H TR 2 ) O SEAR S R B 5T 2k

BiRyES, 4!, BEZR, ARE!, 2=
(LERIMERZ WWEARSES EORERE, (L8 M 210023;
2.7 UTE RS AR, {L8 m T 210097;

3 ABEEFEEMBERAT, LI58 R 210000 )

W

TEN (R BB — T DT AESS SRS R BT T AR - BREME - 15 (R
FEMETHHENMAM T EIE . RAWIET WIS LSR8 siiR R Lk 2
A B WIEAIE SR AR - UOCREATRA IR AP, HMEHATRAMBE
BRAR R EREARNET Bk, EZS. BREERRAMB . mEEE KA
T EBCRASE 1 % REXS T FATH A TZES &M, S e TTES 6t
Bés o B I 4R A SR A SR AR BT S IRIR AN 5 9

K SCAME . BWEE . mRERE T SRR RECE T
Review of Entity Relation Extraction based on deep learning
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Abstract

As a core task of Information Extraction, Entity Relation Extraction plays an impor-
tant role in many Natural Language Processing applications such as knowledge graph,
intelligent question answering system and semantic search. Relation extraction tasks
aim to find the semantic relation between a pair of entity mentions from unstructured
texts. This paper focuses on the sentence-level relation extraction, introduces the main
datasets for this task, and expounds the current status of relation extraction technology
which can be divided into: supervised relation extraction, distant supervision relation
extraction and joint extraction of entities and relations. We compare the various mod-
els for this task and analyze their contributions and defects. Finally, the research status
and methods of Chinese entity relation extraction are introduced.

Keywords: relation extraction , supervised method , distant supervision method ,
joint extraction of entities and relations
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1 58

FEMBUE BRTEF AN —IEEZES, EMNERENZ—&MNEIRR AR 1 SO A
RIEEXWEMLER, UHTEERE - RRFEIRESLHENA - (FEMBURS 2 —I
BREESS, GiEan SRR RAMB . FEMBETES - A3, BAIRER AU

%,

RIRKERARE XN E D EERZEFEFER, < RMBE 8 shiR ALk Z
B B FEMIE L RR . AR E ZTCR R, REFHE LR B AE LK
%, 182l (subject: F 1, relation: X &, object: FEiB)=JCLH, H FsubjectFlobject 7~ P 1~k
&, relation /R SEARZ B HE LR AR - FlUN, HHAWTRAF: X, 1983F7H13H HAET
J:{{% FE 57 HARA 110K 825317 5« FATAT DUl EBCH 524 5¢ R = JodH SE B (I, HE AR,
i) -

RN FZARETIREZS PR AWMBOTE, B85 BREXAMN . 2REEx
AT SR R R BHR & B . TG IE R K A MBI 5T 4504 AT 2% JCHR (Pawar et al.,
2017) o WEHMEATAERST 305 BB FTIIR ~ T7 155 -

RN BITNERAT R RMEEIRE; 562,3,477 73 BITR A B ¢ A THEL -
TR B 5 AR THEUAI SE 4 Sk REX & EUMH X T VAR ST LB A 385 77 PRI i SU SRR 5 AR Tl
IS EIARFN T 38619 % AR AT B 25 FR B 5 R THBUR R BB 5C 7 A

2 RS

2.1 BUREHESE

BRENHEEFREALRE, EREHEESARENERXRA=TTH, JLFRER
B o HEANTIEEIREFERFE T, B UbiX S 560 AU RN - N HEA BRI EE %
R BRNE)TF A RO A SEAR AT T D B SR S aA 5 R AT AR FI -
ACE 20055354 : B oh N2 hEUEE £ (ACE) £ 5 5991 5 31 8] 11 FL 7 BP0 FH 5 1 SCRY
HRDNTFEEMRARLR . Hrf, 6fEEXABHOT EBHLF, FXRRTEFY
70015451 F T N ZRFN st -
SemEval-2010 Task 8 I : ZEIESE (Hendrickx et al., 2009)E F10717 AR, H
8000 TIZR, 2717 TN - FOREF S EFR AL . KRR AEEFR -
FRAMEEMR, FAREEMTHREERMERT, NS EFIRC - RAEIEE
198K R (HAD LKA 249+ 1F7)

2.2 BEREHRIESE

NT AT THEHTRAMBEIRENEELS, TRUEE 7% (Mintz et al., 2009)H%F

RS CRBENREXSST, HT BohERKEINGETE . XMEETEEEERIL: R
WEFR RSN 2 [AFERR, RAENESZEEN RIS R IRZRR . NENEE
TR T AR B SR .
New York Time(NYT)%ﬁ?Eﬁ%: AR I BB — MR Buk I A& SEE SRR, A
BB LEO A FA—ERBMITEINRE R LR « N T RFEX— A8, RIS, 7]
DURF R] B RE A R — A Rl 22 ) (A8, RS AR A BB (Riedel et al., 2010)FA 176 /G LT
PN B L RG2S 1 o BRI T K Freebase 5 A AT HRIERLZE (NYT) 155 A5 57 1 T
Ao BIEE A E53MAIRERI R RRT, BF — MRIRII R RARFINAEREERZEEHERXR) -
YGEIE 6 55226111MA) 7, 281270 M SEARFAI18252 1 & -

