wfﬁ-’ffh?f*l'?

COMPUTER SCIENCE

(RFRIHRBHHENARGRR
XUiE, BER, XU, XU, FREN)

5IAEX

XUiE, BES, XM, XN, REN. BERDSSEMBFARGAD]. HERE 2024, 51(2):
217-237.

LIU Tao, JIANG Guoquan, LIU Shanshan, LIU Liu, HUAN Zhigang. Survey of Event Extraction in Low-
resource Scenarios [J]. Computer Science, 2024, 51(2): 217-237.

BUXEEE (BERXINE IE JEREENE)

Similar articles recommended (Please use Firefox or IE to view the article)
EF 00N mEmEH LIS ER

End-to-End Event Coreference Resolution Based on Core Sentence

HEHNRIE, 2023, 50(11): 185-191. https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.221000078

EF S5V HIENSHEIEHERARRHE
Overview About Composite Semantic-based Event Graph Construction

HEMNREIEE, 2023, 50(9): 242-259. https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.230400046

ETZHNELHRREENREERSHHEUTE
Document-level Event Extraction Based on Multi-granularity Entity Heterogeneous Graph

HEMNREEE, 2023, 50(5): 255-261. https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220300154

RS SRR P XS HIEER
Employing Gated Mechanism to Incorporate Multi-features into Chinese Event Coreference Resolution

HENRIE, 2023, 50(3): 291-297. https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220700146

EFMREERRSM RS
Survey of Medical Knowledge Graph Research and Application
HENEE, 2023, 50(3): 83-93. https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220700241


https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.221200142
https://www.jsjkx.com/EN/10.11896/jsjkx.221200142
https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.221000078
https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.221000078
https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.230400046
https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.230400046
https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.220300154
https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220300154
https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.220700146
https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220700146
https://www.jsjkx.com/CN/10.11896/jsjkx.220700241
https://doi.org/10.11896/jsjkx.220700241

0 Vf :ﬁ- *fh 1‘*‘ ? http: /www. jsjkx. com

COMPUTER SCIENCE DOI. 10. 11896/jsjkx. 221200142

1R 37 15 3% = 5 14 i BRAfF 5T 4R ik

X E BEKS X X x* IRER®
I HEGRIBARFHENFRERGEFRENE L2 ZE¥K K 210044
2EBHBEKRFE ST AR K 210007

(1987359802@qq. com)

/

H O E FHMREAGERROMESZI— GENELEMA IR TRHIE SN ESHZEL, STHATNEFIREESET
W B AT BRI i EAR B T AR ES IS, M K SRR AR BRI R R A, E]ﬁta’t&ﬁﬁ%f—ﬁk%fx‘r‘&%l
AAHAZ BB NMA, BR, EFEAXRSFEHARTRGTRATTREARR,FRFTH 2 2 EG MR AL B 4742+
ZHFTHFHMBRAREZRILESZ, XTHAAGFRRRBITTRALBOEESN . BENB T LTS 02 L, 5
BFRARGBZFHRRES A LA RBALER P EETEMAT 6 FMEARR T R . OB ETELFIT ATRFFI AT
ABEFI ATHBEESI ATHEL W RNEE, %?7‘5%‘52%7}‘% FHRET A FNRERR RIS T & R
BN BT HABBERFNHARFARARABIRFT RN ERERBTTELEIN RENELAAEREI T SWRTRT T
F BT AR @ 05 09 B R R R AT R A,

KBER - FHEMIGRT RS T  RBEALE HRER

hESES TP391

Survey of Event Extraction in Low-resource Scenarios

LIU Tao"?,JIANG Guoquan®,LIU Shanshan’,LIU Liu* and HUAN Zhigang®
1 School of Computer Science,Nanjing University of Information Science and Technology, Nanjing 210044, China

2 The Sixty-third Research Institute, National University of Defense Technology,Nanjing 210007, China

Abstract As one of the tasks of information extraction, event extraction aims to extract structured event information from un-
structured text. The current automated information extraction methods based on machine learning and deep learning rely on la-
beled data excessively.but standard datasets in most areas are small and unevenly distributed. So the low-resource scenarios be-
come an important bottleneck that limits the performance of automated information extraction. Although in recent years, many
scholars have conducted in-depth research on low resource scenarios and produced many remarkable results, there is still a lack of
research on event extraction in this scenario at present. This paper makes a comprehensive summary and analysis of existing aca-
demic achievements. Firstly,it introduces the definition of related task,and the task of event extraction in low resource scenarios
is divided into three categories. Then six kinds of related techniques and methods are discussed around this classification.inclu-
ding transfer learning based,prompt learning based,unsupervised learning based, weakly supervised learning based, data and au-
xiliary knowledge enhancement based,and meta learning based approaches. Subsequently, the shortcomings of current methods
and strategies for future improvement are pointed out. Then the related datasets and evaluation metrics are introduced and the ex-
perimental results of typical techniques are summarized and analyzed. Finally, the challenges and future research trends about
event extraction in low resource scenarios are summarized and analyzed from a global perspective.

