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Abstract

The knowledge base question answering (KBQA) task has two sub-tasks: entity linking and rela-
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tion detection. Entity linking (EL) is the process of linking entity mentions appearing in given text
with their corresponding topic entities in a knowledge base, which includes mention detection and
entity disambiguation. Due to expression diversity, short context information, different meaning
between similar candidate entities, it is more challenging in Chinese Entity Linking. Traditional
methods do not make full use of the knowledge base and lack further exploration of representa-
tion between mention and candidate entity. We propose a knowledge marker method for both men-
tion detection and entity disambiguation. In entity disambiguation, we also use a BERT-Siamese FNN
network to encode mention-candidate entity pairs. The experimental results on two datasets show
that the EKBERT reaches the state-of-the-art models and distills rich but discriminative informa-
tion.
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1. 5l

KR PE )85 50 20, SEARBEBERI O R TR o SEAACEE B2 61 7 AN 1) 4] A 3 50 R 84 R IS 380 e 140 ot
L PRI R S AR s R AR T P T A e ) T il ) il R SEAAR IR OR R R AR . O SR S R R R AR
W B EREE R — A = e, RN AIE R,

THT ) AP ST SCAR R SEAARBE B2 (Entity Linking), & H SATE & AL BRI ) 2R AT 45 2 —, BRI F4a e i —
AN RS SCAR (A ) 2 R R ) B R SO AR TR R AR, IR 40 s SR R R A R SR AT DRk
MR, ALHE SRR AR A AN SRV B P A AR S5 (1] 7E NLP X 7o e, SEORBE B2 3 240
HhaF 2 [2] [3] [A1A3d i 1) A r 1 S AR AR R e S 7E 7 1T b PR A AL BE DT Rl BE AR . A ST o3 #
THAREBIED: 1) RIEIRENRE, SRR 85%. 2) 95% IS FE AT It AR PR 1% 5 SR #R 17
EH 7] (1) 2 5] (overlap) o 4B BLYE S SCAER BEAR/AME B R 2408 2 AR LA 8 S pd 2 [ ) 22 310 . 3) 5k
SRR PE RIS SR, NS Tk AR AR (0 IE B Sk . filinfE oA “2013 48 12 HkFubi H it
HANBRZDHZEIL? 7, 1840 Ok Tuh” R— AR WAk, ACHIENREE . Fa AR LA iR e
SRR K T, K TICH LT, AR TR k)Y BAEMRES KT, NETFXE
B, FREHEIRT A ) & — AN EEEIE R, BTEIEA R RSk

Ebxt BRI, OF @R . TAE61R I ZRE A BERT [7]UA Sk it 772, fesiik
WU ER A Fp F LR U SRR AR, AR5 L S 100 SRR SR v BN, B AR ITIE,
HGEE SR 0B . R TR A — e FE P b A w7 R L FR AR o BBt g 1) R, 25 5 0310 HE R R 8
AAFAE SRR TR AR RIS 1% TAE AR B RN RS B . TAE[8]7E TE[6] 5 L yy T FIl Zrpsi Y
BERT LAKI/KE NI 73, TESARM B FAE SRR SOAR PR BRI SR G, 51N AR FEAE BT S ik
MR, EBIREQ] IR RERI . EAEMNER EIFRIRATII, UFE RIS EE token
VENILR I 4 R . FESR IR T454 T BERT. GRU 1 CNN, Z3E Kk HAHE NE 2.

NFRAE SO B IR, A SCHE AT C A RIS R, 5T BERT B SCSEARBE AR
BT — ML Entity Knowledge subgraph-BERT (EKBERT). = #EGigkl T :

ik
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1) $REH G HORIRERIC TV, [RII  F 38 S B P S A TR ) R SE AT AT 55

2) ESRATHEAESS b, SIARIE SRR — Bk 7 g5 1P SUE R, SiaRiRbr i iRl AN i s
PRI BERIR, AR NZPE 2845 2SI IR R 106 R DL R AR IE SR A5 7