3 HARERXRAMBOTEPR

AEEORAMBOTIEPOA R — D Z 0 RE, BHE S NETHLELRNTE . ET%
REIITIEMET AT E . ETRELRTLENE, HEMRNFEZETIEZ MR
WS ZRIFHIE - BT RRENTTR, BRI T RIE LB G, R DX R A% S
o MR R 48 R LB S SOR FFRBGRIE R R HVFFIE, SERCGR AT AT, B 1E2
IR L T R R -
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3.1 ETHEMBHIITIE

MAMZE KT R R, FES =PI FHERIR - HEMN GRS % > Fs
Barde . Hep, FHERRER UORF R M RAFEE R, HAnRs SO A i B aa] Bkt 5 o 43 A
i [ & (Collobert et al., 2008; Mikolov et al., 2013(a); Pennington et al., 2014; Mikolov et
al., 2013(b)), XFEELEESE T B OURHIE TR T RHIE I & R B M R - FR AT THEIAE AR 55 712 S,
LRI =K. BEIRNCEHER T - BT RERERERINEFMETER ISR

3.1.1 A TR FAE IO 45 ) 4 A R

MV-RNN (Socher et al., 2012); &5 FH] FHHEE N 48 117 2k R B 5 1% ,3% 07 A B R
G RTINS S 0% A 258 ) 4% 27 ) B 25 ) v BATR BV 101 LAl B o WA 1T s R AR R ]
EMV)ER, FEHARZ RSN S S, FERE SRR E W0 SU A 48 B i Bl 1 1 &
Mo WFRREDEAES, %TTIEE SEAERFITI o4 B B H S R AT 70 FE A A SR 2[R A B
7o WIEEFRBRENRES T A, HEMIZTT SR EVERAIEN X RHFTHE, FRNAB1TER
RN ATAMAFE « 2 SRR IEFIWordNetiE SR BISFE « 1% 5 15 4E SemBEval-2010 %5 7
£ FFUEIRTI82.4% -

MV-RNNAL SRS R, SXF VR AR T 72 (50 B VE R, ARt i i BE iR
SMFE S EREFERGES - HI, BEITEN AR Z N4 (CNN) (Zeng et al., 2014;
Kim, 2014; Collobert et al., 2011)#HBUACMA] FRZIRFHE, HTRXRAMBULES - ZHED
TR FRANESE T, R AR — AW VML S B TR A F o REE
R SR A A =G &, 4 AR BURIC AR EFN G) FJFE , I BRI PR S 2
TR B HRE M & - A, R RD S & E BN ST 3 Bront B A 18 1] & F Word Net H #E X
RAVEHAEDFREVE R RN AL 7] 2, F R M (LA TR 22 W 4% (CNIN) H BhER BUA) F IR R -
FHE—, CR-CNNEEZR (Santos et al., 2015)F F T &AL M 48 20 B % R 40 AR W T
RSO, B R MR R, N RSB RBEME G FRRER R, TR
T Zengff Fsoftmaxit BG4, %7 ERELE T KA EFHEFE A HUT SHBIERSIE N R R
MRS5Sy, H HRAHERIEREGHETIIG . Z TIERMRA M EERFHER A, &%F FHE
] EoAth S ER BER -

3.1.2  ETHRAMKAFBRIZ A LS W LR Y

FRTTEE R REUES EERER, HR, HEEMEEZRNERRKE, FEe%
FNEM ARG R T . ZEINENEFFEERX R AR FEINZEREEZNEH, 2R
IR P M RFARFF RS IR P22 S R RRR - WTEETERERRERIK: HRelfle22 0] T
AR 24 1R SR, ARl Fle2Z I IR FERE 12, A T ENTZIAIRIR R - X2 E (1)t
Helfle2 2B TR —MEHEENETT, BAENTNEERZERIZBTIZIERE; (2)1%RelfMe2E T
ANFRIFE RIS TCEEM, ENRRERERET —RIEiE, B EFELPF RS LEZE—1 2
HIBTC o B FIETERIT R T 1%k R FEIEFI B R EF AL -

ETRERRZRE, B EHRMEMS I DN RBERKFERZEYIRXRARR (Xu et al,
2015(a)), XA R A 1 B IR A AEE MR, RERE DA m0E 18 i\ FE R
ERURERFHER &, RERIXERFIER RE S, FHONNMRI 2 RFFHER = - FR, R T4k
K AT M (BDE R R IERE X 4 EIBFNETE), A EAEEB RS A FUREESRRS, SRR
BRI EIEM RN AR, BRI TR RIS BRI T RA RIERE -

[F4E, 2 FSDP-LSTMM# M 4% /71 (Xu et al., 2015(b))H TR RZH K, ZHEFH
P A SE AR 2 (8] B B A B A2 (SDP),  PALSTMON BT B 2 J& (U FR M5 8. Bd ~ Ja e 351%
F A ~ WordNet 1B Y FFE) & EA 1 25 [ 48 W SDPHE BN £ FEALARAE . S KL JE N B &L 12
ILSTM T AR E R N T &HIIE, AR T dropout IEMALSKEE -

