#3HE FISH it E Ol T # 2009 £ 8 A
\Vol.35 No.15 Computer Engineering August 2009
* REHARERERE - XEHRS: 1000—3428(2000)15—0082—03  CAKERINAD: A hEH A, TP3LL

ATRAEKXRNENA GIFE

EA, EOHK, FAEKE
(LA SIS BAE B A B A E i K2 SR 2 SRR 2B, 55 215006)

W B SRR A EEACRRE BT SUA AR TE RS, R — UMK R R AN RITITE LA BRNE RS, SRR
ST TEEARR FRAEAEG GBI K, B2 FE CoNLL2008 SRL Shared Task H 4RAF 4 iy WSJ JIASIAT T BIF S5,
FLHIAZE] T 80.94%, &5 RIEWIHALAEN] 2 I T2 T-40 32047 i) SRL.

R ELAGIIE; KEFESHT KEFERAR

Semantic Role Labeling Based on Dependency Relationship

WANG Hong-lin, WANG Hong-ling, ZHOU Guo-dong

(Jiangsu Provincial Key Lab for Computer Information Processing Technology, School of Computer Science & Technology,
Soochow University, Suzhou 215006)

[Abstract] Aiming at the bottlenecks of syntactic tree-based Semantic Role Labeling(SRL), this paper explores dependency relationship-based
semantic role labeling. By properly integrating dependency parsing, predicate identification, feature extraction, semantic role identification and
semantic role classification, this system achieves the F1 measure of 80.94% on the WSJ portion of the CoNLL2008 SRL Shared Task, using
automatic dependency parsing. Experimental results show that it is better than the F1 measure of syntactic tree-based semantic role labeling

apparently.

[ Key words] Semantic Role Labeling(SRL); dependency parsing; dependency relationship

1 et

AR, BEEEETE RN IZMEN, & fAahm
J£(Semantic Role Labeling, SRL)#k#% %, SN HE
RETLHENHEBEHARR S . ST, HEFEHG
AR TEA S A B bR IE I AT 78418 LA A E R
HEATIE LA B RRIE IR BAR, R AR TR A 4
WEIFTHEEEMOE LRRA. FRE A GRRTEER &
ARG 5B VLA RESSEAE G ZM .

BEFHRAE 7] 80 J5 ¥ 2 AR vp PR AE AR RIBL A 2% S M
BIMITFSE o SCHR (L1 S 1k 47 B4 35 400 38 S A G bR I
18, I T AGH RN T ANEEARKAECGE - AERE, 7R
HERLS AMHrA B AL ESRHL), £ETF T3
Mk PropBank K5 R EATEM F1 {E% 87%. SCHR[2]
MNT I Ay ek oo g g 1tk R P 2] ) I S T
AIE 48 FR R L R SRS 2 ST e, PEAERS AR . SCHRIS)
8 B I 43 225 HEAT A A 43 2%, SRR AN B AR AIE () 35 4
B TR 5 2 A 5 () A S ) AL ARRAE O R+ A Y 2R R
O BRI T TR, AETF A%
i PropBank il iXi& Bt b TR0 FL{H A 88.51%. HA KZH
BAER A —RAT Y AGN, DGR T —MRA K]
B R i Y X S B

SCHER[A1EE T SVM 43 K38 3E1T M 653 28, 430 2 2B BME,
HRAGIRE, MRS AaNaEES, Rk R
BF R ER 4 KB BN, BT Aaa 2k, I
W F AR BRI 4 K FFBRAE SR B 4 . 7E PropBank
T Chariniak B 2041 ¥4 #r i F1{E R 79%. SCERIBIER T
BRW 235, TR — A3 BN EiRE T B HEBIFH

W F1{EN 77.13%,

FEFaES N SRL kL, EFRES N SRL R
GEMIX B o SCBRICT & YR A B T4 A7 45 A 1 7 K S IR
SRR, B MR A Aok, 1R T
— PR BI B A, R SVM KB T MG
A%, BT 12 MEEKER R AE PO KA
%), I HERWIER ARG BN EAN R K. R&LE
T F THRAF S HriE BHE Depbank Fi1 CoNLL2004 shared task
ERVE BER FL{EZB1R 84.6%, 79.8%. & AR 4f F 945 Bl Hh 2
FABEA T SRL A, (HLEUE TSR B Gdix
HFR TAEMARD . B, KEMNHTEERS M, M
Iy : fEH CCG BiR = KA % R 5 RAALES 22 S W 05 1%
LHREFESHT, HHAEBBH B SR IES, #f SRL &
S BT K.

