g Rl 2% . f= B Rl =ty % HA - . N J y
PERE . FERSE S 20204 5048 57 1003-1018 ¢ OPIEREY Zeirt

SCIENTIA SINICA Informationis 7" SCIENCE CHINA PRESS
TS ABIRAIREE S - 32 ()t

ETENMXARNPLAMIKRREERE 2S5 MUE

Mm—R, DBt ETEF MER, EILE, KK

TRINK A ENURL 2 5 HOR B, 751 215006
* W{5{F#. E-mail: wichen@suda.edu.cn

ke H#: 2019-11-01; &R H#: 2020-01-18; $:52 H #1: 2020-03-23; M4 H iR H #: 2020-07-13

H % 5 R RHE S (IS 61525205, 61876115) #BhHIH A

WE  —ERFENAN KRR B TR A AR A 2R B 78 Wi /- 48 fn A4 2 18] B9 AE B %
B, MEARBAEERSRARREFT RN HRLE. BAASZHRREHUER KRS RENRLA,
AR AR IREE. AXERRA TR0 MA B R ESORKER RS EN AN X R B
A RER A BT+ 7 7 B SR A 8 IR B [P, (TR R A K I8 R An 0 2 o 5] AU AR 4 6 B SReE A X
REFFEANFIREE, RATRE2MUE ARG T A REENE ZELMIERE.

XegE R EE, Ak RERE, B e 54%, £ REER

1 5l

HIRFE (knowledge base) A& RE M 28 Gt A4 25 UL o 52 DL A N TR BE B SR 1Y), AT — & LI SGTBC ) A
RS W mEniR EiE (knowledge graph) Rl R T A AR L H R RN LS, FEHTRREA
SEAAR RS JR A DL S SR TR 56 AR AEFIIR G H, 15 A (node) RN SEAR B ME, U (edge) FoR
ARG RECE T SRR, A R AR g R B AR E RS BE AR T A A ROR, TRAESA Y
REMR %S R Gu i KBQA S54R4A J1 M AR SCHs 1.

i LR RN R U 2 e P AU AR, — AR B R AR A T, (HEUD IRIE A R R N
AR TR, M8 & H R RBAT RO A A2, B AR R R 2R EERER. T
I, FRATTAY B IE B VR T IR A SR B G F I R

H AR B B EnR R 2 SRR T A BSR4 L S M B8 . XS HR R R, R HER
FEHE R AT Ok = SRR, M H AR R R EE B R, a0 AT B e B R TR R 7 A R A
IEBRAR B FRATT 75 EEAR ) T B ). A A2 B i B R B A A, & XA JE T R A
Z BI5GB FRA TN SCARHEAT B B 43 BT U SC AR, St kiR B (kb A B A
NP5 2 B 1) J PR 78 o R AE .

il

SR IR, Dk, EigE, 55 BTN SCRR AR R I R A 4 5208 S EFREE: 5B R, 2020, 500 1003-1018,
doi: 10.1360/SSI-2019-0243
Yang Y F, Ma J, Wang H T, et al. Attribute identification for Chinese inter-personal relation knowledge graph based
on encyclopedic text (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform, 2020, 50: 1003-1018, doi: 10.1360/SSI-2019-0243

© 2020 (PERZE) it www.scichina.com infocn.scichina.com



Py —WAE: T SOA ) o SO 2 B s 1 b 4 5 21 4

A FEZTTRRAAE T (1) WA SCR RIS g 1, I F R 45 R e Aok & 18
W AT S A, O T AW OR R G B RIE; (2) AR IR VRS s v LR S 4
JEAE, R R IR AL O PP AR R, SR 2 R AN [R] S AR E R R EAT S 36, 1 3 44 Jas 1k UL R
H Bootstrapping ! 57» K EARL &, AT TAEKIZBCR; (3) F o CFiHE RU LRI EA S
FeRURRERA S &, 3RTTSChs P RE.

2 MExXI{E

H BT A A A7 LE & PR AL R B, MR 4 U8R 38 B9 AN [F) AT 43 i & AR B | R AR
T AT B AN R R S O M) N TR sh A e E) B BT E SiEE S, kiR RS E
i YO FE AL 2 R RS R AE AN T K

