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Advances in Question Classification for Open-Domain Question Answering
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Abstract: Open-domain question answering is becoming a hot topic in the fields of natural language processing and informa-
tion retrieval . Question classification, as an important component of question answering, has shown its significant influence on the
overall performance of question answering systems. It can help reduce the search space and choose the exact search strategy to find
answers. In this paper, we present a through overview of the state-of-the-art approaches to question classification, in terms of catego-
ry/dataset, feature extraction, classification methods and performance metrics. Firstly, we give a detailed analysis of the supervised
learning based question classification approaches. Then, we introduce some related work on question classification, such as kernel
methods, semi-supervised learning methods, active learning and transfer learning methods, and so on. Finally, we give some possible

research directions on question classification.
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A2 [ 1999 4= TREC(Text REtreival Conference )21 5|
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MR BE , T HLAR B ke 7 L =7 ~J 18 [0 8L 73 24T 55+ 1Y
HEH]

AT S 22 5 H0HE SRR AE B R 2 e AR i
TH PEREVFINARZ T, B4 T IR 2R ORI AR Y 32 %
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2 ReN ISR R NS o B - RPN S A = e e N )
2] RS 2] SRR L3 S B L TR] IR [R]85
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2 HEERSHEE

2.1 HEER

IR F L )4 2K KR, 7 AR R BT — A
P Y B8 R B [ B3 2 1 PE g . AE DT 4F TREC QA 1T
e, 48 R Z MU ER R F B O 2R & BT 35C
I3 25, i 2501 LI 260K R (R 1 FR ) Fie ol it
R 5y SR R B B () B T T, BB A T O )
fite~o (B, i T AR R L £ 1 factoid 7], Bu
2110048 HFR N I T P 25 (content-based ) 1 43 251K R | [7l
B4 ) —Fh 5L T T B (function-based) I 73+ 2K &R, 6115
fact, list , reason , solution , definition FI navigation 26 N
il

FEXFrRSCIRLEUAr 26, BE N B K 2 2 BRRS R U T
M K2 AL 2R S R O 4 S Y vp SO i 4326
PRZ (N 2 JHR) . 3 A, B 5) I0G 6 1 OA [r) SRS 5 A 25
SRRV Jy T ST T — B S A R AR R XN
A4l 20 PR AU AR A P 2 Y 35 M AN S PR A 0 g v S )
BT RIER .

*1 UIUCEX@BIEER
Fk P

ABBR | abbreviation, expansion

DESC | definition, description, manner, reason

animal, body, color, creation, currency, disease, event, food, in-
ENTY | strument, language, letter, other, plant, product, religion, sport,

substance, symbol , technique,, term, vehicle,, word

HUM | description, group, individual

LOC city, country , mountain, other, state

NUM code, count, date, distance, money, order, other, percent , period,

speed , temperature, size , weight

MZ I TREC QA I Fifr R T f) [ 251 43 24 4 2 o
B I RS 3 45 06 1) T 458 /IR JEE ST TRy /N JE i) A
FONAETE SUAE BRI | F &, v LY e 2
PE A I 3L B A A5k 0 SRR RN B 2

S0 EE IS T 188 A0 ) A8 23 F i 08 T L 2 ) e 8 1 2
SR . Suzuki 2513 HE TR T DU Rl 2k B0k BE ) 1) S
OYRG EE, 25 R B — 258 DU 2R, 43 RS BE A
95% FFEE] 75% oy BIER B & 2 /025, )&k A
FAT (flat) i /2 )2 UK (hierarchical ) Z5 14 , T %275 JE4E 5 7]
BRI ERET K .

