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Comparison of unit label classification models in multi-party

conversation

Abstract: In this study, we deal with an unit label classification task of multi-party conversation. The
unit labels were defined in the AMI Corpus with Twente Argument Schema (TAS). We propose not only
linguistic features, such as bag-of-words, but also dialogical features, utterance time, for the task. In this
paper, we compare three classification models; Support Vector Machines with our features, BERT, and CRF
with BERT and our features. The experimental result shows the effectiveness of the dialogical features. The
best performance was produced by the BERT model. In addition, to solve a problem caused by biased label

distribution, we also discuss some resampling methods in the experiment.
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72D DFEZEICESLNZ ETOHEO—ETH 5. KHiT
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FZ$53 “Other” ZfMZ %. Unit Label DFEMZ R 2 12
Y. “Open” I& “How do you feel about that?” @ K 512
ERBEORWERHZERM, “A/B” 13 “What size batteries,
double A, triple A?” ® X 5 1B R Z IR 5 HM,
“Yes/No” 1& “Do we have a fancy look-and-feel?” @ & 5
IZ “Yes” 2 “No” TEHZ SN 2HEM, “State” & “Oh, that
would be nice.” D X5 RiF-o & H ¥ L=FIR, “Weak” I
“Maybe we should have also a digit button.” ® X 5 7% H



BIRUEF MRS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

R 1 HBEHTREX T O
Table 1 Type of dialog acts.

HEATR R S 2 7 DR
Backchannel HERE72 ¥ D FERS
Stall 74 7 —RBEDFELIEDDE VL EH
Fragment LN TRD TG
Tnform e R Py
Elicit-inform A AR & IR R B TG
Suggest O
[H & F I & ) B FEEE
Offer FE B OITE 2 B L 5 JEaE
Elicit-Offer-or-suggestion . AEREOPES S ~
fTBIDH L% R 2 a3k
Assess WO FEIEH LT
A% 5 2 % Fah
Comment-about FHE E G D PR,
-Understanding IR R REE
Elicit- Assessment B QR 2T
HHREC & Fe o fERR S B FERE
Elicit-Comment-about FEHBORFE LB XFEN
-Understanding FRT X - MRS 2 5%
BePositive WIS T £ o ERIIRIC
RWEZ#z 5 2 5585
Be-Negative MEFORNEET S
TLARR MR T2 FE R
Other FRIES LR
FEEHENE b OFERE

&R 2 Unit Label O
Table 2 Type of the Unit Labels.

Unit Label 7 SOV DR
Open issue(Open) F =TI ITRFay
A/B issue (A/B) BRI D 2 E

Yes/No issue (Yes/No) Yes/No T&Z H 15 HIH

Statement(State) Fik
Weak statement (Weak) FFVER
Other Z Dt D3R

EHVIgVEER, Z LT “Other” ¥ “Mm-hmm.” @ &
S RHERICBRA R VZEOMD ) — FERLTWS., K
XTI, /— K52 5072855122 D Unit Label % H#EE
T AMEE RSN E Y LTE X, SHEEF L BHER
55,
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M Q118D eFENEE Q128D o 2 EEOHE
HErHASDOETHA$%. BERT-CRF Ti%, BERT »
HH$ 2#DIAARKRI L SVM T AT 2 SFENSHEMEL
WEEELEZHASDE T CRF T¥E 3%, AHiTIEX
T2 ODEMFITOVTIRR, ZORIZEDVIEF MO
WCHHT 5.

4.1 =B
AHiTIX, SVM B XX BERT-CRF THIH 3 % 2 fHLH
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DEMBHZOWTHT 5.

4.1.1 SFHEORM

f1) FEFHEDTEIFRIL . Google 1O word2vec [13]*1 %
5. BHEOTHERZELADECTEEIZHEN T2
Z LD FHEED TR EES.

f2) Bag-of-Words : fiail, A b v 77— I X 2 HEEHHI
JRDIED, HBUCER 5 LUT £ 7213 HBICEER 10% 2
L OBEEERRRNT 2 2 TR HIET 5.