2 RoGiHin

CoNLL2008 #2335 o} & 5 4% ¥l I 3 3 A 5 3 ek
Wlo RSB FARTE, WK R, B — R,
PERE A b 22, 50 R IR 44 v M 8 90 0 50 9 e 9 ) e R RS
—H, RYCNACHKERZUAERAARE. . EK
FER T, itk i R A B T AT RANE R S B
T, TG A A AR SR A A SR T R B

EEWH: ER “863”7 h-RIKE4 ¥ B)IN H(2006AA012147); %
H AR5 S 9 B 20 H (60673041) 5 5 &2 1 L 22 B & TR 3
4% B T5 H (20060285008)

VEB RS ELAR(985—), B, WiLwisd:, EFR: BRIES
Wb Ea¥k, WALREsAs; RE, 2R AR

WS H#: 2009-04-10 E-mail: 064227065055@suda.edu.cn


mailto:064227065055@suda.edu.cn

RGETI 3 I MRAFR R ME, WA HARIR,
FAGRIEGRA A K). BMRBEWE 1R,
il St

] St || RREAE, T PErER ] ke
47 AR Fip

Bl RESHHER

21 KESMEH

FETE A ARTE, T BE T DA 3l i th vl LR 4 1)
Wb @ —ALHI(1), HoH 2 A, 550k % iR evidence
fzhiA remain, KR A% evidence il iA i f 4

biik
Meanwhile, [AM-MNR overall][A2 evidence [Al on the economy]]
remains fairly clouded. (1)

Bl 2 A 3 43 335 T T Sl (L) AR A7 5% 2 L HLE B
TS5 o

TMP
P
SBJ P
PMOD PRD
NMOD| NMOD MOD

rN AMOD
Meanwhile , overall evidence on the economy remains fairly clouded .

B2 EHOXMEKERR

W=remain
R=root

T

W=Meanwhile W=, W=evidence W=clouded W=.
R=TMP R=P R=SBJ ARG=A2 R=PRD R=P
W=overall \ .
R=NMOD W=on W=fairly

R=NMOD ARG=A1 R=AMOD

ARG=AM-MNR

‘W=economy
R=PMOD

W=the
R=NMOD

B3 Ehl(D)X PR

HE 3%, HBERFZRASKERZEAMNMAE, WE
A, REBERKERR.

2.2 BRRRRKER R G

CoNLL2008 shared task iR 8 B A 23830 R ial L, &
HATAIR, FFahatkiEa kXA miaR, 2R
CoNLL2005 shared task i&#FGE A Jid L & & 1w), KA B Ay
Frr 05 R W BT T B i UAE 08 15 RHE A Ff AR R i
R, WEFIRIAE] 98.67%. X T & MiE RN, MIEAE,
AW A G R EE R YA, B, M TR,
RZFHRR . fERZREER] 92.82%, FHHFTA M3 LEE A

“017, HFZHANLE “017, [ X SURRIR J7 1 %) 45
REWA K.

HHI AR % parser T HARMS = 44K 1F % %K, CoNLL2008
shared task JUiREEINIRAL T MaltParser B 455, Btz 4b,
SR A MSTParser A2 TKAF R R, 2 A TEXF bk 1
Fimmo

F 1 MaltParser fil MSTParser #:AB L3 (%)

)34 B 2% LAS UAS LA
MaltParser 85.50 88.41 90.41
MSTParser 87.01 89.72 91.75

H1% 1 41, MSTParser P:EEE I,
23 BYBMTiALE

A SCFRAF % R ST T EIAE, FEMRTEM E, HAR
B 5IBA — 2% R WA s THE MR, R R BTALSE
WA 3F: (1)Hacioglu H¥:. fREBAMRE ETF A F
S W ET B RATI R (2 Hacioglu 5%,
£ Hacioglu ZL3k 2t B, fn Bigias AR MARAMELF R
PIALSEAT i o (B)Xue Hiko MMATIE A —EEMMI A, f§#
B MITAE Y MR EIINET NS,
LR BASRE, RETHAIESfAGLHTNT
FREME MaIE, MXERLINE2PiR.
2 MiEFLENHEXERNRE

NeRT . BRBTRI(%)

5l RS : L
X . M EES Il iX 4 (Gold)
Bl i Xue+Hacioglu 0.9 0.7 0.7
2tk #f Hacioglu 0.95 4.9 435

AIRAEH, Xue MBIRCE B RRAN, HEHAEE
HF &tk igim, FoR = AR Sl koK, Feikl g 4
BERISCME o )itk 1 3R 58 % 1 £ 66 2 o A 2 A e |,
Ti#F Hacioglu HARE TR EAREE 3 BRH LN &, ArRliR
BRI

TR B, A2 RRAESCHE b, AZEAGRET
IR TF 200 Wifafa, dn: A5, AM-PRD, C-AM-ADV,
R-A2 %, PIAIX A6 WEE = RRSER.

