20244 3 1
Bast B2

Journal of Zhengzhou University ( Engineering Science )

M K 2 (T %) Mar. 2024

Vol.45 No.2

X EHE.1671-6833(2024)02-0051-09

ETXBIENLAFESHEMSHEALE SR

2 B K% F'205

dhr, IhE T, RO, B RS

(1. RE FERYS TR, ILAK T 250022;2. FFE k¥ RS KT e B H R T L8RS, I
7R VrRE 250022;3. dbHUACH K2 AL S F B R 2, JE A 100044)

W OE.MEMKGRELER ERANMGB TR EXHERAT , e fMA KR 2 m o £ Meh4a X
BARA—ANAMEEMREAFRA, AP RETATFREERPIAHE B ERSGELAERA
%, B, 2R WNER AR #4764 % S54RI A | 18 1 3890 TF-IDF 34 &9 & Bf bk 33 33 AR Al B A= 8] & A8 000 B 4% 42 | 3%
AL FR, H R M2 Pegasus B A 3 47 LA M % 3B iF BILSTM Bk & X 5 EARAF IR 5 SUR 45 B 4F 4 |, 43 2] 47 4
LAMEERELHE, BR NI EZE IS AL B AEATHIELL R BGRE, RS, BREH
M XK RERBLFEAIAL LI, ERAAS L ARFM RGP, 228 THRGAERXELRITT R
Bl A ke st b 20 ARAV . MREFEHEPEA RS LT R RME, B Efe FIMAHH IR,
KR ERER, 28 TKR, LARBE, IAER; 4%

FESHEE.TP39I1. 1 XHEFRERD A

it 7 BLACRE i A9 B A g, AT > 458 T DA I 4%
ARIOHT I BT IR A IR R 1, SR, B ol 0 2%
U TR e S N i A MANS (RO i R 2 R NS
SR R R, A BN Y A OC B I 22 ot Ak i
i

BUAT B 7 19 R 2R 2R D S B o A6 R B3 12 w3
ADCECFE R FE T OC B R K R i 2 T I S
ASTE CBIMEAE  KR H ARR T OR 2 ANHOE FF TR R R
SRR A OG22 A5 R) R, 78 S T SO DC TS A9 S5 1)
K 7 A e 05 k1 T 22 02 A 6 T SCA 1A JE A
)2 T A AR R (E R R AR AR A A — 1A 22
2 F H AU B Ay il AR 5e B IR o7
> SCASVE i AT AL T SCAR i SC ) e (1 4 L
Lo 58 HL B R 5 SCA T SCHYAR{RLE | 22 403 8
SCAS Y UE AR A A4 R T 1 o T AR AL 1 )
AR D B WL, 7 S B IO T R G 3 0l A2 P oK

BEOF b A (] R, AR SCAR Y — il i T O B S A A
SCAAH 2 R B AT AR VE O S0, ol T OGS
PR FRG 2E 0] LR A5 SCAS /Y35 R, DR iz 07 i T 6
S AR i BRI SCAS A8 BB R sl A4 B ) OC B S
AR IE R R A A DR MR 458 SCAS 348 AL TR 2 T S

75 B #3:2023-08-10; 15T B #7 :2023-10-28

doi:10. 13705/j. issn. 1671-6833. 2024. 02. 008

FRAE , 538 0 28 X B 1L ( cross-attention ) 38 H.
FR SCAS T SCRRIE — 2, 3[R 2 5 SO 35 RUDC IE /9 )
Wi, FEAEIRNA FEECHE AE b EAT X e Se 5, 45 R R W
ZEEERROL T B BT LB AT Y TR B 2 2] SUAS LY
A7

1 #HxIME

1.1 XAEE

B SR IE 5 AL (NLP) i & R, SCAS UL g 3%
ARA TARKBYHE R, SCA VC e iE o SCA 28 5 19 iE
SUAE B AR SCAR 22 8] B 28 I PR FAR AR, o] DL
TR Z Y5, s BAARD XHE RS %,

