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Abstract

Focused on the problems of incomplete text feature learning, the fuzzy boundary of entity recog-
nition and the inaccurate recognition of emerging new entities caused by the mixing of Chinese and
English numbers in the process of Chinese-named entity recognition, this paper proposes a method
based on the dictionary entity recognition method. Firstly, the data is preprocessed through the dic-
tionary to reduce the impact of the mixing of Chinese, English and digital symbols on entity recogni-
tion; secondly, the BERT model is used for data preprocessing to obtain text features, and use the
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features as the input of bidirectional long short-term memory for training; thirdly, the conditional
random field is used to decode, and the annotated sequence is obtained. Finally, the corresponding
entity is obtained. The model achieved F1-score values of 95.10%, 95.09% and 99.45% on the
People’s Daily data set, MSRA data set and computer field data set respectively. The experimental
results show that the method in this paper can effectively improve the effect of named entity rec-
ognition.
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1. 5l8

i 44 SEAR A5 (Named Entity Recognition, NER) /& H 2815 & b3 (Natural Language Processing, NLP)H
) —DEAAT S5, E 2 H MR NARSE AR TR B SEfR . NER & 3CA . RS, B3
BOMBLES RS D Re SE LA B, A T LR I R AR HE A R e, BRI 22 A 78 8 N
FI| N2 R SCARAE B P R BCE ST RN, A28 ST [ A7 LR BV AE AN B 1) ] ke

B0t i 44 SEAR R P T S SO TR B B BN SO AE 2 S AR SEAR TR I SR . AN
O Y ST I S A R AN HE B 48 ) R, ASCHE T AR B TR, iR . ORI IR Al
—Fh I BEAT gAY, AR B SCAR I I 1 T ML R A T SO s IR TRAL B D5 VESE N T
R TL AR -

AR ITEEN R HRAER MSRA TR LU R FE T SELG, SRIGE KA/ 5k 1A
SRS SAR R A S

2. XI1E

275 i MUC £ (The Sixth Message Understanding Conferences, MUC-6) 1 /X $& Hi iy 44 SEARME 25,
B IR R i 44 SEARBEAT WA 100 5 S0, B AT B0 B R AR R S AR 2« SEARME— AR IR A (Unique 1den-
tifiers of Entities)” [1] [2]o CONLL-2002. CoNLL-2003 48Uk X iy 4% SR IR ) 5537 2 X&) 1w i
TRE, FEQFEANL . A HLR 4RI A SRR i LA 4], KRS T MUC 23U E X
Ao A3

B 5 i 44 SRR AN BT A e, SR R SR AR R B e AT EAT 7 78 . Alfonseca S5 [4] A4 4
MBI, BB INENH T ANEE S Kar 46 Sk, 2k B 3hd 78 B R S aiR i seigk . Jf
HAZ i 44 S g e 6T 5 Il A O () S A2t SRR T AR R A fim 44 5544 . Sekine &5 [5]1HF 78 K IR T-15
BIREL WM& RA. WEMGEERRETHPINAH, MUC U T 7 Fhar 4 SR IBA 5e i 2 SLPr i
L, FRECRRE USRSy, WMURM T —Miar A AR R IR A, RS SR 150 MRS, JREAE
Ji 81 SO SEAR SR X AT 78[6] . Marrero S5 [7] WEEAR TSI B IR A BEAT-4H 53 B 1 i 44 SIS AR 40038 1) i A2 AT
KIEIIRE, IR IS =4 R4 Tt MR T VEAT A 73w 44 SEAA, A7 Bh T4 71 NER ik Ia) UK RE . kT
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SR, H AT HEAA —NMBCONE J7 10 15 3035 5 DA AT (8 . {5 NLP ) 8 R 50 s ASE M 1 6
HAEEAS NER BFFE 55, BTl iy 4 SEA IR S SE R _E sl SRR 0 i SCAR R N 44 4% . LA 44 RS o 4
AR S AT

