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1 [EL®IC

HEIEREHEEREIE, BB Y AT AMZEICE W
THERKREHZ RS, HEERINZERIZAFT
AATEMIFBDEIANNKRETESL 2D, HEHE
AT LAORUELUIZE - 1E S AEIERIFHTifa
LBAITTCREINENOTHS.

HE)ENFMEECHRDIA<HbhTVnWa DX
ROUGE[4] & BE[2] TH 5. ROUGE/BE %, i
NREBLENEZTOZREHN L ORTVW 2D
=v b, $74bB5 ngram/basic elements' 23 —ET 5
WEMZ 5. %< DA, ngram Tl unigram 7 bi-
gram, basic elements Tid (head|modifier|relation) D
dependency triple WS 5.

UL, Z OFHE A HEIZIRD 2 5T N D EHIFTifi
HkEREL R LS, 1 KERENKRED2I=Y + %
EHLFHMT 2 Z &, 2 MBEIFEERNIZEET22=y

CHEB R 25X 528 THS.

Hxld, ThoJIREa=y bZ2ZTNTIIRD 2 A
TV 7T RWT ZOMELFRT S, T2bb,
2=y hOKIEAT Y N EEIKT DI L, ERIZE
HILa=y b REESHREIICEOSVWT1I >0
FARIZELDDEIETHD. ZD2ATY Tkl
H U7 ROUGE/BE % pruned ROUGE/pruned BE
(pPROUGE/pBE) & IERZ & 129 5.

£ B oo &R, DUC  2003-2007 28 W T
pROUGE/pBE 7% #v £+ ROUGE/BE X b A
] D A S I U TR WHBE Z R L, R IZ basic
elements £ 4 ngram & D TR 1=y MDA
W7z, K¥:Dr — AT pBE » ROUGE DM %
KEL ERS Z VRSN, £/, BEHRED
ROUGE-WE & O TI%, TAC 2011 ® HEEHK
FHEifEE I v RTF v a VIS MU RO d T

LA FRDBBIRNE 25881 57200, EBEHFHTIHZ L L T O Basic
Elements i BE, —#(%Z iR 2% 21=v b & LT Basic Elements
1% basic element(s) & Kild 5.

pBE D3 d @\ WIEA BRI 2 R U 72,

2 FEEMMR

Bx DREFHE L REHET 2 DIE ROUGE-WE]T]
¢ BEwT-E[11] T® 5. ROUGE-WE I #5577 ik
WaEHHL, ngram FLO—8U 0/1 TIEAR<, 2
YA VHEBEIZT[0,1] OEfEETRI I NS, D
TR, AR ER & S RERIM T ngram Ok
K72 — R e BBT 5 ENTEDEUITBWTAMEIZ
ML TWEH, TOHR HOENNTE ZERMICESR
T 2% ngram B H 50 EHW LRWRTRRS. £z,
ROUGE-WE [ZBHE A7 ¥ F 2B LRV, ZhoD
EWH S, ROUGE-WE TII AW THWET 5 2
ADRERI=y MORETLI N,

BEwT-E I3 basic elements 22 L, Z 6K
FDOENEBAT-MTELLOCTHTETHS.
ROUGE-WE & [Alkk, KERLSNOEZ%2ZEL T—
HEHW ST LD LT EHATARMFEICELT S0, Z

DERIEH N — N 2B 5. IHIZZD)L—
VIFEEEEA OB IZE S WEE Db %<, fio5EE
AT A Z EAHEL V. REFEIIHEFESHNREO
ATHEKNZERZUN T2 TEDD, £5
%Kﬁﬁ?“?%% BEwT-E (3% 7=, SHEADY > b
DHEMEIZ L D2HWEANDHELTART NS, L LRI
N4A~A7%~ﬂ®408bfﬁﬁbfhéﬁﬁﬁ
HY, REHHEN Y Y MBI ET 200 IEEAR
SNTWARW., RIFFEOERE, HEA Y > MEIKD
MRIITTERI=Y NORETH D, ZD7OREKN
WZHET 2=y MORELMAEDLES L DD
RELNBRZRIET L LFEE5R 55 TH 5.

