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Negation and Uncertainty Information Extraction Oriented to Natural Language Text

Z0OU Bo-Wei, QIAN Zhong, CHEN Zhan-Cheng, ZHU Qiao-Ming, ZHOU Guo-Dong

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract: The current research on information extraction mainly focuses on affirmative information. However there are more negation
and uncertainty information in natural language texts. For purpose of separating them from affirmative information, it is necessary to
make an intensive study of negation and uncertainty information extraction. For this task, this study firstly constructs a Chinese corpus
including 16 841 sentences. Employing the sequence labeling model and the convolution tree kernel model, it systematically explores the
efficiency of various kinds of serialized dependency features and structured parsing features. Finally, it proposes a meta-decision tree
model to integrate the above two models. Experimental results show that the performances of the new method on negation and uncertainty
information extraction achieve 69.84% and 58.57% of accuracy respectively, providing a solid foundation for related studies in the future.

Key words: information extraction; negation information; uncertainty information; cue detection; scope resolution
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58 AR BN AN 2% W2 FE 5 2 S U8 T A & B I8 SRR, A 30, A1 % Morante Al
Sporleder 7 3L 45 F 45 H 1 sz S5 5 M A AL — NS SEAF DA R T 32 JL R Wi I R 2B SR B (W 32 36 T
BT AN T AT R 58 X, B TR 45 L AR Y DRI I 2 AT S5 WS TR IR AR BE 45t T il v e 3
AL EE 1 A (modality)? . 3 ¥5 M (evidentiality)P! . AN 78 M (uncertainty) 0 WM (subjectivity) V45 77 T, 4 3¢
AN R VR A R X B Lakoff (038 3R OV AT AT AN 52 1 i i sl A 8, AN SRR B 1A T4 0 £ A
0 85 B 18], 1% A5 B AR B 7 B Bk 1.

5 5 M AN 52 VA S ORI 2 05T T 17 A B 2 b SR 110 455 S e AT 45 v U2, [ 8 A2 Sk 1
T 58 M5 AN 2 PR AR Bk R, DUBE S SC AR 254 R0 A R AR e S N R S AR B BE A B S TS BRI A
ML 5 AN E P AR R EBORE B A BORE 3o B AH 45 6 B 7 A2 1K — T0FT A 45, 3570 BARTE 5 A B 11 A AR
HA T2 W A A i s B Al Ot (5 B R U, SeA a0 Lo el A Ak

H 7,75 € 1 5 A VEAR B BT R 3 A AT 55

1) ZRRIAAN (cue detection).Zk Z inl 45 A8 br PR H 75 2 BN o 1 ST 1] B0 1 A5 24 SC R o A R i

R (trigger). 2] ) 1R £ 2 H, LLTR RIVE R I [0 AN 1A B2 43 3l 2 757 5 6 A FNANff s 42 2 1.

2) G E (scope resolution). 8 i 5k Fig 2k F AA] 1 SCAE FH Y0 L8 A2 ) T AR ) R — i B B (Y

AR U7 365 R7R) A5 A) 1 o 5 e R AN T (A R %) 2 1B I )5 (13X 8 BRI IX
— i T I A A % A 2 TR U A S B A I A IO TE S 8 2 R M A SR I .

Bl A 1A IR R[S I SO 1K S BB,

Bl A7 258 b YRR R I 32 VAR 1 T Bk B 2R AR B SR A AR AT A .

TR RS 58 PR S A VAR R U S W F AR TR AL BRI ) L RS T R & R AR T
DUTE R AH SSE A A T R 2R W B 2 2 45 2 W 777 10 Jist [

o I, WBUEE I AR 8 RS AN A AR S A T S Z A R R R OE R E R TR A RE S

Ak BRI 5 F) B B LTl D T A5 BioScope AR BE 2 Uk R RN IS it H Wi v AR A WE ST ML A U
ERF P S 5 — 7 T, PR PR OGO TR T — R Ak R VE U, 61 B BioNLP?2009! ),
CoNLL’2010M"7,*SEM20 12145 1 1] Jiv] S T8 11 AH G PP 1 A 7T 2.

o B2 AN UKL T T 4 AR AR PR T I T ¥ 45 KA I R A I AE AR TE VS B R m S AN
iff o AT IS 4 T V2 R0 R R B A B DUVE bR, 5 A 6 b SR P R Y VO R R AR oG B AR
A,

BT DA TR MR e B, A S 1 ST A A T T T AR TE S SCAR I AT B S N B A R IO R
BHEETERHE SCER. S RFT I, WIS TFIRIX 3 PSR BN SCA BARTE T 7508 5 AN 8 2 i S H A 75 3, LRk
E| 16 841 ), REM &ML MLPE 75 58 P 5 A 8 1 R0 1935 5 I G, N AH DA U4 A W U S RF LR A R
SRR R T 17 HU A AR A 5 08 R 485 ) A ) 2 IR R A 1) A 2880 ke, S R P 900 b v A 28 5 4 AR A A 2 ) BB
R AR JC Y SRR 0T 3 EAT Bl R H R TR A R R U ) i Ak S e S B T — i ) B AR TR X
AT 8 M5 A e PR A R I 7 vk S0 4 B A W 1% 7 vk RE 5 A S b Bl I HE A R RS A E A R TE A
Rl R EE L b 35 5 1k 5 AN o VAT R A R (R ORS 1 22 23 Jall 15 3] 68.84%F1 58.57%.

AR VA A S A e M BRS¢ TAE. 26 2 WA AR ST I PUE 5 8 T S A e A
SHIDGE R 58 3 7153 T R A SO AR E T AN E MRS AT VR B 4 A SE e WL 4 tH SR 4
RIFREAT VEA M BT 56 5 545 AR SCIR S50, 10 R R I AR REAT R B2

1 HxIE

7 58 5 AN A S il ORI T ] S 2 3R ) A 0 R B i 3 R P A A 45 T S ISR 22 R
BT S R U PR 77 9 R0 2 R v AP e 8, HC A B T S ] R O L A A e T R R R R
PRI 22 i R B A VEOREPE (R B MR AT T T AT DT 4R 128 3 5 R A B L & 2 S S50 3 1 T % R A AR 5 A 3
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TR SRV 15 8 5 AN S AR R AR YT 40 ) A 28 4 R e AR I RN 7 S B AR SR S B R A R DR B S E
5 ASH R YA TR IO IR

2R BRI AR ST Y 2 AL

1) ST 4 0 7 1% 3% 7 92 10 Kl A T ] A o e R A AN 2 2k 2R 1) 2 91 4 Kilicoglu 2 A1)
5 8)) WordNet FH A4 = 2% 1 Lo M 1] 28 HH IR AN s Ak 2 10 = S M8 148 SCRINA] 23 06 3% 3 N SO A R
AN 2 R ]

2)  FET ORI Ty Ty i DL B B Ok B AR R RN R T R R Rk B SURRAE SR T 4y K
RN AR b B AR 2 Ozgir 25 NPT @vrelid®V%E N (1 CAE IR R T & IGREA )
VEFRAE, P AL RR R T k. 7, AR, RAEOC R RIVEIEIESE AR, BT — B R 1A
FAD LU R I, D1 b, I 5 P AN ST 4 o s il 12 7 v i ) DB IR 5.

3)  ETIRFUbRAE BT LU AR AE S 43 S0 G AR A SR R SO S, T B bR v A 2 RE A% )
W85 2 1) 1) 46 W A5 S 8 R ARV R AT 55 v 3345 B A% G545 288 J v 58 0 (¥ 12k 66 Tang 2% A\ PR ] 441
BENLIZEBLYE BioScope Wk FHUAS T 5 if I MERE,F {EH A 86.4%.

78 55 WA AT 45 1) B bR AT R0 28 RO 1 T SCAE FH Y L 53U 170 28 56 48 5 e W S T R SR H 2 T R)VE R I R

R FIN T7 923, W 28 T7 VR MR T 4 Ry ) vk 5 R AR A R R TR R R A B R N X TV R RS R
T I ME A 2R L 1 )3 R 2O D) 7 2k 1) 78 55 38 5 I 9T e 58 HE (1) ) LA - L AT e itk 22, B AT F 9l o R F 2 T
W3S 2 2] 1R )73 4 Morante 25 NPT A2 & Sl 4870 25 8%, 07 v 2 AVESS AL I Fe il B inN TR
17 AU AE A T CoNLL 2010 B 6 38k 7 2 AT 45 de 4 PE 6L F {E N 57.3%. Viachos 45 ANPHDLg %k 1] 15 2k i 2.
V) PRI AT B AR AR IR P DL I 30738 6 (] U1 43 248 2% R 031 7 i 3.

A7 AE R A 5 5 AN 5 T 5 IR 520 DR, O R LT o (1) 75 5 45 S s P A5 S U S B R R T
DU 55 S AL TR IR G S SRR 88 77 THIAT A5 22 590, U0 SR B HHE T Ji) 5385 10 45 7 11 5 AN S R A R il 7 vk
DR AL T 0 ) 25 5 SO B8 ORI TR R BRI 1) DO 5 58 15 AN R A B S BT et JRE 1 ) —
DRI 2R, i AR AT AR S TR B U B AT LA B 568 2 R P I AT 55

2 iE #

EARE 5 AL FE S AR T AH OG5 L PR 1) 8 S, 1 A5 8 kS A E AR S B U 5 A VR A R
[ E A5 R, T AT T B — 8 MU B RHZE, 1 10 BioScope 8 #HZE!S). Conan Doyle T84} FER714E SR 1
TR IR BB Rk R R e BF 9 DU A [ 2 3 T b A SR g T DR S S R 5 N 8 MR AT RO R, 8 B A [ 4
B URAETE SR A I ZE R R A HE 3 TR, A R R SCBRE K (tech), ik B (TR EIPLAAAR ) 2012
EES 11 I 19 FR S0 & S0 F TR finan), A U5 T VR IR T TR T R R AR B 2013 4 4 H T R R T
BT 311 R VT8 S0l PES 8 R (review), JCH H #5FE M 500 210 )ik 1 U 18 DL THI.

