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Abstract

Based on the annotation of discourse connective in Chinese Discourse Treebank, especially the

annotation of the connective and its relation classification. The authors extract syntax, lexical and position features
of automatic syntax tree and standard syntax tree, using supervised method to recognize and classify connective.

Experimental results show that connective recognition F1-measure is 69.2%, and connective classification accuracy

is 89.1%.
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Fig. 1 Discourse structure tree of Example 1
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Fig. 2 Relation classification and distribution based on connectives
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Table 2 Connectives representing multi-relation in CDTB
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