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Abstract

Entity boundary prediction is essential for Chinese named entity recognition. The
multi-task learning method proposed by the existing research to improve the effect of
boundary recognition only considers the combination with word segmentation task and
the lack of multi-task label training data, so the label consistency relationship of the
task cannot be learned. This paper proposes a new Chinese named entity recognition
method based on the multi-task label consistency mechanism. The method integrates
word segmentation and part-of-speech information into the named entity recognition
model to achieve joint training of three tasks and establishes a multi-task learning mode
based on the label consistency mechanism to capture label consistency relationships
and learn multi-task representations. The effectiveness of this method is demonstrated
in both full sample and small sample experiments.

Keywords: Chinese named entity recognition , Multi-task learning , Label
consistency mechanism , BERT
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HEESY

i 44 LR 1R 5l (Named Entity Recognition, NER)ZE 3K M H H A AR 51 H & T4F & 2K 571
F B, AR AR S JEIE R 21 (Message Understanding Conference, MUC-6)#& i, &
SCTHUS B AIEER RS . BEMUC-6RLE, AT i 4 SE AR R B 024 BRI 34
& Fh 2 AR FT(ACoNLLO3 (Tjong Kim Sang and De Meulder, 2003) ~ ACE(Doddington et
al., 2004) ~ IREX(Demartini et al., 2009) ~ TREC Entity Track(Balog et al., 2010)5%)#E /) T
e MBES/RAT R (HMM) (Bikel et al., 1997) « SCHEFAIEHL(SVMs)(Isozaki and Kazawa,
2002) F1g& HEBENLY (CRFs) (Lafferty et al., 2001) 2!/ SEAE AT O 2% > #1242 [ 4% (Lample et
al., 2016; Peng and Dredze, 2016; Luo and Yang, 2016), #B 45 SEAARIR AT 45 7538 FH 28 45k
FORLF , DA R A& P BT RE ST IR AT T T 1 IR SR AR A

SR SR VTR B ESR T 4 SEAOR A B R AR (Cao et al., 2018) - MHIRT 5
S A SERRA], A 44 SEACR A SR BCR AR, X S EH B A a4 SE R IR A
ESBRAE h TR R AR, WA — L7 VAR A 2552 >0 K 015 B2 7 4
SEARHEBESF, FE—EREE LR T IRBIRCR (Peng and Dredze, 2016; Wang et al., 2013) -
IR, INE JTIE AT ORAFAE P T2 22 R R

o MIWEMAGEE, WS BRI 2 LA IRHI R A BRI RRFAE - B, BF5R M ay
SRR ZH A TN (LL et al., 2018)« IR, IERITERZRE TRAPHEGE, R
D2 FRIAE(E BT i 48 SER RIS BN «

o SEARIERA - EASERM, HATFR B an 4 S . oA S SRR B = AR BRI AR SR
FEFAR, AT RE B INIE - WE KL LS5 T IR A FE S5 RE SR 7
JRtATe3), XA, TELIEREIRE—SHER: f, a4 SErITiad
FNLZ RIS R AR BT R 5 -

BN LRI, AR — R R T 245 552 ST B0 3w &4 SE R IR RN T S,
TERA 3 1A(E BRI EM P B GAEE R, S =MES KA EE L=, BAPImA4
SRIRBIRR - B, RIS —SWENIGRILE, AU ZRd R T 2% AN [FIAR 5 2 18] ) — B 5%
RCEREFRERIN RS S AFAERE D R IIR TR R), IBEREMEFEFNYEIZESRR, K
AT G SERIRRIRER - ETEEE, BATREREEZE S = MR (1) NEREWRETRME
Bk, DA PINEREIE S NEM, MASRIGEIEME—200550 « AEnSE, ATHESEE
ZES—EES] . (2B EFSILZEIIER, Han S LIRSS - F1 3041 (Chinese word
segment, CWS)1E:55 5 114 FRIE (Part-of-speech tagging, POS) (LS5 IL =M 4% 4545, EL 1
FEFPEIRFRTRIAZF— 18 LS ES, RAZEFSKEZIEN . )G IIGESR, 7
NG E EBARESHIBEEERESR —E, SN -

