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Coreference Resolution of Uyghur Noun Phrases Based on Deep Learning

LI Min' YU Long? TIAN Sheng-Wei' TurgLm IBRAHIM? ZHAO Jian-CGuo?

Abstract
to achieve coreference resolution based on semantic characteristics is presented. Through the study of noun phrases

Aimed at the reference phenomena of Uyghur noun phrases, a method using stacked autoencoder model

referentiality, we pick up beneficial 13 features for coreference resolution tasks. In order to improve the expression of
features for semantic text, Word embedding is added into feature sets, which makes feature sets contain lexical semantic
information and context positional relationship. A deep learning algorithm is proposed for unsupervised detection of
implicit semantic information, and also introduced is a softmax classifier to decide whether the two markables actually
corefer. Experiments show that precision rate, recall rate and F' value of coreference resolution reach 74.5 %, 70.6 % and
72.4 %, respectively, which demonstrates that the proposed method on coreference resolution of Uyghur noun phrase and
introduction of Word embedding to feature sets are able to improve the performance of coreference resolution system.
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T LA ) B AR R A AR 55 520 T
I . Soon %2 47 H—FhEETHL AR > R
TE RT3, ) PR SRS SR 0 o = IR o] 493k 22 1) S
T, BIRAH T 2B 3. Bergsma 2508
JH SZFr a1 &AL (Support vector machine, SVM) 2%
AYHE BTN M, 20— R TR R
ACTRIT T Y. Nl it AR 2 Al
KEAMBEIE, 12— Fh B St F15 R SERHERY
J7ik, BRI T IR A PERE. Bengtson 5P 4k
AR F A Ay Pl =2 ) A, R i e A I o 3 S 2B
TR, AL > BRG] 2 B AR X 45
ARG FRAT 55 0 DRk, 53 VR B B2 R R A0E AR (7] 457 65 44 R AIE
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M AR BRIy TR FETiE X
R ACTH R RE Y 2R, HWFIE R, 18 A
BT RES E R S R A A P RE. FLI5 &0
PR T — PR T AU A ok B b I SR A
%, FIBTRAZ R AL, TRZRIE SUF B IR
REMOTE. ZE S0 JH R FIREEF S HREL
e B G REN SR, a2 REL
v AL, B2 IR 2 SUE B IR R T M) 45
A FRATE SRRz AR R . SIS RERM, 221
2 ) SR AR TR B R R RE, ARIE AR ZE
I, #E— RSB RRZ T U5 B 222

B 48 QT T IS R TR A, Q0ART A 250 3R
B SUE BT e R RO Mg i 2 X AR, BT
2R 2517 Word embedding J5 YATEIRIIEE LR
J7 R I ARG PERE, 23z el A
SCHEH A Word embedding 2 [R]B7 B < R RN
T SZ T EHER, MRS S 2 TS AL, i
TR BE 28 S BB Z e B TR I E M 5 E B, K
AR & 2 (MR EE R R IE X, 2R 58 e A TH AT
%. Hil, F 223 MR ERTT T MES M
FRAILR, (HX TR GE B /R X AL/ INE A 7T ik
AGTRN. R AR SCET X 2 B IR 15 1Y 44 1) A s FR AR
MG AATHIE, FEAF TR RN L 16 /44 0 4
TR 44 1) / 24 TR 4 TRV R R AR 44 TR R) ) e AR

P
1 xR

TR 5 ) )2 AL = ST WF 5T v 1 — A 380 1) 3 0
T 2006 4E Hinton Z£32H, Hinton 8, 2
122 W 2% (Deep neural network, DNN) H.f7 ¥ 4f
PRS2 g ), i B B Z 2 AR 5 1)
BF R S 4h B A TR A I Z1 . B IR A
> 7 AR R R G B R, ROk B 22 TR
2] I YEROE T HARTE S AL Glorot 220120 Al jf
RIE B a s 5535 56 BUOCAR 73 A1 55, il i 2y 1k
W R A, A RO R T 2BROR. Glorot 2513 ¥
SCHR [12] EAE L, $REUE PRSI S E SRR E, f#
P T AT SCAR A 2 ). Lu 20 REVR B 4
555302 T B LS BEAT 55, R 3T 3R)Y L 0 A
BUER IR T St R AR5, A e SC e A
BOUS TR RO, BT L, R A RS AE A
AR 58 Y Jo W22 S FRAE R g ), BRAR G LB O A
H B SRR

