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Abstract Cross-domain named entity recognition aims to alleviate the problem of insufficient annotation data in the
target domain. Most existing methods, which exploit the feature representation or model parameter sharing to achieve
cross-domain transfer of entity recognition capabilities and can only partially utilize structured knowledge entailed in
text sequences. To address this, we propose a multi-level structured semantic knowledge enhanced cross-domain
named entity recognition MSKE-CDNER, which could facilitate the transfer of entity recognition capabilities by
aligning the structured knowledge representations embedded in the source and target domains from multiple levels.
First, MSKE-CDNER uses the structural feature representation layer to achieve structured semantic knowledge
representations of texts from different fields’ structured alignment. And then, these structured semantic representations
are aligned at the corresponding layers by a latent alignment module to obtain cross-domain invariant knowledge.
Finally, this cross-domain consistent structured knowledge is fused with domain-specific knowledge to enhance the
generalization capability of the model. Experiments on five datasets and a specific cross-domain named entity
recognition dataset have shown that the average performance of MSKE-CDNER improved by 0.43% and 1.47%
compared with the current models. All of these indicate that exploiting text sequences’ structured semantic knowledge
representation could effectively enhance entity recognition in the target domain.
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{hz. e} —{q:} — {h,.c.}
X = (x’l,x’z, ~-~,x,,) —{h,c;}
if D is S yer then
THRLY 2+ (13) %/
else if D is Tyer then
R LE X (13)%
end if
T Lojos /*30(14) %/
T Lo 20 (11) %/
B Lner, Liios /*20(15) (16) #/
L  Lyer + @ X Lo +8X Lvivp +7¥ X Lepas

@O0 EO®EE B O

end for
@  WRIELEH ML SEO;
end while
4 % B

N T B UE AR 3C 7 % MSKE-CDNER Xf F CD-NER
A RO, T8 5 A e SCECHR B AL 1) Y B BSOS A
AT IR A3 B AT R SE A RN 280
B« AR E 538 4 4> 07 T R AT 5256 53 B O J s S 5
4.1 EIGEE

54~ B SCHUHE 4 43 5 i CoNLL-2003(Conll03),
Twitter(T), Broad Twitter(BT), BioNLP13PC(PC),
BioNLP13CG(CG). H: 1 CoNLL-2003, Twitter, Broad
Twitter £ £ J& AH LAY 60035, SRS A KB, &
15 N 4 (person, PER) | #i 44 (location, LOC) , £ 41
(organization, ORG), H: *# CoNLL-2003 Lt Twitter £
4 H b (miscellaneous, MISC) 5Z {4 . BioNLP13PC %k
#i 4E Fl BioNLP13CG %4 5 & T B2 7 il A= 1 S, 5
A 2 R 2 AL 5 ) 54k 2% (simple chemical, CHEM)
21 g i 43 ( cellular component, CC) . 4 & 1 3& [ 7= 4
(gene and gene product, GGP), BioNLP13CG Hif £ 4§
T W% (species, SPE) Fl 4fi Jfd (cell, CELL), H {4 1) %1
PRG5BS 1 Fis . B 8R4 o0 Liu 4 A1
P& 14 19 & 17785 51 NER 44/ 5 CrossNER, H AL &% 54
G, 4y B A IR (politics) . H 2R Bl 2% (natural
science) . & 4k (music) . 3C 2% (literature) Al A T2 fig

Table 1 English Dataset Statistics
F1 EXHEEFITERS

sk S VNI & S ol </ E IR v < g B
T 15 100 3500 3700
Conll03% 5Lk 23 500 5900 5700
Haid] 219 600 55000 50 300
T 4300 1300 1500
™ Sk 7500 2500 2500
AT 68 700 22900 23 100
CIES 6300 1000 2000
BT SN 8 800 1700 4300
Haiii] 106 300 16 000 37 400
CIES 2 500 900 1700
pct Ak 7 900 2700 5300
Hii] 71700 24 500 47 900
GRS 3000 1000 1900
CG Sefk 10 800 3600 6900
i 86 500 28 600 54700

#: Conll03 (CoNLL-2003), T (Twitter), BT ( Broad Twitter),
PC (BioNLP13PC), CG (BioNLP13CG) .

