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Abstract

Anaphaa resolution is envisaged in this paper as
part of the reference resolution pocess A general
open architedure is proposed, which can be
particularized and configured in order to simulate
some dassc anaphara resolution methods. With
the dm of improving ponoun resolution, the
system takes advantage of elementary cues abou
charaders of the text, which are represented
through a particular data structure. In its most
robust configuration, the system uses only a
general lexicon, a locd morpho-syntadic parser
and a dictionary of synonyms. A short comparative
corpus analysis hows that narrative texts are the
most suitable for testing such a system.

1 Methodsfor Anaphora Resolution
1.1 Knowledge sources

Corred interpretation d anaphara is crucia for
natural language understanding systems, as it
enables a system to kee track of the antities
introduwced through the processed text. Various
knowledge sources have been used for anaphara
resolution, leading to more or lessredistic systems.
For instance, (Hobbs, 1978 uses a parse-tree
analysis algorithm, and corredly solves an average
of 88% of the personal pronours, in a seledion o
English texts. A bladkboard-like achitedure is
proposed by (Rich and Luperfoy, 1988 in arder to
integrate various knowledge sources, but no
evaluationisgiven.

The method popcsed in (Lappin and Leass
1994 uses context modelling and salience values,
besides gntadic constraints, and proves 4% more
acarate than Hobks' algorithm on the same rpus.
Salience can redigticdly be cdculated even for
unrestricted texts, and permits also integration o
heterogeneous criteria. Locd semantic constraints
can be alded to this algorithm, as in (Huls et al.,
1995.
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Whereas it is amost cetain that complex
semantic and pragmatic knowledge is needed to
solve all the well-formed anaphas, it is highly
improbable that this would soon ke available for a
computational system. Even elaborated semantics
and complete parse trees aren't yet redistic for
unrestricted text processng. A solution is then to
use datistical methods to indwce semantic
congraints of frequently used verbs, as in (Dagan
and Ito, 1990. But (Kennedy and Boguraev, 1996)
show that the Lappin and Leass agorithm still
provides goodresults (75%) even without complete
parse. They suggest also (Kennedy and Boguraey,
19960 that anaphaa resolution is part of the
discourse referents resolution. However, little is
said abou concrete methods for building
"coreference dasss': the example given by the
authors concerns only coreference between an
aaonym and its expanded form.

We describe here an open architedure for
reference resolution, which provides a @mmon
frame for pronounand reference resolution. At its
most elementary level, our system uses smple aes
for pronominal anaphaa solving (morphdogy,
locd syntax and context rules) and simultaneously
performs noun phase referent resolution (using
identity, synonyms and hyperonyms). These two
aspeds of the same task benefit from their
cooperation.

1.2 The antecedent/anaphor paradigm

The moperative strategy proposed here has long
been masked by the dassc conception o anaphara
as a pure textual relationship, between an anaphao
(e.g., a pronoun and its explicit or inferred
antecadent in the text (e.g., a noun phiase). In this
view, the anapha aways needs ancther textual
description a phrase in arder to be solved, while
the atecalent can refer diredly to an oljea
outside the text.

Recent work tends to urify these two situations
(Ariel, 1990 and 1994 (Rebod, personal



communicaion). They propcse a gradual
classfication for all the referring expressons (RE),
ranging from proper names and cefinite or
indefinite noun phiases up to the pronours. Their

"resolution” means the nstruction o a link
between the RE (be it nominal or pronaminal) and
its correa referent, from an evolving set of
potential referent representations.
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Figure 1. General structure of a reference resolution system
Therefore, we will avoid using the e ‘"classc" system or not — clasgc if the set of

anaphar/antecedent distinction, and will spe&k
instead abou REs and their referent, cdled
"charader". As our open architedure suppats the
transition ketween the two paradigms, we will
sometimes use dso the dassc terminalogy.

