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Automatic Summarization System based on AdaBoost

Student : Yu-An Chung Advisor : Prof. Chia-Hoang Lee
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College of Computer Science

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Due to the rapid advancement of digital technology in the last two
decades, there has been an increasingly large amount of digital content
available on the Web. The enormous and continuously growing volume of data
necessitates the development of efficient.and effective text
summarization systems. In“this paper; we propose to employ AdaBoost to
perform news summarization task. One of the features of AdaBoost is that
1t allows the system to . incorporate many rules of thumb into the system
and it can adaptively change the weightings of these rules. When the
training process is completed, the system can employ the linear
combination of weak classifiers with weightings to construct a strong
classifier. We take into account several features to design weak
classifiers.

In system performance evaluation, we collected 200 news from 4
different categories as the data set and performed the experiments under
different compression rates. The experiment results show that our system
works stably and the average F-values are 0.5002, 0. 4815 and 0. 4954 under
15%, 20%, and 30% compression rates. The experiment results show that
AdaBoost with weak classifiers can outperform the systems using SVMs and
SVR in news summarization application. Meanwhile, we also apply our system
to English text summarization corpus, which 1s DUC2002, and the recall
of ROUGE-1 ~ ROUGE-2 ~ ROUGE-SU4 are 41.201% ~ 10.003% ~ 14. 845%.
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B SR i D iy

2.1 ¥ Renfg & A

FPEFEET R FAP G GHEOS ST R T H:
l.E~ #E&¥ f > i3 & (single-document summarization and
multi-document summarization): ' #f %134k & ST E R 2 B i F kA
RoOHXERE AL AAREEFEI IR B R 0n 2 R R

ARS8 E Y KRR Ul AR X

2.5 - F7 &8 5%+ 4F & (monolingual summarization and multilingual
summarization): " #f W EA9gp kTR AFR 0 E T kA A 0 H - F TR 4
RS RS CEREEC AN TS Bt R £ RIE L PR
TG S HET oAk R B NET g & e

3. PN & 2 % 3V 4F & (extractive summarization and abstract
summarization): st W45 ¢ AT RIF R PN R ALBE 0 ERVE L AP

TREH T A FETREEE MRS E R UATEE A R LR

4. FRUPLAE & 22 40 m 14 4F £ (informative summarization and indicative
summarization): s SN IE2 FFEREREM P Ok AL s FTRPEHFEEL 2 F
PHNRER DR F TR LR ARG NI T R G DAL

PE oM KERE TR ETRA AR G -



5. - MMAF & 2 * § Y 4 & (generic summarization and query-based
summarization): st #F w495 > F L BB R * £ F R KRS - BPEF LA 2
FOHIREF FTAEERAEL i%fﬁ*#ﬁlﬁ Al A A5 % * —*‘”T' Fo

g Feawr By RHEF A2HFERFDERTR

22 * R pBFER YR O F ok

221 f B fER ¥ g ¥ 3k

1. %37 (statistic)™ 74:
It st e NA B hoend BARR B LB 4 9P R AL Ao 1 R8P B iR

< o G4 TFXIDF = ;2245 o3 4 £ [8][9][10] ¢

2.3 % 7 (semantic) ™ 3V
FI*F3 DB HEFL SN kAT 3¢ DER A s (hierarchy) » 22 - B

PR PEA W AES kA 4 - Bap R (11]

3. B# 3% &~ t7(latent semantic analysis) ™ 3%:
flr R A 2 I Red O HY c PR EAEEAR S BRI
g-)ij‘L;bm}%aﬁ‘wpw&’?j\ H| g7 i"’? /Lﬁ&ﬁ?&gfff‘[IZJO

4. 4p 2 B (similarity) s 3¢
ﬁﬂ;}gu})ﬁi Eoddre wd B @R endp AR R KA TEP P F e B

[13]



5. ¥ B & % (machine learning)™ 7\

BEEV A C 2T ENEHE S TRENEDE R T2 T %EYF
TR R ITRAA S R REY B )J'*u?'“}?““? Y AR L LIS E R T
T & ¥ F Aomk o bl4e: AdaBoost[1][2][3] ,SVM[4] , SVR[5]

222 f B4Rk & 7

APIEE AR T B L S A A A

WIRF R

1. @& *TF-IDF:*+ % :
d g Ap g R (TR A Afri endp B+ > 02 F < 24 (IDF > T3
MM AL R Rtk inverse) ® M AT R A FE LG EN A o ATau
FREEFER=tfyora X idfword

2. 1427 [14][15]:

d N EEFAAR TN R ER OB G h o AT BAri A2 ¢ i

2 h4 MM ARAE 0 AR Rk E S RGBT o

# T %3 > bl4c:” In this paper” ,” Conclusion” ,” Result” % » iz

.

