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Abstract: This paper proposes a tree kernel method to anaphora resolution of pronouns in both English and
Chinese. First, several basic structured tree spans are proposed according to linguistic intuition. The similarity
between two structured objects is computed directly using SVMLight. Then, a dynamic-expansion scheme is
proposed to automatically determine a proper tree span for pronoun resolution by the centering theory, antecedent
competitor-related information, and semantic role-related information. Evaluation on both the ACE 2004 English
NWIRE corpus and the ACE 2005 Chinese NWIRE corpus justified the effectiveness of this method.
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W OE ATAMBHRE T AR PSR, EREFAME EAaNE LA EA8X1E LK 3 AN @t
S ERPAT I AY BRI P S SARIAH MR M AL B RAR R T SR ML & AT 3R £, 5T A SVMLight
AR AR 6 B AL S 40 B AR AT AL T 4 ML 8] SR AR G AR AR T B AT AR AR AR BRAE S 2L R B AT 3 AP LB AL
B EA AN IR T B 0 el b AP B F 5 B AE BAniE A G A0 R AT G U BT KA ML 8 AR AT T A
B )5 i3t ACE 2004 NWIRE 3 S i&#H4= ACE 2005 NWIRE ¥ S&#F £ 5256 30080 7 X sb 7 R e B R - K39
e MR

4IRS AL 8 s A A R A

HEES S TP391 XHEkFRIRED: A

R —ME B SING BR) 2 AETERES WEMRER HFRREER W —ES A8
T 4 T T ) 5 2 R )V A [B) A AE (AR IR IR, ELJE IR SRR i TR S 2
T8 17 0938 5 B FR A IR B (B4 1R3E anaphor), 88 17 F1E 5 SR S8 4T 1 (B 6 1T 1] antecedent), i i i

« FEGIH: B K [ ARR# 542 (90920004, 61003153); [ 5% i A WF 70 K J& 1% (863)(2012AA011102); [ 5K £ s 1 -1 ik
4>(200802850006)
WA R TH): 2010-07-05; 52 Fa S A): 2011-04-29
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IS BT Fi R S ATV R R AL H R AT A
Bt AV S BEAE L DL I LB I 2 RG0SR AR AR B ST S IR AN RN B AT AR 1 2 oA 1 RS 3A
R AR A A RIS B AL ST T U A0 R e N R TR 2 ST K 5 i T, R 2 B T LR A 2D
EACT AR T T Soon 25 AT Hh A AE 240 4 iy, A JELAEUR R AR A 0 e — A 0 40 il L S AR
FEALAG 77 58 AR TE LF R U ZRioR rh IR SR v o TR AT SCRFAIE, 2B AR AR A 1O DI 2R SR 5 AT SVML
e KR 0 JE A VN R A5 2 3 SR 5 AR P DN 5 I A 280 140 73 SR A R0 00k v e R A A 2, ik 2 o 5 A
T (O Rt A4 T P R TR ) R RE A AE 4R AOC R AR — AR 8 & T AR 20703 i 7 KR 10 AR HESh T 3R 4C
T ARBIE T I R e A0 4 Ng - 25 NPT SCRR AR FEUEAT T 78, T 53 ANASIR [l v VR0 i SCRFAE, 78
MUC-6 L fPERE F A E] T 69.4;Yang 25 AR 17— XUk LY, 1 P % o] 45 S AT T Aok 256 2 1) (1) 35 40 0%
F, DS A M B 2 ST 1 Yang 4 NPIE— D4R 38 1 S0 AT ¥ 00k 206 1 AR 110 1 SUAR JELAE AR 3] (R 90 A v AR A )
R A T ¥ 45 F Bergsma. % AR M T —Fh B T AR 1 AR I FR AR T 8 0 125 NG 25 NUWEANR T T 2R X
A B A AR 14 T SC, B 036 W, 4 20010 U8 SUAR IR RS AROR B TSR AV AR R P s Kong 25 AT SU A €2
B K 0 R AR G 1R VR 2 40 8 2T SUZ 38— 2D IR T 1 SIS RO AR 3] i gt 1k RE 1O A L F 9 e W, A
LB R G T, £ BT TR SCAR B RENS Bt 5 T A1 T A 1) Ak -5 9 SR B, T v SR AT Ak PR B 9
B4 2, B TR R ST, A TR A 0 2 N0 ) AT B SO A U R SR O AT T
SRR A A 7T 9 28 N D20 LR (0 TSR AR B UEAT 1 43T 8 ) 45 SR 1 Rl 08 20 0 i i v s
BT JCHRARI I AR, T ek N DSV F U R R A B 1R S SR AR A 22 1 2 AWM B S0T 5 K B0 B
B b SRR R SR FH e SR T v oh SCNFRAR R (6 9 AR EAT TR R A 2 S NS T — P R 4y
(¥ TG W B 00 LV A A S, U i 5 M B M AT R AR R AT 24454 T3 4 A POI T — AN JE DL 2%
(R FR AT Y- G, 0 15 AR A8 v 25 A BE B AR AE X 51X I AR 0k B8 (O B M AT T RN IR 28, it 4328 NPT 3%
T S R AR AT AR R RE S ), JLOEFUR 35 UM (i B 51N RE S e 25 48 im FR A AR X R g
Wit 5 A AR T TR AN RN RO 22 IR 9087 5 DL, 5 A A P AR SRS i A Ak i SRR T e 45 4 1
FRNESR B AE P AL LT 100 58 L R B REME IR 2 % S i b r R~ T A, BRI H 45 4 A 15 S A
S THTRF I, 451 G A5 P 32 TR R S o S5 TR R BRI R RS R I A M AL VA AR B BRI R A — e FRE B3
THT RGVERE AHIEARE 78 70 S5 WA Ao B, RAR AL
(1) AR 3 I T B SR B B AR AN T R ) M F) e S A5 5 A0 S AU, (B A7 5 T 9 X Ak B i)
BEATERAN 3T, A 5 1138 P 0 5 I 4. 22 A TGS 5 i A A (19 i A8 PR 0005 B, gl o6 200 A A1k
VAL PR 8 SR K B P AIR T R GE R AT e v MR A2
(2) HFALT ICTETE 70 R G5 AR5 S AR AEAS B2 1 1 1R 3T S5 A A5 B e A0 W TR I I, 3 2 2 2R
P83 28 A5 SR A8 B, AR A RBP4 e A, T DR DA K8 — v 4 e 22 S 4 > OB AR AN [
(KYRFAE, AT TE 3 AL AR AU 30 T AN 70 SRR
B R SR A SO R R T L SR A VR AR SN R AT A 55 02 A1 R0, I LA R S AL F AR S
(KA BE b AT T G54 A5 G 1 15 A0 P e A o R 1 2 R 26 AR P A% o K T A A R (AT R AR R
SGINFRAH AR 55 b AT AE TR AQT A o A 25 A R B A, A SCRE S sl S0 A 3a] R A M
ARTCE 1] B A A A R A AR AR R AT b (K P 26 2 1 MR GEHE 2 L A A R e il 22 ) A
BB A% B 500X 3 75 TN T A 21 5 T W A% o B0 10 o 0 SO 0 PR R A T O 44 e AT S 30 & 2R 7 .
3 IAESR 2 TSR oy M A LAl E s A A FOVE R SR SR ARt 2D 3 S T S R A M X ST R
LSS 4 ORI I AR AR 2 M A IO ARABURE e o 0 1) A1 A 1) LAt — 28 70 M B8 B XTI T RE I
SR AT 4R AT AR L AT B 2R 20 W7 26 6 1T 40 A SCR SRR AR TAR I R 2.