FE 0T TR R 0 o BT L SN, 9 098 S0 WordNet (71 BA K H ST HowNet 18 5%,
FHR T A ORI, (H 202 28 B TG 10 2 78 5 30 R Bl RS R M DU 21 S FHAZ RS, H A 20
P 40 DBpedia %191, YAGO 1112 P J Freebase 13141 B LLGERE | R} (Wikipedia) 55 FH P A2 A
2 (UGC) U] MR RRoR IR, X4 2% H 42183 v B 25 A AL B0 (1 0 iR B . DBpedia & — 4
25T MENRE, 8 fi] € — R 50 258 A0 HTER O M ZE 3 1 R b i B RSB IR, FFRALES T ik
T RAF i 50 YAGO MIVE4E T Wikipedia, WordNet 5 GeoNames 2522 Fig I8, [FIHS 4 WordNet
il X5 Wikipedia H) 7> 284k REAT RS, SCILE & ISR 7 AR R, Freebase HITTERE 1) 1L,
T A8 LGS, W BER VR R T R FE b, IR CLEE AL G R BAR Al VR B A Rl
(1 pet 20 5 2 %o} A AT A T [ P B e 42 P R Sl e R B i B g A8 38 DK 2 1) zhishime 6] D
J 52 B R[] CN-DBpedia 171 &, BEATFFEZ LARSCEHBIER S D . AE RS0 28 1 N RATIRH
b SCHE SCHHRE, zhishi.me X f5 2R TAE B AT JEH HE I, 1 CN-DBpedia S8R U8 . Huf &
FNRHERTSE AR, TP R T E A B, B AT T % BT S5 & K3t B LS S AE Bk
AR B R, H shF g miR S o B 5T — K%, 41 NELL (never-ending language learner) [18),
E T HEABVE SOOR R ANEAR 0], I 5T R O B E EHOCAR, SN Wk AR BGHT ) AL

A B A ST N6 2 S B AERNSZ T7 58 R4 R DU AR iR i 45 N7 7 fE I 112
AN TSI 44 Hiuda LR 48 55 Hp SR d i Bk A BT SR B T RE 1, AR 2RI
NBRIRZR G, 480 N R1R BN 2 T 5 NSRBI 48, A& 0 B3 A 90 5 () A0 Je 14 S A L
B OCR. ZERE LR I ZREEAANIRRE) 3 R3FE, PR A bt 220 R —
H 78R AR IR NP HR EE I A — LA & AL T7 FRIRHU HA S [ERIE A T 5E e, HESC
AHFAEAERERS PRI OC R BRI, 2 SR A N 22 ZR 8. $ 0 N 420 Jen i e ) s ) >R FH 601 44 R 2 v
(NS AT R I, B, RAREAAAEZ A48 <A R M HE, BEMRSEF, 4 R R
ZEER R AR MREER.

HR B R AN A 5 A B SE AR T AN R1R, 8 AL A En R R IESREUE ) RDF 9] =04
KX AT FR B AT HIR AN S, YAGO KA WordNet HRAAREITR LA & T 747U 25 Wikipedia
HAZIEET AR, VR RRIRBAFE— DB ¢ € [0,1], MR EM) RDF = o O AFERT, Y
KIZFFNIRHIBAEE ¢; CN-DBPedia [FAIFER FH R I B 25 & SR FE 955 77 O B B SO TR 3REUHT (1)
FIUR, FRERAE SIS P S AR, YR P R R I, PAEL R OB IE AR, 5838 A0 F1R
iy

AT NI 2 VRl o T T S (RO BRI, 9 — AN Se A7y BeME— 1D, AN X [7] 44
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Figure 1 Flow chart of inter-personal relation knowledge graph construction

R 1 LF CPRR” HHEREER

Table 1 Extraction result of entity “Yao Ming”

Entry information (InfoBox)
Entry ID Entry name Entry label

S e SR O Y| 2
28 LI wkEA Yao Ming ... YIS Ahlcps dsEh i, R, RE A

SCAARBEATIX 70 RIS, JA TR AT N WR] 2% (1 A SCAGS R B AT 4 A 20 B, IS 1 BLF AR

3 A1k ZENEHYEHE AR

B 1A T AT R B ORI, AR E T BRI, LA TR EUR b,
St RPVAETLIR BRI AL, RS S E B35 7, ST 0T SRR,
R,

3.1 RN TR S ER

FATE L NE HRSREN 1 5 FCAS ) 71 B R 2 . WA 25 B 5 LU R JUREE AR N2 1A% 1D A
SFAMRS WK RS E (InfoBox) TAZARAESE. NMERITE AR, AT B A L by 3t
ATHIE, HARAE B FREA . DUsah 5 <okl Jefl, S R0 1 P, TR R PEECR R,
A E G 6 & RO T ReRs LUR I ( #k8A, ZEH, ik ) 19 RDF = uEA3on. gL EME 5
BERHIE ) S, B AAG BSR L) 893 Ti ok, = 0414 3828 Ji%%k.

