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Abstract: This paper explores semantic role labeling (SRL) in the Chinese language for nominal predicates. In
addition to the widely adopted features of verbal SRL, various nominal predicate-specific features are also explored.
Moreover, the nominal SRL performance has been improved by properly integrating features that were derived from
a state-of-the-art verbal SRL system. Finally, the paper explains in detail the nominal predicate recognition, which is
essential in a fully automatic nominal SRL system. Evaluations on Chinese NomBank show that proper integration
of a verbal SRL system significantly improves the performance of a nominal SRL. It also shows that this nominal
SRL system achieves the performance of 72.67 in Fl-measure on golden parse trees and golden predicates, and
outperforms the state-of-the-art nominal SRL systems in the Chinese language; however, the performance drops to
55.14 in F1-measure on automatic parse trees and automatic predicates.

Key words:  semantic role labeling; nominal predicate-specific feature; verbal SRL feature; nominal predicate

recognition

W OE: AR T P X %ia41818 6935 LA & 47IE (semantic role labeling, 8 #& SRL). fE4% ) 4% % 3535 418 37 SRL A8
RAFAEGY A £ Bt —F IR T £33 149535 SRL ARX 6945 4R SLIAR R T F X 3hi5 143878 SRL #f F X % 73148
13 SRL #9% 7,7 BB 61579 B 2032 A] ST 4 A 349 F X 439143579 SRL./E T X NomBank k#9534 R &9,
o L i i 49 SRL A-3EAE A 454% K18 B3R 5+ L% 38 M i8 3749 SRL M 4%, 2k T 4 &) sk A Ae #4838 771,
W X% 95 1514 69 SRL 48 FIAEA R T 72.67, K KA. T B aTE MG Bl £ 2 40,8 T 8 ) 6) ik A= f 35359342 51,
ML F1 {84 55.14.

KRR B A EATIE; L AT AN R AL B0 IR MGE LA EARIEAFAE, L 38 P18 35 4R A

HEES S TP391 SCHRARIRED: A

« EGIH EK A REE 490920004, 60873150, 60970056); VLIRS AR FL 5L 4 (BK2008160)
Wk TA] . 2009-05-13; & T[] 2009-10-14; & K& i) 2010-03-29
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12 BARAE 5 AL B (W — DT 5 AT O AT RE I N 28 BRI A o T LR e B AR 1R R AR
M SEEL N 5 v E AL 18] (A BB R 38 A € hRTE (semantic role labeling, fij FX SRL)J& —Fh i )= I 1 LA BT,
LR AT 45 AT . DRI 5 S5 o M0 Bk H T (I S0 35 45 58 — AN A0 7, SRL (AT 45 42 4k A0 7 o il 1l O 4
PV S oY B IO UM B it 52 L 52038 4 ) RO BRI 1 SUA B (ot . I R] S 7 L R ERIA%).SRL
B i A 6] [R178 SW IR 8 (who,what,when,where,why) 3244t T 584G 71 1 3 FF, IX A5 0 B % )2, A5
) 2 RGN PRI MR A R P VRIML A 0 3 U A A0 AR 0 188 3 288 1 A AR 7D, T UK AT F9 SRL 43 A 547
P18 1 SRL Fl 44 1] #1117 SRL.

Bi# FrameNet!™™PropBank Vi K} ¥ % 47,CoNLL-20047 1 200557 0 5 K 5 T & T3 16 MR 15 18 11
YEC SRL FBIFSY . EM SS90 v O3 AR5 3 411 32 B2 [ 8 Q4] W3R J2 BRI 2 A0 A P42 30 A 2 (R A 1
F A% bR N T SRLUIRL K 42 Ja A Ak R G 1 e U314 St il AR T TR AR R IRIAR T — 2 I kesh. % T
PropBank S £ %} Penn TreeBank! *197 ) 53] 7F 1 7], NomBank! & B 22 K F 5 PropBank — £ i bR HE 42, 3 —
A HRTE T Penn TreeBank HP () 44 1) M 18 3 M HL38 A5 (1 Jiang T Ngt'®' & ¥k LA NomBank 4 5256 75 B} 35 150
AV V5 ] 196 3C SRL J7 VAR A T 44 a1 1H 17 (I 98 30 SRL, R R T KI5 08 3C 44 1) 1 18 1) AH D¢ IR 7IE.

FA 1 5, B T 0 3C PropBank! 1 3 NomBank! V& A5 M 2 v 3¢ SRL W 5 th 55 /b, HL 3 %58 g 1 B gk
RURE5E.Sun A1 Pradhan 25 A U2V 4k #8221 v SCh il 00 4 3 B U8 ) (004 SCAR €0 b v (9 S8 SR T #)  S2 AE
T TARTE I/ B E RE Xue %5 A2 VR) BT k28 b SC PropBank #1113 NomBank & JT 1w 3C 8l ] 1
4 3 P13 1) SRL. AL Xue il Palmer? 1Sz T wh SC ) i P18 7] SRL, 7648 I IE A A [ Bh A0 vk i 5 o0 1, 1 fig
F1 AR T 91.3 F1 61.3. Xue it — 4R R T v 3044 1) 1 11 il SRL.SCHR[22138 2538 T 5 B 20 1 ¥4 15 1 (1)
PRy SR 8 4 1l P i) SRL 9 U 2R EE HIUBE, LU S S 418 1o 44 1) 14 1 1) SRIL 1 i AH A, S5 36 45 SR O oAt Ji 2
JEC R 78 T Bl ] 1 R0 42 30 P 8 A S v e A A 2 S A B S Xue P 3 A P A i 1 1 B o B 1 ik
P RO R L (R, BE 2D B T S RN 4% 3 1 3 1 P SC SRL Mg Ding Al Chang®YisHig 7361 2Kk
F1 5 AIE 328 % 7 VA 2 1) P 15 3 B0 v SO A € 43 2R AT 45 o N 3 T IR B A VR A AR €8 0 R UER SRR B T
94.68%.Chen 2 NS\ iE 2200 1 BE 118 T 82 8 SCoHT 0 42 Ji 1 SR BEAR LAl Bl e 17 224w D8 1 KT8 S A
R RRPGE M Gtk R IR T HRJZTE T b G T 1 LA AR5 1R 4 10 A0 VA TE 20 2. Che 2SI 4% v
H 93 g e 181 SRL, B T A O 194% 77 v LLAR 3B 38 1 T 2 Bl % 77 v SCHR[26 138 15 R 38 T 4% 77
N T SR P A SRS E T 5 9 SO A P RE i

