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Abstract

This paper takes the grouping rules of predicate object phrases as the research object, uses the
predicate object phrase corpus collected from the Modern Chinese Corpus of the National Language
Commission, and uses existing word vector models to compare the similarity changes between the
predicate and object parts before and after adding extended components, proving the important
role of complements and attributives in predicate object phrase grouping.
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1. 5|

H 4818 & 4bFE (Natural Language Processing, NLP)/EATTFHENLRNE . N T8 RESIE S A58 AU,
AT FHLREWE EEAR . KRR RN B RIE S - Word2vec /& Mikolov %5 A& H 1 — Ffrfoft 2 o 26 1
BB SR, A LU TS0 §91 ) (Word Embedding). a1 &R /R TiE S SR H) “E” 1“5
7 SRR [2], T T, KR B A m RS R, A R SUE BRI R
WE S S, BENMAR R AT, 3B A AR E 1R 7E ) 825 8] P S T . X PR ARy
A2 R TSRS RS S, MO RRE M ST S 4L 17 mrfe.

FEDCE, R VE B 1] A 52185 44 18 78 18] SCRIA)V D e b BB EAT X L, T 4] o B AR R i 0% 4l 41 G fox
S TEFARE LR, SRR B A R T 1 A A AR AL R I T 0, R EIHAE SURFE A B AN R 4ESE, HAE
D SRR o ARBARE I w8 v] REIE AR I AE (R 08 S, AT AR T vy g i S 2B BRI [3] o T S8 1B S5 AMEBE R
PRy, Be it — DR IRTE S R 0 ) =R A .

AT E AR R IARDOE R 118 A 15 1Rk, R R B0 Zhml ) S L, i v S R A i
NG IR E S BB R ZA SR, B8R A B 5 1EH
2. BT AT BHEEI A MBI

AT A FERRE A E K IEZRERE, HEE A Python 8 5 AN T 7 0 15 R TSR B S ik, 48]
PR T 1) B BRSO TR () I R P 0] i A AR

P T 1] i e Rk TR SO R ST AN S, BT DR AR SCRNE L D BE 1 1R 7R 19
SR R R BT, T S B (R 1)

Table 1. Words with high semantic similarity
=1 SEXEUEIEE

il e T SCRRABARE 1] 1 B SURLLEE
TR 0.94207865

ezt 0.938524067

&0 i} 0.937887967
JEETH 0.936975181

P 0.936187565

B g 0.936736166

Gz 0.935804784

K &5 0.929788649
i 0.924495697

i 0.916792333

KB 73 1 SCRHACLEE i P 3] £E 1] 15 R CAMMEVE DI RESR A BRI s Aok, B 5 A4 TR BLRE e g B 2 A
A, SETEARUE m WA SR . Bk, AShIRAA R A EORE . shia 5 AR R iR

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.137701 213 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.137701
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

P

RUANIE], W92 AR SORRACLRE BN o 4 20 3] A 44 3] B4 3] SCRBAURE Ml e ) ] (99 4417 127 AT e o,
B AT “BIEPE” W RERLR, PR 1 AN L B B

0.9<tA{slE<1 0.00%
0.8<#{lE<0.9 0.00%
0.7<#{1E<0.8 0.00%
0.6<#B{5lE<0.7 0.00%
0.5<t81lE<0.6 B 0.49%
0.4<tElE<0.5 I 2.57%
0.3<fEE<0.4 INNNINGEG 6.21%
0.2<tBE<0.3 NG 10.06%
0.1<#AfLEz<0.2 I 2 1.28%
o E<0.1 NI 27.91%
-0.1<tgu <o I  23.02%
-0.2<#8E<-0.1 NN 7.33%
0.3<iEE<02 I 1.01%
-0.4<tBiNE<-0.3] 0.10%
-0.5<kE<-04 0.00%
-0.6<H\E<-05 0.00%
-0.7<#{\E<-06 0.00%
-0.8<H{\E<-0.7 0.00%
-0.9<#E{lE<-0.8 0.00%
1<iEE<-0.9 0.00%