3.2 AHISEiR3HER

AR E AR B EAIE A OE R G, 1 R T SRR SRR A L IR R O ik N
B ARSI, FRANZF B I AR 2 B AR SR I, S e vt i A SR 2645 5., e H 5 DL AR N A0 S Ak i 1
PR 3 2 BT LR RSB I K bRZE. Gt R AT DR, 5 AR S BRI @ 1 AR SR
AR, AR SCRIF P9 LR I JE i 8 R ANk, 23R AR BC= 200 111 75, A TRk 45
SREEHLRAE 500 2K3EAT VRS, A1 26502 & HoA 99.80%.
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*2 AILEERBEMERIRE

Table 2 Common attributes & labels of persons

Attribute Frequency Entry label Frequency
Il 735080 A 781199
i1 466398 NP 167416
Rk 421832 2 102575
PESI 314391 HEANY 97445

=45 228019 UREAD 71672

*3 “HEHH BSHM

Table 3 Diversity of “date of birth”

Source Frequency
A H I 62038
HH AR 15 1] 21462
HAEH 12227

4 H 8552

4 ANYIERMSXFREA—K

Schema, BIVRFRE 45T (K 204, € SCNDEE ZA0 7 2O NI R g PEAT G &%, A B R1R Y
PRAEAC AR AS R A IR SR A 2. - T RREE K2 9 P AN &, 8 AT RE 2 18 AN TR R 42 A X
RIEFMJE MBS R, Py 7k EEIA 5 — KB AR R AR, 2T H— iR E R A L 2.
—At (normalization) & i3 X £de AL BE, R il IR 12 B 5 & Z I BUETERIIN. FEAR3CH, 15
—AC BRI R YR A AR R IH 1k

4.1 AYIEM)EA—1

N JENE, RN SIAA T . sKR=RIPEAR 57, “PEal B <ok =" NSk st xt
T ANDJENE, KA BdEEm AR — A R A — 1k, @ PR TR — A2 Rk A R 1 5
FIZ A8 IR — 8. B <A F D, e NSk I s i etk —, BB
XEHE. R 3 P58 TRIE SBAERH K)UR 7S, BATSIXE TR I8 “BERY. 5Tk
ERA— 1k, VI H ILRE SR, AR IR — IO 45 A B — g . BBl 4 Fros.

4.2 AN{YIxHRFT—1

NS 2 T8 2% A R RE 5 A — k. BT AR R BEAT A4, BE R B SR RS
R, Pln SR AL G, R RE NN 55— NISEAR. 3T RIEF — R RKAF T, AT
BEATIA—ACEE. B 2 B8 T LRERIE <0 AR T ARYE AT AN SE R RIRE, BENESE TS
B 264 AR NIRRT ORIZER RS, REBAVEEE LAYRER 63 . ALK
Yok R BN R B, SRR PTIR, A2 B an & 3 Fros i R &,

FENE BTG RE R, AR 1] 245 B P R VR H A A RE R, SeL M TS, FIRTIA— e o R R
VERF B A Ja (AR ISR, Wi T WD AR R 4% B Il BB X) O RIZAR AT A
IR b4, BlInsik A i <SR Sk B, IAME W DIARIE LA A 1) “Mn) Bk esik B
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x4 BMHEE-HRH

Table 4 Examples of attribute value normalization

Type of value Original format Normalized format
. 1992.9.9/1992-9-9
Time type 1992-09-09
/1992 9 H 9 H
182 cm/182 CM/182 A% 182 JEK
Number type 56 kg/56 Kg/56 AT 56 T 7%
1.82 m/1.82 M 1.82 K
. 1K 82/—K/\ 1.82 K
String type - - -
[ ] [AHR] (LIRS )

Source of
‘teacher’

2 (MERRFE) Rk “ZIT” XRKFS

Figure 2 (Color online) Expressions related to “teacher”

LT B “)L RARME. AR TARRG L TR NSRRI 5 R BEAT Hb 4 5 A4

5 RElEHE5ME

2ot FIRFRBUL IR, 138 7 A M NSRBI S & . (2 I S8 H0R i 9 K 2 (1) @b
HBRR; (2) JETEEAAAERT IR, B0 A 8, BA TR AN IR 70 0 L 1tk o 42 2K, k1A 5%
A AR ST SR A 2 N2

