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Using Inference Cuesto Recognize Event Relation
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Abstract The autors propose an event relation recognition method based on event inference cues by analyzing

the semantic dependency relation and event arguments distribution features between events and the rules of event

inference. Experiment result shows that the proposed methodachieves 9.57% improvement compared with the

traditional method based on event term and entity.
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occurrence entity

F LR RIEFEMNS5E, @ s, K
B A A o N BT S I A R M
(Dependency Entity, DE)HI3: 3 5L {4 (Co-occurence
Entity, CE). MKAFIAARIETE A IR @ T ARAE 70,
5B A% 0 ) B A E I SR, A SR 5 4% 00 1)
OSCHOCHR, il 1 s e R F<Z i
SR AR SR RO AR AR B g R b, SR
TR FATE AR N SR, sl 1 s
fif> <7 A

FORARWFREZ MR, EFHF
Z BT A — R AT AE . BUA BIF TSRS SR SC Rt
11 TR 5E SCRIZERI 3, (B R IE i 6 &
MG — 2 o AR SO EE B 58 10 2 ) BT G 2R,
RV 07 1) 2 FSC 5 P LB s B0 S5 2R 1) JEE i
HOFMEELR
1.2 EHXRRNES

WA AT 55 1, F AL — Bl R G B
Je 5 H AN SRR i 0 i 3h ik 5 e SOh
AR R RS DA A A DG T ] i A Y T A S
A PEER AN SC IR Tzl A, Tl DA P e e
A JHE T A A B B R AE RS AT 2 R OC AR . (2
Ik, GG TR, DN 7 ¥ AN BE 52 BUXT S 5C 2% AL
RLEE U ARSI, B[R] — 35 BT B A S s s
S A AR, B REE XA BN AT
IR 2 [ B O A R A E

[] — 38 ) A Sl b 2 DL S S
7, AR SCEE R R — 35 T A A PSS E R B AR
KSR T LUFE . [l 8T B SME S5 1
FOFAOC, EANER AP gy e i
“HPEAEECA B, AL IR ANE A

FAF 1 AR E N A AR U

FAF 20 A AR A AR

FAF 30 BB S T AE RS IR

A 4o i 2 T E T 10 B T R

AT S S P R B B IR A
FOERAFAE BRI R o HPIPIF I Z R HA R
F o AR SR IR ASLAE T A ey 475 4 75 L P 20 1] 114
PR BN SOCIBRAFAE, 18 3 F5 R A RO TR A 52
AR B8 23 A1 R LA S AR R 2 0 3 4 91 B G
R, SLBHME R O R U (B H E AT B
ZIESRBAFEL L R) . Bk, ARICHALS E X
TR — T S, R O R U A
B, AU A S ] B A OCHRME . Jn i 2 R,
M e R YOI, P BA 2 R B
XS, FRE, XA BA R LRI FIRE.

S AT A AR KR
PR o EEA R D&

ERE L e \
| F04 FERTIEREFMERARSEA |

2 EHRNESER
Fig.2 Result of Event Relation Recognition




THMS S T A B 2 A A 06 R U O vk

2 tHxXIE

oI T7E A 32 . S SO AR S 55 T
IO SR HE AN, A O 2R 4G I 52 ¥ s Ay B Y T 5
S, H R = A DA SR8 A O R AR AE AT
RIS 5 k.

2.1 AR ELE

FF O R AL Y 27 vk 2 — R B SRR
BOREECVTIC, boan, A S04 fih 4 1) 69 ¢ FR A T
e, AR N T8 SCRYBIMR, X SCAS Hr AT A B Y =5
% Z kAT, Chklovski ZEBIFI ] LSP(lexcial-
syntactic pattern, T)-/) T g 45 )k B EL AT 3514 %
EN RS S S L QR S L e M |
“VerbOcean” ) F1H % . Chklovski 254 A T i dE
B LSP Bifl, #lil 1T 6 FhET[A] ¢ & (similarity,
strength, antonymy, enablement, happens FI before)
MR RC . N T8 SO S O RAR AR A A2
PR, 3 8 0 2R A A9 AP A [l 8 ] 2

Pantel %5l i Espresso B kit fT A SR Y
M, BTES e mCR LB T, @il
a2 B AT RARY R, LA B K Y R
B, TE— @R bkt 1R VT C 7 VA I A 1] %R
2.2 TESE

