ETHBMEMENPL AMR T
R, EEC, FRA, gt e, mEEt

L HRIMIE RS HEARFE S HORYRE, 1175 Fa 210023;
2. BRUMYE RS SCRE, 1175 FiAt 210097)

W, Hh4E X Fox (Abstract Meaning Representation, AMR) & — 4 5 ¢ (4] T8 X R R 1%, %
— AT IR GG — AN AR R, AMR f#T B A AT A R AMR Bl BT, 3L
AMR TFRAR A TR PB . A CE G0 AMR HE, SR 2 TR 40 G I 2% (1) 77 1256 30 AMR A
) BT T SIS VERIF L. 5, SEIL T — N TR ARG 2 i b SO AMR fEFTHIZE M 2% baseline 5
4i; SRJE, W AKEBEE LRARFERFEIM LT XM RIAEE LEREY, FE TN 5%
Ny mfE, AV R FSMEARES I AMR #ES IR T AMR HES IR BIACR . SLb gt LR, ZAT
RILEHSC AMR fEFTAT 5 A F) T 0.61 f¥) Smatch FL {8, BT baseline &%
RG] GIE KoR: BRGNS, &R
&3R5 TP391 SCHRBRIRED: A

Chinese AMR Parsing using Transition-based Neural Network

Taizhong Wu?, Min Gu! , Junsheng Zhou*!, Weiguang Qu?, Bin Li?, Yanhui Gu*
(1. School of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing, Jiangsu, 210023, China;

2. School of Chinese Language and Literature, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing, Jiangsu, 210097 ,China)
Abstract: Abstract Meaning Representation (AMR) is a domain-independent sentence semantic representation
method. It abstracts the semantics of a sentence into a single directed acyclic graph. AMR parsing aims at parsing
sentences into corresponding AMR graphs. At present, research on Chinese AMR is still in its infancy. In this paper,
an experimental study of Chinese AMR parsing is carried out based on Chinese AMR features and the transition-
based neural network. An incremental Chinese AMR parsing baseline strategy utilizing transition-based decoding
method is proposed. Then, semantic representation of dependency paths and context information are utilized into the
proposed model, which enriches feature representation and learning. Finally, the concept recognition in AMR parsing
is conducted by applying sequence labeling. Experiments demonstrate that the proposed model outperforms the
baseline and achieves Smatch F1 of 0.61 on Chinese AMR Parsing.

Key words: Abstract Meaning Representation; Transition-based Neural Network; Concept Identification
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EXGRE SRR ER A NES S, Wl sSEILN B SRE S 7)1 152 B8 R, 2N
T e B ARE S A B TR ) — AN R FT H ARl R R X ESRiE, BRES A
B B 2 H bRl 2 18 X HE MR RO SE A b Sl 2528 5 ARE S A PR N AT S5 . SR, HTiE

* WS HEE: EfRHH:

HEEWBA: HEEARRHE4E (61472191, 61772278, 41571382), R4S B ALTE 55 Ae 4t 8 /5 seih
FEHBIE A (MIUKF201705), L7548 Ml 54t 2 RH5 01 52 10 H (2016SIB740004) FIVL 754 =i k2 B SRR} 4
72 H K3 H (15KJA420001)

fEBEN: RBEF (1993—), B, Wit, WRFTH: ARIESAE; B (1993——), %, il
+, BRI ARESAE, ARAE (1972——), B, 32, WiRiH: ARIESHE, 2R

(1981——), B, B, Wshm: HEIESY: hgs (1964—), T, #32, Wiirm: ARG
FAE; WEZE (1978——), YW, ml#EdR, #rRIIH: HIMES A,
*EEE, MB4E: zhoujs@njnu.edu.cn



NIFIRIEARZHRE, AL G A) T8 AR IE 0 — e s — B b 3 SR oRE
5 1230 B ) SR IS A5 0E SCa AT IO ME E RGO, [ I X 3 S AR R Rz A R T v
K.

BT B (118 BB AR SRR IRV ANE R SR 1 7] |, Banarescu %5 AT~ 2013 4E4E H T 4
%18 W Fo~ (Abstract Meaning Representation, AMR) [, AMR J& —Fh4 3. AT TE % 1)
BT R ITE, B AR T RE SR — A AR G FHEL T 3850 AMR R
. H3C AMR PR AR D, Li 55 AT 550 AMR IIHEZEZEH), 4 AMR 1E
FoRERGINBDGES, FRE RS HE T IOESIENRAZ T, EAMRT AMR
AEREXT S, WP AL T — B DGR SR RN ERIRR RGN, R A TR
Fiff) AMR bRiETERIEE . BT DOE RARA i &inl. EEX. B4, ARSI
%, BT SC AMR IFREA R 28 B 145 T SCH T AMR BRI, A
S AMR BT A6 5F, AMR B 1 Sl bR 2R 7 Hal SUZ T RE . AMR
B Y SRR — /MBSO, RN S 2 TR 15 R &R . A AMR Bl 1 A 1
BRKRMRES, e LL—F A H— 8077 N R LR T 5 FIIE .