(artificial intelligence, Al), %> €05l v & 44 R o 19 52
PRERY, BRI EUE R GE 5 Rk 2 fs.

R 5 B4 AR v S A2 TR ) AN (] A R G 4B
25, Ao R 2 LSS A 1 A NS AN SO AR
Ve Jia % A R A S 3 A, 904, 24 Twitter,
Broad Twitter 1 & H 47 47 38 £ 41 4& i, %€ F CoNLL-
2003 = 2 P8 45 R4 . 24 BioNLP13PC, 1 2 H A5 4
3 K54 B B, 1% B CoNLL-2003 1 Sy 15 451 Js %50 9 4
AN T) 558 0 A B 4051 488 2 1) 32 47 52 36 R 36 3iE MSKE-
CDNER 75 A [ U4k 22 57 2 (6] 3L A% i3t 45 2 4. ik
FH5 CrossNER HAH [f] 1) S5 46 43 20K 5 A [ B 4 2

Table 2 CrossNER Dataset Statistic
2 CrossNER #iEEZITER

A B YIZERH WFERH MR H
) NS 200 500 600
BiR .
4N 1300 3 400 4200
. Gy 200 400 500
AR
ARk 1000 2500 3 000
N OFi 100 300 400
IR
Stk 600 2 600 3300
. Gy 100 400 400
3 N
ARk 500 2100 2200
.. GER 100 300 400
ANTHE
SipAk 500 1500 1 800
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U VR B bR U B 5, CoNLL-2003 £ 4 I
GURAHE .
42 LWIFE

XFF 5 AN IR P SCBAR 4, 2 I NCRF+
A S BT 00 46 Ak 1 . Bl A AN [R] 41 55 5 v R
A E A BB 4R 0 A, BT S 8 Bl
AR, i), 5 45038k O BioNLPI13PC., H A5 45 48 4
BioNLP13CG B, I fb#53%E FH SGD Bk, % ) R &
o} 0.005, 2 IR E Ol 0.01, ik K/ E SR 10,
FROIR AR B oy 250, W5 A% & 4 B R 200, SR B 1k 3 LA
# dropout ¥ B Ky 0.5. 7E LK PR 5 Ja %5 A
[) (4 ) s A 3] ) 8 07 45 ] 2 79 5 325 Twitter, Broad
Twitter V£ > H A5 40 35 £ ¥5 4 0, 8 i Glove 100-
dim"” AT 490 i Ak 35 B ) (word vector) 1 HR1IE 2
/K3 24 BioNLP13PC Fl BioNLP13CG 1§y H #5458 i),
1) [i1] 2 %6 F PubMed 200-dim"™ JEA7 ) iR Ak . 7 4% 1) &
(char vector) & HIBE ML 46 1k B JE =X, 38 1 45 B p 48
) 265 > 4 B A RRAE 3R s, S5 S 4R JCE i) B ) R
TE 278 PV A REAE 2R84 T DREAS B B R IR

FF CrossNER %4 4, = M 5 A9 SC s 45
ZHGHETHIR AL S, & SO R, FERZHL
450 35K Hh {68 FH A ) 2 8k, MSKE-CDNER 1 fE B 3248,
TIF B A2 70 5 1 Ao ) B, o i sl e A TR S B
H H SR A 0 eloAs O B, R AU P e — 2P
$& T+ 40, 78 Music 38 A4k 2% & H SGD 5.4, %
A FULE N 0.003, 77~ REEIRBE N 0.03, HEUCK /D
32, BUIR S 4 FE Ry 250, WA 5 4E FE Ol 200, S B Ik
LA dropout EE M 0.5. 78 LI 41 {# A Glove
100-dim"" 3£ 17497 43 4k 3% B im] ) & (word vector) 4 4%
fEZR R, Bert P4k 3R B2 1 18] 0] 5 FEAE R oK . FAF 1]
ok F BEAIL D) 6 AL T 3K, 38 0 45 R b 28 T 246 o 4
BUF A5 FRAE R, 4 AR BRI 1Y PR IR) SRR AR 7R L 4
FRIE R R AT DR A e AR R