B T UL BRI R TR AVER B SRL BAAM, 2 TR AF AV 1 SRL B &y B B 53 (14 #4 s .CoNLL-
2008 PP M 5 LS AR A A0VE 43 HTAT SRL. AR GV VFI A 5 32 H AR (L BE AR A7 AU i 0T R SRL (I 2%
SIWFSEAE R AT VI 45 ok 5 6 2 2% ) RS HAS1) SRL P RED I T4 T Pipeline 77 2 () SRL 1 . CoNLL-
2009 PFIIPEIZE CoNLL-2008 fIFERE 1, DL 30— 198 5 97 B G th 0 SCA/E I 7 1138 & Fe B S, 0 T
T4 Rbl A N 1 75 3R, CoNLL-2008 P73l & YRR 2 138 10l (1) 1 B iR 50, B i 77 15 38 B 2 100 1 38 2 A5 2 %
DT 32 B2 A 508 24 T A A g 92 b 1 0 S 4 1] 2 1 1] B 3R 1,1 5 BUH R B 3R VE ARG A TR T )
VE A3 BRI TR I PR R S T 01 J 43 ) v 1A H S 44 R PR T ] B B U R AR R A A A A

ARSI TAF 32 B 8 v SCA 3R] P 1 1 SRL JR I, 45 08 SEAR A V20 R o (38 18], 35 40 3 AN D BRIEAT 1 5,
RV 35 2 R VR B ), 3o 9 S KT 24 SCA £ R A B L A8 T A T 2R R AT AR £ iR
531, R3S By A B B O R T P i SO e e AT AR (00 2 BN 2R 2 D E O UM A B i — 0 R 2
TCAS bR LA ).

AN ARG R A OSBRI MR GE TES T4 MR SRL FIFRHELES;Q2) F
Iz 18 SRL i — 08w T A1t SRL HEAE;(3) #RER T 5 T 408 Mo R 1) 44 17 1 18 17 [ 3 1R
IR FEEE T AL AR T T A SRR e 4 B Bl S 4 R PR A SRL R4

7E 7 3 NomBank |- (1) SE 56 45 53¢ W 38 11 6 v R I a0 18 170 R 31, 44 18] 2 1 48] ) H S SRL M F1{E
BB T 72.67, K KT Har B W AMNAIZER S5 T A 3 A0iE A A 3 PR 50, 44 3 14 15 38 19 3 SRL P fig Fl
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20 55.14.3X 10 W 42 8 PR 1 1R A A S SRL 5 B A B W KB Hkik v, B ik — SRR
1 132 NomBank 148

i 3 NomBank 47k T % 3 NomBank [FIbR7EHELE brid: T+ 3C TreeBank™ i 11 4 1l ¥ 15 1] & FL 38 A 14,
O3 PG o v SCAR TR i SCA (. P A% 00 XA i (core argument) S ArgO~Arg5 3£ 6 Fli. Arg0 il KR 3
VER)TE 7, Argl 30 H LR B AE K52 908, Arg2~ArgS HUHIE 18 ] IR AN 7] 2 A7 AN 7] 10 1 S8 SC I AX R T AR 1 R
hy BN SCA A ArgM 7R B INE SCA (O 5 5 ST, A 2 BE T8 3] 1O AN [R) 0 AN R, 49 G, ArgM-LOC
TR A R A IR A, ArgM-TMP 7R S0 AR 19 I 1) 2546 6] 145 W T P 30 NomBank HY (1) 5 4N At SE 441, 1 7]
PR 8 SCAR € 53 R I T g 2 1 A S ERe B 5 A9, T T BB B IR A AN 0 1 S B 53 ) R AR T/ Arg 07 T
HRAT/Arg 1 I “SEHC R AL T PR 08 SUA (5,23 0] v B ARAT / Arg 10 [a) 1 15 £ 98 4R AT /Arg0”. L
A ERALE T — AN IE X BN R Ti/ArgM-MNR”, R R B8k T X LA E B R IH AR 51 Argl
0 < B ARAT 2 18] b 25U 78 AN B)) T R A2 VBV E R R B 3K AN Bl B SR B bR ad 2 Sup”, R A SR B ]
(support verb). > H AV HAN ) 18] 5 24 7 44 W MR VR 1 AN B AN [ (0 A €8 180 70 18 i 30 17 A4 F) O 24115 44 1]
Ak U ] 00 S R S T U A, 7R L e DR 4R NP (R AR AT ) R B PP(Jf) A 7 B 9 AR AT [ B 424 44 ] 1 1
]GRO RN Bl ] R T SA €y, BRI, Bl ] R A T A B (R S R Bl i

1P

ArglllReIZ VP PIU
//\
NP Arg0/Rel2 VP .
T~ I —_—
NlR NlN PP Sup/lReIZ NP
/\ /\
PE AT 1|> NP V|V QlP NP
— —
] ArgOllRell RTll ArglllRell et ch ArgM-I\/IlNR/ReIZ R(lelz
NlN NlN NlN 40 12 NlN NlN
HhE et AT AR i

Fig.1 Nominal predicates “¥¢ %> and “4¥#K”, and their semantic arguments

Bl1 ATl P ] BB AR M LE UM
2 BNXAFEBREXARIRE

W1 TR AR A A ) LT AV R S 1R 2 ) PR DG R R LUK R A (L RO B
U IR AR ) 73 PR IE(G) PN I A (0, 0 i IR 2 15 1 9] 3 [R) 2 T 355 4 1) S0 4 PN 50 190 £, X 8 £ 8 5 0 ) 2 ()
B AR ANATAE VPSR ) 19 2000 a1 A 8 iA B 91 Arg0 A Argl AL, IE 1R DR ArgM-MNR £
X)E T A A L) ST R AR TR LS 515 2 A ERARAETE VP 5 s 1 A 18,30 A7 78— AN SRRV B
A A 10,5 R R AN S e & 1 AR I R BT Argl BT ArgO A (03 J8 T AR A 10, A0 A (0 5 44 T 1
Z AAEAEAG AN SRS K8 S BRI 4 9 N B AN A £ 1 U AR TE T, PN S A BB RN A0 AR BB TR RV
55 VB B B O R A B AL I S B HEAT A € TR A €6 0 I A R TR SOAR BB S A BLAE A [R] 7 T

AT SR R G R A H A AR U N A £ 4 S b AT R AL SRR AT (traditional  feature);d5 i, B 6T
PSR RIS 0, 38— 2D H T 5 44 18] P38 1 A OC I REIE (nominal predicate-specific feature).

