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Abstract In recent years, the rapid development of Internet technology has greatly facilitated the
daily life of human, and it is inevitable that massive information erupts in a blowout. How to quickly
and effectively obtain the required information on the Internet is an urgent problem. The automatic
text summarization technology can effectively alleviate this problem. As one of the most important
fields in natural language processing and artificial intelligence, it can automatically produce a concise
and coherent summary from a long text or text set through computer, in which the summary should
accurately reflect the central themes of source text. In this paper, we expound the connotation of
automatic summarization, review the development of automatic text summarization technique and
introduce two main techniques in detail: extractive and abstractive summarization, including feature
scoring, classification method, linear programming, submodular function, graph ranking, sequence
labeling, heuristic algorithm, deep learning, etc. We also analyze the datasets and evaluation metrics
that are commonly used in automatic summarization. Finally, the challenges ahead and the future

trends of research and application have been predicted.
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Table 2 The Features Related of Score
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R KR View, sw, s w, RonH
HIBATE], P (h) =Dir(a, sas s+ sa,) s B o, (1<<i<<v)
2 2K R B TR 43 A VR BE S B T R B A SCR



o RS B S [ R 0 T 3

7

R SCA BT, T B I R TR R ciscn s
co M A B 5 AR AR
Ph|1)=Dir(a;+cirar+csssaytev),
I fEfRi=s ) H AV BA S (T, H) Ros ik
1% 2% 36 4 A RIS 36 3 A 22 1B) B 22 S L AdE ] KIL-HCRE
AT
SU,H)=Ky . (P(h|D),P(h))=

P | D
Py

JP(h | I) 1b

LAV INER - S

1) BRARITE 43 Ay A B SRS i g — i B ] 2
RIS 1 A8 i) w, FERA T LT ¢ K,
M P(hlw;)=Dir(a, sass = sa;+cissay).w; KI5
b P(hlw )P (R Z I KL- B T3S 2.

2) ) FVE Sy AR 51 43 K00 SF- 4 1 RLECR Y
4G RO ) T T 43

3 WA SR T L EILEES TR
WERITUAR AR PR A ) 1 205 4% ) b 5] 1Y
SHBCE Y 0. EHITRR AR TG ERE Bk
SUEESUN I ESE RSN B R4

Abdi 8 NPT 4 FORRAE (5 B 45 8 45 1L
XEFRANH E P Reliel- FH) BB R AR 7 Fh 2 44 1
G327 (PSRN AR DUt 3 | SR 1] B L LR IR
LB BEPLARAK BB N TRl 2 20O BEAT T PERE
WFFE.H R R AE e 5 0 0l /D 5L 4 e Ak 5 O % BR A AH
KRR 3 A8 % T it BB 2 O E 2, I B A A
O VMR U4 TS (B YRR AR T DB R 3 2 A B
Ik 38 23 2 IS AT I [ L 980/ INVRRAE 25 18] 1 R/ 3205
3 RTTE R i I S5 AR B8 T SRR ) i AL
(1 843 28 05 vk 5 15 R 45 A R IE R R R AR 25
B TESNEE VIR i 33K 1Y W B 1 e e 4F-
2.1.6  HTE AUk

Ja K BRI TR BRI R T B
WL B, 25 56 ¥ 3t 4 B0 T A T2 52 1Y I T R 45 T
AE BT 25 115 Ak D 285 D0 A T A S 481 18— 4> T
AT AT AT A 55 B D0 A 000 Ml 5 2 32— A B i Tt
T B, e & R BE DU A SRR LA
By SCH I, A 5 A S ORE B E A R SOR
A1 2 ) UE A e 7 D0 Ak ) 8 $ Ui A ) 1 9
TR B %Ik IB R R R S RCCE Mk AU I SR
S5ORH Y R B H R A0 AR 5 46 T

Sanchez-Gomez % N5 &1 XF 22 SCRS il ZAT 55
HWRBO IR T 2 B AR N TR AL R 2 25
LEER 2 N

1) WAL BEALAE R RE R Sy 0 1 JRe (1) 06
e JR A e AR — > DB SRS 4 i BE ALl I )
T LR A 2, B — T fif ey 5.

2) TEBCE W RGP K 2 8] 5 52 047 LA
EZ$

@ K3k Je A s A 92 28 B CFE 47 22 rp s
SN BR8] ) T8 OB 4 2, G SR SR AR S I i RE A
SCHE CFE Btk i 2 H A 19 [ B AN 2 fef A H bR Ak
JE A7 S ) e T 9 728 i 1) 40 L, 5 D) £ B DA

@ FIHZE X BHESA (rank) FIH1 £F  (crowding)
R A foe A 4 2 T RS S O R XA A R
FEHTU (Pareto fronts) Wi H F Rt AT HEF s 5 4
MR i P )7 £ P BFIE B (crowding distance) WAh
TR bR ) T A R T T B AR T X 2 A
FRAETH IR 195 2 7T B WL 1% i AL R, T A Y A
HE 53 T B R 0 A 8.

© ik R Bt 0. R M AR B — 2D RS Y
BEARIESE 1 HU (s, B 1 A4 22, e 45 5¢ Il
J5i o 55 ik T A B B B S ARL L ) 58 A2 AL A AE BT 1H 4k
[ 1 SO Y A

@ ik AT 5 B AT 4 e 0 TR FE IS (FE T 38 X 4L
() 578 22 Jo ROR AT B0 W il D 07 8, JF LABEAIL 7
AR BT 04 S, AR 2 e 7 58 AR G I 1Y JR2
e L e ] I T 45 e W R AT — E RO R
NI RE % A Pl 2 5 BLA 1Y i D 5 3855 4 S M
L5 i (48 PR O BB IE L L BRI SR B 2, BRAT
8 ik TR 7 58 LA R o DR T 2 R

© B 24 iy AR RLASE 45 /N 2 IR KR a0 R IR
I T HE 2% R0 B 450 B ide 56 o A 40 22, 2R AR R 47
BURTFA TR B E (0K B 25, D)o 1 it 22 4718 42
Y83 352 Bl 478 22 o i 1) ) 1) 5 SR 5 AT R — KT 36,

