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TERQAS Workshop Session 3

April 22 – 26, 2002

Attendees: 

James Pustejovsky, Luc Belanger, José Castaño, David Day, Lisa Ferro, John Frank, Patrick Hanks, Jerry Hobbs, Bob Ingria, Graham Katz, Andy Latto, Marcia Lazo, Inderjeet Mani, Mark Maybury, Bev Nunan, Drago Radev, Anna Rumshisky, Antonio Sanfilippo, Roser Saurí, Beth Sundheim, Marc Verhagen, Harris Wu. 

Agenda of the Workshop

April 22, 2002

Session Opener (James Pustejovsky)

Presentation: A DAML Ontology of Time (Jerry Hobbs)

April 23, 2002

Working Group parallel sessions

Presentation: Half-Order Magnitudes (Jerry Hobbs) 


April 24, 2002

Working Group parallel sessions

Plenary Session: on the Annotation Tool.

April 25, 2002

Plenary Session

Individual work

April 26, 2002

Closing Session: assignments of action items and wrap-up 

April 22, 2002

Session Opener

As in the previous meeting, the work will be split between the 2 current working groups: Query/Document Corpus WG, and TimeML/Algorithms WG. 

· Query/Document Corpus WG

Goals for the meeting:

1.
To assemble as many tools as possible (and necessary) to do corpus analysis.

By now, the packet of tools from Beth already run on the training and testing corpora defined in the previous WS. In addition, the WS has Bonito (from Czech Republic), a concordance tool which needs to be tuned.

2. To create concordances for the document corpora.

3. To continue with the query analysis and classification

4. To set up the document corpora for the annotation task.

5. On the annotation task, there are several issues to discuss:

· Who is going to annotate?

· How much from Alembic and the Sheffield Annotation Tool can we use? 

· Do we assume that the annotation tool will also include some closure? 

· Do we want to also annotate the queries?

· …

· TimeML/Algorithms WG:

Goals for the meeting:

Bob and James comment on the document resulting from the discussion in the previous meeting: TimeML Specification: Draft 1. The goals of the WG for this current meeting is to go through it and elaborate deeper on some of the issues collected in the Introduction. Specifically:

· On the introduction of a State tag.

· On the introduction of scale as a relation attribute.

· On the introduction of temporal functions for doing temporal match.

· On enriching the Event Typology.

· On the use of the verbal head as a signal, instead of being annotated as the Event.

· On the introduction of init and cul attributes to events.

It is agreed that in order to refer properly to the version of Timex2 with the modifications we’re assuming here, we’ll call it Timex3.

Further issues:

To explore: It seems it is also relevant here to be able to refer to events from other documents (i.e., as importing libraries of information). 

To explore: It is also important to address event anaphora, specially if dealing with nominal predicates.

To explore: On the previous meeting it was agreed to mark only stage-level states. However, there are cases of states that are persistent through the whole document and yet they may be expected to be marked (e.g., the terrorists were on board).    

To explore: The interpretation of some temporal expressions depends on the event it is related to (e.g., she went to the movie last month vs. last month she stayed in Boston). These differences may be reflected by some linking of the temporal expression with the DOA or the Event.

To explore: It isn’t yet agreed the degree of nesting that we want in the annotation of complex temporal structures (e.g., the 3rd Sunday of October).

From now on, DOA attribute will be referred to as the Document Creation Time (DCT).

April 23, 2002

WG parallel sessions

· Query/Document Corpus WG

Tasks carried out:

1.
Revision of the Query Classifications developed during the previous meeting. We’ve gone through several of questions (a subset of those artificially created by the WG on the previous meeting), and we’ve tried to classify them according to the different classifications available. The resulting categorization of questions is collected in:

www.time2002.org/documentation/QueryWG-23april.txt
It’s been agreed on the need of merging as much as possible the different classifications.  This is left as a task for tomorrow.

