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We present a novel method of measuring semantic textual similarity (STS) based on semantic graph. We
employed UDepLambda as semantic representation and incorporated the semantic graph-based scores with word
based scores. The method improve the correlations between automatic correlation metrics and human judgements
in comparison to the other semantic graph-based methods in the evaluations of an STS task and an MT evaluation

task.
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B U Al Gk e UT, RE, #EAEE, 2HERZ &0
B, BLOWGEEMGEICHED SFHIIREDS, FHiiflY — 2 > ay
7 SemEval 2017 [Daniel 17] 7 & THZ 2RI T3
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3: Universal Dependencies & UDepLambda D4

=L ENTWBEIEE SN TV D HD BRETE RS
LRELRATH D, HIZIE, the children want to swin
5, (relation,vali,vals) ® tuple 2T HZ L 2EZ 5L,
(arg,,want, children), (arg,, swin, children) ®_2 DR
NEshd 2

=77, WDUD®MmMat%LW§ ENAFED D
BIfRER—2IZLTWA 720, WEBEMEED & 5 ICNREE
& ULZBIRIZZR s T aEE &, BiEdHAZ A L 7ZBRIC
o TWBEATI, tuple DHEAIR ZNIZHED MG A HE
RoTULEIHEEND L. FlZIE, a man wearing a hat &
a man with a hat 2B 3, man & hat OBIRIXIFIFFEIBE
DHLDLEZONDD, FIHD tuple I, (arg,,wear, man),
(arg,, wear, hat), #%#& D tuple %, (nmod.with, man, hat)
D ZDF EHRT B e HLMEERA DSV, £ T, H—
DNEGEE N U2 EHED tuple IZBIL Tk, 2 3EMOBEKREZE
£ tuple uﬁﬁjf"]bt tuple ZH172 12BN 5. A OFIDY;
ik, HBONEGE wear Z i L 72 tuple (relx, man, hat)
ZBINT 5. relx (ZMEHI L7z tuple 12453 28R TH 5.
BT T7DT7 54 A KN Smatch THWSNT WS L DI
tuple IZZM L7z ETTY 94 AV b 2475, 72U, 77144
VAT OBRHERZ, BRO & 5 IZHEER—AD tuple &
Mt U7z tuple 2583 5.

UDepLambda 7*5 tuple ~DZ i L, tuple D7 71
AV MILARDESI475. T4 AV M, [Cai 13] TITd
NTWB LS, MER» S, IIEVIRIZE->T, 7714 AY
NAITHREAL UL b £T, BRETS. FFfficfsa
BMED D 2 A3, T T TIEREHROMEMICE S 2 E W7

1. HRZ S 7D — R o&82 v 2 s 5. KT 52
XIS U722 E N TN Vi = {UA174..7UA7,L},
Ve = {vB1,...;vBn} (M < n) e B

2. BHiv AV AX VA (entity £721% event e) ZHIZ
U 7= tuple (inst,v,e) ZEMT 5,

%1 https://stanfordnlp.github.io/CoreNLP/

*2  EBED UDepLambda Tl, Z#% /L Gl THE o 5.
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Genre Train  Dev Test Total [>4 >2 >0
news 3299 500 500 4299 1079 2141 1079
caption 2000 625 525 3250 721 1235 1294
forum 450 375 254 1079 208 432 439
Total 5749 1500 1379 8628 |2008 3808 2812

# 1: STS benchmark Dzl [Daniel 17].

3. B vi, v; T DMOBER r OFZHLIL, tuple ¢t =
(ryvi,v;) E LTINS 5. T2 2 X oHliliL7~
tuple B2 ZTNEFNTa, Tp 2T 5

4. head (IHIDZEE v;) MFE—DELEE ELED tuple
(Th, v, 05), (rp, v, vp) 1ZDWT, 2 B DOERE & A
MR U7z tuple (relx, vy, v,.) ZF7ZITBINT 5.

5. B DT IA4 A bOYIME Ao = (a1, ...,am) ZED
5. 127120, a; =7 &, B va & vpy BT T4 AV
FENTVWEZLEERLTWVWS. a; =0 DHE, vas
R BT T4 Ay MENRWI L ERT 2.

6. 7TIAAY PO 1 HEBEMCEET 20, 2 & A0
Z TR U7z Ay ZERMRAEY A MRS, BRI Y
A NFOBEREZINFNIIZTIA A NRAT Oalign(Ak)
ZRdD, MEDAIT &2 T OROERERL T 2.