1 H*IME
0 RS 3L TR0 (G FR AT IR IE T TR W 2 WE T © 8 R N T 45 M AR A A B 3 T 45 M1k
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I3 %R A B S P AR A 1087

{5 BBEAL T — LSRR T Bl Ha 4 0 %, 3028 1) A A 46

Hoblbs™ 85245 {uff Fi 41 48 AT AR TR 45 QI AR L (AR 2 1 208, SR P (KRR A ) 1 37 58 A )V 3R
Jii R NS BAG T BEAR S 1 98 22 T 9230 1) 52 4 A0 VR I E AR 90 15 1k 46 4 b B ST RN 24 SR o R IE B A vk B 4 i)
JEE 1 0 S5 4T Lappin A1 Leass™ M i 7 RAP $53%, 1 464 JH] McCord M4 H (1 <032 (slot grammar) 3545 30k
A2 A5 48 AR 5 O T C ORGSR AL, TE 55 8% S AT V8 0 328 1) 58 2 ks de 5 ) P o R DU o AT 0, S
I PN g 1) 2 = AR AR R s B A1) 1 7 i

TR FE T ML 22 S AR R A3 31 7 K2 R &, VR 2 T 9038 B — 1 22 0R 45 P 4 R A g 7245 8
SINFEARTH . 8 10 7 2 L A BT TR IE P8 P 68 TR A1 1) 2 1) O V2R At e, L TRY 11) 1A R

Yang 25 NG T Pl T SO R eV B AR 35 AT R 7 12 76 06 5 48 A3 10 G AT V8 I A AT T 8
PRI AT WAL 17 T AE LR B R e 4l (s B (B W 18 18 SR, BAR R — 2R (5 B, H 6 $E B 18
1) 7 20 AT P A 2 (48 P 9 S AR R i 44 SR R R )] i TR A ), DA SRR S0 S S I R DA R v SRR 2 B
FI R IR AR 5 A BB R Web 25 88 TR B A 1S 1Rl e 4L M B0 A0 B 0 K5 3K — k- 4 SR A O %6 FE B 35 N
FIHE TUHAE B8 A8 0 it o A5 T 8L (R AR 3R] e M B . Bergsma 25 AN BHR Y T — Fh 2 T~ Bk A2 R AR IR Fig AR 0 it 7
VL AT B SR AT R AT B R FE AR O R IR AT A BN U BRI AR AT AR 25 8 SR AT B 1 AR I AR B
TR AR TR 1 B 52 BRI PE I S 20 B G U R I — A7 B AR B TR B, TR AR AT B AR A AR BE TE A8 5B
HIX — PR AR B I P A G AL ELAT $8 48 00 R IR 55 J5 , 45 6 X — M 2 0 A1) 1B AT Vi 8 A 19 i ARV A 2
T —E Tt

U JUAE SR, Bl 3 A% 15 1A I D, 4% 285 P R 4 g A 4 325 JEL TR MRS A% B 850 AR B gl 42 1 0k Collins 48 A [22)
SE ST A AR A A 2 T R [ R £ 2 Sl Ll A v 22 18] ARBLEE Fr o BB A% R 2 Culotta 46 A\ 123
JH o — e 4 (0 VB AR AT T UEE S TR KA T B AT B0 (1) 44 1] S5 ) K ) V2080 8 480 J AR A7 AR, I 481
AR . SRS, A4l WordNet by i AR AT, 7 XT3 TR AE B IR A% BR ; Bunescu 48 A 2]
P T EE T B B AR AT (0 A% R S AR X S A% bR BSOE 5 ) Al A DI N B T U 2R A B % R
B, H N SR A A BN A R I T — 2 I Sk, SRS 1) A A g

Yang %5 N 2SIZEACTR I A I 5T FP R R T JLRIAS [R5 AR AR AT A ik Hs 58, 0 P 28 BRUb A% o B B B 6 9
ARAFEAT B 18] (R MEAURE 06 55 = A BRI I3 il k47 T W25 P98 ;Zhou 2 A\ 2O07E STk [250 10 T # Skt B4R i T R
WA R AR R SO B TR SOM DG B A% bR 4R, A0 I — 5 AR A A pR SO T AR (R AR T A IR T
B R A AL BRI R 1 5% Wi Kong 45 NPME SR [26]00 TAEJERE Bt — 20 RGHIRR T 2 &kt fy
VAT B 1] 1 A7 1) P BE S A 1 0.

