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Abstract: Natural language is usually understood from discourse perspective. With the success of research at the lexical and sentence
levels, the focus of natural language processing research has shifted to the discourse level. The object of discourse analysis is to analyze
the text structure and the semantic relationship between discourse units, and thus understand the text. According to different purposes,
discourse units and their relationships can be expressed as different textual structures, and the study of them can provide different levels
of text comprehension. Currently, there are few studies on the inherent laws of Chinese texts and the lack of theory and method system for
effective analysis and in-depth understanding of Chinese discourse has seriously restricts the relevant research and application. This study
focuses on two basic features of a text, namely cohesion and coherence. From three aspects of theoretical research, resource construction,
and computational model of discourse analysis, it explores the rhetorical structure (reflecting text coherence) and topic structure
(reflecting text cohesion) respectively. It summarizes the current research, and presents the main problems and research trends.
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NATER A B ARG 5l W R AR B AT AE A B G T A\ — DM %0 AE % R & 58 T (discourse
analysis) ) 35 TAT 55 3t & A AR b 43 Mt R 55 45 4 T FORE BIGBRL G 2 R 98 SUOR &R R R A R SCBR AR S AR
AT e 5 A H I R 3 s R R R LR A AR RIS SR ARG W R R AT LR R E NSRRI
RRAGHHRE LR, EEOEEREN . R, RS, Thabss i, FHE st GG 5 %48
Y, I S [7] 1) 45 48 08 T XA ] 1) A B X s 3 04T 158 AT R AR R BN AT G 7 4 AR
SEHAR S5 AT R R R B A L AR I BOR B B BB R A BT CRCR I 2 B ARE A E R TR
— M.

1E NS B0 T B 28 AR ME 2 R 2 (discourse) X FRONIE RS B O & — R VRS AR 5. T AT ER
B R 38 5 e 7 13 B A U 1 ARE S  E S S/N BLE AR R T DR REE . TR R
A7 SURT AR BRBEVR, I B 00 F e B T SRR V2, R 2R AN R M R B T I T HE ), A R ) R
fr B TFE R E R TS5 BB A8 RiAmBREENER A RGN E AR AREE. LA 1
25 P AN T HEAT X B I ZE ) 1 o R AN ST ) SCIE T, )ik se B E R IR VGE B AE — R I AN kg
AR — e B SR DR 3K e ) i 2028 1 T SO I A SR IR, M DA ol — A B4k B TC T R IA I (M . 5
WEARLE, B 2 F R e ) R AR R k2R (191 2 BT IR B BB 6 A JEE AR 8 B T M) AR, i AN R 5 T 43 i)
(Q)~(NFR ;P LI P 28 RN 9 R B8 1 728 382 1 [ 3R o 3 B 7 ) 18 12 A7 B i/ AH 5 I A0V 1 43 ), AR T
8 BT 0] F 2 1A 1R 38 ORI, T AR R JE i — > BA“2= I g 0o i R D o8 35 8 IR T A AR T — N e 3.

B LR LR Sk B 36 [ B A R AWM AR F M BE,OF HATL 8 h [F g9 2 A 1, BUL, B AR 5 AR B TN 22 51 5 221
A

] 2:2% U L B 4 5 (A, (T B [TBE ¥ A 5 (0 AR 2258 (B), [1 303 5 2 3 (C) AH 2 [148 16 1l s =45 (D), At #8 I\ 3 41 53 (E), T
LA, AR 4% FLA (F).

Fig.1 Chinese discourse examples
1 R

T 55— i B R A 5 R R T A B ) — B (O 13 I ) R e 5 R R e e (O T P ) R B
N A TR 2 U ) 58 B A TR 2RI P 5 79 77 T 7 ) A B o 55 £ T R A R A, B 534 B4 (coherence)
A i 2877 $2 7E (cohesion). e 5 48T 82 M AR 52 3 BT 9 ) AN P9 8 AR P A O T PR AIE T el 28 P 2R ) T I
BV 5 o 22 2 a2k 13 R ) L A R T B AR A, R ELAROR, A LD T

FAT 52— 77 1 AR 353 B M A7 T2, 48 R T 3 ) 5 B A A A B Oy R e 2 A 8 8 e o 346
A T AR R 2R Ok R IR T R — B T LR A S R, B R AR R S5 4 a0 &1 2 s B A C 2 [E)
JRIFH K 22 ,B Al C AR rh i, BC YL G A A R i itk 5 22, ABC (94165 Al DEF (14165 2 1] 44 i 417 55 %, DEF
(AL Fr e A4 B AT B AR TC AL A S T A 0 R, B T 3 AL T R e U AL Wk R R
A T T LIRS I IR BB R A M 25 J2 0 B AU LA & I R R T R A2 10, &
R HILE T S5 R R (IR Bt A, IX BB T 45 0 5 B AT I D3 B AR TR SR ie (n i) 2 v i “BE ..
3.7 I 58 A RE s (AR B 2 A sk EE A (T HL)™).

A AR T S5 R B M G5 RN R R R A A L, £ 8 ) R R g h E Bl 2 R R R R,
AT DUBCA 5 i B Bl i A 5 T R ) 25 3 AR 4 B A A iR R R AN TR O AR A AN B 5 S,
XHF BSOS REE 2 hRERERREIT R R, W S AR E RO DEF A& AR BT
ABC 2" 5 B2 T PR R AR/ AR BT PRt AR = 8ot DE MAG
Btk R R A B 2T DUAS B2 BORS T LR L O AR BT PR, IR e R R R S,
AT B 5K R AT A 1 L% rp L 4R T R
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Fig.2 Discourse rhetorical structure of the second example shown in Fig.1
(the EDUs indicated by arrows are nuclearities)
2 L g 2 0f LR e B AG T A A (7 Sk B 4R Db R F D)

73— 77 W0, I B 15T R A A SRR Vi RBAE PN 2 ) 58 B A B O B TS 1 S SR PR e M 2 T )
ATHLIDE 2R 3K B BTV KB 2 (RS A 4 — A 13 R (B 2 A ) e 5 A (B /) 2 ) B R, T 2 R 2
VU2 i 2% 20 Vi L HE e IR 5 B 20 0 2 R R PP A 79— A R T R A

BRG] 2 AR M xR0 T H B R & R G 5 BATREW AU B 2 From i B A T 450 O ) 25 A
GEAR AT AT AR H 4% E A A0 SR (R [B]RWhy ™ 1) ), B G SR R LB (At A" E 27 KA 1Y i
(R 11 5 “Who™ [ ) I, 18] 2 Jir 7= A 5 B A G5 Al A5 0 AN s 13K I, i SE BRI 2 4 & 3 T 7 ) el 3 1
FEUFE R 435 A DR iR R 12 ) L 368 3 T 55 0 9 PR B 432 5% 2R, FRATT ol B8 0% ] 225 I el 2 3 27 v £l BT i 2
VU i, 5 B R S A8 R 45 M 2R 400, P 3 v 10 B 2 4R R 45 1)t I BE A8 g Lk “Who™ X — &[] Xt “Why” 7]
FTEREN .

