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Abstract Chinese zero anaphora resolution includes two subtasks: zero pronoun detection and zero
anaphora resolution, which are correlated with each other. Zero pronoun detection means to recognize
all the zero anaphors in a given text, which mainly include null subject or null object, and exist widely
in Chinese, Japanese and Italian. Zero anaphora resolution means to determine the antecedent for each
recognized zero anaphor, which has already appeared as a noun, pronoun or common noun phrase
before the detected zero anaphora in the previous text. Traditional methods to solve Chinese zero
anaphora resolution problem generally employ some common-used learning features to construct
independent classifiers for zero pronoun detection and zero anaphora resolution, but it cannot capture
association relationship between these two subtasks, e. g. recognized zero anaphora must be resolved
or the one to be resolved must be zero anaphora and so on. In our method, these two subtasks are
combined into a unified machine learning framework with Markov logic to make joint inference and
joint learning. We use local formulas to describe zero pronoun detection and zero anaphora resolution
respectively, and use global formulas to represent the association relationship between these two
subtasks. We find that joint learning model which makes learning with inference can acquire more
effective feature weights than independent learning model which just makes learning without
inference. Experimental results on OntoNotes3. 0 Chinese dataset show that our joint learning model

can achieve better results compared with independent learning model and other baseline methods.

Key words Markov logic networks; Chinese zero anaphora resolution; zero pronoun detection; joint

learning; global rule; local rule

W OE OPXERBREBPAACHERERAG AN RIERRG NG 2 ML RBRSG TS, SR
ik R A EAERE JE 2 AT AES A 6 R IR K AL e iR R R 6 R A8 A R L IR ARH R A R
AN R e M ARIEARRFG R, AT L RT REH W AR T KR 38R0 6 28 Fo R 48RRI
B2ATHESREAEA—HNEF IERTHRATREGIEY HIKREF IR LR 5 3 425 & 48K

W B HI.2014-07-09; 8B HHF:2014-11-20

EEWE K\ =" B HRTTF K R bl 2k 200 H (2015AA015402) 5 [/ 5K A AR £ &0 H (61370117,61333018) s [ Gk 2Bl 22 2 4
R H (128.Z2D227)

BI51EE . TR 1% (wanghf@ pku. edu. cn)



K OTREF T SR AT R P SCF R AR

2115

IR IRF) Ao AT, R A A AN BRI 2 ATFHES MG LKL KX R, 2T OntoNotes3. 0 #9 P 5T
BEELHEBREREITFT A TFTERTATEMKZYBELSFTIBAA AL TFRIFIBEBDAR A

baseline 7 i 4t 4% 3K AT L4749 SF I 2R

(@I BHRTREH ML P LRIERH M RIRARTRA KA F T 2R AN ;57 AR

REZESES TP301

AR AR CR N — M EZ T B 15
AR ik DU 2 B A SCAS (R A R SR AR VRS S
SR IA) S OC 2 B9 SE A 7R R PO L 48 AU
fife S — A B S I PE TR R AR AR — R R R OB
AR T2 A TS0, H SO R R S 2
M S . 5 — B AE A R TR O T
SV R ART L SR I R e 5 AR AR S X AR 3
AR A i 1) R T 0T 50

FI AT B rp SO AU R 22 02 0 5 AR 3R
055 TR AR A I X 2 A 1 [R) 23 T ok #E AT Y
1 Zhao F NV i TAE LA K AL D7 58 AW TAE. 3x
2 > R R T DA IR AR R G — B Y L A AR R
(R RIF 5% 2 38 B8] 40, Tida 55 A 56 B0k PR B3 11
JERECRE 5 AR A PR 3 5 9 A 45 TR R — MESE T
HEAT U0 4 T 5 17 SR T 48 B0 e M ML Ja 5 280 1 H B9 7
T RUE T ECB 2 AT R 2 2 T AL B
PR AR B 29 ROC & L T BE 6 16— 5 24 SR R il 2%
PF N BEAT AR ek B B (R A SC IR 45 R A B %
TR T AR B8R SR L X — AR AR n] LA
PR N Je T A 7 (E S BR  ASAS R A R S A
I IS RI7E — 2 1 29 HEBR ) 26 7 T 0 22K A A
IR A TN AL [ s AT HE W D 0 S SRR Y
YR B i IO T 2 B 4 W S 8 T 22 A 1 R R
o7 o AU SE 7 HEAT Y.

