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Improving Japanese Inter-sentential
Predicate Argument Structure Analysis
with Contextual Information and
Similarity between Case Structures

YuTta HavasuiBe "' MaMoru Komachr !
and YuJs1 MarsumoTo 1

We improve Japanese inter-sentential predicate argument structure analysis
with contextual information and similarity between case structures.

Two types of clues have been often used in previous work. One is local
contextual information based on centering theory, and the other is semantic
information such as co-occurrences between a predicate and an argument can-
didate. However, those approaches fail to identify the nominative argument
in the sentence “He turned himself in to police”, even if the document has a
sentence like “The police arrested him.” Thus, we propose a new method using
global contextual information and similarity between case structures in order
to exploit global contextual information over a document.
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AREITE, SUROERZEE LT, BT 2550 B0 8 2B O 72 FV 2 JRT
SR E, T RTOXONE#RZ IV % KIBSURTEHRO BT DV TR 5.

2.1 RBFXARTEROFIA

ARG LETEOB O ED O BT BV 2D U VY 2% LI, BIT5 13 Salience
Reference List (SRL)? ZHW 7z FEZIER LTV, SRL I « i« TH% « =A% D
k2 1 DT DT % 4 DDAT Y b 535U XA N T, ROFIHTIEKT 5.

(1) CEOFD SIS ATAREHIC OV T A0y M4 T 2 EHS

(2) #ZHUT2HAEATY MIHENT S

(3) TTIKATY MIHEMEINTV RS, LHEEXZLUTENT S

(4) &S ZBEOERE TR IET

R 513 SRL 2+t > 2 Y ¥ 7D < HAGERRISHIT LT 7L & AR,

T OME) > IR IR > MR (28 > BEEHE (T > Zoft
CIEFRATI TR U, COEFIEHARETIEED X S R DHERENRT VL Z/RL T
Wa.

RO TR 1 ZMNT, BRIz OARD SRL IC & % &2 Rd

R 2T 7 KE 0 & EARK ZIRELED, TUYY - 07 K &
CHEBEL, (oA (FRRRELE.

SRL BRAITRTDATY bAETHS. £I (1) IZDWVTHN, (1) &/ BERD T/ WE
DA\ FEHS. KIS (2) IKDWTHAN, (2) ZIKEOTIKODZATO Y M EHD S,
BRI (3) IDWTHAN, (3) I/ MEED TN DAy M d iz %.
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Table 1 A sample analysis with SRL
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& 2 #f#Eifio CHAIN.LENGTH HMoOfH
Table 2 The value of CHAIN_LENGTH feature of each candidate

BiEY (o) | &S,
At 2 3
AR 1 1
B 4t 0 0
it 1 1
SRR 0
it 0
Bath 1

X T-] BHEMICA DRV EZRg.

V5.

2.2.1 CHAIN_LENGTH it

B 51, HEERDMAEIE & 25 Tz &0 D 7 A O (CHAIN_LENGTH
M) ELTHOWEDY, ROXEER 2 VT, HROXEEREOHZ RS, &
B SRR, BH L TV 2BFEDRITICH 2 G - EIEEBEOMNTIE T TIE
LLFTFHBNTVB ERELTWES 8, TTTEZENICHS.

A3 AR ZBE, Biilo 24 #RERL.
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H’Eﬁ\'b‘%i(&%ﬁ&b(b) TWiz6 L,

XU TEIET I (o) KDWTER S, HEMIE TA ), IRIERR, B L, T
DADTH5. TAE) X TRRE] & TRERL) DHEIIZS> TWADOTEIE 2, REEER] &
e 32Nz TRE] & TRRL) DHEHEE-STWVEDTHE 1 &%, —J/5, B

*1 XEDIEHD S E QST 21TV, THFERTEHIZAEH § 58BN H 5 L OLEIcH 5 LT S
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Table 3 The value of USED feature of each candi- Table 4 The value of USED feature of each candi-

date under this paper’s experimental set-

ting ting
E*E?(ﬂ) E&)(b) E*E‘?(a) ﬁ&b(b)

At 1 1 Atk 1 1

AE AR 1 1 AR 1 1
B f 0 0 B #t R N
e 1 1 e 1 1

FIF BAFE - 0 SE[mIBHE 0 -
it - 0 i 0 -
Bah - 1 Bt 0 1
WERK - - [EX - 0
R - R - 0

xﬂjuﬁ%ﬁkﬁgﬁwg&%r

FEDBFEDIHICE RS> TWEVDT, fHliZo Lik5.