5 RSO AR RATUR, A /D BOF ST WEIT T S5 A AR B SR AT AR 4 L R B NP8 T — Fh )i 5
1) SCAH &5 & 1 R SCAR A Y AR O R AT TR B 302 B B AR AT R 3 2 BT 5 SRR A g )V A BUREAE, R iR AE 5
N SCEE = NRRAR ) ) 9 R A T B A () e AN 38 R 1, 7E H SCHR ARV A AT, I R AL B A bR
H ) ARTH A AR A 5

SR A RO i R 00 T s R0 T 3 3R 1 22 ol &85 4 A R v IR 0] i A 1 4 78 T N E 5 ) R Al
b AR R B A A A A VRS BT T B AT A S S RE B 8 2 S0 2 B I TR A oR R AR W R T SR
A LT B AT A A

2 ETHIRRRE AR IRH R

AT NRGRESRE G A IER TS R AL B B0X 3 DTN T AN T T8 B A% 28 B0 vh 9 SoAC A
fift 7 %, IF0 3 %) ACE 2004 NWIRE 2% 38 #LF1 ACE 2005 NWIRE T S0k [ Sz 45 S 40 47, S W1 T 45 /9 4k
FYVFAT BRIV AR AR AR 5 HE R S0 45 SR 3 S ) AR R OC R I AR PR R A IR S RIS 2 1B R 1
AT T 15 D0 A S TEEE 4 3o BLHe.
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21 REHESZR
2% Soon 25 N H A5 QT AR A HE 48 25 b TR AT VT 0 SRR SCAE ] T 48— B RS HE SR SR 4 A 3l
1) 77 2 S B AR S AT A, AR PO HE SRR i [ 1 B, b 8 g R R A et R B S R Ak P S o 2

Tk 7 2 o ERRN R [ IIRET
UL R4 DLkt wels
I T
| mssiate | L s
| e R porsiin H
|z 1|
TR > LIRS >R AT 5 > R 1

Fig.1 Framework of our system

K1 REGHER

TEYESCT G b BT 2 P Rt A D60 35 0K 5 (90 51 W T K M SR A 28 1) oy 44 SEEAARTRUA o 1) 2 o v 0 4% ) o 9 T
S e (29300 1 el g AT AL B AE P SCHR A RO & B, BATIAE ] Stanford(http://nlp.stanford.edu) ) o S04 1 A1
A PEAR R DLl S50 5 FAT JT R I 2 T AT 5 B Y (1) i 48 S TR A e (http//ndp.suda. edu.cn) i Rl idE 4T
T M TAL B AN AN P SR T SCER[L]— B0 5 R SE 1) A
2.2 g aER
XTI CL 2 3 B, Sl R A A X g AT A A i) AT Y il L A7 o 0 0 S (AR A & e A 5 R X A 3]
T AR 1T 55 T 200D 3 AT AR — AN R T A R 09 ) L AR ST R SRR AT T 3 P B AR ) v ) 6 B ST A 3R I 45 h Ak )
AR AR T R PR A AR S50 20 BT (R B B BRI AE S 3 XS IX 3 R Ay R UEAT YA A9 B N A R 45
VAL S RO KT BT S
3 PR EEA VL BY SR ARG I &5 AL AT S R
(1) AFEAT S (common nodes tree, iR CNT):7E FY3 A =, i 484 1] 15 50 R 56 AT 15 0% 38 1 47 R T B o —
A3 ORI PR o3 SR AR ST A0 T AR 5 R PR B S 8RS T ) v b 3 B SRR B T 5 AR A R I 2
AT VB 39 ) AH DG K38 4 S5 AL AR B

(2) HHL% A (shortest path tree, i Bk SPT):7E AVEAT o, LLARAC I 15 O — 3, SEAT 8 53 3 49 sk 55—
Uity A7 A AR T T R I B AR S AR I R ) VA e B SRS CR B T AR R IR RISEAT R I 1A B I —
FRIE, e AT AR G 4y B P UE B ERT.

(3) /I (minimum tree, fAiFK MT): B 55 Ji % A2 AL 1 (9358 20 AR N JE Rl s SC U, I3RS 2 CNT S
A1 SPT SEm& (1) — AN b 7 .

LA 3t 1) “John’s father loved his mother.” FlHp S 13 09 B 45 20K M ARG V5 52, 0 3L BT AR VL2
S, BATTHE S8 RE DR ) SE Ak bR BTG HA 1K 3 el BY Sem, T DLy i 43 20 0 ] 2 R 3 TR (R 45 44
A AR T BRI 25 A AR i, O T 9% O IR AR AR IR R S AT AR I ], FRATIFE R AR Y A S I T AL
SR A EL AR SCAT VB IE 1T s B E BN T AR A B2,
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NP
T
[PRP] [POS| [NN] [VB]
= I I
] E2 ]| [ father | | loved
PRP] [PoS] [WNJ [VB]  [NP] | [dofn ! |r
—0 ] = i
I[ E2 ]| [ s father | [Toved HPRP\_\ NNP | | [his ]|
| Lo | |[ ' A SRONT
SE R
NP
[PRP] [POS| | NN ] \
=1 I |
E2 ’s father
| CJohn. | | [ |
e L ! !
I /MMT LA SPT | |

Fig.2 Three tree spans from the parse tree of the sentence “John’s father loved his mother.”

K 2 “John’s father loved his mother.” & ] #5175 51 i) 3 Fh 45 ¥4k Ak

VP

VP ]

[DH] [cc] [vp]
%{\DHHCC\ VP : T~
J\ [NP ][ . ] [ 3f |[ADVP][ VP ]
¢ |[ADVP][ADVP][NP [+ ] [JF HAD\VPHVK

[P ] [AD][BA] [P |
[ |[E#E][vw [ Np [P ] [AD][BA] [P ]
[Cvp [z [ ] [N
ZR][NR] [vp J[Sr80] (48 ] [NP ] [vP]
!% b# T
rEl I
L
|_ 1'L|JéJ: )
e =
VP
Lve ] [DH] [cc] [wvpr]
LADVPJ[ADVP | NP [ . | [ 3 |[ADVP| VP |
\\E%\V‘VHNPHW’HADHBA\ L IP_]
[ERJINR] VP [SZBI] [0 ][NP ] [VP ]
VP
H_El_\:\ \TVHN\P\ \v‘v\
|
(LA jBEET NN 2]
L L)

ANFENT AR CNT R AR SPT
Fig.3 Three tree spans from parser tree of the sentence

“TR O E P ORI AR VG 5 0T SIS AR RYERE
K3 TR R BRI 1Y 5¢, O F L RIE Ak bk 52 Wi i 4 Jﬂz@%ﬁ?ﬂ (¥) 3 P&k b VA
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2.3 ERBIZERE

