=0t v

REH 56 SRH S A R
GRSl A
1 FUsIc
ANEO S, ROPICHT &I, Pk LE

WANRZ R TRE  SHERBIDLEIAET S, 20k
) BRI H 5 2Bl % S VMR Z (paraphrase) &5 ).

(1) a. %{%%‘fﬁv) /u\nﬁ)&’) %)
b. RK7#ZZLTLEIPbLinw

Q)a.ﬂ@ﬁfC*mf<5ﬁ*%fw
b. ZOBIETIEHENHFLTIZBERSND

RIS X B B 2 BRI, TEHRIRER, 1
PREIER, SCEHEERE O RS RIS AT I 81 % 38
ELTHL 2 SRMI T3, 1990 ERE NI 7%
D, ZISDIGHBM &I L 2 BEEREMiE LTD
WEDEANATONS X 9 ICh>TE R, 2N, Gt
HEEY - AARASENES I ICB T, RN ahr
oIS E T, FLEGNE T 7u—F b SEEENL
D6 LN D D F THILICHE 22 Thit T
o, INSEPIZIERDEHIICKINTE S,

(a) B4 725 s 2 BIGR o - FRk
(b) FEE DD F iz 12B$ 2 FHHIfF
(c) B\ i 2 PRI AT 72 SRR E IR O B TE
(d) B \offaz FRIRET 0 BT
(e) B\ Z BT DB S
(f) HAS BB~ DA - HA

Tl dBIE, HAGEZWRE LT, L@ DV
a7 5Bk A 7 1B 2 BEAEDO FIEOFRERYL, & &
CESHEMDHOREFTEZHASLICLE)I E LTS
_mif_,%m B3RS 27 Oft%k %mkiﬁ
NTCIR RITE-2 IZ B W THHE I N HAFEIZE TS T
X A MEE %Mm$&m®ﬁmf &mu®\ﬁ%
SFEZ, DBOD 3T % FIRE IS § 5 G 7 — & 2N 72 9
NEHEE, BIOZNZHRT 272007 — % DR
HFEIZOOWTHE L TE L, ATk, 0o z@EL
THEsNAFICOVTHET 3
2 EVRZOHE, BEYIEFKEOEND
21 SBERFADEMK

AROBHETIE, S0HZD TRUERANEZET
Wl B EBER, LR 2TV I Bk L0
LAY ;%Mﬁ X [31] 13, SEERBOERZRXD 4
DDLU R)UIZFIFTHHALTW S

e fitg D M (<8 U e

SWAZ O—/NRADEEETH
VEEI A BRI

HHERY:  INBALRY: HASBSHRA S RIEEARRA RS

(a) EFEERGRIY /AR LR (denotation)
(b) B DEE/MERIVEM (connotation)

(c) MR /Saussure DL 7 = 7 ¥ (référent)
(d) REHERIIEIR/FERENTT 2y (illocutionary act)

&4 OEE 7 B 3 RSSO 5 08, AT
LR E®ROE 2 b > TE VI 2 ERT
%. Z#uZ, Saussure DHEEZHVUL, THIL> =7 ¢
I (signifié) ZIHTHR 22 =7 4 7~ (signifiant); IZ
WIBT 5. T7abb, Frege MICZT 7 THHIF DIHA
ETHOHE) ZwIndbHL T8E) 2HRT5 (L
727 UDEELW) D, R 2 RARIRDUCBI T 2 Bk
ZRNEALTOWS (=74 7 VBERLR2) 720, S0t
ATIERnWET 5,

7L, B0z OIGHEgMIc k> Tl ¥ =74
IDTNEZHALT TEHRBFEL,) E RAE¥I35E80
brhrdbLlikwv, HlziX, Eo2o0fRHEZE&ELRX
D2XEEZLLD.

