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Abstract: The industry Internet security knowledge graph plays an important role in enriching the semantic relation-
ships of security concepts, improving the quality of the security knowledge base, and enhancing the ability to visualize
and analyze the security situation. It has become the key to recognize, trace and protect against the attacks targeting
new energy industry control systems. However, compared with the construction of the general domain knowledge
graph, there are still many problems in each stage of the construction of the industry Internet security knowledge
graph, which affect its practical application effect. This paper introducesthe concept and significance of the industry
Internet security knowledge graph and its difference from the general knowledge graph, summarizes the related
work and role of the ontology construction of industry Internet security knowledge graph. Under-the background of
industry Internet security, it focuses on the related work of the three important components of knowledge graph con-
struction, respectively named entity recognition, relationship extraction and reference resolution. For each compo-
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nent, it detailedly reports on the development history and research status of this component in the domain, and deeply
analyses the domain challenges in this component, such as non-continuous entity recognition, candidate word extrac-
tion, the lack of domain-quality datasets and so on. It predicts the future research directions of this component, pro-
vides reference and enlightenment to further improve the quality and usefulness of industry Internet security knowl-
edge graph, so as to deal with emerging threats and attacks more effectively.
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Table 1 Common knowledge graphs and similar products
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ConceptNet!** 2016 A LR iR, AT WA
Freebase™™” 2008 Wikipedia S5 i HEA T BE ZE R AR E RN R
DBpedia™® 2007 £&i# 75 Wikipedia Wikidata LA E RN R
YAGO™ 2007 WordNet , Wikipedia RELE LA BRI
Wolfram Alpha™? 2009 Mathematica IR G| S
NELLE 2018 T 245 3 FF SCAR ENE A &N ST E
BabelNet™ 2012 Wikipedia ,WordNet KAYE LA RHER
Wikidata™ 2014 Freebase . Wikipedia LU T AR AL IR R R R
Knowledge Vault® 2014 YAGO . Freebase .Wikipedia . ¥ 4 /A FF 545 KA B AR A 3%
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Table 2 Application of KGs in different fields
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Fig.1 Construction framework of industry Internet
security knowledge graph
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F 5h2% > (active learning) fH 45 &, # H—FP 3t 32
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BE I HELR DI & 0 O R bR 1 i I R PR A
WUE BREAR AT HE — bR 1, AR I 25 82 AR 1 AR
Hro BFXF NLP B 2541 0] R, 48 th —Fh i Tl 245
FER /1MUY BILSTM-LSTM AR | 122455 2 1) i 3l 4%
T2 ML 3 N M A AR R S A A0 =2 (8] R 4R DG
Z ,FIH LSTM A5 78 4 CRF 1 Ay i i A e, 2 5
AR RE
324 JET WY i ik

TN 5455 7 3 ok A v R 1R B RTINS RE
2 BN A WG R, AR PR AR R SGE
HABRr & A 6e

W UL A T AR U4 L GPT (generative pre-trained
transformer) ®*45 g AR 19 A 191 )9 15 F 1555 (auto-
regressive language model, ARLM ), Ll BERT (bidirec-
tional encoder representation from transformers )™ 2 H:
A AR B Mask i 75 12 41 (Mask language model,
MLM) , Pk XLNet®™ 45 Sy 48 32 19 HE 51 15 75 155 8 (per-
muted language model ,PLM )%,

SR, NERAL S5 T 456 1 F U B, B I K
43 NER 8 (i F R % 58 47 B A% I F SCIE L) BERT
FR YNV Bl e 5% o

Jo 55 NVEE X 10C 1 g Jll [ 45 F5 A BE il 128 Jgl By
AR B AR A5 ELI RO AN 2 0 1), B2 ) — b I 4
T Ak SCAR Hh 2 B4 b 20 I 44 4 G SR K HL G R
HEZE Vulcan, % AE 42 ffi F§ BERT-BILSTM-CRF 5% %!
TR ) 4% 22 4 S A4, I BERT A= il S it , 1 H
BIiLSTM #21 F 5 SCIB & , ik Al 5 T 3 R
R

¥ 75 B 4 KR X APT s Afr et R A SO0 T
oy 7 ) 4 <22 A AR IR E Y 1) &L, 4 1) — Fh Bk T BERT-
BIiLSTM-Att-CRF 1% [ 4% 22 4> NER BB, 2 45 54 |
FH Attention HLTH 5 i SC B Re ik, CRF i i f5e AL AR 45
JE 50, N APT 3t dle s v F s $ HCAPT ek R, JF:
A BLH UL APT A 8L R AR R, o APT i AR B
T A R APT Bt W 43 B S (A BE il

Zhang 55 A CER XS 0 2% B i A7 7 K AR R
TOAR e SCIR T SEAA32 SASHA 0 S A Brl iS4 )
RO A D — T I 2% BB 4 NER #5221 BERT-BILSTM-
SelfAtt-CRF. ZB A HI ] A T3 /1L (self-attention)
THE IR T 22 18] 1 SC IR M | I AR s ST AR B W3- A [ 1)
AU, REAS B I fifp R A g S 1) R,

Zhou %5 N ™V X% 48 BERT Fil Il 5 if 3 F F-ii]
K, 5 3 BERT B A L IE % B i e T R Sy

T SCRFE A [R) AL, 2 HH — AL T 42 1] 8 i (whole word
masking, WWM) /) NER #¢ % BERT.wm-BILSTM-CRF.
%7 15 R FH BERTum B 15 X ) £ 22 42 SCAR (1) 1 X2
28y, R H R R T NER BB X o0 2% 22 4 52
AR 118 S S5 310 B AR A S AU 1 R

TR A8 N VR S P AR R 6 J A 15 1 o ) 4% 2 4
SRR R ME A AR P I SCTR 2R A g i A ) A 4
th—Fh 5L T BERT 1 5k 22 25 1 45 £ 2% (residual di-
lated CNN,RDCNN) ) NER J5 i o 1% 7 & Fll FH 5% 2%
477 AW 1 a7 A A ARUZ T A B Ak IR R,
SRS AN I RIOCR | H 2 X — S 7 2 S 4 1 1R 1) 3L
AP IRARMR , 75 2L SCAS T S A, Ak PR
FEA - 45 ) L

IR PRI R A BAT 8542 T T Tl B K ™) 2 42
NER J7 % 1Y 14 8 L (H 2 5L T 79 8 bn T 10 J5 vk TG ¥
Ptk B SRR M 22 SR A U ), PR, BIFY
NG I 22 A %) 2 e B =

TRGUARTIE Xof ik 5 S A A i 2 S AU ) et
& — T 4 Sy VA — Ak i e A SEUARL R NERBBE A
PRI T i BB IBURT 70 2R 1 5 1% B 4SS B Span 2%
S0l 1) S AR IR, S N ) e R RO A T RE Y R B
(RPA) B U 5 53 ), SR Ja Xt B4 v Ba i 25028,
I FC AT R S A G o s AL ] BERT $2HUR Bt
(i LR, IFTE BERT H R ] RoPE AH X 37 # 4 ith
Dy kS R A B AR AEAE . Rl O 4 Ok R, 42
R &SNV E SR (EPER & 5F (271 | B3-SR Nl
U R] 8, A5 R VE g i 2352 3] Span i KK BE I 5200