3 REFE

Z D#ETIZ ROUGE/BE OEZEIZ DWW TR R 7242,
RZEFHED pROUGE/pBE % 2 27 v 24313 Tl
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B9 5.

3.1 ROUOGE/BE

ROUGE/BE BRORTHEBEINSG :

ROUGE/BE(R, S) =

Zf:l Zf\n/[ 1m1n{N(f7€ka) (fm? )}
Y imt Zomet AN (5 R}

K HOZHER R = {Ry, ..., Rk } LFHlINRER S,
ZENSa=y hDvy bEF = {fF . 5 e
BL. N(fE Ry, N(fE,S)ixznzn, f&
Ry, SICHIT 202 KTEBTHS. EXrS5hR
%2 #0, ROUGE/BE X3 S S oz £ 48
{AEIHERTENLTAITE2EDS.

ROUGE & BE O#fi&sil%, ROUGE i% ngram, BE
I basic elements 1 =v MI X 25 T&H 5. Basic
elements | ngram DK% 5 HTREI N7z 2.
ROUGE % unigram % bigram ® & 5 2%\ ngram
EHWDZERZ 0D, ITholdULIXUIEHEHRED
&\ ngram ZAEAHT. HiIZAIE, “John went to the
store on foot” &\ X1 [“John went”, “went to”,
“to the”, “the store”, “store on”, “on foot”] &\ 5
bigram 20X N5, ZITRSND “to the” D &
572, HRERED AN 5 K 5 bigram (XX IFEMRE 72 X 72
WS, BEREREII ST T 5 72 Z D K S 72 bigram
BB BT 5. 202X U T basic elements 1X£%

ZEREFFODT, “to” &XHZARBDIE “the” T
17 < “store” 722 \WS ZEMELL KX 52,

FAIFHFEDOMKAANE & U T, Universal De-
pendencies (UD) [8] ZfiH 9 5. UD ZHNA
BERLDIIROZTZLEEZD, XOBELZ
X D EEWIZER T dependency triple A% & 113
EWVWS R ENH L. H A, EFEOXIE Stan-
ford  Dependency[l] T I [(went|John|nsubj),
(went|to|prep),  (store|the|det),  (to|store|pobj),
(went|on|prep), (onlfoot|pobj)] & 73X 5 DI
XU, UD Tl [(went|John|nsubj), (store|to|case),

(1)

(store|the|det), (went|store|nmod:to), (foot|on|case),
(went\foot\nmod on)] &7 %3 UD @ ftriple T
&, iR GE-H B EE @ B & A%, (went|to|prep) &
(to|st0re\pobj) D& S e KBl Z2 %5 Z L7 <
(went|store|nmod:to) & RELINTW5. £72UD D

2HLCHERERE R XD BR< I Tk
72\ bigram W TETULE .

SROOT O triple %, %3 % & 5 IZARTD basic elements
DOBAEINTVWEZOI I THERLL TR,

, “store foot” M & 5 WEKD

£ —DDHHL LT, £S5
WS ZenEFLNS.

Basic elements & U TS D&, UD DFRD ZI1F 7N
NDS5E, RFEDFRD ZIT T )L E multiword expres-
sion (MWE) D0 ZI1F 7 N 4%EDFTRTD de-
pendency triple (head|modifier|relation) &9 5. Z
niE, ZOMAEGHLED BE b BWHEREEZRL -
72HTH 5.

