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Abstract: Gibbs sampler is widely used for statistical grammar induction in natural language processing.
However, by sampling only one variable at a time, the sampler suffers from local optimum due to the strong
dependency between variables of tree structure. In this paper, we propose a pseudo blocked subtree sampler
to tackle this problem. Our sampler collects the same type of subtrees for each iteration and updates them
simultaneously. Further, our method iterates the blocked subtree sampler and conventional Markov chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampler alternately to search better grammatical rules efficiently. We refer to our
method as a pseudo blocked sampler since it generates grammatical rules from an approximation to the
given distribution. The experimental results of grammar induction show that our method achieves better
performance compared with conventional methods.
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B EIN/CEHANE, BURITHRRSEET LV E LT, B
WERRSL HBEN Y AT 42 EIoH &N T 5 [5], [6].
PER LY, Penn Treebank [11] 72 EORELAR T — /3 A0 5,
M SCHEE 7V & F > Tt I 2 SCEBRI &2 S 45§ 5 ik
AIRE SN TE (3], [14], [16]. MHFTAITH:C X 2 0%
L, AFCTERESNT LV — VIS L 25 RITFEE L
T, SlERPHIARDOT ) 57—V a VHBRICKRE LKL 72
WA BT ZICEHATE 5 L W FESH 5.
WHELFEETNOFEP:L LT, Gibbs ¥ 7Y v 7
B 7 LAV TWS, Gibbs o 7)) v 7ikid~
La7EEE A LT (MCMC) HEo—fThy, 5
RO NI 2 A & § 5~ a 7@z FIH L
T, ZOMERDAGNGE) S TN BT L EHNTE D,
AT OIS T, HESURDSG- 2 57 d & TOEH
HIOFHEEDATIGED > TR L, BERMEEI R
K& B CFHA A SR T 5 [4], [15], [16], [17]. Gibbs ¥
YT v TEORMIE, B OMERLEL O FRE R GG A
SEHET Y TV EERTADOTIR R L, £EE 12T O)E
FICKEILTH T 72479 L) JHIlh b, D7
O, WHEGTHWONL S S OREREET VLT
iR B] 7V T) Anx52, JURESEV & W) FlE
BdhbH. —7, MELEETIVTIE, AEET— 7 I12RE
T AEBE OB HEMKGED 720, BROEEZ 123D
T T AHETIRRARICEETNRT L, T
CEEOBWREZELNEVE WD MEESEHENT
W5 (3. ZORMBEIINT SRR E LT, HE
DEKEFEOTHRBICY YT Y 72479 71 v 71k
MCMC EAREENT WA [2], 9. LAL&AS, Zh
SOHEE, BEOLEMGRPHRE T VI L LTV
T)ALTHo7Y), HREHP METHLI L E2MEL
TWe)§o6%E, TS 2 THRA ZHIRYH - 72.
FREOMBEN 2P B 72012, AR TR SCiE
BOROOF BT Ty 74> 7)) ¥ T ERRET
5. A DHNIL, Gibbs o 7Y v 7ED XS RUPLHE
BRDTI, ALK ELOER I > 7)) v 7
LHERWET LI L TH A, WETHER, BfFo70y
74t MCMC & 8740, Gibbs % 7Y ¥ 7k &o—
7 MCMC ik, 7ay 24k > 7)) v 7 %479 7
TY)ANERIRVITHEL T, ZNHERHIZETTLE
WA T Ta—F% kD, 72770, KAFETHWSE 7Oy 2
b > 70 > 73, SRR OFRRs i 2 Wil oA &3 5
EMER~V I 7EBEPSOY VT IR T ADDTIE %R
, ZORPGAmICES MR L 2D, #UTT Y 2
by > 70 v rEERT A, T, RETETE, kT
HEOXII, EOEBETEOTCH YT ST L0NE
W) EFREFFEMICGZ A0TSR, #Ye7ay 72 %8
FICER L CRBRCY > 7)) Y 7 %47 Led - T,
BE DR E F VKRS, SEERLILD S LT
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&5,

BARBY S0 E TIV & LT, WEAE O S EE 2 WU 2
Wb T D 2 2RIV ESOIR B ST E T VIS L
TRETERZEA L2 25, BETER, F—5EIIH,
Mh 59, Gibbs ¥ 7)) v IERERO Ty 2L
TN 7EE D) S REOECCERAIIERTE LI L %
TR L 72,

