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Abstract

Named entity recognition is a key basic technology in natural language processing and has become
an important part of many tasks such as information retrieval, machine translation, and so on. The
recognition of Lao named entity has begun to attract attention in recent years, and the similarity
of Lao and Chinese makes dealing with NER a challenge. This article briefly reviews the research
history of domestic and foreign named entity recognition, introduces the latest achievements of
Lao word segmentation and named entity recognition, and compares the advantages and disad-
vantages of each method. Finally, it forecasts the development trend of Lao named entity recogni-
tion.
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1. 5|8

i S 44 SR IR 2 Lisa F. Rau (1991), fib#E55 6w IEEE N TR BEM H 2 B4 TKEE S K=
SN e R RIS EL A B AR RS, (HARBA 51K R IGE ] BRIz
“fir 44 S (Named Entity) "X MR R AL S 7N Jia {5 B HEAE 2 (MUC-6) b8 I AEH 1 [2], fEIX ik L,
NERC (Named Entity Recognition and Classification)th{F {5 BIMEU AR Mgk, 3 H 12 AHRAR
SR SR AR S SR (B 415 . B MUC-6 Z 5, AMITAT A%t FH 21
Fy 44 ZRSARK R AR L i — R Ak, b2 mT i — R0 NI 44 A RE RS, XHIEK T —1
SRR R GG . WRPEFHERN TR E, BN HARRR R SR, W ek B S, B,

T i 44 SEAR IR K 2 2 T . Ralph Grishman T~ 1995 EJF& T —% NER R4, %A%
fEF— 2oL A, BFETAE XA FEWT A ARRARULE NG5 . 1999 4, Borthwick
TR T I T WL 2% 2] (ORI () iy 4 SR R R 48, = RGEH T 8 #Binl 4. MUC-7 1)\~ NER £
FTRGTA 5 MNRIETHNE, CoNLL-2003 f7n T 16 METHUE NER R4, 20 4 90 AR, Tt
HR#EN 21 LS, X ai iR SERN SR AT iy 44 SEAR IR 1 728 Bk B 22 1) 7] . NER R4t
AR A 1] B () i 44 S fk,  IXPMR D7 v AR T R AOE, (Hm A S iE R E, HHAEAW K
&, B A H N 1A i) ar 44 SEAR T REARAE B L. Bilan, AR BE4R A4, HfeiiA . TR,
BT RIUGHE BRI ST T BT AR IRAT « %7120 i 44 SRR 1) LA 7 AU AR C ) R, X A 45w 44
SR AR AL 18 F AU, ATHFERZIEFT AR, TR BT Sk o7k mdr
LSRR N B IR BB =M IR LSRG T . B I T AN TR bR
FEUIZR1E KL Shinyama, Sekine, 2004), i 2% 2] 7732 A 75 2 & 1) 2 hriF 1EEH Collins AT Singer, 1999). 4
A REW = B EARTER AT, ol R A B S Ik RS Dy /R W] AR (Bikel 5, 1997). R
(Sekine %%, 1998). AR (Mikheev £, 1998). > Frlal E AL (Asahara & Matsumoto, 2003)F1 55 EBE
¥ (McCallum, 2003 )55 55 8 11 [ 4714 B K15 B B A A 46 SR 3]

BT, KRZEar 4 SR R e e SeiE b, Tkt EEFEIGE B SR A DOEmA S
PRV FE B AR AP A E R I, (B EUS T RBON M ECR . M, ZREEZ U AT AR
Bz, FEFERSENETASKBBONE G, FHOKEABMITRE I8 . HREE B RAHE B
RIFR, Zarta iR bR RE A, Bk 2 28BS Bl 2 e lila 7, aihhEE
W A% E 52 ASRE H %), Kk, #8981 Z41EE S P PR IE B R sloh 7 B
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LHHE R T UURIE B ROERIE S, & FOr R, S ALES, BAEENESEL. BT
Zhd, RERIAGBAAEHZR B ERZRIE. ZH TR TRE CFFR RS0 CT2RK, HHAA
FIMAR . —FBGE Z IR “ZIH(Gouin)” , BANSEL, ZWFIH&d, Emsmrdm: 5—
FFRA “2E(C00290)” , BAE L, FRAPHE HEBARIZE 4],

