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BERRH, AXRBEO T ELERE B EXEH DR T EMIA 7.
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il

1 3

SRR R AU E 915 B ECUER ) — AN+ 2 R AT, AR 5 i iE kb i) BN SUE B,
FHECH H A AH GG RSN (entity pair), FRHE— D EIAZ ST 156 R M 1L ¢ RAELM L5 R
A DA T AR B b SR OC R N 2 R g, R AR TSR B TS . M RAEE AN HRIES
AERAT S5 121, S0 RN A SR B AP IR, B B I 5 AT 55 IR e A B (1 2.

FE SO0 S A I T7 V2 32 B2 TR RS B e B il Ve L R85 | 18 SUIKAE O% R AR I FFE AN 45
P RRAE, R RUCES B4 SR Nl (SVM) 561, BN (CRF) 17 285k sefdosxt 2 18] ()
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WRZHERIEF A (NLP) TH A, JFE R R MBOIRE ™ AR 28 4k, DA AR 0 P
I REPE SR AL

FET P22 58 R AT V%, IR PR L5 (I ONN [2:8~100 RNN [11~18] 45 B 4R U
BHGR 28 SCRIE M TR 2098, AN 2R N AL s, Ao 1 ot PiAt 2 e
X NLP TR, o 1AL G o RIMBUNE IR ZALSR . 37 RVEZ I A8, 75 5¢ R s 2] 1
JRZHIN . (R, BUA IS T I 48 1) 0 RO i, 38 RS E) 7 AR BIGE SCRAE, TR}
TR T AT REAFAE R e i . B SR iR A HME BB A L, PRI 5] 1 2% (sentence-level) 15 SCHF
L% AT R S5 2 nT RERE AT FR Y.

FL b, WEAMERERNAE, e et s 17 EFE R R R MBUE e RIERE S Bk,
AR REAUL R — DA L, RSB R R R, RS 3 5 1
DU, =N R T 2N T, 52 ADLRZRIEAFAEBAERIEM R B4, BEANER
%¢%%%i%%%ﬁ@ﬁ%%%mﬁ%@ﬁ%&744%%%i%%%M%EMMammmmm
network). EIXANRILEH, —ANSLARPKARBSAR RS, BB T ERERTEERZ (corpus-level) T
AR BN, etk A FESLILMZS byl 9k B, C, D ARSE, WISfA B, C, D AR 1S4k A I35
BHE BT S, W RAME — e R B AFERE SR TH AR SR AL

BT LR, 8T REVS 780 I IR LR SCRAMIERAH B 5¢ R A, ASCHR T — R i
SEE AR IL I 2845 B 5 0] 1 208 SUE B P& 2% (co-occurrence network and sentence semantics
combination neural networks, CNSSNN) J¢ R HUE Y. 31X B SR SEE ¢ R SORAE B AN SEARTE [F]
—HR) TR FE M BLC R, O TR AR BN SORHIE, B e BB R 4 A) 1 rh S B i A
SKAILDIR R, M — D BRSRIEBIN G, R5, i 5 AMZER P (network attention
mechanism) 14, B SEARTHSEIL 5 4R 5 SR 2 18] 9 0¢ 5055, JFLAOARLER, X4 S 1 1)
FORAT INBGRFAN, VR SAR R A JRRHE, R RS T SEARt i B F SO E B, SR
I, BATH XA PR 5T 48 (bi-GRU) SR EXSEAA 1) A7 Z015 SURHIE, R EE S 17 e foxt
BTN SO RTE S B BJa, BERR LT SCRMERN &) 740 bR SURFIESS At EAT SR SC Rl
H(. CNSSNN AR T] DA R] I 43 SRABOULJZ T 64 ) 5~ 2 08 SCRFAEAN 22 UL 2 T R T R 20 4 JRy BT SCRFAE, A
TR AN AN A T R REAAAE A TR BER S . TR 3UE BORADAGBREG, ySeifk Rt = . &
ST 17> FAFALE.