SE T b 5 R A R VR ST, — S DR ) A A o R P R AR A R B ) T VR LT AN S R A R E
W22 Ti) PRI AR AL AR I, 3RATT EL B4 SVMLight(http://svmlight.joachims.org/) 7 H 4k (1) 5 FR W K% 2 8, 1% 5 AR
R R AR R LI % T N0 RE T N U 8- 111 Ay NI AV I E =L AW (ARl B A O R S
)R

T 14 F% (convolution kernel) & —Fiid ik AL AR (%) B4 A K 50K 1) 45 44 3 iR 17 4544 88 JE B e b
T4 ¥ 22 1) B DG P D00, TR 7 45 A WC £ 4% SR SRR, B 1 K 45 4 £ 4 8L 7 Haussler® 1 Watkins!SI 45 £ 284iF
W3 — T S0 R 6 A % R B30 ST TR AR DL T 8 4 A DT, DO v 7 2 3 (18 A B R 25002 — A 4% R 280, R
b 3 FA% bR 30 3 Collins 25 NP2 H 1) 36 B A R B30I A5 AP o 1) — AN 06, e 70 288 AR 22 T £ 28
LA EL H R AR

Ko (T T,) = z A(ny,n,),

neN;,npeNy
Horpr N ACERS Ty o (715 R B T AN ) PR BL ng T g 9 TS R0 48 RO ARBLRE O T o S T
(1) WL ng A ong AARFT AR SCTE SRR AR 5 (L TR SCTE SR SRR ) AN VR A DTS, DU [R] 075 I 5 25
5%(2).
(2) WA ng A ng SE B PEAR AT, R 5] A(ng,n2)=2; 75 W, #e 20 B8(3).
3) E/E—i+ﬁﬁ(n1,nz)ﬂﬂTi
#ch(m)
A(n,n,) =4 ]_f 1+ A(ch(n,, k), ch(n,,k)).
k=1
e #eh(n)F =3 & n BT RANE eh(n k)23 55 n (058 k A T8, A0<A<D) i — AN TER K 7, 1 T4
ANTR) KNI AR TR AT
24 KWHSH
R 3CE S6 4 ] Charniak Parser % ACE 2004 NWIRE & 3CiE £} F1 ACE 2005 NWIRE H SCiERHEAT T A1k 4
BT SR J5 44 58 2.2 15 45 HH 1R 2k A SR B IAR ] 8 ARV 8 75 19 45 /4 45 2., T3 A8 B SVMILight T H Jr it s 1 5 77
PAZ R BOAT 24 ) AR, T o0 2 9 BB AT 20 2P, 52 AR ARV AR X A o0 a0 2R ) oA T ARAIE S R R e
P FRAEH T 5 £ 28 I IEVE, IO EAE b e 4 85 R AEAFH SVMLight T A B i (145 R A% 6 20, FRAT]
Y T RB BRI S 50 010 1% 6 U A% R BN =2 1B I T A2 4 0.4,
#1455 H 7 ACE 2004NWIRE 9% 32 i 1 A1 ACE 2005 NWIRE H SCiE B} b 750 i Ag AR 18] 1 49 A1 175 0. I\ 49 A7 17
DUAT LA HH - Fp 3 SRk A FR AR G R AE Xm0 Y 947 O o AR v 14 L8, 24 2k 60%; FR AR 06 R 56 2 1 BL B 5
B BT EEBIK T 15%.

Table 1 Distribution of pronoun anaphors over different sentence distances

R L AR L A7 B B A

el ACE 2004 NWIRE ACE 2005 NWIRE
Train Test Train Test
<0 457 165 1339 684
<1 260 73 688 320
=2 56 33 279 169
S 773 271 2 306 1173

R 2 45 T AT B RO SR T 1 ) PR AR T 7 (1 4 2R N 2 BT IR 45 R AT DA

(1) eI RISV G SPT SIS AR ARAT 1 5 v (1 v A 2, T I3l S s fE 0% )X mT e Hh 2% B DT
ARAF RO T AR AT AR AR 55 e B0 — SO0 B B

(2) MT SR AE 9301 65 HORAT T a1 44 [ 3 (U L5 SPT SRMRAH L, 3R S8 I HER R H8A AN FIRERE IR
BEIX VL] MT SRS AE 51N B3 A7 2005 L RN oK 17— LU 5 B30 15 1) R G MEAf 2 B 1
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U3 5ok TR S0 b 3 ARG K 1091

B M SCF 6 R GRS E R MT SR LN R SCHEA A 1 5 oo 38 A AR A 2%
(¥ 5 MR LA —FE

(3) FEFHEICP 5 CNT Sl 1 HERA R AR, T T ECRLMN F AR AL S 65 X B8 ™ I,
55 SPT SRMg AH L, CNT SIS 19 N HT Al A R ST HER %< R B T 12.6%, 1 K B S0fE RIS I JFdcfr
AR N LT RGN IR PR T 4.8%. U] CNT s g6 bR SCA5 I xR AR e i
R SN R SO 6 I DU A 25 . 5 SPT SR AH L CNT S (48 F A 43 R G i) A4 [ 24 71 7
1.9%, HER AR BE T 3.6%. LI 5L KB TR SO B AT S e (HR S T U R 046 5 MT
SR AR EE CNT SRS I B SR T AR G804 1915 BE T CNT SR B 51 A F B SO SO AT A AE 55 1T
A UK EATH S BRI R S e 5.

Table 2  Results of pronoun resolution with coreferential relationship in current sentence

2 IRACKRARALE T A AT FR G R e

B g ACE 2004 NWIRE #:37 i# k} ACE 2005 NWIRE 13 ikl
R (%) P (%) F R (%) P (%) F
CNT 75.9 56.8 65.0 80.5 66.3 72.7
MT 80.7 63.5 71.1 80.5 68.9 74.3
SPT 80.7 69.4 74.6 78.6 69.9 74.0

3 SR aiEsRY R

MG 2 545 H RS20 45 SRR 0 BT T DA H L CNT SR 3T 5 LN 10 B SO O Ha A 1 i M s 1) 5% i A4 7
A U R R AE S SOT & B E BN RERRTE RGN A 1, a5 R A HER R e h SO & S OSPT
TS A L, BARSETE T A 1% (H CNT SRBH I (1 1 SO BB T R GEn MR =, i FL I 50K, i 5 30 R
85 F AR N B AT TR, BRATA B8 CNT SE0E, 1M1 2 2238 45 & MT H1 SPT SRBE (¥4 34 7] iy — S8 317
17 AIE (48 AR T AT 90 b 48 UE S AT R A J2 5 N 45 R A A A AR 0 40 38 SR, K3t — 25 4 0 BB 4 45 g A A I
Xt PR AT AR AT 2411,