T, TESH) o) CDWTEZS. HERME TA L, RdERE], TB#L, 245 | T
FBAFE] |, [Thth) | [BAth) O 7D TH%. [FMERR) & TREF) & THE 3EE k-
TN 0 [, THEHE) & THEHE) & 108, TA #1) 13 3 |72 T, CHAIN_LENGTH 2%
DEFZFNEN0,1,3 £ix5%.

2.2.2 USED %1%

Imamura 5 &8{HS & FREOBILN S, BEEMHHLEHCEE LTlbhizhESh e
5 EAEDO TR A E OFEM (USED &1 & LTHWED. $4bb, USED #it
¥, CHAIN_LENGTH #£M%H 0% 54, 0 ThW\WiabidEEA%. ik b USED &4
EEKT 2RI DEIICKRS.

%3, Imamura 5 DFEERFE T RTENGEHAT Td o T H b DRERRAIZAEDO H
XL ED TN ZITo TOBM, FEEEHEIE 102.2 & 2z D IERERHIF 2 [F— XN
DIERAH & LRTO X CHIC R T B DICBEL TV 3. ThbDE, BiEDH 3 XK DHTDX
ICNE T B %D 5 B, USED EEOMHA 0 DL DIREBEMEIZ L TVERY. 207,
FLALD USED #HidRA4DESIC1 L5,

2.3 EREMOHBLE

1HITHERZLE S s T~HAET S & [~ES#HLIZ] L0 2 DDHEICONT, #
NEMHEEIL TWB E ES DA 2T e UT, FHEROH CHEHRE (PMI) Z51H5E
TEFEMERSNTBY.
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Table 5 A sample analysis with SRL Eb; CHAIN LENGTH
N |ORFE ESual
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= - i MERTS | 1
Z DAt A - 0
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WBFBEEHDEEEXD, e1,e0 TNEFNORFEE wv, 8% dg &5 5. 5B Cler,e2) &2
DDFHE e(z,d) e(y, f) M d & fHI—/SAFIZBNTHICERICZ > TWBEETH 5.

. P(61,€2)
pmi(e1, e2) = log m
€1, es 0(61,62)
Plenea) = s el ), e, )

L TAMNT DT, RISHETHDZREY FL WM ERTNIHEZ Vv & &, FHED
EERFEICHO TV S DY KEONERIE LT NI RSB NC EHMERTHS.
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IFEE—HOGHE MDA T A Zifli L7z
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REFTNZNEROEELE] 2GRl TW5.

JRATREHR & UT SRL ZHWTTIE, &5 DX31C&D, TOERDSIEME-S
T IE MERENTLUES. —J, KESUREHRE UTORGEDIEE L Tibnizln
BEHAOCMTTIE, R6DXIIED THFE) » ME#H) LHART TA] FEITCL 1[ED
ﬁ%&@f ZNH EIEENDDERL.

T, RTIORLIEENTNOHED A HZR S L, IDAET S & [T 5] &
Mt&o&@%ﬁofhb HE LIz AL 2AM6EE L D1k, BELZAMEHENS
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Table 7 Argument distributions of each case structure (Sorted by frequency)

eSS | 1599 HAHEHBETS | 5651  HE#TS | 82112  zd#lidTS | 69973  AEHT S

136 = 702 HE 15285 A 10449  Hf
117 LA 698 2 23 8484 & 6357 il
96 {3 376 B 5563 2] 3377 JusE
68 A 368 & 2804 % 2289 %
63 2] 230 8] 1188 LA 2245 Big
36 e 177 = 1185 S 2000 KE

I 30 DA 153 T 763 5 1861 Tk
26 A 137 E75] 671 BEZ 1744 e
23 e 132 BT 587 kcA 1579 r—2
22 NG| 127 A 562 K 1543 (iR
21 pegid 126 AR 482 s 1309 e
20 B 115 =Yy 449 N4 1111 HiFE

LA L, JEITRUTEE D IC 2 BiCab N7z SR /2 SRR E RS AT I WV 2 BT T
&, CTOBAERZS T LIETERY. Z T TR T T OImZEFEHNC S 29I,
BEEDHELEZRAVIESERTBEONRZIZET 5.

AFITIE, FIRMEOBEMUESEERL, KICEMERIT ORI B DN THRRS.

3.1 RBIBEDHELEDESR

AWZETCIE ThEHESE ) 2B L RFEOM L E&R L, 2 DOMILEMMU K S HIHD %2
Fo L &, TRRMEMRALIL TWa ] LEET 5.

