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7 L—ARN—X TF-IDF: &5 03T 0ISE

il A

BIE . EPOEEEORMIIEAITICHORBEL 222 X7 THB. 5 UIEEREE, UIXUIEHEE
Tldx<, HEEINERD. LHL, Effik LUTEICEIT S state-of-the-art &, HEE TF-IDF ORANC X
BAOATMNITHY, HENOEMMNE L X0 ZFFH LV, 22T, AT, $Hah) oSSR
ZISH L, BEOHELN 5557 L—XIx U CEE TF-IDF Z8BH T 2 FiEERET S L L8, 7D

IRBENEITNDB.

F—T—F ! F—TL—X4hili, TF-IDF, %ahfftT

1. ECsIC

HARSELHDORE L I 2 A 7ICB VT, XEH7Z bag-of-
words 1 & > T 2 FEDNBRITIER—ZAT7 14 LT
HAnsnTwns., UL, EMEBERE, UIRURHEGET
375 <, HERIC K> TREENS. Lih->T, ARIC
FORT BT F A MENEREE LT, HELDE, —KIC
HHORGEN 555 T L—ADTH Y TH 5.

ZOXI BT L—AOFHMEANRZ 2 AT LT HEDIC,
F—TL—X BB, TORXRATTIE, CEESEA
hel, SXERZRETZF—TL—X2HNT5. F—
TL—XE LT, AT, ZORYELHDZHHMNC
WERELIES.

T L—AZWH B, HEEOHEEICIZER 2 DORMENE
Ci8%. U-&DIlE, “new optimal control problems” 5
“new optimal control” ZHlHid % LW\ o7z K D1, SGEN
ICAREHEY) G BRI Z M LS5 L WO RETH . &5 —
DI, “optimal control problems” %9 % “new optimal
control problems” DX S, HEOHEKRMICELEDOD
BT L—XEMBLES VI METHS. AFRTRE,
TNENZOEN, FEEIEOMEE X5

F—T L —XHEANOWRO A TIE, BAbifidHOTF
% [5], [30], KEURAVESFIER Z F WV % Fik (28], #ififizx
LFECKAITE S, JifiT—2, MR 2WET 5
NERAERDME DN A GEICE, Hhlid D TNz
V2 FENHENZERTSHS. LML, AFTRE,

L UMK
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F—TL—RXDIB N2 EEHZ S T L RHMIC, Kl
BLUFEERHT 5. X7z, Al LRI, HhiT—
RN HIFRDFAE LI W T R A OB DA S & v
IFIEEHB.

A7 LF—T L—XHHOFHEE LT, 7o 71k
DLMERLATT [20], [32] 75 A%V 25 18] AW SEN
Tz, UL, [7&, T35 ULkEMETED, TF-IDF
ICHD il Tk (HEEX—X TF-IDF i5) IKIZIF—8&
LTaJBZERLE.

ZTT, ARTI, HREX—X TF-IDF EZX—ZX 5 A
YRR, FOAATIEEENLT S, HERZHE,
HFEN—Z TF-IDF EDWEHLEED TF-IDF A 37 ORIT
HBEVIFEORMEHLTCER. Lrl, &5 —DFHEHE
BRE LT, mEAAMCH DI L a— Y XT 1 7 A%
WTEHZ R DAL T LI &k D, SUEMEOREZ [ LT
W5Z EEWRHTRT. KIC, HEE—Z TF-IDF i£E0O#
BIRSHAZHEL, COba—Y AT 2 7 AT, K
ICEWSCEICDWT, FERMEORENN TE TWiEnT
LY.

