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1. BBegenmue

O6paboTka GOJBIIMX MaCCUBOB ZIAHHBIX MOCTABUJIA Tepe]; pa3paboTuMKaMUu
WHCTPYMEHTAJbHBIX CHCTEM 3a/Ziauy obeclieueHUs BBICOKOW CKOPOCTHU TOTYYEHUS
pesysbTaTa 6e3 cyllecTBEHHOH MOoTepy KavecTBa. Tak, HapuMep, TOJbKO B PyCCKO-
SI3BIYHOM cermMeHTe Twitter exxeIHEBHO TyOJIUKYIOTCS OK0JIo 8-10 MJTH. TBUTOB. YBe-
JInYeHue 06'beMa ITOTOKA TEKCTOBBIX IAHHBIX IIPUBEJIO K TOMY, YTO CTATUCTUYECKUE
METO/IbI CTaJIM HEOT'hEMJIEMOH YacThio 0061acTH teXt mining.

K 4uciny MeToZoB, yCIIENIHO MPUMEHSEMBIX B 00pabOTKe TEKCTa, OTHOCUTCS
MeTO/, CIy4YaiHbIX MapKOBCKHX MOJIEH U ero MOANU(PUKALUA — METO/J, YCIOBHBIX
crnyuaiinbix mosei (CRF — Conditional Random Fields), KoTopsIil Halesn NiMpoKoe
MpUMEHEHUE B IMHTBUCTUYECKUX TIPUIOKEHUIX, TPEOYIOMIUX Pa3MEeTKH OOJIBIITUX
06bEMOB TEKCTA Ha OCHOBE HEKOTOPHIX ITapaMeTPOB. Yalle BCEro 3TOT METO/ MPU-
MEHSIOT B 33/la4uaXx paclo3HaBaHus clienuaabHbIX TepMuHOB [Finkel at al. 2004, Din-
gare atal. 2004], umeHHbIX rpynn [McCallum 2003, Ratinov 2009], moBepXHOCTHOTO
cuHTakcuca (pos-taggers u shallow parsing) [Sha 2003, Sutton 2004] u T.11. Takxxe
JIAHHBIM MEeTOJ, HAaXOJUT CBO€ NMPUMEHEHUE B 3a/a4ax pa3pelleHUs JIEKCHYEeCKOU
omoHuMuH [Sutton 2004], anapopuyeckux ccbuiok [McCallum 2005], ceHTUMEHT-
an”asnuse [Choi 2005, Sadamitsu 2008, Mao 2006], mammmHHOM nepeBoze [Lavergne
2011]. (OTOT psAL MOXKHO MPOAOJIKUTH HAOOPOM 33/1a4 U3 APYTUX IPEeAMETHBIX 00-
Jacteii: 6MonHPOPMaTUKHU, KOMIIBIOTEPHOU rpadUKy U 1Ip.)

Mertoz CRF xopol1o uccie10BaH s aHITTUHCKOT 0, HEMEI[KOT0, apabCcKoro, Ku-
TaWCKOT0 U HEKOTOPHIX IPYTUX IIMPOKO PAaCIPOCTPAaHEHHBIX A3bIKOB. K coxxaieHu1o,
JUUISL PYCCKOT'O I3bIKA 3TOT METOZ ellle He HallleJ CTOJIb IIMPOKOT0 MPUMeHEHU .

Llenbio Hamield cTaThu ABAsAETCA anpobupoBaTh Bo3MoXHOCTH CRF mpumeHU-
TEJIbHO K PYCCKOMY SI3BIKY Ha IIPUMepe OIIpe/ieIeHUs YacTel pevyu, BbIJieIEHU Me-
HOBAHHBIX CYITHOCTEHN ¥ CECHTUMEHT-aHaIM3a TEKCTa OTHOCUTEIBHO 0O'beKTa TOHAIb-
HOCTHU. BaykHOM 0COGEHHOCTHIO HAIIIEro UCC/Ie0BaHuUs ABIAIOCH OTCYTCTBUE JIUHT-
BUCTUYECKOM TpeZio6paboTKY TEKCTA, T. €. aHAIN3 TIPOBOAMIICS Ha TIJIOCKOM TEKCTE.

2. Omnwucanue CRF

Metoz CRF (Conditional Random Fields) [Lafferty 2001, Klinger 2007] oTHo-
CUTCA K CTATUCTUYECKUM JMHI'BUCTUYECKUM MeToZaM. JIJaHHBIN METOoZ fABJAETCA
OZIHOU 13 BO3MOXKHBIX peann3anuil MapKoBCKUX CTydalHBIX MOJIEH.

MapKOBCKHUM CJTy4aiHBIM osieM nin MapkoBckoii ceThio (Markov random field,
Markov network) Ha3bIBatoT rpad0BYI0 MO/IEJb, KOTOPAs UCIOIb3YeTCS IS IIPEICTaB-
JIEHUS COBMECTHBIX paclipeZie/leHNi Habopa HECKOJIbKUX CIyYalHBIX IlepeMeHHEBIX.
dopmanbHO MapKoBCKoe cirydaiiHoe II0Jie COCTOUT U3 CIe[YIOIINX KOMIIOHEHTOB:

* HeOopHeHTHPOBaHHBIN rpad miu pakrop-rpad G = (V, E),rae kaxxgas BepuivHa
veV saBiseTcsa cayv4alHOU nepeMeHHON X U Kaxkzaoe pebpo {u,v}eE npexacras-
JiseT coO0 3aBUCHMOCTD MEXAY CIyIalHBIMU BeIMYNHAMU U U V.

* Habop mnoreHIuandbHbIX PyHKIMH (potential function) mau dakropoB {¢.},
oZiHA [l KaXkAoW KUK B rpade G (momHblil mogrpad). PyHKUUA ¢ CTABUT
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KaXZIoMy BO3MOXXHOMY COCTOSTHHIO 2JIeMEHTOB KJIUKHU B COOTBETCTBHE HEKOTO-
poe HeoTpHIlaTeIbHOE BellleCTBEHHO3HAYHOE YHCJIO.

BepiinHEl, He ABIAIIINECS CMEXHBIMHU, JODKHEL COOTBETCTBOBATH YCJIOBHO
He3aBHUCHMBIM CJIyYaiHBIM BeJINYUHAM. ['pyIIIa CMeKHBIX BepPIINH 00pa3yeT KIIHUKY,
HabOp COCTOSAHUH BEPIINH ABIAETCSA apI'yMEeHTOM COOTBETCTBYIONEH IIOTeHIINAb-
HOH QyHKIIUH.

