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Abstract: Compared to classic natural language processing tasks like Q&A, script event prediction has garnered less atten-
tion. In order to deploy subsequent events appropriately, script event prediction intends to accurately forecast future events
with a given contextual event. This study is quite important and requires summarization. Based on the script event prediction
task, this paper firstly proposed fundamental concept of script event prediction. Then it described argument composition and e-
vent representation learning in event characterization. Also, event representation learning was shown from embedded coding
and semantic enhancement; Next, this paper summarized script modeling approaches from event pair, event chain, event
graph, and integrated modeling in detail. In addition, it examined the impacts of different models, and horizontally evaluated
the effects of the existing models. Finally, this paper provided a summary of the issues with the present study, along with an

outlook on promising future research areas.
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VRSBS54 S & AR R B ) B 2 5, mT LU E 28
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predicate 52 F4 b H 18 15 3l1A) , dependency 5 3fa] Al 3= £
ZIERTE AR OC R, a0 i = B i) A

SCHRL2 T B4Rt W S 2R 5 ik AR N G S AR 2 A 5E
TAERE T ERMEERL, R MR HEARZL, HT
F S SOA G Z — B0 A8, BT AAS ) A (00 S 2
WHUR GBI R AA, X FX R mY KERT,E
TR I RAR 2 (o, obj) , JIT LA go” FIR MR BRI 2
KBRS, BT R F R E MR X B R Y,
7 L), Balasubramanian 2 A V451 T Rel-grams , o254 32 /R 15
K (Argl; relation; Arg2) X FhOC R = JuA AL T 50 B4k
MR T, Hoh Avgl FORFMIY FIE, Avg2 FORF
HEE1E | relation 26/~ 4% .03l . 4N, “ He cited a new
study that was released by UCLA in 2008 (5] F T i K243
AZWLI3 L 2008 £ A A B —WURT I 9) 7, AR 7R R (He,
cited, a new study) (a new study, was released by, UCLA)” , &
SRIXFP A SRR T AR (HIS I T A FoR e, N T
WD FR B DA B AR i S R Bz A RE , AT X S R il
FTHSE AL R A5, AR P75 0y ( person) , cite,
study) (study, be release by, UCLA)” .

DI b TAE AR R A RS, P2 RMAdEr,
40 “ Mary emailed Jim and he responded to her immediately
(Mary#s Jim & T HE4E, Jim SE BRI T k) 7, QSR AR 48 BT o5 K&
W SR T Ay SR S5 7 AR W S R Bk . 58— 2% ) Mary Dl 52
A, HoZ 4% 26 78 O (email , subject ) ( respond , object ) ; 1iij %
Jim , ZE45E W F2 7R M (email , object) (respond ,subject) , AJ LAYE
REN B AT RE 227 R 2 AN FHART, I HE O St Z )
WA R . R, Pichotta 25 N/ 4R 4 4 £ 0 i F1F
FORIIE XM R AR A SR Z M A B AT
KRR A (e e, e,) o o RGO BN, e, £
REHEE e, RRFMMNETE, ¢, RARFHHAITEE,
B v ZAMYAEATSECER T LUE null (F-3R7R) , null IR irds 2
5 SR A T SO G R R B Sk A B R R
email (Mary, Jim,-) F respond ( Jim, Mary,-) . H1 o] W, X F
FEF R 7 AT DIR I 22 1) SCAR R 2540, T RE R A —
PR BRARE AR S G VE N IA M RIR

T RN AE AWl i 230 T F A Fon . SCHRk[ 4]
R R Z IR TeE R 3R J7 vk R T AR s 0 ) s 4 R
R ERERWFERRTIEE AR, FERREE
TGP EERY , S P SHATE R B AR i, (HREXT T
FER 1 SERIN S, Bl B SER B 30 0 — A~ A 3L 2851 )5,
K F XA RE B ER T o LA order( people, food , -) Fil or-
der( people, car,-) il , AR i 45 SCAS A I food Al car,
IR AKX F A TCE AT X 4 o 3T LI, Ahrendt 25 A
R TETSHHENER, KA SCARR B S 5 H D
M 4E (PLE) ,PLE B — 3R M E N2 5 E RS H R, B
) — e X2 Verb(P.;ubj s P dobj ?piobj) ,Horp Psubj ~P dobj i pioij:IEéE:
RPN EE BRI RS, R MR E
B HEEIEMREEIRENS 5 E &, B The waitress
brought us some water( JR %5 5145 T AN SC—267K) 7, Hoh B
i water 5 5 FFRE NI N A customer, 4 W [ PLE KRB
M bring( waiter, drink, customer) , SEEGFRH, BAfHLAR 02
B 5FE U E IR . it — 0 M S ke
Pichotta % N $ifF R B HLICAL v e, e, e,,p) , FRATER
FAFIRITIEMAR Z AL T — A1 TT po

Fff b A HABE R, A28 A AR i e R0 AL A
JEE XA BN T DA AL MG 5 R R, HE IR RO 3ROR
Bk, Lee 28 A7 H AR AF 354 A 22 3 (featured event em-
bedding learning, FEEL) , FEEL $ 55 {4} 2 75}y (tok (e) , sub

(e) ,obj(e) ,prep(e) .f, (e) .f,(e) ) B, B A& A B4
AT A AR S 1, Ho ok (e) 2 KB Ta) R HUK I R R 5
PRI AR IRRIE , 3 Ab = AN FEA L sub(e) Lobj(e) Fil prep
(e) & L HZHI LAEARML, 73 BIRER E A EiE =i i
B, PIDNATKLEE JBYE £, (e) fs (o) 23 R T 91 e 7k
MEERN MR R, £ (o) W& ZFIFEIR RS, 77
ST HSL R/, (o) [RIFEAL & =Fh A M A5 B 6 AL,
SN A G AR 0, DA “ Jenny went to a restaurant
and ordered a lasagna plate(Jenny & IE S T —/ T /21)” K
%1, FEEL 0] LI 3K 2 LA Jenny S F 44 E M WA F 4R R T2
2,530 ((go,subj) , Jenny, -, restaurant, FPS7, 7 A vt ) A
((order,subj) ,Jenny, plate, -, 157, H L) o bR T HMA4E
N FHERESZAS5E, B0 5EXN RN ELE
HA—E R . B, T RIS 4 ) 3 41 L3RR, Bai
A5 NSO SR B S T B IR B SRR R B R
(v, a0,a, 0, ,0) ,H v ag a, Bl a, 53 HICERB)IE . FE
TG WA I LB R A
SRR F BTN A R AR AT S
B, MR AT R L EEFER . N T U —n 8, iF
RTEATENENFRRITE, ZIEFMPPEZMER, LI
PAFERMNE LFR . SRFOERENER 1 PR,
1 ERMBITHE