N TS UEAR ST AR R RO AT 4 1 A B RO S I A S A ) A S A 4 S AR
BHRGE Dt Tsess, I EEE T IREEUR BN IR W 2R AR TR SR BN B Z )/ NEE R
FEASE LIS R E - SEREGEREH. ()& ARE S, MR TESER, RIXT7E] LR
F10.28%HIFUE, S5IE HEMELIREA0.76% L L o (2)/NEARSEIG A, 557 B A AR UL/ AR %G
BERG TFUENI2.98%MIEREE R, MTELRL 1%, & TWEHE3.05%LL L, #738
AR AT el B SR R M A BE B PR IEA F)61.33%, BT HL R58.84%, SIE HiEHHE
#eTt2.54% L

LA, AW EETTEEHE:

o f&H—ME A A ST 4 SR A AL S5 SRR, A 44 SRR BT A Rl -5 o SRR 1
BR, KMEBEFEAYIL, HHERHP I an 4 L ARBIECR -

o HELILEAMZ b, SRHETIRE —SUENHIN Z AL IR, AT LR A R SSRGS 45
RE—EMERR, AT ZESFFR-

o TEBT ML S BEAAH DS R IR IE T AT IR R R - FIRY, SERRAE SRR, FERIER
PR = 1) MEABIR R P ASUNERCR OV B, B8 T a4 KRB ES TR HE
PRERIR R SRR ER - AR EATE 25 AR -

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%iﬁé‘(#)k% : 1, DPAIEES, fiE, 202148 H13H#15H
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HEESY

2 HHRIAE
2.1 SR EIRA

WA 1 2 SEARR B T VE R BT 43 A E T OO FAE R T A E T IRE S % - T
GATHFE R & SEARIRAI T EEH, Bikel et al. (1997)1H T % — 14 NldentiFinder ) TR
D RBHERIE (HMM) B 45 SRARRA R S8, A TIRAIFI KRR - BHA - IR AR A 4L
# o Szarvas et al. (2006)F]HC4.5!RFE R A AdaBoostM1%% > BIETF & T £ 85 fin 24 E AR 5
A0, W AFERFRHEF RGNS ARER 3 2K 88, a2 ERETRAE TRk
% o Bikel et al. (1999)i2 F & AXMHEIRIR H 1“5 KR v 4% S248” (MENE), MENERERSH]H 3k
PR FIRRIFR MR ERSE, BV TIRIFIIRCR « 5ok, ETIRE 2] Man 4 SRR
IR R T ESMAHFEE T eHRAR - SETRHIENTEMEL, REEITEEMTHE
B S B ZREBAIEE R - IRES S A2 R FAF RSB R%I N . Ma and Hovy (2016)7FH
BIAHEM L (CNN) IR FA RN TR RFR, RNERFA R 251 [ /a2 ATEEHE
% (RNN) - T U SR BUEE /A « Kuru et al. (2016)$% HAICharNER, &—F151E = LKA
FRRFOR, FaFHATFRHFS], HAAKEEICICMZ(LSTM)# TR RrRE . B,
ETIRE > B 2 SER A SOk T -
2.2 FETEZAEFY IR % L EIR G

WEBR LT IRIRR i & L IRRBIESS 5 HMAES I RER, HiRIHETZAESFIINTT
% - Collobert et al. (2011)YI14: T —window /sentence /j 1% M 4K HE FHITNER « POS -~ ZHHR
34T (Chunk) A8 SCA PR (SRL)ESS o XM S ARSSHLHILLIGRENE & IFF 2 S0 BB 5541
FESERIE FHRINFIR S - Rei (2017) &, B ARV BT IMA TR EE S @B B R, s
PP FIFRE BT BEAIESHE - Lin et al. (2018)1& H1 T —FHETIRHEIRM Z EFEZAESSZEM, W]
ARG AFRTI N FIREE FEEL . BR T % a4 ERBER HABFIIIRNEES, 2155
) HESA ] LU FH B ER B SR BRI SR &, ORF i 4 SRR BIIRTY 93y SLAR ) 70 A SL R 26 51
T, FF— P3RS (Crichton et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2018) -

