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Abstract

With the advent of the new era of big data, massive data constantly emerge. Therefore, the de-
mand to find useful information and extract corresponding knowledge becomes intense. In re-
sponse to this demand, knowledge graph technology came into being and has increasingly played
an important role in achieving knowledge integration. Information extraction, as a basis for con-
structing knowledge graphs, obtains structured named entities with their attributes and relation-
ships from large-scale data. This paper starts with the significance of information extraction in the
context of knowledge graph construction. Then, from the viewpoints of the MUC, ACE, and ICDM
conferences, this paper reviews the evolving history of information extraction. Next, this paper
introduces closed domains and open domains oriented key technologies of information extraction,
respectively, including entity extraction, relationship extraction and attribute extraction.
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1. 5|8

B 5 T AT AR LI D 1 RO R R R LR AR Bk, ATTHA R A — AN RE I Bl
ST HEE AR T4 . R ERE(Knowledge Graph)PIME & & T B BLZE AN TS . SR B BEEE X
AEEE . JFIRALER AT A 77 A R I AR R BE /), TERRRHERE . ) B AN 1E 2R 45 DL BRI 2 A ok
S5 I FH A AR IO R ke e SR o R P T T T D R LR Y S B kB R AR A (1)
YEH

SCHER[11Z5 7 AR B RS 52 S AR B & — AN T Rl P 22t 57 e (8 S LB R R0 S 2%
BESUFEAEERRE: 1) & MUk, Bk, wefbg—AFs, filun “—MNEH
HRFE7 o BEERRIR AT N 2) KR RRLWMETT R RE KR, gtk R. WA
KR 3) MESFXRME A BRI —MEERXREHITFZ A MFRL TR, FILFEELE R
SRR PR LA ) (1) 7 LB AR X 2 Fh R I kA7 4

FHHA B2 AR TS REER M B ) — e Bt THE . FHR TR AN TR R B B R 777 2]
FH TR KA AR o R TR 7.3 PR AR B 4 (Feigenbaum) 25 ) 7 AR TRERIHA V) E L, RIPKE 1R
FRETHE LR G 76 A R UL KA Re e U AT 55 (3]0 FITR LA M DU R KA AR 11
HURTTAETFGG, &0 7 DAEREE . fEZE. MM O TR RS, Webl.0. FHARAE Web2.0 KR
B, BEE 2012 200 BTERE 2042 PL . Dbpedia. Freebase. YAGO ZEAREERIES., FHTEKR
JEHEN T — AR I B 4], RIKEEE AR TAE(BigKE). REHE MR TRESCEL 7 5 Bl riE L, B
FERSEE A2 I8, EBEE O8N T %8 250 (Smart Data), 3 H br & Hshsl 2l 3 3RO, aa A
AR, SRIEESL R T AR RS [2], WX BN—AMN @I, 18R ARG B RG. 0%
AT 2 48 DL R B 23 55 1R 58 4 A4 THLIK 0 R4 e IR 25 1) H Y
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[5]o HR BRI BEAMIE & 90k - KR - SEAR” = Jod A “ Sk - JE () e M.
SR EATT 2 B 00 SR FEAE — T B B e (1] R B A B R 328, mT 43 T [ 45
R H A T 1) 2 45 R A B8 DA R T [ =l 25 A A KO 1 R TR B A o AR S 2 A T 1) R 45 4 A B s
PIENR S i AR, DA I OCEE B I AR o RAF AR SR NAE SCHR[6] 42 1 R0 iR TR A
BigKE, LI | =2 R AATREBOERE: E 50 KRB AT = BUC B, #HATAE 248 5 S 5 B 1k
FURREAL, A W A AR T 2 AP IR AR G A SEBLLLRE RO M B AR RS . DRtk XT
N+ BigKE 2 H I = Z 2, F1iR B F)#) 2 (Knowledge Graph Construction)$3 A 3% #8 H & 7] L AT
FEWATE =ANZ K (5 B E (Information Extraction). %1l & (Knowledge Fusion) A1 &1 L (Knowledge
Processing) [7]-

BT RBIEFR TR T AR RS M, a0 2145 28 58 NAESCHR[8#2 ! (1) HACE € B FTIR, (5 B4l
AT DARR XA — N AR 5, S B BON R EAGL. BRI, BRSNS IR M BeE AT VI AL
BRI, RGP BOMEHE AT IR E1E SOy F P R RA DRG] 03 B DA R S AU R R R &5
oMt R, BB BOR S S 2 IR FE A ICEOR AT B S s O R (8] Kl AR B R
PHTEAE NFNR R B )2 A 02, AR 2 mT DU B T A A 208 o 3 B ARyl B R S 42 i
B2 93 N SR 3 B (Entity Extraction). 5% R JHiHX (Relation Extraction). J& i HX (Attribute Extraction) LA &
SLARGEFZ(Entity Linking)55[9] [10]. Herfr, SR O TR 0 SCAECE W 01 i) i 42 44, IR I
BRRES . SRR T B3 2 [AAEERITE LR R JRYEEUR T — MRk ¢ R 5
S EUR H bR B AR, BRI SEEE E i W S A B YR R . R B ESEE Bk
% 6 SR BTG

HH T TR P A i R A i DA A AT Uik 2 Wt S e O L SR DL A G RITTF R[],
MES . SEfR. RAREE BRI HEEN RS ERE XEE, FEER. IR, BEEFLAFIRERER
AT R BRAR [ 1] MEN ARSI — 2, (5 BRI A B ek AR BT o . (5 Bahir
SEAETE L HER R L M R S R TR R A A R BT A R DA A A R R 1 P R

T 1) R B A S At B A8 e {5 S A B AR DR DX o T e 6 0 P il ) 4 S e LK 22 1 ) 03K
(Open Domain)ifj A~ 72 B 52 453k (Closed Domain). [FR}, B 4E5E H RN Wikipedia) 25 AR H L, 51
W (B IR NG BRI SCAR R R A 2R i, 1h LM E g EHdE. Bk, F 8
OFEAR M — P SCAR T AT AR I RREEFESE, LR IR B FH 3% 50 R0 A0 o0 I H AR
SIS TR kAR R A

F AU E R g R B SR, S T ARSI Hh R 2 A A0 B 44 S A B R P R
KAEE. FB, BT EEZFARSEIE, § 78 TE BHEPEARRH S 5, WiF 7 HE
SV AR T B A B R 2 B (RN AT

A A DLRIR B (A S HE SR N TS e PR0HME B 7 & 3 S8J5 M MUC. ACE 1 ICDM
AN E BRI P22 WO A RE RIS SR A R P sy B, T T n) BR R ORI T IO AN D T, AR
SR OB E R, ARSI EE AR . R RAICEAR A B PR AR o

2. EEREHEMIRHNERESE
2.1. (EEHEVEXES
B RS2 — A KBS BV P IR EAUE B EE G BERE R T A, RTE S
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HU € SCA BAR LA

SE ST A EHHIUR B bR 2 NG R EGE 1, JCHR A SO A, PRI E 23 B Bl R R S 1) S B
(Factual Information), & HA 46 s ] BRAE P FH ) S5 AT 2005 B 12], e SR B 2 A5 ARG 7
A E T L ol e AT 5

E X 2 5 BAhEUE —Fh 3 shth W45/ 1K(Structured Data). 245 /41K (Semi-structured Data) 45 #) 4L
(Unstructured Data) 8 U . AL S0, DURCFLAR ORIV J& 1t R 2 8] 1) ORI O R A S i A A5 2 )
HA[13].

