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Exploring Chinese and English Discourse Dependency Treebanks
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Abstract: Based on the idea of Discourse Dependency Relations, a small-scale Chinese and English Discourse
Dependency Treebank is constructed in this paper. Difficulties faced during the annotation process, such as
multi-nucleus relation problem, selection of relations, annotation of long and complicated discourses, loss of
information in hierarchical structure are analyzed and we present solutions to them. We conduct some simple
statistical analysis on the Discourse Dependency Treebank and explore the similariy and difference between
Chinese and English Discourse.

Key words: Discourse dependency relation; Discourse Dependency Treebank; Discourse structure

1 35

il

T HRTE S LB, RS0 TR E, BATCARZ T, IS T F0
A - BEE BT TR, NI IRE IR T 5 5 )2 ) B RS & i —— s 5 =K A & 50
o 2 P b L P e B AN B A AR — AR = S — Bt s 0] T RE LS R SR BA
EAR . JATIT LR BN — RIVELL ) SCARR G (W), A FERBD MRS
B RAR AL o AT SCA B CHESAS O] DA AN O 3E AT s, T 75 AR PR L b N SOk AR . S
EoNT SR, BEX R E NI SR RBEAT 8T, FELE AT IRERA_ B AT A RIAR
VE. BRI SN, AshE s, s mtIs G RE S B SR, AEE

TN AR I T S T DR 22 M RS T A 2 (Penn Discourse Treebank, PDTB)F
RST #4 % (Rhetorical Structure Theory-Discourse Treebank, RST-DT). PDTB HiZE[E 5= 4% )E
WK, FRD T 2100 3 FHIH/RE HIROCE, B#ifds PDTB 2.0, PDTB #i5H)
EEWIT (Argument), FEZARFIRTORT 0] (15 205 SO R M AT BRI ERER, H—1K1
B MR T T, SRR, NI ER SEhRER. RST-DT @7 7E a5
45 K Fi8 (Rhetorical Structure Theory, RST) b, 1% [E B i A 24 A0 55 [ [ B 36 4L 5] 1 7
AT T 385 BAE/RAE HARASCE, Sy ot 176000 N0, RST #igidit & f ¢ #ox
RS MAT IS, BB S A R RST WO, ART, A 2R RST 4h
MECRERR, WRBHEZ, ANERXNREERTTHAE LR, EUME—ANSE—MH TR

* Wiis B EfRHH:

HEEMB: EREARNFELIME (61572049 #1 61333018)

fEHEEN: Rk (1995—), B, AR4E, BRIBSLE; THEE (1975—), @iVEE, %, B
Hi%, BRIBESAIE; FiAH (1994—), B, AR4E, BRIEBESAE; #% (1994—0), B, WL
R4, BARIEBSLE,; TEIE (1965—), B, #iT, BRITSNE.




NN, AHLEE ATk T . POB R SIERE BRI T — it kE, s
T KZ% PDTB [Wksifl, FE&5 & SCFRe s, Mora) . SaFIAIEE =2 WobriE AR R
KA, W TR EIERE HIT-COTBEL J5 K2R I SOE R AE B T BOR M T 4 2545
FIERLEE CDTBY), Z45Mfl4 7 PDTB F1 RST AR A, S5 SCRIM B — M A 2, B
RES MG EEEINFEE, (HEIE T E3h 5 Hr i .