N T PN ASCHR ) CNSSNN FERL (1) 96 A UPERE, A A Bl e b AT 17 see . — 4
R BT ELIR R TR RN ARSI AR, FATRAI AL NLP 318 TR 0537 [ vE Rk BEAT 2317 A
SRS, FEARTE T 9040 AN <N - WL KR, KREFZWIE “FFA7 (hold). “BLIL” (study at). “Hl
b (work at) Fl “HA” (others), 3t 4 FKARRE. 55— AN EIEERE LPFEHE S SemEval-2010 H
KEPFRALSHE 12, R — AT M bR RO . SEIR SRR, A SCHR ) CNSSNN LAY 7
P He £ BRI T AR B R 5% R A EUTE.

ARSI £ E DT 1T

(1) $&H T —Fh e & SR IL LN 4545 B ) 10T SUIE B4 2 W 24 5% R AU AL CNSSNN, 1%
IR TT LA 31 A S A S5 T R3] )2 T8, ] SR B S A0t R T R 2 4 JRy b SCHRFAE AN ) 54 Jmy i R S
T SCRFE RS T G R BUSCR.

(2) REFIRE T —DEE 9040 26 “N - WU KRARSERLIESE, 7T T8 R BUE S
WNZRATI .

1) https://cloud.baidu.com/product/nlp.

1534



HERBYEERE B8 E H 1Y

(3) i 5 HARILA 5% R AT VAR LU SEIG, IR 1A SO HE H #7572 1A Rk
ASCRIARER P HLT: 5 2 FAHR AR ICHT T 55 3 S PRARFA A SCHR Y AR 2
4 AT SRIXT LEANES R s B 5 TR ST B A

2 MxXIfE

(R S AR OC RN TT 72 22 AT RRAE A0 B0 43 287575, FAZ OV e T Al S TE Rl R 30 A
TR G M S T R DA R S M AR AE, JR48 A SVML D61, gk 171, CREF (181 254503k b Siefk ok R ik
174335, Bt Zhang %5 191 K b e SR 42 AN 5E RARBIB M R 5003008, B4 Fad FE o g ST B,
FECEY B, 2 ST B B P bR 5 I 258 10 2588, Sl B P 2 1 1) 2 R 28 el B S sk 44 R0 e AT
[F19% &, Suchanek % 201 JEF-HERLEVL T REHIEOC R RS, H B0 7 A58 kNN R SVM 1)
FRIERIN, ZJTTEBAE T IR R BIRSEMITE K R AR P B 2. Mikolov 25 P ZE4 25 fE 1 SR BRI |
SEARRAY, SRS A, B RTINS, SEIL T SRR R 06 Ry 2R8I AL
T Z A ZIRITE 5 AR RE S IR T 06 R MBI MUR . Kambhatla %5 22 REEHHE T 1 T # ( 5 2
AV AR I FRRRAE S iz ARk, PRI T % R S RRE R ¢ R B RE I TR, IR AL T
WordNet Ml NameList 255 A5 B 5 R IMEURIRZ M. 7005286 45 FR 8, JEATR AR A STt
KATMEUEGE. LA 3X SRR AE 7] 2 1) 58 R A BT VA MG T A7 08T« IKAF 09155 NLP T A
Xof B AT TUAL B4 A, FhEES AR A 2 Hh A7 3 NLP TR AR ER 45 R R

5L 55 [ SEAR G R BT VA EL, 5T 22 N 48 10 5% RAMBUT IR I8/0 T XTRTE) NLP FiAbEE T
TERIAHE, ARBTG5 T NLP T H S R RIS, Zeng %5 8] FIFHGAUHA N LS (CNN) K
PRIUE VLRI A) T AR AE, K i) 5 HoO SEARTE &) 7 FR A AL B AR AHRRAE 5] N CNN (4N, XF
REDRERFHE T WRMEFAE. Socher 55 LU fFFHIEFA AL L (RNN) 22> B4 H AR 44 1] 2 7]
(AP B 42 1 1) B3R, IR 8 i R SRR AT SR OC R 4195, Hashimoto 25 12 7R R R AT S
b, WAEH T RNN, A ATTEE HAS R (0 288 X AN 5] 1) B AR 451 BB IR R IX 43 (AR @i s o 56
E T iZAHVE. Santos 25 2 JET ONN 2 T —F Ranking-CNN A&7, F58 3L T — 7 45 2% 56 50
IS R FOS AR O N TR, RIUAE 2 FAT S5, 2% «FoAth 288 KOS M dERf A [F1 3R,
Wang 25 O 756 R AT S h R H 73T 2 2R IHLEI CNN B G i [7 i 3 s 5 56 R 4F
fiE, AT AS T3 EANNER A MR S5 2545 2, 7T LLZBS A7) F 1 i, tHEUS T 6% 1 8ER. Miwa
24 18] @I S6 R ST KAEHICIZ0 RNN A8 AP IR EUE 5 S HEIE, 7558 R0 K R I LI
T ONN (R CR B 4. Zhou 45 23] F bi-LSTM AR FERE E | 85 51 A3E & AL 14 5 iRk (1)
AL B R, $REUA] TN 26 2R 0 ZRAT 45 85 B K I B E0E SUE B, Ji 2 100 S5 51 N4 38 7 R} g s
PRHERAE 2, RANFE SRS SURFIE, @A) 72 R S LEE R S I g, 762 Ma B
KRR AT T B (4