3) EATF I SCSEARBER AN i SCRIAR P8 i) A 55 BTk 08, B3] T H AT AT EsEERCR -

2. XTI 1E
2.1, PICENRERE

R KB =Judl[<E 16>, <i§iE>, <EIESIHR. RORE FE I AR A ARG F IR A
AU — A EWIEA, BRI ERRER. BT EE ) T U A 5 B R PR 75 7%
[10], &3 SUFHT IO TR B N B ARG 5 Il ) AT AR SRR SRS, Fe AR E BN i
TEAIF KR PE B W IR (P15 58 o 7k (LA e B A v A AR A AT i ) o ) SR S ) P i 890 i 2R AR 1) )
SRR F Ao He T3 SUFHT I D5 508 8 UK T AT R A 70 AR, M AT I R R B
MR AR TR SRR TNEER BRSO IR L, ARITRZE o A [BHIE SR IR Ok R %A,
I A A AT U SCUCRE RO HER? et B mT RE AR AR M EH TR EE AT R B 58 o JVA[2] 4 Hh ) o BR AR DL S Y
Jiid, SRR A) SRR AR 2 JRIRILEL . AHEL T HE 115 URBT I 7%, B TE B R 7 IR E 1
BT RAT L Mz AL F7,  RERE B IAE ORI RRE

2.2. BT WINGES ERB R SCIF %

TRBE 2 ST SRR ik [12] 9, — e AR AR B A SRS S w20 . AEFRARIRI L, 7k (13155 A
R T — AR LSTM i 5 BT Ha A0 100, 53K [7] [8] [14] [15]H T 2T BERT i 5 A5
AR, T7V5[14] [15]2E T RNiR FERE s f g 1 s in] B, B TR 0 DT O 4l R FE 2 S A B sy 1 B AR 132
B 77 o ARSI FH 1R 2 fl A 81 s 280 s ) SIS AR R AR RS o 732 [ 161K FH T TN RY 51N T R g
SCARAE B o PR R SR K RS 2, H N\ BERT 522 AR, SRJE 5 XA GRU M4 1)
PEEUIIE SRR BT BHEE, SN —4EE RS, 2t token 1202845 RIFATHRARA . EX
CREEFIBONE IR . TP IR[ASIAE TR [AT14R R TY FLAT b, 40 50R e SR A Jyia] SN lattice 454, H
BT BERT SRR, bk TARHRH]FH R0 iR PE k47 v 31 3 6 v S SAAR R 7

TESEARTE B b, — RO SR ICEE IR R R, iR [413E H—AN5I N Lattice 5 #4110 CNN R4,
IR 2T F 2R, AR A SSRGS 1 43 1A 5 AT 43 21 B AT PR SCAR D LR 7R o AER A FH T
SR SR, BT EARTEEURR Z . AR T ZRE S B BERT G2 [n) ) Mgk Se 44 1) DL R AT
%, HRENzAGEE S . E[LA/ERIH BERT R RIVLACAF > b, FHUE 7K, SSmpE, sikbig
I 1] (1) R B AEREAE, M T — AR TRHERI PR HLE], (RS SHOR E AR 7845 A BERT HIILAL
R T Z /MRl LightGBM 733 55— NILECAS 5y, AN RIS A45 5 . BB e, H
KA ERR RS B . E[18]2E AR — AN ET BERT HIZRA AR ILERRL, 548 T SH R
A, JEIRAF S G I SCARILAL R AN, IESE T 2R AR WK AEA) T RN IE R o (B IF AL SUA SEABE AT
% L B8AIE

2.3 AR FINGES RE

AT, RZ TAEUEFRIE RN BTN 2515 S AR b o JE[19]Je 4t SOAR AR IR B 53 ) ) 70, R
e 8 1o A B T AN Y R LT A IR BN BTE SRR, AN R A ST 4 (R S B R S A e
[ R . LR R ST T SCRR A AR SO OSOAR LIS _EAS BSGAIE,  (HARAE SRR RAT 55 ESEi. JF
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12 [20155 N I 43 1 BRSNS it iR A5 R A9 BRSO L, AT B v 7 EEHEBR ) 1R AR 55 R L 7
IR[21155 AR BERT LA SEARAE SR R SEAR SR R 70 R I e X 48 T AR HRR BITE N FIR 238 5 AR v 1
AL, REFETH TS MR,

