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Abstract: With the ongoing evolution of information technology and deepening exploration in natural language processing (NLP), re-
lation extraction, as a pivotal technique linking implicit connections among entities in vast textual data, plays a crucial role in intelli-
gent question answering, knowledge graph construction, personalized information services, and etc. Amidst the surge of large lan-
guage models, relation extraction technology has encountered unprecedented development opportunities, displaying substantial en-
hancements in efficiency and intelligent level. In this paper, we first briefly introduce the background of the development of relation
extraction, and then systematically review the development of relation extraction techniques, from the early methods relying on man-
ual rules and knowledge bases, to the technological changes in traditional machine learning, and then to the development of deep
learning-based relation extraction models. In addition, this paper mainly discusses the fusion application of large language models in
the field of relational extraction. Finally, this paper not only discusses the challenges faced by current relation extraction research,
such as limited data noise processing capability, insufficient capability for cross-domain generalization, and overlapping relation ex-
traction, but also prospects the possible future research trends, including multimodal information fusion, document-level relation ex-
traction, and innovations in unsupervised learning strategies, providing references to push forward the continuous advancement of
the relation extraction technology.

Key words: natural language processing; relation extraction; large language models; multi-modal; document-level

Yrfm BHHA: 2024-12-16; 35 HHB: 2025-03-08
E£TH YIRS I H (KIZD20230923114405012)
* BARVERE 5K 55 (1976—) , 55 VLIRINUE N, 2352 , WHE 05 1) 9 N TR BRI S . E-mail : yzhang@szu.edu.cn
5134&3 KA 2 OCRMBONIARFR R [T ] VG R 2= 4R (A AFIARR) , 2025,48(6) : 1059-1079. DOI:10.13451/
j.sxu.ns.2025015.



1060 PN === QS PN s =Y

48(6) 2025

0 515

B & BRI AR R AL R R i P
&, TEAR SR KE M BCF AR AR 1 5 SOAR B8 1
BT ONATT 3 i A G A X S B AR T UK
G LR A 2 s B4 {5 B AL (Information
Extraction, IE) , ¥ & B #k i& 7 4t # (Natural
Language Processing , NLP ) €5 8 P (1) #% 20> 41 35
g1, B TE AR SS 1 A SO Az 88 11 B T B AN
FIFH A5 A0 1, Forh i o 7 P R G R
1 44 AR5 (Named Entity Recognition, NER )
A1 & & 4l B (Relation Extraction, RE) . ¢ & fili
BUAE R AE B BT 55 1 — Az OB R, LB R
S TC 7 SCAC R 3 Bl A I | B S AR 2 (] 9
SCHY G B, e 26 55 IR &35 1k B3 B 4 R 45
Fa A0 E5 4 1 2o B SRy PR A A R R ]
FRGE UL RS VAR HE7E IR 55 B2 A 07 10 S 4F, B
WAE R BE R & &R ge b ¢ R AU 15 3] 1Y ¢ R 5
B AT LAAE A 5 & 0 HE DL S8 P n) Y
[m] 2%

RS LA AT O R UL S A
FoH 2T ARENA TG X RMBU %, 4
Br 7 B0 G &R Bl B R T LR 2T
O F WU v 0 A A AR BR A 5 27 3 T aE — 25
M ZR3R 7B TR 2R S WO RO L s A 4
TRV T KIS T BAL R OC & B R By
SZ 5 55 5 9 6 I AF Pk AR AT IR 20 i R ] B
XPAR AW R EA AT RE )5 B a2, R
XEENLFMB AR REMSE - 2m
B AL A, R R B WE 9T GE AR AR R ST B IR
Al

1 ORAMMP A

1998 4% F I+ 19 45 L Jm T B B 25 10 (Mes-
sage Understanding Conference, MUC ) #5 i & 155
2l BT ek 1 — A R LR AR, 0 H A S AR O
AR HE S R R . AR s — | MUC
W, MUC-7 ML 28 T MUC-6 1Y IEIAT 55
5] 40 i 44 S AR ) A B I A A I T A1 1 b
FIAT BN CRMEES, BERRIFE X
S A TA] s A AR ) O R . AR E, HH
B A BE O TCHL RS 0 R K B R 3 &L JE R
HBE @8 15 1) U location_of . employee_of | prod-

uct of FRAM ARG . ERAEMUC-THEER
e, DG R UV Sy — A W Y O T R IR
A, 8 Ja S BRI TAE S8 T LAl

BREIL S 5 A SRR T 2% 2 2 (Confer
ence on Computational Natural Language Learn-
ing, CoNLL) , [A] # 3 /2 {5 B 4l B4 3 B oA
R XM, R T 20 SR IS AR O
FRAEM L5 GE BB A W E Tz
M TE A TR A BT O A