DL 0 3R O 2R 1 1 Ok R A I T 58 R AT 4k
AT Harris' {53 A 8% . Harris 845, &7
[] — b SCEREE rh iy n] i B A AR [E] SO Y 5
Lin 4RI —Fh4E & Harris 40 (BRI EE AR AF
WA AT M J7 1%, F% DIRT 3%, DIRT 5
R A AR 3 SRR 2, B b i SR AR
Fon— g, AR SRR G TP RiEE .
SR 2 B A TR 1 58 A AR ], DK PR 2% B AR BT R
B AR AR R B & AH G . Szpektor Z5:PH i TE/ASE
Bk, WOTE R R IR Ik, AW

501
®A0F
200
30
%m
&10

A YR BICHM ASE SEAZ R AN L SR 1 2
RGO 2, e Ak e
TFEER M) T, R B ) A AR ik — 42 i
FIRAR

T A5 VOV 1o S BT 0 4 3 SR AR AR E R
PEAE AL i P A3 SRR LA, 42 HH —Fh 2 il
SUBRAFER R WA R RPN Tk . %07 kil ad &
SRS BT AR, i S 0E 2 ) A AR AT R
fiE, 2SR HEIL R (AN IRAF LR, #F
11 S B AR 56 2 14 H 3h R0

A 5 4 A VA8 o 47 0 7 A ) A 5
PRTE R — TG R8N B 70 A MU, 32 0 — Mk T R
TR RS B A R R IR BTk, %5 ik
G0 T T A T R S A A S < X RS A S
CHAEXS R A3 2 e, DA AR O IR R S H
R, ZHE RO R R, A B S
(EEENI SR}V 8

3 ETHELZRTHENEGHXRIAS

ik

H ARSI 2RSSO ORI R,
s B b Al BEARAYTE SR, A SREAE A AR
MR, AR F 5 AT 0 EE 22 A2 A K 4%,
S5 IORGE TG LRABRIE il fe . ik, Rk
SFAF LB RO AR 0 SOAS R B e SR AT I 19 25 7% %
TE B 73 A1 R e Jk 245

T A5 1O 22 R 1 ] A 47 T e R
ES BB 50 IR 1, ROV 3o 53 e 1] A AR A
SR JBE DR/ N B B O B AR OGRS 58 o SO T A oA o
BT SCHAF R A R 3 A 7 v A 3 SR AT
M, BAMERAXRNIRKAALRRES, HEmiE
A HER LSS R BRI . (HR, B TR
LR MRS O RPN 7 A LRI, 2

L BEAAHER

1

LR R PG A AT

!

0 10 20 30 40 30 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140

Hf

3 RBURFEUHEHESE
Fig.3 Virtual Dependency Events Number Distribution

3



LR AR (A SR B2 R

PRTE 35 AR A7 2k AR 2 19 41 2 R R 01 i AR ol
FARAE ATk BE, JLH RS AR 0. Li 20
FESCEE g, H AT A AR AE G FR A T 1 AR AR SR
RERRE, B5FAIRAFRRIERR B . & 3 Gt T 150
N R KA EECH, Hd 94 AFER
FEAE B CHRSHA, BD 4] 2Z ()N A7 7E A AE 3% 12
IR PRI, 35 ) T B A i i B G2 A K 52 T
RGN A I

T 5 A = T B el N E S R L RSN AN
i) RS A o A7 EL A A8 v AR BRE R — B0k, A A
M B LA B A S PR S R AL A — 2K
PERLEE . B, 58 H AR, DMz ek
B R A% 1) I SR ) B A B i B R OC R T LA
R B Rf iR R iR R AN B AT G
F iR E IR WA B IR, AL SRR
AP E S R S A AR AR OGS AR
o RO TR R A, HIk, SCEMN
A A% O TR0 A SR AR AR G AR X AN HH G
AT B o A AR AR B R, A A R
IR RER TR F LR, HEREFESR
TR R B A TR -5 S 5 Birdit v, (HJR AR
SRANEIAR . 2 i R A T S A4 s IR 5 350 )
FLE B R R 9] ) T ) e
P PR PeAsL, AT AR R SR T A o 1) A<
TR R R G T e SR s o S SRR e
T BRI IR 1 R R B AL, R
R EIER S ESTYI

