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Abstract: In this paper we introduce a novel single-document summarization method based on a hidden
semi-Markov model. This method can naturally model single-document summarization as the optimization
problem of selecting the best sequence from among the sentences in the input document under the given
objective function and knapsack constraint. This advantage makes it possible for sentence selection to take
the cohesion of the summary into account. In addition our method can also incorporate sentence compression
into the summarization process. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our method, we conduct an experimental
evaluation with a large-scale corpus consisting of 12,748 pairs of a document and its reference. The results
show that our method significantly outperforms the competitive baselines in terms of ROUGE evaluation,
and the linguistic quality of summaries is also improved. Our method successfully mimicked the reference
summaries, about 20 percent of the summaries generated by our method were completely identical to their
references. Moreover, we show that large-scale training samples are quite effective for training a summarizer.
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Table 1 A summary with a cohesive problem.
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Fig. 1 An example of a hidden semi-Markov model.
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Fig. 2 An example of sentence selection with a hidden semi-

Markov model.
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LINERHHMELE LTHVSE, 251074 - 7Yy Fid
ToHK, FFETEPNLLDOLDICERINID DN, H
KEETEDPNLTOFHIZOWTIIME S DREDDH
5 [41]. KL TE IR Em e ER L. &
B, KkOTrF474 - 7))y Fid—ELELEOLH

FV 5 =12

W2 %55
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3 MBI LN E D LICBIT BMRER O . SIRERN %
W5 36,413 LD H b 16,643 LITASTLEDZFNE T 5
7oK i, ThbbiEEEES 0 Tho7e

Fig. 3 Distribution of edit distance between aligned sentences.

W ORENACD D % KD, ZDO5AERZ bLE LTH
W55, KL TR R 2 D03 LTI ORY
MVEERL, IhalEs Lz, $hbb, BET
2 ODLZENEFNIHNL LA OREFISED L) 1221
Lz aEMEE LTHWS, 2hug, BEhf<irare
TVIZBWCREBOUBFABE LSRR L) ETHEEL
{Fa— PPN B720TH B,

4. XDBEEDERK

KL CIRETAIEHYETNVIITO L L IR 5 Uk &
ﬁ@ﬂ%b?%pk%fé%.% T, RS [46] & FEk
, VOHFEEERLTBE, TNEEIRONRIZED D,
$ GCIE 2 O T OMEE AR T A, UAVE
CHIB L ZFONEO T * A N BRFETLHEE, TO
OB ZTIREEAY T2 HETHL., b JkidHE
MRbDTHHH, SRENTREL-LIH, TOMEK
B HLAE 7 B EC O BIRERIZE Wb O R TE 5 L Eb
N7z, ARIANLEICETNL L, ZREHICEETI
L MIDT 5 Z LTI 72410, Fftic L, %
KOMERE T L THE Y KRERBIELMZ TBHT,
ZIERE MR T 5 36,413 LD H B, F-EEFD 16,643 X
BANXECEITNLI LT o FA—ThHo7z. Tz,
BIIRT LI, HERZSMZONTVWDLLIZBNT
b, £ oIF, BHRICINE 5 &) ICHEEEE, =EET
FVEBDNEERPBEESNTVWIRETHY, K&

*7 Barzilay SRR E IO 2 DOHGEOMHITET RIS
HHETHILERLTEY [3], TD720 I ORI
DFGTHLDLEEZLNS.