£3) HZE N-gram : bi-gram 8 X U tri-gram ZXHRe L, Z
nEhoHBEEICES %X, Unit Label & & ICE&
PEET S, WRFEENICHIR T % N-gram RIHOFF
DEEGORMEREL T3, ThbE, FFED Unit
Label THIR L3 N-gram 23 RFEFE T K HIR
TR, REREZ L 2R MRS, ZOoRERMEICKD,
X7 L —RICB§ % Unit Label Z & ORI
BIsdzentss.

f4) 3 N-gram : B35 N-gram ¥ [FAIFRICREEZEHT 5.

f5) B2 R THFEDOBEE | “maybe”, “likely”, “prob-
ably”, “might” @ 4 DOHEORWEHRMLEL T5. 2
E, BEPRVERSPEZDLRERTD S Weak 12
WBZNLDOHENZEENZIEEZLNENLT
H5.

f6) HEREREORL - L X BB — IR S h 2 5
EEANFCTHEEL, #ELZHEGE “because”, “so”,
“though”, “whether”, “either”, “neither”, “there-
fore” @ 7T HEEOHBR Mz RH ML $5. ZhidxXE
XEES LI RFBEIEVERUMEDONS Z 220N
EEZLNDZPOLTDHS.

f7) MiE(E - 3 BiCihRTz k512, FHEFHIIE 5 MEHO MM
HeME5ELTVWS. Iz 22562 DEICESIRA
THIAT 3. FEEICEBN G S0 Tw 2 58 13 mEE
DOMEE 3. ZHE, “What do you think?” @ & 5
CHFOERZIIZHITHEMID S, BHOBEREZE
KT 2L ZOHAPEEBADRTVEEZOND D
TH5.

£8) HFEEL : FEEIIEEC DY E I R AR 2 U TH 5
TR D) OHFERZRD L. ZhuE, H
FORERE ZDORWEHMINEZR &5 8T 2 FRIE
RARZEANRD27-0TH 5.

f9) BEfIG O HBIEL @ BAFTFHELHE Y — % v b NLTK
[14] Z HWTHR o malERe &, SERFEZ RS 4
O M “WDT”, “WP”, “WP$”, “WRB” ®
BErHEBL, #hrzHFEMEr$5. ZhiE, Open DX
512, BN ZREEITHFORRZIIEHT L oR
BERISC Tl “What” 2 “Why” D X 5 72 BERFA A H W
SNAAEEMENENVWEEZONE 2D TH 5.

*1 https://code.google.com/archive/p/word2vec/
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f10) it 2 Fa6 & OHEE—BUE | itk 2 BaGHOR U H
R Y ML, BHOBEHTE S Z 2 THEE—
REEZFEL, zhzRE Mt 325, Flz2iE “Blue or
Yellow?” D & 512, A/B TIHEREARENS 720,
RDOFEFENTFEIRL O HEEHD G 2 AIREMED RV 7z
DTH5.

IRV 7 Faz—>a >y HiENDAY 7 F 21—
Tay (¢ oer) 9 OBEFEL, Bt T 5.
UL, BT TRUNZHEE L EED, FRXE
MR DL SWRX 1R ERZ 572D TH
% . il 20 FERSCHEBEMI SR FE RS REM SC+ F IR
D & I WHFEIEF IR & B LPEHEICIRE D & -
TWBHDNHB7DTH 5.

f12) 7 ZRF av~v—2 (“77) OMEE: HEND I T
AFarve—r (“7) OBEREFTL, FHiENDHEEK
TH 2R T2, Zhuck Db, TR EREM
XNRIET 2HEOHE, ¥HHD= a7 ¥ AHGED
DEEIDDZ N TEZEEZLNS. HIZIX, £
RXABERI A+ FIR D & 5 BFEFEDOGE, FRON
DEIENZ N L DBHERTE 5.

