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Nested Named Entity Recognition Based on Span Boundary Perception

CAI Yu-Xiang', LUO Da', GAN Yang-Lei', HOU Rui', LIU Xue-Yi', LIU Qiao', SHI Xiao-Jun®
'(School of Computer Science and Engineering, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu 611731, China)
*(Institute of Information Science, China Electronics Technology Group Corporation, Beijing 100086, China)

Abstract: Named entity recognition (NER) is a fundamental task in information extraction and aims to locate the boundaries of entities in
a sentence and classify them. In response to the fuzzy boundaries of nested entities based on span detection models, this study proposes a
nested NER model based on span boundary perception. Firstly, it utilizes a bidirectional affine attention mechanism to capture the semantic
relevance among word tokens and then generates a span semantic representation matrix. Secondly, it designs a second-order diagonal
neighborhood difference operator and establishes a span semantic difference mechanism to extract semantic difference information among
spans. Additionally, a span boundary perception mechanism is introduced to employ the local feature extraction ability of sliding windows
to enhance the span boundary semantic differences, thereby accurately locating the entity span. The model is validated on three benchmark
datasets of ACEO04, ACEOS, and Genia. The experimental results show that the proposed model outperforms related work in entity
recognition accuracy. Additionally, the study conducts ablation experiments and case studies to verify the effectiveness of the proposed
semantic difference mechanism and span boundary perception mechanism, providing new ideas and empirical evidence for further research
on NER.

Key words: nested named entity recognition; span classification; difference operator; bidirectional affine attention mechanism; span

semantic cognition
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2 BB oo e b g e

5 B E Ay 2 SEAR IR A (named entity recognition, NER) {145, A& 8@ i tHEALAHBYF B, iR A SCARH H B
MIscist R, A4 4. AWML, HIAEE, AT HEH SCA A & i s s R, N R i ok R B
FAEREC O, 2 R G VAT S S R SE R, SR 1T, HRAE Finkel 25 A\ PRI TR B, Ay 4 SCAAGE H LA ZE AT
RAAE T AT KBRS0 7 H (0 ST S M T8 52 2%, AT 00 T W28 B S Ak 1 0 52 . BRIk, 1k 5 i 44 K
AR5 (nested named entity recognition) & NER L 45T I Bk ik 2 —.

AR TR E Ay 44 SRR 1) S TR BN AN S BL IR AT 55, RIS 45 58 15 ) X, RRZAE ) TR i 4 o
AL BT T (sier) , FHARTN AR 46 TR AR B 2R 8L () . e

[The minister of [the department of education],], convened a meeting.

ZAiB A H ACEO05 i £, H A& Wi/ B A iy 4 SL4K: the minister of the department of education 1 the
department of education, 737l # iR 4 PER F1 ORG 284, RI N 4 FIH RN 4.

WA IR 2 S R JE, 2 T W48 IR1E 5 B4 32 R F T 4 SRR IR BT 25 B0 AR SR R BFR
(73 VO iy 44 SRR B e R A R B BRI 100 A, R R 92 48 W 1 JEL SR AR T iy 44 SR B HE A 3R AR 17T, FH
TR SR TE B O 4 ¥ 47 7E (ACEO4 Il ACEOS ¥ 1T 30% B A AR (E MR A, S84
FUFRIE 7 V275 b PR R S 1 RE AN TR E .

T E AR E G L SR B R R R EG LUT 4 0 BT RN BTRYERN L. ETEE
PP R4 1 5102 L R T FE A ) ik, Sk, ST 2 5 3 U Pl A IR R A P N 22 2 S AE S, SeBl
22 A (0 1825 iy 44 SRR . 1 A A R i U O T R i 44 SRR A T B A AT 45, ISR
Transformer FRIAERYZE K, BTG AL B 1 TARFRZS. T8 B AR 4 W 2% (10 i U™ 200 i 78 8 I h g i /) 7 o
JITA AT RE (¥ S AR R TR 6 R, SEBILHRAES A 44 SIUR IR ). 3518 P MO8 11 D vk B2 B e 28 S A
T AT R I SEAA IS ) AR SUAS 2T -85 88 1) SRR AR 28, SEIRL R i 48 SRR IR TR,

T PR 25 FE R 2 i 4 SRR 0 5 VR SR 55 25 R O SR 11 S 2R G SR (b Ak B Sk R R D) R
i E R PP AR, B TR SO IR AE AR A G R B e, B M Sk RIA T L %, G EONAT TR A R
(18 25 SR TR 2 T ARDURE 0 o0, 57592 20 9 Ml LA T Bl BE 88 B 2 I Fo i S 2 5 20, AT 51 2 25 S A i k)
m R N, fER 1 R AT 1 g, B “the Alabama-Florida line”“Florida™ Alabama”#f & SEAA, SR 1 55 &
“Alabama-Florida line” £ ESL{&. BT “Alabama-Florida” F1“the Alabama-Florida line” 3% = K /1A 7o, S E Sk 5
e so ks FEFEE R ARF . FIAE, T2 1 AT 2 4, BT 324K “a man with a gun” 5Bk gun L =L E
T 7C“gun”, FECA RIS B 1 i 4% ST SCRAEESE . (81t Gn SR B3R s BEAT SURMI N 20 2538, 1 38 0 i 46 T4 1Y)
21 RSN AN 53 28 () PR KA