2.1 RGERE
o 58 FERR AV K G o i 42 G P T ] 2B LT SCRIR9,10,21-2314%, A S 4Ly 3 AN BREATIE UM (bR
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2 MRV 5 27 SR 5 A B )5 R A S AT BE4H 2478 XA 8 B A B B G, HL U AR — A 2R R Bk AT A
0 R, BT W R A B B T R T HH T S 0 B i AT A A0 28 RN B 2 D A XA I AL e 20 R
F 2 20 Fed b I A 2850,

WL MBI

TEADIE R o AT 20 23 4L e 5 B AR ) 2 TR A AR O R T I A7 40 00 M b v 55 R TT AR IR, 38 2438
F R B bR A 2 1) A7 S LR IR B AR S 2 A, 2 % XueP e 1 26 T 4 A T 1 A
BRI, FRATT 23 T30 kg P Ay € R A8 e € 5 A TR0 1 B A ) ok i S DK AT BB AH 238 A (LI 2 B

P AR CL BT A AR 1T 3 45 U4k B A 3 A0 (o i 41 B AR T

o JITA H bR UE R R I 28 A B B b ik 2H B

o WIRZIH CP 5 DNP S ik 41, I 4 & 1) )L T Al Bt 34 4 fige i 41 B

o RH C MY AL H AR A A G AL I LB C 5 H bR i 2 10 i AR B AR AR 1 AN ER

ZAN NP 4B 84 C N ik b,

AN A £0 B L AN B A1 1 55 44 1 VU T TR A 7R AN SRR gy i, O HL AN AR 60 (R I IR 48 2 T SRR B)) 1]
IR REAN T SRR A3 A G 76 B 1 Hp NP I ARAT) RN PP (f) b i B HEARAT ) 7] I Ay 2 R sy il < $ 41> A 4 1] 11
AL DERC R SCA € DR nT DA AU A A 37 2 B AR 5 MO SCRETE B TR 1) AR (B 2 B, 084 M Al S A
43 PR A (0 8 T A i 3 4 B B 2 R R v S R B ) A R B, FRATT AT DA S AR A4 1 1 R
LEADIER T (7 B 4k B 6 B (6 7 A 5117 (intervening verb)™ 43245 SR 1 SCHR (21158 A0 ) 3% B 4H 24 vh A5
IRV S A A R 1 R 2H B g

SRR 2. .

SRR H bR 8 i B AR 2 0 SCA R A5 I 20 AR A SR FH 6 23 2535 (BD NULL F Non-NULL P 28) i —20
TEPE AN K AT BEH 18 A (R A B Ry i b, O T BB B S b TR 4 SIZ R H 1 1 A A [ A B AR B R A
TS SCF A 25T Pradhan 25 AUV g, AT AT LA b Gc S L A A T BE AN 2418 SR oy FIALER
A8 A P B RE A S ) NULL 2850 (W R (K T B BB (R SO B 0 0.90), A S JLAS K AT figdH 418 LA
A5 4% 20 B8 3 AT A€ 0 28 OB A U (R B R 2 Ol 0.90 [RI I AR A T, B 88 S v B Rl 0 S B A 4 14 S A
10 15050 Bl B R Hb AR 1 S Non-NULL 251, 7] IR 56 4% b S5 i 08 S S K 4 24 7 SCA €1 i 4

IR 3. s

SRR T A C R A R SR T 22 0 4 R A (B AR AR A (028, /1 NULL 28)bve S0 05 T e (918 S 64
2.

2.2 fRE4HE

Xue F1 Palmer ™ i 57 % B, th T (LRI 1 €053 284 55 1 AN — 380, B B0 437 R T € 3R (0 R A v
BEAE A (003 FAT 5 PO AR S AR S 2 IR 2 I TR 2 80 b 6 S0 8l ] PRI i) ¥ SR FR 4802122 JAi T 4y
BIHIRE T A C TR BRI € 7 SR AL AT ) ARSI AR G AL, WA 1. 3L 58 3 SR BN AE I 1 A B S T A 2
Bre gy NP(H EARAT) 44 1 PRI A NINCHE ) I 6 [ PR kAR

FEZ 1 52 SUHRFAE b, 18 17 8 0 RRAE D21 TT LAZE 8t 18 ) 8 U115 2 00 00 A1 2 A AN 4 1 5 S0 ) e
VU] AR I 5 R 5 B, o T A A € T SO SO ] B A G, IXK T A £ 73 R K AE L Xue AT
Palmer i H 7 v 302 i) 48 T A8 5, 20 i) (0 288 500 by 3 A DRI 350 e, 43 ) A V8 SCA €00 1 /S0 U ] 1 SCRE 44 BORI
AR AU, Bl IR < AR A5 e TR B SV AR A AT 2 WL SCRR[21].

o AN SORFH Hp S MR R i SR 2 B AR R L VP SRR B i B NP R 7R 44 1 KL PP RN A 4 1 IP RO T 41),CP &
7~ IP+[”;DNP 78 NP+,

s T P AR ] 5 P A Bl 2 0] 1 B AR 8 VV<SVP>NP>NIN (9 30 36 7 NP3R 7R 1 AN B Z A4S NP ] LU B Hs o A B3 1
SCHEVEBD W AL
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Table 1 Traditional features for argument identification and argument classification
&1 OB R AL SR AL

Traditional features for argument identification: b1~b5, bl11~b14

bl | Predicate: the predicate itself PR

b2 | Predicate class: the verb class that the predicate belongs to C4a

b3 | Head word (b3H) and its part-of-speech (POS) tag (b3P) AT NN

b4 | Phrase type: the syntactic category of the constituent NP

b5 | Path: the syntactic path from the constituent to the predicate (NP<IP>VP>VP>NP>VP>NN)

Combined features (b11~b14): b1&b4; b1 &b3H; b2&b4; b2&b3H
Traditional features for argument classification: besides features bl1~b5, b11~b14, they also include b6~b7, b15
b6 | Position: the positional relathinship of the constituent with the predicate.“left” or “right” left
b7 | The first word (b7F) and the last word (b7L) of the constituent o R AT
Combined features (b15): b5&b6

2.3 ZiAMEIB R RS

52.2 T AR G AL R RS A T3 T 3h i P 3 AOE SR bR R T X SRR AE LA, AT A
22 P 1) 5 T SOAR £0 2 TR) AR AL T T S 138 A 44 G T R SRL AR IE AR A
2.3.1  WEBA - R A R AE

QT IR, P A 5 U R S R AT A A A LA B O AT R T 3 NomBank B W THER ],
23t BTG, 20 40% 1015 3% P 55 A €0 2 B S o 8 2 3 SC AR € DR b, — 26 5GP 58 A £ 21 B 5 0 ] 22 T B
0 SRR ARG S A R T 0 2 A IR UM RN 43 28 A T S A b DX S S IR RN HH 2 38 SUA A R AR D TR
HE4E {ail~ai7,aill~ail2} 5 A HE, 0 T 58 H YA o T 4LE (0 D020 B (5 BN T2k, 0 94 D0 2h 33 B 3L 4
He ). honyial, B AR R B I 4L A B CRRAE ai6); A, % FHFAE ai6 IOFGEE I, BIE T 4L ai7, Wk 2, b5 3
FIRE AR 1R R 2T AR A NNEEE ) B 4T A LB NN(SR ), 8RR X 6 4 AE AR