2.
Download and tuning of tools for corpus analysis. In addition, a part of the Document Corpora has been preprocessed.

·  TimeML/Algorithms WG:

Tasks carried out:

Work on the TimeML additions.

April 24, 2002

WG parallel sessions

· Query/Document Corpus WG

Tasks carried out:

1. Individual work:

· zKWIC installation

· Initial work on the histograms of the training sets --hand-tagged (ACE) and Tempex-tagged (DUC)

· Initial work on the histograms of the reference corpora –Tempex tagged.

· Modification of the Shieffeld tool/AWB.

· Work on scale/granularity terms in corpora.

· Queries classification revision

· Segmentation.

2. Meeting to work on the merging of the different query classifications available.

· TimeML/Algorithms WG:

Discussions on:

· How to deal with the duration expressed by temporal expression in contexts like “John taught for 6 months”.

· Scales of magnitude

· Expressions like “last week”, “2 days ago”

· Sets of events: “every Wednesday”

· Polarity and negative events: “no survivors were found”. Also in contexts like: “every day but/except Monday”.

· Initial thoughts on the graphical display of the annotation.

Plenary Session

Work on the graphical visualization of the mark-up. Manually simulating the mark-up display of one sentence. The final result, together with the mark-up display of 2 additional sentences, developed by Lisa, can be seen in the following document (PowerPoint):


www.time2002.org/documentation/visualization.ppt
People that will be involved in the annotation task are: José, Lisa, Marc, Marcia and Luc.    

April 25, 2002

Plenary session 

Discussion on the immediate tasks that need to be performed.

 Individual work

· Refinment of the corpus analysis tools.

· Some corpus analysis work.

· Histograms of the training sets and Histograms of the reference corpora.

· Modification of the Shieffeld tool/AWB.

· Queries classification revision

· Development of a tool for the mark-up and creation of queries.

· Initial steps towards the guidelines for query writing.

· Further specifications on TimeML

· Initial work on the document for the Annotation Tool specifications

April 26, 2002

 Closing session

Tasks:

a. Ad Hoc Working group on Graphical Event Annotator Tool: Marcia, Jose, Marc, (Lisa)

b. Histogram display tool (Luc)

c. Segmenting the corpora into sentences

d. Install TreeBank cd

e. XML DTD for the question collection based on the classification

f. Convert the questions into this format

g. Mark up the question corpus in terms of emerging version of TimeML. 

h. Finish the guidelines for the question creation

i. Create corpus based on the guidelines

j. Create guidelines for the annotation according to TimeML 0.1a

k. Finish working on the question classification 

l. Look into using corpus from Center for Nonproliferation Studies

m. Index more corpora (also possibly at Brandeis)

n. Establish how to run Textforge in client-server mode (maybe at Brandeis)

o. Complete annotation of 1-2 paragraphs of kidnapping article with TimeML 0.1a

Issues to address for Session 4 in June

1. Importing Libraries of event facts

2. Linking to other events in the other documents in a collection

3. Do we handle generic event statements and questions differently?

Reviewing the Workshop Deliverables to ARDA

1. Workshop Plan: schedule annotated with 2-5 sentences (James and David)

2. List of participants

3. Definition of TimeML annotation Framework (Definition, XML Schema, Annotation guidelines, 1-2 paragraph executive overview, and illustrative examples)

4. Corpus collection as annotated according to TimeML specification (TIMEBANK)

5. Algorithms that go towards the construction of a TimeML enhanced Question and Answering system.

6. Evaluation of the expressiveness of the markup language TimeML relative to the phenomena we are studying.

7. Evaluation of algorithms. 

8. Catalogue of results

9. Final Report (Due Sept, 2002)

10. Every month activity reports

11. Mid-term Presentation (June 6, 2002). 3 hours

12. Final Presentation (July 22, 2002). 3 hours

a. Report

b. Demo

c. Open issues

d. Stronger connection to question answering systems

Notes available at:

http://www.time2002.org/documentation/Session3FinalNotes.doc
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