AR SCHE Ty IR R] 9 7 i T 2% () AE 48 R I Th S0
FEACTH i (R . H A RE S I T — 40— B B4 o
AIREZ R FRARIU A R B 5 T 4R AR T % 2 A
TR L BE AT I A BT A TR I AT I
217 R A FLIE R SC A I A Y R gk DR )
. FR T R T SR 32 ) 445 4R A R AR A O T
& RAFHYRIKEE ) . 7T LUK AL 55 20 50R H — B il
i) 22 B O] A9 2 3 AT 2 R 7R 0 T 22 i AN
e~ [ AL A2 P9 R 56 22 Sy L 0 P 221 i A [
¥ ) 0 8 k2 i) ) 24 SRR A G AR L BT AT AR
RSO AR AR LA W] 95 1] 1] f) 222 8 50 2R B AT
MK,

1 RXXEENHEER L

1.1 a9 4R

TR E R — KRR PRI G . T Z fF
TET HARE S WSO R 2 AR DUE SCAS . R T
ST 2 A e BT RS TE R AR TR R A . EARAR
P48 1] ) SEAR R 5, T AR AR SR H AR i ik SO B
T IUY AR5

Bl [EME]D EESR TAENRE KT
Wik “[ x pro « 1p AW E PRt SR LA —iE,
e m] HE HE BT e il A i X B8 9% & 8 L 38
RALW AR

Bl 2. AR AR X AR A AR — R YT
BUAE 25 R W Il 55 vhoes I8 IE R [ * pro x 3 —JF
AL LLEHLAE . [ x pro » 13 i85 2 4, 38 2 il —
{250 A K —6 a4,

1E B3R5, [« prox MURFICER ol J2 o
B AT AR ICAE H SCEE N A JEE (Chinese Treebank)
oo T E SO T AR R A e A Y 3 O ElaE O
KT AR A8 B3 B R FH Y AS [A) A e 2R BH 7 3. 1
WA U L ARG 1, XS] S S T A SR
[« prox |3 F8AA T A LM L M 11 DL R
IR LFRATT L. 9 2 5 BE H — 0 B SRR B B
g3 x prox 13 LKl » pro » J§ ¥4 AURTSCH B 1y
2 A S T LB T LA 24 R W IR 55 b I FEX 2
Bl F P TR AR th BLAE ER A R KPR SE itk
B, BRI s BB MAAE RGN Z i EITR N
4 K 25

KFRIEMRM T LARZ. A HBEES T
1987 4 e Fe A [ S0 b i s S, B an S L iR
Eyba A 1A B SO B SRS S R PR A
[F] ) BT 48 X 42 AR I A% Jm) b B 2T 8 3 R IH
SEAE I R I 2 AT A E b T F 5547

H SCR AR AR T LA Sy 2 A [n) . 1) 4
AT TR 5 20 F 48 AR IR T . A SO B T X
AR ARIR) R, PRIRE 2 A4S 7 [n) B 5 3R Ok 7 — 4>
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G5 — MHESE R SR A TSR RL Y £ R Ly 12
() A ] A 3 5 v 9 2 4 A i
L2 #MRIARK

R 22 AH B AR AR M AIF 5 S DA 0% ff 3 sl o
AR AR ORI L A SO S AR AR 1 i i )
AU TR B 1 B A 47 5 4 AR IR) A Y BIF 5 IR A
IR i e

B R Yeh Al Chen™ 3 F rpu BEE 47 T
o SCR AR AR A SCHT ST AT TR T A
TE N AR B B 4 0k 2 A 59 3000 5 1 ffe 0
77 S5 IS T AR R RCR.

Converse™ 56 SCR MR ZEAG @ T SCE AR
FRIERLEE , IF AR 4 Hobbs 5 3EM" 5% FH — 4~ B0 &
G K it Ve Z A5 AR T e 0] 8L AR 3 I A e %) vh S
TARACTE R E R iz 1] R R 2 5 F 48 100
() T AR HR = T b SO N R PR AT Y. AN L i
Xof T 248 AR I A4 PR ) 5 R I [ R A T 2 R AT
W,

Zhao Hl Ng"" 3 R FIHLER 2 > Jr ik b5 1
SCEFRACIH i )L AT R T CTB 3. 0 Bdl . 1 M
TH A 205 G SCR  HOBA A T SCERIRACE R
BT 48 AR PR 01 LA K 4 AT T L 3 i A
TR R DL A RRAE , JF ST Weka Chttp://
www. cs. waikato. ac. nz/ml/weka/) 2L J48 PR
W o R HEAT 2 2] . 520 25 0 R AT 89 Ty
Pl 7Y E A TR A R Y 5 k.