8 Z J5 A I 1 iE SCPF Al (Sem-Eval ) 23
W, HB ) T i D T ) o SCIR) R, ) A X O &R
TR OR DTRR R, U HE TR IR A AR
6 AT A RO T SR AT S B AT E SR
i VR, 491 4 78 Sem-Eval 2007 Hl Sem~Eval 2010
HhF 44 1) 44 B IR TR OC R SRR I IR R
Sem-Eval 2017 if #5 K P\ B} 2 30 F rp £ HSE R
HOE R AT 55, iR AR HE 1 S 44 5 28 il B A 5%
1) K e

2000 4E H JF 19 H 3l N 2 3l B ( Automatic
Content Extraction, ACE) 2> 3, i 32 [E [H K %
4R MV R bR e 5 H RS AT & 5, B1E
R SUAS I B AR LIS X iR A Y A 3l Ak Ak
B, ACE £ 3 oK o 19 S5 1K OC & B0l 42 14 i
W 5 % JR Bt % (Linguistic Data Consortium ,
LDC) g fit | W 47 7 iAo 5 0, IR
Ve =R TR R (SR INE i e
TR R AUH 2 AR, R KERE
TEAE R Z A S I . ACE 2 BUR U IE
SL T RS A (] S P R T SCHE R IR L
HARGME S 7 RERIEN A E A
AN e NN Y/ B 3 = e < <3 [ DA
Ol A AE 42 L Al

£ 4 |-, MUC ., CoNLL . Sem-Eval , ACE £
WORT e FH % 52 14 OC & T RHMROBE T N AR T, X
— b P H A Y BRI T IR R R
SR SN AW R a7 NI Bi e A= < (N DA R R 8
FH 4k 3 7 B | Freebase . DBpedia 45 K Y & Jit i A
WEAE B ) S48, A R R T o 1 R
I ME R, 3 0 TH R AN AN A i )Tz T
HIOCRFKBHE Sy Zhe M R HES) T ¢ & Al
EARMWEH 5 &R, KRMBOHC S NE 1
Jlt s o



5K B84  SCRANBOT LW LRI 1061

R1 £ ZIHIBAEE 2B

Table 1 Meetings related to relation extraction
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Table 2 Summary of relation extraction methods based on machine learning in various fields
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Table 3 Summary of traditional relation extraction
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Fig. 1 Deep learning-based relation extraction framework
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Fig. 2 CNN-based relation extraction framework
(See Ref. [22], Copyright ACL)
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Fig. 3 The structure of RNN
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SR o Lim 55 TOORE LSTM A 25
1 o e VR UK VA W (TN o s R VIR O S DO R VA= 5
fIE A0 B R SCHREAR B9 J7 ¥, TE 5 M BAE
( Drug-drug Interactions , DDI) £ & 4 I i) )¢ & K
DN OC 2R 43 JE A 55 1 43 301 BE > I B 5l a0 iy A A
it 4.4 F12.8% ., FiPR b, B LSTM H g3k
B — i (] 20 Z R/ A BT 2 e T RS ER
SC, BRI T X R 50 E 4 O ¢ AR Y 4 T PR i
SR, W ) LSTM (Directional Long Short Term
Memory Network, BiLSTM) 2% H T XU 1] 19 Yl
RMLT A7 AE T 0] BaL 2 S ) B2 o 1 )
LSTM # #2775 N 22 2 47 1 L SCfs B, Bl A A
B[] 5 22 |G A9 B 3¢, TS 1) LSTM W) 33 3 T
(S e R s T [ET e el = U N N O =0 S B U 3
X PN J7 ) B BREOIR 25 5 O, BILSTM AU &
TR LRk BRSO R, R KT
TR TR X A SO P I P R B R OC R A AR
FEE o Zhang 550U FH iRl AAE A i A 38 3
BILSTM #5 AU 42 B b F SCREAE I, 25 2R 50 4 &k
Zeng 5 ) CNN J5 ¥ F1 Santos 55 A CR-CNN J7