CoBMecTHOe paclipejesieHre Habopa ciIydyaiHbIX BeauuynH X={x;} B MapkoB-
CKOM CJIy9alHOM II0JIe BEIYHCIsgeTCs o popmye:

@ P(x)= éH(ok (x{D})

rae ¢ (Xgy) — ToTeHIuanbHas QpyHKINA, ONMCHIBAIOIAA COCTOSHUE CIydalHBIX
BennuuH B k-oif Kiauke; Z — KOIPOUIIMEHT HOPMAJU3AIUU BBIYUCISIETCS
o popmyiie:

@ Z:Z H¢k(x{k})

xeX k
MHOXeCTBO BXOJHBIX JIEKCEM X={X,} U MHOXECTBO COOTBETCTBYIOIINX
UM TUTIOB Y={y} B COBOKYITHOCTH 00pa3yrT MHOXKECTBO CIyYalHBIX IePeMEHHBIX
V=XUY. [lna pelieHus 3aZiauu U3BJe4YeHUs UHPOPMAIUU U3 TEKCTA JOCTATOYHO
oTIpeieIUTh YCIOBHYIO BepoATHOCTh P(Y | X). IToTeHnmanbHas QyHKIUSA UMEET BUJ;

G o (x{k}) = exp(z o (yy s ViasX,))
%

rae {2} BellleCTBEeHHO3HAYHBIH TapaMeTpuiecKkuii BeKTop, u Z{fi (Y, Vi1, X)) — Ha-
60p NMPU3HAKOBBIX QYHKITNNA. TOTZIa TUHEHHBIM YCJIOBHBIM CJIyYalHBIM MTOJIEM Ha3bI-
BaeTCs pacipezieieHue BEPOSTHOCTH BU/IA:

@ pyx)= %X)H exp(Y A, S, (7, Vi x,)

KoadduipeHTt HopManusanuu Torga Z(x) BeIYUCAsIeTCS 1o popmyIie:

©) Z(x)=z H exp(zj’kfk(yy9yt—l’xt))

Metoz CRF, kak u merog MEMM (Maximum Entropy Markov Models), oTHO-
CUTCS K AUCKPUMHUHATHUBHBIM BEPOSATHOCTHBIM METOZAM, B OTJINYKE OT T'€HEPATUB-
HBIX MeTOZOB, Takux kak HMM (Hidden Markov Models) [Rabiner 1989, HukoieHKO
2006] unu meton «HaubHoro baeca» (Naive Bayes [McCallum 1998]).

Mo ananoruu ¢ MEMM [Bishop 2006, McCallum 2000], Bei60p ¢pakTOpOB-IIpU-
3HAKOB /I 33/laHUsI BEPOSATHOCTH TePeXo/ia MeX/y COCTOSHUSIMU MPU HAJTUIUU
HabJII0ZIaeMOT0 3HAYEHUS X, 3aBUCUT OT CIIENUPUKU KOHKPETHBIX JaHHBIX, HO B OT-
auauu ot Toro ke MEMM, CRF MOXeT yYUTHIBATh J0Oble 0COOEHHOCTH U B3aUMO-
3aBUCUMOCTH B HMCXOAHBIX JaHHbIX. BekTop mpusHakoB L={)\} paccuuTsiBaeTcs
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Ha OCHOBe 00yuaroleil BRIOOPKU U OIpeZiesisieT BeC KaXKA0H MOTeHI[UaTbHOU QyHK-
nud. /1151 06y4eHuUA U IPUMEeHEHU A MOZEe/IU UCIIONb3YIOTCA aIrOPUTMBbL, aHAJIOTUY-
Hble anroputMaM HMM: Butep6u U ero pa3HOBUAHOCTh — aJITOPUTM «BIl€pE/-Ha-
3az» (forward-backward) [Sutton 2008].

Kak moxkazano B [Sutton 2006], ckpsITyio MapKoBCKyI0 MOJelb MOXKHO pac-
CMaTpHBaTh KaK YacTHHIN ciyuyall TuHeHHOro ycaoBHOro ciaydaiinoro nonsa (CRF).
B cBolo ouepe/b, YCIOBHOE CIydaifHOe MoJjie MOKHO paccMaTpUBAaTh KaK Pa3HOBU/-
HocTb MapKkoBcKoro ciydaiHoro nosis (cMm. puc. 1).

YH YI Y|+1 Y|—1 Y\ Yi+1 YH YI Y|+1
L S . . T
o ] [ ] <[ J? O O O
XH XI X|+1 XM X\ XM X,,1 XI X\+1
HMM MEMM CRF

Puc. 1. I3o6paxeHne B Buae rpados ana metogos HMM, MEMM w CRF.
HesakpallleHHbIE OKPYXHOCT 0603Ha4atoT, YTO pacnpeagneHme cnydanHom
BENMHVIHbI HE YHMTBIBAETCA B MOAENN. CTpeJ'IKI/I yKasblBatoT Ha 3aBNCKIMbIE Y3/1bl

B yc/IOBHBIX C/Iy4aliHBIX TIOJAX OTCYTCTBYeT T.H. label bias problem — cuTtya-
LM, KOTZla IPEUMYIIECTBO TIOTYYatoT COCTOSTHUS C MEHBIIUM KOJTUYECTBOM ITEPEXO-
noB [Lafferty at al. 2001], Tak kak CTPOUTCS eIMHOE paciipe/ieieHre BEPOSATHOCTEHN
u HopManu3anusa (koadduiueHT Z(x) us popmysnsl (5)) TPOU3BOAUTCSA B LIEJIOM,
a He B paMKax OT/eJbHOI'0 COCTOSIHUA. DTO, 6€3yCJIOBHO, ABJISAETCS IPEUMYIECTBOM
MeTo/ja: aJICOPUTM He TpebyeT MpeAToNoKEHU S HE3aBUCUMOCTHY HAaOII0/JaeMbIX ITe-
peMeHHBIX. KpoMe Toro, UCIoib30BaHUE MIPOU3BOIbHBIX (aKTOPOB IIO3BOJISET OMU-
caTh pa3/JMYHbIE MPU3HAKU OIPeEeNsIeEMbIX OOBEKTOB, YTO CHUXKAET TpeOOBaHUA
K IoJIHOTe oOyuJartorieii Bei6opku. Hegocratkom nogxona CRF sBisgeTcs BBIYUCIU-
TeJbHAs CJIOXKHOCTb aHaju3a o0ydarollei BBIOOPKU, YTO 3aTPyAHSET TOCTOSTHHOE
O0OHOBJIEHVE MO/IEJTU TIPU MOCTYILJIEHMU HOBBIX O0YYarOIUX JaHHBIX.

