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ABSTRACT

With the fast development of Internet, a large amount of free texts are produced in dif-
ferent forms everyday. Information extraction, which is about how to automatically extract
knowledge from these free texts, is a key and important task in natural language processing.
The information extraction task is to tackle this problem. In this work, we focus on the entity
relation extraction task which is a subtask in information extraction. It aims to identify entities

that appear in the text, and semantic relations among entities.

One common framework for supervised entity relation extraction is a pipeline-based. Specif-
ically, entity models and relation models are trained separately. An entity model is first used
to identify entities in inputs, and then a relation model finds relations between these entities.
The pipeline method suffers the error propagation problem. Errors from the previous task will
accumulate to the next task. To alleviate this problem, many researchers study joint extrac-
tion models: extracting entity and relation in a unified model. The main difficulty of the joint

extraction is how to handle the interaction between the entity model and the relation model.

On the other hand, since large-scale annotation data is often difficult to obtain, distant su-
pervision methods have been applied to the entity relation extraction. The main idea is try to
align knowledge bases and large-scale text data which can automatically obtain a large num-
ber of training data. However, there are a lot of noise in the obtained dataset. It limits the
performance of the distantly supervised entity relation extraction. Furthermore, in some appli-
cations, knowledge bases may be unavailable for distant supervision, which enables the distant

supervision more challenging.

This work explores several entity relation extraction methods from the perspective of data
and joint model, and investigates the advantages and limitations of proposed methods. Specif-

ically, the main contributions are as follows:

1. In order to alleviate the problem of noisy samples in distant supervision, we propose to
use a small amount of high quality heterogeneous manual labeled dataset to help distantly
supervised entity relation extraction task. We design an adaptation framework based on
multi-task learning, and consider some consistency constraints in the adaptation process, so
as to achieve knowledge transfer. Experiments on distantly supervised dataset demonstrate

the effectiveness of the proposed framework (perspective of data).

2. In order to tackle the problem that there is no knowledge base for distant supervision in

some domains, we propose to use linguistic rules to help distant supervision. Firstly, a

il



training set is constructed automatically by using domain-independent linguistic rules, and
then a classifier is built based on the training data. Comparing with only rule-based model,
the classifier can extract relations that linguistic rules cannot cover. The proposed algo-
rithm is fast and scalable on large-scale dataset. Experiments on Amazon online review
dataset demonstrate that the proposed model is able to achieve promising performances

(perspective of data).

3. In order to handle the interaction between entity model and relation model, we propose
a joint extraction model based on minimum risk training, which can strengthen the con-
nection between entity model and relation model by optimizing the global loss function.
Experiments on ACEOQS5 dataset demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed joint model

(perspective of joint model).

4. In order to handle the joint type inference on entities and relations, we propose a joint
model based on graph convolutional network for entity relation extraction. An entity-
relation bipartite graph is constructed and a graph convolution network is run on the graph
to capture information between multiple entities and relations. Experiments on ACEOQ5

dataset demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed model (perspective of joint model).

Keywords: Joint Entity Relation Extraction, Information Extraction, Distant Supervision,
Neural Network
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ARG BET P EhBO T TE SR ANA RGBS A, F st i) 7 R T il AR
K R HELE PR () 44 T RETE AL O SR . M BT PR AR EE I, @ T DABUE A
FRAOPERE. SCHR [38] (UL A BRI R FARERE A 7 MERIE, WIEDFS (K
KNG ), Sk ETR3C, SSAAR TS, JEATIAR . KnowltAll [50] 482 o i
e, R TR T O RS, mT DA E S A B B BOR B R SR (R AR ) SC
Bk [134] R — NI E ARG, HT ARG IRISS AT B 1207 6 ) B 2L
P18 J e RO A S IS PR IR SR B o SRR [223] 5 o B SRR D VA B A
FEAE Y P2e, ERGEAARTE, TRRVEGTT (HLAnd SRR A B 3 &) A
BZAEAR (Fean il sieh ) SR SETC B SepR . STk [34] AR A0 2 40
R 2, BT TR T A E EECR G . T B T SR AR B A 5
AT EAL AR, PTRAME BT SR TR AAS 81 KR se ik . 2R,
FR T RS A A A ) A S IR SR SE M, X B R G AR B B R R R
AR A [ 5, I ELARERY I AR 8 B FIAE HAt i 50

HEZ R, Fu, FLLF 8RR S X




5 SO AR B AR il

AR AR IR R, DA B 2 S B I
ARG R, SRR BIRRALR — NP IR G PRI
AZ—AFI, E RS, &G T A E R SO R ] LA
KM BIO B(# BIOUL a5 RISRZR P AR R R . PASRPFRERLI B, XA
LML P IR RS, FATAT AR SO0 ¢ B RRRAIE DA SR A AR 282
[IARRE, BB K A, FRh {f(ye v x0) 1y o RIEE 220778, B 2%
(ERES]

P(ylx) = %HQXP {Z kak(ytayt—laxt)}

Horp Z(x) 21—k L.

Z(x) = ZHCXP {Z ekfk(ytayt—laxt)}

y t=1

O—a—0O—=&—O0O

& 2.2 ZHRAA e B AR &R

0T SRR B S S0, B B AT RO PR R4
ERAS AT R SRS, — LIS, (5 MBI BE LT IAML
TR SR B S2. AERE SRR BIRSE A5 TR
2 K. HEIEIRFRR RN IMGFIR, Sosb— il U — i £
SR, SREHAEFR 38, 99, 133]. WGUHRORHE (HOU/NGT , TS DA IR
¥E) 105,165,229, HRKIHHE (HAAEAAITIG) [64, 83,124, 181], 3
BRI (HIRTRERIEILEE) 173, 89, 154,232, i
AL V2 R A P SE R SRt . SR, SR E B T A
B

1 xppos=NNHHy1=BHHuy=1I
fk(ytvytflax) =
0 7



5 SO AR B AR il

KT HEZ IR T ] PAS 55 SR [26, 133, 168].
BT PAERIR SERHE | VR 2 HLAR S FAH T I S SR 1 B R G,
RO /R Al KA (Hidden Markov Models, HMM) [47], #3544 (Decision Trees,

DT)[152], f KAz (Maximum Entropy Models, MEM ) [79], 235 [n] & 4L ( Support
Vector Machines, SVM) [61] 1 &4:-f#i#l3% (Conditional Random Fields, CRF) [93]

o CDAMBENLEWE 2.1, N T RFGEL, FHAE 21 B RHIL o

F 2 LA B EXEIRIRG ARLE

3CHik | A FHIE | BLES A 2

[14, 15] - HMM

[229] HFE HMM

[178] - DT (C4.5), AdaBoost
[11, 19, 42] ; MEM

[33] AR FHIE MEM

[70, 104, 123] DS RS | SVM

[122] FEIEIAZ4 CRF

[89, 111, 114, 158-160, 165] | - CRF

BT W~ B SR BIAR BT e B~ , il ] ABUS S PERE . Bk
R B E BRI, I AR RN TR RS IRRRE, BRI TR
N WERN LTI, BT IR T W AR SRR B A T K o

He T IRIESE 2 D5 IR I AR UM

MFREE Y FERETAH WY, WEME M RESE R E LR, o
A A Sl B BRI, SR TR E BRI RHE TR, AR TIRZA AN LT
Tilo ATLBAER, BT IR A S AR BB R AN N J B4 —FE i . AE
XHL, e RE SO T LR G e A AR 45 o

L PSR P2 i s - R5— A e AUk AR A TR B 1 B 4
R T BRSSPI RS . BIANTE AT P AIARE AR S ), B
LA G s 2 I il DASH R S0 3 KA RO RAIE . 7 WL LA 721 21 51 24
PE A 2.3 i R AT o

2. JPHN B R RS R R AIE i AR [ ERA . X Bl R
TFEFA B 7 Ji a2 5 n— b A E R T o £330 1] 2 1T DA A
JPHN R o BIANAT DA XA 1) B L KA 55 o & LA LR 3 51 3 )
igR A 2.3,

KNS SAIE IS 1Y (2 E i S L1h V& 7K (EWNE TPASEREIVE 2271 |0k e Si/ K I e R

10
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(Bidirectional) RNN i Max Pooling
(Bidirectional) LSTM i Average Pooling
(Bidirectional) GRU i Sum Pooling
Convolution 3 + Weight Pooling
Transformer 3 Attention Pooling
GNN i Vector Minus

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

E 23 732w 2 % &

PR, MBI S 2 P A g, BRI RS, T
TSR R ZE T BRI A B ARG S, XU A1 2 7 5 Y
W EEAEM . W IR IR 21 25 51 R A A Al 2.4

Softmax

CRF

2.4 55 5 5 5) AL 52

4. XA - A1) R A AR [E] RS AR o B LAY 2 S BT Soft-

max,

SEGITIRIERIR B, 5P SRR EHE SR S SR R . AR i
DREESA 2T W) TR SR AR IR, A SCRE P A AR A L R AR SR g N 2.5, H
JR I EROR AR R g0 A% 72 B ae A SY 5 SR 45 o

o AR aE  RFETHOT BRI ) R o T A E =N E R, 16
g (Heanimms) , PR (— BRI E 2T, AR T 91
Tromts, MR FRFH IR RR) PASILMRRE (25807 B RHE
W AT AR B Z R ) Ros )

— T R EHO RIS B A R, S SERY one-hot KR, PAM
AR LA A TR ) o 0] [a] AR AT one-hot Kok, BATHARAYZESE
ARG T CHYEREIE” . LRI ) ] DARESLRI Aa 1k, BCE R T
iR e &, B0 word2vec, glove %5,

11
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i R bR RS Y Y2 Ys Ya Ys
AR | !
e TR
AT wy (0 w3 Wy ws

2.5 AR EAR R R AR

— PG AR AT SRR, AN BRI Y 2R ] PAKE
TSI E RS R G ATAT R, 78 LR
WA 2 i, BTS2 P AR B 2 .

— HAWRRE : FERGERRFAE TR YA, BT B AR AL T DA SO 20 5
HIEAHION SRR, FIRAERIEE S~ i SRR AL AR AT DAAR 2% 55 11 il
ABER . WL AR AR, SRR S

© FeBI i SRS AR IS, X A A RS B — A R, (3
RN R ET N, A FEN LT CER . AR E P 9y
AL P AT EO e B, AR BRI FRIA RN, AR F N A T BT
Fa e AT AME AR P2 B 75 G i s o

© FPUf S AR SRR A XA BRI SR — A2 0 2R
. FEZ I PP AR 5, B BREA — N RN, O T AR L]
XF R IARAS , 5 7 4 AR g oA 52 AN 471 i) 8 B0 B T A 28 ) e e . ]
PABE ML S0 2 P8 i, WK 2.4,

MRYE TR G, 550 2 e R 51 AR a5 BT AN [T A A, ] DAKE RAFE K
SRR B AR, WK 2.2,

AN, AW ZHETZIET, 2485, R SRR BIRPTIT [201],
EF ORI 2] 5 IR L A TR 5] PR A% GE A B 2 >T A S AR 1) % T ARG SE 47
WITERE, I HA B AT EN LB ARARHE, TR FEE #2245 B Sl e 55
PTG R LR« AR, YNGR — M 28 R 4500 5 5 B 2 AU , (R SE PR

12
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F 22 AT IHRAE S F iR FERIRG ARILE

- [EE TR
N it I 1) i
who |y i i AR | EARRS
[39] ‘ - - Traditional ‘ Convolution ‘ Softmax
Features
[40] ‘ Word Embedding ‘ Convolution ‘ Softmax
[28, 57,68, 195] | Word Embedding | biLSTM | CRF
Component .
[103] biLSTM CRF
enhanced
[167] | Word Embedding \ bILSTM |  CRF
[144] | - CNN, biLSTM | biLSTM |  CRF
[92] | - Character Embedding | biLSTM | CRF
[119] | Word Embedding CNN | biLSTM |  CRF
[35] ‘ Word Embedding CNN Lexicons biLSTM ‘ CRF
Capitalization
[106] Word Embeddi CNN Feature biLSTM CRF
’ ord bmbedding Embedding !
[162] | Word Embedding CNN | Convolution | CRF
[13, 94] | Word Embedding biLSTM | biLSTM |  CRF
[209] | Word Embedding biGRU - | biGRU |  CRF
[202] | Word Embedding biLSTM Affix | biLSTM | CRF
[233] | Word Embedding ~ Convolution + Attention Pooling | BiGRU, Self Attention | CRF
[143] | - Character Embedding | biLSTM |  Softmax
[46] ‘ Word Piece Position ‘ Transformer ‘ Softmax
Segment

A, KRR A AR, X o TR 27 > Tl ) — K i

2.1.3 HIHNBEAE

e B B PR ERE R TR R YNGR B2, A RE 21 25 5 A SE A4 TR 4
g (B30)o — DA R R 05— BT 2 TR SRR SRR G
F23° HI T L A SRR, DA R —LEJE k.

AR RIS T, ATREATE SRR A4, B R SR R A
WAFEZE S W SRR AR Z AR E G TIEC &€ X5E i . PA CoNLLO3 %iffs
NG, GRS 4 FhLRRAL, 352 PER  (persons), LOC (locations),
ORG (organizations), MISC (miscellaneous). i OntoNotes FHEEEFRIE T 18 Ff
FRLRE, 89 FhAWAL LR SR AL . W E R frAe R ) SR I BlE THAL, fi
411 StanfordCoreNLP, spaCy, NLTK, AllenNLP %54,

S A VT STk [99].

13
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F 2.3 EXFEKRIRRER T A

Ik
R ARGy K KA | BHL
MUC-6 | 1995 | Wall Street Journal texts | 7 | https:/catalog.ldc.upenn.edw/LDC2003T13
MUC-6 Plus ‘ 1995 ‘ Additional news to MUC-6 ‘ 7 ‘ https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC26T10
MUC-7 | 1997 | New York Times news | 7 | https:/catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2001T02
CoNLLO03 ‘ 2003 ‘ Reuters news ‘ Ef)tryl)lslggvgg//\;/;r:}ips.uantwerpen.be/
ACE ‘ 2000 - 2008 ‘ Transcripts, news ‘ ‘ ggifgig:;v;}gg:penn.edu/collaborations/
OntoNotes ‘ 2007 - 2012 ‘ Magazine, news, conversation, web ‘ 89 ‘ https://catalog.1dc.upenn.edu/LDC2013T19
W-NUT | 2015-2018 | User-generated text | 18 | http:/noisy-text.github.io
BBN | 2005 | Wall Street Journal texts | 64 | htps:/catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/ldc2005t33
NYT | 2008 | New York Times texts | 5 | https:/catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2008T19
WIiNER ‘ 2012 ‘ Wikipedia ‘ 4 ‘ lv’vtfge/r/r;ﬂ‘kllfegg“’f‘(‘;r?elrca/ ralifen’/
WikiFiger | 2012 | Wikipedia | 113 | hitps:/github.com/xiaoling/figer
N3 | 2014 | News | 3 | http:/aksw.org/Projects/NSNERNEDNIF.html
GENIA ‘ 2004 ‘ Biology and clinical texts ‘ 36 ‘ http://www.geniaproject.org/home
GENETAG | 2005 | MEDLINE | 2 | https://sourceforge.net/projects/bioc/files/
FSU-PRGE | 2010 | PubMed and MEDLINE | 5 | hitps:/julielab.de/Resources/FSU_PRGE.html
NCBI-Disease 2014 ‘ PubMed ‘ 790 ‘ l]‘)t:)pgsa'; //V]V)‘;’S‘Y;/‘\C:;ﬂm'mh'gow CBBresearch/
BC5CDR | 2015 | PubMed | 3 | http://bioc.sourceforge.net/
DFKI ‘ 2018 ‘ Business news and social media ‘ 7 ‘ hitps://dfki-lt-re-group.bitbucket.io/

product-corpus/

2.2 R&AAN

X SR AT SR Z I, 8 TP AU SRR SUE R, fREOR A
RKAMEAXHMBC A, PRI ERE AT, JEHAAT S G, B R R BUE S5 . #1
XMWAT S5, B iRl TRZ IR, Rl nhE s Ak,
BV A I FE DA SGERE E 22 B . AT B NGRS RfiE (2.2.1
W), MBS EEmIE (222797), RESIHEHEEE (2.23797).

2.2.1 fESHhA

CRART MESGEE AN BN B A S ERME SRR . AL EETHE T I0R
F, BB EPAERZ EAFAERTE SRR . T “ XA XA HAREFA
PRI TE, RRATPIMOAS A ARRE . —Fh@ RR G K R A, 55 —Fb
T2 M) TN R ARAME . ARSORF & B SX AR 2S¢ R AT R . F5E8 k.,
— BB RS . AT VAR 2 15 2 AR RGO ¢ 2 il B

© ORI RMBC B A RRISIR, TR RAEM, W

14
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PSR DA R HAFAE TS SR R A TlH KU, AT’ KA SOAR
BHEREIA, SRk H— R RPIE,

© MO R R B SO B A T, AR MR SEA, SRS
B E RIS TAAERAIE SRR . WA 2.6, HEE R TR MR SER, KR
M EHA R E “AER” R ATIEAE” TEA T AR R

JEfH (EMP-ORG)

SN
Hh EHEKE ARIETE
4 (ORG) A% (PER)

& 2.6 X & IHIAF )

VRO TR ANE R AR O K AR IBGA S R TG O R I, G D
AR FUAEAE N AR TR IZE GO0 5 AR, AP — T IERRY RS
=, WATMRRFRINER, REA 21 REGIHEXE F1H. RS, T
TGO AR, A AV R F1 A

222 HIXJ5ik

AT IR X KB T, A BT TEH B
3. YA IR VSRR B, I A SRR
RO AT —— AU

5. 4
STTITPR

JET TR E 27 2T 0% Rl

HEAALAARE RN, SEa Jo B ¢ R R 2O BRI k. X
RITIE AT ATR] B 94 -
L (A RN S A R GERs SCA Y SE AR H R 5
2. CsRIE BRSO A S BT 3G
3. VPR 2 A B SR T SURMBURE 5
4. RYET AT AL T 2R

5. BEM BB MR XK, Hits A3y SNSRI —Mr
&, ikl EFRM KRR,

15
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¥i7): 2.1 Yarowsky FLyE

A JohREEIE D b BERRTEAE S, A C
it Ntrngndds C©

1: while I 855K %% do
1E S Billgar2eds C
3 Moy Jees C X% D $THR%
4 N =425 C ¥ BE R n FEA
5: S=SUN
6
7:

D=D-—-N
end while

SCHK 31,43, 59,93, 151, 170, 205, 211] g2 2RI ARI R . ToliE W7 Rl
BRI B i SOV S, AR E l SO TURTE, $230 nT RER) KR
BRER , NS H R R A TR ZITIRIA R ZAMAET R AR A PRMEAMER L, I
FLAF AR 5 28 B 4 1] S S A1 o

HE TR 2GR

2 B /D BRI DA SR S AR BRI, 2 I I R B A
TH 5 AU — DRI . X TR R, RS R Z A
Kyte 2B K R ABOCHE T ST [18, 213] $R R 5RvE. Uk [213] $24h
Yarowsky 5yE, SCHR [18] #2 H Co-training 5.y . SCRk [2] IERH T~ Yarowsky 5.k 2
Co-training By — Rk IS L . Yarowsky R KBRS BB 2.1, HEEE
REUZ A 559 00 7 e i —30 40 A5 B LU s 1 i AR R — s AR B I 8

U s i) 22 DIPRE (Dual Iterative Pattern Relation Expansion ) % [20].
% HAR XK F /2 (author, book) , DIPRE MAR/NWFI TEEAH . FiFEEG T2
/b (author, book) SEfil, PR MFIHIAN FHEAHAG—4, RI (Arthur Conan
Doyle, The Adventures of Sherlock Holmes) . iZ & 44 HB R |1 EE R T —a
TR TRRZ 0. T X LESER R ) BRI, FF S SO AR, 1l
[order, author, book, prefix, suffix, middle], J:H order F/R X TEH W FLFH 2
A HAEF 24 ZH, author FRVEE R AT, book R BRI AT, prefix iR
BRRLEM TR, suffix Rz KR LM FAFHE, middle ZoR/EE B4 2 65
e, HABRRIE & SO S 2% R0k . RIS RE A A ] DA 1 2852 01 A7 0324
—HHA AT B 254 -

[longest-common-suffix of prefix strings, author, middle, book, longest-common-

prefix of suffix strings],

RGNS TR T fRi1E , AR @ BCAT . PR RS TR R, MK
PIEZ LA T, DA IRA TR L. — B a(H) DIPRE fife2 MAATA 2.2,

16
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NX HLATPAE i, DIPRE #y5A Yarowsky ByEARH AL #B2 AR/ NI Fl T4
At %, DIPRE fii i) 73 26 g2 U DEHC, Jd i A1~ 26 28 4 RO I #EA T 28 A
k. AR, ARE SR IITES, W% PR IO RS, I
TIRECHI R AR, WA, fERTERETMABN KRR, XrRas 75l
%:. DIPRE g Yarowsky FA7E K R PEHCP ALY LB T HZEH, Snowball [3]
PR, ATPAE @ %) DIPRE [y #t—2D et

5 DIPRE #1 Snowball &y A—4F, KnowltAll [50] fi B —/NHS /-4 TG 2 1Y
FRIU A B BN SRR 2R R TARAS o« U3 BURFE 1 K R I, X R4t o 5¢ g R8I0 T A
i — 2 AR BT R % ZR AR, AT AT DAS B4l B o ) X &2 . DIPRE,
Snowball, Knowltall #{& 5 T4 E K RIHIIRSG . #Aa)i50, HARKRUHH
NFEHIHEE « TextRunner [8] gl h T RO, 1% R GEA F7 ZAE i A 6 E K
., T2 A B A 7 SR B SO Al EOR B

MY K R BOE AR B HARR I, BlanF5h2>] (Active Learning)
WEAE4% (Label Propagation) 4 [138] .
717): 2.2 DIPRE B

L R AEAS R — S
while ISR AR IAE] do
MR R 2 R
R AR (5 e SCA, ARG 213 2 AR A

end while

SANE I e

KA R ST G ARt

A B X R EGE R R TR . XA TR — @ BT AR,
BIEEAS SEARREER I —Rh FlE SO R R ETARIC . AR SRR K &, W]
PASIA— NIRRT None Fk . —JBORUL, A MBI X AMBUZ — 120
M, AR W — AR R R IR (5 oK R None) . X LTy
IRRET LA RIS, BT RRAL 7 BT AL e B T ik

HE—ERCEI IR, AT A SR BURAANE L ERYRAIE . X LEFR T
FFAE T AR A1 A Se R A AP R R R . W RYRFE LR 2.4 Jr
S U AR AT SCRFAEFAR AR i) B i) TR 3C 2 B4R 70 SR A AT I Rl T . 3¢
Hk [78] BTk SRFAL I G — e K 70 JE AT O SR L. Sk [56] s — 25
AHEZRRFL, HR SR EPUWE 2288, BUS THEFRENR . — LRkl
PAMRG B TR I F 56 5, SR T BAT — BERHIE - A R Al e 2640 KM L
BERFFAE R AR A E B — 0. SCRR [74] XTI T TR GRSk,
N RRIRERFRTHERE, HEANEEABOTRAE. d T — ey B RS A

17
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155 A AR 2SS, JEHOE RAMBUL ST, ARMEDATAN SRR AL i) fre
TR N TR P, BT RO K AR R ok . R R T —Fh
AT, TEm4E AR ARSI AR R AR .

