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1 FC®IC

MREPLERMATIE, HLOWIIED 7 4 770k
2T b T DI RBOBHAITDODITWS. %
CTITONERENE L XRICSML TWRWVWAI
HHEFT 27012, BRERPITAIRTHS. ERIC
SL TOWRWADEERT GRS LIk
EOMEEZHET 2 2IIFEL TV, RET
FEEICE T 2 ETOMNZHET 2 Z 2 IF#H L L.
Z T, RROEERTHRAEEr LTRI e
TEAL, REHOBBRERZ 22T, i
WET 2 ZTOHMBOMNLikm B DMmm T RE
CHHR T2 TE 3. T/, ZOHGEM D%
DB ZRZ D e TENUR, HFEOBENZHRZ
2TENTE, RERHMOIENTELLEZD
nab.

XEE#EELTZ2E22A7D—2r LTHEMm~A
SV ITWBBH D (1] dwam~ A =ik, flziEh
HMXDEIRXEEZ AN LT, FRERLTWL
52X, TOFREZFELEDKMLEZDTEXE
HEINZHR T2 227 TH 5. ey, XEEH
[2] R HEER A (3], amSCHESHE (4 R EB-Z <D
HATHBUE 2 Z 7 THOMERTVWS. —iRICH
VA =Y GERE, BERE, BEGRWMmH, B
BROFED 4 ODY TR A7 ORI T WS,

A ZLETOW RIS BN T, EBNER L DRI
Wi~ A =T DY TR OFT S ifimiiiE O
SED-DICEER X R 7 TH 5 ORI
BN R YT T EIT o 7= [5]. BfRM 3G
BB S 2 SR 5 A D VD 2 D DFRIE RIS
NUTHROEREMET 2 X R TH 5. FHahH
DB ZEITS 221k - T, #EmffiEicBnw
mamOMN BB EZETE 2. LrL, MEiOWf
T2 CIIERAAENE I BT 2 FEE R O B R0 & E %
22BN TERN. ZITERIFETIE, BEA
Ham e N RICERIHHR D & 2 7 Th 2 FEEE O
FROECERAETY TS, BFRSEIGREERORT
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ZRGIC, FIRICHT 2 KRR KD & 5 RBEFR%E
FOREN DT~V EE DL TERAITHS. fHlx
13 Stab HIFFEN TN v B A BXRICEGRY
HAREDMHATWS [6]. Stab HIFT vt 4 DE#
PRATFZMEZERL, WHEROBGBRIEEIT-
TWa., MRELTVREBRTIEEREFFT 58
R Kimd 2BEBRD 2 BEOATHE. — /T, K
TR e 3 2 EBNERR T TRE K - Kam
T AR TRL, FEREOD 2EM» 5 HE%
BEIRT 2BBRRE T Y A ICIEEE LR VW% Z

CHIET 5.

AL TIE, BENGEGR T XT5RIT Self-Attention %
AWTHFBEANRICER LT V2R LGRS
2175, AMFEOEBIIRD 2 HTH 5.

o Bk & I S RED BRI Self-Attention % FW\T

BRDEET NV EMEEL /2.

* BERT [7] 125D < BRI FEA R & b AL T
YER L7 ET VDA DEREETH 5 Z & iR
L.

2 F—2tvh

AP TITEBNE R — S RD—DTH % AMI
corpus % F\) % [8]. AMI corpus (3 & 2> U D i
BEZHNTWBIRETITONS > F U A RHEEIN
BLIza—n2ThHh, BRI LT —XBRHE
NTwal, FEOREL LT, HLROFREME
e 2 B 2D 4 NOWEFEED, THiHicHE -
TWAHWTFHF AL voFLrEeyEaryoffbh i
ZHLWTLEVEaYZHRET S VI @ Tat
4[EfTbh 5.

