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KBQA Algorithm Introducing Core Entity Attention Evaluation

ZHAO Weidong,JIN Yanfeng,ZHANG Rui and LIN Yanzheng

School of Software,Fudan University,Shanghai 200433, China

Shanghai Key Laboratory of Data Science,Fudan University,Shanghai 200433, China
Abstract There are numerous knowledge base question answering(KBQA) researches on complex semantics and complex syn-
tax,but most of them are based on the premise that the subject entity of the question has been obtained,and insufficient attention
has been paid to the multi-intentions and multi-entities in the question,and the identification of the core entity in the interrogative
sentence is the key to natural language understanding. To address this problem,a KBQA model introducing core entity attention
is proposed. Based on the attention mechanism and attention enhancement techniques.the proposed model assesses the importance
of the recognized entity mention,obtains the entity mention attention, removes the potential interfering items, captures the core
entity of the user’s question,so as to solve the semantic understanding problem of multi-entity and multi-intention interrogative
sentences. Evaluated results are introduced into the subsequent Q& A reasoning as importance weights. Finally, comparative ex-
periments are conducted with KVMem, GraftNet, PullNet and other models in English MetaQA dataset, multi-entity question
MetaQA dataset.and multi-entity question HotpotQA dataset. For multi-entity question,the proposed model achieves better ex-
perimental results on Hits@n,accuracy,recall and other evaluation indexes.

Keywords Knowledge graph question answering, Intention recognition, Entity attention, Multi-entity, Multi-intention

HIRE A (KBQA) /& 7E I 19 A1 IRE SEmb 1, DUA R
JiE (Knowledge Base, KB) 7 1 F11H 4 3k I8, 01 2 H SR 15 5 )
B, A ST KBQA 1Y AT 78 48 vh 78 1 S ok ) vk 44 44 1Y 1)
B, R Z Bk KBQA [, X 280 58 58 # ALK BLE] ] A
P14y 32 RS A O i R o) o S A% Y el A R A AT L A
PR FIIEME L. MESL BRI 555 5F , 1 P 4270
B E A AR RS — 0y, H T R R ) AT BE L 2 A B R R
AT, A DA Stk R T PR R A D B A

B S BRI 55 3 5 T ) A Y A 2% L AR SCER X Al

FH H1:2023-10-07 & & HH:2024-04-04
U H . ERARBE 4 (71971066)

T H %5 N B KBQA [ 17 #F 5%, 2 T KBQA [f Bl R
75 R4 (Pipeline) SR TF 5T T — Fp 5| A% 0 T2 56 7
B KBQA $ivk . %55 1k R T 2 7 WL A 1 o X ] /) v
HH B A S A BB AT VA L LA AR T 4 e A % 0 SR L 58
Hh fige e 22 S A 22 R IR ) ) 1 SRS I R

AR SCRLTY B R 3 B A3 M, 43 0 R A O AR G T B AT
fli IR FOR 22 AR A RHBEEHT . 0T K
TR BEVPAR 5 B o 30 5 A AT ) ) e A SE AR S| 3k T S A O
BE R X SR B BEAT ORI BE T . 1 e fii F RoBERTa 451

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China(71971066).

WAEME# B 2R (wdzhao@fudan. edu. cn)



240

Computer Science T HHLEIZ  Vol. 51.No. 11, Nov. 2024

Xof IR A 64T R AE T AL TR R AL L R R g ik, 3k
T[] ) % R [ SE A4 Token Y 36 4 B2 B2 20 A , HR6 OC FE FE AR R
AN i A B S B AR A Y TR AR A DA S
FEEAF BRI, IR R IR = S 55 R0 By B, LA Ik
T Complex Embeddings (complEx) 8 =2, ¥ 511 & 3% 7%
TE 1Y SR RN 56 28 76 3 20 19 A% 4 1) &5 25 8] T b A7 i A, 58 10
PR PR 114 8 R 2 2T [A] IR 35 280 52 400 O A e o 11 2 11 O
PRBORAT 1 = n A4S 5 HE P SE A = R B T e . K
BT O B, 7R 5 B G 00T L 38 A 25 pE [R]85 A S
AR T BB B S 43 A RIAZE O S A 3] 280 58 S AR 1 6 R B AR R 4R i
HESR ARG B . A B BOASE 7030 2o O 25 A T80 4% S B, A T8 4% f
[¥) A 01 i 19 25 8 4 A v B = On AL 4 I 43 N AT R AE L O Al A
A% U SR OG T2 BE VEAl B B B AR AIE , BEAT & RAME LSS R =0
RITHET . X 8] 4] A R AE 7] 1 K78, & 58 2 % RoBERTa
IR ) S U, S B I ) 2 B RGO SO H TR AT 55 RO
A 533 51 BILSTM, X [ & Token[ CLSTHEAT 45 1iF 4 3% ; f
R TR A B [CLS i & R4 3 5 KG 4b#
T 434y B 0 1] oA [R) % A 0 T A 0 e A e i, X R
TE I FEAE 1) R R, T S T AR SRR A S A v A5 S G S
A5 R A SR 3 ) = o0 4 26 R 4T Embeddings
& % AN BILSTM RAEZH 8] — 4K R N A 0] & 5 B ix %
FNEE I 1 18] /) A A AL AR 30 04 A AR AE  f 4T £ 5L
AR 0] A e 45 S AR 1 o B M DT A A5 43 LA R Ji) /) v SE A 55 0 R
TP SR T SCRE BB TE AR A JE R HEAT I B R &R
BCE il A A0 S A 56 T ARRAE A 20 1R RS A 1) AR SRR

