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QdtNol JIAHES JlBtel NHHMHE 22 HLHM K& A2 JJ& & x§8 Fote &g

L2 A2t 20| 260 2 =R0lME g 2lY JlssS F0| J|g galo g2 o 22 240

MEol NE SY A0 SOIls E2 A2 288 22 £ JASS 2oI0h, E£F g HYS M6t

J| 2ol 28t Chst =0l ZE8(word embedding) 228 &0l & o E8 2ES 20D

ds go42 Aol =20 JHEE Drop-out Rectmed Linear hidden Unlt(R LU) Jl&s XSS &

SEZ, JIE =20 9E P2 2A4 HAIREL0 &2 UAS 90.37%2 852 290
ZHIOl: Deep Learning, Word embedding, &0| D[t o= RE 24 =20 & & =24

1. N of Hol7be Be Az} w=dg ZAAt. o 8 o
o¥3l NNLM(neural network language model)S =3l t}oF
AgdolAg s e AHEEE Be JASs dugs ¥ Fd=mo] W] HHS SEste olF AREH
o Aol t]xpolsk z}ﬁ(feature)a oy o g ‘3:10} Z  (pre-training) 22 A}83}1L, Drop-out 7]&S o|&3}

a1 HM% d4 5 Qe

22 9] 7} ] (weight )& Zlo}

Woh1]. 28y Aidoixe] BREe wek =g A
=P 6}51 HAHe) Aee We AE 23S Z&d

B A w=go] Aotttk oled AE sAs]
Asl Hol © 23 (deep learmng)O 0] &3l z}elo] A
g A7 FaAEHI 2], | Y oy Fo vlA
9] Hidden layerZ E?}ﬁ}_’ = AW (artificial
neural network)2Z 2] H]AE WH3(non-linear
activation)® Z3S =2

(abstraction)& AlXE3st] A= Adeo] 23 52 %
ds g5 5 v Hel ddt2,3]. 2y | Ed
& olg] =9 Hidden layer® ¢l&] ShFaopst stejn| g

SO

H

o] F7F Wolx] shHeo] W& AlFte] A8 HAF
(overfitting) 7] JU}“ A7E o}, stEo]d
- 2 IS 3l 4 3}7] .74 3} H| A} 8H
(unsupervised) W2  AFHFHA(pre-training) %
Drop-out 7]% o] 7/NEEo] olgis ZTAE AT
AA FHACH3, 4], =3 H]AdE H3(non-linear

activation) 0.2 Sigmoid4} Tanh tAl
Linear hidden Unit(ReLU) Bo] 7d=o] Ae
Holil 5

71A gsF 7]“ Sharo] o & it BA2 aEE 7)uk
7 o] 7Hk wpAl o2 Uy, iz 7k i
HEZ21 0 2 O(n®) o] Ate] BEAL (complexity)S 7FA
o] 7l WAl 0(n)9 l—i.’é}lx:—g ZHAA Hol 2
= wE £52 BoItH6,7,8]. B =EdAE
ZIqE wpAlo] o) E FHE FA )z AREEE 71
%L—T’—F/]%P—i H H3dEe ol&dte] A FY A4

Rectified
P

>
immL

1o L T o oF

I} O o

o  HAHI}S Fgloerw, dHAHdy  WH3(non-linear
activation) &= Sigmoid T©Al Rectified Linear

hidden Unit(ReLU)E o]&3le] AHe& FFAFH ).

2. &=0] do] 28 T
9 #HdelA A (overfitting) TAS A7) 9
g diEAQl e HuAskg WAe] APHER

(pre-training)o|t}. APAFHL H|ALSHE w2 9]
RBM(restricted Boltzman machine)©]Y SAE(stacked
auto-encoder) & ©|gste] Al 7} Fof uEhw
HE F#st ﬁ@% H2H (global minima)ell 717k Al

A-de Fa, oA wALSkE(supervised) WA 9
Fine-tunningS $33tc}[3,9]. Y #4ES Ao A g9
At Aedds, AAAAHE 5 A Aol

