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Abstract: Automatic term extraction is to extract domain-related words or phrases from document collections. It is a core basic problem
and research hotspot in the fields of ontology construction, text summarization and knowledge graph. In particular, under the rise of
unstructured text studies in big data, automatic term extraction technology has been further concerned by researchers and has obtained rich
research results recently. With the terminology sorting algorithm as the main clue, this paper surveys the basic theories, technologies,
current research works, advantages and disadvantages of automatic term extraction methods. First, the formalized definition and solution
framework of automatic term extraction problem are outlined. Then, based on the features of the basic language information and the
relational structure information in the "shallow parsing", the latest study results are classified, research progress and major challenges of
existing automatic term extraction methods are summaried systematically. Finally, some available data resources are listed, evaluation
approaches are analyzed and this paper predicts possible research trends in the future.
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A IR ik, 20 i 0T 3% 8 SR H A AT A0 BT RS IR R M E R A BB ARTE . SHE. RR B BSOS 24T
B 52 I R AT A0 MK B SCAR AR B i B o I o AU () A AR SR A B HE SRR A
(1A VB (term, (L5 B TR S 15 ) A SCAR A 0 A S i I 1 D IR B R AR AR A 12, SR 4y 2P s g )
HUAS RO 1R B0i AT R 1) O e I i 1) FBURITATT e A0 7 0 ol 2 B 8 30T 4 SRt R 48 M Ak S AR KB i 7
P10 HES AR 3 el L ] A 8 B 02 ) SR RR NP 7, — S F B (KA 90 R AR A5 B R FARIE S b
0L A e U120 N TR BELY, B T 1SV b 5 40Uk 10 17 4 6 o 2 ORI YA 1) L.

H 20 tH22 30 FEARHIHH B R AR E 24 1+ Eugen Wuister #3% IE AR IEB A E S 80 RE, KEHH
ARG ARG R TT T T2 (BT 90 B W0, 48 B T R 0 255 R A0 S0 8 S RN A7 AR R 31 R A B %
JICRE A AR PR AR T R A 2 R SN T S AR X — B A 0 AR O O™ B AR T S A I AR
i BRI, & T A ARSI A B

2 Ja FEREE T EALE AR IS R R, B s AR 1E I (Automatic Term Extraction, i #% ATE )R il 52 31| 5¢ v,
KEMBIAREMPT % HELF T EAWRIL X7 EIG 7 — @ MRS BT AR X - B8 T4
ML BOM B AR BRI 2 BB N FIET % B TR EMEE RGN =R EFETE
FR) A T il B 7 325 2 2 2 1) 5 TR A S TR R AR B R AR AR S T AN 8 SCR RN AR S Skl FOR 1
Bourigault 5 A\ U638 i3 17 14 5V (Part-of-speech tagging, fii#% POS tagging) K bric H AxiE B g () T A SCkY,
P A AR TE AT A BRARSHLER B 302 21 R RN & B T8 5 S AR BT VR i 28 1R =,
R 8 TR 2 1 5 LU, AT A R I 2 AN R S LI 1 R B MR AR DR T b R T 4 Y T 2 TRk 2 R
VE A EU 7 10 2 VR A PR AR Bl 7 VR AR RV S TG O M A B S@ P 1) . 0 Justeson S AR AR T
BT RS AR BT V5 Frantzi 55 NUSE VOB AR 5 2R G0t 5 04T A 32 H T C-value J7i5.

27T VEAE B A AREHIBOE FE R B T8 T ORIE A B KRR K AR B AR B R v 3R SRURR AL, 5 45 AR 1 il X
BRCRR 52 H AR e BRI T 52 (0 5 . R b, 2 5 R AR S AR (1 i 4E 2L T B WordNet 45). 15 UAE B
BIGE R . o AR Y R R B 5 =) S5 5 R N B B Bl AR B AT 55 R X — B B T 0 J& 5 v i B [ AR 1 el
EAERR TR ZEE S o0 L6 E 505 BB ARAE A G 100 18 47 AF AR SRR AE . 1 A2 25 FE IR — JZ %
REEWMME B A ARE 55 F 2 (8 AR A0 22 5. RIS 5 ARE 2 (A5 SCOCEE DL K B 22 SR TR AE (1 il &
SR A S I B B ARG I T V2 T AN AR PR TR . BT S SRR B I, BT LA
SIRIAREE . TR SRR E R 3T BRI 3 B 5T 32 SRR A RSB B 40 Vivaldi 25 AU
T 2010 4FA5 FH 45 35 71 R B 3 BUR 8, Astrakhantsev 25 A 20T 2014 45 45 & AR 8 (5 14 17 55 400880 5% B A 36 )
SR SO ACLRE JEAT AE A S HE T 4E Judea %5 AU OV AR AE TRE S 25 ARBEHLIA A CRF KA ECE IR IE,
2 J5 Wang % NP IR E 2 SR 5N B 3 ARE il EUT 55 1, Lossio-Ventura %5 AN P21¢ YK el 45 4 B FH 21 440
2 2 AU 4T AR B Jh B Bolshakova 25 APV A 32 1 AL A (191 40 SR 288, LD Ao 45 52 AT 11 AV 3 AT il B, O
VIE B 3 RS B AT LA AR AR BT . R e 2 A, B 30 AR i B 5 A At AT I RE AR SR B2 s RO,
Liu 2 NI 2015 459 OB 46 1 0 50 AR 5 R IE UM 45 4,32 1 SegPhrase #5275, Shang 2 AT 2018 4E7E
Liu 25N F A I 2 W B H R T POS 8 2 MR 73 B R 52 AutoPhrase BEAY A5 208 % 1 405N W T30 65
o AR IR 5 AR 15 Sl EUSCR.

KRR E T O LR TIPS BT ATE 735 4% IRR B B3 AE 3E AT 40 JEPH a3 14 FEAR B Hih B S s 4 R
HEAT 43 2R 2 G VAR 4R R R RN S e M b R E 5 R 58 R G5 A IS AN 2 T PR X T A
K [ 9 A1 IO ATF 98 0 SR R AT 23 2 L 5 F PR A IR AN R0 R RS AR AE S EUREARY | R ARRAE R DR B AR X RE A
FR) 4 A 2 P DA BB LAt 5E A T ) A FE T A ATE o 7 RaAT TR T4 A E R @807 BTy
15 T BINAE P A5 08 U, 328 T 4 HE B 0 R B B AR U A B R R V. S T B SRR SCAR B AR S 3
TSR 20 T TR & ar — AN R T RE 5 B AU AR TS SCEL AR JE AR IR S R R R B R E B B
ATE J7iE AT 43 28 D) ARG FFAE, BFEEAEE 5 15 B G T B T SO 2) KRB [R5 LR R B R REWE R R
AT B ) X B oy RO VAN TS T R SRR 1 SC I R T A R R [A] [)38 SLOG R A A5 A SC R N BT
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BRATT AN, ASCHS 1 A 1 AR il ] R A A SCUA K P AR AR 5 2 T VR A A T B SOk
P4 P B AR T il BTV, I X HEAT 23 38 R G020 4% 2% B SR il 077 325 (0 F 7 IR B T i e B il 58 3 55041
ot 7 ARG IBCE A EESE . TR VRO RO R AR A T A T SIS VAN B 4 X E SR
TEAI IR R TT BE AW FU A AT TR 5 R I 4 4L

1 BEARE B R E SR AR HESE

1.1 [EEEX

H 3 AR il BUE 55 (1 H AR 2 MSTRE & v il O HE P 5 U 5% B2 i 1)) s i, B X pk e LT
N g EE 0 ROCHE BARERVE D =1{d,d,,..d,} SER SR d; € Dl Ny N wy, j=12,..N,
JF B LB A, I SRR IR A ;= s Wisees Wy oo Wiy, § L BIAR B AR A S AR AU R G P 1 TR

CHETERE RiBZRZAES RiBIREFHF
LR AR 093
oy (oM TiIoir mahan
Gt F T FAEEIHESR "
TR HEAR sionray | SRR 087
SCRERENL W&k 0.51
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Fig.1 The basic process of automatic term extraction

1 HBARE AR

(1) ERES B 5 TR A ORERE A (R BRI R G T = .0l L)
(2) e ALERHE BUAL & J7 TAVPAl ARTE R 346 1 1 0 B K ARAE AR 1] 1, € T W BIREANVF 20 285 AR A AR
e B A PP 7 X SR A5 T REATHE)T

i 4% REAR I 1R IRV O) B PR HESU I R B B3R

FH P AR BRI i 27 > USRS B, 75 500t A SCRSREAT PRA 288 {6 FH 38 5 A AT 4 B0 n-gram 13 B R
VA B B 1 RT LU Y, 124 A R AL R S 2 I AR B DR AR SR R R s
Hl” B R AEAR PR BB 5 O 1 MBS S & RO IE AR, T A ATE D5 VAR 5 B R Mk 3% AR 1 )5
BRI L — A0, 112 18] 89 53 B, e SCRE [ B LA 0.93,“SE I a ™A 0.49, PR 0.23. il i 14 MV 1 ]
(KPP 3 Bt J 41 5045 BUBNEE 1 AT T BT B AR V8 B3 350 44 RO P 5 28 R B 9103 R b U N AN BROK T 97 47 18]
. & FARIERIR B 25 TP
12 FRRTIRIER

fif e 19 5 A T i E )L O REE SRR B D BRAN B 2 T

(1) B B P SO B 5 A Ak 2 e Bl S SRS S,

AR VE A2 b AT b 0 48 20, 5 D368 P SRS AR S ST, 91 i o) 288 SORS 5 7 SR SR £ 388 ]
SCAS TR rh A K A S T M S T A S 0 A SO B e e, A /D B O T A DAL T
JEFE A B AN AR PE, G S AL BT R HowNet 3 I 1R R SR 78 1Rk r 10 A 2

AR T P SRS 5 A 5 AR, D BTSSR AT =R R SRS, 91 i ) 248 SRS 5 o 1o K SR M v SR
SR P A T LI B A BT e AR T AR AR S5 L SO U A 902 IR B R OR 4L
A BRAIRE 5, a0k 5 45 55 55, T AR V8 4 DA F32. AT A T DA% G A S LAk 2R 3o 30 T 6 5K ) P4
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Fig.2 The framework of automatic term extraction

B2 H B AR SR E AR B i i 28

ORI ARG S AL R AR S T G 0 5 S R T SR il B0 3 AR AT A RO T £ 3 1R 4R A e, 0
B A AL H ) SRS SR A AT TRAR S, B 5 417 . AR R YRR RS R 3R AT SO D) 43, bR SRS AR N
B35 43 SRS, 15 1) SCA B B (segment). SR Ji5 08 FH 3 R SO (U m-gram 3o 358 MR B AT R B i 1) o G B 3R]
B, 883 4 AR & A FE 2% R A M bR POS tagging Arich B3] A 1] 1k AR 52 SC A0 i SR AR 82027 1 47 37) Ji 3
Yoo ZhiE MIE P AT IR R o SR AT A5 B 2 JeiA AL I S N T I8 ARE A 3 1R 4 B I N S R, TR AT A
AN I 8 A ER (D) AR I 17 A D BB T 2 WRER 3 YR A 38 1) 2 e 95 (2) MR U T A A 452 i 3 i e
— e R AR DAL AR L IEARTE H, a0 “good” s “interesting” 56 (H7E G RHZE B H B AR 5 () 40 good method). Al
1, 7 B T A PR G N A5 ] 2R R AT S 9 (3) AR AR 0% 34 1) 11 K B B0 3 1) A T A B R R AR 5 o i R A gk 1)
KR T 6 Bl 17 G5 e BERF 5 BB IE 7] 2 B — AN 7 RR AL R 1) 53 S A7 150 3 2 gt 3 k.

