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Abstract: Discourse is a literary form that consists of semantically-related and well-structured arguments. One of the key tasks of
discourse analysis is to resolve semantic relationship between arguments. Explicit relation is easy to detect with an accuracy of nearly
90% because of its direct cues. In contrast, implicit relation is difficult to detect with only an accuracy of nearly 40% since it has no direct
cues. To solve the problem, paper proposes a hypothesis that parallel arguments normally have the consistent semantic relations. Based on
the hypothesis and by utilizing the characteristics that explicit relation is easy to detect, the paper implements a method of implicit
relation detection which uses explicit relation to infer implicit relation among parallel arguments. We evaluate the method on the standard
penn discourse Treebank (PDTB). The experimental results show an improvement of 17.26%.

Key words: discourse; implicit discourse relation; relation detection; parallel cue; discourse relation disambiguation
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A FR S N AR AT AR B AR .

TN A 595 R W JZE(Penn discourse TreeBank, fij #x PDTB)! 2 8 0 S ILiH X6 R H T8 b 52 3 152 L.
o8 It (argument, i AR Arg) e A —Fh B AT ML S SR ST R W7, JE DK 0] 108 SO 68 2 Fr 4 i o I A
(TEZ AU 18 T2 — MOl 2 S 858 P i 44 T PE X 5),PDTB . H 118 JTRH R T U 0 RN ZE A LI e,
WCFH . FR)AE] 2 8 0 R NJE 8 T e B 45 8 T i SCOIE I 1 5, L & X6 LE (comparison) . 8 AR
(contingency). I J¥(temporal)F3 & (expansion)ixX 4 K It HAK X R i$EE LA LML A L2 T KR,
Eb i, < 4% 5% 2 v 4l 93 by TR S (cause) 1 45 1 (condition) 45 T 5% &

i T G FR S R G ) AR N A R o S S T I B PR AR JC A A (N SCRTFR A 7 TG, AR Y b i DR 12
JuNT I E X ¢ R FR%S (relation sense), 111 1 Jii7s.

%l 1:1#8 7T 1(Argl):He worked all night yesterday (¥ 3CAIER TAE T —H 1)

G 2(Arg2): [So] he slept all day today (¥ 3C: [ETPAY Ath A KHE T —3K)
Relation Sense=Contingency.Cause (FESCRRIR =R IR K R)

b AR 1R 06T R A AE AR e U ) e T DG R AT LRI AR O B A R AR A OC R PR e, B4R,
RIL 1(Arg )R IG 2(Arg2) 2 (A1 4776 S 200 Bl “so” (B 30T LAY, T, 18 J0 2 [AIRE) e b X0 3 50 5 75 ), T
IR KR B G R AH Y B OC FR A AT 55 K1 43 O 48 KOG F Al (explicit relation detection) a2 ¢ FAd il
(implicit relation detection) I 155

H AT, 2 R 55 06 2RI Pk A 008 2SI P bt TR R e T 90% LS ofe it B o s 2 56 R I vk i A I,
HERA AL LY 40% 1 L 5 R -, 558 50 38 ¢ 2 v (R0 35 1) BB 8 T 11 b 3R 3A 18 70 2 W) 1 78 LSK &R, L 4l PDTB 26
Fa KR A R 3 297 “Because” (P 3C:“[Kl 24 ) #5 1] “Contingency.Cause” 5% Z& (19 3C:“ M8 4R A R 52 R) LR 4
100%, T LA 36 30] 2 2 B2 R A B e 4610 5 B 0 R I — — BRI Re S O RS B M HE TR B R R R . B I
A, B R B 00 R AL & W AU 1) 35 2 B 2 R TR 08 D0 R W US55 2 L AR A B 1R T N A = THT R
VB SCOCIRAE DA 20 W AH: S v Sty 1) A U538 460G R EAT () 1) W DG LA AN )i 35 b B P e T AR AR B 2 0 AR
T ) O 2R, T SRk 2 0 e 8 R 11 2 O, D VB 8 114 G R A7 AE — 8 TR BRI 1 (B DG 2R B 30). bl okt B = 5 6 R
)8 R vy I AT RS0 g v A TR R /D DG IR 2 (4290 55 I Y X LA A 2k B v A U 12k .

B 5K I e B, AR SR HE <8 AT I D6 R OTAT I — SRR e (T SC T RR A AT 15, I 2 T 3X — 15 e, R
MR UM 50 R 2 TR IR R ORS BE 1 T 90%), T8 1 — 45l 2 00 SR HE B B aC O 20 I P AT HE B LA 2 45
YT I — LR, b i oo X R JoXT Y A SPAT U SR AT AR AL, PR IR T0 T B % B BT, R, 12
JON X 5 Y 285 MR G F AT 24 240 X I I 200 58 50 3R 8 “MR AR DAL AL G B I AP AT M HE B Y (Y B R R

% 2:ArgPair_X: McCain is beat by Bush (Arg_X1). _[ Connective=So] Bush win the election (Arg_X2)

PR g oot X PUR AT I (e T X1, &R =F1 L1 T BiFHE 24 (8 It X2))
ArgPair_Y: Bush beats McCain (Arg_¥1), _[ Connective=?] winning the election (Arg_¥2)
BEOC (B o YA M LR Rt Y1), DEH =R wWifd TIXRIEZ (80 Y2))

T SPAT ARV )~ AT A B AL ), 5 0% A7 20 0t AR B DR RABE H0d vh B e 5 1 R R R I 2 FEAL R R T 2L,
B Hoh 1) R O RAE N S B, o B[R HR R [R50 1 B 06 &R I LU JePAT MU A 32, 8 il — e B 4R &
R 2 TR AL 38 27 2 B AR R T X — A 50 B 20 305 DG 3R 100 A0 8 1 5 B e A o )

(1) QA2 B ~PAT 18 ToF 5l B DU TTFAT I A A R 0 06 F 4 2 2

(2) ARSI IO SEAT R IE FEAS B — R RIRR AR AT AT S B AN [ G 2R, D2 Tl B S A T 3 o L2

S b e 8 AR SORH Y MR HA A R IR A AT 0 TOR S8 T TP AT MRS AR R YOG R AR T R DL K
FET AR AR m BB SOOC R BE M TV, I B 10 T — 855 TS AT 4 BRL I 1 2 2 0 D¢ A g v R ) 1] B e v
i B O 2R 4 BT (PDTB) R 1%y V28047 I Ry LA B AL T304 4 17.26%.

ASCER 1 [ B FE DG FR AR DU B A DG AR 2 TR R O R M AR SR R A 3 A AR ST
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BB S A SDAL, B AT BB AR S HEREALHL 8 4 35/ 20 TP AT BL A 1 e o 555 DG AR AR I 7 e
L N IERE R R R R AL B AR 2 5 PRI AR R KB T AT R TR Z I VR B 6 1A G 1A Ok AR HE R
SPATBEAR BB 7 4 R T R R A R B SO AR R DR ORS8N SR BT B 9 4 Sk &
RBAKIIHT 2 10 1 RS 43

1 xR

AT EE R i B OC F A AT R I T S 4 T A, B AR L TE SR IE I R R T TR S (%
FREHN 70 DL R B 00 R T S I AT M 22K, AR R 4 /D 4

o HTFIBTHEMREXRRSR

i TR KD ) AR S T 2R T OC R RHE AL A 5 30 5925, U U DOVE 35 SRR R 19 43 5 8 A B &
MR 3 S AL IR 56 2R 20 2K 7 v 8 BT ) 3 v Pitler 258 AR B AN )2 50 1) 4 22 06 BRFEAS N 2500 25 38 B )t
MBI R R KRG I WA TR B . a2, A B S . 1 JE R R SCERRRE X O R 2 2K 10
RA.IX— R ATE PDTB WAL L3k TALTRENLOC R o R R A M RE.

Lin 2 N7 T Pitler 25 AL 75 IHE S8 RIAT W 1R 6 R0 R R G0 FE 403X — LAl 404k 1 1 R SCHRAE
(R AR BA, HURI 1R SCAE R 8 7o 2 T4 A R 52 i SO 2 (K AN ik 5 ) B, 45 54 17 Soricut 25 A4 Hi 1)
T T0 P 3B 45 MR AE 5 AR AT R, B BT B R R G N H TR0 R 40 25,76 PDTB K4E 3R18 T 40.2%1)
R % Bt i, Wang 25 N PR IR AZ 7 10271 1 A0 45 MR 10 1) X 43 i 0 A — R HE IO AR AR I E AR 25 7 35 1
REHETH (Y 40.0%FR1RS i 28), (AR T LAV JZ RIVE R D RRAE 1) DG R 20 Kk fig

o HTFMERZNWR TR

WER G120 Wil 5 = U 0 mT Bk A8 (5 M 07 A A KR I 1) CAR, T H N H TR = R R
AHOE L AR R 45 T Marcu 25 A . Marcu 25 A F 008 2 0 T LB (KR BRI RE g 76— 8 R b S e p AL B 8
TGIRFR. HL U TR AE <R B A T A A S W — P S S R DR R DG R AT, a0 A R B S e T IR iR
T N B AT X S SOOCHR, B A X FIOE ¢ R B & T Marcu 55 A A Bl 2B RS T 17
TEILIUNE R 5 58 55 X R MR 0 N TE T — 22 25 T MR 48 01 105 32 ¢ R HEEL AL AH X HE L 82 2008
Z,Marcu 25 N\ 7 903 5036 14 B R X 06 &R R IRAE 1 5 LB AE A EE, (2 SOE B4R 1R O R R o
JIRE .

IRl I, J 0 T R 4 U 1K s 35 00 RAESC IR H b 1) B X OC R I T 2006 452 J5 458 Fa X G AR 1) /8
R BT I 5T 3 L Saito 45 APk T Marcu %5 APEHEFLHL I, 3F & ] 22300 I8 35 2% 5007 1 SR B R
DL B B SRR S R B OC 2R I SR B8 ) 3R AT R SR T DG AR S I G AR A S I0AIE T AL L A
$i8 1) 3% 5 % 2R 1L 2 e 0% BEORS 1 M il B O 2R HE T B ), Zhou 25 ABIIGAE T = 58 S0y i L BILNE 5 A 3L 55 R 4 1),
9 BE B e IR o 06 &R 1 A0 5 AFR T 55, Zhou 25 A LE Saito &5 N B 53 5 3% (B A J5) B T 7™ K% 140 15 v Ve, N T 76—
SERRJE b RIS T IR R AT T 20 A 0% B I AR R A, B U AR T A AR I S R OGRS A A
DLy J& AR RIS I T AR HE R L R

o FTERAIME

s B O ZA A B 1 2 TR R 0 S O AR S, e 0 0 e e B A A B g & RO
PDTB 1 #4452 since BE A KB I P X R(E N H ), AT RIB R K R(EAH T H - RIBRITTNEA S
25 & 2 PP OC R REE, B R R AE 48 18] 1) OC R AR R AT — 8 1 & FL I, T — T8 JGX (19 06 R AT LA 2 PR, %
R SRR, N RIX — G 2 kT B 2R 3 00 &R IR R RR A Ba X o0 R SC L i Je A AN 8% ) Rig Jee ok
ez AR DL 58 R 2 M TG T A b G R AR RS T AN 8% D) 5 At 35 2 AT BT DR SR 00 R AR R 1X — A
FE PR AT 1) K ZR AR B A B s oG R s X

A H AT, L TN R B O R B SO R ST A A T, 0 ) e KOG FR B SO RIS v A A LA
Miltsakaki %5 A\ PURI Pitler 25 AW 22 SO B2 5152 1) 2 06 R SUHET T J5 0 57 4L P Miltsakaki 26 A £
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A T BT AR AR ) B KR A B T % PDTB Y since,while 1 when iX 3 FlviZ 422 18] /) 7 5% AL #E Pitler 45 A9~
P8 T O G AR S 5 IR R UM T Wl 2R B G AR A N A RE SR BE 200 1% 0k B ek SR AL AE T 2
TR BN 22, T 51 R IR B SCOG ZRAE A A 20 B AT 4 30 T iy A 38t AN 8 Ay Jd 20 38 G AR I 5 LN e =5 1
RE4  AHRE I 77 Pitler 45 A MRS 15 3 BT 98 UE 17 18 70 P 35 AR 5 0f 96 28 1 S (¥ S 1k S 418 T 9 B AR AR IR B2

o BUATWITUBLIG
A 3R 3 50 A I PR DA 1 e D 28 a3l SE AL CREJEE i T 90%), AEDNH T 5, e oAU 585G AR Ak BE AR OR T 44
40%), 510k, A B 2 A A0S ) L ) AU B R AT 2 A R BRSO AR AR I T B RV IR MR Gt 5 i B U
RARLPBETOITRE T B i 42, (AR5 K 1E BT AR i 1, JL 8 T S/ AN 3 A
(1) IR TE B AT B (R G vt 2% 39 U IR IR AR 55 78 559G 2R (1 WS R A LKA I (1 R 23 i s
R T i 5 ELAT PR (K 5 25 BE U TR SRAT T AT IR R AR, LIS BEAS (R R R SR b 0 Aotk 5 2,
AR LR AL
(2)  RA A ARSL I JR) 30 W7 (48 ] R A = DT SOV HE B JT (B 1 )RR ) RE AR 2 ) 11 1 S
KA A G WIAFAE 3 SCAS A R SCANTE P i 22 , Eh 0P 4 D67 18 6 50 2R A A T 3 4 b 7™ 2 G 2% AR i 2
B35 2 MEB AN DUISHLR R AE A 1], AR <R B 5“0 TR AR R AR R G R IF Hagsoefi T4k
FREEZT AR IC RBIFRE S T EIRRIE H R C 2 S bR ERIR T —Fpik 6
A({E PDTB ", ik 5 3 S B AR IR 1 DG 3R, T AN I DS R G 2 AR I, 1 10 SCREL AR A 2 < L AR
DIt B T R SR B T (B R B AR AT 1L AN o 05 T R ST I DUR B AR B
(3) WICHAEPTEE MR CRRFEEETIA R R R TR AR R AL
PR b, 5 T MR 3 8 O (1 6 O R 4 B 75 T 20 AR e SN A R A SCAN YRR AR R il 2R JE B iR e o2 )
5, S BAE KRS A0 8 U5t AR MU 22 A7 AR ER R F F iH mP RB SR 2R, A BESRATH S BV FR A 0 1
P TH A S VBT b3 e 35 1 5 T AT HEBEAL A 90 e R 2 DG AR AR I T vk

2 REXFRWMNESEX

H BT, 2 G FR A HT IR B2 — XA B L 3% 1 S B, AT BE AT DU — % ) e SR S LM P AN+
H) A AT DL DA 5 O ) R 1 PR A & 22 58 4 I R Ah BR HE RS T OC R M E (PDTBY 48 1 T b i S0 3k
(chunk)5 T A)MHEBL.PDTB 48— WX 8 305 v Wbk b i 7, i ok B S v SCIR i 50 7, 17— X A A5 40 58 6
FRIWR TORE A FR A AR 1 T00 . — R JoR G IR IR TR A Arg L, RIRT 3 8 JT(EUE #7878 1), )5 LA iE
JERRA Arg2, BV 3 18 TG (B R FR IR TC 2).