I, TE 5 A S SCRUHE A 0 SE B I kot 7R
M ARICE H AR U 45 R AF S AR A — kA
TR Sl B 1 5 BB A A 2 TR A A TR ) 5 T
HATE S, B Ak SN BRI, 0 2k 3 5 e 2
P 14 25 SR AT 5 i) 15128 47 . #F CrossNER %4 4 I
PEAT S IF, — ALK Y &5 o ey [ 1) 33 B3 5
R B bR RS T B S5 RS
43 FENIER

AR 5 SCHR [4, 6] 55 —BUWPEIN TS bR, %48
BN A Y SR 1 26 A 5 i AR TR 0 TE A I AT A
SE TH E . R H HER R (precision, P) . 4 [7] 3 (recall,
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R)FN FUE T e 245 0. AR 7 0k
pP= 7TP s (18
TP+FP
TP
R=—— , 19
TP+ FN
PXR
F1:2 ) 2
xP+R (20D

Forb TP AR R U TE B 01 SEARAS B, FPARER U B
PR A SARA B, FN AR U H B SR 28
44 FPbARE

J T B:3iF MSKE-CDNER 7 5 15 NER | it &% 3,
FEAS TR 9 55040 46 b 55 A0 SC B R A7 X6 Fb 256

1)BILSTM-CRF. BILSTM-CRF™ 45 & X i
LSTM F 25 A B L 47 147 i 44 S AR 31, o I 450 4l 2
0 A A e 5 A, LRI A

2) Coach. Liu % A ™ 2t} 7 — > F NER 388 fic
AIHESE Coach, B ¥ 155 43y 2 S BT B, & S el i
SEAAR, SR 5 R S AR HEAT 432 R ik R R B
e [ L.

3)MULTI-TASK+PGN. Jia 25 A" 7 Y5 450 38 A1 H
T &8 B BT B AT: 55 ok BT 5 SRR Y A A
AT fiff A A 75 T 2 A TG W B BB T R A I 2 g )

4)MULTI-TASK+GRAD. Zhou % A "7 4 4 — Fif
0 Hi T vk, 38 ak X BT A% i ) 4% Ok R AT v IR RN
R WE R AR B BB, RIS A SC%E IR % 4t 34 )
kAR LR 2 L e

5)MULTI-CELL-LSTM. Jia % A\ %&£ Bert % 7%
Pl T — AL 400 LSTM 25 4, 4 % A [ 5244 2 w1
O3 VRS, 7 S A 2 T TR AT SRR A ST A, i DS
PRAEAS [R]85 85K v 3 SR TR] g [)
45 ZWHER

TE 5 MR SCBHRAER CrossNER $i4E ¥ MSKE-
CDNER Fl HAth A 56 J7 1 R 47 S 0 % e, 25 3 an 3% 3
FIFE 4 TR . KK FH, MSKE-CDNER 7E A~ [7] %4 4
S ERIUAR T ANEE B &5

13 3 fF 7% , MULTI-TASK(LSTM) A [ T B AE
% 1 BILSTM 7£ Conll03—T | FUE$E & T 2.37%, 1
Conll03—BT | FIfE # & T 0.86%, £ PC—CG L F1
EAR 5 T 1.82%, Ui W 24T 55 4244 7T LA4R = CD-NER
H SR I BE /7. MULTI-TASK+PGN, MULTI-TASK+
GRAD #1 MULTI-CELL-LSTM #H [ T MULTI-TASK
(LSTM) 1£ PC—CG L FUE 55T T 0.11%, 0.57%,
0.95%, 156 B 78 432 > . R FHAREAE 18] B 3l A 742 1 m]
DA 2% fiff DR 5 4l 9% 5 dple = 5 0 A A AR 0 SR AN £ 1) L
MSKE-CDNER # It T >4 #if #4 7] #8£ #! MULTI-CELL-
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Table 3 F1 Experimental Results of the English Datasets
I EXHIEE F1I IHRER %o
Frik HES
Conll03—T Conll03—BT Conll03—PC Conll03—CG PC—CG
BILSTM 77.18 72.98 79.24
MULTI-TASK (LSTM ) " 79.55 73.84 83.09 7773 81.06
MULTI-TASK+PGN" 80.07 73.70 85.54 79.86 81.17
MULTI-TASK+GRAD"" 79.72 74.12 81.63
MULTI-CELL-LSTM™ 80.86 74.83 86.26 80.74 82.01
MSKE-CDNER (A3 ) 80.98 74.45 86.61 81.90 82.93
MSKE-CDNER* 81.32:0.07 74.510.04 86.76:0.13 81.86+0.14 82.85+0.31