LR 7 R R T RN 532 o WS 07 3 B F B T R 72 MUC-6 21T G, BRI =5k
e N4 R R4S . S5 TR0 77700z P 1) J 3 32 LR 2 T R J U [ 8 R AR B R U [9] - LA K
MR F AT S A5 B SR ET ) S 18 LARHT J5 SOE LA BIUCHC RN, PR 0 ) 3k 47 52 4R 503 . MUC-6
S5 IR, T N A SRR R SR B v T AR Sk, 2 SEHER 3 5 T 91%, HL FL {2 ik 96.42%
[10] TR Fr 75925 3 B3 ol e A BR AT RN AN 72 B, SR 5 MSCA R T35 A0 T e R ) ) = 4 B i A7
FER TR R, KR R FERR I NS IR Se ik . (Hah v NER 108G 5, BT 0k e M sk
T3 A4 AL AR SR ) B, WO T ORI TERLEE 1) NER 1M 5 1% 7 VAR R BRI R PR 1

BTSN F 1T MUC-T WCh it & i KR (ME) [11] [12]8153 5 /R AT K(HMM) [13]
SENLAR S I I N T SRR ) b 2 . SREG A5 IR B, SRR AN T AR T L,
A FRINHSCARE B, BN 7 SRR BRI (RS BRI B 2 [14] . B T-HLA8 % 21 715 NER
SR PR A R, E AR B SIS SR EAT . Hoh, BREERMITIE
NP FIARE DTS, W07 FE2 4 NER 0] 8 2 1F /7 71 bR () AR 3, ) B KBS LR 2 ST RRTE T 51
BRI T 0] 43 e TR A BRI T AP R B b 7 vk, B T X R v R A A A o SR 5 88000 ]
WEATRE, FH I 2 AR E AR T, A5 RS REAR I b 0 A 8 Bl 1) s 28 A7 A E AL [15] o 7 SE B
W, TR AR R TR, X R A Rk TR AR bR B SR R, H 1%
AR MAAAE—E RRYE, BT AR HBERA TR, B USRS AR SEAR BT SO i & . AP AR T
WU SCA R A R0 BT — R, ASRIAR SN A [ R0 (1 i 44 SEARAL B . i), NER {155
FRIRTA A B e A AT P Sk E S bRiE, ARG XA AT G 0 2, B mT DARR e SRS
il X BT FIAARE VRIS M TR NER )8R A BRI & X, Bl 5 AdaBoost [16] SCHF &
HL[17] 4B WL 2% 1437 (Conditional Random Field, CRF) [18]%5 J7 ¥ #l 4k VXA il o . FH B S A bRy o, Ak
T NER HIZH . HAET, FAIMARE ST 2 NER [ (1 A 8071 . HLas 5 2] 75 B LS
35T ISR R 7 VEA B 1) 12 A B G AR R o R I b 5 Y A R AR R B 7 T 7™ AR T R A
N TARFEERL, SR IEA R 15 #AE

I8 5 o 22 DX 248 R AN T R e, TR B 2 23 i VE AL B T AR e NER i) jiH R G G2 R ] 1) R R
ARSCAR T, AR T e 4 55 DR R i R B2 Aty Sk P v M B2 B 1) R, S e 1 N TR R AR X
B BATERESE 0 8. 12 ER i — i 2 4E AT RER IR, 456 5 FUARTE 739 NER [0 j ok T
WK B B8, o )2 1 7 2 D A FH ] 1) B AE AR AE[19].  CoNLL-2002 11 CONLL-2003 5 ¥k £ WU
T % K IR FE 5 2 J7 i@ U NER () /8[20], — S8 BN HLASE Y [2 1)KL ] & J B 147 /9 % (Bidlirectional
Long Short-Term Memory, BiLSTM) [22]t015 2 [ 224, #F 7038 32 E0 IUA BOUR B 22 SR AR 7 VA AT
ok, KN T NER L, dn g e A2 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM) 1 CRF 45 & /)
B, ZBREAS FLAEAR & 1 5% [23]. Lample S84 1 I ART P2 M 25 54, — Rl & T BILSTM
HCRF 454, o — P2 5 T 1 40 7 M s A e B B o B2 [ B WA T 48 BT AR B 1 R I 545 B AE
FHAEVUFRAS [ (5 kL B 3RAS T 80T AR B SR IR 0 3R [24] ML T AR GibLas 5 ) ik, IRIE S I 71k
I A S ARG R A0 B P RS TR JE RN SR G SOARRRAE, B AR o T ML S VR E I
EASYEE Bff A6 R 25 P AL Bl e 7 3 ) TR 5 R B, B T LSTM, LAy B 2 3 05 s th ol ple oy 7 1 A
P2 NER [0, WG HLAHZ M4 CNN [25]. JRA M4 M 4% HNN [26]FI15 PR 4 4% RNN [27]%% .

