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Probabilistic Part-Of-Speech Determination for Efficient English-Korean

Machine Translation
- Sung-Dong Kim' - lImin Kim"

ABSTRACT

Natural language processing has several ambiguity problems, and English-Korean machine translation especially includes those problems
to be salved in each translation step. This paper focuses on resolving part-of-speech ambiguity of English words in order to improve the
efficiency of English analysis, which is in part of efforts for developing practical English-Korean machine translation system. In order to
improve the efficiency of the English analysis, the part-of-speech determination must be fast and accurate for being integrated with
machine translation system. This paper proposes the probabilistic models for part-of-speech determination. We use Penn Treebank corpus
in building the probabilistic models, In experiment, we present the performance of the part-of-speech determination models and the
efficiency improvement of the machine translation system by the proposed part-of-speech determination method.
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of E&AH9 o] EAL 9% wyd disiA ATskadch u] 23 Al(semantic ambiguity) 52 A7} HAsHA A
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Addojx ] Ropo A FAFE}Z (part-of-speech tagging)
e ofg 7pA] $89 A2 (preprocessing) HAHLE
g8d £ 9l B A7t o]Fol Fofolth. FAIEHHA
ol 4L FAsE ©ole d%(word sequence)oll s
744 HAg o3 FF(lexical category)e] d&& ARSI
FAZA F2 Penn B2 A¥(tag set) o] 83t A7t
AP}, B =7 A s FAHE B (part-of-speech
determination)& 274 Bl F§o| Penn Bj2 o] opd
FENANGANAN ZEsE FAE dAse st EAE
AAg =3 ARG A2 FHE7] el of
A 34 oo A AYE oLl FAE ZAS
AL g F 7|E9 FAHAE 948 3 i3
A EAEAS FHEAT, B =R Adste FAZA
REL oF £4 o] Fo A8t FAIRIA FAE HE
e wotez dATEA "ozt 7kE 7 Ade FAL T
dUS TF B4 ojdd AA#OH FAEAAY i A
# 2 o]Fo W AL Fou|g Zol # F Ut} we
A EAEA BEL o AN AFse P izt
M E FAME T EURT FAE AAN: 988 ¥
gutH oz 3 kel ZIAMGAN FE B4 HRE
= 239 dol #71 n/ld W 0’9 BREE 7HAt. o
o, Zt @ojg J}Ed BE FA disid 2E M5 &
Mg FY37] g Z dole FA F& Fole Ae T
F B4 284 i 719 Aol
FENANY A 2d FHE FAEAY ZES WE A
Zvoll BEaA FALE AR} 3 71ANYG A2" o
g F71e] Fgo| FHojof it} ol 93, B =FdAE
oz g9g msE B RdROE A5 QAT
ngskE HaE B8 RYEES AAse M Aol F&
AL date Jd@71ANG Al2de] HEstnzt o &
&4 FAEAY Rdg& F%37] 93 Penn Treebankd
Wall Street Journal ok A7 Bl2g ZEAE o] &3}
Ack. FEHQ wyel oF FAZEALE FF 2do] rg
FZ5o] 71AMY A2 FEH7] o], APAT ¥
o] A9 gt ARHoZ o] T EHE FAEA &
22 H4eA gs o 2o L Sy FAE AL
BAE F8s7] dfol AIY/FHE &4 AL VAP
F Ao Agy FAAEY 2de 4% B A
Penn Treebanke] Wall Street Journal #¢F, Brown %3],
IBM "l7%2 5 374 4gelA H2E dolgE A4so
H2E &3, 713 A%l $2& FAHZEA 2dg J|EY 4
AN Al2vln FYste] FAAR R4 Lo 9
o ZEA T L Y FEY ¥FS HrlE