2.4 FrikMyFRAE

A SO BGE A AR IE TR I 8 ANRHIEAR g 2 A 4y
fit, 2% Hacioglu ZEMHEAE, AR5 M\ T HAth i B3R 454E
W 3 Fim. FIE 2 R RERAE R L, BEMRTR R
Jon, BHAEENEHE “7 £x.

#3 PIRAIERARED

RAE £ B REAE 18
] J5 AL 5 98 A 17 fek (evidence)
3 211 9 3 3 4 (NN)
EEA Zﬁi?%iiﬂ%é?ﬁ%?ﬁiﬁ%?&, HEHRABZ 2 f
ERIR RN A & & 4k (SBJ-
i FghEm ﬁhﬁégﬁ_ﬁMﬁgb)ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ?X?jﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%?%ﬁ(
¥ g A4 45 2 4 R 5 A AR 7 %
i “>” Bk R (NMOD->SBJ)
B RN FN VST i Do R = R o 1=y R -
& “before” mi# “after” mi# “equal” (equal)
KR FR 1015 TR L K 42 % R (NMOD)

i 2415 A A A 3 1 TR B 1) 6] A £ (evidence)

B T AAE SRR 1 A T AR A7 X 2 4L BE(NMOD-
EY:d NMOD)

S 0 4 5291 400 LA 6§ (RB--03-. )
B 550 00 B 5 B AT S 9 64 e LR 9 B (TMP-P-
EY PRD-P)

iy AR R R 4 38 45 A% B9 4 A7 % & (NMOD)

# TR T W RE 2 R G BT BT A 9 4 B B (NIN)

¥ BYBLJE T Y A, LT BRI A AR R — A SR
P R B do, SEAREBEMA T ARSI b, M ATR R A S YR

M RBERZ, L father, child, siblings % (child)
A8t 3R] 8 WA A B B (on)
o 3] 3 w3 £ 3 4 (NN)
AR ) ) 21015 5 B4 1 3 (IN)
T3+ L X4 1 1 37 JE %1+ v .0 4 (evidence+ evidence)
LENTRET PSS o L3 + 24 i 5 A4 77 5% & (evidence+ NMOD)




25 HR#

7% 3%k BRI MR 2 s o HLIE AR SRR BT A EL A
By PR 2 S R, T T AR G A R HE R AE S o R R
BHRB MRS, BHEMAEANEL, BARZ
TR SR 50 L 36 P S0

BRMBR — AN R B e R AR EA &
SEMRHE . BRI, WY DR R R N e 254 2K T R
A 3 T Bk A O A 1 A SR AL, TS R & B AT 2 TR AR B
. AN, BORKRERIRE 4 N A 5 M £ 2 43 2 1) R gk
ITERE, JEHA SN — DM Z AR R,
A DAAR R 1 SRR AE R AR AT A SR M A Sl b B . o), B
KNG53 225 W S5 et — MR KB o

AE T, SR A IR RO S AL maxent-2.4.0, A b B Al
BT T HIR MY, RS RAMER, FHESH
cutoff F1 interation 43 3% 4 2 i1 100,
3 ERLERHHH

2 3 fd & CoNLL2008 shared task $R At WSJ iE 8L,
B K J5 T PropBank #il Nombank, H il i 445 39 280 4y,
FREH 1335 A, JIGEH 2 400 4], JERAHRMH
eval08.pl JAIZAHEAT PRI, PEIUHE AR WA E B mEM FL
i, EEFADKGFESMMEMALEFEE LIBEMP, R, F1
{54 84.31%, 78.64%, 81.38%,
31 4HERH

TEF TR BRI AR g — N R
i, RN, HAEE b 4 fim.

F4 RERZEAFIMNBAGE)G KRR (%)

TN B REAE wHER  BEE FL{§
Gold Baseline 84.31 78.64 81.38

+ R R 84.70 78.87 81.68

+ R 86.74 83.01 84.84

+ g 84.44 78.55 81.37

+ ) B A 84.42 78.33 81.47
+ TH A B ek 84.35 78.73 81.47

+ WA METIKERRE 84.75 78.97 81.76
+ B i SR AR A 6 R 84.29 78.52 81.30

+ ) B 5L o A 83.75 78.32 80.95

+ A 84.03 78.83 81.34
+ 1 5+ v iR 83.30 78.94 81.30
+ AKER RO 84.66 79.37 81.93

ARAEW, MARBIA LS, HAERE T 3.5%, Bk
B . PORRAF R R ARRBUA A O Z S &R, P
AR5 350 XK A7 20 B 5 M e SRAR O, o 26 2 0 i A 52 W)
K

TN 9 50 B o 3] P B A A7 5% R B ARRAIE ), 1tk RE R
AR, FRELEEAERLE N RS, B L RHERL
RAK, B2 R o MR FEE 00 )5, Hhagd
WA T, POMIREAR A OB 2 WL FRA TR R,
M EISLH, Pl 2RE RAER .