5.1 EMBEMIRHSUE

AS/INT T BN R SRR A SOARBEAT JE R0, 3R 5 B, RISEAR BRIl BRI S5 1R A SOA. iZ30A
WEFZH MR, K — SRR RE GBI, 2T, BATA B AR % o iR i A se
PR SR PRI B AW 5C R B b ARAE 8 PR AN RS A, BRATTR W R PE R B 0 P (1) 21
D) e 1 VR (2) Sk AT e R A
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Working
relationship
- 0 0 @@
Y
Teacher-student
relationship

Spouse
relationship Parents

Social

relationship
- 0 @@

Blood Children
relationship

Affinity Siblings
relationship

Righteous
relationship | |ttt

3 (MEEhRFE) 85 AR AR

Figure 3 (Color online) Part of the inter-personal relation tree

Character
relationship

Family
relationship

r

Co-occurrence
relationship

* 5 IAKENCARS

Table 5 Example of entry introduction text

Entry ID Entry name Entry introduction text
28 kA BEH (Yao Ming), 1980 £E 9 A 12 HHAET LiEH#ICKX,
MFEVL T3R8 75 T SR X R, 1 PO iz sl 5 .

*6 “B5 BHERANKIIER TG

Table 6 Some pattern examples for identifying the value of “height”

Pattern Example

[1-2]{1}]0-9]{1,2} (cm|CM|Cm|cM K| A 53) 183 cm/183 CM/183 A%
[1-2{1}(\-[0-9%)? CK| A JX |m) ([0-9]*)? 1K 83/1.83 m/1 K/1 m
(-2 ) CK) ([~ == s B A L{1,2}H[0-9%) —2KJ\/1 KN\=/—K 83/1 K 83
(== R AE) O REER) (- == o) F ek 7)2 —HRR =g/ =ZRA

5.1.1 ETHMIEMEIRS]

A N SEARIE o xS R M B A R A, TSR, A TE — vt TR s
R, Blan «Brer JRYEEIRBIRIREINER 6 Pos. S1xRm0 AR PR, 75 5 8 Mt AT 5CEK, B
BIARAHE 5% 55 IR A S S RN & TR S5 SR BN ST BL P 77 8 B, MRz 45 RAE N S s i s
VEAR. 202 T 3 IR, [F)RE 0 P] R b — SV AR R IERA B 5, TR b A 2% DA S0 245 SRR DAty S BB
R G35
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e/
[ \

Combine Word2Vec Five-stroke Segment
the parts embedding embedding embedding

t
Feature E=
CNN
extractor d _ ‘
. . g
Flve-stroke. font En Fd 5
representation . .
k

Chinese

characters H * ¥
Word segment B I S

4 (MEIRTE) THBRTSS 5 (MEREE) £F CNN fEZHSEHEN
Figure 4 (Color online) Char vector representation Figure 5 (Color online) Feature extraction of Five-Stroke

coding based on CNN

5.1.2 ETHEAEMLIRS]

ST JE R0, FRATR LA N AUARE . H R V2 A] TR P A AT () R A
By 22251 TSI 45 RIS, AR AR T IS FS-BILSTM-CRF F7 7 bRid: A A ) i Jes 1
PN RS

[F) b 2R 1Y (1 Ja PR I8 A AR TR 2B, i “igsh I H” W@ MRS, 2Bk 1) <27, “Bk
O Bk CFRHD B B A, REEFRTAAMPI TIRRRE. Bk, ASCFE LSTM JEAt b, 5] AN
T HEHRG K F MR RN ) RIARE ). B F R NIE (five-stroke font input method) #&
— A Y RGN, A28 NVEARYE I S B ERHE, X AT b, B SRR L I
SREUH D70 R T g A, A A ia R S BARZE & X TR L L 2B g S 17, SR ONN 4
FREUZ DI TR, X T ANE T 28 1 R N U BRARDU 74, Al 48 8 P A w4t — 2R,
WAk, 2 &30 40 B AR, FRAT TS A) 4, IR D) 405 B 4573 3] segment embedding.
AR EANTE Word2Vee F-[al E4f4, 192 ) 510 B 3R0R.

fst = CNN(FS(z)), (1)

er = wy D fsy P sy, (2)

Horp oy ZoRFINF IR ¢ DI ZIDT, w, AIZDTH) Word2Vee T A&, s, NWEVIME B4, FS
TR TR RO TS R AL DL <A 7P, &z RN WA 4 Bos, o, CNN #ibug
FoRFET CNN B TLERADRFIESR A, a1l 5 k.

