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WE

E RIS iDL A R GRS R LIk B T E R e d
3 V) AR PEARYE 7] BB RS PP 51 b i 17
L, A R R B A AR I ) ) A
Mo ZJTRAR TR RO, HES
PR O I 4 R R AR I B T o)
WIFI o D9 1 SE B (0 0 B 23 37 A 1 A
TERIB L, ARG P 5 iR 5 — IR
R n-best fRut s KA L, FIH 425
FRAEHEAT UMY, BT AL
MIZE R o 2T IEAEAT 75 B IR B BOR A ik
WEIREE, JFH B A SCHR
T MR RS, BEA TR
Rl B — RS R R, SR MR
PSRN 4 R R, AE — KBRS IR A T BE 2
5 DA R R, e A
2R ARSCAE T SCFE MBI (CTBS. 0) A
PRI BT FEBETE R (MSR) LA, 45
R, AT AN T AR SR I 25
3k 2k 2 G0 A KA G i) AR 7 VAR
I A RCR 3R TT -

1 5

Xue and Shen (2003) B 468 HKs 3] 1] &t
AT FRF HIbRE R A, YT R
SO T E AR R XA B, R &R
## (Ratnaparkhi and Adwait, 1996). 2k fFfiHL%
(Lafferty et al., 2001). /EAIHLE % (Collins, 2002)
S G5 H ) SRR o A T AR R O vk
(Rabiner, 1989; Fine et al., 1998), #5774k
H R B SRR AU RE J 5. Ng and Low (2004) it
— PR B 2 1A S AR B T, R A3 i
A PEFR RS S — IHEZE T, Bl PEAE N

illl3

FRIE, MO RARAD 2SR, o B Lk sk 43 4m]
PRVEI 2R RGBT -

ST AR VE R 43 v, TR AR R
R SR SR R AE — R KR A
HECF B B CE R, BB R s B
IS BRI . B8RRI RSO 4
AT DABUAH R GF p 25 R, (HJ2 5] N4 R R AE AT LA
HE— 20 B o AL FE B SRR 77, XT3 iR S A
PR R Ui A B

TR A A R RRAE 1 T VR T
RIS — YR A R S A A1 I 20 2R B8 3R AT R A
R n-best EIELE KR KR HEHTFHA
HEAT 55 MBS, TEIX n-best ik 45 41 % B
HEE B RS R . XM — R
AR T AR R ROR, (B A
BLAE R — IR I OR B R n-best 51138, A
REHR B B IE AL

AR AR ST 43R S R T bR A 2k EE HE
5, 4l g i FE o HE e i R A A
—NEZER, TR A AL Ge ) Jm SRR AIE 1 22
fiti I, TR R A RRRE . R AR R L
fEts . AT FIRE — AR, fFENE
— N F R HT N I R s A5 R AE, B
ML EH P A . X FAESEEHET T
%, RTEBE— KRS PR HE 2 MG
BRER AR, DMERRBEFHER. K
HERTE RGN FIRE — MR/ HERR, R
Fal A 8Tt .

A AECTBS.0MMSRIERE i sest, szig
SRR, ARTTEMT A R E I 2T
Fe 2R R G0 o AU AR A R R A R R
B MY T R RERHE R L RS, CTBH
MSRE KL I ) ) 17 48 12 58 40 1] 1 B 11.57% A1
10.86%. CTBRJEEA 431 Sia EFRiEH R R T
F%45.65%.

