k / 6
plulk,w) = 25— p e S p(ulk W) (6)
2Tk T, FPEY 7 EICHIRT % Suffix Tree Tj, D

XMRu o d 3/, —FICEETALA I vOhT,
BB ICHET2F—7 LD, i FHOTF—7 LD
FADIZHES> T LEOMREEERT. plwk,u) IFHES
ATHOw OMBHERETHD, ZNHHEL L) ICHRINIC
CRP DR L LCEtE I N5, 772LA (6) I GPYP %
Ao wié, §4bb cHPYIM TO&/ M E Y 7 TD
FHFERTH 5. DHPYTM T, &£ FE v 7 DEEKS
MIFREDME R D70, plwlk,u') DRDYIT, BED
A Aup(wlk, 1) + (1 — A\)p(w]0,w') b Z Z &I
BT 2., 72 3T 280 fAbERT. X
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R =k, B uTEELLA LT VICRI) B HEE
wDT—T7NDRY DEDRBTH 5.

ZDXIICCRP 23 Z itk D, $xld GE o
EZ, ELuBIZEEB LA LI VNTEBD, T—7 L EED
BLEDHEE ICIEZHAZ 5 2 L TE 5,

4.2 MNICXHT 3 CRP KRB

Ba ik, %/ —Fo Nk L CHEENZ Beta 27 % it
EL7H, 2D BetadbBEIEETSHI LT, CRPD
VA THEE 2179 2 3 CTE 5, BARMWICIZ, $2/ —
FIicBI S, MITWNTELAN I VICHEET2RET—7
OB Xty (1€{0,1}) ERT L, N\, DFHEDAIEX

ul’ “ul

DATHAZGN S,

e Vul
e IR e

p(lfa) = p(lu’) (7)
4.3 Token-based Sampling

Token-based Sampling (%, LDA %2 EDETNMICEIT S
Collapsed Gibbs Sampling & U Fik s Hae s, DT T
29 DHPYTM O8&%2FHHL, #il> T cHPYTM D8
HlZOWTIR 3,

4.3.1 DHPYTM D&

DHPYTM D56, BRNZY > 7Y v 7 OiuUIbUT
DEIICHD, T, AT - HoEYEED N E Yy 7HE]
DYTZ, ZvF Aot d 2. 2o, EbhYTohn
7 Ew 2B T, FHEELFET TV T 1BINT 5,
Z OB, @D HPYLM & U & 912 T OSR uy; 12K
8T %/ —FIC, HEhw;, BT 2%28MT2, 22
T, BMENEFER (6) HUDE IS FAE L, &
INTGA, BILA LS VIO EIRNICEZEBINT S, &
O HPYLM Tl&, BILA M VI3 —RICREZDT, %
ZIEERBEMTIEEY, L2 L, DHPYTM TI3RKS
APNREDHTHLDT, MBTIHLAL 7 VIEEL S
D, FTEDTH YTV I ERITIBEDLRDH S, ZnidE
M7 =702 {0,1} D7 NZE#HDIRS Z &L TiTb
N5, ZITIN0, BILARIZUBREY Z0TH
L LM SN GE, 7V LIEBILVA N7 U BED b
Ev 2 kOB, —FDLALT 0 THhDEHW S NGE
RS, T7ABEMINS, WNINTEBILANT
WKEZBMT 22 THRL, 2O/ —=FDANIIHTIL A
F7vcdh, F0UKEL 7 {0,1} & ZBMNT 5,

COEIITLTIE Y Z7EIDBTROLV A R 7 v OIREE
ZHIMHLL 726, a— RAHOEHGEEE TV BN/
Bl 2R 0IET 2 LT, EFLOHENME2ES I LT
E5, BLGUTODMINEST, Biw,; DPEY 7 2
Y7V TL, MBS S T BT 3,
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" goge)p(wyi |k, i)
(8)
_JZ ix, b
J¢®r8v

(2 = klz ™7 uﬂ,wﬂ) x p(klz™?
::fmmrﬁxwg:fiﬂaf%b
Ey 7#80 8 Th S 2 ZRVIHBO, CGE
7k DHIEDORETH 5.

4.4 cHPYTM DOiF&
cHPYTM D&, HAWZRFIUE DHPYTM EHLU T
HBH, MTHHTBL R LT vIcEoEN/ Mz 74
SUUMELSL, cHPYTM Tk A IZ, 3 RICEWT
FEY 7 0NEHID B TENDHERERT DT, HDHFED
FEY IR0 LYY TN ENLGE, FOXRD A ICKT
LZLAEZU0Z, 0BT 2% %238MMT 5, wic 0 bt
®b8v7ﬁﬁyfw§mt%é,A*ﬁ?éuxb?y
WIS 28 %28BMT %, £/ cHPYTM D& SiET
T»@WﬂiCWYPTH&w®T FT=7 MR L TIR
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DHRTHD, L7doT, IZIX3 77 LETNTHIUL
=TT L, NATTHICNET VAT VORITIER
KEEDS K, ToRiRGWEERVEE, RITEICHk-
TLEY.

INEMEET 2201, B’LlEn 77 LETVNEBOE
BDA v+ FRHCED S, Table-based Sampling % 1T
I, BB, UTTEEITHEERDGAICOW TR,
AERETNVICEBWTEMIREZIT ) », 220 THiE
5.

9, 1OOFHETVONIMICERT S, FEY 7k

SBET VDR, &/ — F® Seating Arrangement %
FLOTSF EERT. ZoEE, SFit) A, RDL
312 % [12).