Mosa 25 A\ 46 CAR i B (short text summari-
zation, STS) UL, X T #1287 & F A9 PFI8 48 U ds
L BEAE A P AR B 1 B S PE IR 1 R B A B T 3K
BT i iz 5% UR & BURE AL 4K Cant colony opti-
mization, ACO) Jy Al , & H Jsy #F 48 &R AL i (local
search, LS), Bl ACO-LS-STS, VA= 4 fx f sk % i
SR PG A 2L E S ol P TR € 5 0 /N T L AR
JE AN R B PRI 2 A e — bR il b AH ) Y 36 TR
PR B R PE s 81 R AF B ey e i, A ACO-LS-
STS 5k, LIFATIE 20N A5 b 51 €2 v 4 e B A2 B
PERITPFE e Jm NS AT 68 v 2 5% 05 A4 22 Peyrard
28 N A 3 4 F B (automatic pyramid) /E N i
A% B B 3 W B R B B T A 3 AR I B Y
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Jivk PRI BRI b5 TR Y B AR S AR S
1 H B A B TR B ORI LN T T A 2
SR A RO Litvak %5 A% 3T 22 Bh 2R SO %
BT & T 2R F = BORNE 45 (MUSEEC)
(43 T2, ok MUSE Jy ik 2 3 Tt F Ik 1 e
B A U T YR R SORS T i ) R AT HE Y O
Fi WA 4% 5 1T 9 /0 - 2H AR L
2.1.7 BT LAY J7
BT LRI W 7 i B B S AT 55 B VR
T 0-1 H AR fE 1 5K A 42 R S HR gk 1 ) R
B 28 V£ F8 & (integer linear programming, ILP) 7E
W Itk b — gk NP-#fi 1] 51, 3R fff st 5 e 52 B
7 v 2 R BB L IF AN 38 G S8 I M 1 I T 3
S it 2R — BE B I it ph kA )
LS TN AR L E R Y DS T Sy
il B Kl 2% A 26 35 (maximal marginal relevance,
MMR)™ 543 1 Y282 U %2, J5 2 McDonald™**
BEX 22 SORY 475 242t 42 R B O 2 A MMIR,
Horb— T 7 v S B 22 SORYS A S 0] U R Ry BBk
TR IR ASE SR FH o R 3 S SR SR ik ke NIP- Y [ et
max Y ,a;Rel (i) — >,a,;Red (i.j).
s.t. 1) a;ay 61{051};
2) Dlal(i) <K;

3) a; —a; <03

4) a;—a,;<0;

5) a;ta;—a;<1.
Hrba,a; Ma,; BRAIERA &, Y CARRIE @ 5K
HSCARFRITXE ¢ M FEREE P A Sy 1LILP B9 B F5
SR 3 3 15 T K S R AR B I (E L 7GR IE R O A A
A4 W R 2R A 9T e KA IR Rel G 2B
MKW Red Giuj) AT F @ 54]F ) MIUARE. A
WD R /RAE S T (HW AR 2) B E A+
R B 2 A A5/ F AT TS 35 5 1Y e KA 20 3R
3) ~5) PR UE MR A ALY L 20 3) 4) 7 BA M 3 W 25 4%
S B SCAR BATEXE @ AL U Rt Rl B
SAEH A, 29 5) W 47 5 Z AH . McDonald M
ROUGE {HAa] ¥ R 2 J7 1 xF 500 5 vk L B Kk
PR I T A 0] A e T R S AR AT T
Xf Ll o RS ME RLA A 7 U T A ) ROUGE
A3 AR I T A 0] 0 B 2 R 0k e A B AR
4 R k.

KT AT ILP B9 B, 2009 4E Gillick 28 A

PR T HT ILP B 8 & Jm A8, & 76 F 4] (sub-

sentence) B, & A & 2 (concept-level) F #4E, I8
PRS2 ST 1 FEAT DU B3] | i 44 SRR T
LN S WK (U R SE ¢ Kl Nl
N AT R AR R ITAR I, A~

max Ew,-a,.
s.t. 1) ZZJ’SJ' <L;
i
2) s; Occi; < a;;
3) 2.S,0cc; =a,;

1) a;, € {0,1};
5)S; € {0,1}.

Hrba: M Occ; HARER LR a; RS T 2 A
TEFRZ A HAE R w,.Oce,; WK R ¢ REBAF
FER]TF j LA DARIE TR MK, AR 2)3)
B PR 17 SR A 1) 32 4 — B BRI A ) R
HALE WA MR 20 2) [A] s B 1 2 254 A 20
() 8] T BRIt 2 4b . Boudin 25 A5 i i 3T 8L 54
2K T R NP-XE ] 23 2L K el T 35 Rl R 19 24> e e
ffE IR) R, BRAS T AR Y 5R.
2.1.8 T YRR R B O

BEH A Bl SRR AT IE R K WE 58N DR B
B HEFE E AR oK B B AT YRR 1) 45 A A R
BOR Ab BE A Bh S AE 55, IR BR 2L (submodular
function) HAG WAL, J2& 21 BR&k £ 338 Ik (property of
diminishing returns) #l % 19 AL &R 5 F— 4
PREL £ (ORI ACSBCV. I 4X TYe€eV—B
A2 -

FAUleH)—fAYZ=FBUle))—F(B),
HERWL A= (B TFRE 2 508 o 4L

Lin I Bilmes"*"/ J2 & 545 OB o6 8051 A A 30
SCI RIS 2 — A AT 8 R B3 SO E SR T
B (budget constraint) T AR 2R 5 KA 7] 5,
RIEEAS SOA BT # A — A WU AR I B Al 1, Lin 55
AP T — 253 T Rl R B 8 SO AT 55 ik
T PR RS X SR PR B 2 B2 A 2R 1 R T S
MEASTFZNEL L 2P TENENZ
FEME S BEARIT A% B2 3 26 ok B0 PR AN 03 1Y, 31X R IR
— >R RORT A 5 1 A B A T 58 B R RO T
PEPE PR AIE. W 858 A (T v A58 ok 501 O 125 ik T oy
SE U 7] R B A S R T A B BT ] R 4 e
ity ST B 0 4 2 S DU Bl & 28 0 i ROHE 1Y
TR R IMBATRY T k2 B 5 . AR
YR BRI EON T T 3l SCHEAT: 55 B0 1 — 8 I RICR