3.1 EFhOEBIEHY R

T R R R VR T A AN R AL, EE T T AR AR T RS P o A A, LA R AR ST
Fh 4% A SCHR[36] 1 4N T 4 TH] b & 3R 7 A il 2 o] b 7 6 32 3 119, 1 48 8 8 B2 R HE BP0 0 SE AR A 1
o B P, 3K 2 m U A I B P A 5% SRR P DA KB AT I T T S IR A 2 B B3 R 1A BT A S A
(10 355 - o BRI 1) 45 R A A VA SR R T 8 10 2 3 7 SR I 45 ) A A0 VA JEL o O e (A TR S AT VB (i 7 B
TR B

T 2 DAUE T S 0 Db FE RS RS B B B 3 Rl rRa(1) W AE 0 (forward-looking
center, i AK Co): i — MEBR AT A 7ER & & aL, TR T 5 E 408 BRIl 5 — R 5 16 G, iX 2854
G IR O B IR R 58 A5 9041 51)5(2)  BILs 0 (back-looking center, f&#Rk Cp):f5— N1 BLIK 47T &
AR L RS — AN R, 55T 5 S W BUEE R BT B B T Cr T R B R 1 — R Bl R A
fJ) Cp;(3) ik .0 (prefered cener, fRiFR Cp): 48 7E L 58 i J8E d5 i (R IS AN X %

AR PO B E, FRATT T LA B R — a4

(1) ATE B A JEAb AR A B ST oty Cy 25 LAAR 3] (R AR R, 45 Wil 25 2 X — V8 B ) 5 i) i)
FRI3G .

(2) IR L Cp b O S B v IR — AN G AR TR B IR SE R Cy.Grosz %5 A Sinder 4%
BT3B, — B R 53 S B, 1 T BT LS POy Co AR BZ LA S5 S5 T« TR A1 €0 LB St 32 i 246
AR [ ABA T DA R TR VAR 0 S B S B AR R O C P A X BN S S

(3) il B A & A A (rough shift) e 23 5 i U N 28 IR BT T DR RF SR A 45 10 3% BT Ik, S0
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VEH AR AT S AR VTR, ok D B8 B I 4 R 8L

B AR 58— V8 B0 > Wi A A (IR DA 1R 20 ) B AN 52 FE B 58 5 7 1B A 8 DL il 30/ 32 it 4%
T A O M IR (R TR SO AR G IR, 6t e IR 3 mT URY B 3el, 22 B BT SO S A5 B TR 1 38 i o7
VA OS2 B FE (B UE RS G BB e s (AT B2 T — 8 B AR SR B B 1
IR T LG G0 R SOE B R IR T RIS T R RS T MT R SPT SRES 9 R 7 R kB AR B A
LT BT X T S AT VA 1A T E 43 S AT AT MT 1877328, 8 B 41 3 S R Ak 3 v 22 1R 5 /18 43 32, T
L P8 AT /N 3 S (BE A3 e A7 T8 ok e 3 11 54 91 2, S M G IR 1 SRR 1t o) 8 AR 1) BT 46 19 43 32,
WA SPT S, AR 84 F5 AR 2 20 JL 77 55 1) — 45 B A2 AT TR X P ™ R SR I 29 RSPTLMT (A7 SPT /2 MT).[& 4
5 T —A RSPTLMT (7471,

[PRP | [POS| [NN]

\ \ [
s | [ father | [ loved | [PRP| | NNP |

= "
E2Ll

[PRP| [POS| [NN]

1
(2]} [rs | [father | [loved] | PrP

| [aom | ' e
| I —
| | his
-  —

e A

A B AR A RSPTLMT

Fig.4 An example of the RSPTLMT tree span
Kl 4 RSPTLMT #8Y 5 i

32 REEERMT R

Yang 2 NP Y7 AN XU AR T, 0 A JE AR 3 3 2 > 45 SR AT V8 % 348 22 W) f) 5% 40 5 2R 0 S 47 Hu i 2 o
AT, Yang 25 NIRRT S0AT T80 38 1] T A6 H5 A QR R T8 SUAR JRAAE AR (R 590 A2 mP AR 30 ) 3 A8 o £ 40 PR At AT T
) S5 38 R0 43 T B R B, e G A5 R S I AN AR T il ) Ve R — B FR RS IR T A SCHE RSPTLMT #k8yskms b
YR GIN T SEFE ITEALE WA ALE R

AR it #2, o417 LA YE S A1) F-“Mary said the woman in the room bit her.” §1 (¥ Mary F1 her [ 6 3547 314 fi# b
.40 &l 5(a) 7w, B 58, AL A Charniak Parser 315 15 1) 11 56 4 AVEM SR J5 1 RSPTLMT #Eng 133 7 &
5(b) T I G M A AR B B EAT S8 5 B A5 B3 R B AL T 0 S 4T V8 Ak 32k 1) N i A1) 2 8] £ 3 7 0 2 B 53
H0 e T R SO BAR A I A M RE E RATITE Y S R AR B e W S(c) I, AT SN T “woman” 5 £
BT A LT R B A2, Bk “woman™ 1 siBE 4 ik 1 3BT 45 R, “room™ 7 U AN AR B A0, A 2 i 5 1 AN ] her
B B PR S, e AR B S AT TR i 1 Y 5 o, T “room AN 2.
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‘the‘ ‘womanH in ‘ ‘DT H NN‘

(a) sEar)iEM (b) RSPTLMT #8125 ) (¢) FINTEGE1E A

Fig.5 Attaching of competitor-related information

K5 smgEfE RNy E

3.3 EENFAREXERMT R

1] B TR B R AH OCAT I A8 18 S A € 58 ) 1 2 S B DA R 4 7 5 M 1) 43 1T 28 0% T B 7R R ARV i
A4 A — LS I 5 B 0 U ) A BB B IR 3 S £ JE T SR P T4 2 Simone 25 ABMii ] ASSERT T A
(assert2v0.14b sameer pradhan and steven bethard) kAT 175 XA bRl K 3R A 18 SCA €8 BT R R BK 1) 18 17 %1
I RTRFAE SNSRI A, FEAE B BB K0S 20 S 2R B AT 43208 S 0 25 SR SR W K Bl 18 9] S L0 SO 0 B IM SN 42
TH AT A 1A A3 [ 3 AER 2R 0 (R HE R P JL - 30T 5 W A SCAE TN S84 38 05 R IR R Atk b X S i A A5 R80T 32
— Y T IN T KB 1 i DL R HO DG s S e 2 AR R BT S T AR LR 3 AN PR