®

(b) AJFSERME T4 N AMR 2 ) PRAESE S LI L AMR 7R

& 1 AMR 7451

£ AMR FRIERITE R AMR TERHEREERE B, BF R R =8 R F Y AMR f@ bk
S FE] AMR Bl HBEA . AMR FRiERTERPE A AMR fENT SR S HESNE H 2R
EEAE FENARRRE, Bl SORME. FEMEL bR el

BEE Ph 2 2SR (N, ST Gt 2 ST (1) 9630 AMR EATAHEL, B T-Rh 22 ) 2%
B )93 AMR TR B8N . RRAERR A AE 2 L BRI ZR5E D7 A 1 — 2 B4 Tt
PREE NSRS ff R T RHER R RN R R S BURNE M R, GBI T H SRR H 3% 2], R
TN THHE AR o ARZERR 2 R RRAIE SRR 2 ) f 25 [R)_E R B SR SO A, AR R I 2538
BETHIE G R, RN 2RSS 2 R T S — K ERR .

EEXTHRSC AMR SRITAE S, ASSCERH T — AR TR b 22 I 28 1 1 1 2 S0 AMIR AT
B, FER AR FRAE AR AR T RIS AMR f#FT e S 2 BB T — B AR -1,
X AMR FonE—FE &R RER. Kk, ARC5IAIET IR R Shift/Reduce fEid



Hik, PLSZEERE AMR BRI A R

Ak, PUBFRIEEAANE . BRMTSEE 25 SR s, W Rt b AT RR 2] —
AR R PRI, AR SRR T RS AR D 772K SC AMR T baseline 540 ¥ & it
2 b, B ARAF B ARE UK RRR S AL R SCHIIEIETE URRF 2, FEREME] S
Foore 3L AMR H R VMR T A G ECE B S IS, BR—ANEEEA R ES N iE
XAASHE, HA SRS AR E . 1 1 (b) H, AMR EIHEh 4 7 HES 1 5 “person”s
M 2 AT SCOC R A S T R T A R 25 SR iR I TR P e EL 2 ) AMIR FEpT 5%
RUPIVERE o BRI SR B AT B R, ASCR P bR AR, FE TR BEXUA] LSTM-CRF
RS SEIUNE S RO A B, DAt — 204 1 W S0 AMR TR Y (R 1 R, Rl SUardi K B2
(1) I FH B4 5 Al o

2 AMR f&#fT

AMR f#AT B 1R 5] T O R AMR . AMR B RN T 1 38R — AN SURE
&, 1B U LU A TE . PropBank framesets SRR e B ia] . MR A BEAT DL BN
T, WA DU 2R RO ) RIS, i 1 TR, AR BT R EROR
— MRS B A RIAMPRE RN RS Z IR R. WK 2 for, A YR 5
ROCSE-017 Z TR HIARRIE N “argd” K&, FoRFIEKR. WRESHWA AL A
Hiabric N “quant” KR, RRABEKXKR.

H3C AMR EAT U0 R R

(1) AMR FEEARH RIS, MARAE. AMR BN SRR —ME U
o, 1SRRI SE B ) R A E E

(2) £ AMR Elth, eIl — 705 A 250 SO, 1 RO AT B
%1 /i (Reentrant Nodes), X R[FJIAFNE AL (Reentrant Arcs). QI 2 A5 s <FH WA
AT . ST-017F1<48-02”

(3) AMR BRI % . -85 (Non-projective) 3l G354 B 45 Fom 1A 1
eh RN RS () T S BRI B 2 1A 41 [R] ) (R RRE SR AN — 2, B AMR &
FE, DL AFERLER. WK 2 iR, (@) LN KT SXT558 (b a7
LRAE PN I, O AMR B R PR R S I, 9 05 “A8-027 A R 2 IAIia S
FT L “Root” AU g 4 2 [ [P AFAERE X

2.1 T3 AMR f&#f

TEYE AMR FEMTH, ARG IEE T Guit 2% I 1) AMR fEAT 2 HE g AT o 78 5 A by S
(IASTE], o] LAy Ak T B B AT 753 B TR RS IR AR AT O V5 L T 20 G Va2 B R AT
BT LRI Tk o, BETERIMIAENT I VA T R R AT T L. Flanigan %5
NTE 2014 SEHEH T 25— AMR f##T 28 JAMRIA, I & —Fi BT B 0 @b 7715, K AMR fi#
TSR AP FAT S BRI R U o RS TR T K i N P ) - 0 1] 135 B ] e e
G2 AMR B OHES B i e B IR B AR Y SEINE S B BT AR, AERES U
b MRS v B A AR A Bl B oK AR G i - B (Maximum Spanning Connected
Subgraph, MSCG) 532 A& Fr B2 [ A (1) 28 & P48 &R B | K43 53 7Bl LA CAMRE!
AR T8 AT 7 v e T RS AR, AR AMR .

