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1 [XL®HI

RFR TG R I, 5 - RFMERBLOAL, F5 - R
FKBLO BMERE, RREHRIER L, REEENERREfRHE E
2E, W OPOESIIEICEI S NS, TR
NEFFBIFRHEE 1, IT4E, FRTBEAATHFIEDN T TN D
METH 5. RN BILRIL, RIRBIGR & OBHH
BETHY, TNERET DI LT, EOERBEMEEZIT O
ToOIZRAI R RIETE LB 2 BT 5. REFIIERBE
RHEEIL, TempEval-1,2 [13, 14] 72 £ OFHAL T — 7
Yavy T EHPLILT, BRx R FER RSN TS

TempEval-2 “CIZ W5 A BIERHEE FHRE 2 R 12
LIFD 4 2 A7 255845, [A—3CWICH D HS LR
FHRMOIEFBUAHEE (Task C), XEMEK AR (DCT)
LER L DIAFFBRHEE (Task D) , B2 X2H D
FHELBONEFEARHEE (Task E) , [A—3XHNIZBIT
LEREONEFBERIHEE T, 1 DOFELNEH 150D
FHLITK L CEER Y 2T BRICR 535G (Task F) .
1 1% TempEval-2 ® 7 — Z (23T 5 REREBIIA T BILR
OBEITH D, IS ODFESRL 1 SORFHRBENRH
D, FEITIR ATz 4 TR ORHIATFBUR S R SN TN D.
ZOMITH HRFFPNEFRMRIL, R1ICEEDHT
BY, ZORITHDL LD RFRHBR T~ (BEFORE,
OVERLAP, AFTER 72 &) ZHEET 2 O RHTINER
B ERETH 5.

# 1: Temporal Relations (TLINKs) in Figure 1

task [ relation

Task C' | €53 (change) OVERLAP t10 (a couple of years)
Task D | €50 (think) OVERLAP t0 (DCT)

Task D | €52 (think) OVERLAP t0 (DCT)

Task D | €53 (change) AFTER t0 (DCT)

Task E | €50 (think) OVERLAP 57 (reposition)
Task F | €50 (think) OVERLAP e51 (gloomy)

Task F | €52 (think) BEFORE eb3 (change)

M OBRZETIE, WA BARHE & 1R TR 724
R L L CHbRTWER [1, 7], FFEOHZE T
ORI E KRR S LTI, TEAKE L
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dctOrder(t10,BEFORE)

(Task D)
e2d(e50,0VERLAP)

(Task D)
©2d(e53,AFTER)
(Task C)
e21(e53,t10,0VERLAP)

(Task D)
£2d(€52 0VERLAP)

| think that the mood is gloomy and, | think it's not going to change for acouple of years.

50 e51 U e53 t10
£2s(e50,e51,0VERLAP) e2s(e52,e53,BEFORE)
(Task F) (Task F)
e2s(e50,e57, OVERLAP) reposition
(Task E)

3% e57 is in the next sentence
e57

1: TempEval-2 (Z3317F 5 RrREI0NE B R

THRIEZBMR T XNV OBLEZ B2 5 FENSRESN
TWa. LR, AFETIE, AiEOETVERFTET L,
BEOETNERIBRET NV EMERZ LIZT 5. DR
AL TR AR 2 AU L7 i (2, 3] %
Markov Logic ZFIH L7=FER & D [15, 5].
ARFFETIE, CEARTITARL, CHN CIEFERE
b3 5 BREE I FEE T ICRETH. Z08)
RN T NV ERET 2EIE2 2 5. £7°
SN SEALE T VS SCE LT T L & R LT HLA
THY, RECRIENNNEND Z & T, HiaoHEER
FIREZFNRCT KRB LIIREREFNTHD. KRIT
FES 72 DIEFFBIFRICIE, RN - i )s
EPARVELEZ ONDNETHS. DF 0, NIEFHE
ROFFAIZ LT, CEEKRE D /NS A TORK
BWICDOEFPEE LWL DERETE D, FlxIXRD L
IR EEZ D EINTED.

o Task C & F TIIR Y Z T BIfR 7 & OFFER 72 5
DRI TE 5720, XN+ BiET 5
o Task D OBAITITRFHI OE R EEER) < 720 BT

EFILTH LW
o Task E (ZIFHFERIRIGHRN D720, R
WLEEL T2 %

ZDO XD REEOTT, RO CNRELET VT,
TempEval-2 D% 27 D 5%, Task C,D,F % feifk L
TR ZENTED., EBRTIE, ZD3 20X A7kt
L, XAREILETANED X 5@ hEREIET 5.
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2 Markov Logic [2& 2 XH&ELETIL

AWFZECIE, FaibE 7 /LD FEEEIZ Markov Logic [10]
ZFIH7 5. Markov Logic I3 —MibiEimEE & Markov
Network Z#AGDOETFIETH L. AKTJE LA
L7\ —PERGEIR BRI KT L, MR RERM T 21T
LT, bOBREOFIELHET DAL E 2D, BE
WS Db DBERSFELUIRZ 27 180Tl anT
W5 11, 9, §).