o RS B S [ R 0 T 3

9

EI2 3] H FT R 1k Wy 35 1 5l A AT 55 155 3 B A bR
BAIRBEA — 58— 1Y bR,

T3 — S TAE B A 1) o AH OB R Y
VEFHATY 8K J2 F R 0] 7 1 B Chali 8 AP 8 LT
3B ) YRR bR A, BV R BT A R RN AR TUAR L
AR bR BSOS WL R B R M2 o 7 AR A 0 i
FEIE AL R IR T 70K B 29 T B A ek i R AL 1Y
[) R, 300 3ok AR o BRORT T 4 5 19 ) 5 AT b O
2 S X 22 SORY Hh 32 1 A [R)H 2l 3R A T R [ 1 )
PEAT 5 I SR 8 3 A R 0 ) 7 R AT TR 4 L A i
PIEENEREYSS U IPNINE N R RS TSRO N XIS
eGP PR AR ) 7l H bR eR R AL B s ]
S B BRAR I AL A UL A 4 2 Bairi 4 N 2 T
FEhE W E R E DAG F2 U5 H . A v 35 5 A B
ANEREDSS CiPNTER S SRRy Wy TR E S <y
R 478 T e A — R 0 R ) YR R R (32 Y
T 50 0 B AR DI RS LV AR R R SRR — B
et 2R I T S B RO b R YA R K T 21
B TE TR HESE S Ot 4k B b ek B & A IORE ek K
PO 22800, d5c i 5 B0 SR X H A R B AL L 75 3
— L RERE X Ui SO AR G EAT 20 RS Y F2 T4
2.1.9  FETFWRBEF BTk

TR 27 2] J5 B R 32 BR 3% 7K 2% = Bl (restricted
Boltzmann machine, RBM) . % FL 41 £ B 4% (con-
volutional neural network, CNN) ., & ¥ #ji 22 { £%
(recurrent neural network, RNN) &5 i 45 [ £ 55 7
Xof Jir SC AR A B SCAS BT R R R HEAT SCA BT Y
U A 2.

Liu % APV 3T RBM #2118 7 18 ) 25 3] (1) £ 3C
FU A 2L 0 TR BE 27 2] B L 53 Ry 3 AN FR A3, 41 )
S TA 1) R e ) 2 BB o 200 A R 2 A 856 1 R
i 500 19 23 R AR USR5 5 2 W /MU E M AR
BRI S804 3 W R 4E 5 2 384y
BRAT I 2 B0 3h 25 0 R0 B3 1 3R A5 05 s W 2 A BE 1Y
2. Cao % NP4 A 75 2 T 3l 42 BORRAE L A1)
CNN XJ SCARFEAT 43 2 1Y J7 ¥ SR 5 Jl o SORY 9 267
I SCRY 9 28 5] 3 A AN 7] 26 B0 1 2. Yin 58 A0
JeFH CNN iE 58 B I 25 4 m) B9 R, SR 5 )
F PageRank 932 53 1 A1) 7 1 1 AR B2, 2 X M ik
YA . Singh S U R ) SCRS 2
AH 2K T8 5 4 R I >F T 47 i 3 s SCRY 5 DA T 4 3B A5
BEERIA 7T BB 50 3 ks 26 1 3o 2
CSTI A CNN K 3R A4 7 A B 19 R Ak KA Bi-
LSTM Tree Indexer 3R 3R BUAI SCHY JC 5 1) A) F1E X

AR FRAE s 25 2 & 4) )2 Extractor, Fi H] — 2L i
BALP SCARY R S ) TR BRLRR AR (AT B 07 B E SO
LB AR Sk R OR A)F 5 5 3 B J& Regression,
LT 2 T 53 19 8] F 09 R % 421 B BHE A5 3 A 1)
741, Cheng 58 AV 4 —Fh 2 0 ) SCA& A 3h 4%
BRGH BHRIRESR G 2 DRI F 454 . — 53 e )
SCRY BRI B o A 2 1% 5 118 G B 25 — ikt s A 22 v i1
St % g #1843 o DI AE T ) 1 21 1) G %% el P 4 AR
P25 5 5y —ER 3 o B2 WU  AH 24 T s B 45 — ik B £
HE 2 v %) gk A5 . R IS el T SO BB R 0 B A
8 o T LA 28 B 1 Sy 53 2 AR A 13 BB 516 M B 1) )
) HEAT G A R S X ) - B SORY HEAT G B, i I
6 I SCRY B G 38 19 ) 1 N B o 4 B O Y
Higa). Nallapati % A5 64l BCGU R 2B 1R 27 51 43
FKIRE, R GRU AE Ry B A 7 51 43 26 #4156 A 481
o s 7 BN B 808 A X R AR & T
CNN/Daily Mail ¥4 £ ] F JC B 2% 21 4 3 il i
= 209 800 4 . Chen 55 A58 20 00 58 A 284 A
BN X SCRY B 152 Ko B 22 0 Y L BN TR T A
B XSS AR 10l B A7 AR R A 2 )
] A7k AR B AR JRy R T X A A A A H Ak B
1 3, 28O 3k To k45 B 4 Ry fe A 19 45 2R B X
X A O o SR 38 32 A W7 3% 1K B AR B SCAS B
AEAH L B SCAS RAE 4 1T BT A7 2 AR Y i 0 3R s R Ry
J S ) AR G AT AR Al IBURH OG /m) 2 A 2 A T
AN B ROR.
22 ERAFE

AT 2R T A AR TR S AL B SOA A B AR
BB A R AN ok 1R ST B ) PR L T
IR A B A 8 3 X i S SR 3R S A L. H
TR TE 5 R B A R A R L IR ME N A 2R 1 A
WM A ARG S i A TP 1 BT A R i T
VERAR THEBE. 76 A4 U= [ 2l SCHl 7 ik h W AF 7E —
L[] ity D7 2 2R B A B An B T R M R L R
T A 0 AT B A0 JEL IS O A R Y L DX I
8 A U 55 v A 02 1) B O SO BT AT 43 L
J o T2 % AT WO S 3 5 1 3 SO AR T 55 AR
T AR 48 A i 3l SO SRk
2.2.1 HT /5 ik

Mehdad &8 A" 5t 3 F 1 HE 7 19 28 =X 0y v
Pt T VR HE P B 0 A e A B AR HE 42 SR % T VA AE
RIS A 38 Jo 1 0 D SO AT ) - il Ry L L )
TV ARL A X e 6 1 ) 7 HEAT R TR R ) TR
& PR s DLERTE] Sy 35 50 A T 1 O A T 30 3
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AT ) B ) ZE A A B B, DA A ) ) ] o gk
PP 205 — > e i AR AR 8 i i 1 A
L T ) A DG R (R P 25 5 SR I BRSOk B B 1
FEAR AE R ARG B AR A A R R A A
IR LA
2.2.2  FETLRAMERRIAJ5 ik

