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AHHoOTauus. B pamkax wWccienoBaHus apryMEHTAllMd B HAayYHOM
PELIeH3UPOBaHUHN MbI (POPMaTU30BaIM MPOLECC HAXOXKACHUS PELICHUH CIIOpOB
MEXy aBTOPaMH U PELIEH3EHTaMH € ITOMOIIBIO JIOTMYECKOT0 BBIBOJIa HA OCHOBE
a0CTPaKTHBIX apryMEHTAllMOHHBIX (PPEHMBOPKOB C JOBEPUTEIIbHOM CEMAaHTUKON
pacmmpenuii. AnpoOamusi mperaraeMoro Meroja Oblla IMPOW3BEJCHA Ha
KOpIIycE€ CHELUAJIbHO Pa3MEYEHHBIX HAay4YHBIX peueH3uid. MeTon Hcrosb3yer
CXEMY pa3METKH HayuYHbIX pELIEH3MM Ha OCHOBE CTaHJApTHOIO I1adyioHa
peleH3upoBannsd U anropurMa reHepauun ux OWL-npencrasiennii, KoTopsie
B35IThIE BMECTE O0€CIeYMBaOT (opMaIM3alMI0 apryMEHTAaTUBHBIX CIIOPOB B
X07Ie HAy4YHOT'O PELIeH3UPOBAHUS C TOMOIIbIO A0CTPAKTHBIX ApTyMEHTAIIMOHHBIX
(GpelIMBOPKOB M HAaXOXXJIEHHE pELIEHUS TaKUX CIOPOB C IOMOIIBIO
aBTOMAaTUYECKOIO JIOTMYECKOro BBIBOJA. B XO04e HCClIeIOBaHUS BBISABICHBI
MpoOJIeMbl, CBSI3aHHbIE KaK C OCOOEHHOCTSIMH pPYYHOM apryMeHTaTHBHOM
pPa3METKU TEKCTOB , TaK U C OTCYTCTBMEM Pa3MEUEHHBIX KOPIIYCOB TEKCTOB
Hay4HOI'O0 PELIEH3UPOBAHUS HA PYCCKOM sA3bIKE. MBI npejyiaraeM MnpoaoKUTh
HCCIIEA0BAHUSA ¢ YYETOM BBISABICHHBIX OIPAaHUYEHUN HA MEKIUCLUILIMHAPHON
OCHOBE C TIPHMBJIICYCHHEM KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX JIMHTBHCTOB B LEIAX CO3JaHUS
pPa3MEUEHHBIX KOPIIYCOB TEKCTOB HA PYCCKOM SI3BIKE.

KuroueBble ciioBa: HayyHOE peleH3UPOBaHME, a0CTPaKTHbIE (PPEHMBOPKU
apryMeHTalluy, AapryMEeHTAaTUBHAas pa3METKa, MW3BJICUEHUE apryMEHTalluH,
KOpIyC TEKCTOB
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Abstract. As part of the study of argumentation in scientific peer review, we
formalized the process of finding solutions to disputes between authors and
reviewers using logical inference based on abstract argumentation frameworks
with credulous extension semantics. The proposed method was tested on
specially annotated scientific peer reviews. The annotation scheme for scientific
peer reviews is based on a standard review template and an algorithm for
generating their OWL representations, which together provide the formalization
of argumentative disputes during scientific peer review using abstract
argumentation frameworks and finding solutions to such disputes using
automatic logical inference. The study revealed problems related to both the
properties of manual argumentative markup of texts and the lack of annotated
text corpora of scientific peer reviews in Russian. In the context of those
limitations, we propose to continue the research in an interdisciplinary mode with
the participation of computer linguists.