ALY Jiang et al. (2008)#EAT b, FRoAIIME

] Pk



FA RIRE B R AR IR . fEAr TR 45 5 b, A
J5 %] Bk B 4% St 5 HE P 5 2 7E nbest-100 - i
FEHPIROR, WK TR R 400 B EHE
FIROR . EBES i) Sial tEbriE g5 31 b, AT
AL g I EHE R vk, M T 7Enbest-100
FEAHT SR, ATTERRIESE0.3NH 4
B, BRREFHIR N E4.32%, I B 5764517 &
T EH R AR 2

BNk, FRATHE S275 A 4 by 43 1) L]
PEARVE L, B3 VRN R 7E 28 S HE T vk,
AT B RAH K TAE, BT A I 4 R
SN, e RN AL AL SR,

2 FENERF X R S RN TT A

AR FH 7 bRy 10 0 ) ) 29 18] 55 3] 14 b
TEJ7¥%. Xue and Shen (2003) K 41 [ R #4 4,
NTEFF (7)) KA. R Ng and Low
(2004), K H PUFh A7 B bric 2R 7 PO AE ] )
MXIALE, “b” RoxidE, “m” R,
“or BB, “s” BT, B
W PAgibric il “s”  (FRFid]) 88 “bm*e” (£
Fn]) o A3 ia] A PEAREAT S5 T DA 4 — B HE SR
27 (Ng and Low, 2004). BEA41a 5 i M briE
X AT, AALE DA RS, B
w “e v’ , Ra—AFEPEE,

2.1 i HiAMEAR AR AR AR

R4 Ng and Low (2004), I C, 37 2451 1)
W, CoRRC MBI NNT, GRR CH
AFETAF. PuC) T HIW BT 7C o2
N RRFFCRHLRIE 1, FWERE 0). TC) AT
FIW S BT Con: B, B, e
B, FHE (OraliRE 1,2,3F014)

i) FREARAR
1 C(i=-2.2)
2 CC,(i=-2..1)
3 c.C,
4 Pu(C,)
5 T(CL)T(C_)T(CHT(C)T(C,)

22 1 43 VAR PR AR ) R SR A AR
K 1 HER T Z 1A RG] AR IR R S R AR
W, B AT BT IS “450 A HL” HRf “0”
o RPN AR B RRAE A0 T

1) C,=4, C,=5, C,=0, C,=4, C,=H;

2) C,C,=45, C,C,=50, C,C,=04, CC,=nH;
3) C.C,=54;

4) Pu(C,)=0;

5) T(C,)T(C,)T(C,) T(C,) T(C,)=11144,

Bkl EBANLIZRE:

1: Input: Training examples (. ¥:)

2.0 <« 0
3ifort <—1---T do
4 fori<—1---N do

5: Z, <— argmax,_cey ) D(%;,2)-x
6: if zi = yithen
T. a < a+d(x,y;)—P(x,z)

8: Output: Parameters &

2.2 YIHHEE

ALK FCollins (2002) (-F 541 AL 25
B, INGRoria SRRy 2K ge . B A
BT RENNLN GRS . BATRA Tz
FeAR MG T A IR FE R 2 > — A
MEIN x e X B 23 y e Y FRmEAL, X
NGB R A TR, Y MR AR S
H. Jiang et al. (2009) H {1 T GEN(X) pg 4 ]
ZEETN XA FIR LS R, RGN
(X, ) € X xY WLt BHRFAE [A) B o(xy) R, X F—
MFEF &, aer R S5HMNSE R, Xt
F— MNP X BB — MR T
A S5 R

F(x) =argmaxd(x,y)-a (1)
yeGEN (x)
Horroy)-a FeoR R[] B @ y) M1 2 H ) &
IR . ARSI 7

3 FEREHFHE

FE 28 FLHEFP U5 1A RS A A 55 P 3 4
—HB R RS TRAL, iR R
iy A PERFAE . AR AR o B i ST S
GUEHEF TR, B, AT E S i
G EHF T, B RELERF 5.

3.1 RGWEHFIE

X F4)F s 1) n-best ik 45 R cand (s) , =
Her & M cand () IR BRI ISR Y



y=argmaxw- f(y) (2)

yecand (s)
w- f(y) RRpE A & f ATALE [ & w i AR,
AR S5 3 0k e 45 2% cand (s) EHEF .
R R Y AR L, B A Ry
FeAh A5 R K, RSEEUE: 9 T E R
5] B PEAH ORI 42 SRR .