ASCH R EE AR S B g0 8 Sk T i B ) SoA
FRAE, (E W EZ RZ LA 2E S B, B2 AR s
fiE, RFFEAS TE J5 2 18] (R 4RRAIE 26 7R A8 400 B — AN B R Ak
23 10], PRI ) o A ER R, B S22
T, MM BN 5.

2 FR&HENR

TR T B AR SO YRR T4 R R R
IR BT 735, SR AR 2 S

EX 1. BARMEMR: BERERPN—MES
BAN (GEHS 2 T BB A0 E FE48 1) 22w B
AU S IA P U SR TR o 1 I 0RFE a1 RN 7]
WM 15 (Anaphora), #4810 1915 5 SLALAR A 64T
(Antecedent).

AR I B R4 (Message understand-
ing conference, MUC) X8 E L, IAAFEE K
RAAET AT AN 44 30 / 24 T RG], AR T 44 1)
BCE A4 TR ALE ], Bl (4EE/RER B E TR MG
ML)
s (pols i € (Sl 15350 1350
il SLakludea Aatad pu oo Al ies

B8 il As (5555 aisS sduo ) 45
Sl o A 2 ) Al Saala
534Sy gu poia LG 55 B ¢ ald
G B (ol (S8 el ¢ o5l
REEP TS
(AT 25 S/ NG, e BIBeDs i b 7L,
Lo MRS R T 2 I L P
FWEUE, T KEEAIE, W T TR RIS

B © 5 5% iR, R BT £ R Ak
R, LI A R R R K R < SeD
(% W )7 AN S (f)7s 44 iR S AR G
F AR K g AR eSSl Baie e (i
TORANRR) M S (W) 4 i s
4B i R AR R ceSaes 35 (o )
il ome38AS (Il A LK) 4 3 A IR N
€020 5545 (AR Sl Awtdl yu o AL ([
BERE R AR AT L LL)” A <ol S5 ()7 1
A U A B X B R 56 R AR IR S0, A B HE
HBSERAR IR 45, M 5 2 S0 M .

ESL 2. 45Fk: RIS (HPIE) 57
xR (SEATiE) 2R X R, € SR )
& 0007 446 1 TEE BRI TR 400 S8k
BT YL H R — B, S v
TE R SURFAE.

T TR E TR R, AR 1 44 37 S
EAARFRIIRENS, TR 44 3 S I PRV R
TR ARBITTE P i — AR 55

2ot R ASPHTRIBIGE, 45 A B R i LR i
TR, TES M SOIG, SR AL BRI o
L R AT RV P L SRR 44 T
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1) LA 4410 (LB B SE PR R #k T, M TFiG S
FRF—FA YA PR, TE4E B /R FEULTE)

H, FR L MR B & A 4 A — A Y
RS, Bilhn:

sl g8 1 -1055 Salad sl Aasi®

Jge el g plall IS Sl g

(FraEgEE /R AR IX GLT 1955 4F, & W i
FH)

