RIEFE C & D REMET TOR Y ERED [EE

PP K

AART A - B—

T AR AU ST AT

yutat@jp.ibm.com

1 LI

%< O NLP # 2 7 | 3EE TRIE S L TERELT
5. L2, TSR - ARSI IE D T
W, FESCRATIIAEE DO T TH 5. Tl Z B R - Ik
ERNCHE Y KT 2 & CHEE IR E TR 5 Fik (RE
HIFRAT) 133 TN TR EE T 223, mEDT
HER D AL OFR Y 2 < [Ra a8k OREDH 5.

R 7E B 72 Shift-reduce & 17 # x& fi# #7  (arc-eager
%9 ZpBlcE . Shift-reducehi TizAay v 7 L%
2 —CHRPRREZ R FF L7e 3 D, SCOIEBHOHEE (3L
1) M ORFREROHBI 2 Z /2o T <. AIRRET
3, M LIORT &S REnfERE SR L TRORESE
BT 5. — RIS, ROREEEZ D 51T78) (action
X (227 7 R) PR E O CRIT 223, R
DIRTRIR L7ATENC Lo T E Bk (K L ofaft =
) 2L TWHTw, —EfTEIAZRD Ll LT
ITERBIR 2> C L 9 R H 5.

ZORBIT LT, &I ERY (CRP O
b=t 7 b v g EREIE IR O B fif A SR 8 D Kk
## (global training 23/A< WS TW S, Kl
HCITHEEE OS2 O WENR D D12, RO
ZHEOELFEEHCOLED D

1. R E /N SR OHEEOHHIRY 52—, &)
HIFHEIEZR 810 K o CIEMRHEE 21T 9 Fik ;

2. WBRRWHEH 2 B8 LR EE e VT, B
LERIR 72 E DU R 72 HEE 21T O FHE.

FEIZ, RAFREEMENT OBFSECIE 113 Graph-basek, 2
X Transition-basék & FEXNL TV 5. 72720, FiE1l
BB RIS DR E STt LIRSy 2o AT e [ 23 70
N0, FIE2ILEPREEE LD LEERENSEZD.
AFETIENLP 233 C—ixa0 TR S (Imita-
tion Learning # M\ % = & TIREMITOEETH
AV AGRE A RS D 2 LN TE B Z L AT B
I bFE O~ TH Y, =F A/~ FDO—HDIT
Bha i 5 2 & TR TE - JRAEZERT D Hh )~ & S
DEOFEIICE R LR ERREEZ 7 H T 52 LT

1: PRIERY 72 Shift-reduce & FA# IEARNT OIRRER]. K
FIEE — FORRE~T.

%. BRI ZHEE THNE, T — 2 AR LT
B % F P E R DO FE 24T 5 R TN A B IRT 5
J7K (policy) 135Ha%E Tl 3 % 70 SRS E & BY
HIRE. AR TIIAEC Dataset Aggregatior( DAG-
GER) 7 /b3 U XA [10] 12 & - T Y (sik & [EhEES 5
FiE T, B TFE TR = — S A0 O IEf#ATE)
&R U CoalEaRa =l 50, EMTEBIE T T
I LT AR IR o T ATE O RICATEN 2 3R I 5 =
EEBELTWRWZ ERETHS. DAGGERTIE
EfRATENSI N D720 T, 538 LI a4 L
TORREIZHRT LT HIE LW TEN A 3 S H TRl — &
L4% (7% ; policy iteration . ZDfEH, 8-
7t Tho THIE LWTENZRIRTX 2 X 9 1050 HHeR
ZHETE D, 2H Tl DAGGERZ AT 5.

R T, #fifk & L CAIRBBIC R L CTIE LW
TN A RTEAE AT 7L LS. NLP # 2 7 ~fi
R WA HIITA T 7 NV OBRFPMBEL 2D,
3EICTY U T NIRRINT Y 7, 4FiC Shift-reduce
IRIFREIERRAT D=0 DA T 7 V7~ B EiITIERS
TRV 7 Th D EA RSN & 5555 Shift-reducelk
G ICB I D ERIC LY, EfATESNE TS
8 UG A I CRIEZ2 AR B HEGR TE -

