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Survey on English and Chinese Discourse Structure Analysis

JIANG Feng'?, FAN Ya-Xin"?, CHU Xiao-Min'?, LI Pei-Feng'?, ZHU Qiao-Ming"”
'(School of Computer Science & Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)
*(Engineering Laboratory of Big Data Intelligence of Jiangsu Province, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract: Discourse structure analysis aims to understand the overall structure of an article and the semantic relationships between its
various parts. As a research hotspot of natural language processing, it has developed rapidly in recent years. This study first summarizes
the mainstream discourse structure analysis theories in English and Chinese and then introduces the research on the popular English and
Chinese discourse corpora as well as their calculation models. On this basis, this study surveys the current work context of discourse
structure analysis in Chinese and English and constructs its research framework. Moreover, the current research trends and focuses are
summarized, and the application of discourse structure in downstream tasks is introduced briefly. Finally, this study points out the issues
and challenges in the current Chinese discourse structure analysis to provide guidance and help for future research.

Key words: natural language processing (NLP); discourse analysis; discourse structure; discourse relation; discourse corpus
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Gk, I IR B R AR RIAE kS, IR R 14 Jf 5 v SOV . i S5 85 A 0 W 1) PR A BR AR SOAR T SR
il b, AT R FEALE S A IO A D B A A ORI 006 B, o B AR O OB S AN R g B2 7 ) A7
B O T T B A ORI B 2 TR PR 3 G5 R R ) AN, R, R B P I TR 6 R R O RO T S A,
117 B 2 1) P s B R R DAy S W B 4.

PRSP IR SO N 2 A T3 ) RIS A e P AN E 20 5 08, A 1 BT, R I R R AR AR R G S
U M 7R SCAS T, S T A A1 Je 2 WS et A2 B 5 BV SRS IR B 5, AT 58 R STAR 1 SC 11 3 AR g i
SRR, — OIS, R A5 T B K — R SO R R AR A i U e I B e R, 36 H KR R SOA
FUTRIAFAE T SCHR R, JF AR U 055 SC. W00 52 SR 70 A A7 B B et R 5 P A AAHE 2 S 80
TEH, VP2 ARTE = b B RN, s i 2, [ sl O AL A e OGS A .

T ]]f
=)
il
=
><{.
+‘nt
i
il

3

Bl TR SRR 2y

I, B — RGP GRS P25 1 AT 45 T B AR 22 SR, AR T 5 Kb B AT 90 5 A48 1 1y T
T RAITEHAS. I, — Lo 2k SR PO, R i 7 43k POV BN B PRI R R v DM i, £ %
B, W) T B LA B2 IR SO R 0 % 2R I s 55 225 1) 3 A el e TR, G R R B AR R bR v )2 R4k
% TR (hierarchical discourse relation) FE & 45 4 B8 i FEM % (rhetorical structure theory discourse TreeBank,
RST-DT)* IR it P-4k b 25 5 & (flat discourse relation) F € N 55 &8 (Penn discourse TreeBank, PDTB)P
WAL H % FEDOE T 1B BHEE b B0 0 AR 2 W B A e, ) Wb v )2 A s 3 D6 R I KL EE SUDA-CDTB
(SUDA Chinese discourse TreeBank)” Hl MCDTB (macro-level Chinese discourse TreeBank)® " FIFRi: i V- 4% b 25
5% Z 5k HIT-CDTB (HIT Chinese discourse TreeBank)™*!F1 LDC-CDTB (LDC Chinese discourse
TreeBank) 4%, 78 oAb 75 r by s 355 45 ¥4 20 B I AL S PO AR J20 th g i e, i O, i 2248 B, et e 18 B, 7
PR T PV A SCHEIUIE 45 A B BRI T 6 (R DR R DU 0 55 S A o W M 6 T AR REAT S A 4.

FIRIF, 10T D0 3 55 45 W A MR ST AOAR S TAE C A — 2645548, Hou %5 AP 44 7 RST-DT iR EHLE . W
GEITIERNR T . Tl 2825 N UV o) 5 w5 56 R IRMAT454E RST-DT, PDTB M1 HIC-CDTB 8% _E 1 TAEHET T 2%
. Morey 25 A MU I (I7E RST-DT #ERHZE FRTHEBIREAT T 48— ROV, JF4 T 5™ 8% 105 2
A VP AR M. SRTTIX S gid N Ay T — e 78 45 44 20 By SRR B — i 3 45 W 0 BT A 55 IR AH 2C 1A Song
2 N R B G T T RST-DT WL I 58 5500, 26 PDTB ML (58 3 /0 W R BTYEVPA 3 AN D5 il A
KLAE. Li % NP EZA G T 5T RST-DT BRI T HTRIEE T PDTB ERHE (K55 5 0 HTAH O AR, IR 4
T RT 2 T7 6 e 5 o Ao AR, AR, DA AR R D SGyE dpedle 3 4 DAL T Pl Il R A Y ARG M > M
JHETE R T AT BT Sk .

DT H R LA — MR AR T S SR R B 7 325, 38 W AR DT RS B A5 M A AR O AR AT R . &R
VR ESE. 2013 4F, Xu 25 N PIZE &R DUE R DEE (105 55 0T BRI SRE . 4 I 0 5 55 b BRI 9T &
SEAR L R T G T B AT R R B ), DU R S S R AT VR RN IR AR R 2 . Kang %5 AP EUKHT
DUE RS SR (05 3 R s T AT T 4538, A X e 355 45 W o0 W7 5 1050 N FEAT A48 L5 55 N VO X0 3
TR ARAIE ST, MRS T IR B RART 1 1 1) A B T O T A T 5 ) R e BT R AT T 6, I TR e A
R BRI 7 T LA IR, 5T AR B 22 S5 A AT 20 N A A T VR N ) U M R A 28
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BRI, A 0 AR I 0 U 5 35 45 W A T IR s, R 2 T DR R RlT 3 A SRAE AT 1 2 UK AL AR e R R B R
JFE RST-DT # i FALRS 55 R B KL E PDTB L IWFSE TAE. [, 7558 R 40 00 8 45 2 i DUTE s 22 45 4 0 W T 5
FRR, U 3 A IOV ey 45 ) 49 AT 7 3 LA B PR 58 5 TR KA PR e T 3o o L R AN DL R 3 50 - BT AT 5
TAE, 45 HDOE S S 45 AT R AEAE 0 ) B S Bk, b N 2P TARR At HR SRR B, Sk, ARSI 2 A 2RI T
9%, B S N TR BER AR 1E = AL BEE bR 2518 (AAAL IICAIL ACL, EMNLP, COLING, NAACL, NLPCC %) L\
SR BT AT, TR, (R AR EE) SRl 3-5 AR RR IR B A 4 A AH SCRIF ST AR, X T
YD B LR Ay IO T AT R 4.

ARICER 2 TN B UR FEAE R AT R BAE OC TARE AT A A AR L, JEHR R S A5 MR oR 1) 3 M =2 (%
. WRUFIEIAY). 55 3 A HIEE R R A W vk, AR IR KA TR TERVE RST-DT AR FAGRS 7%
FIEELE PDTB B SCLAE, I B 40 s a5 18 o3 S TSR SL. 58 4 WA DGER B85t /0 i %, S 2
YA TR R IEEF (SUDA-CDTB fl MCDTB) #lw T b5 % K R KL E (HIT-CDTB #1 LDC-CDTB) A%
AR, 555 R B G 5 S AT AT N U 55 1, At B LT SCA B A RH AR AR PRI AN T3 ) Rk A 0. 58 6
0T HE SR T S R T LB S R B 7 A G T S A T AR DA SO, IF R TR OB R T T H
HUAETE IR ) URIBk i AR PR A TSR IMAIT 7 ). 28 8 19kt TA SCT M g5 i R 22,

2 RELSHSEL

R i 755 5 10 23 W SRV 11 FH 0 P 2 SR I 2, 9o v A 0 e 8 54 0 A SRR T LA Dby BRSO R 5 A B A
% SRS SR BV RS, T 2 BT, FERFF SR SORY [ 7 25 45 M 0 T B, L3 Hobbs A58 U7 H S 2 45 R 1)
PRAN B ZH G 20 2 i o PTG A ORI 3 BT AR I G R, F HLE T 12 PR R, SRS B R R 11
5635 R, A 7 S5 MR AN [ R 7R TE 2K, 8 3 &5 44 23 B B0 1T 43 D4 4 28 46 K 3R 7R IS R 45 /B8 (rhetorical
structure theory, RST)!", 122 &5 K4 2% /5% 1 55 5 1] YL AK A% #7 B2 ¥E875 318 (discourse parsing with a lexicalized tree-
adjoining grammar, D-LTAG)"*/F1 & 71 45 by % /5 () 43 BE U %5 BLIE (segment discourse representation theory,
SDRT)“8 T e 20 SRS fs 25 48 K 8 DLPS SCRY 45 K9 F198 (cross-document structure theory, CST) 483, 7R3
R, LU E AL GEiE 5 2 R A AT R N T, WA e O R Ay R B S, ORI TR S [ BB i
[\ 3, 40y G HE 42 55 X M B8 (Chinese FrameNet, CEN)PH ) T3 B2 4 77 4 (19 035 55 55 45 4 B8 (Chinese
discourse structure theory based on connective-driven dependency tree)™™, H1 30 5 % 2% A 1] 15 X o6 Ak 2 B, 10 220
R AT

Hobbs 7

T A

Sy BT ER S SDRT

L3k H

2 DR RS TR IS

2.1 RIBEESHER

o Hobbs F A4 H i 7 50 LUK BT AN RS 355 50 70 2 TR A7 A6 IREE B 0 3 2 T 3 5 M IR SE AR AL s oy v, RS 3
FoCH LU TA) AT RIATE, AR R TR G, M O R i R T B 0 2 ) T SORIRYE . 123 e LT 12
FRTRR, WA o). 45, 15 SR HLAE.

