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Abstract

Entity extraction and relation classification serve as the cornerstones of various tasks in the field
of natural language processing, with their effectiveness directly or indirectly impacting the out-
comes of other tasks. In recent years, owing to the remarkable success of pre-trained language
models in natural language processing applications, joint extraction of entities and relations has
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rapidly evolved. However, current pre-training methods utilizing BERT based on Span extraction
suffer from challenges such as diminished performance on long texts and poor model generaliza-
tion, despite addressing issues like entity overlap. This paper proposes a joint extraction model
fine-tuned on the pre-trained language model Span-BERT. It achieves joint extraction of entities
and relations at the Span level, introducing a negative sample sampling strategy during the ex-
traction training process. Effective extraction is carried out within Span-BERT to enhance model
performance and robustness. Experimental results and ablation studies demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of this approach. Evaluated on different levels of noisy datasets such as SciERC, the model
exhibits robustness. Moreover, it achieves promising results on benchmark datasets, including
ADE, CoNLL2004, and SciERC.
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1. 5|15

8 B IREALBAR 55, s (i 44 SEARRI) TSR R (R R 0 2R) R FREIE My i L 1 R R &%
H ARG 5 AR S5 I AT o AN T Sl S AR B O R 0 R GERUK Y, S ok R IR R RE A 2L
PRI T 7K L TR o 1) 8 Rl 2 568 TP AL, R M SR S 2R TR 4 i RS A R B 2 1) 23 P O

I H A U 40 CasRel [1]3#3d 3% T P SUbRIE IO 5 VA SEEL, HSeBLfa i, HERSR &, (HICIEMR R
H G SRR R . TR 0 2% B [ 2] 75 CRAIE HE B/ 3 X0 [R] I RE 06 A ok 3 B SLAR I 1), (HA 5 I8 BbR
BTl . HT Span FIBE Gl BURERE LA E N —> Span Jr B, BRI T A Mas sRhr B e X
FICHE PRIOVEE, RS ZE NS R . RS S T AT SR SRR R 2K, RBFE =
Jedl. BT Span (il 2RSS R, RE S A A P S F B 1 )

AICHR R T Span MUSEASCRIK G AU, UL Span D ALEEAT SEARSG RIBCA L, I
Span-BERT il 2515 5 KR [B1EAT Rl . 7EAEH] Span iftHT7 SR D SR B o) UK JEAIVE 95 1, s
AT O AR B 1 R T BB S ZE I BLR - LA Span Dy ALK 9 i i B SR R Ry
IR I S AL e, RO RCRAG R 1 RRR . BRATFERCRL b G N AR ACRFE NS, TR fRiX &
M L A SRR AR AL S R, 3 DR R R I . FRATIEREAT M N, SR B AR SR A Y
BRI

MR _ETRrIR, ASCHE AR BTk .

1. 1R Span-BERT Tyl R B () S AR SC R IR A5 U1 AEIEAEEE T Span X7 iR 3EAT SEAR (1R 31
AL g, A R S AR B B 1 il LA R IR B T ANEERRCR . AR — AN TEARic B R SO kAT
KADK.

2. ASCRI— P G FE A (Negative sample) e 7525 o A RESE A DN SO BEREINI , o) ke A
HrE B el . ZITIEAE I ZRI ¥k Span HifIAESLAA Span AT R SEAARIC N AREA,  [FINX
SEGREATEE R AT RGN, FOEACRAE RENS S i B 2R [ 6 SAS r O TUAR IR GRS 31 ARG
AR ALK 8 (A A 7 R PR 75 A TR M F) R B, 3 v 17 R R R R A 1
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kA 4%

AL T Span-BERT =23 14T Span (XA ¢ REXA MR, FHEFL 1 R FrHg 20 in) &,
7t ADE. SCiIERC. CONLLO04 =/ yE¥E4E FIGAE 1%, SLIGst BN, AT H R T
% SOTA KR, fESikoe RIBE S HBGRAL e bR F1 AR (g St FEUS T OB . Hb4ME SCIERC
R AE BT TR A AR AN S R R (K, 5 SR B A B AR THI 0 AE 7R K B M AR (Y (R, AR
BT AN G AR R T R AR .

