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Abstract  The analysis of discourse topic structure which focused on the intension of the
discourse is the basis of semantic analysis of discourse level. Its main task is to analyze the
semantic relations between the discourse structure and its constituent units from the overall layout,
and use the context to understand the discourse. The discourse analysis needs to study the basic
constituent units of the discourse, and it is necessary to study the discourse relationship between
the basic constituent units. However, most of the researches in Natural Language Processing are
focusing on the lexical and syntactic aspects, and the research on the internal law of the discourse
is relatively few. The lack of theoretical method system for the effective analysis of the discourse

topic has seriously restricted the related application based on the semantic analysis of the discourse.
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This paper begins with the two basic characteristics of discourse coherence and cohesion, discusses
the current situation of domestic and foreign research on the discourse structure analysis. It
summarizes the three aspects of theoretical system exploration, corpus construction and calculation
model, analyzes and compares the characteristics of various theories, resources and models. In
the theoretical part, the representative work includes Cohesion and Register Theory (CRT),
Hobbs Model, Rhetorical Structure Theory (RST), Architecture of Penn Discourse TreeBank,
Intentional Structure Theory (IST),Macro-Structure Theory (MST). In the corpus construction
part, the main work of the resource part is Rhetorical Structure Theory Discourse Treebank
(RST-DT), Penn Discourse Treebank (PDTB), Evaluation Corpus of Message Understanding
Conference (MUC), Evaluation Corpus of Automatic Content Extraction (ACE), ARRAU
Corpus, OntoNotes Corpus and Discourse GraphBank. In the calculation model part, the paper
mainly focuses on the above theoretical and technical resources to carry out research. Subsequently,
we discuss the latest research progress of the topic structure of Chinese discourse. According to
the above discussion, this paper analyzes and explores the representation system of the micro-topic
structure based on the theme-rheme theory, and describes the construction of the corresponding
corpus resources and its consistency test. The discourse micro-topic scheme is expressed as a
triple, which main characteristic is a chain structure. The chain node is an EDTU (clause), the
internal theme or rheme of EDTU is the end of connection. The end-to-end connections are built
by micro-topic link, its essence is a kind of semantic relation which reflecting the relationship
between discourses. Finally. this paper also gives a brief introduction to the future research in
discourse topic structure.

Keywords  discourse topic structure; discourse theory; corpus annotation; computational modeling;

discourse intentionality; discourse semantic analysis
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(D) Z K 45+ P18 (Intentional Structure Theory).
NIRRT 5 | H Y &5 48 F1 AR R 285 02 2 U 55 45
P ) =K SR

HEZE I i Grosz Al Sidner 5 B 42 1,
MATIA i o 0 5 Y D R A T SR AE
MEWA RSB SRR H NI ESEN. L
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FYEE G 11 3 fifi. Moser Fl Moore fF 5% 36 B, 25 [ 45
A B TE FE F 45 48 AR 22 8] A7 78 Fo 2, 40 2 I 45 4
H1 9 32 i (Dominance) #1148 §F 45 14 3118 i #%
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(2) HAhFEIE. 155 Fe A A (Linguistic Discourse
Model, LDM) W A3 7341 45 3 . il id i S
R I) A 7 R 45 ) 43 BT AL
3.2 FiFgR

e T R R ) T 9 A T R 0 B
PEFE HME A G, A5 A T 2540 7 544 J2 (Rhetorical
Structure Theory Discourse Treebank , RST-DT)I™ |
M M EE (Penn Discourse Treebank , PDTB) |
MUCP(Message Understanding Conference) i %} .
ACE®( Automatic Content Extraction) ¥ Il 15 F} .
ARRAU™  OntoNotes™" 155 2 [&] JF (GraphBank)™ .
3.2.1  REEMER R

(D B REAAR F e RST-DT. 3405 385
SCE S SEE R NN KBV . T 2002 4E£ Linguistic
Data Consortium(LDC) IE & fli. RST-DT j* 4% &
X TR EEA R EDU, H 3 24 5 AR IR B
A3 0 ) TR A G 0 2 RS R R S0 5
&b EDU 3 FIJF 09 I\ a) K AR 38 o 20 10 58 35 5 AR
IR SR NS T D) e o S B R el U NG I <
EDU {5 % Z 5h.

()= M =M FE PDTB. B University of
Pennsylvania(Z& [E) . University of Torino(7& KH])
1 University of Edinburgh (32 E) Bk & 1E, T
2006 4Ffy LDC 1E 3 & A 91 . I F 2008 4F & A
PDTB 2.0 fit. 45 1 46 /K1 H 19 2304 f SC .

PDTB B ARR T P25 5065 — 2 o/ e X &
5% % (Explicit/Implicit Relation) ; = J& 3& F 5K #
5 Z (Entity-based Relation) ; = 3% %5 fX,i7] ( Alternative
Lexicalization) ; PU-2& JG i% 22 & & (No Relation). Xt
T R U S R LR 2], PDTB 45
TR R AT SR H R LR IE I L Hit ot
SEM R MEAR B AE. O R I I A4S T2 NG 2R
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&5y . 3 %1 3% #8248 ( Coordinating Conjunction, #lI
“and, or”) I f% & Fl 7] ( Discourse Adverbial, Ul
“however, previously”) = KK, BEEZiERE LR
TEW AR ICZ 6] 5 5 1% #200) C RB VIR Arg2,
Ti—DFR R Argl; AN IETT 1 BT . 5 % 4 A
(] £ B 5 0 L R R T T AR R A ) - (- A)) 2 [
B ECE B AR (D 4
3.2.2 JE ATV IR A

T AT A2 B AR IE B AL BRAE R A 4 R O Y
FEAFFE ), “H5 A7 — AR AE TR R e W
ANTH S B Z ]I R R E S 4 OC 2 A E
PR IR =R AVl NN TS R R AVRIER
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(1) MUC i, & — A~ fi 58 [ B % Bl L SE
B SCA B A H B 0 [ B 43 180, % 2 WU 5 S AR
L RS AT AR N PRI 55 22— AR PEI SR
FETERERI Sy MUC 3858 %08 i i 8 10 HE 7 X
JE BUAS 18] FRAE.

(2) ACE P 5k ACE 52 3¢ [ BURF S 1Y)
H AR AL P B4 1 TR R IIE 46 T 2000 4R,
H 2004 4EFF I 51 A SCE R iy ig A5 B d 2
R JHAE ACHE R 75 2 LAAR 12 10 8 41> 48 ACHE <7
i 5 IR SR AE SCHF b T ) — S AR b A SRR
EATHAEC K R ER A A, MUC Fl ACE $EilE Rl K
T 1) 77 # OC AR Y A AR T 5 AL BRAF T 4R 4L 1 2 i
B AH B A8 o 95 OB R T B 38 R T
P AU bR T 1 2 S AR A T 220 1 0 i s
T CERCPR R 4 ) 1 8 AR T

(3) ARRAU i #} J%. H University of Trento
CEIHD Al University of Essex (& [F) £ % 4 Mk 4b
B AT 3 45 g ST 4 AR T TR R E L X R
B35 0 ¥ L 1 B SCORBT I 8 S AR T T SR R
PGB TE T A5 AR Cn S F AT A 380 B IFA

@® MUC. http://www. itl. nist. gov/iaui/894. 02/related_pro-
jects/muc/
®@ ACE. http://www. itl. nist. gov/iad/mig//tests/ace/
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A5 DUIE TR ).

