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Survey of Social Network Public Opinion Information Extraction Based on Deep Learning
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Abstract With the rapid development of social media platforms, public opinion information can be widely disseminated in a very
short period of time. If the information of public opinion is not managed and controlled,it will pose a great threat to the network
environment and even the social environment. Information extraction technology has become the first and the most significant step
in public opinion analysis and management due to its semantization and accuracy. Over the last few years,with the development of
deep learning,its ability to automatically learn potential features and combine these features has dramatically improved the accu-
racy of each sub-task of information extraction. This paper systematically composes and summarizes the methods of extracting in-
formation by combining the characteristics of social media public opinion and deep learning technology. Firstly,we sort out the or-
ganization of public opinion information in social networks,elaborate the framework and evaluation indexes of public opinion in-
formation extraction. Then we conduct a comprehensive review and analysis of existing deep learning-based public opinion infor-
mation extraction models,discuss the applicability and limitations of existing methods. Finally, the future research trends is pros-
pected.

Keywords Social network.Social media,Public opinion,Information extraction, Deep learning
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BELIE A LA 70 T8 BT 1) R L 38 ) Y0 24 0 4% U L o A ) 4% B
Biry B A, {EE Y A0H I R0 sk AR s SR R i R s K A
A M AR AR LS B RIS AR F A
Kt J R B DL B R A A P R A o R N T LA A X
Tk (04 52 HOHR AT B AR B A RO e 45 D T DL B A
WG AR B R AT B AT 8 — 20 R s — 25,
TSR 20 I B 0 BT A AR R A AR 1 B 5 A

= B B (Information Extraction, IE) 38 M 45 ¥ 1L . 2 45
Ak Al 25 A 1 SCAS BN Fb il BB R Y 2 SR L A
W Z IO 3SR TR R R B M TE 2R AT 4544
AL, DU T4 gt iR R el B e i) Horh p A3 5
e RRE TR LR AR IR ZH /Y OC R . A5 2l BUR 48
SCAR T T 38 1) AN [ 43 g PR A 0 358 11 15 8. e BRI F 03 1
SHIR . BRE U AF B A IBCRR OGRS dn R L BT
SR S U T R Y A5 R IS 7E B BT A AT g g =T
41, s =S m LU AR B A R RS E B
REMLES.

F A AR AR AR AR E A BRI S
IR, FEAIE A A TS SR SR G R b
TR B . Sl O SO vh T 44 BRI 28 LI 2
A IR LA 23 28 (EL R 5 R Al M ) S AT RE 2 AR TE B X
B2 A SR AR ) — T SCI I B0 33 A R B O A B 2 B
EL A 11 R B0 SRR 8 o R AT S A T 1B 5 0GR i JBUAR 41 52
A0 IR0 B o TR S Ak 22 T I o SCOG RO O R S M
ChoR ) XA =T 4L s F 0 Il IBOM 24 T — Fh 2 50 C R b,
3 3o Ak S 1R PR ) S S A b I R R A SR
(60 3 40 S0 AR S o i 8 n e N SR 2 I 2 AR 7R A
MR T — SR T il & R R R SR O (R LT
Bl R A REA role="HIKREH") I HE W role="H
B570 EANH {role="IF[A] 7} B HI K 2E {role="Hb 53"} ,
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[ 250, 38 RURR A DI A R AR 4R 8 T AR Bl B R0O% L (ELAF AR
1% 2 AL 4 (¥ 0] L, 23 5% i £ 2 Al R 9 RCR L O) — T T T AL
A 2 2T (0 2 A IO A 0 A 1 R R S U 2 o B
B 5080 i 1 TR R, AR, TR A T BOR 19 R R S AE B A
BRI T AT Z A RO R e 7 2 HAEAR L AR T 23 A X
FR L AL B IR R OB IR A UL ED . BR U Z A0, TR
JE 2 ) R AL AT L i 3R e M O R BUN B A B 3 )
HEZR IR 5 2] BRI R AIE L 3 0 1 R AR TR 3R 22 TR R R AR
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TR B A B AR AT ek 5 9 255 B 156 T BELAR = 1 14 7
AN 0A S i 0 2% B A 2 R SR Al e I [ G U A AT 5 AR
SR T2 A BT T R . i, SCERCT T3 i o A
VIR v R 490 1R) B B BIL ) 46 45 F4) 2t ST T I8 Y SE A DL R 1 I
SRARH B WIS &2 3 ol 2R RS IR ANES R DR E 7 3 S R VS U €
o 24 BELAR 5 SCTR T8 1ofs K MU AN A 52 45 R ity A 00 A 285
o T S I A AR i R B R S 3 T
Fh 2 b R T A SRR L LU SR IR BE N R L B B R e 3R
AT AR S s SCHRLO K B T 4k SC b i) S22 Bl £ T 1 1
BCHEATHEFP %) 70 952 175 399 0 19 I8 ) 17 28 2647 TR 20 40 A s SRR
L1 A B [ 4 32 AP 65 56 T B BT 15 L 4 At 1 gk
SRR TR 8 L Ay 5 R T A B DA T B 8 e 4% T 5K i it
T HIEARYE .
2.1 HEEERALAAR

AT A R 4R B AU A 8 ¥ ROBOR (R T BB
B DA AR G . BRI 2 4, i T B R BB H
e /DR T O - PRI BEL A £ S A IO 45 45 R KB SRR T 45
BE BT . O T XA — AW iR, A
He 3RS 195 B A LUN R = n I 5 TR 281917 B A il
54 HT AR S S R 2 Bl BRI S IR D B R AR A AR A B
B BB A 3 A5 T K B 5 R R IR S AT P AR
RO PLSE AR E B8 G R LU IR B D o i 6 4
U5 20 AR B MG AR R BB SR 5 B gt — DL =Jn i
Chy Ry oy BEAT T SCAR A A L A G B 52 1A 52 14 56 % 26 531 A
#* 1 FIZE 2 g,

*1 B SR

Table 1 Public opinion entity categories
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Table 2 Public opinion entity relation categories
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38 I 46 rp i 5 a5 LN RE ) I 25 SRR R B B A R
B 5 5 3 WL ATV (52 M8 5 AT 5 BOUR 558 79 A 434k HE Bl BELAE S
Wi AL L S R BN T Rl i 4 . DL DU P (5 B 1R
FA5 B BT 2 B TE RO P SR DL RO P G R FE M Sk i
2 1B A s I 4% 43 A 1 N B A5 8L B9 B B R AT A BT, TT LA
HE— 2547 4 75 L ATl L R T AL B AR . o an, Wei S50
LRUT PR TT NS 28 B BA VL S il BUR RV W P BT
PN A At RS 3 A #F B R R R 0
FH A H I F 5 Chen S5 DL ST Ml BT 5C 3R A0 g 4 R O 3
Tl ) 32 T IO 5% BELIY 2 S RLSEAAY L A BT TR Y S I g R L
Ak,
2.1.2 AFEHEBLAFT AR T X

FE W 25 B (AR, 5 A AR 2R A e A g R e
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1158 I 245 R o = 2 2 1 10 R DL A 0 3 2 T 1Y) & TR R
o LR g ol 1 B M B BUR IR AE SR IR S L B
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TE 20, AT LU F 4 2 g 500 B o R 22 TR B G
FORE R R, DT 3l 245 38 5 o 14155 05 AN B i Ak . 1k 3 )
gEFHEAITRNT,

(1) fih %2 18] (Event Trigger) : /8 $8 4 A £ W B0 AL £
K shiA Bk 4 A

(2)Fi {28 (Event Type) : /8 FAFE T B 5,

()35 2 (Event Argument) : #aR FHMS 5T %E,

(4) #F Z A (4, (Argument Role) : $§ 55 {1 8 2 78 5 vh 4
pf i AR
2.1.3 UHRERBEAFTCHART X
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AT AT AL 53 BT 5 35T T R ALK I A8 17 I8 % At 2 1 1) 5 i
2.2 HERFEREHIEZR
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Framework of public opinion information extraction

Fig. 1

2.2.1 A EAME

SR Jh B AR FR R i 44 S5 43R ) (Named Entity Recog-
nization, NER) , JAE 55 J& 16 45 52 1 SCA Hh 3R 5 AN [ 25 2 ) 52
WAL B AL E R S NER J& 56 R AlE H A
I i, 2 0 R S AR A R A A S TR S
S, B AR ELRE I BRI A SR A R AS AR, B
A 55 T LA R S i A — AR IEF B s = Cwp s wy s o
Bt —A=JC AL L MEN R F R P = m AR R s
B —A ek, Hd, L el1, NI &SIk GRS
L e[, NIAGEHRRG] ;0 58 e LB i B Sz ik K8,

FEAZ 9 45 v 11 B S Rt IO R S — IR PR R AT
% REWMT .,

(D ¥ ) RAE 8 e R AT RE i 24N T 4 B, B A Ak,
ol e b B L BT AP X S 3 A 4 il B B A e A
“o R BT I BE X B G S T AR B T IR X5
PICTy %8 s HoR S iR A 22 b 2R 3k 77 =X, an e v [ AR Ak it
i ER R R AL R .