FHRDDFAF R G RFF RS HERAPN F o B ERT o A E A

B RY O RBIFRTFLIEBLUFA > AELBR LG EEA TS TR
LoV LY B AF o Ex:” All men(people) are created equal.” -

Flh s A AT E S AT hmen. {8 4 b i R F people e



MM BFAEHPEL > T ¥ 3 E 2 o Hlde:McDonald[16]32 5 e 3 ¢ &

e E Rt LR L AP Bh G L ieA SR B 4

@ o
7. ¥ 3@
GRS RO R PAAS A F PR AL AL - o T s

1. #3F M=% (location)[14}[16]:
03t Feai B LA g Mty it FEMON o FRt e R B 0§

ARG LR

b4

dn e gam SO A g e R EMONF o T ARG ER
R AREF P ARH TN L ER



2.3 Ensemble learning ;i ¥ /&

Ensemble learning [17]:# & /2 3458 5 S { Foripkean s B A#HE
PRS2 T EHEFRAFE Y FEZ2A2 BV EEFHRE RS EER
Lg% - R LF Y % - Ensemble learning &% ¢ & 484
B ik

— B EE A RS YR RIS B Y R BB Y B A5
BEEG IR aEFN AT E - BV RSB mRy SR 2 F cBREBY
YRR AT TR BT R E L AT R E Y R Y R
Bh FEFERAEYT VAR - Reedr kR AP EEEPOF Y FEZRER

BEIOFEL T IAL - BEFVR-REDEY LR LHT -3 2

FoEERE Y S N R R S BAHE Y RE R R Y e
FOLLER P EER DR REPT ML AHE Y L2 RSP EL

MR R FFAEL A RABTNE S Y A R RESRE S S L

R AHEY A2 T AL - B EREBAATY FE 2T OENE Y

B RS T R Y R T 0 kAR R A Y S
* o

Freund - Schapire (1996 » 1997) [1] #3% ! - AdaBoost i & i ,T.%{— B s
PREZN A B EFYITE 2 1R 7 oAb MR LS54 0E K T ]
F XA - BERPLGEEINFUEY 227 A EEFVAHER R
REFERHBIEXAFLROAFE B AL - B S BRBTE T

FEAA BT 0 SRR A R L A TR Pl E ]



2.4 AdaBoost

2.4.1 AdaBoost ;% & ;*

AdaBoost i ¥ j* €4 Freund frShapire £1995 # #73¥ 4 &vF & % [1][2][3]

P iF B E 4o Algorithm 2-1 #7770 % B 72 24X, V1), (X2, V2),eer (X Vi) > &4 M B

pair § (FiF & ;% rr:ﬁl%l 0 Xq,Xp,t, X 0 RS AT training sample 0 i e label A

SEy; Yoo Ym o B YR -1} X2 EKie m BEOEE - B4 A

D,(i) = 1/m -

Algorithm 2-1. AdaBoost Algorithm

Given: (Xl; y1)1 (Xz, yZ);---; (Xm! Ym)

Where x,€X , .ym€Y ={+1,—1}

Initialize D; = 1/M.

For t=1,...,T
{
1. Train weak learner using distribution D;
2. Get weak hypothesis hy: X = {+1, =1} with error Y;p x,=y, D:(i)
1—¢,
3. choose & = In /2.
t &
4. Update:
Dyyq (i) =22 {e_“t,iin = h(X})
VT g e ,ifY; # h (X))
_ De(i)*exp (—apxYi*xhi(X;))
= =
Where Z; is a normalization factor(chosen so that D.y; will be a
distribution).
}

Output the final hypothesis:

H(X)=sign(Z,(HT, () * )



2.4.2 AdaBoost § E ;x & 47

B L@ drtrainingsample 3 m BB Xy X000, Xy 0 B P efrlabel A B
Y1 Yo, Yoo A YB3+, -1} X2 BEKie m BEEREE - B e AL
Di()=1/m- T P FFXF n BRAALHFE -
ETRAPEB TRy & B # BB &p A EAFSmBREE > T
PE- BHEFFERDEALER

YU B e

L 35 - AASFEABES 0 BEF P E Dih =y, De() S hesk &2
BED(D):% tw &% i BhehdisFEs o
Ex:e - w & 0 BT Adn A BFE 0 AP g I RAF DA AL R
BRER - BEF- BAASEE - FHZ F 0T
U & A AR A GE PR M BERA S BT kA
o s A IR SR PO R IR R PSR B Y Yo, Yih
label 8 — $e> 4ok LG o B 4r P BRAB E L 2 B ITE RS > A
33 B Yinxp=y, D1(D)  he k& 4 55 %
I NBEEIE DA AL GERY FTA P A AR

2. BABFIFERNOARLBEY FAPLE ¥ & DA A2 EHT, -

3T RRARQ i B T - v 5 FH s § A -

_Et) /2 PR herror

&

1
Aipigd FP(EP Afse )T Y 'fgiﬁ"at = ln(

§ B0 o

10



A - Bt m BEORENL - fieh A F - v g APRRA Y EAH
ELEE > 1B SR A BT > LR T - v 8
St ek ok A BT St S A BB eNEEA B 1t dEd o B T B

WAL o E R BTG BT A AR HHE o T AP s BRREE

(DFor i=1:m

begin
e~ %t if Y, = hy(X;)
et ifY; # ho (X))

Temp(i)= Dt( 1 > *

End
(2)Z¢=%m, Temp(i);

(3>For 1=1:m
begin

Temp (i) N et 1EY = h(X;)

DtH(i) =
% e % ifY; # he(X)

End

5. F W A APk A o s BT > 50% 0 Al g e

}

1V5: 3P g T B & ane B> ¥ 4% w & ¢ { 37 trainingsample X; X, -1, X
FHEED () 2T - v EY I {ATEOREER - BEFIE)ARALSER
FHEw AL DBETHEL 0 1 E MM LA FDEEE L o p B P AL
BT - W EATPE AL B A SR AR A 4 DR ¥o p B enp chd R
PSR RSFET LI AEAE P LA AL T L s A RS T B