W, Mgk A L B RRAE A K R AE (Relative-
dependency Feature , Relative-Dep ) 85 FM R AE B
SR T N 2 . AR A TR T ALE Oy i,
Zhou 45 B JE 4 I F 1 2 I WL 9 BILSTM
I 2% 3 A7 ¢ & 4, B H BILSTM 4ifi 3k m) 7 h
(4 1R 3, P B R g (0 1 R L, H shom
R F Hp G 56 Z 00 W7 3 2L RN, A R o )
2 [n) 1, >k FH dropout 1F W 4k , 52 Bl Sem-Eval
2010 Task 8 i & I X R, Xu % 4R
BT HFXRR SRR L WL 8
W B 22 2 45 P e T 1R 2 4% TG 1 IR R K TR 3l
SR YRR RN 1Y R, %7 7 3 T A e AR i
AR, I 25 A BT 1Y B HE G AR BOR |, #E SemEval-
2010 Task 8 {F 45 I ik % 86.1% Fl-score, ' &
P TF Y i B A PR fE . Wang 251 5% FH 59 A 5 %
U /D i A )R N 1 ] e e R B R R )
o A S AE L 48 XU SDP T & I HL It
454 BILSTM #fi 3k 7] 7 19 8 2215 B, fc 2830 1
5% M O ZR UG SCIR R 1) 1 1) 1 47 06 R kL

—®
)
©

JERt ")
g

A

it

B4 LSTMZH,
Fig. 4 The structure of LSTM

3.2.3 TEEHRETW L

'] % 1 3 H JC (Gated Recurrent Unit,
GRU ) % 45 J& X%t RNN () — Ff fiif fb f 8 4k, 3 F
By ATTRIGE ST EAME R LSTM A58 A v 71
ATTRGR T TR A s — BT, 4y 1
RGBT A S AR, Wi & T s
F 20 IR 25 153 . GRU ) 58 397 1] 4% i 387 1
FEMRES®E, KA EE T LRAER, 2
1T LSTM B35t 55 11 A AT T B9 ALHI , 43 5 45
HilIHAE B B 5 5 B r 4298 . GRU B 45
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I 5 Fras o GRU R fif A AS UK BEAE ]
S5k b, FR D 1 2 00 ol AT AR R AR N S
50 R R, BE A8 R PR B, [ I AE i 2 AT
% LS B LSTM A 25 1) 1 g .

(X) + @
C1—)
@aﬂ% &
[e1
I

i tanh

&
)

BS5 GRUZHY
Fig. 5 The structure of GRU

BEEIT

Nguyen 4§21 GRU Hl CNN 43 1) 3 13 4 i
Fik S EMBEE ISR, LR
T, 76 G R BT 55 v ok 4 B % iR AT M 4%
HERMAME, S I R BOR AR, W% 57
IR RIEAAEMNH A . GRUJELSTM
— AR, 5 LSTM —Ff , GRU A X [1] 45 #4)
F AL A BIGRU . A 1 38 40 Il H SR X 9 15 2.
Qin 25" HE Y 3 T SR B R R T ML
SEAAR A B E Ry A 6 e PR A R ) A )
454 BIGRU B fii i B A7 A, 45 R R 5T
SR 11 1 7 AL o A DA TR R ML A A
)% ZAMIAE 1. Luo %5144 Highway [ 2% il
A KT 1 2 S ALH A BIGRU A 1Y v | H: e iy i)
GRU JZ% 3 Iy {5 B, J5 11 GRU JZ2 I >k 2% >
HKAF B, Highway % 45 2% >J 4nfa] 38 &8 ] 45 50T
P il 45 B AE Bl 28 I 2% vf 1 U 2 e A 4 AR 1R
Z BT L (i SCRRAE , 32 35 SR A 9 2 bl
il A1) - G = 7 ML 43 BE X 46 5 v O B
B RLEE , R A5 AT RO B T R B OC R
TE A2 ) 2 24 45058, Shen 2517 i K 8] F SDP X
0 FH &6 43 A7 WA B 0 O 3k T 2 R B AR
A 15 B, R JH BIGRU VE N i i 2% 5 78
HL R FH b Ak 2, DL B0 s e R 22 8] 1Y)
KR Zhang &SR R A 3L F #4545 M A)F
2% 1 5 S AL 09 BIGRU W) 4% #2562 il B s
AU, DL IO I IR RN AR T =2 8] Y 6 R
3.3 ETEMHZMENXRHMEAE

P50 40 465+ DA Gk 4y 1 0 X, 3 o SR

A B R RN SR O R R T —
bW HL 5 R A ALY .l T GNN 8 KA X A
() I 26 485 A4 Hp 32 4 R B i R 2% I o6 RO X
GNN TE fiz i JLAF 32 W 32 B 22 F AT O . MR
T 15 48 19 CNN H RNN, GNN 7£ &b 2 9 B JL 5
5 04 i, Be % R B0 R Y 0 fE RN 4 SR 3L R
AEJ7 o 78 NLP S0k, 47— F1 SCRY 5 9 5 5 oy 14
SERL L AN AR AE G ZR MR ) i B X S 25 R
G TR A5 B R4 & T F & ik mis
SCHRZR BROK $2 8 G 2 A il IBOHE A 2%