(3) X ARABHAG I 17 HE 7 I 9 ik

A A 5 7 HE SR E S ARERBOT R B E L e 20 RSO RIEHE R SR E R AR K B
BN ARG b B 7 92 i 2 B X, B AN [R) 9 il 7 v SR B A TR B RO HE 1 Sk i ik, A S R B H S R IE S
SIHT T EERRTE T E B R EMAE B AN)E T8RRI 4 ok B 9 AR SCBRERE I B 3RS 3l O VR AT T
SR oy Rl BAR AR 2 % 4 B B ARER AU VA 4 D 9 Bl RAE 5 8 I R B R NEEX 2T
) R V5 0% 30 1) 3 AT ) I 5 32 , 20 SR R B O 9 (1) i R R T R T R TR VT 4 BRI PR % 32 DR o8 9 L TE R
()1 AR TR (AT N AN, 415 70 8 1A% 1% 18 i 8 D 3 EARGE.

B B, A SR 4K 5> ATE J73R F B 2 BT (R R 0 SR ANAE 22 (B AT /38 4 ATE J5 V54775 4
b — P B A& ATE J5 5 B2 A i A ARB A B A A i (AR VE 20 HE 00 40 3 138 & b sl 3 1
JF BN RREE IR B 2 3] 7 v RO g 1 B Rt . 57 b — Bl o 78 7= R A R B 48 4 IR X Lk AT HE P IS, Ak
& FoAth 7 v 2 B (0 HE 45 34T E B HEE (re-ranking) . 51 41 Segphrase 751" AutoPhrase J7 M 1 45 & 4
B4 E R ARAE HE 45 AT BB HE R, L Zhang 25 AU H )38 ] 77 SemRe-Rank, /i fEHLA ATE J7
YRR A HE R RS F1 2R (W B Atk b g A AL T AR P A 1 (T ) B3 S 56 1 3o AR B4 B R HE 7, 15 2
—AEHEE BARTEFER . — R U ARG AR G RT R 2 B SR D¢ BE A R B TR

2 BERKIBRET AN S o4
FE 30 AR A 92 B B9 9 A 43 D 7 B 20 S BRI R B 26 9T S0 00, — 4 ) 1 SR B I
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TEINEE TR T A5 BT Gt 2 750 IR A RO VR A X BB T M kB
B) LA W7 e 5 5 AR AL U R 20K % b 22 ML S8 o 2 07 1 9 T IS T R SRS il BRORACR AR 22 L T
AE A SR E DO AR o A B R TE A B R AE B H AR VB R v s kAR B3R U AIE, (15 RE S ERCR % H
T VB e 2 FASE A5 22 (8 S M AR K

N T TR — 1) B, 2 B R AR AR (B N 4E 3 TR, WordNet, ZHIRRLESE), i UEE . BISH
L U R 25 5 1 N B B B A Sk U 55 7 XK B B T #0 FEDT R BO M AR S il U VR A 1R PR 3
JEVEF AT R B R A 1 R RIVR I AR B F) ) TR AR AR RURR AL 1 2 2 PR AR — R R R A S B
ARAE L R 1A AR A0 22 5 AR5 R 22 18] B 1 SRR LA R AN [R] S8 YRR AIE 2 17) F) il 5 45 [R1 b 7E AT
FCH I B, AN B % (0 5 AR AN 7 92508 8, W] LUK E SR B IO ¥R 20 9 3 T4 BB AR K U5 . 2 T HLAs
SEOJMTTE TR M TIE . BT SOOI TE . BT B 7715 DL T 3 T ) 77k

ARSI 1 ) AR B S I 2807 ¥ AN ) T A S SCR Hh 4 R R R AE 43 2 P B S AR S U
V0 SR R 4y 220 T S e SRS A T R R R R R TR F T sk ) 43 B B AR TR I T 04 43 T 2 Ak T
O R H 25 2008 4 A 2 R 8] A SO 2R A8 45 A S S0 20035 B R AR R e, 1 B R S G AR Pt H B
SCRE I T 73 P 2 R T 5 0 T AR TR A5 L R R 1 5 0 2 B4 (1) 0 SRS AR 1 {6 35 7] (1 15]
PEL EBEERANE 5 5 BT QX RIEMARTE Z MR LI OC R . 18 CAHLAE & REE 15 BT 20 Hr iR
JEVE L3 A ) B AR A A TSI S e o R P S AR, T {8 B IR SR IR R Y e R S

{3 B R, AT LUCKRE H AR SCR B & B A — A B A1 SO AR R0 1 S A R T, R T8 22 8] B SR BB R R 3R
ANTE SR R s LG R R OR R EFALR R BRI 5k R EF LR JE T 5 2 b R SRR
B H R R SRR T TR A s M (RO TH AR AR ), 5% 28 05 ) 1 J2 55 ) 7 X A ASL B (RIV 3 AR A A ). 1 8 J2 4 S0 A o e
LB 00 AN ARG 5 A1 B R TR P ST AR 2 T R R S, T A5 P A SR HEAT R AE B SR B R AR R
AR I VAT, B TR R AT IR ATE 7570 P92 1000 TR b A 5 3 T2 [l <3k 2 1 = 40 eh B
B H R BN SR R G5 HE B PN 2 TR AR 3 4 R [ P9 A BB F0 R B3R AT 0 R 45 8 L SCh 3221 9 e
NARE BT EBEAT R 702K, R 1L QR D> BT IR EE L) ATE 75 F 3% T35 U R/ J7
%)

Table 1 Method category of automatic term extraction

F 1 HIAREMBOTE S

ARAE Al HR Sy 26 TEEHE A o AL
HTIEE¥IE TR, 1 SCRFAE, 17 R R AL
BTGk ik i BURFAE

P a——— e WIRES T SCRFAE, VA RFAIE, 1 SR A 452
BTSN AR TR 5% 348 18] £ 5 78 U3 5 L A 300 AU X LR AT
T WL 2 2515 T SURFAE, VA RHAE, 17 SRR AiE, 4 1 58 B DR AiE 00 SURFAIE 55
BT WL A% 3 A SURFHAE
B TR SO R I 7 i 5% 34k 1) 2 18] R A 5L

KAGHEEH TR T i 1834 1) 22 A ) 5% SRAFAE LI OC R L 1 SUAU SR
ST AU A 5 1 A ) 75 2 R AR 3 A R AL

TXHE 73 FE I 4 b2 AT DL TE R Al B A T P 7y O BT ATE 8 o5 SR 3EAT 1 A A B T3 LEAN TR D vk 2 1)
HIRIR IR R, 5 O IR RO % BB 107715 DAL 51 NAT I A0 58 B 95, 338 1 412t 580N s 2% ) B 3l R 1 il B
RHE B R T7 5 AL R SO RAR O %598 ATE J7 L0 A 24,

2.1 BETIESFRMMAGE

BT 15 S 10 B S ARE I 2 E BR FRVE R TR AR 1 UE R RE S AR H AR iE R E
Hh il OA 1 2 A R AR R T DU R 1 5 45 R AN B D o R B S AR B o M BT
B IRE AN B, 8 Bl USRI
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TEWFAYI20 4D 90 FAX), H ) ARE Hh HX 32 222 56 T35 5 2 50U 58 A 1) B300A) 28 190 98] M ey A o e B oK
S5 SR S AR VB 1] 1) AT JE 5 R S 5 S 5T A ) R U A AR 5 0% 3 1R S A AT AR X — B,
] B AR A e EE B T 9 2R AT R i B 4 R I AT 45 R A R B BT FASTR &R 455122 Terms & 41
TERMINO % %34, NODALIDA £%P%, LEXTER £%i1%. Naulleau-98 % 437 1 (i FH A 15 #4018 20 00 %of i 36
ARAE AT O 2, B8 FE A R B0 B 25 B B AN S KRR R SO R A i B A 1) 2
NODALIDA % 4¢05), 78 5530 52 7 5 B ER 5 3] 95%~98%, 1 8] ik £ 98.5%~ 100%, 1E H1 T M B Bt
A5 FED P ARk A 20 T HG 925 K T R 9 J Aok P LA S 2 TERMINO R ZEBY, B k51 N synapsy 46 0 %8 ) 1%
&, synapsy A6 2% R FH R & 35 10k 4 32 TR V2 ), I8 22 AN SRV AL R A% U B A B AE R 16 3% AR Terms
R GEV L R 3 0 0 B Rt L 30 T ARAE TR EECN LODRFE B4 AR AE AR 1A 5 A, SR Ji5 Xof SCRY AT 1%
6 17 BCHE 3 78 e T 40 A VR m oA Tl 2R 3K B 96%, EL A Bl 4t R v g 7 5 K TR Tl I 48 SR v 2 e 7 R e %
fl36 4 LEXTER Z %P0 1% 2 48 1 2 M e K 4% 1 S VB VR 9 AR VB (532 371, AR i PR Sl B 10 4k 32 1 g 3 R 15 I 2%,
T3¢ J H P9 027 ST ML S 07 06 R 1 . B AR 38 2 ARV ik B 2R 4 1) 5 S v A TR (E K 22 B B AR G AN i T R
Vi) e LR AR S A 1 AR I el v ke W v, o P AE L 45

IR EE TR IR B ARE R G sk 0 7k K 2 52 B T Bl 0 ) R R 5 D 1 BR ) AR HE IS B3 A
AU A X6 3K — il R, A4 B ST AT T R U (A AR A S A TR S RS e r AR A 4 e R U AT
UL, e 33 1 4 0 0] 5 1 5% 2% 40 1994 4F Punyakanok 25 AU 1@ i 38 #4713 (POS tagging) K A71C H bRiE R
JEE F B BT SCRS AR O A S 8 A FRCIR S HLB AR B 3027 o0 H SO i B0 46 4 Koo %5 NP8 f Y 58
N A NLP BAR (R AUAAT 2%)30E — 25 32 1 AR B HEUK AE R 2.2010 4F,Foo 25 APYLR AT B ML a8 2 2] 5
% Ripper K22 3] HARERLE B (1938 5 U, 20 5008 B 2 T8 5 0 EAR e JEAEE. 1B, 1B UG
BEYRIGE T (A — i 55 %5)2 28 10 FhoRIERFAE R SR 58 3 10U 46 2, 52 56 38 B AL 2% 2% ) B3k vl DA R
TE RN, FLEE N TR PR 22 65 5 B0 70 b Li 2 NVOMF 2018 SE42 H 1 T [7) 56 fith 2808 4003 10 A V8 i A A
DRTE, B X TE1E 5 4t U 25 5 AR T 8] 1) 56 3R AZ A 2R 7 2l A FH AR T8 2 S B AR 1 6 R ABEAR SR 3 B 18 A ik 17,
SR I 5 U] U 55 3 PG U 1 R o 2 ARV AR R i A R BUATIR AT AR 1 F 1 EIA B 82.7%.