E = O 2o FA9 28dME FAE A
#3 71E WS AN R 3FME OId FEH FA
A4 2d 73 ubdo] disjy Mt 4FoM e FALEA
T3 G| ANE AlAge dig VdEE FE
Ao agA AT Y F3 9 FHAA AAFTL
580 A B =F& vhiess] doge] R4 E AT

e et

2 3 6

Addei Az FopollA FAE AL of¢- 83t H82
F e dxe AHo2A ggF A7Vt AFHAAS. F
AHElAE ZA 3 719 3249 E A (rule-based taggers)
o} #87 e}A(stochastic, probabilistic taggers)® T-&&
F Stk F3 71 HAE 7|2Ho2 AR/ FEE 7
Fo| o3 dojo g2 AAFF ol ulg ¥ HEZ}
o w3 & AQE 37| o] 3 A& -E(coverage, recal) A
oA Aol "oz 3 7k A9 2= TAGGIT(],
8 77 (finite-state machine)E °] &% EjA[2] Fol 3
o}, Brlle] 9+ BlAME B A& AFHLE §53
E 13 71ve "gAE Astgced ol 7 7w %4
o] 9dE BN E §EH A 2Hees 452 B
At

Ao el LFXE o]E&F FAA el de
g8 EAYAS YAME FEHQ do] HEE7
AZsgch G839 YL A2 F7HAHA BAMgle] 7
Z Jat AR FAEZA S gAY (accuracy)o] ETHL
aeiz gtk &Y vlEE ¥ d(hidden Markov model)e] 2
£9 HAESC] o] AdFHded HEHOZ [4 571 glo
o [flolME ol FFo] FAHAE FEAt &4
nlzx 2dg 43 A VEHog FA HaE 23
dted Z45E o3 2 29 ARE FHdcd nEZ
ndg ggaigony FAF B8 9F A (tagged corpus)
U a5z @ 2FA(untagged corpus)el oiE|A
forward-backward 412 F&[7] o] &3dte] vlaZ Rde
getveE FRsE oz gAE FEIY U=
Hd $FALE F A (maximum likelihood estimation) WY o2
deuHE FHs9e8 Hd fA: 4 $HE 8 F
Aol glo] ztdtstn de] AHgEE Wyolth U JERY
T d(maximum entropy model)& FHE&d# AT AcH8]
d714E  FAEEE A% A93y ¥4 A E(local
contextual information)Z ©]% 54 (binary-valued feature)
o F#ste olE SAo A3 FALY FEUE A=
&g 292 Hu dE=2y g 7)utsid AT o
714 EAo|d FAlE 1S AR S VA FHEY 8
olg oulsh=d], 4 890 FAMEZ AR dFE 7R
= ALE jterative scaling &2 EL([9, 10] ol &3t 7
Agtozd P& mdg FEEA €k o] WHe gL
EQE oA gtog FdSoZ F71HQ 549 F7hd 7]
& EX AA 5 44 o224 & 29 A5 A
| folside AHE 7KKtk Support  vector
machine(SVM)& o] &8 FAFEA[11]7F 7= A= o7
Ae 2o A5 (context window) Woll EAjsles 54 &
ol¢} glzo] thF o]F 5AL ALEs FAE2E 2R
o =3 AF5HY 3 71w A A E2(decision
tree)oll & WS E43 A x AFHATHI2]

olgol = FALe} Aol thh vlg BE A7/t JIHA &

o
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o, 22y gy ol A7ES 54
$£% 98 B30T B F e a"*h’»ﬁ" 2 €]

Aeg FAAINE Ao 2HE BFo U HAE Ak
3 Axtegl & gtk B =FdME UG &
&2 9o F& BHS S FEH FAEA E4E At
gk 83 FANAAR RdL 7|E9] &84 FAHEA B
3 fFABIY, 7AW G Aagate] F3E neidd #E 2
42 FEa9d F Ae 9 9% 57 (contextual
features)& T§ & ERS FHsFon byl
Al Al F28 #A4Q "l A o (unknown) Tofo] g
AFE 7 FAE DEA REo2N 7]EY A vl
AES %"4 B as FAEAA RdE 78 F
t}, vlRojE RFHAIR TS AN A AdEe] 1k
Al BAREGA HE F AEE & guidor
go] FALEA L Penn Bl F§E ZX AP 3o F
AHEI A& sk Aol metA AT AM G A &5}
AelM = el2e] wghe] Wadich 13l dFrANUY
oA ALE-EE FALS FAFEIOA AMEdtE FARS] diE
Ao A dTetsch 2Eu # = dAe 7S94
EAFER A [131e14 AAE e BAE HE5to FALE
ZAAsHE ¥y didlel [13]eA4 AAE g BAE o] &3
of HFAE WL o] F o] &l FAAAY FE RES
Qs wE S g3t Penn Bl F3ol= 36719 H
a7t EAse GBVAMGAME 879 FALE AMEdi
EF FAE A7 HojAng Hoh 22 A7) da
HolHE Algdo s AR 54 IRE 5T & 9
o} [14]01 M= o3 4 olF o olF] &4 ZAI}NE B3t
of BAH Wy ZAgE S L8 FALE 24
= 9y e AAsa 7ANE S AF FAEARA Ed
o] 2 (trigram)& o]&& o]z} &Y wmlmZ Rd
(second-order hidden Markov model)ell 714Hg+ ej 77} #|
AEATHIG) ol 3 7lute 714 Y A2gE % F
At A i@ AF2A 9ui7t oy &Y nfRE o]