T B R AR AT AT 25 R BT 0 Argl FH Arg2 Z 1A (135 O R BEAT I E AL S a1 1 From, 58 Al i
e Text Argl Al Arg2, HirH b Argl Al Arg2 [k R KT AR (relation sense).

i 18 0
Argl
W R N——
Discourse relation SRR
. Relation sense
detection
Je3i 18 T
Arg2

Fig.1 Frame of discourse relation detection task

K1 R R RRIAT S5 HE

PDTB #0 f F R R MAT S5 4r ) T B R AR R I 39 MR RRM A+t 2 2 BAR ) 3
MR .
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Table 1 PDTB discourse relation types in different levels (Level 1~Level 3)

%1 PDTB TR HER ARG 1 F~532)
Level 138 1 )2) Level 2(3% 2 J2) Level 3(38 3 J2)
Synchronous([f] %) -
Temporal(IFf F¢) o Precedence(flL.5E)
Asynchronous(5 %) Succession(JF4%)
N Juxtaposition(3f51))
Contrast(*} LE) Opposition(4% 47)
Comparison( %) Pragmatic contrast(i% F X} L) = ,
Concession(il2) Expegigton (4131
Contra-Expectation(A 17 1] %)
Pragmatic concession(if i ik20) -
Reason(J5i [#])
Cause(H ) Result(&5 1)
Pragmatic cause( H A ) -
Hypothetical (1 1% 4 )
. \ General(5£ 5 4 14)
SR
Contingency(f5#) Condition(Z1F) Unreal present(™ B i % 4 7F)
e Unreal past(LAA: AR % 4 11)
Factual present( ™ filf B 55 45 1)
Factual past(UAfE F 5L 44 4F)
Pragmatic conditon(i% ] 5 14) -
Exception(HE[4) -
List(F %) -
Conjunction(BE4) -
Instantiation(SZ {7 1k) -
. , Generalization(# 15 T k)
Bxpaision(¥” &) Restatement( T ik) Specification(1: 4l F ik )
Equivalence([i] L Fik)
Conjunctive(Ik & I &)
Alternative(HU2r) Disjunctive(J 37 U 4r)

Chosen alternative(% & )

i T R AR AL A 55 B % P I A 45+ 4 X0 R AR WU AN B X G R A . A 55 58 S o FE WL 582, T I -4 45 1)
M — X 51 2 i N i R A8 Te o A AR L AT B 3% B 1A (W1 “Therefore”, 1% 3C:“[A L ”;PDTB 5 i (http:/www.seas.
upenn.edu/~pdtb/PDTBAPI/pdtb-annotation-manual. pdf) 345 H T 100 A~ 9& 32 5 2k A ), B A7 6 2% 328 1)
23O AT, AS B A S e 4 Tk B X oG 2R A
AT 55 HE 5y 1) £ 55 3 AT, P B0 5% 1R DX 30368 Dk B 4 - 4 300 R IR T AR AR TR Joond Js s, B G SO

7 DUEL U b 52 e 5 28 2 R, A Qe ] < P DA R 0 T L M e IR 18 e 0T Y 5 R A < AR DR R R A A N I
P B X (Wn<Since”, B 3L [ E iy T B RO SR8 00 R SR e AR D AR R R UL R T
i RN LA VR 06 AR v SCHI AT 25 7 LE A i L B 0 3 5 0% A A (RS T 1 BE RS BE v 1 90%) BT 5 173 —
LG AR A A, B 3G AR AR 18 T 0T R SCAR Yt it 2 e 2O 422 30) B A8 PDTB 1B} SR U5 AR B v 8, L 7 AR N PR 18
T IR S, A P HE v SOOC AR JE N T HEWT 52 1a] (PDTB 4 A\ T HE W7 PR 2 2 ] ik oAy I8 e ) g W0 4
i), A fedy HAG 2 1K) OC R I T, £ B WL 2 50 5 I 166 5 5 O A0 ) 160 el B 2 e, DRAT PR RE AL 2 40%. 4R 3L
BT K08 G BT A e e 2 % A A .

3 EEERE KRN B FATHEER AL

Bl e AU B R AR AR5 AR T — Bl TP AT (BB (P AT HE B L, AT 8 306 &R 5 A€ [y
L HE BT 3R G B P AT HEBL LAY 20 50 4 TP A B B A i 2 3 B i~ AT HE B AR,
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3.1 FiTERREE

AT B A% O BB I R — X gt 5 5 XHe o B A — 808 (R JTiE SCPAT), P X 18 TG I R =
KAWL —E(HIE JC R R PAT). 4 5,45 1 oot X 5800 Yl 2 B, W 8 SCOPAT 2R IE X 1)
ArgX1 5 Y ) ArgY1 P47, H X 1) ArgX2 5 Y 1) ArgY2 B P47 41 M, ¢ 2 FAT /2 35 “ArgX1 Fl ArgX2 (#16C &
Relation-X"5j“ArgY1 Fl ArgY2 [1)5¢ & Relation-Y” H AT — ik, W1, ig ot X Higookt Y B MR X R,

ArgX1 ArgX2

KEPAT
Parallel relation
Relation X

BILFAF
<«—Parallel—»
WIGTAT

o3 «—Parallel——>

>
e
as
N

Fig.2 Theory of parallelism hypothesis
K2 AT ERBR B

M HE RSP AT B I 29 3, 18 70 P AT PR D0 00 ORAIE T8 T6 A B (T 3t B o ) ) — — 0 Pk ] 20 B, P 1Y)
HIS I8 JC ArgX1 Y5 ArgYl B —F0E X5 i oo R B AL ET 5 90 28 22 AT . 30 S AR T 18 76 1 #5 e i
AR, B B IR 56 Z2 Al 1T BEAS TR 20461 3 B 7, R AR 1 T AE [ AHSR T AS [ H8 IO I, 7= 2R 10 3 SO0 RBUR AN F (11 3
H OGRS JE T R TR B M, 18 T6 A 25 AT AR AT I A BEARIE C FR AT, 45 2 R 18 6 AT W26 2R SPAT I 4
BHLHI - AR 2

% 3:1 ate the apple (Argl), [and] 1 felt it was good (Arg2) (FIZ TIXA3ES, [FEH ] 515 RiE A4,

I felt the apple was good (Argl), [so] I ate it (Arg2) (WX RKE A, [FTEAY 0B T)

LE VAT 18 TG (K38 SOPAT V2T 53 5515 A R U VR L 28 ) 1 0400088 v 10 B0 P A7 1 4 4E 5
e A I R )RR A SRR R 40— SOV (IR SRR ), T A2 B8 22 b 5 R 10 T R 0K 1) & SCHRA — B
Cre RN i). 41 4 25 T R0 FAT 5 B0 5 SFAT R0 BL A4,

Bl 4R FAT FE:“Fall in love™ PAT T-“BA N i) (3 Al 5 T .3, Bl 57 T [ 48)

HLEE T AT FE 49 “Obama won the election” 1> 1T J-“Obama won the White House” (3 : JE F 1 “T-47) (¥ 3:
B RR AR (WS HE AN TEAE)

SEAT VA I — D00 R Y 2 O TR )5 T 4 AT LA 1 A M BF (supervised) 81 F: R BF (semi-supervised) Hl
A TP BRI S5 0 U, L0 3ATE T 3K S TAT B Ae 0 20 AT A DA R I 5 I e B b ol 11 2 26 B L x)
G LN LE A2 B 1R A0 b ) DU 1 AT 0% 9050 B 4D 380 38 ), T D A0 A 32 1238 SC 1 R T A 092 43 40
WA BE TAT YR 2R S B AT AVE R AT T A R B B2 X AT SO R I R R AR SR
T SCTAT M SEITAT 8 J6 2 [ E oG RIS T I I AEPAT IR i 2 M LB O R A S 5 4, st IR = %
ENIUNS PR
32 BERESERXTITHEENG

MR 48 VAT e, T RATE et B~ AT HE AL A 2 S P9 000 0 o6) 19 o SCAR B PAT, HL 2 0 A — 10008 o0 (19 5
TG AR TR 1K — 18 O R B 00 R TAT MU AR B O Dy — R ORI RS B OC R, TG B B O G R AHE B R A OC R
AL A, B S AT #E BE AL AR A 2 3K — A7 #3875 22 50 50 O 00 b — T8 o 0] 9 R 3 G 3R, AT B B FR L0 K
FAAHEBR R O R BIHLH.

BE X SPAT HE BRI IR b3 S8 50 4 At AR SCRR H 0 5 50 R vh KOG &R 5 T 40 Ol B35 s T 90%) 17 Bt 2 G
FMET 8 RS BEAN T 40%) BRRE st 4 32 3000 ZRAE Db S AT i B i o 1) 20 AL 28 6 4 1, o0 B s 28 D0 3R 7 DA
PRGN S, 00 5 P T8 oo B XM B TAT, B E A0 3L A — It oot A 8 2R 75 06 &R, AT R A AT 6 =X
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o B G AR KR 75 925, 63— B T0 T UGB I B0 96 A IR JEAE D CL N 2% 1, R P AT (B 4 BE ) — 308 Jo )
(B 2o A, T T R 8 2 3 e S~ AT HE B L.
P, BRG] 5 AR g I O AT AT SO A 7 A <P LA (BT Connective=So) 1118 70X AT i

WILST, 58 B ) o 1K — 1R o B AT B AR R B 00 R R AR Al b AR AT (R S4B o — TR oo i B sl R
oN =P/ PS B
% 5: 58 7K R TCXT :McCain is beat by Bush (Argl). _[Connective=So] Bush win the election (Arg2)
K& & R 18 JC X :Bush beats McCain (Argl), _[ Connective=?] winning the election(Arg2)

4 BT PITHEMRRXRENIERSRE

4.1 RRXXRENFEELR

AT BB PAT R 158 S 8 20 S B R i AT HE AL, 226l o — R B2 XU T 00 R 1 B sl Al 77 v A
T SN VA 3 R ARG 4 AL BRI T VERE SR I 3 R, R ER A AR 3 MR R IR E)
TIPAT 8 JCRFFA S S T[] 0 ZR 47 R IK P AT M ZR 20 RN S8 T [F) i 4 i e XK R .

Input: ArgPair —— Parallelism inference —> output: Relation

R |

Probabilistic parallelism model |«— Parallel ArgPair mining > Relation disambiguation

Search engine

Web data

Fig.3 Frame of implicit relation detection based on parallelism inference

K3 B AT HE R R e U 5 O R A DI HE S

I R 2% AT PR A ) R F 5 P9 A EAT A

o CPATIRIOH TR

AT R IO 1 H AR A 5 D18 TT S BRI SOV AT IR A 1 ook, A BUR B 18 Jo-PAT I SC R AP AT Y
FEBEALH. I, T A S A 3 e P AT B A 2 4 R AN A 5 AR UE A8 T S B0 T HL 7 2 £
UEAZ 0 2 ) PAT 18 Jo BAT s 0 R (MR s 4 1)),

5RO SAR AR AR B~ AT PR AE A X 1 ORI AR — BUPEAT 5 5 7™ 4% 10 2R, 55 40 96 18 6 sAR X
ICAR B A5 B AT PRI AR S B Rt b s 7] 3 R A G AT 2 T R) - 280, 1 2 i) B AT AS [ JR K A
RN, T AR G 18 70 5 T 2 4R HAUHE 78 705 0 ~FAT 18 08B0 118 Jo i SR8, 4 KB 70 18 JoAE [R] — F 55 A58
MR 4 A A A 2 T AN TR S A AT AN [ T 2 e s 55 o ol LA A EL A 7 5030 4 PAY F 0 i P A v T T 3 — ] AL
ARSI Pk R IE BNV AT 1R U2 3 V5, ML R 515 Google /2 KMIAE Web {5 B 2T 0K,
A5 LASPE R 3 Ui B L ) RO 3 20 Y A 5 5 49).

o RRMEBLN AT MEA ALY

AT A AR AR BT 0y 2 B () R < 1 OO RSP AT R BE AN [R], I 5G 3R BT A AN [ AR 0 — 10 3 £ Je A
ET 46 0) P AT A Bl LLIEAT 8 3RS B R~ A7 B, 0 AFL R AP AT e B AR RE 8 EAT _E o e PR (ELRZ ¥ X
AT I AE R A 0 R SN APAT R L (AN [ J2 I SR ST AT R AN ) 1 SCSC AR R 47 R 2 B AN [, AT ~F
AT HEREAL] 5| AR [ PR K ) A

MR VAT B B i, Pt v SCRH VAT (198 T0 R AR AR ELAT P47 (BIAH [R]) fi 6 0 2R AR 1, 4 0F 1R~ P AT B e X
BUHE A8 TS 55 (R DB #350) 3K — BARS D0 1, BR800 7 11 56 4 B0 & — BARS DL IR e ZE
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ARG, A KR K 30 A1 P AT 2 (HIE =< DR 00T VA5 8sk v ) A2 AR AR, 1 4 the e AR 13 42 5 48 T X (X
—ING AL I TE S A S N B R LR E SR uH, AR S S5l E SR E RS
B AR U TR B A A — B0, SO R A R OF 1R 306 R ), B T % R O 1B 2 OC R ), AT A
o3 B A IR T R P AT R R

LR 55 ARG PRSP AT T 000 25T 79 19 1 o o4 7 ST AN 2 5 18T P — B80ME R80T 53 o [l 4 1 B2k 5 Ay 46
T L, AP O BRI T A ) B SCRP AT IR S AT 1 Jo 0 ) e BIURE 2R 25 v, ELIRL A < T AL o o — B Bk R
R BEAR T A S AR (WU B AN ) S0t (B AR 2% 5 AR A B ) RS N (A 32 ORI R i 53 ) A A R U x [] —
W SRR S RSOE B X 2 P 2 6 A A TAT 18 o0 19 8 200 R (7 1 1A AN B2 2 06 R (L% 32 17)) F A7 T A
R L L, T A R A R R I R A A T2 itV OO AR A A A R 0 ) T LA A SR A R 2 B
A5 B 2R A 1] v HL R L B2 T ™ 08 SOOR R IR A B Ay W 2 2 4R]. DR e 38 T AR 6P AT R 1, Be
A b R DR RS 5040 R, R A AR ) B 590 () — 3 SCOG &R ) AR B R A A R B e = e U AT
HEFLHL .