B R

(AR} B 00 T 55

[EFi

(348 JE LB Yol

HA LB T

Fig.3 Discourse anaphor structure of the second example shown in Fig.1

(the mentions indicated by arrows are the antecedents)
B3 BT L g 2 o R B iR AR Ah A (35 Sk P 48 S AT 1))
AN R i B R A 45 K I 9K 2R AR 9 T LA SR A AS [ 2 T ) s 2 R AR R A W 4 A R 1 AL R X
R 3 AH ELAR A, A AN TR T /R B LB SWLH A B (Who,Why,Where,When,What,How) ¥ 7% 2 2 fig 1fi 5,1
V5 B A7) S8 2 10 s 5 5 ) 3 [ g e A () 8 2 ) o o B A )

2 ERIMEXIAR

AR H ARG B PR I i & B AR A FIRE FFNE 5 5 F XA 8 AR 88T 20 thd 70 AR H
v M & 1K 77 (concept dependency) B i U 5 7 S 25 B IF 7T A0 S I LA (seript) 77 9 S BE LR T 0 b BE AR
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S B AR IR 3 s W T A I T A AL B S AUI AR 5 VE I BOR AR B & 7E 15 B Al L (information
extraction) 453 15 21 S Ty 52 FH A4 T, B AR 7 42k (14 460 B 7 T %o A3 T 7E 39 55 A7 18 3 B RO, 5 S 0 A 1 ) 3t 7 EE
a8 5 SR X0 T L 035 R R NI 5 R B 5 AR ME R 2 2807 BA 2> i B Rl T — 22 R
R L AW R T 45 F R R R R O IA Bk B B T R TR I B AR IE R TR AR A
CIETWRr

R 7 ANIEAREN O B ARE A B UR A BE S TN o T 4 A EACRRAE, B BT 4
(coherence). 4% M: (cohesion). 15 & 14 (informativity) X = & 1% (intentionality) B & A JJ {2 2 T B 485 5 4 21
BIF 000 R B9 S Sk 4 A7 R 35 M1 i R I BT T DA R IR B R 2 A R 3R R T S 4 T R 4 R T A
T B AT DL 9 R A SCRFAE. [F] B 5 79 2 (0 3 A 0 2 5 2 DA P 2 9 R Atk G R Sk 25 5 1R A9 dn, A
2R RN A G B 15 R PR T EE T 1E15 R I 2 A i B A 7 °F 5 T 0 R B R RE R ST & B L 8 M )
R RS B A TR s R B FAE B R T M B G A A A A5 B S BT AR e
SE R X R R T G RS R AR R R R A B R R S R E R AEEVINIRERR.

TE Ve P 75 ¥ 35 B DU, B B 10 14 1 R I B e A 0 T B DG T 0 A I 2 R ) T A e A e A,
e BRI B IR AR R B R ) G DRI SR FH ) T I 1 SRR R e I DR IR T A A — A
G IR IR, SR FH RN (B V) 2 ) R ORISR R R I 3 T 5 15 5 570 2 A 1) ST AR IR P 25 1 A 8238
I R B 0 B AT A Ak (R R A A R MR R R T M A DAL, B 1 3 T S A A A (1 I A A T E
il P4 B FRAE.

AT LU B, 5 0045 2 3 Bk ) 9 2 DARS 3 1 A 2 1 R B PR T 9T D B I, AT O 3 4 AT O A
B o A AT T AT B (VR T, T T3 0 M R A A AT R BRI T . RUR A R THRBLAYX 3 A
75 T PRI R G T G R (PRI B 3 1k ) T R 45 e (VR LR 3 A ke ) 33X 19 ol 8 g, AT 78 4 2 0L 16D
VIRTISTIR N

21 BEEHR

T T M AL R A R AT BRI Hobbs RIS &5 45 #9716 (rhetorical structure theory)®7, %
IR 20 2 1 (Penn discoursetreebank)™ 12, % & 454 1 14 (intentional structure theory)®, 3k fi7 45 g 7
w18, 3 fr #EE B8 (thematic progression theory)™ ™1 e spip el & a)ppip 0018 ST IR AR (R DGE
1% 25 45 ) (connective-drivendependency tree) B i 119200 S R 4 iy B i 122802
211 REBFEHEIREAR

W ST M AR R (L E E S Hobbs BERL, BRI . MG B EEL. DUEAR
iR, POEEMEIR. BT EERKAAN R DOE 8 i 4%,

(1) Hobbs #%4

Hobbs 78 (ST HH s o B r 1R 2 B0 1) 100 26 49 0 2R 42 L 2 405 WD FA) B AR 3 40 L v o 5 B T L2
TA) )T AR R R B AR I B O R AR SR G A (K8 SORICPE Hobbs 2 ST 12 K6 R A4
R, HF. GE. TR L.

(2) BRELE T R

A6 T 425 K PR (RST) IO — ol 3 T DR A 70 (1046 7 225 M P98, 5L 300 2 P T3 S5 ML SO 1 s A ik, B R
VBN RS B 55 RN D e A BIE 7T (K BB 2Lt RST 55 Hobbs A 78 BLA AR K AR UE JE 5 LT 4 KK, 25 hkg
BHRR BN RATIEENADBEZ AR & 0. 00 R8T 08 RIEH MR 2 870 RIETE 3 KB4 0 fE B ok
1E“¥% (nucleus)” A% ik 37 #5158 1) HoAth 5 TTFR A« T (satellite)”. 2418 fF 5% 5 3% 32 (1) B 70 T6 W 2 20 I U RR 3
N %7K F .5 Hobbs B RUA L, RST H19F 5 A 1 P9 35 10 45 K40, B 2 B0 AT LA/ 3 38 BB B RST A N Zh Ak iE
R B AL A 1 5 & 25T (elemental discourse unit, fiiFk EDU),EDU ] 118 X 3¢ 2 B A FF v A vl 47 7 14 72 RST
F3E& R IR TE 25 R Hp 0 s AR Y AL SRR AN B4k 43 3878 EDU Bt LU, R L RAX
OV BRI B A% 07 5 RST A i) 3 AN FEAME & 2 — W O M 98 A% 0ok 2 6 B 2 v A 8 B T R 1O B TT R R,
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FAT RS FRYERST 1955 03 AME 8 43 il 2 i) £ DR 22 R 8007 i o R F B R 3 B0 i O s B e 2 /0
A A BA 1 2R, T 2 B oy A7 TE 1) 0 B2 5 38 3R O 355 00 R (R AR R AL A1), BV T DA FH O 08 31 1 2800 S
R C RA 5