B FAE T 0 A SR E R U 23 BRI E 5 L 5O R U AR AE AT IR YA 48 A % U
R AE A HEIe b OB R U B R 5 2 RS U D s ) R A S 4, % 2 5 R AE ARAE h ER
(e 2R 1 WK KR 35308 B AT O R AR 1 A 3 T8 5 210 ATE 7 tA7/E % LA =AM (1)
TR K AR K POS AR 2%, 3145 4t EORE U 45 25 1A B AN LA V2 40 PR 9 5 BORRIc 8 18 1m0 T Vit B FH R AL
;(2) N L4 5 1 AS B 78 o 008 BT A T8 5 2R AR 5(3) B X 7 — A0 1 0 0 4 45 1R M S A% 3 At 4 sk,
LIS 5 00 R B A P AN . DR 0k, B AR D A P 44 28 O VR EAT B SR E U A 9, 3 R A SR 1
B T b 3 45 9 ) LA A R T8 1 30k 1) 4 4, I SR [4,9,22,64,67,991 14 4 5 = M0 AE S B B A8 B 55—
&

2.2 ETF I EMNMEGE

BTGt 2 0 @ sh AR BSOS SR B AR E R ZE A3 s A 2 2 A B R e BOR M LR T
(75 95, 3% 0 IR B R AR T AU L R . N AR E SR AN AR 0 3m) d JE A AR oS 4 A 4 UL R
AT 5 R G v 7 VR HEAT I U, L Al A, TF-IDF 45, A B AR B 5 1] 5 A 28 4 R IR 58 B K T RAE VT
G R 1A% 34 ) 1 2 Ay B TE R T o RO B SR (AT IV AN K A5 0 w8 PR 38 1) A o 9 L IE RO

BT G2 B A HR 7 238 5 4 A AR T VA 5 A A6 T R g UL B e R RN AT M SR 2.2.1
TIRIEE 2.2.2 AR I AN 7] 3 & J5 ), %k 8 FH O VR AT A 48
22,1 ButEEE

BT M FE B (unithood): 7 B AR V5 5 16 17 (K BE >=2) P9 B i 35 T O B RORG & R B, HUER X 2 R AE
(Multi-word Terms, MWT), SUBR 517 G I FE 5. 5 70 i 8 f S5 35 1) AR i ) AT, T A 5, 0% 3 AR 78 A0 4 485 Ay
FasE.
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LG B R A AR B SRR A SR — AN PR AR S M A — B T RERIE T — MO S A S S R
B R T 0 I % SRR PR B R T R AR B IR AR O i AR e, 2 et e Sl ak
) g A5 R

(1) 2 K56 (2 test).z K 56 142 — P S T 359 L 00 95 1A 560 AR 7 P A1 18 oK A 6 )l 8 196 AR 5 1 4.4 1 0 2
TAFAE R 32 TR A B R B o6 A2 LR35 731 B8 R, 24 U R

_ x—u _TF@®)/N-p
o/~n \/p(l—p)/N

ot FRARE AR, N FoR FARVE L rh SR 1 AN TROO R IR RS ¢ (03752 K 0 IR i 2
AR o RSB AR £ 30— TR, SO R S T AR S M R ¢ 1 S i, wy AR
S AR t FORBER TR A p = pOww,) = pOw)- (wy) 985 18 i 5 AL 1, 15 ) B 37 4905 5 40 1 R
% p=TF(w)/TF(w,) | N a5 2 (5, B REAR I ¥ 5 MM 0 Z I E R R B RE 2 2 kK T AL
18 1L o B0 22 5 0525 B A 6 AR 3T ¢ 1 LR A 7 7 S T

(2) £ KBt test) 15 2 46 5 5 BEAH 0L, 3 3T RE AL/ (1201 n<30), 5 fA kR 2 o o 10 1E 25 43 A6
FiE 5z A TRR Ee R B0 1R S A TR 0 Oy 22 T DL R A 22 A Oy 22 TR A S
KB L = KT o A

(3) 12 Ko B (Chi-square test).? KBl LR — T 77 22 1t Gt i o ML B W0 5 (10300 52042 D 4 i 2 i
K 5 R V5 1A 38 L4 A5 R L 2 R

2 0-E ’
P :Z‘( . )

Horh,0; %o e RE ¢ Fh FEA A i (KSR, E; 2R3 F 15 RHEE T 0 3 283 A0t 7 2 20K H A
HEARTE ¢ 10 7 18985 IR T FHE R AR BR824 P KT o A 2 5 P S 35, L7 8 22 B R, B R
0% 3 ] A 30 G T P, 8 R R 6 1 00 AR AR T A A s VR 3 L TE S 0 A A U R 24
PR RN AR B0 45 R A B & IR .

(4) X H IR o (Log Likelihood Ratio, fij# LLR). X k48 Le 1 & 764 Il e A V8 157 1) A2 75 SR SO B 4
o i i 2L 98 G F AR Dunning fAF 721, 75 B2 50 i AR

by P(w; | wy) = P(w; [ —w,)
byt P(w; | wy) #= P(w; [ —w,)

Sy, R TRy TR B LED v (8 SIS o, 10t By RS B 2,
o, (VBRI wy FOIURMIEIT 0 ¢ v o)y BoTom o wy  wow, 2 ELRRHERLEE A 0L LU %
TN VERH P e R R B A P B KRR A T 5 125, AR BN R B A6 T IR py po po JETHSRL A 30N 3R 2 P

Table 2 Probability calculation formula

2 EERIHAR
h

c, B

Plwy [w) Py p=
C- Cy-Cpy

Plw, [—mw;) p == p=r
N N-¢

HRIE R 2,06 FASA L1 A
LLR = -2*log L(Hl) = 2%log b(clz;cl’P)b(cz _CIZ;N_CI’p)
L(H,) b(eysep, p)b(e, — ¢y N — ¢y, py)

5 BB AR B AR e KR, U W e A R A 2 A 3, B A% 0 AR 3wy A S A AR S AL D, L P L A R R 1
(5) A HAZ B (Pointwise Mutual Information, % PMI). & T4 8. 1461 3= B P sfe 45 42 9 AN i L 4 22 1] A

SR L AE ARG Al PMI AR D 6 0E P B3 2 18] 52 75 A0 5% AR P52 B v D e o S AR 1 P9 0 4 4 ) 5 i

HH, b, m, x) = x4 (1 - x)"
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5,35 B e OB A 368 18] 1) H 1. AR a0 R
PMI =log p(ww,) ~lo N-TF(ww,)
p(w)p(w,) TE(w)TF (w,)

Horbp FORMEZE, p(wiwy) IR BT wy 5wy [R]IS H B0 A RE €, 24 48 ) e 040 7 2 I, W] DUSE A I — A il ik
7~ EASZ PR R AT RN i R AR w5 oy RAH S, p = p(ww,) = p(w) p(w,) 5 31 5L 1 1] AH 56 PR R O, T p(wyws)
5 p(w) p(w,) HAR AR e, PMI A K, 358 B B4R wy 5wy MK, AT A4 — AN 35 Pecinal 7l 1o 52 56
E B AT B ook in SCEEE I 90 2 Ry i rh 4 ] PMIT 5 A — oo 1] 4 35 e 25 SR A 4 B p EL AR R B p 2
b R A DL A 7 LA 2 R R AR SR I T T, E AR AT ] 2L R A S RS ) s LT R B KT v ] T A
HEARAE.

BRI B TR [ S AR S B R A S T B 4 L a0 K = SCRR[11,12,14,48,49]13 {8 ] unithood SR ik
1T ARAEAR 1% 17 1Y B £ 1B & Loukachevitch 45 AP K Wong 25 NBURIHE 5t 2 B, B0 1t B B 5 A2 DLRAS R AB
% 346 17] P A5 2801, R BE A 28 1 S 1R 5 51 [ S FE D, AS BB 38 I 2 75 2 3T R IR 1 . IRL abbe A o o 1) R A e ik 1
BATC VR B B R 50,300 2 T T L I I R DR 1k
222 YURMEEEE

AU P B B (termhood): 7 52 R 15 15 1% 17] -5 4 T8 003 1) A DG AR B A0 1 B i 32 BEAR A H AR Rk 2 Rl B
T 2H 1) 43 A G (9] i A5 TF-IDF (B 55) SR 1F SR 15 5 400 (1 S BCRE &, T ] I % i 51 R 1T (Single-word
Terms, [ #k SWT)HI % AR i (Multi-word Terms, & F8 MWT). & I 77 7% 73 Ay 9 28 56 F G 501 1) 07 V2 R0 1 SRS A3
2T

(1) FETA B I7 %

T 4(Term Frequency, (i #K TF)A& H #3E AR1E ¢ 76 OS54 v 8L 5 K Justeson 25 A1 1995 4 i
PR T TR AR ) AR T ek R 9, AR U A S B A R B T A A, TR 4 B 2 A H TR X U ) S
A G AR RSB A AR R OB 0% 325 18] AR R0 4R e B S R 3 1R 1D IR Al R R 2 e R B X RO B TR
R A e 5 S A AR e EUE 8 SR A TR A, — e S o faf A KB A NTF SRAR 5 A T 40 TF.

34 ] 9 (Average Term Frequency, fFk ATF)2Mli 53 AR 1 ¢ (R IA AT TF B LAIZ A% 3% A8 it H B SC
R, UAE R R A SO R IE AR TE ¢ 1P 3 LIRS A AL 3.

i 3L i1 (Domain Consensus, & FR DO G 78 15 L PE vh 35 5743 A B ARAE A ARAE ¢ 7615 PE b4 A
4359, 0 WA A 3 KRB AE B 22 ) SCRS op B DC B A R Lin 25 AP T DC Ay 0 W7 AR A AT (1) B B4R AE

(2) FET TR T5 1%

T SCRY 4% (Inverse Document frequency, & K TDF)P >V Sk i & (% 3% A V8 ¢ T H 50160 SCRY H0 o 8 )
SCRY BB I LG EE Liu 25 A\ U2 B4 B i SegPhrase 57 i 5| N IDF {F 7 & 451515 B RS E 2 —.

A -1 YRG5 2 (Term  Frequency-Inverse Document frequency, fii# TF-TDF)>1 45 &3] 45 1138 SC %451 28 ok
A B A A% 1R P A0 1 A T R A Ok R 38 5 43 A1 (W AU AR DC,TF-IDF 72 fi 8 (1, 78 /b & SRS P 4
I 1R P B 2 A5 BB S I VE 4 BT TF-IDF 2 s 1 B R i s A OB 77 10, — S 95 35 76 TF-1IDF
(3L Atk HEAT ek 0 Zhow % N VOVER X AR R AR A E 78 55 SCRS rp 1 A543 A 15 00 (KA [0 B A S8 75 7S /] SR A
R ) A0 2 S R, AR AR A P 4] A X e 32 M — b TF-IDF R 357 28 A0 45 & 1 ATk AR 5% Pk 1 555 5 Yan 25 A
BTINAE Web %5 54T P 51 NGB 1A &% B0 530 [ TF-IDF 01 6 BEAT ARIB S E, e R AE 3 TR p 35 BUA B 7 (1 2%
R A B T AR TE R P OR B il A B R B = I A, Lossio-Ventura 25 AP TE-IDF 5 C-value J7VEM 4 &
$EH T F-TFIDF-C 75 ¥, B 78 A2 W = 232 0303k AT 45 7 R 15 4l B

5% % IDF(Residual-IDF, & # RIDF) 32 ok i & ik ik R V8 ¢ 1053 IDF 1350 5 ¢ E3RA 40 A5 B Fml
IDF 1543 2Z [ {1 ffi 2 .RIDF 591 fH Church 25 AP i Sk i BSOS SC 8 1] 389 5% IDF IIfg.J5 4% Zhang %5 A2
A S0P SH e O AT A% 36 1], L B AR T 6 T VR KA 43 AT 1 IDF A 8 5 06 T B FRiB Rl 2 W 2% 31 1Y) SE Fr IDF 2 [i] 2
i 22 P43 Tl i 222 15 75 A0 AR 1 BB 25 55 4 T R g Al AR 1 4D AR 22 L0 O s T Sl A AR 3 AR ZE AL




KT &8 B KBMIRI T 7k 9

A P AR 8 B AR il R R AR R A, R DORE SR ORI S R A T BEAT X 2 B B B T
7 300 PR AR A, 3 BB TR AT R B, 2R W AU AR A 5 P R, AN R 12 2 A S R R 1 ik X A R

Table 3 The methods of termhood
RT3 AU R TE

ES] A AR
45 TFWO= 3 Ji0), [ 3R 3 RV (£ SCSE A Docs h3E—SCR d it H1BLI K

TF(t)