Markov Logic €7 /VORETIE, £TREOERL
119, ZZTIH4-o0F A7 FnFHICHIGT 5 K 9,
K20 ATHEOBERELEET L. BELFETET
ML THEE LICWMEREZRBLL TRV, EfEzb 2
L DIXFEEEEZT ThH D,

WICERBIREEZ ERT D2, TAUTFE R R OHEE
PSR L RO EMARIRT 5. FlzIE, K240«
HEE SR WA BEILR BLIRGE & 72 5. AWFFETIE
detOrder(t, R) BT HT2Y, CEFR AR L, KiH
KBt OBBRNR R THL I LaRETH. M1IZEZ
LB ORFRHEINEFFBELR &R EEORHE b RIR &N TN 5.
F70, MOBREREEIZOWTIE, EE3ICELHTHD.

VRO TI, A TIRET 2 RITET VLD, K
WET LV CCNEGEIEET L) 1220 TilkR5.

2.1 BFFETIL

JRFTE T WVITRETI RO B Z R L, % ONEF
BIMRZ LI RPT  BREE LTS ET AL TH D.
Markov Logic IZB W CRATHIHEMEIXBARER °X S
o, FmeEIT, 7272 1 S OBIERGE & R oam
T, WRACFAKHCHEE§ 2 REIIERIL 1 721 Th
L. FHUTKL, 2 0L EOBIERGEZFED, [FIRFICH
BORFMIIERF ZHE 3 5 OnKEHRERX IR, 26
HIZOWTIERD 22 HiTIRRD Z LIZT 5.

JIFTISEIEITSATHIE [12, 6] 25512 L, # 3 O]
MR EE 2 K 2 A 7 1ZkHE LT BB RE & A G b T
KT 5. BI2E, Wil 2 KB 2 tense(e, te) ZFIH]
LT, Task F OFEMEEZEILT L5E5121F, koL H7%
TR AT S

tense(el, +tel) A tense(e2, +te2)
= e2s(el,e2,+R) (1)

Z OmEAUE, (el x e2) D 2 DDOHELRITHFT D WD
MABDEEREL TS, 22T, “+7EENET O,
ZORX (1) BHRET T L— R LT, EHEHD ST
THRMEZRM LR, RS 2EERERIT, Fr5%
BOBEHEFFOZEERL TS, X(1) 1L, 5D
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# 2: WEIRER & XIS 2 R BINE TR R

LAY Rk i B
C e2t(e,t, R) TG e LIFHRDLt OBIRIT R
D e2d(e, R) HG e LICERKPRFORRIT R
E e2e(el,e2, R) Wit 2 XOETFR el L 2 DRI R
F e2s(el,e2, R) [Rl—XXHNOFHR el & 2 ORFRIT R
# 3 X AT DB EE
Eais R C D E F
EVENT-class class(e, c) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
EVENT-tense tense(e, te) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
EVENT-aspect aspect(e, a) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
EVENT-polarity polarity(e, p) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
EVENT-stem stem(e, s) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
EVENT-word wordEvent(e,w) | Y Y Y Y
EVENT-POS eventPos(e, p) Y Y elxe2 elxe2
TIME-type type(t, ty) Y Y Y Y
TIME-value value(t, ty) Y Y Y Y
TIME-word wordTime(t,w) | Y
TIME-POS posTime(t, p) Y
TIME-DCTorder dctOrder(t,r) Y Y Y Y
Dep-Word depWord(e, w) Y Y Y
Dep-POS depPos(e, p) Y Y Y
Dep-Label dep(el, e2,1) Y Y
SR-Word sriWord(e, w) Y Y Y Y
SR-POS srlPOS(e, p) Y Y Y Y
SR-Label sri(el,e2,1) Y Y
W] & NEFBER OMAGDOEZ RIS 5. B2,
tense(el, PRESENT) A tense(e2, FUTURE)

= e2s(el, e2, BEFORE) (2a)
tense(el, PRESENT) A tense(e2, PRESENT)

= e2s(el,e2, BEFORE). (2b)

s 2 o0mERIF (1) Ao ABITRER SN O
T, FHOER, TNENERLEANFEINDLZ L
WZ72%. K1 OFEFNLFET 261, KX (2a) HEF
Bl —HT 20T, HMMIZEWELAZEST L L
272 5.