LSTM LA RNN fEJyEERE, S0 AT S 17, Bs1], iR 05 B E ST R 58
5, BER AL B FIAC AR R R, LSTM ) 32 220 040 T o

ir = (e Wei + he—1-Whi + b;), (3)
oy = U(et'Weo + htfl'Who + bo)v (4)
fo = o(er:Wet + hy—1-Wh + by ), (5)
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Et = tanh(et~WeC =+ ht—l'th + bc), (6)
¢t = [tOci—1 + it O¢, (7)
h; = 0;® tanh ¢y, (8)

Hrb e, RE t HZIHIN, o 0FE sigmoid BEL, © R ICEEBUBE, ir, o, f; 20N ¢ B2
TS T, BRI R, G0, e, he 2019 ¢ IR S MRS « GHRDIRAS, R BEERRA. %
FAGBRIH e, LSTM EREIEM o1 & e, TR, HBZREM by,

CRF 22 ERE A BMUARE T F. ST —HBMANTFI X = (21,22, ..., 2,), HETFZETFH] Y =
(Y1, Y2y - -+ s Yn), FeAF505E XN

n n

Score(X,Y) = ZAymyul + ZPMU (9)
i=0 i=1
Horh A NERAS DR, Ay, 4, RAMIRE v BB g B9, Py, R« MRANRE
WAREABRRE yi BT, yo M yngr 73 BINFREE P IR IR PRSI R bR, IRA L H— 5 215
NIRRT B 1 2% AT R

eScore(X,y)

Score(X,7)’
EQEYX €

Hrb vy RopBIANFI] X A A RERIAREE P IS A IR R ORAE SN (10) B FCSEARZE Py 21 A £
AR, e 0t B I SCARRIERS, BOH 2 T AR o AE SRS 51:

p(y|X) =

(10)

y* = arg max Score(X, 7). (11)
YEYx
EEXT@IE p, EAEIRIUE A B VER AN SR, B NSRS p & 1 HJE VEAE AR AE T 2% i A
AR SR IS N B SRS, T UIZREES p B R AR AL, S Ja R I GREF AL, Xf
A NS I35 p i@ PEAE.

5.1.3 EHEMLE

LR VEEA AT & T, FATIA 2B BUBUNR RS R A 1L SRR, A A S 1 21 1 1) 2 22
X ENE AL RIS AT I — R IR A 5 T R VB RE BEAT 7 — (LR RS L pr, sRTRPEEA
WA ZIA R KA LAEES Hye, WNZAVESH R pr EAER IR BATE X Hp- W
NSRBI ASCARBAT p* JEIEE RN, & RGN AR, WHHT Bk, 504 Z5 88 pr 8
RIS

AT TRAR AR AR VEAZAE — SRR, WAFAE PR B3 Sedk, JL MR IRIEEDY <00,
AN IZ IR VE A ARSI U SR V) SR PR EAF R IR, 5 R GLRENEAE A SCA
WO EE R “PEn) R, WHEAT B e, SNPRHZ AR “MEn) R E .

5.2 HBREMEME

B (alias) A2 E TS ASMAAFR, — D ANPISLART LA 2504, WBERR. RS, filn
P A B REG S “tefr RERIUSEAR X R, AT, ARk, A1 Him %4
PRAERTEAL TR, FAt e B 2 % Sk B 51 S A4 B R B 7 2R BONZ SR 5 4.
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Training %

Prediction

Alias
knowledge
base

Cleaning and|
correctio!

Alias set

o | Alias training
>
set

Intro text for

entities with |— Bpot-
aliases strapping

Intro text for > Candidate alias

entities set
Intro text for

entities without
aliases

Add positive examples to
knowledge base

Bl 6 A BIRRIRRIELE

Figure 6 Flow chart of alias recognition module

x7 “HB” BRKIR

Table 7 Common sources of “alias”

Source Frequency Source Frequency

4 1015465 75 22960

L& 163707 HoAth 22 F5 9451
a4 74988 PE 4 9010
K 43595 AR 7585

A A AE R b BAT SR A, NS 44 5 i Sk PRI S RE AR R Sk, BBAb, 4
R Z AN B A, HAE R IR 2 R4k, PRI o2k TR0 0 77 AT R0 T 1Rl i A v
AR AR AT SR 44 25 BB RS, A TR 44 5 8 IR MEREAT X 43, X JL SR ) AL B

AKICKH Bootstrapping Bl {771, LA “value-pattern-value” )77 RIEAR, FREGH ) ( SEAR - G
) AR, XTI EE R, IRA T N RAREEAT B R B, PRkt BAE B RS R O
(SR — 4 ) 5, IR AR REE. B 6 ol 4R n B i HEZE 1.

5.2.1 MFHIZEEWE

FIRE 4 WA g5 IR, IAR B GRS VE 2 kIR @ 1k, 22 7 Z%s 1 LR E Wil 44
Tk, AV BN BHERSRES N I T AR s € I, HARESN A, WEFENN d, W
T E—%F ac Ay Hoa#s, ¥IN s FIH4.