F2 BMIKBXABESEER

RE 2ES

abbr, definition, expression, judge, manner, meaning, other, rea-
DES

son

HUM | desc, list, organization, person

100 addres, city, continent, country, island, lake, list, mountain, o-

cean, other, province, river

NUM area, code, count, distance, frequency, list, money, multiple, or-

der, percent, period, range , speed , temperature , weight , other

animal, body, clothing, color, culture, currency, disease, event,
OBJ food, instrument, language, list, material, microbe, other, plant,

religion, social , sports, substance , term, universe

e, day, holiday, list, month, other, range, season, solarterm,
TIME ag y y 2

time, week , year

A 1) 53 2R 1A 38 K 22 38 T ) i ) A B T35 4%
FAUHE R BT, F2 B[R] RS 1 3 g A Bl Tk %
PG I T Wu S ] R 43 2 5 25 2k
2 ) 28 58 28 LA S AN R A A A B —
FCHT A )8 73 KA R % SRR R AT s 2 th T 7 1%
(method ) &I & F FliE L (semantic) EHIA R .

A 0] A8 G 2 A4 % 0 e S T SC ) 2K 5, Pin-
chak ZE SR T RS AR AR R B (1) 2 )
RANBE S T SRR S DT AT 5 (2) 8 S Ta) 2 51 1)
B2 A UEARR 1, Mikhailian 2511042 H—Rh 25 R 30
SHZE RS2 R N T R AR LR, R
WA AP (asking point ) [a] S5, ¥ TR & 38
A R A 3 A B9 EAT(expected answer type) [R] 8125 5] .
2.2 HiE&E

BETHLAR 2 > 1 [R] R 53 25 4 — i RS 1 3 4fs 4R
KN S B X TSR3 26, DA UIUC ] E 4
(http://12r. cs. uiuc. edu/-cogecomp/data/ qa/qc) B A 1%
FE Hop NGRS £k [ USC® TREC 8 1 TREC
9, M) Bl 455k A TREC 10, t F H A &4 H &
T, PV 28 B A 22 i 9 SC ) 73 28 F 5 /) 24
Bl sET -0 RS, UTUC 1ol RS O 2500 40 A AN AR 3 1
5. Li T UE TREC 8 Il TRECY ,USC LA J A T4y 1
F4 ) B2 BN R, fi UTUC ) 54 v ] 028 5] 1) 40 A
ST A

XFF R SCIR) 28, H ORI A AR e ] A . LA
SCHR R 22 5% FG 7R Dol R “# At 25HS F (i B A R F
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Fort R B 1 3h 4k BT H Ak A 1] AT 4
AN B I BE TREC QA B; UTUC ] U4 Sfe A 3t
Hh S [ A
3 HFEREX

FRIESE U HE TR > I [R) 8 4 2 vh dpe oy 22
FYPRTT, G RRAE RE A% I 5 b 2l 38 () A3 25 (R PR e . DA
T INTA I A R AR SR T, 430 28 ROy 2R T
8RR IE S
3.1 GAEHHE

11)4% (bag-of-words ) 2 [} 1 7325 () fe SEARRAE ,
A9 unigram, bi-gram Fl tn'-gram[ R bi-gram Fll tri-
gram [F] i 2% F& 73l L, {H Huang 258 ) S0 45 SR 3%
B, B I bi-gram il tri-gram 43 28005 BE 22 HE unigram
AR Z I, — AR bi-gram I tri-gram.

BRI TR 4% R AR AT R) A3 2K ARG B O AN
A8 Zhang %R SVM 43 2 FH4E UIUC B4 48 110955
B4 AR B R SRR A 1K /N8 00 RS BE AN 79.2% . 3%
S g (1) BAT X4 1) /) w4 30 o [ g8 3 26 Y TR 5
(2) WA 7% JE ) ) () 4] i (1 AR R B T AR R IR 2
oA T A AR B B Al

FRIAASFEAE LLSE, Huang %[SJi@%UﬁH TR ] R
(digit) INE (lower case) j(g(upper case) M IR G R
(mixed) ZE A HFAE . 573 41, Blunsom 25 2 34 i i T 1] A1)
AR BEARFALE
3.2 AILEHHE

T (part-of-speech ) 4 f¢ f] B 19 A1) VA AL . AR AH
IRAPF G & W B 1% 3 1 AR 1 % [ A 432K 1) T R AR /)N
B — A A AR IEZ — .

