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Improving Low-resource Dependency Parsing Using Multi-strategy Data Augmentation
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Abstract Dependency parsing aims to identify syntactic dependencies between words in a sentence. Dependency parsing can pro-
vide syntactic features and improve model performance for tasks such as information extraction,automatic question answering and
machine translation. The training data size has an significant impact on the performance of the dependency parsing model. The
lack of training data will cause serious unknown word problems and model over-fitting problems. This paper proposes various da-
ta augment strategies for the problem of low-resource dependency parsing. The proposed method effectively expands the training
data by synonym substitution and alleviates the unknown words problem. The data augment strategies of multiple Mixups effec-
tively alleviate the model overfitting problem and improve the generalization ability of the model. Experimental results on the uni-
versal dependencies treebanks (UD treebanks) dataset show that the proposed methods effectively improve the performance of
Thai. Vietnamese and English dependency parsing under small-scale training corpus conditions.
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Fig. 1

BE T 22 T 2 R AR A 1 4 B AR R R MR Y T IR
AT DLyE— A 4y g 3 T 55 8 10 J5 ¥ (transition-based) %) Fl
T K )7 8k (graph-based) V), A0 B T 58 19 )5 vl LA
F B F & B AR T B 7 2 MRS R Ty L H
AT RE R LS TETERN TR, CFA
D5 AR AR ARAE I R AT 4r 0 R 5 00 3 AN T 1w JF
JET K& W5 TAE A RBUERF T AR A 5 B AU

SR AEAR GRS T . © A BB RN Jr ik 09 P RE AR sk 3K 1%
RIFR BT R, X — [ AE 15 g i SRR IRIES L
Je WY YNBSS ™ TR Y AR 0 iR RS Y o 411
AR, LLBRE 09 UD B8 4 S 1], i 3 B2 09 = 4R L 4
H51. 7% . PEMEE FEAR TR AT L SR AR 45 5 th B it )
A ) A, S BRI A I R SR R HE R R 2 T K

AR SR AR BT R S5 A AR DU A3 A TR AR L T 2 SR e 1Y
B4R 38 oy SXOR ik sk BB ) R, 3 T ) ) 1 () S 1) S ) R
7 1 o AR A AL 3 10 ] SCAR) e A A ] 3 4 1 ) S 3 % Dt 1
B AR AT ARG . AT Mixup (977 85 W J2 78 ALK [
AL YR B 5 i) 5 W) SO #EAT IR A DL AR R LR
i) F U BT IR AT U SR . Ry S8 0k T B O vk 0 Stk L D
T A XA S5 A R8T ) e 2 AR Y, T AR SO O kL R
B DL NGB /N UD 4R 4 LT R S0, S0 2
HRW], B R Rl G 22 51 W Y B 1 T 3R T TR AR Ak A
BitE s LR PERE. ARSI TTIR AT A LIF 3 A5

(DA SO 22 W 14 HCHE 1 58 07 ik B T A ) ik 40 A
1555 o oA S i) L 81 v DL K B 2 B Tn) AR T 2 T )
o) e () S ) SR A A S B A T S A T R T N .

(D Z R Mixup BB B 58 W A Ul T A
o AP0 G Tl A, it T A Iz Ak RE

() I $E I ¥R E /N UD il 4 B g R 1 pr il
) LM, IFFE 4838 UAS BB T T4 2%,
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B A P 22 0 28 R IR 2 T TR A AR 5 AL B ST R A K
Ji | BT 2 4 B MR A ) i 4 A O T R, BT RS
PR AE S BT J7 12 1 SEVAEUR: M B 4 A 55 fRT AL Dl B0 R — A 1
SERY TR BT 55 AR5 R 03 28 g b AT B L P 9 Y SO AE T R
Chen 4™ 7 arc-standrad 5 3 45 (1) He il L4 757 5 b 25 ) 4%
N FH AR AT A5 A% BT e R bl 2 D 24 X e SR B VR SEAT AT 48
IR FB 0 37 J7 B0 oR SR R A Z RN 3 B X &R . Dyer
M AE arc-standrad B R G0 3Rl L B2 B — 4> 7 51 5
¥ 5 B il 25 R 24, B HE AR LSTM R 52 81 24 i) & 4 ik i) 3% T %%
B IR AT 2% . Andor S50 3 T 56 B (W 4 28 ) 45 45 4 3E
14 R 3 — A U 25 o o R Ry 8 U9 — Ak ASE TR 35 o 9 A 48 i 22 [7)
A, Nallani 0 78 3 F 7 88 00 1K 77 0 BT 2 8 19 BE Rt 42
T —F A 1T S0 2 9 f/INVRRAE BRAROK AR 3 2 4l