ARSL TR N A BB 4 SR B BT TR R, o BT BB R 12 AT W 1) R e APk, DA
T B R SR )R T 1A

2. ZHESZSLERANEXARBER O

£ B ARE B AR B, 20 A A4 SEAR IR B B A AT (98 R o 701 RGN A 44 SR IR I LB,
B i 4 SR AR BIE RN R R GE, AT UASR s 0] R e PERE . [RRE, AR R KR THRERS
4 SRR B . EREERDUE— 4, HRRINSLAE, 18 5 A 4% 55 B bR TR R L
Fr PUETHVF 2 SEIRBT UAR T, RSN IE R I R BRI, Al R T A
ARG T PRI, A SORE AP 7 T A 5 B T RCR [FI N I R

2.1. EH#iE5SiA

2.1.1. BiESAP R EE R

LA 53 ] ) EE A R Ry N = AT SRR BT MR & SRR . BB A R
BIRA AR BOE L, FESRBRERAE, ATVRMEFE “i0” F “HRldl” ; B0 RECE LR A &8
P, AL 2 a) @ T B R R SOE B DA R B A SRR N AR 1] (unknown word) B35 4E 4R ] (out
of vocabulary, OOV), A48 1] & 1 AU (1917 LA S Y ZREE CAAMPI], T R RBHE R R U, AR B S 1a] % 43
DR FE PR 2 gt 5 T B Y43 (5] BB TR A S R E AR S 1], — 77 A2 B T RE ML Bt IR
T —J7 RN B 28 (138 f, KRB AN RIS, 12 50 T Q] B X 28 A0 k38 A 4 — )
g, XAt 7 vl i i 1 AR OK B0 TR HE

2.1.2. BHESRANEESE

RRISRUL, ERE M AT S RPN R 28R TR R (DCB) A T HL#S 2% 2] (MLB) Bl # 1 2
F4tit[6].

A. BT HRKNTE

BT 1A 2 1 7 0% A OB R 2 1K — RARIE SRR AT AN SR IR HL ) 3 il n] . T AR e, W]
FEIR R A UL EC I P AR E R T B 45 FH 1] 3% 14D o S AR

Arounyadeth Srithirath Z£(2013)#& H T K & 15 ULAC Ay 4 LR 45 & TR G 775 7] 2R RIS
AR ERR SO T AL, RS SR SR N SCARY) 43 i NE), FEIEAT B R, SRS A 1A
A SREAE IR B R AR VT B I, 2 VCRCRR T, WP B4 ok, B R PR AN B fg — A& T
o, RN R HUGHTICR, B LRGSR, EBISEArEEDNIE. SERRE T, BN T A
4SRRIV R, il 72 AE N A4 A A R SR (AR LIS 1) B SE s IR AR R E ) 8
ERRIEAT VR, R A I A 4 SR P RS SLEAT X LG, 25 AN 1 TR

T 1] Mt B ) PR 7 2 T B i 8 BB U LA A 1) RS 5 5 S AR, A
2) AR VER 2 3) X T REIX R AR Z I (low resource) i & K Ut, SR = i B (1015 = VU5 A T 4
K 4) AEARIF g vk A B SR A S i) 3, Hedn “é’a@‘lﬁmvzwﬁuzwguc%ﬂ” RGNS H), F
ﬁHi‘zﬁﬁ‘JiﬂﬁE%ﬁtﬂﬁ% “Soo” (F) (fLil]. “loinan” (4TIl [Fi]. “szoiuswoyn” GO
(B3], “ca9” (%) [1RH], (B2 EFERi%E “goe” () (i, “l” (%) [ahi].
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Figure 1. Lao word segmentation system

1. ZIEMARS

Table 1. The results of the longest syllable matching test before and after the addition of named entity
=L MASBEEFIERKEHRETENER