15 BT A — & B SCAR AR . v] VB VEIRZ MG B R EBOR, ] LR B SOAR B R A o
5 S DO AN TR AT S s — 2 T A K B (Knowledge Discovery in Databases, KDD) A4 1%
Jii(Data Mining) ) 7775, 18 H A B E5 K40 LS5 ML 3 51— K2 3T B A/ & 407 (Natural Language
Processing, NLP) I SCAYZ 4 (Text Mining) 1 /772 [12], 8% ALEEAE M50 o (5 By Bk 5 vk 45
R=F B RRETHNGEETEXRZG)N L. FEERIMEA, AN THwmHEPN, fFESEK,
RGO RN 2 AT ZALI SR BR 1% 5 28 2R B TG 0732, e — e R FE IR 28 — R iR B
HERRITHSRZ ML, ERERD T ANLTTI, AR SR T), & s i
%o
22. ERHELRSE

2.2.1. MUC 21 ACE 2

B 20 tHed 80 AR, BT HEEME R 521 (Message Understanding Conference, MUC)IIH I, {5
RAIREARTT UG R G, BWE NEZI, o T BRE S B SIS E 2y e —

MUC £ H 1987 R HE—Jmke, —HLilf47 T 7 Wil 2 32 E EH B @it RIAE 7 fm DARPA
el HAREH KRN E BRI TR 14], 2 RARPFNERB 2. 2 HT MUC AR 3R FE )
SCARMHIUE S U, S BT E BN RGN ITR . WA TN S 2 BADKNT & B RGBT
BISCAR LA IR, AR5 I8 S F TARE 4 R Tx b, SEPFISS R . e WO PR 2 ST
B2 N S AN Bl 7 8

MUC 2 W AESMIUE S5 8 ST R RIS 78 R0 DL R BEARE 7e ML, A5 Sl O E 9 AR AR 78
(AR, SRR IE 78 RIRE il Bt ) SCAAE S22 8 — o BN ABER A A [ 12]0 B, 208 E LT —
BRI TEPR, BRI % (Precision) A [F1 % (Recall) F1 {H A & T 1438 78 485 %% % (Error Per Response Fill,
EPRF)%5 34T 45 R4 o

ESWHIEFEI RIS, FEMBUESZH gt St ShBUBIR B — 1 PR 2 A
BRI IR E A . HREARIAE, 18 Ay 24 A2 47 DNHIBETIEIN: PRI S5 AE T a6 UF 137 5els
#X (Scenario Templates)3H 78 4T 55 47 1 i 44 5244 i1 il (Named  Entity Recognition) T 55 3L 458 7H fif
(Coreference Resolution). #4% 76 & 38 78 (Template Elements). #4R < R MHCFIE I ERIT ST 7.

S22, MUC 2 E 5] 1 5% 1 i ot 52 5 F a6 5 B R S BT K, 7EAS S REUTE 7 i S 2
AER IR T AR B 7 ARK e #EAE I [15], JRRASL 145 B & A PR aEFIARYE, LARAS B A i
FAKRETT 1A o

4k MUC 2 J5, 2000 4F 12 H, 3 E EFKIrERR FZ2(NIST) 36 H [E 5 %2 4 JR(NSA) LS i
R R(CIA)FE[A T8 28 I0 10 EH 3) N 25 4 B (Automatic Content Extraction, ACE)VFI £ 18%3E BN 1 15 B4l
B X — BERHES 77, B (5 B AR 7 — & E . ACE WA N A ZIT K BN A
A, ST AN [FRVR VG 5 SCAR M A ZNAREE, JCHXHT SR Sk SRR ST A BN
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il TR A o

I MUC L, ACE ASPRE FEANE I 5[ 16], 30 7% R 4088 SCR b3 (Cross-Document Processing)
REJJHIPPAT, R T ISR IR PPN R 2R o Horhr, “URR” R Sehrgl R i AR 2E T R Gef th A
CIRIR T FoRSEbRas R AELE T R G H A

2.2.2. ICDM2019 IR EELEL ] KGC [6]

2019 4F IEEE [E FR#4E 42 4l K< ICDM (International Conference on Data Mining) %4 73 T &R B #4)
3R KGCo % E H BII% (Mininglamp) k22 Be FA AR Tl K22 95, B 7504 2 sk 2 4 sk 1) JE
SERA SO AT A IR B A A . X EEER I H AR AR AN TE [ 13— B S0 B ) S R X S iR
Bl , DL FE VP B K AT o LIRS 7 AR T A Tk sese =M A NS, ZEkz 5%
HERTHEAL, DISCARYE NN, DURREREE v, A SOAREHE iR IR =0, JRELZETS
SRt r g —MHAAR B AT I, i R E, kPR Web B AR T R ] RIAL 45 s HdE
FR N IR BT o EL %A S TR ] P P 73 A AT S B ) S AR ] 5 B 0 2 S A 2 TR] R O R ] R
It HLT A0 20 5 A6 SCA R R BRG] B R R, HOG [R] — SR Y [F] SR 3EAT A T . bLFR B A AR 2 T
VR TR it AL AR RS WUAMT I 300 & 8T SCA, Ho 120 /o8& X de it
1TF LHRCH S E .

