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(2) ~ ANFHEEETT SRR L Tk
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A mathematician solved the problem | The problem was solved by a young mathematician
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solved | solved
N AT
subj obj l obj aux by
- ; | < N
mathematician problem | problem was mathematician
I | 1 A
det det | det det mod
; SO <
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3D fs TEER R o R B A RE

RGEART > 18 AR R A S R IR AR Y > ] DUERP AT > 5¢
EILECHIA > > BN B HIBSR e 7RSS - 18 BN Ry Wi A 1Ay 2 A DU
FEamiey - e DRSS U FTRE R SRy - AR R &) 1A

286




A2 > e A —ERHYET - sE bt A e e il 1 e

ZFPY FLBOAR R 55 B R 1R
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AUERL 1 1 2 0
2~ R
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NEETTEE
SR SRS o I KT R S .5 - 1
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NHYHR 38 So e A R 5 — (] 5l 1B EE » {HE S R A 3 S Sk

e PR E RS SRS o RIS B SO SR RG] AR A BE - (HE A R4
ARFEURTsRET R - a1 TRE ) S T & BT T o KSR
TBR B - e R SINTR & RATA— B - B TR A PRy A A AT 2 R -
R DGE (AR > R e VL — (3 R FearliE B BT TRl SRRt o {ELRS Tk
DINBIASE G A s FTDMELE R R AR A

2 ~ BB (syntax analysis)

SR S T g (parser) RF B 1Ay AR - oF A LG TR
BRI o AR SCE P SR EIATT A (Stanford parser) [32] 8K EIT 7)1+
F o AH A S PSR A AT B P S R R IR o S PIB SRR » P DA R
IRl DR R S P SO BRI« AR L5253t F 1 7 Br A HH AR Y T R
A 33]

(1) ~ EFEitree distance

G5 Htree distance 55 TR EFIATTRSAY AL RE[211[22](23] < FlraHY
tree distance - M Sk it 1FY parser treefE BEFE 2% 0 fd A (insert) ~ fillf4: (delete) ~
L (Substitution) ¥ A LI A2 parse tree o A1l —[24]1 » A] UG HE fa s
B2 7%, » {rtree distance i LU FE S MIERCENE R {lEparse treeih ¢
Zmapping{E—iL o " tree distancelf /&2 -

(2) ~ Fast Tree Kernel (FTK)

FTK £ {&diQuadratic Tree Kernel (QTK)[5]HEZ: QTK F A & Bt
Wi Treeft VC P88 i © FTKES G £ -0l > 20 IER AR sub-tree {5 {416
subset tree o Z[Ifie] =1 " gRE: RAYACEUE AL ) e LU S E B R El
B rEIH TR EAYACEDE T AL ) S Wi{Esubset tree o MIARYETS

&5 Hisubset treefy VLIS » 6 HARHIZ R E ¢ =argmax, ¢ [34] -

B — parse tree} =]
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ROOT
IP
NP VP
DNP NP VC NP

NP DEG NN & NP NP

: | .

. | |
NR By AL NN NR
kR f fi&

P vP
NF’ : .V_P ve | r:{P
NP NP VC £ VA
VA |
NP  DEG N:N 2 : NN NR
NR B R 'fi-i;ii_;"-’:il?‘x'l IR
KR

e = MRS Ao A sub-set tree
-~ B

ARG TR HES T3 M BB B 0 HLA57 FH A8 Sty 7 = B 247
TRARANE VYRR - B e A SRS TR - HR TR B ¢ SR
B R — o DU TER Y « 21231 1] ICTCLAS FRft o)1 T -
P e T EREHATY TR 75~ F Stanford parser jRf) - HIBT » $E HET TR G
HIEIE » ARHEEIARHEIER TR » WORHREIA R ARG SVM AT TRl
SORIE - BRSSP A5 B AR RS L -

(—) ~ BRI

ARXIAFE BT BRI HA NTCIR 25U - RITE( Recognizing
Inference in Text)[LE 138 HYBH#E & FH(Development Data) - [{FILERIH » —
AT 421 Al =2 m)f - Horp A Ei#Es(F, Forward Entailment) 445 87 &5 A% -
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K aj#iEE(R, Reverse Entailment)—3:A45 97 {ff s ny¥t » 5448 (B, Bidirectional
Entailment)—J:45 82 {li{»C A1) ¥} » ¥ /& (C, Contradiction)—IL4 74 {324 % » AT
(I, Independence)—I:45 81 {fH a7 AT AIFE /S ©

AN - EERIRE R E

4% (Label) $-& (Number)
A Hi %0 (F, Forward Entailment) 87
X gE (R, Reverse Entailment) 97
177 %80 50(B, Bidirectional Entailment) 82
FJE(C, Contradiction) 74
%771, Independence) 81
< A >
A\ 4
AR
A\ 4
i
v
fil A
v
e
v
FHEdHEY
y
SVM

(ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁiﬁ%ﬂ)

[ PY A o i el

(=)~ PEAHTA

1. ICTCLAS[35]: A HH 3B A TG AL A~ AR L2 70D » B
DA B s 4 )5 1 e o — D R S T - TR o0 D BT s 2
TR TEATWIRE © P RS ERe i I CKIPEIA RATI36] » BLrpE R e
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FIThf#EAICTCLAS © Hrp CKIP & A2 ISR - 5L« ICTCLASHI & A5 Bl i
G R LA . o FTAZRAM Y B et (5 FHICTCLAS -

