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Abstract

With gradually deepened research on the semantic represent and automatically understanding in
word or sentence level, the research task on semantic represent and automatically analysis or
understanding in discourse level also began to become a focus of research. Because there is close
correlation between semantic analysis of discourse and discourse organization structure of text,
automatically and accurately obtaining the discourse organization structure of text will be helpful
to automatically analyze or understand the semantic of discourse level. In this paper, for the sake
of realizing the automatically analyzing for argumentative discourse structure, based on the pre-
vious research work and took the Chinese argumentative text or discourse as the object of study,
we researched the formal description method for the argumentative discourse structure, put for-
ward some important concepts of the argumentative discourse, such as Element Argument Struc-
ture (EAS) and Recursive Argument Structure (RAS), presented a numerical represent method for
hierarchical structure, and analyzed and explained how to formalize the argumentative discourse
structure by using based on case-analysis method. This study provides a theoretical basis for ana-
lyzing the hierarchical structure of argumentative discourse and generating the text structure tree,
also has laid the foundation for storing or reconstructing the hierarchical structure of the text.

Keywords

Discourse Structure, Formal Description, Element Argument Structure, Recursive Argument
Structure, Text Structure Tree

RIEFRESRNR AR

ARA, T oA, £ B
NIV RS, THEAUE R, I M

SCEF| R, IO, EH. WIERE RSN BURIE S %, 2017, 5(4): 340-349.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2017.54046


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54046
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54046
http://www.hanspub.org

e 5%

UERZEAY, [ERIEYE, 17 mE
MERAZEAY, NSRS, 110 EE
Email: zhongmaosheng@sina.com

ks H A 20174E10H24H; FAHEM: 20174F11837H; KA HM: 20174611 H15H

m =

BEERIE. AITHIE T RALKIE RN B S EREST RZHRA, RE—REE SRR A
BTN RN R . BTREBX T SREARSHEIMR, BMERBRIUEERARLS
W, APTERRERLEXNENIT. XEANLIRIEER EHREWK B30, ERT AP LA
Eaf b, UPXRIEAREAMANR, HARIEAEEHRSEHRBRMERTTE, RE T RIEAR
BEHREARIESHEAS. BHARIESWRASFEEME, FAREY T —MERGHRRFERRTIE,
FHRSEGI M 05 R — BT AR R BT R AN SR TAEAR IR E R R &G 2
WrRISCA S B A R T B KSR, tOATH RN E N B SR R IR S B T At .

KA
WEEH, R, EARIESH, BERELH, RS HR

Copyright © 2017 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

BEE NATDR B 2RE F hnlif . A TSR E AL SO AN B Sh BRI S RZHNARN,
B SRR AN E B 7 T B AR TR BOA BTN SOGUE R B il TR B 208 i SR = ARG Y]
K, WERAER HERI MG 2R = LGS, AR T3 st NN R 2R LA, iR S
RN R AL AR, AT SE HE R T 1S B R R 1 .

SCENE M EF R AT ANE B A 2R P A O T ST SN B 3 s = LS,
HRBANIEF F IR B A MBI A, ST RALET R BA LG B Hri Ll EDR, xR EA
L HAT IR A S iR, X R ENLEAT R B A A s M aTsE,  AE TR LS 2 #r (45 R AT
N IBAE i AN o

Pt ASCHE BB T ISR AR B B AR S MBI FL Bk 1], AU 17 5 R e R B D MR
[2], PAFRSCBGRSCCENHE FER G, W FE I 1705 B 2008 L E S iR s S e e iiid Jrik. 1
T Se o 4 AT FERIA R AR, SRR IR R AR IR IR AR S 45 M TR AL iR T ik, I A S48 i )
T AL R AR 45 R

2. FHXHR

BEFM AN RSB RIRE, BMARRESWIIRAHRE Mann &R ELR[3].
Halliday 35 fs P i8[4]. Grosz B4 ik 45 /B [5]. Kamp HI5S 5 %~ #18[6]. Skorochod’ko ) A
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INERERIS[7] ZIL PR = RS EIR[2)55 . thAh, BURCR AT TIBIE RS SRS M (1], I T
DUB R AESE 4 () TR 2R, S ATA] B AR AR AR S (e, BEAK R A0 AT T 8 22 1 R 45 4 A
B8], AR BUE AT . R KR 5 B AR 20 R R AT — e gt BRI ER9]. Al b
RSB TR AR F R MAE 5 R B SRR A 2 SO A 5K, BRI TR T R = 45 B 3h o
Mr B —E MBS X, EIRXMEEL B TR 2450 B 3