Another tornado hits Geneva, near the Ma-ﬂ(};id}a line, said\l\’la—yoll' Warren Beck.
GPE GPE  PER
LOC ‘ PER

GPE
Breaking news out of long beach, a situation involving a 2-year-old and a man with a gun.
— —
GPE WEA
PER PER

K1 ACE HERHE A AN & B SEAR 17 1l 7 7

DA B IR T, AR SO T — A i PR T SRR B R i 44 S AR R ARG 5 R T D S22 AR
S 3N RS AE. ST F3E 52 16 A 40, BT BES 25 50 45 3 11 A AR AE 2, AT K R SR AE I P4 SR 7R 5 ]
HHf B, AT A R T i 48 SR P SRR A SRR L B ok B, FRATTR OO G Y (biaffine
model) ZE 5 B 15 SCRIRAERE, FF it — 4L Bt M AR 70 oy RSB IS FE R 15 2 A5 2. TR, SRATT52
T Fh T E G B (convolution kernel) FS 24 A IBHIAL], 47 K i 2 1] 1 S22 5345 2 AR BRI 1L, AT
B AERA I E L SRS FE A B 5] B, (A 2 T iy 44 S AR SR ARSI Bk an
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1) ASCHE T — b T8 B 120 SRR IR 1R B i 44 SRR AR, AR B 06 A7 RO R SR T B L2
S, HETFE T i 44 SEAAR I (1 HE R 2.

2) ASCHR M T — R R E i 4 SER B T X, S I 51N L TE SO A LA AN 10 A B, RES A
B SEAR R BRI 1 SCZE 5, AT A R0 A 0k 5 S AR [R]85 SC320 S5 4 1] .

3) ARSCAEH T A 44 S AR 5 A58 2 A ) ACE04, ACEOS LA J% Genia 3X 3 AN 42X A5 80 P REEAT B0,
F5 H AT ERMIAOC TARRAT T HERELLAEL. SCU b AR, BB ) 2 125 5 0 F R T F) % 25 i 44 SE AR U 52 2
(IR R R I P T A R TAE.

1 HEXIME

W SCAE B AR I PRI, iy B SEAR RN C & BN AR TE S A B A AR R TS 2 —. TR G
W FEHh, i 44 SRR 138 B @A R e FU AR AR 5%, A8 P SIS B S H B e KR 2R IOAR 28 2 471, R, AR 481
7 BUBRE AR TG A B R AR 25 4. RS i 44 SEA IR E A i 44 SEA R i — Ry R R 2, B IR AN BLZ A
HARE M 2 SR a0 k. Bk, B dr 2 SRR NER [1— AN INE JR B SRR 04T 55 . AR S xR
AR AN R 5 i, 42 R R @7 U0 4 28, 3B —HET 0 A AX .

B FRET SRR BT BIE BRI Z B RE Ry & Sk, il B B~ 7 R B bR
PR X ITIEAE T — ANRFRR I 2 RS, F SR o AR R B2 IR, R — 2 RN B i — )2 IR S 4. Wang 26 A1)
Wit T —Fh & B g5 0 5 PUAREHELE, I8 I B AL M4 B T _E b B S2 4. Shibuya 25 N UHRER T IR
ARG 7 2, DLAANEI P 0905 O/ 2 B P 2 i bR s, 78 ok Fodibat b, e i HE R fe R AR 1 52,
Wang 25 A\ U fght 7 sCE AT ek, BT b5 T 7 B AN SRR IR G M, XA T e B, R R
TS 4N [ O B AN AT, Zhang 25 A POV et 2% Bk S pA) R S IR VRE DR TR SR B, T R A A
A RE. QR TR B IREE M T A M T T E A, TR BRI MER S TR R SR LS4k, thah, 7R3
B, A2 AT B 28 B 2 R E IR R Sk, MR T2 2 W77 VE T BETIE AL B P & 2k IR E 25 1), S E0R)
ANHER.

552 Pl BT P B AE R T ik T R B AR R T AR P AR AR B SR T A B B BR A, X P AN R
ATATT AN AR B . 33 25 T LA P 4% 2 B M L% Bl A e 30 1 28 Sk A2 O B bR A Strakov 25 A U H —F 5 51l
FIFEF (Seq2Seq) ZEH3 AR5 BILOU #RVERN T (begining, inside, outside, last, unit) ISR, HhAh, Yan 25 A1
PR —Fh 45 & %A% (conditional random field, CRF) F14: BRI AL (1) 48— Seq2Seq A AESE, DLIR Sy 4 52
PR P BRI B 1. E M R 2 SEAR I JE B 2 I, ST 70 AT B 4 Hh A B A4 ot ) 8L, BT 20 T ) T A
R E RS 5 SR T, S U R R B, H IR0 AR A R S SR i) i 44 SR I B AN S i), LA g 7
A i 22 kRS 1) .

B3 PR AT PR I 4% 1) 5 i BT B I 26 1) 5 i ) TR B I, R SEARE R, K s
A4S Y L T 3 R D e . IR T DA ST A D R ST A A S DR B R i T, 8 B S AR 4% (graph
convolution network, GCN) 3% T BIHEAT 4L SR B 7326, Lu 5 NS5 N T —F ) T 1 3R i B SRR K i R %
7K. Katiyar 2 N U4 H T 1025 NER 1145 (08 BEZoR, JFEIT LSTM W48 o8kl 2% 5188 P 45 4. 3T I i s
44 SEAR VRN T 1 TR N R PR, G R A R R R SR L TR R R o0 SR AR G &R, X A AR BV ) B A R AL,
THEEROR, 75 2R PRI 8] e Ak, ALl et T S A R PR At T B o EL A 1) 0Tl AT 7 ) A 1) Ak 32
FIRETLYI Z5.

