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Abstract

Case factor recognition is an important research content in the domain of legal intel-
ligence. The purpose of this task is to automatically extract the important fact de-
scriptions from the legal case descriptions and classify them based on the factor system
designed by the domain experts. Text encoding based on traditional neural networks
is difficult to extract deep-level features, and threshold based multi-label classification
is difficult to capture the dependencies between labels. So that a multi-label text clas-
sification model based on pre-trained language models is proposed. The encoder is
the language model fine-tuned with the strategy of Layer-attentive, and the decoder is
LSTM based sequence generation model. Experimented on the CAIL2019 dataset, the
method can improve the F1 score by up to 7.6% over the traditional neural network
algorithm based on Recurrent Neural Network, and about 3.2% over the basic language
model under the same hyperparameter settings.

Keywords: Case factor recognition , Multi-label text classification , Legal
intelligence , Language model
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20184F, FHABRREN & (“T =T 2EFNETEE BALEMR) | PR HIEF]20204F
2R RE m A FNETEUG B A R3.0M, REREEE - ATHEGE . =it E - WEMERR
S5ENETAEHITR ARG, SEMAEER RS RS EL, SESIESEHEKFEREROEN -
bt & T E FNE AT IBUE BT, B EFNEM R AR B AR . BEFEEEEE
LR« ROER AR - LRI ENEAIATINE LS, BER TSR AR UK
MIEET), RFEFNEERENARE . H, ZEEFRFFNEEFTANER, HEEHACH TR
FBE, PR BEAAFHTAR, R EFRRRERIEER . BEERMEE R AN
AT AR ER A BARMBOR SR, AT AN B R IE M E - ATRRREAY 8 S 4k DL A R iR
G RNE AU A LBk g5 75 K

B NERIE R GRS I 7 TAEFE R R AETNEANRTAM (Luo et al., 2017; Zhong et al.,
2018; Hu et al., 2018) ~ FHLIZFI VCEC AN iy 42 SLAR IR AN M (Wang, 2018; Xie, 2018)% /7, H
AN R ERRRIM RO 8D, BEMERAR EEEHLENE .. SEASENBRES
b3 (NLP) f£55 (Kim, 2014; Bahdanau et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2016)2{Ll, X FiHF5E 1]
ERERNESER AR T E L RE T HE MBI - B, W48 25 A I 2R 1 [ &
AT, FHERAERHZRML (Convolutional Neural Networks, CNN) B & fFEAFHLE KA
%% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN) $RHURHIE, 2N S REsH 1T I u N H SRS
(Conditional Random Field, CRF) #HTFPHINRIE « XFEEM A —ERIBR A, —2 R
FRASTA [/ 2 TCIE S BN FHESR T B —18 £ LA (Peters et al., 2018), &/ W B ERIATE
R RE S IR T IR EAR SRR

ARTF =ML R mE, REZRIRHEZIRE DR, B — DA GEF R B
TFORINDRR - ZHGT M, MTEAG], BMERFEEE2.7MI%E, REAATD - MH
ZNRANZEEERE RN, WFigure 178, HEBEBRZGF, H—DHEABTRETH
RENTEFFT LK, L GHEARAERAMRFENET B8 Ta0K, EETRREAET, B
STUERE 208 B A —E H I . FRREIRE SRR ER T AR FH A L~
532K [A# (Boutell et al., 2004), % E B EABIHEAZTE TR XM AN ZZ0 T
PREZ IR R, ERERIR -

BN R, AR TMBHERRESHIT THE, #H TETHIZGESEED
RHEBEREZWE S RTTIE - TYIGRIE S BRI SR £ T30 RETAERA, 7] LB K BITEFREEL
TS FEE BB B UEFIERR, HIRE KEBE MK - BERT(Devlin et al., 2019)& T
YERIB BB — N EMEA, TAMZYIEHE T 1IWNLPAES - 454 Yang (2018)f) TAE, &
SCRBERT #F11E S BAE R R ER IR AR M mID2E, HIRH T Layer-attentive1 2 2
FHERED & RS, B RKAEII0IZMZE (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM) {ENf#EIGES, FHXf
T S5ETRERZENZHESROMRER . &5, FELTFHCAIL2019“EEIRFIEIEE L
JOUE TR B RE -

