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[ 5% &L F 9T R R R (A E S 2006CB910803, 2006CB910706 F1 2010CB912700) « [H 5% i 0 A W 97 & Ji& o Xl (L k5
2006AA02A312). [B K KRFEWFFT 7RI (HEHE S : 2008ZX10002-016 A1 2009Z2X09301-002) [E 5 A 4R Bl FE 4 (k5 : 30800200) 12
ST 2H 2 T 5% L SE G A WS (AL HE 5 SKLP-Y200811 F1 SKLP-0200811) %% B3 H

WE EURMEEAZEGEDY —AREETHAMATLE, ARSHENTRE TR | 2827
AHEAEN, RAARBYNANE. Lk, MEFTOEN, ERHEGREEHERAY | FORMALER
A IE S SRR, B E 0 O AR R RN AT NG B — K Sk, L, B3R gfgﬁﬁw
BT SRR, AAMT AMES P 0 E SR LA QR AHRES | e

AL, xfX 8 TAESAT AT, &4 WA T EMORER & 8 U B A E B o — R A,
B e LA R AL & BUME B R K A R BURR & B B BLAE R E R & AR L3
N T EHHATER, B RN T £ SRR TR 2 WA — B2 48 B & FUAE B4 R A
XERH TR, &G, MEYARFAEN — LB R AT, F TN TARTRG LR

ERE BRI

W, DU X2 TUAE R B R B — R 5 F

Jo eI ISAR, 8 SO T A F (protein-protein
interaction, PPDAF 7¢I B AT EAL, ©it—
FRAIT 5T AR 0T B e 10 ST v A AR ) o A o 3
R RIL I, AR S5 T 20 AR, 41
HE R A M T, B A PO AR R AR A T AR
LR L. B LR B SO AR T 58O AT A
RGN LB R AP AW A R, 38R O R R AR AL
i, 3T LA B NATT SR O 25 AR R, AR 2
FSER AV G CEER

B BT 9T AN IR N, T8 R FOM AR S
B STk . 5% [ [ 7 BE A% A5 AR 1 Medline
(http://eutils.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/eutils/einfo.fcgi?db=
pubmed) ¥ 175 CLAEAE T 1T 108000 Fli 2% ) 19000000

i SCERI B4 S, Horh, KRR SCERAMUE T R R
A EAE R oo 8 3 i, PR R Ie S T A i B
& F 1) U410 {9 52 47 (sub-cellular location) =4 24id 72
(biological process)FI4:H)2~ ) e (biological function)
SEVEAAE R, e AT R A A A A B SR BAE
R BT B RO A, (EE, SCRRECH K HL B
KOG, AT I T D 52 SRR AR A e DL ST Rk
i & IR L By OG0 ) B 1 IO HAE LS R, SCAR N4
(142 88 77 1 (text mining) & — PP fifE P IX Fhef5 B LE
) A ROEAT. T, L SO LR AR A,
U1 MINT!URT IntAct™™ O TP 4R S4a0R) I SCA SR AR
AR A B AR s, A shiR IR B SR BLAR
MERAS B, RN m kRO 5O T4

FE 5| A& LiM S, Liu QJ, Li D, et al. Generating functional annotations for protein-protein interactions (in Chinese). SCIENTIA SINICA Vitae, 2010, 40: 805—
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2R R O LA R B I SCA S AT FUiE

SR, JF N3l vy 0 A 256 A0 v 57 VA T A5
) 1 8 T LA B S (AR N (0 SCRR IR, 3 e
HAFAHLAE TR TER. AR, SR & A
JRAR HL AT 3 e 0% 9 /D> H 52 512 06 1 oK () 9% J5ETR 2
111 FLAZ 38 75 21 ) 82 1 SO LA AT PR A0 i A2 2 5
B SRR, FUITAE. Ik, BT SCARIZHE VA B
O EAE P B 32 8 R o AR AR Y AodE 1R
o EEAF BRI

ARSI T PR SO i A O AR S
SR SRR, WA B A SR B A
JROAA EL AR 9% 2 3R ORI A 1 BOH AR R A R
PRI 3 A AL S5 B TT ik M SR BEAT T I 3&, JF
I U T A SCAS 2 0 AT VP 2 SOR - L di AR
SR ELAE A AR B T H. B m, 40T 719Uk
HTAFAE K SO S, JF T TR R A% AU T
REMKI A &7 1.

| SV R (R YD @ S ot

A SO BAE S B SCAZ SR — A 5
KB H (module): 5 k) & £ 5 7l &b # E B (prepro-
cessing module). £ [ 5T iy 44 S5 A& VU AR Bk (protein
named entity recognition module). PPI J¢FRFEHAILL
(protein-protein interaction extraction module) PPI y£#¢
{5 SRR B (annotations extraction module)fl PPI {5
B AL (visualization module) (& 1).

FEVL B, S i 44 SR TN . AR ELAE

JHR AR OMVE RS S I 3 N7 . 31X 3 ANT7 il
VLT R AT, A AE A 81— Lo Rl 22 A0 SCAZ
8 7795, AHRE AR T GE— I PP bR X L5 gt AT
PEREZIHT.

L1 SCAAZE 5 1 W PP b v

h A AN LR SO A AR R R IRk
RPERE, AATTEE Y T AH DY 1) 52 56 75 K} (corpus, SCAS
FEHRAIE ST b P A T B 4, e AR Y T A SCIPE A
b5,

A R SCARAZ I8 7 15 2 AR VR 1) S b v, 1
KL% IR D8 70 b INZRE kL T A8 BRI I E L 3 Flr.
— A BRI 208 T KiF R (annotated) (1)
YINZRVE R IT A v Bk I 25 2R 458 DL SR 38 &R 48 1) %
S I TE R SCAZ 0 R 498 e 2 R A N STARHE
Fh (0 H AU, A DAy SOARAZ 4 28 8 16 I TS0 s R
FUHET™. AR 2 U, SOARAZ 3 2R 2 kv e
R KB SCHR B P, A B Ok A R TR A
38 S0 FE A L) Medline F4 fHE HCSR ) A2 1) B 27 5C
Mk 4> 3C ") BioMed Central(http://www.biomedcentral.
com/info/about/datamining/). X &% I3 15 K} 1) £ P5
R TR, 493 2 B2 38 45 ok 58 A 5k 45 R 1)
IERPE DL AT RS IR B s 2k, B AT R A 2k
W) SCHR I Y A R DR R — i A I R R R
FRERE BB RHER R I PR, S8k, W LAk
MR B2 4 73 21 1) 48 55 AT IR B30 P2 AH . (1 £
P Ao 7 B2 EL AL

