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Survey on Event Extraction Based on Deep Learning

WANG Hao-Chang', ZHOU Chen-Lian', Marius Gabriel PETRESCU?
'(School of Computer and Information Technology, Northeast Petroleum University, Daqing 163318, China)

2(Universitatea Petrol-gaze din Ploiesti, Bucharest 100680, Romania)

Abstract: Event extraction is to automatically extract event information in which users are interested from unstructured natural language
texts and express it in a structured form. Event extraction is an important direction in natural language processing and understanding and is
of high application value in different fields, such as government management of public affairs, financial business, and biomedicine.
According to the degree of dependence on manually labeled data, the current event extraction methods based on deep learning are mainly
divided into two categories: supervised learning and distantly-supervised learning. This article provides a comprehensive overview of
current event extraction techniques in deep learning. Focusing on supervised methods such as CNN, RNN, GAN, GCN, and distant
supervision, this study systematically summarizes the research in recent years. Additionally, the performance of different deep learning
models is compared and analyzed in detail. Finally, the challenges facing event extraction are analyzed, and the research trends are
forecasted.

Key words: event extraction; supervised learning; deep learning; distant supervision; information extraction
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32 1% 07 T B A R AR 55 2 — . AN — W 5135 VT 2 I SR R, i B PR AR 45 1 (message
understanding conference, MUC)!" 1 [ &) 4 2841 (automatic content extraction, ACE) 231X I 30 Fi - B 4 g i
TS

AT S0 708 ARG M A6 1) B ARE 5 SO B B4l P RO I R B DL Rk i Uk
JRCLRE TR AR . TR BRSO TR AN A U R AT: 2 AN AT ) S VRN B, X AT T i
HESH AT M. FAEEEA RS b B2 N, B g5 SRt E Y R AR IR AT B R A
PSRRI S W R BUR A LA B T A, SEI TR AL S SRR R RN A B e AR e B
H RIS It 764 Rl 25 40k, <A e B mT DA B 2 B SRS R B o 1 77 3 W 7 HEHE W45 5 AT B 287+ F
FAEHRAE. AR R 27 U, S FRhICRE % YUn A=) 23 1 (B Ik DR el B 1 50) R IR Ak, BLACEATTZ 1) R AH B
Y. ST RRECEE S 75 SR IHESD T TR IT, BN w5 (0 40BE I 6 T LUK [ A2 T 8 27 S IR S el B 7 9
FE RS A IR R AR MR & 5] U7V AR SUT ST BN R B A 3 R B IR R, AT O S Y
T, %o H IR SRR U RN B AHE 1 5 A2 54 1 ] S S e E ) AR, SR 5 MERR T iR B 2% 20 vh Al R 250 2 2
XSSP ARFRIEAT 48T, S5 S e T S I TG Pk S A, HER AT T AR .

1 SHHIBAR

20 20 80 FEANK, FHAFMEL BT S I iR &R KR, P ERE K%, MUC <. ACE &l FISCA S el
(text analysis conference, TAC) ™ AH ST SN A FAFEUBA 1 P R e, f5 otk 1 Bk

E N SN EEPNIVE 4

e IR 25 ik TS P
M K2 ggﬁ;iﬁﬁﬂmmﬁm’WW@%”@# BRI AR (5 IR V59
o T B R R \ N
MUCZiL gfX%Tf?;%ﬁﬁf&ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ IR 5 IS e T 2
ncmay IG5 (E %, WA AT SR SRS B 55y 35 AR LA PR 1
S e i o TR

e SRR E Sl BOCA PR e R

TAC-KBP gt o T3, T, PR 4R T ORI R E

MUC & iUF P AERS Ip— IR, 5B 55 [ [E] b7 38 s e F 98 71K RS (defense advanced research projects agency,
DARPA) " & N 1987-1997 4E 62895 7 7 i, BUBHESh 1 FEeFh BUWE 9% 7 1f) AR e 55 5 82 R 10 7 17).

ACE £1& MUC IRIEA, £E KB N TR T, 1999 43 [ H 5 bt 5 5 R BT B¢ (national institute of
standards and technology, NIST) P41 Z1[¥] ACE Pl £ BT 4 & A K. ACE M 20002007 4EFE2850 T 8 i, iX /2
Sl Y AU e R T ) R PRI 4 A

TAC 222 NIST 7 2008 /A7 1, H 2009 FEFF4G ACE #iSA TAC i —ANFAE 5. B o v SRCEL
P BR, BE RAEVERIG, BRI P23 SO R A 0 AC5E N AR Jy XU3RAS I8 B U2 T0VE 2 75 3K
2014 £ TAC $4n T &% £ i (knowledge base population, KBP) UWFIIAT-45, A It 3 i 7 Fee-h B 4T 4%
&, FAE C A TAC-KBP A JF PRI 3 ZEAE 5%, 1T LUK B SCACTE BLEE B 2l B AR5 R, 58 Mot &R BE
PR IC AN .

A& GE TR ) 77 2 R PN A it g A 1 518 G, X4 S BB 9 R ME R RS M I I 22 T ML
Z ) JNEAEREAR BGOSR 25 5 tH IR 7 A5 15 1) L, RO AR R EOASE 20 1)  e. BE OR E 25 S0 TR Wk, FF 4T
BREHGIR L 2 2 J7 VR NS IUT 25 b, KBTI B A B 28 2% (convolutional neural networks, CNN)™®/,
BT AR 4% (recurrent neural networks, RNN) /2 sl X471 4% (generative adversarial networks, GAN)®!, 454
M4 (graph convolutional networks, GCN)' 5 e 7 I B 5 V25 ) A FAil BOBE AR e B2 1
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I F R TRES OB ik 3907

2 EHHBEREE

UEAESR, VRBE 2 ) BR O 2 T R 2G5 M I, JFI0AE 764 2 NLP AT 45 #8432k, Blinblasie ", ¢
FAtE AN T UL ] I 14 13012 (bi-directional long short-term memory, Bi-LSTM) 74 (31 —Fhxy
) RNN, W] LU R AT b S0P AN Ba (K45 S, [ IR F AR SR B R EAT AR, CNIN 2 ) — g 2 A
R, AT DA A E SRR A Il R 25 AR A

AR N H 75 K IS T R IT, BN ARy B0 (R CRORE S n] UK H 1B TR B 27 2 I A b 22 32
BLOy VRS A BRI R B 2 S O ik A A ST AR N R R A AN AR R A AR, TR R e 1 2 5 T
AR TR ANR A B SR AT AR R RO AR R s, R LR TS DLk 2 s,