o (BEELE MR IR T — P IE T AL G5 R (K B8, S W -0 SEHL 00 SOAR A )26 AT 45, 2 H R 6 1 e 7 45
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FIRIh REFIA BT T PR 2 —. BTG5 PLIE 55 Hobbs A7 HATARK FKIAHBLYE, [RTRE DA A i 8 45 #4124 1 e 2
TOAR B R AR S AL B, (B, B T S5 A PRV A i 2 S5 A AT 2 U, DAT S o AR 408 PR P e 35 e B ]
B R AR AT LUR R K AR e 5 BTG, AT 55 A I R A T8 SR, e TR 2 AR I L K, i) 3 s i B 8
ST 4 RSB 25 PNRBRERR, FA KR PNERAMAL WA B2 AN E T, IF H, B BRI R & .0
PR S RO AR U SRAB I 5% AR T4 0 ) B BTG (B A7 AE R I, S4B 38 T 45 SRR B PR TR A “#% (nucleus)”, (&35
SCHEAR B 5 OCRRAR R (satellite)”, MM % - LA R A" R R, BT S RIER MR & oo 1k
LY, WRRI Ry« 240G 2. A T S5 A AR DA DA Ty BE T Rt B AR 1R ey 55 F. 0 L A 3 P 70 2 [ (1 SR
FAEAT TR 0, 3K JE R I B Rt B8 AR AR ST 22 0 A FEAT 2L,

3-12
Elaboration
Elaboration
Elaboration
3-5 67 8-9 10 11-12
Circumstance Circumstance  Antithesis Antithesis
3 4-5 6 7 8 9 11 12
Purpose
T4 s

(SR e AP AT AR IR

o G VL AL AT TR VL FE S S B T S5 MR R R, 1Z 3R IR TR A AN T G VAR (lexicalized tree-
adjoining grammar, LTAG)™ BIAS K} 32 3 () # Ak G5 M s AR 8 ¥, L Sevd SR B MRl i o (s 2 5 R Ik, 78
ZHR T, RS BN R R RGP T IC AR T OC R R RS RN 1 TG R R A
J, BEJG R R NI R BRI KB 3R s B 3 45 44 T LA RR S AL TG T 4 b B R ) 2R £, (FUJE: 2 St
FEATY AR DGV T ol 30 P 5 e B G 1] 1) s 355 00 R 0 SR 2 IR AT 45, ] 4 2 5T 3R A 1 6 3 1 B I
PDTB i) f 2 2 56 Z il

Connective: while

Argl: Fujitsu Ltd.’s top executive took the unusual step of publicly apologizing
for his company’s making bids of just one yen for several local government projects,

Arg2: computer rival NEC Corp. made a written apology for indulging in the same practice.
Relation: TEMPORAL
K4 i iEA R R B iR on ) (U R 8 R)

o 4r Bl i B R BIE SRR T8 3 % /R B8 (discourse representation theory, DRT)Y), &5 5 5 547G ] (1 THE 2
BRI A ERE . BAKIS, SR AH Ee U h [R5 200 R I REAF A8 T P AN A AR B 5 BT ) IR R BEAN ), i
BRI N ASFH AR AN B B0 2 ) A7 AR R SRR AR SRR B (DRT) AOFER b, iR N FE MR
o B LRI, AN B B8 YA R B LG IR) AIRORR, IR % HE R T LG I TG R, IR BUA
5, Wk 5 R,
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b
¢
A—‘

7, [John had a lovely evening]
l Elaboration

7

/MTMR)H\

L,——————————=
[He had a great meal] [He won a dasnce competition]
l Elaboration

T

T,
[He ate salmon] [He devoured cheese]

Bl 5 s B aeon mig s i)™
o PSSO S5 M FE 7R — AR R SCA ORI AR SG . AN TS0 41 (R R S 4R 2 T B, 5 SRS 45 R L1
FT 20 SCRSTR AN B SCRY, BIFSE IR A 25 SOR A () 2 5 A S JUIDR AR, A BV WT AR D 2 SCRS ST (R Bl 7E 18 45
A BTE () F SO T OC R AL, B SORS S M BB PR I T RS ORI IR R R AR R, 4T 4 NE IR (R 20,
RLTEZON, Bk /A0 7 ZONASTRI ) [ 24 FhOG AR, 5 ORI S5 BB, AOCRIN B RAT — 52 IR B, 3C
R T A AL AN 2 10 SRR, W 6 .

Cross-sentential ; &
link/

R T o P\
DOC 20 ST P

Paragraph/ N
Sentence level ™. shangs 3 ~Word level
Document level ~_ Phrase level

6 B ICRYS R EI ]

22 NiERESER

o SR B EIS b EAL G0 5 E . BA IR YA E ARSI A UL BRI, g5 B R
R0 3 1A A 2. 6 5 v PR SO T, A B8 A A ph i RO B 3R R R — AN B LA P 4L
B SCASHRAR Sy A BE. DRIk, AL A BE AP SR e JBAR RO ) I E A B HIB iR L &R, T LA PR T
B T XA A BRI & 1 77 AL S A — A R — AN BE. 7R A B R AR b, A PRI A) 2 AT
SR 5T SUBE R -5 AT B R o0 AT BV 10 7 2 S R R DG R B AR,

o PUEAELLE UM B R T — R A IS SCHESE, T8 k60 7 A i A iRAE SR 4k, DO T A 1% -0, FH TR
(18 SCHE BRI, 671 f1) 1 PN 03] 5530 2 1 06 2R A6 DUEHESEEE UM BRI, — AN T i Je . B HESE e 2
EAZOHESE G 3 T ARk, TR BLAY 7103 SC. I HL, HESERHE 42 2 [ A7 A6 T8 UE R, W4k SRR, Bk
. NRKRMS MRS, 5L R ZE 450 00 W B S B30 R 2 B G F)HE SO RN ), %8 TP a) 7 2 AT
T 56 ZR A W I ke ) 1 550 o W BUAE SR SO 2, AR S R HE AR G 3 2 TR ) R E

o LT IERARAA M IDUE RS A MBS M 45 4 PDTB 4R AP IEBA WK SIS RST AR H 2 IRALHIA B3
T4, AV 5O DB S A AR B EEE vh DU s B SR TG IR s U5 R 43 05 206 DU RS B 45 A T R0, DAL, %318
AR RN — AR MR IE BLFR I T R = S oo ) 1 IR R R R R A, IS IR A AN R SR G 2 A JE
AR R A BRI S R R R, [ 7 R I TE R AR I U8 i 55 45 W B IO RR T A 491,
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Xt Ut (for this)
{can be deleted}

S22 (is not ... but)
{cannot be deleted}

{if (cause)
{cannot be deleted }
[Xl It (therefore) # H (and)
{can be deleted} inserted, bad language sense

7 BT A I I DU R T AR S g )

o ST FE A IR SO AR AR B 85 R 5 45 20 W BRI AR B DU A7 a1 LR A e RARPR
AN KRR INAE . TOFRAE SR AESE ), I BS AR AR UG N T DGR 5 KK 14 /N 22 By 3 R fe 5
KAEMAR. 55 FEWCAARAT A BRI, 1288 T 2 2 B AR s PUOE A ) SOR R, R E s
76~ SRR IR R MG TR 3 AN

o T WL T 4 RS S A S 6 e 4 M B TR 2 A R 00 PO 2 T DABLTR SRS 2 B e, Ak A
Bt 2 1) 1 o 55 0 % 1T R P o S PR B 2R B 40 1] 8 S U 5 WU 3 A M s B ARV E R, 1B RE i
BB ZHIS R T A E W R, JEIRRER ] TR T OCZ R I ERAME R G R, T BUk 2 Ml
AR IERR, Z IR R G N T BOk Z K 3 K38 15 NSRRI R R RUR, AR RIS T B M AA
(K3 DE A o R B 16 o B O ] R T R R A W PR 0T s 45 ) PR ST T BOvk PN S TR 1 Fu AN )
T AR AR, PSRV T Bk 2 BT AR I DU M S M AR B R T 58 B M DUE T B 8 o W LR
A7 2 Ah7E.

fiFE vt

PR IE41

N I

[Pr] [P2] [P3] [P4] [ Ps] | Po]

B8 U T A 2R B s ) B
23 N £

2R LRI, SO IR I S R 3 AT B R RN 563, 22 BUR TE S5 - AT B TA N R T S5 M AETE TR T4
2 LISCES Y Z S RISE R, SR E LN ER S BINRE . W RIRE T 3 Rl s i 4,
WEA O TR A TAEOE TN /B B8, A DGR B R E RIS R 548 2002 T 1 o0 B 3R 1 B0E iR
T AR TR AR AN 8 3. AL SRR T8 T S B 0 A B AU B FR B 5 [ bR B0 R T 4 H 4 B
W, UNPEHE SR TE SO HE, e 3B AT W 1D o 3 S A R, o SCR B ) 1) SO R AR R R 2 WL 7
SERI TR S5, K W T A 45 D B T G R T IS, R T U 2 BE R S8 35 (RS B g5 M i T B R R %5
AN B SR AT BRARAE S T A OCIIORL I L R BEOC R RIS TSR s I B ZE R W 1 s, Bah, RS &
AN B GRS AT B A SRR 5 DR R R AR ), AR ABAPAE S OC R, WD R JEFIR R, DR X R
&, gk 2 iR,
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F 1 TSR R
TR Egis et 28 PR R FE MERFEME LSRR
Hobbs#x 7Y ERGINEOES 12 RE
D-LTAG TR, AT — wz
Y RST TR, AT Bk 4/25 P2
SDRT TR, AT 15 SR
CST HgEl, R A T/BOE . OB 24 SRt}
SA)HE IR A B T, AT - 59
DOFEHELRE X S ERGINEOES 4 59
Wik PO AN AE SRR IR RN S 5/14/22 %)=
FEFIEBARA IO DS 8 T g BLS ERGINEOES 4/17 i
DU 7 W i o A RN B Bk 3/15 P
#2 ARRESHESTTELRRCRES
s FE G AT EL S MEXRES
Hobbs i Enablement, Cause, Evaluation, Functional, Visual, Explanation, Parallel, Generalization, Exemplification,

Contrast, Elaboration, Violated Expectation

Evidence, Justify, Concession, Antithesis, Circumstance, Solutionhood, Elaboration, Background,
Enablement, Motivation, Volitional Cause, Non-Volitional Cause, Volitional Result, Non-Volitional