Yan 25 AT BLA. NER AR A BE [ 15 X6 s oF
SR R SR AN 4 SRS RS I AR Y )
P& — il 5L F S0 Span Azl R AR A 2B 20 NER £
B ZRRLES 7 9 IR AT: 55 T A 7 90 A AT 55, A
H.BART (bidirectional and auto-regressive transformers)
PO ZRAE ATl H] seq-to-seq My 2t 1713 51 A
o BRI 2 A Bl el SE A T T
SOTA (state-of-the-art) Fi44: BE , fELJE H Al 77 75 i i 25
IR 22 PR A

Li 45 P 0 NER RS TR e 2 finf 48— A S 4 1)
AHAR G Z (] it Hh — b B 0] - 18] 5C R 7 2K Y 52—
NERHE M W2NER . % #5 BK: NER {F: 55 £ 452 g 1)
X 2R 70 AT 55, i 3 ) W 3] 5 1) 22 1) 1 O &R U
SR BN AR A TR 4B R AR 4 (next-
neighbor-word, NNW) F1 & 1 1A - * ¥ % (tail- head-
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word-*, THW-*) , Jf-F| FH 22 7 5 25 17 45 B2 1) 4% (multi-
granularity dilated CNN, MGDCNN) £ £k, — 4 i % [
kTN, B S A RS 5 #5% (biaffine predictor) 1
% JZ B AL (multilayer perceptron, MLP) 41 j 5k & ¥
D 78 4 HE B 3R) 5 ) 2 W) OC &R, I3 i 1 X i
SRR 2 22 SR B R

BRI T AN IS T NER 155, {H & Fifi
% GPT3™ GPTARISE i R MU ALY it 3L, F 58 A
R R A U TE NER (T 55 LRI,

Wang 55 ANV XF NER AE: 55 Fil A= il A A (1) 38
i [v) B30 F1 &) 3 TR) R3L, B NER AT 55 6 4k 18 & A2 iUAT
%, IF Rk B R E SR W O2 i £ v ), A
S A GPT A7 {1 prompt A4 2 5 = 345 AT 554k
(task description) , /b &= 4% 14| (few-shot demonstration) ,
A% A (input sentence) . 752K GPT iz g &
SR, X NER AT 55 AT 4l ik, S8 5 28 0] 7R Y0 58 &
NER {F: 55 1 A il B B 22 1) 19 22 5, B IR 28U A= g
H AR SCAS I ME T, 50 5 85 GPT 1922 48 31 8 i A T 11
5] GPT 22 58 42 15 1E 1) A 22 il g A\ 18] WP AR AE 5 5K
SEARIERIE 9 X0 PR o

Li % A U941 X} ChatGPT #11 GPT4 fig 15 1 H T &
Ml U ) NER AT 5%, 76 4 Rl SRR 08 4R B PP AS M
fiE. SZI4E KW, ChatGPT Il GPT4 1 Ak B4 7 4%
B TR AR TE I Jy BR P AR A5 S &, AT DG i
b FEAH DGR B B T R U R, 1R I 2
GPT AU DL 2 B AL RE

Fe 3N HE T — 2L NER A58 7 28 U 48 4R Gl
B4R FAOPERE, 2 4% Tl HLIBE X 22 440 Y NER
BERVHEAT T XF L

3.3 Tk BB P 22 4 NER i I 1) Pk ik
331 REIAR R E S IR UM )

A SRR AR — DR RN E — el 24
S S, 3% 5 8 “Windows Credential Editor” 5% {4 J&
T T HE(TOOL) " s 44 , i H: v 4 “Windows” J& T #
YEZRGE(0S) A ; AR 3% S I 2 18 — A 9214 A 2 1
BB A S SE Y, A2 5%mail and USB stick worm”
%) “mail stick worm” 5 B (Virus) SE 44, H rh “mail”
H1“stick worm” g% FiA] [ T, JE@ AR LR sk
3.3.2  FEHRIE AR UM )l

Tl FHR 2 A A — S SR IS G Y R T
S E S R LSS AR AR L AR R R 22 5% il an -
S 4415 ) 2% (rundlI32.exe, .dIl) | SO 46 %6 4%/
AH X} % 4% (C:\Users\Default\Desktop, .\Desktop ) . 2
& fir 2 (Is-a, certutil-decode ) . 437 5 32k 1 B0/ 1E B
(0x7hb, 3c dd) 55 , 3 FH 453 fiy 44 S AR U J5 1k AN B 1
RVl EESE S 37 S i Y N
3.3.3  AXE i m)

Tl LB ) 2 4 4 s R ) SR TR AR L, R
VB 1 30 1 o R O R AR 4 FR L APT 4141
T S5 8 S A5 U A Y1 R 5000 A v o R D0 e A S A
Ry At 45 1) i R TE A I RE A T B 2R R AR Sk ]
T SCRFAE , S B0I8E A T 3 M A TR R 43 28 5k S ok
SR TR 5 M AR TR 1 VA ff A R R A DT 5 e 5 22
49 1ISK G A4 2 F ]
3.3.4 4 . gis U )

Tl LG ) 2 A U A A AR 22 1 Ll R
W, BT8R O 28 JE A7 ik BT 78 B TR 5
R 2T A5 A5 T T A7 AE AN ) IR AE 1Y) P 2% 2 e i 4

#3 AFINER J7iEAE &5 S Y FLATA e

Table 3 Comparison of F1 values between different NER methods.on different datasets AT %
119'8 TR N EE -
MUC-7  CoNLL2003 -+ ACE2005 OntoNotes5.0  Genia  ShARel3.. CADEC