IR, BT B8 12 (SDP) & —FRRFIREILE M, AR X5, & B M AP 5 FHkF <
RORRIT - HTHHAMEMEMIEIAHZ ML HRME, DERIF R IRE X RS R T i
ol 1A M S AR EFIE - TEIR BT E LS (RCNN) (Cai et al., 2016)F] % FLSTM M XHE & 1E
P22 L& SDP P ) 2 i = AT oy, 8 BRI 5 R & S AR B A 1 R
FRORFAE o EETRONNEEAY A A152 H— PO fE A BT M 22 M 48 (BRCNN), A DAF] I % 3]
& SDPHI A5 M AE B R, H58 T SRR 5 2R 77 W 53 K AL
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TR W AR B AR AE AT _E R BRI AT I, TTRAERIRIK . BT EEMEE Z A 1K
MR BRETHR SR, EXMEERAERME, 25— SXBER . Z2HE
BRAMZ 4% (Marcheggiani et al., 2017; Kipf et al., 2016)fJf3 4, —F&EH T < 2MEE
BIAMZM ST 75 (Zhang et al., 2018)H FH =R i) B & AR 2 B A 15 A1) B 458 3
T, NERBMUASE N FORNRR, SSUR AT - HAMETER N5 S EBTRME T
1£(AGGCNs) (Guo et al., 2019)%¢ H Tk RMEL - ZER M HH IR ISR AR, B Ras
FENESE - BREREMEMAERE - BEHEEEERKENEN RN, B UERE
T SR A TR FE R E R, EEBNSISES, SRR B H BN, RNeE
W EZLFEBNENNEERENETIER DTSSR AREAERE, BT TR AR S22
[ELARIANE, WMHHIEEISEE R - BEEREEEEHEME R AN B EHEIEREE,
FAEFNRR . &a, MAZEAEGRNDSREEENZ 0 HHE RSN ER . 25 Bk
FERN5IFHEERER, BRI HtokensHFIRIE, RGRAFHIRIEFSLAERIESIE, 2H
B2 RIS R R AR, T&a B E 5 RE T C A& -

3.1.3  ETIERITHLHI L i 28 AR

T R 22 I 4 AR R AR BE R R X R MBI BE, EX SR T 150 2 7 E KA I BT R
WMWordNet, B HRTE ST TERBBUFE - HHH, X TRAEEMNEEF DL IAEG] T
EEALE . TG ER, TR LS A KA E I M 4% (At BLSTM) (Zhou et
al., 2016) FAIHIRA) TR EZEZANE ER - ZHERERIYLHITE A0S

M = tanh(H) (1)
o = softmaz(WTM) (2)
r=Ha® (3)

Hrp HRAMFLSTM i EHBRIFERE, w2 >S5, o i m & intekE . &
ST AT LR
h* = tanh(r) (4)

?@ﬂ@i— Msoftmax 7P REFHFER RELH - SLIGR, ZITIENEREATINER SR, 7T LG
FIIRIFHIPERE -

WA METEE VLSRR R BT EIE RS FASERER, M EREERR
SRR RBEAE - B, —FhRL S TESHR BB B SR E R ILHIEETY (Lee et al., 2019)H T
KAMB - EZTTES, N THIRAF LN UEER, AT BEE IHLH (self-attention) (Tan
et al., 2018; Vaswani et al., 2017)R1FHIAFK R, FRMHAMALSTMAE T #EMEREAL . /T
FAMAAFHEENER, SRS T SN A B EF SRR R HE, &AA)T
AR AT OB B LIS 2

u; = tanh(WH [hi, p§*, pS2] + WE [hey, t1, hey, t2]) (5)
T,,.
o — nexp(v uzjz (6)
Zj:l exp(v!u;)
z = Z Oéihl' (7)
i=1

HoA hoh SN B X RILSTMA 5 L heyshe, 50 B8 55 ey seo i B W MILSTMAY i
. pts, p2ar Al S BT S R AR T A F RS — D S e TS A S e U B
BITEIL ARG BIR AR, TSR BNEENE, M1 R R T E5GE| %
REVBTERE, B EE LR B SR R R FOR -
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3.2 /g

AZREMIE T ERE AR AMB, Sl TIHER LML BT, W
ATERERRAMBACFRTTE, BATEMATNE T, WM T RS ISR T
% BT RAERERZREMETIER IS R WA TEATHE BB R AR
FESemEval-201083E 5 LIITERERT H  MWEH AT IR H, BT BIAMKAERIZR T IE S E LA
TR, REETAARERERENATER, TUFEEATHE2RELEE, 8%
WK AR ML, ARG TREEAE, RADREREEK. ZTER
IHLHIRI T EA R RSN AR BEIR, AR EER I HLH A AT ARt B o2 A7 P E 2
BXER -