Keywords Event extraction, Low-resource scenarios,Data processing,Scenarios adaptation

FHOBORE BB A EE SR T 20 tha B 117 45 52 0 g 9 4 il G2 ACE (Automatic Content
80 A4 R W I 4R 1 T B PR £ 1L (Message Understanding Extraction) ¥ , i 38 [F E K45 M £ R B 5% IF (National Insti-
Conference, MUC)™ , fy 3¢ [ [ B & W 58 3 21 2% B &5 (De- tute of Standards and Technology, NIST) F* 1999 4F JF 1f %¢
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency. DARPA) # Hf . I, 2005 A5, AT 55 B 91 A ACE 11,2009 4E 840 A

SR A .2022-12-24  3R{E H M1.2023-04-13

AT E L PO ZE R SR T AR A A2 TR H (2021-JCJQ-QT-050) ; H [ i+ 5 Bl 2 5 4 W B W H (2021MD703983) 5 TT. 70 44 15 45 2 4%
F AR R0 5 0T H (20KJB413003)
This work was supported by the Fourth Batch of Young Talent Lifting Project of Military Science and Technology(2021-JCJQ-QT-050) , China
Postdoctoral Science Foundation (2021MD703983) and Natural Science Foundation of the Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions of China
(20KJB413003).
I8 A5 FE < ¥ AL (jianggq2001@163. com)



218

Computer Science T HEHFIZ  Vol. 51.No. 2. Feb. 2024

ARG HF 221 (Text Analysis Conference, TAC) 23 353 4l 17
H™. ZJi DARPA f 3% R R 1 SCA 3 38 (Deep Explora-
tion and Filtering of Text, DEFT) i % 4& tf Sc A i B A5 B
) 22K 56 & L ZE 4 (Entities, Relations, Events, ERE) #5
HeB!, FH L 2 KBP(Knowledge Base Population) 2% 3k
PRSI H A EAT 45, 2 5 KBP 5 TAC #% & —,
i % SR I R T = i N R /AN S A i E W
TE 4 BE 2 45 30 B BioNLPYL | il BU 2R £ i ] {5 8L
TimeBANK 45

U0 5l B ok AR LU DE e 1 O XL W BT
FRUVEIT AR B AT B Al v 220780 Wi fE GE ML &8 4 > 7 ik I %
15 5 ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM)Y | i K4 (Maxi-
mum Entropy, ME)M7 &5 #8 B 57 04 4l BUAL  — 4~ 43 2R 4T
55+ £ THI I AR T AR A [0 0 (O 2% R R 0 4 R R BT 2 R
BT G R KRR AR R M 8D . 2 JE B 5T AT R R A 3
THEBRM LML (CNND G R4 28 [ 25 (RNIND | 8] 1t 22 [ 4%
(GNN) \ Transformer & ith # 55 VR JIE 24 > 455 T/ 47 55 14 $l B,
¥ 9 & ELMO (Embedding from Language ModeD™!, GPT
(General Pre-training)"*', BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Rep-
resentations from Transformers) ™ % i)l 251 5 A 4 ] DA 3K
3 token Bl F A9 278 T8 2, DL 47 b afF A7 S TR S 8000 W0 IR
1k, 32 TH 35 HARME %5 1z 1L fg

IR T G A R R R A S BOR T AR T R
B BRI L AR T AE S PR 5 F nT 3R A A9 AR e B AR A BR
RFWEG 5+ A s R E G e, [REFRY R
FEA IR R AR £ ANAE A ) B o A Rl B L R A R S
B R TR b BOHE TR ESR R DL R bR T A AR B
FEJT I 2R T ARAS B i BRI e M LA BR Y . S Ak R Ths
RS AR AR R AR N R R S N T B B St
AT W s v 00 B = B IRl A, TR] ERE L B A A T A ORI 4 0
R /N HLAr A AN B 5] S B 2 e ) W) Bk, 3 ] AR KR 2 |
BRI T % 4 ik B 325 9 1 S 3 SO A 09 B R O 3k T I T R
Bk %

HT B PR R E R R E MBI S 2o A
By, WIRE BT 2 Fh A Rk i e B S8 N % 5T Bl
i B R8s J sh A5 I, Rl AR RS % ) 3R R 2] Rl 2] .
559 W B A 5] RO S B ARG T o) AR OR L AT Rk 5%
i TR ot LA R BSOHE AR AR /I HL 43 A A 1 5 1 [

REWHFEM G 2B FEF HERXT
RBHE S = T RS R R I L i = . AR SC AT A
BT AEE T H 756 TR BT IR 37 5 Al B0 AR OC T4, 3 o [ 48
MATE AT AR T LR IT., 8 1 B4 TR s F
HHCAT 55 8 R 95558 2 XTI JLAR B AR ik ilb AT 7
AR, W AT & ET A W TR, I XA e
AR T7 1 A A P T A0 B oA Sk AT Bl A OG0 A T ST T IR 4R
3 EAA TR B KA AR AR T S 4 T AL R T
AE ACE2005 BB 11y S0 86 25 3508 4 35 MR R 35 &
A R AR R 4 4 Jrg AR B O Y Wi B R T 12 T I ) Bk R A
JeAR K R R IEAT T Al B2 5 R R BAS A,

1 RABFGSEHHNESEX RS E

L1 EEEX
L1l FHMRAES T
F A T 55 1) B AR 2 MO AR 45 4 A0 ST o il B

B AR, b A & A D RS ST R A T S
HE e 2 0 0 A A Ao 2 ) TR S R ik 2 3 43 285 L 38 T Bl O 4
WG e A 5 A TFAE S .

it 2 TR PR « o 1) S =l 4 A% 00 BT W T b 3
— AR R i R A PR I 55 SR A B SCAR R i K R

i 2 17) 4325« floh 2 1) 09 3 24 SR AR A AE 1 ik K 1) L A AR
KA F IR R —AF o, R A — A g T —
08 1% T8 T — A SO LA 2 A

TGRS« A SCAS R B — A R SR BT A iR
JC » 1 TC (4 TR 5038 AR T A & 1R U 5 A R S5 R,

VO TT A 053 25 B A B L S el BRORE = v 1 38 T AR AR
PUN I8 TT » W B — IR T 43 2 g A L 9 2 501
1.1.2 &R F L

I 5% U8 375 5% 48 T K A B2 IR AR B D AR IR AT 5T B
B VAT B B e i ek 07 s — RUYE MR S & R R 5F
Jo b 25 SRR AL AR VR 5 O (T B R TG A 1 A 2 I 4% 4
A, 0 T T B S 22 04 I G5 B X R SR W O 28 i B0 7 B 4
[¥7) 75,