XA KGC LLBEHSHT R AE T, e N SR BOR R TS SR (AR AT 2R A K 284 . B 17 ICDM 2019 19 KGC
LEgE, BImILH T A TAE SRR AR AR G 1 E PR 2R 2380, [ Brfa B A A 8 22K 23 (International

Conference on Information and Knowledge Management, CIKM).
2.3. MEEEERIER

FEAT AR B IDCR G RE 1 F8 b b B 5 AR HE B 22 (Precision) ER 7 (] Z8(Recall) o #ERf 22 4 1) 2 AE
WA BT 8 R b IR e S SR o5 O BB 17]5 43 01 348 (0 2 i A mT RE AR il 4t 2R b Il il BB R P o )
PLGI[12]. JEH W REAN-T 40 F R 5 T IERE R, F St s T

resicion * recall
[ —measure :(beta2 + 1) p

(beta2 * precision) +recall

Hordr beta 2 A B R FER R AIFIXTALE . beta FIEE— BN 1. 127 2. 24 beta = 1/2 I [0l ) H 22
B SR UHERR R 2 fi%; 24 beta =2 B A A1 2R 1) 8 BAR R HER R —2F O | B U [H) S5 EE 2L

3. EEHEPRICERAR
3.1. BRI

3.1.1. S ESEMHRFIEXEE

BT LA BT A AR SCAE S, a0 IP. CPU. FDA, BT M3 4R 'S 78 SCH B8 — IR H IS #8 B 1% 45
WA RR . SO E Al R R R A AR R S A S .

SEAR(Entity) 2t 5 B 20UAFAEFE AT A ELIX 73 B0 R P o SRR LA I St 7 b g B R o
E R = R/NE[18]: SRR N4 R RN 22 =N e R EdE R TA], H AW
% BT RAFEBRMERA L.

i 44 SR 15 (Named Entity Recognition, NER)Z (5 SIS —20, 215 B B f oy G B oRn =1 2
B . i 44 SEAR VU R SO R H SR B A 44 R PR i 44 SR U SRR “ B 07 L “sdk
FHEL” [19]0 SRR EFE A IR SRl SRR A SEAR sy 3 . 2 SR B R FIWr 4 s 7 —
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ANSERESLAR, LRI SR SRR 23 BT BEE AN RIS o i 44 SRR AT LA AR R R 0 H 2o i 44 58
PRI, IR HREAT I S e iR

SRR F 5 SEAR B AT 0 o SEAATR ST 8 58 SRS, SRR IR Y ) SE A T
VU R 808 20 R 5 M0 e v R SEARHEAT RS ISE o SRR 5 BE BB SCAR BN AR K . DASEAR
DS RIRTE S, S RS HLas R it . AVE 0 Hr B SRR AT 5220 R (20], R SCA 7 HT
FIR S AN RO BR” 22—

3.1.2. REWIRREHRE 5%

i 4 SEAR R BOR TT 53 TR BTGt DL T 7 ) =38 [21]. B AR AR 46 B R
i 44 SRR R MAEA W R . AN IH] ) 4 0, 3% K R D [) T 805 (Open Domain); M4
FETNTIREN, 1 H )R R NEIEFEA NI T 4 BEVL3%(Conditional Random Field, CRF). # K/
(Maximum Entropy, ME). K-#%i/T 4 (K-Nearest Neighbors) G5t HL#% 52 21 1 7575 I MBS 24 21 i
ORGSR A, BRI BN S S 7. DR R — g 0 T ) 45 S AT P S AR RO T Vs

1) TR0 ) SRR 7

KT iR R —HF T RN, 7RSO P R 5 X e RN VTR 7 45 5, SR 44
M4, HAALEE . Hor, BHEEREE AR 7 H T35 a4 SRR LaSIE-IT RG22 &,
B, SCER[231FIH 8 & 2R S IR 455 (1 777 8 IR SE I T 2w 44 PR LR Goxt A m) Se AR AT
itV

X 5 VMRS ] 52 ARl (Lexical) s )72 (Syntactic) Fl1iE X £ % (Semantic Constraints), #ERfR &,
R 2 5 EAR SRR 8 & SO0 R U N BT 'S, AFESURE SR, ARG AT R M It 22 S5

2) FRW Y FAERL24]

I KB (Maximum Entropy)s& — FBEZ (G T8, fhiT i @8 5 A I ZRER M BCRA UL .
B AR R G B0 — M AUE AR L 545 @ U ZREAR . IIZRFEAS P A RS v R — 3. Byl 2R s
T i 44 SRR T PR R] 9 3010 R 50%, T 5 K5 A5 284 45 38 1) &5 SR v i 44 S I A Bl ] A2t 2R
50%. SRR ()T AR W F

cz{pelﬂp(ﬁ)szj»,ie{LlnynH

Hrp,  p' RIRFEARZ A, PRSI MRBMES[25].

I FRERA AT, R 48 E IR AR AR Y M —, 1] S A TR R AE L A T S RN T
PR A Ee SRR, R T A RGOl B s R B .

s RS ARYA] DU TR AR s B A2 e FRIE R B E . 28t W N TS0 E . HURTZ R
T EARESE . B, MENE R 40R FH O AR Y SE I 0538 Ay 44 SR 1R 5] . MENE fEH AL T2
FREFE, GIEIMERGFHE . 2R TFHFHESSE, &5 7 RAEMEIE S v BEEM RS R, Kl 7
ARG RN R RN AL B B AL SEIE. Aotk “PLEEART o EZR
Gl LU T Internet &R 512, HLEREIE, SCRYBEBIER L], AT LAE AL B EE 5 28 (5 B FE T 45 1 2L Al
[26].

RS A SRR AT 25 e 3 N+ F AR B I 0 AT 55 [ 11 2R AR R R S5 M R s, A 1R
&, BT HRES A, (BAEEIZRE AR S, I RV FER U 58 2 () B KSR s [21]

3) FEEREBIRAER

Fa 5 /R ] KA (Hidden Markov Model, HMM) & £Ax 2 & T 45 v AR 28 A P PR BE S A 1) — PP Asi g
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HMM A58 [ B A FAR fgh A2 45 5 I 31 (1) 1), Lt 2wl DAOUEI 2 1), sl il SR REPIRSHRE R,
FHRALIIE BT B 1) B RS TP FN(F)F- bR ic 7 51) [26], 1% SRR 2 R,  Toik B .

HMM AR T Viterbi HIA[27] 3R B 44 SR R AEAR L P FICIRS 7 41), B4R m 1A I Rk
B BUNRCE, IR RRRE R IR X T H AR AR ) B AR A, (HE HMM B A [ i 250 22 LU EE A KAk
(Expectation Maximization, EM)#5#!, CRF BAUK—1LE, Kk HMM FAYE H T SEmf 2R S i &
WG B A AR A5 A

HMM T Hofy tH oS R, SEOLAREE LT ST, BRE| 7 RFER k. BARZ EHEH
T HCNAE R R D /R BT RAFAY (Maximum Entropy Markov Model, MEMM), % & 7 #AME 51, H
IAFAE “hriEfmE” (Label Bias)lfl @i,

4) FFAFEENLIA R

Lafferty 2 A\[28]7F 2001 4E42 1! T 214+ BEHL3%(Conditional Random Field, CRE)AY, & & — 1) 51l 5%
NEZRAG AR —Fft 17 81 43 1) B AR B AT X 23 IR 28, FHOPRZSAE DU B SZ AR T i 25,
BT AR, AHXT MEMM M HMM SN 2. & F 320 1a] fir 44 SR o &6 Tt ) @it o