AL R RSP AT BB A A5 P T S — B0 T o S — B AR B AR B )2 Il b i oe XAl v
REEFIR T YA #1870 Z M AZ ik B EHEN S AE Y 5 Z 18— Bk rg S i s L3
FE B AN R AR A i SO0 R BTN ), 25 5 T BOC R HE LA R

LEan7edl 6 Hh,gh 58 fr e Joxt Z AR IUZIR P SPAT IR o X 5 Y MmN il @ AR 18 TRt
XYM ZMEPATH Y 5 Z B PATREE 5, S85% Z CRINVE R Y IR, BI“Contingency.Cause” (14X 1A
B K R, A X [F)“Comparison.Concession” (% Lt il 20) K &.

Bl 6 AT IS T XeAth w4 152 15 (Arg1), 20T _[#1] #ELiF{l(Arg2) Relation Sense=Comparison.Concession

AT IO Vit AAS S Fi(Argl),_LBTRAY ZIififikiT T fil(Arg2) Relation Sense=Contingency.Cause
AL Toxt ZAANES 152 (Argl),_[ Connective=?] #ZJiliflti¥ T fi(Arg2) Relation Sense=?

N, 18 TR SCFEAT R AN TR, 51 H T 98 J0 AT W 56 R SFAT A28 A5 v 1) 0, B AR A 18 SCPAT R FE A
SRR PAT I T B8 1 1) J880L A TP AT MG 2R AR TR BT A 1 63— () S R P A8 e g v, A% o 1) S0 6 45 0 T 7511
SPAT R TON HEAT SEAT R B 1) B 1, IR AR E AN R EAT 00 R MRS T H S O vt 19 L8 6 7).

o WOSURT IR RBEM

SPAT HE ER AL 00 4% O SRR R S AT 18 0 o6t 1) 6 X006 R AR R AR IR T i B o0 38 Ho b 4248 B 15 1) 7
AT TOAT B 3 8 506 3R 2 S — HE SR I 2 50 S UL AR T, 10 0 6T 1) O R AR AE 22 B 8, T sl S, 24 B SCHE L
TAE A 250 A0 YU 2 OO0 BRI R A 8 2UHR S K3 2 i)~ AT HE 06 AR 52 BRI 3G I A K LA B R SR

o FEREARBUURFHR R OO0 R IR AR G B AT 22 M S B R SR BN [ G R 2R Y L,
32 “Since” HLAT [ H |y T B A IR S, BLRT— 1 SR IR R DG R, Ja 1 SR i BRI G &R T,
MR IR R B X — 3 B 1A e B, TAT HE R AL TE v e S AW — R 2 O R, S B e iR B R
PRI B B N TRV

o FE B SURFFR R TN 1 P AT AE 22 T TT BE I IR AR A5 i, AN [R] A5 AU A A ) R 32 00 SRR L Lk e 1) 7
HORTTRT XY H Z AHTESPAT SEAT IR A B E 5 bR, R4 AT A Wk, M B A A R ),
RIEW =R ARHBARAF X KB “Contingency.Cause”(fili 2% . K H) ¢ & ;Y K IR “Comparison.
Concession” (X} tb.ik2P) R R, Z R iR“Temporal. Asynchronous” (I J77. 57 25) 9% R X iX — IS 1) & BEARE RE
R 18 7055 I I OC 2R B AR AR TR EL g 7 (8 Joxt X o I T G 2R [ 4 R (foous) “ TAE T — 407,
s R DA El Y o AR AR SO B T — IR BRI T — R T RN AL TR Z AR R B R A R, A R )
/5

Bl 7 XAMKER TAET — % (Argl), [FTPAY & KEE T — 3K (Arg2) Focus=“T1F T —1#&”

Y: [BR] fWERTAET % (Argl), [{E&] 5 KIET 3K (Arg2) Focus="“[E | —K”
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ZAMWER TAE T —%i(Argl), [BJE ] 4 KT 3K (Arg2) Focus="“[f R "+<4RK”

AR 7 i 3 PPOCRAMRA — o A BV, # R UM T 8 R 3 B S S AT R T T — ARl B i
TN, I O R AL ME—(PDTB 1,18 JO XS & M — S8 R IAE A LU 98 99%), T, 43248 7 1453 1 AT 8 T
ARG RIS Bk 2 P00 R, AR T B X 10 S AT HE HILE B N HE AR & (1) )= T

AR T 5B S B B 82 /0, HOR A R BLAIC. EL 20, PDTB 45 H 1Y) 100 30T 4 U 22 4 v, AT W 4 B SLIY
T 10%.5% 2 $45% T PDTB Hi WL & 217, I F 45t T R AN F 17 R AL 58 0% & [ e K6, 2 rp W 2 AL
A B S (e R AR AR AT 50%) R T HE 1 O “since™ 35 AN 4 T(HN 2 2 0 T R Bebm 7= B Y B2 1] ). AT, 328 e ) 05
SOBEPAT HEBE (1) 3% 52 90 AN P2 35 AS R] (99 A A8 0B SO A H BT 18 s P 25 PP 8 L 1 1R 5 AR ST I E A R,
M PDTB BEALIMEL T 800 L it yo w3 N TARVE 528 RT3 (3 NAS AR IR ), A I 22% 118 70 X A7 E A8 sl X

Table 2 Mapping table of frequent PDTB connectives and their most possible relations
%2 PDTB W WG HA I i KM G R &

While (66.07%), But (97.19%), yet (97.03%), still (98.42%),
however (99.59%), although (99.70%), though (100.00%) ...
In fact (92.68), indeed (95.19%), and (96.83%), or (96.94%), instead (97.32%), unless (98.95%),
also (99.94), for example (100.00%), in addition (100.00%), moreover (100.00%), for instance (100.00%), ...
Contingency Since (52.17%), if (95.99%), because (100.00%), so (100.00%), thus (100.00%), as a result (100.00%)...
meanwhile (48.70), as (70.26%), when (80.18%), until (87.04%), then (93.24%),
once (95.24%), later (98.90%), after (99.65), before (100.00%) ...

Comparison

Expansion

Temporal

4.2 ETFFAITHIEIS B X RGN T
BT AT B RS AT HE AL, BT & — IR X 0GR RIS Jont, A SC il 2EF Web 05 1674718 0
XPAZHE « BT PAT MR B AT ) OC RHESM AL T [ F5 45 m B SO R R X 3 Il F AR SR AR ERRT
B AR AT AR AL A 3 AR i 4 R,
Input: Implicit ArgPair X(ifii N £5 i€ 05 X).
Method Body(/7 ¥2:44):
Step LA X WA REAE AL & 75 1) O, ) FH AR 2R 518 KL 24T T X AR KT,
KAEH B B CR MR T TE MK RES Uses
Step 2:FE T ERRE G Upey, I 0 2UH5 2 B X IR P AT HEFEAL RN G 3P AT ME e AR 4 W A5 018 o) X I R UG &

Step 3:3& T K MU A HE (R SR GIGAWORD), I 25k [R5 48 i 2, I F LB il Step 2 18k UK R,
Output: Implicit Relation(4i H! B2 3 5 ).

Fig.4 Basic detection procedure

K4 AR

KA RE P28 1 2P (Step 1) R TR ZREOR S 24K A DG T A5 MR 70 xT 1 Web B, st O HoAT
AR AR MR TON I A I8 VAT RE B B ML N TP AT R B e TR TC 0N (B 80 N IO A eR 9 5 5246 &
I JEIRIE B BREEAT Upey, X — D IRIOEE IR B B0 O (R T5 SR AT RERE (1 45 BEUHA 56 2 2P (Step 2)
RSB G vk pr s A R 5 R OGRS R (R 2 4 Y T B0 WS 56 20) A B B Uy HH O S 35U R AR TTRT,
SR A HE T RGN G R HE B B R P R 1T Uiy W IKIREITUE OGS 041 D0 4 2 2 28 M8 55 A 038 Joox 1)
W SCPATRE R, THR LR R AT R JF R P AT B R B HEWT SR 13 Ul 1042 R P AT R A b 6 AR B 1) B0
WA, I — P BRIA OGBS AT MR A (R R 58 3 2D (Step 3V XS Uk, T AL 2 Pl 12 250G 517 3 7 VR
VBB Uey T EOREIRE TON BEAT [R5 £E RUBER B TH 5L BN BE R Uy, " REITR T80T L5 A5 I 18 T 06 R A+ 1)
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5 MREIHFITIETIIZHRE

K R IK S 0747 48 J0 5T 42 48 2 ST AT o0 R HEFE 0 R fk, 32 TR 4G T A 30 4 He— g v A A ) G
T, I AR R 5| 4 (R SCR T Google) kR AH & T A7 8 J0 X 1) Web i, il B b HAT B 300 R e oo, B
JRTAT 8 O HR B 5 A e =, A 3 45 e 5 5 A5 48 JC 1T SCTAT FRRAS M i 42 50 S BB LR SC AT 118
JEXT A (iR R ). N H 205 T LA 4.
51 EigHE

g 2 AP E TO LS Argl (B BB JC) AT Arg2(J5 B 18 0), MR 7O KOG R A& 1 Argl F1 Arg2 )
WA DRI AR IR TR IR HH G, 0 T PRAIE 1R TG R 4844 2 5 18 SCPAT TS AS 2 8 118 7 Argl B Arg2), H.R
UERE R IR A S BRI Z & Argl 5 Arg2 MINFAERER, B WA i R 75 2 R I i Argl AT Arg2
(R AREAE, SR P AR DG IC R WU F 2 ok

Jg 6, AR ST A Argl T n oG SCIE(FR O AT B S0, B PreGram) 5 Arg2 8 n G SCHERR N Ja B 30k, BRI
PosGram), ¥ W5 2 [7] i 7 Sk B WRFAE, 5 R RFAE < 56 “PreGram”+“PosGram” i) 3& 77 1), 1 B 5 frzm . 3X — M
e U555 RS 2 25 20 AN B A8 W HE DI REAE T A S R 51 Google HEAT A 2 I, 3X B SCIBC AN T fi 4% Ot
D A 5% Bt (W FR A 46 % 45 5% ) [A] B 60 45 “PreGram” il “PosGram” 3 WU EF 1iE, M 177 48 “PreGram” 1 “PosGram” 1)
)77 A2 (R 18 TC X FE D AH OGS 18t v e AT B, 46 2 T R BN SR ARAE SCPAT AR To 6 e A0, A SC SR 30 340 AR
TCICE(n=1~5)BATR I (A0 25 9 1), U8 IE — 76 37k (bigram) HE [ 1) “PreGram” 1 “PosGram” 5 7 T4 4l P17 18
TR H K Argl 5 Arg2 (9 2 70 SCVEAE D A AR AE I EOR 5 Bl B P AT 8 Jo o 2 4 I AR

Query:“wanna go”+“go now”
S0 A RUE A E

/\
PreGram PosGram
Argl: Yo Arg2: The

(F3C) WICLARAEE? WIa2: A LAE L.

Fig.5 Query representation

5 BHRR

BT PR AW @I P A R 515 Google HEAT R Z, I 3RAGDh AH OC S 1t 51 22 (B 2R 45 R 41 34951 % iX
—F e 124 T R 7 A — S KR 5 51 0 T B (snippet) N B2 b L (title), 3 A\ P SR AE AR 2k STAT 8 O R AR
T FETEAE R

(1) “PreGram”H1“PosGram™ 4} Jjif tH B T~ W4 4% A /] 1) - R B A) 1Y

(2) B PreGram”H1“PosGram” ¥ £ 1 F) o A1) 1 AH T ML E;

(3) U E“PreGram”fl“PosGram” I ¥ 4% T ) B ) T~ H P — — T 4 o2 422 1 348 9 7 ol

Bl o6 45 T 5L AT 10 Jo T IR R SRR, H 45 E B A B 208 J5 X B “T hate you”(Argl)F1“I love
you”(Arg2), LB 18 JC4SAE 2 — JC ¥ “PreGram=hate you”f1“PosGram=love you”, | FH 45 E 5 BE K I T 1 1
i K “hate you +“love you”, R F Oh S i 51 K (K] 6 AN 45 H Bl S i 471 2 1) Ja 38 o W) RT3 SR MR D), m R4 34)
“ArgPairl: I hate you then I love you”H1“ArgPair2: I hate you but I love you”%% HA & Rk R AT T IX
AT W IC R B 206 & (i L) o B 200 B2 18] “then” Rl “but™ 2 R 1 5% 2 ) e 0% o4 HE B4R I8 o) i Ba ol o &R 42
PEELEL RS E,

LEMEFERE b A SOR A I8 et R A& BT 0 33 PreGram F1 PosGram #EATZ1 & 7 FioR), I
Z T, 0 R R R RT3 T R AT A 1) Oy ST A SR AT AR L S AT 1R TR IR SR AR A IR % ik S
AT TURT BB PN 5 B8 SCPAT B vt S R 3 M 3 rp s 0 1) ST 38 JO 0T, DA e % B P A7 HE R L (1 26 &
B U, (B 4 TR RES Uy
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www.Google.com
query=“hate you”+“love you”

<

| Hate You But | Love You-Russian Red
music.sina.com.cn » Russian Red » € Fuerteventura® ~
(I Hate You But | Love “:’Gu)?ussian Red

| Hate You Then | Love You Lyrics - Celine Dion
www lyricsfreak com » Celine Dion » Let's Talk About Love ~

(I Hate You Then | Love You Lyr\cg- Id like to run away from you But if |1
you | would die Id like to break the chains you

| Hate You But | Love You Russian Red | Hate You But | ...
www _xiami.com/song/1770195119 ~
(I Hate You But | Love You.)

