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Abstract

large scale of data, Nowadays IE has already been an important branch of NLP, and its value is also becoming increa-

The task of information extraction (IE) is obtaining the objective information precisely and quickly from a

singly apparent. As a result, the industry and academia are putting more and more emphasis on it. This paper first re-
viewed the development process of information extraction, then summarized the new research progress about IE from 4
aspect; named-entity recognition,anaphora resolution, relation extraction and event extraction. What’s more, the paper
analyzed some primary problems that the IE is facing with,and finally predicted the researching trend of IE in the fu-
ture,
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i 2 T I L D v TR B R L P 2% R A SR B A B R
Bt BB, Il AKX i BUBUE b B R R BT
HEFEAANGE, BB XEMEN., MXIELESH
BUX — B 52 4038 ) B A e i 1) B, {5 Bl B (Information
Extraction) ) FZ I A8 & M 0 H B AR € W FLF L,
XS AT DL R RS ARSI B R
= EAHECH FIVLES ¥ ) A RIBSHHE(NLP) Z H M ik
SRR B REE I (E RS R R S A R B v, LU
FERAERBERY ., BEEE EERBNTEBRES N
PR —FRET KDD MBI HmO F %, TENGH
16 g A BEE PR BUE B 55 — MR A NLP fSC A8 4
BT, B bR AR A LAY FF I SO AR A R BB FR, JE4 B
i oh AT BN A RGE.

B0 ST R A T B4 60 4E{CH A, LIEE
LK Linguistic String f1EBE K% # FRUMP X # >
KEAT B . AT ES 80 4EAk. (S B MBI S

FFE B #9.2014-02-18 3R {2 P #3: 2014-05-17

N RABRE AR, X825 T B R 5 S B (Mes-
sage Understanding Conference, MUC) BB H. M 1987 5|
1997 £, MUC £{3E 21T T 7 Ji, MUC 15 B3 EUH & T
BTSSP BT R R, RS UUR T — 2B E
FHRARFIFNE AE BRI R, 2.0 WA G160 & AR
B IR LR E RS RENA. REWESI
THREHHHTESSHH, AERBRER LEH#THEL
BB P SRR EL. MUC #1581 ZE NLP 46l
BRI —ANRSE 4 S T E R TR .

4 MUC 2 J5,1999 4E 5 2008 4F 3% [§ M R AR5
BrNISTY 4 89 B 3 4 4 1l BL ( Automatic Content Extrac-
tion, ACE) 3l &R A A — B h TE BB R EE
EPr&il. 5 MUC H Lk, ACE #5136 54 B AR 41
BER ERAETRERGHERPEGRER D FBE)
MR GRHEERDPRAMELE R E PR —EFMER,
W RT 2 Gi i S0 AY 4b BE (Cross-document Processing) f J1#E4T
TR, X B PRI 4 RS B R AR R T MR A
L,

AXZEFBEER T R ESATEZDNS-D. @R+ R E X H TS

(2012BAK24B01) , F ¥ E K SMNE & Z R i SR E RS -1 B (B07042) , #idb 4 B ARABL254F S0 B (2011CDAO3H BB
WEEKO983—), B {1 LW, TEHR T E8ERMIR, B RIEF 43, E-mail: ihnlaoyao@126. com; A% (1964 —), %, 1+, # 12,

A S, EEAR N A RIEEAE BORE SRIESE.
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BT MUC #1 ACE 4b, &4 25 LR ML 55 S
(Multilingual Entity Task Evaluation, MET) | 3¢ 4~ # % 21X
(Document Understanding Conference, DUC) % 51 B i HUHE
R ERERSVEMAE R HREAR SR ARIES
BRI R TR KB HEShVER .

ETHPXMEEMBRFRESRG, P X5 T FHE
XFRERER, SEPUE B MBI REE, R TE
FE & PP A4 LEIRBIITE, £ MUC-7.MET §41
M T BE T REHHM s YR+ UE BB gk 4
A fr B LR RBFCR R L, B 2mE IR HEA R
R EBHHREEENERARE. BAMIEEMBGERER
BT 17 4% 5 SIS T2 , RE A5 B IE SE B R HLAR R F 9 15 B Bl B
RGARAK DA, (BRMN HE B, EERE S HMBEURER T
TR SR, AEIS BN A — AR,

2 FERHEDXEHEAHRHR

{5 BB ARSI T B0 4 B2 B TN A9 77 i
METFHITH . REAHREEERAETINNI E,
R TE SRR RS, ERETHNNIFERHE
B B M RRE, 10 A TR FN SRR 5 Bl plass
BT AR R R GE R E S, T USRI &
W RETEIU TS, ETEITHE BB, BARTT L
M—ERE LRI EFHITHENEE, HREEERRNR
AS AR BEFHITH T EIFARZER, B U RERN
R A% R AR TN AE TS A5 A MR
R FWHREENFRMBTR. FEMBW AR RE
E—ERE L EREVSEIED EER MEBEIERE
— S E R, R B BB R WSRO T B
.

