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An Overview of Research on Electronic Medical Record Oriented Named Entity

Recognition and Entity Relation Extraction
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Abstract Electronic medical records (EMRs) are generated in the process of clinical treatments. Named entities and
entity relations in EMRs reflect patients’ health conditions and represent patients’ personalized medical knowledge. Conse-
quently, named entity recognition and entity relation extraction on EMR are important expansion of information extraction
in the medical domain. In this paper, the language characteristic and structure features of EMR narratives are firstly
discussed, and then general methods for named entity recognition and relation extraction are sketched out. Furthermore,
this paper introduces and analyzes the tasks and corresponding methods for named entity recognition, entity assertion
recognition and relation extraction of EMR in detail. Related shared evaluation tasks and annotated corpora as well
as several important dictionaries and knowledge bases are also introduced. Finally, problems to be handled and future

research directions are proposed.
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Fig.2 The three tasks of named entity recognition and relation extraction on EMR
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2 AR SRR B FASL AR X R A B ST A

2.1 Ay LRI B R BEA

i 44 54K (Named entity, NE) A2 7E MUC-
619 (Message Understanding Conference) _-#2H;
. el S, dr A SR AL X,
WAE N — AN AR R E A L A A SR R
(Named entity recognition, NER) 45 1R 5 LA
o HAT R E R SO SR, EEAFE AL A Dl
FNE AR N R S N O AR AR NI
SHIMESET. WEF e ks, w4
SRV & T 303k 3 A A ] PR Y.
2 SEAR YU A 5T b — MBS, RIS E —
AT, U SEAR L SR SR 2R . AT
553 HATIL FHE B IYAE B B — R VA AR,
IR AT 5l R 1) 7 o BB — AN KT — AR
id. brid— A B.C 1 1.C ERGH, Hh C 2
Fobrid, B AT AL ERIL. B Kom— SRR
TFUG, T RN AR R EE. X T-AN 8 TR AT S A4 1) 37)
O REIR. AR AMELGT T 6 I ) 1] 15 e
JR R SAR, T HAE R W] T AR SR B L
PSRN Tk E R, —REFE T RNTT
PR — AR 2 ARl BT 038, BRI 2R
g KIIARIL, 51— RITRETET PSR 7
0 22 A1 [R) N AR A 1 IR A 3 B K BRI PR 41

Thttp://www.nist.gov/speech/tests/ace/index.htm

FP AR T VA i 44 AR VUM BT 32 B8 2 5 R,
I HAE L7 A0 BRI J7 9% R HL n] 37 FR o 0 3 0 P i 55
AR FARVE T A BRI T Hh B i 1 21 % e 38,

H MUC #& a4 BRI S 2 5, — RS
FE] B 2 WA AR AT 25 A5 9 Hoh — TR /& AE 4%, U
HJE HBIN AR (Automatic content extraction,
ACE) vFIlIY AT 5515 FEAT55, FExt 44 LAk
(e SCIEAT T 58 385 A 4nARB ) e ok T A iy 44 5
YU I 22 . i 4 AR VU 9T 07 v £ A
JE TR0 AR Y T R T LAR A ST Tk, K
TR ] B 7 A o 44 S AR B A
Tiik, & T2 RE 2R KT LRGN,
R RS STHE B AR RfT 5 RBE | Feomii]
R ] A7 B (AneT) O STV, DA
FIF 7 AL A ) E 2 F B, XRRE RN WM T
SR URUPE N T g f s vy e AR AT R R ) g ik
HEAT < Rl 0K 1) 28 W) 44 R0, % R SRt HR A AR
P () B I SR s P AR 1) 2 SR A s TR )
JIEI SR BRI WL 27 ) 7 NFEAR B R & v
vk HAH CRFE AT 248, DAL VAR A Y. H R
U E i E B AL T LA S B 7. w4 Sk
PUMAT 25045 TR ) S AR 1 RN S AR SR A, v LR AE
AL R 3 2R 0] B, PR R DR T 23 SR vk
DU BB | S HF ) &ML (Support vector machine,
SVM). H KM (Maximum entropy, ME) %%. Lin
SN R P SRR [ LE 863 NER 2004 18
WO 4 SRS 95 % (HERG R, X (@2 W B
KIE K TE AZAT 55, AT 55 v 75 200 1) H br 28000 4
fhrh k4 s Mg Hofh B 44 0e DU Rp, 4
B — TP 20 (1) i 44 AR AN 43 A F AR 53« v Ta] R
gy~ &R MR DU RS L, SUANE T BL B DY PR
Sl PR AT ART — P R TR A U O — 28, X FE S AR Il AR
HEEEE 1T (=4 x4+ 1) AN, N B
BEASRIEAT 22 7328 T 5 I iy 44 SR B3, U &5
R FAHISR] 77.87 %. v 44 SLARRE v LLE 1
KN A R RR ), PR nT SR T B R
BERAEA (Hidden Markov model, HMM). g K
HRBFRAER (Maximum entropy Markov model,
MEMM) F14&£FBLE (Conditional random field,
CRF) %47, Finkel 25481 41y 42 S U0 HLAE
JPH bR AL, SR CRF a7 3 ahhniE iy, %5 &
PVRFAE = B REAE . A 4% 1k P A R0 1] 1
AL, @1 RH CRF B SEL T %415, JF
BB IR IR | 5 R 1 IR R A (1) S 45
AT T HER, 2T BE RIS 2 7 v ST i 44 SEAE |
(Ve RS i, P IR 2k 2] 84.53 %. (HAFE E I
J&, Finkel M4 0 iy 42 5104 U3 RNV RE 1 45 4 1) 1%
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ST G AL R SN 5 — NGB JE AT 555
SIS, &5 3R W 44 SEAR U 45 RN R) ko it 45
R FAEA BERTE. HLas 22 2 5 EMam Tk
PR EE R, TR R TR P I A 2
D5 1k i 4 SRR 7 (R BT 5 T 140). Ke Z5[46]
I JH 2 B 27 S W [R) DI 25 (Co-training) 5592 SEHL
S A RN, fE D AR TE RIS OU R, 45
HRERAEER, PAJIZ CREF #3F SVM
R AS ) F AL AN F A 2 10 %.
Nadeau*™ W 2 B 2% S50 100 FlAS [ 2R )
i 44 SR, LTS SR B /b 5 (R bRy R R DR At
FEK JE ) i 42 SRR R 8. Ando 251481 42y —F
BRI, STIER 255, 1
TERRE R By 2 SEAR AT 45 FIAE e by 75 k)
PR AN Sl B P e B AT S5 B A kK, 7 CoNLL
20032 #4s FECAE F AE M 0.8931, HEt T 2 HifE 1%
B F R W9t 45 3. Collobert 2549 F iy —
NG — IR WY 25 HE RN 22 3] BRI A i o AR
T A R S AR A AL R AR . )
BT 7 44 SR U RIS SCA EbRiE, R IR B 22 )1
HARIE 5 AL HE rh () ML RN, B 2 AF S5 2
TS, WIS S 2 T M 4 I 450 5 AR R O R R
i M TE R SCAS T 27 23] ) ) SR, SEIR iy 44 5K
PRARB I IE 5N T — AN Hu 44 38 ) S5 7E CoNLL
2003 ¥d I, F ik 5] 0.899, #id T4t R 4518
1) F 1H.

FF A, iy 42 S A TR A 9T 3 B DASE T AR s
B B HLAR 5 2 0718 2, R T hRi v B RR
By R 21 B 2 ) TG AH AT 55 1 24T 452
TR R RZ O, A2 HE H IR B S S HESR N T
PLAiy 44 SEAR AR 1) B AR TR 5 AL BRI ST TR IR AL 55 3R
PUE hnamfl T X —E .

2.2 HRXRIHE R ER

SRRV SR Z A7 AR T SORR, A se ik
LA [ — AN ) 7 BN, BTN SCHR B O E T A
SRR T SO, e SN2 w] I S DGR 1
A AISE H 2 R RISE 8 DR 28« 24 i A 2 1) (R 36 7
RATE. SEREM LR T K REAAM
RAMBE. RARBUN T ZRRLMTAKR, W
JERIRAR . KB KRR KRN K ERR
(RS AR, WRIICR PR R AT, KRS
BN, ADSEIIRAM ZI0CRK, WAL E
SRR R R L ICKRFR. KA IR RS R
KA, MIEKRNMSHATE ES RN, AEXFRD
RS HCE R, ASH] R LRI A KRR,
A IR SEAR R R I 2 A I AR P, RISEAR SR R A7 AE