2 A Framefor Reference Resolution
2.1 General Description

We suggest that most natura language
understanding systems are structured (at least
partly) asin Figure 1. The machine receves natural
language input (text) with referring expressons
(RE), and passhbly other inpu (e.g. mouse dickson
a screen) with pseudo-RE (pRE). Also, knowledge
can be provided more diredly by the programmer.
The machine handes a set of referents extraded
from the text - in fad representations of red
entities, cdled here characters. A forma
representation d the red world (model) may also
be available.

The task of a RE resolution system is thus to
build and manage aset of charaders; modues M1
and M2 are its two main comporents. This
architecture car acoun for:

e mono- or multi-modal interadion,
» "cogntive' system or not — depending onthe
model of the world;
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charaders is just a dugicae of some of the
text's phrases, not classc if an elaborate
charader structure is present.

2.2 Balance between alter nativesleadsto
variousresolution paradigms

Modue M1 seleds referring expressons (RES)
from inpu data, and associates them to the proper
"charader structure" in the charader set (cf. 83).
M1 has two alternatives when solving a RE:
* (1) as:ciate the RE to an existing charader,
adding rew datato the charader'srecord; — or
e (2) crede anew charader, its parameters being
instanciated with data from the RE.
Choice restrictions can  simulate various
approadhes. If noun phases aways cdl (2), and
pronours cdl (1), we obtain the dassc
antecalent/anaphara framework. Otherwise, if all
caegories of RE can be followed by (1) or (2), then
the system treas all REs in a homogeneous way,
which is cogntively more acarate.

Modue M2 cortrols the charader set, updating
their adivation (or salience cf. 83.1) among dher
parameters. M2 can:

* (3) merge two charaders in the set, if M1 has
been owerproductive; — or

* (4 remove (and pasbly archive) charaders
which haven't been referred to for alongtime.

At this gage, it might sean that (1) and (3) are
equivalent, i.e. (2+(3)=(1). In fad both operations



are necessry as the system is given increasing
knowledge. Suppressng (1) would orly mean to
postpore the reference resolution and leave it
entirely for M2; the role of M1 would thus become
insignificant. On the ontrary, M1 has to dart
working on reference resolution, and nd rely
entirely onM2.

But M2 shoud also be &le to merge two
characters of the set. Indead, before reading a
suitable balance between creaing vs. merging
charaaers ((1) vs. (2)), which isour longterm gaal,
it is better to have a1 owerprodictive M1,
privileging (1). The system would avoid incorred
resolution, which is hard to undq and reference
resolution would be & worst incomplete, but not
wrong M2 can complete the resolution by merging
charaaers, which is much easier than undong
previous reference links. The more acarate M1
bewmes, creding less and less redundhnt
charaders, the more seldom (3) is used.

The problem of revisable coices aubsists
however in M1, depending on hav conseautive RES
are treaed. It is reasonable for the beginning to
process the REs squentially, validating ead
reference resolution before examining the next ore.
This rigid order is nat redly compatible with
caaphas (unlessthe modue can take the initiative
to creae a tarader correspondngto a pronominal
RE), but has proved succesful in most of the
algorithms cited abowe. Also, it limits influence
between textual close references. A better solution
is to hande a buffer for the aurrent sentence
compute mutual influence of the REs throughtheir
respedive adivation (cf. 853) and after
stabili zation validate the resolution for the entire
current sentence. Afterwards, only M2 can make
changes, by merging charaders.

3 Thecharacter set

A charader is any oljed, animated or inanimate,
which occurs in the text: a tree a kitchen, a bed
may be a darader. But we represent neither the
events (his marriage, the storm...) nor the concepts
of abstrad domain (a new idea, this music...) as
characters. Nevertheless we ae aware that, in a
complete system, these shoud also be represented.
We use the term “"charader" to refer to "the
representation d a charader".

3.1 Thecharacter structure

The structure we have aoped to describe the
characters has first been propcsed in (Berthelin,
1979. The main cortributions of this work lie in
the originality of the structure itself, and in the use
of this dructure to highlight the inconsistency that
may be underlying in a story. This work has been
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primary applied to stories but its applicaion to
dialogues would na pose any problem.