Ha cerogusamHu feHb uMeHHO MeTo CRF sABisAeTcs HauboJsiee MOMyasipHbIM
¥ TOYHBIM CIIOCOOOM M3BJIeYeHUI 0ObEKTOB U3 TeKcTa [Sarawagi 2008]. Hampumep,
OH 6bLT peasTu3oBaH B mpoekTe CTaHabopackoro yHuBepcuteTa Stanford Named En-
tity Recognizer [Stanford NER]. C Toli e 1IeJIbIO 3TOT METOZ, C 3TOT'0 I'0Zja YCIIENTHO
npuMeHseTcs B cucTeMax «X-Files» u «AHanutnueckuii Kypbep» [Kucenes 2007].

Kax y>xe GBLJIO OTMeUY€HO, KaYeCTBO BbIIEJIEHUS CYIIIHOCTEH METO/IOM, OCHOBaH-
HOM Ha CTaTHUCTUYECKOM IIOJXO/IE, ONIPeeAeTCs MOJHOTOM 00ydaromeil BBIOOPKU.
Jlyis1 3TOrO0 HEOOXOAMMBI pa3MedYeHHbIE KOpITyca, COAep Kallie He TOIbKO JIEKCUKY,
XapaKTepU3yoUlyo JaHHYI0 MPeAMETHYI0 00JacTb, HO M CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYU-
Mble N-rpaMMbl, HarboJsiee MOJHO TOKPhIBAOIIME TPOU3BOMbHBIHN TEKCT. B oTinunu
OT PYyTUX CTaTUCTUYECKUX MeTo0B, MeTo CRF, ocHOBaHHBIN Ha pakTop-Tpadax,
TpebyeT Topas/Zio MeHblileil o6yuaroineii BEIOOPKH, TIOCKOABKY CTATUCTUIECKU 3Ha-
YUMBbIe COYETAHMA MOTYT OBITH OTpe/ieieHbl KaK Habop KWK AJs MCCIeLyeMOro
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ob6beKTa. B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT pelraeMoii 3aZiayu, Ha MPaKTHUKE Z0CTATOYHO 06beMa
OT HECKOJIbKMX COTEH THICSIY /0 MIJIITHOHOB TEPMOB. IIpy 3TOM TOYHOCTH GyzeT
OTIpeZieNIAThCS HE TOJBKO 06'beMOM BEIOOPKHU, HO ¥ BHIOpAaHHBIMU GaKTOPaMH.

3. OKCIIepUMEeHT

JlJisi 3KCTIIEpUMEHTOB ObLT BHIOpPAH MPOEKT C OTKPBITBIM KOZOM http://www.
chokkan.org/software/crfsuite/. Ero mpeumyiinecTBa OTHOCUTEIHHO APYTUX OTKPHI-
ThiX poekToB (CRF++; HCRF; CRF package; Habop yTHUINUT, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha aJ-
roputme CRF CTeHbOPACKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA U ZIP.) 3aKIIOYAIOTCSA B €TI0 MIPOCTOTE,
YHUBEPCAJBHOCTU U CKOPOCTH pabOThL. DTOT ajJrOPUTM YHUBEPCAJEH JJIsS JIOOBIX
BU/IOB KJIaCCU(pUKAIIMOHHBIX 33/1a4, TPU 3TOM BKJII0YaeT B ce6s1 Habop pa3HbIX OIITHU-
MU3aLMOHHBIX 00yYaIOIIuX METOAO0B:

* Limited-memory Quasi-Newton method (LBFGS) [Andrew 2007] — KBa3uHbIO-

TOHOBCKUI MeTO/ ¢ orpaHndeHueM namsati BFGS [Nocedal 1980].

* Stochastic Gradient Descent (L2SGD) [Shalev-Shwartz 2007] — meToz rpaau-
€HTHOTO CITyCKa.

* Averaged Perceptron (AP) [Collins 2002] — meToA ycpeIHEHHOTO ITepcenTpoHal.

* Passive Aggressive (PA) [Crammer 2006] — aJrOpuTM, OCHOBaHHBIH Ha OUHAp-

HOM KJ1acCUpUKaALIUH.

* Adaptive Regularization Of Weight Vector (AROW) [Mejer 2010] — meToz azar-

TUBHOU peryJisipu3allii BECOB BEKTOPA.

Bce aKcIepUMEHTHI MPOBOJAUIUCH C PA3TUYHBIMUA METOZAMU ONTHUMU3ALINH,
Y3 KOTOPBIX BBIOMpAJICS HAWIYUYIIUN. VICTIOIb3yeMbIi aJrTOPUTM OTHOCHUTCS K JIU-
HelHBIM MeTogaM CRE.

3.1. OnpegeneHue nMeHOBaHHBIX cyuiHocTeill (NER)

MeTtog CRF 6BLT UCIIONB30BaH B 33a/1a4e PACliO3HABAHUS MMEHOBAHHBIX CYI[HO-
creit — NER (Name Entity Recognition). /711 3Toro BpyuHyto 6bL1 pa3zMedeH HeOOIb-
IIOH KOPITyC U3 HOBOCTHEIX JIeHT CMU o6beMoM 6ostee 71 THIC. IpeJIOXKEeHUH Ha ca-
MyIo pasHylo TeMaTuky (6onee 1,5 MiH. cioBodopm). Kaxxzoe npeayioxeHne copep-
KaJI0 XOTs OBl OZIHY IMEHHYIO CYIIHOCTb. /Il IPOBeIeHN A TECTOB ObLIO BEIOPAHO IATH
TUTIOB cyiHocTel (Tabu. 1): pusnueckue auna (MMeHa, GaMUINHU, OTYECTBA), FOPUAU-
yeckue Juia (Ha3BaHUs OpraHU3alvi, KOMIAHUH U 1Ip.), Teorpadpudeckue 0O0beKThI
(Ha3BaHUA TOPOJOB, YJIUI], peK U Ip.), IPOAYKTHl (Ha3BaHUS IIPOAYKTOB, BKJIIOYAs
MapKy U 6peH/1) v coObITHSA (Ha3BaHUA GOPYMOB, Che3/I0B, MEPOIIPUATHM U TIP.).