2.4 A WA A AR E A HHAE
AT | i#5 SURHAE
ST R A
S P R
ST R E S | SEHHY WordNet A 4T
S s ] B B
AT LA S PR B

TEH TR ITE T, T BT R BRI AN K 2 LB 2R Z [ YA
L, ARG R SRR LA T 038 . KRR BT ek B0 5 SN R ARTE B AT
ZIABEEI TR (BT P58 TR 1R R B R A~ 56 AR S22 8] (A
(AP AN SR IR TR R B T R R BRI DA =36

« BT IPSIRIRE: ST AT HR A R B SO 2RI R A [116], SCHR
(1317 KFRERY 2 K R MBUL S5, fth—Fh BT P S R R A %A% R AT A
TR FUAE R 20 B R AR LR T AN 2 P A SO AR LR [116]. [R5t
T =PRI AR SRR 2, SR Z ], S A B SRR,
2] B SR 7 SR = ek e — ok, PRI SR ) AL 248
HEAT YNSRI, HE K AR THIBUT 5 H S AR R T

« BT RRREC SCER [217] SRR TR TRZ BT IR R R, 52 AT
FEo A% e A D 12 nT DA IR S5 AL I E 5 . 2R, SCRR [41] e &
TR THAFFEM IR R B2, SCIR [41, 217] fEARIECEFE AR,
PASE A 5 AR AT 55 HHogR A R I PR RE

» BT RAFHARR R SCIR (23] AR ABAOIES, WAFR P A
SR B R B AR g B T R SR ERIRICENTZ I R AR . iR —
MEFURAFBRR RO . SET IR REO AL, XA IR
ARCREMN AL, RAEMERREZS ], (AN L f Bt R A%, 5
LR RER HUAE T A% R OO 24

B, 2% 2.5 M BT R AR T A% eR A T VA — A o) BAX EE

18



5 SO AR B AR il

F 2.5 B X A3y ikt bk
| FRAEAE D | R AR
TR D53k | WEAESCRNTDA R LI G SURHIESE A | MR
T BRBIN T | NRE SRS, RS RRZTHEMREE | X

BT R RN OC F Bl

BT MBI S A BCICR AR RO T KB r I gR8ds, A TARE R s
AR, SO RR ] 1 B 2 ) G R I S i o SRR B VAR AR [127], R
KA T — R R e AR L, A g e — TR Ok
A PAESE RO E RN, (R G A DRI S EE.

TR I BF 27 ) 1) F2 B R R SO SRR EXS 5%, R 3T — Mk 2R
TR E P SRR AEAE AP R &R B2 A B i AN SEAR X I B A SO 3Rk T 1l
KEF. NXEAPAF L, Zikoe — PN aE ki, b b, aiR2Z &4
SEARNT I SCRIF AR AP R . BN, A FRERAE X R (EIETE, 458,
BILEN) F—Aa) T YRIEARRFEAHER TR, AT T ALRIEIE” A
AR XPAER, BRI RE AN XK AR

2.6 KT BARGY 2 A 5048 F2 M5B K A IRTAR A a9 45 42 K 4%

SCHR | IR Bag R | RKIAETT R
[219] ‘ One sentence per bag ‘ Piecewise in a sentence
[107] ‘ Attention weighted sum over bag ‘ Piecewise and Full
[76] ‘ Max of each feature over bag ‘ Cross sentence in a bag

NY G R B P A M S B AR, VP AR TR . SCHR [156] dfad
K 1) A > 22 S B )R AR S e B e i . AL, SCHiR 65, 76, 176]
RN 2 LN 225 07 10T A RELIEA 7T AE . B R 22 M 2 R G, R 22 I 2% [218]
e S 1Y) R AR R )2 G T B I 28 S8 o SR J LR T YR AR A L 4
IR 2.6 1. SCHR [219] 2 L4 T RO R M 45 TIE T IR g, IF42 3 PCNN.
SCHR [107] Bk 2 S 8E, Xo6 iR R I SR B T IR LE] . B2l
SRR [191], HTMREragRay [118], B THAnEifizy [113, 185] &4
Hio SCHR [147, 148] £ R AR BOGHTE I 28 135 4027 T 1) D7 VR BB THU3 s M 4
i, AR THERE B VERE . BRalr, IR AR 4% [183] BRI 2% [222] i
RV J S AR B 0 O RO . BeAh, TR S SR AR ATE SCRR IR R BT 55
T8, (HRRXAR ARG O T BACARAIE,  BEAIRAAA, SRS DL R R
4445 [183, 203].

ST S (911,
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BT BRBEF IR 5E F Bl

L, BT RS T B R ARG TR S U W T AT 110 3
WA TRUL , F2 2R A B A > B AT O R A FEBLIE T,
KA AR M2 27 AT 55 o« ARG A 2 i e LA S22 A0 B8 FARAE VAR, ]
PARECRH R R =R BT BRI A M40 X R IE, BT IR MK
281 5 AR EBOMIBE T A ) % AR L o

32 2.7 I T ARG 22 W B Fo i IAT 2 N 445049 K A IRILT ik

| GRS 2% | (RET12F | ke
word embedding
[108] lexical features CNN Cross Entropy
synonym

word embedding
[218] | position embedding CNN Cross Entropy
lexical features

word embedding

[136] position embedding CNN Cross Entropy
word embedding . .

[163] position embedding CNN Pairwise Ranking
word embedding

[67] position embedding Attention-CNN Pairwise Ranking

POS Tag

word embedding . .

[187] position embedding CNN, Attention Ranking
word embedding

[96] position embedding CNN Cross Entropy

POS Tag, entity type
[220] ‘ word embedding ‘ biLSTM, Max Pooling ‘ Cross Entropy

word embedding
[224] lexical features biLSTM, MLP Cross Entropy
relative position

[231] ‘ word embedding ‘ biLSTM, Attention Cross Entropy

biLSTM, Attention
Average Pooling, Max Pooling

[194] word embedding Cross Entropy

word embedding
[97] relative position biLSTM, Attention Cross Entropy
latent entity features

R RLE : L5 E WA SRR, XA RN, AT AIASE
PR, ARSI MIRRA GRS, BRI o B SR 2 R 25 1)
KT HEBTHEE, W EMALCE T F & (Position Embedding) . 85
EBHZ)G, A BRI AT A 2] 24 B SE A AR TR . A
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VERE GG I R BOR 18 SR N 2. IR AT BRI A M 245 1Y K 2 0
WOTYE AR 2.7 fd A AR 22 0 465 1) D0 35 2 B2 vl DA R85 By R RFALE
HHAZ AT, WWRHEZ IR, HEnUE e AR 2 K B B 5

s TEAMAE ML HERMEM G, TEPAZ 28 IR TG A L A 17
MG B BAZ K SCA . [T DA B SR T AR F 22 BT IR A 22 0 25 17) 5% ZR il L
TR o SEBREEA] b, (R E R R 22 I 45 B BB R I R SR IR, Ry T 22
R S0 i), R K AR A, K FE R AZ M 2% (LSTM)
5, BB AR ) (Attention) HLi B Bl SRACEE BT . F3At R
BT IR M 28 1) K ZABOTENL 2.7 BB MAE ML, EHms
W 2 BERSAH A BE B AT . 285t TR E R AL 2 1 T SR MEFF AT, FrRA
TREAEA MG Z R 45

3 2.8 A FIRAG 6 ixpta9 % AT ik (4K 2439 A Cross Entropy)
| (O I | (IR T1EE

word embedding, word matrix
dependency tree

word embedding, NER

[173] RNN (Recursive)

[213] dependency tree, WordNet FCM
[115] word embedding, NER, WordNet RNN (Recursive)
augmented dependency path CNN
word embedding, NER, WordNet
[204] shortest dependency path RNN (Recursive)
grammatical relations
[196] word embedding CNN

shortest dependency path

word embedding, POS Tag
[200] shortest dependency path RNN, Max Pooling
grammatical relations, WordNet

word embedding, POS Tag
[25] shortest dependency path LSTM, Convolution, Pooling
WordNet

word embedding, relative position

[112] sub-tree parse

biGRU, Attention

© WAFRTERS - AEALGETTEI KA, ARAFAIIER ] LA 5 R S BGR L AE
TR RARAIL . AR ZE 2RI, Al R A A A5 Bl 2
AR EEA T W) o FESEBRI R, AT RAXT AR A B 25 BR el AR A 42
%o BUHE LN BB VP 22 ) S AEARAT A L B BT SR o X 25 AT
A AR AL R (5 B R G BIE M 25, S5 R IR T X 285 A AL
o EFAYEET AT AR KR HBOTIA IR 2.8,
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TREEM 22 2570 R AP A S e, B )2 b 7 N B AL, ik
W2 B Sl P BUH TR RFE . I L, AR GERRAE B T DAR frj S i A 2R 2 >
B AR N DA GERAIE ) B R TR 3 2 UL T i) [ S B, Sl E—2 4R Tt
REAMBIPERE (FCANAE AR AR SEARAE ) o

2.2.3 BRI

AT G H Y K AR 0 T B A SR ¢ AR (iR T A%
GETEMR L) I7 k) BHRA TR, I HaX MR 2R N TARE,
RXEWRE B R R, LT ERA . R T N TR 2 0y, it
R BRI T AR/ N IR 2] R AR ke O bR I S AR S AR 1 SR

« ACE: Z &7 DA K37 % ZPUE S 9844 ACE 2003, ACE 2004,
ACE 2005, 1% R FARHER SR ISR 56 REBRA 2200t ACE 2004 HA
7 fh3E £ (PHYS, PER-SOC, EMP-ORG, ART, OTHER-AFF, GPE-AFF,
DISC), ifii ACE 2005 [f)3= £2:745 6 f (PHYS, PER-SOC, ORG-AFF, ART,
GPE-AFF, PART-WHOLE),

 SemEval-2010 Task 8: iZ%{iE4E 2 SemEval 2010 4E4F-4% 8 i f ) [62]. ik
85 10717 AR, Hidr 8000 MERAINZR, 2717 AMERMRK. —3LHA 9 F
KERRA, BHER D mAHA RS, BIHA 29+ 1 P REAL,

» TACRED: 30k [225] 4& 3 i R ¢ R B4 . il AR 4R
TAC KBP 34 (2009-2015).

* FewRel: Z8dlidleie g sy B AR TE S AL BESE I 201 [58]. 347 70000
AT 100 FpCRER, SRIETAERT R, s AR s

* DocRED: iz dR g il e sy H AR TE S AL B S = A [212], R H Al
ORI SR o6 AR B SE ,  [RINTRYE TS R &

PA_EBidn e B O Z AR AR SR B LR 2.9 7,

35T, AR R 5 R Al A B Eic £ J2 i i T Freebase HT ¢ AN
New York Times #ERHEXS 75742 o A T A SS AR T HAREH P sk, I
5 Freebase H S fRHFATILHD . MILEA 53 P R (GFE—PRRIRIN X R
None FIRLARERFEFERFR )« GEIHPALE 522611 M), 281270 ASE A%}
F18252 K FH 5L, MR 172448 A~a) 1, 96678 ASLAKXS AT 1950 4~ F
SHIET STHR [212].
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2.9 X A IHIHIE £t
B s | SCRSE | SR | Ay B | SRR E | RRITUEL | KRB
SemEval-2010 Task 8 - 205k | 10717 | 21434 9 8853
ACE 2003-2005 - 297k | 12783 | 46108 24 16771
TACRED - 1823k | 53791 | 152527 41 21773
RewRel - 1397k | 56109 | 72124 100 70000
BC5CDR 1500 282k | 11089 | 29271 1 3116
DocRED 5053 | 1002k | 40276 | 132375 96 63427

2.3 IBRATSEMAOC RN

SR KRBT 55 75 2R B H il SCAR R SE A, - HARECE A7AE K &R 1 L1
Xfo SARHL, SRR RAE SN TAES, BAEHREPATIAER R, RIEHHH
ARSI R T . ZAT 55 2 B IS Y TR 52—, ar 284k, digk
13 7EARFR DA A )2 . SRR TS, TR A K &R T 5, %
G XAVZFE R MBROERES M . AT E RN GRS g (23.175),
PR ERAAN RO AT A (232 7Y) , Slaangiw e (2.3.397),
RHRA TN e .

2.3.1 fESHhE

E B H B SOAR, SRR H AR RSO PR SEA, A
RAMFEAENS . HER LIRS (2.1.197) FRARFR (2.2.157) PIMLHSE
ek, QA 2.6, SEAAR R ARAIBUE 55 AT AR A 1 rR AN S, “A207 11
TR ZHA (ORG), “MEIEAR" BYSLARARENSY (PER). PIDSRALEEA
TR TEM (EMP-ORG) K&,

VRO bR SERTR BN RS R A R R A FLAER T Yk AT 3718
THSM 2.1 1R 2.2.1 PP AR RS> o

2.3.2 HIET5Ik

XFF SRR R RMBULSS, M T REZMBRTTIE, IR TUK LT %
PN SRAR SRR G AR T 58, AR USRI TS0 R AR PERE, Dy AT 55
T TR AR SCRECRF SR S R U KTV PR, 7 e ik 407 vk
FHRETTE, AR50 Bk 4% 8 14 F2RTA 2R AR B F A1 B
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GE- vt

iR R S A O AR TR 55 fie f] B2 Y DT YRR K ERIW A RS2 PRI BRI
AP B ISL P RIAR S (29, 130]. IR AR, ARHRIG. SRR
TR AR BIUNGR, RT PR T, RS SE AR R A T S (AR ], 8
JE R 5% AR A T PN SRR FRAFAE TR SR AR MEAh, AEVIZRBIZLmY, SEik
R S A A AL R 2% B R 4E , AT B RIS 17 R R ML A
Wt DR T B, a] AR 5 (R I EA T I el =R VI ke ifd A 52 i 5 b
AR (), XANRTK &N IR S T R AR . BIAIR SE A
WONSER B R, S EESE IS0 R RO . 75, d T Se AR ¢
FABIR I B, —SESTRBIRINI S R [ S LA H I8 S, X 2L (R B
X TSR KA MBOC AR . N 7 AR, V2o 4R A S AR A
KA AT K o

WA Ji ik

W R A S, 2 AT AT MR (R SL 8 28, Sl &1
Yk, AIRBIZ/MESS HAMY HAR. I, RSB 5 SIS AL, HCH.
AT AR ISR Rt b, O TR S AR IR A R R K,
VL BA RIS VA AR o DU KFERAN A 28X 207 YEAE e £ Sk o 2R il B
IR o

BB SCHR [128] BYSEARBIRUR ] 740 TGO IR e 4, I ¢ AR
T =D ETARAFAER R IE IR 2 2%, ¢ AR AR AE S AR IR T SR
AP A I IRZ RS, BV Al k. SCHR [81] BRI B BT IR R
PP A SE AT, AN R e (PR R ML S B o A . X B4t A K
PR 2R e e I LSRR o S R AR A DA R S =, I
BA A CHbZ i AL [ Y 52

WA Ry O RS AR (R ALE., — B G SAA B T .« STk [207]
G R L (TLP) X SIS TR 5C ZRASE R Fd) F 00 45 SR AT 38 7 205K
SCHR [80] FI 25 FBENLYS (CRF) [l @SS AR ¢ R ARAY I 3 1o ZERF LU AR
FEATEN IR R A 45 2R o SCHR [228] RS AR R B R ARG — i — 1y
FUBREE RN, SR a7 B AR i) A P 28 ) 28 HEA TR A SCHR [102] 558 ¢ R Al
BN EERATE A, R S5 BALRSR BT T RRIE, AR
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W RIATIT R GRS . Sk [221] $2 1 68 4 RiH—1L (Global Normalization)
FRRDSEE . SR [188] 1T SE ik X R IT T — B4 2248 (Transition System )
AT 52 IR A SR 5 BRI ST 24 i) = i Y BBk B S 4 8 Rl BB, AR 2 15
HZ SRR IRRD) I B ZE LK 2.10,

F 210G EIRKX A Iy R &4

Sk | WS | TR (6K) | RRMEE | JESE | BAR
word embedding

[128] POS Tag biLSTM tree biLSTM 2 7
dependency tree

[811 | word embedding | biLSTM |  Attention | 2 | I

[207] | traditional features | | | & | BBk

ZEF AR IR

[102] traditional features ‘ ‘ ~ ‘ /u%%%;}m

[80] | word embedding | biLSTM | biLSTM | = | SAERPLIA

[228] |  word embedding | biLSTM |  biLSTM | R | FsEsY R
word embedding

[221] charac;eor Se:t?:geddlng biLSTM b1LST\4D/]{-}I:/Imus B S RIA—k
dependency tree

[188] |  word embedding | biLSTM | biLsTM | 2 | ARG

52 2.11 ACEOS #4E E £h £ A fo X 2 KA 7] K

s | Y g Ko
PER (Person)
ORG (Organization)
GPE (Geographical Entities)
LOC (Location)
FAC (Facility)
WEA (Weapon)
VEH (Vehicle)

ART (Agent-Artifact)
PART-WHOLE  (Part-Whole)
PER-SOC (Person-Social)

PHYS (Physical)

GPE-AFF (GPE-Affiliation)
ORG-AFF (Organization-Affiliation)

2.3.3  WIBH

A K ZR I R SR T RS R AR AL S5 . AEAR R S TN AR
ARSI B SR K AR B SR . T ACEOS I NYT %tk

« ACEOS: z8ilfle 2 # M Ay seih X R BEdn sk, esgam N IRt a4
SCHE AT A, A T RPN 6 Mok R A, Bl R R > S TSk
[102], o 351 ASSCEE AR, 80 AU ERUE, 80 43U il
TR SR NI 2,11,

« NYT: ZEdnEt & KEpsds, 3G 3 Fhsifk2:3 (PER, ORG, LOC) i
24 Foh ot BRI, NGB0 & 353k AN & T4l , HHIZGEEEIEIEAT
FryE, M@ m A I E2e > 153 [156], MA%de t 7 3880 X & ocdl, %
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b Bt N TARTE. ANZ AR TAEIL [155, 228], ASCHERRARHE N None
WK Z, T HAPRENLIER 10% BIARELEE A RAE, AT

2.4 DREESE A

I EJVFER, WM oy m Rl g B8, AT B
(Computer Vision, CV) FIiEZALFE (Speech Processing, SP) Z&45iu =4 TR L &
PSR R JLAER, M W ZAR AL T 0 W AR B AR S A PR, IS TR
FEEE R . RIS 2] 2 FRRR I GE LR 22 T TR . O T S RO PRAR IR B2 ]
BTN BB GG T BA, RN @Gz 5, sEHEE
ULIP) PR 28 AR DA SRR R

2.4.1 BEilHLAS A >0

G VLA S R LR M o ST . DAY — A S MM L, 2
EANGBIRES: D= (o, y )00, Hb X BEARAL, yeY=1{0,1} 2
S A TERATRZE . ZihLaR ST S B AR @ g D, 253 —ANIFRYIE
PUEREC S X > Vo MBHEREIRA, f AT DA IO BINGE R . BAEAE
25 (X x Y, F,P), Hif FRXxY Efo 0%, PR (X x Y, F) FRRER
B, BIP: F s [0,1). HLASESTRSRY £ 93t B AR R S IMEIZ AL A

P(f(z) #v) (2.2)

L:XxY—R (2.3)

L 7SRRI, 18 R AUE B M AL B i . IR 38 f B/ MbiZ
edd el g, B CAERR P LG :

L(f(z),y)dP = L(f(z),y)P(x,y)dzdy (2.4)

AxY XxY

M FERE 0 PR, Z Ak sk TR 2R EA G D, &
B f KT DR v i, TR A 0
D)

T%}:MﬂMwﬂ 2.5)

26



5 SO AR B AR il

AR REUEH, ML D MBTE T 095 R, ZE4K REuE TIZ AL 25 5
B ZIERANFTFERPERILN [ G EI B RN, I R R 4524 e Ak 1)
A MRZE AL A PR, R B B iy fo SR AN
e, HFEMBETTEN I EIT KR, WRmRTaETHRENmI %,
FEHLES NP (Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD) 4%,

242 Hikafbss 1k

AMTEGERNGE IS, fEHRES B, 25 EER Y
FEAE “Z547 o DAIRMERREAT S A0, 45— D Ba P B R 5 /m) 1 “This is
a tagged sentence” , XM % B2 KN 5 #9)F5 “DT VBZ DT JINN” . ¥£
HRTE S PR, AR 2 XA A AR R IS5 . SEbs b, ST 55
A BRI EK4E55 . BT IE——#2, FEOCEN LS
PIRILER 2 ) A AR Y . A T RUSXRER S5 A0 AT, AR SO SCIRA D40 PR B
s: X XY Re s(w,y) BB AN x Ftoh y BRI . 2445 € PFo0 sk EUNF
Az, RN f () BR

f(z) = argmax s(x,y) (2.6)
yEGEN(z)

Horp GEN J2 Ak it foeak i th i e 80T HAT GEN(2) € Ve N TR BGER, @I
AT R BT L R, B

s =w! (z,y) (2.7)

Hr ¢ X x Y = RTNIKRGIHIERE, n 2RAERLERE, H H2EER, ARE
N SR TS . w € R ZHENGMSE AWML EL f -

f(z) = argmax w” ¢(z, y) (2.8)

yEGEN(x)
Y25 I GEE D AR, B TR EARR R E AT 55 BT R SRR R AL o(2, y)
Gb, TR EEANGEPPIR RS, A WA Hinge Loss, JEZANT:

L(z,y)=[1-s(z,y) + jhax | s(z,9)+ (2.9)

o [a] . = max(a, 0) . HRIE SR KB E S H w BIIERERRZ % 2] (Learning) B
YN (Training), S8 %68 AL TREBERIOLAL T ORI 4S50 w [BIE R, KR
2.8 Wyt RERRZ A Bl (Inference) 5 fi##% (Decoding). i85 1H HLE5H AL I REFH A
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BEMCZE P A BIARZE I, BT DAR] BE G BB Rr 2 AR RS S T4 RObAS 2R i Y 2 %
AR, RS RS FE — R B T Eh SR, HeangEdFEL (Viterbi) .
AP AR SR A 2R (Beam Search) . FESCBRIV I, EHEZIE o(2,y)
AT RFAIE R R T PRI AR SR RS A e BSOS . AT, 24 oz, y) HEBE
SR (AN AR IRHE) , A RE S L. 2R R e E
B, ¢z, y) WHEZBIRHE (FLn6EH— e B E) . EAFES+,
S AE R HEAA R IR AR, KRB REBRHRTIRS L

243 WM 4

BUREREE A~ My i K22 >) (Supervised Learning) $2{it 7—MiiA Jy A9HEZE .
T B N 22 1) J2 R A AR R T 2 B2 BT, — IR R 48 nl AR T
REFRFEM R U208 R RATRRAE S 2 iR R, R IR
AU AEERIPERE . 3T RN EIHE A ARTE S AL BT B0 LA M4

Hil P ee 45

B2 M 2% (Feedforward Neural Network, FNN), ¥ 44 £ 211 (Multiple
Layer Perceptron, MLP), J&fx & B3 ILIY) —Bh il 22 I 45 4544 o 24 JEL S, 8 ) 2%
Z N LRGBS R %, ZAALHAEE TP 2 M a i it B oo, et
— M EA R E AR ER H R RIT. ST R ARSI — A, B
Z IR AR DAEALEE, ARJESKAN, PR Es SR A I AR e, IR AL 5
. MAEICZ BIAHEIERIE R — M — Aoy T A A — A58
BT NMEAETTHRA . XXMM D 2P A IERERRPIT R ) . RANE
WEAE, —MEARBZMHEITTHEN 2 AR LA il 22 0 28 7] DU AR
]z R R

—ADZMP I LM G WE 27008 °, B NEBRER - DMETT, BA
TR To A, R AL ITH . B ETRER R — MR, FoR
HEDW (B RER). METHZH, O TE BRI . BIRERA %A
S, R PIZEIREIA TS BCA L Nk, Mg L. HERZER LA Z &
). HRE M Z T Y sigmoid TEARAERAEL AR 4 (GEE N 1/(1+exp(—x)),
TERFHAR S 4k 1 2 B TR 2oy i FERID, B eiiEE S T — 21
FrEMZTC, FrPAXWFR y4iER:)Z (full-connected layer) B {j754])Z (affine layer).