2.1 fpaAkEiRgl

fir 45 S2 iR 81 (Named Entity Recognition, NER) 1% &,
BB ATV, RS R CFFRB HIEMA L AR
% BB B R R R FEIE RS NS, A ZE A
R BOARVESE B h 5 BBV 8 TR AHER,

ROHRARBEURETFEENESHAMAHAT
GBI HEAT O B LR, X A R TR, B
BRIEAEM, AN RE B RFEINRANERALFE
LA AR EE KB AR . ETETIN AT EKE
AN A5 R G RLG | A B4 & LRSI R sL 3 b, A
FRHLER2E 3T By 77 i 3 18 ST A IR , SRR BTN A AT
S, RO IEBUR BT B, — R E LR T ETR i
FIARR. fra TR B R YRR+
7ER BB .

2 & EURECOM /Y Giuseppe Rizzo 28 AFE 2011 A4
THAIFF R —3K4& A NERD WM B F Web MG A&
LHRIRBIRL . Eid RS E O, NERD 8% 10 HENFTH
Web 445 LA B 28 ( 24 DBpedia ontology, YAGO, Al-
chemyAPI,Content Extraction, YAHOO! &) &-&#&—&, i
REZE & KRB HNIE B4 B Aok X #Ia 1T, IR A 4E v]
UERSEAFE R EESH TREMNSRERCY. EFIAN,
XMHEEESHNEAEESE-ERE LESREFERE,
HARRGEEVETERE.

ERER, R AR A TN EEHBRERE. BT
HENESE, AIFRAEHRMER, SBMEEMN NLP FiEE
SR N R BT ROR AR 4, B G SO B 43 R AT Y
— AR R ), 2 EAEI A% (University of Washing-
ton) ff) Alan Ritter % AFEXT S XA 5 sl AT A JG , R
T — R T A 4 R A AR A S G W A B SRR BT
Yo BRSBTS, R BRSO E4E E,; 1E
Penn TreeBank ¥ri¥ £ My 3Eal -, A T 4% %08 A T 0k
BT PEpR SR » X SUA HEAT IR AR I 5 SR 2R 14 BEAL ) ( Con-
ditional Random Fields, CRF) 138 ¥ & ifF (Cross Validation)
BT BN A AT IR BRI AT LR B3B8 I 0 B
F A3 F X 3F R B AL (Support Vector Machine, SVM) B L 2%
Pk X ARAREE RS 9 S N R AT ISR RS &
Gibbs SRRE B, SR 2 LR HER . SHEERE
ABETTIEAR G, O BRI 41 % AR B IR B 5 E
TERRKHE.

EEA, GLLEHERINNTRAGE 23 AR T AN,
2006 E PR BEITEITATIS R K EFEARKT -HETE
& HMM R v 30 Ay 2 SR B ik, %7 B e e 178
MM RE L RARKE HMM EE A 51 %58 Tk e
FIAZ M FIPLH & 4, R B IRICR LR 2 HMM A8 50 i1
FHRET AL AN E 2R A, ZFERRAT
SCiEIB AT T B ICTCLAS B2 M 02, BRTiZ T
B BAH SRR TRER BT R EZ—.

