E

Mg AR, H T BolA 5
WEe Ao okt AT Foko] F
FATF WA FAe] o] FjAE sHeH,
1986 = ¥SAGAL] AQ9-& o}
‘B 2EF gz 3t AR AT B9
‘Addel A= JExAF g 3dAY
9o AFFA s Fo4A ¥ . 2
FAE wF o Ao AL AEd
dojgste} AN APEAN Hol &
A7 dEe, 4T FA, AP
Aol AAHq Ex Aog o EEINE
A Eg AFY .

YT AF o)A A AA o] o}
A Az, FFggdd g FHie 54
Az dFFAA 24, 1986l AFPwm
olA 3AdE Etm v F
HAAZHA g€ AL FAFAA G o
Z5 & F9d. EA A 7 AAzA
A9 AAAgz g, F4AxE 2
2§ o wlo] A= basicalz §FA el Aol
AL,

o] Yol JEFokG Agd FH,
F84 Fol FHAS Y&, oAH,
AAET &5 2ol §F 4+ A+
= AdA FA L] dF4=, aFHH
Aol oyt . ARt =
SEFokol A a5t ofye), Fazm Re}
AL, 2F gU3AE 2&d F44
g ofJ & =g ¥ FEd FHIJ4
9 A zg, FAde A¥9E =g
% g el FAHAA AL g2g
g

A Fekz el AFgEd, 4 1

B
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1=

AFE dejol e ¥4 & Tz gon,
A o7l % 2F, F4A A4 Fd
3z, A 2A3s FolEYY FH4
AR 2 ABE FFE, LkRA, A
Z AZolA oA m4st B
UCLAS AA ¥ digtd Af4 ad, 4
Ful 2art st gt A 34
RE ALAANA Y49 259 2 gol
gz JEY, ol & FAH HolgdE v
A FEANE AxdE nidd. =
44 A% FFAor FAsd A4
71E FA4elztz & 4 A

7 ARy ARAYA & F A=F
7] 918 A lexiconolt §4}+ 9¥], &
3 ovle 43w E%a ohis, WA
AA, A9 Agd ol 27]7A, FylA
FE2 YFUSG. AF dojol &AM &
4 98, 2" Add A
23 A4, 4, 28z YA E
ZUA A48 2otz A F
ol FAA Agd A} $4 &4
9 BAE FAoz ¥ J99FE 9
8 Axdez Yo ngtm, gv|gd
A FA FE T Sl Y ®
g g A& A5 dF5UD. A
d AFA Hdd cEezyE, o5 A%
ol¢k/ls 2  ¢A%h, unification-based
grammar, & F@¥HERE FT34
=4, GPSG, LFG, HPSG, Categorial
Grammar, 332} el & Fo} o]&4 utg
o] HesHch =¥ YFAA A 34
29 ARF $95F0] LFGe] ¢ zsf
o %9 parserz} & 4 gl Korean
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Syntax Analyser(KSA)et: mag
AT AFEA TEIY =, ‘%v.i’-i
ol AL A st ZolfdA & H A4
Y},

AR ER QoA E, I o EF
2 4 (theory-neutral) o] &k w2 4] ul A
Sz gded, i oEdzz H&3
T+ AE 28T 2y ¢ STk SlEY
ot ot HA A ZFIE oo sa A,
FAZAE AddefA v JA M
A AR Fad A4 9 3jvd ma-
chine-readable®dt A4, % computer®
£2E AFE] F¥ F v zH@
database7} Qv AAYYG. A
Hornby'} Longman Dictionarye] o] ]
Hol g+ 49 2=, F, s FE
9] frameg g SARLE 2T FA ol
T 4 ged, 48 T ok =g
3 Abdel devst zEf 1Al &
1953 it Aol d o &
2 1A% 9. A% LFG, HPSG, KPSG
42L& RYg AAZ Ade Eojrle
e, zajz Ao EF A W AAA
A AT Fo] AT FE A" &
T Ay A2z Fdxe ofd
g Eo o JE A8 449
FE2Y AA 3z, o7l g A4E F
Aoz 3ld AFgu| ol AYHA G
£7 e ol dAldl AF i

