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XEZORMBY DD 5 FeEHNA (Fivsg, BiER
) oI TED, SEHRMAEOBGZREHS
PITT B Z & iRah SR & VWD . EREENE DY
BRI X D BEIMNICHIT T X 2 X 5 ciziud, BN
PEERER Y, XEEXRE L TREZ R 7 OMRER
AR T X 5. (EEFREEEEEE (1] 3RS R
WS 5FED—DTHDY, Elementary Discourse Unit
(EDU) & ML XN 2 HitH Y OKGEHRAM 2 s, — R &
L7-fifhERe LTXEEZRT. IER, — Pl
%3 % EDU ORI N S 7% A 28y (DIF%,
Z2RY) eRinL, ¥/ — FiEo&E (EEBEIR)
TV, Btk (BSEBIR) S~AVMEI D Y TR
5. ZL OBFEMBERITERIE, 1) REEOHIE 2)
sz 3 2 280 DIGNE S ROV DHEE 3) BiE§ 5
RV DEART NILDOHEE D 3 D DREIRE % BT H b
FEEHWIET VTR Z e TEHEINS.

W, —2—I1 3y b= %HWE I TE
RS OMTERED K Z L EBE I NS T L A &
NTW3 [2,3,4,5]. AV EHFNICTET S Z
EThy FXY VIR ZWET % Span Based Parser
(SBP) [3] &, ROMHEE X UMET NILOHEEICE
WTEWHRER R L T2, BRI XILOHEE
WEFEREREBORMDY D 5. 2, 18EHOMER
TV DREEYE T 53T — RV A4 X84+
TH3ZeDERTHE. HETIZHRAHED a—
RATH%RST-DT [6] TXZ 385 XEL»KL, +
DIRB LI VEEN., L L, BEEE CEIC
55 27-DIFEMAE K2 ET 5729, A
FTTF—2Z2EPLT 2 XBEZ TRV,

O LM E RS 3720, =2 —F LEEHE]
ARCIRBE XN WBIERIC X 2 SELUEMR T — 2 DTG
[7]11C e > M 2B T, BIFOEEMSEMRNTERZH W

1) #&ME S XL Nucleus, Satellite DA S HHE D 5 72 % {N-S,
S-N,N-N}D 33D, BRI I8 EHTFET 5.
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K1 HETHDAR (WENTHED) offith

THBIMWICIER S Tz KB BEMUEMR T — X %
F\W T SBP % %% (pre-training) L, RST-DT %
FWTB24E (fine-tuning) % Z & TR I XL D
HEEMRER UE T 2 AR AR TIXIRET 5. £
7z, RPUERT — X2 RE»OEMEICEET 57
DIZ, K 1ITREND K5 ITEBORNasRH 35
ZARDETEET 2HAARZRLUEMR T — 2 LT
MEICHET 2713 ZARRET 3.
RST-DT % W7 528 ClE, $18ZFE1E SBP DY
BRI VVOHEEREE L R E M LEX 4, &M BER
Z VDM T % e L 7 HiifEIE T H % Full iI2BW»
THFRREMEREZER L 7.
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H2 #HEFERIIBIIZFEEOHN

R4 T3 % SpanBERT (2 & D HDIA F N/ FHA~R >
ML ERWS FE([5]1E, BHRS TR RWIERE
ERLTWS., by PR VBT, R4V &—
v FERAALTRAAY 2 TE L AKEREST 2 F
4,91 & AV EHFIIZ2D1I7ET 52T
REMETLIFEBI VD S.

(BEAREE /AT X RST-DT Z Efg 7 — & & LT
XNBD, RST-DT IZEEN S XFEIZ 385 XLED A
TH5B. Lo T, 7T—EARBEMRIRT 572DD
TFEPBRACHR XN TED, BREENHE5XH
REEEBEO T — Xty b EMS FE(10, 1], X
B E PR LT e O TEERHE AR Z 2R
T B5FIE12, 13], BEREIEWEEL B OEE
DRRAY ZFRREET2FEN4 DS, LIrL,
INLDOFHRTBMODa— 2% QREY T2, B
DA—RAEREL LRWFEE LT, BiFD 2o
DIEEREE RN a0 H1F O N ARDM THERL—
EDLEBWER B -ARZELT -2 UTHAT
LZFENS DL, LrL, ZOFIEORNFITEHE
&S NIVICRERTH 5.