I M B A ST 5 I P A NER BOBCE TRAR BRER T vk, DU SRARTHIEE Y (R AIE 2% > e 71 [ 28]
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Bidirectional Encoder Representation from Transformers (BERT) & FH 738k 2018 4F42 H () —Fh 3 T IR 2 >
(5 5 Ron iR . BERT 7E 11 MR R B 2R E 5 AL BT 55 B S 80R , & NLP S5l B R 211
LR [29]. BERT PEAHLHI SR Transformer 1) 4hi% 2% Ffighis #5 4544, o+, BERT-base f1 BERT-large
53R 12 J2H0 24 |2 Transformer w83 1F H B AW 25 4544, AHEL TAE G iR B 5 2] M 4%, Transformer
AR SOR IS RE /), RENS 78 R B R TE B UIZR[30]. 487, BERT #A! & py— A
TH, @l - iR FBAr T2 M T &P NLP i [31].

3. BERT-BiLSTM-CRF &5l

BERT-BILSTM-CRF BRI ZE U 1 frow, ZAEAIIL A N = A4, B 26 R BERT #H47 %4k kb
FRE ST SCAERE, B2 ST BIRFAEVE A BILSTM B8 NHEAT I 25 SCAS AT WU R 4 i, feJa A CRF
fiFe Rt A AR A KRR 28 7 911

S X1 X2 X3 X4

BERT5illgk

BILSTMill: | LSTM [ LSTM H—> LSTM |- LSTM H——>

Y
- LSTM [« LSTM [+ LSTM [« LSTM |
y 4 y
CRFREE c1 c1 c1 c1
i Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4

Figure 1. BERT-BilSTM-CRF model
[& 1. BERT-BilSTM-CRF & %!

3.1. BERT il

BRI ZAE S Y Bengio SR, SR T BRI T, BRI AR HHE T A
T I IR 2 [32] o B A wy, W, -, W MR ) T AR I 2R 8, 5 ER PR R I 25 I 2545 31 HH B R
(G = R,

p(W1'W2""'Wm):ﬁ[p(Wi|W1’W2""'\Ni—l) (1)

i=1
ERNNE SR RSN, kLN CRIETFR 2 XHEAEVERHESSE . BORYE LR A, A SCRH
BERT Filillget Ry, sitnlsl 2 fow, HFELE,, - E, NMIARE, T,T,,---, T, %R e b &,
Trm 7R~ Transformer £ #
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Figure 2. BERT pre-training
[ 2. BERT il

BERT Py #BHLA 3= BLE FF Transformer ] Encoder 45 #y, HARAIZEHILL Transformer 5%, XFHHLH]
AFDASE BRI R SCE R, SR T 1A IR AR BE 7). BERT IR E 20 NPIABrBL: Tl
WIGRBY B AR B . BERT HITIZRA A TE I B 5% 214145, Z3Jil/2 Masked Language Model (MLM)
A1 Nest Sentence Prediction (NSP). Tt Bt /2 5 81 T — S8 N AR 55 B M b AT I sk i, AR 8 22 S B
DIReidEAT % .

Table 1. Examples of MLM task
F 1. MLM fE55241

% AR

80% /NEREER 8 pi[Mask] [Mask]
10% /NIIEER 8 TR
10% /NEHEER 8 A IR]

BERT %5 — MRIIZAES MLM, {EG)FhBENLILEE 10%0 F1ia] 51T Mask, fEE$Ey Mask 5
W, 80%H I fH H [Mask] AT B, 10%AHEAT B4, FF 10%EH —ANBEML A Tk, HAR%G)
W 1o SRERIH EF SCHAE BTG I 55 1) BRan],  IXRE T DA A AR B A SO R R R R . TR
SCNZREE Sy SCEAE 4, MLM SR T 56 R SCEVE R 4217 Mask, FL A4 NSP TIN5 24 s 2 Fis.