The structure isinvalved in two processs. Fird,
during the parsing d the text, a representational
structure is instanciated for ead charader of the
story. This dructure gathers al the information
abou the darader and undrlines the different
points of view of the different charaders involved
in the story. Seand, this dructure is used to deted
the oontradictions and the incoherence that may
exist between the different points of view of the
charaders. Space ladks to describe the work
achieved in this £oond step, but we will show how
it improves our preliminary work.

The representation d a charader C consists of a
set of facds. Each of these faces contains the set of
statements which have been expresed by a
charaaer C' abou the charader C. In that way, the
facd refleds the point of view that C' has abou C.
Each o the statements contained in aface consists
itself of a data set: temporal references, state of
C'... Thisinformation, extraded from the text, will
be useful to the secondasped abowe.

In ou approad, reference is lved withou
having completely parsed the text neither
syntadicdly, nor semanticdly. This kind o
approac is esential since we do nd have actually
at our disposal a parser cgpable of deding with
unrestricted texts. Certainly in this case, the
"charader" structure may appea too complex
(withou complete parse, there isn't enough
knowledge to fill in all the structure's attributes);
but the achitedure is open to semantic methods
which could take advantage of this complexity.

Each charader C is described with the
following parameters:

* alabel: anumber which alowsto identify C

* aligt of identifiers: the REs which have been
used to design the dharader; we ewisage to
order this list acarding to the frequency of use
of the identifiers

* alist of verbal descriptions (VD): what has
been said abou C
» an activation value: it represents the salience of
C, this value is modified duing the resolution
and it depends onthe mntext
* an accessbility mark: at eah step o the
resolution it indicates whether C is accessble or
not acording to the @ncordance rules
implemented by M1 (see§2)

And ead verbal description VD consists of:

* alist of words:. the words which compase VD

» asentence number: to locdizethe placeof VD
in the text

* a position in the sentence: a pair of marks
which locdize the RE referring to the charader
in the sentence



« af-gructure: it describesthe syntadic structure
of VD, if its parsing haes siccealed

The values of the different parameters of the

structure ae determined by the modue M1, except

for the f-structure which is not always avail able.

3.2 Moadifications of the character set

The reference resolution mechanism consists in the
interadion d two modues (namely M1 and M2, cf.
§2). M2 periodicdly examines the complete set of
charaders (provided by M1), to determine whether
two or more charaders soud be merged into a
single one. Indeed, since our system does not
dispose of al the knowledge necessry to
uncerstand corredly a text it may make mistakes
which a merging modue might be &leto redify on
the basis of further information.

Moreover, a mplete system of text
comprehension shoudd be &le to dyramicdly
modify the set of charaders. Indeed, even when
parsing the best written texts, comprehension
medhanisms ometimes have to badtradk on their
dedsions, and on the daraders they have
recognised.

Obviously, a modue ale to detea the
inconsistencies (the one propcsed by Berthelin)
would be essential to gve some indicaions for
launching the merging modue, but since it is not
adually available, we suggest to trigger it with a
regular but arbitrary frequency. We dso suggest a
mechanism which tracks M1, and triggers the
merging when several charaders have been creaed
due to the presence of definite determinants,
because this kind d determinant often describes a
charaaer alreay introduced, but withou using the
terms already used.

As far as the dtructure is concerned, the
mechanism has to urify the parameters of the two
characters. The foll owing methods are propaosed:

e the label: only the smaller of the two numericd
numbers is retained (the label of the first RE
which introduced the charader)

» theligt of identifiers: the 2 lists are merged

» thelist of verbal descriptions: the two lists are
simply merged, and the parameters constituting
the VD are conserved

» the activation value: it seems reaonable to
retain the higher of them, but a more complex
cdculation may also be mnsidered

e the accessibility mark: there is no dedsion to
take since this mark is determined at ead
resolution.