T TARAT BT G5 R BN — s R L 300 1 IR 2 o B 405 W0 R By AN AR 1 30 23 A 1 i
. 2014 48, 2 @S0G YOR R R R A S5 BT RS 20T, AR T CDTB KAk
A7, X LHIKAZ TR 2 0 B R T M IRAF R R, IFE O A0 RST-DT Ak k756, 2
ST AN PR R AR . AR RRIIKAE SRR T R IR E SRR, R T RST
PR RS R, SRR R 254, W LB T AN 2 A RIS R, (EHLES 3
AT TAERERE 25 5 T JE o (H RST 53T ok 1A 38 B ARAE R, P REAZAE— 2 (W e ol
T I B AR A R AT I AR 6 &R - B E AR Lk, B N AR SR 122 1) A
FETFIX 15, AR EARAE R R IIIERE b, BN T /NIBE o S R S ARAE N I, IR
ZRZOAE, RAFRRIER . KR E SRR BN 2R E BB R SRl 2
HOB B R AEREAT T TR T, A TR 5. TR, R SRARAEA AT T R R SEt
OIMT, TN R SR B S R T R AR R

2 RBEKER
21, BERENIOERURTR

B RAT M BARA A, RS 55 R 2 82 70 (Elementary Discourse Unit, EDU)MJRL. 735
B TC 8] A PR RAE G R ) e R ARG R iRz . Horr, JRATTFRF J& (subordinate) i & Fi
TN “HRIBHIT” (dependent), FRUEIKHE IR 5 0 A “SkBHEIE” (head). FIFTR % K77
PR BRIy, JAH B R BRI EMA M ANLIRERIT, 2N
e, FHALZ AIZE S HIHR (Root), ALK E 55 FE

W—EE ML DNRERTHRET N: T=ege; ey ... eq, e NIR. 1C1ZHR BT
KEENR, R NARKIIIGERRES H R P KRAFAET AN RERITZIA. id V N
BRI A, A NRER—RIARFCI. R ERFEERN G, M: G=<V,A>,
)E”Jﬁ:

(1) V={ep €1 ,€y, ... €3}

(2 ACVxRxV, Hti<e, 1, e; > AMMUENKIBETC e B M E ST e KR r briE
[ — 2%

(3) #<e, 1, e >€EA NXTAk=L, <ep, 1, ¢ >¢A

(4) #<e, 1, e >€A XA #1, <e;, 1, ¢ >EA

Hpr, ZAMFQ@)ER TR B IO HAUE — A KB HIT. SFAE@)FR TP R & R
JCZIE), AeAZT 1 KRR,

—RIME, ME—NMRE, RERAMRS M RST ME NS, 35 i, S
FESEAR. filtn, 3 ANHoniizO-4Bhai ) RST BEFES 1 1 /S (a) =y Sor 1 MRS s, Tk
BARAWOOHI T 1 MRE S ATRLE, &4 n DMURBEITTHZO-HBI 450 RST B, 3%
A8 2n-1 AN TS A n NSO R BT R BN, S T n+l AN A



22. 1kBEXFR

AYBHT 1988 4F RST BISHRI OISR AT, R R h IS0 24 A, RS
BITHAKF, RHEGREBE LI T AR XA, RAHE T W% 1 s
26 MEHEIKIEA R, KL TR, REEIFR RO,

# 1 ACRAMRERERR

temporal comparison contrast

elab-aspect elab-example joint

elab-addition condition elab-enum_member
bg-general bg-compare elab-process_step
bg-goal exp-reason progression
exp-evidence evaluation manner-means
cause same-unit attribution
enablement summary continuation
elab-definition ROOT

3 REKTRENE
3.1 TERIEEMNERE

BT/ MESERE  ETT R 5, v DAHES) R AR R (A e Ao i, DRI FRATT e ¢ 7
U ST L RET A E AR SCAR . BHE SC B S /E — M ah b is iy, B4R, 25 5 T
FREFI AT o T FRA 132 43 N B I e S ) RV B R, 25 R 3 N R A S TR L
QAT R AT T [ R RO P, AERIE T, R, RS, ARk
FE M RN o AR B H 1738 P>, B —RHTE, #OR T HAE R &5
B FE B

BT ULEFERE, FATEN 7 ACL 2014 211 50 F&JE S8 S 2R EMNLP 2014 2318
(1) 40 s Ve S BT RS S ARAT SR R AR, [FIRFIERRE T 15 R SCABrR R, RSOy AR
VET 33 BN . SR B AR A RST-DT 8k} B ShEs MR, REX AN
FRvE TR AR, A ) 138 5 SCRG I 9 N TARIE AR ST .