gde AR FotilEe, HHIZVA,
Stanforde] CSLIeA Az g A
< J14 ke o gl Fade, ¥F
o AddoAe] =gol " F e
ko 2 volstok A &zt A
&5,

g A o, 2EE o714 floor
o Al ¥4 FEL LEF Fsch

m‘l i W

ol FAREIFA A o =AY FF
AR AAES aAMd A AEl 3
oA oloksld FAA L.

DYZ AT AA4EA
FUeh, ozt ¥ EA  #e]  written
languages ‘BAtel’ =z &3z spoken
data® ‘Fol’=t F4lewl, FF ‘A4ab
o’ g ‘F-Fol’2 3w ojdzt = A
ol Al AAlg ALY},

HELR  FolE 9 A FNE EF
Yt

o2 d, s AA AL
2 AL AL okt ‘gAeld B ¢
B3 ol AEd, 9 #HEFHY 9
A% B2d FAA d5d. AFAG
e 24 AAE Az, ATE
¢ 2IHE 22 gEH, ofF

PRI

ﬂl

dd EAYE AFFAE AR

UBRE: 2 o A= o BE
¢ =3 84, A 24 AR AFH
s 7ol Fv At BE AL o
= EA9e 2EA IdF] B4
o2 4F 22 ¢ ANE 439 3

v 28 Hge
b, AAEe AL 23 AY 2e
9 EE, 28Ys & £ ZE A
FE9 FX computerd] inputd 2w %
ok, B4 £E W, Helzy] Fol A
A9 A EA=se Addch dde 2
ol9] AA EHIA FFHUAT? 44
g Fol el £d & Aok
o] & Aok st LA AHN=E A
7 Rd2d At gsds 2y
7, FAAYLEAN EEE Az o
Aol TFold gz A2 AL, A4
Aoz ol AAAA gEde 99

,}°ﬂ %4 ‘H-%—
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AolA, ZAe 3o F& Bl 1
woE gele obddd. A 2¥&
AR ALY A4 248 =3 A
2, FHRAAAL?

ME 1 FF ‘ALY g & %3
E ALZ Jfsid HA &7 444
U, & dEo] geAw ugy
A4 L.

o[2jgt: ol g A4dA T /R =
Fzg st 28dt AAA BE

£ 2 3R wepol dote wol
A8

017I 8 : ¥4 ZEdag 31 ¢HA
g, BE d& REx dokd e,

Olo)gt: zalv] $el7t &ulE, H4
€€ olosta, ® AJA ‘AEY =

' & ol ops e, 1A o] 44 ¢l con-
text ol Al g Fol 27 Hole A4
EEge el oA EEF s oo
74 ol 4Acl g o] HALES,

o7l g lole, =¥A g5, o
Yatd, 7t AgelE JAle]E A4
o]zt AL finited}sz, incompleted ]
t}. completesictz AA L 31w A S
g 4 gFvch 284

ojeigt: 2 s, A oA AEE
sl sy dF oA slAd RE
background A 4], common sense,... o]
d Ag EF Yo £

0721 & : oz, zed <GV,
common sensex® t©} Jo]F3, ..o $-7
7t AARAEE AAE dEHZ e A
2 obdyyg, e o2 s A
7t ol &9 AR E dopof Fridl.
AAE ol &3td Folg I I
Aolz, Z1A7 d]ok¥ minimum task

b Food=kE AZdE T St
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7 o] taskyt A¥sE FE g
AT3s A oW Fobdl AfAgt &
Z gE Fojd WA REYH= &
FE Y&, 2847} BE Hde 2E
cta 3ok 2. ARE AAZTEH /]
AE ugdz S Aol ofdyrh 2
d AAE 2E T2 QT4