VA — A 3] 35 NTF() =—=, N RN & Docs A5 [ #1455

e N

T4 ATFO) =08 DF()F 7 SR £ Docs H & RIS AT ¢ 1 4 SR 4
St pey=- Y, TaO0 T0 iy k3 ANE ¢ 4 SRS Docs th3E— OB d b BRI UK

s TR " TF(D)

‘Dacs‘

LB =7 S IDF (1) = logr——— 1. |{Docs 1 € Docs | 713 SURYSE & Docs LB %1 R ¢ 8 SCR#K
‘{Dacs ite Docs}‘

TR | - SRR | TF-IDF(t) = TF(1)- IDF (1)

iR .
o RIDF RIDF ()= IDF()-log(—0—5). p AR, 804 SRR ¢ 19 TS, 1-p(0:2) 3R

/b — Y IR R £ (AR

BT GEit 5 10 B BRSO 3 3 ZOR R ORI S B A G A5 2 OR i R 5 1 A A 9] ] 2H AR
AT 1% 2R 7 12 1] B 5y SO, 38 P AR o, AN 5 BT 5K 1B 5 A U 3 SUAR IR AN 75 R v B A A1
FR AN IR PR AN 2 USR] AE 2 25 TG 1H 22 ) ATE 7 VR ORAFAE LU R W AN G - (1) 7™ SEARHE H B 15 R FA 30
HERN BRI A TR A RS/ ARV Bl B BOR B T B L 48 N0 L33 S 56 F B 3 — i 5 (2) 1 F 08
FRA5 S 0 2 AR T AR AR T R 54 AR T P i RO SR AN B, L 28 il B 81 e SO 58 B ) B ] 2 R A,
B B PR A R e R, (8 SRR H R AL g A DR, 2 B AL T AR A
2.3 SREHHESE

RE ARIE M POTVEET I 2 R 45 G185 IR M G 207 E 4T A SR TE i b B R B AR
PEfIZ C-value J7 7% A1 NC-value 77 7% £ 3 JR AT FL I B LSS & 2 Fh o7 i BOL R348 .

FLAE 2000 4F,Frantzi 2 \UST008E B0 5 TS50 (0 AR VR B 7 125 05 IE A 86 LA TS W R G 0 K AR (1)
BRI AR NLEAT 5 AR AR AR [R] B e AR (2) P A A [RGB 1 0 e AR B AR TR R PR B O
R K A 3 AR 7 P 88 6 Ak a4 A ¥ B O 7 B2 BE T it Frantzi % A4@ H T 0 LAA B FE BB RIER) C-value J7

12, L A AR 2 R AR R ) A B AR T Mk a2k 1 A AR S A e 1B BN R A P R TE BEAT i 08, L A 5K
L
logz‘t‘ -f(0 if t is not nested
€ —value= 1og, 1] f(t)—ﬁzbdt f(B)  otherwise

Forpp F TR U B — I AT, 1| R AR IR AR TS ¢ KB, ()RR ¢ 78 B AR5 R EE A 138 4, T, om0 2 1
EARTE ¢ MIREARELE S .C-value 758 Je v BRI GE 1A ¢ 193800 J A B2 AR G AR 4B 8 ¢ K g e R
(0 £ B A SR U ¢ 26K WA AR K s s, JE BRI Covalue ¥40) 2 BB BF XY Covalue J7
% HREALFE 2 7 KRB (MWT),Barrén-Cedeno %5 NP7HEH T C-value 75 ik R8I C()=itlogl(i N
)2k B e S 1Y logo|o], 44 C-value J7 354 J B AR 1E (SWT).C-value J HARFp 7 V2 K 25 EARTE K K i &
B ST S I AR 77 TH 25 R  4F

R FEAE C-value J7 32 1 3ERE b AT ik, 58 (1) LRE 5 i1 RAKE!, Basicl?#1 ComboBasic!®Mh 5%
248l C-value J7 7% 8. #% . RAKE J7 7152 53 BUSE K (0 22 7 R 38, 32 AR W9 30 40 SR BE & 1 S0 3 AR ¢
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BN ERR] wy BT 40— 50 43 L 1] T B 3] R 2 AR K BB I AR AT, — 5020 ) T A0 s L %) 030 R i o A R i
ARIE ) 2417 54 4 I Bordea 25 AT 2013 4E 32 1 Basic 77 v, I\ B 17 BB o i #1228 R 15 S0 oS24 o i ik
TR AT P e ) — 3 4, 1B I TR B RIE R AS L C-value J51k Basic FiEAUEH T E 2R KNiRERIE.
Basic(t) = Mlogf(t) + ae,

Hp o, BARAUEMEERE ¢ MIRERIERE.S C-value 75 —FE,Basic FiEAEH F 2 FZARiEAH K
&, Basic 75X T & H BB B R FEIEARTE A S BRIV, 280 ¢ 5= ZEH TS

2015 4£,Astrakhantsevi®#E Basic 75 ¥k B3 Al b 3E— B dE AT 05 00 3 Y 7 AT LA GE o) B 8k 0 1 4503 M
ComboBasic /772, HUH B BAR M ARG, A T

ComboBasic(t) = |t|log f(t) +ae, + Be,'

FHorp e FIN B ARAE ¢ BT AL 15 38 1] Y B B JE e 38 o g AL, TT LASR BUE B R 35 .ComboBasic 1%
FrEABIN e/, 72 R e o 17 B 98/)s Basic J7 V5S40 o, 01k B 5 il #7805 38 17 Sk 14 1) H 1. Basic 3 % K
PRI L RO AT WA 78 T U )15 1% AR AT 1T ComboBasic 72 fRH 71X — i) /.

Frantzi 2 AU W NC-value J7 35 2 38 i 51 NRE B R OISR T C-value J5 4, HIE A B (1)
R S8 U 1R R 8 A — R AR R VS BT Y < D B ] (2) 7 X SRR T R T IR 0 R T B A% B
Mgt 7 B8 v A L BR N C-value J7V2 1 56 7T S008 R PE h RABARIZ 17 ) C-value V43 IFHEF 98 5 W BAMEE AR
AR B 5 R B 3R, HLAR NG B R HR A B B S AR 1 0 R T 1Y) C-value V43 G 55 1A 71 R ' 11 5L NC-value
{H.NC-value J5 % 7E 4 B i ARAAE J7 1] b C-value 77V I 56 4F, E A R 1L 5 75.70%.

25 I B A A 2 MR AE U IR UL AR AU TR A SR 62011 4, You 2 AL R M U 5 B
A SR AR AR AR SR SRR B ik W B &, JG FIA - C-value, TF-IDF, TermExtractor =P 75 i 1) 45 SR 347
TS 5% 22 - HE 0% 0 AR 15, 52 50 3% W 22 RS AE il B T o — R AE . 2012 4F Hel M t 25 510 3% AR AE 4 A BE - ¥%
PR DL K 3 R 1) 2 3 W R R i B 925, 1% U5V BRI 1 1Y I B i, D I R o AR 1 I Al B £2.2014 4R
Lossio-Ventura %5 A2V A 32 fd FH 5 = #100] & IDF. C-value Y& & ) LIDF-value 7775, 70 IR 7 @i AR IESI 2[5 B
AN B .2015 4 Li 2 NS 1 45 & {5 S50 R I 43043 A A2 4 16 A V8 el B 125, 7 PR 78 R 28 AU ) I
HHE 1300 AN AE M 221 31 73.7%, SR ATA B A 840 1 4 R

2016 #£,Stankovié¢ %5 N7V b 43 b7 FE /R 4 WA (15 2 78 8 F S 5 G0 7 iR IR A RO SRR E A5 Bh A3 e
i) LR L9 8 P R R T AR AE S BUAE T R.2017 4E, Dong 25 N\ O8VE| St 5 AT A U] B8 37 38 R 1 . SCARRAE
2 FE AN R ) LB — P T SRR AT B A Gi i = (TF-IDF A5 B 45 6 10 SORE L v R 4F, Li 4%
N TSVGRE 2 e i 25 R 8 AN - B 43 0 R ok A V8 VR P AB0URK (1 S s 1 R T el DU 18 (00 24 1k R e . 5 Liu
2 NHEH A SegPhrase 7 A (L 2.5.1 T ARFAI A, LI £ AR R B H BT 85 R4 S iR 0 EIHR,
RI7E B B R0 N IR RG & F2 BE I A8 ) 25 X1 4H & B A8 WU , 38 4 AR A 56 8 () RS T8 45 6 00 40 BB ALY
A2 R A5 1B 8] /)" Y 35 18] B (inter-isolation)', fRE A & BT CAAE 24K 43 5256 28 B 22 A7 N B9 AR ZE 5l o N e 9
FOUEL I BT T ARAE IR,

RE B ARG EUT v E BRI HIE S % il F S B AR R RHE 4 A h UORIE, 3B 2 fhoy
PRI A B B AT N M RN TR M S B R T R B E B R 5], 0 Pazienza %5 A1)
CLI6HIE R A 4t UV AT AR RS B (8] 26 (5 2 12 2K 07 V208 0 48 A 43 SR SR B8R R R B 2R M2 6 & BRI
FRAE, SR B0 OT T B, W 5 AR AR (] (W AR R 1 50 &R B Z KR 4L G R B2 A A5 e B SR o 22 T 2k T ML 28 %
>J {1 ATE 75 % Fedorenko 25 A\ PO it %} b SZIG B AE 11X — S5 18 (PE L 3.3 25 7).

2.4 EFSNERENIRAIMEN 5 3K

FET A RN VR B AT B U v R R AN SRR, A0 S 2 B R A . 2 R T R A R A v ARG e ) v
LA A S AR R — o s A ) AR 1 8 32 1] TE 1% U R 1 43 A — AR 58 FH 49138 (general  domain) 143 A A B R 1
AN [ % 36 A T 6 AR T S008I 11 H B oK 300 b 7 38 P 40tk P R 300 Ok B80S A L IRk T AfSE FH AN B UR AR A S % il



KT S0 oK IE IR R B

1o of b ] 5 2 7E B AR E R RILE SN B SR L AR (1 22 S R R T Uk 1) 55 R R L TG R SR AR R X )
FE, T 2R TE Hl ECE B .

Horh, 2 %15 B} (Reference Corpus)se fif €0 75 il F AUt SO AR AU ) SO SR 1. BT UL RGES
2 SR 28 IR L 2 48 1 3% (] () 5K 35 K] 2 (Open American National Corpus, {# 8 OANC)FI 3 [H [FH 5 ik}
E(British National Corpus,ﬁ'ﬁ% BNC)%.

Ahmad % NUF 1999 4EHE H Weirdness 7925, 1% J7 1250 AR 1 38 17 76 45 1 AT 8 B 22 o 10 40 A5 R ) T
TE 2 1B R PR A 1K) 4310, TR I K 45 o AR R A R B A B 3R] ¢ 1A — R 5 ¢ 1S 18R E (#]  BNC)H
19 U3 — b A e 3E AT L B2, UF B 2R B AR V8 REBE A B I % Uk R TE B A TR i 404 RE 5 1 '(domain
specificity), S ] fES2 FIE AR IE. ML 4k, Weirdness 75 V76 R A AAE 77 1 & A R A =00 R

TF, ... (1) ‘Corpus

target

TF,

reference

reference

Weirdness(t) =

®- ‘Corpus

target

Fo T ool R 7E SUBE R PE AR ARTE ¢ IR, TF oforonce D RN S B EHEH ¢ 1f) 77 4. Weirdness
J7iEIE St T Ab BRI R A (Out of Vocabulary, f&iFR OOV A 15 1) 77 1%, B I i 38 B AR 1R ¢ 454> B3]
w; ) Weirdness ¥47, 28 J5 1B AN M D045 2% 3% AR 15 ¢ 19 Weirdness 147

Ab 2235 AE Weirdness J7 15 FE Al b 32047 BT 7% B0k Relevance 773207 R o 189 n ik % R8¢ H B0 SR B
DF 410 ()RA & Weirdness 77 1%, 1X — S5 15 = JERATAB 1% 17] 11T 23 52 B SE A : (1) B AR TE R E g I
308 17 5(2) H AL SRS Hh AR 326 1715 (3) 2 2% 1 ek e rh A 55 s DL e ik e

1
[ TEa,ge,(z)'DEa,ge,mj
log,| 2+
TF, ference (1)

Domain Specificity J7 ¥ F B0 (1] Weirdness 343 bk LA 38 AR5 (4 B S0 UA — PH AL B AR 34 2 BB 8 4
R 7 OOV (I ARE, A a0 F:

DomainSpecificity(t) = élog Z’EZI‘;

FHorp R AR BEE AR ¢ A& BT AN, Pa(w) RANBEIEARTE ¢ o & A BT w, HILTE H AR5 RLPE (22,
P w)FRREIEARNE ¢ A F18] w, 7555 15k} E 2.