RST .. . . . .
Result, Purpose, Condition, Otherwise, Interpretation, Evaluation, Restatement, Summary, Sequence, Joint,
Contrast, Reason
Elaboration, Entity-Elaboration, Comment, Flashback, Background, Goal, Explanation, Attribution,
SDRT . . . R ..
Narration, Contrast, Result, Parallel, Continuation, Alternation, Conditional
Identity, Equivalence, Translation, Subsumption, Contradiction, Historical background, Cross-reference,
CST Citation, Modality, Attribution, Summary, Follow-up, Elaboration, Indirect speech, Refinement,

Agreement, Judgement, Fulfilment, Description, Reader profile, Contrast, Parallel, Generalization, Change
of perspective

PUBHESEE SR G

gk, o, AR, B

SO B A IR SUR
S

W22, SE0F, JG e, 800 A, BT, Toaetl, TG, A R0 b, SR s Le, [lEext b, st b, 2528,
DAL, R, RG], S, BI5h, AL, B3k, P47, MRS, O vk

B FIERAMAT I D
s TS B

BRI, MW, B, FLRG, 4608, 5t IR0, UK, dll, 363, XILE, Bedr, kb, iR it, &2y, BiiE, PR

DUE 2 MRS T L RN
g

TR UG, SRR, BRUR, AT 00 F R, S A5, VRO, UK, XFEL, JF8, MRk 2801, HRIAT A, 3t #h 78, 2541
Wik

3 RIERBEHSHHAR

Bt LA L B M AR (4, K RS SRl A, 16 3 FToR. Bl n & TAE 45 LS 1) RST-DT™,
Instruction-DT7, GUMP S I 326 F I 1A 2l (0 KOS A 558 BHZE MEGA-DTP, 314 Be s 55 2R BB 1)
STAC 1 Molweni™®"; 35 23 V- AL W74 #1819 PDTBY", Edina-DR’H1 TED-MDB!4%, 30 LUHAT A%
PRI T2 A 7556 A VLA (RST-DTR) AL T A A 5056 R IERHE (PDTBE™) 16 T/ HE4T 7

4.

B3 RENEIHE R LR TR

i A5 R A3 AT B AREEE R
FETRST RST-DT, Instruction-DT, GUM, MEGA-DT
#FD-LTAG PDTB, Edina-DR, TED-MDB
HFSDRT STAC, Molweni
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3.1 BRUBEXRRIBRE RST-DT)

5 [ g IR AR JE K22 bR 1K) RST-DTP i1 LDC T+ 2002 4E IE 30K Al . RST-DT 3% F 5 M B 3 S04 g basi:
X GR, TG TR G R PR A 0 o 5 R WY. A BRG —  SC R R Sl M 7 A i 2 45 ), I DHAR v i 5 o o R 1)
WRMB TR R, I B Z AL R o &, R, RST-DT X 3 AR & e - T ™k 52 X, WA T SoiE Fp A
T ST IR A AR UE. RST-DT A7 385 d U S5, 7R 5 0 RIARIE R4k It R T 1B R4 i PR R G 1
25 BIMERR, ARET 16 4 78 MR (L7 53 P A% C R 25 Fh 2 R), WA # A MR B FE T fg.

7F RST-DT M= LM NTIHFR L EQEHAMES: AR TR IO B R B MM E. b FREARTE
BTG ET 4 BB AP BE 5, e F1HIX B 96.30%, A, H R KHFST I LM ) F 25 45 AR A R AT 45

i BRI i 5 5 R AR AL R R T A TR 43 L3827 20 v LA R e W 4% Uy v, dwile, B 24T 5 Bl 56 5
T3 RGBT VA REAT R S A 2 T I S WA T AR R AR SO S A AR G L 2 2 T R 42
48 )5, ARG R IR 3 ARRAT (M 2T 45 BB WS E 5 7V UC I B sl 1 B .

3.1 WLk

FR 4l 5 B 5 MW R 3 7 VR A TR), A ML 2% ST B 5 TAE 22240 0 B R M by BEF CYK (Cocke-
Younger-Kasami) FI13&T-456% 3 Firik.

o [ k5. Hernault 25 A /i ] 32 £ 7] SAL (support vector machine, SVM) 15 4 43 JE B U iE i, 28
— RSP T SEAEI R TR BT A, % AT A A I T R T IR A A DOl B R T 5 R T A A AR A
. Feng 2 N Ik Joty %5 Nt 5t 560 I, {4 b1 (conditional random field, CRF) AR 4] i i 355 #fL G
()25 HAE e L3 A FE 8 A 20 7 ) Py R D ) S o S MRS R K B (R AE IS, Feng 25 A %M Pl Jey i
e ZE ARSI SR AT B MR 1 B 07 15 AN T B 17T P A Sl oy 2 4 A

o HT CYK J5¥%. Joty 4 N VMt ) 2 41 BEH13% (dynamic conditional random field, DCRF) #2441 i 2
BTG I, WA SR B I (CYK J79K) M T ) A IR 2 S5 ) 0 W7 8. ZE 3L -, Joty 26 A N i o
X153 9 ) ] RAJ TN AN 2 K, 43 5 R H DCRF 4 T A2 4544 4 AT 4.

o SLTHERE Uik, Ji A N VA P -6 88 1) 5 R R A B s 3L 1) R R, SRS R SVML BB Sy 43 2
PERIEE T R IR S SR TS BT CYK ik, 0 2 N UV o A 1) 5 B G s A8 SR R BRI G
R L#A T D I3, Heilman %5 A U2V B8 48 30745 (A1 BE R 04T 22 43 9B 7 — NPl 6w LA S F 1)
S 0 R T S 0T A, 12T VAR LT R R (7 VAR A R A R, Wang 2 A UM TS RE 1 EEHL (SVYM) H
TR N B 78 7 V0300 J R TR A 3 0 T S M, ELTE &5 2 AT ) AR Al b, A58 A L SORN 45400 46 22 TR AIE A
AR R A 1), 2T VELE S N R B O R UM, FERJ N AJia] . Beial 43 A g oy S AT I oG R R,
TTELA T AR PEfE.

3.1.2 MEMLEIE

B A0 20 T 285 1) R TR, T 3 40 e A A3, 87 P o 22 D) 8 RS TR A Ay Jm SRS 20 1) 7 ¥ i Fi by . A 3 4
IR IR BT V0> AT CYK. FEFEERE AN A L T 3 Mhogik.

o SLT CYK J7vk. Li 2 N VMt FH 330 V-1 e 28 X 208 6 DAy Jad 3 BT 0 T ) RN o B 30 A T I A 88, 4
BT R g TR, R R B LUALES % S ik AR IR A, (E I A A i 4 o) 8 A 2R 1 e
SER AT R I — T 2R, Li 8N TPl R AR IR Bi-LSTM B BEAT 5 25 A TT I8 1) B, il 3 Tk &
G C 194 6% 4 W7 P A 4 B B G [RD PR) o SCIE R, i Sl i 4 JRy e RV AT 2 5 A B ) A

o SLT R Iy it Tia S NVOEAE T Bi-LSTM HEAT i & B G 1) ) 38 R A, ik e 42 9 4% )i Al R 9 1
RTINS AT R a5 A A e, S0 45 S 8 i 5 v E TR N T e AZ R S AR DT 6 T S
4 5 T A R R SN 2. Yu S N T I T RS 1) 1% (Bi-affine), Skl E B 2 g v2eRi HE A S i A\ A 3
T B A T 8. Mabona 25 A\ VSR — NS0 R 4% RNN A1)3%: 28 (document-level RNN grammar, RNNG) il 55 &
SER 3. LA Mabona % N 7S A RRIZEIE A 1 V08 A O T2 T R R AR A0 A, AR T AN RS T
R I R T A S0 HT 7725, Zhang %5 N P —ANE T8V BTSN 1 1R IR 45 /0T 2%, 1% 848 ] Bi-LSTM
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FoR e TG IIE S, ARG E AN TR S B Sl i R S TR 0 SO, e e R T
J5 AR T SRR L AN OV 3 TR (RS b A B30 b o 5 R 0 1), LR R 0 w5 A A
BT RS T SRR 22 03 S R B, LEAR BRI BE TR R 0 7 b, MBI T 6 T2 0 S 90T M L K 2 4%
oSN TS5, AT 38456} - Lk S 20 g (¥ U0 M 6. £E3 0T Bi-affine BIZUMRIL IS, 45 2 I 4 MR Lk
fef T,

o [ Lifi F 79k, Lin 25 AR Liu 25 N U054 FHAS I 4R £ 948 [ 1 AR T 0 P9 (0 355 G54 40 W7 28,
Ak H A 7 TR 8 I S0 5 AT RS 25 454440 #r. Kobayashi 25 A B35 A8 Bi-LSTM %7 55 2 B T 1E G i 4] e
S BICTA YD A B H R IR RS T S5 . R 1), VR AETRAT I B X (R R a]) R A A
FARE (R IR, HE— D MG B S M B R4 g s Aglal s BED 3 ANZ IR, B T AR %R . Koto 2 A\ ™l
T RN BB SR R S R T A R TR A R A T 45 b, S8 L RST-Parseval JyvEHE 4 7™
K& R AA T Parseval AT EHEATVRAY, M TUIAS 73.1% 0 F1 {8, $50 T N5 78.7% £ F1 {4. Nguyen 2 A 19
T TR ZRAE Y XL Net G idh i 5 500, H45E AR T 5 50 T0 70 BRI o 45 R AR AL R 1565 A, (R B BT R vE i
SRR, AEAE ] RST-Parseval WAS L VEAN &, AR BY 11 b 55 45 40 I 44 34T 45 o R 75 1A 2 6 (87.6% 11
F1AH) C&8IE NBAKT (88.7% I F1 {H).

