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Abstract: Based on the semantic knowledge base of Chinese FrameNet (CFN) self-developed by Shanxi
University, automatic labeling of the semantic roles of Chinese FrameNet is turned into a sequential tagging
problem at word-level by applying IOB (inside/outside/begin) strategies to the exemplified sentencesiin CFN corpus,
and the Conditional Random Fields (CRF) model is adopted. The basic unit of tagging is word. The word, its part of
speech, its relative position to the target word, the target word, and their combination-are chosen as the features.
Various model templates are formed through optional size windows in each feature, and the orthogonal array within
statistics is employed for screening of the better template: All experiments are based on the6 692 exemplified
sentences of 25 frames selected from CFN corpus: The separate model is trained for each frame on its exemplified
sentences by 2-fold cross-validatien, and thesprocessing of identification and classification for the semantic roles
are taken simultaneously. Finally; with the target word given in a sentence, as well as the frame name of the target
word, the experimental‘res‘ults on all 25 frames data for the precision, the recall, and F1-measure are 74.16%,
52.70%, 61.62%, respectively.

Key words:  Chinese FrameNet; semantic role labeling; orthogonal array; feature selection; conditional random

fields
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AT Rt F 0 E K B — I BEMARAR AT T R AN FI AR E ) 25 MER 6 692 AN &) a9iE A L AT,
3t —AHEZR o B BB E A 8] D th— N ARA ) i BEATIE LA & 89 R A b 4K AT 2-fold R SURE 2447 4)
FF 49 B AR A BB AFIE T B A AERF LT 25 MER X U d) R4 R EHE, o E. Fllis 53
74.16%,52.70%%= 61.62%.

KEEIR:  SUEAE LB X il F 5 XA G AR B 3R R ALY

REESES: TP391 XERARIRED: A
A 3
1 gl _é_ 3 R

5
UEAE SR, F ARV 5 A B T 4R 18 25 300 N8 U HT I B, S 5T 3 5] UM Hr . JIT U8 0 S5 BT 2 4 KR 416 -1 o
A S 1A ) SOMIOR ZR HE- L BB S I A 1 R (L ﬁJ)‘()E@%W%ﬁ@C?@ﬁ?%X%@H@ H B FRiE 2 X )
T T SRS IR TR UM (UEAT B B, 20 A AT VR A TR SO AT IR R vk A J LAk, B BR B2 AT 6
R SCA B B ER A R VEIL RG] T AR 2 RIWEITE 25 Horh D ik,2008 4F AR S ST R E B B AR AR T
(Computational Linguistics) 'ty I'g— 9918 S € bRIERF 20 10 4 485 18 P 30 4 K A5 D SR (bR 7 I 5
R AT 2[R 4T B T 2 B2 R 2 e B 00 SR b B R 7 K LR S R R M 2 . L3S B
P RIREG BB RS (5 B RSN H AU 2 R L IR AN SO0 B AR E S A PR (1R 4k
RIEAHEEE .
11 IXIEHESE R IR B

3B HE 4 9 % (Chinese FrameNet, i #k CFN)! L F & BA Fillmore (HEZETE X 2% 4 BRIQFERE . LLAN M K 2241
5o RSN RZ (K FrameNet!! ) 2 . DADCTE FCSETERL A M8 (0 A6 P SO LARE FH 10 D08 1T 38 AR e E SR E SL 2 A
49, “HE SR (frame) /& — ™ 55 W00 R 15 350 AH — 35000 45 K AL Y0 88 3R 48, 2 A 7R N SN FN &858 vh 1) B 7 A4 1 35 HE 2
WY& 2 5 E RO HESE T (frame element), B ATITE AT H P 5545 SOAM 4L 4 A (0 S8R AR 2 A 4408 SUA0N,
HE 48 2 3r] V5 FR AR 1R 75 S5 A0 30 DAL, A1 st m DAAR 98 75 S5 S8 R0 AN [ ) ] o, 2 B2 Al i] T 45 1) Rl I %6 1A 30 AT 43
AR5 e G (1) T SCAy B0 s A (AT L, T SCAR €8 s A Ay € AR TV i 0, T A SR o 3= 08 AT 1 AL
1A [FIHE L 5 10— 28, S BRI Tk A A BOC A R 117 1) 80, R bk i ESR 1k B ARVE = 178 SCRE A 1624,

Z: W 5E 3L FrameNet FRE%HHE B & BT A 5 A LV RS2 2006 4 JF 1 R D HE S I 2% 8 % 2007
4 12 1 DURAE 4L 4% th CREERESE 130 4,15 000 4616, B il 76 1 760 A%, 6 30 i 76 1 428 A, 4 i
TG 192 AN BT TG 140 A 8B o T A4 735050 8 A6 5K 22 DOEE 5 22050 O IR DUE B BLE CCL i
R R A A0 35 AT T LG 10 4 ) R A A A IS GREARG L Y D ) B i) PR e R ), 5 FLEE X B 2% )
N AR T B AR (AN R SRR T A B AR 1) B FOHE S8 15 SO £ DL i HE 48 4 141

W3k (statement): JHATE B 208 1) 2 Ui 1% 2 A8 5 ) Wi il 5 AR 0815 R INAT 4.

B HERIT R (3 )-8/ Medium[Medium]. 15 5 Message[Msg]. #i1%# Speaker[Spkr]

AERZAELE TR (7 M) Wr i Addressee[Add]. ¥ Topic[Top]. #[Al Cause[Cau]. F£J¥ Degree[Degr]-

% Depictive[Depic]. 1&1fi Manner[Manr]. H[i] Time[Time]

SCHELE: [ A 2 ¥t | Communication]

1 G Bl YL v BEA v BAR v BA v 45,3 DG S ny B4 n A n. PP n 2%

#141:1 603 %

B :(spkr-np-subj ¥£ jn I ny {EA v RE v #HiE n B d (tgt EAF v) (msg-dj-obj 4 m 4 q ¥
Winsy KFFEE n M udbTE n I v AdZ v KT v u A n)we

I B AR g R IR HE B AR O, R bR B H bR (tgt). A B I RRER BB S 3 2 WA, Wi(spkr-np-subj 5&
J7 THDYFATE AR 1 W8 15 3 [spkr]” £ €4, 4 44 1) 2 1 [np], HL& B bRl (tgt E A7)0 E 7 [subj].
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HERLICE 1 A% 0ot R AR O I 2 P K28, JF B AT AL 5 97 45 78 B AE 48 %5 D) AH 5% (1) HE B[], L A%
JCEMAENZ O e R WA RLASC LR Bt 2] 1 <“CFN HEZEE XA A F5 12 “CFN HEZE T .