(2) SRS 22 B 4k 50 W 28 18 R 7™ AR B8 22 O e =X 4
W ez W U, A AT S B 1 i 44 S AR — AN TR 4R
B BN .

(3) ZE BB - 40 Hb 45 FIHLAL 24 . A L8 bb 44 7K B i J2 DL
Xof i 8 i AR AR

A5 T T 2 o T SO 52 T 45 v g S M BBORH L B S s
A Hl ST LR AI 0 4380 25 TR L P L v SR SR IR B S0A
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B i 44 S A K HE G5 4 A SCAS v it 2 3 i 1) AR 3R 1y L L i
S S A DG I B 0E B 4 R P B AR S S AR R SR 4
I SV 22 M ) ST SO 5 A 55 MR T LA A R S
B DA —HE BN R M ={M,,M,, -, M, }, BF 5
R & — MW E=(E ,E,,,E,} .} M B85k
M BEER BAR SR E . 2L 5 FEAIELIT 3 IR,

(1) figt 3% 52 #& 4= B (Candidate Entity Generation, CEG)
E —ARATR/N R RER & ARSI A B H R4
Bk - B A g vk L 3R AR 3 4 R A AR E R Ak Y
A [ DU HF B U B SO S R S A 44 BRI A T R B
2 9 2 I WO G R 5 L, R P S B A R R IR R

(2) AR W B (Entity Disambiguation, ED) : ¥ 5% & # &%
(Mention) FI5 3 SE AR 47 VG Be . 55 SCAS DT e AT 45 2540, 4 —
5 R A 3 A e S R B B R 2 S A Y ik A R OR L BB R AR R
T RO 18 52 (A B S Al 8 8T 0 SOAS L 2 B i 1 SR D BT DL AT
VI B0 41 34 £ 2030 By UG C B A 105 5 5 20 R R I L3RR
TR B 32 S AR 4 DG TNE B O HE T

(3) TG %% # 38 18 ¥ M (Unlinkable Mention Prediction,
UMP) « HIPR R AN A7 78 92148 KX 7 1% 92 4 119 17 B0 #4 %
o7 S PR — A~ NI A i 4%

SR A 0 B TR 3 Bz L i DR S AR s BFE R E
TE T R 45 160 Mk — e 2 B i A R0 S B PR b S A 4
X TR R IBCR UL T TR, T IR R A
TWERAE S MR RESZ BR T NER 4 55 (09 o i 4 . 17 o SC i 52
BEFRAT 55 30 32 B b SCAr 1T 55 M2, R IEAT: 55 i SEIR
SR AN R G (R MR L [R) IR S2 AR JE] I A TR 22 R A R S )
(L FE AR ) — A IR X B2 A 24 Bk 8 SCPE AR TF) — A~ 24 FK
B ZAE S 4y SER R AT 55 R T AR K R X
2.2.3 SBIEX AWK

B AR B R A A A SR Z i X R B4
PRZ B PR VR R . T B0 R 06 &R Rl R K A
GEAH XT3 AD % T = 1 R 2R O 2R il IR A 2 4 P 590 4 O R il
W5 IR A SOK 35 A 41 SR O RANBUT 55 . LR R &
IR 0 A 5 2 U ) 1 R S A S = ) R s DL B UG
F, BT DU AR S B SO D A i Sk b e HOITH R R
WA AL R h R W = OS5 . ARG 27 7E [/ —
T v F J S Rl ORI 26 2R 43 28, 56 Z2 B IBCRT LR BB 7K 4R
B2 S PR 7 a0

Tt K 2 204 56 F Al LA S 0 i A Y R AT S A B
BRI K SR S B AL E R E AT R R R XA T R
SEHIE R RSB, S SRR R h S s
B AR R SR TFIE, WAKLESILE - F IR E
FAE A OCRMMIE R 5, B 2 80O T IR 24 2 19 6 & Al
T7 1 B BRI S RN 2 45 Y FE MR Al AT O R A
VB, SR MR 2T WA TAL S Z M6 &, e 44
TEAR Sy BPR” PUN A A7 2 N 44 SR, <A S 7 S o W) S AR
J5 T LA E A B R T OCR AR XA R A2
JET7OCZ T LU B g A AR R AR S I SR SN . RS
720 B 75 vk H R 22 5% bR T SR s ok 52 B L d i e E 1Y
o SR W T T A - e R 3 I 4% I 2 S B T kR i

Rl IR TR AR .
2.2.4 A FMHMHR

BELYSE S b R A 5 1 R RV TR 3 3 1 4 38 AT 5
B SCAS v B B S S R T USSR 08 3R R ok
SR Ak B8 JEE A e i B i A 1 2 TR S A e D4 B,
5 30 St i )T A AR 22, k28 I 45 BEL A 20 A A S e LA
R, A4 A8 ) 2% v i1 SCAS AT R R T A R A Y R S
AT A4 G

F AR Y T 2 70 56 R AL, W CE R R U A4 2
W H A E R — A E A3 ) AR SRR L T
5 B AN BT 55 1 45 R BARAT 55 0T DUl & 06 OB D P
A BRI AT SR RO AR B A i . B R X
TR BE S W3 O BUT 55 19 fig e e R 2 2R A T 2
FRAE L SCRS SRR AE B0 S A58 O LA AT 55, An b 2% B 152 2
(Machine Reading Comprehension, MRC) . [f] % ( Question
Answering, QA) . J¥ ¥ #5 I (Sequence Labeling) %5, = {F3h
TBUAT: 55 AR 4% 4 90 [T LA 43 Sy FF 30 308 o 0 = 42 il
M W A B T R A e IS 7R 4R
TR S B 7 (i 2 1) 0 B2 2 4 2 B A A A 2 R 25,
T AR IS 8 UAH G 19— R B =, VA 400 o 38 0 = R A =5 T
A I 1) R N R Y L A RS0 BT LU B 5 Rk R
T G I R T S AR 2 LA 4 A AT 55 B i % 1)
PR i 2 18] 432 S HOR B S R 0 2 Hoh R 4 2R
ik & 1) RO BT DL G O S SR I AE 55 . S EGR B A S 50
PUNTT LA I N S HR AT 55 . B Ay e e S0 35 24 il it
AR Sy LA T L B R ik M 2 A B () A 3 ) 4% LA 1
ol R EL T T T AR L S A U AR R A R A A T
AL 7] 58 B Al AT 55
2.3 HXHIEE

LT A DG B 538 ROk A F H P AR BN A A
PEIe R 0 7 sk A A T 5 3 D AL G B 1) R i) X
5], 7 T A 22 & SR 4L 09 = 38 R APT 5038 3 D3 B A T
F WA T8 R )R] BE A4 4 SO O T O SO L T8 A i
PR TE P 51 b T 5 5 W L o — 20 b B 1 B BT 7 Y
s 2. B R PR, A TF I BEAE R R B Z A
SCHE £ T Y LA AR G TR LA B T R AU A £ L
BB R EHITNA.

(1) Weibo-COV™"") . — AN KR S22 4 (1) B 35 B , oK 1%
YA SR (COVID-19) 4 B 40 893 832 4
M. s HPER HPITRS,

(2) XUNRED™") ; — />3 i F B 4% 450 38 1) & A5 7 A
B rh SCOC R IRCECIE 4 ok B A BEE BE L E B INIE S & X%
FPATR BO Sk oG R lEAT T AR i .