H A, 2 T IR B2 ) 09 SUAR DL BL 42 R °] 73 Ry 3R
7N B SCAR DE L A8 HL Y SCAS DG S A i D 25 i R A
B SCARDCIE 3 Ff, 7R Y SCAC T i 2 S8 K 14 DT BE 19
PR B SCAR AT 4 5 45 51 1) B Ron SR E TR
FAARLEE , B0 B X Sk R A B A A SR A
F 5 TS0 B0, 0 SimLSTM! 7 KL 38 BB S0 A
DG JHC 0] 2 A A\ 2% R 0 A7 9 o ) A DG T, AN AN T
FEASCAR MY LERIR A 51 JRy 3 SCA 1 R 78 A8
LTI RS XA A, ABCNN Y R R 22 R S

BEeHH . BERARBEESEWHTH (61702216,61772231) ; 111 7545 T K RHE 0137 TR H (2021CXGC010103)
EEE N 2R (1989— ), 5 L FILHA WM R =R B8, W+, EENFHR ] HERGEM VR, E-mail . ise_jik

@ ujn. edu. cn,

IR 4R, kT, B 5. BT O SR I SO AR 2 2 AR AR Al A RIS G B vk [ 0], FRM R 22l ( L2 )
2024,45(2) :51-59. (JI K, ZHANG X, MA K, et al. Topic matching algorithm based on multi-feature fusion of key
entities and text abstracts [ J]. Journal of Zhengzhou University ( Engineering Science) ,2024,45(2) :51-59.)



52 IR PN s 3 - S QRIS )

2024 4

A DCECATRY T SR T A I ) D C 7 i )R R
YN o i 7 2858 B SCA DL e 4T 55, Bl 25 i
5 A A i i R ERCHE AT LA 2] B H T X
Feom , MRS BT e SCAVE FAT 55

UTAESK BB % WU 4R 08 5 B BERT 19 )32
i, BT — 5T BERT A9 F IR0 | 9] 4
RoBERTa' """ NEZHA''"' i 4 35 M f5 B fal A H13)1
Y55 S AL BERT Y tBERT!'™ 45 7 R 3 5 5
TN SCAS PE AT 451 LA KORE S6 # 3a) £ 8 il A F 1)1
ki 5 B BERT Y KeywordBERT''' | DC-
Match "' 3 #8 T Il Z5 A5 B O %5 41 75 B Al A BERT
FEAL T IR
1.2 f&EMEIR5

fir 44 SRR B (NER) B 76 RN SCA v B AT 4R
RS A RN R I DNCAS:  EAN E AT AN R P
VAR BE T IR 2% > Y NER BUE T S R 30,
TR B 2 > 1080 X A A KRN 1 AT R E B2 B P f A IR
LRVE BTG PRRICH B R ) KGR RE N R R B M &
W 2% (R )1 2k AT AT: 55, Huang 25200 4 FH 0L 1) K
FEIACAZ N4 (BILSTM ) F1 4 EBEHLY CRF 9 07 X
it DA 44 SRR ) B, 28 A1 7 A 44 SE AR U O
M) Z N, Li R T WONER B i
i 5 R O R, 5 — T %@ i F NER ik &
NER FIA # £2 9 NER 45 3 F' NER 4% 55 1 &, 7F
NER Jifif TARKA R,
1.3 XABE

SCAS ik B B AR 3 R R AR OO ) N
2K SORFEAL A & SR E B T T, s
SATHEFE AR KR, AT 2 RHE AR AR
SCAS 78 B R L SCAS G Al B S AS A
RN E L ARSIl R E N B (i
R A8 B2 M S T 90 s T N A F HE R AT S5 AT
B AR R SO R A R AR SR SO N 2R, A Bl
Az BSCAS G SRV P BRI 1A LA R
BRI M, Zhang % BT Pegasus B K
i N SCAS v ) A 3 R, TR R SO HC Al R
A A I TR 1) EE AT IR T AR TR X SR 1 B i
ST A B AT S

2 E@ENX

RBEHT S Fon B 4, T 3o H AR 4L, s
NS g — NG REA o, O T R — A H AR
FREA 25 72 P50 1a)-H bR T XS {s, e ), HER
H—REARE y, e 10,11, Jo 1 AUERBEHr Al
FI 4 97 [ 8 R DT ], O 2 U503 I A0 s 5 [ 348 At

