JeRt R M(AARIER) 548 434 20184 5 H

Acta Scientiarum Naturalium Universitatis Pekinensis, Vol. 54, No. 3 (May 2018)

doi: 10.13209/j.0479-8023.2017.166

TET S AFAER 5 A0 ORI — SOk U507 A0

7}5]' 7j£él L

kAR RREF AL

1. JEEUITE K30 2= Be, Jb Rt 100871; 2. Jbat Kefit ik S A B S E S 050 %, st 100871; T E-mail: keyonghong@126.com

WE A0SR OREERIR RS RN BRI P G2 RE, SC—Fh A 3hrois X
FEPRE—BWETT Rk SRR, AR R RAR R A R, JOF HEEER, S5RFEE, AT LUK IR

MR 3 SO R TE — BUPEAG & AR

KR EUE, ZHE B, U GRRE

hES%S  TP391

A Method for Semantic Roles Labeling Consistency Calculation
Based on Multi-features
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Abstract The authors state an automatic method for semantic role labeling consistency calculation, based on the
features of annotated corpus format, structure, content and user performances. The expriment shows that the
proposed method is fast, stable and has high recall rate, and it can greatly improve the quality and efficiency.
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Fig. 1 Model of SRL calculation based on multi-feature
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