J7i: T 2(%) A E 2 (%) F-JU FE{E(%)
ENIIDNTGEAT SN 79.87 88.62 84.02
PPN EAS 2N 85.21 92.36 88.64

“MavgreNuITOYL " (LFF) [4 ], “cH9” (#%) (XA

B. ETHEEEIHTE

T2 TR BB N 75 BN, HLER ST E R T AR 1 . fERZ LA 2]
B, CRF HARHEIEIURE . MAREELF . IIGRI B KSEE A

Sisouvanh Vanthanavong 55201 )& | —Fhdk T 26BN I Z 15 731 AL (LaoWSS) [8]. %R SE
VN S0 0 45 - B 2 A R AE 5 DA K 249 10 733 9 N T hRic ik} (LaoCORPUS) (W1 2), fEiZAR
G 43 1] I R 2 o T BE R FIARIEAT %, W E T RE B RoR, WA 1 RN, XA R bRVE S
br bt — Ao, &5, MERGHHT TN, IS5 TR B TR TR B LEE 2).

oXF g RrT A, ZEMNE R R RSO0 R, JE T 2B (0 T RO AR, R R A i 44 SR
Y15y b, MR G. HE, BRBAEADIE. Kb, SRm S 2 iER EEA K, 52
BB BRI 7 AR I RO T2 518, FERERFZERA T 700 T fEREE, F-E
ERIE 96% /2479, FLUt 2 U1 Herfy A i A . T A gt S5k, el — P sy
LRI 2, I R B 09 0 R BEAE R SR I 255 8 ] B A 2 6f el idk g i b A B o
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Figure 2. Schematic model of word segmentation

2. HiAREREE

Table 2. Comparison of participle results between CRF and DCB
% 2. CRF M DCB 75 RftL

Tri% TR (%) H (%) F-JUEAH (%)
DCB 80.00 66.67 72.73
CRF 80.29 78.45 79.36

2.2. EHEH B LIRS

2.2.1. EREFIRAFMAGE NN EESZ

1) BT A A %07 7% B A PR AR S5 2R, DA R 2R B ULy R B F B (H2
TR U A A TV Aol AU AN SCAR IR, o] 7 BRCA A vy FLHE DARA 5 BT 75 5 I, AT RS LIt AN B[ 107

2) FETGFHTE: it BE S A FRHEOR FERIF T AL 5 I AR 1298 . 207 8 L ORBGE R
JE R R AR ADAE 5 IS e A

3) RAETE: BIMES RBEIFATE R M ERE, AR TSI TS FEURES R
RS R, D B RO ERSE T U . G TR AT S AR AN Gt kR G et Uik A ER
W JE 2 RS 5

RGVERE B R DA 07 kAT 1), W R A — D AN AR B A . R SR
HHEFZRP) A B R)FHE 10 R34 F-ill £ {8 (F-measure) »

2.2.2. EREHRALEHARMRELE T
HAT, W72 aiBa 4 S mal iR 1 N DR 3L 32 0 78 R AT A 45 IR Ll 44T
A. TFRBR—
ZHCR FER A T LR =711
1) TN 5 B &S B RiE A 2 fHh 4 U0
Uiz A (L EIEE TR A R TSR
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2) BT SCHIEHE N * )2 BB 2 8 S AR B AL I 2 R v A 44 A A4 U3

3) T AR BENLI B2 R B 44 )

Forbr, TREOBIP LI T A2 A N A AL R, Bk 3. 1K 4 B

AP SR N TARTC AT R DL RN T 1 5 ARV AEAS BRI Sk S iy 44 SEARIR IR R, AR5 A
Ja R AR BT IE.

JREQR)FER T B2k HERIZRITE N A A B 5 SR RN 17T SO 82 HE U ) 5 2 2% A B
HLIZ % ] B 2 5 78 N A0 At A4 BEAT IR IF L, JFAESEIEAZ b, K58 — R (0 f] S i A4
AALAE R, G565 RN 1T SO EMEN R S RN 6 R0 IRE 2818 A4 A A4 1
OEREINZR,  DIIRBUR A B Z R T8y 42 SR U R . AR A 1 “RpIEARIE” U5, TN “FEA
PRIE” BRI GREE, 118 7N TARERIIR E @ 5).

