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Relation extraction from Chinese online encyclopedia

based on weakly supervised learnin

JIA Zhen ,HE Dake,YANG Yan, YANG Yufei, YE Zhonglin
(School of Information and Science Technology, Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 610031, China)

Abstract ; Entity relation extraction plays an important role in the fields of information retrieval, automatic question

answering and ontology learning. An entity relation extraction frame based on weakly-supervised learning is proposed

in the paper. First, training data are acquired automatically from natural language texts by using relation triples in

structured knowledge base. To solve the problem that the number of training data is small and features are insuffi-

cient, a bootstrapping method is used to train sentence classifiers based on naive Bayes model. This method can ac-

quire more training data from unlabelled data. The relation extractors are trained by using conditional random fields

(CRF) model. The experiment results showed that the method is feasible and effective. Compared with the existing

methods state-of-the-art method, the proposed method achieves high accuracy.

Keywords ; knowledge acquisition; information extraction; relation extraction; weakly supervised learning; boot-

strapping; Chinese online encyclopedia; conditional random fields; naive Bayes
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(), Qnfer BEAS WEE e /b, BIASAE N T4 1 sl ik
DN TARTE, et 2 s MR C R IR G2 Y
TR A . BT 38 T 55 B 5 2 (weakly su-
pervised learning) 1 5¢ Rl U I REWS TE 80 /D N T
TR AR ZRif kb 2z 2] T 7 2 e,
BE T 55 W 27 > 10 O 22 il BURE SR AR T — > L 4l
AT | HIRZE ] AR ECSE 22 = J04d, Al iy
BRI SCARLE . DWSCAREE h RS O R SR
(/) R ST YIRS | SR e T I ZRBE DI Zrdih
Mg I SCAS AR ol O R 520, IR 7 18
2 A B EUE A G &R SR 1y A AR R N ZRiE R,
TR FH S AT e 345 21 i I 2R BHR AR AT &g i)
n, WHERFE R RO &R = oo i, (&R, FH4E,
HRED) | ASCARSE RS A7 SR (Bl D) Y
A EBR DN EBITERR S, 1918 4FE7E BN i 4F)
FERFCEN Hid) 2 v B BAC & /N B g JF
W22 AR, S M TR ™ 3 ) i O T A7 3R 38 - 1L [
T EAEIFR, Riedel Z FEA L0t SCASE ik
T8t IR & A B OC &R SR (4] 38% 1Y
A RIREEEXACR, A AR TR
XFE ] A 35% W9 m) A Rk AR ML G R
FI A 7S AU 2 i Rh U 2B R 25 52 o ME Al %
RAMECERE . o T 3 IRkl B9 MR R, SO Al
G FR XS YN R i b AT 20, B oA (2
A SRR I EEA FRIROC R B, BT R E T
()26 FR SRR A R, SO ZhiBR T gD fE7E
FEIEAS B i [l R, SCrp R N 20 B 25 ) 5 43 2%
%, I T bootstrapping J7 7 1% A8 1 A AR b 13 54
HARBGET N 2R3k, B 5 AT CREF ARSI 25 0¢
RIS, SO B DT

1) S5 SRR R BCI ZRifoBo L, I G &R
= ndURBONGRiE RN A T AR T

2) GIA T )53 2 AR bR i 15 R} rh B2 BT
PN GRiER AR T NSRRI 2 )

3) DAEBABHME B & i ¢ R SR R AR
e, BB AR B SCARAE R I 2R S04 8 T i Se A<
ST KHIE T SCH TR A R

1 AHXIT1E

SR F MBI T B B A 231 ( message
understanding conference, MUC) , 1998 4F f¢J5 —iIK
MUC-7 EE WM TR MPUEST . £ MUC-7 Z
J& ,MUC #% B 35 N 2 $ill Bt ( automatic content extrac-
tion, ACE) WEIMATEUC, ACE H 3¢ H ZprifiF R
5T NIST 2141, Mk 1999 4§ %2 2008 4F- T 44 v iit