R IUA (26 R EU AR AR RN E) T B R SO R A O SE ARG R R EGE ST
fiF (289 10,13] - gl ag g g N FE Rl AM IR A5 B AE A SEAR I R FERFAE (1)) X B 7 VL4 20 7 Bk T g
FAEMA) PR BRI . BN BATE W 8. T 58 BRI — b 1) L, A SRR H — P gt & st
P 2% 55 5) 1 GA8 SUAE B IR I 25 SR S R BT vk, IR Bl DA 2 00 P S S A B AN Fr) BRS¢
WA E, 53 SR BRI B 4R B R SCRFIE AN ) T4 JR R SURFAE. 7RI RI 4 SR R 5
B 5N L R ML, X% SR AT SRS SR AT A I S B AL, VR A SRR HE AN A T
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x1 HEXTFSRESY

Table 1 Symbols and their description

Symbol Description
C The corpus
s A sentence in corpus C'
S The matrix representation of a sentence s
w A word in a sentence
w The vector representation of a word w
e An entity
fe Corpus-level features
fs Sentence-level features
f Features of entity pair after features combination

WO IX P SRARFAE AR FLAN TR, RSPk R U 35 SR 00 B 2 ' (K 1A 2.

3 HALMAHMMNES A FIENIEERNHEMEER
3.1 HXEX

W C = {51,852, 8m} A MNEE m MIFHIEEHLE, X T Vs € C, s = {wi,wa,...,w,}, F
How; RORA)FHEE @ AME. 2 e, Fl e, RARAEREA]T s HHILFIPEAN SR, WS¢ RMEUY B A5
RARIEAR TG UE B, MEREE RN A) T s PHISARRT (e, ) TR RKAY.

AR B OG5 S LS Xk 1 P,

3.2 FRAEEIA

N T RN SR AR R 4 JRy bR SCRFIERN 6 - R0 b R SO XUE B, AR SR — s &5k
PRSI L RFAE 5 A1) 715 XAE B IFRZE 2% (CNSSNN) BRI AR HEZR an P 1 Ff s

CNSSNN 8 —3 g 3 AN (A0 1 RS ZRAE T ).

(1) BRI A, DLREANERE ¢ N, MBI BT A7 FR SR 2 1) (1 330
KER (HEM). ARSI R T — BRI SR SL I 2% 58, T8I 51 NVER I
TSR e BB JE SARTHE — DR RALE, DLRAEAS [A] B 28 X SEAA e 5 5C R AT 55 rh i) L 22
FREE. Ja, RSk e BT AR FE SEAR I 1A ) 2 AT INBSR AN, 1528 e BRI BT SURHE.

(2) B)FIFFAEM . PAA)T- s AN, @A [ 142G 59T (bi-directional gated recurrent
unit, bi-GRU) MZ& Rt (pooling) EEAEHHELSZARNT (en, ;) MIF) T LT ST SURHIE.

