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Abstract: On the basis of the traditional methods extracting information, this paper defines the formal model of
entity activity based on case grammar and presents a method based on supported vector machine and extended
condition random fields to extract Web entity activities accurately. First, in order to automatically train the machine
learning models, the study puts forward a heuristic method to transform the semantic role labeling training data into
the training data of entity activity extraction. Next, the study trains a support vector machine classifier and extends
condition random fields using the training data. Third, using the classifier, the study distinguishes the sentences that
contain Web entity activities. The paper also proposes forward and extends condition random fields to model the
frequency and relationship feature. The traditional conditional random fields cannot model this while the new model
can label the entity activity information in natural language sentences more accurately. Finally, the experimental
results show that the method is effective in multi-domains and can be applied to Web entity activity extraction.
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Bt WWW () PR3 52 Ji%, Web 283 B o — AN B 2l I8 A7 A2 K BEAT OB IO A5 2 BT TR A5 R il B AR T
PLAT 20 At Web Ly 42 S2 AT iR SC R JEpEB O K Web Bl xS, e S DL 4 g Ak B
ORI AT RO SRR 5 BRI A AE R GRS LA, AE Web 47 75 K 5% T SEARAT D 35 3l FIAH 5%
s JEL A8 3 3 7 T % K IR D 3ty PR A DR S R BORF SE NI BAT R s 48 K2 |l (0 R R e e 4555
{EE 0 Web B SRS B 5 SEAT ™™ A% 58 ANl KB 5, AT G AN 22 L.
ST B AF B B AR S AR TE ) B T S TR E BT SOE R HAR SOy AR SR I A L Bl
PR RS Sy SRR AR IR ] L b RS R VI T 1 v o 1 ) 5 0 B A ) (1 T SCOG 3R, T LR V425
AT LA A2 60K AR 10 18 2R 2 o S A 2y LR RS TR R RE 4 HH F AR 5 S BE (0 7 SORS T AN e EL B ] T 5K
PRIEEIX 2k E AR TE AR S0 E 3L
5 B ER R 5 TG 4 g R 45 M SOA v il MR 4 A £ LR S R EOLIE 40k, LA Deep Wb o s 5t 11 £
SR PR AT A DT () 45 A4 R i AT (5 R Ak G HORS T BRI D S g 3 A5 3 25 A Web TG
Sk SCAR BT EL Web SIS Sl HCEE L FARIE 5 OM BTSN G H i, T 1) ARTE S 4R B il R i 44 9 AR
T SRS AR SR S i A SCKs Web S PATE B IA Sk — 2 06 R AT (050 R ER £ L ek R T
Ja RS %, 3 v, Opent EM i H A AR S K 75 JEAT O 2 S HU AT OB 75 PG S8 SO0 AR A il i e R SR LS 2
SR T3 50 SCAS rp S A ) AT BE A7 AE R T AT 9% AR AT — Ol BB g BB AR 75 BAT D0 T Wb S 2l ik
WO TEVE IR 1 ST ) S 2 DA K R AS R Ak B FF) 2 3R \We S A4 2y il A T AR Ay DL Sz 4 S v f) 4
S, FE AT 0 0 b R0 S 2 ORI PV A 45 15 S A B AT AL 2 Ak B el 52 2 1 18R
AL BRI S0 A S AT 2 SR A S AL AT Al OT AN ARG T Web SRS B 4 K.
ARSCNAT B A B A BT Web: S AT B I, 0 SR MOJE S5 # (K3 B Web 199 B0 3R 45 45 AL 1 Web
ST EAF B #0581 AF R Al I TG 6T B IR 3 DL 00k AR il O BT 55 10 % R BOR SR T
Pl A S SRR A DLAE LU JLASJ5 i
1) RGN SR T ST S REAT T A (0 S TR SO ST T SE RS S I AR 0 T
e BRI 99 B v T Web Btk 10 R 2

2) AR AN Web SEAATE B HUHEZE, G IE I SVM R B R0E A, A8 5 AU A& A B3 4il
BE ARSI fE B

3) SRR EE TR S A N R B 2R R K T SCSR EbR T R I Bdls e A DA S A 2l I DI
Bl W G T TARVE YIS B a0

4) SRR AT BEALI, X 7 5 B b v L R e 3 A7 PR T SORR 2 2 [] R A AR I RO A R AIE A
b v T AR S A AR LR 45 R (M HER 1

1 [EBENX

1.1 IKEF

EX LERARER). W T — AN E ISR, 78 SEAN B S 1R IR 18D 64T 10— J0U0 2 (903 30, T SEAA& 3h I S
WA — g FEE b S e T SEZAR IR 7 AR RN S AR Y O i i
1.2 SRFEBIBE RS

MTARESEREZA N ARIE S @71, 2B S G RE S T — 30 8 AR B Pk v i
AL 55 AEAR ST M 2 SCRIBR ), S AT B AE [ ARTE 5 R B — 45 L5 Sz RO % R R 2 A B KB U T LA,
FRAT T X L i 00 S W SIZ A4S 30 PR R DA 8L, 0 P o 1 9 1) T 2k Sz A3 s g o7 0 A A,

Fillmore 7 20 tHE20 60 4FAR NI Hh ks 1 k00 I — 12 25 TR R A 1 45 W0 5 4 X056 AR IEVE BB RIS 2
RIS A TEVE P R S IR BT R T A P A% O A (BhE] . TR 2R) S R (0 . AR ER) OE R,
XA RETE R R VE T P i AR DL, T SE A ) 35 BAEIN FlAR S 2h i S i AR B 4% . ARG
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TR 2 TR PR DG 3R, T LAAS S 3 T 08 SO Sy S A3 3 g 7 % RS 2R ol 3o O s W SR R e v 0 AT, FR AV R o e A
PG ENIAE B A8 8 8, I ik X 4L S8 UM 19 R A2 £ H T SEARTG Bl 8 Ju ok R AL,
EX 2(EMFEIFHEIR AR, AP E Ll 8 TLR AR
T{agent,activity,{object},time,{location},{cause}{purpose},{manner}}.
o Agent: AR LIRETE S I Ak L ARSI EARECE 2 A B REER S35 0] LU A A ar i AN ECH 3)
W), AT LU TG AR i R SR, N A R AR A R SRS B I T X R S B OGRS R AL TR Xk
o1 S AR IR I T AL B 1) SR AR S A B A I A SEAR R E B A R
o Activity: 7% 31, & Gt (4% TRV Hh I I A TS SR FRAT TR AL e M SO P IR R0 Bl R RRAE S AR B 1 3 B 4
JEE TV 7 J5UE A% o 30 3] R il b, R AT 35 B A e 08 A I AN T 1) A% 00 U B 1] B B 1R A,
B BB ST R T 1R v MU R — B 1R B,
o Object: % 14, R IR VETE SN TS K ECE 52 m 2 (1 P, 7] LU JSEAETE I, mT DU B 7R = 2R 15
e Time,location,cause,purpose,manner 43 5l & 7 SEARIE S I (] . i SR B A1 77 2, HoH manner
JE S JEUR R SR R B (instrument) A1 77 2 (manner) 19 4 X, He 4 4 B 1) 38 75 5 D50 SORSAH [R) A8 5K
IE BB 8 AN FE b AT, — AN S ARG B0 75 (M 4E B /2 agent,activity I time,1X 3 A4 8 i —
T — A SEARE Bl SEA A FE AR — A1 A TP AR 2> RS, 230 00 N A R I
1.3 WebSL{RiE Eh3lHEL

Web S 4 0y 4l B T 1) Wb 199 T, 5 5 i JB% % R iy 4 SEARGE A IR T4 T, A T S A rp il RS2 A4 1R 45 30 15
BT AT T Web S2i&3E SR Ak E X

EX 3(Web LREFNMEY). XEIRAE ML LAHES E M Web TUMAES WA W A T3 T
agenteE, H: /1 E={e1,e,...,80,....6n 16 /25 € M1 44 924K, T b SARTE 3.

