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Cross-Lingual Tense Tagging Based on Tree Conditional Random Fields
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(Department of Computer Science, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)
%(Department of Cognitive Science, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: In this paper, the concept of a tense tree and its construction method are proposed such that the issue of Chinese-English tense
conversion is transformed into the issue of tagging a tense tree. Futher, tree-CRF is used to tag nodes of the untagged tense tree with
English tenses. Templates of feature functions are suitable for the need of model inference. Experimental results show that the method of
tree-based tense tagging is much better than linear-based tense tagging, and that tense trees can better express tense dependencies between
clauses.
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1 tHXIME

{“HER" " ER7,..} then A [¥“m (4l tense) b i A i eI }if AU B 4 +V+..+4T7 or V+EME H A
Wl {e5e7, I, 4 1K, L ) then 4 257 (41 aspect) o {5 LA ).

2T R 5 — b R T ik

a) CBEDGE R HEIRI 4 2 10 B AR5 R 6 B IEAT 54 Bl A0 AL A IR AT R AL A WS R DETE Y 16 B

25 T F— o
D) Al B T A I B Ak, B S S T R AT 40 BT SR IR T A 2 R D (5% 7 3 e L ] 14D B R
AR SRR 105 a) rh = S il G 1 I S Sk 2 12 20 ] 1 T N A

T AR TE S A S 2%, 25 T T M0 (0 35 A AR T e 5 ) (6 D77 40 A A - REURS R0 3 BT, 100 ) 49 782 25 1 A0
SRR 10 . 55 A1 o Ak T 25 PR 55 s SR FH 3 T 4 3 () vk 27200,

Yel LRt — A1 (K 30 37 42 B8 30 37 £ ) 1 o LD 208 S e A 38 T 3 3] 17 Qv Vi, Vo) RS B 0 B v
Bt b S L R SRR, 110 5 4R s 454 2 il B 25 10 1) R4 Ak A 2 B v ) R, L AR P 2 vk 45 AR B LA 11
Gr 2R AZ T AR AU B R Gt HL8s 2 31 1 Tk B AR R AR I VE S I, A B 1 R A5 A Bl i B A 1
Tl 257 VAT YRR BT ) 1 v 3 ) 1 ) 2 T 0 B 285 (AR E A O 3R b A B4 30 3] 11 g 1 B2 ) b Ak 2%

Murata® Mg ] 22 L8 27 1 J7 vk (K IR AVE . heE & SR STHFF i EEHL) SR AL B H 9 25808, B
SCRE AL ARG R R F

Gong % NP LT N OB 1) ) 280 PR, 9 5 05 T R03E M G T WL AR B I R 40 & IR A — i 7 I R R
R PR — AN T S A R R AN B3] 16 I A R ) IR &S (intra. tense), Bk — AN B SC A - 19 35 A FR IR Bh 3 1R IS A
) B 25 (inter tense). J8 3k A4 38 71 Py B 25 7 510 V5 e B A0 A 18] B 25 P B0 1 R SR I 25 4% B B N G AR 2R i, P Ok v
AN TERE I KA T B3 45 S (WM 22 (8, BLEU 15 A\ 28.30 427} 31| 28.92.H 2 1% 4 180 3¢ 47 ) Y 31 vh S0 1) - (1 I i)
Bl F ) ) R TR Bl 1 (4 R A FH S 1K N e AR AR SRR I AT 1 I A 4

Gong % NPOEE— 3542 T 3L 20 10 I A BB A 5 3L T AR M AR T ML AR B R A8 & AE — i 1 2,
Af F HP SR B BT R P I IRD A g S B 2 A R R R R 40 RO SR AE M 3t SVML 43 2R 3R IR 53 JiR 32 (+F
SO BT SO T, FE058 FH 128 30 (D8 30) I B3] RO ME A HE A 38 HE SVML 292 S U 18 ST (U 30) ) 1 [ ) 25
T FEU AR B R op e N 1) — A rp SR 7 £ A8 PR AE R B0 Fi=(T==Tg)21:0 il Fy=P (T [f)RA& 1 B0 2 1 ER
H.52 50 45 F R W] BLEU {H A 28.30 #2713 29.27(32 T+ T 0.97). %77 ik A L AL T LAA) - I I &S A i A
LT A A AT T AE AR T 3E 5. We know he ate the apple” A WA BE ST I 2, TG 18 IO AN I 246 1)
T2 A SRR 4 R AR W,

FEASCrp BATHR Y T 3 T 25 0 TR () S0 I 2 S0 AR ST 2 A T S LR kS ) I A TR DR 2% 9
P& HH B A A A S SR B B 3 T A R AR P AR T 4% 1 BE AL 3% %) ) A W AT AR I SRV B0 4 0T st &
FHAT A M RIS 2 5 I REAT R4

