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Macro Discourse Structure Representation Schema and Corpus Construction

CHU Xiao-Min®, XI Xue-Feng?, JIANG Feng®, XU Sheng!, ZHU Qiao-Ming’, ZHOU Guo-Dong*

!(Natural Language Processing Laboratory, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)
%(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China)

Abstract: Discourse structure analysis is an important research topic in natural language processing. Discourse structure analysis not
only helps to understand the discourse structure and semantics, but also provides strong support for deep applications of natural language
processing, such as automatic summarization, information extraction, question answering, etc. At present, the analysis of discourse
structure is mainly concentrated on the micro level. The analysis focuses on the relations and structures between sentences or sentences
groups, while the analysis on macro level is less. Therefore, this study takes discourse structure as the research object, and focuses on the
construction of representation schema and corpus resources on the macro level. This study discusses the importance of discourse structure
analysis, expounds the research status of discourse structure analysis from three aspects, namely, theory system, corpora resource, and
computing model, and puts forward the macro-micro unified discourse structure representation framework with the primary-secondary
relation as the carrier. Furthermore, this study constructs the logical semantic structure and functional pragmatic structure of macro
discourse level respectively. On this basis, this study annotates a macro Chinese discourse structure corpus, consisting of 720 newswire
articles, and analyzes the results of the annotations in consistency and statistical data.
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H AR T AR N T4 R AT b 1K) — AN TRy 1n), LT H 12 LI S TS AL AT B AR AT
HROBAE. AR F A BT FRR, B AZETT LA H 8 138 5 kAR U S0, T TG 7 AL K 2 1 (R FORS g 22
2 EHLES.

b TR P I IR BB R TR R S AR R IE AN S INTE S A B SR AU AT S . T SCESTL A
BA—2mAcks B A ae. TS 7E T 30 bt 5 30 b 5 AR AN A2 IS A7 76 16, Tt ph S 5 SR s 4% 7R — o
1) A 0 AH EA T 20 6 B 00 R QTG AE — e, 3 (R M) 3% B3 10 7 2 45 ), 3 R — 1) e B0 SCRN A L IR e, 3
IR B — AR T2 (T 4, 3ol 7 S A 55 3 11 65 M R SO T 65 0 2 i 2 FL AR 5 A A0 1 — S TR B2
WFFE 7 1], FLAF 55 H B ATT 5T B AR T8 5 SCAS 1) PN TE 45 48, B AR SCAS B G [R) 38 8V SCoG G, RIS 408 ) S0 A ) 45 44
POFNAE: A K5 2 4 K 20 W A B T B As 2 1) 5 M R S, 0 AR 55 R BLA I S (1 3 S i 30, ML s
PO A T8, g AR e V) SR AT 7 I S A B T R 23 M T LS B S AS [ AR XUk,
FF R SCA 1 B AR B e S A

i 2GR R IE 90 3 BT AR A S A T2 YR 5 A8 T 3 DA SO R 7 W R A J2 THL - AE SOULJE T R T S i R 1 DR T
N E R TR M4 5 R R (BT RS TR AT 507 AJFES AR, 752002 1, R 41
TR RBH MU LI ERICZ MMM E X R(FERFE B ENWEEY. RESEE). FTmUHAA
AR (R 51 33E 255 ] T 00 s 45 A R 23 00 s 355 46 M 1) 5 SR X ) 201,

B 4G, LA T B A7 B4 1) U 3% 5 B (Chinese: discourse treebank, i 7  CDTB)M Hh (i — i 3 i 4% 38
chtb_0035 #1155 2 B A 4], it BH FOM el 35 485 4 1) SCARRE b, B — AN B vk T LU B — MR S8 3 1 i B2 S5 K 4

Bl L. (Bl E TR, LFEREMNMED R OB ST HE T3EGb. @AW T2 3%ce
H LG L DY AR T 80%;d. IBAR, R O T 2 KA T T A ml s Abe. A5 E e Y
BF AL 20 REGE ANTRBRA—T J1ET0,9. WHTEHKRIEFRD KE.

FEA A 715 AR SR B /N T B G (— O ), AR I N SR R R B R e O R B Sk T
MRS O R h E BN R TR0 AR 1 RT3 45 RS () RS Y 03 2 1) 3R 7R B A iR A VB A i 1
AEAT LR T8I0, 10 null 3873 3 A 314 B2 10 I HLAS a8 I AR $h 12 45 440 B, T DA B sl o 000 oty 3 2 12 s T 11 &5 44,
Y340 B W] DTS B ise 2 B RS TR O IR R OCR AR I 4R X

A4ty

Fig.1 Micro discourse structure of Example 1
K1 41 RO = 45k

FRATTHE LA 2 M ef Sk (the Penn Chinese treebank 8.0, 17 Fk CTB 8.0)M2 3 e 1) — & 3 8] $i i chtb_0094
W, B IR 2 R TE A .
B 2045 L B Y T A DXORE Bl T — e Tl H
o (P1). HriettiE 0 — HIS HHOEE M B M) 5 4E L 10 I K 58 6, M W VR 26 55 JT Rk XAl ok 0ok st i3
a5 AN Tk A 30 B A 1R T4 A 1B 8 T2%
o (P2). VEIMATFITRIX 4 IR K ok 3 Uk, TF R X A8 i AR I A 8 i pE b e, Tk IX 5t v i el - L T
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R ) TV I R B
o (P3). HAIJEHITRX TI RSN H 22— 60 JTWEAK T T 3K B 45 Bl e D%t XA 4 ] 5 K A
(RIS 2T K b T 035 T 0 5 A0l 4 A7 B 2 W] 50 12,83 4238 J0 D6 A7 778 1 7 it AR 2 60 7 I
o (P4). BTN H——4& SR KN T O F £ERR THG XAt 15 4 (22 [ 4 H 4+
530 T 4R AR T ] A IS BBt =T T SR D R RN LT SR FH E b 90 AR AR R s HE K AR 7
A T 2R, A T 30 J7 MRS K, I T JE RS K 70%H M1
o (P5). JFRIXMILAL 3 NEBHINEH FIEEH ) BARM) L FRIEIEES) sl T AN R X
ELAff a2 R AT REAA S A TV IR H IR 20 24N, Ry e T BBk IR Rk AE, B BER 4 70 {2360,
o (P6). AT ¥ i VY R, A A — 15 AR RO AR TT R TR TT R X, = H T E AN s
FETRW B SR sk 2% 5 4F 0], L Hb I R BN 40 2o Tr) . KN =Tl Jeth R B3
IS L 0 L S5 I At e e A . (5E)
KRBTt 6 AN B PL~P6 41k, BtyR 5 Bovk 2 NI 8 5 50 RIE AR — S AE B 2 o 1) % I = 4
PR v 71 SRR B AR 1 SRR B OC R, B Sk Fi ) B T R 0 N 12 45 4 P R DA U 2
TR T (A SR R S G IR) R RS SOC R,

Al st
H A3

Wh

Pl P2

Fig.2 Macro discourse structure of Example 2
K2 12 1R LR = i

ATBOUFN 2 W 3% P A - n] LU H R B A5 A 1) A B T = A AR 32 5 B i) 1,EDU a~f i
BT RS W2 [0 4 SR R L, & EDU g I S B, Rt i B v 119 0502 EDU g XU & 5 R R IERR
S0 R R R G 5 4 AT DA W R B A B A T A T ERARAE E T SRR ) 2,B0YE PL A4S
B W R I AR DR T R Xk b e w5 AN Mk sh I E A R 4= A R sl 2% LS B
PEHR N IXA 4 B RS :P2 VP T XA 1 3 X, P3~P5 JE /RS A Tk 3 330 B () B AR 3 15 1, P6 41
T EEA G PR A TR R X R AR L DR U A R RN T AU PLEE R U EE AR B CEWES.

R4 A% (19 43 B AT DAL, 28 T R BE &5 4 40 B mT AadE— D 48 B ARG 5 A0 HE 1 2 N T M B 1 o, B
TAMPERAGRTEANRMRETEEE .. FHETERRNGE RPN RENHE., FIHIEOICCRET A
SCHE BV [ e A5 AR T, TR AT 19 B 5 R T AR v AR AOWLE T, FE HL Ak e Al Rk B ] AR F R K P 2
L JZ TH T LI A5 B3 18 BRI W 9T L, 38 A T B0 5 el B3, A R AR N A v SR R RS T DL I R 9 D R AR
AR T — B M S OG22 J2 0 T S R RN AESE Ty AL T 7 W B IR B R S R RN T e
SR AR SRR b AR SChR R TR 720 3 T R 110 W VTS R VR (R U T R R R N R SO R
CTB 8.0).

AL R E TR T

(1) MRS — W2 )25 5 G R INHESE, DL RS 2R B s 3 2 0 45 A R A0 45 44

G — ke — AN 24k
(2) Sy g T % MRS TE 4 M R AN AR R 1 AN LI 38 ORI RN I RE R ORI T IR AL T
DARMRARELSE. MEXRR. BRXKAMEERITHA GGG TR EEFIE X
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FOEEL AR
(3) AR IR % WS T SRR R ARTE T 720 B I AROE 1 2 W EE A, i 3985 AN BT
2870 MEE R FR . 8319 M) 7 il 398 829 A7,k Z WL A T 45 A4 1 SRR U T S B 1 S P Al
ASCEE L AR R TS A BT AR O TAE AT T R4 3R T e 5 5 M 0 BT 7 B AR R TR B JRRH R
B 3 ANHMH RS 2 R —Fh USRS 5 E R SR N EN W Z SR G — 0 2 55 5 45 M R HE
R 3 WTRIEE 4 TR T W T A A R R A R B AR SO R T e TS FH AL EE 5 R R bR Y
W, JivE FRAEHET T VRN R 2R 6 X AR S B RLEEAT T vt R AT B T TR A SCHEAT 4 O
Xof AR BRI TN R AT WD R

1 tHXIE

o T SE R TIE 9T 0 BT KR 38 SCAS 2 VR 5 HE T 43 SR Al oW s 58 485 0 TR 72 L o 8 685 ) AR ROWL J2 TR s B G5 M9 R 11
RUA) T ERNEER T MPEW S XR(FEQRF TS5 0. 501 WS 8820 2 1,
RS MIRI B MU LR RRIGZ MM S XR(EERESR%E. B T5FE T, BRS5E®).