2 Web SE{K7EZIHER

HI%E 1.3 15 Web SEAKE S AE 55 52 S IRATER I —Ff A 30 #EGI 1 Web S (A% sl il HURE 28, 36 ] T
T 7] Web (45 S G BCRE S G 181 1 poms.

J kK R

FR ; iﬂ:fﬂ 7

R N L A
s

PropBank

!

VIR
e AT
¢— j

PR HRGEH SVM TRALEL A
BibL 5 PR RS

Web Sz {4375 2 K4
Fig.1 Web entity activity extraction framework
Bl 1 Web SRS Sl il HUHE 3¢
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QL IR EAS I EORE L A BRI Sy Bl oAk SR AN B Al E 3 B4
o TEREIBIYIZRESr, K PropBank [¥EHE AE@ I 8 & R 4 s AT 75 B ISR B0 , 43 I 25 S e 1)
% Ml (support vector machine, & #x SVM)FI 4 J& 4 14 B H1.3% (extended condition random fields, i #
ECRFs):
o HRTRALFLFL 47 KA Web b IR0 A b [ 1Y BT 30847 T A 2L, Ak B A 2560458 DU BE A AN TR AR 7 I T
TSR g (0 A A R0l P 0 o P RS A R T o L AR S P A B e ) T AR
T e Sy R I T i 42 SRR R SR 0 SUARBE S g — 4 B ARTE AU REAT T B, B4 43 1A (POS) L fir 44 8K
PRUUH(NER) #2402 B (shallow parsing) Rt M fu &b B, 76 A< S0 b SR 19 4 CoNLL2005M K £ 2 44t
AL T A
o I R B S IR B S TRAR B (3 A T SVM 43 28 %R A R0 D, BB SRS Bh I A AR,
FIFH ECRFs 63 7% ST 3l (1038 A MEAT A $ih B SE AR5 30 15 B
2.1 NEGEBE B I E K
VB At bR TE (semantic role labeling, iR SRL)& X [ 4RE A o &A1 SUA BT 70 A dn i i 1 721X 2
T SUA 0 B 3 SO, AR J A 3 T SCHE 24 W Y 5058 S At 1 B 7 U2 SR 7 M BB (R SR At _E 34T 110,
55 Welb 544355 2y 3 AT 25 A7 AHAUL 2 Ak, 3 LA, B AT AT DAIE b — 26 Jy % s K I SRL 1 B}t 4% 4k >4 Web
ST B I VE R 5. AT, SRL R 3 44 (135 B ¥ U4 FrameNet A1 PropBank!™® PropBank /& UPenn 7
Penn Treebank 3% 43 #1 B9 FE Al AR (7% )2 18 A5 B, 15 FrameNet A7 Lb A5 8 8H 4 i FoAZ 008 A 54 Arg0~
Arg5 3L 6 il 1% 0 By 1] 7 A REL, 2L AR R 38 S €0 B N SCA €, 48 11 ArgM 2275451 41, ArgM-TMP &5 I ],
ArgM-LOC &7 #h il 55 45
ASC LA PropBank S I 2RS4 14 B0 5 80 i F 7045 A 1 SCA EL IR & S BT TR T R R A I R A
H B4 B AR S EF R T b 304716 PropBank ' Arg0~Arg5 3t 6 Rk 005 XA (o X5 i 1A 44 4 agent Al
object, Jf- K &8 73 4% 00 18 A5 BRl G 2 activity (IR 245 00T BEAN B i A fig 58 28 AQ R — 2R35 3D, 49 1 “make”,
“take™%¢55), [F] I, 7E PropBank K 1 B e A (B Pk 88 T 5 AP AR S E A BLURCE WL AE B4R BT,
FATHRYE T 195 R0 PropBank [4E L, K48 T NSRBI 1 28 il i, L3k 1.
Table 1 Training dataset automatic generation algorithm
F 1 UIZRE B 30 A

i\ :PropBank bRy SEB, 3515 A] SiePropBank, U177 RELeS;,REL & S; (4% a3l id] A7 1E Si IAEZSF 0ifs X
MBS Argl={Argi|0<\i<<5}, 7] AEAF 7 i INiE X A :ArgM-LOC, ArgM-TMP,ArgM-MOD,Argh- MAN,_..;
Gy CRUES E L CONAL B SRS B B A B4 E N iEA) P agent 445

1. WR2eSi|leSi Sie C 45 5H;
2. WR Arg-MODeS)||Arg-NEG e S, Sie C ,45H;
3. ik Argl={Arg0}, )] agent=Arg0; i}t Argl={Arg1}&S; A& 47 f1), | agent=Arg1; 5% 1% 8;
4. %t Argl={Arg0,Argi|L<<i<<5},Il| agent=Arg0,object=Argi; I { Argl={Argl,Argi|2<i<5},
Il agent=Arg1,object=Argi;
5. Activity=REL, %} J% 8;
6. Wit Argl={Argi,Argj,Argk|1<i<j<k<5 H.i=0||1},1l] agent=Argi,object=Argk,activity=REL+Argj,5% > % 8;

7. W Argl={Argi,Argj,Argk, Argl|1<i<j<k<<5 H.i=0||1}Jf H. S; T 4£7E from Argk to Argl,
Il agent=Argi,object=from Argk to Argl,activity=REL+Argj;

8. R agent jE A1, W Sie C 45 o815 0, S; o HA B it S €642 LA R 75 :U 4K location=ArgM-LOC,
time=ArgM-TMP,manner=ArgM-MAN,purpose=ArgM-PNC,cause=ArgM-CAU,otherInfo=others;

9. SieC,agenteE, % Sie C;

HRAE FATTRE LA T8 B 1 58 3, S W HAL 3 SRR B 45 B, WA B b b 2505 Rk 11, A IRE 25 b b 2t i 22 Ul
AR T By LURE b 2P 8 1 S B i) A1) A AR RR, PR 2 B I S AN A BN A HEBR AR TR AR R TR ) v g TR
Si AL 1 58 JRAZ 0V bR B H B o3 S AT T SURRZE 156 3. A% O v SO SE R3S 30 1) 52 4350, AT Arg0 1
Argl 1k agent [ R] B, BT LIS ANELE Arg0 A1 Argl (1) Sy iR Horb 2B I8 7 e B E I8 4 MZOE X
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TR OO0, T Y DL R~ 28 0 I S AR B ) o 5 T AR R A O, BTN T 5 18— /N ) b A I B 5
ANEE T 2 0 SUA IR AR A A0 DL, BT AR AL C.
2.2 EFSVMHIEIERIR A

T A BEAT PUAL B SR A RO 1) X 2 A T 2R L T IR AT N SR A B G ORI T T LA
P SVM 73 KARIX LR SVM SR T 45 0 AU 5 /> A4 Ji D) FH A% o 200 SELARL 412 Al S e = T i) ) R 2 A0 B e e
6], FEAR A BRFEAS . St LA B ey A 3G TR ) R0 R B 1/ 22 O34 T8 i b 3 FH 1 JRATT 9 9 20 ) .
221 SVM i

SVM 1A% AR 7045 AIE 2 B 44 3 ) g 0 8 Y T A8 43 B0 120 7 ~F 1T o A0 ) AN [ A B 2 T P B B e K
N3 B 5 K Rz A g 4L R T4 SVM A S fil F5E b 16 3 .