Borthwick® MEM 88.80
Bikel HMM 94.92
Zhout*™ HMM 9410
Bender™” MEM 89.58
Yao®™ CNN-CRF 71.01
Strubell® IDCNN-CRF 90.65 86.84
Huang®™ BiLSTM-CRF 84.74
Wang"™ GPT-3 90.91 82.20
Yant™ BART 93.24 84.74 90.38 79.23 79.69 70.64
Li™ BERT-BiLSTM-MGDCNN 93.07 86.79 90.50 81.39 82.52 73.21
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A4 Tk M % 4 NER BB [
Table 4 Comparison of industry Internet security NER models
PERETEAN 1%
B B [19'8 iz B -
WiE  AmE F1
CVE .NVD .CWE .CPE
Joshi®” CRF Microsoft or Adobe security bulletins 83.00 76.00 80.00
Security Blogs
CVE .NVD .CWE
Bridges*? MEM Microsoft Security Bulletin 98.90 99.30 99.10
N Metasploit Framework
L T BB P
CNVD.CVE.NVD .SCAP
S ity F .CXSECURITY
FES  CRF eeurtty Focts 8520 8050  82.80
Pediy BBS .Freebuf Kafan BBS
OWASP .360SRC ,ASRC
Liao®" SVM loC bl.JCKet\OpenIOC DB 98.00 92.00 95.00
Security Blogs
Simran®  BiGRU-CNN-CRF Bridges™ 90.80 96.20 93.40
Qin®? FT-CNN-BiLSTM-CRF Freebuf %3k . 2 = Y I £l 2 88.45 83.68 86.00
VR ) o _ SemEyaI-ZOlS Tasjl<.8
Li® DyAtt-BiLSTM-LSTM Security Communities and Blogs 89.62 87.63 88.61
APT Reports
Gao™ BiLSTM-Dic-Att-CRF Bridges™ 90.19 86.60 88.36
Jo® BERT-BiLSTM-CRF ThreatPost . Malwarebytes . Twitter 96.80 97.70 97.20
APTR ts f ATT&CK, FireEye,
¥R BERT-BILSTM-Att-CRF eports form MEEYe 9206 8733 90.06
McAfee and Kaspersky
R - Zhang®™ BERT-BILSTM-SelfAtt-CRF CNVD .SCAP .360SRC .NIEC 92.45 94.20 93.32
BRI 45 B g
Zhou®? BERTuwn-BiLSTM-CRF Bridges 97.03 96.71 96.87
. Freebuf [ 3 . 2 7 s I 2040 22
#i4"  BERT-RDCNN-CRF resbuf % . & =R R B iR R 88.72 9107  89.88
CNVD
Wang" Dic-BERT-BILSTM-CRF MalwareDB" CVE NISVD"™ 92.53 90.86 91.69
5 PP ik 52 2% 9 1K 2 i) BEXT 134 a) 5 Pk A, A SIS - (1) 7T PR
Table 5 Examples of complex entities for CTI Li"™ \Wang"45 A $2 A0 SEAR KR v AN g fie i =X,
KA S 10 Sk FEHT AR R Tl IR R 48 4 S Sul B g B i AR Y L AT
Windows Credental - Windows R5 USSR AR RS 1O R L (2) T DL
s s itor indows Credential Editor- 1. E. . A a —
iRk mail and USB stick USB-T.H Jﬁﬁl’%)& j‘J:‘ﬁE B"J%E'ﬁﬁi s ﬂ%?%%&%ﬂ %:‘ﬁE \Iﬂ'lﬁ"ﬁf‘
worm USB stick worm-J5 i AE AN —L8 N T3 TR B AE , nT LA s AR 750 X e Bk =X

Ports 25-Ji 115
Ports 109-¥i 15
Ports 143-3 1%

Mail Service Ports

e bk 25,109 and 143

mail and USB stick  mail stick worm-J5
worm USB stick worm-Ji% 7%

FEAS[R] 17 4 DL RO X0 51 44 4R A7 7E Bl
w4 5 4 ik 55 2% (command and control server)”
A B R C27 A B BT R C&C

2R AR B A% 01 SR 1) 22 FCRELIE 2t A5 A
2B IX Z2 R R I Y AE 2 A S AT R S
2, FHMIR S EE R E N EE MIUREE A Y
BERUAR e UM 13k 2 Fh 2 BT 2k, 4 0 A

T 2 e O AR

SRR AR A 2 BB, B v ) R iR T XS AR i 1R 51
BB, AT DA w3 % o 8 ] i 0 BE T o (3) T LU
SR TV 7356 D) 4 4 AH S 1t kg 8 A 33T 11| R A
i SecBERT™  CySecBERT™ &1 i B A5 T- T SCHk
F I SCRRAE 1) 2, SCOREAS (N RE Sy SCA AR i 3 Tall
IR D) £ A AU SRR SUAFAE 38 R R A B SR A
AR HERA 4 35 SUAFTIR ) D2 oA 65 Sk 1] g M P 5 i)

4 _JLIRI W
4.1 LESTIRAT 55 € X

25— D HIEECE N AT S={w,,w,,,0,)
TilE ARG ER E=le, ey, e, , R —F
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. whee Ji—TH {w, - w/ ee . FIRHHE
55 IR 0 A PR HR R A R i — SR i A [ S
il g rp A e A R SRR E 3R AR [ S

Tl B ) 2 4 A0S i T A 1Y T2 AT 55 k)
V8] 285 ol JBIb A7 A SCAS v R B A7 AR 9 0l 44 RN 4 5 3R AT B
S, SRR HITR B 454, 325 FR S N2
4.2 LRSI OESE BLAR
421 BEFRN W ik

BT RN B T 0 A v, FEAREE N Tkt
(T S RN, 58 B SCAS A g AR TR T i S L A
fHR

i 41 Hobbs 25 A CAEE X A i) 48 A48 fife ) L, $2 1
— P I T A A TR G AR CR J7 ik . Grosz 55 ™
B8 Jey 8 3 B X A ) T i T ) DG SR D, 00 20
A7 IS . Raghunathan 28 9% X S A 2 1)
— MR 2 T PR B D 1 G B RRAE 4 (], B2
— LT £ g0 %€ (multi-pass sieve ) 1Y CR s .

SRR T8 5 2 00 52 2% v R B Y 25
PE |, BE R B — 4 2 40U A T 42 3] T i R D) I 1
T T A SR, 7 A A A R S R
Iz AL RE F1 R ] RS A MR A 25
422 JETHIFMPLERSF ik

Bl Bl 27 2 SR T2 L BE S A T 2%
AE A8 I AT 55 A LA 2 o Bk S A
W B T HLER 2% 2T B CROTIETT A A 4 Fp L7k
L 0 HE B0, 2 7R X A5 2 (mention pair model) , 35 &
HE /¥ #5% % (mention ranking model) , 52 14 32 A& # 71
(entity mention model) 1 5% 4 HE ¢ 455 74 (entity rank-
ing model/cluster ranking model) , ¥ CR [w] i %% fk.
o0 4y 2 In) R BCHE JE TR) L, 45 A T 5K B (decision
tree, DT) . #h 2 U1 -3 (Naive Bayes, NB) .MEM Fi
SVM S5 A b RS T fifk )

Rahman %5 A\ 9% L1 T 25 A A5 0 AE B2 1) 5 2k
Ao LI as R ARG A HLAS 2 2] BRI
FEE AL 3 J7 245 5 TH A AR [A] B 1% 00T, DU A A A
HE 22 1 P BB H e IR IR A« S HE e A5 1 > 58 i
JP B> SR RS KGR XA A

McCallum 45 A %} % 3145 CR B I G % 1E %
AT ¥ R Z 18] 1Y 7T BB A7 TE L A8 0GR 14 [l , £2
— LT CRF (48 I i 77 e (12007 0K CR )
AR P B AR E [R]85 A CH SCAR I Z R RHIE (S B
i 11y Ry B BT Y e B (Fh e RS 0. CRREA
PRI S PEAR B, R 7E — 8 B B | 2% B3R IR 2 ik
G ZR (TS TR T B Ay M

423 JETIREEEAM Tk

VT 4E K, i 1 Word Embedding . CNN . BiLSTM .
Attention 55 TR B 27 > 2 AE A AR 18 Ak B A5 A~ 40k
KIS, JE TR BE 2 > 19 O 1k A 383 o 45 7
fife AT 55 B I 5 AR R B B TR B A ) I R e
I 2% 1) 22 J2 G 28 I 45 AR S s 16 AT 2 )2 )
MY 7R, B 2 MR AR N K ) b 1 o SRR
TE T SRS 5 22 FTE SCRBI: .