BER A~
&6 L R j?; '7'2?': PPINASERE —N/W\
Publffed || \J_=__EE oo o= = \ //
HiR

1 ZHRHELERERRRRRE
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FEVEY PR AR b, J0E R 3N H g 24 FR A
ke VEAY B A A BRI AR B PR A A HEA
(precision)~ A [F]3 (recall) A1 2 (1IN B LA 1 34 4E
(F-measure, F {H). #EAfZ T & A0 EAEH G
S AERA R, A (9] 2 B i T A5 B2 ) S8 2 1
Fiok, FAEH T4 VR 8 A SO AR S B4R U
VERIRRE. e L 2 B, X 3 ANFebR AT Bl
SN 1 A 4 SR TR N, BRSO A oK
AR L. L PO B RS B 55

1.2 HHE R4 AR

& SRR ) (named entity recognition) FJ1T 4%
S SCA VU STAS S LI B A 44 PR o S
WEIEI LRSS, TR AW 22 U SCARZ 4, i 4
SEARTR B 72 A SCAS () ) - R DR 3 A= 40 S AR ) 32
St IR WL AT 2R . B T AL S AR U
AWyt 44 SEAR R AT 55 v — TURE 8 1 EE SR AR
WS, & REAT 8 B UM BAE F OC SRR ONT R B 5 Al
HAEHNERAR BRI ANME S o ar g, RN
4 T 5 i A H O AR S B AR IR G U
R E A 2 SR RIAT S5 0] BLr R AN AT 55
1 S AR 2R ) R A e . X AT 25 S B
DRI IE S AT G, B T AN AT — S8 G Ak (A
BT A8 R i 4 S 1) ERER R E (Cn 42 ) Rl i 4
G N A R BAAE, 8 B BT 44 FRik B LA (1)
MAAREIE: (1) FRMEmmL I FE2EARA
FOERRYER, B 24 i A, W“mitochondrial
proton-transporting ATP synthase”, % F# K, HELL

FAE
patE FEME
w EHRE TP TN
B
4
FHIRE FP FN

TP: BRI PSRN ERLSROME;
TP+FP: BRI PIEZRSRIPIE SR

2E; TP+FN: BRIDPBFEBIRSR(BE

IESIFRIRANGIHE.

Wi il g (i) B ASRE X R BERAHK
TREBPA RO LS T H, W
“epidermal growth factor”fl“epidermal growth factor
receptor” i N AN[|] [ 8 A4 B, SRR D0t 4 2
1B 44 SEAA R S DL 2, (i) ARFRTERI 44 2
B W—AMEaAmATRA 2 M5 IER, W
“immunoglobulin”,  “immuno-globulin” 1 “immuno
globulin™ &} 4R [ —# 1. 53— Jr i, IR
D H# s n] e LA 42 IS DL, A ARG (iv)
A5 AEEYIB A SOk, A AR KR R AL R4
i, HAFSIEARTE, A0S 5455,
“immunoglobulin 1”455 “Igl”, M H & [ 4
PR & 3] A B R, IX M 3 BCTE R AN
CE A ] LA A “transcription factor” fl“tissue factor” [V
45,

DAL 3 2 ) A 453 4 5 i 44 S AR TR ok
W5 = AU SCAS 25 4 1 — T S HL AT P A Y
TAE.

(1) HEA BT A SR ST R, EREE
THEAT AW i 44 SEAR U B AR T AT 2R
Yy din 44 S AARBAE 55 K e 17— 2eiiopk, T xR
Yyt 22 SRV T IR BT I ZRANPEA, BER I3 1.

7E3 1 7, GENIA corpus” fil Medtag corpus'™¢: |3
e 2 FPFIE R GENIA corpus & A\ 2RI 40 f %
KA OGERL, EAE T 2000 G LA ‘Humans’
[MeSH], ‘Blood Cells’[MeSH]#Transcription Factors’
[MeSH]” k&4 i) I\ Medline Jii I SCE A 22, 1%38 k)
FRAET 48 AWK, MedTag corpus & —~Hi

B (Precision):
Precision=TP/(TP+FP).....»
BO%E(Recall):

Recall=TP/(TP+FN)...... 2

F{E(F-measure):

F=[(1+4%)(PrecisionxRecall)}/(5*x
Precision+Recall).......[3

AR EBRINBOROUBTIINEE, WRIBE
RENSOENERERSEXE, NBEET.

B2 PR, HEIRM FERE X
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R WY SARRFIARTER

ZHR Fridi Al FA URL KRBT
Ty
GENIA &g 48 Wl‘i?kﬁi 2000 s i 2 Wwww.tsujii.is.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp/~genia/geniaform.cgi 1999
AN =Y

Medstract #EH L, #HRgEE 49138 FR 2 www.medstract.org/gold-standards.html 2001

Yapex iR FEE T 200 Jei Fikj 22 www.sics.se/humle/projects/prothalt/#data 2002
MedTag i F} (L35 . YN EEN

AbGene, B, H A GSES;TGM;%(;O(I) 3{2’? ftp://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pub/Ismith/MedTag/medtag.tar.gz 2005

GENETAG)" : '
. I B, EmAmR . . . 2004
i , , N
BioCreative 5} GO I 1000 4™ JF www.pdg.cnb.uam.es/BioLINK/workshop_BioCreative_04/results 2006
ProSpecTome i ! EEP 243 AL http://textmining.cryst.bbk.ac.uk/ProSpecTome 2009

NCBI (LR 4E S, 5 AbGene, MedPost #il
GENETAG 3 /M7 #H%, L AbGene 1 GENETAG
PRyl TR S E AR, 1 MedPost ARvE T 3CAH
B

(2) HE Fr 44 SERIRGN %, B A i 44 A
PN AR SOARAZ 4 e 1) — AN AT 4%, E
IRANAZ I A AP R, W B -2 R E -2
RETT R DL AR 11 o - 2 1 0 4 AR B S AR 2 ) R &R 1)
AR AT, H UM A=W i 44 S AR i 5 VL 2
FHF 57 Ml (dictionary-based) . FE T Fi U (rule-based) 1
T HL 2%~ > (machine-learning) /7 V2.

