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Abstract

(NLP). There are two main measures on analyzing meaning of natural language at conception-relation level:one is the

Acquiring the meaning of natural language is a bottleneck to make deeper use of natural language processing

method of extracting characteristic vectors based on statistics,and the other one is method of computing semantic simi-
larities according to semantic dictionary like WordNet or HowNet. Both of the two methods have weakness when put-
ting them to applications, The previous is only applicable to analyze the meaning of those materials with big granulari-
ties such as paragraphs, documents or multi-documents, but is not fit for the applications at the level of sentences or
words. The latter can deal all sorts of relations between conceptions easily, but when coming to complicated modified re-
lations between conceptions and events, conceptions and conceptions or events and events, the semantic dictionary and
computing method shall be extended. This paper presented a new method to structure semantic knowledge base(SKB)
according to the modifying relation of real context; algorithm of computing unknown relations on the knowledge base
was presented; we pointed out the way to design the rules of constructing natural language sentences under modifying
relation and present the algorithm; in the end we made experiment on the platform developed in the light of the theory
mentioned above and the result shows the theory is feasible.

Keywords NLP, Syntax, Semantic, Modifying relations, Knowledge base ‘
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BARBARE &, B A EREFTH T XAFEE LB HH
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/NN, WordNet R RA AR A Z ], 125 R RA
BEINAZE JEAR  BHRSS0iR R, WA EMEREX
REBEAFAURR LK R . ETAHURRBHRES ER
[ERLRR B Z WA FEEEXR, WordNet R FE
BF LR, 0] LR A SR S i — i SRR IR HE
DRRFEEX RS AR EATEL S AN TREE A /87
AMEE, ZASEEEHREGRRR . AR ESHBSH
T, MR T 5% SCHR[4-7]. HowNet" B EIREZEA
WM ETIUERE CARE. 5 WordNet AR E, 761X
FRPE A R AR /N A ) R R R R . LURTE HowNet
RN B4 BB/ NE SO AR IR MR X B W R AR
HHBEAEmALE L. HEEREEAXRENAEXERH
B, HowNet HEEZEIMXRAE LT AR R 3P
O EE- S B HA-ARS 16 F. ZARERE
R FTHEM. 5 WordNet # H, HowNet 583 R )
SR EEY , A AT AL BRET AR Bk BT I IR .
MEET HowNet N HFEEFLEGRER. AES
BT B8 S U, A S BA 5 B WS k[ 17-20].,

FrameNet £ Fillmore &%) —fh B 7 FERESRIE Y
FHIGER M AINE TR® ., FrameNet ) H 924 %15
HR R A S — N B L SESE h pYIE SRR 22 18 Y
RERIIEALIE R (Valence) FE IR R . FrameNet P EE
A % (Lexicon) \HEZE (Frame Database) Fil 22 51t 7 1 04 4
4] (Annotated Example Sentences) . FEZRIE % Hip 1A K id)
R CFEEAFE ER) R REE SRR, .0 E L
BRI HTEIE R I B RE T 15 LR ITH,
TR FEREETHARNZE., HAT FrameNet E2E LT
#1 10000 AN BT (Lexical Unit) , H3 H A 6100 4 3
TTRERE, HEEXT 825 Ll L& L HEHE (Semantic
Frame) #l 135000 & tr kK HIF. BECEAMREET
FrameNet fBF 5T 3RE, FEEPE B R ETHE HHFHFE
O, M XR WS CEk(9-12].

BT FERENES FERHRENS T RIRERE
BRI FIR M S B BB THEE P EXE — S M MR A
SR AHER FE, AU AR B 31REUE AR HGE I
X#k[13,15],

R EES AR ERTR, A RS THERBES X
A B IR H B R B ALE S FRER . X
Tk AT X AR R ASSE S AR B RIS
RIKARES LUK EEESZ AMBAEXR. HEHWABE
PERSMNERR BT LB i B ARE S UK R Z B B R IR
8. IREEHX RIS ERNARMEXEREXLT 16 f#
BHXER, A—FH AMBRESHWEBEEIE—EN
AR A SRR ERE L. A T BRI A2
HEOARUEMX ) AR R AR BHX R,
XPUERHAIEM T —E MR, TEMITEESEELT
EH ST B R .