2http://www.cnts.ua.ac.be/conll2003 /ner

(ESRE UG 2 (S5 A e 7 E |50/
TLRR, EAEK RN R = r(e,ey), R F/RFLAK
KR, r BRKREH, e; RRKARMNE 1 NS,
ex RARKARMNE 2 NSHL AR R IR H g I
SEAAR ) 5 2 ) FF HoPe SR SRR OC R, SR )4 L8
KA IEA I BAE AT DL o FoA ) 5 KOG R T K,
BT A ORI SR A T R IR S AR TR R R O R
JEXT SR R YU — A B A 7R 0152 SRS R
S 4 SR UM G BT 5%, RN Ya Y
AN SEARTE] 1) ¢ 2 LR B A, 30 5 58 23 i 90 ER
JE—ANA) TP SR Z G R, AT 18 S
) - 1R S AR 2 T g O R (1245, 53541 A ] 4 i
PRI 1) 5 AN, SR TR) R SO R AN 18 X
KA MR e T SR RS R 403 45 e, B
DI THECE . LR T SO R G, 752
8 SCHF RO T8 oG R RAL, SR 5 HR A P A S 44
(1) b SCREAE P00 S Ak R] M 23 g5 K1) 3 R &R,
H R FH 3 0 ok SIS AR 1] 2 2R [ 1 ) (49- 53541,
TR0 52 A4 O 28 il A2 1998 4R B fa — Ik
MUCE 253051 N1, B 5 [F) 52 R U0 — i #5
ACEPY PFliHh, 2008 4F ACE VFll H 1) ¢ & Hili i
R LR 7T AN RERRAME T RR. KA
S5 AR 2 35 T AR 0 7 VRS BT S bL
B2 S TR 2 RIS E AT R KA
B 27 21 715 BE B o OSSR O &R (H 2 75 42
KEFREEER, NI EHC X e m T Hif >
PR TR 2 I B B e 2% 3] 759 e
B2 3] 510062 Zhang 45063 g i S0 Sk 44 ROk
RYUNEAE—RH) oS00 . FEAS 7 mT 4 59 By
AN B BB B S ) IR, AR R U 2
For2Ras: B I BOR O R, E kA A 2115 3
(1) 73 A A rh S SE AR A4 FE AT OC & . Suchanek
25164 [ ] kNN I SVM 432K 71 I Web ST
PSR IC R, WL TRV 65T 3BT R s X
KAMB, BN 7 RIRFE, S50 45 Ik
W] 7 IR ETE VR e e R ARG B . Brinl6d)
A Agichtein 507 It 5 FLN 2 W B 2% 2] O i AE
ANFEAS 25 A Al EOASE C AR A TR S 44 0
%. Zhang #EHIET SVM MH B XA DL R
eV SVM SE T ¢ R AL, 99 1B 2% > i 72
WRERAAA: —DNIREA B2 8 — AN
- Bootstrapping $ik. TRFHEST % HLRFFY T 3
TRAAE A BB L 2 M RH I M B R S AR O R Y
J7%, AR 2 7R A I A B R A SVM, Ay
TR B AR R BEA R iy SE AR O R4 R UE 2,
W B 2 > SR ) /& Bootstrapping 7712, X SEAR%F
JERFR 7S B EAT T X LUF ST, WF TR B 2 R &



8 3] WA FL T i 4 SEAR RO AN S A4 S0 R IO U 20k 1545

SEAA TR ZR AR % 4 S AR R R AU HERA R G
B SEAR R RN L R 2 R 2R T1E, £
BIWEGE T FRISHENE LA S I SR 0 S A4 ¢ 2R filt
s, 6B = AP R RV, B K-means. [ 2 21k
SIAT Affinity propagation 51, LA PG IS mg
(DCM A1 Cosine), Affinity propagation 5i%fgw%
RAFBORWORERE, H 2 2 L AR Ia AT I ) b
AH

5T TR T 1) A 8 9 0 SRS 1) 5% R il X
ANF AR AHEE AR EIBESY, BT O E K
07 IR SE AR B SEAR G R AR A F= 5, i AT L6051
TEA KT AR R DA SR RIS, 55— J7 1,
HH % S 3R A5 i B 1R 2l R T /b b ) o
il TV ] DS IR AR AN B 1K) 2% 5 — S8 R il
(1% D 1P A [ A =X, DT T R 1) T VAR 2
S NI 6 BT HCH SEAAR S SR SR &R X T T AR
(1) LR 73l o MR B R 2 TF K 1K) Reverb® s <
W LM% K2 FF K ) NELL (Never-Ending Lan-
guage Learner)* F14 5 15 b H 5 B 5o AfF 5T i 4 4
1) YAGO (Yet Another Great Ontology)®. #iii
K24 Anthony Fader®®! 2571 % ) Reverb R4 5
TE B TP RS SCAS R O R o0 &R, ANE 8
KRN B, ZFRGe LU PEFRTE M2 o3 M ik 215
[R5 A AR A T N, 6 T ) 29 AR ) 2 SR
Bl (1) 00 FR AT, AR S UM OQ B T e e M i A
(1% 42 1) VB A DA Fl IR A R OC RN, B R AN
o 3007 8 1] RS TR 0 A 1 O RS ) A R, S &6
RALTFZKET7. HAT Reverb 048 MW 0T Hh 4l
FN21 500 TANKFR. A MR K% Carlson %69
I T A “ORAMF IR 15T % I HEQE NELL, 5§
5 AN Wi b DA P T i AR S 2 IR S TR G &R,
X5 SV AR A WAL ZHEZE L — AN NI (1
g CIESTINERIINES I PF V'S S 21/ i
+, SR VYR AR B 07355 ) N TE A v o A% 0 471
Ferry A R v DL K T2 i R 1 0% 2R S A v
WO ) S0 Je SN TA) G &R, JR B R BEI8 4T 67 K,
ol HC 3] 1 S 4 S s 48 ) Ok &R AL 242000 A, HER
L3 0.74. HHj NELL T2 hliHE] s EA5 L1 541
K SEAG TR 6 R R L 200 7. ] 2 v 0 B v
WEFE BT i) Suchanek %5701 JEF Wikipedia® fil Wor
dNet” @ T — MRS AT 1) IR0 I A A4
YAGO, 1% FRGuIES ) 75380 8 S 2007 A ik
R i ERSAAR SEAR G &R, I3 N 2] Word-

3http://reverb.cs.washington.edu/
4http://rtw.ml.cmu.edu/rtw/
Shttp://www.mpi-inf.mpg.de/yago-naga/yago/
Shttp://www.wikipedia.org
“http://wordnet.princeton.edu/
8https://www.i2b2.org/NLP /Relations/

Net 1, #ERIFIEF] 0.95; YAGO2s™ J& H A H il
A, HHECAAESY A 30 AN R BE AT HL 52 K
I KA MG IS ERAE, HiT YAGO2s
BA 1 T IR 1 ALK,

SRS R H AT E BT 0ok R I
W, 9T 5 vE B UL T 2810008 &, IR
2 ) J7 VR BEAT RO AR b i T ARk DT A2 B 22 O
FE R DA S SR B SCRRAE S SEARC R 24
AR, DRI v R JEE 09 o0 BT R SE R S R AU
LY. AE KB IRE R, TH ) B SCRY 1 5 R il
U9 52 B 22 (1 5G3E, WF5 7 92T LA IR fl B H
(AN ) i 455, AELSE: b T R o, S B s V21—
AN L[R]3 ERE R S AN IR 22 2], X R 5T N T
JCATU A U Rl B T IR S I .

2.3 A SRR AN FASTAR 5K R4 B AY IS U 5%

iy 24 LA AT S AR S 2R U A5 R O 1Y
HYALST, AE BB T 5T 5 N A B
(R, )N e A 2 s o AR 1K) — ML BOR, )
FERMER. MERG. FERLIE. VLaEMESEaIE
R R S BRI AME ST A, R
WFFTF AEAN [ (1) U A JE8 T T 0T 5. 2B B 2 STk
A A L9 D ) 23 S A A i R X ] B3R DK
SRS e A K i 44 SR BT ) iy 44 SR AN BT 30
(FEA TR RS 2 NEIT R PEE P W e
LA B SEARTR] 56 Z R 808 1w ek gl itk
A ) B 2 A R i PR B T 8Bt i 44 S AR TR ) R
SR O R Al U 5T 1 P A T AU, AR B A A
S AR B 5T 32 2 ARt A2 4 B 2 SR b U AR B
TR (IR T A AT R AT
PSSR IR AR, N e ) P B als
GENIA i kHPE™ Rl GENETAG i RHE, 3
A WA VEI 21 INLPABA (Joint Workshop
on Natural Language Processing in Biomedicine
and Its Applications)™ FI BioCreAtIve (Critical
Assessment of Information Extraction Systems in
Biology) ™. 415 HL 79 7 S A U R DG R U 1
ARG Z 12B2 11 2010 F A FFPFIESSS R
BN, EEEPUIBEST I a7 RIS A = 2k e I
KA, ERVFINXS 7~ Dy SEAR SR R M SIZAR 5C AR 1k
ITT RGN E X, JERATT BT LSl 70 I IV
I 2T AR S 5 TR A R R A A 44 S
PR FISLAR R R R S EAT T AR 2Rk

SEARPUR BT A — AU A A 21 ) — A S
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oS E PR RE T B, 3R R T A 4
AR AL 58 SCAN A AN [F) AT A5 AN [F] ) 38 5
A TO) LA AN [ AU ) 1) 2 SR, AHURIE T i S
AR, — R R TR L 1] Ll HLEs 27 2
Jiik. e N FBLER 52 2] 7k, — At 44 SRR
I RS AR O 2R il U A Ry 3 28 T il 70 e ) A
KA M 0] o M 2 ST =590 et o e
SR 1) T MBS 2 5 ) 1160620 sk R KT HLSS
7 SR TR R G 1 T ORI T R ) T
%, B e ] LA T SE 2 AR AIE, 4] DL T
SRS TR0 B 5 3k ) 5 R AR D RRAE. DAL ik
2 I 5T 35 T 2 AT AL 8 2 o 1 7 VAT 9T S
PRTRIRT SR SC R AL, T-HL2s 2% > [0 7 iR AK st
TR IBRTETE R, T H AR R PR U 3L
R e bR e, PR A8 — AN A SO AT S AR
Il RS AA S ZR VRTINS T W D i g 2 2
A LA/ ) AR SR A AR 8 SCHFAL R 2 > LRSI ZhoA T
Br e FR v E L. H AR P A ) Y A A
1) TR B A5 BT R 8 2 B bR Ty
W5, N H 8% 2] (Active learning) /N bR vE
J AR T8 =80L 2) YRR BT/ bR R HL 38 2 5
AL 4 N P B 2% 3] (Semi-supervised learn-
ing) AR /INbRE I ZRiE R R B -88) ) PRRILT
o AriE kL (Learning from partial annotations)
(RIAL 35 2% 2] BEAB4-8T] 5L T3 4% 2% ) (Transfer
learning) (WAL 352 > #7188 -89),

3 M A B SR AKIR A
3.1 BFHEAHARMAZES

L ~03 J) SCAS v iy 44 SEAR B0 R B
SR M0 s TR R s 7 SR SR Wi 44 < iE
W 2. K2, BIr FREE. ML R
28T R SEAA.