32. MERERTHNAHFR

T 5 R 0 s 55 B G P AR T AR BEA T R B AT I e e 25 A, R0 — TR AL ) T AR . 7R3
R BRSO e, WML T 2RI T BRI B IN, BRAITE AN,
AR A AT, Polanyi W H SR REABRIE A BT, Grosz Al Sindner™ Ay,
S BRI E N FEENZ AR BRSO I B, HRERBEEIN — R

AR FEAERE ) = R0 S BB TS, DINE)Z S5/ I A sy, Rt
to. that. since &3]3 WA A 2 BN RIrFRid, ELFE—LL31a FIELE 20 1A 5 B e
SRS N B R G

W SCHER ) B R T, S0 HIE BRI BN AN ], USRS = IR 2 N R . Ak,
TEDUE R, 1855 WG AU MER, # R B 5o 5 DL A) B LT s a) i 2544
o R, AR SCIEBEAS F AR s RSB AR B AREE « A SOOI =S R oIS A)5 .
A5y BE. WS 05, WIrs 5SS, #i5. S. 515, EiEs. A4S 1



B 5 SEAME R ka3 R, T RE f 2 B, BN T an A B B AR
WHEBCS AT, RHASCRT A E. flan, “2.37 ForREE —ARBNE 3 M RE
FIT, RO SR ZNE T h— B, AR X HBUK .

33. mEILHR

AT R ERAERRIRET R, A SURRER SRR R bRt T RS, BA1A
A SCARNER IR 5 005 B2 4G 1SR AR T 26 1k 40 N B e i TRl SRR A R A
P e B e 2 M 5 BHAZAR A7 5% R (AR s 1 68 D5 A P PR30 D9 ML 35 B T X I 1 Sk 74 B T
To WML, FATRRE FE AR R RS R

FARMERII , BATE Sex i BT R = oo hkl sy, B EAZARE TR LR =
FATCRN I3 B SCREAN B E SORRZE s THURHEAT AT R AR ARIE o AEASINIRAE R AR, BATTIR K il
SHBETT PR TC, AR B RIEHE IR AR A R R AN, BIAT AR — MR AR AR
Fo AR RARERIR, RArRAA R RN R RICE , 8L “MHER 7 DhRE AT UIER %5 2 .
bRk TR AT B “ S8 ” DhREBOH Z AT iain - MIER SFRESRAE . “IbRzs . “ Mitras”
THREMITTIE . BARAF R RIS BRARESHRE, sidr “0RAF7, RIRDR S RAF N R 44
N.dep 1I3CHS,  BAAtEE B0 Hr.

4 FREREMESHER

it BEARAT R A B EL AR 7 ZEONRENS B TR B ILLERTT, FRE R RIS, &
AR, RifEZR AR BT AT i BT e, (HEIEPRERN JEAE 5 . 0
AN ERITHE R, FENECEEMRE, WIE S MRERR, NI, BATENFbsiEd
SCEID DO E S (R 1D) 127

41 ZROXRRLE

MEEMPEEY ERARZ ARG, HE R rEEREEHENZZ 0K R, W
comparision. joint. same-unit % . SR, {3 FH i 2 AR R RFBIR 2% 00 K RAELE— € A HE -
ZRORREENANHZ A0, MRFRRFET AR ER G 20 KR%
ANFLTOR Y [F S E L, KA ¢ RIERE N R o B R R AN . X 15 2 %0 08 R 64T
B AT AR WA BEAE T B ARAE 15 AROR .

el ah—asped\ The lexical features are obtained

7

mfnner-mefn® by using the longest common subsequence ratio

joint and edit distance measures

O\

ehablement to encode the surface similarity among words ,

jOinx (_ and the double metaphone algorithm

B 1 Z#0xE (joint) HIALFERHG
PATH A 7 KON P A% 0 8 R T E BT 03— 08 = o/ E A RIS T sk