(1) BTk, TS AR 44 Sk
PO T7 S B SR K — R R O v, SR R Tk
DAL 2 1 0 44 Pk - L 194 TG TEC 77 925 484 2% B A () 3R 4L
(R Ef T RA N SCAS v R 03] HH 2 DR R 2 1 5T 45 S A
Proux %5 AUV k24N ] FlyBase 3 JEHE N 44 Bk
] iR U] Medline i FEEA}h (L. Torii 45 A
A5 FH A 40 . 2 FH 8 ] TRl e RN 2 1 T 288 S 4,
FAHILB] T 88.7%. 4wl LI T A4t 44 AR5
)7 3L 547 HUGO!"?, NCBI Organism Taxonomy
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/taxonomy-
home.html)fll Gene Synonym Lists!"*1%%. tF5&+ %
BUTRPRE B VT R T VR MER VRS o, A IR, O T 42
RGN ROR, AT S A 7 ] 4% 1) AR AR g
76 FAASTR DT I A B2 5 iy 44 55 A U3 11 4 ] e 1S,
T VLR RS, R A8 A Ak S 4 B 5 S )
WAL, ERETX A, W2 EE 5
AE 5% 28 Sl ORI ATE 9 A0 A A3 P 28 T2 L D7 vkl
ol S B R R IR R B, AR T O B A AT
A SCHR R SE R B b, T i 52 BRI S PR RS 5
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i, (EAS R SE I TR AR A EROR, TR R
FAPEAR.

(i) TR — T, A 445K
PR BCH DL H W B A A B R B R, K57
BE+E07, KRG P REAEBAF 8075, Ik, 4
TS 5 SCHT R EAT SCA 3 2 R W] 3R 4G A= ) i 44 5
K. Yoshimasa 25 AR 3 & 5O 1K e/ i 44
SEAR AL BRI B PR AR A P, SEBIL T i 44 S AR 4 R
(BRI 3E T B vy T AR M AR AL T R
D70 R, BT DL BT SR R i i LLE S
AP Jg. RS i T DSk it a4 0 2 7, IEA
Wy B OB R 2, T30 4 M B BRI SO I
7 A N PR RO 75 A Bl IR TA) . T kA AR
V) ) T 8 R R R AR I R, (RS R .
SO T AR O IR g, SRR RS .
A, HH TR RUR E A AR ) i 44 SE AR A A ABL
i 44 KU, B DA R 0] B SR T A B DA i 44 SR
TESCARRIA S, AR HIANEE 5y P W i 44 SEAR R 28 Y,
i BN SO O i 45 A T B, DAL e 66 T U 1)
DTVEIHEIS B FEAR AR

(i) FETHLA A k. K 2 SRR E
] Gy ), DU RT AT R AL 28 27 20 18 7 R il ke
LB 2 2] 7 v 75 T4 I R 1E 1% FE (feature selected) .
SRR G IR 3 N FEOPER. RHEIE L
a5 2 7R R i 44 SR AR v R SRR Y, R L )
TEHUI RS AR A JURRAE 3] PERFAE (part of speech,
POS). Wl JEHFAEAT R SCRFAE (context) 5. SCAH [T
FEAN ] DL IR R AR 4R ) B R R, AR e AR T X A
FROEEAT 73 857 20, 4, 2R ) i M 7k 3=
TG SR | S HL(support vector machine, SVM). [
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LR B RAF A (hidden Markov model, HMM). 3 KM 5
JRAF KA (maximum entropy Markov model, MEMM)
F4 1B HlLI% (conditional random field, CRF)%. Li
2 NV GENETAG iERE, B RAT4550 A T iy
24 SEAARAGT I M iy 44 S A RSB B, AEIX IS T
R4 W3R T CRF J5vk. &7k Ree A 3o />
WNZRIS [R], B L AN FAE 55 # Re 8 Pkt A
MR TR I 3 A AE, &3R8 T 74.31%M) F (4.
BLES 22 S T B LA T L T i J7 vk B R,
AT DL AT T4 PR S R I Sk, O
HAT DU bR SOV SR E 5 o A b ) By S AR S8
[ Fsf 9, 36 s T s T R D) 7 2 ) st R ) (1) S AT 45
SR, WL 2% 23 J7 105 (R RO AR ST I 2 8 R AN
JUE DR AE IR L. BT, S SR R R AR AT
iy 44 SR NI I F L R ARR UL, SR T LA A
2 J7VE R 5 A5 D THI R RFAE SR 3 ey iy 44 S8 AR RO 2%
R, B H A A SRR A% 0 T

FL b, W2 TAERREET UL B 3 Moyk, d:-T
B R R £E A DT B i 44 S A TN R eI
AE. JE T ST R R S Al U T VR S A AT,
LA B T T kb, SRR 1B AR AN o
A PR HLRE. Hanisch 2 N USVR S fff FH — A Fill b 2
%) 35 DR R 1 9 [ S ] ] VR ) 1 380 9 A 1 A A
B A A FRAL B A W e 27 SOAS, AR AR TR
D ) 485 2R B A R L 22 Al ) BT 44 FR . AR L BB L
DA FH PR 0 BUFT S e A 2 v, 0TS F
fERFIT 0.8, 1 76 W BE R I Bl 26 F (E w3k 0.9.
MR AR 38 2 F AR D BL AR A ) TR R )R
AN SRR AR G ) T 9k ) R W A A E
FET LS 7 ) J7 V0 5 AL B R, o SEAR R &
%%[19,22~24].

2 BAFRMEAERNKRRBHGER

1.3 FHHFAHEAE R RIEE

(1) HEAPHEAER R R SGERL. Hads
SRV 55—, & SO BLAE F B R R 75 224
AN TR ZR MR 2R3 B0 R 2. o
A FH, fERERPERe. Prih, A& AR
i 4 SRR AE R R AL, DR R I E
SR BAE OGS Ay thoke, A8 B8 Al BAE I OC&R
EL T E S SO BAE SRR TR IR 2 PR

1 TR 2 B (diversity) M i PE (bias), R
Z 88— IR A SO AR T REAE 48, A4 A 1540
ANFRERHAA BT 75 TCiE . ik, Pyysalo 55
N TG L7 VR RelEx 77 V%) 4 2 1 5 A H
kL (AIMed, IEPA, LLLOS5, Biolnfor 1 HPRD50)i34T
RGN, 7R T VERHA ) 32 BRI AU ) A, JF
AL T g8 — A U B ORE AN X B RL ) TR
(http://mars.cs.utu.fi/PPICorpora), [ £ [ Jit #H F4F
KEPCE R AL THEE D

(2) EABUHEAEH SR, M 20 A
90 FACKITLR, BT R T 0% T8 A BuAH BAE FH G
R SCAIZIE TAE. i, & AR BOTE
FEER LA 3 K2 BTN 7 (ruled-based
approach). & T8 tF FIHL 2% % 2] J7 ¥ (statistical and
machine-learning approach) 5 %& - 11 &5 75 4% U7 vk
(computational linguistics-based approach).

