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1 EL®HIC

KRB ERARNT & 13 0= T D KR BV [ D IR K BE %
(#: Expansion X> Contrast % &) Z[HE TS X AV T
HB. BREIRERHGEY AT LBREDT T r— =
> DEEALD 72 DI FREEB R DR EE [F] LIS E T
&Y, CoNLL2015, 2016 T Shared Task {2 8
XNTV3 [13][12].

KEEBER A 7% 3 —73A Penn Discourse Tree-
bank (PDTB)[8] Tl DO #HBM OB, 5 &
CZNDIHRITH D H (BFR%E IR 2 il d
B0 EIMMATFIFLUTHD. PDTB IZHEND
T=RDHIELAFITRY. A 2w ZRIZBE>TND
DA 1 DO DH,EEHRANL (Argumentl), KFIZTH> T
%DM 2 DHDHKGEHEAL (Argument2) TH 5.

The brokerage firms learned a lesson the last
time around, when frightened investors
flooded the phone lines and fled the market in
a panic. This time, the firms were ready.
#EEBfR: Comparison.Contrast

SAERIRIRNTIL, DU D 3 DO TR 2212 RS
5IEMTES.

1. (HRE R BRI L T) B0 E

2. IR % H55 2 DO HEERER ORI

3. 2 DDA DBIRDFE

INEDYTRATZENETNIZDOWT, CoNLL2016
Shared Task (28 1) 2 &#EDE TV D Fl-score % 3 1
R, BREBAMOREIZOWTIE, EET—2L 7
EIAED =27 Uy FENXIEME T2y~
FOARATZHETND. DRz RS Loy 74
AR T, AR 2 BIGR D[R E SR (T3 L
W, RN BERE TS 212H 2o T,
FIZRUZBITI, R—0XiE2EDBETH Y, Xt

— 823 —

# 1: CoNLL2016 shared task (28T 2 &P T2 A

Dixra Fl-score

PTRAY HIRIBEGR  FEHARIYBEfR
Hfoeaa D[R E 98.92 .
ARG HLL D [F)E 74.89 86.88

BHER D [E] /2 90.13 40.91

HIR R % FFD learned a lesson & were ready D3R X
BENRMNY L7235, UL, CoNLL2016 Shared Task
THREDAIT %#E R LZ=a—F)V32Y NETILT
t, COGEICEHT 2RI IHRNICERET 514
AFELD AN STV,

ZTIZTARIIZETIE, =a—F )0V 3y NETIVIZT 7
vV a VR AND ZE THEHTARNEEE T
U IR RIEREERIR DO D BEE 2 ) LI ¥ 5 Rz i
%9 %. Word Embedding ¥ LSTM D11 % FIH 3
BN—ATA VETIIIT 7Y a VBRI AN
%5 Z LT, PDTB # HHWWZFEBRIZBWT FEZ# 9 K
AV b EIE.

2 FEEffR

PDTB (2519 % JEH/RIN 2R 3KEEBIMR M DT & U
TiE, T<HEEF TIHAFTHE L - KEOREHEE
DD ANETL2DMNETH-72[3] [7]. UL»L, &
d CoNLL2016 shared task TOREHE % ZEL 7~
BAAAB=2—F )3y NEFIHLUZETIV[11] 21k
U, Word Embedding Ol & % W ZE T )V [9]
PINFRAIIZT DI ETEAMLLZET IV 5] &
EWPRERD NF TG UZREEN—ADETIVEY
EHVHEEZHITTVD.

XEDBIE DRI A7 R ETHXDEEIZIE L T
IR MV EERT 2 HRE=a2—F V% v b
[10] %, BAAA=2—F )V 3 b [14] PREEE N —
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Argument1 Argument2

1: EFIVK

ADFHELIV B ENMEREZ HIT TS,

3 FE

ARHEITIE, EARNRHKGEREREZHET =0 —F
VI3 RETFTIVIZOWTEIAT 5.

