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Abstract  Textual entailment, as a directional semantic reasoning relation, is widely distributed
in natural language texts. Research on textual entailment is a fundamental study in the field of
natural language processing. With various applications, it is helpful to other natural language
processing tasks. This paper clarifies the scope of textual entailment at first. As a binary
relationship, textual entailment has three basic research tasks, that is, recognizing textual
entailment, knowledge acquisition and generating entailment pairs. There are two key problems
in recognizing textual entailment, that is, semantic representation and reasoning mechanism.
There are also two key problems in knowledge acquisition, that is, knowledge representation and
knowledge source. This paper makes a detailed analysis on the internal and external factors leading to
the slow process of research on generating entailment pairs. This paper focuses on these key
problems while expounding methods of recognizing textual entailment and knowledge acquisition.
This paper points out the pros and cons of each method then. The development of research on
textual entailment is inseparable with international evaluation exercises. This paper summarizes

the datasets from these evaluation exercises. The arrival of the big data era and the development
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of deep learning theory bring a new rich source of knowledge and powerful tools, as well as novel

research topics.

discussed under the current research situation.
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The future research directions are pointed out and their feasibility is also
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EX 1. UARZEEE LN — XK Z B A
MERLSC R  Hrh 2 SR CAE T(Texo) 28 & 51
ie/E H(Hypothesis). 158 AATKH A C 8% $0A
v H g CRERE B T A9 iE SCHEFRAS i3 IS A 8
T & H.idfE T=H".

T1: T % 1997 4 5 A QIS M 5 2 Al
H1: T 52 d 1Al am A
T2: T % 1997 4% 5 A QIS M 5 2 Al
H2: T &AM 5 28 " I A
T3: T 1997 4 5 A A~ I’ 5 24w
H3: T &2 E A

2R B, T1-H1 £F 4 i 38 SCAS 28 35 19 € s
BATHY OC &R FR A B 2 & OC & (Positive Textual
Entailment). 754 51 & 5 SCRH &0 T« R RIOFF B A4
BE KRR ARON & K &R % F T2-H2, ANT3RA
T2 i L5 v DI EAS 4 H2 33X 4> i by i
AT T & % & (Contradiction) , X FR B 4 28
& % % (Negative Textual Entailment); X} F T3-
H3, AR A T3 1918 SCIE 8 68 DL o 48 A
SE ATl H3 A B PR BT RT AR AR OC R FR R
28 & 5% & (Unknown Entailment) , X FrH P2 &R
(Neutral).

B A R 1 38 B A S i B I ) TS SCAS A
ZEEORAR A SR T AT DIHERTS tf H A9 BH M 2
FRER.

1.2.2  SUAZR & 5 HA SCA 8] 56 28 1 DX 5 B &

T SCAS 25 5 1 B 9 T W 2L R0 & 3R (Para-
phrasing) # 17 X 73, &34 , il H F ok o8 P> SOA
F B & B AR R B S B DA A% SR UE . SR AT LA
NI — FhiE X F A9 X % (Textual Equivalence) 58
5 M ASOB ] 2 5% 5 & (Bi-directional Textual
Entailment). 1ij 3CAS 25 % O¢ 7 /2 B ) 4fE $ 5¢ &L
il T af AHERRAS B H1 B R Z A KT8
WAL & 1 5 [7] . Androutsopoulos 4 AN R T
RGNEWPET.

T4 Bt 5| REEh ).
T5. B B R Rl
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(Text Similarity) A W5 HEAT X o0 SCAFRL . 5
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KA.
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ARBOR B FEAS B R HR AR 07258 3 40, A3
X 1AM LOAANBC EEE T T X R, 6k
s — 2 = U RIEM T

Mg 1 Al SR Z & R R W —Fh ok
F o BRI S % 7 b A 3 3 A A [R) B SCAR 25
K VU L SCAS 285 AR A 3R DL B SCA 25 %)
A A
131 SUARZE SRR

U SCAS 2 55 9% F et 42 8 SUAS 28 55 F 9 1)
filt. A 45 S 4 s HE S

EX 2. HHE—XCR T-H, SR LA X H 2
TR 28 5 A AR HE ) A L XA 9 1) AR DA i ) S
K 25 55 % & (Recognizing Textual Entailment, RTE).,

PUNSCA 25 5 56 R IE 20 E 2 —Fh SUAR X 4326 [7)
L P R 2 e I MR A R RS AR
BRF AN AT B 26 5 5 R — 2L R o S or T
KEFMPYER R JE R Z T2, Fi8h A 253 b it
RAJE R R, & 4 T 7 J& K 7] 8 ( Contradiction
Detection) -,

WU SUAR B & R RZA L b0 — Fh Bk ik kAT
HEFR Yy o A2 U, H e o A A% ) 8
JE T SO A AL 3 — X A A A T
X H AT JE WA — 5 T R R AR & R
AR T SR s I U2 O O 4 AL A R T
B 5 B it >k HE SR o B — 2 T B bR AR 3C
AKX T-H 138 R 1A, e, — 3% A 1L
B kAT 5 Iy — J7 T T AR B A R A R
BLA B 7™ P HE — X R R P E. BRIES
W FREA AT — R 5 1 5 43 B (Language Analysis)
T H., i 4 18] (Word Segmentation) . id] 14 F5 1
(POS Tagging) 4] 143 ¥ (Parsing) 18 A (4R 1+
(Semantic Role Labeling) . J& 24k 2 #& ¢ 7/~ (Formal
Logic Representation) &¢. ZEX AN FHH . HAi £ /5
A E T TH SCAS TR SR 221 1 8k BORS B -
3 BAAAS 2 48 SCAS Fi B 4m) 15 A7 U0 L 30 1 b T AE
e e b | il i = SRTEED BB iR RC &0
T SRR O AE B R B 58 T O™ R HE AL
0T 1 SCFR IS A B P SRR B 1 G T R A S
AXS T-H FIE 2008 58 2 7 10k W4 i it 5t 7T LA AR
FRECE B ™8 58 25 W ML A% UE B T L 00 47 4 28 5 (0
SRAN ] B3] a1 1) P S X i SCEE AT, it AR W 3R]
AT AL RE s S 19 )8 Kk 07 2 AT RO
HEFR” 7. F5E bR BR T A A R 2R 5 RS
FIRY X B2 A DRI 184 (] B 2 5 09 35 5 4 B L B AR

LRI 174 73 BT 45 2R el R R BRSO L T B SO
A f18 TE A6 A B e A T Bl 0 T 7 A g i ATL o
AN BE PR IEHE T 1% B T8 S 7 i 1 21 19 HE PR &5
(14 TE A P AT A R 0 SCAR 25 85 5% AR 9 S B A
B — P EBE (trade-of D 9% & 18 L KR
5 4 PP X A A0 TR 56 &R L 1 i s R
Hh s BE A HfE AL A 2. 1 1 PR A 4.

B gt
. WA WM R M B
oiEX ! ! \ ! \ >
% TR 55 am R B 45 L TE B P ARG
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% g 110 A et L :
O e 0HE CERORRRREE R

BT SOARE & SR R P AL 1)

1.3.2  SUARZEE AR

H I T A 3 38 AT R, Ok A o 2 B B LU
RE 2 AR 2R TR A Al S o TR SOAR 2R
KARWMEAFFMCE F RN ER, N HEETZ
R TR SR B A 1 U LR R T B AR T T 0 T Y
Z 5 R

T SCHL L T T 2 R R T R SR 2
R R AR B SCHL U, 2 & RS i LHS
(Left-hand Side) #1 RHS(Right-hand Side) B #8453
A 2 L, B LHS= RHS”. fi] i, 2 &
SEIR=ICR” A DU s T — SRR >
Wz — KR 7 HE X LT Y=>X A Y7,
BUAT LA K T — B UK. =>FRIA — G . 7
T2 SO 2 R U 55 1 E S

EX 3. WHE—DUARES S, ZRPLA X H
M B SO AR 48 G AR 9 S04 Fr Be LY LHS=RHS”
AT 2 Al B O L AT 55 PR Ry SOAS 288 TR B
(Textual Entailment Knowledge Acquisition).