BRR, ROVNBEAAT SRR A M 4. W 2% rp i —4T R 2 TTRYE T DA

O] 2. 70 g TS [54] 1 2
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)=

58 =

R

R

ARRK
Wi s
€e ey

V{«'
SER

T
D

N
&

BER—AmE. LAE 27461, WAZE A 4 4 x, L ERZERZE—16
Hepy i h' s AERREATDAR U 4 4EF) 6 JERY AL . — D eTERE M
T RM - Rk, Wx, HP R ALTER j i goc e i AT « SiZoom)
BRI Wije G, h B AR g WA A S i A I A2 i LS
i g(Wx)o IRSEA_EFTiA, B 2.7 H8era Gk, ke

FFN(x) = W3(?(W2g! (W'x))) (2.10)
X E R4 Wl c R6X4 W2 c RSXG W3 c R3><5

A AT DABE ] o )22 B G A 5 5 g 355 -

h' = ¢*(W'x) (2.11)
h? = ¢*(W?h') (2.12)
y = W?h? (2.13)
FFN(x) =y (2.14)

29



5 SO AR B AR il

R A

TE HARE ARG, AR F S IE DL R EAEAE, BlnEE (FRF)), A
T (BRIAEFA) o AERAE F 2 B AR AR 4%, g AL E K, LLng Ada]
A DU IAAEAL (Bag of Word) , KJESFTIARA/N. (H2, 4B r AR ™
FAYESE, 220 TR R, e HAE S, WP E BN EE, AFE
W ] BEA HE IR R AE Lo TEFRHZL M 4% (Recurrent Neural Networks, RNNs)
[49] W] DAYHE B K JE I A T2 — D EE W &, [[IEREE T /A1 B U7 (5
B BRI A — RS2 ) T RoR A —FE . 3T RN A XM AN
TEIFH 2R 25

28 I M % (#)AFX)

HHH X TR BIEEEWTA X, ... x5, B X BENES @ SRR pg m R R
N, PTRAGE R 187 BRI 1] 1) One-Hot F7R , B HWRGRATI ] )& (Word Vector )
aE UG A (Word Embeding ) o fEFR 1 28 9 28 1) iy A2 —2H A 71 ) 541 3%
Xi,. Xy (0 FRA T BRI SN ) DA EIRA& I i (state vector) s,
IR Al — 25 N A RS RS FE 81, ..., 8ne BIAAIE x; DAF 5 S IATEER
P2 2E, RS s FORTEMEE THIAJT I X1, ... X Z 1SRG IR 28 0 2%
REEE, WUt si WARERG TIFFMER x1, ... xi ZJE50 ¢ D EAIRETY
Fon. RERK, s, BN TR TR A AR R BN S 1

RNN(S(), Xl:n) = S1m (215)
HARZ g — 2],

s; = f(si-1,%:) (2.16)
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TEX AP AN AR S AR B f o PR AR 2 25358 IH T X R AL s e 2.8 .
M IHEGE H TEE KT B4 8 — DA RWE AT, FAT]DUR b
HEH, nE 2.9,

S S2 S3 Sy S5
| TTTTL sy T sy | TTTT s | TTTT sy T
1 1
o f o f by g bR p s
[ [ [ [ [
X1 Xo X3 X4 X5

& 2.9 fhErAb 2 M % (I HX)

TEER 45T AR IR 2 2, T — AR R 55 [48], b2 205
P24 (Multi-layer RNN or Stacked RNN) . % [&—A L J2 G FR 125 9 2%
RNN,, ..., RNNy, &5 j MEFRZ ML RNN; BIEERZSA s, . RNN; FIH AN
X, [IEESS § ASEERAHZ 04 RNN (2 < j < L) (51 A K BT — M EER 2 9 2% 11
BHORTS s],t o — AN SR AEPR N 9 45 1 L T AL 223 LI 2,10,

51 S2 S3 Sy S5
- 3 EEEE 3 EEEE 3 d--- 3 EEEE
1 S 1 S 1 S 1 S 1
1 2 3 1| Sy ' .
3 3 3 | 3 3 3 3
So n f S o AR RS
I, I, I, I, Lo
2 2 2 2 2
S1 S2 S3 Sy S5
- 2 - 2 - 2 de- 2 -
| S 1 S 1 S 1 S 1
1 2 3 1| Sy 1
2 2 2 ' 2 2 2 2
So no ! S o R RS
I, Lo I, I, I,
1 1 1 1 1
S1 53 S3 Sy S5
I_______I Sl I_______l Sl I_______I S-l I_______I Sl I_______I
1 ' S IR 1 T2 R IRCEK 1 e, ! 1
So K f \ | f | | f . | f \ | f ,F Sy
oo e | L e — - [ -1 e |
X1 X2 X3 Xy X5

E2.10 % BRI 2% (RFAHX, L=23)

AP AR EE ) 25 AR S B9 (2 B PR PR 22 () 4% (Bidiectional
RNN, Bi-RNN) [82, 164]. 4 EHAFFI] X1, K TAED—DALE G, X IEER A
LML TSRV IRES Al BRUZIRES ; FS 2R S0 8
FETFA) X1, X0, Xg, M08 BT PA X0, X1, - Xa, BTIERUS FPIRAS A AN
AP e P 257 o A O 0 R, SRR BRUZARAS s e B0 RS 1) 7
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MOIRSALS, s =s; @', H & FoRmEPHE. MM EBAFRILE 2.11,

~®q  pdq  prdq  p®q  pdq
$1 S S3 S S5
- P R P R e —— - o e
S1 : - 1 So : - 1 S3 : - 1 Sy : - 1 S : - 1 Sg
S N A o B A e S e e T A e o B A
- | - -
- - - - =
S1 S2 S3 S4 S5
Sp! o f Sp! - f Sa! - f S3! o f Syt N f S5
e f — — f — f — f —
! 1 ! 1 ! 1 ! 1 ! 1
1 1 1 1 1
— X1 — X2 — — X3 — — Xy — — X5 —

B 2.11 R thFriv M (RFHX, n=5)

AR RREL f, 30T DSBS [R] G ER i 48 I 28 2044 o AE3xX HL R B2
— N = FOR RSB IE IR 22 25 ] BB IR A 22 2% (Simple RNN) |
KAIHHOAZMM 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM), [ TG HRICM %% (Gated
Recurrent Unit, GRU)., $ K3k, A1 do, d, Fona = 4EfE .
EN 2.1 (B EREIRFRENLE) X2 & Eay— MBI 2 M %, X4 FR %4 Elman
M % [49]. 12 B KiE 3 RIZAHURAM 215 3 2R A T [126], ARy 35 23k X
4o

$;= f(si—h Xi)

= g(WxXl + WSSi_l + b)

x; € R¥ W?* ¢ RExds Wo ¢ RE*ds ph ¢ R% 5, € R%
Hr Fd g & E &g E B3 (TVAR sigmoid, tanh 3% ReLU),
EN 22 (FKERHEIZMG) &5 EEFRAPZ P &gk mh L, FINTTHE, TTVA%E

R CODRMET o RN SIERT FIAL, XMARA KAEATITICM % [63], &
*F 6] FIEARBT I T T AR —E I RIEBIRIIK R o BIRaGHF R L XA T

$; = {%hi}
si= f(si-1,%:)
¢i=¢_ 1 0f+g0Oi
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h;= tanh(c;) © 0
J(mei + Wihhz‘_l)

i o
Il

f=o(W/™x; + W/'h,_))
0= O'(Woxxi + WOth‘_l)
g = tanh(W9x; + Wghhi_l)

x; € R¥ s; € R?% ¢; h;,i,f, 0 g € RE W g Riexde WH ¢ Rds*ds

TEM 23 ([HZ1EREITTNEE) MIsfAIRE UM & [36] A AT KAZaT 18I0 N 4049 2t .
M TR TICM %, 128 ey, Rkt Ak 2k T keEntitic M
%, BARa9 R F RE XA T

si= f(8i—1,X;)
s=(1—z)©®s;_1+zOh
z=o(W*'x; + W"h,_;)
r=o(Wx; + Wh,_,)

h= tanh(W"*x; + W""(h;_; © 1))

x; € R% s, € R% z r h € R% W ¢ Rés*de Wh ¢ Rdsxds

GRIRZE 4

HFIM 2 M 2% (Convolutional Neural Netowrks, CNNs) [95] fx UGN FH Tt
BN, JUHRAE RN 028 FRIL AR MBI RE ST . JEoRBS I A B MG S &
P, ERZARS FWBEUS TR ERE, B A bRyt (Semantic Role
Labelling, SRL) [40] f/a] 74325 (Sentence Classification) [84]. FEX] LA H#FH
AWM EHITHEBINT, BEEATEZREHAMA (Pooling), FRIEMEEE M H—
TER— AL Bl ] 15 3] TR . X XS, BRE G BB Z
TER)F ) k- A B RS L B R AR PE (PT2430 1) Rk, e gl (1
PMCEBRE) 5 & AR DA d 4ERY I & 1% )T DA AR RS 1
R EE RN (AR — A liE) . A)E, SHMAERAE, REA
[l 7 7 AR ) s A RS d iR, A ORI 0 RS T P SR
B CE M, WM R At L (Max Pooling) FI¥{EHfL (Average Pooling). i
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5 SO AR B AR il

Ll H 2R R T TP i SR RRAE, ANE AR AR, U BhE
HAEF A Bizdi), B~ B2 R 5 k-gram {5 5

3 x6

max

* & Oow H % E 0T 4 om IR
®# K [@08088] - i+ i > {600
"
w08 008006} L.+ i {000

o % & [@@@0@B] ML + tnk > (OO [@ea

now o w
oW
o om s i >— (000

B Wtk

E 212 Afibz s (a1 FKREAH9, EAER, GO RIA3)

FIE— AT X1, x € R® FoRTEIE. S8 kWSR2 fER T F
BBl /IR ki sh el DR AR, H BAEFP I P RN % 1 X, X, - Xiqpo1 B
MR EFRZEE . BRI RECEE L2, JEH— AR ISE R 2L &
W N PHEI RN W = X ® Xy - B X1, W w; € RVE | (RPGZELE
AIFIAANTE k— 1 ANBATE, AU m=n—k+1 (FEHER) U m=n+k+1
(TEH) MEH. BRUZMEERLE m D& e, ... e, H e € R%,

PRAL g RARSMEROT AL, W € P LK b € R 2RISR S
B> o WX wi BURE—P 4t . ARG OUT , BAHEEERTRA R 2R HE s 1R
Bo RJG MBS Z 138 —A d. 4E & .

C[l] max1<i§mci[1]
c[2 maxj <<, Ci|2
O ¢, = 1<igm®i[2] (2.18)
. 1<i<m .
C[dc] maxi <i§mci [dc]

] FRmE Y5 G AR, R R R E. OB R AR D

B RHENER. BT, SRR R E R A BORAL, oK H

VERF B A I A i B TN ARFAE - 181 2012 Sl T izad B — A7 Bl
HEF= A W& o @A) IR, PR AE R R R TS 2 BN AT 55
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5 SO AR B AR il

MR FFEE . R c MATHFRA)Z, HZILNT B Gz . #
RN ZRd AT AT 55 BB R, B EE W] LAl AL 2 . B RUZ TR A Z S 1)
ik
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Boi RS SRR BRI TR S R AR

ARFEPRFEA R DEA T R B S A S AR AT 55 o M R 2 A e
REMEE, HrP AR BRI — e R RS HR . O T RO AR, ARSCHR
H AN TARE Rt A3 B Al M B A S A o 2 B, i BT i L AT
55 (SR FHRBIM IR A ), RGN 2 AT 552 T HESOR S L Al i 4
R A, RIS T L ST 55 MU ARAT 55 Z TR Bt — EPE 23R AR SR H )7 v fE
i DA B i A — 20 O SRS v ST Y N TARSE R B RIR . A e e A B A
P NYT ERYScEa g R RIAERC A Lk K RMBUL 55 LA SO I i H AR
LIRIDE B

3.1 51

FAMHEU) — AR TR A B B SO IRAISE R R R fE— M T, &
1455 BTER I RFA TR R TR (LA A% (“Jobs”, “Obama”), ZHZNIAY
(“Labour Party”) ) FISefAZ AIRTECRFR (HATAL TSN Z [A)H) affiliation
KAR) o BT LA RAMBUZREARST LR B o SR AN S5 AL AR SR — 242,
It ARATL S5 7E H AR 5 AL PR DTSRI A o5 E 2 A

75 NIAREBEESE, oA B (JUHZH T #2245 A AL ) 7E
HBUT % FES T AR e [81, 128, 221, 228], #RT, KR i3k Sy v 1
FH ) 322 R B AR Ak U S A ¢ 2R 1 v Joa i N AR ) JiAs

R T AT IR 2 N R, SCHER (1271 FF 4R 0 R i R i
AR, AT TFET- AR SR &R, o] DU R AR R i = e B
SCARPEATXEFE, M A Sh A N R . A R S ) T M A
A2 B K R AE LT SCP R B IERA . i, (“Obama”, “United States”)
TEARFEHRAFAE “bornin” KR, (AR BWE T H B A S0 141 TR
FIRTIXA “bornin” KH.

TEARTE TAES, FRATERSTE AT 5 o N AR B S8 R Dol e o M S 1k
FE BRI A N GRRE AR S o R i B R A N AR B s S A S 2 R
TR B PO AR B L O R, AT i P e e A2 S o A D A

X L) 32 A PR S O B e A Y BT T ARV I SE AR 2R AL A
KRRV RS, LRREHENEA R g, B 3.1 50 T A EdEsE
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ACE05 / Entity Types NYT
PER
h: (IpefSC.m) FAC (facility) PER (person :
(location) VEH (vehicle) LOC (ocation ;
ORG (organiztaion) WEA (weapon) ORG (O gesiB )
GPE (geographical entities)
ACE05 Relation Types NYT
ART (agent-artifact) Ibusiness/icompany/founders
GPE-AFF (gpe-affiliation) /business/company/industry
ORG-AFF (organization-affiliation) /Iocat!on/coun_try/caplta.l
PART-WHOLE (part-whole) /location/location/contains
PER-SOC Ipeople/person/nationality
’ (person:social) Ipeople/person/place of birth
PHYS (phisical)

3.1 ACEO5 #= NYT #4f £ R X &2 RAARIE AR

(ACEO5 I NYT) [5C{k )6 2Kk . ACE05 & A TAREME RS, w5
T FRSCARZETUA 6 FP O RRAL, NYT @ — N imfeii B 8dEdE (Ok B Freebase), A
3 PSR ISHIFN 24 Fho& R A, R penX —Hk iR 0 B VA 2 A7 B & - W 50
£, (HJ2, BN T I RARIE SRS 2 R A 2557, I FLARME A I A A Ty
KANEGER T B — RO vk Rl Fah s MR 2 [m) g (L) st [150]. 1H
J&, XA RN RIG, MY R W 2 AR . R, W] T h R A
BRI, DA AN AT 2 s i B A e AR R AR ik R A S R PR
AR T —FE A AR EEAE S, RN AR B A B e e B 2
Mg BARORUE, ASCHIAT A AT SRR A A TR PR R AL 1A
5,
o XFFRIEELA, FEAT SR E N SRR R, BNER SRR T R RN Sh s A
2 ELAR I S AR A,
o SFFHEER, AT RHEN LR BRI E KR,
AR SRR AN FE AT 55 6 AS ) B B S AR ACBBURS, FF vl U AN AR A i 4 v
2 ) B 56T 5L S R YR EE T BN SCRY A S Tl A A, A
SCIRHFGY T AT 5 5 R IR AT 55 2 A — Bk 2ok, R A H e 2 T HH
PR eREL
ASCHE NYT B s FabaT T RESCE, 25 R U0 T A SCHE H IR il G AR AL AE X
FRICHMRG LI T 3.7% Wt . &Lk, AERFE i
o RICHRR T N TARIE RS 52 55 Bh e B Sk ¢ RAMBUT 55 .
o ARSCEIT T —AFN B EHESL, 8B 3 AR S B A AT
o 7E NYT Fflide b, A SCHEH AR B 20T H e Je it m i
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3.2 HRIAE

ME H SO PR R R A8 THFEN DIz 3. H Aot i) &
GEi R A HUE R G ATk, IR R AR AR A DR A 4 i 1) - L5, 1
SR KA B . BRI TAREAY IR SRR AN TR bR
[ I PAA T SEAAH S R I [102, 129] 0 X BT JA MR T N TUTHFRE, XSk
WOMNIITES . N T Sl Pk i, — SBR[ 2 B Y R GO VAR Y, BB
UNEETHAFAR Y BILSTM A2 [128], B3R AMLHIRIRI [81], Feohnitsi
[228] M4 /A — AR [221]. BRibz Ah, SCHR [155] i e A s i se ik R R 50 H.
Pt — s IE R AR RHE L o SCHR [188] $ H — DR A2 R G AR AR i ek
HRAT SR R AR AHEUL 55

FH—RR TN ELR R 2SS . AR5 EHAEIEF L2 H R TE
FACBAT S HARC39, 71, 141]0 BAT RS HA T [27]. SCIR [174] 302
155 RALARR MG S8 SCRR [32, 110] 5IAXHI =R =50 . Hi2g, X
LEITVEAN L EBAREZ B KR . FUERIy, SOk [6] $2 th— M EA R iR 25 1a)_F
AL HELR, AT PAS ) BRI BRAE 2 (8] e e . SCHR [30, 1401 FEAHIRIAL 55 LI
IAFINIRZATSS - AHEZR, ATkt L2 dide L2 AT 55 . B
BeZ Hh, SCHR (75, 150] FE A iuhde EOrFeie & b SO i MR PEAR AL 55 . Stk
ITTIERALL , AT ) BRI R A R

3.3 RO SR B ISR SC F Al UHERY

3.3.1 155X

BE—TRAAIT s = w1, ... wy (w; R—DFIE), ASCHTFEH H AR @M
Tos B R RS EM—HRAEA R — Lk e e &, BAARMLA
REWZ AT (A4 (PER), WU (0RG) ). M Te KIRWTHERYSE
EERBES. —PRFBR—N=ICH (er,e0,1), HA e Ml ep RDLAR, 12K
BRI, R TP IR Z R TE KA (LIS B X A (ORG-AFF)).
T, FRATRERY K R IR

TEASTE TAE, AR SRS i S5 2 70 e A 0 R 4 o e P M B £ L v B
HAARUL, e WM T LA X R RYIEERSE D, D°, ik D 2 KM A
AR, AL T ORI EEAS, T DY 2B iR I N AR R AR
Hit—, DM D" BARFERSEERBES (70, 7)) MERRLBES (T0T)),
EATATREREIE AR A ARTE SRS (544 ) o A SO B AR N T4 mfe A e i s D
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FANZRrBE R P RE -

3.3.2  JEAlEERY

FERRA A SRR R Z /T, FATE o4 B Bifs B HBUR G 5 AR w4
g —AHET bILSTM H PSRRI R L IR (Meq) F—HET CNN (92
TR AT IR K TR (Meer) o

JEHIBER Mieq

R T U S AR SCR I BILOU AR%5 %8, B, I, LA 0 40 BIFR H AR
SR TIFAG . ) S AN, U R BRI B B0, SR T I R AL
To ek, MR w,, AV E— A%, Hpt; € {B,1,1,0,U} x 7.
"R T SCIRI B BE ERIZEELE S (bl (B, PER) R PER SLRIGFFLR)

B NRART s, JFIRREREL T bILSTM (S80h 0) Sl il EL s
FREEFFA t = t1,ta, ... by

h; = biLSTM(x;; 6), (3.1)

Hrh; 42 biLSTM W2 RAS & (B MLE A H 17 LSTM FilJ5 ) LSTM />
JERAS T EPHEM L) , x; 28I w; B EERR, 2 W IR0 iR B 5T
PR CNN i BEE T L. SR, FRIARES & BJS BAl AR I DA R ATt
=

Pieq(ti]s) = Softmax(W_h;),

Hrb W, RESA. P AR H AR s 02 i/ IMERA T 31 55 BR AL

|s]
1 .
Lseq = _H ;1 IOgP(ti = tils)' (3.2)

jé/%ﬁgg Mrel

5 E— D H P IINRIALEY Mg THECR SEAARRT, A SOl 22800 K2R e B
TUERGEMER R R B, AT T PRRER, 220 T L Aot 4
bi% 1 e {NONE} U 7,, M NONE F/R RIFFAEX R .

FMIEIITER (0,%) H—AFRE 0, Hitx e Te.
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Z Lo KA E SR Z A CNN FHEEAERT (€1, e2) HYRFE ] & -
f., e, = CNNs(ey, €9, 53 w), (3.3)

H AR FE Y CNN G5 5] el B A SE AR 1 2R DA ST B Sers . Bk
Wi, foyeo H O NEIEPHEMAL, £, L., fniddie, fen, Frigne A1 faisto fe, F £, 23 HEPHAS
IBATTE er Fll ep Y CNN (8 i) & AU, frigae 2273 50— I81T7E e1 Fl e
Z ] CNN (14t ) o AR SCH “LSTM-Minus” J5¥A [221] T2 MAFE ] 5 fien
FAAFAE 1) F fignee R T faise, 4SSO one-hot HHAE [a] R KR A) 11 ey Fil ey
Z PR BRE . i CNN B, & BRI & AR, — 42 biLSTM
M BHCRAS I  hy (5P Mg SE22800) , 53—/ one-hot [1] 5 KR 11
SSIRFRAE . BRJ5 T BAAN BUZ 9 2 2 BONBLAS 3 96 RIS T 1S A

Pra(lley, €5, s) = Softmax(W,,ReLU(W,. f., .,)), (3.4)

A R FBRIN 2k A AR /MU T T35 2% PR AR

N log P(I = lley, €3, 5;w)
rel : # candidate pairs (ey, )’

€1,€2

(3.5)

HAPIERRbRAE |l DAMARE RS W, W, il w 2R S

D* _ERIRAT il

FEP SN B R, ASCRRSAE R4 D BB — AR R R B A LR
0.\, ARSUNFIIBAL M, itk (SRS 7). KRG, WT
B TS, ASCH KRB H My HHIXRR (RRKBEARN T . &
Ja, N TERE ISR, ARSI B e/ MU A ERER A0 SR BR AT NN Lq + Ligro

WA EIEM D ARAIA TN, SABRABBIRROR L, RO IZREs
HA SR Z SR, TR, ASCRFZ R 55 Sh— e o (e S A ) S
SKARTH A BB ERE . FRATTI R D5 1 1 o A Y L R ] AT RS B 1
G,

TN T MG, A SO IR A MR FARRFR AR RIS . B, ME, ML BIRTFEURSE D* fl D YIS
Bl b, h® ReimBERS. P, P R EiERA .
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ﬁ(l
D@ ;Cq EA 1
\ H
h® h
S a a
Mseq Mrel

(:_} biLSTM h¢

S b b

m Mseq h® he ‘A?lrel

Db v v
‘Cgeq Egel

3250 F R he g

3.3.3 R Ay

IR IEAR R RO R BRI A RO R, B2 Bl D B a AR A
2o B, d AR = e R B KR, AR R AR AN IERRY (false pos-
itive) . I Hl TRIHEERA 28N, — S K R Bl it (false negative).

