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Survey on Relation Extraction in Restricted Domain

YUAN Qing-Bo, DU Xiao-Ming, YANG Fan
(College of Command and Control Engineering, Army Engineering University of PLA, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract: Amid the vigorous development of the knowledge graph, relation extraction, as a key part of information
extraction, has attracted increasing attention from researchers. In general, relation extraction can be divided into template-
based extraction and machine learning-based extraction. Later, with the extensive application of thf: eg(traction methods
based on deep learning, the performance of relation extraction has been greatly improved. In this study, the time sequence
method is employed to summarize the extraction methods of binary relations in a restricted domain. This study first
briefly introduces the concept, data set, and evaluation indicators of relation extraction. Then it systematically sorts out the
related extraction methods and highlights the current research on the relation extraction methods based on deep learning.
Finally, it analyzes the future research direction and application of relation extraction.

Key words: restricted domain; relation extraction; machine learning; deep learning; distant supervision
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i H AR G N A

FTG B AR ML 28 5 2] OC R A BT V. A B ) 5C Rt
WOy F 2B TR L8 % 2, B Miller 55
NPV TR AE 1) 555 R AMEUT 1A Zelenko 25 AP
()5 T 1% BR BOC RO V. e TR S bLAs 5 ) %
F A U7 1 FUBHOR T N A 1 & AR A, 14k
BT IR BE 2 ST 08 R AU AT IR A S # AT TR
8 5C ZR B B 1 R A T OR R . IR A 21 Ok Rt
W7 EEANT BN TR RRRAE, oA — B4 a) 1 rh
()] [ 52 A0 B Ia) B R OR, 40 NI ZK 2R (pipeline) J5 i
AL (oint) F7iEPIM, HHEA KRB Z Zeng 55
NS P 26 AR Ao 22 R 2% R | 3 o 2 B3] Y AN
A7 G VR DUEAT D% R, A B 2 21 8 R
BT i i 2 R EER B A AR ISR Rk, 1A L
FRyEIX L NFE RS HE 7). Ml il b b i, Ay B
I FH 55 W B 2 21 O iR SR AT R R, 07 VE R E A,
5 Mintz 2 AP 9% Tz f2 B (distant supervision)
5% ZA M E 792 A0 Brin 25 A\ J£F Bootstrapping % %
TV, To s B Ok R EUTVE, AR EN ThriE
5, I R IEEAH E R R RS K.

WTAESR, — LRI 7T 0 5% R A ERUOT VR AT S A 2,
AL s NV B TR 2 S vk, AN B
BT IR B T, RSN O R U R AR K R
JIk 46 I R G HIN 5 a4

AL A FER FH I (8] M7 30 B e 3 26 A T ek
RN E AT AN S5 8 S5 6 R Hh B AT ] 22
et FON FAH R I VE AT VAN S 45, B SE H
HITAE 0B IR BE 25 2] 5% B 3 BT 2% B Ja o e L
STV AR 5277 1) 36 AT 43 BT R 2.

1 #h&E X

Bach %5 APV K56 R ATCAL t=(ey, ey, *++, €,) HITER
€ S, Hor sk e; 2 [BIFESCRY D B FEMis &
KA r. “ILRARARINN<e, r, e> FI=0HER, &
e ey RN, r ATE LEARKREA. MR
P AR R 2 /0 0 RANECAT 7328 =70 8 R A EUR 2
TCRFAMEA, B TR 2 B0 7 # L T ou ok R hEL

KR HIIAE 55 72 N — BOUAR SR U R A AE
AN SEARBLZ AN SR 2 (A B SRR, TE R 1) o8 R AL
ALAEPIA T I HE, 5 RS F A E s i 47 44 5
AR, T J5 5 BT TR PR SEAA R AT SOk & .
G R H R, WA FR N K R 532K (relation

classification), B H|Wrsizfk 2 8] Jg T Fl o< R, B+ —
Pl 2 3 2 0] .

Wik 1 R, X T4 E A wk i AR T Bl —
ANEEBRM S, dr 4 SRR FER A A B
“Igk B A I PN SR T SO R A T FE T
KRR B PSSR [ AR O R TR BRI OR
FRAHh IO 518 ST R I, K 22 B0 7 VR BRI i 44 SR
PN FE C B R, BTt 7t 240 T ok R A it
T, BISC R R IdiE.

| BRI AT R ARk R |

N4 A
P — A —> R

1 RAMBURBI

ES S

2 HiE&E

R Z ) AT IR 5 2 2 ACE2005
HyE4E . SemEval-2010 {145 8 ¥4, NYT2010 %

ACE 2005 441" & —Fh 2B F 2115 RHE, 4
SRR L R E AT DOE I 2R . ACE 2005
H AR TR S SRR SRR RS R ) RRIRE . B
L2k POuETE 2. B LA G AR S S 5 6 A
Ak, AL 599 R FIR AU P A ORI SRS, ACE
2005 r¥Ede Btk LT 7 RIEIMARA 7 KK 19 /0

SemEval-2010 /£45 8 " 8 10717 AN
R IR, Fer U242 602 8000 AN, Wl 4E £
2717 AR e U 9 ROk R, R R
A WA T AN JE T IX 2 56 R A B R 6 bR id A
“Other”. AN REIERE S HRA WA 410 e F ey (5]
T, ARG R BT RGO R T e, F1 e, [H] 5%
R IEHETT A TERITE DL, SemEval-2010 1155 8 ¥
B 19 PR B,

2K (New York Times, NYT) 2010 %4 5 2
FH T3z 78 M B OC R At U AR E 5 B PE, B Riedel 55
NPV R AT 2010 4E. iZ50HE 4 /2 3812 ¥ Freebase %
W 5 A2 B i iR Rk R S5 T R R, A R 7 4 AR
NER £ 41 M SCA Hr 2 B o 42 524, I B 308 122 2
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Freebase 1R e f () SEAK. 12 S h 364 53 Ml g
I5CR R, BFE—RRFER 50 R NA, B R R LA
Z IR BA AR R .

3 VRS

KA WUATE 55 4% K H K0 18 b5 A IE 8 %
(Accuracy)~ HEWHIZE (Precision). T FI&E (Recall)~
F 18 (F-Measure).