7. W%, TIA4A Y NAAT M ET SRR %D
FTHEVIRL, BEHEANTAITREREICRS72T T
AAYNE, TIA4AYMERET S,

BB, TIAAYIAAT oaign &, L FD X ST tuple
MDA T or DIRFITEDS.

Gatign(Ak; Va, Ve, Ta, Te) = > onltar,te) (1)
{k,lap=1}
=77 U, tak (rAk,vAp,qu) c
(T'Bl,'UBr,’UBs) cTg Thb.
sim(I(vaq),I(vBs))

Ta, ts

if (rax =rpy or
T AR = Telx or
rp; = relx) and
I(vap) = 1(vBr)
0 otherwise

2

ZZT, I() &, BB S VAR ANDERERLTE
D, I(va;)) =e DEZE, (inst,vai,e) €Ta THD. 88, 1
VARVA ep,e0 MDY F NI DOWTI,, KA VARV A
DJET % synset c1,c2 D WordNet ED/XZ & H5@DH synset
DBESIZEDAAT simun(c1,c2) [Wu 94], £721% GloVe IZ
K BHFENRT NV ve1,ve2 D cosine FHEUE simgiove (Ve1, Ve2)
ZHWTIT- 7=,

or(tar,tpr) =

_ 2 - depth(1so(c1, c2))
" len(cr, c2) + 2 - depth(lso(ci, c2))

SiMawn (1, c2) (3)
ZZ T, Iso(ci, c2) 1%, synset c1,co DILHDEID 5 BHEHHEN
synset, len(c1,c2) 1&, c1 75 co NMIBNADEZ, depth(-)
I%, synset ® WordNet L TOHI %K 7.

BIEJ ST DEMRY SPICE TiT 5 KD ICERS T 7 h 52
I N7z tuple BEEDERDDAIAT 0, % F-measure & L
THEHTS. LNT, Ta®Ts &, % tuple DEEE A V&
RV ANZEWU 722 —ET 5 tuple DELGERLTVS.

_ |TaeTs|
|Ts]

Oov

2PR (

_ _ |TA®TB\)
P+R

Tl @)

)

*3 AT, 11 F2ZF1IH0DTIAAY FERELTNWS.

System Description Test
ECNUx hybrid .810
BIT* ‘WordNet .809
Proposed UDepLambda .690
SPICE Scene Graph .543
Smatch AMR 511

# 2: STS benchmark (2351 2 AFFfifE & DR (Pearson
DFREMEBRE r). « 1, [Daniel 17] & W #FeL 7.

System Description de-en  fr-en
DPMFcoMmB 1st place in de-en 482 .395
RATATOUILLE  1st place in fr-en 441 .398
Proposed UDepLambda .398 .398
SENTBLEU .360 .358
SPICE Scene Graph 211 211
Smatch AMR .303 .285

# 3: WMT2015 O segment-level i ( Kendall’s 7).

3.2 BEE - BEIICEOCRIY

BT Z 71280 237 24i5ed 5728, HERFHETH
WHNTWBEMMEA T [Sari¢ 12, §# 16] ST OHD
ZHWS. LT, 2 XORGEESEEZTNEN Sa, Sp LERT.
HEDERY Sa, Sp CHET 2 HEDOHGEZEL TS (¢1).

_2~‘SAﬁSB|

= 5
[Sal+1SB| )

¢1 = Simwo(SA7 SB)

Sa, Sp QUEBFEERT 752 Th S (62).
po= 1 iff (S4CSE)V(Sa2DSp)#0
0 otherwise
Sa, Sp % WordNet @ synset (22 L 7255 0D&EL D %
BT 3 [Sari¢ 12]. ATD Pupn(Sa, Sg), Pun(Ss,Sa) ®
HATHOMEE VS (¢5).

(6)

1
¢3 = Pyn(Sa,5B) = — score(w, Sp 7
(SasSp) = g7 D score(w,Sp) (1)
weS 4
1 ifwesS
score(w, §) = { max,,/ g SiMwnp(w,w’)  otherwise ®)

272U, simuwnp(-,-) 1, WordNet D path FHUE TH 5.
N-gram DE% 'Y N-gram DHEL D DOEA WL LT, uni-
gram, bigram, trigram (Z$F 5 Hifi$ % n-gram OE|E % H
HE 3 (ha,p5,06) [Sarié 12]. BLFIZBWT, MY, MY 13X
Sa, Sp TNFNIZEI} S N-gram OEETHS. Sy, Ss
THIET 2 n-gram (X 2 ZNEND n-gram 2RO EE
DI Z TN T W5,
-1
) 9)

BETIAAY S MAENZHEEZZEELTTY 714 A MATEE
IREEEDEG R HHT 5 (¢r) [Sultan 13].

