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Abstract We report experimental results of disambiguation on analysis results that a Japanese parsing system based on
Lexical Functional Grammar (LFG) outputs. In this experiment, we used Support Vector Machine to evaluate disambiguation
performances. The recall/precision of dependency accuracy in this experiment reached 80.3%/82.5% applied to EDR corpus
(200 sentences). We were able to obtain the better result, as compared the average accuracy of all the parsing results our
Japanese LFG parser outputs. Furthermore, the result is almost the same as the analysis accuracy of KNP and Cabocha.
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SHRABEIIBNWT, ESWRXEHRIICEDCEHR
EEXBWOMA-BREIATTROY AT TH5.Hx
&, Lexical Functional Grammar (LFG)[1]i2 &£ D Wiz 3%
AMRHABEXRIT AT LERELTNS[2]. £
AT LDE -OBHIT, BEIZAOARECERMICED
SEVWEITZITO>RTHD. EZ0BHIE, EXEx
KELUEFMNEDZEVWETAN—REZZRL TW
58, TiRbbEAMRENUIEN - EXENLTH-
THOMWAIEERBEWIN—EEFONTHD. AT A
FAOEEICED, LEG KBTS HABMF L AT
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O MMEBREZITS ENafEE ok, ILXEZD
BBELT, LFCGOEARRNFEOZTELERHOFHK
ZENTED, MBEDLFG XiEEBWEAE - EF
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D HAAELFG AT LI, "DOANXIIHLT

MERMZELWERDOSNDIMMBREETHATS
HETHEINTWS. ULML7RBMRS, HAZELFG &
ATFLET TV r—a AT RIEEERE
G, BIBRELT, BABEROBHREERZEICMRHET
DIEODYATFLANBEATHD.

FITABTIE, AARBLFG AT Lo 6Hhan
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FANPEREOSHUHEY 27 TR BB VWHENR
HEINTWH2HEB¥EFIETH D Support Vector
Machine(SVM)[3]Z#H T 5. .
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WE DK MRS EBR O R AR A D
MERT.

.S HIRSBOR

2. Lexical Functional Grammar
LFGIZHAESEXORMET DO LDDOXERRHTH
D, BlIc&> TEOBMANBEINZE, 1IKL>T

BIEOBOERCNRTR LK. LFG |

R kE R & LT, c(onstituent)-structure & f(unctional)-

structure EMIRIEN S 2 BOHIEE N /1T 5. c-structure
IHRERXOMEE, XORBEREZEMNOT7 L —X

’\c‘:@bbJ:b‘%u_& W TABEELTERETSD

DTHD. —k, f-structure IL, Subject ® Object En

- 7= X i B BE (grammatical function) DR ICE D E, X

DOKEE, B, B, SRE0E%REReRBE-BIE

BOI N 9w I ABETERETH2HOTHS. SEN

RENBEACBERNETERATIOINTH>THL DR

HiET7ab b cstructure IR ESRA D ~HT, Xk

BREICEDSHETH S f-structure DEWVIZEZ DH

AR TNEI NI ENHSN T B[5][6].
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Sadj PERIOD

S

Mw«~<?7‘<5~a~%

1P ue 1Pebl wrerb

tadj PPsubj ladj PPobj lladj Probl V AUXpast

lzero ¥ lizero ¥ D uzero K E< &
n 1 L Nt
HFay ES FA R
1: X(DIZH BT 5 c-structure
[EE PRI N R s S LA
PRED 8 SRFTH Jsz] [EIE SIS BN
RED V@
SUBJ E:nps [UAHE-TYPE given, PROPER naus) ]
ZNTM +, CASE nom, PERS 3, TOPICALIZATIQU-FORM 'Y

&
pes GEB..\F. ace, PERS

PRED SRt
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PRED ‘5 -7 R
PEPS 3
A RED * %) ¢
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19[POST-FORM
ThS-55P BOCD indicetive, TEWSE past]
27PASCIVE ~, STMI-TYPE decl, VIVPE main

2: XX B f-structure

L IZXXMIZF ST 5 c-structure 2 L, K 21T
XX T B f-structure &R Y.
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2.1. Parallel Grammar Project

3% % 1%, Parallel Grammar (ParGram)& FEiEN 3 710
Tl MEB[7)OF THAE LFG XEDOERZET>
TWw5. ParGram I¥, LFG 2 B0 EMER L L TH
%,bﬁ/m,77/zm,/wvx~%,vwﬁv

