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1 Introduction

AFRCILAARGER Y T At & L — ok
ZDIEIZDWTHEIT T 5, 2004 41T Sassano [7] 12
K VIBESINTAR Y ZIF T FIEIX, Stack & Queue
A % L. Shift & Reduce @ 2 DO#EAEA ZHKAY -
IEMNSEINT 2 2 LIC X VT 2179, 2 OBE
/P —25Y 7 b =7 [Nintendo Wii FitJ] Z[F4H
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AT FRATEED) B ORI LA #2459 5, Tokimoto [8]
DEBRTHOWONI-H —T L RALE M L LT,
AT & > TOGEOFHMB ATV, R0 21T
AT 7 DFRFTAE T & e LTe, 2O REWET 5,

2 Japanese Dependency Parsing

AR TIY EiF 2 47— NI HARGEDOLR Y Z HifhT %
M ET 5, BARRCR W CIEISCHI AL TR Y 21
fRMT9 5 Z L 3%, HAGECTIZHW T, SCHiE
MAIZIXIZE A EDGEERNEMELIVAICH Y,
R0 Z 7 BIRIFEARRICT R ZE LU & 9 3RO IR
RO, Elo, MEROAMNE L, PEIRENS
<BEDHEWIRFEEZFO,

R0 2T OFESE LT, REL DT TEB—
ADFE6] & 7T T _XR—ADTFIE[5] BIREINT
W5, BAGEIZIT FRLO X 9 720% 0 s O R
BV, B/ (Ist-order) 77 7 _X—ZADFEIT LW
FERE A 2R T & 77 [1]. O(n?) @ Cascaded Chunking
1% [3]. O(n) @ Shift Reduce (SR) i [7]. O(n?) ®
=T A ME[1] 72 E, BERX—ADFENILL
ANBERTND (22T n 33XCH o), thok:
#LO Tk & LT Relative Preference % [9] 288 5,

YRR L7277 — 23 SCEEUS R L TRIB IR D 7 7
Va VERREICEIRINZIATT 5 2 & THARGE
DRV Z RN 21T 9 SR 1% 5 (Algorithm
1), SR £ TliE, Stack S & Queue Q &1RV =T
BROES A © 3 Sl o 3 S ORAE
TEBSERNOMT AT, £ S 2225, Q
w NSICEH W, A ZZEESIT L0 kT %,
S MZEFN DA, Q DFIHER g & S ITBBh s
% default shift #{F2 BEJICIT O, Q A1 EHK ¢
DHBNLROGE, S DRHER s & ¢ IBRITD
default reduce #1EA BEIZAT 5, S DICIHEFR
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Algorithm 1 SRVEIC L 5 HARFEER U STt
% Initialization
(S,Q, A) = (nil, I, )
repeat
if S == nil then
% “default shift”
(nil,q|Q, 4) = (¢,Q, 4)
else if || == 1 then
% “default reduce”
(s1S,q,A) = (S,q,AU (s,9))
else
% Judge on (55, ¢|Q, A)
if s and ¢ has a dependency relation then
% “REDUCE”
(51, 41Q, 4) = (S,4Q, AU (5,9))

else
% “SHIFT”
(515, 41@ A) = (als]S, @, 4)
end if
end if
until S ==nil and |Q] ==1
return A

& 5%A121X REDUCE #E% | $20 SFBfR3 72
WEEIZIEL SHIFT #1E217 9, RV ZTBEKROA
TEDHIB % — DRV 2T FRHT 25 LIRS 25
WX VITO N, K7 — A TIIAMIZEVIT S,

3 Garden Path Sentences

ARF—LOHEE LT, XORY 2T i85 o
ERFH A E % 5, FHlixtg e L CLEEFETTX
SHHEMESINTNDH =T AL E NS,

T =T L RAL LT, E AN EEU R AT RE 2
BiEARDH, A X VRSN DB, fRoTo
HEIZE BT, ho—ElsTEICE bRD
EIE LWEE ORISR EE 22 LD Z & &5, Bk
Hiz &t - MOIAAL - AEREBELZ S/ L
Bx 7o —F LR ASIN D SRR O RF I L -
TRREN, HEN—R Y —=F 7k QAL -
HEARAGHINEIZ LV REES TV 5 [4, 8],

AFE Tk Tokimoto [8] 238 W T2 DAL ST HES
< SFEFHOFISCE WV, HHXTAVEES B ARV 2T 1E
fif =R L OV R EEIZ L 0 39 5, 5013 6 ST
MBRDLUTOLI LD THS :

NP-78/NP-% /V-7= /NP-IZ /* /V-]=
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Control

xen || s | | wier || s

fact-DAT

asy |

LT

Taro(name)-NOM _primary school child-ACC bullied grandmother-NOM gotangry

My grandmother got angry at the fact that Taro(name) had bullied a primary school child.