RISl LU N k-shot it 5 KB 51, k-shot
4w X5 h few-shot 5 zero-shot 3 5t , few-shot 3% 5 8 &
2 HAT /N3 bR IR BEAS , 3 28 /N Y B0 T DL AR n-way-k-
shot 15 A2 822 » B S A X T 8 2 i 5 R [ 2 3 a8 h. B
Kb Hmnl WIS, REBEAX, MR WKU, RELBEARYX,,
VN o FIEK te BT REP HEARBEX, € X, . X €X,, b
WS, €8S,,U.€U,, 3 HAWIEMN few-shot fric F A
Xiew G REAR X A B X N Xoe = Q. il zero-
shot 3 3% B WK 25 A5 00 00 000 320 R 4 DA 11 7R I 6 AR o
B R EEMTF few-shot IS, €S, .U, €U, . 75 bn 1fE B ZF FE
ARG F . R R WIU, 76 B0 b g% R, 7512 b i B AR
s TS, 5k WU, Mg EaEmm b LU, €
S,UU, . B&T k-shot 35t 4, Ik 95 I 37 5 8 A 56 K B 3755t
RIS — /NI AT 2 R W AR D RE AR, 280k A b
FIbRICHEAR SR . B B it C=(C,. C ) GG,
MEZEC) A N, | AN, [FRRC, FC, fric BEA 15
HOEEIN =N WC <G
1.1.3 A&RFRZF FMHmBAESHZ L

AR SCE ST Y RAR BT R 5 A I HUE 55 AR R IR g R
PR IBAT 55 vh A 2 A RAEAE /D B bR R A B0 R O A T R
A, ARGV 5 T A IO AR T R L AR D R AR A B RE AR
F22E 312 AR T SR G AR M B AR SR R SRR AT
KB B R B A BT 6 i Y s ok £ TR AL 3z L e
J3 5 AT 7843 R E A 19/ A 40808 647 350 il BBUAE: 55, 0 20
X REAS AR NI AR ORI AT P AR G T R0 /Y
BOESME (N 215 F 2B B (9 B 5T A e i =
AR AR RN L O MR RIS 25 G 00 A R A
B B R R T 5 Y A T

S5 F UL 5 SRR RS S e X DA R FE
1By o o A SO B 5 7 2 R R RS R e L AE B AR
FpE AR N D R TR RN B e R s L

A+ SCaysaz s =+ ya,) VL CHAT S F BT 55 E. 00 B fiik
KR Tri BRSBTS Al LARIR N
aj , =arg max pla,=TrilS,L) [@D)

k=1.2=m

Ha , FoRAITF S T H, pCe ) FoRa 2R IRIHER,



X 45 ARV IR S A OO ST £ 0

219

ar» TR R NAF B 1 5 U8 H CR AR 3D

XoF T fih A AR (¥ 53 AT 55 L 45 — L TE U SRR A 4
BE. Cersersese,)  FIW i & 18 Tri Jg FHEMFLRTESE, 1
T5e KME 6, G B fish & 37 1149 43 AT 55 T LA SRR A -

e’ :argl{paxp(TriQe,\Tri,S,L) (2)
Hor, pCo )RR T RBN Y fith & 17 J& T FH L 1 24 700 1) HE %<
e R i TR FT X IO e R ARE 22 B S 41 26 R CH A O 3 Y S
PRAD

YFH—NFEE e, IR ITE B Re; (rersreys s
rey ) s WO 38 TCIRUIAE 55 7T L3RR

re’ :arg//@/axp(ukA:re_,\Tri,e,-,S,L) 3
o i k=1 A pC D FRAIT S 9T ., A
T e X B 18 TE B RS L e R N A5 B Y die p R CRD
X R I TO) .

MTEASFEMFELEA, CFIEM IR ITE B Re: (rer s
res s are,) s LS E MR TC A R B Qe (ger sges s+ s ge)
W g — S S e, B TT A 4 28R R AT LA RIS N

qe” =ar1g‘0g13xp(re/quﬂrej,’fri,e,,S,L) (4)
Hop 1<G<h 1<5i<n, pCo )RR ML A9 I8 J0 8 T Hou
NS TR AR A I HE R, g R 18 I T IV 1Y de R HE R Y
WO G (RIS T 8 s oM 8D .

1.2 BRRBEHESEHHRESSE

A AR BT IR 57 T AT 55 2800 #f B 10 R B AR 58
P53 55 B A AT 55 o0 Dy B 8 5 AR 55 L B U 55 LA KT
PRI AIAT S5
L2.1 #%EzFhmpiEs

ML 5 AR E AR bR .
L EA 7000 ZFIEF . EHNNESERILTHF. R TERL

B AR IR T L B T XA OGBSO ST AR AR RE T
PR AT B U (9 A B AE /NI R E F R AR WA . BEREE T IR
Wb R — FR B0 B SR R R IR R 0 R (8 S0 B
AR IR AR B 2 1 B0, AT 4R T XIS R R
PRHh BURCR
1.2.2 BAHURF 4 IRIE S

H TR IR AN B T L 4 il A ) o B0 H0 o 17 220K
AR 5 T 7R Tt AR T BOHE T AR L B . B A 4 Al s
B2 B TR T AR LA B B R A5 DR R AR ME AR A Rt 19
J B AR RO . AR A A P T ik R PR R 3 T
10 53 I e R R 5 S BROAR A 24 ) R 0 S AR O 2R R B A
B oo LB A DR I S A el £ T I 20 R A I T R
RIIREE . 2T 2515 5 09 35 10 Sl BBUE 55, F 53 & R0 38 1 4
AR | 2103 55 AR AT A48 40 e i 3 A s 48 1T I 199
R I 2 IR R, AT 4 T 0T o 50 38 = 42 il BB R
1.2.3 #HFHERAHRES