®2 ANE SRR TR L

It EEEM fs EEa)
g TSERRUSCRBRSE LRSI IR A ChRER, RATREIE  ARERAT, CRIE, SBOIER
- SR AR A B (S Bz WA R

RO TR RS B I AR AT KN FEATE 7, ANBEORIETR R T,

SRIE 5 pmbuasby kb prg PRERICRRL I s

21 ETREFINAEESHHE
FEA I B s R 27 ) 7 AT AR, C28 BN IXJLAE A IR TR ST ). 6 3 B T IR 2
STHESE T A W B P b B ) 2 HOREAL U280 e 0 2 R dE CNINL RN i AN RFAE B 26 S5 44, L s A
[FIRFAE &5 15 22 Pk BT HLHIAN 5 N AR SR 20 SR SR R SUR BRI T LR RE. 1 TN AR AR A T ¢
AWFFTRI T
R3O AT B IO 22 gAY

WiReS BRI 44 K Bl e s %H—iﬁf&
DMCNN' BT AFELWERM ARG RY T T A RIE R T, Mgk 20154
2 2% AR TEREHOBR AT ACL
CNN'S FRAEKERMAMGH TR 3% 2] RAhea 2% BT e 0T, B 20154
WA FHIE F B EANTAH EAEH ACL
1] % g Aot TV ik i ] B A0 00 1T A & 20164F
CNN  NC-CNN ST AR LCNN s i SRAN 06 B MR L ACL

HMEAE!) PefRIR T SR BT R TCHIRISNE, # 20194

EHEINESTHINY Fe i P S d

o GIEC L P FLHANIAE EMNLP
BLLSTM.CNN S HBHERTIE 55, R AR W 1 F SRS W T AP L ROPE, 2016
L2 {5 LRI X5 LR ACL

RN ROCHMAE AT N AR AN TSR AR T 20164
AR WwIEf HXHE, 25 IIUHH B NAACL

BDLSTM NN BT T AASAZ K FI, fRE e 2 T RO, & 20164
R B AT B X ccL

B T MBI
i

DAG-GRU™  iFkfs SR A HURIA & SR LT SOk fs B

VI T B AR T BRI e

TR LTI, BT 20184F
EEERHERMTSEM EMNLP
WAL T—ANIEZEERN HSmBOESERA 2T SRR, S 20184

dbRNNPY
RNN

[23]
HpTeMA AL TR AE B BT R 1 ) A EMNLP
24) Wil T —AMib & &M Lattice  fiftufitt A A VT T Fll 22 SC & 20194F
TENN % A W TR 210
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R3O ATIE SO 22 A (25)

ik BRARR I At gt %%ﬁ?&

. SELF™ i T B2 5 5ok g%ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ gg%gﬁﬁmé&ﬂ%% 20184

AEM! g{f’iﬁgﬁwléﬁﬂ% TR o e A i o gz%g{ﬁig?&gﬂg&y Ezl(\)/[lzﬁ

GCN-ED™" iﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁ%&ﬁ@% EE&M%%&@& TR 05

RT— e g%igiﬁg@g@ R, Hi 2019%
il 16 2

2.1.1  HEF CONN B [ - hl e 7 v

CNN R Ge4% B )3 B AE BT A S R BT 45, B S8 H S KAk 2 SR ) T IR TE X
kAN ENE .

Chen %5 \ "IH1 Nguyen 25 A\ U176 2015 46 % 5 223048 ] CNNE A Sl O R E 3547 S50 Fh BRI AT 45,
FH I 38 4 T AR A SR (0 A AL 4 DA S A P A 2 1 NLP L B[ ) {3, o, Chen 25 A UMb S 41 25 RO AE T
WA IATS, 2 T —FhIE TR Z MBI Z M 4% (DMCNN), WKl 1 s, AATERLE Li 26 A BOFipR2k
TR g5 ISR AT T R s s, Hod FLE S T 1.6% Rl 1.5%, K0 IE T S48 BRI (1A 350

)T
GEE L= VNI TR HELWA '

Feature map 3

Feature map 2 M=~
Feature map 1

a [ ] 11 & _%_ - — >~ R
cameraman :r L | T
\Sife(il E I~ | max (cl1) | E
American ' W | max (c13) ] L
tank ! T L7
fired m ! OWF PF EF // — .-
! - =
o REREE T 5 5 5 5 N 5 I I
L ] L ] L ]
TR 22 AR TR 1R T6 7 S A

K1 DMCNN iR 16 o0 3 B B i &R gl 4 1Y

2016 4, Nguyen 25 A\ " 7F Lei 25 A PURIARIESE n-gram B9FEAE b, 32 T — R T B AL M 25 1 skip-grams
FHAFRT MBI (NC-CNN). 5 Lei & AN TAERIAN [ 2 ALTET, ABATT I8 3 A7 5 4k N ABEHL ) 7 v ik A £ 3 371 PR ARG B
B SZEG 25 AR, M T7E 2015 EFHERG TR (R 69.0% FIEEGE EAR & T 2.3%, BAiE T 48 AEESE n-gram
HUHIEAT AR IR T4 ZE 1K) CNN BB, Zhang %5 A P24 45 SCARHE RIS BRI BE T —Fh 2 B [ e
W5k, 48 ACE 2005 st b, %75 AT STl R bR 2 AR TohR 8 I SE I 1K) F1 7 A4 R T 7.1% Al 8.5%.

SR T T AEASIR 152, Liun 25 B0 A AR SO 52 24 V8 95 A AU AT 45 A AT IR T 5 A B ¥ CNIN A5
FUF L bR SR, DT T4 TR AR AR A R e 7R T SRER T b T 2 PR S 2 YRR AR, B0 IE T LR (3
S, i BABATT BB A T R R e SRR

BT R BT BB R B 2 S T VAR A P N, 1A — LE TR A AR B T 7. 2019 4, Lin 4%
N B R 00 () S50 T BT A B R DI 25 (50K R B, 2 T —Fh LT ONN 5 RNN 4 A QA 50 1 D4k
J592 (CR-INS). T3 SZHE B, AT AR 7 30 mT LA o 4o 20 10 8% A I B 7R (1 . Wang 25 A UV R IR 2Ffih 0
(1) 7 R 73 B R BEAN I T A A I 23 2, T 208 T AN IR 8 TG 8] (R AH DG, ABAT T th T —Fh 43 JE Ak

CECPEFSTT  https// www. jos. org. cn
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HAFRICHIEUETY (HMEAE). 7E ACE 2005 s 5 F S50 3R8 , 1% 7% Lk DMCNN A F1{E42 5 T 5.8%.