Early Boundary
KERH ! Mate , H:'.ﬁ&(,f:j

Taro(name)-NOM

wewc | | FEE

Eofe .

magazine-ACC published editor-DAT letter-ACC

Taro(name) sent a letter to the editor who published a magazine.

Late Boundary

KERH ‘ BRI

radio-DAT

attached

Taro(name)-NOM battery-ACC sold giveaway as

Taro(name) attached a battery as a giveaway to the radio which he sold.

1: Example Sentences

FRCIETH LM, 5 XERICRRLEOLDRA
DI LICE D ENENRLR DAY ZTHIEERD, 5
HEiA A INP-23) @6 D% Control(CTRL), NP-
%] O D% Early Boundary(EB), =D E o
% Late Boundary(LB) & FETY, £ 1ITR
THRY Z T HERE A2 5>, Tokimoto [8] 1% Z OFISL %
M, A7 VA 2N i 2 FRoRmd 5 H e —
AN =T 4 U TEE QAL VT HAGE LD i
Bric®4 % = 2 b & &al i L7z, foERIZEk W
T, B XM T = 2 F 23 CTRL X < EB X
SILBXThoHILeEEblT, NT&o THEN =
ANBRERD ZEPRINTWD,

4 shWiiFit Reduce Dependency
Parsing

A7 — Lk SR IEICH-S & WiiFit (2R ST
BHNRTG AW A= RICKOVEETAZ LIk H
KR Z TN 21T 9, AT ANT A Wil R —
REEEIC NN, Y7 h =T HIKIZY a1 %
TAv T =Ly K (Wil Y Ea v a25ie) 1—
VYNF—THEERATRETH D,

7= JOM &2 K 2128, FEbicii#ishTn
%5 URL 27 7 W CERTHNMBEE Y U w7
HZEICEVEEAERDZ ENTED, EIPERIZ
BHOHEE R LAD Stack S R L. A K LA D Queue
Q XY, TAEIHERNBE R RIZHD & L,
B RO 2 SOCHIFILR Y SZ T BRR B D0 %
ANEDHET D, Bl FEIZHDLT A 2 mnNT
A Wii AR— R ETOLEL~OEREMEIZ LV #IE
T5, TA AL &ECBET 5 L [SHIFT] & Ehvh
TWABREIZ K T T 5L by 271423y
%A EIT % & [REDUCE] & #hviu T B BE(C
ZyFTHE [phd] ZERT S, BEFICHT
HLBFWRE L TLRIRERPETRE LR
A% FRRT B, default shift « default right DO &H
B L OSHIFT - REDUCE H[/E R O i iiE 12 1%
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2: shWiiFit Reduce Dependency Parsing

820-860ms D7 = A —3 3 U NEIRE N, T DO
TEE DM S La i (B kIR CIE) 74 =
VIXHBRICHRICE D ARSI o TV D, 1 3R
g, ELTE TOK) %, o Tniuld INGY
FoRT D, BEFIIY Y T2 TH T L TRO LA
BHENTED, Ny 72y RTIELOEM - K
EfEE L IHT 7 v a v O SREA NS Z L
NTED,

5 Experiments

5.1
A — I A TR O 52 1 AT 86 5 23 7 eI R
i CE DMEMGET D, MAEDTZDIT, TR LTz
CTRL 3 - EB XX - LB 3X® 3 FHOFI LA AW 5,
AR DT — % & LT Tokimoto [8] A3 FEERIZ W
b O LR U 3FEBEOFI L 10 LFo &, AllFH~
CTYERL L1727 4 7 — (Filler) 3C 30 3¢, ®H¥ T 60
LEHER LT, 2D 603XDHH 40 LE, (1) 7«
F—3 53X~ (2) 7 47— 153X + CTRL X 5 X
+ EB 3 5 3 4+ LB 3 5 3 =iEAk 30 3X— (3) 7 4
T —3 5 XDONAIZHETRT D, 1 #EBRE 2R U & 2
JEFRMTT 5 Z L 1d7e < CORMRIA S B8R 4512 5
05,

FHRE IR 2N B 7212, K5 i OBoR
BITH L bl KRBHOT — 2 IC RS & T
THRMC, MERAT—% 10X 1y b2 13y
MT 9, #oRTlX, /N4 EOEFEOHRE IR
EN TV D SCEIR Y 320 Ofifdi (2 pages) &, 77—
LOBNEREBL LOMERT —ZICEENL%R0 %
S DB &R LT g3 (6 pages) Z4E/RT 5,
HHT =20ty MUIEHBREOBETARICE Y
FMERRET D, FEIME L 15.7 L TH o7,