B ) T finid EMERFA
JRE EREIR: x Fx Ax B, |’ gEEx TRERHEE, B | BFETX;
IR 2E, KT EFEFEEESF, KEERELBEGTET. FRAHIT NBETT T ZIETF

JRAS IR AP IR U IFIAE R : 1. SRS AT S BT EE | L5FsEnR
& F R 2 4> 58288 TG;

B EH x It
R IRRR, B x fE x Fx H x HARE HEBEANMNEREES, | B ESEH;
PEH A x SRATEYER 70000 T, 155 S fHARE . TN R SR
BB b A&E

Figure 1: ZRUHFZEZRIRHISEF]
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2 MXRIfE

BEFNEAIFTHREA B LT NHER, BF0E BT i 8501 7%
FIARMEHATE R ST (Kort, 1957; Ulmer, 1963), FEEE/\ -« L TER, HRENERTET
MNES K RS (Shapira, 1990; Hassett, 1993) « FEENLERF T EORIIAE, FHEANRIIAE S
HEFNEMRPEBEESMEZRE, ETFFRENL (Support Vector Machine, SVM) HIFi
AR ok, TN REFESES  RAERHIFIFHA] B HH% (Aletras et al., 2016; Sulea et al.,
2017) o R, HTRNEEBERRN A FFIRE I RA R, TETERNEAR I 77 @ 3T 7
ZHEH A LAE - Luo (2017)i@d BIGUR (W Ja] [ i 42 BT  BERCHAIR 5 S0 Sk 2% 5 B LA
THRA TN, CAIL2018(Xiao et al., 2018)%2 H T 55— T FIVEHIF T A% AR H SIE AL
J&%, Zhong (2018) EACNNAILSTM My 2Rl Fa#E | Al P AR 2%  JASRANIIA) 2 AL 5527 ST 1
A, Hu (2018)@5d 5IAFREBMEDTFT T /DBERZ BTN R - RAOFZER AR AR BEAUE
HIAESS . I B B L OO 7 KR T AL B, FEROR b 5 RRNEHR TR R -

TERRFEZR RO EORB A K, T JLE, TR TTIEZ D A (6] & 122 [ 45 1)
TE B . 2013 FF 15, Word2Vec(Mikolov et al., 2013) LA M 45 4544 & B < 5 T # i
R ESEFIER N &RFATRIFRMENETREZ — . lE, Kin (2014)4&FRERTE T£
LEHTHRBERME MWL, RIRIN T RSN 8% > A R M8 7k B
%, RNNW# 5] ASCAS S, HAFARLSTM(Hochreiter and Schmidhuber , 1997) LAREHH K K
PR E BARH - ETRIEFIERMAEEIRENAH, Yang (2018)f& H | & TLSTMF 514 AL
BRI P Z IR R REE - TEEB PSR Z 5 (Bahdanau et al., 2014; Yang et al.,
2016), Lin (2017)%& HHSelf-attentive, it ZHEFEFEXT FHIE BTN - 20184, A ERAIHH
FAGFEH TET HIEBIYLHEIX TransformerfEZE (Vaswani et al., 2017), Ll Transformery
BOOEMETF A B T R H)TE SR AUBERT -

BERT IR ZR B GUJE 77 8% AW A7 GH (Yang et al., 2019; Cui et al., 2019; Liu et al.,
2019) - Qiao (2019)32 H FIBERT (MUL-Int ) K& — 2 W[CLS| AL B B %S AT NSk AN, it
BRGNS RS Z BRI EUE - Sun (2019)ETBERTIXIT T EEZASEE, MR T &
— EH o REF RN, 4R H LUE B U7 SRS BT U R B R IR R o AR SCEET A
FIRB|HSUARS BT AT T R E IR A K SERAN T, KT A FE SRR REZ
5, fELin (2017) - Qiao (2019)FSun (2019)% A\ TAFRIEA FF& M T Layer-attentiveFFAERAL &
KBS - MEMENRSRTE, AUHHLSTMFINAERRE, HXF T 5 RERENMEREZ

>+

Encoder Attention Decoder

aAnuSyE SI9Ke[ ¢ ISe]
UuonUINY

-

Figure 2: Z:THIZRE SRR RO ZZUI A
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3 AHi

AR R ERVRESS T SR N — BT RESS, HERAICHFH— AT
FFHX = {z1,29, ..y xm} . TS XM NEREERRANESY C Y. EfmdFIXrK
B, wFoRFEARHE N Y = {y1,y2, .. e} AERIERS, nHERLIEL, Eh—
MEARTIRERITHE T2 M ERRA], LY 2 YHITE .