L

Candidate parallel argpair list (5% 4718 T 051 %):
ArgPairl: I hate you then I love you
ArgPair2: I hate you but I love you

Fig.6 An example of candidate parallel ArgPair selection

K6 kIEFATIB IO SRR B

Test ArgPair: ikt HIE Sk i
ABC (Argl) XYZ (Arg2) Words bag PreGram Query

<<= &= L= B

“AB”+<XY” )

Argl A B CIX3/™ 7
Argl=4BC CYCXT )
$
Arg2=XY7Z “BC+“XZ” )
Arg?2 X, YA ZiX 3/ 7

“Beyz )

e B e B e B

Test ArgPair: Words bag PosGram Query
ABC(Argl) XVZ (Arg2) AR BEXE i

Fig.7 Procedure of building the set of candidate parallel ArgPairs
K7 ik PAT IR o SR e i R

52 BXTHTEE

W SCPAT R VRS H R B i R I AT 18 JO 5 A DR 00 s SC— S o 58 (E A B g, AR 3L
JITHR (K98 T02 — P B R 5 0% AR AR B .0 AR B i SO ey - Ay mR) 1 (0 307 1 B T AN R 8 A b
- oo A B b iR oo (MR 18 7T A R ] B ). e AL 75 6 PDTB K18 T AR I AT SCH P 18
TUARUE D A AR 3, A5 BT 1) v SCPAT BE V53, — Al AT B . g sl ) 1 B A P4 IE A P2 BB AT A AL
JEETH SRR T AN 2 DA — RS K A (0 B JTREAT UL RS, T SCHR B A (0 I TT 35, R e e (I B, 1) lih)
)R REAN AR AL ) A1 A D T S SRR BN o S i AN AR - oo A b eag oo i — EOrE VLS. R
7 5 B A T SCPAT L vh S5 i R AR 5 45t B AR R o STV A SO AT BE VSR A 6 S AL S R AN T
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(1) R 55307k PreGram Fl PosGram JGv2:3 fIE AR5 18 7o 15 S, LK T 1l 1) 75 100 73 R AR A R i o
SIS ¢ S5 W, M IX SIS I it Hh SR B8 IR 38 P47 18 e 6 SE B b 5 AR e o xt R 52 AR 1 X,
TSR B R A P b B S R R T 90 JU R SCFAT OC R SPAT B4 B AL
(2) WIS 4.1 TPTIR, B P IR TT N T SO SAT R BEAS TR D) G R IR P AT M R [ BRL ot B i ST
AT BEAA 20 Al TEAS [RIMBEGE 55 A 0018 TO0 1R 9C 2 P AT AR 26 il B 30k BOUSE A0 P i ik S H oG R 2 5 P AT
Sibuw it
VB SCPAT FE VT S 3 AN 0 2 0 — R P U SR 2 3 RSP AT U SR Y T b P Al v SR K S A
HIEWR G Argl MG EIRTT Arg2 TR SCFAT BE VA I AR o i 4 FH S ) 2. an Vsl 8 T 7, PR AN 18 TG 5 T L 18 UG
Argl [°PATBEA PreSim,J5 B8 70 Arg2 (PATEN PosSim, %3k PreSim 1 PosSim $UAH I AU, JE 1818 J0 %)
HEAR Z WY (R PAT L (Sim) VST R0 R

Sim = PreSim + PosSlm )

2 .e\PrBSIm-POSSlm\
o o BE R F8 B8 SR 0 — A L AN, JE 18 PreSim B8 PosSim #8K FAR R 08 XCTAT B8 16 A% R 1L
4 — 1) 1) 1 2% [A] (vector space model, [ FK VSM)AE by BLIE J0 IR 18 S &5 #4485 B 36 -1 SUA 8 N BLT) Jaccard
FOVEUSIHEAT AT BE 15 Jaccard 2322101 A 2(2), AL Jaccard 1L A K (3):
) — )
la,|+|a.|-a,-a.
iy R(a,)-R(a,) 3)
|R(a,)|+|R(a,)|-R(a,)- R(a,)
Horp g RRHEEA Jaccard J¥ B, RoRFEIE IO Argl B Arg2 IUHFAE [ B (— G A IE) 0. Fn ki G
X Argl 8% Arg2 [HRAE In) & (VEME: U5 PreSim B ,a, A8 X H I Argl,a, HAFE W o8 H ) Argl;
MM PosSim W ,a, AFRFIE TCX 1) Arg2,a, AL R TO F1 1 Arg2); 7 T A WRLE SR a, F a, X 4
I RUATL - 1 SRR AR i BOR; 3 E 38 43 R 48 %) 1 88 7 R 40T 1 S 1) K 8, B % o 8 AL 190 B, B G SRSFE 7 AR
SFAE ) 32 % 4 FE (O AUEIE S TFIDF 7 RAvE 8 p RS2 TF 1 RFAE 72 18 70 Hh H I I A e (48 45 Ll i
VEJE FTAS), 5 A 8 0 R B A R A, JE AR TF 4K 8811 18 T B 72 4% =(BF PDTB 25 H 19 N SO T4kt
B0 TG 18 70 6] R RIREAE, A TF MUAR A 1018 7060 i 78 W9 0019 1E SCREAT Ze vk v B s SCR 93 IDF
T KA A3 R GIGAWORD!M (5 896 446 i 55 SCHT 18] SCA) AT Ge v BT 43 Jp 270 8 €4 IR Jaccard
FE A, H A R(a)F R(a) 3 RN a, F1 a, 258 € I BUS (1 17 225 8],

-BJil Sy R T
Kastigooxt | Argl [1mp11°1t ?] Bz it ooxt
Inference B
R AR | Argl explicit connectlve ik 2 51
i gy
TJoR - TT1 BN SR TER -8 702

Fig.8 Tradeoff parallelism calculation of ArgPairs
8 BT AT BE Pl v SRS

S GV SEAL RN R BB 180 @ B9 T= (i) () 1 @ BTSSRV
Fe a FRIFRELE ] R = {(ry W)seens s W)Y P s BRI £, 1K) SCAR LG S 52 S R E45 £ €6). B 0 1) Jk % )
T ARG G 4 20 AT € D T A9 €5 IR £ 10 55 0 R(a), 7828 s

w=prla)w,iel,..,n
{ , 4)

b w RORRHE ¢ I JSUGBUE(EIE TFIDF 35043, w) Rk ik ¢ 281 M L InBUR BB BUE p(rila) /& 45 5
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] i 23 (] @ X — SIS PF S BT AR £ A M IR, 35 2 X — MR Y 4, SR 25 o P IHh
FRAE AR AE) LI T A — 18 JeH 6 R IR — 8 e 78 24 A 6 ;s AR 5 A 20 R
pUila) =3 loglargmax.p(r; |4,,t,)p(t 1)) 5

Hop(le) WAL 5 6 WILIME R p(rilt, ) WAL 1,5 6 38U BAT A0 r (IS A SCH GIGAWORD
896 446 ji SUA I A) T HEAT TE SUM bRTE, br i i R AT 0 3EAR 35 73 A 25 A1 Senna-v3.0 A1 46513 2% (http://ml.
nec-labs.com/senna)(br = A % =1 T 70%), F 16 AR B R RURE A (8 b i B 1) SL IRE A4S BB 0 A7 Rt Al B Lok £
ENIIT ST =,

ATLGE— R L3R TT 1N @ R a AT £ E BN T B4R R(a) T R(a.) B 45— #2517, A SR a(RP
P56 TC) I8 XA (R 45 A B A0 (0255 ) R={ry,....r} NI, R(a) AN R(a )X 3 AL T2 441 a 10
lia) 2 2% R, PRI R B AL VB R(a) B SB35 R a IAURRZE R p(rila,), BIV 4 5 700 1 7G (9 S B 3R] Rp E 1 SRR AE. 4,
MR r MR TE T R(a )N SE5 50 an, IR p(rila,), BV 45 78 1500 16 70 1K SL IR RRAE I - AE ¢,
B A €6 vy IR i 0k, R A 66 B R(a) AN R(a)HEAT Jaccard vF 5B, W1 3 (3), AT SR AR SE Bk L s e 7 fi
IR T a, FAREAE B £ (L IE T IR FEREEAE IR 7T a, I AR B R 2R

A SCAE By 3 A v R RS SCOTAT BEVEAE, B Google R 5188 41 6, 52 B0 T A8 R IR B (¥ ik 36 74718 7o %o
(I F2 3 7 2 A 3 — 7 ¥ R BEAN R I 0 7 6] 425 9 A B A5 A, T RS0 G [ A B 408 % s 4 2k R 4.

6 RAXRMFITHEREZ

K5 2R BK B IS AT 18 JC X2 4, B8 R 23 AT A I 18 o6 1 B X OG R AR 4 S 2% 0 YR (R 3% AT 18 T R AR ).
JHAX — U AT 4 H LA P AT 55 2R HE ALV DL R AR AR 3 — HE T () S 47 W R A AR
6.1 FITRAHEE
25 58 AR To XA B UG R I8 TN ) LA B AZ 98 T 49 (M R B AT R T 8RS UPAT 8 RAE R R
SRR 3R SRR IR Upys2) KRBU3) ORI, W& 9 .
Input: X and UG AFEIIE J0xE X R ESE U).
Basic inference(Jik A HfE B ):
Step 1:A\ U P ERIBEFAT IR T TE MK RIS Ureys
Step 2:F T 8k 3B 1] 15 1 5250 R IIWUN R (L3R 2),3%95F Uk T ITA R ICX I B AE R

Step 3: G5 VT 3RAF Upey 1 HE BB 35 K X R argmax.Ryey;
Output: argmax. R, KUK R Ryey).

Fig.9 Basic parallel inference procedure

9 AT

M 2RI Uy, FIRHIOGS R R0 58 AR 1T ik 0038 SCPATEE Sim(an 2 2 (1)~2 2 (5)), H& % 14T
W 0N 4 B P IR AR B AT HE I 0 SOTAT BE FH R & /N T AT 18 oo % 51 36 I A R h HE P S 1 VA
(B TopNYEIEFEARTE LR BRIE U, 305 268 VAT BE B i 1K) N AMEIEREAR A DR R DI 2 WA 74T
i To A B AR INE (Bl 6 prom), il i 5 2% 80 5 5 5 OC R BB R (LR 2), 3K Uy, T AR TT
X R 5 00 R A MIE AN B P IR 3 K0 Uy, IR IR 22 19— IO 3 00 R X — 00 2R 0 0 e
TR X B RS T L Z L i R 5T hate you (Argl) T love you (Arg2)” 4 £ 18 765, H: TopN(N=10)# 4 F £k R 4
Upey W3 3,300, B AR OC R by “Comparison” (B, H IS K f5 22 1) OC Z2 Ay LB G R ), bt A4 3R T 148 e 0 )
[2 258 & A “Comparison”.

(HARF RN, X — I PP 2 A6 7 558 5 o0 R 00 R QW M a5 4.1 735 I, 350 40 7 1A A
G BA B PIR 2 R T R TN IR G AR DASCRE AP IR 3 1R e K ABMR G R A T T R X
— 1) J, AR SCLIBE T Uy 8 SO R IR] 0] Y (19 00 R ER R, A 4 “since”, “while” Fl “as™ 55 11 WA 5| K ML RFE
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A B0, 3 1) Top4,Top7 il Top10 5B 290, A2 5 B KNSR OC F AL vF 20 J 7 2 0 2k, b P 5 O 26
R LA,
Table 3 Example of cue set Uy,

Topl  Ihate you [but] Ilove you (Comparison)
Top2  Thate you [then] TIloveyou (Comparison)
Top3  Ihate you [but] Ilove you more (Comparison)
Top4  Idon’t hate you [while]l I love you (Comparison)
Top5  Thatedyou [but]l now Ilove you (Comparison)
Top6  Ireally hate you [although] I loved you (Comparison)
Top7  Icouldn’t hate you [as] TIalways love you (Contingency)
Top8  He say I hate you [but] in fact I love you (Comparison)
Top9 [ hate you this time [and] 1 will never love you (Expansion)

Topl0  Have you hated me [since] 1IsaidIdidn’t love you (Temporal)

W Ah AR SCAAYAS R T PDTB [ 100 T 3% 45 1] (s R ALAR il it 7% rp 52 A8 F T 89 TR HA 8 SL (13 4223,
[R5 3ok N TR S b, 78 7 1B Beial 45 A 0B & 183 T TG SCIv i inl At LA R A Sk R B Rl .4
FTFVEWR (1) LLPDTB A &40 3% 8218 A8 7, F | WordNet(http://wordnet.princeton.edu/wordnet/download)
[ b R R SCSG FR AR R SOR A BT 1].(2) N\ “Cs v He vp B A 8 SOZE R F 10 1), A0 4% 322 452 1) 7 D) e A 02
FEAR], LT, Dy R A A 5 A S T ] (LR A TR SOOGIBR B VE FL B “result in” AN A 32 #5217, 1H B S W 12 TG 1 K]
K FR A Ty fie 1 3 1] A0 T 3k R v A SO P BT 48 A8 O K 6 VAR A7 3 AT 25 (stanford. parser(http://nlp.stanford.
edu/software/lex-parser.shtml)), X} 1 2y £k & ¥ MLt 34 18 70 %5 AT HCA7 20 B, 76 1 5 P4 18 7 [R) I KA T ) B8 3% B2 A
N, A 3K — e R A A8 B Dy R ) e IR ) S R A R 18 0 T R G AR T AN S B ) R AR gy 1Y
KER.
6.2 FITHIRIRE

WEs 4.0 A5 PTR, PP IR TO IR 15 SCPAT R REAS 1), DU 38 0 3 0% 2R (1 AT ME 2 AN W] P AT 22 BE B 1P 2
BN IX — i) R 9 A B 7 v L H AR R P R T8 JO N IR T SCPAT BE BN DG R HSPAT R T 55 2 v A A
DAl bR ) FH AR AL SR ¢ ZR IR HE R 7 1.

FH R N RSN EIRZREE U, MR KR R PAT T AT OC 2 (B, A7 I8 TC 0T 19 26 RR) 1K
AU 3R 4 i, E b 2 1 A B 5 R A A D HE A AR, A A 08 o 0 (R 2R R B U, 1141 B AN 1 3850 R 401,
AN, 245K F [R]— N ABBEAT 5 R ALLAR OC 3R 40 I, AN S8 19 06 R 20 AT o 3 BOHE B s WL BB A0, 26 4 45 1 T PNl
WILR X MY BRRAEIF 4 I 2l PAT B Sim HE/7J5 9 Top10 &5 AR O X A1 Y IR AR H A
“Comparison”, 7] LUK I Topl0 H i RAMA SC R HR A M OC &, R Al A3 X SRAZ IERAHE R A ] Top3
TP R K ARLSR DG 2R, ) R S5 A8 Y 345 1E Aff 41 28, AT R 8 T 428 i 0.

Table 4 A contrast example of the distribution of relation types between different cue sets

R4 AFZRENBIRR AR LA B

Test ArgPair X(Wi{ 18 A X) Test ArgPair Y(IRiE X 1)

Topl: Comparison  (Jg=0.300) Topl: Comparison  (Jz=0.300)
Top2: Contingency (Jz=0.290) Top2: Comparison  (Jz=0.290)
Top3: Contingency (Jz=0.280) Top3: Comparison  (Jz=0.280)
Top4: Comparison  (Jz=0.100) Top4: Expansion (Jz=0.100)
Top5: Comparison  (Jz=0.009) Top5: Expansion (Jxg=0.050)
Top6: Comparison  (Jz=0.008) Top6: Temporal (Jg=0.005)
Top7: Comparison  (Jz=0.007) Top7: Expansion (Jxg=0.004)
Top8: Comparison  (Jz=0.006) Top8: Expansion (Jxg=0.003)
Top9: Comparison  (Jz=0.005) Top9: Contingency (Jz=0.002)
Top10: Comparison (Jz=0.004) Top10: Expansion  (Jz=0.001)

T A0 FURE D T A3 i A 3 1R 2 2 BB e R 5K R AT S (B AR BUSE A AR PSR HOH.
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FHE B i L PR AR A i DR R 55 9% 3 AR K 20 A SR A, A SR PDTB R (4 A AR) o A St U 3 0 R kAT
ZEit, B PDTB (¥ 4 Fft 5 2 KIS HAT WISk K 20 Al AR A, L3R 5.0 3 — A P the B AN 5 XU 0ol B 05t
GIGAWORD A% 2% 45 H4) 199G 3R 0 Ak i AT, 20 A8 IR AR (M1 expansion) i i BUEE i (1 8 3 H L1 A
[FITAAFEA I 2R Uy, T R 7, T 0 T B K AUR G AR I HE B .