X 312 EEBRERSE A/~ 9, 42inch DT X<vT =4 —
12 1024x768 fff4 TR L= T, 19 800x600
v eV OfEkE S — Al E L THOR LTz, NT

Experimental Settings
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* 1. NOSCEfRR & OS]

3: FBRIRGL

Filler CTRL EB LB

acc. ave. 73 69 85 49
stdev. | 20.6 35.0 18.0 30.1
srr.t.  ave. -0.13 0.05 0.06 0.80
stdev. | 0.12 0.70 0.48 0.40

YA Wii A— FeE=%—0iitid 230cm, £h
VISR OFREROARBIELE 3D 3D 472 =7 & FH
TAHZ LK THLAD,

5.2 Results and Discussions

LUF FEBRRE R 2 m 7, BERE IR TR 42 16 A,
PGk 30 LA AMFRE L L 2 AR R
DDA AR L723 ADOT— 4 &8k L7z 11
AN ERWS, M, 5 AgDOT—2 %P 1L7a< T
RO IX R,

# U ANDCIEfRSR & SUR S E & 7R3, SCEf#
(R “acc. ave”) 1 IE X A TEEE B H W
%o XBUSEEROFHANCIZ, ABEM LT —F O
K LT, WL ONOFAM TR & TRWVER &7
IR X 0 PR L 72N A F 2 —F > MELTZ
PO (Fh “srrt. ave”) ZAV5, HERL
TeBEFITT— T H - ST - SCHEL - $R)IE - default
shift 2% - default right #% - SHIFT (/K EINE) 44 -
REDUCE (£ {A=E /M) ¥t - SHIFT-REDUCE [#®
B (A OKREBE) B 9 o,

A D CIEfFERIZINT LB SCANZEH L TIEfFR)
H)hoTz, £ EB X% CTRL XBEIWT 4 77—
L L CHBICEMEN I o7, ZHUIE]
LA (BLOXORX) MR/ 7-HIc. EB
ICHETFH 1 XHBO INP-23) Z&K#% (6 XHiH)
DOENFNART D LD S T APRRL N2 &5 %
%, FEEE, CTRL XDV IZBNTEH, ZONRAT
AN KV RBS T ff T AT > T2 L o T2, T
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%L, LB XD 2 XHiHD INP-%| X, &% (6 X
i H) O#hE TIid7e < B 3 SCHTH OBhEIARIT S
EWVHINAL T AN EE XD,

ADSCSIERIC BT LB S Sz T
BT 5720104 < ORI Z T 5 Z L Nbioiz,
ZhUCk L CTRL XX & EB 3CE ORNCIT USSR
B W TR A B R EIT R o T,

LRI AENRENE ST LIz TH Y Al
LoTIX EB /LB X Z2 A2 TEMTDHDITH L,
CTRL XZFRETHHE B VI,

RKATNOT 7 ¥ a OIS 2R3, &
LEA THIZIITFRRL TS 5 H, 1ITRITN#
LERENTIC VBT 7 v a v AEW L, s default
shift, r: default right, S: SHIFT, R: REDUCE % &
W5, 29 THITEfMEL7=T —Z DRI LT, 7F
i g~ R & TRWER A BIZEYRIC L0 PR L2k e
(ZH std. residual ave.) ¥ A THAIZHERI L, A
BN T/ ailgr oot 0 ThHD, PJERLIZE
FITE—T 5 - CFE - RIEER D 3 o, HIOET
PEBR L= F DD BEEE 6 D130 A 7L [ L
EE o7, 31TBIXRFEEDERERFE, 4 1TH
WIEMRE LT72F — 2 DI HOWT O EREF O NHAT T
D~ 7,

KX 17 7varA, 2772 a s HICHEIH
ZELTCW5D, Zhi Tokimoto DFEERD X 512X
A7 Y RAENVITHRR L TWD DI TR <,
RN SRR ZIIR LTV Db, s 1T —
XAREAE G A THERT DR H D LD ZE0b
N5,

7 31T & BRRIRNT SR O SRR ORI A 73, fif
MreEs O LR EIILL FOMEY Th o, JEREHRMNTEE &
LT, JUMAN-5.1(J5 &£B&32) - JUMAN-6.0(J6 &
B30 - MeCab-0.98 with IPADIC-2.7.0(M & Bs72)
ZHWA, “KNP-2.0” % KNP-2.0, “KNP-3.0” I%
KNP-3.0, “CaboCha” i% CaboCha-0.60 12Xk % %
DTEFNENT 74V FOFREEFIHA LIz, “Sassano
nK” 3 X O “Iwatate nK” 1% JUMAN-5.1(J5) O
N, IELWICHIKEIY 2 52 - b Dlck LT, %
NZI SVM 12 H5< SR IE [T B L0 h—F 2> k
LS K DMTECRT L= b D Th %, 8K, 34K
TENFN R KT —3Z 8,000 3L, 34,000 3CTHllf#
LizZ 2B T 5, 728 “Sassano nK” OfiEHT 4+
ORI, TR [1] D FdEB L OHEMES 2 0
Tefe I, SR [7) OfENT SR & TR (TIT 103 5
WHIEAD,