Bt 13 ) B, Sohrab 28 A B HY T — R T8 E iy 4 SEAR UL TV, K R A 4 SR IR BT S EE— R
A1 125 R AU i) R 2% 7 VAR A AL B T T R I SEAAR I BE, X i B AT I VAT G 3, A4S B R A IR IR SRR
FESCHR [21] BORF FU 360 b, — LR 70 B 70 BG4 BT, 2 50 1 o R 5 (2 S VR g s L) B T
W7k, o, S BARRYE M TAEZ — /2 Yu S AT H AR PO A TSR A T 30U SR 2 oLl SR o i Sk 35



FEHRIA o 2 R A2 1L, FF A8 IS 2 3R A RN 5 FE AR 70 el T LT R AR S vk, Ja SR TARHCR A 1 XA
A, Zhu %N E SRR SR T I ST EOR, DL O 2 B 1 AE . Yan S8\ USSR
FhEE P 26 R R L P 5 HLAR T 2 TV ) O &R Yuan 25 N BB A A A0 R, BRI G, G5, BREBEAIHOGES
JEZ, R 55 FEROR.

55 DAERIRIT FEAN R, AR SCHR Y 7 3 T 18 P 0 IR R ) 0 5 i 44 SR TR R, 2 B TR Sl 1 e B8 2 2 () £
MG BAE A R aURHE R B B AR oh, et 1 SC2 U AN 2 P30 S R 8 oL A A
SRS J5E 2 IR R S S, A R B A 3t e 7 98 1 iy 44 S SRR SRR WA, 8 P S 0 LA T AR A5 5 15
[B)TE SCEFAE R PR, #5 B SR L E L B S T (8] 1 2 05 B, SRR B SCAA I SORALE, ki
5 R 2R B e S SRR R S SEAA T, AT e 2 iy 44 SRR PR P

2 REER

ARSCHEH T — PRIk T8 B 10 SUBRN B R 2 i 4 SR I v, S oty 380 i FRD SIS A 1 7 e S AR 2 TR G 2
B, AR R X 48 S 0 B8 4 ANJERERE L 1) BEREE IS 3%, 7E T 2548 S A58 BER TP ] 0451k 2w i
A b, SIS LI, WG e B 1R SCRAEFE FE; 2) 78 X Z2 40 BBk, i Wvk vt M 4RIz 7 7, W5 TR
RTINS B BT R RN, 3) U AR, Mg — 2] ST FITE A AU, A A iR SCE S,
TR AVE E 1 4 SEAR IR IR IR; 4) 15 BEvE SUARIE 38, kT 2R M AR AT 28 X 7E iy 42 SEAR EAT 43 95, Bk, B 2 WA
AR N 15 S mAG A%, 5 15 15 S oy B, 1 P8 a0 SRR A He DL % 5 P A SUARID 2% 15 56, 4 F) T “Another
tornado hits Geneva, near the Alabama-Florida line, said Mayor Warren Beck.” i1 \ 75 & 1& S 4wl 28 o SR 443 A) 71
PERERRFERE MO L ARG, 5 BT L2 S R H 8 58 S 3R A ZE 3 T D,w Do Dy, VAR D ¥ M° 3%
1R B 2 TR TE X B Z2 50 387 M2 R M7 . 3, O T SRS IR 5 ) b B TR AR B I 22 Sk, AT 4 Tl A
FA—AN0] % ) B B RY R I8 (A1 22 A5 B R A E [, /5 208 i S M° MY . e, iEid 244
T2 RG22 0 e, R S5 A 4 18 T 1 U B D R T R A SRR I MO, i S JE I R B R AE FE p. @ R
INFE BRI PR AE.

B 75 iE
M BB 2 4R L B R
N
the 7 -1 S S S
O] 5 w7 891011 1 < EJA_/[’ 1 3 El >KC()nVl 35 E pRAEAUL
Alabama g o B 0 =S 1 allc et |~ 01 THH
- . 1E i a ~ o SZZH'—H:
pora ] & ey
Line 11 |obf 5 I I s 5-—*&%& S Alabamayy,
il 5 S Floridaygpy,
] o Dn, The Alabama-
4 ¢ B ' Florida liney o
2 HRAIHEZE
21 EFHEEX

RS BN TN X = (X1, %, ..., %), 0% SRR 55 1) B AR 2 R0 ) 7 Hh I 7E 1 SE Ak, R B 2600
Ti5E U SEAR RIS T = (11,1, ) FHI— DAL B E BT, — N EETT RS A—A =008 (sieints)
Horps, RSRRIITE, o RIALERIIE, 1 e T RIMRKA.

