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Abstract

The rapidly increasing availability of multimedia associated with spoken
documents on the Internet has prompted automatic spoken document
summarization to be an important research subject. Thus far, the majority of
existing work has focused on extractive spoken document summarization, which
selects salient sentences from an original spoken document according to a target
summarization ratio and concatenates them to form a summary concisely, in order
to convey the most important theme of the document. On the other hand, there has
been a surge of interest in developing representation learning techniques for a wide
variety of natural language processing (NLP)-related tasks. However, to our
knowledge, they are largely unexplored in the context of extractive spoken
document summarization. With the above background, this study explores a novel
use of both word and sentence representation techniques for extractive spoken
document summarization. In addition, three variants of sentence ranking models
building on top of such representation techniques are proposed. Furthermore, extra
information cues like the prosodic features extracted from spoken documents, apart
from the lexical features, are also employed for boosting the summarization
performance. A series of experiments conducted on the MATBN broadcast news
corpus indeed reveal the performance merits of our proposed summarization
methods in relation to several state-of-the-art baselines.

Keywords: Spoken Document, Extractive Summarization, Word Representation,
Sentence Representation, Prosodic Feature

1. &m

EEERTEFER S f£ 2 K& (World Wide Web) h EfFEA BT ERMEHE
i B SIS B R E - Bt AR RS E R A E TR

LU 4% & & & (Information Overload) # i & - 75 L0 U R FR SR (e 6 17 H 8 i =
(Automatic Summarization)f;fiiryiEZy¢fEE(Luhn, 1958) - E S ZHE il nl 1873 Ry gkt
(Extractive)ffij 22 L Kz i 525 (Abstractive)fif 2 - Fii& EEUE (RIERHEITEZRELA] > eI 4A
AL o SR H B B2 RE B 55 (Sentence Subset) » B4R B R ER MR R FAASC IR
REAE © MERERAETE B FNE 2% > B E AR AR IFIE I
% o MR AR EE R BT AMHESEEMENEA - BHPRRENE SR
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e 1 (Mitra et al., 1997) » 8 SREEFZ 5 H AT Z BR324 PR EI 8 U 22y
H &z 4= (Jones, 1999) « Fi TEEEHYSCF LIS - ZEEAE SR TR Rt AT T 5 £ 3t {845
BlAIEE S A ~ sk s - BN E D GRS - HIL > 555 S5 Z (Spoken
Document Summarization) 5 2R B3 AR I —IEAZ B R IR 22 e i o Aamoc BT
EiPRCRE S SO > H B AR A E 2R Z L] (Summarization Ratio) - £ 25138 A
EATHTEMNRE S S PR RE S TR N A F AN 5EA) - 5B & o] DR P R
BRI LR

KRESOEE A F R EHNEES - RN ER > STEEESE UM R R R i —
AR AW EE B S 7 AR B A - A HH B BheE SR R e O
{5 H B Z A4S R A Vs R E B SN A R R - e SR H W E E IR R
B - (DR FRREE T (Representation Learning) £ i » Aam SCHe H =EHEFF B (R4t
ST ~ MR UAY DU Bl 5w = U AY) » Bl A58 Foflo i A E & SO B S
ZH e QBR T M SR SCFE I - Aaw s M AE SR S S I SRR AR
{80 > PRSI RS S R SR R -

RS REZHET © 55 ZETE i E i EEN ST A - BE=EEIN AR
s SCPTER RN R A G Ry o SEPUER M8 A sm IR Y = EHE PR N oA
Bl - EHERGNEEE UL TER L - ARG M A ERERN R ES S 2 7% - FE
EERHE RS R R H T - B\ G AR 2 4hmil KB Y -

2. HBEHEE I AT

2.1 DIST4EE R 2mie 2 07 7%

SR T (a0 5] e BaE A A S o Y iz B & s (Positional - Information) ®] BUFE & =4
HIRE TR BN HIET R - — RIS > (R EREFEENREE R TR RSN E
TR AR - AL > ATE(LEAD)E 2 5 A IS R 2 EE GRS AFAT M %HTER 3 1F Ky
f%(Hajime & Manabu, 2000) - iEfE 2y i U5 H B2 - (E1EE R ENEERERN
&M BRI TR o WIN AR E SRR S - BUR R S
SRR PN E ARG NE -

2.2 PEstERERZHEITA

A. [E&Z=2[EIREREI (Vector Space Model, VSM)

e 552 5075 5 4 7 e O T B S o+ I B £ 0 5 D 25 a8 (Queery) B S
(Document) B2 (Salton & Lesk, 1968) « g3 & ST (E B AT AL s
B (AR - T A S DL ) T BB TS A A SRR T 52 5
BT PR 5 R A S AR R AR m 13 = PRI - T LU SRR & B+ 52
PRrREY G — B AT R B S, EMBARILHA(IE(Cosine Similarity)it i + ko (i HIRT 2
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Z R AR RE  BEPREREA IS0 PR SO B E MRS A ERT 2 B 408 = e B HY
AH B [ o AT DUSE1G — B B R - IS BEAY U5 A R TR R S P YRR R E AN
(Semantic Information) - 7y 70 Hl S B R E G - BRI 2001 SFRHan A A TR T
VB RGE E HRE R TE TR SO 2 J774(Gong & Liu, 2001)