T 2 AL D5 R R F 2010 4R R R ATE
EMNLP [ T4 22 10k FA % o 20 7 325 LA K
L Ir KRB Z I OH P 3 AL &
JCER K | F A5 AT DA R A 3 S AT o 1 K . S
6 48 3R s e TR A pR Y O A T A T T RRAE
(75 5 TR I AT R B R BHEE SR T ST MRUAS 1Y)
CTB 6. 0 $t#i 4 . N 2 0T 100 F SCRY i A7 Y1 5
AR, I8 3 E R SO R & UM (context-
sensitive convolution tree kernel) pg % 3k i1 & 4] 1
W 2 A FARARIAY AL R B T R A2 SVM
Light (http://svmlight. joachims. org).

Br 1R ST A R SR H SRR S A R R
FEEERFRIN L Tida 48 A AT Taira 88 AW 0 T
PEVE KB 1A GHE & e Tida 6 AW F 2011 4F
RFRAME ACL 118 30, SR 8 80 28 11 B4 A ik 1)
T5 i A R R U 5 F R R IRE# 2 T
155 B 5 76— A HEZR TR 47 1565 HHE B JF: [m] g 1 ] 7
R SOMTH SCREUIR 46 b S U8 T ARSI RICR

2 HNFEERHEBERE

TR 45 AT i J7 T, R AR 2 T 4 B ik (gold
standard) {4 5 ¥ A4 (5 B/ B Z AR AE , 40 Zhao F
Ngt (FLI 45 AR A 5 R B Al AT] B8R 3 ] —
ASHIL AR 27 2T HE R gt R 22 48 A IR b T o e 1 251
TR H R IR A B OE A BRG]
LI FE W7 R 2 502 20 249 2 S SE . Tida S
K FAIE AR BAE R AE (A AT A T4 2 R A
X B R A SCR H SCHEAT Y. A0 S S AT R HH 1Y 3%
B MR 7 12 1 OB i A IR R A iR A
TH IR B A — DAREZE T AT (B X Rk & 7 ie
A2 A Wr b B I &7 O B A 0 2 80y ) B
&R,

AR SR B9 77 125 80 e TR b bR T Y 1 A
APEAR BAE AR, T B S A AR B —
FREE BRI T 9% 505 B, i B AR B IE 9 I oh
FRAT TE A 1 ) A7 B A2 PROME Y. PR s A S R
PR VR JE REAE CAnR) YA SRR AR T 9T B AT HE S E 4
A i b BOVE . 53— 5 T A SCR Y J5 i 8 4
AT i 2 A7 )@l A 7 — D5 — R HE
ZRT FEATIC A HE W S5 KA 2 ) TG T T LA OR IR
XF A AT 55 BT S I A T A i AE — i AR AR T
[F] BF 24T D5 5 B 27 2T T DA TR X R AIE 1 A B 2
B AT A R

Ih R AT K 22 4 ) 4% 0 4 G — B iR T 22 4 Eh UK
AT R O 2% 14 TG [n] P& AE A8 R AT SR 322 8 I 4% 1) — Bt
28 T 0] 53 S Jeg 8 AU U] R 4 Sy ) 2 288 J) 3 R D)
HRAE 221> WL 38 1] 114 322 4 20 G ok X 1000 35 ) 1 LAl
HEAT J T 5 4 Jmy ) T T 220 1 AN ] 000 3 1) (6] () 2
BEOC AR R SCHE T Hy IR AT R 38 6 45 0 R 4 AR I Y
PUN 5 2 DAL S G TES — IHESE T #E178R
B HEWT S IA .

2.1 FHEBHN

ey F50 R DU) B S 36 O % 30 ) 28] — A o — 1% T 3
Bl X T SO AR A g ) T L T L — RS
F18 W ¢ 8 1) Ok A 3k B> 2 AT 170 Ji P A A i
FATHER R PELL e Z ¢ R R v F 2 A
SCETY 3 S LA 1) M Hof ke ooy OB R}
PET I B 5« DT 0 KRR TR 2, K
IR AL E AR IC . BUE T [ — 3, — 1JFIL1.31. 7051
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(D zeroNearWord(n;sa,w) : 1€ n; [} T 09L&
a BRI w s

@ zeroNearPos(n;sa, p): 1E n; HIE BN E a
LRI w BRI p s

@ zeroNearEntype(n;e) : 1F n; [t ¥t H 3L 44
KHle;

@ zeroVerb(n;,v) :n; ELEELBIERI SR N v.