2. FHXTIE
2.1. BREHE

SRR ¢RI AT BAT S, FER N A & SHARER, K H IO TUE LIS KR
B SR B S A4 2 [R] B R OO &R o 5eW] RNN [4] CNN [5]. LSTM [6]55 W 2 A5 R 5  FH T
TS F, FHES T RAFHIESER . &G i HCR I /K 2 (pipeline) 77 =X A% 8 200 AN 4T 55 B A
N, SEURIMEUI OR & BRI O R MRS, A R W E R ER RS, EAAEEEIUR
SR S 5 )

A 2 IR BYAR G R R SEAR RIS RIAZ HAS S, fRH T B 1) R 3l 7 =08 WA 2T I 8bRiE,
Hol stk X RALE K BIO/BILOU MR AARZE[T], (HIXFESFE T bR FEA L Mg, ML, HARE
fRR R SEAR B B 10 s o —Pod s i 2 AN A 07 AR B2 A =04, A B R G R P Sk S Ak
MESLAR[8], B LLEEA token fE24 head SRAE BORTR IR D¢ R AN head-tail [9]5%, XAF R AHXS B 5 IS 8K,
AT DL P S B 2 0 B, (RS A AT A

Span-Re [10]X% SCH A span v BT B 28 fa, AR S 40 K AR il it 6 & Span, 43t 2 kiE )
PUHI LR ES KRG K. DYGIE [11], #EEPRSII Span KR MILE, ZEHET 34 Span &k
AT SEAR IR R AMEL . TPLinker [12] /22 H T & T AR ic i N FE (O TR 1 Sk o8 REX G- U 5, @il
XA 1) token St —ANEERE, AR RE R )RR — A token AT REBAARIE G TIER), &a—SEUH
SEARFNSLARRNG Z (AR R, AAEAEATATA B 0 3R, 8 b0 | 2 B w22 0] . Spert ARAY[13]42 H 1 —
AN BLFHE T Span ISR SC RIMEHESE, B%% 2] T —> wideth-embedding ZR1iE Span K JE, ¥4 Span i
FEl A (1) token #£47 max-pooling, 5 BERT %t A[CLS] token [ & LA K K B ) B HEAT HE24E 9 Span [17]
BRIN, (ERARSHEN, M Span Z[E 1 token [A]&E#E4T max-pooling K15 T —A~ L F &R, -k
FH 5P/ Span SEAAR I ] S AT DHEAE N3 3837 58 R A R TI0 .

2.2. TigER

M EEEE TN ZRTE 5 I ARLAE SR O R IR A RS AR 5 AR BRAE 55 PR B . TRUIZRiE S AR AT B
AN B 3], WOREARRE R SOR A T B 2 1 S AR B 18 CGRoR, AR A IR
D EFMEREAEAT RO, P& EAA TR I FR 2. SR ARG TUESS . W0 BERT il % #iH]
RIEAT 2 A BN L7 B H B 554 G2 07 10 S FH BRI 9 A 55 Al

HRE TIOR8 H A BERT X A) F AT 4tt, SRHCH A7 R SCE R, MRS H Zrps
B E R RAE, RIESE R 7RG AUE 55 RCR . BEAh BB SRR S BUE AL 2 R 2 T BERT X
NS BATROR, WA 7B ACR . (HIX LR T BERT BSEAR R RIES IR AL th T BERT X4\
SCAS A FEA — 58 R PR, 315 H A DAL B SO B 5 255 R UG LAIAE S5 . IbAh BERT ¥ NSP
EFIERFA S FHESERIER, WA TR KRS, AMUGEH N IHES RERE, Ea
RS 22 1) RTE R T Z IR R 2, AT R )1 (78 SUE R SEmiR R RUR . A e b ] Span-BERT
XN AR HATOR, B BERT {EALBE SR I R IUEEAE 55 HAFAE Y R BRVEEAT 1 ek, JFEZ T
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KA A