B. X AEERE: A (Maximum Margin Relevance, MMR)

i NIRRT EE Y 1998 SR tHAY B Bhifg 2 4l (Carbonell & Goldstein, 1998) - 5% 4
AIE DR AR 5 20— R — Ayt P8 mT pE R 55 5 > 5 ERVE B (&R S T AU
PCH T SRR A B SRR M B e o DB T (B A B E A R
e ) Z IRV E AR MR B A0t —2K > T A AU AUH AYEE A 8 AT LR SR Y
TR A IS Y E S P RS E [ - BEESH o s KRR A R %
A E AR EAEEEN . Bt E R L ZAVERE R4 - SRR T A SR ey
SRE ELE B Y AR

2.3 DARRER Ry BB 2 T U575

A. BEEZESEAI(Unigram Language Model, ULM)

E SRR BT M TR 55 Mk (Speech Recognition) B 5% 5# (Machine Translation)
55771 > £255 Ponte 5 AT 1998 4R 15 L8 FH 1A & s R A [ RE o (Ponte & Croft, 1998) -
FE A FRAPT AT DA 8k 2 UaE & SO s B — (B e R R - BB ST — R
D » AP HYEE D) S (REQHR(E P(SID)EETTHER  #EH HAUEEHYHES - WF5
(Chen et al., 2009) :

P(D|S)P(S)
P(D)

Hrf PO)H B B HE > SR - ik MEREE 55 S HYERTHR P(S) f—
{[E34 2] 73 ffii (Uniform Distribution) » [NEE P(S)/R P20 « [EfS—TefvzE - FHH SR vEE
)3 R R > A 7 5 AT — (B AE W AR R 2 S B R i AL — B R R N TR it
AT T B A e AR S FUe B o (2 1R Y 5E = R AN - I 40 B i 55 &Y (Relevance
Model)(Lavrenko & Croft, 2001)% » HISE o] LA Z It — R/ - BRI ALAY (BB E T mlARE
RSy E AR o FEIL S S A A (S B e R R A Y BRI > DRI Y

P(S|D) = o« P(D|S) (1)

B. Okapi Best Match 25 (BM25)

Okapi BM25 /27> 1994 4 HHE27% Robertson S5 A Frf2 VB EH B AR » BHS &R
I o i AR AR A > — - R E A A T EEF s R EEE
UL AR RE S R (8] T 2 4 i kg 22 25 22 (Robertson & Jones, 1976; Robertson &
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Walker, 1994; Robertson et al., 1996) - & Fl| 5% J77AF SCAHME AR - JAFIE S St
HIEEFHID = (wawy ... wigDET B R w, BLEE ) S 2 FRIAVAH (B0 80 P2 alwy
BN EE ) S AR UM BOET T IIRESK A - HEMIS215CF D BdaEa) S AU 8> A
wrr e

N
BM25(D,S) = M;F(W,D) - Sim(w, S) - log 1T df, 2
_cw,D)-(ky +1)
Fw,D) = c(w,D) + k, ®
Sim(w, S) = cw,S) - (k;+1) 5 @
c(wg5)+-kl-(1-b-+b-|av950

Horftky ke DUR b3 B 5 280 IRIZEEEREE  —fikk, € [1.2,2.01°b = 0.75 5 c(w, S)/E:
wiEsEA] S HIEREYIEL ¢ c(w, D)EEAWAE S D s HERARE © MISIEForaial S #Y
RIEZ > lavgSIBAESLIF P RTAEAIFERE © N BIEEG T HSFEE : df, RIEES
TR EEwRE -

2.4 DlIElGm RERERE 2 775

A. FEIfEEE -3 [ S A-E®R (Term Weight-Inverse Document Frequency, TW-1DF)

] 1 B2 -3 (e SO AR AL R 22 Rousseau B Vazirgiannis i~ 2013 AEFfi$2 H (Rousseau
& Vazirgiannis, 2013). - E4 » LA BEST B XA @17 —{E A =& (Directed Graph) »
R —{E TS (Vertex) {32 S o iy —{E e 555 (Unique Word) « 4015 R {[E] 58 77 S {4 H
B S AD R+ Rk R {(E TE RG] DA & — {82 (Edge) H 2 - 2B Y 5 14 o i3 W el HI 3R
BENSCIRT - Bk > et A E S E—(ETEENI AN 75 2 (In-degree) (E %L > 181 BM25
BEARIFESS & » BIASRAS SR BARE A R BRI IE o AR R 26 B3 A Y 1 S A 2R ()4
TF-IDF 81 BM25) » {5 =% & 5 — {50 R AUFEER - Gl B -2 [m) SO R BL R N 9 <2
FEAEE BRI T B — (S5 — (SR P B E T S e e ] TR -

B. E T kfE%E L (Markov Random Walk, MRW)

55 o] REEH S D RIS R S Ry — (AR - SO P iy E B AR L
iy —{E RS (Node) - [fiaE ). FEIYHH BERE LRI Ry Bl BAMH] 22 57 (Edge) HIREE (Wan & Yang,
2008) - F& A KBRS PRI TR H —E IR A EEUE - F A BRI B S A REE R (R A
[T 3t E5 1R RORT B RA A ER EM:  E R RE AV E R B - IR > RE RIS HYER
By EiSenScore(S;) & FIAHAAYEE 7] S; 73 BAV SR MESH S TS - FRAPT AT LU 55 B TR SR A
HESE R (A DL —(EAE M = (7)) FonZ > SRS PR AT DIRoR By

[DIx|D|
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' |D|
Slm(sl‘,Sj) £ Z m(S,,S,) % 0 (5)
g ) sim(S;, Sy
M, LD=|1 sim(S;, Sg) k=1 L
0 ,otherwise
_ 1-
SenScore(S;) = u- ZSenScore(Sj) My + ( |V|IJ) ©)