HEEANR—Z TF-IDF {£E0F— 7 L— X5l 2 BIEEIC /i
THDICHL, AT, EHOHENSEKSTL—X
—kE UCRET 5 FiEzligRdT 5. I4hbb, JL—X
IR UTHEE TF & IDF 28T 5FE, 7L—AX—2X
TF-IDF %1859 5. 7L—AX—ZXTF Cl¥, ta—
VAT 4 7 RACKDF—T =A@z DAL T &ixl
IS DORIE R RIS T B 7281, £ i) O N BB RE I b
AT 3. iz, BREOMEE 7L —AX—Z TF I
K BEEDRFTCES. 7L —XAX—=X IDF Tl&, Xi&
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P, FEREMEOREICOWTRICR R ZfTD RV, AT,
EERZE LT T L—ARX— R TF-IDF DOFERN7EHE S )
EHND.

2. PBIEARE

HERNSBETIVEZ L DEZ X7 THEMENRENTE
D, F—T7 L= LT aE IS L
Nz, UL UEBICERA L3 Do, #ElE s 8
e UTid, MERMEERRAELNC ENBITENS. i
RN EBE T WVEROVEGEINICMG NS RElE2 52 5.
FD8, FIZXMEME T VR T BTDICEYS R
BIEZET 2 L Vo TcT EREELW. [27) 1, WERMEZH
TS DT AL, 2D0T—8AWLEHE NI iR
fEZ R ERE TS, L L, NEEERLTOH D BIEAR
LERIRDZ N ET 5 EHEAIE N S.

F—T L—fhH L BT 5 2 A7 & UTHEEMIH (term
extraction) M5 [12], [22]. TDRXA T TIE, a—/8X
ZANEL, a—NRA2EkeRETZMHEZMETS. C
L, AREHRHRETZDIE, HLAOXEZNRETS
F—TL—XTHO, T—SZAETIEHE LUk Emd
YN T,

FEWTETV VT D TIE, LDA (latent Dirichlet
allocation) DILFEE LT, aar— a »OETIVEN
fTHNTV3 [6], [33]. WINETL—RENALTTLOD
PR . [17] [3FEE Pitman-Yor @272 W T,
INA T L7 N-gram ICHEER LTV 3. [10] 1&, Adaptor
Grammar & XIEN 2RISR E HSGEDILEZ VLT,
BEHOHEISRE T L — A~k UT#TE5
Ew I7ETFINVERELTWS. 72721, Adaptor Grammar
I, HERZERGICT BIZDIIRNTA—ZEBTIEET S
5a, HEERZELIKAGTVE WS EAPHISNTWY
% (2. LIzh>T, TOETIVOHMIIEILETIE, 71—
A ANTICT B LI TERY. £z, TNSOWIZER
VWIng, SoNz7L—XhEbEEeE0 THhokh
7 20 U THGEE L TOARL.

3. RERRT

3.1 F—2tv b

F—T L= T =%ty b E2HHVE. —/5iX
EOWXEOREME LT, &5 —F3ENCEOH ET
% *L

3.1.1 NUS

NUS F—7 L—Xa—/3Z [24] 13, RPACET %958
DEHEML 211 K553, FETIEZOIXRTEHL
5. BXFIHUT, EEBIUCERDT /) T7—2MWF—

L7 4 FEOT— 2y MEHWEEERREZHRE L TR,
BEBOTEORZ BN ZHZRD, BoxELH I EDOLEL
2 I BND LRIk LT
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TL—RAEFH5LTW5. [7ickbWn, ZN6OMESE
BT — 2 & BIxT.

BXHEFANS 12—, FBEUC LTS 8,187 §EM
57%%. XETEDIEMF—7 L—XHUEFE 11.0 TH
D, EffF—7L—XDOBEIIFET215ETHS. F—
T L— ML 7B O TS DIE B DISH L, [EffEE 10
RREICHE T, BWEEZHTONELWT—X 4y b
Lx-oTW5.