HeE | RN V9

‘ 1 Wy 2114
B gy : -
o 2] WM |
o 3| SW) 545 ) A 1]
o[l Wk 4 i~
al 15l Wy ST — i
vl o6 Ty | A At
7] TLTL |
B Te] T | mwAmm=

R 2 OP Al PR B A R R AR
3.2 HEXREHFTIX

AR SR (R AR LR B HE P 5 I SR AR
AR R AN 2 R RFAE SR RIAE A, S o)
] R VEARE RO A R . RS, NS
HEg— DHERR, FIRAFAE NS — A7 B A0y
NIER RS R, A X a8 Rt 5 R w
ACAN & R R Al 2 B, AR 3 AR AL+ 4 R Ry
AL R B AT EH Y . AR I R SE bR b
R AT TN — DT B /TN Ry
FeON M) IRE LT RZE (e, Hik2 AL EH
FRERD Sk, PEARNA TG 20 S AR i
e 2k B HE PP A I R

3-1647 % EH| 7 7741 Cpy FHIEEA W T
Ci, cands T 776k W EE — A7 B4 1T T
B R P B (8 2] 5 3 PR R R (e e 45 R 4.
{54 cands[i] s A EE — D25 T AT A
1B F 7 B B4 3R] 5 3 PR AR ) (e ik 45 2R 4R .
ESATHCEE T A UL G SR IER W, W
AN K, A sedat K 915, Bl
KA IR RIS o BBTATHMEE T iAE W Tl
friE PEdRict, POS ForiathpricdE. 5847
(¥ P e 7m -1 PE ARl 0 <W,U> o 551017 H 2

TIEINFRNE i — A7 Cy Ak sk 4317
it brd ks fd eCand[i-1], d 5 P4
EBUHT ISR Prow > Prew LML T
FRIE ) —AMEE 1A iR bR S R . W
C, X B M % ik 45 F % cands[i] #f , H
cands[i —1] 55 C, 41 & £ pli— & F = 1 Cy 1 i
ek R, Fhcands[i-2] 5C_C A &4 m—
EHENC, MRk R, I KIRAE LTS
Cy Mk 45 A7 N cands[i] /. 55121134711
B Prew 10 “JRIEBEFAE” 1500« JR) EBARFAE+ 4 5
FRAE” B84y . BT X AN 4 BAE 6k
37 C; X B 45 fif ik 6 45 R 26 cands[i] . %5
1647 cands[i] ) 45 B AR 545 E .13 55 S
REVNEF . SFITTR BRGNS R, MK
— IR 45 L% cands[n] o 454y I 45
& cands[n][0] .

B2 R EH TS
1: Input: Character Sequence C.,.,
2: cands[l..n] « &

3for i «<—1...n do
4:  cands[i] « &

5 for 1 «<1.--min(i,K) do

6. w=C,_.,

T for t € POS do

8 p—<wt>

9 p-score, ., « Eval, , (p)

10: for d € cands[i —1] do

11 Py < A+

12: Prew * SCO€ ey < P-SCOIEy, +d - SCOIE
13: Prew * SCOTE  EVAl o (Do) + Py - SCOME
14: $ < Py - SCONE

15: cands[i] «- cands[i]w (p,,,.S)

16:  sort cands[i] accordingto S
17: " « cands[n][0]
18: Output: Best Character Sequence ™~

X RS AR EHE T, MRE
AL 2 BIATScEl. B, ASDAHEs A W)
MR (3 7 47) » cands[i] dr £ fi i th A
pAnCiliESE



AT 259 B RTHL B 3% I R R ALE R AL
Ho AN RRAEN R A, FATH R
BLZR, BEFBCER DK BN 1. X THE
LB AR ik, AR T R AR kA0 4 Ry
ik, FATEFRCERS, & ERRF AL B P KX
BN L ERRHERCE I K 0.5 7T LA
A5 4y B4

3.3 BYEIKRE

L EA P AR, FRATRH T
BT H: 5 B 7 BT A s . Mg A7 C 1
e 45 2 cands[i] if, cands[i] Hr &5 5 47
GERMERT—NRET B, XApgs RS %
Fi. cands[i] (&K E A B, cands[i]d
g BHE Y i R AR B RRE 7 BCHELE BT B 1945 53,
HEFE G 25 ot oo SR A BUAL SEms DL
HTHEBR I Z R EE R, EA S Btkae (83
BRED) WRTHE T, REMERCR, sLiih
FRAME H BB T v 1000, FfiEit SCEbEiE,
WP B M 20 L A& .