AR SCR A AR T B0 G5 48 WFigure 2P 7R, B EEGEHRIGES (Encoder) F#E 25
(Decoder) , A IEE S IER SIHLE (Attention) FRAEHITA EH - W15 28589 LIBERT N
F &, ¥BERTH G = 2 % H LlLayer-attentive ) 77 20 AT AN B & S B8 HH, WH =
[h1,ha, ooy ]IS = [s1, 59, ..., s |2 T Attention# {E B 2D = [do,dy, ..., d,], DIl %
TLSTMAfAE e 5 RIFR 2T £ AY -

3.1 BERTHI%iESHEA

N IBERT(Devlin et al., 2019) A FI /- 4BBERT R F T4 1E = 58 . BERTTIZR1E
=B 2P EE T Transformer XA SIS KR (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from
Transformers, BERT) - H%F Transformer 4% (Vaswani et al., 2017)/E MR AL, 7
REUETC IS BB R B MRS 5 RN A T P AR S5 #T F)I 4R (Pre-training) , 15
FITIZRBERTALE - i DATHUIZRIE AL N B, 76 T IEAH RNLPAESS TG (Fine-
tuning) - BERTHEEM KL ELZH =AM BAR - RBEMESZ, HpEARMNHR
M2 2B 5, SRS EREH -

BERTH &1 A JZ 5 & 4> 18 0938 ik A ~ A0 B i A F1 B i A M N 45 21 & 438 ) da A R
RE1, By oy B o 5 R I8 Transformer S [7] B2, BERTR AL 147 & #ix A\ 2 7l 22 2] I 24k,
BRI E RS2 LE -

STHIG)ZE, baseli A F12ZHRIBE, largeUANE & 2429082, B— R0 AE &
T E—RErkd, ATRERRN:

H; = Transformer(H;_1),0 < i <1 (1)
Hrp, H, e R4, mAFIIKE, dHREZEYEE -
FERAESS, (E55ZEW Attention™ B EFAEIGZFET -

3.2 ETHNGREE 5SS
— N HLE R AN R R AT DA AN F RO TEA AR U R - BIVBERTEE 11 (128024)
YRiS)Z, BFFTERA(Qiao et al., 2019; Sun et al., 2019), EFEBERT/E3ZE 4 Mmh5 /2 A% H 4T
FRAERLE, AT RUESRE SRR RHIER R - ASUPRH T Layer-attentive,  BAZ RGPS I HT5
OO JE = s Z R TR S, AR
A; = softmax(Watanh(W; H)) (2)
H = SeLu(A_lH_l +A_oH o+ A_3H_3) (3)

Her Wy e R4, Wy € R4, ZWAIEMEM, ALK ENFRRBRETANEEZEA
[fJL#E - SeLU(Klambauer et al., 2017)& JE & MBS KA - A SOR DL EFFAERL & 7 1 6 44
Jy3Lattv
N TIERA L BB E R, ARSGR R T HAMMASIERL& 7% « — &Rk Fconcat i 20
S Ja = 2 O AT R M DR
H = SeLUW.(H-1 ® H_o ® H_3) + b.) (4)
HrbW, € RT3, oRREVEPHE - 7AW 674 3Leoncat - AR DAL EUE =
ERREMEZ, MERJTIER 4 f4LattvAl4Leoncat -
3.3 TERIXE
HRETITN A [W] AR, H AR BTE SO TAERAE AR [F B DTk - Attentionifid S FE AR/
SR EIER 5 H R EEAL LG B E R RIS ZE R R R A BRI & - K, R 7ER A
Wt ERNE oy 0 EL4E 5601 89A, 0N s
eti = vl tanh(Wysy + Ughi + by) (5)
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exp(e)
= 6
T expler) ©)
Heb W, U,, v, @WNESE, b EWET, s eies B2 h S B rsmeR s . 7226 A
SRS RIS AS R BN A Ed, B R
dy =Y ouihy (7)
i=1
Hrrd, R PR & T 58 ¢ PRI B AR RS 2 S -