2.2 BEIEN YRS

PEHE T8 5 (1) SEAR A 7 vk v, R RS ) 7 b BT (R85 3 38R, T DAAE BRIBTE STk, O 1 3RA5 58 N3 & (115

SURRAE, ASCEAT T — SRR UmiDas. A B TN X = (x, X, ). B 58, R TRIIZRBER BERT K1 JC x; [
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BT AT AR B Im b it B 4 AR 5

b, A EIA) IR SRHER R R H . KR, WA TR & 4% (feed-forward neural network, FNN) 34T 7]
TCHRST AR 3, BRI S BRI AR JCHIE X RN & (hyh, ). To)5, 58 F 07 S A B Rl 125 B Sk AR o
TG (hyohe ) VATCKE RS B (1) 58 B 3R 7R 01wy, , T 3RSk R 1] T8 X3 2 8] A SCRE DG, AT A g 8 18 SR R
B MO e RP | Hodb ) [ONA)FRIKEE, d ES BETE SCRRHIE I B 48 5. AR T B P BE Ak Sk R oG, AR SCR
JE B4 0B AL 1) 88 3 48 Sk 3 e R 1] G 2 TR B AR Sk, T DA At 3l 80 Sk R 3] G 2 TR 38 SCBE R B 5B 4,
U7 S AL B R 1] 7 45 A 1R T BT A RS P TR SCARAE, ) BSOS A SR R, {8 T )5 10 S B AR B LA 2 s
PRAERS. XSkl e BRSO i, RIA G B R 5108 ) NS S, RFoRmE My, AKX T:

hy, = GELU (HW,)

h, = GELU (HW,) (O]

M}, = (i@ h[l@wy) W+ h[ilUR 1"

Ho, hyh, e R* W ABRIRZEG wi; e RONEEEE S, SRR, ¢ NFSIE 5 B IRNEL W,, W, e R W e RO
AU e RP® BN RTINS HGERE, r X0 RIESG o B K E MPHERAE; GELU 2y GELUs BUFE R (A
FHERRIR, 2 M AT MO RERE RS AR E, B S, s AP FIE K, JF Hoet i Zont 7%,
2.3 BEENESER

TE 15 FE RN FEBE MO R, MU2S A R FE 4o i R K BRI SRR AR DRI A o S 8 7R A S M o 67 VB 7 S e —
T HLRAE RSS2 NS - Roberts 57 PR R, ARSCHRH T —Fhigs BEE S22 4 L. BRI &, AHL
HE S Ve T ARE S [ R A AR 2 A ST R B R AIE IR S, I RN A AR U ERER. BT,
¥R 244 A TR S o A B S A 3, B M3 G HR 2 ST/ I R A SR 5 A P OB T, SR BRI R A 1 ki o, 1T 40
HVBTE Sk

R HE VR R IR, SR R 22 T R IR T Sk R DG 1938 U Ron. i 3 BoR, TEGR D A% A2 B E RoR
FERE A, DUFSFE Sgo A O 353 XIB P, 53k BERA R MES B3 o A T R R LR L, B Sos, Soi 2. 7K
05 1) b B B 2 s 1 B S iR oG RO B T B IR O 0 2 s B R A G i B i, ) R R
“Alabama-Florida” [ 3k F& 17 7o [ A7 & 7379 v 8 Al 10, M FHFF 5 Sy, K Faw. 185 FE R 7m K FE A (1 57k 25 B F R &l
LEARIN.

i) 5 B R HEL B i
1 Another —» B %5
2 tornado 10 11 12
- kiAo
3 hit {78 %8 near the near the near the
4 Geneva Alabama- Alabama- Alabama-
6 Florida Florida line Florida line,
> {6,10} {6,11} {6,12}
6 near
7 the the the the
Alabama- Alabama- Alabama-
§ Alabama 7 Florida Florida line Florida line,
9 - {7,10} {7,11} {7,12}
10 Florida
11 line Alabama- Alabama- Alabama-
12 3 Florida Florida line Florida line,
i v {8, 10} {8,11} {8,12}

B3 Bl R IR AR O i R AR



BT, AT T R R IO A AR 2 T, I TR X A LR (principal diagonal) ARG A1 28
(counter diagonal) J7 [ 5 FZ [R]85 LI M), R M), FSd s P2 A) 18 SO R RO R, A b, TG AR R AR SK L.

THES SR BRSHLL L SOE R T pos:

-1 00
0 10
0 00

D =

14

s Dz':

0 0 -1
01 0 (@)
00 0

=D=1)

{ M}, =D, (M) =M}~ M, )

Milfl =D. (Mzoj) = M?j - M8—1)<j+1)

BeAh, B E B AR R T RN E T (LIRS 1 NESHE TG, BB S XSS BRI b
E M ERTEA E B Flan, B2 AT {8, 9YAI{9, 10} IS FE 2 IR iE L 2E RE B, $IREE] {9, 10} L. K it,
FHEALT {8, M EN M EZ0E L, FEXRHR T MPZESFHT, WESAT (8, 9yF1{9, 10} LHyE L ESR
5 ), B DB EIRES B s R R RO M, M M7 BRI S B S SRR A R s

00 O 0 0 0
Dey={0 1 0| Du=l 0 10 @
0 0 -1 -1 0 0
M;; = Dy, (Mi]j) =M= M, )
M;; = Dr. (Mllj) = Mjj =M

B F Roberts 5T, A SCHEH 1985 FE S SCZE o0 AL BT 38 H R A AR 980 22 7 TSR 3%3 HUMSEAR, B4 T
Roberts 577 7E 1150 H B B R TS 1) B O7. L vk, S G 70 1 5 i V8 S22 S A RN R B 2 20 %k B )
JB, AR ST H IR RS S A LR W T S 7 TR I 2 43 BT, T AN A B B R A SR UG I 2y T