SCA 2 2 R AR BT 5 rh - A7 P A0 1) i
B B PR R AR UOR U

AR R R TE 2 S 1 5 5 N B Y 26
BRI S 15 o A R ] LAR A3 o B R
BB O 0 28 E R OR & A 48 5 =3 ) =K
J7) FOBIAR 0 0 28 5 AR (B A A8 &, X K
T Y=>XWA Y. FEE LS HR N 5 A E
TR 1 5 AR /DA 22 I v T Y 9 1) 28 . B
., “acquire” ff >y K W) 2 i) BE AT W 3K 7 i R L A
“EE TR 2 S AR X acquire Y=X purchase

Y’ ZE“AT&T acquire (Y ) T-Mobile=> AT& T
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purchase T-Mobile”#J_E T 3¢ H o7 o [H7E“Children
acquire( 2J 8) skills= Children purchase skills” it
Gy IS BT 5 PRI G e xof 28 55 0 AR 1 hig T 3%
S AT AR TR R [R) 0 o T 5 S

B AR B TE R IR A AR 2, 9] i) e A R
BT TEORE G B SO SE SR R IR A R RS
LR R DA R PR 20 S N A A Y R R A
ORI i /N TR S J5 2 ) TR S B A 8] i
PUORIE T BB A W 1 R R B k. | 2 R T
SCAS 25 5 F PR IR WA L0 R A, 2.2 95 K DAL
LRI A [ 880 %of 214 117 26 55 00 PR ST 5 A P g
PEAT A 2.
DN

i gl

EF >

IR KR
XMWEY=>XPFEY”

il
TR

F'_/
HIRRIR

%'—/
FIRERIR

B2 SOARZ & A PR IR A9 A% O )

1.3.3  SUARZE &R A

EX 4 HE—DXAREB T ME & mHE
D, ZERPLEF AR D AR BURR O B T 24 & 9 SCA B
H., fifi T=H §o7 2% 4F 55 0RO SCAS 28 8 % 1 A2 B

MAE L4 AT LA M SCAS 255 0 09 A2 AT 55 52
bR FOR AR AR 3 B 548 10 R0 TR (D) X 45 28
LRR (D) PEAT 4 B A i AR H R SCAS 2535 400380 F
5% F2 A AR SCAS 2 5 1) 5% R U RN TR RO A
1155 b 5 SCAR 2 8 % 19 A O I g A
Ji PR R SO LR LA D T

PYER s — 5 1T H O i 328 A 5 i 4 B P $0
T S A8 B A AR 2 S R i B LHS
SERIXTRE 3 NS A ) RHS, 8 4 48 ot — 25 4k 31 AT
e A 3 A — RS (RHS, ,RHS, ,RHS,) , i F
B R R AL ML AT RE AR 9 AN g
(RHS,, s RHS,, ,+++ . RHS;; ) +++-- 3NAS NG i 6 77
T35 THT A BRI AT S B A A ) 1 i R R
A+ AR R0 v 0 1 R 0 1 SF- 34 T R O
0.8, Ml HE AL F 0. 5 i A Ky 4 BN W] 5 L A8 4
T R G RN . 2k DY VR M 3, AT

0. 8'~0. 4<C0. 5 A LA by L 1E 8 1 X LA R IE.
b s FEAIF 5T SCA 25 5 %6 A i 0] R 7 4 B 3 RR
AR AT A R

AN — 7 THT - 26555 6 1 A A B A 2 1 )
B AR PIr 4 46 Ay F BEAIL ) A0 2600 SR B AR BT AR R Y S
PUZE RS2 215 56 28 100 0 00 3K BB BF 5 v A 8
FSCEA S HE SIS % B SR TR v g 4 R D 14 5
21 N S Mt A P R 53— T S ol AR K
BRI » SCA 2855 %68 0 A B AR Bk /D T 02 1 1 T 97 5t
H G E A 25 S RS 1T T 2R,
L3040 ARECS AR B 56 &

VB R SCAR 285 5 WE 98 A0 A 3 S AR (] 8, S AR
ZH O R Z R TR AR B 2 A R 3 TR 5
IR 2 L AR AR 8 M B T — A SR A A iR
HERWE 3 fros.

R )
HEFH LA
O R A A R

B3 SUAR S Y S A ) R HE G &

SO 25 5 5% AR I8 2 SCAS 435 A R WF 9T 1Y
e B SR 7L BOX 2 R RE Ty T T HE
BRALH 5 0 SCA 2 5 AR 2R U 2R HOR X
SRV T SO R A 2 5 R AT U g ) 2
SRR 5 [ ISF 25 5 TR 20 o 5 4 A i i 1Y
PRI TR A 1 5 10 SCAS 25 15 0 114 A2 i 5 2
$HE BRATL A A0 25 55 A R I () D AR 1 Sl .
1.4 ETRHE

AT 11 R SCA 25 5 BB ST L
Yyd AT HEHEAT 7 RA 5 1. 2 95 45 SO B Y
TE S5 HE SO A 56 A X3 S 1K AR L B e HE e
Wl 1.3 W A A SR 3 AR
A S AU R PR R BRI 25 5% X A AR A 1. 3. 1
T4 O AR U B S AL O ) — 3 R 5 4
ML L I 25 HARATTAY R 29 5¢ & 5 1. 3. 2 3545 R
BRI P A %0 T i1 PR 3% s 5 0 oK I
1. 3.3 9946 Hh A28 5% 0 AR JUAH S F 58 2E e 221 1Y)
P PRURIA R s 5 J5 s 130 4 5 iR U L 3R S 2R R
AR,

5 2 9N SCA 2 7 W AF 9 B R AT IR 20 A L




894 it "

Hl

AL
-

i 2017 4F

T 56 % ZR IR I 9% 2 SOAS 26 15 A G 9T Y B A
2.1 K5 Bl 2% i BEML 6 LA 9 ik 4 0 A7 M TR
Uil A 28 2 PP AL 0 AR AR i e R LR
AN AL s FLUR S SUAS 2 5 56 Z W0 B AN O 0 2
HER B FER 5 2. 2 95 [ 28 11 3R 7 0 O R X
A AZ 0 (] R 6 8 AR 32 4 20 % F0 iR, IR 4R oA
[F) IR AR B v R AR it s B J s SCAS 2 45 A G 58
1) 3% ) & J B85 AN JF 3T AF Ok Aot %6 28 Jp 1 [ B 1 5
2.3 TR T A 4 v s e A KA TLAS B B 2 0 A
— S R BCHE 4 O 45 R L A TR A 8 A RN 2 i
1) B 07 1. 51

it Z A0 K SUA 2R B A ORI S U T —
RE IR T R L H G A 52 4 1k B SE I K. R B
A A 1 281) A R 3T A R B 2 ) B 5 SR R R R SC
A2 5 5 ] B Ok 1ML 5 Bk R 2R3 TR
SR HTAE IS BLAR S5 S RO AR TE T R SUA 2
R SRR S AT R
2 MRMRSW
2.1 ZBEXRWIRAAE
SCACZ 5 5 Z 0 TR A 98 S SOAS 286 35 AH DG BF 58
() 3 A 5K % LA 5% Ik 48 AT AR 3L A AT
Py AU A ¢ R H AT IS R I 2 At
2. 1.1 BT AHALE B9 SCA 2 5 O R 7 i

M G285 5 O R ) T-H XA A Fe B A A . i 441
Wiy T1-HL R ge . A A3 0 rT DU T-H X5 4
RIS ) 7 L2 5 0 I 2 & R &R X e B T A
RUE 19 SCAS 28 3 0% R U 5 vk 1 A JE AL

X e W, £ RTE fiff 5% 45 35k 1 5 15
B 28— B U 1 (H B A B ST ORI IR A BLAE
22 JORHARL E A Sk 0 50 A TR g — AR AR 70

Jijkoun % AN R e T L T A3 B Y (Bag
of Words) ) SCAS 25 & 5¢ R R A 7 i b iy HL AR A0k
S AR F ) 38 3 RO B R R AT AL SR R
4 Lin-H LY AL WordNet ™ F LB , IF DLk
AR A W 2 R R

Adams"" 7E Tijkoun f i) 4% 15 B L RE |, 01 i
PEHb 4 T — OB A A LEE L i A R A
WordNet" ! i il B A9 i) 4% ok 7% # T At H, 931
B 2T o R R g R4 LAt R AE
PSRRI 2 A O AL Rl sk s SE N A
FrameNet " i $2 T-H [HHE 42 B 4% DA S HE 4L 0 K
AHABLRE SFe 1 W 28 5 G R

Mehdad 4§ A" 3E— 25 F & 7 g 40 BE B
T ST T T A AR B AR R BE T AR A L L g
B AE T A H g 35 s b (H A R A
oM R 2. Heilman 28 A M #E Mehdad 48 A 11 3
filt b2 SCT BEINAR 2% 1) /) ik B G 4R A AL G X
RED NN TSN T i DB | I ) IS o
I T SO 23 G A B U R A A2 ik
HRVE R GE & RIEFESFAE 55 RIS T AR

T 0R 5 N0 T — Bl 3 5 AR Bl
RTE J5 . % IT BN AL 2035 K R Y SCAS g 24 B
A AR AL BOAR [R] 35 R 32 07 2 A T R A Y
(Knowledge-Based Topic Model) 3 i+ 5 15 X AH bl
JE O LA A A 2 2 2 75 56 &R Saikh S8 AV IR
HE AL B R TP R 8 1 SORTER 356 ST Bl
FE T AR S T-H % (AR DL &

TS T AR LB 11 O 12 S I L A T B [ I
BT 25 B AL B o (H 23X b 07 i i A7 AR 5 A 1L
RIZ5 557 S O G 8 SCRH RUE I R AR SO 205 6
I Bl DU L 49 T4-T5.

LT R B3R ik i — OB LA s T

{1, %Zw,-sim,-(T,H) >0

F(T.H) = : :

0, 70
Horb bR B0 F (T HD 2 4 % % 2 19 1 R A
FOT H)=1.0%% T=H.% F(T.H) =0, 1 %
& T=2H; 0 R BE U R IE 5 sim, (T, H) J& F A
o s, S HAN R
2. 1.2 BTN S SCAS 2 06 R U vk

TR AR RE ) U0 Oy s Bt B AR T
TR T RPN 5 kL 3 2 i O AN 2 L R A AL
JE R H B 28 5 OGRS SEAE T AL H AR AR LA 3 O
R AT X T AR T HE X 5 0 J7 SRR AR Dy H)
T 2 5 A B2 R AR AT

De Marneffe 55 A8 Y XS 55 FH) W 20 25 43
BT PSRRI NIRRT T 8B 20 %) 5% Bl » SR 5 L
FABLER 52 J7 2 2 X e 280 LB T A B X 5 4l
PR 2655 5 R T 1.

