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1 [FL&IC

R T F A MEGDLETOEKZ BB AR T
ZREE, BASIELHOS T L IERMRBOSEFICE
WT, MBS TWAEEETH 5 [1].

IR CIXRITHIHA 2 Tk, FRCSCE MBI E L
T2 FENAS RSN TEY, T3 L TA a7 Bk
ZER LIEEORIREICNE 2 HRKRKDOA 2T O
EEEFRNTIMEE L TERLE N2 O AT
H5. MMR & HW =B8R e Tk, RENMmE
BHBIEMNFETH D [2]. LovL, RFFENCIEE WV A
aT ERFOLEBAMIC— ORI L7 LT,
e L TRWERTH 2 RE I < SRR
L SN2 Tuue b2y, Sy Ty sEE L
TERL U7z BTGB A ik L72 Y (5], &
KYERE S U CERIE LT 7], K2 i b
W27 7a—F L TCWDOPTEDOHEMTH S, £2X
JERETFIENE, SO 2RO IR TH 5 & iR
TX, CHIHFEERICZ K DBFER R S TW5 [3,4].
SCEMEIC BN T & SOEMIC 22 22 T2 B L 22
RBRNEWSHIENRS Y, [FRRICKIRA 72e ei{b &
ITHOMENRSHDH. Lo UEEHGHEREIX NP-hard Th
0, XEMEE TEET D LB RG22 M3 L5
LRESR S D.

AFETIE, BEENREZ R E R [6] & LT
ERAL LERNZ G0 FIEEARET 5. S OENOIREE
WIZBWTEDEMETEIRVON, oDk )
WIZSERET UV O E WS, —oD Ao E Hik
TEDET )V % KBTS U 7ok A C H Bh I & 5 4
5. IO %5 2 A L & L CE
AL, RICEIUTBEAF O SUEMEFIEZ — D D5k
BIZBTHITE#E LB 2BNMT5Z LICE-T, WE
MCHOWTHEETHZ Nk EE RS, Ehg
TV, BbEBRE S LT 2 &2 X - TERIMRS
LNTWDHEEZMEND, WEMEEBET2HFICL D%
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RPREN TN L FZRENDT.

2 XHHREOERE

AHEHITIE, BxOREFIEIOVTHE~S. LITF
XHIH O A ZBET L EMNMETH DL LT 5.

2N EEE X = {z1, 22, -+ ,an} T 5.
LEEAS D = {X1, X, , Xy} BEXBNZRD
I, X=U, Xi ={z1,20,- ,an} L LTHERD. &
KEix, MOESSCcXOETHY, LIS)ITEHS
DEMEZERET. KITENEOERTHS.

SCHERRE & 1%, 52 Hivie A 2 7 B score(S),
FHEDO LR K, BHEOHAHEETED D EH C
W26 LT,

(D

S* = argmaxscore(S)
ScX
st. K- C<L(S)<K )

IRHBR) S* ZROLMEE T 5.

2.1 e EE

#AL5%% (Reinforcement Learning) i%, 255 %25
NTBREIT U TRl ToERa 28 U CIREICH DS
L2FEAFNTHD. FEETHLZ—T =z MI )
BUEDRTE s, ZBIHIL, (2) ZDIRREITH LT —oAT
B, IR - FATL, Q) HMEFEIND AL T —&
re EIRDIREE 5p01 ZERENOEBNIT S, LW0WH AT
Tk T S, FE O BEEIRIREBIT S L TRERIZE S
D Th A )W OFNZ RRILT D K 5 RITE 2R E
HkDE 57 R 2 RODLZLETHD. Hhiib =+
BHEILEW, BIZRDRE Tho TR0 RDIZH
DANT—BERIEL L TEZDETTHY, 2
ME—DIFMTH LN Z OREORHTH D, LD
HiClE, k7B ICBiT HIREE, 178, HoTT v
ZEDEIITERT DT HONTIRND.
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2.2 iREE

WA s 1FBHEDERICE EN L LESZ R L TR
D, EEOEK S OREEZRET 5. REEEEHES
i3, ARERENEARTHD.

St
se =1 At 3)
Je

772U, Sy IXER, A XRRE s ICELETICE -T2
TEIOHES, TIREZERTEY b f,€{0,1} &7
L. ZHUCK D TIREBERILSe = {s|s € S, f =1}
ET 5. PIHREEIX EDOSTHIEM LTV RN ZED IR EE
THY, s0=(0,0,00T TH5.

23 1TEp

178 o 13, BPIBFEOER S 1Tk LT 52Dk
B M2 5BETH 5. SCHIHORETH DL EE 2D
Bh, TEEAEER AU TOL S 78 N +1 EEN
LR HEELEZDFNHES.

A = {inserty, inserts, - - - , inserty, finish} 4

ZNENUICHOWTL T ORARREN2ER 252 5.