J#i

HA DR D B a B8 - sim( ) BRI kg - A DT R (e ) 2 R AR (L
A

3. FTNAEEE (Representation Learning)

3.1 FHF~E(Word Representation)

B —TEEAGES A A E L AR 2 E AR - BRI AR E R
SERREERAL o HAR B A SR R BB )T =028 One-hot £IR7% » Blg—(E
28 B DA— {1 K 4Gl E K R say A/ NNEER R MtmEREAEE —EEE A1
HerRHZE - BHEM - HAERE PE R R M s A A1 - BRI AR TR N
R {ERE < RV PRRE o By TRt FAlRRE - 2255 Hinton E5eih 1986 42 T —7&#
4yErtF T £ (Distributed Representation)f&i7E! (Hinton, 1986) » £ H 3| 46 45— (58 S 37 DA
—(EEEREENEE R ER R - FEilE RN AR RE - 58 2 AR (& T
DARS i i pE A S (A BR 5% ~ BREUEERE) SRET R » A I ) B e B 5] = T RE YA 2
T2 - B3 Bengio 2 A A 2003 42 H DLFT & = JE 1 28 48 1% (Feed-Forward Neural Network,
FENN)ZRIETZEE S AL - (ERESHEAREREE T - F—(EEi s —EREENE
#a &3~ A(Bengio et al., 2003) - Google 7 2013 #Bd &% H —F& a7 F v A T E word2vec »
& i a S g R EE LS A (Continuous  Bag-of-Words, CBOW)(Mikolov et al., 2013a)Ei Rk
B =AY (Skip-Gram, SG)(Mikolov et al., 2013b) « #EFFIFTARI - 2 28 7R RE R T AL I 2K
T2 A 2AGE S AERNVRTRE - BAlEE DI IR RE & SR IS 2 o

A. HERIZE LRI (Continuous Bag-of-Words, CBOW)

ARSI R (CBOW) 2 Mikolov FTHg Y R (ESS #2848 2 — » B B30 A H
HESEEFENEEFRTT - A EFREE —E4fiES 58 (Mikolov et al., 2013a) -
CBOW ZEHERA A Al aE U 1 &8 49t (Feed-Forward  Neural Network) » “R[EZ FEER
(1)CBOW 34 M4 el & (Non-Linear Hidden Layer) « 4111t — 2K » ACKHYFER T HIAE
MR B G SREF R R T - EEREREUY - B LIBAEF 2 IER T > IRARAE
FHTMERE - (2)E S L =552 g (Projection Layer) - Rl P A Y 58] B & st 2 MH B iz
B (B EAR) - SRS IR g B 045 R - HIAME - CBOW [Y3|
G H R4S E —E5EEHY BT 3 (Context) 1% - HASE ] DUAEREMN FEORIRZ Sa A HI3R > HEI
ForAE L) FroR o RN E R EAR Y S SR B R B A o BRI E
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(Continuous Distributed Representation) - J&={_F » 457 —:@ 25wy w, ...wy » CBOW B H
TR #7 (Objective Function) & 2 i A b ¥ #0f#% K (Log-Probability) :

T
t t—c t-1 t+1 t+c
ZlogP(w wt=e, .., wt= L wttl o wlto) 7
t=1
Tnput Layer Projection Layer Outpur Layer Input Layer Projection Layer Output Layer

wi-1

:.‘.‘
o | ]

@) )
[E1 (a). 2B FTLRERE T (b). BREEZCEZE o
Hrp ¢ B w Ay B R SC2 B LA/N(Window Size) - T RFEINGEERIVERE » B
P(thwt—c’ Wttt Wt+C) — exp(th ’ th) ©

2y exp(vge - vw,)

Hrv, S8 tHEwWIVEEFR L » VIZSERITAUN - vo e RBRWHY B SGRFRRIEZ Nk
(Qiuetal., 2014) - CBOW Hyft& 22 i — 7y fi =X e (Miller & Charles, 1991) - fhiRE5% TS
HEABRLEEENESKE BN EOI BTz g > R EER T DR E R -
IR wW R R RE -

B. BkEE=IERI(SKip-Gram, SG)

PR (SG) /2 HHE2 3 Mikolov 25 A4 2013 4ERF iz 1 55— &8 #1225 (Mikolov et al.,
2013b) - s 5 [E]E DA LAY AT B v A AR SR B2 B o o T A RENMD - kB =0
il L S R S SRS R R R ok H ARG A I BB U B A A 4e & —(EEEwig - 1]
DAERERNFEORIEL R - SR ERAVATREME < Sllsiny e » SR 2 HE —E Rl
i Py 8 7 #5128 (Log-Linear Classifier)riigy A » i FEOHI L & AilsE— & # R N AT RTZHY
& HEF R RAE 1)K o E4EE s [F5waw, .. wrik > SG 1Y B EIE BiK
(BB
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3
o
~t
I

ZT: ZC: logP(wt+|w?) 9)

t=1 j=—c,j#0

Hep oo SRy E w0 RS2 % 0K/ (Window: Size) o i {5 {4 1 3% (Conditional
Probability)4% f =015

exp (th+j : th)

P(Wt+j Wt) —
| Z‘i/zl exp(vwi ' th)

(10)

Hrpw WSy B B + R AR - (£ CBOW B SG HYEH{F &3 | A RS IEik
i A B ZE(Mikolov et al., 2013b; Morin & Bengio, 2005) Kz & #l#¢45£(Mikolov et al.,
2013b; Mnih & Kavukcuoglu, 2013) » DI #EG| SRS 1 S EUE IR REE