ofelgt: A w¥E HAAASTNE 4
vlej A, 2V, GEEd, o4 39
oA A J& AET gz H A
o gote 2@ %& - oT4E, At
A e} AR o) F4A wele
ol ] AEo] Ha Ao HAZE F
etz PEF GEA Pe W, 2ES
A 9k, 2213 backgroundyt com-
mon sense’} Y& AelolA AFo] A
2 A9 Adwo] gt 22z
A, €7 o 4GAd, A8
AL el AEAA AG
denialo]A], A& A wige] oA
Ea. adda, A4 gked 22
gz 84, 23L& ARuRE RIde
AAA AA SAES = 4FUY
AQdAAE o7 4FE& #dI}E A
A7 Atz s

0l7{2 v, =& o] 714+ natural
language processing g 3t 71 Al Y o},
o] AAdA TA Gl o] o] Sk
AEE dadd, deF] e 2
A . databaseed] =¥ informatione] &
o7} & A o}l 4. natural language
processing& W& 71 %5& #E AAdY
t}, o}% informationg Fx %z AE
o g digs dedd J& JAd
Eolok vk, 2V, o) AAE F
WAAged dilde A9 WA Fdelw,
2.4 g dolEE AlA Etn gAsiAd
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Hueh del g A = e Hag
A=t e Aoz, #& 4L dis-
course’l Eo] & wdut EAEE A9
Yreh, ze)x 2 discourser} Ahe}A i o
L 7)zkel Slul memoryst = A YA ok
Aoz 4.

MBI aRe g pyel HAYvta F
S5

HHE A 2 Fobdl AAA A4
A9 Yol =F YA Azt U4z
HAEUd. 4AA indirect speech act
e ¢ ol@h. computerd] 4
+ ojd 58§ techniqued A3 A
o] ¢l]2} Austino]y} Searld] o] 2& =
L# A, discourses] FHo] F-olojuk,
a2 A9 plane] Fololvk dtw AL ol
£3td A g, A5 of FAE 4F
A o) BREEC] §Esld o
W d¢ A} EAY AP
A ot Ao A dFE AL =
d3ted dojE Asdd, @A = A
W REAozye IFLEAY AHS s
F#Yh A7t sbEoE system® &
2oz HE4E AAE AHFAAY
plans} goalg o] 83t H 3}, =
Ao} oJ& A indirect speech act= &%
g FEAA ALE ¢ A5 2
AR 2E = AR B} AR L.

0718 A & wew d SAF

A2 Folst ojdie] Y&t I, A
2 Joes} Koedd Kim loves Jim o] 2
Z Pz A, 2@ o] AAE
Kime] 74 Jimo] ¥F¢gx <& ¥
a€ Ay, 2 ol golof ¥
vt &, 2 A% 2 3¢ 3¢+,
Joest Kimo] ¥Fo]a Jimo] ¥FQUA

ik ahe AEE wskt 9 em

HEE ¢ gleloF Fuirt. 2@ Holg
Yt

ol gt A w&Le SAdY AEE
e Afe], Adx z A o AE
o st AgE ¢ Avte Aol
< = AEse Ao A A4HA A
Fo] "o ook Avdl. wehA, A
A A AAHAd A FEE
BE Ao, AAdN ZEge Aol
g 4 g A4

Ab#| : presupposition failure & A
E AL & devrid BE 43 29
e ok ¥ Ao 4AYYt, 2
gul o] EAlE o] Ax® AR I}
3, oE dAFel gloAd, Adg 9
W QAN AddelA=s AR H
E3r89 A9 ol AEE A%
A Fojok & AdA ojEH FdH &
43 &9 Aty 2HH FAW =7
AsYd.

gt doj oA @He FHRFE
of Aol A2 Az Yved, A
ddeAa s e AA4RE F9A
29, o] F or A 94E At I
= I1EE olopd Eele FEoldd,
A7t o] Fofoll Jste] HdE AL 9
a2yl dFF dAE RAAFH. 2
A A AL AL ohiAg, AFA
A Agd AL A AW AR
&g Eo REF S