B OB & HIFIZN 2 SR IR RT 2
FHICKBOEWEETH 5.
b.%@%%k%@fﬂ%%é@k%%fzﬁ
WKBIGEWERETH 5,

FEHTRACHEHRPFAL L) dBRsnTEsh, ¥ =
747 UHHELL, EWIE, EEHSIICBWT, B3
M =747V SELED)DPIREINTVLEHTH
%, ZffiiciEions 1332747 OF—
DRI T INGD 2 L ESVHZ L AL LT
Mbohwk ) RICHLEET 3 LEbN S,
22 SEER MR

W2 512 X BIRSGERC [31] DFEFR L D HH&IC, PASCAL
B3 70y b [13) 2 E LT, TFAME
EEBIR (textual entailment) 12 B § 2 WFEHEFE AT
bbb kHikot. UL, BIZIERD 2 O2DXD
MOBRZ L) #9.

NsaEER I TEHEL % EDOMEMT, —~u
EHEZE LT,
to. JImEERRIE THE, OFEETH 5,

ZOHDEHIZ, t DETHIEEIT t, DFICET
H5, EVIERBKD IOEGEIS, t 13t ZEEL

3) a

4) .



TWwWaEEH., WAINZ TIXsr L LT, &

RO OBIR (e.g., THMET S, & TIRS ) ) PH
RERH & 2 ORIHLSNT: & 72 2 HERBOBR g, TS
Ny L THloTwi YBZEIFohs, 7, ¢ &t
PHWIM G2 EET 2856, ThbbmAmIcER
BIRDSKAL T 285612, t1 Lt IEVWIRZ TH 5.

PASCAL THEMiX 1172 RTE 70 =7 +%, HAE
ZRRE L 7-[FfD NTCIR RITE-2 TlF, hIcZiF%
k9%, SHEICHETIHEE X O BERICIHS LT
I TE DL LX) BHERDODA TR, RIZKRT X I 724l
HRNRICED TS,

5) t1. ILDTIE I FELAERNS,
ta. IHLDFIE 2 FFET,

Bl E1FEED, ZOHNTDONTIE, to DISRILL 7%
WEELEZONS, HlZIE, t, BB E LT TH
ICBREICHL, BIR0EHIBETT0s ) )
CEHFEZRH A, ZDLI %, AWZ% S IXHESR (infer)
TE 3 H 5 EREZERMEDNE CBIR (inference) b, HEE
2 HARSIENBL O FHUZ R R 2 T TH 2 [9].

3 BYTYRVDOMEEREFE

LEICKM L 7B WIZIED 9 B, SIZZD D
DIZBAT 2 TR ¥ 2 7 1ICBT 20 DI, (o) F
W2 BRI A 7 FEEE IR OREEE, (d) B\ Rk
(e) BVaZ LMD 3 OTH B, AffiTlx, K7 YA
7B 2 FHii O WEZEE) I & BRI DWW THRR S,
3.1 EWRZRHE

B LM X 258 (paraphrase recognition/identification) 4/
A%, RDEH)ICERMETES (K1 bW L),
AN FA—FREOEE(—MIIC 2 D) DI 2 FRERH
Hh: AN SN FEERINFAETDH 20 EH 02
KB 7% A b7 — DS 7e 2 FEERB TRl I
NTOLHA—DERNEZFEL, Z0DX9 BLHkN:
Z WA 2 B i, IR, HREINE, EECCGEY
K EICHEHTH 5.

i 2 GREREAN DB - D 7z o1z, RELOE
MMED Y ETHOIEAD T RNALE DT X 2 B R BLT,
=) ZPEEL, EVMRZ O—/INRA BT 2058037
HbNTE[15,62,11,63]. HGEITDOWTIE, Microsoft

Logical entailment %, #5H
LIERR 2,

PARTIRRZ Db o5 2 A, Thbt TRAE (=) »
MK TRV (F)) »ERETLIA7TH S, L, T, HY
JE% [0, 1] I E R T % Semantic Textual Similarity ¥ 2 7 [1]1 %, 5
Z 6 USRI B\ TR ATE 72 17 2855 % B D BEH 0 Hhds 5 53R
F % Lexical Substitution ¥ 27 [41] bIREIN T3,