S [P 1) gk [7) 7 3 IS I R DA 1) T A7) vk AR
A L 4 AL A R e B[] ) gt ) LA S (] AR 2
Huang 2518 {52 16 45 S 3 W B 1) 1) X ] S5 26 4 0K
FYDTHR . 5 T BE [m] da) S JBC, mT DAAR 9 %€ 7] 37 1) 2 B ML 45
Ik

I 5BE ] 3] LA S, 5E [0 ) B 30 14 36) , A 1) i 5 ] 1) A
308 2 T B A ), 6 R) A3 Rt B AR T, X
18] B A v 0 18] (head word ) BY 2 & 18] (focus word ) .
Huang 2518 (152 56 45 S 2% WA 16 58 1o ) () S ik 1= 51 A v
OIILLG , /NIy KNG L th 46.8% b TH 2 82% . Silva
520 Loni 2512 A 206 45 FAB TG UE T 0 1) 76 ] f5
SRR EZAE R OCT b e sl A SR A R I, Huang
SE USRI Li A LT R R AR A M R 2 X R B
HHLMA] , Zhang A2 5 A R B HLIR, (CRFs) #4745 2 )
PO T3 o0, S e AR R A B Y R RS G X g

77, Bunescu %Dﬂl@){%/@,ﬁ‘lﬂTf%jﬁgIﬂ%ﬁlﬁﬂ"]ﬁﬁiﬁ

B bR AT R AR LA A, L 26100 0 4 8 ) 1) )i i 4
— A4 ) R B B ) R B AL E R (head chunk) 74
HEAE , Nguyen 25 20146 i) A1) () A ik 5 4 ARV W ARALE , SC
B A LS Dt 1) ) S (T ) LB ) 3 e EL B R A
OWRAE | 2 B2 D Il ) AR AT O R A SRR

X B — S0, T LA SCEROR 2 it )
P R AR IR] ) A ik AR B I S B o AIE 4 ) Ak
FRTFEEACR . T b, )i 43 A i 14 Pk BE L 23 52 1 ) R4
KRR
3.3 IEXHHE

I FH 3R] 2 AR A AR A AT 18] R0 26 T ARG 48 =
PRI SORGRE  ER R Tl BSR4 2,
T B — 2D AR IO L g 1) ) o SCAFAIE

TS SO AT LB 45 A T fe a7 0 SCRFAE .
SC IR R 43 2 — % A - WordNet 2844 Sy ) 138 1R 9%
VR Li 100 g 4 ANAI 7E. WordNet H Y BT AT 1) L K%
H A7) (hypernym) 7E 2 8 SCRRAE B2, B 4% A
A 19 WordNet i AT RE 2551 A . I, Huang %5
PRI L 3 B WordNet b A3 ) £ 73 JE AR AE, 4 4%
2512708 447 19 WordNet 1) S e He b 437 3], DA K L 3
1) (head verb) ) [7] SCiR) B4R R 23 SRR

it S I) R4, — R T HowNet 2 7 4y il i1
TE SCHRYEIR . A3 IE 545 0 5 B HowNet 1] S i) X
T ) SCAE S T 5 SR L P 210 LB o) 3% 1 i)
f) HowNet B SCJsUAE Ay 1] U 73 SRARFALE .

A 24 AR (named entity )t 7] DAAE by [a] #5043 25 1) 18
SURFAE . Li 265V B3IE 1 i 45 SE AR o) J 43 26 — A2 1Y
DUHR A, T 4% S AR 11 28 R0 DA RCTE ) ) v 1
I3ATIGARD , — PN i 44 SN ) R4 26 1Y) T HRAR
JN.