(1) IEf=

TR A s DL PPAN R b, T HAR 2 2 BE A,
FE A TE Bl PR RE AR 5 DL BT AT R AS 2, 30 R 13
IR B, oy ety . Hoat A =08:
_ BEHIU R A

Aceuracy = =g R S
(2) HEH % &

LT 2 SR A M S B R S SR T 6,
SR R RS B R (R At AT 2 b R,
e 4l SR A IE A EL 2 TP (True Positive), 44
BIMELIC N FP (False Positive). Hit 54 X A:

TP

—_— 2
TP+FP @

Precision =

(3) Al
B R SAR OB A, A0 R IR = 1,
ERRMRAAFMERR R A A 2 D 1w il B

T ABAEAE R R R AL R IR EUIE A TP, &
RIHEHIIE A FN (False Negative). Foi1- 5 A= 0N:
TP
TP+FN

Recall =

3)

4 F 14

Xf T 5% ZR M OR UL, HERA A 8] R AR AR A
I 2 tH A B P JE IS0, — 3 Skbr EON EAMK R,
XEERLT ELR G H IR AT, Sh W R0 F 1, X
PR F-Score. it B A y: )
B*+1)x Pregisén X Recall @)

Precison + Recall

S, R e g R A 74 L S F B
AR, 7 RIMILAE 55, —f p 1, AP AR —
T BB F AR :

_ 2 X Precison X Recall

F-Measure =

F1

)

Precison + Recall

4 MHRTTIE

K RAMEUR JRE A, BT L A3 TR 1 26
F 7 N T LB 2 ST B 56 R MR A, LA
] 2 . AL 3% 2 ST R R 4 B o i £k
WHRREANA 3 2 HUB X RMEL. 5B MR
SHELURITE B 1 5 R TEAE GiHL IR 2 S L R,
BELE VR FE 2 ST WO 5 00 V2 W . X R L 1
B3 TR \ =

-

\ ‘.
— i T LR T o LRI
= KAMEUT % KR % ST B T
=% G
% P TR ST WAL R 7
o i S R
] i ety e R AT
% TR0
X KA I ST AR 1 735
3 Bl Eirtimtaty <EEE%F%&%E%ﬁ&
ST A T Ty i
-+ Bootstrapping [
— TR E M S RAMEUT %

B2 RAMBUHST %

4.1 ETRIRHGE

LT SR ¢ 2 b BT 15 R R 6 T AR DL T
(K5 SE B %77 3 PR R 2 T 0 mA QUL i 1 5
%, B TARE AR LA, i EX T LRS
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BRR, R e T Ialis . 1A PR B SRR SR &, SRSk
PR 52 5 R TLARNT R EL. J7vExd et 1 Fior.

7E 1995 4 MUC-6 23 _E, Appelt 2 A\ #2141 T
FASTUS #ilU R %, HEIN T %X — W&, P R
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FECT2 S DO . 2 4, BRI AT PR e B 455 o Ak s
PR TA] AR O R A IUBEAR . 7E 1998 4 MUC-7 2 L,
Yangarber 25 A" #2117 Proteus fEL &S5, KT
FEARTZ A 1) A SR A 2 OC SR OB AR , FH P a8 i 23 A
A R A A, RN R R AT A S T
TE RIS Al USRI ik — 20 28 1 o0 A el P 3
. Aone 2 NV IR T IE® $HEUAR S, @it AN TS
K Z A BB, I ST il HC5 R DG E 1 5 2% SE 45
Fukumoto 25 A" $2 1 7 Oki $l1HR R 4t @i A A 92tk
Z ) AR TE A SRR E PRAN SEAA TR (118 G 2R Hum-
phreys 25 AU 32 1T LaSIE- [T #i U R 4, 3@ 4] 1
HEAT A R A)3E 20 AT, AT N A 3 H 52 2% 1 )2 10 )
SRR H SR [E] )1 SR &R

SRR, T RRAR () 5% 2R il T 12 R W TR AN

PR 22 U BT B i SR, (ELR 47 7 BLR Rl 26—,
TR R %E%%@Mi%ﬁ?ﬂ@?‘é%ﬁ?ﬂﬁ%%%}ﬂa
AR SR 75, AI?&?E%?{‘, RGP R, 5=, 4
Jih U S /NI, BRAR 10 8 i v FE AN, ARG [
FANE B AR & BB AR, AN SR TR

G R, S AGHERRIEG =, ARG M
PUFL At U, 7 2R S S DURAR, RS A
B, MELMAG R 2 .

AN SR VUES S KIS pr0]d

75 A FEy RESEW FIEFSE R
1 FASTUS! 1995  MUC-6 51
2 Proteus!"”! 1998 MUC-7 76.5
3 [E2 1998 MUC-7 83.9
4 Oki"™! 1998 MUC-7 39.1
5 LaSIE-II" 1998  MUC-T | 54.7

I T BRI SR T 2 B, (LA
R T VR T HSRAR U ST T AL .
42 BEFEGNBFEINTE

ST A G 5T M5 R AU VR T4 I 0
e RIS, 14— T R 1 00 6, 32
T2 LA A T S0 TR AT P SRR 8 X R 04
RURFAIE. 1277 I8 53 2 T FFAE 1] & (feature-based)
77 VRN 3T 1% R 4L (kernel-based) 17772,

ST HEGHLAE S ] R RO 2 R,

R2 TGN IR RAHEUT 5 E

HWETTE B A A GRILEAEES FEVFNSES
1 G AT 2000 MUC-7 Template Relation 71.23
s SN 2004 ACE 52.8
3 SR LY 2005 ACE 1 ) 55.5
4 A BEHLIAH! 2006 Wikipedia o " 67.91
5 e ) 2003 Pers‘on-‘gfﬁliatﬁoi.l - 86.8
Organization-location 83.3
6 AT B 2 2004 \ . ACE 4538
A g 7 S R AR AT A% o S 2005 s ACE 525
8 T A% i A 2006 ACE 47.7
9 et 2006 ACE 72.1
10 b SOAR SRR R A R 2007 ACE 75.8

N L)
(1) ZETFRFE IR )7 72 V5 FEFHEAN (maximum entropy) HI 5% T

FE TR ) & 1) 5 v 8 I A 7S TR [ AR Y
(vector space model), ¥ H 287 7 ¥ N FFIE M 2. 1%
JIERAT R R BUBE /- AL 3 AP 551 2R
FRAESEHL, BI AR A) - rh S B andnlye . Ak
T SCREREAE; 56 2 B R RIYIZER, RIRIATEE | D4
A BRI R ZRERATTI 4 KA 55 3 B R KR
e 5, B Y125 g PR S 2R 0 R 4 ) ) - AT
5, HET 56 RS AR G R L. B TREE ) = 0 7 AR B
Oy R B AN R R 43 Dy B TRk R A 3 SR ) T

FEA &ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM) [ 77k f &
T4 1BEHLI% (Conditional Random Fields, CRF) /5
55