—FE, TNV, BEBELZLUTHEAFORSHE
ﬁ?*ﬁﬁ‘é/%?‘h@%ﬁ&ﬁ%&bflﬂé. ParGram
Tk, ¥EC-ELEHFEONERBHYENREES> T

I-Fa T EREL, BHESERT f-structure D
GHEMNEBREDEDD, 50IE, TEEZRERTS
BerZRELTHEOD>IERILTVWS. Thbb,
f-structure OHRN S B - BHEBEORA KSR —3I >
FaArRrya lE2ETOFMZERL.,
ParGram DEHEMLBEEZRE T H2EXZIT>TWS.
A3 LFG KBTS, BEX, HFEX, #BHX, %
B, TBREZOEANABICHLTHAINS
f-structure /&, Z @ ParGram AZ ¥ LR [SNICHEL TV 5.
EEL, ZOERELEIE, f-structure O EAH DK
THLENBLUBRHBEIIOVWTHESHETIIEAE
MERINTVEN, #MEXEEFHICEL TEBEED
EmicEFNmITLENTLS.

2.2. Xerox Linguistic Environment

ParGram CTE#BO T I v b 74— 4 &L T Xerox
Linguistic Environment(XLE) & IEidH % LFG O 2L # R
ZBELTVWS.XLEWI LFGHEAZO LK ZIZIE TR
FELEL /= parser TH D L [MFIC, LFG O XKLk 21T
SEOF Ny JBETHO, D, f-structure 15 H
REF/BNZHRT D generator TH P 5[8]. XLE 2 F
ORVEERFUIZOMTEETHS. LFG T,
c-structure % # Bk 9 % 7= 8 O ) B S I CUR B |1 30k
BE &, f-structure ZERT B 2D ICHBERR (DL
WO EKRF)CHE T 2 HEEME R (functional
annotation; functional schemata) % [FKICFER T 5.
XLE &, A ERNCE DS BITUEL ET L RIS,
MENLELEENEREZBHICRETS. T2,
HEBEOKRTVLWEEMNEROLEZERNICZITS 2 &

ko TMWEEDREEERLTNSB[9]. £k, &
RO - e BB L 2B - (LFE[10]D

BWEASRICHESEL TS, XLEZRATAZ &I
£ o T, KEHL LFG SORICE D <@ & EIR W T
ST ENalfe Lz 7z

K3, BAFELFG VAT LADHEKTHS. XLE
WCEBANREZAORBTICE, ANINEXDORE
REFERNZ2Z0TC, TORAEIN LT T L —
FEL—NDLBHNCEREZOBZERNEERT S
ANNEEBACMAT, TOREB L ZEARBREHAN,
BEFAERAR, BEFEEMHAN, BEDHEREN,



BLY, XEHNEFEMRTS. BREEHE, BER
EERA, BEBFAEEHEIT, PALEZE[R2]0/E
IERE X — ZICHEETWY, LFEGOHEAELTHE
BEBREEMLEZBOTHS. BEDEZA, BiFE
FRANIL 2,366 DR DERITHL T 10,387 DEER
Al(41,115 OBREMER)ZFEATHWS. BEFASEER
AMBLUEEBFFAFLBRAL, ThTh 302 BXU67
DRI VERICX LT 810, 137 DB M (1,891, 306
OBENER) 25AT0WS. EAEZRAIT, BHE,
BhEha, R4, BEdASORABRICMA, Bk
FAMRBEETS (M) TR tWwo 2AF%, KE L
BEIEZONDEOEERUNEMARERLZHD
TH5. HIRTIK, 675 OEBVERIIHL T 1,252
DEEHANA,913 OBEMNER)ZEATLS.

[ AnmmEmzs |

T

[ Mwu:m} [ ADXERRE) ]

B 3: HAELFG AT ALADOEKE

2.3. AARZE LFG VAT LD N —R
INETH, LFG * Head-driven Phrase Structure
Grammar (HPSG)E OB (bt XiKICHE DWW HAFED
BHICE T 2MAREEThbhTtws. LaLl, &
BHIRIEE T, fstructure DX IREREHEOHE —1b
BREBHERZETLEETHDI LD, REBRX