EROBHIIUTOEBY) THDH. 28T, HEIAI
PR B L OARR T BRI 2 iR S0EE TV IZDOWT
W3 5. 3:mTIE, Fer ORETHEULIATT Y 2
B> 70 v ZFEICOWCHMT 5. F/2, 4TTIE,
RO AT = N2 FWTARFE L M L 72 EBROH R
EERERRD. 5 ETIE, IREFLEOBEMNIEIZOVT

A, BRI 6 BT 2R B
2. WMEIFEICLZEER

RETIE, RETHEORRE RS, Gibbs 7)) ¥ 7
T X B ECEH ST I C O WS 2. RIFE T,
WXARTI=RAEHON L2655 0E LT, WX
KA —=INAHD S5 LHEETIVOREARK (elementary trees) %
WMATIICHEE T A L WO MEEZ 2 5. FBAKE L,
A OFARKAL L 2 25RO L 247T. 728 21E, XL
MREHESCETIE, NP - NP DT @ X9 RiES 1 OFSK
DEARTHL., M1 IHCROBIZ, 212, K10
FESCARIC BT 5 CIRE B SO FEARR R, HiflZ SOk
HESCEETIE, HESORZES 1 ORI E T ISR
RKOEEGDV—EIZET DY, TNLIOLEE T IV T,
B0 B IARRDOHAE D — ORESOR Z B 2 W Retkds
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Fig. 1 Example parse tree.
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Fig. 2 Example elementary tree of context-free grammars.
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HbH., FOLO, WELEETFVERHWTH b5 LW
IERARKOMER ZHETICHEET ALEND 5.

2.1 HEREETIN
XKt DPEZONZH ETOEREARDESLS e =
{er,e0,...} DFEBZEFIZ, XA XOEHIZL > TLUT
DEHIEHHEINS.

P (elt) < P (tle) P (e)

7251, P(tle) &, 3EAK e BT 2 RO AR E A HE
WARtE—FHLAEEIZL, 2)ThVwEZIZ0ODERT L
LIRS TH L. F72, P(e) dERKDOMERAEKET
VTH5.

RETHE, EEOERKOHELEET I P (e) DFHIC
BT 5 EDTRETH 525, RFTIRAEMAKBIE LT, T
FEOEAERE e B SURT 2 ISV STV B SRS ROV
SHALSOIR B HSCE 2 BLY P 5 [12], [14].

¥ VRV SOIR B ST, ESXARD %K/ — FICfE
Hanzv ryrRn GEbmats) 255 S -0k E B
XETHAH, vy RVEMBSALT LI LIZLY, 2R
LU NP (&ih)) OoF 7FafFhsnctnwi/ — k%,
NP-0 (XOFEFEIZR YR T WHEM) &, NP-1 CCoHB
FRIC )R T W) O L) ICHBIETE 5. K 3(a)
12, 1 ORI 5 Y v BV ESOR B H30ED
EHGEIE OB 2R, ¥ v RV SO B ST T
HARKeld Ay — B,C. D% L%, 12721, A, B, C
ENPR VP HEDY VERLVEEL, z, vy, =z Sl
7Y (0,1,...) TH5H. ¥ FIVHIALONREBHCED
MERETNIE, ST AR v IR ZETIVO—HT
% % Pitman-Yor @2 H T, UTD X9 I2eRLTE
% [10].

NP-0
DT-0 NP-1
DT-0 NP-1 Np 40
| HgARO ¢0//\\Zﬂ
the . . DT NP
2,2 PN 2=
JI-2 N-0 JI N
| | | |
blue sky the  blue sky
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3 (a) ¥ ¥ ARIVMIGALSR A BSCEOEHEREOH]. RGOS
iE, HAASRGT 2BEEET. (b) (a) DELBEE, #
UKD — FICEI) BCRERTRALZZDD

Fig. 3 (a) Example derivation of symbol-refined context-free

grammars. The dotted line represents a substitution

operation. (b) Latent variable representation of (a).
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e[y ~ Ga,
Ga, ~PYP(da,,04,, P (|As))

72720, Ay BEARAKe DR — FDOY UKL THAB. PYP
1Z Pitman-Yor #f2 %2 L, da,, 04, I3 Pitman-Yor #F%
DI8T A =5 %FKY, Py \FFEIEHERGA T, FEARAKDIN Y
A THEREE D,

K7, HEEREZLUTOL ) ICERT .

