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MERES FE AFTHEZAEETSHLUT 328, (1) BHE4H 7% % (minimal noun phrase, i §
mNP) A& H 2 7 4518 W B R R (2) B B 1 5575 (maximal noun phrase, & # MNT) . T H {f
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FRARI T —~H T LERFETHHEARTE MNP HE DRI FERT TIFSHENER BET —
BT 2 FRA RN, FEE SN TAEEAS . (1) Church /578 5 4 58 15 S 2800, 1 B A 300 14 (3 B
WEAFP np HEMEMEIERIE. (2) Bouriganlt A BRI LEXTER™, i 53 # 1 5 -1 5 B A9 B 20 5 B 88
% W A A R E (EF S MNP). (3) Voutilainen 8 MNP #£F TR . NPToalt) . I B 5 i FR AR 447 HLH
(NP-T5 5 HLRIF8 NP5 2 $1B0D 5 2 B 30 A& P 7 BB MNP, (4) Kuang-hua Chen FAM TR MR ST Stk
(chunking )FIl A RARS A HTHE5 & 09 Jr ik R R 3 AT 94 10 HE.

HIE MNP § SRR S T AT R A 2 W R (atrachment) R A XL AB L2 T LLEE MNP Y
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HIEBMHR BRI 2O NEZ — T E KA np. ZEAKE I TIE MNP A 20 iERIRMEE.
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[ REEE A, (2) Angel S, T. Tse F AU A GE i+ MR N AR LS €89 778 Wi 7“0 " 2 6 5538 B B i
. REER A B EREN 752, 410 Ry 00% (FE 15 W IEH LA $).

FRE T —F B SABRGE MNP W B, BEMSA AT HR T B EAE LB RS
K np 8 553 i B np PR E MR T BT B DUE MNP B 3)iR B4 44 7 70 (7 Wik if
B E#AT% MNP IRBI R BoR . EHEEF T 85, 4%, BEIE N 82.3%. B T AL ABE AL

1 R=HEEEEN B ERE

B 1% B MRRIFGFIGERK 2 FAEE A SR MR RBE. LRI 48 d iR L E MR
B TFHERSEREA MNP B 6 SiSS EEAF T NBRT. BE IO AATHTHZRETAE GEEFH
BRI RN AT R R A DR FI G5 B SE R G M A, R TE A T LA 4R Y R R R A L 2 AT
BAiFRMESDRATH, HREEMAFRLTRAMENRT AL FEEREME. &5, 800 1 5 [
MNP iRF 8% ERREERTHERSNRE MNP RAGAR. FTEAS T — 1 E&EHo 5 E5.
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Fig.1 Overview of maximal noun phrase identifier

E1  MNPE 3R 51 Ay A R R E

(a) MAE T H/r BE/m&/v 8/ BE8/n/wik A/t FR/ BN EBE/n ZENA BV B0, Sw.

b) MALBER" ({(R/r E&/n [&/ Uy B/, /w4 BR/ITRATEE /[ F4F/ /v ]H
fut. /wh.

{e) MNP JHAIGE R (U 2 A MNP (e B/r £E /) &/ /v BE/n/w i A/ 5 /0l
{aneBE/n FEA /Y B/, v,

FETEEILT S H AT XA E BT AU,

1.1 MNP RBIEHLhE

AT T HEIT RO B B AT RN B VR 2O R BRI R A B oy S E A L R AN AR
B o BT A3 — 25 IR 0 AR L RS F o ) MNP B R TR A R SR RES I8 .

BESMART S=W, T} Hh W=w, oy, .. oo B FHIRFS. T=0.4,... 2, JEFRBHALHIARL
tRicE, I A B B Y 2 R A S R R 7 CH = {CG. WS o CC= {egy} » BTAE T WA FALE ¢ Sf
WEER TN E R B R L WS = wsyawsps. . . Wi FRTRE T A AT E DAY ITER TP ws
= CGirtnbp) bpe ATEUE 0,102, 8 B ERILRFA TR MR RAR ZARAATILR. XM AN TIHFR
BT <2 ST 2 B SOk (8 A B9 BLIE 2 ER 4 1T SR 1 PR R R

ERNEAMARG T ERT, FEEXTUTFILMRS 4.