(3)Weibo NER™" ; —A~H13¢ NER $# 45 . 1 & 2259434 %
B AR IE TN HLEY A B DL R BURHR ] 4 RStk
2.4 EMIER

F RN 4 A T AT 55 19 & T A 48 45 0 RS B 26 (Preci-
sion) . [8] # (Recall) . F & (F measure) . B A& 03 (1) —
PR HEX 4 AFAT 55 A 1158 0 X8 BT R JE
W VR0 481 BLAAT 55 F 0 o o 2R R 3 il R A T K
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TP IR LK T o S R
PM(“wniTiP‘FFP [@D) Recall S5 b 17 VL B 0 S 1k (12)
TP . . ..
Recall=3pT 5N @ 3 EFREFINEREIMNEE
F, =& T Precision X Recall (3 I AR DR T A 1 R 7 3 Ll BBUAT 45 LS AR

! Precision X Recall
Horh, TP(True Positive) R # A € J IEAEA , 2 bRt & IEAF
A5 FP(False Positive) &/ B4 & N IEAEAS , S PR 2 FURFEAS 5
FN(False Negative) 3 /% 8 I E R AFEA, SEPR Z IEAE AR B
BN WH RS E R ILHEY S, ELBEN T, —
WV HERR RS RS EE BERE N L, Ik
PAZIR N
_ 2X Precision X Recall
Precision +Recall
2.4.1 FARIHER
S A I 445 S B B R I 9 44 0 SRR T 4 o BE AR IR
SRS RIEA , B IR PP AL T5 2k RS 00 T Al A0 ST AR 1T AL
KB VEAL T (9 TP 378 g IE 8 U 19 5544 ; FP 3ROR BE R
S AR 26 50 = A B R FIN 3R WA BRI Y 52
T Bk st (5) (3 (6) i 7 -
AE T 300 S P S AN L 3t S I A S B

F 4

Preciston =T 9% P B R0 i )
Roea sy JEBEUISE () ELiD 5 %41 91
ecall= (6)

2 B o7 4 0 1 S A B
FEANTPAG AR, G SR — A S A g T Sy TE B 1 28 R0, DN
BEN P E 5 BCSAR S X R, T Bk 1w Y, SEBR R
H A D T 4 A I R D R IR R
2.4.2 FEikEiE
U1 B X 52 A B2 1) W 5% R 22 A 0T S R T OB 3k — B
AW BeilE AT AR BG4 46 A 3 SR A AT 55 SR
HIPE A48 Precision,Recall \Fy {8 #F 47 PFAl , 1 S5 44 1 B el
F A X 4 1] R SR O 0 R RO S R [ X LA AT S — 1
FUAE AR SR SOk [ 22 4 H 1 — AR AR 3 146 A o 3 40 ks
JE BT A SF e pe S A % 452 AT S5 B = A 1) B, B4R n
KD K@) R
AR I 5 Y S A ik

Precision™ 26 s ) 3¢ T35 P BB @
Ronasg— B TSR 15 0 .
15 0 0 52 7 9
2.4.3 X AR

% R M B B PR 38 Rt Al ] Precision \Recall \F\ {H i
FF0FAG . Ho o Precision \Recall Fi8 75 3 BI85 64 BT R
[\, EAR A= (9) R A0 s

BE B il UK S T8 R R A SR XA #
JR A A R R 19 S0 5L

BEIE B A AY R TR R A9 I A A~ %
S o 1oz 4 AU J T 2R AR RBR) SO A~ 2

2.4.4 FHHR

Xof F o — AT 55 . A0 58 K 0 1T | 4 il e
] By AT PR Hedh TP 368 16 8 38 51 00 35 15 ik %
i FP 2R ge ol th F AR E 28 50 1 LAS 3=, FN ROR OH B
EFR RN G, Bk =0 D A2 IR

HE IE 6 U3 5 4 H 2 A0 0 ) A4 S 1R g
FE U Y R 2 R B

9)

Precision=

Recall= (10)

an

Precision=

PR BR T AN IE G I 35 S5 0 R A TEDF S R — BUR R = 3R IE
A AFWETE T ARk B T IR B S A5 B O B 5 4 £
A, 5T A DT R 5 vk RS G LA 2 ) i AR L IR
B2 S J5 vk B A & P 45 4R At TR ORI TR AL G RE )L A
T BRI 0 4 R R O 9 2l 4 BRORRAE L DT 3B A R AR TR Y
WERRARLIRE . AT R 456 BB BT R TR N A
[F) 4y A 28 ) 45 95 4 ARVARR AT LA B 3 S8 A e iz T4 U2 il B
55 1k

3.1 ETREFIMEE A HIE

F 0 NER 5% K F T4 g (9 iy 45 55 033 50 H000
1 0 D] R0 SC AR AR IC T R il MR S A, G R AR W . L HURETE
FE MG AT E LU B Fiz . BEE Pl 2= S HR &
JR 5 R T AR TR 0 B8R BE AT U 2, R T BR E R TR R
(Hidden Markov Mode, HMM) | J5 K # B T /R 1] % 5L #Y
(Maxmium Entropy Markov Mode, MEMM) | 3 #f 7] & #L
(Support Vector Machine, SVM) . £k 1 Bi #L 3% ( Conditional
Random Fields, CRF) 4F 75 i 2 7 A 158 22 £ 4 19 [n] 241, I WL #F
FEHIT IR 5 Bl TR B 2 T BR SR TR B 2 > 10 2 A4l Hi
R 2 v B Y, FEA 3 DB RR,

(1) 43 41 3 # 78 (Distributed Representation) : 3% £ 7 2%
SR iR B N 2 X 3 AR YRR AR R ik L
e S35 B 4 25 H) 3 7 JRA  SE B ) L WO T A R T
Word2Vec, GloVe 554  [1) # 75 i) n] & 3 /R 1% f1 5E F BERT
(Bidirectional Encoder Representation from Transformers) %
5B 1 3 25 T R i 5 B SRR O R

(2) | T 304w A5% (Context Encoder) : FHH#AIF 2 HU 2% 2 BUER
TE 7 i 1) ) SCAR KRR, W I ZE R EW T E N E T
CNN [y 75 % BT RNN #7735 FJE T Transformer M54 .

(3D bR 2 A - HE i SRR iR AR TP 9. DL B A
i 77 2N . MLP+ softmax,CRF .RNN I J 5 & W %5 .

3.1.1 A THHAYZ M % (RNNs)

PE IR 25 o) 4% S H AR 1k 92 42 W 4% (Long Short
Term Memory, LSTM) il |"J {3 515G (Gate Recurrent Unit,
GRU) 4549 1 Uk B G A1) A& 47 310 19 45 2, 64 . LSTM gt
A b I A [ U £ L S T NER AR 45, a0 SCER[ 23]
UK BILSTM )i HI T NER E 45 ', 52 % & 3 BiLSTM-
CRF A4 35 T 55 I Ath 455 780 7 o B8 SR 40 8, iR 1 3 %5 LAY NER
R, SCik[24 15k HH 2 A8 57 /) LSTM BT, i 2o 455 78 22 ]
B IE DAL 3275 1 454> LSTM BT 2 Ja] i) 2 A, KRl b 1
S8 HF A ScHk (23 048w T 0. 27% . FERL I J5 1
SCHRC25 ]2 9820 = A 5 A K T 9 T4 &, A NER 2
Twitter o7V 5 JE IR M AR G2 N A 8 S5 A 48 54K, Tl
1% GRU,LSTM, BILSTM 1 i o8 £ 59 % HE 52 50 74t 27
H softmax ) LSTM 45 K e df . F [ 355 92%,