SR, ALGE T GEvt A AL Ik FE AN TRRAE TR SRR Z A A1, HLZH S RAE
T BRI S SR, SR T AMR FENT IR R 2 SRR . Al BT 48 I 25 15 Y i
KRR 216877, Damonte 55 N2 25 AL 5] X AMR f@T .

MRIERFAE R IUVE IR, JEFAPEM L AMR BT 0] 23 A2 A R E SR BB |



BT IEMAZ 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN) i 45AIE i BURE R AL T 25 B0 2 ) 2%
(Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) FRIBFAEHRBURLRY

N T FIRHE ST 7y 2 (B ARG R, I8 F5 BN G HFAE, BI04 ACRR
AiE2H G TR AE N BRFE . Damonte 55 A\ A8 A ZE BURFAE AT embedding 4RAIE 41 -G 0, @i
B2 A TRHE R ES:, TR G I RERR.

Nt — D RFIERTE, Foland 8 A$EHI AMR EFTELZY A RNN 5 AR,
Ballesteros 2 A\ U f¢ ] Stack-LSTM (Stack Long Short-Term Memory) #£47 AMR JIRZ KR 2
>, AME BN R IR IRBURFAE R 15], Barzdins Al Gosko 7£ AMR fi##f o i vl Bl 1 7 41 2
J¥%1 (Sequence to Sequence, Seq2seq) LAY, AhATIE AR FER AL B F 54k AMR B, @it
LSTM Zmhd R R, i AL 3R15 7 71460 AMR FoR060, (2 i1 T H0s s vl i, 3L
FEFEmAR THE TS R . fEIERl |, Konstas 25 AUAL 7 8on2430,  [RIINHFRI B K R0
RAMEZIFENE NI EIERAT BN ZR, 32 T AMR TR,

XFT AMR BT, A AT sa] DA S5 20 6) 7 A IRl . S SO R 4 AR
EHEE IE SUE B . 4B unprecedented "HF , BT un ”#E AMR 75 B AR A polarity”
KA. HEIRIA A & A DELE SO ) ERER — AR 5 5, ERX T wRT & A IME
RATREICIETE I . Frbh, Wang 28 N CNN 4 h 7 FFAFAE ] 2081, SREL- 27 200
FIHEAE, LA3E s AMR T HERE .

2.2 3 AMR fi#tf

LG ET RIS AMR fEFTZRAL, Wang S5 ASEH T — Rl it Xk A7
WEREAT FE (1) J7 725k SE I AMR FEBTOO, 2488 3 BRI D IR 2, (S HILE KA
FEERT SR ) A O B VR A R ER s R G, SRR BRI e 4y AMR B A%
BT 7 9 MR R, I RS ERATHT 70, R SOOI EE N R B E S &bk
B3 B m BV ESHARAE A BEATAH B OB, AT SEBRMARAE M 2] AMR B8 4. SR,
AR T HAFMAE b, AT h RS R 2 BRAEHE 2] AMR i@t

gitrh. JEC AMR ENTIOREFTIUIR,  EE6 ST AMR SENTAESS, ASCHEH T T2
FHZE W25 SC AMR FRBTASERY

3 ETHBEHEMEHP L AMR EITIRE
3.1 BB EE

HTIKAER 5 AMR BI7ESE I FECAAREL, ZBIKAE i 56T ShiftReduce IKAE 55
W ELER B K, A SCR R RS 50325, SEBL AMR FEMT . B TAL S5 TR R RAD 732 (i
Arc-standard BVEA Arc-eager 55D L TAE R A B ME BT BIMRKAEM G54, TR T A8
Xi#1 (Crossing Arcs) FHA] HNIAIE T — B ICIZ#ATH B EE . 7EIA FIARAE B o At 9t 2
fith 1200, AR — I T WA 9 2 Shift/Reduce R SHIL S, AMR f#HT -

BT R RN T TP e e R aER &, — D — D U RTIRAS 2. Tt
R AME, SR AMR FEHT o AU — AN e RS 4T ik e = (0,07, 8, 4),
Hr, oRnEH (Primary Stack) 7 AENTAES T 5 KAko’ (Secondary Stack) FH T
B AFTORE T s BRIANGEAT (Buffer), (FBURAENTIIRIE T4 AFEE P2 A 13 1B
WIEALIT, AT A 7 a1 B T2, ERP S MR A FET 400k
A, BTN EE, BECUECRE . IEERE, BRI RS S, SN
fENTISRRZ L, TERE R AMR BRI,

P& shift/Reduce B 3L 75 2w LM ENE, BARMSIELWME 1 fn. HAmn
VU B 1E L arc-eager Ji ik IBHAEARL, BT ERPATIRAE . SIARIEE AABIE Mem J2



GRRCRRE LT P SN/ NN e S SR e S S E R AT
R 1 AERITE A E iR

;A R A&
LEFT_ARC()) (0100, 0", BolB, A) > (100, ", Bol B AU{< 00, L,Bo >} | lol=1, IB]=1
RIGHT_ARC(l) (0160, 0",BolB, A) = (6160,0", BolBAU{< B, Loy >} | lol =1, |B] =1
SHIET oot £ whers o by | W11
REDUCE (olag,0’,B,A) - (0,0',B,4A) lo| =2
MEM (olog,a',B,4) = (g,0'|d’y, B, A) lo| = 2

Hr, a(By) = (Vo E)ERBIT M AMR T, S&THEAVIMILESE,.