Miller % NV 7E 2000 4E B it 7 — AN & g 7
(joint model) HE4T % RAMEL, F E M AL G K b Al
(pipeline model) H T — SR AE AL TR B 5 — B HEAEM
B545 1) . Kambhatla''™ 7E 2004 4F 5T 55 KRR AL
g, ANEMNTE SCREREAT ¢ R b, R AR
‘i T B R AR AR AT T B e AR R, KORIRAC T
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S AT AR Zhou %5 AU 7 2005 4 3T %
5 B LR S i 2 A RN A SRR
BT R /AL, 1Z AR /E Kambhatla [ 56t L, 3@t hn
N FE AR I8 H P 5 SRR E AT WordNet. Name List
S UL B, RARTESE R AIUSCR. Culotta 2 A1) 15
2006 45 T4 PEBINLIA R HEAT 5 R ANIL, #2410 T
AR WL 2 S) TR B T —
SAF LI R R e AR A

TR i ) 56 RN 125, BRARTE — 5 PR
T BB ES R, Rt 5 R St i b R
S ERUARGE TR, SEAL, X T ki B 1
77T 5 2 1 AT R M e R 22 B R, TS
5 A T 45 17 36 T2 R 0 5% SR U 32

WESRTE oy

T BB T 6 R Uy v, AR A A
B 1 B 1T % LA B T (RN, K
VUL R A SR ) MR 01 (kernel similarity)
B0 27 AT 56 R BRI 3 AP 4
| 35 R LT AT 45 4, B T R A R I A
A% B, s PR SRR ST 4 38 2 SRR O
STt R 4, B ZE AT S R b, s R T SR T
Sk T A B RRILLYE; 3 3 40 S A S MR L, )
9 T 55U 2 FUBFAE, A 86 6 .

Zelenko %5 \BT 2E 2003 4 ¥ Vol 4% o KOS i T
SRANEUE 55, $2 H — b 8 PR B R AR 2 R 10 2R
B H AR TR R Culotta 25 AP 75 2004
SR HY R PR A7 A0 I R T VAT 5% SR AL,

FESCHR [3] WA R 8075 VR Al B EAT S50, TEIRAF R &R |

AP L5 SURF A B2, T 1% R 25 96 31 SVM o, 7T DA
SKAE ACE 7 19V R o 47 52 e R fn A
Bunescu %5 A1*'] 7E:2005 AR i 1135 8 86 £ Ak 77 %
BRI BT 19 HEAT S I, %07 A0 T S0k [20] (kAR
P B T AEL R T T B A 52 1] B
B SR A0 LA AR ) 0 MO B, TR B —
R _F PR T A T, TR AP 5 2006 4E IR
165 ) P 9% B M7 T LA T 56 R R, 9711
WAL 7 3 R PR SUA% B SR, T R4
AT SR 2 E 38 LS5 R, Zhang 2 AP 7E 2006
SRR T AR MO VAT O R, AR R AT
22 R S A R R 3 AR T A o KR P, T
A 76 43R FE A B 550455 (000 B PEE4T 9 B2, Zhou
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2 NPYAE 2007 SEIRH T — R A LR SCHISRgE 1L
FE AT AS JE IR A bR B V2 AT 0% R AL, 1B AL IS
SR A I B R B AR IR (SPT) SRELS SPT
ZANLE BN SCE R, BB E 3 B SCH SR
5 B DAIEAT R R A HL.

BT R BT IR R RV, AT LAFE 4 I SC
A K BE B REAE AN 25 M AL R AR, S50 45 AR AR T
TR M) & 1O R HIUT V. (B TAZ RO S 4
FRYRFAIE 22 1) B b 0 55 ) B, DR A T i
f 2 5 NI 7, R 5 R 8 R 2 s R — S R
B Ab, 4% B B WO A T T v, AR U1 e R A
X e, T AN T A R I 4T 5 R L.
43 BETFREZINGEA

TR G INLES 25 ) 58 R4 U7 V25 EE RS T A\
AR () 5 PR AR, 30T 4 SR 3 T IR B 2 3T 11 9K R Al HX
FFEFFERE I REAI . IR AT EANT
R REAFAE, e N\ — A A 46 ) - w0 3] ) = A AL L )
RN, TR G R MK R AUy 0l A FE K
2% (pipeline) = RIMEL VA EL A (joint) FhEL < & Al
B 7 90 .

FET VR 2 ST B R R A AL B 7 VA 3R 3 f.

(1) K& T

FET KR ) 7 120 i 44 SRR A ¢ R 4 R
ST AN ST 3ot R AT AL, e ZRGIELAE iy 4 S kM
558 R EREAT . BOS FE AR IR A R O bR
Uiy 4 i%ﬁﬂ‘f@%ﬁ?ﬂﬁﬂiﬁ)\, EE eSS
0L RN S B AT S . T K 2R 1
HATE T B 2% (Convolutional Neural Network,
CNN) 77, HE T A M %% (Recurrent Neural
Network, RNN) [ 775 BETARGF R RN EMAET
BERT 1 77%.

O F T BRI W AR 1) J5 1

BT AR 42 DN 25 A5 R 11 50 R e A V2 R e ik %
W& 3 Fiow. Liu 28 NPOZE 2013 4E3R H—Rhgh A i
FEAIE R A5 AR A 22 X 28 T T 00 SR 4 B, 32 4 X DA A
FC MR [A]1E SCAE S B S 51N 7] SR dmtis, 8 it
[i5) S v 1] 6]y N 1) HEAT G A, R 1 SRR A BRI
225 T DLBEAT 58 R L. Zeng 25 N 7E 2014 4R
) FH 25 LI P Ao 28 o £ 5 7R (CNIN+Softmax) $ B IA] VL
FA) ) R AR AT 58 R, AR AL TE 77 B A4 1)
oAb 38 AT DUKE B Bl brad /B N, sl mT DL
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PIANFRIC A T Z [A] ()55 2. 7E Zeng %5 N (1 70 S il
I, Nguyen 25 APV 7E 2015 4R H 1 — b i ole sk
Y, HA N e A Al N TRHE, 2 H 2 R 6
PR AT N-Gram $EEHHHL. Dos Santos %5 A% 7F
2015 FFEHEH T — MR BRI 2 WM 28 HE P 3EAT R R 5
FKHBIAL (CR-CNN), B AR 0 R AL 22 2] 3 AT
KR ERR, M T E RN SRR, &2 A4 R
KD ARRERRIER, G X REHRRE
AT HLA, LAME AR5 RIS 40 %K. Shen 25 AP
£ 2016 4 T — P Ty 2 JIHLHI ) CNN 54

(Attention-CNN) HEAT ¢ R HL, 2 AL CNN Skfg
W) O R AIE, H SO Bty HAl 3o, FF AT B
785 F FH B RN, ] PR AR R AN AL B RGBS
Wang 2 AP 75 2016 48 T — RS F 2 9EE T
HL#I ) CNN B R (Att-Pooling-CNN) #4756 R Y,
FEAR AN Z R SIALH], DU L R ) S
F B . zha S5 AP LE 2017 SEIRH T —Fh
FT H ARSI JIHLHI ) CNN B8 (TCA-CNN) 3t
R A&I R, WH— A i A R B A A E
B, I HiA E’@Eﬁ%rﬁﬁwﬁ‘%%?