BRI

= SEARfE BAFIERAR

SRwE

—  FIltRiE

{ R A RFAE
[Q’Eﬁﬁ%5+_nﬁﬁ@WWE AT
A RHE

Figure 3. Experimental setup diagram
B3 xRigEE

> Ji%CRE FZHHENERSGAE
IEHR S (RRAEE)
A

3 P

Figure 4. Training flow chart
B 4. NgRiZE

BT SR AEN 2 B Andrew McCallum 557E 2007 4F42 Y, B2 —MEA R EHE MRSk 45 & B 28l BArREeh i —
AMHESE R, IR AR R (AR e AL
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Figure 5. Laminating conditions flowchart random onomastic entity recognition

E 5. EBFMHBENIAA R A SSRBRIZEE

THEQ)EEM THSN A IR, XA Z T IR BIHME L 5 KK — B E R H AL
AR EL, NEMBRERZA, BAAEKERR. 2752 i s > B i A AW 4 1
NRHIERR SR AT BN 0] 28 5B A B A4 24T R (A ] 6) .

PLE =R vE RS E 5 TE PRI DUAVRFIE, SRR G IESCIL T 2B N4 A MY 4 =K E
T A AR, PEINE RISk 3.

H ERATLGE N, =FOnEEM S AR Z )5, RARBCREA R R . Hd, e X
SOV D 0~ B R B R AR BE LI O DT IR AE TR N A A2 D7 TR T 073k —, BROSRAT SO EE o Ul ]
A A 208 BBV VR R SRR AR AR E TE R AT T, T BB 0 2 A B L 7R OO B AR TR R
A BEVN 5 4F 1 i 44 SRR, TR (1) BRARSR AR e s X 26 AR BE LI R0 e ) 2 i 1 {0 i 44
SEAARHEAT T AIE, (HR ik a4 SR A IR, T HA R E &2 BN R0 4 A2 80 N4 A 44 L
AR 26BN LA RCR B o i b, NI A BRBIRCR SR A4 s 4 LR A BOR 228 . B
NN TR SRS L SN 2 B S LR AT 1 — @R iR, (B2, HARBIRCR TR AR IR E
o BT RMBT TR — o R H LU A B UIME 1 RN SBRE TS, G T AR ROR
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Figure 6. Experimental setup diagram
B 6. LWiREE
Table 3. Comparison summary table of evaluation results of the three methods®
= 3. ZMERIENERACRE
Jivk bugad [EZESN TR H(%) H 1% (%) F-Jl A (%)
A% 81.62 83.27 82.44
CRFs
44 72.53 76.24 74.34
M
. A% 83.73 85.23 84.47
CRFs + Ja K5 (EIZEN 0.6)
4 77.61 79.56 78.57
e A% 81.62 83.27 82.44
CRFs (briEsEf)
44 72.53 76.24 74.34
@
o N4 85.23 88.01 86.59
/22 CRFs + GE #E N (bR{E4FAE)
4 80.54 85.56 83.00
CRFs 62.30 64.51 63.39
3 HEAGIRAES
CRFs + i JURHIE 70.73 73.15 71.92
B. BFFURR

A B R LR =R 77k 12]):

1) 3T B BB Ay 4 SRR 5

2) BT ZEBEKFRNIS M E RPN 4 IR 5

3) ST PEBENLIA A SCHE [ B ALXUZ B ) 2 BN 4 51

b, (D) T B RT E BN G ARSI T TR 1 el 4
BENLIZ R SR BRI 25 3 AN MBI 40 2588, ARJE T 4 2588 2 18] 1 43 B ot R b ic i RHEE A T AR g
B RGOS AR R AN 0 5 PR 7 92, AEAT DB 1207 VA SR EUE 22 (B kL, ) S SRR S R A 7).