1

I
7272L, A— BC &, A,, B,, C. D%y ¥ RLOMsHL
THHRE Y 7283 ARKTH Y, Pypp IHECAT =32
PORME SN R €Y. £z, |B|, [Cl13Eh
i, B & COMIILAT TV TH 5.

BRI, e 1 2DF/ — FE2EOHE, T4bb, e
WA, — By, ThobLEF, BEMEEZLTOL ) ITER
5.

P() (€|AI) = PMLE (A — BC) X

Py (¢|Ay) = Paiip (A — B) x ‘%'

72, e DF /) — FDPHGETH L6, Shbb, e P A, —
wTHoEEE, REMHERLE P (e]Ar) = Pure (A — w)
LIEFETS.

FREOMERET VISV TIEARK e & 0 MEKL, =
NH#x e, =ep,en...,e; £ThH. TDEE, e DERK
MR, G ZESWEETHILIZE-T, LT L)1
FtEENhG.

P(eiyileri, Ap,da,,04,) = e,y a,+B4, Po(eir1]|As)
Neiir, Ay —da, te, A,
04, + Xene A,

Oa, +da, - Xcte.a,

fa. = 04, + XeNe,a,
F1EL, e, a  ers DO b ey &I LHOIERAD
RSB RS, 27, to,, 4 RHEEE 7L OME
BET, e EFELEIOIEARE NS DD Y T AF 150}
TVAPERTEKTH 5.

¥ ARVRALSONR B SO TUE, FEARAR @ A 38
= FDY Y RNVDOBINAMES B, LIzdd> T, HURSE
ORI, ORI T 2 BARDERDOIE L 72
b, Thbb,

le]

P(e) = HP(ej)

a€i+1 JAg =

TH5.

2.2 Gibbs ¥ > 7 L JILLPBEIFZEETIVDEE
— &I, TIOR3 — X2 I TV D IER KD IEHR
FEEncniwico, XRo%/, —F (3 — N3k
) WAL - 2 1 2T 28E1 ) BT, BAKDEHRE R
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T EIZT 5, [3(b) Iz, ¥ ARVHISEIOIR B S
DIERRDERE LM TELZSDERT. YR
HAESOIR B S0 TR, R 2 DMEIZIER IRl 5 D
Mg s 7T (0,1,...) #RKLTWD, T2, KREHL
FRARIFAL L LD A R LFEET VD, AED KT
ERROEHE LT LATE S [16], [18].

FESCAR T — XA & I 7 FEAR AR DA & AR I HEE
T 5121, WAD G2 5z b & TOIERKRDFHIMER
FRRNETHEBHELERENT A= RiEET T LV,

7,0 = argmax P (z| {t} ;©) P (©)
z,0

72720, O IZHERKOWERETNDOINT A—FELETH D,

T/, WESNBELE 200, BAKOEREY 5
T A ENTES,

MRt R LT 5 BARE KO 5 )ik e LT, Gibbs
b)Y TERLECHLENRTWS, Jiadlo X 9 I,
Gibbs %> 7)) v 7ETIE, EAKROFRBHEEZEI M, SHE
B IVEERTADOTIR L, HEBE 152N
WREILCTH T v 7R, TIVT) XLOMEL L
TIRT.

(1) WERBAEERTES 20, IIIXT X =5 EEH Q) 2T
5.
(2) & 50 LOFRE SN BUE R 2T LT ORI % i Y
BT
(a) ZBOEE 2% T VT LIH~NEZ 5.
(b)dF~Ez Nz ZEFIC 12T 2 H LT,
P(z|z\ 2,0) ODMERT 2 O TIVEERKL, &
EEBOMEE EHT 5.
(¢) (b) LFFRIZNNT A—=FEE O OHEZHHT 5.