Schematic diagram of Thai dependency parsing
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U AE S BT J7 1 2 W MR A ) 3k 3 T RTS8 2 4 1 [ v
TR R A R IR, — R AR 1 43 F R R A R 17
JURR T8 19 o3 (4 245 2, I 78 22 )R O0 A AL | 92 B ek
A R BOKG B 48 R . Kiperwasser %507 3 H — b F i A7 2% 0F
A VI ZRRY BILSTM % 4% 89 45 1k 48 U7 12 . 9 6 FL R T
T T I B8 I il A A8 R R T AT % A BT A b 30 T AR T AR
FE AT 2% T S AR AT A AR AT AR . Dozat %5 ¥E Kiperwasser
U T AR R SERE I, 78 3 T B AR AE S AT 7 vk 1 R —
AN AL T BILSTM it i #5% 58 1F I 4k (49 i A 77 12, BV FHT 345
S A IR IR S ARAF AR 25 HEAT AT 43 Singkul 07 H
1B B M AR AT O VR L NE TR B AR A AR AT TR R R 5
ol 2% M AF 43 17 50 125, DA T I I MR A R 7 v R o i 2 A 2R
B R AE 43 B 0 B A0 P 90 2 DI 2 A TR o 2% ) A R
A BILSTM b #3X0 i) F57AiE LA A R0 52 IR 5 7 1) 8. Kul-
mizev % B 55 T ELMo Al BERT % b F SCi ik A 5 8 %f
MRAE ) 125 1 52 0, HCHE Ik T 5% 3% L T 161 10 07 s vh AT AR 4
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FLZS 5y 7= S R0 1 8] [, Zhang 251 FE 3 b AU B B
T 5 W) ST e 4 g 0 R T B BN . Xie 55U
S 1] 3 Y 2R BE AL R RS A O ORI AR B I S
A, Coulombe " I F SC A 35 11 44 46 1) J 2ok 9 1 048 L 4
A5 WG 15 2 (Bl 254k, 8 “Tt is awesome” 28 “It’ s awesome”,
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SR (14 H5CHIE 34 3 25 PR P k1 () 4] 109 [ SCR) B A i T 3k
HET Mixup ) 48 3558 75 = .



LA A G 2 AR R B e A B YRR A vk AT O iR

75

3 REIXiAE %K Mixup #HEIEE 7 %

TR VR A 20 B4R D5 ik BRI . %O IR Y B AHE
RN 1Al 2 7 AR AT R LKA 3 4 TR SR R (] S
BRI BE 5 BT T I S KA . 4 T SR KA 2 AT R i AT
Mixup B J7 5 W75 X5 5 A58 280 v il 52 A ] B BE A Mixup 74
BN ZRBOR AT HAF A T . AR TRAN A R 2 v i ] )
P [R] SCAR) St 1 140 3 Dy ok e 2 0L S5 A5 2R LA R T e AT 1 5
R 7 1

AR A &) X8 . ey .
mﬁ& sy [P WY I > Biaffine
=
[5] X 17] # Mixup [ Biaffine ZZ;!;}ZT%;E
et
B2 EARHERRE
Fig. 2 General framework
Hreden) gy
elele)
QOO
OO
OO

MLP: fyereder)py(areshead)
BILSTM: r;

Embeddings: x;

root ROOT

3.1 RINiR#EHE

AR SR I B B B SR I 1Y S 30T RO (] SO TR B, 1
Je 4y BIA AR B R I DL KB 1 (W] SCIR] B2, 7 Babelnet”
oA 35t T B3 8 1) [) LA B o 8K e ) S ] A Bk i ) 3 44 2
A (i 1 R SCiE]  B E 2 . [ S S e g
B, 22 1 PR Y TR SO SRR B, 6l a5 25 i R 45 ] R
o) 1 1 ) SCIR) 7 S 52 () SCT) B 4 ik R v, AR A D )1 £ 50 1)
R R AR ) B S R e, A ea A T oA B A
L 2 poEon dan 8 o & U SR o dsia.