Banerjee 55 A" 1 55 I 2 SCR A & iR 0
i LAY SORY 3SR v S R T AR IR A
— B SRS AR SR A SO Y R 0 ) 3R
A B 5 FORAL P f v 1 SR S o A AR LY B
XoF A B A L — A B0 B (word graph) 25 #4, IF
I ET S T 235 1 30 495 TR 45 0 2 IR A 3 AR SR SR
PSR AE MR (TLP) B8 {5 2 A 5 o &
ZEGTE—DAOUACHE 22 rb 20 1 H A oF £, 8] B 7E TLP
RSP 9 R 26 1 < 1 A A > B2 VAR I 1 A )
F U R A AN [ 3R 26 1 B A AR TR S0 BUE B
I TUAR B 8 R M I Y B8 AR KR S o L H
(B RN PR AR 2 A A0 2 78 AR A4 2 b, A B AR 4R
SR RS EERCINEP SN A E R AN PR R 32
AL IR RN A 2 W] M d oL %A A 1)
R ik T B 5 1) B A 4R S B O DB 22 SRS R G 0 A
% Durrett 55 ASS0B A v 14 1) 20V Ry HE A B4 X
SCRY AT SHURLRE SCAS BT Y 2 R, SR ] R B0k PR
X077 AERK BEA T AR VI 2R 808 [ 2 ) A
RSB P SCAR BT Al H b ek Bl RAR i A S
AR FALTCE B AW . [ i, KR TR i R E B BEOR 25 A
(rhetorical structure theory, RST) Xf4] T 347 &
A DR UEAR 22 09 7 2 Pk BT X 4 22 rh AR R AN T Y
[ fI A T 8 24 R I e AT 1) 8 48 AR ) S i
B AR (8 7 R AT R ATH A DRI 2 1 1% BT
2.2.3 TR X5k

Liu 58 APS P T 5 T 3R fE B A B
B 2 s, | ORI 48 LR OR (abstract
meaning representation, AMR) ¥ IF SCA & b B —
41 AMR [ H P51 5% 5 0 4 22151 9K 05 DA 22 P A Al
AR )5 » Takase % N0 AMR {5 B 99 A b
I % R e DA S5 2R X 2607 ik H R IR

Retrieve Rerank

HA LA 52 5 1 0 BB AT A 4 AR R AT R
FINZEIKF 1 Jo L 3% 28 T 3 1 ) AU G R IR E
Ak BTE 5 409 00 R L B LA 7 R 4 S0 Y
B A 5| A B 28 Dohare 48 AT 7E SCik
(65 1A FER F 0T K 1 55 T JL 98 11 i R oC 19 J5AY J7 ik
Az LS AMRL UG T8 T HE 2 Y ROR

Fig. 2 The pipeline proposed by Liu et al.t*"
Bl 2 Liu 58 A48 10907 g Bt

Lit 48 M SCAS v 2 U XM B R A R £ 3
FUHHZL 00 5 1k 4 i A TR T b B SCRE 42 )
26 LI AR SO 1 3 SUAE B A TR SCPAL T 2 4 R 5
PR ol B AR A S A PR O SO 4% A ) B
4 1.

2.2.4 BTN Ik

JE TR AR Y 7 B IS b Y O A e B 4R
A2 S AR — R U AE Al 2 A S 58 3 1Y )
Zhou %5 N 1 YR AT FH 4 J) i 46 11 A 8 1 3 70 B
S F8 22 A bR AR Al A B AR . Oya 26 N0 3 0
PERE - B AR AN T4 55 1% 418 2 v A AR, 3 T
i 2Bl sk A AR U S AT A TS 2 A
AR HESE . — B LB A B, WA TR 5 1
2 AR 5 O — R AE LA U AR AR A
F2 R 23 WE SR 43 Be T DA o i B g i T A E
T8 Y R AR A R

W 7 510 20 5 09 3l SCHE 7 g AR R SC
AR P AR EE . Cao S N1 22 B 5L FHEAR Y [ 3h S
i B IR & B A 1 EAE R BB AR (soft templates)
K5 B SO E A A BN 3 iR R 3 A
B A : 1) Retrieve. fl W ARG BERRFES
Lucene MUIIZRTE 2 v 48 S BEAR , SR )5 1 3B
I 28 I 2% (RNIND G b 25 44 iy A o /) R A o 28
R s 8 Ay (BRI 25 2) Rerank. M3 35 B e MR 245 5
) B AH G F Al o — AN s A AR 15 B i B
A i e TN A 2 2 ) 2 A5 A i 400 A S B 194 AR Al
Rewrite

------- > BT A5
—> RSB  HLES

Fig. 3 Flow chat of the proposed method by Cao et al.

[70]

3 Cao 55 A4 J7 i 1y i AT
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3) Rewrite. AR A1)~ FIA A 14 Bat IR 25 A e 22 4K
BEM 7 v BA AR 53R 19 52 9 7, e JoT 2 A0 T 4 2L 10
A B = T A A A AR M T

i TR N T4 5 19, BRI A s i 4 23 3
S VN A A5 S AH AR ) i AR R RE R JF B
B AU T AR R TR, B R
M 17T LA BT B Ay 45 b 43 88 1) Fi 2L O & P A B AR H
TTE 45 Fil S5k ny T 288 22, 491 4n i 5 T 3 1 4l B
IR GE— , Xof 2 B P R A vy R ot R T AR AN A A
BJE— A IR .
2.2.5  HET R ITE

I AT R Bl A TR B 2 ) A R L SCAS Kb A

N Y2
it

Bi-LSTM

WA

LN Xy X Xi Xim GO N Yr Vn
N J AN J

Y '
AR filehd 2%
(a) Seq2SeqHiAY

(0 5 i, JU I T IR FE 24 2] i PL s Bl IR AU TE &
T i = FDE A 46 b OB A T AR e 0 R AR AL
LM AL 7 R Ok B 22 R T TR R o 2T B E Bl SRR AR
TR BT R O AT 0 5 T 8 BT 4
(sequence-to-sequence, Seq2Seq) HE 42 [ 4 A, 40
P 4 Bz o b5 AT Lk 6 B 300 N T A E 2 JBC, Al s
TFTRCETHR N AR BRI, R R 8
A BRI IF GG U SRR AR G E S B i TR 2
A AR R Mt Seq2Seq HEEY, 41 TH AR R B il
TEA S BT B 27 2] 1 AR U0 vk G T A
T Seq2Seq JEIF Y TAE, & 5 /R TIZHER T 4
3 H 3 U 5T T AR 22 8% Jie T 7.