(3) TEMIF A P 1R

T i 20 o (PDTB) M2 HH iR 4 Y50 [ 15 B 45 M BRI 1A 4 BB B 50 R AR 7 Bt B LRI hk 3 B P 8 1
264 KK 2 )2 16 25,46 3 )2 23 2K MILL RST,PDTB 1A & (™ i 1 5 B 18 %E 55 R R B4 (1R e LLE B2
A% O KRR AT T S5 2 0 TR R 2 5K R IX 4 o B ORI B R O6 R, I B 056 RN TR I T AT R 24 T 18 X
KRB E ML A b AR AR DG M4 3 #1J0. 73 /b PDTB 4 R HH A5 2 31 0 A 1555 18 A 1B 20, M AIE
B /N T LT DT DKW FBE 14 0 1 s A

(4) PUBHE AR

PUEE A BT 19 2R, B\ N2 L 1898 £ D i (K SE) R ks £ A8 T IGE
SAFW. (BIRICHE) R e B R A R, R A 1) 3 5] N DB VE B0 A0 1 15 VE AR R, 5
M NN (B IRSCE) 7EH1A) 7 S B R A S —B“A)e R A m i ik TIr 2 A H)
HAL B IR WP R A RS R SR A L E R R DB E A RG24 I 2 T BRI (SO )

AP AN B A DAL 3 A DG G5 b AN ) B a3 IR o ) 4 . oy ) S SRR TR 58
)R B AL A R I S AN ) ) — A L, B ERE S S U SRR B AR S A B e
FAEW, T AT B S WS R OR B R R AR AN B AN DL B S TR A ) B A TR B
AL, DL A R RIS AR A R MR ZAE T, AN R T e LA A 728,

(5) DUEAFEH L

) AR Y ) 2 B T T B )RR — AN 0 3 B JUAS ) T AL R [ 43 R AR R ), ) A O R
— 1t 3 T OO 9 2 ) PO BIE A e R G T AR R A TPS) A R TR R R AT S UV R e R )
P T AR T B AR BE 2 T8 A — Al = SR E X

MK B oy KT B BT LG, 28 /0 5 B WA ) - 2H G T R 1 5 B A R AR A A SUIE R
EEARAREN AT 2B B ENBE R, CATB ISR AE — Ao B NAE T SORE, LA T
1B — & 7 A ATE— RO — AR BE, 4G 05 30 BRP IS U4 & RRI AL &

FRE > A A AR 2 90 AR ) T v ) 1 5 R O R A 28 R UK L A S IR B DR R E T R R i
HEOG RS 12 R N A TERI TG A B R AR 2 O 2 A B o B A RN N A = K2R AU e 26
KA S5 0) TR A (053 280510, 03 KT I R TV 4t — I b

(6) H&TF B AT 1 DUE S 5 45 M FL iR

TN K2 HARIE 5 A SE I 45 A PDTB 4 & A 8217 JR 3 S Rl RST 44 & S 25 A0 T 3R 25 4 (R 1
e, FII 455 DUE S A MG BB JR T — P T K A7 4% (connective-driven dependency tree, & #% CDT) ¥
DUE B T A R Rk R U200 s i o se e (B TS M (IR AR B B . SR B TmAEH. BERAR. FE
FU)HAT T RGN E SO AL Z 5 T3 H R AF W 10 8 5 4 o, 7709 m 3 B AR B 3 9437 (elementary
discourse units, X EDUSs), P &8 & 4% 42 17 (connective), F 2 432 1] 7 42 (1) i A 55 25 B4 7 4H & R 9 5 3 B Aoz
(discourse units, A F% DUs). &) 2 [F]i8 i & 828 T8 BUCE i — R B 146, 2 IR & BB T B — R e I e
AL e ] B T AR R R T LA K AT DAR R R B LA (R B R A SO R, — AN ] T DA
ANER AN i 2 BT R B R AR TE R e (Y B R E AT 4 Oy 3 R AR KB B A
212 REIEBLAEHEIRAR

W e SR A M PSR A I B IR R E AT R 0O iR 45k R R e T R kg R
WL e 23 S R A PR A R gy T 33 e

(1) *EAEE®R

R ML B LT RS B0 R I AR 1R R R R A I TOM 4 R A e B AR A 1 AR
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R T o R 53— B3 B R R I T AN B A3 TR PR A T A 0% R A 4 08 R S R R A e AR A
PR BT B AR, A, BICROR )&, B R 5 N1 b B (additive) . 5 47 AY
(contrastive). J& % (causal). i )% (temperal)4 3%, iaIC A58 T BOALIE 18I0 (19 2 S

Grimes fE7R Mk Halliday 3% 2 AT BG4 5& 7 ARV I ay 06 R, 45 B T VRN IO #3255 R 2800
4b,Grimes R HRH T AR RN JTH IR 4, 3 B IR H 51 (paratactic) ¢ & 1118 0 [F] 55 5 2,1 M
(hypotactic) % & 1R TG H F KL 5.

(2) EBrHE®

FIRAHAR B AT IR A, R OR T A LR S IR H ) T B 3B f) W RS HE 42 3] Mathesius
T RETE A 0 f FEAR 1 AL R AL(E B A TR A 7 AL s (S B 4. A2 8 e BE e 1R S 2 A
BRI R E B2 TS A E B R AR AR EE A O, A2 U0 TE A K 32 1) 1

Mathesius T E47 55 # & 3 AN J7 TH I AN %5 5) & £ (sentence-initialness) . #H 2% £ (aboutness). 15 & KT
IH 4 (informational status). b i ,Firbas X M “ZZBR3N F77 (0 f B XS EALAE T — 20 [ BR Al 42 H A2 2 1fE
TR BRI 38 B B AR I8 AL B S B BT AR R 1 2 B Bl 7 e 32 0 -3 7 PR kR B B T R B R BRI 11
B s

)5, BA Halliday (1994 4) AR I R A ThRE1E 5 IR N A Fr Ak 2R % 32 07 1) 578 A e 30, i X 4 T
RLHE S I A B VAR B IR R AL - IR AL 45 MRS 2 B IR BSR4 M. - R A 45 i 2 MR s 77 AR 1 A
JE RTS8 B, 98 Y /INA) B 1 BOAR A TS R G5 M (2 R0 R S s R) 2 RS B 12 52 10 o B ok I O ) 2 S T AR sk
HXE B AL

N B D RE B A R AN RN R A AR I B 1 AR G 2 AL, AR o
R R, F AR AL — R R — UME B, EALR AR B & 2N ALA S kb
RIE.

(3) B

B R 45K PR tH Grosz AT Sidner 5% 542 H B A A TIA ks 2 5 2 B A SR DR AE T B VR R IR e R
K E G EENE RS RN BT LR 5 B BB NOZ R RS B 0 A — FEANON RS B 45 M B (A BIF 7T S s, IR i
EEGEH AT LR AR )RR AR R E SR AR 3 ML A RIEE S SN
(linguistic structure). &% & 45 4 (intentional structure). £& fUIR S (attentional state).

