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Structured Processing for Pathological Reports Based on Dependency Parsing
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Abstract Most of pathological reports are unstructured texts which can not be directly analyzed by
computers. The current researches on structured texts mainly focus on the information extraction.
However, the syntactic features of pathological reports are particular, which makes it more difficult to
extract information relations. To solve this problem, a novel method of structuralizing pathological
reports based on syntactic and semantic features is proposed in this paper. First of all, we construct a
synonym lexicon by using neural network language models to eliminate the phenomenon of synonymy.
Then the dependency trees are generated based on the preprocessed pathological reports to extract
medical examination indices. Meanwhile, we use short-sentence segmentation and annotation as
optimized strategies to simplify the structure of dependency trees, which makes the grammatical
relations of medical texts clearer and improves the quality of the structured results. Finally the key-
value pairs of medical examination indices can be extracted from pathological reports in Chinese, and
the structured texts can be generated automatically. Experimental results based on real pathological
report data sets show that the performance of the proposed method on medical indices and values
extraction achieves 82.91% and 79.11% of accuracy, which provides a solid foundation for related

studies in the future.

Key words medical data; pathological reports; dependency parsing; text structured processing;

neural network language model

B OE REABRIREPHOIARBETAELENLEE. AN THEMN GG > H LR, BT LALLM
FRRABERLZMHR T X A BREEETRENAEAGELFAE. LS P XLZEXLEHRG R T M
B, Ak ERFA,RH T AR EAESREG LA T R BB A Z R LE T A KT R
BREPHRAE . SF NS AL EREBE EARBEASRELANKRGELEN. TR EW
DA ) AT BAF RN TR ARG AR BERGIRAXZMEN N ML ERX R E AW, RS54

W im HEF:2016-08—16; & E HH:.2016-10-24

ESTE . LGl R G137 3 BT H (15511106900) 5 19 R 4 %l 2 G 10 H (16]C1400802) 5 H e 12 48 S ARl 55 2% 43 48 K2 il
I H (B201312) 5 i i fif B K 8 % 088 6 100 H (XX-XXFZ-01-14-6349)
This work was supported by the Shanghai Innovation Action Project of Science and Technology (15511106900) , the Science and
Technology Development Foundation of Shanghai (16JC1400802), the DHU Distinguished Young Professor Program of
Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (B201312), and the Shanghai Specific Fund Project for Informatization
Development (XX-XXFZ-01-14-6349).

BE1EH . EfE4E (chendehua@dhu. edu. cn)



2670

ENFR S &R 2016, 53(12)

MWERGERE ;T FRREGESHERRNFTF IR EREFTREREFAS EHBAFE.FOFE
REMILER, TR EAASEAVNES RAEASSTRERITH L. LR AW . BZF7 A FAf
3§ R FAFARIBAE S PO AR FET AL AL F 82.91 %A 79. 11 %, AAEHFRIT T T LA,

XiE BT RBEIRE ARG ) B oA UKL MK I A 2 W 95 S AR

HE%ESES TP391

Bt 5 B A e it bR R e L H TR R T R
P AR B R TR T I RO B IR O BE T
DAY B 73 A 92 4R 1L T Al SR T >4 AT R T 3
BIRZ L ARG S MR AR A SR .l T A
R E SHLATE S Z MAF7E BRI . 3 B3O R
LA Ak A 23 B Al 4544 16 SCAR B0 28R BT L 32
Wi 1 AT A R R D T RE A OM H BUA B R AR
SV 73 AT T HL R B 7 SCRS SR AT RO 23 A AR 42
B+ AT 412 155 27 B30 A (L 0 Al 45 4 A B it 47 45
P AR IR I T 32 U A A O Y

o BG4z 2 12 IR B e TP R B PR ST
P o R A R I AR AR T A BB A A L AR SRR A B
22 30 0P G A 45 SRR AW R AR R i PR A2 T
LW R ILAENA L ARG S E RS . X
S SRS A A AR SR A R I R R A BEA T BN 12 W Y

AR W E T A R Z IR O R A
& 0 45 A A B bR R kB A S 0 O B 4R R
key, DL B X N 48 W B value, Fx &I K key-value
B EE R AR, 3R 1 45 th T HR A 75 A 2 4l
g 1A S, AR A5 R i 13 4 key-value
T 0 2H 40 Al e rba i BRI RN B S LD
F A OB b B HOGS B A8 A (E 2 i BE 12 T A% OC
2. N BRI LU 8 AR I 75 R A i 4 b
R JIT AT 1 348 P A 7045 A AR AR AR L T AR B AR P
WO A5 B I ST a7 W0 3 1 45 0 L i s IR A
i) 7] Bt A A A B R 2 sl SPSS (statistical
product and service solutions) #4458 A B 542
THXZ5 M AR r 5 12 W 45 3 3 47 SCBR 40 A 42 4
OB 5 R R VDA O Y BT 0 TR DT i B B AR
HEATIZ .