A SCHG LA 55 0 4 25 RO BR L JR 0 AR O B R R AE
i A B 2 8 A A HE T B L SR G T B S S A
BEIEAT 43 Xt 5 G2 0 B R AR AT bR L BD R B R AT S5 X
Topl [T | FI U 4 152 B S 44 T 0% A 45 465 4 3 SR T 7
T A4y S A R 4 A S AR AL AR AR T LA K a4 5 fk
FITAE ) B 15 = o0 21 BE A 735 08 0 30 Bk o 10 25 IE B A = JC 2R R
PARIGR I, B0 SR O TE BE PR AG VR R R 2 ) 5A R
O VB SR T HE T IX 3 MR A AL A BE T KBQA R
S5 AR R

1 HEXTITE

KBQA fiff P 5 SEAEAE P B 3230 %, 0 92 3 110 A
MY 7 ¥: (Semantic Parsing, SP)M) 13 T 5 B/ & 1 &
(Information Retrieval ,JR)™ , {17 it th KBQA {E % i
T A TAEDLE . 50 B 72K A AR5 0l A) A7 o 2 45
T3 AR E E AT IR I A R BIE R MiE # R R
— AN AE T I0) R PR I — S A i DA o e A e
SR,

FE 0 SUAR BT I ko 32 B A A ) B A ) B A i
BE VR 2 8 Ak LA 2B B . TR 2% KBQA [,
VZ T TR AR S A U SCBLAR | A 2% VAR T A B R S 4] Ak 4
RO7 G AR KPR . o e x4 I 1 SRR AR
AP LM T SR B — . R T U AN R A B B E
T SCAM BT B B A A IR AE B L Sun SR T — R T e
B AR S BT O ok L X A 4k ) SR 32 F AT AR AT . Zha %

WL B R R RRAE GRS 2R R ) B B N 45
i % T A AT AT HE S ) . Mahehwari %5 57 FH 20 7 5 Al 37
DETE DA B R Ji0 26 25 16 45 A 1) 240 R 3 i < 4 3 308 1 e 3
7] A1) 5 3% 4R 2 =2 [l g DR R E

FE S 2R AT U (0 R 5 43 T BRI L A% B 0 B SCARE 4 O ik
A TR B ) A I SO AT B R SR, T AR R OR DS iR
S, X TR AR A 2% ) ) 1 I R AR 4 R i A&
PRIt o o o0 S ) AR I 5 A AT T AR O T . O T
52 2% 1] L, B 9 A F R TR A R A 2 BB A a1k H BR . Bast
BT 3 AR, AT LUIR 35 A5 1) 1-hop 3¢ & . 2-hop 3¢
RS O R I T, BRIy SR RS f T JL AR 2%
1) 53 2%t ) AELAPS SR A7 7 7 s S0 B A BR A ) B, Yih 2 42
HH 0] S fige AT B — A~ 75 R 7E B 28 1 KBQA T 55, X Fh
TIERRI S TREAREGENT, HE HTFEANEESR
TR S (0 N T 00 A s BRI O S 36 BB B A 4
DA K RS 2% v

of % SE AR 2R 2 R R Ok R I, — A Sk
7T REAE R B BOE B BT Al Rt — AN 4 2 ) A ST
JA T BE R B T R M g K. EF X L3R IR, Zheng %5 2
HH B2 4% P R 43 ik 0 7 8 5 K B 4% () LA ffe G 06T B0 10 A8, P01
A TR AL [ LA AT RS — 1 T BRL 17 38 A8 20O A b ) 2
HORAPAEBIRAE R, N AR /N T 7E IR E
T4 2 a5 MM, Bhutani 5 R AR 856 R T A Ths
LN A 248 /N T RS AN, H 4, Beam Search & —
Rl i /NSRS A B )7 . Chen %5 5% 3% IR 502518 2K W, 4K
BETRENFEE TR FREHTY R, AR R 3RT
BT, Lan AR H T —F %40 DC Be A5 B, 76 45 48 5 BRoh
JE 5 FHT U7 ) A i e 0 e BV R X o) A A AT