3.2 FEAJFRAE(Sentence Representation)

HEZRGAIFR AT Z R (HEF 2 B A eE S R AR P R A S rE iR
TEE R TR A IR A A ZERE SIS 223 Le B Mikolov £ HY W B B EE 1) R A
R 3 AlE B T A B B (R L5158 (Le & Mikolov, 2014) -

on

Classifier Classifier

1 SN
N “ITE

T T

Average Concatenate

Paragraph Paragraph Matnx ~ -———-dp D
—— D w w w
Matrix I _[_ .._I =l __T_ ]
Paragraph the cat sat Parigiaph
id id
(@) (b)
72 (8). FHAFFREZTE (b). FHAFTLREZTE

A. B EEFEERI(Distributed Memory Model of Paragraph Vector, PV-DM)

T E RS (PV-DM) B DU 1H 48 RY S LS - PV-DM [E]4% DA A b H A o R sl
HUtER R ER R ESEREL © (DIISEE T 5 AJZ (Input Layer)5 [ A—{E B % 4Rt
(Paragraph ID) » JREIFIISREE K o—sE 5 B A —EE—IESERIE - BOERmITE—RM
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s > TRE SRR & - HIES% [ & (Paragraph Vector) o 241 % ] & B3] )
BN - EERIETES - R R B EESE F 8 P IE R H R m K EA
(Soft-max)Ayf A o £ — {5 A GRS AFRTEI SRR T - BOR Ryt E riF A2 > =AM
B &R E > MHE RN TAE TR —(EEE HIReRE - BF A TR EFE A HIREE - QETH
PEERHY - &a TAFTEUMIAYEE B 0 BC— BT HY B R ARt » Ordran] [m) 2 B Lh g s U e R B Y
Sl SRPE B P 2 28 BT I REASAE R A SRR TR &) Rrusse 1% - BISEIRF
HHEEHRES g AR - REPRRAE 2QF7 -

B. srEisasfi Al (Distributed Bag-of-Words of Paragraph Vector, PV-DBOW)
T3 AL (PV-DM) 2 B8 5 [m) B BB () B 0PI E0E Bl - 21T A —(E5 -
73 A EE LR A (PV-DBOW) RIE LAES & [mI B 1F Rl A - 1E3% (o) 2 ¥ HE R B o Bt BRIk
s FPHIE Rt 520575 T A B2 EE - BN Bk =AY - BEPRRAL
2(0)FfT7r - ZAHBL RIS B HAE TR /) & e 2 ] (Bl 1) By HH S ok = R A B E R Al
SIS TS Z 280 -

4. BRAFONEREREE AR

4.1 gR7ZAH{IE (Cosine Similarity)
FHFA (A B 25 R ALRG B - I B AR LW R T HE A A & 20 8 2h5E = iR E A A RR b
7 o FEBNIAEAFREAL (B4 CBOW B SG)F (M o] DA ST (4 5iaE A) o A/ sal B B FERY
SRFTOE SR EIEY - (F ResZ R S EEE ARk -
_ ZWED Vw _ ZWES Vw

=T pr 0 YT
Hrhv, BEEwiEEFRIRE » vp ~ vs IR0 D B15B4A) S IFIRIA o D]~ |S|AS0F D &
A S RIE - R HBEMEAE N EEEDRE X EREAN B FRE

vp = PV,, vs =PV (12)
Wt —72K » X fF D RHEzEA S BE —BEE RN R EFoR - HATR M o] #E HeRZ a1
FEETEE -

(11)

US'UD

Sim(§,D) = ————
lwsl - llvoll

(13)

4.2 FEm[kREM#E 5 (Markov Random Walk, MRW)

&S A B A RO A B v RS BRI RS FRPTE SRR ERE AR
A EE R ER S o B B A ERZAR L R B e B W e 58 A fE Y
MR FE B v RS DR Frid (R VIR S L - Bl DURIS 384
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AVEE ST 8 - Jef% - KB AL 8RRy 7 = BEY 1% - ARIB S S0 e AR ZELL 12k
R PREEE AL Ry e (R AV L -

4.3 EFLUE E{E (Document Likelihood Measure, DLM)
FAI7rm] DUE A B S A (LM) R ESRE A 75 A A B sk =GB B S 2 HE iy 7 UEs
T —(EsE AR A Ay AT RE M P(DIS) » MRS TRE A EE M 2 FEFe - A5
Fork  BITESCE S B LG RERNES A - R4 E —E5Ew (% o 5w, B IR
=

exp (ij . vwl.)
Ywier exp(vwk ) vWi)
P AR 4 & (Linear Combination)fy 5 =X » AT DUP R — B #E & X AVEE msE S 154
i SRR AR B BE v DA T =GR -

P(wj|w;) =

(14)

c(wj.D)

P(DIS) = n A- Z P(wlS) - P(w;|w;) + (1 =) - P(w|C) (15)

W]'ED W;ES

o P (wi|S) By— (BREER (5 » (R sw, HIRAE B0 T BRAT AT AR - A6 FL » By T Ak
EOR BRI S TABE 55E  BLP (wy | C) $HB BN (T OB Lo B — T
BB AR TR BT (5 S BRI —ELE IR TR BTG
B P TR — (5w, S A TR I -
exp (ij : vs)

ZwkEV exp(vwk ! Vs)
HoefiugfE Ll PV-DBOW 5 PV-DM FrsR{SHEEF % « FIBEH - SO 4 et o]
DK FEE

POIS) = | [[h- P(wyls) + (1 =0 - P(w[C)]