F AR TIRIHEE ORI EZ R 7 DIz D
T —&+ v b & LT, Twente Argument Schema (TAS)
ZHW3 [9]. TAS 1& AMI corpus D> F 1) A RiED
Ham CAEL DmE T O 21T B 7o DITHER X
N7 )T —2arAF—THb. TASIZBIFS

1)  http://groups.inf.ed.ac.uk/ami/download/
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1 Relation Label ¥ Z D#iHH

5 ~L A
Positive FROF;
Negative FIROEGE
Uncertain Positive %> Negative 7>
BE R 72 BE R
Request IO ZLDEHRERDD,
b O —EETRIfR
Specialization A D FEE = B3 2 B fR
Elaboration RO R 28 D K 3 BEfR
Option EIR D H 2 EE 2 5
B 72 323 % B R
Option exclusion LEEDEE
Subject-to REE D FERG DD Fah T
HIHETH 2 0HRET = 5%

HAMHEX 2 DDEENSLMD Lo TWb. DDAk
BOHAGEER, TFEO—, BHOFED K
DI >TW3/—FReZD/— FEEHERT Y I
LD > TW5B., Tz, TyIlZid/ —FiEicy
D &S % ETH 5 % 7~ Relation Label 2311 5
XN TW3. Relation Label DFffll £ 1 1IR”T. H
% EIRICHN L TF T 212 TH % [Positive] =,
IDZLDERERDIZD S —ERLEZD TS X
S HEARTH 5 Request) 72 X519 FEFHD X 753
EXxATW3., X512, TAS TIE—2D&#H (XA
7R DHTHLHEENPETOLNTHL S, ZOH
FEDFERRICE L2 2 0 2@ ol L -
DMELEDTZ2ETET A Ay ay L ER
LTW3., 74 Ahvyarid—on&X47uar
HIZ—D I3 BEFEL, &/ —RE—2D 7«
AH vy T a VITEBIFES 5. AR TIEET 14 X
Ty TayYNO /- FEZERIT Yy IG5 X0
Relation Label #7403 2 EH%Z1T5.

3 F&

AFETHOWZETLVOMERZK 1 12RT.
TA4AAya YNTHEEHZ DD/ —FX
7R ZNZNBI-LSTM ZHWTCRENERH T 5.
Rz, FRFENDOENEIZH L T Self-Attention % FH
WTRENBZEHT 5. Self-Attention 12 & - THES
NBEnEZEMG L, REESEREIND. 20D
J& % Softmax BEIEIC A J13 % Z ¥ 1T & - T Relation
Label 27755 5.
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31 AN

AMI corpus DT 4 A v > a YN THKZED
EE D/ — FR7 node; = (wi,wa, ..., wi),nodej = (
Wi, W, w) ZANE TS, ZZTOwilE/ —F
NOHFEZRLTEBD, k& 113/ — FOHEREE
LTW3s. X2, /— FNHNOHGEZ 4 FEHD 7HER
WOHF D5 1D F 7 IIEED 7 EERI 2 845 LT
7 MV = (v, ...,vk),Vj = (vi,va, e, vp) ICEEHA
2. 4 FEEODEEBIZ Word2Vec? (K 1 12813
% W), GLoVe® (G), ELMo® (E), Transformer® (T) T
HY, v lZw, DHFENRY PV %K T, Transformer
DE FIZIZ bert-base-uncased® % FIFHF 3.

3.2 Bi-LSTM

AWFZETIE Bi-LSTM [10] Z FHWT / — F 246D
R MVEEERT S, ZhZTNORT FAVEHL T2
) — FOHFENRZ FL% Bi-LSTM T T L 512
HH3 5.

Iy = LSTM (vy, 1) (MBI ) (1)

hie = LSTM (v, T ear) (517D )
— —

hx = [hx;hx] (3)

hy X Bi-LSTM ETVDRENLEDONRZ L TH D,
[ 13 =207 FLroEfFERT. ZhEh
D Bi-LSTM 2 6 i i S izRRE&tko~x 7 r v
Hi,H;y BT DX 5127 5.