JHEQME T — MZ MM, BT AR ERIENM L AAEREINR, Wt iire
HALANMMWEFTTRSBEZRALG ., MBS LR EKHLLE, 6.
“BurenarnUenugrolngsvwandmon ” (Zht Yl FEIE B k), Hi “ngsvwsndmn”
AL FEREDO RN % . Bk, ST E & E R4, B g RN B8 — E & RE LA
R, A — BRI G R AT R R, XA KRR AR R R A AL 4R
SR (W 8).
(D) “CRFs + HARREE” SEHMRM N 0.6 BHIPFIISEH, Q)i AN ECN 2000 PR II4E 5
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Figure 7. Experimental flow chart
Bl 7. SSRizE

FBH AL HE

A\ 4

&R VIRE AN R TR
Yk
| !
LIS AE C BRHEBAN A

T f5 B Al v

!

il RAIG R

Figure 8. Experimental flow chart
El 8. SLIRizE

TIEQ) G T R AT BRI A, IRE T k. (D) e R B R T B dr 44 SR TR R
Mk SRIPUE SRR F R AE, THEQE X E RN LR T — st T2 B R A BEN IR AR S
(B R 11 AL AR AR N A 25 IR AR PR, SRR st e I, B FE N R AETR AN 0 M 2 S LR
PRI R R, RIURIR o B AU A4 FRE — N SR AR, AR TR S S LA 44 3L SRR
FETAIRET R A B 4, MG BT . IR T SCI0 T, B & S BB 2 FFIER 2% 4,
JEHBER S AR AR O SR 4R LR AR LR, SEIR R 0.

P BAT RS U, ¢ T (s999). KEBurenla). AFIO3F0)” .
SR Z RN A PR TR 2 AN, S AL Ve A7 R R A T S L EAR K, SRR e, BEALMEIR 3
O FE AR A H IR YU 2 AT S — AN, A5 48 P 2 4 PR B LA 42 )5 T 38— AN
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Figure 9. Experimental flow chart
Bl 9. sLimizE

ZHEN A BRI R B Z — > = ou s K. R IR 2 b B R A bR 10y 30 FF (e ik
o SRJE, N S [ B AU X i e i S BEAT Rk, WA R BN E RN AL M AT A Ze i it
W€ G, HI CRF BEMBEAT J5 EbRid . 7E0E FARVE SN (I, 25 8 B4 H A b SR 1T RE 2338 HOK B TR
P, BRIIREQ) A T Wbt . Hrd, JaSB APy, o MEB s, TG
FEVESE, EEHR SR AR T ¥OE BB A AT R AT B RS B T R, AR IC N AR
WK 44 o 55 8 73 WUIR) P 28 B VA TR AL S P DU A 2R o 38 73 AN 5 B 1) 28 B LR 44 32T 001

Ab =7 ik AT T S8 B b — A BRI P i SR A AR B I R, JE LA X 2 B 4L 44 (R 31
R AT TS, BUS TEAFRIRCOR . =MOTEriEl 4 300 8R4k 4.

C. 4SBT RN

H BRI AL, H ORTE B A 4 SRR B EER I A T G OV ERIR G Uk, By SO A 2
THIRITE SRS R B RARRE FER, R, B LU ZUE B S A A7 1 g 1B 3T AL PR
M H AR ARG 7795 S SRR 5 2, ERR PR Z IR R 54T, T HACREST, B 4
KRR — ML RTE . S RRARAIFRENESE, 7T LA i 44 SER IRt el D r ik (H2,
JARMPUR AL, 215 dr 44 S U BRI RE A AR R STt 23 18], T i W ) e i BE A K2
B RSB B I ), AT AR . BRI

1) ZHE SCARBA RIRAIIL AN B TR SFR 8, T 9eTs ] Z AR 231 I H etk 4 i B v
L ' ONCE

2) SRS BTG 1A REEVE AT SR AR A ELR N L A ELA 2

3) BEIEFRIRE =, oA KBE RN L 4 2 S5 A 5

4) BEELFHENARR, BARXEEEYT K, AMURT AL AP 4, B, B4, OiH
A VAL R R U A 1 S AL S AR

5) R R UK 7 OB BOREN, Eeint A O E L A T B A
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Table 4. Comparison summary table of evaluation results of the three methods

4. ZMEEIPNSRITEER

T ik i SEAK TEH2(%) A E 2 (%) F-JU FE{E(%)
A% 73.44 75.65 74.53
1) e Hi 44 72.53 74.24 73.39
W4 71.23 73.25 72.24
() RT2S CRF AL IR 77.72 79.67 78.68
80.83 82.75 81.75
3) T CRF. SVM X7 IR
70.73 73.15 71.92

6) B A AR WL, (HEEZIH, EiEAS, A REF GRS, HEX R ) E
PR G —

7) AR A A SR H I B EE AT XS P SRS O, IX A4S 2 B 1 i 44 SRR A 55 R OR 3
i

8) ZHiG i TR IR AR Z, TH A A

9) EHIEHFAA/E KBS, HEw HPl—X 2 a2 06— .