WAE TS M5 AR B A B M BUE BLE S BioScope 18R [FAR 1 MG, AR & R4 B A48 S48
1) R AR R AT A v B P A 5 S R A RN 2 5 3 v AR R R RO TR T 8 B R A SO AR R R
REAT 1 BR fi A0 1)

1) BioScope iBHhZE brid ALY R H A) 324 H v AR 78 SOAE A G [l ke 26 7 2 5 38, L 0 A 2 Aof 1) 71 A
i AL, REE A8 Bl A0k o0 B L Bk A B N bRy, 9F HLl T BioScope T RFEE$A S B SCiiR, A7 AH S L 48 7™ 4, 5%

FEACTE Y, DR, FRAT T A R T AV 2 T B 45 R A ) N TR

2) PUEH I L WAE T J5 2 b I A AR 2 3 i R S A A AR B Bl g 3 R,
B i A BE 2 4 BATIRAE DR W T R TE <% b, 3 Al SO R 58 B, W i 3 A A ) T
B R IR RE A R B T T 5 B R A 45 TR A P ) U R DU A e SR SERIE AN e T Ak A
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SEBIF AR T A A TR AR SCAE AR R0 o R, 78 i o 2 0, % e R ] ) — B 4 S0

47 3:% b5 A e R PR T st L 4 VR L, AR T A1 [ AN RE 22 45 AR it — Bk,

3) W B € BN R TR SCIIAE T 5 2, a0 XU AR s 5 B SO AR A3 SR 35 2k 4

IG5 52 M R E A B BGE BE RS 3 AT RNE, L 16 841 A ARIE T 6 429 N5 E H AN & 52
(A S L — AN e B A S S I PR o ). AR SO A FR U TR ZE AL L5 BioScope i RHZE (20 924 F1)) A1
REFAT, VBRI B O 2 AR A bV AR 3 A7 AR U R 4% 2 45 LU WFI0 40 50 A AR 7 L 1) 5 1, oh i 7
B 23 AR TE AR TE R, 28 3 ALAR T B 48— AR TR 45 R T TR it 5 6L 3R 1 X TR A SRl I e ot

Table 1 Statistics of Chinese negation and uncertainty information extraction corpus

R PUEE NS AT E VEAS B B IBGE R o St

Tech Finan Review

FHR T | AmE | oe | AwmE | BE | AWE
#H T 4630 7213 4998
T PHKEC) 30.4 30.7 24.1
SEA  EE (%) 13.2 21.6 17.5 30.5 52.9 22.6
HER R 44 154 201 280 128 179
B O YK E () 9.1 123 7.2 15.0 5.1 6.9

NS B L B FR AT BAAE HE (1) BB STERE R 1 A e RUAS A 2 S48 19 LB 55 BioScope 5 EH(13.8%F1
22.3%) ¥, Ut BRI E 5 IS AE BOE T [ R WL (2) HRMSE SCEE R L W & e s B R s THE 2 1S
SEFANH 5 SEB5(3) T s PR TE R 5 e v by ELIE B 52.9%, 5 TS KA 5 YRS A& RE RIS & 1
B THT A 17 B3 735 DL, 3 B 0 W T 75 58 P 5 AN A S e SRR 9 7 A U8 W AR 3 DL A5 4 40k 110 B < 8 4T
YA B3 2R B AN A e 2 i 300 L A o 7 S S T AE T DE S TR R A RS e o A R
X PG I S DR i v k) 3R I8 T U A TR, TR TR R R 2 AR T o R

X2 GErl T AR R IR S = 1 4 AR T Ay LU AT DU H A R 2R 2R ] A A R R TN B
2 FR A o3 A AR A9 43 B e A0, 5 75 0 1Rk A, B D AR i P A1) 38 4 <A R, AL AR 7E Tech Fil Review i
Hh A 1% LA T 2 i IE 50% LA b T Ry AU AN 2 £ R A AE 3 N TR A R .

Table 2 Proportion of high frequency cues (%)

FT2 R RIE G (%)

P Tech Finan Review
AN 38.9 N 139 | A 416
WH 134 | KA 103 | A 185
TRl E 70 | B 43 | w103
A 6.7 ES 42 | AR 41
wE 100 | ¥ 9.1 | Bt 104
kL 81 | A 8.8 | il 82
ahE 7.6 Fa 62 | W 7.0
57 6.1 | "fg 53 1% 43

TEVE BRI AR AR 38 6 75 5 5 N 1 8V SCR A B I oy, AR S AR T (1) BRE

X BRSO B IE G B (2) ARvER L 5 AR 2 A — S0 AL 56 BB 50 IE A [R) AR v A [R) — AR v R R X

FRvE G5 500 1000k 2 S R, DA R 1) JBUAS & F ok S R 3 T b, AR SCR ) Kappa M 36 P8ISR Af bR — F0k . Kappa

RO 50 2 PP ) — BOPE R B2 ) b, SE AT 50— BOH 4 B 5 b AR AR R 2 5, R I A SR R S R — 3R
BE B — B3 2 ) (1 22 02 & B B35 1S X Kappa Zeih sl B

P-P

Kappa=1°_7pc‘ (1

Hdr,py B —31E, P, W —30% Kappa {HAEX A [-1,1],18 7 1% 3L F ,Kappa =0.75,38 B — B8 4T

Kappa<0.4,7% W — P48 28 A SC LA g BT, 24 26 ZRAA A7 76 305 A R A R bl 45 R —30LAE 3 ATl
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B Kappa {53 30 BHESCHR 0.85, 0 28 305 0,811,315 PFAE 0.88. 1% 45 A — e FEJE b s e 7 AN [l ikt 2 i),
5 52 PR 5 AN E PR S A A 55 R L

3 HEINEMNEEMSFHELESHMEAE

58 M5 A 58 A BB IAT 45 A0 465 28 ZR R R DU RN 2 55 305 58 AN AT 45 0 28 R IR AT 55, AR SCHR
R T IT A 510 5 SRR 73 020755 18 T R REARTE 7 40 b 17 R SCAH DGR AE £ 0 78 25 48k 57 e AT
55 A SO SG TRVRE SR FH 86 T B b v 1R 7 25, 91 8t — R A S AR A AR A G R - B R % 2 T iE 5
R &5 R AL )R e B T 1 R 5 W AR AE 1 3 IR BR T AN [R) 45 R 5 81 38k 5 W o) 7 26 I T8 R 4
P BB PR 5% W0 5 5 20 300 3 6o ST 36 5 SR 19 0 B i B, DA 9 2 28 5 30 5 S T v A W A 1) 2 e M R R R M, DR b 4
T 2T a1 2 8RRl A A 8 B Ja AR SCHR Y T — Pl AR A7 g v ) 1) 2 5 3 R A #E A V.

3.1 ZEIREN

JFHUFRE J5 1 O P SCIR M AR v R iy 48 SRR SR 50 B T 50 0 e g, R b, A SO 2 A A DU
A B BRI 1) /L, 53 AR R T 2T 5 1 BRI T4 e 1) 9 7 12, O 3 o B ) 2 2R 1) R S 3 KR AIE, FRAIR T e & 1] L
S N FR SR R B R,

2 RRLIN 3 SRR SR A

1) BCue:briF %47 (781 AL T 26 R 1d 1 TP 4 1

2)  ICue:FRyE AL (7 BIR ) T8 R W B BR A LA 7 B 2 S

3)  OCue:bmiE AL (F-B 1 )7 T2 % 17 SR K.

AR SO 4 A1 B L (condition random field, fij #k CRE)E R POIGEAT 8 5 bs i i A R0 FAT 4 v AW
TR N X AE U RIS XA P(NX)REAT B KA TE 83 45 52 IR AP 81 x=xy,.. . ox, BARBRVESE R F 41 y=y1,.. .,
Vi€ {BCue,ICue,0Cue}(1<i<n),y MR N

P10 = sen(2 X, 00,3,) @
Horp Z() 2 H— AL 1, @iz yi) AR AL 1) e B 00, AR AR5 AL AN R i) 2

A AR I S AR s o 1 8 A e, B 7 7 10 90 BB e il B SRR R 4 & 0 0, 2 o K 3 I RRAE
BERRAEE h {C1,Co,C1,C_1Co,CoC1,C_ CoCy}, C; S F- B .