EAHEVARNES HERERRR A XEEE¥
FITH T £ 12 545 18 2 #9151 (Phrase Structure Gram-
man)U, SEIEEWIER AR LA —TREMIES, 7 e
TR R BREFT LN, EIBSHERNEHRREL
AR FEIE—TES PRSEEHAAFSEENATR
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SFF. IBERRESER AR BEM A RANE RMFHAE,
INATESEME S LI E WA R B A F 04 s, AT %
WA FZE S S EEN T, EHREBESAE
b — AR BRI X A BT T LT R B R R B GE
S ZFENTRIR, BE-BINHEE R -8 ARIE
BHAEBANRRNFERN, WEES TITEVAH, ScA%
R, NMETE LB TR ZANA., $EESERIEE
SHOTRCE SR A, % i 5 F R A B AT (J. Bresnan) fl
R 22 (R M. Kaplan) $#2 # T 18] /" 2 885 & (Lexical Func-
tional Grammar) ; 4t X BB ENLEER R %
B EEITEETERDT. R (Martin, Kay) 32 T 208k
4183 (Functional Unification Grammar), [ 4b, 1985 4F
F 2%k (Gerald Gazdan) F AR T LEIBLEWIEE (Ge
neralized Phrase Structure Grammar), 1987 4 3% #i £ (Pol-
lard) %42 ) ) .00 iR13K 3h 4 15 45 #9158 7% (Head-Driven Phrase
Structure Grammar) 43 T 35 T ERE EXHE U E
m[z}?s] R

FREMEREICAS FAEETEFTEWHNEN. &
SCIRE T —FEETIE RSN TS B
D] FHPFEBMR RSN 16 MY 2) 4 B i8] (] 454
KRBT HRPEIF R a0 ) il G DB T IUERET
TRNEME 6 R M DA A1 B LT T RS
HBMARRBAPBHXR BREBHXRERUTFHE
.

ASCE 1 N BINBEHERH 2 WA BETBM
KERAFELSNHE I TNBEASHESRH 4TS
NI BEERS T BEEGSENS BN IERA,

1 RABEEHEXER

L1 B REE

TR E] M O R R AR TE A BABIE U T — iR x
FHIr— AR RS XS R R, #

a Y MIT KINE ML N .

AR QRHE—1TJO L (IN—4TJO . (A8 . b —~
DERRBHXR.

XAMEHI R — PP 5 BLE, [F) i TR 20 3 f Bk
TERBAEEZ MR RR. AR EBE, &
RZEMHEXRMWRT MR, BT ENAETF.

b, 228 TR T eSS ) E g g .

c PEAM FRVEEERES.

BF R R E AR R X — e R R R,
R THEZRHF R 2R P EA WM XN LEBEAR
“FRVXFE—FhBERRE . MR MAER TP B
BARFEREMEZRN, RITEFEXWELXEPHASRK
PN B RR. .

d. —BRKATE T —3k KR,

e KRB BABAEBMANE L.

XA F, B ORAE” R B & a2 BB 1 “ vk 7
REEK AN B, BT ATE AL XA RBRAERBIMN,
Tl 22 1R F A 4 6 2R FRE A 22 1] B4 AH B 56 3R RS AP XL 1E TR
TTFT LK X B 2 A1 AE 56 FR AL A 4 R R 1) 22 TR 4B 4 26
R,



UEMMESHAMARXRN, BITASXH SR
U, R P B G B TR EARXR.EE
fIIRERF A CHR” LW EHHFARXER, BRI
“EERET AR E AWMU BRI RSB R T
AR LHARL MAAXFHESEEMES. HE, ¥R
MTEAMEESEARNENR. ERETFXHMNER,
BV THXNE LR IGESE 2 VAN 4.

FARRFTA RS 7] 4 2 R ER T LUFR) 22 ) B 41 5%
xR, TRHANRZE B REMEZAXER
—FE, BHAIAMERERGAREH R R E S, h A&
FB LR, MRS BRPIE RS B S Z R B E
XERABRAEELRMUNER. HinZ KNG REE L Rs
BaZERRA AN XR N TREARZEMSCRER
RELMAEBATFRER. WTFH.

f ¥R R .

g B HLRGUR th B AR R

FANMFARRETHMHEXR EE M EHYZ
ERIERBRR, “HHEVRE MR T 2 B H B R
R, IXRMBRREBNPRABHXREEIN, X #
MEFIE LTS R.