CRF B AR 0] R A O P AR [ . SCRR[29 182 H IR SEI 7 A fai & JE IE ) Twitter S0 &
R AT i 44 S TR, A EEHE SO A A4 SRR BT TG BAE BN A2 LA R B A nT Bk . SCE 42
IR B RS SJHESE T, o K NI (KNN) 7 K8 5 &AM BN (CRE)BAUARSE &, HET KNN
(173 a2 AT Fibrc CASCER BEANHE SC b 1 4 JR LS IR, 1) CRF A8 HE47 505 A 1 DAl 34 S g 11
YRR S B o

FAFBENUIAIE Y Ay i 44 AR T — ANRFIE R TG 2R FRERESE[21], (H2 AR SR
FENS . YIRS TR . AR AE 22 1) SR R A

5) MRA A

FET I TR b 22, Bt 2 R R0 45 R EC AR, BTG HLAs 5 = (0 7 v 1 R A6t
TUIGFEARF AL, I T —E R R, Bk, B RIS & 7775, Lin % A[30] 52312
M IRVE T SCARH R AR R S 44 S AR, SREVEMIE S S . SCEREEHBIRMNTTES AR B 5
5 FH B KA N R BR8] J7 s AR G5 6 2k T - SO T U () D7 v AT Jo AR B, B0 48 0 S A il
PR ANES R 73 SR IE X Medine 1 3CHH 22 1) GENIA 3421047 1 SR BB, HUrS 17 AR iy 45 2,
A B A R AT TR T

6) FETURBEF ST BTk

REE 2 21 7B BN ZRe — A uiid i R, Tofe AN L SUMIRHRFE[4],  HIEAS UARLR 6 A I 2R 80
210 i 4 SEAR RN G R RRIE,  SRJEFI 2% 2] BRFAEAE SCAS HdEAT i 8 SR U o R T IRFE S 2) 7
EEEAUTHE:

i. PR - 25 AFRENLI% 224 (Neural Network-Conditional Random Field, NN-CRF) [31]

FEIX AN B R A, 5 A1 40 28 X 4% (Convolutional Neural Networks)/ 55 #1412 A T 4 28 W 4% (Long
Short-Term Memory, LSTM)H k5 2] F—AMA AL B M 2R R, S8 )5 iRHE X A M 5% 7~ NN-CRF 4
A AT AS BX AN B AR S FERR A o IX TR R T SRR 1) 5 F A o) f . SCHR[32]42 Hh T A
1] ) B R NI B T 5 B S i SCEE[33 )4t T — Rk B R G0 (DATE B U7 UK BLE R
J o 2 o) B R, IS X B SRR A A T B IR N ARRAE , AN 2 43 F = IR I % NRHLE)
M 4424 Twitter fi# B SHAHERT H I SRR AN RN TE L AR 8 RGN, £ FH AT 15 22 0 2% (Feed Forward
Neural Network, FFNN)#t 174328, 1832 Mseihdiil:. AR, i, HEME . SR2ZARK. HE. A
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Y. 7 e RSB INERAMANTLS S, BETHAREIEELR, 1R TAFERIEEE,
HHMABEIFER . ik, SCRRB41FEHE T —M# & 5 /K AT K(Neural Semi-Markov)4h#4) 152 FF ] &AL
B, 3% — M ZRRE FEOR AN 1) NER B, ALK SCARRIR Y R 27 AU bRid i &, 51N 7 A Uk
>J(Cost-Sensitive Learning) R4z il B A1 14 [0] 2 2 (8] FO 977

il E T3 E 152Kk

Z7 I8 AR 4R I 45 2 1 A) T AR A — A N-Gram IR, 285 7% N-Gram /2 75 42— B bR sg ik
[4]o SCHR[35]SEEL 1 MBSO R rR - OG- R TE JRIRYEAT 55 Akt I RR 45 J7 T Hodk A7 40 KA 55
ZOCFEAE M A ARD B I 5] N T I B S, W SER S BURSE F AbRic a8, 6 AR bRvE R
GAIRHEAT 2] o XA B — AU A L e R P P R, NERH R B s R AT A PR R

3.1.3. EEAFRBUHASE MBS %

FETH [ FFFBOF 5 B AR, (5 ERIEA TR R E P ENRAIE, oy 7 AaMEE, R E Web 15
BH36]. 140, KnowltAll R 4537 AFE )2 UL K . HAT S 1 1) Web iBRHZE, 5140 Twitter. Wikipedia
farey

THEEWT TN DR N L7 AT SRR AT 73 1, Sekine 55 A[38]7E 2002 4K H A\ L& X
SR RE R T REIR T — ARG 1) i 4 SR 7 AR, M MBSk AT 150 2K, Ling 5%
AN[B9ESLFER_F 7R 2012 SF42H T 112 B3R5k, %775 FE T Freebase KRR FRIC 1%, 5t
FIF Wikipedia SO R ERE F SR ICSUR B, IR AFBENLIABEAY, F R 4 SR B ) skl 7, 2
F R 1 38 N BN B SR S BN 2 2R 2 AR SR I E B 2K

LR AR BB N T AT AR X, Rk, I TR Gt AL g 2 o) vk M S 4
LS 2 Hi 200 SR B ARABL R SRR B S AA, AT SEI A RN IR (1 735 o Jain 55 A [40]88 H 52451
T —Fh T8 web 82 Al H S AT A S ESEHUR B AU A o 1% 0772 1 AR BT G2 I T R ) A )
H&, st b TR e &gt ik, RN E SR AW H SRRk, RA
FREEN R T H B RS BN R SR AT I, EMiA3 3 7326 o 32—l 00 [ PR O i) O B 2 2] B0,
ZVER DN FTE T B R O AR T T, Blndg R “FHL” HBL “HR7 KR S

H TGS A TR E AT KEERRE . A TS K ERER R R, WL T —2e3i 773, 6,
R T LI RL[41]. GRS I B L [42] BTl R EER TR PE[20]10 B 5 2 775 R Ad v T iR
SRS E e R, TH] [ O P S T R R TR TR IR AT U 10 2 &R [ 24]

3.2. RFRHMEL

i 44 SEAR TR & ISR S BURE 8 S AA,  (EAAIRAT. . B HA S AR TE V249 BIVE SCE5 M TE 235 /2 B
ORI, X g A SL SEAR L TA] ) ORI R AR AR BE N B . SEAR G R A B N & 1R HY I SEAA kAT il e
XHIRFRRA, NERERE i et 2 miR B i g ) T —.

