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FRXDOKEZEFL-EETN2EMT 572011, E
7, WMFEOBRERN T & 2 < EMESUTRE LR T IER
LR, ThEEBT LD, < OXEMTFERICEHE
AL LTEEL, TOMEZMNEZ LTk > TEHXES
TW3 [4, 12, 11, 10]. LU, RESCRATALEIC 9 2 Iy
%m%ﬁfgéiaﬁm%@fi&wwf UTIVEA DL

WM SRR T WG AICIEMER DS, I HIT, AR
ZREMT 2HEAITIE, AROEE X 2 721F TIEATRE 72 FLfi
EITOBALH B, AMOD X D 2 Fillkle Lo A5 K
HThrLWHMELHS.

05, XEREBRTOTERL, HEEFILHRL, £FH
FEER M SUCBRAT 20 ENERET A E LTAHRT
FHEBREINTNS 8,9, 1, 2. ZHbDOFEITIIAD
BAY &0 5 BRDHIR RN 28, KV FlRAR SCO KRS
WRETHD. LaL, HifxbbbidREEZTRLRITN
IFHEREN BT D720, RESUIEMAERMEL L THIDIAAT
W3, XoT, MUKROBND IS FiE L Rk, A
ISR 5 5. £, BEMSCbRESEGEZ 25~ R
T 2HANCH D7D, ABITEWICORMEREE LV &
IRLFAETH S,

ZIT, ARTIE, WSURNTEREZ LI L LRV SUERTF
HERETD., XEMURTIHRCHEESIELTEDLX D
NCIRBEGERLE L AHETHH, #BEE LT, HICHED
MBI B 12 25 < HEE (intra-sentence positional term
weighting:IPTW) & XEMi D72 D FFHEET /L (patched
language model:PLM) 2L 3 5. RMUEDEH /T A —
213780 oMb (MCE) [3] 28 % W CRGlikT 5.

WBFIEEIERTIE, KEMEROBX] D IZ L 5 _—2
TA LB UTRER, RAHICAERRETER TS D
L& LIz, £7=, IPTW, PLM X5 DA% fews
L, RIEMENEHBILT LA TRV L2/ LTz,

2 XEWETIN
2.1 HMEERECEEE L TOXER

SCEMIE, N EOHFESNG M EOERL RS & %
WTBMEE L TEHXAIENTES. BX%E = 11
y L2y «vvy Tjy ooy TN, @fﬁﬁi’i’y =Y1, Y2, « 5 Yiy ooy
ym £T5. 2T, Hori bOERA 2] 1TSS, A
x 2 BRI y OFHIEBE U TORNTERT L. A
IINTGA—ERT AL THB.

D 9w Ag) + hyir v An) (1)

i=0

fy, ;) =

X (1) OF 1 EFMEME T ’aihéﬁiug)ﬁﬁr’&nﬂﬁﬁ

L, o2 BHIIHGEMOBR Y 25Hii+5. 22T, X (1)

EIRKET S g = argmax f(y, z; A) 13, @JE’J# hEM
y

To = Yo = <s>
TN4+1 = YM+1 = </s>
for (k=1; k< N—-M+1; k++) do
¢’ — g(xk; Ag) + h(@k, To; An)
if ¢ > ¢[1,x,] then
o[l 2] — ¢’
Y1 = Tk
end
end
for (i=1;i<M-1; i++) do
for (j=i; j<SN-M+1i; j++) do
for(k=i—1; k<j—1; k++) do
¢ — ¢li, xr]+g(zr; Ng)
+h(zk, T5; An)
if gli + 1, 2] — ¢
Yit1 = Tk
endif
end
end
end
return gy

1 BFHEEZ W BRSSO RG T VT Y X5

WTEAZLENTESE. 20T XL%K 1ITRT.
23, ¢li, zi] 1E, yo 25 y;(FALITIRIT B ) ETOHSL
BEESID R a7 O KiExEH 6.

2.2 FM

$‘I—1 EEF%H?WT% g(yl, ) ﬁnuﬁfﬁ@gﬁin %
F5 h(yis1, yi; An) BENZREFO IPTW, PLM Ik
DEEERTD.

2.2.1 IPTW

AFTIX, TN OHEED B X B E ISR TF LTk
FBLEVIREIZESEZOTEEE %2 LU FORA FRoAMm
EHWTERTS

G(k(yi, x); Ag) =

1 1kwm—a>2
At ——=——exp [ —2 [ =21 ) +
! V 27T>\01 P 2 ( >\01

1 1 k(yi,w) — )\#2 2
)\“ ——exp| | — 2
2\/2#)\02 ( 2 ( /\02 ( )

ERSAT % 2 DIRA LB HIISC 0 ERE, WREES T
BALEOEBELE ZMOME L Y bHXICEL T52HT
HB. T, k(yi,z) 1%, HiEy, ORI z 1T 5 HBL
friEZRTEETHD. k(y,x) =0 THHUE, y;=BOS
THY, ky,e) = 1 ThiE, y=E0S Th5. Ao
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ol

K (2) EHNT, g(yisAg) EUTOXRTERT .