ZJG TP R [ GlossEx 2 4" TermEx £ 4517215 5 WA R 4EFE S & T Weirdness 75 15:.2002 £E,Park 25 A\
T GlossEx F 4,14 5 4t (£ Btk Weirdness 77 12 (1 [R] BF, 386 I 1 390 88 o0 Ve B 4 B ok Ui, GlossEx R 4idk T
PR R R 3 72 (1) PP A 1% 3 A T AT S 14 '(domain  specificity) 2 B 5 ¥, ff Fl Domain Specificity 2 20
5 (2) 3 R S AR A A S v SRR (¥ 5 ¥, 2K A8 2.2.1 FE AT HE EI 1) unithood S E.2007 4, Sclano % AP d i £ 1
HAEH T GlossEx RSt — 0¥ B, 3 T TermEx R4:.TermEx R GAAME N T gL 0 DC'(L 2.2.2
B &S H B R b 3 5o A R RS BA T S A, G B T R B 0 A0 S ST RS Ak
Pi,GlossEx REiAl TermEx R 4454 % & unithood & . termhood & & UL & S5 B =4k B (K45 A0 Sk i
HORAT FEIAF T B0 A b AR

BH 0T 5 R P Lopes 25 AR Y tf-dcf(term frequency-disjoint corpora frequency) /7 i%,1% J7 %A Jy i ik
RABEVE 4y N5 HAE 2 42 F 18 B FE I W 30802 i S b, JF DU 0% il 0% 2% R 1 % 40 380 RF 7 1 2018
4 Mykowiecka 5 NV SVEL ot £ il I A B HE 51 2847 40 5 AR 400 A 08 1) 1) 0, B2 11 T 6k L 2 A4S 25 18 ) 22 9 3@
TEARAE bR SO PR A A SRR R UV, B s AR 2R B 75%.

T — NN L) A0 R 4 1 RH(Wikipedia), MY SRR 215 5 LI R A2 AL T B RIR N A A% H
FRERTEH Y 70, IR I Be 0 055 2 & Fh RS H FRAE ek e 1R 75 SR 0 6 T 350 /AN RS A 122 Sl 52 R R 3 /N RS
BLHEE B & A THE B R LAX 3 ARG A HEAR T, 75 B 41 25 5 BRI AR 2 AU 0 415 B

Rel(t)=1-

U
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Vivaldi 2 ANU76F 2010 4555 54 F 24 5 71 RME 38 ORI B8 I8 SR 3 BURE 52 400 P 1 R A 1 2, % T4 A4
A AG 1 18], 3R B T BT R BT 4 R SCE (T 2 SRR % 1 AT RE T B2 R SO )RS B R
SCEE TR BT SO 2 S e TR A 23 U 7 2 ) ] (AN SR B R T i) A ), B Bk B e e 1 gkl
S g T2 200 5 U5, 1 P BT R B 1 AR 280 SR AR A 1R S AT VAN AZ T VR AL R B R R RN
G045 N FH 380 ¢ 5 7 R 55 1 AT KOS B A AR W R S B8 IR A A ILTE 4 R R R R R

2014 4 Astrakhantsev 25 AP 1 7 LinkProbability J7 3% 4% F 45 3L 71 RHE 2 2618 R, 8 06 2 17 5 4
IR IR IE AT ¢ 70 4k R DARBFE R bR A AR 5 FLAE 4 25 7 R A LR A0 1 B R L Hp D A
SN B B AR 4 3 R A 45 % R Link Probability 23 #i% B A 0,373 i AL B U5 R T X 0 H F AR
SO 4B 5 A R N B AT R TR 3 1 40U, LinkProbability 732088/,

2017 4, Haque 25 A U7V H gl 4150 60 1R 2 A0 003 A V8 Jh BB 28 325 24 ) m-gram 3 98 S G0 2 7 Va4t
Vit K bR ity B AT A5 308 ARE $h BUCHE R, 2 5 15 Bh A1 58 508 2 - 4 5 1 RS E S B B A B TR B ARE 1
HE R 7 B, S 56 2% W12 MR 75 545 B PG BE F 751 8 A IR B 4 vh AR iy B SR 14 32 B e Sl 1k /K S

FEF AN FR A B SR S 7 15k 32 BE Ik % bl ] SR L TR E b ik EE R A0 SR R S R ) B
ST ARER I A VEA BT R A B AR ERE B B ARG THE B A R & AT e R 2 (R,
AR B AN SR R SR B bR E R 2 A R AE, R AR AT 15 ek R B i R S B R E SRR AN R
FA) A2 I A BT A # mT DA A0 30 20 R R IR, — S E M AT I JE T ) A0 B I
25 ETHEBS STRMBS &

FET WA ST B SR E I TR T 430 3 284 I B 05 46, 959 5 B 07 v RE 78 M B O v = R U 5 v 4R
W B bR B JE AT A MR B 31 X BITE T 807 BT e N A B8 ) RUASAS [R) . L A SR AR 7R 45 8 I 45
B A LR 25 T AL A% 255 30 A4 B 7 V208 8 22K 1 25 S 091 36 e i — AR AIE 28 [R) R AIE B RIS 2 Rl AR IE &
TREAIE SR e A T e ) R A 2R I SR REAE AT DL I THE B F AR IE (W a0 POS B, ReBR 745 AU IS, AT
DL 2 T G0 T S I R AE B 2 P 3 19 46 R AAE I8 1T DL SR B 408 TR 2 () R AAE . o 8 4 T 22 IR S
185 F i v 2% B ZhARAE 3l U7 vk () TF, TF-IDF)E Jy 6 b5 3k 1 321 25 9249 1 43 %

2.5.1 BB

B W T7 8 RS 3 UG 1 2 = 210 8, 0 W v L R ) 1] AR R B ) A B AN SR AR TR X Bl T VR
RGeS TR I I ARAE AR A I 2R 28 5 ) F IR R SR N 25— AN IR VE i BUASE 28 5 o 5 4% ) e P A 28 %7 ) 8
BT AT AR 5 18] 15 B A% AR 1289 43 0 TR L AR TE SRR TE.

2009 £, Zheng %5 N8V S48 Y BE K1 2% 437 (conditional random fields, & FR CRE )4 8 Sfe iy B 45 855 A 1, 1t Y
K 7S PP A REE:POS A5 %8, 15 UG B, 7015 B4, 4515 5006, A5 2 A1 TF-IDF, 75 25 A A4 e 4483 47 0, 6 vfE
2 F B F1ES DA 79.63%,73.54% 1 76.46%.2010 4E,Zhang 25 A\OVE#E K F CRF %Y 425 it kb3
B A)VEAR BAE N H R AE TN BHE R N KN IR AE 8 R 1% 7 MR AR 3T AE b H 3k SR 47,2011
£, Zhang 25 N\ BOME Y 45 648 5 S IE R S5t 225 A8 i CREF B8 [5] I 2% R8 4% 348 7] BT L6 ) 1 [ KB 2R — 1
A5 3R AR 5 52 56 45 S 2% B 22 KR AIE Rl A 8 SR AN RFAE B N 2K Loukacheviteh!™ VI SA A AR 15 il HURE 7Y 75 22
BT 5 2 R KRR, DR G B T = AR (R R Sk i X 7 AT PR AE 20 0, 38 T s U P R A, 2 T4
25 BRI RRAE LA K 3 F 17 SR R 4R AE.2013 4E Conrado 25 AP2HEH — A =32 B 45 10 45 & 3H4T B 3R B
AL 8% 25 30 7 v A P B AR AE 23 0 25 (D) A B BB R R SR BGE 5 25 . it Sl A SR B R AE;(2) 3R B H
P iE Rk 5 FE R 2 8] 6 EEAFAE AZ 7 RS T T 3 AN IGE R R R A F1ELIE TR E R K
FRAE AT LA Rk ATE.2017 45, Yuan 25 A SVE| i i A0 B4 = A0 A T8 Sl Bl 830, 32 tE 6 P 10 Fh e it 22 07 14k
AR BINLAE 22 2] 5 V5 8 6 P8 5% 21 BV AE A [5) A8 LR 1 3R 4T VP4, 38 UF Yuan f¥1 77 V7638 A} ATE T
5% B Ra i Ve A AR A AR Lin 25 NPV KORIE 5 i AR U120 10 1) B3 18 T — Fh 3 T oRIE K AE
VEHRFAIE I B B0 T 725 1 S R B SZRE R AL SVM. 45 A 20 3R RNl o R VB ik 1 4R A 2R S A8 R L 40
AR O . AURIE IR 3 Fl termhood 4FAE MIAL 5 H 3% 18] 91 40, i 08 L IR I ARE.
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BT b 2 AR LG 5 7240, Liu 2 NU2VER 06 ARE 06 1) AT R IE B VP4 R I8 B Se i i (B, T 2015
AR SegPhrase 771, B VORE T 73 B 1) A b5 B T HL 8 2 o1 RO RE h HC 7 VEAE 45 A U T AN I il AR
R SegPhrase J7 VA1 BIHT A — 02 ST AF 4 2 e i J 05, AN DO AN 48 3 4 H 3 oy vk, A 4 R AT J 2 A 5
(1) 3l P v o R I 224 22 IRCPE SO vt 00 3 P AR S 8 R 1 4] 30, PR e S P A ) m-gram 3 8
(n<=6)+iA H K T 30 KW i e R AT % 1% 17 ;

(2) — S5t e 0T AR U 1 R IO B v T 9] (T 2 R O — BOME 2 SR R P 0 [ AR
FESCHRAE A AUEAE B KL B S P unithood FRAE K AT FE &

(3) 15 B v o B I L R e B R R A B SRR AL (B this paper IR B #15 B8 B R 2R
VB R E TR R, SR A 545 A IDF B3GR K /NS 3 AMRHIE R IEAT B &

(4) SEEEVE: R R AR AL AT R R — A S B BTG, AN R MU T 43 3 R R B A E A BB R R
BEAT A1) F AR AR 73 B AT SR I S 58 B8 (1 A 15

SegPhrase J7VE (1 BIFT ml T T — AN BE A T 3% AR AT BT RO HE 22, R e 4 M ARSI (A0 1 3) HE SRR AR G

wurny [+ ra
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Fig.3 The basic framework of SegPhrase method!'?
K3 Segphrase JjiZk )k AHE R

(1) FRER IS A AR R 7k 7 &

(2) FEAERE BB B S U B AE (— Btk J2 15 B R 5 ANERIE N 2 25 88 b 15 B — S TS B AR TE i
e 1A B B A E R B CR T 0.5 N R B E, /N T 0.5 A U E);