2) AU A BRI A 4
URIE AR R R R R, — IR
A2 3 2 I, SR B8 — 5 A U DAL 5
n:
of kg AR BH ulal fSU S ®)
OB B A8 AR Jale (s s ase
Al 5 o fads Gleaald (GaS)y 5 Al
A i
(FREURFEF WG PRI, f Fid— Rk
i 5D )
TEf| @ A8 SsSoon (RpBFa) A SR
AR &, 5F S () RAERER.
3) Weds R B 4% A
607 ) T SHE 46 7 X S, A R B 6
R R SEAT T R 7, F RN T
BB I S A TR A3 0 5 . )
:
Chae BinalVU Jhug Jse il Ju 4@
oilide & CAly VS e e leVie LG
AN
(AT 1A 2R R, AP A iR
e PNIEINYS fong
1) @ i oA B (A ) ) 1
B3IV Juss Jge Haiadill du %0 (4
RN R AT, R B (X
{14437 (), 0
4) 5 W 25 A A 0 4 T
I 28 S 5 0 A 53 9 24 B 44
VT B, ELATRE P, — IR R ST T
Rt H:
M G Syt ALIHE 180 R Gib g JSLO
(sl 5 ALy S50 GBI s $6

5) A TEAEAR A Y 44 IR T
Ay SE A 1Y 44 Tl TR TR Y ) C g
SE B T R R B Bl

LAu s § ¢ adhls S yu (Al®)
(FIBNT —&P, B fEXE)

E@@¢AEM£H®%E%E%“3%ET
oip 8 (B) BEEBREE.

3 ETHXBRIEAIERIHRRE

BERSYEE IR TR 4 T R E AR AT R A S %
Soon %P1 2 A FRAC T MR ACREDL. 1%, WhE
AT VRN B TE S I 1 o e 3T, Ay 7 ) A T AL
) B A ORI SRo26ds: e, U
TS, MR AUBE, SE U AE S5, AR SR SC
Mk [9] — B 7y AT S B BRI 2R B, 51 Word
embedding VENFFAEI, MM A A g i AR L1k 12
JZ T SR T B sy o) TR SCRFAE, 27 ~) 2
WFRFIE ISR Softmax Jp2e8s, M S8 B4 AT 1Y
FTRACTHME. B AR 1 s,

3.1 FHERRER

PERU R AR 2 15 A RO A SCHE H Ak =X B S
T AC VA A LA B A S ), ol A 19 AR I X S
ARHATHER, LIBOR AR . G E
IRETE S & F G BA R 42 0 J0E, 1t
A SRR AT T AT A

1) AnProperNoun: #5HEW iE2E L H 4100, %
FRAE(ER 15 4500, 2 07 ASSCRAEE /R LA 24 1 R
NN Hi4 PA 4.

2) CaProperNoun: #75eATif2 LA 410, Z4F
fiE{EA 15 00, A 05

3) AnDefiniteNP: 2 [V if &8 B 25 1 B 2
AV A E 44 TR A0, R 1 R, A
0. FEFHEHWRYE R, X4 1 A E I R AR
AdjNP, FEAESEEURFIWT, Eia ik AdJNP, ZAHE
B4 1; &0, 4 0.

4) CaDefiniteNP: 5 56ATiE 2 YOI A 2L 2
WAL B B A 44 TR R, AR AEE S 15 A5,
0.
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Fig.1 The coreference resolution of Uyghur noun phrases framework

5) AnDemonstrativeNP: 27 I8 W B8 5 7~ i1
M 44 TR, WRRRHAE(E A 1 50, 2 0. SEied
AL EIREE T T RZH0E T — A48 1 i, $EBURr
AEBT AR, 2448 R L FE s TRl B, IR ARAE(E
L BmW, K 0. FEAR TR 1 s (A s 28
BT H).
1 FRiEE

Table 1  The demonstrative thesaurus
ey HPE IR seHR S
Spma ISk buma Sl

Sbespon el s A/l
Bomr Os3 e A s 4D
3Mggpp BMNE e Yeisd s A L

6) CaDemonstrativeNP: #5617 158 8 7~ 171
T4 R, WZERREE SR 1; 0], 24 0.

7) AnPossessionNP: 2 B8 W 1B 740 g Ik A PR
1) B 24 TR R, AR R 1 ._E‘mﬂ, H 0; 4EEIR
ER R A MIER: IS8 « S FIpHin AR
Fe. WERHRE AR o 44 TRl AR S EEAT T ARYE, KR
TESE U HIWT, 5 AsTEms R SUE T AFRiA R, AR
fE5h 1; 0, 24 0.