Table 5 Distribution of explicit relation in PDTB
%5 PDTB THIWAKLARN A

Expansion Contingency Comparison Temporal Total

Explicit 6431 (33.05%) 3 741(19.23%) 5590 (28.73%) 3 696 (18.99%) 19 456

Implicit 8 868 (53.47%) 4261 (25.69%) 2 505 (15.10%) 950 (5.73%) 16 584
HI IR, AS ST Y — R A AT B AR B R R 18 JO S (K SCPAT R Sime F1SR A 01 (R G S R N G
R MFATBER UL THE W R 4 R Upey P KRR ¢ R RARX KR M PTAT-FAT 8 00 F 3K
FAR IO BN w MR G w R P AT BE Sim RITAT K2R ) S 50 WE A 20 A oh 55 ¢ B PAT M, A X
Pc:ZSimi'Hi (6)

icu

Forp P IR AT MR B AR B e XS R AR ¢ 59 R G 2R AR ELAPAT I Sim, R A7 w o i MR TTxT B 1
DA TERS (A8 CMBTAT BE S H, A 7s 55 i AN T0R 48 1 58 2R 731 22 5 4, 4 s R
H, =% D,-log(D,)
Jjerel (7)
Dy =ld; d,p;) |

Forh, D RN KR RS 73 AR 72 1K — 22 v S SN R R R R AR U, THIBT AR TTX 248 -PAT
JE Sim AT HEF LA 2 & 1K AN window) B U § A1 700 [ b1 3T 48,4 3 41 18 70 o 2 1) i A7 g Xk &
PR LS @ AT TR D Hhta (9 = B ¢ AR PR A G, JE i L rp OGBS A D 8 J 8 5K 2R 23 A1 b, IR I 6
BT R MBHE RS IRAT S MR AT dyormyBEAT ZEAE IS ST IR, i BU3RAT Dy, TT,D; BENS SRS i
AN TTXT AIUEAB P, OC R B RS O3 A 55 G690 2 AT IR 25 71X — 2 R ORI R W OG- R JR) 30 20 A AN AR S S 1E
SESEA b H 0 T AT PDTB O 2R IR JR) 8 43 A1 22 5 (LA TC 0T 1 2k O FR) JR) 8 O 5 2 57 ) U S0 41, 05 0B OK, 0t W3
A 5K A AR 7 A ke L HBOANERUE AR i U, JR) P8 0 A A D 85 506 6 20 A (B S ] 8, ) I A W AT
JE T AT AT R R Al R T RS DB ) S B8 43 A 2B AR A AT J) 38 DX A P ik 11 SO AT FE Sim Al vh KR
AT BRI EAS AT LU T

H 0, 28 3(6) T P AT MR SE B b il T P A B2 — R 2 B 18 TR BT BE Sim, AT BE B R, U % 18 70
X AR R 2R A5 A0 DN G A L P AT R B B s 5 — o 3 — 18 TR R O ZR A A B R 1 A L e e i
AWK 5% A8 70 A1 A5G B Al 14 22 57 v S DT A, 2 57 K D) F 55 RSt vy AT, — I 18 T80 F) 5% 1 AT M o4 BT
LR P R A AR B0 A 2 (6) S BR _E IR R BRI Upey TR — K FR ¢ KPR Iex 24T Bk oH 5,0
g IO, BE T ARIX — 5 AR AR A B B R HE VAT B R IOV I e TR ) P BIDE SRR ¢ AT TR &
HIBEA AL BEIER L A SO R R IR Uy, I RE — Pl R HEAT 3R PAT LR TF 5, OF P8 MR B KR AR A
AN IO G AR

7 ETREIEESMRRXRER

W 41 FIPNE, R0 BUARAT AR IR IR £E T, T SCTE ORI TR UG R AR AT A 2 AR AR B0, 2 AN R 4B
R A AN [ 5G R IN B G TN SC AR 080 33X SR8 SCAE A A DRl ) 9% 2 4 B COIE Lt i o0k AR 4 PR 7 2 358 3(800
APREEREA P AEAE 22% 1 A B S0) BT T [ 8L AR SCHR Y — bl i T [R] i A 0 A0 08 SO A A I A 5 i g v,
SCREAE I AR B 1 P 1 SCPAT B O HUA AR B U R S B0, P A 1 5 AR A REAE B 58 AT A Y
o A5 EIRPATHERL L R o AT R REE U, 1 I AT R T06 55 5 I8 00 AT A 1) £ i (B 1) 435 £ 1 L
B IPAT IR IO K S SO AR A AL A HE B Z R I A1
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L PATHERLE R
7.1 EREENEIE IR

FB U ) REAE FE N A0 1 T8 OB, AT SN B % (Penn. tree bank, i F% PTB)ZS HY 1775 5 1l ) £ 5 IR
A 55 ANAH SHIE ST 100 AR SCI 2 1) A 0 5 O O 8, DA et 0 485 5 ) 1) 8 e PO 5 VA AN B AT W i P sl b B i R
P v JoRt rh — 2l H A O A ] 2 B A A B 18 0 K L BT IR e A A AR R IR 1 R R R R R B
R JEAELL UL AR SRRE A D A REARLL U R SRR A 0 VR 95 0, U A A L5 M8 R i
HRAE.

H I, A SR I 0 5 32240 52 18 J0 £ 1 (focus): 45 5 18 70 S HL BT AR A 52,18 70 P 2 — IRl RF A (R SCAERR I8 Tuhs
)55 T e SR BRER] (K AH O BN ey, MR TCAFAIE 55 4 5 32K A O R 2958 T2 il 15 05 5 T A7 G B ] (1 A
KIE rel; ZRGTAHIRYE R R T A58 1@ e ik 75 0 18 Je f U AL 6 b, T L 5 24 i oo P AR Y R

FRAER (HIFH TR A (8):
R=]]re, @®)

Forh j o T OCHRE K 75 rel, 7N 1R TORFAE 15 22 5 et 30 AN DS I (R AH DG 82 L 0be &b B B8 1 e 3, A A e
TCR T AE RS F(PDTB. SCAR), A SCRI AT TFIDF A1 Ay #2240 E 8 08 A 355 0 0 R ARL ) S Ak F b, RS — TRl R A1E 1Y)
TFIDF F& b 8 1, U0 1% 1 57 3 38 5 5 32 150 1) 36 0 e, A O Bt A S5 o DU 8 e ) 3 s 32 28043 190 B AT ) 33
AT TFIDF U 8(TF el TR i 5 P (F 4503, IDF 56 T KU A& 04 GIGAWORD 3R 15 1) )R SCRI AR 2R ),
FR A TFIDF X1 30 g K 2 /NHEF 2B B TOP10(Z 568 ) I 1] 5B g K Bt i) 45 A5, FAE R 72 3280 45 72 AR I8 T6 10
A AEFAF IS 70 T 7 A 11— S ], 4% S0 R P 3 T8 R T A e LB 9 [R] Ay DG 40 ) Wk e A
A ICLE rel; 155 45 00K — 85 45 T VR (0 AR R 2 T L ] A S [ I A Ay O g L R I 4
PR 5 BE 65 R AT, 5 L A s R0 5 ¥ A AR SR O R AL 5 R T S 1) 7 R A T e v AT S
FL 4 8 e IO B 408 A 2 B ), D) B = 140 A D 2 25 v T £ V8 DG BT A6 1 6 3 P W DO R AIE 5 g 3 1) B A S Bk 3l 4T %
e AH G T U3 0 AR AIE 55 e 5 2 A G T MR 6 58 v T A G T 2 0 1 R 26 o, DUJS T SRR AIE B A 18 G 5 R TR M
.

7.2 EEE SRNEE

U £ R 45 SR AR SR S — ol o [ 8 RS B2 ] T 05 A5 DB TT 0 5 P AT 1R TTR Z () IR AR i —
B R0, R B P A T B R o 8 SOOG AR 4 D i
(7 i A AU S R S < 5 B 18 0o (EL A A DR 00 14718 JE 0T ) i R g A 1] 8 A ik 328 £ R, OF HL

SR T A bR B A B LR G P 1 ARy R I 4 1 AT 18 TR ST A P B b
SE A AR AR, T S 5 A [R5 il £ 10 mT Lo s 8 J, DS E A5 00 8 0 6 RS- 47 8 o 0t 117 482 s AR il 28, IT C BT 45 1
05 2 /I U TEG AT T i 766 AT I B 46 ) 0 R . 5 — R A9 2% 4 B 1 2
A KL VLE 5
AR — e Z By 2 T AT 5 20 A 26 00 s A0 3 0 AT 22 10 T8 o 11 3 42l 28 RS i Jr — 4 A )
B AT AR R, 2 I R R
fx)=2a,-x )

iem

Ferp m o 22 UK 0 o e U s, 0 3830 28 0 T R U522 57 bR A Ca) T LU, Ca) R 58 ai{i=1,. .. m P HUEE

FAH N 2 52
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Clay,sa,)= D[R~ f(x)T (10)

Forp 2407 B B MBI a {i=1,. . om SRR AL ' Ros R AEAEFMIREA i H O T e i & AR m
BB RN T 0 O BUE (m=n'—1) AESLIERE BV Ca) KT x W0 3 HERI B HL a,{i=1,...om B 45 2
AR £ (K UL P USR] 22 (A 3 7 AT S 45 58 A5 U8 o xt IHE R i 2 o M AT IR0 IR 2 £(x), %
ER AR

D=1/, f,(x)| dx (1)
For B3 D 37 P it 2 1) 25 A D3, T 1T 10 7 R AR € X sk DR ke, 224 755 0 48 T80 5~ AT 18 T 0T ) DAL (RITAC (5 X
SR BN IR D 7 = A A [ A AR A i K B A TR P e
Sx)
084 G Jix) y
£.(6)=0.000x4+0.062x3— BANTERLE D f
0.575x2+1.572x1-0.76
<o
& 061 e i
= - AL
~
= o
p SpampE
& 047 - & WHERE
= ..' B30
< ¥
0.8 £(x)=0.062x4—0.683x3+
2.462x2-3.241x1+1.6
0.0
wi w2 w3 Wy Ws
2w 741
Fig.10 Deviation integration of focus-probability curve
K10 R W it 2 (0 ZE (AR 7
7.3 ETFREESHXRIFE
[F i £ AR B R 6 DU B — AN P AT IR TTR S — AR TR A R B AR E R X
FAERDAG 18 IO T 0 AR A A — AT RE R A 0 JF T T B A B0 £5 ROBER T B L 22 3R 4 Bl
52845 ] B0 B B PP A ) 2 5 A R T SR DGIRE, O S H7 S22 P A 22 £8 R ILAC.

ASCMFE RS FIR R U, " 0B SO T I 85 T B SR 2 R T [ i A R ik — 2P
LR A K(O) TN PARAR X IR AT B T 0GR ¢ [FPATHER, B DGR ¢ P AT T AR Do R R JF

15 78 SOPAT BE Sim FIOGFEAS L H, IR B A /1 LRl RN [R5 £ RO D, vk 5 2 sl F
P'=Y sim;-H,-D;" (12)
Ferbu HERREE Upey ' RAT KR ¢ MPFATIR IO 14D, 2 u 2K —~PAT I TO0 55 A5 IR T80T 19 () 45 £

MR, 2 A Z IR AR IS, LARIE S Sim R H 3845 —FE,XF P AR A — B0 KN W (Sim K1 H Fatn it R, 0 P,
PR D AN, ) D R, P, FE AR AR T, Uy, HF LI R — CAN R (B B R R) 2 G SR8 G
X IR B 2 0GR TAT IR 4R A SR 8 R OGO TG R o 1 3 R EE:1) 18 SCPATIE2) KR EAEE;3)
AR B — B0 1 IR i AR SR R AR AL 0 P, R R, iR R R AE U, H I 0T AT 00 R AT MRS A A, 8 42
P, AR bR g B2 R AR IS J0 o B X 06 2R, T8 Il & A HE B 45
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8 Wt

A2 ST P (O S S VRN VLA K B S (B e R R 4.
8.1 iF #l

ASCR A 2 B PDTBR 1845 21 35, 58 22 5 A MNRATER 1(TD1), 38 1 046 MEEAREE R KR
WO, IR SR 565 23 717 55 24 AR A EE KL 2(TD2) 308 A 1192 AMFEACHAR S 1 715~5 20 1771119 14 346
ANEE A Ay I 4 33k — S A T 3 4k R T AT VLB 5 (0 P ¥ 7 15, Lt Zhou % A (Coling 2010)
A FF| TD1 #E47 18, Wang 2% A (ACL 201 1){# Fi TD2 HEAT IR, M i, 3 — ¢ 38 T AT B 523 AR SC 7 2% VI
SR AL F 7 00 R (1) B B ) 5 2 0 BRI W SR, WL 2% 2.(2) BT B 81 I 25 A0 m TG SCVE I n
(L, U35 5.1 15, TopN [ N {EL(H IR TR RAE Uy, A B R ), WLE 6.1 715 345 60 415 2 S VS0 e (03 46 11k
/N window), W5 6.2 715

S5 T 1) A 0 YA 3 1B 28— R ML A O ¥ U5 GIGAWORD! ) 41,57 4 111 240 553k [ 412yt
0 S5 8 10 3 e 3, A SCHB I G TR 896 446 4% 35 S SCAS (U TR MU AT: 5 AL b S B4 ¥ 9 ST R A) HEAT 17 455

AHCPAT IR TC IR 2R 5 — AR B U R RIS T [ HH 1) Web S, (5 B3 %R 515 Google, Tk B35 #8453 74T
WITH, WA 5.1 5.
8.2 1EMAE

A AT T HER 2R (accuracy ) BEA T Ba o b 2 6 2 A0 I 2R 48 1 1 A D100 M 1 3R 1 T s 2 9% 2R 20 BT 5 R DU
B A1 BTEN = R 1 = e = W

TruePositive + TrueNegative
Accuracy = 1l ,

Horr, Positive Tz R 404 8 £ To0 B AT HE— X R Negative £ 7- R G B E iR T A B A HE— KR, True
RoR R GUH) € IEH, False o 22 40 H) 5E #5 1% (false ZEMERN R accuracy ¥ N ). I, TruePositve F7x R0 1F
1iff 40 58 A M8 TC 0T AT HE— J8 R, TrueNegative 37 Z2 40 1L A8 Ar AR J0M A HAG HE— 0 &R, 410 W75 A5
1 ICX BB PP RE G T e TruePositve 1 TrueNegative 1118 70X i, K G B LA A1 J B Hffy 2
Accuracy.