2.2 XHN&BEILETIL

DR EREE 2R3 2 FERRIEF R FIEE, &
EERTOERBIEBITHONTE R, RAFET VL LR
LTHT LD I ES W EIERLT, EMEDOY 1 X
DREL D0, WU RELCHKIE o3 2
ERREEC 7 BERN DD, & TR TIE, XH
BE{LET NV EW D, REN 22 AT 5 TiEx
BRI L. TV kTR EMEN NS LR,
FHECHIEZ RN 0D XAEELET VW D
ZEDTEDH A7 TempEval-2 D Task C, D, F C
BB, Lo T, BIERFE e2t, e2d, e2s O 3 FEHHIZHKT L,
fitl 2 D AT L, BAERGEM OEETEZ R DT D
KGR A2 N 2 72 B T A SN EGE LT Ve 5.
T, KGRI OV TERRE Z LILT 5.
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%9, Task C & D OIzIiE

dctOrder(t,+R1) A e2t(e,t,+R2) = e2d(e, +R3) (3)
dctOrder(t,+R1) A e2d(e, +R2) = e2t(e,t,+R3) (4)

D 2 SORIBGEHEAD ST D, THuL detOrder, e2t,
e2d D 3 >OREFROMICH HHEBBERAFIHL T, 20
B A RS AN TH D, LinL, ZnbHofft
BRRIILT RN T 2 O TIERW ), ZOMS 3%
WZEoTRDOLND LD, soft fliIZFIHATH. &
U\Fﬁ”f'] ER T DNAF R OBLE X EE L STV
2, EBRICLDEIRNTIRE L, e L TERITN 2 MRIT
KL< 72 n, WIZTHWENITERK LTH KX 28R 7
LW, RICHT HRBEL/NSLRLDTHD.
Task D & F IZ2W T KIEAIHIFI I

e2d(el,+R1) A e2d(e2,+R2) = e2s(el,e2,+R3), (5)
e2d(el, +R1) A e2s(el, e2,+R2) = e2d(e2,+R3) (6)

i e2d & e2s OMOFEAEM MRS 5. Task D &
F OHEERBEIIIRERHE NS 5720, FHIICHRE
DIF Task F 1T & > TR RHIRTH S

Task C & FIZ2WTIE, RO KIEHFINEFE T
5.

e2t(el,t,+R1) A e2t(e2,t, +R2) = e2s(el, e2, +R3),

* 4 FEBRAER

EFI ) F— L C D E F
JRFTE T v 0.65  0.75 0.55  0.52
XAKEIEET Y | 0.67  0.74 - 055
CERWELET L | (0.65)  (0.76)  (0.57)  (0.56)
TRIOS* 0.65  0.79 0.56  0.60
TIPSem 0.55  0.82 0.55  0.59
TRIPS* 0.63 0.76  0.58  0.59
NCSU-indi 0.63  0.68 0.48  0.66
3 REREMER

3.1 RERHRE

ARG TITIRD 2 RICEEE YT, EREITo72. (1)
R FIENRHAEF R E O Z M LS b
B0 (2) IBREFIEOMAEIX TempEval-2 OB NF— A
LI LT EDOKEIZH Do

FTERBEICONWTHR T 5. A% T
TempEval-2 TH#fit X317z training & test DT —X & v
c&FfH9 5. TempEval-2 (3K EHEOT—Z &>
N EFFON, AR TIIRFEO A ZFIMT 5. training
T2 EEy NEREEY b2 olzEIL, N
FA=BOPFELTO O LT DH. ZORKR, FH, M
%,Txbm%tyh#aﬂi%ﬁi,%amzla
20 X FE L /ool

MO DT

WL DY — V2R LTz,

€2t<61, t, +R1) A 628(61, 627 —|—R2) = 62t(€2,t, +R3) (8)& 71—‘1‘57 i stanford POS tagger 1%? T%jiﬂﬂﬁ&()\

ZE, FRPRFERIL LSO T ERLL, FORF
MEHREZEROFRPIA L TV IGEEICERR S 5.