Htene ™ 42ty 1 A M5B (9 B 2 1k i S O 3. Al
B e #  DIRTEY | WordNet™ | VerbOcean™" |
Wikipedia 28 M PR H rb iy Ba] [m) T o iy Xof
JO7EB 3 AR 5 550 JR) B X 5 #2 JEE (Local Fitness) ,
VA — AU 5 55 O 4 Jry Xt H AR S (Global Fitness).
WERAFAE Z R eIt 75 2 00 6 i 4% 4 Jay X 55 2 B e
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Rl S 7 XL i 23 o bh 3 4 JRy X 5% AR R A
o B E R A i T-H X2 50 U2 5% ¢ & R RT A
& LB 1 35 T FRTE] 9 X 5 7 1k 9 R il B, MacCartney
SN T A E GO X 5 7 1. Basak 48 A
2 56 T ) IR X 55 . Sultan 8 AT R T
TR A ERE % 5507 5. Noh 45 AN il 7 — Fil
e 2 2 R 55 T5 1k AT LR G 45 2 Fhoxt 5
R 235 ) W 20 75 G &R

FE TR T 0 A B T AR B O i A g A
TXFEERAE T RE A FE L T-H X v A A [H] 1Y
FR A3 X A B A T L (R X 2 5 kR
ZARE ARG AL T-H % b Fia) 2Z 8] By 52 2% %) 55 7
W IRIEFESTENE S SO

BT 3F B 7 i — OB A FRR T

F(T.H)=J(A,,).
A= argmax GU{(T,~H)}),

((T,~Hp} €D

LUT,~H,})+aMU T, ~H,;})
GUT,~H;}))=
{ } ﬁF{TiNHi}

LUT,~H ) =>sim(T,.H) .

Horp B FCT HD 228 5 R R A E s 5 4 F(T,
D=1,0$% T=H,# F(T,H)=0,} % T+
H; T,CT 23R Ti—#5r . HCH ZXA HE
— o3 T ~H KR T, 5 H BEMMFH{T.~H:} R
T-H (B R0 m] A7 0 %8 55 05 25 A =2 die 0 55 07 s
@ 2 fir A Al E RIS 55 7 A A4 T Co) AR 4l X 5%
Jr NHE B E R R W R AL 2 T=H A 1, 75 W E
HO0;GUT,~H: D AR FRE;LUT,~H, D)
R Ry EB X TR s MU T, ~ H, b)) o 42 Jay b 55 R 8K
E AT, H PR B X 5015 8 R, LR 8K
o VM R A B TR VAT 42 JR) 6] 55 oR BURT JR) 8 R S
FERE s £ (T~ H, ) izt 55 Iy Arp —— X 5585 40 19
B X4 Ry % 5 F B HEAT IE AL 5 sim (T, H)
i T.5 H AL .
2.1.3  FET BN SCOREE LRI Ik
0 R RSB R — Al SCHER O R A
S BB R AE I B C 2 T R ik S
T PR 2 32 T AR AR B SOAR 2 5 1R
SRR R B AR A AR I Y O T — )
TS T-H X R 5 R b i g 52 g 5 O
BRI K e — B 2 8 3% 38 L (First Order
Logic Expression) , ¥4 il g3 S 4 &, SR J5 N FH 2 48 4
FERLI R R H Rk 2GR T 3Rk
FIVE SRR T A B S AR A BT A

b

Hobbs 25 AMY 8 YO 3 A #E 2 ( Abductive
Reasoning) [ J5 ¥ #F A7 SCAS HE 2L 9 P 4 2 09 A<
JELAR i i 5 X ] e 38 A i RS Y s R Y Oy 2
AT A (TAS A T R 2 K 1 R P T S AR
B WE 2 AL R AT R R R,

Raina % A\M ) A IR A7 6 &K T-H 343
Il 2278 A VP T i R R IBOE XL H i
AR A AR B T B A T s O P 9 A A L
Sl T ey HL IR oF 55 4 2 A9 A M, DA T 4 e %)
T-H & 7 44 U2 5 50 R kA7 410,

Moldovan %5 AU sz 81 i COGEX & % 8
WordNet™* 8 L K& T-H X 7% B0 2 55 A i, 4R
Jo L 2R VL AT HE R B A B ) B RS K
ZIIF (Answer Validation) 1, % HPERE4R T+ T 24
30 0. JH 2 3k — Rl ORI 28 7 38 (Implications,
filin LHS=>RHS) 492 R 7 k. fa 2 56
e T AR WA IR S G R Y AR A IE I 1 A~
285 Y T (Antecedent, LHS) , B 4 5 7] LA If
XA 20 & AL AR ST w5
(Consequent, RHS) 9% 25 W 2R &3 — & 51 1) 4
FZJE AR T A HIB A4 H % T-H Xy
B B R R X — RINME TS LA UE ] 1 5 72
WARZ T — RYMER AW R AR S HL 4N
H T-H AN 28 & 20 5340 m] RUR A e
AL A H p A 2 HES T 89 A fi el

Akhmatova " A T 2L TAE, IF 5 HAh oy
AT T X EeL A AT SE B T B> RTE (Recognizing
Textual Entailment) R4, 58 1 4~ & 4 2 {f H & 4
MR T e SR WAL 55 2 MEH T — B2 48
T RN A 52 2 e A8 (HL S 0 25 2R R WX S R 48
M HERA 2 (Accuracy) 22 0 JL. & AT K B, R
A ARy T-H XAl DL o 2 58 i 5545 L (H 2 X Fh s
AR 5 R T-H 4. S EE R R GRS 0k
B 3R E (EL AT ] AR I R L FERB S ol T 2 15
O HBEST e SR WAR & R A S BOZ T
PPk RE R e 4 ST B T B A& R 1 T Ik

Fr92 b, B ET AR R SRR A 5 L2
AR H N B SR IE T B2 R A A ik
R HE R T I AR R — A RTE R 48 ™ 4% &
SPIZ BRI RN, O [ 32 25 AR FAR L 4 4 Bayer 4§
NP B SEELAY System 1. 08 T 3k X A a] 8, 1R £
RTE REHGI AT —hn it S ws. 61 fin COGEX™
ARG AVEZAW T 8 H Py — 28 7arddl, i HAEAR
M) B 26 B A BE T AR N AR AT LS T AR AS W] 8 114 4
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RO, 1] Raina 8 AN 5] A TR (Cost) HLI.

HE T2 B T B 0 J A R U AL AR IR B
) AR I A B SOA 25 5 PR e, A — o i 1R
WA H 3O i 2] 2 4R R R A A2 &
B B PE R s T SRR A B R AR A5 4
FHGE 5% v T L AT A (] 256 g IR

WA o e T R T A B Y O 1 R A
AJ DA of Ak 31— 2 HC Aty 0k AR XM A% DR 1) R iR SOA
Ze 2 [a) B )0, B & 28 % (Quantity Entailment) -
5] L, B S T-H xf o e 42 3 ) B AT s A
RE I T JHC 265 5C 2R B RF JE 26 1), 40 T6-H6. Roy
E VNG U KNI (R N A DR
W TR T — MRk QVR (Quantity-Value
Representation) ik 7.

T6: 5 1H L iCE A 5.
H6 . 520 _EAlCE AR A .

R T A AR T kB R s
F(T,H)=P(FOL(T)NFOL(D),FOL(H)),
Horp D g2 & MR B F(T, HD 2 41 & R &
MHE R &5 F(T. H) =1, W # ¢ T=H, #
F(T,H)=0, 35 T#H; FOL () BT LA 3L
RSH AR — 2 i RIB A KB P (e ) B R
FUEB BB A A S R AT DL A 1 A S HAIE

BIEE 2 280 Wt 1, 75 W 4 i3 0.
2. 1.4 BT AR SUAS 2 5 58 R O v

BEXS A TR E R I B AL A R
TR T AR U T vk X ST R SR T T A
AR B FE T Y B 8 e A Gk S B T
TR F 2B BRS04 g 05 2 B L SCAR bR T 5
W T-H X 3s A B Fh il 5 2 R n B 20 il o g vk
B A B AE S IR T 55 S0 TR 3R 7R Bk R 0L 4R
Ja Lhix s A7 HE B BAR b F, st e Xt T
FH 14 32735 T8 AR 5 41 10 AN 0 2l S 4 LT
XF 7 T W d5e Ja R T i G ) 5 5 &1 [m) ) 14 O 1%
W T-H J& 7540 B2 & R 5.

BN, Bar-Haim 58 AM° 74 T-H # %78 BN
TR ARG R BRI X T A A vk AT S L
I 2B IS LR H R AR RIE 20, A€ 26
KA AL s 45 BT AT ml BE A el 5 RO, AT5 98 AN g
TEASVFROIE N IR 0 H bR WHD E D AR 20 & 6 R 26
ot Lien %5 AM0f T-H % 32785 0k i I HE4T
M E. MacCartney 28 AM N4 4 T 3£ F Natural
Logic 44k B J5 5. 3% 05 1 48 7 1 FH 00 0 149 )5

FIAE AL » 38 2ot A R A 0 2 5 R &R

Stern ¢ AP FE Bar-Haim 2§ A (%) T /B 3t il
AT 5 Raina % AN 280U AN (Cost) LT
73X 26 A A o 2 I 252 1 2% 2 T 45 3 /Y. Tian
S NHUY T Bar-Haim 458 AR BUAH L LU DCS
(Dependency Compositional Semantics) [ 1 23k i
AT #E.