2 ETHESRIESLEER

21 A FRESHEZR
ERe2 -3 AR i R ee Sk 3
(1) WA ER A B i
B0z, B, g, VWb, VW+E. VW+T ...
(2) WAl G
Bt o6 1999 4E. WER., Bl 18 £, 19 HZ Al M 18 HF 21 H
(3) Zhil a4
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Bl () SO P TR AR R 80 n 3l i ok o, 12 2 ] 1R ) SCER ISR O — BRI L4 S . Bl A 1
it AH (phase) 7 B3 17 17 KT A 7E FRD AN i) 3 A0E, 2 6 5 30 30 I 25 £ — > T 32 Rl g2 B2 030 g g B s o AR, A
K AT e A2 4 R I (7 0 7R B = I [R) 3R] (1) 1 450 ).

(4) FEA)5 WA AE B 2R

SRR B 2 AT AR B, 32 AR ) 2 T A7 A A B A AR 6] 2 349 B4 = ) I B R 0 2 e, 5
T AP AE AR R 25 QI T 40, 1) T AR SR 1 B, R B 45 #7 (when you come {came}, | will {would} give it
to you.), AR SR &N S (Bl 226 3k ) e A (1 g A R AEIX AN IARJ o R I s 1) 06 200 2 BRLYE IF (Bt 25 1), AN i
S K S B TR B, 2 ) PR [ o A A 52 80 A ) FR o) A 2 SR AN T B 2% S R A

(5) A )T (] IR AH BLZ1 0K

B0 22 e AE PR T 2 ) — R S I R SO ) 2 R AR K B R I L A AR
bR Ak i 2 (4 Inf a) 8], SE RS b R Ok 12 ) T (R IS T 8] 75 LA R b A R B A g

(6) e £ I I []

Bil4n:15 HIFE 15 TS DR 2 12 H 3% 0] 7 1 i DR R i an SR8 5 [ i )2 18 H A F (MBS
T 2o

I 25 1) 7 A I IR P 328 B 120 A, 15 0] 7 PR SCAH G, I TV 3 119 48 g%, 75 S 5 TR A0 4 B T R R IR
S
22 MEWMEREMSEEE

A5 AT RN 25 AR B 5k PV 22 5 VR B TR 0 R B AE R 1045 8 BT 1 1E A A B ) 1 I 25 1K — N i 2
AR C3RAF %A T RO VAR DR AT R FR A3 1 7 i A PR R & R 4R 77 0 T IR A £ 2 ) 1) 25 kb 10
Bk

KFRE I A4 (untagged tense tree, fAIFK UTT): ATEVZ AR 6440 1T SR 149 Jm 14D~ J0HD 9k P A6 DR &5 449, TR] B 5 5 Bsf
AR BT R AN E XA B

CUbRTE IS 25 4% (tagged tense tree, i FK TTT):7E A FriE I 244 v %7 A) IP,CP #1337 (VA,VC,VE Fl VV) 4 i
Frid 16 Ffr 9 o I 25 o 1) —Ffr LR &5 bR 4 emipty, 1 4 3 HH 4380 PR AR AR 4544

AR I A CURR i B A SRR A B A 06 AT B — AR CARTE B A TTT, A7 46 ME— [ R bR i B A
UTT 5 Z %M.

B g < BAE, FAE AN YA i B Ok I 25 R B R SRR AN B Sk B 1 % A) I R BRI B AR,
B 2 A1 1 CbR i i A

TOP_S
TOP_S |_
I
P IP (—ALTERT)
WE  CPOFEOF ILAE(empty)  CP (BRAESERIN) FH(—MEIAER)  BI(—INAER)
N N
B L (empty) He o (9L A5 )
Fig.1 Untagged tense tree Fig.2 Tagged tense tree
B1 RARVE N AW B2 ChRvEm AN

FAT Ky, 7R (IP A CPY L ] LA I 28, 1 I 2 — SO 1% 1 0 19 32 3 1] 1 I 25 A% 50— D AN mi 2
T LA Ak AT B ] () A A A SRR RN B A U R B B ] A E A 1 TR
B I 285, DU s g 5 23 (K 2y ] P 91, A 3t vl AR I 285 (ELFRAT T LAAE 1P 45 i _EARiE i 2.

