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1. A= ¥ Latent Structural SW& g7gste] ARE-ghrt.
A8 A, 7]£9] Structural SWM 7]5te] dh=o] ¥
Aol Nl N Be BESo] wolzelgl waow  ofnvleh EA HQ AR wue EA BA Aol
ddsiel ggsiel gor(dg o), vol Eelst ) 06.99%51 o1} (M =E B9 Hol2r] S AAT A5-o
g7, tE 5—@4 =y, o]yt A ok TAe oFV B ATY), B =FodA AlckEe A g5 Rds olg
A o] T@ = LXﬂ@r oF tHAloA] B WAl ARE Fto] Ul&e oo Hojry] SGHolHE FUtE &
AgEA Fats dxel Uk (1, 2], oled BAE  FE A3 A WA sl 9720744 F H9A
datr] el Htoll Fmojel dito] ol disiA

o] ®2](word segmentation)®} EA} EjF e Ad stL
(jointly learning) =2 tst @2 A7 =P
t}1,2,3,4].

131‘% “41

% (jointly learning) REE
] EMO‘E g% dlolEE T
o, Farole] o] W9 FAL
ol FeE ok FAF e A
o8& Algsla ot
Ao w F Zd(task) FoIA]

g5 dely F50] ﬁ—or“ﬂ, Rl k)
S tolEl 7} oln] EAstE F¢7F Bk, o
o, =0 Hoj2r|e - «101’%7]7} 2 ¥ A
712} o2 E U85 st oHE A 5T
Ao, 7]E gharo] mojzivlel FAL Bl A
AFo e Fhato] wojar)el FAL Blov) FA ol
H &5 golEuke ALREle] A% &S 359
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At o A gl e A= ol Tﬂ FAF A, A A,
ou] 4 S 7 @A EEo] = dro]xgql Ao
2 A4 Ho AFEH %Eﬂﬂ Lol wpolzerl w2
o] wAE dAdsty] A A Rdo] FE AFH
91t 1,2,3,4].

Zorolel oo ff 3l A tho] 7] (word

segmentation)®} FAF Bl el A g% EP(jointly
learning)ol] gt @2 A7 =3 JATH1,2]. [1]9]
1= N-best reranking WS AR&3sto], o ©AICl F
o] tho] & (word segmentation)®] N-best ZA3}ol] =
A IS FE & A9 SH(reranking) & F3 3]
xglol HkA ol FEAZ Ay §19“/}, o] g9
N-best A3TF A}Esitte= SHAI7F 903l N-best A3} &
Tl EFAF HAE FIdsinE S5 xio} R b = e

o (2] A= Too] ©@o] EEle} FAF ' EAE g
Sdo| thd+ sequence labeling AR HTstga, &
Aol gt Bl 1= o] Fe e} FAF vl Adst
P2 220 Bl F7F Frbste] A F3bo] FUbEE
A7 LA, o] Hio| k= dojo A 7HXﬂ Q12
I FE A4S Al ke 04?7} AATH3
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3.1 Structural SWM
Structural SWML 7]&9] SWS &3t 7)1 A8k <
i 719 SWol uvlelde &7, "HEEH
2 Det= WA structural SWES ¢ o
9ol Fx9o] EA(dE E9], sequence labeling, T
=

& Afsie T o) ol Aol 4 Aehls).
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mmz | w2 —Z[m&x{ﬂ.(yi,y) +w-O(x;,y)} —w

- O(%;,y,)]
(1)
$1 Aol A (xi,y)E StEdlolE Y iHA %
f-&He A 1 €5 YEWA, Ady,y)+e
a4 y9k 547 8 4 yAlole YE H
= Hkgste | o (x,y)E A (feature) HE 3
Elfl T},
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3.2 Latent Structural SVM

Latent Structural SVM< 7]£9] Structural SVMel] &
Y ®W<=(hidden variable) z& F7}3F Aoz, uvS3
Z

go] AolErt(6].

n
1 C
- | » . C
min= || w | +_HZI(yg}g§xz{A(YI,Y,ZJ+W ‘P(X;,Y,ZJ}]
L

n
Cc
— ;Z maxw P(x;,y:, )
L

(2)

A Aol Alyiy, 2= A" B & yiok A543

I L$ 25 ‘?J O2 W= loss R
dRbAow YW 2= FA[SE] Ay, y)eb ZobAaL

=, visk yAbele] v2 ®H A,

~

o (x,y,z)v <4

He z7F F71E A (feature) WE 45 YERdT
24 WS 25 ooz Aoshd uel A ¥y g

o1 AHEATL Aol F

T o(x,y,2)7F EEAA HH
ofof Sk},

Latent Structural SWS 24 W47 F7F Fo] ¢
o] A} convex optimization A7} o}y 7] wjEo] Fd3H

a7t EAQsA Fa A9 F2F (local m1n1ma)°ﬂ -]

