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Abstract
The former determines how to describe the information, and the latter determines what topics should be concerned. Most

Definitional pattern and centroid word vector are the popular features for definitional question answering.

current systems use sequence pattern and sequence centroid words extracted only by relative position to question target
to identify definition sentences. In contrast to sequence knowledge, we propose dependency-based knowledge, including
dependency pattern and dependency centroid word extracted by dependency relation to question target. Specifically,
we use the improved ultraconservative online algorithm and margin infused relaxed algorithm (MIRA) for the task of
candidate sentences ranking. Experiments have demonstrated that the improved MIRA can greatly increase the system

performance in terms of progressive reduction of optimization constraints as training moves forward.
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95 2 D TAE, Akt 7 HeRe. HEFPAR S50 20 20
SEHG BRI U RURF AL, AR R X SR AL B
I EIHE PP 0 264 . AE 8 SCRIR 2 R g8,
T A RO AE AT 58 SCRRRRCRN DGk 1) [ 541,
Bl S22z B ] 2IME Bl T 45, Sudo 4F
izl TF x IDF S UK 0) 1, JF NIXe8f) -
PP SCRIRERR. 53 bS8 5 TR AR AR SR I 250
FASAR VT e ST VR A 740, X S BV N R )
SAL & o7 S O RSB A TR T SRR 7 E X
I e AR A, T8 AR YE Target #—4
SR ) i, AR TSI R e R Ta] R AR
L, JH Bhade 5 ) AR 25 8. A SO F 9T AR 32 2
BT AR 2R SR I, AL s SCR) BTN 5%
Wi v i, AR5 K IX AR Y] BAE 2 570 MIRA
(Margin infused relaxed algorithm), M SEILR %
Per) T IHERe. — BOR U, AERFVEER A2 A
BT A HbR: 1) RS0 2R 4%, 2 BE I
D7 AT I ZRAEB; 2) S0 2 iy 7 S as HEAT I
AN, AN KIRBE AR, PAAES /) 0% 1B Sk
ARG SR [7—8] FEAT AR A BRI S L
ARG IR T AELSE R IR, O Hog I
TR B IR TAE RS B N PR S R
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G SCER M AN 2 I, R 2 # ) TIA 4028
#% (tn SVM, Boosting) 51 ALEZ = 2] KN, A
oo WA 28 53 2 A A0 i B ) 2 s O8N PR B A
RO MIRA 2Rl s fE R 57k, 602K,
HEFP TR SE Y FH AT A AN kg 1218 AR
fe4g MIRA SyksEat BHEAT 700, $8H K-best
MIRA 534 K-best MIRA #ik. X FlH 1)
MIRA SR iR 2% > R B sh iR 2 i 4%
1, DT e 53 IR e SO B 5 P .

1 E TR ZR B FHRHEL

Wz AR AW A AR, X &l
P ES. XA X EREE T RR
—, WRAWE (X, —) 2—8K, W5 R —
BERR AU, B (X, —) BERRA © IR, 5
TR CEUEN, WA A AR R B A VAR
W HRBE B U AR AE Mo, D0 ST AR ) 1 ] 4R
A B R AL G R MOC 2R, AT BLH AR ok
F£ox. wAa)F “HORUS, who was half-man, was
worshiped by ancient Egyptians” 48R & 1
PR,

worshiped

A

HORUS by

| |

was Egyptian

N a

ancient
who half-man

BT BRI A A AR
Fig.1 A simple dependency syntax tree

XTSRS B BRI S (R Y ) K
Target), Hoig SCHH i — AR OC 245 B fifid 2
f)T IREEE SR )1 AR EAELE [ 48 Tar-
get A SZRURETT, M5 31X R AR SR A, FRATIRR

was

Z K Target MIOCEAIR].  H1IX 28 5B 1] 21 B 1) 1) o
R Sy S I] i) . A e SCR) R BLTE 2 Lok i,
TEAT 20 75 FE Loy 5 )58 U7 20, RATARIZ LL KA Ty
N SCRIRSERR . AR SR F 48 1 1 dn o 1) FH ARORSE G
FAIEAT E SCRIREARORN G I IR] ) 22 0 A