4 Processing French Texts
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4.1 Description of three corpora

The system presented here is designed to work on
unrestricted French texts; therefore, only few robust
NLP resources are available. Non-spedalized texts
are preferable, as convenient lexicons are avail able
for general vocabulary. We mnsidered three texts:
an essy by Stendhal (from the Chroniques
Italiennes), a scientific report by Gérard Sabah
(PLC), and some Stock Market articles from the
journa Le Monde. The next table mpares
charaderistics of these texts, and indicaes that
Stendhal is the most rich and interesting from the
anaphara paint of view.

Sendrd | PLC Le
Monde
Word count 9 144115 006] 16 504
fill personal (he,it) 165 50 35
fil/ impersonal (~it) 44 45 45
/ell e/ (she,it) 31 19 25
/le/ masc. art. (the) 217 226 367
/le/ masc.pron.(him,it) 16 7 3
/lal fem. art. (the) 201 345 577
/lal fem. pron. (her,it) 7 2 1
/I' article 95 374 242
/I'l masc. pron. 13 6 2
/I'l fem. pron. 7 4 0
/lui/f masc. indired obj. | 37 5 3
/lui/ fem. indired oby. 10 1 5
/lui/ masc. tonic pron. 20 2 6
/son, /sal, Ised poss 110 46 87

4.2 Ambiguity of French pronouns

Notwithstanding ou critique of the
antecedent/anaphar distinction, we focus for the
beginning on ponounresolution. We examine the
3rd personsinguar and dural, subjed, dired objed
and indirea objea pronours: /il/, /ellel, llel, llal,
N1, Nuil, fild, /elles (the English /he/, /shel, /him/,
/hex/, lit/, Ithey/).

Three main problems appea spedfic to French.
First, /le/ and /lal are bath pronours and definite
articles, so ore has to seled pronaminal
occurrences before the reference resolution.
Seoond, elison and we of an apostrophe for /le/
and /lal change them into the even more ambiguols
form /I'/, which has four interpretations, as a
pronoun al indicaion d gender disappeas. Third,



/lui/ can be a indired objed pronoun masculine
and feminine, and also the tonic form of /il/.

5 Realisation
5.1 General overview

Modue M1 seleds nomina or pronaminal REs in
the inpu text. We impose that new pronaminal REs
be dways linked to existing charaders, M1=>(1),
as detailed at the end d §2.2. There is clealy a
nead for first ingtanciating the darader set
("antecadents', in the dasdcd termindogy): M1
processes also namina REs (nounphrases) from
the text. When processing a NP-RE, M1 can
chocse between (1) or (2), i.e. crede a new
charader (like in classc systems) or link the RE to
an exigting charader.

The resulting medhanism is now easy to
uncerstand. M1 reals linealy the (pre-processed)
inpu text, and when it finds a NP-RE, either
attaches it to a previous charader if the lingustic
descriptions match (same word, synonym,
hyperonym), or builds a new charader with the
correspondng description and adivation. When M1
processes a pronaminal RE, it uses "salience value"
criteria (cf. (Lappin and Leass 1994 and (Huls,
1995), intertwined with  morpho-syntaxic
congraints (and later semantic ones), in arder to
choose a darader from the set as referent of the
RE. The charader's parameters are then updited, in
particular its lingustic descriptions and adivation.

5.2 Resources used by the system

Robwst linguistic resources are esential for
processing umestricted texts. The most important
ore is an LFG parser developed in the Language
and Cognition Group at the LIMSI (Vapillon et al.,
1997; however, as the rules canna yet cover a
significant proportion d complex sentences, our
system uses only locd analysis, which parses NPs
even when the sentence analysis fails. Thus, the
only limitations are the lexicon wsed by the parser’,
some omplex NPs, and, of course, morpho
syntadic ambiguities.

A tagger is used to help lexicd disambiguation,
and performs also robust pre-processng o the input
text. The STK tagger (Ferrari, 1996 developed at
the LIMSI is used together with some simple rules
for distingushing the aticle /le/, /lal from the
pronoun/le/, /lal. When these rules aren't sufficient
(e.g., unknavn or truly ambiguows noun, we dorit
consider /le/, /lal asan article.