T BIEI SR FE T RE M, RATIR AL 2 (layer normalization, LN)PSFIEGE B ¥ (GELU) X424y
HF LS R HE R A AT IO T, CAIRAS o A1 e i IR0 S22 SRR, 308 1T 440 8 P 1 3/ 5 T 18 S S R IS
FEFERE. M A1 M> BRI A R (6), AR (7) Biw, M" 1 M* HHE RS H AL

M' = D,Block (M°) = GELU(LN(D,, (M°))) (6)
M? = Dy, Block(M') = GELU (LN (Dx, (M"))) @)
H i, D,Block Fs I3 FILRIE LS. Dy, Block 2R g%t LR A1 3B, LN REAGZ, BIZZERHIE
U d HATRRAELL.
2.4 FEEIDRBAER

FEAS B B5 B R)TE S22 515 B IR AR AR B I, DAk — 2 IR B KV B P (0 S22 S A JE I A o P R S Ak (132 7
B B, AT — RS T AT 2 3] B B B FE S T ML ML P B0 B X R AR 3 S R
BHATENZSINBCR A, AR 2 /M LT 0B L ESME R, #— DI ar e M 7 soi i B & 5 ke . A
BT W B A T RS 1018 2 515 B, AL RS G Rt 1 S A7 B AT I8 0 R0 A 1T

BRI, &5, RIS G AUAZ AL FEE S G 32 . B 7 190 3R 15 0 i 1 S22 515 B R TR 2R
Ja, FIRALEZERE B B 7 A LR CERE R, SRS B (R SO RHE B RR R, SR8 B A RE,
M AT 25t S B A R o7 P E (¥ iy 44 Sk, BRSO AR I T

M? = GELU (LN (Conv(M?))) 8
{ M? = GELU (LN (Conv(M?))) ()

M} = Wise (M?© M) + Byye ©)

Hort, Wi e RO B e RYORIEIZSE R — Bk, AR iy SR & B I, IR 0 g .



P

FHF BT RBS b By FARKIR A 7

2.5 BEENHELE
PR T B S22 o AL HUR 5 100 SR IR S B o A A 22 4 RS R AR, oA R AR B MR R T B B 9 SR G TE X
RN T ORE S B0 S 8AE SUE B, BATE MO VR NRETRIME] M° vh, P BI0REE T 56 8645 SUE B IRRIE
Fon. B, I — AN ARID AR T T ST I 28 A 2R
p = Sigmoid (W, (M + M},.)+B,) (10)
Hr, peRX | W, eR™, B, e R, t ATIE XHITAARLERAH. W, M B, B AW IZRINSHL
2.6 ILRRREE
FRAN I F A 32 SR B BOR TSR AR 2R:
L=- Z yijtog(pij) + (1 -y;)log (1= py) )

Ho, y, NEERE S HISARR AL

TETF R AR, BRI R FE Hh, AR Ty R 3 A 1) b = A o053 P LAFRAT PR3 R B = 0
N = A E TR B R B TN AL 2R AR N B R, T LA M T RO R SEAR R KRR, B py; 5 pj BTRE R
1) B S S R S 2t AH ).

FENRI, FA TR HERE p 19BN =M xhRRAE N, R38R pr . ARG RAEH pr 1 =385 R A,

P =py+pi)/2 (12)

FEMRS B EESH Yo 5 NPT, il s AR S A B R OO TR T SR AR SR 35 1
I 0.5), 48 J5 AR TIOIIME 2 %) 0 4 A 5 B R AT B 7 HE T . FRAVTAR B8 7 it B8 B2, in S U AT L 5 D&k e
(s B 1 A I8, RN R 2T B A S s

3 LRSI

AT, BATE S AE T Bl LB DL SN, BT ok, BAAE 3 Ik 4 LI0AE TR S
HEPE. BEAh, AT — R A7 Bh S I6 R R B 4TI, 3R R T AR SCHE H 0 R SO o WL N P i
TR BE 0% 1 3 R 2 S A ] O3 SCZE 5, RN AN SR Ak 87 28 S BT 35 ST, BB E SR B & 5
3.1 BIEE

PRATLE 3 A5 F A 4 SR B s 48 L dhAT 1A AYPE 4 . ACE04 (https://catalog.1dc.upenn.eduw/LDC2005T09),
ACEO5 (https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2006T06) Fl Genia . J:r1, ACE04 Fl ACE05 #dE A4 7 AN Sk,
sl N4 (PER). AN (ORG). HIEUA SHA4 (GPE). 4 (LOC). Akl (FAC). R4
(WEA) M%238 T B (VEH). IR¥IEH5 7087, ACE04 Al ACE05 HRE4E 30% HIE A IEAE i B 52K, Genia Hi¥EdE
WA 17% KIERTEER B SR, X T ACE $ud 4, BAVEH 7 Yan S5 A U A I #0508 1l b AR, 4% 18
8:1:1 HIELBIE B R0 I ZrdE . BRIEAERIREE. H T Genia i, 18 Li £ A PO J7 o Bl g b 1 s
gyl 5 TR, IR 8.1:0.9: 1.0 B LU B R o I ERSE . B0 E SR RIIINREE. 3 N EHEEURENSIHE R
wW#E 1 iR,

R 13 A EMERIRENSHE B

LAETE S 551 VlIE% S ISESE MR T
GINR 6297 742 824 23.52
ACE04 o
DN 22231 2514 3036 2.64
¥ 7178 960 1051 20.59
ACE05 o
DI/ 25300 3321 3099 24
) fa)F 15023 1669 1854 25.41
Genia

BI/N 45144 5365 5506 1.97



https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2005T09
https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2006T06

8 BB oo e b g e

3.2 XLbiEEY

T BT IR AR T IR B, AR 3 AN ATT R AR B 5 a0 T AR OC AR R AR B AT X L.