A1 SCEIA Dy AE— A7) 1P CPYH L E A o FISE 1 ANshial 48 i 1P(e CP)IK L 3h i
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e 25 LR, 2 Al i S R T LUR R AL I A s i < ar U B8 AR 2 kT2 CP I EEE)
) (AN AP R =B, B o " CP R o T AN 1P R
RORE, FRATT A I 25 4 B 4 b UTT 2B TTT AOARYE ) .
KRR SR UTT RS Sk
(1) 3P SCR] TR AJVER DR B ADVER P ITAT IR 1P ORI CP(I R 2 A CP 7 ) B8 A 1 6 & 8, ) 2
TR B 5 1) CP), I AR B ) 1P 1 CP 45 A, TR 325 HY AR bV I 2548 UTT 13 SR 45yt 4k i1
) 1P F1 CP 2 AR AEXL G| 5 A, D R BRI 2 UTT &30 TOP_S &5 i AE 45 ki
(2)  AERIIE UTT 1 28 G5 A8 R o 00 I 25 o (0 A 1PN CP 314 L T 45678 1 (1 465 P 91 DR EAT B 1
LOSLIE
A, B, A AN Bl S5 R SRS ) 45 K JE L AR, D Bl R S N — AN 4 5 NULL
LEAR. LN 1] 45 £k A I 2508 10 1A 30 45
B. (M REI) WU & 7 51 o (R I 1) Jod v, A R0 RE IR 16, 55 08 e IR S PRI TR LU G 26 . BRAE
K 2ke), AR B AN IR 8] S5 5 550 S 0T I £ 1P B CP (R I 145 55 A A9 B8 (61— B0 40 ) IR ) i)
WAIAE UTT oy,
C. WS I A SC @], an e 2287 IR AL pli— AN IR ) @) 3] 45 287 i il
D. YUl Ly I E) A 28 (B3], VvV T R A i 45 R
E.  RE S M5 WA EL AR B0 A 6 S IR A2 jle xR 23 B 1] &5 1
()  ABEAS N RS R (TOP_S,IP,CP, i 45 fi)US I A STOP &5 xi, /& Ut 1% A BB 45 ki 13 1 A AR i
AT E g STOP 45 fl XA BT LS LI Py 282 (R N 2E4T.STOP 45 s k& m A U4 F
LTINS,
LEBE L A B T ] AR 56— AN B T &5 S 307 RO BRI — AN Bl A 4 T N — A
F) ) 45 BT AN A b IR ] ] gk 2 e R I PR ) 9 5 e, TR DAy e 27 T N ) L T A A T () — 7))
AR DU AN 22 S N A IR FAT T R 2 W N ] R T A S R TR (1 B0 B R AR R VA
B e, A IS T) 45 3 ] b3 ZEAE B 1P BY CP B TOP_S 45 s 1, Wi SR Ak 21 VP 45 5, T8 4 A by 12 I 8] 6 15 7 5
(IR )BT AN ERAR e ] EAS S BT ) ] B ) ) — A A (AR /IS P A PR ] 32, A6 1 040
RS T Nt B 1 T R e 2.0 A N A == SN 7/ 7 L L RS 6 K= R Y 4]
EE TP IS R I LAARTE UTT ™ AR X R 1R 4 A1
FERBRVE I A4 UTT ob A2 10 48 b 4 s 08 2% K R, R A LR 1.
Table 1  Attributes of nodes in untagged tense trees
R 1 RFRER SR 45 R R
&) 1A 45 51 ) e

B i B i A B ] DL E VR 35

By 1] PE ] LU v 34,4 Fha P VAIVCIVE VYV
TN A B 175 A B 1 A — AN J P AR N IR B D 0T, 1T AL RE BB S i, A, A A,

A i) mwﬁmﬂwmkp@ Z;)Jiﬂi!é,#%ﬁ/l\ajiﬂjﬁwnﬂ IR AH,

i i, 2 A 1) 12 50 1) I A 3R T LA SR AT B 1] I AT
TGP ] DL R ) () 77 5 A6 7 VA HR AT 0 W
IP,CP 4 s ) @ 1k
IR 1P 5k CP 45 5 A7 1 45 i v A Wk T e 3 5 00 DU 2 0 g il R s A I

& SRR I ) L 26 2

CRERI™ L AN B T IR — ol 7 S Oy A I ) i

4 R 5 (k55 (label)

23 IP % CP

L S LR SO BT
524 i 4 2 (label)

R BIENG] 5
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Table 1 Attributes of nodes in untagged tense trees (continued)
F 1 RERE IS b &5 R 1 (2E)
N 11 67 1 45 U
IS Do i BT 8 1 I 1 FARE A d I LRI L KR AN e A BRI N o o 25 I
N I 2 £ B 0 Bl B B Y Bl 40:#1998 47 I £ I\ 1998 4F ] 2000 472 I BE IS,