1. MSKE-CDNER*$4 27R S2 360 - AR 22, Ik %7678 MSKE-CDNER i T-X} 75125 Conll03 ( CoNLL-2003), T ( Twitter), BT ( Broad

Twitter), PC ( BioNLP13PC), CG (BioNLPI3CG) .

Table 4 FI1 Experiments Results of CrossNER Dataset

3% 4 CrossNER #[#E%& F1 L% R %
Fik FEME
Politics Science Music Litera Al
BILSTM-CRF 56.60 49.97 4479 43.03 43.56 47.59
Coach™” 61.50 52.09 51.66 48.35 45.15 51.75
MULTI-TASK+PGN" 68.44 64.31 63.56 59.59 53.70 61.92
MULTI-CELL-LSTM™ 70.56 66.42 70.52 66.96 58.28 66.55
MSKE-CDNER (A3 ) 71.25 67.02 73.07 67.87 60.89 68.02
MSKE-CDNER* 71.15+0.06 66.84:0.16 72.62+0.42 67.5120.27 60.58+0.47 67.74

T K% #R MSKE-CDNER %) H ik ; MSKE-CDNER* H4jt 7R S 5607 B AhR v I 25

LSTM 7 PC—CG b FUH$E & T 0.92%, 156 W] 4514 1k
T SCERAT LA 1 5 3k e YR A RS, 28 i S AR )
PERY ) 5. oA, 7% Broad Twitter 1 o 455 54 5 B RN 4%,
2% & J& [N 5y Broad Twitter J& T+ Twitter H 157 8] 491 45,
Conll03 8 J& T 7 [ ik, S0k =z 8] ) 25 T8/, £
HEAT 5 3 XoF 5 sf el WG i X6 400 AT A% =2 [ 19 240 R A
%, S EGE B A E. W AE Conll03—PC iX 21 52 56
1, BioNLP13PC J& T P& J7 45 5 , Conll03 %% i Al
BioNLP13PC X W # Z [a] (i £ 4l 22 S P8k, FE AT
5 35l AT I ] DG % G 24 RV 35 A S 6 X6 H R P
QIR 2 18] 2% SRR R, AR AU AT AL A SR B A, X L T A
Wi T SCRRAE i 254 A 15 B B8 9412 1 15 R 1)
TR, Uik 22 5 K, 450 10 0 TR Y 24 SR
AR A, SR, A B 58 7 1 vh ik A X2 2R (5
S A% 48 F1F] ], MSKE-CDNER By 22 )2 YR 45 7 i 7%
J5 vk, A LLRI 5 40 A A5 5 T2 BT R AR Y 5 45
B HE 1 i g i

145 € B CD-NER %4/ 45 CrossNER _E #E 17 564IF,
45 AN 4 IF 78 . MULTI-CELL-LSTM 4 [t BILSTM-
CRF 7£ 5 D AR S i FUE R A rde 7t F1F3

{H4TF T 18.96%. i T BILSTM-CRF 4 B AT 55 #5740 |
AN BEAR e i A1) FH U 3 v 25 38R A2 A 039, T MULTI-
CELL-LSTM DA Z4T: 55 4244 o JE At 75 2 9 4%, Refig 72
43 Hb R VR S5k b B A AR 1 1R, T DL MSKE-
CDNER i 5% H] 2 41 55 2% 2J i X JE Al AE 42 . A 1
MULTI-CELL-LSTM, MSKE-CDNER 7£ 5 /> /A [a] 45 4§,
O FIE A B R E T A FE Politics 1 FIE R & T
0.69%, 1 Science 1 FI{EHE 5 T 0.60%, #£ Music H1F1
#2755 T 2.55%, 1E Litera " FUE 32 %5 T 0.91%, 1
AP FUERE T 2.61%, FIV-ERE T 1.47%. t
F MULTI-CELL-LSTM X 7% [& 5 {4 2 T 19 R 1E 15 &,
Z W T RRIEAE B A i 25 7 46 k1R, i MSKE-CDNER
AE 8 A7 200 b ) FH AR AE A 5 A 285 0 Ak e 1L, DT B
15 AL T e