1.1 EXAIER

L1l 1RARIMEL

AL, TREC B 7 A AT B & X @5 %R
NZRTERE, M b slHCZE 5 1 SRR, 7588 LhsE X
f1) “HORUS, who was half-man, was worshiped by
ancient Egyptians” A, 8K )%k M. f#) Tar-
get s HORUS. SCHR [4] Fi5 i, & CAJAARHE %
Target A HPEUT i i slibn s 5 vkoE. He T, 1%
SCHERE I TR s, Bk {token_s,
token_y, Target, tokeny,token,}, A token iR
PR RN TR0 e 1) — 28 Tag #5id, token_,
Fl token, 4327~ Target [ Ja AR HIARIC, HKIK
EHE. DTG 6T N 3% 451 ) il B PR > A A A {
null, Target,,,who}. [FIFF, 1R AR B & LAJBIAR
15 i Target S HAHAB MM OC R v e, WIFRATAT
DUREGTE 3 AN A B L T i LA ABEAR

1) ApEA AT ESERI ANk A s, e X
FIHEAT FE S AT, ANTAS 2] —BRE AT 1 AR
P A SO FH (0 07220 BT #4842 Minipar4).

2) KRARVIHE: I Target HEMP KRR
A, XANEA) B AL N RS BT Tar-
get LEANER AT BT 24> )L 770 s, BT DARBERC ¢
RPN EA NE 1T AERBIN R
ZRINEWA, ralE: {who — was — HORUS —
worshiped} Bl &% {half-man — was — HORUS —
worshiped}.

3) PRIAARARL: SEALL T I T 1 v SRR, 3R
ITHEL Target 1) _F R AR &R, HRBE 0
{grandpa, father, Target, child, grandchild}, iX
AN KRTFHIRZ WA, [F B, 2% fE ) A AR
PRZARESIAN L, BATTIRAEXT R R bR il B 4. R FH AR
LRI, 8] ) v R AN AT A AR 51068 I AH [

F1 o EARCI R R
Table 1  Manual heuristics rules used for token substitution
&= qu| Fribrid N

i 8 Target Target X1 [ pos tagger, HAMNHES HORUS—(N)

is, am, are, was, were, be VBE was— VBE

a, an, the DT the—DT

ey CD 2008—CD

oAb A A XM pos tagger by—Prep
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E AR {N — VBE — (N) — V — null}.
1.1.2 1EiR A

BB VT HC i) 77 XA WA —Fo2 fEUL I (Hard
matching), 55— Fl 2K ILEL (Soft matching). Jrif
EVCHC, Wit — LEAAR 2 TR) RO R, dn SR P A RS
56420, WA BARUEHS, 75 WIANUEHES. —fBm
5, UL A AT Tt pr IS AL 16 5
B UL 7 v, 1 5 B S ARG 5 A B
—ANETLR, S4B 2 1N B bR AE Ak
ST )R] AT 55 916 SR U 2 1 2%
, ARICRY o S A (Unigram) M0l S
B (Bigram) ZeJEARAE R 5%, BOE & AR p
= {t1, -, t,}, WHIEER P(p) M~ 2K

P(p) = P(t,,- 1) = P(t:|S)) x

li[(/\P(ti|ti1) + (1 = N P(t]S))) (1)

=2

Horb, P(t3]8;) &kl S; BRI £ AFER, A
e tiE SRS TOnlE SR ARG A, | FOR
BRI (AT null). S54b, %8R IELhRIL )
HOUPAR T e %, FATEATIN 1 P Ab 2.
1.1.3 SE it

T (1) PEREBE N, FATRA S i KV
(Expectation maximization, EM) #E47 1kt 516,
B AN ZRFRORL A il B BT A SCRIBEARC o A,
JUPEES 5PN 7 W

B G iy
A = arg m/gxzp(tu 7tlj|/\) =
j=1
n 1 lj
J|4d
arg mAaXZ; [ Z; log(AP(t;t;_1) +
J= =