IZIGHTBETH B &

3.2 Step 1: HEAV Y MDA

Hitlio £ 59, ROUGE/BE TlEa=v ko LB
MAIATIZRERFE 2RO, [H#EHIE, ROUGE/BE
THEBERBEESZoNb 3=y MIBFHREIE N
DTHDBEIENEZNENWS L THS. FRD X DI,
bigram TIFHBEREFE DX AMHI U Z 4 & 23D bigram
O RELAA7%HL. BETEIDLSa=y b
EHENZW. UL BE T%H det, compound D triple
PAYIZ AT 2MNEINDE L\ MEED %S,
212 DUC 2003 Tl&, min{N(f%, Re), N(f*, )} T
2 LA L %3R3 basic elements 23301 5 5 5, 139 »°
compound, 96 A% det T, &/RDK 718% % LHdH7-. Z
Nk, ZNSD triple B—2DLF LR L TWHEW
WKHELWEDEEEZ NS . 2 LT, XD
HFLDTH DG OOV, L 0IF %ﬁi@%é by
b5 R0 1B nsubj, dobj, iobj 7 & IIZIFH
BT K B2 EAIT &2 ZIT R\, Det & compound D
triple IZARETIX A \W2Y, nsubj & & D EL T 3
EHEME X,

ZZTHAIE, BHIZHENY VN EEBT S Z
ETZOMBIINLT S, HELIT Y N EEIEL
ROUGE/BE Z{XDAXTEHKT 5 :

pROUGE/pBE_cn (R, S) =

St et {06 S)}
ket Zmet {0 R}

O(f% Ry) ¥ O(f5,8) 1&, ZhZn fk »R,, SI2
Ao TWIE T ZEL, 25 TRTE0 ZKT.

4nsubj, dobj, iobj, csubj, ccomp, xcomp, obl, vocative,
expl, dislocated, advcl, advmod, discourse, aux, cop, mark,
nmod, appos, nummod, acl, amod, det, clf, case, fixed, flat,
compound.

SBE ICDWCIHMHEA 7 v M OAMOBRICA S a v 2 UTH
HEINTWEY[11], HxFREHEA Y v 2GS 24T 3
VINER IR DT 5.

SHil 21X A 45 “ Donald Trump” 1%, “Donald Trump won
the election.” *® “Donald Trump will visit China next week.”
&&%’Eﬁ@ MY ZiZbzo TRIEL AWV SN D W HEED D 55, =

E- R FERBIfR %2 R U 72 “Trump won” 72 £l Trump HMa A -
7‘:2:14\54:?}%0) MY 7 TUDPENT, £2ZDLSBR MY IR
—OOFETHEBIEH T 2 Z 2 iFERIZ V.

(2)
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3.3 Step 2: ENMICEE T IHEEARL
JZRYICEIYHTS

AR 2 H — 2 B cE 5. 5 LEX D,
FHOHIZH D BERDPEENTVENEPZ BT
5E5IT5bN5, Bl EERMNIZ—ET 55LikH°
HEPESINERDIZTTHS. LrL ROUGE/BE
FERERO-BUPHIITERWV. ZO0Zehs, &K
JEEDEZ > TOWTHERERMIZIEALUTH D LS5
=v MZOWT, ROUGE/BE CIREMLTAIT %
52720, BEVERYIZEZLh->T20T 528N
H5. HIAIK, H5FMRREFIT “John killed” &
“John murdered” DLk H D v, DKL RBZNE
NHOSBERIZEEN TV T 5. ZOHA, §F
i RENIIR AR UCZEHIZAITE2 526
NDZETisd. iz, SEFFMNRENIZ “John
killed”, ZREIZ “John murdered” 23& £ T W
7295, ELOWVABZEATVWIDIZENrbS
TEBEOHENSELL AITHEZ 5N,

ZOMBIZHLT 2720, BERIIZA—2Ebh
LZHEEEZFRUZ I AXIZEH DY TS. K HOSHRE
R ={R1,...,Rx} &, FHlIRREHN S, R & ST
EEN D unigram Dy b U = {uy,....,up}, UW
@ unigram Q fEIZX 9 % HFESHMEBTDOEY bV =
(01,00} (Q < P) BEABATWBET S, VI
HEOWTHE I AR ) V7 2T\, Uk I AR
IDOEY kC = {er, ey} EID YT, 252
BEN FINANRN=NFTRA=RTH5H. IZ, R& S
D unigram 24 T2 7 I AR ID cIZEEHZ 5.
77 AR ID %X NTWVW2RD unigram 13&E 2T
9. B EHAREROSIRER & FHET R ER & 2
NETNR, 9eBE, R, 0=y DLy %
Fl={fk,...filky B ZhE step 1 EflAED
®5e, NERI=Y P ERKERELUZREFEIE
UFD &S iz@HZEINs

pROUGE/pBE_cntas(R, S) =

Yie1 St {OU S}
S S {O(fE, R/ )