3 RBEFE

FRVE LT — &ty MIBEFO 7 EERRZ HWT
TV EMNE L, RUMERT -2ty b LTHHE
% B 3 % FIEIC Self-training X Co-training 53
Hb. T 0ENET LI, EBROPEROHN
MT—HrW5Z e TRIMERT -2ty VOB
RAES 2203, BEEREEMRT O LHE L NRE T2 2R
T THD720, ROEBHRIIBITZ2—EHIELNEX
Fi32 V. ¥, BUMEMRT —Xty M,
BT —Xty MZEENZ 7LD HBIHEICE
FERO AL DR RIS,

IS OFRES E RIS 2 72 DIIRRIEEZ, 1)K
BOBNEsO N $ 2 KO CEE ST 250K %
PUERTF — & v 32 Z e CEEEDE VT — & 2K
FIBLCHEEE L, 2) BEUEME T — X THATHEE LR
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Wreasz BT — X CTB¥HE T 5 2 & TRAUEM T —
RD 7 OLDIFH DE| S 2 THEREMNT 5.
REFEOMEZX 21TRT. £, EET—4%
b LITHE SN TER O RN 8 % - W TIE RS E AR
DEXET Xty FEED. R, BohEEE
WEARD S, BEET MO REME T 2 2 & TR
[Efg7r—&+ty MB35, ®RKIC, SELUEMRT —X
ty MK AFERFPEBLUOERT—XEy Mgk
2B XD AR E RIS 5.

3.1 RMUERT—2DEREBHE

BR OGN ER N L 7 BT E R DM T—2F
55N TOEDARZME T 2 PR 7 L3 ) X 24
% Algorithm 1 1R T, D BEEERIIANTFRD 5
AT EZ R LTREXIN, 29KTHE7:0
JERIR 7 — FIZEGD T A D, i/ — K
WBEANRYDOREIN1THE e THEINS.

BEEL Agree 1352 6N ARV EEN D E57
ARPEELIHDRTHEDES0EHIEL, state
WAV X = L TZDHERR cogree ZRIFT
5. EEDANYBRTEDIARPBEBHOEE L 72
PRTH 2208 DD ERT 572D, D RN
YOEEDF AN BHICEB L E T ARTHD,
WD, ZTDRNRYHEDRETOEFERICEEN
32 RERTIERV. EADFRARVIIRLT
X, FHIRIICEEE Agree ZEH T2 22T, B
ETOBEHERCEETNDZ Z X, Aol
SHE DFEE freq DIE EEFREEARDE k OD—BUZ X
DHET 5.

Iz, BER L 7H 9 AR % BIEL Extract 12 & - THIH
L, subtrees \ZIBINT 5. EIBILETROBEREZLT
W, 2T LT RIEL Agree 12 K D KD 7z chgree
DBETHAIULZE DAV % subtrees (2B L 5| iR
3. ZAUT KD, AEBRICH ZEDRIIERRDOAKR
DA EINSG. T, HHINEZROKE IR

2) 7L, WABRCHZEMORIBRKORDLEHLT 2.
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Algorithm 1: 1 L 7-#E OH)E

AN RON— NZH T2 2% root
EFRER DR k
Z IS & 2% DHEE freq
TEEHjj— é *Ojj( % é lmin’ lmax
HH: EAARDY Z b subtrees
1 state — {}
2 def Agree(span):

3 if Len(span) = 1 then

4 ‘ return True

5 cleft < Agree(leftChild(span))
6 Cright < Agree(rightChild(span))
7 if freq[span] = k then