! http://123.56.88.210/demo/depannotate/



HETT, URIEZZORA . SR TT I IEFAL S DL M E —— ] DL 2% 0K R AR R
M —MRERIT, AR ZZORAT IS MR BTG, M LUE 20 R R TR B
—ANREERIT. W 1, FRATEH T AR E TR E R R A Sk AT, A A
PR E I GE=RRERA]D ML joint KR XFO7 SRR T 20 KR 5K
FFERITT NG, L2 A% 0K RS UM R B IRAF W 13 2R

4.2, ARTFRRE R EDTERR EIC])RE

ASCEFET 26 PR R TR ERAWERIARNE. KREHKAZAMED X 7, (HEWN
A — LR R A DL BRI, LU A bRy 8 2 elab-addition 1 elab-aspect iX A OC 5,
A AL O ) EEN AR PR, 538 WAL O AR BN R 7 3 T A . T
HEr I AEAE M F) S5 K, elab-addition T elab-aspect BN 51X 2y, BLEDGET, XM
HIFHELLX Sy, FRERIAH “EO7 MR sk, AT B o i v A 1) . 6
TGS T ASE B TTAER (DUE DiEEE) M,

A it 8 B TT 2 S R T i — A0 R B8 T [F i AE, S8 R ARTEN elab-addition,
A A& TR — 1 EE I FRIE N elab-aspect.

1.2 “EICHE FelFF M FREEERHITER |
1.3 CedEAERBLST. FNIEMATEHR R ZANSESIERT0EE.

2.1 ERARHETEFEE AR LAY EETFEE0RIE.

2.2 EfEEEEE |

elab-aspect

& 2 i Ak X ) elab-addition Fll elab-aspect 74

i 2 fros, 1.2 ARG R AR, 2.0 AR E R AR SRR [l 4E, T 1.2 A1 2.1 )
2 0% Z 8 TR 58, kRN elab-addition. 1 2.2 40f ERUZEE, T 2.1 1%
AFRTEN elab-aspect.

TEEULIAG s TR R IR P B 2 0 ) 0 VR A7 X 0 LA PR 3% R B
P, ABAETDGE IR RO, BB L2 AR ), HEOEEE, Wi
TPMERE” X —FsL, HIERR B R CAMERI, “fERR” A2, Bah BT R,
PRI b i J SR 1 s 2 M B R PR 138 R R R 06 58 R BEAT (X 4

43. KREREXRENRE

T BEMRAF SR RST S5A AT )1 i, BAREAIRTEAR. EA L e isR2—F
JRIRE K, R NEER RPN, AFHEEER ETER, iR R =R R R
XHE MR o PR AS RETR] B3t NREA R B T 3 2525 18, AN G $ ZR PRy 25 R A
i B BITTRAE SRR T R R e TEHR MR BRI, beE R RAE

Xk, ASCRHT “CETUR TR M ERR LT LS, R R E B R B
Jiid, BEKRELEREE. £ “BTH T )EfEd, ZITEAKIISRES 88
M. EZEPRE R, 2HLERITNIRSS S )5, EIEE S B RBrh O AR
R E TG, IFPREENIZ R R R, 55, BT RS ENEERE & B



BRNRERERIC, BRI NEATRE. /£° BB fdfed, BAlaHZRa i 8aE,
Wi BESIRIZ RIS R E e E T, AW B E 2 1 =T NFIE, BRI Lt
(FR e

PRE R, R R ERBRI R EEN S E R ZHHRT, W EREARE
WHBSETE RIRAF R AR5, TS IR BRI KA R R 1o DA B AR BUIREH A — MK
R AR PR RE R AR 04T, AE2E— IR i@ B AAR SRS, DI R o5 — bl
FErh, QRERRTE . —H X E AT H B TR EAT e 02, RERS IR R AR
FEARAF R RARE N PE . TR

4.4, BREHMESRIHE

Fi EMAF R —ERESE LXE RST S5M7E 1 faift, X BIRFEAR TARERIMERE, (H AT
RESRK T B0 B R A B o BATKIL, 2R Ts & A — B ST, AR ok
T PRI REN RST 454, %M, TIRAWIR FHIC 615 erv s PRI RE N
), —ERRE LR T RERIER.