BI04 S ) ) e A 1k

wxx+b=0 (1)

ot x o 2 g 1) f wxx Ko s w5 i x 1 PR IR D TA T 2 SR SR SRR AR A R P T R 4 T 3 HLER
%?[ﬁi%i&mi)llé;ﬁﬁzt&%%ﬁml‘tﬂ&E%jc,ED%/J%%||w||2 LIRS AT R B EHE RO,y B 2P A BE KT 1,

PRUE I GRFEABE IE AR 23 53 81,75 18 B ) BB AR AL — LS RE AT e 1F 1 20 28, BRIUb 51 N B A st A8+ &,i=1,2,...,n,
) s A A% 1) 7 Ay
e [t
min (EII wi +CZ§i]
yi(wxx +b)=1-¢& 2)
i=12,..,n
&=0

#i& A (2) /¥ Lagrange B&#(, ¥ o; b Lagrange 7fe 1~ #i4i Kuhn-Tucker 51, 6 23 X (2) i) S AL AL 0] 8 e

2 H: Wolfe 4 ] 8, 2 AN 5 202 T 10 R B S Il AL, A A0 A L T 05 15 380 PR B ARG 20 S R R
f () =sign{> 'y, (% -x) +b} )
222 Lk

T e A AT RBAE A I WA E SRR 2 U SE SVM I3 SARFAE.

EX ABHER). WS EREs)N BRER), 2L LT 3 /M IEA:

(1) B AR TE SURTE BN, S B BE e o I S A AR S

(2) B AR TRAT VIR GER 1Y) iy 44 244, B :agente EE A2 FRATT SR ) i 44 S AR 4R

(3) BN WA FAT I [

o S 1 FERHERR B ARE A TR YL AL 5 W “Google is an American multinational public

corporation”;

o SAt 2 CRAEFRAT T LK) S A VS B 02 AT OB SR IR TS 315 S

o At 3 ORAE RS St I E IR 1A) 45 B 4k

NN R L b 3 A PR R 45 0B A, 3 2 AN EL & SETE s IR .

3 THEE SVM BOR AR A SVM IKE s iEIEAT T 8. i A @)U A 8 w' =Y o xy,, Bk
PR ) B w4 T R e 3 R RS RO B mow T R A A ) R AR 2 R AE 1 AR
W={Wy, Wo, ..., Wt BT RA7EAE Wi=0, L<Si<Sn, T Bk wy 0F I8 435 Ji) o, 0 3 28 45 SR S804 5 00 AR 6w b 4 TR
Iy BT HET B B AR I 23 52 T 46 IR, EL BN B w; 20 28 25 B0 MR 02k H 0B S %, R B w58 1T B

FSEA A, B S AT B 1) V) T b B 45 A S VB ) TP AN 8 TR (T R) 229 L A 42 9 B S R SR B R ) AR TR
BB 2 18 477 5% 22 Open | EWVRI I VLI 30 43 28 28 W7 A 44 3 2 18] 656 RAFAE 55 5, A 306 OpenlE A

o
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BEARFAEREAT T3 R, 42 T 17 B SVM HRAE ) 7, L3 2.
Table 2 SVM feature vectors and introduction
F 2 SVM FFE ) i A Bt

FHE AL W)
A5 I ] RIS
A5 Hh RIS
RO M2 SEES B ENE2D E MAT S 4 e e Pk
A8 FR A, “is”, “are™ 5§ RIS
A B RN A G R I B i, 81 1 “have”, “possess” 45 BT

By i vl Pk B s s zE A K syl
i e X BL T e EY HilJe
i 55 e (1 18] B [¥) oy # 1i] 4) H

it e Z AR T AR AR BT, I
LA eiejeE' ] 65,5 (M AHRT A7 HiljG

e;,ej [F i oL 3] 5 A PR B
e;,€j [B) B 2 75 B 5 e a0, I

e;,e 7] i 5L 3] il A A
EE I I
% RIS
R MR A JENER
) e B A eI

PL b Hr #8E HE T— AN B )AL — N B X BEAR A T REAT I T ORIE Web  SE44E 2 il B R 8 Ab 21
VB )AL 2 A B R B0, B ATTER H — AN TR R A 500 B R SR A — AR 2 B R A AR D L B Bl
1] )V XA, ] DAORAE BRAT TR I RIS — A5 3, 3R B —AMVE B AR OG5 R

BEAMM. Wit S WEA{v,V,,... Vo N =100 1 S & n 43,5 i 40 L vi(A<<i<n) 4 S (R4 L3l
SVM k4 € X 4 FIWTE i 4215 4 A RGE 1.
2.3 WebZ A 7E 3 HER

Web SEARTES)HIHL S 75\ 5 AR TE A Pl BOH OC SEAR IIE 345 6L B AR TE A HLAT R IR K 7 41 1k i i vk = 1)
%54 Hi(shallow parsing) n] LI i A0 %1 43 AR 22 1 CHR (chunk), %1 43 H I fJ (clause), 13X & chunk AT ) 1F &
FATTEE I T R 25 A4 B AT R A0 0 DR i W 23 R AT T <7 6T 32 A AT S A5 Bl R, A A S — A
FEARTEAT WG TE N A5 S B AN chunk B8R G DRIk i 3k — 5 1R U7 920 15 A0 h (1) chunk A A) 3k
AT IE B AR, 50 BE 0% 5 30 Web S A4 B 4l BUAE 25 7 AR I, 5 24 chunk BB P sk it — 2 8 1 8., S8 )
TELLN 2 B2 A RO MR AR BT clause TEAT SR — A4 B A5 I, 41 manner,cause, purpose 5. JiT LA, Web
S AV ) il I R £ AR ) 1 B 1 SCU) bR ) R 4% 1 BE AL (conditional random fields, % CRFs)
FE R Ah B A 43 B RURR A 1) B0 L 10 8 T WL 2 >0 s R0 TOST g ) Y o o 5 U f b 26 4 3 5 46 91 2 508 10
FFREEAS B AT AR

TEFIFH CRFs AT )7 51 5048 (1 D) BUARTE I, T 1A 4E EFR BT -B,-M,-E 3X 3 FoRA, 70 i R s e — 4 i
FREEWIIT 4R . P IRIANSE 5.4 G On April 13, 2007, Google reached an agreement to acquire DoubleClick for $3.1
billion.”, Shallow parsing 4t # J5 24 “[PP On] [NP April 13, 2007], [NP Google] [\VP reached] [NP an agreement] [VP
to acquire] [NP DoubleClick] [PP for] [NP $3.1 billion].” FA I I brid: 45 1R 52

[PP On] [time NP April 13, 2007], [agent NP Google] [activity-B VP reached] [activity-M NP an agreement]

[activity-E VP to acquire] [object NP DoubleClick] [PP for] [manner NP $3.1 billion].