(1= NP(H]S]))
(2

~—

o, 1 RORBRIKIE. BT P(t,]S)) A
B, JEARRmXE A AT, BrROIFRSIAR (2) iF
SN R A T AR R R

FI 1. YIAE N, A € (0,1);

FI 2. FH FTH A

lj

I~ 1 AP (|t
)\:*Zl lz — (z|171) —
niobv—h i3 AP(t]t_1) + (1 = N P(]57)
(3)

P 3. HALE 2, HE N WSk

1.2 XEKiREE
SR AR] [] F A5 — LE SR TR IR AR 2 A 1 48 (Bag-
of-words), L&) V2 N FH 2 A 3 S & 4017 Fi
S X )R] R G b B0 L DG B R 1)
R Z K gevt 5 b in] [A] I I 8L (Cooceur-
rence). [AJHLUCEGBZ, W) ot R R B ). 5
KA R I, KRG R E T, IR %
JE I Y TR S0 Rk, ATE— R A T
B XIgE Tt [AILIE 77 (Local context analysis,
LCA). ey, SCik [5] & —Fii WiHE T TFIDF 4
I LCA J7ik, HoRHEE R(T, w) tWWHE I
SF(T,w)
SF(T)SF(w)

H T 2&hid], w 5 T e —4F 1) H
W, SE(T,w) Z&FRBASE T M w 6] F4L,
SF(w) 2t w a4, 1 IDF (w) WER
HBL w B SCRYEEI S, X R IE T B SR R B
FRGEVE 7 VPR B G S W] 5 3] 2 Ta) 1R ST B
R IX PP 7 VI A 2% S B R A) 7 AR 5 1R B 22
DA I SR [3] K 1] 5 18] DG IR FE (v B TN T R) 11
EEE .

R(T,w) = Z E(w,s;) x Score(s;,T) (5)

J

R(T,w) = —log x IDF(w) (4)

Hr
1, %MESJ‘

E(w,sn:{ N, (©

Horh, Score(s;, T') M rpCodnl v 51 A1) 4L
BRSO T 3CHR [3] BT e T RS THOm e
) SCRBERONY H 21 A AR TR R 6T i)
W Target, FATH SCR R IR FISCRIA, KRG D)4
BN TS S = {51,852, , S ). FE—DWETHY
(WA BT R 2R 5 B 20 2 X L RATTER A
R 518 O AR SCR AT T 8B HE, AH DGR =i
R I AP S Target SBEAHSC. 45 e T = A
T s, TATTHRAE 0] S Target MR HEXHI LR R =
{ri,ray -+ 1}, HEENWIGEBIN r; XY & L Ag 5
W pi. 4N, FIER) w WREEZ A0 L, B
W w 5 Target [OCHRBETHE A~

R(T,w) = ZScoreD(sj|w € sj) x Scorep(w)

J
(7)
Hrr, Tk Target, Scorep(s;|w € s;) Kt 7]
w MR)F s; ESORYIIRCE. S5 1 s; &5 Target
FH R L fi] SRR 6, TR AR 2 A SCE AT
TR G IR TR T 23, 100 ] s B A AR 2318 8 X
wrk:
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Scorep(w) = { P(éoi)’ ﬁ Z Z :i (8)

dw e, BRATTH R IR P A i 1 DR IBK 3 4Ll S K ]
If] .

2 MIRA &%

Crammer 1 Singer T~ 2003 F &z -4 H MIRA
R B fF MIRA S35 B Sh M B -+ ) 7 %
RIS AL oy BT 197200 g A BT AR ARE AL
) FBU2Y . SCRR [14,19—20] % MIRA k8T T
¥R, I CASEIUN gk f 2508 73 28, oot fs 1) MIRA
RGN

i1 (MR MIRA EiE).