LR E BT, A8 2 I A AR P A T B SR AR AR R T G SRR L B SR T BRI R) ) A T AN R AR
(13 T A5 R R 7 v 3 AN 5T, WK 4 . RS 3 sooil SRR b, RO 9T TAE — il LSTM J AR
o5 AT G fih, S 3T RO SO i -1 00911 A5 28 S ECE A (1 1 S s 10 HL, 22 B0 04 P 45 R S8 28 (g DL
WA 28 45 P et v B G [ (R SCAE L. A g o 45 M RS v, R MR B ML 28 2% 20 5 R IO 98 AR Al 3% 1568 11
AR T2 R e AR (CYK) MR T 45 MW, LSl IIFIE A, 18 LR TR R A 555 45 R 7 338 W7
.

Ha BT ML IR R T R O AT TR B

A TG ROR T B IGE LA, i B SR IR A
Li% A (2016)7 UZBi-LSTM+Attention BET 3R St VT FC P 45 HRFAE ILTCYK
JiaZ A (2018)7 Bi-LSTM+f§1iF A7, 2% VC i TR
YuZk A (2018)77 XZBi-LSTM+Attention+H1iE XU ) 4% BT
Mabonai A\ (2019)7 Tree-LSTM-+HF1E Stack-LSTM-+MLP+4:4# 2% T HR
Li%§ A (2020)*! Bi-LSTM A7 5t R 2+ AE TR
Lin%&% A (2019)] ELMO+BiGRU FEF M 2% ENSTEN
Kobayashi%§ A (2020)™ Bi-LSTM-+Selective Gate MLP ERSIT
Koto%# A (2021)"* BERT+Bi-LSTM-+}$4E MLP+3h4& 5650 ERSINN
Nguyen®§ A (2021)1" XLNet+Bi-LSTM PR 2 R SRR

3.1.3 T BATS s s ik

TP BIERELEW O TAERELBRHMNE—IE T BT NZIES . SEY R, AWK ESNHANHZ
T4 B 5 T8 5 0 B s 5 A 43 M O A 26 T4, Braud 26 A\ S8 2 W AT 45 7 vk, BEA 2 S0 W S A 2k
BAT 55, FEKs AN RS B D BT 45, B M@ 2 2 10 LSTM BEAL T 58 52 45 K o0 M. 1% 05 7R 471
BB IR 5 DA T S5 KA. Braud %5 N ™12 FE S T RELE B ALY 6 PHANIFITE 5 (FERLE LTS
&L OINT. %I S TR AT 8 PO DC TARR R T R 25 45 M 0T 2%, A I T 36 B 10 7 04T 5 45 i
(R EE. Lin 2 N R G828 54— B0 7 i 208 5 5 s 45 0 Hr s, — 7 1, A AT 24348 H XLM-
RoBERTa #5704 45— 2 18 55 1 i 3 P IR 1 S 1) B R (EAT 28 5 MR S g 2 i, 53— J7 1, AT ) S0 L
BI85 5B - —B5 A, IWITHET 208 5 105 5 450 4T, 1407V R I FREN M4 A il R R e e o
SER . Guz S N N2 AR AT 45 T B 2 S5 M WA 55 1% 5 VR TR L 36 16 B8 10 5 T304 T o o 4 R i 0
. h T SE 3K SpanBERT TN ZRAEY, i 7 VAU T 5 HIUR.
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3.4 FEETA B ETE B vk

TR B R ARV I HME . KRy AR B RS i B, Bl 3 AR A SURIF 5T S A R M ¢ s T W B s
FLUEAT % % 45 #4943 BT, Kobayashi 25 A VK3 55 45K A W1 R 03 R ) o AJIRL, BeIR] 3 AN 0K, AP 3 s i A Ay 3
PR GIA] T SOMMBLEE I TG I 512, T8I 4 R e 550k (CYK) R ZE RS B S5 A . A AT 2238 2031 LU 72 5 G i) 40 )
PRI I ms A by ) S s T S MRS A A AR, S 5 TR S, A 6 DR 55 B0 1A D T RS T AT 2 R e w4 A
Nishida 25 A PO HI i L EM VR AOTR S AT T MBS 2 20 B 25 S, %05 A8 4 SR RS i (CYK) 4
AR E AR Huber 25 N PV AR 1 3h 4 1 28 0E AT JC IR B 2 ST RS B 45 1, IR B L S 1A S R i 4 R AR
Kobayashi 25 A P2V I Z0- 2 A HE B2 1 W 7 35, L Yu 25 AN U7 Wang 25 A U8 5 45 Mg 40 W B84 Sk 0 43
Hr %, LA Kobayashi 25 A B2 HRERAE Jy 22 A2 40T 4%, 7E CNN HERHEE EBEIT ERRE 2 21, W07 SRR T AT (0 B
TR IR 7 VA R R S R Xiao % A P e [ 24 AT 45 4 B R A MR TR R . A ATT B S5 CNNDM/NY'T
IR I R BEARE Y, R 109 26 P 350 103 78 D0 45 01 by s 35 B G ) 1 5 IR R 25 DR J3E 1 2R, R AT 4 )R
DAk 757 CLE (Chu-Liu-Edmonds) 53544 7 55 v 45 F b
3.1.5 N &

25 PITIR, #I 3 4EAE RST-DT NS s R A T A%, LI o S by 0 7 7 Y90 5 BN LA 3 ANy
ThT: (1) S50 5 B IRV UK, (2) B9 s 35 B G M) (1 78 SCAS 5 (3) SEAR 1 s o s g AR Sy . dsdle 3 4R 1A
FUN B i 3 2 AR U Gtk R SE 2 R0 2 3] HAR AN J5 1. & 5 /& RST-DT & ANBERL (1 P RE R I

K5 FHABEBPEREM LA (RST-DT) (%)

5] J e - RI\S]T—Parse\I/{al - = Par::val =
- HernaultZ A (2010)"” 747 590 443 - - - -
Feng A (2014)° 857 710 582  68.6 559 458 446
e HTCYK Joty%E A (2013)1*) 827 684 557 — — — —
JEEN (2014)7 82.1 71.1 616  64.1 542 468 463
TR Heilman%s A (2015)77 83.5 68.1 55.1 - - - -
Wang25 A (2017)7 860 724  59.7 - — — —
BTOYK Li% A (2014)7™ 840 708 586 - — - -
Li% A (2016)™ 85.8 71.1 58.9 64.5 54 38.1 36.6
YuZ§ A (2018)*7 85.5 73.1 60.2 71.4 60.3 492 481
— TR Mabona2s A (2019)" — — — 67.1 574 455 450
Li%E A (2020)* 884 758 631 1765 653 539 —
Kobayashi% A (2020)** 87.0 746  60.0 — - - -
ERSIRY Koto%5 A (2021)** — — — 73.1 623 515 503
Nguyen® A (2021)*” 87.6 760  61.8 743 643 516 502
Braud%§ A (2016)™" — — — 59.5 472 34.7 34.3
- B Bralfl’i"‘; A (2017)®1 — — — 62.7 545 455 451
Liu% A (2020)**" 87.8 754 635 - — - -
Guz A\ (2020)** 88.1 761  63.6 — — - -
KobayashiZ§ A (2019)*” 81.1 — — — — — -
Nishida%§ A (2021)" 84.6 - - 68.6 — - -
S BRI B — Kabayashi% A (2021)" 86.8 747 625 — - - —
XiaZE A (2021)% 76.7 — — - - - -
HuberZ: A (2021)1 713 - - — — — —
- - Human agreement 88.7 77.7 65.8 78.7 66.8 57.1 55.0

T * ORI T PO R S
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M 5 A 3 AR EE, 8 I Z45 8L (ELMO, BERT, XLNet, SpanBERT 45) 27/~ 5 % MG 1E I 7 vE
(R i 2 A T AR A TN A R 1 vk, I ELAE I PR TR A 2 e o 0k, L e e TR 7, 33 = 1 380 3 Tl
ABEIEY T 47 B e T R TG R SCE B TR RS A AT 45, LUK, A R T IR A0 Ak R T 46 R R 3D SR RE A T
FIETAR I e, X 2R B R B A AR 2 AR R R d5e i, 1R I B IR T AR, IS 5 5RS9 5 e 45 i
st P g S I LEAF DGR, X AR IR 2 5 40 5 LAE U AT T 45 B R 2% D).

3.2 BEUBEXRIZRE (PDTB)

PDTB & — T D-LTAG #L I E T 100 5 00 R T RHE, HLSCE kU8 T 4R 48 H . B R
FA KR TR G ERIR, TR MR — N2 R TG0, A R AR T RERE. Har, B
ATII/& PDTB 2.0 A PO 5 (K /8 TR A /& PDTB 3.0 fitA P 78 PDTB 1, MU FRIERI N 28, A 4 ME
%% HEHE RN (connective detection), 1 7GR (argument labeling), % 2% 2 I (discourse relation recognition)
FJE P (attribute labeling). B AT LA 3= B2 S AR TR Ay PR 3 AN 211 5 2 DG R UM .

PDTB 2.0 A [1 5% 5 K R AR A SCAR S 5 AL S & B/ /0 W R, 28 1 M iia B mE R =
KR, B2 FOEBAN R B R ICZ MA A B USRI RS =R, AT, PDTB 2.0 JL444 40600 4% T
TR T R, Hoh R AR 18439 4 WalAS T R 16224 4Bl R, A X R 4 KRIFTT LA
PR 4 16 /NJERN 23 ANV, 703200 58 B aC oG R B L T, PDTB 2.0 35 B IE A oA 3 A K H A2
A f$5 AltLex, EntRel F1 NoRel.