)\wIDF(yl) X N(k(yz, :13), >\N)

y; BNEFEOLE
Constant X N (k(y;, €); AN)

Th st

9(yis Ag) =

3)

2.2.2 PLM

PER D SCIEHGFIE TIXEM SCO S FELE 2 370+ 5 BT
N 75 AEBETANHOLEN TS, LirL, KR
N 7' J AEEET MIkA RESOX G KED 2 —X
Z2EAWTEHESNS., Z0kd, XEHEWI ZR 71T
WHT 28, LTFLbHRxOEBICARLIERERLR
V. FIT, ARTIE, EXLELNDIERE MR
N /S ASHEETNLEHAGETUTOEEET VERE
T 5.

Iy &y BPESUZRNT
Poin (Yiv1|yi) = Bo AT (4)
Pog(Yit1lys) EHLSE

BB, Pug(yin|yi) 1, BHOAL 7T MEETHS.

2.2.3 SENATSL

Bl & RFES0IE, E N 25 L& 2 Z & TR
B LBTEBIRAENEN. 2T, UTOWNFEANAL T
L FEMEE LTHWE.

Pros(Yiv1ly:) = P(pos(yit1)[pos(y:))- (5)

PLM & il A 7 F 2% HWT h(yHl,yi;)\h) ZLAT
DATERT 5.

h(Yit1,Yi; An) = M Potm (Yit1|vi)
+ Apos(yirn)lpos(y:)) Poos (Wiralyi) }

2.3 NSA-SDOFRE

BRI HAE R BRSSO D NENERET D 2 EY
BRI E LTHRTZENTE S, LiL, HHHELE
ﬁimﬁm#ém85mumm%ﬁm&ﬁbr&ﬁﬁé%
AW, KoT, MILICHFEE 2 HICHET DO TR
<, HiEF L LTORIZ¥ETHZ LD TE S MCE %
B3 ERAL, T A—FOREILEToL.

xt BT —F PO E L, S(at, M) % xt 1%
5B LOTE DT NTOMEML (LOHESIT M) &7
5. y* & ot oxd B EM (AMBER LR &
L, y 2V AT A8 EE LIZERHiXET 5. 22T, #Y
HEEREEUT, FMEMISTOR a7 L RAF ANHEE L4
MDA a7DELLTUTOXTERTE 5.

d(y,z; A) =

Z ~f(y

+ argmax
yeS(xf, M)\y**

fly.z%N) (6)

2 ARIFREIEAR OB

2T, bR E LT IEAL FEEEAWS &,
UTFToXEH/MbT 2 MEICwmET .

1
1+ exp(—c x d(y, @i \)

L(d(y,x; X)) = (7)
K (7) BR/MET B A1, ARER EEAVD D L TR
WD LNTED.

3  FHfEER
3.1 a—/1\R
fF HHH 1994 05 2002 FF £ TOD 9 FELHDOFHFE LY,
~y R4 U%RE, 30 BiEM Loiiks s 1 XH %
FU A AT 1000 XEY HHL, Zh b EFESCE LTRHMGH
a—RRAEER L. FHIH L, AL DERRDS
EMSCE E L. 2B, 2REMSCE, FOCDHEEE
WXL TR 6 HIDOREE TR S D X 9 ICBRF Tkt LT
HEE 2. 2FD, ERERI06 TH5H. JRXDOFEY
BAFEROT 42 BERE, BMiSCONEYHEERIT 24 HiETH D.

3.2 B LI-XEHRFE
HBRFIEOARMEL IPTW, PLM OA%MEZHERT 5
2%, UTFOFEEDO®BEEITT-.

3.2.1 EKREBEROENYIZKDFE

AAZEDSA, KFMEERDOEEX S Z & ORI
XEH/DHZENTED., ARTEINER—RT AL
T 5.

FOCEARTFREE R~ L5 L, BH BIED 7 s
WEDMEREZM -+ CXH»bHE LML, mﬁi
5. EL, F—MBEOXEICEL TUXENLBA~D
W HiEE 2 LY 9.

X2 ZHWCHATS. MBI TER#H Lz 0T, Z
DOXENCE EN D HFEN R CREMiISCUCERM SIS, &
2, Z0 1S FoOREEBIC 130@1@#%5#,_n1f
fnEEREIND DT, TFIX), TBlEIz), Tors ) DIET
jcﬁﬁz’;: HFEZ LY H UEM SO 5. ek, XHEIN
OHFEIZE LT, ARUOHEGEZERL TR Hd. FEE
DR Y ZIFRATICIZLHE S © CaboCha [5] &AW 7z.