Li %[5] i R T 28 5 56 BE ) ( semantically related
words) 14 ()43 S T SCRRIE B2 B 2800 Gk 3R]
ST LA Y, PRI R AE B IR AR AR B B o Tl
o N T 3RBL, Metzer 2531 45 W —Fh 1) Fl WordNet [ 335
HESIPRISTprRzS

SJI1 5328 A F Y ) 2 R AR AR L, 7R T SR AE
(AR I T 38 A AR R AR 43 38 5 [ AR o SO B R I
F, AAAL R FR F WordNet . HowNet %5, 38 7] LI A F
Wikipedia 55 HA 18 ORI IR . B U1, Ray 280321 [ g 1)
JH WordNet F1 Wikipedia >k 25 Hi 5] 47] v (%) HAth 15 SCAFAE .

& 3 XA SRR AN AR )i A SCRFAE ) 45
P77 AT T IR
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MFRE | B | ABE | 205 R AR AR 45 ]
AERHE (RN SR &iE
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(gg’ B | RO | A I A A 4L
I | B | B | LA &
EVBIE | AR 5K &t

WX | m | mtE | SIS AL T
(EE%) B | BOHE | A S A
(gﬁ%) B | RN | S L
GRSk | R | KU | USRS A 4 A
%%U 257> o3

ol e | B | g

4 HEIL
4.1 HDEBJLHEM

AR EE VLTI IRA A BEXS 0] 80 26 R A5
me), FEAR RV RRAE IGO0, AN R S5 A 1 oy R i & =
Hor A R 22 FAR K . 0 S 45 45 A 3 A AT AR IR
RN, J2 R G B e AT 87 B R I 2, FHRIR
Ti1) 3 M P R 1 0 14 /N2 BT A i 2557 Metzder
23U 2Ty i S g S TR A3 B AR R )2
SLER AR R, R T R BN B TR AT A Rk
FE 25 2R A TR 2 B 1 43 S A5 B 47 T R FH AR W] 26 2
oyl

Xf Aoy At th i a5 R AT RS 2 I A 2 g
SEM K JR B — AN 7 1] 4, Bu SO — Fh L
MIN(markov logic network ) 1% [a] {1432 £ , H 5L FH0 00] 1)
D RET G  J5 iE AT & — Silva 2 RABE X
FA) PR R 53 28 H A Sy R iE A4 s 6 T 2 > |9 ) A 4 2K
AR T T A IR 8 B UL N A 2] J5 i TBL Al

Geit ik SVM; 7k il B 25 3 AR g i) 5 A (B 10 1) A £
R PSR 43 A FEAS [ A 43 25 4 (B 4B i SVM)
Banerjee %Bﬂ%$3j’ﬁﬁﬁ% ( voting) L X Naive Bayes, Ker-
nel Naive Bayes, Rule Induction Fll Decision Tree EE KIS
PEATAR AL
4.2 FIHEE

[R5 2 SR P AR el & 3R DL ke
SR\ SNoW e IR A SVM 45 e, i 48 R ER D -Hi |
DR AR ATLAR 2 > U PR AR 2 ) S (RN
EATHTF R 2R A BIAR ) i B A 4373264k
REBLF Y SNoW F KA SVM 4527 ) ik

(1)SNoW "B /& X Ji 4y Winnow 5335 (1) — Ff i i,
AT L g A RO R B 22 26 IR UTUC R 2T %
=T SNoW B E 1 L E AL (http: //12r. cs. uiuc. edu/ ~
dant/snow. htm) . Li 2656512 2 2] 835 L2 137 A F 1l £t
O3 FEHAT T 84.29% f/INEIY NG TE .