I, BWRESIZFH LRSIV Th
BALEDY. BHFELNBIOFEL LR URHEZEA LT
WAHRE, SCEER HEE & OB e2d BRI TIZ72 0 Fhn
EEZONDHDT, ROK S R EFEETLZ L2
TE5%.

sri(el,t, AM-TMP) A sri(e2,t, AM-TMP)
= e2d(el, R1) A e2d(e2, R2) A R1 = R2. (9)

FIERIZ, e2t 122V T, 2 DDOFELN[E UREIZRE,
Z “AM-TMP”|ZHiolE, 534 LR OBERI
H O~ HDOERLEOBRICEELHE2 D LIETES.

sri(el,t, AM-TMP) A sri(e2,t, AM-TMP)

Ne2t(el,t, +R1) = e2t(e2,t,+R2).  (10)

DX, XHNEELTHIUL, thoX X7 TIRES
hfhéiok,@%k%ﬁ%%@%Mzé_k%f
E2b0EEZLND.
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B R EIA 521X LTH semantic parser 22 FH L, %
L T Markov Logic = ¥ & LT, Markov thebeast
ZRALTOD. ZHITBERSHELEO X 27 (AT
T XN 7= Markov Logic =2 ¥ Th b. %Wﬂﬂlb
TempEval-2 THW LN KEE (EM, 7150 |
FHIEZ VD03, BEERFICIIFBRORY %%F"%ﬁ‘é
3.2 ERHER

#4120, TA My MBI DRATET NV ESCNEK
WEET LOMREK D, TempEval-2 DEINF—2LD H
b, HH A7 ThatEROMEREZRLTHD. £7, X
W LN R Z MR L L 5. SCNFaE kIZ LY, Task
CeEFIZBWTIE—EDOREM ERR 5. Task D

WZBWTIE, A TOMRIKTAR OGN, Tk
:EE(S)"?J( ) DEANIZE ST, Task CR°F OFRY 25
NEFERNERBE 2 TWDHhotEZLND. £
Z OfERIE, Task D 1okt U CIHRRTET VAR T
bHo, L) THITHETRHE b —ETDH. Zhig,
ZEME L TRLTH D CERECEITo 72856 [15]

ﬁ%%ﬁékﬂM%CLO%TiiWWﬁM@ﬁ%

Ihttp://nlp.stanford.edu/software/tagger.shtml
2http://nlp.cs.1lth.se/
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DX ERE(LE BBl TS,
fETIEW A N, CEAK
EEE 72 %.

RIZ, TempEval-2 ODZNF— A [14] & OVEREE#E %
119 &, 1TV Task C & E TiE, RFILOXNEEL
ET IV E LERBEE T AR EIE IR OMERR & K
LCV5 2 L287n%. Task EClt, TRIPS [12] Ok
e ERID K52 % %23, TRIPS 1%, & TOBRIC
DNWTHERZ M NI T 20T TiERL, HEEZT—2NdH
%72, TempEval-1 [13] & RIS FEFHEIZT 5 &,
2-3pt DK FNH 5. WDxIZ, Task E O XERELET
JLOPEREIX TRIPS OPERE L RI%LL ETH L EF5 2 5.

F72, Task D & F Tl & bliTwmmfE~TRN720 >

B2 Task F T, Av heo—F%2FHLE
NCSU [4] BIEFICEmVMEREZ R L TR Y, FtkDFHE
PHERHIKIZBEANT D FIELZERTOILERNHD B R
bhd.

4 EhYIC

AFECIE, WEREIRINE Y BECRHEE 12 BE 9 2 97 7= 7 Bt
m%?w%ﬁﬁbt.:hﬁiEQWT%ﬁmﬁé®
TIE2RL, XNTORGELEZITY 2 LT, 7 L& Hi
MOFRIZ LT b D TH D, ZOFER, TempEval-2 D
Task C ([Fl—3XHNOHELIFHERBE ONEFBIRHEE)
WRWTIE, fEkOCERSRRHEIEL Y bRWIEEE
PERK LTz,
SHBOBLLLTEZTNWSZ LT 2oHY, £F
AR B TE 720y o 7= Task D & Task F
IZOWT, LERBECHNARET L. $9 1
X, AFTED ARRIBEEZBRTHZ LT, JHuIkic
NEE{EEFT - 72 T, %@$ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁbf%
AU, SCEREL~OILED WAL ITITA D Z &
PEIFTES L, &6, i%&bfmmﬁ@ Ak
RO DHGHEITIE, XNRELET VOHIFEREZ
DEFEEmME LT, SR 0 ERIAINEFBIR D % [/ E
THOFELHLETHD.
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