(i) BTN SO BAE R R A A
SCHR R AR A — 0 TR RO, e B, AR
Frid(part of speech, POS)IHEF LA KA a I 173
(W3hiA interact, bind)%F, XL IF &30 RPEHUKIHAR.
2RI T T8 a2 A3, X))
AT VT RC SR A ) F- i R A BAE O R. 3
TR0 P T A o A L) A SO B

H K AR URL KA
AlMed 5 #}2) 1955 ftp://ftp.cs.utexas.edu/pub/mooney/bio-data 2005
IEPA i} 26! 486 http://class.ee.iastate.edu/berleant/s/IEPA.htm 2002
LLLOS &2 77 http://genome.jouy.inra.fr/texte/LLLchallenge/ 2005
BioCreative-PPI ik} 1000 http://www.mitre.org/public/biocreative/resources 2006
SPIES ik} 891 http://spies.cs.tsinghua.edu.cn 2005
Biolnfor 7 #}1%"! 1100 http://www.it.utu.fi/Biolnfer/ 2007
HPRD50 5} 145 http://www.bio.ifi.Imu.de/publications/RelEx/ 2007
PPI i} 50 - http://mars.cs.utu.fi/PPICorpora/ 2007
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PEHCHT 9T Hh 2% B . 1999 4F, Ng # WongP g X T

FETIRIE ) 5 AN, Wi<A>...<fn>...<B>VLHLHL),

H A, BRRE A AR, 1M fn Kb AH 5
KR MBI S A R AR T, % 8 A B AR oG &R
FRIGHAT T #2248 %K. Blaschke 25 N P3FI T 14 ANEE
SE WA 1 J5RH HLAE T A 56 3y 1] SR k) 1 322 32k 2 1 T AR
HAEH R, SR 5 I SCARA)+ v Berp iR A
TAE. AR, TR 1) 5 1R R DU M DL 2 4 il
R4 F . ZR 40 1) 8 R T P00 FO I 1) JoiT 2 0 RS
1M EXS T 250 L B 6 PR A i, By DA = 68 B
Al B AEPE. 2003 4F, Albert 25 N PR & 1 7 4 %
A A ] SR R0 P A 8 R — AN AH AR 1
= LRI A) 7, 75 Medline H(4f 122 $2.2)
T 3308 MNERAFAHEAEM, #EMEA 22%. Huang
28 NPl 7 38 G T TR R D f S AT 45 0 R £
AN, EuT B30 g & A A B AE A
(pattern). ¥ 5%, ¥ I 2k 8 &l 2E 47 1 P AR id (POS
tagging), #AJ& 3T B M krad, MATH H B
B R, 36 I 28 [ Bk 8 B = )
B E A AR DGR, 0 e 18 R 1 550 45 KAk
T 80.5%[H Al 2 F1 80.0% (11 A [l X B[ R AE
J T RN 7 v 45 R 1 A AR oG R BT AR
g /b W,

(i) ETgitfples = k. Y—" s
AEAEW A B AN LA BB A, 8 A BAE I CR
(R HORT DL B 40 W ) - v A o B A SR BAE
KARM AL RIE, &y kEfRECERNE R
A EAE R SR IRk, Mo & 50 A s0AH BAE H
KR AR RRHE, A SCRF &AL (support vector
machine, SVM)P®, I5 K f# # ! (maximum entropy,
ME)V 25 43 25 v AT I 4, 32 im F T O R R
FARAAEAE R R, B HRETHLAs 07
TR R AR, DO b s i 0 Rl 2 A
SRVE o7 A HE L HL3S 2 2D BB RO R8PS, 90t
ZANE AUV IAE B RLEAT T LR AIPEAG . Adrola
2 NOVIE 22 A8 R AT 4 % 4% B A% T ¥ (all-paths
graph kernel) 3k B8t (A iUAH BLAE IS B, X AlMed,
Biolnfor, HPRD50, TEPA I LLLOS 5 ME&}, 411 11
% 2T 56 3IF (cross-validate) SZ 36 HU A5 )38 F {EH N
56.4%. Miwa 25 N H == 5 R AE 7] B (rich feature
vector) & % REE R (1) 3 HF M FEAHL(SVM-CW) 7 7
M A TER IS SO BAE ], ST 65.2%1)

810

FAH, & BT CHRE i 8 A 5o BAEH DGR IR
) 5 1 7K T

(iil) T UEETHIE WHHEE S ¥ ITEA
FHE V2 R0 00 572 20 B (parsing) S5 4R, K4 )72 45
Fa A T 2 1 BT A A7 AR A AR FH R &R BRI A
BT AR 4. )35 20 W A7 3 2 50720 #t (shallow
parsing)« ¥R )2 FJ75 53 M (deep  parsing) Fl 4> fif 47 (full
parsing). %/)Z2 0075 HT HERIE B4 #T(chunk  parsing),
RLKs g AT BN BT, W44 1] R (NP) - 3 1]
FHTE(VP), 34 W11 (subject). 521k (object), 735
TEWA) T, JT BRI, KA
3 AT 04 i AT g 445 3 A 1 1K) 58 B A VE B (syntax
tree). 5 T IR = )35 70 A 2T b O i B B0 18 45
FTEVE I 153 W1 (HPSG parsing) F14K 474347 (depend-
ency parsing)%%. Matsuzaki % N “VEE T Hpo00 B IR 5 J6
TS5 R VE AT IR IR AL AT, PR T ek TRy
R TE SO AR IPBERRE I R 5 1%, % Medline £ 4k
B A ELAE 2 &, Fundel 25 A PON A 4R 1E 5 4021
o R ARAT- 23 B 7 A2 A5 03 BT R (A 23 T AR, AR 2
TR, SR A TR BEAE SRR, JTik A
HFNH M RHSEFN T 80%. T8 TR HAF 0%
F R W W S WSk R 28 gh 1], DU S8 )
5 by eh i 43 SR A7 20 A b, B VR M S 0 L AT O
R R R R ELAE OGS KRR R, Sk A
IR T AR ] o) SR B SR A I ROR.