Table 2. Examples of NSP prediction task
7= 2. NSP F{E S5 25451

LEIPN [CLS]hr%:
[CLS)/NBI%E K 8 ri[Mask] [Mask] [SEP] 9 i 2 I 24[SEP] IsNest
[CLS)/NBI4E K 8 fi[Mask] [Mask] [SEP]4 K KSR 4 [SEP] NotNest

BERT MIHFAEFEH 3= 225 T Transformer [IHFAEFEHUAS , Transformer #& NLP iff 57 3 # R A 1 4 44,
H V7 S AL (Self-Attantion) Fl R i 1 28 X 45 1 7 (Feed Forward Network)ZH i it JE s, B VER A1 ML AL 7%
B4R S R S E S HT AR, AT RS BE - 3R EX B b R SCE A5 B [30]. Transformer HA&LE 440
3 Fizmo
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"[ Add & Normal ]

[ Self-Attemtion ]

X, [ITTT1] X [T 1]

Figure 3. Transformer model
[& 3. Transformer 152!

Transformer [ CEE 5B N E V2 ML), #8%H T Encoder-Decoder 2244, {H 45 #4H LT Attention
FinE . Hok, BERINEISHE B =00 E, 20508 Query(Q ). Key(K ). Value(V ), [H&E4E
PRI E R AL 3 BLE A 7 A e A 2 18] ) S IR B R A R R BE RS, DU SRSREA] AR AE

Attention (Q, K,V ) = Softmax(QKT ]V 2

Ja

Hrp, Q K.V NFEFFIH N EHFE, d, 4 Embedding 4. H & B R HUIBA i 4 fos, Hop
MatMul 7= 5 [ A 3 iz 51

=

ot

v
( MatMul
( SoftMax )
I v
( MatMul )
Z

Figure 4. Self-attention mechanism model

E 4. BEBHNEIER
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BERT Tlill B AL ] 1 24> F i R WL A 22 Sk 7 7= 7 HLR (Multihead-Attention) , i L 3= 22
ST 2 VAR AT Q, K,V #25, BE AR Attention 5 FIMANE K, IR HLA) T I8 A& & .
Multihead = concat (head, , head, -+, head, )-W °
head, = Attention (QW,2, KW/, VW)

EE{:{ , W|Q = Rdmodelxdk lWik = Rdmodelxdk ,WiV e Rdmudelxdv 7WO c thvxdmodel s %Ez'gi BERT l:'jrfi)fﬁ h =8 /I\E{Z,/Tj_* g

TER NS, A AEE NS d =d, :dm—lf’]“e': 64 , H TR FER AL Sk O D,

ES ey WAk INIESES A0l S Sy = kI Niill i = 85'% N/

2 SER I R 2 SRR TIAE A RIRR s 725 (8] B2 ST BRSPS S, (1S AR TR AR 27 =) B INIAERf o
3.2. BiLSTM

LSTM PRI N 48 () ARAR, £ BN T oK e Z I Zrack R2 A S B A6 ¥ 2 B0Refs 8 o 8 1) i)
@, LSTM m] UAER A RO R SCAR BN SUE B, FFR I3 SO S G B, b TAEE MR,
e 20 R S AR Y, AT I8 232 i SR IRUARG B, 1Z v 2 W O0AR R SCE SUE BRI ) A,

LSTM HIZ5MIml B an N A KR

fo=o (W, -[h % ]+by), (©))
i, =0 (W -[h..x]+b), 4
o, =c (W, [h4x]+b,), ®)
¢ =tanh(W, -[h_,,x]+b,), (6)
C, = f,xC_, +i,xc, @)

h =0, xtanh(C,) 8

Hrr, fRRBET: i BRI o ot o Bon E—IZIREERE; C FR Marm %Ik
FUZIRAS: x R AniAN; h TR —2r%h: bbby, b, JyH .

LSTM W& E 250 N =B B

FB BV B XA B AN SRR I TR B ], B, ok
FEHEIC T B RS C R R B, o, f ROR forget. & iHU N R X, fiH—ANE O
F 1 Z M B ES BN EARIRE C, P . 1 RRTAMRE, 0 RRTEEEH.

5 BOEBC LMY B o 12 B R B N AT A IR B ATIANZ, T N NN C R,
EREMAN T THEHME 5 90, o K BT 2 45 AN R AT 45 244045 T — RS C, . BATEIIRES
C.,5 f MR, EFFBRINMEFEEFNEL. BEM i xc BEUHMBERE, FARYEIUHEIRS
(R HEAT AR 4K

FE=BrBOV B 1B BrotoE R A5 RO S G S RTPIRAS I f . W TERIE S N o, o IF
HIETRT AT E—B B AR 2 C, it — ™ tanh 305 s Bk 17 A0 HE .