F AN T i B0 2 R e RE 0 B R G A R A 7 R
T BUBOHE 4B 19 RS Ol FB AR /. G ACE2005 B4R &£ R A
8 ANZRRIAN 33 AN 28 AU, X g5 ¢ 2 W 1 B 35 BEAR /N, 7
S BR S T 3 T I R B S 28 A0 A D A T AN L
F R TObR RS R TR) T B AT R 22 B 1 MR e
00 3 5 2 R R T R 0 R M 2 TR G R A 1 R R L
oAl Uy 3 2 [, PR O 35K 40 5 2 2 ot A8 780 ofc 2 B R
Db 1 5 A% SCOKE 30 7E Y15 5k B b A R DA SR O 3 ) S 1 O
P A 7 2 2 B R S — 2D BT R W R oy X 3k e = A

2 RFFEGREFHHBEEATZ
2 LI T 2% 07 v i B 32 358 AT 55 DA KA S TAE .

1 ARFIEG R AR ik B
Table 1  Overview of event extraction techniques in low resource scenarios
TEERES
FEEE ¥k B s L | BEE
®iE s ¥ AR K %
] CNN
REET NN WS RN A EREED BRESHARE
WH T - EXES EX P C T AR e T J J J
% GNN 2R HHETRAE ARG B
o Transformer CEE R N S T
i A% F > = N [N ’ _
: ‘ ‘ RRFINEHMAGR A ERRRAELT | REFHEHEFES L NT
# ol %5 48 7 - :
T N R 952 2 16 AR L B E R R, | v v
(2.1 %) o e oy <
I —_— GE LTSRN A, NS Ak | AR B R AR A Bk 2 B B y
=T i AR A
Y AR¥ SN FESRE—RET EETFES
23 gy — —
BEEEAT R 2R A E A O A E v
12 7 (prompt) % 7 7 % BHIGEERD - R EFRR ATEFRAR AN B ERA AL B B J
(2.2 %) Wik v M T E 45
EBEED T A FNGEFREERENEEERED, S EEPEF AR SRR L, A B B y
(2.3 %) EE LT AP E P
Bl EEEE R LA AN R RERS D EATARERE, 554 RAAE. B K E N B J J
T2 ) REYEEST T SEHUIE L AR B R AR O SUIE A0 R A AR R B 4R AL 4
B 5 B bR 4EFHETE
O 5 AR B AR B OR B R B B de R A B AR BOIE R O 80 R J - J
(2.5 %) W R E ok
L L MBAE A A B R B ) A e R A T DL b Bk B B J
(2.6 %) WESFEH£E)

T e 7R =" FR A

ASARVEIRI BT CEROT 50 6 %6 BLITIT RS 2 3 4
TR T M 5T 5 W T RO S B A R R

TC 2 53 B AR A T 1 R [ S 4 5 TR R )
I i A SO R T B A5 BR 53 57 00 R LA B D IR A 7



220

Computer Science T HEHFIZ  Vol. 51.No. 2. Feb. 2024

ACE2005 ¥4 48 S5 /43 2 /9 245 2, Bk 0y I i W & H
520
2.1 ETFEBREINFE

fEGE AL 2 2] IR B 5 20 O 1™ E AR TR o 1 VE R B
RS B 3 30 R T 3R A5 1 1 e 500 R W LA BR Y, R BRI T
LAl . 5 Ah V0GR i 3 A s 43 A 22 S AR K B G ik
T K2 0k 57 [R) 43 A0 4% 1 T L 5 4 I R B0 S )
X RO RS BRAC AR K IR B IR — A H 2
BNEW A, EBEIHARBER I EHEMER IZHE L
A AR B DA 0 20 S B A B30 A% 40 58 8 AR 8 i U
BB 22 1 AR B0 ol = A 19 O, S R SO (4 T 3 n I
i IORTER . AL B 5T B DL A 1 352 3 A% (Machine
Reading Comprehension, MRC) 75 i 44 25 £ 4l BUAT 45 @2 62
7] 25 6k A AR P A5 30 28 R TR . AR B SR R LT 55 8
AR TT 5 T 3 T URBE 2 ) WA B 7 v L3 T TN 4505 = A
B Jr ik T MRC 07k D R IEF 2 A4F 552 5 Tk,
2.1.1 ATREFIERGITH G %

BET IR B 2 ) BB 5T RS 2% 2 J7 %5 L CNN, RNN,
GNN B f Transformer %5 W 45 254 , 3 7 40 3 2% K &2 A A9
R FF BB DA 08 2 S B A0 1) AR 8 SR P R R Y
BOHE O 2B R IR G e AR BOE B 2 O

13T CNN Ay A

& LA 2 W 45 (CNND 1] RUAR 57 i 3l 35 /R) - 119 38 32 3
SURRAE 45 R0 A I 2 000 ol = A5 16 . CNIND A AU 3 52 0
W T LA 982 19 246 14 D11 R S B, B AR AR 5 2 5 3 T PR TR
T BV %ot i e A (AR A, AT SR AR R 1) 2 AL RE 7 L R
R T T2 A AT A 3 R 0 11 o R 2SR 1 O TR AR AT R