3)

4 HERRTE

REFHEOMELZAND IZHT->T, ANFOHA
A7 L OMBEREE LKL 7. AL 701k DUC
2003-2007, TAC 2011 OEHLEENT—X v b
Thd. fEE1 230 BRI, 2RENE
R &Y AT LERNZOWTHEL 2.

£ 1: F—%tv F#E#M. Ref & System 1&, ZHZFh b
¥y D DBBEN L VAT LAENOMTH 5.

N T3 HIPRFER. FEw2  Ref  System

DUC 2003 coverage 100 30 4 16
DUC 2004 coverage 100 50 4 17
DUC 2005 responsiveness 250 50 4or9 32
responsiveness 50 35

DUC 2006 . 250 4
pyramid 20 22
responsiveness 45 32

DUC 2007 . 250 4
pyramid 23 13
TAC 2011 pyramid 250 44 4 51

%73, ROUGE/BE & [t L T pROUGE/pBE ®
MRENE OREN EL 702D %725 DUC O
T—X+¥vy N TER%E L7, Basic elements (Z1Z de-
pendency triple Z{# 5 DT, ngram ThH® Z I
WD bigram TH 5 &% X, ROUGE-27 & L L 7=.
iz, ROUGE-WE 23@ W HREZ /R L7z, TAC 2011
AESOP task D7 — Xt v s CTHiRZ1T>72. JATHF
i TIE ROUGE-WE-1 2 RWEF 2 H LT\
®C [7], ROUGE (21 pROUGE-1 % fi\ 7=

Z OMFER 70 SEERER E 1 E A R IZFL .

Stanford CoreNLP[5] @ neural-network
dependency parser ZfiH L7z, RO ZIFT7 /57—
3 & enhanced++ Universal Dependencies [10] 2
BE LTz,

9229V 0T EEEMEORE S 7 A% v
EHAW=. 75 A N IL, pROUGE Tl 0.95%Q,
pBE TIZ 0.975xQ & L 7=.

BEDMKRIT :  word2vec|6] %1 5 T Google-News
TEHEE I N7, 300 UG 300 HHFEDH D& HH L 78,

5 fMEREER

FERAER 2R 2 LR 3ITRT. K2H 5, DUC 2003
A TIZTRT ROUGE & b pROUGE D HHE R
MEL 2D, TRCTHT —ATBE & AT pBE ®
HEBRBAEL RoTWB Z 2 Abn 5. FiZ pBE
DR OE X IIHFETH D, TOOF—Xkv b
DI>b 4D TREMEEHLTWS., ZhiX, T4 IiE
ma=y hOAIRVBE D, REFIEICEI-TI LI
INEWOBRIrNZIZHEEEZIOLNS.

£ 2T, +cls PHEREZ FIFTLES Zen%
WDIZE D1 5T, -cnt+cls DILAE HEDMUDFERE
FOEVHEREEZ Lo TWB I RTENE. Z

TAROEBRIZBE VT, ROUGE-1, 2 & BE X9 RTHH S DFELE
Thbd. BxDFEETIE, TZ A7) BE £ ROUGE O&MF#2EDF
%7-8, tokenization i€ 5% Stanford CoreNLP @ tokenizer
AL, (p)ROUGE-2 i stemming 7 U C stopword %74
L, pROUGE-1 I stemming 7% U T stopword FREDFHEL L
7.

8https://code.google.com/archive/p/word2vec/

Parser :
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% 2:  pROUGE & pBE ORI “Pearson/Spearman/Kendall” OJEZFTH.