1 ORI SGA LR

Table 1 Sample of Thai thesaurus
e R EEEE! B 2 Al R UA 2
EEN ADJ Auiluaze, wii - -
AU NOUN  uafa,isganau VERB U
Ga AD] Han NOUN fsa

3.2 W{hEEBIEZE
& 3 BT » A SOl Dozat 2555042 H g W4T B

(/14/1'( ) Huuz ~head) ‘\wu )
000 0000
«oe I cee
000 0000
00 0000
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Fig. 3
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Biaffine model framework
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tagging
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T H 5| R AE DG HR 48 A 2 PR BRI R 40 A . Horh 2 38
Beta 43 #i » Bl A~Beta(a.a) .a € (0,0),2€ [0,1], EASCHE
B Z R Mixup 778, B A 0] S 2 5 ) 5 46 R 0 BE L B
JEL i) 5 () i) 22 1] B 4R T 3 — B0, 7 LR R B AR & 2 (6] T
H4F Mixup. R B =X (5) B AT, Mixup 77 5 B9 B 44 1]
SIPE R CP UL,

Mixup ML H A9 ECHE S 40 &) 5 s, SR R 45 2 3 o R
) L JEUECE SR Y B B A TR SR W AE S 3 A R b TR )
i) 5 A TC IR CAR) WSS 3 FAKIH 2 J5E .

1 khi khi NOUN N _ 5 obl _ _

2  trd vé trd lai VERB V. _ 1 xcomp SpaceAfter=No
3 s PUNCT » = 9 punct _

4  hau hét hau hét X X _ 5 advmod _ _

5  tiép tuc tiép tuc VERB V. _ @ root

6 lam viéc lam viéc VERB V. _ 5 xcomp _

7 tot t6t ADJ A  _ 6  xcomp SpaceAfter=No

8 PUNCT 7y _ 5 punct _

&5 B SR
Fig.5 Sample of new data set
WAL 6 FIF 718 o 74 SCk 4 76 DU S A B A 3 o [R) Aor 4%
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Fig. 6 Three strategies to Mixup
(1)Embedding B B¢ J5 @il A Mixup (E_Mixup) : B {5 § 5
R A B3 5 i PR B, B xs =e(wi) ee(s), N

D https://universaldependencies. org/

& 6 Ca) BT 7R 5 #E G i B B & fil A Mixup, B X 3R] 5 [6] S i)
HEAT IR A G S B =3 B i A #EAT Mixup #4E . 1A i A
Hx,=e(w)ee(t;), [f Liaix A K x,=e(d,)ce(t;), HH d,
S w, BT SR AR YE . Mixup sl B ATEC (D TR

w=w, +(1—Dw, 7
Hob,w Fows 435000 x, A x,ow BN GRREAS . X
A ) SCIR A A wy I owe BB x, . 3 Mixup 5 HS F A
EECE HEAT HE R SR A BILSTM $2 WU AE . MLP &4 L) K XA
ST i 2

(2)BILSTM By Bt Rl A Mixup(B_Mixup) : {1 6 (b) fr
7K .38 i Embedding 743 3 )5 17 5 8] SO B # A x, Rl x, J5, 2
FH Y@ o BILSTM 15 2] x, B9 AH B Rk o F1 x, B9 HH DL R AR
r' o ZJEiEad Mixup 4 2 Al A 13 BB RRAE, BT Z R W
IMEIT 455,

w=Aw, +(1—2A)w, (8)

B O H Y wi B owe S BIRE s R TR
SCIR) B9 B3] wy R owy B ry o TEFEATHRAE Mixup Z 0, 4] A5
—XFE AT Mixup FFFAEAE R — A A& B vy Al e XN A,