RIEDWHEMGTEEXTAH LR FM
X RITC O R < F xS 56 % 25 5, Horf Ma-
Coincide S AEHHIRAIER, HApH RS
IEWH Y el Yang-Coincide 4755 28 55 Ul 1E 7,
TS SR A E AR B He il . R 3 B i, SRR
SRR KR FXT HA 25.00% R84 5 %55
TEBHI BT AT DG FR, Wik A I R
CHEAXTAUA 5.80%REBE A SF UM IE B . R,
PRI T AEAE A5G ZR THUIMAT: 55 v fiff phe [ 250 g ) e
AT, 2 R A T T 2 A 4 B R R A e e v A
PRER R IO A AN, B 55l o KA S BT by
FURRAELRRE, MitpTRFETIERTR
AR RO R R4

AR SCER X MR SO R AT S5, S5 A
T S A T 2 5 0 AR, AR S5 A A% 0 1) R 4
JCE TE N 109 43 A R LR e i R Ak el A v A

x1 FHAEIHNNEIZHRER
Table 1 Result of two methods

Y/% N/%
Ma-Coincide 25.00 91.47
Yang-Coincide 5.80 98.15

W SCRAF R b, B2 — B 3 T #E 381 28 R (inference
cue, ICue)fy €M F 15 RIGI Tk, Jridi e Sefe
HORHE G A iz 48 B AR A1 B RUOCE F 5 G,
ML e RPN ME LR R, e R R
RTINS R, %07 SR HE SR 4N &
4 FIrs

FETHER L A A F 0 06 R TAE 250
U 3 #HAr

1) 2R 5 A6 2 32 X A AR SOAS v (1 1 3R 2 A7
FEAL, B DA iR ) bR i A A FE

2)MEH LR R A BT 55 R AR B N B R
HAZ A S H s S A SR O R R SRR DL S B
WAE G 22 1Y M L OC R A% (55 H AR5 78 A v 40
SRR SLAR . IR D AR R
PERR A HE AL OCIR S 1), A g G R R 1 4 2
598

INFHM KRR 45 Hin < Ext, itaH
h—A BRI RAEMN S BinF 4 7Em]
o EAFAESE RO IR SR, fEiEE L EA
T SCHCAE O 2 1 < J LG A5 A= i o5 — B w
FAFBER, X — SRR A B bR X6
PSS R . A EiR A B3R E S R 2R
FEARE, X ORI SCRIE, W — Kb
FR R A Sy AT B OGP S

X —F O R PUN I A O AR 45 Bk
i 4, HAERAREWE T AR ET S 4 A
R C R MR O R A, X ) F
WA E TR E S, IR0 R B n KRR IE AR
FEFFIERI SCF R B, B4, W TILZn R MR
fEIEVERRNE B4 R RE M OCH B PE, WA L RE
O 0 SO B AT LIVE R OREE a8 A4 W RE
PR A L 3CF R BOF AR R4 ), ditk, 4
EHREMSF 4 5 B WCHMER, mE M 4 B
LFREE R B PR OCHR T 4 1B
FHEAE R B R, SChr BEER T B AR
FE A WXRBFE TR . DX — A AR AE
RN S AU R v, DU SRS b A AT B X
HRKr 15 Bl 2 2 A2 AR A5 AH N 1 DT BE AL 1, T2 Ak



THMS S T A B 2 A A 06 R U O vk

_________________________________ P e e

WS ||

i '

v h

T i
S| - r s
I! 1# IL:
[/ :i

EL (AL TF LR |||

E3: (J4F3, TSRS R) ||

____________________________________________

B
HHEERE
Ny
#
1ok
i 3
E
B

E2: (52, B2 iR 5 8) - FEERES

S v leue i FRHI L ' Fiph R
| [ 1 2;‘5,’ [ ~
1 s EREL G e m
s i E2: (B2, 2B R R R |«
¥ E3: (4453, SRR A
e | il T RSB RI K
wa || RERZER
! ¥ FKEEBREE
(BRI Lt I
! | Ny=gi WL RE

.
xpmgm- |

(%1#9%?:%%%%% O

______________________________________________________________________________

B4 HHXRARNTENEFIELS

Fig.4 Framework of event relation recognization
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Table 2 Results of systems

sys MacroP/% MacroR/% MacroF/%
Baseline Ma 59.73 52.03 55.48
Baseline Yang 59.45 67.37 63.16
ICuel 65.32 81.71 72.61
ICue2 65.40 81.90 72.73
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Table3 Result in different view

Y/% N/%
Baseline_Ma 21.00 77.01
Baseline_Yang 37.25 80.12
ICue2 47.00 82.20
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Table 4 Results of inference cue sparseness experiment

Sys MacroF/%
ICue-sparse 52.30
ICue-sufficient 81.21
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