ZIEMBE U Z A H IR T R — 0 R I o/ R MR RE Lo, LR 1 s 1 2 R A i R — %
Z “Expansion” > —&, | 7 41 3 & R (B H5“Contingency”,“Temporal”Fl1“Comparison”iX 3 Fli5¢ R) N 75—,
B A HE“Expansion” ¢ R 2. M 25 58 5 € 18 o4 B, JL 5 #% A7 “Expansion” ¢ & 8¢ 2 A7 JE “Expansion” ¢ &, 3
2, F 8 Tox B AT “Expansion” ¢ & H R 484w H H A7 “Expansion” X R, 3K TruePositve Fatr, R 2 IR FH
45 J4) 5€ “h “Contingency”,“Temporal "8 “Comparison”iX 3 F15¢ & 1 AT — B, &R 4 1= 2,81 FalseNegative; A7
M5, W A% 18 o6 B A 4E“Expansion” % &, U JE 1 & 48 ] %€ 4 “Contingency”,“Temporal B “Comparison” 1 [}
B —Fefr, 1 AN S “Expansion”, W EB g ) 5 156, 738153 TrueNegative $8¥x,75 W 432 ), FalsePositve.

H A7, X — HER R A ] T 2 ek R PERE U, vH R R TrueNegative ¥ B8 1H 5 0 i, R KBNS T
X TR IRAF I 10 OC R A B, KT8 TruePositve 8455 AIL I LGAE, FE4% J0AE b HEG 230 R SCS2 5035 0 Rk
PDTB KR AR 1 2k Z4T P, HI“Expansion”,“Contingency”,“Temporal” I “Comparison”iX 4 25 3= 5%
ZULER 1),/ B3R 2 565 R VEI RN 4 PO 76 5¢ R VEM. R SCIEAR U F (10 2R 7 J7 25, B 3 P G = 0% &R ()
i b5 R “four-way” VFIIFEF5.

ASAGEFEAFIIRTTR A 1 2R PRI G, U NTE T A R ORI E7E 2 1 2 BALREIR
32y 40% I HER T 2 2 J2 UG ORI ZE IR KRR RS LARMEE 1 JZ A0 M RE AR 5 AT E AT 3 TH 26 1
SRR R FE 2 30, VI S 823 2 ) 08 FR IT T S B = L
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8.3 LWERY

AL ) B3 R B G R AT 55 32 T R A IR B (1 AT HE B L L A A I — BLSI R 1 S AT BE v B
Tk REFRAT BEvH 7RI 0C ZRW 0307 v b b, S8 30 53 70 DA ST AT HE R A0 1) TR ) 6 b AR Ak 77 vk i)
Reth 73 THEAT T PRI, K 44 1 R 5 I A D7 A HEAT X A AR R, 2 5 S M R g R

o JLUER %i(baseline)

> RB F 4B ALK I (random baseline), %5 i P 1% FE A< 45, Bl AL 5 7€ B A 5 D18 7000 19 % &%, BA
{Expansion,Contingency, Temporal,Comparison} 4 5 5 J7 51, F F Bl HL BR 2 & ¢ &

> MINB 4t/ M40l (minimum  baseline), 45 5 I 10RE AL 4052 7 A7 45 U 18 000 #8 LA7 i ——
FhOCZR, Hoh A 4 5/ 0 D6 28 4 B /s O ZR A I I 2R 8 B3R 75 24 “Temporal "(JL 3 5).

> MAXB ARG KRG I (maximum: baseline), 2 5 SUTAAE AR, F 52 T 45 038 oo # 2L —Fl
KA, H I Y BURE fe KK 90 38 2 B KR R I I 2538 Rk 13 04 “Expansion”(ML3E 5).

o CPATHEBE RS

> PBI R4S A 47 #E B (basic parallelism inference), %5 52 MR FE AL, £ 6 AN A5 018 Jo X, fli B »
TG (n=2)T% A 1, R F 48 2% 51 R U P AT 10 S, B 26 T Jaccard 503 1) S AH AL RS
Sim(Un A (1) 2 3Q)WHEIEVEAT HE P L TopN AMEIEFAT 18 O X AL ZR R Uy, FIHIE
B 5 WA TR R (AR 2)3KI Uy, 1 ITAT 8 TTR I 12 2000 R, I Horb L BB A1) G
FAE AR IR TR I B R LR D6 R TE I 2 i 2 B U ISP AT 4

> JR+BPI R4 (I ALE SCOPAT BESL A (Jr based BPI), R £ €4 INALY Jaccard 577416 BPI
R IMEIE AT IR TTN P 5 L JR+BPL R G40 7K T BPI R4 M A A A2, L AERI M TopN B
IR REE U,y TR EAMGILEPAT 10 TTR KA AH LS Sim BEAT UL A T i IS 1K) Jx
T LTS, an A X 3)~A K (5).

> PC+BPI R40:% R FATHER AL (P, based BPI),i% ARG Hak/& T BPI KRG M IEA AL, X MI4E T,
EURBEARHLRE Uy, TSI RAE ARG TTR 1 IC R, MR Uy, 1 I REF G
RUATPATHER P RS, WA 50(6) 2 20(7), IR FIRE A 48 m 10 0 R AE A AR I8 TTx I OC &R

> FD+BPI &4:: [ 48 £ AU Ak (focus-deviation based BPI),i% R 4i(E BPI R4 LA T KR

G B BPPAT IR P (9~ (12).

L3k PC+BPI #1 FD+BPI R G HSA K Uy, K i BOC ZRBEAT AT HRE B 17 2 43 0 A 77 4 (0 K &R PAT
MR G QLG P8 VR TR R EE Uy WHATJG MR LM 2R U, WSS 521 T8 SCPAT BB
1 o =, B0 &2 3 BPT R4 1Y Jaccard 5954 MG, SESG AN L #E 37 T JR+PC+BPI F JR+FD+BPI R4:, 5 46K
T SCPAT BEALAG I BUR N PC+BPI #Il FD+BPI £ 464t 5 2 ,PC+BPI #l FD+BPI &G H WL RE Uy, 2 T
FHFEA Taccard 32 1% B8 AT ;10 JR+PC+BPI Al JR+FD+BPI 2 Zu Al H 1145 R 42, ) S48 A1 £ A 1)
Jaccard S (BY Jp)HEAT U SCPAT BEVH SO0 R HEBL R 45 10 L B 5 DL L3R 6.

Table 6 Experiment system configuration

F6 WHALME

J Jr Sim H(—P.) D(—>P)
(Jaccard) (Ff 8 A J) G5 () 2 57 05) (B ALY

System Usey

BPI
PC+BPI
FD+BPI
JR+BPI

JR+PC+BPI
JR+FD+BPI

[ T e
<<
R o S
<o
< =<
<
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o NLLRZ
ALk HE Wang % AT Zhou %5 NP e 2 5 5¢ SR DN 7 V3007 Xk LU 2 560 10 4 32 R V8 5 2 R E s
MR RGeS ST 0C R HME S, AR T 0% 35 20 B O0Utsl 1 1 a4 0 S B R g k0, LA P ek
LG ) SEBR A, R G IA W T
> ParserSVM RZ:1Z AR 40 H Wang 5 AN, 45 € —BURTTA L IZ R SR A SVMOGZ R M EAL) X H
HEAT OR ZR 00 28,1X — R G0 0k YA RV 45 MR I 1 23 A A AR A i 8O0 ROVEARFIE 3R AT T P AL
> PatternINF R4t 1% RS H Zhou 55 A$2 H 1% R 48K ] = 70 30K (trigram) £ 37 5% RSN R HE S
BERAE TDT w& KA (topic detection and tracking corpus) I Il 2k 5 Z TR, I IR, 1 8 A5 9 18 o 06t
SRR I AR R S, I ) 3K — AR 1 BOG R AT HfE L
R G AR ParserSVM Fl PatternINF A2 J5UE I dw 44, i AE o 44, b db dw 44 A RG X 4y 2 .

9 SKWLRRS

AT S RSP AT HE B R G0 R, T4 R R 1 45 SR A5 BT ik 5 BAT ik I L 4 A R A
AT AR AL A (0 PR 5k R e i 0 A 2R IR B PRSP A T HE B R e AT A S
9.1 FITHEMRERSH

o L4,

SEI R Y 2R, AR5 00 N S EUUE (D) o HY 2,R0 A8 0 SOE T A WA, B 5.1 ;) NOEA
20(+9), B, MG IE AT 18 Text B4 U b ER Sim R (I 2 30( 1)) B i 11 29 DMFEAR AN L RIES Uy, IH P52 B
S5 HEFNR G REARDC AT 20 TS 9 AR by 4k B 2k 2% i S 11 Ay B I0 390, B 1F J 8 0 A 22 S8 Dy B 10
(window)h %, W56 6.2 173(3) & H window HUAH A 10, B Ja i 43 A1 72 54 D, i) vk S0 A8 b A PAT IR J06) (11
AR ERE S 9CELAE I B B WAL TR 10 10). tH T Uy, h 2 SHEFL I FAT 18 05 L1 20 50, H I 40 3% U )5 1
B 9 ANFEAR, R IEAE B B Uy, KNI, FF BN O THIE AR (K F) 29 TR A), 185 LA 1 4E7 58 5 (P AT i ookt vk
& 1 R A BT 4R,

PR AR AT A AN IS T 26 5 I BT A A () G SCVE AL & PreGram+PosGram), 48— K % 45 J v (11
500 T A g PG AT 8 0T I BB PR (A 5 5.1 1 RS )Y 2 SE VT R B 4R T 500 THAS 2R &5 AT
42 38 BT, 88 0 43 A W R 25t R4 2 10 i U i R A 15~25 Il SRk axX — BB 15 B 5 /0 AR A K == A
TGI8 H A M 36 18 TO T R B 5 (%K 1326 148 o0 BT 6 A2 285 5.1 42 0 ) £ 8 e 0o o R 8 ok K, ) 5
N K B

WP ARG SHOAE G FE 2R R Wk 7.

Table 7 Test results (test corpus: TD1, parallelism inference systems, Google search in Jan., 2013)

F 7 WARPEREGATE Ry TDL, R AFATHER R 48, Google fr R T~ 2013 4F 1 J)
Parameter System U Uev Training body
" s Y < 0.';:91 5 O.Zz 0 O.Yj 5 o.gz 0 o.gg 5
v BPI 4 X 0.];, ; ; 5 o].\z]tzl l205 01.\;%)00 o]‘\g:95905 (])\.]Z(;g (())
e I I I Il Rl el il

WAL T 2 000 A& TTXTAEA, LA, ISR n B AR U T e B A HOHEBE 2R 48 BPL Hc A i T e R 42

Uy T A2 5 P A IR ART 95 326 1) 6206 P AT AR 0 X 3R 45 UL SUIE A T, U R Ol G0RF (R G 28 45 R AT R TR IR —Foft
TR 2, A M T B R 5 B 3R 2 AT R OO0 R 7 R, n (BN 2 W AR S U kAT
RAMEIA) BPT UG T S AU TERE, Ul W I (A6 2 R RE 6 SR AL 2 IO PAT IR DT BN U 4 38 T B KUK
R AT RS B AN 55,24 n R /N IS 060 TSP AT P2 SR AR, AT A 2R & 2R AR SCPAT IR 06 Bl 2 1
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% FH R 5 T8 SCPAT G &R SFAT R M HE B 2 20 T30 ) 2,2 n A K, BUARAE SCPAT AR LUgR =,
RS 10 DS C ) SR A B8 4 7 DL TC BT A5 PR A 36 45 AR O A, A R 4R 2 B A I LR R A R(U &N
), O AT O R AR

S48 N WNZRd R AR T R 48 BPL X il 2 HR ) Eok I i P45 i e A0 SCVE (BR = o0 303, n=2) EAT & i)
MESKR I TERRE Uk, ARRER U 2 DA ST -TAT 1R JTA (TopN) RE 08 45 H B 1) 4%
KRG RHMEHL A1 7 JT7R, 24 NAEY 20 I HESEPE B A0 28 NV (BT /0, 0 DG ZR 4 B %) B BT 1 368 o, DT 12k R
B2 A N AEE R NPEE ] U, 5 I I 22 0 7 X 280 75 2 B0 1 B S B MBI PreGram+PosGram) LI,
TG S5 RIS TR 2 T0 0 R AR R 45 53, 0 AT e oo B AR A IR AR R G0 T 44 i 4 [l 2R 77 K
RBAE B P ASEAT IR T R I 2 T PAT IR JTx, TN (BB, IE N Uy, 1AW 75 B 2 1 22 13X 280 75
FRELI8 2 ik B — € S RIS, Uy, IR 2C 3R 23 A0 38 W0 3 T DR RS AT R v PR A 23 A7 ) He vp AR o A de )
[ OC 28,5 0 25 A D B KAER O 3R, I bl b e o SPAT HE B &5 R T I AT A A8 1 #E B2 7 gL LG, U125 kL
“Expansion” K & [ 73 AT 4 0 40% 247,104 7 0,2 N 97K A 50~100 I, BPT 1 BE L #EIT T 40%. 3 5 Rl
76T RIUBE K “Expansion” 28 RAVRHL /AT 8 ] (WR 5), 9N Uy, IR A 2 (N HIE KFTED), Uy W
1) 0% 28 53 ATt T A YRR, T B RABMAR 0GR RILA 43 A B T 1) “Expansion” ¢ &, T 55 T KUK I HE B4R 4%
A7 T8 O HERE A “Expansion” G R, B I AERF 26t gl 3 T~ 2518 BL oh “Expansion” (#2344, Bl 40%.

e, %W 0 window MR FEAE T R4 PC+BPL % RZiAE BPL [FEAh BT J5 8020 A 2= 58, mi
window & 75 7 0 VH I A T R A8 E i, N T R G M e L5 T B L window [RINZRCR X — Il it
P, R 48 PC+BPI UG HAT T T B9 n {EL(n=2)F1 TopN {H(N=20), 31 I 5 T2k R U, MR R VAT
(W a(6). AKX M)HATHERL. MR Y window WIEUEN 10 B PC+BPL R 4t 12 g f UL A XS ke 15,24
window 1L/ TE AT 18 0T AT AR B0 AH R G 2D S Bl M /INFE AR SR AR ) JR B 0 A 22 e i H, 3T R AL AS
ATEIEIAG G R VH 8, SR M 3 B A7 TS 0005 > window 1 KB (LL 0 window=20=N, W.3& 7),U,,, N 4K 2 51
AT V8 O F AT U ALLAH [ (1536 48, AN T, 4% 19 PR J0 308 23 A1 7 S 8 H AR U, 43 R 1R 3 AT 28 e 0, A HLAT X401k,
TEAERAEAFAT IR IO OC R

o R

BT ER S HEEFR (R n=2,N=20,window=10),% SEI TR (1) °FAT ¢ R H;EBE RS UEAT PRI, 3845 113K 8 FIR 9
AR 25 S I 28 8 [k &5 A8 A B L TD1,ER 9 il 45 SR A H R 05 k) TD2, 9 42 It 45 S v 43 )
5 Wang 2 A1 Zhou Z5 A 1) 2 &K & 45 (ParserSVM Fil PatternINF)BEAT X L6, A0 565 9.2 F5. 40, & REE KK R
INFIA] B 2 2013 45 1 (P8R 51V H AT I8 v, 5] 346 2 0 20 i 22 AN R).