9 YA, 2008 4F ACE 1 ik 44 Sy SCAS 73 #2338
(text analysis conference, TAC) , )\ 2008 4F &4 EL 42
ZEAT T 6 VI, ACE PFI ¢ R T S5 48 7
DMREXRZIE TDFRR, TR RIMBO i F
SR VLY T AL as 2% 2 W 7 . TER T
Bery 7k B B 3 R ICEOR 2058 0 B
Bl A T ARG 2 il 2 N TAR I ZRitkt o
AW LA ] R ME AL T JC B L o
2o AW 2 R A RRAE 1) B A O R R R
B IR M 2 2 O TR A B 1 9K AR S
A SR HAIAWE A T7 12 AR Bn T 15 R il
AIREMRAS R OC R ST JE M G R AR R
TR IE S N REF R TR A,

55 M B 2 2 1 OC R AU L HT Craven F1 Kum-
lien $2& 10 I DA R SRR A 40k 222 v il B 1
HIEHNZAIMER, Wu & RIS T RME B &
g OB vE, BYEE) —uAXT 4 a2k B
SCARRY R HEAT AR, B 3R U 1 56 F I 24
TRL, I CRF A58 Sy B A T8 2k Y1l i B4
Bunescu 55" 43 LK ELAT 56 Z2 1) ST 1E 51 1 J A3
VER A TR, WA R 1 A it 45 2R v $ g 15 52
PRXF ) FAE R N ZRiE R, Mintz 55 I Freebase
www.freebase.com HARIEA I R A SR N, AAESE
ARE E SO RBOC R I U R 8E . Mintz
MR T DU BRI a0 2R 2 A ek Z A AE e B Fh
KF IS A AR A F IR AR T X A58
£, Yao %X Mintz 3 AT T L
HE OGRS AR R L5657 18 R SE ik Y
A DE AR A IR O R . Riedel % IH
Mintz (B T 4%, & C R SRR R F- I
—ERIETZLFR, Riedel ¥ Mintz BIRBHIAH «
AR 2 A SARZ R AERE R OC R IR 4 8 A SR X
i 2/ — A AR T2 &, Surdeanu
AU L 55 W 2 2) X TAC-KBP HEAT 8 PE AR 11
7, el R RS B A RS A E B =
KBP S5 4000 J@ AR , P D35 R Hh 3R 55 S 451]
2B P Il ) AR I ZRIE R, BRI
AN N B ERME B & PRI AR MO
(5 &5 3R Bl ikl 32 8 T bootstrapping AR
A IR AT IN 2 T 2 o ok 583 M B OC 2% il BBORE AU 3R 47
b, L TR GRIE S n- gram FRIEARZS & 24T
PMEIZRIG T %

2 BFEEFAMK R &
59 1 25 T B RAMUAE SR 6245 3 A T Z A
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AR HBI R KT XN ERZ —, 5
AR R E D AAENTAENELSE FR
S as T RERESEWAN IR ZJod, Fln,
HE AR H PR A KA E B A T RE 8 R HL
KFZA = ICH (VR 28 R, B R E], 1896 4F)
Horpr “ PURG SCH R R O R EAR, “1896 4E” &L
RER QIR S RIAE, L8R, A
PHE R &R X R ARG — & XY, A B
ME—PEFIFRIRME . SRR E S A RME B SR IO
F I WERRE, F R AR EAmAER K
WRXRAZANERANMAR L —Fh A 24N
2, B OC R M AR R SR TR 1 AN
(e we iy R EE X AT 45 M b B, T
SR R PR T i 44 SEAAR TR R o AR R
BRI A TR LR, T 1M RREAZ
DNEARBAE O, Blan - mAa K E R ETHNE
AR ER, XK R, sk 4, A4 3 Ik FR =0t
2H . (VU RS ACH R AR A, XK A (P R 2838
Kz IR ARIF A8 ) TNV R A K2 M 44 4%
k)

2.2 YI&ER
2.2.1 D%EH 8 KR

A 55 WB 27 20 (1) G R FBUHE SR A1 FHOC &R 58
AT A SCAS R BN Rk 1), SRTT , A5 B SEAAR XS 1)
A FA BTN R R RG] BT SR A L
H Bl Rk U ZhiE bt K R RS | TR Y
WIERIEAZ . T8I ZRiiob R % i
BEI R T )l B AR B O R G HER] h
R 0G0, < B J b DX 5C R R IR FTRE S “ L T
bF Jm A, BRI OC R AR T R A
S B BT A, HRET I R A PR SGE —
1, SRR A o O R Y RIX A Z R =, R A
eI SN = e i o G U (A A 1 RS s e
S it R D/