Table 1 Example of Structured Thyroid Ultrasound Report
x1 BREBFEVRERSSERLERSEM

Example 1 Indices

Structured Key-Value Pairs

R I 27K/ BB A5 9 e 0

CHUR RN S TEHD  CHURR BRI 25 TE ) L CHAR it i 748 JE2

CHUR O RN VT 25 bk 3 T
LR R AN S N N
AL g A AR (R R
CEETY) R/ 5 A H fih T

BN P REOGWE A, N ER R
AR AR 7 [0 75 43 A 345 A O F AR R
PRI T AR B0 4545 R /N2 5. 1 mm X
4.4mm X 5.0 mm, 5 6 5 522 b AL 0 ~
25 %5, L AL RIS L af AR 2 Ol TR A .

B PRl A A

FELIEH) CCHURBR R B IEF) CCHARBR R L6 L CH AR
RRAGLIEE, 838 (N B Il 7, 25 4 v 45D | (Il s a0 A, 339 50D
(R EE .1 ) (859 K/h,5. 1 mm X 4, 4 mm X
5.0 mm) | (5 [ 32 i 1/ AR, 0 ~ 25 %6) L (4% Y i At AR .
I L (57 il A IR A AD

FIAI - 75 AR 45 44 16 SCA B2 4k S 45 4 1 B 40 451 35K
B TE R AR B2 1A a0 [ s ) 25 R et G B i)
IR A S A LM T R BRI S
Ak PR IF AR O B D o EBEAE ST 5 w4 T S AR
Sl A B A IR LA 5 0 G A A 2 4 h AL B 25 A
AESCAS s TR AT X SCA FEAT 25 H AL A A T G B 2P
PR RSO G540 A0 B R R 22 5% 2 HLU A 4k 3
J7 30 AR H T BRI7 SCR T AN R 4 8L8% B B B A 0
PEAS TR o LA R AN ) T e P ) 438 A 1) o A [] L 3
HI T 56 T RN S5 Fa A6 7 3k 1) T4 PR 2% L B LA
LT G HE — ol 3 P T A7 9 BELAG: £ 414 1 45 1 Al R )
oy WAE. B T B RS TR 25 A T 1k A L i iT L
A 3 ARk T SCARR AR AR ) A A A SR 3 S AT AT
SR OG ZR Al JBOR 25 ) Al A B A AR 0 TR B2 T

YE&E. Socher %5 AN HEH T — P 3 TR A7 6 R AR
SE SCH T3 ¥ I FH G BF fil 28 I 26 4 ) 5 Jl o il 42
BT AR AR B AT 2 A - 1 i fE B HE
g FHLAGE Ay e AR 1 SCRRAE b 2 A R R PR L B A
B R 25 1] B 25 0] 5% 47 18] 1 6 1 X 4 AR AT A
] T T AR AR DL sl i) JE 5K B T AR S AR A
A AT J7 1k LA gl iRl R S A% 0 1) SRR HE At A1) - AR
A3 A UL AT ) 3 43 B O 6 T R A 4 Y 45
F Ak I AN 38 .

B XT3 ) B, AR SCAE A% 55 ) v o A R B G
FAM R (Bl b AR I B T e PR AG A  E A
(TR R ARRAE 48t T — i 3 AR AE ) 1 43 BT Y R T
TP A A7 1k DO BEAG A5 4 A v dh R — AR
A ZUEUAE I S Ve A L B S AR B A 6 &R R T 4R



T Bt 378 252 e T A7 A0 0 0 A ) B4 2 465 4 1 Ak B 7 1%

2671

HR ) 1038 SUARAE T 1 key-value TE =X 114 45 44 1k %k
i, S W] L AR SCHE S AR 5 K Ak T T RE RS B U b T
X AN TR A U5 B 1) A A 4 S L 48 b 1) Bk R d A
PRI TR R4 BT 35 82. 91 %0 F 79. 11 % , 183 5
TR )5 k.

1 XTI

TS T SCAS SCHE AR B IR AIE 5T R £ SR T ik
TR R RN T7 2%, A A T S B B L ME A R
o AH RO ) — AN R S 2 i AR, L 58 AR
TFR N GO RPFIZ856 , 7 2 5 73 B 45 2R A o it
WK T ) 5 A, LG P R T R AR P A 22
o SO S5 TE B 25 /TR A S R 15 A8 X 2
AR AT A6 B TE TR AL R ABUR RS A
IO 2R FH 2 T G2 1T 19 ) ik 23 A 7 XL %007 155k H
GE it 2 1 Ak PRB AR AR AR TR PR Hh BRI 5 43 B
St B 0P BB AR 9/ N TR ) i A B[R] BRI g
i 5 H T LA R A SR R I R 2
% Tesniere!™ F 1959 4R 48 i) —Fi 5 B A
8 3 53 AR 1 22 ) AP DG AR 8 7 R vE A A L O
5] T A O Bl ) SR S E A R T A TR B
B AR B J0A 52 HABAT ] 18] 385 14 SIS, i A 52 3CTE
TR TE AR LSS R AE 5 2 B T S IC ). AR AF G &R
e FY 2 ) P TR 0 O OB OC &R B T LIS A R
AL OC R AR FE B I 5 B