2 Dataset Aggregation
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Algorithm 1 DAGGER

P D+ 0, m < 7*

fork=1,2,--- K do
7 ZFATL D = {(P(Smy ), (51, ) } ZUNEE
T —X %% D < DU D,
D #HWT mp 258

end for

MRREFH 7 — % CTHERED BV mp &38R

<o —REICIE, FRIISESRICE > TEkT 5. K
WFZECIIARIE /0485 7(s) = argmax, w, ¢(s) & W
5. 2L, wo i3 TEH a 1T T BT A—HF T |
v, d(s) 1T s ITRTHRHEBERTH LS. £z, ELWV
TEERTAT 7 V% ot L#EL
DAGGERITZ R L FHEN DT VT Y XLT, 4%
KB THT I NV EZTNETILFEEADOTXTOIIR
DWEANTRIED T TR % ¥ 3% [10]. DAGGER®D
OO KIETIE, BEFOHEfF&=E LRL LD IcA
T 7 NVDBEHNIRREZ BT — & & L CHREFET
5. WORKELREE, 7 7 Vi REISm <
FH LT RSN TREE BRI T — Z 12Nz T,
gD DAGGERZ T /LAY A A 1LITRT.
FRPEBRZFIND ThH A IR 7Y 7L
ZD T CORPREELY F/MET 272, RN EST
BNAT I NVER D, DOFEVIRKRIZRY BH T2
AL ENLUBEOITENIRE L 2N ERHIFTX 5.
RIS S, RER (TR 2T & Lz &, S
DOMNIHEZARE LT D 2l & 281338 0 RIE O
B L CRAZED ERIT O(T?) Th 573, DAGGER
DREFEL O(T) THIZ HND Z LIRS TVS [10].
DAGGERZ W AT D134 T 7 VBNMET R B8,
HifT—2DH5H NLP DX A7 TIE AT 7V % 1%
aA—RADERRET /T —arywE AL Lizr— kb
LCHETLZENARETHS. LIFETHE, RIITX
Y 7 & Shift-reducek {E& & f#TIC DAGGER Z 1 H
THDDAET I b—V) T

3 RASRYVY

RINTGXY 7%, RS T OANWI ¢ =
(331,1:2, e 7:L'T) IZxt L, Z-UL%] (y1,y27 s ,yT)
ZYPRTHMETHD. BN LREMICTRIT 2856
Wi, HtICBTRE s AL t—1FTOT
WZSF, (2, 91.4-1), CTET. 72720, yrpo1 =
(y1,92, * ,Yyt—1) DD G TRt TOFERERDO TR T~
o RINTGRY T DDA T 7 LR [3] 12H

HEH0Z, RELIIMNICa— AT EZRLT
t @Eﬁﬁ?/\ﬂ/%@ﬂﬂiib\ 2FY W*(St) = Yt <
H5.

4 Shift-reduce{k fFHE & 24T

RIEHI 72 Shift-reducek FEEfEAT FED U & DT
& % arc-eagetk: [9] I DWW CHIFAT 5. arc-eagetkix
BB AT LATIERD A S5DITE A2 ED TV 5.

Left-Arc(c): A% v 7 nBJREA Sy Z RO HL, S 7>
5 F 2 —DYFH Ny ~7 L c DIKTFRRE1ED ;

Right-Arc(c): F =2 —DJEHH No InH A X v 7 DYEHR
So ~T b e DIRAFBIREAED, Ny 2 A Z v 7
WCBET S

Reduce: A% v 7 OYEHA Sy \IZBNWDHHEIT Sy %
v 4

Shift: F = —D%IH Ny # AX v 7 ICBEIT 5.

72720, BRETIESCHR [14] & RERIC T ~ULft & oikAF
PREZRIET D ZL2MEL TS, ZOBBI AT
AT EBDOANT) b—27 Nk L THRK 2E — 1 BIOIR
FEIER CTRT NS T 975 2 & 2 RIET 5.

RHNT Y 7 LG LT, Shift-reducelk {71 1&
AT DA T 7 VEEHIE, BEOBDIZE > TIELWY
KFBRNED DN KR h—27 VDAL v 7 v
HIBRENTLE D AIRBMEICHEENSLETH D, £z,
BEDITEFINE CAEE 2R L D 2729, Shift-
reducelk FFIEAEAT DITEISIT = — R 2 BT —EIC
FETERVRICHEET 2LENRDHD.

wywg AT =27 UF, (w,e,w;) € L&ET
UL EKTFBISR, L & BRI EAR DK TR
RIS, L AR m \ X DT P ORFRIRES, X
v 7% NETLH, AR TIEIAZ 7L LTUT
ERETD.