B} 2 E5EDEE (implicature)

e Q0
RIRZE R
sEzm [\

AT, AT,

=A% HH,=AETRL
B 1: s 2585k 5 R 7 DR

Research Paraphrase Corpus (MSRP) [15] 2SHE#E[K 22 b
F - Bl — % & L CEBk S 1T\ %, PASCAL & X
O TAC THIF S N7 % 2 & ZBRER BT
27 =230, THWIZEERRICH LT XA M3y,
ThbbFVlIEAIGEEN TS, —F, HAE
DWW TUE, B2 2B oY - Bz Hiv &
LTHEINLT =743, BADBHBIBY HFEL %
W, 2L, T X R MG EBIRIREREN D B - Sl
(48, 45, 58, 61, 47], A D HALDOFH [32], Web L
DE DI « W[l [44] D= D ITHEE I N KT —
FoHIZ, FZFHIbEENTH S, s of
Tl¥, NTCIR RITE-2 THiEEI 1L/ 7— % [61]° D3Ik
% DZET V=TI NTW» 3

LRl k9 ZMEOERL &, ZUHE ) BiIFE - B
i =% OABIc XD, &L TEKEEICESSS
W Z T IE ORI S I fo. ARERER R T
WME I N T2 EREVERE (FZERBS O B LR
@ F fi) 1, MSRP IZ D\ Clt 84.1, RITE-2 (® “B”)
122V TIE 69.3 TH 5. MSRP KT 2 BfitiAsIEw 12
BELOIE, Tl —FIcEa TN B IEHIAEAN L b & 5E
FZH O (66.5%) 120 TH %, EFHIL T THZE,
EHIET B MMz Tk (DAY, Eqik) Tb FAEKY 80 %2
FERTETL 9. RITE-2 DFEHli 77— 7 I 2T,
548 HHIPFE W Z FHHIX 704 ThH D, Fibod Eq ik
12 & % FAilify 23 12 tb_auig, B  o fe EAE o il
I ENS, FEMOALAEHZ DD, ZDT—
Fo3t4, —HAOEERMR CF), mgo &R
(“B”), FIE (“C”), MERILR (“I7) D 4Bz iR L <
ERR & 172 Z &, NTCIRRITE-2 Tld 4 7 5 AD FAED
< 7 MR T Hh o LR EET R E, B
WL Z (“B”) DAICERZ L TRFICKD, Ho1E
B MR WGE T E 2[R D 5.

72721, MSRP & %\ >3 RITE-2 DF— & IZR$ 31
BEICHE D W THHFEZ KT 2 &, MELSHEER

3http://www.nist.gov/tac/data/

41 i (a) OB E LCOHHIE [20,59] % 1 i (b) DHEHIHFED
7o DHEFIE [18,21] bEI N TV B, I RREAM DR
il B2 Y (4.2 fii) 257 T D TIE AW,

Shttp://warehouse.ntcir.nii.ac.jp/openaccess/rite/ | ORITE-Japanese-wiki.html

6 ACL Wiki: Paraphrase Identification



7 1: MSRP OiHili 77— ICB I % F — 7 v O EEHR

T TOIR | PR
GES 1147 0.715
[FFE TRV 578 0.600
# 2: RITE-2 DFHliF— 7 1B 5 b — 7 v OEER.
w | wog | TE
1 to
B 70 | 0.726 0.712
F 205 | 0.397 0.733
C 61 0.449  0.589
I 212 | 0.405 0.489

DTN % s 2 TikDs, REWNZ TS0 DOARIC
HO L FHRICH L CHEFICEWERBEZENTETES
T, T — 8 2 S A1 & D DR T T\ B A REME
DEEbN D, Bz, FFEEICBT S F—7 v OEE
KrEZTHRLEI. MSRP IZDWTIFEE?, RITE-2 D
F—=Z IOV TIFIEREZEI D LB ICIEDO LT, KHH)
KB 28T F—2 v OBETFFA IO F—2
YO (EEE) REE L, BRI LI 7 v
BEROIFEREZR I BLOR2ITRT. ZOERIRT
B OB 2218, RENZTF00 D OATHEND
DREMT A L) T ERZRBL TS,