1 MeTo/ yCPeJJHEHHOTO TEePCENTPOHA, KaK U aJroputM Passive Aggressive, 4acTO HCIIOJb-
3YIOTCS B KAYeCTBE CAMOCTOSITEIbHBIX METOZIOB B PEIIIEHUH Psi/ia IMHIBUCTUYECKUX 33129
(manpumep, kaaccudpukanum). B metoge CRF 3TH alrOpUTMBI UCIIOJIB3YIOTCA TOJBKO I
ONTUMU3AIUY TOTEHIIMATBHBIX GyHKIUH (cM. ypaBHeHHUE (3)).
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Tabn. 1. HYacTtoTHOE pacnpegeneHe MMEHOBaHHbIX CYLLHOCTEM
B pasmedeHHoM kopnyce. NAME — dus.anua, ORG — op.mua, GEO —
reorpaduyeckme HassaHua, PROD — npoaykTbl, EVENT — cobbiTua

Tumn cylmHocTH AGc. yacToTa B KOpIyce OTH. yacToTa B KopIryce, %
NAME 37729 24,99
ORG 43646 28,91
GEO 52889 35,04
PROD 6425 4,26
EVENT 10263 6,80

Jna o0ydyeHUs M TECTHPOBAHUA C KPOCC-BajuJanved MOJy4YeHHBIH KOpIyC
OBL pa3ziesieH Ha 4 9acTU: TPU YaCTH UCII0Ib30BAJIUCE I 00yIeHUA U OFHA JJIA Te-
cToB. Ha ofHOM U TOM >Ke KopIIyce 00ydayrch MOZEJIH C UCIIONb30BaHUEM KaXXZI0TO
13 [IepeYrCIeHHBIX ONITUMU3AIOHHBIX METO/IOB C PA3JIMIHBIMY SKCIIEPTHO 3a/]aBa-
€MBIMU [TapaMeTpaMH.

B kauecTBe ($akTOpPOB ObLIM BBHIOpAaHBI TOJIBKO N-TPaMMBbI (JJUHBI OT ABYX
Jl0 IATH) U rpademMaTHIecKre 0COOEHHOCTY HAallMCAHN A MMEHOBAaHHBIX CYyIIHOCTEMH.
Hamnpuwmep, Bce 3ariaBHble OYKBHI 6e3 Touek (MTC), ogHa 3ariaBHast 6yKBa ¢ TOYKOU
(W.), mepBble CTPOYHBIE C TOYKOMU, 3aTeM 3ariaBHasd (yz.Mupa — npu cIUTHOM Ha-
MHUCAaHWUM) U T.J. Bcero 6b110 onpezieseHo 14 mapaMeTpoB.

3.2. CeHTMUMEHT-aHaJIu3

CoBpeMeHHBIII CEHTUMEHT-aHaIu3 TEKCTa BKJIIOUAET B cebs 1Mo KpaiiHel Mepe
Tpu Buza 3aza4 [Liu 2010]:

1. Kiaccupukauus TOHAJbHBIX COOOUIeHUH (MIO3UTUB/HETATUB WU Oosee
TOHKasfA rpajanus);

2. OmpejeneHre CEHTUMEHTAa OTHOCUTEJIBHO 33aJIlaHHOTO OObEKTa TOHAJIb-
Hoctu (OT) (9acTo c nociezyouleil BU3yaabHOU pa3MeTKOH JiepeBa 3aBU-
CUMOCTEH IpeIoKeHus, HanpuMep, «I[Ipasumenscmeo 0006puio HO8bLl
yKa3 npe3udeHma, Hapywue KoHcmumyyuio», TyT OT — «[I[pasumeibcmeo»,
Yy KOTOPOT'0 /IBa POTUBOIIOJIOKHBIX CEHTUMEHTA);

3. OmnpejeneHune CEHTUMEHTa 06'beKTa TOHAJTBHOCTU OTHOCUTEIBHO €r0 UMILIH-
LIUTHBIX ¥ SKCIUIMIUTHBIX aTpruOyTOB (feature-based). Hampumep, «¥Y aToro Te-
sedoHa OOJTBIION aKKYMYJIATOP, IPAaBJa U BeC HeMaleHbKuUi», TyT OT — me-
JledhoH, a ero aTpUOYThI — 8eC U AKKYMYJSAMOP — UMEIOT Pa3HYIO MOJIAPHOCTb.

B naHHOM HCCIe0OBaHUU MBI OTPAHUYKUMCSA BTOPOM 06JIACTBIO 33/1ad CEHTH-
MEeHT-aHa/N3a, 2 UMeHHO: 6yZeM onpezesaTh CEHTHMEHT 3aJaHHOro 06'beKTa TO-
HaJIBHOCTH B IIPOM3BOJIBHOM COOOIIEHUH.

JlnsiaToro 1o 3ajaHHBIM 06beKTaM (drcsioMm 6osee 20, Haripumep, MI'Y, P)XK/], paduo,
nanaemo, KUHO 1 IIp.) HAMU 6bLI cO6paH KOPITYC KOPOTKUX TBUT-COOOIEHNH 1 SKCIIEPTHO
pasmeueH. Beero B 20 ThicT9aX TBUTAX OBLIM OTMedYeHbI 0K0JI0 21 Thicssyn OT.
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Jl11 pa3MeTKH CJIOB UCIIOIb30BAJINCh TOHAIBHEBIE CIOBApU, KOTOPBIE OBLIH CO-
6paHBl IpU pa3paboTKe MeToZa CEHTUMEHT-aHaIN3a, OCHOBAHHOI'O Ha IIpaBHJaXx
(omucaHue U CIUCOK coBapeli cM. B [Pazelskaya 2011, Solovyev 2012]). K zaHHBIM
cIoBapsM ObLITU 06aBJIEHBI CIOBAPH WHBEPTOPOB U MKU(TEPOB. YHCIIO BCEX CIIOBA-
peti cocraBuio 34. ToHAIBHBIE CJIOBAPH OBLIY JOIIOIHEHBI IIOJIHBIMY Hab0OpaMH CJIo-
BodopM (T. K. MBI KCITOJIB3yeM IIJIOCKUU TEKCT 6e3 npeobpaboTku). Takum ob6pa3om,
oblriee YKUCIO CIOBAPHBIX GOPM MONYyYUIOCh 6osee 20 ThIC., a MOJHOE YUCJIO BCEX
cy10B — 6oiee 400 THIC.

BxoxxzeHre c/IoBa WJIM CIOBOCOYETAHUA B TOHAJIbHBIE CJIOBapH OIpezesieH-
HOT'O THIIA paccMaTpUBasoch B KadecTBe ¢pakTopoB CRF, camu cjioBa He yUYUTHIBA-
nuck. CI0BO, He TTOJTyYaBllee 3HAaU€HU A, UCKIII0YAIOCh U3 aHAIN3a, [IPU 3TOM 3HAKU
MIyHKTYallMH COXPAaHsINCh C HyJleBHIM BecoM. IIlMprHa OKHA aHajau3a COCTaBUIJIA
2-5 rpamm. Kiaccupuraius mpousBoAuIach Ha TPU Kjacca: MO3UTUBHBIN, Hera-
TUBHBIN U HeWTpanbHbIi (Tabu. 2).