F AR & AR ST TS T LA BRI
3. DA SKAESRRE

FOREATE 4R 1R W ZREE TP XE LA 1 B BRERVE R SAREA . IR SR AR AL 25 D 08 4 N IEFE
A, HEHABAFEAM L B A T M E AR S o il 5] ANUREARZEAT ISR, AT LLHS WS A 0 4 1 341 fig
e Z B I TR, AT i A F) & s 1t R A P A

2019 4F Jessa Bekke 5 NTE1R SC[L4]H A T PU-Learnlng (Positive-Unlabeled Learning) /5i%, 7EilZk
BRI ARAC IR I REAAE Y IR, MARARIC I REA th AR A — & R i B E A OREAR .

2019 4E Zhi-Xiu Ye £ Ni%ie 3 [15]F £ 47 few-shot ¢ R 7p AT S5}, B BENLRAE— L 5 Hirk
AT R TR R 5 172 AL BE 7. 2021 4F Kenton Lee &5 NiZ e SC[16]H il H 17—k T REALIES)
HIREASRIE T i, T X R AR 5¢ R B BEAT 2 RBENLIR S A s RE A, LR IN I 2 s B A e A 1 )
ZAEE ). Horh spert £EEE AN BrHh, RBUAUAE R T SR ACSRAT SRS RIS SR AR Y (R A R I E R . H
WIS, ZRSCH ] T P e AR SN FE 6] 5 0 BT S7RE A SRARE AN 3 T SR 1) B BEATL
POFEACKAE . Horr, )7 00 B BE AL AR ACRAE R T8 N5 TEREAAS [ ) 1 B AT R A — 5 B 1 R
AAERFREA ;SR ] B BEL A SRAE W2 8 I 5 TEREAAN[R] 1) S A4 o BEATL KA — 5 BUE: 1
ANENAFEAR, N RK B F— A F AR A ZRBE R O 8, R EE R R AT 2
FEREBEEW, XA B R EE,

3. &TF Span-BERT WEX &AL 3% T53%

FATHIAE T AL FH T 2547 1 Span-BERT 1 AR AL g Befith, il 1 iR : —ANA) 7 B4 A | Span-BERT
5, BT tokenize, f3E|—H n NMFEIIN AL (BPE)Y token, £id Span-Masking J5 3 B 12 R T
Span {35 i token, R “some football games” (B A){E~N—A> Span #i#E s, FiEN SBO L% )H, 14

(entity, relation, entity)
?

. f
relation relation-classifying

(classification)
'JL
Span o B C 1

(filtering) no—eTntity en;ity entlt
Span | | . .
(classification) span—classifying — | width-embedding

:I:Ti,—z CLS

[ | |
| In ||ecen |yea N ac ||B|ac ||akes||part| Isomel IfootbaIII |_games|-|make||mone¥|
Span-BERT [ In | Irecentl Iyearl IJackI IBIackI [t akesl Ipartl El IsomeI Ifootba_l |games| - |_|make |_ﬂmone
I R B T

T T maxpool

(fine-tuned)
SBO

t t t t t t rt t 1 t t t t
[in ] [recent) [year] Hack] [BlacK akes] [part]
t * 1 t 1 t ot t 1 t t t t
[In ] [recent] [year] [Jack] [Black] [takes] [part] [in] [some] [football] [games] [make] [money]

Figure 1. Entity relation extraction process
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kA 4%

F—AKEHN N + LIIRANFI E =(e,,€,,,&,,C) F Il NI FH I R IM Fr# 55 (1 70 1] ]9 2%, Bildn “in”

F“to” (F t)1E N “some football games ” (Z1 £21) 1321 Fi- 1] Sk Tl 45 4 55 0 9 2%« FRATTI 572 E T A Span
TREHI AR Sz 4k, 4ltn—A Span F%1)(some, football, games) W5 51 #5 /& (some). (some, football). (some,
football, games) <Al S,  FEPHZEAK S B (BR )R CLS i X5 B (3 () XHiZ5 B AT 924k 3 2845 31| s
o R RO IR A RS, 5§ E TR OUANECEEG) - EHHEREIT SRR, RARRI=I0H.