FH A s A AT A G R S %, YR B 2 31 7 VR AR 2, AR J LRI T — 2 k25, 2018 4T,
Li 25\ B30y 1 it e A W B = S A2 2% ik 3 ) ) B, B T — BRI AT 2 i B B M 4% (PMCNIN), ] LA
AT SURFAE. 9280 48 R W, 76 MLEE i 42 B0 E A A & i WU AT 45 F1EIES] T 59.65%, L LARTH) T
VESETE T 2.24%. 2020 4F, Zhu %5 A P7F1 Ramponi 25 N PSREE 4K B 2 5] O idadb AT T AR Be 2 AU 9.
Zhu %5 N PP T A S AR A HE, MR T B AT 45, SR T TR R B A I 4% [ AL A S
Ji%. 7E MLEE 88 EREAT AR A m R AT 45 1 5556 F1AEh 60.05%, 7EILAh 4R I F1E A m, iE
T I M RZ AL BE 15, 10 Ramponi 25 A PYER G S5 A ONN SRR T — Bl i Gk I i) 2B i e 2
SR, 75 5 AN EYIE 2B RLE BT I80, YWEAS AT RCR, UF B T ST I S AN A PR
2,12 HT RNN BB 3okl o7 2

Goller 25 N\ PI7E 1996 £E 3 Y T HI RNN BT sfe A 38T A% (i N A I R 371, AR 1T, B 38 31 2R B0 6 B A X
A g TR f ) T R R B D 0 R RN AR (i — 28 iy LSTMU I T 415 2K . UG (gated recurrent unit,
GRU)™ ' A 14 K 22 ST Ao 26 08 208 R R 0 A2 A0 D42 A LA, A 4 RININ HH SO i) 7.

2016 4F, Nguyen 25 N VR H T —Ffox i i3 V9 4 28 1 44 R 2 HEZR (JRNIN). Al ATTR T 5 1 RNIN R 2 £ 111
JRIEREAE RN A% SRR AE, [ B EEAT A TR AR 70 A 5 R IAAT 5%, ] 2 7R, {F ACE 2005 24 4E szt =,
BRI 0 M R S T 0 F1{E EL DMCONN B EEE T 1.9%, iE B 7 %45 2 AT DA Ao 2% ) 2 FfF g P HEAE.
Duan 25 A ¥ T b SORY 566 UF 0 22 M 45 A58 (DLRNN), W] BL [ 327 S 540 T AE. 38 it Sl i, i i o
AT AN 1) T G AR AR T FADARE A, BEAE R 4 Ml SR SORY 205 8. DA 00 o 0 S ey =
WG, MIAS% FE8 JG IR (KA HAF T, Chen 25 N PO Tl 3 25 22 9t (0 0 ) K S 3933042 M 4% (BDLSTM-TNNG).
A AT T LSTM B 1 3B S ] 28 /s ARSI 3 3R SO A mpy SAi] (90 5 SC, 4% 5 ) P e 42 I 4 [ et 2 BR R A a1 e )
0 AH B A P [ B T T 1 18 0. AR SRR Te 4y 28 L RAS T B M R, T H L DMCNN #8L F1{H
PR T 0.6%, o T IZARLEENE [ 32 2] FRal Sk s in) i UE .

FEAIF 2 T

LI

———————— G <
Indexes of trigger 41?32 ;J%L]F zﬁm}) (TR VA S :
and entity mention ) RRVAGTE=vboat
candidates

\

Entity mention “Baghdad” P
JITTTTTITTI T I T T T e TT T
( WA T

Entity mention “man” CD
CITTTTTTT I T I TIT T ITTIT T

Tt
[

OTTTTTTITITT] CD/ \ ik R T

R bR

AR Y
SN dLed I ) HLE] RNN
ik waen
— > tank | | L
fired TR [ ] I
TR 0 ) .
Baghdad . .. ..., 1 . =] )T i
B s 10 NI Gy i s i I o e
a man died when a tank fired in Baghdad
X

2 JRNN jiz 9]

2018 4, Sha %5 A PR T —Fh 56 TR0 20 JE 4 2 Do) 26 1) S PR EDUBE 2L (dbRNIN). IR AN [f] 144 4
FHR 5 9 T B2 AR AL, 100 T AR R MO R A BT IR AOR K L TEVEAR S 5 6. SR & SRR,

© PEFEEESK I hitps/ www. jos. org. cn
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MR SR R 37 2 A 2K F1E L JRNN BB 2 504255 T 1.6% Fil 3.3%. Nguyen 25 A 50 1y 15 2%
3P I ERRAR R, W ST A SR S T AT A TR A AT T — AN R TR A S AR A (EMD-
Joint3EE), SR X I RNN 4 H1 ) Bt 5] AL 1 Bt rR. SEae &5 SR B, AR T2 T IR v, 53T
bR 155 2% SRR G L, E SRR T B RIS TG F (6 3 2P FLAE A IR R T 2.7% H1 2.0%. Orr 45 N PR BLAT ik
TR Z M SCAS BB 3k LR S0 B F S B, 10 GRU R BB 4 L, #2100 T —4 DAG-GRU [{#
2. 71 ACE 2005 HCHE 45 (1 ST 5032 B9, "6 bU I Ayt 8 [0 2 A5 200 7 e B 42

DU IAR Z2 05T, #RARME SR A% R SO R R OR, Wu e N P T — B T3 2 LA 1 338 U e
2 M 4% (RNN-ARG), ] LU 3K A, 110 Ding 26 N W T —Fh LT 2 20 B RR I LR S o gitE
FHE 5 AR AR BT RN A B ML AR SR B R AR, T DURBICE R JZ 118 S B R SUE R, XA R
TSR PR PR [ R A8 BT . Zhang 25 N WO I T —FhJE T3 WL Bi-LSTM B, il AR A b i) 6 R 2K
TR N EAT ARSI, S50 3R W, A R AR Al R 1] SRR 28 B 425 b FLAE AR BIIA B T 76.1% F1 73.9%, & 4
Bi-LSTM #1428 [ % 2 il 4R Byt ik U WL, Befg S0 I b il 3R 410 7 1R OGBS .

Liu 25 N Ve o S s ol B0 5 08 ST ) B, B T — b T 148 208 5 1 AL (GMLATT) (R A8 T HE
IS AR AT R AT 55 5 INTE R LI 2 T 5 el i AR %07 VA TE S 45 b AL T AR AR L 1R
JE 2 2] )5k, Herp SRR A2 rh FLAEAR R T 0.7%. Chen 25 N BRI 20 2 10 (i B AR R 44— AN 1 (1 %
A, 3T R T 1 2 2 A AL (HBTNGMA) R B hRvE M 4% . 5 TRNN R RAH Lb S48 81 5 19
F1ALART T 4.0%, SEH4t Rk i, %08 AT DL RIS I — AN g7 R I 2 AN S0 I h SR R 3017 . Zhao 2 A ™)
PEH T — P SO RN G580 ) RNN #E78 (DEEB-RNN), il 26 T4 5 5 JZ 1 & 7L RNN BRI T AR
I, AR S L5 SR i 53— RNIN BRI i fih e 50 28 8L, 76 ACE $dli gl L, AR R e Siph2emd 43 2%
TS F1AHIEE] T 74.0%.