4.1.2 XMFEHEMY

f13) FEEENIE : 3 Hi TR ATz & 5 I FEEEITIX ID (HBUIE)
PAELTWS. ZhZ2HAWT, 4 RXhvarH
TORFEMNBEZREL T2, #HmoFkiE, TRt
DANOERZRTERM, BRIERZE L2 FEP
ZIWCHERIT2HENZ k2 EZONE. KD
HBMES D 2IUR, 2 OXNFERHEE €7 VI A
AL ZENTELLDITRS.

fl4)HEEATRE 7 T R VIR THEE TR TR LT
FAT2. 2, EVEEAaEET “Stall” WV
U CRED 7 FiE %63 “Fragment” &, BEI WL
FIRPEZ DR ERTH % Weak It 52T <,
HHBEZ $5 3 “Backchannel” R DFHEEENDFHi %2 /R3S
“Assess” I State I 5INPT VW EZIOLND D
TH5.

f15) KD FEGE & DIFREIZE © B 2 Fah DK TR ¥ XD Fq
DRt DEEREE L T3, X, RS HR
LTV & 3T EROL DEL) 23—,
HFOFROMELTETHEMZ T 2 & T0HFEHLS
DBEMNDIEEREZ % & EIREENEEh 2 & #E
ZAONBTDTH 5.

£16) ## ID : AMI Corpus H 0¥ ID 2 # e LTHH
T5.

f17) N ¥y 7 &2 AMI Corpus TR G5 TWw3 22 f#
oMy 227 %H e LTHHAT 3.

4.2 EFI
AW TIX, 3 ODFFEETNEFWTNEEN&E 5 4E
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Fig. 1 SVM with all features.
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*

[CLS] Tok1 Tok2 oo

® 2 BERT ORFEN
Fig. 2 BERT

Z175. UTofiTId&ET VOFFMEZHAT 5.
4.2.1 SVM
EFILOMERR 111 T. u 3FETHD, u 15
SRR (411 8) nfEEEHENE (4.1.2 §) 23 X
NfBEoND. KRB, ALY LT, 8B oWT
“don’t” — “do not” D XD REEHZ 21T75.
4.2.2 BERT
MEARSEUHE DM A 2 R A7 1BV TRERE L E
ML TW2 BERT # 72D % £HA T 5. BERT OffE%®
K 21273, BERT IZ KT — 2ty b & W5
B EToTED, AR TIRETEADT — &2 %L
RATTHBZ VI Nty T v AEEZX2 CoLA [15],
K ) 6.1 HiTR$HIBRT — Z T fine-tuning L7z2d D% Hw»
5. ANEFFEDOATHY, 4118 4.1.2 i CiRR~H
HEE—UHVR.
4.2.3 BERT-CRF

3 DHIE, BERT TREOLNZMDIAARE L 4.1.1 ik

*2 https://github.com/google-research/bert



BIRUEF MRS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Unit Label

CRF
2= =
( Si2 Si1 L Si Sir1 Si2 ]
E A3 b A & A A
Unit Unit
([ 35
Ui, Uig Uirg Uiy
1
E; Ji
A
Feature Extraction
u.

1

3 BERT-CRF ORZEX
Fig. 3 BERT-CRF.

U412 fioEMEEMREL, RIIFEEFETHS CRFSEH
WbDTH5. EFTNVOMELZE 3I1TRT. TOET
VTR, THENRE R 27 u; LT, ZOHIER 2 5
G5 (Wi, i1, Uiy, Uir2) DIEMDFIHAT 5. BERT 55
&, MR kb u; & BERT KA LHEIGEONLHE
DIAARBE; AT 2. BRI, 2 THEDER
WS % [CLS] O DIAARIHTH 5. B, EREIX
BERT IZB I 2 XLEDMDIAAKRBZESFTTE LY —
bert-as-service* % i\ %. Z® BERT O HIALKH L
EANC, SVM D & & & [FARIC u; 1S LTS RENENE 4.1.1
i) &XEERVHEME 4.1.28) oI RTEHET 2. Zhd
B bEESERE DRy 2T 5. Zhrldihe, x5
FEH L HIR 2 FEEHITOWT, FEENRNED 7, NEENRED
f13 225 f16 ITHE T 2168 ZE 7 — Xt v M SEEHE L
(KHd info), ZNZH s;_2, Si_1, Si, Sit1, Size £ T 5.
EBHIT 50 & 821 WIXHT 2 FEEDERED Unit Label
FMe L TNMZS. 2OV, = {si 2,8 1,0, 8, Si11,5i42}
% CRF DA L, RIIFET 5.