3.1. &F Span-BERT Filllgk

5 P PR (Lee S5 N [L7]3800 % 4 FH L Fbm i (FF 4 R 45 ) G0 2 % 5 1) [l 2 KK P2 37, Span A Ui )
FoRBENE T RE 2 Hh A 45 IR Span N2, BT 51 N—/MES LS H AR RSB — A, 1% B AR KA
FH 121 5 A0 WL 30 IR AR 10 2 SR ST — M43 BF s T I B NP, AREF I SCHRR 18T Span B, X B
FAEH] Span-BERT #E47°3% T Span 4L, HRMA—DAIT S=(t,t,,--,t,) » ZJ5 Span-BERT K3
5218 Span i#E47 B L2 ) 9 3E ke K B2 34T Span-Masking, 3545 159%f1) token 24k LA Span Jy 547 4 mask,
BIS, = (t, -ttty ) s 2l e AL [ token AUFA mask FJ—A Span,  Herb i I J LA 73 A1 K 3RS 1
VIRFEKE, midKE e 3.8. ZEkKiEid MLM F1 SBO (T4 TI%k, H SBO 145 H & ik#
mask [ Span Fil & i1 AL (K Nl RG22 > B mask BIPE,  H0g R A R G A AN A 1A B bk
mask 1] A7 B [l SR TIN5 ], BARIIZRFT NI B A5 (Y, ey, Pina)s | ETERE mask ¥ Span
T 504 0 11 token, s — 1 A& #% mask [ Span [ HTTH AT, e + 1 /24 mask ¥ Span J5HML A . &
Z3RAFHT Span-BERT MBI NIFHI E = (e, 8,,---,6,,¢) » FAE/FSEHEET Span ML 3R T HIFAIR
B, FRATTN T AAT S5 A 2 AR A BT SR

3.2. BT EEHITSES K

¥k H T Span-BERT itk N 4 E #%MBAT R IR EE NN, X E LZBEN
S=(8,80, 181 ) » K TR H: Span MUK i BLE LT — MG E SUIF— AN SEAR 5 8 4 Te U {none}
Bl N sith 55, At T none 2881, BRI fEHECH 1) Span ZRBUAJE TATM — A SRR, %
Span K24 AT none 1, Z JE I SAE N OREA, HAR I IR

SRS R BRI R 1 TR, 3% B 4 BR300 max-pooling @i i At Ak BV EL A i NP ES
B f = (e, 8,0, 8y ) o FlIET BRI HLAE F max-pooling HEAT e A Ak A, AT AT LARAT 320 e
R RAE .

Span RN : TEREALUIZRId B O BN AS A Span B 2 IR — AN [ 2 K /N 1) B8 B HRON R OR
(L2,---,k+1) [18], X HLIKRFE IR AN FEBE HFON B8 FEIRAN N K + 1 RN RN W, » BT I ) A% R
AT, X E ME)YRE ZH PN,

M(s)=f (.., &) Wi

JEEEBRATININ Sy 2535 token ¢, [CLSIFF5 4 — AMRFER 143 Fe 8 bric, e AR FRAEME A RS SURFIE 1) &
U R i AR R SCAR 1 R, TR AR 1 1) B TR S0 bR S SR — AN E BT BOCKRYE,
W “ERLL” A AR SR N7 R SIHERE.

N TN SRS 21 Span 18 S = B4 PEE 1T AR

c(e)=(M(s).c)

BEAT SR 280, FAVEE T T-softmax [19], I TS EL To BUOVASTH I T SUREA e
(B JF IR AR BN IR, RSB AR ERIE 0, 30 THiR B sTRRAEF 1/, 388 T 3RA151
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kA %

NSREARSIS W, 24 T (MmN, J R A0 o R BF, AOR, e 2845 B
FI B8O, R e 0% S8 4 (¥ SV AN 78 0 U ORE A, BETRT e A BOm AR THBE R (R M B, BEAMIR 22
softmax i A 5 BB A 2 >) 31— 52 (05 B, 5 WA AR 418 s v 1 R 10 i) B JRAT S 40 A e 3B G BN
JR R AL -

q = exp(Z;/T)
I Zjexp(zi/T)
FRATAE IR % A% B 2 softmax /32K 3

Y, =T-SoftMax (c(e),T)

2 JEiEid Ak B2 softmax /- J828 101575, 1% Span FT)@ TSRS, HUES B R8s AR ¥5 40
BN TS L s X RSB S HHON Yoo SR JGIX B 2008 0L SR R 531 HE SR 1) Span U554 none, FRARFRIX
¥ noneEntity A TR RS RPF MR, HAPET —NIINE R SLAZE Se.