*8 Barzilay 5 13k [5] BTy 7474 -7y FFELR
5 ME % RETH)—E M Local Coherence DFETHKILL TW A7,
R CTIXHEDS O5H [42] B L OBEE 5 OFtlk [41] 1I2fEwv,
COMWEEHERIEICHT 20D L /AT,
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NhB, KROLYT A T4 - Ty R, 2 ETHRRLEROA
Mirsdein &, REBWREMEEHAANS T e LT, BT
WM EOATT I — FET\V, 73— FOEED S n-best
WEFT, ENOEKBNEZHHET) Iy F 0 /750 no7
FEDEZ H5b. —J)T, n-best ® n DIEDFRER &, PiEiX
TEWWBELNAIN= T X PEL L7720, KX Tldmr 7+
T4 -7y FERPN =L L THAANSLIEE L7z

O oI OTIE, FFTANLHFOTRTOLLEBBERTTO
TOMREEEZFE L, TOOLEEHEBEOMER/NIT AL
123 ED LERMHED T 72, *HEo T IZBIEEE T ) 2 & AT
5.
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CBIEESNTWD S DIE 7R,
BRI T O L S icxodfEr AT 5.

(1) XHOD, B LOZONEEDOTFA M2 BRET 5.
W OPDOTUE, MR ERT GG R T 5720
IHMCHbN 2T F A M2 EATV S,

(2) XDORY ZITREHEAY § 5. ZDHEIE Nomoto D
RELHE L ERIIZFE—TH 555 [31], LHEE
A LB EICIECVERIN L BN D L 120,
B & FOUHERKICET A IE R R Lo E Y E
L, WD IN VLI T L. HERY ST
ROTBIARIZERN AT B2, N 7T L12HSL
SHELEL, RVZFICESCEELEEHVT, 2
NEDBENLOPSNEIZ 125 10T TEHE
5 L)L

5. EPRVETEIEIC & BEEDRR

X ()%, XQ) DOHOTTHL 2 EDPREDOEET
L. BWFIEEICESCT VT L0582 — K%
Algorithm 1 IZ/RT. 1179005 747 TIRAIHAT 5 E%K
DML EAT ). X7 Pz = {20,..., 2n41) |&, EDLH
TRELTRIREN TV LD EKMNT L. bL2y=27T
HIUE, Lz WEMICEEND. 23=—1ThNL, X
s3,0 BLUOZOXOWMIERHIZEINZW. VEP, S
E2RIEDEFITH Y, ZNENT IV T XL OEH DM
RERAET S, VI]il[k] 13 2 XICOBRFNV D i 4T k IOk
HTXDEOHRENPTINEND D, HBHWVIILAEN SN
BODERET A, b L V] =0 THNUL, TOKL s
MWifT kPIOBECTIRIENS. L L V[ik]=-1Tdh
W, CEBIR S N, Plij[k] EIRAEDO LOE RN S
NTVBEILANDEA ¥ 2 Wi $ 5. S[i][k] (&0 1T k FIRF
HTOHWBEBDETH 5.

8ITONH 28 4T £ TOEM T — FiE, LT ok %
RNTWD Z EIZHYST 5

maxp=0..i—1,0=0...m; O P|[k — i o]+

S[il[k] = Wi + Ch VR k—ti )i (D),

Slillk — 1] (B).

ST, Al <k AS[i][k—1] < S[R][k — ;0] +wip+
Chvn—tos)in DHETH Y, BIRZNDSIOBETH 5.
A DOBEE, AT EFIORRIZBNT, B s, v %
BT 256 TH 5. BIMEHIEOBRIIBNT, |
ATk FNCALE T BH24T) S &1, L1 AL FTOHA
VT, BHE VOB EERT B, REOX
ELTX s, 2BRHAT 20 20ET 52 L ICHYT L.
T, BE 6, DX s RERITBINT 57201213, EHE
kWX siy DEE 4, D ETHELENH D, £, < kT

MARROEMRE K TEL L, & ETHMRIMEDORENTTH S 72
0, kThbILIZEEmSNIz,
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Algorithm 1 B EEIC L 2 73— F
1: Z= (ZU, U.,Zn+1>
2: fori=0ton+1do

3: zi = —1

4: V[i][0] — —1

5: P[i][0] «— —1

6: S[é][0] < O

7: V[0][0] =0

8: for k=1 to K do

9: for i =1 ton do

10: V[i][k] < V[i][k — 1]

11: Pli][k] < P[i][k — 1]

12: S[i][k] < S[i][k — 1]