Table 8 Test results on corpus TD1 (Parallelism inference systems, Google search in Jan., 2013)

&8 TDI JNNKTERNRANE RE R ANPAT HEBL AR 5, Google f12R T 2013 £ 1 1)

System Exp./Others Con./Others Com./Others Tem./Others Four-Way
BPI 0.667 3 0.771 5 0.761 0 0.8537 0.526 8
PC+BPI 0.701 7 0.7753 0.782 0 0.859 5 0.540 2
FD+BPI 0.748 6 0.793 5 0.800 2 0.8853 0.5659
JR+BPI 0.663 4 0.776 3 0.768 6 0.8556 0.5334
JR+PC+BPI 0.685 5 0.778 2 0.773 4 0.870 0 0.5535
JR+FD+BPI 0.707 5 0.7772 0.776 3 0.874 8 0.572 6

Table 9 Test results on corpus TD2 (Parallelism inference systems, Google search in Jan., 2013)

&9 TD2 JNNKTE RN E BE(RANTATHERL R 48, Google KR T 2013 £ 1 J])

System Exp./Others Con./Others Com./Others Tem./Others Four-Way
BPI 0.625 8 0.708 9 0.742 5 0.882 6 0.480 0
PC+BPI 0.656 0 0.717 3 0.749 1 0.901 8 0.5117
FD+BPI 0.666 9 0.719 8 0.757 6 0.899 3 0.5218
JR+BPI 0.645 1 0.720 6 0.750 8 0.873 3 0.493 3
JR+PC+BPI 0.676 2 0.734 9 0.776 0 0.878 4 0.5302
JR+FD+BPI 0.693 8 0.742 4 0.787 8 0.869 9 0.5453
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* 8 MR 9 AL T PRI S, A — O B OC R I = 0 4 VR, bE 4 Exp./Other 7R “d™ 76 &
(expansion) Fl H:Ah 5% Z (other 0 #:contingency, i #X Con.;comparison, & Com.;temporal, & F% Tem.)] — T4
F LN 4 T E R AR 2 o000 FEVRI (four-way), PRI 7 UL 8.2 5.

TR &5 G 578 ST RO Bh 1 JE A P47 HE R R 48 BPL{E TD1 A1 TD2 433K 0.526 8 1 0.480 0 (1% JG%
B> N L (four-way). 71 B LAl RN SPAT X R AR BRI HEEE R 48 PC+BPLAE TD1 Al TD2 _b743%il3k43
1.34%(four-way) il 3.17%(four-way) ¥ g 32 =y, 30 UE T 15 XCT-AT BEHE 7 R3304 A7 7 00 I BG4 L 0o 1

(four-way)Fl 1.01%(four-way)#J#: Ge LAk, 56 E T £5 SR Fi B9 74T 18 J0 R 7 B il SO R B AR AE . B A,
i B 41 €0 IN ALY Jaccard K7 (Jy), Eik BPI,PC+BPI I FD+BPI R 4i7E TD1 Fl TD2 #3545 T MM AL AL, H 0T,
7£ TD1 ¥ BPI & Gt I i % (four-way) 42 =1 T 0.66%, 7F TD2 L4 = T 1.33%. I IE W 38 At Bh T
W TCXF T8 SCVAT BE, 3 1 R AR 52 W T8 SCTAT WG B TAT B4 P .

o MRREE AT

IR R G R T BIRh R BLR N B 4 R E OSSR I Sk R 2 e B 2L LE W, BPT RGN R O
Z 599 9 & (B Exp./Other) i) — 704> 25H5 BE 4 0.6673, 13X — RG0S I 5 ¢ £ 5 4E I ¢ & (B Exp./Other)

JR+FD+BPI UL H T 1.57%F1 1.91% AL REL Ak, 25 BE &% g WH 5. 16 3 4 Fh = 45 H 0 #T

1) “JEIAH

(@ #% Exp.)F1“Temporal” ¢ R (IFR Tem.), 5 # (K H AR FZUT 51%, 5 4 10 ILME AN L 3.4%. TR A OC R
F147 56 56 70 A1 AN B AR Y T B T PP R fE.
Table 10 Relation distribution in test corpus (TD1 & TD2)
R 10 PR R 2 (TD1 & TD2)

Exp. Con. Com. Tem. Total
TD1(k20) 531 (50.80%) 297 (28.40%) 182 (17.40%) 36 (3.40%) 1 046
TD2(fa ) 606 (50.84%) 338 (28.36%) 208 (17.45%) 40 (3.35%) 1192

PLTD1 A, HA Tem. X R IBITTANAT 36 BB K Tem. K FR 3, A HAR 3 R (WHE Exp.,Con.
Com.)HJ 1 010 Tl i& J% #B I 2 JE Tem. 26 F2 28 4% M8 — 70 73 P I 1) 2K, R B R Tem. 26 R I FE AR H 58 Ky
Tem. ¢ R M 5C RHERE B L HR (W) Exp i 4 Con.8k Com.;Con.i% 4 Exp.5k Com.;Com =¥k Exp.5k
Con.), 3R A 43 FEIERA I HR A5 2 5 PPN AR T, Tem. ¢ 2R AS Y5 M 73 A7 7, US54 o 19 20 A0 A 18.99% (Y
FOF 5.73%(1550), I3RS, 2% F Exp. 1) 33.05% (& ) Fl 53.47%(Ka 20) LA S Com. 1) 28.73% (it ) FH 15.10%(&
2R T, TE 18 Sk 5l et o 2R, R FH 21 56 W 36 3 A EA T O L3 2% >) (B Wang 2 AV H 110 7 3 sl A L 1
(WA LR AR ) 1) 2 Exp.,Com. fil Con. X Et R 2 R, M A& Tem. 5% & I I R G IR &R
Fp 28 4 8 M AIE Tem. 26 22, B0 AR 223 MRTE R TD1 AP Al Tem. 5¢ & HOB A0, W13 11(LL BPT & Se i H i),
{15 E Tem. 28 & (14 58 K B AR v, T 5 48 T Tem. KR — 050 2RI RS FE.

Table 11 Results of binary classification for temporal (viz., Tem.) relation
F 11 “Tem”KHR LR R

Test corpus NOT Tem. (total=1 010) Tem. (total=36)
Bpl 4y | EXp(A15)1Con.(197)+Com.(260) _Tem.(118) _ | Exp.(8)Con(3)+Com(4) _Tem.21)
Wik NOT Tem. (total=872) Tem.(total=36) NOT Tem.(total=15) Tem.(total=21)

HMHZ N, TGI8 AE TD1,TD2 3 & KRS 58 U o Exp. 5% 58 F 73 A1 46 23 75 A K, AT, Exp. R R 2K 5 9F
Exp. 2% 3 R LA 52 (4R Bn AN 23 1 2R A7 8 o 17 2R ABL T Tem. AR 19 =070 250 5, WL 12(LA BPT AR Gt th
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).
Table 12 Results of binary classification for expansion (viz., Exp.) relation
R 12 “Exp KR _JUpRER
Test corpus NOT Exp. (total=515) Exp. (total=531)
BPI il Con.(144)+Com.(161)+Tem.(90) Exp.(120) Con.(56)+Com.(103)+Tem.(69) Exp.(303)
W NOT Exp.(total=395) Exp.(total=120) NOT Exp.(total=228) Exp.(total=303)

2) RAMBIH

VERIN 5370 3 A S0 5 50 R T 58 AR AT 0T 50 A QR 2 U R T 8 IR T 8 AN ) v i R T A0 A8 B
TR RO R 11 fros.
Input:briEFEA(800 I TD1 1 (1 B X2 Rig o x)).
Blind 1(E 455 1):FAEA & FbsvE H A, RIAR 205 00 R B W TEIBE R A R A 41
Blind 2(E f 2 11F 2): A4 I ARIEFEAR L& R R,
Blind 3(H 4 3): bR FEAS IS 45 ri R0,
Procedure(¥ii F£):
Step 1:HRVETF 43 SR AEAS A A8 KA B A 8 S A Bt AT 2R (R AR L S48 D,
Step 2: % BEAFEA K FRVE T ) 97 45 O e, F 3l 25 128 G2 2 A0 i A SR B U5 U B E
(FEA 1R ST F D A8 RIS AR B A R A R B AR
Step 3: bRV T SAR T AT A, I AT AR AR 15 BAT B SO R R AT Step 2 AP K158 URAIETT %,
2t BAT B R AR TR S A
Step 4: 5 il SR bR 0 B AT B SR R RIFEASS L ME— — I3 52 158 R 88 JE A ] PDTB A JsbR it i)
B fE O A I 0 B AN R (R AR RS AT VPN
Output:Hiy A S . B SRR AR RS .
Fig.11 Procedure of labeling focuses and ambiguous relations

B AR R B SR R bR AR

PR 45 51 R

o FEFEAR L FICRMBED T A 11 5 Step 1 FTR),40 56%MIbRiEFEARTFAEFE N P BLAES E L P X
FITE DL T (Tl 11 Step 2 TR, B AU DU RE AR BRI AS 40%. 0% — LG U0, 3 5 80 B TR 1
FE RN — @ FRPE L 3CRE T F KB (1 [F) 48 A s U0 7 v (WLEE 7.1 719).

o AN L AT G UE R R TE A E (W 11 5 Step 3 FTon), AT R S SRR AR B A 55% I BEARTE A4
KRS A bR RE A A 4E(800 > TD1 18 JGXT) I 22%, T AU BE AL 7 TD1 MR 1 046 At
TEXT) A T XS B 6 R SR AN 2 T 16.9%, B (800%22%)/1046 5 T 15

o ISR MBI AR BRSO B A G TR AT AR E A I AR s UM AT PRI (B 11 Step 4 o), IR, B R
PDTB #rifl I RIS RN Frid #1058 5 08 R AT BE 0 T LAVPIN, W3R 13 VP 45 3R G- A5 i U BB g o
bR 37, ) It B AT 88 v (1 06 R HE R R 00 (O) 2R P R FE AR v ), 3K — & R AR SCRF T 28 T [ HR A8 i i) 26
RIYBIENE 7.3 7).

AT 08 5 TR o (0 DG R 3 A T 5 00 B S T AN 2 U4 T R R AR R SN 1.5%~2% 11 BB 42 w7 4 1)

BRGNP FREFEARPFR 176 W OCR, O A7 86 Ii3kTF PC+BPI R4 M IEMHERL & R 90 WiZy i TD1 1)
8.6%. 75— IR IRl 2 A SC A A R A 5 VR I T R AN S, IR BE D 60.04%, 76 BE IR A 1 5 R T RS R
52.19%, W3 13 AT, EF T ik 90 TiF 4% 11 B SUOC R FEA, FD+BPI R 4e (7 v B I RE) JF AN e 4h T 035 T B,
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BRI 47 WER SR 4.5%), A0 50 T /0430 B)PC+BPI £ 45 RS % 11 A #E BE B REAS (RG24
2.9%) R U ok, WL R I, N AR 9 PE Rt T AN AR £ s R ) e e R FE A 78.55%, 5% 2% Y I 11 gt v S B Ok
71.03%, W3 13181, A5 s U R OG 22 90 05 A B BV LAT $h ik 1 BF F04T 45, SLAR A b s 17 B 13 55 0 R 0 0 b7
S Ab R BRATTAK ) TAE RN AR 1K — L i 4RSI R 9T

Table 13 Performance of focus identification and relation disambiguation (800 samples in TD1) (%)

F 13 A KOG R W B RE(TD1,800 MR FEA) (%)
Focus(£E 15 15U Relation(5% & #fE B )
Annotator 1 78.55 71.03
Annotator 2 71.76 63.21
Annotator 3 69.66 62.25
Machine 60.04 52.19

9.2 XML R S

AT K G S 45 50 EE (3 S S 3 AN IEVE R 48 RANB,MINB fil MAXB LUK T 341 S 5T Fh A 4K
FMEI RS ParserSVMIYAT PatternINFP! Hi v RANB Bt ML) 5 735 I 18 705 1) 56 22, MINB K 23 A1 Wi 2 85 /M (1)
I Z (PR T INZRE R F5 & BT R 8 To X (158 52, MAXB R FH 43 A W28 d5e K 19 96 2R GO T VI 2R3 RD 35 2 BT A f+f
MAS TEXT 5% 2 ParserSVM 2 3 T A)iE SR RFE A OC R 0 2128 (] T W% 52 K), PatternINF A FH 5 T8 &5 5
1996 AR R AT HE L ParserSVM {01 7] F-15 & SR HE N, PatternINF 0 [7) F 48 VHR5AE 1 T, ZE AR T I
TS B0 R AT 5 R I 1) 23 79 3E TR e L &

2 5 %7 LI~ AT HEPE R 40 AL TR+BPIIR+PC+BPI M JR+FD+BPL I 41, Wang %5 A /A Aii ) ParserSVM 1k fig
JET TD1-section 23 LB, A SCFATHERE R G ME A TD1 w2 3B AL AR AT WA (L 45 section 23 Fll section
24);Zhou & N A PatterINF £ GBS T TD2, A0 M M, A SCTATHERL R G thAf A TD2 04T T M3 % bh SE 46 45
R IR 14,84 TATHEIE RS E TD1 L HERE U BAL T ParserSVM, H:H JR+FD+BPI [ 7% GE AL 3 17.26%.
WA SEATHER R S0 4E TD2 L HIVERERH BAL T PatternINF, H: 7 JR+FD+BPI {7EBEDE ik ) 13.18%.