BT R T R TR TR AT NS
FHNAZ o R T AR 2R AE T-H #2455k
W 1 Sk - AN AN Yo EP S v
P B ™ T AR A 5 KL DU L AN 5 2 A R DU S Bl A
[ A R AT o T A5 10 118 0 D) 2 SO 31 o i R A1 G 2
R ORI S 255 R A Sk B T N A =AY 0
PR A — 28k B RHBLERE, 2. 3 75 44 X fn ey 3k
WUZE 5 R AT A

BT B4 U 7 k1 — OB AL R s ks
F(T,H)=SEARCH(REP(T) ,REP(D).REP(H)),
Horb D Oz 5 MR BB F (T HD 2B R AW
F5E REGA F(T, H) = 1,08 ¢ T=H. % F(T,
H)=0,0¥% T H;REP (+) R LLE XA 2
B AG  WAETE LFRIR Q) B L SCIEL 55 5 R R
SEARCH (+ .+, ) RAGR KL LA 3 2%
RAT AR ISR 2 DS EOI R A HE B 25 1 4
RGNS 3 A SHETE A W s 1, 7 0
Hoo.

2. 1.5 FETRG R SO ZE & U O

XTI T A 4 B 25 28 SOAS 28 5 U O 2 B AR
BEHRE G¥E B THEFIRABAR RTE
J5 i I AR T-H #2508 Cln
i) H S R [m) SO | R TR S | AR R AL BE L )
W g B X SRR i T R ch H R0 A
RETE— B AE N FFIE 3% A Zr 28 8% (AN S 45 ) & 4L
S5 BEAT Ay M 5 k.

Zhang 55 NP7 R TG T B/ME B (Mini-
mum Information Tree) %5 F§1iE A9 IR A B Ok fi p
OO 2 & U IR %5 R T-H b A 3L
ITES A A B A I Oy — D AL R E 2K
B AL IR 18 A 7 A ) v WY 1) 45 4 o 0 2008 I
AME B BE T B /NE R AR AL S iR AL
A BBIRFAE. e/ ME B AL AE TE—ERE L
e TR M B (b SO 3R L )k 23 B D B
IR RE I, N3 1 5 s i B . BR T oM
BB — AL RRIE , Zhang S NiB Rl & T H 0 8 &
B A] T AR 5L RS TP R AL EE | ] S ] AR R
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JEE R AR A S T SRR AE

AR Z2 1 Xof v ST SCAS 28 5 R ) 5 A LRl LAH
AIX—Z 5. 41 Huang 58 AP 22 F50 X 21 8 4
NP ey A O AR DT AT RS
N Zhang 8 N H I — RS ENA T T-H
[) SC i) B SCim] | B3] B A8 K B R (POS) AH BLEE
FrameNet""" #ALLEE | 1] 25 AL JEE R A5 32 RS A AR
LBESS R 1 U RS . Word Embedding!®™
SERFAE Y 03 248 U7 15

B TR A B U O ik 1) — OB L3RR
W

F(T,H) = C(X),
X = (/a2

For s FCT HD J2 2585 R R WA E e K4 F(T
H) =1, A% T=H.% F(T,.H)=0,0$E T+
Hi et C:RY—> {0, 1} 23K 4. /0K T=H i}
B bR 1 U O ) B kD 2R DU T R R L S
M HLAE s X S N RS g & o " RoR T-H XY
55 1 DR,
2.1.6  HET IR f 2 0 25 1 SUAS 28 B OC RPN

Bt R 2 > BRI 5 Y AS BT R R S SR Y AN
W Ji 3 A A A B T S R T R R I 2%
1) SCAS 2 2 R O k.

(D) 3T ZRPUR2Z 2N RTE Jrik

ZPRIY IR 2% E Hl (Restricted Boltzmann Machines,
RBM) 7 By Smolensky™® F 1986 4F i 2 . &
S — 2 2] YNGR A 32 53 A (Y BEAIL AR J R 25 19 26 A5
A, Hinton 2 A"/ 4 2006 4 fdi Ffl RBM k47 [ 4k
TFJa T B 2% 3 B, RBM 76 R 1E 2% 3 L P [ 3+t 3
DA B = R0 g 45 SUSAT A T I Y Ly 88 NN
RBM B R R 3 7 U5 SOA 28 & ¢ R Gk, T
e T —A> RBM BAIR 4% 5] T-H Xf iy ik & &£
I BT A T-H X, 4R 5 A A 8 a2
(Reconstruction Error) fE N 4R4E %% T-H ¥ 2 &
FETESCAS 28 & KRR MATHIE ANy TR 25 8
AN T-H X iy 3 6] 38 SCBZ . DT BCA 7T RE A7 78 26
TRA.BRT RTE S, 1285 8 7] I F &2 A
(Paraphrase Detection) [A] 1.

(2) FE T I 22 [ 25 19 RTE Jr ik

65 i 22 M 4% (Recursive neural network)
Goller % N\"* B #2 . Socher % A" ¢ 56 ¥ 3 14
Pl ) 4 i B A 3 g B 4L S Socher 25
N K Trsoy 45 AN SCKE 38 09 M 28 90 2% T 1 J&
ST, 5 RTE AT 55 28 oL, 5 8o Ar i & — > 3¢
RO FEIES A E HX— 30K T By 1% Bk

PESEAT HIET, 1 RTE AT 55 75 20— 3CA X T-H
() 26 5 O R HEAT TR 38 1 A 8 I 24 A 3 4 S5 I 1)
FCEER T X B AR TE F U I A
g 77.

B J5 » Bowman % A E R A8 R 33 U4 o 20 1) 4%
AN SCA 2R 5 O R IR IR TN LS. Xk
i 3 VA P 2 285 X T N H 43 S 3204 7 el A, 75 31
A1) SR S R A ] ok AR 2 HEAT LA B
Zeimk Softmax 432 & AT 4328, 388 H A 28 M 45 1Y
PEFAAE T Hn] DL 3e 4 F) ] A) 245 8 (HH PR e 1
BRI 1) 3 B 4

() T HE MM R RTE Jrik

FFR P 25 M £% (Convolutional Neural Networks,
CNND J& — 2 3k F 75 [8] b % BUER A 19 1l 28 0 2% #it
#. Kalchbrenner ¢ A fil Kim ™™ 22 500 H H F
H AR IE T A BRI, X A R AT AL Yin T
e T T Attention AL A FR A 28 W 2% ok 4b B
RTE [a] @8, dy T 0 26 & 06 R0 2% 08— X 0
T-H, Pt 7T PR R Fe e — A SO (i T) k47 A
BF 2B — A SO (CHD W5 B X Fh 2 BUOBL )t
J& Attention L. 1% J7 ¥ i i 75 6 FRERAE thom A
Attention Matrix {77 5 3k 52 30 % Fl 2 R

[ S Ry e Y I E W N R SR @ L B NG
D5 R T A5 B A ) SOAS 265 06 R 2R AIE.
Mou % A7 0 LR T3 TR A5 Y S B &
M 2% (Tree-Based Convolutional Neural Networks,
TBCNN). % W 45 F 4 A7 m) 1 1 AR 46 BB AE 1Y
I FHREG2  48) 1A% AR A1 B2 O B BB A — YRk $ B
ACT R I A 15 ] A7 DG R AR B 1T
G T WA TBCNN ok xf T-H @i, fd J 9 42 |
SR AR AE AR 5 ) A AR IE A 3 ) AR T-H
XY 1 SCAE B SR 5 36 A Softmax 432 2% #E 47 4
2% Z AT EY CNN 26 /m) 880 3% 05 80 40 1L
TRAF R R W AUE B AT 32 5 1 0 e 32

(4) T LSTM KM &M 1) RTE Jrik

LSTM(Long Short-Term Memory) fi £ ¥ 447
JE— BT (Gate) £ il (199 25 #2228 (Recurrent
Neural Networks) , B 8 X — 4 7751 i 17 @A I
L3 3ok TR A e T — A B i 28 I 5 v ) A R T
4% (Vanishing gradient) [A] . Sundermeyer 2 A"
T LSTM (% /m) F R, H A M, #e B\ 72 )
AT AR A A i A 26 A LSTM fij48
K2 A SE ER IS . LSTM i) e 28R 285 H s ok &
/R IX A4 F. Bowman 58 AR CK LSTM A1) T 45
HAH A RTE 4335,
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Rocktaschel % A & % RTE {F % ki 7
LSTM 4] 5 #E 8L, b 73 5 6 P4 LSTM Jefg xf T
A H PEAT AL IR A 1A LSTM i i &R SR
WItRALEE 2 > LSTM. fE B B sl A T
Attention HLil . BI7ESS 2 4~ LSTM 4b 3 H B S8 T
T w{E &. L4k, Rocktaschel 252 AR H T Word-by-
word Attention HLi|, BI7ESE 2 4~ LSTM 328 H
B A IS BRI SR — A LSTM AL T B thy
A5 B JE— 2P TT 7B RIVERE. i 73 Attention
[a] 7 (£ Word-by-word Attention #LH F J 46 &) &
I AZ AL B T OC 3 2 T-H X rp 1 3 X B B
g3 I HSEB T8O 55 XL G BE T8 55 89 RTE J7
RS AT T . L, Lin B NS R T
FH A Attention HLH A 7] LSTM(BILSTM) &
RUR US| SCA 5 KA.