WMEXFRAB R NEEE, XXM X R NRERE—F
EPERHARTRNES . IRHXRNKRBEUEBHEE
B OEEKNARNEMA., ML, fASHEERLEEE
RIXTFHEYMIHT R R GEMHCMRWFTR T AH B X
MR XR, B RHEYENTENAZEENERE
&, DIaRf EAARE—HEBXR, BALTEE
FIRNZESEH SMRFFE . RIT A EE 2E MR, R RX
R SRR Y Y R B AT O, A R B A
hgie, MARESmMARBEYHRRNR AL RENXR, ek
BEIHMBHXR., BEAUNE, XEWMBHXFTERE
FINEIME R R B R

BB U, DL 2 ] o i 4 56 R AR B9 R R AT
DIB A WS R R , 8 B SE R AT IZE AR EE
WRBIFEX R EH HROXRATLIEAREER FEd#
BN, EEEERN AP RERBEESTEAAE, BT
PEMTFHERBENNHEEEHACANRREE.

EX 1GARIMEHEXAR) BB EESENPRHREZ
B —MIRFX R, Z X R T HA—7x 55— "R .
PR LER ST B S FE UL
1.2 BiIXRPAR

RBEEXERPHAM LR Z MM ERHER, FEERER
B AL ) P A0 G5 H ST ECHE F 5 1R (] A B 1 6 R R L
F 16 AL FRHKAL,

a. BIYE CRKEIFIBITEIR Z B % R . &4 7 14 i 3hfEiR
o R ;

b. 24k (IR AR AL IR 22 IR L R L 84 7 1) th AR LA
EADEX.SEIF

c. R (EHIFAFRRFZBIMX R BT R R A E
EAEEXNEDE

d. A GRAFHFS R Z B MR, B B B EAE
R 5

e. B (HARE BRI Z BN R, BArE AT 5. 4.

TR A 1 7 1] th Bt iR 8 | B ARIAD 5

f. e CBARAIABRE I Z B A3 5, BARRIAT 03 . 4
AR R B 7 A b PRAE 1 1A H ARIAD 5

g ER(BAMERFAZERNXR, BinEN &7,
477 ) o B B AR 1) HARIAD 5

h. ¥ B B BRI B IR 2 (A B R 81577 18] H 3B i
R B ;

i, e} 1] (B[R] 45 0 B £ 18 2 ] 99 5% 2R o 488 445 1] bt i ] )
HEEED ;

. 23 18] (25 (AR AN B V6 1) 22 (8] R 56 2R , A4 7 i bt 25 1] 37)
E e ;

k 7R Oy AR SRR Z 18 5K &, 5 Xid 7 v 4 Bl
R, By 18 e Oy AR | SR 5

L TR(TARMSERZ B RER, TRETHME.
AR SR, M D5 1] B R IRE 1 B4R 5

m. 35 (HFR AR I Z B R R, 5078 % A E
R B T 1 B 3E RS 1 B AR ;

n, BRRA CRSE MR Z B K R, RS 7T
& A JEAREENE B 0 dpRE R R 5

o. FZEX R EIAFBIE AL 1R Z [ K F& , B M 7
fe el X SR R 3R R ALIRD 5

p. AR B (M SR AR Sy b 8] L 2 (] L 7 L TR BRR
REFEXBEPNREZERXR, iR E D .

2 ETEHEXRMBNSH

2.1 EASHER

ERNRARESTREZNEHRA BAMIEAR
EEABKEONE IBASTRARN THREBAIEXL,
LUXBIEMREA N BN . BEECREGP SRR
WZEWMHERR. &A0HTE % KRR & RIR% i,
EESPTE USRS TR, RS R
BRI A3 B R, R BN R IR — S B WA TR AT
AT 55 R A2 1R A BT B0 Bl b 2 — 2R B DI AR 4 B R
BiE AEE /MIE, RE AN S NMEIER AR, X
BB EERSE TS B ER AR, R AE
EFHENFRTR . RTXHEEP RSP REEEE
8. RIS THY B, 3 T IUE X R IR IE 2 (8 [ iR RN
BEE R EMBIERSAE ARG RS ES
B3 FiatEsE, i TEMHES —ASHRNARBEE, X
FEBL T LA IR RIER A S E R — R KA, X &
A FRREM AR BRRMGER BT H B L
AU SRR B FIHRAR R LLB B SR ) TR T BB SUA B AR AR
TWHERINT AR . IEE Xk, BUE MBI R SR8 E
BXFRNCAHME RS 380 72 1RIE I SO L A S BOR Ik
SERRE A AT A EXE. AR TRNTC RN ARE DA A
TRBHIEINT RANRRBE.
2.2 ETEHXRNBIVIWIER