TEFT XRS5 M fb b S0 A AR TR 5 1945 S IO 5
L L T RO il 44 SR T B 5 AR B
FERAE NAR T R R A IR R AE O SRR AE 1
TR RO s WA T MR )R OC R LI
1] I SCAR B8 bR R AR RRAE, SEIR A5 R R B T A
F1{H 546505 At A B S48 7 5 1w 55 - 42
Tl R TR R T SRR AR 9 SE AR OC R IO v
B 2 SRS A B HAF FITE G R LA AR IBUHAE )
G R A RAE  IF R AR AE A1) 122 43 #7 AR P A 1
AR L ) 32 M ) 1) AT 5 i A N R T — e
BT T SCRFIE 1Y 52 € Z b B0y 25, R A
FRAE B AT 3150 5 R A DL R 3 SRR AIE 19 R] B A
PE KR TR AL E R B 45 55 T HowNet i U5
GEIRRE G AE— R 76 BT U AR AR 15 B G R Al
77 1 B A & BF 5% . Uzuner 28 AN DL &) R B A7 30
BT D AR SE &L IR IR 1 6 A S HF ) &AL o>
AR SEIPEIR VAE AR A A FYR T =2 1] 6 R
HEEJER WAL R AR 78 5C R U vh R 45 T AR

F s Chen %5 A KB 2% SCHR A EL 395 D7 R 0 7 92
s 24 i SE AR 1% 36 R & B 35 ) B G B S &R L 3R
U s RN ZY g () W AE B 9T R0 AR B3R OC &R Al L &
He— M DL oo gl st = oo 4 9 T 2K H 3, 5k B A X
(1) 2% 7 B 3K 5 AR SC i 22 B8 B 48 A 1] 2 48 B (BB Al
AEARL S SR 3R T 2k 3 B O 3 B 7 400 3l R S 4R
PRI IR IT 55 Z [B] B G 22 1Y HHR & B B XS ] T
AN [R] g FHRAS A i 0 38 T L B 3l 09 45 48 A6 v H R
H i B A BLgs 2 > SR 58 10 & e - AT
Fraf 22 S B BLAS 2% > JOr e B AR5 S # T b R,
5 TR 2 20t NI B U AT G A B e 31 7
SRIE T A PR . m) ) R IR A S TR AH
SRIE T A B DG B TR R, T DA P 28 ) 8% 1 5 A AR o
BRI ] 2t B R I 5T A RV 22 N ) ) A Y T
HALRE 2 77 4. Blunsom % AW 42 ) — Rl 3 T 41 &
T W T T ) - I R ey 4R TR ) AL AR ) A
23 A HR AR BUE XS B ValicZs AN T — F A
H skip-gram 878 XU 3] 1] 5w I 2508 B3R 32 R
177 2, IF 8 T AL A B 4l AS SR
Word2vec ] [in] & Il 25 T H- 15 5195 LS 25 4 45 o
e AL TR ) ) o O 8 e 5% A ARLBE A5 O TR S,
Word2vec J& Google 7F 2013 4EJF A 19 1 33 TR
JES 2 IR T R i AR -3 2 R 7 4
Fa ) 3 )2 28 0 % LA o SR A A 456 32 S 1) 4 50 AR
(continuous bag-of-words model, CBOW) 1 skip-
gram 5 AU, H o i 237 ) 4 AR R SR AH AR 119 3] ] 5
FEmB B S 2 JF B S 2 0 v (a) 36 B A =5
skip-gram £5 158 523 r (7] 3] Sk FUm ] B 1) ) HE 3.
SCAFR T AR BUR R R G b 2 A3 2Tz
F s Tariq 48 A" 3 33 i HUENS T 78 9 0T v i) SCAR
5 R SIS IR 1 18 SR R 5 AR K R A
GG AR T RMR RS R R8O R HE R P AR
K SCARKR T AR BTN T A SRR S ALy
B T3 m A LA 3 [ AR5 F M ER R R R T
RKAEH s Araki 5 N4 H T 56 F 1) 48 AH {0 4SS A
) SCAS BRI T ¥ IR H T A 3h )2 & g8 i S
ARG F N TR R SCAS HE T o B 2 DGR

2 REKIEZR

ASSCPE T — T e T AT R0 3 23 BT 4 BRAS: A
A AT I B AR Q0T - D & B4R A v
WG B[] — 118 b 22 7o 48 3R 15 00 #E 47 B Ak 2R )
22 1) 28 A5 RS ) 6] 8L 7 e R A B B AR 5



2672

ENFR S &R 2016, 53(12)