Tabn. 2. HacToTHOE pacnpeneneHne B Kopnyce 00bLEKTOB
ToHanbHOCTM (OT) MO Knaccam TOHaNBHOCTH

Kiacc Kosn-Bo OT %
[To3uTHBHBIH 6435 31,08
HeraTuBHBIN 6034 29,14
HetiTpanbHbIt 8236 | 39,78

3.3. Onpegenenue yacreii peun (POS-tagger)

Llens faHHOTO pa3zesia — MokasaTh, 4To MeTos CRF, mpuMeHeHHBIN B 3a/aue
ompe/esieHus 4yacTel peuu (dacTepevyHoro TArMPOBaHusA), ZaeT pe3yIbTaThl He HIDKe
YPOBHS, JOCTUI'aeMOT'0 B JaHHBIY MOMEHT CTaTUCTUYECKUMHU CUCTeMaMu Ha MaTe-
puaJie pyccKoro A3bIKa. B aToM ciydyae MBI MOXXeM roBOpUTh, 4To CRF MeTo/ He xyxke
WJIY JaXKe JIy4lle APYyTUX, paHee pa3paboTaHHBIX MeTOZOB. [1oy4eHHBIN pe3ynbTaT
MBI OyZleM CpaBHUBAThH C Pe3yIbTaTaMU CTaTUCTUYECKUX crcTeM. (CroBapHbIe CH-
CTEMBI IPEJICTABIISAIOT COOOU APYTON TIOAXOI.)

3azauy oInpejeNeHUA YacTH pedH, TpaJUIMOHHO paccMaTpUBaeMylo
B IPUKJAJHBIX CHCTeMaX KakK 3aZiady KjacCUOUKAIIUM, PeIlaloT C IIOMOIIbIO
1) meroza omopHBIX BeKTOpPOB (SVM [Giménez 2004]), afzanTUpOBaHHBIN I
MHOTO3HaYHOU Kiaccudpukanuu,2) HMM [Brants 2000] u psga zapyrux (AP,
ME u T.11.) METOZIOB.

151 eBpOIeiCKUX A3BIKOB (M IMpeKJie BCero aHITIUHCKOr0) CTaTUCTUYeCKIe
Tarrepsl yxxe zapHo [Brants 2000] npubiau3unauck U npeogosuenu 6apbep B 97 %
[Manning 2011]. B ciyyae pycckoro sisblka cuTyanus nHasd. [louTu Bce ydact-
HUKH COPEBHOBaHUA MOP(DOJIOTHYECKUX TTapcepoB, npoirezaiero B 2010-m rogy

2 http://www.Isi.upc.edu/~nlp/SVMTool/
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[JIsmeBckas u gp. 2010], mpeacTaBAsSIN HHCTPYMEHTHI, B KOTOPBIX paboTalu aj-
rOPUTMBI, OCHOBaHHbIE Ha IpaBuiax. [lo gopoxke PoS-tagging OBLI JOCTUTHYT
pesyibTaT, 6MM3KUH K abCcoNIOTHOMY: 99,4 % IpaBUJIBHO ONpeJeleHHbIX YacTel
peun. UTo KacaeTcs, YPOBHA KadyecTBa CTaTUCTUYECKUX CHCTeM, B pabore [Sha-
roff, Nivre 2011] onuceiBaeTcs TarTep, oOy4eHHBIN Ha Kopryce SinTagRus, moka-
3aBmui pesyabrar 97 %.

B mHacroAmeit pab6oTe MbI IPOBOAUM CpaBHEHHe MEXAY IOJyYeHHBIM
CRF-knaccupukaropoM, Tarrepom paspaboTku CrTeHPOPACKOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA
u TreeTagger'om3, KOTOpHBIE ABJIAIOTCA CBOOOLHO pPacIpOCTPaHAEMBIMU KaK B BHJE
TIPUJIOKEHUH, TaK U B BUJZIe UICXOJHOTO KOJa.

Pa3mep obyyaromero kopuyca 2.2 MIH. coBo$opM, TecToBoro 670 ThIC. CJIO-
BodopM. Kak u B ciydae 3a7a4ul BBIZEJNIEHNS CYIHOCTEH, OCHOBHYIO 9acTh 000X
KOPIIYCOB COCTaBUJIM COOOIIEHNA HOBOCTHBIX JIEHT HA Pa3HYIO TeMaTUKy. PasmeTrka
KOpIIyca NMPOU3BOAMJIACH C IIOMOIIBI0 MOP)OTIOINYECKOI0 MOAYIA CUCTEMBI «AHa-
nuTUYecKuil Kypbep» [Kucenes 2007], Hambosee YacTOTHBIE CIyYal OMOHUMUU
pasmevaysnch Bpy4uHyIo. CIIMCOK BbIZeNAeMbIX JacTed pedd ObLI OrpaHUYEH BO3-
MOXXHOCTAMMU CUCTeMEI (Tak, HallpuMep, COBCEM He BBIJIe/IANNCh YaCTUIbI U MeX/0-
MeTHA — U Te, ¥ APyTHe 0NN B KaTEeTOPUIO «IIpodee» U OBIIN 0003HAYEHBI B pa3-
MeTKe OJJMHAKOBBIM TOI'OM).

4. Pe3syinbTaThl
4.1. NER

PesynbraThl TecTupoBanus NER npezcraBiers B Tabs. 3-5. JIyuiiue pe3yib-
TaThl IOKA3bIBAJIN MeTOZbI onTuMu3anuu Averaged Perceptron u Passive Aggressive
Ha TPpUIpaMMHOI Mozenu. MaMepeHus IPOBOAUINCH KaK IO IATH, TaK U IO TpeM
tunam cyuHoctei (Tabs. 3 u 4).

TOYHOCTD U IOJTHOTA PACCYNUTHIBAJINCE 110 CJEAYIOMUM GOopMyIaM:

6) Precision = L *100%
A+C+D
A
7) Recall =—*100%
A+B+C

371ech A — KOJIMYECTBO BEPHBIX CpabaThIBAHUI CCTEMBI;
B — x0/1M4ecTBO IPOITYyCKOB;
C — KOJIN4eCTBO C/Iy4yaeB TUNU3AlUU HETUIIU3UPOBAHHOM CYIIHOCTH;
D — TUI CyIIHOCTH ONIPe/eIEH HEBEPHO.