HEARTEROBHELTHE SN TV 5729, Gibbs
YT TETE, ERREZFIOEARARN 1 EIEFTT
HZEIETERW, LA T, HAERKISHOHEA
RICELFEHEH B TIEF ICHER DR IKREIFET 5
LaciE, ERKIIVWOFTHFEURENT FIcE T
TLEW, REOFVIERAIZ XA CBRETE 2w,
F72, 1 OOFERKICETNLER T £ LD TRIFFICHER
T570y 74t Gibbs > 7 ¥ 7T, R ORES
BHE TS 205, HROERKREZ 1EICER L2 LAT
Xpniw, IR - SAOHEIAKEL 221200 T
JHE O Gibbs ¥ > 7)) ¥ S ERBROMBENEL S, £
7o, ML~ovo7ay 746 v 7)) v 7k 9], FURE
RAEREFTLOTTU Y ZMLL, ZOHF TV DO
EEE SRR T v T L HETHA.
FURMOEH L, EHLTWAEEBIOZOM (B
J—=F&T = F) OEBOENRFR L THhILIEROELEE
WL L Ladrs, MLgvoray 24 7)) v o
1%, Gibbs %> 7)) ¥ ZIZ5E4AICE S b 5 MCMC #:
AR TAZERHWELTEBY, FHEOMICERICH)
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a7 AT A 72012, T4 7 LR EHE
e LTHWwDZ LR, BROMENFMETH D & EIRE
LTWwWa*, LdoT, 20L& flRozniz, Eid
@ Pitman-Yor B ICESCHEREF VA LICITBEHT 2
ZENTER N,

3. BUEaARTOy vEv T 2 T%

KRETIE, Tx ORETHETHLEUESATO v 71L
T B OWTEHNT A, A D IE, Gibbs
TN TD L) RPHEE KD, BERLELLD
ERAEFRCY Y 7)) v 5 S5 RBET LI LTH
b, FDDIZ, —fEy% MCMC 3D AT v 7k, #Hi
Ty 7Y S Y T DATy SRR A ICHESEL T,
FNHEXHIHAGDEL VW) T TUu—F%2 b5, F
72, WETHIL, MEROLHIZEDEHE F Lo TRHRKIC
YT TERAT)DE V) EFREFMICHG L LDTIE R
, o7y FORIEZ LIC#EY) R T a Y 7 % HENGIZ
WETDH, Lo T, BebLEETFNVIIBVWTL[FE—
DTNITY ZALHPHHATED L W) FEDED 5.

3.1 #MAARDOTAv 71

REFHL, ERERIEREICB W, BiEOF > 7)) v 7
KR THBHEOREED S, Mgt 7T £ THhEd 55
GAREEEODTTOY Z7{LL, TRHIZETNLEHDM
WMoy TN 7 2tT) . Y, EEOERELRD
Gz={} ITHLT, ZNOPRTEASAL tree(z) &
T3, 72Lz2id, M3(0b)T, z={2 =0,20=0,23 =1}
% 61X, tree(z) = (NP-0 (DT-0 NP-1)) TH 5.

ZIT, HOARs ITHIET HBHEEBDOE Gz DT Y
7 By R LT D X HIZEFRT 5.

B, = {internal (z) |tree (z) =sANz =2} (1)

72721, internal (z) 1, z \ZHILT BEGAKD ) — KOk
T, EMIRL T 2O — FER Y — RIS 581
TEEBILZDDOTH A,

L72hoT, 70w ¥ B\, KEMRICBT AEL
TRz OfEICHKAFE L TRES NS, B 412, BlEL
T2O0MXAREZRT. K4 128w, Lok
s = (A0 (B0 (C-1 (D-2 E-0)))) \ZXHE4 2 710 v 7 13,
By = {{z2,23},{7z11,212}} £ % 5. A-0, D-2, E-01%, #
K s ORI A RO — FE/IIMR/ — FT
HY, INHITHILTIEHOEEETRLTCLES &, £
DOREFOIEARAK (72& 213, (G-1 (A-0 K-0))) OIEHD [
BRICEAHLCLE) 28R 57207 0y 700N 5.
B-0 1350 A s D — FTH AP, Wik s x o0
T, ¥/ = FNZLITHILRDE ) — N ThHbL. LzA->T,

L ZAEERTH LA, YT Y TOREI LIS, AT A A
YT Y7 13] % EDFET IR T S
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zg=0
G
2,0 20 " N 2=0
A A K
2,=0 25=1 z,,=0 z,,=1
i v
wl b 7= B z5=0 w D Z5=2 5 7,,=0
| =1 | =0 | 7,50 | Z5~1
PG I

(a) (b)
M4 2200fKRE, B ROTH Y 7 O
Fig. 4 Example parse trees and blocked subtrees.