AVEREL, {5,y 0 H—DUGFEAR, RIE R E
S, AN ZRFEA 2 BT U S gt 4, il (1)
JTR -
D, = (CGt,70),0550,5,) 00, (5,,6,,5,) )0 (1)
A SCR AV GREAESE D, W AR f ok A 7R
4 2% PR, W S R BT I s RN B AR BT ¢ 2 A5 T
B IPRZE v, W=l (2) Frs .
Yo =f Gsoit)o (2)

3 RIS

X R A AR SO A DG SR L4
BT O B SRR SCA A S 1 TR R U SRR AIE £ B
FTF 22 X JT (cross-attention ) B SCASAE H LA K @il
B SCAR AL HRFAE AR 2 WS SCRFIE I DL C 37 /8 T
FCAE BRI R an 18] 1 s
3.1 RERIENFHERK

TR 2T SUAR B2 T ) SCAR 114 G S 52 R SC AR
BT B, AR SORE S B S PR RRAE R SCAR i 2R AiE i
IO LSTM 2 A7 FR A il &, 15 21 357 1) SCAS B 7%
JZ W SCRFAIE
3.1.1 EARRRE

AR H] WANER BB 47 i 44 52 R R0, 78
AR H i NER B8 82 YN 2R A0 | 520k A i 2 an 1l 2
Fi7s o

TSN B I SO A T I R0 S R R Y
BERT, ¥ AL i m it B 2 45 28 B RS s, X A
KERNIWFHFFI s=[x,,x,,,x,],i# 1L BERT
Wb PR Z 5 ARAT s R RS A YRR 1) B A (3)
i

v = BERT(s) =[v,,v,,,v, ], (3)

N7 — W sR B R ST B AR, SR AW
LSTM kA= i & bR SCfF B ] i R, =l (4)
B

h = BiLSTM(v) = [ h,,h,,--- ,h,], (4)

1% R CLN( conditional layer normalization) ,
¥ 3 R X5 BB (word embedding ) |, B i HE B
& B 5E % ( distance embedding) F1 X 345 B 5E FF ( re-
gion embedding) Ji , i i A [F] 25 1 2R 1 25 {0 & FH
TR IE S

SRIEZINLL T 3 4 embedding, i i A [F] 25 [ R
10 25 1) 5 AR R AT 5 A 4 B A5 3 9 F R i 4 ) —
I A X A% R AE @, @ S TIINJE MLP 1 f
A T J22 3T 5 3 2645 (biaffine ) B9 i A 2Ok
H 4 f% )2 (BERT+BiLSTM ) (9 i i . 1) % OC & AL 46
None NNW . THW- % 3 Ff & & , None BR2ITEH



524 2B, A B T O SR R SCAR it T 22 AT Rl ) 97 A DG R B 9 53
‘u|v||u—v||m|n||m—n|‘

/

L R
i i
T Uy owa T 1
2 ) g [4 ]
AN 1 i 1
FF e —sF— BErT % - ik R E%b
@e‘—) BERT %
- PN i —
) E 9 2
AT 3 £ g
. 5 _l el
— 18— : — b
IS m L 3 j ”
a8 E = &
L 52 |
[ i L

B BEEEGE

Figure 1 Overall frame diagram

( entity

N

)
I A
t
an )
t f f
(LSTM es{ LSTM «+{ LSTM]
f f f

( BERT )

B2 REERE
Figure 2 Entity builder

ARFR AR TR — DI NN FR X 2 D7 e
TE R — A SEAR P AR S8 B ALE THW -+ KR X 2 A
FAE R — ek b, Hoor 0 0 S IR 1 25 R R OT R
E M RN b, ] 2 A MLP R 43 51 1 55 18] %)
(x,.x) WEGRR s, Mo, SRR, U 4 4
SR H LA (x,,x,) 2 T 6956 R AP B 10 F
B

s. =MLP(h,); (5)
0, =MLP(h)) ; (6)
yi =s,"Uo, + W[s,;;0,] + b, (7)