1.1 EBigKAR

THOUL s 4 W) B 48 A0 335 9 J2 AT PR T, Hobbs 5870 115080 | 6 i g it o O 290 e o o 5 A 12 i 1 2022
PN A AL il NI ET 5 R e I = R b2 RNl N o S U2 A e s O Yl R 2 B R et R VI S Ry A R
HART A A 0 s B 1200 R e B BN, O g R 3%l

(1) BRegE I FL®

16 T &5 4 PE 18 (rhetorical structure theory, fii #¢ RST) 37 20 41 80 44X,/ Mann & Thompson!*"*97: 5
G5 BE LR AE L T 42 HH 1 5 A ORI AT IR BT G B A5 A IR (G B Y 0 R S5 M T R R A AR R TR
M7 S AR IX — PR HESE R RN L AT T3 2 IO AR A T R R 8 A 7 v SR AL SR IA T sk
R 1R R G R A6 o 45 R B R DA A B B 45 /N ) 2 TR R A 2 A LI B 1), T 2 T o 4 8 O R DR IR A — 2 1) A8
SR PR ) E LT 23 PR FE R, M T R AT LUE A BE AR 00, B RS RER M A a2 A
s B BT TP T BB A A A B A T R G R I (K R G, R T R T L TR O AN R - TR
(nuclear-satellite)” ) 45 #4, 3 vh« TR " BT Al BY “4% 00 BT IR 3K 24 AN BB 05 3 S e il A8 0 O RIEHEAE
— N B A T 5 A A

(2) BT AT 1 3 75 A R F iR

Li 25 N EPEME S e 8 ) TR0 (AR 20 8 W) 8 7%, 25 %5 2 N 5 9 P TR0 32 3 ) AR o 8 o T 3 1o
R A 1 55 555 45 #3118 (connective-driven dependency tree, fiiF% CDT), BH4T T 5834 (10 55 52 45 1) 5 U IR &
NN R EFE AR TR0, EBIT . R, REOCR. R RS IR 1E B A7 45 0 vh i
TAT RN LA G 7 ¥ T (elementary discourse unit, 7 A% EDU), P 5875 55 ok 7 35217 (connective), 17 Sk $8 n) 3 ZE 5
TG R TG S e B i — IR R T, B R A B AT R — R SR R T A ] L
7R,

(3) ZEM & H L

van DijkE81- 1980 4141 H (1 %2 W 45 #4 T 1 (macrostructure theory) g H oW 45 44) & — A 7 P4 3 s 3 A
T S [0 0] 1 22 ) [ 45 A, 3 TV ) 22 TR P T SCO%E B 5T 2 0 445 ) 2 B R I 6 v R R A e B A 1 KT SO
TR E R AR SR TR B W B A B AR I R IR 2 2 0 8, )2 R T B 2T R I .
ROV 2 R FRD 3 B — 0 097, T ) 22 T R OB e B8 1 Oy s s A 1) o W e B R 5%
1.2 ERER

PRAT B 2 VR ORL B U b R S ) AR TN G AN E(PDTB) A 45 1 B B W JZE (RST-DT) 48, Hh 5
114 5 FEALFE BE T KA AN 1 U 55 25 4 R (CDTB) IV %8 RST Ay I I8 455 35 1 L E (CIPL) &
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(1) 15 5 45 M B4 55 3 3 (RST-DT)

16 T 45 ¥ B1 48 55 25 B 2 (rhetorical structure theory-discourse treebank, i #7 RST-DT)E 1 25 [H 5 in F) 4 J& 1
K 2 A T 5 05 LG T 45 ) B8y FERIARYE, IR 38 1d Linguistic Data Consortium(LDC) T 2003 4 & fii,RST-
DT JLkryE T 385 N3k B /R H AR YRR 32 ARyt T 53 Flid ¢ & R0 25 Rl £ 4% ¢ &, 501 3 176 000 4~.RST-
DT v IR 2 0] LUK B o8 28 1) i 22 S5 H W

(2) TN IR T FE(PDTB)

72 M 35 E ) EE (Penn discourse treebank, iR PDTB)P L Hy 72 47 1 JR Wi K22 . 2 KRIFE HL VR K 2% FN 0 [H 97
T RFIAFRAER, N 3N EREE 1 EEFE 4 2895 5 2 263 16 2805 56 3 EHFE 23 255 L.PDTB
H R PR R RIS AR JE EAE B LA (R H AR i klok v, L bRy 7 2 304 7% 3C 3,4 100 /1 %#.PDTB
FRyE (1 55 B2 LAIR T0 0 R FRi 0 S, BT s v 1R s 25 A Re AL B 56 4 1) s S 45 R B

(3) % RST hyid: BLE i 2 75 KL EE(CIPL)

RIBSLE R GBS A T T, B DUE AU BRI B IS FRTE TR BT, R BRECR. O
PEAEAE DL TSR T 97 F N B M IA 28 PR 1) SCZ R B S5 AR T ARvE T 12 41 47 B FE G R,

(4) BT HEBAMAT M B B0E =M 2 (CDTB)

Li 28 T S 0 A A ) s 3 5 M PR D S M T S TRODI M B SR R XA,
TR R B DUE /S 215 KL (CDTB). H 1y,CDTB JL45 500 AN SCRY 4 i, B 25 2 342 AN B g A AN B IR T il
— AR IR SRR SRR T 7 310 DR R BRE T 4 K17 MRS E LR,

1.3 tERE

7E B R B RS YR b, n] DAY F 56 48 (1) 4 22 45 0 02 18 e 45 W e W) P22 (RST-DT) FHAE T3 H2 A 1) DU
S B (CDTB) L, BRI AR 1 B 0 A 2H 36 13X N 18 R 22 O oh SR R A 5

(1) ET RST-DT (¥4 7

KT RST-DT M & 45484 0 B G WA 14155, 7 il A2 S5 A 5 22 547 EDU 1K1 43 1 B2 &5 4 1R 2B i

o EAGEEHAL EDU X 4> TAT S5 1 H A5 A K 5 25 SCA D)1 O B AR 75 LT,

Soricut 2 A BOISE HTHE A070 25 25 Foe KALSR At T RIUAH I 1) B8 1 i 553 147 S0 A1) 4 (SPADE). % B A
PRUEAD A KRR T 84.7%00) F1 P fig Hernault 25 A\1M EDU Rl 43 ) 806 4k b 17 51 bt ) S8, % FH CRF 5270,
FIRGENC e Ao FVESE S H R RIS T 94%00 FL MERE. B AT % 04 CEE 8 TR mtEhe.

o FHPTN R T 4 AR BT 45 1R 1 BRI A R IR AR T A ).

Hernault %5 A\ FOVSz L1 5 25 45 b 43 A7 4% (HILDAY K I S0 25 10 E S 1) B ) J7 3L M s B 45 Mg A SVM
W T RFERR I HILDA R= LM UUIN FLEEGEN 72.3%. FRCR AN F1 RS 59.1%. F &K
FAN L EERE R 47.8%. AR FL MRS A 47.3%.Joty 2 N UL Fi AL AT X P R 2 5 48 g 43 7 214D
B CAEE A b SR A 307 CRF B A3 SIMIHE T ) F AR g e A5 M o s Fe a5 iU i FL Mg
Jy 82.74%. FIRFRINAING FL VERE N 68.40%. Fd % R U F1 PEfE Y 55.71%.Feng F1 Hirst!*I¢E HILDA
B HEAE 380 TR SRR A T S R 1 S A BE AL AR AT S e e s A A R A IR T SRR T
85. 7% IE A% . F kKRB IEFFILT] 71.0%. 55556 RINDI I IEFFRIA T 58.2%.0i & N2 2% iz
2 3 (A0, A SR P 2 1P 0 J 0 2R TR AR AAE 3 A o B s 1), 7 R A7 B8 00 0 440 40 4 s 3 5 M B, 6 B 5 M I 1 FL
PEREIA E) 86.0% FIRKER MMM F1 PEREIAE] 72.4%. FFC R P FL PEREILF] 59.7%.

LV A 7 0 R 2 2 T PR 5 48 /b, Sporlederd 25 A%} RST-DT 46 1E A1 B 5 E4T 1 25 005 25 45 K9 40 HT,
HIEH) T 59.0%01) F1 MEfg.

(2) #T CDTB Bk R

FHX T RS T A/ op T RST-DT L (WIS, 0T84 35 45 84 3 AT T AR 158 . 32 22 J RS I (DU s
B TR} R 1 A S AN R AT AR B T 0 S ) e R R VR AT SCBT IR RST-DT KA T 2003 4, SR WA AR{E #) CIPL
RAGT 2008 4F, Li 25 \PUERA: ) CDTB %Al T 2014 4F, HH R A %1 CDTB 3L K 5 45 H T 5B R i 5.
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AR PPHE CDTB _LMAE T DU R 5 45 M 0 M1 5, 20 AT T AU . SRR VUM VORI %
TAESS I ST AT, B 2R 3L 55 b i ) 50 B A DUV Tl 3 S5 R B R S AR (R IR RE (A M+ R+ X R)AE H B
WA AT A B AR AL 3 20.0%.Chu 5 AYOE CDTB AR A F R SCRRAE S 1 15 1l PEARSAE « 1 X 4R AE 25
HEAT TR 5 OO AR ORI, 20 F1 A 53.3%.