HR4E Grosz A1 Sidner X7 & &5 1 52 X, 5% % = K (discourse purpose, & #% DP) Hi f 7 B & K (discourse
segment purpose, & Fx DSP)/r iR f ik, Bor R = E M ZE R RSB — N2 EE Wk DSPL HiTRiA
DSP2,JU] DSP2 5 F 5 o7, Fx J S HiC (dominance) ¢ &, 3C B ¢ & 5 A5 45 14 B (1A% - 2R 25 ) AE AL, R
WA LVEAER E R R RIEREEEE EE X

Moser F1 Moore [ 5T 3 B, 55 I 45 R R 10 FAS T 45 1 B0 2 TA) A7 F L, G s TR 48 ) v F S R A T 4
A ET R w9 A% A K

(4) THEAREEHR

T P R LR T U 4 (topic chain) M, AR B M AN T 1A B 5 1) /N A4 5 7 T B4 P A AR
B 1T B 3 B 46 % B 48 4K B 45 (anaphor) T2 2, B % % [B] 48 (zero anaphor, & #% ZA) . X 1d] [E] #& (pronoun
anaphora, fj #K PA)F1 4% i [5 # (nominal anaphor, fai #Kk NA) {35 5 1. it 7K 2 PO 48 7 B A BwE 76 iR 32 T
PR M oR ) 1 R X — LA [l ZA T 2l B S R SR IR N )

0l KL 3 2OV N TR 0 /0N A 0 5 8 355t BT R I TR N BT 1 B A R B 1 L SL F A
RINRE b A 22 51 B P OVt 9 i 2 SR AT T X T S T e ST R 3 1 R M ) T
B A FE AR 5, EE T SOTE R O B A —E R S| S 1 R BE A SRR N A BT T R R TE TS T R AN [
TR ;) SR I3 ) O\ AT AR R T 2, T AN [ SR R 0 AT IR O AR M T DA R O X R A S TR A
FE A% BT A H IR AL,

FEIR AL FR GE D RETE
e Xof AR (1 IR A
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T R B R AR R A 1 O T R P B A% AR 1 A (] 5 A DA R B AN [ A 15 R T 4y DR [
e e S ROV R L R 3 ol G AR AR [ S A A [ (1 45 R BRI 155 R S R S PR S T 14 R K 1
e L A A £ 25 0% R I T RIS R 1)V R AE S B P R b TR R L R . L 2 R AR, AR,
2 LR AT ), 3 ] 3 o 2 1 A e (A ).

(5) IS IE L

R N X PR S 2515 R R AT T BRI N ROBIE 70 MR 30 DUVE S B A o, AR s A N R A T T
U R 45 4] (1 N 8 R IS P 2 7 ¥ B HH 7 0 0 ) A AT e A 5 R ) (1 ) AN T S R A
JR IR T DU (175 R4 R RN R I, 8 T A A 0 2 R A AR 12281 5 P Al SR T R 40 W 4
() — TG P A AL TR BRE, ST R R s 1) 20 A5 S R AR S R T 0 R R T S R T E 40 AT 2 T A A R
ok 40, A T T LT I T B )

(6) TR T R 5 AL 3

TR K 2 SRAE 5 A T S0 S AE S0 AT A5 B 4G M A SC BE G 1 LA b R T T R B A 0 S OO 3 A
gy o 2R B3 2 A R MR B LA 0 7 S DO A R R T 12 B T R R £ 3 SRR A 1 SR T Ak
FORMET, I3 T 32 A7 HE 0 F O 1A 8 A OV U R A L SR B A X, T A S AR L R SO SR BRI i 52 B I
BRI R RE R,

22 HWRER

T 5 0 1 SRR A v B bR TS A (B D) R O A ) (R AT R ) B AR R
AH S AR 26 1 7 R AL 45 45 B 45 140 25 2 ) 2 (rhetorical structure theory discourse treebank, i #% RST-DT)P, g2 &5
Z 4 22 (Penn discourse treebank, &% PDTB)E®, ACE(automatic content extraction)i-illiE EIE7, ARRAUEE,
OntoNotesPIH1 & 2 [&] P& (GraphBank) %4,

221 IREBFEWEITER

T3 5 25 5 o 25 W AT S IR 90 S0 8 R T B3 2 1 s 20 2 PDTBISTAIAS i 45 0 3 25 4 22 RST-DTESL,

(1) PDTB: 3£ E 5 AL Je WK B ORFIFE B RS M gE [ %2 T 8 KBk & bRk, JF 1 LDC(linguistic
data consortium)J- 2006 4F1E 04 4[7.2008 £E PDTB 2.0 & A5, E & H B #U i K1 98 S0 215 B kR T
40 600 IR AR, H i 45 18 439 MEAFE L R,16 224 Mak i E xR R,624 MHABEBEFRRRNBEEXR,
5210 MMl A B IR RN KRR, IEH 254 NSRRI FATEEATE LKA,

(2) RST-DT: F1 3% [E 5 b M1 n 4 JE WK b5 vE, H 1 LDC F 2002 4 1E 20 K Aii . RST-DT 4 FH 5 M AR P 11 5C
A T BB K. RST-DT X EDU #EAT 1 7™ 4% 1) 52 S e T8 818 WA AN S T EDU, 78 24 E 231 i)
MBI WA AR E T EDULBL AN, T RVE 8L A) i AR IR 15 15 F (1 A B) 8 1 EDU,SE 8 M) )5 B I 4 1A 18
B B O A EDU 43 B 1) I A) SR I 18 B S D P9 B TE RS S RST-DT 58K 1 85 4% SC & HARE, FoAs
1T 53 FhELAZ 0O R 25 Bl 2 A% 0 08 R, IX 78 FhOG R oy ik 16 AN2H ), 5 20 8 LA A ] (A8 8 T g bR v 11
LENEW KB ERE . TR SO SR, R E S 2 AE .

FA B ST, DUE RS S AB T 454 00 DR IR R R 4 Ry 2.

(1) 3T RST MkriE

SHUILL RST At 3,2 % P0E S A A BEFIE, 3T T 4% 25 25 MIARVE IR 2R fh 5 LT 12 36 47 FhiliB 12
HRRUAS, WS, W5, 25, B9, TS, BI85 KB4 KRS AR id g SCDOE AR & LA,
SEAR 97 RS W4T S AUIE REAMIARE BR R 1 S0k B M SR RST (AT AT 2. MR i 2R B SR A RST
By VB S B2, LI A 2 B DA 20 B, 40 AT, R e R 2 1 R A R AT AR AT ] R AT
RST IR Z F # ok R IR DUE IR B 5 2 XTI L &,

