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1 ELC®HIC

X DFFOFERIZEED W T X OFME 2 FHE T E UL,
BREXEPSHMD 2 WERE B NHEERETE,
XEMRBR LEENANDIEL VIS NS, )
KDDL EFRIZ BT B RENRSFEET L E L
T, XHOHFEOHBBHEIZEDINTXEXRY MLT
#£¥19 % Bag of Words EF IV HH 5. L L, Bag
of Words €TV ClE, FEENVEH NS &\ HE
MDH B, T2 XX, “A cat is watching a bird.” &
“A bird is watching a cat.” £ \5 2 DD IEH D

BIELHEHLUTHD, EBbod THE) WS EIE
753\3?%?‘% EWVS EHTIFEML TWA M, EiEEHW

SRR TH BT, FAUEKRERI AWV,

— 1T, ARG E o IR R % 2 EE
9B XA TIE, HidwE RO T VIR Z A
T X DM % RIS 2158 [1][2][3] TN T
/2. £IZT, AR TR XEROEKE WA TR
BU, #izHWTXXOHBEZ2E T 5 ke R
We B, ZOREERERT 27207, HETHIESGE

(2D S HRREMRAT & R A I & o T SRR FE R
fiiﬁ AWML, HEHREZTOWMEHNI AT LTH S
ccg2lambda [2] ZF]HT 5.

2 SLiTHRSR
2.1 #HEFALEXDHELUERZS

X —BERFEIR B IC AL, HEREFIH L TX
DHLE 2 F2E$ 255479 U T, The Meaning
Factory [3], UTexas [4] #’% %. The Meaning Factory
LiL A0 —HUR L FEIRE R 2 R I D TIREAR S

XD HLEZEH T 5. UTexas 1 Probabilistic
Soft Logic (2320 &, HGED N #RE % W CREHD
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MEEEZFREL, ZHhE2REEICHWTINERRE T
XD EBEEZERT 5.
WENDOFEE — R FERIE A DFEA D S8 H U 72

HEEZ2HAaELESZ 2T, REWRREMEDOA%

%mt% CH LT, BELXHELTWS., A%

(L EERHERIN IR [5] DBLAD S XD RO FLNE

%E%b,ﬁ%#%tifi&< FEAH DB IZ B A

HU CTHRRINITREE 2 35U, SCOBEBETE 217
5. MEHOBRIZEEHT I LIk >T, KD
EXHORRBERERZ SNWL AL E. £z,

%ﬁth IRFRH L UL THY ST WS — Bk EER

— AL BAL T D & S R RIRRIE A D

tﬁ%bvtmvﬁiﬁ%é AAFSE T 1% v Bk 5

HEHWSZ LIZk->T, ~LEMATFZEL XD

GRERBHEHELS Z AR TH 5.
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2.2 ccg2lambda:=EEMEREBICE DB
R AT A

ceg2lambda [2] I3ARFEHHE D> S D ERE KIH# L 7=
SRR T & 5 & #ilE % (Combinatory Cate-
gorial Grammar, CCG) [6] IZ & o THEREMEHT 217\,
T LREHRIZ K B EIRARIC & o T & SRR s i
ACEBL, BBH@REZITOVATLTHS.

CCG IFFERAGED—DTH Y, FEDOHE - Ik
BT B iR RLR T SRR L, FEOMEEN LIRS B
W EEDO RGO R R AR e T sHlatd
BRI ok 5. CCGITHWT, HisaHikEid N,
NP, S, CONJ EDELEHilG & —IHHA 1 /,\ 12L& -
THBWIZERZS N 2EAHIED “HEVIH 5.

FEOFEKIE T AXHIZ L > TRE S, MEEH
HlizkoTHEONIZTILREEZ BENTHZ LT
XDERERTH LimHAN R oNS. BEERFRIZE
Neo-Devidsonian Event Semantics [7] (252 <. Neo-
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Devidsonian Event Semantics IXEjFi % 1 X > k% IH
IZ& B 1HRBFEE UTH T 2 EK@TH D, HlFEX
HIE R 7 & DBMFRIE 1 XY MRS 203 & A4
T LT, KD X S R EHRERE & iP5
BRI, SEH UM A2 RICIRTE 5.
PR R IR & A REAAIE, R - BUEEGR 12
DL EHEEHZERTH % Coq [8] V5. Coq D
FEFR T EHAREAE 9] I2HOLKEDTHY, X7 T4
7 A LWEN B AT E & W 5 2 & TREH O MGE
Z17\, Ltac LIHEN D X 7 T 1 7 205k 5iE%
W5 Z & TilHBERD T & 2 EEKT 5. ccglambda
1 Coq D — R EFEIRELDE /) RITNT 2 HEHERR % &
C EHEIREARSEE & mﬁ%o)/\@Z %%H&A?b‘li‘é kT,
HAR S REDORIRN 22 B B in 29 5. ARG
a;n\aﬁ/ZTla@a?fﬂfﬁ%T“ﬂ*k v ]\ ’CZF)%) FraCas [10]
% FA\W T ceg2lambda D FFHlli % 17 - 72 45K, #hilid b
R BN TEEREDIESRE 572 2 LG &
NTEY 2], XOHLEFHEADIGHIPRIAZNS.