gr bRk, LS A B BAE G R,
BE T BN 1) 7753k AT A JE i SR o4 v b s SR g
W, R R AR TE R AT, AH T3l g3 A H A
S50 0 SCAS I 77 A2 AR L 0 )75 4 9l KRN TR, O H.
WA EFSY, AN BRIEZE. PLas 05k
RE NS A0 o 0] O 2 bR v 2 I R UEAT B B M I 2555 2
PRI AAAR BLAE A, HE TN O R BEAT W, Tk
TOREN 8 SO, AH AL A% 27 5] J7 15 i 2R
AT U A RS AN ot B DA AR R A . R T ok B
B T 2 DT VEAN T BRI R v LA A B
ek vE, 0T B f) 1 b A BLAE F R RO A AL
RLAL T3 53 2% 1) 1 I8 D7 25 1R 380 R OB T 925 43 1 T AL
(AER . 7EPe B A A AR OCRIN, 45548
FHURR 73, AR S 2%, Huang 25 AP5% 78 4
T T o R 0 PR AT 55 R ) ) AN A T, A
A TR R R, AR FIHL S o ) 7R IR B BT
AR FH TR IR RN, DT 7 R T 2 v 2 (1) ] I



RN R 20104F H540% 559 I

P ITVEI A ]

(3) S A B A R RIZH G EA-0E. B
SCAAZHEHAFITVER IR, % 8 E SR BAE
K RAZIAT 55 1 2238 S T /N BT R R 7 2%
TR, N B0 SERR AP SRR . AR
LG AR NI T R Bk e R AF, RAESEPR K
RIS SR b 4% 4 45 SR 1) 50 2 VR AR A P 0l DA 7S 2 56
UEMAL BT DOX ST VLT I R AL TR, BB A
TINIA 1R SCHR s P2 Medline 547241 AH DG AT 1) &
SPHERER (S N S Vv R (R & L M VST S
HHE TR, ST SCHR SR IR AR SO AR
B AR A H A0 H R, TR R EAL
T SCHR, Bt BB ARE /N DA R 2 1 SR ELAE
FH YR P W A v 2t 52 50 R A 2 T 1 B4l 4R
AN, I E A I8 B G SOUARAZ Y YR 1R A S ELAE
AR, 0T SR AT A5 (R 3).

IntAct I MINT & F R HAF T80 P 2 5
PE K5 My SCHik, B Bh BioCreative I1 (1) PPI 2 EU(T 4%
PRI, AR T IR R EVEIT I ZR4E, ke fit T
VAL SCAZ 9 T H a7 IR 4. IMEx (http://disber.
net/imexdrupal/) & — > 85 1 J5UAH B AE B £ 122 5 B
% DIP, IntAct, MINT, Mpact, MatrixDB, MPIDB,
BioGRID #5440 . & WA St 1) JsL 00 PP 4 4
K [ S UE 5 B SCERR S 1) W] SEEdts. H oA, DA
3K FA SR SRR I A )iz i T R

R3 BT EA R B R KBRS O

B JBOR EL AR 190 8% 160 A Sl R 9 6 e 78 20 A 25 T4
EF' [54,55].

L4 EE B EARE AERE S5

56 AR B ELAE O RIS, ] DL Akt
Ry g B TR ELAE T 2% . R, IXRE A 21 0 R R
AH ELAE Y I 5% A2 1] B0 38 0 I B A IR 4%, TE v ME A 1
KB RGNS E AT AR M Z. A
BB AR — N 1 Fi 4 (biological
molecular event), H &I %% (spatial-temporal)f¢ 1, 7F
—E A0 MR R . — o AN AT O A i o o) 4% A
A A T HER R A BT O A M 4% R
F AT AN IR B A 5OAE B A TRD AR B A AT R Ay 2R
(classification), 75 B iR A\ $¢ X 26 5 85 (1 i AH |
1 3 DA OC R4 I Cr Al BAE R 288, T 1)
R 7 vk S Sh REVERRSE). /5 BioCreative 11 POFI £
W R SO AR AR AR 45, 2SR A 3R IER
FUHEAEH M a A a A E B, R
S TR AR FH (R AS I 7 92 BA RORE H AR P UE 3 55 3
RBef5 B Wang 25 NP FILES 22 S5k, MOCAR
SR S VO TR ARSI vk, H AT, XS R
PO AR RS BB TAER D, 2009 4F,
Y FE AL E (bio-event extraction)fF R — N4 HT 1
O TFVPIIAT 45 i35 Y (BioNLP 09181y, 43t ] AE 4
(1425 B 3 E A 1 /I 2 AR R AR W) SCA 2 Ji AF 5 4 Jik

R H B H PPLEH #duik B4 Sk st URL

DIP™* 21891 69171 PSI-MI SCHR AR http://dip.doe-mbi.ucla.edu/dip/Stat.cgi

MIPS!*4 >900  >1800 PSI-MI SCHRFRHEL http://mips.helmholtz-muenchen.de/proj/ppi/

BIND™! - 188517 PSI-MI RS . SCER IR http://bond.unleashedinformatics .com/

HPRD™! 27081 38806 PSI-MI SCHRFREX http://www.hprd.org/

MINT™®"! 30300 82442  PSI-MI IR SEAG . SUAIE I http://mint.bio.uniroma2.it/

IntAct*®! 63142 209203 PSI-MI SCHERZRIL http://www.ebi.ac.uk/intact/main.xhtml
CCSB-LITH! 2192 4067 PSI-MI SCAAZ B http://interactome.dfci.harvard.edu/

cocITt” 3737 6580 PSI-MI Pt -

MPI-LIT"" 940 746  PSI-MI SCHERIREC . Hd a5 http://www.jcvi.org/mpidb/interaction.php?dbsource=MPI-LIT

LD AL BN, R sk

STRING"™*' 2590259 -
THAE T

BioGRID™¥ 548207 335416 PSI-MI

PSI-MI % Fe3Rak {5 B e RN AT %0

B SCERSREL

http://string-db.org/

http://www.thebiogrid.org/
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[PV EE B 1), AR BS 2 A5 JE A AT 0T T AR ) S Ak
KAGZERAT B OTE, ¥ NI X A=) 42
B SR Ok RAEHOT e 21 S AR S L
(W AR . SR B R A5 B 5. B
SR HAE AT JE 52 BOIE 23X AN PRI AT 55 (1) 255
75, BioNLP’09 ZE4) S S PPN 2 W0k 1 5O 1.
EH IR T — /AN AL A, (2E T B A |
PE RS B B FIRASZ S 5.