K. U WH b AT INESE s, Flo, 435I FRIRER i
ASFNES AN B Y 1] R
R e {None, NNW,THW-* |, 3XH y' Sy R il
JE X IR FZIR . X Q, R MLP A5 X (x,,
x) BIRFRAS, M (8) Fis
Yy =MLP(Q ). (8)
i 1 40 4 biaffine £ MLP 0 2§ A4 75 433+ 5 4]
X (x,x) BIERAERREBR v, W (9) Fis:
yy = softmax(yl +¥7) . (9)
W2NER A5 78 FU0) 5 F1 5 2 18] ) 56 2R, AH S F —
AN 1] IR T T 1 R O AR R A 1 I AR R B
T NNW S5, 15 2 10000 7 5 1A R H2Rm | B
JE RN LEES E = (e,,e,,,e,)
3.1.2 RAEERTGE
K SCURIR Y TF-IDF S8 M | 1) Y B0 00 450 5 3]
e 3] B B A R TS A BE A T 22 T A A AL RE N ] )
22 [0 ) ARARLJBE A Ay S e S A 11 B 2 R A
(1) TF-IDF G A+, TF-IDF J& —Ff 5 it
O FAPEAS — A3 % — A 1R o — 1y SO
f T SR AR W T ORI AR R . TF-IDF SE 8k K
FAE =L (10) frs .
w, =w (10)
(2) I F . Ge it I AR v & A SRR H B
(R SRy AN [] ) B 1 S AR T3> AN [m] 9 AR i =X
(11) froR .
w?=0.1-n, (11)



54 LN s | S QU )

2024 4

XA n SR AR,

() WM EREERNT ., fEEPE4E LR jieba
SRl 25 word2vec i) ] 1 A5 76 121 o 1 1T word2vec
A P [F) 20 (9 7 vk 4R R B R Y S O S O
AFRBRE , X (12) MAGREANE, X (13) hE
AT

w! =0.1; (12)
w: =0.3, (13)

(4) AR AL BE R -, 38 3 word2vec 1] 1] 5 A5
T B 2% LA, LS R g 35 i AR AR 1Y 5 i IO AL Oy
I 5 AEARLRE 3 98 2 R 5 2R AR i AR AP . Seit
TpAS 2RI 1 T AL 2 R0, VR S e SR 14 3] 3R AH {81
JE N A A SRR TR TR AR LR AT 03— Ak,
X (14) Prw .,

Z cos(en,  en;)
w! = =1 o (14)

n n

z cos(en,,en,)
1

K en, REH i NLIRA I 5 cos (- )RR
FARLEE B9 3H5E 5 n Sy SERAS R

(5) AAJARLEE R 7, 3T word2vec 15 Y 4 i
A& AR TN - TS ORE LB R A ) ) A AL BE T
F, Hor sen 1K 3E 15 word2vec F il A8 A] o) =, G020
(15) fr7s

w) = cos(en,,sen) , (15)
RG HAFEACE AN (16) Fw
CF, =w, +w +w +w +w, (16)

HR A SR 45 v 4% A4S SR 18 4B 47 AE AR 1 AN T
HEATHE T, TR P A VE S S B S 1 45 3] 5C B 5 {48
B K= (k k).

3.1.3 X RFEARE

AR IDEA BFSEBE CCNL $2 H 9 3L F 1 3¢
e 4R 15 T8 R (180 GB R AS ) T 45 18 v 3¢
Pegasus 550 large RAS > | X6 37 18] SCAS 9 A7 SC A 1
5, 45 208 1w T AR R

FE T E LB F (1, Pegasus BB S8 X T 3¢
A e A - E AT 28 B, 32 6] i SE span mask
1A &, Pegasus B4 U 3k 45 17 308 i i 6 . B /] 5 IV 1]
B ], O HLPRH2 AT 1R DR A5 2 R O A7 5 2 4 11
li] B g HI [ MASK R B4R, AR5 decode PR 53X
AP Sl 4w 11 V) R ) R AR AR o) SCAS 1 S B
IR B A OO H Y
3.1.4 T BILSTM #9i% & K35 LA fE kA