1.2 #HRIK

H Br F,2004 £ DLk T35 M AARTER AT 6 YRPEI 4> % Senseval-30),SemEval2007M,CoNLL
(Conference on Computational Linguistics Learning)2i% 74 f) SRL(semantic role labeling) Shared Task 2004,
20054 }2 CoNLL Shared Task 20082009 J: /1, CoNLL SRL Shared Task /&L PropBank,NomBank i},
1M Senseval-3 [ SRL Task il SemEval 2007 Task-19 J& PA9% 3 FrameNet 45 #}. ¥

PL 9& 3C PropBank,NomBank 4 ifi Bl 1) i X /1 & A 3 bx i W 90 F 2 f Chen[Q]‘,Ihompson[l0],Kadri
Hacioglul''J,Pradhan!'*"*! Cohn!""! Surdeanul'®, & i 46 A U] - y1 8 4 A U7 I_1’|5 RHE A NI B
PropBank, DA 1123 18 73 Sk 2 A5 v B0 G, 458 A5 KI5 A T AT 5 T\P%)‘Lﬁa éﬁ‘] B8 b 0] 8,19 3 T 3R UF 45 4R,
ETF RAEFIMIRAE F4> BIFR1E T 75.49%F1 75.60%1) F1-{i.CoNLL-2008 Shared Task [ 32k f (4 b5 2 4b, 1k
80T VA 00 TR SCHEE:, L A 1 T R a0 1] 5 BRI F) VA MO G R (syntactic dependency ) Rl AR K F
(semantic dependency)(¥) 43 HT ficdif (K VP45 B P-4 5] 84.86%. 15 AT 5 SCIMEZ i T VI, Che % AU 31
W &5 S d U ik B 82.66% 11 FIELEFTH 19 3C S VI DL HE 4 56—

CoNLL-2009 Shared Task 5 2008 F [} 4T 55 2 A AH [F] AR AE QL5 v 9 S 7 AP 5 B PRI, e 24 DL 7 A
VRIS 35 FI-EAE A HE 4 A5 /2 L Joint Task #',Che 25 NPOIGE A 55 —,7 il & 1013 FI-(HiAH)
82.64%, [l I, Che 55 A P 25 H AR 2 rh SCPEII Y 55— 44,0 SO F1-EIE 31 76.38%. 7615 XA ubsid: 141 %5 1, Zhao
2 NPUR g5 BAR 4,7 R 5 103 P15 5] 80.47%, o SCIFIN (5 4 45 1 Nugues R %P2 M F1- ik 5
78.60%.

FEF 9L FrameNet iR SCA (G br i 098 5 2 Gildea 25 AP T4 A AT FEIARE 5 4 41 7 v 58k 37
R )T 58 A0V MR LA S AE , 7E FrameNet JUA4E LIS T 65% VA K Fl 61%11 4 [7] % . Senseval-
3 [¥) SRL Task 5 8 ANBAZ N T VI, 35 Uf 119 45 JL A 21 89.9% I HER R AN 77.2%11 4 [ 3. SemEval 2007 Task-19
AT 25 B v UM i 2 A0 38 T A0 7 PSR 0 R 0 (B H AR R . AR T A 4 A2 R B (R BT
WSD(word sense disambiguation)))EA & 1)~ H1 I i30S I HE 22 (1) 7 A OC 2 (semantic dependency)ff) 7341, X
H 3 ABIRAS T PEI 4 R F Task-19 %5 58 AR 4 ) IEATHE 291 5 Y F‘l-fﬁﬁ’49%~75%‘zfﬂ];?£ SRR
HESE ) Bt b, T EAT V8 UM BRI F1-{HTE 36%~49% . [A]. - ’

DU IR XA £ A S bRTE BRI Sun™, Xuel 13 3 3¢ PropBank ) F BlbsvE BT 5¢ T4F. Xuel?* 14k
T3 PropBank kA 7EAE A F Thrid RAFHARES T L2 T 94.1%0 F1-{H. 2R H B 3 Ak a4,
W 71.9%19 F1-{H.PropBank S &4 A 7 A% 08 i HEAT T FRvE, 08 A (058 R IEE 50 24T H3)
il (4 A I 2 T 64,1 Lh Arg0~Arg5 A bRC. PR A6 T HE 4848 S €55k 3, PropBank (1115 SCA kR iE i
Al Fym] uE~Eﬁl[éfﬁiwﬂiﬁ,‘ﬁiﬁ??ﬁ#§? B 5 Xue PO () S B 45 R W Arg0,Argl [ BhbRid Bk B B4 T
FUAb €0 AR ARE B - 22 A SR R Arg0,Argl A (5 K0 SO RAT [RDBTME, W Arg0 7E268 K2 5 00 N /45 Agent, 7
TG B8 B I e i At € B AR b c R [ 15 E S SC 2 S AR K I 2 2 SAR PB4 H 1927 5L PropBank
LB JCHRIC Arg2 B ArgS XU SO 0 7 A A8 X R T R R S A B 8 SR R LR RE A
232 B H55 1 PropBank H i U R Y 20 T TR RIS A YR VE I A B AN R 41

TR HE 4 10 2% 765 7 S A% — 305 1) B, {H B[] T PropBank, HE 42 [ £ [ 5 A B 70 AS AN ) 14 1 (B 4 455 1] BT
FEA BRI, T A A AR A R 28 P M 2 &5 4, AT 2 7 35 AL P T ol ATE 248 55 A 48 A B T R A T S I 4% e I 1
HE 248 0 5 B A L DG I T T A A 7 A0S T 28 5 355 (K9 & 4,0 1 B SRR AR 1t A T i 2k %
DR ok 245 S €6 0 L BRI 9T 4 T A R X

ARSI PG K2 AEF TR CFN SRR S5l b, TR 4R 45 0 90 DTE AR 4805 XA 0 B skt R 4,
FEAS BN E K ARBIEIE S LA RIEIE A DL A E 58631 H 11 3 ¢, SCHk[ 28138 T HUI (1) 7 ¥EWF 9T T« A 8K
SRR B 32BN A HE S8 T SO 8 1 bR v (E A S8 A R AR e OR8N 2 SR [29] O 2 T E
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BEAE T W1 B BN FRE I T AR SR S X P AR I BR v S 1A 38 T << BR o HE 8 18 Bl A S0 TR A 43 BT
T B PR R AL T WA 27 ) B DOEAE B85 SCA (5 A S AR EY, O R — 20 KU TR SCHTR E i f e it — s A
HbRE T A,

ASCIN CFN 130 ANHEZE gk 49 A0 A B0 6 88 22 IRAEZR.(25 AN) . 3L 345 461 4 44 e U1 2 A0 3k 43,
TR AT S b R GE v 27 20 D7 VA BEAT U SCAT IR bR, H 0 B R Y R R AE 1R R B AR SO A FH 4% 1 B L 3
(conditional random field, & #% CRF))4%: 54 73t 37 5015 HE 4218 SCA (bR AR IR T — Pl F & TE IR A8 R I Fr
?E*ﬁ*ﬂ(fiiiﬁ?ﬂiﬁﬁi&fgi@%T@gﬁﬁmﬁi%*“iﬁ”%iﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ?ﬂiﬁﬁﬁE‘fﬁi,@?%%%iﬂ%i@?ﬁ' “J7VE
AAT . \

ASCE 2 54 HDUE HESEE UM (bR AR S5 R 28 3 ﬂﬁﬁ%*ﬂmﬂ‘{%ﬁ(ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂ.% 4 B
HIEAE R AT B U AR AR BOE B ) T7 1658 5 5 RIER 6 %Zﬁtﬂiﬁﬂﬂ‘]?ﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ.% 7 W R TT
VLB 8 WY S 45 B K T e E R A SCHEAT A R4 TR P IR ).