3.1.2 Inspec

Inspec I—/8A [8] 1&, HFHED T ¥ —F )i 2,000 A&
Moxs. &imslld, B8 BZEBRIUF—TL—X—H
Moikx3. EHELEEEHDRTYELEAET. FLHEIC
X, HHEhlzF—TL—XEeHHETh T EnF—7
L—AMIGENTVS. i#ElE, o LdHEREINT
VY—=F A Ko THHIEN TV B H, BEIZHEICTS
ENTWVS. 7KDY, ERTEMHENTHERNF—
TL—XZEfR e H5T. EffF—7 L — XDk,
NERC—ELHBFELEZVWEOBNEENTY B0, K
T4 IVEY) VT ThER.

[8] 1& 2,000 LFEDIA—/3Z7% 3 & v Mc#EIL, 1,000
ZElBR, 500 ZHERE, 500 ZFHEICHAWTWS. RFEERT
&, 500 XEOFHIL Y WS, Bty hTlE, %X
FIXE 1345850 578 %. THUENUS ODITH 1.6%ICT
Eixw, XEHZODOF—T7 L — UL 9.8 T, F—
7 L— ADFERIT T 2358 TH D

3.2 HYALE

F—T7 L — XM ORILIHE LT F2175. £9
Ca—URT 1w 7 ERAIZ TR CGEZ S0 s
%. KD b= At &iia 2 71§13 % Lookahead POS
Tagger[29] ZHWTIT5. DX A—DHIFICIE, Penn
Treebank[19] @ Wall Street Journal (WSJ) #$77 & Brown
Corpus 7% Wz, [EREICI, FsOcHitid s o &
P 2ENTNMEENB I U UMLK TE 5 K5
IS Bedic, EBIC 5 X&HIMT—2IcEmLTz.

3.3 ZAGFvrFVYT

AL E NS EN DGzl L, ZhbZF—
TL—XMgied%. 2T, Ay U= RHEIAL
AN

FEafhitic B LT, (7114, [32) EFEBRIC, SEx T
HOHAIZHOTWS. BARIICIE, 5T O%ME
ATzl I HiEEy 2t LT 5.

o FSHAZEIC Penn Treebank D{fhaal X 7 C NN, NNS, NNP,
NNPS & L <& JJ (BFdD 25 WVIFERGD M5 n
T3,

o REDHGENYFITH .

DK D ITHGRZ e L TEAFNTHE D AL DIE RWIEEL
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THBHM, BEEO IRZETEES. HIZE, TOFE

TIEHFM] “computing system” OMHICIINT 5. E

%5 “computing” {FX<2F VBG & LTI HFENS

N5 TH%.

KOEENICAHRGZLFZ O ZHIT A ZHBN
2, AfclEaEaF vy rF 7205, *2 BIRIIC
&, CRF++" ZRWTF v U hzddd 5. I
CoNLL-2000 shared task[26] CiefitE N7 —2 v &
Vs, Fliadcid, JIiT—2TilsL, 7AMT7—
ZCHii L7z & &, %ait] (NP) O F i 94.19% £ 755
fe. BETHWRET IV, T —2ETART—20
i /5 7% DTS 5.

CoNLL-2000 DE % #saf] & ARG THRHER L % K]
ORI TOREEN D 2. HIZE, RGN
BARTIEIAETHS. OIS 5728, LIFD
FRAENEICE T % &0 S B AE 1T S *4
(1) F¥ > ENERD cc® «7 THITF v 7Iicn

#HTB. ELINGORYID Y TF v 7ICEE
IR FEN RO Y T SR OEE 55, *0

(2) F% > H PRP, WDT, WP 5\ i& EX ((R%#F) &
BUHBEIINET 5.

(3) HigBH|ZE#E U T4 DT, PRP$, WP$, WRB, PDT,
CC, POS, (HBWIE 28T, HOh-fEER, T
DY) D 2 & T eI RS 200 BR <.

(4) & 5 [HFZH O BR< .

TS DOBEIC K > TR SN ARt OSHE F RERA
AL XS XFEH doc i LT, mEXGNIZED THEK
U 7= idg8e 5% longest(doc) THT .