0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00%

Figure 1. Similarity distribution between predicate verbs and object nouns

B 1. EASRIERIANEUNES

W1 RTLAE I, AR R T B 5 SR 4 BV UL #7E-0.3 1 05 AKX N, %
e F-0.1 B 02 XX, B8 T REEIA S BB LG —E BRI, (B TR R AR
T S X 4

0 LA R BT O T R T R T AN B A 43R0 B M 43 08 SURR A BE A — 25
A P 4 IR N B0 (0 V8 20 7] 5 5 4 O S — Bk, AR E I 1 R T
R R P e o A R R

WAENA “57 5450 “UR” I SURHLRE T A

[l “” MR a = (2,8, ), “B7 KAFEND = (b, by ) KA Hi Pk
SRTER | BEIEUE, 0 8, RO <157 MIFTRAESS 2 A RORLE.

T BB A MR T LA B 20 SR 5

Zﬁ(aﬁ ‘by)
V@) {22(0)
RS NFhE “nz” 54140 U7 iiE CHLE N 0.431009590625762, % A L RI{E 0.5.

N I B A FE AR INNAME . B TE TS R SZAI AL RE AR AL, SRIGUE RE 15 AT £E 18] 1) B2 T
R AR T o

21 BENEEHE
WATFRT, G T L W R, RREIEIESS . B PR MARERLS . Fom Rk

sim("Z, 5 = sim(a, b) =

)
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Wi EAL AR, HAE S IR RS IA LS 7 O R MY R SR . R AR TP I E TERATY RS, e
BE N SR AT S SCRAREE, BB T 5B AR E 2 10, S ahiaia SO UL RCH RS (o2, (e (dd s Je iE
HBCH) RSB B IRy, A4 TR A 75 7 58 T2 AL EC I P B 3R R OE 7 [4], B N 5
WY R BARERAE I T 4400, (I BLS 15 2 i 3hia) 5 44 10 i 4 e 3 F) D e 1 .

FEIR SRR RN GE TS, 8 RENS I/ N TE 1R 15 Feik B0 2 IR SUMUURE - 7 4624 S5 AN R 1
FUETE IR AT IR, A 2208 SR S BCAE I SE 18 Ja 15 SURBLEE DN, B 47.75%, 7Rl L
20 R IR S A BL AR A2 R 1 BN R b 51 A4 R (AR U, 37 R Jm i S Al DU A2 R 1 Bl im] L e v
TETE A A ) ST A A A REAA 2

Table 2. Changes in similarity between predicate-object phrases after adding attributes

= 2. REBEIEEIMAEEEHEMETL

AR5 1] SEE FE4 A REMPEE  § RSB =AU FAABLIE A2 1Y
EESI iz B4 —0.0500 -0.1596 -0.1096
B piIgtd AT 4] 0.2664 0.076 —0.1904
K HeiE KA 0.1084 0.0099 -0.0985
Ee) — 4% 0.1496 -0.0521 -0.2017
BN 1% i 0.1008 0.0526 -0.0482
17 X T 0.4508 0.1167 -0.3341

XA 5 AR I L 2 TE X RN Bl 1] 5 A2 R SCHABLREAT 1, RIS 58 04 e 20 S é 0 I 25 5
N BAIR R A TE AT A 0 BAS [R5 B0 23l o 18 1R Tk R e B SRR

211 RRW EZEAREBETEIE

EREFBENARSRES, ¥ SECIEMA, MREEIERAT AT . FUREmIEN ez
FCREDS R, JF FIEREZ, ¥Ry TERBIFEEIE MER, % LIRS 75—k
FERLE, HONA R ARG T, (A 2R DL R AT B 1A ) S AT DA IE 8 1
it AR T DL B 2 FCE 5 A e 1B 1 IR B Y AN TRAE R L 3.

Table 3. The effect of attributives on predicate-object phrases that can be directly combined but often carry attributives
3. EIENAUERAREESETEENEREENER

WiE A SE TEIE 4 1 IR AR E T RfE R AU A AR
T PRI AF 0.2074 0.0891 -0.1183
% i #rin 0.0940 -0.0103 -0.1043
%F SEH BN 0.2548 0.2179 -0.0369
%5E B4 R 0.5080 0.2817 -0.2263
e Ve b 0.1528 -0.0634 -0.2162

R RS AR X R AR, BRSNS EIE AW DL ERRARON RS R X ik
SRR, EHH DA E A S I, N SE 1R RE S 8 T A4 1R I B . AR A AR U S
IMAEE AT ARG o, BRIESNIE “H” 5 EiE o “ORIA R 5 ORI BRZAE #0089, Tk
/N7 0.1183.