2019 4F, Chen %5 A\ UV 7 9 /b 1 fth f) 7 g 7 A5 Sk B A7 T B0, B2 1 77— 22 Sk 3 0 20 BN LA A 7 VA EAT
SRR, SEIG g5 AR B, Z VAL AR R N R SR R 5 R0 FLAE S 02 76.8% F1 74.2%, 43 MRS T 0.9%
F1°0.8%. Mehta 25 A PO HY T —Fh o0 iR s M 22 S22 = I HLE] (FBMA). 27 V4 F 22 J24 i 5 ) o AR g
)P RSCRE R e B, TR 3 ANFEREE S 0 SR T R L B I PR e S AR PR T R T &
HEMOE = AU H AU R (Dy MAN). 76 ACE 2005 #0545 E3ET 75286, 6T 2 HOmMEBUESS, 52 mifk
LFIAASE R TRNN HLL, Dy MAN SR 2 fil & i 0 24T 45 IR T 9.8% KTt

F 4 KGR INUBHL L E 0 0y 3 B8, A )2 HiER ). ZEERIMZLER Y. L+
CNN. LSTM i GRU fi74: Hi (1R FE 24 ) ARl OB, 3 mT DI I 5 [ NS [R)3  y pLA a4 5 ok b e 1k i,
AT DA 2050 7R M S 2 > W 75 ) R

x4 IR TG
x| TR 44 Bk
RNN-ARG™!
Self-attention Re+Bi-LSTM+Att1 !
Dy MANP"
RNN+Attention™*”!
GMLATT 7
Multi-level attention HBTNGMA™*
DEEB-RNN™!
FBMAP"
Multi-head attention Bi-LSTM-+Attention™”

2.1.3  FET GAN B A HhEOT 7%
GAN 2 I -1 28 0 28 (10 A Bl 70| 3= B vy A Bl A ) ) 2 3 5 AN 0 0 A . Ly, A i 38 B8 2 > LS

© A
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FARFHE S AT O, TR T A BHRFAE 00 AR B A AT S R B 1, T H s B ot ) S . S 300 4 D 4 L e A 81 ) =
R AT S IR EL AR 3.

2018 4, Hong 2 N P 17— R+ GAN A2 ik BURFAE (1 1 345 %% 1 J7 1% (SELF), SR H 7 Bi-LSTM il
GAN 5 [PEFR 0 45 SR 1 3k i IBRRAE . 76 ACE 2005 i 42 110 SEB R B, 25 1A S A Ak A 1 AR T AN 4R 45 28
HFLAES R 77.0% F 73.0%, $E—BUE T GAN J7 ik e B sz Ak tERE. Zhang 25 N PB4 H T —
Tl A X0 0 45 1) 3 iR AN 2% > vk, Sl Ik BhAS ML A ) SEARRI A (R AE . S0 45 R W, 1205 VR RE i 11 iff A R 4
PR ELFAES, 15 dbRNN R AR i 3 AN £ (0 UL FL AT B B4 Tt

2019 4, Liu 25 A PR T Rt Hus 07 2% >3 (S 0Eh U 325 1207 A NLP T AL M i ifUkoR, ol
DL AR 15 A R ICRTR AT S, 75 ACE 2005 £ 4 (W5 45 R B, fE9i 4250 15 DLRNN BEAH
bt F1AH$E T 4.3%. 1fi Wang 25 A POV B UL Hr BB 4 SRR 5 Gibbs SRAFHEAT 8 0 HER, 75 BRI ) 4 B
WS, IR TR T — Rl Fipf g FiAE R (AEM), Wl 3 Fios. iR Dirichlet 23 A % 2R g8, R A 2R
Jla 9 2t AR TE E IR 2R R IO 26 SR N0 1 P O S R B 7. S 45 SR W, 5 FL AR 2% )
JTIEAR LG, ZART (G R BE ST AT, 5 AR A K SRR FLAR R T 15%; SBUA 10 UL 47 PR R L,
TR 5 2 (1 1| R e 1) B

{ AT SCAR R A RS2 30 RY
RSO TR mmﬁ—( SRR >_>2,,_
4 Vdim N/ ™
/ ent‘ity
H-dim 7 |
,/ !
E-dim //,L
.@5%//4 i d
n e
~ ~ ’. i 7777777 21/ A
O~Dir(Ola) —> (OS5 2{ D s
A &
?}LJ
SRS P %
PRil= 7
daqu
SCRYGLA S A
\. R (G) el FHIM% (D)

3 AEM HEZE B

2.1.4 AT GON BB F Al OT i

GCN BEWSHCHE P AR A 40 F0 1] 158 e BUERATE, 72 SRR IO, AR 53] 8] 1) f 2l P Ry s g IS I
BT EE .

2018 4, Nguyen % A\ PP T — BRI 2 A0 22 I 45, A A A 52 SIS R A R ) k. %00 VA AN ) A
GE[K e W 2 B0 L R 1 (KIS 27, T2 AR S AR SR B8 R i) A TEVA S A2 GON AT SR,
F A WA SRARE 28 10 A7 R R BCRAR, Ty W88, 107 LIS AN A 78 73 AR IR] ) G IBE, Liu 2 ALY
BERPIXAN ) AR T — B 2 A A T AESE (JMEE). M5 TN T A 2 oI a4 B A i 5 B 6
REBEE R, 7T RN 2 Sl A AR G T SR SEI R, AEF R A 2 A A U E FLE

CRKPFRFSERT  httpy/ Www. jOS. 0rg. cn
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53 L dbRNN #8451 T 1.8% il 1.6%.

P T B WIF AU PR A7 v AR — B A9 58 AR UL A & 371, Yan 25 N POREH 17— b 2 i Pl 0 447 75 ) A 2
Rl 7572 (MOGANED). 1% 5 VAR A3k B I ks b, 5N i A 2k Pl Sl A% 3 i 14 1) 22 [ 7%, 78 ACE 2005
B BT, FARADNA F1 AN 75.7%, B IMEE BB = T 2%.