Ui ol At | HYdde tEA AdEdeR
NNLM(neural network language model) o =2 BF&53lF thoj
%&(word embedding)S FE AFE3ICH2,10]. NNLMLS
n-gram AR LES AMALE o]&ste] FHIT AR
53 Tdoly o doEs AlAWe d¥Hoe=m wo}
Projection layer®} Hidden layerE A3 &3 o]
THE(RE o])o FEFE F3}[10]. Projection
layerol A= One-hot FE|(Z, [0001000]13F #o] s
dofnt 12 T UMAs 002 Fdshe W)=
X% Input layerEs 7 WojH=zZ K Ad(Luty o=
502k) 02 FHA4E wo] Ed(word embedding)S <y
SHAl HaL, o] o] S AAdoAHE & A8
wfol] AR 2 ARgsHA "d[2]. 28y oy

o)
QE‘E

o
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A263] st=

NNLME Shsetr] fleiM s @2 Alte] dasi (3 +
o W o) giiiEo] AJzte] Hidden layer®} Output

layer Alo]e] At A AL AT Output
Ma7F o AR el e Z7] wiii).

layerd =&
ol& A3

=

AA (21104 A28 SuhE dojda ukas
e wold(d wolE oo wolm A3 Aol

A7) FAZ BF4ro] NNLMO] Output layer®] Node <+5 1
2 Fo e &% FAS H At (Ranking-hinge loss).
[12]1 4+ Hidden layerE glol  Input layer,
Projection layer, Output layer %to. & A ZAWS LA
sto] B o £k A4S BltH(Word2vec).

H =FoAe dtxgo] ©wo] Ed(word embedding)S
g5et7] fslA 7)ol ATE thFe NN WHES
#-2-3} 31 (NNLM, Ranking-hing loss, word2vec), F7}4]
o7 [2,11]o14 AF&3F Hinge loss thalel Az
Logit lossE olzf¢}t %O] F7het HEaE A8 th(s
v ZukE dojd e AAW %a%} 19, U= A
?%3 ol el AAY % ).

Ranking(hinge loss)[2,11]: max(0, 1 - s+ s.)

Ranking(logit loss): log(1l + exp(s. = $))

1=
SceT

E 1L FEol wol ¥ S Tge WM ¥ ER 9
Fohs d aese AE p_oq%ﬁ}. NNLM[10]°]  &}<5
SE7F 7HE =9 T 1699 g5 Algte] A8 ENeH,
ol & Mg Rankmg 29 (hinge loss[2,11] ¥ logit

loss)S ¢k gu] AL & £%7} weld 3, Hidden
layerZ {19l Word2vec[12] =21 NNLM[10]ell H]3] <F

20000 A &= wEk o).

E 1. cto] s mEw st AlZ)
o o) WE | gk o s Al
= A | (FEHA 4 | 3 (Y)
NNLMI[10] 50 29180009 16
Ranking (hinge loss)[2,11] | 50 29180007 19
Ranking (logit loss) 50 2918000 1.9
Word2vec[12] 50 29911800%F | 0.08
¥ 2% UhE NNLM W ER g53 sk dol 1
dES FHo= Jﬂ7}0}7] A&l AE/NNPT o] FHE)
29} 7V 717b8-(cosine similarity ©]&) ©o] 571
Uk ZAoltl. NNLM[10]9] ] o]& 471 Ao
ol WE  ‘AME/NNP ¢ uHoz T fARgE A
e BT, Word2vec[12]9] A& Aol X3+
T ol At VNS EA o]Fo R Al AL AuE
50%2—9124, Ranking(hinge loss)[2,11]9] 7ol

T 7tol & A7fE HolFo] ¢Fgte] om|A zpo]E Ko
Ranking(logit loss)® ZAfol= ZEAJo]lE 271¢}
o]& 37/lE XI5 Ranking(hinge loss) H U=
L NNLM[10] R.th= e A3E HoFa1 Q).

off —}‘U _E,

o 3

9 gHo] AuAle S

=g (2014)
E 2. ¢t B ZEY ‘M E2/NNP'2t JHE fFArEE ¢
of 574
Ranking :
NNLMI10] | (hinge loss) Rankmg word2vec[12]
[11] (logit loss)
C1Z/NNP | d¥/NNP - 2F/NNP 77 /NNP
£2F/NNP_| v]=7/NNP i d/NNP 95 E7/NNP
FAH/NNP | H-AH/NNP %= /NNP % T1/NNP
Z5/NNP | < =/NNP 1] = /NNP 5 AF/NNP
ﬂLZ/NNP = <d/NNP o 2 /NNP A ol 7+/NNP

2% 12 NNLM[10] o= S5

2007 ol
Embedding(t

TS FAE 7Hb Aol f1AskH vz
, 3= /NNP, m]=F/NNP,
/NNP) 7)) wl - 717he Al fXsE A

dols(de 5

sk o
A E/NNP, &

X
=

B wo] mAMS WE
)2 t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor
“SNE)S ol gdte] 2AploR wBE oz

o]
=

[e3]

T

t}. Ranking(hinge loss)[2,11] % Ranking(logit loss)