X E A BAE S B B A FEANGE—. Duan
2 NPOME T T 2 A TR 25 (protein - states) AR 25 55
(state transitions) [ 3] - K 4 & & B 5T 10 A0 TLAE
A T BT IR BV (1) LiveDIP ¥4 4. Ratsch %5
NNy, — AR A B AR AR R b — A R
TG AT B A, & AT T AE H (PP & —
AN RAETERE T 4 T I AEY) ST (event), HAEAR
AHEAEH J5 Khow) . FTAb I A= 4 %73 # (when) .
0 M 7€ £ (where) 55 J& 1. 4 T 3E— 20 I AE 4 A4
gy A ) B BUR B AT R B A P,
L — AN DL B B T BAE A
PSI-MI(molecule interaction)br#EC B4R & H 1) &2
SR () 53R B 1 A T A P s (0 A Ak, (R 3L
TSI AR B A, AN A S AU AR AR B
AT, KK A4 (gene ontology, GO P H Hi4:
R 2 Ak g5 A T ) R DR RR B 1 5 D e R AR,
LR O PR & R R 35 1 2 1 A AR D e s B
HIERE. KX AR EE AR, K e B 4 M b
H A BEAER. — AN 5835 108 A 50 BAE A e
B SR IR B PO BAE RS R, JE T e B G g
HE 8 VO BAE R AR B IR N2 3

Fy—J7 M, A AT BRI, CARE
T AAR B SCARIZ I TAE, 20 BIAE 55 2 A1)
52 % 7d) L (controlled vocabularies) Wt 5 2 LA |, M
045 380 3% PR sl 2 1 5 ) D e R A B SO Z I
Wy B R FHESE AR, B il 72 SO I 4R 45
a4 250 U 5 R A 103 DT 5 2 s AT S R 1) 2B
YISCHR S AR A W 508 12 45— K149 Doms Al
Schroeder i JT] 1 M1 & A 20 7 10 I ZE 4 B 27 STk 5
P E PubMed M2 AT GO SZHTE HI4EH, R
o 2 1 1) 5 DR R B A OC SCRR B plk — AN 2 TR A
AR TR 2 AL AL . Muller 5 N4 T 33 264
YA, WARAI . FEN. e ThEe. IR
PRI N2 A, AR 5 2 1K 6 A A4 1 1] Y K4 5 AH Y. (1

812

E N ERIE S, /N R I R B IR T oK i 28 E )
&k X 2T i BRI DT E B A5 ) B2 2 Sk R R
Huang %5 N5 4 75k B GO, MeSH, LocusLink #1
OMIM AE W A A4 i) 2 D8 YR A4 I 4R, VAN T
S BA. B T REY UK, SR H B
X GGV A AR 2 (pattern), 5 4 2 DT C 21 SCA I R H
FT 00 (0 J5 V242 45 0 4 SR (0 mT S X S8 07 i 1 T
1B BRS04 TR BAE R RS AT
PRI, HE PEIIE KR B (1 5 1 Dh BE R R A B X T
& TR BAE RS B AT PR . SO AR
HERER.

gi b, LT SO 7 vk 8 SO BAE A
SAEE TAE R ZHErp T 6 BAE 2 RIGHE I, B
SRNATT IR UR DG B TR ELAE TS B IR 2 4 I e
T T AR, H IR A W SO AR A R
P2 I s K AR I 6 %, B2 & A
PEME DA IR AR, K2 50 50 A i — 0 4%
P T AR RS S BT AR SO AR
P TAEOREE T B R el d i 5 RS B, X4y
TAE T DU % 2 8 SO BV RS B AR T
b, A FE Y (re-construction) £ {1147 7 H 1 UAH BLAR
FH W 285 (B 25 A2 1) 9 28 ) B A1 B 4y ] S R B

L5 AWy SOARIZHE T7 B 2

N T VRS AR E A ) SO R A A B &
R BT 45 R He AR K 7K, 3T 4 Ok % AT 1)
— A AT T AR 22 A W) SCARTEHE I 15 1 P 4 1L
SUCHR A VP IAT 45, X e PEINAT 45 & A 3L
A TP ) — LE B S ST ) BB R A 45 T
AL IC I R R A2 R0 IR TE R4, AT LAAR U b
P38 Y BT S AT 5 UM Ol AR W i 44 SE AR Ui
() BEPEI 254 INLPBA2004 FiI BioCreative |
(2004), 1 SR R I PEI 4 I 2 LLL 05
F1 BioCreative 11 (2006).

JNLPBA2004 LA GENIA Al Zkifi K, X} protein,
DNA, RNA, 4 Z MR 5 RSARBEAT .
HH P 45 W40, CRFs &% VPO A3 fe 35 R 1)
B, CRFs R4 U T IR IRRAE, F{EIA
2T 69.8%.

BioCreative 24> 42870 T 3 IX VT, BioCreative
[ (2004) = ZE 1 VAT 45 42 55 K 44 FR Rl (gene name
identification). & [Kl 44 FR b5 #E1K (gene normalization)
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A B S BE N ) GO VERE. %Pl L GENETAG A
WZRERHR B IR FR, AR 50 3 DR 44 PR s 11 2
IRV B00HHs P O IR (G IR 48 Bk b 1A ), ) B Oy AR
K] GO ¥ B¢, BioCreative Il (2006)#1 BioCreative II .5
(2009) B T 4k 25 5 7 2k D] 44 B b AR RN 266 PR 44 R b 1
b, IEFE R HSCAS i R SR BAE O R A4S
BioCreative II [f) 85 1 J0UAH BAE H ¢ R$EHUT S0 4 4
ANFATS PO (1) SREUE (1 00AH B AR F AR 6 30
(i) Hr E O BAE X 4 IO A da dREA (i)
WO 38 B SO BAE ARSI ) 7 3 (iv) KRR
HEEE SO AR R SR () SC & . /E BioCreative II 1
WAESS (i), FOR S IT AR 2N 37%, ]
#h 33%.

LLL’05 B iREEH T AW o0 REE U Pk ik AT
55, ZPFIEER A )R LA Medline 2540 P 4if 22
PR A BB AR BAE G R, S BN B s
PR R EAR AL T 77 AR BN ZRE R

BioNLP’09 £ — IR £ th A= W) Al B A TF 7F
WATSS, 17 92 MFFNAS N, BA&AT 24 /4R
AT B E . BioNLP’09 3 55 56 3k [K a2 1 7%
Ff, IR A AR R 3 A AR Bl
ARSI Can g SRR AL S B E S
PR A B e A ) RN A g BRI 2 AR A g TR ).
VR 2 WOh AR AR ) ORI I Al T — AN T
GENIA A {K(GENIA event ontology)HESE I [iE
EHE GENIA F{EIER. ZiERAS T GENIA

ARG —2, 1 1000 &5 Medline %54/, £ 9372
AT 36144 DA ERE.