(2) #F PDTB 1k R (IARTE

Zhou A1 Xue™ 122 (i [l PDTB 14 Z4RiEBUE, PDTB 14 & LUE 2 37 18 i briE Hoig n 4 1, 45 & DUE H &
HIHF 56 PDTB Rk R E4T 1 ik, 71 Ltk 228 M A SO 2 (Chinese Treebank, @i #% CTB)HF R HL 1 98 % 3 IfliE
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RHIEAT T hR9E.2015 4, Zhou I Xuel* Vit — 3544 % i BH K B 164 55, - 5 448 58 LDC 3 4 AT & A7 AH P
BRI R E G, PDTB AR R L AR R ANIE B2, )l T8 2 I AR B — M S 8, PDTB AR RIEH
AN T — A 2 B 1A g 5 5 ) 0 R B R 4 T T o S AR e T AR A A g A A A NI R
RUPFCR LA LM 1 S 22 S T SO TR S BT IR RE AR — 2 T 1) R SO R IR R R R
PR R IFREAT T ARE SR, B AT A 10 2R3 Tl R4 b SR B Ok R I RHHIT-CDTB), i1 BHER LDC A A i
OntoNotes 4.0 "] 525 & i SCAF I8 PDTB & R BEAT 120 5] SAJMERE 3 N2 IR HURS 5558 R bR ARvE
LA R U B0 R R RIE LA . R R ITTHR MR R AIME R LA KRR 9% 2 1 AT 90\ IR 42 3] P 35 K &
FE B AN R B R R AN BIR. & L §RAIFIIR 6 8 briEr o8 RERIAIL 1472 25,

(3) RHVUEA L E M AT

25 AR SIS 5 A FC R R O, A R R S bR T U A RO B U bR A 658 447
#),%1 44 395 000 7, IFEFRIELL (AR HR) Al CRITHR) A EAHEBGEA T Z AR 5 PUER A I 30% /4 4,
T A A 12 TR 0 P 32 BUAR R IR T EAZ B R ORI A R R R A W R ) T S L DL E AL
F14 455 9 i) B, 3 5 AR AN B T J R 2 45 K 20 T 14 7 SR T #2003 W 2R (Tsinghua Chinese Treebank, fii 7% TCT)M7LE A
KI5 T AT RS (1 DB P47 78 B2 T SR B 100 5 I =AU I B SOKR 2 B3l 6] . 3 3 A)E
SIHTAT N DRSS, B B 18 5 B DU AR BT RLTCT Wb i T R AN & A 2 R R/ EE ZEA 5 KRH
EEECH HIIIFFICR . ERH KR, BERR, WHLR, BRXKR. HKR. RERR. KRR, B
R ERTPRITE ALTEHDAFE A P b A bt 8 5] 5% 2 Bt I8 1 526 58 R3], B B50A B 60 1 2 TRV 56 &R,

(4) FET EBARATE W I 55 45 4 B R i 1

TRNR 2 B MG 5 AL S Be = 454 PDTB A RST 4 R UM 35 52 th 148 B R AE A (CDT) R R DB e &
TG (7 58, FF 38 1% 07 28, 06 B E2 M V3B M4 J%E 6.0 i (Penn Chinese TreeBank,CTB 6.0) L[ 500 % 3¢ 2 # 47
TR B A T A M bR W T DUE % B A YR B A B 218 KL (CDTB) 20 A B R bRy — MR B R A,
A RbRTE 2 342 AN B (BUR) b (5 B O EE AR B R AL, SR RESN . R R R M TR = AL

Rl T REBR A 4 MO0 0R RIS EEOL, Nl A H,CDT 5% 1 RST. PDTB MILIET
2A). AREELS, — 7 B 1 EDU AR AR 454, 25 FR DE o 1 B2 ), BLAR s A0 1E D EDU I ) B AR 4K 4 53
7 THI HE M 1 3 AR A I B 5% FR K Az, DU R IR] D 5% 58 200 ) T 0 3 AT SR B OR RO ) 23 R AR R AT RS

Table 1 Comparison of several important architectures of discourse rhetorical structure

x" 1 REER SN0 R B

T3] RST PDTB E%}f‘ﬁ CDT
AR ® |EDUJEIE. TAJEATLAE N EDU; | G, R B -1 o, 40 144 EDU, LA F AR HAL— AN KR
AL — AN REFE A £ EDU —MREXRREH IR %/~ EDU
A . FR i S O B A AR R 0 P 8%, B AR
R 0% 23] AT ;T B U R ]
e . g S , S5 E 3 JEE U R TE " FHHERAR AR % R HE B
ety 3 A 2t Sk T % ! (E] KR N
MERR S BT TN HFRET 78 K A RN RKFR BB 3 2K R E
- — i L F N R — B TE R WER AN, LEE-eT | EANEE | AN BVEX RN—E RE  R E
- Rk BRI KR, TG Rkl
v e g N N FOHERBEERE SRR
‘\\ ‘\\ B AIJ /\ N > 1
ot rpl BT BAR SR R BRI PeE TP TCA S EIR) ¥ EHBEE

R 24T 3R R I BUE R A RS AERHEE RO LS 5L, L HIT-CDTB A1 LDC-CDTB
HOBAE T PDTB R R, AT T 5 % 58 R IR EARTE, SUDA-CDTB MIEAG 1 CDT A R, AT 1 s 5 B 45 M IR AR .
Table 2 Comparison of Chinese corpora for discourse rhetorical structure

®2 PUEREBRENE R T

g HIT-CDTB LDC-CDTB SUDA-CDTB
Y 525 164 500
A KR 11519 1223 1812
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Table 2 Comparison of Chinese corpora for discourse rhetorical structure (Continued)
3 2 DUE T F B EE S5 R TERHE X H(28)

B HIT-CDTB LDC-CDTB SUDA-CDTB
FaslX R 9848 4193 7310
4t x ¥ 2342
U 1472 256 275
RAE CLR A, T G B 3R LR AR, AT N LDC K ELR A, AT G B 3R EL

222 REIE L TR

i T A T T PR R R AR N e D, S AL [ [l i AR AR A A L T MR R OB R E S
S5 KB RN T 0 A7 B0V P 0B TR 1 R e R U A 1A A

(1) Th e 135 i R 4 4 P TR TR VR A

FEMR AR R —FAFAE TR B AT G P15 5 SR A7 2 8] B e R 05 S 2 50 &1 T e 7 5 1RO FE B AR R 4
PR . B T3 ZE MR R U ACE PRIIE AP, ARRAU 5K ZEF®. OntoNotes 15 k9.