13: for v = 0 to m; do

14: if ¢; ,» < k then

15: for h=0to7—1do

16: u = V[h][k — 4 o]

17: if u # —1AS[h][k—{; o]+ wivtchu,iw > S[i[k]
then

18: V[i][k] < v

19: P[i|[k] < h

20: S[i][k] < S[h]lk — £iv] + Wiw + Chou,iso

21: Vin+1][K +1] <0

22: Pln+1][K+1] <0

23: S[n+1][K+1] <0

24: for h =1 ton do

25: u = V[h][K]

26: if S[h][K]+ chunt1,0 > S[n+ 1][K + 1] then
27: Pn4+1][K+1] < h

28: Sln + 1][K + 1] « S[A|[K] + ¢hu,n+1,0
29: i+—n+1

30: k— K+1

31: while i # 0 do

32: v« VI[i[k]

33: Zi — v

34:  j—k

35: k—k—"4i

36: i — Pi][4]

37: z90«— 0

38: return z

INEFRT S, KIZ, S[k—-1]1EX1H25XLi FTO
AERAWT, BHEL-—1OEHEERT L EEIHELN
LERMOHNBEMETHL. Thbh, BHEN1ZTH
WEZOZEHOHMNBEBMETH L. L, ERHL L TE
My 5 EEI2UE, Ls, 2IFATLIELILEST, 2O
KA1 7217 & 2 0E o HBEUE S[i|k — 1] %
L0 % H A BIEAE STh][k — Cio] + Wi + Chvinjih—ts0]i0
PEONILENH L. b, BIRIERLEE
FENHILC2VEREZHRAZ LI A, SHk—-1] <
S[hl[k — li] + Wi + Ch VR k—ts.0]i0 (FZNEERT B
I sip XERIBINL 7L 2O EBMEIE, BIITRD
72, BRIE k— 0, TR 2O HRBEUE S[R][k — ;] |2,
HLL s, BBIML7-L EOEMBEEMELFIHE T2 L

M2 I EED k— £, EIRESNIZBIER L ) 284 Th
D, B&D k-0, $0ENZELH L. L 21E, BHE 100
DEEL, BONIEBOEHOEESHNIT THILELETH
5. ZITIE, RO, EHE k— L, DERHEFHT 5.
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X 4 ZHLEEWISENT 25 A0 6], Mt i=31T k=06 STOINIEZ R
LCTwa. i =31 k=065DRET, 3 s30 VEIRETHEOBEZ RS 5 2 ROTEL
FNAFAWRETH A2 D2 BT 5L &, ZOFITIE s3 DESIE I THDE70, BHIHF
AT DI ENTETHD. sz WENBFIIHA SN 510 DV 800 LT
BT ENTRETDH Y, BIWEITEEOMBIET, L) EMEROENS T EEREND
C el B. ARRIS, Csso i, 198 sa0 X ss0 DECHNIHEA S5 BT HAT 1T HE 2

WELT, HmoBEHcn s

Fig. 4 An example of a process adding a summary sentence into a summary.

THONDE. FL s, ZBIMLAE ZOHMBEKED
i%bﬂﬁ\ci, i Siv 0)%%’#13‘0 £ Ui BIC Siv k jt Sh,V[h] k—¢;,0]
DIREDOHITH S, s, CHRURER L EFOENE
k—t;, DERE, X1 0OATFHL CEYEERT 25
AL, 15X i—-1FTEHHTLAGEETCTCOI—1
TEHGAET L., SNOLOEHOPT, HEhHlL-BIckbH
BIBEBEDS S 25301, X1 25X h FTEFHL
BB O N2 EHE L — 6, DERNICREZIENS 723
ShVih|h—tin] CHB. VIh][k =] (& RAT k— £, 5K
HCTHWOS N2 XOTEMOMESEMN SN T VD,