IR E LA FHRZ E S R E S HRERE X A
REFIHAREETAE 1 2R,

TEFSIHTIER T B4 X R AR Ak R &R, &
RLIRIE M G 56 2R AR o BT AL 0 (30 B T LA A2 15 A +P BN
B8 35 @ X AR o R B R T T LU E i
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AAAFTR Z BEBI X R . B TREFMTREDRA S
YR, N I TE 43 B3 B8 o T LA IR A ik X iR R 5
ANy UguPdal 1 PEEILTG: &

EREEES
| _BfaedEs __|EEEX

EX { EEEA

EXER

FEBHEEE

XEER

BHEL

1 ETEHRRES HER

2.2.1 Mé&k

HA) R BB AE TR 5 Y L B2 v 29 2 1R A M ) F Lo i
BAEEANRN, 8550 840k E 52N A
HABRSER. THE SRR BRSBTS R N
R A kR RN . BTG FR—MEERS
e EHEM 24~ 55 MBI LA, B LR SR B M L REM
AT M T E U A F. ARIMETEFEE 25,
TERRE TR R RGN

FABWBBEHRER:

a. SE B RS FED BN R R R R R
%, ABTB;

b EA B RE ER JBEH RV AR TRAS,AR
T Bf;

c. FRBWHLE . ATTETF BT ET BE LB EL
Hl;

d. £ Rl—184 P —A 18 o) LUk &2 4~ Es i, — 118 R AE
Bifi—A~ 5 SMYiFE

e.[a]— ARG R A4l A o+ o B AR Al g, LB SRR R
&) ;

{. gietiin g # T et B, R . R . 5 K.
TH.ZE.EEE R ESEmEE EEMBUFHES .
2.2.2 EXEX

HRESPHRE—BEW BR” ' ERH"E, S
F ARYETFRA  HERBREEEX. 55 —&iEmE
AR BIERRE . H” A B R SRS A R AR
B MMEIESUER, FESIEE X LRSS N T
B, B eI R T ARE S R g 5 R R FEE AT
EHISHHT
2.3 BEFBIGEXANEALTTE

EFBHXRAOEQMTE U TILNERER.

MIBSHREE ., 5106 R AR R XHE A T At i &
R A5 S X E AR E A B A AT R e A
HrG BB X REFBIAIRES,

SHEALE, ZaBREBERRMIBMES . —BaE o
HaFFREERSES ), BB BBUEE PRSI
A FHATE XARIE. AWHEIE b AR - 7 e
B R BB NN T AT EBUEHAT/RA . e
WA, 40 TAERE AL RFESWHRAN T ARASES
#WaFLERIERRLY.

HF-Efk BE BEE FNH BHEFE ¥BE
2B BT R# W K JEEL

HHAFIEXE. NEmGHEMET, KR E B A%
BaE A R B BT R, R ERIRE R e R
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AWAZEBRERAEMEN LR HREHLDEMLE. &
EREEAEHXETEAFEXR. B2 E8RT - MIFH
ETRMRRIE LSRR 1 RHMBINBHERE, F
—A ) TR RE A S RIE ST .

H2 ETBHXRNITH

1 ATHEHBHXRE
Modifiers HeadWords

Index Index DescWord  Index ObjWord Relation
1 1 H 4B 2 K& B
2 2 kY | 3 BRE MR
3 4 EX 3 BRE Bt
4 5 B4R 7 F-3°8 [
5 6 ¥ % 7 21 #HE
6 7 2 4 EX HEME
7 8 R 3 ERE Bk
8 9 A H 10 i R
9 10 b £ 11 & ¥
10 11 * 12 B TR
1 12 HE 8 Cig CESE S

BRENER . NEATTRER P EaE CR /MY
MR R BT R. B AR LIS EA TR E,
B EEEARS.