(3) FAT A I B AT 55(2) 25 AR BRI 1 T 4 BRI AT R 1 4 B, A9 B E A 0 JE AR

(4) JEIE A IERHE RIS ECAE G 2 55 TR 2 AN 5T A IE M2 A RFAE BN 23 2 38 T RRAIE 5 & (feature
set) HH 2 TF4r 288 T YR ) A

(5) RLIEACA IEA R (4G 3R IR A IE 5 1920 BoHe 3 4 L 4B 51 &

Frp BB (D)~3) % R 3 H 40 HE# 43 ClassPhrase J73%, BT L3 BT Bl i MR AL 8% 24 ] 5 48 F 5 B (1)~ (5)
SR 3 HRIEAEST > SegPhrase 7792k, AN LA RIEAR D IR (4)(5), 15 2 HEHH R = 1) B A R AR IR SR Y
SegPhrase J7 V7 R BITE AL FE v HO7R AR D B4R 3 B0 A0 ] ok 31 5 40038 L SR R 7K SF- (6 i 2R, L B P 4 BT [
Wb 5 R 28 HUBE AR IE Eh R 48 L1 25 N5 VEU ST AutoPhrase J7 iU 218 8 B 5 ik A 27t 4R H AL
252 FWEHE

A W B S ARG I 2 55 B KR A AR SO (B SR FR v i BE S R K A B SRR B S LI
I TE AR B A T 2 K T 0 B A 3 2 B RN 55 MR AR Bl I T vk b, DA R I R R T A i 1) R 5
W B VEAME R B T R E AR A I SR B8R, R 2D B AR O 1R I SRR R I S E AR )1 5
AT B AR 5 A ) b A 28 3 A7 AR b ¥ 1% 35 1 4R B B ARE I, N T St b B gh AT B, B R R
S IE AR RRVE SR N I SR 46 b T 4k S I AR A,

Yang 2 NBUF 2010 4245 {6 A 2t 2 T RN & I 5 10 7 925, AT 75 Bt b as A M @ b 1 i i S 3
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T TG M B UL VE (TF-IDF FIEE T - BRI B) B B AE s AR i R M & M FE GBS s
1) 500 N AATAE Ay IE R E ANHE 4 5 22 1) 500 A FEAREAE S SORE G2, 58 )5 43 F LA TR i b 7 SR 1EAT IS 82 10
A MBS o BN SRR AN 0 25488, o 0 R R I SCHF R S AL SVM Bk 45 AN R TR ARFAIE - 1% 3k 177] 14) 430
TF,POS FR2%, 17 43 b 74 A5 3 1] o 28 — AN R B g — AN 1R R AAE 82 46 136 B I 50 4 1) 53 5 4 % B A 408 3k 1) 1R AT A
L E P AH LA e R R A /N A ) S4B 2H R AT R A S (R S 2 AR R TR AR 25 4 L 45 TR) — i 34 1)
IS, 12 466 328 1] DA S0 20 B B ) o s I Bkt R (0 o B v FAE TR — IR AR I ZR I I SRE (9 4 & Yang 1772
AN T AR 0 R B B B b v I SR B, R bk B A% G M B Bl B O 9 B T A AR I VA R 5 IR R BN
U AR TH BB SVM BUE SR % ) 7 iE R 1R E T ARIESRE I HE i =R,

Astrakhantsev %5 NPOLE 15 KL Yang 25 A {9 8% s F B 1 5 1% ComboBasic i EXAT 100~300 AN AE (% %
TR N IEAE ] 4, 354 BT A o Ath A 3540 358 1] R R 2R bR i 19 SR8, SR A g2 2 T PU(Positive-unlabeled, PU)%% 3] H vk
B3 2 284 1% % C-value,DomainCoherence,Relevance 1E N ARIEAFMERING: 0288, 2 5K 7y 2588 N H T 45
AN ARAB A% 35 17 3R 15 B A5 20 55, I SRR 51 4. A Maldonado 25 A BSIRE e — Fofv St 7 2 489 0 ) B 11 7
YNGR T 15,0 07 V0 U 5 ) B0 E A0 N 55 M 2% ST B A5 R 39T B0 U R B a2k AR 0 20 2 38 B I R a4 &
T FEARAC ] GBI L 5K IR ) A58 AU R R AR oh ERR AT 1 S Aker 45 AU 55 W B 05 ik B T XUE R
A BT 55, A A7 1R B O IRTE 5 B0 IR B AR T 552 208 W 1 H A5G 5, I 2 B b i I R 35 i B
il

2014 4 Judea %5 AUV H — b8 B 7 2 B A= s 9 R I G B 1 R Rl OSSR s o sURLVR AR
8 R A 503 1) L R A8 B T R A9 4 2 8 T R SOR Hh B ER B B4 AR TR R b0 BT IR B T, T AURE
Wi Fe i RAE — A5 R SO A B A IR BOEE R 51 B A (19 3em). 2 SR 74 MR R 2R
W A A8 GB 4 B AR 25 R BE AL )AL 46 POS bR, bR SCRFAE . %30 18] H LB DA R 36 T 2 475 o B =
LS B Z7E A B AE BN SR A IR Al oy 2538 L I T e ol I 2R 4 U5 V6 IR T F1 (RIS 75% 1 47 ik
3,00 Judea $2HI Y B AR 7 VE RS AL B BT A B U SRR, A R 2 Ak R F TR T I TR R D v &
& RIS A B8 IE R B H A SO E0E 5 L AE L8 SR R I ARAE il G B R AR IR KRR LI FARE L AT
TEAR AT DA o et % 35 A 14 1R 3 R KRB e il B

2016 4 Wang % NPTV Mo kit £ 400k o SCRAE B9 FEARRAE 2 H 7 3 T 7 M b i ML 88 2 S RiE R
T B AZ AR FH B B0 R AR ORI AR N AR 0 B AR DT R e A I SR AN 2 1 i) /L DA CRF #5384 3R
WO ARAE g Ak fih 48 FH 3 ik A5 U & CRF ATE U 72 AR 15 -6 B 4 3 18 AR, 4 400380 & KN G
NN A% Co TR B B 2 AR BUR 2 N R38R AR B HOSUR F1 IS B 94%.

253 GmFEIE Tk

AR WS B 7 VEAS 55 N RR T I 2R B, 32 ) 328 R0 55 4130 0 1R e (191 G 44 268 1 B, WordNeet 55 i Xt
AAB A 1% 1] B A H G IR AT B AR, 15 K & 1 IE SRR, T8 B SRR R I U v TE B SR 1 A
W R IE LA b B B BT 9T 2 Shang %5 AUF 2018 4E7E Liu %5 AU'SegPhrase J7 ik i JEml B J2H T S0k
ZFNE S T FHANLIRENGREARF AutoPhrase 7772, fif £ A 15 il B RE 228 ZOR B TH AU B2 A 10 204 1Y) i) .
Bl 4 FiR 7 %00 SO T ARGl R B A R A

Massive Text AERBARS Effit REERHIGERII% POSIE SHSEIEAN

Corpora |:> (A% n-gram) Barack Obama

speaks at

US President / Barack Obama/
Anderson Cooper 0.99 US President > | speaks/at/a/town hall meeting/

7 US President E:> 0.98 Anderson Cooper with/CNN/'s/Anderson Cooper/

a town

\/ Barack Obama

Anderson Coopeyp

AT [ N
ol Obama
(A = .
148 administration
5z this is =
- "
y an example 0.3 speaks at
Obama administration

WIKIPEDIA —| s President 0.2 at town
The Free Encyclapedia —_—_— -

0.98 Barack Obama <:]

The / Obama administration /

T EHiHE | may / be/ winding / down / but
0.85 Obama administration SERR

/ first lady / Michelle Obama /
is / keeping / ...




KT S0 oK IE IR R s

Fig.4 The basic framework of AutoPhrase method!'*
Kl 4  AutoPhrase J7 i) 3 A HE 4

Yj SegPhrase J5 VA [l 152, AutoPhrase 7772 5| N FHT 3 A (1) FE I ZRB A A3 FH a8 P 18 128 (491 4 =
H %}, Freebase 5 )R A5 10 1514 17 88 A v (1) TEREI], T B IR A5 (positive pool) Jé T {5 14 18] H 2 44 1 1 75 1)
HFEBIB(negative pool), < J5 18T 73 45 58 G SR PR AIC M 75 8 1) 2 1) 3 — aod % W] {8 SR A4 3 B 40 40 1 T R id
TAE, SEILEAE M AREHE A 30146;(2)POS 18 F 15215 5 B4 AR TE SegPhrase J7 A4 15 4> B A &4t R POS
FREE IR A AT B R T F 1R 7 IR 8 S o o b o A SR )AL S (] 4 dReAa 000, DT 48 v B 2R i R 6.
I & S0 UE B : AutoPhrase J7 VATE M RERIRUE T HIYIAE M SegPhrase 77 ¥k, A5 B Fahbrid I gh e, F-38 n 1 5
FARAT B AT ECA B 2 38 T2 10% ~30%.

FETHLAS 5 ST B 3 AT 3 U v5 2 B AT feb B 4003 PR i 9 o, 32 2R 22 Bl R & REAIE S o3 2 8%k
FIOAR 1 % 2 7 v A B e T VR AR T N bR A5 B I R HE A R B, e N L L, B B AT
H) S8 ANE AR N ARV B B0 AR AR I K A B B A v A G B, RT 7 R AR, B 55 7 AR Y 1Y) U3k T 1 A
FLFS A AR B 72 T Az A M e B 9 U 2 SR P S 6 S AR R B Sh AR T E R SR R K TN
FRCAR 38 5 T AU PR S AR AR VE AT SR TR 2 IR AR U, 5 U R AR R R E R B AR I AT
I 2t USCR A E T e B D7 R A N B v, 89 M B R O v B T R ARAE U B
ML, R D = AR R 8 /45 200 &9 R I ZRER FRLE N T AR T 438 2% 41 R R W AR AL I ZR A R 19 3 i
26T (0 A il RO 5 R B, 20 S v A A5 A TR (1 2 B i B SIS FE R D R R B LB T LR I
ATE 7515 BT T AR BB B2 58 AN B AT AR N L 07 66 ATE AR AAE B b 2004, 5 S S8 3t — SDAS I AR
=,

2.6 ETREFINMENGE

FETUREE 5 ST B s ARG U v R B 456 Bl IR B 52 ST HE ARk AT B3 ARE X, 2 —Fh 3l &
TN PR RF R DL 27 20 07 125, FT i DAt SR AT v N T Bk gk e (R AR i T ) O . G e A REUAEL 38 6 8 1 i AR E A
) F Ak N\ 3R 7~ (word embedding representation) {F A% A, M 45 4 8 1 VR B 2 =) B B (48] G 1R J2 ol 8 Y 2%
DNNs. #ZEE &M% DBNs. #5148 M 4 RNNs. {823 I3 #1124 DRNNS), 24 J5 B 2 > 4b 222 20 B iR
FE SRR 2 =) B 2 AN R O AR R TR R R B G W R AR HEAT R IR R R 43

AT SRR B 25 S] R 9 & NLP AT 551845 T 2 PR vl J7 8 DA B 43230T % 5 /K ST [0 fE 1 28 TR b TR 5 2 > A
RULE B ARAE ST 55 71 15 2 7 B J5 RO R BE 2 20 51N B B AR AE Bl AT (1 B 70 1K AROE i B A 2
TS ) R S K B M e R T AT I 2016 4E, Wang SRRV B T — R EE 2 ST R g W R
BB AU 507 725,48 AR B 2% ST B LSTM Al CNIN B 43 9548, 40 il 2 SR IR ARE AN Rl 3RoR, TG 7 F-3)
BRI 2, A AR A D EAR IR R L AT YR, 88 J5 Mo 0 AR bRt Bl 7 AT TN R e R B AR
5 e 1 AMBEIE AT IR DB GRS b DL BTN G2 2585 0% X & 50 )5 45 PR SR &5 S 3 0 R 7E I 2R B0 A FR
BT OL N 45 AR BE 2 ST BB IR VR R B 1 54 Ha B8 2% ST A0 24 I R 28, 3R B 1 12 2 LA s ey 1
fE. 2L T It Khosla 25 NPSIZE 2019 4E 3% 35 [R1RF AR 5 5 21 B A I ZRAS AR SR i BOR V8 AN [7] 1) 22 i AR AL 7 S N 2
I T R R n-gram RN A58 F CNIN R4 3% 38 W 25 4 43 28 88 (HL 1K AR T A7 78 I 2R FE BT R I8 I 5 1= 4%
A TR 1D I 80, 2 o AR AR AN S T I AR