DLt LSTM [P ERE5 M . FA ) LSTM EVARIRH AR EE | RSO 2, HOWm i BILSTM B8 £ v
HF A Y,

BILSTM MAYIE i [ TH0 R A R LIRS, 10 FEIL A S ABZENEE . B TARTE
I RNN ARFE R B i —ac iz 8 U7 X, 1M 4 S50 Re s A M iR B0 5 B, 05 R R A TEsRiIdIZ ke
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H T BiLSTM HFHicIZ oAzl T BRI, skBl 7 X HCER S5 BA ORI, ok 1 BAFE I 2k in) @, i
FITERNE B 30 0] Z A0 R R ) gt S AT 4 B 1 B P ANMEL
3.3. CRF

CRF BRI R4 —HMABEN R EFMET, KA —HiHBEUR &R KR A A, 1A
R R BE LA SR R IR AT R BENLZ . CRF iy 44 SR IR 1K 7 AR )

X = (X0 Xorrs Xo Lo Y = (V0 Yy Y, ) S e OB A R A1, 57640 2 LS B P
XPIEAET, BENUVREFPF) Y AR P(Y | X) Mk bR, B

P(Yu | X’Yl’“"Yi—l’YHl"”’Yn): P(Yi | X'Yi—llYHl) )

Horh, i=1,2,,n (TEi =180 n i RSB ERL), FRP(Y | X) NEMEEFA, EAREm S , X FRMA
HIREIFE B, Y 2o o R At AR IC P A SRS P41 . CRE 5 B /R AT REENLIAMLL, AMUHERE T 200
I ZIMMPARSFE S, BER T E N2 EBIRESEE . B, EHaNFRANS S, CRF AR
TG L SRR A 5 R

X={x1,x2,...,.xn}

Figure 5. Conditional field of linear chain

Bl 5. ZMiEsttig

AICK K CRF #HATIRAS FFITIN, CRF BeA A FEEIF 5 MR R, FER A ERFRZEN
IS F AR TR R T A [ R AR 2 e, T 753 21 e e 7251 RA B 22 R IR 751
SEFHAKI] X =%, %, %)+ 25 CRF JERINZRA BRI R FIIY = [y, VoY)
e Loy Hh:

S(XY)=DA . +3P., (10)
i=0 i=1
Forb, AGEVERARAHEBINE, A FORIRAE y HRE y, B, P AR BILSTM it AE R,
P,y RETFHF x, WU BIARZE y, IR —HOREER
FERIYIZR I BE, TR FH Y AT R k%, JRRAERE A 1E, FIH Softmax k%, N
— AN IEH AR T B 8 L— AN R MR AE
Y| X e 11
p( | )— m (11)
Hrp, Y, REFTERARETH], Y RREERREFH . Hlgid 2, BATHF 25 RO
DY | X ) BIET, 35 L 1T PR N S0l 6 4

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2022.1211257 2519 MR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2022.1211257

EFEAL, T

|n(p(Y|x))=|n{§ii§%%%T?5J=s(x|Y)—4og£2%s(x,Y)J (12)

SRIG A B RBOE SN log (p(Y | X)) » AT AR BRRE R Bkt A7 M2 1
Loss=|n[Zs(X,\7)J—s(X|Y) (13)

YeYy
R SE RN SR, AT TR 4% 40 SR TR SRR B AT
y =argmaxs(X,Y) (14)

Sooln, y BRI 5(X Y ) B KA.
3.4. BCEEH

N TR ST RE L RS A SR A BSOS U R, BRATT S B AR Y
By FOCTRMFT S AN, REEMVER SRR . AR B8 EE A R AR £, MSRA %
PR RYOCR T I TR B, XA ER g P I BT ST RPN SRR, RIS R
MELAN, AN X P B SR AT AL AL 2R

AT SRR B A P 0 SRS R AT S R AR B B . S S NSO T AL G, XA
BL4E v SCSRAR IR T ORI, SOAR ST 2% rh SR & B AR AT B T B, A rh SO O
JUPf B Gn e 3 FIEE 4 B