B L4 T YR shift/Reduce %7 i) Oracle 59258 3o fEMRRLIZRA, MW BIA
PRI A O A B A N ) 5 e i g — AN, AR AT 2 IS AT A R e 2 3, B
AbHE SEf N AT 1EE A IR, B2 Oracle iR RPN ERSNERR S T, 1E NI ZRIIbRiER
2L

Hik 1 Oracle Bk
BIN: BT x = {xg, X1, .., X, RIFRHE AMR
Wi HREAEFAIT
1. T=]]
while index < size(x) do
concept « getConcept(x[index])

2

3

4 index < index + 1
5: end while
6:
7
8

C « Cs(concept)
it Al[(Bo, L, ap)e Ag] then
: T.append(LEFT_ARC(1))
9: elseif 3l[(ao,l Bo)e Ag] then

10: T.append(RIGHT_ARC(l))

11: elseif 3i € [1,n],1[(ao, L, Bi)e AgV(Bi, L, ap)e Ag] then

12: T.append(MEM)

13: elseift # Memand —3i € [1,n], [[(ao, L, B) €Ay V  (Bi L ag)e Ag] then
14: T.append(REDUCE)

15: else

16: T.append(SHIFT)

17: return T

Oracle ik i Xt B ahE 7518 T vIaate (58 147), SRIEIEIA LN\ AT
FR A — AN BRG], PRI AT I X S AR B (2-5 47D, ARG T RIEAIL (55 6 47D, Oracle
PRI 2 R ASAR GHEAT FIWT HR A R B RS SIS N2 T f (7-17 47). B4k, Oracle &
S A AR AR TG R 5 A R I BA Skt R 2 (A2 75 7T LA AMR B 38 50 (el
A0, WA LA E A N SE LEFT_ARC WINE T, 45wy BLE g A sl zh 1
RIGHT_ARC ¥ INE| T Ao 7E 4 ETRA A2 T I A A IE 0L T, SR 4 R T
Fao 5T ERBK TC RSN H AL TR Z M TEARAE AMR B R 5c10, NPKBH R 31
Mem FRINEFERESEFHI T 0 G 10472158 12 47D R AuRRAT 2 L — K AT



1 FRIEHRIR 4. BESIRRIRIR 5. BFFEISRRBAIAM RIETIRIR

——_———————_- i " Configuration Embeddi
' Y | @SsSSEOSEED el ; Layer IR Wik
| vec | dding i Primary Stack: ayer
Resources ~(@0000000000) — i ! [ROOT, %, #- H s&iganie
: i o2 ) Arc
i Secondary Stack: POS tag
0
Buffer: [%, riL, NER tag
. #4), i |
i . A{} Dep tag iDiRE :
| X 7
‘ I 5 E-arg0 |
Dep Path i
‘ ET]]] oo p !
i AMRE i

Bl 3 B TR AR 2RI 24 1 H S0 AMR TR0 45 g 5]

ZNEATS Mem H R AR TITC R g 5 BAS H R A Sk 70 38 S Hofth 7o 2 2 18] AN A7 AE b ifE
AMR E R 1id, PR AR 5I1E Reduce MBI A2 Zh1E P2 T o (57 134T 2% 14 17D, 4N
S APRASANHE AT YA 5% F, WK ShE Shift iS22 shEfp s T (55 15 17315
16 170, HJFIREFEREERFSIT (5 17 47).

3.2 BRMERILEK

BT X R & Shift/Reduce fifft 5y & AR SCHEH I o 30 AMR fifpm B2 1) Ak
baseline R4k TS EIE, FIN KA A K XA R &3 TS 0N, ScBily &0 AMR
T TERLIRRRZ b, ARSCHIANRAFBEARIE OOR R A R SO IRIEE SRR > o [FlI,
NEFH A AR ARSI AMR RES R, BRI T R TR A N4 1 H S AMR fEfT
R, AR 2 6 A4y, HAERI A 3 for. Hd, FiIZk. AMR MRS FRiEFR
i 44 SCARRRVE JB T PAL BRI AR o A SCHE T AR TE R YR, 48] Word2vec A% 4 1)1 25 3] [7) 1
ER TN . AMR BESHRVERE TN 58 AMR B RME ARy, 1E eSO
BN gRiERl . ST e e MMESZRI], 454 AMR XF5545 R, @t AW, 45 H AMR
TE R A A AN N IS AR . BEAh, ASCEFH Corenlp?briE AMR 8K H ¥ 44
SR, AR RSN SRIE T H R ARG 1) AMR fERT R R RS o