Aol A2l g

32 Jfg ol o

e FAH(estimation)dt?] g =3} AP 7]
Viterbi ¢2]lES& H&sfof 3= Foho] gk

3. 83X EMEE =Y 75

B Ao]ME 3714 #E5F FAAEAY ndg H9gc 7]

Eo] FAE 7oA AFEE= Penn Bl FE thdld] & =
oA G@71ANGeA AHEEE 89 FALE dde
2 FNARE e g8 29SS 7EE gl FAke
o3 gtk NOUN, VERB, ADJ, ADV, DET, PREP,
PRON, CON]J.

31 29|

ZAEA A wols) EAEAC A-F wojs] EA
29 e Fops AMee] EAZA BAS Y gol
o A-F wolo EAZ FAHE FA Edtolay F A%

ST EY AST|HHGEE 2T 2AEH SMET 461

A Egjo|aPL T EAZ BFEAL 54 @9
EFAHe A-F ©o] A7} opd 'T‘i—j?- @ol FAbol 4
& g fd o8 g9 g M-S do] FAMEA
2dg dAsh. B2 FEHQA *}Eﬂﬂ s FAHEA
At ©oje] ¢ke] & T F oo HRE o4
U chojo] FANE O wo] #gko] ojue} o dojgk o
A4 Jomg B =FdAE o8 nesle FAAA E‘i
& FE3A0 o dolg &-F BHE nEde AT

= [16, 1715°] Adch 2 (184 Hlo] x|t “o“”
(Bayesian approach)o] {+&tg Al AL A (maximum
likelihood estimation) Rt} F& AF& BlAts AL F
AL AE o] &-3}o] Kﬂ*lﬁ}‘ﬂﬂr. B =RoME FAEAY B
AE A-F dole EALE nEste A doj(w)ell HsA

1 JEE FA EE}OIJ%‘J(T)E e BAZ AFSY
wlo]x|qk whdel] 7ukgt &8 mdE A (17 Zo] AAs
Adct
_ Pr(T)Pr(w|T)
argl;naxPr{le)w————pr(w) (1

z, FAAROIR Wolrh FojRe W 1 volE Ao
2 ot b A4E EA Edel1de 2= EBAZ BF
dglom Edolad 3 FUA FAE A wolg Faz
A3 "k 4 (Dl A $ES Priw)es RE Egto| 13
Tol daH FAaA ARS7] A2l argmax TE &
d AVE 420} flemz 4 Qs o) RAY 4 Ak

arg:'naxPr{T|w)=Pr(T}Pr(w|T) (2)

2 (2ol PrT)= EAF Etoladie] &5olv, Prw|T)
E FAF Egtol 2o disiM SR dolrp vdEerd ES
oujhth. A} Edfol1d Te| BuolN olg wol7t 31
o & 4 dEd, 2 F v wit 4 G2 el 3E
S 9uojgd, webd AWA FEgL AEY EgdolaPdE

s Aoz FHA i} §2 A dojo] disjA HEg
Eglo]adg TdHE ZoR olF AT FAEAE =Y
olgt & & 2qUrt. 9 T7I'X | & 32 4 (3), WE HEs
o &5 dHoHZEEH Hd FAE F3 BHoz Ailetd
FAEA md g P58 "k

ITI

=

Pr(T) =

|w, €T, |

Pr(w, |T)=
z] w, | (4)
wy el

A (3), oA n& &g doleo] Yebd FAF Edto]
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< Pierre/NNP Vinken/NNR 61/CD years/NNS old/))