Table 2 Nominal predicate-specific features for inside arguments

T2 PR - A AR SR R ik

ail | Whether the constituent is adjacent to the predicate? Yes or No Yes

ai2 | Headword (ai2H) and its POS (ai2P) of the predicate’s nearest right sibling HRAT NN

ai3 | Whether the predicate has right siblings? Yes or No Yes

ai4 | Compressed path of b5: compressing sequences of identical labels into one NN<NP>NN

ai5 | Whether the predicate has sibling? Yes or No Yes

ai6 | For each sibling of the constituent, combine b4&b3H&b5&b6 1T & NN&NN<NP>NN&right
ai7 | For each sibling of the constituent, combine b4&b6 NN&right

Combined features (aill~ail2): bil &ai3; ai4&bl

2.3.2 AN - AR SCHRAE

FETYESORI S NomBank E (114826 B, 2047 20% 1 22% )1 A £ 5 118 17 2 IR 47-46 45 S5 1 3 i) dx i
L0 TR I P 2H HRE 5 55 4 ] M T 1A BE B R, O LI 21 Bt o AH 2 SRR Bl I TR SOA Ol T Al R
SEAE R AE A W P by H bR TR ] (8] BV SCA IR AT DU B T SR e ] L SCRpPE S i) B P T R R AR A
SRR b T SRR 3 3 R AR FRATTAE T A gl R AR SRR 3 3, O i E R A 3 1 A G IR R A AR
{aol~ao4,a011~aol4}(aoll Fl aol3 7ESCHR[20]BBE A ), a8 3,5 3 FURIME AR 1 1 (515 24 w7 H F5iH
1 NNCEEK) s 54 W74 e g NP (s [ 447 ), 548 G 7 R4 1.

Table 3 Nominal predicate-specific features for outside arguments

=3 SR - AR SRR I

aol | Intervening verb: the intervening verb itself s

ao2 | Intervening verb class: the verb class that the intervening verb belongs to C3b

ao3 | Intervening path: the syntactic path from the constituent to the intervening verb NP<IP>VP>VP>VV
ao4 | Intervening compressed path: compressing sequences of identical labels into one NP<IP>VP>VV

Combined features (aoll~aol4): aol&ao3; aol &ao4; ao2&ao3; ao2&ao4d
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233 HHLESE

T et ML F e SCIR A% B P U8 1 AH DC R AT 2 Hh 3 i B LR AR T A G TR R A € 4 SR AT S5 TR AT 2,
AR SCR L — ol 88 3R A 8 % S v U VAR A0 A i 3 R HE E T R 4 s 4 B0 R 0 (390 ) AT 45 (1 BT ik,
YR PR AT TUHR S 55 K AR AT, 50 1) 26 1 4 2, 22 AR A e AR AE B P VS T AR AT I PR = 7R JT R 4R B3
HUMERE R R B BRI AR I B AR IR 10 R (1) BL{b1~b5,b11~b14} Ny £ {6 R 5 () FEAKF AL 4 & PUATHF 1L 3%
PREVE, M {ail~ai7,aill~ail2,a01~a04,a01 1~ao 14} FFAESE 4R B 45 M €0 R0 17 2k SE A 8UR IR IE R 45(2) e
AR 15 2 1 S AR AR A 5 A A B R IE AR A5, LA {b1~b7;b11~b 15} A ff €0 50 M SEARRRIE 4 & AT HF IR i
PEE, M {ail~ai7,ail1~ail2,a01~a04,a011~ao14  RFfIE 5 o #8125 F (0 70 K R AR BUR IR IE S 5

3 wHxx#EniEigiR SRL £ X &AM IE IR SRL 89 F

%13 NomBank 5 3L PropBank K FHAH [R] FR A5 i A 22,3 3 A2 U, 35 AN 98] G 18 2 A5 A 2y ) 1 i i 2
2 M AR R A AE T T b L SCA € IR TSR A [0 114 1 € RE 22 48 2 0 18 1) < B3 (1) ) (A RE 28 v A
TEE RN ArgO, 1T TR BT BRvE T Arg 1L BRI 15 5838 RSB & 5 <003 2 (B (38 SCOR R IFAS & By <0830 2
2 1R B Ay i T AR, G R TR

Bilf) 1. [Argl PEBAIT] [Arg0 FAMEBEFHARIT] 424 [Rel 5¥3K].

F4) 2. [Arg0 " EARAT] [Argl AR PCE AT [Rel BEK].
Forp < GRFCTEBIA) 1 R R 2 v oy BFRE b 2 1 AN Bl P T L, — AR B AR 1R 5 R A B 1 1 1A
FIARTE S A4 78 44 3 PRI A SR B 2R 5281 B S SCR[22] 1 5 56 2% BH MR 5 25 A e 3 v v S0 424 3l

#1,{84E PropBank A1 NomBank b 75 21 it 5 1L ELAH 22 $1 KI5 W S5 (K2 S AR R AL 6 ¥ SCAR E b rpole 25 AR 3
L AR A SCA 0 120 15 44 1) 1 T 10 R0 ) ] A1 00 ] 22 ) ) B A AR AR A AR AN )X BT £ 1 Mgl 1) 2 e
AT LA B 2 0 AE A £ 1 rp B D A5 DX RSO R R A S A L DR D <o R ARATE B 7 2 8 Arg0,fELAE
#i6) 1 EbRYE R Argl.
HAREE 2.3 LA E T SCRAPE SR A R B AE AR AHANATTANEE 2 i), SCRF IR B 1 £ 4% 1 P 1 3] SRL tho
7 RENS A R AE W2 b i 7 18T 1 v, B “VV (A 5 L P NPOh [ AT 2 [0 (78 R A 2 A B T
A W 44 A AR R NIN(BE R0 ™ 5 21 B NP [ BRAT ) 2 T R SR 2R 200 J5 A 43 ic 44 1 PR IR R D NINSCHE IR
A VV AN ALY NP.JATIA Bl 15 PRI ) SRL ff1 £ NN Al NP #8</2 VV il SOy, H
FEALE A7 AE NP VV NN 565K .61 W NPCRAT)VV R ) BT NN, AR IX AR SR P )y Tl ke 2 S i S
F ALY IR A0 R NP O VV IZ 0 A (0,30 VIV A (R < 2 el g2, W2 i 53] Vv ] DLHE KT
NP 5 NN (28R I A1) 1 e [EARAT 24 S S (1) St , 1 e 2y i e 3t mT U W H <
AT o Bt BRI S &, 2 7n PR BT G B SR AT B 3 O T e bR ARG 78 A (0 2 RAT 55
TIRATAIN T W3 4 Fros #9558l P 1 SRL ARG AI4FAE4E {a05~a08,2021~a02 7} (F AT By 1] 11 1 17] SRL
SCHR[21]HH A AL,
Table 4 Features derived from a verbal SRL system
F 4 A SRL &S5RI AE

ao5 | Whether the constituent is an argument of the intervening verb? Yes or No

a06 | The semantic role of the constituent for the intervening verb

ao7 | Whether the highest none phrase (NP) dominated by the predicate is an argument of the intervning verb? Yes or No