Tab. 1 Classification of argument composition
%' TRMIR 2451
1 (predicate; dependency) [!] (go,obj)
2 (Argl ; relation; Arg2) 3] ({person) ,cite, study)
3 v(ex,en,e},):” email (Mary, Jim, -)
4 verb (P uis P dotj Pioby) (5] bring (waiter, drink , customer)
5 ”(e.\-,%»epaﬂ)[ﬁ] ( (pass, route, creek ,north, in)

(tok(e) ,sub(e) ,obj(e), ((go,subj) ,Jenny ,NULL, restaurant

6 . r N
prep(e) .fi(e) fa(e)) 7] T A AT
7 (0,090, .a5.1) (8] (‘email ,Mary, Jim,NULL,
PR KRR -

Mary emailed Jim)

1.2 FH@ERRES

R BT E R UE R TR E R R A1t
FHLAT AR TS, BN R4 o R R R R 1
MR FR PR T REM AR B HF T RINE R . AT 3R
U WA 1 5 32, T8 2 25 JRAE Sf R 3 m TR Rl B AN AR
RIE SCH 5 .
1.2.1 #AN%H

HFoR A SR TR 0 T LA
TSR mERR . FRAE T WRR, 7] L4y A 4 T iml 1)
53T 2 M4 TR LA

1) FEFim) ) & fiE A A

WA AW R RS T ARA A, D ARBR”
R 5 AIR#ETAKAGEBB T ARHA
7o BT R AT BRI A B R, BT eI S
Ja I e 25 855 — 1 A R IR AR, BT LA FE SR 4B (A BT
KA RE R 24 B Al i S0

TFSE R B, A0 P 1 4t > 28R 48 > B G 25 50k i i g
B, BIPEHAVEE  — A~ A SR . 36T I, Mikolov 25 A1)
P T —Fh I 2] 1) 2 A AL T —word2vec, 2 2% > S i 1]
RN RN LB E B L RS — S, 1
— AR I AT AR R F AR R 1) i SRR R AN TE
TR TR LR, BRT $2H word2vee e 2) J5 i 1) i
71 , Mikolov 2 A" ¥ 5% BT [6] 4 B0 im ™ Jig vk, BV FRT 84 1)
BNEAT L= A B AR, W vee (“HET) + vee (“H
AR ) W2 T vee (AU ) o 18I FE 0 2 Y 1A] (] B 1E
ATAR ISR D4 e ) = 1 o s [, AT LA 3 431 FH IR 1 A
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B AR AT R M A 58 B O . Bk, Sl
55 R AR 1 Y LU R G 145 20 1 e o DR AR I 1Y
TS BRI R T X ) o Y P

2) LT 2 W25 TR LA

BARSCHRL O J 82 (9 ] 0 ik S Pk vy RASRAS A
25 SR AERI R s S M AR X ) 1 % TR =01 4 o 2=
P T AR, BN, “ She throw basketball ( 435 ¥k ) 7 5 “ She
throw bomb (fth4734E L) 7 275 S AH T i ] 1 o, (HIE X PIA>
BRI ARAIL . T s — ), Weber 45 A
$EH T T 5K A (tensor) 14 28 P 45 21 B AT A0 AR - 5
A B EE TR AR E TR WA Z AR A, FoH A EE IR
P IETE WA A SRR A FIE R OCRE R, 5
PR oR i i 20 18 SCALA A B I AR AT D3 i Tfe vk
HAFHMTE L R, B AR I0 HA 40 2
255 RIS A S R R B R ) R 2200

Wil 1 2 P28 1 R e, B ) 12 T8 SURAIE SR BT 55
b MSCAR B AR BURRE . Socher %5 A48 L —Fh T2
A TE LI 33 T p 28 ) 2% A5 Y ( matrix-vector recursive neural net-
work , MVRNN) ¥4~ 5 18] R 45 155 0 FH — A 17 22 A0 — 4N 4 B
FOR B SR IETAZEAE , BT I 3 )0 20 G R, T A
SERIB RS RV B A R s T R A T R . 2014
AF Modi 258 N1 35 H e FH— 4 TRT 28R 16 21 5 AR R SR B R 21
) R HAB TR X, A8 G AT 4l 2 2K S B AR T Y
R RSB E R R FRR . J, Modi 2 A X
PR TETH A HAFOR IS B T, SECR R I HEF AR S
ARG, 7T LA A HE Y AT 55 2k 27 2 i AR PP Al AR
B, B PR R AT BT, T2 — L 1 1]
TSR0 vl 5385 A AL LR, T AT A R A4 7T LA ik
ATl T S5 70 S e v 2% ST A5 31, 207 ik AR AE
A [ ) 1 2 () oy, P 2ok 45 1 8 P 4 AR A S 1 1)
Fmo SCHEROS5 ] NRBEA ] word2vec FIZH G Bl 28 W 25 5
AR TR R EDHEE , A SR S
W ST R I R T G, SCER16 19k,
B — R TR, 0 HFHE PN E IR SR
JFEEH < a) IR FEE T F A 0 1R 3T )T HES 3 b) J& F [l —
AT HHNTHAT . TR0 2546 R 1E, 4
WERE R — O T ERE, BT LA, Hu S U R B
SCRGNIY )2 K 5 11842 M % ( context-aware hierarchical long
short-term memory , CH-LSTM) , I F X R i) F S0 #0457 15000 o
CH-LSTM BB & — 4~ )2 9 LSTM 2844, 28 — )2 FI ok 4 5 1
B B B AW B — A ] £ 25 8] o5 55 2 N2 X W
R FFHT I AT RIG, HAie 256 T B S0 8
Eo
1.2.2 &3

FET 0 EE R 25 1) 7 A% O AE T S i A B ) 23 ()
TP, AWM RS TR iESUER, ik TH 4T
R E RN, BRI A GRS 7 ] IR R R
WS (H NS A 22 0015 2% AT Rl 2 % & W 3540 1 & AE 7P AR Y
Wiy, HAS R 05 i R A AR o S SR Gy b e
SRR A GRS TAE A SE At Lk — 25 4 o SO R 0 AR, A
B RIR 22D TR .