AAAHE  RL A rAH

W

X B S R A A NE

11



IR s B - ] i A e p e ke

H(Xp)=sign(X{-; (HT (X)) * a O o Hi s A E,
2.4.3 AdaBoost jF & iz R

BT RER o fa =(T)/2 B FRaEE g T
Et

. 1,ify, # H(x;
Training error(ih= L3 {7 T 1)
) 1 i

_ 1om 1'iinf(Xi) <0
- ;Zl {0, lfylf(Xl) > 0(2)

< = TP exp(—yif ())(3)
:an Dt+1(i) Ht Zt(4)
:tht(5)

(1) training error if‘u{#ﬂ B Mg SRR K AT DRl o ey 2OFE
FH(x) R & A kehB S fod B EA - ifu@: ARG E S AR R
RITE 2025 558 TRRIE A > T8 Sede R B f % 1 e Nt A training
error -°

(2) svip e TLIHT (X)) * a ARG 100 » 4 (1)58% 7 s $(2)58

(3) = wvexp( 2 ) >= 0 * 4o%K >= 0 Blexp(K) >= 1> #7128 e 2 d (2)
U4 3(3)50

(4) bp it s%  ApkgqnT oy

: —a i . == .
Dy <2 fE 7T = )

Zt ea’t ,lle i ht(Xl)

d AdaBoost #wniAz » A 1 {F

12



FlFitensiF 0 RFE B ﬁ‘ A3t s B E3K binary case:{-1, +1} °

SRR AR CE R LN S

D,(i) = D4 (i) exp(...)/ Z1
Ds(i) = Dy(i) exp(...)/ Z2
D,(i) = Ds(i) exp(...) / Z3

Dr41(i) = Dr(i) exp(...) / ZT
FE AR = FR AR £ HEAR R St e T L 3

AR
N _ 1 exp Oty YI*HTt*at)
DT+1(1) - E HtZt
_ l exp ((-yy) Y= 1HTt*0(t)
N HtZt

~ f(x;) = Zthl HT; * o
1 exp (=yf(x))
=> D41 (i) = 3 *—7--(6)

=> exp (-yf(x)) = Drsa () * N« [1.Z,

d (G)ﬁ’lﬁl‘_%"u'\?’ 1283 (4)&1%%

(5) £ # Distribution %4 jf H(fr& >t 1)> Ji*u? v {8 3| 2 4 training error i* 7
* normalization 3384 FR 3k de % -
BisANPE k5 g Zt % > 1% minimize Zt KPP I at %@ F training

error € f-| °

. e—at'ifY-=h(X')
— \'In 1 x
= X Dt(i) >|<{eo‘t,iin # he(X;) 7

13



= Yinxp=y; De(De” “t + Xin xpi=y; De(Det. (8)

= €™ Yt Yin,xp)=y; Dt(D) + €t Xin, xp)1=y; Dt (1)-(9)
=e %t(1 —¢g) + e%tg (10)

(=i (1-g /e /2 B Tyt § b

= 2/ (1 —&).(11)

=J1-4y2.(12)

< e~2r% (13)

ECALRUE R

6.(7) 5 normalization F%_%&

7.(8)(7) 5 Aa b eRR &

8. (9) & 3= (8)3mcrr 4 B~ | sigma. b G K

9. (10)4945 % 5 » 74 4 KA FEfe L v label 221 & 7 b D frie, > & &4
#F B Aot e label & ) K ple D frE 1 — & -

100 P& R (10) @ B o] » 2R E B o Bojiph % gk s RN fFB‘Tﬁ? IDES X
at=In(1 - e«/e)/2 P Egk| £ iii‘}*(lo);’v”:;“;fr%? 1

#3](11)

11,515 F1 5 NP e H 353 1/20 %AW L g 21/2- 0 7 R4
P IEEL PR S 0 E A O 1 3)(12)

1255 41" 14+x<=exp() g e 1R (12)50F 4 (13) - b gp =20 -

il FA RS
Training error(H) <TI{_;Z;

= 1y 2/e(1 — &)
= [Ti=1 /1 — 42

S eXp (_2 Zthl Y%).
14



—Training error(H) <exp (-2YL,v?)
RAE SR Bw b B ES ES e SNT e ST A AT E

TR R L R E - Rk A AR
2.5 SVM(Support Vector Machine)f & = 2

SWI4]E - BEFNHFY 22 2 &% ki3l r gl M (for 2-class
problem) o Tsutomu HIRAO #% 1 & * SWM 4 & 53] [4] - 2% 2 52 § ¢F
BN G T S22 iFh a2 v en? 2o AP LB R ZTRE B oS
fEae 2 S 3 1+ engh o
S N5 A3 I Bk (features) = £ -

2. B ik 2 b anEk e
ET ko & B g ¢ HRI= B E > Answer€ {+1,=1} - Answer £+ 23 R & i
AIEFF AN IHEAR DR S0 RE B AR g B B-1{+1, -1} 4
SIMg Bzt e & & 203 5 o
3B e Sl i PR T ST b ek - T
Frid o >t o0 1B AR EH] -1} BT kv U B RER s
B e § 7SR € - RT o B A INZELS XA H G TP
B> APL BpEo e Bt R FRTFAR S TR
hyper-plann® @ — ], 4o % E+13, v P ESWM 4 L& FEBcff & o o