() RIE MFRAE B R (exponential ) R 44k 1
F5 7 (log-linear) . iz KN 4 H Aif 7] 8 3 2R 095 ALK T
SVM (27 2] #i A1 2 — . Manning 22 30 ) i 5 R I A 98 i
FTIRG 26, A% T 89.0% MI/NR ST NG L

G)ZHE L JEEET Vapnik ¥R A9 G it
> J SR Y 24 SR TR DR /INREAS LR A B i 4
XU il 5 rp B 2R RS T SVM
AR 407 F Y 8 S R e T AR R A
PR i AT 0 AT, A A A

MHG K 20k SVM RN S5 KA A AL . e K
TREAY AL 2 SVM AT SE R A I 5 38 8, (EL & AN T ]
SR ASFYFFAE . SVM FRIE b0 B A 5040 AN AH DG RR
TUEEA BB, HL 00205 10 i B R 4 0 . Zhang %57 1 F
FLAERY], TR AR RV RRAE 96 50 T, SVM B30k 1 v
AE S B g T ol 2y > B3

4 XA SCHR AN [ 27 2 SRR RO DL L o2
RESFIEAT B4 .

R4 TEHEF[HHARERES T

NN | Sk BORAK — i

\B RN REAE AR B ST 45 -
RERIK ELL I AL

DT | Fkfaisp sk®km | s — i

SNoW | IIZrEl, K R wg Frm AR AR K Ly /se

MEM | Y125k, K6 B AR B 1) 1 ey

S | zg%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ % bl

4.3 ZHIE
%o} 0] 45 2 B ) SVML B E A% bR B 32 7R 25 7
CRHIEH A E A, B A SCHRE A% 7 75 (kemel method ) 5|
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AR AL 71502 AR ALAR 5 2 S i A 58 T4
B S A R R AR AR AIE 1) £ R T )
WRIZ S, I Bl 1 IR 4 M AN m] g3 s [] e 5 39 g 24
L] 4325 ) g HLAAR AT

Haussler* #5174 $2 4 FH T 25 BL45 #4919 35 AU (con-
volution kernel) . 1% B, /28 : T #% ( convolution tree ker-
nel) , B LAIZRAE T ) 1 ) 18 BV S R AIE 1)
AL, ER AN T 2 Al IR 26 ) B, 3 3o v
A2 RO RT DA B X b S B A ) i ) BT

Zhang 25 AR % SVM 3RA5 1 K245 2 K5 1 15
Li S0 1A E A3, FEAMAREL T A% R KO 1 RS
2K 4 BT 5 Moschitti 25 VB0 TR 28 UM% 3118
T 91.8% M RIIM MG, 5 T Zhang 2517 ) FH B 1)
Collins 8 4% [ 43 2506 B, B30 F Li 2510V 38 F 4R AiE 1)
HITEN T R IE

BT A% R B A R4 52 45 e 1k, AT 3 e x4
WERNEMEAZ AT 525 A, LA 52 B0 O A v 264 1 i) A
2K BN, Liu 252G e M S AEIRIE T A
AT LA [ A A% 3017 52 &, B8 B A S A
Eh.

SR R A 5 v AT 1)y 2R I 5 AR A i Ak
FHL v REAS B (1445 5 R BT AH L A9 A% BR8] 41, Moschitti
SEIBIZE T Jeopardy! AR HEAT 4324}, & B ST 44 4% (sub
tree) (53 20K BE JE AR T PT B 4% (partial tree) (1953 24
£
4.4 FEEETS

X HE T 1 B 27 2] (supervised learning) 4[] & 73 2%,
2 RN o | 2 € i) W NS = 6= T
K EE i — 2D 4R T R AR bR T B LA 5 3RS, 2F
W82 > (semi-supervised learning) B4 B A ML #% 2% >J 4035k
) — P HF IR

TELAR S S G, C a4 0 T &5 Fhp B 2
2 HAp, Blum %LMJ%& I Eks] (Co-tlraining)7\E|1:—ﬂJ
TR (0 2 W B 2 2 T i . oM i DA U co-training RPN
FRFRIC B {5 B it B A% B (8] ] 28RN0 AS £ 2 0] &, Zhou
SESIPE PR T AN AL tri-training B

2 WB A 2T AT LU AR AR TR 2 I ) R 25 o T i 1)
B AR RME . Yu 26190042t — P 5L T co-training 14 ]
YT, AR TE T A JE ARG 5 T 45147
R A AY tri-training 35 HE AT ) 84325, FEAH [R] 4328
FFRRIE N T B 2 S B K & 3 N2 |
4.5 HM=3ER