H; = (hy, ha, ..., hi)

Hj = (hi, hy, ..., hy)
3.3 Self-Attention

“4)

Bi-LSTM O {17 J& % £ 1 Self-Attention % B H 3
%. Lin & [11] D342 Z L 7= Self-Attention = i L,
HARMUTO IS ICHET 3.

@y = softmax(w! tanh(H,)) (5)
W X BRI R TR =R DR VL THB. FL
T, TOEAEZFHALTUTDOESICENEFLD
Bi-LSTM D& LBENEZE T 5.
H;, = a;H;

(6)
Hj, =a;H;

2)  http://code.google.com/archive/p/word2vec/
3)  https://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove/

4)  https://allennlp.org/elmo

5)  https://github.com/huggingface/transformers
6) https://huggingface.co/bert-base-uncased
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Softmax/@

EiGE

Self-
Attention

Bi-LSTM

node; |Wk

1 Bi-LSTM % AW EF L DN

3.4 HAOE

ZNZND Bi-LSTM O /1 =@ L T2 7 A
TRV T B4 Ty 2 AT 5. %7,
FNEND Self-Attention DHSTEZLLT D Xk 5128
Wb,

H* = [H;,;H},] )

HAELEERAWT, 729270 r 2 TFTD LS
WCEHT 5.

9, = softmax(WH" + b) 8)
r=arg maxy, ®
reRr

W, b \ZFEARER AR T X —RTHY, 5, 137 TR
AROVZHINT B HEZR(E, R 1Z Relation Label TH 5.

3.5 Gk

ETFADIFRICOWTHIAT 5. HEBEKICIX
NLLLoss Z M L, &H#E{LFEICIE Adam [12] % F]
3%, 228RZ0001 ITREL, Ny FH AT
128, RRNEDXRITIE 300 ICHRET 5.

4 B

AEITIE, 4.1 HIZBWT 2 HiTRR7ZEEN S
WA= RN A HOWIEBRREIIOWTHHAT 5.
42 BIZHBWT, SHEHERICOVWTHHT 5.
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4.1 RERHRTE

AR THWFHZER T — & OFIIC O W TEIT S
5. BT — XX, AMlcorpus DX A4 71 7 92 X%f
D OIERE N 29 DT 4 A v > a i H
WTERZITo 2. T —4%, BT —%, FHf
7 — &IZ AMI corpus & X 4 7 1 Z'H[ T 84 Xf5fi, 4
XEE, 4MEEE REIL. ¥, EOAFHDT 4 R
FvTarofux 201 M, 1318, 12, BEfRET
w3 7 — ER7O8E 4001 @, 241 &, 242 &
BoTWa., TR0 ER 2 1R, K2
XD, 7 —RIZBWT (Positive] DENZL, R
DRHBT =X RoTW5.

RIFFED LB SR ¥ LT, BERT [7] % baseline ¥
L THHS %. BERT I3 KFIfEL T F R b a—
AHOCTHAYEZIT oK, XX 281
fine-tuning T 2 PHEFBET L TDH 5.