1) 112 DUREZE s B 5t T 2l ka4 1 oo e N
PRE (“BBEZE” 1B 5T B Wik Ak R R A R
);

2) B 1 RTTEIA I N AR (“<iRAZ T
kiR ZREIR);

3) BEFBE IR E R (BT 2k
1, “NRMIH EENR);

4) BRI B TSR B s (YRR
Y, BT I FB).

ANTR] B 500 L 905 g i 4 SEAR 1) e A
W), = BEARELAE SRR PR . RARER M
TR T 44 Sk e X 12B2 2010 PEMATSS 45
(). A PP O HL 993 g i 4 SEAREAT T R4
32 %0 KM 2 i UMLSPY 58 i X3
R A 42 SRy S =S BE T D (G R

R) S ¥BIT S K. XA S AR A AR I T I [ ) R
JUAR By7 FBUR N TRI7 BT s, A A2k T
BT IR X = 2SR I e SR B0 W [ UMLS
SRR 1 FR.

HAL 7998 13 iy 44 SRR 45 3 A2 1 3l iR e 1
SCA R RAE BT b 3R IE IO R SUIR £ 2 A 44 S A,
AT SRS W T AR 1) PRy 42 SEAR I I A
2) fff € iy A4 SEARI R AL SRR E S A RE. W
AT, ATl L5 B (B, 1, O) FIZEAUfE
& (Problem, treatment, test) 241G B— &R 41 1 bx
i, IRBMESS AL O R AR — MRl AT 5
WREIM T REMIARIE 3 7T(=2x 3+ 1) 4. %
AT 55 B VPR AN 2 2% RS R ) iy 44 SEAR IR I 7, I B
L8 4 SRR PP FR bR R RS 8 5E « H [nl R
A F .

2 15 30 ¥ T i 4 SE RO IT S D R g
12B2 2010 & XA R ORLE AR, XL 1)
SEAR G TG SRR AT IS, R RE R N SE A A
Akl oy, LBy e AAT e R — 20 0 R R
FUEAR, WBIT BT RE G — b W iR Ab .
52 |, Uzuner 7€ 12B2 2010 $Fll 2§ BT 5T 4 ol 2
FEBE ST o) FRHR S A FEIR B AR XA 2, g
I I o8 RS T UMLS 8 SCEA A (00 4
CEARESE, TAT R U, S A s AR AR RS W RE
AR5 B FX N T UMLS 5 S8 A (- R A
PRAE, S5 5 R IR 25 P AE B 1R I,
BT Y IR IR A E TR, R AR
SEUG, RN, AR 705 0T GeAA AH IR ek,
SCHLF A B B R A RISk (W 5 B
) I B AR A 40 I e /0N 4 N B B 2
T B IR B (P RE AR FIARAE, X LEE R A2 W
AEAEAE RN DG AR, AN, A SCHS 7903 ok R TR E AR
R AEH VESE, JF HA% R | U IR A AR A A
RAE Sy FFRR. BT H 799 D a5 B o, FRATTAT
A 52 A BT 1 SR DR 3 Rtk Rk, 7E 3k
ATTI R S0 o 44 SEAR ORI T R, AT S
57 1) SR 53 2k 503 FREAR S AR SRR s XA
SR L AL A AR DA KA JF HAEEIR 4 43
HHVRIEIR . R gl AR AL

3.2 MmFHEhwAEERANTE

FLAE 1968 4F, Weed24) $ Hi I [ ) 14 2 i, 1
WP A T B4 N B T2 Wi B, T i1
T3 3 A TR IS PR ke 5 S R WE 98455 32 e [, ot i
ST ] A ARE S AT (5 A A BT
93 1 SCARTEAT AR FR YU SCA H SR FI SR SG R HY
995 13 S AA el BRI U] £ 9 R
WLes 2% X ik
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Table 1

Entity types of EMR

AR M 5E L

X UMLS 8 R

<57 14 8 (Problem) B A 45 2 i 44 2 ICD-
10 58 IR ATE S 05 5801

NGRS A

K #r (Test)
BE AR UESSE

1697 (Treatment)
HITRY . T IS 45 T

AT RBL UESEBST RN I 4

Vo N By Y PPN

Pathologic functions (JiFEIfiE),

disease or syndrome (JEJEEEAEIR),

mental or behavioral dysfunction (F§#HEifr NEEfS),
cell or molecular dysfunction (41185 LhfEkEAT),
congenital abnormality (J5KPERIE),

acquired abnormality (GRfF1ERH),

.

injury or poisoning (Z#iskH1 &),

anatomic abnormality (fifl5%),
neoplastic process (i),
virus/bacterium (¥4 & /417 ),

sign or symptom ({AfiEEkIER)

Laboratory procedure (LIFET),

diagnostic procedure (iZWife/7)

Herapeutic or preventive procedure (JJ7 5T i F2),
medical device (EEJ7#),

steroid (ZK[E),

pharmacologic substance (Zi#4)%),

biomedical or dental material (ZE#EE 25T BIAFED,
antibiotic (PiA5R),

clinical drug (IfiKMHZ),

drug delivery device (Zy44ii% %)

3.2.1 EFR#fmueysiE

5 B 97 sk, K 1 ] 3 DL 2 45 R 1 T 2
RGeS, fe# 402 AR ] ML FE ICD-107,
UMLS FI SNOMED CT'°, [l 391 Hi -1 [y fir 44
SR 22 SR F 2 T3] UK 7, TR TR R T B 9T 4
W EAREEMEE A T A, B MedLEE. MedKAT
H ¢cTAKES. 1994 4F Friedman %01 FF & T i i
() MedLEE (Medical language extraction and en-
coding) ZRFE, F TV FTEVE RN X 52645
P BRI 09 44 R (R A 0 1 43, I 0 9009 44 FVE
G, HEET7 ki MED (Medical entities dic-
tionary)'t GEILS, B HEAT S, LT ] R
Jill iy 24 SEAR T PIAN 2 2 K R 402 IBM 1) MedKAT
(Medical knowledge analysis tool)®2 FlHf 52 fr
(1) cTAKES (Clinical text analysis and knowledge

9http://www.who.int/classifications/icd /en/
19http://www.ihtsdo.org/snomed-ct/
Uhttp://med.dmi.columbia.edu/

12http://www.who.int/classifications/icd /adaptations/oncology

Bhttp://www.nlm.nih.gov/research/umls/rxnorm/

extraction system)®?, XA REEH 5T UIMAPY
HESE, S35 [y oAk BEBEAAH [A], 4045 ) 34 A0
W PERRE . R AVE ST MedKAT FIHJ#AE ICD
(ICD-O"?) R 3R s Iy v i) 5 B, JF 3 H e
iE P99 KR R IR (Cancer disease knowledge
representation model, CDKRM) & 7 $li B [
I LA K5I R A I ANE; cTAKES A UMLS,
SNOMED CT 1 RxNORM' {HUil 4% [ o (¥ i &
Irgmb. T D LSO B R R AR, A
T ] A I B A RS, B R T ] i ) T vk A
DLIE N S R T 5 B G, T LR L8 2% > 1 U7 1%
2B 2 R RVE, HRE A FRTE I, Bt fad
SRR B A WL ) TVE R RAE.
322 ETHNRFINAGE