T H P AN A% A —, AT E G S0, TATHFEXE NP TR GRS A, #ATEE, &
TEAF B TAE s MARHER B S, THBEE RRBIINE 8 in. &iEVE, mAMNLEELEEEN
26 i, HXME—524K s ¥ |Ag] > 0. FRATHE TS RN TRAE 500 26074, IERNCN 496 %%, 15 TE
IERFEN 99.20%.

5.2.2 Bootstrapping HEX

ETEP RN ES, TATT L T SFA I Sk S A 5% 8 (1) SRR T Hoa) 2%
a1 (2) 2SR R — A 44 AR A 2% B .
FAE H IE 7] 5 KULEL SV (forward maximum matching method, FMM), BAX24ET A4 ¢ & K i
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* 8 HBRFAEREBS RB

Table 8 Some examples of alias value

Entry name Alias string Result after cleaning

WA T - 4Ehn BIREEL « 4EM1. Alex  Lex BIEE S « 400, Alex, Lex
Bk 4=44: Paul Mohsen Paul Mohsen

IKESF I AGESFHEIN (KGESFIRAK) HGESFRLAR

WA /N Mizuki Kotori (%' &) Tori Meadows (33 4) Mizuki Kotori, Tori Meadows
EER TS E N e, & FL

* 9 —RHIBAIRIIHE

Table 9 Pattern extraction of general aliases

Entry name Alias Entry intro

A Rl sssZ&H, HAMERKRE E AN, AMIKZ AT, EEE

* 10 MHEFAESEER]BRIRAHE

Table 10 Pattern extraction with entities/aliases nearby

Entry name Alias Entry intro
R REEIL, = KFFE SSS M A X KMEH, T =ZkHE, ¥, 19401 A% . EEE

® 11 B BIHERR IS R G

Table 11 Some examples of alias pattern

Pattern Frequency
N ) 1504
B7 ##, L7 335
\entity , F ## , £ 225
% \alias , ## 55 . E 62

HITA SRR A2 A R 2R, AT & IR AR A IR SR T HEAT 2R X IR 44, BATSRICL e
FEE R BRI AN — RO 4 R, D07 R, SRATIFE SO AR A N 3 ALRF € 74
A 2RI 41 -

(1) X+ R4, TATLLZA A BTG 3 AT AR Wk 9 Fron: R SR A
AW Z N ## . BB, Hp g MRFEILE R 7, B AUCRAARE.

(2) 2504 F B R I Se AR B LA m A4 B, R AR ie I F B — MY BN E . IR 10 Ps: B0 <k
T8 A, SRR “\entity A 44 ## , 5 \alias”, A2 “Hl A 4 #4, 5 =7 Zid
FEANRE T LA IE L B AL (unigram) ZREUBES, TARZIEIEARC “\entity” 1 “\alias”, PRUEIZAAE
N UGEACIT, AR LA A 250 B 1 2 SR AN LA ) 4. AT AE AN SR HERA R I IE D0 T, S 1 0 44 Pl
DRSNS

DNERE TR AR, AT B R AT VAl BT bR A (1) B BLRR; (2) A
AR A IR R BTG ME BRI DURAE N ZRE h B IR R 2R, FFREATHER, ZEHU5
ERE AR, DLCEEATR e Al 2R 11 F258 1 LR oA (R K

1012



HEB FEERE B 50E BT

* 12 AEREAETEREERIE ERSSIER

Table 12 Experimental results of different models on distant supervised data

Model Precision (%) Recall (%) Fy score (%)
CRF 75.07 80.07 77.49
LSTM-CRF 80.03 80.79 80.41
IDCNN-CRF 80.13 81.40 80.76
FS-BiLSTM-CRF 83.95 81.04 82.47

5.2.3 HlBDAB[BUE

(1) GRS MAR. 0T3R4 55, JATHEINGR— A7 88K 5 3 H0 P B i 45—
(AR — 4 ) ARG R T R 44 Ok B JRATT 3 R B R A 261 ONIN 71 DL LSTM 281 4
Ny AR IEAT X L SE S8, DOREURAE /AR, M BB se in, FRATH 3 R8I0 2 iE 4
(s RIS 2250 44 Fevh, DASESEBN B s it 5 3h #0508 8 3l (8l 3A.

(2) 73 FRFAERIE. ) A4 AE R SEARIR 55 —WR AR, JLARACIERER, BA W OARRE. X K& 73l 44,
FRATTRE S 7L A 8 B AH S AR S SRR, AR ST 44 BITAE B ST AR R B A8 3 73 R RFAE.