TR " TR GEINT 2 A ONE O —F2E 4 IR
. 2RICEINIBIT AT RXTOEE, $hbbicl.n
Thkel.KHNZBWT, 7T ALIEL 550 HAHVIE
Z DM 8. 1.8 m; B¥2 RICEHIHIZITFATTRETH B0 %
AT 5. i =31Tk=650ORETIE, Lszo PRSI
3THAHI0, INHFAT S ZLPTRETHL., ZDL
&, W0 FZENLRNIFASNIZ 510 B DL 59 £
T AHIEDURETH Y, BEtmEoEET, X HED
BEOEFEE L EERSNL Z 82k b. FERZ, X
s3.0 1, 19k 540 % 55,0 DEFNIAHA S5 BHZEE T RE
HXELT, HmOBEMIZR 5.

B OEE, ADEHBETWISEWEE, Thbh, B
FIDESDIEY 2\ 72O\ ZEHIIT L s, ZBINTE B0
B, HHIE, BRI s, 2BIL TH HREEMEI L
BEENHZVEHETH 5.

Blla—FIZES L, TT10470505 1247012915 T
3 H B BAESE s SN WIBE T L CER T BICHE
bhH, FOOL, 1347005 207DIChT T, HABEK
EDSYGE T RED & X, SE T BECTH 1UE H 1Y REUE % oL
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FT A, 134T TIE, i 4T kHIFEIT, X s; O m; EHO
WHEZNZNZBMOBERE L TEET 720, KL%
179, 1447 T, BUEBIMOBERHE o TWAH L s, H°
ZRINBINRETH 2 02 5. BINTTRETH 254,
I s WU — 1V ORISR & 2 5 UHEET 57280,
15 478 THE L 24T\, FREN OB & #h L 72
B0 HIBEEUE 2 AT 5. Bt & 20 5 Lo HifE O f
HIX VIRE — €] M SN TR D720, 16170 TERK
wlZINEMLTB L. 17470 T, HABEE AT
SNB AT L. HWEEESSE SN L5613, Hv
M % 18470 T, ¥t L2 E 19170 THMWNT 5.
F N HABEEENL 20 7O THMT 5. 2170005 23
O TE, CEORRZRTIEN L e B ORK
BIEINT 5. 2447055 2847020 TlE, XEDK
RaRTBEN L L L OfRFREL, 2N F TR SN
ERBERHOREO Lk L, HOEEEZRIHT 5.
FelZB A7l b, BETERE OB ORER 2 IRIET
% 2 RICEHI V O i 4T k HIOMIE hAT k — £, P10
LEMETERL W) ZERRLTVE. 200, WD
RETH D 01T 0FIOFERD S, LR TH S n+1
TEK+1VORKREEFET LI EDNTEDL, B RREE
PR SN2+ 14T K+ 15005, 2 KICHS] P 2K
ENTEA VI EWICELI LT, ZOREREELTD
DBFE, TRbERBOBEERT 5 XORFPHLNL.
2947005 38ATOIILDRINZIEITLT 720D H DT,
RA D ZFHITED, NS NTNDE LD D VIETLDOHE
iz 120922 ISHMNT S, 7L IT) XLIEREIZz %
W9 5.
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6. EE&

6.1 O—/%X
FEERD 72012, 12,748 MO AT CE L BREH 2 HE L
72 ANTERTRCHHEHETH Y, SHEHITZLE
NOFLFILCOVWTOAFTHERINZENTH D, §T
DOZMEFE 150 LFDNTEIN TV S, T —IXAD]E
%i%%z’?# FITRT L9118, KU THO EHR
?b%ﬂé%ﬁﬁmi%m%fﬁé.

6.2 EFHMERE

LU o 2 FEHE O R 2 F v CEHi 247 9 .