(4) OntoNotes 5l H. 1 BBN Technologies, .
University of Colorado(Z€[#) , University of Penn-
sylvania(Z& [#) Fil University of Southern California’ s
Information Sciences Institute(3% [E) 4 H & 1E 81 57
). OntoNotes Corpus 5. 0 it 5& OntoNotes i H F
SRR RRAS S B 7 A5 B 51 R A RROAS 1) BT A TN 88 (2 i
G EAT T 1.0,2.0,3.0,4. 0 ZRA) Z A0 IR TR
IS SCA% O SCAS B 20 CTH 24 4 43 ) F T 24 42
Fo0) . AR R UL R AT LA R ok A e i i AL L
ESBRA I W RN ES D 1 ST 1 I oS 72 R 1 ST - o )
290 Z 7 i) Hdr e o i R AR DL AR R B B Rk
SO BRI a WYY TR ¥ WS i L L ES DI T YR a6 )
P E PR E PR AR RS P ERA R
GEAF LR TR M e i an S = TR A A
CNN.NBC #y 2 L[ b £ L 5 f1 56 [ 2 5 45, Y
I BE A8 1 DR AR T 1R AL

OntoNotes Corpus 5.0 & — P F =FigE =
Crp S e AR A SO (R I A 2 25 40 05 8 GG 1
FRAE S VA TR 5 ) FR 2 18 SCIH ) L AR5 A4 B AN
AR T SCRRAEAR 2O MAURGE B . b B 454
S E T = M BHE (Penn TreeBank) 5 1 15 15 45 ¥4 &1
g3, ME I 4544 W ok A F Penn PropBank [ 1] 1%
T . W] LA R R AE 1Y 18 SO XA 4% 44 1) F 5y 1]
14 1) SO B 8 B A A B 1) SO 3R 56 &L DUE AR 43
EAR TR T ARG BB TE T FIRALE R
A MDA IR RIR 2 Hig— KB H
FoB B 0RO 2 T DUE R R AR R BT
3.2.3 R EEMERIE 6

h v R TR 1) F) 22 bR O 2R AN RE BB AR R 1)
i B A AR A B IE W B, Woll Al Gibson 42 H T
BN S AP R i R R 2 | S R
(Discourse Graph Bank, DGB) f#) #4 4 0] 85 ; [&] i5f LA
ZESHARTE 7135 R OCE. M EE S =l
P M AR AT SR R B 2 D AR R BT () /T
")) s MR Z N B & By (Discourse Segments) ; 98 5 » i
HRAEAR AT 5 AL, 8 bk B AR 550 5 I 40
(Group) . B — AP HE b ik T KA 355 e ) s
T 0 FE A L0 V41 22 [A] 19 3% 51 OC & (Coherence).
3.3 iHEKR

FE T[] B8 1A % R0 AH L 18R | 3 4 K [ B
EITRE TARZ 0T LAE, T FATT 4% BF 5 A A [
15 53 30l e T 4.

3.3.1 REETIHITHEAR

(1) 3£F RST-DT 95

7R RST-DT B JT Jié 19 i B Bk A 25 7 BF 5%
F AT EDU U R B % 45 0C 2 A2 L A 11T
U9 Hop  EDU [y U5 6 B2 % SCAS i A7 80 43 4
WU EDU ., RIS 35 Az 15 00 8 T 235 46 A 00 A - 5 3% 42
R FR A B SR RS 1) 8 5k A A T A5 AR AR
I IIRE Y A I B R E — A T BRI B
FELR.

EDU R 50 75 1 . & F 8 2 Wi 58 TAE . U518
P RE. A mY T/EfL4E : Soricut F1 Marcus™" £
FLR RSB p (b w, ) GX B w Fon Ny B,
RRAER 0 A8 5 BUE Ny o€ (U5 B A D,
HE T I AR AG T I R BSCH 1 T B8R R SOAR
ATV AR B S A R B R SRR kA T OF {H
7 83. 1201 EDU R 585 o >R 1 AR /4] 32 % 0 42
SRR FEGEE) 84. 700 s {H & A A1/ 7 & A 4
B LA L R IR 0 X B AR ) 1 30 R T HE A
BER . Hernault % A 0K SCAR Y 43 1] fUB BT 5146
FRyE [a) 58, £ F 2% 4 B M1 3% (Conditional Random
Field, CRE) AL, >R I SCAS v (1% B3] ) SC 0] #4 A0
A O 1) A TR R ) 0 VAR AR SRR AR
{HIKH] 94262 52 Wi & » Vanessa 42 ) —Fh 3 F
linear-chain CRFs B[ Bt EDU 4RI BE 1Y , SC 56 25
AR P SCERL36 w1 AN E 20 a5 U 2 i e A 45 2R
95% 1L 5 N TR/ HIECR (F R 98%0) 3 H
i, BRI E . H AT T RST-DT L1711
EDU R GIROR  HEBH A 805 i — B4 T a5 R BR.

o 3 OC AR W A U T AR Y AR A4
Soricut Fl Marcus >R F A A4 A A J80 4] 5 201 19 7
TLEHCY IR T A A g r R AR W SR AR R R R T
i) A A AR AR BT O ZR 2N AR L A 56 R 2K AR
L (18 2 W d T A5 A W F 43 5 Sy 70,500 I
49. 0% 5 T 1 T 1E 0 19 EDU FlAR HE Y ) 2 43 BT bt
AT R R GIARICFIA 18 2808 R AR 10 1Y i &5 45
R F (85094 96. 2% #1 75. 5%, 5 A T 3E
F e AR # 2. LeThanh 28 AR BFBFIT T SCAS 9%
S R - 00 1 R 0 A B 5 ) )
(1) T B 2 0 A B A B B M ) VAR S RN 1R X )
T B RICHE AT O OF AR LR R A R
PAFE 14 BCR WA FEMR F N 53.0%,
ARE 14 BRI EEMN F R 39.9%;
BE R SCAS G5 1) T B 235 4 AL AT DK SCAS |9 A 4B /) - AN
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SCA Y 5 R A R s A B R 5 R 58
LSO G0 i B 45 8 19 A . DuVerle il Helmut 45
H T —Fh 3T SVM (58 2 25 09 0 5 3k, R
BER B RRAEZS (8], A 00 e 3 25 R A 5 Sk [38 14
EHMRRALH M. H FEREER. BT
48. 1%6. SCHRLA0 T A 1% G W R AE 1] 3t DL Bk A AR
P T B P R AR 3L B ) AL 25 A B F RST-DT
AR B R O R ARG S, AR T
18. 90 V-3 F(H; R AL 5 A T o+
I SCRRAES

(2) 3T PDTB M5

YE H AT BB 5 K 0 3 15 8, PDTB 5 R
Wt 2l 17 e B 4 BT IS, R AR T VR A R W il
CoNLL-2015 Shared Task ¥ £ % F PDTB JI &
HIZR TS R PDTB JF & (5 25 50 ir
155 3= B AL HE 1 2R e = e 35 00 &R UL LA
AT R e B 3R B O R R O BT R L B
KRPHNME RIS TCMBGEH X RAFELRM
AltLex X 3% B2 ¢ 2 WU 5 51 xR 35 0C R 10 8 %
P,

O 2R 7k RS

FE % 2 ) B 4 . B W B T LR A EE
Pitler &5 A3k F 55 KM R 23 B T 78 7 42 1) 1 15 o
A RRAE A RO AR BL SR L Lin 28 BN AR
FET M R A IEAR B — A5 4R T T B
BB 2 i 3 42 1) 000 M B R AR AR o s A A U ) A
BRI A Sl AR oy S 95 0 F 93 %01 F AL

FE % 2 56 R B4R, B B AR 06 TAE AL 45 - 3
FANER DUnE 37 7 2, Pitler 88 AN Gl A 4 42 1) A4
FEEHFTRMINE -2 EREEXR AT
94. 2 Y FRRE M 2 (Accuracy). Bl 5, 3 T 5 K A
A, Lin 88 A SOCR T #2100 1) 1R SCRRIE TR T
55 R i 2% B 06 R AU 7E bR o A A A
B 3h Ak o BIEUS 86 26 Al 802011 F .

ORI TCH IS, C A 1A 56 A AL 46 - 1 [
Subordinate 2 &I (1) 3% # 10 B #4 B B A) N I8 TG,
Dinesh % A\ H& H 7 —F 3% 5000 1) 8 B 9k 75 (Tree
Subtraction) 2 ¥ 52 B [ B il B L H 122 55 ¥k 1)
B e FALIE F Subordinate 28 7 (1 % $2 1], Hop 2
RUBCR R, Z BB IE MR & . Lin % 8 e f
BLES 2 > Jr v 58 8B 35 18 o /N F R UL AR S
{5 By Dinesh R T 8 125 53 3 76 U500 10 0 B v 58
IS TR Lin % A W3X — J7 ik b 26 R g o
IR AR $R AL T — oy SIS L SR T 2% 3R 45 1Y b BB B

LB AR T 58— 28 J /N T U 5 G 2R A 1A
P w5 e oo & A AR R oo, W 25 5 B B A8 0T
il BB o

@ Kol kg 2 56 R AltLex ¥ 56 R W5

ARG AU 3G &R T R AOC R A AltLex 56
Z R T 2k iR k. Pitler 28 A XF PDTB 15 ki
I3 R o AU A R U O R R AR |
J& T2 b2 REVL L H R B OC R A A B
AN KA 2%, 1 HAF 78 i 1 3% H2 30, B
AT HE R 25 2 RN R A B R R o e s =
KRN BOR R E T8 LR
K.