Left-Arc(c)  if (No, ¢, S0) € L*

Right-Arc(c) if (So, e, No) € L*

Reduce if Jw;, cs.t.(w;, e, Sp) € LA
Pw; € N, s.t.(Sp, ¢, wj) € L*
Shift if Jw;, cs.t.(w;,e,S0) € L

Jwy € N, st (wy,d,S) € L*

a€LS otherwise

72720, LS X3 _XTo 21T 5 Left-Arc(c) 178
& Shift fTENDOEA TH 5. % D otherwiseffi 2 2z
L7=5GE1I0iE, MEDBRDIZL - T Sy B D&Y



FETE BE Bm%E FE
027 4y 7R (LR) 69.29 69.06 69.17

DAGGERW/ LR 77.49 77.01 77.25
SVM 68.05 69.79 68.91
DAGGERW/ SVM 7793 77.68 77.80
CRF 78.04 77.09 77.56

7 1: CONLL2002[HH FEHH TO T A MMERE

F I IHERM T & DIKIFRIRZ1EN D FTREMEDS B iR EE
BB, TOBAIAT 7L, Left-Arc(c) 12 £~
So B AZ v 7 IBERINT By, Shift IZ& > T Sy %
HWrR A F oA FTITEE 5. L, TU¥ A
WIS K0 B IR A D J7 N EERIOIC BV WERE A R
Li=72®, i, O T LS OfFhb e DT
S A, ARFSE & ITMANLIZSCHK [4] THRAY
ZEE L7z arc-eagetE D=0 DA T 7 VIMER S
TW5.

5 B
51 EARBEMH

AT CONLL2002 [11] DF — # & v K Z
A R 2 2 7 (2B D EEE OB 9%
MFET 5. XXk [1] &R RS T > 7 v — k&
L7o. RENMBHT TR WEREZ FEEICH T LR
BrifE ~D BT/ NS W2, T L0 FilllER O
BT 1,2,3,4 7922 HWE (AtickBnT
{Ot—15 U2, Ut—3, Yt—ts Yt—1:t—2, Yt—1:4—3, Yt—1:0—4}) -
FROFEIIrn VAT v 7 EFE (LR) BLOZ%
7 7 ASVM 2] v, Bty FEHWT 1, 28
WUz, £z, g s UCEmitmEz fvi-4
W EFETH D LIk CRFZ AW, 728, DAG-
GER & CRF & & EHIHE/NT A — & 135~ N & H
WTTHBIR L7,

#£ LIZFERREZT. LR & SVM ©O171E DAGGER
DREZEATORINT L EDORERTHY, DAGGERW/
LR & DAGGERW/ SVM DATIZZE N E1 DAGGER D
KEEIT-oT-/RETHD. LR & SVYM & DAGGER
EHAHWHZ L TCFENR8HA Y FaELE. BT
JBIE 2 RIS 2 & CRAV BRI 2 0 og W ER
FHEIN DD, FEHFEEIC L o> TRO TR R
IS THRY LR TE TS 525, CRF
L DOHETIY, JREHOREOAFIHTE 52 4T, &)
FIFHENEIC X 2 el b & [F14% OPERE 2 I E BIfENT
THEMRTET-. i, DAGGERW/ SVM @ Ffi &
FHEFILCRFEET L~ 7.

FEFE E—LHE | UAS LAS UEM

SVM 1| 889 87.6 34.2
DAGGERW/ SVM 1] 90.0 887 34.7
DAGGERW/ SVM 2| 905 893 37.2
N—t 7 v 1] 886 871 34.0
W=t hm 2| 903 889 40.0
V0 e A N = V% 64 | 928 91.7 48.0

F 2 SERIKAEIERRAT O T A MERELLEE

5.2 HEFERFHEMREN

ARHTILIGE DIRAREESRAT & 2 7 (2B W TR T
O NEEERET 5H. Penn Treebank II(PTB) [7]
% STk [13] TIRE SN — VI X 0 IREREE AR
ZE#a 7=, Left-Arc & Right-Arc 178 CHRET A ELF
TYUE 12 TH Y, [TEYOREL (A 1226 L 7eo
7. PTBITAFEHER 23l it TR v a v Tk
(2, A2~ 21, BR¥E 22, T AN 23ICpEIL
THEALZ. Wil CRRFIZE -~ TfE5 L= (PTBT
DOFFHE97.3% . 7272 L, FET —X x4 % Mad
ik [14] & RS 10 5EI Y vy 7 A 7RI E 5T
fT5 L.