Zhu JE VORI T A AR S O R )
%% ( Graph Neural Networks with Generated Param-
eters, GP-GNN) . GP-GNN 7 ¢ i iF 3 A 7
1) e ) S AR g 4 i E ], SRS R H S AR SR
KA P OC R MERE e R R, BB A8 1 30
XF AR TR B AT g A OO AL R
o BBTEA AW R Z MG C R B w5 2
SR, BB A W s R on AT I . 5%
4t GNN fH It , GP-GNN fig i )\ H 2R 15 5 2= )
NS HE HLAh, SC 56 45 ik & B GP-GNN #g
W R 2Bk e R AR I LA B FF SUAR
HREMEARMGH® ., Lhr L, GNN b 45 & 5
% 2% ( Graph Convolutional Network , GCN) | [ &
= J1 M 2% (Graph Attention Network, GAT) .
Schlichtkrull &7 $2 8 5¢ 3 & & LW 2% (R-
GCN) i HI 7 R #b 2 AF: 55, JF HIA 8 GCN
HE 98 A 20 7R 2 R AT 55 h o Zhang %
UK GCN R T 26 R AT 55, 3210 —Fh LA
WA 6 A2 A vt 1 5 A SR W, N R S AH DG B
FM PR B OCRAE B AR S K BT B MR IR A
GON, MU RE M iR T Z 1) 2 Jm {5 B, g
IEAT Ak 347 OC F il B, o il BCHE . Guo
SR 2R T B AL B9 GCN(AGGCN ) £
AU R FH 00 A58 R 5 50 B I AR AE M B AL 4
HRENES ., EEENGIRE(WE 6 FR)
IR FuE R BT A B30 o BCALER , O Ao
VRS R SE i 3 7 7 AL o 2 v A S R —
ZRAM A, RIS OGRS
SR B A B N A% A G 4 R R U B RO,
G TR R 2 0 G R 3R oK |, SE Bk
PR Hb O BB 55 B . TEAE Y B S L, Park
S UOURR L T I B LI Y B R SR R, A
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ERES-WIE N Y A R e N SRR
B, DLZ WG T X152, B A 2] GON 7 rh
AT WA B AR (DDL) 36 &4t i, T %
L R AR AE (5 B vl e 5] A M7 | A Bk, Tian
SEUVBRE R A IR B 0 3 T e T RS B 4%
(A-GCN) [y X R EUT %, 1 e IR

SR 5 FE M W B S Al b A T 8 v T AL
N T AR AR BT ST, X AT I R 2 AR T
Sy BEALCE , DL X g3 AN ] dn) V0 AR A OC & ) 2L
Pk o % 7 ¥ AE ACE 2005 I Sem-Eval 2010
Task S I Au s 4 Frosc g g5 M UE g 17 A-
GCN #F47 RE A %tk o

3 L AR
SRESERE
R i
Tl REHRLE
— "
; EENI| S S
et e shmATEN
ez SELIE

B6 AGGCNWH:EIIGIFZEE RS2 k52 ], AU arXiv. org)
Fig. 6 AGGCN Attention-Guided Layer (see original pictures in Refs. [52], Copyright arXiv. org)

SR, P B3040 3 8 0 % W, 8] it 2R 3
B IR 3% 255, GNIN FE A P 30 267 B B 7] g
s . B A, AR S AR, GNN Af fig A ik
EXFEEMERMAZMRT KRESHA XR, i
T B50A5E A8 g 1]

3.4  FETF Transformer Bk ZRHEN A &

2017 4 4% W HE W 1Y) Transformer #5710 i
5T JF A B e b B A% R, R O R FE NLP 45
B, T BRETE EWAENE . HAZLETEIA
T HEE 1 HLHE (Self-attention Mechanism ) , I
— HIL ) ol A5 A Y RE A L4 L R M Ak 3 8]
(1) £5 A 5B 43 2Z (8] 1 AH B AR, T 158 RNN B A
7 35 20 A% 3B A5 S, 0 JC 75 18 CNN IR A 7E [
JE 0 BN JRy A o Bl 4R HURFAIE o Transformer 3 i
XAHLEI R 2R AE S IR ER R A & — )2
BEREX IR, AUEE T LT SOE
B o FRi#E Transformer 2245 W0 & 7 fir 7, >R FH %
fith v — i A 2% HE 42, JH: v G B 25 0 i A 2% 25 2
i 2 )2 Transformer #5% He ot B 1M . B HR A
i £ 3k B & J1 2 (Multi-headed Self-Atten-
tion) , ‘B BE W% IF 17 4b B 5 A ¥ 1 (1 K [6] = om