7, AR N TARERERSE, e A A Sk SE A 5%
FIBARSGE. ENTRTREAETES D MFE RN, (FR2 BT i T AR vl
PASAH— B GUR T S A AN . BRI, AIFSE 2 A nT DATE 1§ R 5k 28 S M K
Bokfm D RBALPERE 2 ARA M ERY .«

KA BAR AR 5 X

A AR G AR D M DY, SRIE A R4
YILRIR AT (Maeq, Mrat)o B TIARKAES (THUTY) MR RLBES TOUT?
ATREAE R, HERP RS RAE D LIIZR B AR —FE.

B2, MIEHATEmER (FE D* EINRER) , XAy RIcEde
FtERE. FoL L, TR EREE DY LR T N ARSI D°, B
RAPININGEN THRR D* PRIFASZ AR . ik, FAT AT RERR B S
ARk il e A

KT ISR IR T X

FATAT AN G H AL, THAE D 1 D° bR B -2 1Y [R] 4 2R A5
R (B EAE I . HARORUE, FRATREAL AN EURSE D F1 D° 23w . ok,
ATz ln MR e 2 MY L 245 5L, IXLAE R B AR R R R B3 A
T HU, FATR S ZARA (BdREMK) RS MR R B+ (1
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Db ORG-AFF 1
MarkOViC, the leader of the |:> leader party
DS L :

Ipeoplelperson/nationality

1 i
Plushenko ed the evening
in third #lace, behing Stephane /\
Lambigl of Switzerlany , ..., and |:> i

Brian Joubert of France. Brain Joubert France!
(B,PER) (L,PER) (U, LoC) B L Y i

& 3.3 £ 245 509 TR AN TAFIE VA B 30 pR R A1)

3.2)

XF D AT s, ASCHFERABIBRAHBUEA (FFIRAL MG, FIK R
B M) o [REHD, XTRNE)F s € Db, ARSON O3 MR R A B AL MO, Al
Mo XTI RAE S T 2 E SO £ L I RFAE

AT IR, ACGIA—AHY bILSTM, En DARRICRH D il D
)T IXAET bILSTM A RRUZ AR Do hf e FEIATAS B RS A T
ZHl, SFEENRERR b SAAMRZEIR h SO0 Bk, B EOH AT
IR

Pgq(tils) = Softmax(W¢ (hi @ hy)), (3.6)
b o(h b o he
Py, (ti|s) = Softmax(W,(h; @ h{)). (3.7)

KA My, MYy BB RRFE R & f2 ., £, WA T353R hes

BT HEIORI G 7 A BRSO AR ZR he [ B+ Bodlade
D1 D, BERRELAIREATZ M —2edb (G 8. Wik, M D R, A3
AL A FHESOR, T HR @ I 230k T2k 8 D AR,
XA SEER Y F2 R LR I E B S SORE I, AP E T 2 T4
H—J, R T RAREIIVEREZ S, B EN AT DA R s~ B SRR IR
AE, he nTREORE T AR E B DA B A I 4R4E

He TR S5 Ry O X

SRR FoR I B R K, AT T ATE Rl A i R g I o 2 4], A%
) B FOR BA Z R L JE D A1 DY BATRIRIR bR eI, (AT AT
PARE ISR AE 55 o0, b R B TR S5 R B AR BN, X TFSediinl, FOTaIpAsE
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HENENTHRIA I EMETR A, RS BN SR, BIESARRRA,
A AT BEAE PSR AR T IT SR R A SR B 0 A1 ST . BANAEIR] 3.3, “party”
I “France” 7£ D* Fl D” sfihpi T AR SLAEAL, (HR2EN MR R A EREN
B Cof” BA. NI, BRIRENILZSRD TS R G

Ffoily, R THIBOC R, AT A Sl SRR E R AR R, RIEH

AR % R 2EA AEK 3.3 1, SE4Ak (“leader”, “party”) 1 (“Brian Joubert”, “France”)
E D* f1 D* Wbt T AR R BE, (HENHEA ZIBIEE LR, X
FHAFRATIA T DA N> e AT 55 R T 56 JR B FAAE

ARG T A FEZAR 55 R WAl G - SEOR I FAGINAN — ok R AG (P 3.4).

o AL AT 55 1) H AT AL SR A o S SR i B AT 55, A
SR HFFIAR AL MGy o X T R3] w; , MG, B —A~JE T {B,1,L,0,U}
MAR%E, HIRARCSRIAR (IR E SRR AL) . R MG,
M, PR I e (A33.6F13.7), HHEENE M, BA HIRREL L,
BHET Dl D° iy Sk iD Fbni . ARSI AR 3.2 kR ESAR T t 5%
ek BILOU A RTHE L4

© IURARKEINT 55 2 B S AR NS 2 (B R AT O AR (A E K AR IR ).
AR T DA S MG B Ao [R)I AT AR BRUZIRES he /0 &R
BRI R o ARSI R AR B M R BB AT 2R £, ., BN
B {0, 1} FRITRAE, DAFIREEAIERR, 0 FREA R, 1
%Fﬁfﬁ%wﬁﬁmeM%&Lﬁm~A®%uﬂ£@ BN Zhad R

Loy BT REESE 3.5, o e SARaE T A UG K RARAE P32 o
ERIELASL, AT n] AERLA I R R A SEAART £, L, BN . BARK,
AT PR KRR, WA 12, o, B EE, ., O IE T PR, X FEAE
KA Tt n] DA B 3L SR

SIFIORMLL, X HAY B GRBIR KB Loq M Loy AT I AL 5K
br b, T IR ORI AE DY U D” LR, At SRRl
PAEA IR Z RS, [T e 3R A SR I TN ZAE 55, (75
o) B I SR A R

A AR 55 MR AR 55 1 — BOPE LR

FEIL AT 55 NIRRT 55 Z [RIFFAE G AP — 2k, ARSC80T A AR s ok 372y
W, PP AT B AR KR
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Da Li‘geq ‘C?el
A
U) .
S
v
ﬁiq Lians
A
/\/l ¢
seq
b ,seq
ﬁtrdns
; = M.
Db :
34

XFF IR, M, il —MERRSESE S (B, I,L,0, U} x 70 _ERYREARR
Py(tils), M it i—MERRZESEAT {B, I,L,0,U} LRSI Poy(fils). Py Fil
Piq — MR E AR LR R L BRI

Poy(xls) = Y Pey((x,%)|s), € {B,1,L,0,U}. (3.8)
*€Ta
PR, AR T s € DO Hl—AMrE i, SSAIFEIFTEARR (B) RAXZETF
IR RTIF R MO FREARTE (B, *) 21, Ph 1 Poy Z L RS RE 1 — 5L
e 1)
T30 BLAR S P26 24 S T R S 8 P 2ok Sl 20— B0k, B, AT
B/ IMEB AR B g Loed, L0,

V ,seq

trans H seq seq seqH27 Ve {a7b}‘ (39)

o M, Mg BRI, HBRRHER Py, PL Pl h AR Pe MRIBZERE
H HINBEAISIRR A0 5 Pog A i—E JATIE R AR KA B IE)
P ZIPNTTAE

Etvra{lesl - || rel —

WP, v € {a,b}. (3.10)

rel
Rl G S/ MR R R B

Do (LhLa)+ Y (L) (3.11)

re{a,b,c} ve{a,b}
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Bk 3.0 SR A
BiA: D*, DY,

it R EroBi

1 FELRT AR A T S5k
2: while BB K I 8L do
3: for v € {a,b} do

4 MEAESE DY LRt EdE B

5: A 3 2 AT A B R kgl L0, B LS,
6: MR 3.9 118 £

7: HE T R O R

8: ffE A 3.5 T8 LY Al LE,

9 AR 3,10 18 Lo

10: HRPE AT 312 TR R R AL L

11: i 1 /MR R £ S

12: end for

13: end while

BMEZ, W 3 AT 55 2Tl i — i b 3 SRR b Al & AR A0 Y
B, B AL SR T T A AERE 5 LT DARIT R 22 i S S A RA A A 55 2 A
HRAR o ok S SRR BT A S B R TR T DA > B B A e T A

BRI

N T INGRIR AR, AR SO AR 1 75 AP R 4R B AL F A er g (245X
301)0 Fkdy, AN AERELE D Ml D° PREVLIEEEIREA B, SRE#H
HA B BR300 mLfRN

> (Lhgt L) + (L0 + L3 v € {a,b).

Ae{V,c}

(3.12)

MRS H /IR 3.1 A SCIEIL ARSI SR I B2 R AR SR [12, 128] A SCfi A
Adadelta [216] fRARRERL, HRFIBEEERMT. BRI dropout HEATIE AL . 7E
—ERCE AR A, A SORIEIT R AR & BRI R IEREE R A
SCAEF B 2 0R] 1i) E2: 100 ZER glove [l [142]. FRUBCRICHYZERCH 128, X
AL ZEHEI T CNN, BRRET LN 2 F1 3, il aiE el 25,
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FTIOINYT B4R

Relation
Model P R F
Gormley (2015) 553 154 240
Mintz (2009) 258 393 311
Tang (2015) 335 329 332
Hoffman (2011) 33.8 327 333
L& (2014) 574 256 354
Ren (2017) 423 51.1 463
Zheng (2017) 615 414 495
Wang (2018) 643 421 509
Sun (2018) 674 420 517
Our Model 704 45.6 554
Sun (2018) (exactly match) | 652 40.6 50.0
Our Model (exactly match) 683 442 53.7

3.4 N

34.1 ¥

ASCHE NYT e B R de EiRrh RN TH th A HESE . ATl ACEOS i
VN N TARE R BAEEE . X NYT F1 ACEOS FdEEMHEAME LIS % 2.3 375,

ASCPPH A R R 2 (P), HmIE (R) FF 2240 B, i
FelAk e BRI LK IR IR ARG, W S8R e 2 IR R, WSREH KR r 1Y
e1, ez, L SRIERARY, Mk XA r ZIEWIR CKEBRPLIC) . ZERARTR TAES, 72
KA F RO R AR JESLASA [155, 188, 228]0 5 7 PR H, ASCHIE
e Iess

TEAR TR, BOABUCE R BA SRR R R AR (3 3.2 hH 6
1), BAENYT Sl EBUT TR0 R A 1R

3.4.2 SERENR

HOE, AR S AR TAERAT IR (K 3.1) o SB—if 2B Tk
IRk, AR R T A U R TR, AR M e AT WA
Jr AR G BURZ B AYSRUL, A SCER T IAAE F 20 807 i B A H A
A BERR R R, EHRE P AIAREEIT IR T 5.9% ke [228], HHS
ETHBRGEMEGHRIHEIL, RILT 4.5%. SHA BRI EM [175], B
137 3.7% ByFef . XRIIASSCRY T vk m] AGE P shhnic i s o R Rla de b vy i e
B PERE
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ROk, FATTAS SO 7 YRR A AL R STIRI I (3K3.2) . Hor
* “only D" ZAE D* _EIIZRAY BRI ;
« “D*U D" FoRil i G H AR AR A
* “only h*” FrRilid S SRR Ay A AL
* ‘h®+ L7 FoRilEd AL S YR AR
ot Luans” FERAEEKRFEREHIRL “he + L7 B
o Lo FC L7 23Tl FU SEHRI & R R I 2
FATRF L RA — L858 T

1. “only D*” (55—47) 524 H0 4 MR G AR RTL IR REAH 2 [175, 188]. JX LA
%ﬁtﬂ%‘:ﬁg Mseq7 Mrel %ﬁ&ﬁﬁg o

2.4D*UD" (547) M “only D FHIL, HKARMMBAMEREILEZE. FATAH
W D FRAE R T D° Bk, HHEIRG M M EHRE R,

3. fEE L EFOR (5 347) MM A LARER ACE0S Hdliter 5, SepkiH milA
KA RS BRI USRI . X SR G R, I IR W] AR A
fE, A& MR B R SR I

4 USRS (B8 4 47) J5, ST BIA S Al B R REFR A RS R B
Bt (SRR 1.2%, REN 2.7%) o BRI DAl & LR T2
e SETRZFIRMMAITEML, BT ARG =2 —MEm
AR T

S AESRARBIAN X A (5 5 17) BB HIR)E, KATERMA S
(0.1%), [ESLRMERE . — A LI, AINTA IR AR B A
BRI (5 6 47), EEMRKRRE BRI T XA, SULHEB, A3
B K R REREAR RIS (5 7 47), B TRk R AGRUASEIL T iy 5k
PRTERE . X UL R I R 451 2% fliin 2] S (AR 2R i o A A 2R ] B i AE 5
RECR R R . — AT RERYJF R SE ARSI ¢ R I DI ¢, I
HXF— 5 T BR R 50 55— o SR, B AT AR X P & i B A B
AT 9 e AT [P

B, AT NTARERSR R BRI R (% 3.3) o ARSCHEYLER
ACEO5 Bl 25%, 50%, 75%. HANEEZIFEERERIIEM, FRHHBAR
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F 32 REELE T NYT 4048 0445

Entity Relation
Model |P R F |P R F

only D* | 82.6 912 86.7|61.8 433 509
D*UD' | 845 919 881 |60.7 423 49.8
only h* 835 93.1 880|656 420 512

he 4+ £¢ | 862 925 892|665 454 539
+ Luans | 82.8 89.6 86.1 | 64.8 46.2 54.0
+ Loas | 86.6 929 89.6 | 704 45.6 554
+Lrel 1872 939 904 | 729 409 524

F 33 & ACEOS 3 £ 4= R NYT 3% oyt R

Percentage Entity Relation
ofD* |P R F |P R F

100% 86.6 929 89.6 | 70.4 456 554
75% 83.6 O91.1 872|690 420 522
50% 859 927 892|628 47.6 542
25% 845 914 87.8| 673 445 53.6

A, FATA X2 LS DAY . Heh)ini, ACEO0S Bufmss AR
XFPERER) R & AR . BN, S0%ACE0S Hdlade g R A A = A%, {H 100
%ACE0S Bl S5 R BA RkE B . AT RO e A A nT R 2 — A R AR ok
TAE.

S0, AR TR (] Ma, FERBIT), i 3.50R. e
FORBRIBUE . FATAT PAH B LR mi, X MO B 2 AL 3.8, fil
wn, Fr%: B AR 2R B34 (B, PER). (B, LOC) i (B, ORG) MyFEH. IAb,
5\ 8h2E T AR A, A SC s T e (R R, R A A
(EARTE AT 5 AL AT 45 Z IR AR Wit o R e re o BLAROR UL, 7ER 3.5 W, X

D O O &
& & & &

N O D O O DO O
o ¥ E L

o7 & \/OOQ\ N
NEINY NSV AN U

NN AN AEENOEEENOEENCEIN

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

3.5 g A AEIE MO, 89T AL
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70 1

60 1

w
o
!

F1 score

IN
o
L

30 1

distance between entity pairs

3.6 & SSARATIE B R NYT #48 Ery2s %

ALEIEE N 1.0, MHABNE R 0.0, FEXFHFRT, 3515 88.9% SLik F 433K
1 52.8% K Z& F 4345, X kAR SO0 i — 2ot A 2

SBIL, ASSCIRGUMME SN Z 18] 1 B B [ A A PR RE AR A I 00 (7 3.6) o A
AL, MEER/ T 6 If, ASCHRIL BRI T PIASEERC, BLAh, MR T
6 If, FATHE R A B A PERERRAR TR, IR, T DAR AR B s ek g e 15
RS ] R I S U 55 T A A BN T 1) o

IeJa, FEARTE AR, A8 B R0 T 1 AL S5 SR e Bt i Rt e B
FKARML, ASCAREAE ACEOS Bidladk AGEE SR . A SOl AN i T AR ] Al 5
Pade] 47720 [102, 128, 1751 A3CHE ACEOS YIIZR4E IR Sl Ak 5] 57.8%
K RFRF 4. SXAERM, ACWERS O B NYT #d%) BUSHERHERE.
B, ASCERIFAIBAL “+ Lo, FEMSE LIk 56.6 R F 240 HATAAA
Bk BRI A% ACEOS BREm R, VBRI EREAI HE SR
i

3.4.3 RbBlsrbr

FNHE—LERARRY BT <+ Lians” 1 “only he” FEATHLEL, G55 ILFA% 3.4,
O FIRIERARE . &b, & AREI “+ Lign”, “only h*” i . X S1, A3
FALRGI T “[chicago]™” 1 “[sears tower]"*” Z [A]FY] contains K& . ARIMHA
“only h*” PAHMXA KA, RAALHITRBIER. XT S2, BB “+ Liof” #
AR company K FR . RIMALAL “only he” HERHK oK 7o XPIMIE AL ULAH AR SC
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3 3.4 AR T o 25 RAF )

S1 after the authorities described suspects talking about blowing up the
[sears tower] P V%A & iN [chicago] -2 &4 & and the fbi. s [miami]-0%*#
headquarters .

S2 said [dennis rice]iﬁzgsﬁzo & > senior vice president of marketing for [disney]gig;fntg:@ a’s

ORG:éh

buena vista [pictures] unit .

S3 in [califomia]igﬁgi"l'ls‘_w &4 |contains-3:4 » Where parents first started educational founda-

tions in response to a statewide law capping property taxes , the combined district of
[santa monica]-C:"*# « and [malibu]-0C:V &4 & requires ...

contains-4:d|contains-2: contains-2:Q

PIBIAU AT RE LU R R AL IR B R R o XT S3, AL “4 Logns” HriRhiini T
“[california]“%°” F1 “[santa monica]*°” ] 3¢ & , RUE “[california]“9°” FI “[malibu]“°¢”
CEIERR B FATVCNTEX G I, B2 KR Z AR ] e
P20 B m AR fE

B

3°5 a'é\(n

ARSCHE T — A HT B A SR, (0 v R 0 S A RS SRR IR T A
BRI SE AR O AR T A E L AT 55 ARG AT 55 2 1) 5 | A SE 24l
A 55 A N — VR LA, AR SCRHEZR DA SE I AER m] e ity 7y o d A e A . B
PR, ASCBOT T ST ST, HH AR e BT DMV SE SR I AR A, A
I A ) B R B AR RIS, XTS5 FIIL AR 55 2 1), A SC
SE L bR 2R %0 ) PIAME S5 Z A — St A8 NYT Ll sein R0 1 prie )y
R R
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BURL A TE S A I e e B e 1 ¢
AN

Hil —FRESE T A 0 e N ARTE R S A A B g e M B S ¢ A il B
155, il T —FhEET 2L 5 I RS T R AR R Z R YRR TR . A
DA i) P4 5 28 4 BOCA BT T IO S8 A O R AT 55 o 4 KOMUSERY To B
SCAS ) ATSCR i R BT S MR 22 R 45 70 S A8 A Al B A .
S N — U TE K B TE = e N, 25T B A sh AR N gRdE, IR
o o 2 ) 245 AR AR RITA R AR R AE o A SO A HE SR AT DAAR PRI HLIE I T O
BRH . 78 Amazon FEZPHEEE EINA TR M RUHES, G2 FIATR BRI
AN TARERHR T e IS NI ISR o

4.1 5|5

{5 i) P 5 2R AR S8 B AR SCAS ARG 1 ORI R S AR 6L FERT T
PE R R U ) e SCAS il 28 B ARG S AL PR S, DR Tl AR AL T
FEE AT IR R R RN T VR . RERXTRZ W (HeaiEE R 58
FIFrER) AEF AU AR 2

ARTERF NS G ) O R AT 55 o AT 55 2R BT in] (R 15 IR
W, CHEAAE, W PABBSERSR), PRExES (WA EAR, W AR B
SCHR) FIEMZABRFR HEEA BARRIRA R, T DUR B Z B AR R
KA&R)e AT RMABIT

1. The unit is [well designed] and [perfect reception].

2. The Passion of The Christ will [touch your heart].

VIR A Fon e — DI SR, TSRSm0 X a)TE
FREAE R BT ) P 56 B2 2 (“well designed”, “unit”), (“perfect reception”, “unit”), I
(“touch your heart”, “The Passion of The Christ™) . JHEUH [ 5 20 5 w2 Xt e v
TR TR EE AT IS — 20, FEHAD SR B m A . (e an s B 22)
HOEE RBEER o ASZ Ry B 02 AT e i) AR S rh e B ) 1 56 5%
PATE B AL B SR P FEAR 2 7 T BUS: T s B i i) = SR [145] 7845 P Sty
AT SR SCER [S1, 193] ZER R & R RAL BT AF9E s P2 A IEHFI o i
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(BT RUPCHE ) Sk dabuede thok . (ERFA TSl A R I ikm L8 T —
BRI .

« BT HUPCECAY I (BLAR TR AL AN AR N ) TR RS v g B, bR
I Ho T . SRMAESEER Y, B A R w2 (AT R ARy . Bl
AR AL AR v 0 B R ARURY, IR DRAE P AR U N A AR AL
TRV ) 2 5 Y B AT B (A ek D 2l G g MR A5 [1571) A AR M2 i
# (HAET bootstrapping 7734 [149]) -

o MEA N TARERIEE Y, A B8 5 LT MW A 77 VA REARAS S 47 1Y
PERE, (H2H RMERAS R KRR, 1 LIRS S R B %2
BRT 7 7 1

L, SN2 —FhRIR W] ASE S 2 A iRA AN AR BORRE , TR N AR o
F T N AR A TR 2R IS oy ELAE TP U AR 3], AR SO ) - e A M )
YRR Ti— T, R DCREC AT DA AR — 2 ) 1 2 AR I A BN AR
RUEREIRX R R A RIS, (HENS PR AMRE S /52 I
PRLE, FRATTRT RASE A0 D PS5 281 Fg {68 1) 1 5% 28 A S e M, A B2 M DAAS 1) S 4
F14 78 i 23 L M 52 A 1) 07T S0

H— AR, 2 BUA I AR GEMI T ] B 1 R MR e PR o AR .
RPN R RO, IR ARG Tk Bk k& . B, W2 H
A B3E R R R A FUR A R, 2 N A BRI I AN R SR (11
41, “more than what I expected”, “honest to the book” FI “adrenaline pumping” ) ,
XL A B () FRAE SR B SCAR AR B W 34— 12, TRt
ae AR as R B R, — LB ELIE RO TR 2, FEAAE “at” SR USARTE N E
e PG, TR M R IR G R 2 e, B TR TR B
THECPE I o

FEXTLA_ B, AT ST E T LA N LA T I

L ARSCRR 7 — A3 T A M ) O o P 5K R PR . SRR
S AUk TC O R R A 21— AL PG R, IR S A 2 AR o 1 56 AR 1 2
— Ak GPREN], AR IR B 1) 1 8 A AN AR RO kSR, H
T ST IR MBI R 2 SR AR AR AR i T IERE . A LT 224 i e M M e 1 ¢
AR ARG AL RERIL [149], AR HFIEM AT E .