F 4 WIOR T VRIS BT I — L8R S 5T i)
PR PEAT S5, S I F o (1) — LE bR v VP00 75 R

X — RV 23 180 Wi T A 400 SCAS 5 4 A3
RN, VP S RIER T SCAIZ I8 B AE S B
N FH R T, JE4R B T A0 — Sy e Bk,
T SO B N A AR R T B (A .

L6 FT&EHEFHEAERE BRI TR

KT BL i 44 S AR N AN B 1 BOR BLAE T R &R
PRIV, CIF R T 200 T2 56 B N 14T 45,
BB TN 01 58 R O BAE S B 23R 5).

K2 A B 7 SOR T2 4 T H A2 5L 1 D
AR S A E 2 BT, BUR A LA G
R

LingPipe #&—~ HARIE 5 A B )34, Hoh
BT UK L4y 2 (topic classification), iy 44 244 IR
7 (named entity recognition)%F % ™ ] HARTE S 4b
PRI R, e ) 44 AR U BB T T
WPFIEE TG v 3507 R R R . AR R, %R
Zifeflt GENETAG i LIl 25 1) fim 44 S AR PR A5 2
AT LU P A CoE O 2R kLR I 2515 210 530 B A £
XPPERIREAY, g T RE R AE M

ABNER &M EYdr 4 SEAR U TH, e
T 4B ML (CRFs) 7 72K 2% 3] A= W) i 48 S AR TR

# 4 BRI Bio-TM)UR ¥ E B &4 5 Hhag

PRI 2 44 FR FEE A T EPPIAE S PP )
TREC Genomics track (03~07)7" Bio-IR PN E SN TREC Gt:;o;i ics Track
I ISe ’ . o N |
INLPBA20041™] Bio-NER AW 8 AR R AR, D?IDI;IJRNA,ZNJJ@/%EHZWJE%i) GENIA i
, 55 10 SD &R -
BioCreative I (2004)7? Bl‘;;ﬂ%R 4 2: KB A FRERUEAL ;ﬁgzﬁg l;ii
1155 3: JEF S ey R AL E o
LLL’05 . s 2 b _—
(http://www.cs.york.ac.uk/aig/111/11105) Bio-IE ISR RSN LLLOS ik}
Bio.NER 1£5%5 10 EFEL AR
BioCreative I[ (2006)2 113(10113 155 2: JEPR. R AR 4 FR bR AL GENETAG & ¥}
{145 3: HR T TAR FH OC R IR
o 114 1 B B
BioNLP?09 Bio-IE % 2: SE R GENIA ${Hi5 R

(http://www.cs.york.ac.uk/aig/111/11105)

55 30 5 FHEN S R

a) Bio-IR: A1 2415 B2 Bio-NER: A4 21y 42 SR U, Bio-TE: A4 PE 2445 MR
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fE, EZRGRMET JAVA RPN AP % T
BioCreative ik fll NLPBA &R YIZRFTY, Slil
BSCAH R, B 5, DNA, RNA, 427l
N RSk, FEP AN TER BN F O A
69.9% %1 70.5%.

MedScan A /EP)SEAR R RIBINAR S, AT AR
VB AT VRS, IR REEHUHELL ok 3 2 X
ARTRAL BEAEEL 1 ARG 55 A BRASE RN OC R OB B,
R ZR Jely ERUASE B T LIRS 0 42 4 11 I A4 ¢ R A 4
NITREE N A

AR, M55 (web services) FHEE BT 4140
TH & A A BAE R AE B SR TR A
ProteinCorral 1 EBIMed #&t T M 25 ik 542 111, nl LA

FRHE B 5% PubMed ID R RE 8 [ it 44 FREk GO
111 Medline #i# %. ProteinCorral #&—> web 254k
1, B RRAE 3 PP ERIZ IR P AN 8 15T R PR AR BA
IR E, 23500 A AN g 44 BRAL H B (co-occurrence,
COYJjik. PIANER L4 FR M 8l in] =3 4L HHEL(CO3)
JIERN R TE S AL HE ) 5E (natural language processing,
NLP)J7v%, Horn [ AR5 5 A A W e v Pk de v . A0
H] PubMed ID stk FH T4 FRIEER, AT AR LA 3 Ff
J7 VAR PO TAE FH K &R () PubMed 4 22
EBIMed T-HF|H UniProt $& {11 & (A A4 PR, Kt
NAAR(GOY L1 D RETERE 1A, MedlinePlus $2 {1t (1)
i) A FR - AT NCBI Taxonomy #4470 KL
I, B A ORI A EAS SARIC R, Ali BaBa JU)n] AR

x5 BARMERFEREZEAMIIAE
£ 50 = _ :
44T URL KEFEH A
T4 FRR ) AbGene-tagger'”! ftp://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pub/tanabe/AbGene/ 2002 Linux
Yapex-tagger”! hup s ies se: BOSO/eEr-biny Y apes/yapen cgi 2002 Online
LingPipe http://alias-i.com/lingpipe/ 2004 Java API
GENIA-tagger!’ www.tsujii.is.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp/GENIA/tagger/ 2005 Linux
ABNER"? http://pages.cs.wisc.edu/~bsettles/abner 2005 Java API
ProMiner®! www.scai.fraunhofer.de/prominer 2005 Online
BANNER" http://banner.sourceforge.net/ 2008 Java
A HAF FH 5= A B EL PreBIND"¢ http://bind.ca/ 2003 Online
Chilibot”” www.chilibot.net 2004 Online
BioRAT!" http://bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/biorat/ 2004 Windows
Intex!”! http://cips.eas.asu.edu/textmining.htm 2005 Online
MEDIE"®” http://www-tsujii.is.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp/medie/ 2006 Online
Info-PubMed!®”! WWWw-tsujii.is.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp/info-pubmed/ 2006 Online
ProteinCorral®!! www.ebi.ac.uk/Rebholz-srv/pcorral/index.jsp 2008 Web Services
PPI finder'®?! http://liweilab.genetics.ac.cn/tm/ 2009 Online
RS B TerMine!*?! http://www.nactem.ac.uk/software/termine 2000 Web Services
textpresso'®”! WWW.teXtpresso.org 2004 Linux
GoPubmed'*®! www.gopubmed.com 2005 Online
MaxMatche*! http://dragon.ischool.drexel.edu/example/maxmatcher.zip 2006 Java API
GOAnnotator™”! http://x1db.di.fc.ul.pt/rebil/tools/goa 2006 Online
OBO-Annotator http://sglr;zz?ohrl,gogilneet;gﬁizgts;:)r:)%tzs;otator/ 2008 Linux, Java API
EBIMed"*® www.ebi.ac.uk/Rebholz-srv/ebimed/index.jsp 2007 Web Services
MedEvi™” www.ebi.ac.uk/Rebholz-srv/MedEvi/ 2008 Online
BB 2 P AL T MedScan®®® www.ariadnegenomics.com/products/medscan.html 2003 Windows
Cytoscape'™’! www.cytoscape.org/ 2003 Windows
ONDEX!"*! www.ondex.org/ 2005 Windows
GeneWays'*?! http://geneways.genomecenter.columbia.edu/ 2004 Windows
iHop®” http://ww\x‘j/.\i);]l‘:)/;—hn?;._gregt}(l);fi/Pub/iHOP 2005 Web Services, Online
AliBaba'*! http://alibaba.informatik.hu-berlin.de/ 2006 Online
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PR ZOR N, HHE R AR R 4, A SR
FRATHML. B 259, HEA. DFRIAL, @
REAZHAE, T LU M A v R R RRAE RS A S AR
EPNESS