Table 3. Roman numbers Chinese comparison table

%3 TOEFHMRE

ey HhL ey HhL ey Hhe
0 % 4 LY 8 AN
1 — 5 il 9 U
2 - 6 N
3 = 7 +

Table 4. English letters and symbols Chinese comparison table

4 RYFERAFSHIGRE
7 i e i e I
Q T A 157 X T
w H S Z C 1%
E ¢ D % \Y [
R Uy F K B B
T Jx G K N E'2
Y e H K M +
u T J + + 1E
| ZS K H - 3
o) Hi L Z / b
P [} z 5] =
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HARSR et oy 4 i SC3InR 5 B

Table 5. Example of converting data into Chinese

5. BURE AP ICEES)

JR a4 I 4E Lenovo I [H E43-80031 & 10 7 i fi%i/15-8250U/4G/500G/2G A i/ et 4k/14 ~/DOS

LS AR 205 3 R ORI RE B O = S )\ = — B0 A R SR T )\ AR S K St T
T TR G K S0 TE IR S DY e H

4, LIRS ER
4.1. BiRE

AR = ARG HAEEE S A2 1998 fE NG HARIERL. MSRA TRV F AT AR T A UE B R 4R
KA BIO AryEsng, HAAH: B Fon Beginning, AARESLARTITFLG; | RoR Inside, FRoRSRERIT
UG AIER 4 O AR Other, RRTLHE R

AR H#HA MSRA #5453 Ehric = Aufk: A4 (PER). i (LOC)MA NI % (ORG), #i¥Edk
AL T, 2R “0” . “B-PER” . “I-PER” . “B-LOC” . “I-LOC” . “B-ORG” . “I-ORG” .
EAT AR T LB 4 1 R A\ AN A4 5 8(BRD) . H e 4 3 28 (CPU) . fifi 4% (DSK) « BT AL 3 28 (GPU).
ZZAE(MEM). R~F(SCR). ##1E R 4(SYS). M5 (TYP), EHRELM S 17 Ms% “0” . “B-BRD” .
“I-BRD” . “B-CPU” . “I-CPU” . “B-DSK” . “I-DSK” . “B-GPU” . “I-GPU” . “B-MEM” .
“I-MEM” . “B-SCR” . “I-SCR” . “B-SYS” . “I-SYS” . “B-TYP” . “I-TYP” . iBRIMAH
PRIEGLUNTE 6 FT7R .

Table 6. Corpus dataset (type: character)
F 6. ERIBIERCEE: FF)

AR HH#R MSRA THEALAEk
I itk 3.2 x 10’ 2.2 x 10° 5.8 x 10*
TR A 6.6 x 10° 1.7 x 10° 5.8 x 10*

4.2. ¥ iERR
£ NLP AJUsEAN Fabn EZ N LR IYAS: #ERAE (Accuracy). ##& FE (Precision). 7 013 (Recall). F1 {4
(F1-score). fEEARANAIabr T, 7 BB MRS, FRATE L TP FNL FN FIFP TR,

E IS
T A 1E 2K Ture Positive (TP) Ture Negative (TN)
Tot Ay £ 2K False Positive (FP) False Negative (FN)

Accuracy = TP+TN x100%

TP+TN+FP+FN

Precision =lx100%
TP+FP

Recall = l><1OO%
TP+FN
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2= precision = recall
precison + recall

F1-score = x100%

43. LS
AR R Tensorflow M EEHEAT44 %, Python i 3.6, BARYIZ: R BB E 7 Fix.

Table 7. Corpus dataset (type: character)
FOBEMBEECE: FF)

ZH HE ZH V(e
Transformer JZ %1 12 Max_seq_length 128

Hidden_dim 768 Optimizer Adam
Learning_rate 10° LSTM_size 128
Batch_size 16 Dropout_rate 0.5
Gradient_clip 0.5 Epoch 16

4.4. STROEER

N T RAERER RS, A = AR & TR LE S5, 739K F BiLSTM-CRF [33]. BERT-CRF
[34]F1 BERT-BILSTM-CRF # B EAT 586 . B Sia g R an+k 8~10 .