3. AKX
3.1. EKBERT Z{&4E#y

EKBERT A ARSI WA 1 P ASCARBER T ik i PN LG AR ARTR AR RN S A
B, 455 —NiHA) Q, AR E SRR I SEARBEATREMULAC, £ 17 &b DL HC ] /T J5 AR BR AR D
“I7 SRR, R H ] A SR TR AR me JEI iR SRR L1 mention2id LS5
RO RLI PRI AR E = {e,,--, e, }» JEIH) Q RIEAMREIE LA e LR AT RS, MANRE P2
foik Seid e M—Bk 7B, 1E8 B R SUE BPHEAERIESCAR e 5. H)a, ERRAMBRGE SR K RTE 0N %S
TRARIC “#7 R “$” FREALE . SN BISHRTE BRI R B R SR A p, B R
(B SEAR e 11 Ir) E R AR B A0 IR B A T AR S, 58 BRSE A

[mnpEi ] [mention2id s | [ i |
>, 7

\\\ S
\, \ ,’
N

/’
[ s — smrnmmmn — scpmmsn  |—] Gk |

Figure 1. The overall architecture of EKBERT
1. EKBERT LR EE (A 540

3.2. SEE4EHIRAI

EKBERT QiR HI 841 T BERT-Softmax #5544, A f) Q, frh#aft m, Wik 2 frs. AT
A 1515 22 R R SR T B B PR AR R B I MR 2, AT B — 2B R R R A A R iR
JE R I SR AR AR RREAR AR, BRATHE ) A) 5 AR PR B SR AT RS FUC G . X B9 2 ner AT 55 KB Sk
WA, EEI AR R AEAE SR Ok R0 COkTEE T o CHEH R CHER IR o RATTS AR IX SR Y BT
JEARARRIL ¢ WRFE—AFRIEE)E ZMAR R, Rl —REkbRE ¢ o Ay 2013
F 12 AT H B A VOE 2D HEZ S 1?7 SRR PRSI UCEL R SEA {2 A, kT, KT, B,
BEHNIKY, TURECJS AN SCAS A “2013 4E 12 H k73| H AR R 2R T2 7 o “K” =+
AR SARAN—IK “|” o ARVEJTERH BIO, BIARIARIE «|” SARYE 2 S EFRAR span WHfE, 7EF81K span
PUAMEZE N €07, fE4RAR span LAAFREEN “17 o 534h, W EAT4 S 49k, ERE 5% —Faid

i 44 SR span H
b B2 b Bl B2
~EEBEE - - - FSESES

Deep Transformer (BERT)

Input -~ o n [ [ -
A 20134F 12 A 7K Tl i) H b N IRGE 2 D HEE 5 12
Figure 2. Mention detection model of EKBERT
2. EKBERT #9a IR BIHREY
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3.3. SCIFiHI

EKBERT MR B UNK 3 ATon, 4i)E=2 BERT, X ARG P37, FEER—4
AR AT AP R N 4, 15 RN m R IESEAA e ILECER R, % )ZH Softmax 4328 8% 45 ik sk
A e B4 E -

Input

ok 4 BESEE  FEER

Figure 3. Entity disambiguation model of EKBERT
3. EKBERT HYSLiAiH 15 R

33.1. AREESHEE

ARG E: 42— MR m, @id mention2id F IR RIELIAES E ={e,- ;) W T X
FATPIE—MEESAE e, FATMSLHER AR E PR RGEE T =Jc4, EHRMA miEa Q 1N
B 1, RISk o MIE M — BT BIPHEE N AT 20 Hodr, — Bk B E e SR Gk SEAR) BLERAHE R 2
HURKFRr: B o” (8L “JEYE: B )HB, AR “RR: BSHA” (8 “wik: BIEE” )M “)”
vl GPIE

AR FE B FATA R R S B AU MR SR AL 5, BRI, AERR AR S N inbnic “#7
FEMRESEARTT G AR INFRIC “87 o 2, TAHERA), Bksedk, FilE T E#ZE L) BERT
fy s

[CLS]Qp #M#Q,iy [SEP|$e,81, 20,1, 1 0, (1)