2 DDIEDT p, ¢ DFELUE Sim(p, q) & Jensen-Shannon divergence (LI JS XA 73—
VIVALES) ZEHWTROXIICERT 5. ABHELEZHET 2L, ThEhoR
FEEICHBWT, HROGFHMETHRE T 22 & T, HAMZIERILLTHL LT 5.

Sim(p, ) =1-JS(p,q)

KL(p,q Zp ) log i)
==Y p(@)logq(z) + Y _ p(x)logp(x)
_ plx) +q(x)
r(z) = =—5——
JS(.0) = 5 (KL(p,7) + KL (g, 7))
1 x
5 (Zp ) log p(z)(+q(z + Zq ) log p(:])(Jrq)(I) )
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Table 8 Similarities between case structures

NEETS | NEfidS | Z@ds | BEHITD

NHETS 1 0.4590 0.7568 0.3777
Midid % 1 0.4861 0.3654
T % 1 0.4044

WERT 1
JS AAN—V TV ADOEEEKD, & PO ARzt U EOMy ERNFRE 755 Tzl LTz

IS BAN=Y 2V RIF 2 DDORMOFLEZKZ RET, TOMHEANEWE EHTY
TWVWBZ ExERT. TRROX S EFMEED.

e 0<JS(p,g) <1

e p=qDLENDZDLEDH JS(p,q) =0

e JS(p,q) = JS(q,p)

TDOEXSIC U TRDIASEESLE O 2R 8 IRT. [NHET ] & Zdltd %) ©
N HOFLERZ SN TNE T e Th S
&%K%&@23Ffﬂ«k$&awmf,%m%m%ﬁb&<f%ﬁmﬁa,19®X
HENOKEOHLEZEERTEZ2HRTENTVS

3.2 iEE &EﬁLﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁmrwmi

B BMFEOMIE p &, et n OEKEMNTERE H = {hi,ho, -+, h,} OFELUE
Sim2(p, H) ZRDEBOEFETS. HIZ ~B2ANS ], [~%EHS | LD, &iAf)nh
HHLUTWBAEELNNICHE B> T B DDEATH S. 58, n LIUSEIRICH 2 KM D
IESERTBIES H SBT3 5.

Sim2(p, H) = max (Sim(p, h:))

Bz, 4t DM DIEMERTEIRE [7Z23Hd 5, DEET ) ZRD5A,
& (hZHRT 5 LREOSMELER
Sim2(WEZFT 5, { Zidffid 5, HEHETS })
= max ({Sim(MWLHT %, Zi#Hd %), Sim( NELHT 5, HEHET S })
= max ({0.3654, 0.4044})
= 0.4044
L&D, 04044 ERFD.
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3.3 NHIEHERTICE I BFIA

DIECrE 2 U T ASME S & TERESMRATE I OBLIE Sim2 (E XX EIEESERITOTH D &
LTHWAZ EWNTES.

Bz, TEE Ul OHEDRE T, TRFE], TAL, THE ] OZNZENOBHICONT,
BOBO Hidid 5], [Z8Hd 5], [WEHT 3 OENEMTREZROOT, il
JEIXFNZN 0.4590, 0.7568, 0.3777 £3KE D, REFUZOEWEDZENL, TN
TIELLBEZRIETEDT EDVah 5.

4. BIEE & IRIEERTIE R DRRLE % B U o SRIEAS S AR SRR

41 RBAA

N—RAF7A VI

e CHAIN LENGTH HEHD T/ - Tz a1

e USED HEHMHLMOX THEICE>ThE S

o CASE_SIM #&#iti & EMGE T BIEOBLE (RETFL)
DENZZNZNHAEDE T, HREOEVEHIET 2HEBETo 7, HIBALRTIX, H
ST XNTHDBRSIR L, N5 Ot & &t ORISHITE T X TEL {fFbh
e e LTz,

MRS OO FRICIX, FFESAY, web M SIEE LK 5 B icnf LT JUMAN! &
KNP*2 % W CIRHESEMNT L RESRT L 722 0% X0, dheE & SO ZE N LR D 2
FOxtE 1,101,472,855 33 % Lz,

4.2 IR - FFHET— 5

KREEROE L FMICIE NAIST 7F A b a—78Z 1.48'9 ZH iz NAIST 73 & b
O—78 R 148 BHEEKETF A B 3—78& Version 3.0 **%7tiC, 199541 H 1 HHS
17T HETOLREHE W20 &1 AMS 12 AFTOMFETE K2H0) D4
XU T, RGBSR, e OMBIR, HAaloOSEGZY /77— Liza—
IRATH%.