Wang % APUAE Rocktaschel 28 A T 4E 19 2 fil
L 2EH T mLSTM (matching-LSTM) # , 8 f5 56
T T-H % op 2% 38 20 ) U8 B 00 %07 IR 80 H 4
By LSTM BB 4 th 5 %0 T 8L 8 LSTM At
R ) Attention [ & HE AT F H2. /E i A ik A
mLSTM, Jf 8 mLSTM ¥y & 2 Hi 1 3% A Softmax
PR IEAT 2 WA Z IR AE T R T — 4
Fipk n] NULL, i H 2 fif 595 5 T oo B
A IEHR O AR I B, mLSTM gt & e 5
NULL #47 VT BC . A5 2 F 38 0 17 4 25 % 55 0 20, 58
H R FEALAL Gl X mLSTM [ 1542 ] (forget
gate) FEAT 43 A & B, mLSTM i ] F i fF A I fic
IO . R R A
ICAEATEEAE B B0 T-H 1918 AR TR Y . M
770 5 26 5% D% 28 JBUAT » 5 UK JHC ) Sy o 9 i v 2 O
. A mLSTM 9% A ] (input gate) B 734 &
P, T3 499230 (content words) 28 mLSTM &,
7 452 FF 3] A8 9k Z 0. mLSTM i HLHI 75 & AR H
B BT LTS b

Cheng % A A 1132 2 451 rp i A Rk 2
H T LSTMN(Long Short-Term Memory-Networks)
BRI U 2 & G R, 5158 LSTM SR A 1L,
LSTMN f{# A {2 % (memory tape) Ifij A & ic 1218
(Memory Cell) 21212 LA FE W) AR 25 (state) Fil By H
Coutput) itk 7 Z Hif LSTM 28 J5 110 14 s 4 5 34
G R B[] JF HOZE AL ZE LSTM N a1
—~ Attention JZ R LT H N E S K. LK FE
B, A Attention 2 BB % il 4K B Y K A7 O &
X F U 51 3 A 0] f, Cheng 28 A% i1 T Shallow
Attention Fusion il Deep Attention Fusion i f %

(mismatches) 5 &

HEALH]. 25l Wang 58 A9 LA/E", Cheng %5 ATE
T-H W) AR B4 i hn b 7 — AR5k 518 (EOS).
BT Bl 2 M 45 1 U7 k0t 2 4 RTE & il iy
(State-of-the-art) J7 . % 2 7 1 B A 1) o 1 2
IR IR R e R o S W SR U EZY T
SACGHE B AR A 0 o R A Al AR T S T L b
BRI S BN % . 5 30 22 K5 1 I 2R kLA fig

il
T IR A 2 2% 1K R 0 7 1 9 — OB Ak &
ARUTE

F(T,H)=Softmax(NN(SM(T),SM(H))),
Hovp, e FCT HD S 255 R R WA e B 4 F(T
H)=1,¥% T=H.,# F(T,H)=0,l$]¢ T=
H;Softmax ( +) J& Softmax /32 %%, & T=H, &
L 05 SMCe) 2 /m) 158 AU bR 4, 17 53 48
XA T B H e il o 1) i R s B 20, il LU CNN,
LSTM 454 28 W 45 A1) 1530 s NN () J& T 9422 I
Ll 5 1] i 19 A 2R P ol 28 0 2% o
2. 1.7 SRR R FARMN IR T

St TR R T 2 TR T — KR i
SARAT Z A RO 2 O R PR 5 i 1 SOR X 2
B K KK HEAT T BB R 2 X457 iy AT
BZ A 5 R Z A AT A

x2 BEXRIAFNFEI L
BB ] Az Ak ARZAL
e (D JTIRE M SEBLTR H SRAT BB AR AR 2 557 A
FEABLEE I

(2) Ty f 7 Fi1 45 Tl AR UL BE 42
TERRBL A FE A b, 51 AT 55 5

TE IR R Y 571 491

X505 XA R A fE

X3 AE. B 'S, B P
Rits IOk 6. VGBLIES I EAE AU E AN
(D M B RS “PLas (D il F 304 2032 3 4 8
TR A AT — IR e R L, S
BHEA B LA 5 SRR,
(2) fefsMpsB B 5 % (2 BRNINELZ S 80k
S e L T G [ HES IR, A 0] AT
D B8 T TR E A Ty ik bk B ™ 5 R B 1
o 14 FEN A 5 M) AS 58 35 () B0 5 30
(2) RELREE B, — BRI, 415 00 B 5 8
EFEEE LR TR, U SR AR
A B MG T Z R E LS M RE, (D AR E
e A AN 1B E ey (2) 75 B85 2 I s B
(D #EgfbmEER. TR T
AR A A [ 00
WE () WEMERE—E BT L (D HEBSHEARZL;
s LT A 1 SR AE B 5 (2) 25 ) B BE 12
Mg (3 B (3) T BRI ZRiE kL.
(2) G
(3) I A] FE AR -
2.2 ZEEHMIBMIKEAE

SUA G5 R AP BIF T AN TF AR 5G4 35 R
BRI HURE 3 T 8 A 3 0 sl e e 10y 7 2 LR
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AR T 0T R B 28 AR 1L 302 T RTAT AR
KR 5 R RN 2 28 AR BB 9 ) A % 0 ()
AL R 25 RO IR AT LA A3 Sy N A At ) B 5 R
RS T Ak 1 Fofr 5 2 25 SR 4 B K 7 O O [\] ] 4
a3 R W 28— B IR] B T GO0 A 28 B R AR A 2
Sl ) 262 AR TR B 585X RS RO [R) R 2
FPR O AT 4.
2.2 1 DNTE AL A A O b AR IR R ik

(1) B ga) S Jacd 18 00 1Y) 26 5 TR AR B

N T A 1 T R A O ORI R K O]
r R ) S — R pR LI SRR SO L. T PR3 Y R SC
H A R] R A IR IR 1Y R) SCIR] b A6 ) 45 26 5 .

WordNet"* B R % B XML, J& 7% RTE
ARG H Tz A 2 B9 HL L 3] M (Machine Readable
Dictionary) . Moldovan & A" 15 224380 WordNet
Hh B3] R S Ak N R 2 i 3R 3K KL Kouylekov 4§
NEYFI A WordNet ™ vl 1 (1) /] i) . R A7 1)
85 R F ORI A1) B e 1 W 2 5 RN R, Pazienza 5§
AEFH ] WordNet H B 3a] [i] 5&¢ & | VerbNet!™ th
A [ HEZR 54 & DL M WordNet 5 VerbNet f B &
K F I R

e R A FFETEL AR WA & AR R 5 — ROk
. Kouylekov 45 N7 F JE F LSA #y ) 1 A8 L B
J5 ¥ N AEBE 1 B b 3 M AL 3a) K R 1 9 2R R
Hb T RO B A5 R PRI A SRS IS R T 2 K
F BN e 4E 5L E R bR A AR 22 T AR R A 4
SHACWV) T X R A H SR R W=V X —
B AR, U H “The Siren(Musical) ” 7] 15 1 “ The
Siren=Musical”. Shnarch 2 A F T 845 7 4 31t
R e Sy W =R i PuR S WU i rReS
AP TA) N T O AL

(2) AR AR ) Y 2 25 R LRI

FrameNet™*" J& — >4 f i CHE 48 E 47 41 21 1)
YDA ML BT R HL rP R A S RE SRR O — Fh 2R R
358 T % HE S /Y 35 1) 38 o LA S il 7). Aharon 5§
NPT B R FramNet 4222 i) 5¢ 22 M 1]
) i R BUZE S AR (AN cure X=X recover) B k.

BTN A 0 MR R 55 T L AR A ]
KFR I H G PR o PRI D v R OB ) 28 55
TEUI Y A 23R 0 v . (L 0 L8 v ) YA R [ 3K
PRI TT I T AR AR 255 R AR MU LA R
2.2.2  MRHUATE R rp SR IO & R 7

BT ) i S N T A Y Y U, DR RLASE R IR 1 R
5 Web R 45 3 b Al FE A0 & 5 6 A9 20 & 0L I

A BT NIRRT rh R RSO 25 IR Y
T5 k.

(1) Fagm) K e 18 20 Y 20 5 R R

Harris"" & HH T 435 B 7 i EAR L B AR
ARl b7 SO B B A T R TR S A BL Y. T B SCAH
o) B iR B TR AR A A 4 KR,

Lin“" 3L F o0 A i ik BARSR T Lin-AH L,
I e A R RS TR ) i % TR ) e i 2 2
WL Lin- AU A RF 02 WER P 1A W=V B R
SCEE A R X S 1R Y Lin- AR RLRE L £ L
. TR IE P AN 3R] W=V i Lin- AR 0 B2 8 2 3 A 15
{8 0N AT Z AR 20 & K &R %07 2 NIk
BRI T R B B TR S R TR AR 2 R (E X A
A —SElEFE, 28 R SCHBLAI A R R4S KRN
S A W < good - bad” , 23 R 7E v 2K BCAY 250 5 R
h AR % T VR TR S P TR 22 (8] 8 255 5 1)

X Geffet 58 AW 2 7 — Bl i e B 0] 7] 28
&7 Y J7 B HAE AR AR O X g E i A 1R
W-VL WERTEFTA Vi R SOl LS VR4 il
H WLstk oy W VR A VS ST AT IA
W=V. 4, Zanzotto 5 AW 42 1 3 3 £ i
U (selectional preference)” i) 3l i) [8] 25 & J5 m] H|
SE D7V I R A 02 1 SR i SR (8L TR
SCF A 2R RURR 22 14 ) i) 2 35 1 A (B0 1Y gl ).
Kotlerman & N\ 1 $2 5 7 A5 J5 ] 09 46 Bl 2
(Directional Similarity Measure) 3 & 28 5 J7 [7].