FZRAWERFTOETINETHD LOBBNH > 2
[13]. &51iT, B -bXEORHEAIIBNWT, AHAFE
DOXEEHZWBENICEAEVWIN—REERT S X
HFRAZLERT 2 I LRESTRARVWEEHINTY
D[14]. L LS, RiEORAMEOMBEIZEL
T, 91, [I5S1FTREINTVSHEFTINITY XA
DERBICE> T -EORIRENBENDDHB. F 7z,
COFMEORMBEOREIT, BEOWBEELHBRELER
LTWnws. B it O<HBITEETTEI 274
HHMAERHEERRT B LATLTHS. HHETR
DL EHRAOBENE RDHICLEN-> TEIERBD IR
RENELD. MMEOCHMENMBRINTVARANINET
DRP|IZBWTIE, PATFLOHB L, KEELR K
ERRLATIENRETH > L72D, GWEFTAN
—RERDODNEOBECERELY TEMRCEIES A
Mofz. TR L, &4 IZ XLE W FE D& WKE DR
WHEREORBEENL, KEELR HEE LFG LD B
REfT>TWS. WEHEHUNOHKIZ, BIEERICE
MUEBEOEDOREMN 2,353 TH D, 1,223 DHEREMN
EREZEATNVS.
FEEWAN—EEZZERT D20, A0500%
BEFOXPIENENBXERATERTINERS R
W. LAL, FAIANRERZESOGEEUZID AN
ERE, ELWHERERLEABICRBNZBIERD
EHEHMAINDAEENDD. F2C, ZOBEEZME
#UHAE LFG AT LOHERBREZEZED 2D
IZ,0Optional Theory(OT)¥ — 27 [16] & B 4 fR #7 B E % 38
MLTWS. OT *— 713, SHWEMNERICHLTH
HEIN5BEEMBAUTHS. OT -2 25T 3
Bwid, SEZOMNE L ITHETRER OB Z R
DEIEBATHKRROBRNBBREE S EAKIC, #
AWML EERZRBLEILSEBRTZZETHE. £
= ER AT FEATHERE Y, ENBMERZZOXDOHIN—R
EMEIRIDREAINTNS. @BEOEGER
XE)TIIEIERPESNEVWESIC, ERAXEER
#7225 O XIEMAK R (Fragment XE)EHEBEL T, o
BIRBIMEROVAMEHELZLICLTWS., 15
DUHEHT LTS T, FIANBRERZEOX®

F1: HAXELFG > AF LD HIN—&

Coverage (%)

Num. of Ave. num. Ave. time. Ave. num. of
sentences of words in to analyze a sentence STANDARD

a sentence Total STANDARD FRAGMENT without Skimming* (sec) results
) 10,000 226 97.3 91.6 5.7 19 14.6
(B) 460 213 98.7 94.4 43 1.1 10.1
©) 9,637 16.3 97.9 87.0 10.9 4.8 46.2
‘ *2.8GHz CPU
2GB memory



JESCEME M U THENHBREE T2 2 &0
BERD, WN—FE2 LTBIENTES.

% 1 ICHZEE LFG Y AT LD HIIN—F % K9 [20].
UFO3BEOTFRAMNEMNRIIHETEREZITV, T
N—REZRHELTND,.

(A)EDR I — /Y A [17] 10,000 X
B —#< = a7 IV X[18] 460 X
O)BEHMK > ¥ — (Voice of Customer) X 9,637 X

(A)D 10,000 X &(B)D 460 I IEITHI - e XA %
W, - HOIR, BEEOy I A0BEHEMEHKR LY —
NDBHERXIAZHNADENEFERLBHBEIIAFT
FEIAMELAEDDOTHD. LT, HEHEK I
NHEMRBXNELETENTWS. BITEROERESES
NEAN—REEL 1 IZFRT. AN—FIL, c-structure
P oliTidia<, f-structure % £ 5 BT RN E
ENEBEEMRELEZDOTHD. B, B1HO
STANDARD i, EH DO XIETHM TEL I N—BEZ R
3. [HHEIC FRAGMENT 13, Fragment 3% O & @47 o]
BETHoZBAEONN—FEZ-RT. £/ HAXHFELFG &
A5 AT, [EH XS & U Fragment XiE THENTTE
o B E&1E, Skimming E— RIZBE 5. Znid, &
BREROBMETENTERWVWIIIH LT, ISR
HREHHNTBE-RTHS.  Fragment LEB LY
Skimming B— RIZHET 2#MIT, [19928BOZ &.