[F4E,Gao % NUR T U 2 ARGE 38 H T IR FE 2 21 3% 31 3 (End-to-End) 85 7 R 2 3] % 3% A V5 (1) 1) B 3%
I, R T B B AT [ B TR RN 73 8 48, 15 B A3 AN 0 AT IR VP Ak 23 0 2 ARE B AR ARG H b RAE )
ERRME T Z2MBUEEBFBAEPERREE. EEEARRERE. RELTERELR. A TFEREEE.

o — LERF FE R A SRS UL 9 7 SRR I R S BTN, Se )T A B AT A M R
ANFH IR RN 7] B 3R 7 K X 8 ) i SRR P4 2 5 RN IR B R (3 1 LSTM. GRU), & 5 4&id CRF Z AL 215
FUAEA LA X B FR2E.2018 4F, Zhao 25 NP ARAE i HUE 15 /2 17 91 bk i) 88, 32 tH T Bi-LSTM-CRF 4% %: 3]
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AR i FBC e SR e A A S (3] [ B AR A 3] AR AR R SRR AE AR i N B 22 0 e 2 2 R R A B )
i H] CRF J7i54% 7 WA 9 {B,LO,E,SYAR%E 2 — It 3] T 75 U AN A7 AE R AU R ATERE, 1 SO Y 39 8 5 I 25
F12: Viterbi K BE AR THRFEAU, 2T ARG IR [F4F, Kucza % NPUH @ 7 — BT IR B2 ST RIB I R
g 8 7E 5 ) B A A BILOU FR45 5 E40AT FP FUARIC R AR B AR T, [R5 AN [R] S 28 (1 336 U9 4ok 22 ) 24 1 =
TN 73 R DA il R R AR I ST 32 B i R i s A AN Rt R HR 7 81 36, VA [ A% G il BT VA HEAT XS L

S uppeort ectorMachl ne owerful
s 4 & *“\i ﬁéé‘é*y
i ! 1y
é L RNN/CNN RNNICNN RNNICNN RNNJ’CNN RNNICNN

__ Support Vector% Mach:l.ne pauer'ful
=] LY ‘6'6“; 680606 6‘6‘ ‘f‘ 00! @000
S P N S 1 : I """""
B | RNNICNN ]
% [ [ Forecast Layer : Softmax or CRF ]
" ) ) l ! I
B I E 0o 0

Fig.5 The basic framework of sequence labeling issue

B S A bR (A R 3 A HE 22

B TR P 5 2T 1K) 8 SR 5 i 3 B R P 2 S B ROR il UR T8 1% 05 12 T8 5 N L0 e AR B R AL, Ik
AT B SN AR, I A B TR AR G AR TE AN R S B A AR, LUIA RN 1) B R i B 2 SRR AR RRAE, A
1T 3 BB G A T8 il BRSO, JC 38 5 8 R SO 4 A A 7 VA ) AR AR TS M T A2 % PO R B2 22 ) B 2,
5 AR W KR AR T B bR v ) O R SRRV 7 2%, B AR I e 1), LR R f 5 QUG AL RE B 994

i, 2R TS A n-gram 3 JE AR AEA T8 AREAT VI ZR AR BARIE (5 21 SR AE GRE A 9 1 B S (ERE A o
10% 72 A7), BB A7 75 1 22 [ B (H 3 TR B2 22 ST 10 B SR TE S BT iR R BLH 1 8 25 10 R 3 1l Bk e 22 T B
], F TR 3] ) ATE J5 8 2 O R —ME FE A .

2.7 ETIEX AR E

BTG SO R 0 B B AR T8 Sl B 7 925 32 TR P ] 4L IR PR 1 SO R SR ST SO R ARAT I HE 4 ik B4R =
TE S B A R H .
1] 510 2 7] 998 X 2 £ 03518 AR (semantic similarity) F11E SCHI <1 (semantic relatedness), i AR {EL
P 9% 22 0 A0 7R 7k R S 9 2 TR) 1) 9% 2R 18 SCAH G 1 5 R 91 2o SR b R R 28 2 10 199 G 3R T DA, B A ARE 2 [R) 1) SR T AR
AN L 2 A SO B 38 B2 25 P AR V8 R AR V5 2 1) P B A7 7E 1 15 SCRE R 1 08 & TR 4Kk U, o] LA PR AN A B2
SR JEE B ARAE 2 [H) () S AR FE AN (B A £ FE g G B, IR R e A hoT):
> EREIEEER: RYE Bikel 2RISR EE SCH VIR S AT i A PR AN T R SCORIER 4y
T TR SO0 R AR DRI K R R R R A N A OGRS B B A R SCAR A P
1) USRS B B R BV OB B () o — 4 R, B — A B RAE ) 1B e s U 3R
fiE, IR E RS 5 GO B E B A D AT B
2) bR SO I R AE 5 R B I A R AR — o BE RS P Y[R B AR (co-occurence) BY 43
i R LR KATE #;
> RIEE E R DR EE R A A R B IR (5 G [ SR i SR 4% Bk 4 293 B R B T
PRI AEAB B AH 9 9 2R 14 8 J2 18 S JE R S o % 42 2 R A R A 15 350 SR L ST A 2 1) (1 Bk S5 3 1
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FHBEA SRR E AT ARAE S SCTH . & DR IR 2 8 SCHE .

() REBUEE

E AT O B (5 JEL 85 5 7 T, Astrakhantsev 25 APORA R4 o — 416 SO 36 A 56 1R B 3R A, T — A
FLE B AR TR B 1% -5 08 ¢ HERE & 1A) 2L AT 1 B2 98 SURE SR PR IR Ik, T+ 2014 4242 H KeyConceptRelatedness(KCR)
77 TR S0 e M S % AR 16 2607 8 S T EL-Beltagy ™ H A 7 VR N AN e
MES(N=200); 8 5 I 16 AR 15 A5 128 17 48 38 3 I 3 i ANV 4 BB BT n DS ARIB B IR 3R] 2 5 Mg e AR
5,8 Dice REEIETHEHE N AU 58 N2 (8] 1R 15 SCRH DG 1, AR AT 1 e 284590 =2 0T & A (k<n) 1 FHABL I 53
B35 14.

5 KCR B AL, Bordea 25 APHR T 4708 — 8k 7% PostRankDC, 1% J7 v {# I [ 2l b 2 RS i 2L ok %%
e KCR 7 1% P 1) SR SR M 2 3RS B P 0 A 15 b S w0 B2 (90 B 3 R 6 2 A AE8E FH ““Ame v A PMID T R4 3 R
15 5 3R A T A 2 (8] 15 XA P SR B 3R B PostRankDC J7 VA LLFE T2 35 kL FE ATE J7 5,55
& & AR B RAE.

2018 4F,Yu %5 NPV ) A% T vk 98 vl A AR AR 3 B A AR AT A 35 110 o R 4 T A AR S A
ABIAE J2 PR AR T 4 92 A e DU 0 % 348 1) 45 6 R R Aty b, R P 55 0% 4 R A AR R AR O 8 R AR AL S R TR S
VPR AGE 18 AT SR AR TR BRI RE L SEER R B Z T VE R SR S T BRI IE B AR (MERR 2R A B 83.56%,
FETFL) 32%). [ 4F, Lahbib %5 A 70EL A 5 AR 56 1 (¥ AR S F 31 00 A B il B4R, 1 5 4 F TF-IDF J7 v:4 B
RABFF A IR G TH AR IE ARE 5 Fh 7 ARE 42 2 18] 1038 SOME QPR B 5 40 250, B 248 4 1) R o T 403l 40 9050 g R
.

E BN SO B 8 T, L 25 APV o (AT AR 8 ol B SR 22 10 1), 1 2018 4R T BT ARIB RN 1) i
BT V2 1% 07 1 E R ARG BN SORET R ARIBE R BTE, HIEMHZ M ATE 774 UEE R EE A8
Je P B A B ARAT I I B SCOE RV BN ) B2 R B i R AR AT N 1] 52 SR PR Al T R 1) R
FEHEH 7 UUR B R R ARE AR T i R SC e . R SCAiBE . B S DL & TR SCEE B AR ) o,
B = A5 R 8 TR B0 XS B v &G — PN E R TR EE S 27 ECE AR AT () 4)).

L TF3ctt(Context commonness): #iiE—/MEEARE ¢ B LT 305 HALRE BT RIS R
TR SRR IR AL I8 5 5 AL 2% 2 =) Bk, B HLAR AR B 4 B0 ) 4% B LA 2 (R 1) bR SR A v i — A
WA B SRR AT (B i = SR AT e R e & B R Seh, Bix s B RS 2 RIEA A IE. A R
T

Y. 1(0..0.)>x)

Horh o FoR s BERE IR RIS, V. FR IR AR A, (6. 00 FE77% 5 FE A3 3200 101 58 S8 B AR 0\ 10 B2 1)
EOAEBLYE, & 207 R IR RO, b R SCUME A6 5 R ¢ MBS Al A T AN BB R AR 5 ¢ ML E R e
B M AE R 2, BRI ARE ¢ 10 1 RS B b

RSB (Context purity): SFFAEEARE ¢ [ FICHIH A EEZE R0 T B A W10 & SRS (61 o 75
P, 52, G £ PR 9 b SCAO L, L 5 7 K 50 16 ARV S5 B T — BB 4 5 (4 0 e 8 PR R e
4 5 1122 REAR,, R I A T 4 P R
> <mv>/ >, 1(6..0,)>x)

R A R R ¢ 5 F AR AR ] 1S AR AU B R i AR R AT c A BT LA TR S R
BV NEY EPY

T 3CZ 4K (Context generalizability): 7 & (5% AR1E ¢ BB/ 78 & B RS2 LR R E AR ARE R
PR AN BB AN LA L B ARAE (9] a0 AR S RE AL FR AR SRR AL < RS2 RE R AL, B AT R A
R SCHER S SRR R AL AR AL, U — AP IE S S AR I EEL R — AN ESERAE, T AERE VLA A iR A, A R
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max( > 1((6..60,)>K)-1,0)

FTR X RTE S ARIE ¢ M EALARIEAN B H ¢ 5HAAREI > FBAH R

H4h, Lossio-Ventura 25 A\ 221 I £ T [ ISR 2 (1) Dice £ E R ER T 5 & ARE 2 18] 1135 A S5 1% Khan
2 NI 2545 C-value 1 TF-IDF J7 V4% BUHE 4 55 50 (0 AR 18 % 34 18] -1 42, F1) i 66 T 9] 4tk N ASE 284 114 4% 52 5 B8 A 4L
P 5 AR T U PR3 SR BT 45

2) WEENEE

2016 4F,Conde 5 NN T —Fh &5 & Wikipedia SEAERE (AR EMEUT % LiTeWi ff | Wikipedia 1F4
T SRR PE Sk i B 20 AU 1) B RS LiTeWi J7 vk B 56 H TF-IDF. C-value Kk Z T 4855 2 F ATE J7
VSR A e AR AT W 2 — AN R BB & R 5 A ARIE B B — AN B2 AN 5 R SCEE, TR SCEE R R
T A I 5 5 %o 2248 SCIR AR AE (O B2 22 A 4 6 1 R S0 B0 ) 14748 S I8 P2 4 L 00 18 R AT d DL C 1945 3, 53R
S S5 B [F) A SRR — 4 38 RS B M ARE AT A 9 55, 1 B4 5 AU T D6 I AR E.