3.3.2. L ERE R IR MERLE

A token HIFEZE 2 H eRY . [ H, B H, FRiEA m MRERR, WEH, BIH &R
ISk e MIBRERRIR o FRATTIE I it Ak (P38 B R R) AL R 4 tanh 73 20FE 4K m AR IE SL ik e, 1—4E 1)
BER. BT 4 M 4 (Siamese Transformer [18]. Siamese BiLSTM [22] [23]. Siamese CNN [24])7E
F)F XS UC AT 5515 B 70 0 I SGAE, AR BEIZHR A) X IR EZ R, BRI TR . ASCRA
Siamese FNN fEH[a]2, 45t BERT 58|18 AAMRIE LA R R CAASFEMLEER, FIbHE
TR FNN (W, & R™ by e RY )R A W 2% ¥ 4 i 2 o X 454K m ) token Al & H, 21 H | #E47-F 21040 /5,
BEERAERRH,  SEARIN:

1

H,;zwl{tanh(_ - 121-:Htﬂ+b1 )

- t=i

X SEAR e ) token [FE H, 3 H T PGS, ERERERRAH, . EREAXMN:
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H. =W1{tanh 12 H ﬂ (3)

[CLS]fiz B 15 token A1 B 40 7323, AL 55— FNN (W, e R™ b, e RY Y3 EIFUR AT HY,
R AR

Hee =W, (tanh (Hy, ))+b2 (4)

e, X AR HL HE H | H - HY| $685%, S Softmax 7p384s, 13 BIAEAMBIE SR ) —
R AR 1A OO RIS 23, 15 0B e T A RS A
FENGRISRE R BATE 22 SUB A 9tk iR BN A R AT ML T dropout, By 1AL

I
(=

4. 2%
4.1, BUREMITGIERR

BAVEA PSS 3T 75258 25—/ & NLPCC 2016 CKBQA AR i & ¥ 8 [5] . Hds
RPRAE T 1) 14,609 A iE) B0 I ZREEAN 9870 A in) Bt MNAAE ;s 2) — AN 4300 J5 %% SPO HKTR
J£:3) —/MIY mention2id 18 i) 15 {5 126 SR R B 7 8 55 A2 CCKS 2019 EL SEARBEFEEE 5[ 25] -
Mot 1) — A% 365 Ji4% SPO MIARIRE; 2) 9 F&IZSE, 1 A4&WIESE, 3 H&MRE; 3)
mention2id =,

JRAGHE Rt B A e 1, FRAWEH TARE[7I 5, R RSGE SRR, SSATl BT
ks o MR HRITER AN 2, 6 3 Fom o TR, FRATRAAS 2 Precision. # [F]% Recall
N FL ATV . X TSR AR RY, JRATTSKRA Top 1. Top 2. Top 3 MIHERGF AT 48 HEE MRR i3
FPVPAl o TSR BE BT 45, BRATTRA Top 1. Top 2. Top 3 HIHAERR AT ITAS .

Table 1. An example in NLPCC 2016 CKBQA dataset
52 1. [RIA%IESE NLPCC 2016 CKBQA HIZE IRz

question 2013 4 12 Ak Tulift) Hik h Nk 242 58 12
triple ATk GG TiT) | H 3E N 7k(29,806 [1], 27 49 44(2013 4 12 H)
answer 29,806 [1], 5549 (20134 12 H)

Table 2. An example in mention detection
= 2. #CRAIB R FIAEN

tokens 2013 4F 12 Ak ubkp Hik B Nk 2 /b HER B 12
labels 0O 0 O O B-entity I-entity I-entity OO O 0OO0O0O00O00000O0

Table 3. An example in entity disambiguation

3. EMHKHRHIER

sentence A 2013 4F 12 Ak Tulif Hitt Nike 2 b HER ZE L2
sentence B 7K T3 GHr AL )
label 1
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4.2. STWE

4.2.1. WIRTSLIE
BT BdEE T A KRR A B2 S, WEBARPFEEERN, JAINSG B4 ShRES a4 %
b, BT O FISREASE — 2R U B R

422 BEHIZE

T AR T ERAEHNESE . B-AS TR, RTAETIREE 8 B AT Skl
B HARAFHIKE Maxlength HIHFE: 7 RIRE T EIE B0 L N SCHKERE, BRFIIKERE
¥ 380 Ae o B A 95% MR . ATENFIRESS B, BB R 60 B8 55 HE 4 95%IH .