£3 TR0 R IR

HhET 2 5 1Y VED PEIE A 2 FUFE

1 CNNEF 2013 ACE 2005 83.9

2 CNN+Softmax!* 2014 SemEval-2010 Task 8 82.7

3 CNN +N-Gram"” 2015 SemEval-2010 Task 8 82.8

HRZ 2% 4 " CR-CNNP 2015 SemEval-2010 Task 8 84.1

§ ! 5 Attention-CNN” 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 85.9

g ! 6 Att-Pooling-CNNE 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 88.0

7 TCA-CNNE! 2017 SemEval-2010 Task 8 87.3

3 RNN+PIF 2015 SemEval-2010 Task 8 79.6

9 BLSTM™! 2015 SemEval-2010 Task 8 84.3

BRI 10 Hier-BLSTMP*! 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 84.3

11 Att-BLSTM" 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 84.0

7K Z&Pipeline 12 EAtt-BiGRUP? 2017 SemEval-2010 Task 8 84.7

13 LET-BLSTM® 2019 SemEval-2010 Task 8 85.2

14 MV-RNNP 2012 SemEval-2010 Task8 + | | 824

15 FCM™) 2014 SemEval-2010 Task8 = 83.0

16 DepNNE! 2015 SemiEval-2010 Task 8 83.6

i 17 depLCNN-+NS!! 2015 | SemBval-2010 Task 8 85.6

LSS 18 SDP-LSTM!* 2015 SemEval-2010 Task 8 83.7

19 BRCNNE, <2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 86.3

20 DRNNs™! 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 86.1

21 “#SDP-CFN!™! 2018 SemEval-2010 Task 8 86.4

» R-BERT*" 2019 SemEval-2010 Task 8 89.25

;BERT‘ P BERTG,+MTB"") 2019 SemEval-2010 Task 8 89.5

. 24 LSTM-RNN™! 2016 SemEval-2010 Task 8 85.5
P 25 LSTM+SLL+RLL! 2016 MPQA 2.0 corpus 554 8.9282(;185_2113%%[1\}}))

26 Bi-LSTM+ Attention”” 2017 ACE 2004 g

-4 Joint ACE 2005 53.6

27 BiLSTM-ED+CNN[! 2017 ACE 2005 52.1

o 28 LSTM-LSTM-Bias"” 2017 NYT 52.0

29 MRT! 2018 NYT 51.7

30 Novel Graph Scheme™™ 2018 NYT 50.9

@ F TG FR 22 o) AT 1) T 1%
BETARIA 22 W 45 5 R 18 9 AR i DU ¥ e ok 4%

1P| 4 7%, Zhang %\ 25 2015 4 # VB H 78
FR 2 45 B KT e R A2, KR K
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AR b AT DA A A I 18] 47 27 S0 AT 55 i), DAL 7
AL IS AR TR R AT A, 5 CONIN 25 H A 3 2 2 ST A 7Y
AH G, RNN A A] DAL BE 30 PR B A 5, (R MR )& &
FAEB K EFCHh2:2) 55 K. Zhang 25 NPPI7E 2015 4
P T R K2 M 2% (BLSTM) A 1 Sk fig v e
RO R, T4 52 )7 R AN L, BLSTM #6
A KT H AT 5 BT S 1) se BT A5 B, 76— & 2
JE AT DA R K PR B O A& Xiao 2 AP LE 2016 4E4R
H TR NI 5 E AP0 2 N 45 B (Hier-
BLSTM) #4715 KR53, K H WM EE LS RNN
MG 46 ) F o 2 23 G T IRRFAE ABEAT 58 R 43 25, Zhou
2 NPSVE 2016 4EFEH T 38 T3 2 ML XA K S
HHEIZ N % (At-BLSTM) AL 4718 LR R 2K, A
AT NLP 2 48 8a] Y 58 YRR A AT AT REAIE, 17 A2 A
7 A 7 B AR 7 B (0 SR SCARE N . Qin 28 D¢
7E 2017 SEH2H 7 — Pl S i 1 80 v v 2 AL
I 142953 5.0 (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU) #5754 (EAtt-
BiGRU), %M 8 F FH XA GRU i 3KA 8 1 777 4
5 R, BT X ARSI, X B SR B R e kN
. Lee 25 NP7 E 2019 R H T —Fhdh & Sk B SniE
ML A 7 SRR (Latent Entity Type, LET)
)3 I IE PR PP LA (LET-BLSTM) #4756 & 433K,
AR TR AT B R SC, E B R AP
SRARAG B 1, FE A K S 32 9 48 R by 7
T S 1.

