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Abstract 

Background 

Medical research generates millions of publications and it is a great challenge for researchers 
to utilize this information in full since its scale and complexity greatly surpasses human 
reading capabilities. Automated text mining can help extract and connect information spread 
across this large body of literature but this technology is not easily accessible to life scientists.  

Results 

Here, we developed an easy-to-use end-to-end pipeline for deep learning- and dictionary-
based named entity recognition (NER) of typical entities found in medical research articles, 
including diseases, cells, chemicals, genes/proteins, and species. The pipeline can access and 
process large medical research article collections (PubMed, CORD-19) or raw text and 
incorporates a series of deep learning models fine-tuned on the HUNER corpora collection. In 
addition, the pipeline can perform dictionary-based NER related to COVID-19 and other 
medical topics. Users can also load their own NER models and dictionaries to include 
additional entities. The output consists of publication-ready ranked lists and graphs of 
detected entities and files containing the annotated texts. An associated script allows rapid 
inspection of the results for specific entities of interest. As model use cases, the pipeline was 
deployed on two collections of autophagy-related abstracts from PubMed and on the CORD19 
dataset, a collection of 764 398 research article abstracts related to COVID-19.  

Conclusions 

The NER pipeline we present is applicable in a variety of medical research settings and makes 
customizable text mining accessible to life scientists. 

mailto:sonja.aits@med.lu.se


2 
 

 

 

Keywords 

Named Entity Recognition (NER), medical text mining, natural language processing (NLP), 
CORD-19, BioBERT, HUNER, bioinformatics 

 

 

Abbreviation list 

NER, Named Entity Recognition; NLP, Natural Language Processing;  
 

 

Introduction  

Making use of the existing medical knowledge and keeping up with the high rate of 
publications is a major challenge. With PubMed containing over 35 million publications [1, 2],  
manually reading all relevant articles has become impossible. This problem intensifies during 
health crises, as seen with the explosion of publications on COVID-19 topics from 2020 
onwards. By summer 2022, CORD-19, a database for COVID-19-related research articles, had 
accumulated over 1 million entries [3]. Reviewing such large literature collections is time-
consuming and costly, and not even large consortia of experts can connect all the scattered 
pieces of information. Therefore, there is a large need for automated text mining tools that 
efficiently process large scientific text collections and extract relevant information that is 
buried within them. 

Recent advances in the field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) have led to highly capable 
automated text mining tools [4, 5]. Such tools can e.g. classify, group or prioritize articles, 
generate word clouds based on content, summarize text, or extract specific terms and 
information connected to them.  

A key step of many text mining approaches is Named Entity Recognition (NER), the detection 
of relevant types of keywords [6]. This can be conducted in several ways. In the dictionary-
based approach, the text is compared to long lists of keywords (“dictionaries”), e.g. a list of 
disease names, and full or partial matches are recorded [7]. However, this approach struggles 
to detect unknown terms and spelling variants. Another approach, rule-based matching, 
matches entities based on specific word characteristics, e.g., the “@” symbol can be used to 
identify email addresses. Hand-crafting such rules is often time consuming, and in many cases, 
there are no unique characteristics that could be used to identify all terms in an entity class. 
A third approach, is to use deep neural networks trained on large collections of texts in which 
entities have been labelled by experts (so-called gold-standard corpora). Deep neural 
networks make use of the context of each word or multi-word term to decide whether it 



3 
 

represents an entity of interest. This approach is more forgiving for unknown terms and 
spelling variants [8-11]. Taking the sentence context into account also makes it easier to 
reliably find entities. For example, in the sentence “We measured lamp expression in the 
cytosol.” the context makes “lamp” identifiable as a protein name and not an illumination 
device.  

Deep learning NLP models typically have millions or even billions of trainable parameters and 
typically use a specific architecture called transformers [4, 12-15]. Such deep neural networks 
are typically not trained from scratch for a specific task, as this would require extremely large 
annotated corpora. Instead, networks pre-trained on very large unlabeled text collections (so-
called language models) are only fine-tuned for the task of interest [16], which is referred to 
as transfer learning. Several language models for medical English are publicly available, with 
many based on the BERT architecture, e.g., BioBERT [17], Clinical BERT [18], BlueBERT [19] 
and PubMedBERT [20]. After fine-tuning these models for NER on annotated corpora, they 
detect entities such as diseases or chemicals remarkably well when evaluating them on a text 
collection resembling the training corpus. However, generalization to texts that do not match 
the training data remains a problem [21]. Furthermore, these models remain usable mostly 
for NLP specialists and not for the medical researchers who need continuous access to text 
mining technology. Several research tools, such as the STRING protein-protein interaction 
database [22], EuropePMC literature database [23] or the BERN2 tool [24], present  
information extracted by text mining for medical researchers. However, with these tools users 
have little control over the text mining process, and thus cannot specifically select the texts 
or entities relevant to their research. There is therefore a need for end-user-oriented text 
mining tools that are customizable and work well across different medical research domains.  