DTOT )K€ MPUHIIUII OLIeHUBaHU S UCTIOIb30BAJICSA U /151 3314, Pa301paeMbIX HUXKE.

3 http://www.ims.uni-stuttgart.de/projekte/corplex/TreeTagger/
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Tabn. 3. OueHka ka4ecTBa onpeaeneHus NaT TMNoB
CYLLHOCTEN C pasHbiM1 METOAaMK ONTUMN3aLMY

NAME GEO ORG PROD EVENT | Cpeanee
ToyHOCTBH
AROW 91,36 89,57 83,49 75,08 77,61 83,43
L2SGD 91,19 89,52 83,88 70,14 75,69 82,09
LBFGS 91,39 89,53 84,25 69,95 76,05 82,23
PA 92,79 91,26 85,61 75,01 79,22 84,78
AP 92,58 91,22 85,23 76,09 79,43 84,91
ITonHoTa
AROW 93,85 94,05 86,48 84,02 80,65 87,81
L2SGD 93,61 94,22 87,23 84,28 83,27 88,61
LBFGS 93,57 94,34 87,10 83,39 83,32 88,34
PA 94,17 95,08 87,92 86,5 83,23 89,38
AP 94,23 95,01 88,02 87,14 83,84 89,65
F1
AROW 93,60 91,75 84,96 79,30 79,10 85,54
L2SGD 92,38 91,81 85,53 76,71 79,34 85,15
LBFGS 92,47 91,87 85,65 76,08 79,52 85,12
PA 93,48 93,13 86,75 80,34 81,17 86,98
AP 93,39 93,08 86,60 81,24 81,57 87,18

Tab6n. 4. OueHka kadecTsa onpeaeneHua Tpex TMoB CYLLHOCTEN
(pesynbTaThl NOKa3aHbl TONbKO 415 ABYX METOO0B ONTUMM3aLIMM)

NAME GEO ORG CpeaHee
TouyHoCTb, %

AP 92,52 91,39 85,02 89,64
PA 93,05 91,47 85,5 90,01
I[TonHoTa, %

AP 93,48 93,99 82,38 89,95
PA 93,25 93,96 82,23 89,81
F1,%

AP 93,00 92,67 83,68 89,78
PA 93,15 92,7 83,83 89,89

HeckosbKO MeHblINe 3HAYEHUsI TTOJHOTBl U TOYHOCTH JJISL IPOAYKTOB U CO-
OBITUI OOBSICHAIOTCSA HEJOCTATOUHON cOaTaHCUPOBAHHOCTBIO UCXOAHOTO KOpITyca:
IIPOZYKTOB U COOBITUI B TEKCTaX BCTPEYAETCS TOPa3/o MeHbIIE, YeM re000bEKTOB,
¢dusnyeckux u opuandecKkux aui (cm. Tabi. 1).
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HecMoTps Ha TO, 9YTO BaXKHBIM IIYHKTOM HaIllero HCCJIeZOBAHUA OBLIO KaKoe-
b0 OTCyTCTBUE NMPef0O6PabOTKU TEKCTA, MBI IIPOBEJIH TECT C HOPMaJIHU30BaHHBIM
TEKCTOM, B KOTOPOM BCe CJIOBA IIPHUBeZEHHI K clIoBapHOi ¢opme. Hopmanusanus
B CpeZIHEM He MeHseT pe3yabTaTel (cM. Tabur. 5).

Tao6n. 5. CpegHre 3Ha4YeHNst NOHOTHI U TOYHOCTY NpY ONpeneneHnn
TPex 1 NATX TUNOB CYLLIHOCTEN NpY HOPManmn3aLymnm Cnos

TouHoCTb, % | I[TotHOTA, % F1, %
IIaTh TUNIOB 84,76 89,67 87,06
Tpu Tuna 90,52 89,97 90,22

PesynbTraThl, omy4eHHbIe ¢ moMolnbio Mmetoga CRF, cpaBHUBaIUCh ¢ pyrumMu
MeTOoZlaMH Ha TOM ke Kopiyce (cM. Tabs. 6 u 7): MEMM 1 06BIYHBIM CJIOBAPHBIM Me-
TozoM (o603HaueH Dict). MEMM 6511 BBIOpaH, TOCKOIbKY, Kak U CRF, mpuHagIeXuT
K IUCKPUMHHATUBHBIM MeTOZaM, B OTIn4Ke oT reHepatusHoro HMM. CioBaps ayia
CJIOBApHOT'O METO/A OBLI IMOTyYeH U3 00yJarlell BBIOOPKU. PacyeThl TPOBOAUINCH
KaK /IJIs TpeX, TaK U I IIATYU TUIIOB CYLHOCTeH.

Tabn. 6. CpaBHUTENbHBLIE PE3YIbTaTbl MOAHOTLI Y TOYHOCTY NPK
onpeaeneHny N9tV TMNOB CYLLHOCTEN, NOy4eHHbIe PasnNYHEIMU METOAaMY

Dict MEMM CRF
ToyHOCTB, % 90,35 89,08 84,91
IloxuoTa, % 46,64 72,63 89,65
F1, % 59,39 79,89 87,18

Tabn. 7. CpaBHUTENbHbIE PE3YNbTaThl MOAHOTHI U TOYHOCTU NP
OnNpeaeneHnn TREX TUMNOB CYLLIHOCTEN, NOYYEeHHbIE Pa3INYHBIM METOAAMMN

Dict MEMM CRF
TouyHOCTB, % 94,04 93,26 90,01
ITonHoTa, % 55,37 75,80 89,81
F1,% 69,60 83,59 89,89

Kak u ciezoBano oXXuzaTh, IpocTas cI0BapHasa pa3MeTKa /aeT BEICOKYIO TOY-
HoCcTh (0k0Js10 90 %) mpu HU3KOM norHoTe (47 %). CrefyeT 3aMeTUTh, YTO TOYHOCTD
cjoBapHoOro Mmetoza He gocturaeT 100 %, T.K. OZHa U Ta XKe CyLIHOCTb MOXKET OTHO-
CUTHCSA K pa3HbIM TUNaM. HanpuMmep, B IpeaiokeHun «Kpemab 0an nonams Kuesy,
ymo...» Kpemas v Kuee BHITIOTHAIOT QYHKI[UIO IOPUANYECKOTO JIMIIA, HO HE Teorpa-
¢duryeckoro Ha3BaHUS.
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Hawunyumue pesynbrarhl gaa Metoza MEMM nokasas MeToZ ONTUMU3ALUU
Averaged Perceptron. Kak BUZHO U3 TabIuI], pe3ylbTaThl CPABHUTEIbHBIX METO/IOB
ycrynatort 1o Fl-mepe metozny CRE.