2. ARICEAT T— A 2B R BURRAMAAR BT U . B
bILSTM SR Al B4 Jay 0 1 FL AL, 1 A AR 2 ) 268 A SRRy R AR 4 A A
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PR GHEMZM B R, A2 LG8 FA AL
FItiE A, W T AR B SCRAIE B AS ] s 2 P 4 SR BIOH 0, B dn s
A 4 2300 A0 P ) AR SR P RO 22 P 2 SR BCHAFAIE . SEER AT SRR,
AT R0 T AT 55 de e A B TR AR AR a2 A ] A 2R 73 2R 2 o

3. ARTRR T — g L B A ARG 22 R 0 WA ] o 45— Meikin], 2>
KA 2 MRIEAR B BRI IR S B e R — . B KA A B T3
A5 BUANAEE A R L P DA ] AT A )M 1] 2 5 ZR il

AL AR AR EIA T B, PRI B 5 9 R B R B R . A SO
Amazon PFISHHRMNATEATHE B REE . RBARELE KB 15 DA 1 S
3300 J3 2k L. AN SCHR H AR G AT 1i) 1 ¢ AR B PR A 1 7250 T3 Ak (i 1
Fo ARIONIZBEVER AT T TR ERYSCERIE, I LA A A B
P RE AT AMLZ i A7 B A S e

4.2 HICLIE

{5 ) 1 Sk AR BOE AR AR O M AT 55 o WEARAFAE—E B N AR
Bl (Lt MPQA ERHZE [45]1) , FRATATARF AT 5541 A7 B 14 5% 28 il i vt
(77, 87]. Z W TAERT DAY 28 BT oK R TIA [98, 192, 206] MUK A7
J7k [207, 208]. HiE e B SR RO RFIEA X R, SR 5 E HAFAE ) 6
PER R JaE R A FE X PO, PRES, ek o R
{5 A M 7 YR 8 — 2% TR 3R X AR N A PR R

2 MBI G e AR 2R o A7 81 {1 1 5 ZR Al U o (i B LU Y Boot-
strapping 7735 [149], BIEARASE [21, 109, 197], BEHORRIT A [117] FARR I 0
132, 1807,

ARSI 2 3 2 e A BB SRR R & (127, 172]. AT 166 WordNet sk
W R A A RE R . 380 2L n] A T v 56 R B, A
SO BT 5 S A N DEBC R 7 YRR P B B PR R R o 5 — 7T, AR 287328
FTEA BB X R AOR A B R A RPERE, AR B EER M2 M 4. BRI 2 M
%% [184, 196, 199,219, 220], FP2 AR [100, 1631, SCHR [128] Hfi 4K
ZEES I AFRATHY LA L, AT B A BILSTM AR SR BUE AN K R . F)
Hh—A AT A T AR SCHR [72], AT P OB B 22 I 46 0 26 AR 22 I 46 SR fift i
[ KR RALSF . SN R, ASSCH R 27 A R RTA A TR R A
LR . REVMEGRFAE TARRY S A, AR SR AN [] 4o 22 ) 268 73 S U /] 7R
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SCHIFRFLE .

TR R VIS5 2 BT A B (aspect) [R5 A2 [186, 214, 2271,
FT A B A28 R WA, TR B TR PPN X G 1 AR . A
SemEval2015 FI SemEval2016 [ [t %€ A BATSS, - HAEXT BAT 5532 H T 45 Fh
flRER T 5 [145, 1461, HILAESHHLL, APPSR A MAEAT RS, 1m0 H2
PR A VE O XTGBT IR] BT DAAR ST 7 35 R A T A L 1 £ o)
PR R AL

4.3 JE TS A RUM AR R g 7 G FR Al IBURE S

4.3.1 15EX

BE—DRART s = wi,wy, ..., w,, HP w; &R, Bk R
HUE 55 28l (0, T) MR, Hi O = w,wi, ..., w; @VWHE, T =
W, Wit - - - Wy A2FERITLR, (O,T) W@g— A xR, vt O B
eI EAR T . O T # A RE 2 & 24 i .

4.3.2 B SR

AR AR I AT [149] R LARIE AR AL ¢ R UL 55 2 A0 . EA1RA
PRI IE R, I EAERS Sk B ], @I S R ¢ 2 il U 55 i AR i
B REEMFERZIIR, H2EAMNARZAL: —52 fi SO I A
TEEAEIR, AT P REA T RE . RN B ST A R A TR —
ANTASE, ASSCE AR ™% 0 KL A CRAIE S A . BRI AN, A
SCHE— M m AR B rRas (433 75) M—DIFRMR 2y (4.3.4797) RYNE

Ee(ENEp

Rtk 41 PN T AR RGP E TSN YA TAF A SR
DUHS, AR SCAEORE B 6T ) 4 56 B AR S A BdE . 264 4.1 38 ST JUAP AR
£ 418 (NOUN) ={NN, NNS}. zfiid] (VERB) = {VB, VBD, VBN, VBP, VBZ!.
295 (ADJ)) = {JJ, JJR, JJS} FigEliA (ADV) = {RB, RBR, RBS}. w;.pos &
i wi PIRIEARYE . winp (wivp, wi.adjp) EFEEE w; W/N& R (Zhia), B2 )
fiE (WA FENERE w;). T, T iM%, 0,0 Zithid. «(0, 1) =7
= (O, T") 43R AE O T _FRHEE R FR o ANSCHR [149] Hhfirid, FH S
N AT BIUATHAR ) AH B BT 2, A B4k T OB -44140), (Zhinl-%h

A O, T Re®S, I HENZ W s SRR (FELR P2 10).
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F A1 EF FAN

Name Pattern Output Example
op. Iti I
Pl w1 2wy T'=winp is a [cool] case.
w1.pos € NOUN, ws.pos € ADJ 0= w2 case > cool
acomp
- w, xcomp ws T = wi.vp The cajfoigoks [great].
w1.pos € VERB, ws.pos € ADJ 0= w2 looks — great
P3 wy 22 g T =w, The cover dmaiches [perfectly].
wi.pos € VERB, ws.pos €ADV O =w> matches 2= perfectly
w nsubj, wo T = wy.np
P4 w1.pos € NOUN, (O = wy.mp This case; ‘is [an excellent choice].
wa.pos € NOUN or VERB or ADJ O = wz.vp case -2 choice
has a coplua verb between w; and w2 O = ws.adjp)
conj
wy «— (O, T") T=T The case looks [great] and very [cute].
Cl1 O’.pOS. € ADJ or ADV O = w cute conj ( reat IOOkS)
wy.pos € ADJ or ADV 5 great,
nsubj
© (0, T") —= w1 , T =w, The case [fits perfectly].
wi.pos € NOUN, T".pos € VERB O=T0 (perfectly, fits) BSWDI 4 ace

O'.pos € ADV, T" and O’ are adjacent

VE) A (R0 25wy 5 wy F8 IR wi FEAT wo 2 AITEAERAE X2, L
IRAEE BTN Lo B, AR AR P wy 2wy ISR, H FLAKHI2E %2 amod
B dep, NI 4.1 LI P1 B .

N T SERRMATAY P MR OB %, A SOOI HEA Y BRI, 32202 ATl Ppr
AR GOME AR LR S B, Bildn, FE PL A w, HAERAT, wo HAERE
A, I HIR AR L0 S B T 15 Jdm] i o

AR SCIR BT T LI R A A BT (1] R TN X 5 AT BB AL 1 2 A LR B A L
(N TARE AR R AFFAE 30% B0 5 Z2 A B gl , i DA ) A3 5 22008 22 1 B 1
o). BARIME

o LA B PLEE— DRI ET, FRATRFHY A S X WA Bl ) e/ M« GX
A BT — 20 ) e X R R RN SUE . BInEEN] P4 v Bign] “case”
MIEA{RE] “choice” 2333 @A “the case” A1 “an excellent choice”,

o AT DARFEA BB 1R 5 R AL N — B PR R, XA e i el e
HER PR RAFAEB ) PE S A BIINTERI C2 v, (“perfectly”, “fit”) J&—
AR FR BT AR SCET A A 1] “fit perfectly”, I H. (“fit perfectly”, “the
case” ) MR T HTA— LI O FR AT AR OR B 2245 B AR W R 1 K AR

A o] BB RN PERE AR AU 58, ARSCERITSE AT bootstrapping [
FR [149]. FERCBEET, SOVFRRREB SRS I 218 S im0 SR e
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TR IR L UEA T4 R R LM VL . 52 48 bootstrapping (1475 4 R A& B R ATE 18
R A S P PR ], (DA 5 B B NI P A 1 5 B P MR O AR M DA
il I+ HECEERHERZER , bootstrapping HY L3 S Mgl % BT He il . #E 5037053
HHY, T HERE S MMIER, bootstrapping 7 IEAGHIR T I 30%.

4.3.3 wFhE

JUEETHUNPCRE R 5 E R AR &, (R B — DA B R B 3R . %
IELAN I —A 1,

Ordered the k9ballistics Crate Pad and I am [so pleased].

2% 4.1 FRHRNYE A E a2 & ( “so pleased” ,  “Ordered the k9ballistics
Crate Pad”), EIRIXAKRATLAM B SCHHERT R . F52 b, XA FRIA R
fRi, “Ordered the k9ballistics Crate Pad” 2] T ME—Tn]fE “please” HINIS. N
T PIREX R R, RSO TR B 5 248 H R A 45 Fhm] A ) 3 1
TR SCRHIE. SERREEREN, M TETHRINE, RAaA BT 20% 1
B,

BARRUL, A0 U e X B EBUE S )1 s I —MEIER R 2 =
(0,T), 7r3Rast AR p(ylx), y € {1, —1} KW o 2 IR BT 0 R AR

TEMZRBr B, AT TRFE 5 24 MU0 DERC AT 2 A Bt 1) 1 08 R A IR AR A . X6
MEREAR (O0,T), W T # T (1" 32 NP, VP 5 ADIP) i tifeA (O, 17). [A]
XFT (O, T) (Herp O # O) WA BN A SAEAS . FEMHART By, 31175 )
1 s FRETA ) VPRI ADIP AR it v ia] , o HLEORARIZE AN 1] e AT 6 A
H B 1 S S 8 B . FATIZE R I NP AT VP AN B P R - i
Jei AT A A e PP A ) RGP A 36T 52 1) 79 4 2L 8 X SR e B O AR

ARSCBE T — TP R 28 B AR IR A 2640 . SR ZBUEHI IR 27
BAURTE, FATZBMEGAAE TR S &, Wi 2 M4 R 28 50 5 2R 4 E 1Y b
T OCHRHIE . FRATA LI LS, DARTAYARAE AR T A iy 1 W] DASE B i 22
ZEARTURAT AR RE . TERARRIR Z B, A SUEE L—fF 53R . X THT
sHE e = (0,7), HH O = w;,...,w;,T = wy,...,w. HEFDERNL =
Wy, .., Wi, B = witq, ..., wg_1, R = wigq, ..., wee L, RA3HE o WZAEGHD L
X, BROMT ZEMETX . D=wp,..., wym e O T FEMRAEH LY
FEAZ

DT REEI, BB O WAL T 2. fEREsEId, — MR RFR O RELE T ZHi.
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h, h, h, h, h, : h,
CNN CNN CNN CNN CNN biLSTM
4 i T i I
f /[ £/ i £ w,
biLST! blLS M biLST! bILST blLST
? ? T i Wp2 AWM
W, . ke w, Ewm [>/
L (0] B T R D

B 4.1 iikFes) ik BT LA RoF 5 5] 42

A bILSTM X 1~ #4745 , AT EEASRE N R Y R T 8] 115

o PR bILSTM MEIA S FHCAZ T IALE AT DAL AR L =4 1 s MR BE BIRHE .
ﬁTﬁ—iﬁfx%ﬂ%LTiﬁu,ﬁiﬁ%SACMW“W?JLOBTR
ZmR. PA B R, St A &R L5524 H hp € R, CNN i A
Fi wigr, o we—y WA AR JRPERRYE A R DA K BILSTM 1Y% th )2 i . a3
7~ hi,ho, h, by hg FEFRAT LI 6 AR R BRI S M 450 . Ba, N T
Xy BEATHIN, FATEE softmax REL p(yle) = 7 exp{07®(x,y)} TEMABURHE o] &
d(x,y) I,

®(z,y) = aghy + apho + aghp + arhr + aghg,

;H\:EP ar,ao,ap,ar,aRr € R,Q € Rd %*ﬁﬂ%—%iﬁo

N T AP AMRAERAE L, A SGR 22 SCR [196, 199] By J7 SRR A7 A
D G B, BATER B4 LAY B Ia] e A1 6 5 b~ iLSTM #f
Aot , M2 R AR ARG BN hp € RY. R, LRI hp HRA
bR TIERE . FAVAT I AT B ARA MR DR R A 13X R A TR

4.3.4 VPO A

e bR BT 2 MU PC FE A AR B SR T, SRR A 1] T B 5 B
A AR R L Loy ] U IO A PP A 3] o [ PR S o ] R L U ]
DAL A5 Z A B A RO IR, (EUR AP e AR 22 A A 22 1l PR O ds] i 2, e
AW Z AP RO B LA B ], BRI PEAR RS AR PR BRI A
WL HE R F A FEATT R, O T AR Z ) Z AP, ARICEIA
WEARE B B IR o 26k, B R AR BT SCAE B 0 e e R i 2 A e A
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M wjt1, ..., wipe fER—1 CNNf#IA (¢ & 1R 3CH IR/, FESCIR aRA18N
5). TELERFMALZE 2 J5#E softmax sEL (5 4.3.3 i CNN ML), 3%
A — M p(2]0), 2 € {—1,1} TR O B—NERIFMIAM AT BEME. N T3k
BN, FAAOM T30 Fl A I L. 25 ARSI T How € L, AT H
AT B w R IEREAS, e BEHLE SR B R A

AT AR )P 5K ZR 23 S P PR I 0 e, AR SRR T AR T B e
T PRI 20 26, WERBERAETE IR p(2]0) KTFHABIE v, IAFKA]
SRR oA e PP

4.4 JH

441 ¥H

ARSCFESCHR [121] 324584 Amazon 7= i AEZEHETERLZE P BBl P &R, H
AL 1S AR Bk 3300 T3 4 FIE « IEUS 2 BB 1 X R G R L% 4.2,
XL R AW IERL (% 4.1) WJTEREIN . BrA ECFA 2 A 10° 1 B

AN

(e

ST E I, ASSCEEpY45iE, (Cell Phones, Movie and TV, Food, Pet
Supplies) HATHEAN /T FATFEhARHET 1000 AA)FHI A B R, ik
FE 200 MERIRUE, Hax 800 /E MM . BbAh, AT RIZ B B EH TR,
FATFEAEAE USAGE 1581 [86] #EAT555:, ZIERHERE T 8 Fy i Bt 4481
A KR

A SO NLTK [16] #-4 7401 F1534], {4 Standard s * SREGHR AR,
FEFAERS, (1 scikit-learn T HA [139] A1 TensorFlow ° JH T-Hlgss4 > Fik.
108 P A7 S BHOR Y5 T SRR [190]

4.42 gy

RAAGIH T ANGURII R T A SR MR, AR LA
fERGL o2

* Adjacent J23CHR [66] R AY— AR LR HE R GE . B ST 1 A
SRR, SRS RF BRI Y 4 TR BB Rl R R D A R R

3https://github.com/AntNLP/DpinionRelationCorpus
“http://nlp.stanford.edu/software/lex-parser.shtml

https://www.tensorflow.org/
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DU ST N A M S A 5 AR

T A2 e X A BIE FE AT L

Domain #Reviews #Sents #Relations
Cell Phones 34 19.1 6.7
Movie and TV 4.6 47.6 15.3
Food 1.3 7.6 2.5
Pet Supplies 1.2 8.0 2.4
Automotive 1.4 9.5 2.6
Digital Music 0.8 7.3 2.4
Beauty 2.2 6.4 3.8
Toys and Games 2.3 11.7 3.8
Instruments 0.5 13.5 1.4
Office Products 1.2 4.1 2.6
Patio 1.0 8.3 2.0
Baby 0.9 6.5 1.8
Clothing 5.7 29.1 10.2
Sports 33 20.2 7.1
Kindle 3.2 25.0 7.9
All 33 223.9 72.5

4.3 e Ak R a4 AES) R

Lexical Features

(D POS tag sequences of O and T

(2) The length of O and T..

(3 The distance between O and T'.

(4) The word sequence between O and T in s.

(5) POS tags of words between O and T in s.

(6 Words, POS tags of w;_1, wi—a, Wjt1, Wji2.
(7 Words, POS tags of wy_1, Wr_2, Wip1, Wito.
Combined POS tags of O and 7.

Syntactic Features

(9 Does a dependency relation exist between O and T'.
The dependency path between O and T'.

D The length of the dependency path.

* Bootstrapping F I XU HE A [149], X200 P 3¢ A HH B s ot
AT M k. B RO — 2T A, B R0 A B A ) P Ao ]
yINESIBG DR P G SNPGRS T R DA i Dl NI U AVE S

« Pattern 21515 ISR R (4.3.297).

* LROZEZH A, FE54.3.3 M A A diE 2 F R i TS, X LB
AEARIET S LI RE B O 2R 00 2648 [127]. 3R 4.3 FIH 1 iZ 4R [l AR
(o A A4 AE o

* NNUEASCH M2 28 (4.3.3797) . fanihi4EE d 50 128 (Ml hg),
bILSTM f4 i 1 4EJE [l A 128, Ji] [ & MR PR ARTE 0] B AU 4EE )2 300, ] 3
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MRS DS, &R/ Ve (1, 2, 3). SERFTIZR4F ) word2vec ©
R ) & BOATEOLT , FATHER) 7200 bILSTM _EAEA] 5 4~ CNN, iR
WA HASFIIPHr i) 20 2 (“NN” 124 T3 4.4 /PRy “biLSTM + LOBTR”),,
NTSEINGREE, A 6 x 101 (R e A 7 b T IR0 DERL

NN+Pattern 2454 “NN” fl “Pattern” ({4558 (Bf4E).

FTAARE AYde 34RO Rt RATIb

System Phone Movie Food Pet

P R F | P R F|P R F | P R F
Adjacent 386 657 48.6 300 588 39.7 | 314 465 375 284 622 390
Bootstrapping | 44.0  62.9 51.8 269 493 348 | 436 540 48.2 336 577 425
Pattern 69.4" 644 61.1 622" 424 504 | 76.0° 419 54.1 599" 513  55.3"
LR 60.1  64.7 62.4 556  57.0 553 | 655  49.2* 562 476 593" 528

NN

63.4 67.9%  65.6" | 56.8 58.2*  57.5" | 70.5 47.7 56.9" | 514 58.0 54.5

NN+Pattern | 644 70.5 67.3 | 582 599 59.1 | 684 508 583 | 549 582 565

RIERMG 4.4, RATITLMSEI LA FILANEE .

. “Adjacent” fVERCR LI ZE, BB N TIXMME 55 75 B A H — L8 e ki iE
AL
. “Bootstrapping” 7F 4 45k TEREAMIL T “Pattern” . FkAIXF “Bootstrapping”

WS RAAT TR A, DU I AN 1] 2 25 308 I JBA] e SRR 2 Wy, iX
BENEE 520 T TR BE .

. AR “Pattern” UTARAMREIEHR, (HRRmfEE A (“LR”

“NN”) F B FHE s 8 FRRI BASB LT F1 4040 (Br T Pet 4l ) . (UL, J
TR e M B T VR VN RSB 23 S5 W] DATR 25 55 22 IR 10 ) 1 R 2R
XFT Pet 4itn, “Pattern” fy5 ARG HRRAL, K “LR” A1 “NN” [yl 2R
RS L 2, 1 FL ] BETC A2 ) Bl SRR

M ZE R NN FEFTA GUSER L T 4 73 3eds “LR”, R4 M

2% F 8l 2 FRAE RN ARHIE TAR BT RAAE s — et %

- IR AIT “Pattern” FI “NN” BER A AR R Y F1 2040

BNk, ASSONAR A AR IE A 2 M AL 4521 (3R 4.5) , TTRAS-ZI DA

FILAEE.
LB —ATRI =17, FATHE T ARBCE T CNN AURAPERE, “biLSTM+B”

) CNN HH B A (1 O #1 T Z [a) @9 54i]) 5 “biLSTM+OBT” fif

*https://code.google.com/archive/p/word2vec/
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F A5 FRFGEE T a9ER AL

System Phone Movie Food Pet
P R F | P R F |P R F P R F

biLSTM +B 598 695 643 | 547 591 568 | 648 485 555 | 474 572 518
biLSTM +OBT 634 667 653 | 598 582 589 | 68.6 46.8 556 | 562 569 56.5
biLSTM +LOBTR 634 679 656 | 568 582 575 | 665 477 555 | 514 58.0 545
biLSTM +LOBTR+D | 65.5 613 634 | 595 558 57.6 | 69.1 468 558 | 549 577 563
LOBTR 640 653 647 | 575 567 57.1 | 70.6 43.1 535 | 543 577 559
v=0.5 642 647 645 | 562 579 57.0 | 655 455 537 | 61.6 543 577
v =0.8 65.6 661 659 | 61.1 582 59.6 | 67.1 482 56.1 | 58.6 508 544

M 3/~ CNN 435055 B,O, T {EN% A “bILSTM+LOBTR” fififf] 5 /> CNN
(S5 44 FEy “NN”) . FATATARBIFEE A E 21 CNN, PR A
Wit T (Rl A ) o B2, R ERRHEF R T 2 1Y P m ik e
(“biLSTM+LOBTR+D”).,

2. 15 5 AT, FNIZAEA TR bILSTM R[] 5 4~ CNN, A3l
“biLSTM+LOBTR” A4Sk 7 —LE:fE. [, biLSTM HR < i i MO 1
HAXHZAT S A T .