H AT, R CRFs 34T ¥ 918 SRR IR, U1 25 550808 26 5 AR IR A R 0 DR 2 26 6 A5 8L R AT 24 R T 19,
T 2008 T FRyE kB2 RS (0 A8 B RRAE AR ZS Z 18] (14 26 ZRBFAE, 0 a0 3 — By RASTE P 71 b iy th I e, w4
ARZS Z 8] PR J5 9% 2R AE AR SCIA AR L AR b IX PR AR ERAE AR S04 4 B &2, 491 11 agent, activity 1 time HH 3 FL% 20
HBL 1 ¥k location f12R HBL, WX AE 1 BL 1 7 activity 15 object 477t B St (¥ {E I AN 2 s B P g i J o0 &R, B R 3
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TR AT RE 5 112 308 1 W SR AF AR IR L AR SCHEAL 48 CRFs IEAiE B3R I3 I 4 EBE WL, L Bt (0 7
TEFAHE U ZR B 4R TP 28 5 10 3 R REAE A R, LA BCE (9 e (e R I B4 48 CRFs w1 48 &1 T 18 SUbRiE
(IR

231 F&AERENL

7 LA R CRFs (R A A 28 v B AL AR Bt X 7R 5 B AR i i LS 17 41 4R BE AL AR Y K7 AH B (bR 17 51, Y e Y
BeRREAE— AN KN A N BT PR 42 9 BEHLAS & X R Y S22 A A0 70 4 ) A 70 (CRFs J2: ) i) = M 0 A
Ry b 5 R I — AN ST SR F SRR IC 3 41 1 4 AE R B8 P(Y | X), I 45t CRFs ) 5E M.

EX 5. % G=(V,E)Z&— LI, Y={yly,eV}Y T ImE 5L E G (I i —— % R an SRR FE AL
yo T I G IR S 2R AT g, B p Lyl {yabwer X3=pLYulY X, (U, V) € EX MIBR (X, Y) & — A 4 AE B 137 (conditional
random fields, & #x CRFs)[*®),

R CRFs [MZERLELIE, Y G=(V,E) N —4&—Mr8Emy 245 @ M TH] X B4AF T AREFH] Y FIMER 5 A
P(Y|X) A

P(Y|X) =$exp(zkﬂk Fo (i) + 3, 24,0 (Yoo Yoo 1)) @)

Ly, D) 2 527 31 b (RIR AR AIE B8 B, G (Yin X 1) 2 IR 25 B RS A AIE R 50 40 5 W2 RE AL (O y @) 3o s L1
TSRAE 6 B, 1T AR AR 1 2 3] — > CRFs M8 FEAR S B0 A={ Ay, 1 7T LA FH A R ABLER B K 56 3% Quasi-Newton
Ak v Z() R I — R s A
Z(x)= ZYEXp(Zyﬂk fi(y;, x,0) + Zk/ukgk (Yigs Yir X:1)) (%)

232 YRE&MHNLG

AR Y A AT BN, R A g4 X SR BEH LI (linear-chain CRFs) /G A FDIR A28 2 Y (RHF1E,
AL FEIRAS (AT R HE FIRAS 2 8] 1) 50 R AFFAE 32 /51 CRFs [MARTEHER R 3™ AR HLS 1 L

EX 6. ¥ G=(V,E)je— MR & HENL, X & 5 W0 B BEHLAS &Y, SR AR E RS BENLAS &Y e Y
LERE AR R T HE B R 0 Dk RS IR 35U R 1iE (Frequency feature),yy,yu(U=V),y, Ty, [ AELE (B 8¢ R TR N
ARZS L RFFAE (relationship feature). KATTFRTE Gt 51 AR ZR A ZFFAE AR ZS I 20 RAFIE I S ATBENLIA A T
1) 5% 1 137 (extended condition random fields, ## ECRFs).

545K Linear-Chain CRFs 5 ECRFs H 5 F & & 2. & 3 Pk,

Y1 Y2 Y3 Yn-1 Yn
X=X1,X2,.00Xn X=X1,X2,.0 Xn
Fig.2 Linear-Chain CRFs graph model Fig.3 Linear-Chain ECRFs graph model
2 s\ CRFs [IBLA 3 X ECRFs [

7E 1 2 FroR(f) Linear-Chain CRFs HH 384N W82 17> 41 b I 6 52 SCPH 2RHFAE B8 E fi(yi X 1) AT Qie(Yioa,YinX,1); T %
T A — T4 AR i 4 SRR T o R B REAE B DR S EE R AE L RS R IR BURRAE WAL 4e 1 55 8 05
AT RO R A BT LA, AT ECRFs R 78 43 45 41 iX S5 fiE A 8L, S T X JRAT B R 10 (W 3 2 200, FH i &
10 FRAS 1 AR AE A5 B BT B REAE 2 3

EX 7. ECRFs H (14" A 1iE:

(1) CREINFGHE: RN TER UOREAR T ISR P HE R vieY L,
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(2) J:Bi(occurrence feature) RA MK REFIEZ — H7R T A PR A AE — AR R I F o S0 2R

(3) W7 (sequence feature): i3> 5% £& F& 7~ X P AN AN AR A& 75 — b v v [ B R BT A7 5 27 R RE 2R R
A TR I 26 28 AL I 0 i 42 4 41

(4) 75 GX\Y)HyieY,yieY,iz.yi F y; Z FAF7E LI OC R IFR (i) & — 4 FL Bl (occurrence edge, & Fx
OE); WK (yiy) & OF, H vy Fl y; Z [AAAAENRT 26 &, (yi,y;) & M7 2 (sequence  edge, K SE); i 4R
Y=y UFR (yi,y5) A — 45 45 {832 (equal value edge, i Fk EVE), 35 % ] T 20 AR 2405 85 i, B E/ 0 3 Bt
WA Sy il

TESEMNFF) X B 5AE T bR e8] Y BIEEE 310 P(YIX) A

P(Y | X) =$exp(zkﬂ« X+ 3 8 Yo Yo XD+ X 2 (s i X0 1) (®)
S Yo Yo o) A TS B 5 A A B8 BT BT Z ) R — H BT 465
Z(x)= ZyeXp(zk;Lk fi(yi xi) + Zk 9 (Yicy, Vi X1) + ZeeE’,k 20 (Vi Vi Xi0)) (7