AR 2, 29 Chomsky hierarchyz}s
A Qed, FolE ofuq typeo] =
ook & Aok ¥ JEEF E & A4
FYet. type 0, type 1, type 2, type 3
#AA A 474R typed olokr] stEd,
AFAAE, type 01} type 3 A =
Aol e ¢tE =, type 10]t type 2
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A4 Q& Ad Aolgtz A Eo] ud
A sk dEE BFoEY WY
£ type 0o Fl7tE Aoz, &7
%X @ol wgon, HZT GB ol
rule-based formalismel 4] principle-based
formalismeo.2 A #l#o] Az Y&
Aulol7} AEel type 2+ type 1o 7
714 ¥4 formalismojebz el A
% 9%Jth. GPSG #3444 Gazdar:
GBol&¢ ¢A43 YA=zz FIFHAA
g, Pollard Z& A g HIo AA 2
2 29A& 9o oot glA L.

%55 2%, information-based theory7}
FL Aolgx oopritz JFve. 2
H7, od $¥o] A= 3+ infor-
mationg #F 71€F F Aejof A= A
o] &. LFGY HPSG, GPSG, CGs} &
A Aol gl A o] $3t3 Y= modelE ol
Aol gt AH FA4Y oJEEYrch

Ad2E, ozd 4% & vehie
el Folalzt & Aqdd, = 9
o224 AA FHoloJof At £33 F
stz dFYch. F §$4-54 7] matrix
2 XFEE § oA AFg FH79 in-
formationo] &t =, % phonology, syntax,
semantics 4 A] o] & pragmatics7} A & 73-
EEE & A& olEolook o Ad
Yt

A, o4 dFT AYAEE AYF
=2 Az g, g o8 A
AYEAA olv AAssAq, T
71Ed FA3E o)EBE FRIwNEH
(unification-based grammar)e]zta 3
2, g o2 g o R
oa & 4 dFdd.

Atg] L ARzl o]l A
F AAZAQA T2 A 434 A

b7k g

£ 243

AA EY¥ 28 7184 phonology, mor-
phology, syntax, semantics®] 7} levele]
Aeldd dF7 AddolAe] g A
st FAEA e EAd A3
& FAR zggEY .

HHH (AP AF FAAdTFEdA
FFTFEH system URTE & &
2% implementations] ©)27]74A A
Fo g #5dddd A 42
olgisl el AHE 2R 49 uni-
fication-based grammar, o] &% JPSG
1} HPSG, GPSGl# Roli= BHAY
E olEES =98y 8 wa T4
A FolrnAd AU FA4& 3, A
7o} wekA] Z79] implementationg A
=28 22 e 4494 )

2E FAN AQdAAE Y o] B W
geald, A 2EdANE 2EHAA
=, AddeAede fdele gk
ge Aoz AAze AL 2F AU
ol Bz A E F& olopA 2 4 3l
AsUth #ekd A gl T3 wh
E Hat 2T A AAL A
oekdleles Al o] 2T o
= {Fe AL oy AYAN AE B
o] FU ) ojE F o] B EE H4d com-
putere] Bl € 4 Y=k S Aol ¥4
¢lvl, A3 Eo] ®Bre]E computational
modelo] A9 ZAFA 4 RALE A
APV, A5 29 9A224%, GBe
E7}, 2419 unification-based grammar
golA e $9E¢ AR 4A
okm, $-4 computere] w}-$%-3 A+
- Z)olR 2. Fue]AE o] &l e Fo
FolThg e o] FAY ol
AAzZ, vl B oJEFo] Fglo
Yoz gdEd, Aol o E4¥ F I

Sodr fff 2
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a8z, o4 algorithmg & 4 9l
& ol &0l At Jrkol HAHAE 3
A4 i .