Nguyen 255 3 11 5 0 4l B 25 0 19 I 25 504 2 ) —
ASFRAEAN RS, IF X CNN (94 5 K6 AL 97 46 4k - 2 )5 FIL A B b
JER/INES A B0 SR T RE P 46 Ak A9 AL I 2R CNIN LA,
SR H b 2R RN SRS, Lai 4R T — Rl
K81 (Learning from Keyword Formulation, LFK) &l i 3+
PRSI 7k, FE O 3 A T OB RO A B A A 5% R
P AT LIRS0 25 1 20, O 4 B — A R T ML ofe 4 o
CNN f#,

B T R R /NS 43 2 A 28 ) o T BN A L R R T
R 1 T 2 X W AT AT A R I T 2R 1 28 B kAT 5. Huang
AECOVH T CNN 25 1 48 B 1 = 0 28 R 1) 25 ) 8 7 e 25 3] —
A FLZEIE Az (] 1 0 g /N A =2 ) A B R o ) SR
R AR R R B R W2 A b AR A ik e R IR B FL
EIKH] 55. 6% . 5 500 A~ 0F 48 Ko B B % 2 ik
BAS R A Y

CNN A RAFT 250 42 T 3 44 IR 205 L {0 CNIN A A B
B0 (i o5 R S R AR G b A 5% G B B SRR R AR O R
I EL 506 0 R 3 70 il B A T 55 00 B S AT O R 2
6 6% 152 £ 8 ) ) L

2) T RNN g5

RNN 78 1R 58 (1242 88 1, ol LAl 36 b 3¢ B A4S 5 A
B A B L ST A e 4 0 I I AR 8 OG R L B At Yo R 3R 22 O
B, FET RNN 09882 2 HR FIH RNN (9 {8 Sl 3k 08 &

AP 945 BORVRAE , 3f 2l 36 =R 04 il BT I 109 4 1t 4% 4 ol
ZHE DL

Feng 40 i A X ) & %6 M 92 42 (Bi-directional Long-
short Term Memory, Bi-LSTM) [ 4% F1 CNN [ £ 43 51 38 35 45
FE WP 5E BRI E B A E T2 — A2 15 5 SR
A TE B S il A R FL A B i & 3R 4 250 P (R 43 )k B
75.9% M1 84.6% . TEH M & IR AIK F1{A R ik 68.2% .

Ramrakhiyani %) & i & 4 fff F 58 F 400 38 5 2 s 28 30
I 2 BILSTM-CRF (Conditional Random Field) J¥ 51 45 i
A PE AT 24 3 B I T S i M 4 1) A i R R AE . 22 R A E
— AN/ T S O A B AR b X I 4% AT ) )
Y5 T LIS B — A8 009 Tl 0 ag A% B TR 22
5%,

Hou %5174 W (i FH A 8% 2% ) 25 4 A0 5G4 2% 37 R A
PR A AN T 4 ol 0400 35 A il — A4 3 A 08 48 L 2 5
— BT LSTM W 45 1) 43 25 25 B0 DA 2B B 100 B4 4 vh 2% )
FRAEASE S, 7T LAAR - b 18547 2544 G R (9 il BT 55

F: T CNN Fl RNN 1T 58 2% > £ AR 77 LUA R0 4 45 T
FE@ B SUE B A0 AR AR b 3 1A TR B 54 L OF B
AN BE 5T A AR UL AR 22 E] (9 4 R O R

3)HETF GNN fy 5

VL 2 T 446 3 2o B 22 A #f 2 T FE — A R 5 4 AR,
TEARBR L B A5 2 [A] 52 B JUAA) I8 B 2% 5, o) DU 240 A e |3k
CNN A RNN T I 1) 3 LA 5 4 AR B iR R 1 06 R 45 ] i, 2%
T B Bp 25 1) 46 450 70 547 5 4 il W% O 9k 32 ) g 1 s
FRAE , Q4% 5 FRAF (GA) ¥ (Part of Speech Tagging, POS) #RiC .
HI AR FO 8 XAE B S5 A 8 B T A 0 R R AR R
G LRAE R I ANEE TR A TR O R R R
Y B 2580 S5k AT IE B AT 55 . AW R AL T B BB b
26 W 4% BT TR R T R0 4% LR R T T R OR 2R ) R O iR R AT
A,

(D F K & B 4 B 4% (Graph Convolutional Neural
Networks, GCN) ) 5 5 . GCN 3 15k 5 &5 22 8] 3 i) 38 422, Sk i
S TR AH A 1) 320 BB A AR B T AR AE B DA TR TR XY T A
BIRRAF F2 08 K B B 5 GNN 454 T LA 20 % 4 41 5%
fF R,

Lu 25045 GON 2 B 5 45 i 7 14 S8 M 48 &% L &5 14
fink 2% 1) A0 LR SC R R G T B — A B AR 2 AL i £ 1
23 (8] b, 30 5 A O & R AR AE S 45 505 B (POS Fid A
JRH A2 R4 A A B (SRR R A R SCom) , NIRIE & 7
B U2 — A~ 06 R AR R RS O B BARiE S L
FF % DR B IR 15 5 T 52 2% 0 SCES R TR Y 0]

ZHeml TAEf A GON #H47 515 5 3 1438 70 3l B (Cross-
lingual Event Argument Extraction, CEAE) §J 3 /& » Nguyen
A1l CEAE BRI AT 3 T3 SCH L A0 2 3 i 35 3 4k
B R VAN =< 5 D B o R O = 8 WD 2 95
WA FEE R N TR 1 F Z M 25,

(DOFEFREZAIHE G L., ERFER P O8RS
A1 J 5 i B T SO A R A R T FR O 5 5 T L S TR B4 48 R
N 1% B A A [ 4 B T R T AL 5 GNNL DL Y