233 ETP RAMFENIAT Web SE A 24
FIFH ECRFs #EAT H AR 1E A (118 SUAR: TAE, e & 553 Web SEAATE 2 4l B A5 258 e UL T T AE:
(1) vy R,
(2) ZHh
(3) HrL.
2331 YRGS
P 0 BEAE AL P 2 W A 7, 30 S SR AR T R R TR ST R A B2 DL G P AR DT AU
SRR A AT I, BT AERATT i e G A AE TRE—E BN EEE B G S TR — B
Bsf, G R L A L. R A7 AEAR 2 B VR A 1 G IO 2 M 1 A i 1,
7E ECRFs 1, 2= B FH YN R B4 v 110 S AR5 A SFe 5 I 3 — B3040 6 22 a8 T A [0 SRR 28 1) 4 8, BT 254
TCEXS THE—FR 2 R A WA AE N BAR R
KRy R BRI 3.
Table 3 Extended edge generation algorithm
F3 YL E
N 48E BE LD, LD={v1,Va,... Vo }, i XFRZES L={yny2.....Ym};
it Ege, Ede, Epye -
1. X T Vyael,VvielD,p(vi=ya)>a, % vietempSety, 1<a<<m;
V|tempSeta|=2,1% £ tempSet; 1P P TH 1 TSI IA IS N EL e
XET ViV 1, p(VisYa)> 2 p(Visys)> @ B p(Ya,yo) >,
A (i) B A EL
X Wi, v;, i, P(Vi=Ya)> @, (Vi=yo)> @, H. p(Ya,Yo)>B, H. P! (Vayo)> S H p'(Vayp) <1-3;
A (vi v INEAL A EL
BBl Bl Efye -

N oo Mo D

TATHE] 3 AN B 00 8,0, e, okt 3 — B 7638 9 3 — 10 i V8 SUBR 2110 BUARL, BRI SJ2: 1 SUKR 25 2 1) J2 75 47
A LRGP 0 B R, K /DN P 88 8 DAL S0 8 2 S0 P 0 T 81 1) 2 1R p(vimya) s B TG 22 vy J T 2%
Ya OB AR P8 A AR SO A 1 2 SRR p (Y Yo) T ANHR 25 ya A1 yp (LB 25
_ON(Y. W)
P(Yar Vo) = AT (8)
FCH N (Yallys) A2 2500 4 v A5y B i 1A VIR 550 N (YY) A2 VIR HECHE B BRI [ ST B 1 K
D' (Va Vo) FE AR ya Iy SEHRINya HBRAE y, 2 7 (A6 40 TS
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. N'(Ya: Yp)
P'(Yar Yo) = N(Y.Y,) 9)
o N (Va,Yo) 2 Ya HHBLLE yp 2 BT AL
2.3.3.2 ZHUhE

7. ECRFs A5 28 v ZH0fili v 15 56 J& 1 X6 7 [R5 A1E 6 5043 AL 1 S 50— 040 2 B0 35 @ S A0 il R R AE e
WS HA T, ) Jr e T Rl B E R B S B RS T RIAM SN BB Bl 2
T AT AEAE A (0 4 AR A5 IR, T DA 0 25X 2 0 BN R S 5T S 5l & T 2 il

55 58 1) 4% 3 CRFs 19280l T AH 8L, ECRFs A% 2 it i dge K ABLAR Ay v Sk i T £ 0] S @ 2 A0 5 it B REAE
REIBCE S BB 7R & — A HA MRS p(X,Y) IIZE D={(Xy)}1<isn Bt SHA={14,....;
i, - HE, AT AF U ZR A2 H0HE 1 % BB AR ek B L(A) Ik B 55 K AR BR B R

L(A) =2 B(x',y)log p(y' | x', 1) )
HT L(A) A MR 2, 3200 O I A dee{i A MO ASK 2, U 5 i X
oL(A
%: Epcnl il = Epgnnl i (11)
%: Eotnl9d ~ Epyn 9] (12)
k

A n(11). AX(A2)5ET 0, R E LA 5 RAE. R 80 v 555 B[R Epgyix, ) [958 FH 171 T - 1) Ji5
(forward-backward) 592 3K il b T 38 46 6 K B 2 H0Al T I R B S P il A, 7 B 2 B0 S 56 20 A i 2 R
e 0 S e R S, A K (10) e fb

L(A) = B0, y)log p(y' X )= o (13)

HSHAH
%ﬂf): Eﬁ(x'”[fk]_EP(ylx.A)[fk]—% ”
%Lﬂf) = Bpon[9d = By (0] _% (15)

Horp o FORIEI6 )5 22, AR B B0 i) JURT LA GIS, NS &5 S5t Ak 5 32 K g k.
PRI S HAG T OF 37 R (Va,yo)FF HE bR LA BRI S T p(YarYo) P (YarYo) I 5 L2 K (8).SE 4™ &
(Y Yo) IR P’ (YaYo) P’ (VarYo) IR VH 5L 22 2K(9).
WAL (EVE) I S B0k T, BT 558 0 H I RE 26 U1 S L dp AR
N(x)
W(y,=%)={ N (16)
(p(y.)"
o x=|tempSety;N(X)EK R I B oF FR2E ya 76 1 RAMEL TR HIL x IR ELN Rl 25088 45 K

p(y,) = NTLZ;I)E) N(y) 2 I B B2 i L0 N (Lable) 2 U125 300 oo 6 04 2 i

Z HINESR AR G=(V.E) v Al vy (TN A BURAAE 7= A2 RS B R AE . LI WU 55 JE PR AN T AT
AANFEBEN L. 2 EiD AT ST 5 ECRFs [FHE 3 AR 45 42 H IR 3, PR e B AT ks HA A R (19 2 T53 in b
Rl B AR AR 2 (v Vi) M — AR IR — AN IR A AN RLE R AR 2 U BGERL A& A XY
, zln?’kzhi

n

[N

Serb, y R R BB, g 2 O T AN FVRFAE ™ A2 10 22 B3 A AL 2 SR ) 22 b A AL AT AL 429

an
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Yioc=l

2333 # M

I T T 1A I IR A 2% S B S AR R MR Bk E ECRFs AR il T4 B i i I A AE A R 405 7 3,
I HLIR M B 25 ] 8 Pl e I a2 8, 5 SSORS A 4t 28 A9 11 I ) &2 2% T 2 e 0 8 K, B LICKE A 1 3 3 A A
Fi% 4 A SC{# ) Loopy Belief Propagation 551473 {3k 2, Loopy Belief Propagation 53242 % i) §if- i) J
ST VA 209 00 B - ) SR R I )R 2R B S O(nT), ot n ARFDIRA A KRN, T ARFMER) ¥ 41 10K J5 A
ECRFs #5074 rpv Xof B 4% 47 i 1 b AT Ak B8 1) AR AN 55 [R) T 1) 107 - 16 S5 425 v o 4 4% 400 2 3 11 Ak R AR AN DR s, 7
ECRFs #71,Loopy Belief Propagation 5y i) & 24 245 O(ILIP(T+M)), H b |LAC R TE SUARZE SR A (K
ANT RE—FBRIBADCEGHIR TERN M AART BUMEEM 5 T 87 IE. Loopy Belief
Propagation Jik — i A I TSI A0 96 AR S50, AEL I M S BIF 9 TR AR SR 552 56 10282 W9, 92 o 7 Y o LA R B
AR SR, AT DA R HE ST SOPRVE 471,