3 ccg2lambda = AW/ XX DM
EXE

3.1 YRAFTLDWERK

AWFETIEX A, B EOEROHELE R X A, B D
[EER RO ATREME 2 M L CE &/ T 5. MR %
FEHHTC & B EEMEDSE WVIE Y, LA, B IXFR UENKE
HorE2oNn%. £ZT, X A B DRMEBRDIF
BHFTREME 2 H B R 2 W CERAL L, RE I
5Z2T, XA BHEOEMEFEEZEHT 5.

ZIKEE%®?%$°/Z%A®$4$@&H S 1T ANE

Tk FF, CCCNRN—=HIZ L BMFEMTICE->T, HR
Eﬁ@%iAB%%i*’ﬁﬁﬁé ccg2lambda T
2 FHD CCG A—H a2 fladbEs I LIZkoT,
FESCRBBRVE A S 4, MEEEA W B U 72 2 & 3k
ENTWD [11]. £I T, EATHZRICHED T C&C [12]
& EasyCCG [13] &5 2@?@5\@ CCG R—HZHW

R, TARERIZEBERAKIZE 5T, R
7&#»;@[% N R AR B A’,B’ T 5.

Iz, Coq ZFWT, 1ZUOIXRHZ L THARERE
WL BiHEAASD. £, A/ = B, B = A D
RERAZAT S, FEIICRIRL 728561, MEaRE S Eb#
A= -B, B =-A'® %EHE%:ﬁD Z s O
EDGEH A BEZRIG 4L, A mﬁ*:.ﬁ@fi%umﬁﬂfi

BERGA L LT, MBIl LEDMN 2L < AT
7O THD. FEBIZ, FHMIZ WS SCORERAELUE
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AR ARG & 1
SEBAAR AT AE7E
HIT—LERBLT
BRI

X 1: BEY AT LD G

F—X+t v b TH5 SemEval2014 Taskl @ Sentences
Involving Compositional Knowledge (SICK) [14] T
, BRBROEMT NIVY [FJF] THEXRTD
J BWT, EOBEER 2T REHESINT
b\é. WENE RN LU 72858 1E, FEEAEED 5
NEREER U CHERAETS. £9, ERLZAH
ZAWT A = B, B = A’ OFEHZIT\, FERAIC
KU 756 134 m A2 S E LU CHEHZ1TS. W
NHIEPIZKB L 725E61%, A = B, B' = A’ Dit
THOD & CREIHAR AT HE & HIE S Nz ¥ 7 3 — )b & il
FIZHIBRL C, HEREHZLTS.

WRIZ, %ﬁEﬁﬂ@i@ﬁc‘:%iﬁ’6%@%’85’“%1/ S
ERFEHIZE > THLUEDZE ZITS. ERFEHIZ
BlFBHNA /\"—/\"‘3)(—5?@7 Dy FH—=FZ2HWT
BoEfbd 5. FHIKEE OFHEIC I3 — 5 (MSE)
ZHiifRRE L UC, 5 A ElOREREE WS, (ki
TAMOIENATE L, BLEZE ICHW S REE O
FTAEEFIAT 5.

3.2 EERNHHISONEBDIER

SR o HTEE & A Gn DR FE R O BRI B R %
Frv U, NEEERT . ERT 2281k, FEH
U)i{IEEP’C“?EEHT_IABZﬂfﬂﬁéﬂf:ﬂ‘fj—}lx LT,
At LS CIHZ > = 7 L CWARREEZIHICEH LT
A %2 8 0 AL, FEHEAIENIZ WordNet ’Eﬁb‘é . B
ez Ak, IREN, FEEE, KEGE, bAEE, #hafo
LIV, TAEEDONEICRZEMOMAKEF =y 7L, W
TN Y FUEGE IR EERT 5.

3.3 EFRAERAVWAEBHEHEDSEE

FAEAZ AN T, B & #5312 FED —BeE
ﬁ%~@%bt“ﬁ®ﬁ,ﬁ@®%ﬁﬁ,ﬁ%7%&
ﬁfﬁ—»@%é,ﬁ%®#%KV55@%®%@
=2 EHT 5, —HERERL 4FHEORHE I
A= (=)B, B’ (ﬁ) DFEANP SEH L, 2T
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D 31 X2 ERER HEE

23 There is no biker jumping in the air. A lone biker is jumping in the air No 4.2
1412 Men are sawing logs. Men are cutting wood. Yes 4.5
1493 A man is playing an electric guitar. A man is playing guitar Yes 4.9
9963  The animal is grazing on the grass.  The cop is sitting on a police bike. = Unknown 1

# 1: SICK 77— & & v h OH.

1+4x2=9{H0KHEZHHTS. HHEEIZWHT
N [0-1] OHEPHDOMEZ & 5.

o HHEEEERIIBIT D RTBED KX
— Bz, AR L fSiR & ORI TREEL—F L T
513 Y, FAFAAREMED S V. F 2T, RiE RS
TRER L TV E &2 REEIZAWS.