3.4 ETLSTMIELEE

A AHFHLSTM (Hochreiter and Schmidhuber |, 1997)/E R ZHR% 53 RIS SY, FEIEESTE
IS [R) 2 ¢ A REIRUIR s BT AR

Qatp =

s = LSTM(s¢—1, yi—1, Ct—1) (8)

HA, g &A1 RS Y ERMEER S, HitEm T
o = WOU(WdSt + Ugcr + bd) (9)
y = softmax(o; + I;) (10)

HwW,, W,, URWNERE, I, ¢ RY AT ILEESTINESRER#RE R E, AlFigure
29 mask#h 53, o IR RS KA - W SRAR S y, AE B t-1 W AR T >k, WL, = —o00, &
M, =0-

w&JE, R Xk R EGH TSR

N n
J0) = =51 3> (uilogpis + (1= iy )log(1 ~ piy) (11)
i=1j=1

HANHRERNL, 0 RENE, g WERRRE, p N TIIFRE .
4 %
4.1 BEEENMA

ARG FCAIL2019“2E 2 A1 2258 3 A A8 20, ARk B« h E#EHI LB
K7 ATFEERSCE, BEFRHTINE - B8ORS —KH— 0T NES R EERESHA, )
F MR F AT F H AOER o BEE IR B SR/, SEFI W Figure 1FT/R « A SO H4%3:1: 1/ HL )
RIS IGRE  FF R EFMNRE, ElNRE LI ERMeE . BIRE N =RRERG: Hoh%E
W (Labor) - HUE4% (Divorce) FMETAY (Loan) , ZREHMEIES BT, o5l
VA - BRREEENERET, HENAEFIEEARS i tiFigure 3FT/R - A] WETEEF
FEF™ B IR S A A E R, SR EZ R FREARENL0, KRN0/ AE . BHEER
FEAREIR B 5T 1T R AEREA SRR S 44T W Tanle 1. 7 & IFE60% LA FIREAR B IR, HP
RNERMELR, —IMRERREZAETIRE, WAHERAL01%; BEL1FI3MIERIEAE=S
REMH DR ED30% ~ 25% ~ 37% -

Table 1: HUEEMHEALESITER

= *
R RO BEOITHRAN HATHKE B
IS FFRE WA At
Labor 836 37.95 57.22 19038 6346 6346 31730
Divorce 1269 29.09 48.07 22152 7384 7384 36920
Loan 634 35.73 74.43 13615 4538 4538 22691

4.2 HERBHKE
A LB L AE B Table 287 78 B 3ASE R £ 4T - X FBERTRSIE AL, #5°R fbase-
Yhttps://github.com/china-ai-law-challenge/CATL2019
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Figure 3: %2 & RAHIEGEE D fG0THE

Table 2: SEXIAIE

P4 R A&

BIERSG Ubuntu 16.04
CPU Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2678 v3 @ 2.50GHz
GPU NVIDIA Tesla K80@11GB

Python 3.7.5

Pytroch 1.3.1
NTF 128G

Chinesefft &3 17 UH , BE 2 4 Ed=768, F¥ K Em=512, %32 Z =12, #t#
K /Ibatch_size=16, Y455 £lepoch=3, % >] Ha=4e-5. X TBILSTMEH , & B[S 2 4
& hidden size=256, T3 FEm=256, 2£>] Ka=1e-3, #t4b# K/Ibatch_size=64, Y%
#epoch=128, K F Word2Vec il % f1H [a] & FI4E 300 -

4.3 GRRT

F TR RN, 8 FH & 128 (Precision, P)~ B4 % (Recall, R)%DFHEVE?‘U@T%TEH
B K8 7% P ¥ B % (Macro Precision, ma-P)~ 72 P8 4 % (Macro Recall, ma-R)~ 7
FHF1{E(Macro F1, ma-F) ~ HPFEFUE(Micro F1, mi-F) ~ ma-FAlmi- FH@W{E(Average F1,
Ava)? s

4.3.1 ZwIBHBRMIEH

S BIR AR R g 2 A AR IS 2R LS TMIA (T 4H &, £ =R AR L7585 -
IS TN R AT -

BERT!: Efilif%%!(Devlin et al., 2019) -

CNN-thre: Kim (2014)# Hi FISERMEMSERE, REFERFUIGRERE, FHZE
—HEBTMR I SRR - ANEFRISES, %2R H Algorithm 1574875 1% -

BiLSTM: X [ALSTM(Hochreiter and Schmidhuber , 1997)M %%, &2 {5 H 7111 25 14917 4]

.