2) fliiR R RS AT I m; BYIE TR

@ antNearWord(m; ,a,w) : TE m; [t 3T ) 457
a BRI w

@ antNearPos(m; a,p): 1 m; BTN E a
LI w BRI p s

@ antHasWord(m; ,a,w) : £ m; WHB DL E
a BRI w s

@ antHasPos(m;,a, p): 1 m; WNIBHIHLE a
LI w BRI p s

® antHasEntype(m; ,e) : 18 m; WNHR P SLAE
Kl

©® antHeadWord(m; ,w) :m; BJH RN w

@D antHeadPos(m; , p) :m; BJH O R w B TR
N p.

3) MR e T AR AT, HRESEATEm, Z
I 5C 2% B 7 1)

@ sentDistance(n; »m; »sd) :n; Flm, WA F B
BN sd s

@ npDistance(n; »m; »nd) :n; Fl m; B 24 1A 48
W N nd ;

@ betweenWord (n; sm; ya,w) : 1E n; Mm,; Z[8]
JRAEALE R a MR H w ;s

@ betweenPos(n, ym; a,p) 7 n; Mm; Z 8] fr
TEALE N a B w BIRPEN p.

H T 2 A D vh SCR AR AT 55 AU T8 AU
PO FI A5 ACT 0011 % 2 4> 5 4E 55 . N e 5 22 X
IR R T 2 4%

@ isZero(n;) : T n; BEIGACI;

@ zeroResolution(n; ,m;) : TR FEIRFMAT n, 5
FeATE m; RAETRROCR.

7 T R AR SO R AR R DG Y
W21 1]

5 SRR AR ) AH OC Y SR B A 2 2 D
AT Z5 AU 2) ] T F I AA0H . T 2 A
SCA Y 2 2R 000 R A B L v A5 R R 0
TR e i AR R A A ] RE U AT

Je& A T B IR AT R I — A A R D) 4 A

D T 245 AU Y J= 78 )

zeroNearWord (n; sa sw+)=isZero(n;) ;

zeroNearPos(n; sa, p+)=isZero(n;);

zeroNearEntype(n;set)=isZero(n;) ;

zeroNearWord (n; s a,wa—+) N zeroNearWord
(n;vat1,wb+)=isZero(n;);

zeroNearPos(n;,a, pa+) N zeroNearPos (n;,
at1,pb+)=>isZero(n,);

zeroNearWord (n;y as, wa+ ) N zeroNearPos
(n;sa,pat)=isZero(n;);

zeroNearWord (n;y as wa—+) N zeroNearPos
(n;ya, pa+) N zeroNearWord (n;ya+1,wb=+) A
zeroNearPos(n;,a+1, pb+)=isZero(n;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; yv+)=isZero(n;).

2) T A5 ACTI A B Jay 0 R0

antHasWord(m; sb,w—+) \V antHasPos(m; ,b,
pt)=>=zeroResolution(n; ,m;) ;

antHasWord(m; sb,w+) N antHasPos(m; ,b,
ptH)=zeroResolution(n; sm;) ;

antHasEntype(m; , e+ )= zeroResolution (n, ,
m;);

antNearWord(m; ,0,w—=+) \ antNearPos(m; ,
b, pt)=>=zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

antNearWord(m; sb,w—=+) A antNearPos(m; ,
b, pt)=>=zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

antHeadWord (m; s w +) \V antHead Pos (m; ,
pt)=>zeroResolution(n; ,m;) ;

antHeadWord (m; s w=+) N antHeadPos (m; ,
pt)=>zeroResolution(n,; ,m;) ;

antHasWord (m;, b, wa+) A antHasWord
(m; b+ 1,wb+)=>zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

antHasPos(m; b, pa=+) N antHasPos(m; .0+
1, pb+)=>=zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

antHasWord (m;, b, wa+) A antHasWord
(m; b+ 1,wb+) A antHasPos (m;, b, pat+) N\
antHasPos(m; b=+ 1, pb+) = zeroResolution (n;,
m;);

sentDistance (n;y m;,» sd+ ) = zeroResolution
(n;9m;) s

npDistance(n, ym; ynd =+ )=>zeroResolution(n; ,
m;);

betweenWord (n; s m; s as wt ) \ betweenPos

(n;sm; sa, p+)=>zeroResolution(n; sm;) ;
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betweenWord (n;» m;, as w+) A betweenPos
(n;sm; a,p+)=>zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,v+) N sentDistance(n; »m; ,
sd+)=>zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; , v+ ) N\ npDistance (n; s m; ,
nd+)=zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,o+) N\ sentDistance(n; »m; ,
sd+) A npDistance(n; ym; snd + )= zeroResolution
(n;9m;)