3 % I

TS ASCEE Y Web SEARTE Sl ER T IR EAT VRAl A ST 4 A5 TRET T AR

(1) SVM Fr223 1k e,

(2) fLgiZMsE CRFs 5 ECRFs bt 45 i LA

(3) ECRFs [ E X il Y &5 H 1) 5%

(4) SVM+ECRFs 5§l fif Ff CRFS/ECRFs [ £ fE b 4%

31 HuR&

DT 25658 BT £ A 5 kAT P A 110 0 S B 2

(1) AW 4k3% 50 Bk 45 (person activity dataset, f&j < P)

2 A B UL IS ) R S G IR B8 N R BN U 4 N IR R BUA R . MEX AL &
SRR . TR NS 200 A7 AT LEEE T R (http://en.wikipedia.org/) i A 4 fii /v T LA M2 Reference 5 22 37
I DL & $E 100 AL I AT B I, 3L 20 000 4%, 3 43 B & A\ Bl 149 o 4 (positive person
activity dataset,fAiFx PP).2R )5 A %A AWIBEHLE S 400 40 5% N5 sh 1 8 1A T4 i 49 B 4
(negative person activity dataset,fij#x NP),t 80 000 £.P 2% PP F NP }t 100 000 4% i&f.

(2) 7w SRR Bh B 5 (company activity dataset, fijFx C)

ZEEEE LU T WS B 5T 3 43X 86 8 7] 2 A0 5 Microsoft,Google, Apple,IBM 2578 A f) 100 KA w7
VR b FRATT 3 Sl 45 3 A 735 B 1E 45 £ 4 (positive company  activity dataset, & Fx PC)FH & i 54l £& (negative
company activity dataset, i Fx NC), %3545 10 000 4 F1 40 000 4¢,C L2 4% 50 000 4.

T 3 A G v AR TR A PR DT, SEAARTE B 1490 R A LU AR B 14, T AR ) UL N T L4 AR SO I A £
P2 FRATHT T 32 B G PRAIE 32 B 1 Bk, 140 R0 S 461 11 U ABLIE 4% 1:4.

3.2 iR

ASCR AR Web 5 BHIEE LT R B2, &R, FL IR SS o AER 20X 4 IidEbx,
Sof S0 Gl R AEAT 5B PR 5 A0, A S0 K Sz 5 HE R 2R (instance  accuracy) 1y PRl BRI . S5 VAR 2R R AR AN Bl
JCEE I AR I T o5 S 0 i ) b,

33 KWHERSHH
33.1 SVM 73 KA1 GETPAN

SVM 73 K35 4 WK BB FEAR ST, SVM 2 2828 L TR 45 78 i 4 SRR & R DB A IR RT3 T,

B ARE ARG R0 A B SRS B I T ) AR A RN B SRS B IR R ) SR LA A A P AR C AR D it £k
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P, 03K SVM (1 PE g, 45 31 L3R 4.
Table 4 Result of SVM classifier
Fz4 SVM LR

— TR A

LR Pr_cision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%)
P 93.42 87.65 90.44
C 92.13 86.41 89.17

SR A R, SVM 4 8B AE TR AL B S A Bl A U IR, U SRR B TR AT R AT A T A R R
LI SN, B A R R B AR b R R A £ T 2 AN TR A PO K B B RO, SVML I P R4 BT IR AR
[ BT, 285 M 2 R 3R i AT A T — 58 1 3 RTS8 0K 2 TR RATTE W SVMRFAE IR, 177 22 A BE 2 AR T 1) SE 4435 3
SN N IR ANATAE K 28 AN R AP B 45 S 56 FLAELTE 90% 76 A4, Bt BRI I B3 1 A 3 A= B I 5 800 7
X SVM BEAT I AT W4 O BICR.

3.3.2 ECRFs 5445 R HLIZbrit 45 R 1 LL iR

AT A EIE S il 5286 e T ECRFs 45 Linear-Chain CRFs B 7E Web SZAATE )l B _F (1) H: BE.
TEHEAS Web SE RS BB FE 1 ECRFs /& %F SVM 4325 (WE A8 G HThRvECA T H MR ECRFs 111 fE,
A ARAE IR (0 T T8 AT 43 AN PP T PC A 4R P BE AL E £ 5 000 4% i 1) F Tamid, 78 0 MR 4. 52 5
6 LoR TERAE UK FIEAR, &R, FLEU K FLF4ME.

Table 5 Performance contrast on PP dataset
F 5 PP H¥EEE EIERELLER

i Linear-Chain CR 3 ECRFs
Recall (%)  Pr cision (%) F1(%) | Recall (%) Pr cision (%) F1 (%)
agent 77.61 71.47 74.41 89.29 79.45 84.08
activity 80.46 71.15 75.51 78.52 91.78 84.63
object 64.83 72.78 68.57 73.72 89.47 80.83
Time 78.61 62.59 69.69 93.28 67.23 78.14
location 80.12 64.71 71.59 87.48 70.45 78.04
cause 67.67 55.91 61.23 70.64 64.63 67.50
purpose 70.48 55.65 62.19 75.17 60.23 66.87
manner 64.12 65.15 64.63 64.67 65.44 65.05
Average F1 — — 68.48 - - 75.64

Table 6 Performance contrast on PC dataset
6 PC UL LIEREHEL

i Linear-Chain CR 3 ECRFs
Recall (%)  Pr cision (%) F1(%) | Recall (%) Pr cision (%) F1 (%)
agent 79.47 71.57 75.31 91.78 80.81 85.94
activity 76.51 64.83 70.18 72.71 89.64 80.29
object 67.48 75.78 71.38 75.14 92.59 82.95
Time 80.48 56.51 66.39 90.42 61.89 73.48
location 79.43 54.40 64.57 89.69 67.58 77.08
cause 64.71 56.31 60.21 74.19 65.72 69.69
purpose 62.19 60.45 61.30 83.72 57.31 68.04
manner 52.67 77.12 62.59 91.72 52.78 67.00
Average F1 — - 66.49 - - 75.56

MR AT LA H 2T ECRFs [ SE RS sl O VA8 SR TERE 1 240 156 T Linear-Chain CRFs f#)751%.F1
(K1~ L fELAE A B L2y 508 T 7.16%A11 9.07%, JF HAF A7 BU) FLAH AT o vy SE 30 5 AR W), il 14
I 32, T LS 73 R HT B AR 18 ) 1 chunk BT SCRRAE 2 TR 7E BOIREA R AIE RS BRI, 32— 20 AR chunk i X
BRYVE FIRT 15 55 b 6 T S8 I BUIA B BCRR IR 1R i SCRR A8, B - agent,activity, time, 7545 b vt il A vt 8L HL
ACHI I 10K, 1 SRRy E A PR A B8 K8 A2, i T34 FL 84 AR 91 2 activity A1 object i SUbRAE 2 BT A7 7E {2
LT G F 8 1 0T object 47T+ activity 2 J ,object i SUbR AR 1 HEA 2 1 I 1 0 W v TS LK
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4 A5 %954 PP Il PC |- ECRFs [°F#4 F1 {54 HJE 75.64%F1 75.56%, 4112 0.08%,3X 15 W 3R ATT (4 B 7 24
AN [ A3 (1 4t AT 45 v o e AR . S b s E A 6 1] 4 T, 1T LA B E AN B8 46 L, 5 Linear-Chain CRFs
AH LG, ECRFs [ #Eff 2 34 AN (R RE FE (42 51, P 4E 70 il $2 51 T 10.979% 1 9.25%. 31X 13 B ,ECRFs i& 1] DA =y 48 A~
Web 52446 3 (1) A P .