> ACE PFlliE R

ACE 2 25 [E BUR 32 #7110 H SR8 5 A0 B 5 2250 ACE 1B RBIFINEE 46 T 2000 4, 2004 I 46 51 A SCiE
BLACE PFIIE R T 2 3T MUC SIS RE w1 8 A5 2R A 48 AREE 00 7% bR v 1 AR, B A48 AQBE Al ST 4
5 B S AE SO R T AR [RLHE AR DG R 1 SR E A T A — AN e EE L.MUC F1 ACE PFIIE RL A TH ] #6742 06 R
1) B ARG T AL AT U SR E T BB R R VR, (RAE B A I i A R R R R R R bR T R A
SR AR, T ZBE T 0] B X S Ak (BUFR 9 48 g% ) B 4R ARAR T

>  ARRAU Bk} E

i University of Trento(Z KFI)Fl University of Essex(Z )t 45 5 Ab 21 () F5 AX 1] 8, BE A g S (1 F8 AXAR
BB A ZE R AR XSS U B SCRUET [ RE AR T SEAR R, AR E T R fe AR AT 8RR,
TH AL B PG TR 47

>  OntoNotes &k}

H BBN Technologies. University of Colorado(3[E). University of Pennsylvania(3[E )1 University of
Southern California’s Information Sciences Institute(3% [E)#H H & {F £ 37..OntoNotes £ % T £ J2 M K bsiE, 15 17
CRTH S A)F 2 AR 2 2 10 R AR, 35 A J9%E € 7 AR 45 .OntoNotes 7E 7 & /= 111 32 240 7 Sk |] B K S 44
FLHE K £ .OntoNotes H BE AL & 91T, 10 & PUE, DUB M i hniE T EBMEMFHRREL.

B SR T [ 17 R F R 25 4 TR0 Rl R AR X = (R X U R AR S B R FR AR 1, SRR A R R
Z.OntoNotes 1k B E TR EIEME M FRAE LS Z 5 R T 2 500 12 A3 B4 1B T 19
TR F R AR IR R =

(2) REZEEMERFRER

v IR ) 1E] B 22 Pl R 3 00 RS RE AR B ZRY 1Y) s 7 45 M R Ak X — BB Wolf AT Gibson 4 tH 17 3d i ]
G 22 R 2 0 7 RO IR % T R 2 &1 (discourse graph bank, #iFR DGB) (k4 g il B [F I, LLiZ 45 M kR T
135 RE XL LS A 3 B S MR ST 5 M R E o N BT (F) 7 A)) R g & B (discourse
segments); S8 J& , AR 3 AR AT 5 FE ARG AR FE AR BT H IR A (group), B — N AR R IR T AN E R B
J& B FE AR BT A 2 A] )3 BT 56 &R (coherence).

(3) PUBRZ™ Sk 45 14 TR iR i i

FEEF )™ SCIE 8 45 R 3 1) 15 ) S 05 T, R 32 TR A A 5 T A AV T3 1B 1 SO 5 A P ARE 2, AR i) Dy
FEA R B A TR T DB RS E S LGS AR E TR 2L H A, CUbRE T (D) R ) RAE R G &
mEUNG AN AR BEEENL O, BERHAEIER), LY 40 G S, CERIL) 1
B B T ST R 45 A b v B FL i BH 2 AE B A JF AT (http://clip.blcu.edu.cn/).

(4) BT FBRALE IR 0 DOEROUIE RS RL 2E 0E U5 8 %

RPN R 2 SRS 5 A PRS2 AR Y T A T 3R A AR (10 S S O 1 R 45 0 2 s Ak R BB 4 AR T TR
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BT 500 F5 S A B BON A R 45 K978 K} CDTC(Chinese discourse topic corpus)®#%1 iZiE kL CTB 6.0 it i
500 F5 SCRABRIE T AR 51800 FEARRT 31 K 3 7 (theme) AR 7 (rheme) . 7 2 1 oW 1 7L 45 #4 (micro-topic
scheme). fOVTE RI BB . FHOML U % 5 15 5., A RO IS R 45 R 1 1 3 o0 A B T kAt

23 HEERR

BEF AN [70 £ B 4 A 22 FAR 7 (10 15 Rk 30T 4 SR AR 22 4 9% T SRR AR (KR 7 A Bl 4 B I, S TG R ATT Ak $ F 9
(AN [ £ 2 93 0l Je T A 4.

231 REAEREAMTHE AR

(1) #F RST-DT KIWF5%

FEF RST-DT (155 Z 4509 70t 1 B & PIAS TAF 55 EDU IR B A1 5 2554 4 ¢ & (14 i o oh EDU (1R )
B0 SCAHEAT ) 43 SR HXH EDU, BRI 3 Az 5 B A B 5 P (00 32 2 56 2R 10 A U0 SR i JES i b ) 7 vk
FRAE B G5 LA P R T BE YT R N — T R E — AN I T RERAB RE G R,

T EDU 1) E ShiRAIF 74 2, 45 5L th L A s AR S o L B AR M IO F 0 0 45 Soricut 25 NPOLR 56T
Gk BT VERAT N, EDU RAITE B B ApvERT F3RAF F1 {2 83.1% fEAnE A7 44 b F1 {H°4 84.7%.Hernault
25 NBUZE T — AT Fe 510008 bR 5 2 43 SRR A FANE AV A) VAR AE, SR CRF EAT 2 3, Se i 45 R
B AE 3 1 4 3 4 BB A FL {08 B 94%, B2 T N TR % 73 B0 F1 {8 98%. %7 L nl %01, H 5 RST-DT & EDU
TR S (H R — DR T A A K,

0 RS T VR B2 56 A (10 A 5 THT, 205 5 0 S 8 AR, Soricut 25 A BOURI I8 v R Al 45 8 HEAT A0 7 0 00 5 25 4540 7y
BT AT SV R O SPADE, 7E f 2 56 2R TR A1) I R FH M S A5 780 T 045 o 2 50 AR IO MRS 2 5 ) 0 AT A BB R P
A E B 0575, R B TERRIE IR 5595 R FLAEA 70.5%, K FH 1 A ) 556 A 5 2 2057 1 IE ff A V408 11 45 1L 2 96.2%.
{EL L SPADE J AN B 5 SCAHEAT 75 25 96 A IR 5 Huong 28 NBAZ 7 —ANSCAR F Bl s S 45 A IR R 4 1% R 48
I PN JE IR0 G R s B 5 ) 3 AT R SCAR 1 P s 5 5 K 43 BT ) T T R 4 ) o AT A ) VR R 4R R 1 R
TEAT BE AR T B B I U 00 R0 R R R P A Xt T B O R AR N G B R A BT A R A IR NN T SCA A 46
FOSCAS A 2 PR ] B R AL /NS R 2 1A R, R G FL A S T 70.1%, JL 8k 5 st i 5 B 8K Hernault %5 A\ D%
7£ RST L SEBL 7 3T SVM S 2 454 70 B 2% HILDA X 5 2 1) 73 Al 3¢ R R 548 A SVM Ik T 73 2K 88 SR o
BRI B TR 0 7 YRR B T B A MR, R B 5 R A DI T 5 2 P I R T A N SCAR R K B LHIL DA T 1
FES & 56 240 B I R SR e i 5 W AR 01 P18 K 72.3%, 52 B AR R I FL By 47.3%.Feng®A7E HILDA ()3
Bl b BEAT TR B AR P AT DG AR AR, S T B S AR AE, MERE L HILDA 5 BT Tt Joty S ABSI ) —
{1 FH 30 A5 26 A BE AL AT ) 7 G0 3 0 AT X J5 v A BN T EDU VI4r 45 R 18 K6 R FL A 77.1%.
Surdeanu 25 N IR P Ja i 2 455 00 48 4538 8 0] U B39 R AT 40 A0 S AT ¢ ZR TN, IR N, 3% 23 2% 5 £ B TN 5 1)
FYIEARAT P FRE AR AE 3 LA SR B 78N 53 JF 4 3 25 FH 5 1 8 5 o SCAR (1 0 A1 R A1 R 38 7 55 10 P9 T
76.Braud 25 A7V 2 Vi 28 N 46 45578 (hierarchical bi-LSTM)RZE T — A it 51 3 14 555 2 43 7 53 Li 2 A [58Tp J
FHEE I Z R LSTM BRI SE A CKY Skt 1 KI5 2 @7 2 Braud 25 N PO I — Ff il o5t e 22 I 4%
R T R I R R B4 M 401 AT Eisensteint®O il i Sz 5 B HLLS & shift-reduce 5 # AGiH T DPLP
BT A S U BT 4 AR A LB R R RST-DT PRy (55 25 45 Mo W 1 i i PR R 7R 3 5 i a3k
B J2 IR 13 SUAE B