AN R FAETE SR BL R, ME DL X 2 544 22 (] b 11 22
o —J7 1T, AR A2 e LR A D S BN Sy R
BRSSPI T e, 10, X threw bomb” (X $34E#) FI*Y at-
tacked school” (Y 282248 ) 5 75— J7 I, A0SR BG4~ S i)
BRZ M EN AR/, W45 5 Bl w5 Ay BE 25 B0 B P
M) i, A A AR AR LR, #1140, “ X broke record” (X FT1%
IE5%) F“Y broke glass” (Y TR T ) o fH AT &AL 19 B

KA, PyHET” A R A HR R TR e, I B A AR
i BARMLEE s N2 58 BT OR R, “4TROC %™ AT g 1R
2% B TR 77 T BECo 7 R AR VEL R 14, BRI I BN g DG B
RN Ry 7 RE X R OL , W58 & TS b 25 A AT A K
Z: 5B RS ORI TE SCHEAT I 9 . SCRRLT ] 48 1
f FEEL R R & )1 )8 T 1 U9 i) TAEZ —o BB TR ]
7S TCEL R 75 TR B TS S R R A AR R L R
N7 AT LA I K SOAS (5 BRSO AP A . 284813, 2019
4, Ding % NN T AT LA O FOR B 2 ) RO
IR AN BT RS S MR R U T ) R i
rF i F B 1 28 R 45 ( neural tensor network , NTN) [0 4 g =5 {4
FORBRY R AR MR e i A AR E S 0 ORIE S
TR ZH MM H R R, BRI, B R R 14 ]
5 JER A — S0P AT LAKS B 0 5 2k i 08, BT AR AN 1 RS
SR PRI TE RA F 0 B S 55 1 REIRS S 4 AR

B T FE S B SEE R B SO RE 2 F ISR R
[ A2 OC R N Z B AR OC R . BUEUR R AZ—Fh
SR, A Al AR o S S PR BE Rl . Zhao S A
FHE AR R R OC ZR 0 0, AT T 7 — G 3 e
PR P 2%, DT DR R 9 g o AT A 381 — R A IR SR A, 5 S
R PRI 2R P 2 i A B 1 5 1) s W B AL T SR D G A A
HE T T HABRL T . 2 W5 B, AR RNV A% A 0
PR FE AR, S 580 A A S SRR, s T 5
T2 AT A3 ol P TN 20 A0 7 T ot 2 40 2% il 5 A1 308 T 4L 4
AL BEXPRE R U S B0 5 R i B0 2RO Bk, SOk
[20 )42t T K-ADAPTER , HARSE 1 FUI ZRA 2 19 J5t oy 2 5,
SCRAFSERYFIRTE Ao & TG AMER AN Jr ik, Sk [ 21 ]
PR T HREE” “ SRR " A0 e R A" =515, B M
FIPVE BN RL G5 ARR I, 5O AN L, = Fhr
BEIRCR A 0. 44% W4T, BB 7B RAE TE
KTy AHIC G = T A B2k, RIAE AW o 150 0 08 P 21 1 )1 i
RHZE R WIS BT 22 I 2% RE AR 11t R G 1 T R
BESCHR (22 14 S 18T 2 o1 R, PLS A — ST 7 728
{1877 20k e ) S 0 47 B A, AT S IR SR A
1.2.3 )\ %

AT XS PR 27 2] O s P AR Y ) RS PR RIEA T T
S, IR 2 s,

2 HFIREI I
Tab. 2 Event representation learning methrod-—,

] L el [T
AA_E e
pam TR A XHRL9,10]
EFHE AR R _—
BRSO -16]
= P 3=
s CUIEELBEE e tama (7,17 ~22]

REEREL

Toie S PR A T SRR S8 S F SMR (5 B A
PR IEA T S5, H AHSE TR AL R B 20R
DRI AT B AT 2o T T 1] i f) T i e ) e A AR 1)
IR T RS E 20 E L, (R 5 0 3R 18] 52 14N 55
P19 i R0 5 0 28 P 45 14 7 i (P 22 I 5 A A SOAR 32 B
AL T b , Ao 1 B3R IR, (5 7 0 rp s
FTE A, BT L Z 0 1 SCRY 5870 8 B 5 O B 0 110
TSR L TR T SO 25 R A FANIRE S, R SO 58

2 HAEE

B AP IIRAL G 0 A AT, AR R A
[, K He a3 N T GE 2 > W7 I5 A IR 2 T I T vk o
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2.1 EFHiIT=3

TR A IEIAS AR T B B G 3 O e, X R R i
GG & A ROk AT IR B2 T . Chambers
s\ P2V 4 B B PMI( pairwise mutual information ) 2% 3 4125 56
R RIS MR, PMI SIS EEEA
5 RIS 2 2 BT A A ik T A <R R TR B % A AR, EA T )5
LRI, AR — AR, ot dl (L, 0) HI K,
Hor L i — RF0 S — R XL, O J& SR 43 i 1 5%
FRo N T HBFFIE, TR L s 5 2L 98 T 7
AHZE B WA S5 AR G T 15 S 0 AR 44, ) N 2508
Ak HP R A SCRY A G T A R BT SR A, IR AR
A AT RS U A SRR S IR s =B T A il S 4h
BB OR SR N FARES 2 A ( 1B B8 ) , o RS
IR IL IS TC T 2 5 5t . SR T RAEERE S &4
P4 P BT S ) PMIT, Pl i e AL SR R 3 T — o
HAREEENE M. HE—1NEE v NFHAFMI 8 E =
(e er e,y ,e,) LR —MEEEANF ¢, FHAF e, SR Predi-
cate-GR [ Z7R Jr ik, PMI RSN (1) ~ (3) Fin, K
on BRI AR e, FRRE S | D FA, m RN R
B R E S ¢ B, C (e, 0) MZSEAFXT (e, ) HELIR
WE

. n P(e;,c)
PMICE, e) = X log 5y (1)
P(e;,c) :M (2)
0 =3 3o
G G
j:oni?ﬁm igopmi(ei’cj) (3)

A PMI A1, 38 2 45 52 30 4 2 1 , mT DA TUI0 J Fi flAs
A A, BE—25 40, Jans 25 AP LT C&JO8 11 T AR H
T Bigram, Bigram SR F 045 M 3Ok 275 WA Z 4 1 S Bk
SRR, i BEOULER S 1 0 A o . LR Ay
DIASBIZE T O SR AR S R i B S e A R ek
TIARAESE . IR v i BRI A4 1 PP A = 15

FHEE ] B9 25 R AN (4) FER (LA e, ey FH) o
C(eley)

Cle) (4)

LA ¢ BIRF IR R SCH AT e, Rt 2 1]
P IR EN 1, X (5) PR
s(e) =S el (5)

G5k, PMI FI Bigram 3xX 285 T 40 112 5 J5 vk A 155 78l
SIS SRV RAR TP 0 A A AR R AT S S T, {E X
I ZREE T B H L ) S D) T vk A T 0
2.2 ETRE®Y