2 HRAFAERMESRER, BELE
1 4 3% B2 A it M 2% )2 (Position—wise Feed—for-
ward Networks ) #f — 5 $2 BUX 2615 2 . 7 w14
i, ok S 2 g R Bk 25 i) LA S IH —
Rt Ok 115 20 3 1Y & BT v AR e Mk . RS A%
BIHCFE g i g W LAl LA T 2 X FEE T 2
(Cross—attention Layer ) , LA | F g 5 2% 19 fan A
R A, AR T AR A AR DU AE AR BT B B
JEE] TR T A LR SUE B

Y 2k 5 F L A (Pre—trained Language
Model, PLM) i it “ ¥ Il 25— s i 7 %) = > 3 =X
P, SR A B MR 7 ik 2F 2 AR AR SCAR ol i
B I RRAE , SR 5 R A W B O 6 RO " T R AT
%, X MR A | AR T ONLP AR 55 19 4k 2 75 =
B % Transformer 148 i, JF 91 G2 A5 fig ) b 25 42
Ft, BT A GPT R BERT 7 % i 3
Transformer 42 #4) i T Il 25 o 55 A5 AU, 3k S A5 A4
H& 0 Ho K iE KRB RE T, R ZEARE
HR [ R W AT 55 %8 PLM #EAT S0 7 gk 7T DL &
FHRTERE
3.4.1 GPT
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KF&IA—AL J—
SEERIRE
4T53E

KFI&JA—1k

KFA&IA—1L
EBEEH

|
SEENRE W
Transformeri&iixN KAN&UT—1L TIERSB AN
kF1&IF—1k
ZBIEEH
L
frB @—@ @—@ fr B
L ON RN
N N (AL
B 7 Transformer 454
Fig. 7 The structure of Transformer
. A 22 35 A ¢ I
GPT i 12 1 £ i & 2 i) Transformer fi# i e — (£ 5oy T

A A B, 3 SR B AL 7 Masked 23k B T
T 7 AL 45 R R R 4%, BB A% S AL F T R
2 TN 5 2 SCA B A AT 55 o GPT I 2
F &l 8 IR .

M T GPT R H A iU w25 5 2, 22 H
Tl T A AT 55, B DL A 56 2R 4l B S R
FHFEcE a8 . Ale %78 i B GPT 2547 56 R 4
B 7R A R 7 T 1 R G 5 (Byte
Pair Encoding, BPE) % SCA #E 47 4 i, 42 5 1
A 4 ) i SCHFAE () BE 77 . Papanikolaou 5§
i GPT-2 % 84> ¢ R 2R M BEAT 300, SR )5 il
FH SR A 7Y A BRI 0 1 2 80 L DA B s )1 25 B
P 1) o o, B2 A5 08 2 R FE B S SO O R Ay 2R
o WINEE R RWNIZ I 08 B AL O R LA
-7 () TR AE 3R R A U R
TiIBUCBCHE A S SOTA RS9 . SR, %07

- N/
T ‘ Transformerfi# A5 2555k | /

12x /
‘Transformermﬁ_%%‘%#ﬁﬂ |/l pany
Transfi b 1 ' Masked
‘ ransformerfi g 2e J&L it
A S

REE. LEEEHNE

B8 GPT45Hy
Fig. 8 The structure of GPT

A /N AR B B R (50 J7 4% PubMed 4 %2 ) 3F
7 %5 . Luo %510 R Hl GPT-2 5 A 45 #4 1
S T R 4 42 BioGPT #% %1, 78 1500 J7 4%
PubMed #f 22 1 B} e 1 4T TIN5, 4R Ji5 7K 730
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Y514 BioGPT W H T T iE A 55 , 16 34> i 1) iy
KRBT 55 v 5 BB L B A T i P
fE. T GPT Sk H 5 1a] %) Transformer 514 ,
I A B A SCAS I RB AR S HE 2 45 B
3.4.2 BERT

BBy BE 5 Z il BUAT 3k 8 e ) 2 /Y PLM
J& BERT #i#1  #14¢ T GPT, BERT 2K H B9 XL [7]
Transformer 45 ¥4 RE % PR A 1l B % J2 WK 19 i L
FRAE, AN, H I 2k 0K 1% 42 45 MLM ( Masked
Language Model ) 1 NSP ( Next Sentence Predic-
tion) o i, MLM it 55 3B 43 1] Y1 11 45 R 4K 35
R SCHEN B2 T O B PR RE 1 5 NSP U 3 5
A R 2F 3] fiE ST . BERT AU 42 i 15 5¢ R
HAE B R AT 2 — 2P 3 .