WWM?: T Whole Word Masking I A4 iR I I ZRHIBERT (Cui et al., 2019) -
XLNet?: % T Transformer-XL(Dai et al., 2019)J1Zk ¥ &0 B B3 584! (Yang et al.,
2019) -
RoBERTa?: >¥HZ M N ZEIEYIZRAIBERT (Liu et al., 2019) -
Table 3f&7R T 7 {f F 8 A% S8LSTMAI B O N, A 4 de R B fE = R R 8k £
MSERE 455 o IWERCNN-thre ~ BILSTMAIBERT = M54, BiLSTMfl T'CNN-thre, BERT/:
"https://github.com /huggingface/transformers

https://github.com/ymcui/Chinese-BERT-wwm
3https://github.com/ymcui/Chinese-XLNet
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T EiEE

TBILSTM, HZMHEXEFTEAMSRAFAFEIHAE . FEE - HESETERERE T
%%, BiLSTMRE T 432 3] SURHRE, B — A HIZBILS TM T K3 B8 [ 22 R IE ST F
HASCHIMNNZRE, Word2VecEixX B E| TR KEFMER - 7 T 14 LB BILSTMFIBERTZE
FBANRH ARG, Figure 44 B TBERT FMBILSTMfFLoanZ 4 58 I & N E &
KA WIFUE - Figure 4% B, BERTX & 1K 5 1) 2 K 68 139 & TBILSTM, fE/F107 %
A, BERTHITERER T HLIRAA R, 454 Figure 341, LoanZdE /5 10128 5 FOREAZELHT 10T
RAEBMERPHNEE, ZERBEH, DBERT A REATE S AL B/ NEAE I BE

B -

O B AL, BRI BERTRYE S A - BERTYE R EMEAL, el 5 st
FIESEIE —EEE, XLNetfMRoBERTafEZIES FEA &ITFAIRE - RoBERTalLCNN-
thre;X —baseline B A% 11 T17.6% - H4h, ma-FES K Tmi-FE45, JREZEIRS Ftk A
B, BORJMFUEMERK, EREHEAEWNDRIERFE S R0, XX ma-FRMmE
K, IR mi-FRm N af i

Table 3: ARG ERIEITE = R EZ MR EAYSRIELE R

K Labor Divorce Loan

mi-F  ma-F Ava mi-F ma-F Ava mi-F  ma-F Ava

CNN-thre 75.03 50.26 62.65 80.05 66.34 73.20 72.08 47.03 59.56
BiLSTM  77.67 52,58 65.13 81.82 68.83 7533 7536 49.79 62.58
BERT 80.35 56.06 6821 84.70 72.06 7838 7870 53.81 66.26
WWM 80.54 56.58 68.56 82.80 72.22 7751 7860 53.68 66.14
XLNet 81.24 58.48 69.86 85.04 76.61 80.81 79.33 55.77 67.55
RoBERTa 81.29 58.66 69.96 8421 7439 79.30 79.82 57.06 68.44

0.9

0.8

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
I
0 I

LN1 LN2 LN3 LN4 LN5 LN6 LN7 LN8 LN9 LNI1OLN11LN12LN13LN14LN15LN16LN17LN18LN19LN20

~N

a

O]

EN

w

N

M BiLSTM m BERT

Figure 4: LoanZ{d L /M7 1R 5 F1EXS

4.3.2 [REIBIAIER

BERT-thre: Z/EN A HHAETBERTHIAEEY, AN HAttention s EAEIDZS, HHN
RSS2 Fsoftmax s Kax, 5/ 8 FH BIE R E KB B S H B R (B TS, AT T
KA, WEMERTEAXWT:

p = o(WpPooler(H) + b,) (12)
Hrw, € R4 5 fysigmoidi 1% R 4%, Poolers& BERTH B2 /2 #i H 3 1T pooling i 7E B b8
#(Devlin et al., 2019) - pHEN4EE REUEN N KA F ] GEMRE, BMRENT0,1]Z
], ATy P gk ) S8 SR R bR BOEE AT IR