TR A- GESWMA S E T LB o

15



® : positive

* R .
hyper fplan I negative

2.6 SVR(Support Vector Regression) & = /2

A2 s F1®1 S, Li-~Y. Ouyang ~ W/ Wang £ B. Sun % % i¢ * SVR *t4§
L2 2 [H] 0 1T AP S D R o4& T R AP ¥ i 4% 0 Support Vector
Machine “ﬁ% 0O B R AT 2 E A R RIS i N AR o 7 RT3 G R AL
Support Vector Machine * ##Support Vector Regression(SVR) » #73} ik
Frap eh A B AT IR - B e i F(>D) s Vector > R -
- Bde o AP ERE BRI EES TR v @O F A ¢ T
(features)#tw @B eniE » 445 4w £ ¥ & 4 #F(i): Vector — Score »
FEREER e SRIP RS - )/ N VA v Ba-Z5 7 F ¢ chT g o 4ok SWM >
SVR+ EHBF 52 AP b L enT G > @ v frSWMA e E > SV ) k eng -
A e = g TG oom SR e 59 BRI R FOR A G hT G, T e B $ AL

o

\m

A -

TR AEBeFATE & wF il 1 #o Vector>Score AL Score 3% 2 54 [4]
Score(s) = Ztles Qs Same(t;, t)

thesztiesSame(ti,tj):tw;g;é—s?;#gz SHfr i1 SR AP e

16



i
[s|:pt e q Bk
T L AP i B e
(1)Word-based Feature
Vi(s) =§ th €s Ztietitle Same(t;, tj)
HEzREaE NS
tjes: 4 7 B o3 anid
tietitle: & 7 B3RP R
thes Dtetitle Same(t;, t;) AfRAAEfr it o F PR - e

(2) Phrase-based Name Entity Feature

|entity(s)nentity(title)|
Is|

Va(s) =
lentity(s) N entity(title)|: »» + 4%k 5 Lfetitle @& 5 L3
/3

(3) Centroid Feature
Vs(s) =thES tfidf(tj)
tfidf(t;): t;=n TFIDF &

(4)Named Entity Number Feature

_|entity(s)]
|s|

lentity(s)|:¢7 + 42 & 5 %300 dic

Va(s) =

(5)Sentence Position Feature

17
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3 7 Vector(s)={ V1,V2 V3 V4 V5}11 % Score(s) »
,T.%? v #-E B e+ g4 2 S!Vector—Score 73] i, ¥ 5 training {v testing #

* o

2.6 ¢ L RBP4 S

de 23 By fhEr oFed FRIEEE - BRA AT ET - B4
HETREIT S N 3 R Y 2 3 BRI A A P AL AR R 0 T AR ¢
AR TR R IE A BT PR [18] R L IR RS o F AU ¥ TR

P R A A AP HEEA P T & AR AT 0 i 2,410

% 241

e CKIP P8 thie
Na Naa Nab Nac Nad Naca Naeb i %3
Nb Nba Nbe L4 o3
Nc Nca Neb Nec Nee B
VA VATL,.12, 13 VA3 VA4 5 iTH 2 Fodrip
VB VB11, 12 VB2 B (T4E 2 o o200
VC VC2 VC31, 32, 33 T2 P
VE VEI1 VE12 VEZ2 B (501 F B30
VH VHI1, 12,13, 14, 15,17 VH21 AT E PR
VHC VHI6 VH22 G T B B
VK VKL, 2 Mo B
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2.7DUC ' %

# p #R3% % Document Understanding Conference (DUC)[6][7]®_d ¢ % B & H
2% &2 BT 7 #7(National Institute of Standards and Technology 4 #i- NIST)£2 %
B 38 b L5 5 $ (Advanced Research and Development Activity center of
the U.S. Department of Defense > f§ #i- ARDA) *7T+ fo i do il B F4L & 5 J8 0 ~
2001 & B 4o4ad> > FIP w0 50k 0 ¢ 3BT DUC2001 3] DUC2007 % = B % e
BB v D R R P ) - B R R e BeER Y S
WA RN AT UL B BT TR L A FBDIC B & 50 5B
Topic » # & Topic #2.% Title ~ Question friz i Topic & #7& 7 < F 1 Head -

Article > 11 2 4p 443t & B Topic #14 1 4 & o
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%*
b3
-3:%
wy
'

3.1 %4

SRS EEY S R ERAE A S L E - BREY AL 22
B xR R R AT AP A WROELERE R LERT LY D
TR 33 R BABEBEEY S FWMEY LRV AR 5 neta-algorithm
FURPFEE LB R FEE  MAL (LS o

A 230 41" 9 AdaBoost[1][2][3]fis — BR324 Mg & 3
BAEHF BREAK ORISR X - BEG S BEAKTELE S 2
AdaBoost 4 - AEWME Vg8 ix[2]> v ¥ ¥ ¥ chdecisionrule § = 3 4

» AddaBoost #i#thd ¢ § B2 chd § S BTt 33 A KR L U R o
G BB 33 A agE B 50% Foenit gE S 0 AdaBoost iR in At 33 4 8E %ﬁ“r} A