Wu 25009 Yok BERT B JH T 56 & il LT
S, Pt T — Al B AR LR {F B8 4 8 BERT
1y 5 ¥ (R-BERT) , 7F Sem-Eval 2010
Task 8 %% 4t £ 1 Bt 15 89.25% Y F1 & , K I J&
457 5 H Al ik 2 A5 8 Soares 4512 41 HY BERT-
MTB 77 & , f#i F§ ENTITY MARKERS 1§ 4 i A
i ENTITY START 1E Nkt 6 & Eom iF—
A E T BERT M99 B8 , >R FH U i 25 4% 19 5 g
PE R T G R IR AE B P . Zhao 41O
EEPGNN £ R |38 35 “ § 7“8 7 F5 10 58 44 DL 3 5%
BERT #ifi 3 SE AR B fiE 1, R H GON 42 B 52 K Xf
K M 45 4, IF 5 BERT A= i A1) 118 A5
B 454, 78 Sem-Eval 2010 Task 8 %t ¥ 4 #01
ACE 2005 %495 4 w8 1 Wu 8 #2 ) R-BERT
BEAY, 43 00 BUAS 90.2%0 M1 77.1% W) F1{H . Pe-
ters 2510 P2 KnowBERT-W+W 5 %1 | 38 3o 4%
R KAR HL K 0 38 % 4 6 3] BERT f9 H
E] P 2 Hp il AE AR BB 8 45 5 A1 N IR 1Y 15
BB sR ) R SCE s o T 4R e
AR MERG R o AR S5 H bl 2 R 4% 7 T
Shi 45 42 1 BERT-BILSTM H 56 £ Hl BUHE 22
WK 9 Fros . |l ik WordPiece 43 ] % iF 17
Ay 1) I ¥ 45 Sy A\ B BERT P3R4 | F 0k
LR R RIS A E AR B AT 45 A A )2
BILSTM H #F 47 ¢ & 4l i, 78 TACRED %k 415 4
(M FL{E & T AR, AEMESXR
) B |-, Li %058 i BERT 76 % R HHE 2 A
AEARLRE £ S AR 7 15 L, SR FH sigmoid 33 R

AR softmax & BRI B AT IH — 1k, &% J5 i
TR A SRR O R BRSO R
(R HE 8 A7 OC R I

SEBR b, MR R U AT 55 % I G R T
PEAT “T00E 7 10 H RS2 XTI Sk ) 3l O B
il BE 1 HEAT R A, 1l 2 RE 6% 1E 1 2K N T3 st
()55 oK o 31X — o R AR A A 2 R B 4 L B
Xof P il AR R 2 B AR A R A 55 I R R
AR, 20l FE A7 FE B R AT B & 0 B 6 i T4
FHEPe AT 55 L P fe 0 Jr BR A, 1R 07 s AR
T I 25 199 6] AR 82 A 3 A0 R B 9OxE M 35t O ()
. TEBE Y S B R 38 R SR 25 A B Ak
FUT AT 55 R 40 2R %) 7 1k 2 Al A% ) R
3.5 ETzRUEEREHNXRMEAE

TR G FR i 0 Sl A AR A i | 2k s
B 1 AR = A IA) B, Mintz 2517 F 2009 4F 75 K
W Iz AR R R A O R AL, JF 7E ACL
2 kAR o HAZ B - R R TR
AR FR WO AT o] £ K 33 P A SR 1Y
SCAT REZR AL T M R G IR o 38 o R R T
P SCAS 5 JR PR X 5%, G 7R W B RE % I Bl A
[ 1% = o NN TR 7 3 NG B e R i
HECHE A AR IR R AR A, G AR
W R 10 R . (HERZIBIR A S T3
B 1R b 1 ) RS | R MR 75 . 2010 4F, Riedel 505
B T I A A OC A il B % 7 A B TR] A 4
T “at-least-one " B R B o ZAR BN K, A0 R
PSR Z B AEAE AP OC R, IR A Fr 3 A 5 X
WA LR FEAGE, Z0FE MR
TR R . AT Mintz i 58 89 7™ 4% B %,
X — WU A Rl PR S A T 7 A ) A R AR
T, A R S Y A S R . R
I R B9 2 4, BV A — 41 )+ v i TR — )
HIFEFRIN T X R BAMER, Riedel 55| A T £ 5¢
fi] 2% >J ( Multi-instance Learning, MIL ) % #% . 7£
MIL HEZLN , & A A 7] S5 4R X5 (9 BT A )+ w21
AT AR IO R X A ] 4 2 T T
MM RS, REANEDH 4]
T3RIA T A IE B OC R X H L IE
WOk T AT A A R AR AU BB
e S