££ PDTB 2.0 1, i T 5 SR 55 5C R U0 LR BUR AR 3w I PR R U5, 15 31 94.15% () F1AH, B8R N ThREER
94%, DAt B BT A DA 2 2L TR B OCR RBIME S AR 7O AN R], FARDC TAERT AR 43 3
RIS HaR R B o0l R, B T oo i) s A2 B, BEG & S B U B R U 5 HARME 45, th T
PDTB 2.0 KT FE CAEXS T RHEEM AL . BE4E . MREERI AN E, T8 T Lo A & A 0 1 v B R IS 100,

3.2.1  MERRGE EAITHE SRR

LA AR 5 SR B A A X 4 1 R R B PG I R, Zhang 25 N PR H R E B B4 4% (SCNN)
BT R T ORI, %7 R SR AR FEREA T IR B PRI HE Bk B OUIR R, K5 H Pt
Beeon— AR R oo, 3 N PR SR A R 0o, IR A 4 4 AT R B0 R UL Qin A5 ALY
AR 28 I 45 307 8 305 B0 T SCHF B PR P/ 5 5 T IR 1) B3R, AR 5 TR I PR 1T b 28 ) 4 38 5 s o
TR R, Bai S NS . AR ELMo [ 1) B3R s RS0 A R B R T T R oR.
3.2.2 MR S CIANTE S H

AT LT 45 B B G A 35 A2 HL. Liu 25 A", Lan 25 A", Guo 25 A "THT Ruan %5 A 14y
SR H 2 b i WL B R S B B G I 3 A L. Liu 25 N VO HA ] 22 2 T WL SR AN R B Bt 2 1)
(K918 X AZ H.. Lan %5 A UPUR{UAE B A i 35 80 702 T4 FH A8 B 7T 9 48, SR AE AN [ (AT 45 2 I A5 Y 14 1 7 0 )
LA A FMT 25 2 1) F A H 5600 Guo 48 A\ VM pair-wise %0 FF 3R 525 088 BT, A0 T oK 8 0 2% 0 AT Ay o5 5
Fr25. Ruan %5 A VO R 3 ) 1A TR, A P OOUZ 8 B 1 58 B AN RS 35 B G 1R (3R AZ L. A, A
2 T OO TSV ol by S ) b S T 5 B ) (T SUAS L. Guo 2 N VO — B A SR ) 1
P44, 12 X 4538 5 51 N AR SR 48 5t s BRG] (K38 A2 B, Zhang 5 N VOB M A B R SGBEEM S, 1
o PR AR AT R T DG R U, BUAS TR v
323 A EBGRTEXR

h T L b PR N R LTI G R, — 8 AR A e U 00 R L T B A B B B SR O S T R G
RIAT S5 EE AATI A 2% 2. Lan 2 NV T —ANJE TR ) IR 550 R RIS Sl 3ot 1) 4528 EL LA Il p
2o B AU e AN B AU 5 R AMT-25. Bai 25 A1) Shi 4% A VO 45 B 0 1 4 (1 VB R T 5 B A
KARVURIHATIRG 2 . Wi AN Z A AE T Bai 25 A U 1) 49 AT 25 4 B B R e 5 R UM, 17 Shi 2 A1)
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T8I AR T VA B A A NG B ) T U B B SR DG R U, S A, X TR RO R TAR A R AR R
HESE IR X 5556 R AT SCHEAA. Nguyen 25 A U (05 5 355 56 2 5 1 A ROk N — SSOME B R 35555 R
He % A UM HE I TransS K WA 5 500 5 i 555G 2 7] e A 448 2 1) o, AT B e b ER 92 o 2 O SR 1 S
324 N &

2 BT, 76 AR OR T OCR W EHE PDTB 2.0 H A5 TAF 57582 AR B8 R IERLZE RST-DT H ) TAE
WFFCE SURBUH L. (1T PDTB AT BEEAT 45 HIAL R, BRI D6 TAE = A4 v A 3 5 5 355 . T IR SRR, 1
S T PTG ANV SOAE DA B 5 AT 5 156524 20 3 A J5 T, LA ST 3 A R AR T AN Fi 3 R TG IR T8 S BE A i
B FRA G TE X TR R W FEARE X7 A KR, e 9 BiR.

AR

R T TR X
VC I W %
] T
e

K9 PDTB HIBTFTHE s AL L
FEH B 440 7> (PDTB-Ji) T A& MR A PERER LA 6 Jron. AR 6 AT LU R M A HL. B2k, B2
Ao D P BE R TR, FLAE 4 KSR % AR UM I AR AR AN BAR, S PE RE LA 2 53.11% (1 F1{E, X i)
R R T R R YU R BAT PR RE. TR, 78 4 R TR RS RS S U E BRI AR A MR, S B A
[F RS IR A VUM AN ) 30 PR e 55 5% A AT ANl PR B

*£ 6 FABRMEGEN L (PDTB) (%)

25 I Comp. Cont. Exp. Temp. 4-way
ZhangZ5 A (2015)"" 32.22 52.04 69.59 30.54 -
B3 2 BT SRR Ji% A 2015 35.93 52.78 - 27.63 -
Qin% A (2016)™ 41.55 57.32 71.50 35.43 —
Liv¥ A (2016)"" 39.86 53.69 69.71 37.61 44.95
LanZ§ A (2017)1' 40.73 58.96 72.47 38.50 47.80
S A T Guoiﬁ}\ (2018)""™ 40.35 56.81 72.11 38.65 47.59
Guo A (2020)"* 43.92 57.67 73.45 36.33 47.90
Ruan®§ A (2020)!'*" 46.75 59.56 75.83 39.35 —
Zhang%E A (2021)1" 46.86 55.63 73.71 45.90 53.11
Bai% A (2018)""” 47.85 54.47 70.60 36.87 51.06
P ——— Shi% A (2019)!'" 41.83 62.07 69.58 35.72 46.40
Nguyen®§ A (2019)' 48.44 56.84 73.66 38.60 53.00
He% A (2020)1"” 47.98 55.62 69.37 38.94 51.24

4 NBRELEMDITMR

AR R B A DUEWF T R Z M7 5 [ bRt 7T A0 25, 1 28 31 DB 78 5 45 M 20 BEAE 10 R T T R E e R 2,
Fryd 9 1875 L HIT-CDTBP?, SUDA-CDTBM, LDC-CDTBPYLL Jz MCDTBP%% | 4 brd: &L iE £} ) TED-
CDB" SRR S AR SCI ELE R Sci-CDTBM M. &k EME B 36 7 s,
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R 7T AERMEDUER B ik e

TR E AL KA FREEFUBL (55) By RS Ak
HIT-CDTB I 22 525 PDTB OntoNotes 4.0 (P25 57 4)
LDC-CDTB N 11 164 PDTB CTB (Hrim#fiE)

TED-CDB x 30 72 PDTB TED (3 JF)

SUDA-CDTB i 17 500 RST, PDTB CTB (Hrim#fiE)

MCDTB £l 15 720 RST CTB (Hr [ #iE)
Sci-CDTB i 26 108 RST JCIP (AR 30)

M T H AT LA H AN DR E 10 22 5 32 AR AR T 2 A S5 K, el B R A SR B, Aids U, s XUt A

e RANVEL S R VAL R 35 5 4544 1) SUDA-CDTB A1 MCDTB /& RST XUk (R0 7 2, HAS 5 45 b b 700
I HAAMRTE T 5 2 s ) i LR AE 25 2. Sci-CDTB 45 RST-DT FIHL IR 73 Fe Ak 55 0 e, (H 2 Hks 25 4%
0 U)K FH A4 AT 45 R B T A 2 B 0 5 R W T A v 5 2. Bt k0 5, HIT-CDTB, LDC-CDTB, SUDA-CDTB il
MCDTB 535K FH 45 # A, 4% 03 WA 1R 397 P 1 DA TRRL IR, T 5ol by 1) TED-CDB i B 5 in F /A4 1Y) TED
YRR E R, HbRiE 72 R SCE. AR I TR A, SCR K — R, FRRa S mE R RRE.
Sci-CDTB #5E TR T (30E BRI AR SO ZN RS 45 R, AU E T AAREENET
JE AR TR R TERLE (SUDA-CDTB Al MCDTB) il T i 144 4% % 5% & 1 kHE (HIT-CDTB #1 LDC-CDTB)
(ARG TAEAE 4 T AT 25,
4.1 BRUBEXRIBRE
41.1 SUDA-CDTB

Li 25 N PIERE T I BT M I DOE RS S S5 BRI TE G, b T CTB 6.0 (1) 500 # S0 R weds RE 4 b,
TR T DOERS T (SUDA-CDTB). ‘044 30 3 AN B VA bride 9 — B AR AT, b YA B G SE AR =5 5 T
B (BAXRZABEAXR) BIRAIR AN, BERICFERRRER TSR LR @ KFEIL17 %K) B
i 3T SUDA-CDTB WM - ZRAEAE R g M A 2 . VR BIAI C R U 3 S5

Kong %5 A 2R A it 7K 42 1) 7 30 dp RS20 S B A6 A0 R0 BB R S 0 2 B R ok RN
SRR 555 B0 R U AT 45, Be 0 HH S 3 (0 s 5 G5 B Tia 25 U PTRIH stack-LSTM 1 g SERISEA I 42 g
T EE SR A TR 4 S ) PRI TR PR AN 2 IR, 85 RS I 5003845 — AN SR e 51 381 e B P b 28 s 2 5 44 9
2 NIRRT — A58 B (R R (10 e 555 5 MR A0 26 BGHE S, 2 1 500 R 6 e 44 W) 8% R0 B P E 2 s
BTG, RS A SPINN Ay Jay i Jal AR ) Tk B b 240 ST V0 A o 5 45 M. Wang % AU 4 Bi-LSTM
= WU R 7R 8 5 B G, FER) o R Do 28 3t SR AH 408 (4 P AN s 3 SR G A A L. el I S TR 1 VR AR
PRI i) 2k A A 5 2 5 K. Zhang 25 AU DL GloVe A Ayl il B 26 7%, S L PR 4% 13 L R R s i
ZERA . 70 UL LR B, Zhang 25 N\ UM T S SR XLNet 15 438 0] B 2675, 46 % R st A B F i gs
TG R D TR T T I o T2 50 A 50 A PR T 5 R R RS T sy 5 A AR T 5 L8 A SR A A5 R, T T AR Rk
L. 4% 8 ) SUDA-CDTB | i 5 5 Ry o iy AT 25 v 48 AR (1 P R G B

AT S T AR TR R BRI 52 50 R AT 4. Xu 258 A2 H TMN (text matching network) £
R R e Bi-LSTM HEAT B = SR e (18 XRoR, ARG R th 3 AN (R84 AIMBLEE, Sk A 2 R 2%
) A 8 R DC I 190 288 9 S 355 PG ) O T SRS L, AITTREA T 6 U] AR 94 NI Bi-LSTM KRR i
FATTITE S, ARG AT N 2 2 AR IR 1T 10 2 P 2 4R O o H T R (R 0 A L, ANTATREAT d 3 3 R,