CNN CNN+N-Gram
CR-CNN

2014 4 2016 4
CNN
o)
27k 2017 /¢

2013 4 2015 ¢

Attention-CNN
Att-Pooling-CNN

TCA-CNN

CNN+Softmax|

B3 T CNN RERL ) 7 v & f if TR ik

o
BLSTM
2016 4 2019 4¢
RNN
Ty - O©- O
2015 == 2017 4F
Hier-BLSTM
Att-BLSTM LET-BLSTM

4 FT RNN BAYF 70K i 1)

© e FARAF R AR 7 1%
BEFARAE R AT ISR R MIBUT IR R Rk a0 1A 5
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7. Socher 25 AP¥ 8 2012 FE4- HY T — Pl b ) i
AR 28 I 25 1521 (MV-RNN), A g AT b o () 44> 55
RS TG e B ANVRE R, 30 o A RS A A RS 110 ) vk 4 A 3k
VA 2H & Fin], B DLE R A B AR A S R R TE
. Yu S AP FE 2014 R T T BT A A BN
BER (FCM) F TR &R 02K, B ma) 7o 1
SN 5, 456 T A RHIE S B RN TE T 451
#, i Softmax JZ K TN AN )T itk N 1 ¥ H
bR, Liu % AP 7E 2015 R T — R PR L R
(R 2E P 28 51 (DepNN) JEAT K R4 2K, #2385
{17412 (Augmented Dependency Path, ADP) £ #4), F
FH 3663 Vo0 28 X 286 0k 2 A T S SR o AR A 48 IO 28 o 3
IRSE AR B ERAE. Xu S NP 1R 2015 R T
— b 8] B R R B A 2 X 44 45578 (depLCNN+NIS)
HHATE R R, R CNN B AR 12 2 )
THEBN K RER, AR B H T ARG B )
()BT R0, I 51N — Fh TR AT SRS SR it 58 R I T
P, Xu 2 N AE 2015 SE3EH T — Rl T IR K A7
FEAR B KA L IZ M 25 5288 (SDP-LSTM) AT K R 7
25, FIH B A K H1 50 B0 17 5 0 16 22 0800 18 )3 i 48 )
ZIR IR IR R RS B Cai A 1
2016 FFHEH T —MUAEFR R E N 24155 (BRCNN)
AT K R, P T XCEIE LSTM MG IR 4 W)
Z& %t SDP w4 Ja i s AT gm b, JEH A AR = 4 3R
FH AR A5G 28 T 5 1) 5 PR A 408 53] 11 J=) AR AL . Xu 46
NIFE 2016 52 T — ik T HlE S 78 KR BEAG IR
Ph2e W 2% 158 (DRNNs) SR AT R R 402K, Ml 24
RNN JZ R AR A R4 GO0 AL BE T (-7 2 1), [
I EEH T — PRI OC R 7 M PR R AT B Y 7 B O
Sun 2 NVEE 2018 4R HY T — R4 & IR 7 8 45
B T DB 1) 5 1 RELRL P RN AR FE Y 45 1A (SDP-
CFEN) 479G 2702, $RH 1 REDRL B AR 52 P 0% 2
R SDP B T () 1] ) 28 A1 —Fof i 4 AH e 43

MV-RNN| DepNN SDP-CFN
depLCNN-+NS
SDP-LSTM
17 2014 4 2016 4
K7 ©0—0O
ik 2012 4 2015 4 2018 4
BRCNN
FCM DRNNs

K5 TR R R R 53R A FRR ek 16
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@ T BERT KEBY [ 73

Wu 2 N LE 2019 S H T — R TSGR
k=& BERT Tl ZR1E & &AL W 77 (R-BERT) kit
TR AN, d5E UL BERT AR H AR sL k(5
SRR ZR A 2 v i, I TS U R A R A e
B H AR SR AL A5 R, G PR SR A B g D
Soares 25 N7V 7E 2019 4R 7 — P FH 5% R LSS
(BERTEM+MTB), F=#3E T Harris 11704 R B0 K R
4 Je L AE 5 2] SUARFR R B (Rl 2 BERT) J7 T
(BT ik R, LA 5E 4 SR BE B2 1 SCAR M @ 54155 8
KR Z R R d it S 5UE H, BERTEM+MTB K
KA T SemEval 2010 Task 8 2617 5%, B8 1 H
B f = F1 1 89.5.

DA b JE T IR B 2 o) R K 26 9% R v, Hok
FHE [ 45 B AT A 44 SRR R 4 R, e
THAEREZ AR R, —ERE Lm T 0K
R R 5CR [RIE, iy 44 SR Sl ok 2 1 3Rt 2 A
B 56 R A HUL FE p, BIUA K 26 7 VIR A R R R
R 7 i) L.

() BETTE

N T B K 2 TV P SR R 1% SR R 1) R
BT IR 5 S A R RAMBUT AT i . B A
KRR VEAE FH B AN RL RS iy 42 SR AT O 2 il
WA IR GE—il, MBS — pos Bl v gk 47 3%
[FIARAL. 66 Ok RAEL 7 V2 R R Mk & an ] 6 B,

LSTM-RNN Novel MR}T N
LSTM+SLL+RLL Ove’ raph scheme
‘ 2017 4
Bea
BEL or6 45 2018 4

Bi-LSTM+Attention
BiLSTM-ED+CNN
LSTM-LSTM-Bias

K6 BRETTIER NS (8]

Miwa 25 N FE 2016 4E4R 7 —F3E T 51
W &5 K6 ) LSTMs i 1) iy A58 7L 1 AT S A4 OC R IR A il
. 2B A A6 P 25 X % 1) S At 3 7R XA A
LSTM-RNNs b2 X a4 45 #4 LSTM-RNNs 3k [F] i
IR 7 7 FIRKAE N T (5 B, 1X SRVFBLAY 7E A
BHY v FH 3 = S R RN SRR FI G R Katiyar 45
ANHVLE 2016 4R H T XA LSTMs (52 44 5 5%

FRIPA P OB A . 3 A2 B — Uk S FH R 2 2 O vk
Aib B 5 BE 1) R0 SR AN OC SR A BUAE 5% (HZ A I R
FHF 16 A il B L 52 4A AT IS-FROM Ail ISABOUT 3%
A, MJCHE A T A SR G R, A B i .
Katiyar 25 NP 4 7 g vk b3 o) 8, SUAE 2017 4R
TR EE TR ML G IR 2 X A Y PR AN
A TAEARAZ S 2 008 Gl BEAT SEMA AR 12 AR R 1
AT HREL. Zheng 25 NPV AE 2017 4E4R T —Fh TR
B W45 (1 Sk 5 o6 RIEA MU AL, T DLTEA T
BT AT N TRFAE B4 00 SRS A e FOE R R, 1%
B, B — A T iy 44 S AR 31 140 00 i 4 e i A
(BiLSTM-ED) Ffl—/MF 158 543 2R 1 CNN A&, 7] LA
FRAH IR AR 2 2 I A K B B 95 R Zheng 25 AP
15 2017 S AR T —FhBE TAric J7 R S 50 Rk
A HEUE R (LSTM-LSTM-Bias). 1% it 7 —Fhilif
A ity B v B (AR IC T %, Hoh e sk O AT B
5% 2 A 2., AT RS 2 4R 56 2R RO BB 4 ek UG Ry
ThRCH L Sun 2 NP #E 2018 SEIR I T R T
/NREEUIZR (MRT) J7 5 AR B Sk 5 5 RIS L
BEAL, FEF MRT 197735 000 52 ] DL A A 1k 4 )=
FIF AR (A0 F1AR), AR 53 ARit 45 2%, M
B AT LAAE IR (] P 46 42 B8 22 1 0] F 45 2., 72
I 18] P9 5 47 M DT BE PP Fig . Wang 26 APY 78 2018
R T — PR T R 7 RIS S RS U AL,
AT B Y 7 2R IL R R R SRR G &, AT
P 3ty 1) 3ty (1) 56 AR A EUAR 25 5 Hh 3 ¥ e AU AT PR 55