TBESR kil FFIE F1{E
MV-RNN Word embeddings+POS,NER, 82.4%,
(Socher et al., 2012) | WordNet ’
Word embeddings +
CNN . .
word position embeddings, 82.7%
e (Zeng et al., 2014) WordNet
R AL RFAETT v CR-CNN Word embeddings + 84.1%
(Santos et al., 2015) | word position embeddings e
depLCNN WordNet, 85.6%
(Xu et al., 2015(a)) | words around nominals '
Word Embeddings,
SDP-LSTM POS embeddings, 83.7%
(Xu et al., 2015(b)) | WordNet embeddings, '
grammar relation embeddings
BRCNN Word embeddings+POS, NER, 86.3%
(Cai et al., 2016) WordNet embeddings '
T BRI 2T (Zhang‘efiﬁ sors) | Word embeddings $4.8%
( Guﬁ(thzg.l,\I; 019) Word embeddings 85.7%
AttBLSTM Word embeddings, 84.0%
(Zhou et al., 2016) position embeddings '
ETHER NI .BILSTM with . Word emneddings,
Entity-aware attention Latent entity Typing 85.2%
(Lee et al., 2019)

Table 1: B WE KR EEEIE £ SemEval-2010%] [t

4 ETmRE R R MBI AR

HIEERR A MBEFEERBA TINEREIRSE, RS TZ7 A E A - Eit, TfFER
BT (Mintz et al., 2009)% 35 BARARZEX 7, HAT BB K EIIZREEE - SR,
AR B BOZE — IR BOA T B2 SEE IR RE, BIR BN A SR8 F A — € Rk
TEFIREFRIR R - R AT DUR AR G B R R BV SS1E R — > 2 7 il 2 > R oR i 5 (R
% (Riedel et al., 2010) - EH TR RMEZ = FI% > F, FIIRZE(KB)H B S RL—
MEFE . BT FEA S SR L, BEMA—EBSEERR - ZRFIF3E
SPEFRETN, WA RGN AT IR R - EEGE, WREENEFEERR, Nahzl
H— IR S B2E E SEARRT R 2 o

4.1 ETHERHEMBRTEREE Tk

Riedel ) 5 IEMBOCANRHER, FEMKBERETLHTE, G RERHRRE . H
it BCBETAR4E (PCNN) (Zeng et al., 2015) FASRBURFL, A FH 2 7= 624 3] 75 IR s
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W (Al - FE 2RISR IS AR EUE AR L, B exaH B&A 7= o BT, #5204
RAIR AR, RER BRI RGIPRENE N B RITRE, FHH A RIRE BT A S5

PCNN7EZ 2 B HIEE LIRE] T ABRIRCR, HXRIIRREERE - 596, PCNNKE
AR B R AR E— D BARE S A, FAEDEAREFE— D RAE, M T F
— AT AT REFAE S DR AR ML o FIRX AR, MR AFE R EEL,  (Jiang et
al., 2016) LB HRE 0 KA - LA, PONNZ: T Riedel# H AR AE bR LR R TEX —
fEist, PCNNAEYIZRAIFIN A ke 28 SC AT AT RERYA) 7« IRT, i — AT 2R KBS
HAA)FHEIEE o KT IX A A, BRSPS R 8 5% R AT LL B B GR B X SE AR 1) e
AHAF B RRIREBRAAERT (Jiang et al., 2016), 7E6EFHBTE ML B BB A) 7 1)
FAEE, A8 B A SRR TR R A7 I0RAE, RE R REEIFILR & & EE
WERIR o HTEERFRE ARG TRRAEAR, FIIZITET M X AT P& RTE
AABER . whh, FIRHATRAEERIVLE (Lin et al., 2016)% B sh#R AR AT HEER
B, B )T

EARTIIEE R R R L, BT A Z R BRI E AL, Gl AW R — R
M—PaERRE, mEAEEEROREIGE TR AR R BIE P RINES . —METRE
FIHIBTAMEML, - (Huang et al., 2017) TR AMB, AN TR AMALE A& T 2] —
PMREFREMG S, B EFPNEERES - SR, TR Z R R E Y TR
Mg A] LU TR TR B o AUV RE

4.2 ETEENVSERTERE 7E

WA TEEEFBERURBIRISh Z LARE RAA T B FAESE, — 1 ETPCNNMA)FHRE
ENHLHIEIY(APCNNSs) (Ji et al., 2017)ARIEFEROR, M FE 5 FH T HREH B
BER o ] NFreebasefIWikipedia Ul [l H #EEUE A AR A E FEIH - W TF—1E, &
R S FHPCONNsHRBUE 0] F FFE ) B vge, - 23| TransEEBIE %A, 7E TransERER A
Hei +r ~ exdf— 1 =JC8r (e11, e0) EHE, FEAPCNNsH, H(e; — o) R F Hey flleq Z A HY
Kz Wa, WEGEL —PREE RSB [vsen; e1 — eo] I I EE M) THER NIINE - &
&, FE A FRHE R & FINACR RISt 2 B IAFE - tbAh, AT REZE R AR A B R
HR TR T P A R 22 R 28 SR B B S (AR A A4 AIE 7] & -