Table 4. Parameter settings
=4 BEERINBSERE

4 FEAGR ST B
Batch size 32 24
Epochs 30 1
Max length 60 380
Learning rate le-5 le-5
Weight decay le-2 le-2
Warmup steps 1000 1000
Dropout rate 0.1 0.1

4.3. LWHRR ST

SEUS I FEHERI R IS 1) BUEAEN) SOTA i BB-KBQA [7]F177i%[8]; 2) K-BERT [19], %X
RIE TR BERT rhIGbmk N T 41iR%E, JE7E NER /£45 MSRA-NER. NLPCC-DBQA AFIJCH AT 55
LCQMC. NLPCC-DBQA &I 1T .

4.3.1. FERIRFNELRHR

FRACIR AR () R BLUN 7 5 s - NLPCC CKBQA %i#i 45, BB-KBQA [7]H 1 & BERT-CRF #i%,
WA R AR, RIEAK. JEBIF A BERT HEAMEHEA BISLAMIAR IR, TENAINIMIRER, T4
FriEid F25e A BERT-BILSTM 4ifid, SAJ5 41 token HHERTIA KISk fiiiR o, H—4EBHUENRIL)Z,
W2 g5 i 4 B S 80E K. K-BERT [19]@EN T ANREMS B, (H BT 7EA) 7 SL R Ja 4 N K & SER I (5
B, SEGIRME R R R, AT R A EKBERT-MD (mention detection)7E JR ) 7 rf,  DLHED&0R (1) 524k
B GHEANFIRERIE “17 5 ASEME SOFR AR SR A TS B, SRie g RAE A Sl 4 LRI
ATt

Table 5. Mention detection results (%)

5. #ERIRAERI(%)

. NLPCC2016 CKBQA CCKS 2019EL
it
P R F1 P R F1
State-of-the-Art
BB-KBQA [7] 96.96 97.02 96.99
J7ik[8] - - - 82.68 85.34 83.98
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Continued
FIR G TR (Y T 2R R
K-BERT [19] 97.21 97.6 97.4 81.26 84.32 82.76
EKBERT
EKBERT-MD 98.87 98.87 98.87 86.09 88.07 87.06

4.3.2. SEHHBERME

SR AR (RPN TR 6 BT BRI RS 2 AR L A R SR 22 1 BB-KBQA [716 B &
$&Ft, K-BERT [19[{EA) FH G HBEEAN T FEEE, MEANERE KT 3CAKE, SmEE N Esa)
MG RN, IR AR JE[BIFHEN T S iR 5 5, FEBURMAATE AL E R token /E ML R R,
RBIRETAFE 4. BRATR LK EKBERT-ED (entity disambiguation)i: A\ 7 sefkdtiid (5 S AFRAC.
SEARRRIL, HUPRICTE LA I token A (max Kos i KAk, ave FKox-FHAitifk), iid Siamese FNN Zitd
W85y, RIMET K-BERT, FH4zia7ik[8].

Table 6. Entity disambiguation results (%)
= 6. LIFHIRHIRIL(%)

) NLPCC 2016CKBQA CCKS 2019EL
P Top 1 Top 2 Top 3 MRR Top 1 Top 2 Top 3
State-of-the-Art
BB-KBQA [7] 89.14 93.19 95.05 92.16
JiVE8] - - - - 93.93 99.09 99.86
IR 53 B TR AR
K-BERT [19] 89.58 92.58 94.41 91.46 93.38 98.16 99.21
EKBERT
EKBERT-ED-max 93.39 96.98 98.4 95.94 93.83 99.14 99.82
EKBERT-ED-ave 93.28 96.79 98.36 95.87 93.76 99.02 99.79

4.33. SEUREEIEHIR
BEE FR QIR BRI SEAR T AR, AR SR BE R E SR TE 7 B, TERIAN SR SE LRI LA
A FHRTT .

Table 7. Entity linking results (%)
7. SEMHEHERRIL(%)

NLPCC 2016CKBQA CCKS 2019EL
[t
Top 1 Top 2 Top 3 Top 1 Top 2 Top 3
State-of-the-Art
BB-KBQA [7] 86.27 90.18 91.97
J7%[8] - - - 80.16 84.56 85.2
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Continued
FIR G TR (1 T 2R R
K-BERT [19] 86.52 89.83 91.72 78.73 82.76 83.48
EKBERT
EKBERT 92.92 96.31 97.56 80.32 85.03 85.78