M TS5 20 i 2 fa] e s MR8 1 £ B 45 g4 3
PR A RESE T 228 T A Z RINTERBR R o BlE DF9E 0 i
— RN BTG 2 W B PR TR BE & > W 7 ik
OB, TR P 42 ) 45 ELA TR R I SRAEBE T, IRl B 454l h i 15 2
A AR R A5 3 5 o AT AR AT 55 R SR B B, M 5t
TR T W AR S T500 5 400 40 A 2 T Sk SR
F R FNEE A B AR DY S 43 1A T [l Jo
2.2.1 Ffxr

FEF XS 1) 7 IR I 32 AR v e X S X Y G R AT
AL, FLAA T R S ¢ AN AR I 5 R AR R

AR e, ZIAAE TP EUNR G, A= (6) Bk,
coh(c,e) =Agggl_ee(coh(c,ei)) (6)

word2vec'” I eventcomp ") 1 S H: v g L 5 vk
word2vec SR FH WA FH A 2% 5% AE UM E DA =44 X 119 G Bk

P(e ley) =

SR BE s eventcomp BERINE i AJZ iR Tl R MIFHFA B E
YU, 27~ B A ) B 37 AR 9 1] 3R, DL ok
PSSR 2 e R — D PRaE b o AniEl 1 B, KL
ARG e IR ANE ST T AR AL A, R i
— NI (19 25 25 1 22 ) 2% (siamese network ) H P >
F Fi] S5 WSS BT ) 2 ) o HL 2 5 B — o, T2 10T Y 1
AR o o Ja R DO R B0 B30 sk o A A S R[] —
AP B RIS E . YIZR)5 /Y eventcomp B8R L5 L T 48 3
S TR L, AR NYT Je O b, Ace $845R42TF T 9.
05% ,ERA T RE R IE 27 > IO P JEAR 2 FoU0 e A )

K1 eventcomp F I 7R f]
Fig. 1 Example of eventcomp

ST A XT 877 A SR AN e 0 2 [ A A 5
P, DRI AT LR R0 B 58356 F e PRI o (HE 22 1 A
PFEEP A D E R Z A AR S, AR R 8E A SR
S HE WU AR RN , 516 2 AR 1) 27 e SRS TR i S A 1) T

2.2.2 Fitik

T R 1 7 1 T A TR U S v 4% T 22 (]
AR £ L 0 L N A S S U 9, FE AR R 50
RPN T —AICE T H 229 2 (RNN) U % 9k 2k
A PRI A o R RITE T RNN H b I ] 55 25 B B R 25
WAER T2 ML BATT IR o (S WAETE 2 — S )8, 355G
SR B B 17 5L, BT U A, B B4 T i 5 L B A
T RAGR) A SRR o LAEL 2 S0, 55— A3 o, was
3% dog FZMA AT LIS BN 128 /) 3G vF , were JIJJ&5Z dogs 521,
FEARTATZ AT food . YRHZR L& BT M 2 VF 2 W B
THELG , 2 B AR I F (R AF O B 36, 9T LA L g7
BRI . th T T A B BE AR, RN U7 5t B
R 2 o DA TR B S 890 ) — ) — =2 () (AR 6 2R, e 23
BERAER . LA, T AR Y RNN FAEAE (0 ), 42 1 T KA
WHOIZ(LSTM) P LSTM 51 AT 1745 (gate) HLIH I T4 il 4%
UE P AR5, M Ao T B 3 M RV 1 2 [ L

The dog, which already ate dog food, was full.

A= (T TR I T . )
A= The dogs, which already ate dog food, were full.

(B&Z T AR RAnzifm T, )

B2 KB B AR [
Fig. 2 Long-distance dependencies

Pichotta 5 A" SR & 14 LSTM JHI T BA £ BT
% AL P EZEG IR IR T A TE S, R AR g A
LSTM F1 GRU, 5 i 4 i) 12 11 25 % e 4R i[RIk, T AS 25 2%
AR HMAKRUL, ABNITRAAIAR 2 ST 55 58 o — NP 91 At
1E55 S H BRI R — A FE R R, #E
A—DFER A S LSTM BRI TR A A Fe -5k
J5 BB s — AR R S, FEHERT R SRR R
PEXPIUE S BT AN, A LSTM )5 i 05 s, R T
ZHIH 7% HBEE S SOREUR R 2, P 9 B R A T HE KT
RIS 0 230 K, 3E— 45 M, Pichotta 25 A% 2 H S 45 D
B SCAS AT Al e PR P00 sk e o4 A AT TR 1) 72 RNN
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SR R — R B T R AT SCAR T , £ S2 06 O ph SRR SC
AYNLRIY R G5 b S5 4k S5 44 2 7R (A ] SCAR 11 LSTM A5
HEAT T LA W SR 2 AR W 0 2 25 S A Y, ALAE Ace $RF7 BB
0.1 2251,

FAEH H— RO FFAFLR, B, R T s
W 1 Tl MR 2B IR TAE S5 — R A+, B R
T3 52 B B ST ARk B F A2 AR A LB . Hu
i \ OV T AN a3 e 4 A A CH-LSTM ( context-aware hi-
erarchical long short-term memory) , & JG /20 F sh AR iC FR4E , 7 H.
LA RN GREE IR g g4 . CH-LSTM IE 2 T 2R
AT AT U , 5 SCHRL 26 ] 1 AR 0L, At A 14 =5 11
JE AR BB B SCARAE A, SRR AT R A S5 Y SCAR
HIRVE 4 1 . CH-LSTM A5 B Fi 1Y 9% LSTM 2244, #6565 —
2 G T F A R 5 — AN A T, TfiAE
552 MR XS B F S 44 0T 24T i, ) bR g & T
T SR E IR R AR IE L, T CH-LSTM B R1E T M
B BT 258 8 G 95 T BN R SCRHIE , 76 58 43
PAE DAL 55 L AN 2R (perplexity ) 3 4 b5 AR HE LSTM
SR T 5. 17% F1 73.26% , JIF LATIE B 2% & =44 1 15 9 45 44
AT LA R TR 4 10 s