zeroVerbWord(n;, v+) A antHead Word (m; ,
wt) NantHead Pos(m; , p+)=>zeroResolution(n; ,
m;);

zeroVerbWord (n; s v +) N betweenWord (n; ,
mjs a, wt ) N betweenPos (n;y mj, a, p+ ) =
zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,v+) N sentDistance(n; ,m;
sd+) NnpDistance(n; ym; »nd +) N ant Head Word
(m; s wt) A antHeadPos (m; , p+ ) = zeroResolution
(n; ym; ) 5

zeroVerbWord (n; ,o+) N\ sentDistance(n; »m; ,
sd+) N npDistance (n; s m; , nd +) N\ betweenWord
(n;smj,sa, wt) A betweenPos (n;s mj,a, p+ )=
zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,o+) N sentDistance(n; »m; »
sd+) N npDistance (n;» mj s nd +) N ant HasWord
(m;s by, wt ) N antHasPos (m;, b, p+ ) =
zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,v+) N sentDistance(n; »m; ,
sd+) N npDistance (n;sm; s nd +) N\ antNearWord
(m;, by, wt+ ) AN antNearPos (Cm;, b, p+ ) =
zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,o+) N\ sentDistance(n; »m; ,
sd+) N npDistance (n;sm; snd +) N ant NearWord
(m; s by, wb+) N antNearPos Cm;, b, pb+ ) N
zeroNearWord(n; sa s wa—+) N zeroNearPos(n;,a,
pat)=>zeroResolution(n; ym;) ;

zeroVerbWord (n; ,v+) N sentDistance(n; ym; ,
sd+) A npDistance (n; s m; s nd +) N\ antHasWord
(m;, by, wb+ ) A antHasPos (m;, b, pb+ ) N
zeroNearWord(n;ya,wa+) N\ zeroNearPos(n;,a,
pat)=zeroResolution(n; ,m;).
2.2 £F/MM

rh SRR AT A Y 4 Ry DU T 2 i 5 0 )
isZero(n,) Fl zeroResolution(n; ym;) B KK H Z ,
1117 Ay 2 48 AR TR 1) 0 2 48 AT 4 T A 2 288 )

o R AR L A0 S5 T U R X A 4R
DU 2 B 24 5 BAS A5 ey 38 R UDAR % Sy A — B 2
B BRI 53 BE — A AT LA ) B A EE R B T 2 A 0
T A2 1 SR I SR T A 4 Jeg R DU ) — > R 2
AR ART— A w3 S A A AR T A0 e i L 7E SO b
HOFT AL 8 Z B SR AFAE— D ME— S AT iR 5 H R
AFRAOC R s Sk Rl — A, BDXS TALAT — D R A%
T AT ik £ S AT o o A SOA v H B b o 8 2 5 a0 AR
D DERARIE KL EHRNER. WMT
S A 5 L

1) A i 2245 AR Z 48 AT Al 1) AETE b IR 7
BRI FATE.

zeroResolution (n; ym;)=isZero(n;) , ¥ n, »m;.

2) FHGACT L TR . 4G AR A7 AE D SR

S BOM L S AT I AL
isZero(n)=> | Am,:
zeroResolution(n;,m;) | ==1,VY n,.

3) AN MAEF AR EF 7RI R FHON

FETEAH I (9 SE A7 1
lisZero(n)=> | Im;:
zeroResolution (n;,m;) | ==0,VY n,.

FEELR ST, DL B 3 28 4 R B0 35 mT A% 4k
NATE FraR AL R R CHh L AR By KRR 1E R
isZero(n;), 2% & 2, ; 2 /5 18 W zeroResolution (n; ,
;) 5 U 1] HBCEC D) A8 £ B 1, 9 ] RUABOON AR B I 0D X
FE AT DA TR 2 PE LR R SR i TR N T 2%
lida 48 N,

1) A i 2248 AR 48 AT il i) AETE L IR 7
BEARACIR FEAE L B

2 < yis Visg.