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2012-NL-208 No.4

2012/9/2
(t5)
K [b\u| + a’\ul]a\z\
(%) = [ G5 w)ow H oy D
u. ck, =1
HH[l —ap Y (10)
w i=1

sy =2 (y+id) TH 3. ZOffE, HET—

TN OBEME NEFICBE L TARE, T4bbHanEc

HY, TNEICICT1LODOEDBINEHIFEZEDET O

Token-based Sampling TH %, ZITHAZEZT, St

EFNAVHNELD 1 oD T —7IVICHERT S, HPYLM I8 W»

T, 3/ —FIHEETBE 12057 —7WiF, $/—Fo

1ODFICRIELTWw3, HicE9E, $5/—FD 1>

DT =7 NDRYIHFET 2RIIET, 201/ —FDdH

57 —=7NERBEDOTVWE, 22T, XOFMWZ A

DR TZ kD, 120F—7 LR WA, T

) =FDT =7 NWVROPEDELREGL I ENTE S,

(1) FEY 7k, XIRuTEESLVA LT DT, High
wlZHIET 5T —7 V% 1 DR 5,

(2)BIRL 2T — 7 VDR D ICHET 2% % ¢k (m
{1,---tk. V) &9 3.

(3)udDf/—FDOHEAZ ch(u) £T 5. ch(u)=0, OF
DuMLE/, — FOgE, WO LILICER S, v e ch(u)
DOFIZHEET S, wicWHETE2T—7VOHrs, 7
vE BTk, DT — TR BEINT 5,

(4)BRL 22T DT — 7 MITH LT, #HRNIC (2)
WKIRD, 7/ —FOELT—7NVOEEEIRT 5.

ukwiwm;b%%ntgk%—fw@ How Sk ok

. A (10) 1, BRTORLET— 70, BMSN5IEE

ka& LEERLTWERDT, HlZIESE,,, KT 3

BLT—7NV0%EE (Tuy 7)) BREBEIBENSING, ¢

EZTHIEZ NI E3bn 3

¥/, EEBEETNTE ) —FDL R T VILHE

TR, Zhfna—N2ALoBMEKEIO>VT

W3, ZZTa—RN2Hh0LELEDO Ny 7H D YT

ze{l, - K}>i N oy a2 EE T L,

2 =Tt
_ LY, o) I'(og + 1)
- 1;[ F N +kz:k ak) H Ckk) (11)

Z ORI b 2T OB 2 (B L CRIATTEETH 5.
M EoZic X v, DIT @ Table-based Sampling % #§/%
TE 5.

£, 5 MEY 7 EDEHETNHICEET S, 10
DT—7TNVxKERT. 2OT7—7NIF, B/ —FogL
WOV TWBEDT, B/ —Fo&% 1 ANHIRT3, 22
25 ERFIEICE D, BERLAT—7 N LD 2TOR




BRNIEZ AT TR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Ty Ty

(O~

o
" i
AN

Q!

Vol.2012-NL-208 No.4
2012/9/2

T T,

@ v @o v
O)
7 N

il

292|228 23k

1 dy

® @ ) @ © O0\®
QO Q00 | |00 QW

dy da

3 Table-based Sampling TOREELORT. {v,w,z} 3HEE, {1,2} L E Y 7 D
BATH2. E3H2WNE ¢, AR t+1 TOREZERT. ZhZh 1) Suffix Tree
D—HERL, THIE, —FICFETI2RE ISR LDOFEI2EEZRT, £/ —F
F12DLA LT VICHIEL TWE, HOOT—7VBERLT—7LTHY, 20
AY DB ENGTET/ —FOT—7VRUIER, FRETRLT.

ET—T7NVNDHEASE R T VY LICHERT 5. SE,..
ICHIET % a2 — R A OHFEEAICNT 5, FEy 7
DYTOESE 28, LB "L TOAMmIHE Y,

zE o PIEZS Y 7Y v 7T 5,

p(zﬁwm = k/‘zikuwm7 Sﬁwm? Sikuwm)
X D2y = 27 p(Sh,, K, S7H00) - (12)

Z 2 C STRuwm 3£ 5L 2R D Seating Arrangement %>
5 Skm BBV bDERT, p(zk,,, = K|z7Fuem)
i, X)) 2oWIRT2HEZMOMLAZbDTHD,
p(SE K STFuwmy &Rk, X (10) 225 EZD T
ZEcfteons, Sk WKHET LT -7V ERELTY
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ETIV K n PPL
HPYLM 1 3 242.7
VPYLM 1 oo | 243.2
Rescaling 100 | 3 213.7

HPY-LDA 50 3 223.2
DHPYTM 50 3 214.1
100 | co | 216.2

DHPYTM* | 100 | oo | 214.4
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200 | oo | 205.3
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TNV K | n | NIPS (time) | BNC (time)
HPYLM 1 3 | 121.4 (6) 180.2 (10)
VPYLM | 1 | oo | 1183 (18) 173.8 (20)
Rescaling | 100 | 3 | 104.9 (15060) | 138.6 (28774)
100 | 4 | 101.8 (14219) | 130.9 (26492)
DHPYTM* | 100 | 3 | 108.6 (593) | 135.9 (475)
100 | oo | 107.3 (1204) | 132.1 (902)
cHPYTM* | 100 | 3 | 103.7 (644) | 132.1 (477)
100 | oo | 100.0 (1213) | 127.5 (941)
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