iy 44 S AU AT 55 Al LU A 2 56 SCAS H (1 3
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Teh R M bRd, T, 2T HLEs 2% 7k 3
BRI T RN ITEREE T P bRiE N Tk, 2T
7 FARE I 7 2 BRIBE 5 2% R AH 218 1] IR A vt 45 2R
[IECEIEEPSEMNUN AL AP I8 iV IR7E: Eitl
XPEI EARSEAR . FAREEAE 3 b 30w b s W
(1) i 44 SEAREAT B e R0, w3 B ) 1] S A
W R, 1B 02 T AR SR T i
4SRRI T, AH X ARSI (1) 58 UANTEHE, 5
BRI, IF HoiE Rt A2 7 B0 s A BE A 5.
Li %0960 X[tk 7 CRF A1 SVM 78 HL 195 [ fir 4 S¢
PR T RE, JF4E S SNOMED, X bbgh 3 B oR
CRF Halg5 1 F {54 0.86, 1 SVM H A 0.64
Uzuner™ H{iR 7 12B2 2010 I A 857820 SEZER HE,
3 [ i 4 SEAR ) T7 i, R4k CRE A
B A UMLS PR, SURAE, tf
DHCRA SVM I3 LLRTSE. Jiang 4807 4351 R A
CRF (CRF ++) f1 SVM (Tiny SVM) 28 T iy
SR, I BIRRIE E B =28 LN SURHIE
UMLS #1 NLP &% (Wl MedLEE) )4k 45 5. 1)
K EATE (W Section name), Jf&5 & T T8
PRI AT 5 A 22, CRF B3 M ar &5 e F {E
h 0.8475, SVM UG i 45 Rt F {H4 0.8326,
e 5 CRE BT SVM B4, Jonnala-
gadda 208 R T AR B CRF B8 5 fir
AR, MR I A AN H 44 i X (Dis-
tributional semantics) /7% MARFREETE R H 1)
T2 (AT e 7] 1) b SCARFAE I U1 500 SCARBLEE,
O R R GAT AL B SRR 4R D SRR IE 1]
ZITVEN) F H1X 3] 0.823. de Bruijn 2599 5%k
Ly IRBFRBEAS (— P Ba R BERBAL) X 1] B AT
HIARFR I S A 44 SEAR R, 2R R I
7 (Outside, problem, treatment, test), 51 A [F4F

TEF2EA FR SO EA UMLS LK cTAKES ()45
F IR H Self-training 775 KINiEk, IG5
UfEE R F A8y 0.8523, Vi Lg% J5UFN ey 4 JE 45 1 o)
REMER T B2 vrik. de Bruijn (IRFFTZEVEM
WS T Bl s

F 2 X bk W g iy 44 SEAR VIS vk
TTRY. HTHETFHRIAEFAS KEREX 5
FHER, LLUMLS AR 1 8 %95 LA K Med LEE
A ¢TAKES 453 T g (¥ NLP 1B & 4% 5 B4E
FH, D] Ih ] S 4 R e T A A — 0 At T
1E; [, LA CRF AR P AR 72 i,
I H 2 W8 B 510 68 78 23 R K B AR b (1)1 kB T
G2 B 7. M 12B2 2010 Sl 45 R A, 4 s2ikil
) RS B IA B B AR S, (HIE A BRI =
), 993 0 SCAS S IR K S 46 5 R & H A dse K 1)
PRl S5 — 7, &b D SCAR RV o BT
RIE AL BNRANMETE, KEB 5 TAEATIER A2 ] B A
FHILAT TR, 3X 5 ST 1 T R 0K 4 K b i 1F W
T DIt 4 SER NI, H B TR R N H £
AT55 2 3] T3 BRI 1998 [ i 44 SE PR TR,

3.3 RWAAER B IHIRAES

HL 7999 3 i A SR U AT — S BUAMAAE 55,
LA PR PRI AREAR (B A oy, BG4 HT . &
W BEAE S AR AN ARSI S, R AR I
12 TSR UL WO B R 5 R R R, R W]
PRI B IR R R T A AR NS R, 2
OB KA T RE R AR AR R, X LB A A5 B
A IR B0 L AT H B . B A 5 B U2
T P SCAR SRS BT NIRRT T W R
I (R 4515

1) X ERE S B, JoiREE (“” B

K2 LTI Pt A4 SRR UM T R

Table 2 Summarization of methods for named entity recognition of EMR
= Jrik EIASI Hlh PR (F 1H)
Friedman %[ (MedLEE) i S AL ) EZHN . MED SRS 0.7
Coden %% (MedKAT) ] it ICD-0O 45 oy PR 0.82
Savova %931 (cTAKES) ] UMLS. SNOMED HEBLIZ T i -5 7 (1 00) 0.715
Li #90] SVM SNOMED Mg BB BT 1 i 1 0.64
Jiang 2197 SVM UMLS. MedLEE 12B2 2010 % 0.8326
-4 25 190] CRF 9 3 17 LW L RIBEAE Sy [ Bk 0.9506
Li &losl CRF SNOMED Mg SLIL BT L T 0.86
Jiang %5(97] CRF UMLS. MedLEE 12B2 2010 PEEH 0.8475
Jonnalagadda ;98] i + CRF / 12B2 2010 % 0.823
de Bruijn %99 B + HMM UMLS. cTAKES 12B2 2010 P 0.8523
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“IR7EY, LA IMIEIR);

2) WREAE S 10 4 (“INAEAE” 2 LR AR,
BTN RER L)

3) RIS W i (“is RS2l &
INPIRIE T RE RN, FERTRERT).

AT S5 A8 i 40 SRR R Al R TT, R
SKETBEST T (BLAESIRAIEIR) 74 3 43t 6 A
AR EREAT 702K, BRSBTS A o)
IR, DAL, %A 55 1RSI B 4R 3120 2K R 5k
L, VR bR R ALK RE . A RIZA F AL

*3 BT I e R

Table 3  Assertion types of medical problem

P & =94

g} S IEAE I 2 SRR BUE
FILHHERER

AAFAER) AR N FEF R JEAR,
HOR MG B IERPAAR, B
P e R S

EBEAND R R ERAECAR 1

A 5ATH PR SETRACRE R
Aww

AIRE FRAR 2 B A HH PT RE
ISk

RFIESE Y P A LUJE TR R AR

H Chapman 1 W ) % 9 2 I 7E A7 76 11
(Present) & /& L AFEN (Absent)™! iZ I 5T
TR T L. 12B2 2006 4FREMIEON FT 2008 4
PRI 575 T BRI 74T 45 12B2 2010 P

SR B REAT T AR g e 2, gk 3
B, I3 3 v H, AR5 B T4 41 R m] RET
PIRIE A, HF EHAEREAE S . R BIRERAN s 7 A
FERPE IR IX = 2ABMG & I — A, FCHR R DI,
PIp FEAR B S B LR T DA S B3R 3 Rt
3.4 RIBFERBEIRIAS A X

5993 RV IR R A8 A VR S AT 57 390 22 R 36 1
W) 7532, e 2 SR S T HLAR 2% S (0 5 1L B AL
BEE I RBNAHEE A 100718, SVM. 52 314 2 57
3.4.1 EFMMEFAE

B A 4 280 PR S5k 3 0 R E IR 110 46 M T 5 4 T
Chapman 218 () TAE, 0784l H 1E ) 20k R
PR A W R AR 1 (Present) i & |1 AR K
2421 (Absent), flifi 14 H ) NegEx Hi%7E 1000 £
AR JI 1 1235 o g A OGRS P IS T 0.945

(FIER RN 0.778 1441013, Aronow 251931 7 it
I3 D SUA R 43 W50 s B T 6 TR e il
7 NegExpander, 1% T H iR A “f5E” &1 1)
AR IR AE T, R e B R B I
() HoAh 44 7 J 15 76 12B2 2010 %4 |, Gory-
achev 25004 L VRN “A5 5 B “MET AR K E
B AR5 B T NegEx. NegExpander LL &
SVM FIANZE DU 753, IR EE B F AE 5 5k
0.894. 0.912. 0.8595 11 0.7817, Miz4i Bl & i,
FEP B BT 45 b, 36T 0000 0 O ik AR
THT KM )7 Negfinder B 748 1300 BLAE
SIN T AJES BT SRR <5 1B A2,
SELT 0.977 FIHERTAFD 0.953 () A [A]A105] - 4
XF12B2 2010 “755E” IH%), Sohn ZE106 gk T
DepNeg, 7E /N UKL A b4 3t 2y i) 5 8 164K A7 A5
3, AR JE MR AR A A A DU A7 B A, R T A7
RGBT B A5 e ABM, SR Bl K A
X% 0.9884. Harkema %5107 JF NegEx #2H T
ConText 5%, MH T [ SCA HR U0 505 IR AE A,
KSR AL R IN BEAE S JEBE AN FFUESE
R, PEIRAE B 73 A AR AR K, FELEAN [ R
R B SCA ERIUANE ) 3X — ) J8IAE 12B2 2010 Pl
Tt TR L2

342 BETFHNRZINGZE

BT HUES 24 3T B 5 V2208 0 3EA%AT 5500 K 43 2%
Il FL T R 2R G ) 4 A S 4 SRR AE.
76 12B2 2010 ¥l 2 7, Uzuner 251081 % 27 ji)
FOTRAE A TR 4 ) SR W 28 5 v 1B AT T LA
1) BTN i SE LT — AN 1 NegEx R40
ENegEx, $#n 7 — R 5] “EEH AN 11
iy 2) FEFHLER S M ek T SVM, H 3111
FRAE S AT B R SRR AR (R SCRT O BE YT ) R
Joi 4 AN AJEESFAE . BE I )T AE 1K BT bR
LI LIRS, PR VR RE AT R U 1 45 R,
I HLASBE T A RIHLAG (0 H 73 [T SO, FE T 28
() J5 VR A T3 I 1R J7 v, 32 B DR 2 ol 3
T30 J7 vk e 78 o0 A B9 il R A 1) R S
{5 5. 12B2 2010 vFMll A JLAN A7 3001 7 v 584
SVM #4445 45107, 99, 1091100 "]y £k 45 bR S0
SR — SRR T8 - AN 8 LA S SR S 1 ] N
o 2R 2 MO w0 I 2R 4 1 45 ARy o SR
FEPT 1090 de Bruijn B2 2807 VB AS e
GEL AR B, BT SVM A& (AN R 34T
TR, ESE PR B, AT 55— B B 2 2 4l I
FARHEAT 426009, Clark 258418 H CRF Filf: K
R DL AR N AT T IR G gs 1, 3 F 1E
IK# 0.9343, fEiZ 7L+, i/ CRF RBIMES 32
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A ], A AR RS U, A d KA 2 2R, K
BB U 43 0.