FHACLEE £ 4[] SCim] AL BEAS: A 4 5 ) SCAS R A
[e i 1 73 0 I 51 AR AR S AR TE T ¥k g A ) 1 45
He) o R ARARAT 5 22 1Y 119 13 B2 DTG 6 395 56 2 B D o
T o 12 v 45 ) A 285 R A T M B 5 2) ) IR A/ k0 A
13 2 B S UAT 5 Z L )R BT A5 38 SR ik A

Cluster
Term Vector >

T VR AIE B BURS B Bk B A A A 3 AT R AR S5 R Al
A key-value JE 24 &5 44 (B A 5 3) K5 b
TEAR B34 D [ 48 T M P R . AR S B D RE Y A
[ o B A Sl A fh o A AT AR 20 BB 1 BT R By 3 A
B FAk BB A A A R Ak B B

Add Preprocessing Module i

Training

E Structure
'| Key-value Pairs <—| Dependency Trees

Original
Pathological
Reports
E Normalization |—>
Fig. 1
A1
2.1 TAbIEER

— X Z i ARG F XA S ERER . BAE
o LG A5 Al T OE S 28 L BT DL AL BEAR B
FEAE R BRSO P By — L2 i B4, 28 0k Ui
PR R 22 A W DR /DN TE B 0 XU FF R R /N o DL
SR FODR R R A A i P W LAY 2 Rl
E®

4la
BLRR

(a) Dependence tree of one thyroid description
R
4|v
NS
i
5la
NG

{ X FOR A
1|nz 2|n
FERER | | EHER

(b) Dependence tree of another thyroid description
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Fig. 4 One example of dependency tree.
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(AR S5 R AT 20 BT 22 51 R B R s 52 ) 4] 325 43 A
S5 S0 TR T AR SCRR B 5 BIK AE H2 15 RRAE £
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WAEAE T 2 A R T et JE E MR B IFib k£
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PLA)S- 45 ) A v 098 SR W L LLE S 4B i
JA) Z AR AR TR A 18 X b iy SCHK. {H 5 B A 4
(R PR T DGR 5 43 B A e A 22 T A R ST
B8 o B AT B 8 ) L B % 3% 3R 5 R Y 1 S A 4 A
ZIAAEAEIE SO E I SCHK. I3 Ak, 9 B A 4l 5 2
A PR AR BT AR 0 B S A U AR X
PR 0 22 U0 HE B2 (A7 O B B 25 K 8 15 52 4, T
T T4 b 1) (4 EU00 WA i B A P S T S e
ARSCHR T — Tl B R R W TS A A SUAR 44 R
5 SR 0 BE 4 B B P (R B SR
(4 20 S 88 1 24 R 40 o R Bk F AT BR U

(ELAS 0 3 0 2, U 43 5 ) EROOR B 8 7 R B R X
AR DL T A BB AR AR A7 OC R A Y & B (H 2 AR 7R TR
W IR AME BRI B, LUOHE R A s S L e TR
1R 7 R A v R] R AL B 2 A AL A R B L
IR it 8 45 T L[] — RS A 1 S AR R B A 4
#2310 S AE R — 13 95 FE A A L Y U)oy A S L A5 A
AR G AT — S B A B L T BE S B A
iz B v B 28R 5 R A R DR C A 1 . i LA
FE R VE R IR 7 AT B AT BB 3 SO T i 2 U3 B
PR T BN 43 0 R R AT RRE DL AR
e LA ) A BT o3 W7 18 SCRHE BN 2 &R 1EDLIE
Feb b R AR S 4 B 2 A i T A I i 42
HLAT — B0 T 3R I 1 SCRFAE A SOl 7 —Fh
o R D < G 000 4 i ) b R S A R A SR G
] 5 A E UK 21 B8R B 4 BRI 1 R R A
FE 5T A A E S IR AF R 24 BRI R 5 5 AS A7 2 0 L) 5 i
— ) A [ P R R A AT R

R 2T AR BAR X R IR 2
R0 I 5 % DA B b 38 1 s TR A 4T 4 A L 7T LU
R F AR i S R A RO L ST PR L S
(CECREICIVER i ON WDl KPP B A S LR NI i
PR AR A R R IR L " @T@LR SME
KA, @ T@LR e H @ N@LR 525 4 AR I
SR AT A, @T @LR S5 i AR 3 2 7.l I,
P i 205 S 5 D SCAR i 8 3 3K 1) i SCAR TR] S 0 Aol
Rk FATARTE Tr i B AT k.

Table 2 Examples of Thyroid Ultrasound Report Tag Sets
x2 BARBRESKRERSFHREMRRE6)

Category Name Tag
7 @LL
Location Ay @RR
AL @LR
AR fi @T
g5
Tissue and Organ
ZIB=N @N
RS

4.3 IEirEERN

AR SCHY B b 2 18 o WA R ¥ S5 A R R R A
U A A v 0 BT AR AR AR B S X I AR AR AL R
it Z BXT 0 PG 2 2 45 18 SCRAAIE LA IR R AE Y
G A AT ) e 2% 2 A3 Z TR BB 1 LG &R
3 o X 5k 261 SCRFAE Y 43 BRI DL AR R 48 AR 1) ke
KX R 48 BRAE value s SEBOEYRTT 43R 3 4

AR 1L F TR 1] )

AUR 2. 3 Dy A AR R A O A R R SR S 2 A
KITE SRR

YR 3. ML AK AR )T 4 B AR B 035 SCRFAE
PEHFE bR 1A key, GE N KR value, B K .00
20 (key; svalue).