T 11 7] DU 1 51 b 45 B8 v 6 T (character) 7> 41 FH 5 Tl (word) 75 1) A2 A il ke AR HE 28, 1717 3 (1 AL 3540
T REAE 8 S bl 23 18] B2 5 LN R iR A% 1 DL O (6 5 | N B 40 0 B8 ()4 1 T 5 8 1 1 BB % B 4 b 43 3R 98] 132 51 Y
B LT 300C B IR, AR 3040 ) S5 SR FH P A HE 8 U1 2 2R 1), 04 45 LU T AT

1) n-gram $F1iE

FHEZL R n-gram $FAE LA SANDL Ay B, 225 388 0 S, ) LSRR Dy B R AE 28 R IR n-gram 459 41E LA 2330 45
A A

2) A PERFAE

P T 28 R A ] 2 23 A A G A o 48 2 ) ) R B0 T T S e AR BT o BB 2 T 65.6% 1 23.8%; 1T IX
A LEBILE AN 5 R R 20 00 16.8%F1 54.3%. IR bk, ] 85 00 St 28 22 Tl G I R b 2 — R T TR AL FAE L R
{80 3] P Ao A 4k 7 L T i 1 ]

3) ) SRR

AR BMES J5 bR iR G AF R Bl v ()67 3 4] T RS AT AR AR 3 b B AL B AT 532K, 50 8 BMLE,
S X 4 2K I B RomiZFRE N LEM RomiZ AR I A E B R m 1% 7 R 0 1 45 WAL E,S #oR
AT BT I R Jl— AN )] 3 TR AR AN 38 T2 3 90 (R A U7 325, B IR oA T 4 v ke 1) 3 7 (1 2840 W
JLTTMRATI A T 23 i e

4) BREFFE
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BT 22 SCIRVRE 0, 0T Hh 2 2R 1] 1 e SR 5368 B S8, B0V [R) 1) 76 4 S8 15 0 1 /2 2 R 1), T g 4 — 28
LT AR 28 2R ], 3 FLAR S I 1) Pk S5 AR A R AT X 43 49 2

] A 4R T K YA T I 1) LA T3 Lk FRATT I

] 47 523 G 8 T I T A S e 7 56 B SR AR 40 4 9 11 DR AL

S B AT ) 4 B T A E TR IK A AR TRATTIE R R A T, A A S £ R A T A 4
5 HLCBR T A R R A OC R IR AT i R R LA T, AR SRR T SRR AR IR AR ST T AN AR I R
TR bR AR O B R AR LA 4 AN RFIE(E:

o ALL_CUESZITEITA MO N AN &K,

e MORE_CUE:i%ifl {F hy 82 % 18 (1 R HUK T A 22 A7 11 4L

e LESS_CUE:i% i 1 24 £ % 1l (¥ U T AE 2 1] 1 8L

e NONE_CUE: %1 I\ A A b £ & ii].

AR AL REDIGE P M 220 1) 2 R ] 05 SCHE VB RL o 1) 43 A1, BT 5, 1% ] 70 I R B b A g 42 3t B R A
8 e, T A 0 K A P A T Dy 4 2] R K e 2z AR IR v A DAy e % ] H I AT, D) A 0 1K
B HR Al ) T A 28 2R ] M R /N 1% 2 R S e T R R B LI B 59
32 BEEHAE
3.2.1 TP A bR 7 5 RS e p

5 RAT R WIAT: 55 A0, 78 5 38 50 7 ] U AR 2 )7 S B i (1) il L, AR SCR FH T CRF BE Y 1K) 2 )7 471 T A
PP B\ bside 7 72 5 o 7 26 358

e H b e e an R

1) BScope:bxit: HA (- B i) A7 T a5 T IR A

2)  IScope:bmid BT (B )by T 56 A R BR R 4 A 2 A A

3)  OScope:brvE HA (- B VA7 T2 75 8l Ah 8.

PRI TP HUARTE (1) 7 26 R AR n-gram $FAE « 1A PERFAE « 180120 SRFAE 1) U 5 2 2R A G 0 A 7R A 7).

MR 1 S8 o A 4 B ) 1) v S G BB I vk S 4 i 8 AN — s A B AR BT SO 3R, DR 0k o0 78 54 3
F s AR 5, AV AE A — SRR AE AR A AT ok A0 MV ST Y By 2R IR A O R IR R SR TR A,
b5 R S A8 VR A LG AT ) 3040 A & RT3 L 5 T 38, )0 G5 R A5 R BRI A5 3] 5 ) 2 TR ) SR &R B BT TN
W RLTE S R BRAR T RIS I% BE L AN KA 3 b7 25 SR ) ot - A, R 8 T2 T80 A A 1 A 2 T B B 4 R
6% 5 T B b L] 2 T ) S TG RO K T % R, T 7 i 3 R R ) T A Y I — B ST AR, Bt A L 9 5 4
2 A A rh ) 22 TR PR S C G AR SEAT ) T SR e R ) 55 OGS B 7 i B T R O R AR SR AR A 43 BT 3R A3 )
RRRAE. B 1 ) 1R AR AR D% ZR B, AR SCIIT SR F (R A ARF AIE B 28 0 G 2 3 i i ik (AR ¥ 24 T 3] Ay << 1),

Root
¢ HED

R
SBV. PRASNCE
E% 3 BT
ATT/ ADV/ %i
iIké} &= g
oy D<o
A WE XK R
RAD\
]
i A% ¥ XoR [ o B WE K OXR ERE CRIR)
Fig.1 Dependency tree
Bl RAERREM
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Table 3 Dependency features of scope
=3B AR

FRAL fifiik P4l
IRAF K AR (rel) 24 R X R AR A 9% R R0 VOB
2 ) B £ A R AT i HLs 0 B A (L 4 5 4204 A ) —

BIEL W (path) 427 0 b B SR K 4 1L 4 ) VOB<>ADV
$I) £k R FE 25 (dis) R E ERe TESS e (Y- 3
Ga % R E R E(pos) e AR L I SAME SIDE

DL A R AR v B TR SRR O T B B AR R AR R v A RE AR 3 T R P R B A i AR T
FErh A HE AT (¥ 18 B VR A 4k 2K I3 e ] 1R % AR A
322 HET AT AZ ¥ 2 o5 4 5 e BT

FEF P AR I S A e BER T — R B AR R R R A R A B AR 11X SE R E TG 725 56 4 Hb AR 30
7 s R e R e AV BGOSR S T I A SCHR B T 28 T R R 10 78 55 38 7R TR AN T IR AR
TE R 7R 25 14 A0 B50H B 1) ) FR

5 BB AZ P OTI 3o A A AR v 8 S B A SR R A ST R A RAURE AT Ty R Ty A AR
K(T\.T)H

Kc(TlaTz):znlelenzéNZA(”lanz) (3)
b Ny BN, 2390 0 Ty R Ty (715 RV 5 A ,na) AR BA iy A g A R 28 L B AN B8, T e dan 3 V10 U)o 4

(@) & ny A ony 5 RUR IR R R R, W A(n,n2)=0,75 T B 4% 22 00 (b);

(b) A T A AL A ,np)=1x A, 75 ) Bk A 25 B (c);

(c) IBHWFAMn,n):

Ammy) = Ax [T L+ Ach(n, k), ch(ny, k) 4)
o teh(n) 2 R ny 799 RV eh(n k) 20 R n IS kA 715 i, 380K+ A€ (0, 145 AR IR (R A% (B A 2 B+
LI PNANTTR'

AL MARAT QA% R S IR R A | R PR IR AT DG RIX 3 SRR A e 5 AL R A L S5 M 1) 2 B (]
FRACSE R AE R BB TIFRICHE L http://www.ltp-cloud.com). H: FP 1] Ji 28 b 45 F4 2 K5 A6 A7 P 1 A7 5% R AR 48
F4t, SUCR B 1) 22 T P A8 D% 38 ) e A A P ) e A 1) 2 s () RS 5 ), G e e T S [ ] P 2z ) 1) S R R TR
P 28 5, T ) Ji 2R AR 4 ) T W 40 500 4 6 ) R A A D% R AR A7 IR B IR b 28 A T 1) A 1w 45 4 1% 45 R A
AR I T 1] 22 1) B ARORS O BR T L4 tH T LS AR D ) W 1] 2 ) R T OO R H T IS R,

Root Root Root
LR v HED
ﬁgzlé‘ {<?\§ /?/%B
A 5t SBV ADV
//\}A / //\\ Y O\
it e e b v v ATT ADV VOB
Y N / / AN VAR
A OWiRE XK KER d n rov ADV ATT SBV COO
N \
£ u RAD

() il JR 2 B (b) i A (c) MAFR AW

Fig.2 Structure of feature tree

B2 HEAEp &
SERE (R AEAR AN 45 46 g K, 7 2 5 2 (R I R Tl i HL, AR I S5 38 2 S I KR 5 i 28 Zhang 55 A\ 7E
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Jo T R AR B R SR B AR SCHR T DU 3 BB A, T A B 8 ) A K 2 B e T LU R,
[) B SO TT e s g 450 A R

1) $52/5E 4B (minimum complete tree, {5 MCT)

SV DT =4 T 3] A AR G R T T A R R 2 1) 5 e B A A VA P A OGS R DR I AR S R e SR A
B 35 /N 58 A B A Fe 4 2R 5 2 T R 8 /D o HEAR S AU B BT SR S, A 1 3 () B s (LA IR SR BB Ry
91 5 24 7 3] A A B R R T B IR BT S I 4 A, R RD).

2) B (path tree, [ FR PT)

MCT # B AR RAREE T /N EAH 561 20T 105 B RTEIR 245 00 N A0 R e 75 4 an 75 8 3(a) b, 2471
AL T AR AU F At T B I ), 0 MCT A% 55 58 R AH 5] e A, S i el B G2 3 AR Y S T g s N 2
W 7 A8 Q0,24 R A IR A0 I, AN AT AR RN MCT B 5 I, AR S35 R SR S 1 B R AR Y T
A Z 2R T B 2 H I B A TR s R, G B 3(b) TR

3) BRSO SR B A2 B (context-sensitive path tree, & #} CPT)

HAR PT AR KL 8140 T MCT B,V BR T JLF BT A B AR R ) 545 T R s A FH ) S R A A5 5L TRl ik AR S 4
H T BN SCAHOCER AR LA PT 44 BTG 5 s, 3 1AM 78— AN S b B R 3O W 3(e) .