X 45 ARV IR S A OO ST £ 0

221

75 227 2 AR AR s 8] 19 I A, T LA 80 b i TR 3% ) R [ R 3
YRR AT A R

Bl GON G i 45 #4915 B9 7 3, ) A I 3 3 00 L il s
A LI A A A S E . Ahmad B AT — AN EEE
77 Transformer 4if% 4% GATE(Graph Attention Transformer
Encoder) , Ji] T W ff 1 fil & 25 44 15 B . GATE VR B AL
TE R A5 K rh R AR 3 1 BE s TR R [R) Sk Z [RAE 6, DL ) AR 3
PR3 K B B bR Ar 4 22 TH] AR DG 78 i 3 GRS B P 3
FHSTT A EARIE R FLE KB 63. 290, M6 L Z i 19 7 1 350
MBI Xu F07 0 5 58 H ] TextRank 532 £ B 1
FORT ] E B R F ] 2 AR A T FE R R A BT R
Z 1) R AR H2 R R, ) P T 0 0 5% 00 3 AR AR R AT DI 5, 3
& BEAT SR IR G A O RS TR R

(B FETEIFRRES NIk %Ik BB R SO
e e o R E5 M BRJE 3K, =2 5 A0 KR B 1 4 b s 1) T 1 3R 7R 1
(EP

Lu S50 R T 3 T3 36 40 % BT A0 42 34 B2 1 R Oy
LA 1R . IR TE T AR AT — R A F
) TR AL R I Y S5 R SRR 1 T B R R Rl AR R
N IX B[R] 25 T R 2 A5 (AR A R B A TRR T LB SRR TE
— AT AR ] b TR T T RS IR F S IR ROR

FHER. BEAH wTAE: BEH
(Transport-Person ) (Destination )

: ‘

’ AR E P % ‘ ER AT S l

HEEERT

2]
g & &
# g # ‘*
4 % 7 %
LU i =
2 EL N E
BB REENE G 2

GRS

1 B S T B R R HE 4

Fig.1 Overall framework of cross-lingual event structure transfer

BEAF Lu 25029 5 o # 22 VC i O 3 6 3R SO B (Word
Sense Disambiguation, WSD) 1T 45 i F 21 /)N B A8 AT 55 B 18 1
P B K T B B0 T, Lai 2590032 Y WSD B8 4k R 55 {8 19
WSD 4544 15 3 55 A 200 2R 5 4% WSD AR Hp () Jan LT 2 3]
ED #5258 it BT I 25 R A 08 1 1 DI 25 £ 5 TF ) 4k 36 R 2%
>3 SR B T = A A I 4 R

Zhuang™" $2 1 e F 20 14 PR B e 22 I 4% (Composi-
tional Graph Modular Network, CGMN) 1 it — 4 5 B [ 2% ,
R T i A B s ) b, 2 S B 4%
(Graph Attention Network, GAT) Fl GCN 43 31| k48 ¥t fi 7 47)

T & A 25 1 M X T AR A5 4 1 R IR 2 T R Y
R 5 DU 2 AR S 08 R Sk L e B ), —
AT E T 2R T LU G GNN HEERR 3],

BT GNN (175 1 23 5 BUIKE 1 15 e A7 A% 8 Ak AT 245 A AT
R 1 T 5 40 7= AR AN RT3 iR 22 L T A0, B GON W 4% J2 5K
B 10 2 7 A S R S A A TR AL PR, SR SR F 5 ET LA
T2 (7 A5 R0V il o A A 0 4% )22 005 ) P 28000 4 i R 046 i
i AN 1) Z2 R AN B ALY L B 1k o 40 R S ) A R
100 165 7% 2 AR S e B R DA R R T A R A R R iR e it
T Y ) R,

4) F:F Transformer F{ 45 7Y

AR TS CNNL,RNN #l GNN, Transformer (¥ /) 4%
L5 32 B2 £ 3k 1 D ML R R 2 R g A . e ELR R
PR & T Transformer 4 i 2% #4 22 75 3| ) BERT 8 A1, H
X JZ2 B[] 9 45 48 AT L 38 43 b g A5 3R] i B R SCfR S DL T
HAF IR

Ffi%5 Transformer #55 % f4 32 . BF X & FF B R A H
Transformer i 7 A B JE 17 354 LT % . Fincke 455242 H
T — AT RT3 8 3 (“priming™) B IR AR 4G
T 32 AT B 4% 360 16] (14 17 150 f 84 38 Transformer Hi k315 5 4
TR B S ARG iR R D T R B AR R R T AR 0 ke

JEHT B T T 5% AR RN R UIT 55 A R E B IR A R
S BT w0 0] 3, R E AR TR T AR bR I 9 B0 5
B — A5 S IR AR B IR TR MR 5. IR
DA SIS B 4, — A 25 H bR i 75 RS 0 BE 25 K IE B
H 5 — AN R TR 26 B U E T OREAR X SR . b T ke bk ] A
Nguyen 4555048 4 F1] JH 5 2 1 25 4 il B (Relation and Event
Extraction, REE) 5 19 285 B #E 1T R/ 2% > . FIJH BERT
IR Sy 4 — A 22 2] A RAR 1 28R 1) i, AR 56 2 1 R OR i)
SOk R B T T I RN IR JE R A X 5, R R i
M Y B Bl 2 (i POS FRic AR OC 320 X 55 38R 1) &, 1%
J5 % v e SCEE AL 1 v SO A S R A R 8 S LY FL(E
FIRE 72, 1% 65.5% .

il . Wang S50 48 4 =R (R 2 RBR8 I8 f A o B AR
T A 5 A SCAR 8 ] BERT A58 0 4 3% ALl ok
) A i o 32 5 B SO B 3% A ) B 20T DL AR A7 s A
P AEZER B TC A 10 LB A SO 2 R T KRR L [ AT
LA F ok 45 Al oA O AT F e 1 e