TR VP T A8 38 KA S A A T X O &
TEEAT YR EE A3in] Bl < g i 8] 20k 4 1)
Je R g R w2 AN, SR E A3 I X 2 A
BT R, SR 3 T [ S ] A
(38 SCHRIUEE TR RROCRRIE o UM
SR AR A B A Oy i 1O T R AR A
(1) SCIBLAE [7] SCARTRIAR 0 o7 5 A s 150 1 3 o 1) 1
SCHRBURE 36 F AFAL B 10 A A ) 15 R AR A () SL ]
TEAL B A A2 3 3 AR BYHI LY . 50 2 R AL

OF SR RSO 3 3R . O 1 S i SRS
SCPGH AR SS 5 2 23 SR ) BT SO . 41
an, U B W) SCiR O < B 57 TR R 2 an B Rl
7N S 1151 G B i A i D [T N RTINS R SN
HT DGR 45 #5415 i 88 [a] SCiRl 4145 i
oM 2. I 17 (1 o] A L5 IS A RN 7
7] S i) 1] B 14 5 28 S B 1) 28 B A2 ) ) S MLASE 1Y PR
i, ok AR SR AT R LY, I, A SR B
SRR RHN 75— A S8 R SRR 14 ) - Hh Bl i
15 06 R DA Y AR (BLRE 0 KT 45% , 12 0) 1 1
PSS AT R DLWl K i G

AR PE 3 BOC R = J02H (79 R 3¢ 38 R 2%
IEEmFE] 1896 4F) , AR A — L& UK
S R A 1896 AF (41, i) 1 Rl 35 56 F2 5%
S, g 1 s, SBGZ AT AR B
I Ta] " 5 R YRR,

FOrssE A

FMER 2T BB A

L2 LLEd e

j 1 !ITX

R o BRESHEAS aleT fﬂ!i?,,‘ga EFRLEXILF
e wan BEY, BRENHBENEEEH—, hWEPE
AR 200BA, (2000%5) TARIENTET RS R R,

B 1 MSZAE R B 2R iR
Fig.1 Training data acquisition from texts

222 AT aFHEkENIGHEHLA

5N TARER AT SE I ZRiE B B T 3 4K
T PUAL PR R SRR P S R BTSRRI A
FAAE e S B BRAMIE T AR v . 5 02 el T
WY R I B I, A Sh AR IR I 2R i
BRSCE R VR Z IR R R R AE VI GRiE R
R BAAAE , SR EARTE B ZRiERA:
D IEMB  WARARE Hcdhs o 4R G o BV o S B, ok
H bootstapping J7 ik I ZRr 28 , R J5 X AR w1 Kol
AT 38 B R 1 B A RAIE AT B A Rl

— AR PERERY L 5 LA IO T e £ A R AR
JEAT RENS i KR M R0k AN [R) 28001 ) 22 5, e 6 45
BRI B T ) BIPERE R 1Y 0 26 4% , SLBLA
EESTHINBEG3YmE IR B S O INE R (RO A TikeS
SR AJERRER 0 -gram FHIE  TEERRAE A b
81 e BRIV P B AR K, T ) 5 o 9 3 AR
TR AR H Al A1) 5 R B, R BUT R
BClE A g (R A (A5 I 25 ) RO AR R ke = 92 1L g
T30 FREFFE ] T B ARAE ATk 0 B 4 R vh AR
AR IE A AFAE TR VR R 8 B s i e ) A
H AR AEARAS TR0 12 20 B A RACR SR T A Hh 3
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AR M T E A R A R AR BEAR S B
MEARNTFIEE , n-gram FFAEE H 2 SO n AN ESERIAH
A, AT LA 310 S5 75090 Rl 1N 3 8 1) 7 22 [A) £
AR IRBLE D S I n-gram HALE 3~4 4N,
TN S8 Geinl I R AE AR R o T HAK, S 8RR
Wi, JLF- AT REF B, BR T A2 5L a1 7 51 #Y n-
gram FFE, SCHR[ 16 ] FE% 22 in] 1 19 1) P Ak 1 2H Sk
TIPS n -gram FRAE ; LIRS A E By TR VEE )
I n-gram FHE, I tri-gram, Bln=3,