AR T — A3 T BILSTM A4 HRAF H2 B W) 2%
WL 3 Jr 7, X6 SCAS 4% 2 R AR 0 OGS S AR R A SR AT

FEAERL G, BILSTM Al U3k B R SCfF &, 2 HOE IR
JZ BT SUREAIE

[m ] o
* *
— BiLSTM
* 1
Lz 1 e e ] g
t t
pooling pooling
toot tooa
0 ee e ee e

0000
0000
0000

BERT BERT
M T M, T K T K‘T
SO KA

3 EF BILSTM M4 ER BU M 48
Figure 3 Feature extraction network based on BiLSTM

P4 S — A AT M 4%l SOA $il 24 Y
B SCAS s ¢ AF B2 M M, 38 3 0 2SR
B BERT HEAT 9 1 , 15 3] 478 2 v (9 B A 54 19 1) £
Foor o SRJE P Y b A 23 A5 B SO $E EERRAE
]t p, p,o [RVRE 38 G S P4 BRI G B S0 7 8 7Y
B SCAS s 0 A3 B CHE SR AR K K, 2 Tl 25
B E B BERT #4740 65,19 3] K, K, PRI BN
AF B ] B s o R o 2t Ak 20 i) 45 31 O B S
RFHEm g, g, .

F2 RO B R HT I SCAS 1Y SCAS 4% BERFAE 1] £ p,
ST 8 SCAS 1 O B S AR AR [6] 1k g EAT PREE | 71
ik BILSTM i 47 F7 AL fil 5, 75 21 I8 I SCA /1 3
SR SRR ) 5 m, R K B AR 8T I SO Y SC
AR EAFAE 1] B p, F1H AR BT I SCAR Y O B 52 ARy
fE ) 2 g, PEAT PR Pl O BILSTM BEAF 4 AE Al &,
3 H AR BT SCA R G SCRE e,
H, BiLSTM J& B[] LSTM, 43 7l Xf J¥ 31 4 47 1 i) Al
B Ta] b BRI B R SCHYBR R A B 4 R RRAE
3.2 EF cross-attention B KT H

TE3X —FR 53, R P57 8] SCA R H AR B ) SCAS
AT 2. 34 HEAS I AR TR 2R, B B b SR IBCASF DC JC 3 1) ST
AR Z 625 5 I 4 FieR

B, X R T SCAR s R I 2R R R
BERT, 13 8| s MUFF1E ) & P, B BERT #5281 i i J
—ZE i FRE R E bR T e SCAS ¢ O 2 iR
& AR BERT, 158 ¢ FFFE 7] & P,, MR BERT A]
PUAT R0 2 0 1 SCAR B, B s F e 2Z 18] 9 52 AR B
AW, GBI R S BRI R, Rt R 28



%2

SO Pk B SOR Z (R B B e A A2 ., 5 A T
LIS R, 28 SO L ) Ak B A
() 46 12 AN 6]y 51, ok H — A7 51 6 HHELR

H 75— D50,
L« 1 [ v ]
1 )
‘ pooling ‘ ‘ pooling ‘
1
[ cross-attention }
ol 5171 Vil of
L el @ @ @
199 |of o
) o o @ @
1t 1 rt tt
BERT | BERT |
t ot
B

B 4 E-TF cross-attention X AZH
Figure 4 Text interaction based on cross-attention

FLk, 1 Y6k 38 i3 BERT /3 20l & P, P,
£ A cross-attention [ % A &1 ,H TP & A A
6 e 3T R @ K.V,

O Al K Z A i st AR AR PE DR E TV B 3
A m AR Z K EEREEA m DIFTH
FRERRE, X TH AL WA Q. K.V it
LU

Q. =P W:; (17)
K, =P W, (18)
vV, =PW; (19)
Q, =PW?; (20)
K, =P W, (21)
V. =PW, (22)
X W2 WE WY RORGE i A SR E R Y 3 A
HRE
2L AEBREMI SRR .
0K,
h, =A(Q, K, ,V,)= softmax( | Vs (23)
h
0K
h, =A(Q, K, ,V,)= softmax( V.. (24)
h

Ao d, AR K AR A Ha HH R A ) 4R 5
HE— 20 B B A 3K AT B R AR 1) i PR 5 AL
AR WO RE R4 — A, m AR B AR
KA AKX .
h, = concat(hsl,h32,~",hxr ; (25)
h

)
0 )3 (26)

h, = concat(hLl ,hL2 TR

RE, G5 FE T OB SR SCAS G B 2 R AIE 4 B 35 A DC S AR v 55
MA(Q,,K,,V,)=h W?'; (27)
MA(Q,,K,,V,))=h W/, (28)