*1 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/juman.html

*2 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/knp.html

*3 SR DRBUITNEN, BIEA 801 7, Hdd:AT 288 J1, X:KY 15994 iTHB

*4 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/corpus.html

*5 BIFAM SR LTe iV 2 05a ED, Biffe&d Hidd T & T, Wk L FRRICRBERNED SN S, AWK
TR E LAV,
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B1 b—FRAYEFEFIVEAVEHAZE

Fig.1 Argument identification with B2 hF—FRAYRETIVO¥EYE

Fig.2 Training of Tournament model

eLew‘t - INTRA_Z'  #RZE
Right |\ TRA D! - hEE

Tournament model

o]

=4

INTRALD INTRA_Z INTER  NONE Lo B e wm [ NTRDINIRAZ T /fﬂii*%a*gwg
2) ——— By ! =
v - . - INTRA"(3(2)& i > TRoV e BATE

¢ L Right o P
o > o e [ 2E . AL RS CROEELR

AHERTIE, NAIST 7F A ba—/8Z 148 h 5 —EE RN EDENRIC, HT
LT VA LU A TA%, 5 ElOREWEZ{T> Tz, £, HHRET BRI LT
MeCab 0.98*" & CaboCha 0.60pred*® % FVEHESRMT « % 0 ZHRAT - [EA LB =
o7z

4.3 BHREETIV

AIFER T, AFEEMLERTZ 2 DDOERREIC T T2

1 BB H T, SEEIC UC, MRS KNI GRESICEREGR> TWB & D) « SINIE
GREEICHERE SR> TWEWED) - XMIETH 556, RELS LWEHIIENTH 20, %
NENOEAEET IV ZHWTRDS. &, KX TEUTENENOEEZ INTRA_D,
INTRA_Z, INTER ¢ &.5. WEERAETZETIVCIE b—F A FEFLVY ZHVE.

2 BEE T, 1 BEE RS INTRAD, INTRA_Z, INTER DR LHEHICHLTEN
MEHT 55 CAPHEICHRFEE WD) DIHTHS00, & L IEBENEZRZZ0VON
FHET B0, b—F AV METFIVERGWE 2BEAOMEIIR 1 DXL IC
(a) INTRA_D, INTRA_Z D LB SBHRFEDIHS L
(b) (a) THH LA >TEZEDE INTER O EH SAMEEDEHES LD
(c) (b) THH EN > TERLDIPRFEDETHZ0E S W
D 3O 2 ESFEETIICHEILTITS.

22 (a),(b),(c) DIETITY, FHIOIEKIEE 2 DX SIITS.

*6 T DO Dz¥ 11 HFDFdHZ RNz
*7 http://mecab.sourceforge.net/
*8 http://chasen.org/~taku/software/cabocha/
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4.4 FHLFEHR

R=RAFALVDHREUEL LT,

o RFHODFES - MEENGHICEE T B HM:

FEATRANEAHICBE S B EE5L - iR - BRI, HBIIEICRE T 5 1T

o SRL ICPHY 2 JaprseiRic B9 2 &%

o RGEE & A O IESHESEOERICEId 2 %

EWvofz, BHSOFEEN EHVE.

HETIVOIIAICIE Support Vector Machine (SVM)'? &Mz, ! A—3bidfi
A=AV, 18T A—=2IZT T4V Mk Uiz, SVM IZEWIUERENZ2RH, EX
TLOFEMESZHANTEEEE LI VWEEN, TEREEMNTORD ZUNT A ETlibn T
g, 13)14)

4.5 FF ffi #5 1%

ARFERTI 2 DOMREZILZTAND T & T, REFEOMREZHET 5.

1 DEIESCHEEMAEDAEZ L TH S, 9, XEEE L DFMGEICH L TENENEIE
I E TIRCHEZRD B, EEEOBRHICIZRM SN TIRELE F—F XY FETILOD
BEEZ Wz, RIEBEEEOFTNE DD SIEICHNR, UEBWVHE Ointer ZZLEEZ L
T Precision & Recall D hL—RATNED XS I LTzDOHZFHET %. Precision,
Recall ZXAX 72 N CEIA LTz,