DUC06 DUCO06 pyr DUCo7 DUCOT7 pyr

DUCO3 DUCO04 DUCO05
ROUGE-2 872/.832/.667 | .928/.814/.662 | .912/.889/.718
PROUGE-2_ 881/.832/.667 | .934/.841/.691 | .925/.905/.751

PROUGE-2, ¢, 872/.826/.650
PROUGE-2_cpipcts | -880/.824/.650
BE .927/.862/.617

.930/.826/.676
937/.853/.721
.936/.868/.721

PBE _cn .929/.871/.717 | .938/.873/.735 | .904/.879/.718

PBE, a5 .929/.871/.717 | .941/.877/.735 | .897/.862/.702

PBE_cnttels .932/.879/.750 | .944/.885/.765 | .905/.876/.714
# 3: pROUGE/pBE, ROUGE-WE & % ®ffi TAC

2011 AESOP task {220 U 7 B 83T #5150 #H B £R 45
ROUGE-SU4/ROUGE-WE-1/C_S_IIITH3[3] l&% W2
Pearson/Spearman/Kendall BRI CiEifiiz & > TV
7-¥8EE [9).

Pearson Spearman Kendall
ROUGE-SU4 981 .894 137
C_S_IIITH3 .965 .903 .758
ROUGE-WE-1 .949 914 753
PROUGE-1_¢pttals 974 .902 .760
PBE_cntcls 946 915 772

NiE, 75 AR) V7T k5T, —DOERNTHEELE
BT 2EBEHR 2=y MBEX 06 THS. HlZIE
DUC 2003 iZ8WTik, min{N(fk,Ry), N(fk,9)}
T 2 PAE%3KT basic elements 23 301 H o724, 75
AR v ITHBIZIND 35212 F TR 2. NERIE det
73106, compound A* 175 T, 2D 80%% L 5
ETITHMUZ., 20D, 7I7AXY V7 IEEK
7R EEZ D BR< L ERIEEREDO L=y FDHE
A EIFTUE DA, ZOEAF-cnt % #H T UM
HEIN5S. -cnt+cls (& Z OHFENROFER, & WAHE
REEHETEOLEbN 3.

% 3 Tl%, pROUGE_cpiras 8 ROUGE-WEL (Z%f
L T Pearson/Kendall #HBIRET L[ D, pBE_cnttcis
1& Spearman /Kendall HBHRECT el Fa AR A B s il
EFHLUTEY, BREFEOEMMEEZRLTWVWAS.

6 HHYIC

ARTI, TERZI=Y bZ2IDRL 72DIZIRD 2
ATy TaERATHI L RE L. Tabb, (1)
BEAD Y N EEBTAI LY, (2) BWMIZEET
LHEEZE L7 I ARICHIDIRAZ L THD. Pz
ROUGE/BE [ZH# M U 72#5%, AL ZIZIETRTO
F—Xtw hTHRENH LU, BHZBEIZ2 AT Y
TEEHLUZEDIZOWTIE, DUCHOT—Zt v b
72055 5 DIZEWT AR OFEAMGRE R & OHE D
ROUGE % k&< k[ b, TAC 2011 TIXNEAAHREGR
B2 OoTREETRbEWELZ L 572

912/ .878/.702
924/.898/.735
897/.867/.714

828/.736/.557 | .882/.874/.714 | .885/.882/.728
854/.777/.597 | .913/.888/.766 | .893/.888/.740
.834/.732/.557 | .887/.886/.740 | .885/.880/.724
.859/.785/.604 | .919/.893/.775 | .892/.886/.736
834/.757/.584 | .883/.837/.680 | .891/.890/.732
.857/.783/.607 | .896/.850/.723 | .902/.906/.760
837/.779/.607 | .888/.844/.688 | .890/.893/.732
.861/.805/.635 | .901/.841/.68% | .902/.906/.756

.982/.978/.923
1986/.984/.949
.984/.989/.949
.989/.995/.974
.982/.973/.897
1985/.978/.923
.981/.967/.897
.985/.989/.949
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