il yT
WW%]«—>
FERE AL P AL
Bi-LSTM

WA

LTVN

Y
RS 3
(b) FEFVER S E) Seq2Seq i Y

~
Wi A%

Fig. 4 Two models
B4 PR

bes=wapik il
Rush et al. 2015

[ NMT Seq2Seq ]—V

/
N

EEIEES AR
Chopra et al. 2016

S %
Guetal. 2016
]
CEFF % / Paulus et al. 2017
See et al. 2017 \

AR R
Hsu et al. 2018

[

'L Attention Seq2Seq

B
Zhang et al. 2019

-

J
\

ConvS2S
Gehring et al. 2017

CNN Seq2Seq ]—V

Fig. 5 Classical development of abstractive summarization based on deep learning Seq2Seq model

Al 5

2.2.5.1 JET RNN 5ty

Rush 88 A7 22 #1412 AL 2% #1%F (neural machine
translation, NMT) " WF5E )G & . 1 3 3 T3
= 7 Cattention) MLl 1Y 2w 15 25 L B 28 X 4% 18 &5 B A
(neural network language model, NNLM) ff5 ¢ i) 45

FE T IR 2T Seq2Seq A AY Y Azl SOAR 18 22 28 M R i o AR

BT AR XA BT 55 SIS DT IEAH L, TR RE

BT W FE T B S, Chopra 5 A X Kb 4T T
PR I T8 2 ph 28 ) 45 1) 3 5 2% 7F Gigaword
i ERCR L T HAB S AR AL Z R AR 2 T
YEAR LA I hy 6 28 455 R0, Nallapati 28 AU 8 T ff Bk
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AR R 5 ) 3 A KB R, 78 RNN 5 5
IR A o) AN — SRR

1) T2 5% e In A 5 & B SCARRAE 4 28 OC B 1] 5

2) IAA: J e 48 B At ) #8135 9 Cout-of-
vocabulary, OOV) FIKAF 1] i) [a] 25 ;

3) I HIZE 9 2 I3 AL R 4 3R AS [R) 42 1) SO
ZEikfE B

BRI 22 Ah Al AT 3 7 1) 122 2 AR 9 4 CNIN/
Daily Mail f 55" b4 T 38 S0 SCA 7 240
B T8 I 22 W R 8 T AR R 2 7 S S SO i A
e Gigaword [ iEAT 1. 3 LA 7Y N R a7 BR Hb 5 42
I FH B SCA R B 1, e W 5 1% [ R0 At AT 0 I
AR R P OOV L Gu 55 AN i 1 52 i 19 2%
(copy network, CopyNet) 544 ,CopyNet B 2 > F
BEAAL I s — o 5 5 A ROR B R S b i A
B TR i AT DA AR B — R SRS A TR Y 4
Z LA T LUE CopyNet A b 2 3l B R A il =X
BB 454 SR CopyNet A — ™ & K1) 7[R 2
AN Bl H A A o 1A R N BE R T A L TR
— I, See S U HR T AR £ A LA 45 H 4
SR B AT LA A8 F Sl s R e R S A
Tl 4787 5 ifr S 0 B R 3 S ph 3 26 A R B BRI A
RO ZE i 1% 0] AB AT — 4R Y )2 See 5 N IA 2 11
FH7E 55 (coverage) ML) b P i Ath s A= B A 2 2 72
o %) o S ) X I AR IR T I e S R 2

REZTHHRC LIS T AEME R, A
Seq2Seq 1 RIS A7 75 W 6 s 25 (exposure bias) Fll|
GR5PF Al A DT BC AY [a) 8, i 2 Ul 7R I il
Teacher-Forcing"* #4752, BV A% o L — A 20 46 A
(0 53R 2 ok A IR AR 1Y TE B B bR R 3A] L {H 7R ) 4t
R B A SR A5 R 2R B B E) X s R BUR E R R L
F3BE A 7 50K BE B 1S 0 T AR R R 8 2 R 2R
AR AALTE Y G By B ] 28 SO 0 2% A0 AL B AL,
MR I A T 32 9 ROUGE #il BLEU 4
FEPR AT I Paulus 558 A5 5 56 4 0 o Ak 2
> ORI XF A Bl SCHE R I A TR AT A R
(self-critical) 5 W& B o S35 YNGR /Y 42 10 17—
PR A H A pR AL, B R 5 Ak 2% 2T Bk S A& 40 28 X
40 < AH 45 A R A AT A D ik BB T AR A AT i
3BV FE bR, SORT DR v AT ek

Cao % N0k dht G A5 70 A Bl 1 47 22 b £7 E A
A2 S B9 A5 B, G 5 T A5 S Ak BRI AR A o)
Br B AR R SC v i JRSKE B 7Y g5 S 4 IR 18 42
Dual-Attention J37 51 | J5 §1] (1) HE 42 fifi 15 455 78 00 201 LA

Ji SCAS TRV I 118 S 4 R A 2% ok 2B AR L SR
S5 SLUF B A AT 04 J7 3 ] DA 2D 80 96 1 R AR SR S
B Hsu AP T — R X 5 A4 XA 25 &
(1977 3K, SE I Al RO He X6 ) - 1 E SRR R AT 58 . FE
A b P AR R R T 0 5 A S o g B 1]
(133 2 B S AR I 32 18] AE A 3132 SC B4 2. Zhou
N TE GRS RN Selective 7745 M 4% K i8] B F
FEREE A FREREDHER &, A B 5
o 2 FEL A T 1A o SO Li S NS A S 1 I AE R
1445 5% 1) VAE (variational auto-encoder)® , ¥ ]
TETE Y A0 15 B A B A= 304 A1 80 v, T 4 0
TR A 3 B ) B B Jiang 28 APTTIACH Seq2Seq #5
TR HAT 58 A 2 05 A% B AT LA AR A 8 SCAS v i
WAL B AE A AT B — R R
FIHLH AN £ 2% 1Y Closed-book fifi i #% oK $2 /= 18
B Az A A A S B 2% 09 10 12 BB 73X R 1Y i A A 3B
e 2 Bt 25 76 A7 RS TR 2 15 09 15 8 T H gk £k
PRI S e B s AN BB 132 2 g A0 A o A5 B B2 43 174 %30 A1
5t T A AL Gehrmann 28 AN & B
AT BRIE N A e £ AR BN 4 3l o o 45 3
PEAR A I B A SRS N A i — R A i
WA A B B8 £ 25 /E S~ Bottom-up attention #
R P AT 2 o Sy T R B O SR IR SR WL X b O ik
P im 1 A SCA R RE T, [8) AT B8 A= 180 1 1) 47k L
Lin % N8RS Seq2Seq 6 R AE 1 4 4 22 280 22 A
TEH A BCE Toth R TR B, B8 00 1 3 TR SO R
)4 R E B Global Encoding HEZE , 11 3¢ 58 1l 2%
fith 75 2 A 2 1 £ B AL
2.2.5.2 T HALLEH