Wiseman 25 A BV X} SCAS v AR 1] 24 9 A R
Y IA) R, 45 R — Pl G 4 SR IR i CRA AR, % A A
Fe T RABHETF I, N B A Y R A 0 R RS
(2 R AIE ) BE 8% 5 Bl ) W7 >4 Hij R34 A2 15 T A — i 7
Feab g LA H LSTM Bk 78 43 2 HaT 7 3238
) IL 8 RS FRAE B2 1 RS s A n] 1y 24 T
fifRE T o H R IR AETE S R M BT IS 48 A TR R 4 J R AE
2 H AT B ) A

Lee 55 NV X ML A CRELAY TR BB IHE R0 M
i SIS RRS TU #8 E hy TAE T A R) R B —
F D0 SCAS B B 3 T ) DBy e OG22 1) oy 31 3 CR
RS %A ] span-ranking 77 v (B A) 715, K
BE R n B8] T n(n=-1)12 4 span) , $ SCAS ) B 1)
TEFNZE A8 KR AR Rl 1E 0 Bl 22 2% 1 AL AR5 R
BiLSTM 2T A span (14 A &7~ , il 1 1155 span (1
FRAF 3 FI K span J& A A A KA a5 span
XF B A F5 75 43 4 B span X A 245

Lee 55 NFUSCEF X B RITHEAS 3 I H 2% j 8 —
B T 2 8 1% [0 A, i 10— e e i 3 i Bk, D
THEE Y i 2048 2 15 AL — [T R 2k 4R 1), 5 R
JFRABOA WIS R AT H AT ™A E K
THE R, 1% Bk T AT ML 3 48 (coarse- to-
fine) Ay HEWT SR B o 1 Sl o R A SR BUHT M A
RUERIR IR JFE k= T 53 pRAON B R S R K
Az AE A THE | fe T kS B AT 43 eR i B 4
FEATIFR

B I 2R A AL 1 I AR A DR | AL
65 AT 55, 4 T S o5 i A R T 1 S B R fig
Joshi 55 N FIFE Lee®™ i BEfilt |- , 1) FH BERT #5281 2% AX
ELMo (embeddings from language models) I GloVe
(global vectors for word representation ) 4= i i) [] 2 , 7&
OntoNotes £ 4l 42 I Hf% T R 47 iR . Bl 5, Joshi
S NI A T SpanBERT A6 A | 2455 B it AL I ke Bt
A~ token & Ay Fifi AL J0E i B A 3% R 5 B A8 T 4T3k
ZNFNFIIN span , #E— D4R T T I AR R A1 RE
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AR U Y IR T R R C AR BUR T —
Bk, 29 LA RS NER I CR 4 3 21 A58 £ . {1
S, Tl B R 22 A Sl A T A 55 B T AR T
fift Z A1 A7 AE R 44 18 T A5 O, PRI Tl B )
B A U T 22 DGR SR LA T R 4 o

o L A NIRRT ) £ 2 A SEARTE R [6] T RS 43
M2 45 v ] e 2L A AN R 44 BRI [ 0, 4 — i 36
AR BRBICH A0 CR 71k o 17 s 4 4 I 25 Cedlit
distance, ED ) A5 {14 F1 Jaccard AH L 1 5 1 45 4 i ht
FAF ERFAE , SOR 28 B 1) A% 5% AR AR BE BB TR
A SR B) B HF SCARARLBE , B s IR Rl 1 S ) 531 S5
IR 5 R bR

RIS A5 VR X O 445 22 440U, CR AT 45 1) e Sk 1k
(BT, B8 HP — 7 15 0 ) LRI R B 2 > I 4% 1) CR T
B 25 Sl R TR N PRI 24 42 4 SCAR Y
PRI AR SR 44 1) 4 1 8 BiLSTM-DictAtt-CRF 5
TR P 246 22 4 S A, A FH ) L 75 /LI (dictionary
attention) 34 5 SCARRAE , £ 55 S0 RS GERA %  AR )5
it FH i A A i U RN L g 27 > O vk b A 7 2L T

Jii) 77 A NV S S AR AR 1) 22 R M FAS B i 1
"] 1, 5t — Fh 45 A 4 J5 4 2 (global reasoning ) &L A6
(3 F BILSTM B ) CR J7 vk o 1% J7 751 FH GloVe
SRR IR ] R — 486 B U AR RRAE ) 2
166 EL Mo A5 75 1 BRSO AR B SCARRAIE i) i, SR Ji5 0 =
[ 4 D AR AE 1] B A A BILSTM 55 7Y v g 47 52 {4
A 1 1] %) B2 RO 4 W7 02 5 2L 4 | Pl A A
T SCAE BRI SCRY AR BN e 4 2R AT HE B AR AL, B
Je o TG R AR v B S O R R R

Li 58 NEE X 3 CREIAL A R i Hhdi 3=
IR AT AT H2 O ABL L 28 A R RRAIE , 45 48 3RaR IX 44y
O W 7S Y ), 2 — P R SR R AE 1
AR, R e e A BERT $E BUSCAR I LAY
fiE, SR 5 G 1) R T TR 1 O 28 22 4 SIEAAR 9K I o S
AL 55 T A token Y Fill 5 7 AiF 1 7 2B AE R SE AR Ay
fiE, R 31 7 11 shpL il ) CNIN I 2% $2 5097 A n]
A 1 g S0 4 G 0 UR B R AR, 2% i O R S N
7] 90, i Je i FH TanH 8075 pREI0T 3R ISR
4.3 Tl B P % 4 CR i s i 8 %

4.3.1 ok ik i) P& I ] i

G SRR Z N 44 4
T i 14 22 K 137 (he, she, this, they 25 ) |, Tiii Tl B 1B
W 22 42 45U Y B S AR 28 T £ R “APT 41417 B
U B A T A AR bR T R 24 B2

i — 6 4 1) 4 1 (40 “damage of the virus” 1 4 “the
virus™) , BT LAAE v L DU B NER 2448 BE 6 2 Tl
IR ) 27 4 SOAR A8 T AT 55 B oK o
432 WNBUR LT 3CR)E

TUAT B0 L5 91 A A Y A 8 3 A O T 98RO
ANEEAR T L Al T M I I 2 4 4 e S A 1Y R
M, SCAR I 8 AAE B BB EL 23 A0 g, 1% i 1)
G BN BE T 2 L4 T AR 1 ) 50K I T gt
— LR AT B SCE B TR A E B AR A
B, R T B AR MR R, A DG AN R AR
A 45 B TR G P | PR QU S SRR R TR A S,
A LUIE G S IR IR AR 2 VRRIE Rl AL 5 A5 5
K SPAREN AL G 2= CRIEBS v, 4 vy 8 T e A 2 1)
PEfiE . i 1 “The security analyst discovered a suspi-
cious file on one of the compromised endpoints, and they
immediately quarantined it to prevent further spread.”
— /) H Y “it” 45 B9 J2& “a suspicious file” i J& “one of
the compromised endpoints” 75 45 & | F {5 B &
G A5 B AT AW

BEXT b 1] 5 Pk, ARSI - (1) A LS T
Lee® 4575k , Sed@ BUm) 1 BT A7 n] REAY 2R3 , Ptk
A48 F W, b S0 3R 34 4 BOAS 52 B Y R) A, (2) m LA
BT Li S N7 s, A S R M S Rl R AR R AT
ST AR F B, B TE CRALAUXT IR SO UAF B
FAIfES .