SCH SR H R AR R IR M 2H Y n-gram 4F
fiE, 7% n=1,2,3,

1-gram : 1 PMAE+AEME (word,/ pos,) (wordi)

2-gram ;2 I~ 3% 2L 1A 18 + 1P (word,/ pos;, wor-
disi/ posi.y)

3-gram ;3 3% ZL i) iE + 1A% (word,/ pos;, wor-
dis1/ pos;., word,,,/ pos;,,)

A 2 A SRR 22 ] 1 SCA R IR 1/2/3-
gram YE RFRIE(E . 1/2/3-gram £78BEHL 1-gram, X
X 2-gram 3-gram, {31201 /A) - 3 [ K R /ntu
X =22/t WST/v F/p 1848 4E/t7 I T £
N 1-gram “E=—22BE / nt” WL /v T/ p”
S LR ZAS 2-gram“ 3 ——220E / nt , WL /v
“WSr /v, F/opl 5,

SCHR A AN R DU 5326 (naive Bayes classifi-
cation, NBC ) f BUI| Z541) 74y 2% . IIREHEAE R
TEA , AR 1 250l v 2 B - BBl (R o 1 3l
L B A SRR ) A S B, S B BT B R AR
FAPRFHENN LR I3 2888 SR Jm X AR R 2477028
X EGI AT R TR B E BT A B ZRii e
XoF T A HEA TR 0 0 5 i SR AR S A 3 43 il A v
KR FARFNRR AR BRI R n -gram R
R AR AN, 1-gram“ BT H BRAE R AR O
M2 WSr” IR K F OCHER, 5 ) T A 2D E R
TR B R A S B SEAR AR S e R &
AL,

2.3 HEURER

A4 Bfi #1137 ( conditional random field, CRF) /&
i Lafferty 2" F 2001 4E 15 5, 2 H AT 75
Pl IR 2 — ER 2 T P S0 in) SR
P GRIHEAR T A B SIS 3 AR TR 5 Ab BR AT
CRF & —H 50 AR, Hf ) B3 A 2 2 P 1Y
CRF , RIVRERY rpr 2 AN i Z (A AG R P25, — 4>
ZMER) CRE X R T — DA BRSHL, IR E & T
BEA TR Y 9 bR 1 e 15 B SRIBUT 55 b BT
CRF HI T FIAREE A3 R0 S 4 HTm) R e £t

EEAR YN0l Aea i

BT #AT CRF IR, SCh eI gtk g I A
PRE R XN ZRTB BT 554 . SO T /2 BIESO
JPAIRRTESE , Jorh B ARG R GBI I i 5 1 AR 3%
O FR TR Y S 5 B AR SR DG FR OGR4 5 S AR
FINST SR 0 AR T Y B REA 2 Lk A2
5 F A

s Y i ]« I K%/ ntu &/ vshi — it/
mq LA PE/n E ST R /nis L /w BSL/vi To/p 1991
A/ AT IR SR A 2,

2 FIERETRBG
Fig.2 Sequence labeling example
[l 2 1, S-SUB /R X & F4K,S-0B] FRIR KR
AR B-REL /8 K & L 1) JF 4f |, E-REL /R
KRGS, Bz s ) 5 h e 50 bn i 1)
a1,
x1 GiERFEIRE

Table 1 Sequence labeling of training sentenc

FHIE 1 FEIE 2 FRlE
TR 2 ntu S-SUB
P shi 0
— Jir mq 0
Zra n 0

YA nis 0

) w 0
JHAE v B-REL
F p E-BEP
1991 4 t S-OBJ

75 CRF G 7 PR R B v | RpAE B IS R
R ) ) 5 2 — I E AR 55, RRAE LB HU CRF A5
RURMUBERE 255 [l 0 3] Al RDE 2% R SCfF
IR RER A FAMIAE B, i ss SO gk EGA
ARGy A R SO (G SGE BB ) AR R
fik, B SCE B 48 B2 B 24 B IR A P A
I A TN T BB 5T 112 i o,
FEIRAE 2 QURISE N, S M s AT R0R s B M ad /)y, i
PERVRRIER D M IR A PERE . AR AR 0BT, B
KEEDy 3 A% 11, RIOVLEE 6 85 S A i e P LSRRl
Ja45 2 ANl REAERAR AN 2 FR
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Table 2 Feature templates