DA b (0 SE AR 5 06 SRR i U 2L BT SR P 1 7 vk 2k
A BT VLA KRS, — R LD Miwa 25 A 4R
REET ZHILZ N SRR RHIUITV, T3 —Fh 2 P
Zheng %5 NP QR IE T FE 5 BRI 1 SE AR 5% R BT
% ET S HILE R TR R R R T K27 BT
7SR PR 1 SR AR 398 1] i DA B 79 S i 2 ] 0% R 22
PR I . 17 25T PP B RS 0 7 V2 AE BB IR Ab,
TR T PR LR 7 (0 SIEAAR TUAR I 1] R
44 ETHEEEBMAEE

BT B2 S R R BT TR KB A bR
RO ZRERL, TN T ARVE R LB R U FERFE 7, J0H 2
T %ot Vet 445 R e IO i B il SO B 2 49l
SRB R A B, DU AT DA P 55 M B 2 2] 7 R AT %
FIEL. 5 ¢ R B 32 BRGSO AR M (distant
supervision) [} 77151 T Bootstrapping 17774,
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(1) 2T B vk

AR W B 7 ik P B T IR 9 s A P A SEAR R A7
FEFEFPOC R, WA AL 51X A S A4 (19 4] 1 #8 mT e LA
BRh 5 SRR XA &P Z 7@k AR S A SO

HH BRSO 5 RR B HEAT X 55 R B SR IEUIZREAR,
IR R B I 2R, AT g2k N ARG, 38 56
IR R U 1 e

He T RE B 1R R B TE IR 4 R,

R4 TR Rk R AU T b

WEE S TR 4y PRI AR 42 izt PRIE
1 Mintz"! 2009 Wikipedia-FB Precision (Top100) 77
2 Riedel!" 2010 NYT-FB Precision (Top1000) 91
FESRE 3 MultiR™ 2011 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 83
4 MIML" 2012 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 85
5 PROP"" 2012 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 89
6 PCNNs+MILFY 2015 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 86
7 PCNN+ATT" 2016 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 76.2
8 MIMLCNN®! 2016 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 69
N 9 APCNNs+D™ " 2017 NYT-FB Precision (Top100) 87
10 COTPYE™! 2016 NYT F1 66
11 BGRU+STP+EWA+TL™ 2018 NYT-10 Precision (Top100) 87
12 RESIDE™ 2018 Riedel dataset. Precision (Top100) 84
13 HRERE™™ 2019 NYT Precision (Top100) 88
B 13 CNN+RL 2018 NYT Fl1 42
14 PE+REINF” 2018 NYT Accuracy 492

O HETAEGURHE P 2 e B 7 1%

BT AR SRR (P R B 7 VR R SR ik s ] 7 B
7. Mintz % NP 7E 2009 4827 Yol Fe i B iy i
F B SEAR G RIMBUE S . S AEH — N AT
KA MR BYE LHAE FE Freebase R4 Lt #2 1,
Xt F HBLTE Freebase 7 & B — X Sk, 7E—A K
) AARC TR Wikipedia B3R HAL 5 1% L8 SEAR I BT
HHF, HRBOCARE LI ZE— Ak R 5 K88,
Riedel %5 A2 7E 2010 A2 H T — R 3T 17 P B
S22 M HE B 1) 22 S 48] 2 SRR SR 14T 9% AR b EL
ZAEAA A Mintz 25 NPV S i po 85 1 4ax, i3k i
2 7 “at least one sentence” {15, Bl 5% i 5
PRI AN FE R SR (1) ) 7 B — AN, IR A XA 2
A — AN RIE T AP &, Hoffmann %5 AP
FE 2011 FF4E 7 —Far DLAL B 2 H OO0 RV 2 S
SIMEFR FIAE MultiR SRAEAT 58 R Mintz & Riedel
S N RIS Rl B S 1) UARAE — ok &R, S5 B4
AR (B AEAE S AFE 2 55 &, Surdeanu 25 AP 7 2012
R T M 2 S 2 RAE S SR MIML H T8 &
L, N R—AF) - — X SR BT R A 1 00 R A AR KN
(), A A REA R R EURAK AT K &R B H A 7
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1R B (56 PR R, g SCAR v 2 5 SR (0 BT A 52
11 e FL T A o ZRAR R B A R AEEAT 228, Takamatsu 25
NETALE 2012 4EFEH T — Bl 4 P aze 2 1 B A1 5 )
IR R R E R 7. SR L T i
TR B A R b i 72, A A% =Xk 4 Wi 45
TE O ARS8 IE A 1038 A2 B 1R 1. SRR e % 1k
DT ¢ R FR2E, B AAREREAR RN YR, WA EE,
BRI A % 55

% 2010 4E 2012 4
HHAE @) O O
J7i%: 2009 £ 2011 4E
MIML
prop
B 7 B TAEGURHIE B A I B 7 vk Jee i [ il

A BT TG I I T AR SR AR A, SR T % e
LB FEIAR XA, T HL AR 7 P Vi e 32 B, 37 F
VERCZE. RIS, FESRIBURFIE R 2 (i 1) B 2R 5 A B T A,
SPEORZEEANM AT AL, BE RO R U RCR.

@ TR IR B Tk

LA, BEAR L 2 ST I 25 B DRd R e, H i
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TUREE 2 S WA I B VA R IT FL 4 L 4 S i
fir. FETIREE S SRR R B TR R Rk N 8 P,

|PCNNs+MlL| |APCNNs+D| HRERE
W 2016 4F 2018 4
23] O
T7ik: 2015 4 2017 4 2019 4F
PCNN+ATT
MIMLCNN | [BGRU+STP+EWA+TL
COTPYE RESIDE