Root Root Root
o O NN
A N A X HNN
% 4 B, % B JER. % 4y DRI O\
it S & afi\ i S s //ﬁ;/@\' piti e A/E/ﬁ\
’ ’ =~ - ,
’ / \\ ’ ’ A ’ \\
/ xf/ Mrg‘/‘zw KRN / f//mw SO/ N CORE R,
! ) N T T
T it it
(a) MCT (b) PT (c) CPT

Fig.3 Pruning method of feature tree
3 FRRER BT EOT IR

LR % 5 T 30 65 WA A5 8L, 1T 2k A AZ U] it 0 o 4 b ) P 1 T AR, I e, AR S0 I8 243 Rl SVM-Light 2
PR S A% K (1) Ky AR B 1 TR AE AN S5 AR Al L Ky ORI AZ, K RN FEAMZ e (0,11 T TR
FHEE 3.2.1 5 Pl (1) 35 -1 )35 41 (1 AH DG AR AE
3.2.3 T JUYRSRA R 5 A T

ARG T TR P AUAR AR Y (R 4 R 5 R G 2 T G R R o S 45 L A R R | — F e 1
S EIER AR UES S 3 2 (a) PN 1Y 345 E A0 45 B (both correct);(b) X AT — M T3R5 IE A 45 S (only one
correct);(c) PH/MAEEHYER A W4 U2 (both wrong). JT & 48 IS5 AN 3K 4 Fros, vl LB L AUH — N R 83k
IEARES R LGB0 33.1%. 4 5K R IE A 3% 37K FH IR AN 23 238 I3 H 4 O &5 3 Z 5 VAR PEBE EBRATIE 90.7%.48
T3, AR SR 3 T o vk 35 (meta decision tree, [ K MDT)P2V 1) 43 258 55 w25 A5 700 Sfe 18 w2 3 348 20 &85 5 (169 1E i k.

Table 4 Agreement distribution of classification result

R4 REW B A

gk KR LE Bl (%) S BULL (%)
Both correct 57.6 57.6
Only one correct 33.1 90.7
Both wrong 9.3 100

TGRSR A 45 K 5 0 e SR SR ABL, 2 T B SRR A N g SR ) S (K T 45 R AN I VAR A 2
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ARGy A B i, BV 2 AN 0 S0 43 I — A e 1 I AR 4 08 R GE A R T e b SCAR B (U — AN
RURAFIE R 45 T (05 0 N Gk B R e VIR e S b N A i85 C IR T i B hR T 45
Ko O RIS A I8 Co B BME A {en,Canuend ST x AEIEASN 2838 €, LT 7% 2 1 TR 1 ey

PG = (P (e 1 %), P (Cy | X)senes P (¢ | X)) 5)
o, pSie, | x) EEEASYHE 88 C T ST x J8 T2 ¢ FME A TIPSy A W7 I PR MR U 16 8 JE18 D 76 e
SR 43 8 1 VI 5 B HCRE 2l [ 4 o,

it
il P b / ? A
i e e .
o SER M M VI )
WL S Ny Iy RS
=S
KA C \ ‘
P&
Fig.4 Framework of MDT-based classification
B4 T ILH S I A

AR R WS A 43 2 i U 45 S s P PR M 26 43 A RR1iE (class distribution properties, fii 8 CDP){E N
TC )8 1, 4

1) $5 i MR (highest class probability)

FEARGY AT C T x TR A e e AR

max prob(x,C) = maxf.‘:] pC(cl. | x) 6)

2) ZEMEZ 5 4ii /i (class probability distribution entropy)

FEAR G He3s C R x TI0I (1) S 26 O AT i A

entropy(x,C) = —Z; pe(c; | x)-log, p(c; | %) (7

DL VRS 0 8 P S B T 2 AR 53 28 38 o AR TIUIN (10 i 5 e RN 6 00 A A o E T, T e e o MR
HL/IN T 2SR 25 93 A1 IR K, 3 W 12 e AR 9 288 28 50 8 F00000 11 68 7 AU A e, A8 MU 23 0 AT s DAy 4 v, DUl i gt
MR AR, T MR 26 53 AT MR A /N, 26 WHAZ R AR 3 S 25 0 SIS AR 1) T 2 A 2 119
3.2.4 B HAT A e Ak B 5 v

ARSCH 2 4 PR B0 o R — B R 0 SR T A 7 1 T AR A 1A (1 43 2 e L DU T R T ORI
WA E S AR Tech BRI & RIS E0 25 H2R IH SR AR E 2k R 17 (golden  cues) 11 LT, 75 18 FIASH & 74
G e 4 B N TE S 7 B 0 R B 8.3% A1 10.7%. K Ib, A SCER T — Fh L TR AT VR U ) S5 AL BE T
VR AR 1A S bR 2 AN [ S T P B a0

152 BScope Fr105F N A1 4 wy,IScope Anic X N A3 4wy, — BYIELERT w, K8 W,0Scope X N FTE K wo,
—BUEB wo N Wo, K ZR WA we.

5E X Dis ree(Wa, W) NAEMKAE I H w, 5wy, TR ES (w, B wy, 238 KA SN 20).

TG 1:45 RPN E 1A we Bl Wmwyy,. . owip, H W5 wy 25, 0K we B W, R R4 Scope, WA 5(a)
Fr7s ki 25T 7.

T 285 BT IS 1A we, LA 1A W3 AE 5B wp 25, 7 SEITAT wy B wy (K739 56 85 Dis =
ave(Dis,,,(wg,w;)) LA F] wp W/NE R minDis(W)=min{Dis..(Ws,Wn),- - -, DiSree(Ws,wi) } . F5 min Dis(W,) <
Dis, W W, Jy 8 353800 — 5% ] 2 Wl 32 w850 0 45 SRR B R AT ws R W, B SL 2 1) BERR IR Scope,
il )R, B RS 7.
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TETE 3:45 RIFH AT 2 A we, WHEL 5(0) T 7, AR B 55 PO 1 wp, THEA S
%:mm%j%m%m%%) (8)

Horbwy A ER T T B804 IScope (1. 22 2U(8)3RAF K wy BE B T 1T IScope 9 fUdRilT, HoAlh wy ¥ 3 bR
it IScope, B % 215 TE 2.

T 445 R P 5P A we, L E/DAE 1A W, B S(AFTR 3G w058 1 ANE4R 2 20k BScope, BE#
EHREE 1A W)sdEIE 3(2 A ).

B SERFEHNTEDAE 1A we, RS W, 3% K AT B8 Lk R A BRI B we, W 15
Dis oW, we) e /N K5 AR A Scope, W1 5(e)fTon, ki 25 7.

T TE 6:45 RIFH h AL E wp W, TULKS 2 2% 17 28 1) R 2 B P AUAE 7 25 38, i 18 S(D R840 T s

1T 7288 T8 T PP & — BOESEY Scope il 20 BTG BL:(1) LRI EAE Scope JT 41, DK
Scope FPHIAE R B 55 350;(2) SR AL T Scope J# 414k, MPKE £ %17 5 Scope 741 Je Ho 2 T8 7 FUAE 74 5 48,
Kl 5(g) 1L 62 s,

0 B 1 @ O B O 1 O 1 O
(a) |WB| WI | (b) |WB I Wol WI minDis(W;) < Dis |W0| WI minDis(W;) > Dis
fe— Scope — le Scope >
O B I O B I O o I o0 I O
© _ powl[w] [wn]m | @ __ |ml [m]
O B O B 0 0o o 0
(e) wg1 |sz | ® |Wc| | (2 | Scope | |wc|
Scope

Fig.5 Post-Processing for scope resolution
5 HFREE )5 AL

4 KWIRBEMERDH
41 ZBRE

ARG SRR Ay . PRI VS SR D R DL I R4
4.1.1  iERRIG

A4 MAE Tech,Finan Fl Review 1X 3 FS Y (171 kL RIGUE T A SCHR H A5 5 PF 5 AN o kA5 S 4 1Y
T3P e, b 2 B AR AT 55 SR T A 7 1R O SE90 TR R 78 o IS e AT 45 SR TR b A0 7 T AN
iff s VAR JEL 1A A Bl S 6 V) AR 4 2 56 R BE D LA X 20% 8 R g R 42, F00 4% 358 40 AF g WL ZR A8 A ik 4R, 2R
H 5 578 SR 7 R G RSN A SCAE SR T R GUAE 5 sl B R b 1 e M I, 246 DL Tech 5 B 4 Y1125
A2, 50 IR ZE Finan A1 Review 358} F ()4 fE.
4.1.2  VFINTVE

AR HE % Py AR R AR F AR PR HE bR, 8 R AR R R Gtk g vbAT TR B A e
4 P=|ANB|/|A|;R=|ANB|/|B|;F=2PR/(P+R), .t} .4 IR RGN A H K R ICE S B KR TE R AR e E A
i S F 8 2GR R % (accuracy, AR Ace )R PFIIEHR, 4645 LAA) 1 BEA BN SR RGT 4 R 5 IEMf %
56 A UL AT, BT A SOKE A 76 AT 55 6 15 4 RAT 55, R RN AN B U S5 3R 4T 43 28 (303 0 BScope,IScope
H OScope). 2y T 5 B # 1 LB 3 2R 07 VLA 5 1)V B, A SCHE R 43 2 46 mh SR T R 00 554910 2k D100 2876 1R V0 48
bR,k PRI F'.
413 ST H

AR R A
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e CRF++0.58(https://crfpp.googlecode.com/svn/trunk/doc/index.html): 1% T H 324t T 3 -T- CRF K FFbrit:
RERY, FH T 42 22 Ul A I S 56 R 7 5 4 5 S e .

e SVM-LIGHT-TK1.2(http://disi.unitn.it/moschitti/Tree-Kernel.htm): % T B 42 it T 35 AW A% F1 5 & k%,
FHE G e LN, S5 WE N 5,C BB KRS R BRIME

o MLCA4.5(http://kt.ijs.si/bernard/mdts/): % TR 424 T Jo gk S 4 R8BS, ] T2 75 4ol 57 e S 3 b SR 8K
INSHL

o T = vli.1L1(http://www.ltp-cloud.com/): 1% T HAZ AL T v 3¢ 4330 1] M A5 0 FIAR A7 A2 90 BT &5 SR 0 °F
G318 SRR ) IR A

4.1.4 ARG

AR B SR R AR W

1) Rkl R4

e CRF_Char_CueSys:3&F 77 FIARI: 4 RIS R G, 1% R G0 UL T A bR A7 R IESE A {n-gram 4
AE RPERRAE . AL FRAE . AERARAE LR 2L T CRF (W) FIbRvE AR T,

e CRF_Word_CueSys: % F 1] J5 ZI AR v 19 28 R ia & I R 45, 1% 2 45 LUk b i 547 FFIE 2 & 4 {n-gram
FRAE W PERFAE . BARAFAE Y R L T CRF I Fe S by 5 2.