3. FAERSG AT I T P 20 AR SE R o v 2 2t AR A BI(E. 24
v = 0.8 I, ZPRAFIIESH R PP iRl ] LASE = PR RE , HA22Y v = 0.5 I, MR
W E 2 K Hollat . FeNTIE—2 /R v = 0.8 I, “NN” Al “LR” J5ikiH)
precision-recall i, LI 4.2. TS FRE T DAHE] S pAT ARG
i), LN “not even enough”, “became extremely hot”, “*just* enough”, “arrived
damaged” , “looks cool n cute”, FH 1 %52 Wt A Bt 1 7 il di b 50 A
VPO, LT AR A R

4.4.3 USAGE &R gt

R TR B AT IO, AR SCHFE USAGE EARLE VP4 T 42 s
M, gER L 4.6, 8 T FHETE AR BRI, A SO F USAGE ) 8 A~/ i fE Amazon
B P ARSI EE R G2 ok B STk [72, 861, 2 H HiTE %84k
R RS

FAOHRYN], FEAAMFEMERER (“gold”) 7, ARG S Z
A B AR RLAR L, ATDARIS 22 AR Z R . i A A/ SRR & ARG, 38
7 % R 3 B B 25 R 1 — AN L PR 1T e 2 USAGE FIFRATT B4 2 8] g i v )
R B, FOIASIERITFRHA AN TS, SR USAGE £5631 BUARTE N

TRCW A RGBT LA IR A LA ESTR [72] T, SEMEAY B0 50%, PR F1 M0 67%.
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0.9r
0.81
c 0.7r
=]
o
a 0.6
0.5r

0.4r[ _ NN(y=0.8)
— LR(y=0.8)

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

0.9r

0.8r
c 0.7r
o

2
a 0.6-

0.5r

04— NN(y=0.8)
— LR(y=0.8)

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
Recall Recall

4.2 Precision-recall Wy 4%, (v =0.8) .

3% 4.6 USAGE &4 & Loy sk

Systems P R F

Klinger et al. [86] - - 65.0
Jebbaraetal. [72] 87.0 75.0 81.0
Pattern 514 20.7 29.5
LR (end-to-end) 49.5 27.8 35.6
NN (end-to-end) 43.3 40.1 41.6
LR (gold) 89.1 479 623
NN (gold) 814 62.8 709

MRS . HH USAGE HifefE (“love”, “it”) EAERIBRE. FATIEAT AEEE],
e B R W AT R TR S R 5

4.4.4 BT

5, AN SO (8 ) 1 56 R AT — LU R A . ARSI B, 6T
B, ROTRIIEeHE e S5 E T AYIRE &, XOERIME
MERFE s B S PHE A IEIR XK. fBildn, “Also said repeatedly how Tojo was
[loyal to Emperor Hirohito]” , “loyal” iXAMaA Fnim Xz, BB
THIIL . PPHEERIELERE “repeatedly” 3XANi], X HLARAE I A SCE SR B
P O R R FRIE . AT RITEASR TAEP S AE 285 S AT 588 1 X R K
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BRUORAE D BERRF O .

4.5 X4,

ARFEWTIE T RS T IO 5 ) P 5 R AT 55« A SCR SRR B ok
TN LA 2 Uk e R TE S o AR AT — Al M R &, AR5 B I AR 3 1Y
P 5 AR NG AR 285 73S o D 17 4 H 1 3 17 R UL 5 R P O], AR
SCE PRI 288 HI R A B 2 PRIl 5 e M S A O AR A R
PO, ARSCHTEARTE 7 U B PSR AR R, M AE S e N A T i A e, DA
D KRN TARERA . 7E Amazon FELHERIEE BSR4 UL T il
TERA RN
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BT AL TR ME N5 T £
P B

HTEE E BN Bl AR S S R BT 55 EATHR T, A TAEM “Bk
G 1 A BER SR R RSP S5 AT IR . AT RIS AR, AR 1 —Fh
B BT e NS N R OT YR R A > 7 e AR SCiR NSRRI 17—
Mz R pR AR, HLAT AR AT RO R R SE A R R B R R . A
SCEEIL T AR A SRR e e R 4, HAE R R b KU fe M2 0535
ACEO5 FINYT Hdlude ERYSEIREARRI, EIRGPUT S b, A SCH R al
NIEES S SRIDEE S

51 515

R SEAACR 9 A0 R AL SCAS FP A BUES F AL IR 28— 2 . H H A2 iR %l
ARASG (SLR) BYSCA 7 BebA SO B850 BeZ Tl SR & (R &) . Bl
TE N TH AT

[Associated Press]gre [Writer|peg [Patrick McDowell|peg in [Kuwait City]gpe.

“Associate Press” fE— ML (0RG), “writer” B— AR (PER), B
ASRZ I AA MG X T (ORG-AFF).

PR LRSI S AR ERY T YA J2 B P AN BT K R AR RN S 2 A
BT KRR BE N, AR50 IS TR (SEUAEZ AN ¢ R ) . ki
ITEEA RiEE, HCAXE TS ARG, AT ARE AT A SR B AR A T 2
AR T R AR . (HIC R ¥R 200 T MR (R A2 L. Bildn, SEAsiz
A TR AL A A KRR, B, WRPIAS SR Z [ f77E ORG-AFF
KA, WAL E R ORG JEY, 55— ANSLfRwhE 2 AFF 8, BTk
LTI IRARMERT IR IR (5 B . ATEE TR B, IR A U A G — R HEZ R
PSRRI R, m] ARSI S5 BT i e 2 2 [ 4 o tlefil . FEAE TARE,
RSO TE B AT I T YA AR DRSS S R UL 55

— AR R G ) TR RN SR8, 128]. HE, LM ABAR
RPN SZ R, i ) DAL S — B ARl sl ) B2 RS . XA ik
F DL 2 P A AR T AR SE AR AL, AR BERT R A S BUACAT ] p) PR A
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heavy interaction
. I 1
entity et jointdecoder ®
model ; o, /

- -
-

SO .
ylightinteraction
—-i\ entity decoder -—G\ relation decoder *-—

parameters
lati no interaction
relation { . Y . 3
e l-—c
model | entity decoder  relation decoder O

5.1 BRG ARk A dhIAg 7 X

shared F]

BT ISR R G A % A 0 TR, R N A R, T
B Ay i HH AR 2 TR SEE R AN BERE B Se A o BN, SEARBER B O R ARTE
RO, 5 AR R AR AU LS8, O 7 b2 i TR A
W Ae Z RIS H., — LA IR IR I A B SRR g I PR BB A S A o R il BT 55
[80, 102,221, 228], FERXFMEOLT, 75 LA A AR IA R RS HR PRI A TR Y
BRI PARIE LA X A-PARE R S RCH, S EBRARIERERE.

TEATE TARA, ARSCR M T S0 ¢ A B Be & KU/ ME 2R (Minimum
Risk Training, MRT) [137, 171] J5ik. ‘BT —Fhie BT SR NGRS AR
R AL B ACH,, [A]HFANSE Mi SEARBIZ A S AR AR AL ) E B . R5E
W x MR R A(Y,y), IR BT & TR Y S SR y Z A2
5. MRT Hin2&H— N aRRM M Pyx) , WEEBRR EsopenA®Y,Yy) &
/Ne S BRI A RS AR L, BT MRT BYBYEAL 285 I AR SEA 3¢ Rl Ut
M E, TEHRECR G TR g (& 5.1).

AR B A MRT 4 S

* BT MRT 07 AR — LU B R AT A 4 Jm )10l 2k s &, 1)
UWNF 8. Sl R EOAUAAE TR R AL R BRI R R R, HEANAE P8 b
HH ] 5 1 A K2 AR RS . MIRT W] DAYEI ZRad A i 3R B 2 B A TR AR L
FEAE I B S A DT PP a1

o B TP LATE IR KB AL, ASCEZARTE R MRT i 72 B Ml
IR R AL, H Bl I R RO BT MRT SRR Bl e H
i, PR R 2 i 4 Jap i R H A — e s LA R R &, AT R [ 3y
T 515 T DAE— S AR B B A i B0 48 2% R BCHEA T AU, AN TS 21 B
HPERE -

ZHIH MRT G856 T B S5, FEAnpLas @i [60, 169]. fEHRGHIEUE S+,
SN K A H A H R R B, Anfer L 8 A BRI 4 K B ROR S
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SRR PERE, B S A A M) ) S PR 458 2% R BOR 3 iy K SR B2 A 1
BE, WA MRT By—A> K ) .

AR A EET R AL, Al DA TGS MRT 37125 AT
SRR TR R 2% (RNN), 7R B A i 1P 2R 2% (CNN).
£ ACEOS I NYT %fflafk b, FA1EWIBY RNN+CNN 5H (5T AR A BT 4
2R, I S MRT 5, ASCHRERY RERS BUSf iF 1P RE -

Zi ERnd, ASCH) RIS

o WTECA MR ARMPULSS , - — Bl KU e MBI ZRIR G2 2] 05 2

o SEE A ] B P Al o 2 ) 45 ORISR AR M 2, I FLAT DATEAR 2
U R 9 MRT 5803

C AEFASCRSE (ACEOS FINYT) L HUSAF 45 5.

5.2 HIGLIE

HE—NAIT, BT RUKEITAN SR R R MIAR G E o — B REAR
AT se i, AR R R ISR R AR [29, 107, 130] FIWTsEIR 2 [ A7
TEMIRFR . RXRITTES TG A RS IR R 2 D S5, RA R R
Moo B2, BN REE 2 AR AR A A AR T R I T XA
IR Z T T A Al R

SR A2~ 7 IR () BRI 2 SR S, BN, AESCHR [128] v, SEARREZ
T ST AT RNN P AR, o R ] RNN FEARA A A LAl Uy
AEFFII KRR, I HAF SRR B SAE RE (B3 22800) . A SCH)
FERHHNU L S AT ML, DXAIHE T ¢ S i CNN fE g RF AL . STk
[81] AR AL e R A

N T B ARR LR AR A R O AR R A Z RN A2 H., FFT A DR T —2E
RO ek, BIan, SCHR [80] $ih 17— M T CRF AL, FEARASAIE AT
TSR RRZS , [R]INF0 W0 B Bl Y, SR S R SR A R K R, R
JE R P 5 0 e P R 22 8 S PR 2 . TN B R AT A B O AR AR . STk [228]
FLRRE R AR S 2 AR th AR . BN R A, e
AR BT VR B, BIANSCHER [228] P I AR SR AN BE AL B H BRAE
ZAREFHIENR . FH—I5m, SCHR [102] 21 T —FhEE TR AR R SRR
Ko SCHR [221] WFFE 4 R — AL R R G A, BT R A Z BRI, - H.
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B2, (AR MEEA R AR . EXEASGIAMRT, Eg—1 8
LI UL SE S R

DU/ MEI G —Fhep STHESE BT AL BEHA AR RN R AR A (1P
R M LSS R ) [52, 137, 171], ©RIIM T2 NLP L5, S
[60, 169] 5 MRT [ T (MiZ2) MLas@lise: SCk [198] f2ih T —Fh B LiL F 43
WA U2y CCG fgtirds s STHR [7] B MRT IR T SCAH 24T 55 X
Yfgi A MRT R 2 B TARRAR T BAMESF, B A S AR P A T1E
55 o FEMRE2A ] SR ERTE MRT Q] B R AR TARMIBE S A

IJe, K MRT BERFEIERMLT 584> (RL) R SRIEAR 5 [177].
AT Z NLP TAERH T MRT 9848, B R RLIES A, HFHAE T
AFERISER, IS5 R 58 [101] AIALASEN I (13510 AR = > 1 2% ek K0t A8
R ZA ] (1, 153] R

5.3 TP R MEDIZR 5 IR L 1 5¢ Z I & ¢

5.3.1 fE55EX

AN SCE SR G SR R R MBUE 55 BT Z BTy AR [128]. @M AT s =
Wiy wy (wi o NEE), AR AR LS EM—HRAREA R, —
MK e € & @A SLRRAR BRI FS] (A4 (PER) . AHZWLH (ORG) ) .
Te FORTREM LM RBEES . — P RARRE D =IC (61, €2,1), er Al ex ZPIA5E
7, RIS ZAIE SRR (HIHSNIE K Z (ORG-AFF) ). 7, £l fE
SRR

TEA SO AU & (18] 5.2) H, ARSCR SR P A i AE 55 (5.3.2
), RFRARMI R > RALS5 (533 797) 0 RWMESF MBS S S HOF A
%o FLARIIIHR G2~  FIAAN R [81, 128, 221, ARSCHER ARG A 1 /A
Brillgk. B TRk, e TGRSR A 2R (5.3.4795),

5.32 RPN

KT FRAF s RS, ARSCRA] BILOU ARZST 5 N AE—AN AR w; 43 it —
MR%E st EBUMEAESES {(B, #), (I, %), (L, %),0,(U,x)} 1, H B, I, LAIO0K
INEARIIFAG . NER. FERFISNE. U FTRBEA RIS« € Te FoR AL
PRI, fin, X+ A% 5%k (PER) “Patrick McDowell”, FA1'Ff (B, PER) 73 BC4s
“Patrick”, #f (L, PER) 4}fiC4s “McDowell”, Z5E i AR s, SEABALME 1 5L
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*ﬂ_iﬁ t= 2517 s 7t|s| %gfﬁmﬁﬂ—‘% i: = 517 s 7£|s|0

ARSI bILSTM[63] + softmax FRACHF SR AL ST . A AR OE 4,
Rl LSTM M s BT IGUCEE S S AT 00 B ¢ f0M5 L, S8 SRR h. 0, )5
[ LSTM M s (45 RIS i 8 @ iR B

h; = LSTM(x;, h;_1:6), h; = LSTM(x;, h,1: 6).

X; 52 w; [HTEFER, BEHNY. xi =w,d¢ (@ 2EPHEEE), Hfw, 2
TR CREFiAMEE W ). ¢ 2w METFEHFNER, Bl HRH L MW %
153, BRI W 2517 g A2 ] w; X771, B e; = CNN(char(w;); 6.)

AT I AR fi, A SRR WAL ) B2 ) EPEE hy = Hz @Bi, FHAE h; b A
JI softmax pRECLATSE] ¢, B IS ER 201 o

Pun(t]s;05) = Softmax(Wp - h), (5.1)

H 0p = {W,,0.,0,0, Wy} BIRBRIGSE. B AT s RESRRF
B t, SR BRI ZE H AR R IME Lo

Isl

1 R
Len(Op) = —m Zlog Po(t; = ti|s;0R).
i=1

5.3.3 RE

U E— AT, NSEHRRZ i) DA B SSAR G BOARAE 41 €, SRS AT AR
WA TN SC ey &0 FoAT I € B SCOARRTIA R 2 R . 2 BRI H
R AN SR e R L € Ty, 2 il R BEA R = {(er, e2,))|er, €0 €
E.er # eal € Tr}e T FBAL, A SCHIIBT AR AU HAE, B 26 T 554k
e1, es T TR RRAE R 6 T S20RRT (e1, ea) 1L SCHOARFAE .

« NTHE ex, e PHIBCRIRIAFIE , ASCRE PTG E 2% . DA e 0, X
T er YRS BLIE], A SO e A SEAB A w; 1) BILSTM )2 ) & R
JG, ASCRZIE)Z R S5 ¢ AUE R HFREE one-hot [l EPFEEER . ANTCE
WAEFFA & {h; @ vilw; € e1} FizafT CNN (B2 R RKILZ) N e
P ARFAE o] & fe, o FRIRERY T, ASSCHI 93 Ab—1> CNN T DATRE £,

© XFF IR (e1, e2) BYETRSCRAIE, ASCHIL I 1 T eo 2Z 8] Y B IR RFAIL

' AR 2R T bILSTM-CRF [68] AT /R SeARERY , (ER M SCI S5 BB H A SRR LR T
*FATAN NONE X RRBAEES T, .
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Joint Learning with MRT

global loss

mrt

+

h; v; local losses

[
‘Cent ar Lrel :: T
9 @0 09 @8 @9 —EF A ;
T PGy T
tags (t) | B-PER | L-PER * KN
1

ﬁ Golalh 77 SN

fore  fo,  fmiddle  feo  fright faist

<—D<— ‘ 4 4 t
— L1 ENIRETIRERE ‘ ‘
I t

=L
I tr ot ot
N U

Patrick McDowell in Kuwait City

(& 5.2 BRA FAR K ARG R 4525 H)

(fmigate )« ZEXFBATAERAE (fier) « AT A BATRAFAE (figne) 153 ZAVERIE 7] &
YT fniadie s, FRATFE e1 Fl eo Z B EATH] Fi54T CNNo KT fien FT figne, A83C
ffi /]l “LSTM-Minus” J5¥4 [189, 2217, &I (e1, e2) BYZ2ill R S@MALE O
B i, SRJE fien = 0y @ (ho —hupr)o MU, A1 (er, e0) A7 B SURMALE
Jjtols| =1, AR5 fign = (h|s| 1= h‘—1) jo ASCAF A one-hot FRIE [F] 7 faise
FoRA)TH e Tl e IEEESE B

FF f61 ) 62 9 fmlddlen fleft7 right ﬂ:ﬂ fdlst %ﬁﬁ?ﬁjﬂ*/\mi fel eg © ﬁﬁ)ﬁ%”}zﬂg
J2 USR] T 56 RBTIARES | IS IM -

P (l|s, €1, e;0r) = Softmax(W, - ReLU(W; - £, .,)),

;H\:I:F‘ BR - {061: 0629 Omiddlea W17W2} %%%*ﬁﬂﬁgi&%%& (ﬂ:‘ni{j:*ﬁﬂﬁg;j\:‘g%ﬁ
PN ) o

HEMANT s, RABARGUIGEH bre /M

10gPre1( Zl\S 61762,01%)

Eul®r) == 2 =S FcEsy
e1,e0€€
e17#es

FoARIESEARRT (€1, e2) IESEAREE | ] AMBRIERS 152
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5.3.4 WA S I/ MEDI 2

H T A S TR 6 BB, — A R AL H AR RS £ =
Lent + Ereh I_EALJ\_/\ %ﬁ‘ﬁ%@uﬂfé‘ﬁ”éﬁr 15 &1[]1/Aj‘7 L /\7\5—‘@:'] “)%%B”
AR R %R, RTE T

L Lene M Lot FZ VTR EBAIIR BRI B BRI Lone 22T RTEREAAR
5t BIERRPEA BT 2R Hets (AR m F 2040 o

2. LA X AR A R B RR B 55— I HIAE R RO SEARRIAA
KABRP R R AEE I E SRR, IS AR R 5 2S5 K R
RORIL SR, A E R ACE,, HH A 5 B R AR i 4

A SCHERS AR B | A KU/ IME I ZRIESE . 5 000 SRt e B 1L, 106
£ MRT S04k 4 R B 26 HEAE SR AR RD B9 5 2R FRAT B (4R (L o S5 e, T
WUFROARGE Y, A SO e R e,

y 2 (&, R) FRBELMIMIFEMAEEIE. v 2 (E,R) FrEAHIA M H
He V(s) BEAAT s FrAT RS Y. (v,5€ V(). & REAMEEN

P(§|s;0) = P(£|s; 05)P(R]s,&; 0r)
— H-Pent t |S GE H Prel l|S 61,62,03)

e1, eacé
e1#es

Hir 0 =00z 2BRAHRALNS L
MRT ) Hbr @i/ MEPL R 2 H K (XZRE ),
Ejp(ls0)A Z P(yls; Y, ¥),

yeY(s)
(5.2)

Hrr Ay, y) fiik y W1y 2R
FEARSCHRR T, R REL Ay, y) 2R IR ATAERER BN R

L ST A, y), A0 AT TR S AL RE F 400 % S A RE F 45
B, A ETRN Fa(€,€), Fra(R,R). S TAFEIHN AR IR, FelTHA
I HIF—LB] O Fl 1 208, BIHH 1 — Feu(E,E) A1 1 — Fra(R, R) VEH5E
PRI BB, R F 0800 A MM S TET F A0 1 4 e ik
VERE, FEELEAI ALK HAR—2L
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2. HAERLS R MRT A [169, 198], ARSCHERR G BT 55 oA P10
KRR EESAERR A MRT AR P AMES5 (35 5k, Sz ] DARYE ¢ R
R 30 S T A B S A () PR JEE , - L 5 AR ARt W] AT S Al St R 1Y
AERERE . FEIXHL, ASCE Ay 2ok LRk .

) T ;
AE+R<y7 Y) =1- §[Fent(575) + Frel(Ra R)]

HNTMH Aprr, BATESEEFHEZEET AG,y) WIBERTE, e l%E
E‘/I\*ﬁﬁgﬁgj:ﬁgiy EI] AE<§77 y) =1- ent(575> %n AR(yv y) =1- rel(R7 R)"

3. B TN LHIE R R R AL, A SCE— R RIS MRT B 5 ] DA H 227
IR A Bk, ESCT(y) MG hap ] BIRHR s A. AR
I'(y), B AZ] MRT 5 H AR & R E— 2058 A(y,y), HHEORAE )5
R, TEeE y T E (AEAER) DTFHAR&EL y € Y\{y},

min . Z P(y|s; 0 ) +0(y) +¢
yeY(s)
st. T(y")—T(y) >1-¢ £>0, (5.3)

Hopy* = argmingey () [(y). FEXH, ARCHHAME DY) =1 — P(y]s; 0) °,
HE LR H AR R ECh

> P(315:0) (A(y,y) — P(3ls; )
YEYV(s)
+[1 = P(yls;0) + P(y'|s; 0)] (5:4)

Hdr [u]; = max(u, 0) 42 hinge $1 5 K%K .