5. T—ROVHYTIT

RIMXTDRAZFHFE % 6 DDZ T A (F)L) 1T
PETHMETH 2. 2h2ho 7 ~VVIZET 2 HGHE
—THIUIHEIZ R VD, KR Ei#amiI 03 2 0650
RAZEID TN RTH D, BMERTOFELIR L HER
Y, #mOBEMICE o THIT 2 7L 25 TRVH D
EDPEFITIR D, FD LI REGE, BWEE ZZEIRD 5
NVZHFETLESMHANHZ. 22T, VTV
ZL, 7T—XDRD zEHIE 5.

VYY) YRR, RELTT 5 L FEIZ Under
sampling ¥ Over sampling 23% %. Under sampling (3

*3 https://github.com/scrapinghub/python-crfsuite.git
*4  https://github.com/hanxiao/bert-as-service
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FlERS T VY > T v FFIET, Over sampling (X1EH]
PSP TFETHE. MBRIEZZENZENT XV v MDD
5. Under sampling 132k 7 — & DHIBIC X D HF#RIE
KT S %. Over sampling [ EPEIRT — X DILERIC &
DEFE D Z ZR[REED D 5.

NS OB R RS 27DV 7Y v IF
ERREINTWS. ZOoHTH SMOTE [16] 1 Z D
BEBRT 2FED1DOTHS. ZhiE, —HiY7% Over
sampling ¥ 1&EV, §H 3 PEIRT— X EEHHT 2D TIX
74, KEEEIC X DB - TEEDEBIRT — X BICHi 7= 72
TREERTHFETHD, @FEEEHIXZEIen8T
x5,

%72, SMOTE DIREIRDIHFELEEZ {fThbhTw3.
Fernédndez & [17] 13%(% < % % SMOTE OHLRIRE 7 v
DOMERRERFE LD, TLF I ULEEREIFRED X
D EHE L BN DS O FREMEIC DO W T 21T o T
5. EBIZ, By TF—RIBVWTT—XOH YY) 7
X SMOTE H DD 7 n —FIFEH T2 OEE
PEdiE, IvHiLwy Te—FoHETHE SR LT
w3,

AFHSC T, Imbalanced-learn [18] TR EATWS Y
YTV TETADSE, SMOTE KU SMOTE DHE5R
IRETA2EEEHNTYY Y V72175, HWSE
TN TITRT.

e SMOTE
K-at5E TR o TERADBURT — & & ORICH 72724
BIRT — &2 Z2ERT 5.
o ADASYN [19]
SMOTE OHRIRIRD 1 D TH%. SMOTE & b 2%k
T = RIGEWT — X T,
e Borderline-SMOTE (B-SMOTE) [20]
SMOTE OHRIRRD 1 D TH%. SMOTE & b F~L
DFEFBUNIIC T — 2 2T,
FNFHRDEFTATYYS Y FY " fTol=0b, V¥~
TV I TR TETNREET 5.

6. 2Bk

AETEZET I ODETNLORBELEZITS. Xz, %t
SEEMOEREICOWT, SVM ZNRICERT 3. &
BRI, VY A X BEBRERICOVWTHRT 5.

6.1 SEERERTE
3HITHANF =&ty b, MEEHEAT T — & -
MRETF — X : 7AMTF—& =84: 4: 4 1ZHEIL= &
F—RIIBITBRERER 3I1TRT. £ 3 XD, State
Other D7 —ZBMHZ L, A/B DT —REHBDINZ e
R TZ 5.

SVM D85 X=X, B —3I)V% rtbf, B —F N8 X —
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& 3 Unit Label Z ¥ OFEER
Table 3 Distribution of each unit label in the dataset.