2.3 A ERIR A

WA P O an 2 SEARR A T IR E AR T AR M & R RR R - TR a4 L ER] - &
TA A B A 1 2 SRR o Li et al. (2014)38 33 72 A FATE QA Gt TR RORT b, FRBHE
TF AR A 4 SLARR B 75— A B #IR I - Huang et al. (2015)7 B XX [a] K46 #1012
L5 (BILSTM)$F&HURFIE, RHFE « BRI iR AT 42 1A 48 PO Feh 26 70 fR) R AR R T i 45 SRR
AESS - BRI FTE (Lu et al., 2016; Dong et al., 2016)7E 2T #1242 [ 48 1) i 45 SLAR A 7 A
RAETF R 2 SEARIRA T2 - Zhang and Yang (2018)#& H fiLattice LSTM M £% 45 #4350 51
UF, R SLSTM B T MG A LSTM, 78 HRA A A b BRI A SRR E R,
R T IR B RE AR - Zhou et al. (2017)RF A 3L 44 SEAARVR AL N — THER & IR IR 53 2K
H£55 - Wang et al. (2018)#2 i " — & FH T mp SCan & SERIR BRI 1 ZE B A 22 [ 45 (GONN)
. FEZAES2S)JTH, Wang et al. (2013)i85 K5 4318 1 d 44 SEAR VR BIER & 2 ST ORELE 1A (5
B - Peng and Dredze (2015)5He and Sun (2017)7EF R A 0 44 SRR 5 77 22 @A T A
PIE R, 15 BAERsoft feature BIG5RIAFIZLIR - Peng and Dredze (2016)#&H! T ET 471
FES5 AR 3 in 44 SRR BIESS B S U ZRVEAL -

INTT . I B AP ST 4 SERR R 5 I — M R %5 1B 1 B4Ry S 4% SEARIR A 5 S 1A
MIESME S, HFRREEY IIETEEIREN—BMHER, XRASBIRIMAEE R -
FERFLL R, SR H — PR X 30 4 SERIR B AR5 SIHEZR . B 43 7] B aAl ik
FRILER, FNZESESBEE—EENER, KIENERNEZESF R

3 H
BER T AR TIERESE, FEAE UM =184, N EPEN &Rt 7 B AR 2 .

o NERZFEETRIERIR FIF A KINEREUEEATIPNELLHE, 83 BR FIbRIE Rl A
SNSRI EEE BE — SRR A - TAPEARSE, ERGRZ AT —E R E N E B E,
HTRSEESES ] -
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o ZAESFIE IR ETEAEFE a4 SR IRFITEN 2R, ARFEROR
2 R FPHERS R RL - ZRMESS AEARRIL Z SRS S5 22 SRR, LI E RS54 ]
NHENEERX TR

o A YNGR HETEZESEIMBSING , BAETIRE—BUENLHIFIIZ T,
WIREET 25527 > i 2 SRR BT AR BIRCR -

L NER_consistency

Lows Lpog

FRARERRE

&
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Figure 1: ZETHr&E—EUENLHIRZ LS55k

3.1 NERZELMIREEIR

WA I 24855 i 44 SLARIR BN T IR E T AN AR S5 I BER SE 4r AllidEAT 22 >) . RT3 —
HHER - AERRENEREURETIIRERER, 7E[7E FINEREE FRIAZIS MRS fin 44 LK
PR —E i « TAERRSE, BT RIS —SEER - BERRIRER2ETR -

B am 4 LA EIRE - SAEURSE - AERERIEE S AN A NNER = {07}~ Nows =
{n§"*}~ Npos = {nfos}, Hrfnrer = {Vnpgr, Zvpr INEREUE £ 1 — F AR, nows =
Vews, Zews Y HCWSEIR B —FIEAR, nPs = {Vpos, Zpos} NPOSEE 5 B — B
ﬁﬁitj:, V = {vl,vg,...,vn}, Ulﬂilggl/l\??ﬁ:, Z = {21,22,...,21”}%%{_\'*EP/E:%E/{M/?V&D ?ﬂé
ITE LA News ~ NposIIERxT R4 iR g8t SiRMERER . 25, AT Ny prT FIFEAR
FHAR, CERRCSE SCARRE S, B 4 1R 2R RN A AR I AR Rk A AT B T RDRL B 1Y 43 1] 5 ]
PEAMERAE, HETFRRE TR ERN SR, BGRB8 - W RS - &
G, BEPREIFN TR IENEREUE S L, 152 [F 6 R = FhAE 555555 10 2 4% 55 2 ST Rk
ARG . FETIPRESREF, WS M, DLy 4SS B B PR S R AT R 5 o il an,
N%& B <F/NHASZ T i g 0 B AT RES R R < E\V/MNH> Y15 5<B B B>HI53 1 b5
%, 5EIEHINERIFZ <B-PER I-PER I-PER>ZEN A L FHRIIRL  ZEXFELL T, FATH