B8 TR A 5T Rz AR B 7 vk R e e TR oy

Zeng %5 NPY AE 2015 4EHREH T —Fh 2 S2 i) 2 3T 1)
7 BEE R N 4% (PCNNs+MIL) 2% R U A 1% 45K
RN 2 M B % 2 4t B i) LA — A 22 S4B 1) A,
R T SRR AN M HLJE T E 4% NLP fiikk
H MR T o B ORI AR AR 16 B 2 ) 4%
Sk [ 32 SR CHHIE. Lin 258 N5 76 2016 4EF2H T —
Folt 3 F 1) 7 3%k 8 1 R T LA A G B 4 R 4%
(PCNN+ATT) 5% R BB AL, &4} Zeng 2 NPY 7t
() BCdE, 2 50 2 A e St B A AR AR R 1 ) A
Jiang 25 N 7 2016 43R H T —Fh 2 5B AR B
P 2% (MIMLCNN) ¢ R 3 BB Z A8 2y e i
BT RS —IRRIB R, FERA T B AR KA
AR, DUEAS BaT IEEAR R A) 72 3L =5 2R )5,
PN 4 KRB 2 AR I L B R, Ji 5
IR 2017 4EH 48 F ) 7 Gk 2 L 45 4 s Ak
R A B I FE W BB (APCNNs+D) #H47 9% &4
B oo R LI AT DAd i A RS 43 e s e
B, TC RS o3 BCBUR BCE, SRk B a2 A
A S T SE A IR A B AT LB A 22 1 S kR B
UhZ Ah, Ren 25 N 78 2016 4FH2H T —FIpE & BB
A (COTPYE) AT ¢ R 4L, DA Pk S A 3 BN 5%
FRAM I ITAE 73 AT s SR R SRR 1) .
Liu 22 N 75 2018 4E4- H 7 — Rl 56 T35 A1) 4 4 M A
T # 2 SIRR (BGRU+STP+EWA+TL) #E47 ¢ 2l HK,
T EE LT WA (STP) SR 25 Bk 15 50 5 J0 R I e 7 4
12 SRR B AL SR 1R 0l A — AN S8 v 0% R ] )
BE SURFAE, 38 3 8% 2 o) SR 73 A OGAT 45 Hh 2
) SRR RN R A AR R gk P HAG B I B HE P, Vashishth
2 NV AE 2018 R4 H T — i 1045 B ER B
M4 (GCN) # % (RESIDE) #4755 R 3 EL, — J7 1 Fl
JE U R D B o a4 R Sk S S AR T Ok R AR,

F— A GCN M SCTAS 3 1245 B AT S b
Xu 25 NVLE 2019 2 H T — PO I8 5 MRS 54
FOREE R R LLEAT H2 5C R EEE (HRERE),
1 FH R E ik N (KBE) E AT 4 2% 000 K sk ¢ & il
U, 83— AN 50— 2% 2] 56 Z 4 ORI 03 R R N AR 2 (1
HEZR S Bh e /N Z2 8, AT S 25 4 v 6 SR e S 8 R

@ FFomtb 2 o) i R B Uy ik

H M AlphaGo 7E Bl BT FT M T A KLl F
J&i, SR STREREN T A2 0 0 ALY . K ik )
J7 P 78 M B G AR e E AT AR At 9 A G A B R .

Feng %5 NV F 2018 4R H 7 — R F s 4L 22 3
HEE 2 3K ik ezt 2 B B O 2 b B Hp e 7 RS L (CNIN
RL). CNN+RL 8¢ 5 B T 4) 7 2 T - R, H—
AN S5 3 B AR AN — A 08 R AP A A . S R AR
NREDRBIEFERAENA) T, KR BB/EA)T
T G FR, I R B AR AL AL 5, DAAE S e B sk
B3 BT FE M 815 5. 1K SE Bk B Se PR o T
— ANk 2 ST 1] L Zeng S5 N7 [FIRELE 2018 SEHR
Tl A 3] 7 VAR I R M AR A AT O R
HL A5 % (PE+REINF). PE+REINF R« 5 /b 3%
IR R BB SR T EL G 2R, (AT fH) £ B
W T OC R, M BACS AT A TR
RNA KR (BRR) B, B4 NA KR, F, 62
FB I A) 1 3 1 L SE 96 & A5 R ) S oA 1 55 &
VB I P2 I B, 15 Bham Ak 2% 2 7 4 5 00 R 1
plIE:S

BEF g MBS 0 9% R AT VA R 55 B O i
— o, A R T AT DU I AR A IR 1 K = I 2R
I, ST R R K AR T A 1 B, AR
T KR TR BRI & SO A3, 71t
S 2 A e R 11 1 AT R LA AR B 1 R A S
LB AT T BT R FH 00 R PE AN 58 4 S AT B R s 1 B
Sapr AL R ) L S SO BOSOR L B O VA 2 R
%, X5 R R EUAERA 2 3T K T RORHR K. BB,
T 3762 W 8 O R A BT VERIE 98 v, A0 o AR R 75 ) A

(2) 3T Bootstrapping ) /575

H B AR Al B K H 287% (Bootstrapping)
LRSI, W 9 BT, B BN R e SRR ) ¢ R S
BT 5%, B 28R A AR O SR briE, BN
R AR B RIIER T SR XT @ A) 1AL,
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e 38 S A 0o 75 0 4 b I H B ) R ) AR
PRI, BRI T Fik ) AR A4 IR 1A K R IR @ 52
o1l 4k B, B FH 220 5 308 AN VT Al S B0 AR AR 2 B A
il EBUHT O S AT . b AR AR R X+ S5 ik R o R A
WIEAR, B AT R IO R A7) XA I FE AR
IR (snowball)”*,

IR T

S HR

AR

R $ HL
Al
B9 HT Bootstrapping If)5¢ R HUA
A

2T E%?iﬂﬁ'%i%%ﬂﬂﬂiﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁTF“‘?i&)fﬁ, t
WTRZAGREMEN RS, EEA Brin 5 A 1
1998 44 i ¥ DIPRE (Dual Iterative Parttern Relation
Expansion) fHHU R4, Agichtein 25 A 75 2000 4E42 H}
f] Snowball 1B & 45, Etzioni £ A% #£ 2005 432
1) KnowItAll fitHU AR 4t BLR A~ A3 [ K27 (CMU)
ff) Tom Mitchell 40T [ BIIALE 2010 I K H
NELL (Never-Ending Language Learner) fHH( & 45"

H 28 R R % R IR G AR, AR
FL 2 N TARCEURE, 38 A KRR 5 R il HUE 55

B2, BAEWMAAEA R AL, BRI FREN

BB, AFAEAE SUERS I8, i E s SR v i R M 2
4.5 ETRMEENGE o .

TG B Ok R A EUTT v B T o A U i
0 A 9 IR ) L R Serh LR R RAL, R4
EATREARIT. AR, 7698 RHUT %, BA A
T R FR I S AT ) T B AR AL bR SCE B,
H R SCAE AR AR ZAE ORI, 1% 07 15T
KRR 73 R LA DR 55— 0 R S R
5, B SR P SR 28 D7 B SRR AL v P I e o 5
N B B R SR RARIC, BIZE BT ik BA AR
TV IATERARICIX R E R,