2. Stanford parser[32] : S34h—{E[{R i Sy T HgbHIbT e - HHY SG H It e 7 2
FH2 parser » FiTAAERAM B B 5 Y42 Stanford parser © [A]f% Stanford parser
S5 Chinese Treebank[37]17422HE » il L Stanford parser BEHjz #5557 DL Kz iy
Hsg e

3. LIBSVM [38] : HHAYSEIFHAYAE— AT 108 > A DUR A LIBSVM 1R 7048 HY
TiHEs o INFS LR ] DA— R 2 A1 - w] DUt GE Pt i b RE 70 W AETAT HEA
FPERIIRTE -

A fEEAIARARC33] * FHY Stanford parser JUGES i ML -h =0 > 2 i 2EEE —
Al BRI R © 18 KSR BE PR TS F T TOHZEHYRAT33] -

(=) ~ HEARFEL
{52 FHIYY feature FR{1 e 22 161 HFFEL - INRS[161552275 SOk [41UE by
{HER 6] R R R R B s - T DA SR sl A - T LAUAER A
AR e DARIIA 28 B P HE R - Al Rz e sl -

H AT B R 70 o TR A e B -
1.baseline ZA#f
Hr baseline A A HZEH 1 219 WK » PRIEE SR R E SR A il
SRR EEEATRANER ) R » B 0 B — I 421 BH AT 220 BT
1FAifE(52.25%) °
2.tree mapping FA#f
FHIEES baseline 24 - BHIMINA 756 10 {l tree mapping HYRFEIHE » LR EUER T
Subset Tree mapping [fE  FTLUEH T 1~ 10 FRHEIE » ILEEHACHEN G GG
ERHECEN s P ae S 2 R E B - B RS AU - By sl m) ¥ —
A7 421 BH AT 226 ¥HE T (F4E(53.68%) -
3.time mapping
{ERAM SR EEE AT T DIEER- B E IR TR & — (P YRR Fr
DU R LR g AR B B B SR AN AT = FHEA baseline Rt - AMINIA
75 11 & time mapping FYRFEC FTLUE T T 1~9 B9G HEOMINA 755 11 {ER5ER -
BEharS LA TR o By sCn) B —dg 421 B 223 ¥R AEEE
(52.96%) °
4. Remove length
PRI DIERR B AR R FE R S VIR S ANE A e iE A B R R
FHIFFE  FTLAERLREES 6 21 9 MBI R AR EER - HAQHEUE KBS
WFERRER R - ERaRE R TR B sCh I 421 ¥ H A
A 209 HE T E7E(49.64%) -
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xt BhAT R

unigram recall

unigram precision

Bleu precision

Bleu recall

Bleu F-measure

difference in sentence length (character)
absolute difference in sentence length (character)

difference in sentence length (term)

O 0 N R W

. absolute difference in sentence length (term)
10. Subset tree mapping

11. Time mapping

11~ A B R

AT SRR T — Bl P TR A S SRR R AR - AT DA SR AR B A
PR AR — 812275 « AR Bl A R R e Bhany i~ K
{HE AR E KB AL baseline- n] LA{¢ B 75 ! tree mapping Bl time
mapping FfEE A DA F5 e RIS s r s i RCR < 3 HRHR FERFF EE R L 1%
HERAME PR N (HREIR A BN B  FrLALILERES 7 R4 2 I
TR R

L EBAMRE IR W H 2204 H AT PR UAGHEE 3SR )
IR o BUEAIRA— ~ AR A ~ i ERUE 8 — RS e T T R
ik HES(H FHRR S T o (H S 8 BT S B i SRR TR AL B IR AR
T EEAE AT R IR ] 25 Bl ey B - H TP U ST RE R ol 2 75 2 e v
HIEEAL AR » P AR AR B 2 A URHS JGE S S g B » A Bk e 8
Y — I8l ] DA AR A S P A SRk -

R/ 43R A baseline A4S SR

Predicted
Actual r R B I C Total
F 60 3 9 10 5 87
R 0 68 9 15 5 97
B 5 6 56 1 14 82
I 17 35 8 16 5 81
C 11 12 21 10 20 74
Total 93 124 103 52 49 421
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FIL R TUJENY time mapping AT

Predicted
Actual . R B - C Total
F 61 3 8 10 5 87
R 0 69 9 14 5 97
B 6 6 57 1 12 82
I 19 32 8 17 5 81
C 11 12 19 10 22 74
Total 93 122 101 52 49 421
Zo T 43RS HIJHRY time mapping SRARAG
Predicted
Actual . R B - C Total
F 61 3 8 10 5 87
R 0 69 9 14 5 97
B 6 6 57 1 12 82
I 19 32 8 17 5 81
C 11 12 19 10 22 74
Total 90 129 100 57 45 421
FT— /R TZANY time mapping FRAAG AL
Predicted
Actual r R B I C Total
F 54 6 12 12 5 87
R 7 58 10 10 5 97
B 8 2 59 3 10 82
I 16 37 9 16 5 81
C 18 12 18 8 22 74
Total 99 115 108 59 40 421
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