4 X BRI AR B M U5 5 14T T
B TR SO TR LS, e B
R B, B TR 73 RE A ROR A <A &
B, AERT AR AR A R 8 0 A7 B, 3t TR
RIRERIAAL; TP ST 0Tk, B TS
WAL, 3w BLFE 70 2% B8 B R SCRFAE S )32 Ik BA
B 3 SCA R 5 A4 AR S AR B, e 2Rl
T R RIY B, Sk R A A, B, Al
o AR 5 5 1) 7 1252 AB MR F S FE A
[N 2 1 7800 B4 ML s 22 20 5 ik AL 3, I 0 569
3 SCA TR RNE R BT IR RIS

4 FFIE SRR K ZRIHE

4.1 BFmHIREKRHEES

HLT 90 1 i 44 SEAR O AR SR T ZEE ST L
Dbl OB AR S AR A AR T X LR SEAA TR )
KA. KSR SC R T8 i HOR OUAE BN
X R I BT AR B I, WAAIL T B AR b AR,
b i 1

1) 3k CT K BoR BB REAE (hrfr <k
CT” UESE T B PEREAL” );

2) BB A R AR AR AT 1S TEHTE R,
ETEARS, BRERGIT TR (Y IESE T R
TR AT R PR RY  UCRdR S T <
FENRIIE R Mgt 5¢7).

HL 99 73 SR G 2R U 55 A8 i 44 S AR U3 %
it E T, X9 3 SCA Hh [R] AN ) R R A i 44
SRR T FE IR OQ AR, A i i AE 55 3 AL 0 4y
ST, R B T LR A 2 RS, P TR

bR RS0 RE . B2 F . B ET 0 ) 9ok
KF N RF—AN0) 70 P AN SR 2 TR DG &

Uzuner 1 56X B y7 SEAR ¢ R ESEAT T 41
PERIRIEFE, AN E SCT /N RIEBIT SRR YHiE
JRAAIT R R ATREMIIR RV IT R F0m
(EL 55 247 R AT BE ) FIAS 7 R 96 2R« O AU IR
FIORR MAETER AR IR AT RERER AR
TR RE. R O & w LT BN S, Sl T
PRI FREAR B N, 8476 58 RAEU, 7T BAAS
ZIEAEMIR s, BRI R, RIG 158
SEAR BB, AT LA B STk [3] s S bl A0
Z. FTLL, 15 12B2 2010 PP, SEARSC R I e Lk
BB %, 12B2 2010 & 00 HL 195 1 A
YSR K RIEAT T RGN 2RO x5 R AR B
I 1) RN B 7 [ 2 ) PRI DR AR 7 ] AN A 2
IR BT SRR Z IR R, X =R KR
DL 7 ) 20k Hpos, s BT R 799 T8I [v) =7 ) it
s B A X=RRR AW T — ) Fia
WA SR Z TR OC R, 3R 5 PRGNS T B9y 1) i
KA YT IX =SSR ] [ 56 &

B0 v SC LT D R A BT ) R AR 0 A
RIEAR, FE A0 2 SCSEARICZR N, 0 N AEAH NV 2.
FEARBAER T : 1) BI7 AN (B 1)
K F AR Ny P59 YR IT 1R R &R LA RCEE IR 59897 1
KA, BI7 Il BURIRS 15 1) G 28t 3 A8 Ay 9 g ARG A
(1) 2 L RCE R AR A (1) 96 R 2) BT 1) f8 2 [) )
KA W R PR ARG R (0 T8 T RER)
PR AR R (B FET 59— AW AR
FHER IR CEERAERA 5 —/NMAEAR).

H Bl X LIS SEAA (1] (1) 56 28 n] DKL) 3 AR 3 (g
JRREER U0 P 157 B 478 ) [ 2 R A G R i e A 1)
15 1, 5 SRR e ANy, 7 nT LUHAE 7 iF

R4 PIRAAEIR KB Ty ik 45

Table 4 Summarization of methods for assertion classification
=5 D FH BN B8 o W (F 1H)
Chapman %3l (NegEx) o) TE U i xR thBe 4k 0.853
Mutalik 251991 (Negfinder) HU TE DR R AR B R 0.965
Sohn %§[190] (DepNeg) HU HAFHN 12B2 2010 ¥ 0.838
Harkema %:1°7) (ConText) | TETU A A | fih 15 6 IR (s 3 SCA 0.76 ~0.93
Uzuner %5[108] SVM / BRI LA 0.35~0.98
Grouin %[110] SVM NegEx 12B2 2010 %R 0.931
Jiang 2(97] SVM MedLEE 12B2 2010 P %H 0.931
de Bruijn £ SVM cTAKES 12B2 2010 P ¥dE 0.936
Clark Z[111] CRF. #AJ T SCAR S L RS R 12B2 2010 P 0.934
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Table 5 Relations among entities of medical problems, tests and treatments
KERK RAARRR ESNIF=9'¢
BT 0] SRR T I EGE T BESY R (TeIP) I B A T BRI
AP RIT BT YT I (TrWP) TEIT AT RS B BT IR, s AL T BRI )

HITFET BT S (TrCP)
HIT T BT S (TrAP)

DR Sy B2 9 1) A8 T v A SR IR T
(TrNAP)

YT FIEET W B RAAEAE ESRR R
A IESE T Y7 108 (TeRP)

AT E S BE T ) R T SR R A
(TeCP)

R ARG T I ) A7 AE RS R
BT W S B S — AN BE 9 i)

Y7 In) AR 7Y
Z AR AR

D7 1) FE AN R 5

i 2 ) PR 5% 2R (PIP)
P 7 ) AR 7 A ) AN ik
PSS

ST AR RS T W, T2 ST IR T

i

T RMEIN T B IT U, 24 R B P

PR A A B 7 AN SRR IR T

/

HoAE 4SS (FFIA) T BT
g TUESEEESF I BT SRS 7, EL5 ok A

GU, REAAIBEE 7] FIAEWTIE S A R 3 B N 2
)R IETE S K2y ) I 28 SsohE e (i 2y M P RE 1 2
MR RE R, TR, DRSSy i /0 oty BATTAT BT
90 D3 R R SRR A T S AR OR FR AL SRR
ARG IR LB T IR R Va7 MG A AR B Y
FIUL B 6 PRI R IR R G . (R 6, il g¢
SR I L, B IR AR b SO R R K, S i
RANDCHI BT 8L (CREAR) 2 WP Ia, i i il X
TR A S5 RAUESE Tl R, 283 Hi 307 A A 4%
INPEREE R

4.2 BRI RIEK R E

L 03 JJ7 SIZAR G AR Sl PRI 50 7 v 2 R 3
THLES 22 I K071k, R — R H SVML,
SN

Frunza 250112 75 Medline™ f§E5dE Ff5E T
PIRARTT Z A =R G R (R JHl. SEREIE
) RE, T =R 07 5 i iE—AN 4y
PRSI — AN ¢ R T _F (1) 43 20 5 & B i 1,
A3 AR DUAN 25 DUH-HRD SVM k=8, R AE IR I I
R TR AR R AR SR, 1B 5] T UMLS 5 K
Y AT SR R 23 2R 45 AR va i WA 2 SR H
X =R 5L 0.9855. 1.0 F10.8889. 7 I12B2
2010 PFIZ 1 9% R IMECHUEHF 5T, Uzuner 256
DLA) 2 B TR F 003 [ SR DR R, SEAR G 2R 79 ik
6 MR, Ik 6 A SVM 78 s « EAR