2 EEREXABREESHR

B EIPUEHE AL CEN ) B aR 4k T LR B, 7T FH (10 15 RLRUSAR X 458 2> AR 3K CEN B8 A Ebm i AT
%%m%ﬁ:ﬁ%~4‘ﬂﬁ&’a¥,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ H b i) LT B AHEZR RS T, B 3hiRa) i H wx i B =8 s S id
ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ?n‘ﬂ@} H b 11 BTS2 IR ) 08 A (O (HESE U R B % O R B 0 JC R). X MESS 5 Senseval-3 1R 5 5
X FrameNet 1135 SCA € bRIEAT 25 52 A1 R 1.

R SCHE S bR A AE B B4 0 G RN A T PR AR R P FE AL (VS S 2E 1 433 2000 BEYE).

21 FRIEFEBT

ST XA EARTEREFT A A bR 50 S B TR s R I B KA O R S L A DU TE R
bR BRI I U 2 AR R A LR AR

ARSI RE LAAAE R R A KRR H 00, E R R :(1) DU IR 23 3 R P B o AR AR Sk 108 bL e il 3 i
T R b R A T ] AR D BRVE A R 17 T — AN BRI BEL(2) B ETL,CEN kR R bRy il (R
G ERE) . HAw iﬁ)\(ﬁ%@iﬂﬁﬂ]%*ﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁ/l\%ﬁiﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬂﬁ{&ﬂ]ﬁ‘lﬁﬁ?j{(ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ?Eﬁﬁ
I Dy e P B0 ), (E E B A A1) 7 58 B (1 1038 0 AT B8R 2 TR 0328 2 A (R A v S
22 EXABRWMIRTESE \ )=

T K — N R T8 B RN TE XA 43 R N 5 A5V H IR B — AN )yl o S T g vk i

B Marquez 45 A (2008 4£)PO0 15 XA B bR VE B‘J#ﬁ&ﬁ@f‘%}‘%i&}m) filtering or pruning:7Ef) 15 &L T2
Jo i ) 1 ) R ] A R A (AR 7Y ;2) local scoring: X i UE 5 8 4% I BEAS AR 2 HEAT ARV
3) joint scoring:ii*iﬁ%f%%’l“ﬂ%%ﬁfl"]ﬁﬁﬁﬁ EFRE T4, T SRS d K AR 7 51 b T3 64 S 6
P20 BRAESLARGE 4> FONR T AT (K Rt DRI T8 SCAR € b 2 8 0 52 A SO T A vk 7 W () PR .

AR SO0 A0 4 1T TOBR DS i bRV & S (B-X,I-X, 03 (RLH, X 38 S G brict), sl i R

HE|B-spkr J7THI[I-spkr 1E4|0 K |0 $55E|0 B0 FAG|O 4|B-msg % [I-msg % Hi|l-msg KAFIE | I-msg
HI[I-msg #MCE |[I-msg H|I-msg A[I-msg 5Z|I-msg XKid[I-msg []|I-msg A [I-msg .|O.

ForpF AT H bR, 8 T BRIk HE S B-spkr AA4 BRIk HE S b ) €4 Ui 15 5 [spke]” (1 4 ;I-spkr 32 7Bk
I HE S T S [spke A B8 ) E 4,0 SRR HAMA]L BIAS &5 A £

AL, K CEN 5 SCA (bR 5 4k D 1] 2 T8 0 42 vk 7 S bR i3 Ol 6, CEN 18 U 5 B 3 b it 2R N
1) AR B3R WA 7 T SO (L T2 M S8R A AR AL 3) JE AL H A AN G B AR
A I A bR R R AT S AR A ER ) A AR T A,
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Bt FOUEERE A &6 B TR so01

3 fRERE

S BEAL I RT3 N TR bR AT 45 T 2 o A 4 PR ML 3% B8 R AT 1 AR b
TE () 23, Cohn LA 46 A BE LI A5 70 B 4540 F 31 PropBank 11911 1 119 56 A A ¥ A0 AT ARG L B 37 B RS 8 50 56
45 SR WY B 4 P AL PR 2 i 0 0 2 i 1 dm R AR L B 25 A TAEUILL PropBank Ay S 56 ¥ R KE £
TR 1, 3728 IR AV KT 2 R I A bR 28 2 ) ) T R AT ARG R, AZR M BE CRF A by A5 2
BEAT T A RS SC 00 2 1R RO P N T 4 R B L AR 5T T 953 PropBank 13 X
RV 1) F, LK 6 4 09 40 BT R T e ol v 2 R R 70 A P 320 2 V1 i 44 92 P RV D o7, 4
AT T AN 1R 45 2R AT T 2 45 SRR R WL, 2 1 B AL 370 158 R AE R SCA i o AT AN (1 R BIL AR T, Sk 4
A BENLIZ AT HE L35 S €0 B SR i SR AFAR 2. L -

*Ii?é’fﬂi/‘iliﬁrhKlﬂﬂi?&@fﬁﬁﬁﬂ'ﬂ%ﬁ(ﬁ@X@,%?ﬂ‘fﬁﬂqU\ﬁ/l\iﬁ IR — AR 2] T DA AN HE SR e
— AN A S g AR ) ) TG PR AE S T8 S €53 A S B TR AT 21 AT R A AR K () AN [ g3 < 3k HE
B 42 ) i) TG (A9 4 !