AT AT Seq2Seq 155 1Y 1 g i i 71 A Bt 4
LA U O 7 2 N N T IR TRl VAR T
(LSTM) #1142 416 3 81 5C (GRU) . {H £ F RNN 4
FAY F18 fit B 25 70 2 i 4 A1 S BB R RS 12 o A T Sl
B TR R A REIF AT TH 5 KP 8 R BRI 5
BEUR T BTN 2k AR v I 2 i () R0 X RE 2 B R T
K B A0 T AS D 4 T

XX AR, Vaswani 28 AP0 H HY —Ffogr AU
B Seq2Seq M 4% %5 ¥ Transformer, F 4K #i §if G ®
2 HNE I L] L B Seq2Seq ALY % MR AT LA IF
AFH IF BLAE S TH AL & B 1 8 1 [m] IR ] pe
YIZR . Zhang 5 N0 W00 25005 5 R Bert 5
Transformer 25 AH 45 & 42 1 2 By Be i iy A 8L, H
7E CNN/Daily Mail £4f5 4 F WS 7 SUERIRCR.

Gehring 58 A7 I H 58 4 4l FH 45 BUM 26 09 2%
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F % Seq2Seq AL (ConvS2S) H T HL 2% & 131+
%, R T A A0 3E B 2T LSTM HL#% B3¢ 19 2
BRI Z M . ConvS2S 78 A 8 Ui 55 LR T
AEERCR . T 465 R 28 X 45 1) )7 1) 3] 7 1) 55 A4
ST LR A A ] R SOy B AT 80k b B
TR G B, R a] DLOJf A7 1 8 42 5 2% Fan 5%
N0 ConvS2S B HE — 25 R FH A il =X S A
AT RLOGTE P A N XA R 2B BAH 2, 4 47k 2L

FKRE AT SCRAE TR 55, I 7E CNN/Daily Mail 4
B EWAS T 0T 48 5 A B 4% 19 25 . Wang 4%
ANPH K ConvS2S #6285 & = BU(F B I 5
b2 2 AL BLAT 55 h 19 ROUGE 23 %, BAs 7 28
AR . Transformer fl ConvS2S B H #L ok B )
SCHH 9 K R AR B TR R B 2.

FATHE AN Tr] 14 & T IR B 2 > (A5 AU 7 4% 1> B ol
£ E0) ROUGE 2 BUR/RTE T 36 3 ik 4 .

Table 3 ROUGE Scores of Different Models on the English Dataset
K3 EXHFEELFFEEEE ROUGE 5%

AT Gigaword Non-ano CNN/Daily Mail
RG-1 RG-2 RG-L RG-1 RG-2 RG-L
ABS 29.55 11.32 26.42
ABSHL71 29.76 11.88 26.96
RAS-Emlan!"3 33.78 15.97 31.15
words-lvt2k[ 7+ 32.67 15.59 30.64 32.49 11.84 29.47
. . 36.44 15.66 33.42
pointer-generator+ coveragel 7"} 39.53 17.28 36.38
ML+ RL# 39.87 15.82 36.90
SEASS[] 36.15 17.54 33.63
FTSum!82] 37.27 17.65 34.24
ConvS2SL93] 39.75 17.29 36.54
End2end w/inconsistency loss3 40.68 17.97 37.13
Seq2Seq+ CGUY] 36.30 18.00 33.38
Reinforced-Topic-ConvS2SHt 36.92 18.29 34.58
RL+ pg+ chdect®7! 40.66 17.87 37.06
Bottom-Up Summarization %% 41.22 18.68 38.34

Table 4 ROUGE Scores of Different Models on the
Chinese Dataset LCSTS
R4 PXHIFEE LCSTS E RE#E ROUGE 4 #

LT RG-1 RG-2 RG-L

RNN 21.50 8.90 18.60

RNN-context!?] 29.90 17.40 27.20

CopyNet!76] 34.40 21.60 31.30

DRGD!#] 36.99 24.15 34.21

Seq2Seq+ CGULSY 39.40 26.90 36.50
23 N H

Hah X R B E k2 I 78D m &R
WK 3 A B Bl A ) 32 Sk T A 5
CINERIEURIE S2Ra i €IS TR K (R g (U Ry
7R AA BT A BRI I A 2k 2 A8 Y AR S5 A AR KL
B DR AR 2R 300 9 B H O i T U Y | A R L
A5 o B R e AUBETR AF R BRI 5 AR L sk 3 1)

77 AR R A AT R A R 28 /N S IR AN B B BRI
LT ZAE IO 9% . 30 AF Ok ol T i 22 00 2% 19 e TR B
3 7 H R . A 3 S Y BT 5T A B AL ST
SR F 1 T IREE 2 W7k AN — R .
R ST 5 M TR B2 2 2 B A Sl D7 3 AR
7k ARG T 0 25 A9 ok J A b OGO 3k b L IR
JE 27 ) 9 T 2 B AR BT 7 S B 1 PR RE A 4R T
AT A 2 2R AU B RO B9 0 A R T AR
AT R VLT 1 R i R, 0 T AR A
B SO A ATF 58 8 B 2 T TR 2 T 9 A T AR UL
NEGER B, Hoki th m 45 R & 7 AR UG
SCA i ek T 2 TR BE = 2 S 31 i 9 1 2507 3COE
XA S SRS m A TR R 7R E— 5 1
AN T G P S R EE 2 2] T Rk TR AT AE — LR BB L AN
i B e I b A S B = BE R T A )
R R T BB 5T B R s A R R il
RAEE T B A 3 S oK.
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3 BIMXAEAREHEES

3.1 HRXHEE
3.1.1 LCSTS

LCSTS 2 iy R 158 Tolk K 2 8 R 1 53
AT B H SR SCAS 478 O R L B e SRR TR
TR TE ] P 2 A1 i 8 3 200 T A v SCRE S AR
TR AL BT 3 AR, 2.4 X 10° AN IR
XF B YINEREE (12X 10" A SCA 1 B R 5 A 1.1 X 10°
AN SCAK 0 1A . HG e 56 TR A R I 3 AR B T 4
SN SC 2 B) AR SR BE AT A3, o3 BosE AR R A O
o BE B Ry, 5 T AT 9 3 AR A AN R AT 55 A 7 R
I 48 1) A 1.
3.1.2 NLPCC