T AR T TN G, W S A5 B 3 M BUR T A MbR I AR AT R A5 A 7T . Mann 32 H
BT ER (RST) VN — AN B I &N/ 2 [AMEAEE S A &R AFRZEIRIMBRER R, FHXHE I
(/NG Z B B RE R R AT TR A S [3]. SRR BRI, DUEITe &= NER, & X
T RR S A TR T T T SR A BT AN 47 FpIX 0 B O PE BT M DOEE TG R AR, FRYIP e T F
T TS B I ARE R TAESFMI[10] [11]. XUBERI EFFEELA H T — Ak = 2 BRI UL iR, &5
B PIRAFGE AR T SURMIBIRAEN, W€ T [FE 45 s 2 MRIRATF G R [12] . Bk BN SOA AT
TR, FRAE ISR B8 T RV SOAR B RS SCAR 1R A M bR 51 5k, SCERR BT R I
YO SCAS ST F8 SCAZE R R R — J2 IR 45 i D6 20 R A b i B R D B [13] [14]. 7K 32 R AE 2 7E SCHR[13] [14]1)
Bt BRSO AR 8 78 [15].

AR Mann F1 Thompson £ H (1 5 2 45 R B S B8 1% 4 1 i IR SC I ) 5 0] 2 8] B S B2 )
AT Z AR R, AHHE T XSS T R 1 e AL R U A St & — AN, 1 BB R REARY
W), FIRS, BRFIFEIAK, DOER—MMSMEGINES, HERS, HERSHIRXDGERAT
e SRR RN, IRMERIEILN A FIVEF[16]. tbAk, SCRR[12]. [13]. [L4TFA[L5]2& X —A BA B B Hbs
B TR BVR SR G o 1 SCE AT A i IR, JLAFTEM R, 1 S R S AR R AR
LK F AR 5, IR — e A B B AR ARG S, EVRIE AT HobR g1 Bk, i AR G115
B ) SO L5 K (A2 L5 4 o

3. Rtk RESHRA Lt

AR SCAE BEAK AL TR R 3 AR A M 72 1) 35t B [1], DAZRURILO RS & R gt Ee NIk HR[2], it
— PRI T ST T R IR L B e, DR 9T LA T i 2 45 1 B 3053 1 2908 AR
T 1B 2 A A Ak e SO R ) — S AT E S, e ) RS L

R =95 SR = 1 R A =5

“+7 FORBAT AR () MIERE

“0N7 mEd <57, BATTHREIRASIH AT s —A, B ) ST e &,

“O MERR CER”, WESERHIAM &, e XES, WERREHZESTHIGE;

“O7 MR Cmk” , BPEFEEICER =R AT,

B L PFFREBE, ECFRHRE, BFTFHHaE, mafssE, SN as

IFF 4 CStrings={u| u J& B A SEFR 8 I EZ R/

LA B AR EStrings={v] v &35 B R )

K45 B 4 Nstrings={w| w A& B Fi {1 57 5 3+

brAEFF 54 Punctuations={p| p Zr A5 e B PR P={?, !, o .} HECARY
P,={?, !, ., ...}, Punctuations=P;UP;

BAFS4E TitleStrings={t| t £ &5}, #lan “—” . “HHo'mT . “EoE” .

SEX 2 A)F(SimpleSentence, f&#FR SS), & AJ(CompoundSentence, fEi#R% CS)

’@%(Ss)zu+{u+([v|w])}+p, Hop ‘+’ NEFHEH, pePunctuations, ueCStrings, veEStrings,
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weNstrings;

E1(CS)=SS+p+{(SS+p)}, Hr SS AfiMA), + JMEHIEH, pePunctuations.

5233 FRA(Title, fEFK T)

O0(T)=()+u+{u+([viw])}+(p) » “+" AHEHIB 5, teTitleStrings, pePunctuations
ueCStrings, veEStrings, weNstrings;

AFREA SR IR I, ARSI To, HABKR A A T, 8% To JSIHBA IS AT, T HARAR
JEIH T REA AR R AT, AR .