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Mps1 popmanuzoBaiu Mpoiecc HAXOXKIEHUSI PEIICHUH apryMEeHTaTUBHBIX
CIIOPOB C TOMOIIbIO JIOTHYECKOTO BBIBOJIAa HAa OCHOBE aOCTPAaKTHBIX
apryMeHTalMoHHbIX (peiMBOpKkOB (AAD) c JOBEpUTETHHON CEMaHTUKOU
pacimmpenuii [ 12], ucnonb3yemMoil B HEMOHOTOHHOM JIOTHKE C YMOJYaHUSIMH [ 18,
20], aBTOMAaTHU3UpPOBAIM €ro U amnpoOMPOBATIM HA KOPIYyCe CHEIUATBHO
Pa3MEUECHHBIX Hay4YHBIX pereH3uil [9]. [IpennoxeHHblil HaMu METO HAXOXKICHUS
pelieHni apryMEeHTaTUBHBIX CIIOPOB ObLT pa3paboTaH Ha MPUMEpPE HAy4YHOTO
peuenszupoBanusi. OH coctout u3 1) AA®D- pa3meTkn Hay4HOW peUEeH3HH, 2)
KoHBepTauuu »Toi pasmerku B ¢dopmar JSON, 3) renepaunun ee OWL-
MpEACTaBICHUS U 3) YCTAaHOBJICHUS PEILICHUSI CTIOpa — MHOYKECTBA MPUEMIIEMBIX
apryMEHTOB, BBIJIBUHYTBHIX aBTOpaMU M pPEUEH3EHTaMH, W YCTAHOBJICHUS
NPEANOYTUTENBHOTO  PACIIMPEHUs, T.€. MAaKCUMAJIBHOIO IOJAMHOECTBA
MPUEMJIEMBIX apryMEHTOB. MBI TMOKa3bIBa€M, YTO TAKOE PEIICHUE SIBISETCS
BCET/Ia HEMYCThIM U €IMHCTBEHHBIM OJarofaps JTOBEPUTEIHHON CEMaHTHUKE U B
CHIIy OCOOEHHOCTEH HCIOJIb3yeMoro (opmanu3Ma BbIBOJA, COOTBETCTBEHHO, a
TakKe BCIeACTBUE (opmMaTa HAYYHOTO  PEICH3UPOBAHMS  PYKOIHUCH,
MOAPAa3yMEBAIOLIETO MOJTYYEHHUE PEIICHUSI O €€ MPUHITUU WIA OTKJIOHEHUU 3a
KOHEYHOE KOJIMYECTBO PAyHJOB. MBI pa3paboTaiu CXemMy pa3METKH Hay4HBIX
peleH3uil Ha OCHOBE CTaHAAPTHOIO MIA0JIOHA PEUEH3UPOBAHUS U AJITOPUTM
reHepaiun = ux  OWL-nipeacraBnenuit. Bwmecte oHu — obOecrieunBarOT
dhopmMaTu3aIuo apryMEHTaTUBHBIX CIIOPOB B X0J1€ HAYYHOT'O PEIICH3UPOBAHUS C
MOMOII[LI0 A0CTPAKTHBIX apTyYMEHTAIIMOHHBIX (PEUMBOPKOB U HAXOXJICHHE
pelieHusl Takux CHOPOB C MOMOIIBIO aBTOMATHYECKOTO JIOTUYECKOr0 BBIBOJIA.
Mpb1 BanuaupoBaiM MPEIJIOKEHHBI METOA € IMOMOIIBIO Pa3METKH KOpITyca
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peneH3nii 1 mpuMeHeHus: Kk HeMy proof of concept peanmuzammm anropuTma.
Meton mMoxkeT ObITh T0paOOTaH M HACTPOEH B XOJI€ ajbHEHIel arpodanuu Ha
KOpITyCax pa3MEUEHHbBIX HAYUYHBIX PELEH3UI NOCIIE UX MOSBICHUS.

MBI paccmMaTpuBaeM HaydyHOE PELEH3UPOBAaHUE KAK EAUHUYHBIN
CMEIIAHHBIA apryMEHTaTUBHBIM crnop [3] Mexay aBTOpaMu PYKOIUCH,
HaIPaBJISIONMMU €€ JJIs MyOJuKalMK B )KypHaJe WIM y4acTus B KOH(EpEHIUH,
U PELECH3CHTAMH, OLICHHBAIOIIMMHU €€ II0 3apaHee H3BECTHBIM KPUTEPHUSIM.