AR AR SN ONENE, ThbbAaERSNE
KICER E LTEHEO L REEERERIRFEIN T D
&) BLTIZ DWW TIE ROUGE [23] % AV T H DY I3
L7z, A Tid, ROUGE 0#iffin 5 5, ROUGE-1 &
ROUGE-2 # &Hiilc v 5. ROUGE % RHE§ A 1213
RS [45] OHRICEDE, NWEEMOARE 7.
SENRE  ZHOSRENME LT 5720, AFICX
V= o T 7 D A NG Y Nl 2= 1170 3 Al e & N A [ E Vi 8
FATHIFE AT IC X % R RE [28]) & Fv 72, Z OFFli R
IHEECCEEH OGO D G ENb 0 TH D, K
XTI CEOENE NG T L0, 0EE, B
%%@%%é,%ﬁk~§ﬁ,$%@4o@ﬁﬁ#%%ﬁ
BT o725, FHETIE, FNENOBEICB T, 18k
55 FE COMEDIMG- &0, Sl 70, KT
Lo THEREINZEHLNS T > #2012 100 X EEHH L,
7 NOFHiE TN EFEM L 2. FHMEE ICEES IS TN
TV,

6.3 LEHFE

KL TIEUTO 8 HHDOT LB L7z, ®&AD 6
FRNR—ATA4 0 THY, ®ED2HWAVPRKLORET S
FETH 5.
5>ﬁA(RANDOMD':@%&iKﬁii%%m¢5
L& TV LGRRT A, ERE, 707 AIGERESNT:
WOESEZNETIGEEINZLDOE S OMAPERNE % b

x 2 2—/NADOMRE
Table 2 Corpus statistics.

ANXE BHRER
TR 476.2 142.0
SRR 298.6 88.3
P 9.7 2.9

*

i

3 BWERIENOE S & AJIEOE S TH - 72ETH 5 [40].
4 G, BhE B X OTEE.
FNENOEE DT S EIC OV TIEfHEE A1 ITRT.

1A IERICE Y, 2 4 1w, 3HIHFATES, 44 Bn
5 5 L IEFITE .

*

Jul

*

i
ot

*

=
o
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72T ATbIS.

J— K (LEAD) : V) — FEIEHBZEICBIT 5%

N=2F4 2 Thb. ZOFEIATLEDKIEDSELH

ROGEZTXFIEY )T I L TENEZAERT 5. K

LCIEHAMIC A LEORIHD S 150 LFEEAT YT L

TZOFFErFEEL 5T,

FyTHy 7 (KP) Rk Lz2XH12Fy 79y 7 EIE

B2 RS 2MENRET NV THD. TONR—

ATA N, WIS LTEEELS5 2, dLIENEL

Fo Ty rHfE LTHy Ty ZHEEBRLLDOTH

5. WOBEEEIL, Nenkova b DIREIZE D X, WE ik

T 5N RE D AR DY) & L7z [30). MNEFRED ALl

L, AN UEEHERT 2 HEEOEBUIT 5 H 5 HEE

@&ﬂ@ﬁ@%ﬁ&bf%ﬁtt.ﬁ&b% AT

BWTHBICHB T2 HENL CXICEENLITE, 20

LOEEEIIET 5.

vaﬂy7(ﬂ%&m(KP@D::@N—X?%yT

&, XOEEE % HEOERERTIE R, BMFEE T

5b. 341ﬁft&ti%@%mtﬁﬁé%@ifwm&
WV THEE TV, t@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁmt.?&b% pa

] OFEHNEZ MRS I ER AT DN E IS T 5.

%#ﬁ%ﬁg%(CRﬂ._mm—x74/fi,*ﬁﬁ

R AW T OEBEREY RO, TOEEETHWT

T 7Yy sHEERE RN ERT 58, COEEE
%#Héﬁﬁ%”;ofﬁb%htﬁimﬁxﬁ*kb

7z, MY SRR OFBE OO, ANLEFEDOKLIC

Lf,ﬁ%ﬁ#@#@hﬁ%ﬁ%?%%%#%é.%@t

O, 4 BECTHHLHETANLEDOLESHEN O %

RO, Ao b e E\EELE R L.

Bh¥E<)a7EFIL (HSMM) : LT ZoTHET

i, XML FT, ANLELBETL2TTOLDOA%

HIRT 5.