33. XRIE

TE X T RAFUPES T,U{none}, [FISARIE, MATUE LLFIZEA none, HT AL A L
BB A IE R C R Span. 331K B i SEAR Y BE I SEARLE S J5, M A S B — o SE AR (s,
S2)s N T RSN, X BEMAEAIPHE LSRN, FS IR SR R, X RPN
F M (s)F1 M (sp)3Ror, I HZPHERS BEORFIWT R 196 R0 TR SRR & B RAL, T RAS KM%
FZouH e =R

(s1,5,)€{S, ®S,}
S, %5,

B G R BEAS [F) T SEARh B By, B b Bir il 15 358 P R RN 22 28 Re % BB NRR R R M)
HEHESE ¢, (HEIHFRREEBEREZMRAMKA T, RIS R B B B2 F Sz 48 Bl K token Ked
B A AL A R SCUE S, BDAEE — AN s IR R B ZE AN SR G TR RIES B, 8 A B Ak
K HARAAL AR, RAG T AR LR 3R (s, s, ) -

ST TSz AA Sy 2564 Span 1 ST =32 PHE T AL

c(r) =<M (s1),¢(81,8,), M (Sz))

AT IR R RN AT R A AR 22 softmax 1728474328,

Y, = T—SoftMax(c(r),T)

3.4. polyloss ¥Rk K ¥

AR PSR R 451 2K BRESUE IR
L=L,+L,

L, &SRS 2 BT F 3 22 SURI51 2% (cross-entropy loss) ) polyloss [20]18i 2k 3. £, /o Rk
FIeAsE FH 1) — 70 2858 LI 4 2K bR 5-BCE With LogitsLoss() -

Hr, polyloss B&%URTIN A& — AN F T AR R 502 58 SO R I — /M AE S, AR I Sl B T
CE-loss BR% 3T (1—R)j AT AT H L fh— RAIB A Y (1-R)", M P &
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kA 4%

HARRERE MR, o, N2 TREL T2 BEERATING 2 o, =1/ j I, 1230520 CE-loss,
A LR IEHUN T A 35, BEBGMBUES T+, &% BB A Il 2 &R D i,
polyloss M AT DA i X6 KA HEAT HIAL, M BE S 3t Ab F5 33 ot 248 0] AS P18 (1) 1) B, 1HE N5 2 4% bR BP0 R 12
B RENE B 47 ) AL I SR E AT B b < TR B4 25 ) R, R v £ TR 4% ot g 7 R S R 1 A
AR, RIE TR AR e MR T, B T PR RE RN SRS .

Fooys =—10g(P)+ S £,(1-R)’

]
j=1

BCEWithLogitsLoss %A W, ¥ sigmoid JZF1 BCEloss B A /E—i#E, M2 i infase .
4. SEBf
4.1. BiEE

ARERIZE ADE [21]. CoNLLO4 [22]. SCIERC [23]=ANJEuE %t 4 E kT H)S286, LR fiFk ADE.
CoNLLO04 #1 SciERC.