L oHd d¥s

2) "l

HolF, Word2vec[12]19] A$-(1¥
b ooJue] wolE2 Th7ke Al A sk RE

A% o) Golge o paaol Al g & 5

o] - 3 = -
J+=d, o]+ Word2vec 2 2o] Hidden layerE A7~
=i 18 TZ]—
ol 4
15—
C. = TR 280
s
L ExsN EAX
U OHONGP iy mmw@uxa 2 st"/“ﬁ
@tEC 1K ¥ e it
— SEM  otobEc AN M\WUKQJ‘W fiue e
T %WFMQQEB;: /E:j/it& QMS%MN /NNE: R /sp/’sp =W
e = SE F
REC EUE@E‘VE/ETM el Aimwe B ne (58 e %
g O /Nm;, e /NNGJMLWEF 5w
/E\E/Ec A5t e L i sWE
cRdc t;lrgwsr VSS =/NW=/NNGN'A= YAGmae iy JIRbNNG
i HENROINe
AEp i“Z‘/NNG H/NN@M g NM&ET 1Mg - My Me yss
oM Ed i zmm@ W gfw .
L/NNB . A’ﬁm’f Wﬂ‘m@ /r@@ws VRN
L . . I NN NG ZA/NNB ?ﬂ/ﬂs}gN O1/XSN
AN BNSA e EANNG BRANETIE, o &R
A =il UEMNE 2pg S
Satw st IR PP
E= Y EW o R RIS
sl Wy Loy & 2nne
v Fk xS0l T
P
15 | \ | | | |
-15 -10 0 B 10 15
SEA T = o =
a8 1. NNLM[10]°§ st&E ool EH (49 HE
20070 thof, t-SNE 0[ &)
15—
2 pe Srv O e
ten T EEa oy
wE B \/Ewa'Af Sk ien 2 Hlmng
} T ert Eha
S SR "L st Eﬁ-ﬂa&: tm At@mng
g e o o O B et
L i S Lcrﬁfi 75 gﬁ\f = Chikb
BN e ﬂ,w@g o ;c’j‘}‘%”"ff:’( EIk=Tm
ETE wiis ) Pl e
sthes 218 n\,@é”@/*ﬁﬁ( S EthkE Sy
Al e S & Rl o /etn
=Btenen XIO“WQ ﬁ .
DRBDING o = okt T BIER iy 2l Blmng
== ina o o = TG i o
%; |2éﬂ|xw o\ b
L = Qﬁjw °
= = ixsn
e
fse
ok
PAE=i
IH r\t_uuf a,f nts
s \ \ , s \ )
Sis o = © 5 o 15
2 [ ]o StA hv b >y ( o
a8 2. Word2vec[12]2 2 &t&E o] E@ (a9 4l

& 20070 Eof, t-SNE o[ &)

_88_



A263] st= 2 stoo] AR A stEUE =aF] (20149)

FE(=E, Wy, oo R FA)E Ak, dHE
WA 7]= A9 (action)E A &ste] Ty

HE AHY olaAle] oF & A Ayt "Avi(7].
dol 7wk WA F 7P @Wol AREEHE A
Arc-standard®} Arc-eager Wjow H  =FA:=
Arc-eager WH2A1S AMg3CH7]. 1Y 3L Arc-eager W
AE Adgste Aoz w3 oF dojdA H=E st
WAl @A 2="e] dojof W] tojrh oEAATE 9l
o otd(arc)E AAstaL, oE=dAZE fled sShift
=& ReduceZ G- 3tr}.

Configuration: (S.B,A) [S = Stack, B = Buffer, A = Arcs]
Initial: ([ROOT], [wy, ..., w,],{ })

Terminal: (S.[1.A)

Shift:

(L wils (v, - LAY = ([..,wi,wl,[...1,A)

Reduce:

([...,wi].B,A) = ([...],B,A)

Right-Arc(/):

([-wils[ws - LAY = ([ winwl [ L AU {(wi, wy, 1))
Left-Arc(/):

(vl [wy, - LAY = ([ ] [w - - LAU{(w;, wi, 1)})

3% 3. Arc-eager 0| 7|8t o|&E L& 24

<Y ET> CJOEO| eSS el+AHFE N ATt

1. Stack=[root], Buffer=[HlZ3}Ct, el72kE, CietER, CJIF0l,], Are={}
4 Right-arc(VP)

2. [root MZMCE], [I4AHISFE, ...], A={(root>AIZHCE,))
- Right-arc(NP_OBJ)