(3) 73 RARAM. WL BN HAIERERAE, RS SAK e, A ey HITERIBRHERISEAAXT (er, e0) 1
BT RAE SURHIE, P85 R softmax 73 J8 8%, JYSEAAXS (en, e,) THRH 2 K% RIS HIRE A /041

FE R R B RL A 1] () B RN s B R . AT ORI, DL SEAR G R oy RiE—
HEAT TEGH B IR
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@ Corpus - @

Co-occurrence
relation extraction

7- O\o‘)» “‘

O
Entity co-occurrence network

Attention mechanism

en e MaxPooling
Linear

= 000000

Sentence-level feature
Corpus-level feature

-
® | 000000

o Linear
Softmax classification 1

Final relation label

1 (MEREFE) CNSSNN 28 R {FHESE
Figure 1 (Color online) Overall framework of CNSSNN

3.2.1 JAEERT

] 1) B 3 SR A IR — AN 2E 1 R P BT ARSI U5 8., /& ONSSNN BEAY (S ity N 258l A
S RN T 15 P P REANERHE REAT VI 5, 43 BE R [ B HERE L e ROIVI Fordr g Fyinl ) &
FIYERE, |V | ek RN, ] ) R R v i — F R TR ) — ARl BN R AR K B
d WRESESHUE AR w?. ik, BEARAT DO A6 7 i B 5 ] ARl ) RS L b A5 2108) 51 A
E

FERZIMIUES Y, Zeng 55 B 7E ONN BEAYAYIEAL b, AN T 18] 5 SARAE G) 7 AR 7 A5
&, JERE )T b SRS AL B LA R (R 9R] 5 SR 2 8] B R B AT IR A SRR, $ETT TR
SR, AR TN A BIRNE R, KA T AN 5 Sk e KRR ALE p WU d,,
HEMIEE RS wP, FARAEA)F &AM w 532K e IIAEXTEER, Hord d, A5,

GER)T s AR @ AN w;, HA R ERR N wi € RY AT THALE e, Fl e, M0 E 17
TN wl = [w!w] € R o b 7w, 55K ¢ ZMBEEREIE, o & v 5514k
e ZIHIERE A&, & w! 5 !, HE—MHFRRTIE w; PR w, = [ww!], ZAERKE
dp = d+2 x dp, FIT 3.2.3 /NI A) 7908 SURFIESREL.

3.2.2 IERIE T SCHEFEIRMEY

CNSSNN AU F R 1 SEARIEIL R 2 EAT AP AR SR B, 15 2 Se A 10 42 5 bR SCRFAIE. X B
AR SEIL SR R E SONAE A SARAE [F— ) 3 (L R LG & SRATACEE AN BSR4 i A o
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TR P AT B SEAR LR R TR R — A e R R S AR SE I A 2% 122 0 % v B — AN S AA A 3.2.1 /TS
IR BT RN ) w? SRR, 58] 3R A8 SORFAESR IO F SEA4 Jo] Bl HE AR 4 D 3 bR e
G, TR AR BT SCRFAE S B SR LI 45 vh AR &R 9 R R H BT RSUE R X
W2 AT SR L e, BEIAARIIARE SR Ny = {eir, eiz, ., ey}, X —ANSEARTT &, HAFAAB)EH
FAER R ANUE S rh ) SR R AN . R, 8 51N R ANLH], A Sei T S &N
KSR AS [FIALEE, SR S5 FAH AT SEAA R A ] v B A SR 2oz SEARAE L B 2% vh i) B R S0 (5 R, B4R
FIZIARRITE R BN SURHE fe. THREA T

[N

=2 g xwf, (1)
j=1

Horpr w? SR e; M55 § MERSEAR ey 19 d GEIRITIEE, g, IZARAR S A0 B 5 R ALE.
T B IWLER A AHAR SR ey THE LA T SL4K e; MIRRBERE, IFHAXWT:
a;; = tanh(W; [w;l; 'wg] +b1), (2)
Hot wd NS e; 1) d FERERIR, Wy € RV NSHSERE, b, € RV NRE. 1E15 26N HAR L
PRAHXS SEAR e; MR REBERENME aiy 2S5, MIATIH A, 5T = SR BT AT SEA A E
FJg 1, AT 75380 40 JE SR 1) ¢ /A 4 T
_ exp(ay) 3
S exp(ais) )
PAVE IS E RTINS SAE e THEAERIRARHER & fe € R, WG] TR SLARXT (en, er)
WP RH MERSUFIE fo M foo BB AMRE R =, BHEE A EREEERE, Hi8id ReLU
SREGHAT O, 15 2SS K E N ¢ B RHRARFE f© € RY.
J¢ = ReLU(Wa[fy; f] + ba), (4)
Hrh Wy € RI¥24 NSHERE, by € R NnE.