Biaffine: Yu 2 A Uit FH U077 S5 R OR AR 1 11 5 i 44 SEARAT 5, S8 T00U 1B A B3 2 18] PR AR A 5 2 SR T 6
EpuNbub

Second-Best: Wang %5 A 13 3 f5l 3 HhFE R A =R 1] F5 00 % 42 A0 S 00 SR SN 28 50k D 1R 31

Seq2Seq: Yan % A VM T 4R R, A5 SR BRAAT S5 AN — NP A BUT S

Sequence2Set: Tan 2 A\ PVEF S k32 NER $EH T — i (08 & TN AR e 228 90 28 S

W2NER: Li 25 A\ "4 45— iy 4 SR R BIERON AR 96 R 40 38, B 1 AL G0 BRI J7 vk rPobm &8 18] (k5 i)

De-bias: Zhang % A P IR G 5 14 A BE 50 BT S Ak A6 Bl P2 Hp OB R 22, R LU DR B SR TR 35 T
SCIRVR TR 3R A SE AR IR P RV TR 3K

Locate and label: Shen 25 A\ P24 i 22 iy 44 S 4R i AT 55 AR Ry S0k 0 57 [ DAL R0 5 38 20 2RI B AT 55, BT
TR SRR W5

BS: Zhu % N\ PR T R0 T ST 0 7 1ok S NER BERL MRl 120712 00 A% 0 R R B 7 S 4
120 57 JE) Bl A\ — SRS X 3, (A5 AR B 25 5 U HH S AR 9 a4 5

CNNNER: Yan % A PV A CNN SR H A5 B0 B A 1) 28 18] 56 R R AR DRt B i 44 SEASIR BT 55

Triaffine: Yuan 25 A\ CH@ I SKHUR G, SCARRAL, BERERIL A 2550 0 R 2 A& RS BAS B, 327 Seik i
I RE

Span-Graph: Wan % A 7 F 3 - #5 J3F (1) 11 45 W) 300 AT ABE, JOrh A AN B FE 3R o — AT A, IR It i e %
B, SR BEAE SR AERE
3.3 SIOYRTS

AL 5L56K FH Python 3.8 1 PyTorch 1.10.1 f3F58. X ACE ¥ 4E, oAl 115 RoBERTa-Base (https:/huggingface.
co/roberta-base) Fil BERT-large-cased (https://huggingface.co/bert-large-cased) 1E A I 2 R, #5784 Bl )2 B0
768. 7 Genia F(#fi4E I, KX F BioBERT-Base (https://huggingface.co/dmis-lab/biobert-base-cased-v1.1) 1E AT LRAE
T, MY REZ RN 768, U SR AL [ S BUR IS % T Je it [ 2Rk 7T .

TSR f) 25 FE 40 N B B M 25, FRATVE ) AdamW A Ak 88X BRI AT IR Y. O T Bt oA, FRATIA 6 P 4 B,
He b BE I L2 YRR HIE S AP M2 ZERT 10% MIYIZR0 3R, FRATIRF Lot TR A B 3120 M 14 25 o) 2. Tl
WG, A5 FH e 30 R0 25 T B AT 2 =0 . JEC A DR B3 B 7 P 3R AL R S 30 LR 2.

R 2 BN HAES K

ZH ACE04 ACE05 Genia
LR KN (batchsize) 48 48 8
YR 5L (epochs) 50 50 5
2% 3] % (learning rate) 3E-5 3E-5 6E-7
WA FFIERL () 200 200 400
5 FEVE SURFAE ) B 4EFE (d) 120 200 200
4L EFFH (dropout) 0.1 0 0.1

34 LWLER

FR AT S 30 H R (45 A, IS I WA OC TAE F@AT 0%, SR gl AT R & 3 A 80P d6 4w, LR k&
(P). AEZ (R) Fll Fl-score (F1) RITAGTY 1)1 G, FATIE ™A% HIPRAl Fa s, BRI 2 S4dcad SR ST 2 1) ] i i
TR, A A SEAR RN IR 45 F= R 1. thab, S T 13 3088 AT SE Pl 45 51, BATHET T 2 ORI BEH LR
FHIEE L, SREXTFRNE) Fl-score HHAT T AT 300, Bk UL, FATEH T #5009 77 VL X s 45 R kAT
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https://huggingface.co/dmis-lab/biobert-base-cased-v1.1

REM F A TH DR At b 5 F AR 9

LT, BOE R FENEACT T 5%, VAR E AN R SL 6 45 2R 2 T8 R T A7 16 0 25 22 5

Yan %5 A B3 S RIE I J1 5 Hh i3 LA 72OV f B AR 1), (R p A IR AL B 125 B I
B G5 S, BRI, Toie EHER AR AT S AR A, SR EL BB RE AR A A 2T 1. T2, BATRHA
Yan 55 N ATFHACH R AL BB S5 AR5, A (7] O AL BE s SR A0 A THACHS, BT IL 7 2022 SR H0EE 7 2
LAY IR R PE R AR IO S AE R 3 b Horh, (1T 2022 AR HoAh B A5AY (Span-Graph 55l De-bias FE7Y)
RATFACHG LSRR 545 PR, Jovk R e e (.

