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1 BL&®IC

A G AT XGRS S E R FET S X AV TH
5. K TS OH %2R 9. dmd kSN IZL D 4 D0
YT RAD NS B*

1. RBEROBE: i X St EEDNEEZFET 5.

2. RBERDE K EFEZE “Premise”, “Claim”, “Major-
ZHETD.

3. FRRBAMRERGE: Fnd ER M DR R E Tl 5.

4. sRhBER DR SR B R % ‘Support” »» “Attack” (24331
T5.
ABRGE TIABEAFAIZE [7, 10, 12] LRI, B EREO R E Ik
TUTWBETAH 3 577\7 ZfE<.

INE TRBEERT OO D2 RPIENREINTE
7. Potash & [12] lZ=a—FWR—ADETILEREL, &

Claim”

EKEE R ER U2, £/, SXER[10, 11, 14] Tl ,mﬁimmm
E@E‘lﬁ%{%%%bf:ﬁb BREVEPREINTE 2. FIXIE, @
WA IE B FE# (Argumentative component (AC)), Bk

FH (Conjunctlve expression (CE)), FwiA#EEHAL (Argu-
mentative discourse unit (ADU)) &\ 7z NEIEE DAL LU
(2%), Stab 5% Peldzsus 5 [Stab2017, Peldszus2015] O
M ClE, “In my point of view” & ¥ DHEREM 15 #] % /-
THHR BB RV EETHD L INTEL TITAMAT
X, 22— NVR=ZADEFINTEID &> BREFEN LK H %
HBATHIET, ISITHENA LTS LW IRGIZED E,
ZTOFEROTERE EBRIZ L SMGEZ1TD.

AT, UTOLSBMEE2FE>=a—FIN—-—ADE
TVERETS.

(@) BEDO LV NIVDSTERAL (R B, BB, fdmakes

BAL) 1T U TR D A SV RELEED Y TS,
(b) DV NN DFFHEEADERZ AT, k2o
EREDBMNORZD.

B 21X CE ®RFIMSIE in my opinion — admittedly —
however D& DB RKENZIMBOWNERZD I ENTED.
AFEDOREZROWVIE, HEDRR S SHERAEZEHRL TH
BOBR TR X REDTNERADEZIAIIHD.
EEAERN S, HEOZEHRAIIN T ANV REZERT
5 Z L CEBA AR EAVEER I, D HMAZETOY T4
AU ChimEREE ER L2 (5F). 72, KFEEOHEIHRER

*L 5 312 E %13 Stab 5 [14], Peldszus 5 [10] 22& 123 n/z\0.
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4. Sk EHRDR

attack attack 7!1?-51-

N

2. S EFRDHE

ADU ADU ADU. | ADu
AC, Ac, AC, AC,
First of all, itis recognlzed that | | Although what.. ||( %L ) They.. |Inaddition, execution..

every human being
has the right to live....

LetERORE ——0 N\ _—  —

FERN
B A HEE OB, BN SRR SR (ADU) 2L, ZhEN0
ADU IS (AC) & H:EREL (CE) 1S HHIAT 5. HibHiEm
i Clx ADU BoBfE, ADU O, BSOS FHT 5.
BOERE VO BALLHREDE L Z L, RBRETTIVEH
HOEFVTREZERAR SN (65F).

Erpuid b oLy Y- i

A ST DR BEEICIE, IR O 3 FENIO S HIAMAYEET 5.
1. MBESR (AC): FHH O EHARPDO WA I BHET B (47T
BXHD AC £ FG 2 & THEEO @D & MY 5 NE & 1R
FTHIEMNTES.

2. KRB (CE): by contrast, because X, I believe that &\
> 7zimR DA E RS 2 &R, kXD CE 25l 2 &
T, OGS A ERAD LN TES.

3. EBRYEREEE (L (ADU): AC LEHTD CE 75 7% % BifiL.

BIZIER 1T, B#&IE 420 ADUIZHEINTEY, &
IZENZTHNOD ADU H CE & AC I EIRRETH B2, AHt
2T, 1ECTHMELAZELATIE ADU BALORMEE U TR
<3,

3 EFL

At rvavTld, REETFVOTATT 265035, £,
=22 L ~N)LdD LSTM % FH\WT ADU ANV KRB % #ET
% ADU €7V (Figure 2 & (a)) 239 5. RIZ ADU €75
IVEILEL, CE, AC &\ o 72 &Y #6742 5 5 AL F L Tk
2RO HR % 2 5 AC-CE-ADU £ 7))V (Figure 2 (b)) %
ik RsN

CEDT /) F—YavnounTnanT—4ty b T, fiEaL—IL%
Penn Discourse Treebank Annotation Manual[l3] % £ Df#E % AT
CEDv I/ AVF—Yavalr.