FIH o SCRFAE 32 BURE AR B, LR 5 Rl U6 &R
AT LS 7R $8 A 1) key 5 98 A5 (H value 78] H ) 56
F:FEHERR IDIEXR ETRR XK IFFIE
FAEFHIX 5 P O F IR 4 S A0

M) 1. 25408 sh i) 2 =A% 45 i R AT
52 EE KRB O R M4 4 s G X
1 RE SR T2 0 A AR R TR O R A X &2 T S SR
B ) Y LR G, R e RT DUBA S 3 A it I Sk $
brid) key FIFEFR1E value ;
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U 2. A5 A% 0 i) 2 44 1) 5l 2538 L X A DU B
SRIE T B T 44 18 BOE 25 18 78 24 gl ) B 1 O B A
H 0 1) 2 3 ) 5 1 AR 1) DG BAE B T OB LR E R
FEPRE value, 5 2Z B FETE C R MR Z 8RR keys

M) 3. f T v R BB AE R BT LA R IR
TR 40 5B AW #E AT G AR 1 A e
1 key IR FRAE value ;

AN 4. H T I8 ¢ F B4 7E A vk 2 AR 8] 1Y
YRR 30 Ho — a2 48 b5 1) key B4 05 — 4l
A AAVEFE AR 1A ey, [A) BT Horp — ) 2 48 F5 (H value
W] 55 — At & 48 bR value.

R A b A HE I, AT LA 3 B T AR AR ) v o 4
BCHE AR Sk Bk ORISRk 2 i O RAS A F .

ik 1. iRt E BT

BN AT R R B3R A mi 2 1 AN DU T
H.(ID,LEMMA, POSTAG, DEPREL), X+ ID
Fon A 7E 5 A) oy AL B . LEMMA J2 i) A 5,
POSTAG FoRial Pt (n R A0 . v LR i), a %
AIEZED . DEPREL 3R 85 5 5 HAQ 45 5 2 [A] 1)
WA KR BIERE AT AL AW ID;

Wi . oot Ckey; s value) s A key, GEN )
SEFR AR s value ETEFRE.

O CASE WHEN root—POSTAG=‘n’

@ W root—>LEMMA Jf5F51 key, ;

@  XEEA root B TES SIS

@ $ s DEPREL= ‘315 % & 45 & 42

WA R PR IR key, GEN )
® ¥ 5 DEPREL= ‘g h & W45 pi
BOATRIMA value  IFIH U 25
©® CASE WHEN root—POSTAG= ‘v’
@ XEEA root W TES SIS
® $ s DEPREL="“F£15 % %45 &4t
R 48 bR key; s

© ¥ T i DEPREL = * 3% X & 7 or * 4b
KFRHARBUNHE AR value, JFJH ]
Bk 2

CASE WHEN root—~POSTAG="*a’

A  FEEL root—~LEMMA NIEFR{HE value ;

@ XA root T 45 SNH

® ¥ 8 DEPREL = L1 5 2745 5

FEWCRFE AR IR key, I8 % 2.

B 2.0 BRI ) F W ORI

BN MRAF R R ZE 1 nodes

iy AR AR IR BAR AR E A S

@ M node 1 U ¥ FE ki [y H 54
@ CASE WHEN root—POSTAG=‘n’
® WA 7 DEPREL="EH LR’
B 445 o 30 TR 7 W 55 45 A B value
EPIE

@ CASE WHEN root—>POSTAG="*v’

® ¥ AT 7 DEPREL= 51 &7
(14 235 1 i BRI 3 U 5 46 A . value
ks

©® CASE WHEN root—=POSTAG=‘a’

@ WA T DEPREL= g KR’

FR 245 5 4% BR3P 55 T A 48 b 1)
key; %#;

® ¥R A 7 DEPREL= I8 KL &7

B 45 KA R BT A8 BR ) key, .

S5 T TG A I 00 1 3R R AE T, S5 AL A 4
Frp g bR i) 5 AR A X OC 2R AT B — X &
X — G FR X T BE AR 2 R IE A A Y 1R
b JEAE — &, BT LA 24 Ak 31 58 B S RAF E R 25
A TR AR IR key: AL 1 ANEARA value, 45 45 5%
A AEZ D HE PR IR A 1 D0, WX BE 48 AR TA] ey, BT X
I B FE AR AE 34 2R value.