W]'ED

5. g Xz BRI

CFIE PR TR T A B BEE RIS S o B A A
(Grammar) 5% Ef (Semantic) b1 &5 f#(Structure) % 63 » &5 5 51 ETATRER - FEIR L
TN FEE LIPS IR PR R E R I (B S0E R
RS Z » (A S A1 &7 S R B Prosodic Features) » 40134
HEIERFER RS ATRANNG « FRAIS L R R SRS « RIS S E S -
AR DL R RS S RETAILA A » A BRI 802t 3 S SRR -

P(w)s) =

(16)

c(w;.D)

17)
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5.1 EEEEFE(Prosodic Features)

A. &8 (Pitch)

—EEETERURE — (- E B - FLEREEIV SRR - HIES TR AR s R R S 0T N A AR 5 |
PEEOERT » EE RO SR B2 SRR RIS A s
HHEEEN -

B. gE=(Energy)

REE ] HARF BT REE 2R/ » LEWEA A —E N EZEEHN - —KEEEE
Frnlsae — B E s RUIE R - F2IEHIR S S BT a7 e R aEan N
BUAHE S EFEENER -

C. ZtERE (Duration)
BUNREARE » GBHEEFEENERNRS - MBS EREAREERZED
FFfERE - IR sl R R EE M e S E IR -

D. #EzEE (Peak) Bl 3RI& (Formant)

MRl ER s B TPAVRERE" o ZRAENRES (Vowel)H HARIERVEERE - fEREE %
HR R RN EEI(Syllable) » MRl EERE o Rl M A 208 B2 AR G2y — T
& BRERERENEERR - FASUREGE T EFYAEIRE - REHARES
BRRARFPHRY Ry s — eiRi (F) ~ 85 "R (F2) - B =4LiRIE(F3) ~ 550 LR (F4)
DU AR (FS) - 8 & LA FL~ F2~ F3 d5g R B R ERIIG ia i DLIE = (8 i Ry (0% -
o AT R E AR R T IR » 7 R ] ARSI A8 - 54 ah ) Ml pE R EEEE )
HIREFREC AR G HEsb & T e B rsE f Al A R R FEE AR ) HAL RIS
G AR S -

5.2 zHE45FE(Lexical Features)

A. EEEZE SRS 8 (Bigram Language Model Score)

N A =15 8U(N-gram Language Model)/g B 2458 S i B FHEIRY 7% - HAREES N {Elw
Ay R BRI N -1 (EEE AR - PR S B R e R B U I (MLE) ARORAS: -
B —(ERE Y E R E E BT AR A R R AR R PR iR 2 SR il E B
—iH(Bigram)Ed = #(Trigram)5 = 24 -

B. IEH EEEEEE SR8 (Normalized Bigram Language Model Score)
Ry T et B R RENREE » BB T RIER B i S A B T I
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B ABORy 55— TR ©

C. BEH %z (Named Entities){EE

MR B 45 5a] H (Lexicon) st RiEEA) R AV GH BAE G Ml BBV EE » HEZHEAR
IR E A AR EE A R RE BB EEES] - MHEALEMEE A SN - R - A%
VYRR IE

D. {&Fi5A(Stop Words){E

SHREEAYTE S EHENEE PSRN T - "Ry S DURIESGEm (a”
“the”25A - BIEHIRAVERR S - (HEENEARZEN » NILERRIEE T AEHE

TR > NI ATE =R e

5.3 BEEEFE(Relevance Features)

I Ry BN B S A A AR B SRR B W DA THE Ry BB [ 2 25 [
El(Vector Space Model, VSM) ~ DA[E| & A RLmEmY B a] kg% & (Markov Random Walk,
MRW) DL k2 DU A= R i R B BLBRE A EE = 1578 (Language Model, LM)% -

6. BEEEER R EHE A
6.1 TR}

AREm S E BEE R B o\ R B EE R (Mandarin Chinese Broadcast News Corpus, MATBN) »
th i sE b AT B AN LB A A E R R > HERBINA R R — 8/ NI A 1R
397128 FEE 428 (Wang et al., 2005) « $FISEH L 1 2001 4% 11 F 5 2002 45 8 [ 3£ 205 1
BT 2 - W& oy By 3% R 52 (185 1= BUHIEA SR (20 =) WA (BT 70 - 0 205 /et &
FE& Ry 7.5 {E/NEF o FFIFEE S U T ALY ERHE - (R RS A #ENEN S
5k P E BEE P A S T R FRPTRE 2 RSB S (Spoken Document, SD) -
EH R PR SE SR PR RN EERR o BEAh - FRAMIRKFIE 205 RRsEE S A N TEE
YT E A A PR R AV E S E N - B8 2 Fy S E S (Text Document,
TD) - B—R X F X EA MR B X TR N = (AR - MR E RsE =
B A A IR BB 28 - 258 PR E 5 SR RIS S SR IR 2 ARE > P4 mT DA
LB T YRS IR N SRR AR - AR E RRE S AN SREERHHUM B 2001
£ 2002 Ay T E S s (Central News Agency, CNA) » 3 H L SRI SES AL T
AR & B bRy B R SRR o HAh - Aum i 2002 4 deamEfl 1Y 101,268 7=
(G ST BT ST AR Ryl 220 DA GG A o AR SR EEAS IR R S BRIt S 1 = FRAFTR%
LB 10% » HiE R B M E 73 H BE BRG] » Herdinvaat &z 1
Ffrs
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KL BB &