PRIl 2 AR )ZE AT— A ReLU T pR£K
ZRE FEN JZ 7645 A I P 1 AR AR o 47 4R 2tk A2
e, B2 M 48 RIKBETT o

B it cross-attention , A] LA 2|5 (5 SCAS s Al ¢ 45
AP ) R IA AR A b A R A 5 3
B SCAS s F e S AR ] B w v
3.3 MEXAZEFUEMRERENFERMLTE

T cross-attention [ SCAAZ B IS 2] 1 I
B 1 SCAS B 22 HRFAE we . B T P SCAS 1 58 HLRRAIE
v, WA [ = v | 453 2030687 - H 5B i SCA 22 .
FROERI 22 5%, [w — v | S RRAE ) S i (0 AH 60T B2
XPE B HERAT o BO)Z TR SCRFAE 3 JORE B A5 21 1 P08
V] SCAS 1 R J2 U SURAIE m . B AR ET SO IR 2
W SFFAE n, TS FHARAE 0] 5 [m — n | 15 20 95T
V5] - AR P SCAS TR 2 TR SCHRRAE 19 22 57, % SOR
A8 H AR ] 5 N HG 2% S R0 2 Ui SCRAAE [] 3 B
25 S PHE AR BB W RE N & (u,y, |u -], m,n,
lm-nl), R, HHE (u,v, |lu-v|,mn,
|m - n|) W3 BN ZHEATIH 4L, B3 RelU 4 i
P2 P 2% 4 J2 2 ) Y AE R OC R I i o 4 0
JEIEAT R TN DU A 25 2R

4 I
4.1 HiEE

AR SC RO B2 S R T 2021 8 AR Bl SC AR DL fig
SRR R BT RIUIC FE (1 B S R A Y s R
YR SCA | H BRI SCA FIBR A A 2 BORT S
SR ) s A AL, AR vE R 1, BIARTE N 0,

2B A A 48 S SCARIN JE SCAR (R DL S SCAR
FHK SCAR R DL EE A SCAR R SCARY DL R 3 3584, 5X
PG AR NE 1 s . Hrp RSO S 100 LAY
SCAR K SCAR N 200 F LA B SCA, SEEKE 3 A B
P8 B I R A F 5 R 4R 5 T, I 2k — > 14f A8 DG g A
R A3 AE 3 AN A b, S 50 25 S E B A A A
ANTF BE 1 SCAR B RO
4.2 EBEZ&F*

ARATRE A SCHRE B SR AT 6 AN AE R SCA
D PiC 55 ik #E AT R BE LL 4, Ho o ABCNN Al SimLSTM
BRI Y word2vec 1) ] £ 2 fff 48 90450 8 48 F
11 MBI R A 20

ABCNN ;58 BRI SCA P LAY R A CNN fl B
R E B ER A S S B 2 A i E
BLH T3 5 2R A7 38 B, F 10 A5 21 SCAR DE i 45



56 IR PN s 3 - S QRIS )

2024 4

SimLSTM ; 3 75 & SC A P g 8¢ A4, 3 i 2 4
LSTM ¥ 4545 2| 4] 7 FAE 0] &, FH 42 3% 42 )2 40 L
Iy EAGF T 45 R

BERT . Fil Il 4k iF & £ % , BERT R FH 3 F A
= L Y Transformer,’l% TEHT I H BR T 18 SCAS 13
i BERT #EA7 3008 , 5280 SCAR DE BCAT: 55

SBERT'®' : SBERT #5511 5% I 25 A o 4% 45 4, 4%
XTI SCASFN B AR SCA S A BERT M 4% 4 iy 2 21
FAEA)FIB XM wy, PHEME uy, |u -v|,
T SC A D i 5

Erine3. 0'*°' . 3£ T Ernie . Ernie2. 0, 7 & A W 1
KB R I EL R A 0 R PR 2 AT AR 5 Ak Y T
ST 55 A3 B H B I 2505 5 AL Erine3. 0, i
IO, AT AT SCARTE UV FAT 55