32 BERSG

T LR BrARHE G, T T2 M A B 3K

ot ERCRA BB NGR, 45RmEK S fim.

5 #& CoNLL2008wsj JiATE R EBER (%)

{56 JH 140 3 43 AT 8 TR ek F1fg
Fruef): Gold 87.24 83.86 85.52
MaltParser 76.17 72.02 74.04
MSTParser 82.39 79.54 80.94

AEA LG o, MSTParser f45 5t MaltParser By 45 547,
K MSTParser Fl #9477 5% R EHIRE R fig LT
F i, HAEmRE T 1.5%, X5 08 M iR SR L &
MKW, 2/l CoNLL2008 shared task JF iR B2 A
Vickrey(Stanford), Meza-Ruiz(Edinburgh), Zhang(DFKI 2), Li
(HIT-ICR), ft4i18 F1 {43514 77.38, 75.72, 73.08, 70.32,
Hor, BiPiE A2 Gold MRAFR R, SN EE, B
P8 T AR A2 2 AT 2 W 3443 7y 88.14%7F0 87.42%, 1y
SREC 2B P AR A7 A A 2 B RBOR 4 - BRAE ANk, ik 5
WA, ASCH SRL S5 RANARREIF M. F54h, FRETK
F#4M M9 SRL 45 5L (E CONLL2004 shared task jilif%& I F1
H T19.8%) ML, DML, POREHREHIERM ERAE LM
FRAE, BYRCFLE RS . ST AT M4 AR I,
SERKIRELF,  PRIORARAZ 23 A7 S AR S e th 4 vl B3] S
Z MBS 2R, XD BS54 23 A 74 58 0 D
4 HRE

AR T — A FETRKAE S RE LA ERRERSE X
FE— P AR 0T, DA M SUA AR DT IS R AR
A5 R 2 R e ) o ¥ 2 X R R ) B SRR
AR5 R AN T RE AR P AR 1 AR A7 6 R AT O DB A R B AL B
MAZAERBHRREmAE, JEHER T — %40
FRAE B ST 2R Ay, B e B doe K 40 2R 2 R % £ £ k471
PRI, BUS TIPSR AR R M ol 2 R 2 R
Ky SBNAR LTS 4k S TP AR ()BTRS AL, I
N 4 1) TR R Y BT R A AR R, RRARIR BT (R
AECA R AR A S B, G0 i 3 ) B AR B X R A
1 9 Bl 3E R AL ST A8, IR BOAT DL R RRAE 2
W BB RS R AR o (B)ZX IR SVM 3 88 BUR B KA
G %E%, SCHR[A1RW] SVM 43 KRB AR F iy kg, JFH
i SVM 73 RS, (HPERRIE 2 ek

%3

[1] Gildea D, Jurafsky D. Automatic Labeling of Semantic Roles[J].
Computational Linguistics, 2002, 28(3): 245-288.

[2] Surdeanu M, Harabagiu S, Williams J, et al. Using Predicate-
argument Structures for Information Extraction[C]//Proc. of the 41st
Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics.
Tokyo, Japan: [s. n.], 2003.

[3] Xue Nianwen, Palmer M. Calibrating Features for Semantic Role
Labeling[C]//Proc. of the Conference on Empirical Methods in
Natural Language Processing. Barcelona, Spain: [s. n.], 2004.

[4] Pradhan S, Ward W, Hacioglu K, et al. Shallow Semantic Parsing
Using Support Vector Machines[C]//Proc. of NAACL-HLT’04.
Boston, Mass, USA: [s. n.], 2004.

[5]1 xI #E, FEHH, 3 & ERTFEIRMSRIENIE LA G
TE[]. #kpk2A4R, 2007, 18(3): 565-573.

[6] Hacioglu K. Semantic Role Labeling Using Dependency Trees[C]//
Proc. of CoNLL-2004. Boston, Mass, USA: [s. n.], 2004.

it PR



	1  概述
	2  系统描述
	2.1  依存分析实例
	2.2  谓词标识和依存关系构造
	2.3  剪枝和预处理
	2.4  所选的特征
	2.5  分类器

	3  实验结果与分析
	3.1  特征表现
	3.2  最佳系统

	4  结束语