(2) FEMR ) Y 20 5 TR R

Lin 88 NS5 20 A B 50 SRR, AR T — b
AR G 28 AR AR IUT i DIRT. X F — A ok
Ui B X buy Y7, 0l DB B R F R SCE X A
A DA SRS XORD Y A B A L AR AR B A RLEE T
DAFIAE X i Lin-ARRUESY 588 Y 09 Lin-AH{BLEE
JUAT - S4B 7 . A T 70 A1 Al 1 1Y) B3 B e 1 R 2
B PRI 22 0L, DIRT 2R B RN i 28 f
o R B OB B Al R, 24X solves Y 7-“X worsens
Y7, G3hh O A S T L B SEBR B i
D3R AR B AR oh BT R 24 2006 ~ 250002
R i) 28125 1 R AR A AR 6 T A ik L AR X A
T8 BALJ) 255 O R A R AE N FASEAR I S i L IX 2%
XoF 22 G R AN E

Szpektor 58 AV NG5 — A AR T AT
bootstrapping i) TEASE J5 . iZ 7 Bl IR A
TR B Ao R R 2% Xk DA T R v 3R BCZE B R
HARH, & e A TR R 51 b i R 15 5] —
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ML EZER A FEE IFEX N ESPIETE 2.3 SxAXxBEEHXRWEREN

A A 2 Y B T 2 B Ok 5 R S i £ I3 Y
BT AT R R A BB Y ) TS IR P R T A X
L A 3] B T 70 A0 AR A Al B R 5 22 R X 28R A
BB AT R ACAG FE oo

Zead PN S WA AR T A Ok 5 R R R
B BLA 20 5 O & A i m] AR 26 5% ¢ R L
MR 4w A& B . 3k T Bootstrapping Y 7
AR R AR R W A S B R IR (R T R
B Z M N LT B AR 25 AR 2 1R 255 7 1)

Bhagat 2 A\ #2 it —Fh#R % LEDIR(LEarning
Directionality of Inference Rules) f J5 3% | %€ — X}
Bibe W-V (9255 7 0. 5 Zanzotto ¢ AW 42 1y
e 4 7 528 8L, LEDIR J5 ¥ A T WAL Vg 3
FE T B TSI ) 8 ok A W 2 O AR

T3 A AR 04 150 I B0 AL 24 7% i R S i,
“X acquire Y=X purchase Y’ZE“AT&.T acquire(Yf
) T-Mobile=> AT & T purchase T-Mobile” ¥ I 3¢
Hr Sz, fBAE “Children acquire( 2J58) skills=Children
purchase skills” #1 3:  i{ 37, Séaghdhat'*’ | Dinu 4
AU F1 Melamud 28 AN %) LDA(Latent Dirichlet
Allocation, —Ffr 32 UL B ) X B HR 1Y b T S0 8
RS TEA W) F BT 43 S SR ARAL B Y Oy i, —
SERRJE bR T 20 SRR TR SRR ) L

55N AR A B U5 L o DR RS T R v 0 2
MIRRIE A F 5 H X R E R = R4
AR 25 ), 3 S5O Hh R BRI 2 55 R A VA 2R AR
2.2.3  AIEIUAZE & PR IBUT B0 L

2 3 ORI A 41 00 A 2 2 RRR IO I i AT
TEEE XS

K3 BEFIRFKEAEITLE
JiE APURR W2 A R 2
MA O BB T e i
. WordNet CETHRXER; . o
T o bNe PRI (2) TR AH X [ 7 . 5 3
o erbNet  (2) H B} 459 M50 e o :
gy e A BRSO
Wi FrameNet (3) M o 3% B 3] 19 28 28 P 1 B
21 Wikipedia B I o R b e R R .
L bk ZR.
=] .
(1) 15k F 4 22, 4RI
£ LA B A 5
e pf (D BAMMETI O HmEiENEETR
ST I T VT B S TR
o MG RHEE KR, A
BB oy (D PN (3) Web § % 45 5 1 8
RRER(3) L5 AR TR — BbE 2 B
g B0 R R
P (.
e T I omBtE Rt TR B S AT T B
o N PRI SRR G E T LR
ST on MIBLE BB K i d D
ping KEREEHR

AR B PR B2 ZA 2T 1 2 )8 5 S0 4
AR E BRVEI L Oy A5 A T AR B TR ) B
V-6 5 [ I — Jo D1 D0 #6825 2 A 5 10 080 4 o AT A
RHAEHE T SCAS 2 5 RH OG5 1) 1k e, A 51 4 1
B 28 F b 52 W B R LA B B v A — 26 T 1Y
R I 45 HORH L B DB A8 R 2 TR0 R 4 RS
2.3.1 PASCAL RTE ¥l

RTE(Recognizing Textual Entailment) $f il J&
Tic T2 I Y THT 1] SCAS 2555 9 B BRI . B 2005 4R
F RN 1 PASCAL Network % B %6 76, ) 2008
W) RTE-4 J1 46 7% & NIST (National Institute of
Standards and Technology . 3% [E B & Fr # 5 £ R BT
L) B 21 1) TAC(Text Analysis Conference) 7f
T — 53, 2 2011 AFILELE AT T 7 JtO
TESCAS 2 8 50 2 U 19 AF 58 0 300 922 4F B 26 I 1Y
RTE WM 51 7 K627 N AH G5

RTE FIEBHE S A9 T-H X 32k 3 7 %
AEBRSCA 25 5 R A 4 A BT 3 5 ] % &R 58
(Question Answering) , 7 Z it (Relation Extrac-
tion) ., f§ B K& & (Information Retrieval) F1 3C i
(Summarization) , H F B iE F NI 1E. RTE-1 £
RTE-5 J& 28 it i1 2 & 3¢ &R HOIT: 55, HE B
A B BT TR LR 4. TERT 3 R B A
TGREAEZ S PIFM LR N RTEA AR 4 5 5 R
HE— 280 53 R o8 & FAAR FIP R IR I AG 5] AR SOA,
M 5 8515 5 (Discourse) [H] [/ 25 & & &. RTE-6 JF
RIS RAE 55, B EOR &R ge e 18 bR T R RE
gz & H B SCA T, 5 RTE-8 $FIll 5§ Semeval-
2013 1§ SRA (Student Response Analysis) B il
S B SR 7 RTE 3£ 25 S8 K. ¥ 78
2.3.5 WHUph A 43,

it RTE ¥R A 32 2248 Am2 T-H X 70 28 0f
1 B (Accuracy) s BIA FEEHA 1 L3
ﬁpiirs Z 1Ly =l
Horp: #pairs )& T-H XA MEG Y & RGEXH 0 A
T-H X B KR FERE . v 2 R %10 12
1678 BR R, S BON FUAE Dy 1,45 002 0.

RTE-1~ RTE-3 Y i K 7] A PASCAL #y ¥
3 U ARG RTE-A~RTE-7 fi5 kL rT L TAC 9
U FARE. £ 7 s A RTE $F0 . 382 91 SCA 28 &

Accuracy A

@ http://pascallin. ecs. soton. ac. uk/
@  http://www. nist. gov/tac/data/index. html
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KARMBIFENTCENA W LE T — F 50 B0 55 1 18
B T5 .
2.3.2 CLEF AVE 3£

CLEF (Cross Language Evaluation Forum, J5 X
444 Conference and Labs of the Evaluation Forum),
Je— MBI TR E E B AL B R ST T Y
HLAS. Z ALK B F 2006 4F & 2008 L4 90 T
3 Jii AVE(Answer Validation Exercise, 2 & 1 iF)
PRI,

AVE P H bR 2T & — PP R Ge, 2R H
AE B 3h L FI W 45 € R B R GRS & & IE#. AVE
Rk B CLEF QA PFINAT 55 . i Z R0 8 5 1 .
5 U 30 v v R 0 A PR SR PGB E IR
B RANTE i 2208 4 F R 2 R A A A i
HAE. N4 A R EIE (AVEME 55 19 & L.

XS5, #E =JuH () Q. 8% AL KRR
A ST) EOR RS ST FIr A 272 Q 1Y IEH)
BRI FE WAL 55 PR OB BRI IEAE %5, Wi AR AVE
1% .

o1& 5 ATHL AVE AT 55 W2 — > SCA 73 2K 1)
B, HAPAN bRl F-score 5.
2Xrecall X precision

F-score = —
recall + precision

Je IR 25 58 HLF & IR AR AR S
HIE N IEERIOREARS
& IR A 58 HH) i IR W B RE AR
T2 1E W 28 FE Y REAR B '

ALES 5T RGEM A T RTE FARN M,
X4 RTE #4ehRy H ok A F il W 8 Q M1 &R Gifk
BREAGIFERIMBRER AL T R A X R SR SC
B ST, — MO0 R RGEAEE B, T-H [ 45
SRAFTEZL S KA. X gl il R0 T-H [ /Y 28 &5 %
BB GRIEAT VEAR 9 BEA AR, SO . AVE 37
A PLEAE R XS RTE £AR By B #0600, 2 5 97 1Y
RO T LT AL e 5 | 08 A TR SR Y Ak AL
il T 2 B B ] RTE 80K fE % A 50 32 T+
[n) % R G TERES
2.3.3 CLEF QA4MRE Bl

CLEF ¥£ 2011 4F ~2013 4Fi#E L2600 T 3 K
QA4MRE(Question Answering for Machine Reading)
PRI A T 04 AT 55 08 228 LT 2 B s
fifg L H L i KR T S A BT R AR DR R I i
WL PUBE G A D Je Wik 4. HAT 552 LR

X 6. 45— CE G ZAH G 5 F

precision =

recall =

PR ] I 25 3 TLAS ) 880 R 5 1 e ik 30T, 45 4>
[ R e e Uk B 2 — A R IR AR RG AT
DA DA 3 T 8 £ — A Ol 28 SR B AR X
FERYAT: 55 FR S LA B 352 0] 25 AT 55 . R 7R QA4MRE
115 .

e QAAMRE T 5% — HZEM A LR H
Po B A SCE R R R B A R AR A B3
Fi SO STRJG He IS AVE AT 55 280 1Y 05 3 5
AR =ICH QAL ST AT IRE. HP2s 1 A5
Rty B AE B RBOR B 2 AP IR B R IR
AR, QAAMRE $F I 41 )2 —Fp Xf RTE $ AR
[E B

P A FE BR S accuracy Fl e @1, 5€ SLANTR -

_ ngt g
accuracy = —— ——.