B-0 12359 5 RO & 288 LT H PR D FEAR RIS E
EHZBWizh, 7Oy 2IlEDA.

70y 7w BEEL721R1C, PUF OEBFERIZHE > THE
RKOY 7)) v 75479

P ({z},ep, |27,0) (2)

72720, {2},ep. &, B KEENDTRXTOLKOESE
£L, z7 13, BRI RARDFXTOELENS B, 12
EENDEREM)BRVTZEETH .

DD Y OMER oL &, X (2 o&ko
HOMEEIL, 2XIBl @) Th 5. |B,| 13HELAKT—
NWADT =y mIZIEETHRT L7720, $§XTOERK
2 DEOMEEIZOVWTR (2) K02 2 L IFFIEERY
CHEETH L. 22T, 70y 7 NTIHBESSKOMR L
J = FICHIed AEEERE, T 7)) v 7B 4§
CEIC 25 L) filfzikids. 2okiicdsre, 7
Oy 7ICEENLEROESz € B, & 1 27217 H il
LT, ZNHOEDO LD ) 2 REMD A EEE T NIL &
V. L7z o T, AT P EY IR s, M40
BITIE, 2 B MHERTHE LT B L, (22,23,211,212) =
(0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,1),...(1,1,1,0),(1,1,1,1) ® 16 381 §
NTOWEEIZOVWTR 2) 258 T 20 TIER <,
(0,0,0,0), (0,1,0,1), (1,0,1,0), (1,1,1,1) ® 4581 DA
IZOWTH (2) ZRHELTH v 7)) v 7 &4 (RS~
TV 7).

BHEEBOMIKE L7270y 72 FIHT A2 L, £
72, LRLotf e AL CRHEEZHIT 5 2 L DfUE L
LG, (2 DT VT v 7id, BARKROFHZG A
P TV ERER LR, £ZT, Gibbs v 7)) v 7
e EO—fE 7 MCMC &, FEOBPISAT T v
ALY T YL A GDYETHAT A2 L e RS
5. LTS, 7uv 7 B, OWENEL, REFEOLR
R TV ) AL DONWTIHRD,

3.2 70Oy DB

Tav 7 B, # SRS B0, YOS Y TDORED
LI, BRI — XA BB A e E R L - i o5

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

KREFEETDULEDRDH L. FTrld, XF—2< 427D
FRHEICEDOWTIHEOIH IR EZYNET 52 L 28 ET 5.
BN ZFEILUTOLEB)THL., £3, 12D/ —F
DR B 7% B/ NDOEGFRPBIEDO T, #2121/ — %
BIMLTESAREZIERT . ZOFTHE2HRIICED K
T, WoANY =% )= NeTHRMENERENS.
AARDILKIL, WERPOEHGARNNY =235 5 Lok
ELwRA — FEIET 2%, 23BN 1107
L& |FEIET A, 2, FREQT [1] ISfRFE S5 Kff
DINY = A =Y TFREEREWIZAETH L. oAk
N — Y DEGEIER L%, MIRa—R"2ADE ) —F
BT EIN 12070y ZICHETAFETT ¥ ¥ AICH
TR =R 1DOERL, 22670y 7 B, 2HEH
T5., FRROFHERITHILICEST, §RTH/—F
P1ETOEIN 70y 7 OEEB = {B,} T
L. F7z, EEEOTRE LT, MISLEREBRVED
WXART—=RANEH L0 LOILEDTGARNY — 2 %25
ZLTCBE, ZOHMNTLREOTAIAN Y -~ 1=
TxAT) T ETRIADOEKE LB LN TE S,

3.3 BEFEO7INITIX L

Bl X 912, I—EFEE, —Hi7% MCMC #: &
HoaRTay 246 7)) vyl B ASDECTHEET
L. REFFEOBMLN L FHREZETNVIT) XL 1IRT.
TIT) AN 1 DA, 7))y 7rOAEN I,
LRI =R {t}, BT Oy 24T v SO f
Thab. HIE fIZOVTIEHRRT 5.