FEAIE X A5 3L
W(0) 2 Rif i
W(-1) HRTIA 7205 14N
W(-2) YRR ZEH 5 2 A
W) R ATHE 1A
W(2) HRTIA AT 2 A
P(0) i) i Pk
P(-1) RTIRAC 5 1 AN iR
P(-2) R A5 2 AR Rl
P(1) HHRAT IS 1 AN R
P(2) TR AT 5 2 AN iR
W(0)P(0) R A A
W(-1DP(-1) YRTIRAC 5 1 AN R
W(-2)P(-2) R AT 5 2 AN AR
W(DHP(1) HHTRAT IS 1 AN AR
W(2)P(2) TR AT 5 2 AN AR

3 ke 5 &R

55 B e 2R A BT 4 R Ak e R R I
£, AR AR = ud, BN FIR, LR, %
) BIZERE . P ol B RME B S i 25 A8 1k SR
JE AT 43R RIS R R S AR B, 56 R = e 4l i)
TAARTN B AR 00 25 i 45 SR, A T 3 R ) S e
)7 AT AT TR A 4 R OC R
VAL SCARSERMES AR H CE, X HLLL
QIR A 9 R BIXHER AT I, e R E A
RRUNHLIG 44 CIRIPEFRTE R nt) , B ARy i) (8]
(AR R 1) o IEEETHEBOCR —Joddbf
9 257 4>, VLA T4 6 876 4>, M A R DT I £ 41
TR A SR oA (nt, ) 1] TR IR
SCARSE I SCARE i A 114 831 4,

S S5 TR AL HG 73 2825 B DA A0 GRS 1)
TEM . 432828 00 B FH DI S A B A5 3 A4 1 4]
HIEBARCHY I R HR I, IE A 1 R 5
B3 2828 1R BB . S50 PO SCAR B R 45 31 1
WA IE B R R T, , IEBLEEGE R T, R P,
TREAR (1) .

Tl
P = 100% (1)

HT T IR SCAS B v A 10 IE ) B BB 2 | i
KHIREHL A FE B AN D53k . SCh st T 3 Ahon -

gram FFAE ;AT FPAUASAE A PR P 9 RRAE | LK 3] T
AP G VAL . X B 50 T 3 FRFIERY
IIRAMERAR (P) , ISR AN 3 PR

R3 FEFHET I EFMERELLR

Table 3 Performance comparison among different feature %

SHIE BUdmE R R AR

s 2| 72 94 98 96
] PE P51 70 84 92 90
mE+EYEFES] 72 90 94 90

Wit 3 A, HRE R SR R RRAE 9 5 25 4%
WER R A g, Hog R T8 18 + 1Al PP B R, 2K 1 A
WP AR R RRAE ) 43 2 28 AR U 3 1E (1 55 e 3/
FH TR + 3 e 200 5 A R ) e A R BT 1 491 14 B
YL, N 4 b TRl E LR, H
TAITE -+ IR e B K B T L A5 Ry 4 174 A, HA]
TEF AR BB IEIL R 2 697 A X« A 4F
A7 Z&, FIAE +ia) 1 3 U 7 1 49 8 ol 3 491
A, RIS 3 0 3R 3 IE AT 1795 4>, R,
K P AL+ PE2H A R AE B 20 2 g A ME RE R 1T

R4 FARABMETINSBREELE

Table 4 quantity comparison among different feature %

FHIE Qe R R AR

AE 751 2697 88 4234 1795
Giluda]l 4174 136 6820 3491
WIEHAYEFS 4174 136 6820 3491