2) FHGACTI L TR . 46 AR A7 AE D SR

SO Y AT R B AEAE L B

Vi = E z.s Vi

j € Candidate;

3) A AR 1R A AEF 15 AL A T EOA
FEAEAR L e AT 16 L B

1 .
> T T 0. | N .
Y= | Candidate; | 2 25 Vi

2.3 HEAE

AR SR 3 T8 B A L3 4 5 7K ] R 22 A
2% 1) HE W 7 95 I — A2 b B T F i CPICcutting
plane inference) {1 8 K £k 4 H ) 4k 007 J5 vt
FAR R e AL (D B — AR SRR, X B x 3%
ARFTA RS R TR Ly R 3R B A TN A
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sCy o x0) B B 4 1 R BORR 91 AR 1E AL 3 A7 R P
R T 73 R AL

y = arg max p(y | x) &~ arg maxs(y,x), (1)
e y

DT i D) fE(yax. (2)

G EM Loy

BREL /4y x) RORTELE W it o WEEIE A x
TS y BITE O T SRR PR AT ¢ B9 T UE PR
B (A A BOIGE 3R 2 R 0 Bl 1 (R false 5
true). 9 HE TS AR y B, 4 Ja B ) N 2 A A A 2
SR AL . BT DL HE W ] 85 7T LAAR 25 B 3t e 1k
eI UIN ]

Bk L BT A A R 7k

FA: BRAT RBEMS Lo RES VAR
KA BS WR AL+ G° OS5 1A x e KaEAR
W maxIterations,— [y 32 6 ML 6 5 @, — B &
LSy WIIES Y@

B O ]y

1<0;

sCy,x) =

y<0;
repeat
i~—i+1;
y <solve(G" ", x) >R F #8550 2k 1 M0 Sl 4k Wiy 7
1 Lpsolve” T H AL HEA K 4% BS;
if s(y.x)>s(y" .x) then
¥y <y;
end if
for each (@,w) €L do
G;;GG;*l U Separate(V,¢,w,y,X);
end for
until (G'=G"")V (i>maxlterations) ;
return yl.
B 1 2R T I LazySAT  BESSTE 20 o 551
1 22 W I A A4 sl /0[] R 1 52 A v T LR AT B
(] 52 2% B o foff [ A0 W] 32 52 1 B[R] 0 [T PN 78 3 45 28
5T 20 5 55 1 2 4 ) 0 i A5 ] L S 5 rh ok A
Sebastian Riedel 7 %4 i T..E thebeasthttps://code.
google. com/p/thebeast).
2.4 BHET
TESHF 2 7T A SR IR 47 2] B MIRA
(margin infused relaxation algorithm) ¥t 47 & %tk
T MIRA 59 0 i F 32 5 45 5 R RT A9 A 3R 119 45

@ http://sourceforge. net/projects/Ipsolve/

22 [ Ay gt — A d5 K TR B 1) O 2Ok 2 S AU S50 X

A LA 3 3 A — A 0 R % 3 O R R S B
min | w, —w_, || ; (3

sote s(yisx) —s(y ax) =L(y,y),

Vy #y.,.(y,x) €D,

Hrp,D={(y;.x) L £R N AU S Chg A 52
B 2 7m B G T — A SR s x, By, 4 B KR
55 0 A YNGR CRP— A~ B3RS v ) 4 30 0 42 9 1)
FTOM I 3] 5 ¢ Feom EACEE K. AE S HCE 2 R ik
B b AR SR 1-best MIRA. 1 45 R 2 4% 22 38 4%
FUBCRE A w, 0T DR IE B y, 5 B0 Ay
RV R A s(y xS T 2.3 TSI ) &
DBERFETHEREE Ly y) s [F B R LE w,
R AR AT RE /N, FE B K pR R Ly, v BB #E |
SR FHARE 15 T30 38 3] 1) A D A ROk AT L 42 )R
TN A B 249 R, 5 B A A O a0 AR v i T B Yy
I o VAL & K R T LA A 1) ) RO AS R A AL

3 = [
3.1 HiE&E

5 % A OntoNotes 3. 0 B9 H L5 5 4 Chttps://
catalog. ldc. upenn. edu/LDC2009T24) 3 ¥y % 52 i
WOBHE. %5 G 45 ) 1 XT3 (broadcast conversation,
BO) .J 4% ¥ [8] (broadcast news, BN) . 2% (magizane,
MZ) LA M #r & 28 (newswire, NW) & N 2, AN [H]
RS R AR IR A0 B

D J7RER s R IR T Eh R g 5 (CCTV)
2 [E A £ H P05 1 I CCNIND) | B4 [ T 4% 2 7
(MSNBCO) |, X B TP (Phoenix TV).

2) JURE B L R TR TR B (CBS)
BRI AF (CTS)  EHZ & (VOA) [ b e i
MEHCCTV) R AR #i & (CNR).

3) i 2% k. SRR Tk 4% (Sinorama).

4) Hr L R IR TR 48 4t (Xinhua News
Agency).