(2) #T PDTB I 7T

BN 5 25 75 kL PE(PDTB) FI M 2, LA & CoNLL 2015 F1 2016 4F: Shared Task K% 75, 55 35 HE 50 T 5 25 45/ 40
(AR 9, 78 i 3 1H 57 T 52 31 7 AR A Q.

T PDTB R 5 40 5 18 0 M L 5 25 ¢ 28 (0 1R 10 R o 13 28 8 RO A 3 /1 T, T 43 9 A
4.

> WInHIHhE

FRZ M 1) TAE 35 :Dines 28 A% x4 Subordinate 2578 i 23732 47— tree subtraction 513K E 3 58
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FRA) PR ORI B (B 2 7 A T — 2 B AR SR AT X A U, e G A 2K S B B3R IR AN s A 3E L Lin 4%
N2 % Dinesh [f] tree subtraction %y (& BIHL 382 51 7L B 56 R A E H R TN T, A tree
subtraction L3 T7E 4% LIS 0 H 7 5 18 0 I B/ TR R 2 B S R 0 B 43 3 AR SR LA BE R
TR AT I S 56 5 ARAIE S 13X — f 58 AR AR DT C (bR v T Arg 1T Arg2 [R1I TE B 1 1 B 40%, 1T 78 35
Sy ULHE I FRAE R X — PR AT I F) 80% LA 1. Wellner 45 A3 Hh — e WL 2% 27 51 (1 77 325 SR i 72 3% 132 98] % 17 18 7T
Argl 1 Arg2 f head,{H & PDTB &k % B FriERICH head 158, KM ¥E I L8 Z — S0 b5 7. Ghosh 25
NI 5L 2 it WL 3745 7R 18 T T DGR R R 1) R, 25t T — MR s iR B 7 & (A T T — 2ok
PDTB FIbriE(S B, B 0118 SCRA . Arg2 {5 255,45 H 145 Bt 25 18 T bk )7, R X B 3h A0 i 40 b 45 SR it
A7 VEI . Kong % A\ TCME % SR o (1 A3 4 B S 25t 7 — AR Te by i T4 MO SR U 8, FF (85 B8 ILP k4T 4 %)
e, R R$RTE T 52 AR A DU L R V8 76 IR 310 1 12k B

> RERRIRG

Pitler & Al 7F PDTB f S iB R EF AR E X RS RRBERAKRLE S L B TERFELR
rh 3% B 7 (connective) U /A TE B B/ (KA RAE 2%), B LA 5 R B X E 5 ks =2 R RN &=
S M9 20 HT FRIMCH 5% B R [ R B ok R AU FURT LAV 3 23 1 O B oS &2 o5 R B R RO 98, 2 T4l
Fe R 5500 R AT BRI 70 A0 2 TP B sUORD Al B xU I R 55 0 RV A1 BT 7. 28 T O B =006 R IR 78 i AR R
TAEfHE:Marcu AT Echihabit® e V#2458 F 0 W B A0 75 903000 e 2 2 96 28 A AT 468 ) — 22 90 ST AR A5 A W
2% b E SR IE R T, F) B 25 B R 0% e 1A A B — > D B xRS 0 R B R A AT 09 S 56 45 R 3R 9 A A Sk
(word-pairs)FFfiF 1K i [ 2k 25 55 R IR A 7 45 B Saito 25 AN T At AT 0 AR AN SC A 3 v R B A T A
fiE, 5256 25 R B, R RE A BY T4 e 20 5 2 i 1k R it AT I A e sUR R R AR IERE
N ERTLAFEEZXRR N EAVER R KRR DHEEERZ AR, LR RIOFAER Y T X R
JE 8 TR T A 7 LA e R A SR A 4.

a5 PDTB 2.0 [ & A, iZ gk U X 43 7 Ko 20 500 RO 20 3 00 R, F HAER X BEIE 9 AH 4B 6] 7 1)
[ B 30 B 00 RIAT BRI B UKL IR 2 TR TF i 00 S 7 ol B 3R F 0 R RN X O T LA AR R M 1) TAR A4
Pitler 25 A\ S71p Y 48 FH AS [ F938 35 24 A, e dn sl 3 . AR AN B R SCRR 4% IR B sl s 2596 &R . Lin 25 A1
5 Pitler 25 A [ J8 K, B OB HE A8 FH R 28 A0V R AiE, B Rl 43 ) 72 4 5 0000 00 A7 B0 VR HE 5 U, R AR PDTB Hh 26
2 ERasks 256 2 Park M1 Cardiel Vi ] 7 5 28 FRRE 26 B SVE T 2 T IR 9B a0 25 ¢ A I B AR AE 148 At
IR SEIGAESE 1)2 4 KBK R FIAG T I 1 FL BT AR R, — S6 A 50 3 W FEAAS P4 1] R RN 1 4 i B s
B o M P R 00 FE K BELAS AT N A8 P O e SR 4l B 20 56 TR & 10 RS 25 56 R R EAT 40 T AH 55 T4 445 :Zhou
2t NU2fgh 9 25 A0 R0 R T 457 DR = 38 L 341 T AR 405 ) 7 1A 378 N34 32297 14 45 BE . Biiran. A1 McKeownl™ M Fi] 58 4247
ot S AR R A A I ) R, L A AT S 2 SRR WP RE AR TR /N R T A R B SR OG R bR VR A A B/ 1 1] L, Lan
i VAR A 24T 4% 27 ST 0 7 3 51 N P B 2 2 9 2R Al B B 3R 22 56 R KR 3. Zhou 4 PPNy — 3t
T8 AR 10 W B 5 iR i B RS 55 R A AT TR T Web b (0 % R BOK 2 1) O [ 256 R 4 B U3 B o
ERR.