FeATH i 38 $(spkr-np-atta HELE [ &) (top-np-atta X 1o JUAS F A 5T ) (manr-np-atta AN IE A 1)
(tgt="FFER” F& n), i &AL LA T2 LR W17

5 2y il 37 TG ot S AR S0 A2, 44 ] T G T8 RO HE S G 28 40 K 40 A8 L BT A 1 B K B (np) T A (0 2 %
SRS R AT 10 SOk K B A EA % 3 1 (R PropBank) 144 i (5 NomBank) 4 B E 4 1) 1,
AR SN ] —/MAE B, X 43 AN [ 3] 1 1] 76 3 43 5l A A

TEH ARSI v, 2% 18 B A5 HE 2 1) 491 1) i 2D A SO A6 A4S TR 3 AR R O e v e R AR 3 R — M HESE TR A [
T P R G P A5 0 P D A G A R A A AE SR 2 ) S AN TR ) S R A A ), R AR A
ALY R 56 Ay S5 3 AN ) AL B A B %) — o ] e 1 491 ) 852 22, A ] 2 228 (94 ) 7 1 48] ) g 2 (81 ) B 5 AT
SRR SUA A LN T 20), AR AN FF X 43, FORE R — AN HEZE R AT 91 10 B0 — 12 I 2 A

K96 it R 7 ek s

BEHEHESEAT K AN SO (6, 00 04T MRl 10 55 m B 1 00 25 K N1 SO 670 8 g RIS R Cin,
m=1,. MK=1, KR R D7 RSk T AR A 55 m el P (1 10 5 5 A €0 A2 25 AN ) 1
A TR T SCA €8 A 1 -

2 : Ca _Pm)2 \ }
Zm=k§ : ) ; \

m

. K M K M
4:I\‘EFI’Pkm:rZCkm’r:(zCkmj chkm'
k=1 m=1

k=1 m=1
H g 2 Xoos(K —1) JURHSES o R 190 B 5 A B L HE AN AR IR A 15 0 RS X
1) 288 7 ] e 1 e K IR 191 0 JBCLE — R R IX L r DR 58k AN SUA AT T M ] 1 481 ) v e L

K

1, P 245 55 'm %T'iﬂ‘f’fﬂ"]ﬁ@%‘/l\ﬁ [chmj F L) v 2 EL B ES K A8 SO 6 AN B0 7 b, 5 A [ 3] 4 17 TS
k=1

FRTE SR €853 AT AR [R] (< BRARIRES), RO A — 45 5 (1 K,Ciq=Cio=...=Cim(BIINZAH5E), W Pyn=Cym.

4 FFHERERMKK

e b BRI S S WA B & 2% > 1 8 110 T L DN 3R R I L R DA R A A AR L PR A R 4R L
2 PERE R K.

Z AT BRI 58 2 RO AR A 2 S B R S35  ) t, mT DL 3 SRR AIE O T 1 R R b A oo 5 L E
B SCH RS ROAOG 2R K I B 11 B SRR v PTG e B TR S TR PR R AR R AR A
R T 1 8 AR, K 1 2 5 SOHRHR A L, 68 458 20 P92 A BE ) 0 3 e IR e R R I (R AR 2 B
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A )34 5 TR A AT L T T B3 24 K/ DU 50 A 1, IX /2 CRF AR 7R e E 326 56 ) 3 TR T — et 7 A
FH CRF R [ SOk P 6 4 AT T 1 (1) 328 B 0 A0 A R N I 9, AR SO SR A )20 (R 1+

25 AR AL 37 B 20 vl ) A 228 B, LA A% AR i 10 K /0N P 2L 45 1117 R ol 1) 45 T 0 BRI 11 3 8 SHe AR 0. TR ik R 41
JEPE RS b R A AR R 1) 3% .
41 RIEFEREO

FRA AT R ZE IR 0 5638 R A0 AT 3] bk BRI AR T H AR AL E . H Bninl, 38 17 X SRR 1 T
MAfr. = JCAOHRAE . X SRR AL 1 9 P AL A R AR A ORI SR AE 1 7 1 KN R AEFE 3 LAAL IR A B4 L
ANAEE LA 1 . -

Table 1 Candidate features and their optional size§ 0}’ windows

FL G AL HEN B 1R

No. Candidate features Optional sizes of window
1 Word ? [0,0] [-1,1] [-2,2] [-3.3]
2 Bigram of word — [-1,11  [-2,2] [-3,3]
3 Part of'speech [0,0] [-1,17 [-2,2] [-3.3]
4 + © Bigram of POS - [-1,1]  [-2,2] [-3.3]
8 Position (relative to target word) | [0,0] [-1,1] [-2,2] [-3,3]
® % Bigram of position - [-1,1]  [-2,2] [-3,3]
j 7 Word/POS — (001 [-L1] [22]
8 Word/Position — [0,0] [-1,11  [-2,2]
9 POS/Position — [0,0] [-1,1]  [-2,2]
10 Trigram of position — [-2,0] [-1,1] [0,2]
11 Word/target word — [0,0]
12 Target word (compulsive) [0,0]

A R B oh B T T R E AR B T — VBRI BAR 36 1 P AR R L R LA
(1) (ERFAVBIRR b AR AR GE AR — 7 11/ = FE s R 3 A
(2)  [-m,nJ(m A n h IE RO R B RN, BErh —m A28 4 B bR 00 0 22 2097 K/ m gy 8 11,0 4%
FE M RRIE AL AT TE R AN 0 (KB 1, — sk B AR /IS 1R 5 10 A9, L S R S 0, i 11 K/
(=1, 1 AR FE BB HIA S LT — AN 5 — AN 5 A LA ) >
(3) SR 5 A AR T P D AR RN B A 4 b, B 1N
10,01, T LUK 3 AN Ay s MR HAIF, A 75 o ) ARG 11 AT AR [
(4)  ERRIA Sk DA REARAE 75 A A VI ZRAAR 4 A, 1 L EL[0,0];
(5) S i~ IEALAHEAE, T 100,078 HUZ N — AN b B, JE VR A e 4 R A i e AL
R E 7 1 98 A (0,016 51 . AR 15 9 25 0
(6) %ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%&Eﬁﬁﬁ%@%&ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁmﬁﬁ%Eﬁﬁﬁ%
TN 3 5 AR 4 05 56 3R G DAY L ), T FL ), RGA ). o 9 6075 m B
BUEN 0 A v T u L R A R S A B [ 1] B RO L LT
24 i ) ) i 5 e P AL R L P 0k [, LB b L quL n, T v, BUA 000 23k AR 4 24 7 3 1
AR A0 010 = JC AL A B AE (R A SO PSR R T A Bk 1.
A0 AR SO SR G 2 ] ) — W B A A Ay A G N B A B 2 o
42 BT EREASEERMESR
SRR A 160 T AT L T LA P 4102 R HE AR 7 T R 0 AT U1 5 R Bk S B e 1 AR T R
KRR,
295 TR AIE AR R B 7 947 P P (1) S 2 0 28 560 oAy 4 Pl A 1 o — A I 52 7 1 0 B — AN A Tl 5 7
(A U2, 500 3o 2 20 B 4 i LA M08 0 K A AR L I N e B 32k o R AR 1 B AR 2 2) A — AN A
Baseline A7 JIJ5% b i A A5 AE, I 68 FH 20000 595 78 A5 VB 0 0 R 010 3 0 KN, B 5 AR R A 1 P 7 1%
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JSCHH R AR AR 58 1 b 5 30l 1 058 2 R T S 6 VN % 6 T K L AR e A 3 8 R B 5

A L REAMRAE IR DA WD) W ORI EAS B /N IEAS R;2) — MR R
FREAE U BE AT — AN DH;3) T8 iR AR A JE 22 DA DG PR 280 ORI AIE B 11 K /N 23 38 T R W 4SS 28 (1 2k . T
I, AN RETE G 5 AR 1E 5 T IR B T O/ B R RN B 1O — R B B2 2 2.