T EE TR SCRE BT 04 T A S WA AR AR T, — g R
TR A M AR ) BT R AR AR G R A AR
P2 R RS L R AN g b R BRI &R
XA ] 25 0 AR E TR G R OR 58 3 I 43 0] R 28 R 4 oE A R R
Hits@1 545 18 SR K0 .

BT 5 B Y 7 1k 0 A% 0 B AR [ B b A% 5k 1R
BN PR R I E A R 2Tk R A A AR
P $R I IF) 27 i T IR0 BR AR HE 3 L B AR HE P X LA 2 3R
X PR 4409 KBQA a8, 1% Jr ¥ 3 22 T8 G AN 56 4 50 1 4
PR A FARE T FR A | 2 R A T A R e A O TR A R R

R TR R S 5 8 R T — PR L A 5T N R R A
B e SRR B IR S AR AR AR . Sun S5 42 Al 1)
FEURE G 1 SCAS TR, XS 58 48 SR AT A T2 L 5 AR LS B
A SR IR TR E AT R, Xiong 5 7E SRR
73 rh i S A A A IR G5 R R SO SR AR B BN A 5 4 Ak
SCARAE A 0 AR SRR FE 0 R AR AR BR T 5 AR Ab
B SCAR T RE AT 38 T L SR R 3R I 33 ok A A O 1k g 42 T
I (Linking Prediction) X i 2% Fl 2 & i ¢ R #1788 . Saxe-
na 55 I S DI 24 0 0 IR ik AR 3 B 58 2 R R
R SR R R DA T A 2 SR P2 AN 5 4 ) J TS

X 2% A SRIE W) A Y HE A X — Bk K L S ) A AL
R AT 2 1) DT A CHE BR AR 4 . (AU %07 R L HE B4R 4



BT A —Fp 5] A0 SEMOGHE B IE Al 9 KBQA $ ik

241

JEFASI L IEAR —E BB UM R R A ) AL AR L, R
KA 22 FATE T BURE 2 ob 3R B30 (04 15 18 0 i 48 4 647 T8
BTERAE AR B B BER FH 3h 2 TR 4 10 7 O SR Ah ik ik
o BRIt ZAb, He 5538 2 48 FH 2l 45 1 3 00 AL e G 142 7]
YR [R50 43 o DT 92 E0 X B 25 48 4 A i 3 R LI 7T LA
A A A8 v 2 3 1) 0 R 43 1 1R B IR LI A5 B &
TEHEFRR B SR L8 M 48 5. HIR MR IETHEER RN
O3 V5 A o B AR AR e = W] g BEME . Zhou FF R T E X
B3P R v Ay v R TR O AR S 2 B A Y A RO
3o 4 v ] 9T U003 R DG Y G R B S A L DT A g — Bk v T
DB W RO SRR R

AR LU 1R SCAR BT 09 07 1, B 715 B R R O 1 76 B A2 4R B
5 i B A TSR A2 K BE 77, A T A b R Xt 22 Bk ) AR, (H R
PE T 58 A A 3 58 35 I IR R BFE EL AR T T 4% 0 S5 4R
BRI LT A S B, 3 Ah  HOE U6 R AE B4 R
A 5853, 2806 T 52 BRI 35 55t ob 0 R B R 09 4 i ok LA R
bR b s PR 1B 2U I B 4 2 AR 6 Tl S B A
TPAE ) 22 3 B AR 24 o) ) 28 000 D R 8 40 1 S %6 e L T
R A AL AR = 2 B A B 4 ) B AR R BT R L R &
P B 3R DL 2 58 ) 2% KBQA M HERI R .