*3Persuasive Essay Corpus LTIk AC Z2HARM L LTX AT BNEHZIN
TWaH, AC £ ADUIF 15 LIZHIEIE 2 Z LA RETH S 72, ADU
BALOMBE L ALY,
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: ADUEF /L BV T A 27 DT
(a) UE T/

i (b): AC-CE-ADUETF )V

&>
hy.p é @D =
O BEEHE BRI
wo Gha  ERICE
ADU, ADUM
AT a =) ay = (k,1)

______________________________________

(a) Hi— 28 KBRS

E2: ADU 28 /i‘%lﬁd){’ﬁﬁﬁb EOWETHD. (

1
1
1
1
P
i : aggu af™ = (i, )
1
1
1
1

Y7L AT OTH
—

1

1

AC, !

ADU, ADUM 1

- af = (k1) i

. 1
affT af =(@m) ... aff = (kn) !
1

1

a® =(m+1,j)... aff =m+10D

_______________________________________

ADU 1/\/i%fﬁ’%?%f€=3‘é =&

ZADU ANV DOIHORBEH NS, 2D

5, ACX CE LW o2 E@ M2 ZEL TWARWY. (b) ?ﬁiﬁu/uiﬁﬁ?ﬂaﬁjﬂa& I AC, CE A8V &IN5 ADU ANV RBEHGTD.

31 ETIT—FTIFvOBE
B, TEON—2Y wir = {wy, - ,wr} & M D
ADU A8V ay.p = {a1, -+ yapm} EAHE L, ADU RBLD
A xade & T 5.
xi% = F (wir, ar) - (1)
am € ar. 3% ADU O#iIHZERLTEY, ap = (4,7) &V
520D VTV IATREING 1<i<j<T). &A
VFW I AFBENOBEFIDA VT 7 AHIET 5. Fleat
¥, BERN wir & ADU ANV a1 2 A2 L, ADU &
BORS 4 2 ¢, Fe 2 25 B34 2 hAAHIEDO K E
RERTHD.
RIZBSE LSTM % FiWT ADU ANV DRLE T SURIEHR
ZHLY AL,
hidy
Z0%, hidy 2 A5 & LT, Softmax B%% T AC/link
type & Fifll9 5. FdBARRITIE, £ ADUICKHLTY 7 b
< 7 AR O CRkBROE» Y % FHIT 5.
3.2 ADU X\ RS Fre
X UIBTBFR L LT, 22007 FTO0—F 2 Hilkd 5.
3.21 ADU E£7I)L
X 2&735%*7\/\“‘/%%6:; % ADU B OMETH 5.
TASDIT fomb MK BEEIZBE L CHEENR Y MLV EBIRU, W
LSTM TZN 5 DHEER 7 NV SOIRIEH % 8D A . Iz,
FA EHWTH a,, XT3 ADU AV EBRZHATS.

= BiLSTM(x3%)) (2)

Wi.T = femb(wlzT) )
hl T = BlLSTM(WlT) s
x20 = [h;;h; ;hy—h; ;h;—h;] . (3)

3.2.2 AC-CE-ADU EFJ/L
2E MR A NV RBUZ & 2 ADU Rl O E T H
5. H—2 VKRBT & 5 ADU Rl B e 132740, AC
® CE L\ o 728735 SFERMOEHE FIV: 5. HdIZ AC &
WG ANVERERERS. THON—2 Y wip & MH
D AC A8 by M5, A BEFRRIZ AC ANV KRB x5,
2HFd 5. CEICHUTERRIZ ANV KRB X, 25T
5. TD, MAMLSTM 2 H\WT AC, CE AL T3RiE#
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ZELD AND.
hiS), = BiLSTM(x$%,) -
he,,; = BILSTM(x$%y,) -
ZHLTHENE ACDOANVERE CEDANVRE %
WAL, ADU DAY R A #ERT 5.

= () = (S5 G
3.3 %35
AT, RS, wRBRHAR, RS HED

3AAVETaA Y NTRE, EERAAT ZFKFICHES Z L1
L BBEM RIS, 3 X ATDRAETY O — % KL
U8k | 2 5/MET 5.