K ZMEE — MR A 200 ) SR 2 TR] B R BE S IR T AR . Fldr 44 SEAR RN 8
L, S8 R A SR OC R SR TR BT E X, Bl AN M ISR T8 R 2R A EANLAG R 2 TR] O
REE,

% Z A U B 49 DA T 1) 4 72 403k (Close Domain)- T [7) FF A 4035k (Open Domain) PL & RS HEBE = K
o THI ) 8 ST O FR At U7 VR A SR RO AR ABL, T S0 3 A A R A8 L R T e M R B 0 T
e AREEN LGS U o Bl A N ) 2t A0 DR 280 4 AR 8t =) PR A £ B A DA BB RN, A
BEZMH AP IRTEE: FETHLEE 5 S (Machine Learning)H /7 ¥ Fl1 3 F A& (Ontology) ) 71k . H,
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BT AR E S AR E . S5 B AT I =2 78 I ) FF U8 ) % R BUR e BT LA
OIE R4 N2 248, Hltn, WOE £4i. OIE ReVerb #4i. OILLIE &24t%%, LIl 7 shiA. Ik
AR RN — ot 2o BRI [FRS, S TS S R BRI, PR AR TR T A S SO )
K R AL T7 725 A G T n) 4 AT A5 S B VA AR 45 S B S R (0 SRR, R O R MUV R —
MEREE .

3.2.1. EF #1885 3 (Machine Learning) K J1%

BT HLAS % 2T B SR OC R IO VI AR . 8 e N ARV BB RBHE BEAT AW SIA W 2R, 3%
R i AT A5 SO, B35 R HLES 5 ) kAT R R R . S T HLES 5 S 1 SE ok R IR St
— R BT AR EE T SR, R FL X A DA s R A BT HLES 2 ST B AR R T
N LHRE GRS LA R AR I 75 SR AR BE S A B 59 B R B =28 (43

1) MBS

BB WSS VAT EN T br i K& TR I 2R DU R EE B0 2k, ARG XTI ZR R AT AN
W7 2% ST SRS S A B o 5% R A I A I B 25 2 T DAAy e K2 B TR AIE ) s 7 v R T A 1)
Jiike

IR A B 2 ) 7 iR B T RHIE I R 0 2 S 057 2O VR 2B R O R E R R, (8
FH A FhHL 88 27 ) Sk (B R AR 7 (Maximum Entropy). 2 £f H #AL(Support Vector Machine, SVM)) ly H: 44
YA, W F R AT 2 FEAIAR o T RAAE ) B (0 J7 V20K A5 S H L i) LA A 20 S I, o S
(1) TERA 43 RIS S B IE AR . ORI 70 B R Al SR B P S8 A BN TR SURFAE AT £E A
Zhou %5 N[44 1ff F LRI &AL, B8 7 2 MIai AT . AR, JFEIAN T & FIE UE R,
U WordNet. Z#F51FK name list. ZHRAEIEE RS, SOl TR TRMEM LRI, FHIESEIENS
(Linguistic Data Consortium, LDC) ' #2tff] ACE &4}, fHEUH T ACE 2004 52 X ) 7 REKRHKM, XLt
BTG W B 02 20 O 1R R I SR R S M R ARRAE (1 B A B T3 v 0% R U R

TR TTE DAL R BRSPS HI RO B B, i BT RPN B O R (08
SERDAR)Z 6] (R ARABLEE SR B AT 40 38, AN 75 BEAAIE v AR ALE ) B 2 10 o R BRSO V2 R DA R A F AR
MG R, CRINN TSRS BAAEYE B 55 . Liu 2 A [45]1858) HowNet 324 (1 444110
FAEAE SRR, TEFF OB A EXT /N3 ACE & U SEAREEAT IR, #EMZRIAS] T 88%. Zhuang S5 A\
[46]32 H T Fl B R AL 7 VAT SR TR SCHIER, 78 RIS B I SEAR B SUE S, B
BUSERE, TR TURE BRI 78 T 5 I Es M, 2 BN UER. g EEE
PN S AR S 2506 G (BP0 ) FO AR ) A AN Bk EL SRR LS, tH st T SEAARE SO R IR B ER A 2808
B HAR L E ACE RDC 2004 111 347 e fiElkiE, 3L 4307 NGRS, RG0 ACE BrE L1 7 4
KIHAT R RIS . Zelenko 55 N [47]1E 2 Ak o M S6mt o LT REREL, Rt 7 — AN
SRAZ R B AS IR BT, SR 5 T8 Ik SRR 1) AT 3R BN 2% (Voted Perceptron) 25 43 F S0 Sk A HU S 4 1
NRFR, RGN 200 FH0 9 SCF (G RHE A&k B A FRB AR R GE AL, CRRRBTHARDY , (AR
TR ,  CEIZHLETAR) YHETAC S, SRS RIHMCR, “ANG - FB” RR(MEERIANE
F— AN EMAL N “NFRBENA T FEF IR TR A “/NE” FHB “REiRAT " 208
FAEBENR - FBKR)A AL - 18 KR,

2) S EIE

55 B A 21 7 vE SO P BB A 2T, A TR S 0% RIS DG R S i A SR BUR R = N T

'https://www.ldc.upenn.edu/.
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5 BAREE R, Wi T RAR BB . TE 8 T & ISR E N R T2 G, RN 2105, 123t
B R AIARE I, AT QT T e BRI 0% RS2 o6 SR A YD 55 M B 2 3 Hh 2T Bootstrap 5% T
P X 2 AR AR I 22 L [ 2 =) T

T Bootstrap FiE R MBS 2% 2] 775 H Carlson %8 N [48]#¢H, ZBESLIL T Hah LR R, 15
eI > B SEBHE AP R T4, 18T Pattern 77 3 IE R ST IR G5 SCAR DSRIUR S2 1, B35 MBS 31
Hgk 22 3] 34 e Pattern £26. Wang %5 A\ [49]LAJFUASCAC NN, $2 A5 P — AN B — AR Y | oy 381 g B
G T SRR KR BIRNOC R, (T — R T W BN SR I A AELE, A R S R
BT AR R L, IZHE 20 FH T D R AT i AR Se I T B AR 5% . k)5S, Brin 55
N[50]%A4T T DIPRE #%t, ZRGMEHDENFFEAMN, MM FRE RS SO R ECL], @il H
(RSG5 ST A BUBEAR,  &vt T — MK JE I35 2] # R 4t(Never-Ending Language Learner, NELL), H
KA [ W B2 =1 W 28 SCA S BB M AR R, B P R i s . SR 7. NELL £ %
SR PR R RN, — R RN REE AR, AR, K, ), AR ERRERE KR
X (e, RRFBRRANCNE, BIRAR)). Eid e ARG EFEAT R Pattern 74
BB H L] i Pattern HUHIRIR ], 1RZ RS Snowball £4t[42]. NELL R%t[51]HH4k
I, HESh T RN T R 0