8) CaPossessionNP: 51T i & 4l M AFR
1) 0 44 TR A, R 1 A, R 0.

9) AnObjectiveNP: 2 I WV 15 /@ BEAK AR5 1Y
AR, AFHEECY 1 50, O 05 AR AR Y
AR, B GI © < R4, Hik
AR E G E s, A FHEE N 1 &
I, A 0.

10) CaObjectiveNP: #4715 & EASFRAE 1)
ARG, RN 15 0, R 0.

11) PropertyFit: 5B 5 {55617 15 9 L i v
— B, ASEER 15 0, A 0.

12) SinglePluralFit: 15 A1 o475 2 3
SR, WAHIEMEA 1; 0, R 0. )

13) FullMatch: 2 8 )% 18RI J6 17 15 4 « 32
(3%)7 « 33 (AB)” S5 Mt i J5 i 2 A VTR, %4
AR 15 750, 2 0.
3.2 Word Embedding

AR TAE G Ry A B A, BT 2 M 2451 210
Word embedding 3% =& 19 EF 30fF E, 7] AR
G b I H AR IR FE 24 Wi SCA T AT G, (R B
WO T GERCRENT . AL il ] Mikolov ZE10) 3 i
i) Word2vec T.H #4947 Word embedding 1l 5,
et Skip-gram+HS BIRUAE AN GHESE, #1155
1) 22 18] B 41 SR AE AL BE 3R 7 SUAR T S B AH R AR L
R TR A b R T A TR R AR A 2 R s SO AR
TGO, A SCHE IR AT SR BB R LAl AT T 78, ik
SN T I NEG E SE ety A E R (B shicy S5 3/
I P28 @ H R T, BT AT KM 53R
B2y 7000 f AR B ARREARAT 2 B AR TR

) o5 R I 25 1 el ) i R — 4E R R R AR
SCHMRRT ) A S A 3l 1) R A B Al b, G A
SRNORCIRFEN bl e S i F eSS e R A S R v
N AE BBy 15 v & Phrase embedding. 1 ®
rprosess Al S S de Ao B3Lse JSG foLiR |
PRILSERAR) BRI R C(S) = (C(H5%)
+ O(B3) 4 (S 1 C(AlakE)

O /5.
3.3 INGALGIRTIAREBIRE B
3.3.1 HEIIGA)

AR SO Se S S B TEORE A 4 R 1 4 TR ST
(X B 4% Al RO B 3R] L B 2400 A4 TRl R TR
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L
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Eihd 43 %

PEATHEI, I BRI B P A BA , 38 1 44 TR AT
SRR TR AR AR R R S R, B 4H A 44 1)
BB R EARMA. A WA ETE Z TR
KE, BRG] ANFEAEN R 6] HAR I EE D T
e

TR 1. REGER WA EEE FAEG
{NounPhraseSet}, # i b 5 REER I, 15 A
£ {ChainNum, ChainContent}.

LI, 2. XA 1 55 A W H2 7
NP>y € {ChainContent}, 27 L QKL TR 3, A
W EAEAES {NagativeSet}, i + +.

] 3. NP, (i > 2) MIEFHEIKIRS
NP,_y & NP, [a]f4) 82 1 55 4B\, H BN 45
RIENES {(WordsGroupy, i NP, NP, €
{WordsGroup}

FB] 4. KW NPy NP BREHORE R,
APRAEGEETE 5, thoENWMBR NPi_ NP, k + +,
B {WordsGroup}.

LB 5. FiWr NP, 5 NP_, 2%/ 2
NP, € {ChainContent} H NP;_;. ChainNum
= NP;,. ChainNum. 2482558 6, A2
k+ +.