3. ZHEFBLERINL RiES

DL BT O IE AR A T A W B NS5 21 771, W CRF. SVM %%, {HJE i T Z G brid 15 kB g
dif, NS BB AR AE SEIZ A AR B CR o BRAREE XS A [R] R SRS ) 22 1 OK B AN [R] ) N TR, G
I FURFE . ARRRAE RS, X SRR B — 5 BN R, BEBE AR R BN R, E—E
FERE B RN E R TR AR BRI 8, (ER N TRFEFER FE 7T, AAE R, H A RIS GRREA S AH
7], PRSI AN

AR, HET ML IR RS IR R A, AESE . BB, BRGSO ER ML T
SRR T, WONIX S U i) R RS At TR BN 13]. SE35 . DUBSEF AR X IR S A 2] T 6 4
SEARGI A, IR TR RIRCR . KRR IE I OER SR ] 1A, 1] ) R T I SR 4 250 S AR
RSB ) —Fh O3 AT LR o SR I ANKG 7 Ao FR 2 v B, e ELARAA S S L R3] [ AR o LA
IF) B A% O IROUR B 2 SRS R LU AR G L2 2 IR R G S s 1 R e e 0, 9 HAh B A RRAE AL 25 1S
SEWENFEST, o] LLgE— 5 b 5 AR 14] [15] I 3R X —HR 51 N B & 518 i 4 SR 0 24
AL G N As 2% A, %o BUAS B (R 80R

7 54 SEARR BN IR — AP FUARE IR 8, 1 X A R R B R 25 4 ) 4% (Recurrent Neural Network,
RNN)#h A] DR GF i e . (HAZ, RNN WAFEE AR, Hz —i & & ik IR i b b 3 PR 59 4000 i) 2o
B2, A AKERICIZ(Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)#R 4 it o] PAf#E P iX AN 1) @[ 16] [17]. &2, FIH
BT IR BE 2 ST I AR 22 I 2% 0] LAYl /IN N AR I BT AT R AR, S kRIS B R, R R T R/
ERHZIR R AT R 2 RS B, i — D T 2 3G dr 44 SR OR

R, BHNZIEIAAE — € 1 0]

1) AredEmf il A =6 7 R E B (R AR E R B & )

2) A E IR IR B T, AR IR B EAE B o MR SRR Z I VA R Bt E A2 3G

THLS R SRS YE
8 BRI (89 2 7] B 1K 32 78 (dense word embedding).
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SERRSAE AU, T 22 LA K

3) Bl BRI B R, AR EUR & t FLRRL TR . B, A )
YRR, LA

Yedh, BOR LR EOR WRIE, 5 AR L BSR4 ELIR L AR A
SR B I A O S R 1 T SOk, BRI . RIS £ B
o U, HEE R EAE S AR S R PR U SIS 46 2 UL B 4455
U RS

4. 578

iy 40 SEARG R B ARG F B R At R R R RSS2 —, HREGENES ERR. E S
FRE T DLES TSR QU AT AN o i 24 SEAAR BB 5 BT ORI =28 BT, 314t
PAREETIRE T . Hl, KREHar A TR BRI TR AT RN —— UG 7308 E, A
AN TGl RN, IFER) T ARBRIRCR . Z i ar 4 SRR B B0 O ORI IR A k. (H2 24
BB R IRBIACR, A — RIIWNAEMBE R ZIERRZ LT BT BAREEERLEH S
#, DUAERIRGR . S AR RIS . B TIKERE B FEAE RS LAAh, A B 5 N
NSEHERIHIAR, IR RAT B 5 TR B 5 S BRI ZE R 28 TR R 52 AROR AT FU R B

E&WE

FERE: 1) BEXRERRBIFEETE(U1204602); 2) FF TS et 5 E & a2 = 0
T H (2013A14).