W B BB Y 3 T AN A A S B EOR 1 R e, AR Y
BIRLBE R K . [ 2022 4F ChatGPT #4251 i, [/ N 4h %%
RBHEE Aol FF 4 T il i AT RASE AL Y #2023 4F 9 A,
BEEXEGENE TR EST AL R BERRA; [F4E 9
A ARz A Sy B S RO AR T R Ak K R 2R S
5 G PR B2 YT A AR S A S e s AR B R s
R KA BB A A AT AR AT DL Sy 4 ATk &
2t — 3 2 MaaS(Model as a Service) R4, I L Hr 4 A& P
A 2% 8 KRR ;0 W B A A A B I B B SN
2.0, SC I T P ORR Y 4 ol A 4TI A T RN O BT

TR A BE A A B T AT T I R B L AR AN A R B AR VE R
LR SCERME R S . KRR A I SRR B8 K 4 THL I R S
AR R BN R TR A8 A ) AR ol T S A B0, T ] 285
25 U ) R, (R R AR AL Y TR T A X R 2% L A R 2
HF R AN KRR S F 50T 3T (9, B Se 5 5L T
S8 HORHE (022 22, JU A W TR 58 400380 14 VR B IR

A LG RAR R ) 2%, KBQA J2 3 T HlE XM & S IE I
HITEUR LT A, D5 M B A 4R L S I R T S A R L T4
i F KBQA & %2k A Wl AR E, 7138 3 8 B R (5 B
TR PR HG A 1 2 8 T i R vk L BB T AR R N &
AP HER P ], H 2 KBQA A E A B, HAZ BT A,
TC i [0 25 8t AR S R TR R, 53 40 e T 0 AR B 1 5K
i R o A R 2R T RS N R R AN L

25 b, RO TR ] 24 A A 3 400388 174 ] R 2SR A L T
KBQA T3 & 5 52 U8, 76 5% 5 4038 9 KBQA AE 153 2 T ik
W ERTREY 5 . 25 B R A I oY 3k T S PR Al N 3 5L R
T s A, SR 2 AR o A R [ R o [l 2 ] AR A R o
A i R M B SR L DR A SO 9T i T KBQA 7 2R S5 31,

AR SCE A 5 T B KBQA [ A 57 W5 i8R T —
g ) A% O S T8 B IR 19 KBQA B i, R i it th 2 7 4]

25 SCAR TR A AT TR Lo 32 5 06 0 A O 52 R O 38 A, T
OF T AR SR G AR A S AR 5] T B0 B 25 51 O W 2y
V5 o B B A B R 25 e B B, 3 A B e AR X H A
T B S B, UE T R A R

2 \BENX

Febrolk 55 3 T S 3E R 7 IR K £ — A Ry 2 S
AT A 1 i) R0 4R, DR I 75 B g A I /) ) 0 S fft o L ] R
TERY SRR R o SRR AR B B R RE 4 b 45 B HE R
) J 2 (10 ) 225 5 L, e LR 52 4 1 ) g ) 2 s U] A o B 2
ASSARTI o SRR AR AT A BN BRI KBQA PHERER) 2RI,

BN VL TER)  Xf F 1) A v (4 B A 524K 51 S 4% 0
SEAARHG ) A1) JIT 1 X 488 ] 1) S A L BV 4R 18] 1 DE R

BN 20TARSCH L) TR G B R A B — A7) ) X
i) A7) o L BB RS TR SE A 5 | A S R, R — A A T o~1 /Y
B, BG5BT K R A — A TR A, K
JE (A 02 S A 5 | FH B T 8 1 O I /g T i I A X 2. 24
AT AU B — A S SRR TEE N 1.,

EX 3CEERIE MBS N 3 KB

DS —Br BEry £ 2 B b5 2315 Query FAE A Key 14
o)k B K 56 1 L a8 23 2R S R (Dot Product) 8 8 A 5%
BB 2 R ML (MLP) W 4% 5 AR el L 38 =0 43
W (D — KB PR

Similarity=Q * K/ @)
N T <

Similarity(Q « K;) Tol - K 2
Similarity(Q « K;,)=MLP(Q * K;) (3)

2) 55 I B i E A 2 X 5 — B B R AR AL AR 43 BEAT 0 —
b, 38 H SR FAZE LT Softmax #REAY T 7 X %318 7 U
PERTE T R AR L I — AL BE I [0, TIX 8] 89 W) 1L 58 2 A
RABORE AT LMo h MBI T R A E ., R ECR
KO HEFTITE.
— e

U B B AR R RS B I B E 5 A F R
638 43 19 5 B Value SEAT ALK AL, 38 8 i AR A3k B a)
9 EE R 1 oA iS5 B

Attention(Q) :é:la,V, (5)