MR o g ki - BB a2 Fefert B AR E B oY
WA AR EOEERE O RCL A NEES AR - R AR

Bk A4 o APl A &0 % 5 AdaBoost AL e8s A HEE 0 2 B HE
BOS 5 UEE GO T AR A e e iRk AP
ATE Y fu 2 3 FATRE R > FIEAP IR § o B 3-1 5 - f§ H S

AdaBoost & & iz %A T % B
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Testing Data Known Answer

Weak classifier with Training Process Weak Classifier Pool
weighting

l Classify Reweighting

Classification -
Training Data
Result

Bl 3-1.AdaBoost #% 4 Hl

3.2 & 3

S8

A

Gosk pt N b4k A RN
A SBRE L ,,\,,»uﬂsﬂ}#’ - A

#1200 § < § (T o

Wi
fin
=
4y

CETRIOU R PR R T R

#%2 & (term frequency 73+ & v document frequency 72+ *

I o Rk Fficie o 1% AdaBoost i B 2 -5 B A Y H g ag 24
VIR B A I RRN - BEE N RRLE 2D P RAASEE

2R 4

A A E I S A BHE B G
ARG 3 AR M R A B MR A oS

BRAAFEL P RRE SR

hedd PERAR
EEEIER Y £-EES 23 SRS L LR
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S ) i
2.4 14t & T

]

AdaBoost i ¥ i

N N
1,4 2 R 2,. 4 57 B n} P00 2R A

> e 2.?\)”3 w"f'_
Bl & - > % % AT - PRI e

]

REFER G st spn (@ 3050k
CES —

i I

3 ffu%ﬁ b4

W) 320 % sein ek 1.

321% 22 3% E Ag

hk BENF LS L4 200 # Yahoo ATH #7 ¥ F #T4% % » Yahoo 200 £ ¥ F *

A G FS o ARE o RYE R L S0 f o B W AJTINHEA 2 B o B
RREER R PR R R AR AT RIL o T m AT ERARA S 2

BreE > 4oR 3-3 -
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Stepl

g or @ ﬁ.,};ﬂ

1%~ &

1FR

Stepl .45 +37
Ex:av & 3 5 4%
34 (Nh) & (D) 2 (VCL)
F 12(Nc)

(ER7 S

. !

‘fl]'ﬂ' 1’0'?’;':’!

T hA R e R - Rl &
AT 07 R o W REJEE f
Step2. % #f W] & & B 4F ‘ VIR F
“#} iR T~ DF AL &
Step3 v Rk
S ]

= L Rae~ & , )

jf . " ELDF L
vihg A e aiﬁi

Bl 3-3:% B Tt A2 E 1
o en¥rid k Su[18] T o etk ie > #-2 F Gl

el 2 Hr e o

Step2

AR B L%’”}g g0 R € & 47 & (term frequency 2 - document

frequency i&)[10] -
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Step3
ML IRFEHPY RS RS EERAL YR RSO EE S B Ao L

TR

322¥ 2 £ 5 AR

A

F2 2R APIYCE P DUCO2 e B > #h @ 3n s 4 & A A d BIRA o

Partl Part2

DUC02 <~ % Title ¥2 Query

.

Stepl H#-4p e 3 3F 2
CERRE TS T

[ S >
T Arehe i

1 £
a2

Step2 ] * Stanford —
| #
Parser £+ % B#E < 3 Step2 fI|* Stanfor

Stepl * B 31 3g T B~

T iR A4EL 2 query &

e

Parser &7 & B ® ~ F

u AR

Step3 * »,-,?, ;,:, |
BT e A FREL > B

T%T e o

2

Stepd ;- % #73 ® 2 F
e1TF DF & °

HrER o

1
PR 4 AT

s

Bl 3-3:8 % 2§90 B AL ARH
Partl
Stepl
SHARR AR T he R ELH 0 S 3 N5 > DUCO2 ¢ B fEK F 58 A AT
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3 58 7 A ARG R o M AR AR -
Step2
41 * Stanford Parser[19] > % g2 3@ 1 effie o

Step3
FIH o, 0,2, 5, RESTO SRR B T o
Step4

8 ® 2 F 4 ehterm frequency & fr document frequency & [10] °

Part2
Stepl

B BT 715 K 2 R ARAE 2 A 4E Query & S EE IR O AT iR AR o
Step2

4% Stanford Parser $H{E4% F e B3 < F 4 B ek is[19] ©

3.3 Al ¥ nA AR 3

o

Bk 4o AP R 10 AR T £ R dgE 2k 7 5 AdaBoost ALk A
BEEE
(1)Term Frequency(TF)4 #= 32[9][10]

F A b F BB kA ATy Yahoo ATR ¥ R {FL AL E ~ EYE S i
Bl AWzt EE Bapu e g AR o
Ex: GFGofie £9 2 2RAFSES0 S $ Y AE IR I10x 0 §F R

A1 20 = 0 B TR(= 7% F2)=10 » TR(E %[%)=20 °
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%031 FCSAT

* % (N) 45 B F(Vt) 2
5 (Vi) 12 iz B (Vi) 35
4 4(N)9 BEE (VE)3
% (N) 14 H_(Vt) 200
F3%(N) 2 P iz (N) 7
Bt (Vi) 6 FAFCRHN) 1
H4E(N) 50 B E(N)1
5 IY(N) 12 Jaw® (N) 3
$# 91 (Vt) 3 +HE (N) 3
BT (Vt)1 4p Mi(vt) 40
7 %(N)19 #FI(Vt) 1
* i Fa(N) 23 B8 T (Vt) 1
5138 (Vt) 7 F 7R (Vi) 1
P 7% (N) 10 T 8 (Vi) 1