4.2 HERIER

KIRXKFETNVONERRL RS, FHiifEZEES
3 (Precision), IR (Recall), F1 f# (F-score) T aHfi
L7z, &3 CTREAAHLZ0HEGERB 2R L7z Bi-LSTM
DAHDETNEZEDET TN LT Self-Attention %
FHAAATZE T IV (BATD “+ Self-Attention”) Z 12
NTIHELTWS. K3 XD, PHEHOADET
L& D Self-Attention % F\W\ 72 7L D3 SR A R
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K2 T—ROMOFM
HATaY | T 2By Relation Label
Pos | Neg | Unc | Req | Spe | Ela | Opt | Optex | Sub-to
A7 — & 84 201 1846 | 373 [ 219 | 195 | 113 | 156 | 517 | 10 219
R T — & 4 13 103 | 15 | 13 | 12| 2 | 57 | 26 2 11
i 7 — & 4 12 125 |26 | 11 | 6 | 7 | 34| 25 0 8
K3 R OBIRDIEEAT o 7o SRR K4 2ODEF VDMK T AL OERE RO
Model Precision | Recall | F-score Bi-LSTMEg.,7 | BERT (baseline) [7]
Bi-LST My, 0.48 051 | 0.49 Pos 0.81 0.80
+ Self-Attention 0.51 0.52 0.51 Neg 0.30 0.30
Bi-LSTMg 0.53 0.55 | 0.54 Unc 0.21 0.37
+ Self-Attention 0.55 0.55 | 0.54 Req 0.33 0.53
Bi-LST M, 057 | 060 | 0.58 Spe 0.55 0.00
+ Self-Attention 060 | 059 | 059 Ela 049 0.48
Bi-LST My 053 | 054 | 054 Opt 045 0-48
+ Self-Attention 061 | 0.62 | 0.6l Sub-to 0.22 0.00
Bi-LST My +G+E+T 0.56 0.59 | 0.57 FIE#HRZ 2L G2 TVWERWI L MEL 725 TW
+ Self-Attention 0.58 0.59 | 0.57 %5. —HTBERT X/ — FR7ZF—DETINITA
Bi-LST Mg .t 0.60 0.60 | 059 NTdbzEhend/ — FHMEEIIZ — FiEH%E
+ Self-Attention 0.62 | 0.62 | 0.61 GANTHILHTES. ZDIehbH, LT
BERT (bascline) [7] | 059 | 061 | 0.59 MO/ — FISHLTHE — MRl 52 227

WZ DR TE/., ZDZ 2 &b, Self-Attention
DEBNHRROEGRIEIBOWTHENTH S Z
CDMERRTE %, 725412, Transformer % 77 E{FRB
WAEH U Self-Attention ZF|H L7271, ELMo
& Transformer % 77 AR B HH U Self-Attention %
FIF L7251, fine-tuning L7z BERT & b F1 {&
DENWZ L 2R TE.

KT fine-tuning L 72 BERT ¥ Bi-LSTMg.p D %%
Relation Label D F1 DM % % 4 10RT7. £4 &
D, fine-tuning L 7z BERT ¥ Lt# U T Bi-LSTMg.r
DR T ~OL (Bl ZAXEHEDI T TH B Sep 72 8) T
HoTHDPHRALHBVWLONIFELLPETESE
TNTH? I EERTE7. LHL, [Uncertain|
@ X 5 7% Positive 2> Negative 22 BEBE B tR 7 XLT
'3 fine-tuning L 72 BERT & D Fl 234 > T\ 3.
ZAUIARTFIED 7 — F HEIZ Self-Attention Z 15 L
IRENEFND ) — FEEE L TOET 52ETLT
HHrZIERTEZLNS. D% D, Zh?
D/ — KM TS S5 —2D/ — FIZ LT/ —

7)  Option exclusion {FFHHi 7 — X OHIZFE L B o 27D
M oERL.
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NORERENSHRORE L 725,
5 HbHDIC

ARFFE TR, HEEB R — 2% RRITHE
FoBEFRE NG LIBRPEEZITo 2. HEA
Feam 2 — 2% 2 121E AMI corpus = Fl W7z, RIZ, ¥
M OB EEITS 2D ICERD T EERR 2 H

&b, Self-Attention Z W/ E TV R HE L
BRI BERR T o 72, T DR, Bi-LSTMp,r +
Self-Attention € 7V OHEEREN RS E KD
TR L7z, F£7z, fine-tuning L 7z BERT D73 4
RIDHRELZETVONE/KBRO AR IV %
MR L7, 5612, WEL72E 7 /LTI fine-tuning
L72BERT X W DESRATH-THDHRLEH WL
ODPEINETEZ e 2l L. S%OFEL
L TlX, Uncertainy D X5 BRIBRELLETNLVLTH
522UV T AUHIGT 2728, /—F
DIEREHEIHAAALEET LV EERT 2D
ZiFohs.

HiEE
AFFFLIIRHFE 20K12110 DB EZ 72 DTT.
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