E X ACFAHEAR Hits@n) %98 A5 4 1 75 T A 3 ik 4k
AR St i B Topn SR P ATEIEMERILE, Ha=1
IF 45 43 d5 i B AR BN R R 2B 3 IR 8 8 5 1B 8 5 AR
(i) o DU 32 000 5 2 A O TE A ) 0 e R L R 2 AR e —
PWES DR TI . Hits@n $8 55 1935 =60 Bros

[S|
‘7;;]11(7‘4171/2,<n) 6)

Hor, S A=l EAR;ISI W=l SEEMEG [ICHN
Indicator VL. % 5 i A~ = ol B HEFF 78 e % B AT » £
Z MR BE N 1, 0,
3 %ol SER AR 5K (81 71 43

A SO ARG TR T BT AR Y KBQA 803k, 58 il i o

D

a;

Hits@n=



242

Computer Science T HHLEIZ  Vol. 51.No. 11, Nov. 2024

22 SR [ A LR D) TSR o A0 S A O T E PR A L X A 5
AR 51 FH Ko HUAE 17 285 S R AT 0 43« I FLKE IR 43 16 b TE 2245 B
A ) M B B . 51 AR O TR 6 T BE PEAG ) KBQA 53k
P RARFEZR QN IET 1 FTR .

SAR5| AR B
EFALR HFars L R AR K#E
AN AR A ST #ICE

SRR K I AT B B
SEARK i B AR A
SE A 4 I B

TR
18] 42
LR AR A

B 1 KBQA Sk HER
Fig.1 Framework diagram of KBQA algorithm

A RS IR G R L SR O T A R S0 IR B
o B SE RS THN BT e K f K e LIS T | 5 F A 44
SRR ONER) A58 7Y 14 7 2B A 25 4 90 1 1 % A 1B 001, 52 91
SCRTI U s AR5 L 5 T AR A9 A0 SR AT A0 SE R G
TERETHEE, IR %45 B A SR 5 | TR AT S0 0B 42 , T R Y )5 &1
K BLEZ N i N L LT NG BT I N SR G ol o A R )
KBQA FvE i BAR S 41
3.1 LS| ARSI

X E] 4] AT S AR G | ARG -

1) BE T N A58 5 R 000 3E AT 52 440 5 | il B

T 1) A v R B S R AR SR I R O A7 R 4K
SIHEEMe b, FEMRNWERE . 45 .55 T & 0545
B R BB RIS L 4 A b A B RIE A

2) B T i 44 SRR AT SR 5] Al

Hey w25 5 B8 BERT & &7 280 AR5 5 48
AR 55 A T AR BF B AL ST, 5B B BERT Ji 4% T i ] 9
TR SR 0 OF 98 38 SR 4 ol 15 REE XS R AT 1 10
B, A 4 5 2 4R ) BioBERT B AL 7 [ % 45U #H tb BERT
BUS TR AL ST . SR, H AT 3 F Transformer 4244 (1
TRV A R I A 5 0 b 540 1 9 ST R IR HE AT A 3R
B s AR e o U A7 7E [ AR B R T 0 38 11 4535
YIZRR) BERT Wl 2538 5 880 3F 47 4 44 SR U1 L T ¥ HE
PRI 2 [ RE IR G, Ht v LR T L R
U AR A B B R B A Sl a5 A e B R Ok S
TRk R S A G AR 1 A

FeF ML AR SCHE T G GUBRERE RIS R A TR S
BB 45 A AR R XTI 1Y =50 2 RN T AR 0 1 R AR X Y =
TCAAE N P 56 0 AR L SR F AR B ik AR I JE T Com-
plex Embeddings(complEx) 5. i $8 5 4 1 3¢ 5 ik A EIIK 4 )
it 2 (] R R R B Sk B IR R IIE LA R R .

=TT A S 30 HHRRHAE R W B8R pre. B FIT 1
o W ZRBE R BERT 13 2 B9 i SCAFAE 19 &298 0 b, Ko TR
HIAEAE pre 518 SCRRAE ) 2 b DF 3 45 2 3l G 4 AE ) 52,

ARG TR R S I IR Y ) A R AE ) AR
TR R T AR SCAR O SURRAE FOR 1 e

ASCET BERT Bl Il 25 18 5 6 B 3 47 52 44 51 1 il B,
X F AT GRD LI TF BERT Y 5 4 5% 0] A) 30 A HE 47K 51 4%
4% SCF L Token, 35 4548 50 46 J R AR AE pre dE47 F
$z SRR AERE T ik A28 SCAS Rom ol £ 4 ) L PR &2 9%
$ 2 #E 4T Token S 9 = 43 24 o AT S BT [A] 4] SCA 19 4
E. Horb, mTREME NSRBI AR MY Token bR Ky 1, 52 W4
EH 0, (DM PR

p=FC(BERT (question) + pre) . p, € (0,1) (7
1. p>v

out,:{ I (8)
O’ P,<71

X T AR TE 52 19 8B question, ZAFTERRIE R 1 M IELESF
R S WS S 7 AF AR E R po 09°F B {E 7, AR R
I EE . AR K% T L AT SR ik Lk S
B out; W32 M EF