TATYAL 1 TR, 7, #BED Gibbs > 71 v 7
FICL > TEHOMEEEHT 5 (47 4). Gibbs > 7)) ¥
T FEUASOLED MCMC #Ex b Lwv, kig, B
DA i A5, &5 h LOE S NP KR 70y 7
bW > 70 ¥ FBEOBE f O EZT RO01E, BT
Oy 747 Y7 RFETT L. ce i, f=10&87
% &, 10\ @ Gibbs %> 7Y ¥ FEATH 72N 1 ERE
Bz ay 24k T vy e g T A, HE f 2 EAT
LWL, BEEGATE Y 24 0 7)) v S OFEITICE
THRMEIA N, BERELONT VAEMETEL L
T D720 ThHSH. HE f 1 UEHRIOERI I 2
5 R B EBR TR 5.

BREs A TE y 740> ) L 7ETE, FTELD
2, BAKROBEBENRIEKIZE 280 — v~ A =0 7Tk
ko, MBS ARERET S (T 9). RIZ, L%
ZEBEHELT, 7y 7omEL, $RTOBLELE
Bz sezroray 72 IZHET 5 L) REY T E4T
I, Z1F, HEELHEETIVOBEER : e 070y
7 B WCHTB L7202 BH L, B, MEshi-70y 7
B, &N T 5. BAEMZFREIE, 7, Hoky —
IV MEIRLTTE Y 7 B, ZBRICHEEL, B
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Algorithm 1: #sp K70 v 7 4L > 7)) ¥ 7k

Input : number of iterations: I, parse trees: {t},
frequency of blocked subtree sampling: f
Output: estimated elementary trees: €, estimated
parameters: €)
1 fori=1,...,I do

2 Initialize z, ©

// Gibbs sampling

3 foreach z in random order do

4 Generate 2z’ according to P (z]z\ z,0)
5 z— 2

6 end

7 Update parameters ©
8 if ¢ mod f =0 then

// Construct block
9 Find subtree patterns S by subtree expansion

method

10 Z —z

11 B—0

12 while Z # ) do

13 Pick subtree s € S at random

14 Construct Bg

15 B — BUB;

16 foreach z in B; do

17 ‘ Z—Z\z

18 end

19 end
// Pseudo blocked subtree sampling

20 foreach B, € B in random order do

21 Generate {z}’ according to P ({z}ZEBs |z, @)

2 {2} — {2

23 end

24 end

25 end

26 Recover é from z

WZEML T (T 15). kIS, MgEsh/-7a v 7128
EFNDELEE Z OIS 5 (17 17). frRka —o
AEEND T RTCOBELEIDP T D71 v 7 |2
BLZEZEICZ=0c%0, HBTIIETTA.

Ty 7 OWEELFEEROELTHE T LS, FEE
W T Y 2AbT v 7Y v R4S . BARENICIE, 7
Oy 7DESBPSTI VI AIZ1O07 0y 7 B RIRL,
ZO70y 7 IZEENDLEBEEBOHEOMERIIONT
X2 %FIHEL, TOMEINSTH Y TV EAERT S
(11 21). DLEoFi& 2faw SN RERZTH DR L,
EBAEEBOMEETH LT BRI, ESHT L7256,
F O EIZ BT BB EBOHE 2 20 5 EAKRDIEH &
ZEICLT, TVITY AL 1IEKTT S (T 26).
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4. EE

4.1 =HE

PREDOH LR T — /32 TdH % WSJ Penn Treebank [11]
VT, RETHEOFM % 1T > 72. Penn Treebank 7 —
i3t v a VENTREILNTEBY, &7 a il
2,000 XOWELARTHE I N TWE, REHTIE, 7%
BEOBEWPEFENG 2 5 ZEE G 5729, Penn-A
T—% (k7 ar2DHk, 1,989 L) &, Penn-B 7—%
(Ervaroanrb11 £, 18,581 3) @ 2 MO 7 —
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Fig. 6 Comparison with other methods when the number of symbol subcategories is 2.
(a) Results on Penn-A data. (b) Results on Penn-B data.
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