(1) R8BI R LG IR I 7E 1k 12

(2) 7ECARAFIILA AL AVERT b S 48 AT RSB AT B 53k 1 40 0 5 IN T —> ROLE 15 i, i 19 s U A
4 43 T2 Arg0, 3R 7 TR G AR A P AN R S — 15 1A 3R 3 (6 e 5 A A Arg L, s 2 i SR 4
AN R AH B I8 1 IR B R 52 A 10 Args, R A HT N BAE A RAE T 2 IR IR I 2 A A 1
NOArg, K 7 4 i X G A 15 A1) P AR AR FEAT A 38 A £,

(3) FHIBENE XA A5 B 5 w00 G078 1250 4 2 A1 28 ) 2 ) 5% R85 1), 3R XA S R A Ay
TR T A CLASS 15 i, LLFR IR IS G ¥ 2 il B AR B 6 45 R %0 28 3l (BareNp) « R ]
(PronounNp). %45 4% id] (ProperNp). 1 5E 4 id] (DefiniteNp) . JG & 4 id] (IndefiniteNp) . 45 7% M 4 1]
(DemonstrativeNp). Jo /1,25 CLASS 15 U A, AT AL s 2 R T — /MR 40 4375 s, 40
TR G ) B AR S B — AFR . ST AR, B AR B ARRE X 4 K.

Bl 6 45 T — AN EIEAH SR RIS R~ ). 75 B U0 BH (1 2 0 15 00 R 50 3.2 Wl NI SE 4 ki — %
FRAE A 1, HIX 8 SCA 10 B 51N BIR W 3K 5l 1, ] Lo A — 56 3 BN TB R AH X 18 A (0 TR

G B AR ISR B SINa A TEAT (K 256 R B, 55 AN I TE 42 1R I T AR DG AR ST L PR REAT T e it
JEE M B L 5D T R B SRR SN SN A S AT 1R U 75 4 3R PR S5 A AR5 P R M0 R B SR T B 5 )

A AT S B ARACLEE U S0 DXL FRAT TN S8 4 B AN AT AH OG5 L 9 .
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34 IEHH

Fig.6  Attaching of semantic role-related information

K6 i A EH R B IY E

b5 3 T EE AL Y S W AL, FRAT T X S SO AT B AR T — BUR 25 AL S IS R, 9 43 Sl 7 ACE 2004
NWIRE 3 3C i £ F1 ACE 2005 NWIRE H SCiERE EREAT T J5 825550 A T R E R, A VEA T th 9256 % SRL
ANA BATTF R 9830 SRL FR e Horhrh 3 SRL R TR 1EAff 43 1 R B 2l A kA% 45 2 E A8 H b S PropBank 1
ANGR, MBAERL RS F R 69.2,1M 75 H 34016 F1 3 B f)vim 5 31 EZ T R TEGE F WA ST 66.7;1M 5
3 SRL &4t Lh CoNLL 2005 Shared Task 45 & (1) £ 4 8 A SEI0 5 BE R G0 1) S AT RE F BN 78.3,15 3 T [ B

Sk P,

R 3G T TR G5 R A AR 1 22 i AR ] T AR 1 R A R U
(1) ETFHOBEEY RASIM RSPTLMT 7 ZRIFMEE4S T SPT 5 E M s HER 2R MT SRS i i A 1]

TR IO I8 R ICF 6 A T AR R G RE.

(2) 7 RSPTLMT W& P 5] ATE S {5 BJa, BUR PO 30F 6 10 R A [FIRAT T 5 M 52 1) B A1, AR HE Afy
FRREETE AL RGN SARVERE A T — E REE A B TH 3K U W1 52 4 2 £ B 51N i B 4 Mt ok 564

B2 1l (8] PR 5 A D0, DR G R 649 31 17 B e PO ME A

(3) AR R LI AR OGBS, R G A MR MAER R A T BRI R4 F (LR T
BRSO G I TERE FEL R T 80.1,1 ST & M PERE FE WA T 82.0.

Table 3 Results of pronoun resolution with coreferential relationship in current sentence

using the expansion tree span

R 3 YRR (1 2 i e AR A 1 T

ACE 2004 NWIRE #5301}

ACE 2005 NWIRE H 335 %}

N
AN R (%) P (%) F R (%) P (%) F

RSPTLMT 83.7 67.8 74.9 81.2 71.0 75.8

+EFE R 79.5 72.9 76.1 75.9 81.8 78.7

+ 1 U AR RS B 83.1 75.8 80.1 81.0 83.0 82.0

4 H—TIFiL

HE o AT (1 405 38 AT e B 4R o 3 (1 445 KA A F) SRR (1 0 0 AT 2t B T — ) AR 3 A 11 P e (R FRAT
WG B LR — S8 [ (1) SR A FTE R A S8 e R M AL AT e A R I8 A JE T A% ek B K]
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i AT BT 3 20 B 9 (0 AR R FE 4] 2(2) 485 A4 A A sk — 1) A3 B i AT AR B 0, 4 i R B 2 )
I 17 990 S ey W 2 X 4 A1 48 AREI G BAT A W 8 0 R A GRS A 2 F)~3 A BL ), 5 B 3R AT L& A AL ) ik
BT S5 I AR BT 3 R BT 90 5(3) 55 ik T RFAE 1) 1 2R G0 AH b, B8 T B A o B0 v 5 SCART i A7 1)
PERE T B A IAIA WG XS IX 3 A ol R 418, Tk — 25 130 BF 35 T4 % o 00 140 A1 Y A g v 1 3 s L
4.1 FHR]E S A AR AR #