FERER NS, & —FnEa 22> 2 R IRUE S AR SURGIR 7% - B2, %
TIREZ WS ARG B2 PN EENRRES - (DE—DREF, B
S B R IGRIRES] L, (2) B REIE SURFIER R R ES] - TEERIIR TIEY, EHE*
FA1-D A & F B IR R AN ) FRER IPLE - 1-DIER N mENEE RS, ERRERFH—gb
EHAHE, S— PSP ERRG . BEREANFEIE LT EAAT, SENFENEZERATH
2% o ZEEMBER AT (Lin et al., 2017)HI/B &, —FEiZEE TR LSTMP £ /245
FL BIEE IHLHEIEAL(MLSSA) (Du et al., 2018)H FLRAE_ LR N AR £13%F 58— 0],
A 152 — AT R BRI R NG, ZPEE S 2 nE, BT mERHRET
FHOARNFEAE, MBS B R CER - B AR, il 18— R T 2R 125
MR FREB NS, EhagE2imE, B EfEhENFERoRG L, PIELF
AT -

4.3 BERIRERTE

N T REEREE B P ERINE R, MR ANERIRERNER . B, —FLR
ZWmBEE ATE (Wang et al., 2018)FEHBEBIEARSHIFMET, AMEAXRRE, HFIH
FNRE (KGRI ANRE R - MR E 2 REB|H%3] - BT RARGISL, FMREF L EIEE
MAERER, sk REH1% VA 1K R HBURALE ¥ ZBGX T HER - — i InE %
ATHUT1%—RESIDE (Vashishth et al., 2018)F| A& A I1 015 B E0HE K R lE . BAR
), B SER R TIRNOE R B 4 (5 BAETIN 5 R REN LI, {5 F BSR4 W 48 N SCAR H
IGERE R, RIEEERRAISME B T FE L aEiR = 1 BE -

AR R AT DL B shiniE R AR I ZREE IR T, X Le iRl R ik R E RS -
WL RRZBREKERR, FURMRAL - HRFZE N BHEAIZE T KEXRNE, LI
SCR PSR & EE R - 2R AEIR AR TER I EE 2 (8 F & FE SUORBR B &, —F
T K BAS P AR AR B K RIREUT % (Zhang et al., 2019)F]H 270 TEREIE £ & 2%
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AEMRSEER i BER R T = R AOIERE - BT, ABTHR A AT BN B R FREE 1B BIRE =0k R
R, FABEBHRM G2 R RENR  Hk, B2 R AR BEIE L], R OCEEN
L I PRSI Rt
4.4 /g5

FEARTH, BATEMATHE T — LA THa BB X R E IR TE, R4 HiX 77 1%
FENYTHIESE _FMBCE ZRFIHT100(TOP-100) ~ H7200(Top-200) ~ HI300(TOP-300)Hi500(Top-
500) FIXF H 4% 53X B {5 Fl Precision@N (PQN) N A TR IR - R B % R HEA FEFohirE
DEIIRREF, EHTREEEERER X RME, EESSIL AR R P LI T A,
FRZITERM IR T A MBI X R MBOT%E - F 250 TIEER S BRI B EE L
Hl ~ B AEIRES T AR AR R N B B, i R — IR S TR . AR
T RIMBOTIEF R IR EE, — MR R4S 5 IR DABRIN SRR | (AR X 3h
AR REA S IZIREIR T ABEE R, WEPRATATULI, BEsNRERITIEENEER
TFRIVERE, SXRITIEREHS P MR A AL RR B P SRR FAIATE SR . Fi s N
WERTE, MULERRMEUES, EEMARESOEESPHEFEER L.

TR A Top-100 | Top-200 | Top-300 | Top-500
PCNN
(Zeng et al., 2015) 72.3 69.7 64.1
PCNN-+MIL
(Zeng et al., 2015) 86.0 80.0 - 69.0
PCNN—+ATT
(Lin et al., 2016) 76.2 73.1 67.4
ETHBRMEZEMLE MIMLCNN
Pt (Jiang et al., 2016) 69.0 64.0 59.0 53.0
ResCNN-9
(Huang et al., 2017) v, 69.0 61.0
APCNNAD 87.0 83.0 - 74.0
oy MLSSA
Tk (Du et al., 2018) 90.0 81.5 77.0
LFDY 90.0 88.0 - 83.0
Fi AT R Y (Wang et al., 2018)
e RESIDE
Tk (Vashishth et al., 2018) 810 785 756

Table 2: 2 E R AMBOTIAAELIERNY TEHEENS

5 SEAEMIKRBCE BT AR

SRR IR AR KA T T M AESEHE) 1 SCAS AP [RI AT SEAAR B 5C R T . R 57 HE LAR
IR AAC PR ACSE AR R = JCHAESS, RTE SRfRBCER, REIRAMBITZ AR AR « X
SATHESRGEAESS 5 T3, B MR IR - (HE 20 13X M1 1E55 Z A H)AH
K, XM AT, BN TESEGR ML « X, SCAIRBIISE R AT RER RN R 5
REPERE, SEERIRGE . SHUKETIEAFE, Boa 2 T HESRFERN H 8RB BUR AR
A, REBERUBEMSEEMXANER -