Here, we present an end-to-end pipeline for NER with integrated BioBERT models [17] fine-
tuned on the large HUNER corpus collection [25]. This enables detection of terms for cells, 
chemicals, diseases, genes/proteins and species. The pipeline can also perform dictionary-
based NER, for which three COVID-19-related dictionaries, previously developed by our group 
[26, 27], are included. Users have full control over the input texts and can also load their own 
NER models or dictionaries. The pipeline outputs a ranked list of identified entities and a 
graph of the most frequent entities which are easy to comprehend for life scientists as well 
as structured annotation files for downstream analysis. A script for rapid inspection of the 
results for a specific entity of interest is also provided. We demonstrated the use of the 
pipeline in two model cases, information extraction from autophagy-related abstracts in 
PubMed and from the CORD-19 database. 
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Material and Methods 

Data 

Annotated gold-standard corpora 

Models were fine-tuned using the HUNER corpora collection [25, 28], which contains sub-
corpora with annotations for several entities relevant for medical research: cells, chemicals, 
diseases, genes/proteins and species (Supplemental file 1). These 5 sub-corpora were created 
by combining several corpora for each entity. The HUNER collection with gold-standard 
IOB2/CoNLL2002 [29] NER and part-of-speech annotations, was obtained using HunFlair [28], 
with a modification made to the corpus collection code to download the OSIRIS corpus from 
https://github.com/Rostlab/nala/tree/develop/resources/corpora/osiris. This was necessary 
to overcome an error in the code. The HunFlair version of HUNER does not include the 
BioSemantics corpus that was present in the original HUNER collection. Each of the 5 HUNER 
sub-corpora is pre-split into training, development and test sets [28]. For our model training 
the part-of-speech tags were removed. 

Models were also fine-tuned and evaluated on the BC5CDR_Disease corpus in IOB2 format 
that had been used in the BioBERT study [17, 30]. The dataset is pre-split into training 
(“train”), development (“dev”) and test set (“test”) and we used these splits.  

As a fully independent test set, we used the Lund COVID-19 corpus, a small gold standard 
corpus consisting of 10 SARS-CoV2-related abstracts from the CORD-19 dataset with IOB2 NER 
annotations [26, 27]. The “protein” class in this corpus contains both gene and protein 
annotations and corresponds to the “gene” class in the HUNER corpus, which also has 
annotations for both entity types. We merged some of the original entity classes to obtain 
annotations corresponding to HUNER entities “species” (i.e. merge of Species_human, 
Species_other, Virus_family, Virus_other, Virus_SARS-CoV-2) and “disease” (i.e. merge of 
Disease_COVID_19 and Disease_other). The annotation classes “chemicals” and “cells” were 
removed as there were too few entities in these classes for evaluation. This modified dataset, 
called the “Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus”, and the script to generate it are provided as 
supplemental files (Supplemental files 2 and 3). 

As a second fully independent test set we used the Colorado Richly Annotated Full Text Corpus 
(CRAFT) Version 4.0.0 [31]. This version of CRAFT contains 97 articles and corresponding 
annotations (retrieved from https://github.com/UCDenver-ccp/CRAFT/releases/tag/v4.0.0, 
retrieved on March 24, 2023). The corpus was downloaded in Pubannotation format, 
tokenized using the ScispaCy tokenizer (version 0.5.1, model en_core_sci_sm) [32]  and 
converted to IOB2 format with a custom script 
(https://github.com/Aitslab/EasyNER/blob/main/supplementary/preprocessing_scripts/CRA
FT_preprocessing_spacy.py) and the BioBERT preprocessing script [17] 
(https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert-pytorch/blob/master/named-entity-
recognition/preprocess.sh, retrieved on June 8, 2021). The max sequence length set for the 
BioBERT preprocessing script was kept at the default value of 128. The preprocessing scripts 
splits sentences larger than this length into two.  

https://github.com/Rostlab/nala/tree/develop/resources/corpora/osiris
https://github.com/UCDenver-ccp/CRAFT/releases/tag/v4.0.0
https://github.com/Aitslab/EasyNER/blob/main/supplementary/preprocessing_scripts/CRAFT_preprocessing_spacy.py
https://github.com/Aitslab/EasyNER/blob/main/supplementary/preprocessing_scripts/CRAFT_preprocessing_spacy.py
https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert-pytorch/blob/master/named-entity-recognition/preprocess.sh
https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert-pytorch/blob/master/named-entity-recognition/preprocess.sh
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All corpora have retained letter casing (capitalization). 