5 HBHUERRLEE

N T Bt — BT F13E o r aS kg A 25 2R A
SCBCHE T A b AR B HC A ) B R AR ML 45 4 A
AR AR P A SC T 25 A TR I 3 e g A R R R 7 AR
B RO A B LA AR S I i AR A ] 5 .

S5 R A 5 R0 A 1 1 iy AR 28 i AR A A0k
e 20 A9 45 F AR Al L 5535 1 S AR 30 BT 8 g o
TE W T AT AR TE X B R0 A R AP S A R R R A
Wit i ) 5 T ) ] L 2 o 4 T 0] AT A A5 A
SO A 5 353 A AE B A BRASE B o A ]
i) 1] QLA T 8 A 1 A AR 1 ) B 1R R A L TR I E
T 58 7 =M B3k 285 4 A 285 21 b ) 22 4 £ 8 B
FS BRI RO 4R e A5 R A 2 R A I A 5 I ORI
Ak AT ) £ % A 3R AR MR P BRI A DA G A T B
HRAF AL oy M 803 B AR B » oy T A [ BILAS: 5 412 75
4 SC T AR AR AT A 22 5 A7 A BE S R R 1 2 34 075X
T 3 2 22 Sk P S 0T R RO 09 7 A BT LA 48
S W PRI IR AT LA BT A B A () SCRS A 45 5 0K
B 3 LR IR 2 3R 1 SCAS 25 0 A 05 YR A RIS L K
T 412 125 245 A4 10 F) T it 25 4 S A R0 3k 0 M B
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(Initial Structured Results)

‘ Replace Special Characters ‘

!

Stop Word
‘ Remove Stop Words }<— Dictionary

i Synonym
}4— Dictionary

’ Fix Noise Data
\_/_\

A4

| Examine Noise Data l

!

‘ Optimize the Algorithm ‘

Can be Further Optimized

False

( Final Results )

Fig. 5 Procedure of post processing module.
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PR A it o T SIS A5 AR — etk FR AT e B
FEA 35 22 1) FHOIR B 8 75 A A A 3 CT P 491 4 A 4R
it 1 Ay A Y S g 1 0 S A 4R L 2 ORI ok
B R 470193 25 Ph B 405559 4.

TEFAL BRAR P b AR 4 2 YOS 0 A5 Y B 25 2R L 2
2 A-1a] (4 22 5% AR RLBE BB 15 A 0. 65 B, JIT A5 [] S i)
e rp ) A0 22 HORHARLEE B8R 5 T LA SCHE 3R B
) S 1) e B 4% 5% (B K T 0. 65 A3 H S — 25, Ik
A s AR YR S B6HE 1) [ 2 1 4 R B O 100 4 A I
g ia) [ 12 1) N 8] 52 % B2 S /) o T EL A 6 7 JHG A 4 32
%) 3] ] £ 1M 5 5 100 ZE 0] ) £ 75 ) £ 22 | [n] &2 0% %
DA K ) dt 3fe 45 RFAIE v [R) B B BUAT Y 4 S PR R
PR H L AEBEBC 25 0 1 K/ 0 2 R S
AL YR M R /N Ay 8 s I 25 n] ) o i) B ) 52
A% AR [ 53 28 1 R A ORI Zin) 1) £ P oRf
R SRy R R AR E S 8 A,

T RENES T AT M AR IR THE B RATA 2 4K
P e S BEHLE L T 4 000 4590 s AE M REA HEAT 43
B IR DL TR iy 7 KR BGER % P & R
K F1 AR, oF AT 2 G0 11 25 2. o 52 f 4 Il 52
ET N TR B R MG T2 0 K8 2 A
SEE TP 45 R0y B, fEA SCss b, fE

RRITRAE AT WAT )5 o3 A7 45 B 1 25 0 1 25 5 v
FE I I W (14 35 Bk 1) KXt 1V R AR A T A B
=R/NEa v (I

A [0 3 7R C 48 BUHS A 1) 2 8 B (E 5 S0 2 AG
A A AL T A S AR B Y H R R T S5
Pl S 2 75 78 75 B PEAG A5 1R 5 A S A 4 R 28
Fe bR i s A AR R A TR R R

7% R— T B U A 5 B SO B 45 s
‘ Ji PR 7 H A 55 4 B 19 B

F1 (B A 0 R4 [ 3R 64 3] R 227 (6wl DL 25
B SO SCAS SR AR A5 R A I 38 3 B A 5N T

o — 2O O [l R
Hedf e+ mls

6.1 BIERMBRS

RTINS ST A B B A A AR AR 5 R
B R (19 2R AR SCMRAT 5 Z A 114 g B ) 1 26
Bt L DA BARAF 5 228 B 18 FIX 3 AT Tl 6 HBR i
PR A A Y R SCAS U0 0 I SR LA R3S R
M SCARFEAT T G2t F A HanlP 1 g 31 458 S 15 2
EIREERGETTER. SR 3 W LIE L Y R A
PEAT AT Rk M I AT 5 R A B0 2 20 e
A1 3. 21 FEER] 113, H 3R 5 B BUKAT & & 0 Aii
FhnsErh ER R RS B RA G U T,
AT ) T 0RE B B o ) B CHOGS R A s B A ) o 9 7
BLOHASSC AL 2 Al B RO ) T2 H iR R
A L M AT e O ] B B R BR AT 5 R AN 2 R
TP R SO AR AL L B AR 3 3T RS SCAR 5 )73
Ja SCAS I ) 1 R R AN .