Penn Treebank wil/MD join/VEB the/DT board/NN as/N 2/0T
Corpus nonexecutive/l] director/NN Nowv/NNP 29/C0
ﬂ Training Data

VERS VERE DET 1867 0.001795 21
remain § 0.003112
be 105 0.040840

POS Trigram Table

(D22 1) 29 1o #E2 AHlLsh| #18 cloje] ¥ 2y

Bo| 7lgold me 53 F4F Eto|aW;(T)o] vetst s
o Tz FAl] dFels dol(wd M- vl

FAEAY 2de 75387 Y1314 WA Penn Treebank
o F4 2 FE Hog ZEXNE FAEHE dojeHE ¥
gajop gic) wgtE g dolHZRE Z FA Egtola
Aol 28 wxyot FuA FAlO dgste dole 55
tolo] 28 Nx49 3 T EA Efo]ay Hlo|
£(POS trigram table)& A%t FAHEA FHAAM FA
Egto]ad HolEE #9 4 (3), (M A= & @&
€ AFsHA 9t

(29 1)2 FA Egtolad Holg9 A4 AAE o
g7 AA gt +E 24 8 Penn Treebank %X 2%5H
ol/FAL1ES FE59 SgdlolHE AAst=d, o
FAE 2 Penn Bl Fel &8k Aol wekA olE
EAE2E 7)ANGAA AHgste 819 FARR WS
B3E FyFc o ¥ AL T FAF Eola
Holl thd FAARE AMSY FA Egte] 2 HolEE
A4 gk,

32 24 ||

o whoje] EAZH AA wo} EAbe] 32 vl F AU}
= bRstel 240 2 EAE ARE golg BAARS
8l 2 wolel FAL HBRY ol & oo EAE F
A neT 24 0E oad EA443 B4 4 6% 2
of ERUT

argmax Pr(P, | w;)xPr(P, | F_;,w,) (5)

A (BollM wis FAEA dide]l He dojoli Pie
o ©holo] FREFAIY P wd FH FAbolt F #E
2 o Ao 93] sFEolHEZRH HY fAE FA
(maximum likelihood estimation)oll ]3] A4tgich 4 (6)2
o} el FAE P g&elH ol M AF AHEE F
AFE 1 E7) A Holth A (D M HHI FAY
¢4 (sequence)S 7] S8 Aot}

o Pieme/NNP Vinken/NNB 61/CD years/NNS old/l,

Penn Treebank ,—> Wil/MD join/VB the/DT board/NN asIN a/DT
Corpus ive/lt di New /NNP 29/CD

earliest. DET. 7. 2 ADL 6. ADV, 1
early, DET 99, 2, ADJ, 38, ADV, 1

eadliest 10, 2 ADJL 9 ADV. 1
early, 446, 2, ADJ, 309, ADV, 137

‘Word Information Table Context [nformation Table

(3 2) 29 lle| gEe AMEt| 9I8 Hoe] M 2HY

Pr(P, | w) = %O F ®)
[w, |
_ | Bvw|
Pr(F, Iﬂ_i’Wf)_|ﬂ_:ﬁ'*: | (7

(28 2= 99 & As ¢ dlolg 44343 &
oFch (2¥ 1)°1M 9} vl3#7FA 2 Penn Treebank 284
AN FEALHZE 7IAUGAAN ALSEHE FAZ HEE ¥
o] AR Ho|E(word information table)d} ¥ AR H
o] E-(context information table)2 A3t} o AH Ho]
e doj7t BEA M §F FAIZ dupthd AMEEHAE
Ao g FRE st 4 6) e FE FE
AFdch aen £9 FH HolEL ¢ dol FAS EA
o] Fate] Ao HHA dig FE H& ATk @
o] 4y HolEe FERE R HE 5/ ol HE2 74
gk gof, ggdolEoMe] WiEs FE FA A, 28
I FALe FAle WEF Ao A% o E o, (earliest,
10, 2, ADJ, 9, ADV, 1) ‘earliest'’7} 104 Yelon 27}
A EALR AMEEAR, 2 F ADJE 99, ADVE 19 AHE
HdokE AE uigt #9 FR HolEL d&5E F
o] EAtell i ARE EFsti=d|, ©of, o]d woje FAL
s, dole] 7hEd FAMY A, 2Ela FAReh FAF W
4 %o dLog FAEL JE 59, (earliest, DET, 7,
2, AD], 6, ADV, 1) ‘earliest's= & @°1¢] FAL7 DETS!
A7 T A= o] A% 279 FAR AMEHASH
ADJZ 69, ADVZ 19 AHES S-S gt