FE PR T8 R BOCR A REF 0 R i g
R BZ AR GBS T 5 Se - B i v e, T B
R B S AT DL SR SR O R B 5 1 A BEO 4 o (e
RBFE B A, = EUERR SRR . BT, Lyu
25 NPV SAM-Net, 5% Fi 201 2530 12 190 4% S 35 B0 2 2 e 11 4
IE W FHAEFOR N —H B B B TR A Rl R
R Bl B 5 e S A AR TE U R, SAM-Net {iff F w5 F
R RS RS R B A3 O AN [R] R % R A
TTASE IR N6} i S5 A2 1) T DO 266 3 W Ay T L A 45
SRSZHLY o SAM-Net fif g T PR 88 2 19 [

a) W HER L F R F 55 . T2 B — R FH
LR, BT AR AT RE ) i SR S R . ST E TR ST
iR A R P, A5 o AR IO R 9 =44 B, o T 0
TUAY, FER A DenseNet ™ PEATHRAESREL, 7] i 75 51 5 R4E 1)
RN

b ) JPART S R 2 B A — R IF SRR B A1 2 1]
MK Z . SAM-Net BIUANPE 3 ff7R , 1 el A 3514 90F 2 bl
T VCFE e S 5 B AR SRR BT SCRAE 85,
FHSEGE TS ST LI VC BCAF L S R4 Jr B, RIS B 1T 3
RAL )5 G F M REER LT SCERAE, 5 FHAEERILHAT
& H TN 5 2k

YT FHAFF R (07 2 3 50 1 S s B S MU R
TERE T 22008 T Sk 2 (6] S AL (Y 3 . Wang 258 A5 3
T Rl SRR 2% 2 MCer, 3 2o 4R R AE 2R
FEGON iR IR ITH A YON RGN , R
PR o ZHTIRFR Y TAEN S B 5 — 5 5 3 i xd B
M. SR, AR 2SS — a5
50 3hia 28T HAE BN, S5 BRI
DS ERAZ R, KRBt 2 R % B S — AL [EhY 40
X NE [ B — S 5] X R R 3 OR i ik = A B B R AR
5 A G U . PR, Bai 28 R T — A3 T Trans-
former PRSI | ] FHAN (7] 2 15 385 Jon % R 14 0 4 ok A 45
H AT Ry ¥, Bkl MCPredictor, 1185 B 42 BT TR B2 = (R 4R
PHA AR B FHOGUE BT R F A LZITER , inslin K
HZ 535, WA 95 SR T 350 2 Qn el 7% 32 M 45 14 16
14, 451 4 38 5 B [ R [ 2 5 3 . S92 11, MCPredic-
tor i B3 SCAS i IR 4R 1 BT A 4H R 43 SR 94 B 4 T 1) A
BN, B — A G 4 A N — A SCAS G A A A,

TS A2 i 1 R T R, T AR 8 B 4 I 1 P S
FORTEARJZ 10 L 8 3 LHER S T 2R R R,
VAZIEAN R 2 5845 H AT % ST S %
MR BRI PERE S B Tk 11, 45% HYERTT

[ R T SCGRAE | [ 0E ) [ 3620 T SCEIE

E R

Tk
[feRE] T L R

3 SAM-Net f&RI7R5
Fig. 3 Model exampte-of SAM-Net

2.2.3 FH#RH

ST R AR BB L, BE TR AR R T LAk
R B AR E I ERR, o A
HIH,

i BT R 22 TR B Sl 2 AR R, d T
— S PA T TR R AR, R AE SCA TP PR A, 3X 7E
—E TS R T AR S i R . % T, Regneri 45 A1
i 1 DAAR B 5030 vy AR 3 S5 1 ) AR ], A ] Y ik
R, U MRS AT T 1] LT R i 34 AR v g [ — S, DA KX
BEER A e A R I T U A ol 9 R A5 . TERX Z )5 RIS 1F e
H IR (event sequence descriptions , ESD) 3 X3 & A= FEHCZE
AR ) i E A 0, SR 5 4 22 5 1) FE X (multiple se-
quence alignment, MSA ) F R R FUIAR N (1) 048 34 , SRS E
Sy 55 (R RE SRS [A) W 455 L, AT 31530 4 32 3 5% 1) g i) AR
&l o 3 RS (BT 156 B T WP 1 AT LU R S i [l — 34
P Bk S ] Dh L2005 & A

PTG P AP S TR 5 & RER G R , T
W7 R R HIX R RIEEARE M SCA P HERT >k . i —2
Mo, AR BAAS S LA 2540 227, T ARl 4% ol 1 B0 12 0f fi
5 AR M55, R Z M SE R o O T B4 dbAk
LT ] A 8 SCARFE BT 5K K SO G 3R o th ) 4%
FUHERALEH , Glavas 25 A\ $5H FH 5 24 Il —EvGraph 43
SCAAE B 25, e 4 B T SRR B SR S, T
NFTRFATAR J Z 1B 18 LA (B 2E R ) o AR
R, DRI 20 T A SR U 45, T SCHik[ 33 ] )2
FHIR T — o8 B o B ot R S8, T SO ih R B R i
A GIAELEW 2, vrab T B AT TR RSO bz
(B A 7E Y 22 0E

LI AR TN R RAFAESEASKIIN , S B A 22 i) 1) AR A
FORT SRR | S e BT RS S0 T8 2R 8 1 R A A RN (L
Wl H AR R TR, kbl 22 1 50 38 0 DG — P B T S 1
PRI, B PR 1 o AR AL e i R AT < 20 ] 3 5
RTERTAIME S R OG22 o R RT3 P33 A AN ) i A
FARF U2 3 Fis .

£3 FIREE G R L
Tab. 3 Comparison between knowledge graphs and event logic graph
X e AN ARTA] AL
FIHE % Ak SR R O R

PR g 34 WP R R i

SEF UL, Li S5 AV R T — RO G Oy ke 2 2 2 22 (]
SER R A AT L AT e AT il IBURU S R
T AR 25 K] % ( narrative event evolutionary graph, NEEG) , 22
JEEET B FHAFOR, B iy SRR E S, IR F
[ 126 F , B o TR AR B0 R 10 BTN 5 22, B T3
P AR A K, A 2 40 TR 1 JEUAEL R L T 4 T I 2 Y 2%
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it E R AR

% 40 %

(scaled graph neural network ,SGNN) ¥ Y \if ilrfe 1 EIAE AEAS
DM NEEG - (43R v, R4 D S 38 i v il i — A4
AL I FHRR, B 4 PR, SR —2 %
WY SRR S5 A AT DL R i S O P R, JF3E i TR A A
PRl ifb—2EHh, Xiong 25 A % B FH T 1| 25 38 75 15750 15 Pl
G A ZE G HE SR AT RAAS S0 5 7 A TE AT I RIOR

() (%) (LfF)
A8 =0 1 AB)
@ ] = W | =]
(i&/\l) e ] Q (i&/\l) o
(EIF) (W) (EIT)
K4 R