2) HHRWAERR

e CRF_Char_ScopeSys: &t 17 FIFRI (17 75 5k 7 8 R 1% R G0 LA 0 bn g BT R IIE 8 b {167 PR s
fifE:n-gram FEAE. GAPERAAE . D FURE ARPRRIE AR AR R R . Bl RS BILRIAER. 54
KA E KR RAEET CRF FIFFIFRERA.

e CRF_Word ScopeSys: 3 T 1] J¥ F1l b4 1) 8 i 3 I 8 R 40, 1% & 40 DL in] S BR i S0 R i 45 A ok {1
AL n-gram RFEAE . TAPERFAE ARAFRFIE AR AR R . BIL RS, RILRIAE . 52 ER
), R IET CRF 135 b i1,

e TK_MCT_ScopeSys:F F 5 T~/ 56 42 4% BY 8k 5 (1 46 B A% 78 76 U 7 8 R 4.

o TK_PT_ScopeSys: ¥ F 2T~ I 7244 8 5 35 W I A5 AW 12 s 3 8 R 4R

e TK_CPT_ScopeSys:F FH 2T | SCAH G A W 81 38 S5 s 1) 45 AR A% 2 5 8 o8 R 4.

o FLAT_ScopeSys: X K IV IR AIE (1) 2 A9 42 2 5 4 5 58 R 4.

e COMP_ScopeSys:fill & 1 [ R 1iE 5 25 M4 R AiE 1) 526 4% 8 75 3 A e R 4.

e MDT_ScopeSys:fili#s CRF #5855 5 & B8 1) 70 v S 7 76 B 5 2 R 4L,

e POST_ScopeSys:7E. MDT_ScopeSys % fiili b, 5% FH 2 T (0 A vk 0 ) i Ak 33 77 v 1) 28 2 38 0 8 R 4.

3) MRS

o AntU_Sys: il TUUE A2 M5 AN 52 PEAR B A0EST LLAR L = A SCR ATHE CoNLL 2010 PPl 315
YT A3 AT 55 B PR BRI R G 0 b R G A% R G T A7 A SV 1 4 2R B R AR A7 032
U3 5 ).

o SCU_Sysl:1% 5 40K F 45 M 4k A v e Ak R0 45 55 385, FE 32 1 060 AN (] 3m) 2 1 28 ) B 2 g N oy 4328
PRI S R T % R G T R L AT 45 AT R A, DR I, D M B R A% R A S R AT 45 b
fits, 2 22 1A SR T AR STV

o SCU_Sys2:1Z R G0H 15 & Ve 5 A& TS BT 45 F VBT M (451 (semantic role labeling, & #5
SRL) il i, I rp 2R A6 BT SRL o1 1B 1, 1 7 a5 38 7 52 W AT 4540 T g oc IR F E T Il Z R &
KT SRL 75 32 U3 £ 2% i R o 44,

42 KRN RFEEER DT

ST PP BURRTE (12 21 Rl R SR AT CRF 53k, 76 0T A 4 EARAGHERR B 11 2 5 window=3, 8157 Z 4 ¢=3.0.
FET P AN T 45 P A1 A AR R 2R T 1% 2 BB B AR A B n 0 T L E A S HUR UK R LT Bk
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ZHHRER, FAE 3 AR F0 AR 2 A K 7 VA BEAT T VRN, 3045 T I3 5 Fos il 45 2R 5
56K 1 DLV RFAE B PR SRR T AN SRR 3.1 455 H 10 4 SR (K A7 Rk, Al et g ot 1 bk J— A D ik
B R AR DIRF A TN R AR AR & v B A AT R 380 4 0 455 DR IE 24 AN A v R S E.
Table 5 Performance of cue detection system (F-measure)
x5 KRN RGEMERF )
. e AT
Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review

+n-gram 0.573 1|+n-gram 0.428 1 |+n-gram 0.721 7 [+n-gram 0.481 1|+n-gram 0.470 1 |+n-gram 0.398 5
+Bound 0.6126| +PoS 0.5933| +PoS 0.8328|+Bound 0.5927| +PoS 0.5897| +PoS 0.6129
CRF_Char CueSys | +PoS 0.643 7|+Bound 0.6024|+Bound 0.8879| +PoS 0.672 1|+Bound 0.6012| +Freq 0.6337
+Freq 0.6519 - - +Freq 0.9113| +Freq 0.690 4 - - -
ALL 0.6519| ALL 0.5817| ALL 09113 ALL 0.6904| ALL 0.5823| ALL 0.6298
+n-gram 0.547 9 |+n-gram 0.462 9 [+n-gram 0.674 2 |+n-gram 0.573 1 |+n-gram 0.489 3 [+n-gram 0.413 3
+PoS 0.7189| +PoS 0.6045| +PoS 0.9133| +PoS 0.6684| +PoS 0.662 1| +PoS 0.644 1

+Freq 0.771 8| +Freq 0.682 8 — - +Freq 0.689 1| +Freq 0.6857| +Freq 0.6938
ALL 0.7718| ALL 0.6828| ALL 09079 ALL 0.6891| ALL 0.6857| ALL 0.6938

DRSS S 7R AR5 € AN € PRI 2R15 SO T30 P 21 1) B =l Al R e 1k e oy 0L A AE. Review iRk
75 8 2 RAMATM AL Tech T4 K 1 AN 1ff 58 £ 2% A il b M RE AR T 28 T A AE B R A (9 AN 0.34% A0
0.13% W 1 e T %), 28 W 22 T3] e FBR VA 1R 77 92 e % B8 4 M i ) 2 2% 30 L I B FEAS IR 18 BE R A5 € 5 AN
iy o 2R R R M I L RS 3K T AR IE(ALL), 50 0E T AR SCEE 1 4 ZJRFAE A5 TR 5 28 23] i I AR A
e, LT BT RGP, sk i K I P SR AE AR J2  n-gram REAE R ML 4R AE, 110 HLPE BE 3R i B I 45 K, 3R I 13X
P S REAIE 0] 1 ] 28 2 1] R4 et Dk A K

RIS R B T E A T R (1) 15 48 FR A TE A A AU 1 18 R b TR P R ZE e B L AN E 2R R
AT RS 3 AFIER LSRR ZE R 0.81%, 1M 75 75 4 2k ik lll R St dse Kk fe 22 R is 8] T 22.85%;
(2) ASSCHETTH LA 23 530565 75 58 FNASf 5 42 2= s SCRE BLREAT T vk, B i B SO FR— AN 1A BE AT B b 45
Foia) I, SCAT LI O 2k 2 i) tH I, G 1 &5 TR 2R 1,23 % 1) 28 2 1) 77 03 SCI G, SR 1 A1) FH A SCHE HH ) 0 R ARp A
(freq) ELSRAF T B/ R0 AL P fi, U 0 7 e 0 08 488 b B0 22 AR 20T 380 O 4 1 e A0 BRRAIE 4L 22 5 | N RRAE S 17T 2
BT HERE T R, ZE PR O W R IR X B R A H AT

1) 1558 8 R RS 1 A 2 e 5

1% 8 IR B DR R R 2 AR AR 3 AT AN, WA SCE 2 15 3 2 PR, Tech 5 Review F iR 5
TELRW A AL 4 F iz R8O, i K PSS &1 o <A Fl w7, AR L EPAS FiER
G RIE 52.3%H1 60.1%. 0040 NFE 1 R LA H:Tech &5 Review 1 MR 75 i 2k R 4 & K/ 3k 44 Fi
128,351 /N T H AR VB REAE A 1 56 56 40 A0 AN 3, AR M 2 BT 78 08 Sk R A I 7E A [ 7 8 R rh IR A OR 22 S O S
X —HEWT, A% SC AT R AR TP 300 AL 75 B 4R R AN B A I SEBEAT AR, B CRF_Word_CueSys
KM AL, 2 R 3 S FIE R IR AT U 25,3005 3 AN e e R il kil R 48, P BE LR 6(HE 5 4k
ED S TR L B B 2 (R AR 250). 7T LG - 75 58 e R A 40 A0 A A 5 Etech A review) T I 25 Hi TR A8E 28 {0
190} £ B ] AN N WA (1 VR TR BE B v AT S SR T T 5 a2 2k R W E Tech A Review ik} ¥ Be.