Hamnpagisisi pykonuck, €€ aBTOPbl HAUMHAIOT 3TOT CIIOP ¥ OTCTAUBAIOT TE€3UC, YTO
WX PYKONMHCh OTBEYACT BCEM TPEOOBAHMSIM >KypHalla WA KOH(MEpPEHIWH, U
MOATOMY €€ HAJJICKHUT MPUHATH. PEIeH3eHThl MOTYT 3aHSTh OJHY M3 TpeX
MO3UIIMI: COrIacUThCS C 3TUM W MPUHATH €€ KaK €CTh, HE COTJIACUTHCS U
OTKJIOHUTH €€, IN00 BEpHYTh aBTOpaM JJisl 10paboTKu. B mepBbIX ABYX Ciiydasx
criopa MeXJ1y aBTOpaMHU U PEIEH3eHTaMH HE BO3HUKAET, IOTOMY YTO JIUOO MEXITY
HUMH HET PACXOXKJEHHS BO MHEHHUSX IO TOBOJY MPHUHATHS K MyOIUKaIMH
JTAHHOM PYKOIKMCU KaK OTBeUarolield BceM TpeOOBaHUSM, JIMOO PEICH3EHTHI He
YIOJHOMOYEHBI B HEr0 BCTYIAaTh, aJpecysd OOOCHOBAHHME CBOETO pEIICHUS 00
OTKJIOHEHUHU PYKOITMCH B BUTy HEBO3MOXXHOCTH €€ JJOPAOOTKH B MEPBYIO OUEPEIb
B PEIKOJUIETUIO UM OPTKOMUTET, HEXKENH €€ aBTopaM. Crop BO3ZHUKAET TOJIBKO
B TPETHEM CJIy4ae, U MPOJ0JHKAETCS Ha MPOTSHKEHUU HE MEHEE IBYX payH10B. Ha
KOKJIOM W3 pPayHAOB aBTOPbl MOTYT HE COIJIACUTBCS C PELEH3EHTaMU W
OTKa3aThCAd OT JAOPaOOTKU CBOEW PYKOIMCH, U 3TO OyJeT O3HayaTh, YTO TOYKA
3pEHHs] PELICH3EHTOB B3sijla BEPX B CIOpE, a PYKOMHCh OTKJIOHEHA, JUOO
COTJIACUTHCSI C HUMU U J1aJiee COOOIIUTh PELIEH3EHTaM O BHECEHHBIX B PYKOTIUCH
WCIIPABJICHUSX, BBIJIBUTAsI UX B KaUE€CTBE HOBBIX apT'yMEHTOB B 3alllUTy CBOETO
Te3uca O TOM, YTO JOopadoTaHHAs PYKOIMUCHh 3aciHyKMBaeT MPUHITHS, a
PELIEH3EHThI, OIICHUB MX, MOTYT CHOBa 3aHATh OJIHY M3 TPEeX BO3MOXHBIX
no3unuii. KonnuecTBo payHIOB Takoro CIOpa KOHEYHO M PABHO KOJUYECTBY
payHIOB pELIEH3UPOBAHMS, M OH 3aBEpIIACTCA OJHUM U3 JBYX pEIICHHI,
OTKJIOHUTh PYKOIUCH, €CIIM apIYMEHTOB aBTOPOB, T.€. BHECEHHBIX UCIIPABIICHHUIA,
0Ka3aJI0Ch HEJIOCTATOYHO, JINOO MPUHATH €€ B MPOTUBOTIONOKHOM CIIyYae.