UL B R DR B NS DY AL
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2.1.2. RREFEEZAR

A LERIE By i) 5 =15 4 A TR E AT, REA B IESRME T AN R A RERE LT N A 1
WA TE B IV B 30« TEVEVERE” [5], EARREZ s 2, a2 L, A
& FITE I BRI HR R AN BT A [ 2 R AC . TERIE NN, R LA A M SRR 2y, TEiER
IMNBESEIG Y “TCIE” $2h “HF 57 (6] w8 1B RT LA 05 Tovk E B4 C (¥ 3l 0] A1 4 1 R IR B2 41T
] i A5 T DASGAIE 5 15 o AR L T vk B A I R S A B I, R L3 4

Table 4. The effect of attributives on predicate-object phrases that cannot be directly combined
4. EEMTEERERNAREENER

RAE S SE G TEE 4 1] REARUEEE Y RERTAMCEME  AHEEARL
EETiv XHE & 0.0523 0.0045 -0.0478
EETi PN it 0.0474 -0.0083 -0.0558
B Xk i 0.3096 0.0742 —0.2354
IR 53 g 0.3028 0.2860 -0.0168
B9 KA PIE 0.0604 0.0152 -0.0452

W BRI X R RAR, BiEE CRFT RS RIEAE Rl HEARr, FE
SEVE XL WY RANA, KREEETE MR AR ETS . R [ EARBUE T, RESE YRR 5%
A U BIE SCRBUE R 0.3096, TN EIE  “IXEe” J5, REZhE “BF7 5EIET S Xt
WIR” BE HALEE A 0.0742, ¥8/NT 0.2354.

2.1.3. RREBHAMR BN

BYL “Bhi + 417 MRS BENE BT, (B IR T2 45 M AN S o ah A R SCER AR .t “ S T3
M7, BEATCAERMRA BB, RURRES M, W] IR “H T m#E 7, Bl aii.
2 E5(2008) B M A A LA ME . BARBE R FR A, DARGhIR P SRS . RIS S M AN, iR
CRENTBIE + R B AR R AR R . R T R B OC T A R AN B R AT
25 B F BE 40 B & R R B ROBLR, N« 0438 78 24 5215 I EOR A BR E i ke
B NTEARIC 1B T AL 5 R Je s 2 T S R [7]. 7 VB FOINN AT DA AR 28 0 38 1 5 S o 3] v ik B AT
DABGIE 52 856 AR £ ] DA B 4 BB B SO )i = A E R BB, R L& 5.

Table 5. The effect of attributives on directly composing ambiguous predicate-object phrases

5. EIEXNERERARXHEREENIER

RAE B SE TE1E 441 REAUEE  PREREAMEE  AHBER L
&= H¥% HilE 0.5322 0.5013 -0.0309
fites H% Lb 0.5073 0.3141 -0.1932
e prgi Ptk 0.3939 0.1845 -0.2094
HE f & il 0.5909 0.4248 -0.1661
e s F3 0.5309 0.4133 -0.1177

WNZ) A4 HEAE “CIEREE 7, BEAT ARy e s, B MBS R EEE 7, an “RAISE] IS
P87 tn] DI R SR, ) X B TR, a0 I AR R AR . BERE,
B MR EAFFLEESE, KA MR RIEES IR, BERT DM ERRE ST AR E R, AR E R
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XA EE. NGIARE, 4 47 R BA BRI G440, MAEEEREE, 7829 =iEn i
ANHR, NEGEESZE " AR EE, [ EG s e e s, s~ L8 . EiHR
AR E S, RiEZhE R SEIEAE IR BIE XU Y 05322, MiIAEEAE “H
b7 JE, RiESE MR 5REHS “ BAAEEE” mE SUHEUEAE Y 05013, 98/ 1 0.0309. ifF AH
AL A P sl IN 0 ISR VB 350 4 5 B A B BE B 1 0, 39K T B T R A TR R T AR PR Y, SEI T ION 8 VEH
i B SCHIAE R

2.2. MBI EETE

MBIERAE , A LRIESIA RS S BREO, RAETESS, SRR SST IS XL, FESE
A TR A LI 7 EEAME YR SR . AR SRR TR IMAAMEREATY R, RENS (i 3h R A 3N 1 SR B ]
i, MICFE AT, NIATA =R s R A BC RO B B [FIRE, S52iEmel, BARAMEME Y R
HEMEM TR, B “AEX LR, FNEAEHLRARIER” [8], *MELEW RElE M TR 15h1A
(BE BB E AR 1 3), AT RefE T o= iE 441 .