3.1 R—=ASAVETI

BEED SR E AL U2 LSTM D& H
RS TORNEEZ HVWD Z 2 T URDE#R %%
& U 7 EED M EERBINME 5 NE Z e S NT NS,
ZOMNAM LSTM % FH\WT Argl, Arg2 WD BEED 7>
MEHZE5.

£9, Argl IZEEND j FEHOHGE wi O dIKTLOD
iﬁ DEEEE x] e R RO Z <‘.’.<‘_’_'3"E>. h

) %X’L%Z’Lniuu, HEEE &L Argl, Arg2 1%
%M%MU\TODJ; ITERDLIND.

Argl : [xl,x2,- ,xl]

Arg2 : [Xl,xg,- , X5

M LSTM % FW - BEED R BLTIX, Argl,
Arg2 O j HBHOHEFEODHERE h; 1%, BiEZE X D%
S IS A 72 LSTM & SO B IR A 72
2 50 LSTM 0 j ¥ H O TORAE I, & b,
EHWTCENENUFDO LD IZRDINS.

= (W} k) (1)
= ﬁ?; ﬁ?} (2)

— 824 —

FEDFEIREL h; ZHWT, Argl & Arg2 D43ER
KB R R? 2ROD HELLUTUFDOESIZENT
NICEENDHFEORBDVIIZ2 L ZENEZD
nad.

Rtlwerage = EZh]l (3)
Jj=1
2 1 - 2
Raverage = EZhJ (4)
Jj=1

F 77, MITIXIE G 0D LSTM D& AR g &,
FiE D LSTM D A& i8R E % 853 5 AR D &
DBRFHEEEZEZOND.

Rl,, = [hihl] (5)

N—=AFAVETINELT, INHEZ22THALL
h;, #%@1—% 7 ho> (MLP) IZAHL, V7
YV I AENTB I TRENAHNTHEET NI
DRI % F2ETINEERAL /.

p(y|Argl, Arg2) = softmax(MLP(h;,)) (7)

3.2 TrrviaviBEERWERMTT

BIEAD HIETIF R TOHGEIZHFEL SEAZM T T
B H, ARITIEIH RIS BIFR D 43 JEI A 3 BLGE I
HNUTEYREREAMNITZ LU, TDEOIZT T
VYa VB L EN D M AE FIH LU T FEE
LADELBEDEARBEZRETD.

Argl NORHEEL RTEOEAZRDDIZHY,
Arg2 DRBRIEFHNTUARORD X DI FEHD
HEEOEA of ZIRETD. Arg2 DDEEHRE LT

Rl25tm7 _>2 %2 %ﬁﬁb\%
sjl. = tanh(th +WrR7,,,) (8)
Zijl = Wasj 9)
al
oo 2@ (10)
> exp (a})
k=1

ZZT, Wi, W, Wi FFEETENRNITA—LZTHD.

Arg2 DEHEEDEMMIDOWTHEKIZLULTHIRD D.
BRI, UTFORDESICT7 7o vavitk->T

HEAMNIT UZBEDOR, B L UOXDH#HER% Argl,
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Arg2 TNZHNIZDOWTER L, ThH 245469 5.

hl, = 2}%1 (11)
n?, = j{:a2h2 (12)
hgiin = [héttv Rllstm; tht% Rl25tm] (13)

3.3 Residual Connection

Residual Connection[2] &%, =2 —F ) %> bD
HEBIZEVWTZOHRNIZIANZRT Z & T, )
AELEIIE T REEGHROFHEZEZIZL, £/-24
Bl DEIERENI I 8D Z L TEED XY hT—2 D
FEERG T DL THS. Residual Connection
EFEATEIEIZE>THEMLSTM 2812
DM RDIERE BT ENTEL. AL
N &A1 LSTM D H H DRIZ Residual Connection
EHEAULGAED j & HOBFEDNREE x5 1dB
TORD &S ITERES.