Unit FEAEK
Label Train Develop  Test All
Open 205 17 7 229
A/B 61 4 2 67
Y/N 392 11 23 426
State 3538 102 206 | 3846
Weak 173 5 2 180
Others 1476 52 92 1620
All 5845 191 332 | 6368

X% 0.001, 23X bFFA—&% 100 £ L7=. BERT-CRF
WCHWTW2 CRF D85 X — &% L1 IEAbREE 1.0,
L2 IERHERECE 0.001 & L=,

6.2 ER:ETFTIOLBREEEOBEMMN

BETNIEONHMROIE Y, MEENREOBRNE
DIREEZTT S .
6.2.1 FEHEETINICELZOERR

BETNVECBI 2 0FMRER 41”7, 77— 2 Z
7 A b7 — X T D Unit Label D7 — &2 EKL T
W3, #4 &, EFLILICR 3 BERT O FEMER
DIROREVWI LR TES. 2D I h b FaBRRH
B DR RAZIZBWTHENTH 2 L HEfllTE 2. L
L, Unit Label Z& 2R % & A/B MU Weak l3EDET
ATHABETETVRV. BET LV TOMRTBEDOFEKE L L
T, AlvkF—%ty MZBVT, WD THHABDO D2
TR H o, BRORER S #HimDHITBWTHR
FID/ARD DopotzZ , BELEETHD, S0
DFFAEPCHRDLNFEL D Z L FEN TV EBEZD
N3, Fle, ETAITLDENHIZDIX Open & Yes/No
ThHolz. FZTEFTAILIRZTT—0HETS.

£33 SVM O T —2Hi%Z1T5. SVM Tl State IZB9R
T RSN E L Ao, FHZ State & Other DFESFED
Zhr otz FSEEF Y L TIE “Yeah.” X “Okay.” 72 ¥ D
XOFFEHBET DD, TSR 72 HEES N-gram
2R T 2 ODWE R FFETH D, HamICBIRO IRV FiR
Other & State DRXFINAFTHMNEZOLWHITH S, £
7z, SVM Tl State % Yes/No & iR 2 flidfhdE 7
NED DD o572, Yes/No % State & 357 EHT 453
R E N7z, Yes/No lZid TR+ “did you?” @ X 5 7S
TNEERISCH B D SLOFDH D, SVM TIEZ D K572 %
State ICHHLTLESMHALD -7, 51T, A/B DiE
FEDEIE LTI “So lots of choices, what do we think?”
DEIIZ, FBRELD 2 Z & 2R LTWA2 Open & [d
C ko RRHERoTWARGENDH D, 728D
IRWCHEDNHELWHFE T EZALNS. fllicd
SVM I BT 285561, TR & RER X EHECH
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BbE o HaNE L Aoz, KX TORRRMERE
T, TR AGD X o 72Hat% EF L9
THREA T THhozeEZILNS.

KIZBERT O 7 —7Hi%{75. £ 4 &b, Yes/NolZ
B 2EEEE BERT Mo EF L2 KE L EE T
% Z e DMERET E 5. BERT Tld Yes/No % State ¥ #4570
B 280 ET NI DD dh otz THE, hoET
LT %5 BERT ARXOVEEZREL LTED, E
X DHBSEE D E N State & FHEICFRRTE TW 27207
eEZLND. F72, SVM r[ARIC State £ Other DFR
TENZ R E N

%2 BERT-CRF D=7 — %175, £4 XD,
BERT-CRF 2 & % Open O FMERIFMOET L LD B
BEWIZ rHPHEFRETE %, BERT-CRF X State IZF2505H 3
AN EETVDOHF TR OIS - /2. CRF IZRYI¥E
ZII5ETATH D, EERBMHZECTRIHAVSNS.
SENIFEDTNE RN TH % & R T, EEREMEZ
Yy [FEfk, CRF CHENM LT 2 Z e 2HFLED, BV
WHREBZ B TERP -T2, BEERBEMETENICHE
RET 2 Ml ¥ ORFN & LB LT, &% 1D, JEFGEOMME,
REEAT AR 2772 ¥ Tl Unit Label D3 EHIZE) 1Z ¥ 0Ff
B lehrolzbDrEZLNS.

6.2.2 MEHNEMOERICLIBER

AECIIEENEEO BN EMFET 5. SVM ¥ BERT-
CRF 122\ T, XfaENEMEE € 7 VCHAAA RS E L
AINE R o T B ORGSR Z IR T 5. #RZR 5 (SVM)
¥%* 6 (BERT-CRF) IZ/R7.