1. ADE (Adverse Drug Events Corpus) & —ME & 228 T SO AU B Z90AS R RBE 1) 56 Z )
HHE . £ ADE W — e SCRIEARTE T4 S A R RBLZAIFIR R bRiEM XAV ALK PRI
PMEAFRUA R 3 Z AR /AL, W “VRIT - AR L TR - AR RN S, X SRR (S B AAE
W A 0] LATE OC R EUE 55 Hr Il SRR PPAS AR L

2. CONLL2004: CoNLL2004 & — A4 SRRl 4 . 3 B brod IR0 8T ) SC & i seiR (A
M, Hifi%F). CoNLL2004 £fafe & lgrde. kS MtEE, HApIZ4EMH Wall Street Journal
TERHE, TF R SRR A FH AR AR R B R E . CoNLL2004 kR A BIO (Beginning, Inside,
Outside), ELKEEAFRICKIZ> A Begin. Inside B¢ Outside =Fhbric, 28 H 5 Tl %

3. SCiERC: SCiERC & —AMHi Al A 408 1) S ik e ok R bnit #dfa &2, 5 ADE #l1 CoNLL2004 #HLEL,
BEPX T RMER SR SRR R T S AN BUA T AR« SCIERC #E 267 500 s 1H LR 4k i)
WO EE, ORI L SO ARy Sk S 2 TR DG R o AHRLIR SEAAR 2 9 DY 2 Task. Method. Metric
Al Material, BEEAN SRS HIME T 7 AR 4525 . SCIERC ¥ 45 (1) B 10 N RHIF AL X F At — S S ks 40 4
T PRI SCAR SR O R AR A, M HE SR AT SC AR BRI 72

4.2, KBEE

A Span-BERT 1E R A A AS, W H 50 AR B 15 B RAS 0 F1 R A% BIACB Y vpr, ARSI
Rl S8 e 0 AT A, AT HEAT T i Sk O¢ RS BT S5 - A SCHERE AL I ZR1Y batch 12 A 8, dropout
WEN0.2, TEEMRANMIYELBE N 50, 3R % E N 5e -5, weight decay BB N 0.01, F% 555 BE
WEAN L, MNTAFEREESE, &30 epoch W E AR, CHXT Span i iR HRIE IR E RN 10, AC[H
F R 7R A SR SR s B A R S e P A A, SR OGP SR AR A B 35 1 B )+ R IEAE
A1) 30 f o AN AT A B IR 22 softmax B, FLEE S AR A T HUE N 1A, FLRCR A 4 T 1% 4L softmax,
T WHUE/NT LI, s Amg i il At B 88 %0 AR R R AR I IE WS, b\ AR 22 21 31 1 AR,
AN T argmax, 7ET KT 18, HAAEEE TS, MWLM, loss 2R, XFET
CABH BN R s AL A
4.3. EEERER

ASCHTIERA R HATE B IR R A EEUS 7R R R AR T Span i EU7 SURIBAY , Bl A i)
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kA %

T Span HCT Y, Hx S ELAERIRU AR L, SECPPAL S5 A B TN [FAR L B4R T, BB SRRt
REAS 2 T —E R 3Tt

1. Spert 7.

Spert —FhiE T 15 FE ISR KRR G HIDURAY, f8H Transformer W28 347 9mA%, JF7EPS B kAT
PREETM SRS R o TEIET 5 B Bl 7 =0 78 ADE Al CoNLLO4 %55 FHUE T et ish 3

2. CLDR + CLNER #%#1[24]:

CLDR + CLNER ¥ b 2% =) 3 H T8 5 A i A H, FOd s R 2 ) SEAAR G R AB 854 Rt LURE AR,
KA B T A A e T+ AERA KRN IR, TI ER TS A i B ek

3. PL-Marker [25] 7

PL-Marker J&—FP£e SL {7 T8 S OB, e SR R AU E AT IS BN BIOC R KRG 7rh, SINT
SARME R, JEHIRSE T RERMERERIL, 1F SCIERC 4 LS T SOTA IR . BIRE BRI
SRAETEIRZ I, {H PL-Marker tIEBH T SCAR(E BXTF O R R EZ .

4. Multi-turn QA [26]#i % .

Multi-turn QA B L5 G 1 il 1 B AU 16 AR HAR RS FR AR AN [0 25 eh 224 0] 2250 AL BRI X 14
B RERE A IR P SRR bR S5 B BE A M BE A e i, JR4n HMER I Z 5, J& CoNLLO4 #idls 4k BT 7
BRI L

4.4. SEWMEERASHT

4.4.1. RELCH
T EPUA L S SRR AR VR PR Fs FL _EHUSIORRE, SR A EBUR A Y () HERf 5 A0 [m] 2%,
DU HEHERL ALY A 5T BERT TR SL50 45 3.