AR SO U A — 0 S P % 308 A AR, B ) e e AR AR X LTS (0 e S BAR N  2: 1) BB AN BEA 2,
R SR RN 2) B AR ME B AE 4192 Bl 4 B0 AE BT o BT — s AR MR M BEAR. s 26 1 o
EMI%&##?E%VE%Djvb%?ﬁyk%m%ﬁéﬁ%mEiiE’\Jﬁ?ﬂﬁm%wﬁ%“i%»ﬁ”%|‘Eﬂ,i<§/[\|‘ﬂJ;%)ﬁ;$Wm
G UE S5 T U IR L A 3 S0 2 ) r e 34 A0 1 M S BG p O0 A al JEE 38) ) 1 H IR R . R AR R R B
“ARIFNE IR . ! -

AR SCASF G827 S 3 e v M T AT 3 (2R PR 130 % EL A7 2900 9 OSSO A 2 o i A, Lt
BRI AR 25 YUt SCHR (341 VEAN I A FH ZE vt 27 S 50 vt B AR R, IX BT VR 2 11 AN CRFAIE), 1T
10 AMETFEAET 4 AT DK IJG—NFE TR 20K (6 0K/, STk 3410 7T LUK 0 1 A8 &
Lp(4°x2%. 0 T A8 FH A% IE A2 38, A SORf <A1 418 1] FRPRL B0 = JC AL AR IR 1 3 A 2 AP IR AE(F),3 F1 1 2 7KSF4y
SIS PEANTE L () P [-2,00, [= 1,1],[0,21 (& FI9RVN), PR35 3 53008 R b 1 T 9 BRI 4 51 AT X AN IESC R,
St 1 3 LA L AR A2 5 (B R L5 5 I —MRSEARO) TR AR R 1 32 AN 5 0~3 RSB BEAR, If I rh ik % — e
ﬁta‘;-:/rﬁ.%ﬁt%mﬁmﬁ%ﬁ‘(ﬁ%éuﬁﬁ‘ﬂzﬁ%&iﬁ!ﬂiﬁ%ié%ﬁ%%ﬁqéﬁ&EKJ F1-{E [0 NSk e F -8 K&

5 ERIKIE

S T HIERE A 130 ANHESE rh e 6450 6 A B 2 1K 25 ASHE SR IR 61 (P ML 36 2). A SOHs Ik 1 B9 1) 45
G309 4 A e REASHE R (K491 1 42 SR TR A 3 20 BURE v b TR RIS AS KA SCR AT 2-fold A2 X
S REAT S50 B AT 2 A S IR oAl 2 43 A D MR AR IX AR I v] UAE 3 41 2-fold A8 X HE f 25 (I VFAN 457
FREL 3 A8 IR S 56 (K F 148 1 PSR PP AR A 2 (R P .

A
Table 2 Data from 25 frames selected from the corpus
2 RPN 25 MRS L -
— % —
Number of | Number of Distribution of Number Number of | Number.of Distribution of Number of
Names of . frame element . Names Qf ; frame element .
frame |exemplified . of lexical frame | exemplified . lexical
frame counts in 4-folder . frame counts in .
elements | sentences units #| elements sentences units
data sets 4-folder data sets
&z 6 569 169, 176, 161,164 61 SES 7 140 63, 64, 63,71 14
FIBERHAE 5 345 128, 125, 130,123 36 ik 10 1603 988, 1906131’ 992, 87
SR 3 141 L 29, 32,30, 32 15 biikE) 4 170 87, 83, 86, 81 15
AR 5 L 185 76,76, 77,70 19 B 4 70 40, 41, 42, 39 7
MG 14 499 278,291, 279, 282 27 9% 12 198 109, 111216 123, 13
nE 9 320 157, 158, 152, 155 31 e 6 90 51, 53,47, 48
B 8 283 111,120, 111, 116 33 & 7 80 50, 46, 46, 46 8
455; 13 379 205, 200, 202, 201 28 Yol b 11 125 83, 84,74, 84 10
AR50 9 258 160, 156, 158, 164 15 IE 1 9 101 50, 48, 46, 46 11
o 110, 106, 106,
A 8 218 103, 90, 97, 100 26 e I 9 260 100 30
iz 12 298 163, 169, 162, 181 17 SR 10 106 47,47, 43, 45 13
& 6 126 66, 64, 65, 65 24 J& TR 8 74 39, 38, 39, 37 7
. . 3393,3412
2 e f22 11 > 5
EEAEAN 5 54 31,23, 31,27 4 Total 200 6 692 3362, 3 368 560

TEAHESTEEE AU FRAE CFN A N HESL A P R0 e 3 5 AR e s/ A ELZ AL
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6 WEMAE

HEZR T SCA (0 B B beid IE B i R 2 i S (i SR SR TR ) 56 4 U5 TE A AE DI R AE B0 R HE S B
AT S0, R S A6 2 IHERf 2 (precision) £ [ (recal ) AT F1-{E R VPO B 5 24 ) PR e AT A0 S0y
Vibs;
HERF AR =1ERA bR i SO G B B Bbrids il UM (s 4,
A 11 R =TE A bR A v S PR A B/ DR 4 rh i SOA B L,

F - =2 TR A 3 A1 [ 3 /(HERf 3+ 14 ] 5%). \
A TS P A8 SRR, JU) 5 28 (KT DA i b LA L2 A SOOI S0 PO HEAF 3 L A4 [T 1)~ 8 {55 e 1) -
EOR VA AR A5 R ) 1 e \ \
7 RAERE \

FH T 2 DL 2 356 A v B A A5 AR (14 R e oK [ L Bl b 7 4 ] B BN 5 BRI 3 4L ... 01X,
.. B-X I-Y...,80...B-X I-X - Y., 8% H bR B AR ICAS A <O 25, )T TE V544 18 TOB [ bR ic 58 s 348 T3 e AT o
ARz RN § "
LEMRIT S A UM, K 1104 BLRRFE 5 910(Lh C(Y)=TURE 3 057) 1y o ke 3 91t
' Y" =argmax P(Y | X)
Y

>

s.t. C(Y)=TRUE
Hrh AP Y g & BT AU, B8 C(Y)=TURE; 7 W, C(Y)=FALSE. £ R AR S LI 5 5% PR BEHLIA R i th A
28,7 50 (BB K /NP FE B, AT C(Y), LR SEN S 1 4 & BRABRIC P 51 it BT R W — A A
TERF SR A & BLRIRR e 9 AR
BOE L JIWrhRvE P 404 BRI S,

() w0 A) T RARE: 7 41:S=(s[1],8[2],...,5[n]); .
o s[i)E T4 {B-X,I-X,0},X i A 028 1<i<n;
(2) H bR fE)P 5] K47 B pos_tgt,1<pos_tgt<n; } -
1 WL \
37 S 5 bR chunk Tag TR 1F 24 %5; -
JEAPRES state IR A4 2L, ' .