BT v 71— NIk [14] ERIC L 0% vz,
DAGGER DR D FHEIZ1T % 7 7 A2 SVM [2] & W
7. 7k, HEEOBLEDD SVM OFEE IR L
MR AR [12) 26/ L, 514 X OUEANE
INT A= OBPUIIHFEE Y NEHWZ. £/, bk
Bt b L CE— AR AE AW T2l FE FIETH
5 L b S —t 7 b w3l L7 [5).
DAGGER B L UM b 3 —tE 7 hu v & b= k4
IR Y RV, IRERRIT 20 TR —
LR A W SR L7z, FEilicIE, 7 A b
Ty hTO b= CHEALTOFME, TV LIKAER
fRIEZ 2 (UAS ; unlabeled attachment scoyegs & Of
T YL D IRIFERIEA#E (LAS ; labeled attachment
score$ , & CHANLTOFHMM, 7L 7p Lga—EEs
(UEM ; unlabeled exact match)z v /=. 72721, %t
FTRFZRICHR S, ShEans {70, onFhnThsd b—
7 AR B RN LT

R2ETIEOT A MEREERT. =7 b
OATIEMEEL S—E 7 b r o OFIFE R TH D, B—
LHEFNFREMIFNT (b=1) & E—AlEb =2 &R
TR, HEEL S —t 7 b o 3k [14] & RS otk
DHTND Z EERTTEOIZE—LE b = 64 DR
BRI

RERIIENT TD SVM & OPERERE: TlE, DAGGER
EHWSHZ ETUAS/ILAS EH 141> MEELERL,
ZFOEIERHER S NI, —FF TAEE 2RO Tl %2



CPU B UAS &EE EE
SVM b=1 2.8GHz Javd" 88.9 1408 O(E)
DAGGERb=1 | 2.8GHz Javd" 90.0 1310 O(E)
DAGGERV=2 | 2.8GHz Javd"! 90.5 637 O(bE)
3k [8] 3.2GHz Javd" 90.2 8 O(F?)
SCik [6] 3.2GHz Python 92.1 25 O(bE)
ik [14] 2.0GHz C++ 92.9 29 O(bE)

K 3 SEATHIE & DLk, W3S RS, SRR [8] &
SCHK [6] OAEIESCHR [6] Tt SAv7-fE, STk [14]
I SCHR [14] THRE S 7 1H.

T 5 UEM Of) RTINS v o 72, ZhUE,
DAGGER 23i& VW {5 #k & [EIBE 9~ 5 — 7 THEE K% 1E
BILHEHTIFBLCVWARNT L EAET S, -
E—APREK L DAGGERZFHT 2L Th I btk
REM EsiERR Sz, Ml b/ X—t 7 b e v b D
TiE, E—2AalEb=1,2 TiZ DAGGER’ UAS/LAS ®
AT EE>72, Z ORI 0 238 3 HEE our i
BRICHSIKIFL TWD Z Ebnns. 72721, UEM
Lo =20L X THE/N—E7 ha 2 DAGGER
OFERE LR~ 72. Zhix, EeRs EE+5X59
T 5 R E ORHE A R LSRR TH A 5.
# 313 SVM & DAGGER DIRERIMENT (b =1) ,
E—AlE b = 2 D DAGGER, B L UMATHIZE TG &
FUTZMERE « IRMT RS 203, SEATHFZE L L CdIiF 7= 3Tk
[8] i3 Graph-baset, Uik [6], Uik [14] i Transition-
baseli Th 5. Z ZTHH LZWOITEREIEDMET
WETH D, ERERER X OEENRER DO EED
PRI IR, PRTERIENT CTo D SVM & DAGGER
(b =1) ITEFETFECHEITHEVDORE Z 7R L.
FTo, FRIAEI > TREBIRTRIEZ 5 2 LIk D
W T OREIT/&<, SVM & DAGGER & D
TREREERTFIIR LN -T2, —F, E—AIF
b =20t —ALIFEHRZ - DAGGER DT 1Lk
TERIMRETIC TR L2, 2, 1TEhoEIR (4
) DR OIZE A E R HED D0, B —AlEIC
el U Cor AR i 2, Z U S B U C AT e
MPEB-oTLEIZEEZRLTNAD.