MSRP (213 X 5 ICHEZ R ER 2 2H 5, 1 DHIE
AT — % B X OFHIT 7 — & ZHE5E T 2 BRI, MR
Bt Hs— 7 DHIPH (8~20) D T ¥ A b xf D & % il D
MElLTwatiths, ZoflEAINN—TE23 0
a7 OFEFZRICIRE L TL 9 [15] 2o, #FFik
THREINIET VLGRS, 20 k9 Hilfyo
OBV Z BRI T 2w IC 2 s kv, 29
HoMER, ER7 VMEEEICRIFZZETH S,
SWZE L COBEBDOHEE, BELRTA FI74 v
I LICEREZ DEBRO BRI T - 72728, 2
T=2I12iE, XOBID X ) 7%, HEPICHNEPEL 2
WKbobod THE LHEINTLIHSHET
% [17].

(6) a. The stock rose $2.11, or about 11 percent, to
close Friday at $21.51 on the New York Stock
Exchange.

b. PG&E Corp. shares jumped $1.63 or 8 percent
to $21.03 on the New York Stock Exchange on
Friday.

RITE-2 OFHli 57— & D4 548 Ffld b — 7 > DEE
ER 28T, SO HF (B D b= v OEE
i, ftho 3FEL D BEHFITH ., (FEEEV X —7 —
&I & - T3/ Wikipedia (2> & Fil D fifi %

"Mosesdecoder (2.1.1) @ tokenizer.perl % i,
8MeCab (0.996) % fili .

AN

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4 g
0.3 [ e
0.2
0.1

ofe

> q
oy
> ew i
v BB i)
SRS

Token overlap ratio against t2

—0Tw

0 I I
0 010203040506070809 1
Token overlap ratio against t1

X 2: RITE-2 DFHli7— 7 1B T 2 KHH D F—27 ~
DEEH.

INEET 2 BRI, BEOHEREZFLLDICLTTXFAME
HIRL TL F o 78 (ERERANA 7 ) ZE-b

3. ZDBOHEHFDOFEEE X OCBEROHE ITEE DA
M & > THNZICf b TE D, MSRP IZE T ZHR
MIRE EEBHROLHREZBE > T vwEHE L
5N5Hb0D, WANIEDICK>TLES>TVS, —
B D EEBURDOX “F*) 12T, #HEDHiD S 7
3t D—FEY DI STty £ LTWEEHEFIESL N
&, t AT B EERIMEL, b ISKT 2 EEESE
WEAID D 5. FEOHH (“C) 1, foREL X%k
D, ANETHEHIINIDDTH B, %rnH %z ER§
X ICHRIZINT WD, B’ “F LXFHILD
5 T5LI) BT RIFIN TR,

RITE-2 DT = IZDWTREETREIL, —Hoico
WTTIEH 2D, lx0HEfZ LY 7Y T4 7%
FRIROEBIC L, MU OREZ X O fE
BT 52 EZABICLTWBIETH B [33].
32 EWEZ AR

E WM Z &R (paraphrase generation) ¥ A 7 1%, XD
FIicERLTES (M3 b L),

AN H B FRELRBL, HIITIR U 72 G

WA ANSINASHERUI LML SiE0 % 5 558
WoHEE, 7L, AMEINLSERHEICBITS
HAEZ i 72 S e LT E, BRELZTICHES
T kI Lizbo,

EWARE L FEHNICH > SR SEEBL2 4

AT AN, 7 ¥ A L offidt, AEENOY 7Y

A7 TH B XA, BEWMEERCE R G R D MY

27 DERER ED - o ORI L EICHEHATH B

O TR, & B\ T9hffiZe ) & v BTk k<, TR
7% (atomic); &\ 9 EIKTHW S,



o] \
\

L7 [7| 7 7

A7l HA

el

PEEEE R T

SEZERE DN R
X 3: SV AW Y A 7 ORI
.5 [3111F, FEROSWERZ AEROREIZRD 2 >
DT QPR 12T E B L RTW 5,
EVBZBREEM: 526N SERECHLT, 3
SRR e 2 DB\ A B FRRIICER T 5
Uy

TXRAMHE: 52 5 N HliFEEICFE W T T ¥ R
I % B¥ATG 9 % AL

L2 L, HIZSU ZHf2 0 e, THEERIC, &
BolkElzAlL, Bz BEaiLERoOMEIE, E 2
EDRHIT 2 2 & bmHICREEIC > TLE .