X5 T B S B A W L R R — 2R
BRI R W B 38 70 b B 3R UM A5 B R 7 ¢
RAEANHANE ; —F 25 3 5 X0 R b % 4%
1) 1) R PR AT L A B A 28 AR B R S i AT B X
KR HRIR A, S A e R AT 06 R AN 1
FIE.

B — R EN R R TR X R =
KEBPN, Pitler AR T Z2FIESHFENA
bk UL ST & B, Bl ie) 2SR Bl e A IR KR
15 I [ 1 A Bl 1A L TR SO B AR I AE B AR R
AEXT P50 5 06 R — & I 5 A s A AT i Ty ik
1 PDTBiERHE FRBISE — 2 4 MR |
Comparison, Contingency. Expansion, Temporal f)
WETG R 43 51 4 56.59% .67. 1% .60.28% .61. 98%.
Lin 88 AN 8 A X630 A7 43 25 1 2 AR 48 4 3115 8.
ARG R AE I F B4 45015 B R AF A1 A (R
SVFN TR SCME B DU 3 R = 06 &R Y 3 1 AE il
1] FE I 1 BT 51 G A A S A — IR I D
PUIE T 76 PDTB i RHE 1RG5 2 RA LR
AT T 40. 200 M HER % (PR oG 2 v o B0 4
M 11 2%). 5 SCk [45]4H kb » Biran f1l Mckeown 8
5l AR X (Word Pair) $:4E" . 7 PDTB i % 15
BHE EXF5E— 2 4 2Bas06 R ny U ME R 3243 51
8 61.72%.61.52%.60.93%.68.09%, &4 2 2%
Contingency 3¢ R Fb, FLAx 34 H Sk 45 .

5 207 AR E LA - Zhou 48 A#2
— NI ETEHEFSHEMEERE TR
K FR Y T A 5 G0 T % 4 1R 6 N Y R R OG
F o N B H A E B O R 5. Hong 5 A48 H — 4
FHF B =06 & U0 By T B Y 85 e oo 09 #E 2 AL
il el B Web s i i 8 £ B E K= T
BEAIE ICX S SRS A8 B 3X 26 A LA 0 18 oo R E AT %
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PR PRS2 B S PR A 3 4 1) 5 e 2 06 FR 2 )
AHE . Xu S8 ANBFFE 50T 1 s 20 2 18 A5 S
TR B ) G A R B R O R AR Y
DR  7E B Al SR A A% 5 2RI T PDTB2. 0 i
BFPE T J A 52 56 R W i 4R T T B =R O R 19
BIPERES . Attapol il Nianwen % -, 76 i 18 M
Ik . =X 9 1) 1) Jr =R e e o 4 0 I 2 B i
TSI A i 2% 5 1) R B8 Bl B4 I B 5 i 4t g 5
T 432 1) 4 SR B e ) B L S T R e e U O R
)P P fi s 7E Al b AT B PR A% 0N T 5
BT Bk o 1 U R B ) R L AR T R G
TERE.

OF x-S FN:h) LS8

i o OR AR MR AR A b 5 B OC AR ORI 1Y 4
HE&AME B AL Lin 58 AU =L R B ME 0 5
JEE o) JLAE Ay 4 2 ) S J AT 5« 50 DA SCAR v A
FHAD R AR AT 5 R AR B2 B0/ 5 4R 5 ) T > Hij /)
) BT /N i TR AR R AR S AT 8 TR RS A R
| s B ZAEARTEE ] L B AT B Sl A YA B oy S RAS T
79. 68 % M1 42. 59% 1) F {H. Kong 25 A\ &5 & 4 1k #n
T B il B R L 4 ) — BB U5 25 (Constituent-
based Approach)™* 4T Lin & AW RS 18
PRUERIEMR B F{ESEm T 1. 8005 M 7E A 8h Ay ik
BB FAEMY KT 6.7%. Wang Fl Lan"™ {ii f
Skadhauge Fil Hardt 4 Hi (% #5815 3] 26 BT 4 ¢
EJE P JFAE Lin 88 ARG B8R e R B MR
B ZRGE TE A sh kR IR F {2 68. 27%.
3.3.2 mm A A

(D F5 AR R AH SC 5

T B AR O ST T, T B SR E S b B
) P o B 4 1) 2 MUC #il ACE 19 3E 3, 8 48 7
RIS T ) 7z OG VE , B9 O vk o DA 3 3 D)
M7 R TR T LA T W k. FEITIEA
@ BeXF I 2 s AR 25 FoaE] I L R S0 AL B SRR AE
P G A SR A A 1) ) — SR B 43 R AR
Ty i 2 W T A AR £ ik R S AT ] e 2 18] 1Y
TR PEREZ BN T — R s @ S R-FRR T
HR 4 b SCMF B W e 28 1n) 5 R R R AR R B KoK
IS A R — A S AR X — 5SRO 2 i A € 2 3R]
HUEGHGF KRR E G R ARG A e 1T
A I R I FhRRAE . I8 % B AT IHREAR
FASCHFAE s @ HEF 5 i MK 8 2 FhRRAE 1T 55
JIT A o 3% 1) 5 4 7R 1) 48 1) R — SR R RE 1 L E R
1953 foc i AR Ry SE AT i) oo

5 YRR AR L S DU S AR T A A A
FI Al 4 T SR 2 B B BRI s 4 N R A
Vio% BURYI-H R S 1P FEE ) G T B IvE (< E AV
i s 56 T OCHR AU bR T LA S, LA TR0 o 1 2R
B o o R AR U 2 4 R (R fED 35 #)
92.5% HERF (P {H) 35 5 89%. T I w4 A7 3
TR 7 325 5 4300 DA AE SC R 450358 1 Ry BE T e D0
R AR 1) B 6 4 8 A AF 52 5 % DU e i e AT
Al = 2 BRI 0 T R AR o Ak B T
91. 7% .71. 8% I 88. 5% Wy UM F. JA & & A
P — i ) A3 1 T R R A R O L
DUIE 44 1) Jo 1 0 i B N FRAR i3 f . Ho/E ACE i
FEFr S B 25 5 F E 43 33k 1 62. 05%0.79. 362,
5 WB 7 i Pk RE AR 4. Ngai &8 N5 45 i 78
ACE 2005 BNEWS &8k I 09 30 24 1) 4 5 T ff e
H FEYERE N 77. 2%, FLI5 % N7V 4R 5L T R
PR 1 P RO RIS AT S A €8 AN AR A e 4 M
KA B AT S A YR 45 0 Ak A ik B OR T
e SCAR IR T PR RE 1Y % . 7E ACE2005 BNEWS i
BE R AR FAEYERERS] 79. 3% 48 T ARG KL 1
i Il 28 R e 0,

AR B 5 R A X TR 1) SR AR AR, R S
HA AR DT AR D, E B S SRR ik
P EZ R R A O L AV T [F = S L B o i
T

(2) 45 W (W HH S A 5%

] P A1 S T 48 s (A BF 7 K B0RT DAy Sk A 1R 2R Y
UM A LA B 4 R0 . 76 92 1E 25 15 SR Bk B
5 T 23 T 28 U AN 5B AR R A T i — A
R Y Ao < K RPN Ve A S (R R T £
Ji b TR,

DUE 2 H IR R AR TAEFA : Yang Fl Xue
P WA A ENC A A fE B T DOE M S IR R R
FERRUERTE B BB A AT, F (R 3 890 R 7E A
SR B BB SRR MR E R T R
63.2%. Cai % NU*H 25 15 2 1 Pk 2 48 1 B L0 )
T A = I K 7 v I S SR e 2 g NI I
—EMEET L F Hi5 3 67.0%. Kong fil Zhou & H}
THERF AN TOE 2 BB T S AR DUE 25 15 2R
WRIFE A sh A B P RE FE#E T 5 74. 62657,
TIACH LI DUE I i F R E 2 — (A B =
TG A B R KM 22 5. DUE 5 /% 10 (4 45 g n]
KA FIE CEIE ST EALE A TR A,
PR 25 s 114 8 s 1) 1 00 B T L i AR AR E 5T
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— L & TIEZF R ANHE B IR RS AR
TAE 4 : Converse 7€ 1 UM 2 CBT i ¥} b £ X)
““NONE- *pro* "X F2E R ) 55 B 2K T T FIL R
MbREES BT E AR T RGBT 76 b o 41 %
B E 48 £ % 5 s Kong #l Zhou 444 T — 158
W DUE R FR R AR RS WA R T R YU F
TG 2 o U A U0 N 2 o0 2R B O X = A AR
55 0r i 4 T 45 R AR R AIE T 0 fR T 58 LA
CTB6. 0 H3Cif okt A d iy 3 R 48 A 2h S8 = A
FAESHIMEfE F 4310 63. 78%.59. 54% .45. 06 %.
RVESE NR 4 5 B30 20 17 1 ) 22 48 FC I 1 )
I 3K AT 55 1 B OC &R, 3 T 5 R ATk
BAR PR T g0 — Ab BRI, FHOR SEAT A AR 55
MR G HEWT 5 2% ) s G EMER TR IE T . &
TCEWBERE F k) 65. 96 %7 . Zhou #l Li Jk
TR A3 45 3 R B K 2 T 2 BF 58 DL IR O K
U HE CTB 5. 1 iERE B YA if R4 F 8
PERE4R A T 1. 29 %,
3.3.3 R TR AR