% 3-1 5 FUSEE o B EIVA P R 0 Term-frequency > § 7 & & %30 R e TR
FoRT RBEIE L BEY PR RONPAF TI0E > R F TS AARR
% ehfP HE > TF-threshold  — B Term Frequency (TF)4 #8 = j# chw @ (& > Bojd
IR B F AR T R IR S e E_J‘f et 3 g 0B B TF-threshold #

Vg o do% <3t Plw i@ 1, o3, Blw @1 e

(1,if (Zwordes TF(Word)/l 5| > TF — threshold)

TF-weak-classifier(S)=
L—1, if (Zwordes TF(Word)/lsl < TF — threshold)

word €S : 4 w4 B A3 et @ q o 2P E B NasNbNe s VA ~

VB~VC~VE~VH~ VHC ~ VK }

IS|: e+ 27 Bt @R T B> {Na~Nb~Nc~VA~VB~VC~VE~VH~VHC ~ VK }
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= 1A E

(2)Document-Frequency(DF) 4 3 #

z

FRH A PR b

>

hrsEEY 0

[9]10]

Befo b k07 e #E % Yahoo ATRE = R {rtis ~ALE ~ EdE -~ R}
F ¢ NRE o B
# = Document-Frequency °

BUTF FURAES0 BT R 06K EF MM 2 ER

o § 4 NIVE BRI P DF(* % 1)=6 - DF(E %[%)=5 ¢
4 3-2 FOiSHE ~ B4 DF 4

* % (N) 20 B PI(Vi)1
Bt (Vt) 8 BB (Vi) 15
44 (N)2 BER (V) 3
3 (N)S ®_(Vt) 45
#I%(N) 2 ¥ iz (N) 7
(V) 1 BAFRAN) 1
Bt (Vi) 4 B %(N)1
H4E(N) 50 R (N) 1
7 #%(N) 2 HF fr(N) 1
24 (vt) 2 J1(Vt) 29
Bw(vi)1 #FI(VE) 1
7 *(N)12 o pI(Vt) 1
% Fe(N) 12 F 3R (Vi) 1
515 (Vt) 6 Tl (Vi) 1
i 7 (N) 5 vk i (N) 2

z

# 3-2 F PSRk B SRR A 39 4 i Document-frequency 0§ 3R B R R HE R R
e FNRAR S 80 JF A SRR & A7 60 Document-Frequency(DF) A 7
% F* (& » DF-threshold o % PP 4% % %] & B R P DF B BT 0@ » § (72
if® e11 DF-threshold °

#7110 > — i Document-Frequency(DF) 4 #f = j# chw 8 BB~/ )b ;v 3 @ 5 B 29
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R FNBAF E AR % e F PR 0B B _F * 3 DF-threshold » =

1,if (Zwordes DF(WO‘"d)/Isl > DF — threshold)

(
|
DF-weak—cIassifier(S)={
l—l, if (ZWOrdES DF(Word)/|S| < DF — threshold)

DF(word): ® 2 wordiz B hi 2 S K = F JIRiE -

word €S : R & #F I 3 g et g B {Na~Nb~Nc~VA -

—=
.

Al
S

VB~VC~VE ~VH~ VHC ~ VK }
IS|: 7+ A3 Bl 23R % B> {Na~Nb~Nc~VA~VB~VC~VE~VH~ VHC ~

VK }

(3) #3237 % (Keyword)fr & 3 ¥ (Query)

ko F a2y DREEFRCAEF o BT F R w1

ek o3RG HRE S w1 FRl wig-1 .

ek @G R ERF o w B L1 BR > wE-Le

kP FEt ML G LW or @1, FR w1
(D 37

dod o MR EF o B 1 B wig-1o
)& iRk

ok e F A NRE LS BARES By B 1 TR wiB-1e
(D FwhRxk

Aok ARG MR FFAEALEIB o B L FR O wiB-1o
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e ¢ BRI BaF o v @10 3R v g1

3.4 i SufmA A

ML R AL B 0 A& A 53 BI%A Stepl 0 Step2
Stepl EP A kit * — B H ni]| 5 Bk itk AP R F i AR
Step2 P E_ i * — B H SV IEBMP 2 FAIRELS ih%] ISES S R

Stepl #r" R eficie A 4 K SLdE & o

Stepl

IR S1 S2 S3 54 S5 S6

A 1 label 41 +1 +1 -1 -1 -1 /LR A EA IR
IR

P fEL 1/6 1/6 1/6 1/6 1/6 1/6
Error rate

wl predict -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2/6

w2 predict  +1 -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 1/6>w2 pw & e g ®

w3 predict  +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 3/6

L B AT PR el JE R S w2
Error rate €1=1/6

alzln( )/2

1—81

€1
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e

Update weight Dwi(i) = ze * Le®t,ifY; = he(X;)
) 1 1

PR+ S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6

A 1 label  +1 +1 +1 -1 -1 -1 /AR R R IR
d IR

AT 1/8 3/8 1/8 1/8 1/8 1/8 —
Error rate

wl predict -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2/8-owl v £ s E

w2 predict  +1 -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 3/8

w3 predict  +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1  3/8

e S arReiE e R L wl
Error rate €,=2/8

azzln( )/2

1—82

€2

J i _at,'fY-zh X.
Update weight D:1 (i) = De®) {e I Y; ¢(Xi)