B 4 bREIZk (depth, idA d)

S E R R 20 I 5 S

1) SCE P H (b ) To FIZE LN d(T,) =03

2) & T bndl T KFhedl, W Ty MZ0E O8N d(T ) =d(T, ) +1, Hrik, k brd iy~ hrAg i,
0<k,k<n, nyKT 0HIEREHL.

5 HRE(Paragraph, &K Para), L (Text)

19k Bt (Para) =[SS| CS] + {([ss | cs])} :
S (Text) =T, +Para+{(T, )+ (Para)} , Jerh i Jybpf T hrdste

AT LK SCF (Text) B B — M 7 IR G EHEAGE B 18] 7741, B a] BoE XOh: SCE (Text)=
[SSICS] + {([SSICS])}, fEIXH, T &M AR EE L — M7, BISCERY T A7 1)
EEFH,

EX 6 ¥ (Topic)ak 7 3 i (subTopic)

3 (Topic)f8 12 SCa i b AR, 8 ] — A 80 AN SR kR o, A I A) 7ok d
NEF M SR 3 R (subTopic) &AM T E—Z 3 5, FRMESS ZaT— 4 e B O B E 2
RO, — G AN SRR ] Bl R TR R

S0 15 (Topic) = | keyword + {(keyword )} SS| CS |
¥ (subTopic) = [keyword +{( keyword)}|SS]| CS] ;

H.Ar keyword e CStrings U EStrings.

NS A OFSE B E(1992), SKE LS A RIS . i T AR S CR SO E
NBFFER R, BRI E i e A R S St AT R U 3 e SR TR S, Horp Al 3 — L
(R QI

S FIRUAH — NG T, WA, AR, BUBUESE AL,

S=[[SSICS]+{([SSICS])} |Para-+{(Para)} | - 'S Hy s i 4 TG 6 g 5 Ao

A FIRRIESSE, A e{Topic}u{subTopic} ;

PFRonitdl, WAL S EiE, P=[SS|CS];

E #RieHE, E=[[SS|CS]+{([SS|CS])}|Para+{(Para)} |:

PosE /R IEMI184E, PosE = [[ss |Cs]+{([ss|Cs])} | Para + {(Para)}] ;

NegE IR RIMEHE, NegE = [[SS|CS]+{([SS|CS])} | Para+{(Para)}] ;

| #7551 %, 1=[[sS|CS]+{([SS| CS])} |Para + {(Para)} |
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C#R4i 8, C=[[sS|CS]+{([SS|CS])}|Para+{(Para)}]:
Cl #ritiil, Cl=|[s8|CS]+{([SSICS])} | Para-+{(Para)}]:
Q# R, Q=[ss|cs]+{([ss|cs])}

Ans FoR%& %, Ans =[SS|CS]+{([SS|CS])} :

NFINE R TG E S

A RN RIE B 2 IR G A Btk — 22 H

BN 7 FHEAILIUESE ) (Elementary Argumentation Structure, &FR EAS), i3 JHi81IF 45 ¥4 (Recursive
Argumentation Structure, &K RAS)

ERBIEEEZREE - MRS IR A, 20— PMREP, 22— 51 22— ANERECHET
ANRAE E BRSO IR UEZE AL s T VA VR IR 45 44 WA AN B A IR UE G5 A4 8B T RS T R PR b 45 1) ()T
AR W (FH =S R R):

4if EAS: A—>I1(P---P)C, P,>PE -—-E , HHE c{PosE}U{NegE} :

Hif) RAS: A—I(P---P)C, P;—>PE;--E , JHE e{PosE}U{NegE} ;
I-A, E,>A, CoA;

M TS IR AE S5 RAS (15 SCATBAR H, — | Al LB U — N EARRIES I A RE S, —
A E T B MR — DNEAIIES M IFH A RES, HIIAREHE—L8IE, —A C R0 UE
PE—ANEARIUELTHIF M A RES . EHFESCT B A 1 RS RS, [ 1(b)H PAEARIESS
FUONRALEAT S S, W Ao A, 55