ARTE, REAFNREZITEL, 2005 &5 4
HE) EF—TL—RMEHETB. 2L, mEDHEED
LD EHERET S, 5 LTIERI N4
£57% all(doc) TET .

3.4 FHMERE
WL DB DFERIFZENERGT 2 K 51 [14], [24], F—7
L—XEEENTHD 0 FHliAH L. ARETIE, ok
BICFHIC 32— E AW 5. Rl ERbd N7 e
DHZEIT, AT IV TFEITDRV. #EOCHEDRE
R, EAHE, FHEOEKICII~A 70 E a2 5.
[7ZxBW, F—7 L— X OPEREZ HBIE - R

*2 (8] WA X TN T v > F 2 TR RS E TR LE o e

EHEL TS, UL, TOMETHEIFEMNIEFIENEVS

RCARMDT ¥ L HIZ->TEY, BHEILELRE.

http://crfpp.googlecode.com/svn/trunk/doc/index.html

XD ARG, ARORHEC Uleh o Tz EfR T — 2 =2 {F
D, TNTF ¥ UAZIMT 2LV EDTHD. SHEOHBEE
L7z,

S ORRCIEERN 2B B, TR EFRENZIGE L
TW5%. UL, JGEDRDZUIMNT T3, [EHRRNCRAE DML
TR LTED, AMOREIC LIz [3], 9], [34].

*3
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HEFR TR 5. FEIR - @ERIRIE S AT Lo )&
EERERRETERTS. FVATLEF—T1L—X
2T U, B K izt 195, 2O K 2%
ftx¥ s e TcHEZTIET 5.
4. N—RSAVFE
4.1 BEAN—X TF-IDF ¢ ZF0ER

iz L+ —7 L—RICBWT, HFER—Z TF-IDF i
EF—7 L—XBAIC LT, MEKHEED TF-IDF A7
Ofz5Z2%. [7)&, KOEMEMTLEEISANT, T
DOFENMZF—EBLTHETCERSC 2R L. 2Dz
W, ARTIE, HEER—Z TF-IDF EER—ZA5 AV &L,
XTI OFETHELNBIET T S NIF—T L— X%
HZTNB.
BRYNCHFER—R TF-IDF £ fERLT 5. HEN—
A TF-IDF #Tld, & doc ICBF % F—7 L— X34l
,wy DAV TFTEABNS.

w:u}17...

tidf goc (w) Ditgoe(w) X termge. (w),

=u
unitgee(w) = I(w € longest(doc)),

N
termgoe(w) = Ztﬁdfwdoc(wi)a

i=1

tﬁdfwdoc(wi) = tfdoc(wi) X log(D/Dw@);

C T T, I(statement) I statement HEDE X 1, 5T
HFNX 0 ZIRY. Fz, RIT7H 0 OFEAIEHE 1A SBR
NENDB LT B, tfgoe(w) & doc ITHITF B w OHE, DI
T—2y NHOXER, D, & w a1 B
THXERZET. uit BXT term LWV I HFRE, FNTE
N [11] D unithood 3B X T termhood &S5 BEZM HIEH L
TW3. unithood (& “the degree of strength or stability of
syntagmatic combinations or collocations” Z#9". —J7,
termhood (& “the degree that a linguistic unit is related
to (or more straightforwardly, represents) domain-specific
concepts” ZET.

COmENLZ, HEE TF-IDF OFIA termhood DA%
KL TWVWBTLZRLTWVA. unithood I&, 2L BEAH
Piad e 1 HRESFAME LTHELEMEMIE - T
ta—VUAT v ZICHEENTWS. Halh)F v F
TNERELRET 2 &, unitge.(w) IESERIC AR
EAHZ RN D SEO RS . L L, BT le
U T UA B U DMEH N T SHERIC AR Tld 7z
<, ZOSBDO—HEF—TL—XTH%.