DA ISR INMER, A V(s) FUR/NRAR R BT, SEBnrb, AR LAE
TLRAE AR T4E V' (s) RIEPAK 5.2, BRI, ASCH Soil i iRYuR
I Pont RIFE—ADILMARETFH) €, NIMAFE]—DLRES 0. BEFHETRA
W SE R AT AR BT et e 28, FRATT AT DA BRAM s 5¢ 28 A R BB R 70 A
B FORAE U, NIMAREIRALA R . FIK 515 7ORFEE AR AU °. FESE
b, A TREA ST AR, FURKESCARI, X ARG MER Rk
HIPRZE CRX R R IEATREE) o

P REF AR D (F) HIPFF R AR FATAR I T AE.
N TIHCRAER, AU SIS T P e-greedy SER: ¢ DA 0.9 MMM Pone SRR, DA 0.1 HOBESRIG ST RAE.
SHEE AR O(K|s|), SHRBE Sy K) MR [221].
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S 5.1 RFFFIA
A SEBRSE 0, KRB Or, MANT s, REKNK
$ili: V(s) 19 T4 V' (s)

1 Y'(s) — {(€,R)}

2. while |)'(s)| < K do

3: 141

4 while i < |s| do

5: PA 0.9 MR, SRAFE t] ~ Pen(:]s;0)
6: PA 0.1 FAIEAR, 225 RAE: ¢
7: 11+ 1

8: end while

9: S’<—t’:t’1,t’2,~-~,t’s‘

10: R + 0

11: forel,egeé’,el#eg do

12: %*ﬂé U~ rel('|57€1762;0R)
13: R FR/U{<61,€2,1/)}

14: end for

15: V'(s) < V(s)U{(&,R)}

16: end while

W RFER TR V' (s) B, FRATEBHEIT T2 5 MRT 1) H AR R4
Lan(0) = D QFs:0,1,0)A®F,Y), (5.5)
yeV'(s)

Hr Q(yls; 0, . o) AR P(y]s; 0) FEES V' (s) LRIk,

Q(I]s; 0, p1, @) = £[P(Els, 00)" P(R|s, &, Or)' ]
Z= Y [P(£s,0p)"P(Rs,E 0r)
(E"REY!(s)
HESE o 5 Q A ATIIIRBRREE [137]0 p P SERBEALRI S RIATE Q I E
2.
AN MRT 20, 2SRRI IATHIZ, KI5 MRT 47

R FEXAEOLT , RG] 11 P(Y]s, 6), AT LA MRT, £
W4 RA—A i P [221]. B, FATIA MRT @&—A RIFR RG22 I HE

2}
2

5.3.5 BRI

T N GRIBE AR, AR SR 48 H AR £ B ZRBisy (B IMb R0
SRERER) RTI4TN A RO B 2 BB £ + Lo X5 2 B0 TAE
R MRT 5 26K 6], fA1ES I BERRAL Lo ARSI AMA L 208
BN RE .
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TETTNZRIGT BUN | AR SCFE SRR o il P SREME R A [12, 1281 BAHLAE ] dropout
PEATIE ML I ] Adadelta fEfb s [216]. ASCRE SR URSEVERRARAY e ] E R0
RN ZRAE RN, PRk thAE B b S b FUA e o SR i O PE RE RS EA 7 I 3. AT
SEAEAE R 2 i o R FHE O PERE , PRAS SCGE I ¢ R RS R IEFAAL . BEAL, i
A DA [ s 25 S S AT A 5 28 i1 B ) 1 B P DR e S A AR R, FRATREAE AR R 1Y
TAE RIS R e R

Bk g

ARICAESLEE H MRT HbRr96 EER 4 Sl B (2230 5.5). SCHk [169, 198] 45 i
RLIHET o (HAF—4RAE, MRT 15158 BB A 0] 7 AR AN BE R F ARAS R0

5.3.6 MRT H#bxreh

76

B b, M ERBES V' (s), LR E RS TR A TR
> seyis) P(¥]s:0)*Aly,y) , G(0)
0, ! 2 ,
g)Qy'S Ay = Yy PO ls:0)* Z(6)
ST G(O) BRI R
VoG(O)=a > P(31s:0)" ' VoP(¥ls; 0)A[F.Y)
y s
o VoP(y|s; 0)
- A—A ,Y).
2 PGlsio) Y
3k Z(0) BRI R
VoZ(0)=a > P(y'|s;0)* ' VeP(y'|s; 6)
y*€Y'(s)
_ o VeP(y'|s:0)
2 YO
A, A
G P<y|s 0  VeP(y|s;0) .
—— _ A ’
Z= " 2 T Pyl Pase) Y
z_. (y|s, 6)"  VoP(ils:0)
4 yeV'(s) Zy*Ey’(s) P<y*|s;0)a P(y|870)
RRARUE RIS,
G-Z-G-Z G G 7 o 7'
VoLn(s; 6, )= 77 =777 7—£mn‘7
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TSR AKE
Modules Setting

Embeddings - dim(w;) = 100, initialized with
Glove vectors [142]
- dim(¢;) = dim(char embedding) = 50
the window sizes of CNN (6,.) are 2 and 3

NN -dim(h;) = 128
-dim(f,, ) = dim(f.,) = dim(figgre) = 50
- the window sizes of CNNs (0., , 0.,) are 2 and 3
- training epochs: 1000 (ACEOS), 50 (NYT)
- Adadelta: gradient clipping with max norm 1
- batch size: 100
- dropout rate: 0.5

MRT -without I': p = 1.0, = 0.0001, K =3
-with: p=1.0,a=1,K =2
- training epochs: 25 (ACEO05), 10 (NYT)

V9P6”5§ 9)

Piils0) |2E:Y) ~ Lan(s:0,0)])

= aEyq(s1s:0,0)

54 9

54.1 X8

ATCAE NYT Bfla el ACE0S dadle EiPAhiA SCH I RUHEZL . A ¢ NYT A
ACEO5 s A I Il 2% 2.3.3 3. ASCRF 2118 ACEOS B4Ry 45

%S5 ANH TR SO E . G MRT H5IA TS p, o, K, A
S g IR PR E T IX S S A IR Ah, ATEA T IZ R B E S 7
U, AR SCHE ACEOS MINYT sl AR R, A @A R Bt BT ZAL

ARSCPPH R R R (P). IR (R) MF 204 BARINE, R
SR e PZEBUNISG RS2 1A Y, Dt S 0A e 2 IR, WEREHCR r 1Y
e1, €2, L R IEHAM, Wik i R AR r 2 1ERRA (EIRSHA LT ) .

5.4.2 {f ACEO0S5 %iiidE Libsh

FATE FehH R th A 5 B R SR R R IR AT (52) . B
K, ARICHIMAE MR (NN) BARSERYTES Sy ZE6H MRT 5, FIPLER
GFRIRIRIAR L, SR BRI R B PERE S AT T A/ DRYERTT . (ERERRE,
AR SO S G AR TR 5 B0, Al A e A o AT Tl BT IR S
R [221] FPESIARARHE, (HECA R R = . JEAh, FROTIEA AT P44
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% 5.2 f£ ACEO05 EagmiX 2 R

Model Entity Relation
P R F |P R F

L&J[2014] 852 769 80.8 | 654 39.8 495
M&B [2016] | 829 83.9 834|572 540 556
Zhang [2017] | - - 83.5 | - - 57.5
K&C[2017] | 84.0 81.3 82.6|555 51.8 53.6
NN 84.0 829 834|595 563 57.8
MRT 839 832 836|649 551 59.6

 FEHBILZS RN ARG (SCH [81, 128] FINN), NN #ERUIIG iR b2

Ho —AHBERY R PR AR SC AT YR Ao TR h S50A 870485 “RNN + CNN”
ZREER . A, BRI B R R RN A T L S R
ZALSF IR B . FRATHERR 5.3 WA TR R IR PERE .

* SRMERE IR GRS RS [221] #HEHE, MRT 2550k 7 K AR

HEESR . BATI ek nT g8k § MRT BRI & FHANIRK: i R5%
O R T RS A Z MM EAE R, B RAS B RS R R, (R
A& MRT 46T F 1545, 1 SCHR [221] OARPRZE MR R . XT3k [102] A
PR ARRIS RS, BANEMSCRIR T RIEE T A MG, HETEARRK
LA, RHAES R RHE TAEE 5 il 22 0 26 B B BRI, 2R )5 TR ST A
MRT (225, X2 EENArn TAE.

HTR, ARSOPAE A A R B BOHURFE T IR R & MRT, 0 5.3.4 35

w, AN, y) HZATTE (Aper, Ap, Ap) MAZA TR RE T £ SARHITL
iR T e e RS ERPERE. BATR A =46,

1. Ar, Apir B F80ET Ap FINN. BHIt, 7E Ay, y) P EXEBKAT

KAFMB FATINRTTH EEFE AR BRI R BT RE S KR
ISR, O S R TR R R i R R ARG

2. Ap BAFAERSEAHBINERE, X EWE LIRS LR A . 725

JERAMR Apyr 2, EARTEREMSA TR, — T RERY SR P2 AT TR
PEFERIS A I R ZR TRy, AT BEA e B A A SRR RE A AL . [
NRAMPEREEHAE 57% Zifr, BRSO, ML rTEREE H7E 83% 22
£, HEBRE.

3. BahE I MBUR R A B e AR rERE , (EAUOE T A L 2 i

A BREC ORIEPEAS TR bR & B i) AR X AT AUE I I8 1 25 A 5B 30 R iR AR
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ROSIFAXRAXRB T ayieR 45

Relation Type | Model | P R F
M&B [2016] | 36.3 552 43.8
ART K&C[2017] | 43.1 61.1 505
(146) NN 51.6 445 478
MRT 59.2 418 49.0
M&B[2016] | 56.0 53.8 54.8
V\I;I’_\Ig{'E K&C[2017] | 52.0 53.8 528
(175) NN 572 49.7 532
MRT 59.9 52.0 55.7
M&B [2016] | 67.1 67.1 67.1
PER-SOC K&C [2017] | 65.7 64.8 652
(73) NN 76.5 71.2 73.8
MRT 773 699 734
M&B [2016] | 48.9 51.3 50.0
PHYS K&C [2017] | 38.8 42.6 40.6
(278) NN 458 489 473
MRT 50.0 42.8 46.1
M&B[2016] | 41.4 64.0 50.2
GEN-AFF K&C[2017] | 48.4 51.6 50.0
(99) NN 56.1 374 449
MRT 60.9 394 479
M&B [2016] | 69.2 704 69.7
ORG-AFF K&C [2017] | 70.6 70.0 70.3
(354) NN 72.1 723 722
MRT 78.0 70.1 73.8

% 5.4 RRMK &4 A R R KA = F MRT #4925 %

Settings | F of Entity | F of Relation
AE 83.8 +0.4 579 +0.1
Default AR 835 +0.1 589 +1.1
sampling 2 E+E 83.6 102 59.0 112
Png p 83.6 102 58.3 o5
'+ Agir 83.6 102 59.6 . g
AE 83.7 +0.3 57.4 0.4
Only AR 83.5 +0.1 59.1 +13
sampling Ap, r 83.6 492 57.9 104
entity I 83.6 +0.2 58.7 +0.9
T + AE—i—R 83.3 -0.1 59.2 +1.4
#55Ap 42 AR 89 MRT % %
Settings F of Entity F of Relation o m
AE+R 83.6 +0.2 59.0 +1.2 le—4 1.0
Ag 83.6 402 58.6 103 le—=5 1.0
Ap 83.4 100 58.8 110 le—5 0.5
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o7 EE e Em e,

E R E R E R E R E R E R

82.1I ] ] ] ] ] I_53.2

clgelinenclom-

82.1 - 53.2

—

PRy

H m ]

82.1 - 53.2

M

culnenEIEIE N §

- |

82.1 - 53.2

N

ST P TEY
|

82.1 - 53.2

I :

Sl DY BB BB
[ ]

82.1 - 53.2

= Y BB E

82.1 - 53.2

o

i m B I l-m .

B 53 AiirfE ER A TRE 89 Q 5% MRT a94 R
HEWREMEES, BUS T SIFR L a1 .

KT REEIE, AL 5.1 B— AL, EXF LRI TREE, HAX R
FAHATREE (K54 WRETAT) . SEOAREEIRMIEL, ERAMURYSLAEH 5]
PERE, (HIHAE R A MBI A 250, BARINE, 16 A, y) AL
K, W Ap, Apyr), SMRRBGRAEAMPI . XATHERIA, AT RA#MK,
TR E R, NETERAGERME T LA, 55—, H3hE 1
PR BRI B PERERS SR YA KBRS AT BA T HBE AR R LR A0 5%
PRI A R AR

F=, AHAER 5.3 K 5.4 RRYEIEEM ] Apr 2B MRT S0 0
(CHAB B E R AR PIRER) . FATEI, X T X AR S, SRR ¢ R
RAER 2 SEB XA MEREM S ECE AT 2R AR SR IERE, K2 IRK.
B, ARIATOGE T A AR IEE R A TR, IR AR 2wl g 5
RAHGIERE. XFT a Ml (185.3), FRATESEIAE ACEOS $idiidk I, AT s )
THAFA/ N o (EREFERBIN Q 72045), Flp (BRE Q BTSRRI ok
REM) . KFHEARINK (K 54), 722 5 6 JERHIN, HiH KR, 1%
AWM ERE . T REE TN A &, TS A TG (AT
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82.00 : : : 54.40
Entity
81.75 || —_Relation . 153.85

-153.30

81.25 /\/\ 52.75

81.00 n . . 52.20
2 3 4 5 6

Sample size (K)

F1 score
©
=
0
=)

54 e I FRAFR ) KMRT a9 R

— MRT

70+ — NN

60

@ 50

F1 score

40

301

1 2 3 4 5 =6
(338) (250) (144) (112) (71) (210)

dictance hetween entitv naire

5.5 K& EARTIE & B ACEQS # 8 £ ah4s £

ASEBl K =5 KM K =218 2 f%), BrARATBERE MY K

S5, 5551 H T NN FTMRT AT s S5 (400 Z R AS [F] BE B ) 1 RE - 3%
A BAEIERISET 2 BF MRT 19 ¢ R AHUEREIL T NN X B IRE RS R 7900 F
B R R PRt RfE R, (H e B AR BE B M. R, 40 MRT
A MRS EE W] B — MEA Bl S 7 1]

I, ASSCH H MRT BAUH NN B 45 0R . A S0E TS
“[entity span] gxr-ryppREL-TvPE_REL-1D] Fe/N LK (“entity span”) [ZRALE ENT-TYPE,
MR SR Z ARG T HEfP 6 R REL-TYPE, ARAP 324K REL-ID @Al R . Xf
TAEGI ST, NN R 524K “[kennedy airport] eac” , {H/2& MRT 3547 I U5 2
“kennedy”. X T#:9] 82, MRT JH 51| T S24K “[aol] ore”, 1HJ2 NN A B . X
AT TR X BB SR P R AR B T AR, (H2 MRT 285 03
AT R R ISR . X THE] S3, MRT I T 54K “[our] ore” FIZEAE “[founder]
pen” IR ZR ORG-AFF , fH@ NN A BN KRR, REWDEECLEH
BIER . XTHEBI S4, MRT BA I PHYS &, KT NN IEFHH S T I KR .
SVACEDE, MRT HI NN £ H#EA KBRS O, X TR X RER LA T
i .
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S1 first an update on a long running air safety investigation a year and a half near an [airline]ygy
crashed near [new york] cpgparr-unore-1 S [kennedy airport]eac. parr-wnore-1 there is contro-
versy whether the disaster could have been averted .

NN | first an update on a long running air safety investigation a year and a half near an [airline]ygy
crashed near [new york] cpeparr-wnore-1 'S [kennedy airport]eac. parr-wmoe-1 there is contro-
versy whether the disaster could have been averted .

MRT | first an update on a long running air safety investigation a year and a half near an [airline]ygy
crashed near [new york] epepart-wnoLe-1 'S kennedy [airport]eac. parr-wmoLe-1 there is contro-
versy whether the disaster could have been averted .

S2 the question , [i]pER ’m an [aol] ORG:0RG-AFF-1 [Shareholder] PER: ORG-AFF-1 Sl‘[tlng at [home] FAC »
hearing this news , done this set off a few alarms ?

NN the question , [i]pgr 'm an aol [shareholder] pgr.puys-1 Sitting at [home] pyc. puys-1 , hearing this
news , done this set off a few alarms ?

NN | the question, [i]pgz *m an [a0l] gre.org-arr-1 [shareholder] pep.org-arr-1,prvs-1 Sitting at [home]
FAC: PHYS-1 » hearing this news , done this set off a few alarms ?

S3 [our] gre: ore-arr-1 [founder] pgg. grg-arr-1 here at [cnn] ggg , [ted turner]pgg , has sold more than
half 0 [his]pgz: org-arr-2 Stake in [aol time warner] ggg: gra-arF-2 -

NN [our] gre [founder] pegz here at [cnn] ggrg , [ted turner]pgg , has sold more than half 0
[his]per: org-arr-2 Stake in [a0l] ore: ora-arr-2 time [warner] pgg .

MRT | [our] gre: ore-arr-1 [founder] peg: grg-arr-1 here at [cnn] gge , [ted turner]pgg , has sold more than
half O [his]per: org-arr-2 stake in [a0l] gre: org-arr-2 time [warner] peg -

S4 ‘ [john scottsdale] pgg. puys-1 is on the front lines in [iraq]epe. puys-1 -

NN ‘ [john scottsdale] pgg. puys-1 1 on the front lines in [iraq]epe: puys-1 -

MRT ‘ [john scottsdale] pgg is on the front lines in [iraq]geg -
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F5.6 ANYT #4EE bayss R

Model Relation
P R F

zheng [228] 61.5 414 495
NN 61.8 43.3 509
MRT 67.4 42.0 51.7
ren [155] 423 511 463
NN (exactmatch) | 59.4 41.7 49.0
MRT (exact match) | 65.2 40.6 50.0

5.4.3 AE NYT Edlidk LigiR

ASCRIZN A NYT Bl iy g R (£3.1). BT iR@ ot [155], X2
TSN R R R AR, ASCSCHR [228], X2 A 5 7 S AR AR 24k
PEATECA RS . NN M MRT 900 T RHERGEEA . Rl 5 30k [228] Hhilic s
PR SEMEE , MRT X ¢ A AP B AEATER H], AT A RO IR K NYT
ks, W, mIgeded AahEniry, PIAE MRT ORI 4 Rt 25 Ay
TEME S BT LA AL T LA [88, 135] A REN], HEKG T 1 i
B A A I, MRT 2 — AL e

55 LS

ARSI T A ] B ) Al 28 190 28RS TR R A AR D B 5 ST AR 5 R A HRAT: 55
M 45 T EOR ] RNN + CNN 9284, RNN Oy SERRG H 2 CRFE, CNN 2y
KA SRR, I H RNN AYEZ 6 1y CNN RS, BEA R 28 Rl DA
WA, HIK, ARTEMZ MR EGI AT K/ MEVIZEJ7 % (MRT), A
PAE RN A R4 25 pR A . MIRT m] DASESE TR TR AR AR o AE e SR i
JIZ SRR TR MRT (A R
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BT I T RGBS IR S5 F il
i1

FIRT—FAAE, AT BRARZL 1A R o I BRI A S 4 5 AR b
BULS B k. SRR BHET, AT T Mo amBuLss . 244
K, BRI SRR, SR AT SRR AN R R A HE R . O T
R A JEAUMER, ASOE LT SEMR-R A K, I HARIE B — A SN
2R FEPRHE, AT TR T A— D Ju R R, AL
REME — M A ROR AT R T 2R M I — 2 IR S5 AR5 L. 7E ACEOS Zdfifk
ERSEEREIR ], AEBCEANIUT S b, A SCRRI AR SRR Bl 4 P RE U B
TE 5 Z AR AP R 24 i dc i 1 7 VAR 24

6.1 515

AR SCAS P O AN 56 2 02 H AR TE 5 AR B v ) — T 2 HLELUA PR AR AT
%o BE—NAT, GRS BT R AR E R (SEHR) #YSCAS i B A S AR L
WARRBZAREL KR (KR). BIUTER 6.1 #, “Toefting” @—4 A4 51k
(PER), “teammates” Jg¢— P A5k (PER), If HiXAPIAsLfAHA PER-S0C X
o

N T TEBRSEAR R AL S5, AR R k. RE LA e B
TIK LB A . FEAT AT, ASCIIR R T A I R o R il
B . 2 BTHR At U 55 3 5 20 SE AR R AR ¢ R A UL 5%, o sik
WU H 1 A — AP AREHE R AR B, RIS R iy SE R A ¢ SRR A A
AR Al U5 2K — I e A 2R ] P Ak B S22 0 A I S AR S TR 1
PAZTAESL ISR B i i B B2 R R R E R, [FIREAE 5 R 2 24 3
T BRSBTS IEE . N T RERS I TR G AR, AR SORF LA
PRSI SRR B S5 o B R, SR Rl SR e AR M HEATHE R . 522 i
WRETIBOTIAANE, A SCEHTE S TAL 55 A S b TR G S i o R AL

WA ACEOS EFUARI [175] WytERE, FATZIN T2 L el
FAERRIR B, HENTRSEARRAUR SR . AR SHRRY F 2340270 83%, I
BB SRR F 7380290 90% . ARFATA — D AF RSB ERI, l fg
SPRAF AR B RE . ), FRATILEE I SR A 5 28 2 A IR A5 4 W ]
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Toefting was convicted of assaulting a pair of wokers during
a night out with national squad teammates in the capital ...

a PER-SOC E PHYS N\

toefting teammates capital
PER PER GPE
Entity  Entity Relation Relation

Entity-Relation Graph

Types  Nodes Nodes Types

PER Toefting QY (Toefting, teammates) PER-SOC-RIGHT
PER teammates @ (Toefting, capital) PHYS-RIGHT
GPE capital OX (teammates, capital) PHYS-RIGHT

6.1 ACEOS AR £ 4%15)

ARSI E AT BIAFER] 6.1, PER-SOC K HR KW “Toefting” fYZEAL N
& PER, XZJRK. Ak, 96k PER (“Toefting”) FIXA PER-SOC B fESM
Al —A) i e R AR, B PHY K&

AT TR, A ORGSR & R AMBUE SCHPIAS AL 55+ SR FHs
FNSEAR R R IBUHEWT . X T SR ARG, A SORFHA A P AR . T
FAHEWT, AR T —MET RGN (GCN) [R5 B A8 [85].
HART S, g )b A 0 20 i A A AR Sk, AR S0 SCEER- R R 00
M TR ToRBLSAR, FATRFHAN R — A ST 50 X TR S-SR, FATHF
HAH R —A K FRT A KR AR R ST s 2 [ (B 6.1/ Ja iR ar) -
W EEREE, A E R T RET DARASE B AR s SRR, T
AR RN LA T B GG S . 3 BT IR AT B TE G SR A
R BT RBFR. BIITER 6.1, SHTHI PER (“Toefting”), ASCHHLGHL
T P4 PER-SOC, PHYS, PER (“teammates”) Fl GPE (captital) {15 H. .