PR N PP A R A WL T 3R s B B G S, AR R FH A LA R R A2 7 i i
TG VE SRS HLREAT i 2 5 R UL Xu 28 VPR 1 15 5 M 4% (gated convolutional network, GCN) 75 ki #
PRI R]N, $8 H— ATk 32 R T R P A 5 0 T IR A L, FF e 2l F Tk = oy B — 2D
SAEH AT b 7R AR,
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# 8  FABEINERE R L (SUDA-CDTB) (%)™

Ay Structure Nuclearity Relation Full
Sun% A (2018)""% 84.8 55.8 52.1 47.7
ZhangZ5 A (2020)!""7 85.2 (84.0) 57.3 (59.0) 53.3(54.2) 45.7 (47.8)
ZhangZ§ A\ (2021)"™ (86.6) (65.0) (62.1) (55.4)

T 355 AR AT SN R VA SR b

4.1.2 MCDTB

T 28 T IE B AE M 1 R T2 45 B8 119 SUDA-CDTB by M E T By& W) 72 RIS R R, ZIE T
R B 2 IR R B e 2R, TR Tiang 26 A\ B'27E CTB 8.0 B T 720 54302, MEHGNE 2o b 25 L R 31
W PR L R B A, R BRI RS S A5, o o bR S 55 SUDA-CDTB ARid (L # F 4. 5 RST
RS BT RLEE AR, FEAZIE R, — R SOy — MR T 5 F . 2% B B B R s 7 X R S ) B R 0 R
AN, 1557 SUDA-CDTB Fj % % R BRVERE LA, MCDTB $ HH W B m) 0GR ) 3 KK 15 /DR
KEARFEAER, I HARE T RERITER KRR, HHh, CRIMNRE T B L8], CEME. RERTEASE
BT HADR T RS, W B i 2.

7£ MCDTB H, d5e/ M i B BI04 Brig, Ha F el LA ARSRAS, IR SCRIE 9T AR 1) 2 AT 45 M R = 44
BRI, PUE W AR TR L EE T 3 DTS (RS BRI R ) 2 — B Bk
Ao P PR AMT 55, Sl FIRFR LA A 58 e B I R 3 45 46 20 AT 9 TR A 2.

Jiang 25 N U2V 51 FH 45 K155 SR 2 0T SUAR R AN 4 P BEAIL I B R ) 388 ol dg MR 41 4 AN B i
PN E R KR, TR PR BB A 7 558 U T 45 MU S5 ZEAE B I, 290 AR B M 50 2 1) = 4 A
Zhou %5 N U202 A5 FE ] oD 90 24 5 AN AR AR (0 5 5 G T SO R T, AR Bi-LSTM 4 &3 &2 #s
5% [ 1E SCER, i fo Rty v = it A ] o AR AR ) 25 25 22 A0 B 3 A5 A o BT R) 18 UAS B
B, T AT L TR 10 575 (A 5170 My T e S5 M. Fan %5 U2 BE HE Rilf 4 SR BRI 38455 JEL IR 4 0 245
1% (pointer network on global and local information, PNGL), Fl| F 4 JRi {5 & B iy~ A4 2 R 32 4 A b i TR i), 7890
2 B SR TS R LG IR T AT HLAR S Tiang 2 A UPOVR SRS T S R AR TR, 5 HE A SRR SRS S 1) I 1S )
RS TGN EEE RN, &% TAEWE T 58— MCDTB 1 5e B T g5 i o s, B 46 s e &5 A A4
A FVCGRBIFIE R, Tiang 25 A O 7R Bk 2 E IR BE Rl R R S B 2 Ak b R 2R
B % 9 & BRI T RELLIR, IR 9 AT BUE Y, 5 9615 rh it S R AR, 48 T 250 5 R ALY
et 7 4 R 3 BT A A B AR T A F TN 258 5 B I e B S R o AT A TR P g

K9 BABTIMEREM LLE: (MCDTB) (%)

LY Structure Nuclearity Relation
JiangZE A (2018)!"* 54.71 - -
ZhouZE A (2019)1"%% 56.11 - -

Fan®: A (2020)"*" 58.42 - -
JiangZE A (2020)**) 67.08 56.41 37.09
JiangZE A (2021)*%) 66.31 55.80 35.39

s *RoR A T IO R S A

RS Tk YR U e A o 1 S OGO R R R A A, BRSO SR T e
NPT Word2Vec 197 V5 VT A & TG K T SURABAEE 1A TR 1T, A0 LDA A5 A Sy 3= JEUARABLEE -5 5
VE, INITTEAN TR 2 J3 LV S A 8 5 B e 2 TR (R U 3R, IR B R B AL U RS 3 1 UOR JR . PR A2 A1)
FUF BERT A2 [ i g B i 555 5.0 5 Al o T, 47l 00 o S TG 1K) 1 SO I ) I, AR Al A o A T
SCRA, I AP PO 5 KRR,
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J s NP AE AL 2R S MRS E (3Rt L, A Word2Vec Fil Glove il il F AR 8 6 i 75 B G I Jm 8 1
FNAJR T S, W SVM BASIEAT R 52 06 R 49 28, Tiang A5 S HH - 13T JUR 45440 ) s SO 45 1 7 2 2 ORI
FRIDEATRIAY, el 1o 1 RUR 5 AR R T ST I T UK, ANITTHEAT R 7 06 R U3 Sun A5 MO A 2 1]
5], ] 5 s R R) (K OO AR, AP P R R 2% A 2 s [R) AR T SRR, PR P A 2 s K SR
IRBEATRI RO R AR Tiang 25 TR H BT 22 4 R 2 U AL AR R O SR U V. %0 v TR K R
RN ZR NI 2 A TR A L (KRR D R B, 5 — T T A A RS 3 B s A (B e L [RIHRAIIN Fy 3 ANk fiE
ISR, AR RS 0S T PIAN el 5 AT I A 00 AR B SE N 4211, & 10 4 MCDTB b /MRS RS 72 5C R YUIE S5 L
R e LA

£ 10 HARIILER B o2 R IRBIA T AE EL R (MCDTB) (%)

iRt . Sub-class . Class
micro-F'1 macro-F'1 micro-F'1 macro-F'1
Zhou§ A (2019)"*Y 54.18 14.92 65.62 50.10
JiangZE A (2019)1"* 56.71 15.68 67.63 57.87
Sun A (2020)" — — 70.01 55.38
JiangZ5 A (2021)1"%7 63.27 26.82 72.14 66.87

42 RITUBEXRRERE

BT DA B P AN T2 O I e 2 R BRI S Ab, 7RO B i P I R 5 06 R B B HIT-CDTB Al
LDC-CDTB 47 % RIRGME S AT AR S —.

42.1 HIT-CDTB

HIT-CDTB M /R ¥ Tl K242 PDTB 7 bR 6 f 3 00 RIERLE. 15 RHEILALE 525 BO0E, M2
ANSIE, Wogr e RBHE SR AE BRI OCRAAAE TROE . FRJA. AT AR, o 4 KR 22
N,

FH Sz k28 N DI Y 24 45 1) LSTM A5 70 1 3 7 06 R UL i R4 5 3 /S LSTM )2, Horh 4> LSTM 2
FF R BT I SRR, 02 ) BRSO R AR R T 95 R, 58 3 N LSTM 2% W /ME4 R 5 i)
(1 SR . oA 0 i N U AR o 3555 3R 0 0 R s, 3 e R M S 1 X A Bl b K S s, AT 3R A
UF IR 1) 38R, F HIT-CDTB b HEAT 4 B0RLE 1) 5 % 5 R U3, Guo 2 A U4 DC-BCNN M 4% (dynamic
chunk-based max pooling BILSTM-CNN framework) #£47 f# % 5¢ 2 UM, 124584 S5 A H] Bi-LSTM #EATf & 510
[T SRR, R Al T 45 B 28 T 24 RN BN A P R AR E SR BURFAE, 35 & R I M S e R m i T R R R
WAL BTV FEFR A, BSE HIT-CDTB H & AMIF L T AE 11 e R BCVE AT WM ELA.

422 LDC-CDTB

LDC-CDTB i =i K 2% 2 i PDTB 77 :UbRid: (RS B 08 R T RHE. ANFT 4G PDTB 147 XUz ) fei %
RRMFREAR R, Zhou 25 N PRI 2k 55 0 236 11 KT ARiE. HbRER) 164 55 303 R8T 5 E i CTB
B R

Qin 25 A Mg 5 AR 9 48 DAY 3% B 1 SCULIC RS2 (deep structured semantic model, DSSM) 43 3l 2w it PR AN 5
LG, I AR E P AN R T G IR R AT RS RO R 4025 Liu 25N L R B R 1
77 W LAY A AT i R (R I 4 K T 5 B G, R MM 4 TR OGRS B, AT
AT LU AR A 5556 2R (KBRS T4 5506 200 Ronnqist 28 A\ USSR HUIE T LSTM 93 75 ) 4% % M 4%
WA FH A% G0 (1) 3% B 0 SCITC AR TR G Bl 5 A 5 3 508 7 T2 R AR TR R s PN S 5 0a, AR5 A LSTM iy
Yai AP A B BTG, HEIE I ) ) g R O A e R T S SIS A R R, IS T AR e
7 11 ) LDC-CDTB H 8B R 7 i 5 5C 2 1A U i LA
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R BMRAER R VU PERELLEL (LDC-CDTB) (%)

it Acc.
QinZ§ A (2016)'*! 67.04
Liu%% A (2017)1 66.02
RonngvistZ A (2017)1* 73.01
43 I &
ZE LTIR, FEDUE R T80 it i, TR0 Z H R A Wit 8o £ 5, A AR e R =
SERIPR AT A, B T A AT S (WS O FR R MBS, 07 K2 5 0B it Ry vE— B0 R, H AT