 

Autophagy-related abstract collections 

As test cases for the pipeline, we created two collections of autophagy-related abstracts from 
PubMed. The first dataset, Lund Autophagy-1 (supplemental file 4), was obtained by 
searching PubMed with the search term “mTOR AND TSC1” on May 24, 2022. Mammalian 
target of rapamycin (mTOR) and Tuberous Sclerosis 1 (TSC1) are key regulators of autophagy. 
The second dataset, Lund Autophagy-2 (supplemental file 5) was obtained by searching 
PubMed on Dec 13, 2022 with the search terms “autophagy AND cancer” restricting the date 
to between 2020 and 2023. Both search results were exported from PubMed as individual 
text files containing a list of PubMed IDs and abstracts downloaded using the NER pipeline 
described below. 

 

CORD-19 

As second test case for the pipeline, we used CORD-19, a collection of coronavirus-related 
articles published until June 2, 2022 to aid pandemic efforts [3]. We used the final version of 
its metadata file published June 2, 2022 (retrieved from https://ai2-semanticscholar-cord-
19.s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/historical_releases.html) which holds information on 1 056 
660 coronavirus-related articles including their abstracts. The CORD-19 dataset contains 
duplicate entries in respect to abstracts/titles and other metadata as well as entries without 
abstracts, both of which are removed by the NER pipeline. This yielded 764 398 unique 
abstracts (with title) from which entities were extracted. 

 

Exploratory Data Analysis 

An initial exploratory data analysis was performed for the HUNER corpora. The size of the 
corpus was assessed by counting the number of lines, since each line contains one token and 
its IOB2 tag. The number of entities was assessed by counting the number of B tags (the tag 
indicating the beginning of an entity) (Script in supplemental file 3). 

To assess similarity between the training, development and test sets (e.g. HUNER_chemical 
training set vs HUNER_chemical development set), word and bi-gram frequency distribution 
was visualized in interactive scatter plots with a custom script (comparecorpora.py) using the 
scattertext tool (version 0.1.10, script in supplemental file 3) [33]. 

 

Fine-tuning and evaluation of models 

We used the PyTorch version of the BioBERT base and large cased v. 1.1 models [17] and fine-
tuned them on the combined training and development sets of the five HUNER sub-corpora, 
resulting in models trained to recognize a single entity. We re-used the official BioBERT 

https://ai2-semanticscholar-cord-19.s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/historical_releases.html
https://ai2-semanticscholar-cord-19.s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/historical_releases.html
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training scripts (https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert/blob/master/run_ner.py, retrieved on 
October 29, 2021) and the default hyperparameters. For some models, a warmup ratio of 0.1 
[34] was introduced to reduce volatility and early overfitting during training. We also 
implemented early stopping with a patience of 50. Models designated “_v1” were trained on 
the combined HUNER train and dev set, as done by the HunFlair authors [28], with early 
stopping based on the F1 score of the test set. Models designated “_v2” were trained on the 
train set only, with early stopping based on the F1 score of the dev set. Models were evaluated 
on the corresponding HUNER test sets, the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus and the 
BC5CDR_disease corpus test set. The evaluation script was identical to the published BioBERT 
evaluation script [17] (retrieved from https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert-pytorch, accessed 
on January 22, 2022). This script in turn relies on the seqeval evaluation script in default mode 
[35] which is designed to mimic the results from the conlleval Perl script. We also fine-tuned 
and evaluated a BioBERT base cased v. 1.1 model on the BC5CDR_disease corpus in the same 
manner.  

In addition, we evaluated publicly available models, which had been fine-tuned on different 
BioNLP corpora: ScispaCy models [32] (retrieved from https://github.com/allenai/scispacy, 
retrieved on March 24, 2023) and HunFlair base models [28] (retrieved from 
https://github.com/flairNLP/flair/blob/master/resources/docs/HUNFLAIR.md, retrieved on 
March 28, 2023). 

The maximum sequence length was set to 192 in all training and evaluation runs. 

All computations were performed on the Alvis High Performance Computing (HPC) cluster 
located at Chalmers University Sweden, and the Berzelius HPC cluster of the National 
Supercomputer Center (NSC) at Linköping University, Sweden. For file storage we also used 
the LUNARC HPC cluster at Lund University. 

 

Pipeline structure 

An end-to-end pipeline (Figure 1) was designed to automatically access and process medical 
texts for NER. The pipeline included BioBERT models fine-tuned on the HUNER corpora and 
COVID-19-related dictionaries but can also load user-provided BioBERT/BERT-like models or 
dictionaries. The pipeline is built in modules that can also be run individually. Desired settings 
such as model parameters and input/output paths are defined in a config file that can be re-

https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert/blob/master/run_ner.py
https://github.com/dmis-lab/biobert-pytorch
https://github.com/allenai/scispacy
https://github.com/flairNLP/flair/blob/master/resources/docs/HUNFLAIR.md
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used and shared to ensure reproducibility. The pipeline and full documentation are provided 
in the github repository https://github.com/Aitslab/EasyNER/.  