2T OfENTERE CTRL IO IEZER R <. LB X
DFRBERBN BN o To, T DI & BN ZI34 5]
ZITWVENGIZAR T B & ) BOWEIRI 2 FFo T\ D 2
EROND,

EB ICBH L Tix, KNP & b—F A MERWN
{OMDOILITHODWTIEfE LTz, h—TF A2 MEEFD
RWEBF 22X 550 (8K) DIE D BNENFEE
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S ANDT T g v SRR

77 a A 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

CTRL S S R R S R S S r r

std. residual ave. 1.36 -0.1  -0.39 -0.41 -0.45

std. residual stdev. 0.92 0.72 0.78 0.59 0.45

real time ave. 0.83 885 4.75 3.60 0.85 3.49 0.85 3.43 085 0.85

EB S S R S R S S r r r

std. residual ave. 1.32  0.06 -0.55 -0.40 -0.35 -0.09

std. residual stdev. 0.84 0.89 0.66 0.36 0.83 0.88

real time ave. 0.83 875 4.82 3.25 3.45 4.12 4.35 0.85 0.85 0.85

LB S S S R S S r r r r

std. residual ave. 1.28 0.11 -0.71 -0.31 -0.36

std. residual stdev. 0.93 0.97 0.62 0.64 0.58

real time ave. 0.83 10.79 6.13 3.01 4.28 418 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85

» EHETLONR DD EE XD,
. o fEAFER 7 SR . N
*3: A MW?E%E%J — AWFEDOIHAD 1oL LT, HR Y Z T 7 — LD

N ) 35 19 EREAE BT ARIA ARG L T 5, Fx i 2009
KNP-2.0 (J5/J6) | 100 30 0 7 H 2224 HD 3 BHRIAS — 2% Wiz @A m
N0 823 oo B TR & KM LT, M OBIR T NS (B
CaboCha (M) 00 0 0 FH24) Thol-W, A%TF—L Ry FARYIZED
g%wwg%ﬁg %% 8 8 FIRITHRIR L, 2 NBUC b3t ATRE 2R e it S 0 32

assano Y = GGk
Iwatate 34K (J5) 100 10 0 R AR S RELIRIIEE & L CoBlan b, [HE

T=HIZLDHO (34K) L0 Kinotz, DipnEs
T =2 OEEIIE, 1 HBOAFTME 3 XHiIE O
H5a OFR 0 2T BIfR S = — S AITHHBL L e o 7
2, 1 XHB 04FAE 6 CHTB OBhEI OB Y 321
BRNHIBL LG AICER LB 2D, i
WXL, Z2VWEET — 2 O%AICE, BT ORY =
TBIRA L Bl — SAHZIEBLL, TV 3 SCEIH
IR Tnb EEZBND,

LB CIZBIL Tl #Mtre7 v 42 &1 KNP-
3.0(J6) [2] B\ DEfE LTe, TERERMHTER O H
NT D EWERICES T LT\ AH720I, BhE
TR D R— 3 NS KD TR N B 5,

A CTRL XIZHARTEB XA L EALTW
HOIZXF L, SR % (“Sassano nK”) 28 EB 3U%& 42<
FEELTWRNWZ EEE 2D L, AT SR AN
5 2 LT K DR R ORI I T L DMA R D

6 Conclusions

AR T SRAIEIZHS < HARGERR D 52 b &
LTS —L% M LT, I E LTI SRR
BRICHEH U, £R 0 52T fRHTEES) FE 0O 8 SerYREAM % 3K
BREAJICAT o 72, DEREFEERIZBWT, 731 R &
LTI AW A—REHWAZ LIZL kD X
IRFIERSDH EBE 2D, —MRITLESIEERICE
TOEEITHEBMTHY . #EBRE BT TIEEL R
LT ENRLRHY ZNEREIT L EIIRETH D,
K —DEFAND - LT LY HEERE T ER DR
EHLIR O EEBENLNAT-DICEIT D 2 LR
W72 D & & HIT, TOFEMRND HEREEEHTE
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A L7V, EOL I L TAERER L- CA3HE
HEFRAT SEIUL LW EA 97y, TiEE LT CoNLL-
2009 Tt S AL FEMAT & 4R D 2T AT OFE SRR
DA TH D, SR LB S ERER S E & 5
R 10 =5y OSEEEFH THH S TR Y . HEFHRO
HTEMEMT L LR TH A S, ZofMEE
RS2 2 LR A DROT ¥ LD EEZD,
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