BN GREA: (20, yn),

1 w9 =00=0i=0

2 form:1,--- .M
3 formn:1,---,N

4 min|w D — @
5 st. 8(zn,yn) — 8(zn,y') > L(yn,y')
6 Vy' € O(xn)
7 v =v4witD
8 t=1+1
9 end for
10 end for
v
W w=arw

M EREE AR AR W, M RRIERIREL, N
RRINGREARTIAN L, TR AR 45 R —A 11
Je ACEE v 3w, 10 v W2 R SR BRIt AN 1 25
S Ja ACE S 4 W 1n) &2, Collins E3CHR [4] 1
FRH, X4 5 BCE AT R T o> BTl G
RHIAS w0, otk J5 ) MIRA Sk, S2i bg—
A SRAF T 29 ARG AT I UK ) 8L 6T b )
BATAT LUAE B Hildredth 57758E Goldfarb Hykit4T
SRR, SCHR [14, 19] H 1 45 84 B0 380 & 1EL A3 AT
Pk s(x,y) R a) 1 o 205N y %,
PURBEEL Ly, y') R y 5 o FTESIEE KRR
2SR, [, O(x) WHEH o WTREF M TG
AIVERE. ENGE G B MIRA kg, 44 (5
51 A5, 6 17) HAIN T UNZRFA x A
O(x) FHIR y, MIFARTE E 7% > T O(x)
Moy BT, — ST, W O(z) 22—
HEPNES, ENARFMETEITH. R,
W O(x) Z— N KEEENES, RATLIE &L
RPN 1) B R ) AT R R AN F
GIGfE; 2) MR RIAE, WAAEER S = A A
% Nk, 78 MIRA SERERE B A1t — 2048 H
K-best MIRA FizhA& K-best MIRA #3:, LLva Ik

A )

EX 10T A AT R (2, y), Wk MIRA
ki 2 HIGI kAT 250 O (o) 1E LIRS
AT St O(x), WFRE MIRA 4 K-best
MIRA (fij#% K-MIRA).

EX 2. 0 T HHrZREB) (2, y), Wi MIRA
FRAEFTE T O(z) h, WHFME y JF4R, HIX I
RTE & A% 45 A b Margin 23R4, WK
% MIRA N3h4 K-best MIRA (fii#k DK-MIRA).

SENT 5 X 2 WABUX T, 1rE A% 1E
O () W, 15 2 [ 2% & A i 2R R y
(R A B . A SCKF K-best MIRA SR T XK
) 758 ] 5 v PR ok ) 1 HE P AR 55, SR B R &
M50/ i B R SR IR I i N 25 5 SR Bl
k (36K, ST e 4 T Bl i) R 2 R
B, WAR, XM TSk BCER HHESE R ARz
fEJ). WOl E I MIRA SLVLREME R 2 ) HEFE (1 3
TR RO, NI i VA M SIOd B 5 e A\
SEIIR MG ARG, ¢ W% MIRA R 24N
O (|O(z,)| x |Yi|), T K-MIRA 5 DK-MIRA ({15
HREEA: O(k x |Yi]), XH Y, Ror ap I HR. WA,
M @y RIS — A KBRS, K-MIRA
55 DK-MIRA (138 BEAR Fbs AR 45 E W S

3 RWEHEE

ARSIV T PUAL S50 R VP IRATT I R S, 2R
— 21 S0 A s SCRRAR VI, R VT
(1RSSR 5 1A 8 O R IR ABEAR, LA S D A A i T
Bc RO AR D BC J5 v 55 21 556 2 6 R I i [v) &= 1)
S, DL RS I DG IR S B VR PR RE; RS
S FRATTR AR R £ R I 25 MIRA, K-
MIRA L& DK-MIRA, MIifi%iE K-MIRA DL A&
DK-MIRA A &M, &a—H 5%, ALK DK-
MIRA 5177 TREC Z P JL/MES RGi AT L
AR =i, Hlggdsk 5 TREC 2005,
TR %k 3 TREC 2006. 5% — 41525 ()1 2
¥k H TREC 2004, W%k H TREC 2005.
FiAh, MIRA ZRF S A 35 % s 50 2 550 {8 F) SC
MR [13], BwEN 1, AP KN 50, 74N 4
SEG 2 A, BATSE M A s SIS ) L[]
ZPPI A e M, TREC &E
FARE BT T A7 SV AL s S G, 4 iz
W) Vital Nuggets fl Okay Nuggets. A Vital
Nuggets F78 2 KFEEME B, BR ARG 00R[A;
M Okay Nuggets #/r— A X 5 E. TREC B
R RGHALBH R L, THHRAN F(8 = 3) W&t
H
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F(B=3) = 10x P xR (9) MRS 5 Rk, HURH Kk Jeg B