3.1.2 AT A4 LZE ML (CNNs)
BARE T RNN 535 7E NER /£ 4% P iess 7 # 1
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B B R LSTM BPR A 25 H BELAT T R A GPU 9 3847 M, %
T AERIBCR A 2 R .2 )2 CNN AT RLZE A [ IR B A 55 R
PO T AR K WIE R . cwk 26 142 T4 &
CRF 5% 29 3k % Bl 4 M 4 (RD-CNN-CRF) . 1% )5 #00 o
X NER £ % B 1E — 4~ F 45 %00 04 T 51 b5 1 4F 55 . I /| RD-
CNN FRI T SCHRRAE , DA i 5 vh SO el 5 R 51 A 75, B
J5 R CRE 48 3R AH 405 A5 28 0 A1 26 M 5 AT 38 4548 4> ) 7 1 i
PedriE ¥ 5, %7 25 3T RNN B9 )7 3 M . 78 CCKS-
2017 task2 IS T F {0 91. 32 % Ay 4. Bl % i 3 J1 Bl
Y DG, SCER27 132 0 T ALL CNN BB ff J 24~ HA A
) JROST A% Rk 22 5 M R 3 T — A 2 )2 CNN BRRL, I X
25 CNN Z & R FETRE KA T AR R EN LT XFEE,
WA E BT TR LR TR 4R BT SCRE. %05k
£ CCKS2017 #1 CCKS2019 v i) & 30 ¥ | #k T % + Bi-
LSTM ik,
3.1.3 ¥4 CNN #= RNN # 7 %

ik — 25 BT IR BE 2 ) B PR RE L 22 B CNN 78 32 BUR
T AT R AR 7 1T B0 FOM RINN 32 B4 = 38 SO A J7 1 199 4
BAHLE A LIRS HETR A I 45 058 B0 1) S IRl I, SCik[28 1R
ZAT 5220 W, 4 A CNN R B 45 90 R oR . i Bil-
STM % bth Z 38 BE 31 POS-tag A FIEA I ¢ A » M T 2575 17
GO FRIR BN AR A Y R AR AE R OR L RS A BT 55
g ey [ B T A 44 S A B 10 N SR 1% 07 A 7E W-NUT17
Ko 55 D ECS T B i S, SCk[ 20 )38 i 4% P 3R R HE ST
B WE IR A A AR A R R AE S A A R S Al R A
RCPE T A JH CNN-BILSTM-CRF #5347 52 A 31 91, v o %
BT AR T R 5 E , SCHRC 3048 ] BIO 4R i J7
OGRS 4 TP B SR AR O 11 26, SR A BILSTM 3R R 24 4
fE LR CNN ZREBUCF 45 AR AR, 4 B Twitter Hf 19 & T 2
RO SR, FOEIB B 78. 9% . BRI Z A, 1k 28 B 14 J So A

B RE A 22 TR B 9 2 18 F s A Bl G 255 L6 s
Bt s R Se AR SR R B R B I L 2 BEE NER AE 55
IR T B 2 2 E 0K . H TR T R R AR
T30 DX S 8] 5 DX B ok 5 A e SCAR A B S R A L Y
B W SCHRC31-33 At T 45 & i 7 1 ML 8% O T+ il B AR
00 0 ) A R R AR B RS RS TR
3.1.4 A TF Transformer # 7 i

M T Transformer R H &M HEE W EWESE LT
SCLPRFN T RNN JE 75 fiff 3 A2 4 38 19 Bk 5, B AP Transfor-
mer 5 RNN A1 L B A B4 5 IFA7RE 97, Dt BE 3 ] 7 R B0 i
BHE . SCHK[34 ] % B, Transformer 7 NER H (1 #: 58 A 40 7
Hofts NLP AT 55 i, 20 M H RS $2 4 T TENER #8802
T Transformer @845 90 R AE A iR) 9 4FAE , I 38 i X 1 &
B TENER 4 % . BILSTM Hl CNN B 4F (1 5 £4F 4 1 1 A .
SCHR35 4 FH 3 F Transformer f9 7 2 7 ML Y 15 SC 1 58 45
Hexh i A BT gm 8, M H Gate SLHOKE R B R A b5
2k AR b, DUGE Ak S A BBOHE 1 A i e ) R, 4 S 7 b SO
PEAE WB ORI 3 A3 SCRCHE A Ik B T Bk, SCRRE361LL 58
I 25 1 )5 2 I 2k XA Transformer #2541, ¥£ CoNLL2003
EIEFT 93,590 MR AR . SCHRE37 16 AT BERT Il 253 )
LT Softmax fl Dice Loss 47 2¢, £ OneNotes5. 0 (4
IR T 92,07 Y MR .

FE 3¢ NER J7 T A% 45 09 4 UE W 0 A1) 38 4% 5L 3k G
o33 B R AL B A AR R I A7 Ak . AR S5 A — A [ R R
HA A fUR — D FA S — A0 BT 3 UT HES Y
A — D AIRE AN FMARE T BN E., T
B, SCERC38 48 i T FLAT BEAL, 2 5 4% a2 48] 43 T 9 4> iz
BRG] RSB AL &, A Transformer 1% 7 3 1E
TEHL X A% 5 1 R AT 2t B 3 5 S ik W] T AR B A O R

Fe 3 SEURAh IR BLAS ] S 4R 45 SR T

Table 3 Comparison of entity extraction model results
#A
B P R RE &R Fi/%
- \ LTXBE  HERD ’
% F R ’A
X#k[23] 2015 Senna — Spelling LSTM CRF i CoNLL 2003 88.76
Xk[24] 2018 skip-n-gram BIiLSTM — 34T RNN Softmax i H CoNLL 2003 91.48
. . Twitter-Nepal
x#[25] 2021 Glove - — LSTM Softmax % # f witterTepa 92. 00
Earthquake
XH[26] 2019 Embedding — — RD-CNN CRF T ¥ CCKS2017 task2 91. 32
CCKS-2017 90. 49
X #k[27 2021 Wor2Vec — — ALL CNN CRF X & ¥
X2 orevee FXE¥ CCKS-2019 85.13
X #[28] 2019  Twitter Wor2Vec CNN POS-tag BiLSTM CRF R A WNUT-2017 41. 86
X #k[29] 2020 Glove CNN — BILSTM CRF # A CoNLL 2003 91.10
X#Hk[30] 2018 Glove CNN POS-tag BiLSTM Softmax  # & # & Twitter-traffic 78.90
. Attention+ . . -
X #[31] 2018 Glove Bi-CharLSTM  CNN-image o clnsl:;v[ CRF  #%##  SnapCaptions 52. 40
1- L,
X#[34] 2019 ELM Transf POSt Transf CRF 7 H CoNLL2003 o211
K ) ) (o] ransiormer ag ransiormer . iy, ()ntONOteSS. 0 89. 93
WNUT-2017 49.45
X 35 2020 Gl — — Transf CRF # xR
X #k[35] ove ransformer i RN WB 48. 41
Xt [36] 2019 BERT CNN — GRU CRF A CoNLL2003 93.50
N Softmax+ OntoNotes5. 0 92.07
k[37 2020 — — POS-t BERT ki
xX#Ls7] a8 Dice Loss CoNLL2003 93.33
OntoNotes 75.70
X #[38] 2020 - - Position FLAT CRF i niomotes

Weibo 63.42
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3.2 ETREFINEELFERE

R SCHR B SR 45 10 3 2538 CEGLED #il UMP, H
T RSE B CEG AT UMP {9 B2 A 35 4 5k %A K kAR
b, Bt AR 4T S AR P A SR T B (ED) B 4y 4 T ORI
i 22 IO 2% 455 ) VR AUk 0 ff 5 B A0k 32 S MR EAT HE T

18 55 1 B T B4 27 > (0 S5 1A 0B 4 48 T W B B4 R F ) i
23 1) B 0 5 F 15 B R vk L DL B W B i gk 4y 2
Tk 5 HE R e AR L R R (R X S U i Y R R 1 A
T R A0 B BB A 4 A TR L O B R 4 A
PR . BT RS o) I SR B 1 7 R 7E — R RORAN T X
A BB — R 2 R B Al A S R R R R — AR e S R 1 45
Tz A L A 4517 A (Word Embedding) | 52 42 I i A (Men-
tion Embedding) . 52K # A (Entity Embedding) » 8% J5 i J %
AR FURRAE 3% S0 RRAE AL 18 92K A 41T B (Prior Popularity)
Sk % T A L (Surface Form Similarity) . 28 B M ) &
(Type Similarity) , 8243 iR (Entity Description) . _FF SCAHEL
J&# (Context Similarity) . 32 8 — 8 ( Topical Coherence) %,
I S K R A A B R R 9 B (— O 2 2 IR AT HL MLP,
TUHE# $L 15 PageRank 3462 ) $E 0k 55 oy 4 40 358 52 PR 3l A7
HEFF o AT 75 30 R0 812 J5c 725 1 S U AR S 5 PR B 4 45