ng(Sa) +ng(SB)
nc(SA) + nc(SB)

LN
(MY nME

MY
AR

simng(MY, MEY) = 2. <

o7 = Simalign(SAv SB) = (10)

3.3 @F

WNELT 22 XHOFEBE AT T A HHR L 7ZEKR S T 712
FDLK AT (0atign, Oov) EHEE - BEEFIZH O 2T
(D1, ey d7) LXK DHEESI NG LET B, EE, [Lin 17] T
s TWa 0 EBIZ SVR 2o T{7o7z. RBF & —
F &RV, SVR D85 X —&1%, BIFtEy b OFEED S~
FNVTAHC=10,vy=02,e=05 & L7
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4. EE

REFEOFAME, FHEMBIHROMBEG WD D& ELX D
B2 S0HE S, BIRY 27 A0SR0 L > 12, 8
UEA I E NS D & RS 28 E D 2 FEIZ DO\WTiT o 72,
B 121, STS shared task OFHliR Y F~x—2, $#£EFIZIL,
WMT2015 D7 =Xty b ANWT, HETHEELUZHEEA D
TENDT )T —a v EOMBETHE L 2. UDepLambda,
AMR Df#HT, Smatch, SPICE O&HIZX, A TW\WEY —
W% Afio T o7z *4 *5 6,

4.1 STS benchmark IC & % 5%

STS benchmark & SemEval 2017[Daniel 17] Tffio 7z
Ry F v —27 LA SemEval Ot v b SIER S 72X
VFR—ITHD (£ 1). Mok 2 XEFENTNONAEDHE
PEIZDOWT, 0-5 DT/ F—YarRhEnTWnb, 51E2X
DOREIRNEDVERIZ BT 5, 0 IFERABIZEEMED N
CERT. BROT )T —RIZEBEHE L >TWEED
EIZEERL & 1B S 22\, BEMlifE L, SemEval & FkkIZ, &T
B D SR INAEUE ([05]) &, AFTHEIhHE
PUE DD Pearson OFERMEALRE r OMEZHWS. K%
# 2 I1TmR9.

SIS AT LD 1,2 FUIEXIER 0D, BERT T 7 R—2R
DIHAEREDFTIE, P RVWHREL>TWS. 72721,
H EhiEsT N U\ SCTIEIT = 7 — 12 X 0 B2 0 REL
THY, BHREFFIZIED AT 7 ORISEO AT, NS
DHHIMN-ST-.

4.2 WMT 2015 FH{fi7— 4 ICED < 5

FEMENER D Evaluation Metrics shared task JHD 57— & % {ifi
FALT, fHliziTo7z. FHliT — &%, 3E3E2EE 5 »EEE 10
HED DB, AREOERTIE, MISHERD 2169 3¢, {AKEFERD
1500 XZMHH L7z, STS @ & 5 IZIEMDFHEE T — X D35
28, IREFIETIE, STS OFlifET — X TR L 7= (Al
ETNEM ST, STS OEBUEA I T Z2MALZ. £V AT L
DORIFRAERIZ DWW TSR & OBEOERELI % 7V, AFTH -
7= BHER SV RN & D LRI & 17 5 72, FEMli A57EIE, pairwise T
DS % NFiHli & ORI R E COMEMSRZ KL, Zh
5O OB % Kendall’s 7 (2 X D BEH U7, HlRS 2 BHEREE
&AW U 72358 D2 DWW T, WMT15 Metrics
Shared Task [Stanojevic 15] THW SNz HH HEICHE L 7=,
£ 3IWRT LI, METEBMIATLO Y T2k
ZNbOD, (LAETIRFAFOFMREEZRL TS, Thid, =
FEPAT =X TEHLTWRWI L2525 & Bifakii e
W25, R=AF741 VFETH 5 SENTBLEU I AR fE R &
BoTWBIEERRAI ~DOBATFEENAEH NI L 2RUT
W3, STS L[Akk, fffTT T —IC X BHENKREL, BITK
EB X O HiEOUGENTETH 5.

5. BHYIC

AR TI%, BIKZ 2 7 UDepLambda (232 W/z 57 F A K
DERNFLMEREIZOWTRE L2, RETFER, ko
T 7IZED K FRICHE LT, ND7 /77— a3 v D
FERENZ LW HEPD SNz, KFiE%E L S REM OB R E
WZHEER U, BHERGHIiSE A~ O 2 G35 FETH 5.

4 https://github.com/sivareddyg/UDepLambda
*#5 https://github.com/mdtux89/amr-eager,amr-evaluation
+#6 https://github.com/peteanderson80/SPICE
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