M AR TR S S . . N N
T s | WIS ARt 155 MO L e 62 ) 5 SR T

N i) ) 5 1 A

I 7] ) ) AR
I i @ 3 g 40 2K I [6) 1 3] B 4 28 R P B 46 T 4T e e e

) i) By i) 45 0
BN AAE:T 1. T 2. & k. fgsk. FEETEDHZF

S T E A AL EA A
b S5 4 i
bR S A G | AR N A S B
TOP_S %145, STOP 45 il NULL_LEAF %5 55 1) J&
- | [ T & 05 A B IR S A A T A

PATTR T T2 I 14 1535 A A S0 ) 662, 51 R 0 T 0 2 35 10 3 SR N ) 6 35 45 o 1) i A1, 2

node_rel_year— K i 4 [ 4F | 22 4F | 445 | BI4E )5 4,

RelYear—RelCentury, node_abs_year|node_rel_year.

TATTHCRN ] e 1Ry A 2 S5 75 ot o 5 1B T00 ) N kAT I A 490 1, Rel Year o0 AL B Dy 1 FH RelCentury
R 251 node_abs_year BREL, iR 1] true FIAL I 45 .

3 fERAKR KRN IR SR AR E

3.1 WREHMENT
AT RERLZ A AR LU FE 7 270 6 b v b (491 55k 8848 3 210 R AT 4] PR AR ), 1 ] DUF AR B (B 2 IT) (R b v
T s s R BT LR AR 4% 1 B L T R b B AR 2 3oL AR T AR Ay s — AR AR T I A
B x, 2 AE B L B2 0 BT v REIBRVE y, TR R 1 2 2 10 AR IS B xTy], I o AR AR I 2B
FAFEZE P(y/x), SR 5 WML B KB ARV y A BAR SN TR 2 BEAL IR T T sl AR5, D LOOR A

PRI W] RE AR
EMTETIE G b K ¢ A& S I A2 45 i it &5 mon (BRI B e AT 1 1) 1R 3, BRI 1) 32,
NRDAE G AT EPIAN I oF 45 R TE R — A B K JT P B AT 4 A A 1) AR S B [ R e AT AT AT A B3
Wiy HANAGFAN TG RRK, B V5 A v, 4% T & PR A 5 AR T B T U] 45 T AN T B R 46 R 9T LA IR AR
B AHAB P AN 0 28 5 i TR AT S AR AH AR I AN S 28 &5 RN E AT I A2 &5 s A e N i KT ¢, R AT I 3 o
SCETARILAERFAE o8 B 2 SOMIEHE BB RRALES RO &85 2 M I B G B RPN HAR LR 4 R
) 11 B2 T AL B0 7R 2 AT 7 5 LA S R AH AT D o &5 0, S 8 i 1R 20 1l 1) e K I 3 S 3 ek B0 2, 459 3
p(y|x) _ZlexP[ z zuk fi (e, yevX)+zzskgk(yirx)+zzvk|k(ych)J 1)

(x) ec{ES EF} K Tk c oK

For,Z() A 09— A R FRATTI H b A WP A1 x $R BB AR E 781y A5 I ZR B0 A0 H s b R o 2
fi O i J2: [ 5 FOATT 2K PR B350 2R BT B2 A ASUAEL Uy, Sy, Vi I 130 U 5 8005 345 AT AU 5 v & sl i R AIE o6

3.2 HFE R EHYIE
AR A5 5 4 2% A1 B o K T PR R i, FRATD A B 4 A 7 R AE B 5 (B 2 5 () P 1) 4 b 2R 45 i B R
I BR T gi(yi,X)~ 34 ESS AL EPS (18 (IR E BR B fi(e,Ye,X) « 156 K [T IR AIE B B (e, X)) AT ZR 45 418 BR B (R X
if (451F) return 1 else return 0.4% 2 A0 /R F ik 20, 70 4540 B T 40 FH R ARTE NS B x 1A 5045 B 240, 1X 4 285
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HIE BR B 09 5 A1 HR I 406 20043 B UL A i 45 R 09 N S (type="Current-Node™); £ 15 4 i 45 s R0 45 40 Il 26 45 05
(1) ) 7 (type="Current-Sibling™); fd & 24§y &5 s R A &5 5K B 25 (type="“Current-Parent™); £ & 4§ 45 i DL L S
AR &E . A4 I B 4 R 25 (type="Current-Parent-Sibling”).

EAR A BIS E SRR B B0nT LASE R FR i IS4 x 18 BT {5 G0 AER R AR IS4 x 3 T8 K, 45 1t i
HOHE AR JIT LAIX 4 S REAE o B0 T AR A v B AR X (K038 404 L. T A 23 A e 3 8 AR A v A X 145 18
17 4E.