(1) R R4 FE 454 (punctuation seperated structure, 3K PS), 1B 248 3},

(2) 1 2 5B 58 (collocation structure , 5 COSy, In{ =0 #x B oE)

(3) FFZUEEH (CS) A IR AL (conjunction constituent IFF CCH 41 { LR A A U+ AL R ER A
# i

E—BRA TR AR IRE . (1) 7 H MBS R AL Gy RS R ) TR B4 AL S A R AR AL (2) B

» HFARESHOERRAY T HEAME WHES TR ] WA R RAELE FE AN EDRFE
B

© HIEERES AT hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



ﬁ]ﬁ %.ﬂ’éﬁ‘ﬁgiﬁ]ﬁi&é‘} Eﬁﬁi}{gq -- 187 —

BAEER -1 EESTFREEBRA R ENEER. B -SSR, I LW A-F T RN
W — e R SR M AR AR S B EF R SRS TSN ETE R
HEMEEOROARER TSR TESRSA . RN F IR TSR RG] '

TR T35 B A i R A SRR R UFT LB M TR PR T E - SRR N W,
Tod B EH NS D RTID T BPy=bp16pris- - obp BT PUBP W, T BIRCk, TRII0TEMT
ERWTHER.

1.2 MNP HENAIE

MNP BESRHBNAEEREER S DA TUESMNEN L ARLA S FPIE MNP MESHE.
FATESRRET A ROTHE T WHRAFER (O BT op AR HERQRIINE E D. (2 &F
ap NEREI AR S RTIR B (& 2.
1.2.1 EF np AR BHHEMINRKE

Y W TEFLBRRKFER S ELGER ATUTRE.

s B Plnpriticsbpr= 1) o U R B 5V 6ER MNP EH1 8.
« QIR Plnpe bt cbpe=Botiny ) 2> 2 AT B BL 7 24 FTREAS MNP 31 R

EPWASERE M SN EEBERTUTAIR. (0 RS HBRATEENER, IREFEE D
FEILH MNP R 2) SUEREEEY MNP IR SREMER PG MNP EFHANERLFEL .8
T T TR EREE 0=0.05,8=0.15. BF LA T L E .

RTHER R ABRA AR T DRI R MNP R T —4- NP 12454, % 58 -
TRUFH MNP &80 BlR 20 B E TSN MNP IR BB BN, WEA NPEP.FUEBTET
HERTEARAS.ER MBERICE, FESEE— M TREA MNP, R @Rl HT, H E TeEa4 ik,
BTG MNP FEA NP B SR T~ MNP R EENTHER. BE BUER NP B RN B R
TR B B MNP,

1.2.2 BF np WMBEWA A8 HAES:

BARRERLT—A%E  UURE vp BRAHRR MNP A8 RBIRBEFATREER. hik,. BRI
BT —AFH MNPIARES (BE 0 HEA BB EFE np NG HA S MRS K R MNP 844
L.

FEXEDL]F RN ERE - HETHRENERENNENESN IS CEST RSN AT S ELEA
BT LGB AR R BN P T A T B A A B IR AR TR S (B R —
BREMFRSEHL, FTSFE VNP BEES R BITEE T — M MNP RSN EERRENF.

WIRERIR AT RIS, (AR &~ (AR

EEBE,

O HEEERS hed
%iﬁ]iﬁg&ﬁﬂ TWSive o s s ?ﬁﬁﬂ?%# sﬂlﬁfﬂﬁl%ﬁﬁ“—ﬁ“éﬂf&ﬁ»
(a) bp=1.6p,%2
(D) Y wsk€ UL 50,H bpu=0
(@) K EL AT EEH MNP 5 RS
MNP RSN SRRE. AFL THES RS WM Y MNP 8 ELR,
(a) FEHE we = (“B”,wJDE, 2}
(bY HHEH = « +n, 2}
(e) WITEL N np 1A R 5
(d) HAT RN MNP GO RN IRER R E R RS
B "RAY B#H A MNP
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METBLAY MNP i R A H R R SR AMNEA AR E N MNP EERBHG K E.
EHH NP R (RUHE D
EERIE N EAEEREADT IRFNGEREED.ONE. EEATER.