Table 6 Results of cue detection for “/A” and “¥H”
6 LR AT BAT I P G R

CRF_Word CueSys

Training corpus Tech Finan Review
Correct (243) Correct (187) Correct (284)
CRF_Word_CueSys Wrong (57) Wrong (113) Wrong (16)

2) LB
2 ZR AR IS5 T A AN T T R A
o ANJRUDAE 8 2y HL AT B SR £ B 4 A o 3] PR I gt B L A ) T A D e R ]I B B H 1L L
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CRF_ Word_CueSys i, H:4E Finan 154l LA — a8 IGAE 9256 o AR I REA P 129 ANl SCs43,
FErA (1) 88 AN SEBIAE AL B A R AR AE (n-gram+PoS) I 5 CU 8% LAl AR
o AN o PR A 4 R AR AR AR AR AR, S B B R AR i R AL B BB AL RO B
1. Finan iRl AN 8 28 R B9 06 S A5 28 I TIE SE 50 i JLAR AR AEAE 43 53l B MU ALL_ CUE
—X,MORE_CUE 5 LESS_CUE & WX i i 4 vt S 6 i F v i 22 5 A 1R HAEL, 6 RN A8 AR AIE 1]
PTRFEARN) 3.5%(E & )R 11.3%(ANI ), 1% L B A8 35 1 T 45030 5 i A 15 o 28 2R i A0 I 2 45 P 14
BT A € e R ).
AR IIHET CRF bR i A vh B 5 1 280 window=3, U4 B4 ¢=3.0.% 7 451 T X WA S HE
A 72 2 AR I 2R 8 b AR R R, 3L rh 0RE B Finan, 22 487> ) 4 CRF_Char_CueSys(fdj 5 4 C) 45 IE5E 4
4 n-gram+PoS+Bound LA K CRF_Word_CueSys({i 54 W), RFEFFIELE A K ALL AT 8 hnf LG H B o
HAKE S window 2y 3 W, B RAAKY I 22 Gt ik B b i IO VE BB 1% S H0h 1 805 I, RGETERE T B FE K. T 42
B BH ¢ MR AR, JEHSEAE window=3 I ,e A\ 1.0~7.0 Z [WJ BN, R ZE 1k BEAR AL /N ,c=15.0 I, R G Tk g
B ST B R G ] T A SR S B A B A

Table 7 Sensitivity of parameters window and ¢ for CRF model (F-measure)

F 7 CRF BB ZH window FI ¢ MUK (F {H)

Parameters c=1.0 c=3.0 c=5.0 c=7.0 c=15.0
window=1 C: 0.4230 C:0.4591 C:0.4921 C: 0.4634 C:0.3765
W: 0.5528 W:0.5711 W:0.5798 W: 0.5409 W:0.4584
window=3 C: 0.5929 C:0.6012 C: 0.6003 C: 0.5802 C: 0.4462
W:0.6817 W: 0.6857 W:0.6794 W: 0.6697 W:0.5104
window=5 C: 0.5233 C:0.5329 C: 0.5492 C: 0.4923 C:0.4572
W: 0.5426 W: 0.5504 W: 0.5285 W: 0.5160 W: 0.4839

43 BEEHRERBMEER ST
ARG T IO R GE 4 7 IO BOR (K S0 45 R B L TR FR Y TR AL 1 Y S AR R Y
PERE. JE T @i A RS AL I AU AL B R BE il PP 2 SRS 208 1) 0 e SRR A R 1 i A i 1 A7 )Y
RS9 ) Ak B AR5 PR DA W . ot S R e e RIS I 1) J B4 55, 1 S B0 R AR SR Y R BT AN T A
AE AT SR B 28 R3] (golden cue) fF 2 LA L, 2% T+ A 3l 2k 28 1l K AV i 5k 5 5 K & R 8 S 3 &
FUBAESE 4.4 TRy .
4.3.1 BT R AIRRE UL A B E R Gk e L B
ARSCR G S 4.3.1 5 SR A R (K 5925, 16 S S0 UE T fh] SR AL ) 8 ot 3 7 AR e 4 LA AR A L B T
FIPIIBREI R GER M n-gram ek 3 PEREAE AN ] 120 F A0 5 110 12 SRR VE (1 R ZER T n-gram 45 1E AT 75
RFAE. DS 0, A7 4 DR SRR AR S At SR M 90 DR AR A 6 R AER 3.2.1 3R 10 4 SRARAF A F Al (0 A7 R sk
HP,CRF B A TF R i ESRAGRRE 11 S50 window=3 U528 ¢=3.0,JF IR T 1% B BUR L, 45 R 5 55 4.1
T BEAEAS P IR
F U T I T P HURRE B A 7 o IO 8 R e I L RE L T rel BORAKAF K R BURHAE path R B R
] (R T s 45 B AR AR dis 271 2 2 28 30] AR B IR I pos e 7an By 2k ZR 1) AR R il DK 45 SR A s
1) TR P SURREE (8 o O 2 R GEE BRI T2 T 7 e SRR TE (19 AR 48,3 2 i 78 i 4 5 A 550 B
SRR Ry bR S 1) FR G AN )3 B LA Tech WERLIT R AR b (KA Al s 8 5 35 49 LA 55 1y o
Ao, HP I O 12,9511 LAGa] D A7, P4 K BE A 7.1 Fh 40 8 e S A 5 5 (1 B 2 P AT
A7 I BRVE IE A (58 42 DT BC), DA A7 ok 58 A 55 v 2 T 7 3 AR 1) AR Sl BEASTK.
2)  BRT Tech Al Review Rl L (5 4 o WA A R 48 LLAR, HoAh 28 B8 1) d 0 1R BE 240 46 5K T 4 B0y il
(ALL)I 345, B0 0E 1 A SCH PR AR A7 AR AL 1R A R
3)  MPERE LA, 78 B A ARG R RE DL T ANl A B i R T AR . R WA U5 T A S D O,
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5 0E 78 i P B KB AN TN e B e (AR DAt T 1Dyrh 23, 180 17 7 76 30T 34 1K B R R &
S8 FAT U3 FL U, 7 32 F82 il 5 1) A R R A A AR R 4 AR, A 22 e g8 3 ) 3 A B (LR 2) T
LA B EPAIE. L A7 4 6 S 732 R GUAR AT 4 i, DL S2 36 20 Pt A A

4)  fHAEREIE AL Finan WHRF L FANGE B 6 500 € R GEPEREBR, AN L 30%, Ho b 2 2 JRL A2,
Finan TR} AN E 5 o 5K K 1500038 1) FATZEE 1 IR R A i A B b v ] 15 2o R
) Z 6] (R ER RS B N T 8 R o 37.6%, AR B R A S LR B BOR T4 T 8 A BRSO
TANCRIT B AF F)VE T AL (path,pos A1 dis) ¥ BEH A 1L H 3 24 i 1 5 2 20 3] 2 1) 1R 9K 2% e SRR A
X P 2 2R ] 502 1R U] b v SR AN L T O, AR SO TR I S SR P 5 ) A R A R I R AR e i

i) L.
Table 8 Performance of CRF-based scope resolution system (Acc.)
& 8 JLT CRF I # S E REETERE(Acc.)
i [ A
o Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
+rel 0.456 3 | +path 0.310 4 | +path 0.424 7 | +path 0.2752 | +path 0.180 7 | +path 0.219 6
+path 0.4727| +rel 0.3523 | +dis 0.4815| +rel 0.3310| +rel 0.2477| +dis 0.2855
CRF_Char_ScopeSys - - +pos 0.3749| +pos 0.5024 | +dis 0.3702 | +pos 0.283 3 | +pos 0.304 8

- - +dis  0.378 5| +rel 0.5160 | +pos 0.3984| - - +rel 03175
ALL 0.4619|+ALL 0.3785| ALL 0.516 0| ALL 0.3984| ALL 0.2604 | ALL 0.3175
+path 0.4592| +rel 0.3622| +pos 0.5129 |+path 0.353 0 |+path 0.2392| +rel 0.2749
+rel  0.512 0| +path 0.3923 | +dis 0.5432 | +rel 0.3944| +rel 0.263 1 |+path 0.3320
CRF_Word_ScopeSys | +pos 0.553 1| +pos 0.403 9 | +path 0.562 7 | +pos 0.428 2| +pos 0.2857| +dis 0.362 1

- +dis 04102 | - - +dis  0.4319 | +dis 0.293 8 | +pos 0.368 7
ALL 0.5485| ALL 0.4102| ALL 0.5591| ALL 0.4319| ALL 0.2938 | ALL 0.368 7

432 BT AR AL I o R E R G AR S o A
A 3.2.2 TR T 3 B AERE, 3 500 3 SR (Twora) s 370 PE B (Tpos) FIMK A7 56 ZR B (Tpep), He 2 7R ML
2.4 9 4 THAE 3 FhBTERMG N R IR IE R 25 S A B R IR AL IR BT VL A T 2 3 FIRHIE M AR
1R A (25 Bk 4 ), U UM o e 1) — NRPAIE B T 4R A A LA
Table 9 Performance of scope resolution system based on tree kernel (Acc.)

RO AT WAMA & E RGNERE(Ace.)