T 6. ¥ NP, 5 NP, A IEE X
BEBI, %SG {+instance}. ¥ NP, 5 NP,
(i >j>i—k) H NP; € {NagativeSet} LRI
TE AR B, FEASES {—instance}, k + +.

B]|T7. HELSWAIASLBHEG6 4k =i 0,
1+ +, PATHEIE 2. 241 > NounPhraseSet.length
s 1L
3.3.2 MM

I S 191 ) 4 s At R 5 N 2 S 9 i AR 2L,
TP ARG SRR, B O PR EUE A 44 10 J s
FIAE Ay HE S 18 AR U 1) Hiy 2HL BA, H4] bir 2L BA H 114 44 1) 4
HHRE ORI, KA b 28 1 2H BUHE 25 I R AR
B AR IR T 40 2. 35 o0 AR P A ) 43
A Wiz SE B R 31, DA R 3K PR A~ 44 TR) FE 1

ZIHEATRARR, dINSREEA. 0, 4k 10 B
55— A4 T A TR A BN, LR e SO A A — A4
AT L.

P GRRTIK SE Bl )G, RIEES 3.1 A5 3.2
25 Y SCANRFAIE 1) B2 AT Phrase embedding #IK
ARATAEE— S B RT B RRAE 1] IR, 2B I 2R B
FHIARER]. ABI AT @ S

o i aadyy WSS Slitancilal § 55 Suhu 2D
Al pE S B AN G ¢ Balale g
(B WS AR 2 —, BTDL S T
R i)

OB & A S E L o (B
Bp), SO bl by WS Bindel 55 s b e Y
), S ply WS Rl 58 (4t e ),
b Ay WS (o), SRS (7 8 ),
S5 (fh), JF— % A S B — T R R
SHLIN, I e S 0 4% TR A, R Hk
% {ChainNum, ChainContent}, %3 (&
#0) Fl <SP (M) ERG LGS, HAER— &g, 2
S AT I TV A T R 4% ) S B A T AR 1
WRBEGI N 2 FEr.

3.4 KR EHED

3 H 4ifd (Stack autoencoder, SAE) 2
27 3 e — A ) o AR S g5, B2 A
H e EtR 4 A, 5K 2 Fos, §i—)2 B 5
R ARG — 2 H WA A, B8 )25
NG5 05 A5 B B A Y.
H g 2 X i 0 A0 B 2 B AR AN B S
TR fERS. TEgmis B, R B gt 3 32 U 2 8
€ [0, 1]V, W Jexd Hib AT etk AR Ak, 7R3 o6 K E
FIF RS — AR EE R y (y € [0, 1Y), #H5mt
(1) R, Frgmid 2R v fEMsasny/EM T, 5580 E
il gEdE € [0,1]N, iT5En= (2) FiR.

2 YEEIRIEA A TS ACTH AR I 2R R

Table 2  Training or testing sample format for Uyghur noun phrases
FEATIE TR 1 FEBIE (13 AMEAEME + 50 4561 . IY1E Word embedding) AR
. . o 0.133, —0.053, 0.114, ---, —0.108
e S 0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,0 B
0.177, —0.008, 0.127, - - -, —0.055
i SIS Slisanslael 5 5 55
- o 0.076, 0.099, 0.019, - - -, —0.069
S e a5 g 0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,1, 1,0 %
0.177, —0.008, 0.127, - -+, —0.055
s . 0.060, —0.135, 0.277, - -+, —0.042
BBy R 0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1, 1,0 %

0.177, —0.008, 0.127, ---, —0.055




1149

AT ET IR ) AR RIE A A R TR QT 1989

y = fo(x) = sigmoid(Wz + b) (1)
& =gy (y) = sigmoid( W'y +b)  (2)

Hoh, 0 F160 RmEMELEPRSE W e
RN (e E MR, b M1 b € RM RFBEH
fiw ), sigmoid(-) = (1/1 +exp(—=2)), BE(EI
A [0, 1], HguhBge s > i 2 e, HEM
RfME © & (2R, BREAA IS, A8 S0 H
{35 2 B %0k Kullback-Liebler #3144 20 5
izt (3). 3t (4).