[ ‘ Cself < True

9 else

10 ‘ Cself < False

1 Cagree < Cleft /\ Cright A\ Cself

12 state[span] < Cagree

13 return cygree

14 Agree(root)
15 subtrees «— |[]
16 def Extract(span):

17 if Len(span) < Iy, then

18 ‘ return

19 else if Len(span) > [ then

20 Extract(leftChild(span))

21 Extract(rightChild(span))

22 else

23 Cagree <— State[span]

24 if cagree then

25 Append (subtrees, span)

26 return

27 else

28 Extract(leftChild(span))
29 Extract(rightChild(span))

30 Extract(roor)

Imin £ D/NEXWIEE, XFELD SN RARL
225728, FEOKIAL TR WATREE R E L L
BN =T, Inax & D REWVWEEIIETER DY
R R 2 5728, EADF R RN L THIR
PNCERREITO ZE T D/PNIWAREE T 3.

3.2 fRIFESDETE

AHFFETILE SBP DMRERE R HIVE 35720, &
PUEME T — X OREFICHIH 3 % AT 271213 SBP &
W57 2 FfE % 3 O Two-Stage Parser (TSP) [8] % fifi
L7 TSP MG T LIcB W TR D EERET
HY, KT, BRI LD IEERD SBP ¥ I B
57-%, TSP ZAIH U CTHELEMERT— &%
HETEEITH WS Z 2T, SBP ORI XL DHfEE
HRED N ENIAFFTE 3.
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K1 FBUUERT -2ty FOFA X
HFE MBS ROB R0

DT - 91,536 8,162,114
ADT EEXEN 2,142 57,940
AST  #mAK 175,709 2,279,275

4 EE&

41 TRV

IEf#7— &+ v b2 LTRST-DT [6] Z{HH L /.
RST-DT I3¥H 7 — X 347 XEL T AT =X 38
FZHEIENTE D, TR [16] ITIEWEE T —
RIPHRFET — & 40 CEZ 7E I L7, EDUIZBIL
TIRIEROTEIZFIH L 7.

SERUEM T — Xt v F DIEBICHW S XE T —
Z Y LTIZCNN a—%2 [17] Z#H L. EDU D
43 E121% Neural EDU Segmenter ¥ 2{#if L, Stanford
CoreNLP toolkit” % fl W CRILEE 21T - /2. fER &
NRUEMRT -2y MIZEENIROHE X
URARYDBERI1ITRT. REBETD 200K
% {fH 3 % Agreement Sub Tree (AST) DAz, H—
DT ERIT & D KR%Z A5 L 72 Document Tree (DT),
BEOBHMOE N RERII—HLERD2 SR 2
Agreement Document Tree (ADT) % HLEZ T 5.

42 INTA—AH

WMHTEIARDOKRES: HK lnax (ERST-DT IZE EN
ZERAKDAREDLIZ240 2 L, B/ Ipin 15225 10
DOREITERZITV, HRET—XICBVWTHRD BWE
RETH o729 BERL /-,

Span Based Parser (SBP)Y: EAM 7285 X — &%
PERDEE ZDEEHAL, RAVIKEBORITED A
500 RITNECEE L7z, £/, FHiE 13 5 epochs,
BT 10 epochs DFEE % 1T o /2. SBP IEXE D
LB, B 5, X6 EDU @ 3 B2 T
fRAT AR % 228 3 % D2P2S2E I2 X W i d RWIERE®
ERLTW3 2, AREERTIE D2E X3 % EDU
REL LIXEOREBRT 2BNEHRDOATFET
3. UL, s 3BT BE 0B R 2 B
WCHET BHEICE D D2P2S2E IEWVWRE L 725 &
ST RU. ERZ S 2Ok 7 3> 7L
2T, KFEF— &2ty F2HVEERYE I

3) https://github.com/PKU-TANGENT/NeuralEDUSeg
4) https://stanfordnlp.github.io/CoreNLP/
5) https://github.com/nttcslab-nlp/Top-Down-RST-Parser
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# 2 Micro-averaged F; 1Z & % 1:RELLIE