FEA AR (P4 v, SO SR 6 & 0 A R
(P) A RIF(R) F {E( F-Score ) 1 N A PN AR
TR IR (2) ~ (4) s,

Vv,
P=—'x100% (2)
v
Vv,
R=—'x100% (3)
Vs
2XPXR
F - Score = ——  x 100% (4)
P+R

o VR RBOE 09 O R AEL V2 IOC R 1Y A
AV R R AL

WA I SR 288 A — oo dlsk
BRI 2Rkl U 2k CRE il s 4 i B2 S 20 17 %
b % g R N3k 5 s, WNR S ATLVE Y, SR &
SHYIZRERME AR T E 42 R L CRE I S B4 19 7
DR, SCP R AR T 8 SR R I S5l - A
R TR R BEBHA AN ZE DU $7 402
i IS A8 AR IBURI 1 81 A LAk DI 508 B, 7E —
FE AR TUNRE R BT A B R BE . ELL b



<118 - ;O A

510 %

4 T SC ZR B R A I ] 5C 2R 4 R Aty AR (] A
YRR 32 T A T B R AR (BN nt) 5
KRB (BN o) AME— Bl R -E AU A
THUE (CANBE RS ), LA LA 0 B i [ 4 2 OC 5
FAI 2 AT R

x5 SRMAINZIERE X RHEUT EXT L
Table S Performance comparison with the method of un-

optimized training corpus %
ek RARACIN ZriE R
WERR FEPR FAE MR HRER P
BlgERFE 72 1.9 206 68 8.8 156

ESfs 84 84.6 843 98 72.1 83.1
WAEMEH 96 275 428 96 334 496
Fri@ibIx 98 95.3  96.6 98 77.3 86.4

PRAG 555 M B 25 >0 YOG AR A IBOHE 22 240G F il i
B3 IR, A SRR AR B Rtk
SRIF U3 2645 , I3 SCA B 1) ) - e i RS2 A
X, I 232 x SEARS EAT SC R T, SCvh 53
BR[O 13 AT EESEAT XS LG X LU S5 RN 6.,

*6 SHMBEEFEIMNXRMINGEITLL
Table 6 Performance comparison with other weakly super-

vised method %
3CHhs ik SCHR[ 1317

el AR P ERR JRE FE

flEEfE 72 119 206 47 99 55.1

4 84 84.6 843  0.02 99 0.03
HAEFEH 96 27.5 428 66.6 70.2 68.4
FriEx 98 953  96.6 37.7 99 54.6

WL 6 s AE R AT LIE 1, 9A 55 R
I B R A IR GEARAT B 1 A 1] R R, 56 2 T
I B TR R AR HAIR, 3R h T8O SR R I 2R
ZPHECRAPUNER . JUHAE" B C R Mo,
A N LA SR B 1S BUAR R 2, A B
Y A) T8 RS G AR o SCHP I vk Y A R 3l
e, T L IS SC AN T T b 1X 7 ¢ 2R Al s A
TR A R AR VR RE DL T BLA 59
RS RO . A, X T 1 50 5 5 Al B
By IR R AT R IBCSCR AN, iR
TVERRIE SR TE SF A SRS AL PFEAT IR TR
FAEERE T 2 R R

4 HRE
SCH R T R

~J (456 2 A BT A AE

\

282D BN SO 2 | Bk B AR A AR B &
TR IOC R =2 JEARUE R DG R = oo g xt
AR HEAT BR335SR X A OC AR 0 3 14 1)
TR G R U ZRifokt, 205 e & 1l
SRR E SR A I BT XTI GRIE R R A
M FECRFAE A 2 B9 8] 25, $2 4 T bootstrapping Y I
SR s 207 2 D e AR T N 2R kR IE
1], AT AARTE B A g S 9], Y125 DL 3 53 2 8%
SR I AR 1 5080 v 52 BBOHT 9 1491, b s 1 R0 R
IR o R or 2 e FR RS2 0] T 38 SO 4t — el
TR FAPE LA BY n -gram FRAE , D\ IE (1A S 43 ) ) 1
rh oy i B U] AR PR AL A 1Y 1/2/3-gram VR R4
TE N GRor e, SL g BRI ZRit B BE %
FETFOC R PERE . A OC R IA TR 2Rk
TR T 200 5 AR T 92 440 2 33 B
GRERL AT OC R B BUH L, G RfR 2 T  35 4

=]
7)o

SE WL
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