2 KA H AR PR I s[pos_tgt]:
W s[pos_tgt]h O,k 3; 15 WIS state BB by “ A B, BE L 2 4;
3 RSRIFGA SlibIsisn  WHOVCHIERRE RS S this M b
(1) L1 4 [T B-X MUK 24 5 8 XA (ahRic chunkTag B b X;
@) W S[i]h XK X 2755 chunkTag PSR, 1 A UTAE, U state 5 4 <A & B Bk 51 4;
(3) W s[ih O, DK 7y 1 XA tibsic chunkTag ¥ & 0 255
(N
4: &R
i P IPIRE state.
PREE IR 7 3 v] BEAR 22 45 7047 FRD (L6 1 200 25 ) 4 38 TG 12 4% B4 B 41, DK d5 KM %6 7 4 1 445 o5k & B
Fe 3, BAR TG R R
Bk 2. BAB T ERAE SO BT R .
WD) WA AR 81 :S=(s[11,5(2].-...s[n]);
b s[i)g THEA (B-X,1-X,0},X Ml A (025 1<i<n;
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(2) HFRATE)FF {7 E: pos_tgt,1<pos_tgt<n;
1: #liEth:
2T E XA OFRC chunkTag 4 %5;
2 K2 H AR I B TR i s[pos_tgt]:
Witk s[pos_tgt] A A O, MK brid s[pos_tag]ix & A O;
30 MEERTTAS s[i]: 1<isn /MRIRAEARE P S hAREASRE bR
(1) WA s[ilh B-X, PR 245 i A (bR chunkTag W E R X; .
(2) Wk s[iph XWX 275 5 T vE XAt chunkTag DUHC. 41 SRASUCAC UK bRac Ss[i] % & ok

(“I-"+chunkTag); \ e
(3) Wik tag Jy O, MK =i it X 4R id chunkTag BCH b8 |
IR 45 0 \
Bt :S'=(s[11,8[2],....s[n]); /&R IbRTEFFA. .
8 XWHERED g

S ] CRF+HL B3k [ T Sourceforge™), {8 i 1 th i) CRFL2 473 JF iR L C=1 #E4T S HOF- 1.

e 3_%9?5&7‘%?%# 25 AMHELL S35 BEAT R 50, 75 30 I <R AR HE B2 75 205 R I S0 A 4 1 4] e
1 B i A0 4 ] R T AT K=10 AN A AR 58 3 W10 o K00 51, B Ry 9,48 1 v 545 3 i 1 O
N7 =144.2> 2205(9) =16.919 (“HRIE7HELD), LA IR AN 2° =967.24 > 1045(9) =16.919 5 H B Ky 4
B 22 TR K<< o AR 2 (10 T SR A R S 8L 40 kg ) 1 A5 28 R 44 1] S 2 R

N THIFE 4 BRI AE S B T AR IR (1 PF A S 56 45 RIS I A A B R 4 25 MRELRIY [ Bl bR i 5 SRR S 4k
Frid Pk e Bk HE B B il 8 ST A Bl 1 350 4%, A5k 3 441 0 B A SR AR A o0 AT R 56 1 (D 1):A 1)
438, f1 (A4 846 /N5 2 43 (D2): 9 A% 438, (A2 890 ;236 3 43 (D3): B F) % 438, 4 (44 875 AN, 5H 4 1
(D4): 4 )% 437, #1144 H 858 4.

A SR BT A S 00 3 B AR A R DRI IR B 5 0 IR ) 4 2R A R AT Y.
8.1 “BRIR"EZRFNIAEEIHYIE X i B AIARITL 1

e F1-E KN, MIEAS e 0 32 AN AE AR o Pk T“B%ﬁ\i&”ffli;’éisﬁiﬂﬁﬂE@Eﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂi(#u)i 3HBHT
R 3 HE S B TR BRI A1 2 AR 1 3 2H A0 UG IF 1) S5 &5 SR B AR ) F LN 67.75%.

A

i

Table 3 Results of 2-fold cross-validation on SRL (semantic role labeling)
(for the verbal model of “statement” frame

‘ﬂ% 3 WRIRHESR S ] BE R SUA L0 bR () 2-fold A8 X ilF &5

*

2-fold CV Group 1

2-fold CV Group 2

2-fold CV Group 3

Component parts of training
set and testing set

D1, D2<D3, D4 traning and
testing each other

D1, D3+>D2, D4 traning
and testing each other

D1, D4<D2, D3 traning
and testing each other

Best template (#12) 68.21% 65.68% 70.14% 66.67% 69.04% 66.75%
Average of each group 66.95% 68.41% 67.90%
Average in all 67.75%

— JEESCHR P AR SR T A6 4 AT T AN, I A R I e T PR RBERR . i P SCRR [ 293 HY 1) S S AR, TR
B0 5 0 ) <R ME SR Bl A B [ F 180 64.13%, 76 2RS4 5 35 25 57:(p<0.05). %8 4 TP A T 5

PRASAR (#12) ¥ 75 3.

R4 T H AR AL N 45 58 BT A AR 3E), 6 L TR AR 3 ANRFAE R A 0 B R AE COTAELAA).

© EBRELR AT

http://www.c-s-a.org.cn



606 Journal of Software #4434k Vol.21, No.4, April 2010

Table 4 Best template of SRL for the verbal model of “statement” frame
A4 WRIEHESES) A T SO bR TE 1 d PEASTAR

No. Features Selected levels Description
1 Word [0,0] Feature of current word
2 Bigram of word - Not selecting this feature
3 POS [-3,3] Feature of POS with [-3,3] window
4 Bigram of POS - Not selecting this feature
5 Position [-1,1] Feature of position with [-1,1] window
6 Bigram of position [-3,3] Bigram feature of position with [-3,3] window
7 Word/POS [0,0] Joint feature of current word and its POS
8 Word/Position [-2,2] Joint feature of current word and its position with [-2,2] window
9 POS/Position [-1,1] Joint feature of POS and position of current word with'[-1.1] window
10 Trigram of position — Not selecting this feature
11 Word/target word - Not selecting this feature
12 Target word [0,0] Feature of target word be included in all templates