FEHAT T AN FITIACEL G, 25T AR bRiE AL TR B AR BRI 19156 & X AMR HES R
B FIRRYE AR AR R AMR BESNZRERL, YIZREE T IREEXUR LSTM-CRF R BEHE S
PR o 2N TR AR rp A AR R B IR TR 250 ) B, N D91 ) R PR AR T
A SR bRIC R R A A, fEFHREXA LSTM-CRF % B A 1RHE, fid 2 E4%E
FEZ 4R CRF 2, 1M HEBAEARZETH, A RO BRI AMR HES Fr B o

£ AMR MR &5 R A b, ARSCHET9 & Shif/Reduce &3%, @i YIZRAT e &
W2 o 2eds, TMNFER SIPERIE R bR%E, £ AMR B, EFXF 9 S0 AMR fENTAT S, AR
TP RES: (O HERBINESRE, (D) K. RIS IR AP 75 7 228
TS A, BRI S T BB IME, WiE— N RRA LR AMR Bl &5,
XTAE R AMR BIEATAR OGR4 #T

3.2.1 MEE I

! https://code.google.com/p/word2vec
2 https://stanfordnlp.github.io/CoreNLP/



AMR X FFRE ) R B B R 224 B A R B3 2 810 5 AMIR B AR (R CRIDY )
SRR B (RT3 D X REE R o A SCAE AN TAREE X 5545 R, SR 3]
2 AMR BB R A -

HRAE AMR XF5545 R, i AMR S BOr AR, ml O B & Fr BTt 9 40
#AE, T4/ MBS U I AR A3 8] . B FXESRAE R, ASC i T AMR IEEFR S 1R
SR ATEIL. XTET CTB EEMRER 30 AMR ERHIZRERRT Y, JLHr & r
SofmELME 4 FiR, HA, Non-predicate F7RIEZ AN RIS Fr B E 1 i
@, ez, “7 4% Predicate RonAEZ M AL AIRES Fr BER A, dnesz-017,

. N 1
“f8-02”; Multi-concept 7~ 1 2 /MR 2H AR PR A B, ﬁn“countryrﬂfnamei R[>, No
align TR AR FHIMERS: No align Fom AR A X 715 RIS

Predicate
Non-predicate
Multi-concept
No align

%
Y
Z

K4 B A oln 2

MK 4 ATLLE S, EPSC AMR BRI, AMR HES F B b BN B R A AR R BT 5 E
B, WA S RS B2 5.89%. HI TN S BBk, SEE AMR fiEHTIS
FEd, RN FF 3T B R I R 2 1E G AMR BES T sk . [, il E—A
WIELEAN F TR T NS &, DRt ASCR AT S bR () AR, 8 TR FE XA
LSTM-CRF #iR A7 RE SR ANV 08, BRI 5 Fm o A SO REEAT 1135 /5 471
BT AMR MESARZEARTE, W BESARZE T H], AR R AMR &7 .

AMR MESFRZEEE M 2 M0 T AMR MES BS540, Aric i F “BIOES+HE&
AR IR . A “BIOES & R 45 1R A) 1 H 1) & MRS 2 OSBRI g E X
SRR BT, Hohe B AmeES B LG — AN, <D ARC S B RS AR 5
HARLE R, “E bric & H Brsa — Ml “S7bric BAMA A RS B <07 FRid
KA TS B iaiE . ARS8 T 32 85, Wit 1 119 MEEAREE . fill, Bl 1
RE L HE N IRINE S B, FOX R A) 1R (ARlE D “ B, B @ bR 25 S _txNamed”, £R
FAANRNE A BP) fi 44 SRR

CRFE Y1 Yt Yer1 Yn
RNNEgH @ ............
=]

RNN k\\/g
B
RNN

—
wrr (o) (=)
:

Embedding
£

E 5 HT LSTM-CRF [{HE& R I 7Y




FETRYIGRIEER, AR SCHET Word2vee 76 KA R bRV EHE BRI &, 3RS
BRFEM,, o ST TN TIEIIX = (01, Xy o Xjy oens X)) TS AN BT, 301 7Y 4524 3RAFAH
R ) e o 5 AP ) e R B Ky 44 SE R bR IC ) e NER FL R 2 4 N R AE 1) =
€

ei = [ef5 e (1)
Hep, [RRHERERE.