2 EMEHMUGE—NEERELEW

AR SCEE R W B SR AR BT IS T S (W AN T8 0 ) TR ELREAT T RN S, 3 L R O
IR ORFAE R BRI B 7 ARV P A V2 T PR B R JE A 2 DA LR T S5 M O 2 BB O st 1
BTN R AR RLGEUR,  Ji5 252 10 2 WU 2 K 2 W B 5 R .

A SO AOU A 2 WA B 5 A 1 ) AN [ ISR P AN ) 189 23 Wi SR s A0 J2% 1T Fhy 1 0 1) PRI 3R P
TSR 3 W ORLT A G ] PR3 T SCDR T DA 565 008 T 4 e B V8 AR 0 0 77 A 11 s 5 4 ) B S
AT G5 K 3 W 00 5 2 AL B 2 U 2 T BB ¥ 1) 11 32 8 0% 2% JUUAH 0 s I, — A e 2 B T A B DT USRIk S8 B () 3 3,
2 M0 s 0 A e W SEAROR T e B B A 4 ST PR M R P (R B R T e R SRR, AL, T B &
TG BRI AT R T A5 R A BT

LR BLATBIE ST A A (0 30 M, BT R B, A BRI A ROV S SO IR, O HL 32 B R A SO0 R T EE 8
R R 0 AP o 8 R AT s S ) A R R IR A i ik AN R B ST AR AL DR e, AR SO I A
BB EMEH G BTG BT IE B 1 R 5 45 M B 5 BB HE SR DURE 3 YR R A B
e J (0 G RO E5 R 8K I — AN I 2 2 0 B G R R R HE 2L,

FEAZHELE A AN B 45 Ry SRR R T IR RO, AT R A S R s A &1, Bovk . ol
oy g/ BT B AR A M TR PR L RN AR R 2 RN E R 3 RN BUR R Bk UL T
V2 U0 A TROUL 5 e J2 T AROME 5 ) S 5 55 50 S0 A B /Al B ST FAE 3R R IR Gy i BU TR AN ROUL 45 K 4K
P B S SOV B2 )2 45 K T 2 B 0 5 il 5 9. 2 ) e 2 O AR TR AR e ok, O A0 P 97 3k PR 77 1) 30 4% U 5
SR TR 32 ZERNR B R XA 2 PR T 5 MRS i 3 P,

St

B

il
Bt 2k A/l\‘
) T LRA T 2KR = KA
AN
Relation A

Bk IR x% X% K& RE L KR

€2=11))
P1] [P2][P3][P4] (P1] [P2][Ps[Pa][P5][P6]
7 N/ N 2N SN
WL o !
(22 4hH) o OB 2y
%’Jfﬁ%ﬁ EDU| [EDU| [EDU

Fig.3 Macro and micro unified discourse structure representation framework
B3 SRR G — B 55 4 i R s HE L
(1) AR (title layer): b 8 2 f A A B b ST A bR AQR 42 SO E UM A2 5
(2) ®"JZ(chapter layer): 5 2 [ PN 28 A2 SCE 7 1 HY I F 01 A0 R S0 AR E L MR TR &
SRR | S0 IR A5 BT ; S S8 A AR ) SO AT RE S B A T bR AR S B SR B, R R AN
KN HAFAER R IR
(3) Bti% )z (paragraph layer): A SC LA H 48 70 B () Bk iz 2 OO 2, W Bevk /= AR 0 B Bk SR 5 4l
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BV S B 2 ) R 2 R Ok R I A — S, R IR 1B S X
(4) UM &5 H4 (microstructure):— /N F AR BETR B B — AN TOM 45 14 oW 45 1 9 AL 7 2 2 s 3 Bt (discourse
unit, f7Fk DU). e 5 5702 48 AN B AN B 09 FE AN R 5 50 70 (EDU) IR I 48 35 20 R IR A — & T TE &
) B K [ BTG 25 ).
(B5) AR BB IC RS T b BN IE XA, BT BT M R E AN A L SE R RAE S AR A ), & D
£ — A A, RIS — AN L
1% 2 2 Ji o S R 1) 3R 7 DA 38 3 RO RN B RV SO AN 5 W v SURN ik Jy s LA R I 22 e AL AN
o B IR AR DG FR ST — AR IR R W i B 5 R T SR B AOU e B 4 A R TR SO S 4 o UL (3 B vk e
L B (38 B P R R LA A T) Il A2 oML 328 B RN 2 W B I, A A B A B I B
AR SC IR TR U e 3 1 2 W5 ), B B 2 DA B R O o 4 BRI b AR SR T — 48 2 WL 3 &5 #4 (macro
discourse treebank, fi F MDT)Z 74k 2, T~ 36 7% 2 WAy 55 46 by 0 SO 465 K0 80 23 A SC S T L 4 NP0 H i
FET AT P 10 5 5 5 A B0 8 SO IE SO AN TR, 1T 2 5% A B (1 STk
AR SCHR H 1 2 00 s 55 55 ) T A RN O T A W TR s A AR TR ke e, 3R 43 il e LT B AR U )
AEVE FH 9 b 2 W5 R A T A B 74T 2 B 771 A AR R S A 5 OB T SCAE AL IR O e
G55 R BB G 2 (R R84 OC R T R 1 T 48 A Y 0 it R B R G 1) T e, DR 4 S (1 BT AR ) A R T
(RIAE A SCHS 3 i FI5E 4 354> BIIER T MDT (K75 /N HR R B 485 X 45 M R Ty BEE T 45 440,

3 EUREBIEENLEN

TORRAE U R )N B AR B 0 5 B 0 TR RIS R 00 R R B 0 T G R RO — R,
B0 03 53 A7 s 2 5 TG 1)V SOFH R 38 B 0 AV 70 V)8 B T R 0Kk I ff s 3 K R
31 MFHA

AN TR T OR8] U ¥ Sk T TR S U A R R AT G R Bk DL R IR
I 1) 0% 22 DR, FRATT LR 1909 40 T 45 A B A Jh it 7705 A B AR o I Bk RV 25 76 5 1R AR JL 5 15
PR 3 R SCFT 3 B0 R BLvg, DLARAT 47 X 433X 28 1 AR 40 10 11 By, AR 2 2 W s 3 45 40 v e/ 1) s 38 5.

il i, E6 2 RS E chtb_0094 H, iRy R IF AR 80 X g —H T I H )Y $1 6 MNEE BAX 6
A B PL~P6, it 2 7 WL R B 45 A4 PRI I 715 R I 8 BV T ) AR s i 1] 2 TR,
32 EHFHRMEEXR

2 ) T R T R R R OR RIE R — RN, — MR ORI B AN R T, A AT R
R RN 2 S = A R AR Y AL

A TR RNE LTS AT A5 AR, JF 45 G DU R 1K 1) > 100 2 00 0 2 45 460 PR el A 48 35 0 1
R TR A ) D DR RS A T T W () R T T A A B TG T A A B R T ORI 2 T AE A
1) FE OB S A 22 e 2 A — 2 4 3 0 R TR N 1) 203 4 T G923 FH A 003 1 5K B 78 e 4 R R 7 LA
TR IR TR PR O T O A e SC AR UL T

(1) 7EZ WG T G5 R TP B /N RO B B0 0 A2 B T — N BV i R R S A A I AT e, S W
T FAR R A BT AE P BEER A L R T 0 A R T AR 2D 2 H B S Tl A X A R T AR O, TR Ik A S
FRE% 2 & (circumstance) f1 1 5t 9% & (background) & 24 1 5 ¢ & (background), DL 2 56 BT 26 T 3838
I SR,

(2) fEpiEmES RIS, ghE e, PR ST BOR R U SCE N R AR E R T ]
A0 2 22 T AR R 1 B 1) T B, DR Ikt 3 — 2R 3 00 R AN T R 40 3 4 A K AR 457 05 & (solutionhood) . fif
1t ¢ % (elaboration). 1iF B 9% & (justify) F1 i B¢ 5% & (interpretation) & JF 4y fi# i < & (elaboration).

(3) TEETE B ot TSR 2R OC R R AR 41, 3 X 43 3 S i Al i Bk X T B v b e /N B T 1)
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WL &5 1 K 1 3 LAHE AR X 43, DAL kg — A B v ) k114 Dt DR B &5 SR v e 0, 2 R P )t 2 e
DRI ik, A S e B DR IR 56 2R (volitional - cause) F ) 5= JE 4 JiR [R5 & (non-volitional cause) £ 324 # (K
KA (result-cause), B i JE 4 45 B 9K & (volitional result) il 5 1 45 A5G & (non-volitional result) & J
oA R R 56 2 (cause-result).

(4) ffifE5% & (enablement). ZhHLI% & (motivation) Fl H )5 & (purpose) U i <48 — i ik, 35 BLAE & #ih
5 38 LD 3, TR, A SO IX 3 Fil o &R A I AT H B 26 % (behavior-purpose).

(5) TR KA (restatement) T 2 HLIR FY S A A, S 4 K F (summary) T K BT SC K Y ARORES B 451X
1 72 W B R LT A8 AE [F) — AN BEIE P i B, R e AR SR I B D G R B 9 B 45 96 & (summary).

(6) VFH 5L & (evaluation). /741 ¢ & (sequence) . X} LE 2% & (contrast) FITHiE 3 5¢ & (evidence) 7t 2 ML i 2 H
RG] A SR IR T IR O R.