5.1 ETHESHHIEKGMBUTIE

RS HESRREY (Li et al., 2014) 7 FH A5 (LRI ANSE AR 2R 5 20 Rl IR EUSC (A
KA ZIEZCRA T — T D /RREREEBAER 0 BUR RGeS, Suik T STHIET FAFRIPRE
FEe Hh, BREBINREHER, 115 H— 250 E R & B AL E N A R SE AR A
R AL R AR -
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HEEWBHRADFEST, FTUHETLSTMEIMEZEM SR L RLEZBIFRR, HiX
IR A EAERES 250, JF BABER SR RECG B . B, —Phm 2 B
A (Miwa et al., 2016) F THEBOA FFINFUR T RIEEHE | SEARZ (B8 5% 3 - 1% 7 VR Ima i FH R e it
J (NZE 275 R0 A B 2 ) FS e T 45 (B TR m) B0 B TR R ) AFYLSTM-RNNs7E 5B Ao 52
R REEEE . SRS RIREN < R MBUEIIANE, ZREFEZR T WA 2o
SEARTI 5 (5o SEAAARRLFE AT T 45 ) flscheduled sampling(A— 58 FIMEZR B IE R AOPR 2B 3N /]
FEMTINARGS ), XA T R EAIZRM B e R A REMR A (R, I B S5 Btk
— BB TR R0 3K - Miwadg i HVERETE R RET IR, 1F % IR R 2R 0R Z (Al R S5 Fa Pt
Ro L, — P 2RIIEHEZERMEERD (Zhang et al., 2017)H TuGEi % RIME, R T HELF
H2ES] ERCER, B T HFILSTMAHE - Miwaf) /5 iEKEINRAEBIT eI A 1A E B,
XNT R AR R R EE, ([EFNTH RS ERLSTMEI RS AERT, TRk R mEUE
AE . TEZhangfJ7¥ET, RIS E I #TEs (Dozat et al., 2016) FILSTMEBGHELZ 1S 55 ki
AFR - HTENTEETIZGR, EES TR TEMRANFEBEEE, BEARHFRRE
PTARSR, ITEE SR T TN IERA AT T S 30 @ - teAh, Miwal 75 VAR U SE 400 5 E it
Hi 5K R BRI R 2 2] i BRIR R, fEZhangHI7VES, SRALSTM-Minus 720, K —
M BOEE N R — 1B — I LSTMESBZ MR 2 -

HTAMERERIRKERER, Katiyar¥ A (Katiyar et al., 2017; Zheng et al., 2017)HZ% 2
XA LS TV ) F A8, X SEAR VAR K R TR B AE & P I RIEAESS - FER R EUH, %
TR, #HTEH MR L BRI R Z B R < R EH . FFE, Zhengil SRR R
BUESBEERFIEAES, SKatiyar 7EAR, A AT5E E—Fr R o bR =0, X
(A LSTMAH # [AILSTM 73 A m S AR, it J2 RIS SEARAT R A PRTE,  FERR R MBUESS -

5.2 EHT2RIHEKEMBUTE

FARER G2 W T VAR S = SR 7 S, X AL RN AR R SS ERY
MAHK - BRZ2ETHKFEARESE, FEEZERRAXERI TS — P EKERD
A RBS ISR B 71 TSR A58 R A HHEL (Sun et al., 2018) » 7EXMREAIH, fELARIRFIE
NFEFVFREAES, RAMBUE N RES - WMESHIEZ B E25, HF AL —1 %2
KRR, TREN TYIGRAINZ B E R - B HESHIE G, —H, RS EAM
KARBHERIE BRI H, —SE AR BIE ] DRI AW SeiR RAIR T (g ad
HEACEOSEREE I AUSEI A B (Sun et al., 2019), HFAKHRFIERRRE, FHXTHIET KA E
BAL—L . EH, RSk RGO N FAES, 52 ST ERN (Entity Span
Detection) SRR RERMES (Entity Relation Type Deduction) - £FSZAARTE FIAS N A 4
FEFINMERITIE, SRR R RS P —FhETRER MRS, RN R
HATER B4R -

EAFH, SE=ZTCHSHFHEEE N, Zeng® A\ (Zeng et al., 2018) H Fo7E 142 [ 4% f#
R R F 8 DULH] (Gu et al., 2016; He et al., 2017 RS A . b THEE & RS H=Fh
FA: Normal,EntityPairOverlap(SEO),SingleEntityOverlap(SEO) - i fi 1/ /5 ¥ % Tsequence-
to-sequencef® 2 (Dong et al., 2016), fERRAHFH W NFEEE 5. 4235 (endcoder ) Tl fiF IS
#&(decoder) - i s B RI0A) FEHLAE E KER M E - NE, BEEEECX M mEHER=
JCAH -