XF T UIZRE Bt RS ORI AR T3R5 i R KR 10 R R A 5 mUR I R A R 2 A O
TERS AP T i MY 45 0 N B AE B8 550 F 00 L SO BB T 45 05 B & 1 R R AN

(1) MEARFER AR T R 45 20455 N B2 05 B DL R 12 R 45 B @

(2)  CARTERTASR T & B I A g5 fE B DL SR e gl fi 5 45 0 N A B X R,

(3)  UARTEMI AR T o & (i i) ] i) 45 M5 B DA B Sk e gt d 5 45 05 N 4 B X R

(4)  UARTERTASW T oS i i) Bhin &5 £ B BA K 5 X 2e gl fi 5 45 0 N AL E KR,

AT Ay F 1) 7 8 45 st ) 45 R Bl ) 5 A B A4S R o (8 5 e 9 TR A BR 0, T AR ATTRI 3 1 N 450 B
SCRR I SO~S6.44 N 45 i (17 &5 sUAE 5 R DX 3 SO; 44 N 45 s (82 &5 rURN 2 5t o 25 ;AR R VE X B8 STN &5 5
[RIAT 50 2 45 RAEFRAE I, S2;0 N 45 s 1A 45 siFR AR P 45 £, P 45 A AQ 45 R P46 0 20 bl 3 &5 RUEFRAEIX
B S3,P 45 p AT D2 45 SUAERRAE IR S4 K N &5 ST A& )5 FR1E Q 45 4,Q 45 SIS 4G s R M Q 45 s /e
T2 5 R ARIRVEIX 380 S5,Q &5 i (147 St o 45 RUERAREIX 38 S6. 11 1] 3 fTi.

R
Il e
K R 4 S5 Q $6

B Q 4hit S3 p 54
/‘\

% P 4k S1 N S2
~ o

Fig.3 Contexts of node N
3 N&5irif bR

S0~S6 HIASC A&, Al N nlfd Bk b SCYE ], A8 XA i K b ST [l B R 36 SRR A bR B 8 2 |
T IE BRTE N B E T 4 Bl %, B0 TO,TL, T2, T3 2). b4k, Fo AT SU45 S N I B3 7T #5445 05 o
LA 45 5, F 4w e 4 AR &
o TOFERM T IUEE K A4S m N 19T E vl e 45 05 B X 3k S0,51,52;
o TLAHZRM LT UE B R A4S R N FIH A 45 550 P VAT 4 il 45 1, B X 458 S0,51,52,83,54;
o T2ZHERMETUMHAERAE A N MILARL A P LALLM M (K] B2 il 45 55, BT X 35k
50,51,52,53,54,55,56;
o TG AN T B SR R 1 BN SO R RO H AR A P R TR A e R AR
FLAHAR 45 5 Q I vy i 45 45 WY, X AL 2 I (S0,S1,52)>(S3,54)>(S5,S6). 151 4, 2 &5 #i N # R T i i
AT e (g st 1) 3R 5 2, R AT 5 MR 85K S0,51,52 -4k, Tt SRR IX 3 AN IR 35 r AL A I () 1 45
FATTRAE 11 3 X 5, $3,54,55,56 Ff 4k ] ) &1 4] 45 A

Table 2 Search scopes of features
F 2 FHEME R

T0 S0, S1, 52

T1 S0, S1, S2, $3, S4

T2 S0, S1, S2, 3, S4, S5, S6
T3 | (50,51,52)>(S3,54)>(S5,56)
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by T 0 0 ) 5 s AR AT BLAE B i 45 A AR, L T L A T R B A 45 i A RN BT AEE T R T3
& N R BT S R e ] e A T ] 4 A 4 R AR A S 98 R SR e 18 R AR S T 4 (S0,S1)>
$2>53>S4>55>S6. I ) By 17 25 5 ) Wil 4f 5 I 8] g 3] 45 A e, o IR AR JLAB AR &5 i 140 i 1, 9T LA SR Y [) I )
F 1] 5 55 MR R T A4 2R SR B (S0,52)>S1>S4>53>S86>S5. i [ il 1] &5 it 0 sk i) Bl ] 45 o A6 I A4 o 8 H B,
AR A L) A 20 v 3 3 A S ofs ik i) ) ] 45 257 0 3 A S 5 B 1) B8 3] 4% A FRO 5 200, BT DA i) — 8 2% X 3
P FRAN 9% B R 7 T Je 2 AR AE 2 A IS TR 3 45 R 2 A ) B 1) 4% 9k 2 B0t A 7 e, B8 v e B B PR R A
ERAUINES