Unitgoe(w) ONRAEFNZ T2bic, HEE—Z TF-IDF
EOZFE, HEEN—R TF-IDF-ALL i£%2Z 2 %:

tlidfallgoe (w) = I(w € all(doc)) x termgee(w),

HEEAN—X TF-IDF £ & DiEWE, longest(doc) Y all(doc)
THEHZMAON TR LTHS.
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0.05 T ; T
WTF-IDF %
1 wTF-IDF-ALL -8
0.04
§ 003
8 ;
&~ 002
0.01
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08
Recall
(a) NUS.
0.5 — ‘ ‘
I T . WIF-IDF ---o---
o« .. WITF-IDF-ALL -
04 | Tl
g o03p el
& 02
0.1 ¢
0O 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08
Recall
(b) Inspec.

X 1: HEE~—2Z TF-IDF i & TF-IDF-ALL £ D L
Fig. 1 Comparison between word-based TF-IDF and TF-IDF-
ALL.

4.2 1EREER

K 1 ICHEFEN—R TF-IDF % (wTF-IDF) & HiFEN—
A TF-IDF-ALL % (wTF-IDF-ALL) Ot RZ/RT.
C T, NUSIZDW TS L, W< Dh DRz
FIVTWN5S. HEER—Z TF-IDF-ALL EIZHHERO FR
7 NUS IZDWT 7.6%, Inspec IZDWT 9.0%m_EEE 7.
ZoRbvic, MHBEHOBREEEZNZEN 70%, 103%H4
U7z, #RE LT, HEEX—Z TF-IDF-ALL {£&, &
I RS2 KIEIC B b & Bz, FREINZED, 0%
R 2 SHFNIC TR 9 20 1E, SCEMNS AR A
WERDRE L 5%, ARTIE, CTOMEEGEEE XU
unithood M 1 BEELEZ 5.

HZER—Z TF-IDF {0t 22—V X7 ¢ v 77 7% unithood
RIES, EEITIEEENBIIE EEY. NUSIZDWNT, H
TNV PEOXRE (K < 23) TiE, HHEELFERICESR
M ELTw5. 974%bb, HEEN—X TF-IDF b I
I &9 2ME, ThUCHIK K D B30 DEIGHKE
V. ARTE, TOBSZEBAEEE XSBERTHIAT 5.
HBF—T L—REHDHOF—T L—AfFca sz T n
TWVW3eE, F—TL—ABMHORT WG LTS, i
ZIE, “computable bipartite graph” {& “bipartite graph”
EBBLTWVS. BENFHELZEE, termg(w) IEH
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Y~ Y N\

0 optimal . controlzproblems 5

Tov

RINY

2: Faaf) DN E G

Fig. 2 Internal structure of a noun phrase.

WKEOEWRRICAXZRRAATRE2%. D=8, HiE
AN—XR TF-IDF # Tl b L R 54 EVWT L—XTH
5. LhL, &5 L X oE & 5RToT
LB EfROEIGENEZ RV, B ULALEMF—7 L—RIcHR
DIEEZDMIINE NTARRD TN S, CEDPRVWIZE, T
S UTziB> T i Bl T 28D 2 5.

C DREZ RS B 7-DICiE, FBEM & ARD X SRTEIC
WO MO END%. GRS £z unithood D 1 HHRETH
%. B 72X, “computable bipartite graph” (I E3HY % i
A TH Y, “computable” HFBEMVFAM] “bipartite graph”
ICZ DG THmENTNS. FEEZETZDIE, 5Lk
EESNT L BMEREL IR TN e THS. fi
ZIE, “Round Robin polling strategy” 5 “strategy” 7
HORETZWIEENDS. b BEAA, BRI &R
I FA A BRI B 5 DU Tldiaw. GBIk
HERETEHT2DDHYTHA .