Fig. 4 Extracting sub-graph

BT IR 8 7 1 3 I f T I Ao 28 P 4 0 T 25 ¥ i R
Tl R LR X AP i AE A Rt T e i f
oo AR TR X By R UL, TR REAT T 21. 93% 4R
Th A EERE T SRR EI R &, MEREA 1B 1. 62% Y4271
2.2.4 4HMER

1) 856 FH 0 Fo g 4%

NG 355 1 = -5 ] BE A7 AE S 0045 R R, T e 0 T LA
e v AR IS TR PV S SR X R R AIE , 2% A LSTM. 2o 48045 [7)
B, A LSTM B 4 JC R 41 BAS & 28 Dy sk =44 i L 3
FTLL, Wang % A5 B2 1T Pairl STM , 8645 T 35 fr i ]I
Frof 2 AT 0 i — BorEsf A . A4k, i 2
TGEEFA I AEAERT B 1 P AL, 8] LA 78 P B2 58 2 > ik
A GTETFSESARS S T LSTM [ROBUIR 254y AT S Y
RN . SCHR( 36 ] 107% PRI A (Y S Xo ek 01 () B
AL R T — 3 S 1042 M 45 ( dynamic memory network ) H 3
R B — A AR, AR A AR R e A

2) 855 SRS

P TR T S R S IR T R A T SR T
TS, TG 2 LA [R]85 02 T0 1 30 43 7% JE J0 =2 [ 1 A ¢
P, FLYRA R R IR A E T 5 S A T gk
DS T TN 0 AN N e T HS N L R N o e D L B W N
S5 N TR T — P 3 T R PR3 1 B A O
1 (ECGNet) o H AR, 75 B EAER, AR, Sel 1
HANEADTT R AN — A5 4], ] Transformer ZREUTTR Z
(B P 5IE S R M — SRR I P A (LRTO ) 22 3] &

PR R B AR B [ B, A — A 4 R g5 14 U 0 R B
(GEEP) , Se AR IR 25 4 A4 A AN S5 T 14 , P38 2o 7T 40 5k 1) [
2 M 2% (scaled graph neural network , SGNN ) 35 B 5 5% 71 2+ P
P o i A s B, 0 T4 i B T UL S A Rl A B
5 S A A T AR T

A B 5 s B A A T S Z TR 38 X
AEARLPE , 220 T 4 e BB 0 8, TR AR 1 AR 25 ) 5
JE SRR & BT 1. H I, Huang 28 AW 3241 T — S0
AP I AR A . A Y Token Ziifith 23 A3 755 )2 F Fl P
SRR Hrp ST 2 i A5 53 R0 R TR A 53 T A B
S SRR AL — A Bk A R
P4 I (5 R EAT TI0N , 107 R 0 2 A2 5 43 A e )2 3 i Ay A
PR, F1 A8 06 B R T R AR S 1547

3) ZHRILE G

PR @Bk Ak v L R e R, 5k
R IR RN AS T4 S5 0, G W) T E L e R A . 3¢
MRI31 4R H Y MCer, 38 33 5 08 T0 4 =544 B FEE 20 1)
FOR ERFAF R RIR = o AN, PR R IR A Meer 51K
LSTM 7544 (B} Mcer-LSTM ) #H45 & 2377 A B AT IO, 45 B J5
MIBALAE NYT BR4R b5 Bl s F Meer A LE, HEBR S4BT T
4.12% , TWIZ5IE SRR EAA R 4R BURHIE M RE T, B 2 A
SRR T AL BT 55 T 25 + SO L= A T SR AR RICR
AR AT A G S o SCERL 21 ] T 56 111253 1) RoBERTa
BT RS B S5 00 17 51 B R vh  AHE T SGNN BERY, 7 MCNC
155 EAHER 2 +F52. 63% . Du % A" % & (i Ji] BERT #i
R A it AEE L 7E BERT Il T —/ MMM 45 74 A8 5t
2 ) B I ik F2 v (9 S0 % 2, R Z Ol GraphBERT, F 7T L)
TOUIN AN BT D42 TR B, DT e 7 L A g e, 42
THABMAEEE . 5 RoBerta AL, HEFRIRTH T 2.06%
2.2.5 )%

N 4 PR B4 RAAS S5 J00I Oy vk ) R AR A 4 D B
G TR 2 S W 5 o T3 0 IR A T 1 R 2 3
TGt Tk, A Ge i 256 b B 0 A AR 2k
AT ST, e B () J5 v A7 PMI( ponitwise mutual informa-
tion) Fl Bigram J5i%, {HRIET G125 0076 20 T A5
P4 A Z BB T E B U B ek 5
PR AR DG X FEAR KRR B BRI T 45281 i Tt ) i

T4 AR kB

Tab. 4 Summary of script modeling methods

JRIAR A ES HiA jag sy
ST Pt PMI G5 YI S A 8 S [ A A O3 5 P ik A S Rl 2 R LLREA T S5 S e T
Bigram[23 R OSSR B SR ISR , 45 B2 S B (VI S 5
BT F Rt Eventcompl 5] JGRE e 1 S8 A A 1 56 R ARAR A S AR T B A 22 D 9 3% BEPE S B R A
HT AR5 LSTM(25] HERIAR 2 AT 5552 SO — P IEBUT 55, (I SRR F T — A
CH-LSTMUIO] S SRR 0 ST T SHPE I A T BE A 1 P s 1A i
SAM-Net!2] SRAIZHAICIZ ML KARBR AR RFE 1 R e — H S B
HTWE ] HTFOE ab AR B2 AR PR R TR E R e A P
EvGraph[3] SRR EG R L, T SCA R
NEEG 34 P Al A o PR 98 i R 2 S O B P IS 0 i 3 0% 1) i T ) e 0
R AR Pairl STMU30) 05 Tl e [R5 23 ) RS T o ) — Sl T e 3
ECGNet[371 i P45 o 0 B 13 5 S5 70 382 i o S AR A7 S B0
Meer[31] BEAHEAE 2R FO T B R IR SR R

GraphBERT( %]

1] BERT B50 [ Sy i {1 1]

W& R 27 T AT TS 1T, EaR M Geit o) Tk
Wk TR D B R JE T IR 2] i Ik AT L
F 2 2] AR AL, JFHE R AL 27 ) Rl A B 57 B8 R Y 5 7
o T RE BT TR RE o R, 9 R A R P AR
JE SR BEIA S5 TR I T 0 e O RS S R
SEBER A BT A o e T AR X 1 5 TEAZ O T S A X