9x P+ R
Hrr o R 4 Vital Nuggets 14 [F12, P Rk,
TEYH PRI v 2 WK [1-2]). %8 TREC [HVF
WARUE, SR [22] Wik T —E RBUZ ) B 3 vF
T H “Pourpre v1.0¢”. N T VFIEMYE, A SCHr
A S PRI 3 B TOX VR T, I HL R SCHR [22]
WEFE, RGEREHEAIERT 12 M) FAF R i)
BE.

3.1 EXAERTEN

FEIXAL S50, BATT 53 30 A8 PP R AR AT A4 3t
R ABEABEAT 3 S il 1] 255 363X P R SR
A, 4 590 K FH 2 DTG i R sk DU P %) 7 2ok 3k )
BEATHEY. BB Pan A AU 5B il R BT A
WS, MR IR Target, ik f) 1 s AT FlHCRIRAR

S IR IO TRy o L] 5§ VA A e U 5 = )
Scoregp(s) = ZP(pi\pi € Pa) (10)
TR Y % A) - R UC AL 7 E K
(11)

Scoregp(s) = Z P(p;)

MR EE R (IR 2 Pros) AMEE ), ik
HOR ZR AR 2 W A5, B DL IE 7 V2 34 2 - i G
We 7. L AE R, B S HE A DG e Fe =
T 0.002, IMAERC R BAR H, BRUL A L AR DL 32
1 0.004. [FIN, JGie R BRIL I TT vk S i DG C Ty
25, MG SRR T U AR . e R A A DL
TIUEIN, AMORER FR AR LU SRR 32 5 T 0.005, 1M
HIATEC VR EE 7V, AR ZR AR LG 7 AR B8 i T
0.007.

® 2 SCRIREAR K UL RS2 L
Table 2 The comparison of pattern and

matching algorithms

& AR + VERR ST F High
NP ASRR 4+ DG 0.301
NP ASAR. + DL 0.303

AR FAEAR + BEUCHC 0.306

AR MR + HRILAC 0.310

3.2 KEXIETE

R AR Z, AR AR LU =
T SCHRA A DOT VR BEAT PRIN: 1) BE TR FR AR
R DRIl 5 255 2) 6 T P AR ) S K ] i
PIRFSIR) I R N PRSI G RFS N
FVERE =R VEAE S 2.2 AT T VRIS A,

T Target FUHET G AN, AN B P2 HOB0OC K.
#* 3 A H bk =2OCHR 4 51 1% TREC 2006
() 5 S ) S PRI P 6 R AR A A HE A
FE TG ZR 1) DGR S E 7 v B A2 T SL At o
D7k, bR ST AT RN 3 1 I AR v 1) S
S T 0.008 F10.006.

K3 RPAMI T VLN L

Table 3 The comparison of related word extractions

SR HR v F &&i
ER SO TE 0.303
B B () SR TR Dy 4% 0.305
B TARAOC R I ORI  Jly H Ty v2k 0.311

3.3 MIRA &%

3.3.1 $¥EmE

16 EIRPASSEgG a3 VRN T e SRR AN
ORI AR [) B 1K P AR IR (A Rtk ARt — 20y
VS WAl G A A X PR SRERAE, JFiz2 H DK-MIRA
THHBCE. X TR S — Mgk e ) s, TATTHE 2%
TS SCIeiR] ) 2 2 [A) AR AFARLPE 1 by 25— 2R AE.
5 2R, R e SR RSEAR R FH v ) 1
gy, FAIHEBUIR L 10 WK AR A A R AE 17
. BIRXLERR P = {p1,p2, - D}, WX G
) s MRESE R IEE XN

(s, P) = (s,p;);_, (12)
Herp 55 5 AR o (s, py) 8 XWF:
(1 s AR p,
Y(s,pj) = { 0. 7 J (13)