5 &b, SVMIIHEENEEEZH WS Z & THE - B
RrdizmbLTtsh, ZOHTH Other DEHIEERI K =
CAMELTOWRZEDHERRTE S, ZDZ 25N EENE
M1 SVM % /= Unit Label DG FEICBWTEHNTH 5
Z e HERR X Tz, SVM X State IC7 S 2 {HEEN D - 7=
A3, NHEEMIREEE VW % Z & T Z OEADFER X L, Other
X Open R EMD T NMZH AL TWVWS Z e iR h
Jo. =T, MEENERHEEMZ 2 Z ik b, bR Y
XD State & Other ¥ FR73EHT 2 B3 —FP R X /.

Xz BERT-CRF 281 54ER%Z R 5. &6 LD, BERT-
CRF BV THEENREEOHEIC D 5 F Open R
A/B, Weak O HHFHIiEICE(LIZR ok o7, Ly
L, Yes/No DFEERFRS e WEEMNREEMZ 2 Z 212k
D SFERERDGE T A EAN R S h, XEENZEEIX BERT-
CRF % F\7z Unit Label DFICBEVTHIENTH S Z
L HHEFR X7z, BERT-CRF TiX SVM ¥ [ UIRRZEME
HEHAAATWES, SVM 3 BERT-CRF 3142 D >
AL Z IZ R B R 5%, BEHERIX 15%F11% & [F
FEEOFHiifEDO M LR S,

M EofR LD, MEERIZEMEDT Unit Label OofaGHI
) ORET—EDMRYED 2 Z L PHERTE. —F
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R4 BFETNLITLODMHEBR
Table 4 Classification results by each model.
Unit SVM BERT BERT-CRF T—=&
Label | F§FE | MBIR | FE | FE | BEER | FME | BE | BEX | F#E b
Open 0.80 0.57 0.67 | 0.80 0.57 0.67 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 7
A/B 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 2
Yes/No | 0.81 0.57 0.67 0.75 0.91 0.82 | 0.56 0.39 0.46 23
State 0.79 0.96 0.87 | 0.82 0.97 0.89 | 0.76 0.94 0.84 206
Weak 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 2
Other 0.87 0.57 0.68 | 0.94 0.54 0.69 | 0.86 0.54 0.67 92
All 0.80 0.80 0.79 | 0.84 0.83 0.81 | 0.75 0.76 0.74 332

x5 SVM BT 2 NFENRHB OB X 2 08 R
Table 5 Classification results the presence or absence of inter-

active features in SVM.

Unit SVM (Rfi#A) SVM  (Fe{#fi) Vet d
Label | F§E | MBI | FIH | ME | 85K | FM@ il
Open | 0.80 | 0.57 | 0.67 | 0.75 | 043 | 0.55 7
A/B | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 2
Yes/No | 0.81 | 0.57 | 0.67 | 0.76 | 0.57 | 0.65 23
State | 0.79 | 0.96 | 0.87 | 0.75 | 0.96 | 0.84 | 206
Weak | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 2
Other | 0.87 | 0.57 | 0.68 | 0.83 | 0.42 | 0.56 92
All 0.80 | 0.80 | 0.79 | 0.76 | 0.76 | 0.73 | 332

& 6 BERT-CRF IZBF 2 FENRO AT & 2 08RO L
Table 6 Classification results the presence or absence of inter-
active features in BERT-CRF.

Unit BERT-CRF (%) | BERT-CRF ({#®) | ¥—%
Label | 5f | M3 | FE | KE | AE% | FME b4
Open | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 7
A/B 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 2
Yes/No | 0.56 | 0.39 | 0.46 | 0.67 | 0.26 | 0.38 23
State | 0.76 | 094 | 0.84 | 0.72 | 0.95 | 0.82 | 206
Weak | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 2
Other | 0.86 | 0.54 | 0.67 | 0.71 0.38 | 0.50 92

All 0.75 | 0.76 | 0.74 | 0.69 | 0.71 | 0.67 | 332

T, 6.2.1 HiT/RL & D1, WET /ML BERT Bk & b
LTHBEMRL. XD AR RO o o#EE,
BERT ¥ OfFiEIC X B REER L Y120 T ORI DT
Th 3.