B AL A EAE XA LSTM ZRIIN . XUE LSTM ZEH, §iE LSTM FI% N 2%
NFFIIT 750, J5 1 LSTM (4 & H N7 F0 38 7 5 41 @i X0m) LSTM ETHE S,
FEERTZ, FTE LSTM M4t 52 H,, J5H LSTM 2 H, . 115 18 1% 4L LSTM
(%t H, -

H, = [H(; H,] (2)

ASAFFH I 4 ADNXE LSTM HEETEERITER X R LSTM A28, &2 2 [ hn— 24
R E AT IR, JRZXUA LSTM W% A B ZEXUA LSTM %N, &5 — >R LSTM
P iC 8 H € Rk, ot 7K, kKFERPFEEE , H j 2R 5S35 MR85 53

ST ANHEFRBTFINY = V1, Voo s Vi s Yn)» € L FHAF A

n n
s(xy) = Z Ayiyin + Z Hiy, @)
i=1

i=0
Hrh, ARTREEREAT IR
RTINSt FHAZ SO 2k i 5k, fiFH SGD kb Tfitk, [RIBT I dropout £ L2 1E D)
W5k, BRI E . Rl TR S, R E s IR T A . TR
HU AMR MESFRZE T 51, R AL AE ot B2 AMR 71, T35 T H RIS AMR f#
HrBi

3.2.2 B R ALIRY 2 F N UM IGRIEE RN

XFF AMR BT 5 AUGREBCY HTARTT R AN T — AN )15 2 8] KA FEAR 2012530 /2
Ko FEMRAEI AL TR R ANAE XS 75 2] AMR B AT ReRE S R0 . Rk, A S22
KHRAF AR AR AT AR, SREURAT AV IR AR TE KRR, SEIL KB B R A R AR . A SOR
AFB AT vy v, I B 2 FE4H 5 (Nearest Common Ancestor) it Anca(vy, v,) - v1 -
v, B Hnca(vy, v,) P K542 53 7l v, - -+ = nca(vy, vy) finca(vy, vy) « =+ « 1,0

TBE R HORGAKAF () B AT 53 PR 73 B A —— TR BR AR A ¢ R R AR . IX PR AR R A% 20 i AN
LSTM(LSTM,; FILSTM,.¢;) 4T . nca(vy, v,) XTI LSTM B b (Bl )2 5 ) 1)
ANV v ZIANE R R IR R, WE 6 .

ROOT

HED

BXXRER

K6 A7 “TRALRULEE” b 7 AL BIE SO R RN



B 5 5 27 5 SURESK, )
ngfuz) = [h;%g(vl,vz); hfl%,;(vl,vz)] (4)

Foht, B2 oy 5 X BAE TR J7 010 LSTM thinca (v, vy)% RIBHUZ I H
K BB B E SUNRIEL,,, )

Rrel [h”re

— l .
(v,v2) = Utnca(vq,vy)’

h;i;(vl,vz)] (5)

vy U [ R R IFRINE LR, )
R(vl,vz) = [R(tglk.vz); R(lfll,vz)] (6)

RICK AR BIITE SR RINRIRR g, 5, IENFIFERBIE M IENE . H1, oo FIB,
Iy RN TR A SR — A LR

P T HE ST 5 PR AT B 2%, 2 B S50 S48 KT S AMR (RIS - I HL,
MFT LR SCESE E R AMR ST, R, ARSCRANE &8RS 5] BN SCH SR RS
NFow, BEIETE S AR 23X R (Embeddings from Language Model, ELM), ##i7!
SERIUNI 7 FIT7R - Peters 254 F A0 22 W45 J 745 S AR, M S A5 70 op SR ERGIA] fy 1) B e 211,
PRI T AR 1 ) B R ARV XA ERRTE Ay 44 SR Sl A7 IR 43 BT ST 45 P AL
3T B IRUR . ASCRAZUNE S, BT CTB5.0%E R H1 3 AMR FriEifkl,
SJERT RS AMR BRFTAE S5 10 R SO TE UERIR .

T ] =
EER
ELMESHE [ELmy| [ELMot| [ ELMot| [ELMon|

Word
embedding oo

EENA
LSTM

BAE

7 HETAE F R BRSO STE ORISR

R —AMIE b )2 LSTM BREUZ R AR (K hj = 1,2, .., L, L 9 LSTM [1/2%0)
HR AT LMAE N R SCAH SRR 3R IA
hEM = LSTM (xF™) ©)

Hr, LSTMFEIRMBALHIATI LSTM AR IR .
S FAE—NMix,, —A L EWETE S A DA 2L+1 DRk
REM = {x}™, hEM hEM|j = 1,2, ..., L}

8
— (R = 01, 1) ®

3 https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/ldc2005t01



Hor, nE =<, b = [aEY5REY]G = 1.2, ..., L)

AR —)Z LSTM Hi th RIS AR, 15 25 T8 5 B 1R R 1A :
L
ELMo, =y ) s;h!! 9)

b, By e S5 iR A T K BE L
BB E BRI G5 2 11 RE B ARG 1 B SCHOBE « A1 TR L 5 S5 TRl A AT
g5, AFNHTEETE RS .