EHRRE. KRB REMBB X R
P, XHETE SRS R P R R IR LURBID R

3 BRASHHEE

FIVTRBTETEHXRINEAHITARMESR, &
BHRERT B U MEBRBANEREANBEXR HE
HSABEAPESHEMBIHAR., BTN ERIBEEE
BT IR Tt E MR ER T A BB AR,
THE RS BHALESHE XA EAL REHHE 5
WHEE.

EN 205 BEEREFEGSTRONEIRE, §
BR—WTHL =(C,R,Rn,Rf) K C=(c15c15+5¢,)
B—1HRAEESE;R= 9Cj>)%<Ci Wj”‘ﬁ%'%v {ciye Y H
C PG Z REH AR, P (o) RRBHRNES,
{c;  RA BB MR ES;Rn RBWRELBNES;Rf £
R B Rn Z [BIHBLES .

EX 3GAIEMRE) HiEMXERRERER T
FHABMERORE. & a.¢ RAEKWHIDIARREE(#
) Weise; ZIAERAIEMRBEIEHR ST (eire; ) s Rf ) e

FTHE STKeire)) Rf ) ESLUEER

RT()={d{{c,d)ER} i

RC()={d|{c,d)ER or (d,c)ER}

RV(cns ) ={Rf|Rf=(Rf,..,, =Rfq. ) or Rf=

(Rfoey =R S0}
é\



0, Cj &RT(C,)

« )
C, ¢ ERT() ARH

E((Ci;Cj)nyc‘-.cj )={

Filane) Ry ) =RRG0C (f,C B0 €
RC(C‘,))"}\"J
ST(cire;) RS, )=1§/I;a1x(E,F,,)

EX AETENR) AFEERRRGRERNNTE
R, BB S, WERHMETE O KB XBEXN SE
8,

B W(SRIEM S FRIENES,R(OREM S HiEH
REWMES MRS E RS M RME S, MOR(S)
RPEMARNES, N

MO(R(S)) —M(R(8))#1 or W(8)—M(R(S))#1

009
SE(S)= 1 —_—
1/ 2 IST(C,' »¢i)s  MO(R(S))—M(R(S))=1 and W(S) —M(R(S))=1

i=1,j=

1 BUSHEE
311 Hik#E

HEVGEXEER)

S BB AT FIUT HES KB R &

c:S HidiE

R:ABMXRWES

M. BiiRmES

MO: BB RE S

(DI =1

(2)WHILE I<<=LENGTH(S) DO

(3)ret: = caleST(c(D,c(I+1));

(OIF ret==4 THEN

(5)newParseTree;

(6)ENDIF

(DIF ret==1 or ret==4 THEN

(8IF c(I) in M THEN

(9)newParseTree;

(10) ENDIF

(11)recRelation;

(12)ENDIF

(13)IF ret==2 or ret==4 THEN

(1DIF «(I4+1) in M THEN

(15)newParseTree;

(16)ENDIF

(17)recRelation;

(18)ENDIF

ant.=I+1;

(20)ENDWHILE

(21)calcSE;
3.1.2 HE#9

calcST(a, o) RPAREMINETH 0, b WMZ AR EH B
Wik R, HHELRATER 4 FER: (Da BHib; (20 Bifia;
Ra,b ZETBHRFE; (Da BWib HE b6 Bfa. T
(@), FEIEFS R BERE F 08— R P74 BT B 2 1845
b b B MTFL.

R c HEHiE, B c BEEM F, i T E— R A gEE e
B AR, T — AR .

NewParseTree Fi¥ — M8 , L o4 & %I 3B 53 F 4
WER,

RecRelation 3§41 85 10 5% 8 R o, A [ B9 53 18 X g
AFE# R.