5 XFZAM
5.1 RAEMBULE S E X

U R — D BIABC N BA] T S=(w,0,,0,0,)
HiE LRI E=fep,eq,-ne) HUE XKFRK
MES R=lr.ry, g RS {w,, -0, }ee, ,
T w, )V ee; o QR ANIBUE 55 300 2 Bl
PRSI IR Z ) A7 AE TR OG Z  BIR <epr e, > o B
sk [ P E A R AR, R
BT ANPER” B AN E A — R G R

FE Tl BB ) 22 4 IR I 5 A g ok A, I 245
JA W 2 28 3 i 4 SR I A BE L 75 31 5 2 RS
ARSI, I ZRTEUT: 55 it J2: & 9 SE R 22 TR] B 2R L
ERINTE I OE SN L AN AN S
5.2 X FZ A rsE Bk
5.2.1 JETHEBRPLELH Jy ik

BRI UC LA RO i, EEKREIE S
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2 FARYE TR T A LA R g5 2 e R Rk, TF
T 4w il 6 R AR AT DT R

BN Appelt 55 AU —Fh 3% T4 FRARZS A 3halL
(finite state automata, FSA) {5 B il B & 48 FASTUS,
JEAE M EL A 1R 7 HLE LAk FASTUS R 401
Al R REPE . Grishman 28 A St — Fp il 5 38 1 AR
R A5 AR VG IE 15 2 4l R ¢ Proteus, I X Proteus & 4t
TEG 50 i A B A I A T O,

ST, 3 BN VT Y OC &R il B TR AR N
TSR 2 S0 SCAS b SUR By B2 2R 9T N B
[F) s 7 18 55 2% FIRE S 40 3 EL AT TR B A RO
Rt =2 Ab 0 575 2P AR B HUR S rh A R AR 5 i
PR 50 A /0 Bt il BB 5 3 LS % T AR A B R
Z MR Z B 25 5 77 A vh €, B HE LGS N F & R i
T FRIENAAE
5.2.2 STt pLas 2l ik

BTGt i HL AR 2= 2 O R AU R G R
[*) 51 A Sy o 2 ) A, AR 4R N TR T 19 45 AR AE D
oAt W HIIPLE = S BAE MEM .SVM 45, {4
4n Kambhatla™®™  Zhou®  Sun®*,

Jones %5 A "VER X ) 4% 4 42 RE AT 55 Bl = B i 4K
PEAE 1) o) 5T, 7 1 —Fh 56 T Bootstrapping F¢) 56 28 il Bt
D5tk o T IEAE M 45 22 4 NER BUE 4 b T 07 55191
Fomh b, 855 O R BV 23 bR o RN 3 3 2k ) Bk 4
bR AT AE T B AR E s (O R kT
BCABEAR ) 5t AT LAFE/NERLE FAS B R 45 3R

Banko %5 APV X T SR O R AR AR
sk 1) [a) R, 2 1 0 T 8 AR 1 I ik A5 B HOHE
2 (open information extraction, OIE ) Fl—Fh 2L T [ W
B2 ) IR B AR 45 TextRunner, 1448 RE
HE HR A% 0 S/t 1 6 R AP IS EA T, 1M OIE J2&
— P R B GE S L RE S X JC PR 1% OC R AP 2k
HEAT A, J2ME B At 3 T A ) LR AE Y1 R — 58
AR 22 o) R 5 T X R R B, R )58 1L
BEARIAE R SRS  BEIGE R A BB OC R —JTdl .

R TG HIL 827 > RE J7 15 i % K ) [ 7E T
AP BE AR H RO T T i R AE 9 AR B B
AN T3 R IE IS A B, A B AT B 1) SR
P ¥
523 JETIRIEF Mk

KT IR 27 ) BB AL BE A5 T 22 bk S A 45
FE HA ER R MR EMECEE 1. B oA T IRE
2 2 10 56 RPN 57 8 BEAE v e BT R A R Y

VK] £ HEL ) Sf R BRSO AS 19 25 FRFAIE L 38 A3 T K 46
(pipeline) it UL AL A (oint) Sl U A 5 7%

(1)KL K F BB =

T 7K £k 5% Z il BB 20K NER AT RE 1 4 AN il
ST AT 55 EAT AL B, RE 76 NER 52 B9 3L Al B E4T
o AR AT DA R O - JE R AT 3 i 44 SR TR Y A F
RIS A B3] B LR 2 A S AR R i A i SR AR X 2
[P

Pingle % AUV X B 2% 22 4 RE AT 55, 4 th — il
T i 45 A 22 I 2% 45 1 (feed forward neural network,
FENN) 19 ¢ 2 4B ¥ RelExt., 1% J5 4 fifi FH 7 Cyber-
Twitter 28 4 H Il 25 R A9 NER AR 76 P00 4E B o 2% 22
S (AR R 2% 22 4 iR I 25 Word2Vece
R XoF ) 4% 22 4 SR IR AT IR L R 5 A i 42 1)
KT RFRITE,

Wu A5 NPV S 1331 A5 R 1 oK i T REAT: 55
4 [0 L, 4t —h ) FH S A5 B 1 o BERT FI 2515
L) SR OC R AU R-BERT . % 5 ik 4 fi
A BERT iy4] F P i SR B indric , SR J5 il i BERT
5L AR B IRC] - R RS AR R R T A SR 1 18 A
B JE T g AT R R, LR AR
FEI X SEAR R RR IR AR C 00 R T S SR A A
B JPK A% 28 2] BERT B AL b, 143 BERT HL A1 11y
AW S T A SRR A B S BRI A U G
ROFHIMERTE . Jo % A% R-BERT ME4T 34004 , #
HHT Tl B 224 REAR 55, BUS T AEERROR