Zeng Z& R gy B B BURR 42 N 45 (Piece-
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BILSTMEZ

L TxERTR

BERTE

EmE

X7 BN

B9 BERT-BILSTMZ%iH
Fig. 9 The structure of BERT- BiLSTM

wise Convolutional Neural Networks, PCNN) , if
B A AR B S AR B R S = A ER A, B Sk
ARG SR Z )R S AR S, O A X S X h
I P 34 B R AL A R BT X SR TR
SCHR AR HE AT I, B TR R X O R Y B
PE, SR VF AL A - B AN WS A il AR A R B
SR AR O R BB . BRULZAN, A TN X
PR BR VE [A], FF PCNN 5 2 52 f61] 2% 2] 5K W AH 45
AL X —HEZRTR A E AH R SR X BT A )
TR — A, T A AN A2 2 O R A e Y
A AR A AR R TR 2 S ] 2 2] SR g
BN TR A GRS SRR T A
TEMH T i = B AR B Y m) 7R T k22 2 4 5%,
H R X AE — TR L ATD SR BRI 1 A AU X P 4
[REISY: RN

Lin %70l 1) 78 22 52 ] 2 > HE 48 v il A
T B 7 AL R I R R R e T RE o
T Ty i A A5 TR BB A% 1R 1) I EE AL N X OC &R
b 2 ELAT 3K 52 0 J7 /4 /) -, [R) B 68 I e 75 4k

P i T . 1 e A CNN X A) F 2 47 2 5 153
B ) & K ow , Bl 5 8 o = LS A A A
] 3 B — A A, S B LA O R A OC R B
I Oy I Y R R R [ B RN W KRS
N, T O R 07 VA R A AL 5k R
M 75 )BT, [A)AE AE OR FH A T R L
TD, Ji 48T 2 45 A PCNIN 5 2035 72 vp il s 4k
R (E B APCNN #5180 5 5 4] F i =
JIHL A ROR) ) 22 S5 6 B, 1 5 S AR R ORI
DAk G 2 Sl L, /0 M 75 5

TE 22 56 22 FEAR 7 1, Jiang &5 2B T — b
2 S Z2 b 25 1) A i W B OE W) Ak B B A 22 )
2SR T ) 1 1 B R Ak SR W A 3K ) 1 [
M) AT B DV 2 R, B R OC R g A
Ry AT S5, A W O R R R A
EAE R BI04 28 . Han 55745 56 T 0 4R 0 3
T SR H B AL S G TR RS
AAH B 4G T DL SR A R

TE 45 4 58 1k 2% >J (Reinforcement Learning ,
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RL) J7 1l , Feng & ™4 1 — i 5 7 I 75 X 4l
fO R 1 G 58 R e A IR A S AR R
— SR M — SRR AR o S
v 18 3 58 b 2 > B B R TR B R T, O R R 4R
4] oA B R R K a P, KR KA LT
A G T, I i 52 ) e A A 4R R A . Qin
SELPIIN R R R A= AR BH 1 R A (R % 1 s
S A R S PR 2 ) 5 R bR T O RO R
i i 2l 75 Ve SR 1 3l U B O R ST A
UER e S R NG iw T S R A SN o 7
T 2% & il UM BE 89 R i o Feng 45 J7 % 1Y % Jil
e T MR, W% 0706 R T X AR
Ir AR TR RE S AL , RE W K 3 B i A M OR
I 1 FE -

lgxs |
=

BE10 Rl ELe
Fig. 10 The framework of distant supervision

1E 45 A& XF Pt % ) (Adversarial Learning,
AL) J7 I, Qin 8817 32 Az jl =06 0 9 2% 1 )3 K
P& O A B A= B 6 B 2% ( Distant Supervi-
sion Generative Adversarial Networks , DSGAN) J5
A R A Y TE R AR AR Sy SR A SR I R
H 0 g L BLE A G A% A PE RE T B 2 R ORI, 15
B e A A U o R FZ AR A X e AR B )1
AR HEAT 22 R AR BH 1 52 1) EE 43 e ) B
HRFMBAR T . TRESR D
N, T DSGAN [ J7 3 18 56 28 il IO 2 0 1
R T B B A A E S8 T DSGAN U7 ik
JE— i ELAT B T B XS T o A SR