3. Support Vector Machine

Support Vector Machine (SVM)Id, Vapnik IZ & > Tz
RINEEBFEFETHS[3]. SVM &, 2HT—
YEEAEAFICOT. FAFMOERNRERICED
EOABPHERDZEEBTHD, REHEFT—H I
HUTHMNERBOUEEE)DNELWANERTSHD. Z
NETDH SVM 1F, HEAFBHEBOSEMHMRIHER TH
DOFHELBLTREBHREZESTHBO[20], TOM
CHBBXHERRINBRERBLESIKEAZINTNS.

a

Support Vector——" >

4: Support Vector Machine O #f:&

K42 SVMOBENERT. SVM I, EflEAH
ERETASBBIrEERDS. SEBEEHICHL T,
EFAEEABND 2BEOZRE T Y EOMOERZEZ T —
TUERKR FESEBEBTEICLoEBHEVEE T —

FEFR—FIANT MVERR. SVM T, v—2 20
BAKRDZES>ANMEBYEHEZRD, ZNiTL-> T
2EFEHE, RHDRAEHEOFTVEEBEBRT .
DEORY—VUERKELTSFEEERLT DL, 2
REBEMECRETDAIENTES., TOED, Kl
BAME—IZEE D, RFEEREEICK 2 OENR N,

4. SVM Z R Wi BBREMRIEER

AETHE, CNETEXRTELHEELFG VA F A
ESVMEZHAADLET, HEELFG VAT LNSIH
NENLBHEROBREZME T EIERIC DN TH
Ui p-

AEBROTFIEIL, HAE LFG > AT L ORI EN
SEMEMET AL OOERONMAE, ErEmE, &
R¥ELTMOBEIIHT O NS, b, FERBRTHE
EDR J—/SA[16]OH TIEBO KT L > THRTHER
NELSNEZXOHNS 200 X% 7 > F LITHBLTE
BREF-oR. UTF, KBRFEZH#RTS.

4.1, EB O 0 |

AEBRTHWEEEIL, HAE LFG ¥ AT L OFH
HWRTHD f-structure BEFDBHEBFHRMASHHEL TW
5 EEEEEBET SO0 EHEE L T, HAELFG
VATFLABHNTEEABERTH D f-structure & K
BALEHLUZ119]. Zhid, EAEMIT f-structure O
PRED(icate)D % / — R &L, U 2T INIIIEK
B BE O parameter % {f 59 5 T & T f-structure i 5 X Hi
MOKGEHEEE2RITARBEZERT LI LUEEIT > 2.
21, HRBLFGC VAT LATHAT 2 EEBRDHK
BeZ /9. BB L, Grammatical Functions &
Parameters M S5 ERINTH Y, HTF, Grammatical
Functions /&, 8 EEAZEL, V>INV ELTHA
9 % parameter I&, S3TEEHARL TW 3.

2 SORBREER)

Grammatical Functions Parameters
Subject SUBJ
Object OoBJ
Oblique OBl kara
OBL _kara—de
OBL kara-to
OBL ga
512, AR O XMIICHIET B f-structure 7 5 KHE

EANLHTZBREBEIERZRT. fstructure T &
IZPRED 2V H LT, TOKEFREBZARBEICER
T5H5Z EEFo k. f-structure O PRED IZ#BIF M H
hEan=86, A#E0 /- RKIEBIEEZNBEI



DEBUHEIT>TWS. HIAE, M5OEMTHEL
7z f-structure TIX, OBL(ique)® PRED I 1z )
MHAETNTHWDN, RSsEHEMOAREETIE, /—R
Z I7—=7)) &L, U2 5X)L% OBL_ni &Z#
LTWw5.

5: X(WHIZHIET S f-structure # KREELHT
LBmBEMAER

4.2, FiEHH

FFTEDRI—/VZ 200 3L LT, AETERDA
WMEZMER LR, RIZ, X TEIKHAEXELFG VAT
LW NT BT RTO fstructure(AH ) D 8 & (F 18)
REMLE.

SVM TR, EAIEARORET - DNBLETH S
W, ABEDO FEEZBRBLT, ¥¥F—YROEH &
BFEEMNLZ. M AEIR, EFAEABAOEKDNS
CAEEBLUT, FIE8T5% LEEHMEL, FIE 60%
Rz E L., T L THHINZEFAEAFHDO A
HWENS, UTOo 2BEOEEZIMO ML 2. HHIX,
WEDOEFTH 1500 BEELET 5.