Gij

3.2.3 AIFRIBEXHHEMEL

NT BEEUSEARRE (e, e0) FIEAIT s BOTE MG B, il XU T TR E3R 50 (bi-GRU) A48
HATRRAE PR R SRR — N E n MAMAT s = {wi, we, ..., w, }, FHH w; RFHFH
0 AN, 1ZAAH 3.2.1 NIRRT dy, 4EIE R w, For, F S € RV e RIoR—ANE) T TA
T 2H R R RE R, MR ) 7 H BN IR AR ELAST AN, D T 3REUA) T A A S A 2 R R SGE R,
# S #i N\ bi-GRU 1,

’Tt) = m(wtvﬁ)v (5)
hi = GRU(wt, hes). (6)

SRJERE bi-GRU [ IE [ RS [P BEel = i HH BEAT 14, 1981 17 A) I BUEUZ S i by RGX Bi-GRU (IR
TEUZ IO N w, M E) T8I bi-GRU JE T H AH—1 nx 2u EERE:

H = (h,ha, ..., hy), (7)
Hrb h, = [E;Z—]. ¥ bi-GRU Wit H 8 — MoK 2, (R A) 7 5l B ARHE, AR
BISARKE (en, er) W) T-EIE SUFFE £5 € R?v.
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3.24 ELEXESE

W 3.2.2 /NIRRT S SL I 26 B WL SR B AR R SCRHIEAT 3.2.3 /NIRRT
BT bi-GRU $EHUA) T 938 SURFIEE B R, SR 20 21777, L SER G R

8 softmax 7348 A B GE SAEXT (ep, e) HIFR)T s FINIOE REAL 5. CNSSNN ALK LA
XIS A REAE, BPA)F 05 SURFE £2 5B RMMRRHE fo, N — N 2ERE, #HTRHERS, 7
KRG JEMRHE £, 1E RN REB N, SRBA)TF s FEEXT (en, ) TERRIFE y LIHER /3 A

f =ReLU(W5[f*; ] + bs), (8)
p(yl|s) = softmax(Wy x f + by), (9)
Horp Wy € RF>(uta) 1l Wy, € RF ASHEERE, by € RF Al by € R™ AW E, S k NRlE 5 RHE

KN, r N7 FAR AL
WRIERIFHIAR R R A, IR SEARXT (en, e0) HITRIMBREAE A

y = argmax p(y|s). (10)
T 45 2K bR B SRS N A5 K bR
L=— ZZlabellj log p(yijls,0), (11)
i g

Horbr o RORBERITASHL, yiy RoRFEAR @ ITINARZEH j, label; A— K THEA i (1) one-hot [7]
&2, MHIELRZA § I label;; N 1, HARA 0.

4 X

N T BAEASCHE ) CNSSNN # AU PERE, 2P Eidnde B4 CNSSNN 5 HABEIA 12 T1is
W28 (5% SR BT IR EAT 1 XFEE, S8 T CNSSNN B FIPERE.

4.1 HIEE

4.1.1 CnNews

AHHE AR R R N AU Z TA) 5 SR B ) e, o — D N TTARVEBE 4. w5 AELER M _E il HX
12017 E 3 H 23 H ~ 11 H 2 HZIA 10 4R35 R G H SOFTIE SO, SR 5K R R SO 7 A
). SRS A A NLP 233 L) 7~ HEAT 20 Al iy 44 SRR, IR ss 22/ — Ay « K47
2K, i 4 SEARR—A> Bk St 4 SSAR ) 1Pk k.