3.2.3 BRI RAHNRZE 77 Heds

TEE R IR, AR SCEE T AT AR R BT T AN 2ds, il R anfk
Iy RASAIBRRE 73 R4 o

R RARYE L ATRES, T H N — AN EHAT B (R4S SHIFT . LEFT_ARC.
RIGHT_ARC. REDUCE #ll MEM). 4r3&asHiE CHIRHERAR IR 2 fs.

HRGHAT LEFT_ARC M RIGHT_ARC ZhfERt, 75 ZLFIWrasin i iR, Jhes
A FREE(Warg0. cargl 55). AR%F 7y Feds il LURHE AT 58 LEFT_ARC M RIGHT_ARC zh{E
JEARAS, T REY . HoE SCHIRHIERAR W12 3 B

2 HAE N R AR R IE AR K 3 RN AR IR AR
- RHEBR . RHEREAR
oo~ a(Bo) 73 I H BT 7E BEIAR TS ;1 oo~ a(Bo) 7 BT E EIAIAR Y
R STRE
s | % a(Bo) 73l B gt /e k747 RO - aojha(ﬁo)ﬁj\%@m%?iﬂf%*ﬁﬁ
i3 IR B
oo~ a(Bo) & H MFZ¥ AN o~ a(Bo) % H BT 11 i 2K
oo~ a(Bo) & H IS RUIIIRSE oo~ a(Bo) & F HIALHT RUHIIR S
Go~ @' o~ Bof BN B HIREI R R oo~ Bo XS RLIIA [ R R
ao~ a(Bo) % B B AL ST b B IA] 1) a0~ a(Bo) & B B A A sUKT R
ETIN TR
WG | oo~ a(Bo) % H BT 1 SN R IR WG | gon a(Bo) & AT XS R
E.ZI ] (¥ 2R
oo~ a(Bo) & AL #4 T 4T A I e /e ¥4 oo~ a(Bo) & H B #4117 A i
T RSO L ) R FE A% 5 LA A IR R
WM | ors 0o~ Bo~ Br S BN IR B3R 14 WPE | g~ Bo B NS IR F 1 14
4 \ i % \
X o1~ 0o~ Bo~ Po S EIAIf 4 SRR X 0o~ Bo B 4 SR
XN XN
Vi € {0,1}: 0, F1Bo 2 IR I A7 R Bo AT | oo FIBy Z HMIKAF R R aoFB,
Mo Z IR R A7 K & KR | 2RI R R
A7 | Vi€ {1,2,3): BBy 2 MEIMEFIR AR
FF | Bo M Z AR AE -
Vi € {1,2,3}: oo MR Z B HIEIER R
BiFlog Z [A A7 K &




Iy Adagrad PLAL SRS T H AR ek BOEAT S /M-

L(©O) = = ) yilog@) + (1~ y)log(1 - 7) +A116113 (10)
i=1
Sorkt, 9 HIRIZRC, y BRI, B IR U, 9, 260 2B 0 SE Rt (8, 2110112
v L2 1E N33

4 SCUE I
4.1 LR KTEMNIERR

ASCAE B SEEE R S AMR ARVETERIZA, Rz 8o R BENL R > R ZREE . BESE
AREE =AM, HA o) F3E 5 g Bk 4 fios.

4 13 AMR R RS

Bh ES LTS SRR

3 AMR ER | 7608 A 1264 4] 1278 1)

AR CTBS5.0 i khIZhia &, f# 507,222 AN, P E4E4Ch 100. X T
MRS 7, BT dropout 0y 0.3, Ry I M43 asEk 4 dropout 24 0,.3. 15754 batch
size 64, &% LSTM J24E%034 200, ELM a5 2 B $ck 100, HAh A 200.

XFFSEIG VEI, ARSCRA R B RTA N AMR P77 Smatch(, il it 1+ 573 1F
i (P). AREFE (R) Ml FLEATIEN .

4.2 SLWEER SR

RNIAERIR, ASCEAEH JE R I8 BZHEE IR A D AMR fEHTREAY baseline it M
TC-AMR (Transition based Chinese AMR Parser); {E baseline ()&t F, FANRALTE % &
FonF AN N TC-AMR2; ReARALTE X6 R TR S A B SO RIEHEE LR R 7 )
R RLC Sy STC-AMR  (Semantic-enhanced Transition based Chinese AMR Parser); #3&T7&
FEXA] LSTM-CRF SRR ER 1 S0 AMR fEfi A2 LC-AMR (LSTM-CRF-
AMR).

4.2.1 25 SJREARMRATX EE
ASCHFEE AT T H SC AMR f@EBTREAR Y Smatch 55, 40/ 8 Fiom.