Table 1. Test set result (ADE, CONLLO04, SciERC)
1. MIELR(ADE. CoNLLO04, SCiERC)

Entity Relation
Dataset Model
Precision Recall F1 Precision Recall F1
CLDR + CLNER - - 88.30 - - 79.97
ADE Spert 88.69 89.20 88.94 7777 79.96 79.24
SPANspangert 88.73 90.05 90.20 77.85 78.99 79.53
Multi-turn QA 89.00 86.60 87.80 69.20 68.20 68.90
CoNLLO4 Spert 85.78 86.84 88.94 74.75 71.52 71.47
SPANspangert 89.37 87.02 89.02 7151 71.68 71.58
Spert 68.53 66.73 67.62 49.79 43.53 46.44
SciERC PL-Marker - - 69.90 - - 53.20
SPANSspangert 69.49 67.31 68.74 49.58 44.14 49.37

ASCRERIAEEAE . SOTA BRI Ebas Ranse 1 fR, ASCHAIERIRY SPANgpa-BERT, FRIm2 4k
TIRINZMAL Span-BERT HEAT SRR RELA UL (I FRFRZ NLP 4080 F i 22
A [BIZ2F0 F1-score. Fi v FL & Ge vl 27 by BT B2 1 43 A RS 1 B2 1) — P F b, SHEB 1 RS ff %6 A1 74 [
FERE IR B PRSP 8, BOR T HECP %, b SCERC B4R 2L 11 TSRk REL &4
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WU % 52, ADE #0482 1) 45 U C 204 T8 25 SR IR 5 00 2% e 25
M 1 HFTEAR I, SPANgpen-BERT TEIX L6 By a4 b5 AR ILUERE RS AH LL AR T AN R A A

HARKUL, 75 ADE $4li4E I, SPANspan-BERT 7ESLAARIHEX 7 TH F1 {E#2 1 T 1.90 (CLDR + CLNER)F 1.26
(Spert), 7E5%ZAIMEUITIH FLMHH27 T 0.19 (Spert). 7E Conllo4 ¥df54E I, SPANgy,-BERT 7ESZiAHET
S T 1.22 (multi-turn QA) 1 0.08 (Spert) (1) F1E [ &1, o8 R _EHLAS T 2.68 (Multi-turn QA)F10.11
(spert)) F1 B 42 5. T 7E SCIERC %44 I, SPANgy,-BERT (¥ SEAAHHEURISE R MU TH F1 #2094
B, SR T FL(E#Em 1 1.12 (spert), XRAMHL FLAEHR S 7 2.93 (spert), SEAARHHURNIDE Rl
FHELT PL-Marker %380 IR RCR EIFETE, 2 HT PL-Marker f§% 7 PURE ¥ 8 AH, 76 5C R
GINARRTIEA KGR, RAMBERAT TR RIVERRIR T, SA(E B0 X RHEUE B R MEMER .. H
PL-Marker %% J& T pipeline #%84, BEIRTEMMEUPERE LIRFHE R, AIEXT T pipeline B 8145 45 1451 1 % =
i 22 45 B R S8 AR, (RTERE G U 1100 R 20 J0X — 41 vh 5] NSRS B AR R 155 21 1.

Table 2. The effect of noise level on the model effect
2. BREEEIERYRIT N

Entity Relation
Dataset Model
0% 20% 40% 0% 20% 40%
Spert 67.62 60.47 39.67 46.44 38.37 21.65
SciERC PL-Marker 69.9 59.15 29.37 53.20 43.88 17.63
SPANspangert 68.74 65.82 56.43 49.37 45.06 36.72

4.4.2. IEBIEEMIK

ZIGIRATIR 7R e A A, FRATIE SCIERC Rl 4E R 1IN 1 ASFIRERE ey,
D AHb Sk S D A5 25 52 380 A [ P T 5 ) R TR T AR SR A, VS TG 75 ) 7 V2 4 R — N R A P B R 5
BBt — AN TRE A R 2 BE AT 4 — AR e R IAR A, SR S Z B IR [27] -