5 7L—XRX—X TF-IDF

HEEANR— R TF-IDF {EDF—7 L— Xl BiEEIC /i
THDOICHL, ARETIE, BROHENISERZTL—X
—hE LT 2T, 71— AX—XZ TF-IDF %1%
£9%. JL—AN—A TF-IDF i3, 71— LT
B TF-IDF ZHINT 5. BEEN—X TF-IDF £ &MU
{, mEAFAMCEDIS La— VAT 7 AEHVS.
L, EosihzshSenciG T 27281, fah)fit
ZRHAT 5. 22T, FTHANBHOFHANSIECHS.

5.1 g

AT (1], [15], [16], [23], [25] W&, Faaif] oS
WEMNTT 22 AT ThHD. AT, TvIeXnRUE
RMEL LTHWRETIV 21 ZBHT 5. ZadflONE
BEERRE 2 DK, TyIVHBWVIEANRVICK> TEE
TE%. TCT, Ty VEHGEXRTHORDZITBEHRER
. —F, ANRVIIEMWCE L E oo yEEd. =
FHSEMRINET B &, AV XBEBUIE ATy Y
ICEBEB, IAbBROZIRICEHRTES. Lieh->
T, SiabfpTid R o ZATICRE T 5.
ROZIIARICH L TR AT ZHNICERT . HEfH &
LT, w=w, - ,wxy KHNLT, 2RI &I, P
&0, ,NZ&EZ%. ZULT, score(i,j, k) ZMiiE i "D
kETEWBTZARDAAT LTS, TTT, jldARDG
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HNEERT. j<kD&E, KDVi,--- 5 &4, kZ2H
BITARICNETES. j=kDEEE, O ENEIT
&9, Fizscore(i,j k) =0TdH%. i=0MDk=ND
LT, wRREHET 5 ARERKT.

Jj < kD& E, score(i, j, k) &, score(i, , §), score(j, x, k),
BRUZYYDORAT LAV DAAT DEMTHSD. Ty
PDAAT edgeScore(j, k) &, w; & wy OEDI v DI
AaA7z52%. —J, AXYDAT spanScore(i, k) &
AISY wigq, - wp WKWAAT 5 2%, il LT, 2
DHFNCHT B A7 2L FITRT .

score(0, 2,3) = score(0, 1,2) + score(2, 3, 3)
+ edgeScore(2, 3)
+ spanScore(0, 3)
score(0,1,2) = score(0, 1, 1) 4 score(1, 2, 2)
+ edgeScore(1, 2)
+ spanScore(0, 2)
score(0,1,1) = score(1,2,2) = score(2,3,3) =0

edgeScore & spanScore [FFHEENY MV EEHNT |
IVONFIC K DEREEI NS, BAXNT MU, FiT—%
WG Z bNniz & &, Passive-Aggressive 7LV XL [4] 2
HW\TkdHoNS.

K 3 IcREZ Y. Thid 21 THO O NRiE
Z—HEELIZEDTHS. ROVIDOHNAINY O
T, BOGZy VORBETH 5. (x) FEEORHEERIC
EENZT 7 L— LS. anrOLERHEEO
%, A OMEEERT. HANEENIHEEIE A
FTURBETDHS. | 1d w, 2/ NCFETIERIE U722, p;
& w; DGR T ZRKT. t =k —jldw; & w, OEODEE
B (1,2,3,40r >5) BERT. s=k—i+11ERUD
& (2,3,4,50r >6) Z&9. loglp(z) =log(l+z) TH
D, 2> IR LUTEDEZIET. o &, KBIEXT7EL
I—SATRHREEINTHEZIKT. crwne(ly, lk) & 1, L
2 HEEORESAFNE UTHBIL B, corw (), k)
& 1l DiREAGFAORRE 2 i UTHIE L 2R,
cspan(lists o 1) B i, -+, 1 DiREAER & UTHIB
L7zl 9.