SEHS R B Zeng T IEN I REE AKRPE R, AN REFRINE D B SEAR RO TE L - — D2 IRILAY
TR 2SI HEZR (Takanobu et al., 2019)1#d— & E iR > BEIR A K R TERiE, HILE R
2SI AR AR o = B ENE RRAERRE ME R R RTemi, RS THRMRR, K
i R AR IR ANZ R R R SR - BREESTRUE, mRERNS S S RS R A+
N—"KAF . Li%EA (Li et al., 2019) R 5818k R MBUE S FH N SR RIE R, BIRFSLiRF
REFRBGL N BT S E B REIESS o IXFRT AR T — > HUBHT RO R R 5 2 IR )
g&o@ﬁ$@ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁ,ﬁﬁE%?E%“@?$Hﬁﬁﬁ§%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%%%
ARG [A] 2 -

it A —F T SE AR IR AL 6 R R B o 2 B A 42 (GraphRel)(Fu et al., 2019)if 5t
F AN GCNR [8 i 45 SEARTN K R Z 1A (58 BRf# LA & (A8 - GraphRelif i3 # & Bi-
LSTMf) ¥4 i 28 F1 G CNAREU Jr i s ok 7 > H shid B> SR FIFE IR AL - 985 GraphRelbn
L SEARSR S BT U R ) R R =Jn A, XL BTN . N T EEER =JTHZ[H
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MR B AR BB LR AT T, IZAEEE GraphRel 5 B BOasin T — SEBil B K R ANALGCN -
B Bt GraphRelF B SER IR AN R R IR, & KR RBERSR T SRS IE, [R5
AR RAINMBGA R EERE - N5, B R EETERE, BN BRGONERA T RE
MAZETERME EEEZ RKHEE RN (FIEEEN) KA.

5.3 /g

AT, BTN R T — AT AR ARG AR TTTR, R34 H AR REX
A TBOTIRAEA FIRGEE LSRN - P2 SR RS R R A T K ERAEZR, oK
AR EE B RIEERIRAI 2 S Bk R g, BHSUSHRRAE - H56, 18R
RO E RN, SRR BUA R 2 IR B R R 0 KM B . HIRZIS T SRR R 2 0 2R
MM RME - B=, WUKEERSEOTERRET « EXERINBUE, FE LA FEEI xR
ARER, DIBIENZ RS . BTREBENATEERR, XHHH B 2R R
[ ZEARTT FP IR VB A BEREURCSK A T SRR B R RIRBIMESS Z R 5 Bk, IREFH
FER T KT FUHBREE « MSEPREV ARG, BRa U AR EE, Ry RIFHEASRE
PERER SEH R AT ok R IR EUE REA L B2 -

Entity Relation

datasets model P R Fi P R Fi
(Li et al., 2014) 0.835 | 0.762 | 0.797 | 0.608 | 0.361 | 0.453
ACEO04 (Miwa et al., 2016) 0.808 | 0.829 | 0.818 | 0.487 | 0.481 | 0.484
(Katiyar et al., 2017) 0.812 | 0.781 | 0.796 | 0.502 | 0.488 | 0.493
(Li et al., 2019) 0.844 | 0.829 | 0.836 | 0.501 | 0.487 | 0.494
(Li et al., 2014) 0.852 | 0.769 | 0.808 | 0.654 | 0.398 | 0.495
(Miwa et al., 2016) 0.852 | 0.769 | 0.808 | 0.572 | 0.540 | 0.556
(Zhang et al., 2017) - 0.836 - 0.575

ACEO05

(Katiyar et al., 2017) | 0.840 | 0.813 | 0.831 | 0.605 | 0.553 | 0.578
(Sun et al., 2018) 0.839 | 0.832 | 0.836 | 0.649 | 0.551 | 0.596
(Sun et al., 2019) 0.861 | 0.824 | 0.842 | 0.681 | 0.523 | 0.591

CONLL04 (Zhang et al., 2017) - 0.856 - 0.678
(Zheng et al., 2017) 0.59 | 0.479 | 0.529 | 0.597 | 0.451 | 0.514

(Sun et al., 2018) 0.652 | 0.406 | 0.500

NYT (Zeng et al., 2018) 0.610 | 0.566 | 0.587
(Takanobu et al., 2019) i 0.714 | 0.586 | 0.644

(Fu et al., 2019) 0.639 | 0.600 | 0.619

Table 3: SEAAT REK & I A R TR S FI45 R

6 IO SR R B SR

FER AR TTE, HTAAE BRI RS, R AIBF S AN T 3 U8R 5 E B EL
Ao IR ERGE LS I SO R BB, 575 % (HOUH et al., 2018)F) T
1B, mRBRWEITES%E (HE et al., 2019)F) TAE-

6.1 FSUSEAR R AHEEE SR

COAE2016: ZHUESERIET S/ U SCim 4 2471 (COAE2016) YT A &R FHEL T
FRDRES  ZEURE M SossAILRE - 483MMIREE, LII0Fh R RAR (AWK H A4 H
B, \IRIH A, ARERL R, AIRIECES, AYIRITF &, BN R, HEPU AR5 T
5, HENUER IR N, AN PSS 8], EZLAS B S 5 )

ACE2005: ACE 20055 B E EHETE . T IBAMEHE . RASN 6 KERI8T/I
K, BER023 T KAELFMISTRA TR .