1

The lexicd analyser has a dictionary of 25 000
canonicd forms and 350 000nfleced forms.
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Our propasition for a robust reference resolution
relies on two idess. Firdt, a dharader is often
designated by the same phrase — this criterion is
extremely simple to track, and is worth considering.
Seomond an entity is often designated by a synonym
of the previousy used RE, or a hyperonym. It is
thus interesting to use adictionary of synonyms,
andwe ae airrently integrating ore.

5.3 Activation values and selection

Activation is the global salience value of ead
charaaer. Several gradual criteria ae used: the
more a citerion is stisfied by a dcarader, the
higher its contribution to the dharader's adivation
will be. The following criteria have been
implemented:

e rececy of the last textua mention d the
character (last RE)

e number of REs arealy referring to the
charader: mention by a nominal RE brings
more adivation than a pronomina RE, and
proper NPs bring more ativation than common
NPs

e grammaticd role of the last textual mention
(last RE). Activation deaeases from subjed to
dired obed, indirea objed, or other.

Behind the degance of the adivation paradigm,
which integrates different criteria (and pshly
multi-modality), there is a hidden limitation. The
adivation dstribution daes not depend on the
nature of the airrent RE, but only on its position.
So, charader adivation canna take into acount
properties of the processed RE, and syntadic
paralelism canna be nsidered, as it would
require the adivationto depend onthe RE's nature.
Besides, the adivation dstribution at a given
point in the text is a reaursive function: it is
cdculated wsing aso its previous values. This
makes badtraking (and revisable doices)
difficult to implement, as they would require a
complete remmputation o the adivation
digtribution (or a "decomputation'). That is why
M1's choices aren't revisable for the moment.
Finally, the system has to take somewhere into
acount the RE's nature, and operate a seledion
among the charaders. This is done withou further
computation, using a set of various constraints
which change the binary value (yesno) of the
character's "accesshility mark". In this way, only
"accesshle" charaders are mnsidered when solving
a particular RE, and all "accesshility marks' are
subsequently reset to "true".
The seledional constraints implemented at this
stage ae:
» for NP-REs, gender and number concordance
e for pronamina REs, number and gender, if
unambiguous (cf. the /I'/, § 5.3). Furthermore,



an oljed pronouncanna refer to the subjed of
the sentence

» coreference is hypahesized if two NP-REs are
identicd, or if the secondis a hyperonym of the
first.

6 Reaults

The system is implemented in Smalltalk, and its
user-friendy interfface permits  gep-by-step
monitoring o the process as well as parameter
tuning.

Current work concerns Stendhel's text, as it has
the highest density and variety of pronours (cf. §
4.1). Its gntadic oomplexity and the
overproductivity of the locd LFG parser ohlige us
to make manua seledion among NPs, and
disambiguation o the /le/, /lal, /I'/ pronours vs.
definite aticles. The next table summarizes our
first experiment.

DATA
Words 3954
Sentences 131
Nominal REs 495
Pronaminal REs 113
RES per sentence 3.8
RESULTS

Charadersfound 291
Pronours corr ectly attached 70 (62%)

When coreference is not dedt with, there ae &
many "charaders' as NPs, and, as expeded, the
number of corredly solved pronours is snaller (by
40%).

The pronoun resolution score, 62%, is a little
smaller than thase obtained elsewhere for English
texts, but these results are encouraging, espedally
as they rely only onsimple rules. Moreover, on this
particular text, we have observed, that 50% of the
mistakes could be avoided using onthe one hand
simple semantic constraints derived from verbal
argument  sructure  (e.g., human/northuman
subjed, animated/norranimated subjed/objed...);
on the other hand syntadic constraints concerning
the possibilities of coreference between NPs and
pronours occurring in the same sentence.

Further work will first concern a more acarate
tuning o the parameters, and adjunction o new
adivation and seledion rules. In particular,
syntadic resrictions will be adapted to the locd
parser's data. Also, we would like to make the
processng entirely automatic, which requires a
seledion among the NPs provided by the locd
parser, and dsambiguation d the pronours. These
being complex tasks, they will probably deaease
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the successrate, espedally with resped to English,
where aticles and p@onours are never
homonymous.
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