6 HHYIZ

AR PR L U2 & & OFFE R s
FRMEO B BE EMTEEICSH S, 5AHITRLE L
INTIRFH O EZH VW CLIRV B2 E- T2
EWT W DR E OMRE R EB B FREMER B B .
DAGGER X~/ a Z7HEIE L TR\, =&
ZIERHN T Y T TR ROBGEIC Z NV E T 5

SNTTNDORHi D 7, S BIZIAHAEOEHR
ZAFMICE S = L B AETREIC/R S, FT2, 52fiTRL
7o £ D VSRR & o Tl 2 ATk oD 3 RS
ZREIHDHZ EBFETHD.

P EE, KI8T AN C & 7oV A
F DN MLIE L 72 D 7 A7 ROKBRT — Z DAL T
BERFEFIETHD. L, A7 7k -oTiE:
BENEAINDHEPHY, SEFSERZXRATIZHTS
B2 A T 7 VOB TFIEIESHOBETHD.

R P E

(1]

(3]
(4]

(20]

(11]

[12]

(23]

[14]

Yasemin Altun, Mark Johnson, and Thomas Hofmann. Investi-
gating loss functions and optimization methods for discriminative
learning of label sequences. Rroceedings of the Conference
on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processipg. 145—
152, 2003.

Koby Crammer and Yoram Singer. On the algorithmic imple-
mentation of multiclass kernel-based vector machidearnal of
Machine Learning Researchkol. 2, pp. 265-292, 2002.

Hal Daune lll, John Langford, and Daniel Marcu. Searn in prac-
tice. 2006.

Yoav Goldberg and Joakim Nivre. A dynamic oracle for arc-eager
dependency parsing. IRroceedings of the 24th International
Conference on Computational Linguisti@912.

Liang Huang, Suphan Fayong, and Yang Guo. Structured per-
ceptron with inexact search. FProceedings of the Conference of
the North American Chapter of the Association for Computational
Linguistics pp. 142-151, 2012.

Liang Huang and Kenji Sagae. Dynamic programming for linear-
time incremental parsing. IRroceedings of the 48th Annual
Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistigp.
1077-1086, 2010.

Mitchell P. Marcus, Mary Ann Marcinkiewicz, and Beatrice San-
torini. Building a large annotated corpus of English: The Penn
treebank. Computational LinguistigsVol. 19, No. 2, pp. 313—
330, 1993.

Ryan McDonald, Fernando Pereira, Kiril Ribarov, and Jan Ha-

jic. Non-projective dependency parsing using spanning tree algo-
rithms. InProceedings of Human Language Technology Confer-

ence and Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language
Processingpp. 523-530, 2005.

Joakim Nivre. An efficient algorithm for projective dependency
parsing. InProceedings of the 8th International Workshop on
Parsing Technologiepp. 149-160, 2003.

Stephane Ross, Geoffrey J. Gordon, and Drew Bagnell. A reduc-
tion of imitation learning and structured prediction to no-regret
online learning. IrProceedings of the 14th International Confer-
ence on Atrtificial Intelligence and Statistjqsp. 627—635, 2011.

Erik F. Tjong Kim Sang. Introduction to the CoNLL-2002 shared
task: Language-independent named entity recognitionPrin
ceedings of CoNLL-200pp. 155-158, 2002.

Wei Xu. Towards optimal one pass large scale learning with av-
eraged stochastic gradient desce@bRR Vol. abs/1107.2490, ,
2011.

Hiroyasu Yamada and Yuji Matsumoto. Statistical dependency
analysis with support vector machines.Rroceedings of the 8th
International Workshop on Parsing Technologiesl. 3, pp. 195—
206, 2003.

Yue Zhang and Joakim Nivre. Transition-based dependency pars-
ing with rich non-local features. IRroceedings of the 49th An-
nual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics
pp. 188-193, 2011.