o FTEIZAEAH L= AMOR, AHOMEE
NHEFAWS Z 82 & o TREAATRE RIS % H
UC, BAUZAHOBE MG E 2 REEICH W
5. WordNet 7 & 3EH U 72 AP ISR FER] 12 4@
T 5 EAIBES AN DRI DR & & N B OMEEE
95 BROAMEBALULGEX, BALK
BRBEOMEEDO L2 REEE UTERHAT 5.
T/, NEERAWTICIEHATRES 5 7255 R
B 175,

o FFEHAIREZR Y T T — L DBOE G
SFHRIZ R U 7= 7 I — L 2 s SR T B 2
LT ko Tt R G AZER LT, ¥ 73—
VDS BEBHAIEE Y 7 T — )L DD EIE % K
BIZHWS., BRI, §ifg0 7—cBnd
WHERXO¥E m, HIBRETIIE-729 7 I—10
Brenlle&, n/mzREEE L TERT
5. £z, Y7 TV EHIRE TSI AEE -
e ldREEEZ 1295,

o GEHHDAE R
3.1 TRAREY, K E -3k RO S EHEEHH
ARG AL, Eb O LAEATRETH 255
FNENEGNT B =012, FEimPFEHARE G
1, DA ENIEHARERE AKX 05, £H
5B AHHARTREZ 5 25413 0 2 FiE & T 5.
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4 ZRER & FTM
4.1 HRRE

3.1 TRz K 512, RIFEOIRETFIEE, SICK[14]
ZHAWTEHMI L7z, SICK I, R1IZRTLIIT, 2
D D LD FERR 7R FEBLE AT T [1-5] O#HIPHDMET
AATHRIFEINTWS. FIFET — X 1% 5000 DLART,
TANT = ZIE 4927 DX AT 2 WS, G I,
REFRICE > THEINZELE A 2T &, EfEA
a7 & @ Pearson ODHBAGRE v, Spearman OFHEEGR
# p, MSE 2\ 5. BLUEZ I 7IZEMRZIT D
#ipH [1-5) 125 K S ICIERIML L. F£72, SICK T
1, BEBBROEMRS NLUD TFE] THEXRTH
EfEAITHREWMEAICH D, EREBEHROEMT NV
IR THEIXARTIILHEDIEMA I T 2L 5.
ZZT, ARBROEMT NV TEE] O5GEIE5,
(FPE] £7203 TAH] O5&EIE3 & UTHBERD
TILBESWMIIHERER—AT AT B, R—2F
A VIZTMA, 2.1 THA L7z The Meaning Factory|3],
UTexas[4] % LN R &9 5.

4.2 EHER - -EZR

#2127, REFEL BN EOMBEREEZRT. B
FFHELHARS &, BETFEIL UTexas OFER % LAl-
7=%%, The Meaning Factory D#EHR % FE[-72. L
U, UTexas Ti% 17 ffi%H, The Meaning Factory T
I 32 ORI EZFHH L TWA Y, KifgE Tk
BFELDBIDLVRHE CHEOMEZ T Z L
MNTER. BEFETIE, T 7L -T2 5E%
RIFAHN 2\ T DIZ AL A AR T & 9REIZ R,
BUEA T WIEMRA DT LN HIHB R S 7z,
The Meaning Factory (Z3E2A1E & U CTHREFIETH
W7z WordNet (ZH1Z, HEED /3 #EREL* Paraphrase
Database (PPDB) Z{fifHL T, EFESH T
7 V=R BEERA#EE BN 5 2 IT X o TW
ENRAENS.
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vy p MSE

The Meaning Factory 0.827 0.772 0.322
UTexas 0.714 0.674 0.499
Baseline 0.653 0.745 0.808
RETFIE 0.735 0.720 0.693

K 20 RETIE L BN RO FIEDOHBREL.

#3107, BRHMEICE ) ZHBREE RS, GERA
BT 7 IV OEEGERBEICHWSEZ LI2L-T
FENM ELTBY, EHOER BT 2 MERIEEEE
EEEICAN R REETH D I ENRERI N

¥ p MSE

RFED — R 0.515 0.495 0.875
NEEDHEAS 0.451 0.462 0.923

NHE DR 0.223 0.232  0.998

Y7 T DEE 0.517 0.465 0.879
IR D i B 0.432 0.444 0.920
2REE (U7 I—VR)  0.705  0.696 0.725
R 0.735 0.720 0.693

& 3 HAREZ AW & = ORI

5 BbHYIC

ARHFZE Tl ceg2lambda % T SC% Sl IC 28
U, BHEHEGERIC &K o TERRIIZ SO BHRIELUE 7 H I
MHEILRFHE SN TS FEERE L. SBROME
& U, GEIIC MBI RERE A1, & 2D R IR 5
EeWErd 5. &7z, [EMEBIFROFERT ] feME 2 & &1k
THDOEEEL UT, SHIFHEMIZREED—HR»
AR RE Y 7 T — L DG Z R I WA, #E
MM TH 5128, A2 IR R ENE
ZZzohbd. I T, iEHICELZAT Y 7O
B 36 U 7= #E a2 W CREB AT e 2 e B S
5 k% SBMETT 5.
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