M L) AT &, —DNIEARIELH EAS BH GG 5 8 AR TR 8 4548 A 1(b)
t, —ANEBHBIES ) RAS, N TR —ASIF M 1, W RSO AUE I — S S I A R 4 5]
K, RJFEDRIEARIE T, BJRREIG F 0 ERA L, WA 515 M W R AT LU
FITE T AE B — MEAIRIES M. R, A E—ZErieds B, X UERE N EB—1 A,
pet i — AN EEAIRIES . i EEREERE C, WMATLLERGE F—Z—A A, FIbFFEE A
WIESS o XS A, TR RN A ARSI S . IR R Se i TR IE A S ZE AT A
MAFE RIS ANRRRRE BISCEHRAGEREN, NamEET AR E RG] 5. ATk A
— NGRS H R, HRRAN T R G, BT DO A AT FE AT, 15 AR A R AR UE S

SEX 8 AL FI (Text-Structure-Tree, f&FX TST)

ARG (TST) e —BRIZ RGBS, e A —A> 704 TST=(V, E)&ur, Hrh VOUSimE, EN
BRI (MEEE) . 2V =V, UV, Hodt Voo TST A s, & SCASN B8 JH B IE S5 14 RAS
AT RS, MRy, eV, My, e {Topic} u{subTopic}: VoA TST [ F45 51, 2 3CAXT
JSLFR IR FIR RS K RAS th S RMEE SR, MR v, eV, , W v dRIa S FE P —Aa) 5. — MR
B ANBE. XT TST PR AL v, eV, v, eV, WIRFESCAKE RIS 0B IE 45 1) RAS #
Vo XFREIR) A G5 R va SR A 2 r IR ARG R, UIAE TST A vy o vs KSRGS R SORSE I FIR 1)
FESCAR IR A AL

B, R AR S1~S, 3% n M), W RURSE b1 5 SO — BROCAR SR s 2 R,
AV ~ Vo, 3 m AR BRSNS R SRR RIS RO T A L, IR R AR A
SEPRICAS PR )T AR

{ERTERAIRZ, WRXT TST MRS midZ IR FEML SR RABEATI 1, I 745 i 4 38 D 38 2] () 58 ) I
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(a) Elementary Argumentation Structure (b) Recursive Argumentation Structure RAS
(a) EAS ZEABIELE 14 EAS (b) IBIFIBIELE

Figure 1. A schematic figure of the elementary argumentation structure and the recursive
argumentation structure

B 1. EAIRIELEH EAS FEYFILUELEH RAS HIREE

SHHNSi Si2+lNSi

Figure 2. Sketch figure of text structure tree TST
2. XA TST REE

FPALTE TR, 4 B I 45 A B 10 1 A T S 4 A B S 5 IR AT VE BB 1, B INA) T
B R R SCA ) PR BIA AL, DRI, O 25 5 B MR P A

SCARGE R (TST) B2 U AT LU B 73005, I ort TST g ANH-F-45 5 B WA 1«
L ST (0 HE B8, o 45 S TG 8 S5 0, T SO 2 U D B 97 5 3R 7 VR T LA B 2 A 3
BRI, B, RS —ASCAH 9 AN T4 A (SR T LU BYE . TR, X EEE NBE p)
(Py. Pys Psr Par Ps Peo Pao Pyo P ) ARG GRS 3 FI7R), %SCAR (LS5 H F 5 2o o A
Az (P (P2 P)o((Pes Ps) P, (Pr Po)) ) Py ) o RHEABEE I F AT 5 HORAT SRV I, T DA e
(EEE TSI

(191,0).(2 p,,0).(0, 3, 1).(2. s, 0), (0. Ps,1).(0, 5, 0). (L, P7,0),(0, P, 3). (0. s, 1)

EHERFEAIH, BATEER (ng, pon, ) RABIE p AR S, Horbn R 410180% p B
MAFESE, n, RN YATBIE p, BAMATE S Hik, SURBRE MRS5S RRER
KB, WE A LT B A, T HAE S RSB, Y (pon) =2 (o),
Hop o n BRBE p B, BIE.