FEK, BENLIE G A TR REARTEAT T N TTARE, $255) 3 B SLAORAREY: “45 A (hold) .
“BLIE” (study at)s “HBEML” (work at) Al “FHAth” (others) $£ 4 K. A T IRUEFRFE &=, ZHE T 3 A
SEHATRRE, IR 2 BB R e S A HIARAE, T8 3 M AFA—BIREAR, 5INEE 4 A
s AT, FRAT—FEFRIE T 9040 MEEA, FLALE 8613 ASfk (Firh A4S 4k 3180 4N, M4
S 5433 ). bR R T BARS A E RS IER 2 PR

N T KSR IR R SCRHE, B3R 8613 A SAAH g SR SL I 4. TR AR (1 AR AR )
TR DA BRSNS — AU 44 S I A 7 Bk ok, SFRER) 9040 M) T, B
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* 2 INRIEETETENERY

Table 2 Numbers of samples of each label in the labeled dataset

Label Number of samples
“hold” 1031
“study at” 923
“work at” 3033
“others” 4053
Total 9040

% 3 SemEval P ERERRERE

Table 3 Numbers of samples of each label in the SemEval dataset

Label Number of samples
“others” 1864
“cause-effect” 1331
“instrument-agency” 660
“product-producer” 948
“content-container” 732
“entity-origin” 974
“entity-destination” 1137
“component-whole” 1253
“member-collection” 923
“message-topic” 895
Total 10717

LI A IE T 96314 FKILRISEARILIUR LS. %M 2% T35 sl i KRN 441, SUNEECN 1, °F
IR 11.2,
FERHFESEIR, BEHLIZI 70% RIREAAENIIZREE, JIR 30% HIREAAE AL,

4.1.2 SemkEval

SemEval-2010 5% £ 70 BAF 555 45 15) 45 “others” ZENA 10 Fhoe 2380, 3 10717 MEA, H
HF 8000 MINZRFEAR, 2717 AMNIPRFEA. B HIPRZE & I BAKFEAS N 3 Fis. %R AT
SEARFEESC R L8 AL & 6018 N A, 9972 2kad, oy S BN EEHUN 118, B/NEECN 1, PR
N 3.3.

4.2 XtEEFE

REASCHR ) CNSSNN ALY 4 FELA A2E T4 W4 1) 0 SR il OVEREAT T X LE, LT iy
Tt T R A IR 2% (R TR | i P B T 2 Ao 2 I 45 PO AR 7.

(1) CNN 1REY. BRI AR, JA 3 A ) word2vece [l ER MG AT (IR I
fE2N CNN B RF RN, S8 )5 R 80 TR AR OB I BRI R IS, N softmax 73 J84%, K15
FEARLE S FIREE IR KN,
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x4 REPPESRE
Table 4 Hyper-parameter setting of CNSSNN

Hyper-parameter u layer_num q batchsize learning_rate d dp

Value 100 1 64 250 1E—4 400 1

(2) CR-CNN #&#!, 52 ) CNN BAAH L, CR-CNN #R 8] Syt 7o [l &N fg i 7 A
FAMARFIE, FRZ ViRAL B R (word position embedding, WPE), IXAMFERAE 1 X Fi 17 5 5] 50
SEAAR 2 ] PR T BE .

(3) bi-GRU #R&. [1#EHHIG (GRU) 29 BAZIEIFFHZ ML (RNN) FI—Fhdcl. 55T
B BRI A B E SRR A =1 E AR CNN AR, e dad N T T L RNN AL T AR AL, R
AR B 1 A B AR e )t e S RORE ) . AS SR XA bi-GRU AR %] EERE R 2 —.

(4) Att-GRU 188, 7 FAF 0T = IHLHEAT X b, ARSCE bi-GRU 264 B, i)+ 2
I EIER ) (self-attention) 20 #4FE, SZHL T —Fh Att-GRU A, Att-GRU ZEAJ £ 5 Zhou % 23]
PEH ) Att-BLSTM AU, #2 T XA G PR 22 I 28, 0 N33 = AL RS B ) - o 25 A i
XF 2 HIT O FR A [F] R R

4.3 STBHEE

AP CNSSNN AR —Jef 8 5 N FEHS e 52 TEERRITmERZ Ron i
w; [T IER B IO Z L layer num; I3 & AL &R RZ B0 ¢ BIRNGRIFE AL batchsize
DA 2 3] . ARSCAERE RN SR Adam 71 /E ARG, TEIERIURHIESRIUZ . FRERE B S
softmax 43I ZHIINN dropout AL LA