SE 3k
[1] Rau, L.F. (1991) Extracting Company Names from Text. Seventh [EEE Conference on Artificial Intelligence Applica-
tions, Miami Beach, 29-32.

[2] Sundheim, B., et al. (1996) Message Understanding Conference-6: A Brief History. Conference on Computational
Linguistics, Association for Computational Linguistics, Philadelphia, 466-471.

[3] Nadeau, D. and Sekine, S. (2007) A Survey of Named Entity Recognition and Classification. Lingvisticae Investiga-
tiones, 30, 3-26.

[4] Rk, ENZREETRER)]. 12 %559, 2014(1): 113-116.
[5] UK. GiFEHRIES M. dbat BRI, 2013: 152.
[6] GkWet, THE, MRKHE. dr 4 SARIRBIRFFL[I]. THENIEE, 2005, 32(4): 44-48.

[7] Srithirath, A. and Seresangtakul, P. (2013) A Hybrid Approach to Lao Word Segmentation Using Longest Syllable
Level Matching with Named Entities Recognition. International Conference on Electrical Engineering/Electronics,
Computer, Telecommunications and Information Technology, Krabi, 1-5.

[8] Vanthanavong, S., Haruechaiyasak, C. and Lao, W.S. (2011) Lao Word Segmentation Based on Conditional Random
Fields.

[9] Haruechaiyasak, C., Kongyoung, S. and Dailey, M. (2008) A Comparative Study on Thai Word Segmentation Ap-
proaches. International Conference on Electrical Engineering/Electronics, Computer, Telecommunications and Infor-
mation Technology, Ecti-Con, Krabi, 125-128.

[10] #ME, FHIG. v 4% LARFIT T LR ], o5 5R K I, 2010, 26(6): 42-47.
[11] #EA. 2 a4 LA NERIWTFE[D]: (22 Ari 3], BW]: BUIELTR, 2016.
[12] Boms. ZidiB a4 seiRiR B R [D]: [ L2268 30, B BWIE T K2, 2017,

[13] RFuE, FEV. HEERESCEFREEITAD]. Bk, 2016, 42(10): 1445-1465.
[14] PR, FE T IR 2] (i 4 SR IR R W FE[D]: [Wl-E 224018 30]. BUM: LK%, 2016.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2018.63051 460 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2018.63051

PR 4%

[15] skifgh, KB, XN, 25 E TSRS S a2 SEIR AT, Ho0E B 2Ed), 2017, 31(4): 28-35.
[16] E¥Eer, T4, #hFE, %5 FET BLSTM HIdn 4 SRR B A )], tFEALE, 2018, 45(2): 261-268.

[17] Hochreiter, S. and Schmidhuber, J. (1997) Long Short-Term Memory. Neural Computation, 9, 1735-1780.
https://doi.org/10.1162/nec0.1997.9.8.1735

Hans ;X
SIS R PR 2

1. FTH%NM T http:/kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
THFRAEESE: [ISSN], FAHITI ISSN: 2330-1708, BIATEif]
2. FTHFEIME T http://cnki.net/
Ao« EBRSCERA R HEN, A SCERRRE, BT

AmiE S http:/www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

HAFIME#E: ml@hanspub.org

[E T AENY

It

T
i

4

DOI: 10.12677/ml1.2018.63051 461 BAR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2018.63051
https://doi.org/10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ml@hanspub.org

	A Survey of Lao Named Entity Recognition 
	Abstract
	Keywords
	老挝语命名实体识别研究综述 
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 老挝语命名实体识别相关研究成果分析
	2.1. 老挝语分词
	2.1.1. 老挝语分词中的主要问题
	2.1.2. 老挝语分词的主要方法

	2.2. 老挝语命名实体识别
	2.2.1. 命名实体识别和系统性能评测的主要方法
	2.2.2. 老挝语命名实体研究成果比较分析


	3. 老挝语命名实体识别的发展趋势
	4. 结语
	基金项目
	参考文献