208 | The semantic role of the highest NP dominated by the predicate for the intervening verb

Combined features (a021~a027): aol&ao5; ao1&ao6; aol &ao5&b1; aol &ao6&bl; aol&ao7; aol &ao8; aoS&ao7

4 I AIREIEIRE R
H 81,5 T30 M 151 11 SRL BFFEAR A4 A3 1 16 H Bl R 50,3 32 0 R A 468 K 22 20 1 3l il Y ] B A K A&
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8 1850 W1, 75 H 3C PropBank W 99% LA b (1) 30y 1] 34 4 A v kg 18 1R AEL 4 G O R AR TR A1 A 52 2% i T 1 1)
BLIX AN T GEvHE R AT LA b 30 NomBank e 405 74496 82 982 /M(11 386 Ffr), Hivh 86 4 2 44 il 4 1 3l th
B 14 525 AN(1 421 B A 17.5%(12.5%); I BRF R ek L B i9G 5 743 B, I 675 B 42 3 BEAE 4 18
Tl L AR AR S AR A L 11.8%. IR, 42 1A M AR A B Bl TR S SO bRE AR S B AR TE S AR
IS ) 45 AR EL A5 01, ,CoNLL-2008"7 [y VP WA 6 W o2 1 2 363 7 11 30 R B 4] 1+ 1R 1 ) AHL B AR SOR T 11
J&,CoNLL-2008 == A} o} £F 4K A7 030 4 v 4 3] 2 38 1] 00 W00, 5 UL 0p 35 50, A S0 2% 18 b S0 44 1] M 38 1A 19
SR

A SCK b A2 AR R R R BB A — A 020 25 (ED Predicate F1 Non-Predicate 5 2%) i) B BLAA Sk 3, B 56K
AU AT AR I D NN FR T A 30 3 1 1 4 90 2, A B 1 o 1 3 A 1 B 4 A (RAT A L B AR
AT, R GERR R 5 AR 15 55 MU0 B0 1 3 ) 7 32 o AN A T R 2 108 ) P A0k 30 T ) s e i AR A1 A 32k 1 1]
Ab 1 BT SO B B e o S B LR 5 N AR AL

B L. Ac kIR N woAT w PR IR R SR R o AR B, B4 w R TE .

FU 1 AR A 326 1 1] 78 VI ZRAE T 9 3 A1 175 D0 i 02 75 DA AR TH ] BROK i 4 /s 1708 32 18 1) 4R 45 1R A 491
W2 B 1 BT, B 1 e R 1 T A R A (B SRR AR R RS T A B R R A SR R AE SR
T S 8 LA i Al

SRy BB AE . R 7 AT A I8, 8 POS-Ttem S i 326 18 17 76 CVE B A7 X6E Y 14 1] 4 A 32 45 5, Parent-Ttem F Grand- Item
43901 2h POS-Ttem (#5277 55 FIAH A2 1T £, Inte Verb-Ttem g fi% 34 18 37 1) HH A 20 38 (G SR A7) A G 76 B 1 P Ak e il
W <BE S M) POS-Item,Parent-Item,Grand-Ttem 237 (NN 530)” “(NP A [ i B%53) 7 F“(NP 40 12 A\ IR T
HE3K)7, Inte Verb-Ttem A “(VV H&AE)” K4 0% 5 1 7] 70 AL v A 858 LT WiER 5 P AR AE (F1~F15), FR 3
R R AE.

Table 5 Local features for nominal predicate recognition

Fz5 T AR R R Ak

f1 | The predicate candidate itself TR

f2 | The left word (f2W) and its POS (f2P) AR T NN
3 The right word (f3W) and its POS (f3P) .PU

f4 | The first character (f4F) and the last character (f4L) of thecandidate TR

f5 The discriminal subcategory of Parent-Item NP—>NN+NN*
f6 | Whehter POS-Item is the head child of Parent-Item? Yes or No Yes

f7 | For each left siblings of POS-Item, its headword AR

8 For each right siblings of POS-Item, its headword NULL

f9 | The discriminal subcategory of Grand-Item NP—QP+NP*
f10 | Whether Parent-Item is the head child of Grand-Item? Yes or No Yes

f11 | Whehter the candidate is the headword of Grand-Item? Yes or No Yes

f12 | The headword of Parent-Item’s nearest left sibling 40 12

f13 | The headword of Parent-Item’s nearest right sibling NULL

f14 | The intervening verb itself fefit

f15 | The syntactic path from InteVerb-Item to POS-Item VV<VP>NP>NP>NN

PL b5 RRAE(EI~ELS) AT 43 4 4158 1 A (FL~F4)UR 1 03 18 1) A L i B 28 2 LRRAE (F5~18) Y8 B
Parent-Ttem (1) P8 4544, 3L b R AIE £5 38 FH (1902 X 43 207 2R AE 8 X 2 IR O 7 1 30 TreeBank HU A7 75 K & 1) i °F
IR 42 17 H V, IK S R 1 1 2 NN A R SE A A 18 NPl Ay NN #3154 Parent-Ttem [ 7 ZSHE 42 (.
LA [R]AHLIE AR 3K P AN NIN sk T8 1] PR AR 28 AN AT [1). DT b, 78 7 SIE 42 v s 3 486 326 T 30 10 467 25 b IX 43 2T
FEHE 4L (5] W1 ,NP—->NN*+NN Fl NP—->NN+NN*EK IR A A R 0 X 5 20 F IHES). 20 3 dL451iE (FO~F13) Y5 [
Grand-Ttem [¥) N 3B 45 84 {H 1T $2 /& Grand-Parent 20y NP %5 5. 1X 42 K 24, WS A 32 NomBank 180 %2 & B[ T
TR 1 52 36 7 5 LAAR IEAEAE KRB A (L T Parent-Ttem JT7E Y 5 & 2 1 42 171 4615 P93 6 £ €0 J ot o (0 8 <7
RUIH 582 AR AH SR I RRE fO~F13 B R TR 2845 228 4 AR IE(F14~F15)2 5 T /301 InteVerb-
Ttem [¥], 75 % 17 118 17 1) SRL H, 0 A B il £ b SCCRE I 30 1 (184, 1 B T W72 75 A7 A6 80 T LU ] Dk vt il 1)
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AR FVE AN R AR 6, RS ERATIIA S i A 20 it A B T S BT 224 A 2 T R T A 1 A,

2 JR 1 (global features). Bk T Je fB4FE AR, 10 s LT W3R 6 Frus 14 R (g1 ~g5), A0 R G vk H 3
IR R A2, g3~gS HEUE al 4y 4 P o

(1)  Predicate 7332 15 1] o Bl b 2 1 i),

(2) NOTPredicate 75 & & R MEAR T A 1 .