0.64 0.63
0.62 0.61 1 oel
060 | 059 05 | | o059
058 0.58 o5 0.58
0.56
0.54
0.52
0.50

0.48

TC-AMR TC-AMR2 STC-AMR LC-AMR
OP @R mF1

K 8 A3 AMR B4R AAAT 45 S5 b

K 8, FETIREEX A LSTM-CRF AR AL ME 2 IR B+ SC AMR f#dTAE AL LC-AMR



fER S AMR HSIfENTES FIAF] T 0.61 ) Smatch F1 {i, ftT TC-AMR, TC-AMR2 Al
STC-AMR #5245 baseline fHLY, HGINTE X O& R TR M BT SO RIR1ETE LR R Y]
[P STC-AMR 4k F1E 325 T 3%. HULAT I, T LSTM %211

T R RAR A B SOM SRS R AT DU 38082 = S0 AMR gt vefe . AHEE T S
R IR T 15 SE BN 2R3 (1) STC-AMR 54, LC-AMR 2T /7 F1 AU AR SEEUARE &5 12 1
Pem UMES UM TERE, B AEAS S SR O R UUNACRSE R, BB T & ILHH S AMR fig i
Ao Al I BESE  BEN LRI 6, T Wang 5 A F (50 48 A EAT IE IR (R D9, 76K
BEALRIZ R4 1, Wang 25 A32 I CAMR R 4838751 Smatch F1 {4 0.587. 143
PR RRLA S T 0591, BEET CAMR.

4.2.2 FIHRFRNT EL

AR, RSO T AMR BRI SAS BIPEAT FESR, 30t 7 B, 2300008 Unlabeled:
FIRANT K RARZEIIITANT s No WSD : 7R 25 % Propbank suffix fIHES T #1747 ; Named Ent..:
Fontin 4 SRR A PPAT , Negations: o~ 15 12 28 £ C:polarity 5¢ 214 R P4, Reentrancies:
FoRBENIBVBNVEAT, Concepts: KRS BNV, SRL: Fon“arg” X RIAVEM . Bk
Rk 5 Fron. A Wang 58 e S0 R4S B IF 1 2R EUESE R, T A SCbib R S
Z AL

5 I3 AMR BT ELTRPE A 45 2R

TC-AMR TC-AMR2 STC-AMR LC-AMR

IR
P|R|FL|P|R|F|P|R|F|P|R]|F

Unlabeled 0.66 | 0.60 | 0.63 | 0.68 | 0.65 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.64 | 0.66 | 0.70 | 0.65 | 0.67

No WSD 0.59 | 0.54 | 0.56 | 0.60 | 0.58 | 0.59 | 0.61 | 0.57 | 0.59 | 0.63 | 0.58 | 0.61

Named Ent. 0.73 | 0.63 | 0.67 | 0.72 | 0.67 | 0.70 | 0.73 | 0.65 | 0.69 | 0.81 | 0.72 | 0.76

Negations 0.61 | 0.61 | 0.61 | 0.63 | 0.66 | 0.64 | 0.62 | 0.65 | 0.63 | 0.58 | 0.59 | 0.58

Concepts 081070 |075|081)073|077|081]| 073|077 |082]|0.74 | 0.78

Reentrancies | 0.30 | 0.32 | 0.31 | 0.32 | 0.36 | 0.34 | 0.31 | 0.37 | 0.34 | 0.31 | 0.37 | 0.34

SRL 0.56 | 0.46 | 0.50 | 0.60 | 0.50 | 0.54 | 0.58 | 0.50 | 0.54 | 0.58 | 0.50 | 0.53
FE: R R AT DL R 7 B B AR b 48 SRR B v

M5 R DA Y, TR XA LSTM-CRF S ALRE &R 5l o SC AMR F@brsi Rl LC-
AMR i b HAN B R AR 5% R IA FR R RE & FR B T 32T, B, EXTEERAL
AR b, BEAR T HARARE AL . LC-AMR fEHEATMES U, 475 2 MEE 1 SR ic N txPolarity
MEAREE, ST ML SRR AR BIHERR R AU 0.90. Xt T 75 52 47 s T AR AL 4R 2 6 &
WU, JE T R R TN A BRI, A 0.58.

5 R4

ASCER X HSC AMR FEATAESS, R el FH #2289 28 A 83047 HH SC AMIR FRATT B 9
BT —ANETP R Shift/Reduce FEF2 12 24 ) SC AMR fEATRAY, it LSTM RiRY
5 OIE NOR R F N R SO SGIRIEAE RN, SE5a i B I RHIE R R 2% 2] o FEICERAE |, A
RG] NIREXUA] LSTM-CRF AU AT HE IR BRI . SREG 45 AR, A SCHE H B 7
3 AMR TS HHIEE] T 0.61 Y Smatch F1 {4, W] &AL T baseline &%t



N BT, BATRY RIA SRS, BT R AMR ER. 5
b, BATTRAIE T LT 2t — 2 AR G5 HE, ST AT B2 T ILA FRITC A2 e 2 X 2% A TR S5k
IR RIARE ), D e SO AMR T EBE -
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