(7) X< & (antithesis). il2P ¢ & (concession). 4514 9 & (condition) A1 AT U 5% & (otherwise)iX 4 o &
— FBE L L B ) N R 8] 1R 25 S8 R L I EASE T DR A S B N I S AR

(8) A — LRSI OC R AEAL T 45 M BIAL S5 W1 2 SCIR B A B A 2 AR SCH N T Purpose-Behavior( H [#]
1T 2R R)H T RIE HIOAETTT A6 I3 5= 08 R, 141 58 & (progression) ] TR on fE — MR & Ho0
FE R — A 5 7T W Rl B S — 2P 1R 00 & 4 785K & (supplement) H T3 R J5 — AN i 5 T %
B — AN B2 B G T HAME SR 78 B e B2 90 &R 2501 9 3 5% 2 (illustration-statement) ] - 38 7= 28 651 £
A~ BRIBW S AR C R,

Table 1 Comparison of discourse relations between RST and MDT
F 1 ABHF AR B 2 00 B A 1R B G RN B

TS B

T 7 AR

IR 56 % (circumstance)
1 5K & (background)

1§ 5t 3% & (background)

fi# %% 5% & (solutionhood)
fift i % % (elaboration)
UE B 2% & (justify)
fi# B¢ 2% & (interpretation)

fift i % 4 (elaboration)

OB JR M 2 & (volitional cause)
A7 B J5UK 56 & (non-volitional cause)

W R 5% & (result-cause)

M 45 R ¢ & (volitional result)
A = JE A 45 R 2K & (non-volitional result)

[K 5L 5% 5 (cause-result)

{ifi .55 % (enablement)

L% Z (motivation) 174 H )55 % (behavior-purpose)
H ¥ 5 & (purpose)
A ¢ & (restatement R
E&é’a}’:‘%(summary)) JLEE S Z& (summary)
VA % & (evaluation) P4 % % (evaluation)
J¥ 31 5% % (sequence) JIi 7 5% 7 (sequence)
%} Lk 2% & (contrast) X Eb 2 % (contrast)
MK A (joint) FH 413 & (joint)
HEH % & (evidence) [k 25 451 5% &R (statement-illustration)

%} 5% % (antithesis)
il:4b 5% % (concession)
%A% % (condition)

TE 2 AR h A et Bl

HT B 5K % (otherwise)
H iI4T b 5% Z (purpose-behavior)
TRESE 8 33E 5% % (progression)
T FNFE 2K & (supplement)

28091 [ 3& ¢ & (illustration-statement)

A b SO0 T 0% A A3 T, AR SCRE 2 W e B S A A0 3 KRR OFFISE. TR i UE2K)15 Rl
FRRIER 2. BT G BB AL T IE BT W IR T 45 M AR, AT R B R R — DT R IR 5,
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AT AR T B I R O R
Table 2 Macro discourse relations
T2 FMREXRR
ESI EESSS
15 & (joint) . /&< & (sequence). 3 3t 5 & (progression).

X} LE G F (contrast). b 78 5% Z (supplement)
[R5 2 (cause-result) . F[H 56 & (result-cause) . 1 £t 5% % (background)
174 H #1% & (behavior-purpose) . H 14T >4 5% % (purpose-behavior)
fift 65 % (elaboration) . 455G & (summary). T4 3¢ % (evaluation).

[ ik 2% 151 5% Z (statement-illustration) . %54 43R ¢ % (illustration-statement)

%12 (coordination)

[A 5 2 (causality)

fift 14 % (elaboration)

T KR MW H A X

(1) %12 (coordination)

o IFFIC R (joint): 2 AN I H 5 IC T H BURAH I W LA S5 B — FAR 134 1) LA Jr Tl 7R L EEAT
SEFHAE PATHIOR R R IR T BI04 IR E 8 EAH B AR — M S 0l 1, w AT A8 #e 3L
J W 6F 4 SC IR 7 SR IE AT R

o B C A (sequence): 2 AN e L TG IR AE AR I R B A5 IR B 2 S5 IS 76 78 U B AR AR 58 5 AH R ) 0%
FRIK G BT AN T B R AT 4

o BHESC R (progression): fF— AN B IGIE SCHRT— AN TSR OCBEEE T — 20 R S IR alR UK

o NP HIEF (contrast): B BE L G I 0 2 X 37 (R i B A B, m A 2R 1 AN ST AR T A L
2 5Pk,

o FhFICFK (supplement):— AN B BT I de TR ITERN N T 04 K U AN RE e X O A TR
AN 70 T AT IR RS T R TTAT B T A R 28 A, — AR, B 25 R b e S T AN S e 4
I AFE R,

(2) PHIH 2 (causality)

o FHEXR, RFE R FE ML TR B R AR 3 im e &G K H Y R A S a4k BEAEEN—
X Y S R 4 5 1 — e IR I I 5, 4 A 48 B T i DRT AR B 5 L 1 I P A e 2 s — A4
TR R R, — AR 45 0L T PR A G R B R O R R BRI AT 45 715 Bk b R G &R (cause-result); 45
SRAEHT B INTE S 7R 2R I8 96 2 (result-cause).

o ITHHMRKRAR. BIATHRAZ — MR ERICMIBIN B LA T4 7 —RE oo it gy
AT AT I FBEE AT IAERT H FIAE G B AT A B 9% & (behavior-purpose); H FIE R« 17 8 4E G
A B 4T 2% Z& (purpose-behavior).

o KA (background): AN IO HE I K] P9 A A0S 53— s T R G A (1) P AR A D 1 g S 0 e
TEHEE AT 5t BUAT 5. ILE s, MR EEss

(3) fi# i3t (elaboration)

o fif 5K F (elaboration): fif Ut 14 T 5 T e X AR UG I SR AT REAT HE 2D I AR BT, 00 A
SAE R JUAS T AT TEGH (0 AR 0] AR U 10 7 A MRS AR 0 L e SO 20 AR BA . 5l
FH A 150 55 DL DL — A OC R IE BRI P AN fd 5 BT BRI R 40 ) B A e B T R B T
Iy AN R R T (1% B R TR B AT A R R B T AL G T ) b 23 3R BTG, 23 3R BT AN IR 7 T
FCAS [R] A BT SR B TR T R Al Ak

o BRBRASISCAR . 2SUIBRIA OC R N R T B I A7 A S I A SR I 3 ) — A PR T I )
Y. B AP IS . SO0 SR R E BRI T 28 LR SRR O R R 25 441 O R
(statement-illustration); 28 BI7E T . BRIRTE 5 K A 2584 R 3 ¢ & (illustration-statement).

o A ICAR(summary): 5 AN EE L TC 0 HT AN ST I BN TR BN R A A A R b A R
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H e a0 5 SR IR B 2 ) K S R U R R K I IR I IE N A b RN R AR AT
AN R BRI A AN X VT 5 FR B R IR X il

o PEHr K R (evaluation): 5 — N B R IC RN HT — AN E BLICRIR N AT T ECE VR S
MEF.

ZEGI P TR 2 B R B A A v PR O B R R R A AR T RLP2 TR T IT R X AR T
TAE, 45 P1H R % % (evaluation).P3~P5 43 5l /44 760 Ji A SR |74 BRE K T Rt 34N )3 8 10
H 15 O, TSR VESH 308 PL rh 48 21 10 B v T & X165 AN Tl J3 2h 3 H 71X 3 AN B 2 [T It 41 9k &
(joint).P3~P5 J& I (1) 2544 55 P1,P2 J¥ i 1) 48 A4 K Jli fiff 15 55 3% (elaboration).P6 /i 28 T 3 1l B 2k A 0L BA ok 25 5
HE B BE G B A, A SRR S K P1~P5 JF i A AR K R Y 5% Z (background).

33 BIERMBEERXR

AR ERRIEENAEEZ AR E R, X R ERICRE T R — N KR4 W R Hh — AN R = oA B
MEHE 1Z % R AR E RPN 2, BT LR R T RALRAN R R A KR B AR R R IGHR — AR
TG, T HE A P 4 35 5 70 )2 RS B TG U R AN B AS LA B I 5 3 B G 1 TR 45 B I, I8 4 IR A i 3 R R IE 2
1) B BT IR 47

FRPGXFE LG, oA T8 LT 3 AR AR o IR 0GR 40 il

o EE-REK R (primary-secondary, i FR PS), X Fh o6 Z H, 3 B O/ BT IR ELRS E OGHE S .

o REE-EFLL K (secondary-primary, A FR SP), X Fh IC R A, KBRS T HLGAERT, E B A RTINS,

o [FJZETEEIC AR (equal importance, & AR EN), X F O &R 1 f T G R S FE A4 IR

il 76 “ 28 491 Bk 3 5% & (statement-illustration)” /1, 5 — AN i 2 570 £ BT BRIR A5 8L, 10 5 — AN i 32 B T 28491 43
BT — A BRI (9 5 3 507, S 15 R 3R B G B 2 ) A0 1 P B AR, T LA 28 401 IRk D6 R 72 — A PS G & TRl 9F
FIKF (joint)” Hh AN B 2 AN R T BTG (R 32 IR G, 2 TR A5 B L), R “ IR 41 56 & 7 — A Bl R &,

T 75 W s B 5 K R TR A FR b FRATI AR 32 1R i ) ok DX 3 2 2 1) s 2 B 0 R R e BT, A o S PR 4
Tia) = S BT, AN AT 1 Sk PR I T B R R T 284 B T T 2 s IR e A i B p PL AR R A T
RIX 5 A Tk 350 H A R T8, G R T2 B P2 X F AR PP 55 = 5 A 5¢, BRltk P1
A ETEN, P2 AL IRE W), TE K PS K R .P3~P5 JE M A5G 2R, 40 Ml A 433X 5 A Tk B st B, A2 %A R
247 F S R A E1 9C 2R .P3~P5 PEANUL I PL T3 S A 2%, A% M9 18 2 28 W7 TR0 S 3 B2 10, i T i VR B2 1,
JE R PS 2% 2110 P6 11k 15 5e 10 414, 35 P9 282 VL 1), 1T PL~P5 FTidk Py 75 2 32 B 110, IR T8 B PS 56 & <38 Pl
FR) 57 Sk 48 T, ] LA DU b 2 3 0 B R IROG R 6 A SC I T Y AR
34 EEMRELSN

B R A SO AR BT e T AL JEM T A R AR S S H R 10 BT RS A A, I AR R
HE ) T T G5 M AR IX AN 1B TR SRR DL E AR 23 0 0 BT VR DA A L B O R AR R AR LD
T8I 75 00 R P B GR TE L T0 . SR W B G5 0 ok 3 s 5 WL 7 5 K 2 TR kg A B s A PR T T T L AT S
— P 1) R S I s > 8% I I A B Wb R s R (1 )2 ORI B G TR I R ROE &R