Model Span Nuc Rel Full
Two-stage Parser [8] 86.0 724 59.7 58.8
NNDisParser [2] 85.5 73.1 60.2 599
Span Based Parser [3] 87.1 746 60.0 59.6
TSP w/ SpanBERT [5] 879 758 634 -

TSP w/ SpanBERT (reproduced) 87.9 75.7 633 62.1
SBP+DT 874 747 627 61.7
SBP+ADT 86.9 743 60.5 59.7
SBP+AST 87.1 750 632 62.6
Human 88.3 773 654 64.7

R 5. 22T, FHEIFEE IN 1 DDE
WresZ#lifEE LT, 8255007 L2 8%Y
WEDH¥ELT.

Two-Stage Parser (TSP)®: SVM O & & 1t 1< dual
coordinate descent & FlWVT W2 728, FIHIE% 21tk
SH D THEOBETRZIGT, RUERT—£
v FOERICHW. s O kx4 L

4.3 FHESIE

PERIFL [18] ICHE, IEMRR R L fiEMTER D H )]
Z 2% > [ @ micro-averaged Fy 12 & D R % (Span),
KMt (Nue), BfRZ XL (Rel), itk - BR S Rov
(Full) % 73 5 .

4.4 EERFER

2 ICFHIRERZ RS, SHUEMR T — X ERHWR
WSBP LT, o AREFHT % AST D7 4
VAR B KEL, Rel, Full BENZFI32,3.0 RA >~
NTHolz. —F, ADTIZEONE T —XY A4 XN
INEWTDIZE AL ED D o7, DT H AST L [H
FRICT 4 e 7203, ASTIZFY KE QIEkw.
X 51T, FEERNZE 1128 3 280 0B LA
T 5729, AST D 4 fEOFHRHBRBEL RS, T
NODERID, BHEOBHEIROHE N EIRIARTD
HEYRCRMEMT —X 35 2 idaicd®E
WEMTHD, FEREOEMDHILD. —77,
TSP w/ SpanBERT & Lt#:3 % ¥, Nuc, Rel TlXS%
%5500 Full TIEBED, HREEMEELZZERL
2. TR, BEFHECBIIEE T AL BRS
NUVDIERO—BEEDPE VI EZRLTWVS,

AST 2R LT — 23 A4 e Z{b B EoM
REDZAL %X 3 1Z/”F. Span, Nuc IZIZZE LI L
A¥ 7, Rel,Full DA T — XY A IZHfl L TH

6) https://github.com/yizhongw/StageDP
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B4 BRI LT OMREHER

BEDRALELTWAZ s, T—X2HPLIT LT
BAfR T L OHEEMREIX X H1223E T 5 Z & 2 HHAF
TE5%. X5, RUUERT —XEMET 2200
fiEkrds £ L C TSP w/ SpanBERT % Fl WAL M REC &
FEDBEFICRZ DD LHNGTE .

10 FEEEDOBEBRIRALEZHE LIz R_LT 2 0t
REERX 4 1R T. BB LEERLUEMRT — X I2 X %%
ENZX, TSP OHEEMERED R < SBP OHEEMERE KW
Z L (] 21X EXPL, COND, MANN 72 ¥) 128 W
TRESMRERM EX V2 Z 2 2R L T-.

5 &HDHIC

AR T, =2— 7 VIEEFRGERITERD T —&
TRERET 272012, BROMBHEROBT—RT
BEAAREBRMERT -2 L, 2% AV TEHH
FEIN RN T BT — 2T X DB E T 2%
MARRE L. HoAREHOELUEMR T — 21k
AReEREHWIGEE B L TEWERER ZER L,
POV THEETE M EER L. £/, 5
PUEf T — 2 DIERUIC e 2 AR B & UM Tk
WCHERO L fEMTEs R R 2 Z T, BRI Lot
EMREE KE LA EXET.
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