=F (20134)

i%% s 719 Structural SVMY]
2 AFE ESFal Concave-Convex
rocedure (CCCP) g FS AFEskoH(6].
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3.3 Latent Structural SW& &3 2 sk =24
71 A% gy Rde g§
o] Al EHZHE stEHolHE A
1:}01 —rﬂ(word segmentation) + &
2A 7 N Zhol FAle e E
sk A2 H]&3 AJzto] wWol 74ﬂ‘3ﬂ,
2k (task)WF BN Shgdlo]El 7} 7] & =48
Qa, 28A e AL &= Zul g <5
Uﬂe T3 3 ] T e #ge] Al HAE ghE
olHE T8t A Bk @4 nlgo] 27 Ev}.
2 =M e Aol FA HAE ol H ¢
/\}_Q_tﬂ— 2= o)

@o] Al B GguolHE BT F 9

== 317] ¢18lA Latent Structural SVME

54'% 22 (Jointly Learning Model )& fr:/—‘l

gojgtrt. ofzf A F IS o] FA EH7J
g5 dolH & 1-n IT'*ZLO]Uﬂ (n7he] &%), g9 X—}
W oEA R SEdlelE = ntlntm Eolth (n7fe] &
+ 719 ZL% o] Al H1AH gFdelH (1-n EJ})
Els Structural SW3 AR (7 #F Y] o]
Zi—% sthube] Az Bla=E 7hgeta g
2o vk el el #  3ksFH o] H (ntlntm)
—t'rl'ﬂroﬂ’qt 7ol <¢tE v 2o Ba1E &4 ®g
(hidden variable)® X.3 Latent Structural SVM¥} -+
AbetAl g5 gtet.

EEEEEE

Apr o @

ol
El

['I

pul
).
1=

RUS

I off -(EOEin:Slrﬂi ‘L‘
>
fu)
o
ﬂ

ok
IR
lo

n

Cy:z
+ g Ly, (X ¥ir 25 W)

=1

min—= || w||?
w 2
n+m

CY
Taem Z Ly (%0, y2 W),

i=n+1

where

Lya(o yiziw) = max (A, 2,3,2) + w- O,y 2)
—w - O(Xy, ¥, Zy),

Ly(x;, yuw) = n)lgg,txz{é(yuyﬂw @(x;,y,2)}
— maxw - D(x;,¥;, Z)-

(3)

A Aol A (xi,yi,z0)e SFHolH e iMA 43 1
o

of == A WA #AdY "B dy)E F HA 2
Aol 1 d(zp)S YERNL, Alyi,ziy,2)E A5 H
I F vy 2oz dF erﬂl‘ﬁ 2 zo] loss S
(A "2y, 2 zoll disiA F 4‘”4 y 2z H
7V B AW "9l £e A9 gokga Altsie &
d N5E vEhHE YeldY, ox,y,z)v w4 x, A
HA 2 B dy, 7+ HA Y B @ z2 A
= A (feature) WE 45 YebdY,
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Latent Structural SVM¥} H-A}stA 3+
e stgdely B (ntlntm)ol A& 2
A7 wfol 13 o] A convex optimizatio
Y, wepA Fdst 7 S84 ‘3-5}9—‘31, A =4
A (local m1n1ma)°ﬂ W 4 vk, s fEA Ve
9] Latent Structural SVM¥} o] Concave-Convex
Procedure (CCCP) &ig]&& A + Slvh6]. & +=
ol A= CCCPeF fAMSE W28 AFE3lW Al Stochastic
Gradient Descent (SGD) ®2& 2 &3ttt o] SWMY
sty due]F o Aot Pegasos [7] SaElEE &Y
W7 F7td 23 sk Ed(Jointly Learning Model)
of &3t Folth. olF HsliA 2 (3)9 &4 3
(object function)Z GLAEﬂO]Ei-J E]‘]?‘CL kN E AL-&3}
=% approximation 3t7] lEfA] ofef e} o] =4 Fha
f(w;A)E Qo3

o)
v
1

2l
E‘i 7}

n —{> i)

Ly (X ¥ 2 W)

ixi=n

1
f(w; 4,) =§IIWI]2+

Cy
+ m z Ly(x;, yi; w).
LiznAlsn+m
where
Ly:z (Xi, Yi, Zi; W) ¥ “}ggixz{ﬂ(yp Z,Y, Z) +w- (I)(Xﬂyl Z)}
—w-O(x, ¥, %),
LG ysw) = max (A, y) + w- D(x,,5,2)}
— maxw- O(X;,¥;, Z).
(4)