SR TG b A 50 A Y ) T SR, 7R S [ B 4R
>R 5 Baziotis 45 A" —FEM 7 X, A 3T,
10 5 S 45 S A S B FIAR E 25, 45 ANk 3 Fi 3k 4
o1 MSKE-CDNER*{7 it 7~ . X tb 80 A 14 5 35k 77 v,
MSKE-CDNER 7 2 /™S [a] i 2080 5 T 4% (R 5 56 25 1
DT X5 e i, B 2% 2T | I HTRRAIE B9 45 44 £k SR AT
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DA 3 25 Sl R A 12 A
4.6 LIS HT

FEAR T, BEHL PC—CG 3 £ 592 56 M 14 il 52 56
BE R K S8 DL AR 4 A Ty T S 5
AT 4347, PC, CG 4l 42 J8 T B 7 4, 4 rp 2 b
T ) SR B R A AL, B G 2 S5 AT 40 AT O B
B MSKE-CDNER 7E£4E %5 5 = 45U SR i A
RUAE.
4.6.1 THRLSCE

h T I £ 9 A5 R AR 6 5E ALY A b, T
PC—CG X 2H 5256 F 47 il 5 5, 45 31 1 X Le 45
W 5 frow, o] LU AL 3 AR o SR U
REFETH I8 A BT B, AR RN R 05 38 5 FUE %
L2 1A

Table S Ablation Study on PC—CG Dataset

%£5 7EPC—CG HiE&E LAlmtLe %o
Tk P R F1 A
MSKE-CDNER (A3 ) 83.80 82.08 82.93
~Lyio 83.74 81.15 82.56 037
—Lmmd 83.79 81.68 82.72 -0.21
~Lcpa 83.25 81.87 82.42 -0.51

3 5 —Lyo £ T 2 300 K AR B 1) 45 3] 114 45
B, PRI T 0.06%, R FFET 0.93%, FUE FFET 0.37%,
Horp RAE 3N Hm LI N R 2, Ul 2 2 ek
L5 e 1S B A Y 11 A i 0 S A S R 4R T A AR
R PERE, A B B T DL 38 B 3 A 4% S AR Y
ROR . [FIRE M, —Loma 2275 T 2508 2 00 S50 4 1 52 596 25
B, P FI%T0.01%, R FFET 0.4%, FIE FI% T 0.21%,
2 W YR A 3 A L AR A ek b A e e T LA 2
SRR B BE J7 85 45T B2 . —Lepa 02T 2 45 H AL X
FARER A LE R, PR T 0.55%, R FFET 0.21%, F1
HTRET 0.51%, Horh FUEAE 3 AT Rl S5 56 vh T B
2. TRl hg 235 K6 Ak X 5% 455 R A A TBUREAIE 2% 7% 1) 5] B 4R
W) T S5 R AR, FE AT I RS I 25 R A AR B IR
5 B RS A PR AT LA B b R T A Y S A )
PEfE.
462 WEMKE

£ PC—CG S5 b A7 I & R 50, 25 R Nk 6
Ji s, Horp Fh PAH K Prob>F, 4 P<0.05 I}, 3 81
PCHICGZ A B FEME 2. K 6H P=0.0277, %
] MSKE-CDNER A & 3 1 22 75 F AR S i 4o it i
PRHHFRER PIA.

