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In this article, we present a discriminative method for detecting the scope of coordinated phrases.
The method builds syntactic trees from sentences, using a simple grammar taylored for coordination
analysis. Each grammatical derivation is associated with features, and these features are multiplied
by the current weight vector to yield the score of the derivation. To optimize the weight vector for
the training data, we propose a learning algorithm that combines CKY and perceptron. The method
achieves an F-score 11.4 points higher than the baseline parser in an experiment with the GENIA
corpus.
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