4 RUREVREIEREH

Thy 56 U T 45 ) (0 00 2 o R T [ ) R, B0 4 S v B R I AR €5 R0 T (9 4 A — AN B S B T A
ST B, 0 2 A H T — 5 BB fE, N 4 SC I P9 28R 2 6 IR 45.van DijkBYE 1988 4§t B i s A B % . H
PRI P 3 45 #4 (news  schemata)”. 1% 45 #4 2= B AL 15 52L& (summary) F i 5 (story), & id XA F5 A% 8 (headline) AT 3
TE (lead) 3 7405 20, e 2 S A0 45 135 71 (situation) A1 3F 6 (comments). & X 45 M T8 3 — A B T 1) K B J2 28005 J B 44
06 S K W 2, W B 4 s Fairclought ™ 1 2 45 ) mh it 45 A0V 18 5844 Y I8 34 4 (satellite) A5 2 745
43 (wrap-up).Bell 25 A\ PSSy 397 15 4 S HE 42 1T 1l Ja8 1k (attribute) 3 (abstract) F 2 (story)ix 3 K364 41k
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JETES A48 0 T B A R (B0 . SR AN ) . M T 2 IR 350 20 60 45 A 8 B 5 ¥ A 2 T A 4
BT IR 1) R P T TR 40 1l — A R 22 AN Y (episode) A4 i, T 4 Ml 1 A T IR AR (0 40 A — S8 iR
3 ANHNFE ST, W 5 (background) . i (commentary) FE i R & (follow-up).

News report

Summary Story

Lead Background Situation Situation  Situation

[pr] [P2] |P3||P4||P5|

Fig.4 News schematal®!

B4 I g () P s g

S IK LT 5 2 S TSR KR B A SCER A i 5 2 R AS ST SO0 B A R 70 A AR I 5 0 LT
Dy he (function) i 1, HI SR 7R R AN i 55 FL 0 AE 2 555 v A A A7 €61, 2 chtb_0094 w] ] 11 5 ) D)y e ¥ 1 45 4
PR 7S AEIX A Dy BE v T G5B T R A 90 A 3 s OGS INE PR 3 2 R D BE T T8 P L ] W40 22 1 ik T 4
SCH) A A LD RER S ST FIE T PL A P2 415 5 FR AR BB 0 4 ST AR R T, D e i A 42 SO R
TR ARG F RS KRR A SO Ty RE, I 2 0 T8 R A, AR sl A2 R e 4R

B e
e
‘ﬁ":ﬁ/\ﬁ:lﬁ T%%ﬁb%% Tt
inlainialE

Fig.5 Macro discourse functional pragmatic structure of chtb_0094
Kl 5 chtb_0094 )% M ks & Dy Be 1 FH 45 44

41 HFH=

TR 15 H 45 1) 55 18 B S 1) e 1750 SSORH R), R 2 B AR 4 0 1 o B v AR AS B 0 A b kg 1R 2
RETE AR TR Bk 1) — AN i 1, 3 7 T B A T 2 5% 2 R RN i =2 P ) T e A
42 EMFH R

TE Ty e TF Y 4540 Hh e 5 TR s 2 B0 G TR ) R A R A 715 SR — N 8 I AR 121 e A S A
FH R 3 OG22 rp 1) A 0 SCASE R S B S5 ST B A S8 I s T 5 R R AR SO 3 T R D REAE D AR TS A
) M (BT T I T8 newss report).— > SE 4 KA B2, FL DY AR 2 O S0 32 B IRSS I, 8 1 UMET B W AR E B N
BB TC (V) ) R AR K HEAN O R R I B R R AN L TR R T AR R A T R R A S R AR
L ReAE X 0 B T 4 1070 i A RE A B — A S8 B 1 e
43 ETREX

ARICE ST 18 PRI RESS AL, HAR I DI RETT mi € LI F.
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o HifEHRIE (news report): 4% TR T A, FTAT IS RETS 2 — 2 2 ) BB B A R T — R S 2L T )
A,

o Sifi(lead): K WA ST HhC i R, ) B B e 0K SR R, R R SRR R e Rk A L RO R ) FRTE M
B O BT I ARE 5 1 B

o JEIA(summary): 4 SRR I Ay, — M AR SR 1 B B ol SR 1T LB A T A

o KAELIB(sub-summary): 3CH R BB 4> B RLE 1 W, Sub-Summary i HHBLZE Story HITE 4N, 2R IE RS A
R XA T T L

o &5 (sumup) sk AT SC a4 ST N A I E AR slOUR A, — M A A SO R e — BL G Bk 2 S

o ISR (situation): S HE O IR AN VTR IR, R IR — AN T sk

o Hi(story): 1 1 AN B AN S g, T IA TE B )

o J[K(cause): 5 4 R (result) o it I FR 51— e LR I 4.

o i (result): 5 JE K (cause) e H B, 5 B 1 TR R (94 F if o R g L 2.

e 174 (behavior): 5 H [ (purpose) BLxf H I, $i 0 e — H 11 AT 14T K sl 1.

o HI(purpose): 517k (behavior) sexf H B F5 4T 24 (1) I L5 Ja i) H R AT80UR.

e iR (statement): 5 2845 (illustration) g% H B0, T4 A F A . SR A5

o Z&fil(illustration): 5 A (statement) i 6) H IR, 38 ek 1) 2% 2491 oK ] 0k B IR R TR G TR I FE ) . A

O R

o ¥ (background): IR EA: . FHY T SR BB SE I B A

o PFig(comment): KIEX AR FH M FWHAIK. S HTaE L

e fhFe(supplement): b} i FEAE . YR INAI UL . R EAAE P9 2

o X Eb(contrast): 55 A BTG N7 (K5 VA Bl S A, B AT I B 0 6 ST IR 5 — N 5 L

o ifiik(progression): & S EL FI R B G BE— 25 R S R B R UE K.

Wi 4 chtb_0094 1) Ty fit i FH 45 Hy, JEARTY BT A 1239 I8 143 (newss report);P1 /& 4= SCI) 3 ¥ (lead);P2 1T
17 PLILIhAE 2 PF1E (comment);P3~P5 43 Jill & Xt PL Y 2% 1) 40 71 3, 6k Y. ) 1 fi 2 15 = (situation);P3~P5 #4) i
—ANSEEE IR (story);P1,P2 & 45 S SR FB 43 (summary);P6 1) B fig & 45 SC Y 5t (background).

4.4 S5RSTFACDTHYLLES

A 5E X G 2 M K n A B MDT 5 RST HI CDT 5t 1 22 1 X 3 2 AR S0 ey (R T A W b 2
Zi ke, RST Al CDT Moy o 2R MON s T 4544,

(1) FEARFERICHE SCRST H11% EDU E oA T AJEHE7E,CDT ¥ EDU R (152 T ), LUZ 57 R b
A MDT G2 Beig 2 DL 119 72 00 3 00 2, TR I 35 i AR 1) s 35 B0 0 06F I I A 38 7E 5 P I 3%
HEHL 'S5 1 2 TR 148 20 B TR

(2) IR FRE SCRST X3 ¢ R I E LA, I B T &> 28 & Nuclear F1 Satellite X 3 1) T #& Al
SEIE R B, B8 LT 23 Bl 556 R RST-DT AriEI 3 ik T 53 Fl iz e R 25 F 2 ik &,
CDT " LT 4 K2 17 P 5 00 R MDT IR 43T 5 5 2 BEIE, — AN Bed R IA 195 B 2 LB K, R 41 3
(1943 8 JCF 38 N, B — A B WE B R T S R AR IR AR 3B R 5 R T A 11 g sk 5 R e e R
fH RST 1@ X, Bt Cikffie /& Circumstance X FR ik & Background X &, UL, ASCRHE KR
(background)> 2 5 XX W AN & X 53 A —SE O IR 7 06 &R o 5 R TR A 2 I B 9 56 &R 4%
fFoRZR . b KRS NI MDT & T 3 K2 15 Mg =K R.RST. CDT Ml MDT [)j% 5 K R AR
AT T AR T T DA N I e O R L

(3) EWFLEE X:RST HXtM Nuclear 1 Satellite, Ho 3 Wibr v 5 55 556 R H M1 56.CDT H s b 3 Yok
ST 5 Z 2% B A R K 2 MDT (1 32 00 5 IR 40 WAk 4 32 ZE R WIEAS A 3 B 00 5 0 o i T AT O,
TEEA RN TS,
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(4) FEEEME SCHRYE 2 X,RST. CDT Fl MDT # AT LU 2 52 2 (1 5 35 45 M. Xl & CDT A2 O s &
4k, MDT J& % Wi 2 45 1. RST ] DU st — R oe 3 W ARPE 58 2 W R MAIHON S — M 2 2R = 45
K E SLMDT # CDT &5 &, R T BAAR Bic— BR 58 44 1 0 22 45 A B

(5) IThAEiEFHLEMIRST A1 CDT VG M7 (19 0 RS F 454 2 S, L P 208 o 0 18 40 8 SCEE R 1 2 S
MDT = FATHEHE van Dijk 1% W 45 k4 1L i (macrostructure theory) = {5 #5397 ] 1] 2t 45 M BRI bRy 35
TR S HEAT TR S AN SO VB R T B T 45 R BEAT R AR R K 5E X, IS SR B T I B e E T
WFSE 0858 T IR S FR HE A,

g T T MM R R 3 A B 4 MR R I X, AR SO R A X B L 3.