dAe AddeAd AeL AY ad
hocstelx & 4 gisvch, 24 vt
2| Aoz & 4 AU, Fr ol
€ A%z, A WE AL modeld
A5, algorithme& o}, A7d 4%
implementationg 3ho] of 3} ¢4 4
43¢ &% ¢85 xee vt com-
puters] $-e8 w3} IF olYHE
systemg SHEo] 59 ZFYol A%
EE & APk dEEe] A=
43374 YA S computers AR
24 R3ed, 2 o]%%E program
languge, hardware, 2| % operating
system % THE 942 Yok 3]
AEQ et 5 computersl ¢l ZHAte]
9] interfacest A Aol 3 o] FolA
g, dxsst 44 £ 5+ JAR L.
agA ge2H, fFY =FH4AH]
¥otAzm, AHFAE A4 gi=
¥ gt A4V

2FA HAAAGAAA R, ‘F
ol dE FodA T gog
AARES] 2 473 o g RTE
o] o= s ed, A E2ME A
€ 47 ZEEe devdh ‘A e
‘ZF71° (B A}) + ‘- (topicalizer) o] v} o}
el APAgel vk ste Addl, g
old Qo] Lxike] wel (F, €7}
Lz, WAzt Lxkd wteh) $E4
2.2 A% F gz B weA,
2o 23 FAe A2 dolg F

A, dEE], ‘Eo] mAzm A} =
EHAA EAAE, ‘Feol AdA #A

= 4 e HE A

olH¥ A4E

odd FHoz FAzen} = A4
Y =, ‘A¢AA gtowla 6384
2A g3 B, ‘AEE Ay
£ HEd' 9y ‘RS FHE & A
v 4 A AS5EL wEm, FH9
A4 92 ES daEd, ol 94
£ syntaxel A o|@A & Ao} &
Aol EAQY}. 2]z 828 oo
dA+ divide and conquergd Al o2 )
9 wo) A 2E phonology, morphology,
syntax, semantics, pragmaticsi' <&
Zhedl, Fd 29 2L modelo] w2
e AE EALYG @9 A49 2
L EAE dAT HAE £98 o9 3§
A9 semantics® AR slof sEd, =2
Aol lexicon levelo] 9] semanticsr}
A ohjdl 2¥A FEAL ofF AR
AU, A3 olE e A
o},

Zghe] o] ef’2 A 2P
AL A FREY 9 ‘olde A
Ae] wl Az’ ol 9lelA] parsing treest
Az G884, % dsd ARG A
9% 5= d¢ Aoz J4H 3, part
of speech® 43 Us Harl vz
4,

otz ZAFEZ AAIALAE $e] 2o
morphologys} 3 #38 etz AAs
A+&dl, LFG, HPSGel 9§ Sl
9] ¥4 introduction HAjd] gleow,
E, 28§ FHolEE0] o AL
gz 424 gadch and ¢
2l o] gdtAl ¢ x, 53 morphology
E oagdc. o=E7x9 morphology
= syntax®] ofdle] 99w, aspects)
tenset sentence Yo 2 veglo} H .,
ol AL A=A £3tnl speech act7t =
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A gsvch. dEE By 2d Z
& AX AX speech acte]l F3e A
d), o]AEE sentence ¢toll Fojnjaldd
A7t 54 AL, H4£F top-downs]
A%, AAATFNA Fete AdE ¢
s, S de 42 bottomupe s I
jzezA FAAA e AAol £
33 gdetz Fo 294 AHE com-
puterdlE AREF ¢4dod g A

ol yzdd 7 ALAAT - 5
AA Bl Aglzte] &8s o] & A
A3 242 F v A2E 899
o2 Addeld-2L AL AR
Holol & He st gvtx 2Hzdx 4
FY