LA [R]853 28 J7 ¥ e 2 0] P e i BB A O 2 A i o
WL I3 8B AU, 3 i 2 ] Y0 2Rk Sy 9 3l %% 2J (passive

learning) . 8025 (active learning)ﬁ‘[uﬁ?xﬂiahﬂhﬁ%%i‘
TERE BT, 128 SN 26 fe A (B 1) B A S 491 32 T2
STHY IR . Mishra 25480452 — i 3 T 35 5l 2 2 9 ] £
DRI R R I T co-training B ) Ay 2 7
5 4.8 N 43 s Marin®cive 2804 Y — b L T 45 e
TIN5 > 1 () 53 207 5, 0 0K i L 2k T 9k 3
22 B IRl 2T e 10 A 43 A

TEAL#R 2 > 408, 38 4 3T %8 2% 2J (teansfer learning)
AT DATE I 5 4 R0 X8 5 40 A Wt A2 () 3 ] 53 A 1) 15
BUT B> S0 b 9 R R #8272 ) 3 5 — S A G Y
QU . T AR 2 2] S B IR] R0 2 B Xof 40 s oy e )
S 1 i e f g SR . Su OV T R 2 X A TR )
ST YIS R A 52 B () 43288, i — 20 el s 1 [a) Gy
K HERE .

T3Hb, BEAE AL ] BT TS A WTIR A, HoAth —
s ST AN SR 2 > ) R X2 ) BV AT B 1
T2, IS 7 — & 23RO
5 EseiE
5.1 iFMiRAE

XoF T[] JE 4 25 1k RE P, 38 R 40 2R B
(accuracy ) VEMARUE , HowE LUNTF .
BEIE Y 0

S T] R

DO T o g o I o U e R e S L N
WA IEHKEE P (precision) A 712 R (recall) fl F1 {H
(F1-score) , BAKE LANF

IZRBAE A 70 2 1) L

accuracy =

precision = 0 S 1 1 LY (2)
o BB =
= R M A 1] ] 50
2 PR
Fl=5"p (4)

Xt A T A R R O S, HLER R S A
MIASZBR bR AH S, X T i A 200 o3
JNERE , FEMER R 5 1 [0 3R — e, 1228 Hh 9 ) et
AT RERE T S B HAB A R ) 26 53]

XA~ ) AT LS T LA A () R A2 ) 4 1
DU, BRI 5 R R 2R T R — 2T B
PRI E R 2 28 I, Li S5 SR T B RO ] 1 B
WhrdE (P AL P_s) . i, PR X ] AT 43 25 e
AR BRI T 1 AN RIRE G 5 P _s S X (R AL R AT 53
S FVE N AN TR T B 2 5 SRR ). DL &
P o RAATE -