MR A A BERR S AME BN I BENS IR/ IR 1 5l 3] 5 Sl R 2 Z [ AR U 7 1164 2% ANEE
S HAME IR FRLE R R, A 578 SR ALRCAE I AAKME J5 15 SURHUEE/N, 5 EE 49.66%.

%6 A T IR TR AR AN ANE A JE AU (L A AR ARG DL o T3 9R LU SR BE RE 77 B AN [R5 D
VA X R = R ) B AR

Table 6. Changes in similarity between predicate-object phrases after adding complements

= 6. REIGIEEIMAMMERHEEEL

R IEH) ] *hiE FEAE 44 1] R AR I J5 iR AR A FHARLEEAZ L,
% ol b5y 0.2206 0.1310 —0.0896
A 5 1 0.4310 0.2104 —0.2206
/3 H mlS 0.3416 0.1106 -0.2310
A % e 0.2598 0.0798 -0.1800
AL it ZEBA 0.4308 0.2911 -0.1398

2.2.1. RRW L EZEARBETIE

A LA 5B 44 ) B A O AE T AME (IR E S IR],  KER SR I SRR BB I (8] Zh FE AN 0575 I
fUBhRE, T EAME RIS . I [ BT AT DGR RN E X IS L ] DA B 2 A AT R R R YR
TR, RBIE 7,

Table 7. The effect of complements on predicate-object phrases that can be directly combined but often carry attributes
F= 7. MBI A BERAREEISET EENERREENER

RAES) AME TG 44 1] IR AR BE A RJER AR AR
‘K 7 R 0.1496 0.1178 -0.0318
2| & M 0.0342 0.0313 -0.0029
2} H iR 0.4489 0.4433 -0.0056
HLE AH 155 0.2795 0.1324 -0.1471
i i B 0.5268 0.4450 -0.0817
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IR TR X R AR, BARRIED)E S AR A A D E R BRI X IR
Rk, HETRES R KT AR, BT IR AR R DS ANE I . 7R )
AT E A, RGN R 5REAE R BB SUEEUEE Y 0.1496, TIMAFME “ T 5,
WG “HER T HRIEAE CEE B SCHEBEE Y 0.1178, 98/ T 0.0318.

2.22. RRFTEEERAR

HREZWMER, WA LR AT 5 A1 J0E BAEHRS,  BCE AR S R T AR e A,
T EAME AT R . 18] A & E B A AT USSR AME X AR e o B LI R RAE A, ) W3
8.

Table 8. The effect of complements on predicate-object phrases that cannot be directly combined
8. AMEM T EERERNAREEENER

B B P 4] R FEAH AL ¥R ER =AM E FEALEEAR A,
"z th £ -0.0289 -0.0734 —0.0445
# H finEd -0.0430 -0.0527 -0.0097
Y H Lk 0.0999 0.0942 -0.0057
IHj H SRR 0.4824 0.4024 -0.0800
[ R K 0.4621 0.3923 -0.0697

ez A7 X —REAR, BHTRERA “GE7 RIBESE 27 iR R, TikEEA
Bie, gt FAME “H7 FIP AN . 7RI ) EARUE THE R, REshE “nz” 5 RiE 4 <4 1iE
SCHAAEE —0.0289, T I KME H 7 J5 , R 1EH 73 W Y 7 5 5= 18 44 18] 44 57 I8 SCHALLEE (2 -0.0734,
/T 0.0445,

2.2.3. ARERARAEN

MBI, BOU 4 X B SEEA R BRI R . YshiE BE T DIERE, AT
DIEETE, HEhfErERss. NFretEshial, siH & &im iR mnt, a5 ol fes eif. mihg
PN RERS 5 8 S ., 30 B A0 B L 0o 380 1) B U B3 T DABRAIE FME % R 6 v] DA B e 2R (e
A BURR S AR M SR, R EE 9.