R i A5 LA P 0 4R AL 1) S ), AR Sk B BIF 9T AR 43
FEF [T SO 56 R AE R G 56 R AIE 11 S0 T 5, A (A R K
22 A5 K 1 FICRRAE 2 IR) 58 100 S AT I A 55 . LA [ A8 R R
e 4 g, b SO SC R AE R S AR B B JE R SCAR |1
T SCAR L LA Sy i e A S AR Bk B SR, R SC
TG SRR AE 4848 i FH SCRY i 5 S R R — BOhE Y B bR Sk 3
U a < NG SR TR e I [ D o L R I R (S (I 74
RN SR AT B A R AE AT I B AR AR, RSk
FRHE 2 LT B0 A 1 G0 00 S 1R 15 4T 55 48 2 FH 20 (0 5 A L Bt 35
TR 5T B 5 7 35k BE AR AIF T L B 400 2 P e D25 S
3.2.1 T BT AR KRG KK B

FE TR BE 2% ) B SR IO AT: 55 o B H2 B ARTE 2 T B A 5
TR B R S AT AR R 5 E BRI R A S S A O
W) 2R Z BN ARRLE . b 7 ST bR SO DG R R AR AR B
— 5k SR AR ) o 5 ) 4 45 R ST AR i T S S
B N N < = 5 0 N i 1 2 7 < e o O N G
AT A A AR LS 43 o TR DA A 20 3 AN T ol 22 T 2%
B R ST A

(1)#F RNNs

FEF RNN [ 4 A L f — 28 RNN B 28 44, I LSTM
GRU i J 328 U7 141 22 0 50 4 2 B0 1) 22 1) B9 AR 5G 31 5 TR O
PIIE B T2 S AR SE S iR R ORI RRAE . SCmk[39-41 148 FH A
i) LSTM U5 [ LSTM 43l % 52 fAe 42 & i b SCAnF Seatk 47
Y b o 55 A TR SCAS IR | SR B S AR BE R — A5
— I A AR TR AT S AR g 3 ST A B 1 ST
B . SCHR[42-43 180 76 5 R4 B2 4T 55 0 T H5 17 GRU #1 s
] GRU 43 5% b SCFIR SCHEAT 4 B, (6] A MRS 1 AR BT RO RO

(2)#F CNNs

HT CNN WA S 2N ERE. B EREN TR
BUEEAS 1R SCHL I A A R ERRHAE T BB A 5 2 L
KNP T R S g SR B R Gl 20 A el B2 R Y
JRFRRRAE 1] HE A A R SO . STk (44 148 T CNIN Sk 28 A
W 1 1 ) 0, AR 8 g — A A 2k R SO X 2 ] £ T 5
HEAT e e, P G B4 A B R SO,

(3) He T 1 3 Sy Ll

W AALHEF S A5t R SCRE 4T R [R AY
PEE = - S R = WA R X R i D o M e N i
55V T ) i R G R BT L X SE R AU DL B R S B I ACRIAE Ry
RS . SCRRLA5-46 3 E A0 A — A i) B 0 5 — A 5
PRI, WP AR T AT EF 3G 383 T AR
TP R ROR
3.2.2 AT ET IR XA EMRIHEHE

SIS R K R SO SCREAS R, TR S0 KRR
AAEAN T 52 7k 418 B A 3o S5 R 4 B ) AN ) 2 S AR B A T 4T 43
AT, 2200 T T 501 o 0 40 3ok S Ok A RRAE T T A X
B REE SEAT 512

(1) 32 M 1 (Form) H {81 F

3 3o P S AR R R Rk 3 S A 1Y 4 B R A 5E A DR I L 32
PR AR KSR T DI B S iR R AT B S R R R R R A
BB SR SRR R T A Y B B TR A R R R i
ST SRR AR () L R R R R 2 S A I [ Y
TECH S 0 T2 AR B g T SR HEAT AR R 5

(2) ST ZE R (Type) ML

R FH S5 A 2 AR L B ik — R AE 45 58 3o X b 2 A 4R K iy
NER 2 5 15 18 S 1 75 0 YL B 3%+ A 28 200 2 45 — B0k o s
R, SRR AR T RS B R — R A RN Z KR, K
BET LR A 56 2 A0 B R Y 924, 0 Raiman™ 7 2 H T
DeepType #5 5, ff F 92 Pk 28 Y RFAE 3 56 W T 58 1k % 45 4E
55 AL AT 38 2oF FE 4 5 T R A AR A 1 e B — 4 OC FR ok B o A
SRS B e AR5 T BirLSTM 4328 #5475 50 14 2 3 iy
AR (EJE BUA A I 25 S 4R i A H 2 3] SCAR A Y RS
JEE U B 20 T AR A SRR RLE B S B SR
HT 5 AR K BF SUARNHEAS BRI — R, SRR (48 K 2
TR TN AL B S5 A SIS T e N B[] — Jr) dk A ] o, 0 BALIR] ) ek g
TTPYNLR DL AT B, SR 5 A & 4k B 28 (5 8. 1 1)
i) 2 % ST i A AT BRI R O TR AR R AR Y F o (B 43
P T 0.82% M1 0.42%,

(3) S i 47 BE (Prior Popularity)

SR RAT B SR SR I B (A A5 R T Y — AN FE B R AR, a0
BRI 2R L AR AR A AR R 2B AL
AT BN B “ 2287, 5 Al RE 8 1Y J2 W BR 3z 2 5 “ 2= 47, S
R A9 J B A FH S AR AT B 3K — R AF 0 7E S AR B B AT 45 b ik
37 R 85 Y6 Ry MR, HL 5 s v S A T B A L
o B AR DT SR AT X — R AE A R
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Table 4 Comparison of entity linking model results
HAE
£ FFx FETX BE 5 RE R HA B % Fy/%
Form Type Pop Description
CoNLL 82.9
Ny SR W AN
x#l[39] 2017 LSTM - J - v %;Zﬂﬁ;;;‘[ FE ot ACE05 85. 6
T EARRT Wiki 89.0
#—AEH LSTM #2 &
. . . B B B L EL T S e T ACE01 92,9
Xk [40] 2017 LSTM+ Attention N4 %W T Pair-Linking NeuPL DBpedia 82,8
EH
ChineseTAC 2015 87.4
C#l41] 2017 LSTM — - - ERK BiES _
X #k[41] S v RHRE B CoNLL 2003 94.0
[50] 87.3
x#[42] 2017  RNN+ Attention J - - - SRR E P& ARNN  PPRIorNED
CoNLL-YAGO 83.3
. GRU+ ATTNH ERTERIA FHALE S
#[43] 2018 - - - . — WikilinksNED 74.9
X#k[43] FEATS v T XA, B B T flinks
. B R
#l44] 2019 CNN - - : RRWEL AVG 88. 43
b N Vo mwrau
ETHZ-Attn*"” — N N - # A& T X % (DCA) 94. 64
x#l45] 2019 : . . . DCA AIDA-B
Hs] Berkeley-CNN?! - N, N - iR E| A R SR A 92.72
N A 3% 0 b R LA BN
#I46] 2020 - — - - ) i FGS2EE AVG 86. 32
LG v BT
WAk %2 3R B 8y Type % 4, WKD-30 92.37
wkl47] 2018 - — NG - - K E B EELFWEM DeepType  CoNLL-YAGO 94, 87
44 38 I A2 TAC KBP 2010 90. 85
. Kb g XAEREBNE
#I48] 2021 - - - - - AVG 86. 32
X Hk[48] NG o
X SR K T A
XH[49] 2017 Embedding+ Attention — — Ni — XA Bt 0 AIDA-B 92.22

EHRNEL -0 EZFF

2 2 R I T Y S B 45 A S B o AVG R E T MSNBC, AQUAINT, ACE2004 , CWEB, WIKI iX 5

3.3 ETREFINEBXRME

SCHRLES 248, BRAT 1 56 7 0% BE 2 20 19 5 8 il BRI L 43
4 A R W O R A R I O R G R
O F Bl IBORD TC Wi B G Rl I, AR 1 4 5 G A g R 2% rh B
SRR AU 28 3E T B SR OC F Al A A W O AR il R
TR G AR A,
3.3.1 ABHEMXZMKR

AT B Y 56 R A B A P 2R AL B K Rk
BAEMBE, X a2n g, b RP%A, AT
NAACL2021 Ay SCHRES3 148 il o 43 il 2 S SR FI G R g 1R
SCRFE HE B 2 2 B R0 % SCHERAUR A Pipeline 5 20t
T A5 Al Joint MRS IK BT B F I 1Y AOR L (H K 2k
P18 22 A% 1 () REUAT) SR AEAE  BRG R RO AR B A B X,
ARG T AN A 27 3 T FOHE B8 IR B 2 3] B R Y BF 5
R

(DK Lk

T UK ER 1 5k 14 56 F Bl IBGE IR AR AE SE A B R
FRE BT R T BT LA R O A B bR T A ST A
Xof B AT, G ad B RY AL B S 0 5L AR OC R OC R S on Al AE
S T 4 SR TS, K 2R O R A GE =k
FRFEET CONNBFEET RNN M HFEMET
BERT (977 . N R X AH W 5% BUR #EAT 45 .