3) i R i K 4 R DT C 2

2 S 43 00 AR R [ LAY M 2% T A5 R 5 % T R RE AN
R PR S A B Y A SRR B A SE A 4 58 A DG TEC , DU
HARHBNEE & Mey

bR 3 FITERE T 3 AR LR Me, , Me,
Me, e 245 5x 3 MEGBOME, IS B m & 2k 5 &S
Me,
3.2 BRUOEEXFETE

16 b — Wy BOIRBCE) SR 5] Z 5, 5 T 52 A O T R A A
PEAT IR OC I BT 0 . R R A 4 AP R R
AR BT R I R O R bk S . R
PRSNG| s . B ZE R ] 2 Fiv s
BiE 1 BOTRREETR
1. for all Q€ problemSet do
2. for all mE Meq do

for index,value in enumerate(m) :

idx. add(index) ;

= w

o

end for

6. Q' =RoBERTa(Q)

7. vqa:wlTQ’ b,

8. th*w!()'#»hz

9. for all i,j€[1,1] do
10. G € idx)

0 et e,
12. else

13, aj—o

14. end for

1 a;
15, Ay ={my|my=>—"—bi€[1.1])
=YY e
k=1

16.  A,"=Concatenate) (A A3 A, * Ags Aq—AD

17.  my = Concatenate() (Maxpooling(A,") ; Avgpooling(A,"))
18.  ay=FC(my)

19.  for all m& Meq do

20, Aq={a|a;



AR5 —FP B AR O SE OO TE BEIE A 19 KBQA 559k 243
Vg, *Vy, + The Token at position i belongs to Mention Token v =wi Q' +b (9
B {o, The Token at position i is not Mention Token vy =wiQ +b 10)
1L,i€[1,1]}s A,={a;la; =
21.  end for Vya, * Vg, + 1 DL E B Token J& F Mention Token
22. End for 0, i i B 1) Token ANJ& T Mention Token’
FRFEEHH LR i,jE[1,1]) an
| e p— | BEERAEZG TR E AR E e N
e JEHO ) T B e A AT IR, IR 1) B . 3R
[00000)] [00000)] ’; B Dt 4 T (845 5 4> Token {37 2 F5 0 9 48 % 2 Al 8k, 9 B
MaxPoing T x B4 Token i B BB 2 B 1, i 95 100 b 3¢ 35 1 ) %4
[OO000] TARBI A ERIME . & ZE B\ 5T w1215 B & — 45
| mmesngm | i TR A B 00 T 7 305 B, 0 it o 38 I ) A
AttVeel AttVec2 A,,’= {mo ‘7”1./' :é:l%bf €1 ’1]} 12
Qo
3) JRy HB T A ) M
XA (2) R AR Bl R A, FIA, FE A A B s o L oR
2 B2 19 97 SRR 15 KR ATV B DL st (1) R
A, =Concatenate) (A, ;A ;A « AA,—A,)  (13)
IBRRIASE T
I I I I I I EEAT A BE (D) PR BN 0 i A, 7R AS 28 B b b Ak 2
IO 52 P P BV 2 40 A £ B i AL SR T R K ik
(Maxpooling) Fl1 3F #] i b ( Avgpooling) FY 8 22, LL R 1] HE 14
Linearl1 Linea2l 7 HIEBNER . B S A 7 K B A S A B 0 i, A

[O-CLS]( O-T1 ]{ O-S1 ][0-1’2]--- [ O-N ][ 0-S2 ][O-Nﬂ] {O-SEP]
[T-CLS]( T-1 ][ T-S1 ][ T-2 )[ T-N ][ T-S2 ][T-Nﬂ] ---(T-SEP] &

RoBERTa

(ecus)( & J(Est (B2 ). (B (B2 )(Bve) - (EsER)
[Tokn][TE Tok1 )((Tok2 ). (TokN ) (TE Toka ) Tokn+1) - (sEP 'l;%l\:\n

P 2SRRGB TR A

Fig. 2 Entity attention calculation model

2]

IDRCIEUN

SR SeA Q HEAT Tokenize, ¥ 3¢ A o I A 5 44/ 2
WH AL Token JE 20, 7EiZ 0L R op, 0] A7 o BT A SE AR 51 Y
Token ¥ B FR TR AR, WA 2 FFR  SEAR S| R B9 Token
TE Tokl #l TE Tok2, #&/5 i J§ RoBERTa £ A 58 i ] %
A 3R BUR 4] token (1 Embedding . ¥ i/ Q.