70%

= Linear-Chain CRFs
= ECRFs

PP PC

Fig.4 Instance tagging accuracy of ECRFs and Linear-Chain CRFs
4 ECRFs fil Linear-Chain CRFs S {3l b i: 1E s

3.3.3  ECRFs BIME N Axid: 45 5 (1) 52

FES 2 W AT 2 3 AN . 8,045 43 H6F L L 3 A B {E 3EAT B A P

HEEHRAE PC R CC 1=, 43 9 £ X 1] [0.8,0.99] 5 K FH 25 K 0.0, % & AN [ (¥ o] {5 FEE 1) (B HEAT S 86 A5 % — A 1
AEEAT WA I, H Al PR A B AN AR AR S B 5 AT fE B E (o, 5, 6:0.8,0.85,0.9,0.95,0.99), 73 H7 A [i] 18] {5 %
Web S5 4 355 250l B 6 9 5 .

5~ 7 J& ECRFs BLAY 4y HILE AR AL PC FI CC LU AR I 4 B 13 1K FL VI E AR 4. S0 56 25
BRI AL B L B o O FL (11 3508 8K H B A B — 3 {E 5t o 1 B0 2 22RO B
FE R, Ut W 000 7 3% A i — A 288 1 ) i gt o3, o v M 0 B A B 2 8 (R, o SR B K e S
JE Tk S A BRI AN AE 24 e 0 29 3 B 38 SRR i IR P el 25 1 B e 8 (0 175 00 I A 119 138 SO 3 #1
ANBZA T 5% R AE S22 T (5 T B (I H) 0.99 B, ECRFs fil CRFs 15 X briE A F1 V-8 A [H). [ B, 26 6
IR 7 v B A SR O AR 4k, FL SEIE I AR a3 5 oA L 55 40, 7E 18] 6 T, ol 0.95 3531 0.99,F1 SF3{H I %
R AAAN I B H AR SRR IC AR 5 R BR PR 2%, oo 42 il SRR P 9 B, 4 P B 28 L T2 =y T~ 0.95 11
It 22 1R KL% T+ 0.99.41 4, (agent, activity) 7E 4 VbR 10 T Hh 415 2x H BE.

76%

75% —
74% X

13 2 AN
2% A\ —PC
71% N —cc

70%
69%
68%

08 085 09 095 0.99

Fig.5 Change of F1 average value with « (4=0.9, 5=0.9)
5 F1 V34914 bE B {H aff1 48 14(4=0.9,6=0.9)
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—PC
—ccC

Fig.6 Change of F1 average value
with £ (2=0.9, 6=0.9)
6 F1 12 {E R B B 22 1 (2=0.9,5=0.9)

3.3.4 SVM+ECRFs 5 fjlfii | CRFS/ECRFs [ fE L 4%

76%
75%
74%
73%
2%
71%
70%

08 08 09 09 099

Fig.7 Change of F1 average value

with 6 (a=0.9, 4=0.9)
7 F1 - VI54H BE B o1 A8 4k (2=0.9,5=0.9)

AT AN BE S L 3E k S2 6 H B T SVM+ECRFs, Linear-Chain CRFs+Rules il ECRFs+Rules 13 74 3 1
PERE A ICEIE L SYM A 20EA), AR5 FI ] ECRFs ARyt HARTE AL IR AL, 0] LUK H SR 15 f) B33 T AR
SR 0 T AT R 1R R S R U S S e 5 SR T R RN R ) ARV ).

R S A )y S, 3X 8 R R R U

(1) agenteE, BIFRVESE 1) agent J& T4 B Y Web iy 42 SER A,

(2) FrEFAIH A time 15 AR,

(3) activity A&k F A FF RSB,

(4) EMREHRERE.

R THEK 8 BIRTAERMNEXH E AR, AfEd, FLEDK FLFHMHE.
Table 7 Performance contrast on P dataset
R OPHIEE LIERELLEL

i SVM+ECRFs Linear-Chain CRFs- ules ECRFs+Rules
Pr cision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%) | Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%) | Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%)
agent 80.78 64.18 71.52 46.43 40.39 43.19 50.82 65.91 57.38
activity 68.27 78.20 72.89 48.04 51.96 49.92 54.31 59.10 56.60
object 70.38 76.19 73.16 32.78 46.91 38.59 50.14 53.67 51.84
time 74.65 65.16 69.58 49.38 42.63 45.75 56.41 43.14 48.89
location 72.55 60.45 65.94 52.82 45.29 48.76 55.81 44.23 49.34
cause 62.12 49.47 55.07 41.53 30.52 35.18 48.72 35.64 41.16
purpose 61.87 49.81 55.18 35.21 38.43 36.74 41.92 42.45 42.18
manner 64.88 57.21 60.80 45.23 39.42 42.12 44.77 38.62 41.46
Average F1 - — 65.52 — - 42.53 - - 48.61

Table 8 Performance contrast on C dataset
&8 CHIRLE LMEREELEL

i SVM+ECRFs Linear-Chain CRFs- ules ECRFs+Rules
Pr cision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%) | Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%) | Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%)
agent 78.79 67.85 72.91 45.17 41.34 43.17 48.71 65.32 55.80
activity 69.44 78.90 73.86 48.51 57.23 52.51 51.38 67.45 58.32
object 68.31 74.15 71.11 38.19 40.31 39.22 47.94 57.49 52.28
time 73.81 58.87 65.49 51.81 38.13 43.92 56.29 46.84 51.13
location 69.31 57.78 63.02 49.92 43.36 46.40 58.28 45.11 50.85
cause 64.62 50.57 56.73 40.81 28.15 33.31 42.12 45.30 43.65
purpose 59.42 51.19 54.99 37.52 37.45 37.48 43.27 38.15 40.54
manner 57.56 54.56 56.01 43.97 40.47 42.14 49.58 35.24 41.19
Average F1 - - 64.27 - - 42.29 - - 48.65

MR 7 MK 8 T LA H, 3T SVM+ECRFs (1) Web sZARHh I 7 1678 B AR PE B8 248 T3 T CRFs+Rules
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ECRFs+Rules [f)J71%.55 CRFs+Rules fl ECRFs+Rules #Lt,F1 (K FIMEAE P BdadE 2y i T 22.99%F1
16.91%,7F C H4E4: F4m T 21.98%H1 15.62%,F H A7 Bt 1) FL XA Fridm . e 45 R0 0 T 3 4R
), 8200 SVM 43S A 1, 16 6 A 2 S A TG 3 (0 1 ) 3R AT A i I 04 U 92, e A% B R AR R Web SE VS B4k IR
HEAf 26 % 5 3 CRFs+Rules 1 ECRFs+Rules B8 T B AR B0 04T 8 28, 20 FT B IR 7 4, SVML AT DL R
A H 22 1 AR T A 6 AN B S TS B0 190 5 ) 1A VR A 6 0 s 3 U ) D7 s, B v IR 1 9 [ o
WA T A5 2 A 4 SRl 3 22 330 10 1 RE AT T SV BE A ) 1T 86 2 1R (1 iy 42 SEZ AR A 8 A1) o & 75 0 52
Ak, i 4 SIAR PR Y. 2 1] 2 15 16 A W5 B0, T A 384 e T RSk i MR