argminJ(x, ) = argminJ (z, g, (fo(x)))  (3)
J(z,z) = KL(x||z) (4)

2 B gAY K 4 i) Fﬁﬂﬁfﬁ?[‘%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬁ
WL, FERRERP IR M ESE 0, FIHE
AR WAL 280, ST USR5 R ST T B
M, s (5) k.
1= sigm(et) = sigm(S W0z, +b4) (5)

=1

X (5) 1, s B | BMMEITCEEL o FRms
MRS [ 29 DML ITTRIBOE(E, RIFRAE(E.
A h =73 a;, h Atk A 4nhs T B2 3 AR
tB ) — ZH 4 B IR 1 44 TR R X RRAE, XTI 2R
Hrn 2044 TR FETE XA B AR SR A Feature W3R
>k Feature = h', h2,---  h".

a

. !
Autoencoder |

O et CORJZHRIT
B2 e E g M 4 a5
Fig.2 Structure of SAE

3.5 Softmax [@)3

Softmax []|H#41)2 Logistic [a]I9BAYTEZ 5y
F A ErgHE, ASCR A Softmax fig 4l E /K1
V) FE TR PR AT R A S ). R AS AR R S
RS EFARE TN, 5 & A i
JEZER. B {(hyh), -, @y} R EREAR,
H. 2* € Feature . Feature 555 3.4 k=L A

AL ARG RHESE S, o' € {1,2} 2 o' XM HR
25, Mk THREA o 7 softmax pRECH FITRT Y. i 251
FREMEE p N

i p((y")= 1]a*;6) 1
ho(w') = [ p((y') = 2/°;0) ] o et { } ©)
i, 0 2 ho(2') BB 1/(% + %) FEXHHR
o TIH 1L, (AT AIRAC 1.
4 LS
4.1 IBRER

H Hi b BH 2 1 FE AT R A s R
MUC ({X 4 English i#%}) 1 ACE (f Ara-
bic. English. Chinese =FpigEH}), 1M & T 4 5 /K
AR AT RITINNE RO AR WAHRGE. P, A SCE X 4E
B RIETRAC T AT 55 S T RIEAT T i e AR .

BUR SR IETE 2B HL B () Bk, AR SRR
LR R AR I SR B R T HR M DA R i
BRI, It DOC RIS B A A
AR RS B BUA SCVE R SE g B R 7ESL IR 4k
BIREE RZIHE S I ERE AR, FrdniE g m
FAEFRACEEE R . A0S . AR, 2
BEUBE . 2T B EmE. X RRE G TERE XML
AT A

AR SR 200 s bn i 56 B iR A g
489 FAGRAEE B, 7924 DN TRETE. g% 3.3 77
A IR AT A s, b A R R R4
EXTA 7721 H, AEAFRA X R A EIEX A
20432 4.
4.2 SZWERSHR

T T, ASCRA MUC -0 %t 5 1 TH
RS AT H AR VAN, R MERH 2R P (Precision).
A R (Recall) fl F A = A5 B35 b A £ 1 il
ghIR. b WEGR AR TE AT A 6 52 o 52 B T A
REIE 5 b A ] 02 38 A I AR 0 52 o T
ARG NIHBA SN E . F EZEME. 4R
LA ENFaHE, Bl: F = Rx P x2/(R+ P).