4.2. CeHTUMEHT-aHaJIu3

Pe3ynbTaThl TECTUPOBAHM A IIOKA3aIH, YTO HAWIYYIIYIO TOYHOCTh IIOKA3bIBAIOT,
OTIAITH XK€, ONTUMU3AIMOHHbIE MeToAbl Averaged Perceptron u Passive Aggressive,
npuYeM JJs TPeX U YeThIpeX-IPaMMHBIX IOCTPOEHUU pe3yJabTaThl MOJIYUYUINCH
MPUMEPHO OAMHAKOBBIMU C HEOGOJIBIIUM IEPEBECOM Y YETHIPEX-TPAMMHOI'O OKHA.
B Tabsn. 8 mpuBeZeHAa TOYHOCTb IMOJYYEHHON YeTHIPEX-TPAMMHOU MOZENH [JIs
meToza AP (TTomHoTa Bciogy coctaBuia 100 %, MOCKONBKY OOBEKTHI TOHAJBHOCTH
OBLIY 3a/]aHBI 3apaHee.)

Tabn. 8. To4HOCTb ONpegeneHus knacca
obbekTa ToHanbHocTU MeToaom CRF

Kunacc TouHOoCTB, %
HeraTuBHBIN 84,44
[To3UTHUBHBIN 84,89
HeliTpanbHbIN 90,93
Cpeznnee 86,75

HecMOTpst Ha TO, YTO CAMBIM TMOMYJSPHBIM CTATUCTUYECKUM METO/OM CEHTH-
MeHT-aHaiu3a TekcTa aBasgeTrcsa Metos SVM [Liu 2010], Mbl /151 cpaBHEHUSA Pe3yib-
TaTOB TECTUPOBAHUS UCIIOIH30BaH METO/I, OCHOBAHHBIH Ha IpaBuiax. Ha aToy Hac
OBLJIO 1BE TPUYUHBI:

1. SVM knaccuduuupyeT JOKyMEHTHI (IIPEAJIOKEHHA) OTHOCUTEIBHO UX I10-

JISIpHOCTHU 6€3 KaKOH- 1100 IPUBSA3KHU K 00BEKTY TOHAJIBHOCTH. B Hallem aJ-
TOPUTMeE IIPEAIOoIaraeTcsi, YTO MOJSIPHOCTD XKECTKO CBsI3aHa UMEHHO C 00'b-
€KTOM TOHaJIbHOCTH (06'bEKT TOHATBHOCTH OBLT OZHUM 13 pakTopoB CRF4).

2. BMeTOJie, OCHOBAHHOM Ha IMPaBUJIaX, HE TOJIBKO 3a4aeTCsA 0ObEKT, OTHOCH-

TeJIbHO KOTOPOTO OMpe/esAeTCs TOHATbHOCTD, HO M UCIIOJIb3YETCS TOT JKe
Habop TOHAJIBHBIX CJIOBApe U MIUPTEPOB, NPUIAUUX JUH2BUCTMUUECKUTL
CMbLCL pe3yibmamy.

CpaBHeHUeE C pe3yJbTaTaMU PyYHOI'O TECTUPOBAHUSA METO/a CEHTUMEHT-aHa-
JIM3a, OCHOBaHHOTO Ha mpaBuiax (Tabs. 9) [Pazelskaya 2011], moka3siBatoT 6oee
BBICOKYIO cTerneHb TouHocTu CRF.

4 B mpunnuine, MetoZ SVM H03BOJeT cAeaTh NPUBA3KY K 00BEKTy MOHUTOPUHTA, HO 3TO
CKOpee MCKYCCTBEHHBIN NPUeM, CBI3aHHBIN ¢ 0c060i KOMIIOHOBKOW BEKTOPOB, a He JIEK-
CHKO-CEMaHTHUYeCKUMH XapaKTePUCTUKAMU TOHAIBHOCTH.
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Tabn. 9. KayeCcTBO CEHTMMEHT-aHanmsa, OCHOBaHHOIO Ha NpaBmnax

cMUu Biorocdepa

ToyHOCTH, % 86,66 80,42
ITonHoTa, % 82,37 68,88
F1,% 84,46 74,20

DTO MOXKeT OBITh BEI3BAHO PasHBIMU IIPUYMHAMHY, OJHA U3 KOTOPHIX Ta, YTO
06y YaroLUIMil KOPIIYC COCTABIISIICS IKCIIEPTAMU BPYYHYIO, I0O3TOMY JIHIIEH Pa3HOTO
pOZia «KPUBBIX» TEKCTOB C TPYObIMHM HapylUIEHHUSMU I'DAMMAaTHKU U CUHTaKCHCA,
B TO BpeMs KaK MOJEJIb CEHTUMEHT-aHalIrn3a Ha [IPaBUIax TECTUPYETCS Ha peajib-
HBIX TeKCTaX. JIpyroil IpUYMHON MOBBILIEHUS KAYeCTBA MOT MOCIYXKUTh YAOOGHBIN
dbopmar TBUTOB: KOPOTKHeE coobmeHus He 6osee 140 CHMBOJIOB He HMEIOI[He CJIOXK-
HOU MepapXu4yecKol CUCTEMBI, KaK, Haipumep, 6J10rU UIu GOPYyMBI.

4.3. Part-of-Speech tagger

Jnsa POS-tagger’a UCIIONIb30BAINCH Te K€ ONTUMU3AIMOHHEIE AJITOPUTMEL, KO-
TOpble IIepevyrcyIeHsl B paszene 3. [IoCKOJIbKY MBI He CTaBUJIN cebe IIesblo uccie-
ZI0BaTh Ka4eCTBO KaXKIOT'O U3 ITUX QJIFOPUTMOB, TO IIPUBEZEM TOJIbKO HAMJIY NN
pesynbraT (Tabs. 10). OH 6BLI MOJMyYeH C TIOMOIIbIO anroputma Passive Aggressive
(BTOpPBIM IO KauecTBY ObLT MeToZ Averaged Perceptron) Ha TpUrpaMmax, ¢ UCIOJIb-
30BaHUEM «XBOCTa» CJIOBA JJIMHEI TPU U rpadpeMaThudecKuX XapaKTEePUCTUK, YIIO-
MHUHaeMbIX B II. 3.1. OTMeTHM, YTO yIOMAHYTHIH B [Manning 2011] 6aprep B 97 %
NIPaBWJIBHO KIacCUUIIMPOBAHHBIX YacTel pedy B HallleM CIydae IPaKTUIEeCcKHU J0-
cruraercs: 96,7 % (cm. Tabi. 12).

