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W, the word at position i

v, the verb at position i

t; the tag at position i

v, (t.)[+nom] the nominalized verb and its tag at position i

v, (t,) the non-nominalized verb and its tag at position i
(t;)[+nom] the nominalized-verb’s tag at position i

(t.) the non-nominalized-verb’s tag at position i
v[+nom] anominalized verb

V a non-nominalized verb

c(v,):{w,_,,t,,,w,,,t. } thecontextof

LER B+ 4 H03)

BT 28T R 1T A BRI R AT A PR T Y BR G  e UER S
B A4 o AP BA R AERS ST 2] AR A B KR EE A R
Fz i HML > % A &R KR 2 s anicd] > iz 5 HMM2 o Mg e R R S
FARCR D MEFRFER S TLES flce o SRR TR HETHE 2 P TR LW

- BILE - BN

3. 1.1 HiH-1
#HaE - BERet T RHLFAPER- BN THE - BHE 5 Bk ks ALt

it (driE- BEE S BT AL AR R R T AR BT 0 B %?uriwﬁ *§
ﬁﬁ*mi??’ﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ3)’ﬂﬁﬁ?uﬁ%p R4 LEPRRAR B - BIPAT S o
NV Bl Jedn 50 2 B RGPETRGE R AT R GPITR 20 - B - N e I s alag

n
H[P(Wi [t)x Pt [t,)]
i=1
PBAEREOFEREF] AT VEF LA EF o P HR DS FRT A A A mﬁw > F]
BEP IR ERIR A L3R S R AR R R IRGP R o - B H eniEa s e
B A AR R R IREE PN IFT@,JH o Z TV Mmoo AR Fd - BEFG

LR ST F A AT - BEIB L o T BHEE E R

fh%]» M e = T S-S 2
ZE HMM f © &4 (Na) n(DE) # (D) & iT(Nv)
PR BB PR IREE R S 84 (Na) «9(DE) # (D) & £(VH)[+nom]

3. 1.2 -2

HE - BB T kB AP REK - BRI T HA RBRREL S R e L
(RN AR R = EL NS P SRR RSN Tk a8 L R RT3 Ly 35



FoORARERTHES O F ISR A “(VC)[+nomT’ > “(VA)[+nom]” > “(VH)[+nom]” ---%
FeoqI* LAPERE T A HAH Y St R AP CRRCEVE N R AR T

Gr 184 g2 LT

S MMt - 24 (Na) «n(DE) # (D) & i¥(VH)[+nom]

32. LA RE
2 g i ;rq%frw% TE ARG A - BRMERER R v VAR E - B AL T
Phthe 52 Foren i et I A BRI L) faR f%ﬁﬁ};{ﬁ%fgf@ﬁs
el T s MR R R E AN - S E (o EE(VHD) o AT T A LS PR
VH) » B &%d 25040 0 & 5 (VID[4nom] » & 77 ¢ &4 1t 2 kikesg iz oag 2 VID o

bt gk AT - B R ORI SN P T v ARER SRR LT R0
PRS2 o AR ESTR R AT RGeS AR E R AR 0 BN ARASIR A R G AR ARSE A S iR DI
2T 0 g 2 AFHECRI PR L g TRE R AR (data sparseness)ml’p AL o FIpt o SRR 4 i
LR CEE S L R S R E R C AR s L &
Bzt LB EEHAY FREF AR MBS LE TR A ¢ 7 AR
e} TR o T LA T B S T R Bk i S X ERE - B~
AHEREE TR G A BASEES > 7 [tnom] & A # 7 [+nom] o T B BIP B AT:

IS S = B S 2
i MM 5 : &4 (Na) «(DE) # (D) & =(VH)
SiEA R ES 82 Na) 5a(DE) 2 (D) & £(VH) [+nom]

ARz R NSEE > FA P Xﬁ&wiﬁﬁhpé?ﬁﬁﬁy’ﬁié
Classifier-1> A &~ @ kiR L & &~ B F 28 0icd] » fLz & Classifier-2 0 % 4 #3#

Kihee ¥ F A RF 23] > iz & Classifier-3 o 2 TR T2 B D5 R -

S EVAEFLEHER TSR TS S ERRE i R Y R T L S
FEA AL N

Pl HE PR ER G G o T PUERAS T AR b en B2 BAHE

Bayes decision rule:

Given a verb v, , its tag t; and its context c(v;)

if P(v, (t,)[+nom]|v,,t,,c(v;))>P(v, (t,)|V,,t;,c(v,)), choose v, (t,)[+nom]
elsechoose v, (t;)



P(v, (t, )[+nom] | v, t;,c(v;))

_ P(v;,t;,c(v;) | v; (t;)[+nom])
T ey P )kom])
= P(v;,t;, c(v;) |V, (t;)[+nom]) x P(v; (t; )[+nom])

= P(c(v,) |V, (t,)[+nom])x P(v, (t,)[+nom])
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Classifier-1: «=0.8,=0,y=0.2

Classifier-2:. a=0,=0.8,y=0.2

Classifier-3: a=0.54=0.3,y=0.2

The calculation (V (t) v t,clv, )) is similar to P(V (t,)[+nom]| v;,t;,c(v, ))
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Recall(R)=Nv_Match# / Nv#

Precision(P)= Nv_Match# / Result_Nv#

F-Score(F)=2*R*P/(R+P)
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HMM-1 HMM-2

R (%) P (%) F (%) R (%) P (%) F (%)
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