Z¢ e ilY; # he(Xj)

PR+ S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6

A1 label  +1 +1 +1 -1 -1 S /LN IS A SR R
dUIR

P EE 5/17 4/17 5/17 1/17 1/17 1/17 -
Error rate

w1l predict -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 -1 10/17

w2 predict  +1 -1 +1 -1 -1 -1 4/17

w3 predict  +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 3/17-w3 s w & i &5 E

e B AP E s JER L w3

Error rate €3=3/17
30




1—¢
a3 = In ( 3) /2
B 3-4 )k sy A 4% Stepl
Step2

Key={w2,w1,w3} fra={aq, o, az} ¥ €' R/fice

s Model
B E B (n ‘ Key:{WZ,W].,W3},
i# i+ )

a={ay, az, az}

:

S1-score=ot; * W2(S1) + ay * w1(S1) + az * w3(S1)
S2-score=0t; * W2(S2) + oy * w1(S2) + az * w3(S2)
S3-score=0t; * W2(S3) + ay * w1(S3) + a3 * w3(S3)

Sn-score=a; * w2(Sn) + a, * wl(Sn) + a3 * w3(Sn)

Top(B¥F5*~ % - Ranking:{S1-score,S

l 2-score,...,Sn-score }

SR B

B 3-5 % SAPEA n 4% Step2
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e - RHEREES

41 FRFHE

AR BT A E LS * Yahoo AT #ryc f e BEFW 2 F 0 A 8] 5 FUAHE R
AT REBEA LG F A 504 0 RE200KFE T 2T L
F ook Ak B @ % DUC2002 [5][6]ehd (T hth+ B 2 & HFARE > (T4 A%
v (- HHEE e &% DUC2002 A Ak H e E AR FF L o A
MADIRBCePE > T E A L& R0 S extract @ 2 abstract 0 ATt & R

b R S
4.2 R 3

4217 ~ 3 g
AT 2 Y 2 kR RN 4 R g & Y
ts i 4 W% Yahoo #7# 12008 = 5 #7 15%.020% - 30NRHFF h A 1LIER o
A F sk 2 AR * Precision~Recall~F-value # £ i cff & 326 eh= % o

|SNH]|

Precision:
[H|

|SnH|

Recall: S

2*xPrecision*Recall

F-value: Precision+Recall

NEES A EX * 225
EF ¥ ¥
[SNH|: % 1 4F & 4r )k Sdf & 2 B ok
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422 > &
3 m A% P EF1* ROUGE §7#% i3+ & ROUGE-1 » ROUGE-2 » ROUGE-SU4 -
ROUGE[20]#&_d ISI s Lin = Hovy #74& 41 ez iz ) o

T 7] 8 ;X 5 ROUGE-N ehik & & 4.

J.SeHSummaries 2n— grames Countyaech (N—gram)

2.SeHSummaries Zn—grameS Count(n—gram)

ROUGE-N=

HSummaries: # 7+ 4 1 4§ &
Countyaeen(n — gram): 2 57 & Sidf & o X 1 3 & I P50 IR n-gram =
Count(n-gram): # -7 * 1 4§ & #r 3 n-gram =i # -
" % N-gram gt 5 3 g
N-gram Language Models:
P(W)=P(W;, Wy, W3, ...,W,)
= P(W1)P(W, W1 ) P(P (W5 | W, Wy)...P(Wy Wy, Wy, W3, ..., Wy 1)
=[Tiz, P(W;i Wy, Wy, W, ..., Wi_y)
Ex:
(1)Unigram model :
P(W)=P(W;, Wy, W3, ..., W,)
~P(W;)P(W,)P(W3)...P(W,)
(2)Bigram model :
P(W)=P(W;, Wy, W3, ...,W,)

~ P(W;)P(W,|Wy) P(W5|W5)...P(W,[Wy_1)
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43 FHE%

4314 LU FREF KL S

% 4-1. = ?—‘ﬁB’»ﬁsﬂ’ 2 § F-value % %

@.ﬁﬁ-’}" 15% 0.403217714 0.409789481  0.722542597  0.465179265 0.500182264
}E.ﬁ”ﬁ-?“ 20% 0.430865875 0.451039275  0.624679255  0.419235941 0.481455086
@.ﬁﬁ-’}" 30% 0.467568888 0.479611168  0.548401229  0.485900922 0.495370552
Average 0.433884159 0.446813308  0.63187436 0.456772043

FASBE RN 2 A TR JOk L AR & Rt Bk ez 4 A B gt

B e F-value & > Bode RB AR SN e %o

average

% 4:2. = B {353 | Fvaluels

&‘ﬁﬁ-?" 15% 0.254722644 0.289347451  0.627853674  0.330860251 0.375696005
@.%fﬁ-’?" 20% 0.295539202 0.30323755 0.545859853  0.341880128 0.371629183
@.%fﬁ}* 30% 0.360153354 0.376645013  0.481896376  0.386716033 0.401352694

Average

0.303471733

0.323076671

0.551869968

0.353152137

AR AT 2 F KA TR ok F AR RO Bk oz L 2y

vt B e Fovalue 0 BoEbof BRGNP o
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432 % F BB HE H R RIPR EE

%430 4 440 4 454U 5 FRES (R 15% BT 20% - B4

F30%) HHUIHEE LA RES o

3043 A KB HURR st S

F-value RS 15% RS 20% B 30%
* A 0.50018 0.48145 0.495370552
B 4335 B +LSA  0.4831925 0.4937185 0.5004

(C.H Lee, Z.W.

