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1 &L &I
HAFEBRAMCTI, BT 5 XHOBIGRE (o,

Comparison, Cause) D[AEZ 175 . kG (e.g., how-
ever, because) WXHIZHHEL TWE HE, 26 D
MRS e VN &R 2 72O HEERAROFIEI
WA DTHD [9]. —75, EREFA BRSO I
AR ERI RO FEIE, AR U TIHEABRETH S .

EHEEDRKNE LT, DX ALY OHEL I 1T
(T — 2 DB RRL TWD ZEMEFLND . TD
T Ty a VEEICIEEER S BRI ERE D
728, BB EE R MRERAR D72 D DT NIV fIE T —4
% R D BRI V. T ORISR D HRS, BEERAEE
Fh B PR RARI S A RN SRERG (BRERE) 2 40—
INAIND BER L ERICE > THNRTZ L THD.

ARETIE, 7F AN —HYEOBZR U FE 2 %GR
FRIZBES 2 SEEHFROERZANTH D & WD IREHIS
oW H DY) FEFEERETD. TFAMD
HRE—HUL TV AL, TOTF AN DO FE LTI
(EERERAY, BN, X IR ERERH D L F
AbNS. §205, XHEDORERIEICET S HHRIE, 7
FAN O—EME AT D DOICENERETHY | R
RETIETF AN —EMED (BWAL) 8%z @L T
HREEPARIZE T 2 R BlE 2 E 9o e & HERY.
FEI N RIS, DY) ZHDOEAH-
TR B REEERIC AR 5. £/, 7F A
b —BEMICET S —ODREIEE REL, KR 7D .

EEFRERPD , TF AN —EMEFEETLHILIIEo
THEERAEREEBAMRERERD~ 7 10 F A —L NIV
%2 5 AT 3 %, H L NIVEFBREX A 7T 5 %BA
FET S 2 AHERI V2. KT, Comparison X
Temporal FDHHRT — X Witk ) £ RN FEFERE R
DRBEGEZENTHD e bhrorz. £/, hEY
2 HRH DR — BB S ZEPETRIADS &

LRI T — & £ b & U TBUHERARIEE X 115 Penn
Discourse Treebank (PDTB) 2.0 3 —/3Z [10] IZEWTI R, T
NVFEF—R1E 16,224 HOATH 2
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LS A H D Z & o 7.

2 FEEfR

5 BRIN B EE B R AR D 72 D DT — & % RT3
FHEE UTha By 70 —F RN NE TREI -
Marcu & Echihabi (8] &, Hii&GH% &0 BEEE X DRY
MU | S EE RET S 2 & THREBRAEEEERIMRER
OO DHEMUT — & % £ D FiEERELZ. L
WL, 2D DERT — KX TEEI NZETIVITHAE
IND &S BHEEOWEL FERLTEI RN ENHS N
TW [12]. ZAu, Bl W=7 —2 & A) I Lo
T—=REDR AV AR=HUZE>THIEFHIIND L
EZHNT WD, ZOR A A Y RO ER BIFT
5 HEEUT, INFRATFRE>TERT—4 &
A IFINT =R E LIS T SO—F (6,7, 5] ¥,
HUY) BT RS G 25 TARVERSEHZ K2
77 —F [11], RAAV#EGIZE > TR A1 V[
xS 27 T0—F [4] HREI Nz £/,
BN — A D HEEHDIAAE FHL | YD Y F
BT & o THERIER 2 175 FiEE REI Nz (2, 13].

Z IS ORISR, WIhE £T— RS2 B T S
G OMALEZ KX L THY , I —/S Ao
FEFMNENRNEL DR FEHATEI TR, 2 —7,
AMCTRETDE T3 AN —BMHICEILS 7o —F i
BRI ERE A OB R B TEE B9, Ea — A
k% L TSRO S fREL 35

HEEF DML 2ROl YD) Fikd W< D
PREINTVD D (3, 1], 21D OHIERIZAEEE
BEMHL TV h, HDWIFiERL A TOSFER
WOEERE 7o TWWad . —H, ARTRET S FiEX
3.2 WiTHR T2 IR ET T & > TXXE IR
L ROV ORI E 17> TW\d

2f 2 1, British National I —/S A2 DFEED SIS EkE % &
ATBELT [12], AIEDO TR L > TI NS OXEEHNTE S .