1) 4T CNNs

5 Z A B AR R CNINL U0 SCRR 54 18 vk 48
iz 0 28 1 T O FR A e, i St A ) S A X A O
o, 0 4 FRRp 28 ) 4% 54T ) SCARRAE 19 $2 B, 72 ACEO5

AU 4 A 52 B0 4 O B4
Bt AR b i O vk Y I R BB R FE LR HARTE T 9%,
SCHRLS5 TR I 2 3 Bl 28 190 2% 3 BOTR) I i) -1 9 00 0
AIE, TG 33 T A 2 UK 1 R AE 38 2 Ak O W) 8 A #1) softmax 43
AR b, FH A T U A 4 1R 22 DY 56 AR U TR I 8K
o SCHRE56 188 T — AN HE T 7 AT 96 R 40 250 I 45
(CR-CNN) , %5 & — AN A F F W A~ B A5 554K, 1% 658 i H
CNN 43 3112 > Ho 4 A 2R Mg A2 3000 o A KR EFROR
PO A LR A 2 I 15 43 L % B B L SCRR 55 T4 Hh i B B 3k
BT EAFROR

TE G Z A I, AN BAAR X 06 FR i SCIY SRR OE AR AH 45 L A
W2 B AT R R IR 7 F7 LA LA X 43 AN T BRG] 5 96 AR A AR 26
PELANSCER57 132 B Y BiAtt-pooling-CNN A5 T8, 32451 8044 14
T2 FIHLH 43 50 L FH B i AR R AR 2 o, D2 3] A s
A1 5 b S A AR S DL R4S IR 56 AR R AR et L AE
HEHEAE SemEval2010 9 F A F T 0. 88,

2) 3T RNNs

BT CNN A DL AL 39 e e AE o L xE LA X A~ 55 1K iR
BRI B 0] A, RS 70 22 35 8 RNIN R FH 390 56 3% il AT 5%
. BERTHEAT G R 4 JE IS B A s R A Sk (58 1 1R
— il 25 B S A SR AT TR ML R U AR 52 1k 26 A (Latent Enti-
ty Type. LET) 19 3 2 3 7f 36 #h £ 82 80 (LET-BLSTMD
ST ) R BRSO, IO R GE o 13RO L R 3R
5 B R, I AR K S 110 2 ) 4% of 2 A 2R i 4
g,

3) T BERT

SCHRE59 I3 Hh T — A I Y 52 & {5 B 5k 3£ 57 BERT TRl 2
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B H A7 3 (R-BERT) . A BEFT 56 R 432 L i 5 i 5 DIl 45
R 22 25 0 28 0 B AR SE AR 1L 38 15 B 9F & FF A 2 IR i A
BE A . SCHRC60 T4 T —Fh il H & R AR #E (BERTey +
MTB) 4% BERT 5 “VC g %S (4 (T 45 HH 45 & A0 52 (4 5% 432
WEXA PR GITH L XN XRERER, LBIEH,
BERTey +MTB KK F SemEval 2010 Task8 _F B9 56 /i 7
I ROR T ZASE R G ] 78 B IR BE = 0 LR U0 AL BUS T
HET A e Fofi. h 89%.,

(2) IR B

B F K 2 T S R R 2 AL 1 DL S & Z M 06 R Iy Y
ASTFAT 55 Z 100 B P9 76 3K 22 1 1), TR 0 2 35411 2% R S 4
BRI 3& 22 4l U A~ 4T 55 8% A A8 L DA 7 58— A B 280 o 3
FALERAL . X B 5 2R G, o 380 i 94 TR 6 9 4 06 R il
T Al B 3 A S AR b Y B . B AR SR TP RS R O R =
JCA . ECEHEATICA OC RIS 1 E B 3 Al Oy ik R AR
H 787% (Table Filling) | #5 7% ( Tagging) fll Sequence-to-Se-
quence %,

DT R E A

Table Filling Mk A B AR RGP — R, BhWE
—T00F F 48 R — bR X A B X R Y 56 R L RO R
FE 11 O B o A M LT O R R AR AR B TR I R R I =0T
41, nSCHEkL61 J8E H T — A BB BUASE A TPLinker, 56+ 54
B ic X A S 78 b7 ol B IR TR AR AL L RS & B AL B — A s B A
SER Y B S AR RS X R O Tk B TS A R SE R & R
R CHRL62 14t T — U R GRTE 4% =04l Z A (1%
4 JR) RRAE SR LB R ARAE T, B 5 AR BT I R AR IR AR T 5
% RN = JC A A B AR BT AT SR 4 L AR T B

B A5 A S (B R i T R T 58 00 O 0k T B 2 T A T BE Y S A
X 3K S5l R U E M5 S,

2) TP B bR

BT Tagging 1Y J5 B L IBG OC R A BT 55 e 452 o0 b5 45 I7)
R AR T A7 2R 22 1 SE AR X, o 48 BV Ry S AR TR) A 6 RS,
kL6335t T — Bl ke i B b5 1 7 % T 43 il A 3 S 4k o
WAL E R B ROC R BRI A A (E R, M B
LSTM 4 fi% i F-ffi ] LSTMd 3 17 i % , J5c 28 i 11 B T8 2 1)
SEAR-O6 R =0 A H R AR A AE AN RE B O S 00 R Y )
B — X SR AT BB AFFE Z R O R MG Bl . SCRRL64 15 4 X
—H B K W — A FARE Z R LR T A M EE SRR T
i B A5 R AR, S OR T A SR Z M OC R

3)# T Sequence-to-Sequence(Seq2Seq) 1%

F T Seq2Seq 1977 3 F B OC R AL 55 ety = oA
A AT 55 din A AR 45 8 A0 B SCAS O B HE R RS AR L = ot 4l . ST
HkL65 148 i T 3 F Seq2Seq I & ffill HL il B4 CopyRE #E# , i%
TR 53 Sy Hht 5% 45 RO B g PSR 4 . BRI T Bi-LSTM
A by 4 1 25 45 SCAS 7 0 B K B T S 1] a5 o A AR
A S A O R T R AR A R RS H
FETEPIAN TR 1D AN BE X 43 2 S AR A & S A4 2) AN B iR ) B
ZHEPEM SR, W Steven Jobs”, CopyRE H B 1R Jill “Jobs”,
B 33 8 1] 5, SCHR [ 66 ] 7R SCHR [ 65 (1Y A& fily b 4@ i 17 5 Al
CopyMTL, BRI LE G B BTN A T )9 5047 14 )2 DL B B 55 7R 8
S ARET BA ZA bRl 19 5Lk R R B-LSTM #A I-
TR R BT E I UG LSTM BL & 42 % 32 47
Hith BT CopyMTL MR .