% e : A :
Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
T MCT Seopssys | Tyyooe [ Tyt [Tt | Tt Tos [ TosToo | Toine™
TKPT SeopeSys | gugri | bamar | osisse | 0asos” | o0s0rs | ovst
e seopesys | Ty ton | Tontoo | Tosioo |y | Mosans” | hae”

I 45 SR 3R B

1)  CPT 83 /775 1E Tech Fl Finan iRl [ 3R1S T Fe 4 i1 B8, 10 Review ik b1 5 4 P BE#E PT BY# A
IR LR T B2 Review i RHEH 56 WK BB, K 2 80 R IR IR AR iR e 2 il 5 R R i 2
B IR % 42 b PT BTk 7 VAT bR T K 2 He & A 19 e S Re A8 58 ™ 52, AT 8 8 T A AZZ 1) IX 4 55 1T
Tech £ Finan W FHE 55 808K B AJEAHR ™45, CPT 843 /7 ik WIAR T T 58 2 1 b N SCRFAE, A R T )
W7 3 2 2R T A 1) A A A T R P T DL L LCPT 5 PT X MR BT 8 7 v R G B 5% 2 1)
K.

2)  MCT BY& 7kt i Bk 5 R D2 R i 7 VR SRS AR E A 5 TN T Ik 22 i s )T o I3 4045 30
GRRATR S 4.1.2 35 A28 0 LARR DN SE 8 2 B T VA B bR P RVRT B 2R T MCT B3 5 1511
B RGMERE. £ 1045 T TK MCT_ScopeSys 71 3 2588 B b L sg AN i 78 76 110 45 5.l A
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A HHMCT B3 7 12 1 5 e, AEL A 1] S e AU, 1 = 2 B RO B0 U 17 e L5 1) 1
3) AWM RGP D RGN R IEE SRS TP SRR AL (ALL), 5t A AT e
W2 ARSI T KR /A ] it 3 20T W A IR AT R etk BE S A

Table 10 Performance of uncertainty scope resolution classifier based on MCT pruning
F 10 LT MCT BY#EJ7 ik AN 8 o Sk 7 e 7 2R 2R 1k e
A P’ T;C’h F P’ Fllril’a - F P’ Re;,?l’ew F
TK MCT ScopeSys | 0.8033 0.5195 0.6310 | 0.7734 0.4302 0.5529 | 0.8321 0.5449 0.6585

A 3 T S AF A 2 18] PR AR i 0 R AR A, T S I 585 4.3, 1 71 (10 Si 56 T AHE W, 1 T 4 A o 282
FIRSE RS A BN TR AL T AT SR A A% A IF AR PR A P SRR AER T 3 3.1 T A
n-gram FEAEFI A PERFAE (n-gram+PoS) LA 55 3.2.1 W /- 211 4 SRAKAF AJVEAFAE (path+rel+dis+pos). 3% 11 45 H
THT AR AR R LI PEE, L, TK_ScopeSys X W& 9 rh AN Rl A} 2 il 5 v F) 785 52 AN i) 2 2 i oK
FE R G0 SR 4 AR W A TR I A AU % 1 o SR 8 R G0 RS T P TR AE (K S A5 A% R G Re AT i
e, AELE e R B T AN KL 2 4E Finan F0RE F A ANA € 7 o 30O 8 R GePERe i i e AT 0 JL I RIAE T2 454
PRFAE T AL B T B 201 TR AL A L AT S BT DN 23 357 T S e A, 45 5 3K 8 W] LUt SR A IR R AR A
i) SVM 4 o 48 7 T8 R Ge 1 BENE AR T CRF R 48, 1t W) i 32 R0 5 L JuUR) JT 17 1 R AIE 57 58 23 i 33

Table 11 Performance of scope resolution system based on composite kernel (Acc.)

T 1 ETESENERSS e REERE(Acc.)

P e AT
Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
FLAT_ScopeSys 0.4857 0.320 8 0.540 2 0.3914 0.308 7 0.350 4
TK_ScopeSys 0.502 9 0.403 3 0.5183 0.4537 0.3415 0.405 7
COMP_ScopeSys 0.536 6 0.419 1 0.577 2 0.481 1 0.332 9 0.446 3

433  FETICURSEM IO o A 2 R AU RE X o
TERLAETT A B HE T3] P S bRt by 2 T A A% 0 20 Sl 4 AT LU AT 33.1% 1 S Bl A A e —
N3G IRE LR 4). 0 R IRATTRE 05 F T WA 73 28 53R 0L T IR0 10 45 R B REE — D4R R B e SR S E AR
SEITERE. 25 T UL AR e o SR B il 5 7 L BP0 K48 38 12 S S 45 RS i — 0 R g RN LE
B MAR S5 TR W] e T 0 e SR 0 78 25 T e B R B P — R A R B B A O A i v, 4 SRR WL BLE
PN B AT £ i Sk 5 AT 45 T AT L AMPE BRATTA A JE I B A T o T P S AR R T 00 AN SR
M 3 3 ST AR e 6 A7 A A T S AR B BRI, ) R B B SO R T R T A R B O S RE S B e A
FIRAF 4 B 2R AR B AN S T KB AR A FE G R T A AR e RE SR A K v
Table 12 Performance of scope resolution system based on MDT (Acc.)
R 12 LT IU g IR o O E R ATIERE(Ace.)
RE Tech F‘/—lilnzl Review Tech /TFiEfaf Review
CRF_Word_ScopeSys | 0.553 1 04102 05627 | 04319 02938 0.368 7
COMP_ScopeSys 0.5366 04191 05772 | 04811 03329 04463
MDT ScopeSys 0.6287 0.5039 0.6481 | 05513 0.3729 0.486 0
WAER 4 LETF AR LR GEvh ol s B 1 B T 0 Y SRR ) M gL B 20 R UETR A8 31 90.7%, BbeS T
TARFEA, B AL — AN 70 SR8 R R JEAR VUM IER S BT 26 Tk, 38 13 gyl i e IR 2845 R 1
FEWRE, ALK C-Ace)FIIET T YR SEM 78 15 3 5t e AR G M RE T REIA 2 1 L R (Acce.). vl LU H AL 73 8%k 1) B
b BRI AR IR S 2 R G M RE SR T/ B0 ) AU i DR PP b v SRR A 20, U AN
it ORE A L fE 5 58 58 AR UL IC I AT IR AR B2 B, — )R TR R A 1 ANl 20 I %, A SR IV % TRt
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AT HEAE Al 1 12 0 L, 1A S W) 5 SR 5 2 AR e RE YOG BEE.
Table 13  Upper-Limit of scope resolution system based on MDT
R A3 LT UM IO o T8 R g e LR

. 0 AN

| b

e LI Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
FEAR 3 2(C-Ace.) 0.8639 0.8827 0.9130 | 0.8371 0.8057 0.8980

MDT _ScopeSys (Acc.) | 0.6801 0.5419 0.7038 | 0.5963 04405  0.565 1

434 S E R AR Re 2 i
A SO IR 8 5 O O R 43 SR N W AN ) R AR R D A2 T I B A T Rk H A
TR U 8 5, DS AR SOt T T D R U (1 7 S S AR B VR, R 14 gt T HME R 5 K 12
FRy S50 45 R LR W] R T 5 Ak BT 105 ) 78 5 SR 5 S8 R G P B X R AR AR 1) i v, Lt Tech T8 8} LR 75 5
BT RGBT mIE T 6.97%, T He /MW REH AR & T 2.69%, 30 UE T A SCHR H 1K) )5 AL 3R U7 VA AT 24Pk
Table 14 Performance of post-processing for scope resolution system (Acc.)

F 14 UL E S AL B AR (Ace.)

o B i
I Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
POST ScopeSys 0.698 4 0.541 0 0.690 7 0.585 7 0.423 3 0.5129

4.4 FFEESRIG K

AATELT 4 AN J5 TR S 8 1 5 AN e AR Sl E R GE AT T S8 R o
1) FRAELL R vs. BBk &K
5 58 1k 5 AN 58 AR B EUAE 55 2 SR R 0 4 3R 1) T LA TG 1, 1T DU 43X PR AN 748 45 10 B8 16 AR S5

e ], PR T8 3 B R ) S A 1 1 A E R AR T HAE T € M 5 A E VAT BT 55 b i S B e
e AT LU RE 5 =i ) POST_ScopeSys 4t A H:Aill, 1% 22 40 % HI RS T J0 e SRR I 23 28 75 1 R0 28 T8 A ) vk R )
5 Ab B 5 75 5 b T E AR #E 2k R 1] (golden_cue) 5 H B HI 2k K i (auto_cue) 45 1F FiZ R4 MM RE, L 4
Auto_Cue R4, S R KL R G0 3K 5 O I & TR B B R R 48 0 J7 (8 LU R e 7 RE, Auto_Cue 4t [F)
FERH Accuracy VR HEFR, A0 1, R AT 26 3 1A A7 o 1 358) 1180 I A 8 P40 O 1 1 45 L

F 15 R AL R TN RS SR A& R A RN PEREHLEL A 45 H T Auto_Cue RGEH W% 1]
R 42k e 5256 45 AR W, Auto_Cue R EGu1EREYY LEXT N 1) Golden_Cue & 48 AR, 3L Ji [R] 2, 2 2% i) K7 0 75 55 35
FEM PR T T IR LB B UAE Review HE, Auto_Cue RLEAEIRAN T & 7 o WU LR R R T
2.97%, A% T oAt 175 790 B 40 Bl 03X o AT g L 2 Rl A DN BB 4 =0 (0.9 113), AT A 45 4% 328 11 1% 22 s />

Table 15 Performance comparison of the golden-cue system with the auto-cue one

R 15 WELRE ARG A LRI ARG MERELLEL

2% T 5E A E
Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
Golden_Cue (Acc.) 0.698 4 0.541 0 0.690 7 0.5857 0.423 3 0.5129
Auto_Cue (Acc.) 0.584 1 0.4522 0.661 0 0.470 6 0.318 1 0.4457
(cue detection) (F) (0.771 8) (0.682 8) (0.911 3) (0.6904) | (0.6857) (0.693 8)

2) KXLRG vsREIMER S

FT T T 16 D ) 5 5 M AN R A R ik O R R ) B A AR DGR S =, R R AT AR R G B
PEECRE R, A SCRE 3 A T 1) 9 532 (1 R GEXEAS 2D P A D 0 bR 48, 48 vk B BACERTE: AntU_Sys LI
TG Al . AVERRAE ) 35SCU_Sys1 2R ML T S ML AJVERFIE;SCU_Sys2 W 53 R A, i Bl i SCA (o bRy
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1) JEL R A A 25 I E R L AR, 3 AN R R TE S SCHE BH(BioScope) EERTS T A RIPERE. R 16 44t T E M
B AN 5 VAR B AR S PE R LR, A R G o A g il 2 i) R I TERE.
Table 16 Performance comparison with the representative one and baseline (Acc.)