(3)MLP B B J5 il A Mixup(M_Mixup) : W1 6 (o) fif 7R,
i) 5 [R) ST 28 3 AH TR (4 4w 5 55 BILSTM s #4558 r, Alr),
ro 3B B MLP 43 5145 5] plder> 1 pioted " 58 2 A
A BB~ MLP 3 3] plomdr Fi1 ploried | 2 J5 Fl 14 Mixup
3% dep(EH TR 5 head (Lo 1) 55 AiF 38 47 @l A - 45 21 BT
FEAE, =8 () M= (10) s .

R{eder) =} g der) - (1— 4, ) R der) 9

Perchead = ) plerchead) 4 (1 — ), ) piorhed) (10)

A [ SCAR] ) 21 R 2 33 B 1Y 45 R 22 )5 T AT U4 St
oS R,

AR SR AE ST P A T Mixap B9 7 i 6 B G 3
W 30 AT T T AL A 5 LA A e A IR SR 45 L
3.3.3 HMEFIHK

TE TN A AN 5k 72 b, TE i 78 W — 4~ 3 W LA By
Bt AT T Mixup B9 23 B, 8 A4S AR 3T 545026 bR 400 A H 3
3AFE 4y BRAT R B S, IR SLAT P 51 S, A Mixup J7 51
S,.. TEVFESREE, 3 AN FF AR SRR S B B Ak L 9T L
SR TR B AR R A 2 1 P A ) e A8 SO R O R

L:éy‘” log y@ 4 (1—y ") log(1—y) (1D

Hot N R REAECRE Ly g B y Sk T A

3AFAN LAt 3 A8 U 45 2R Ry A3 B L, » Ls, Fl
Ls, BN =F A, B Loss' =Ls_+Ls, +Ls, . [F#,
TIOI SbR 2 9 2k B Al 25 77 AR R Loss ™, BBt 2 24 Loss =

Loss(um') +Loss([ubv[) R
4 ZRBE

4.1 HIRE&E
A SC T A S 06 FE T 2% 1 RN R R T DL B 9 O 1 3 o
4 ALHE UD treebanks" f) 28 15 BUH8 4 Bk R 5 B0 48 Fn 9o
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/N AR S A L A B B R R L B I A T R 4R LA
B AR . SR T R SO B & HEAT T 43 5 i AR TR, B
it N LFRR UL B . T S 303 4 i i B o 3 AR 20 R
TBUESE 5 B A R A SO BabelNet H1 4 i AR 56 Z8 1
5 0 R SOl H AT, 2808 A T iR RNl 426 45
T T A R SO RN g 178 4 EE B9 R 3 4R RN
559 4%,

2N THEIRENGIER . AER 2 TLIE N, @
) S s 4, ZR IR U R 0 T 7 AR A B TR Y
YIBEEY 8T 100 25, BN ISR T T 2 6
At

2 U BRI ISR A ) T e BT O £ B
Table 2 Dependency parsing data information of Thai, Vietnamese
and English

EE HEE AW CE)  HEEGD
Train 686 4 886
kS Dev 161 —
Test 153 —
Train 1399 1515
e v E Dev 800 —
Test 800 —
Train 1781 3929
HiE Dev 161 -
Test 153 —

4.2 HEBH

Xof ) % A SR FH B AL 90 46 Ak 5 =X, 1) 1] i 0 4E B Dl 100
Ht, SH PR AR LR RTS8, ) Adam
P AL AR ORI 2R A AL, 2 S R IR {H S 0. 001, SR /ML
W (mini-batch) 9 7 YNGR A, B A LR KN R 2, BRI
7 I 2 i R o 2 AR B0 | TR R 4R R IR R B Cearly-
stop) Rt LA KA. TR A B R .15 Intel CPU LI K
NVIDIA RTX 1080Ti GPU, H: fib i #5% 8 2 0 % & fn & 3
i3,