BllECES HlEAEE
SCERIFER 2001/11/07-2002/08/22 2002/01/24-2002/08/20
SCAEEL 185 20
AR AR B 129.4 141.3
XA R E g 326.0 290.3
AR A E S 20.0 23.3
TR SRR 38.0% 39.4%

6.2 FHETTA

AEmSCERFH ROUGE By U ZHIR G 52K » 8% 07 A et B B 2 4s R B\ T %
2 [ EE A B i 7T (Overlap Units)# 5 5 A THZE-REHIELH] - BiRex )7 7A =R BT
EEEHI T > A gEAsEaESUE RS » HEE N0 N TRZERESL o FfIE
A T #5%#ErY ROUGE-1(Unigram) ~ ROUGE-2(Bigram) A 5z ROUGE-L(Longest Common
Subsequence, LCS)73# » Hrft ROUGE-1 /2 5 B YR E & - ROUGE-2 /27 H
B Y 1% © ROUGE-L & iRt [FF & - ROUGE-N & H #h#E 2 Lg% 2 ff N
iz (N-gram) iy A 015 N\ TR S E R A—8E S R it ROUGE-N R AL T (Lin,
2004) :

ZsumER ZgramNEsum Countmatch (gramN)
EsumER ZgramNesum Count(gramN)

Heprsum A5 N TigES R PAVE— 2 N ARGE RS ZEE R i Count (gramy)
& N [F e 3R Y B i B\ T Ay i K& - ROUGE-L AYEF 55 3 8l
ROUGE-N #H{ll » {HRETE & 8 B B EE S E AR R ILE 7

7. EEEGER
7.1 ABEHEE 2 BEREER

% 2 Ry ER S SR (TD) B S (SD) A ROUGE-1-ROUGE-2 [ fz ROUGE-L
SFE T HRE AR AR IR PIET S AR TV AAVEEEL - & RTEJ77A(LEAD) »
[ EZEfEIIEA R (VM) ~ i A2 BRRAIE A (MMR) ~ TBRGE & 54T (LSA) ~ A S AL (ULM) »
[FE e (RM) ~ Okapi Best Match 25(BM25) ~ Galf# &2 -4 [ S AHR (TW-IDF) DLUR G AT K%
FETS0(MRW) « 564 TD YEERT - RM A SRUR R FTA A iR R - For(E
FHEES MBS o] DU St i e 1 SN e » B2 s sl BRI IEE ST - H R BM25
AT BRI T - SERAVSHR(TF) « ROLHHER(1IDF) DU SR ERTIER
{(Normalized) g 5 % H A n] SGERAVRHEE R - ULM SR AE TD B0E SD _EAVE SRS &

ROUGE — N =

(18)
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(B E UL TW-IDF B2 MRW- TW-IDF e SEEFH(TR)ES » 27558 1 _F 1 3 (Context)
FYEER > 0 MRW fEt RE ZEE AN - bR T HERB A8 TRE EEEE A
b I AE BRI FEE /E R REEE AR - AL R R oR B G 5 AT VSM e - MMR
FEHETTRE A BEHUIT 25 8 T TUER &R » LI Z8 R VSM £ -

7 2. BETBRI X F XS X EER

X (TD) a5 L (SD)

Jivk ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
LEAD 0.312 0.196 0.278 0.254 0.117 0.220
VSM 0.347 0.228 0.290 0.343 0.189 0.288
MMR 0.365 0.242 0.316 0.360 0.206 0.309
LSA 0.362 0.233 0.316 0.345 0.201 0.301
ULMm 0.411 0.299 0.362 0.364 0.218 0.313
RM 0.458 0.345 0.408 0.384 0.236 0.330
BM25 0.422 0.317 0.380 0.394 0.251 0.341
TW-IDF 0.374 0.260 0.317 0.322 0.164 0.270
MRW 0.415 0.296 0.357 0.339 0.194 0.289

LSA T8 ket B 22 et B S LB A 1V BR %A DU - HAEIRIREURIZ VSM Fyf: -
il VSM {E EE Z i R [a) S 4 B R S 1T > PRI BE SRR A 0 HE S v sl 4 2 FeT Y R e
Mo ST S AR DU Y EE 30 O] RS SRR HIATF I

1£ SD WY&+ - BM25 Mk RM B R A A th (A 2 704 » IR
EOTREE R By RM R FR (i HAYEE A 2 B8 B et e iV 2 2 > (R RS HA N
J&E R S 14 (Pseudo Relevant Documents)fJ&E JJ L4 » TW-IDF Bl MRW FyHiE 254 B
Bz LSA &z MMR 7 » MR8 BTN g 2 BsE E Praskss Vs 2 » (H—(Ea =g —EsE A
MVE M B K B AT B ECERE ANV ER - T LEAD fgsmfE TD =/ SD k- 4
A HEHR S E R AR - THRIFRZE LEAD (&3 HNRA SO 451 » RIS
TR B SRR R NIGERS - M EREE g A A fER -

7.2 FAFRNEEB IR REN TSR T A HEZ ERER
EREFATA I H i e Ao e S0 2 ] oA — i A A A L3 R (CBOW) M R AU AU (SG)
Bl S ER I R oA — U R R AL (PV-DM)  Fil oy HiEa L35 4L (PV-DBOW)
M ARAE R BT AR - TRty AT - o BI4E & 18R 72 AH (U (Cosine
Similarity) ~ 5 5] KOS (MRW) LU SR (ELEE 2 B (DLM)EY T A R Pl i 2aE &
PAIREN
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R 3. FRT AR S BT TR
¥ 3LH(TD) ahE L(1(SD)
J7% | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
CBOW 0.402 0.280 0.349 0.377 0.228 0.327
SG 0.401 0.265 0.347 0.361 0.214 0.312