T /s A 1A FESE g b 2 T X
o

OntoNotes 3. 0 frbriE 1y ih SCEF5 105 BEHE
FICR LMW T P

1) -NONE-"T" . 80 {b 45 #4 ol 2 3 i 8 45 14
i 4 g TR 2L
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2) -NONE-" . #& J} 5 4 1 9k 2l 45 14 b 1) 45 i
HIE.

3) -NONE-" PRO™ : 42 il £5 ¥4 v A fE 9l 9] i it
Iy ) MR IE

4) -NONE-" pro”*
w18 e 2

5) -NONE-* RNR" ; /& 4 11 4§ (cataphora) i)
AL

R T RIS T IR B AR SO #E-NONE-
“pro” RAFITLRIL A, BN XK FILR & HIE
AT FEMREENFEX. B THEXEZEILE S
EIE M AR K H ] G AL 90 26) s AR SCA Ak BELA
TR shia Z B HAEAR 5T 5 Z 5 1Y Bl kA 1%
JLRER. R E XD RLFILR, SEFILR
[] 55 HAE — 5 /) 7B B (5256 v i) R RS R 6) 3
BBl P 9 L5 S AT o — B Al A A AR TE 451

gt in PR 2 5 5 5] 319 D FE AR
AR CRIVZE A8 AT 5 S8 17 0 45 T XD 1B B, o3 A 7
230 Jf SCARY . SCRY A T A HE At A 1 2 e 4 T AN
A& 358 S A7 1 1) 5 T 0 4 R B 491 S o b R ] AT A2
NRUE Y 5 23 T IX 230 B SCREUEAT. PR 7 kK
K HME B R i Y A 138 (R HERfR 2 (P) DL &
- (R CF).

s ETR EUR TR R AR B A

3.2 XRERESW

N T SRR 2 2] O A RO AR SCR A 4
D5 ¥R AT X S 5. Baseline e R 5 2.1 75 7
7R B4 Jr ¥R DU AH [) B9 R AE . JF 2 T Opennlp TR
£ (Apache B4 22 N B — D HLAF = > THA, H
T AP B SR 1 F SCAS, http://opennlp. apache. org)
JIT S92 B 1Y) g5 RO 23 28 4% 2847 U 2R O0F DI 3l MILN, -
Local Z gt HAH] 2.1 715 Fiv £ 348 19 Jag 74 B 00 175 A 2
FEATA 42 Jmy B s MILN, -Local +- Global £ 48 7E 241
2] R R AT IR R TRy BRI 272 2] R AE AN L (H 2
A A W7 2o A R 4 R U A Sy 29 TR SR SR i — 20
it B A ok B e R AR B PR 2 B 5 MLN,-Joint R 4¢
L MLN,-Local + Global £ 4t fy % i, 75 G 9% 47
YK A5 HE T 9 LAt L 5 T BRG] (RIAE AR AE A
4 272 > o A8 vl ) st T ) R U] A Jm R | it
A2 20 B 18 R AR AN (B S A

A LUF ) Baseline, e o2 6 T d5 KM 73 28 4% 19
£48; MLN,-Local J& & T 5 /R AT K 32 5 ) 4% 19 1t
372 2 245 s MLN,-Local +Global 2 3 T 5 /R 7] 5k
R W 2% 1 ST o ) A TR G BT R 48 s MLN, -
Joint &5 T B /R 7] R #2582 Bk & 7 T 455
WG HEWT R, LI R IMNER 1 s .

Table 1 Experimental Results of four Systems

Rl AHMRAGHIBERILE %

Zero Pronoun Detection

Zero Anaphora Resolution

Model
R P F R P F
Baselinepaxent 14.9 46.7 22.59 10. 5 50.0 17. 36
MLN,-Local 16.2 39.1 22.91 11.5 43.2 18.16
MLN,-Local+ Global 15.3 50.0 23.43 12.8 38.5 19. 21
MLN,-Joint 19.0 33.3 24.20 16.2 33.3 21.80

S R I BT IR AT IR I 4% 1) T i
25 AR A A A bR B A BI E  2ARIRB— B R R
10. 75 248 A O 1 B ) S0 8O e ) L £
Xof e BT R ) 1A T AR PR R AR A Y I B BOR
TAT 2 B A Sk £ 3 9050 ok,