L'@1:i<77R —|—71UH7R) s

n
Forem J2 BT A TA) 80 G 85 e S I [0 225 ) [ 5
ny S AR (8125 1) ) BB 5 o R A% 06 T0T PP B AT IE B 2
8+ [ I 28 458 0 06 9 AN A 225 14 1) K.

i QAAMRE ¥l GEW] T RTE $OAR R LA
FARILMERE M PERE. AN b dt 7 RTE AR
(K JE. BE A 3 S8 PF A 4 b 9 BT AR I L T
FRMA T X B 1 08 T Y [ A 25 2L e 2

SV R G SE 5 I K FUIE BRSO L5 R
%

2.3.4 NTCIR RITE 3

NTCIR(NII Testbeds and Community for Infor-
mation access Research) j& H 25 [E 37 1% )t 2= 0F 5% Fr
B — R 2 BOD T HE S5 BAL BB AR AH
KR K JE. 2011 421 NTCIR-9 JFiR%4 7 RITE
(Recognizing Inference in Text) TEM, ZF &R 4t 75
FEPUN 45 78 SCAS RS Y 20 5 S R B JE OGB4
WE A S H R R R P SOR A S gL &
2014 4E NTCIR-11, RITE $E k2 5 1 3 Jgl e 1207,
HdE 45 7T N NTCIR 35 © F R H.

FEAE Y PF I AT 55w A R L (H BE AR AT 55 JF X
WM

T ICor 2K HE % (Binary-Class) » 45 78 — > U A X}
T-H. 73 2R W H 2l i T RIS

% 6 4 26 4T % (Multi-Class) , %5 5 3C A X
T-H. G Z L ENTR KR 2. T fm 25 & H

@ http://research. nii. ac. jp/ntcir/index-en. html
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(Forward Entailment, fijid h F) . T 5 H Xjn) 21 % RIEH A #r 45 5. SemEval-2012 ., SemEval-2013
(Bi-directional Entailment,&icdh B). T 5 H F )& 265 17 Wi Ji CLTE(Cross-Lingual Textual Entailment)
(Contradiction, f&jic H C) . T 5 Hl 37 (Independence, PEJIEEE SR B Sk A O [RHE S B Se A R T-H
fijid o D. B N O FR . CLTE PRI Z R X T-H [\ & &

RITE 114 B ¥ 48 45 & Accuracy, o 5 % PEAT VU G 43 28 - /T 8] 2605 L 5 R 28O0 e 2 L 3E
M RTE(ESAHE . FEW 2. 3. 1737, F 4 5% T RITE 254 . SemEval-2013 #% 1% SRA (Student Response
R4 5 b SO O B F B 48 JE A 4 T L E R Analysis) PFIS0 SRA PN B3R 20 2 45 % 24 4 Y
P N T N TR E e I =P YENEHEATHT 4. T2 AR W VE L 5 bR o 28 58 22 1) 1) 26
2.3.5 SemEval fHCTF TRART DR R B R 8 R, X s

SemEval (Semantic Evaluation) &&— 7% 1 T SRA PEII X 4% SemEval #fh RTE-8 $Ell. SemEval-
123 £ 2508 L0 ik & B A9 Wi 2. SemEval 2014 ff) task 112 i f¥i 2k 1) SICK (Sentences Involving
BT & & Senseval ( Word Sense Disambiguation Compositional Knowledge) g ¥} JE D, 414 T 27 10000
Evaluation) , % ¥ I A 11 2 22 5¢ 3 18] S B 4T 55 NHE ZJuZE SR RS R P MO i E T-H
Ji R B W A FA 8 oy B AE 55 O ok AT RE 2 XT3 B IR SCAS 25 S o 9T AR A T AR oE OE I
Jh. 2010 AF R FF U5 51 A & SCA 28 & W P IAT: 55 R R A NG T HAB R i B A S
SemEval-2010 2¢5 T PETE(Parser Evaluation using = B, SICK 18R} E I TEMN T8 bR & Accuracy, 5% i
Textual Entailments) PFU" ", B3R | SCA 28 7 # ) RTE T4 A0 PR 0L 2. 3. 1 5.

x4 FHEHBSEL®
G/ S — KA BOREMBLCT-H X fsb , , BT IS
Fal N T-H Xk &

s ! W YlgRgE /T R WA A KA Accuracy  HEBLHLTE
RTE-1 B 2004 567 800 ma e s 50% :50% 0. 519L19] B
RTE-2 WiE 2005 800 800 i | 50% :50% 0. 6262015 AR
RTE-3 Y 2006 800 800 Rt | 50% :50% 0. 670L107] HH AL
RTE- Wil 2008 o % Ail106] 1000 ZHA i+ uhge 50% :35% :15% 0.614020 R AR
RTE-5 YOI 2009 600 600 Za ol 50% :35% :15% 0. 68330126] xf 55
RLIST%(Z PUE (R 2012 814 781 iR e | ¥y 950 : 645 0. 746501271 X 5
IEIST];AZL DU (fRffA) 2012 814 781 B+F+C+I 304 : 646252 393 0. 61080127] Xt 5%
RIS wimcE 2012 1321 881 wa+RuE 1195 : 1007 0. 677601280 {4 fE
IEITI%A? DB (ER) 2012 1321 881 B+F+C+1 413+ 872+ 368+ 549 0.5664L1291 B AR
SICK e 2014 4934 4906 et R 2821 : 5595 1424 0. 76970 RNTN
SNLI YL 2015 560152 10000 o FE g 190113:189218:189702 0. 863082 LSTMN

%5 SNLIKEE FAEmxLL BRI AR 2 hy Br A R R, B 2 570000 4~ A

o et Accuracy A ZIRH AR E R IEE T-H A, o H 50 4

R 0. 782 A AT 359 5. 2% R S O AU 5 R Y
LSTMI0] #5 3000000 4> 0. 806 . . » . L0818

Tree-based CNNL7J %5 3500000 4~ 0. 821 MR 22 RTE SRS AE T 8ol fRaE ™™™ i

LSTM+attention[ ] %y 252000 4~ 0. 835 Tz 18 kL E B DL b R A T AR BOR Y F gE

Bi-LSTMI#0] 2 2000000 4~ 0. 833 [74,78-79,81-82] e e S e N

Bi-LSTM+ attention!8] 2 2800000 4~ 0. 850 fE PR b fEE I AR 3R 4R IE S DU

mLSTM+ attention!! 25 1900000 4~ 0. 861 M E P28 RTE &R 3547 T XL, 265 XL THE

LSTMN++attention 82 24 3400000 4~ 0.863

2.3.6 SNLI &R

SNLI(Stanford Natural Language Inference)’
AT AR R B AR E S AL BT 5T /N 41 B kA i
FAFI R SCAS 2 06 R Ik W R EC. 0B

78]

SNLI &R Y2k 17 B8 R B A AL, SNLTE R ZE 19

@  SICK i %} 38 B B http://clic. cimec. unitn, it/compo-
ses/sick. html.

@ SNLI &8} ZE # B hiE http://nlp. stanford. edu/projects/
snli/.
Bz & oo o pE A SNLT 3B R iR 77 76 2 i WA AR 28 1Y
FEAR.
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M bR & Accuracy, 52811 RTE {14 M A, 1
W o2.3.175.
2.3.7 H B ST HL S 2 A AT RS

AR 38 5 2 1Y I 2 B SRR | 200 Oy A
SR FE b0 SOA 28 B OC FR RN WF A b R R g e s
BB EIEAT T XTI IF Hgh th T 8 A B 4R IR
T 1) B B 8 ot R 0 ) A FR AL AR FC A SNILT %4
ARTE RIS G 281 o3 A -5, 2 H i S A R ) 3K
B3R5 W R IT Y BB W 9T AT T RS,

KT B B, B & AT RTE & 31 9% 5C
HORHAI RITE £ 41) rh 3G R T-H X /Y 80— i
HBAE 2000 X LAR . RUA L 4 A B 5 1 0 & A 1
SICK Fl SNLI & %}, Hirb iy T-H X% 76 10 000
XFUA L.

B A4 ATH AR /N 4 b N TR R AR A 22
BTy % o ) 0 2 T AR AL ) 5 R e i A B ATL
JT A 1) 2R L B 5 T AR R B A b 3 T R
28 W 4% 1 R0 O s BUAS  R R A AT. fR 2. 1.6 T Y
BB AT AL, Bl 2 M2 26 )5 e RE% B 8% >] T F1 H 1)
FoR T i AT BN T @R AE L E R XTI SRR AR 1Y
B A PSR 2K L % B ENE T — A

HH 28 5 AL 1, P8 ) 4% AR TR T 2 ) 1 2 8K
HERUFEIEA TR Bl TINgGEATT L., H
PR RE O gl ot T 2 TR G R .