N T BRI A AR, AT A R ZE R 3 A R AL . A
XHIANT ZICRBDRLS , SRS M THEN DN TR Z R EAERR. S5
3T GON BRI [166, 226] Al FEASCE W) o, SRR fE 2
MRS " IC R AR R M E , X AERRAS SO R QB R s B . 28 E
fnids, AEE TARR) E 25T

o
He
sy
He

« RCHTEERIMLE (GON) &I T —Fhf s i iR S B R A LR I A
ST )

* RIGIATICR AP FALS, AEA RN R T IR R LR R =0
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S5

* ACEOS5 ¥dla e R SEInai e i - A SCHR IR A AR SEAAC TR S 1R FE
Pty AR AL B PEREN 2 A B A 7 VAR 24

6.2 HIE LIk

FIPhZ R 2% (GNNs) HATIRRRYIEIRIKGE )y, il 52 B BOR B i 5 (10,
24,230]. EIIEEIMZ (GCN) 2 GNN ik z — [22, 44, 85]. BNV
T2 NLPALSS, Q1sCA 26 [210], B SCAERRC [120], KA [226], Hl
Tl (O] MURRZEIE ST [166]. FUAEEE] GON iR Z B el Ry LT 5
LSS, A TR R AL F 24 TAL55 . FEBCA 2 5 R GON 21X
WUTARR BB H . — RO R LA [37], HATS5 24 S i < A L
ARSCHY T AR AT A e T AR S 21 B

6.3 JE TPl BIAS IR A I ¢ R &R S

6.3.1 PEBIMZE

X HBATR LA R EERM L (GON). 4E— D& n AR K, GCN Ry
H ooy~ BB RS AT R 3R, MZERI% A -

« Ao d i R E H, A 2 R, 4R R R,

« =0 xn FEHRFEEFRIR, HIATEHER: A

TE L 21 GCN ;43 ZHR AT DA R L R 4
HHY = o(AHOWD) (6.1)

HO =H, Hh A =D 2AD > B—AH—(LHIXFRIm AR . WO 25 1 2m
SHOERE. D XA SRR, Hd Dy = 3, Ay. o ARSI A, It
QI ReLU SO BRAL. 005, FoATmT DABRAS T S B b Al Z = D), %06
MEZE RS 1 x

UHTRAARSEER, ROV RIS B R, Hod ARG A = 1.0.
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R S SO S

biLSTM

Frfr ot

X1 X2 X3 X4 Xg X6 X7 x8

& 6.2 SAK i Fabim 4z A

6.3.2 155X

ATOE IR G TR R BPUL S . BE— AT s = wi,.owyy (wi 2—A
FA) , AR BTERIR—H AR E R AR LR RS € MI—HXRER R,
—AEENF e € € B—NMHALMER y 1ia75) (A4 (PER), 2L
) (O0RG) ) o —NRFER r 22— PTHItH (e1,y1,€2,92,1), Hrprey Fleg 2 BA LA
KAy, yo PSR T, LR X PSR Z BT LR R . (HIH R X &
(ORG-AFF) ). A T, Tr 73 i2R ATRERY SE RN B ¢ AR AR

FEAE TAEH , ARSCRIIR G SEAA S SR IUT 55 70 Al A PR o, RIDSE fAc s A )
FHSEAR KRR TUHEIRT. FATE SR S FAS LA R AR S5 (6.3.375), &
JE PSR- Z ap P (6.3.4 7)) X SEAACTY R 5 A0 s AT IR 2R 2 HE W (6.3.5
T)o P TRASEESHOFEFEIG . SRR GBI [81, 128, 175, 221]
A, ARSCREH T —Fh BT GON fRTE R AR, T DA SE A 6 R TR G 36
AUYfERE . e AT AR 2 R ) — ) 1 A SRR SN K AR AL R K2 L

6.3.3  SCUIEE I

AT U R SERI R, ASSCR A BILOU -2 7%, B, I, L A0 45l
FOREARMTTAG, HE), BRJERIMNE, UFRRBEAERSEA ., Blhn, X1 A4 50k
(PER) “Patrick McDowell”, FkA14 B 43 E%y “Patrick”, ¥ L 43Ai4s “McDowell”,

BE—NART s, AU HSECH 6 1) bILSTM L% [63] KAk B s 1Y
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I ERIEICEEYSE

oA by J2 bILSTM [ IUZRE B (BB AT 1) LSTM A5 [0 LSTM P
RS T BDFHE M) . x; I w; TR, 2t ISR IR ) BRI T AR
1) CNN i th ) SEPF T . AR5, AR SCRE softmax eR AN w, X REFRA 4,

P(f¢|5) = Softmax(Wguanh;),

;H\:EP Wspan %*ﬁﬂ%%ﬁo éﬁ%?ﬁﬁ/\/ﬂ? S ﬂl,ﬁg@ﬁ%)?ﬂ t=ty,... ,t|5| ’ iﬁxiﬁﬁ’
) H b bR B e/ MU AT 5 2% R AT

1 R
Lo = =7 ) _log P(f; = ti]s). (6.3)

6.3.4 SLA-XHR K

e M), SRR FUSARL e vl ARG B SR AL SR M TN bR 255 41 €, 9K
Ji PT DA 0] T B ORI SRSy €0 FRATH RAE € FTA 1 SE AR X4 1%
WRFR o RIGASHE T — DR Jom — 4 G°, B SRR Y A

o AT R RT RN ICRASR, BN — AT . FTATER] G0
HSERT SRR (€]

¢ SRR AT AT, RO N R A OAER G
3 R R EIEED

A G° AT A R AU 2 A SRR AR R R AUW AL B X T A B9
FANVAE — DR AT SRR He @R KR o SO SE A
e1, ez, AL Hy,, FORMRAT RIAE, (EH He, , He, R0 W SEATT 117

1=}

Ho

FNR, BATESAAT R R R L. W TR, AR A
KRN R BN W RIS ST A, TR 2 B AR SR (KFR) T,
BIAR SR SR A

LR AR SR 2R, AT ] REAFE R Z SR, IR SR

2 RS T BILSTM-CRE [68] BUEE NSRBI, (U M SR AE R A AP i L1
SHTRAMERX R, H SRS SR/, N TR E, AT RZE 27, + 1A REH. By
T None, FRMI ML H 2 LA X 7.
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Entity Relation
Type Type TN
Yi V2 V3 L L 3
O IR %
‘ Softmax ‘ ‘ Softmax ‘ ®
t tt1 ° ——
o 0 o [ Activation
L INC Il J P — — | Function &
o000 H/ E N Dropout
: CRCIRC) LI [ °.
Entity A 4] 4 4| 4] & .
Span L T T 1 I T T I .
Detection ‘ GCN ()
| 11 z
! en — 1
o [— 1
Node 51 \ /
Embeding ,\0\0\0
Extractor o o o Eliaiy GCN Layer
€1 € €3 Tip Ty 1p3 |2222R200

& 6.3 2T GCN #9386 Ak K R 4RI 4425 4

i RS I SE R SR BURSA R B , BRATA N ATAE K R I LR Z AR AH L
WA R—2, RIS (U BT R Z AIBFR, 2K,

2. GON AN H T e M E , FATESE A E Y, GON By E A8 AR R HR
WHE, FMTHRAE NGB G M.

KRG X F SR e, M HADSER I ME— kgl S 5 XA N 4
RE R g MBS SEARTT M er, eo, FRATISIMPIZRIN: —A5E er Tl r1g Z1H]
M, 8 eo Fll ro Z B . XAE T 20 A0 IRAR SRR Z RSk .

N TR E RS GERSEIRIIR) AR M SR, A SGEUT
T &, FENEW ARRIES TR AR SR AAE X R, AT ATEX
A SRS SERT SUZ TBIAS I 2500, ARB, QRIS BEA K&, Jdi173 51
DREE A SR T R R R T A, HEARISIE AT — 55, SHE, AICHIAT ZIER
BA RIS ZALS BAETM SR Z AR AR KR (IR E R X R L
). AET AR AR, BT RAT A E, FREESRN {0,1},
0 FREH KRR, VFRIAERR BN T s FRRAT R riy, N TR ICK
RIS D IIEY, ASC % Rk H,,, flH softmax B%L.
P(b|ri;, s) = Softmax (Wi H,; ),

Horp Woi @M SA. 00 KA RN H A i/ ME

log P(l; = blri;, s)
Lom = — : 2K 7 6.4
b Z # candidate relations 7;; (6.4)

Tij

Hor IEabR%E b AT AR & R AR PG 21 . SBEEEE A g (EIRTE AT AL
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Entity Relation
Embedding || Embedding
. MLP
o
®
\I Al /77/713T«]\\ =)
to1 t tt t tr ot
h, h; hy hy hy hy  hs hg h; hg
eq ey €2

0AFHRRT w@EfX AT AGE

2

s R P(b=1]ri;, 5) > 0.5, FlHESMAT L e MR R ryy Z FDIE

H L0, R, ARSI ¢ IR vy Z AR Y 1.0;

© A XL TCR AT R 1.0;

+ JLEHGHE D 0.0.

DA AR BRI A U AT O T L BTRMUL , AR SCFRZ WREM A S5k, A
SCRAESHR PRI A, BVSEIRTY S e AR vy 2 1B i

B P(b=1ry,s). [RE, SEHATE e; FIEFRAT R ry 2 RO 13 B R
P(b=1lryy,s), MFARTEBEN 1.0,

FTM, AR G5 P A PRSI S R SR R ) A G
A R

JAA I

YESitk e € €, ST w; € e, A3CRIH bILSTM B ikt h; 1R %
IR EIR . A5, ASHERETS {hijw; € e} LU CNN (BBUZF Rt
) AL ERYSCORTT R He  (HJ26.3.1 W2 g7y i m B4 ), ania]
6.4 ZEMIFR 7Y o

K F i

R R AR r12, ANSCHIBUW AR SRBUAYRAILE, BIR TS e, eo A B HRHIE
PABC KT ST €1, eo 1A _ETF SCRFAE
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© XFFSRAAR e Ml e BASBHRFIE, AR SCRE T SSAY Rt & He, Al He, o

o« RFFSAXT R R SCRFIE , ASGEAL I e A e Z TR BLTRRFAE . 22201 F
TR (fen) . AIABTFIARFAE (frigne) 133 = DRFALRI &, 590 5 &
AL, AL 53 44> CONN ARk =ANFAIE ] S Al S -

G, B RPN . TSRS d R R AR, AR
PN B MLP, A 6,414 IER 23 i 7 o

6.3.5 IRARAIHEPR

TEMESA- KR T EZ e, ASCRILEBAZIZE GON # . DAZRIGIY R
PO Z. HEE Z AT LR EUR R RN, XERIREG TR
AT SRR . A5, BRI RASR F s AT i) & H A 00
i Z (H,ZF0F 2580 ) PR .

PR SR A ey M RAT I riy, T PN SEARAY f 2B 56 2240 28, A
CHIPHAS softmax RS2 P Fh Y 35 28R AR R 0

P(y|ei, s) = Softmax(WeF.,),

P(llry;, ) = Softmax(WiaFy, ).

Horb Wene, Wi s BIRBEL, BOEZERUEBL 55 10 I 25 H Ar2 oMb

1 .
Loy =—— Y log P(j) = yle;, s), (6.5)
|8| 61'65
log P(I = l|ry;
La=-> = (= try, 5) (6.6)

# candidate relations r;;’

Tij

HAIEARE v, | AT DA RIGARE A ] ARG Sk kR ICR S ny T R
FEANE 6.3 7R o

6.3.6 %k

ﬂ‘j Tﬁlléﬁﬁié\$ﬁﬂ ’ Z"‘j(’fjt/pCT E ;F/T‘l%ﬁ L= ‘Cspan + ‘Cbin + ‘Cent + 'Crel ° Zlij(?f
S ARSI o (Y SRS R A [12, 128]0 B dropout FEATIENIAELFH - ] Adadelta
DAt as [216]0 A S B b e e RS - e B i Y ZREe B0, Pkt th7E S ik
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3z 6.1 ACEO5 miX £ 25 K.

Model Entity Relation
P R F |P R F

L&J[2014] | 852 769 80.8 | 654 39.8 495
Zhang [2017] | - - 83.5 | - - 57.5
Sun[2018] | 83.9 832 83.6| 649 551 59.6

M&B [2016] | 82.9 83.9 834|572 540 55.6
K&C[2017] | 84.0 813 82.6 | 555 518 53.6
NN 85.7 82.1 839|656 507 572
GCN 86.1 824 842|681 523 59.1

S 1 AT R 5 F B RE O BT IR . A SC R 100 400 glove ikt [142]
il RV L . B BB R4 BRI 128 39T 4o 7
5 ONN, BEWR/INE 2 H13, HIHUBIEEY 25.

6.4 K4

6.4.1 ¥

A CHE ACEOS B4 FiTAh A SCHE H AESE . 5 ¢ ACEOS B4R 140 T
k&% 233 7.

ARSI ZE R RS #RR (P), AlIZE (R) FIF 2% Hikh, Wi
SEARIAZEA y FISLFR DI e 2 IERRITT, W H SSK (e, y) 2 IERAR, W H H &R
r Y (e1,y1, €2, v, 1) FRIEFARY, W X R r B2IEFE CEHIVCE) .

TEAZ TAEF, BOARE “GON” ZHA SR M T GON ARz
AL, "EE ACEOS Hudlfe BT 1 il i X A AU RE «

6.4.2 1{f ACE05 |¥igsmst i

B, ASCRHEHRBRS DA RS R ARG AT I (R6.1). &
Wk, SEARBCABZUMLL, RSP “GCON” Bt T 84.2% Hyfel LAk
WHIMERE. AT R RHEERE, “GON” (LT HETAIAREL, BT 30 [175]
AR BRI SR SO SRR R 2 “NNT FEE, “GON™ FESLHAH I 5 Z8 Al
T PERERS A RN RPE S X EGUEN T “GCN” af DAMAT) T ik 2 A Se i 36
AR AR E R

55 R R s MBI R [175) AHEE, “GON” B BG4 SR 3P RE AN
FHAAY K A IECERE . S RA R ARG, A SCUH B Rr IR A
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32 6.2 REEE T ACEO0S 38 Eug2t £

Model Entity Relation Entity Span Binary Relation

‘P R F | P R F | P R F | P R F

84.0 829 834
857 821 839
850 826 838
853 823 838
86.1 824 84.2

59.5 563 578 | - - - -
656 507 572 | 91.2 896 904 | -
66.6 513 578 | 90.8 902 905 | - - -
673 51.6 585 | 908 902 905 | 773 564 652
68.1 523 59 | 91.2 895 904 | 782 563 654

Sun (NN) [2018]
NN

GCN (static)
GCN  (dynamic + soft)
GCN (dynamic + hard)

MAEYE, GNAERIRER [102]. & fmiH—1k [221] A/ DRE LR [175] A8 SCRAEAY
DTS4, RS 30 [81, 128] AR R, SIrA AR A, A
R “GCN” BsiRZARm . AT AT RERY I Fl& GCN HA 3 R Y FRHEfh B AE
71, M3 8 B SR A R R RHE R

ROk, ASCEAFPRE S EAERATEIAL, 40 6.3.4 37FnA, A=
AR . “GCN  (static)”. “GCN  (dynamic + hard)” FI “GCN (dynamic +
soft)”. 2R 6.2 FuJg =ATHH T XM EMERE. XT# 6.2, HAEFHATILANEE.

o S N MEZRITER G M2 P 4652 “Sun (NN)” BEAUAHLEE [175], 7
SCH) NN FESEARIE B B PERE S 0.5% . — 7T BEAY J5 R S (R B i A
FISE AR BB IL S Z 240 (520K CNN +MLP 24f), T “Sun (NN)” {X
JLELBILSTM [RUZARES . H2, ARTCHY “NN” FE R AR _ERRIK 0.6%. —4
AT AR I PR e AT T A ) i SR A SR P R A T O R IR 2K

c EBIABBERME 2 G, =AET GON AT ST 5IF 2 R EU b
B EE T . BRI S, “GCN (static) ” 7E 3¢ Z&IMBUT 55 10 1E BERE A 1
3, “GCN (dynamic + soft)” 7&K R _AFE] T 0.7% B3, #ESLAIR B
T RE L B A AR 4k . “GCN (dynamic + hard ) 3225 T SRR BIPERE (0.4%)
HAE K R AMECERE LB T RIESE T (1.9%) . FEXRRAMMERH, B5
L H B U A IR AR [175] A2 o X SE SR EE IR, B HE (R I AR 2R 0o 5
TRA K R ERARBUENT R AR, I R /R TR B sl B i A3 .

© SETASCR AU (£ 6,28 )5 4 17) , SEHB TG — 0k R 02K
PR REAR LRI . — ] B A J P ok 2Ef 2 HORDR AT 55, A ez
AP ARAR TR LRI . EAEERE, IR AR ERR LA R
REF, ARSI A E R T Ik RS Y% . R ZJTX R
RLAT 55 A PERE AT AZREESRT), JATAE St — Pt iR SR P fE, 3
B e AR TAE,

=, AN GON R (£6.3). A3CPA “GCN (dynamic + hard)”
B B X PYAMESF RIPEREXR GON 2L AU Rl S it SRR
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— NN

70 A —— GCN(static)

—— GCN(dynamic+soft)
—— GCN(dynamic+hard)

[=)]
w

F1 score

[=)]
o
L

551

50 A

1 2 3 4 5 =6)
(288) (163) (72) (33) (15)
the number of relations for each sentence

6.5 REl X A& &hy o) Ty F o4k

AIWRIAE 1.0% WIEh, “IJoK R 1.4% §zh. A, HA1%H—J= GCN
B A HAh = ME S5 R B AR IR, (HEBUS T 5l i 5 R AR RE
—ANATRERY SR R BT B I DR 5%, (H AT TR IR B A R 5 AT AR
MR e — AT I

%% 6.3 f£ ACE05 354 F R GCN E#ay2 %

| 1-layer 2-layer 3-layer

F of Entity Span 90.4 90.5 90.7
F of Binary Relation | 61.5 62.9 62.8
F of Entity 81.6 82.1 82.2
F of Relation 53.8 53.5 53.6

SEDU, AR A R TN R R TRIMERER L (B 6.5) o BRI, 4
KAKENRT 20, BT GON fRRJL-PILT NN. Bk 75T GON Ay
HOE AL Z A KR T AEPSEY X R 2 5 R AR AR, 3
A A SR B SR 20 2 ok R gk BRI dT .

BT, ASCHE—SE BRI BT oRf “NN” 52805 “GON” BABLHE TR, gk
6.4 . QO ZIEFITRIESR, &, & 73512 “NN”, “GCN” gy i 4558 . X T
FEBI ST, “NN” IERHHECT “[legislature]®®” F1 “[chairman]PE®” 27 JA]fY) ORG-AFF
KE, HEERAW T “[legislature]®®” FI “[north korea]**®” 27 [A]f] GEN-AFF
Ao XPTHEGI S2, “NN” BG4I PART-WHOLE X &, SR1M “GCN” IR E] T .
PGV T “GCN” HIE A Z A X RAH] 1. XFTHEE] 83, “GCN” 1
AT “[units]™” Fl “[captial] 5" Z [A]fY PHYS 64, {HJ2 “NN" JAHRF] K5
ARELBAERFM . SR, PIMEAARECA A “[units]™” F1 “[weapons]"™™*” Z
[ ART 28 o FRATIA R F B0 R A 28 P 28 P BE AR IR B 00 N A s il
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3% 6.4 A #r ok 22 RAE )

ot GPE: Ot ORG:QOdeth : -
S1 the [britishleey srro.oma  [AMIpur’iore-1.omcen-arr-1.0a4 ©Of french  distributors
[pathe]gﬁig:TQ_7‘;'}’[0"LE_2:@‘h to show four releases .

L)

S2 ...[chairman]SEe Th4 PN of [north korea JEEET%#

PART-WHOLE-2:) db |GEN-AFF-2: & s
legislature]ohs: & th le bl
[legisla ure]PART—WHULE—1:Q?Q|0RG—AFF—2:Q?4.Q|GEN—AFF—1:4. ,» the supréme peoplc 's assembly

S3 a red line may have been drawn around the [capital]gzsg?;'g. with
. ORG: Qe ., APER:QOdeth
[republican gurad]ogs_srr-2.oda [umtS]PHYs—l:(7¢|URG—AFF—1:C?.'.MART—LO ordered to use
WEA:Odothd

chemical [weapons],;;-5%" once u.s. and allied troops cross it .

7 6.5 f£ ACEOS #0465 L 25 € JE#) SR AR J5 % A 4hBnag 45 R

Model Relation
P R F

M&B [2016] 701 612 653
C&M [2019] 69.7 59.5 642
NN 68.5 62.8 655
GCN (static) 69.1 638 66.4
GCN (dynamic +soft) | 68.7 63.4 65.9
GCN (dynamic + hard) | 68.7 65.4 67.0

6.4.3 1£ ACE05 &€ I-ifscik g it

ASCAER 6.5 B T 478 A JSAE ACEOS Kdadke b X A4 R . S 1A
CA MR AT FERE [37, 128], ASCRE AR ] el 70 75 e AERXAN LI, A
SCEAT AR RS GON B S AL, Mo B A 2 s AN R A S 4. T R
HBEHE R ST SCRR [37, 128].

SRR, SRR H BTG ROBUAT L, ARSCHY NN S 4 9
K ZFEUPERE [128]. BRWIET CNN (111 245 [0 2% BE A% $ U 58 R R R E B
KEZAFAES . BN GON J5, HT GON (A i — 4R T T X R MBI ERE .
X AR SCHIr Bt AR A E A A BT AT SR A 9A TR B0 n] AU FUARER
AERTE, TR T GON BEZUAE 5 Z il P A 0

605 a'é\%

RSO ER R AR MPUT S5 73 A TAL S5 SEAAR I B AN S 1 ¢ 2R 28 AL 4
Wro [IMF, ASCREH 7 — T GON B3R i A R S A 2 ] T S i o AR 2 2 4
W5 . SIAMIREG IR, BT — R m) 1 B 2 S S R S 2
FIRFAER ERZHRH 5. 7B GON, AR SRR AR T A, FHk

SRR I, AR TER R O R SE RS BURAE . FRA A 5 O PR S S e P e S 325 1 4R T
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T ZICR A FALSF TR E P IR . 75 ACE0S Kl B sein kil 1
TR YA i B i ) S A 5 FR IR 55 A0 45 7 TR SEAA 1) < AR U 55 3 Tk AR A
BRIPERE -
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L g

SRR RT3 2 A AATE AL BRI — K 2T S5, —H2 TR
FHAWT SR, AR NS5 AR B IR BE 75 Rf . BEAh, SR S AR iR
B RTEE B R AL TR, RITALEM A R SOR R . B, Sk
AT IEA AR R e .

4 A A T T T AR — R s, TRERGRAL, A
Wi, T N TARERE T S 2% g, AR B AL 4 b el o A K
BUSL. B UEAEIE, R HE IR R o WITHIR IR B e A R0 H %8
RO Y H SCASRS 5, AT A sl 2%t . 2R i T2 8 AR5, fifG
SR P AE R R RS A o BRI BE R, AN SO B R AR B A -

L Bt R B o e (PR, AR SRS 1 M A0 N AR e v ot S A 2
PEGMRIC I, $2 T — DT 2SI iR A HERL, W] PASE IR0 %
PR R FITRIERS i 5 s A e 2 > i e

2. T RSO GUECNAAAE RN, EAERPE . ASSCHR A o & 2 U AT
TR B, [R] IR A 2 I 24 23 S X 2 [ s A 2 e 4 BRI R, B
L RB A2 0 2 T DASR RV 28 S AN B0 A 5 2R

SR R AT TAES , AT Rk A 77 T & L R A R 0]
BB . Sl T AR RS, AR i Ty St B A e S . AR Y
e AT BRI TR A4 T GRS BT, A S A e iy
FARPIAT

L ARSI BT RS i/ ME N R AR B AR A, — DTl A AL 22 SRy it 2k
BRAR, 3 — 7 THI [N T SE AR A ¢ R AL 2 TR ACH., AR HE T —
I AT G2~

2. RSO T — AT SRR R A D P 2 I 8 R S AR O AR ]
AL, AT DA AR SE R SR TN R AR R (R B, FLIRAERFIL 2 a1
SEABRUAN S AL [R] A

ARSCHE PR TIE, BT T SRRE B A R, TR G R AR T AR Y 2
#r.
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-LE ik SRR

AT TARA R Z ] ARG Ty, AEBLEERS B, 51 DU AR T BEFSE
7 Tl

1 Wilgs: feii— BRI Bl Zeiizd (Hfn Elmo, BERT, GPT, XLNet %) ¥
KA RIE S BT S P EUS THERE AR . B AR O TG
BRI GBS TS, NIRRT AU T anidas, Xt
RNIEEAES, HFRER LN A RSE, SRR ML . FESLR 5 R i
BUTSH, B TR TR gmLaR 2 A, KARMBUNmigss ity EE, i
FEX 5 2 B B I A B AR . X, T DA% R HAth i 3
IS5, AR 5 2R LY i i B ISR

2. DUREAS ARSI A 2 5, AR SEARRE Uk R, (Ho2 i
PR AR A, TR A DB IEREA . R, TR
FOZ IR 10 Ao ARG AR A A7 e IE SRR A ™ BN P Y e AL
U] R A8 B SR AT B S VIR AT 2 AR R T O BB AR, nT A%
BB — MR AR IR SAREAR o

3. PR WFEAERGBRAR A IINGEp, Rt . RS ML 55
MRAMESFF AT ERMEALSS . MTIZNSERGMEF RS, "l
REAEAFRAE. FreA, BIXTXPICERAL, A% & — Ml g5 ik
KX LE N R itk
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