®3 BB

Table 3 Model parameters

% ¥ & % ¥ &
Embedding size 100 Words dropout 0.2
LSTM size 400 Embedding dropout 0. 33
Arc MLP size 500 LSTM dropout 0.33
Label MLP size 100 Arc MLP dropout 0.33
LSTM depth 3 Label MLP dropout 0. 33

Early_stop_count 20 MLP depth 1

a 8

4.3 iFMr4ERR

AR SCPE M 5 B5 R Al UAS il LAS™ . UAS (Unlabeled
Attachment Score) &7~ Ay 5 25 4K £F 5¢ & E i 3, J& 1E
T s ) B TR A B AE AL R B R B B ] 5 LAS (Labeled
Attachment Score) 3 7 45 F5 25 K A7 5& F 1fE 0 %, 02 1E i
S SRS i W@ N O s O e el 9 1 P E 23
F LAS, UAS U AX fir £ 32 Fic 8] (9 35000 ok 0 3%, — i o3 4
i

5 LBWHERSHN

5.1 EXWHER

ENS TRESE B R Y R R NI R € S N B
i DL AN TR) S I b B 52 38 5 SR 43 B . Raw 2671 Ji IR B
48 . Direct 3% /i [F] i8] P4 [R] S in] B 42 %% 4 5K &, E_ Mixup, B_
Mixup Al M_Mixup 43 5l & 7% 76 A [F] B BE J§ Mixup 19 56 B ,
E-+B_Mixup,B+M_Mixup 1 E+M_Mixup 4> 5| & 7% 7 #f
W PR A R

M 4 W] LU B X 280 R o MO T A R SO
o R B S B T MERE DR TR . a0 e 2R B v ) SR
BRI LG OIS R I U AR I 2 I AR B —
BEAR T AE SRS RS T 3 DL AR T AE I A 1A 3
T2 mAL T, AT B IR S R g R
WA 1 s A A 3R T Ud BH 3 () 3] P [R) SO i) S A 4 R
SR A 3 5 T 2 AR G TR B A R 5 . EF X Mixup B9R
[F] 5 W, N [R) o 5 AR A AN ) A2 BE L i) M R T 6 28 0 Sk U,
TEWIF S Rh, B B B Mixup BIRCRIC T 20 & 56 0%, 1
TE MR 4L o 41 A O s s ik — 5

F 4 AFEEF A R 505045 R

Table 4 Experimental results of different languages and strategies

i E 5 Bk

dev_UAS dev_LAS test. UAS test_LAS

Raw 78.29 70. 42 79. 46 70. 52
Direct 82.01 73.83 81.38 72.76

E_Mixup 81.24 73.06 81.50 72.84

. B_Mixup 81. 10 72.95 81.78 72.70
M_Mixup 80. 45 72.55 81.78 73.33
E-+B_Mixup 80. 96 73.00 82.84 73.73
B-+M_Mixup 80. 08 71.72 81.12 71. 16
E-+M_Mixup 81.13 73. 26 82.07 73.07

Raw 70.70 66.97 69.49 66. 26

Direct 69.77 66. 04 68.77 65. 39

E_Mixup 71.31 67. 46 70. 10 66. 74

. B_Mixup 71.90 68. 41 69. 90 66. 83
B M_Mixup 71.70 68. 12 69. 82 66.52
E+B_Mixup 71.19 67. 67 69. 85 66. 68
B-+M_Mixup 71.02 67. 49 69.75 66.57
E+M_Mixup 71. 24 67. 64 69.61 66.28

Raw 86.77 83. 84 88.26 85.71

Direct 87.99 84. 86 89.17 86. 47

E_Mixup 88. 10 85.05 88.97 86.15

. B_Mixup 88.28 85.53 88. 67 86. 06
i M_Mixup 88. 83 86. 26 88. 26 85.53
E+B_Mixup 88. 61 85.75 89.00 86. 36
B-+M_Mixup 88.13 84. 94 88.50 86. 15
E-+M_Mixup 87. 69 84. 83 88. 67 86. 41