6.3 EE:UH>TIVITOEME

6.2.1 Hifk U 6.228i& D, 3 DDETFMIIVFTIUTBWT
% Label Z2 D7 — PO D& 22T TW\W5. A/B
X Weak 72 ¥ ODEIRT — X O EBEIXVINS 15T
v, ZoMER, SENREETST TR S EENRE
W22 A/ SVM & BERT-CRF i2BWT3d
FETH D, PRIRT—XE2SFET S X TERL o7
COMBEDRREL LT, KX TIRIVY 7)Y v 7 2E
ALZ. VYUV TOEBTIEISVM I 3ET LT
Z DB EGE L /-,

VYUY T ETFNMCXBERER TITRT. 18,
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VY FY U TETFTIADNRIRA—RIETT 7 4L MEY
L7z, 7D, AT RTOITULIZBWTY W
YTV THOFPAEERBBNZ e e h 5. DRIk
T —X®D A/B X Weak DHEAERD VY > 7Y v 7Rl E
BEboRholz. SVMIZZHIRZ NNV TH 5 State 1257
B3 2HM3H 5. L UNGENREREEINZ 2t & & Fkk
W2, VY IR L ZOERANIEE D, oSN
NCHFET2EEN R SN, ZD7- B-SMOTE Tl
Other DHHEENKEL M ELTWS. L LPEIRT—
ZIZEEHT 2 L HHRIZED DI R, FHITETVWAH
BIEEEDLRV I EHERTE S, ZHEDEIRT — &
PO TEI0, KEPRETEIRIN 27— X3 (0l[H
CIZKR->TLEW, ZEAYRIUC IS RT—2PERIH
TWhZk, 25Z2dFHlT %2 el L wWREEDATEEN:
BH3ZeMFEREr LTEZIZLNS.

7. EHOHIC

AWFZETE, EE AR T — X8B3 Ef e BIZED~R
7 OESER, FEHE L OEMKREEROENZHNE L
RS ICIR D 72 0 O FEE DM FENE B D EEIT T2,
B RIZRFFORERBNFERT — X TH 2 AMI Corpus D
Unit Label TH 3.

DEEEBDT=HIZ SVM, BERT, BERT-CRF ® 3 2D
ETNAEMEL, PERELHRLZ. BUXR 7 0%T
L TR XN 7 FEV RO BRI 2 REE S 2 72912,
SREMNFEMICINZ, 5 DOMNGENREEZEAL, Z0HR
MEMGE L7z, R R T DIFATHZE CRE X 720551
R OEMEEMREE S 272912, SEMNHEMICZ, 52
DOMFENRMEEAL, ZOHEMEERGEEL 2. £MEEM
AIAATE SVM ¥ BERT-CRF Tl&, ZOXEENEEOS
IMENES D SHETE . — /T, 2ERNZFEETIE,
WA HARE BB TR A DIREAEE Z kL TV A H
AIZEET L0 BERT bWz e bR, £
72, SRR -7 X 5 R R T TIRT — RDFHPAE—T
HEIEHEFCHD. FEE, T—2DRHDPFREEATED
EFNABGENPTETVWRNWIRALND 5 Z LRI N
72, COMERBERTZED, VY Y IFRiEE 3D
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KT SVMRBIZVH YT VI TF—RONMER-R
Table 7 Classification results of resampling data in SVM.
Unit No resampling SMOTE ADASYN B-SMOTE T—&
Label | FiE | BHIE | FfE | WE | BEE | FE | HE | BEE | FM | BE | BEE | FME b4
Open 0.80 0.57 0.67 | 0.67 0.57 0.62 | 0.60 0.43 0.50 | 0.67 0.57 0.62 7
A/B 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 2
Yes/No | 0.81 0.57 0.67 | 0.67 0.52 0.59 0.67 0.52 0.59 0.71 0.52 0.60 23
State 0.79 0.96 0.87 | 0.83 0.83 0.83 | 0.82 0.70 0.76 | 0.83 0.69 0.76 206
Weak 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 2
Other 0.87 0.57 0.68 0.72 0.67 0.70 | 0.57 0.72 0.63 0.56 0.75 0.64 92
All 0.80 0.80 0.79 | 0.77 0.75 0.76 | 0.72 0.68 0.70 | 0.73 0.69 0.70 332
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