(3) Predicate_NOTPredicate 27~ W i Arid: Ay 18 17, A I AR FR A A 1517,

(4) NULL FRENGEF R BB FIW,g3 48 NULL R N VG E R IR i

it;e4 {64 Predicate Royxid 4l AT 37— kD LI, “BE 3k 8 & FR{A A Predicate.

Table 6 Global features for nominal predicate recognition

F6 ST PEIA R 4R

gl | Whether the candidate is ever tagged as a verb in the training data? Yes/No Yes
g2 | Whether the candidate is ever tagged as predicate in the training data? Yes/No Yes
g3 | The most likely label when the candidate co-occurs with its both left and right words NULL
g4 | The most likely label when the candidate co-occurs with its left word Predicate
g5 | The most likely label when the candidate co-occurs with its right word Predicate

5 KBERS5NR

A 25 B DL S NomBank 1F 2 5236 204, H 3 NomBank F1H1 3C PropBank 4 A A7vE T H 3 TreeBank
SA(TRIAR CTBS.1)H ) 44 1) 1 1 17 FH 301 1 1 1) B HL s SCA £ 3RATT 7 S 6 T IE A R0 1 vp S 44 il R 1
W SRL &5 33X H B T T AT A G I BREG1E 28 5 s 25 T 8 3 R)vE w9 v S0 44 i #1517 SRL 25 3L, A B T
TR SRS SRL 5 HAth SRL(FR 33 1A P15 1] SRL S 30 4% i) 1B 7] SRL)AH EL A 1) 4 B 22 531 s 3¢ i 4R
542 A PR B Bl IR Bh A R R S 44 1A I R SRL PR, BT T MRAE B ARG S AL H ) SE B N A A, e
41 PRI ) SRL g1k 3 1 4 g
51 XWiRE

28 Xuel i 5286 $di &1 4, B b 3¢ NomBank Hiff) 648 4304 (chtb_081.fid-chtb_899.fid) FH &Il 542,40
A3 A4 (chtb_041.fid-chtb_080.fid) F/E I & 4,72 A 34 (chtb_001.fid-chtb_040.fid F1 chtb_900.fid-chtb_931.fid)
FIVEMR A b IRt . JF R AR RIS T 4 55 1 48 1l v 1 1 4003 ik 8 642,731 1 1 124,

FEARSC IR S 56 25 22 WA 81 A B A v 4 AT 45 SR 2% 18 381 v S s S A v il 2 i) AR 1A I O AR S
T HAIE A B A3 R0E S AT

(1) ZET i (word-based) 1) A Bl AJ3E 5T LA IEAff 1) 43 1 25 SRAE g A0vE 0 BT AN

(2) FETFF(character-based) ] H Bl f) 173 H1: LA B 3 431 &5 HAE 4 R035L 50 BT N

AR SCH, 1 8) 53 1 (http://nlp.suda. edu.cn/) S HHE T35 KR 7 5, B A3 T L SR, B3 Sk 3] o 1
HIEorlkric  B,L FlE 0 B R A ARic oA S22 T H B vk s, UL H Berkeley parser(http://code.
google.com/p/berkeleyparser/).Berkeley parser /& H Berkeley [ 48 &5 AbB/NLFF K 19, 75 /SR8 43 b (1) 0
Bl A T [ B A5 K P B0 A 2B o a4 TR AT AR A P S0 CTBS.T B, R A 5 18 U tbsid: se e
R4 — BGRB8 o e AL b i P B F1AECA 96.5,58 T A0k Btk Be F1E R 82.1, 2% T
TR HTERE F1 AN 85.67

708 A SRS XA bR AT 45 5 f F SVM Light T B A0, (http://dit.unitn.it/~moschitt) {f: 3 43 25455 5 4 5
M, BT SVM Light 73 K38 A5 F & —N o050 K488, K H — X 2 J7 ¥ (one vs. others) ¥ H H Fr 2 £ 040 K

weore FEVTINHE T3 (K AUE 20T PR RE I, 3 R A3 90 15 ROR B BLFE 7 P AR PP T3 (K0 AR 20 Ak RE IR 3 PR i 19 i i B i AE A
Eh T R P A e, R T S B TR IR FA AT P RE P L AR TR T M AvA M e FL L
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2% AEVIERI R e A%, I 22500 C AR/ BEE R 0.22. HH T ZE KB Bt SVM Light % th 19 42 X 451 6 1
THT P9 P B9, AN 51238 SR ] Sigmoid BR B0 H 3 4k B A1
FE S o FRATTR I 7 0 S 560 P 6 4 v 2 5 o ORI RS 1 IR B S BB a b
PRI AE SCA OB b, RS 2 IERRSIEI A OB o A5 A A a8 d AT 2 R 52 G, 2 1
T, U0 T A R G 1 2 R S TR I A 4R TR RS AE AN 1. p=0.05 X R FE A 3.84.9024
7>3.84 B ARG 1-0.05=95%HIHESR 2 5 ANIF.
,  (ad-hc)*x(a+b+c+d)
(@a+b)yx(@a+c)x(b+d)x(c+d)

5.2 ETFIEMAEHFIIEMRIZ IR R IRMEIBIRSRL

52.1 HHEE$E

S 2.3 TR FIRFAEE BT 75, M {ail~ai7,ail1~ail2,a01~a04,a01 1~ao014 } i 26 RF A £ 5 0 43 5]l 8 €6
U RN A €07 I A B R AE 28 T TF & 45, FR 1E {a01,2i6,ai2P,ai5,a02,a012,a0 14} 5% J5 #1E \ A A (8 R )RR AiE
£, MFFAIE {ai7,a01,ai1,a02,ai5,a04 } J5 J5 BB N A 57 SSRFIEER. AR 7 45t T BT F I IR AEFE 7R T R 56 B 1K)
T SUAA R DUERAGR 7 W CUG BN N 3K R AR IS, PN SR RN S0 B s v P B 1S 31 T 15 28 42 1 (p<<0.05).