33 24 ||l

FAAA Bd & doje] FAEE ol9ld] &, &A, o
S dolz FAHE B ARE F43 ol dolg F
AHEA <, H o7t S Fohe 7HEd 1 Zlo|th
EANAA g5 zde A @) 2ok 4 Q)M w, Py, Pi
= 4 5)eA e oot 2o a22n wi s wie 44 @
to], o} TolE Yehzn P8 P 4 @olE9 Fu
EAE gugc 4 (8)olM F AAYE ul WAZA Y &
ofo] tigh EA BE Fe 4 (6)22 AMHY FA Ed



_ Pierre/ MNP Vinken/NNP 61/CD years/NNS old/ll

Penn Treebank |_> will/MD join/VB the/DT board/NN as/IN a/OT
Corpus i Nowv, /MNP 29/CD

33465500005 0189
11550000200 130
2610000000151

earfiest. 10. 2, ADJ 9, ADV. 1
early, 446, 2. ADJ, 309, ADV., 137

Word Infarmation Table POS Trigram Table

(38 3) 29 12 #ES AMS| #F HolE ¥ 2
o|2 ] FEL 4 (9F o83t d& F Atk

argmax Pr(P | 2., B.) X Pr(E, | w)x Pr(E | w, )< Pr(B, W) (g)

|PLPP.,|
Pr(P|P ,P* =177 i il
l-(rla—l al) |P]f:|| (9)

(29 3)& 24 [y & Asts #F dold A4 3
AL BoFr, wo] AR HolE& (1Y 2)9 Z2on FAL
Egto] 23 HolEL (2 Delre azde b EE5s
7HA el A (99 AME 4dA &7 AF Aet F
F4 Egto] HolE&e tgd 2 7x9 33Y wd
2 FAgthk POS_Trigram_Table[Pi I Pl P #ld<]
e ggdelgMe HEsE Jelhdo 33 wEe
10700¢) 239 wjd=2 debd £ sled (28 A=
Pi1°] NOUNY 7% thgh 2219 nijde] AR5 A A5
ok 239] Wil A e A o], d& g wold FAb
o g&3t & E°l, (28 39 FA Ege]lad Ho]
o A 8 (3346550000050 169)0A4 334 o ol
o] FAL7F NOUNe| L th§ ©o]7} NOUNS! 2% &4 &
©17} NOUNS! ®IxF7} 334¥io|m Z& 7o @A ol
o] EFAL ADJQ! WIES7E 655%Q AL ofugith o] &
ol &3] FAF Egtol1e] #FES 8 Pr(NOUN NOUN
NOUN | NOUN NOUN) = 334/1163°] 2 Pr(NOUN AD]
NOUN | NOUN NOUN) = 635/11630] ®t}. 3¢ sjd=2
FA Egtol g R oz doHE BAsA FAE
T Aok

4 &

2 doME st 2 HZAE doJelE A9l 330A
71&% 37HA FAMAA &F 2l 4%E A 1
2 FAAAC] JRVANY A Bl 7% H=E H

1) 8702] 71N FAL ol2lel ekzpulo|i} bzl ofxl thoje] FAME §1%
PUNC, E431A &= dol(3 A dole] ate] 7hate] dhojol £ niz|
uf tho] thgol vhabel whol)e] FALE EHe}7] 91§ NULLES Egsie]
10742] EAbel cfg 22k91 wido] Eajgict

ZEXN YEUIAHAE 2T HEN SAMEE 463

7t

4.1 cllol&

g % HEE dolEH 442 918 Penn Treebank ¥
FAAA WS] 49 7E EAE HolHE 83Ut
oF 100% doj2 FAE 49268 £F 22 o]Fo{7l HolH =
FH g dolHE A g HolHE o83t
oF MK/l e] dol2 FAd ©o AR HolES AN
o, 3444 AdFE EY AE HolEF FAI Edo|ay
Hol &S A4sun. FAZA 2de A% H7kE A8,
WSJ, Brown, IBM 992 2%H HXAE HolHE 533
o <E >4 HXE dlojEld i@ FAE AR