XHBIF RIS AR TAE A Pustejovsky
% NTE GraphBank | (41 56 TAE , i1 % Graph-
Bank $E4T T 438 » IA hy de 3 32 422 1) 0 A A1) = ] 1)
225 i P v R S R e R O R I Sk
3.4 NEREEBEAEHHN
MHT ARG F A — LR O L,
TR FEAE L Ak DA KR R T 43 BT 2 T
XoF o T P TR 5 R B 5T R R A . B R TR R
REZER Sy BT LS B S B T — 8 AR S (H i I
T BRI S DA T 4 I T DU R O A 4 A 4y
Br. P SOEFE R AN R RAFET A XEEE,
B Z s B CEIG A A 58 8. A F HIA IX
PIRIE 5 19N )R 0 U8 F 7R 7 5 R ) SCA 17 52 ).
VU 77 SO 5% 1 32 4R S 0 A RN o A A 2l Sy
WIMTEE S L RR A TE ™% A RS, 1M
ARI7 SCARAE 72 RS AR AL 58 08 3 R RN &R ) A R
WEES LR DR E ST, 20 T 2 M
T 2R BT LA 3t 3y o T v B SO B0 L4 AR
3BT R S AT AN TR]L 8] 00 AL HE AR R T /N B
DUBERS B ATIE RS 78 L 3L Al b AF 5T X3 L 40 H7
R T 5 )l 3R U 7 WL S R ) RE I i A7
TE 1 25 51k

R4l 5 ST A L SR RO ] AT AT DL
SR T AT AT O T A B 5 ST R R R e 4

Fa) 5 R AR W 28 T 0 A AR Y BT R
TR T A 3 1 B SO B L 5 A O 1 o0 R 0 M RE
HA RT3 A B v AR CE T 758 i 4G
AR SE R TR L A R 5 T IR
FE fi B 45 AR S 75 58 HE N 3 BT IR RE B A 5 ) Bl AR
N, FRATTAE A S35 3C 53 A Tk ) I A o T B A R B —
ZET7 15 P ok 1 P RE I A — g BRARL, 1) AN AE AR v
SO B R RIS S T OOE O i R I R B4 58
4R PDTB FRTE IR R 28N AR AGE R, 55—
5T S 2K AR5 2R AR 45 4 5E R UL 1 43 Bt R g
B J5 1 TF I B B 25 K 3 A 1 45 SR A TR G A
15 e B A O A Y AT 55 2 — FR A A Y IE S
LB T X B B0, AT R A B SCHR AR A B BT T 42
T35 3T R0 A4 J7 2k B B T 0L g o ) D5 iR g A
H A HLES 2% > o SR BC X T 3 SR -3 O i DA
L HE e T3 % B T A 25 4 5 R AU PR T A
BRI R R )z

S FRATHE 3 SO B T8 45 4 0 M O VR 2 LT
PR BT T vk 9 HLA s 3, FAT R0 4k K 32 2 2 1 [a]
5 R R L H X AR R R I B I AR — AN . B8
HHAE DL SRR BT 2 2 B E SR I A —
S SR A 5 s T DA S AR R .

M e SCHE Ak B H AT SCEFE R AE 52
RENELEM R R TE B ARIE S R R R B ARIE
(0 A FLAETE A B 5 (H 2 N BL &R T 55 1 £ B ok
BT S W oE X SO B EEAEH]. R,
ST b SO TE R B AR RS R e R A R 1Y
T AR WA LB A FESE . AR S5 58 B Y
i B A A T LT R 23 BT Ak L

R v S R A AL RE 8 b e S R L U AR
— S G ) S R 14 S S B A AR 1 A3 A T
390 BE B8 15 4 40k 7 0 FH 3 Hh S0 B bk

(H 2, X T 4 7 A e o e 7 A T B A e b 58
52 M TP U B A5 R B0 R 2R TR 23 7 v SR R R R
B A g F R ASE 2 RET R SO )
Hiz A (Generally) 1 1 L 29 5 {5089 B0 25 L 58
o TR 2 10 SO Bk N DL OG IR I HL X B AR A8 O
e IR AL B A2 SO R R S WA R 1 RG]
B B SRR 2535 S I X — A s R Y
AR PR S A A B A B P S B
SEA A FESERE L — TR H A P A R AR

NTE & 2 B AR DU T S S DT T O T
) BE VL35 H Y R B AN IE 457 , Chao G JTAT) fe -
5| AU B R A A A AL B IS Tsao (B T
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(RIIF 5T % B - 1R 375 A4 B 4 35 AL (Topic Chain)™
e /N A % 2 07 A 4G B EEAE L R RN A N IS
AR i) b R AE B Ak A AT DG i A JE S T
SO LA ) 7 42 AT A e X2 4 X Al S
(3% 3% . 340 5 E 4818 (Zero Anaphor, ZA) (fRii]
F81% (Pronoun Anaphora, PA) Fi1 44 i8] 4 18 (Nominal
Anaphor, NA) S8 JE 3. Jo v, DAZE 48 A M 107 4 1)
U BN 8 BV SR 3 s (U] I = N LS R 5 T
A WF 5T G R R DA ) A R B0 A R R R 2
o 5 78 R 1 28 705 A [ A 1Y) 3R 9 ) A T R
SR T 2RISR G UL 06 R B — Rl
T R 1 DU BT ) 3 B R R LA

ST AR T R SRR ) R
G3 AT R IR 5 L DUIE J O 43 AT B AF 5 I R
Ay HAT EZE AL T IR A R B FNE R R
i Bz

(D it = s

W AR S R AR T RO R A Y
AN N B S IS £ 28 N (T = s W I
5 BB AH H XA AN TR O 28 DU R 2 R Ay
BT« A B L2 5 50 4 o P IR 1) 0 1 O 5 45 4 4 BT
(955 25 #E 5,  RST H1 PDTB & & %,

SEDCE I 5 A ) B e R TR AR 5% i
T DU ) 2 T A 43 AT 5 {F 2 280 X L F
T B AR BEFS R RST #36 , & B0 3% WF 9% 19 %F
G VWE TR RO B X A5 R A A 2 A R
FHE T 7E i 550 BT )23 T A ) m) R R N 108 A AR R
F14) Vs 6 L FH

BEAE - R 32 25 N AT X DU f 3 i B s it AT T
FEER A WIS 3 1 T ) S AL 45 449 ) MR A2 A AH
JO7 R R0 IR AR TR B R AT g
A R I BT A T S R A T . AR
X AT AR ) Ry A T AL R T I
VB TR TR A A AR TR AR X — WA R R DU
ot B 0 BT AR 1 — S A

(2) PLIE R T8 R Bt S

SR A B R T R R T S T LR R
SYHTRIAR TR RL™ E B Z L 2T A OGRS RS A
RIS (R AR5 o 3 4 D0 8 ST DU o 2 1 R R R H 35
S WIFFEE ORI AR L AHOC AR E R AR

— R B I T A G R R T AR R R R IR
Y1 F A ATTAR S 0 T SO RS A B ME A FE AR A )
BAEFEA G T AT JF T DS R A 1 A G AL bR

ETAE, CFrvE TR0 RS iE ) f KB iE B
PE RIS AN AN AN & o o 7 e 375 S N 1/
PRAEULI] B 3B L L2 40 7 Y BT TE
TR f b, o R AR ) 5 — [l (Y ) SCI% 45 1A
PRk S U © &7 M E AT KA Chtep://clip.
blcu. edu. cn/).