{ — o flink +8 (ac-type 4 5 Plink-type ,

EEBTIE, a =05 =025 7=0252L7
4 EERETE

Persuasive Essay Corpus (PEC) [14] & Arg-Microtext
Corpus (MTC) [9] # /=, @ia—/RAIZBLT, FEHL
[ UAETIRT — & LUl T — & &30, T —2 D 10%
AT -2 U7 PEC T3 2OREIMMHETET I
ZHEEL, TNOHEOETNDAITOEHEZHW. MTC T
1 5 EIZEBGER 10 [\ K U 2 KR OV 2 v 7z

BEAERRFEIHES, & A A7 OF iR L LT F1L 237 %,
ETFINVOREMNRFHEEIZE LT 3 & A7 281 % MacroF1
AT DR N2, £R2 AT D MacroF1l AJ7 % 7— b
ANTY THE 3] IC&>THELZ. F/2, HERBILLT,
5B MEERD GloVE & ELMo % AW TERU /-

41 L#Fi#%: Bag-of-Words RIEEZHVEETIL

Potash & [12] LFEBDHET, ADU ANVEBE LT
BoW R— 2D FEMZ AWz, ZOBEE AW/ ET IV %E BoW
ETNERSR, ZOFREMOFIEZLETL LT, HBEL
NOVD LSTM % FW/Z ANV RBIISARKZR AT IZEWNTEYMT
HdILERT.

5 HR

R 1D, HRANVEZRLUZETVNRE RWVIEREE R
U2 eWnhd. F£7-, Link identification (LI) &4 A7 &
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F1: PECT—&ZtYy hETO3 XAV IZ

BIFDHER. F1 A3 7 2FHlifgE e UTHOWTWS. T IIMEHNICAERERHD 2L % (p < 0.05) =7, BlEO4H -
DY —271% BoW EF NV E MU ZBOEREAEE, A RO —ZIER—-ZANRVET I LR U ZBOAREERT.

Overall it B AR gk B HR % i 73 H
Avg. Macro Vv Z®bY Vr27L Macro Support Attack Macro MajorClaim Claim Premise
AC-CE-ADU £5)v 80.9 80.4]  67.3 93.6  75.8" 964 553 86.5]  92.6 747 92.2
ELMo ADU ®75) 78.5 78.4% 63.8 92.9 73.7% 96.1 51.2 83.5 90.2 69.5 90.8
BoW €5 74.0 73.7 56.1 91.4 66.7 95.5 37.9 81.5 87.4 67.3 89.5
AC-CE-ADU €5V 79.7 78.3 63.8 92.9 77.2f 97.0 57.7 83.6 88.8 71.0 91.1
GloVe ADU E®75) 78.7 78.11 63.3 92.8 75.5 96.3 54.7 82.6 86.7 70.1 91.0
BoW €5V 76.1 74.2 56.7 91.5 71.3 96.0 46.6 82.8 90.0 68.2 90.3
Pointer Net (Potash et al., 2017) - 76.7 60.8 92.5 - - - 84.9 89.4 73.2 92.1
Pointer Net (our reimplement.) - 76.3 60.4 92.1 - - - 84.7 88.6 73.3 92.3
ILP Joint (Stab and Gurevych 2017) 75.2 75.1 58.5 91.8 68.0 94.7 41.3 82.6 89.1 68.2 90.3

R2: 77—y avF A NORE. EHUEIE F1 2372 R7. 1 Ik

HRRENDHS Z L% (p < 0.05) B

FRaTHIZ

D AC 2B U TR R PRI D IEMER % =9

R4: BEHRERBOFMEHLTAC 27TV AFL, ThThoHT IV

2 BRI BGRSE EENME 7N Pl RBlHY  HERRBAR L
Avg. M M M
: e Yado Tado  TaTo AC-CE-ADU 5 (ELMo) 77.7 71.6
AC-CE-ADU €7 (ELMo) 80.9 80.4 758  86.5 ADU £ 5 ) (ELMo) 73.0 66.9
— ADU L~V o> SCRA 80.5 80.4  75.9 85.11 BoW (ELMo) 68.0 63.1
— AC LAV SR 793 79.3"1 741 84.97 BoW (GloVe) _ 69.6 63.1
— CE LRV SR 80.0 78.7T 76.7 84.7t Joint Pointer Net (Prev1ous SOTA) 71.5 68.2
Fd IR R D A - 78.3% - - .
BRI DB - - 75.2 - , isgleaty shows that
2A SR . _ _ _ . ih ¢ohclusion,
i BRI HED 2 85.3 . my v*ew is that the
£3: MTC 7=t Y b ETO 3 ZAZIZBTSHE. F1 237 % FHlifeiE hetd cm% an e_:g(a?mple .. my pomt of view,,
LUTHOTOS, | B AREA B3 L & (p < 0.05) &Y. MK “°%ﬂﬂ&%*ﬁtﬁﬂh,~

DFEEDOY—271E BoW €7V ERIEUZBOERE.EE, ATOY—27 38—
ANRVETIE IR ZBOREEAE%RT.