CalcSE R W8 SR BT B 4 A 718 L&, B8
X BB/ ERBA RIS R .
3.2 ERMEEZ
3.2.1 Fk#id

Bk 2GR M- MR )

R={(c,e) i, j<=n} . BHERENEE

()SET T=EMPTY

(2)SET S=R

(3)WHILE S NOT EMPTY

(4)FE\:TCH an element{ck,c;) from S

(8)IF {cksc1? not INT

(6)ADD {ck,c;> TO T according to sentence constructing rule

(7)DELETE (ck,¢) from S

(8)END WHILE
3.2.2 HiE#W

BB FIEXRRZAHRKE RES, BE X
ST R, R T B A OTR IR X R R R Z R E
HHAR,
3.3 BAsRsnEE
3.3.1 HE#s#

Bk 3GEREHRIEE)

S EAIAEEE

R:AEMRENES

M:R HBHMARES

MO.R FH @B MHiANES

SW. a1 F EiEE ; PW. 1) FiBEE; OW. A FEES

(1DSW= EMPTY;PW= EMPTY; OW= EMPTY

(2)WHILE S NOT EMPTY

(3)FETCH an element ¢ TO SW from S

(IF ¢ not in M THEN

(5)ADD ¢ TO SW

(6)ENDWHILE

(7)FOR first element to last element of R

(8)FETCH {c,d) from R

(HIF d in SW and (Rf=“ZH4E’or RI=“A4k’ or RI=‘RE")
THEN

(10)ADD ¢ TO PW

(11)ENDFOR

(12) FOR first element to last element of R

(13)FETCH <(c,d) from R

(14)IF d in PW and (Rf= ‘XK’ or Rf= ‘BB RAE"
THEN !

(15) ADD ¢ TO OW

(16)ENDFOR
3.3.2 HE#EHwW

ZREEREEREAXRRBENTHE IR EEFTE
B4, el e A FRE B RS E.

4 WAREGRIH

RT M ET MR RE LS E R EHT
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R HRIE S SCREROR TR . YRifENBRIEFTIEXL
AHRRF S R AR RE R B E VR EENE ARA #
B DUEAEW E . B RERZRARIGEE AL EERE
%, AXRFBHNGE. W ER BT HTHE, ALF SR
. EHIEERIRE AR BRBRENAARR . FE
PR B /BN I TEFIE BEHREEHS.
BUGHE .. BHEPAEHT#HREREREANARUEM
KRR EBE) , AT LU RE A A R 3
I GRIHAE

WLH B AR T RAIEAE B BB X R IEERL |, REE
BE AN R B 6 B IE RN . e B g T
IS, BEFAZE 100 MEA (1854 MR E) FAZE
300 B (4636 4K F) FIFEAE 500 MF A (7723 K
OB IDRIAE 10 MEAMIIRE#TRIRNER.

T E ST R AR

EX SCRRMW THE RDAR)

L T
RDAR="""0 5 0

EX 6CEFA Wi [ RDRR)

I ER % R
RDRR=""g ey %%

2 BARTE I DARER AT, WiXB B 653 R Ak
IEERFEME R,

F2 FREENGFHXRASEHRNEEE

Relations in KB RDAR(%%) RDRR(%)
1854 40,0 18.2
4636 48. 4 38.3
7723 60. 1 69.5

MK 2 WTLAE ) X R FIWIE# R A A W R E mHRE
RREREM, 2R E EIHEE. dTYXRBEON 155
BRXRBHUATFHERHRRBED  ERTHETME
CATHREHELEEERHHEL.

RIBRT 3SFAERT AREEBXRMPFAITR . B
e R UG AL (DO FIE i A X A% T B (RO M IEE A AN
E %,

#3 HBERRAREETEOERENERE

Relations RDAR RDRR
in KB DC(%) RC(%)  DC%)  RC(%)
1854 38.5 444 13.0 5.2
4636 45.7 57.1 27.9 10. 4
7723 63.7 53.8 46. 8 22.7

M 3WTLLER X TR RN [ R, Bt AR
236 2 i 07 R R R T @ A ST BB O =X W%
KR FIMTIE R, BTH AT AT BRI X R ER R
FHUCRE IER R 5, 35 =17 BRI LR SE B 2 LU AR et T
FrAE XMIER RN T HARET X RO — e R
i A] R XA M TR = A RS T4

3T RGBSR R AT LAHTHRGER U, BR B
AAWHERREER ., B OWARRIE T ESEHRKN5
B, AP REREZ R RA SRR AR REEAT
W BT R BURFE .

HRIE  AOCRM T —FETEE Z e X R A
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