HrH 45 K 2 (Stanford University) 1] Mintz 2 A [52] 7 2009 $2 H 22 T~ 170 #5852 2] B TeARvE SCAR I 9%
AMET . 1% 775 L Freebase NI ZRBE HEAT 0 i B WA B 245, Vot il ) SCARHRAE 40 25 88, Rab &
T A AT B 0SB U s T[S TR TR A R 4 SR S R AU, IRECE
KAWLV R RZF RS, BB RAERMT, HEITEXRM TG 4%
Mt 2 TR R STRBLEE T ECHT 1) iy 4 SRR

3) LW ERITE

T B T A RGN TARERUIASOARLE, 8 ST B M 7%, Wity Ieds, 45 e SHik(al i)
KREFR. MBS R FER R KEICRAE BT R, #hmfF 215k 2 R[5]. TR I7 AR
AT LA web SCRY AT DASKT SCASCRY AT A2

T s B 5 i3] LU SR web SCRYME EEATHIEL. Kathrin [54]5E80 7 3T 0 M5B 2 5T ) web SCRY(E B
L, R AT, E RIS RE R =20 FFEH, Btzioni 25 A[37]528 7 —4 web 15 S
Z 41 KNOWITALL, 838 70 B 774508 1 s A [H] % (Recall) F945 24 HL

SR Z TR G R IR web P28 AT E ARTE A, U045 BAREL, K R IIANAE RS W 4547 4
HMAES M EE S —P . Hashimoto 55 A[SS1HEH T — PRl R N B VE N 15 O R AT 40 R (B2 ),
TR N B A B R TR SR b Ak R A 2 R [ 1) YR A O TN 45 31 42 Tl 5 o R AIE , e TR N T
FERHE R &, RAFHERERIIGRR— KR A, Hashimoto 58 A [55]F HJ54h Wikipedia SCAF
HEZEL 8000 J AN TR N UIZREHE AT 1A RN BTN 25, 5 S K SCAS R 1) 4 0 2 TRV D6 &R 93 9 9 A
FRE RARBARE - 455 P - SRR 1 AN FHABSCRIWI T, “FRFM R AL TR IR K
BNz =" CFEREMIAT - TR ZIRAEERIROCR). T E O A AT DU i P R SRS SRR S B
Bollegala 25 A\ [56]32HL T SR Z (0] {38 L% &R, i F I 56 A& 58 25 (co-clustering) 532, M AHRiC Hd A 42
WAREAIRR, BIFECRRINERRLWERBOCR, FHHy= ARIEE T —MEss, FRFLLIE
NN, B R A TR o 1T VEA SRR AR SRS, IR T — A L1 IR AR Rl AR
ill R4t 3R TR 2R 30k 00 R IR [S6]. P B HH R0 ENT ok o 5040 4 v S b 2 ] 1) 56 SR AR BL I 3
AT T IHE XF SENTS00 E:EEHE £ 1 500 AT B R Ay 7w 1) DU RS S8 KRBT T U5 B3 HG LA
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KL E 3500 3T ARSI 28 R g 53 MRS R AT TR AR 42K

T B 73 AT LA SRS SCARAT B AT H o SRR S5 7 ]38 K A 25 48 A S AR 5 B P 55K E 3 AR R
BN SCER[S8] 2 IR I BN N SCARKE 3 A, DId I (S 18 R R SCAS S 555K B 3l AR Gl R AR,
T S HURFAE I 2593 2545

Br 1 Bk 7515, Zhang 58 N[45]88H 7 23T S (K J0 B 2% 2 0732, Remg Xy SeAk 2z [ ) Je o8 & R
FERFR LA B O R AT HERR AR 31 SF N[SO1FR T — M) 72 v I HLI B, 2 A ik 22
ANE R FEFE A A R E R R R BME R, %S CNN M Freebase 8¢ Wikipedia "l B /5 21 A 5244
FREAE EOREE LI AR, AR, Qi 25 N[45]1# ] Riedel 2010 FF A& @I # NYT iEk X}
FE IR R4S ) B B AT S5

4) WREES T

REE S 2] JTVEAE HARE 5 A BE(NLP) A R R0 J7 T R I E YERE R 5 08 OK, {515 2 W Fi 8 ¥ H N H
TRV G R 1) . VR EE M 2% 25 A IR Z M, W1 RNN (Recurrent Neural Networks) [9], CNNS
(Convolutional Neural Networks) [3], CNNs F1 RNNs )45 & 454[60] [61]LA S LSTMs (Long Short-Term
Memories) [62]. K& T #HZE ML AUA TR ENINK Z HIRHE, — B R BRHIE . A7 BARFIE Sk o] BLo
Hsahimoto %5 A\ [45]F]FH Word Embedding 572K 5 > 45 58 by TORE R RR 8 44 18 5o 7 (1) B SCHRRAE, A5 4F
TEINASRZE W 2% 73 545 ;. JainPoon 58 A [63 18 FH 1 FH T8 RAGHUK B A ZE 2% (CNN),  EF XA PA7iE
BHEE, B )T 2% SRR I 5 RRE B sk oxk A0 TR LA BE R R Ao, T4 1A% 48 110 52 2
IELRE 7. AR G I BAEZE B B ZRinl iR NAE N R Ge M N, B FH TR0 6 1)l RN HEAT W) 86
1, FERACTRHR ARG B AAE NS A, 0 6] 1 v B AN SAR (] R ARDO BE B 2047 b, JF HAREE T 2
Pl DR/ AERUS RS, AT IE S T n J0R REEH. WS AR SR LSRN 2 18] 138 SR &R AT L
HTAE BRI AR W SR 5% . Zeng 5 N [6415 5y BEERPHZ M 45 (PCNN) 5 22 50451 27 3] —
EH TR KRR/ kT, EHREZM NLP FWACERI AT 5 8) % 2JRFE. Zhang %5 A\ [65]#2 H
TH LSTM 7 A8 5 Sefd i B RITAR 25 6 1) 00 Rt BRI 28 Fy B ASE AR, 3ot B 407 1 s B 00 A B 0 1)
KA BRI 256 S 7 B AF (0 ¢ RIS RE

DL B DU L85 2 ) T k38 A) DO 54 08 RaEAT AL . A 1B S B U7 4 R 5 N TARE R
EIERHE, AN TRROBME SR, IR R Rss, W DR A B ARE B OO 59 ST b
TRARZE B, BRI TR N RO, FE A T TS e SRR RN OC RS R, SR TR
Z HB) K RAIPUERY, HEZ) 1 RR BRSO o M TR I SR SEAN TR AT N TARE,
BT SR FE STV SO0 AR B o 55 BB DL G M B 5 20 R R AL BRI R I web SUAS . TRFE
5 ) D7 IEE BN I 2 R g — DR T 1O R AL B AR RS, RIS T AR T (1 O¢ R AR ELIE

op
HE o

3.2.2. EF Ak (Ontology) 75 3%

BT ARG BHEEAR, EETE L AREJZREE R, AT A ZOR AR E SR E . SHE. KR
SRR AT UEAE— A 2R SRR PR R, 2 A — 40 9 AN [F) AR 2 (BT A8 i 1@ G
NHEA[66]