St at St+1

Sy Sy U {x;}

A | = A, U {insert;) (5)
0 0

St St

A, fmish, | A, U {finish} 6)
0 1

Eho, WRE s, ITBVTE B 2 LR BITEIES
A(sy) (C A) LT OfICERT 5.

Als)) = { {ala € A;a & Ay} (L(S;) < K)

: @)
{finish} (K < L(Sy))

BEISNFENES B2 TOWRITUESETE ST
RVMTEVE S DN ATRE/RITEE S CTH Y (finish 25Te) ,
FREZBEZ TCOTERHNICE T T2 2 g2 5.

2.4 REM

BEE, DLTFoklce—yY =2 MIHE r, 25 %
. WOIRKE sp D TIREHRS Se ICEENTY
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556, OFEVITH) q; = finish 2 FE(T L7251,
{ score(Sy) (K —C<L(S) <K)
Tt =

(otherwise)

(8)

—Rpenalty
L L CH A 52 2 (Rpenaity > 0). XE LTZERE
DHIRFEHHICEFTENTONIEA 2T %, %5 ThiTi
IXE1% 5 42 T\Wab. finish A THIUE, rp,=0 &F
%. AIEOFHEITEIES A(sy) DER L MAGDER
i, EREABA TV AENEERLTLESTRD
IERFIICHE T LT~ A F2AOWMM, % 0 E&23%1F
52812721, SELKTTNEEDENO AT R
BondEICD.

25 FEDH

AT E TIZB W THRA N A TEET L2 2
BT ABREOERE L, ZOREITH L TERERIR
REAE RIS A 15, Fei/e iR ES-E3 5L, PR
E so B EHEE L Tl LIS DN DITENSI & 1, #x
HAIT PEWENEZRFORBICELITENIE 72 5.

Lo TZoMEL L FEMEE L THELZRD D
=T, NGNS, FEL, REOHVELERNE
B2 TWD T ORIEZZ M TIERANIRE L 2> TEY,
mbFEME S LCoER TRz LT, s
MR Z SR D 2 FA R 2 I BIECH 5. IREE
7% 5 F L FBMEEMITIOL, HDHFREOITRUFED
REDLDITHKD Z LidiHkD. ZoZ kx4
FEORBOFERCTRT.

3 XEMRFEEFEBELE-ENXE

RIE T, ST FEZ &0 X9 ICfb=E M &
L& R, piEE ToOERMIC, SUEMEFEEE
BIZMZ 2 TFEO—20F% 52 5.

BEAF O SRR BBEICTE L TV D & LT, 53
2 2% LT comp(a,u) & LTEMTE 5 LAET
L. plIERERICHWD NG A =2 95, ZOFIT
X, RELATENCBE L CEEZME LT 5.

WHE s 1F, AIEOEE Q) IT—2H Ly haiE

St
Ay
Ct

Je
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E7EL, ¢oe (0,1} & L, HIMHRIEE so = (0,0,1,0)T
LT5.

32 119
@) TEH L AKX LT, #LWITE) comp, &
HATD.

St Q¢ St+1
Sy (S\{z'}) U {comp(a’, u)}
A com A
" D, + U {compu} (10)
0 1
0 0

ZIEL, o 1Sy ODREBEOEFR LT D, comp,, IZXY,
T ENT B DL E /NT A —F 1 THEME LTZIRRBIZ
BT 5. b, B L <A S eSS ERE R
5 & 91T insert; & finish #2345,

S¢ 5 St+1

St St U {wz}

At insert; At U {inserti} (1 1)
Ct 0

0 0

St St

At finish At U {ﬁnlsh} (12)
Ct Ct

0 1

EFED comp, RN D ¢ = 0 DGO A JEifE ATHEZR
DT, Alsy) HUTFOREICET SN 5.

{a]a € A(insert),a & A;} U {finish}
U A(comp)
(L(S) < K,y =0)
{ala € A(insert),a ¢ A;} U {finish}

A(comp) U {finish}
(K < L(St),ct = 0)
{finish}

(K < L(St),ct = 1)

7272LZ 2T, A(insert) = |J,{insert;}, A(comp) =
U, {comp,} LEW7-.

33 FEDH

AL LD MR S T, SRR &\ 5 4T
EMA BT Lo TR & S BICAN S ER NS
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(L(St) S K, Ct = ]_) (13)

FBERE. ZoFIcBWTE, &EICHH S0
HEZEE L TEREITRoTWND. EBEIZZDOILOE
FINIZE T IRTFBIR S 2 B8 L CUEM M TS
FELEBEZON, ZOLX ) REFOENTFEL—DD
1TENE U CRERR L ZOMS AR E 32 L3k 5.