PaspabatbiBasi ’TOT METO/I HA CTAJIUU PA3METKH PEIEeH3U, HEOOXO0IMMOMN
JUI. aBTOMATH3allMd JIOTUYECKOTO BBIBOJA PEUIEHUN, Mbl CTOJKHYJIUCH C
TPYAHOCTBIO, CBSI3aHHOM C KOPIYCHOM JIMHIBUCTUKOW. MBI OLECHWIH
MPEIJIOKEHHYI0 CXEMY Pa3METKM Ha OCHOBE KOPPEISLIHUM XaPAKTEPUCTUK
pPa3METOK, BBITIOJIHEHHBIX Pa3IMUYHbIMUA pa3MeTUMKaMH. Pe3ynbTaThl MoKa3au,
YTO MPEHJIOKEHHAsI cXeMa 00eCIeUnBaeT OJJHO3HAUYHYIO Pa3METKy apryMEHTOB
aBTOpa, TOIJAa KakK pa3MeTKa apryMeHTOB pPEIEH3EHTOB 3aBUCUT  OT
HWHTEpIIpeTaluy pa3mMeTuukoB. [Iporiecc pereH3npoBaHus HayYHbIX MyOJIMKAIIAMA
3aTPYJHEH TIOCTOSIHHBIM POCTOM OOBE€Ma II0JlaBa€MbIX MAaTEpPHAIOB W
MPEAB3SATOCThIO peneH3eHToB [15, 16], u MHUIMATUBBI MO MCIOJIB30BAHUIO
uckycctBeHHoro uHtemiekta (MW) cnocoOHBI yCKOPHUTH MPOIECC HAYYHOTO
pPELEH3UPOBaHUS M CHU3UTH €ro pecypcoeMmkocth [17, 19]. Bmecre ¢ Tem



ucrnosibzoBanue MM cnocoOHO BOCITPOU3BOANTH MPEAB3ATOCTh, 3AJI0KCHHYIO B
oOyyaromux JaHHbIX [11].

HecMmoTpss Ha TO, 4TO mNpuUMeHAEeMbId HaMu (QOpPMaJIbHBIA METO[
NPEACTABICHUS] W aHajdu3a apryMeHTalMud BHOCUT BKJIAJ B CHUXKECHUE
JUIMTEIBHOCTA W MPEAB3ATOCTA HAYYHOrO PEUEH3UPOBAHUSA, BBICOKAS
PECYPCOEMKOCTh MOCIIETHETO, PUCKH HPEAB3ATOCTH NpH UCIonb3oBaHuu NN u
CO3JJaHUM PA3MEUEHHBIX KOPITYCOB PEIEH3U sl 00yUYEHUsl alropuTMa MmoucKka
pEIICHUI BBI3BAIM HEOOXOIUMOCTh OOpAaTUTHCS K BOIMPOCY aBTOMATHYECKOTO
W3BJICUCHUS apryMeHtammu (argument mining) [10, 14], B xome uero Obuia
BBISIBJICHA aKTYaJIbHOCTh TAIbHCUIITUX MCCIICIOBAHUN B 00JIACTH TUHTBUCTUKH H
Teopun putopudeckux crpykryp [1, 13]. ComyTrcTByromuM 3aTpyIHEHHEM
oKazajicsi TOT (DaKT, YTO CO3/IJaHHBIEC K HACTOSIIEMY MOMEHTY KOPITYChl HAYYHBIX
TEKCTOB M PELEH3UN NPEACTABIECHBl B OCHOBHOM Ha AHIJIMHCKOM si3bike. 3
PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX MOXHO OTMETHTH TOJIBKO KOopmyc u3 146 pycCKOS3BIUHBIX
TEKCTOB, OTHOCSIIIIUXCS K O0JacTH «HAay4YHass KOMMYHMKAIUS», BKIIIOUAIOIIHIA
peleH3UH Ha Hay4YHbIE CTaTbU, KOPOTKHE HAYYHbIE CTAThU 110 HHPOPMAIIMOHHBIM
TEXHOJIOTUSAM U JIMHTBUCTHKE, HOBOCTH HAyKH, aHAIUTUYECKHE CTaThbU C calTa
Xabp [7]. Cuurate xopmycoM coOpanue wu3 10 Hay4YHBIX TEKCTOB,
WCIIOJIB30BAaHHBIX [JII aHAJIM3a PACXOXKJICHHM MEXIy AaHHOTaTOpaMH MpH
pa3MEeTKe apryMEHTallud B HAYYHBIX CTAaThsX, HE MPEICTABIISIETCS BO3MOKHBIM