A SCI T 2 5 SR IR R o S TR R KT TR BT IR R BTN w, SR T
32, 64, 128, 256, 512 L 5 NSEUE; X THEIEH FICIEZEL layer num, 7375858 1 1, 2, 3 4L 3 &
BE; AE RIS IE R E R Z RN g, 70 0SEE T 32, 64, 128, 256 3 4 NSEUE; X batchsize,
SASEEE T 50, 100, 200, 400 3£ 4 NSEUE; XFH 2% learning rate A5 T 1E-5, 1E—-4, 1E-3
3 ASEUE. X T A REYERE d, WYSA T Santos 2 S0 B . 6T SR R AE 1] 5 SR AR R
B WPE W& IYERE d,, BATR I BT 525645 B2 m AN B & DR R AR SO WS FH OSSR (8]
gEe, BRI ERN 1. K 4 TIIH TR SHER GG B2 0% B

4.4 SLIREER

A TR R IMBOTIEE A EAR S Eor AT 1 10 FoXF EEsRs, 2k S R fe se e &
FhOTVERHER 2 . BRI K& F1UAE, SRERFHME. & 5 FlH 72l iafk F1E.

N T B LA R B 5, TEREUE B AR (RRTE «HoAth 28) SRR HERERIL, & 6 4
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Table 5 Performance comparison of different relation extraction approaches on all labels

Model F1 on SemEval (%) F1 on CnNews (%)
CNN 80.43 85.32
CR-CNN 81.09 86.47
GRU 81.52 86.83
ATT-GRU 83.69 88.15
CNSSNN (ours) 85.99 90.34

* 6 BMAXRMETEAHRR “Hth” #RE ERIMRELL

Table 6 Performance comparison of different relation extraction approaches without “other” label

SemEval CnNews
Model
Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%)
CNN 84.00 79.82 81.76 86.79 82.87 84.83
CR-CNN 84.20 80.82 82.40 86.85 85.99 85.86
GRU 82.85 81.07 81.94 85.91 86.16 86.21
ATT-GRU 85.19 83.07 84.06 87.21 87.93 87.58
CNSSNN (ours) 87.51 85.66 86.56 92.83 86.15 89.72
1.01 1.0 1
0.9 1
0.8 1
0.8 +
= = 0.7
£ 06 3
g g 0.6
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~ NN \ 041 cnm
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— CNSSNN (ours) — CNSSNN (ours)
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Figure 2 (Color online) P-R curves of different approaches. (a) SemEval; (b) CnNews

(2) AR TERIPL ML) J7i5F, CR-CNN B CNN B B4 (R L, IX R A) 7 i 5
SEAA RV X B B JE R SR S R il A 5% BoAT 832 e THE .

(3) TR ML I J5 5T, Att-GRU HITEREEF T GRU, X R A) 7 i AN AR A] X 5 2
T TTERAS [, X BN 0 BAAS R RO A B BE S SR T 58 AR St EUE RE.

(4) TEAHBITVE M LG4 R, AR SO HEH 1) CNSSNN 7Y L FL At 4 Fp O VA RIS E 47, 3X 72
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Combining entity co-occurrence information and sentence seman-
tic features for relation extraction
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Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China
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Abstract Relation extraction is one of the most important tasks in information extraction and a key step
in knowledge graph construction. The existing relation extraction approaches mostly try to capture semantic
features for entity pairs at the sentence level, which might ignore the global context information of the entities in
the entire corpus. In this paper, we propose a novel neural network model for relation extraction, named CNSSNN,
which combines the information of entity co-occurrences with sentences’ semantic features. In this model, we first
build an entity co-occurrence network from the corpus. Then, we introduce a network-level attention mechanism
to capture network environmental information selectively and generate the corpus-level global context features
for the entities. At the same time, we employ a bi-directional gated recurrent unit (bi-GRU) network to extract
sentence-level semantic features for entity pairs. Finally, we combine the corpus-level features and the sentence-
level features to classify relations. The experimental results, over a manually labeled dataset, show that our
approach consistently outperforms other existing approaches in terms of both precision and recall.

Keywords information extraction, entity relation extraction, entity co-occurrence network, attention mecha-

nism, gated recurrent unit
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