ARSCRTA SEER R 5 $7 A8 UIGIE, AR UESS
RAFREE, BOPFIEVE I A5 i 2 i
SR T N AR BN [R] () 288, AR SEUR B B T 1) o
MSEHUTE 3 PR, (o METESEL B: Mg
HFACE, A AEFEBSE, mazlter: EAREND)

%3 SAE #BELSE

Table 3  Optimal parameters of SAE
S p B A maxIter
{H 0.1 3 3E-3 800
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4.2.1 EF SAE =B EIELEIE

TEAGIA Word embedding HYHI$HE T, 1 5
3.1 TR FRAE R A AR, FIF SAE' (i R
SAE t& 1 B 4240 1 SVM BIAUHEATFE AL
THARSCES. SVM 2 Ab B AR BT 1 288
SR, 5 SAE BIAUH BT He v, 8 S
ISk, A 20 % R g0 SVM BB M BB T 4k
PEAZ R EOR RBE A% R % PR AR S H Pk g e
() SVM BRI L SE 0. 455 R 4 PR,

M 4 [ PLF H: SAE! 5 SVM I H A [n] K 5
T 3.2%, (HUEWRA F R2EAALT SVM; 30 2
2 B8 2 G5 =AM Ein D ek SVM; s 3
=B, F R0 SVM AT —E K 4
4 2 ARG gR T, IERRE SVM 5T 1.9 %,
AEREEE T 1.6%, F 25485 T 1.8%, L4
SAE T #X 4EBR B4 R s TR I R 5, B
T SAE B HACRENLT AT SVM A, M
F 4 IR AE 1, HEE B gmisas ZE0E 2, S
MR R I A PPt X AR R A )
Z 2 WL TR B E WG R, Hit AR
LT HLZ S5

F£4 T SAE BIHG BERIE

Table 4 The validation of SAE effectiveness
i) P (%) R(%) F (%)
SAE! 61.775 73.319 67.054
SAE? 66.064 71.256 68.562
SAE3 66.134 71.995 68.940
SAE* 68.695 71.743 70.186
SVM 66.727 70.115 68.379

422 4HEEBUGHER M SRR

A6 AT R R e, S X AR 1
B, 7 T BN A5 17 AP Sk
ACETH 4.2.1 P IACR e SAE 34
ANERAE FFAR O 1E PR 4 B3EAT T V40520, SR 0 o4
TESE A b — G T3 2, B 90RO AT
SRS RO AR, LSRN b R, M
5 ] AT, BB IR, $5 AL i
5 L () 45 TG AT I AT TR IS 4 R 1 3 5 Sy
A 24 Tl iR AR AR B ER SR 46.079 %, (H A B3R
ARG, 5 PR A AR AR R L 1 R S T
P ST BN F A0 SURRAE. 4 A AT Pk 44 T 4
FIRHERS, FREORHT— 0 T fUR T, XA
S SCHE I TR DATE A SR S, i
L e3e M (R K) el S g
(48 28) 46 445 41U M A Bkl J2 1O 4% 1) 6 1.
FAEAE IR, 2445 AF S0 T A SR

13 MR AIF 351 B 0F 3 22 55 3] 68.695 %, 13 8] %3k 5|
71.743%, F Z2¥0K%) 7 70.186 % s imfd. SLIIE
A AR SCHET A R AIE S B 2 A A7)

F£5 R

Table 5  The influence of introducing features sets
FRIEIR P (%) R (%) F (%)
AnProperNoun 46.079 0.856 1.681
CaProperNoun 66.159 0.713 1.411
AnDefiniteNP 75.897 1.102 2.172
CaDefiniteNP 59.932 4.579 8.508
AnDemonstrativeNP 65.432 8.409 14.903
CaDemonstrativeNP 57.092 9.112 15.716
AnPossessionNP 60.411 26.912 37.222
CaPossessionNP 44.439 38.403 41.201
AnPossessionNP 48.231 51.082 49.616
CaPossessionNP 45.831 70.334 55.498
PropertyFit 64.470 51.108 57.017
SinglePluralFit 58.631 80.205 67.742
FullMatch 68.695 71.743 70.186

4.2.3 Word Embedding %238 IS0

Word embedding & & 11 &% bR U E
KA, AT Word embedding XA AY 1) 73 2 2544
2 PERERD BE ), SEEGHE A 10 4% Word embed-
ding I AFFAE4E, MK SAE!, SAE?, SAE?,
SAE* #iH, sLIGEERN% 6 iR, SAE' + WE %
N, FEJRAE FREAEH A Word embedding, Il %5
SAE? #i7.