L TSCHEHE (contextual feature). H 54 K4S, WAL R T SO R AR %A B
HONEEA SRR 4. iR L csr s <AL SR BORMEE I BILAE ) 44 F L RIS 28 A T Je 2
ANFAT, R ERARFIEARAR.

IEEYHE (distance feature). {EBRAFREZIRIELLT, AT 66l AE 24§y LA 1 73] 44,
L R T i B SO 1 AV SV & NIy 11 3 S S B 107 AR £ i B 3 1 1 3 R M . S -
B R IE R A 4 <Rl ARIEUEE, )4 5 SEAR R BRI, 129 44 4 24 A SEAA ) 0l 44 HO AR
RO DRI RATTR FH 9 5 0 R B A D RALE.

(3) NZRBE b IE . FATLAFT SREE 0 44 e 5 AR il g, A 22 MY 7 e R SR HEAT — 70
K, KHEIAT 44 56 5 R I RE M 290 (7732, JFAIG IE ). By i@ i &, X BA
LIINYISES T G524 s TRMRIA d, BATRIRILED, 193] s MUCECS RS A, O s 1051
PEAN A, W Ay e Ay HOA, = A, — A7, Horbr A B A, SAMPICECSE RES. SHE—H14 o, € A,
M a, € Ay I, AT A NIES]; FIRER, 2 0, € A7 B EAE Y 541

5.3 LIRS

AN I R MR A A A2 AT VR4, H T A% B BEROR, B S R AR AE R o IR RR A
RMEARE, FEERERIUAN R o 45 BN R IER], S BRI FRS SLhrgs RAAME M ZE. IR
BRI RAE I 77 AT P-4, X TRk AR IO SR, RATAZ IR E HIMEH S 5.

NGRS ST TR FH 1) 7 S AR AR L A 85, FRATT RIS B T 2 AN R 7 B b v A A 3R A7 S 65
FATTAIE T B R0 5 0 M A b 4L 5000 2555088 & R 1E R B S, LOmfe B bR 2 4
YERIEBIEES, 00K HA T CRF 22, LSTM-CRF 23, IDCNN-CRF 24, L }% FS-BiLSTM-CRF #f#!
AT, A UL Fy (BT R S MERY RO AR —Mett, SRBeRH 5 4138 XBHIE, 45 Rk 12 Fis.
M 12 A LLE H, FS-BILSTM-CRF fEiZ8#E 4 AR fefd:, BRI A S R 24K FS-BILSTM-CRF
1R @ MR AR

X HA W R ) JE A, SR AR Ok FLEAT HO0). 7R3 13, FRATTZI 7 3840 ) &5
REUF R, AN RS KA 500 S id sk T IR (3ETE 3000 %), T2 TR (1) )& PRI
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* 13 ETHNEEMIRASEER

Table 13 Experimental results of rule-based attribute recognition

Attribute Range Sampling accuracy (500) (%)
55 Numbers, letters and Chinese 99.20
(LN Numbers, letters and Chinese 96.20
=H Numbers, letters 95.00
FE Chinese 96.00
kit Letters, Chinese 97.40
BUATHIS Chinese 98.60

* 14 ETHREMBMIAANSIHER

Table 14 Experimental results of model-based attribute recognition

Attribute Range Category Total number Sampling accuracy (500) (%)
A 627454 99.00
HiAE H i Numbers, Chinese = el 2020
’ C 72348 100.00
D 32856 96.20 93.40
A 64773 96.80
o B 56743 95.80
I H Numbers, Chinese C 41918 99.80
D 716 96.40 95.60
A 62474 97.20
. B 113837 93.80
H A= by Chinese C 31327 99.00
D 20889 97.00 87.20
A 51374 93.40
=22 A Chinese 2 28215 2.7
C 30153 97.40
D 21221 87.40 84.60
A 234951 94.20
EEV pEAR Chinese, English 2 37O 5.2
’ C 10620 99.60
D 7475 92.80 89.20
A 396757 94.60
. ) B 25389 93.00
Rl Chinese C 14567 99.80
D 2362 93.20 88.60

wha2 i, TAIGETH T BRI SE IR AOR, BT
-A: JEYE [[RB1E] BH SORFE LR,
-B: JETER SR DRAVE] 2 H SRFE IR,
-C: RBEMRAEHAAAE B —BEAT T, BOH SCRAE IR,
-D: REEMRAMEAAAAE A -BERAF N, BH L& BRI,
PRT R, & 14 MU B MR ROR, b BRATH A B A2 (A, B, C, D)