#* 3 7E ACE04 Fll ACEOS $U#E4E I iy 44 SEAC IR B HER 2K (%)

e IPe PR A
Biaffine™ (2020) BERT-base 87.30 86.00 86.7 85.20 85.60 85.40
Second-Best!"! (2021) BERT-base 86.42 85.71 86.06 83.95 84.67 84.30
Locate-and-Label™ (2021) BERT-base 87.44 87.38 87.41 86.09 87.27 86.67
Seq2Seq" (2021) BART-large 87.27 86.41 86.84 83.16 86.38 84.74
Sequence2Set™ (2021) BERT-large 88.46 86.10 87.26 87.48 86.63 87.05
Span-Graph®” (2022) BERT-base 86.70 85.93 86.31 84.37 85.87 85.11
De-bias"®” (2022) T5-base 86.36 84.54 85.44 83.31 86.56 84.90
CNNNER™PY (2022) RoBERTa-base 87.33 87.29 87.31 86.70 88.16 87.42
BS*1%(2022) RoBERTa-base 87.32 86.84 87.08 86.58 87.84 87.20
Triaffine ™ (2022) BERT-large 87.13 87.68 87.4 86.70 86.94 86.82
Triaffine™™ (2022) BERT-large 87.19 86.29 86.74 87.00 85.54 86.26
W2NER™* (2022) BERT-large 87.17 87.70 87.43 85.78 87.81 86.77
Kk RoBERTa-base 87.58 88.51 88.04 88.59 88.48 88.54
BERT-large 88.13 88.32 88.22 88.43 87.43 87.91

VE: PSRRI BRI AL T 5B TAH ] ) AR EE AR, I 66 FEATF R4S S B0 T AL b AR R AR T R 41
HI AR B S, FRAE AT RIS B 1 A

3 MFE 4 BoR T HTRH BERUMEEAEBE R LE ACEO4. ACEO5. Genia EMTERERDL. RATMBALLAE 3 4
NER #dli 4 L vEReAE T A &R, B{ATT =, UL RoBERTa-base AT I IR, ATHIHEE ACE04,
ACEO05 LI F1 238 Bl B R RIR T 0.71% A1 1.22%. LA BERT-large TR ZRAR AL, FATAIBEAL7E
ACEO04, ACE05 LK) F1 0¥ I b 2 AT IR RLER & T 0.79% F1 0.86%. FATHIFIRILE Genia FH) F1 43505 filEL
Z AT BT T 0.46%.

# 4 1% Genia i 4E I v 2 SL AR B HER 2R (%)

A P R F1
Biaffine™ (2020) 81.8 79.3 80.5
Second-Best!" (2021) 79.2 78.16 78.63
Seq2Seq! (2021) 78.57 79.3 78.93
Locate-and-Label™ (2021) 80.19 80.89 80.54
Sequence2Set™ (2021) 82.3 78.7 80.4
De-bias? (2022) 81.04 77.21 79.08
Span Graph"” (2022) 77.92 80.74 79.3
W2NER* 7 (2022) 83.1 79.76 81.39
BS'™! (2022) 82.53 78.69 80.56

BS™ " (2022) 80.74 79.83 80.28




10 RAFF AR SR g K o e il

R4 AE Genia Bl £ b 42 LR IRIHERG A (%)(45)

i) P R F1
CNNNER*™ (2022) 83.19 79.7 81.4
Triaffine™"*" (2022) 81.79 79.39 80.57
Triaffine®™! (2022) 80.42 82.06 81.23
FITHE H AR Y 82.93 80.82 81.86

A g P B BT AR 248 F BioBER T-Base/E AT ZRAE L. 53 4b, FI AR IR TSR AT 7 53R

ATAHTR] () T A FRH R, A F A FF IO RAS LI 7 B AIC, F iR A BB AR A F 7 1 4R 0 oAb 22

BOlE, FEAE AT RARED B T R
3.5 HEASIIE

9T B AEHE AR TR AL B0 B, 42 ACE04 A1 ACE05 Bidis 4 b it AT 22 4R szt 45 3k 5 frs. &

e, W FEAE SUZE A BEER AN 5 5 10 SR SIS RS . SRR 45 R U, AN SIR 4R L, A (PR RE T B R B, IX 56
UE T Wi B 1 AR W AR ARSI NS B (0 2. e, AR 2 MBS I 22 40 07 ), R IR AR 7 ) 28 &
2 GHEURRIMERE T R, X R T AR 7 ) RS R, F R A 2 S E A T T AT FE S L B A1
BN ES. ARG, BITE MBI R, K OUBAY I G878 9 AN SR 42 2RI N B, 3 B 7 30 SRR B (1) 7 AL
P HEEENR, BEE SFAZE RN, R SR AR iy 4 SR RIMERA 2. BRATYONIR S KA EE B R 35
NESEERTARERER, T2 S ERE S SRR E R P LB A BRNTE R,