Table 3 MDT versus RST and CDT
%* 3 MDT 5 RST. CDT WJ*ftk

el RST CcDT MDT
] ) o T 1) i A 0 T R4 [ B T
SRRTIE | LU s A R e s P L
B R B 5E X 24 FhREFE KR RST-DT SESLT 4 KFAT B JEXT 3 KK 15 Ff
" - PRIE T 78 MR E KR, YR MERR YR MERR YR
FWER o 7 R T L A }kﬂlﬂﬁ‘?ﬁﬂ‘aﬁ%%%)ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ%% ST A 4R 1 WA i 2 LTS
- Btk 5 0 500 R AR G N SES RN PRIiPS
R A DAy S 5 R e T A A LA 5 I OO T R | ) DA e e S e UL A A R A
e vE N E R | B MO T e v P 2 R S| A O R S R 2 7 2 i v P 2 X

5 iERRE

RMUBLRRVE BB (W I, Ak T BARTE 5 A B A B B A e h R TS M B AR E S S T
RS FE A AR 55 1 15 FRATXS AH O AR 1R 45 5 4 BT, 22 W s 3 45 4 23 A R L B 0 H i R B = e 3L
TR DU J T G5 K 73 A 7 10, BRI 00 R AT 2 W B A R TRk DRt )t e WA OWL 4 — 1) i 7 A TR R R R
A W B IX AN B A R T 45 A 4 AT B E R AT R A R AT LACh B A S0 MLER R, BRI, mE RS
S5 FVARVE TS I AR AR ) 10 ST

AR EEA S ZER TSI, WS m B RIS 2 - 4 R T RN R B S MR R R
)58 S HEAT T 72 W DUTE s 3 4 B B AR AR, I FEFR A 1R I vl 20 A ik 222 WL RS 5 45 ) R s A 2R 11 5 L
FUbRE HE M REATAS IE, IR AT 1 42 58 0T 720 7 T 400GE (9 B 7 LA, He R U 2% 5% M 55 B 2 (Chinese
treebank 8.0, # CTB 8.0).

Tt 3 L TT AN A AL (R, PR %o T 5 0 40 AT, T 18 2 ) S 45 R 3 2 TR G R TR B SR A R S A
SRR U, A Al A — b AR T R B SR T 5 R T O R T A 2K R R A S — A AR (R A URT R A AR
PR TR LG . AR 32 B R W 3 S5 MR G R 70 0 W BRAR 2 )G A REREAT B R BRVE.

5.1 #RiESRER

AR SRR /N AR AT 2 W o 45 1 (0 A B, 7 400 5 3 o 4 3, F B g — A BV Rl 14 9 2%, 42 T
PR T A B R R BN A AR R BT R R B R AR 2 A RS SR

(1) BWiE N

TR BE— 5 T RO, AR A SO N AR S R B LRI OCER BT SS 1 R 1P B R R
N3 VD) 43, 2 A — AN ST I SR G W, A SCR A — R ORI R Ak R R4 58 1R D)
I3 AL EAL T BRI 53 3R 2 (A, RAE Y S5 A AT T R R T

SR I 5 T ] T 1) SRl A2 PR Ay 3 T 532 6 155 6 v SRR I8 1352 23 5%, 9 HLAA R T 70 20 0 AT 4R 2 R N
P FVRFAE.
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(2 BiEn L=

() B B 2 5 e 2R 0 B VR 1) DK TR B R AR AL B e ) T P A B 2 A BV 1 7 A 5B AL G R B 4R
HRARAR I B 2 B iR [ — A F 4k, B F B 2 )& B AR AR R 1 18 ¢ R AR IR R M2 AN B &
B e PR 15 A o (AR AL RE . an S AN B 2 TR A7 15 28 50k (1) O TR 38 B A AU 38 06 1 1 8 B v s
FCATIEH A h — A S AR T HoAh R 3 5 G e 90 0 SR 10 LA BUR T IR — AN AR LA KB,
7 TEVERA AL, T 5 LA B VR A oK 2 3, T 40X LA B vk T B e i 4.

SR I 1 1) b 1R Jm) 30 SR s mT LA B AR v S 0 2 N A S8 S B S A M — A R SR A B et 2
B EESRIR S W) 2 TR P3~P5S, M SR Y 2 L # R A ARARL, 3 H A SCUE SCE AT DA AT TR S 6 PL N
P B TE AN ) R DR G AT AR S A IR 2 O R AT &
52 wRiFEFHE

25 0 — R AR VERE FRE T BB RIEAT SCAR B B . R E AR, R EICRE . FEROCER A
i T 4 R R A S S R AR B 2T R — MR S A R T G M S O R SRR B A i S I R T U g 0 T
BT e vE IR e, 5 A Th e v T IK) B B AR AR 7 & AR T AR 45 R 8 ARAF 8 XML S8 T 1%
ARV — B, 10 75 0 A v 45 SR AT HoE 50 UE A0 — BOME v B bR S8 RS N BR v A S AT B g A by
HARK B FE G0 & 6 o,

| e 1) Ry KA B
S4B P AR W o) Sz

1) s iE

2) —HEN \

AN
3) HfE g vt ff ity

XML AR € DIREiEI R € R

T "
4 i
rd

kb
\\/

Fig.6 Processing flow of corpus annotating
Kl 6 TERMRTE AL B R
53 fRiFEE

AV TR 0 3 A EEM B

o 1 BNERSHRAREE I 4 A AN CTB 8.0 *hiEHUAT 50 55,3 ZhRTE A bt bRy, 2 B 5 (1 18,
TE U 5 85 W R AR R 1) 58 SORTD IR NS 23 VA — S Bk A R T 072 W i S 45 14 1Y) 0045,
55 1B B e ik 49 AN E AR

o 2 B ARAGELE, I 3 A .3 BARE N AR AR R, R T AN AL R, R I R RS IR N R R B
SCFNFRE RS A AE B0 158 40 28 2 BY B — L5 T 98 MR T bR,

o B 3BTBMLEFRE N 3 AN A ST PIA B B bRE AR B T 8k VG IR 4l i e SORER B e
PIARTE TR 28 3 AN BN 3 44 #T IMARIE A 01,6 B FRiE N A4 0 3 AN A N B S AR N L4
TC, ST A AN A8 A R R AR TE ZLAE 23 0 v 8 B0 A Kapp (8. 4 Frid i 31, 84/ 21 il A 10%,
HH b /N B D NREAT A8 SR, 1 0 A7 A7 B i) (R 4 3 BEAT AL 1) 8 A% B Bt S8 s v 573 J 4
BEAS /NG AR I T BEAT 48 v, v SV IR R SRR AR L 6.9 SR/ N ALTHE R R
7.7 Rl
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280k 3 MW BY AN SCIE 58 R 720 AN E IR ARTE AR .CTB 8.0 H (1 I 1B LA 753 /N 5 AR SC O 58 e b i
AT A9 IV PRI T SCAS (10 2 ML 55 6 R bR AR

54 ERHER
RO BF— A B I bR 45 RARAAAE — A XML SCE A 48— A XML SCA-L 5 DISCOURSE. RELATION
I TEXT X 3 Ko, Al =R KRG BMBEE R B 7 5241 2 Frxd N XML 3L

(?xml version="1.0",encoding="UTF-8"7?)

(DOC)
(DISCOURSE DiscourseTopic=" i i iff T & XK 8 T 26—t Tl i H

Dateline=" #4135 10— H 75 H (0 #H M0 B AK)”)
(Lead)#s B VI 28 57 I A DXk Tl 8 8 ), 5 A Tl 5 3h I B A7 (3R T8, 43 IR 51 T 2% 2 .(/Lead)
(Abstractyif j Il 6 B T R X 30k Tl # i, 5 A TR shBH A3 . &8RekinT) .
R T RORMAL T TRIRBEES A R LB A I RK B 1% (/Abstract)
(/DISCOURSE)

(RELATION)
(R ID="1",StructureType="1% Jz: ] 73", Layer="1",RelationNumber=" 5./~ 3¢ & ", RelationType="1 5 KX R ",

ParagraphPosition="1...5|6...6”,PrimarySecondary="1",ChildList="2" Parentld="—1",Function="News Report”,

RelationWeight="0"/)
(R ID="2" StructureType="i% |z 1J] 4", Layer="2",RelationNumber=" ./ 3¢ & " Relation Type="f# i}t % &”,

ParagraphPosition="1...2|3...5”,PrimarySecondary="1",ChildList="3|4” ,Parentld="1",Function="Story”,

RelationWeight="0"/)
(R ID="3”,StructureType="1% J: 1] 73", Layer="3",RelationNumber=" 5./~ ¢ & ", RelationType="“TF{r L & ",

ParagraphPosition="1...1|2...2” ,PrimarySecondary="1",ChildList="-",Parentld="2",Function="Summary”,

RelationWeight="0"/)
(R ID="4" Structure Type="31-%14]] /> Layer="3" RelationNumber=" .4~ 5¢ & ” RelationType=" 51| % & ",

ParagraphPosition="3...3|4...4|5...5”,PrimarySecondary="3",ChildList="-",Parentld="2",Function="Story”,
RelationWeight="0",/)
(IRELATION)

(TEXT)
(P ID="1" ParagraphTopic="¥ rg I £ [ JT & [X 100>k 1ol % v534).” ParagraphWeight="0", Function="Lead").

283 5 4F 2 (I R U, i R R I 2R 0 O e X ke b gt U e, 5 A b B3 A R LE,

A KB B T2 gk (/P)

(P ID="2" ParagraphTopic="JF % X # # £ tH + Hb JF % 03 [ T I H 8 (1735 B B ParagraphWeight="0",

Function="Comment”). i £ 5F JF A X 45 B =) Jm) I 2 7 R U, T 4 X 38 i A A Sl 1k 3ot e

FER DK 5 O pl L b T 3 1) Tl 5 @ (08B B (/P)

(P ID="3” ParagraphTopic="/K ] L\ 3k |8 5% B ik #{: % &.” ParagraphWeight="0",Function="Situation™).