(M

Table 7  Effect of nominal predicate-specific features on the development data

R AV AH SRR AL T A 4R X 44 1A PRI ] SRL 5%

Feature Argument type R (%) P (%) Fl
Inside argument 68.65 75.37 71.85
Traditional features Outside argument 42.70 63.83 51.17
All arguments 62.83 73.58 67.78

Inside argument 71.93 (+3.28)  78.44 (+3.07)  75.04 (+3.19)
+Selected nominal predicate-specific features ~ Outside argument ~ 63.35 (+20.65)  64.96 (+1.13)  64.14 (+12.97)
All arguments 69.90 (+7.07)  75.41 (+1.83)  72.55 (+4.77)

5.2.2 i 3CEyi M i SRL 7 304 ] R 1 6] SRL A i1 B

AT BAERE T B A M i 1E SRL 1 {a05~a08,a21~a27 }F AL £E A AE AL 1) 250 3, 3 AT T EE A FH A% G4 A
N2 055 HE 8 B A5 30 (1) 42 17 1 i) A SS P 1iE (selected nominal predicate-specific feature) ) JEfill F (6 W2 8 FH
baseline 45 5%0), 75 HHE BEANRFAE G 0B 1 €8 73 FERFAE B v, 25 G JO0 b S0 4 i PR 117 SRL PR AR 2, 3K 8 1)
T 53 RIS N RRAE 5 7RI 4E ¥ SRL PERE. AR 8 AT LLE i, LA HHE ao6 384 1] PE1H ] SRL Mg 1 T F#,
R 206 FIRFIEAE 55 F A Bl il B % A 20 3R 8 i 25 HY T 4 AR 1E 4 {a05,207~2a08,a21~a27} J&i , AE MR 5 L 1)
X EbsE A AE 8 FATLUE B, 3 PEiE A SRL AHSCHFE fie s B2 38 = & H I A SRL AU PERE(A
70.63 $2 5 B 72.67;p<0.05). 9 H, A SCHIG 1K 4 15 17 SRL PEfE F1EAMT SCHk[23]2 3.1.

53 EFBaAEMFAERIF IR 2R I8 IRSRL

A AR AR A T A bR ) AR T AEAE IR A RV IS B B A B TE RS T B B ATk
W E T FEIEAT 1 SO E bR I ARV B 1R 4 e D bR v e, R TR A8 8 3l A4 I, SR A A A o 48
AN B 5 HEA 1 4 0T 5 BE () 5040 — BB 4 % AR EAS T BEA A A Rl L, a0 S A T8 1R 7 43 1] o R A
V), 084 BB R B T AR R AT RE B (AR AR 8 B I P AESS T ER4E [T 8 3 Ak 1)iE
A bR g R S B TR RS TR A I R R T R T B B A 4 BT SRL HEfE.

M 8 ANHE KB AEAE T A B VAR 00T 1 SCA bR PERE F1 A 72.67 3] 60.87, /%214 11.8.3L
JRIRTE T, 996 7% 0978 A TR A AN 2 5 2 5 B — B 21 5, DR X 28 A 68 0 v R 1 R B R 6.5%
T SCAA 0 IR Sy HL St I (1 U ] AR AR TR A S R v Ol NN IR bt Al L. 8 T 5 HE T Xue "R 15 3k T [ 3 A)
EST AT R A4 TR PR 1 ] SRL PERE, IT LA H A SCHUS R P g F L ZE00 T SCER[23]0 2.1,

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



1734 Journal of Software #kfF34% Vol.22, No.8, August 2011

Table 8 Effect of features derived from verbal SRL on nominal SRL on the test data
Fz 8 i iH 1A SRL FFAELE M AL X 44 a1 1H 1] SRL [ 5% M

Parse Feature R (%) P (%) F1
baseline 67.86 73.63 70.63
+ao5 68.15 73.60 70.77 (+0.14)
+a06 67.66 72.80 70.14 (-0.49)
+ao7 68.20 75.41 71.62 (+0.99)
+a08 68.30 75.39 71.67 (+1.04)
+a021 67.91 74.40 71.00 (+0.37)
+a022 67.76 74.20 70.83 (+0.20)
Golden +2023 67.96 74.69 71.16 (+0.53)
+a024 68.01 74.18 70.96 (+0.33)
+a025 68.01 75.01 71.39 (+0.76)
+2026 68.20 75.12 71.49 (+0.86)
+a027 68.40 75.70 71.87 (+1.24)
+features derived
from verbal SRL 68.40 77.51 72.67
Ref.[23] 66.1 73.4 69.6
+features derived
Word-Based from verbal SRL 3393 o9y 60.87
Ref.[23] 53.1 62.9 57.6
+features derived
Character-Based from verbal SRL 33.5§ 66.69 3940
Ref.[23] 52.9 62.3 57.3

5.4 ETBx1ERIR A8 &R$1E1RSRL
71 PA b 256 v X (B 01 )2 IR A AR IR AT 1 Se g L U R 8 Bl TR0 1 R AR JE R A B I A B iR
% i P 181 SRL PEfE.
5.4.1 i Az
B A3 B 12 0 AT T 8 B A0VE 23 A I, 2 SR BEAN T 18] 75 4 3] do R b R A E A U 20 B0 7 3R T A 1 R
R B bR 4 44 ) NN U ] AN A B B A ) 48 0 138 U, 7R B A D0 R R G AN e U H IS Se g IR A ) 4,
It B AR E D NN IIE .38 9 45 T 7R IE AN 8 3 A3k 20 Sds s BUAS-0 15 10 8 300 PR gL 4, 4 18 T
EOAEE, FRATT 5 ST 2% T80 A1) 42 1) 1 08 9 VR 00 D A Ay e 2R 8, B SR A A 06 38 3 G SR AR Y ZRAR b LA B 1) B 44
o] P U A DDA DA A A SR 1R 1 Ay 4 1 T U R T TE A VR R ) R ) 44 1 T R 1
F1AE(81.04)I A% AR 3C AP $ Y A 3% TARFAE (0 44 3 R 18 3 RO 5 A IO PR BE F1EL(91.64).
M9 iy LA
(1) A JRFRFEAE R R HORFAE IO # 78 AR AR P14 & T 1,42, Ui W] 1 4 JRlRe AIE R A7 2801 Xt W] DL B i
0, R kg N BER R B b4, 4 VR AR 6% T VF 2 JR BRI IE T oV E RIS 14 RS .
(2)  HEETIEM VLA L, JE T F 3 A 3288 10 42 1) 1 18 e U0 1 R AR £
(3) ST IEH I A)ERAR B, B 34338 T B0 P T R RO A B2 TR BRZ 1.6%, T R ffi 26 5
ma BN JLJRRITE T, 40 1.6% 1) 44 1 1 18 1 78 23 1) i 72 v g 8 V1) 43 3 L6 1 ] 7 Jig 20 78 rp e vk g
IER .
Table 9 Performance of nominal predicate recognition on the test data

R 9 AWML R AN A L TERE

Parse gl~g5 R (%) P (%) F1
Golden No 91.46 89.00 90.22
Yes 92.70 90.61 91.64
Word-Based Yes 86.57 82.95 84.72
Character-Based Yes 84.96 82.83 83.88

542 T EBH 4 PR SRL
AETRERELLEBE 10 52 BIF0 T ST E R 3 AN BL R IR b v U (b P i R

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



EFHE Fob L5335 LA EAFIE 1735

10 H AT U H 78 A8 T2 7 (1 A3 20 H R A sl IR D0 R, o 344 3] PRI ) SRL PEBE F1AEY 55.14, 3]
HSCAL A PRI ] SRL AT 84S EL AT AR 3 R IRk Al P, [) I 458 W] o SCARg 9 0 BT I S S8 AN 56 3