T JEFEZ % RST Ml PDTB (& R i 26l L. 25
G DUTR S ) A B EIE 0 B 5T R S 6 DUIE G 4
PR AR IR R FFATIR R AR TAEA - R AR
i RST Bie . 1 ) DU B 454 L 45 5 DU m) B
AR TTRE T AR AR R 3% TAE GG DUAR L AF
SO E T T RS RE A 3T I B AR T s
ST AT MPURBERER R T X 0 B0 BT E X
T B A AR A B s 7E SRR AL B LR EOR A
KWt SR Y 97 5 W & PR SCE S T B
SERIBRVE R T SO R Hr R A RST 19 w] 47
PE. Xue 38 1 D0 H R B 34 3236 14 0 A3 1 D0 5 IF %
DUTR e 3 3 432 1) 19 35 S ORI AR I 26 () BB EA T T 4R
AR FH 2 PDTB A5 FE A& 2 1 ) Hh SO 4 7 &
R bR U () R, JE H O W 5 e A AR R T R T b
TR S B SO JE g 2 LAl | L Zhou Al Xue 7£
PDTB #rif REGE T X2k A b SO [ 98 A S i
T TARTE  H X DOE M E 7R iR R T 1Y 22 7 b AT
TAPHT L DU A i T A i A R U
TGk H 4 R T 1) 9 15 1) PDTB & & JT i A OC i
5¢. Huang 1 Chen $2 ) — Ff 38 M (1) DUIE S 25 45 44
PR HESE I 58 B T W B AR T R GE R TT K 5 455 M b
TEHE K PDTB 1A 2, b5 id & 58 i 1 R U i =X
5 ) B ) P9 A R O AR DA BT IR B R R
ey 1 T R 2 X0 4 4% 1) R ZH 1 B LDC & A
) OntoNotes 4. 0 H1fy 525 F5IiE AL K PDTB
PRZR AT T 43 0) B ) FVR) R = A2 Y T 3 6 &
BRI b i P A 4 R T OC R e R
il R R ITTR K R ERIE B 5 DL LB R 00 ml 4
N TR AR 5 O AR 2R OIME L AT DR G R
paa LN WSS O S LN 3l | B TI A S 7
TR R 2 A 1472 28,

TR B R IEF A BRI 45 4 PDTB #
RST A F B A8 5853 7% 18 DU T 5 A kAl
TN AR B B N 2 1) 43 R FH AR 5 4 1
W75 B b ] R I O LR IR U B
RLARXT 23 2« i 2 45 FE A B BT 2 5 IR
J2 T B AL A R O R s RS R
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7 A R ) R B L B 2R DUTE R B T A5
FR B — B AR AR R IHRS R X
PRAAARTE SE T SO | 500 i SCHE Y R 75 8
T 2 A S FL v B B A ] T L e R A ML A T
AR VR O AR B T U T AL A

4 HERRE

4.1 FERFARARER

MR X [ P AN ST BOAR A 4 A R A T LR
) AHXT YT DO R R NI 2 H R
AL — 2 [n] RBF 5 3

(1) BF WP U IE T 2 3T 0 4% ¥ 0 A 110 G 48 1A
FRILANE 56 3. Qo] 514 S 2 B0 R B S (A
RST #1 PDTB) , H filt & DU 1 & ) ) B LT 3L
RAZE R S5 A 1 PR I 8 A0 N DU T 3 3 A4
I3 AT BRSO U

(2) 38 DB Fi 3 145 R 45 4 0 A 1) KA s
ERRAE R 2. BARA — S0 Bl 5 TG i
FEOMHSIR R BT IOEME A R T
S RIZE R HE X A T DUTE R A A BT
U e TT 1 W9 A Rk — B IR A RGBT

(3) T[] L 15 s 4 AL 45 ) 0 AT 1) S SR IF 5 T
Sy Z B T DU S RS A 4 BT ) B 1R R

W R 58 4 E T A DG B AR U BE IR R = DR AR DR B
BT RO FEAT A 5 B AR WE ST
4.2 BIOWKEZR

EASTE B RS IR QAR SO 2 95 ik L B A
B R ) e 7ORL BN R B LA A 3 B O L M
T AT A 0 B T B AR AR R R R DU
T T AB T A5 AL Y LAl B UM 5 R S DB S
T 45 F G BN R S AR R G A, 258 0T
2R RVR)BE RO 5T R L S5 A DB AR B L T T
DUTE o 315 R 45 A 1) 3R B . 1 S 2 T R o B
VO R R B OV T R A S A 1 T 2 A R B
FOUCHE T AL e G, $5 B R SOOI 5
B S RlE BRI/ SCIBRA T DR T T 4G
R i &R . Hor  MRAE DUE R 58 SO T DUE R B2 i
LA R R AR ) SC BT R R B A TR (DD
o B O B L 25 A4 (Micro-Topic Scheme) | e &5
Wi 1 45 4 19 £ 7 ( Theme) Fl1 ik {37 (Rheme) | &5 2=
TRl WL 375 75 B 32 (Micro-Topic Link) | 55 & Bl 00 15 850
# (Micro-Topic Chain).

ZEG B T R M W s W DUE R T RESE A
N T OV TE RIEE e /R W DUTE s 55 15 A5 ), FRAT]
P T T ) R R R A A R R R L A 3
JIE7. BE R IR R B A A KR B 2 R A f R
IR R L S T E X

Discourse
Topic

HE o . (a)
rIER) R
Discourse
Brcheid EESGRYS) Rhetorical Structure
FEFN (B3 G
\[‘g FaEpu
- — /
v / waifmgy (b
Discourse

Topic Structure

“‘: Theme Rheme

e

{ Micro-Topic i AL IHRELS

: -1n i Micro-Topic
H Scheme

B3 i 2 i DU R 7 G AL H s 1A AR
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4021 DU TR FE OGS G # Y ik FROR

(D) 3T F 867 BRI 1 DUE R 5530 45 A JE X
7R

ot O RS A A R s S — A = s
o F BRRAE S — Pl X A5 1 BE 25 0 o e AR R
L)) A TR A A AR A % e i 5 3 e o 2
(1) 36 3 ol R T A G 2 Sl v R T G R S R —
il SCORIR o A LR i =2 ) ) 187 K &R

EX 1. 53 FEAGE B (Elemental Discourse
Topic Unit, EDTU) j2& f5z /)N (1) 3l 37 3 35 3 B 1 5
AL 38— E ML)

B 3. Ca) P44 [0 A 0 30 6 AT L8k BRI,

(b) 1 44 T T3 /AT 518 b RLIF R A ke 6.

AR 3(a) Fon — D IHEATEB, FiEZE WA
BRSO I R AT 517 IR R CRAD 7 T B 3(b)
W5 T A HEAS G, R AR ] 95 1 o) R
b CRBD”F T4 (HEA R D 7.

TEFE 3 RN 2 DU R w s A A P R
TR LA 6 > 0 B L a~f AR X BT R
B A i B AR AT A5 A B B 5 FRATHTI A G
it B A T A v B bR T B A — B X
AR T IT S B 518 T 450 5 R w0 A A I S
WF5E.

ENX 2. BEEMONIEBZEH (Micro-Topic Scheme,
MTS) E—"1=Jud,

MTS=(S,,S,:1:8.)
Hrr,S, € {TUR},S, € {TUR}.T A1
) B R AR L (CEDTU) 9 3467 (Theme) 44 5 R
R[] — A B A R B B AS L (EDTUD /9 34 {7
(Rheme) G50, € I's T 2y [/ — 4> & 19 SO0 0%
JBUBE $2 (Micro-Topic link) Y44,

A O AL R AT LA B RO T R 42 1 e UL
R E L3 FE 4.

Bl 4. (OXFREETFIELME 1. (b) Wl WA Sfe it

IR 4 G R AR TR () 5 R R R AR IS
(b)) 2Z 8] B 3 3k 00 37k 70 3K 2 4 il — A~ s 3 SOV i
LR o IR Y R BE AR G R () T iR
S5 T4 DU R FE AR 3 B (b) H R AL A RO IE
R B 2 A7 R IR A AR AL UL AN TR E 3.

EX 3. OGS A5 i 3247 (Theme)
AR EREAT B (EDTU) Z 4 1Y i
R TET P 853 — B B T2 0 5 98 1) K LS i o A
41 BI iR i (Rheme).