Sarhan %5 A\ ™MOEF X B T 2% %8 4 S0 A5 B4l HL
e BT SCACAR G I T 25 2 H 8 AR AT RE Mk 1 (]
RO, 2 Y — B e T I T A R A H R %l 1
PR 1 F HEAE 22 (open CSKG) o 1% HE 22 14 5 1)
FEF 1 WL 1 OVE HEHE M AR 254 1k 1 199 28 jal 1y
15 e b PGS SR TE T 1) AR = Jo A, SR 5 R
PRSI R T A 0 85 S AR |, B S AT 06 ZR il B, Tt
Framas SARPUN . 1% ONE HE SR K o fal i SCRFAIE (im] 1
REAE AA 115 15 30 I 4 A il &% A BIGRU A5 75 |
SR 5 B PR ) RN R ) M R
A A AT M S TR SR

Li 25 A7 S0 o 28 22 4 A3k b S A 22 ] 1 96 &
e B3 1 2 AN R B A ], 4 — b SR 2
KEMIT % o %07 E Se A ] BERT BLALHINLTK
(natural language toolkit) 4 Bt SC 4 Y i S i A 1]
PEFRAE | SR J5 AT i 28 SE MR TR . 76 IRl T, Pl
B S A 5 BE AR | SR IS B AR A RS A X B AR
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fiE, 55 )5 F I LogSumExp it AL B8 4C fe Kt Ak, 5K 1
Hb 2R 7R SR 2Z ) BT A DG R S BSOS GO 1 O &R
FHEL

Soares % N "L A REBIRLIZ L AE K IHA BRI
5] &, 7 Harris i 73 A i 5 47 & 31 RE SR E T 3C
T SCRRAE 2% > 1) S8 & J CREJIZ BERT) (9 J64th I
i th —Fod F A0 G 2 A IRUOT 5 BERTew-MTB. %07
2 B0 AR - SR S O R A R ) A S AR X
AP ZR NLIZ S AR , 72 BERT il il F v
Jil A MTB (matching the blanks) 1T %5 , 4% 7+ BERT i
I ARILE G R Uy T MEfg

Wan 55 A\ B2 Az il B AL (4n GPT3) T RE
AT 55 1 W > 22, - (1) )] Hp S AR TSGR S50
T R SIS XS I G 2R DGR B AT, RGeS A
I Z2 2R AR /A v g AN —B5R) A5 (2)8 NULL 7
505 15 M 424 R LAt DG R ST Y £ i [l R, 2 40—
BT 2 RN G 2 N AE W AR 2 5T 4 BR Y GPT-RE
Jik o O e At SRR R TR ) ROE O R 3R
RPRR T, NIITRSE PR R B & Z REMES 15 E
] o SR T A 1T W 3] A e SR G 5 3R S AR R £k
F W I L ORI A6 91 1) 45 5 I s s TR o S
5 4 LR G Fh ORI BE 5 A RO A A i R AL 7R
REAT55 I 5L A (1 PR RE 22 1

(2)BR G X R U

AR K LAl NER 1T 45 FIl RE AT 45 7215 5
TAbH H R T 20 T A FAE 55 Z 8R4 55 P B
TR RIS O 2, 28 1 FAT 45 2 18] A9 38 B s e
58, BT I NER AT 55 J0 53l o 2 2] SR 22 [8] 11 56
FARH R v o R T NER H 15 22 18 2 14 4% 31
RE AT % b ; HOR L J5 F 19 RE AT 45 — i bl el A oy S 1k
XF b 22 43 25 I, 220 W T SR N 22 1] AT RE A AE Y
WA R . R, DRS8N BT 360 P AT 55 il 5
— MRS IR 55 Z B S H, BEA O R
B] 43 R S A AL T AE O g S S RO H g —
I FEAS IR

S AR R AR RS T VR R AR L T A
VR B 2 o P25 I 5 AR L Sk e A O VA Ll
P 4T 55 2o 22—y R 70 S 40 (B J2 — i T 4>
ST B ) ) A AT AR S TN, PR AT A5 AR A
(] 3 AH B ST, AR R 1 A TR R 3 B
55, SHOILE H G — il ik RS it it g
— B BRZE 2 [A], AR 2 BE RE R LR B L BE R
K F AT B DT ASE 78 0 3 — A 0 1) g R AT 52 B

TiFAT: 55, AL bR 28 150 T M 85 FIIASE A8 45 4y 5 e e FE 3
=

Miwa 55 A BV X SR T OC 2 A5 B AE7E % U1K
FR 010 [0, 2 ) — ol ] B il BB ST A4S 0 OC R 1 B 5 i
WOy o %O AR T HR )P 41 1 BILSTM )2 L&
TN FARAE & R F R BiTreeLSTM )2, ¥4 BILSTM
Fet 2 RS CHIV BRG] J3e 91 R AIE 1] £ ) A ik A 2R (B
SR S G RRAE 1) S ) RO A AR S5 R REAE RS A
BiTreeLSTM, fill 3L = 2 HOR IR SRR K R 15 B .
A ST S R W A I S RO AT 20T LUAR &
R F B TR M

T TR OV XoT X 2% 2 4 T Il S AR 22 [ PR B A
KRB NI 1), 46 S — b B T 08 SO R St
T 11 T 24 2 4 AR OC R BB il OB A s AL R
BERT 458 AU 1 Ay S AR I SCAS (118 SCRFAE S 2% , -4
AR TR SCRAIE | SE A B RFAE RN AT 11 SCRFIERE 5
I S 3 22 Sk T Ty LA HE— 20 O e SRR R T
SAF B R E BB RER I AETS 2 o

Wang 55 A F7VEF 0 H S 0 AR 4 IR M 1) 2 A
KA R 22 Rt ), $8 H—Fp— IS OC &R il
BUREAY 3205 W I il B R0 A5 A token X G 3R
[, 51— b AR IC B 7 58, B R B Rh OC & A
HE = token X R AR, DT A1 A~ token J2 75 4[]
— SR R AR 12 I A6 5 F I R ) token S22 B
KPR AR AR B 7 5 00 1 token J& 75 4
A KRBT LR 1 2 1R A A BB A8 X 5F
T OC FR AU Y SR XS Y i1 5 token , $2 T 1A AL R
)P e S OC R I TR M

Yan %5 A\ PUER XA NER FREBK A il Bk 7Y
A AT 55 FRAE B =28 B )@, 4 10—l 5L T
X G G 5 1) BE 4 XA 4 55 R A1E 19 1K G ey BB A 7Y
PFN (partition filter network) . iZ 7 F] FH2EML LSTM
JrE R A AT G b, SR e W R ] E R o R S
NERAHOC 5 RE AH G F1 3 52 38 40, S8 05 AR I 14T
F5 20 5 FEAE ) AT SRR R AR BRRE G T
TUAT: 55 2Z 18] 09 AH BT 40 SORT T P AT 55 22 18] 1Y
AP BT T AR 55 18 R 2%

Wang % ALV X 7 2 i 7T e 2% BELAS: S 14 R0
KR ZAHE BB 1y In) @, £ i —Fh 38— (1% it 5 7
2, Il H — A58 — 19 73 e e 58 iU LT 55 . %
Jrk B Jo R ] BERT B BIARAG SCA Y B R SRR L A
i o S MLP I 2% K 48 IS, IR IR BE XUAT7 59 BIL
(deep biaffine attention mechanism) £ H SC A 2 8] fY
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AR, AT SR FOC R T . e, 38 5 R G i
s B B B R v (%) SEEAR R G R HE AR AP R RN AL
IR IR