(& 1) HAE H|o|E{o chet SA|

wol 4 #%3 5

Brown 67,086 3310
IBM 60,890 4324
W3] 73,061 3631

42 ZAMZEE ZHo MsH"I}

3l A AAG 37HA] FAEAAR 2de] A5 7€
AHAA w3 vaste] =EeA A Uy FEA
At 71E2 bigram 543 Viterbi 842 A3
HMM #4e] A2 e Asvlae didez A4t
t} o] Wi e PH(PIP-)*PrwlP)e #& HUZ = P
£ 99 we FAR ZAs= WAeld FAEAR Ed9
4eH7teE d3 FAZAY A &4(accuracy)s A3
<E 2>o] A#E ANEAY A5HE7 e Y 39
BE AR E ez Adstdr
<E 2>9 Ao oJstd o doje} x| dole FA &
€ 183 29 7t € dFlA 7HF Aol F2 A
2 yehgo, 249 I, 29 MoME FAF Eglo|ag e
gAstded, FAF vlo] 13 (bigram)$ AHE¥ Rde] A%
ol vtk AL B A2 F9 54E& neg wdo]
dielgel A Boh NFE ghst FAFRE 537 HE
olglil & # glch £ =F& FAAAY AL =]V
A% F71 ARE Afse N9 FE RS AAAL
o, 7Hadt &§ 2l G37ANY Axdd Fgsted
F7H4Q Fgg FtatA] &) d8Felgt & 4 Ao

r o o

Ko tpr

(E 2) BAEY 280 4Tt Zat (BEde %= UEH)

HMM 4] 24 240 B m
Brown 96.26 9458 97.43 9.44
IBM W87 94.94 96.10 94.50
WSJ 96.56 .11 9769 95.69
Average 9. 9452 97.12 %558
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43 EAEE Yol HEI(AMHY AAHo0 o3 7|0f

FAHEA 2] fIVNANY Axgd g 7qE =
Ast7] A AAE 7MY Bd F MG Ao 9 =
4 IS 71AHY AN&de st 8 2dg 94
ZIANY Al&gel] F718 dlojEe F/H A= <E D
3% 2

<& DA AAEH FH F @] HE HolEL g% o
oelel A 3¥ o] U oo oiF FA ARE Fein
om Ful Hr HolEe 10W o4 e Eul ARE ¥
¢ dolg o 9 AHE HFsn ok A4 o
ol Z7]& ¢ LIMBEA F@7IAMY AAdo] BHg
o 40MB A=l dolEo] Hla wi$ H& FRo st
B2 J|ANY A2dd F71e Rge A9 gign & £
=8

TFE BAHdA dolo T EA BF gisy TR 7
ZE A gx 2" FAll disiNg PR FxE
AhBRE MR FF EM9 Az ¥ 28 ¥
g 7IdE & Ao 2y FAEA s i FE
4N 2wt FZ2 BAHE A Ede 4LE s
. FAZA oz A% FE Y AGE ZFo7] s
kel FAE obd F A9 FALE FEde WEE HE
gt FE 49 xeA 2 H9ER HtE sds9.
(¥ 4, 5= FAEA Bdo] 9@ Az 234 &
£ 34 AEE ANEAY 4289 EAEA 2d A%
715 98 Al4E Brown, IBM, WS] 94X ztz
100 &34 & %39 213GHz Core2 CPUS 1GB w2
HE & AFHE o439 HYe syYsx F3s =
Astgicth

(2" 4, 5914 1POS, 2POSE EAIZA EdoA o
2 22 19N, 2709 EALE AAse] FEEMA Algst
= 76'%% A ste] NOPDE #4124 2dg A48 @
& € oujgich 23n aYze 7 gy EFL W

(E 3 29 IIE flsl 71AIHS Al2-ofl 71 HlolE

tho] AR Hold B AR Hol#
thol A4 8453 8443
Heolg =27 190KB 910KB
025
02 — 7;____

015 +

01

005 +

0 +

Brown IBM WsJ

(32! 4) A 2dof ot AlZt &8 &4 Hx(sec)

¥ 1POS
W ZPOS
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