Table 10 Performance of SRL on the test data, with golden/automatic parse trees and

golden/automatic predicates
#F 10 APk SRL fEMASE bk fe T R/ A 2 AV R RNER/ H 31
Parse Predicate R (%) P (%) F1

Golden Golden 68.40 77.51 72.67
Automatic 65.36 74.69 69.72

Golden 55.95 66.74 60.87

Word-Based Automatic 53.06 59.70 56.19
Golden 53.55 66.69 59.40

Character-Based Automatic 51.10 59.87 55.14

F 11 B P R T AR AR IE A/ B B Ak R E A/ B BB I I U, S5 28 M R B R e L LB 2/6
B A T LA )V A LEAiff A% TR TR R RS T IR B F ARG S 3/7 B0k R T A B RV BT (B B 3o 1) R H
B VE R B VR F 15 4/8 51k & 288 SUA BT & W EL )R 11 /T LA, 8 3 )3 430 B A B 208 1A ) 48
FIAE— BRI LR BT & 2845 SCA (R vE BRI T B I Hor T 80 b AR EU 49 1R 8 SO €0, vk e T RR B
9 IH 2,1 W1 Arg0,Argl, ArgM-MNR #1 ArgM-LOC %5251

Table 11  Performance on the test data for each role type

R 1L FRIE UM ORI B RE

Type/Description Golden  Automatic  Ratio (%) Type/Description Golden  Automatic  Ratio (%)
Arg0/Agent 71.32 55.44 28.17 ArgM-DIS/Discourse marker 72.73 65.12 1.22
Argl/Patient, recipient 71.73 55.30 36.26 ArgM-EXT/Extent 0.00 0.00 0.05
Arg2/Predicate-specific 77.14 70.59 3.92 ArgM-FRQ/Frequency 0.00 0.00 0.20
Arg3/Predicate-specific 0.00 0.00 0.39 ArgM-LOC/Locative 70.23 55.56 7.06
Arg4/Predicate-specific 0.00 0.00 0.10 ArgM-MNR/Manner 70.21 57.27 11.86
ArgM-ADV/Adverbial 59.26 53.12 3.43 ArgM-NEG/Negation 75.00 66.67 0.20
ArgM-CND/Condition 0.00 0.00 0.15 ArgM-PRP/Purpose 25.00 25.00 0.24
ArgM-DGR/Degree 50.00 28.57 0.59 ArgM-TMP/Temporal 68.82 42.46 5.34
ArgM-DIR/Direction 66.67 52.94 0.73 ArgM-TPC/Topic 50.00 50.00 0.10
Overball 72.67 55.14 100.00 - — — —

55 SEARGZHERLBSIT

Fp S B G P AN A A TS ] SR BB AEAE AR R A U ks T & SR Rt 4 L, S 44 i P18 Al i SRL T B
F1 {8 % A Sc 5l 7 1 37 SRL P AEAR 20 20(e.g. 72.67 vs. 92.0). H: - J5 PN 2 :(1) R KA IR 1 $icds 4, 44 1
3 (kR 929 0T /N T 53 Pk B 3R, 78 SC TreeBank 5.1 v, 42 18] 4 18 370 (kR v 92490 2040 0 537 1 1
W SEEIE 1/5.(2) A VB A A R T S R X AR A SRR [ 18] v 3 1) 4 1 A 1D A R A e ), B
T4 30 Ry By ] B IR AR 1A, AN S 1% 4 B 00 T B A0 B3 K R v Dk 1244 1] R AR £ I AE A W A8
T 3 5 Ry 12 8 1] 1) R C b T S R e AT TR BV AR I AT DU R A (1 B v 508 B A 3l 1A 1
T P 5 2645 0 R, 96% AT ARl bR i DA A € T A 44 T P TR T 1R 50 2R N AR AT 40% 18T R B R D AL IR
I T 44 G PR IR A AR R A XE RE.(3) 44 1A Tk T R L A 2 TR A 4 R T D R S B 2R SCER[ 1410 ST SR
WA, 4% PR T A At 2 TR R R 4 R, AT LUHI AN 4 25:(a) A tafy T 44 il 538 (b)) 4 il PR il 538,
(¢) i MEIE A A7 E E SC RR B () A i M A T A T R TE L 2 B SR, Bl A
i) SRL AHLL ZEA2 13 22 5(4) 44 1l 1k 18 i) (40 3 90 0 26 222 L ) ) P8 388 T (0 131 PR

TS0 44 1A PRI ] SRL ELER Jiang Fl Ngl' R 2% 1 9& S0 44 1] M 18 i SRL, & T IE AR 1 8 f 74 BUA 1
A8 FLAE 00 72.73 F1 69.14, W5 #5 AH 25 3.6. 0] LU HA,BE T~ 1IE A0 A 240 i RV o 32 42 1 28 388 1) 090 18 R A /N T
WL SCAH B R S A A P B SR 53 SCKCP AR 24 5 32 R R AR T R SO A — i 22 SRR LA D [l
B Arg2~Arg5 IXFS LB HME RN 1A% 0008 A E A rp SO 48 3R PR T 3R] 1) A € T AN I B AN I 3 T A B AR A
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Ik, W SC R MR A ) SRL MEfE F1AE R BRI R0 1310095 30 H sh Ak A i Xt 4% w4 1538 SRL PEfE F1 {8
FEM AL T B 3.5 H SRR T, 9630 A 3l )ik o W P e F1(E ABIE A 3 91~92,3X ORIk T 45 K 2 501 £ (5 g
BETERPVE R 3R B 5 2 5 B — BT 55— T T, 98 SCANAE AR 43 1) 0] 8, I HLAR) MBS v VA 26 BB 8 TE 21 97% LA
b e A G ] R AR M R AR IA ) T 96% LA L.

6 HERIE

ARSCF IR T S0 AR T I ] AR T SCA CObR I L 5, A A P A% S8 Bl P O B A SR AL P At b o
S T A PR AR O AR AR A JL A SCIR R T s PR 1A SRL MSRRFAEAE 44 1 PR IR 7] SRL g 7
DA SR BB T v SCa)y/ 44 W P 1 ) SR R TR 98 3044 1] PRI 3] SRL A 8 A JE s 5 Ja AR SCIBE 510 3] B
BRI ANE S CbRIE, TR T RENE T 17 SR AR TE 5 W R4 B 8l 3244 1) P T 1 ¥ SCAR B b R 4.

2B AR K [ S )y 1 Y 1 9 A0 A2 G P T T R B A SOAR bR T E 5T AT TR, P 5 1 EL 3 g K
KA HEE SCH tbRiE PERE I B2 .
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