14http://medline.cos.com/
5http://www.nactem.ac.uk/ GENIA /tagger/

/
BT I MU 5 — AN BT 10 ML AN ) 2 BB T 3 38 T 53—
I7 1R 8
/
BRI Fg
& U AL
TR
BT PUER REEM B
BT il R AR F R A&
AR BT 11 A IS 778
UESZBE 7 Ia) R s 7 - s X otk A
Bl 6 DABIr il J6 07 AR ok R AR By Rl
Fig.6 Medical knowledge represented by medical

problems, tests and treatments

R B FEIT Z IR R RG], R RER KR T
K LMV, F ST 0.62 A1 0.89 2 A,
(R AIE 32 AL R SEAARLE Ay I R 2 )il
FRAE (B HG 4L sz A B3] . HBAE SR R SCh
B %) UL LB (Link grammar)[69) 4347 45
B, KT g SRR AR IE R R AR . it
G LT 17 SE AR SC R B IO T PR 4t 1 A A
Rink 20131 SR SVM 7 12B2 2010 Pl FiR
Sl PR 95 D7 R SIEAAR TR T S UK R, i DI SCAR
i/ GENTA' FilAbBE ) HlE 1 RRAE 32 ZAL RG] RF
fiEs bR SCRFIE DL bR SCSCAR Z (R A A (R
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PR PE B FVE A, JRAE A Wikipedia. WordNet
F1 General inquirer™ 4 By AEfE, HUAS DR
AT S U453 F A8 0.737. M50 IE X} H 4 7
THRFAERT 73 AL 5 ), &5 J 2 B 1] A B R S
FRAEAE R R R R HE T EEAEH: 7ElA I
TEAN B ORI DL R S SR P R T
3.7%, RIWAEBRA EF SCOCAFMUERF RSO F
BT 1.1%. HR2A SR r B 30E R
AEEE, B CR R Z . %) @, Demner-
Fushman 22384 ] UMLS A& 0] 5% & 1E b 402
RFAEMR g bR SOfE BN AL (1 ) 1090 R A3 45 1
84 0.666. de Bruijnl® 5% e KIRAE A o b Ay
Wk 2L, R cTAKES %95 ) SCARBE T A7
3R, A ER SCRAIE, FRIEIE LS UMLS HhiE&
B SCRARVRNE Lk Z, SR LS T B
FHFET Self-training 1) B 43 270 L R IR B h
IRIL, 25K UMLS FK A7 A3 5B 45 5 DA
AAFIC AT O R 2 E ), AR RN F
{4 0.731, WA T e df i G, W19 D A7 e
PR R 2 T HABR T B R, [ B R H843 58 Ak (]
AIFAEE SRR, AT IXFIAST- i R, Ryan!tto)
GIAT T L P S AR OC AR B I LR I, SR T —
P48 b v R 2 B S AR oG RN TT Ik, &7
LK SVM 1R R 4y 2538, MBI A B 22 h
UMLS. B85 L0 Hras, X PR FE A S 34T T
W, A A FEARFEA I BN ZRgE ) 1R R 7 A8
ITEBhE ], — R B 21E 10 % 1Ibs
HEERL BT R EITERBCR, THE SR 3T
AR R ISR RINE T B, Wang 251160 )\

HL 9 73 R S5 ATRE DR [ S B A T P - TR 1K)
KIKK AR, R RRRMF R, I G R FAHIE S
0.91. Chen “FMTT AP 2% SCHRFN R 7993 13 o oS0
o3 P24 ity S (R LR B I A TR R DR IR &R, 3K
SR8 R 24 il 0 95 A BT SR, il S R PR A
B, 34k, Roberts 51 FEIG RAE B HCR 48
CLEF "R SVM 7E e (8380 1 L Se Bl 1)y
17 44 SEAAR SR ZR RN, X LERIEST T v 1) P9 S T
R R YU, SRR WIE I8 A N SEAR G R
WU 5 AR 5 T ) 9 B S A O 2R DU HEAf R
BUR.

R 6 R IR D S OG RO R AT T
B TR DD SEMR G AR SR — AN KR R
F 7 A )R] A T AR I, X O R
T P SCASTRI R R, B S BANTE 28, AR Bl Y
SRR S AR 5% 28 AT LA 73 1A AR] 45 2[RI,
N SCRFAE (R B A T98 D SCAS B R)3R e i, I
RKEIPWEFLHRRI Dy SCASHEAT T AR W IR AR 2,
X EERIFFEER B, 1A i SRR )35 00 i BEAT R T H
T DT IARR AR TH PR e TR OB 5 ke
TR ERFRER R, JF HAE —ERE
R S A S 2R 73 Al ANV F) TR R, A6 P 0 S ARG
A$HICE PRI FATH WK R M55
HRVET KRR, AT 3B 7 VA KR
ol Ll BRI AR AT (R RACR. L 790 P S AR Ok R
BB T 2 O AR IORE T Ab, 21 K4 Al R ) iy
A SRR SRR ZR IR B2 5 R AR R BT ST e 42 4 Hh K
U ARG R IO 1200 S 21 iy HL 0 ) S A
KA I AP FE.

6 LTI SR OG R T T R A

Table 6 Summarization of methods for entity relation extraction of EMR
= T EEITiNpA3/ Eveit VN (F 18)
Frunza %[112] SVM UMLS Medline 0.8889~1.0
Uzuner %3 SVM Link grammar parser WEANHLAA 49995 1T 0.62~0.89
Rink 113 SVM Wikipedia. WordNet . General 12B2 2010 vFJli%id 0.737
Inquirer. GENIA
Demner-Fushman %5[109] SVM UMLS 12B2 2010 vFll £ 0.666
de Bruijn Z£[°9 R PN ] UMLS. cTAKES 12B2 2010 Y% 0.731
Ryan!15] FE 4+ SVM UMLS. Link grammar 12B2 2010 ¥ % 0.8
parser
Wang %1161 Engeis U MedLEE e R 0.91
Chen %117] Bt Syl MeSH.UMLS. MedLEE A B2 27 SCIR A A T /

Wit




8 3] WA FL T i 4 SEAR RO AN S A4 S0 R IO U 20k 1553

5 BFmhERMEMRIERZEIR

B 97 AU I L 0 A S A U S — AN
O A e E R R N R /B = S €= N = el Y i d
TR B8 B AN PR A A AR RV IX P KR A, FLTUR
JiAE B B AR A R B 2, 51 T2 o8
L B DS BT ST 98 LA GE v L s 27 2 O
YRR EETR, AT ISR 2 2 7 kAR w0
ThrE R, — 5 HE R TN, 5 —J7 2k
TR EY 2 SRR, R e D b v R R X B
7S B MU 5T A AR VR BY. BT
T v S B B, SR 90 D A7 AR OK R,
11 ELH 908 D T b SOk, 95 K 2 Bl fnii) kgt
PRy vE R A K Ry, RS R 2 R IE AT 45 i 1
— R 0 IR R Z i sog a2l = AL
12B2 Jg A3 1 B 7 ek 4 2 AT 45 B k) 22 R
HET WA D s B AR aE ST, A 3 AT S5 1 iE
RHEALFRI 1 43 ST L B AR C A B Hr iR A
I 1 SCART R B KL
5.1 12B2 i K& iEHE

12B2 M 2006 S=FF 4R 428 B 1995 i 4 J8 e AT
FURIVEI, T T 1 [ 45 28 AT 45 I TR, X S84 T-45
Pl 28 I A TR R0 OC SR A U T, 78 H 7 D045 S 4
HRIF 5 AR ST T bR A, AHESD T % AU IR T,
1M H A FAAE 5 7908 D45 Sl B 5 ) v R} A
WAL T A 2 A%, 31 2012 4, 12B2 — 34140
6 UKL DA U, KA T T ANERNE, ik
7 JR.

1) 12B2 2006

12B2 T 2006 1 X412 B 199 i As J2 il EUAE
FEVFI.  HL T 95 0 A R AT 2 i 20RO b
ORI A I R B, T APEI A B — AT S5l 2
ZBEFAME & (De-identification challenge)!® & A~

45 YU B MR A (Smoking challenge) 0.
PIIUASE Y A 0 I SR U T 5% [ R BB 7 (Part-
ners Health Care), SUAZEALIE HBE /N4

ZBaAE BT e 2 BB AAE R, AR5
BAE BB B AL B, IXUERaAAE B 24T 8 2K,
fFEEF U4 AR A BT AR, KR
AN T H AR RS, R LR
T RMESS PR T 889 AR id i Py SCA, Horh 669
TNk, 220 F TR,

ST T A B AR MR R 285 e AR R S ) M PR K
. P R R RAR A 9 3 R AR e R 1 B
W3R, REFE RBR S BEAT 7028, WHIR SR AT
5 AN, 1K 5 AP R IE B IUAEH L AR
S AR TG X 73 A ILAE R i A T MR . AN IR
T R A B WA D% B4 B TR R RRR 2
FESSHRME T 502 A7 il L ZbRVE A 1 SCA, e
398 JHTUIIZk, 104 HIT-00.

2) 12B2 2008

H T I R 9T 75 22 40 oF PP 2 W A, DRt
2008 F PN 55 7 AR S8 1t e /N 5 00 S8
(IR B B £7AE HIR A (Obesity challenge)102. i%
155 2848L 12B2 2006 1l o 500 88 IR A AT:
55 YU PR RIAT 4 A, 32 4T AT
JEHEARZAS  ATRENEIE . ANAELENERE S 95 D7 AR He .

ARSI 1237 453 o100 D3 R 5T 5 [ 1 A =
I B T AR R IR R A B D, B SObR
0, AR MR E TS S — R T SR L IR B
g7 AR IR (Obese) S0 B IR Y
(Diabetic) & 58, I3 — M5 AN B R,
B SO ZE B R, b AR B B SR 2
g, AREE 230 1557, B A% bR LR

3) 12B2 2009

2t FEL Py F A B AR, LA 24

R T O12B2 PR DS BRI AR

Table 7 Shared tasks of information extraction and corpuses in 12B2

F0y 45 903 1 SCARE Y TR ()
2006 LRAE R Hi Bt /N & 889

2006 YU B AR S e/ 4h 502

2008 S R I R R SR IRPIRAS e/ gh 1237

2009 25l Jm AR H ek 251

2010 USRI P A« BRI . B R R Hibe/NaE L R IL 871

2011 ML IR BTN N Y SRS 978

2012 SR P A T I 1) ke /g 310
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Fidn 4 W4 5 257750, 45 2550 8 A IS
B X EEAE BT LA AR S 25 B 1, 2009 A5 PE
55 392 IS [ SCAS R 1 245 i 1 Je R £ JEL (Med-
ication challenge)!!%, T EALFHZ 4. &, B,
N SES NI TR RN

2yt JEYEPRMESSARAE T 251 4y FRid i H e A
g5, R DIRIET R IE KRBT . HARE R 2, X
PRISR A T AR RR e B R AR v R s R
B IR 532 b e SRR Bk v R (AR 3
PR, HARE PSR AH .