Bh¥<via7E7I)V (XEESH)) (HSMM(C)) :

ZFPE, FOBLEYLI TEFT VIS EH T,

XOHFHMES KT S LI L7zdo.

ZREHN (HUMAN) | S mE O LRz HHiA& 5 5 72
O, SEMMEOFHEIOBRICIISREN 2R 7.
FEOBIIE 10 5HIZ A E 2 T > 72, FEBOFE

FEOMEIZI, 74 VT YOS X EKE % H v

72 [37). BB, ZELKE L L7720, RVAPE[15] & Hw

T ) = FEOFEFEIZBWTIWL OPORL D EEEEZ D L)
TEDL. 728 ZTCFHALTIE A { SCHA THETED & BRI E 2 i
ETHIPE T A RO T LW L TEL., RATTHAEDFE
LR LAbOD, LHMATEINEITH LML I L TEHRICK
EREHBEFRL GRS T L, FHAL L X ROUGE 128
WTHELLLEDZENEL, Lo TRBL TR 0FE
FrRA L.

“18 735, Shen 512 & A [35] 13L& BRIIZER L TV BT
B, KigsLoN— xv%x%&CRFtuE&éémt
o TWnWh,
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THBKEZMEL.

6.4 V—Jb
WATEIREE T — N A DY T B ICERE L, iE
ELTHC D BESFICET 250D CHH ORI &
FCTHl L7z, TEREFRANTAR(E Fuchi 512X % % @ [13]
%, R0 2T L Imamura 51255 b O [16] & 21
ZNH72. ROUGE OFHE L, Lin O3k [23] LR S
DL [45) 10 HD EMPICERE LA 2 ) T T o 7.

7. BREEE

FEBR D, ROUGE |2 & 25HliOE R 2+ 3 12, Sk
EOFMOFRER 4 ICFNFhuRd. 22T, 9
ROUGE 12 & 2 NAEMEOFHMOFERIZOVWTiEm L, £ 0
DL IZEENMEOFHIORFHR IOV TiEm T 5.

ROUGE 12 X A3l BV TiX, RANDOM % &\ 723
NTCOFEFRIFLHERZRLTWA, UL, 4 FTR
L72E912, 2L OBBEHEIANLETHERT L L L
FoK AL L > TR ENTWE 0, EELY
WENIFEET A & S TENTIRFLENEZERTSH 2
EMTELOTHA., T2, KL THW - H—
I =N 2ADEHRIBBELR 0% EME L, L
o THELZRZE LR T V. HERIIZE, 10 X095

#* 3 ROUGE |2 X 2 NEMOFHREORR. 1dt. &H 2503, &T
B X o THER SN ERPZREN Lo FA—Tho
CEGTH D, Fho CSULR oftsd, #RENEM &
Wty Fo 7y EhidHY), Fv Ty s, V-F, J
YE LT B EAEOA ML R

Table 3 A result of content quality evaluation with ROUGE.

Method ROUGE-1 ROUGE-2 Idt.
RANDOM  0.417 0.291 1.2%
LEAD 0.779¢8UR  0.727CS,UR 4.4%
KP 0.704R 0.611R 9.3%
KP(S) 0.729V:R 0.647YF 10.4%
CRF 0.741Y:R 0.6755U.R 11.3%
HSMM 0.769¢S:U.R  0.703CS,UR  152%
HSMM(C) 0.785¢SUR 722G UR  204%

® 4 SEMNGEOFHIOFME. MO 1 GFFICEY) 255
GEEICR) £T28] THhEH. AEEICHTAREIIRS &
FECTH 2

Table 4 A result of linguistic quality evaluation.