2) AR TE T3

¥4 11 4] token A9 Embedding Q" & il B Wi 173, 43 9 £ i
Linearl #l Linear2 WA~k AR # , B4 Ky v, Flo,, . 10D
LA IR, v, ERBICE A H 45, A5 H H Mention
Token i & WTEE JIH., & — D IKE BT £4 Token, N
5 Z A~ Token [ 2 1 ik I BOF B (A 1 R iz 2k 51 H
MER A EE. MXAQADBIR,. Hb e, BEASEREZ S
B0 RAFRRKE, FEEZRDEIEN B A ST A
TR M REIE R PR B R Ok Y o
— A o e — A ) A SRR B O Tk R BT R
B,

BT bR TR [ S A5 | Y 96 7 B L 9 LB 1 i e kK
P SRR B 1R A AR A 2 I g 4 A% 0 SE AL A3 (14D Rl (15)
J s

m, = Concatenate ( ) ( Maxpooling (A,”); Avgpooling

A, (14)

a,=FC(m,) s

A Sl Adam 7B 02 W 45 B9 G AL B . AR T BE
HLHE BE R B 1k (SGD) R AL # B2 F % 1% (BGD) , Adam 7E #
B 78 5 J7 1) 3% F) (0 52 e B 0N L DA i A 24 ) R ORI 2 )
J5 1] b AR K B o ok s A BT Adagrad B 1 B3 F
05 B BE R E S, Adam 51T — AN BB 0918 1E R B L i
B Adagrad 76 1E B B B | 2% 3 R B8 0 1) 8 AT
RMSProp 3% s Adam 5] A T — ANl 11 {8, & 5 T 18 16 %
Je B i I AL
3.3 SCikgEE

L0 SR E IR, REMAR T B4 % k5]
AW CEEM . (AR THSBEE L EEP G RT,
SRS 5 0 R S AR I R — 5B R e X, B A
e — A~ SE AR S| X R 22 A4 SE AT (Y i) AU, IR O B 0 AT S 4K
BEHE, ASCMTIREERE T RABMNE

1) 3 T A P A7 T2 A

2) 3 TSRS 33 i, 4R 2 A STOR 51 B g — A 5
ZA~ B SR I

3044 JB 5 A7) 5 S A ) LA AR A SCORRARLBE 3153

Horp . Me S22 ARSI L Q = I ) A), T, 2 A A4~ Bk
STARIA, Rt F A AL S AR A B — A4
B o7 A5 T A5 A3 F e (1 R 20 SE AR 5 | R R 114 % 328 S 44 I



244

Computer Science T HHLEIZ  Vol. 51.No. 11, Nov. 2024

TREAAS 4, R B O BR A5 A0 B 1) 5 A SE Pk 2 S0 PR S A A 1Y
THIEAT 55 W A8 B, AT DA 3 J5 62 1Y 20 4 #f B o k3 A5 A0 3k £ 7
A0E . 3 ST 57 2ok FH BERT + FC B R, 524 I
MRS T A2 AR 53 4h, S By 1k i X 2 F BUIE 7
B A T 5 A i 4 ) L, 2 A0 1] 5 s 35 B A A SR T 7 Sy
TE ] 5 DA 2 30 A JH il S 4 vl s BT AN S AR AR Sy B0 81 R A
RUYN LRI 8 ) ) 25 38 SCAE S input] o f 735 15 1B, 52 0K (1 4 34
A Jg input, i A 2] BERT #5%1 v, BU CLS i & 1] 5+ 4F
S BERT Wy th . ¥ CLS {7 8 1 i £ 4 423 2 )2, I )5
it Sigmoid B PR B, 15 B0 5% 1 S A A O 0 AR 4. 0 T AT AR
B S A 1 0 0B A5 4 BEAT HE R T AR B A O REAE S AT I A 3
Mg,

g I e b A0 SR S B ITA , 3R GE X ] A R 4T 9244 R
) AZE U SRS DGR B VT B LSS MR B AR AE L JR S T O AR Y
SEARIO 5 SR I 6] A DG AF S . S KBQA TR — Wy BE7E 1R
P v 3 R A 56 1 g S fkE 5