IR TST AR 745 s Bt LI 32 R 4 SCA 8 B 0 R 3 RURE S5 M 2
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1Z)
P © R BT M T4
O FRh A L
p2 ps3 Ps
P4 Ds ) 24 Ps

Figure 3. A sketch figure of a text hierarchy structure with 9 leaf nodes
E 3. —1H I MM FERERN AR RGN EE

EX 9 T (Level, it L)

SCAGERI TST AR 1-45 55T S 0 5 UK 2 T8 S SO B 28 he vh bt (0 % 1) 5 SO AL, W
Fs A 77 2o LR

1) TST SRS s v, (e V) Foeh LA 2B Z0E SN L(v, ) =0

2) # TST i, vig /& W I T4, JRH v eV v eV T vig 2058 SR L (v, ) = L(v ) +1, Hrrk, k
A AR, 0<k,k<m

EX 10 SCA LB T (TopicUnit, f&FR TU), R4S SR (Granularity, 104 G)
SCRGERIM TST o A— AN T45 550 v, eV, IARE) TR BT o A SCAR B TU FROF— A SOAR
Ter 108 TUGY, (S0, 8))s Hosb v, K SCActe TU, R BEHY 8.

SRR TST oA 5 s (AR 45 5) v, ORIBE 2 XUR: G (v ) =27,

A THT T SO A R AR BE R AT, SCRGE R e, 4 RS 0 < G (v, ) <10 X TR
Voo HITFL(v)=0+ FTAG(Vy)=Y/2" =1 ULhb, L v, FTARIIZE L (v, ) Aies, U FOR FE (6,
AR BEE TST v, ARG v, HORLE BOR, HE S SO R, RS T 45 55 0 — 2L Py 48 5
4 11 1) PR AP (RS, L AUV SRR B, 35 5 A S o ) 5 U T 2 L PO A A e e —
B o B RE R B SL, E A 5 v, (L R AR T 24 1 SCAR G R — AR A

SEX 11 SCREBIHIE B-I-E 4514

SR AT AN FFAE A (B) 5 TFA 638 43 (1)1 — A 55 2 390 43 (E) AL A 1 32 Ly A I 45 14
RSO JA TG B-1-E 4590, Lrp TR 4 (B) 6k 24 B R R 10— R HORA o 1124543 (1) R
S5 A A R A TIEAT VR 148 2 30 5 (E) UL 254 5 A 50— A BB e B 5

ot T WAE R 2, SR —AN R B-1-E S SRR T — AN ARSI EAS, WIE 4 FR,
ot B-I-E P (FFUARE 4 B AHRE T EAS shig— 513 1, i a4 | ISR T EAS d1i% A%
P A TARE B, 45FEH5 E MBI T EAS HI4EE Co XT EAS IlIBIEL 6 A, FTAETE B-1-E 414
PIFFEAR A B I, A ATREYE LGS RS E (P BL. SOR LB B-I-E 254 5 M A B IE LS 1 EAS 1)
X BIAET: HEARWELE K EAS R T —ANSCA P 25 9 05 400 2 IR B 4B i U6 & 1 B-I-E %6
1 R SR U A EE R IUG AR F 1— R 5

MBS BRSO, B-1-E S5 KA B B A L9 HOAIENE, E R/ Lot —
M, . SR — A B P B AT R K48 (B 1 EVRIRIOE, TUNELWL L5 BP9 P
PR E B R, i R 1) 6 PO B AR S PE B BN, L ) AT 6 3 o TP R B AT 1L
1

T Zk:{R(B,Ij)+ R(Ij,E)}+2xR(B,E)}

i

D(B,1,E k)=
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B I, L, I 14 15 E
- /
FriaiR4)r B LIRS iR E

Figure 4. Schematic figure of B-I-E structure for text topics
E 4. XAERH B-I-E iR ERE

ERF, D(B,LEK) &R B, kA ATE MR T BN A RISCIE T B, K O IR | ik 4> %2
R(X,Y)ZR X RIY Z A AR SC T

4. =Bl Hr

AR _F3R G B 5 R RO T CA HER T 7%, AT TS BB (1992) Hh 45t AR 9 STARREAT 347, IR 3%
AAARE IR IELS M) . SCARSE R S FARR (035 5 R B Ron e SOR U T B-I-E 454, 1%
ANBISCARATR s o