6 MG T — 4k RE AR 7E 28 MUBCH 4 1 i fig
Je R NERAT 55 10 5 %
524 JETImPENE R ik

D] SRy R 22 5080 888 1) DG R il AT 55 #4015 ke 2>
P 3 B5CHE 45 ) [m) 81, iy DAAE 5% N O3 JF B i 5% 3k T i
TR MBI 56 RO % o B2 W BF (distance supervi-
sion) & 45 44 C A FiR % (40 Freebase ) FifE i (1) JE 45
FALSCAHEAT X 55, A Sl A: BOR s bR i 2580

Mintz 55 A5 UBE 2 T R B 2= S Y RE
ik o ORI AR A R A SR 2 A A
TERANOC R IR 2 AT AT A 5 3 PR A~ S5 A 18 ) 1 ]
PARIR XA OC R o HZ AR K 4a %t , 25 5t BLAs
BRARERIRA . Riedel 55 A Z B AT 0L, $2
2 S 2] B AR P A SR Z AR AR AN OC R
W2 A i A A 5 X A SR ), B DA —
M FREERIBIXFI LR,

TE ML FEAE I, Hoffmann &5 A "X A [] 52 44 ) 2
B8] HAEAE—Fh O R W B B R A7k 58, 22 i 1 SR X
K R EH SRR A 8, Surdeanu 25 A MR HY £ 52451
Z bR % % >J (multi-instance multi-label learning) A9 &
R X — A S 4 v R AR — i OC &R B9 R4 T T
Vi, HE— 2D G A TR R A )

Zeng 55 NPPER XTI T Se 1T HL a8 2% > B8 58 i+
T FEAE ST 402 (HURE A SRR AR Y R R I 2 T 3K
TR 3550 TR At 2 114 ) RBBE ;4 ok ot R W B 2 2] ik TR
T SCAR KT F5 AN ME A T B B R bR I ) A, 4 —

BT L2 S0 e R W B 2 T B 45 A RN AR A B 43 B
FHb 25 M 2% (piecewise CNN, PCNN) 3¢ 2 Sl BT 5 o
2% 7 A 2 0 B b A CNIN IR 45 2 B 35) 3] S
I g L ) S S A B 2 45, SR R R
FH 43 Bt 5 Kt Ak (piecewise max pooling) 55 i 4k
PO T 5 ZHBUT 55 450 (5 8, B A 4
M HEAT R R

T 2 5 A N PR X A AT RE AT 45 i = A
B 4 1 0] AL, R R — P i T A B 2 T Y K
BE bR 7 o %07 i i DBpedia fil Wikipedia #2
B4k = Je 4 , 4R ) 8 1 OpenlE Hl ReVerb 9 7 45 1,
=OUd L T B MR U RO S . R B
i S0 RE B RS [ [n) 1, $2 t — BB 5L T PCNIN A9 ¢
FRPIBORE Y AR T 2 3 Ao S A TR S 4 G
ESCIE NS EEOR L NNy & 3 N PR hat]
T 5 R 5 B S8 30 3R 1 o SCRRAE AR S 45 B ACER
B FUR R TR R RAE S e TR
TG Z A CHEfE

Shen &5 APV X 4 Jay R A $i BRURT IR 2 i 26 ) 6%
Fofs JBE T 2 ) TR) A0, 48— b L IR AR 25 B B &
I 4% (ResNet) 1932 5 W B DG R AU ik . %07 LA
FH 22 52451 27 2] R 75 0 ML ee AT e 7 s v g 7
I 9 5% e, ) IR BE 43 B B 22 X 2% (ResPCNIN )
- Ml O P R B SCRRAE . AE BLR Tl 4%
il 5 5 b, S BT B ) 22 4 SR 2 Ta) i 1 LG
FROWHET Tolb 6 R g% 2 minEig .,

Wang %5 AT X5 ) 4% gk W 14l e RE AT 55 119 0]
R B — P L T A R B N iRl 2R 2] 1Y RE B
NR-RL-PCNN-ATT. ZBAITE Zeng 55 AN U242 (19

46 AW RE J5 ik AE%& B 4 Fi% FLADH B

Table 6 Comparison of F1 values between different RE methods on different datasets AT %
" " Kt
e 129'8 FEE A Hi 7 NER J7i2:
MUC-6 MUC-7 ACE2004 ACE2005 /SemEval2010 Task8
" Appelt™ FSA,“%” LT AL 54.60
MR VT L . » B
Grishman®® FET AR FET AR 42.73
Kambhatla®™  MEM FIE A 2 52.80
Bl ) o\ N\
Zhou™? SVM R 25 E + T 55.50
Miwa™*! Z M BilkSTM 5 il 48.10 55.60 85.50
Wyt R-BERT. BimE 4 89.25
Soares™" BERT:w-MTB BAE A E 89.50
W - :
Want? GPT-RE — 68.73 91.90
Yan(! PFN 1A A L 62.50 66.80

Wang™ GG RS AIR

63.00 67.80
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PCNN-ATT JEfify |-, i i B it — A5 T FLAE Y 2 il
PRIERC, B 1R ) S TR R A Y ) T R i R IR
TRARVE A M FE S B R ¢ RO ACR . H2iX
50 32 R ) A SCRRAE A 5 & ) 1 X
FEAE AN 18 B R AR Y Rl [R] A

Vashishth %5 A P25 X5 9147 2 72 W B RE 77 ik 2
W6 2R PR B B 1 H A DGl B A B Cn e R 144
SRS AU AE ) g [a) 0, Bt — R P 0 5 B 34
F VY RE J5 1% o %07 148 ] BIGRU Fl &1 £ R s 22
% 2% (graph convolutional network , GCN ) X SCAS (1) 4]
15 B AT St A F AR e TR AR DR B B R
T A IR A . BEFE R, I AR B 5 B RE e A
R P AR A PEfE . Moreira 28 A" 7E Vashishth™
(5L Ak -, f# F BERT #:48 BiGRU Hl GCN %t S A 1
1T 95, W 46T A Fgmht 52 22 B, S i TR R

Al N5 3 B0 2 72 W B RE 5 vk K £ Z 0
KR M, $2 11 —FP T GPT Ay 72 & RE
o %7 R Ak B M T ) AL A B £ S ] 2
> HAEOE GPT AR, f /b b ZURR AR $2 1, B 1K
BRZEFVR RS . R AL /A R R G
P AR G 2 AR R PR 78 A YT 5 0 ] AR A5 1% S5 4
FIME & =2 ] i OC R A

Tsoumakas 55 A"V Xf K B8 OC Z il ) @, 42
—ofr 5 T3 R W B RN Transformer (106G 22 il HURE #80
LAY 3 Ao A A A S AR R SR 2 AL Y R