2 ERERSHM

76y MNP 1081323 R A 729 9 FE 0B a i IR b MR B . AR K P IEH IR Ay MNP {524 3F
MERRE, T RIOTE R A NS B RIS R AT T MNP BRVRRI SR e BEEA A ZATL2EE
WIH.
2.1 FsbHES R
HFEHARNBERHTLBER . BIELT PRI,
(1) JR45r 40 31 7 TF 58 % (constituent group precision, {6 B CGP) = EETHHHRMCEWR S ERLY
(Cort_CG}/ R3] &y 54> 40 2% (sum of identified constituent group, fil #t SCG).
(2) R4 AR % X # (constituent group crossing ration. & ¥ CGR) = SRIER 4L XML& HEH
(Crossed _CG) /R B 1 B AL 7 40 S B (SCG).
( 3) @B B 7L & T W IE # 3 (word stem precision, & F WSP)=H F F ¥ Al o 10 B0 6715 15 e B &
(Cort_BP) /A% H iy 18 2 B (WSSum).
E1RME2FIE THEMERER. WATATLUE 5B T 5551254 (CSYA R 41, K R AR 43 30 57 T 40
BT R R AR R, AT A2 — 2B 1T MNP # H gh iR B (b T 4 0 T 5 i 265,
Table 1 Freprocessing results of W8 prediction
F1 BULEMBRMFEREFTNER
WS5um Cort-BP WSP(%)
64 426 62 402 56. 86

Table 2 Preprocessing results of CG identication

%2 FULERBHERS AR RAGR

CG Types® SCG Cort—-CG  Crossed . CG CGP(Y) CGR(%>
PS 10 845 10 591 228 97.7 2. 1
COs 1 259 1 201 36 95.4 2,9
cs 763 606 142 79.a 18. 38
CcC 1 0S8 1 018 0 S2-'5 6.4
D EIEA).

22 BESPEFTREIZR

W F MNP g #Hinp 850 4Bk, R EES8 T U TR

(1) MNP IE ) % (precision of the maximal noun phrase, f& ¥t MNPP) = iE B iH 5 87 MNP & ¥ (Cort.
MNP)/ B ZhiR B 5 MNP 23 (EMNP);

(2) MNP A [E % (recall of the maximal noun phrase , fif #f MNPR) = 1E #1867 MNP {8 (Cort MNP3/
#E P MNP 5 3 (CMNP).

F3FWN T HWHRGE R, P EE MNP iEK <5, B2 MNP BiF =5 Who il &%, 8 F LH B
BRNSHEREEANRA B 1, MNP S5 E# R G J R 50 69. 20050 70. 0%, A FRBRHF RN, 4
FATH A E N FEHIE T2, 0 np 895 B4 H 0 -SM N ST MNP B 3iRglef (B 2), EREfG
EREAFCHES, SRR T 85 4% 82.3% . BRIBE RS AHEN A DIRNER.

F b, LIS EE SR . B R E A sk 42 MNP # B ShiR BB R B g b i 89 F 22 MNP #9051
EHR—WE S MNP B9 16 T F 4 &, H B R ER. 530 5 8780 5 2R 5] #5760 & 2 MNP #91R 51
Bl BT H KRR, 7T 55— Sl EcE.
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Table 3 Maximal noun phrase identifying results
#3 MNP EaiRs&H
| CMNP EMNP  Cort_MNP ~ MNPP(¥)  MNPR(¥%)

Simple MNP@ | 4 363 4724 3352 71.0 76. 8

Algorithm® 1j Complex MNP® 865 526 350 55. % 30.5
Total® 5224 5 350 3702 69, 2 70.9

Sitmple MNP ‘ 4 358 4275 3763 87,9 86. 3

Algorithm 2| Complex MNP 865 754 534 0.8 61. 7
J Toral 4{ 5224 5033 i 297 85. 4 R2. 2

DR DR MNF @F & MNP, D5

2.3 Wik OIS

MEE 2 HRNGEREMNET AT AR AR RREZETER AU FRE . —~BO FRLESRHHR
IRERAmMIEG —2uTRARELREIRHTSIEY. SR BNEXLHRE PSS 2 B8R EX
Mo TTLLE g o — 2 P i A A E R PR L, S, BT T3 # - D RS i R MNP & 3
HARRA A R STLU TR () MERE SR S ER RS T RS EER () HWERTH
PRSI R S SO T R A A B R A, ML MNP AR HABRER A Z S EHAB A
F o RAASTHEREATHE 2H AR, 5F sERARR TR ERMRNERTETEL
—R¥A Y T HLEER WA R o i8R 2.