T KB A RS AT 2011 4R HH—FF CRF 548
L& B RS A A B LR R T B, M B A FE B AR (47
HRXUEEZHRRR A EATR B PHA RS R
B R BV RO VE R b R 24, I CRE 38 2 4k 14 19 B BRAFE
4 B UH 4 TR RS R B i 42 SEAAR SO AR AL (RDARATT i
AR AR, REXPEENES . €8 . a8 kY
FRHI),CRF RAARIR#t— S AW ix g & LR B GRS
BHFR AP EEL LR P ZIT RN F Wi EE
IKF| 91. 87%0,

2.2 iERIHE

TR WLAE S IR K4 h EHE AL I,
B8 38 M a0 B RN 8 5 E U R IE) RIE A PR E R
YIRTR OB e M T ERE 2 BRI (BHAREZH. 2
WEE B AL R P MRS RE, BREETLEL.
G—LEMERT I RBEFEHREROBERERMHRL
R HEA

BHMEAER T EL T ETESMREEMIR B AT
BWHEEANEEI ., BAEEWANHRAREESR Bren-
nan, Strube I Tetreault 43 542 i & T .0 B M HRE
BRI . ZHOU 4548 ) #9 5E F FR &l 20 W) &9 2 4 2 S mg
%[15] R

ETHLER% S MR PTR R VLS 2 ] p B B
BRI R TR SO AT AL B, ML B £ S T AR TR AR
Carina f1 Anette 3| A ¥ 7E A 68853 (Implicit Role Linking)
BT EE RO T T B HE O R B R E TR LA A,
€ LT GBS T i o 7] SR A R ere M {E R,
AR B RS LSRR AR REEMN CR
(Coreference Resolution) ¥E284, A RA B N BRI
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FHLI61 ;2009 4E, A7 B K 2% (Brown Universit) 9 Eugene Char-
niak 5 Micha Elsner 2 H B —Fh 2 F 5 A H#1 28 (Expectation
Maximization, EM) B3 () 348 K f 5 i 5 1R 2 6, %
BRGTE AT AR o 2 (a1, R EM RIS 50T B8
PRE, B (A R R BV M P AR R S B30 SR Bl e A
ERWMSRERNSRAZE ST 4, AIiH S E -1t
ERNEEETEATRMEZIE ETHIFEEEFEH
RN RGN BT R A ARS  EEBER K (U-
niversity of Heidelberg) F 2010 E8F & T — 24 5 BART
BESHBERAR R EE— T HEERM T Aa, K
1 L4 B R S EL A B9 18 B it (Mention Pairs) 437 2588, £ Xt A
FE S AR R 818 B3t 3REUT R LIt X BB (Men-
tion Type) i L H FRPVCHECE LA BB B AR A BURIE
B ZGE o ST B B (Pairwise Modeling) . Ranker, 18 X #f
SEILSTINEM X R RN IEE S B RRE DT
SeHg i fRUe

N7 I R R TR IEHRT 2002 EMEAR FRE
T e AR T A ) R A R IR A 1%, 35T Hobbs Jrik . L
I H) BFP B T A 4817 52009 48, W AR I T 0 K3 )
R KER Y —FEREME BIE AR (EFE WordNet,
HEFRPAESHE D RIISER TS X RERE
FOE SRR CHPWE BB T T J A I8 I AR JL R AR1E
SHINEE SRS ERBRERSR, AT TFRRNREE
MR VH AR L R R RR T SOURRHE, BB T
BH SRR SR 00 5 R K2 TR IR L FL 35 38— Fh B F A% (Tree
KerneD) B H SCIEFE T AR HE SR , T 01K T AR 10 L R A S 43 2 M)
BORERF RIEIEARE RN — RS R, BaTHRARN . =
e MEITHENIRANE 3 TS, X ENFAES 5 HM
BRI RFES G LB - TRATHERS,
TIEERFLW K F K ERBSIE R 70. 675, IKIELE RN B
WE NS RGO EBRHEBESOT D,

MEARSRE , | 7 H SR8 R BT 5 B AR BRI
#HESERROK TR, &R F#E—28E. B4
SR B AR N B AR B .

2.3 XFEHE

FRAMIIE BRI o Lk 2 B FEERERTE
X EMBR, XRAMBEF BB P HXERFT, MUC #
ACE Bi R4 TR AR, B NB VIR B 5 F AR
IR R REIE R BT A BT &M 85 89 NLP AR &) 5
FRE RS SR, MARMBMEROEZE
TRIBRA. RHXEWBREERAKXICEN S E S
NPT PR FRSERESINTS, Y EERBETISE
SJHIEET Ontology Ml ik, XEBE FBEA RIS PR T IE BT
TR, ETULESE T W BEARR LA RRIE USRI 3
7432 B BB A MBL BiLF SVM Bk,