Liao,2009)[25]

SWMs 0.1547 0.2508 0.3691
SVR(S. Li, Y. 0.3646 0.3896 0.456
Ouyang, W. Wang,

B. Sun,2007)[5]

4.3.3DUCO2 3%/ & %
% 4-6> % 4-7> % 4-8 & %W 5 K~ kX1l DUCO2 % ~ B > ROUGE-1 » ROUGE-2 »

ROUGE-SU4 Recall » Precision ° F-value e % -

% 4-5. ROUGE-1 Recall,Precision,F-value % %

DUC 2002 ROUGE-1

X ROUGE-1 Average_R 0.41201 (95%-conf.int. 0.39991 - 0.42456)

X ROUGE-1 Average_P 0.39288 (95%-conf.int. 0.38245 - 0.40313)
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% 4-6. ROUGE-2 Recall,Precision,F-value % %

DUC 2002 ROUGE-2

X ROUGE-2 Average_R 010003 (95%-conf.int. 0.09149 - 0.10891)

X ROUGE-2 Average_P 0.09525 (95%-conf.int. 0.08771 - 0.10363)

X ROUGE-2 Average_F 0.09738 (95%-conf.int. 0.08927 - 0.10602)

% 4-7. ROUGE-SU4 Recall,Precision,F-value % %

DUC 2002 ROUGE-SU4

X ROUGE-SU4 Average_R 0.14845 (95%-conf.int. 014082 - 0.15656)

X ROUGE-SU4 Average_P 0.14131(95%-conf.int. 0.13442 - 0.14878)

X ROUGE-SU4 Average_F 014449, (95%cont.int. 0.13756 - 0.15216)




F04-8. A KB HUHR st S

ROUGE-SU4
CQPSum(2010)[22] 0.42241 0.17177 0.19320
Our System 0.412 0.100 0.148
Rel+Bigram(2009)[24] 0.403+0.076 0.180+0.076
Rel+NoBigr(2009)[24] 0.403+0.080 0.180+0.082
DGM(2008)[23] 0.390 0.008
S28 0.427 0.217 0.173
S21 0.414 0.171 0.193
DUC baseline 0.411 0.210 0.166
S19 0.408 0.208 0.163
Lead 0.384 0.177
Rel 0.389 0.178
MMR 0.392 0.178
GM 0.375 0.083

$28,S521, 519 : the top 3 performing DUC 2002 systems From the 13 participating
systems

Lead : Extract the leading sentences

Rel : learned via the SVMRank Algorithm

MMR : Maximal Marginal Relevance

DGM : document-based graph model

GM : graph model
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434 2% A ¥

d 2417 Fr E RS AL ¢ S FUS R R BAE W Ak Mg & 15% ~
A%

T M RGER AR AL g~ FURKE ~ RSEEE B S & 15% ~ 20% ~ 30%R &5
HT T ian gp o> 4 6] 5 0433884159  0.446813308 0.63187436
0.456772043 ;3" F# M FATHF R IS § » & 5 > AL agnlg I - &
PR AP gL o SPIRR A R ALATR Y S ARG M AU AT A 1
FHEP BTG LB L EOAROTE B AER AAE R R F R R
ATrL Ak SO ARE Y F ek 8f FaRh B o

d % 4-8 ¥ ¥ 7> 12 ROUGE-1 L—Ff] VARRILBAT A E ndE &k ALTTL g E
£ 3 4 4 7> 12 ROUGE-2 7\'}% » ROUGE-2 A P~jdo2t 4 1 ff & &7 % Sqg & ¢

2-gram match B #ic > o ¥t AR SO B e BT £ S 3 ¢ L

\“‘\ﬂ

P R e e Flpt AR B G v A A & o ¥ °F ROUGE-SU4 * & >
** ROUGE-SU4 enif g Bt s BRI RE N LAFE R P » X IR s B
FOHFERT & AAREr BF AT A IHEEE AL P matchhE -

M 2L Fend BF o #rrLH 2x% > APt ROUGE-2 #3% 5 &% - e
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EHWFANFHREBI A A FELEREA IR #iT 5 =it Fy
Foooh kg AdaBoost LA  HiF &2 Hd SR HEE ARG » ok

TEATEA R Bdf & R e v“’%%ﬁf{&, i BUEFECEPETE US54

F

2R amTi o FIP o A G a2 f0g g B ¥ b A K AT g ¥

WHYEAE S BgER L F Aot 0 F RIS AR T R 2

i

MEREE 2 B A IRER L T DUCT B RS BERIFLA

PenFoR e oo &9 00 ROUGE ™R > stk s § kT2 b oo
52HA%kREY¥

RS SRS R S S S R £ i
AETES o A ek AR I ET e Ak s ok L@ WR R
PR L i e § EE LA R R T A kS T LA

B IR o
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