HSF IV 5 25 0 0 o P B R X e 2 53 i AR 2, AR D M ) — A i ) e A I TR R
SE R B FRAT T R R A ) I 2 A I ) J T 4 A, A AT AT IR DS A P [ A
HEINFRE R e BT ARRAT TR RIAS A Ay b B8 1 ASB IR 45 A 8 P B B A S i Jm R
TEFE A BB NI 45 AR AL 4 A LA 45 A, W LA 45 A 1) ik rp R IS [ i 5 45 A R IR 4505 N BRI
ol 5 R 3 5 A R IR DX 384 S1,83,S5. 48 T3 77 G v A e 48 R X 45k S1 v N 45 1R A2 &5 i b A48 11 B[]
I &5 S B AT R BA KK F) S3,55 R,

BN ) ] 46 BT I B ) 5 A B T & X 3 2l A I A bR BRI i 2 empty, (EL BT AL 45
RUBCE TR AT L 26 B &5 s HUR A I SR B R RE R B8 B Current-Sibling, Current-Parent, Current-
Parent-Sibling I, X 4 J&) I 2538 /2 A 488 R 5% W 1R, BT DAIES 2 75 2 AR e L 45 s R AE R 4L

FAre X F:

o JETFAE RN G5 SIATE B R SC X IR (S0~S6) Hh (I [ i 45 s B (AR AT E %2R A . 4 U E
2B PR 4 SR TR RGN S5 S AT b SCIX 38 (S0~S6) H 1) N i) Bl i) & sk A B (3 A e 1%
gha. SENHE L G5B ) A RS BN 45 N AT R B SCIX (S L, S3,S5) HH ) B[] 6 1 45
i A TR (FE L A2 6 R v 1) N ) 6 78 S ) R e — 4% R 115
R TR AE BB 45 5 N 5B 454 77 22(TO,T1, T2, T3) X 45k P (AT 32— 4 TR 115 L He B 4 S84 1E ek B
PR AE) FT2%, A P IR AR A R B G0 R R A R 5
SAEE BB S N B BB 45 7 42 (TO, T, T2, T3) X 48 4 119 T 17 Jit T4 JEL e 1R 4 25 1iE o B ¥ 4
JTE, A B R IE R B R S  RR AE B 5

4 FTWHRUKRERST

41 W

LE S AR AL VB R 1R Y A 1 5o e i ) 45 TR 28 D0 B TR AT TSR AN A i 1) g vk A v SCAR 2 Chinese
TreeBank6.0 (LDC2007T36).3L 1 chtb_0110.fid~chtb_0139.fid {] 30 A 3C4F4E K il £5:4E chtb_0140.fid~chtb_
0144.fid ) 5 AN SCAEVE J T % 4 chtb_0165.fid~chtb_0169.fid [#] 5 -4 R4 I A 3017 1 504 4,
I 2 859 AN AT A 5 (B iR 45 5 RN IP,CP &5 ) R 4R 4 Bl 1A) 237 A, 3t 430 SRR B A 45 5.

T I AT bR 5 R, R TR A T IR 4 (chtb_0165.fid~chtb_0169.fid)£E 3 Fh i 2 F A0 A 15 i, WL
3R 4. % BRI A NARE R RATRHA 16 Bl 0N TARE, £ 3 FI5E 4 2 16 B &40 3 Mt
BRI A

Table 3 Distribution of 3 tenses of verbs in the test set

3 WKLzl 3 Fim A (1 2 A

Past Present Future Total
() 75 144 18 237
T 7 (%) 31.65 60.76 7.59 100.00

© P EBEABRFUFET  hitpa/ www. jos. org. cn



3158 Journal of Software #cfF= 4R Vol.26, No.12, December 2015

Table 4 Distribution of 3 tenses of IP, CP and verbs in the test set
FT 4 WAL T W IP,CP FIZinA 3 Rl 255540

Past Present Future Total
ik (4Y) 147 254 29 430
1 4>t (%) 34.19 59.07 6.74 100.00

FEN TARTE I AR TERLZE I 2R P IP,CP 45 A i 2 1T LA FH 4n (B0 6 1) b 19 B3R
(1) 05 IP(Ek CP)4S A L5, A 1% IP(ER CP)&: s (K I 2 5017 (h I 2
(2) 750, 5 1P(e CP)&h s LB it T I EX 145 25 T 1P 46 2 JIS 0% 1P (s CP)& A 1K I 25 I 4
IP 145 pi o H IR B0 22 1 e 25 (o SR R B B v (R ) 54T 22, A 38040 B o B IR A ),
(3) 5N, EN TAREE.
42 XWEE
SZis R AT FH I XCRFE(F # Ml https://gforge.inria.fr/iprojects/treecrf)X®*V & [l Java SZHR ¥ — N33 1)
CRF T HL A, Fl T b £ Pk s 45 440 1) XML S0 AT 1 FH M A 5 (accuracy ) SR i it 48 A 1) b 2 AL
IERfARAE RAN 5
BRI A
T3 A, BATE RS A 2% (precision) . A [R12 (recall) 1 F {H.(F_measure) 3K 73 4T 4 — i 25 I bR v 350 R
PRI Ay B I At 45 b e R bR A BT