3.4  EJFRHERR

PAVE A& RFRER R IR 2 B, &
2 1-3 KRR A2 R AR o3 14T 55 P A FH A AR AR
Bt 1-8 RHERAR AL KA 73 i) S5 R AR B 7
LA, HA 4-8 FR{ERAR & Jiang et al.
(2008) H 5 F 1, AR SCUs F SR AR o 3% L 1) BT
BHRHEBR SR 1 PIAH, BI48es
Wl AR A R . AT TR, B
A A R AR ARCER AL S ¥k iR Bin
Yo FRATZE FE A0 00 - T B, U 2 R
by s A . I S (iang et al.,
2008).

4  MRIAE

ASCAR B S04 1] 5 R AR AR 2R
HE 7 15 A2 AL AL R AR v R A R
ff). Xue and Shen (2003) i 22 HoKs 43 3] 7] |
AL N AIbRE R, Ng and Low (2004) it
T A4 S AR I AE Y, FRIGE T X Fl
0GB 10 77 32 A8 EE 43 T A 23 ) R0 3] M B B 7 9%
AT DLSRAS B AT RS B

L, RS I TR Z 38 T
. Zhang and Clark (2007) 2 T3] 455 2 ) Jak

ML GREE, A O3 4l B SO T U TR
IFHIRCR - Jiang et al. (2008) 2 1 1 7E s 4 1]
A 1R S R AR v E EHE R O, B T TR
J 4 v P ACE T mT DAAE 22 TR I TR] P 4
PP R, IF HAERE it 4
M EHET A A BRI . Liand Sun (2009)
FIH S BRAFFAE W7, R K& W 2% 18 Rk 1
5 A B SRR 1R A BE 7. Wang et al. (2010) 1)
G A S H0 ) Y, Li (2011) 43 inlis
WERS5H, Sun (2011) FHER ¥ 1A K BL & Sun
and Xu (2011) HFJFHARARE:E 65 B AL S50 7y ia]
SR T TR ARG TAE . i #8777 (Jiang
et al., 2009, Jiang et al., 2012), ] A[FEIFRVERR
HERVE RN R, A Bh o 431 PERE . Sun et al.
(2012) WIBKA 431 S5 H R B, =& HARHS
By, o0k R

AL AR IR TR S G 3 A 3 AR A 2
F¥ 7715 Zhang and Clark (2007)Fia] 457 HE 42
FEAL, {H2 fif s s AR v oo 2= B AR s 7 SN AN A
K] Zhang and Clark (2007) [/)ffRS i 2 2% F
HTE AL R, HIX AN T F T 845 RN
ZEFERN—AE, RN —AHR TG,
P HAMA FRAE AR, FEFE T T HF1E 5 1A Rr
fiE, WM, MATE, £EXFHOA
(3T AR E AL, P sy, fEfEn
AR G\ 4 RRRAE, X BEAT 4 SR EHE .
TAVH B HE 7 A5 £ Hh il & 7 — RS ) 0T A
W, TEAR G5 SRR AR 0 BE At b b R 4 R R
fiE, 7 — ARSI 2 R 3 245 B &R
g, DAgE— b8t m i AR R