Table 3 Statistics of Thyroid Ultrasound Sample Data
®3 BRBBERREREEAESIT

Statistic Original Segmented Annotated
Items Text Text Text
Number of Sentences 4000 28629 28629
Number of Words in
. 35. 89 4.15 4.59
Per Sentence
Average Height of
verage Tasnt © 3.21 1.13 1.16

Dependence Trees

J3 50 Gl G T L B 48 b dA) DL S AR AR (R Y
)P 43 A A X AR R, b 9004 LA (Y 98 A ) 2 44 1R
TR AR E P A4 0 s 2/3 HoR AP R 2 N IE A
TR FRSCAE ) o PRI B R R AR X i B AR BRI T T
OYEEL 3R A R 1 ) IR SO A U ot )
SCAS DL B PAAT B 4R W Ja SCAS w4 35 1) P 26 TR 11 73
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fii. B 2 FF 3 Bds al LAFE Y. 24 $0AT 0 0K
JE o SCAS AR T B R 5K 7 A AR ARAT ) ik 23 A B 2
PR bR LTI AR AT 5 18 SCH B0 o e R e 42
T 1 4% 1) 5 LU BE 2T B Rl 44 1R AL O R R A
T IR AE T AT DA — s B B b B i) 5 3] B89 7 B A
10 PR B SC R T iR B HERG . 3R 5 S8 T 6 A
Bk fe 22 00RO i BB s B 20 1 2 2
FORR VEIRRR ML KR VIR P S IR 5 R A
KR H3Hh. 3R 5 A 2 M) 3 BUE KA KA
W ARAE s n] LRSI R R AT X T RSN K.

Table 4 Statistics of High-Frequency Part-of-Speech Types

F4 BIRRMER LSS %

Part of Original Segmented Annotated
Speech Text Text Text
Noun 40.75 46.01 29.91
Verb 8.41 9.7 9. 44
Adjective 15.62 4.01 3.39
Numeral 2.59 3.04 2.75
Symbol 0.46 0.38 21.83

Table 5 Statistics of High-Frequency Semantic Relations

x5 BMIBYXZLHRSEIT %
Semantic Original Segmented Annotated
Relation Text Text Text
TE A 26. 61 41.17 45.05
FIEXR 17.23 25.73 26.03
XA 2. 74 12. 99 11. 74
N RES ) 6.25 6.38 4. 45
HIKFR 19. 64 4,12 4.36
HEXR 3.53 2.16 1.9

N T k20 Y B X T A AV o B 4
LI SR AR SRR R 75 A A i SCA AR D %
P A 0 A5 A Al 1 Bl A A0 1] AR AT T Geit
B 6 JIT /I R AR T R W I 45 R A 114 R A SR A
T 5500« AR T B K HE Wk I ¢ B A AR T 15
ANE G A BURAAR T 1606, T UL BT #K 5K w1y fil
FH AT LA 208 20 43 1) ] v 40 Wy rp B 60 B ST
Dt » DT 1 1 205 46 A 45 3 14 i 4

Table 6 Comparison of Annotated and Unannotated Text

Ro6 HHEMEAMENILER %

Extraction Index Identification Value Identification

Method P R F1 P R F1

Unannotated Text 54.75 61.9 58.11 53.83 59.55 56.55

Annotated Text 71.06 87.61 78.47 70.79 86.16 77.72

6.2 EREHRSM
TR i T A AR SR X 45 R e 5 R
Pt TR A BT5 i AE AT FORE X T Ak BRASE BR 4 5%
RUEFT M. AR HER A A [l 3R F1LEIX 3 4
Jr AT 5 s [ B O 1 23 M e Ak B i3 Ak
AL 1 5 e T H AR iR P R S CT
P 2 AR AR I SR T IR 8 Ry
B T LU L i Ak B 5 0k BE 8 X 2 A Hidi 4 1Y 25
P A5 AR B DA A T S 2 Bl R 2 T3 10
AT 23 L FRCUR R 7 A A T o 114 285 4 A o 1 SR
JEM 71.06% 1 FFE 82,4500 & T T T 12%. KA,
J Ak BRARBR X TS5 R AR T7 i 1 4[] R A — SE 1 B2
M 5 H8 B TR RS B (B A A 10D g B T T 2 504,
Table 7 Thyroid Ultrasound Report Optimization Results
®7 ARBEFREREELENEIRER »