Sk 7e S O Z il 2l D> D IEREIC AT B 121,
FFERBUCB T 2 K 2 A5k (3.3 i) ZHHRIC S A
T OCHAALRBE DN H 510 72720, F iz g
EROBNZ, SHEAGROBZ T TR, SEHD
FEG B X O 5 [42, 16, 57, 51, 66, 24] 12
CHEET 5. L7eho T, Btz ROk % i
U 2B, TR 22 SV DERZ A[REIC T % X
I R HER O EBIABEE IOV T H EXT 20825 5,

Sl z PR E RIS, HAOTRESVIRZOES
ZAERR T AU 2 Sl T 2 2 L3 TE S, L)
EZIDHSH, LrL, Mzdbo7T, frso5iERH
KN 2F0HZ 2 L EEA50FHHT
v, ZOHLEIWAIL, RABMBIRY, EERIC
D) 7 7a—F Tl I BNIAAE L 7%
W, BIAE, SCER[19] TIE, BRED HINZRE L 22w
Wl 2 RO T 21T > T 5208, BRI
Bl Z BB 230 OFEEC oA 1B 2 A
W E-oTED, MEEESZ ORI & 72 2 JiEP 4K
FHEADEKEMEICBET 2RI RSN T0kn,

FRED HIN & 23U B U 7 il HE 2 e 2 56
1, FHEOBFE - I E IS IIBIHENICTE 5, B
ZAE, SR [12, 24] 7 % A MM EHAL [66, 26] & \»
IHNZRET B E, AR LT1I 2% LA D
ZIHNZ2 525 2EMTE%, 2T, 20k %
T—% 2T, JEROBEMEEE, B2 IXHEHIE
WREIFRIC B 5 Z 4 & [H U A ChIYE - i 179 2
EVTEL, HWNZERT 22 LDARAEEZINUZIID

Sz I 2T, EEEEICKD, HRNREGZ R
PR ETIVEYEHTEL I EDPRENT WD [55].

77 —FZEENTH 50, L DEY) R SCEME, X
DY LD DEET 5 & LT 2 gk
Lawvy, EWHERZLTWARITEE2, SR
BAR, L vIFELrSIEHZE T TS
33 SWAXNBICHELRSEEROMRE

SCHR [20] I2B VLT, BWIZ L AakE 24 OBR
DFR (1D (a), BEOZNS ZHEHT 27214
RO D b, f4 OFEOFEMECTER OBRICE T
2l GERAGR) OB R I N Tw 5, HidE»DIE
7 S\ a2 LB (B IC S iz AR o FEBICIE, Z
no oMtz b, SCEMEZGHIGi§ % 72 0 O AR HRER
DEARAG, 2 £ SR AR TH 573, 2 2Tl
Friz, EVRZHEEES (paraphrase acquisition) (239
2RI OV T 5.

SO AEESR Y 2 713, XD X ) ITEMETE 3,
AR a— R APREFEDRL 4 5iEER

Hh: AHERHES NTh s L% 0) DES
XHDWIFZENELD B RELRTIA M2 OHNLE
T840, EEMICE WL 2 — S X DOREEE (3.1 i)
RN LicL, BUFTIE, ROFID L) %, XkD
BN T XA MR 22 IO A EET S,

() a HF e KT
b. Hifiz ) & K7 A%2T 5
c. BRSS9 CITHITL %
& HEVFRFLTICERGNS

B WLHLZ FERER L, BV KRB OB O I
&, BRIINT HRED 2 BREONIEN 545, Thb
L, BLHBZAFHEANALL T3, DT, HEE
"BTE 25 VIMATMDLHRIEDB 1S, AT

SAERZ a - S ACREL, ZoMHI LI, §
W Z BRI OYUER X N FEEEOREICH VS
NCELTBrD 2N T 5.