B k; (k< 5) 955 0 A [R)BUIT T A 28 53 b 26 K
I R b 2 7 P (R AR I . B e L Ty,
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U550 @ A IRl IE R S HEAE S N VPN PRI P_s I 540 2, m] DA [a] R 32
Vs {o,mu S5R39 25 2R G0 10 I 2 Al Ak B B L
(5) SEBI SR 2 SRR, S iF— A S T ILAS AR ]
BT L, B HE SC PR P_sTnE RN T 35 S8 2 A i &, RO Ok 1
P, = Zi"”:l[il/m (6) RGN e SR M IER IR+
o 5.2 WAETIEHLE
Ps= 20" >0 I/m (7) [52] b e T B 253 ‘
i=15j=1i e 592 3 6 43 I Xk I AR R E S [ 43 A A 3T
KL, m R A T 0 1R BUAM S — B RAeE TARSIEAT 1 1Lk
F5 EXEBHETIENILE
I3 FRHIESE RIHERE INFNE
(Li et al,2002) SNoW U+ P+ HC+ NE+ R 91.0% 84.2%
(Zhang et al,2003) Tree kernel SVM U+ NG 90.0%
(Metzler et al,2005) RBF kernel SVM U+ B+ H+ HY 90.2% 83.6%
(Krishnan et al,2005) Linear SVM U+ B+ T+ IS+ HY 94.2% 88.0%
(Li et al,2006) SNoW U+P+HC+NE+R+S 89.3%
(Blunsom et al,2006) MEM U+ B+ T+ P+ H+ NE + more 92.6% 86.6%
(Merkel et al,2007) Language Model U+ B 80.8%
(Li et al,2008) SVM + CRF U+L+P+H+HY+NE+S 85.6%
(Pan et al,2008) Semantic tree kernel SVM U+ NE+ S+ IH 94.0%
(Huang et al,2008) MEM U+ WH+ WS+ H+ HY + IH 93.6% 89.0%
(Huang et al,2008) Linear SVM U+ WH+ WS+ H+ HY + IH 93.4% 89.2%
(Silva et al,2011) Linear SVM U+ H+ HY + IH 95.0% 90.8%
(Loni et al,2011) Linear SVM U+ B+ WS+ H+ HY+ R 93.6% 89.0%

F6 HNEMHEITIERLE

e IHAE | RHIESE KM INFHG
\ . s 72.4%
(TKF45,2005) YIZR4E 3300 M4 980 Bayes IEINEilsd (65 )
. 1) A TR Ay 44 SR 1R S TR R | 88.7%
7N p 4 k] i I é/\ S \T\I i \ "~
(AR IE#5,2005) YIZ4E 1200 MR EE 300 SVM e (6 J)
— \ - S 86.62% 71.92%
(CHY%,2006) YI4E 5265 P4 1300 Bayes | T B [AIA K (7 K 3%) (60 /M%)
BEIR)IR) ) 0 G4 B ) 3 1) ) B L 92.18% 83.86%
i% S s N I é/‘ = ‘T‘I Py \
(FNEET % 2007) YIZRAE 4316 MIKAE 1297 MEM )2 SR (7 %2%) (60 N %)
A5 R e B 3] S| B [l 3] B ) S LA 9.11% 89.97%
= eSS AR
(k& B % ,2009) R4 36472 MIREE 1157 | NN+ SVM . (64) (75 1)
) SE[R)R] RELLIGE I 0 i) HESR 4 -5E 7] 91.38% 83.2%
e e A [53] N I 2/‘ ‘T! N g o
(Z=404§,2009) YIIZR4E 1341 M5 670 MEM - 7% (73 1)

e s \ o - 88.9% 78.2%
(AIE#4E,2010) Y1254 21025 P4 2337 Co-forest | i A iA] (5 Jo) (23 1)
(8775 ,2014) ) | VIS 4966 WILHE 1300 | SVM | SEAKSHE BILITRSS0 A E 84.7%

(77 /7NK)
XF TRl sy R S AT LA BEIR) 1) G AH DG T | ol 1 B SRR AR, T HL 2 SRS B
(DFEST R AR T, KZ RH SVM, 4k H = LT A F T3k JL2ERHE
MEM Fil SNoW 732545 . SEER 45 S R B, SVM 19 70 K5 (3) ¥ J7 ¥k e AT RUAR B Im) ) 7 ) 3 L LA KA
B T A A A B EJEZ B B H AR E S AL BRE R T R, B AT 7 1

()FERFESR IO I, BRIAAR ISR B R i) . IR TARE e
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(1) KZ K SVM F1 MEM 4325 8% , 3 F) F il | i)
S A4 SR e 1) (CFE S B 1) B 1) 3R], 32T |
BEIn)iR) )ik 5 4 S A RRAE .

(2) B A3 n) 84 2 A R T B R T B
5 R B A ) (R ) R RS ) AR N B
SCIA L 9 TAE ISR # /D L.