Table 9. The role of complement in directly forming ambiguous predicate-object phrases
F 9. AMEMNERAR A K XA EFEIENER

RAE S AME TG 44 ] AR AR PRefa R AL AR
& H et 0.5322 0.4965 -0.0358
%) H £id 0.4406 0.4139 -0.0267
WHIT H el 0.5469 0.5309 -0.0160
e Ui FiAR 0.6073 0.5386 -0.0687

nEhA kR “E IR, BERT AR O E iR, B RS d R g R, I b ER 3]
Zil” s WArLIE Oy AT, B W CAREILEATE T, W CRIMER K ER” o WEEK
B, B )7 RSk, AR RS E AR, BEAT B TE AT PR T, PRI G E AR
B AR EE. NBTRE, 4 “Eil” 2 HARERMR A4, SRR, 7825 =B fiE
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NMABAE, NEDEESBhE “5%37 HECNER =EE, R EE 4B . i AT E S,
RABEDNE “2E3]7 5RIELIE “EIL” FESCHBUE RN 0.4406, TIIMAKME “F” 5, BIBEERS “%]
57 5EIEZE S0 WE USRS 0.4139, U8/ T 0.0267. 1B SCFEACLEE{HE U8 /)N 1 B IR 18 35 2
5B e B, BRI N RME B T RS CRIE R .
2.3. EEMIMBENGESREHHE

Bk, @i 5AMEER BAEIERY B, AR R s A B CE I E, [
30 S 1) FE B A 2 R BT SR, R 2 R S AR AL AN ml B ) . IR R A 18] [R]
NIETBEFIHME, BEHE R /NRAE 81 5 G S 2 T8 A5 AL . 7F 1142 2 ANE E 1) MG H g
BRI EAIEER Y, A 563 408 FA B I AKMEAETE S AU RN, S 49.30%, 7w~ 3% 10,

Table 10. The function of adding both attributive and complement between predicate object phrases
F* 10. MR EE RN EIEMIERNER

WAE S AME SEE FEA4 A R AU A PRRER AU ARRUEARL
7 T 1E5R KA 0.4941 0.3669 -0.1272
KV 7 BN L5 0.2639 0.1183 -0.1457
£7:d H XA 5 0.3709 0.0676 -0.3033
“T T HE [EE3 0.2086 -0.0812 —0.2899
7.4 t —H 2L, 0.1516 -0.1163 -0.2679

W RYT TAHRER” X R, £ BB RV WA BUOUK, EIAKMENTE 1
JEE AR B0, R REER AR NI S R . R R R DU AT, RSN CRU5” SRIEAE R
X7 HE Sy 0.2639, TIMMAAME “ 17 ULLGER “1E%7 J5, BiGED R 77 SRIEHY
“HRELR” BB Yy 0.1183, U/ 1 0.1457, AT AME A E T RN BN 3h1a . 42 5 F AU
FERIPERT, RO R)IR S e A 1

3. B&

AT N GREF IR AR [ AR A, i IR S A T R AL IE (0 v U AT [ AL RAE, A
ARGLABLEE HTH S NES SR I Ty R AR o B FURE IR SR TR R B I MBI
R, FRAERR et — 0 X 7 T AR RO T i TR AR Joik FLRALE DA LR A C A B S = L
fi e X [R] IR AL 35 R TR AT AME I R IR G M REAT T 435 B 5

WAL (BB R, 1AV S AE DD REBERT (3R], ARADLBE B &y TR AR 8] 5 R 44 1A /2 4
IRDIREXT LI PIA], AVBLEELE — € Y N B B . GEih e iR, 48 K 2 HOR S a1 b SE A
A ESEFAE-0.3 £ 0.5 XA, FEIMNEIEEAMEME Y G, AL — PR s O R
B, SR R AR 1 TR U SRR AR BLEE 7 A XA

i3 3R] RS AR SRV R, RSO R R IR RARC AT T %, B TR S AMEIEA
3 R4 (I ON BEAS A5 IR VB B 1] 5 BB 44 ] (o ST — Bk, 7RI R T 5 AMEE R
J g3 0 i T A RC A B AR

SE
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