-, — = T
h! = LSTM'(h)™' h’ ) (14)
i 1 7
hi o= DSTai(hiVhE) (15)
X =[x+ hj X5+ ﬁ;v (16)

ZZT, LSTM" X i J§H® LSTM %, h! i JgHD
LSTM (2815 j HEE Eﬁﬁfm%w%%:%%bﬂ\é

BAMIZ, M1 D& RETINEZ AT, #EEEIR
@%?EIJ%??’)

4 =B

41 T—%

— &Ly b LT, 24DV a VIR 6N
TWPDTBDS>b, v 7 ay 220 23l y b,
0-1 ZHlity b, 21-22%F A bty h& UTHW:
PDTB TiE T NUAPEEAINTE Y, EOREEE T
MU 722 RV & FINS DR EIEZEIC & D) 28N
H%. AFETIE Liu2016[4] & L1285\, PDTB TE
OOENTNWE—FLEDEED 4 DDITNI)VEMFHTS
el U R2IITIRVODAERT

4.2 FEERFZTE

INAIR=IRFG A =R %R IITRT. KHGED Word
Embedding &, continuous bag-of-words[6] % FIWT
Google News Corpus THETIZFIF L 7246 T, D

— 825 —

# 2. PDTB HDT — 4 D T NIV 434
label Train | Dev Test
Comparison 1,855 189 145
Contingency | 3,236 281 273
Expansion 6,673 638 538
Temporal 582 48 55
Total 12,346 | 1,156 | 1,011

& 3 NAN=RF X=X
model
# units of embedding layer 300
# units of Istm hidden state 300
# units of hidden layers 150
# hidden layers of MLP 2

activation function of MLP tanh

Dropout rate (embedding) 0.2

Dropout rate (MLP) 0.5
optimizer
learning rate 0.0001
alpha 0.95
momentum 0.9

= MBI U TN 7 A 0, TAANE (-0.10
0.10) D—FRDAENE T Vv Z LYY ) v T UfE
THIEELL 7.

ETFIVOHIEETETNVOHA L IEMRT — R DA
2TV MO USRI E & W CRoi kg
% Z & Tiro /. b TIEIZIE Graves DIREL 7=
RMSProp[1] % F\ 7z. 100epoch % 17> 72 T,
iz NTOAITHEREEN2/2E ZA Tl
1D/ IRETT A N2 NTT A MNEFTD /2.

5 fER

HET IO Fl-score %% 4 (Z/R_7. HfREH%
LBENR—ATAVETNIINUT, 7TV a vk
EMARG L TFEMN 7281V N ERUAZ X5
V2, BSHZRUA A LSTM %2 28k 35 21 Tidd LA
AT NEL BEER L 1857253, Residual Connection
EEATLZIETFMEMNLTHRA Y M ERUE.

3 XM LSTM 12 Residual Connection %381 L
EETINVTHONAEZT TV avOEAR K 4ITRT.
KT EH 2R > GG DEA L D2 Z M U T
5. INzRD &, learend a leeson & ready £\ > 7=
KILDOBRIZH D 2FEICHEHTLZ I EATE TS L
W2 B.
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Argl: The brokerage firms learned a lesson the last time
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Arg2: This time , the firms were ready

B4 77Uy a VIt K EARIYE %S 56 O EARE (1/HEK) &0

around
#* 4: £E T IO Fl-score

Fik 237

Liu2016 46.3
R—AT7A Y 46.9
+T7Tvvay 54.1

+ M Silf LSTM % &1t (3 &) 51.9

+ Residual Connection 54.4

+ M50 LSTM £ JE@{k (3 /&) | 55.8

6

FEHESHERDRE

ARFETIE, FEHHRIA R GG RARARNT 25 1T 2 B
BYFryaryOmY A, kU Residual Connection
ZEALZNARLSTM OF#MEEZRL, X—ZA 51

VIR UTFEZ 9 RV ha bEIE/.

S0

FELUTE, BRI, 43RBT 4Ly
N CAFEOENMEZRT Z X, 7F A b E R

BE

DD EAI NFEHT B ZEREMRHITOND.
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