2020 4, Cui 25 A PV B MR BN 2% (RTF 5T 22008 T A0VE AT 5 R G5 R A ) AL, R HR T — RS &
AN E BRI S (RA-GCN). S & W], HAe 20 1 F1{E L Yan 25 A "Y1 MOGANED R4 i T
1.9%, B T A0 ] DU I A03E 6 RAREE L 1]y B 1A 10 G R AR, IS %650 M FH GO 1A A et 45 4y
FERARB AT AU 5T
22 ETmIMENEHHE

WEFE W (distant supervision, DS) ] LAk FEAF 3 HL A 348 O AT AR 1 00 B 4 T A g SO bR 1
Chen %5 A\ PV F e F2 M8 7 10245 4 Freebase ™ HE T — AN F4E3E FRHO SR 4. MA@ T Freebase $kH
AR TG, A BRIl & 37, FIH] FrameNet™ i yga A5 Sot 25 LR B 12000 B 2 3145 BB K 2%
iR R I v e 7 ) R, [ I A8 AT A R T Zeng 45 A SOV I 2 ik T RBEAT Freebase 7 E #2E i Zi 5
PR B, S O 2 SE BT AN e BT T A AR B T P B I AR, B AR S
AP RRTE FAE R, JF TR T — LT Bi-LSTM M1 CRE FJEA L I AT | Szt 48 SRAE W, iR i Ll B
(I EHR A 45 5 A BB, 38 T AEAT 2 28 (1 G E R . Keith 2 N PRI 2016 4E A E IR I 4800 T i L
JE, $EH T NI TRFAE I8 R U205 AR A 20 D 4 24 3% 1) dze M B A 20 i st 6 8 TR mT LU, A S AT
(IS R () F1AEAE LA BT e, 0 W 92 vy DA e b A T S e B, R A7 AR N AR S BUR A R 10
] 8. Rao 25 N\ I H T —Fhdih 5 i LERIR (AMR) 17 VA R A W08 2 SCAR S 1 0. AT D 644 45 #40 (1) AMR
TR BERALE, 724552 AMR FORE 0T A P Jze P W ol 2 o ¢ B 28 Y50 <1 P el ) 2L 4E BioNLP JE2
145 1¥) GENIA HiAF 3 7AE45 1 L8z g W, A LUR (A TN IR DG I T B fE B FLAEIA B T 94.74%, iR 245
PETREEEIT 74.18%, XA T AMR fF7EHTIRfEAT T 2.

2.3 WEHHIFRER S HFEANRE

FrameNet (FN) #1157 — AN i) 35 B o R — AL e 2 41, 40 B3 5 ACE M J% 1] F i Jo Al Bl 68,
ZBfR T ACE Hicdfs S S0 0F AR % %) 17 251 Liu 25 N OB T —Fh I T HER OB 10 4 = #E BT VA I PN 24,
MATTER T Event-FN S5 4, Z2MR T 4%t 11 1) B0 80 S0 0, 1207 6 AT LUSEBIAH SG FH: 28 70 2 1o (14
S Wadden 5 A\ 4 7 R SCA I B HEZE T, S T R LR SCRIBE SR, RIS S EOHE 42
(DYGIE++). iZ%J71:4F ACE 2005 H4i4E L, FHAEMl R AS RIS TG €43 25010 F1 A58 76.5% Fl 52.5%. Al
ot FCAt it SR AT T I IE, #RAR TS R R,

Yang 25 N\ OO0 Bl Sz B R AN R R IR OG R AT AR, B T e A B A S B St
S5 R R, RAE SRR 3 A TR AT 45 F1 A T 1.0%. Han 25 A7) P i 2035 1 7 vk, B4
T IS T IR OR S G A TR (0 I A AR AR B ) SC R A OB AT TS Y B ST DTk, 1 S e R
KRB SAT A (K 1 SO S 002 o, TR 45 6 Ak 11 38 R0 2% 3 05 1046 1) 43 e S0 R0 2R 00 R AR,
WG T T T ARG P R AL R I 1) L AT SR 1 F1 A BRI T 10% F16.8%, WA R ) i 1 i
AR R DG R AU AT 3% ).

FEZA RN R R, R AT B AN T 1 e IR, LU R B B D B 2 R R (R IR R i L
) B, Zhang 25 N SSHR UL T —FhE TAT R 2 S IO AHZE I 25 HESE (JointTransition), S A 22 2145 P 189 154 352 5 4
SRTAAKNFAEHR B R4 7. 75 ACE 2005 S 45 15z 3 2 0, ARl R 17 2 2R IMTE45h F1 AR T 73.8%,
R T %07 VR A R, Lu 2 NI T Bl T 2808 2 STV Z AR I A KR 2 ST 7 vk, Seie & R, 18
ACE 2005 #0484 | F1 {H4285 T 0.7%, 7 TAC-KBP 2017 ¥4 I F1 (5% T 1.53%. Deng 25 A U4t 7 —Fh
T HANEN R WL (DMB-PN), 055 T S0l % 7 S5 AN few-shot ZFAE 73 28PN B ABATTIE € X “few-
shot FF KI5 ) B, A T 87 0 BdE 4 FewEvent. S 45 5 W], DMB-PN ANY Lt HoAth 35 o 45 o 47 b b 7
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SR B ol 1 10 0, 1T LA 0 220 22 R R B D (R 0 SR ) 1 e 4. Deng 258 N UEE 2021 4R H T — il
ST AR ED B2 (OntoED), [AlIHAEE T — /B FI 45 42 OntoEvent. SEH6 45 HLK B, 78 S04 (4 VU R =
PR T AT S5 F1 AL IMEE B8 T3R & T 15.32% 1 6.85%, 1iF#1 T H 772 i 45 4

A, T AR R 4 A T B B U PR e Yang 2 AN VR T OIE MOS0 2 ) HA R
By o R, it T A e T AR PRI ZR ) A B (PLMEE). A1) 24 T A e I 2R AN L 1) 1) 3, SR H
JE R A 24 H Bl A bRE S . #E ACE 2005 $idis 8 LSt R 0, SRR AR 0 AT 5 FLAE S 3R
81.1% F1 58.9%. 2020 4F, Du % A VIG5 AL 18 () 17 R, $2 11 T —Fh 6T 10 44T 45 (00 S 2 S OB 7R At A7 16 i
YIZE BERT (F1360 LA G0k d BURE 4004 1) AT 45, 3 DAUE A AR /0 S0 fu 2 4 SRR AN TG 40 ST 45 110 F1AB S
FIRE T 0.39% 1 0.81%.