3. [roct HZHCH elrAIfR.], [EIBIER, ..], {(HIZMCE>ASALE,), ..}
- Right-arc(NP_MOD)

4. [root AZHCL, ALAAS, MEER,), [CIIEOL], {(ALAAS,SLIEHER,), ..}
4 Reduce

5. [root RAZMCH QIAHSER,], [CIIBOL], {(4+HAS,SUSHEES,), ..}
4 Reduce

6. [roct HMZMCL], [CJIEOL,], {(PISHUS,SIIFHER,), ...}
4 Right-arc(NP_SUB)

7. [root HZCH, cJ3Sol,], [I. {(MIZMCH>cIaSol), ..}

% 4. Arc-eager + Backward &O0| Z[H o/E ZZE
=4 of H|

Arc-eager WAE d=oldd HEE AFgoll, gmold
A v A (head) 7F 9ol fIA|t7] whitoll o] Eoll A
FH o2 X&sl= Backward WAool o frelEl] it
ol e &AHHA)Eo] 2] WX
(feature) = AREEo] 574 ofdo] ofx Flof Auljs

g AAses do =S F7] uiold. uehA

gol 23

g e ol
i
Sl
-3
>
rlr
=
=
9
D
oy
)
D
=
+
oo
[o5)
o
=
o)
=
oL
L
o
N
iz
o
riN
=

Right-arc®} Reduce¥rS ARESHAl Ho. O3 4=
Arc-eager + Backward o] 7]qF o] & o Al
5 YERdT).

Aol 7iuk o]&E F A oA Z P9
(action)& A sli=r}o] g} & &
olZ ol 7|E AFoAE Maximum EntropyH SVM 59
ZIAEES ol&st oy S YxpQletar HA o A

e e ApEe) 232 R we A el 3
23pchs EARe] ATHTI.

W owRo A 7t el ot g9 dee Sls) |
e olgstel 4d R Aol Forbt we A
:

I 2SS ZQuh. ¥ 5= Y HMES 3 AATS
A Aoz AR d=E(input layer)S =z
e (28, W, olgA)ERYH W dojEy AHAE
©] One-hot FE(3NF wol/AAvt 12 HHEHIL YA
= 00 %2 ZFstE= HWH2)olw | Projection layere 2%
oA skt o] FdS AP EH(pre-training) &=
AbgEte]l xS =05 Hidden layerol A= v A4
W3k (non-linear activation)2® Sigmoid4} Tanh .t}
H 9943 A%S HQ Rectified Linear hidden
Unit(ReLU)[5]Z ©]&3&}aL, Output layerol] A+ Softmax
StE A&ste] 7z g dES e A4 Ee g
Ry Q3 A Cross entropy 2 % (measure)$t
Backpropagation &<1E]&S  o]gslPow, A
(overfitting) S =°]7] ¢804 Drop-out 7|&& &3}
S th. Drop-out 7]E&< Hidden layer® 999 NodeZ
E4 gE(IurE oz 0502 002 AAHI}E e
2 Bagging¥} AR a¥E UM JAH3%S & o=
Aoz dHA Jrh4].

Input Word Input Feature

S[sz s; 841 Blw; wy...] i o fy

Dim. 1 s3' s,' s w,' w,! Dim. 1 f1 .1 .. 7

Dim. K S3f s s w K wpK Dim.D fP f,0 ... fP

ﬁ

Word Lookup Table Feature Lookup Table

(ol —~ LTe" i
LT, = LT
. \ conecat "
Llrzm/_/
Mx@ =—» [[IITITTTTT TTTTTTTTTT]
-~ h -~
-
RelU
/ = [TTTTTTTTTT TTTTTITTTT]
Linear
M2x @ —» CITTTTT]
*——muwput  ~
a3 5 Mol Jlgk o|E T2 EMo| #e Mg 9
B AFY 7x
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A263] st= 2 stoo] AR A stEUE =aF] (20149)