Method Gram. Ref. S./C. Overall
LEAD 1.9 3.9 2.5 2.1

KP 4.1k 3.7 3.4 3.5
KP(S) 4.2 3.6 35 3.6-
CRF 4.1% 39 3.7 3.6
HSMM 4.30 4.0 4.1 4.0"

HSMM(C)  4.0F 3.9 4.0F  3.9¢
HUMAN 4.7" 4.5  4.7% 4.8
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SLREELTHAHI LR, LEPF>TITI V¥ ALK
IR L 72GEICBWTH O/ EELN TS, T
P L72FHEoF T, LEAD & HSMM(C) ik d B
WHREZIR L, SNOOMICIIEELZE o7, 20D
LEAD OHREIZLT LB REDOTIE R, HF
EEARYICTEET S ICEE 2 ERA R SN TBY, L
728 o THED S 150 LT3 DL FH 29 ) 1§ LEAD
12 & o THBR SN -85 ROUGE 12 X 2528w T
EWLREREZRTORBHERLZZETHL. —HT, FLLIZ
#ik4 % 5%, LEAD I35\ ROUGE OfGE L L CSFEM
WEIZBWTHE->TBY, TABREEKYET SLFA—0
DO T HHET D 4.4% &R+, LEAD & 3t a
I2, HSMM(C) 12 & o THM S N7ZZER D) 20% I3 S E
KeF oK MA—Thb. XOWMDEREITDED -7
HSMM 75 HSMM(C) 8 £ O LEAD IZfe < &5 2 R L 7.
HSMM(C) & HSMM ORICIZEESENH D LMD, L
DOHFE % SOEIROBERICE O L BEMEARINT WS, §F
12, BHEO 1 CICEIEFICEVLOPHICHELELTEDY,
NEDFHIVEBNEZER L2 D &) BN E I N DA i
ARELRECEXRZ D LN L. LTI O
EERWMT LI EDITEEEZLNS. ROUGE 7217 T
%, NHOBREY L F—OERK % EHT 5 HIZBWT
b O ERUIIER ICHNEH TN D,

HSMM (& HSMM(C) 8 £ O LEAD DAt o Ficx L <
ROUGE IZBWTHEMMICHEICE®R L Twab. CRF b
HSMM 2SIV 2 T XRTOFFHEE A5 2 A5 T E 575,
HSMM A5kt 2 ZE L7273 — F2479) 2 LN TE S
DI L, CRE I OEEETHERMELZE L TIvs b
OO, TA-FEHLLEFTFHy 7y 7HELZHELZ LI
Lo TiibTwad., Z0728, CRF ZERHE & RO
FMAEREE 73— FEFC—HLTR) 2B TERW
7%, HSMM 32 & & M oG Z 78 kg L& 70— Ny
T—BLTHH) ZeHTEL. ZDER) CRF & HSMM
DL o7 bDEEZ LA, HSMM & KP(S) OIS
bEEAEND L. ORI, XHOTFA MEREEE
BT LI TUHERFNICBVWTHRWEEDLDH L L ER
LTwh, XN—=2ZF 4 O Tld CRF & KP(S) DIz
ROUGE-2 IZBWTHEEDNH -7, T LB A,
W ERT AT F A MERM L ERT 2 HEEEZRT
bolwz b, KP(S) L KPOMICOEEELH -7z, =
DT LIFH—CEENICBIT2FHOMEERTIO LWV
Z5.

P~ a 7 ETVOFEERIHEERE 5 1I2RT. Th
1, 2,748 MO AN LFE L SRENZFE L, FHICHS
AT ZIRER O % 100, 250, 500, 1,000, 2,500,

9 S ZER BE, BIREHD ) H A4A%ITHIZEED 150 X5 %)
D L72720F, A WIidIt4c 150 LFELPNDO AN CEE DT F
HEE L7220 0Dk >Tnh,
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B 5 feRFEOFEMH
Fig. 5 A learning curve of the proposed method.

5,000, 7,500, 10,000 & BEFEICHERL L2bDTHL. 7
T IHIRT LIS, KRHEBEZINFEREZHNLZ L1285
T, BRHONEUPRECHEEINTVS, 777505
RV L, AJJ3CEESREROM OB L 5 ROUGE ©
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Table 5 Parameters learned in the proposed method.
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