XA RAE S B o W i, B3 PR 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 ZRAKAESSHE, T RE
XA e FlE 4 RGP FR RST 4569 A R B. FRATTANE, KON 4.1 BT 4.2 & 4.3 (5]
RIRUR, 45K A sk TAEE S R EANZ R S R 4 . SR, AEBCH BN RS
BEEOLTS, ATRATIE ML EaR A . Watedl, FRXMIR R R RS e i I
TR RS FEARRKTAR A, AR5 & oAb BRI AR L«

attribution 41 S ST BRI S ERR /-_.\— m
4.2:4.3 2142
joint 12 FESSSrEETESTRNSE, ‘
elab-Mddition 43 Tk Eaawadt, HESSERAT. ‘ 4 2‘ ‘ 4.3 ‘ ‘ 4 1‘ 4.2
B 3 JZIREERE B R & 4a RST 45#4 A 4b RST 454 B

45. REBTTHER

FEAL IR RURT S A Rl o0 i ST bR G, S ANEAT R IR, FERR B L T 2 I
Hk. REPHBKPGEE S, EIRE T30 I HTRESUESE BTy, ARy e
bR HEREESERE S, WREMICKE S8 “ts” L. i, “Jein/RlgE
2 16 HHELL 507: 7 A1 “25 1 AR HCR B 7R RE R, BT AREAR R 54
kBTG, MR o8 TN R E T, B, “9 A 16 H 21 1 08 pE BB H
2B (JRZE 24.3 FF, 7 1 “HR&E 1219 ) KAE 5.4 FHGE”, F5HHE S S80S
BRITRIDIIAGHE, 5 AKAER IR 7 2 MRERITh. iRk 75 X087 B 1
MEERIT (AIARID) B3 MEEHRIT (FESHT 5 kETH. FE5R).

FEBUAT R 73 bR, R 5 500 0 B BRI AF AR R R - A SRR RS B 90 B shkl s
FREAT —i N TABIE SR, LAHERR B 370 i B )

46, —HIEE)RR

AR BARAEAN P IR R AR R AR IR H i — N S8/ 9 T 3R bRk iRk
— M, FREE IR YT T PRRERE . PIRERIER €I R . R, X



R IBRIESE R HEAT X LEA T, XA BHIARERAT B, BRIEARIAREL R X5k
R RL EIRAN TR NARTE BIEREE, B TR R B S R AR R B

5 REKENENSIT

IR AR HOTE R S 138 B SCiik, FLXT 2044 AN BTk AT T IRAE R BbRiE. Horp
FESCSCHR TP KR B T 39 AN, PR 9 AN rh ST I R R K RS
JCH 70 M, SRR 13 MF. BT RMREEM A B A A —> ROOT i, HHR
A ROOT T4 fi 5 XX H % OhA) 2 [ [ 5 R ARiE N ROOT, ##&H ROOT #nik: &% [H 1
AR B
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5 REREXRGT
P 5 D Bk A AE R S SONUHT ) R SO B SO A 3 218, AR AN TR
BLERIARES AR, (EHGERIEBRRL . DRI R IbSE EZREOR, #
PR HUX AR NE (58 RAREIR NG DU 22X L. th T H AT B8R, AR
MEEHE ST, DL RS TR & L 2 2=

51. HEHERE

TSI DR BN, S K 6006 7, FICEE Y 182 5 JESCHT A HE R H 4R R
HEE, AL T I, $Eit 1656 A FE, PRy 110 AR, HAREMEREEK.