PEFBILSTM(Huang et al., 2015)

Pt Yl ﬁ%i%%‘(#)ﬁ% IR CEE, %5762:—%‘588
C (S

iy 1, WPRAIVERE, ohE, 20214E8H13HE15H .
2021 HEHFZEES EE T ZER
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AR EBIERN<B I B>, B LIS B R T b0 o St L FANEE . R ATE I FkE
HORED = {di}, EAM—%FEAd = (S, Xnpr, Xews, Xpos}y. S = {51,582, 8n}, 81
BT T Xvpr = Aed" 23" o), Xows = {2 25", .oy}, Xpos =
{07, 2", a7 T g oS Bt A SRR ARG « S RIER
S

Eaton
&

oee | BFFEHEE |
g ﬁ%f%fz’ AR

{ [ R T e— | wasen] BESE
STy e R g =l ety el g ™

taffi%; RRE

Figure 2: NERZJEERERER

3.2 HAEL ISR

FELL R R b TR 2 RS ST, St ARSI AT . SE5H
2 SRR A IR IS RR R S R R N5 . N FRGRS , ERAEIE A =
(a1, ag, oy an}. EHa, BRFIIAMENT . AR —STUFENERSGEEDIRIA, 52 5
4SRN oy s BUBHA TR SR N pos OB -

3.2.1 HERRE

BERTZ & 50 00 & 90 /) &8 % A RIE—18 £ L, R 30% H 2 TBERT(Devlin et
al., 2019 TR E S WA H THRAE®>), DFER ETOHERIEL . X TRAFIIA =
{ar,a9,...;an}, BTG — L0 H R FF Mhitoken 7 R 73 B AR A FF[CLS]”, 45 W h K5 7k 53 bR
FEC[SEP) INTE 1T 965 - BERTK A £ 2k B E R 71 (Self-Attention) LR 2 > F4F 5 H
i =7 BRS¢ AN B TR OCHE S0, AR FT B 2R N 48 5 Attention T LS B A H T 2 AN
LT R R, BRABIIFIIN2RER, X1, 2. 3FR.

Attention(Q. K. V) = Softmaz(ZE )y (1)
ention(Q, K,V) = Softmax(———=
Vi
MultiHead(Q, K, V) = Concat(head,, - - - , head,)W©° (2)
head; = Attention(QWZ2, KW, vw)) (3)

LI BERTZHIEITR, ATRARBAM = {m1,ma, ..., mp} -

BiGRUZ 7EBERTZEM B, A TGN A [ THEE . IL(BIGRU) 2 (Rana, 2016), #H—#
) ARG Z ABE BHE . FATRBERTE /S F2 MIEANBIGRUERREIA , KT ZItH]
A, ITEH4- 5

2t = U(Wz : [htfhmtD,Tt = U(Wr : [htfbmt]) (4)
l;t =tanh(Wmy + U(hy—1 % 1)), hy = (1 — 2z¢) % hy—1 + 2 % ﬁt (5)

o FEEHT, nREE], REYET A OEEERE, oRsignoid B, WRIUELERAT
WRREIERE, *F T R AT, 2 fir 2% [V E BABOR S HU R H o 12T GRURT I -
5 B ABZ 1 52 B H romt = (s b oo} ~ Hoe = Uity b ooy i} 0 AH T B

NH = {hy, hi} -

%:JrEEPVr%I%%‘(#)k%‘AX% %5762—%588ﬁ MRS RE, PE, 20214E8H13HE15H .
c) 2 5! 11 =k
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3.2.2 FFIIEEE

EHZETEY b BROWE T RAREFEIIRER, SRS SR . T
PREFRE 2 B AR R R, &ML (CRF) (Lafferty et al., 2001)/E-RRIGEA . AEHE
FREEH = (h, i}, CREESGHEDEGTE AT, WR6HT -

1.yt i
HARyRFMERERS], TREBSH. SR RRES . RIHHIURT. 8 9HRILE .