(3) HHSC B4 A L, TP 3 A RE S b B
FEARPTBR K AH R 18 SRR SR IR i i =, BB Bt v SC )
RO HORG B B AIG FE AE /NIE 2 1

6 SHES5RE

AR SO AR R 5B 5 R IE SR M 23 e A IR
TH RTINS 2 10 g5 TR Ay R R AR ) B
WFFE R, H o B 1 A Rk 1 M o A [R) Ry 28
JrE MRS e TRk RIS  E D
2] R ) SRR 2R R R I

TEA RIS 2 J7 v, T B 27 2 i ) 4y
FT5 G EWOFIRS TR R I RS T R
W 2] (F B ] T T A )y 2 s L A
T MY RACR AR, Bl T IO R 25 T Ik B fn A2
A7 5, [R]85 28I 58 38 5 S AR LA R LA J7 T
AN BT RAL I JEE -

(1) E30HY ia) A FFE IR BN R AR

FEAE S IO HE T 1L 27 > 1Y 0] 43 28 28 G L B
AWK ZHT B IRTE 5 AL B AR 0] A FRAE
XIS O AR #EF85 K, T Hid &2 2] |
SRR S AL PR AR A BR . T Sl A2, il TR
B SCH SRS 5 AL FRE R I A B, 33X R RRAE $2 BT
OO )73 SR AR 0 52 0 56 S B . HETTE B AR 1E S
AL BRI A WF TN D3 3 F R BE 2% 2 (deep learning)
ARISCAS AR 55500 ] L 22 508 T 13 2 >0 ) Il JL 4%
A [e) ) R AE 4 B, 7 — 8 FREE b 5 IR B A RRAE 4
BH AR .

(2)R & ZMEIEXM BRI S LHAR

TE YT ML 27 2T (0 25 ) 43 28 07 v, B
T A T W IRl R 2R 5 o A0 L A% O R
o] E G GERS A 2T SEAE ) 2R i N A e
BRI T — AT LA A & & Ay 2 R0 AL 7R
TG i WeB 2 2 B Bl b, Bl Fo At 27 > S =X, AR 8
17 53 28 [ R ) 4 o5 B 25 M e B 368 Py 2 > AR

(3) T 5] B 3% (0] &R i) [8) R% 43 ZE A 5%

ZIEAEEZ QA P (TREC, CLEF Fl NTCIR %% ) (1)
SN, BUA 0] 53 S A9 R 22 2k 1 N T G 5 4 3L 419 ]
B R 3 S [ FUAS e AR 3R L6 )b v ) LS ] R
X IR g3 2, T SCTE F R AR SRR

Zee , S B B i r 1) B S A % O T TR R 2R
EABTRIERGENEREN, TP TEEAT R
AT [w] B 52 ) R0 ) ) A3 S A

(4) E X 8 & RS BRE 5 KR

VEAESE , #E X 1) (community question answer-ing) """
T R FE TR ) 27 B A T R AE A DX () 2 e o [
AT 725G B P S T4 4 b 45 BB ] A8 i e 2
EZ AT ) 2254 DX 1) ] TS 2 i B T Sy 43 2 A
FALLUG S AL P 0o i I R i B R 4
ST A . T B R 2R R 1 3h A B
02 2% 4 22 4] 1 0% ) B g A OO A sz R X ) 225 9 [
L SR W B 22 () B R PR R . H ATk O A AT AR
WAEF DU

(5) T 3] 018 FE 1) & 2 G B o ST i8] /L 43 2K A 5T

Bt U [ 28 R o1 e S Il A0 26 B 9 S )
R S THI G 8 = T SR A T i — 2P T ST
By B TERE T B AE HowNet 25304 15 SR B I A
FER 8 5 45 4 H R E S (knowledge graph) 25 HiAth
T SCHR IR, AR BCE Sy = & 115 SCRHIEMR B, BT
HRRENE O 4h 0 T8 R 5 B S U, (2 T3
BB S A S AR S AR 2D 4 g o SO 2
— T A A AR
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