Gangal 25 A\ U5} RAMS $idi £ 76 F0 18 S0l EHP v B S0 A7 A0 350 R 2 B0 01 ) AL, 2 1 77— b i1 101 4
BERT ({14 1F 18 el 7 % (BER Tering RAMS). 5256 45 3R W, %5 V5 LA B UF A #5 A UETf PE. Zhang 26 N 704
TR S OB I 1, $E T — B D BTV ORI 7 Vs, K 10 AR RS A G Sk A A AN
SLEEEY R, o gmin A HCR T T TYI4E BERT #EAT | F 304065, 78 RAMS 3454 115006 45 R 0, iR 3k
EEFEAt RS LEASL Y (1) Pk B B 4

FEA B 2 Y5 Ak K2 A AF SR A R S 5 M A S I VR AN 1, Huang 26 A VSR T — B+ 2 i
(¥4 M 2% A U v (GEANet-SciBERT). 2% J7 VA7 TN ZRiE 75 B8 SciBERTY R FERt I, InAN T —Fpi (1
P4 25 I 45 158 GEANet F 4b %8 75 BioNLP 2011 GENIA FFAHIAE 4 mh, %05 W AE B s e f 8 e 4t I
F1AH S 42 1.41% F13.19% .

24 ITRCEHHE AR

H SR AR AN AT LS S 0 7 B 90 50 s 5t ) R, G AR A A T Y2 TR 5 R 2 ) e L R S
T VR ) A 2 2T, FEEAT 21 i 2 H O L 0 S B n WA IR B R AR 22 R SO 55 TR A2 A MR R 5 P L AR
) T SRR v R TE AN T 2 R IA T 3, B[] — RIS Gl T DA S 221 TR R

HRAE AT 1) b ST R SCRIF T, I SCASRLE J T ] BAKG 3043 Ay W 288 ) % A e ORI G o G A4 A
Horp, Ay G B R A 1 I B RICRRAE, RT3 1 A rp S o 3, 9380 S AE AR b BT 1 £
o, T AR R A T )L B ORI R IE AR R
241 BT R SRRV

)T DA R B R ) - R BEA ) FT R R A AN S, DL SEARTE L A i ) A

DAAE ORISR A, — ELAE A B A0 S fid 2 T AR DC I A ) 75, 2018 4 Lin 25 A VSR T R 1 X B iU 2%
(FIBEAL (NPNs), @Il 4 7. NPNs j& LA 25 77 2 I G0 3EAT S, 77 58 2% S A AP IV & R, 1775 R
B3 R R A 1 RS A B AR5 I 1 30 2% X) 1 7 V00 AT v ST Al il R [ B AT A 4025, 4
ACE 2005 F1 TAC-KBP 2017 £ 445 #5256 0, AR A L F1AES B3R = T 2.3% Fl 3.43%, K851 1 F1
EABIBER T 1.6% F1 1.51%. by T R4l oG iy €6 3 8 1) i 7, 2020 4 Xu 25 N PWESEH T — Pl SO A G-
HEZE (JMCER). iZAMESE 3= 22 M T ZRI¥) BERT % 55 A AL AL SLRFE RO 16 Al R R TCRRAE, AR5 65 AT T
. £EHSC ACE 2005 i dk 1 1Sz W, 55 NPNs A b, ZEEA b (RIR1IY 2 F1AEY SIS T 14.5% Fl 8.1%.

Liu 25 A B4R 1 T — Pl Tl R DB A AZ M 2% (TD-DMN). ABA TR T 33042 190 2% 1 22 BEH L 55 ol
AL 0E B, K I RS I ek — A ) AL B E ACE 2005 Fi A AT SR B, 2 BHLEIRI S
N AT DS kB4R . 7 SC R R Rl I R A AR T S BRI o A S0 VR A e I i) R, 2 e A
BB T R T8 SO b SO % i ik U &2 ST RBERL. #E ACE 2005 P SRR SEHEAT IO SE 30 R 1, %07
TR [ 1 B8 AR L LF . Feng 25 A "SR H CNN 5 Bi-LSTM 45 & IR G A2 M 4%, i 3icdt e b R SCIRE 5 B
BB B AW AT B LRSS, 22— M55 LA seib R W], 238 -l F1 Ik 3]
T 73.4%, 7EH SCRIPEHEF P33 05 T 3.0%. Zeng 25 N PR T — AN TB 8 Bi-LSTM [ b SC il O
B ¥ LSTM FI CNN 454t R il 3R SR AU 1 s 1B
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W ... FFg g NIL Attack Die Merge ... Transfer
- -

I A KR
8O0 Rezexet

@000 @0 0—

| el G T 125005 )
The company acquired and merged with a number of companies

14 NPNs A fAfEL S

PRI — R A AR SCAHR e Al 1) 5, B A S B TE A 0 A28 L B2, v B BAT AR B A
= (P30 i, 4 H I A AN DG PR 5 A ASHERA () i) B, Ding %5 A PR T — B T R BN 1 Lattice #iZE
W% ART (TLNN). S 25 SR B, 78 ACE 2005 #1 KBP 2017 $id FRAL T HAB IR & 2% STROR SIFBH 1 i 50 mp
DAFH e ik 242 970 5 57 1RO ME A e R S 20 25 (VB A . 2019 4E, Subburathinam 25 A P T — R ESE Z 3222 S 11
KRG HAEREUSRL. TR B T8 5 R R R A DG 58 FE, 456 B RN 0K T s ik ok da) A
R SRR A R A E RN 2 T A S AR ). T VEAEDE S R SR BT R AR E R s s R, AR
P E FUAEIAS] T 63.1%, Wil T #5185 3R % 2 ik a4 k.

242 FETREG R SCR ARV

ot T G A DA SO T R 1) R R Sy b, TR . S I . R S g RO v
EANE RS T s 1) 1 B SORY AR AE Sl B AT 45 S L. 451, A ) /2 ABL S o I 1 8 e — S0, TR)— SRS P 1 A )
B R SRS — SRR, AR RIZE Y (0 SE AR 2 5 (1 S — SRR AE.

2018 45, Yang 25 A YRt BUAT 0 5 b 0 ok 114 1) 0, DB S AT S AN — AN ) o SR R 1% T, 42
H T — AN SO R AR I R 48 (DCFEE), fef® 1H 3 A2 iR RURE (R FR 2 4504l TR Bs ) LA EEAS SO X
Flk SRR, % VEANT BN T hRESE, 7T LD E S SRS U S 4R, 2019 4, fh 04 s L 4R
T P TS bR R A S HE R ()R S R R i, 32 B R A R T WU ) 1 B A R I i B U T 2
A 1 R ARTRI S AR, AR R FH 22 2 I TR 07 S A/ A B 1 £ €4 F ACE2005 3 4R I, B00F T REAY K
AR 2020 4, AKE RGN SOV b e SRS I VSR AR IR R SR RS AL LA g A R 1A F e S
(i R, $EH T — R TR R AE ER Bi-GRU 9 SCH AR 7 vk, A ACE2005 B4R 4k L seit 45 |RR M, %7
BT B AT AL F1 RS T 1.5%.