AR L35t Qg A Fot d{d
A, &3] computational linguistics
E ‘Aaded etz &), o] A4
AAFE A4AFE e AR SO Ao
ol &l 2ol AAFE AL oldy
t}, computer7} 7] olAe] o}u] com-
putabilityzh& Adel gFYct. o8&
E o & oAAAx ol EAeIFelA
A4 &34, A€y @94, H44
B4 el 9l%o] computabilityzls A=
QA L., & computer AolA ojm T
o] o] F2of 3= AYYh dtasy
AXANE otz 2434 A4, context-free
4ol 9z & + sk context-
free o] 4ol W HAAAE algorithm
o] ZAstA %z A algorithmo] gl
o} St = ot A9 AFFTRA B
Ad v A, haltz} 57 AEQG

AME o, AR AT A o
A FFel e AFEC dH Eutol
@3 goAddEs AgoFa. gz
Aol sl AT EEAA T or HAF

< 245

Yeb, 2yl 49 A4 §4¥3
AAAA WREAN Rl linguistic
tools} computational toole] =-o] & o
g8 53 lexiconoll A& of# g3 ¥
3o & FAAF o

HYAE 1 9A, AddelAE lexical
analysis® 3=, Syntax, . semanticss}
pragmatics& Azl slA H &, AAH e
2 GBolE£¢ ¥ &3t ATl A AA
H g REe] o] &5l computabilityE
=8¢ o computer A7 Fi
formalism& ¢9Ut}. &80 GPSGE
Bl GPSG7} context-freeo] 7] =l Eol
computerq 2 7} 715 ¥ Aolel 4AP+=
o, 2AA LfgFUS. dAHA,
E 250 AAste o]&F°] computer
o 9% A Eilsstz, zEHEY
7, AddelE A= A 2 o
ot 72 heuristicsz} A ol
GE Fdssb ngselof A5t o
A g AL 2 FAAA  computerdtE
A E L o] 2R case by case®
AE A4std =z Axde A= &5
ARxEdH, w2 74 EGE FAH
Az F 4 g, 244 AR2E
syntax A& & o] & AA7 com-
puterd g o] B oiH$E AF}zZ A
= utE, syntax BrlE lexicone] A
€+ F=2, syntaxolA] dF& & AF
2o} context-free grammare] 71344 3}
3, Vola 45L& semanticstt ©hE
R EAA G4 e Aol dA4 A4
o] o]} ol ok AAAY AF
olet & 4 gA s

a3, 7 Foke] WA AHEAR
stz g 2 ZAAY, syntaxelA
93d AL JE FEer Eg R
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Uz, A lexicong o134 §FAd=1k
7 FAA A5 A4 2E5 AE
e Ao de Felst 109ke] Fe] H
7] Ao, o]E¢ 5 computerH 2o
A{Y 2 Agevhe AAA4AT &
e 294, 4559, Longman
Dictionary of Contemporary Englishi=
2,000 =to]§ key wordZ 3tz Qo
d, ol9 22 A" F4F dlE F
A 6.2 meaning postulater} semantic
decomposition F-& ©] &3}, computer
7t golA AHEE 4 U FHER 9T
£ Ad A A7 ojFdAx 9=,
E=% 22| & systemg %A WE Ao
ko] A3 o] Eo] Bel dFHZ YFY
% 2y obd 4G el AAd
AL obduch olAel ZAF machine-
readable lexicon®] A, ZFAd
HA4 AAAAAE ol ok S AA T, A
ddelAzld 4o JHFEL A
o olAe] JAM HE 4 e Ade
2 s} A kb4, computers} o] §
tool g o] §3td ot A82YH o §
EZg Aol ol 4% 4 31+ formato.
2 =k 8 F4 71 morphological
analysis ¥814 479 d87 d54
ot

syntaxe] ¥4 SlojAHE, zA F1
A FAol AFHe. wWA dofFg
4% toolZ=Al computerd oj &3t I
Aol gz, B AL4TE 3t ARE
AddelAE 7] Ast dol ol &
< Qs Adol gow, AHd #
Z tool®  $HA e ZEtR Yt ool ¥t
E AgEel &% 4 JEF Awd
tool® PATRI, Marcus Parser 9]
QAEd, 5L dAdFAEe] AJY o