J£T Transformer [958 0T DL & 48 T+ 25 24 h L
PERE M HAE BT MK FE SR T HARA—EEH . RHETH
LA 7= E 1A B RN B3 7 0 AR R S i) S T A S B 3 R
T TRAe MR SN ZE, RRENEG RS RS RS, B,
Transformer %544 37 B 15 B S A% 5 A R B3R 51 28 X314 1)
b i 2 A B R A A T S [ b R B AT R AR
A 3 P A G B 5 AR AR R A A L R S BB AR G
TN E A

5) /NG

AR A o BTGB 2 o BB AR O sk R AT T A,
W 2 Frg, 3258 05 1 300 ok 0 e o DL % et S it 2 07
10 AT T 5 H7



222 Computer Science T HEHFIZ  Vol. 51.No. 2. Feb. 2024
R 2 FETIRBE A BB RS Jr ik B4
Table 2 Summary of transfer learning methods based on deep learning model
* A & B R EEiE

T CNN# A

# F RNN ## &

#F GNN #y# A

# F Transformer
A

A DUAR 3 4 R A F 8 3E ok AR SURAE A
836 3 5w T LU I 4 0 R A L IR
EES SN E S SE S-S 4

i 45 AL R K N B LR LT Ry K

TEAERIER/FE LR EEES T U
H A AR & CNN f2 RNN @ Il 89 % ML % 4
BERRREGK RE R

TUR AL LT LT XEERES
F ORI R R

A f MR AR IR BE B R 2 ) e RO R
RLOEBOHATT X LW IEE R E A,
A BN

5 ONN —# . R4 3 B W 28 454, B
Tl AR W [ R B R R

R A7 ] i AT R SRR AT B R T R B I 4
My R i B R £, GON B & W % 2 #
iy 3 Am e 7 A 1P R L A B R

HFRHBEGFRE EERGREA AT
[ Y- SRS RLR S R R & i A
HHEEMLE RS

£ F RNN,GNN % 8 A7 LA 2 0 k5
T I #y o] AR

3 F GNN iy H A o DL AF & 2 5 s 0 5] AL

FF AT BB IR 2 69 K ek, R B
TR AR B GEBONBAE Y SORE M e B B
b3 WA A T R R, SR R A R E A
EERMBAUNRET ¥ A IE B RE
Bt W ] AL
ETRFFIWF HT U RERBIAH
oA by F AL, F O — bR R Rk
Transformer % # & & %k £ (L& = &

2.1.2 A TRV %EZ B &

BEERESIHERNERE, F 255 A ELMOM,
GPTU SE T LAst 250, ) 3 0 10 2R #E AT 28 10 il BUAT 55
BERT R4 i 1 W5 (900 28, 78 2 T [ 4R35 7 4b BT 55
AT TR R . BOE 5 SN GRAR BT IX I TE TRERL S
BRI A O O R T AT I 48 S5 0 R R B O 43
JEBNTT . e SRR I R F RTALAY A T TR R 22
o0 £ 19 B3 XL AT LR R0 B AR 5 G & L 8O BE IR s =
HAE AL

I, Huang %50 52 T B8535 5 A2 i 1018 T Jil UL 2
(Cross-lingual Generative event Argument Extractor, X-
GEAR) . X-GEAR ] DUAT 2 b 4 7% 2 1 45 44 OF i R T 2
I Fg A O R HAIG 35T T 03T I 38 7 R R BEAR , LA SR A AT A
B M8 T R R R F B TT a8, il O 205 F 24k
B RLRL DS 09 SO 7 B il IBOE TE R I SER AR IR R
2800 i B 45 B = 11 T AR €0 Y S 7 dy 3 SCE RS B s
W8 TE4r 251 F1AH 3K 8] 54. 0%,

Huang %59 2 H LA K 2% fF % P 1 250 W 4% GEANet
(Graph Edge-conditioned Attention Net Works) , F| i %15 &
Tl v A AR A R S R AR O B XS TR i 1 5 0
AT 3, 2 )5 3 B A WU 20E F B8 SciBERTS A1 1A ]
TR R AR R A W IR U A A Al O BOR

FAh, Sheng ZE IR I T — ARG # I HELE SaltyFishes.,
YR IR N 3 5N D @ D R 2 g
HE SR AT ik & 17 41l BN 38 TT il AT 55, L5109 45 4R )2 1E
AEALTH] AT LA S50 A e J0 3R & [R] R,

S PN 2 S 0 =T LAY AN [|) H AR 28 501 A1 10 22 5
P A 22 5 R R IR — 5 e U B 4 28R L 7E I kB BE A
H MASK #5325 38 s 25 R0 S0 Z TR B AR DL S . 3 4b , 131
YRt JE 8 B BERT BB gkok T 2. 1. 1 /N P BT
Transformer A& {4 6 &, 3% BN P 5L 0K [ 3

PRtk B9 T AT DAAR TR FE < D YR -G B R RO 22 TR Y
ZEWE AR LA T U AT 55 B SR BB AT 5 2) A SR R i S 80
FRERAS . 2.2 B R HE A O SR T LA AL A o
Rk (E R,

2.1.3 A THEREEMG T R
T LA D 33 TR A B 10 S R Al 0T R Ll R

FhERAT: 45 % 1k S 2 3 1) B Q T 3K, AR 48 45 5 1 SR C |12 )
BQ,EORBIAG M A QAR A A=F(C,Q), ¥
AR T A BT 45 L 7T DL R i e A B S IR IR
B S [A) L 5 [ B AT DA 7E AN o5 A8 TR 45 4 19 1 D0 T AL 3 45 S
PEISH 5 A0 HLES B R S R R R D 7 RO D I ek
A I WSS BB A 2 A i 0L ) A