2.5 HiiReE

AR HhE A0 B0 45 - 24045 ACE 2005. TAC-KBP. BioNLP-ST. GENIA. MLEE HI CEC®", M
ACE 2005 J2 % 85 2 M Edh 4.

ACE #4545 2 18 & B9 B¢ W (linguistic data consortium, LDC) & A i), B 54K, ¢ 2 AZE 14 v B¢ 41 5 1
R K P ACE 2005 FAEEE S8 LT 8 AN SRR 33 A 1A, AN FAF 2R B — 418 0
FE, ok AR ) BB IR SRR [R5 T 0 9 S0 b SCRIBT R A G S 0F. 2 S iR T AR G I F AR R R 7
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# 5 ACE 2005 H i1 7Y

s FHERA s B
1 Life 1-5 Be-Born, Marry, Divorce, Injure, Die
2 Movement 6 Transport
3 Contact 7-8 Meet, Phone-Write
4 Conflict 9-10 Attack, Demonstrate
5 Business 11-14 Merge-org, Declare-Bankruptcy, Start-Org, End-Org
6 Transaction  15-16 Transfer-Money, Transfer-Ownership
7 Personnel 17-20 Elect, Start-Position, End-Position, Nominate
. Arrest-Jail, Release-Parole, Trial-Hearing, Charge-Indict, Execute, Pardon, Fine, Convict, Acquit,
8 Justice 21-33

Sentence, Sue, Extradite, appeal

TAC-KBP 3 4E CUE 2015 4E TAC &R DIPPAG h & A1 . TAC-KBP w1 8RB 0 2 AR 4
ACE R & S, B3E 9 DNFAEEAAN 38 A28, TAC-KBP 2015 S 3018 RIEE, {2 TAC-KBP 2016 A FiA
ARSI T P SR PGB T S

AW AT A FAF R CEHE 4B, # UL 2 BioNLP-ST. GENIA. MLEE il PC %%, BioNLP-ST & M/E ¥ B
GRS SCRR B A 23 1 A IR 3R AR, 443% GE. CG. PC. GRO. GRN #1 BB 454 -45 GENIA H{}:
e & A GENIA IR H 9’5 FbriE 1R s 2 S0k AE & F 4. 1 MLEE B4 2 0 T R8s B RN 2 M EYZA
UK 1A, PC BR824 43 T IR AR AR A SR S B 4

BT R LR A2 A, A — ST ARk I B 4R, 0 b 305 R SR B CEC (Chinese emergency
corpus) 7 HY_F iR 2ETE S B SIIG ETR A, SEEL TR . kK. ST . R A X 5 2R
R HHOE AT ARV, G 332 5. 5 ACE BUE4EMI L, CEC 8/, AR e AE A F RIS 8 oo M B 7 1
HATT. TERQAS W &8 T — N4 TimeBANK $0di 4, 32 %2 158 K8 1 FE Al ™), I8 45 2 S R Ak
() MUC 42 P, T 2008 A B35 SR AT P B 42 B, DUB Yang B H 32 4 it S0l K 4 2.

2.6 1EBIMEEERITMN

FEIIUCE R AL % (precision, P). 1% (recall, R) Fl F1 {f (F1-measure, F1) iX 3 TfE b FEA N 7
b, Forf, PO TR ARG I 1 IE AN A IO BB L, P SR R R L R ORAR RGP IE A I
AN BT IE A S B L), ke S B A THIREE ; F1AESE PRI R BUINBCF 3948, VB N REEMERE R SR PP
BT R A X 3 ASVE T AR 1 H AR A R0 T

TP
P=—,
TP+FP
TP
R=——,
TP+FN
2XPXR
Fl=—.
P+R

A B AR (9 1 BRI I F SR EES AT, F1AEROR, BRI R R BT, 3K 6 XL T I8 2% S A
£ ACE 2005 S SCEHE 4R SL 8 (1 F1 1.

o fil A (trigger detection): QT AR fis i (B et 1E A (RN, i A 31 75 SC A HH AR I A ), JUD AT LA L Aiff S i 28] 1%
fisk % 15 F¥ LE A VT TC.

o AP (type identification): AR Al i it F S 2R B8 5 2 2% fi e J HL AR 28 B LT, AT BLIE ff iR
AR,

o B ITAT M (argument detection): 41418 TCIM WS & 5T 22518 JT UL G, W) nT BUIE ARSI 21018 o4 A (B IE
RS R IT).

o f A il (role identification): & G (oI SR, A e Rl A (LS54T A 225 18 0 AL VS BC I, 45 1 A R )
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WLt

HAFFIR 2023 55 34 A% 8

MF 6 1 F1 AR M4, BATAT DA R B0 I AR B AT A A ARl A I 2R 2 A I8 oA I AN A iR X 4
AMTSSHAT T 5286, PR A L S AN 5 B2 S I R AT 45, 38 HpOF IR R 2 ) A 7 1A T S50 A5 2 K 35w 1K) FL
525 GAN i fil & A 77.0% A1 GCN H 2R 77.6% 1B JCHN 68.4%. AR5 60.3%, 34 mF CNN
55 RNN FR 252 3] 070 ) 76.8%. 74.2%. 68.4% F1 59.3%. X — &5 HEGAIE T Bt vk B 2 SRR I % Jg, o)
A BRI A ORI, B CNN AT RNN AH S Y 1) S 6 45 S0 LE AT 40, RNN #0541 LSTM. GRU %577

IR B

£
a4t

Attention HLIIZCR W] FUALZE T CNN LR EELT, Rpo) i PSR R U A8 SO AT 55 (K62 T

B, tH CNN. RNN. GCN. GAN R 2% 3] 77 75 0 S50 45 S LU AT 4, 76 SF AR BUT 45 5 N A2 okt
B0 48 RN A5 R R 2 A R g P AE SR T S v, e my 40, 38 6 Fh A BOHE T W AR A 1 e BE AN N2 A Sl AT 4% 1) 52
IRE T BT FH BV 1 27 2] D73, I HR AN W) 7 V84 T S 50 45 B0 0 - Bt R AR A e K 22 .