F 16 HACRYERGAIIEUE R G IERE LB (Ace.)

=4 e A&
Tech Finan Review Tech Finan Review
AntU_Sys (CoNLL’10) 0.3853 0.348 3 0.4102 0.3577 0.269 1 0.3259
SCU_Sys1 (EMNLP’13) 0.4227 0.3856 0.393 1 0.370 4 0.2877 0.304 2
SCU_Sys2 (EMNLP’10) 0.390 5 0.3792 0.401 8 0.3729 0.3016 0.3354
POST ScopeSys (ours) 0.584 1 0.452 2 0.661 0 0.470 6 0.318 1 0.445 7

SO0 5 AR W AR SE SR R R X R AR B PR RE K 3 > AR 48 AntU_Sys,SCU_Sys1 Al SCU_Sys2, £E 35 L1
PEREZNAN 1. B U, AntU_Sys R ET £ CoNLL 2010 ANV 52 PEAF Sl HUE S5 BRI STh 0.57, 10 6 DU R b iR i
PEREALA 0.36. 3 28 Jit R i 5 DU T 5 2 IVRF RO 8], 0 A A 2 T, S8 vh A 3k 45 R ADGS )4 f] B )
Vi) 925 ) Y0 O At B A MU A i G 5 R, T AT 925 T B AR SR T DK D R 2 R 4 A R ke, SR T A )R A
FETED PR 5 B3RS ROME RE 22 BEROR 53— 07 1L N A 1 AR SFE A, 5 1 17 3 SC R A5 58 M AN E P AE Bl
vt Sy o O o e S SO DU A R B AR I . 0 T Lo A R A S A R AT 45 v A
T Ji] S PR 2R S8 L Y R ) DT OIS TR AR R 8 A DR A I R G TR R A B R X

3) [RAIEE vs. 5 45Uk

AHERLY T A SR GEAE S WU R B R YE . SER SR AT Tech 3 RHME 5 U254, WA R SU4E Finan Al
Review R ERIPERE.AR 17 45 ) T 9050 45 3, 0 358 5 P BB /S A 28 4 LA 22 A v LI R I P 34511 RE.
H1 T U S BT R RUASEAS ), 2 P e AN AT A R 1) 2 i

Table 17 Performance comparison on different corpus
F 17 ARER ERGVERELLAL
R Finan " Review Finan e Review
CRF_Word_CueSys (F) 0.5139(0.6828) 0.8716(0.9113) | 0.5464 (0.6857) 0.578 5 (0.693 8)
POST_ScopeSys (golden cue) (Acc.) | 0.5157 (0.541 0)  0.623 3 (0.690 7) | 0.3802(0.4233)  0.422 1 (0.512 9)
POST ScopeSys (auto cue) (Ace.) | 0.3412(0.4522)  0.486 9 (0.661 0) | 0.264 0 (0.318 1)  0.315 8 (0.445 7)
S 25 R R
o EG IS UL A RN AR S REAS i, AR TR EORL I SR AR TR 1 i 2 B AR T R R T < Tech
BHOZ Rl A 5 AR 2875 B LE BN LR 1), B B 2 R R RS T 44 A1 13 I 25
PR 3fE LU 3R Finan F1 Review WoRHRFAE, 0V TR #870 2 ] AR 1515 KL R 98 7E Review ik L1
7 5 2 Z AR Y R A1 ) H kL 2R 8. FRATTA N S DR 2 Tech TR 75 52 2R 1] 73 41 55 Review Tk}
AR A ARABL, WL 2, i P AS e S R AR 35 O AN BT, H BT T 50%.
o FLURR T A i £ 3 3] 1) 5 AU AR o 3 T 08 R G 3R AT T A IO RE S0 IE T A S 10 8 i B s T
TR A
o LW LA, IZRGAE Finan R EITERER T Review HEL 45 G 38 1 3ATHEN IT 50 KU A A)F A58
i W SR AE  HT 19 Tech WRE L A 5 S 3500, DR B RE S 3R A5 SE4F PR PR RE.
o i R B ZR A 1 2R G W DA Sy 2k R A A DN PR 8 22 A A LR B S B S e A R TSR bR v e R ]
R v A=l N U R

23 E T IR AR SRR H R 2 R ARSI 5 i RO R, FRATT 25 R AR Sk AT m A B 40 8 ] 2 R R Ok
Il 24 2R 1 K DU 2R 08 8 s R S T 9 AN [ TR PR R AP D

4) RV R S

M T AT LA H:BR T Finan doRH & ANIE T8 SCRISEBI 1 ELIE B 50% L L2 S FAtL I B0 K A5 75 5 51
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AN T SCIR SE B LRI A AE 10%~30% 2 ). 45 b FRATTHE IR FH S 4 1 b HEAT I 25, 0T 56 2 52 31 5508 A
47 (4 5% 0 LR 1, AR SCHE Tech 5 RF B EORTRI A T ISR S AN AR I 2588t 500 )4 75 15 58 (A & )il LM A) -+
5 500 A ANEE T 8 (AN 58 ) 1B R A]F 48, 36 1000 AR 8 v, B 2] 43 93 100 A, 35 200 A LL CRF
Word_CueSys il POST_ScopeSys M4 F Gt 73 il WA T 185 V8 RE T 1 208 22 il 4 I R 6 38 572 Rk fig .3k
18 45 H T BRI ) A PR 6 22 G5 M RS R 52 . g A 30 1k R LA 10 28 57 355 5 P 3R 2R 1 1 B 8 DL P ) P B AL
L 1 200 AJF,1 000 ANE R INZREE,200 AME A MRS T 3R AS 1 2R B 8. S 06 25 SR S os K 11 403 5
RN R IR BORIGER T, o 75 58 2 3wl A I 2R Bk e I T T A, 06 WA ST 45 1 1) 7 ¥ ke 50 A~ A
PRIFAEN VS

Table 18 Effects of corpus’ (im) balance on our system

R 18 BT XA R G

EEN 1 E ANH T
CRF_Word_CueSys (F) 0.660 2 (0.653 9) 0.525 8 (0.542 2)
POST ScopeSys (Acc.) 0.53 (0.51) 0.40 (0.44)

5 ZiRERARFKRIE

AT R i) F SR 5 SOA KA 52 MRS AN E PR B IE S5 54T T R GRS S, A e AR i
B 5 G BB R R 2 G MR R T 25 Tl B A A A 5 A R 25 6 Al 0 V5 A8 AR A 1) A 200 O AR Ak B P A 72
() 22 S5 A R EL A SR P 7 ke SRR TR 0k SE AT Rl s o B HY 17— Rl A R i T R 4 5 Ak BT b
16 TE 72 i 5. S 56 4 SR SR A2 VAR 1 R MEATAN G R VA A 55 B RSB R 2 L B 68.84%1 58.57%.
PEAN A SRR T A4S FAT A BioScope R ZE IUBEAT 24 1) DUTE HHORHZE A0 R 6 HE Bl DU 5 5 1E 5 ANl e
PEAE B Bl RO T B AT 24 A

ARSI YGAIE T e Z 1 A6r I 5 7 o 3 55 R IBC AR G0 (1 PR R, D AH DR IT 9 6 L S N Y PR B B 9T 30 A 11 1k g
Rt T S5 A RN SER B T ASCR S 3 K0 1 S SCR SN PR RE, 45 R AR WL DUE 5 € V5 AN E TR
SAIBURIT TR AT I B 5 R R T SR R IE G R RO 7 5 AN S B B0 IE T S U 2R e P g, R WA
St PR S R LA L 1) B U P e i, SRR IR IR T I AT M 2R e S A DN

SR, S A SCAE T 1) AR 5 SCAS I 15 7 P 5 AN 52 PR AR S S BOIE 7 b AS 1 028 (R 45 2R H 2 R A

DURIVES o 3T 5 (1 H3 5 2R G0 A AR BRI PR RS, B DA T — R IR E RS A BRI R S, T2
ToIEAR R E RE B A0 IX — i) 8, AR R ) AR 25k PR 2R e 28 1 K ) L 78 5 sk 0 AR i 5 B R A A5 s 5 A

WL o5 e 22300 A9 TRl 5 R AT 88 1, AT 5 1o 28 8 1) 4 (AR 1 . M A7 ke S T L 00 2 9 A 5 A0 A L P8 D77 i 19 AN
A, R AR SC AR G i 22 A B 2%V RL I P T B HE B0 ] AL DAL £ B R 42 4 R A R R R A Bl T
HER H. 43 1077 58 5 AN T S 3R 0 77 325, R A SOR SR TAR M F 2 il —.

BUft ARl FRAT RO A SC AR 4 P SO AT SR [RIAT BLR R Y S D UL PP o L SR K
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