RG] 4 FEAR TR (D) A AL S ARG
JECa) [ AR ASE H ) 22 8T R[] i RN . 33 B (] 4
HEOWE B Ry — B i SCOCHK o B A0 37 ALK 4% (Micro-
Topic link) , W1 T & X 4.

EX 4. FOUTE @ 4% (Micro-Topic Link) j&
—Fh R SR ARG UEDTU) N b 7 2 (8] 15
SCRHR R R B & Z [ i fr de e vk
PR = A - I 1 B 0 3 N ol N A €= N 7 N
EilE OISR Y37 N7 YT

R E S A4 A ) R) A R SRR R R N
e e iy —Fh e o X RN 2. ThRBiE & 24 011G
A Halliday 5% W2 T Bw SO & e vk — i)
A 3, — B e . RSN R e o 2 S PR
FET M EZELG Z —. FATFE Halliday #90
BT HIA h E AY I E  T EE AR B IE G 1 3%
U BRI o A S S 35 T 3R AT 2 1) A0 145 R
W2 305 ] T oy 3 OU 5 A5 ) K 32

R FE e — D ERAAER I — A EEATE
o IR AL RS RS ] 5 R g PR AR IR A 45
AT L B0 DA

5. WARH - DZETAER R .

HEE. MR- DEAFEE T ERMVE L
A e — Pk S A, R R E R R BT
BgEn)— Mk T B el 6 /B TR
[ i

Ble. FKE EHTT.ES—HA.

BR. 15 000E A L BRI ATE B iy &
A AR 198 SOk B T A T

BHE. WM EEAEE PN ERMZ RGN,
) 7 iyt Re”.

Bl 7. wERIREE] T — HAE, X HAE B AR AE R
VIRES

B X/RX. $8 82 Rk BT A H A 3 45
Fag R ) = A 67— ] )/ s ).

£ SRR R il R R G R B A
AR R ) R AR AL An ) 8 L A sh T Y
FE.

B8, ZhY/ REYH—RE.X-KEY/ 2
LA HL N Ok A Bl 4 A B L BBz 2. (BRI
WA ) 260 1)

REB/ B H5 ML — A B AT Y FE 3R
By — HEATE R R A 0 R ORI 9 iy
ETREE= SN Sy -S| Rt S WA il o' 72 )
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Y,
&

AR B TR R R S AR TS LR R

B9, i E K — 4 AR At i 2008,
— B R KR O g, Frp
EHKAK. JF Lk M

BE. 3500 20 B, By —410F X B AR
RTINS 7 ol N N ey A RN IS S8 YA T R/
TR 20 3] - (oK 35 ) RN ORI, 2.

TEFE 3 FoR BB 2 () DUTE fe 75 0 R A p L S
O RS AT 5 A, 43 500 LAAHOUE 375 R 1B 4 (&
Hi SO A I, I AR R N (T, Ty000) 5 (T35 Ts s
8:) s (Ty Ty s05) (T, T5,8.).(T5.Rs.8:). MBF5T
NESS S =T SV S SN E AN B S
PR B o A e M L A T S AR OB T R
PE K BB 8 T gkl S M ENRGE & iRk 515
SCE BN R 1 DUE 8 T DUBGE & 18 k5
B, 5 YRR R AT AEFE R R 25 Rt A b
BT R A o W 1 L0 e B SO L 5

EX 5. mEIESZE R (Discourse Topic) H n
(n=D A B OIS B 25 K (MTS) 4 B &
LTS B2 # (MTS) 2 () A 38 20 o 55 ol VR 5 830 I 42
(MTLink) #H 2Bk,

aRE X5 T A R S A5 (DT) 5
RO T 45 4 (MTS) A4 B — 28 88 1K 5 3 43 1) 21 &
KZ TN H Z A i MTLink B4 k. 5050
b IR A R I S AT AR IR A

@ i B IOV R 25 1 2 s B TS LA A

@ 18 33 i T AW 5 UG 2 (MUT Linko) A OG5k 1)
PR T T A 5 A 2 T R T LA A

Qs B LG L 2 B ALY A RO B AR
T OO F0 KL @ e #) 5L

EX 6. HE—NREFEEEA DT, 24
HH DG IR Y 3 SO0 15 ALK # (MUT Linko # % T — 4>
e B O E BL4% (Micro-Topic Chain).

TEE 3 FaR B 2 1 DUE R G A A Lo
82505 284 » 05 KL T — o B ROV o7 L A

(2) BT F2 o7 #0455 =X 0 DUIE o 35 07 A B A R
g

7 i R 2O i B TR e Y AR G
F W N DUE T ARG 1 1 50 B AT g —
AN T B (1) T 2 R AR R FRATT R T 0 R A
K FANE Ry — AP S A PR AT A5 B PR AR TE R 43 [
W ¥ S A MR R BB S R AE T AR T
T X} o B B AR U U AT 3 R R 0 R AT AR A

TtV A B A VA A TR ] ds P X S T R I A
PR 22 o R T A [) 6fF T 285 o) s 32 9 08 ) L A g
H Y. 3 BLFR B 92 14 [n] B Gn fa] % 15 B4 i 17 0%
L AR T AR AT — AN B AR L IF R ) 12 0
i B R AR R

B4 32 T FRATTR G DU R 3= 47 4 B0 5
45 A HE A S0 R R R 2 AT HI W B
) Z (8] () F2 A7 O FR I AL 1 1% G R A i
SCAHEESC R T H A $ T & H e B w2 )
T4z ¢ 22 1 SO0 3% A IBC 452 (MUT Linko) (149 48 & (3 W
S SC A B FE AR A 2 ] B AR O A B
£ ol O P 5 PR TS Y N 1 YA

L JON JON O
 JON LON JON 1O

(D (1D (11D (1V)
B4 FRATIRUR JTT A oAb FT 00 4 e g

(D i 7Y CF A7 8 58 3 A R 8D L 454> 40 11
F LA SCHK iR 45 A M5, T2—>T1.

B 10, BIASBHE (TD) Bk 7 & (R, fib
i1 (T2=T1) $54E T FHHEE (R2).

R 10 B Ay i 27 B NFRAR 3R A
1175 b —my e iy 207 “ WA 4B BE A7 7E a1 45 BN ¢
3 3 B TIOR3 A 2

(1D S v B GRS A ) D L 5 — ) 9 3R 457 1Rl
— ] B3R LA DG I . R2—>R1.

Bl 11, ZFA1(TD Z7T (RDREMATH
B (T2) & T (R2=RD).

R 1L, BRI R T AR
SR F ) L — A (O R I 422

(1D FEZE A (F2 {7 28 AL & ALY . Jif — ) 1) ik
PR — B 5 5 5 — ) AR BB G R
T2—>RI.

Bl 12, FATH/NX (TDRER—PRARE (RD,
(T2=RD Kiif§ 7 % FifEH (R2).

RG] 12 H JE A A A 1A A B
A8 E BT — ) B IR AL s K — A R0 175 A 4

(IV) B8 SUHL. J5 — /) (R R 3 5 /i — ) 1) A7 TE
B, R2—T1.

Bl 13, X H/ACTDIE® T & (R, /MH
AT (T2 EAEH EWE (R2=TD).

LR 13 5 — A AR R A L T S
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B — /8] TN AEAE 48 OC &R L R2—>T1, M i —
T SURTIN S

TEE 3 Ko W 2 i DUIE R =i A 45 0 h
5 AN B ROV TR I B2 L b 4 AN IBREER T (D
KFEA AL B EA A 1 ABEERT T
S (V) 2 T Az e ph AR 2 B 58 LAY
4.2.2 R RIS R B R PR A

FRAE b3 G = E A AR R RATAE S H A
HT 90 T2 0189 2R U5 T o ST AR P T I 2 SRS Y
TS TELE M SCAS T AL b BT R 3 T R S
HRIBCE bR S A A BN bR T FAL A%
B AR, G B9 77 3038 -5 0 A R A S R BN
Mg A AR A AR T A5 B I HEAT BIOUL 15 R 4 A8 S AW v
RS B PUNAR T S 4 A T DU R O A A A T R
(Chinese Discourse Topic Corpus,CDTC).