Extraction Index Identification Value Identification

Method P R Fl1 P R F1

Dependency Parsing 71,06 84.43 77.17 70.79 81.37 75.71

Optimized Strategy  82.45 87.61 84.95 79.11 86.16 82.48

Table 8 Chest CT Scan Report Optimization Results
F8 MMCTEFAKRETRESRENELILER X

Extraction Index Identification Value Identification

Method P R F1 P R F1

Dependency Parsing  73.16 84.25 78.31 69.03 82.81 75.29

Optimized Strategy  82.91 89.33 86.00 78.73 87.92 83.07

M 73 8 Hk ] LU o XA R SCAS BE A7
Jo AR B, 3 B SO 45 4 A i v A 2 24 3 T 3 [R] — oK
¥ T LA [) B4 4 1Y 5 Ak B TR BB A RH B I L
AT LA g A 0 A 45 A A A o B R I S
WAl LA H 5 A BT O T 4R e A Al AL SR TP RE 8
FaElE i N R UR (B I TSR 51 B N Wy 7 D
PREAE.
6.3 XtLEKBR S

ARG 4] 1 3 A S A A 4 2R S 2 TN T
SE ML A LS5 R EAT T X L XF Lu a5 R sk 9 Al
10 FroR. BT TR A 450 4 05 1 — RO 4R 18
i B AR S E L T A5 AR AL Y SCASE L S8 T
ik N0 332 77 3003 A SCAS v 9 4 sUBE U AR L O iR
1M 4 55 5 AR il BORCORE AR 45 4 A SCAS B A S 25 A
RO AR SR 1 5 TN T U 45 A T s R AR
FFBUAT B2 57 FRZE o N SCAS Hp s (48 A 3R] key 11
AE HH BLAY 7 L i a8 N TR B SOAS A A 3 A
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FE5 BUF RRIR T AT B T 2 A AU AR L AR 2
KRN AR bR Al key SRR A value 75 SCAHY G
N9 5 A i Ak, LR as M i s i B A AL
1 V14 HE T 50 0 A ] 3R, i LB T e A 245 4
W7k % I BZ T v T B B R N T B3 SCAR
WO T 52 B AR 7 22 v A O T B A SO 12
T 22 FE AR IR 7 o A 0 A9 3 P AR Sk U
AR P A 4 & AR CT Pk A e iy 2 F
I SR A D S 6 A 4R

Table 9 Comparison Results on Thyroid Ultrasound Reports

®9 ARBEFLEREEMUMNLEIRER »

Extraction Index Identification Value Identification

Method P R F1 P R F1

Artificial Rule 85.56 94.18 89.66 83.31 93.65 88.18

Dependency Parsing  82.45 87.61 84.95 79.11 86.16 82.48

Table 10 Comparison Results on Chest CT Scan Reports
R0 BE CT FHRERELEMUITLZRER X

Extraction Index Identification Value Identification

Method P R F1 P R F1

Artificial Rule 88.17 95.27 91.58 86.76 94.78 90.59

Dependency Parsing  82.91 89.33 86.00 78.73 87.92 83.07

M9 A 10 Hha] KL L 5 XA SCE ) 2
AR L TN TR T ik A 8 HOHR A 1) LA A
{H 1 o 1 2% 0T DLk 31 8504, T A [l 2R d & W] 3k F|
95 %0 » AT W3 o TN TR 5k AR A% A At 2 B
LR ALAE B T LT BB 8 o P A 8 AR A SR
A S F AL TT IR AE 2 D BR B AR L B$5 AR T U0 v
BRI AT IR B 82 00 LA b, H X N 45 A (B 4 o o 23 0T
IRE) 7900 . HA Il At nl 35 8] 86 00 LA L A WA 3¢
T3 AR ERG A 0] R E AR RE 4 T kT N TR 7
2. BRI SCOTVE R BETE HE ) 3 F0 A 0] A8 1 ik B
TR T7 35 B R 5T N TR 5 vk % 280 A8
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FI S AL S U AR AL . 505 PG £ i o i BB
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T 86 3R] AEAR A ) 12 43 A 45 A AR D5 vk AT A% AT LA T
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key-value J& 20 14 45 ¥4 16 £ 9 .

AR SCHR 4 ik T D ik 0 BT 2 R Ak T 12
18 Y A 2R 00 A R B R A2 B BT X BT SCAR 25 R
B A  HAR SO s e A R N T 5 K
IR TAE, BARTE R PR ZE AN TS 5K
5, {H X 5 5 TN R ) B AT SCAS 5 48 Ak 1) D7 15 A
Fo, AR AT T RBE AR, RO T A T2 51
P HARZS 5 9 i 3 H Al B2 97 SCRY Y &5 4 Ak i 7%
wh VS LS T S BT R AR A A AL SR AL TR Y
R

AR SCR X g BRI S5 AL AT T ESR

1) R 28 ) 446 1 75 A5 80 R ] R b i B — X
EAGEE S

2) R T AR THRAE A 43 A 45 R R AR M L 4R
T U)o AR S AR TE DGR BB B R

3) AR B S SCAR MR AE G RAFAE 4R T
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