MR 1 AT DIWEEZ 3], Baseline,, . 52 50 B9 R0 i
2 R AR ARIPUNAT 55 1 AR45 19 4 1] 23 1 6 LU
K FAHA R 14. 9% ,46. 7% ,22. 59% ; £ B 451t
T fff AT 55 b 3RAS 0 43 01 3R R R L & F A 53 B
5 10.5%.50. 0%, 17. 36%. MLN,-Local % % It
Baseline . 7 4t H 8RR 4 78 F 48 IR T 55

AR BB R HER R DL F ARk 16. 2%,
39.1%0,22. 91 %0 s AEZHAGARTIIY AT 55 b 3K AF 1 43 [l
R MERR L FAH 58 11.5%,43.2%,18. 16 %.
A #E W = 42 MLN,-Local + Global 224 F 7l 37
2] 245 MLN,-Local, H 78 % 5 18 501 3 4F 55 I
AT A [ R e B R DL F {H 5 518 15. 3%,
50.0%,23. 4300 s (E R AR AR I M AT 55 13K A5 19 A
Il 3 o i % DL S FO(E 43 50 120 8%, 38. 5%,
19. 21 %. R U R B % 2] &2 48 MLLN,-Joint,
HAERFRARITPUNAT 55 L 3K A5 19 A 815 o 1 2% LA
K FAHA 5310 19. 0% ,33. 3% ,24. 2% ;s fE B 48 L5
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THARAT 55 1 ARTH 0 A 0138 e R DL & F 530 K
16.2%,33. 3% ,21. 8%. Bk & 2% > BRI AE 22 ) FRAE
FCEE B2 J8 T AH I 14 T 24 o PR ok S AR (R 2. 2 Ay o
A AU i 22 4 AR I L i A 00 25 0 i L R
ANTHFRAE T AR I 3 A R, P4 Hear 2 1
T 37 2 > R AR SR AT T o A 1) R AE AR, AT 8 S

525 AR .

1 TR 0 S0 50 45 S B O BRI L R B
Ji PR 24 AR I BOR AS AR Y R
FEARCIT A1 0 T CRIVB e 2248 AR TR 0 1 44 [l 22 of
WA FAEY R 100 %080 R F &G T A8 X
RS IR 45 R AN 2 iR

Table 2 Experimental Results with Golden Zero Anaphoras

2 AEELTERTBERATHIRLERER %
Zero Pronoun Detection Zero Anaphora Resolution
Model
R P F R P F
Baselinexent 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 61.70 61.70 61.70
Baseline,y. 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 63.82 63. 82 63. 82
MLN,-Gold 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 65.96 65. 96 65. 96

2 2 WP T Baseline,, 77 15, % J7 ¥ % FH ] 24
{18 5 TR0 14 7 9 AN LSRR T R IR PR R Y —
A JEATIEAE N B AT MR R A E T A
SRR, 42 Je FL A X R FEE L T DL G —
MLN,-Gold K 3&R 3 T 5 /R AT K 32 55 0 2% HE 22 19
ik g 45 R R W, Baseline, . 75 AN 5 H A H1R
(GO0 N CR S e A ) , B TR TRk
553 28 4% 19 J7 ¥ Baseline en s MLN,-Gold 4 [H HL
T B S 25 0L s AF 45 i L F AR TUAY 16
T3 RO VA I LI A5 R A KRB e T &
T AR ITPLUNAT: 55 1 42 T1 X 250tk e B 48 A% 3007
55 E EEMER.

AR SCOR By IR 1T R 3 R 2 HE BRAFF 5 T SCF
T AT A ) L R TR HERR , th SO R AR AR G 2 A
O - 1] A . 22 35 A T A9 L300 AR 2 8 A 00 A 90 A T
PIAR A SR Mo Rl & 7 — 58— R HLAS 4 ST HEZL T il 47
I A I 5 B 2 o) RIS S pl T S 2R AT O 3 i R 4%
58K W RRAE 2635 BE 7. 8 BLHIL A% 2 > B A op T ()
(R REAE T AR 508 1l LA Jeg 350 0 00 ) O X 1 A5 4 R
11T 22 A4~ 1) 8 fr) T30 A% 5 ) 1) DG 6 56 R AR 45 5
4 JRy U A Sk A7 20 1, P 45 A A R HE T O
S H02E ) 7 o T LA s 450 A0 b B ) 751 )

S5 T A 42 % B T OntoNotes 3. 0 fy H1 3L
TEN B P T R, ST AR 45 SR w5 T E R AT R A2 R )
2 W IR A2 2 RGEEAR TS 2 2] R G DA B ST 2
BRI R S0 W T HAth Baseline

RGERTERE. X R . IR R] I 12 A 0 2% A6 7 3 ] T
Hh S A A 1)

2 % x M
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