X B TR R L AL SR S A B BL#E AT Mixup B
SR BE AR T2 A A BT AY L AT B W Mixup 5 W AT LA
o A58 0 S S 3 AT B4R v AR A2 AL RE T (N 2 Mixup
TEIHA—ERFROR EREN, (R B AR S 2230 7R A R
3 B B[] i 13 Miscup , (HHROCR IF B #E— 2 8271, X iE
T ERE, BAEKE, LR RRIEE. &2 M E, &
UAS EryPERE SR IHL T LAS, UL H i 15 5 77 =X 5 i 1) T X
FRHEAT BN . D1 FE RS [ 3 5 . T[] S 4L 4 DR /N A A
TR o [R) SO St ) 5 A 2 22 78 5% 7 50 HH R TEOR L RE OR —
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BT LS B 0 2 TSR R R T
5.2 AFEalyxftbER

7E Mixup BB, A BUE IR Beta 43 o A8 7 B9 o BUE 23705
H AR A 8557 o BUEBEK A BT 0.5, PRI AR SCHER ]
o BB AT EL S8, LR R o BUE X 5286 45 R A5, L
ZE T E_Mixup SRS MZ5 01, 3R 5 51 T o BUR A E B
ZiE E_Mixup R BESEE 450, NE 5 h LB, Y o« AR
8 H, SIS 45 S B AR O e T B UL A Y (E 7E
0.3~0.5 ¥t Bl NI gl i, B8 A AT 5 55 W] SCR] 22 [ 9 L 3]
YA AR 2 AL AE A R AR . A S TER S S
I ARSI AR 1 2 3] 5 8

F£5 o WORRME I 2815 1Y 52 56 45 51

Table 5 Experimental results of Thai with different «
a dev_UAS dev_LAS test_ UAS test_ LAS
0.5 80. 22 71.44 80. 87 70.93
1 81.02 72.09 81.52 72.07
8 81. 24 73.06 81.50 72.84
20 80. 68 72.07 81.32 72.41
50 80. 65 73.17 81.24 72.33

5.3 [RIRERNEIXTLEER

AT G T A A RN R Y [R) SCm) gt 4 25 SR 284K

26 ST AR T A ) MUBE A ] SR g /N R i
YR BOHE A RS, o 3R AT U RO 0 A R S ) SR
T BE R — RE BUAE L o X5 1) 4R 1 5 I SR R 1
TREEA K. [AImE, 2 7 50 7w 3 T e B 4 U5 ik T () Sl
LR R /N SR A5 SRR R . B A () SR S ARAR ) 3 L AR
A7 15 23 BT 9 P T 748 A R e [) S 3wl it ) 8 i - )
SRAHR Y YA £, S0 55 R AT, 1 W]k T IR SR it
TLHR 1Y 7 1 AT LA AR T AR AR (R A T I ) R
e MUARE L AT 48 A B0 vk 2 ) A BE

6 TR/ I SR LR

Table 6 Dictionary size and training data size

XA N  NEHEHEN  WEHELSRE
G A7) A7)
178 1399 1515
314 1399 4474
434 1399 1719

T OHIEBHA T SN S R
Table 7 Experimental results of Vietnamese under direct

substitution condition

Direct dev_UAS dev_LAS test_UAS test_LAS
178 69.77 66.04 68.77 65.39
314 70.38 66.75 69.09 65.65
434 70.55 66.81 69.12 65.70

BEIRIE ACHR W £ SR I R 1 R 5 R T TR A )
T 55 3d o [R) S i) SRR 4 A0 22 A Miscup B K08 3 58 5
G TR BIRA M TR AR BT IR BE . 7 3 R
AN UD B4t 28 B Y 5256 25 Rl R W 66 3 1] 4] 1 ] 4R
BRI 1y 12 AT LA i A A1 ) K AL 1 5 ), 2 B Mlixup 1Y
HCHE Y 5 7 5 T DA A0 G A A R S UL ) [) AL AR A5 Y

TS Z AL RE RS B4R .

TET — B WEFE T, FoATTHE 4K 2 42 T[] SCIR) gt 9 B L PR
JER] 5[] SCiR) =2 i) 72 AR AT R 35 2 B A 55 R 9 SR I O & L i —
AR AT 5 | A HE e 9 00 3 58 D5 5 XOR i v 4T D 3k 0 T Y
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