AR A R AT S A E ) B, AR A T v B BOR ) R SR B AN TR 2 3 3
B E AR . N L AR B O & R A SAH ELME SE B, Swartout 55 A [67]42 tH & PR 3R
Bi%(CYC), Nov %5 A [68]# H K Ontology Development 101 (L2752 N T ERIZE M7, HiP
BREFES eIV E . SHIAEARE, ZIHEESARE. € LRE5RZBPERKR. € LB %
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B E XRYERZIR A BN SEH] . (BR - RAFAE MRS, VRO LS9 I SREGE , oD R BT
Pl

- H Bl R A o T A AR D AU A 8 ] S L AR]85 SRR A r el BN (A M 2 A
KA, MREFERLAR69]. RRTNERM T AR BIRES AR R R 1A F A AT BC A ) 2

H SN EAR R FIR SRR . HLER 572 21 D59 A R G it (6 AR AN S AR MK Bl B S 3R A 4
FR e FLEAATTVE 7> N T S MWL FHLER 22 S0 7 kiR e 2Tl 5 MW k[ 70], 3l id 3t B 2838
SCARIIMHT, SREUBLE 5 R IR LU B BUE AR R SR AR R . XI5 3 h — AN shia ]
DAZTR AN M Z A IR R o (B RAFAE LU B 1) AR KRB R R, R R KILC R KR LH;
2) ARKEE BRSO, AT 7 S M e & 8 U 5 — SRR TSIt i fpLas
SETRE[T1], BTl RS TR AN AL A A (B SORBEAT 70 4L, A RS SRR P2 40 M B A A
PR A AT SRR A . o, SOM RS T 2l I AR 1 L #fr(Latent Semantic Analysis,
LSA) 1 K-Means 5546 2 5 i 75 F AR B ) T VE R S AR i 32 08 1 % QML 70 A AN A A B il s L
HLASF: 21 7 i L AR RO 4 759 ) T3 LS R4k, A S (R A A v T S 4 M IR TR SR %
GBI k. (HE, SRZAERIE SCRARSLAY, DRI EBORE 5% A b BIEL AT (5 BE TSRS BIAR AT A OR
Ee {5 BT LU — A8 2 A ARSI Moreno [72]42 H 1 7E — MUk o B AR SRS B
W75, BRI A 2 5 AR 2 U, 6 KA RS B AT I, S KA R %, T B &R
GUH 2 AU A Ve ST AN 5E BESTIRIEAT 1IN, SE Bt SO, SRR AR A A L (K R S B
FAEME. Li SF[73]ANSEIL T EE T AL A AT AL U SR K ATAX B 3R HL . Daya [74]82H T
il 22 DA IEAT(F I 0 B E I8 A E A7 3 K P AR RS 0 R (] 22N AE, BT sl i o —
MNET 2RI ARG X R AGUEIT R, EAE AP RRL X IR A A, TERVE H 100 Brke#,
50 PR EAESEA 50 Bk S At b DX R 0 T2 RO RR . SIS 2R G0N AR R 2R o 1) AT A
TH B FAA 2 W (MU C) il AR S I I 3R 0%

3.2.3. EFFFHUSIE X RN

BEAE K EHE AR RIG, SCRBEE SRS 2, AR IEIE R, EARAHEZIRA . FRENE O RM
BREMEOTE. FIRERIOREE I TR KRR . 2 BT A4S 27 V5 T 1A 1R 2 R v 2 1 SO T
TS PO R0, AR IR 2 B AR (Ontology) &5 M4k K, B b BRE IR il /e fh, ARt
TR R R A, A B VR AR G HA 30 1) R, S LT ) 55 A3 4 4t B 7 425 2 30 1A 2 A BB AR [ e DA 2
My kg, REPARRHEEE.

THT 7 T T8O 5% FR Al e AR B0 V8 R (0 b G ARV AT SR G R R, AP 7 BT 4R
ERRIT, BT USSR 7328 5O T B — AN E R . R IE R R
W% - 2] - SR EASPIRI T B R R N EOm R B B 5k B ahbrid a1 SE T AR
ICETEA A () CRF)% ) R RFEIRIES: &5 RFK— M FIER RN, WAFHRn S5,
FERHCES F AN B AR 5 2 [A] B A A BRI BR 0 R D6 SR T (1) — 38 0 BN E S 08 RAE I — 375 o Sl LS
TR RS )1, SRS AL N 2 [ 11,

AR B R A0 Banko 25 N[16] [75] [76]4E 2007 £E32H 7 18 A JF BT 115 2 4 BUHE 22 (Open
Information Extraction, OIE), KA 3T H W& 2= > 5 NS B IUR T 248 TextRunner, ¥rEE
%—/> OIE 241 AtH. TextRunner (O-CRF)H SeHIH B &K AMMRINZHFEAR, SR 5 KA W 24k 2%
1 BE ML g WIS S A E B3O R =0 41[16]. TextRunner 7] LA H Sl HCCA K ESLA L R,
(R AR 2R 1 (] 2677 AN 2 R B AR
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Wu %5 \[77] 2010 “E7E OIE FyFEmt B2 H T 5T Wikipedia i) WOE (Wikipedia-based Open Extractor)
FG5, ¥ Wikipedia 1 900 Y5 A FH 4EHE T RHR 51465 BAE (Infobox) K R 45 B 28 A HE 2 2] 5 RIE A
ULHC, Hahibibsefhx RINGREE, AR5 AFEA Sl O¢ RS I 280 42 B B 22 2115 B Sl .
WOE R4 LI 7 A EM IS & BRI %, I BAEAER 3 ER A B 207 #0192 1 ok, & st
PRI T B T AR . Fader 25 A[20]#F TextRunner R4 Ml WOE R 4iL Al F 51 N T iEE R K%
PEMIS I AP, AT ¢ RGN TR, T ER 1 AN BESEAA R R =oAL AR B