W F7}A¢l Mutual Information(MI) A& & Al&3tE=
A7l QJe oz ARES wo] 2 e i 33 F Aol 9F 0.3%9] AT TS HI. vpAHo R tpekst
t}. o] Ed(word embedding) W FollA NNLM[10]o] 7}
T EF2 ATS HYA, B =FdA AR Fish
E 3 AMFe o (zto ¥ XHA) Ranking(logit loss)o] + WAZ 2 Ass HIYS
| Word2vec[12]o] Al WHAZ H& XHeS HPoH,
AA el e ‘FH39/F ®MA/A ™A | Ranking(hinge loss)[2,11]¢] 7Fg Y AH5& HAY.
ol oA A Feis 2 A Fes Wordzvec[12]9] 7% Sk %=7} 7bg we} the mw)
A guel miEel A WA WA o g R oM AR g dew Ia g5e Pg
L e e = Ao ¥ : : oFi=
&/EE FHAREY] FA N wElo o 4o Helala Al zhE
e s POl EAL WS d ARAe)/] uEelgn Az
Aw Yela/mE JHaES FA RE
28] 49 o dd Wl 3 WA ofd AL
ol9] 7 E 4, 8320 o&E 2 M MS
N8 A 28] ‘HAL/F WA/ HA o]d’e] oF
- 2] ©] & (dependency label) (o}l 3x) 71E & FE B UAS | LAS
28] ‘HAS/F WA/ HA ojd’e] 31X o) §F[15]: FoA K o]~ 88.42 -
Hl 2~ (dependent) £ 2] ¢]& 2 ] & (dependency 2 AA[16]: AZZA A 87.03 -
labeDE 2] AH (o}aA FHx) AFZF[17]: AFTZAZH 2= 88.15 -
2eho] ‘HA/F A/ WA ojd’e FF J.D. Choi[18]: A& =3~ 85.47 83.47
] 2 (dependent) &9 7= (valency) BE (o}= A A[19]: A E Y A 86.43 -
A Fx) SHFR[20]: MFTF T~ 87.52 -
28] 49 ofdy WA 3 WA ofd AL 9 gy+Ao] 7wt = FE B
ol Mutual Information(MD) Z& (MIgHe o (AEzH = A% B4 degi ojg) | 045 |[LAS
=1 24 |9 AF oFE TFE =4 “’e‘%_ﬂ oA F+3}) Rel.U+dropout 89.56 87.35
(MI feat) 2eol 7 WA ody wHe A WA o4 NNLM+ReLU-+dropout 90.05 | 87.87
Abole]l MI Fk NNLM+ReLU+dropout+MI feat. 90.37 | 88.17
8ol A WA ofdy wHe A WA ofd NNLM +sigmoid+dropout+MI feat. 90.27 88.03
Abele] MI g Ranking(hinge loss)+ReLU+dropout 90.19 8301
+MI feat.
Ranking(logit loss)+ReLU+dropout 90.31 8311
4 AEP&—J‘:' +MI feat.
Word2vec+ReLU+dropout+MI feat. 90.27 87.97
B omRol e oE T B4 i sl A% T
FE FEEA mNag o P AF waee A
La913]. oE TxEZ AF WA Bed-nx 5. FE
g/ nagel BA0) BalA 4 o) 8] nx
EAdol} AtHEEAS] IAAMAES 2809 A | 2 =dAe 9@ Hd 71ES dol 7Nk WAl Sk
A% uppolFAth wah Add] AFREE EA} AuE o] oF T ¥ Agee] JE ATsRTl ¥ A
S5l AF AL B wEAeRE Sed dus B4 5 ugder, 9 4de olgad A Fd A
NE Agee AFon HAH FA ANE S @ Sol/ke Be A xdE U 4 deg udn
Aol A1), Fle] F Wl Fol eFvh wAT EE W dde 4857 99 Wed T vo] xd
B Aoe F TS 59,650 FAIGor, o Fo] (vord embedding) RWE& Hg3te] AH9 wo EH

o

59,6

Al 90%%1 53,842 S Tl ARESEaL, ym Al 10%<1
5,817 &= H7tell AREEITE. WU HEEE
Unlabeled Attachment Score(UAS)9} Labeled Attachment
Score(LAS) & A}-&-3FSi T},

%4 | HdS o] &3 o] 7|Hk oFE FE FA 9
Ag Aoy, 7]E dhmo] oE FE A AT
‘5ol UAS 85~88%<1 Z13 mlaLsto], I =itoll A At
gl 2de 31 UAS 90.37%S HF T, EESE NNLM 59
A8 (pre-training) S ARE8k= Aol oF 0.5%2] A

S SFAS Holal, Hidden layerel] Sigmoid S+ tiAl
RelU $5 AREshe Zlo] oF 0.1%9] 45 Fd= Hol

o1& 7= Drop-out 7143 Rell &4 5<

gharo] o] FE BAoAME oy V|EEC] AT

FAANE BT

FF Ayme 5] o T A E=Re] He
=oto] Ase ds FEA7IH, AdolA g

83 AFo|t},

1

= a

9o orohyglth, mak Aol | edel A R
°]

o

=

o

o,

o Oko
ol

=2

0.

A}
o}

M

S gk
=2 =
REAE | o 71Eg

HA1EH
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