LR, R 22 BT 0N 52 s - 3R P A 8 I 285 1) 7 v oK 5 B 3 B2 2k R IR BT &5 Rl R T 221
A FR B B/ A Sk 0 1 R AR 22 4% G5 SRV RN A 8 ) 4% BV A B T A T B B0 A B s R R RS Bk RN
.Lan S ANUOHR I T —Fh 3 24T 55 0 B o WL B0 e 40 0 246 SR At ke o 20 2 9 2R A0 38 o AR 31 1) 8, 9 B A5
T R A P RE.

> BRI R R AT

Linl 8 Fc o] 2 PDTB b 3k 4T F 25 45 K9 40 7 0 T Xk B K (i e s s 25 06 R RS- A BT Ses w4
RRAE . ARAF PORFAEREAT R A RGEFRERAT R oo, B RSHK BRI B
T, 12 55— AN B 3 ) PDTB 20 #1 T4k J5 B % CoNLL 2015 A1 2016 4E Shared Task LAuf 3] (1) 5 52 12 45
B ST AT S5 KB TAERE 2 JETF, A DA2Y Al 3 25— R ERBE Lin 25 A I TAE 3 — b 52 3 % M, — A
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Bl ILP. Structured Perceptron % 4= AL SR & X R B AT & R4, = Z BN E ML . RE 2 STHERRE &
F 2 BE 1R 8 o IR RR BR o0 R RN R AT B

(3) PUE R AT T

A TR = X AT 7T 52 3 1 2 AR 1 TR R ke S N VEZE G IR i Tl Kb R & 6 &
BANHIT-CDTB) kA7 & 30U 3 7] 7] 5¢ 2 R0 Fa 3 22 ) 18] 56 R AR 1, I 45 R0 20 (1) S 36 45 TR (B L FTdn i kL &
Z itk PDTB R R, A BEEHT 5B AR =AM /4, R e dE 47343 55 % 2 FT.CoNLL 2016 ) Shared Task H LA
Zhou F1 XueMFRiE . LDC K Aif) CDTB V0.5 AiEEL 51N T SUE R IE B 515 8 450 T AT 55 45 00E
HZRE R BRAEMAIER] T — &I B KI5 TR I %50 — B ik &7 R85 ANVIE TCT B
HEAT 7 3T I K0 M DUE R 52 45 00 1 3 40 HT 7 vk, 26 45 SRR WA RS 08 UG E Bh D14 I FL (A RE A 51 89.1%,
R A LSS R AN 6 JE I B EE U5k RARIER FLEN 63%.Kong 4 AL TN M K 22K CDTB
B RER IR /K 26 10 7 2 8 £ 3 391 3 P o SRS B AT %1% B B F AU SRR IR B S 2 B
KRR e T B 3 VR 1 A A 4 R SR N R S5 AN TE CDTB B i ERe ) FLEIA S| T
46.7%, 1545 P 25 4 1R 5 25 oh i O R B AR R M B 0 W S 1 FL RS R A 20.09%.Jia 25 A\ BUF G R &
SRR FE 5 S 510, 40 T — A 52 8 (0 ST SO B0 T8 425 W F) o 5 485 K0 1 B BT A 242 #E 9132 RST TR K
224 CDTB &kl EH#BEUE 7RI Ik e 7 2 N BA%5 T — AN se BRI 3 T 56 5% 2R 45 10 0 25 5 M ) 1) A FHE
I 5% RST EHIZPINA R H T 52 B DUE fR 3 45 A Pk &,
232 REIEEL U EAR

Z R T HAS R R B AT E AR AR R E R IR B =, B AT R R B ES  Tr E R R B
FEAR G M O 7T, 1T $8 Q45 4 (I F 72 3053 SRR 4R SR FR AR 484K 3 D T R T

(1) SEfARFEARHE AT T

1E A5 B B R O 2 G 3 2 — AR ARTH i — BB 2 B ARE B AR B AT — AN FE R L R R TR AE
F7 iR A R A 92, M 20 tHE4E 90 SEARTFT 4R, Bl 55 & S H8 AR MR b 15 R AN T R A DA B — S8 52 1
T3 1 B R AE S 4 B2 R A FF VI 7 FF 1 40 MUC(Message Understanding Conf.)[%84 | ACE (automatic
content extraction)®’), CoNLL shared task[®>86Y4% Q3 fit (K1 0F 7¢ 5 st 1) 1 08l IR 50 (0 45 Q30 A 07 3208 7T
HArERm M %A

o JETHUIN [ 779%:2010 4F,Raghunathan % AR I 7 —ANJE T 2 505 S HE 22 (1 4 45 4 M A L 3 A HE 232
FEHT 7 AN RS AR i, T A e g HEORS P N B HEAT HE B, — 2 (RN DL b — R S 1R SR R S i
itk 12 A 22 G i e = B AR B A R E B ARE T BB RS B ThRE B T 55 )8 M A 45 i B AR TR A H 3L 4 ) M
B B 18 BT 198 M2 52011 4 Lee %5 ABSIEL T~ Raghunathan (9 B4R BE4T T 97 & 380 Vs b i Ji 2%, 33 it i
S AT T [ ek IURA R s DA% 4 R Ak, 8143 R G0 7E CoNLL-2011 Shared Task WV 5 395 5 v e v 1 32

o JETZEit 1 7515:1999 4F, Cardie 25 AR 3 i 58 2 05 30 4T 44 1 6L 114 [0 456 T A, JHC 2 A JE AR i 4
ot 2 o ) A A2 T R 1 (1 2 42 1R SV TR 3 I AN 44 R S JE T R — A

o LT3 J59:1995 £E, McCarthy O S W7 /g 47 15 (1 ) £ 44 el 4 2% ] 0 3 o 4 25 2 I 1 AR08 5
AN SR AT 1AMk 2 1) 2 75 A7 AE TR AR 06 R 3K — FBAR H J $8 AR MR (R BF 72 TR 17— 2% 4 T (038 1% Soon 25 A 1°1
Mes 7R B BBl IR R St RS AR B P 2 R FH AT T AR E Y 72/
HE, 3 EAL A 33K:(1) TECSR T A 7 T TR AT DA B s 2 mp 8 A1 JE S0 2 ST 491 4, 2012 4, L35 25 N\ 192
& tH 5 T 4 A% BRI S AR 5 (2) B — B ) 22 EE AR Y A O VT VR AR, R DA O 3 A ) SR AR UR L 4
11,2012 £, Xu 25 A3 il 6 T RN 5 0 1 43 2K 00 7 vE TR AR R (3) A Ak 3L i BE (K JF . 2012 4,
Belder 5 N\ 3Rty — R (6 75 900 Ak — 7040 2% 5 L 46 e e 4 ol AL, 08 P 8 B ol G e — A 4R R ) ) A
FEAR Y FH B AR A0 T 12 3R R e AR LA s 38 A A 1 O

o VR ZE D) U7 R BT 2 D0 L 8 i AR LN B 2 S0 RN S i A BRI S R R MBS 2 AR E L A8 2
SRR AR A LE T B8 [ B Hh o ST B i bR R R S ANk R () 1 R AT 7R . Wiseman®SHR i 95 2R
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