] 2 B AR, W (AR SPANspanger 16 (1403 Spert, £x (1403 PL-Marker, H 71 SPANgpangenF1
R IEECN TR, 2 L/, 1 Spert A1 PL-Marker R P& ™5, S2ME3fomii K.t BAREdE &
2 WIHN, HMEEFEEEN 20%I6, spert A PL-Marker 574 F1 $84R¥SZ 2R, SEARRISCR FL $845 N FETE
10%~16% 7 47 , A BT T B4R AR A 5% 2c 47 o 1 55 2 FE Dl 40% 8 , B8 BA S5k 1 & B spert F1 PL-Marker
BRI AR 22, FL febn FREMREIE R, 48h5 FRRIAR) 26%~38% 7/ 4, T AREEUL TR 12% 7 4,
TIEBA T R L7 THD 6o ek SHe bk 22 1) e 55 () (RIS ik 22 M 52 B ISR, RERSAR G MO ORIF B R 1, 7E
TR A [R] A AR B A B AR TH R AR AIE T ANV IR, 2 ARS8 T AREE . AT DAER S, PL_Marker f55%Y
HTKH pipeline 77 BEATHIEL, EIRHAESAA R RECA I LRI 005, (H ST 78 /556 e 16
Helms, HRIUNH ™ E, JCHZ SRR B, pipeline FA b 5¢ 28 i B EL IR B I AE 55 S A4l B F)
M, REMBRIGTE, KRMPCRIAIE N, EE 3 F, HESFEEIAT] 40%5, BAXCRM
RANE R 7SRRI E, FLEACN 1763 DRSS T i) fRAIEAS AR S He A2 A0 O 7 LA 3 L
[

4.4.3. jHmhsCIS

T JeiX AT IPAG Span-BERT 15 & B I FIZRACR, A SCFEE (1 AR 2 Span-BERT XJZET- Span
T A BRA T RO Tk B T AR, BRI EA S, B8 A 7R Se R o¢ REX G T 55
BN WIS BERT #EATXTLL, 403k 3 Fow, s TIZREEAL BERT (1280 R AL SEAA ORI G &
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Figure 2. The effect of noise on model entity extraction
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Figure 3. Influence of noise on model relation extraction
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kA 4%

Table 3. The extraction effect is based on different pre-training models
= 3. ET AEFINER T HEUER

Entity Relation
Dataset Model = =
SPANSspangert 90.20 79.53
ADE
BERT 87.92 70.34
SPANSspangert 89.02 71.58
CoNLLO04
BERT 86.56 68.13
SPANSspangert 68.74 49.37
SciERC
BERT 65.43 45.71

BURBRETT I, 2 JRATE B2 M ) 52 SO R RN SRR (I, A BRI A KR IX ), ]
LAHEH poly loss 45 2K bR O AR I 504 H K ANt iR B, EFF AR A AL, 1R A4
A, poly loss A< B it 1 R AS [FIHIAE 55 A7 5t o AR B MR & IR 55 7, TN AN TR] B iR 48
SAANFERERDL, IEFAFOLT HAERCT 28 OB, 52 T 2 AR B A i H A Ok e 2 i) Bt S
TR 25, R RENS B X LT SR AT R I, T e 2 i SR AR AN B R

5. &hig

AR T AT Span-BERT SR R A MUK . i8I T Span 4 BT 2R Al R
SARIFRHEAT R RN, BRI TIZTE 5 AL Span-BERT I HURAE SIS IS T AR HIBOR . Aok
VLT Span [T SRERS MR R — oAt GERRLE B ST R RE B M, H AR T RA UL 4 BRI,
N ERRG MR . 555 T2 T Span BEATHIZE, S5GU%E Soft-Max A FUCRAESRNS, FE
LA Span A AL SRS RER A TR S, R4S T S miRORE L, AEVEREMUE A P B2 T RIS
RERSRAT T A SRR, D6 TR 2 B A U Bt I, BB AMA RIRCR .
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