Z B RIS L (HL 22 T 4 AR [ B P A5 B 2 T
AR R 7 i U T S T R Rt TR RUR FAFBE
AAFOERI R, RFEPRE I BR BORTEI 5T T 2
FHAFEIR 7 G EAE T 3, AT J7 35 %0 2 F 2Z TRl
AR B AT IR (EE AT S U [ R AR (5 B R A A
FEIY IR TRV 45 5 RV Y D ik A E— TR E el 1 Ead Rl
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BURANE A SR IR ZE AR A R 1 S INACR
3 XA

R T G BT A RIS AU AR S BT 55 1 AR B, AR =%t
SR IEAT T 4307 SC50 B TEUNT J7 T < SR AT He L
UGB, X BT Ge ok X PR B 2 2 0 ko AT T 4y
BT 5 38 3 70 A [V ECHE 5 45 Bl 7 ¥ W T R, i W IR B 2 2] O vk
T = A T 1% T S A ) R B 3] VR TR A [R) AR
T3 %, PP A P e vt 2 1) X0, TE W 22 A 45 5 19 Oy 1k
SR I ROR
3.1 HiE&E

s & b W ZE R 5E ok B Gigaword 35 BL PR 1Y 41 24 B 41
(NYT) #4y , Hoh A~ oo gl th C&C T B FE 17 38) 4 v 0
WRHGEAT , 8 OpenNLP 47 J 35 25 44 i B FR AL 48 0 o 4%
H& 140331 : 10000 : 10000 ) He A3 73U ZREE S0 uEAE Rl i 4k
BA BN SR 5 Mk, b R IR
3.2 WA EREMNIER

ST X RS SR TR0 AT 45 R AT T, XA [l ASE B R AT b
BB TR B PEI 7% . Chambers 4 A2 1 5
P2 AR S8 B 125 (narrative cloze , NC ) ¥ | A< = 44 T30
1E55 o BB SE T SE 2 45 78 SCRY B — R SR (1
AT BIMER) A S A BEALHE R B e 4 (e 1A
FE R SUWIET S S A 4 A F R R T b
HLHIARE S A T B B SR i) o X e fiff
FABEPLAIAE L 0 AR AT RS F K, B
A3k45, DA McCann 2Ry £ £ 1 3CEE ] : a) McCann threw two in-
terceptions early ( McCann #2 Fif #F 47 T W K £ 4% ) ; b) Toledo
pulled McCann aside and told him he’ d start( Toledo {2 McCann
P —h, H YRt A IR T ) 5¢) McCann quickly completed
his first two passes( McCann fRR 588 T b BT IRAZER) o

DI AR A FH 43R : (threw, subject) (pulled,
object) (told, object) ('start, subject) ( completed, subject), iX
SER] AR A BT — A S R AR Y A SR DL B
(threw, subject) , J-fif )T {4 DU S50 03X A4~ 5 28 1 504
HATHET o 3852 W BR — X XA B TC X, DA O X B 7 5 47 1
flio fHJE NCALSF PR AAAEAR R Z AL, 15 Je X THE B4 E 3
1, G S A 2 E R KRR R EM R BN
BRI | oy N R B I s g = N B

B TEIGIEES  53 Hb— A [ B A B 237t B A W] H 2
R OEMTF LTI R AR N E R, RBUAS &S, T
iR IX — R, Modi'*" i HH T X itk A 3 52 L 428 adversarial
narrative cloze (ANC) {55, ANC (T 55 B WA F4F], —
MRIEBFATI, 00— BB T — D FH— A FEhL
PRSI, FHoAth = 141 5 E P S A R P41 o AT 55 S22
XA R — A2 TR A B SR8

5 Z A 5 A AR, Ry T PP A AR R X SCAS i B
J1, Mostafazadeh 2 AV H 0 T 2 AT 45 ( story cloze test,
SCT) R IPAG AT AR, BRI T — A~ 2 58 B 1Y Bl 19 45
SCT FEA R — DI, TR — A e B ) 5k 2 4R
FEMEE . R NC {155 7] LIB MUZ SR 25 1A 55 iy — 4
FAES I 2 MY A5 B0 T SCT R 55 AR A

41,2016 4F, Granroth-Wilding % A iR 2 T — R
TR R 23k 5E 4 %S (multiple choice narrative cloze, MCNC) B 3#E
bR v St T f B A S 04 300 A5 80 ) A 35 pE (A i&T 5 B AR ) o
MCNC 1R4ERFE 5 T C AR ERN—RIIE M, NG 7%
B AR PR PR T R BoA AT BE AR Y SR S ik R AR v
A BHAUE — DR HEA SR, I BRI R p i gf dh

it o MONC X BIAS A F BENAE 55 2647 1 R4k, KORGR/N T 1%
PR T, SE IR R PFR I A I 4 N B A R
o fE MCNC v, RGURES M S B P SO EEINER

A
HEA (B, R®)7) , & OB ) , & (RS, R,
W (B, B8, 71 RS 5, 88%) , 2

e W (B, BY) ¢ EH (WK ) ¢: W2 (SR, B&Y)
c,r FTHUE (B ) o HI7E (BP0, SR
E5 ZseIBEzs R
Fig. 5 Example of MCNC
T VAL 2 2 BT G A, Lee %8 A JEF Granroth-
Wilding 258 AU TAE, 3 T %040 00 3 RS0 45 45« 2 14
I 741 ( multiple-choice narrative sequence, MCNS) F1 £ 1% 43 55
fi# & ( multiple-choice narrative explanation, MCNE) , 5 MCNC
AR JE , MONS (55 2 B T 55— F 50, B AR
ZATEI, PR R 4 Ay Hy R AT oAk, s e R AR
PR BRI S 55 . MCNE 4T 45 )2 ) B 4243 7 IR 4R
S FISE A, T AT 55 R 4 TR 2 8 A T A4
SR UL, MCNS F1 MCNE 5 75 PR A8 4 7 T 4 25 0 )32 37 Y
BEF7, DT B A i AR 254
3.3 EWHER
TEE Gigaword FEBHAE Y NYT [y — &R 43 1E W AdE 5 , MCNC

YE R PPAl 7, MERAE (accuracy ) 1 N PPk 8 bR, R T XA
F M ReZ2E RAEAT UL, X — 28 IR B T AR A3 A
R FCPERERS FEINER S BT
#5H I

Tab. 5 Comparison between Common benchmarking methods /%

Yikr Ace Yikr Acc

pmitt] 30.52 NEEGL34] 52.37
Bigram[ 23! 29.67 Meer[3!! 56. 64
Eventcompl 15! 49.57 ECGNet[37] 56.11

LSTM!2] 50.86 || NEEG[3*) + Eventcomp!15] +
CH-LSTML16] 50.91 Pair STML36] 54.93
SAM-Net 2] 52.68 MCer + MCer-LSTM3!] 60.76
Pairl.STM 36 50.91 GraphBERT(3 60.72