5 S RERST

51 &E&

PATTRFH A S 5= N B T RE(CTBS.0) A ik
B P 55 15 18 6L (MSR) il 3 18] FHL B & 43 1A] 5
T TEARESLLS, IR LR EHE T IR

%I CTB5.0 (UL Rfaifk CTB), FATH 1-
270 =/ RIZR4E (18074 41)), 271- 300 Z=AEN
Mk 5 (348 1)), 301-325 & A v T K& 4E (350
f]). X MSR ERL, JIZi5EH 86924 4],
AR 3985 ). IXPFEARLEA A FIHRE A,
CTB &R iR R G F, MSR B Rl A iA1E



i 1 o A SCAE AN R ] VAL S A A L 56 E
ATTEIIA AN
AR F-measure SR/ 7317 A1 #£ 45
g, F=2PRI(P+R), b P 45
B, RAZREEK,
52 FANENFRBRMITERE
BATRI AR B, IR 1 PR
FY 5 B AR AE AR AR I 5 73] 2 S 28 R IR 2 4 3
SIPERRE R0 Sy, HMIE R RS, BRI
JRHIARFIE I R ) 93 AR O PERE -

e —— |
oy B - SR

iR

) X X ) X RO - RR e
1 2 3 4 5 ] 7 & 9 10 i1 12
PlE S i ]

B 1P LIEACYI RN 22 T H 28

B, BATH CTB KRNI AR IR
RSN R 22 ST e . 27 > #h e
K1 PR, R R B E 71 51 AR
T, IIZREAAES 7 e C e, kA
ISEae, BATCRAEE 7 # U2 ORI

. - B AAEERRE (FL %)
RO e | kR
CTB 97.30 97.77 93.10
MSR 96.12 -

“__»

R 3 MRAE RS AR AL ISR 70 A% (1 45
BTN AT A L AR 2 A

MR 3 IR LLE S, ORI R 7R
fIE, wt] LIS B F 19 40 im] . IR PEARTE4S R
Hr CTB L4 FfETE 97%LL . £ CTB
b, FIHBCA 58 S AR R v, A 1
FoE R s R m, fem T 047 NH
Iy, HHRE TR 17.4%. 1T MSRIERNES
AR E S, B A X R E A
431a) 55 18] PERR T SE 5

53 HELEHFELE

ELE EHF g i, AT NEAF
C, 49— M ME—ANFH C, Ak HEiE 25 R 5
Fcands[i], A 7 FEFUR R 2 I A S BT AL I 4
R %, cands[i] K/ B ZL AR H] . R
I/ CTB =5, IRUEARFR B /£ CTB ik
£ EMRR . £ 4 FIH TAFET B XSS,
EiAlP

B 4 | BRE S SAMERTE (FL %)
(F1 %) | AR % B
5 97.37 97.58 93.27
10 97.39 97.60 93.39
20 97.58 97.77 93.49
50 97.58 97.78 93.50
100 97.58 97.78 93.50

#F4 B M5 100, fELEHFHILE CTB MK
& W OE

ME 4 PEERTTUEE, TRl
BB i S AR, AFI B X4 R EH
WA f). X4, 24 B /M (5, 10, 20), B
HBWMK, S EAKES. BA 20
o, AT R AR SRR ELRSR
(97.30%), 45 (97.58%) C.&H W BiLE, Fu
EHiEm 0.28 NE AL, HHRE TP 10.37%. 4
B #iit 20 (50, 100)RF, 4 45 RAEA K.
A 2 St bsE, M BiAE 200, H
SR I 5 A TR RGO E K, (H
SRBA o SR AR S R m T 039 M
Ay, AEIRZRPE 5.65%, 4 Bk 20 B, 4y
AR AR A R DA B K.