# 6 Word embedding 15 AXS L5511 50

Table 6  The influence of introducing word embedding

B P (%) R (%) F (%)
SAE! 60.915 74.569 67.054
SAE! + WE 64.382 70.103 67.121
SAE? 66.064 71.256 68.562
SAE?2+ WE 66.571 71.419 68.910
SAE? 66.134 71.995 68.940
SAE? + WE 68.215 72.375 70.233
SAE* 68.695 71.743 70.186
SAE*+ WE 72.352 69.743 71.024

M 6 Fr]PAE 1, 5] A Word embedding {F
HFFETON AL AN R 2 B g 2R ) SAE BAUER &
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AT ET IR ) AR RIE A A R TR QT 1991

Ay, A Word embedding 1941k £ 11l 4
SAE? I}, IERf. HEIFE. F 28GR, &
TiEtr 2t 3 2 Hgmidge ) SAE B4 43|
Zimt SAE?, HRA F ZEEL@BA5] A Word
embedding ) SAE*. X2/ Word embedding
B EFE0 LTI UEE, RS R G HR R
T SURHIE, I LIS SR i), Hi s iRttt
B, R B ERNR 208 2], #F
e 7 AALE A MR TR BE.

Word embedding 4t ¥EFEXT SAE R A4
RBAA — & B S, SRR B2 22 K i e S bk
IR UATE AF B, £ Word embedding 4B 1% &
910 4. 50 4k, 100 4. 150 4. 200 4, 4051
FRAETI, 51 ARFIELE, YIZE SAE® F1 SVM Bl 5L
IEERME 7 P,

2% 7 Word embedding 4 X 5256 1 5 1]

Table 7 The influence of adjusting word embedding

dimension
il SAE* + WE SVM 4 WE
hﬂ%) R(%) F(%) P(%) R(%) F(%)
10 72.4 69.7 71.0 67.0 70.3 68.6
50 73.9 69.8 71.8 70.5 69.8 70.1
100 74.5 70.6 72.4 69.9 69.9 69.9
150 75.8 68.4 71.9 69.0 70.4 69.7
200 77.0 67.0 71.9 68.2 70.9 69.4

M 7 W[ PAH 1, Word embedding [ 4k & 1%
FEXF SAE A1 SVM B M REA A 2. 4 RRIELE
' Word embedding 4k 50 ZERF SVM B[
PERe I, F RECH 70.1%. 4820 100 4R,
SAE BRI MR fctE, F REGEE| T 724 % s
{H, B SVM 4257 2.3%. BhEYEE ) Ak,
PR R AR SR LR 1%, PERE TR, R 22
HeEE iy, PRI PSR, BB BRIz AL RE
JIBEAR.

5 ZHip

TR BT IS BY T B SR8 AL B AR %

J&, HAMRKIIF SO ERE N HE. BA KR
BRI . DURSEIGERR, 45 KR HH
R TBIFSSIBAR . 0 DAEA R, AT A
X B SV (] P T 0 SCRFAE Y 457K T 44 7]
HiFE TR H . 5 OMERIBITET A B, A 3CH)
PR 27 2 B G B g BSOS b 2 B 45 A0 15
B 2R ZTE . 5] A Word embedding 17
RN AHIE, HE— PR R AR AR SRR, 52

B ARUEW, PR A ) BRI SR LA o S A
A AR SCYEE IR TR A% TR R AR AU AR 55, [,
Word embedding F 5[ A, AR R TR E
SCHA ] MIPRRRE T

6 Eugt

RS NN S S N TS SN VS LN DAY
P L ZRil . BT K AT A 26 (] A AR A SCSE R AN
TSRS 7 THIAR B A BAVEHE Bly, A M 1 A AT E A
IR A AN S R R RURE.
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