4 I

AR TR TR A 8 5 A O SR O T BE T4 BB 1 92 30
S B RAHE S SR e A B S HOR S LR L SR
Kot
4.1 HIEE

43 B O IR F I UR BUHE £ MetaQA (Movie Text Au-
dio QA) . Z BG4 L % 1-hop. 2-hop, 3-hop 3 P HHE 4 .
X3 AN HB A QA BB W E R I & Facebook MovieQA,
1-hop,2-hop. 3-hop Il % ¥ #i 4 0] 25 % 4 4% B #5050 5 A
208970,231 844,227 060, 55 i1k £ 4 5 (1) %4 45 2% H 505 5o~
9992,14872,14 274, W 20 05 4 19 H0HE 2% H 8oy 512 9947,
14872,14274,

HF MetaQA % # 4E [7] 47 71 () Topic Entity € 28 8 5
TE PRI S T B0 IR AR SO S R G 1 B A A R 1 A Ak L AR
SCHT AR ¥ R B MetaQA B4R 4 109 18] A 45 8, O 56 F LU
BER RipE 2R NTEN

BRI BIBRB R TS AP UL SR S Ia 4]

HUR 2 e BRSEAT H TR K 18 A R Ak Ry Rk T
[k ) B A HEAT A% . 45 44 N Description 8 8 J5 a) 4] fiy 44
A Question £E

ABE 3 X Question 4G A — ] A Q, 3@ o 3k [ A
TR, T30 5 00 SR JCHR M S8, i 44 R QB SL 4k CE,
FEE S0 TARFEAE 5 Bh LN O &R I SEARE A A SR B
T,

LA MWBRIRAES T, CE Ir e # T4 FAE A R
RAE]HEA . iE A DescriptionCE #£4

HWES RN A 4 R E N, 41 A g € Discrip-
tionCE . d € DescriptionCE, 4= 5 0] 7] 3 {4 ££ 3] £ 52 4K 0] /) 4
&

D and #EHHFIE 4 :q and d7

2) M and # #1057 : d and 7

3 but T E 4] :d but g?

4) F while #E B J5 4] : ¢ while d?

F AR T — 2 SRR ) i 2 S AR ) A IR AR B R
R 800000 2% [a) & H0 4% . #4208 8+ 1+ 1 Ay LL 45l &l 7 S YNl 2 4 |
0 F 4 A IR A

Sy G TN A7 A B0 18 2R M DL B MetaQA B3R 4 34> £
AR E TR A A HME L 5] AT HotpotQA (Hotpot Ques-
tion Answering) ¥4 48 , #— 25 56 §IE A< ST $ 55 2k O BT .

HotpotQA ¥i4E 1 & 5k B Wikipedia B9 8] 85 F1 45 %2, 6]
BRTIMBE R S AR I AR FZ AT
AR, HotpotQA #9542 i 5] 838 7 W & 2 A4~ 52 1k, e %
TSRS 7 22 52 i) 0 %) 3 B i RN X AR A% n) Y BE A fig
J1e R T — 20 B UE AR SR A Y AE A S 22 S AR ) I
) HEFLBE J7 L e B HotpotQA H il 2 A 451 48k K0 38 4 AR Sy 7 52
W BdE4E . HotpotQA FR £ & T 112779 4[]
RN R Z ARG S 8%, 3 9022 A& xt, A
A IR 8+ 1+ 1 1y e R 43 N SR 48 B e A AN 4R
4.2 FTEEEIE

AW 7 B E MetaQA Fil HotpotQA $r ¥ £ 45 A S
7515 5 HHG S T AT X AT

1) PRSI fR [ 41

WAl 8 F7 2R ] Hits@ 1 847, 76 MetaQA J5 3 42 F1 5
HRE B, X MetaQA P34 £ 1-hop, 2-hop, 3-hop [A] 4] 73+
ST IEAL Ik 1 s,

F 1 # MetaQA JFEHEWEE LY Hits@1 PPAHZ5 R

Table 1 Hits@1 evaluation results on original MetaQA dataset

[€79)
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Table 2

Evaluation results on multi-entity interrogative sentence

dataset MetaQA

%)
7k 1-hop 2-hop
KVMem 68.3 57.2
GraftNet 70.1 61.7
PullNet 68.9 70.3
EmbedKGQA 81.6 74.8
TransferNet 79.3 76.6
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Table 3 Evaluation results on multi-entity interrogative sentence

dataset HotpotQA
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R Hits@1
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Table 4 Experimental results of entity recognition methods
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Table 5 Results of experiment evaluation of core entity attention
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