Table 6 ANOVA of MSKE-CDNER on PC—CG Dataset
% 6 MSKE-CDNER 7 PC—CG iE&E FRIFENH

SR Ryl B HE By FH P i
i| 1.008 6 1 1.008 6 11.44 0.0277

1R 0.35253 4 0.088 13

it 136113 5

4.63 ZHrHT

RS K A R B th S A, A% S5 Y 5
M), 15 B AN R 1) S 50E 54T 2 55, PCHCG X 41
SE 0 S BORAR AN 5 TR . AR S R Ak R B
Loss {8 i1 WD 195 25 F1 GWD fi4 i 55 4t [5] 28 i, Hoep
A0 WD AL, 18 3% GWD AT, F A1 H
45 S B0, X F AR A, BUE 5% E R 0.1, 1,
10, 100. A& 5 5 AT LB & b 5 i, 244 (F [ 2 s, Bl
B AAERIBEIN, S5 A A5 B BB A B AR IR R R
(14 B AR 7R 8 0. e, mT DU S B A 5 R 11 B
AR BE , AR  RE Tt B = B, TR P Rk
A, Ud B S5 AR A AR B RT DU HF 25 U IR A iR B, 7
=100 B A e 45 1 . 20 5 BOUm 40, fi 20 36 L
4=0.1, =100 1 & PC—CG X £H 5 5 v 1) et S 5%
[ #, B A,=100, =1 1E} Conll03—PC X 2 S5 1Y)
LS.

FUH/%

Fig. 5 Parameter analysis in the graph optimal transmission

K5 BRI i S8

4.6.4 AR 3BT

% 743t T MSKE-CDNER 7E PC—CG X 21 525
FR G IR BE S G 45 L, % 7 Pl S TR O S MR A
W A M5 FUE. BT AR K 4 v i S AR 2
B2, IEFITE, B AL B AR 2 R EAT 7R ] 350 B
5 I A 5 S TR A LY T A B R F A A T T
MARFUE T T 3T 0.92%, UESE T MSKE-CDNER
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Table 7 Fine-Grained Analysis on PC—CG Dataset

%®7 PC—CG ¥iR%E FMMREN T %o
SRS P R Fl
4t 2H 1 82.58 81.67 82.12
LB 77.18 75.91 76.54
A 87.34 79.92 83.47
fay Ak 81.05 74.14 77.44
HY 65.20 80.43 72.02

A B

T BE W8 7 Wb H1 X%} L MSKE-CDNER 7£ 52 {4
JE Y G 590 A A B 4 SR, TR AN TR) 2SR 1 S o
H 5 SR TR R AT AR B 43 B XF L, A5 SR A 6 B
76 M ] 9 52 #4260, MSKE-CDNER 45 3 0] 4 T
oAt 2 Fh 7 1, 3K AR 25 TS YIS A 25 4 Ak R AR
HEAT 5 S B 5 A S8 e T S [ S A s SO 1
[f] .

85

347 = MULTI-CELL-LSTM
mm FE 4%
MSKE-CDNER

77.44

80

16.23

55

WAL BN
kKT

50

fi Bl 27 HE

Fig. 6 Comparison of fine-grained F1-values among models

K6 B ANKLRE F 1 L

ARSCER M T R T 2R 45 R A TR SCHTA R 5
(1% 55 45 i 4% S5 AR I 4 8) MSKE-CDNER, &1} 1
2 WA F AR FERLH, R SCAS 7 51 0 45 48 Ak 1 X
TR AT BIRE i A JZ R R R AE 2R R R BROELZ 3
() _E T SCRAIE R 78 LA 25 A A I 200k 5%, i 3R
T B AN [ J2 UK 1) 45 0 A0 0 1, A g A5 78 S 4 1131 fig
1y 5 G . AR S5 A9 SCEHE 4 DL ) CrossNER
B D HEAT S8, OF 5 YT O A A L, SRR
], MSKE-CDNER 7F #5 3 {T: 55 Hh U i% 1 84y 45 R,

W] 2 o] F0 A 4548 10 R P BE % B 4 b 2 F B2 Sl A
WA I RS R 09 A oh, JRATT 23 % A A2 FI R A
e R A T T B A S, A SR IBCHE (I A AR /R

e Mk A B 7K SCHh A AT Uik 3T S0 3R
BAMSIT R xR R R B BRAAER A
FAX BFERLAE TR HXR T ERE T
9T o ;3 A4 8§ & LT W A5 9T il L

2 % x #
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