EEBO—/XR: AL =Y DT b A E 2 MR
Ths., BEFHADIZEA LD, Al [28] I
FonT, i S5 URAHEULLS 5 (A EPLLE
F 73 SUIRBUEL 3R ) B0 2 5\ ff 2 B
AELTERL TS, IREHRE LT, £
KEDOELAD =2 n 75 5 [49,6,39], H#EX

112415 % “sentential paraphrase” &\ 9 MESEG 6 & 553, ik
AZDOFROBRZHEES 2 &, XORATHIO THEIEAIR D 32585
BTRVIRD, ZORUFIFETINETHS. FlZIE, # (1) DX
1%, “paraphrase sentences including lexical and phrasal paraphrases”
EV) Y TH A,
12«sub-sentential paraphrase” &> ) WX HANRELDOH %, 2

ZCIERENREDOTNOH 22 T\w» 528, 32 fficiink ki,
Bex nRUGENEZ D 5.




A bCBEEET 5 445 38, 56, 14], {EHliZER g S
ERNNREBHENTET,

BEFNZLILO—NXX (EHOHDEWEZI—ICX):

M2 T ¥ A PN —~EEHIUL, FHalrrsmEl
RICBT2ERF — 7V D2%E (7, 35] & MBI,
BRICBI B2 IEEZRET S LIk,
JEX S B0z #ENZ2HEEGTE 2, HUCEC
X3 2 EE D AR [3, 501, #3252 3
FH 4] R EBHO N TELD
BEEIV/INS7ILa—/RA: @7 2 & s g
27FALMNDS, ABOMAZHET LI LI
£oT, BELISFOII RIS Z2EETE 2 (e.g.,
(1), 2)—=(7)). U FEWHIZOWTIBRT N 385
OFEHED S (54, 5,601, [H U & HEE ISR
DIERDEFEIL[46,29,64] 2 EDBH VSN TE -,
BEE/NFLILO—IXA (FERIA—/ICR): IR
RO FETHE LB T — 706, Bz
BrellBWTHLBEORZFORBZF VI L L
THI T2 2 &BEZ 6N 3 (2] MiEhGEE5E
T2 2 LIk 2R (8, 651, [RIMASCHEE A7 L
TONRY — AL [24], EBOFRT — 7 V2 5iE
HIRDFHA A HEIC X YR [36] 7 £ OWIED 7%
EINTEL, o7 7u—Fffona Sk
DB\ Z RS — R [25,43] BABHI N T B,
RS LILA—=NRRAEBEFI-/NAOEA#ATHLE: %
RAHAFEEOa - AZHAGEDLEL I EITLD,
HEER L 72 5t 2 82 Bk L2 b [10],
REEAL L 72D [22,23] TE 5.

3.2 fi TRz K 912, HEED D IEME R B 2
IR B OIRZ HGEI AR TH S, L ->T,
BV O AEES OISR IcB W T, #ETE
2 (JERF L 7o) FHEk o i & E O MHD> & §Hl 2 17 7% 9 &4
YWNdH 5, WA S [34] 1, SCHk [29] D FIECHERE
YRT TN A= RAD LR LI F Ak E, B
HOREGEAE 2 IR T 74 v A ¥ PIZHED W T
S FEMICHI L 2. 2L C, SAPHEELE L
CEHLw THHZ) SOZRINOAL ST, G
PRGBS RZ 5 TIEAAL ) 5 oih 2 REIN 2 K8
B OREE X (R TE 2 EIBRT W2, Max 6 [40]
1, B3 HECHEEINL ABEOYSEa 8T
TN A= RAKN L CAFTHIET 74 v AV FE X
Oz 2L, HEESTEZ 250D

BIEETIE T KICZ STV S, 428iTh~N3 ki, Sz
BICH B XDRIE, BIEFERFL L= (WRa—R2)D L)
WWHRICEREIN DTS, KBEAZSOIRZ a—120H
FREEZ DL DL WIETH 2720 TH S,

R, BXOHBEOSHICOWTHELR, 512, [
U a— 820128 LT 4 FBEOS WL AFESTES
WL, bitoIEfae) 2 v TR % AL L 7.