(1) bR K g

XFF CDTC B AR 1 5 0 - 6 A48 = 02 —
DI DA T 5 5 BHLA 19 AR 32 E R ) AR Y AR
s 7800 F B Bl bR T 4 /bR TS L SR T AR
TE$ e bR T A R MR O R R OUL S A A
g I T T A A AR X BOUE T A B AL L AR
— o RS Y A R b bR T BT O A BN L A
AR A IO T R0 IB 0 B 1 S TR 1 R ) 4
A AR TR AR i BT TR L 230
HRE S | Sl AR U5 55y T T E T 4 A
TN A0 28 i R bp T . 2 — 2P BRI
TERE b St 0 G AR R R 2R 38 Y A
B 28 W — & 58 B Y DUIE R R T A5 0 bR T
M.

Ry DR UE s T 5 6 194 [ B 5 SCRE TR A R bR 1 M
B, FA145 4 A 2% 2% 2] (Bootstrapping) 1 3 82 >J
(Active Learning) 77 1%  BLEHE# AT AE E , F (1 30
AR T B U

TG ) A PR R 7 v A B E R 7k
(Uncertainty Sampling, US) . & K ifij[0] 2 it & )5 1
(Query-By-Committee, QBC). H /, AN Hf & P )5 =
) — T B2 AL A O DAk o o) D 5 R 10 B
J& O e AR FEAR (B M ABOAS 8 8) Y FEAS In A
IR, AR A T AW & tEny £ 302 Ik Jf
545 B2 R T AT IR R L W FRATT S S
BT Z R 2 W o 2 07 s S 03 A T SR R O
KEGEEFEA 14 W TR IEAT L

ik 1. CEAZTIEARER L.

A A REBRTE R RL

B Y < BB VR B R NL

S

L SR UHCH N.

2. FIF RL YI%2 2 48 F1.

3. ML FLW AR bR iR iE R U

4. A BIGEEFT AR IO N1 A IE REA K iR AR B AL
G BERET AN R A M1 A TE SR AS B B RE A 48 B1.
Y REASE AT A SRR T 0 VR NL.

N TAREREASE BLL I 0 A B AR TE 58 4t

B RS TE 2, BT LR TE . LA A AR N,
. bR EE 95 R NL.

HAR 282 2] RN 32 82 2] O ik 4y N TE LA 2 )
GURAT T IZ WS AH G a) 6 5 A O IR A RES AN
WD X sV AR R R A T 10 22—

() P

1 CDTC iR ERRE R, &5 e T AR AT E
25 56 B 1) A T 45 AL bR v Ak B TS R 1 Ol T
TS A bR 0 AR TR R SR S R RS ALE B T B
A CHE R AT AL R A A DA B N T A i AR
SERE 5 N T4y MR 0 32 R 07 T Ak 32 AR A
HENL TR R OC R N ITAG 2 b T 0 Y R R
7538 B — SR, AT — bk & 35 O 1k 58 K
T AR I — ST G T TR 58 R AR
RS . A O T T IR T AR AR SO B g%
71, BA4% 5 A I 8, AT & T DU 35
WL A5 A8 TS B AR R aE CniEl 5 ) . 3
AR b A0, 55 A7 i 5 25 W T4 B L35 L4 B T AR 4k
SER A BB A S AR TR bR T R A B R A
Gt M —B0rE A gt A A O YR E R
A bR AL 3 20 3 R TOUE T G A 32 iR
PRS0 T R YR s T A A

© o0 NN oy O

LAY
I
L b AT | AL
T .
o B R n AL/ R e K
S N T L
G PRESSRA | |t v s,
XML 3f WA g >
ikl
ST RS
O 52 o
S
B 5 U OV A4 B £ Ak B

(3) i & AL
FEVE AR T 1 72 L RV R R b vE 2 06 R —
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B BT  (HAR SR AFTE 1 7 32 00 1 2 5 1T 3K
PR vE B2 SR AN — B — MR 56 B Ok 55 UE X
Fofr 2 S R B, O S W I P A B e o AR L T —
A 5 )5 1 2 Kappa K565

Kappa #5615 B Wi 55— % (observed agreement)
FB SR —F R (agreement by chance) S %k 3t
i Kappa {8, FK AR FE RS —30H:. Kappa
R HHE AT

Kappa:plo_;ﬁ ,

Horp, Py Rm W% — 0K, PR B R — %K.
Kappa €[ — 1,11 ZEVAG — B0, 1 2R Kappa
{E L 0. 75, — I N IR TE — BUPE R AR Kappa
EAKRT 0.4, W R — P 2. WA 5
K FATR AT Kappa J7 12 5k 45 30 18 B3 U o

AT AR B FEATE B 7)) Ry L Y O
AL vp B b A BB =X 4 0 P i ) 3 07 508
A7 58 4= AH T3] BF 5 A T 3 A0 45 4 1 b 3 45 R —
B AR B i SRR B AR L (EDTUD | £/
AL (Theme/Rheme) DL K S W35 U451 (MTS) #
Kappa fl. 3 1 45 15 7 18R E B9 AR T — BOM: A 5
P A PO B Kappa IR T 0. 75, B, Fedl]
AR R R BR 45 R TR .

F1 WRE—HERR
P H Kappa
T T HE RIS L (EDTU) L1 0.91
F /& 47 (Theme/Rheme) i1 5 0. 83
TIOVL I A 45 1 (MTS) U5 0.81

Fir, CDTC 348 500 A~30#, 2342 4~ A &
Btk 6648 4> [ SR 4] 1. 10 640 A1 A) 44 B 2
AW (EDTU) ; — F A 5a £ W] CDTC B8 58 7>
R DL DU i 3345 L A [ AS B 1) M B2 L 5 g AH O
BEE i TR SN A S
4.2.3  DURTE Rl LA 1 T H AR B O HEBOR BF 5T

s T AT A S R R — A T (D
AT AE H A T 3 R CERORR B AR 18 ) # . 2R A B
YA PR T B 30K Y R TR e TN 1 3R
PRAE PR = h L.y 1 Ik B HAY 3 A TR
2 UG R LB I AR L RS A Y SRR R
J&—Fl EL B AT AT 1 S

DUTE e 5500 AL A8 73 M7 1) 2 BT 55 2 i e k)
3 e B R AS IR A G ) ) TR R AR 3 8 v 1Y
AL AL FR U BIOUL T K 1 . R e R 3

ot BN LS R B A MG AR R T RS S N S
SCAHN BT SCAE L IR RO0E 375 A 22 1] ) 787 4 56 AR 2R
B AR 5 P 2 (0 4 A S A B )
L NI BT

(1) FEAT Y 11 5 5

T B SRR A T LSS R 1 100 SRR T S A
Ha o3 A7 Al o R L T e 3 Y AR R R B T U
FELARIF R AR R A T B OR . RS e e 3
JZ T S DG AT 18RI 22 51 (8 AR FEA R
ol 33X — J22 THT A A BRI . R Ok U AT DA S 8
TS A T UN T7 1% 45 6 DUBR S AT 1 4 1, R
R 3 ) ik L T IR A AR S B A R AR O A 3 S
WA

(2) Jei B SO G AL 45 4 1 10

s B GO T AL A R — A =0, B RS
B B AS Y R R A 32 A6 IR 9 TR L LR S R AR
WAL E] AR R DOE R S AR T AP R
B E 1 (R ESE) M1 00 . I Al ok TR
& EE R F AL E IR R D B B . AT
XA DA A e 2 3 7 o e ot o7 B 5 5 % i )
TRV S VA A T R Y VA A W Y A B4 Y DA R W N
B T W E - R i o A R ) B 7 . T
PR R CBL R P o LB Pt 0 T B
SR F) B E S HG BRlOU B ALK 422 5 2R 14 il 8 R
AT T B RIME . O 68 T 5 SO IF U L i L3k
AT A A 5 6 X R A6 1 RO 35 RS K 4 0K % i 44
o B OWL S AR B G R 7.

(3) i TG AL 6 A5 M A B i

s B LY B A A B i i AT
T F AL HESERE S, 20 B R v T A A A
YOt L 45 ) 2 i) ) 8 285 9 A LA T S fF 9 A o
PV AR R T RLAS A4 0 A A A ok R T A
g5k a2 R PR AU AR Al L. 5 24 R L R T A B
B A GOV TS A5 4 5 1% Gt F2 U R AS ] 9 02 < 15 2
A R TRy A T o0 A e R A AL T
T A 3R L HH S (4 UL I RS A g3 BT A S R A O
A A X T A ) 3 BT RE E AN [

(A T B fol WL B ALK 422 5 2% 114 4 1l

Tt B O T LI 422 5C 28 1) T o LA 5 6 R
APRFN LT SCAE B IR I 4 56 R 0 28 Y 4
A I R AAE . TR G AR B 28 AR TR B B R ] Y 7
M. IR AT UBIE S A 45 35 A3 #4501 3 /3
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LS AL o HE T S GO0 T 8145 A8 1 3 R B L 1A
R (RN NP S
40204 DU TR BT LGS R AR T L6 43 A

454 FRMHE  RST . PDTB. I iE & 4] B
DULE R RE S R SCTE 45 1 B8 55 i BIF 5 AT
Pt 2 3R A b R OIS R 1 B SRR DUE I
T RLEE . AR R A ] 6 TR AR T B
mr.