ERVED inter AEDIE L  AET E T2 XHIHADEK
ML D i per LA D ST DEL

_ ABEED e, L EDIE U S [FE T E TV B HIHOR

- T A MTHWW X EEOEL

Precision =

Recall

2 DHIZY AT Lakh 5 Rz X HRFEERG ST OMEREZE T, INTRA D, INTRA _Z,
INTER IZDWT Precision, Recall, F-measure Z X\ HWTHEL .

Hﬂmwn:yx%A®&ﬁ®5%®E%ﬁ
AT L U R TEE

Rwdh:vz%A@ﬁﬁ@%%@E%ﬁ
T A MTHWZIEEL

2 - Precision - Recall
Precision + Recall

F — measure =

*1 F#E LIBLINEAR (http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/liblinear/) Zf\ 7z,
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3 HRESCHRFRERGENTRE D Precision-Recall HI#HEL
Fig.3 Comparison of Precision-Recall curve for inter-sentential argument identification of

nominative case

}Aﬁu‘
- *‘
0.60 M aiih,
A
Aaa,
s
0.55- *‘\ s
5 -y W
= A
u A
Feature
0.50- b B —
g [ ] Y baseline
o -y N
g .!-l SN 4 baseline +CASE_SIM (Proposed)
n A
g 0.45- " "l.. AA = baseline +CHAIN_LENGTH [lida et al.]
.. oy baseline +USED [Imamura et al.]
L] A
L] A AA
0.40- L]
"a L] r A
gy A
ns A
.I i A
0.35- 4 A
LT
s
"u
]
I I I I I
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Recall
4.6 REBEHER

EIE[EIE D Precision-Recall fiffZR 3 IcRr9. XKD, ERTFHEREIR—AT 1 ®
CHAIN_LENGTH M « USED £ & b LT, Precision, Recall & &1C& <, HZFE
TE5Tehbhb.

Kic, XEEFECMA, XANOHEFAES ZDHEY AT L KOS REZR 9 IR
I, BEFEEZAVS &I, INTRAZ Tld CHAIN_.LENGTH #M4° USED £E0HAH
Precision A& AY, INTRA_D OEHTHEEZHEICE 31 INTER @ Precision DA EiC
RELHLELTWBI DD B.

F7z, IRETE% CHAIN.LENGTH £ USED £ L HAADETHNWS T & T,
EHIC INTER ORENM ETES T b ok,

5. RYE[D

BEFEZHN TR USRI ZRHRE T & T, EDOL I EMENE>TWED
IZDWTHHT 5.
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Table 9 Comparison of predicate argument structure analysis of nominative case

INTRA_D INTRA_Z INTER
P R F P R F P R F
N—RTFAY 78.9 90.5 84.3 44.7 59.6 51.1 17.6 16.2 16.9
+A (CHAIN_.LENGTH #M) 79.9 | 90.4 | 84.8 | 51.4 | 60.1 | 55.4 | 17.9 | 24.9 | 20.8
+B (USED #1%) 80.0 91.0 85.1 50.6 61.0 55.3 17.3 21.9 19.3
+C (CASE_SIM #1%) 79.1 90.6 84.4 45.4 60.3 51.8 19.7 18.4 19.0
+A+C 80.0 90.3 84.9 54.6 61.3 57.8 17.7 26.8 21.3
+B+C 79.9 90.9 85.1 51.7 62.0 56.4 17.8 23.0 20.1
+A+B+C 80.0 90.6 85.0 54.9 61.4 58.0 18.0 27.1 21.6
P, R,F EZMNZMN Precision, Recall,F-measure Z/~x9. P,R OFNII%.

5.1 dEa15

FERCMHH Uz NAIST 7F A R a—/SA TR T&FH+72) IOV TEiEE L TR TD
FENTVED, FNEERMOFFEEIRZEANRLS 7D, FCMEHFETHL DR
B bhns. 721 2 TThs] &, FhEEKICEERITRL, Ha s L GhiEz
BT 21k 7e6&ENHS. COXHIREDEIC 2T XS EARINTIERD K 5 HHHD
Holz.

COHEHETE, HABED XY a Uity 2 H 5V —< Y OPIERD T - /R HIC
LB N T LA HFPUAHICE T R TERT 2SI LTz,
E—27 T\ « AfE, HiFERE - I\ BTho 7z,

/
~
B 5 37 22 TRRFROF LA NURRELOE, 1 5450,
mHHEEEEEETFL LTI L— LTV,
EBAA, ZTROVEDEFZBICL > TE [EEE] ITENEW, y

CNSRHEAZEFERXAILT, MITETIVZES T & THUMRETH S.

5.2 MEEENFES

SREIOFEERTIE, NEFIT S T %) REOVETFE 1 DDMEL LT 7205,
Nddfizd 51 LWoie THFEEBIE+9 %) DFEORFREHIC T3] L LTk T
FEITIEBEE (95 ) IENENZERIZRL, ZOROLFANTEEERERD. DX
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