A) KRBEXEENDZOY 7 IR D uni-gram

EZFDOEEK
B) KEEHT, ROEMNRALTHHY I IR
@ bi-gram & F O A K

Az, XoBa, ABED/ —FELT, [P
ay, TR), TF=7)) BEHah, JVorsx)
&L T, “SUBJect)”, “OBJ(ect)”, “OBL_ni” {5
ENTWBZERNbMS. Fh, [Par), K], 5
=7 OHFVEEF, TXTIEL] (“PRED” )TH
HIEMKEENSEDND., ADEWEELT, VY
R THSH “SUBI”, “OBJ”, “OBL_ni" &£ FN 5D

BRI ITRTITHS. XEBOFEELL T, “SUBIY,

“OBJ”, "OBL_ni” ® bi-gram X, “SUBJ-OBJ”,
“SUBJ-OBL_ni”", “OBJ-OBL_ni” &7V, BEEIZT~
T1Th5.

LEOFIEZEDRI—/NA200 I LTS Z &
T, EALEHO¥BET Sty bEFRBT—F Ly
FNEWMRTES. ‘

4.3. SVM I XM 28 LET 1l
EDR I—/SZA 200 XD5H, 150 %P F—¥+
vh&EL, BOOS0XEFMT—FLy &L, 2h

Z -BOEBRELUTE 40, SVCGMIZ L DM EE
S5UCHMELTOFEIETIr- /.

ETI50 XOEHF— Sty hE SVM Itk > T%
Bag, CO¥PE/BIETVT, FMF—FtEy b
50 ICH LT, nEEfFo 7z, RiT, KEBR T, SVM
DYR—= MR I (EFATHH+DITIENEZBHDOARKE
BEROHLE., CHREX>TEXOBRITERE -2
KBODALTE. BBIZ, —DRERDAENEMEFTER
EHONLDAFILL> THERINZEROBRITHEE
EHEL, BREEIBEARERD

ZO-HEOEBRTOEZA%E 4ty T, EDR I
—NA200XOHBERLEBFEEOFHHEEEHRL .

4.4. HRLE R

INECOFBRE > THONELBREREX 3 I
RY. EDR I—/VZ 200 X&MHKIZ, SVM Z2H W0
BHREREOCZDOERET > KR, BE XK 803%,
BEE 82.5% & 725 /2(% 3 H D Stochastic D E).

K3IFD Average &1, T1DoXicdLTESND
HHE D fstructure IS T 5 &AM EZ FMA & g
THIERIVEBEE-FHAEREEHL T2 LY,
THIZ200XDEHEESME] THS. Upper Bound
EE, MOOXIZHLTESNBZERD f-structure 2
METE2EABEORNSHERILIVWRAEAEDE
HBEVWDHBOERRL, 200 XOFEHEEH>H{E] TH
5. LREE, BEEROBRESNEBENICHENEEN
FRBEBDIIENTELETDHS.

g LT, FU 200 XERENRDREBEET
B> A5 L TH B KNP[22]& Cabocha[21]% W T
BXBTLESE0OMEZRZ7RT. BASELINE i,
ERATOE ) —RBAXOEROFTLETEBICES
ELEBEDOETHS.

INSDOEERNS, SIMEH WZBHRERYOER
T, HERBLFG AT LAOBDZITHEEDEHE L
HBLT, RWEREZEFBLZ2IENTER. £/~ KNP
B L Cabocha DBHEE L IFIFERISOEBINE SN T
WaZ &bz,

3 ERER

Prec. (%) |Rec. (%)
Upper Bound 89. 1 87. 7
LFG Stochastic 82.5 80.3

Average 81.3 79. 5

KNP 17.2 78.9
Cabocha 82. 6 82. 0
BASELINE 58. 6 56. 0
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¥ 7=, 2 % T /= Parallel Grammar Project 235\
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4 & LT, Maximum Entropy (ME) % i\ 7z B2 BR 1 2
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6. BbDIT
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LFG Y AT LMH AT MR OBKEZRIET 2
EBRETOR. MEELRERTIEIH S, EDRI—N
A 200 XEMFRIC, HBHE 803%, WAE 82.5%%F
BIENTER. ZOMHEIX, HEEBLFG VAT LM
SHNENDHBOVZIUREOESEELEL T, R
MR THo/. £7- KNP B LU Cabocha DEHTHE &

FERZOEAELNTWS I b, &,
FEF—-FERBBICTHI&ICE>T, E542HK
EOomMLEETTIDTHELLN,
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