8.1.1 Wik HE L &)y 1l BEALTE SCA 8 bR i 45 R AR TR 40 b

Wi HE R S T B TR b PR RE B R B A

(1) 8 XA ) SR IEff 2 A%

5 RGN F T ATE SR IAS DR AT A5 B R S RT A EE AR R T SCAR G R R a0 S IR I
PR R R, 1 S IE AR AR S € S bR B R I o USRI D

Table 5 Statistics on error labeling of semantic roles for the verbal model of “statement” frame

5 CWRIEHESS) LAY T SOM PR bRV B R A DL T

S Total number of Chunks with Chunks_ with correct Both correct
2-fold cross validation . . boundaries but wrong
chunks in each test set wrong boundaries chunks
frame elements types
1705 601 43 1061
Group 1 | D1, D2<>D3, D4 1736 622 66 1048
1720 565 50 1105
Group 2 | DI, D3+D2, D4 1721 618 5] 1052
1737 599 53 11085
Group 3 | DI, D4<>D2, D3 1704 600 44 1060

L AN KT R HE AL AT 1 SR, AT AR S A A AL [ 3 éﬂiﬂ%tﬁﬁw‘i@iﬂﬁiﬁwﬁm% A&, Fl1-
(43 B J5 74.97%,67.24%,70.90% T £ £ 52 T 10 1 1 5 Al 15,01 8 HE 52 3 i) BT (1035 S €60 49 SR W o
(accuracy)ly 89.64%. g

(2) TREAE R G 1) 5

TR R 3 A5 202 1) X SRR . VS A €5 b A 0, 7 20 A 49 L B3 SUUR IR ) (R0 A I AR,
AR BRTARE (I AN 2 AN SE AR € BTG B e I8 6 75 DR A ot B i 7 91 5 B o R by DR 3] £ o 8 L A 2 A 0
it i) ) S5 G 28 6 4 Y T R i HE 4 S R e ] (1 B AR B IR 5 T

Table 6 Labeling results w.r.t. words within the semantic roles for the verbal model of “statement” frame

R 6 CWRIRHEL )T ALY T A 0 4 R [ bR 45 R

Appeared in the training set Not appeared in the training set

Experiment Word Accurac Error rate Word Accurac Error rate
counts Correct (%) y Wrong (%) counts Correct (%) y Wrong (%)
D1,D2 7 497 5766 76.91 1731 23.09 1978 1427 72.14 551 27.86
D1,D3 7 661 5782 75.47 1879 24.53 2007 1425 71.00 582 29.00
D1,D4 7 660 5645 73.69 2015 26.31 1923 1339 69.63 584 30.37
D2,D3 7319 5715 78.08 1604 21.92 1998 1463 73.22 535 26.78
D2,D4 7353 5620 76.43 1733 23.57 1879 1394 74.19 485 25.81
D3,D4 7487 5784 77.25 1703 22.75 1938 1416 73.07 522 26.93
Average (%) 76.31 23.70 72.21 27.79

M6 R LU A S A UK A R BT A I 5 o A R B0 3] A A R 5 2 1 B4 4%, TR, 0 K
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U

v ST A 1 1 46 SO0 0 S I I8 1 — A DR 250 SR A U1 2 B U 205 /1 0k S5 MUE, 5 2 73
AR EH LT 6 0 25 4 L L 185 DA 238 /0 o, WA 5 30 i B 1 9 4 PN 5 k3¢ 4-Fold
A XIAIE, F1-fH24 71.03% 55284 (1 Pk fg A 42 7.

(3) BT U 1 1) 43 HT B 10 S

XuePS T 5245 B 22 W1, 36 F N TARTE 6958 4 10344, 1 S0 PropBank (f115 SCA (2 (R4 1L F1-( 05 14 5
94..1%, A 1593 PropBank [ ¥ REATA S AL, 4 SR PR 19 3 1 DU F034: 43 B 48, W0 52 26 F 10 K g s 51 71.9%.

T A BN A A T R CEN 8 SUSR (bR 0 45 32, A SO T Stanford k2 1 DU 2 43 17 48
VLI SR (3T TR, & M Al e B Y 55 A OV T 2 XU RS LT B AR 45 T 5%
A AR AT (- TE B 4 7 (0 5 )2 3032340 5 X PO [7) 045 4 S e A 426 83047 CEN 355 S A7 (2
m%w%i%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%m&ﬁﬁﬁmwﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw$mwﬁﬁ%ﬁ$9WL
8.1.2 Wi HE 4150 i BRI SUAR €0 bRV 1 PE RS 40T .

B L 0 HE 249 ) 7 0 6 o 94 4 B O (0 n 5 HE 25 SR 6 2L e R LLAEL r=n/e, L
Bk s NS BRI 65,58 BN 2RI, 1T AP B BT B v 91 0 RS A e kB %, 41 1 T 1 b
T 3 AR IR Fl-ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂcgﬂéﬁ(%f%)u& 6 ZH S I¥ F1-18 1)~ 44 B (macro-F).

7‘0 .00%

¥ 65.00%

60.00%

55.00%

50.00%

“f . -
45.00% 7{/[4 Macro-F

40.00%

5 15 25 35 45 55 65

0\

Fig.1 Learning curver of verbal model in “statement” frame
B BRACHER FERMR e L .
PP 1R B 4 ) AN B n S AE AR 5 LI T A B e LU r=n/e %?i%jt,ﬁ;fxﬂa‘z fPEfig S T ety
it 1, 0 SR 20K 0 3 VR AL, DUV R F A S A7 8 R .
8.2 HHELMEHIFEER S
SUAHE 242 16 LA _E 75 35, S A0 253 TR, 1T LA 080136 7 Bios 9 SR A5 2R3 7 R — AT 4 i T 25 ME
BRI SIS 45 S BAF I 61.62%.
R4 R 7‘éﬁﬂj 1 120 5 S L R 5 SR 57 A ST LA 0 L A 46 1
(1) FCUFRER 1 53240 9 AN12 SRR Z A 6 A 26 JLAHE S (1) e 45 L v 1 5 AR 35 HELE AT S A7
A TAE SR EE ] 1S B I AT LLAS 31 F 111 61.04%. 3% A1 J2 T A7 A 48 34 ) — MR ) S 40 10 45 SR (4
AL 12 SRR 3] 60.93%, 4 RIFER), 5 & B SRR 1 61.62% 7 51 A KPR, 1 5 B ) LA
AE g AT HE 42 P38 FHASEAR (L3 8). 3K AF, 71 T AE 22 1) [ Bl b i G AS v, oA 745 24 If [, ] L2 et AR 32k %
PR FE, HHE A 1 5B
(2)  ASSCTIE A AE FARAR 15,7581 25 MEZEI FI-EN 61.04%:; %} 25 ANHEZE 438 % ] SCRk[29] 1)
SRR, L BETR ) 56.91% 78 A(D)REE N, #4553 22 57 (p<0.05), Ut W 1F A8 F 4 i 3k 8 5 1 e A%
G20 0 AR R (RS 6 7 V6 T e S A0 DR AE — e R R T BERGE B E H
(3) A i Stanford K2 (K DU AL HT 88 v1.6 X SB S BT BIA0EAT T B 3T, 3
18 I XueS i 52 43 AR [R5 AEAE 25 ANHE S A IR 42 _FHEAT 5256 A €0 i3 S oe A e 55 A0 0 M i b
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(K3 FUVE B X 5 (AT 76%, 10 S5 K 75 325 DR 500 4 G 1R 465 RAB AT 52.43%. IH b, 7E B 2 B0
TREI AT AR BT OUT K3 A CbRid: ) U 1 1 3 B B PP SRR T ) A, 73k RAT — 5 (K mT AT 1