Table 8. Comparison of experimental results of human name daily corpus (unit: %)
8. ABBAMIBRSLILERITLL(BAL: %)

Tiik HERf S i1 FENCIES F1 18
BiLSTM-CRF 98.36 88.95 87.78 88.36
BERT-CRF 99.37 93.83 94.94 94.38
BERT-BILSTM-CRF 99.39 94.64 95.56 95.10

Table 9. Comparison of experimental results of MSRA corpus (unit: %)
< 9. MSRA BRI SLIG 25 RIFEL (AL : %)

Tik HERf S i) FENCIES F1 18
BiLSTM-CRF 98.38 88.57 86.61 87.58
BERT-CRF 99.33 95.38 94.74 95.06
BERT-BILSTM-CRF 99.34 95.16 95.01 95.09

Table 10. Comparison of experimental results of computer field corpus (unit: %)
= 10. BN SUTIER LW ERILL(BAL: %)

Tiik e Li]E 3 FENCIES F1 18
BiLSTM-CRF 99.19 96.39 97.09 96.74
BERT-CRF 99.56 98.30 98.86 98.62
BERT-BILSTM-CRF 99.84 99.38 99.61 99.45
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Table 11. Comparison of BERT-BiLSTM-CREF entity recognition results of types in computer field (unit: %)
11, HEH & 23 BERT-BILSTM-CRF SLARIRBILERATEL (B 1: %)

AR K FERCIES F11H

fu i (BRD) 99.99 99.99 99.99

rh e b #E35 (CPU) 99.73 99.73 99.73
fiff 2% (DSK) 99.79 99.79 99.79
KB AL 2E 25 (GPU) 99.70 99.99 99.85
2247 (MEM) 99.38 99.45 99.41

R ~}(SCR) 99.62 99.49 99.56
Z5(SYS) 99.74 99.74 99.74
A5 (TYP) 96.56 98.69 99.63

A BiLSTM-CRF il BERT-CRF WM AYTE =M 4E 145 5, BERT-CRF %X BiLSTM-CRF [
FLAESAI5ETE T 6.02%. 7.51%AH1 1.88%. M4 n %1, BERT #ALHA BRI RHEIRIGE ), o
WEW] BERT o 22 Skid s WL S PP Fia b5 K 232 7t . BERT-CRF Al BERT-BILSTM-CRF WM& AL 7E
AR E#RER E R Seae 85 R 200 FLE, J5&BATE 3T 7 0.72%, X Fi/INEFE T £ 2 T BILSTM
oI R SUE BRI AR ), B RER M IR IR R IIRHE, IR AR ) RO B A

g LRSIG A R ATPTLAE S, [ BERT FlillZriAR AL iy 42 SEAR IR T AN 45 A 45 5 B 5 K
$2 T+ BERT-BILSTM-CRF BAUAEA [F] SLERE R DA Fa b5 3 R IE AL TS, FLAE 23 0 HUAS T 95.1%.
95.09%7FH 99.45% (1) 2SR 4. X T KA MSRA 1EEHT 5, BERT-BILSTM-CRF 4% BiLSTM-CRF #4f]
F1LEFEREH 12.41%0 1 NI X ENSE0ERNT S, RIS SSAA R RIE 2] 8 4, &A4SEfk F1
EHIIRTF 99%, Hrf, FhRESCAIR A HERG R & mIA 100%. (EH R HLAIREHE % BERT-BILSTM-CRF
BT 5 28 ) SRR 45 R n e 11 B .

I DL Szah gk 74y W, HAT XU Transformer 451 (1) BERT Tl 545 5 HAT 5 8 (115 SCRATRE
730 T EALGUTE B BERT-BILSTM-CRF #5484, [ 7Y 5 SL RS A, HoAh SR80 F1{E35421x 100%.
BT LB S SRR B A%, ELASIR] it R i 44 285 B DX AR K i A, 5 SO 2R 1R R A A
A RGEAEAE — B W HE P R NA], 75 BT 2% SAR ) i 44 SEARAR il i — AT ER AL

5. &ARIE

BT S A 44 SRR ) R, AR SCRAIE T — PRSI T N TRHIE R 2 4% BERT-BILSTM-CRF
P 2RI E I ST XUZ Transformer (1) BERT BB T HIIZR, 753 3| HA HamRAERE I R &, IF
CLEAE A BILSTM AR 4 (4N, 7870 R SCAR IR R S0fE B gk A7k — 5 b ¥, &5, FIAH CRF
B fRRG, THEA AR R R, TR A R B AR T 8. SEGBRAEL, SRR B AR
R, HAEZ/MEE ERSRE0 2 R A B R ISR « (B0 T8 R A SR 5 R R IR A Rk,
B HIONARIG . W] I o) @R AT A A ik — 0 R B A R ) 1)
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