DU 2 s 3 SR RO K 22 07 FERE A (RO 0 LR ORI 5 4 75 025, A 78 90 25 RS 5 2 U 6 A PRV R i, LT
FULALAEARR I BL T340, R MR = S5 R DT FT R, — U m o O B T3 ol 5 F i SRR 1Y
F LG R) SCAZ HL L SR 5 S5 R A T A 3 AN T A L R R RUIAE 55 v, R R ()
i B A A 0 B 2 RO AR WU, 1 A MR R DR AR Y, WA ST A DU G i ARG 11
WAL

5 ETRELGHSTHNAE

T I T A5 S AT, RE A B L SR PR K DA SR A 2 B R SR 3R, A B 0T T SR AR S M R AT PR )2
T SR — 0 BRAR. DRI, G T S A A AT IR A R B T2 N T SOAS AR R SCA AR A FARTE AL B R 55
5.1 CARIERR

AT IS BRI R I R RAGE TR T BT OCR 3 M. FIHIX 3 NI
15 ERE S 50 B BRAR SO A 5 TR X, O NUE S35 ).
511 fEEIT

FERG AN HTAT 55, S 355 S5 R4 20 WIT 1) 2 Vb i o S g S FH T80 I o BT AT 45 1), i e ARG T AR AR R A A5 ¢
S 2 VSRR ) e S 10 s 2 St W A S P B 5 S0 T 8 SCIB ) T 5 B (A Sy — AN 5 (10 e Aty e vl s 5 P
TG H it T R 4 (0175 S M w52 . Heerschop %5 N U048 SCHR ) v 57 FIE EAT T sk, A A 75 BBl M AS (S AN i e
TR BT K, BT R B TR B REC R, T, Fu 45 SO CE I8 B B N 4% 5 idirp, R4 T
UFIPERE. BERE 2510, Kraus 25 N P42 HY Discourse-LSTM REF s 5 22 45 Mg 45 S RN A28 19X 2% rP A T4 IR0 A
5.1.2 A5 B

T T AT O T AT 45 th B B 4R A 3 B, a8 25 1, AU 1 IR 4 A8 AT A2 45T 45 Kuyten 25 A1
FRWEE 1 ANEET RS BN R 5% DSE, %48 % 513 H SCRS 1 12 T 45 M oSodk H P 2 f H A SO 2 TR A
A 1) 8 . DSE 3l i 2 6 1) 5 45 78 1 A VIE A2 TR B BE DGR, A URT LS HAH G IR H A5 SR, i m] LA
TESCRS P B A D) R A4 D v 25 L. 1o B, DSE REREE — e A0 12 495 8 81 A TR] DL Py S s b e aff 2 R 21
H bR L. Sporleder 25 A VRIS R 2R, T8I A P A% Oy SEA i 355 9 G, e AL SE AR 35 ot A1) Bk AT
R4, M A 3R A5 5K F87 1) 71 7 (1 [] B RS AT e i £ P 52 3 178 . Hewett 25 A U“SR A RST XU A PDTB XU 1)
o TSN AT B FARE, FEVPAL B )15 2R BRI IR A DT RR R A SIe 45 SR I PDTB XUk 1
i TR 1R s A A .
5.1.3  JARE SCHRAE ST

AL, T TR B AT B ARE SCPRMRAT 4%, 0 S B R AN SCAS 3 2545, Narasimhan 25 A U748 T —Fh
V0 T AT BRI NALAS D L BR AR 1T 525, 5 AR R A R 3 o A 3R AR B0 A5 R AN, & R TE AR Y
AR AT HARIA TR, 355 T A) F 2 M SR, AT R A 2R AR b 2 28 TR A5 B, AR TG 5
F i) s UbRYA. Gao 2 N VW H T — AN LA S 2 B B 110 s o 8¢, 4 P 5 11 425 1 o 2 3 6 B AR SR
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Gy A HEA BTG, I DLSS I B R 7 SN R, AP g 2 A e 2 B0 T A2 A0 1% v AR P SOt A . 2
T 03453 B0 AR 5 RN 2 5] B IL K O RORIEAT ) LR, 31 2 N UOVRI FE A I B G R B B I R
SCATREE S, TR AR B REAT SCAR 5325,
52 XAER

L e o S5 ) B 4R SO AR B Bk, AR A2 IR T A IN (MR R TF B, T8 22 (WA 90 B A 8 31 SO AR L i
FESS . dRile, WA WL 2% SDFIER BE 27 ST R B J, BRI 22 (R 5 38 0B SR e 28 45 A 0 B AT SCAR A 1
FE5%, W B ZNAHZE . HLARRH R SCA R 55
52.1 H3HE

Hirao 25 N\ UV S il FH 68 B A 2 4 MO BEAT 110 34 226 . & S0 A P S 35 S5 M 0 o 40 M7 H 45 12 SCRE TR RST
JAKE TR R 5 5 R AR, SRS 4% RST IRUAK 110 30 5 R W) 5 450 kg A TS 2T s e 5 AR, o B 3 B SRR SR AT IR 44 11
T M, Yoshida 2 AU H KR A0 S 10 5 I 4 NSRBI R AT I SR R R R,
T T — 25 B AT 3873 S0 2L Tsonuma 25 A UPRKE B ot 0 s 355 54 475 SN FH 81 1 s 22 . Xu 25 N D e i
e A5 JEL 5 P o 2 D 4 A 5, #E R I Bh i 28 RS T RLAF PR . Wed 25\ UMK 5 58 56 R i B G AR 4%
(graph convolutional network, GCN) G F 4 o A BN AL 55, AR AR X B 328 FIAS T RAFIPERE. DA
RFSY T AR by B SOR PR, AR — S TR P R s R AT 22 SORY i B2 Zahed 45 ORI A 2 T AEAE I
BT R ABUN A7 23 22 AN 2R 2R, DAL 3 2L [R5 B T U A R I R i B F 22 ). AR, 7RI 4%
P SR AT SR B AL A AR AR 0k 3 0 0 1) S, AT gk HH b . A e N UTR P o A 4 A
fr JB, M T RETRIEE T 2 RS BEIDE R, ot T RHE IS SO M B R B, R DG, gkl A IR RS R4k
PR A RO BRI SO B A IR A2 2], TEDOE B A BT 5 AR T R IF I fg.
522 HLEHRE

Tu 25 NUSHE AL 3 AU RGBT REHESY, ZHESLR AR 3 X R BIHLAS B IR AT 45, 38 1 20, [N B AU 1 5
BERRAT e — R SRR 55 2 20, R B g W vh s SO SR SURR R0, 308 5 X B3 6 55 A 1 B bR 74 B3 5
3 45, AR PR 28 A U4 7 3R 136 A T 753 281 o X ORI 40 1. Joty 25 N UORIE W40 7 20 s 45 4 7 W A 45 JEL v LA
5 Bh S AT (RUAIL 2 B R VP AR F b, (LIS SORS 0 10 i 35 5 R AR 1) IS FH T 8 e — AN IR, T e S e X O3 3ok
N B G R B T — 20 ek T BUg BB B B R fie.
523 SCARK

G A TR T SO, W BB EE. B3RS S5. Marcu! I TSR GBS 55— Ik Skt
AT SCAIERNMESs . A — DB AR Z . BRI E SR RIAS, Hf AL 7 0 5 5503 41 R 6 O 75 B G (R
BT FR . BARZ ORI I R EAT SRR, T R 5 Bl 50 R, (R o kA G R 4 i 21
AT SCAI R 858 T HeAl. Forsbom!™ i 40,85 T2 M%) 5 AOURE 2l B 52 2 1 SC A LRI 28 . Cojocaru 45 A *2Mg ]
6 T G R B F5 BB A AR B AR TE 5 1028 . Galitsky 25 A2 VR) s 25 g5 F 0 i B 6 UG WL AR 19 2426
TP S 43 B AR i . AT I8 4 g Bk 0 s S, R (tree kernel) 2% 2 ) RN 25 52 1) i 2
b DT $A 32 B 1) 8. AR DU A, S5 25 N UL A FH 5 A o 26 1o 4 R 1 0 DU B B g 1, R P s 3 45
AR T ROUGE I e ) AL BR BT [ 3.

6 FXRELHTTHRRE

M T AR R T AR AT B . TERLAE . TN 5 A, WY LURCBIL SR B R o) T AT LA A
AL,

FER B SR AT B T, DU RT3 A M 0 (0 i T S5 A 0 A BV AH SR, I 45 15 DU s A DU S
LG )T LR SO IR T Ut S SR TR R T 5 B, 2 SN 2 R B O R TR R A PG
KAELE.

FE S G K 3 W T e R, DB AT L DR [RD . BIUnAE e S e i A v, R e B 5 R ik 20 B
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BERZ S B B NSk F H, e RDGE IR T A LUR 3 N5 (1) D0 4 5 s TE ROR
(2) M9 0 FR G ) P AT (3) SEAILHA Tl e A A A A e T V.