2 OHFNTRBVWT, 7$nu, 11 HEMNS R A EM Tt th
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#1 ROUGEIZ X BaHilisE % (5

53y EIRFERE)

Evaluation Measure | #%&F#  w/o IPTW w/ DEP w/o PLM Hori Tree trimming
max .789 .766 781 776 739 769
ROUGE-1 avg .690 677 .687 .686 653  .667
min .589 .585 591 591 562 563
max .670 .630 .638 .625 596 .635
ROUGE-2 avg .540 011 .510 .500 483 498
min 413 .393 .383 374 373 .363
max 587 .536 .546 .529 .06 .H44
ROUGE-3 avg 435 .398 397 .386 376 .390
min .292 .268 .256 .247 255 244
max 516 .455 AT75 .456 427 466
ROUGE-4 avg .347 .306 312 301 285 .303
min 197 173 .166 158 161 156
TN FOLE 25,
o B BB @ BE L 4 EERfERLER

o LT JRSE T o Bl 1T LB M L &

3.2.2 Hori 5OFi% [2]
WBEFIELALL, XRHFEFILE LTE B R, TOMHSHE
RSB E T AFIETH D, g(yis Ng)s h(Yit1, ¥i; An)

ii%ﬂ’cﬂuT@:—c’C'Cﬂé%éﬂé
. o )\wIDF(yl) Yi 75§W§§§®%6
9(yii Ag) = { Constant =X LI+ (8)

= A Pori (i1, ¥ilyi-1)
+ Adep P dep(yi+1 y:) 9)
2%, HEEMORVZIIHELZGEL-DICE, THELO

FHEEAVE [6. £k, A5 A— 5liiﬁ§${£<‘:l’lb<
MCE %3 % il Clkidifb 247 - 7-.

(Yit1, YirYi—1; An)

3.2.3 REFZEON)I—Pav
FUEOFIEERRD72D, TiRORE TREFIELT

fili L7z

W/O IPTW E‘nuﬁgﬁ? IPTW %Fﬁb‘f IDF O &%
IV, gy Ay) & LT FORZERS.

w/o PLM  PLM B DS S 7A§%’&%T/I/

[ECE

h(Yit1,Yis An) = Aim Pog (Yiv1|yi) +
A(pos(yi1)Ipos(y:)) Ppos (Yit1[4i)
w/ DEP HFEM O Z i HeRE2HFMEE LTRALE
h(Yit1, yis An) =
Am Pptm (Yit1193) + AdepPaep (Wit1|yi) +
)\(Pos(yi+1)|P05(yi))PPOS(yi+l|yi) (10)
7285, FHARHSEEICIE ROUGEN [7] 2. 5505
WM DB, BXiE, F¥E, BMizEhth
Fi8k L7z. MCE %28 & W= FIEIZ 5 8 0RERET
FHi 24T - 7.

1 IZEREREZRT. ETFLELEZNINDOFELED
MDEE t RETHEKR LML, ROUGE-1 S DF T
DHBEDETHEERD-T-.

#£1&0, IPTW ZHWARNI & THREIIREET
LTWBZ b ZEDOAERMEN L bbb, JEc 2
EINTERTA—FEIZBITBEATERSAMZEK 3 ITRT.
K& v, XOREMEERBMEDEALNBKE L 2o T
B NN, X, XOEE, dBERERFRHEL
THNETHD EEZD.

%72, PLM % RN A 7T LEEETNVICEEH
2B ETHEBIIRESMETLTHS., 2k, BES
FXEREEIOXEELa—RRESILIANL T LEFE
EFIANEMXDOESTELEEZFMT 5 DI2SEPb L RN
ZLEERLTWA. XA A 7BV TIE, KX TON
AT TAIBVERZEZDERAENTHDZ ERD
N5,

Iz, HEEMORYZ THREZEEE LTEBMLE
TLELTHLHBEMETFTLTWS. RV ZITMEREHEMEL L
72 Hori DO FE, KEHEROBXVIZX B2 FEED
ROUGE R aa 7I3ERFik & il L TRV, JFSTofR 0 52
FHEGE A TE BIHRRT 5 & ) REMFIETIE, ARMO
ioﬁﬁﬁmﬁbw LERBLTWS. (72, IPTW,
PLM ZHAW=8AEsd LR 0 2 ER 28N+ 5
N krﬁﬁfjﬁfm\’ k bbb,

PEXY, IPTW, PLM M5 OMA® 3 SCEMIC AL
ThdHZ enbnolz., IHIT, XDFRYZIFHEEICHES

AT 2 M TFIETIIAM O X 5 22X OEHMEREE LN
Ebbrot.

5 FEDH

AR TIE, WIS 2 LB & LW IUERiFIE 2 R
L7e. MU TR S, mtERE R UM 2 K8lT 5 7
B, IPTW, PLM Z#i7-/aR e LTIRELE. £, &
PEDEHNT A =213 MCE ¥ & TRk 24T -
7o, FHMEEROFIR LY, BRBFIESIERFIEL Y #HFH
WABRATEERTHD Z L 2R Lz, £/, SUEHM
5Z7l IPTW, PLM #FEME LTANTHDZ & 2
RBL, ROZFERBLT L HAR TRV LD o7,
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