8 7" T SVM+ECRFs,CRFs+Rules il ECRFs+Rules 7& SZ il brid: e i 23X 5 b b (0 Pk B EL . A 8
Al LLE Y E P A E i 4 E, 5 CRFs+Rules fl ECRFs+Rules A H,SVM+ECRFs [ 52451 bx 1 kT SR 24045 AN [7) F2 B2
4R v, S b v ME A 2 1K P (B 43 N AE P R4 B4R T 13.89% 1 10.57%, 7 C 42 iR T 11.48%1
10.81%.1X i} ¥} ,SVM+ECRFs AN BB 4 5 5 AN B8 70 28 1 b 2 i, 17 HLads T ABE = B> Web SEA4 TG 3 (R b
HERE

60%
50% —
40%
u Linear-Chain CRF+R
30% s ECRF+R
20% SVM+ECRF

10%
0%

P C

Fig.8 Instance tagging accuracy

B8 s A %0 b
4 tHXIE

VT A R Bl A BT WY R (¥ K \Web & T R — AN A R UE B RBE 22 (%45 2 4 X (information
extraction, ik 1E)$ AR LL Web - FOBHE A HF T 0 %35 T A [ () Web S0 SR A0, dn il B iy 44 S 4R T sz fhoe
R3S RO R i e T I e S AR PO AR TR A5 TR AR AR 5 B R . ARG
SR I3 R DL S A A TR 43 28, 3 R SR A R (A 48 SEAR TR )« SRR OC R (SRR R AN SR 1 (e
X5 HHE) AR T S ) 5 — R S B —— S B MO IR A 2 .

SRR SRR T SR IIAT Ry 3 By 10 6] — AN SR — R ANAT A 3% Bl 1) 5 B MR — A SEAR T BRI, 2 Web 4%
LRG0 475 JEL. B9t B S AT By, 06 200 0 21 3 S AT Sl A SRR Filllmore (10 4% 15 1 P14 455 70 () i 37 42
PET ARG 1) A5 56 AP A T YR TN Ay 0 AR A SE A AN 8 R TR BN 1D, DGV A A T HL I B 45 B — o8 I ks
FRGE R, AT IR T SRS AT T AL RN i A A A5 2 e Y 380 10 SCRS BI04 5 0o S A3 ) 1 4 38

FATRE S A TG B A IUE Xk 2 70k &, H AT, % R A2 DL 00 o R AR 3, SR 00k R AU i
19 3T Bootstrapping!*®ff) relation-specific extraction® 1 OpenlER4, 1+, 0penlER4 32 ok A i 4 & SUHTEL 6 &
R T SE VN ZR—AN 53 225 I — AN 1) 7 TP 157 0% 2R AR At I, 3 P — P A EDCRS el S SO o T 0% R 1 A
RORF G SRS B4l O A 25 75 5K . 22 70 00 R Bl 22 4 ok — T2 0% AR Bl b 0 o o0, SCHR[19]3E 2 00 56 R A i Ay
TIOCRAR R 0K R AU 1 Bootstrapping FARMEAT 2 70 0C F 4 F A 4 7 V2 R MRS 1 S AR T 45
He) B PR R A8 A SRS ) 2R R SR T $2 1 JFANTE . SCHR[20]9 H S A4 22328 (entity  activity) (f R 2, 76 5K
MR AR TR o AR Co AR S IR TRD St RN 2 250 SR A o 0 AT I, 4R HH Bl e T S A Sk ) )
— AN g FEAS SR . SCIR [20] BAAE 2R 51 O 15 S, M B S I DR 80 A A S AT 2y 1) 28 i AN
% =50 SCHR [20]4 H 1 DL S07 08 25 R0 S8 A W A 4 Hh ) 1 v AR 05 30y 1 L ] BV, 5 AN SO R FE ) I
Tt B A 7). A O ZE VR 2 NLP IRl b R0 g o By ] T AR 10 AR S8 2 AR5 Sl 4 1 2 5 R
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PEAE L BT AT A R B R S Hl I LA S BT 5T PO, SRS FRAT DA S S b0 ORI T sk 9 L 3
PEHIER TG 52 ST FAESRAL, IOk AL B Web bR B R A0 R SR,

CRFs J&t H ij 5 4 1) FH T e 1 3 00 43 AR v 1) 0 F) 45 o455 79 1050 481 2 1 T Linear-Chain CRFs [ # (R
AR 24 FHIMEEA Ge 58 2R M, I LG 42KV 2 5T 7T Linear-Chain CRFs [W2EAl F 2448 iU 2 (14745
17 ) 52 2% ¢ 2R Sutton %5 N\ PUSR Hy— Bl 5l & £ B L% (dynamic CRFs), £F g —Flis Bk o0, 71 FH B 3f6 CRFs, 76 4
[7] B4 0 55 7 97) S i) B gt o B Fl NP AT 55 380 3 2 A 19 AT 45 2 i) £ K K R B o v A 3 o 2 N P20t
Web e 35 A2 e (A58 3 C T I 1n) 48 HH T VR 5 4% R B L% B 8 (MSCRFS), il 1k 75 3 25 AH AL Web 2#i ot % 2
V) ke 37 B 32, N i T K R A0 5% R 1 A B SCHR[23]45 tH —Fh Skip-Chain CRFs,7E €. 45 ) Linear-Chain CRFs
) 356 itk 2% 00l T P40 AR AR 7 35) 22 T 118) S BB A, 3 ot o ik 4kt Bk i 17%) e A4 v A 70 A A i A B AR B A e 3 T
B IR T T s S, AN N B 4% AR VE ). SCHIR[17] 45 2DCRFs (Y SEAfi B3 Y 7 — 4 R0 4 AF B b7
(2DCC-CRFs), % — 4 PR 355 14 B B MM R 5 32 R Wb T8 SUBR : BOHE R 28 STk [24]48 20 3R &1 B ML
(CDRFs),fE CRFs [f2Efili 5| N AT £ 5ORI& 485 2 50, I v a7 5 24 A i B0 6 232 BCREAN 18 SORR 28 1 AT A 4,
T I8 58 2 A F8 08 SUbRAS B I 29 ROK Bt e R B 8 R 9 J7 55K - CCRFsARTE SCHR[24]Hh FR2E 2
V) P2 A 2 S N L R PR R , I Al i e v ) g O] L A

5 LRiE

AT AT B 3 B2 R BT 9T Web SRS Bl IR T i JRATT 1 S 2 TR TR IR 8 T SRS B I £ o
KREBAL ARG T T SVM Fg JE 5 ARBENLI (¥ Web S04 2y 4l Uy ¥2:. S 36 &5 SRR W 1% 7 VA RE B 4
M3l T Web SEAE Sl AHE, H1 T Web e G RE B AE AT 0 SEAE ORAIE St EBCRCRE 1R ) 1488 i ik RG22
BT —DHEIEII T TR,
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