Accuracy =

PreCIslon = I ARG A
ol - FETE IS4 o )
BT A AT
2 x Precision x Recall
F_measure =

Precision + Recall
S0 R RFAE BR BN VI 2505 kLR A B B Hh OGRS 4% 18 TO,T1,T2,T3 B4 2% JI U 0 18 28 A Y. 45 5 R DX 45,
SRR 3 SRRAE R AL A T IR AT bR SRR IR G 5o FL~F12, HoAR & L 5.
Table 5 Combination of feature functions
x5 HFERBAE
TO | JRTHHMERE(FL)  EERIERE(F2) R T+E SRR H(F3)
TL | B IERB(F4) EARFMERE(FS) R+ SR o6 S (F6)
T2 | JRTRERE(FT) S ERERE(FS) R T+ &R R H(F9)
T3 | JRFHEIERE(FL0)  EAFRMERRE(FLL) R T +5E S RE R E(F12)
F M F1~F12 BREE B AR 416 SR, BT DN T35 R R 58 B B Bl 3k HIUREAIE.
43 TWERUK SR

H1 T 52 T Y 2R R 10 KN AE RS S AR TT RS B AN B3, IPCP 45 s AT AR AT 2 45 4 1R (1 11E R
H b5 2 AHVCIC, 3 2 U0, 97 A R AE B8 BB 3 0 0. IR, 45 I A5 bR 2 empty, 3RAT TR 60 25 bR e 0 T 30
TP LA R AR B .
o AR TIRRTE K AT AR AR Y b A N SRRk R IR e v P B A B BE AL 3
o TUJRARVEJE FEALEE K2 ARE (KB IA, IP,CP 4h £ A AREE b B I AT — AN 3h 1, IP,CP & sk (B 4 T 4G
A&k p B S B 4 i) B A B I 2SR S IR v P B 2 AR S S B PR SRR R 4 AU RS
BRE LR — 301, IP,CP 45 a5 (R I 2 33 Rh 75 i Tl Lt KR b v O MERA R B SE 50 FL2 vh S b
R b 2% 4.
4.3.1 FRvEN 16 PIHT AL S5 R
I IR i8R 2k 1 2l R A e ORI 5 AR o 5 00 TR, 5 W v ) 2 o 1) SO R AT AidE (16 it
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ASRIY) ARG R I3 A T AR AR NS 25 45 R TR A 4 (B D 4 Jm A 5) A 3l ) 45 i O T I 5, LK 6.

Table 6 Experimental comparison of different combinations of feature functions (16 tenses)

6 R pR AN [ 2 5 1 S 0 5 RO L (16 i 2)
4 Jr HER 2 (%) )1 HE i FE (%)
F1 63.02 64.98
F2 64.65 64.98
F3 62.79 64.97
F4 62.79 64.14
F5 61.86 62.02
F6 62.79 64.14
F7 63.02 64.13
F8 62.79 66.24
Fo 63.49 64.56
F10 61.62 62.44
F11 65.58 66.24
F12 61.40 62.45

M 6 R FRATTHT LU -4 R AE A 2 e R A T 3l i) A PR Afy 24, 3K 3 R I ) il ) 45 A0 I [ B i) &5 i A1 4E

B 1D 2 B i) 45 A6 B 1) 5 R P 5 T S K 7 DA B T ] ) R T B 3] D4y 2 SR A (R 15 10, 2 1] 485 e o Aiff 2 o0
7 AP,CP 45 KA A 8l 1] 45 15 PR S 45 1 B B e J2 5 0 AR AR N e B S S A A FL 2 1 A R 2 2 B
(IR EE/RE N

FER 6 7 1IE BRI HOAS [F) 415 B S50 45 SRS EE (16 iy 28%) ry A B 28 i 2 I G vkt 1) 4 Jm R A 3 R 3l 1)
THEAA 238 Al 5 AN B e s, D SR 45 SR A7 0 T 1) 45 18 1 REAIE B E0(F L, F4,F7,F10) 1) AR A 26 A R BLAIG AH 2
7 i K B R Ik R B0 (F2,F5, F8, FLL) £ HE A W (K75 D B P A Aff 58 A6 v L R R 0L R b 48 T 1R 2 1
IR 2, BUEIR B B, o5 tH LA 2 25 b 28 75 B /D
432 5HAbLTT 2 Sk gt R LR