NLPCC JZ 1 CCF 1 3UfF B AL Z S HAW
T SCTHE S I H v — 0T 55 Dy T[] o SRR A
P 2 R B M B AR R TR 00 S 56 B NLPCC-
2015 40,55 DA 3= 5 I 1) 7 sl i 4R 19 140 54 Bn
R BT I SC R, AR SCEE X N 2 G N T A B A o
T8 L B R b A R R ) 1 it SR BE 22 T 22 R
B $e 1k 0 A o 4 00 K B AN 140 AN I
NLPCC-2017 $2H# 1 £ 75 b 1 458 B RS £ 55 b 1 478
B 2 YN REE S A BE AR AL 5000 G BT
Vo) SR G e B 5 A o A 0 Bl B R SR R
L1 A il S AN IS 60 I
3.1.3  {RAIHT I Kol 42

KT ARk A 2012 48 6—7 J (a4 9105
I EERR KT A JBRARAE 18 AN HALIE Y T
B AR 8 A R 4 784k 387 3 % e A T ol T
SCARG S AR DN BRI T 1A e B A 44 SE AR TR
FI 3l SCH S5 AT 55 % B 0E 4R 40 % 140 T3 4580 ) 1E 3¢
HUH [ bl
3.2 EXHESE
3.2.1 CNN/Daily Mail

CNN/Daily Mail 44 2 Hermann %5 A7 M
5 [ A 25 [l 0 A 4 H HB R 1 H e £ 1) K2 100 7
Z5ORT VRO AR A L 4 ) 12 B A o R IR 7E 3K A B
BN CERA 1D ANLEENZ 0. %
BAREA 2 DA < 4 RO EE B 44 R FE 44 iR
I8l B I A 0 i 44 LR E 2 BURR R A B 2 AR
(Bl an @ entity2) 5 35 FE 44 WY 8 I il 6 5 J5L 4R 10
fir 4 SR A Z5. Nallapati 22 A" FE Hermann fY 5
fiff LAY E T CNN/Daily Mail SCAS 5 5 50 4 , 055

286 817 2%t 13 368 A FRAEXT Al 11 487 A~
Xt See 4 NUTUXE R 4G BOHE HE AT X AR 4 45 TAL B S
192 AE B 4 BB A 287 226 A UITZRAT 11 490
AN AR 13 368 AN TR RS T.
3.2.2 Gigaword

Gigaword W RHUE K, 294 950 7 F i i 3¢
RO R A 1 AR AE S A TR R S SO Y
1 2 T 5 A7 2 B 4L 9 30 Gigaword £
P S B RAE 2003 A Graff 28 AU HEHY B0 2
87 #1 (Agence France Press) . 3¢ Bk 1 ( Associated
Press) A Zy B} #t (The New York Times) . # %€ 4t
(The Xinhua News Agency) " ) B SCHT [E] SC A 20
B J5 2K Rush 8 N AET TE R 1 9% 3C Gigaword 4L
PEESEAT TR A5 5] T 3.8 X 10° A SCAXT iy Il 25
21,89 10° A SCANS (9 Y5 U H A 1951 > SCAS X
%) D0 4 4
3.2.3 DUC/TAC

DUC (Document Understanding Conference)
2 ACHE I B /Y /N FEB £ A 42 L 7E 20012007 4R
DUC #2481 [ 2 3CH i LL €, 2008 4F 2 )5 B8
TAC(Text Analysis Conference). H 1ij % F i % 2
B4 ££ & DUC-2002, DUC-2003, DUC-2004. DUC-
2002 A15% 567 fa SCRY BRSO A 2 D A
100 17 14 2 s DUC-2003 AL 15 624 A~ SCF 4 2 Xt 5
DUC-2004 FL5 500 f SR 4 fi 3B ) A0 A7 X 1oz 1) 4
o A T) BN AR B O 758 19 2 5 il 2L
3.2.4 New York Times

New York Times $Hs 87 & 48 41 25 i i ) SC
AL S R B T 1987—2007 AERIECE T
o SCEE R M 65 J7 AR B RS Y i 2R
150 Jrf N TCAR T I SCE, 0F A N 2 A&
AN B A— RT3 /T T A 3 S0 SOk gy
F N FRICAEAT 55 0 A 3l SO AT 55 ok B . i T
S (18 JRURS i 1) T i B s 1 2 2R A Ut T 5
LSRN - WE RSB E R €/ T
3.2.5 Newsroom

Newsroom £ 45 452 J& ol H F Il 2k R 3F A A
B RGN KRBV R Bk T 38 A EEHT
R N AR S Y 130 T e SC B A 2L X L B s
2 N 19982017 4 [a] 1) 48 2R At 22 44 v 35 4
B I T 2 A ORI A B2 A R R R AT
WAL, X5 Newsroom A] LAYE N 2 Fhi 38
P T R R
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3.2.6 Bytecup

Bytecup $t#E £ i 2018 Byte Cup [E FrAL 2% 2
2 TEFENAT L B 130 T3  SCREAL AL, Hoh 110 U7
FE I GRsE X e 5ok H — o XN AW &
Topbuzz, B s CEALE L 1D, SCE PN M SCE bR
L TR R T RO T R e A T A R A X
H 3l SCHH £ 4R
3.2.7  H At

ZAEK H IO TAR W R A T — 28 [ 3 SCH
s 4R H i B 2 0 B e AR R A U
i ge AMIYY HE U 2O S8 LELTS Y (22 R
T SCHCH R AR 10 A3 S BN A 1 B X B 3 SR AR
55 By R R B T AR 47 A AR A .

33 1N &

] N E 3l SO R A B, S TR AR B = rh 3
i A IR T RO LCSTS F ¥ F #r i i
NLPCC . $ IICHT [ £ 95 48 . B AT T8 T A 2 5 o ) 4%
B BV SCAS A 4R i 2R R 5 AR X A 3l
SCHAAE 55 AT A IS TR GOy i B RT2E AR A
dife 2 R RS v SO SCAS 47 R 4R 5 S 3h SCH
Bt 5 A W A 00T 9 T OB 0 BoHE A Kl A
Ht % T 3C.CNN/Daily Mail J& T 25 4] 11§ B %
P 4R . Newsroom it H] 2 Fl il H =X Fn A= i 45 6 19
1 AR AT T A0 B, PR 0GR AT T B N A
AT 55 B9 PE . Gigaword 1 DUC J& T 48 S0 AR £
£ FEIE T A BT %5 B9 U1 25 FPE A Bytecup
FROR B SO E L T [ 9 4 55 2 b A A ok, P Ot 4
TR W iE T A 4T 45 . New York Times F$
B B P A SR g R PR P Al X
1155 A, i A B 5T AR S8 40 51 5 5k i 7 U8
£ INBHEL LA R 2R S L 5 BT Y Bl SO AR
it 58 T A R A2 3 B 2l SR R A P B Y £ T (BBl
R JE AR BB R K BRI AT A g i
A3 MRS e IO 4 KRN A L X (R R TR A AR S
B 7 bR ) .