AU R A B A% A AR T O G OC R AT 55 i i AR
AN USRS =W LI R S N L i o A
FE B B 5

Li 85 NSOV o) 3 3k 60 TR % 1R 1 % ik o e B 1Y
W 73 532 W] R, s 7 7 P i R R TEURS 8 1 328 (1] AL
— ZRR I 3 PR IR AL, B — i 22 S5 40 3 A R 2R
1% #E %2 (multi- instance dynamic temperature distilla-
tion, MiDTD) , Jf: 7£ & F BERT .PCNN FI BiLSTM [
BT RPN S5 57 R UL HER A 2R =
BEALEE P B, 2 S E AR Rl R 2 2 T R R
B, 2561 B b fil A Bl B R AR R — SE R
XiF 1) 22 AN ) - S A 1 T 45 A S Ok B IE RS2 AR
H b v B 00 TR o 4 M 5 2 25 R RE O T B OB N
[Fi) P 72 088 Tk B2 43 TC 265 AN [m) (R DI 2 52481, DA felE K 22 %
O AR BAR IR B B IE MR PGE R, HE
M P e R I 7 R M B R 2 5 i Aot 2 ) 4% S AR 1)
PEBE , 5 1A SN 1% i 28 9 24 1,0 125 O BRAR IR 08
5T AR YOG F il BOR 5 7T e 2 32 v A A 28
TR

T THT IR B SRk, 38
BAEE T T HL R 2 A AT O AR A B s
5.3 Tk HIKP & 4 RE i I (¥ Bk %
531 Hf KA PN E

& KR IRWJE — 15 A o] i B — A SL ik
X B HOGF WA AT RE— A SR ) g — A Sk 2 ) A7

TE Y I 2 F0R SR OC R M 45K A 8O O BERT MY 7% 256 2 (entity pair overlap, EPO, SCiAXT T )
AT REFAm R Y ¢ R AR Ik
Table 7 Methods of relationship extraction based on distance supervision
) BRI
B i3 ik MR i B -
Pl%  RI% F1/%  AUC
. Bk
Mintz™ g — ACE 4380 36.80  40.00 0.107
(525 5)
PLiuzzs)  Riedel"™ REA P LY oAb 22 LA NYT 56.10 3250  41.10
Hoffmann® 45K (& 45 5 AR Riedel™" 48.60  29.80 37.00
Surdeanu™ i ¢ (K] #Y EXRIN 20 Riedel™" 64.80 3160  42.60
Zeng™® PCNN Z 515 PCNN Riedel"" 63.60 0.341
F 4 Dic-PCNN UG F I BRI B AR S R A 81.42
Vashishth®?  BiIGRU-GCN-ATT - 290 JZEREIfE S NYT-10, GBS 69.70 0.415
. - [128] Nas JEJI“A > é“ *“EL_J & . i
wpaes Al GPT TERE I HL] I R NYT-10 65.00 0.422
Tsoumakas"™ R-BERT-ATT FMBRZEA TER PR NYT-10, GDS 67.60 0.424
MiDTD-PCNN e b e e
) Z bR A NYT-10
Lt iDTD-Bi 1 62
i MIDTD-BILSTM o e 1 o NYT-19 96.10 0.620

MiDTD-BERT
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48 Tl H IR % 4 RE BT HE
Table 8 Comparison of industry Internet security RE models

R Bt 153 Irik Hi 7 NER J5 i iR
Jones™"™ Bootstrapping Bridges“*! Security Blogs , ThreatPost
Bl 5 (78 T s N 80 e o AR ] B | TE ) SR A Malwarebytes
%/
. R . 10C bucket,OpenloC DB
Liao® R T A DL L SR T Bk e P
Security Blogs
Security Blogs .CVE .NVD
Pingle®®” FFNN Mittal™ Microsoft Security Bulletins
STIX Corpus
. . Bridges"” . Kim™"
G R 2 3 Sarhan™”! T BiGRU [ OIE fE44 BiGRU-TDD-CRF
RIS 2T 1 OIEHERE MalWareTextDB!?
Jo* #F R-BERT BERT-BIiLSTM-CRF ThreatPost ,Malwarebytes . Twitter
. 3+ BERT-LogSumExp . )
Li®" N A g : BERT-BiLSTM-ATT Threat Intelligence Documents
Y SR AR ’
— Shent! Res-PCNN-ATT Qin®" Freebuf 93k 12 2= Y I 454 2
TCHE my E
. Wang™ NR-RL-PCNN-ATT Dic-BERTBILSTM-CRF MalwareDB"” . CVE .NISVD"

WA T RE— AR S HA R [R) SR 2 (R A AR 2
X: % (single entity overlap,SEOQ, fi— S A H & ),
5.3.2  iFSESE IR FE )

Bt & BERT .GPT & FUill 25 A5 A4 1w FH T 5 & il B
U, G FR il HURE AU 114 2 K A Bl R K, g DA T
SR BT b A 0 4 PH T U G R il U 55 (A
R 0 A S R
5.3.3 Bkl b 1 K dhs 4 2R L )

R AT 55 4% 00 &8 43 22 R A W B B TR B 2
>J 5 TR e ) W S A4 K 22 R 75 A AR S OC R T X
SR R A ) B f) P e 22 IO T 8 O et A T I
A VN ZRAE B /IS FIR T J5 k91 25 5% el G 3% b LA
G5 SR o 638 A A — 2820 FF 9 155 o A b
TERE AR (S AE Ll Ak, o HJ2 Tk B 2 4
U, 2 A B T2 45 P 2 4 IR S5 B A1 R R R 4
T TT A R, i LR DA A T Y B Y b T
B 46, 28 Tl T ) 48 4 40k O FR Al HUAT: 45 Ok
AN PR

BEXT bR )8 5 Pk, A SGA S - (1) /] LA
BT e AR B 0 RE SR A AE SC R BT K &0
FRVETE RN AT AR, R Tl B ) 24 4 4 3 RE AT:
558 o (2) T LLE f 5 NER AR5 HEATRIES , it
S8 — AR TE D7 i F S OC FR il UL 55 8 A iy )
Ui 149 5 B0 A R AT 55, i v o A 0GR A TR o g
2R (3) A LA N R ZR A8 1 ik, o LI R A B v
ZH 5 B R S R ZE M B BILSTM 45 /ML ry | g /e
RV IR PR M B ALIE T R0%

6 Mgk

T TG 2 A PR i AR g — ol T A
SR AR R A T I 4% 22 A M A B L =2 i) G BB G
ZH AR I, A RO R e T 4% 4 4 AT 22 UL
RO B Rl B R A AR SCIR B TR E T i 4% SE AR R
5] P 1 e AR G 25 il BB A R R R 1 G
RS, 5256 T B0 B 5T B T 114 1) J0 04K TH 77 76 119 e
W, BA45 T NSKG 75 3 BE T 55 L 1 I £ TR ¥ 0 9k 2
TR A W5 534 1T AR SR T RER R 7 5% .
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