D EEF B 22 1) MRC J7%

T 255 TS 0 T il BB A AR T SRR S — A
T Aub B A R O R A 4 1 T, Du S50 2R 1 il OO A
— A% (Question Answering , QAT 55 . L viig 3 3 1) 7 20 AE
Annot Guideline Q & & F AR Wit oM @iy P F1
3k 3] 78.52% 1 67.79%

BT 2 T3 T4 S 00 T 1 M LA AR o A A 2 18] B 5 S
PR Bt Sk A5 8, LR BEIZ AL B0 3 2 1 i
[ R0, L 200 s =R BT 55 WU R 22 %% ) 285 () 5 ( Event
Extraction as Multi-turn Question Answering, MQAEE) , A]
DI SR ] — A S 2R BUR RS Je M g n Z BRI OC R, 72
A3 i 22 1) LR 2SR 38 J0 22 B A9 A DG B, FE IS e i R
54 L F1EEE T 53. 4%, SR A9 DYGIE+ -+ 8
T T 25 . W% 7 RE AR A b 1R B S R 2

BEAN  Feng ST 4 MK < £ 46 00 0 3 G 4 343 0 4R
— AN A 28 1 (Textual Entailment, TA) T W [7] 55 #1 0] 2
CQA) IR, AT LA 4R BUBR AT 45 8 S i =& i L &k A
YN8 5 B P AR 2805 S, T IR IR R T 78 K
fiik %% 37 {5 B AU AT 3R B 7E QA-Guide 8 F 7 FREA F 18
JCHE, F1{HIk 3] T 26.78%

2)HT I WE = 2 1 MRC Jrik

HARE RN R, Lk MRC Jrik &8 v5 X & 2 S HA K
XTI, A OF SR AR R T R R B
MRC J5 AT 2 PR,

Liu V24 3 1 0 W8 In] A A ) MIRC =5 il S 7
P AT AR 1Y 7 A L %O K S AR E R R
— 5 EHA LR SCA SR AR E R, 8 i 7E MRC
51 BERT BT HI KRR 09 B0H8 45 . iz 2% > B re 55 1) i 4k
il T A 3 2o AR O 5 A AR B = Y I,

EFXE Lin S04 09 J7 5 %A 40 338 T L il & 1R 22 [A)



X 45 ARV IR S A OO ST £ 0

223

AR 56 ZR A B Du S50 4 4 7 7 R REAR 47 M fife ol 135 1% R
F RS 0], Mehta 4507 $ 3 30 MRC A5 2 K B 48 5 0 W
BT A A R G i vk S 2 M ) O H B A A A
F R ECR 2L T MRC A8 A7 —F 1 A8 7] 7

ZE s Lyu S50 1 R 2 206 350 R DU 38 o 4 BT AT 4
S SRR Ry SCAS 2836 CTED il IR 28 CQA) 28 3 7] 851, 1 1 25
M TE/QA BRI T E B . A FIESETHEALRT
FUAEAY M0 41. 7% M 16.8% ., LGSR LW Z k5%
B T A A A R R ZEHE ., Y AT TE/QA £ AR X LT
B 3 — A AR [ 40K

SR MRC 7 578 S5 (- BT 55 L BUS T R4S 3L
S (H LA AE — E A B B L A X B AR SRR i A — AN 8
T A1 AT B M T AR 56 4 3] MIRC 458 0 (14 20 AR T 4 30 1)
Pt A8 B BRI A8k R L BB A e R ok A N AR . |
TR 7 vt B 5 A R 0 W O O AT R I R
IR AR B

3 R TF 5% TT LA SR vh 7E 2 B 5 0 0 IR Cn i S 8 dw il

A4 1E LR 8 MRC AR A, AT S8 0 28 36 b A= i 5 1
T3 KWL R IR FE RS e 2 R e R
[) e 38 ] L2 5 3 A AR] A R8 b B A S TR) A i 2 Rl 45 8 A LR,

AT g e R T TG MG 5 5 A A S R I X BE S i) e 1

P fih 2 1) U0 80 R 25 46 )
2.1.4 AT 345%I675 %

SEHT AL T 1 Oy = R 0 O s DL 2 B B R 2U R
FTFALSS JERRERHAIR FAL S5 Z IR C R, AL 5%
3K 2 A AT S5 T — 2 2] o B TR A 2 AT
S5 LM FRARN AL 5% 3 Fik A 2 Prs,
#1532 A ME 55 S R B BOR, RN E S5 AE T A 3
PRI RS T SRR RE . AR 2524 TR
J 2 S BRI T R R 1 4F: 55 08 FAS TR] 19 199 2%, 4FL A L SR H GE
WAk 29 SRR T 55 19 ) 26 S 80, 5 08 29 7 TR TR Y 2
LY IR R W B BOR — 8 56 4 — 30, 1 2 35 2 BUH L E
ZAT 55 2 2 W LA S 80 Ol s B L R A oAb e LA
S5 B AH B 33 5 AT B T 2 4 il LA R

F41 £42 £43 £41 £4%2 £ %3
(€3 X078 (4850 (€001 2 (€328 CFEHEBTO CEZAARRAD

o L

! I
‘ M 2 ‘ : ‘ - IR E
ar !
’ LAKN ‘ ’ AN ‘
FEYHE EE T2
B2 BT 24 55 2 T B 01 il OB fAHE 22

Fig. 2 Overall framework of event extraction based on multi-task learning
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Table 6 Comparison of event extraction methods based on semi-supervised and distant supervision learning
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Fig. 3  Overall framework of event extraction based on meta learning
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Table 10 Comparison of experimental results on ACE2005 dataset of typical event extraction techniques
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