AW G R AU R A X L gk 5 A,

25 A MBI OC R IR TR W] 52 36 25 S A X L
Table 5 Comparison of supervised relation extraction model results
AREE
S AL — HER Fi/%
i AK & B &

X#[53] 2020 PURE N — ACEO05 64.8
Xk [54] 2013 CNN N ACE05 83.8
Xik[55] 2014 DNN NG - SemEval-2010 82.7
X Ek[56] 2015 CR-CNN N SemEval-2010 84.1
Xk [57] 2016 CNN- Attention N/ - SemEval-2010 88.0
X k58] 2019 LET+ Attention — N SemEval-2010 85.2
X#[59] 2019 R-BERT N — SemEval-2010 89. 25
Xk [60] 2019 BERTgy +MTB N — SemEval-2010 89.5
NYT24 92.0

X 1 2020 TPLink —
X#L61] mer v WebNLG 86.7
) NYT24 93.1

162 2021 GRTE —
X #[62) v WebNLG 89.4
XHE[63] 2017 LSTM-LSTM-Bias — NA NYT 49.5

N NYT-single/Multi  59.0/78.0

64 2019 ETL-Spa —
X#L64] pan o WebNLG 8.1
NYT 67.1

X 65 2018 C RE —
Xk[65] opy v WebNLG 55.3
NYT 70.9

L Hk[66 2020 C MTL —
X @ L66] ory v WebNLG 58.9

3.3.2 ZRBHHGXZMR

A B YOG R AU 5 RIS T e A 9 A R (ELR
S FE R R 9N 0 oA il RE AL B R AT A AR 2 AR Il
TN PRI 55 2 I R TG M B s ST R I R B Y 5% AR i
BAR I N R AMBUE S A S B . R E X R

il B3 T A BB < R TS S o 7 A Y R
PHEEXRRZRR M AELE hoa AT W EERELRR,
AELIR T o 5 326 A S 1) 800 B A T B DR 1 DL RN K R ) B
4 SCHRL67 JET XX P A [ BEE AT T8k B AT T 58 5 1
JE 10 3 A [ i o 37 22 Wi B A9 O 2R Al TR AT el
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3.4 ETREFINEBESHME

F T W EE % S 0 S A R — M R R S — A
4, LU I A R A i B A T Y 4 R A5 SR i 2 R
ST Al ) TR S R SRR U R S 2SR B
S WA T — A = RO A 45 0 4% 45 4 S ik T IR B 2
> 00 A A R 32 PR FE O T ik & I R ROR L B
T A & 3 B e A WA B B . DA R Y R U R, W
S AEARABL I B SC R LA A 0 o 3R AR AR A AR Bl
Syl R R A i R L R i ki) Y 28 UK T =R
PEERUNEZRMAE, R 255 F SR 2 W% 1F
R 2 P 2% | T M 22 N 4% (Graph Neural Networks, GNN) |
Transformer &5 % B % ) 3840 1 25 00038 1 A UL 55 A9y
T T O AR AR 43 36 07 86 B H A A I R IR R i
B R R BGEAT A A Bk gk 6 g,
3.4.1 A BHEFMHMHR

A WE B S IBOCR M OC ZR A IBORA ) Ao A8 B 5 SR B
A3 R K SR RN A G . 3 TR KRR O B R
B B A - 55 40 D 2l ST 0 3 28 TR, A 4E 3 A4S B B TR ik
BRI i o AR 2T UM S8 1 1 R R
HRISHGESEOR O 025 NI E S 80M 28 5. SR K
2305 1 A el BB R ) R e R 1R 2 A R L SR ik i) A 1L
PR 5, DU 25 77 5 5 0 = S 50U ) ) T R TR U K R vk
B b R R BIE A% O IR . ARAE SRR AT S R Gt
il H ) R il R R AR A 22 L 2 R T 9 3B O B O i
T3 7K 2325 B9 ISR A 2 o DR O A1 e AN A 3 7K 4 12 0 B 5 i L
0 432 T AR A R T S [ 8 I 4 AT A 48 Bk
ek 6 g,

6 A N R IO RS ] S 4 45 SRR L

Table 6 Comparison of supervised event extraction model results

e A ' Fy/%

Flo HEE i B B ETC Al AR
XHk[68] 2016 NG — DMCNN 69.1 59.10 53.50
XHk[69] 2016 J J CNN+B-LSTM  64.5 —  46.90
X#[70] 2016 N N JRNN 69.3 62.80 55.40
X#[71] 2018 N - HNN 73.4 —
Xk[72] 2018 NG - DAG-GRU 7.1 —
X#k[73] 2018 J J DBRNN 71.9 67.70 58.70
= Tree-LSTM+ _ ~
XWk[74] 2020 N NG B GRU 72.1 68.10 59.10
X751 2018 N N/ IMEE 73.7 68.40 60. 30
X#[76] 2019 N MOGANED 75.7
X#k(77] 2020 N — SDP-DMCNN 75,8 71.52 66.44

TE - SDP 35 S5 S MR MK A2 AR 4 35 3 T 0006 42 ACE2005 HEAT 5286, oo
ETC(Event Type Classification) 278 #5195 4 2 8 ; ATIC Argument Identi
fication) 7% 2 HH 5 s ARICArgument Role Identification) 7% ff1 435 51
(1)%T CNNs
LA 1 = A AT 55 7 T AR A T L S Al Y &5

SR TR EALRE N T AR A SRR SCRNE SCE R B
B, SCHR 68 1K CNIN R HT T S 4 Sl MOHE 55, Oy 7 il R el 42
SRR TG BRRAE BT T — A S A 22 A R 2
[ 2% DMCNN , £ % —A~4) 7 7l B84 & WA 50M A DL Ay 3
PR LR — A B AT RETE A [ 4 rhfh A () /R (1 ) A,
A BT SCRFAE A TR AT A 28 B AR BEAT 2 A 6 T
W, e ST E D, SCHRL69 1B X i 43Rl 1 22 S L i
F PP 5 b 14 R W Ok 52 G A I AT 55 . % BiRLSTM #1 CNN

G4 o L 1Rl A BRI 2 9 R A T4 15 B R CNIN 3l
H& R T 1)V AR AE A BE 1ok T 9 fioh 1) A 5 SC TR AL 48 25 T i)
IR INEA R

(2)%#TF RNNs

RNN A DL g 4525 5 {5 &, 5 Bl 16 A = 4 b JBCAE B¢
e, SCHERL70J T U4 M 7F 106 A il IRCHE 48 o i B BL ] Yy RNN
FYAIF S AR T b SCAF B HEAT I B 3 0 T fivh % 1]
PESH SR BT T bk ae . SCERC71 48 8 T — 1~
B W4 T AR R S0P R R S RIS B BE DL R
W GR— A 205 5 0 A 2% AR A Bi-LSTM 3R B
B SCRY T AR B L RS B CNIN 7 SCRY P 3R B 1
5B B A A fih KA

B2 3 BRI 78 43 A DA AR R B AT ORE AR
KRN AWRRE, AR @B R R b, SCik
[72]51 A DAG-GRU @8 A) vk 5 B B 5 3 00 48 5C 1Y w5 A~ 5
TR 2Z 18] AR A7 26 R — A 18] TC 3R B (DAG) , 38 33 B[R] 7]
BRI T SCHE R E B . BRI Z A, i B R A i 5 v 3
FIWUHI A AN F S0E B R S E T IR R A A
SCHRL73 48 H T 36 40T 19 3% 05 4 25 I 45 DBRNN DLl £7
SRR I AT RIDRE— A7) op B R A G R 11 I o
R I A B R KRS A B TR T — A
., LR R I T Bi-LSTM & 57, K 4k #8 #F 10 45 4 51 A 2|
LSTM #J0H, D58 A fih % i) R 25 14 2 500 % fA (6 A R B Al L
CHRL74 138 38 Tree- LSTM 3k 3K B ik & 17) il 2 450 22 18] 1) 4K 61
FRAE , R Bi-GRU 3k 2 B 38 25 4141 19 1 °F SCRRAE L
DN CES T AR B L % T B TR R A L B R
e 14 1) ) T 2 ROR G E A AL Bk T Mk R A 4 2L 4R
i T 2 R U Y R R

(3) % T GCNs

BT HBC— A F A RETE AR 2 A, T RNN
F I 9 T A AR B B R A 06 R I AR AR B LG i £
25 4R % AT GON R A B0 b, anSCik(75 48 T
— B R A 2 ME B HESR JMEE, 3 43 51 A AT 90k
BRAE BN, 8 2 AR ER - F R, B
AR A GON 25 3] AT s )ik b F SCROR L 8RR
Wik AEZIPHEREER R 222 i Sk, St 6
P2 B fih % 15) RS 48