B PR RALS & eRZAH DU (Cosine Similarity) F fy BE N ZE5E H] 1Y 5
% HEERRNER 3 - RERGRFELT - HRNEWEFE R NESHERNEEEIIES
HELEE T R SCF S (TD) EE sE 5 S (SD) F » 3% W fd i 2 (i S R A 1
RS - 1R3% TD MV4EREUR - CBOW Ui ZEREER: SG {F » 1£ SD H{yfrFEAEERY
1B o GRS S WA R R OA B B 1A & 22 AR (VSM) BB e 5 2 0 AT (LSA) - AllE ZE T
] B - 200 ) SRR (TW-IDF) 22 2 97K » [T ELAE SD AYIE I THYZRER SG A F B
A (ULM)(EE 2) -
F 4. BTGP RTIEATEGTE

ST PE(TD) it i L {(SD)
J37% | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
PV-DM 0.429 0.313 0.382 0.387 0.236 0.335
PV-DBOW | 0.398 0.277 0.348 0.368 0.227 0.329

[FEIREH - TFIRRE RN ARG G R B E R BRI SRR AV 574 HEESUR
A% 4 o ££ TD HY&ER T > PV-DM B PV-DBOW 3% fi it &) o A HI I B8R o7 1
CBOW k. SG g ZniA R AU (% 3) - PV-DM i B RIS (4t HY 6 ] K Eie 2 (MRW)EE
{HiEE BM25 2 - [fi{E SD HY&ER T > WIS Ao AR E R b s R A A AR

VI > FRMTeE Reb AR A RSB eR o2 AR (DL BE R A) Y 5 =R A2 3 5 DR 2 -
5. FHPTAGE GG (X BB Z TSR

SCF3L(TD) At L (SD)
J37% | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
CBOW 0.436 0.310 0.384 0.393 0.246 0.346
SG 0.316 0.283 0.351 0.372 0.233 0.325
FEHHERT - BITREROAS S S TRBERE D (MRW) DU R ) #E 1 TR AT -

HEGEREHER S - &R T o] LIBZE] > SE5H1E TD 22 SD b - MHER FEfEEEERR

EMRTSS S ERZAR IR T - (3% 05 7APERE R B B s BB PABRSZ AR (U
73 3) - £ TD Ehg » CBOW fZRAEHE: BM25 7% - [ SG R MRW HY/KF -
£ SD Bt - {52RLL BM25 A8 B30 5 Fy fk -
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SCFLA(TD) st & 3L (SD)
Ji7% | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
PV-DM 0.446 0.343 0.400 0.395 0.253 0.347
PV-DBOW | 0.451 0.336 0.398 0.387 0.243 0.337

[FEIREH! - IR AR NAGE & 6 RS D (MRW)SRE A)EfTBE L > HEER R

TN 6 o AR IR E] - MR AE TD 80U SD L » RA U7 AR E A » B R L
i~ B HFRINASS ST eRZ DU (R 3 1 4) Z BERUE BB 1) U705 TREBRLAGEFROASS
BRG] KBRS TT(FR 5) - £ TD ThaT - @E % RN AR RS
BM25 £ - {H B R EIHEAI(RM) - 2807 SD Ehg > PV-DM Hf E R BT A #Y
G AET -

K 1. PR ARG R EE (I FE R

Xy (TD) s gL (SD)

Jiik ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
CBOW 0.444 0.329 0.386 0.372 0.221 0.314
SG 0.436 0.323 0.385 0.343 0.197 0.295

PR — ISR TS DRI R R4S A TSR DA B (8 (DLM)BHE (0 £
B FUSREETRIR 7 RIS R R DR A 4 S B B (R DRSS
P 0 )735(R SHETLLE - 16 TD BB PTLABIZEE] » ORI R 75y
HUE IR ST - SORIBAAEE - RIVIVERE S MRS FHT
CBOW © #Affi TD #2 SD HYE(BAT » 3 Il £ B 0 F J RM HIRZEARE -

K 8. I AR E X BB B TR

FAE(TD) st L H(SD)
Jik ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
PV-DM 0.480 0.375 0.430 0.384 0.240 0.333
PV-DBOW |  0.433 0.323 0.384 0.364 0.236 0.321

[EfH - FATLARE Ao AR S DS B E SRR A TR SRR ER 8 -
& TD Ay B ER&E R o ] DA% - PV-DM HUIE S ARE B E BTN TR 2 T v S

A JREFTE RN AT B R e 2 A5 -
YRR E SG A E I HIHE R - 2R SD o

KA AH B3 ke BM25 -

HAFIEZEE] PV-DBOW ik 7
% PR RO AIE S RM (1Y
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7.3 M ABERBE S R RERN U REE

R X HEEERESHALYE » Ao AET BT EANME - EREEET
PR FE S SR 2 RIS S (TD) BB 2 S (SD) i E G A E 15 & &
FLo MU AR ERR EUR g2 — B - AR SR 12 R B AR SR U E Ry S
= #(Support Vector Machine, SVM)AYE A » RTRERS 77 pl = K05 » 43 7l Ry s g2 (Lexical
Features) - Z8{E ¢ {#(Prosodic Features) L 5z [#8 15 {2t (Relevance Features) - ¥4IV EE
s 9 s e