ANBISCA s AERORTEHER SR R N2 b —— R AR 3R BT B K S

[R5 B i mUR AT R M R R T AN S 2 MR B JE, AIRIZE K THES AL T
ASEBRiia#Ae 7. S [XFIZEAE D BEQAE AT R, RSB AR, ] DUFRFIA X
FERURSG, TRRbRASEARK, AELEARE, ELEAFA, B FAK. ¥ EILE MG S ERARE
ERR T, 0 CHEABR T AT X RO A R 0 T S [R5, NS ERTPE LTI
POAN D TS A T AL e 4 M . 1 [ dbniER 1A 900 7 AR M %08 B4 A SE it s 1 M LA R 11
FME, St BV IIER ok TUTERE ). S BB 2. AL IUA Migiee = EAR R, KT
FEHRE . ] [EEERAE AINRER TR REHE S N, R4 N, Winile, F% w5
K13 A ¥ BB Abiviziag f), mimEA LR E IR %] [DURIE T 96% s B AR
AFIRG, FAENF 4033 15, SEBTMELEW. AxE0CmD T 7245, 50 BN, bR A5 ERR
BAEHRCOA, BEMRER, S 458, ML KBER. B, WTEE, fRSFHRR, (L%
RN 2 2 [ [ JRBET JE AR AR BEARSIF B K. ]

GoRBISCAR AT Sy, oy S 12 M), b SRR, Sp~Sy XS IRRIKIEE, Ss~Sio NIRHRAT
oy, SRR Y. B2 MRS, ITURIESS A 5 5 | 45 R C i
M A By “IEROGRGEHMER R RN Z 4207 HARIESS A 5 s

X EIRRGICA, RN ER EE, BT R MRS, PrUCARG M R — MRS R
ARG RO L MBI “AesERE ", B A MR R, B NAES—A “ANEFE” BT E-,
ERGEE, > A, FMERETH AERS, P 5 i) PosE BEATAIMLANES, 400 H S )5 KRiE
ZifgniE 6 Pros, MR 6, fEMES E R ER, BRI NGRS T E s, T
N CFRIBRRT L AR . ClEKe” o CNEFBEAT . CSGETIEEE” MU,
M “IBAARY  “ledRe” BT E—-Wm, #TaIE.

K6 R ARBIEE S, RITIZBOCERBGR 7 — A8 “deats_d” , MR P2
“IERORGHER R RN Z G207 (TR AR A —A 7 3, %7 E8A A e, fR 4
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| / ~. |

1 PosE Si

N
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Figure 5. A case of text argumentation structure
E S5 “RREHENRERAZED” STARX M
WIEZEHE

A

//\

e

| PosSE
&% \ NGk N
E E | | |

| | | S]] SIZ

S5 Se A SASlo

Figure 6. A detail text argumentation structure
6. MILERYIRIESHIE

WHARREATHE— D405 R, ASCAFRETAI1E), BSOS R — R4, e —A
MFE AL BEAR I Si~Sp FIHRE, FTUART DS RN 7 BRSO IR, AN SIS RN (P
(p2), ZEERIRT R IR R R A<, pr 0), (1, par 2)>o %A B-I-E 5014 8 s, it S~S,
N R FFURER 7 CREE AR B IES ﬁmﬁm)ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ Se~Su NIy, AU S, &
ANGE BN NS, S NEEEER (XTF“%ZMME,M’JE’L;.): Z C).

5. 45RiE

ARSI EIABAF AR RS T AR R BT EHLE B /00T, 7R BERK S OG T iE 4 e 2 B2 Ak 45 A F 70 1) it
B, PAZERIRIL RS T RS AKHE, DA SCBOR SCCE NI A B, W AR AR RS T A S R T
AR T7 i, R TR IR B AR LS K EAS FEIHIBIESS K RAS PIAN HEME S, AiBiE
VT 2 10 J2 IR G5 6 0 AT RN SCAS EE AL AR ()2 AR A T BRI, [ AT 9T 1 SCAR J2 IR S5 AR J2 TR 5 ) )
G5 RRTTE, T —FEREM B F TR T, N EHAE GG R E R SO Z IR T JE A
R TAE £ B AL U] [ SO 8, SRS IR IR RS = R IR B s b, e
AR R 5 M RS SCH R 49 BT A 22
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Figure 7. The text structure tree of an example
E 7. RmEIXARPIAREIR(EHRE MR
T RM— M FTR)

S,~S, S6 S~S S¢~Si10 Su Si2
\ J
T 1 T
FFH6is B a3 1 B E

Figure 8. The B-I-E topic structure of an example

Bl 8. RBINARIAER B-1-E LEHE

E&WE

AR E K H REL K T H (61462027 . 61240036) #H #8 A SCHERHE 4 0 H (11YJC740157,
09YJC740027). VLVU% HAARF L4 T H (20114BAB201027) %t B it 7T i
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