Hasegawa 2 A2 78 2004 SE kAR 7 —Fh 3L T
TE W B I K B R S R R BT 1, HoA 0 AR R AR
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3 o 42 S )BT SOV BOMRJEE X iy 45 Sk AT
%%, Chen £ A\ £ 2005 4 %F Hasegawa 25 A2 )
TPEMAT T B0, 7 N SR _E R, TR
A M A S A bR S, A S 2 ) A S
ZUHAE. Rozenfeld 25 AV 7E 2006 4E42 T —Fh 12
B AR BIAREL R % URIES, 2% 2 508 o
TR b F SR RAE Seior i B R, % &
T H 45 BB T 8k . Shinyama 25 AU 7E 2006
R T 2 R CRI T Bk A MU %, %
77 A/ SOR b R B A SR R 547 0
Yo B, HEA P BEABLE M o (T 147 K. Bollegala %5
AU 75 2010 BEHR T —F A T3 Web b SEHR
TEWRE 5 R AMEL 7155, %07 VR F 56 2R o e b, 4
7 3 2K R 9 e T B 5 R AR 1 SR, I AN
r 45 LA AR P HO AR M Akt R 19 . Yao 2 A7)
1F 2012 4RI T — R TAE U R I B X R K
B4, %07 T8 P 2 BT 46 S v R H et I 1 5%
R A FI R [ 935 KB _E, SAJF B R KTy
A IR B TR R R B)1E Y 6 & b Simon 25 ALY
16 2019 4E4LH T —Fh LA 56 R A A K 1 T 4L 4
)77 3 AT TE W 0 LN, MRS 3o ) A M
35324 B0 BRI 437 B B 450 B8 KIORE 7 0 BUE F  f
Tran 2 AUV 7E 2020 R4 H T — DR TEIE X R
SHEL T, 1207 VU FH i 4 SRS i 5 0 R KT, 5
BAT 7 A L T SRS A7

T W B SR P O R A T T T i X R
ST, 31T bR BT 6 A 26T, SE A AUSE . (.
WAELE B A, H T R0 06 R A AR BIBAR (1 B,
R M 5 2R A T LA S L, ARl D S 2
.t R A E S B HE R, TN TR
I SAZ K 15 B 1 1 5 R AT R 5%
4.6 ANEREYISESRREES AL

A W IO R 2 51 5% AR 7 1 9T SRR M 4
BB ORRH /I, DA TR J o, 5 AR s
2 1, AELAE 3% A 11 £ 2R W BBURE TRl B
MR, (U AT R R 2

T s 3 A B R AT T R B 4 SR
FEIZE 0 R 7 2%, B4 S MU, R 1 R 7 K
VR A, (ELTE 30 A B VI 1 5% 2R BB A 4
SR LA W 0 7 A L 2 — e (ELATUI T AR 1
AR ERLT.
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i H AR SN A

W B B 2 2] vk A R W B v L B dn
%5 FraRt,

RS AWMEREY A S E R B I AL

U7 A RERIEY ] R
Kot S AR RS RSN LN
B AERRE ANTHRENE K RE SRR
eI S e PN, HER R M 7K, HERFRAIK
TER A L B
TR [res Bz
AT 1 W22 B

5 ARRWEFCTT ) S L 53 H
5.1 KKH5TE
JUE SR R AR 20 4FIA AR T AR TR

2 RTE IR TC, %A 2% Z8 3 U5 25 AR A B 758 o<

K, 1L 2R 7 9 B P e o 004 A
e, MG B e A A T SRR AR K B, T
T X R 0 A RO ST Ikt 1743 47 i

(1) FEF BRI FE 27 53 HR il £ H 6 R O ¢

TE ST 15, 3 T HERT 56 A5 1 9L 1
AR E B 2. 66 BB M5 2R 77 ¥ 08 A A B L
5 L, (L7 [ A B, DI, kB A7 5%
DU B8R DU 1 R, B v 2 P 8 S ) T 2
R IR RO 8 P TR 25 50 9 % R AU e 5 U
P2 A ) 485 SCAFLIEE OO 8. TR, SR 2
BT, A T AR B R R AR HERES

(2) HE TR FE2E ST LR 5 2 I 5

B 75 R P 2 90 2 H A SR 1 AR A,

FEATCHK & T A (1 CNNL RNN) A B |

g LT T 9 RANBUE S o, 3643 T BRI0T 7T 1
ST JUAR, B 3 A S 05 e i 11,
IR 22 40O TR ) SR o 2]
HOARB IR th, SO MR 224 TF B 5001 (635K 8 7
T 5% AR (R, SR AT B K 7
RE % SRR T RANAT 55 o, I TTTRAR T 3%
R R

(3) BB R B2 1 5% AN LT 5

0145 136 AR TF 90K 2 4 o A 1 R )
JET, 1R/ K 3L TR B B GRS S R . T
(AR 35 46 52 S P ) TSR BB 2R, A 4k
AT (5 5 T, T i PR FR B PR . 01 1 8
R4 A B 0 30 SR AR B S P 1 75 i,

A T B 5 R St 52 RAMEUPE RS K IRAR T, B, 40
s 5 5 S R 7 T 92 0 S 2 i L LA B AT B
. R R T 9T L T S

(4) % 554k BB

SRk 26 F 36 AU A, % 508 b A
)T A T3 R X B R 3 T
{0 ) T 2 O T/ B S ) LA AE— 6
R TTE TR R, BRI 400 T P B S ]
FHEFHAL—HRR, STEERETRR. W
TEK F IR EL 4T AL B SR ES K R,
0 55 T 5 SR IO IBUR 7 LA T TR B 5 3L
52 MRAAH

S AAHIUIE S B LA — 503 B AR
VD T 1 — A S R, LA 4 I 1 S
FUR R IR LT JULAS 7T

() BEITIR)Z BIRE 5 H R

B0 ML S BT 2 G RS B U 5
VR R VIS & B IE TS ORI LA A AT %
S RMIUE ) Ty B RS 2 eh 55 2 P 2 L) —
6 R, 61 SC A P P 2 B R LA T
R, SO AR S A ST X S BLML 8 5 I BLAR
KT A BB R, 6 LR R [ R
R B AT 145 1 B 47 7t LA 5 7 3L

() F B AR R |

4 AR 2 LI NP 45 B 230 A R i
VG 1 PR S £ R P T Y
S KA LA R R K L P ) e xR T T
TEE 1 2 P kb 36 S SRR PR A TR AL
Ve ) S PR A, U T W R
A FER G, AR 35 AT A 2%
— Z51 i . L 5% 2 R AR U T LA AR A e
SR 4, AR 6 SR 1 SIS SR DATR AR PR,

(3) FFE R R AR S

e B FHIDORT 1125 2R G RV Sk 2% 25 L ) ]
SRR SR 7E 2 R, S ) S R TR e —
A5 AR T D 2 SR A R T 4 5 ] 2
e 2 T 2 TR R R R S B, T T B
FAMIE AR SR 7R3 B E R, A T 9 RMIEEAR
B SRR, T LR KRB AT PRI T i A
B3 AT SR AR, 77 LAy 2 0 5
B AL TR R RS
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