4.3.4. FAEERE

N T UE B AR ST ) SR BE A T e A KBQA T4 R8T, FRATTEIHT T 58 85, RATRAE T
FE[TIAR IR 26 RGBS RE R A, RS SRR AL . D¢ RTINS B 45 H (s OC R 19
53 ST, SEARBERER R LA R SRS 4y S°, JEIT IBURIS B E 284543 « BATE B R TR accuracy
FH S Top 1 (94.75%), Top 2 (97.99%), Top 3 (98.82%), ML ATFHIE(E 8). Mk, BAAATIRLM
SEARBEIERETY . fE CKBQA 1155 [5]% F1 18 15 87.34%, L TAE[7]#RTF T 3%.

Table 8. Comparison of public results and our reproduced results (%)

2 8. NFEIRFIE IEIBRTEE (%)

TR Top 1 Top 2 Top 3 F1
BB-KBQA [7]A T4 94.81 97.68 98.60 84.12
A IR 94.75 97.99 98.82 84.18

4.4. JHRASCIE

T BAEER BERT LA HARZE A48 ST SOt R AOEETT, BATERHE 4[5 B 1 RS s. 347
o 25 SR T B I SR B A bR EKBERT-ED-w/o etoken, 85k 25 siAc i) S5 B AU AR (S B )
SEAATH B RER 9 EKBERT-ED-w/o etoken + kg VB SR 45 R AN 9 fi, WS AL, L8 2 A LF,
RIBAAR T . ENTARI RN PEAR BN SR FA5 BRI TT 10200 7)) >k 2.18% 7K1 2.08% I #2T+.

Table 9. Comparison of our model with different components (%)
9. FREIAMHIIERIXTEE (%)

Y Top 1 Top 2 Top 3 MRR
EKBERT-ED 93.39 96.98 98.40 95.94
EKBERT-ED-w/o etoken 91.31 95.49 97.02 94.56
EKBERT-ED-w/o etoken + kg 89.13 93.15 94.99 92.51

45. BHISHT
=B irsib st B, BAE B ILNAEREER RG]0, 0k 10 Fior.

Table 10. Representative examples in experiment results

F 10. AAERRMOSRERA S

id i 5 BB-KBQA Our il
1 I JE 2 JE T4 B g2 x \/ & R A TR AR 2R T30 e
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Continued
2 AR A ST 5 P SR A T 2 X v $R Y AR AR AR B 00 B T
3 YR A T R H AR ]2 A A I ? x V Bt PR S AT ISR R T S T
4 SERHIRL T 2 A4 R A ? x V &t AR S A A R 0 R T

FB1 12 3 R R IR R . 01 1R B 2 #eP e R SeAR e, “Ehbs g iy
WSEAR “sh SR A, CBSCHEET MR h RScE” BT, CHET ik
1M H A2 “HisJg” A ROSCEEFPF 3R o JATTINIIHFIR token “|” (7 AR R H
IERIFRAR. JPE[SIAR IR IEfTR R, S0 4 71 5 R R SLRI B RE 71, 20 4 v, ARSCHT5E
[SIRRWCERIR A “ i de” . ASORRI N 18 NS EAT BB IR “ S5 e WOk SR 2 Y IR A 1Y
Sk iR, JTIRBIIIRR “EAERe ER R ) 7 o Herh 16 MEESHARLRA R
IFIA]” R AR e Ul WA SORE R e 70 7%t 5 il ) A A ) B B 0] (R S5 8 R SUSS TRD) R Mk e S 2 T R 22 531 o
F1 5, PAMERIIRICERRA “SERT , WA BT RANR BT AT RONEMN 22 ik
SEAR T TSR “SERT TR [SITINER SR “SER GRS R ARM) 7 o G TR A A&
WEER, BARERA N RIESC AT 4 MUFRAR “H T 547 Sk, RIS T 5 ALl 1t
WRIZEA R, (AR R RERE— 0 X )IX 4 M SR

5. &R iB

ASCIRH T — AT RRARC I TR SR E2 A pP e 0 48 SR BER AR Y, B —FP AR bRic vk, 74
AR il SR TS B TESSRTE Rl G T SR AR RS R, i AR A ) 2% 15 3 B 4 (1) L
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