1) 12B2 2010

2010 “EVENAESS Y RE TAEJm LS5, IFICTEMm
Db B S BT AR, AR AR ARG
ST, LK SRR ) 5C &R Bl (Relations
challenge)". ML PFIIAT = AMT5%, RITRG095 7 h
ML ML B . S TR ok &, S0 A =
BT, AR IR =2 (IR 1), BEr
MG 2R BT R e (WAE 3), BEE i) oC &R
T BRI In) B BT ) ) G AR BRI ) RS
)R 5 LU R ST ) AR T R &R (UL 5).

SR ) HL 795 R T = A AN TR B 7 AL
Feg: S B B B 1 7 R DL ST DA 1) 2 4k o B T
(Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center) $&4t T i}
e/, VG258 K2 2 ity (University of Pitts-
burgh Medical Center) # it 1 Hi Bt /N &5 H1 B2 3l
K. 871 bR I SCA T, 397 4y I Tl 5, 477
B3 FH TR, 877 43 AR brid: B9 SCA T T 17, 17l
IR GINAN AU FR H 59 D3 RAN [ 2 28 £ 995 1
SO, PRAE T HUHfE 2 AR, (EAS T ST S 1 R
PE.

5) 12B2 2011

2011 FEPFI RTE SEAR TR IR J SEAT- 55 3R
(Coreference challenge)®l, %445 5EFx [ K
AR TR) R A5 5% 28, PRONASE P A v 90 D AT SR Ok 17
HURY 22 AR RIS R 22 B B0 A, DR U T 56 1 G B
By DU LS Lo By 7 ol . DL 2Z 88 K5 s
S g B2 T (Mayo Clinic), 9 77 SCAGLTE H
Be /NG iR IC s AR AANEH B S A AR
T 4L 978 43, 590 4 H T-IIZk, 388 i H T
RS

6) 12B2 2012

IS ) 5 D o B E A R, BRI Ay R A 0 e
VYT LR S I T AH 6. 2012 AFEF R DG I RIX —
B IR SR HI ) (Temporal challenge)%. i 5¢
NS WERPR I R R o R R e st M = v R S
AN TR) 2, 4 1 R R A A BROIR B AT R
P 2 BTV 7 IO A S AR T AS . e VAT 55

16http://computationalmedicine.org/challenge/previous

H=A

1) HhECR R T F A M S, ARG BT )
Rt 3697 BB R E, A 5 A O FF,
B/ PNG NS A

2) U R S IA AR FE H L IR A, R
SEHSEE S, FRAE S ISO BEYEHE =X

BEE I EES I NRwIIE PSS

FHL -9 177 SR YT 5 1L ¢ B I A DL B 4 g
LI, WSO M BE /NG, 1R 310 bR
ERH BN, 190 43 TII1Z%, 120 43 H T

ML EXF T2B2 -0 7745 S 4 R 5 vF- il 11
SRR LG W, X e [ 8 S AR @ T, Sk
2010 4F B PFMD0 X ST 5530 AT T KRG R A, %0t
FUAT 254 R B9 R 1 Bk e S RF, PR 3R
1A R — W PEIAE 55, I 9 P4 55
AT LA B2 2010 PRI 45 1 S 4.

5.2 HERIEMEZES

R T 12B2 BF0 5 Sl AT ST i — 2 by
ERLAL, A T 70 D) SO A ARV 5 AL 3 G A
T3 TG BT8R AN SL AT 55, 40 [ 3530 2 B A
TP SCARRL .

1) WK

IS Gt L 2 T By A, 2 BB R TR
T B (RORS AR LR e 3 B 7 M 2 2. X
3 P SCASBEAT 232, F BT 500 i il 2 WL 50 1
5 B AN AR5, R IR R B2
> (University of Cincinnati Medical Center) 17
F 42 L3 B e P J7 b0 (Cincinnati Children’s
Hospital Medical Center) T 2007 42 T 1%(F5%
IPEINC, PO H 70 D3 Y T~ 2 R R L s e
By oty D0 SCA RS ettty TORHMA R T AR
Pestian %122 52, bRVE MW P SCA —IL4H 1954
B3, 978 43 T IIZk, 976 43 13-l

2) ALK T

ZATST 2011 4F i 12B2/ VA FIAE 24 )L
B Be b yy iR BS 25 06, H D 0 M i i B AR
M es, TTREMIG 4 AR IR, 8% R, R,
5 16 Ml gs. SRR AR EIL 2L 1319
By, BFEIE BE AN 1950 422 2011 4. 2% 30k [123)]
AIRE— 2 T RAZAT 55 FIE R B TR

3) I SRR R

LA K ZR 2 W (Text Retrieval Conference,
TREC) T 2011 4FH1 2012 FIELLH m 4l T
R A ZR PPN 24T P BIT F H 9 D R T IT
2288 H ARG 5 A P .
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5.3 BN ETFRmAEREGE

SNPGRS YL EIS i B PO 'S
FLI DD A, PR SR D TR RIE 9 e 4 T, 3
ATRBIE 2 LA T I F A A T BT AT R,
1 R G A S PP S g T R A AT T A 5T
e, FRATTH SO HL 590 AU T I RV PR R K o
B o PR 2w, NS RFEBEHLEEL 2 000 435
PR3 R i VB RH I, 3 73 SCAS SR Dy 8 U RE AL 3K
M BE /NG, JEE R 2 EFAE EAL B T P SO
S IR, 0T Q0T R ) 2 A AN ) 95 20 T A
FARTE 5 AL B T HIFANE & 10 D0 SCAR, X 28 3
LT DO AR R AR A, PRI T 1 o S0 H R
P SCA R J3 ] A AR AR 3 BT AR FRATTWT 5T
RO EE . FRATIIAAE 0 T e 28 A 5 23 3 AR PE RV
AT SR YU SRR IIOYANERL. AT
AT T 58 B3 R ] PEAR T (bG8 )3k oy
BT~ SEAR TR M SR SC 2R il TR R AR AR A 2 7
ESEHE, AR AR IEAEBEAT .

FRATTRE TT T840 358 2 WA [ 5% M AP SO 5 (Penn
Chinese treebank, PCTB) FriE M iz20-127 ff )
Smflye, fEBERTE SR, e TIEM T oc T
T3 T3 1R 23 AR VST Bl Py I Ya . FeAl 43
MR REAC AT H Be /NS5 EBGE £, T 1094 M)
T AR PR TR R

H SCHL T 3 AR B b RV FR e DA
SCRE B PERRTE RG2S Oy BEh, 45 b SO
P RSB bR s 15 D0 S 093 D S e B PR 7 0 A
HRVEIATIAMETT, & )m il ABLE B 7y Xk
A7 DI bt A, R AR S S gk i AR
SUATRAN L FEURARE R ) R, LR SCHL ¥
T3 D3 A WAV O3 5 R BRI — BUPE ). AT
TRTHRIAARTE 100 43995 1 SCAS (i FE A0 sk A0 H B /s
455550 43), TERZ) 2000 AJkRiEFITEILR.

R SCHLTI DD SEAR I 55 2 XS L5 3 1,
AR S5 TSR AR R A AR T IX DY S8
A%, LRGN 73 2 H RRERANAS & 45 R 4> 12K,
I HAR BB FREAR B . o ST H 05 7 SE A%
RAIPUT S 1€ XS W 4 75, 1ZAT 5% EZEPUIR
MK R FR S AR AR BRI R R ANG ST
RISCER  AEARANEIT DGR « BRI IS AR | A
PN IR ) 9% FR LS00 FIREAR B 50 R AE B ZE Y
$8 N, SCHL T D S AR AR RV R SO AR A
FERE 2 12B2 2010 b Riudile, Hdia
SCHR T P AT AR O T A IR R E AR,

7http://wi.hit.edu.cn/dev/YuLiao/Seg.pdf
18http://wi.hit.edu.cn/dev/YuLiao/POS.pdf
Yhttp://wi.hit.edu.cn/dev/YuLiao/Bracketing.pdf

20http://wi.hit.edu.cn/dev/YuLiao/NER.pdf
21https://github.com/yangjinfeng/emrproject

PAITF A T I St (b T2
6 [B=frauisin g R ZniR 2

B 7 sl — A k25 R el DR R 52 428 1]
I, XL P AR ST AT I DA B2 AT,
0 A ] s R 2 (0 T8 A9 B 4E R4 L. AEBE ST
U, A Rz BRI R B AR S RS
(Unified Medical Language System, UMLS). %%
F#1E % (Medical Subject Headings, MeSH). [
FRG AT — IR ARIE (Systematized Nomen-
clature of Medicine — Clinical Terms, SNOMED
CT) MIEPr## 5> (International Classification
of Diseases, ICD).