LiTeWi J5iZi KIWHE SRR Wikipedia /5N SRR BEXT 238 W ARIEFEAT I B, & H R — 38 LR
B IR W RIBE G LA 25%M AR IEAZLE 2 FIE SCAH A 5038 B35 SO R, S 738 UM e R B (i HE
G BT AT AR A E 0 A R T Kohan 25 N PSR M [R] A4 SO 08 B A AU R SO ARE R AE N
VB SRR 3 5 SCHE AR TR SR AR (R TS0 HEAT A 9, T ARCOK 208 T IRAIAR B I HE 4.

2018 4F,Li % NPSHRH 7 — B T ARIE N 17 5 ) 7 2 SR B 5 8 R, 1% 5 VR A VA AR VB R o iR
A S0 TP P SIS B A SR A DA AR AT BRI R R R ) SE AR B A D R R T RS, R AR TR S AR E
— AN B AR B T AR B, WA D2 A e AR B B T

R OCEEEEHE /1 (Context link-ability): 7 & % £ RIE ¢ R 305 501K A v i SR AR UURE B AR X
Runina Murina(— & d) il & H I RALT frog(FUE) I L F SCHR, T frog A 7EAMBATREN, 2 — MR EAR

18, ) 3 — 5 AIE 52 Runina Murina 2 — AN FREAWE. AT

Y. 1((6..6,)>x)

FoHR Vo 3R HIARUEE R R SRR . bR SO RE T R SR IE ¢ MEABLI S0 22 R R A SRR AN B

B TAT X SR B B AR TR BT v 32 BRI AR R 2 18] (9 S0 B OC R (I M AR A ) SR LR % R VE B R T
ARAE 5 ARE Z 3B 5 R, 7] UL A 5 2 00 S AR AR, DR IS 17 55 10 ol S SR AR R R A TR F) 8 S R K
SO T A B R 8 1) SR I A 3 S 10 2 T LA B A8 e AL (0 ), R AR 1 DX AR 2 i E 2R I R
AR 58 AU P 2R TR DU S ) ARV il B A TR b, SR P 3 A 2R AL FE A Dy ik T SO G 1Y) B 3 R T il B
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ATR4S® | Scala | 2018 E?;ﬁi‘;lgﬁhfye;‘;i‘;ﬁ;oziﬁ‘;‘g;f % /;fﬁ) Pl S API#11 |  https:/github.com/ispras/atrds
KeyConceptRelatedness, Voting,
PU-ATR

10 fif ATE $7k: TE, ATE, TF-IDE, | g ayyp | (DRABI
JATE 2.0%% Java | 2016 RIDF, %, C-value, Weirdness, - Q)M #AE | https:/github.com/zigizhang/jate

GlossEx, TermEx, RAKE el A Solr ¥4
X (1)Java APL;(2) . .
. I pai :
TermSuite! ! Java 2016 1 v ATE £72: Weirdness % %)I 447 APL(3) https;[grgg?;t;cggﬁfrﬁ)smte/
" I 7 S . ) )
| # ATE Hik: g GBS Mg | &fdE https://sourceforge.net/projects/
[117] = p g proj
TBXTools Python | 2015 * P Python % thxtools/
2k
BioTex!"®! Java | 2014 8 fft ATE $% gpyg | (DWeb L2 fE http://tubo.lirmm. fr/biotex/
H;(2)Java JE
FlexiTerm!'!”! Java 2013 L ATE ﬁ/j[:'j‘:ﬁ POS FRIEA ﬁi??ﬁ 7 A http://www.cs.cf.ac.uk/flexiterm
C-value 7772 W
1 Fi ATE 573555 T POS ARy fIfRi 8 | sk https://pypi.python.org/pypi/
TOPIA Python | 2009 Gl - Python & fopia. termextract

3.2 EWIFNFERIERR

AT, B B AR Sl IV 73 3 B WA T %

(1) NP J7 3 AR S & 510 35 B T e Sl HOR W 51) 2 047 N VP A

2) REZHRIFN T RALATHR D RIESHLZ MR “ bR iR (golden standard)” 4% i I

FRAER S IR A 5 51 R AT T

VPP AP 7 325 ) DR 5 S T 5 L 305 — o 5 35 B0 AR 55 1 R0 R B A3 S 1 ) A, 458 1 1 9 0
VAR R, &7 AN B AR RIE L5 0 38 R TR R T T E DL RIS R WU S B K
AT LA [R5 A4 — A Hlin 4R B Ee .

F BT S EORCR I PRA 18 B8 74 35 15 B R B 1) 3 AN EEAVEN 1R bR, SR HERG 3 P(Precision).
HIFl % R(Recall)s ZEf3 bR F1{E(F-score).

p_ |Correct n Retrived[l:N]l, Q= |Correct N Retrived[1: N]| _2PR

N P+R
b Correct Frnhrif RiE R A Retrieved] 1 :N1E 8 P P-AG (0 ATE S HUT I B HEA 7T N D ARIBSE A
WA, 843 1 12022 TS IA SR ST 4 #E 1 % (Average Precision, f@FR AvP)E Ay A5 il B VAN H 4«

>

|Correct|

AvP =3 PG)(R(G)~ RG—1)

Hrb, PG RGBS O ARIE AL T 55 i AL O HERA SR P AL [8]K R.
3.3 SEIREERITEE S

Rl B Zh ARAT 3 B R 2 A8 58 35,25 P STk b AR i U 15 B S 08V Ak 58 4 S [R], 78 38 o) 22 3 438 (491 dn 43
AR ST T7 R (B N PN 7 3 ARE 235 R AT I 20 A% A 15 3% 93 0 IRl (491 o B A Bl B 25 SR A VA
T 5 SR 25 07 T 4% AR BRI HL 840 16 S 1102654808799 ¢ i BRI (V) B PRI B0 4 b HEAT S8V A, 5 BUR M
BT AAE FH B 7 5 1 9256 45 SRR AT 48— A IEXTEE.
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FI AT, /0 2 STl 1 B AR B i B 925 S EA8 ) B RS AE 94T 2536 6 B b Zhang 260 SIT 2008 4R 4 E
7 TF-IDF. Weirdness. C-values GlossEx Fl TermEx TP ARGl B 77 72,159 HH VR & 77 105 b o — P A8 1 1 /8
TERCRAE, B AR A 5 AT 4 K I A8, 2 B AR A £ i e U 2 Nokel 25 AP 2013 4 L
BT AT AR R U R ARAE A ARG (R RO RS S ARE . WARE . S BRI ERME . 3
TUAFAE 25 45 HE 5 T 20 FBURSE 20 ) AR 6 i IR 2 AR 5 R f e, 5 T B R ST R AE X T O = AR R
P£.2014 4 Fedorenko % NPOYETE & SAFE(TUE LR MERER) . Giih S 4FAE(TF-IDF. X HUSR L&), S0
HIRHFE(Weirdness. Relevance 25) )it bt bh 55 T B 28 2% 23 (9 il 77 92 R0 28 45 B2 S0V IR & i U 1.
4 IR BILEE 22 2] DA D B GRAR R 00 T (58 7 R 52 2 B2 1) e A0 280 AL AN TG s e, BB SR VR 5 i B 0
FAL A 2 >3 3l B 77 VR R % A8 FH 22 b 28 B ORATRRAE (5 A0 199 38 40 G ARP A0 R0 B AN ) o 8 i R AR A R 1) 22
5. 2016 4E, Verberne 2 N2V AE L HIBE . 2518k e £ 7 RIS (1 8 B0 3 AN J5 T H R S ARAE Sl U vk 3
AT VTAl A5 A0 R 4518 (D) BB B FR 15 R} EE B il HOBT 2 58 iy B R AR 5 (2) B A i 7 32 76 /N RS ) (K
T 1000 ) b 24 5 #BAR 22 5(3) Fh B B 2 AR A 22 2 RAE U R B U W2 TR 6 7 16, BN H & 7 2 FPRE1E. 2018
F, Astrakhantsev 25 N[2°1%F ATR4S RIEFE T A F1(1 13 i ATE J5iE7E 7 N AT EUE £ BT HRB, Ingk 9 Py
AN 5 R WA —Fh B S AR I U7 R B A P i A b R B A A (0 2 PRHAE A 45 T DA U
2 I IR AR B a0 TR A S B VAR AR 2 S S E 7 25, Hh ML AR 2 ) iR UL N RS B (4 N EUE SR A ).

PSR ) B SR E < 52 B 2 05 T R F R I, A4S H AR R R . N TAR SR . hEURHIE |
RIGHEF FERNE R SEERE . WA B 55 I ARG 75 6 1) 5250 45 Roxf b 2 R s K0 7 s AR A AE I
W SR XL 1~2 /N7 TH PR 280 b O () s e 437 a7 5 b 2 RN b 2500 A S A L T BRI A AT AN TR
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Table 9 Comparison of 13 ATE methods over 7 datasets(by average precision)!*”’
RO 130 ATE J5A7E 7 a4k LA ELE (BT AvP)>)

Ea]| TIVEA4 TR GENIA FAO Krapivin Patents ACL ACL2.0 Europarl
Gl ATF 0.7105 0.0415 0.1107 0.5397 0.0682 0.6802 0.1689
5 ) ResidualIDF 0.7047 0.0133 0.1063 0.5268 0.0645 0.6774 0.1302

C-value 0.7283 0.3845 0.4009 0.6452 0.4304 0.7879 0.3213

RE T Basic 0.6444 0.3795 0.3912 0.5548 0.5393 0.6966 0.3917
ComboBasic 0.6440 0.3797 0.3913 0.5526 0.5391 0.7013 0.3920

Relevance 0.7410 0.1504 0.2988 0.5044 0.4782 0.7530 0.2139

BT AR AR Weirdness 0.7672 0.1478 0.3315 0.5422 0.4797 0.7579 0.2270
LinkProbability 0.7071 0.0068 0.1024 0.4571 0.0980 0.7185 0.0851

BT Y NovelRopicModel 0.7138 0.0598 0.1081 0.6003 0.2484 0.7958 0.2076
T A KeyConceptRelatedness 0.6758 0.4671 0.3384 0.6190 0.3227 0.7124 0.3408
- PostRankDC 0.6655 0.4138 0.4068 0.5033 0.4577 0.6471 0.3784
i Voting 0.7582 0.1326 0.2683 0.6243 0.3353 0.7871 0.2617

AT LG PU-ATR 0.7823 0.4429 0.4210 0.6821 0.4938 0.8028 0.3688

4 REMEFGEIRTTFIDL

I A A AR TE Sl BOIE T AR REAT B 45, AR SR AT LU LA JLAN 77 T J& T AH S B 5 -

(1) FEBIANER IR P, By B et HOAR

BEXE H RS TE R PR SR Z b v B A0 ) A T DA BT A R U P AT AR ke i A ELIER 0 P bR A S 1 4
FR FE AR WordNet TR 442 5] 5 ol [7] SCI] 91 55 1 5 R0 2 1 B2 YRR 8L 22, mT LA B A0 o8 53 008
H AR R REAT 1 B b, A B T4 e 1 30 AR TE SR ) 280% - Shang 55 AU H A8 F 4k 5 1 RLxd 18 R} P2 JEAT
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(2) ZYEFPURHE L& SR T ARl USCR

BT BUA Tl BT VR RO 22, 1 DR P R TE AN BEAEL Y ) L, 25 R K 2 4 S BURFAE R S B R — M OT VAT R S 2
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TR FETT 1R, RIDRE 22 4 57 FURRAE . 2 R O7 A HLEL &2 A SR TE SO TE ) A R 3

(3) Uk B B ARE S E SRR 4 &
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