2 EHFUHEARHE BRI 8
Pk

A O AR RS B SCAR I IR AR 1 4ok
A T —E Mk ke, A5 A a4 SEAR U F
SRR HAE F DG REE LSS AR 55 EAIT & T AH R 1 oF
WU TE R R A ) fift P T7 3, AR RE B AR W Ik 2 A I
WS 3K, JUAN J7 TR i 4TS AR A A5 A8 SCAS 12 3
R4 PIRAIR VT

(1) HERSEA AR ATRIEEAE. LD
iy 44 SEAR IR AT S5, B REAS AR & R0 SCAS o
i 4 SEAR I A, 3 TE AR ) Wy 4 S AR TR E SR
B, B AR T2 B i 2 At ) AR 4 s
. AR T DR R B BT i A4 R AR, AR )
JORM LR INAE. i 44 S AR AR VU A0 AR 2 3 1 it
AH ELAE FAT JE A2 AR 0 2 42 s 1 2 I R

(i) FEAFUHEAEH R RERCP RS, EA
FURM BEAEH G R —MREK e, HAARZ R,
UV BLAR LA ] (physical interaction) 1244 AH L AE 1]
(genetic interaction, M PRI HEAH HAE )5, 5 4hik
H1E 3R IE (co-express) R &+ HxE 47 (co-location) K
A, LA R A TOR B O R U ST IE R RE
75 X A3 LA B O R AT 2 9.

(iii) H F SO BAR H D RE R B U 7T K
Bl H RIS Z AN ] DUR G b 3k 3 O EAE
A BUE B AR, & A B BAE RS B SO Z 38 T
1 22 FOORVE B SO ELAE DO (42 0, 1 20 AH B AR
FHOREIN ) Dy R R A R (R 2k R 40 i 5 o7 S A
YIEE DR PR AE o TAE G TR T AR B R
HHE DR e i QA2 e, A7 b BEAR 2 5 5 2l fg
A A ELAE H IR A A5 2 15T ) B .

THh, SCARIEIRHE AR AR G A BV 2 PRl By
SRR 2R 1T RIR I Z PR (PR S R B
M JSE )R DR B R 1 5 44 R R 22 A () S A — BLAR

ARIRE AT, S B0 SCAS HE SCIRBR AR AR 24 DRI ME,
R PO AR IS BRI — TR L Bk e AT 55

3 HHEFHEAERGEBRITRE

HA, Bl A4 e 2 SRR G, AT 10
) B SRR 28 xE DL S RO RIS R SCASZ H
Ji R R  F A BOE AR AT S 2R SOAR
3 7 idas T A B 4 SR BU L R A SO LA
KA MPEIEAL S5, ity B R A M2 38 & Al
HARIERAR . O 732D gk H A i i i £ 17
R, 3 AR O LA AR SR SCAS 2 9 4 T g
JUAS B ER R T i),

(1) KAt 4 SR A FRI AR HEAL I TR
iy 44 SR (U 22 DR B 1 J50) 44 BRSBTS, A LA
RE D B i AL SR UM R S5 ) i e A A

(i) WAZHE A PO AR AR R, s e
MEAFF SRR MEAE A 0F55. e 8 A AT L
A TR EAR A B A T 3] 1) 312 BOWE 5 1l R Rk i I
RN A S A TR AR R Sh R AR ., Wik
PSR L AT FH 00 24 R0 A S R R R o 45 £ g 2 i A3
B EE.

(iil) A Re5e 3% 8 A BOM AR I AE BAE. &
JRAH AR A B A A 20 B 5 PR AT E A T 1) 2D RETE
FePR Ot R bR v, BESE 4 o g8 — B 1 ORI AR
R, R REfe it B O AR AR S 2. & P
AR P O AR 42 4 RS T A A (1 D)y RE T R A S 42 4,
RAT T REREAT A R &5 5, M AE 2 5 5 8 (1 BUAH
HARAE B H .

(iv) EAFAEAE SR 2550 Bk
AR D A X EM, X510 5 %
PR WAL BT AR A R 25 ) RE AR . T8 A AT SCAR
PR A 2K & O BLAE T s, SR Jodh ml g B
A7 73 T AR A B2 A b R ST SC BT A5 (R ),
MM T 55 93 1 A2 K I 5 A

FEAR BRI I AR, SOARIZ I 7 1208 = iR 4l
EJE IO R (SEREPSE QI NN PR LR IR AL AR
AAE B AL g AL B S AR R, T 3R
BRI 20, s FEAE 2R i B 2A 0 5T (0 8
1A,
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Protein-Protein Interactions (PPIs) play an important role in most cellular functions. Analyses of PPIs contribute
greatly to the understanding of biological mechanism, which has a great of academic and realistic meaning. With the
development of PPI research experiments, a great amount of PPI information has been deposited in biological
literatures, which presents a significant challenge to extract and reconstruct them. To address this challenge, many
literature mining methods have been developed. In this review, we firstly introduce the workflow of extracting the
PPI information from the biomedical literatures. And then, we present the methods and tools developed to recognize
the gene/protein names and to extract their relations within the workflow, together with the extraction of PPIs’
annotation information. Evaluation conferences of various bio-literature mininig tasks are introduced. Finally, we
analysis the existing problems and present the prospects in this field in order to offer some references and gift for
researchers engaged in PPI information extraction.
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