4 FWRZFBHEERMOFMEICHEITFT
TR & 1T, Sz RO AT & T

2 HIER S0 7 R I ARAT S 2 IS ER I o ) g A3 R e

THY, SOHZAGRERICOVWTIE T TICHESRR

FDT TIATbNT W5, filb, HARFEDS WiZ

RAREM D IHTIL F 2 icfTbni Ty, Zis

5F 2, xld, HAEBOSWHZAMRSI A 7128

\F 2 BEE D FiE D FERDLP S HAD R Z HE %

BHoPIZT 27002, FHED 5k moMEZ B L 7,

41 BB OBBLRFEOIHOIF VA

Bex Ak z ALY THY S X ) APk @EB IO

SAT L) OFERMHED b L— AR AR 75

DRTIE, FEEFICEmOCHEECH S, F7o, HL

DI BIMFIC L > TELZZ2MEATHHING L)

T, RIS CORSRIWEETSH 2.

INGESFZ, B\ GRS O % BTG %

179 72012, RO F VA ZRET 5,

51 R, SHEICEU/EVMEZ O—/SADEBE: 18
M HHE, BRI ZGELMBT 2o GAED,
ZoMoFHHALKEETH 5, 22T, BHHEHR
ICHET 22D X 9 MR FIZ T cil, 2
NS ZMHEZERY 7V 274 74302 BRIC
AL 7o [52, 33] b &R T — & AT
%, 22T, AL T3 E i 2RI DI
£ - MFRSHE & 72 % (4.2 fifi).

55 2 ERPE. DELRHI - WEEDFIE: FAN & F ik
ANHE DI 7 1 2 R % B L T 2 58 1720,
72720, B O DN D O I LT
KGR - BB 2 ARIDSO0HT - 5fim 3 %5 T, ARTEIL
PHHEZESICT 2 A Y EFHEEIAIRTH L. §
W Z DT LT FIG - BB T 24 v b
PIESCHR [20] IS X B b DDFLET S, AL =
PEEBK EOBFHMEEAHTSH 5535, Sammons
5 [52] DBl 52 5L, 7/ T—Yav (2
TS ESI) LAV PR OEFA D KT
OntoNotes /7= [30] TUGLTE % LHIFFTE %,

5 3 B BIFORMOZHNTME REDIRS:
D aMEIC BRI N, 8L (b LR
B BB A v P u it o w eI N T
fli7—%%M\w3 &, fiGoFEoMEE2 7
77ANVTEDL, £, MEOERERD I



(extrinsic) il b WEEIC 2 B, 7272 L, KTk
W ORED I I3 45 FIEOBRE T 5.

42 EWMEZ I—/IADELINETEH

3 HiCoERBE LN 41 i FIVAELFZD L,
B\ Z GRAREM & IRE ISR T 521, RO E
W7z T F3HEZ 2 — R R EWETZHEDH 5.

EZF 1. HHOBARS: BEMRICE W TR REHE
D oAy ZKMET 2 2 LT, WIZEBHF D D
MM R R T B (cf. BV (k) R Tl3%
72 3 i 2 o).

B 2. FEBFIDINT U R: Efl L AfloBER %2 5
T OICiE & b ETH S, FrICHEM 2 5l % 17
7Y eoiciE, FEAHEHTLOMIET 2 IEADOEIR
1l (cf. Winograd Schema Challenge [37, 53]) % UX#x
THZENEE L,

EHITIVEIT173: lx0dfz2H o0 U DEm
MREIC i L TB L 2 EITk Y, FEIcHdle
TEBUNIEELEE - 34D 02 AlBgIc T % [52, 33].
F 7z, HoFEICN T 2 EICED VT, KDk
BTl D FEEIC 72 %

TR 3%, EEL 23452 AR 2 Z itk
THETE S, 2 b, ARIC X 2 8EH o 1EEC
HHBEHRTE 2, BHlOBEAMZIEET 2 BEET
BERGIBE N DTHINUE, ZOHPEE L \»,

BROEEL WHBEIZES L, DD REOES LFED
DRk TH 5, D% DARTENISY 2 71%, 3
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