®1 IBHEANRITKES

Table 1 Sohu dataset used in the experiment

VEfic AN VE i Bt

SCARZG B
P : TUR S SN
oS PIEEES 2773 7 094 9 867
H 1155
I 4 485 1 160 1 645
CAEER
3 4 2 471 2 463 4934
R VIES 3 565 6 371 9 936
H AR K
U E 4 616 1 040 1 656
AR
PURENES 2 506 2 463 4 969
P VIS 5538 4482 10 020
.~ ~ A[] .~
RUr4E 766 904 1 670
AR
IIEFw S 2576 2 434 5010

4.3 iFMIEER
LU 25 A R ) 3R Ace KEHZE P H 1
F R F1 BV RIFM AL, F s
TP + TN

Ace = ; (29)
TP + TN + FP + FN
TP
P = ; (30)
TP + FP
TP
R = ; (31)
TP + FN
2 XPXR
F1=———_ (32)
P +R

AL LU (Intel(R) Xeon(R) Plati-
num 8255C CPU@ 2. 50 GHz+24 GB N ¥, R E %
HEZ2 3 Anaconda Python3. 0+PyTorch 1.8. 1,

4.4 BYIEE

T % B S M % IR B ) AR i S g R B, O B SR
RSB E R 2 B R S 4 o 7 i 44 S AR TR 0 A
He ffi ] BERT K15 768 4k 1y i) [] & | 22 ) Kk &

N0 MR ARG E N 8, R A Adam fEALAE, AT
PLARAT 30 4 i Wi SRR, o 7 o R T R B, AR
vt , B SCAOF 2 4 A K A 260, SCAS fiF 2 4
KA AR B 100, ¢ 5 520K B R A K B2 20,
DAL B AR S SR, IR, 4 2] AR O 231077,
HEFEARBE N 16, EARRE R 2, R H Adam I
fegi , o] DL FRAS 55 4 i i SRR AR, ELBE 2 25 5 ok 4
A IR dropout J2 i Y5 A 55 014 0] A, AE I
it b A 200 AR AE — B AL R B AR A 4
fR R TR

Pl S TR T S Bt S AR U 34 A R ) O B S AR A K
XA, K k=1 k=2k=3 k=4,
A3 AR TR i BE A A R AE A EE HE 4 e B S A Bk
HUHT 1.2.3 4 MERCHESHR b = all FRFRIL A
(T AT SRR 2 55 U 2 R SURRIE IR L, 256>
B, k=20 845 R OF1 fEM M VCEC 6K TR K
K VG B4 4 35 d5e i F8 bR Ace FI P LRI
U PG, PEIRCRT 2 S SR SCHE SEAR, Y k=
all B ORHE 22 | R) B AR W T O i S A B A B
AT B
4.5 fLELIE

R T WA SOy A b R T RN A 58
TR FYI SR R 3 Fh 2% AU Y SCA DT L ik iF
FIXTELSCSS . 2 R T A Sk 78 B S B 4 1
BUS RS2 s 45 5 Hoh  ABCNN #8028 1 10 SC AR
DERECAEAY R CNN AT 48 g M 2 BRSCAS J5y 3815 8L
AR SCARAN 3 A v ) ML 3 R )3 22 R
28 H. AR SR 3t 3 E SCARGR S Y VC L, AR T SOAR TR
MEVCHL , SimLSTM A% 1 2y 3% 7 7 SCAS DG e A5 78 AL
FE UG FE JZ AR ) 45 22 5, /D 2 R 38 B 4 iis
)T R B K . BERT Ernie3. 0 881 5% I K
FURSTE R I 25, SBERT #45 5% Fl BERT #4715
SRR HIEIX 3 A 2200 SCA T Y HE A | 76 T
RV T TR AN A

SR A AR SCHR R SR 45 AR AR L A
7 3 AN, F LR PR B B A Y
RO TEHER 2 RS B0 2% 5 T 55 Ol B 7Y Y A AR
RCRAH T . UL, UE B T AR SCHR R B T OGBS
PR FIN SO A Jil 2 22 FR AR ml G R S DG C B A
4.6 HEIIY

T B UEAR SOOIk A BEH R AL BB BR T
BRI RE 28 I 4, HEAT TIH A S, R 3 JBR T
THAELSC A5 5 ok M, B BR T IR 2 IRIE SURRHE
PRI H M, REEBR T T BILSTM BYIR )2 K i XL