L AZFY 25 9% A9V 9%
Zo}, Marcus Parser Chomsky$| o]
EF v
3 < 7tel competenceE checkdlr] §
3 utE systemo] ™, o] WEs A E
Az gz AZFo] o) gk £
A7 g, AddAAHE & A
F5.2 2t} heuristicdlz A7 E9 F
#lo} w¥ programg¢ ALFHAEd, =
g Ao 2 ATN, chart parsing®y
5ol ik, AAFAS) o 43 tool
L oy o] & Ys] Br}E case by case
1}, heuristicsE T @8}7) o] WA H
o] gt

semanticse] F3] oo R F1A
8. AE R4 del rdddv e}
5 2¢adEd, A5 1o Mon-
tague semanticsS- computer® A 2] 8}7]
£ 7% %, modal logice]*d pos-
sible world semantics w§old), o]
4 A qdojzc 2y,
Semanticsx®. }$tx, first-ordered pre-
dicate logice 2 Naslnd = Axd s
Qe APy}, first-ordered predicate
logico] computer® H & 4 v T
Azt & 4+ dew, AL delid,
Ad algorithmo] ZAdA 5. 2
- first-ordered predicate logicol =&
AUz A6 w& oulio] Ais =,
a4 dejdzed FHARGE GE
W Ae HTo] o]FelAz Frkam
T ¢ gAdFUd. @4 41 AFEE
A e8] heuristicdt semanticsE st
71 g}, FebAql o &1= procedural
semantics’: ¥ 4 ¢l&d), program =t

A7} semantics7t HE Aol &.

universal grammare] =

Situation

il e

pragmatics®E £.2§& B9l
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L7 AT A4 A=lgs gge] o
2 s}, indirect speech actE A
2317 AL 4dde 5494, &
A ubo] Folg dsjx sz, Udte F
dg o737t E4& B34 atti-
tude2 R} o)A FAT €2t 3
Fuch o] FANA, o EAMETGE 4
238 B 7ML A Hed, 9§ 4,
mutual belief7} I E7}e-3}= Aol &,
zE gz A& Z2A wgdd,
AAA o2 AEL =9, Adgled
A JARE 44 ¢dGE A4
vot, F& domaine A FHU F
e ALE AP WA £FE A4
3 2w A A5 248 Pelad
critical§ problemo] &} }4t v}¢}% com-
putational complexity7} 4 Al F7F
e tlolF A& = g9 dilemmad)
WA A gk, 2 YA, ol FAE
AgA 2HAA At e Aol A
e o Tuge] ohdst A2,
M AAgstz A} FUdlol
EFEAYE AHobg Aol ¥ 4 dA
+dl Ao §FJA computational lin-
guistics® %3} ‘Natural Language
Parsing’e] 2t A& W Aol YAE
t}. computer sciencedtE Abgro] o] A
& review & 2 & 27, AHEE par-
sing¢ld], AY  generationo] 33) A%k
gk dgniEs. A4
parsinge] 2Hsle, Fola  stringo] Fof
A del9 expressiono]} FAo] HEA
recognizedt Wi, F ¥4 did
¥l AT generative ruled ¢ F3id
Fol Wgel FXHE Aozt & + ¢
Y. ATE AAEAA AANSFH
8 3] parser®} generator A}o]g F

o] of7} 8} 3.

2 247

AL AFs4Ed, oo R4 A4 4
AdAA ZZ ook E FA =iy
Floh

E7I1M : AJAHM Yol A parserst gene-
rators] &4 & s 2= A5y
# parserg} 3}/ 2.} analysers} &
Zlol #4498, 714 Y 94 X engineering
problemo] Y7 = E <5 E morpholo-
gical analyser, syntactic analyser,
semantic analyser®Z Wy AFE A4
3= Aoz,

morphological analysere] s =2

Ae Dol £¥9UR. FdolE 44
HAg, dRejy @Fele F Azl

EAA L., A E RE AFAIE Y
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