Pner(yzzlﬂH) - es(H,y%‘é’,fl)/z oS(Hyyner) )
yeY's

Pras (y9°4 H) = esuyyzgf)/zgj oS yews) ®
yeY's

Ppos(yggéd‘ H) = oS(H Y53 /Z o5 (H.ypos) (©)
yeY's

/t%ﬁﬁpner(yﬂxi) » Pews (yz’xz) > Ppos (yz‘wz)%%x ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ&%yz E‘]f%% °

3.3 EXEYIZER

TR EN B, AR HETIRE — B ABRELNZRHLH], 25 BRI ESS AR ISR
ERE—H. BEME, FA01E LT MRRBNR10F7R « B, Lvgr- Lews > Lpos9 il
MR SRARIRBNESS « P IRESTIRMESREES FIMK R E, 79 A& B £S5 BRI (ground-
truth) PRz T EHK -

L = wy x LNER + w2 x Lows+ws x Lpogs + wy * LNER,consistency (10)
LNER,consistency = - Z 10g<pcws(gi|xi) + Ingpos(gi‘xi)) (11)

LNER consistency [N R B AEFHE—BHEH KL, HETE AL Hp, g, R0 R
ENERPRZEFE A A A AR 55 BB AR S5 e 45 58 - a0, JRIGNERFRZEY =<O B-PER I-PER
O O>HFXT M AES LG AY =<O B E O 0> WATUYVIENEEE HFS, E517
s P B NEIR R (RN ABERE NEE, RIZRK THREOMIE, HitER
EBSERR) o @ ARk, IR LS B AR S RSP R A I —BUEF B, RISk
PR AR S R FIAEAR S D R R FF R R, WIS Z RS E B RERE A -

N TSI ARIRE AR Ewy ~ wa~ wy~ wy, AGEHDIEIINL = >, wi(t) * L, BIRYE
S E R HESE(Ma and Hovy, 2016), THEAEN:

Nexp(ri(t—1)/T) o
S exp(ra(t 17y Y =

B w,t)REBETEMESIBINE, Lyt — 1) rp(t — DO BIRE TIESnIEFH — 1BE
FILossFI I ZR i 5 , ri/NRRAE SN GR TR, E i, (t — 1)e(0,+00), NEFAES HIEL
B, TRE—1MEE, T = 10, wZ R FsoftmaxMI4E 8, TR KK, w1, & MES
K Losst U EFHE « ZENGRITREAEUGERF, M EFESEIEE M —RLIZRSEF], [FE
YIZNER - CWS -« POS="MESEFHHSEL -

4 SLHEE
4.1 HIREMEM TR

T VARSI R ERE, BT THEP s ) a2 SE AR B S8 Lot AT 158598, B
HTIE A R B IR PR E R B (AU R AT BIE S 22T 5057, 1998) AL A I 4 AUl P A 2

Ln(t — 1)
Lo(t—2)

w;(t) = (12)

BRSSO, BSTOR BOSSTL, A, I, 2021468 13N E15H
c 1S : - n
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%5 M4
EA)EL PER LOC ORG #EA)% PER LOC ORG

NER(ARH#) 20864 8144 16571 9277 2319 884 1951 984
NER (4 1%#) 1229 938 267 165 270 225 32 44

EACITES

Table 1: iy 2% LA AIRUESR

ViERES ilpsaeesS
FE WEL EBAEL FEL O g EAIE
CWS(LK) 1700605 991011 70495 202211 117825 8370
POS(CEE) 1651203 1025684 29500 494847 323369 10000

EEITES

Table 2: 40 ia] S Ar PR E PR 4R

% (Peng and Dredze, 2015), ¥PRHEBEEG MM AL - #4  HEWAGZ = FhSTER B RIFRERIE
2o MAESHF AR I AT RIE S FrHlfER1998F (AR BIR) FRiEiERE, AR E
ML SRR . NS H A M EIRERIEHE R