Table 4 Maximal noun phrase identifying results (A2) by using correct preprocessor data
#4 WACHIMGEEREN MNP § 2RI R % 2)
CMNP EMNP Cort.- MNP MNPP(2) MNPR{%)

Simple MNPV 4358 4301 1073 04.7 93. 4
Complea MNP 865 734 626 84. 9 72.4
Total® 5224 5 038 4 599 9%, 3 0.0

DS MNP, @ X % MNP. G 837,
RFH &AM 525 AR R M OEIE 230 A RIS RS 186 RGBSR BHMAUTIA TR HEAT
1T TR A H B4R
ERGATEFEAHRBH MNP A EEHRTREEE —+ B M. T USSR ER S R U TR
A,
(1) BRI ERMERLM . E—BTHI Y.
(a) SE{BSTMBHMA > Eul LMy £ 7ok D,
(b) EHELF M A AR < ERTH NG IR CER D,
(2) HERIFHERGEREH, - F W ETH.
() SR 2 R -<ER T M AR I,
(b) FFIREH AT 15% > 1E 78 5§ 0 A7 0 7 (G5 ).
(3) BETHBIH A MNP {2 HFHRRFE#HED D
RO FIE T RE AR MNP SBIRLAM ST APTUELR AR RN ERNEREMEE
e EEAEABR G, TR~ MUERFENE MNP R MEAEFHREL DR, WA SR E e
E ARSI ACENERRLR BRRITS EHRA —MEA.
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Table 5 Distribution of maximal noun phrase identifying errors (total 339) with different error types

F5 HBAEREIRIAAN MNP H2I8 545 6 CR R 339

Error types® i 1§ it} iv v
Distribution frequency® 25 31 45 154 84
Distribution eatio® (%) 1.4 9.1 13.2 45, 4 24.8

O RKE, QT HME, O E.

o SR R IR Y N BN A & AT AN BT AR B I Y — e R SR S T B R . SRR
HE v np B n” 3 FHARFAERE  TEEH LT B A& A48 : (O [oLo v apJ# ol . L0280
FATRES) M EW @) Lov lwop B nl)vin. [ 8 L2HE & 28 0 MHARIMNE B HaEg—
SRR KA M (2) X BT X 2 ALUEE M 1R B IF B8 A1 [E 3 B AL, 4 ] sE R X A BRI g R R
4 EHRMF-TEA.

3 HRE

fFRA—MEEMHHAMPAR. MNP AEHASH TERAEZAEHRINIT LV ERE. BESES
. RERR. FEHRNEMES HAFEENLRE L ALENF MNP WE SHRBF BT T —E4
BEHRZ EIM B IEFHREKESASRNITREANET T BRETREATRNTERR AIHEEY
R ER A TARTHESNIRA AR EE DETATESHAANIRNEE M 2. B THRIFNE
RFIRR. YR NB I BOTRHER FIL 4 X B E S TR,

(1) FHRWE A REIFHELAFAET I,

(2) AR LB IRBI L FAE AT,
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Automatic I[dentification of Chinese Maximal Noun Phrases
ZHOU Qiang SUN Mao song HUANG Chang-ning

(State Key Laboratory of Intelligent Technology and Systems Beijing 100084)
(Department of Computer Science and Technology Tsinghua University Beifing 100081)

Abstract Based on the statistical characreristics of Chinese maximal noun phrases {MNPs} in a Chinese cor-
pus with 5 573 sentences, two efficient identifying algorithms for Chinese MNPs: (1) To identify MNPs by us-
ing boundary distribution probabilities; (2) To identify MINPs by using internal structure rules, are proposed in
this paper. Experimental results show better performances, precision 85.4% and recall 82. 324, by using identi-
fying algorithum (2). :

Key words Maximal noun phrase, boundary identification, syntax parsing.
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