4 BHIXEABEIFMTE

H 2l SO AR 7E 25 A SR B Tz N
FERL P - B $2 T SCA i 2 o s 45 R B &
B SCHBIR I F AR E R ANTL S 508
H v N TV s B SR A R R
AR 4EH: £ 2 A ROUGE il METEOR.

4.1 BzHiEM
4.1.1 ROUGE

ROUGE & Lin""" $2 H (% [ 2l SCHf vF A 7 ik,
B2 T A 2 S A A BE T A, 3 AR T AR
SRR B P A ) R G RN S % B AT L
AR EA Z A & i HEAS BT RN RS
B H R #8458 ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2,
ROUGE-L &, 1,2, L 43 AR E T 1 i,
2 T Al K T Bz R R R g i
WiEZ — AHZ 7R HBETE M S H M R i 2
FME S AW K ENE SOZH R A Rh

2 2 C()un t match ( N n-gram )

S€ {Ref} Npgram €S

2 2 Count (N, gram) ,

SE€ (Ref} Nupgram €S
Hoif n-gram F£R n JOH, (Ref ) £ 5 % 1 5,
Count e, (N e ) FE7 72 GUHH 22N 2 7% Jik B v [] f
I n-gram MIANEL, Count (N, g ) RN S 75 Jil 2
BB - gram B30 ROUGE 86 3 T4 38
B ERHZR P (precision) 43 M2 R (recal) #1 F {H.
ROUGE %2y 20 B2 th 44 [ 4 p0 3 530 28 X038 28 i
K AEVEN BB, WFoE N B ] T B AL pyrouge 1
AR ROUGE 204K
4.1.2 METEOR

Denkowski 45 A" % BLIEA 48 b5 b A R 1Y
B JE 4 1 METEOR J¥ & J5 3%, 1% 7 36 =2 4
BLEU" " (Bt o [] b 2% 587 % 8 A 38 RH 1 4
B 2R R0 A [l 58 DR ) {3 R o e R 22 TR DL 4
BRI PEAN 7 5 5 WA W 58 N 51 AR B 3l SO AT
% BIF . METEOR JE T 50K BE ) i AS i 1 F- 24 £
PR EH IR, PR 43l RO REAH LS %4
AR R A S MR F AN

_ P XR

" aP+(1—a)R’

TR LRI 2 () Y 25 L R 2 A
SCA U E B ) B o M S 4 7 e ch 5
Rt FAET R P e -

h\’
P Pen — V4 (C j s
m

At , METEOR B9 7 $0& & T B /9 43 i UG i F 5%
HE 43 fifé DT TE 5 £ %) 3 RS- 34

R ROUGE-N —

F,

asy0 ZE N THBEH S A RS
N 1) #H SR A
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42 ANIEM D Bl 4. 5 I Y B 8l SO B e 4 D

BRI A B B B A Sl AN T s HURE 21 i 4 - 22 [
MY RIZ I FR AN RE I 18 X4 2 ny o i, A
TR 0 AR AP AR B B ORAN T A SRR R
AN TP 5 2 B U E RS R
B W S 32 W0 HL 3R R AR AR 8 AN [] 9 T A, N T
TR B M0 2 SR AS [R]85 S ARl A i T ek L S
J SO AR DG L i JBE L 2 5 Tl o PR 4 R 1
Shy Ml 4 B AT AT 43 AR ZE A

1) AP 4 00 45 5 N IZ O A Y L PR N
2R Y.

2) AH O M. Fil N R R S 3 A R 9% YDA
K s AN I A 5 TR
3) A5 BRI AL R SO R ER 4 E L
TSR DA 2 e AR A 05 B AR D IR 4 3k A~ Fil ZEAR
BN
4) T BT A Y 3% B TR N % IR .
5) A7 M. 4% B 09 BT AT BB RS fT . AN BE Dy 2
T Ab AR bR 2 A TURIE BRI RED.
43 N H

BTk = D b SR sl SR 4E A R AR S
B, A B SO B RE P — L LA R 2 IR ME Y 4T 55
AR P A — R R AR A L, AN AR i
AN [R] 3 R A BE X [R] — DA SORY SO R AR A AT L4
5 AN [R] B I A SR T B A HR B A A i AR O
— SR 2 e PR R Z AR TN TR ik
ZHEERFENER LG = B, X T AE T
A fE BE AR Bk, B8R A 3 E A ROUGE A
METEOR % £ T n-gram W) 7 i B EH LEIEM G
SCLZREPE R Ia) i, H 2 B A AR i 9 % WL i LA
PRI SEFE T 1z M AR S V7 M 55 7R 1 B % 4 . O 4F R
L — SB[ 28 [ 3l SCHE AN s B9 B AR (H
Ji& 2718 i 2 B M T A B TN ik = 3R A B SCH
4 T T I A A Bk A o 3 i AR R DG MO 7 i TR

i
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Al
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5 HIXARBEEROREKRELRESD

LRI, A 3l S B B 78 58 28 4 5 4L 3
REVRORE AT AF R B Y AR BF 50 B SRR T Al
A B S L R AR S VA 4 B B B 9T AR R
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F B A i i B O M Y 5B A 4 T e
A REH )iz MU T I A% 5, 0T LA Bl S AT 55
Jo g R RE A T 22 Pk

Z P SCRSOR B SR B Ok BRI T R SCSCA $il 224
ENEEE

2) WM AR, B S PE O D55 T AR AR N Y
W5 R W B = s AR iz Al I U 5 Al A
A PE B D7 % IR T I%AT 55 9 AT

3) T IR ORI $iF BN A 2 B RO U7 5
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T SCHY ) R 5 28 AH T 19 T A A i ke

F 3l Sl B BE S EL AT 3T 60 AR 11 S, i T ix
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2 AR A 4 il BT P B0 1A 257 S5l 3 9 1 55
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B SCH i L IR 15 2 5 O B Rl 4R AP A 4
PREEAT T A0 41 doe Ja AR SO A Bl SR T I Y Pk
FRCRIT AR A Ry JE e A 1 TN e R R LA
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