743 - 753 2020 10 30 1 1
(c) 2020



T

Algorithm 1 Z 5| B {H%EEEH % (Threshold selecting, thre)
Input: A% L, BABTHERFENE R, HAESR I RIELIREY, -
Output: iR EL, -
: t=arr[100], f=arr[100], s=arr[90], t[0]=0;
for j in 100 do
t[j] = t[j-1] + 0.01;
if p > t[j] then
HIWT 4 BT B {E L)) T AR A6
else
fLi == 0;
TR SR EE) NRIRBIED] = F(f, vi);
JEEyE;
for k in 90 do
(RAEREAN A T B85S b] = (30 £k + 1])/10;
12: ki,
13: EMFE S RARIBEK A2 = argmax(s[z]), ITHEIZXEFFEL = t[z + 5);

14: return t;

—_ =
== O

AR Algorithm 1P REIE R B R B E BUE -

HTZWESXOFERE, BEMP. RIE S GEE WA W Z P e E R 250k &
I, Tabel 4iF7d WAL = RZ PR L Fma-P « ma-RAlma-F, BRI 2s 5 PE
FIR(EH RAFEF -

Table 4: 55 B {H F VAR SR04 RN HE

Labor Divorce Loan

i

ma-P ma-R ma-F maP maR maF maP ma-R maF

BERT-thre 57.41 53.10 55.47 71.87 7263 71.95 54.15 51.52 53.14
BERT-LSTM 57.96 53.79 56.06 71.74 72.90 72.06 54.62 52.38 53.81
®"H +0.55 +0.69 +0.59 -0.13 +0.27 +0.11 +0.47 +0.86 +0.67

RoBERTa-thre  60.22 56.19 58.43 75.83 74.62 74.46 57.46 55.30 56.67
ROBERTa-LSTM 69.43 56.46 58.66 75.82 74.50 74.39 57.81 55.74 57.06
At +0.21 +0.27 +0.23 -0.01 -0.12 -0.07 +0.35 +0.44 +0.39

FETable 44, [Fl—ZfF T RIE R EthreS R BE B E 2R ARIMERE (BREZE) b, TH
X Loan R NHE, ZE5HT i Loan 1 B 1228 K51 “Bi A R &L F0 F B 15 BT uER” 2
(B FIAE IR R T 0.729, HAMRFIHEGHE MRS . ETLSTMAAEEES IEF Fifk T
FRAE G, AFET R — AR AVIE UL T REE R B85 Z A R AR T H ok - B2,
E R T E VX MR SRt EN 2, AT P 2SIl —E iR RN, si—1
FRZEE TN £ R AT BE S BUS — MH R AR E TGS R, LR TIEF 35 EAEX A H 1T
# . RoBERTa-LSTMAHXBERT-thre 2 43.2% -

4.3.3 Layer-attentive &B&FI1EH

%%iﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁ/\%%ﬁﬁ IPEBERRON, DLURCR AR R & 5, AN B2 S D
JEUEBERT y A Y flﬁ[ﬁﬁﬁkﬂi/\DJ@ﬁHSLa‘ctv 3Lconcat ~ 4LattvAl4Lconcat {7 34T
SESE, ﬁ%ﬁpﬁfiiﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬂ:LSTMEﬁ%ﬂ% ANFEJTEAE = RE3E L1545 W Table 5 -

M Table 57 %1, FRBERT-4Lconcat/j %4k, H Al % R FFIERL & 75 % L T R IABERTH)
J7iE . EHIR, BRLaborZ 4 T = B Ef@ & 7b, Layer-attentivef’] /7 % ¥ {I T concatZk 14
FEMTE, RRETFAIAE21%- 5 7 L BBERT (4Lconcat) FIBERT (3Lconcat),
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Table 5: Layer-attentive &% #I1EH
e Labor Divorce Loan

mi-F ma-F  Ava mi-F ma-F  Ava mi-F ma-F  Ava

BERT 79.45 54.79 67.12 84.13 72.64 7839 78.23 4521 61.72
BERT(4Lconcat) 81.22 53.40 67.31 84.44 71.75 78.10 76.42 49.78 63.10
BERT (4Lattv)  79.08 55.75 67.41 84.29 7224 7827 79.03 4943 64.23
BERT(3Lconcat) 80.50 56.08 68.29 84.37 71.87 78.12 76.50 51.82 64.16
BERT(3Lattv)  80.35 56.06 68.21 84.70 72.06 78.38 78.70 53.81 66.26
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