Overall BHfRFZH BRI ERDM

Avg. Macro Macro Macro
AC-CE-ADU €75V (ELMo) 78.0 72.8 80.8:; 80.3
ADU £5 ) (ELMo) 76.4 71.9 76.97 80.3
BoW €5V (ELMo) 70.6 71.6 57.4 82.7

AC type classification (ATC) # A7 25T, ELMo & H
W3 EETIVEIOMEEDR LN LD IEFEICR S Z DRI
2. 3DDY TR AT ETIZE VW TIRET LR EMAE % ik
U7,

AT TV =Y avF AMNOKRERT. £ 20T O
WINL, LIZAZ & ATC RAZIZBNT, THNETNDOL AN
VD EFERA D AN KRB U TEBHE RO SUIRD R % HL
DAND ZEDEMENRINS. /2, K20 TFDOTOY
Mo, BROAAT ERRZTNTDE L TENTNDOXAY
DOMWREN T2 Z v ahd. ZOMEMIE Potash 5 [12] %,
Stab & [14] DWfFEE —3 9 5.

F, ¥4 707 F A=A [0] ETHEBOSFEEALE
ZET D ZEOEMEITBE U THERBROMEAN R Sz (R 3).

6 R

FRZ PRI U WER BB/ Pl 2 A 7128w T, PEC 7—
2y N ETIZS =Nz Uk EHEEREPHREREL V-~
B DO EFEBAITMEB DAY R E2E D YT AR E DT

57280, RICESGRBICEH LU COMEIT> /2. 72, il
BT RMEEDEI L WIS BRNLE M EITY, BA2D

T 7O —FI kD FHIOWEEFANL. FEROBHIE, & AC
U TonYEE FHIL 2RO IEERETS.
6.1 EGRFOEEHN SRS

because, I believe that ¥\ /=i RILHMERTIZ
AC X Z5THWAC ZHigL,

#ET S
VYo D % TR D
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what is worsg , =+
for examplé'

oolf ?o‘ﬁaﬁ’

. ﬁrst of a}l Ifrssf :faallll

- ccmseguenteyLIIt

-“therefore ,
. so that,

E3: IR #HE Z L 72 CE A8V &Bl%& 2 Kot Vil EIZA kL7280,
D% Uz, EREREAPIEIED BNFRIHEL N e R nD
ANV HWEET IV, BERERBEIEALL W ACITH U
THHEBIZTFPHPTETWS, 72, EHREREMIET S AC
WU THRIRMERDORM EARONDS. SEHRRIUC ANy
ﬁfﬂ’iiﬂ DYTRY, BRREELTXUROEHRELGTDHZ
&V, EEREREOFERE LD MRMNITRRA TS Z )

Md.
6.2 EBRFANVOEMEHIZIF

BRRBED ANV READED LS 5EEHEE > TWE0EH
N2, B 31, T — 2 OBRENOBERRIIIN LT, B
ANVETNRED B TR MVEMBLLZEDTHD.
RIGHIEIZ1E PCA % Wz, B\l “Premise” 208X
%5 AC OEHR[D CE %, #HSid “Claim” DERD CE %,
FO T “MajorClaim” DERTNZHET S CE 259, 3 M
D CE DSy 7 A8 ) v T INTN BT DB X

AR ST & 729 CE ANV, REPEZRSE
D ( to cite an example & for instance %% E) 123 L TEIEW
N NUBFEIND ZENBEETE 2. £/, 2<HU7V
— AU TEXMITIGE U TREBZRHAZEH VYT TNDZ
EMBIHII N, BIZIE, “Premise” 2N 23 ZDICHW SN
7= first of all \& 3D7E EDALEIZ, “Claim” 2 N3 72d
WZHWS N first of all XX DA TNIAEL TS, £55E
BRI U TR EZRU - A8 KRB 28 YT 54741
ELMo WXtz Z U TEHMBIZRBZ2EH Y U THTALE
FELLTWD
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100

80

60

X
2
9 —a—HGHI R /¥ (ELMo)
© 40 ..a..B— 2,7 (ELMo)
BoW (ELMo)
20 BoW(GloVe)
——PointerX — X (previous SOTA)
0
0 1 2 or more
depth

E4: AC DI OFBBEFR T RIS 1T 2 850D B PRIEMRRZ RS, X il
X AC DHI % Y MIXIEMRTHS.