1T Gong™ OV Jy B AT $2 AR I AR 7 ik (KR R . RS SRR 43 M1 36, LA Bk T AT 1 2l 1) 45 29T
LATCVE S Z BN T BEBAS ST TP (R 7 0 02 15 A R0, 3R DR S 36 4 SR e R A1 FAL TR ) 16 i 25 6 4 sl il 1) 3
PRI G 25 BUAERE . A RIS ORI . A 2R F-measure, 7 H1 Yel/ el () 556 45 FLAR L e 4 e p )
/I

o (b I L REAT I 2 S S 2 5 R AT I ok o 2K ke B AT I o 2 ok o

JRN T 25 K 2k 58 b AT I LA 58 N DA 58 AT I o i

o {HLAE— B BUAEEAT N 3> BLAE I

o LRER MBI RERHEAT I K oK 58 RN K oK 58 BGHEAT 1N = K5 oK I

AL Ey 1] A I A5 IP,CP A I 28, I AFRATT 20 50l G v sli] B b v 45 2R 55 1P,CP AN Bl i) (i bRid: 45 5, 70 W3k
7 M 8.

T RAE AT L S 1 B R A R (FLL) 5 Ye R B A 45 R X L.

Table 7 Experimental comparison of tagging verbs between F11 and Yel”
RO F1L 5 Yel bR e 45 Xt L

F11 #,Accuracy=72.57%

vellh Accuracy=58.21%

Precision (%) Recall (%) F-measure(%) | Precision (%) Recall (%) F-measure (%)
o Je i 67.57 79.55 72.10 69.35 57.33 62.77
BLAE I 42.50 27.48 32.07 74.56 87.50 80.51
g 29.66 25.56 21.56 50.00 16.67 25.00

MAZE T UE A 7 VR A 4 AR A A 26 LA DRI P T el b ool 20 55t B AR LA ST 0K i 2 0 73 (] 2%
FRARAR, T FLL AR T+ BLAE I (R B 2 R0 A3 (R 26 bl 0 R 1) 0 I 25 8 e 2 AR 25 0 28 v o B A A 3 1
BAK, T LA Ye F F11 ) F-measure 35K FLL FRKs SR 1 1R 1 252 18 21 50%, 1 HH AR 77 76 1T BE I J2 RE P W e Fs
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IR PRy — SRR, SR 110 I R TR /N S SO e TR AN e Ao > 2.
2 8 JEAEAE A J7 i 1P,CP RIS il 1 de A 45 S (F L) Ry Yel ™V iy 0 32 v 5 A 4 FiT IP,CP 45 153, BT LAAS
T LA,
Table 8 Results of tagging IP, CP and verbs (F11)
& 8 IP,CP Mzhin 1] F11 [MhxriE 4R

F11 ' Accuracy=70.93%
Precision (%) Recall (%) F-measure (%)

ot 2wt 67.26 51.70 58.46
ALY 72.55 87.40 79.29
I 63.63 24.14 35.00

MNFe 7 HIE 8 0T LA Y, By i) G 5 (Kb i 5 L LA SR 45 5 (1P,CP I Bl il ) F b 45 S 4 — 8.
5 4EXRE

S0 5 R AR W] TN AW FR) TSI A bR A B iR HE R 2 Ol 72.57%, B LR TR 4 B T VA 49 2 (HET R
N 58.21%), 1t W55 Mk 20 ) I 2 () A1 32 RAT 2 PR AR S ME 4 R R AEAE AN RE A B P G R PEAS AL SE B0 1 R
S AFBHL R LB R G YUYy 52 96 JEAT X B, 5 56 45 SR v 0 36 (1) R B T 30 3 A 1) 4 P B AL 4t
BN 2 — B R 5.

AP0 A 1 BE AL A0 BRI 250 1) 1 Sl Amids, DG B 10 20 BRAE TR A B B 4 1 DA S0 R o B 1) 8 AT
VSCRE 1) 2% ), DA K % RS Y SRS 40 1) R AEASEAR R4 215 9 5 22 LB ) e, P8 2 T R 2 B ) 52 56 5 SR 1
LT, A BT RN AR VE SR, SR A [ UASE A 1 P 3 AT S 6 b A AR SO H 1R 77 925 1 R A H 38 ) 1
NS AE R B A R IR I TR (0 DU A bR

BOS  AEIE BT ROR A SO AR 4 T SCREANEE I [FIAT < S N () 27 2 7 Y, J LIl PP o % S AR U [ A
RIE.
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