5 WREhIIRLE R (L) RoBERTa-base AT ZHiE S B8 )(%)

o ACE04 ACE05

HALSR Fl A Fl A
z;g ggi;iggi 86.52 ~1.71 85.71 ~136
S 87.79 —-0.44 86.75 -0.32
1 . 77 7] 88.15 -0.08 86.72 -0.35
RSP 17 AN T L 1) 87.65 -0.58 86.96 -0.11
EX LR TT 88.15 -0.08 86.77 -0.30
R X A 28 77 ) 88.16 -0.07 87.06 -0.01
JiE 7718 87.67 -0.56 87.05 -0.02
wio 15 81 FHIR A 87.69 -0.54 86.35 -0.72
2EERIZ 87.57 -0.66 86.78 -0.29
3EER X 87.85 -0.38 86.82 -0.25

JIT 2t AT 88.23 - 87.07 —

T ABIRIRAE B SLIS S6 A T AR 5 JA 19 AR 2R F) P RE R B (F1-score) Z 8] R 22 8. w/ofRIREK
FE MBI R, x s T7 [ RORAE R SRR, 2200 B R T7 o B B 1] (K1 SRR S

3.6 HHITAR

PATEECE 1 BB 2 AR RG], SRS RN HRE S 2 (R SCZE A8 4k, R B AR Hh BiE
SCZE G USRI FE 10 AL e % 38 iR B ) (01 S SRR . X8 To vl 22 A3 B HURI I LB HR A Y A
RV 5 S SRR HIRE MO A MO, Ao BB T SR ES B “a man with a gun” 56 F TS 15 RE I AR 9L AR DU,
TR T #B oy FEALBERERE, Qi 4 FTow, B 4(a) RRIEBRAAE U2 43 RN IA LR ASHU 6 R R, B TR (195
FEE SRR MO AR RS SUR BT . [ 4(b) RARTE & 1 S/ LA FLR A BT H (1 2 1R T, 2 RS2 11y
W5 PR SRR MO AR U SURAIA DT . B — AN e (R U 38 AR 8 B 15 S B IR XA LS. 7R 1% 41, “a
man with a gun”F1“a man” {3 7E SR A PER, Ti“a gun”FIFETE LRSS RN WEA. K 4(a) IR, MR F/E



b3

<

2R

5B TR R B Le 0y B L KR 11

AL SR EA LS, S24A“a man with a gun” 5 7 RS0 R“a man” 2 [A] (35 SCHIALRE B B T s fhea
man with a gun” 5 FE IR E TR “a gun” 2 8] (115 CAHLEE. 1IX 38, B T-“a man with a gun” 5B 7E K E SEAR“a gun”
B R R 04 Sk R 18 7, AN XU SR AR (1 35 P8 1 SR o LA e b [X o3 SRS [ SRS Y (185 2. 48T, A
5 N BEEAID SRS E, 4P 4(b) AT, S244“a man with a gun” 5 7E i B SER“a man” 2 8] {115 AL
FEM 0.58 42 =121 0.72, T 244k “a man with a gun” 5 1E #RE ST “a gun”Z [A] (1115 SUAHLEE M 0.62 BEKE] 0.57. iX

A - TR g Lk ; o R R AR T &b
M, & T ARG IA)E S A5 R AR 1Y D BB iR B ST S RAE e
1.0 1.0
a 064 059 058 062 063 0.53 [049 052 052 056 058 a [0.64 069 067 [0.72 048 0.61 064 06 064
2+ 062 062 065 066 071 06 054 061 062 062 0.7 2+ 0.55 059 0.62 0.64 NUYER 05 056 0.58 055 056 056
i 0.9
-k 061 0.62 064 066 059 054 06 062 062 071 0.9 -k 052 057 059 066 052 052 054 053 054 057
year 066 0.66 0.69 059 [0.52| 058 059 059 068 year 052 057 064 052 053 054 053 053 0.54
- b 067 067 062 055 061 062 062 0.69 0.8 -t 051 062 052 053 054 053 054 057 0.8
old 072 061 (053 057 057 [0.51 0.64 old 061 052 057 058 055 059 063
and | 059 055 0.6 062 065 075 and | 051 059 058 051 0.62 061 -0.7
m " &
at 06 058 059 0.66 at 0.65 091 | 1
man F 0.65 0.66 0.68 077 man 0.66  0.69 0.95 -0.6
with | 066 07 073 -0.6  with | 0.5 061 063
at 0.69 0.62 alk 052 057
-0.5
un - 0.71 L 0.44
seep oY o5 s p oY
a 2 - year - oldand a manwith a gun a 2 - year - old and a manwith a gun
(2) (®)
%) 7y S fAece : YT RERN N
Bl 4 f55) 2 385 15 5 Sk “a man with a gun” ¥ 15 SCRAL#R T
=+
4 IE'\ éFI

AR T — b T PR A4 SRR B e 2 O TR B AT RSO TR S AR TR 55 1R B S A T SR 7 ] R

NI,

RG]\ T 5 R 2 L ASR IS 18] 115 25 B, IRt 17— N I F L BRI AT 55

s LR (K03 501 2 5. SRUR A R, A RLAE 3 A T Bia g b i vk RER IR T DA A5G A%, i b Seda A0
I FEBE— IR T A ST R A & B AR5 ST rh, A TS AR S % R A R AR ST
H, SUEA ST R Y PR 5 5 v S 2y MU AN 5 52 32 I R B PO A 2
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