KB Z 7 L a—/SR e LT, EERTIE 30 fEXh
57577 A=A MW, TOa—/RAE [13] IR
SNEFETHERRASNZLDTHS. TOI—I/SAM
5, 3.2 ik XU 3.3 HilR U FiE TRES M Z i
L, Z2ThHE5IC LEOMEIZEIET 5.

AT AR O PEBE 2 HERR 9™ 5 Te DI/ NI R 217 -
2. M IE Penn Treebank O WSJ #3537 (Efi#7— 2 &
UCHIA LTz, RANC WSTICalt) 7 /7 —3a 7%y
F [31] Z#H L, X LTH converter*® =W\ THE Xz %

*6 http://nlp.cs.lth.se/software/treebank_converter/
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DRZIFARICZER U, [FRRC, 3.3 fNCBNTET, 3H
U ENDIR%, TR bBEGEICERIED D B REAI]
it U7z, TN S DRESFAMICH LT, XOFRD 2T
ADBELNZHROZFEGKRZMNG L. 2T, 1EHE
EPEDSE D N WG ZBRY Uz, TERIFZE & [RIRRIC,
2-21 FRZFIRRIC, 23 $ZFHHIC V. Aa7ziKE
T B AROBERICIIENGHETEZ Wz, BRI 2 7 D&
DIFAFIRI DR 5 2 T £ &, T ORI,
FNNVIEURD T A7 (UAS) T99.19% %157z, =72
L, m&Eh 5 2 HFHOHGEIIHICREDHEEICHRS D TR
N 2L, 98.49%L75%. LR THW 2 St fisrasis,
WSJ k% VTl L 7=

5.2 #{UBEE

T OFRINT 2 VT T L—AN—Z TF ZE#HT 5.
HWEEANR—X TF-IDF & [[ UL, REAFAIEEREEICH
HENTWB EEL, REAFHICHE 1 252 %. [
KRS, #afation U Ty R tEz52%. C
D, ST as D EHIR & Z 20 S alcid K E %
RIS, 795 THRWMEMIS NS RS2 52 5.
BB OB O 2T, WHISMI LT X LI
TEEIETEREIC K > TITS . HEHE LT, X7 O/
scoreS(i, k) ZHIRINCERT 5. TDORATIE, Hnte
Bl wipr, - w, DEDHEHRGZT L XM EXKT.

scoreS(i, k) =

0 ifi+1=k
Z?:i L,y scoreE(i, j, k) otherwise

scoreE(i, 7, k) = scoreS(i, j) + scoreS(j, k)
+ edgeScore(j, k)
+ spanScore(i, k)

COARATIE TS RITRHTNL.

I, SEEEND NCRUMEZ BT 5. fi
O< fix <D Zwigr,- wp ST BHEBAL LT S.
feie U, mBEAFHOFSEEIX 1 95 (fonv =D. fix
1&, scoreE(i, j, k) ICHDE, IR g, ;0 (G <j<k)
IZElEN5.

exp(scoreE(, j, k))
>, exp(scoreE(i, j, k)’
CCT,d3EbohhCOEREINTEGHREET S

0O<d<1. %\VTC, %gm‘,k =8 fi,j BLU fj,k I e
LbbEns.

Gigk & fip xdx

fig < fig + ik
Fik < [ik + ik
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(t) (U

TWNC : loglp(CTV\/Nc(lj7 lk)) <li+1, ... ,lk>

(45, t) (U]

LTW : loglp(cLrw (I, k) (Piv1,- ,DE)

<lk7t> (pj’pk7t>

(s
3: score(i, , k) \CX9 B R

) : loglp(cspan (lit1, -+ k)

Fig. 3 Features for score(i, j, k).

CTOXIICLT, d>0DEE, TXTOHDHEAMNH
LT O EDBRIBEENEZ 5NS. 12720, mIBEDHGE
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Fig. 4 Comparison between phrase-and word-based TF-IDF.
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