4 PrAHEZER A SR E 45 R A AR AR 25 KT A B0 9 [0 3R, 49 (] 5 S i A R Ak RE ) 3 EEAR AR
N3 HE S ) T A5 2R PR 158 20 A SR AR 4 (1] A Ay o 28 St DR A I A R ) A €32 57 TR
o IS () 44 [P 3R ARG TR 388 gy 1 (0300 7 RO RUR PR 4 [l 3 3 22 R — 28 B0 T

(5) TRl —MHEZEE SCN EAR A IR BOHE S8 0 3 52 SCAE AT LA AN R] A ] 1 3] e FRATT 23 DT R A 32
% B8 BN (K PR 1A Do AE F) 1 B TR 2 W) E@éﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁEK@,&@%E%%%@%&@E@W&
FRAE_ B2 A7 AN R R AT AN ) Bk n o FI<BRak vhRid i 20 T I 25 D28 SR SkAs [l d 1
DX IR A % .

(6)  AEATICHTIRIN 25 AHESE 1 bi 5 1) 18 i 1K ) SE AR Ll e EE SR 17 DA Sk, i A S A2 2
RIS AE T A I o AR S 42, DR 3 8 Sl bn v 5 MR E, LA PR A k.

Table 7 Results on cross-validation for the selected 25 frames

RTOGEHM 25 AMHERAZ R UE K &5 2R

Namesof frame besi‘é'ﬂi’rﬁa& "P(%) R(%) FI (%) N;‘r‘:;ses"f besﬂ‘;h:’pflate P(%) R(%) FI(%)
B2 §* 62.94 5201  56.96 ESES 12 7294 4051 52.09
FIBEEF IR 16 8137 6271 7083 Wik _v 12 7453 62.11 6775
Jil:! 16 67.12 4472 53.68 MRiE_n 21 70.28  43.89  54.03
IRAR 1 5023 2430 3275 RS 1 77.57 5935  67.25
SRR 6 73.50  49.56  59.20 PUNER cH 2 69.14 4942 57.64
“E 1 7145 3637 4820 -3 12 69.91 4220  52.63
e 12 7495 4745  58.11 7 1 72.53  52.01  60.57
Ak B g 9 72.60 4827  57.99 % 11 76.60 58.73  66.48
50 1 7471 52.68  61.79 Ju kL 1 67.71  30.56  42.11
MfE 12 83.39  51.06 63.34 | 20 7530  55.82 64.11
iz 17 79.21  52.10 62.86 fiff B 23 81.98 54.20 65.25
(5 1 87.78  84.87 86.30 AU 1 74.06  49.13 59.08
EEHAEM 12 85.10 47.28 60.79 | JBTHAK 9 83.92 67311 74.70
Total 74.16 52.70 61.62
Table 8 Best template of SRL for all 25 friim‘es
8 A 25 MHESE UM Bk ) B AR
No. Features Selected levels - Description
1 Word [-1,1] Feature of current word with [-1,1] window
2 Bigram of word . Not selecting this feature
3 Part of speech [0,0] . Feature of POS for current word
4 Bigram of POS L [=2.2] Bigram feature of POS with [-2,2] window
5 Position . [0,0] Position feature for current word
6 Bigram ofposftion [-2,2] Bigram feature of position with [-2,2] window
7 3 Word/POS [-1,1] Joint feature of current word and its POS with [—1,1] window
8 Word/Position [0,0] Joint feature of current word and its position
9 POS/Position [-2,2] Joint feature of POS and position of current word with [-2,2] window
10 Trigram of position - Not selecting this feature
11 Word/target word — Not selecting this feature
12 Target word (compulsive) [0,0] Feature of target word be included in all templates

9 HitS5RE

ASSCHET PG K27 T 5 AU HE ST SCRTTRPZE (CFN) K 8 SCA EObRIE ) U 1 BLIR O B ARV T ) 7
FURR: ) AL, A8 ) 2% A1 B B2 A5 20, LA A AE SRR 7)) P P ] ST s — MR 5| NG ot 2 IEAS SRR AIE B 1 I ik
Ji ST T DU AE LTS A I B AR AR 55 AR R 25 ANHE S g BT R R TE ) I LA HE B2 1 Jae AR
3 EN T SCACOARIE R 2-fold A XHIER) F1-MHIEE] 61.62%;47 LLIE H ¥ BT A HEZL I 48— ) s LA B LR R
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B, FI-{HiEF 61.04%.

ARICHETF Stanford FJVES BT Xue 177 VAL B0 45 SRR, vT B 5 BATERM /N . 2 FBEAL I 5
AN RO AT AR K R R AR TRAT ] — B S 38 XA (2 E Al 1R SCC 00, 2 1) 5 b ] 1A UM AF 6 R K 1 1
T TE SRS T T o2 AT 2 L BT A0k LA T — AN 5 g 2 2% In) JL AR e s L P 298 52
FNN DB — PR A TE S, W S5 AT 3G R ARG I R RF A AN B 58, 1) 15 () 7 SL45 0 22 AR IR AE 1] &5 e
TG H R B LA TR, A SR H b iR B E AR CURR T ) UE AR 1] R B I3 B AR 1) L 7R ) AR IR R
ZWWWM%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁMﬁi%ﬁﬁ%%*%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ~%%ﬂﬁﬁ

N W EMATHR TR AL, EEEPENT S AN

1) ﬁAﬂ%@ﬁﬁﬁ@#MA@%gmm%ﬁ%ﬁ%%E%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%; -

(2) A U I SR PRI RITE SCA .53 SR 03 HIREAT 35 AR SO BR2RRE A TR EE 43T

(3)  ZH0IE XA bR A bR i 45 HL 1) LU Rl \

(4) BB 2 AR IR R 3 P R

(5)  WFSERL—MHESETE S B AREE 2, Rl KRR SR RS i — AN A 3o T A

-

4

B A SIS AT SR 19 5 X TT B 0 (1 4 A R O 1 2 e SR Ol A SO AR
T AR AT HE B
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