[5]. B pamkax pazpaboTku MeToa Ki1acCU(UKAIIUK ACTIEKTOB ApTyMEHTAIIMU ObLI
chopMUpOBaH KOpPMYC TEKCTOB Ha PYCCKOM sI3bIKe, BKIIOHaromuii 1426
MIPEUIOKEHUN U pa3MEYEHHBIN MO 16 acnekTaMm apryMeHTalny, OAHAKO B HEM HE
MpPEACTaBICHbl HayuyHble TEKCThl [8]. 100 TEKCTOB COAEPKUT KOpPHYC,
WCIIOJB30BAaHHBIN /IS BBISIBJICHUSI AapTyMEHTAllMd B TEKCTE M  OILICHKU
3 PEKTUBHOCTH UCIIOIB30BaHUSI TPU3HAKA TPUHAJICKHOCTH YTBEPKICHUM,
YYACTBYIOIIMX B apryMEHTAllMd, MPUMEHUTEIBHO K OJHOMY TE€MATHYECKOMY
dbparmenty Ttekcra [6]. s pa3paboTku METOAOB aBTOMATU3UPOBAHHOTO
BBISIBJICHUS TPUEMOB apryMEHTAIlUM HCCIEAOBATENIIMH OBLIH HCIIOJIH30BAHBI
MIOCTPOCHHBIE TyTEM AKCIEPTHON pa3METKH apryMEHTAllMOHHbIE AaHHOTAIUU 25-
M HaydHBIX TEKCTOB JByX Tematuk [4]. Haumbomee mnonubplli kopmyc Ru-
RSTreebank, comepxamiuii puTOPUYECKYI0 pa3METKy, COCTOUT U3 333 TEKCTOB
paznuyHoii Tematuku [2]. Takum oOpa3omM, MOXKHO KOHCTAaTHPOBATH
HEJIOCTATOYHOE YHCIO aHHOTHUPOBAHHBIX M PAa3MEUCHHBIX TEKCTOB HAy4YHOMU
TEMaTUKHU, B OCOOCHHOCTH - COJIEPKAITUX PEIICH3UH, UTO aKTyaIM3UPYET 3a/1auy
CO3JIJaHUSI  COOTBETCTBYIOIIEIO0  KOPITyCa PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX  TEKCTOB  JIJIst
BO3MOYKHOCTH JJaJIbHEHIIINX UCCIEA0BAHUM U pa3pabOTOK C YUETOM BbISIBIIEHHBIX
OTpaHUYCHUM HA MEXTUCIUTUTMHAPHON OCHOBE C MPUBJICUCHUEM KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX
JUHTBUCTOB. Bmecte ¢ Tem, mnpopoipkaeTcs pa3paboTka HHCTPYMEHTapHs
peanu3aiu aBTOPCKOTO METO/a, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha BBISIBJIEHUU apTryMEHTOB U
MPEICTaBIICHUH WX B BHUJAE aOCTPAKTHBIX CHUCTEM AapryMEHTAIMH, KOTOpHIC
o0JIeryaloT paspelieHre CIOpPOB MyTeM JIOTUYECKOTO BbIBOAA. Peanmmzanus
MeToJia B (popMe KOHBEHepa HHTEIUIEKTyalIbHOTO aHaim3a aprymeHToB (BERT ¢



monenpto LSTM) moka3biBaeT AOCTATOYHO BBICOKYIO TOYHOCTH [10]. TTosTomy
JaIbHEHIIINE UCCIIC0OBAaHUS Oy IyT UITH B 3TUX JABYX OCHOBHBIX HAIPABICHUAX —
1) aBTOMaTU3UPOBAHHOE BBISBIICHHE apIYMEHTOB M3 KOPITYCOB PYCCKOS3BIUHBIX
HAYYHBIX TEKCTOB M PEICH3MI Ha HUX (BKJIIOYAs apryMEHTAaTHBHYIO Pa3METKY);
2) aBTOMATH3allUs PEIICHHUS apryMEHTATUBHOTO CIIOpa B PaMKax HAy4HOTO
PCLICH3UPOBAHUS M €r0 IPUMEHEHUE B PEAIbHBIX YCIOBUSIX.
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