BEEDT SR — R E, BT 58 4R OIE R4 ReVerb [20] [78], T i@ H AJVEMIAEL ARSI T
RAFH NS, PR Z BN 9E 5 6) 7, 3 T 2l 5 o0, [EHshiEREa 7R R,
IS 231 % RFEE@E Gn, A)F “Mr. Wang fought against Mr. Li, but finally lost the job” , FRZUK il
HUH B4 764 . (Mr. Wang, fought against, Mr. Li)Fl(Mr. Li, lost, the job)). Etzioni %5 A 117381t N % Z A
FRL ORI 1 29 k> 1 I8 B SUE B AR B B AR, Tt i) Reverb 40 32 24T 801 ¢ & ) 4th
B, SeahBU R AORM KR, ARSI I R N 5E 7245 954k . REVERB SCRF 1 ik £ m T, FRECH IR
EMIR, ROZE S RN AR

Mausam %5 N[20]7E55 —AX OIE Al R H 1 SCHFAES) L% R OILLIE (Open Language
Learning for Information Extraction) & 5t, B R4 T LAAE OIE RS LA iR Sy =F 1M 208 42 16l 2 25 48] 1)
BRBE, IR B SCe R T AR SOME R mE i B i, A REGE T B IR SR ]
FFIWERRZE . McCallum 55 AN [7513&H 1 5 AR R RHEFL 77, A RGIE = 1 B85 ORI R IR
bk

DA _E 42 3] 1)l 7 R 2 o TR TSGR R A TR ¢ 2 il A e BOG 2R 1) 2 2 R FE T DA
NI Z JC. Alan 5 AN[79142 HH 73T N TR BB OIE R&E, XBR 1 H W 0k R I
B 22 0 SEAR S RAAT IR SCHR[79]7E OIE ReVerb &%t 4 7 KPAKEN J7i%, J@il#i A Stanford
I M R, Sk H AR REE . RIS fk 3 T . Rl 4 SR S D IR, STl 1 M B0
A N JTSERSC R, Del &8 N[80]4& i 1 — i B i) 5 T 4% 3k 10 JF IS BRI %, Frl
ClauslE, Z7EMNERIE S CAHRIOCR KHZH, ClauslE FE T 2 i A1 —/NH 5 3800 90 1Y
TS, BTG ATAT 5 A EE R TR A AR, IF BN T B GREE (TE R R A bR B AR A2 AR 2 1) .
ClausIE ] JE 15 R F1 IR R et g N 6] 7 (g A A) Il e AR 4 G 20 0 2 1) 15 925 T e AR il 4
AN EIR AL AR BB B, ClauslE REREAE S mAE PR IR G, ARSI AEH T =ANA R s 48 -
£, T LHRICH 500 ) T Reverb $#E4E: M Wikipedia U1 F FEHLFR KT 200 M) T M (ALZ0F
) AEBHLEEIE 200 NMREHLA) T . ClauslE KB IKAA R R FHES, K HILRYRIEHE
RANILARK N JER KR BT N ICRREAGEINFEE L Bl =R R0 N oK R EZ
IR, A DS RIS R R T 1)

WEE BRI IT I AN WTEEAT, S5 2 T n) TR R A K L, SEOLTS AR R R G I I, 2
WIS IEA W RN LB S 1, {5 S U FE IEAE AN T3R5, IEAE RS B RS TR I o g % [l
NG BRI 0 e o B S T IR

3.24. BREHRE

BB o8 R AU X RMBUY — K S Bk, A TR RRE RREE ER, —%55
T 1A B8R ) 56 2R U 1 5 4% ST 17045 52 458l Close Domain) (A5 BB AR SS &, BUKAME, -
T A HERE (Joint Inference) HEx[25]. JainPoon Z5 A [63 4 H T —M i &BE k. HETB G F 2
ALFE I T I R B R 12 5 ) 3 TR I 4286 41 (Coarse-to-Fine) IR A A4 BE P 4
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1) 5T Markov 1255 ¥ 112 4 HE 2

FF O R AT R R MLN (Markov Logic Network) [797] [8 17/ 77 72 42 B¢ & 8 B G 2 il B 1) 48
JiiE, STVEAE OIE N T HERE, M E/RAT RN S —M@EMaa, 49— NET—BHmHI
W EE, X8 — AN BB EALE, MG 8 R ISR . Horh Ty /R ] I8 48 2 — Mg oK 1) s
F, B SR AR LSS5 A [77]. MLN A 3L A HEFR AT 45 /2 548 —AME T A8 75 77 35 2 1)
FHIFIBUE R K, Bl MAP (Maximum A Posteriori)#E# . MLN Al FH/E—# H —r &5 A R 2511k
Markov WS BARTE 5 o 2T IEEE UM bR IRIHM . U S . SEARBEEHH B SR 0 70 J7 T
ARG H -

TR 2> B BN SE T (Renlifang) T H 3£ 1% 7753 T StatSnowball #274[591528 T H sh A sl Bl ik AR
BRAE A ELES A\ web $298 SEAA TR R, B AE /N RUBR I HE SRR RS web s Hh ESTR I 1 AT I
At ZTIER P EE T M B AR A, AT DI 2 MR R, R H AR . ASL
THRAFEHUTILRA: 1) ERIEKREE: 2) XEEAAHRANDHATHE T 3) il sk n) 2
MORFRRE,  HASE 2 ] DA W25 o I [R) B PN 4% FLAE I 2 _E R N 44 BEFEA AN R R0 I sedd s 4) i A4tk
1THES » 3T StatSnowball SCHER[82]HE H T — M SRR 522 RIHEAHZE & 10 ENTSum A7, BRE sk
PR O R EAE — AN A B A A E RIS B . AR T B ) CFR iy 44 SR b B B A 3t T
StatSnowball ] Bootstrapping ¢ R IMHUEERA i, PIAMBEERAE AR LM A, SRR T BAR]H 5
FAh B BRI VERFAE AN AN R SCRFIE, A4S PN B i 2 A0 7 [ 228049 21 1 o438 o SCBR[75] [83 14 HH
T —Fh1E 5 i) Markov #2485 TML (Tractable Markov Logic). Banko ¢ A\[781#2H T T 44BN <R
U (H-CRF), 45 B ARERE & 0C R EE 2 /0 LA o TE X 73 R AR BN 38 5 ) 77 L BT 7805
KAZHHTTVE

2) BT ACPRAE B B B A HERE

FET A HE R IR 15 B [0 7] R SO T VR T R RR R R A B RS B B AL IR I A 14T
WA RSN Z . Oy 1A R A5 SR B ) SR e O IR RO AR R, RVRE RS HHEWT SCACIR = 25 SCE T AN
O S S5 BAE RS E Brh R B AR, B8 LM I 5 . BEFREA 15t 1 2 T Ak
HEPE ()5 BT

Zhang 25 N[14]132HH 7 KOG B, % 53T MLN BC&H#ERE, 45 Wikipedia 1 Infobox 5 WordNet
S G T AREE IR, ARG Sk - B - BIEE” 1458, N Wikipedia 7 /% #x]
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