4 =B
41 T—8tvt

DUC2004 ' (23175 Task 2 DF —Z ¥ v k&~
TEREIT-7-. 2L, 50 by 7 OB CERE
WERTTHD., TNEND NE Y 7 OICERRTRL
TIOHD =2 —ALEREGEND. EHEO LIRIX
K =100 £f%ET 5.

4.2 EERIRIE

WIHIRAE so 2> B BAME LBIAE DR TIREE So
WCEENDETE I Y —FRE LY — FIg¥
AT ETH.

A 27 BIEK score(S) 1X, RO X IITERTS.

score(S) = AsSim(S, D)

—(1 =X
( Skﬁ%@#

Sim(x;,x;) (14)

Sim iZaA VEPETHY, 2R LERS Mk
D ZBIT 5 th-idf KB MVOED AL d BFHRET
DHEBET D LT 5H. H—HITERIBT 5247
(relevance), 2 IHIXITEM (redundancy) %3 L T3
D, X130 < A <1 ZW72T M— RAET7EKRT
H5.

RIEZFEMERT L ¢(s) ICE# LTz ETRIET
W V(s) = 0T¢(s) AV COREEMRERI Ak 2 R BL L,
TDO) (2 & 08T 5. FHAZ ML d(s) 12, LT
DEIITENZOWTDORE R T2 FMEEZFFDO d+3 K
JERT ML ET D,

1. S @ tf-idf FH~Z kL
2. SIZEEND LD, CALEDOMEFN
3. S OXH/10.0

4. S DFE¥1100.0 .

Thttp://www-nlpir.nist.gov/projects/duc/guidelines/2004.html
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ITEREPUII AR Y < 3N A IV, W1 Bk
T =10 &L, 1 TEY—FEIZ 0989 & » i) T
HEE, FEEIT =01/(d+3) £ LTat) =
ap - 101/(100 + 1Y) DA — & — Tl Sz, #E|
Fy=10, NL—RAFESTA—-ZA=09 & L.
ZHUFRIEFEICBNTESHWLN D TH .

43 #E

2 BT L7 STl o #5175 b D% RL, 3 ® T
A U7z L9 RATEN OB Z1T 72> CUEME BB L
72 % @O % RLcomp, DUC2004 IZHBIFHN—R T A
% BASELINE & L, Z® 3 >OHHickt LT ROUGE
A a7 &R CiH 2475722, 72721, RLcomp IZF
W T OEMERFIERICFEE L2 boTidkl, X%
N7 TCRUS W DR TH o & % o3 L FRE
BEmW—HiziK T L) FERIR O TH S, ZD3E
BRoOfERA2# 11CE & ®7-. RLABASELINE LV %
R <, RLcomp 723 RL £V $iEBEI N TV D FDHER
Eh, SUFMEIC X DEERH TV D ERMER TE 2.

MR E LT, R LT VRIS 5. &
BT DIZONIRT B Z L ITMR TE 508, &7
BB DN EFREOIRP LD RESEELTL
9. BEERICOWTORE L, RITEEIZONT
RETRERND L. £, FHEZEMBRE L DI
EPCRICR I 2 BT 588, RERTIIHHEOD
V(s) = 0T p(s) D TEREIToI2M, =7 B%E
IELS KBRS LIRSV ETH D, Tk
FRIZBWTHL—20O#ETHY, Zo k) 2MEE
FVBELEFEAEHT 2MNERS HFERTH T,

5 BnYIC

HENELKME A b B s LTERfbL, HE
SCHIH R 2 & % F o BBOR 2N A TR < 2 L 23

ROUGE-1 ROUGE-2 ROUGE-L

RLcomp 0.35250 0.08176 0.30417
RL 0.33937 0.07207 0.28596
BASELINE 0.31524 0.06156 0.27762

% 1: DUC2004 (28175 F Za7 0. FH v
V—FRIE300 L, d=50,)0, =09 & L7-. #EF
EIZOWTIE 10 BOFEROEHE L L.

2 LA 7> 3 iE, DUC2004 OFHEICRIY
J/ROUGE-1.55pl -a-c95-1100-m -n4 -w 1.2 & L7=.
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TEDLHEEMEIDT-. RIZ, BEFEOSERFEZITE
ELTEMT % Z 2k o TEMITHOWT b EES
DI ENHERAEAMR LT, b IR TEERRIC
X o TREICHEIGT AL TH Y, 5 OEKIRIET
ED X fTEE LU RVl AR ARET UL
DRz EE 2 DHEN KD,
SHOFEE UUIET, UEM/ST A —4 pldaf
FEEZROGEALEZOND 720, HigET T8 2 Buh
DX A DOMAEEZEZ DLERNS D, £, BE
FOSIEAMFTEEZ Y A, FHIBEORBLO FikE
Bat L, BEFEROTEL OMREREREZ T2 ER/SHO
BEELThT 5.
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