BaaiAs

R | 2 (FL %) FPERRE (F1 %)
AEEAN | BRI
CTB | 97.58/0.28 t 97.77 93.49/0.39 1

MSR | 96.50/0.38 1 - -
2% 5 AT7i55 R YRR AL SR 20 R ST 45 500 H

® 5 RATHS R FRHRHL L R 5
ERXTLE, Hoh B 08 20, “77 HTHIAZ
AT EE R, R AR TR TRL R
gt FufEdm. W3R 5 IS RATLLEH, HxXT



R RS, AFVELE CTB Al MSR ERL F[1 Fy
HEA iR . X0, A7 CTB i
MSR iEEl E1 Fo{E 5704285 0.28 A1 0.38 M H
R BRI 11.57%A1 10.86%.
X FBA i S bRy, BARATTETE CTB
TR BB griE PR AR S, (HRIERRE 51
HiatEbrid s R B 7 039 Har A, HiR
FN % 5.65% . TEIK G 40 1A 5 i AR i T vk
b, AW AE MR A B B, R RS
W FHOARE (97.77%), 154K HA(E R
(A% R, Jo i) R AR X I Al B B R 4R
Fto TEWRAESY 1) & B A 0 1] 5 ] 1 s v 1 5K
e R b, FOEMRTE, BIE T AT EIA K
P

BRE A

ik SiaEpRiE (F1 %)
AEEEE | HRiEE

AIg ik 97.55 93.35

nbest-20 97.49 92.80

. nbest-50 97.51 93.02

Je'tazf nbest-100 97.55 93.05

(2008) Iatt!ce-Z 97.53 92.96

lattice-5 97.74 93.36

lattice-10 97.74 93.37

# 6 AJ75 Jiang et al. (2008) ()45 Fxt Lt

% 6 = AJEY Jiang et al. (2008) fr)4h
P, Ho BN 20, “nbest-” Fonik S
TEFEHT nbest 45 Az LE R LM EHFHF 7
%, “lattice-” KR TE R 48 18] B b A HE P 1
Fik. Bltn, “nbest-20” FIRTE 20 ANEUFHI
ik B FAEHY, “lattice-5” K & 4 1A
BN Bk B0y 5, IS T 4418 &
MR ERZ 5 PANERD . AT B
R, R 6 PATETELREHTF HTIE)RHE
Jiang et al. (2008) 1 AH [F] 1] J&j i LA S 42 ey R AIE A
W, BOAFIRANTERE, W0aq. e,
P, MNERTTLLVE N, ARITTIEAE5r 2
T PUIA BfE Ge B HE Y 5 E(E nbest-100 |- fi #
He P (026 58, EUAE TS 4 1A 1B At = HE e 110 92
WEAR . FEBCA i HiE bRy g R b, A5k
L R EHE T 77k, MY TAE nbest-100 |
MEHF SR, KFEHRER 03 NE S
(M 93.05 #2TH%E 93.35), HHRFEFEIK T

4.32%, Jf H51E K401 B B E R (Jiang et
al., 2008) [ 77 VEERER 2 o

6 HBE5RE

ARSCHEH T — B 305 18] 5 A M AR TE R
REHT T, BRSBTS
AMEZEN, 7840 F A R SRR A 4 R R IR, AE
ORI AR 25 0] N R R AR X TR
HEHF 5L, A7 E R — KSR AR R
HEZEE, RERAHER, URIE. K
WAECTB5.0 AIMSRIERE_EA L, SpiGgh Rk
B, AT AR TAN A J& SRR U1 25 1 B 28 &
Guor iR AR ARV E R IR R A R . 4B
9 208F, AT A H R RRAE 1R R 4,
CTB AIMSR ] 43 18] 55 = % 43 I K FF 11.57% A1
10.86%. CTBELA 431 Sial tEARiEH IR R T
F%}5.65%.

A5 Jiang et al. (2008) 7 VEBHAT T XF
b, FRATTAE FH R RE (8 R AR AE AR o 7 23 30]
gER b, AR5k AT DLk B4 Gt i HE P O VA
nbest-100_F i L HE 5 O /KF,  B&AR T 76 1K 46 1A
B EMEHE R . RS i S b iE
gER b, A AESG R ERE 5, AT
T-fEnbest-100 F i EAF AR, AT EH X
03N H M, HIRFE K NIF4.32%, I
H 578 R 4618 B _EAEHEF (Jiang et al., 2008) )
JIVEVERER 2 .

Fok, BAT 2 4k B T8 D 239 5 1A PE AR
R R R, DO AR A A
PEFRIEEHR
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