%2 EAY IR

e T Ol S AR RN SCAS B 2 R R 94 9 R DG TR B

57

0.52}H

0.50+

0.481

Acc

0.46

0.44F

0.54

6 UL AL

FAILAL
(OFg

0.s50L24) e
=e \
0.45 == k=all %g
\
~ 040l \%
\
7 B
035} N\
N
030} %é
» \

5 5% VG e 5% SN KK ICHE

()R

0.525F=1
=42
ey

0.500

0.475

04501

F1

0.425F
0.400

0.375F

0.350

B 5 FRXEBIENTHMERETN

Figure 5 Performance changes for different key entities
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Table 2 Compare experimental results

oy S SC AR FIRL SCAR 114 TR G S SCAS K SCAS Y G i K SCAR FIHE SCA 114 TR L
Acc P R F1 Acc P R F1 Acc P R F1
ABCNN 0.489  0.471 0.172  0.252  0.498 0.504 0.313 0.3806 0.504 0.520 0.472 0. 495
SimLSTM ~ 0.499  0.500 0.267 0.348 0.481 0.479 0.328 0.389 0.507 0.522 0.486 0.503
BERT 0.497  0.496  0.285 0.362 0.487 0.487 0.328 0.392 0.509 0.527 0.453 0. 487
SBERT 0.493  0.490 0.301 0.373  0.488 0.488 0.336  0.398 0.505 0.519  0.499 0.509
Ernie3.0 0.500 0.501 0.282 0.361 0.489 0.490 0.332 0.396 0.507 0.525 0.426 0.470
AL 0.495 0.493 0 0.321 0.389  0.488  0.491  0.390 0.435 0.509 0.523  0.510 0. 516
*3 HEXBWER
Table 3 Ablation experimental results
e S SCA FIRL SCAS 14 DR TG S SCAS R SCA 1 DB T K SCAR T SCAS 1 TR L
Acc P R F1 Ace P R F1 Acc P R F1
A 0.495 0.493 0 0.321 0.389  0.488  0.491  0.390 0.435 0.509 0.523  0.510 0. 516
M, 0.493  0.492  0.268 0.347 0.482 0.479 0.309 0.376  0.502 0.518  0.449 0.481
M, 0.494  0.490 0.294 0.368 0.487 0.488 0.339 0.400 0.507 0.523  0.465 0.492
M, 0.489 0.484 0.308 0.376  0.493 0.496 0.350 0.410 0.508 0.523 0.480 0.501
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Topic Matching Algorithm Based on Multi-feature Fusion of
Key Entities and Text Abstracts

JI Ke'?, ZHANG Xiu"?, MA Kun'?, SUN Runyuan'’®, CHEN Zhenxiang ">, WU Jun’

(1. School of Information Science and Engineering, University of Jinan, Jinan 250022, China; 2. Shandong Provincial Key Laboratory
of Network Based Intelligent Computing, University of Jinan, Jinan 250022, China; 3. School of Computer and Information Technolo-

gy, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract; With the rapid popularization of the Internet, the amount of Internet news has increased dramatically. In
this case, how to effectively find relevant reports that are more in line with a specific topic has become an urgent
problem to be solved. To address this issue, a topic matching algorithm based on the fusion of key entities and text
abstracts was proposed in this study. Firstly, the W’ NER model was used for named entity recognition to extract
key entities using features such as word frequency, TF-IDF, lexical cohesion word-word similarity, and word-sen-
tence similarity. Secondly, the Pegasus model was used for text summarization, and the deep semantic features of
news texts were obtained by combining the key entity features with the text summary features using BiLSTM. Next,
the cross-attention mechanism was employed to enhance the interaction between the matching news articles by per-
forming feature interaction. Finally, the deep semantic features of the news texts and the text interaction features
were fused together to participate in the determination of text topic matching. Comparative experiments were con-
ducted on real data from Sohu, and the results showed that the proposed algorithm achieved similar accuracy and
precision compared to other algorithms, while recall and F1 score were improved.

Keywords: topic matching; key entity; text summary; text matching; information retrieval