EEE
_ ¥ =
4,00 43 T
S EN-NEWS  CH-News
3.00 ROOT 15 33
230 9 attribution 38 80
2,00 188
150 +61 bg-compare 0 0
100 160 094 bg-general & 31
050 040 898 833 be-goal 0 0
000 0906 060 42 =T
& Q@ o é§ & §¢ PR elab-addition 62 62
Ay R ij SO & q@ @\o@ elab-aspect 24 53
? % o A g NG 2 () -
9 & ¢ exp-reason 8 15
en-news cn-news evaluation 4 4

6 TS B A S ARAT O) R M



K6 25t 1 S SOBn ] B BRI R AT, Herh T R AR A R R 1P 2 IR
FEHTIR AR, o SOH i — R TS 1 bg-general 5 Z A8 FH AT b 5 SO a1 0
JCH elaboration X R Z, HAbf] EFEMIE T elab-addition, 713 elab-addition
Fl elab-aspect HAFIH 35T, AR BELERTAZ O IR J5 T, SO TR N UERH, S
DUV SR A ) T2 2 Ul o AN B UL, SESORT R AZ O 5 I B B T AV R AR B R . )
RS SORN R L T 8 % 1 attribution SGR, WICERATIEARE S AR A B, B
o o) HECE RS A b BEECE R .

UG X, AHA] LLE BIAE HSOR 2 908 i, HBAR IR RSN, @2
bg-general—attribution—elaboration X #4544 ¥ .

5.2. EXMBEENEEIRE

FOCR SO EALRE ACL2014 [ 50 A1 Emnlp2014 1) 40 &5, 4Lt 12300 M, Py
FEAS SRS R BE L) 2 130 A H ]

45 R 3
5 _ FRiEEE
3875 ACL2014 emnlp2014
35
. 328 ROOT 50 40
o attribution o6 4.3
5 bg-compare 20 16
15 05 bz-general 22 24
128
1 +—Ab 2 e bg-goal 30 19
05 B35 \ i elab-addition 164 155
0 . . . . N . i U‘iﬁ% . ig . elab-aspect T 44
QQO \'>‘>\\Q \4\&5 Q(\Q& Q%Qg% &5 ¢ :A\%V VJDGP\ \2;\\0\ t\&@ «“éf eRp-reason 11 3
0%90 N \,[9/@ Q@“" & &f g ¢ evaluation 64 36
) " »
¢ exp-evidence 5 8
ACL2014 emnlp2014 Manner-means 353 26

7 RS E SR X RN
7 g3t T PSSRSO EARAE R R I A G O, Fe P T2 B2 IR R R I T
BLRHL, P LA BRX SRS 1 P AR DU SE A R, 150 W S SORMBOSCRR M 22 5 F _EEEAAT LE
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TE UL AT I8 SO N S AF H AT EDR

53. FESRECEEENILL

S5t 7 ST IR R R SCHR 2 AR A7 0 AR H B mT DA R B — 6 B 5% (1) [X 1, Pl 8 &
A B SCHR A N A ST A AR AT O RT3 BB R LG

TSR LT attribution BN L TR SCREL, IEMZ RTERBIN, —RETERE A
ZURFERA G, R SCRER attribution 2 1% N A& 7E evaluation #73 HIEL—Ik. 1E
B SRk A background X R M NEE, ATREAN T IR H (05 48 0 5 15 U A
bg-goal 3 %, B FIIH 7 EHE4T HL & U bg-compare 3¢ &, 1T 35 1 A2 5% P4 28 DU A o) B
——ik, FERH bg-general L&, HME LMY =G BB D FATER UG R85
FEEFN LSO I (1Y) elaboration ¢ 5 HH I AH 24— 2, 115 78 AR ST ] A8 A7 R XA,
X R 1% R Al 2 5] SR R AR TE S TR IR . KRR elab-addition 27~ iRk kit
B — /Nl R, T S0 SR O N R S5 R . 1 SO B S R S A — A B3 XN
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