H A8 K 22 (Stanford University) B Mike Mintz 25 A7
2009 422 H — 5 T Im BE 8 W B 2 S W AR I SU AR S R AR
Fk. EHLL Freebase BNGHB AT RER LB %Y,
P ] SCARRRAE (5 AU ARAE L 2 R EIRASME & S84k
FREEFFIE LA FOX B RO AR IE) B9 2888 R BRI G T
HWEMEEENEEHRERTE SREVMMN T RS
MTARE XA R SRR R, W —E B E LR T 5t

.16 -

FUBEIR AR

2011 4§, 78 [H 3t 4 K % (Humboldt Univercity) f#§ Phil-
ippe Thomas 4§ A, B9 4 4y B 2 SOk 2 , 32 1 — Fp AU
B (k%3377 1% (Ensemble Learning) B 254 2 1) ) H8 B AR
HITEE. T EE T AREFTHESE, AR LIS
I HEXTHALE (EE I ET Kernel Tree I EMBETR
BT REF BRI R B R BTN T E.
EF|F DDI Extraction 2011 {2 IR H1TRK, LREF
) F {H tt DDI Extraction 2011 B iFRZE R B H 5. 1%,

R WE % TR E B L6 U B — 4R %,
EXEEFIFANLE—HN. HL, HTIE8 K ¥H Mihai
Surdeanu % ATE 2012 £ £ 5L 6] £ 47102 3 (Multi-instance
Multi-label Learning) 3| ABI R EZ BB, ER—FHFHF
B, e WA SR R EEEL, R SO o SR R AR
ICRATE—E. X—FE—8RE LR T EEEEE¥S
BIBRG, T B LR RA B EREARFESR A A F R R
NN

B L EHREXRRMBCTE RN R 7k EZR L ETE
EREUHS X7 H B R A 2D, (R T JUAE P 8 e v
R, FEIREE T GEARE R SUARE R X & TEAR BT
FEEE TR SR EREN R MBI E Ak i
Z B IR FIPLER 2 T W BRI B RIS
2.4 EHHE

R BMBUD, B4R AR RE KT8 A BUM i
BENREN A—TREMRES5 A RE M EH
BH—GEE, - BEN TR, E4HEB(Event Extrac-
tion) EERFFTANM] A& B 415 B W IE L5 fb 307 3 e
HAPBEXBHEAEE BHEHRETEENELUSH
B2 LK. EFHHMBARMERIBRS,ACE &
WA TR B HOT . F B R AT 43 oS4
MEFFEHERAREFANBR EF LB 4RREETAFHE
R A B R, BeAE — RS E R & A SRS A4 AE , FL A
BiraiEeE A AY RS BRI RS R
—HENEE, KRG EMHEN— R B, @ REETE
HHR. YR ETERRESPETEHHENE, AR
BUS RIFRER : 53—, BRTSE R BB o 8 s s A
R LA I8 | AR 4 BR 24 U ST A AR O 2 T [ AR SC
AW BHHMBFRERD . RERFHMBBIREERYTE
TCE B AR b, akst e EEE A HBOT M,

BHAMBNIZE TE S MBI T RBRRFRNE,
ERELRIR LRI 2R, ¥ & NLP L3323 fHA
PRS2 ER T iR SRR, 725 B F iR % NLP %
TURAERA R RN AT

David Ahn 7£ 2006 4E 2 Hh — R & 4018 B K FH 44
BOTEE. ff ACE 2P R FHAMBRMESFHRA—F
PIEF R FAESF ALHE TR GRITIR S e A
B, KP 84 FHEFH MR EI S AEBATE
M. BTG FAEESAT, W RG&E LM 55K
%, FEARE KRB E L SR8 . MegaM B
M Timbl k% SRR B AR E KRBT, BB MITETE
BRI EWRREA LEMAT ACE2005 # iR 4
%[26] R



2007 4 YAHOO! B3R ) Tye Rattenbury & AR T
—FET RGNS B S ARMBUNE, 518 TERRKXE.
fefiTLA Flickr F3s F &8 R ETEERZEGEH A &8 H.
S EEMSE S AR R, YR E 4R 5] (Scale-
structure Identification) B i LR, 3£ 1 T fBUH S R F 4
B XAF BT B Fo R Bt 19 58 R B J5 i Naive Scan
Methods 1 Spatial Scan Methods ZREUER4ERME , SRE FIFHR
FEEMIRAI R R E G ER . BRI SET
DA R B A LA A 1 s IR AR IS B B ) TS AR
BEAEARYE D BT A B0 A 3b 28 SUE AR IE R B e B X R Y 2
2, BB T B — B B