6.1 UMLS

UMLS 2 ph 3 [ [ 5 e 2 R s i) — M
JS I A2 ) = 2 A i N VR, R H IR Rk
ANTRI WS e 37 1 = 2 ] At ) R 2 BT AN ) 44
PR 0] I B ST ARTE B AEA RS 20, SCHR T SEAL
LIRS RO [ 1986 AFFFan e Lok, UMLS 31
TEICAEAWT R EFN FE 26 . UMLS VYB3 4 i

1) BHAHE (Metathesaurus): UMLS )14
LR, B TR EAS R L K RIS, B
MAEUFIR e CAFAE RS TR G &R

2) 1 M %% (Semantic network): H i XM
TR T SR B T G HA) V8 SCI &, 30 2o S it 2 k7
— B ANE SR T SO 2% 1] DU ST TR
PES ¥

3) T XA (Specialist lexicon): A fif AT
AR A fva) iy S T PR I B AR AR A O, AR )
TP AR AR R AT AL, & 50 Mgl J& — A o A P B 2 4
I H AR TE 5 AL BEAR AT R S, S AR R e nE
TR T (1) 1oy 52 A28 5 i) s

4) UMLS SC#EPESAT A 4 1 J7 8 o Al H
UMLS i JF A i S 43 4 T

B =70 2 UMLS AE 5 5RO 2), w]
DLt UMLS DLEES ML IR 2 7] 5% 3R 4 0T
5. UMLS #GMEE I, g a7 7 M3 A A AH [R) ik
RN RN N DA IS W S0 E 1 Pk
TARE AR, WIATE b S ARAE 2 [ R RO &R,
(] I A7 LE N 2 A 1) 2 Hp 8 42 RG] i A1 2307 <X
HENT Tl OOC R, DRI I LN 8 R S [R] O 2R b
G R T UMLS . 0T I8 e 7 5] 2 v s A7 i ar
AN SE PR LAFAETE COC AR BIME S, T8 L 38 S
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40 %

2 ST LS U B, UMLS 6 & P ] 22 1R 4E 1 7
ORI A2 5 1R SR, B 4 ) 3 22 [ g o 5 R 4R
B T Rk, FrLd, %F UMLS (48 FH 14 56 B0 50 6]
WF5T 1) AT T R 2, JF BT s i s A UMLS
o5 il Bl 3 ek 4R 029] . UMLS 78 4= 4 s 2 i
7 AR A B0 B, WA S A o R 80 iR
SO B SChRES2 L ORI 8] A
{$*@§£[134—136] %

6.2 MeSH

MeSH?? & 5 [H [ 5% P& 2% B 4 08 9 ol 1) 52 4%
R, FEMHTAEDES MM RG] 2K
%, C& Mk UMLS ¥R . 2012 A
1) MeSH £ 7 25000 4~F @A (Descriptors, main
headings). K73 3 B3] #5065 B — A ] J6 (1) o
FE) S F1) 2, BrbL MeSH i r] LL#EAE— MR X
A B 7E MeSH H, = AR IR E IR S A
2R, A 381 n e A J2 OB B AN [R] e 7
MeSH 1l g 1 38U LAA, 35 83 ANHRE 1]
(Qualifiers) #1 139000 b7t (Supplements).
B 1 AT DA ke F0 ] 4 A RIS A 1 = X, A
FEME S AT LA OCIR 2 L5 AH OC I 1 /. MeSH L4
BB A R G 5, SCRCAR ) CMeSH (1 [
P 2B e s 2 A5 VR P Bk, (HEA f 9 TR
L FH T 1E S R R i o 57,

6.3 SNOMED CT

SNOMED CT [ pr B4 RiBFrvEIT K HBUR
Fi IR ATESE, J& A KRG AL gt T
THENLALHE [ B 22 ARTE AR, T 58 K22 507 TH 9 I IR
f5 B, Wosm s B1E. A . 9%, RHZARE
42, AT DAY R — SO AEA R 2R bR R4 s
Z B SEBL T IS R B AR 5| fEfit R RAER A,
A I, Bk A B T 4L 2005 D5 N 2%, 98020 I PR e 47
BRI TAE S0 R A« gt S AF 7 20 A .
SNOMED CT [FAREEEA =30 NAE: M&.
KR, WA A R, a2 — R D
AR, RS S — BN S 2 HAFALE is-a K
A, BRSPS A Ry 4 A%
RSP, AT AR MR IR R SRR, RN IR
T — N —FR R, W — MRS 2 AR S S
IFRIROCIE. R = MR, ML 5 T
()42 B« AR 1A IR) SCai]. 9% 2R A A AR 2 ] (1) ¥ S
KA, FEIT is-a RKAMBHERXRR, XHMLRKX
e T MR TR LR AR, TR X RO R T LA —
M SRR — S, SNOMED CT &
22k UMLS a2, Hir, SNOMED CT &%

22http://www.nlm.nih.gov/mesh/
23http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/icd /icd9cm.htm

A SRR AR
6.4 ICD

ICD & [H fr B A= 42U e i 7 Bk &,
TUATW s R BEANG IR 2 W, i 7 R AR
TR e T e~ 4 0 v g R LA IR R R g
B B Ao P =1 = B e R0 g T A5 24 10 40 25 5 AR
AARHETE 7 PAE RS By PRk, IR 2
LRI L M35k FETCJRIR 43 RS EORE
L e, AT ICD Y ETRA S 10 MR
A, A THETITH S SNOMED CT 4itd, 2 H [
FEFEPIE LKA T ICD-9 f SNOMED CT
IR AR B TR 0 R4 R H 1ICD
PRI GG, g T 0 H 95 1 A R 9 BE AT RS
Mg, EFr DALk A T ICD-9 MIEIRET hit
(ICD-9-CM)2%. [ PART 2012 4F KA T X
fi ) ICD-10.

FRUEAK I PR 1] i K J0 R P AE B2 97 AU A5 I
EHNVAFIRR AEA A T, 7R B 7 Ak A5 S e HURE 5
rh O A B . R U S SR
UMLS 1 SNOMED CT #ik = 5 W [ 71 S F AR,
UMLS ZEJ7 AR RS, 5 UMLS 4k
TAEAA i T IR g7, 6 A SC B 97 ek A 5 il
Bt KA 2. A (Edt UMLS 76 SCHLF9
wEAMET ST BRI, S8 6 UMLS FI 4k
TAERIF THIP IR R.

7T ERE

ARS8 P 9 1 i 44 SE AR M SE 4K
KAMBWT I AT T 458, TENRARH T
0 DI SCASSE i AT LT S AU 5 R
RGBS LSRN W70 P A S il
WFFETE BB U AE T ST BLIR. 2% B8 27 O oK
R A ] g R R R S ELAX SR A LT
P A H b (1 B A, AR SO 3 2 (1 1] i K
WRPEEREAT T4, DR W7 3 SCAS 5 B2 R
BTNV AT, LI R R B SOA,
Joa D B B 7 R AR EAR WS ORE, PT DA 48
SR ) 98 D A RO T AN R — AN %
(KI5 5 1), AR5y ikt 5 3 AUk 5 v K T
NI, B EGERE TARE R RHE ST HLas 4 217,
I &5 A ] AT RI R 1 HL 70 D SCAR ] A )
T ORI BB R A b, DL R DT
BRATE, HE 70 DA S A BT 9 A AN [ A 43
B A5 0 P A B T 9, S AT TE B A
WA, B EARBLAE S Z I 1) 0 P S 1 B R
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B TR bEERAS S, BUA WA
TR 2% R DI SCA Ry i 0T LR R 9S00 P 55
FEF AR, AT AR 1 JLAS 7 i AR K
RIS BT SR C S SE A CIE

1) W9 1 SCAS IR 5 AT A S WD FR AT LA 65
I HOCA N 2 5 S R Ak, X B8 T R N 78 70
FIF 9 DA R o . DRI, o3 i SCAS 1
R UM (1 1 G AR A N AR B A o SR
.

2) IR 2 B 1 AR S IO 5 A A X
SCHLFP DI IR, H SR g T R ST R 25
W BATE I R G RIDETE ST, ShZ A TTH
PREEVERIAE. Xk — 97 R ORI 2 1 S
HLF 90 D S Al R T 9. BB Fh SO I )
M, SO P BRI SURIE S, RSO TR
3 S AR A S AR O 2R RO AIE ST AAE AT, 1T SCHL T
T3 I BE TR KA S 2 B 2 Lo .

3) BT DI sE R KRR BT R, BT A
(] SRR R L9 D A5 S A 3 B A .
L RA A PR ST AU ] ST AR P A b T
297 3O P AR S AT . DRI, RS
Py R ZERA o SR T R PR ELAT R TE

4) 3 T R AP I SR,
T A 3699 3 SCAS (R 2] s A AR BAR A9 00 A
SRR

5) BUT KZHH T IR A RSB e R LR
%, o TIBSRAGR, #5 UL R 0 AR K
55 N ORI, AR i A AR XS B30 90 10 P AR
N DI RE LT D N R SE I S A EE ).
1 IR (1 FL 9 D AR R A S AT S, [ I
SIS 4 A CREAL B D R G BE AR S )
S

6) I AU AR R AT ST 5 1 T AT
ORVE, R D3 R A A AR S ARSI O 2R ST
J8 T B AR R G R B B, B A e R 3 R
G, AR SRR AR AN RS, AR R E VR R
VIR PN UEZI Pk PSRN
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