T4 L Y 5256 45 R Charniak Parser 717220 BT 85 2R L3R4S, 4 T 50 3 T W A% B 8RR AR R R Gox)
FYTEA A BRE BE L AT SUAE - Collins Parser % ACE 2004 NWIRE & 3C i Rl k4T T A% 40 MT, 141
RSPTLMT & BY 5 W& 4l 3K 45 44 A6 1300, B J B AT 5 4 85 F08 ) S FLAH DG4 R e K o 445 31 1R S5 M4k 1)
ER T4 A AR AR S A B T SR 4 PR IS5 R

Table 4 Results of pronoun resolution with coreferential relationship in

current sentence using different parser tools
Fe 4 A RIAS R A03E 53 B 4% &5 R 1R 2480 F AR m] Vi AR 1 1

FVES TR R (%) P (%) F
Charniak parser 83.1 75.8 80.1
Collins parser 79.5 74.2 76.8

MK 4 25 45 SERT U H AN [R) A0 43 A7 28 0 00 A% o 300100 Q30T v Ak 1 1 B 0 AT 5 R B 8 A
FH Charniak Parser 1) 7% 23 1 # ¥ 45 5L 15 21 (1) V8 A P BE 2L U7 T Collins Parser. & 56, X P A5 43 17 45 15 21 (1) 45
WK, Collins Parser 75 21 [ A5 M Lb Charniak Parser f 45 5: 540 %) T 44 1) % 75 (NP), 7E Charniak Parser [1) 45
Rerp A7 R4 18, BT NP; M Collins Parser 45 SR 202044 NP 23431 40, 481 G €0, 4% NP-A 55 1 SRAGVE R 755 mi &)
I3 AR A0 B, S5 K4 A AR TR AR ABLBE 1) v SREA0E 2 AR 15 TR, BT DA AR 220 I A A X ) DG T 2 MM 1), 1 T 20 B0 A vk 4
AF 453X P T 2k 7 vk SR PE BT 2, Charniak Parser [V 682248 T Collins Parser. 1F 42 Pl 2 3 &6 Ji Bl
7t Charniak Parser biEAT 1484 # 1 fE 2215 T Collins Parser (1454
42 HERXABIEANKIFERE

AT T 555 4 1 0S5 0 5 SR 0 0 0 S 1 L 7 0 24 0 0 0 34 0 00 A0 244 00 5 2 940
JoE B 5 B 2 VB AN, 1 0 S U AT W 2 7% 18 3 AR g AOC R AT R B, FRATT LA AR OC R A R i S5 1 A0 11 AR T
fif R AT 1

PGy A 5 2 DL BN ) 1 O BT BEAT 23 A b BRIV, 2 8 A OC RIS 8 22 A N, AT 5 58 4 4R AR T AR B ) 1
TR 5 JE R — 15 A R AR G I (R 0 — > SR DI AR 45 50, 40 T 4% V0 o) B 1) AV 8 4 T S R T 8 M A0 R
)1 B A0 B T R A2 o JRATIATE ] RSPTLMT 38 S g 477 3K 45 W A A VA T 04T T 36 9 . 1 1] A HAH
AT B R, 43 20 1) AC I filt P fig W3 5.

Table 5 Results of pronoun resolution with cecoreferential relation in current and previous sentences

F5 FRAORE I 2 1 A Ak ) 1 fE

ACE 2004 NWIRE English corpus ACE 2005 NWIRE Chinese corpus
R (%) P (%) F R (%) P (%) F
<0 83.1 75.8 80.1 81.0 83.0 82.0
<1 75.4 77.0 76.2 72.8 75.4 74.1

M 5 4 ARSI 45 R AT T, B A e 5 1 ) A ATR] T A £ 2 O B S AL T P AR A 4 L
B G A A AR AR T 0 A T A AR i A AT B 1R TR 8 i T B o — AU i AR 4K,
AL R JE L ] 5 3R TR E D BRAR T A e R 1 e
4.3 S5ETHHER S MR IRHERAR L

B H R A b, 35T A% o A A 3R] T AR KD BIE I PRS2, i R T AR A 1 Q) A 22 A T AT 2 R
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LIy TR 55 e T RRAIE 1w PR A TR Y AR A L, 5 T R0 A s 1 ] V8 008 1 e 6 T A 23X Ao g vk SUAT A 4 A A e 2
T U E W IRAT T AN TRHE ) & (0 P S SO AR & Hoh S SRR AR AR S AT T 5 R3] 58 4 B
FRRFAE SR T P S0P B AT IR RP AR AR L3R 6, 3K SEHRRAE 35 B AR 22 00190 4 I ST Hi8 AT AR AT 55 /2 17 R
Table 6 Feature set of the Chiniese platform in coreference resolution
F6 RN & MR IR

FHIE Hiik
ANPronoun v SN B AR, U 175 I EK 0
ANDefiniteNP A5 B R A S A2 T T U 1,45 R O
ANDemonstrativeNP B W AE S FR s M 4% 1 4, WER 1,75 WEC 0
CAPronoun AT A A, R 1,75 W3 0

ANCAGenderAgreement =% H W i F1 547 V8 996 A2 1 P — 550 B 1,75 U EL O
ANCANumberAgreement = I8 N 1% A1 2G4 153l /2 8 53 % — %, B 1; 75 Y 0
ANCAAppositive v SR VB R S AT VB A2 RV, U 1,75 U)K 0
ANCAHeadStringMatch 27 [ 75 15 47 18 3 2 Hho O 1 DU AL, JU B 275 B 0
ANCASentDistance YN TE R SEAT VB AR 1 AJ P9I 1,2 A)HX 0.9,..., K F 10 AJHL O
ANCAWORDSENSE 47 I\ HowNet T 3545 1038 S5 S SEA AR R, 004 1,75 00024 0
ANCABothProperName 4 JUS 15 Rl 4G AT V8 % 3 7134 04 &4 4438, U HY 1,75 I EY O
ANCANameAlias A SR VB R S AT VB A0 3% 1 A7 A 3 4 0% 2R UL 1,75 UK 0
CAARGO F5 e AT AR Arg0 T8 A0, EL 1,75 UE O
CAARGOMainVerb A AT TR R Arg0 i SO (42 1 T TE IR IR S, T EX 1,75 WL 0
ANCASameTarget 5 SEAT VL R R R U SO £ R [ R 3R B, R 1575 U EC 0
ANPronounType VAT SR A i 8 RN A B |
CAPronounType SeAT T 9 A L EL A& AR 41 43 2K 01

T g, S HO A, U ) AT R S I TR ) R 1) b S SO AR & B L BR S

BT ACE VBRI 9E SCIH R, H AT HE 1 Pk A 32 ZEE 5 T ACE 2003 15kt AV i =, H AR i 9 fig
A BE X AT DR B 481X — HE A (R 2R G 1E A 0 A2 1) i 7 i P 280 75 32 Y 09F F 4 725 1) Gl 0D B A8 )z i B 4
JINTA] A TR0, T 7 S B PR HE AR im0 W 24 T 42 1A T e TS e FR s A o R AR AT S I — AN F IR Y AH
h T e 5 FZR R GEAT L, BT T ACE 2003 (¥ 3 AT o i e (1 25 T A4Rp i 1) &2 19 9 307 & R e o
] 2 60 10, A0 F RS At 30 EAT T 00,45 B IRV AR R LR 7.