9l Aol A At A A (Lnm B4 FelA 9o
o Wlel e Hug Aolck 9l (4) Ao A g
f(w;A) <] gradientg e R = Na S iy
Z{cp{x!'y{l Z; ) CD(XIJ lez )}

i:i=n

Vi(w; 4;) = w+

+Ty Z (o, ¥,2) — X, ¥12)}
i:diznAl<n+m
where
(¥:,2;) = argmax{A(y;, 2;,y,.2) + w- O(x;,y,2)},
(viz)EYXZ
(?fji) =

arg max{A(y;,y) + w- @(x;,y,2)},
(v,z)EYXZ

z; = argmaxw - ®(x,,y;,2),

zEZ
(5)
2l (5)F o] &3}e] gradient descent 219 weight
vector weo| {Elo]E A& Fekd vEd Eu
(learning rate n=1/t 7}F4).
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Wi =W, —1-Vf(w,; A,)

1 1 C},:z o
= (1 *?) Wit Z{‘I’(Xp% z;) — O(x, ¥:,2;)}

i:i=n

1¢C
t

b= N (0, 5) — 20, T 7))
L:i>n Aisn+m
(6)
2 (6)S ol&d AF g e (Jointly Learning
Model)®] sts5 <rareg]&F2 o5 2o},

1 :Input: 82 8, Gz G, T, Tiis &
2: Initialize: w; =0
3:Fort=12....T
4: If f:::I;'m'r
5 Choose 4, c §,_. where |A:| -k
6: VXV Z) EAG
(y,.2,) = arg max [A(y.,z,..y.z)ﬂ— w, -'-‘I![X__‘y.zJ},
o
7 W, =l-Yw, + 5 S Gy 2 )~ .9, 2,0}
' t o e B
3 Else
0 Choose A c (s,.u s, ). where |A| -k
vix,v,.z,le A, nlx,¥,.2,)e 8, _:
10: (7,.2,) = arg max Aly,.z, v.z)+w, @x, r.2)}
Vix,¥,)e A, anlx,.¥.)e8,
(¥,.7,) = arg max {Aly,. 7))+ W, -®(x.x.2)}
z; = ag max {wf -cp(x,.y...z)}.
w 7(1—1)w +c":T{®(X z)—-®(x.p ZJ}
11: b1 T P T = V. Z, y
C, ;
+f {¢(x ¥z ) - @lx,.y z)}
e i
12: Output: Wryy

4. Ad

7]Eo] durAol AT & B
3} Latent Structural SVMS 233k A
A vluE YA, [4]19F Zo] gharo]
of FAF B Ao At g
o278} EAL 317101 EA
o} sl AF FAF A ZHAAE A
o] Alg3 zE (feature)= =<
o 2 =ioA Adste A g 2E
MF QPA ZH X2 (raw corpus) 2
2 F7F ARgElek. o A9, 2
< 9vlsta,

__I

= 2}
- o
ye Hol27] B d, z= - 7N &

_72_



A253] = B o] FrAY SEdd =i

A A ejnl gt
E 12 @] mojzy] @ FAL U7 AY Ajolr),
A7} volee] Hojzr] Rusk gee Aol AL W

70194 /\g —o

5 98.03%(F1)oar, %7} dlolgle] = ojny]

ARE AAF & F, vfolzejel WA ow weojny] A
& F A HAE A8d A S HAd AeFD
96.77%1 AT [4].  [4]9] Hoj2Arieh FAF BAe At
RS Hg3 A4, Hojzrr] 96.86% (E ol B
-

)¢t FAF B 96.99%(FD o] des HAT. & =i
o A A|erat= Latent Structural SN 43k 43 w
as moj2ay] F7F skgdoly 508 £ A A&
Sk A9 mHojAr] 97.17%F EAF Bl 97.10%S WSO
) F7} st&ulolE 180%F A A A &3 A 9
o] 7] 97.33%8} EAF B 97.20%2 H.TE. [4]9 A
g mdy Hlwale], B =RoA Aotels A RdS
AR S Hojav)el FAF B Aol Z4H2b 0.473
0.21 W 3 H A},

N

o ENESHENEE
ezl 2F0| EHMI| FHEI}F 100%2 B

tagging using S-SVM | 93.03

&2 LUMIIE MAHE 22

Word spacing using S-SVM
+ POS tagging using | -
S-SVM (pipeline) [4]

96.77

Joint model of word spacing
and POS tagging using
S-SVM [4]

96.86 96.99

Jointly Learning Model:
LMl 508 2& =}

97.17 97.10

Jointly Learning model:

97.33 97.20

S0MT] 1808 & FIt

5. 28

B =wol A e dolx el WA FAE | Asr] ¢
s AL&E = dubdel A3t &g WHE
2k o] Aol Bl E sk do]E¥ERt o}
T B E g dlolHE wAld Skl AFSE
Asgt st 29S Latent Structural SWS 2-43}1o]

retlnt. A9 A, V1Ee @=o] Hojrv)eh FAb
B A el FAF B sl 96.99% o,
ol Alstels A b RS ol gste] 8ol

Faro] wojny) SLoEE Fw Sae A% EA}
07 5ol 97.208704 4 WL,

2229
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