R5: BRI ORBEEFHOBE, Y & TUERRERT.(a), (b), (c) 14
THENBEOHROEIIIST 5

Model (a) (b) (c)
#HA8Y (ELMo) 931 76.4 60.4
#—2,%y (ELMo) 923 744 478
BoW (ELMo) 91.5 62.9 54.3
BoW (GloVe) 88.7  67.6 50.7

Joint Pointer Net (Previous SOTA) 94.3 67.5 584

6.3 AIBEDFIHLSRE2IF

X 46, BOEEICALET S AChOHZ Y V7R FHIN
BN aND. ZOIZ L, Stab b [14] EHEL T
5. WEMZEDE TV [12] LU T, HBA/S R E W
FETIVIZEEN AC S ) v 271zt U TE LRItz 7
WTETNHDZENHN5D.

WA EORBEBRE Y TD T il ZIE “of
course”—“but”— “therefore” & \Z>7/Zv 7 10 %\urmL ik
ERADHBENHSD. AC-CE-ADU € 7TV T, ZEDEL
2% S BN % EEk U THEBOBR A Tk X2k oz ER Y
2IEMTEDEZLN, YO idoE2Ezx2 2k
MTETND LRBIND.

6.4 NEDIERD SRR

PEC 1 —/S213, HBOBEZRDEXNSLHE I —/NA
ThY, mdHERFTOZ A7 TIREBEZ L IZPllZz7>TWw
5. A=NRAFOBIEIIUTD 3 20X A FIZ T DI N
ARETH B.

(@) fEXHhDEA, FiimDBE%E. (20%)
(b)i%)\, FEEMASNDEIE T, FENOIREDEE (b

B, (53%)

(C)EA, IS DEET, FRNSIHESLRVEE (KN4
7w I, (27%)
B#EDZ A TN, FbkBRTREE 2 A L2, e U

T (c) B4 TOBE Tk RO FRBEL N LRG0 5.
U UBRDS, (c) 21 TOBREZEIIN L TEERASVET IV
BEREBWIERZHEL T Z R0 0d.

7 BHEWHARE

AR HRE PRI S VT, BRI EEE AW THIE TV [0,
10, 14] %, =2 —I WR—ADOFEEEHLUZET NV [, 2,
12] REEL DT TO—FBREINTE 2. ZOHRTERIC
AR & B ABROIIZE L LT, Potash & [12] 2% IF 503,
A V=2 b — 7 OPeR A% Snd MG T (@A U 72,
T I— 4 — I CFRRHERO R DKL Z R L TV DA,

W THY
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REEHALDEBL & U T Bag-of-Words R— ADHRH % fVHi—
DANYDH%EZERBLUTNBHT, BReDFLELITRLD.

PRESREEMT OUIRTIE, Li & [5] XA OREE B D
BRIz, BERICUROE®RZ Y ANTWS. LML, ?Eif(@
SHERMOEREZHNTWVWD I Lk, MR XD R A A IR
EUTTCVDHCTHRADETIVIZELRZEBE# D,

ANV FRBE A CZETIVIIMLO NLP 2 A7 THEHZR
T3 [4, 8, 15, 16]. Wang 5 [16] I& LSTM % /2 28
VRBEBD FEERELTEY, AHEIXESDETIVOHL
REBBRTIENTED.

8 &HOHIC

RO EFEEAIINT 2 AN KB & AV 72 i & T T
BERREUZ. x0T TIVIGEERGERTD 3 & A0 Tk
U DMERER LS L 72, T7 =5, dBRFHIZE T
X LBRLEHA EE2FEHTL-O0BEL IR -, KiEEH
DOBFENLE DGR BRYP, FIE?FR XOEIZES L RN E S
BREEDOBZIZBVTANA MIEEZ FPHTZ e VEREL
EZbNd. £72, AS XAV 407~ End-to-End D&Y 7

tVIEBOTE, BOFHRELERTEZL51LE.
HE
ARWIFED 1% JST Atk 2AEHE (JPMIMILTCT) 5

LU JST CREST (JPMJCRI1513) O%4B#% %I T - 7=
SE3H
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