Table 14 Results of comparing experiments

F 14 XTHSE 4R

System Four-Way (on TD1) Four-Way (on TD2)
RANB (baseline 1) 0.2533 0.264 0
MINB (baseline 2) 0.0340 0.033 5
MAXB (baseline 3) 0.508 0 0.508 4

JR+BPI (ours) 0.5334 0.493 3
JR+PC+BPI (ours) 0.5535 0.5320
JR+FD+BPI (ours) 0.572 6 0.5453
ParserSVM (Wang)  0.400 0 (only section 23) -
PatternINF (Zhou) - 0.4135

WAL, SPATHEER R4 E TD1 A TD2 E#AR T34 R 48, 1M ParserSVM Hl PatternINF MG T~ 51 & 4t MAXB.
T 20 R 3 A A B R IR DG 2R (B expansion D¢ 2), U6 5 A1 4] 23 47 5 4 38, T 4 AT 45 R AR S 56 1
Fe NI S R ED T SRS ParserSVM A1 PatternINF [ i Jiix — PR ¥ 5 B A J2 56 R FEA (1 20 AT
A 1, VE A0 SR U IR T kL Expansion J¢ & ALK B AR FE A 50.8%, 78 CLANIE — A5 4 E T,
T EAE A DR AE A A NI HE T A Expansion ¢, M) 50.8% (173l BURE A AR BE SR AT 1L (41 ¢ & e =4k
0.508 0 F IE A 2. B AR IX — & P & T ParserSVM HiI PatternINF H 1k B8, (H 2R _E MAXB % T HoAth 5% 2 (0 H) 5E
KO 0,2 — ol D51 DA 2005 7 < UL 93 A1 T 3R A5 1)< R Ol 4K 8 AR T S ot 23 A 2 4 I A9, B T A SR
FIARHENN R4, PDTB F I b A A7 A8 AR [ 00, W0 565 6.2 153 5 Fivs i Ba sk 35 35 9 & 7 Expansion < & 14
A IR 53.47%, 44 75 15 B NIPE 1K) MAXB 2 RESRAS 488 e 1 e L R 1, R 30K MAXB Ji i B I8 PR RE A 2 —Fh
M2 R 1) JE A IR e i X — JEE Ul 1) D0 R R 7 72 T Ak A5 D6 R M I AR o B T S B 1 8 B A R
gl i ParserSVM Al PatternINF [k B I T 1% — ZEHE (H P 25 UL T RANB (R Bl HLHERE) 2 45,3X Ui B ParserSVM
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H1 PatternINF 52 45 AR FL AT 5 A0 D ) 8 0 AHE AN 2 LI B3 e b

ParserSVM F 45 1) M it 25 P T H LA 38 (1 45 15 ParserSVM 28 48 1) T A1) 325 45 M 1 Ay o 25 55 R R AR V0%
TIE, R AR BRI R T OC B — R A A A DG R, G R TR A A 2 Wb 32 1) ), DT b ) vk 5 AR I 1% R 8 1 2K
b S i B O RN AR 52 B PDTB 45 A 55 00 282 — i il SCZTHI R G 5/, BU 2[R SR O 38 1 ) 92 & A AR ALE
I AN RE L S Wi R JE 9 28, T T 32 01X 70 AN [ T 9% 2R AR 2 2. bt 1) D e/ B0 A7 1 i SC(RAR] )
53 BT Attack 1 Wounded [¥] ¢ 5, PT84 75 5 1A 52 P18 2 1A 10 TR SR OG 2%, 1T 4 5 1) A9 4 R R AIE D VP T ADT,
ANAS AR X — ARp I A 268, RIVASE N 4 S0 T, AR HE 2 L 1 224 1) G R IR 950 5 2, )0 5 R R AUE A B O AN e AT 2
S B LGB AR AR AR B R W RE— 25 b B, TEAE CRITETE SCOC R R Uk, A0 vk 45 KRR E ) T4l B 2 At
R R T BN AR TR B 7 Kid 1R

PatternINF F ¢ 1K) P B8 25 P05 T 5 A5 5 2 VOUR 10T 58 14, PatternINF 32 SR FH 48 v+ A 4 FIE H] 27
ik, £ By i 55 A58 1L, I 25 0 e TR 2 s 55 5% 38 R SCIR B LA S B 5 55 5 3% ) I S At 3 L o A S A A S 2
HH X0 = 70 SCVE A AR DA I AR I 18 00 55 AR — — DG E, IR P DG G B v RO ASEAR A T i 5 D6 R AR T B A
VBT S RIS B BRI AT AR AR AN A T, AT, 45 5 4R 22 AR 491 B B AR A A 1 R B A LA X R 1)
AR, AT 3 3T AR T T I SABEAR 128 5 A5 7 FR) Jm T, 0 8K 71T 5 1 DG R 4 3.

A T A0 00K B 15 %4 ParserSVM Fll PatternINF 28 4 £ 46 I 250 % A5 8 e I A 4.

15 DB ParserSVM,PatternINF FHIA SCVAT HERE 2 8 (¥ 157052 A B (CRLFE I 25 52 2% B R 52 2% FE).
W R DLR BOSCE I — TH HOh — IRE A R ) SR 00, 78 4 ParserSVM I ZR AT 5 2% B s AIG, # 8 O(n), 3055
2RSSR AR T ParserSVM. 2 4t I I 2 R R0 X 7 6 A AN 30 AT 1 IRAQVEARTERD 1 IR i
PR R I R TRV o AL R T 2xn KGR 22BN LI O(n). AT H, PatternINF
AE NG FE P 35 B X Pl PreGram (A % 3 iE) M PosGram(J5& & SCE)REAT 44, T8 B ik AR, 1 R 4 512
Br B B A (1) SOV R AE I8 — HEAT MRS A B 3 1 o B, AT, 2 RN ZRAB BB n A8 T0X, AR 4 5 %
A (n/2)x(n/2) 4 B n*/4 A AEAF IR FE 1 52 2% 23K B O(n®); 7 PatternINF 5 48 )R ok i 1L 75 4 78 5 45¢
RURSRFASMIRAE A BEAT — CE SO A M5 1) 3 5, IR B2 2% R O(n).

Table 15 Comparing complexities of systems

R15 RGEIARFIXLE

Systems Training time Test time
ParserSVM (Wang) O(n) O(n)
PatternINF (Zhou) o) o(n)
JR+FD+BPI (ours) o> on?)
55 ParserSVM il PatternINF ZR Gt AH LU, A% SCPAT#E 38 R 48 10 ¥ 5 52 2% B 2 e L st R AE 1, 6 18 2 VIl i 7

IS T3 RE, 0 75 X 4 — P PreGram( A & 3CiE) A PosGram(Ji & 305 BEAT 4L &, T8 il ) I REAT A 2R, ik,
IR RN P A T4 BE A O(n®), 5 20% 5 A% iy e 33K — i S04 At e 79 2 <50 9K ST 445 PR 2 4, AN 0 BT A S ik
A AT R BRI A DA RDYE 20 B FHE SUA E bRy Db 4 By, el B TG0 v (0 S R AL (R0 45 T S A0 E 2 AR
T8 ] S V), DAL SRR I T ok 1) 1 A 2L T R D e, SOV A R T n B BN R R B R K
2t )Rk, DA T AR K M B2 v R G 0 e AL L 3K — T VR T S R 0 O FR A DK B8 3 A7 A AR LAk — 22 23 it 9.
9.3 LIS

A H IR STEAT HEER D TR R 2R A A TR AR T 4 ke U, ST AT HE SR H 4 2R 518 (Google) BA
KA = 76307k PreGram I PosGram F438& i 25 11, 38 3 A5 A 2 0 F5E, A Web B0Hs Hh 42 40 4 18 ~1- 4T 18 Jo 8, 4
LAl E LA M R D Usey, SR G AT J5 S4BV 5 DR I A 2R PR RE (R D095 4 T B YU sE 15 1L AT IR TT AT Y
FEIR AL BT Uy, (9508 FTFATHE B IR RE L.

SR, Web HH A2 — Bl EL AT I8 M 16 20 2 B0 360 55 2, Web S04 I I 7 B0 OK St 0040 (o 1), 1. TR] b, Web
Bl N IR AE 23 AT FH DG IS5 I 1 A A B A e A A A T X 28 2k PR A RS i AR K IR RIS [ | 45 31 L
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WU A 4545 R i EL AT I AL A DG o, I A 48 2R R T A 1) T I R AR KA R E N R 2R 45 T DU
(BB (5 B B HE PR 0T ). A0 38 2R 51 2 1l ) FH - A0S RIS & A R 45 AT AT RN P = 1 1) 0 B
A PEA AR B 28), T AN A AR 3 T 305418 SCEREAT AR G PR T 550 (H W, 38 SO 55 1 70 s 2R 4l ), )
AP A 22 5 VR BRI T 788 b 7 SRR R i R SR RS AE (T ) SR I B HE e R 2, Bk Web $U4fE
JARZR TR X SRV AT AT 3 A R 45 AR DTk R AN Aff 58 P, T 3K — AR 2 1P A 06 SR 2 Wi A 2R IR B0 1R AT 4
R G AR

H T RS AT Ok R HERE RS0 4@ e, 5296 %) JR+BPI,JR+PC+BPI fil JR+PC+BPI iX 3 > L8P R4 ik
AT T AS[RIIS B A3k 76 40 5f 0, R 48 0 DA B T AS [R), 0N 2012 4F 8 B x4 12 A8 A X Lk Rk — ik
(8 53K 9 MMNAL KA AT 2013 4 1 ), UCIBEAE ] 2 7 1A 2 45 Rk AT 15k 18 Jo 2 3, 2 B0k
R 2R 7 (N ZRFR R (HD n=2,N=20,window=10). T, & DI ) 3 ZE X AR TR 1B 18 TU R S A K AR E U,
AL IR S — K H TD1 AR, AN A I B il 45 3 3% 16.

Table 16 Performances of parallelism inference systems in different months (test corpus: TD1)

F 16 AFETOEATHERL R L EREAIA S TDI)

Systems Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec.
JR+BPI (four-way) 0.433 0 0.3929 0.559 2 0.4532 0.533 4
JR+PC+BPI (four-way) +3.34% +5.26% +1.82% +3.63% +2.86%
JR+FD+BPI (four-way) +1.82% +2.77% +1.10% +2.10% +1.53%

4 5 oR TP+BPT R AL REANF e UL I 35 B 55.92% 0045 FE 5 22 I AN Ry 39.29%, 4 75 16.63%, 15t B 4
FR T AN 2 P A SE RS A T HEER (R 4@ VAN R 1 2, R S8 JR+PC+BPI fil JR+PC+BPI #RRE4S T JP+BPI R4t
AHS R 1Pk Be 2 T U0 T 2R R U, MFAT G RSB RN B T [R5 A5 s 10 BB I R =2 B
TR AN T ) LB R A ARG 3 2 R R T S S T S AR )P AT HE R

o 33K — ) fE, — ol it e e A 2 ) Y S B A D R R RNAZ T AT 18 TO 0] B T S R T AR B
B IREUL 8 2 AT 10 00, 37 B I — #0852 WU EL A RO RE, I 5 0 3 v e (B S T B ) b v ) )
JB— i BT e 5 2, S SRR B A T AR HE B R G (R R T AR K /N v s S 15 RE RS 12 4 2
SPAT 1 TORE, T AT T 8 LR UE T2 98 9T 4516 7 AT 18 050 I i () AR ) 45 8 A 1 B AT S8 v KT P SO A AT
Sy JEB).A T IAIEIX — AR (W 0] AT Pk, ST A AMET T O R AT 1 25 44 GIGAWORD, 4| & 4t JR+FD+BPI
HEATVFI (RS 1] Apache Lucene 4.1 37 /NHH R 5| BT A ML ), ZRAF AR 17 Brom 091k RE, 3L e
SRRV 8 A TRAFD+BPI AL U 4557 43 19 2 30k B AT AR 09 25 SR (B n=2,N=20,window=10), A& N “*” 5 bz
WPERER JRHFD+BPI 7 GIGAWORD RIS At 68, 2 8 B h n=2,N=16,window=10.1% — 45 JL L 7R
A5 FH R RIS L 7] A3 1) A 1 0 VR R AT S AT 0 T 992 38 (3 :PDTB 55 GIGAWORD #dls B >k 15 8T ] 44, e
% A Hl S R BE TP AT HEBAL N ) 5C R B4k Bz 30 R FH 30 P48 2R 5 1 4R Web BI04 1 11 B 0 1 . IR B —
IR 25 B G S PAT HEBEA LI A5 F A B b g e M B RS 80k B HEA T 4 UL OO N B R /N IR BRR.N
H 1) BRI T GIGAWORD F) 453 vk 5 i, FL 18 FH % 558k e 83, A8 2 1 1D vl [i) 2y 5 (50 4038 ) PDTB 3 A gk
AT PAT IR O 923 30 5 2,45 8 FEAE 8 Ju 5 16 =00 S0VE A A5 (n=2), GIGAWORD  H 2 75 ARBL ST v 1) Le 451 o v,
S 7% [N 7 A 2 DT 3 4 2D 1) TopiV 1, R A% 4 S M i I e AR 18 o6 I 26 &R

Table 17 Inference performance using GIGAWORD for searching
& 17 FIH GIGAWORD # % ff 4fl: 3 ik

System TD1 TD2
*JR+FD+BPI (four-way) 0.5659 0.5019
JR+FD+BPI (four-way) 0.569 7 0.512 6

10 2 %
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T K R R S E AT IR o I Z I, I B B o He 5 e aU i O s S IR X OG R M LA A b A S 4R
T 90 R OPAT MR AR R I T8 0 R i 10 00 R L 32 PRI —PAT X R 5 vk, B B T 4 2 R 4,
I FHARAE I 75 0¢ R B RLHEE PDTB BT W, R BEAR T B 18 17.26%.

LRI AE T AVE S MR AEAE B 3O R 40 2 P I 25 38 FEAIE T 18 SO AR AE R T TR AN HE B B =X OC & 1 AR
s [R] I, S2 B th BRI T A 4815 B BEAT B o 00 R HE R 1 1 R vb 3 5 2 0 R R AR R 2K ) 1) T s A, 52
YU AE T g T 0 AR A1 AR B AT Bl 148 18 0 R SEAT MR IR A o, DA B8 Je AR AR TR 5 R R AT B T
KA R B B

SRR AT 8 R IR 7 A0 B O A I 00 K B2 0 T A 5 ¥ L D6 SR AR 0 1) 35 38 5 ot Pk B0 A7 4
AR STAT HE B AN s I i TR A 0 A 2R IR 0 1) S AT 1 TG A2 e 2 o, 28 9 190 A PR A 3K — Il R SR
{1 T A S5 3R T U SO €50 I (19 ST ) 3 1), SR A0 SR S A0 2R 1 [ B, R T 33 S B i SR R I IR ),
PRIV PAT HE R (RRE S AR AS 2 1) 32 2 TR TR 2 Web 2500 1) I 587 44 RIVARS: 2% s 1 1) sl 4 ke, DA TG 1 B 090 325 4
ARFAE B ZEHR, A B g 3 R AU — S §SE 5 22 R T A MU R B8 T, 2 A gt M AN 2 1
B WA SRR TR B SR —.
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