All Rights Reserved.

Copyright(C) 2018 The Association for Natural Language Processing.



3 REFE
3.1 TN DEFA—EMHR

ARTIE, 7F A~ —EMWZ B URIC B 1T 5 R
DEELUTETMETS. §4bb, 7F AN X 1~
HU T\ fiE%%

P(coherent | X) = HP(coherent [z) (1)

zeX
£9%. 22T, P(coherent | z) IZ{ATT F AL oM
—HU TWSfERTHY , 32HiTRbd 5 HEIZL -
TETMVT S, FBFrTF AN zldbXe £ DOgik
DXL % BOEZE TNV x = (s_,5,5,) L EH
5. XREMEZ [ f% Z & THY) BRI FE DN
7 SRENGROERNVBEIZ RS & FRIND DY, TN
FEEBROFREIT AN Qiéj(?aJ:UT B A=A %
AfEE b L —R A7 ORIRIZH D
TXAN BB OZODT =2y N D=PU
NIZAED —SZA00 HEIHEEL 2. 22T, P L
N BEZNTNIEGIEEGE AlIESEE KT, N X»bH
2% A—/INAC =51,82,...,sy WEALNZL X IE
BIEAIZRDOFIETHEESTS:

P = {(Si—lasiasi—i-l) | 1€ [Q,N — 1]} (2)

T X AN OFFET— B =D OBENS X 1D
5. ZHUIEBIRAE N & DX D ITHHET L IS
5. —DHIEFIZEY S [ —EMEOuHE T dH
D, RONEFfRIAIARY Y 7)) v Il k o TRI NG

N={2"|2'#xna’ €plz)NzeP} (3)

ZIT ¢(x) &z DIEFIEAZ £, —DHIENEY
(B R EMOWRETHY , ROM Y 745
MEFY Y 7)) v Itk o TRI NG

N={(s_,s,51)|s€CN (s_,s,8.) €P}. (4)

ZTS A=A CRBUDPL TV ELIY YT
VIINEXETD. BT XAN (s_,s,s4) CTHA
if?h’Cb\él\ oy 7tk SV ALY TY) v
I Nz S ITEo THiINBRNE AR TE S .

3.2 YRTLREKREXHEIHY 2H

AFETIE=a—I N2y NI =2 % VTV AT A
k% EETS. 2ROMENZ X 1IZRT. VAT
LIXXFF A E, Rir— B o % F,., BEREKEE
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P(coherent | s_,s,s+)  P(relation | s1,s2)

A 7]
I/ ﬁ\l B
N

S_ S S92
HENARLEE HEhdhYFE

B 1: AR THEFEL f:yz%Aﬁﬁsmﬁgﬂ XS
{bés B, Fir—EME0 88 F., SKiEER S F. O
SODEVA—INOBEINSG. FTTFANDE
A — BB OB U FE% 470, T DORIZHEERI
REEBRIRERDE D YD FHE AT (Le., FBHiHY

FH).

BGEAERE. O=Z20FVa— b BRI s . £
T X AN OFFT— BN OAMR L FHE TS 2
L TEYVa—INEE F, DOINTA—X% bl , X
WG BRI R EE B MRARGR D BT H ) FHIZ L > T E &
F, DN A =R % FiHEfldT5. 22T FEIEWE A
THAI N, WEERAEHEE BRI A %A SUEHO
a7 F AN B E EL THEETL L 1EN
Thd.

X ESALE EIE AT SR XY N IVRBUC AT S .
FIMHMEMLSTMIZE 2T LN =2 Vb 825 AN

X s=wi,...,wy & UHETS:
R, =FwdLSTM(R,_1,w,) €R?,  (5)
%: = BwdLSTM(h 1, w;) € RP.  (6)

Z 2T FwdLSTM & BwdLSTM &%F N ZE NEi S5
LSTM & # 4a LSTM %2 £3. #HiATy Sz 5
BEAURAEIE T AY N OVTHIHEL 722 ho = hpi1 —
0. FIHEBRIZHVTHKDT—Y ¥ 7 BB (e.g., K471
TV T =) VT BRI —) v 7) & #®
=A%, B Fil LSTM & £ /71 LSTM D& Ty 7
TH 1 B ENIRIES T 2 S EERE HCHo 7

h:(ﬁ{ﬁﬂ)TeRﬂﬁ (7)