W 2 W IE AR A B I AT R B, B A ) ik K R R R —
W) 3 06 & T 6 B S 0 PRI BE T B 2 AN A R B 40
BATA B S0, SCHRLT6 148 T £ W S BUR 2R T B A DL
B R A6 DA MOG ANED . 1245 51 1 P 3 7 M 4% ( Graph
Attention Network, GAT) 3 i i #H 45 18] 78 A [/ By #4) ) 3%
o B ARG T R AILECR G I e Z R R,
i 2R R R AT 55 0 o R AR AT T AR R FH . SR M, ik 26 7
LR I — A S EON 28 T SHZ WX R, A
T AT SRR AR SCERLT7 51 R A K B A% (Short
Dependency Path, SDP) 3k 4 B ) F i A H1 5& #9 34, M 1T 47 3K
KEBRBOCR, AN, ZHF AR T —FEFEENE
5 BUR 45, 12 0 4 Vi 35 1 0k 5 550 =2 [ 1Y) B3 i 866 A8 485 7 3 06 A
KfF BRI RE T SEZ R W 7E S TE
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3.4.2 FUHGFHIHR

AW B PR IO T T AR T R R HE AT I L 2R
B 2% 3 B /NA B T H i ACE2005 3B vh R LT
33 Pl 2B X AL AL M 2% B i R IR A Y. O
AR T G IR RIS B Z 8 SO ), 2
FAT 2l P R B L W D) RS W T R R TR AR
LB IF I GRRETY , 7 U N A i B R D I S0 R L S
MW T 2D REA 2% 2] (Few-shot Learning) Fl ZF A %2 2] (Ze-
ro-shot Learning) T B F B, X2 M AT pF T #iol . 2
TN R SR R R R A Y A R R B A
B ic fi 0] O BLRRE SR S T R AE 2 A T rh A 4R
5 LA S = o T I S O S R SR T BT A S NP}
M THric ok,

3.4.3 RUHFHMR

A M 2 A 0% S RS AR LA X 1 B 0 = A
ZE BRI AR 0, , T W B A0 S Al B S B T 4R T Y R
B R E A SR S VA R R B S SR AT A 44 SRS AR AR
HORB B SE ., ARG T R R JURE T TG W B ==
LR L7

(D) T WO Zhif 5 B0 ik

AR i BERT % Hl Il S5 B8 B 14 % e, 22 H AT 4h
W H T F AL 55, ansCaRC78 4 th 17— 4> S 44l B
B2 A R S 4 BUOR AR — > PIR BE A 55, L4 ik ¢ 17 17
SRS HOR B 5 BEA B XFYI R BCHE R 2 i [R) L 4R T — A
ST Ut AR A F O A, B S S8 T BERT W 4%
AR 3R 7 1Y fih ke ) £ BUES RS AR 2R L AT B Bl A R 10 4
I8 PR g 5T o R O AR B A . SCRRE 79 1K =R 1R ik R
1R P A bR ICAT 55 o 8 XU R] Transformer 353 17 X A FR .
M5 SCHRC78 4ty /Y J7 6 A6 I 2 i % 37 )5, A AR 42 1 Y
EE-DGCNN #8173 B 2 80 (.

X SERIF A7 E 1 1) H OGB4 i B T R o AR
BT 5 TR A AR S B R 0 S OB TR g
FEAF AT R ML AE TE M . SClR C8o A Al f L&
7Y (Abstract Meaning Representation, AMR) 45 #) 14 &
A 0 T 1) S 0 0 L T ZRAE 28 CLEVE A 38 P AN &R
g3 B AR SCTN ZRFn = R S5 R W01 25 92 30T AR AR T
W S R T AT T A R A T

(2) 8 T LR X 40 0 2% 1 J7 16

Az LT I 462 0 T S e R R T vk B TR A
FASCRS i TUARAR SRR S S5k A R 7s . SCARES2 )48
TR T A KT T B2 R Y g R il O A AEML,
AEM [0 4 5l JH T2 2 5 350048 5 9 37) 70 A1 (2R 7 LK
B Z 18] B SR S AR DG IR S T
AR BE (9 32 42 6 25 08 s AEM A 340 500 28 T T DX 43 T A
B A AR SR 050 7E FSD, Twitter, Google X 3 4~ %4
AR bR BOR AR T 3 LA R, 70 R ] SC R 33X b R SCA B iR
B EUGHERCRTE I B FOEIS N T 15%,

() J T [R) & W9 J7 15

A Tl R A I 28 A 55 T LUK I 28 A 55 14 el o R i
B B PRl IO 55 b, o T LR 3 5 0 1) 254 55 ) B8R 4R

ke G fitp ol MR 55 9 830 A P U L. SRR 83 B At g
1Al BB 8 D0y — A TR 25 AT 55 S 4 B Al i) 9 i AR 4l 2
120 20 T 6t 9 5 3 A i R Y ) R AR B LA
P W T S AT S B E AN R )RR S 58— A 7 5 o RS
AAE N A A S S F 5 A BERT 88 8 rp A7 4 15

4 BEDESRRERER

4.1 HEFEEA

IR R 2 I BB B e S AR BT
A T 25 (0 2% (9 455 T80 e AN TR B 1 ) AL 3 Dl S — K B 1Y
) it A R F 2R AE A 4 L EJE 3 F CNN Y 5 32 0 DL 4 HiX
Ak P A A 5 17 5 T 498 A o 2 ) 445 B L7 R A R B 78 0 % R
1 B 2 1) 22 18] B A M A B ) 1 RO W RRAE L B S T SR
URRAE 5 251 BT A5 ARUBH 22 190 46 (W B 1 38R SR I 6 &
AT LA CNNLRNN A2 G k0 gt )2 5 B T B0l i & 1
FERIR T R AL (18 L 2, A R T AR IR B IR 2 1 S
BRI FRR . BAREE TR % 3 (5 Bl BUR B B g T 1R
TR e B T T B AR B A AT A TE 1 22 IR

(1) 4432 0 24 BELIG 155 B 1) 800 B R R R | 32 43 A 22
SRR, G er b e BRI 15 B DL B AR 1 2005 kAT
ALE, LU T e 0 U PR ) b | BRI R Y 4 LA B L 4y
BT 46 T 5 il ple 1 o)

(2) i (945 2 3l B AR 9 B0 e U8 = E AR h T AR T
T, SR T A 3 9 2% rh il A7 78 i B R SO L 1 o 5 H Al RS
BRI A, 2 B 0 15 B A IR T a4 i iF 52
[EEN

(3) HAi {5 BB 5% 2 48 v T4 e ST I i AR
T B0 59 0T 1 BEL 95 £ 2 T T3 e 22 s V0 A Ul ke
22 1 B 5 A I R B 25 O 400 R 15 B B R, IR Rk g
SEHEE B K ISR 56 FR DA BT (H R SRR Tk A AR A 1
EA RS AN R D AN NI R R B — 2B 5 3%,

() #E 32 ) 2% BRI 15 I8 TR 8 52 2% 3 6 [F) — SR B ZE 7 1
ZA)E S 2P S SRR B 5 R A s W 41
W Z BEPE TR 510 5 5 B I R .
4.2 KRKkEREBEH
4.2.1 HEEHEHBRT G

Xof T4 32 I 4 B SR B IBOR UL B T L ok 2
6 AR A SR BB AR TN 0 R R — A R I
o BLRY B IR AR 55 7 i 45 52 il B L 40 R B2 52 4 43 26
75 T3 AFTE T P

(D Efr 4 LIRS E I 278 B R 5 e 2 5k
B e 2 AT v ek =l A ES R AR E = i a4
B3 AN AT 48 SR i SR I A AE AR R M R AT S
R W DR O oA St X 480 2 i 4 S AR R R S b Bk TR 2,

(2) S PRl AT 55 R A2 52 PR PEUN 1 2 5 30 2 ] 52 Ak g
AT B 4325 T A0KE BE 9 R0 43 4% 5 B SRR I FE TR L By
PE B TR B A SR Bl BT 55 TEOIORE . A S Al ORI 5
AR 3B SR T AHORLBE Y 43 35, o] 42 TR T A S AR 4y 28 g X
SRR R AR ST R
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4.2.2 REEHRERES @

S A H AT 55 % R I B R A T 4 R R R AE A
22 I 2% B 3 — B3, SCAS AT RE Sk N [ 45 0 1 O [ 45000 U
B ke B 5 e ) 3 4 T SRS R R A R TE 2 T ok 3 A28
T 5 1Y SCARE H 5 AL R 2 fR e —n 2 UL B2 X
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