SR, B TDGHEMSEE I SR, EA T2 AL LR AL

FERR TG A B, R S AN PUE X TR BRI B RS 2 A, HZ S AN EHE I A ARE %5 A 15
R AT TN R AR E S, BRI OR R BRI 2 AN B WAk 2 B, Si b, AR ST AR AR R A B
Sk A R PR SDRT A CST, 1 £ D T I FBCA A B A . X T et e 1 B L AR el S S5 A R T o B
P 59 I R

FERE LG I T TR TR, Sl — R LA A4 D AT 2 s R el 4 SR 1R 2 O R R e 4, T
I 2 A5 B AR BE T ) 53 TR 0 7 45 A, R B M T 1 8 B SC R ) o B0 7 S5 4. A B AR ils
ORI T i B 1F) 2 AR5 5 5 . P BB JC B U7 10, DUTE TR 55 S5 4 7 AT 8 i DA L R 25k, 7 TR B G AR
(K1 SCRELAR L, SETEBTTURE S DB P A Rl 25 F G IR T SC 1) B 555 50 B A B (0 SCA% B IR 1A BRA v SUT7 1)
Ji, T PUVEE f5% B A0 18 9IRS B B 0 s M o 2 R T AT b, /Dot T R O AR L P B L B
EJ B A K 0 A N b, SR ST |2 AE DU R RS B 8 ) 23 A (R P A kB B, 548 B
BRI ] S A M A B T A

7 BEEEHkE

71 #% B

HEILEP, MESHATTI R CE B R, SHEEIEEAANRNMEL N RESN. L ER T EARELS
MR IER GRJ2 . WA ) R 3 e R e b AR TR EER AT 45, B Wi AT 9% T 88 T 1651 ) 4
KBRS VA RN 22 A (0 ST R e . ey o 5 A R A FE g 20 T A G T A M BRI 8 27 SO R 22 I 48 7 i 1) 22
R4 asTE S . B B B Sy e e, BRI S, EEMFRE OB E T L P UIZRER . B0 & g
JUE X R SR = SR G ) A AS L SEAL IR B SR R VR R 2 R M2 2 B bR 5 AN 7. B,
TEARAEREA IS 5 T IR DU, EE0— 38 SO IR 4 A 45 SR IG PR RS D241 T AP

R T R AT S5 o, Bl i B o B 5 R UL A0 A0 g 1 T 3o o 0 P 488 ko 24T 452 ST i R85
ST O AR T T H L 5 O T B AR T PR GV S B R T Ok R SR TR TR U R R
FaxUR 3 0 RARTINE AR EUE T — FR A Bk, (R JL R R AT AR B BRI T2 ).

TR B AT 55 1, 5B ARA A 5T (1) B80S IR 55 4 M AR 36 06 205 BB S 450 4 pr
155 55 HARAT 55 66 2 20 15 B0 8 575 45 R RN B (R 2 PV (2) 3803 AN il B8 SC AR LA 1) Bl B ST 2 Al
AE455b 3%, i L, Ko 2 AN US55 HH RITRAT IO TI 2R R S0 AR Rl 0 55 96 2. Koto 25 A UM il i 22 A1 b
T35 P S AT 45 Fh AT 5286, LIRS I6 TR AR 5 OB & TR 45 A RS E B, (R 3% X 1 5 4
PP P AT S5 AT IR Y.

TEDE T, 3 TGS R A BTl b T R WY B DU e 3 5 M Ay AT B — R 45 6 B S5 R IE S ¥ I 5 DUE
ATTTAER . AETE R R T AR, B Al AL 8 00 VAR (0 RS A N, e 2 A1) 8 SCARY ) 1) 6 BE R TR,
T B RIUE AN 2 AN 583 355 S50 20 BT A 25 0 I 5 45 M AR AR T A 352 26 R AR B B AN D T B AT 1 9
TEROR T IR 2, G T 562 R s s G588 3 BT 3855 TN T 00 e 5 2 T, OO 2 7, s 2 s 841 s %
G, 0T RS T G R W I T B — 2D RN . 0N T B, JE 18 R PO I 2 7 022 T S e/ R D g v 5 e

Ti4b, B T TR GBI EE TR T ASIRIE 5 0 (078 RN MRS, — LSSm0 -1 A i 5 s 218
HE R G, R, RS S DGE R S A T A 4 A U H TR R —.

72 A&

25 B TR, ARSCAHTEDOE R S5 0 TAE X TR S Biie . s i ki R a5 it e

BN 4 4 AT AR T Bk
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o i RO AT EE. ARECT SRR T TS 10 2 U AR, DU IR T MBS IR NS ORI 58, 2 Hos Ak
T FATE S R AR IE R BIDGE T, MR TR B DU R N A) 5 GO0 B R TGO K48 HESE, AR
R B LT I RREE AN B MIARN, 5 ZEE 0 257 O AT 1 F 450 o i Bt b s #r, b B S
AL

o T HPRLZE B JETE R FE BT M1 R BISOR 10 5 B R S TERL R, AT I o i R A T
SRRV AR R Bt e 10 H AT DOH R 5 TERHZE AR b USROS, PR — . JUILEAE H AT B R
27 )T B R IR TE TR RIS DU, A7 0 25 78 56 B TR R I bR LA 22 AR 1. DX A7 AE LT P AN
IR -Stiaei st

(1) EHENE. —J7 T 5 B TOUL 2 TR 2 002 T PR D0 Tl B T2, T 1 5 3 A A1) B SR 2O A s v
BLZE. 53— Jri, BUA TR IUOE LA, 5 Bk D AR UL, SR, A ELA ik s i 44 LA
SR PN R AT 55, W SR 7 ATV R R (R B A R 2 R TR FEBOK, A AR e, BB AT KRB N s
BRI, DI, R S B v 3@ 1 AR T VA TR ARTE A 55, SR R A5 o~ 5 10 7 O S U e e

(2) ZFEVE. DT IO DU R SR R I AR RBO T, K22 Bt s/ b e, B5 AR Sl Rb . I
Vb, FERRTE AR B BT DOMORT AR i /N e SR AR PRIG TR AR e, ARG UE R 55 45 4 20 2
VMR .t nT DL AN R A I R B A K (R 22 5, D LA AR s B 5 R 0 AT T ST 1 i, AT SE e St A 1) 1
AT 55, ARSI EAE. o oh, RIS BN T BILAR R 58 SCHARK T ). A8 2 B KR 5 454 20 A L T
FORED, 141 Akula S NIRRT — M 310 AU B MU BB R, TTEDUE R 5 2 TS P Ad
T2 R B, D AT PR AT 22 MRS A 2 4R 3 AT R A OG T AR

o F E AR MM I. ARG S A T, B NAZ B LA 5 Bl 377 1.

(1) R4 Jai i SO B e P SRR AESSTR , MR 45 M (13238 4 B AR I b, 26T CYK, 2 T
FR M B Laf . B I S AR A 2R TR A A Lt R R i AN R B AR R i T iR A L,
DI A 2SR — R RE S 18 42 R A5 6, SCRERY 5w PRV I, 1 HL 6 DRk SI2 Y (10 s 55 4R 2 Wi i i 4 o 22

(2) Rl AL B BT AT B K R AR . R T B K R PUIAE S5, 4 W90 T s o AN A S 2 T IR R,
B 50T (K85 SCAZ L, 14 BB 5 R IR, DI AR A1 RN IR A 2 0G 2R 1R SOR . AR TR ORIK
BIFTCH, I AZZAHE1r) T P A AR 5 2R, U R A T 0 5 2R TR AR e sl TR 5 S AR 5 P T PR ¥ SRR AR G
AR T SRR B A 5 00 3R .

() B AR AR . BN SRARVUNEEAESS. A 10 TAR AR R S b i . 2R A%
FRUUNEAT 5 U R, WA W &AM BEGEK. 78 RST-DT 1, 51 2 1) LA 55 5 a5 M ik 2, %1
RPN ANR AR PR BAT AL 0 AL, — B 2 2R E AT 7238, /8 PDTB 1, 82 1) TAR NN T T %
AU, BAT RGBT 5 1. IR, e B A AR (A . R RO AN R R YOI 55 th RENE A HL AN T, AE 7
SR AR vt A T A e R R R 2 TR, 2 ORI S R PRI R PR 2, AR SR AR IR NS R 7
SRR T RUIRISC FR AT 55 1] (R IEC R.

(4) Ry SRR 2 L B K A O B 5 R A o, BEAS R B e o B — BN, BO K Ry 1,
SEBFHZRs B I BL K 2 A Bk T A5 B — Pk 0L, A6 22 R R S O 2 U e T S5 A R RERE X T
BT BB, T34k, BOk WS A5 BOUAR, Bk 2 1l G iR, Bojg 5 Buk Z IR A d)
TR TR R AU, 3K 23 B 7 0% 2R AR, M xE AU 2 00 7 0 2R . TR I i 52 SR (A A P A B
Ve Z IRV FR T SCAZ L, A0 S g O 1 R A S5 IO PR £ S i 5 P G ) ) 1 SR

(5) Wit 221 35 B AT 55 el B SR 20 A R v R RV AR A0 (1 TR R, T e R B AR, thaT
LI 5 JAt v 5 10 R AT RHRR I 2, s R P 22 0 5 TN B S LS B 7R 48— e s i oniE SOR
INIEAT RS FE G O3NS AN, A S B I M ) RV T VA AT A B A R B H TR AR BRI
)z —.

o i T AE AL N A PLES S TR A FE AR S AE M IIRAR 25 T ) N, DG H R A T kB Be. — 5 i
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TR R AR 73 AT K 2 RAE DO IR NS RLAF, 32 BRI AR AT R, B ] 2 AbAE 55 . 55— D T R
R IE IR T AR BN B0 AR S5 h IR i, TR, 7RG D5 THI B % BEAT 58 2 (¥ 23K, EL AR A 7 4 4 o8
U ORSCARTE SCA 7 ), e B 2L ARSCIT 20y OB AR AR 55 B AT IR AR ST,

8 RESRE

AR SRR B GS T SR T A A T IR AR DG AR, R 0 908 vh (2 AR 3 08 RIERELEE (RST-DT)
Fm AR O R R E (PDTB) BL A BE 2 AR 3 08 R 1 RLE (SUDA-CDTB #1 MCDTB) Hl P4k 5
TR RIEEE (HIT-CDTB #1 LDC-CDTB) b #AH5C TAEHEAT T 3 A 4. 430K RST-DT #H26 TAE AT £
VAN 58 Z ARG I ZRIE R SRR s R IER R . SR T B s M (78 A2 B LIRS S i i e oy vk
2 RAR2E S H bR 5 AN, 0 5, ASCEAE PDTB M5 T AR FIRF5T B U g 35 5 35 S i s . 38
R B BRI [ SR L DA R A AR R TG R S A AT 45 3 ANy, B, ASCIAgh g T H T BGE R =
S5 03 M _ERAR OCHE FE, R 2 S IR 5K R KA (SUDA-CDTB #1 MCDTB) Hl i P 44 5 2 0C 28 15 B P
(HIT-CDTB #1 LDC-CDTB) [AH AR, H-45 t H BT80S IR 5 850 70 B BAR IS — 8 i, (FUR TR T A iig
TR . R A TS T A N ST AT SR RS 2 R, i TR IR A 2 A AR 4
ST .
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