U 7203 TARTIRR (7) % EHWEEE U THvZ.
T X AN EET— B R F. & BRI EERIR A
g B 13 =D D2 EN - 7otk o THEKY
5. TEMEALBEIEE U CTid ReLU 2 W, A EIZIXY
Zh vy o ABEEE AL 2. ATIEORCEIZE N
T2D x3,2D x2THY , BOIZ2EL U /2.
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=L NVERS 5 A L NOVBRE 1 T¥F AN —HM%
EfER (%) 70 FfE (%) | EfEE (%) Y278 FE (%) EfEER (%)
IRel D& 51.49 42.29 37.49 24.81 -
IRel + O0-Coh (/N) | 52.16 41.39 37.77 25.46 57.96
IRel + 0-Coh (K) | 5229 42.48 41.29 30.70 64.24
CIRel + T-Coh (V) | 5170 1084 | 3791 2535 | 83.04
IRel + T-Coh (K) | 53.54 45.03 41.39 29.67 91.53

# 1 TX AN ORFEFT— BRI 1R RRIRDRE R, [Rel IZWEERAVFREERIGRIG, O-Coh LTV T-Coh

FETNTNTFAD OIEFRE i3 Ey 7 fgm— BT

HU 2l ze KT D, RFTNTOFHI N

PO =R & B BT — 2 OMIY A X% K9 WSJ (37K 7 —4 ), BLLIP (22M 7 — & ).

4 B
4.1 *EE

WG BRI EE RGN DT —4 Y N £ U T Penn Dis-
course Treebank (PDTB) 2.0 2 —/NA [10] & FWM =,
KDL ¥ a v BENHEN, T Va3 v 2-20 % FlH
M, 2o varvol1z#i¥H, vrvar 212257 A
N HEU 2. W5e 925 FKEERRICBIL TH kst
ZHED, L NVBIRY T A (45 N)V) 21358
L AROVEIRE A 7 (11 7 ~V) DSESFEIC & > THE
w17 7=

TX¥ AN —BMHENDZODT =Xy b id4dEa—
INAIG FESRL 72, 2T —/3 AL U T, Wall Street
Journal (WSJ) 2 —/SZ 3 & 7213 BLLIP North
American News Text I —/YA (complete) 4 & >
2. IS DI —/N2A%E 17, 3.1 fiTiRR 7z Hik
W&o TT =&ty N %ML, T OREEK 45,000 {H
(WSJ) & 721% 23,000,000 i (BLLIP) 35 72 % 1EAI4E
BNES 7=, WST D/ TIE, BEERK R RR %Y
FRRD FIETY 7 ¥ a v p#lE 70, TUhE> T
BHE T AN HOEFI%EEG%E HEL 72. BLLIP D AT
X, 7 VX LITENE N 10,000 HD EHIZE EIRTD
& CH#H, 7 AN AOERIELSL Uz, J8H, 7 A
N T =2 OARBIZEIL TiE 3.1 fid Hikick > TIE
Bl — & & FEZ T PERLL |, B o &l AL Tk
ZEEORA T —>3a VIZEWTEIRIZHERL 7~

BAGEIRD AHA L A5 1E LSTM D FRAVIREE, £ g/ —
ﬁibm/ﬁﬁ%wﬁmgmmmﬁéﬁﬂb zhz
MUNJMLNOWﬁtbt.ﬁh@@Q&iT#X
~ —E MRS & OB EEE IR0 FE LV 2L
B2 BLLIP & GloVe IZ& > T#EU , T BABIX[H
e Uz, INT A =& D bid AdaDelta 2k > T

3https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC99T42
4https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2008T13
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7o/ =2\ FHALRF 4L, I =Ny FRHT
DY T AEDDAENPEEZRDEDIZI =N\ F2 8
I FERRL 72

4.2 R
FE AN —EMEOBUTZ U D S BRI 2T B R TR
Mk WEET B ODREET B =010, IRETFEE R—2

TAVET N (ie., BEERAHGERRAFEDA) & DA
37 OlRE 175 72, GHliIREE U TIEREREIfE
DE%it77DFﬁ§ﬁwt.ﬁlqumé$