1014



HEB FEERE B 50E BT

* 15 BMAERIEESEERIL

Table 15 Coverage comparison before and after attribute completion

Attribute Original coverage (%) New coverage (%)/A (%) | Attribute Original coverage (%) New coverage (%)/A (%)
E2A 4.61 24.21/+19.60 R 35.63 37.02/+1.39
H A 5.61 15.83/+10.22 G 7.93 8.32/40.39
HAEH 56.36 66.05/49.69 A 5.80 6.06/+0.26
el Bigz 21.10 28.78/+7.68 =H 0.27 0.51/+0.24
23 H 5.81 10.21/+4.40 S 2.58 2.65/+0.07
BUATIH 2.80 4.45/41.65 it 0.02 0.03/40.01

* 16 HIBIMENAY 7 HSLINEER

Table 16 Experimental results of alias extraction

Model Precision (%) Recall (%) Fy score (%)

MaxEnt 98.07 38.93 55.73
CNN 94.59 44.52 60.55
LSTM 95.85 47.07 63.14

IR 500 AT VEAL (FET1 12000 4%). AEESR AT AR H, IRAIME S A EAH LR gh AR — 5,
F G0 AT UL X A s AT AN A A (R 050 SR MR RO 7 B — P b B . R TR AL R A
BRI R, BATRIUEA EARAME AR B —230 (BI85 ©) BB IER =R, K, Shxi
JEPE R AR R A AR S — B 45 R R 15 N BN ARl S 7 s SR X .

EEXE AN 440 EL, ASCR A FRIRE 5 N TRUUARZS & M o R A AT S0, FRATTHE 5.2.2 /)
T T AR S R AR AT I IR I DR, PR TE VISR A B KT 2 HIE#IR KT 30% Ik
3, FF AR 2 AR A o0 AR AT 5 LSz, FRAT I AN [RIRR AR 1) 43 2 48 B 43 R 500 2%,
KH P/R/Fy 18R N TUPAAERL 4025000 st 45 LK 16.

AT DL H S 06 45 SR A A R e v, 38 B o B2 SR O b P B KR I R A i O T B R
B B AR IR, 236 RO TR FE 2 )AL, ONN B AR 22 5 1 R R KT LSTM #E A,
T LSTM 73045 5 i P vHEAff %6 [R] B ik 21 fe i 1) 4 [ 2R JRAT 1A SEAE CRAEHER R AT IR T, RATREZ Hh
SREUH 2 IR A AR RS ) R R S BATBIE Py 5= LSTM 1E N4 R 245 1, Hedth
BUELH) ( Sk - 144 ) XF 8908 4%, LA kMR N 95.85%.

6 SES5RE

AR T IR AW R I RN R, AT AN s AN O R AT H— Ak
B, ORAH R E B A RIRIEICE YR — AR, it B i s R AR R, AT SR A 35
FIEAT R PE AN A 8. 2 RGO T T RN SR T 75 2 =T N A .

MRTRRA NP6 R S RUBLA SR BN, IR MERIOC RS BB E. X T AR & 3 — g X
IR, ASO JE LR S5 00T 122k, Mok 730 20 1)l 17 244 s 1 oA M55 TR0 e DA X 7 o) i
I, & 2N R S T R AR, DUREEA SO A DL . BATIER R TR B8 2
Tt AN [F) SRR (0 b A2 SO 36, AT A T R AE NS 2, ADoK RN I ZIZI#AE AL AL, fnfe
BERARAL AR, S ST RT3 % H AR AT AR A AR R R 1) . 4 I 4 A 2 S0 R S 55 1)
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Attribute identification for Chinese inter-personal relation knowl-
edge graph based on encyclopedic text

Yifan YANG, Jin MA, Haitao WANG, Zhenggiu HE, Wenliang CHEN" & Min ZHANG

School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China
* Corresponding author. E-mail: wlchen@suda.edu.cn

Abstract An accurate and rich inter-personal relation knowledge graph (KG) not only provides a clear intro-
duction of persons and the interconnections among them but also provide knowledge support for the intelligent
service system. At present, most KGs are based on the encyclopedia tabular data. In this article, we mainly
describe how to make full use of encyclopedic text to build a high-quality inter-personal relation KG. For solving
the problem of missing attributes and errors in tabular data, we propose a method of combining pattern match-
ing and deep learning models to extract attribute information from text data for attribute identification. The
experimental results show that our method can effectively improve the coverage and accuracy of KGs.

Keywords knowledge graph, inter-personal relation knowledge graph, attribute identification, information ex-

traction
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