DulE: 201949, FEITEN%S - FEF UEEXSHRA AR AT R NINES SERHEAR
TN T ETHE GRFE EE BT KA 3UE B MBEIRE (Li et al.,, 2019) - ZEIRE
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154905 AP ENA58184 1 5= R ELHIHL

6.2 ETHEMETEPRTIR

NTEFERFREEEE N EREE, &2 E EE NLE A 5 B TR R 45 15
A (ECOUHE et al., 2019)F TH R A . MR ERRSE, BT HowNet i L {717
[ BHFE - %715 ACE200583E 4 L5845 BF1{EAF]73.94%, COAE201653E4E FF1MH
KEN78.41% . HTHLARNAELGME S, FADUEEREZE L, SRmMP AR RS R
FIRCR, —FETZRHE BIEE TSR R MU E (BT et al., 2019), F5HEIAL -
AIE S B SCRIGEEARHE, FRZET BER 7 RN HE 7 M4 SR-3t4T 9% R T -

Beal, R ZRE S BAISMEREN AT S0 R RIMEL (Li et al., 2019) . EIRK, ZHE
FEEEEE =My FHE- . WHEMA LR RT2SHAEFmEMEmESS, 12 HE
1A X H & o {# FHHowNet/E R AMEREIIRE , WTF44 &1, it iR HowNet o] LUK 1GA A T A 17
MAB B - RIFBELSATIEA! (Niu et al., 2017)3F8 A N SLE R & - BFrE - HWEE
AR A & B i Lattice LSTM#RISZ, BEETRASTRE, HRIGZES B AREEZRSIE
NN, BEBRITE, #ITRASE . B EAFRSIEA =1 40E4E  (Chinese SanWen |
ACE 2005 Chinese corpus and FinRE) L fTRISEs R, MATART BA B2 st
FEACE200553E 4 FF 1A E]78.71% -

ETDuEH G BIHBEIESE, — MnEiEAIHESE (Liu et al., 2019)H TR ATWE, ZHE
SRR R AR KENRG ORFHR L RR KL, REHITEERE, HENRFHSE
F e R3O FH R A = TOAH SR TR o I 7 VELESSIESE T AOFL(EIA284.8% -

6.3 /NgE

I T 22 W 28 1) PR SCSE R S A ECEE A SRR 56 B OB 5ib b, A 57 TR
IR EE B E, HORLE T ARERIR - 20199, TEITENYS - HEPUERE ¥ S8
B HEAFRNNES SEEESUREIIT T & T A K BRI A EE BRI H 3UE B
BOEHREDUIE, AAHES TSR R BT S R, IO A MBUT AR AR EL - TEREA
Wi - R3%A A SCEIR R ERVSRIREE R L «

B itk F1{H
(B OCTE et al., 2019) | 78.41%

cogeoe (ZFTLEE et al., 2019) | 81.49%
(BICHFE et al., 2019) | 73.94%
(Li et al., 2019) | 78.71%
DulE (Liu et al., 2019) 84.8%

Table 4: K RIMEEH SCEIESE _E LR

ACE2005

7 REg5REE

F ZAMEBUE N E BMBOR AT 2B 5 4, BARENE . SURN AR EE CEREARZ
— o MRIBIUBAIRN 5, A5 N PR B e RIEUCRI A U e R FE - A GRS T R @1 &
T = REFE: BREBAE  ERREE 7 ER SRR RECAMETE - RIBASCHNLE,
TV 56 22 PTG R 78 92 U IR 2 ACE2004 ~ ACE2005 ~ SemEval-2010FINYT-10f# T % T
1B, 7EHSCEIRSE AR D .

RGBT IG5 R B R TIERESE, 3R LUR 5 R IMEBCR RT3 2%

(1) HT ¥ A 20 2 il B R 78 32 3 9 SR B ACE2004 ~ ACE2005 ~ SemEval-2010FINYT-
10f0 T2 TAE - NYT-10803E & & B i /), il 1T K Freebase i R & 5 41 24 B ) 15
FE(NYT)RI R RZXTFMER, WEIEEXEFHER, FEEERIERSEMAE - SemEval-
20105 S E T 5| AF oA S| THN KSR E, EEIE BRI KR TIER LIFF
KHERENET R SR RBEIEE, 7 B AR A X R MEERTE F SR E LRt

&eu
He o
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(2) T RERRAFELACRE T 2 M) THREE, A TRERAMBEZ ] T A AR R
Hil, i, KRR AMBEIHTF T M2 NA)TRIETBIRER, #d s — A SO P Y
ZNAT, REMERERTT R AR HBUERE -

(B)RAMPE—IMERIES, TIREFEBENIE, LExEREE S, AXEIRD
&ﬂ%LLT%% AT IR Bl PR AN A ST RE R, DA as LA~ BS540
W AR AR AMBUREL P, I XR A EE AR TIE S EE T EETE L

()y$U%TT%§%HE&$%f%ﬁH% FEH B EAFEE Z P NEdE, e
RIES - BIR -~ SMOOR, X BRI AT DIPR ) — RS« e SRR, AT LIt
NIFX L BRE - B FIH SRS Z R EAME, SIBREREFITTRTE, WA L) 25
T ERIER R

2% SCHR
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