£ ACL2011 4E£x |, 3k A 2% 22 B /R FE K% (University of
Turku) § Jari Bjorne A48 T M8 R B — KA TAEYE
AR BB RS, ZR AR AR R EY ST 2R
MHEERA—ERAY, WRERET SVM R T/ KiFmE,
) IR 2 ] AR 6 R VR A B, B B S B
BARECY &5, FEAF RS W BTE A RS BT s
Z I BB B S e/ B A B LA M T R B
RRAKRIFNERBREE, RFHES 5 BioNLP11 £ 51
REPME——NRE A BEREBHRSE. TUEL KR
S RN S Ve 3L 1)

3 {5 SUHHERE Ik A9 =

R BA FEF A AT LR B, SRR S BBt S
BRI L S5 ISR S S e LA E R AR
FZHHEBAA T —EHRE, FFARIEER SRS BT
7 45 I A R TVER R R L 7 B 5 B IR RO BT 55 5 L BV T 48
RLE . (HEBARE (RS, 51 R 3UE BB —&
BEWRBS SN AE BRI SR, TEEIEU T ILS &
FIRE .

DR XREMTHRERRE. REMTEERAR
BE ORI NTEL I B A BT R AT NS B Al Y
BICRF, BT BORTER B HBUBAR 4 s Bl R 4E
EEEM. MM TERXBFEMTER, PR ES RS
NIRIEE . MRP R ESTRAR B RA R Btk R, U
£F RGBT R M5

D RBHER A RB PR . RBEBERE F BB 8
B B, A2 SR THT [0 495 A8 U 8 BB /Y SUAS 5 R BT
RAEARBE O R T R ML AR R E R R, X R —
BN BB BRI, NG BT A R

DHEFHERAE T HRFR . BTETIR, B R AR
J2 IR B9 7T 28 0 e B B2 7RG 2 K ) S R (R, T 24 BT RO BT
RERFERREPETEHME XE—ERE FyNE
JRAREGE AR B A X

DEESHBENRE. MEALZRESAR S
BB EHEMIE T BSOS HRMES 3, XX B
B EEER XA T ERIERER. BEX 7 meost
REBL HIABREIRBE.

SyEAMRE. IXCLEL, HAESMBR EE
BB T 16 45 5B U SO H#EAT A BUBF ST R BB TE AR E
B 1-2 AU A AT R, X UL A S SR ECR SR8 T
AL TFBARIBR IR R T 7 BB AT & .

4 EERHENTIRER

L ARFREMIBIR. HEE R MR TIEE R EHTE
—E B A USRI R XA, FT B S BN R WL A 2
3% . A (Ontology) B LAERB S R M — M AMIRARRE
9, (B R B A A BRI B S RIS » A F S o AR R
FRIXE, BT LA B BT % AR FR T 26 5% 18 F) 28T B9 VR R OR B
R RERR R AR LM F W ARFE. B, X—
REMNTRELERIPE S LK MR,

2. E AT . 5 BB E R R R N S0
BOE OOz 2 b O BOE) , JB R R R B 2 45 A B0 (i
HTML R 3 XML 3OS , 3% S A TC S5 1 19 FF B SC A o i
FTEEMBHRT EENERE, 7T A4 5 E B Bt
LR R L A FFRCSCAAE iR R IR X — B ok 1a] 4
1R BAMBUE AR

3 ERPMA AR, BEISEER NLP 85 F &A% .0 0
R, AR —H LR BN EA N E S RE, R
S Hs GRS AE AR D B Y B 7 1k (R BRI AR 2 T FUZUHT )
BFFTALSR » i Deep Learning %) 4 5 BBk

4. RGBT R’ . E—FEARTRONERERE
EHRBLFRMA S . FEE MBS RAR R RS W
B, FLR 5T A SR R B 22 1 7 A B R (R 86 SE BRI, 7
R—dBPH—FEE.

BWIE B NLP U E— 10 3. R BRI B
KR ERE KB SCARZIBT T E 1 1215 BBk
ZHATTHIER . EERLEMBPST RN, BREAHNE T
R R PR BN R R 25 ], th B AT R 1] EU AR, B2
M7 NLP HESUSE ZRHE 5 NLP AR FUR TR
B S5 AUR , IR ST GF B BB R AW BG4 .

XEBETIHILEREEMBOCES AN RHERE, [
BHEH T BRSNS FENER; T THEE
i FR X B B T s ) £ B RV RS R SR TR T R B AR
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