I, TF AN —HWHENE FHET 5 2 & THREERAEE
ﬁ%%wﬁwvamFmﬁ% L NOVERRY 5 ATH
3 %, L NVERZ A T T 5 R ERETDE L
WHERI NA. FMRBIIBOVWTEBEFERIR—ZF
AYVETNE EEZZ & Wbho /. &7z, *?ﬂFXI\
— BB D AT HBENEE (N vs. K), H
IREVFREREERERIRD 22 T B 125 T L MSRERX Z/L
t.;MbQ#%#b TEFAN —EMEFETLZ

12 & o THGERBIRIGRIC A 7A SRERGRERI 1
tt%xb%é.

v 7 fams & Ol iR o — BV % kg
& RHZ KB 0 — 3 A (i.e., BLLIP) % i\
5856, b €y U fRIAMIEFFR % i ERHEGE B (R AR
IZBWT LESMHAICHD 2 & BHERTES . Z g,
JEFE F8 MO JR Al — BRI AN s ¥y 2 $5 Ao IS
Nf%b<,%@%%b€v0%m’wammﬁ@
H 2 HFBOBFIZTRBL THd e FHRIND . &
YT, EFpFRRO BT — B OFHIEN €y 7 #5
MOFELY €& BAARNVEETIORL TLES 2 e

HeRX N7,
RIZ, BEDFOIT, KRR FRRIZ AT — /82

ZIEHLU TOD BEEE D EIR% 175 72, 3R 2125
Re WD, IN5 OFEIIHRMIC KA N7z 8

All Rights Reserved.

Copyright(C) 2018 The Association for Natural Language Processing.



EfER (%) ~27u FE (%)
Rutherford & Xue (2015) [11] 57.10 40.50
Liu 5 (2016) [7] 57.27 44.98
Braud & Denis (2016) [2] 52.81 42.27
Wu b (2017) [13] 58.85 44.84
IRel only 51.49 42.29
IRel + T-Coh 53.54 45.03

# 2 RKROY AT L& FERRIZAET — /8 A% AT
W3 TR D HERE R, E—L ~NVEERY 5 AD
LAEAHEIZ BT B A

Exp. | Cont. | Comp. | Temp.
¥ET—2% | 6,673 | 3,235 | 1,855 582
IRel D& 67.11 | 51.94 | 33.79 | 28.30
IRel + T-Coh | 66.95 | 51.82 | 37.12 | 29.11
# 3: Expansion, Contingency, Comparison,

Temporal D #kakBFRIZBId % one-vs-others —fl 43
HORERE | BHEEBERZEEYS T2 2T — & D%,
TR EIE Y 70 F e U 7=,

FZHEDVT VD DIZHL (2 BB, ARORET
ETIEZT D& D B FAOMI N RETHY | &
DYV TNEBIL TS5V THBIZEEDLS S, BiF
e~ 0 F iz (0 B3 2 & PHERI vz,

X5, TF AN —EMET VOB DK KB
T NDEMME FANRD 2HIZ, one-vs-others —fH
DERECEVTE ERZ 7072, T8bL, H—
L X)VEfRZ Z A (i.e., Expansion, Contingency,
Comparison, Temporal) TNETN% EflE L, Th
P afliz U 72 & DET IV OER L FHlliz 170 72,
KIIIRINDG LT, 7F AN —BEMWOFHE L, 2l
T =& Wik Y £ AR Comparison B & U Temporal
DIEERIEREEBIRD IR BT HRITHY |, BT —
A EBEDRRE M/ BENHDLEEZLND.

5 &HYIC

ARETIE, 7¥ AN OFFT—EEETIVOBMZL
FEIZL D, BEEAEERIRIERD 72 O DA TH Y
770 —FERBEL 2. EREENS XA —H
PEDFENT & > THEBRAEEEERIMRD A EU | K
BT — R DB DR VBRI B W TERITH
5 EDVERINS. £, NEY T BAOBRR—E
PRI EFPfR % B[RS @A H D Z &3 hho 7.

T XA BB & - THEEX WS SEERR

M, HERD HFEFANR— A DFIRIZ & - THS 1 HiGH
LEDED BERIIHZE DM, - EY RS &
UMEFP R AT RS 1D SRERIEC IR E D& 5 B
& EEIRH D DN DOVTIHKIARE L THOMr>TED
T, SEMGE, L TS BERHYD , T hb % 5
DIFEREE §5.

& 3R

1]

2]

3]

[10]

[11]

[12]
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