& BB ST

Fm(Pitch):fok ~ s ~ P8~ 2|
RER(Energy): ik ~ B/ ~ P~ EEH

EHE R (Duration): 52 K ~ £/ ~ 39~ Z{E
IfRIE(Formant): 52 K ~ 5/ ~ 39~ Z(E
ApEIE(E (Peak) i K ~ BN ~ ST ~ ZfE

B4 E % (Named Entity)

{5 I 55){[E % (Stop Word)

THEE S AT #(Bigram)

TEHY b EEE S R4 2 (Normalized Bigram)
[ B ZE [ T B (VSM)

R R FEOE A T EI(MRW)

it 5 12l ST (LM)

MR 10 FFE] > a2 ST 3 (TD) B RE & SLAH(SD) - #3HFF i (Prosodic
Features)AH > o & W flARr F20E 2R B R BEE R 2 8aE » IRl E BRI R A LA L i ey
B RESFI BT R AR EE AN - £ TD Bhah > 54y (Lexical Features){£is =7
MERF BTV R R Z - HIRR A REEZ R A E R E(Shallow)sB A1 H » BEH
AAFANEE -« (EHFENEE D GERERIGTE - RAEFERINEENE - HILEE
AR A B N L R R S 5E A) - JIEOD - BRIBRET f2i(Relevance Features)ELiEsa] gefF
AESFHREERSY - 1£ SD HRTSEIRvEER - B TD Aydsm B —2iE: - (HRAF R
BR AR AT 22 S TD RS 8 -

7 10. BEETFFE B4R

RS2 (Prosodic Features)

A2 4% 3 (Lexical Features)

RHIE 72 (Relevance Features)

FAF(TD) st SLH(SD)
ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
BRI 0.452 0.349 0.409 0.363 0.219 0.322
SRR 0.362 0.237 0.311 0.298 0.176 0.266
Al R 0.389 0.254 0.332 0.355 0.200 0.300
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HAPTHET T A A i 25 (807 S i) B H%25 (Support Vector Machine, SVM) Z B8 -
HEFORIHER 11 - REREGER T LIS > MEmht TD 202 SD o - 448 &Rl ([ AT
B1% - TEE A] DB IS i BRI - B TR BRI (20h (8l L E R AL B i
SUMAEMIRZ R o LRI BRI P Ay R 2 ZE IR (VSM) ~ 5 RS20 (MRW)
DUR B S A (ULM)EY 0 8 > DAl S 2 7 B e Ryt - o IR N R
3~ 517 P EAVRERIA » (ESFR T A LI CBOW AR B RIAH f fE -

# 1\, EEITEFH TR

ST AH(TD) FEE S f4+(SD)
WAbZS ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
FaRHE 0.484 0.384 0.440 0.387 0.247 0.348

[FEIREHN &S & AR BHEUR SR R SRR A - R ERRE0R 12 fors - (8 F
SpaS R rpaE IR E| - fiEmAE TD 202 SD H » DAGHRIAIEIUIE R R - B a2
RS E B LHAE TD AR - AR RO -

212, IR AR B BRI R BA R

XFH(TD) SEE SL{H(SD)
7334 | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
FaRHE 0.497 0.406 0.451 0.396 0.254 0.353

HATIRE FERE A TR R Sy SO T B RE TR & - R R BRI (T AU AL 0 B
B Ry A FRONER AT Z 538 sy BIRRIRIN R 4 ~ 6 1 8 PR (EAVERIR > E8R
VG R AT 22 ] PV-DM B ZS RIS R+ HAR RS 13 iR - 1 TD IVE
Baed R n DU R > (S AR AR BUE R R 8 B B8 (5 Al s oA zR
972k 12) - ZAMAE SD 1 - & DB Ao AR S E BRI R T DUE R R
EESTE S
13, LIZF 7 AR B B B IR T Z B R

XFLAE(TD) FBE S E(SD)
Wby ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L | ROUGE-1 | ROUGE-2 | ROUGE-L
FAaRHE 0.487 0.393 0.446 0.385 0.255 0.350

8. SiEmERIKIEE

B EAE BB SRR £ R RSO AR HE 1990 I it S %
BRAST A HERD BARER - A BRBH A S SCAHM AR » SO RS a] o3 R Bk
TR A - G B T B el SRR SR Tk - B e A
FonA—EER LSRR (CBOW) Ik AR RL(SG) » DU RifdsE ) oniA— o ala i
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A (PV-DM)F173 1 =G A5 4 (PV-DBOW) A SR IV IE ] © BB RIRASE I
i ARF e 2 ] ~ 5 ) 2 RETR R W 1 R 3R R T DA B BE B S B Y i
EH—E RN E RIS G - SBIHRTER 2 U7 7ARIHE AT DU Lﬁéﬁ%a%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬁ/ﬂé
155 =AU ZERAE » BhAh - FRAFIER T I S S a9 S s U R R B 2 o1 - IR
B IR R 2 BN AR R ERE W R L  H EH AR

AR FAIFE EIHESLENEFRIRE » WeiR A& (Global Vectors, GloVe) » DL A
S u] L 38 F 5814 (Part of Speech, POS)& R VER M2 /A(POS Representation) A sB % B $%
HOUREEE - A6 B ~ SEH DU RGGEERNEAGE SN HENESHEN 2 h o AR
(Relevance Model)(Lavrenko & Croft, 2001) » DLUH#E—B R F g SR pk L o

B

AE L Z WK SR - B 2B AN EA S 5 TR A SEat 25 (102)1A0800) BT B 5t
FHE EbT 521285 (MOST 104-2221-E-003-018-MY3 1 MOST 103-2221-E-003-016-MY2)>
SRR o SEILEGH -

SH R
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