3.4 RN

MRS SEIR S5 R LLE B, A0 3 T4 it 2 2 1 5 vk
PMI 1 Bigram, JEFUREE2: ) F ik ERMEEA T 19.05%
BFETE OB S T N B RCR . JREE T TS
S E 2 H BRI RE ) A 2, R 2= S ik A
ARSI 2] BE

TE T TR A 2] B AN IR R I, I S X 1
J7'1% Eventcomp | H:F F R 45 (1) Jy 15 LSTM B F 4 1Y
J7i% NEEG P8 25 A B HER 1Y) Jr i ECGNet, TN M RE 1E 7E &
S8 SETHRII WA, BT 35 5 kS 7
TR, AT 2N T I Z MY R, B IR HA
W F R E Y k. TR A METS
4 B 5125 B TR T S 2 18] 0 B Rk 25 AR A 1) T
TR AR R T 354 2 1) A T A AR 2O T A S T 0 1 &
AR, T T 4 (1 A ik 1 T LA DA P ik 1y I e
1) 2 R R, BT DA R B 0 TSR AR 2
FERITIR . INFR 5 ATLLE W S5 A BV i e Re R R R B
IefE, Mcer + Mcer-LSTM U5 T e 4 1 SE 36 5005 . ECGNet £
L B0 foff PR S 1 o o (R PRSI 5, o D4R
F+7T 3.74% ,NEEG + EventComp + PairL.STM A kb iX =/~ 55 Y
YR B B TF 484 2. 56% , MCer + MCer-LSTM #f H Mcer J- MERf
BN 56.64% 3 THE] T 60.76% , GraphBERT % Wi Y| 4iiE &
BiAY BERT H hiy g4 B, RIAERI B ARG s, i
FAFIERL 2 [0 HAT B AN, , A7 FE 4 B 0983, Bir LAW] LAAH
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it E R AR

% 40 %

HZ %, NI F 30 B MR
4 HERIE

4.1 MAEHTIME

AR A S B C A B0 T B, EERR
PEARAE IR R BRI A4 =0 BT AR

FESEPEAAE WA, T4 0 2 PR B T A 5 PRI
ZANETE Ay, B FT 7 2 A MR ) ( predicate ; depend-
ency) B2 B L B A ROR Ik . SEPERR ST 10 £ BT
55 AL SIS 2 R, A 161 R B T S o 0 LA
S AEAFTERE R FE B 0 B, DR B0 — 25 % T AU R £ 15,281
AR, B P XA

TEMIAHE BT T , B4 3 TG00 2 5T 07 i U TR
BE2 ST 7 . LA PMI I Bigram AR FRIOIETS0H 252 )
e R VI 25 o S 14 1 W0 5 A S, B S92 M
VIR 38833 TS 240 228 5 0 L J A M VA
e R 24 T A 3 M — A2 573 — A k2 4 £
S, DRITVAIE 25 53 015 PR A A 0 O R 375 ) 4
TEHE TR RE ST B4 TP 2 A TR B R
BRI AL &, B2 T EAAN S, 57 T S RO BT R
4.2 MIAEHEFTNRE

FAAE A S F A5 (00 O BT A 70 B, (ELRH
A — LR ©

&) BRIERG VA I R . A 3 BT SR RS AT 4 T
B 2R R 2 0 0 E A R, 1SR AT b
BOVEA A 7 B A B I — VBB 5 FLAO AT IR,
HESE—AMFRHER VA UK T IS SR St b T

b) S5 4 SRR . PR AV SU R 310 £ 6] 2 8 193 4
FIGFEAIRT D | o TS AR 2 0 2 10 3% B 5 R AL A%,
TP 215 AR , T AT 6 4 M 3 4 04, 0 7 4 5
k2 A PR L6 28 2% R g T L BRI 3 PR A
Pl FESRTAE, th TR A 10 B, BT L S
BRI B 2K, A IR —EHOMERE . R T 035
PR LIRS T DA P 7 P A 07, H62%
B R

o) PATEIRIZ U (F FOR DTS FERUR L SCa R
USSP NS, 5 4 5 0 0 B R R
AT B0 24 R 0 5 10 9 4R R ) T L B 14
W AR AT S R T T BT, 7
L, 5348 B L T 45 SR 0 S SR, DR LR T 1A 24
FEAR I T E R IR T . S SRR BIORE, B TR
AR BN T A AT BRI S TR T 5 5 % , Wi
LS 15 AN , 100 2 S0 60 BRI, B L7
AN A T RO PRV A S AR R . 34,
By T AP SO A 8 A A S B 3 T
PR, AT AT e b S 22 6 56 19 50 T 7 o, I
AR S R R

d) FOUI . IR PR M 2 K ARAT T 9 A 5, L2
BE A S5 4 0 1 WLV, 7 LA B2 B o i
R, TR T, T LB 506 I A 4 4 000y o i )
BRI b . BRI S B 1 B S
A% HRSCRIBFSR > I RSSO B Al 2 R L A
SR I R AR G B R B L R AR 0
4.3 MAEHTANRZ

ST 3o 4 A T UM 9 RN, 7T B S Aok
A S T 1 8

a) FER 7 T o F TR 2RO 1 IA SR B0 T 1 1
Ak B AR I IR 22 PSR s (TR 3 T i A i SR AR
D BT IR R O B SR B AR o IR T 48 2% Bre /D B 1
A TK B R R AN ZRBCR AR KA AT R DT 18

b)) BT A S B0 F) P, $RE SR R PRI T 35
SR MCNC HBT# 1z BT 55 PP, 8 56 RUIE 25 19 07 B 7
SEPR R S P ANE T RS R B IE R . DI Bl 28 R 2%
(9 5 JB  BITE Hh B o B A PP T 35 R AR R T 1 K T

o) BFXF SRR R, AR BT 28 R 45 A A AT
SRR (ER AN A RE S A MR T SRR i K 7 2
AFIEH AR IR e 20 0 053k 2 i AN E R 6 0
AR Sy MR S B ROk 2 ) R . Bk,
A M AT FEAF RS 2] R AR 205 2] 2 3 Z YA G
IR, XA A5 B — S IFFE 7 1]

d) BT HI RS . H ATIEA R0 AR Tolk 5
TR AR IR o LR s AR 1], el A RE
E — BB IE A , £ FRE 1 U 2R A B R AR A
9o PRI, FEARA BB T i, K BAIAS T4 T 00 LA Aoy 757 20z
BB 2 A B v 7 S R (AR R I

5 #RiF

A S T 0 5 4 5 A A R R S, T S 2
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