A% A B EBIOSRIE R R, AN A, HF 3 — S0k 0l R se iR 2k
BSE A ERIA, 7 68 BB % SR T E#R - AR SCR A B R K R EPFIFLE K
FIRTBL P BE - AWM IR E TR T . P o= IE#RIR B 89 dr 4 5216 2R 5l
H R i 45 SE AR < 100% ; R = TE B IR A1 H B fi 4% SE AR A B/45 v 45 R b a4 SER A
#x100%; F1=2xPxR/(P+R)x100% -

4.2 AL

AR HBERT-Basel® !, BERT-Basedt12/Z2, [REA7684E, K126, H11oM4
Z 3 - FBIGRURIFE 82 % /100 R INZRT7H, K HAdamfl 1t 28 (Kingma and Ba,
2014) %} #5125 bR ECH AT LA, B Droupoutf % 40.1(Hinton et al., 2012) - FA1HAFMESS &
FE T ARBIESIZ, R3FR -

#>]% BERTE #1*/2/BiGRUJZ/CRFZ

NER le-5 0.00001
CWS 2e-5 0.0001
POS 5e-5 0.0005

Table 3: learning rateZ &% &

5 SRR

RUEA S IRRVR R, 93 B AL B FOAL SR > A5el i) S 42 SRR R i 28 I
PEATSREE, FRRCE TARERIREON T R R ATIPRE B RO B = 1)/ MEAR B ARSI A -

5.1 AEFASLE

FERE AR EE AL, SRR AEHITA T B4R ]E: 1)GRU-CRF, 1%
J A GRUFICRFH T & LR A - 2)BiGRU, %A X AIGRUM %%, fifkit £
B 18 015 B AT 6 & SEARIR S - 3)BIGRU-CRF, 1%/ 1545 A BiGRUMCRE#H T 4
SARIRF] - 4)BERT-CRF, 1% 77 ¥E45 A P 4508 5 A BERT S & (4 FENL 7 CREFZE AT i 44 5%
&iR5] . 5)BERT-BiGRU-CRF, ZJ7iE4 & TIZRIEEHA, BiIGRUFCRF#H1T iy 4 SE A
5l 6)Collobert et al. (2011), ZJ7IERH AT M L%, 456 AL B AN 34 AR 34T A 44 55
RG] . 7)Lample et al. (2016), %7 EGFEHIFBILSTM S CNNR AL 45 A5 17 i 44 SE &R

B E T SOE RS W, H5T6TI- 58801, MEAIMEE, i, 202148 H13HE15H.
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Ao 8)Shen et al. (2017), L JTIERFIERE %> 5 FEBh2A I MG :.J_ T SRR R . ZAESY
2]J71%: 1)Wang et al. (2013), ZTIETERR S IIZRA RS 401015 Ba#EAT a4 S5 K135 - 2)Peng
and Dredze (2016), %7 ¥&5T 70 RAI A S 4% SEARBIBC& YIZRIE T a4 SRR - BATHRE
AR H T HRZE — B LAY 2 (552 ) J7 1% 1E IMulti-task (Label consistency) «

Setting Method P R F1
GRU-CRF 84.71 83.41 84.01
BiGRU 84.20 80.20 &82.00
BiGRU-CRF 87.21 83.21 85.09
Sinole-task 1 . BERT-CRF 94.96 85.41 89.84
Hgletask allile  BERT-BiGRU-CRF 94.95 87.8% 91.22
Collobert et al. (2011) 88.43 87.68 88.05
Lample et al. (2016) 90.45 89.72 90.08
Shen et al. (2017) 91.46 90.18 90.81
Wang et al. (2013) 93.95 88.96 91.29
Multi-task learning Peng and Dredze (2016) 92.94 90.17 91.52

Multi-task(Label consistency) — 94.09 90.53 92.28

Table 4:  H 3Ll 2 SRR S E AR S5 IR (AL %)