FESS A W Rit 5 BB J5 18, Alc 587 4
DISTRE J5 % an & 11 fi 7 , 8 GPT 9 & 2] it 2
W B RO 4 7E NYT 10 %088 45 b ) Hgk 47
JH LI R B VR AR LA R B O 2
AT B 06 R KR, Yu %53 Y 3 F BERT
(1) 5 2 3 BOHE 22 BRE , ok A BERT fE JJy FEAF $2
s, H2 45 ok ML #1519 CNN (PE-CNN) 4k
FH S A 22 8] B AR X7 AR R LA TR AR B 2R AT 55
FOE R MU 55 Z (8] o 22 8B, Bl 8% S0
FR K N B B[R] R DR 1 3 B B 0 PIL AR
(TDSAM) , 3 5 B 7] 2 okl #5 55 AI% #1509 5
o], L b T 40, A R i T MIL HE 2 iy e

74 1)

[F—amm| | aFxs | EXS

Transformer
12x

Masked
sLEEER
FIHLE

PN N

El11  DISTREMER(E % 3CHR[ 77 ], BT A arXiv.org)
Fig. 11 The framework of DISTRE (see original pictures in

Refs. [77], Copyright arXiv.org)

2GS A D 5 2R A B ) — T
TEHOR I A S R A S AE BB B
AR SCAR B ST R I 2 R 4 bRk A
JI, AR AN HE T IR U A K o X M I B ARG
EER A B U R BRSO B 42 T LA
LSRG Rz b, R R T
YA ] BRI TR R kAU AR O
A B TRz ALRE T RO . AR, B DR AR )
R 5 A A R ) A Y 32 B2 AR, A
FI SR T 5 SO 0] 4 1] SR DC I5E 28 % 1 1 58 52 2 b
SpECH B AN HER B BR 4%, 13 28 I A S0 AN Y
REAR TR 2 o B i 3 AT BE 5 R A 2R X i iR
B BE 2 2], R 4% bR T IR B 2 >
KAMBOTERLT TS
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KA ARTRAFI KRR T kB2

Table 4 Summary of relation extraction methods based on deep learning

Ik T e ST
GBI o w0 A 3 i i B URISC (807 /I8 B 1 A A B KB SO ol P 2 K SO AR T
(CNN) Byt n-gram 454 B AR 10 5 IR 55
TR AR T K IR L T 3cE Bmad BT TR , (A T FIBATE e P 91 o s e 9 1 0

(RNN) WMk, EROR R BT e I 2% T K03 el PR FHBUTS

R TR KL AP ECE F) TRISCRY g A s TSR , G 0y ol A
2 e 3% 5 21 SCA B (A 1
'fV§¥§ BN S R R RIRER AT 1) e MERERIG s TR ME R 2 iii;é;:ﬁﬁi;?%"
" FCE KRS SR F R ) N - ‘

BIA BRSO, A A A, AR Ve R B

FHELIR A5 5

Transformer — AYFHE MM, AT BB IR (5 B it e S SRS rERE IR, 77 Ziéﬁi?i R AR

s AT AR ET A B
) S R | M A T AR IR B} SRUBE I BCHERR e A
s n%;{—g =1 /\‘»\ ‘DR‘LT, 5 g
R YRR I A L SRR SR L%

4 BT ORI S A S R B0 %

2020 4 Open Al & 4ii T 1750 12 & 5 1y
GPT-3""' & , JF i T Kif % B A (large lan-
guage models, LLM ) ( KAL) f4 857 ih 8 . 2022
i ChatGPT /9 3, 175 LLM Ry BE /) 4 ) 58
SR, WO T ORB L A SR G . 2023 4F
3H , GPT-4 0y A ChatGPT H £ 17 3 (1 2
fit B 71 . 202445 H , GPT—4o (o 1k 4 )7 ) fig
g ST X6 AL AR SCAR EAT HERE, IR
KB AH B AE AR B 30 T 2 0T il
19 NAHLAE B I o

KA P Y 7R (Prompting ) £ RS2 35 78 Hi
AR B T B SR R 48 T KB il AR
TR LRI EL e o B AR R L
BRIz AR BE 1, AN T 0 A TR E AT RUE B RE 0%
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