(1) TYPE 3R7R bR 4 % G2 1) 28 7Y J2 52 R a5 14
RS

<MTSID=[1.N] /ID5
TYPE=[Entity|Event/Union]
HEE, 4, BESEL
POSITION=[Theme/Rheme]
HEAE, #4{E
LOCATION=[Root/NotR]
Tk B AL, AR 2L
KEY=[Complex|Satellite/Nucleus]
A, #HHh. Hs
RTYPE=[NotZ|Zero]
JAEER ks, REH
USETIME=[Numbers]
Hasht ez e, #45: &
{Union=2.2}
A8 AT
> ARE R A5 B AR FMTS>

Kl 6 CDTC #5iEME

(2) POSITION 7R Y HibRids & F 4078 WAL 5

(3) LOCATION 275 X4 Hif b I J2& 75 %1 U H B
RV 75 Ak i R 1 T b

(DO KEY F/R Marbrid 8. 2 & 1 /807 4l
Bl /3R A R

(5) RTYPE F£/R M Fibrif & &8 T 6% 75

(6) USETIME 275 25 fil b i It FH A 18] oy A 3
BAFA st

(7) UNION #8752 TYPE 285 % union B}, fif
WE ARG RO 1D 5.

T FRAT 3 A — A B B A G R AR DT
SRR TE A e B RLA R A

B 14 Bf B b S R xml AR 380 AR T
R U] I R e S ) NN L IR A O e e 8
T RE P AR IC Y T BEAR R R AR L (EDTUD
T /T A5 B 2R 2407, Tn J5 10 19358 BE &R,
FI R 873 5 4% e 5 A 300 R 5l o 328 2 0 34 407 9 3k
WL R IR 12 2 45 I T RO B A 245 4 0 T P e
AT BCH R — J 0 I A5 i L G 2
TR R K 2 g A ol WL B AL Y D 5 A e 2 = 2
BB PO R R RS A L JF BB R E
PRV A DAL 8 ml 1, 9] 14 Ir 7 o 2 e Je vl LA
H P A% SOV 5 AL i 2 7 (ot P v i o o0 TR ) T 2%
HEGUED I L U A I 5 B O i

AL (RT)e
(e ]

<EDTU><MTS ID=1 TYPE=Event

WA Y s B AT, ¥ H. <EDTU>

P14 @) F suemeqy FTHREBRTDA — AR X EH, BRARRET, £a b IHE£RD, b
<T2=ZeroA=T1>(H tt) K¥ @3y R AR Y a2 a9 80, HEFRD. | G)FHH), HH mosuemierzy F& 7 F85R
RCRITE, FEMTESHEAREYT TLEEFTAEAEFHE” ARSI, || (4)<Td4=ZeroA=Ti=mAARAH# DL
BRI K4y B 23R4, ||| (5)<T5=ZeroA=T4>F4iff B P S0 £ 4R A5 4 + F (RS), ||| (6) <T6=ZeroA = T5> A b,

i de ] Ao dfe b € S0 RALH A AHRS). || (7) <T7=ZeroA=RG=iLiX B iF Eh— 2 K £ P Tl 48 )3 A&k o) &b 52

POSITION=Theme
USETIME=31><MTS$ ID=1 TYPE=Entity POSITION=Theme LOCATION=NotR KEY=Satellite RTYPE=NotZ USETIME=31>
T EMTS>FAE R <MTS> A —F 4% Lig, #iaMe®. 2+ oeh k14, <EDTU<EDTU><MTS ID=4
TYPE=Entity POSITION=Theme LOCATION=Root KEY=Complex RTYPE=NotZ USETIME=61><MTS ID=1 TYPE=Entity
POSITION=Theme LOCATION=NotR KEY=Satellite RTYPE=Zero USETIME=19>null</MTS> [ #t K ¥ & 3 #9</MTS>+ 14
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USETIME=8>null</MTS>5if B A 5} 48 % 4734 69 5 % % %, YEDTU><EDTU><MTS ID=1 TYPE=Entity POSITION=Theme
LOCATION=NotR KEY=Complex RTYPE=Zero USETIME=10>null</MTS>ZA i}, ifl i b & Ao dfi i€ 4049 2 H) £ <MTS
D=2 TYPE=Entity POSITION=Rheme LOCATION=Root KEY=Nucleus RTYPE=NotZ USETIME=36> i #</MTS>,
</EDTU><EDTU><MTS ID=2 TYPE=Entity POSITION=Theme LOCATION=NotR KEY=Complex RTYPE=Zero
USETIME=6>null</MTS>ibiX #2555 — 2 A 4 B Tl 4 3 A Sk ey iR 4E. <EDTU>

LOCATION=NotR KEY=Complex RTYPE=NotZ
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REAT R B AT IC (EDTU) /Y 4331,
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Fhr i fs B XA R EDTU #E47 R & 8.

Bl 15, R AR T & DX A 1 TR B SO A
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Programming, ILP) FI 45 #3 4k 8 #1 #% ( Structured
Perceptron, SPYREZR 471 & 1Y 42 R AL BIF 5T
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P A 2R #% (Linear Perceptron), £ 2 ] T
A AL B I R % SR B G Viterbi B9 SR g
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2] (online learning) #3342 , A& WA 2.

Bik2 SRR Bk,

A NGBS D={x b RERRET

i th : AL SR w

LR

1. BEBEBSH w=0.

2. fort=1:T do

3. for (x+y) in D do

4. z=decode(xryw)

5. if x!=y then

6. w=w+t f(x,y)— f(x,2)

Xf TR S SR S A A Gk G R
Ao i A B 0 R XY AR ST e A Z

Z=argmaxw * f(x,y) (D
VeY(n

Horp fCao, )RR S0 X AEME y T RRHE 1] 5. 40
R Z ASTEH AT R B A0 B AT SR
w=w+ f(x,y)— f(x,2)
4.2.6  [FZEHE TR LSS AR Y LR SO A B
MEEA BT VK 42 3R] L O 2R 387 45 40 5 U7 T . 4
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FER RS PDTB 1 SChR R R DL RDUE T i 8
SRR R AT LB 25 2R R B CDTC R R I 1
PDTB {& & HlJ™ SCiE & 45 4 16 R m %, B G
%) i B U A5 ) 43 BT R BE T LA R R A 4 A
ST SR BAREE R ANk 2 s,

(2
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Background

As a key technology to explore the discourse intension
and play a fundamental role to discourse-level semantic analysis,
analysis of discourse topic structure has become one of the
core scientific problems in the area of discourse analysis.
This paper, based on reviewing traditional theoretical explo-
ration, corpus construction and computational modeling for
discourse structure analysis, studies the frontier research and
challenges about discourse topic structure analysis for
discourse analysis.

This paper is supported by NSFC’s Key Program named
“Cross-lingual social opinion analysis: fundamental theories
and key techniques”. Cross-lingual social opinion analysis has
been an important and hot research topic in recent years.
However, there exist various kinds of problems in current
studies, such as passivity, non-objectivity, and lack of deep
understanding and analysis. This program attempts to establish

a theoretical infrastructure suitable for cross-lingual social

opinion analysis, develop a series of key techniques, construct
relevant resources, and build a cross-lingual social opinion
analysis platform, in addressing various scientific obstacles in
front of its wide application.

As one part of the research of NSFC’s Key Program,
the main task of discourse analysis is to analyze the structure
of a discourse and semantic relations between units from the
overall level, and the use of context to carry out discourse-level
event information extraction.

High level study is carried out on the discourse structure
analysis, syntactic parsing and semantic computing and
published in respectable international conferences and journals,
such as ACL, EMNLP, COLING and IJCAI, IEEE Trans-
actions on Audio, Speech and Language Processing » Infor-
mation Processing & Management . Journal of Computer
Science and Technology . Jouwrnal of Software (in Chinese) .

etc.