3.3.2 MIRA, K-MIRA 5 DK-MIRA

FE22 3] 5 DR IE R 2 7, B 58X 2480 k AT
vl AT LI AE B BUEM 1 2] 10, 285 $EHL
BAEMEAE. 24 k B2 A1 3 i, A K-MIRA 5
DK-MIRA 4313 3 e dh ks, Mazi g 1 (WL 4
JroR) W BRATRT LA W AR D¢ R AR AIE B 5 4
TP REACREAE, X8 7E MIRA, K-MIRA 1 DK-
MIRA #2504 5 7 0.004, 0.003 F1 0.005. )
AN, 4 AE AR RCR AE A b N 3 T 0% AR i E
RIS, Jlegiidt— 240 4 7 0.005, 0.011
F10.018. MAr BB KA, W2 591 MIRA
Hk, K-MIRA Al DK-MIRA H T % kW & 124
. FIRNEATETT LA 1, W K-MIRA 7L, DK-
MIRA 76 A II N B 1] 1) 562 1T, 0 S A8 U7 A AR
R R B = 7 0.001 A1 0.003. T 244 i 5%
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AN O B 1] fia) B X AR AR, LS
T0.010, RCR . NI 5 ERUE, IIZRRIE AT
2, W DK-MIRA SL ik R RETS 21 5.

3.3.3 SHEHMtARFEMLL

5 DK-MIRA — I3l R4 4G: Soft Pat-
tern (SP)P), Human Interest Model (HIM)[22 A
FDUQAP3I, Mo SP, HIM f%di 3y i SCiik [22] #2
fit, FDQUA 2 &ATZ /i T &KW &4 (TREC 2007
EETHAE R, BT INME W, ¥R
SCHER [22] AR B E AR T H “Pourpre v1.0c”.
NI (WK 5 ProR) e LLE L, [F SPAHLL,
DK-MIRA {3 odt, Fsk@idem 17 10.5 %; 1
2 HIM 5 FUDQA, DK-MIRA /38R {57434,
SRR T 4.6 % A1 2.0 %.

# 4 MIRA, K-MIRA Hl DK-MIRA 2 [a] /17 b4

Table 4 Comparison of MIRA, K-MIRA, and DK-MIRA
FEAE MIRA  K-MIRA  DK-MIRA
AR YT 0.306 0.312 0.313
AR 0.310 0.315 0.318
AT + SR 0.315 0.326 0.336
* 5 HHAMILTE RGeS s
Table 5 Comparison of other advanced systems
SPI22] 0.287
HIMI22! 0.303
FUDQA!23] 0.311
DK-MIRA 0.317
4 #EiR

fcide ) 5~ HE A D 58 USR] B 25 f — M A0
FE5%, TH 5y ML 58 il 16 56 70 o0 U BUREAE, R
Joi B I SRR AR N 30 HE P VA AR 2R AR, AT
BT 9T A 32 BT HOBUOC &R 1 AR A, A4S 2 X
FURSEACRI SCIBE ] ) . SR Hd v LB ), B2
AR FH A7 B8 -l EDCPR) 2R, 3 i T4 O 3R
IR AE SE AT 2. AR5 FRATDRE 3 B Ak I T 3 7
LR MIRA, M 55 IR 3 A1) 7 1 H 7. STk
[24] B P4 H MIRA Hik, JEAECE FRGHGE
T MIRA Y Sh v A B K % 2 2R 10 . B
McDonald 5 Taskar Z&%f MIRA HyE3HT T &,
FICLSEBLOS S5 Mg A8t 20 98, AN SCHE gk MIRA
FOVESERE I $2H K-best MIRA (K-MIRA) 53
A K-best MIRA (DK-MIRA) ik, X Fh AL )
MIRA 5L Re s AR 45 2 > BE R 8 2)) 0 B 29 AT,

T B o S W SO 5 kg AL 481 MIRA
FIL, K-MIRA 5 DK-MIRA )45 8K ook,
th DK-MIRA 54 H] 5.

Bogt

& Udine K241 Luca Di Gaspero JoA 241t
TR R UK i 5 (Goldfarb 5E).
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