Table 7 Results of pronoun resolution on ACE 2003 English corpus
% 7 ACE 2003 95 ikt AR v Al (1 1L e

R4 NWIRE NPAPER BNEWS
K THRRE 0] = R 4 71.8 76.4 77.3
VAL EINGES AR 72.9 77.1 74.9

MR T BTN B 45 S AT DL 30, BRAT TR 2 (1) 0 SCOF 6 PR3l il 7 1 e S5 SCHR[40T 0 1) M BB AH 24,18 31 T [
FrsE itk

F T ACE i8R H SO RRIT A, 28 A3 S L2 AR 18] v £ 1 i B0 AF DS AR 38 (6 T 44 1) 2005 (1) ¥ A P e
5, Ngai % \H25 1176 ACE 2005 BNEWS 5k} _E I F (I PERE A 77.2858 F 4% 70 25 NDSIZs i 76 (7] — i
FEEM FEPEGE R 60.060°) 1y B AR £ (v SCF & 7E M FE R EEINS 2000 F (8 793,48 TR RS,

FEAG BT 53 5l JIT AL g 1) o 9 ST B AR ] A5 A ) ) 8 s 0 255 R ) S ) R G RN S T A R B
IR GEFEAT T VI, VPl 25 S W3 8. A% 8 JIzx 45 ] LG W S5 HRRAE 0 = 10 R GEAR LU 58 T A% s 0 R 48
BLA TG0 73 [ 26 T HE A R T %, R AT F (R AR XY I i TR AL ) 2T & X U A W AZ B LR TR R A
FHE s B
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Table 8 Comparison of feature-based pronoun resolution and kernel-based pronoun resolution
8 RPE I K AR G0 5 W R BR80T B 8 A ] T R e B AR

RY ACE 2004 NWIRE 33 1 k) ACE 2005 NWIRE 13018kt
R (%) P (%) F R (%) P (%) F
FETRHIE ) B ) R G0 65.2 78.7 70.3 64.2 78.1 70.5
BE T W A% R BT R B8 72.2 76.2 74.2 70.6 72.3 71.4

5 ETHRMEMLAZFHMERIEBERSN

PRATIRE 3T W0 A% v 5010 A1 Y A 2R e 4 AR Tk — 20 B R 0 W R A R AR ) R B R R

(1) AT i T ) A A ER P AS AT 55 A8 Je B8 — A5 A8 TR VR 00 90 0 e o OB A 2 1 e 1 R AT
i AT AR B85 AR T A 0 AR X R PR AR Y AR LI AT U R AR R G T R S A A AR R AR R IV A 1
R, 26 T4 T A8 DR 3, B AN TR P A v B R N 0 A 1 T — AN V8 A TRl 43 2 2%, -0 e 7 B b FH A 3 %
EH T AR5 1 A T 43 2 488 A 7 18 A e S A5 0 I at) 5 T Ao AR IO, 36 i 5 8 R AR AR R e 4 i g I F
Hollywood studio makes a movie about the Florida election standoff , would the title be 1t’s a Chad.” 7 [f]“It” & —
ANEASF T B I, H A 3R G0 H0H 2 40 0l B AR R T (9 AN 4417

(2) FRMREIE. A BRI R YR AL ACE 2004 Il ACE 2005 kL Hb, #5454 17 2 {5 1)
T R AR AR A Ay AR 90 A8 00, T 7 532 B R 48 AV A o 7R P R R TR VR R X — B G 1 B X 2 AR S5 i T 11 4 1)
PB4 R Al n, 55 1) “For most of this year, economies have performed a sort of levitating act growing by
double-digit rates month after month even as economists predicted they would fall to earth.” 7 [f]“they” il & T- X &
L.

(3) S ANEAE BA L B 5. —T7 11, 7R3 ST W B AT LR A0 RIE N HBARAE 70 9, & F K ) b
T CAE B B FRATAE 10 S5 /A 1R AR B AR T8 v G T R 1 R SCfE B, i A “Will cheerful chorus
members dressed in V-neck sweaters interrupt their serenades to online shopping long enough to tell an advertising
columnist, You ask a lot of questions for someone from Brooklyn?”#1[fj“an advertising columnist”f1“you” 2 [&] (1]
R RBE T X — 1500 50— 7, A Lo ) U 48 K 2 201 Bl T # AT FR ARG R (R AE TR A9 v ) vh
1) 3 18 5 JE A A AR T 20 0 2 1) — ARG F8 AOC R A i A AR A R T o A [ e g 2K, £ ) B
K.

(4) THALERES R IR AT A wF B R AR VE . R R . A SEMIR S AR 2 AR TR A BB R 1) 3 Hr, X A
TRAL R T AR B % sl 25 72 AR Al R A SUEl 1 20 1R T S SR I FR AR .

6 RES5RE

AR T — P TS RRZ s B RSSO R T VR R R R T 3 R ARSI A 3k T
SR AR 0] S50 48 JEHEAT A BT 3L Al B SEF 0B Y B . e g E (5 BT R R IR S 1 1 A AR B
P REIX 3 AN J7 T il 35 1R 5 W AL A VA AT T 97 7846 ACE 2004 NWIRE #: 35 1% K fil ACE 2005 NWIRE
SCTERE L B S I6 GE B2 W, 0 19 B A 45 M Ak A VR RS 8 AR LT g AR IR AT 55 8 A AR SR L AN [ g v
AR HT A% LA S V) R HR ARG R (0 T i ) A T — 2D I I R B T R I 5 A A R R AR I R AR i AT
T RB MR
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