FVAT 3 T R DX Eab R B30 H 22— ¥ 60 J5 AR | 3R [ 45 B St vl 2 X A 4 [ dg KA R AR e T

F5 £ NS 9 3 A A AT PR s ] B 12,83 A2 5 T 04 F AR I A T AR 60 J5L(/P)

(P 1D="4” ParagraphTopic="4x & K5 K0 . C\3% 1. #™.” ParagraphWeight="0",Function="Situation”).

A TP A BT H ——4 SRR N T 2 F RAR KR T8= XA thi ] e AR (R E ) SR A ] 5 ilg g 24
IR A R AR B0 = T 7 20 e R KN T R T B 41 90 AR AR sE (A = i 4 A T 2
WURE, AN T 30 J7 MRS K, I LS (RORE K 70% H F1(/P)

(P ID="5” ParagraphTopic="3:Ath 3 A>3 Zh I H 11K 5 1T $%.” ParagraphWeight="0",Function="Situation”).
FER X Il 3 AN ZN I H——misZedt | ORI A Uk B LG A FFRIX
CL A e R ] BE A ¥ TV I H AT 20 24 AR T ANER) T IE RS, AR ) 70 14 T0.(P)

(P ID="6” ParagraphTopic="V¥ i 1% % /™ 41.” ParagraphWeight="0",Function="Background”). £ {7 T- % i I 5, &
B0 B AR R AR R 1 EME R X, A T P e A R R BRI 2 B AR, b M R R SR RN
A0 LTGRO T St R A TR R TR AT A 1t L (5E) (/P)

(ITEXT)
(/DOC)

Fig.7 Preservation form of corpus
K7 kR R e
DISCOURSE #f 73 7 fifi fd 55 4 A5 JE, 72 Jd B 4 ST Js P A s A 2 L 4

(1) 5% B (discourse topic): 77 4 S (1) 3 1.
(2)  hk(dateline): A7 it HL Sk A5 BN (PR Sk S L TRURS A L BRI TR R e A5 180 356 1. P Sk 22 J8CHE 3 P A 1 1)

T3k, 36 5 B 25 1 74X ) 1 1E.30).

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



336 Journal of Software # % 4% Vol.31, No.2, February 2020

(3) T ik (lead): 7 fik i ¥ I T 1 (5 W — MBC2 97 I 09 F Sk, AR L T i 10 SC 72,5 R 1 B P o TR )
PRNEE A, 22 5] A3 W 5 182 ), — MO A SO 3R 1 Bt R B A

(4) 4% % (abstract): 77 it 4 ST 22, ehbmvE N AR 915 4% ST A 25

RELATION #f73 F= % H] T- A7k fi 2 G5 46 FH K R S AR VE 1 AR bRV A A0 55

(1) W4y 77 K (structure type): A7 s o8 R V) 43 J5 3,40 N R BV (R R R) R B0 437 (o 51
KA. ol Z IR R)NE.

2 Y142 X (layer): A TR R Y22 2R, 100 Layer="2", % 7~ %55 5 56 & 1040 2> 2 kAL T B T A R

%2 2.
(3) M FEK A (relation type): 71t X A ) 75 0% 28 MR 8 AU HE 3 KK 15 A R R(RH KR E NS NE
3.2°1).

(4)  RFEAH(relation number):— MR E R RN Z A KA 53 A BN RR"F S KRHE.

(5) Y)4rfiE (paragraph position): 71 s & % RNV ML E L M1“2...3(4..47 RN IE K R A ZJ0 KR,
— AR AIGH S 2 BN 3 BRALR, 5 — MR S T 2R 4 BEALAR.

(6) KK FR(primary secondary): A7 fil 1% s 2 K F B KOS R AR 8 S, 40 1) DA 172737 W 2 - Ik
TRRRE-FEXRRAFEELE LR (FERKRRELS IS 3.3 7).

(7) 79 AU(ChildList): fEfil N —AN s TR RIVFIER, B BRI T RO SR,

(8)  ALZET si(parent 1d): A7 fifi b — AN T 0GR 4 5 AR s B ALY R -1

(9)  *ITIhfg(function): £7fif i 5 0 X B R R 7795 s 0 D) B8, an 1) 43 B 842, 314, 47 IR s T O R 3T
Function="Story” &/~ [} /& “2...4" ] D R 1 .

TEXT #i4r F TAEfifh e 2 10 B v A 5 (B 7715 0 AR i A A BLFE:

(1) BtV iE 15 (paragraph topic): 771 12 B ¥ 1 3 845 .

(2) Btk g (function): £7 A 1% B & Xt B 1 2 R 15 H.

(3)  BRIA N AT AEHEAS BLIA KT IV (1) SC A 25

6 IERSEI

6.1 FRE—HMIHERZE

H T SRR bR FR, IRATESE 2 RIZE 3 B B oy S b AT — BOPE IR . — Bk VP A B AL AR I — BUR  IE E)
FRVE B AR — SIS 00, A SR HEAT T Kappa (5. — 302 Agreement B934 3 1 2458 (1) BT 7, Kappa 12 #
HHEARWM AR A ARQ)T,A F1 B 43R LAxiE#H. AR Q)T ,PA) R RS RE—ZUH B, P(E)FE R
B8R — 30 L.

Agreement = 2B L 100% 1)
AuUB

i - P(A)-P(E) @)
1-P(E)

ARSCR I — BRI 715 % RST (T RHRTE TAEY JEHUE AT MR TE P 28080 T3 1 o 4. LA 1
BRI, BATHIG] T I LA .

OGP LK) J2 IR S R s R TR B KR A7 A P 2 FR) s T Sl R R R L 5 M s il — AR T il
FHH oo 41[1,2],[3,5],[1,51.[1, 61K B 41 55 — A4 b AOARTE AR BT 8 B, I8 A JE bR R B 45 K mT LA
HI[1,2],[3,5],[3,6],[1,6]1) — LA 4R 15 .
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Fig.8 Another annotating discourse structure of chtb_0094
8 chtb_0094 (1) 55—k = brid: 451

I SR 2 00 R AR W 5 SR LA e o A5 R ) 0 OR ARL EL i, 16T 8 TR P3~P5 Z (B Y JEBIIOC R, il TR e

P4 H1 PS5 [ JFHISC R P3 1y

P4,P5 [ 151156 28, W1 11 9 B, FLX I (1300 ¢ — S 4 th M [3,51%% 4 74 [4,5],[3,5].
EZIEA ZILRA

IHH1

I
P

3#/IJ

Fig.9 Convert multiple relationships to right-connected binary relationships

9 BEZICRAREHNAELI —IURR

FLR K 9 4 bR TE AR TE AR BIL B — MRER G R A NS o s, L 4.

Table 4 Annotated sets of two annotators

R4 PAAREEMIREERS

i | R Gy R %5
T PRES A WEHB RE8 | MEHFA WMEHAB EE | MEHA HESEB REFF

1 2 1 1 1 PS PS 1 P it i 0
1 3 0 0 1 null null 1 null Null 1
1 4 0 0 1 null null 1 null Null 1
1 5 1 0 0 PS null 0 fif Ut null 0
1 6 1 1 1 PS PS 1 5 il Bt 0
2 3 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
2 4 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
2 5 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
2 6 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
3 4 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
3 5 1 1 1 El El 1 H:4) H:4 1
3 6 0 1 0 null PS 0 null o 0
4 5 1 1 1 El El 1 It-%1 il 1
4 6 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1
5 6 0 0 1 null null 1 null null 1

-FpE Agreement=13/15=86.67% Agreement=13/15=86.67% Agreement=11/15=73.33%

TEIXAN KA 1, G5 R B (P RR T AR B

V1 3R G5 R BRI, 07 R~ WA S5 MIBRTE. IR N 0 S5 M BR VR (AT T

X 2 2 RS 2R FAE R “null” 3 75 M A AN A7 8 T2 RS AR IO AR VE AR RV AT AR T 4R 5 R M g oh Bl 18

/\f(l)ﬂl/\ﬁ(Z)
SER-

MRS . ERR AR
%N 86.67%,Kappa {i4 0.70;F 1k & M-
73.33%,Kappa {H 4 0.492.

T R R I BUR R Kappa {H. U158 3 s Bbsi 45 5 5
B 86.67%,Kappa fii 2 0.70;53 & 5 R f— 5%l

HT AT DU H, 32 ORI 3 00 38— BUME I VT S 205 T IR0 10 3 g, DL o G BOPRAIR T A  45 H
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R — S O LR W 3 3 50 AR AR R 2, T SR b v 2 T SO B B A A 22, B T AN IR FRD R R 45 R b
H IR 4 35 0 & Kappa B IR,
6.2 ERHRERE

AL 2 W BobsvE — BUE RO SR AR AR St HARTERE A FIARTER B HIARVE SN ). 2 WA AR VE AR T
ROV R b v 5 A UL, A1 Sy b i v A R ) IR R R R ) LS 2% O HL B 1) ) 9% Z2 ARG g Ay 6 )
14 55 28 5 DA A B, DRI Y ) — UM AN AR vy, G o e o 5 R IO AR VE — B8 O 88.54%, Kappa {E 0 0.771; 3 7k%
Z AR — B2 0 80.67%,Kappa {E 4 0.694; 5 i ¢ R I bRvE — 32 by 83.05%,Kappa i 4 0.556. 285 JLEE AR
PIARTEAN I8, 28 2 B B LA 3 T 80 B 19— Btk

Table 5 Annotating consistency of Stage 2
x5 2B BibsE B

eS| —BU% (%) Kappa fi
T A 88.54 0.771
FRKR 80.67 0.694
ESS 83.05 0.556

9 3 M 6 HARTEE S HARE TAE FA TR 70 4L M AR BEAT b AR 138 G DRI AS A XA AH AL T
T8 I /N RS 22 3 AT TR I AR TP AT T 2 OB 4, OT 0 I STt T & AN DA P 48 BRE R LR AR
B A% B bR — B S A R LK 6.
Table 6 Annotating consistency of Stage 3
F=6 3 HrBURE U