# 6  ACE 2005 Je3C#dnde Lt (%)

. PRIME F1
rik R Trigger Even type T Argument Argument role
DMCNN!' 73.5 69.1 59.1 53.5
CNN HMEAE!"" N/A N/A N/A 59.3
S-CNNs™ 74.8 69.1 58.6 53.1
JRNN!! 71.9 69.3 62.8 55.4
BDLSTM-TNNs?"! 72.2 68.9 60.0 54.1
DLRNN™ N/A 70.5 N/A N/A
dbRNNE! N/A 71.9 67.7 58.7
DEEB-RNN™ N/A 74.0 N/A N/A
RNN Re+Bi-LSTM+A(tt1 1! 76.1 73.9 N/A N/A
RNN-BiGRU™! 74.9 712 64.8 56.6
GMLATT 7 74.1 72.4 N/A N/A
HBTNGMA™® N/A 73.3 N/A N/A
EMD-Joint3EE®! 72.5 69.8 59.9 52.1
Bi-LSTM-+multi-head att"*” 76.8 74.2 N/A N/A
GAN SELF Bi-LSTM+GAN® 77.0 73.0 N/A N/A
JMEEPY 75.9 73.7 68.4 60.3
GCN MOGANED™! N/A 75.7 N/A N/A
RA-GCNP? N/A 77.6 N/A N/A
- JOINTEVENTENTITY'™ 71.0 68.7 50.6 48.4
2 BERT QA 75.82 72.39 55.29 53.31
TR, X R SCHA I ACE 2005 4 szt g B, kAT T b, FAkdngk 7 pros.
# 7 ACE 2005 870 b SCHH AU K3 LE (%)
Trigger Even type
P R F1 P R F1
Rich-CP! 62.2 71.9 66.7 58.9 68.1 63.2
C-BiLSTM™ 68.1 69.2 68.7 61.6 64.7 63.1
NPNs™ 64.8 73.8 69.0 60.9 69.3 64.8
TLNN®! 67.34 74.68 70.82 64.45 71.47 67.78
Bi-GRU-doc* 81.3 72.1 76.4 76.3 67.7 71.7
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FEZE 7 o, SO OB 3 B [ 58 Chen 25 A P42 Hi ) Rich-C 11 baseline EJT), Hrb Rich-C f&id
TE I A 2 ) F Al R AE R 2 A 28 2 — SO R SR AT . ISR 7 s i 5 SRy DUAS 8 Al A 1 4
M1 2E 7R 5 b Bi-GRU-doc B[ F1AE 4> B2 76.4% H1 71.7%, Eb Rich-C I T 9.7% Fl 8.5%, Mix B A LA
FHE TR MR, R A+ B R SOE B 33O A 200, TLNN B840 R {H i I Rich-C
BT o5 T 2.78% FH 3.37%, UM T A5 200 0] LA i fid 1) 07 (0 e A o2 R R 2 S5 I MERA M. C-BILSTM Rl
NPNs ZE il % ml FZBAESEELR I Py Ry F1 4B T Rich-C [, X360 TV B 24 SIRERL AR v SC A il b2
AIATI. B R, 2R 7 P OO U A T P SRR ) 1 BEANAN 2 AR 0 T SRS, IR MR TR R B 2 5 VA
1EH, 2T R OUR SR TRHE BRA 1715, 7R o SRl R ) R0 288 TR0 55 1) ) A

3 EMHEEIERE L ARES

SRR (5 B ICh 1 AT 55 2, BRI ) 7SR B L S0, thm] LU SR AT 4 26 5 17
AR T, O EREE . HEFE RS R B R R ARSI PR e SO, RN, SR TE ST,
BRAR A Bl A 2 A AR A AT R AR, A TR RE R A RS AR B (K A LAt T S R R K, IR AR )
I SN I SCBERA, (BRI B 30 N AT A 1] 5 5 A AR R 3R T2 W),

(1) G5B URBE S ) BORRE RE (A FA I TT. S U 7 S Al A AN 18 G UM I RE R b R AR I EAERE
FHRESE LIk TR L i 3] TR MR TCAS I PR R, LR X S BRI BRI AN . AER L 22 ST BRI

GCN LUK Attention HLl. AHEASE S FNZRBAR S THERINTIL, A Bk 2 T I 2R BEAT AR A1 Fb
R, ey SEAT R 5 B B TR T 2 2 BORIEAT R T AR 10— DN 2.

(2) B R T S IR ST, 30 LA (K 3 BT A 2 SRR A VR B 2 31 T I3 AT 07 A
SR, 11 S s N IS (] S R BRAEAN[R] ) o, SR o R AR B R A O RN, A A
SR RAS SRR (R L, A5 NI R, JRAT 283 28 T i F R R Al R BT 26 TR B2 20 (15 0 1 2%
FFAIB R R 22, (R BOvk L 2 R B A Sl R SRR BT AT S SR R L RE g . S e (RO ME A < L
L IR RAE A, ASKA PR BE 27 2] BOAR R 15 24> 1) 54T BUvk AR 25 G AR O — AN EE BB 5E7 1),

(3) T [ 45 R WU HAF AR S BT ST, B A AL s SRS 22 ) I SRR O %, D@ T 2407
RE A AN RVRFAIE, 10025 I 88 2 >0 PR R R A A0 A0 100 24 1) A2 0 R 2 A0 35 AR5 R A2 ME RE B T 1 i
S8 U TR 8 0 00 R P 2 ST R S Ml &, JEAT T R L TR AR Rt 2D S TR R R SR B
WA

(4) B BSOS T, H AT, SRR A IR BRAIAE X IS TE 5 L S s ) S SOAR A
R, P55 B USIOISTAL T IR R BB B, AR SCH IR AR GBI U T AR P A AR B e B

L RS DA I, HAR WU ES 5 I AR IR D, B IR BRI D53, i ¥
U T 2 0 K PR T TR

(5) SR FR LI 25 T BOWE ST, AR A FR O, o 3 ik R S AL M A SRR RO AS ), 7T RETEIRAE I
A SCAS EARSF AT, A A — LB 2 ST R C N AEFA R 0T TT e, (B LD, ST xR IR o7
STEORIHE D WETT, AR T AT R A (R PR30 25 R SR AN ) S0 ) e 28 Y, R R A A 55 v 1y 2
FEA S FEREARSE 3, fift R ATUAN G 0 A0 325 A G B P )

(6) F I R B (K AR KR AT, N T G fif i R B v 22 2 I BIL IR A SRR 285 1) AL, T 5011 93 )
BRI 2] ERCIPUS] WA R T VE SR T 2 R, L T i 37 S A R T VR G AR A B T B IR
e AL =R R TG FMIN VT

4 HEWRREE
FEAR S, S 2 3 h S IR RIEAT T AT B BT (A . SR S 25 4, ERF AT P 2% L3 i i e —
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AU IF) 2 AU AR R, SRR IR s T AR D N e s SRR A PRI A sl B 24, AERT
FUIT b, TR PE 7 2] BT AL AT 55 P B8 LA R A7, 56T UR L 2 HIOAESE H 25 0K 2R, AE LR 145
TR IEr L sk o)L DR 2 RN B ) 10 JB AR AT DU S O RE (K4 TR SR I BR R,
SCERAIRRAT 55 5%, KR L2 ST I A N AR e, 34 e A 2255 1K — A7 1.
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