R R M BT R - K j(% TR & — BE AL ) 1) 2 4E 55 2% 2] 77 £ Multi-task(Label
consistency)fk 1592.28%IF1{E , & F L T H M 8 K& 75 & - # b & 2 &= ZUBERT-
CRF - BiGRU-CRF ~ GRU-CRF ~ BiGRU%> 5!l & #+2.44% ~ 7.91% ~ 8.27%~ 10.28%fF11H ;
HH HLBERT-BiGRU-CRFHE 22 T W) B 5l %k, 32 FFL.O6%HIFLE ; 5 [ #8315 B
fCollobert et al. (2011)77 ¥EM HLHEF+4.23%; SLample et al. (2016)F)R &1 75 1240 L i
H2.2%; SRFEE )M ED)% SIS & 1IShen et al. (2017) FTEHFEA1.47%; 5 Wang et al.
(2013)FPeng and Dredze (2016)FER & YIZR T IEM HLE0.99%F10.76 % B3 - FTIL, A7
BT IR — B LI R EE 22 B BRI 38 8 SE 40 RO 57 USRI AR B3R, fE21E55% 5
W — P YR« LS L5 5 ST EPS'CWJ%;&% S R -

5.2 /MNEARSLE
H B 2S5 FIREHEH TINEREARBRAVEASE, BN B/ MEASLSS -

Setting Method F1
BiGRU 81.81
Single-task learning BiGRU-CRF 84.36
Simulation BERT-BiGRU-CRF 89.93
. : Peng and Dredze (2015) 89.27
Multi-task learning Multi-task(Label consistency) 92.98
BiGRU 52.49
BiGRU-CRF 53.89
Single-task learning BERT-BiGRU-CRF 57.50
Actual He and Sun (2017) 54.82
Yang et al. (2018) 58.79
Peng and Dredze (2015) 56.05

Multi-task learning Multi-task(Label consistency) 61.33

Table 5:  H 3TN 2 SRR A IME AR 45 R 1{E (B %)
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DRI 763 B AU R B REE 5 1 (CBRUREE F20% I EERE NI 4R 5, JRIERETY R
o 2)ESEIABE: 30 RE AR R B BT [ A5 Yo AR A 58 AR AT R I A R SR 3 R AR ST A )
R . EBEX AT 1)Peng and Dredze (2015)%TFH S 4 LR BT A BEE
YIIZ5 - 2)He and Sun (2017)%& HHE T BILSTM 22 J 28 ) 5B 22 SR | KRR ME R ANVR
OISR - 3)Yang et al. (2018) B T 12 MEFFIIFRCERAL, A S &R f 4
FFHIFTE R 5T -

FHEH T REMER . AT EERTIR/DEREE TRAMREZE: 1)7E #5205
PIRHLEASE 1, RS VE AT A 292,98 % FIF1{E, M ILBERT-BiGRU-CRFER! B AT 55 5 Peng
and Dredze (2015)Z4E55 TIERIFUE S AIIETT 73.05% ~ 3.71% - [, & T Multi-task(Label
consistency)éﬁzl*‘%g@().%%o Q)Eﬁiﬁm/\%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂ\ﬁtﬁ R TIHE TiEEFEE
T . EHd, HYang et al. (2018) - Peng and Dredze (2015) « He and Sun (2017)#H £t 435 4%
12.54% ~ 5.28% ~ 6.51%HIFI{H - PLE SRS SRR AR IR HE T 25525 1dn 4 SEK1R
AITERFRE R IR R Z B B 5B AR -

5.3 g
5.3.1 ARZEFHESE

FEARSCRFE R AIESE p R B FRATH— P AR 2 AR 5522 S I GREi=C o » AR
SCHAT T =R ARSS I IAR S8 1) B TR & 32K R AL 2155 % ) Multi-task (Joint loss),
=MUESHEAAFEEIESE, REBAIAMITTE, %ol SAE L REHSSIER B - 2)%
?%%&ﬁ?ﬁ@%ﬁ%%ﬂMulti—taSk(Parameter sharing), R EM -, =MLt
EBIGRUEN—IMEME, ZFESHINMSEERS SR, FERXEREFINSMT
93 e 3)ETHIRE —EUENLHIF £ 5524 > Multi-task(Label consistency), T A 3CEIRETPRE
BT R ZAESS S 220]  EEIR R BRI SEI LR D F Bt 57, UGS B ROIGE, 75
H—HERY . MBENSSE, &ESAE—SMHEVLEITEIKREHE

Method Complete sample Small sample
Single-task 91.22 89.93 57.50
Multi-task(Joint loss) 91.90 88.71  59.48
Multi-task (Parameter sharing) 92.06 89.98  60.59
Multi-task(Label consistency) 92.28 9298 61.33

Table 6: N[FEZ ARG ZTTENREE RFUE (B A:%)