- S I —HUE (%) Kappa {8

WEE | VRRE e Y hr R WuvE | muAl YhERE WIER
A+D 5.2 86.70 84.40 81.30 0.697 0.681 0.634
B+E 5.6 81.82 79.55 76.52 0.601 0.601 0.565
C+F 4.7 79.80 76.90 75.00 0.575 0.584 0.573
A+E 55 82.20 80.80 77.40 0.587 0.597 0.534
B+C 6 91.35 88.65 83.24 0.781 0.737 0.631
D+F 5 85.95 83.47 80.17 0.672 0.644 0.609
A+F 5.7 91.28 89.23 88.72 0.753 0.711 0.716
D+E 5.3 90.48 85.74 83.33 0.788 0.719 0.691
A+B 5.3 85.56 83.76 76.53 0.661 0.653 0.531
C+D 6.5 87.26 86.28 82.35 0.676 0.679 0.607
E+F 4.5 82.50 73.33 80.00 0.598 0.477 0.585
A+D 8.9 87.63 86.32 82.37 0.623 0.607 0.510
B+E 6 82.19 80.28 77.40 0.587 0.597 0.534
C+F 4.9 90.20 88.23 78.43 0.792 0.776 0.633
S {E 5.7 86.07 83.35 80.20 0.671 0.647 0.597

6.3 ERSEIT

AL BRI 720 R SCEE LA 3 985 ANE A L 2 870 N RS R CTIIA R 5.53 N EUE AR B KB
Bk 22, /DB 2. 80 FHCh 8 319 ), PR B K 2.1 AN 3Tl 398 829 AN 1B A SCAY 554
RV NGE R T

AR AR PR TG RAR 3 R ROCRBAT T IR vk R w0 R T L IR H 2K 0 R 3L 1253 4, 117 43.66%;
PRZRSCR I 414 4,15 14.43%; fif LR R 3L 1203 AN,y 41.92%. 5 51 2R AN U 28 ¢ R AR L TR R 20 R4
s it 2D B B A FEAS T I IR DG R U7 1L PS S R LA 2 030,y 70.73%;SP J8 R LA 804, i 2.79%;El
KA 760 /N, 26.48%. 5 PS Al EI 58 R AH L, SP O¢ & 1 £t 5 1R /N, B0 SR A7 72 B0 7™ A4 LS. 4
T WL 8.
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Table 7 Basic statistic data of corpus

F=T7OERIER SR

Bl gy
i S 720
BE B 3985
LEP S Yot 2870
Y B R B (B IR ) 5.53
AN G T d K BLIE A 22
AN T SN B L 2
(IRRSE (4 8319
AT R TR ) 11.55
M 398 829
T B (U ) 554

Table 8 Statistics of discourse relations and primary-secondary relations

R8 MEXARMIW ARG

%5 GEPSS PS SP El it 43 (%)

HHIRKFR 0 0 634 634 22.09

VS 5 8 86 99 3.45

IHFIA IR 2 5 3 10 0.35

SR 7 2 8 17 0.59

KT 493 0 0 493 17.18

BN 507 15 731 1253 43.66

IR KR 16 24 9 49 1.71

REXFR 93 7 103 3.59

Rl 2% HEKR 237 0 0 237 8.26

THHMBXKR 12 0 2 14 0.49

HINAT A KR 7 2 2 11 0.38

ESE N 365 29 20 414 14.43

fRVICR 994 0 0 994 34.63

REARR 9 11 3 23 0.80

it 1t 2 W R 116 5 6 127 443

[ ik 28 451 ¢ & 38 1 0 39 1.36

28001 B IR % B 1 19 0 20 0.70

RPN 1158 36 9 1203 41.92
.4 o 2030 80 760 2870
ERXR T 43 EE (%) 70.73 2.79 26.48 100.00

FEAN ) 0 5 3 0% AR I B DL G TR IR OR R I A A 1 DL L3R 746 T20 MRS R & 41 8 R ML T 634 1%,
i 22.09%; fiF Ui < FR I T 994 UK, i 34.63%. X AN KR — 3L T R K RN 56.72%, B T AN TE R
H. e I G AT DAHE W B 4R S I SO AR A RUR - R IR R At 1 ANl LA B B AT S
B L8 BEVR 43 M U 5 THT B LA A B2 3R AT 6 40 19 3R 3o ARF 6 AT 38 o ok 13 150 248 S0 3 (A o T 795 45 3 I
HBHI S EAESL,

e VH R R B 7R T SO R R IR OR R ARG IR AR I OC &, 911,634 AN FHEFIK RN El K HK,994
AMEVER R PS KR AN L BRIR2SHI0CRHOR PS KR XTI 5 K R F IR CRAEAEH LR
TR (R I G 2 A RN L — 25 40 BT R S g 1) 22—

I D BEVE FH S5 R R b i, G B L3 9. 0T LS H, DK 43 )T 1 R 1 (newss report) AR ATE X B i BUA
(summary) 5 5 (story) 4L, T fl— Tl - 43 1) 45 K)o (B 4R T8 1) P 2% B, 8 DK a1 g Sk, R = (story) A
57 (situation), i H A f 45 &, W34 (comment) . JRUIA (cause) &5 R (result). 1724 (behavior). H i (purpose) i
TR A /b TX G R TF B T 1) R PR
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Table 9 Statistics of functional pragmatic of discourse units
*9 REBICIIREIEH gt

Uifie B 1 43 (%) Ui B 17 4y (%)

5 237 3.46 = 25 0.36

Th 25 0.36 g 152 2.22

J5 152 2.22 1 5 2085 30.42

Ay 127 1.85 Uik 59 0.86

X b 17 0.25 e 1441 21.02

251451 59 0.86 /g5 292 4.26

S 638 9.31 Sk 300 4.38
EESIES 720 10.50 Mgk 23 0.34

priipus 10 0.15 b7 493 7.19

6.4 SLILIEIE

5 W T B AR A AT IR 25 A0 4 s S S MR I L R VROC R 00 R RN AT o A i e LR 4 H
R A2 ) — AR ST B I 2 W o g R I e S 3 A MR R B S BE I R T S M I 2E 1 2D At R R T
LRI, T VA AR SRR R TR 18 W] SR A S H T R Al R R W ) S 6 45

AR S 2 1 4 P B AL 37 A A it 43 2 2% R AT 5 25 A5 ARSI AR IR 5% R U, T 9D A SRAT 4% 22 ) 1
YRR M T X AT 5 A 5 S BEAL FR32 T — P Ik T R AR Ik BRI 1 U R SR S B A R AR 4K
MCDTB 375 8 863 AN, 2o IEFE 3 261 A, S KR 5 602 AN, A SCRH 5 A% A8 S IE S B £ 51 565 11 25 Mk
A FH YR 2 (accuracy) AT M F1 {1 (macro-F 1) vE 4 5 Ze itk fig.

F 10 LB T8 A RFE LA 5, 5 45 R RS0 R 22 TR G 28 0 ) i A TR () 1 R B0 3 W, 2 4R 45 4
FEAE RS L (R DTk B K, 65 7 V8 SORHBL I R A0 5 B 2R ) 12 R4S DA AR o, 3 &8 A A DU R 32 Tk 06 2 ) T 45 1)
P B8 2> IE B 77.52%F1 75.500% [ 71 ff 5, AH R 1K 72 W0 F LB 40 335 31 75.98% 1 49.83%. £ I THI ¥ 156 75 B 704 52 56
o A Y 0 S P R AT LA N T S AR R M LRI B 2 AR AR I R S R R HE R R R R W FL
43 ik $1] 78.54%H1 77.68%, L AT 2 (1) 5 AR BE 43 AR W T 1.02% 0 1.70%; 165 2 ) 10 7 L RIS T
U Z 30 ) e MER R R0 22 0 FL(E 9 & & T 0.51%F1 1.86%.

Table 10 Exprimental results on structure identification and nuclearity recognition
Fo 10 b R R IURT 3 R G 2R 4 ) S 4 AR

A A i T 4 R R FERKRA
Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy Macro-F1
Sl K REAE 76.13 74.46 74.46 49.17
T SCHHBLRE 7 AT 74,57 73.32 66.68 37.70
45 PR+ T SCATABLRE R AE 77.52 75.98 75.50 49.83
TE S b P e E AT AR PR R 78.54 77.68 76.01 51.69

7T RESRE

ASSCRE X R 5 K 50 A L RTRIE TR > 0 ) R, AT R R 2 AT B UK, B T e A
MLGE— [l B8 S5 M RIS AR R AR 2OW 2 T 20 I AG 1 0 B AR S8 R v S5 R A B RE v T 5 4 ik AR SO 3 1)
R T LSRR R BRI T 720 i HURE 1) W e v R I

AR PR AR IR TR B AR 5 A BT 9 1) B A g L 5% W 0 e 0 9P J o R o S () 4
REVERL DU AL T 200 (10 AR TE 55 BT 0 B () B At B 50 A0 A R L v o 1) R 0 AT v 14 B
ML DSk ) A WL RIAROU e — (¥ B A R, T g OAF L () i 3 45 R0 v B B8 08, 4 Jis SR I B9 AR 4T I T
W S PRI SR Bl A S Ay, AT DA 2B i NI U 5 5 4 20 AT (0 VT SO R e, AT 888 i o 5 20 T 1) 6 £
PERE,BE T A AR 5 A OGN B A 55, LUYIA 21 B vy 1 2R ek e, 0 s N 2 B AU P 1Yol A

ASSCIUAT BRI 1 VR R IR AN KI5 B TRAT DR E 25 5 38 ARk U, 9 KT B, I 25 18 At A0 1K) 2%
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KOS 555 5 KR s AT B X B AN P00 0 2, 32— 20 20 G B D) B X SRS A R Al R AT A
Gk o3 M IV SN SRR I AT 9, O B 2 A — > End-to-End ¥ WU B S5 i 6.
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