Tabn. 10. OueHka pesynbrata 4acTepeyHor knaccupukaumm

TouyHoCTB, % | ITo1HOTA, % F1, %
BurpamMMsbl, HHBIX IapaMeTPOB HET 90,70 86,66 88,22
TpurpamMmel, UHBIX IapaMeTPOB HET 88,14 85,99 86,91
TpurpamMmmsbl + «XBOCTbI» AJINHBI 3 93,79 92,47 93,10
«XBOCTBI» JJIMHBI 3, 6€3 n-rpaMm 76,32 73,29 74,28
TpurpamMmsl + «XBOCTBI» AJIUHBI 3 + 94,95 93,43 94,14
rpademaTnyeckye XxapaKTepPUCTUKHU

Jlisi HauJTydniero ciaydvas IpuBoAuTcs Tabuuiia (Tabu. 11) ¢ mokasaTensiMu Ka-
yecTBa KiaaccudpuKaIuu AJjs KaXK/[0T0 BhIZIEISIEMOT'O YaCTEPEYHOTO Kiacca.



Conditional random field models for the processing of Russian

Tabn. 11. PesynbTaTsl kKnaccudukaummn Ans Kaxaom BbAeNaemMon 4act peym

OTHOCHUTEe/bHAsA BCTpe-
YacTtpb 4aeMOCTh YacTepey- ToyHocTb, | [IonHOTA, F1,
peuu HOro KJjacca, % % % %
CyLieCTBUTEIBHOE 30,42 96,03 96,98 | 96,50
[TpunararenxpHOe 9,40 92,45 92,16 | 92,30
I'naron 9,12 98,32 98,86 | 98,59
[Tpuyactue 0,76 82,37 82,58 | 82,48
Jleennpruyacrtue 0,24 94,80 90,11 | 92,40
Hapeuue 4,17 96,43 96,07 | 96,25
I[peasor 9,83 99,39 99,61 | 99,50
Coro3 5,92 99,40 99,54 | 99,47
YucauTtenabHOE 0,64 90,27 89,22 | 89,74
YucauTeabHOE, 1,56 92,80 94,78 | 93,78
3amycaHHoe
nudpamu
MecTonMeHU1e- 1,20 99,31 99,84 | 99,57
CyIIeCTBUTENIbHOE
(TmuHOE)
OcTanbHbIE 3,65 98,89 98,68 | 98,78
MeCTOMMEHU
CokpalieHue 0,35 96,69 82,23 | 88,88
3HaK MpenuHAHUS 17,54 99,97 99,88 | 99,93
«OcTanpHOE» 4,66 84,68 79,35 | 81,93

Yro6sI comocTaBUTh KayecTBO CRF-Tarrepa, ObLIN UCIIOIB30BaHBI IBa Apyrye
nHcTpyMeHTa. OcHOBY CTeHGOPACKOro Tarrepas cocTaBlIsgeT MeTo MaKCHMaTbHON
suTponuu [Toutanova 2000, Manning 2011]. B cBoto ouepenb, uHCTpyMeHT TreeTag-
ger (mpezcraBieHHbIH eme B [Schmid 1994]) ucnonb3yeT MapKOBCKUE MOZEIU U Jie-
PeBbs pelleHUH i OLeHKY BepPOATHOCTH ITIepexoa MeXAY COCTOTHUAMU. O6ydeH-
Has MOJeJb IS PyCCKOTO A3bIKa Oblia nonrydeHa Cepreem IIapoBBIM U HAXOAUTCS
B OTKPBITOM JIOCTYIIES.

B Tabnuie 12 npuBoAUTCS CpaBHEHUS KayecTBa MeToZoB’. [Tog Accuracy B 1aH-
HOM CJIy4ae IOHMMaeTCs IPOLEHT IIPaBUIbHO KJIACCUGUIIPOBAHHEIX CJIOB OT 00B-
eMa TeCTOBOTI'o KopIryca.

5 http://nlp.stanford.edu/software/tagger.shtml
6 http://corpus.leeds.ac.uk/mocky/russian.par.gz

7 TpPYAHOCTB COIIOCTAaBJIEHUA Pe3yIbTaTOB COCTOAJIA B TOM, 4TO A1 TreeTagger’a MbI MCIIOb-
30BaJId 3apaHee OOydYeHHBIE MOZENIH C 3aZaHHBIMU YaCTEPEYHBIMH KJAcCaMU, KOTOPbIE
He MTOJHOCTBIO COBIIAIY C KJIaccaMU Hallei paameTku. TakuM 06pa3oM, B CPaBHUTENbHYIO
TabJIUIy TTONaJy TOJBKO Pe3yJbTaThl II0 COBHABIIUM KjaccaM. B ciydae CteHdpopackoro
Tarrepa IpoBepsAJIOCh IlepecedyeHre 10 BCeM KiaccaM, IOCKOIbKYy CTeHPOPACKUIN Tarrep
obyuasicst Ha TOM ke Kopiryce, uTo 1 CRF-Tarrep.
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Tabn. 12. 3HadeHne F1-Mmepbl 419 TPEX CUCTEM

Accuracy, %

Stanford 79,39
TreeTagger 93,33
CRF 96,75

5. BsiBOABI

B crarbe moka3zaHa npuMmeHuMocTh CRF-MeToza B 06paboTke TeKCTa Ha pyc-
CKOM fA3BIKE Ha IIpUMepe 3aJad BblJieJIeHUs UMEHHOBAHHBIX CyIIHOCTeH, CeHTH-
MEeHT-aHa/Jn3a KOPOTKHUX BBICKA3bIBAHWM, YacTepeyHol kiaccudukanmu. Ilomy-
YeHHBIE pe3y/IbTaThl CPABHUBAIOTCA C JAHHBIMU, [T0JIyYEHHBIMU C IIOMOIIBIO IPYTUX
MIOZIXO/IOB K paccMaTpuBaeMbIM 3azadaM. Kak okasbelBaloT pe3yibTaThl TECTOB, Me-
TOJ| YCJIOBHBIX ciaydaiiubix noseit (CRF) MoxeT cocTaBUThH CYIeCTBEHHYIO KOHKY-
PEeHIIUIO PYyTUM CTaTUCTUYECKHUM MeTO/aM, MCII0Ib3yeMBbIM IIPU IMHTBUCTUYECKON
06paboTKe TEKCTA.
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