SEHG A5 R AN KT ax , H O T ERS K R EUR) £ 4E 55 % > Multi-task(Joint  loss)
EHASEL/NHEARKFLE L HE B AES 5 5 710.68% 1.98%. £ TZHLEZEMNZ
£ 25 2 >]Multi-task(Parameter sharing) ' 4 #f 74 & 1 F /N 7K L H B4R SSFUE 7 5 372
F£0.84% ~ 0.05% ~ 3.09%, H & FMulti-task(Joint loss) /7 ¥% o A% 3 & F R 2 — B HLHI
[ % 55 2% > Multi-task(Label consistency), £ 41 A K 7 F /N A 23 51 b H 84T 55 1R
71.06% ~ 3.05%~ 3.83%. ML EABFLZEFUARKBER, MRRATLEE. LIRS
S5 RZERBIA T, ARG EFRRIRY S LIRS IRt 2 1 B 2 1R
Wr, ETARXTERNZAESEIERN, LFRGE=FES, SRR SN, KK
DS EE, BRFEARES/NSSEIAE, IZ0EEEER, s IEA A% -

5.3.2  rHEISLE

BT BESSIMNG R IR/ IMEARGIREGE S, 17 7%, BEELEW T 1)Single-
task, & TBERT-BiGRU-CRFHEZE {44 SEAIH R AT S5 SE5S - 2)No POS, TEA L2 H
Fp A PR BB, (AR SR IHAI 5 43 1A - 3)No Label consistency, AT,
BB KRBT B R AIMASRE — B R LN B R consistency > 5 VA EE M 2% - 4)Multi-task(Label
consistency), FEEEMIARITTE -

LERMRTHR, ARITTERAIMASRE — B R B0 TS BB T 52 B T IR RUR
BT, 5331790.71%F02.38%, Bk T Rl A PE G BB 5 PR3 — Bk M AR 45 SR IR Bl 4
FIRTTHERUE -
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Setting F1

Single-task 57.50
No POS 58.95
No Label consistency 60.62

Multi-task(Label consistency) 61.33

Table 7: 4 E|L4G2E BF 1E (AL %)

5.3.3 HHBIES

wJE . BATTIRUEZ T AR 75 AT DAFEAR & AR S5 P DU 44 SERRBI S5 R A RIS, 258 701
SIAMEPRER AR SRR - SRS R RS R, HAE RS LR DU ETECE
5 BRI 1) 2 4155 % >) Multi-task (Joint loss) ~ 2T S8t 10 £ 11555 >) Multi-task(Parameter
sharing) ~ ZTHRZE —BHENLHI 241555 > Multi-task(Label consistency ) = FFAN A2 =77 = 1)

EAERZEN T

Method NER CWS POS
Single-task 91.22 94.85 74.61
Multi-task(Joint loss) 91.90 9549 77.60

B Ak Multi-task (Parameter sharing) 92.06 95.63 80.28
Multi-task(Label consistency) 92.28 93.91 84.59
Multi-task(Label consistency)(/MFEA)  92.98 93.62 86.35
Single-task 57.50 - -

. . Multi-task(Joint loss) 59.48 91.53 81.13

AT /\\ﬁi/

HESTIR AT Multi-task(Parameter sharing) 60.59 91.63 80.89

Multi-task(Label consistency) 61.33 90.42 84.36

Table 8: ZAE55% > MIALE RFUE (BAL%)

MERTTLLEH, S58AESMEN, Multi-task(Joint loss) 43 1 AR M4 AR E 91 5 B AE 55
W R T 0.64%F3%HIFR S - Multi-task(Parameter sharing) /712 T 7318 5 TR FRIE A 45 5 7 5111
F0.78%F15.67% - Multi-task(Label consistency) /71 &, 1AM ERGERIEFA11.74% -

=MITEEZ RS RBEERNEE LE, BB HHN, 2B WA IO 1 3t 245
S HIEsRE B ERRA TR . AREEAE R FEGEN T ARAES, 72 IaMAERE
VERNERMAE SRR G B =P RIAT SEEE I TF, an s SSRRANE R # — 81155,
AR RS B E R EE -
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B, SRHPRE—BELH], 25T ar 2 L RIRB] . IO AR R S R A R, 2 —
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