3 RERMRRE

LGN Z 2 H ZARR AW AS A SR 4
SR F A PRI R 28 5 R 4 R I A T B T A 2
KB A S ARA T 2 A A T i R AR 20k LA
L A TR BE 2 > WF 5 W) 3 8 B+ O SOA 28 5 W5
7ok T AR TR T RO TR R A
L o QAR A 2550 3t ) B 5 R A iR S 25 5 F 50K
IR AR R AIF 58 3R AN S22 AT IETETE B 1R
TIUASAR R FE 7 0] LA e — 26 B8 | Al 47 /Y BF 58
5y
3.1 KEFEHERONES K

ik €T K AMIDE=I B PN RIRAE RSES
TS SCARBOR I 2 1X 45 SCA 24 5 AH G BE 58 R 1
Z AL 5 PR
3011 T BRI PR T AE I ZRiE R

SCAZR & R AT AR TR A AR TE 5 SOR
e HRBOE A Z R 7 A UE N TR
4 PR R SRR A SR RE A 8 3R O R IR 2

B 2 REI SOARZ A IR 20K AR KRR B L i e 2
RT3 32 8 0 B B ) RTE J5 36 b i 35 BH
WU 2 17T 5 SO B A A% rb T 1 ) R, 0 T 4 X 28
D7 B G R, LA M W 25 2 RTE Jr ik i &5
B BBAIRZL 3BT B 2R 5 B RO T
X S i i SCAE SR 1A AU 2R R R, KB
P BTl o (¥ ik F AR TR F SO R BB AR U
ESUEMIES #

R 2 s Gn Al 1) O 840 ok A HCHE 22 1) 265 R
PLE W TE N GRif bR 2 1 MES IR i . 5
INRHEDLAUMUT 3 M EHET:

(D ARSI ELRR

PR N TR Z A, BRIES XAKREZ 2
L5 R A IF BB A S X AR 3 I e i 2 0%
FREE R H B AR A — SRR 200 R R
., Bl .

RERIA IS 27 A A BE i e T — Se A AE
BERRMSOA

SCAS T 4 B A A A s ) 1 S L A AT RE AR
INTEERR

X R F Y SN, — Y TR R X
B Yoo
DA B A /N R BUX S G5 AR TE R R A M

LU B B 5 i DU BC 0 26 & B AR A BR L AT 5 30X
Se 2 FANE B, (H 2 B i A ok 1 i B H
SRUE T SCAS L (i A5 Rl — 26 22 17 A Sk 43 A L 58 6
P 555 b 2 R ATH R 2 0 L R A 1 S 4] R e T DA
R TEWHE B HARE T SUR PR R AR I LR T R
B & 22 FE 1Y 25 8 AR R e DI R0 Rt

(2) SCASBRAR I 55 45 4 15 8,

S H R E SO R ARZS R A i L (R 2 3
LNk R NS A R R R SR L R CX Y SR R

B ) S H - IR 4 2 /DA A RO SCPR S 43 41
JIE » T A A0 — f 2 1F S P9 68 ARG » — S vl A i IE
SCHEFRAT AL X R 55 454 15 AR R T A SO
F B FREANE SC—— Z R Z T KR

Twitter H1 1) Hash Tag — it 23 #i¢ B B 5
HEAT ALY, T 5 38 3 245 B Tweets S 47 A B[R]
R T B (] b R S S A AT BB R S R T B A
Tweets Z A Y ZE & Koo

PRI s A DA SCAS 200K 1 55 25 4 15 8 ok 3R B
25 VRN AE U ZRi R

(3) ZH KAWL

# O=>P.P=>Q. 4 O=>Q. Xl 2 & * &

£t




904 it (=N . 2 Eitd 2017 4F
WAL M. iR st A M R A & R R E A B 5 0 FH A R k.
Z— AR A TAT— 2 FRE L RATEE AT AR A 3.2 REMWMEZMEHERPINBSHE
A2 S SR G A 38 M T LT A W M B 3 i Y 2R 3.2. 1 FEFIREE 43 W SCA A& W08 1o #48

WL AR AE SR N L 4 & R O=P 8 P=>Q
A — AT REPEAS BT s Hy TR DR 0 G AL N . O=Q
SR BETE EE O=P fil P=Q #F 2K, 17 22 W S
A Y 25 & AR BT A= R B 262 0 R A Tk A 1 LA
A 2 X LA 0E Y. G Dt PR T 3 A 57 A ) 26 R
TATE — TR b AR A 3 . HR B i A 2ok
SRy 5 UIE 3K 2 2 5 R SR AL AT RE.L Rt L o R A e
R B IE 28 B 0% AR A% 3o M I — b AT AT 8 R P AR B
Ji .

S KRB B R Rt — MR AR A7 A AL
FE AT DU Q0 s bn v 45 2 59 25 A 1 B DA S 20 35 K
FR A% 3o R XA S R R AR Bl B TP R 2 R
PUF L.
3. 1.2 g RN PR IBGE FE ) 7 i A DU 5 9 B

F bl TR A 2 R R, S AL
) R a5 20 1 28 & R0 IR W] BB 2 ELAR P & Y L dn 2R
IR ZEARAT B 255 N RS RE AR 22 58 B i (Logical
Consistency) , A8 24 ¥ 25 AH 5 I FH 45 > A 1 5 4.
I Y B R AR B R v 0 P O R I 3 R 2 —
AMEAF AT TR

Xof T IX ) R, 4 I T LA TR R s TR
POR IR A ) BE % 1E

(D gtk il L on

5 b R ZECE S MR B RN T R
AR/ BRI i T R A 2 R Rt AR 2 5k
1l b P RE A4 B JE A 245 & AR ] e HUE B T h
— BT A S RN . HOAT A S R &R
AN TE 2Ok 0 3 55 1 A N A W 2 3 O AR
g O N vS IS T AN D =g v v R A el ST AN £
AR5 G A ol N D = Nl Bl P P NI+
B ¥ JE .

(2) X R U 1Y) A B R AT PP AL

S AT AT U 4 A0 2 & F0 R N 3 5t
A2 T SR AT B RO PR AS B 5 A g S P A R IR
LTI TATE 215 58 % 7 SRS i AR BE ) A
FE RE G & 1 A A 3K B AT A% TR R TR T Y
EAG AT VPG DT R AT LAY Sk 3 T R0 TR R Y
O R ATV Y Sl A 2 R R A )
IRF 50 AT AR 4 3208 0 AR A 2 55 0 TR O TR R
PRIEZ 4 B G TE. R X Fh oy ik — e R Lt pe R

AR L TR JBE A ) JHLIR RN S RS TR TR AR R
TR & 0 A R AL PSR SRS T B R B R
TLTIE g ) % R N 2 A AR T
il g SC R B Ok 3 e A ) 2% ok Ab B SCAR
R ARBIE EIR AT, TR B, #2828 7 vk i 1o
i) 1] 5 (Word Embedding) i 77 2R 1 L gk T
PAFEBIF T 38 S 7% i B0 00 A7 o 1 ] )i %
JiE 27 2] 7 BTk T AR G Al 4 I 26 A5 R4S Ty W S B )
S B M T 3 50 I 2 Rl 56 ] . AT 0kt o ) P R
ol 225 1) 2% it SCAS 23135 [ 12 7K 3 2 Y

H Hi7E SCA 25 2 AR AR R el A AR T IR
JE i 2 ) 45 19 7 9 AHLN 2015 4F R T R B 28 A 2
A B R 22 O B AL N B SR 2 R R
T 450 3, 2. 1.6 15 & 28 03X 28 5 vk A 1 ) 2K
HEAT VAN S TR RS A SR R a FE v, R
3 it E 10T T ) B VR A 2 I 4% 1 R O Tk b A
Hh R TR R 2 2 FE U SUAS 25 56 AR SRR ) A
JEAEARGIAN TAFERAE OL T 5 3 S A5 R AR
i T LA g Oy kL Ak, 2016 4F 6 ] IR AT A
NG R B 2 I 2% T SCA 2B X 0 A AT 55
B 07 A SNLT Bfls 4ok Il 25787 A Attention
P LSTM Z fith - fif i 9 2% I B 2 {1 111 1% 9 4%
Az L2 R s DATIT SEBB 1 AR AT 55 06 25 i R R
9K 2l 1) R AL AT LA o e T I b 2 ) 2 A AR ) S
A 25 5 ISR R 2T )T 2Rk 1 W RS
3.2.2  TRPE B2 I 25 A5 AU rp (B A5 BIF 9T Y ) R

BT HEMAM I B E k. Bk IR
P28 I 2 18 2 BORUASEE O 9 s T U SCAS 2
H R AN Tree-based CNN #8747 K 44 350 F
M SHCTTE )Lk T BUX 28 T5 v 1P RE I RO
IR AR I R FE U Gl BN R A D0 T o A 28 19 4%
BERL Ve R L A8 T AN L SRR AE 19 48 i
RIS A B O R R E AR SR R
ZEHR T Y W0AAT A R B 3 8 T S SCOAS R IR A0 I 2k
A B AN 2 DT A 280NN 5 K 38 ol 28 o 2% 2 — MBI F
FEIR . XF . 3. 1. 1 B &7 T 8.

BE AN YRR e 2 A R B A A R bR
THEERZAN T-H X, 5 AWM HER S REA . X
RERN = 5 5L A 0] RE S BUE R B B0 A
Wr 2k D2, T2 F AEWTFE 2 07 P B T R Y 2
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