 

 

Figure 1. Overview of the medical NER pipeline. As input, a list of PubMed IDs, the CORD-19 abstract dataset, the PubMed 
database bulk files or a .txt file with free text can be used. The data is then downloaded/processed into a document collection. 
Each document is then split into sentences using the sentence splitter. The in-built BioBERT base NLP models, which were 
trained on the HUNER sub-corpora) are then used to perform NER on each sentence. Users can also provide their own 
BioBERT or BERT-like model. In addition to the files with annotated texts generated by the NER module, a list and graph of 
the entities ranked by count can be produced in the final analysis step. An optional merge module can be run to combine 
annotations files generated with different NER models and dictionaries. 

 

Data Loader module 

The pipeline has four input options: a list of PubMed IDs, PubMed database bulk files, the 
CORD-19 metadata file [3], or a text file. The config file includes an “ignore” section in the 
beginning where the user indicates the input type (see figure 1). The user can only choose 
one input type per run and also needs to provide input and output file paths in the config file.  

When using the PubMed ID list option, a single .txt file with one ID per line needs to be 
provided. Such a text file can be exported from PubMed after any search. This option runs the 
“Downloader” script, which downloads the abstracts and associated metadata using the e-
utils PubMed API (https://github.com/biocommons/eutils)[2] and parses them using PubMed 
Parser (version 0.3.1)  [36]. The raw abstracts are then merged into a document collection.  

When using the PubMed database bulk file option, the pipeline will download files from the 
2023 PubMed annual baseline, which contains all records published by December 2023 
(https://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/), and convert them to json format. By default, the 
entire baseline content, >35 million publications, will be downloaded but the user can also 
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https://github.com/Aitslab/EasyNER/
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specify the baseline file number in the config file. In addition, PubMed daily update files can 
be downloaded and processed in the same manner. 

When using the CORD-19 option, the CORD-19 metadata file [3] needs to be provided as 
input. This is a csv file that contains rows of titles, abstracts and additional information for 
each record in the CORD-19 dataset. This option runs the “CORD loader” script on the input 
file which removes duplicate abstracts and entries without abstracts and then extracts titles 
and abstracts for the remaining 764 398 unique records from the metadata file. Alternatively, 
it is also possible to provide an additional .txt file with a list of CORD uIDs to the CORD loader 
script (one ID per line) to extract only a subset of those specific abstracts. In this case, the 
user needs to provide the path to the subset file and provide the argument, “subset”: “true” 
to the config file. 

When using the free text option, the user sets the Free Text Loader ignore option as false in 
the config file and provides a single .txt file. The Free Text Loader script processes the file in a 
similar way to the other scripts.  

As output, all three scripts generate a document collection which is then saved as a single 
JSON file containing PubMed IDs (or dummy ID for the Free Text Loader option), titles and 
abstracts in the user provided output path. 

The scripts are written in such a way that if there are no PubMed IDs, no abstracts or no text 
available for an article, the scripts ignore the article and move onto the next one (if available). 
In case of duplicate entries within the input, the Downloader and CORD Loader scripts keep 
the last sample of the article.  

 

Sentence Splitter module 

Before feeding the JSON file with the collected text into the NER module, the text needs to 
be split into single sentences. The document collection file obtained from the Data Loader 
module is used as input for the Sentence Splitter module. The user can choose between NLTK 
(version 3.7) [37] sentence tokenizer or spaCy [38] sentence tokenizer with one of the two 
default spaCy language models, "en_core_web_sm" or "en_core_web_trf" (version 3.3.0 for 
both). The NLTK and spaCy tokenizers are more suitable than a simple regex sentence splitter 
because medical research articles often contain mid-sentence punctuations that can be easily 
mistaken as end of sentence by a simple regex splitter.  

The Sentence Splitter processes articles in the document collection in batches. The batch size 
can be specified by the user in the config file. For the smaller autophagy datasets we used a 
size of 100 and for the much larger CORD19 dataset we used a batch size of 1000. The 
sentence splitter is run parallelly through the batches using python multiprocessing library. 

The output of the Sentence Splitter module is a folder that contains a collection of JSON files, 
which each contain one batch of texts split into individual sentences. The input and output 
paths, batch size, filename prefix, tokenizer and model names are all to be provided in the 
“splitter” section of the config file.  
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NER module 

In the NER module the selected NER tagger generates entity predictions on the sentences 
produced by the Sentence Splitter module. There are two options for this module, NER with 
BioBERT/BERT models or dictionary-based NER. 

For the BioBERT/BERT option, the user can choose from an integrated collection of BioBERT 
models, which we fine-tuned to recognize cells, chemicals, diseases, genes/proteins or 
species, or load their own BioBERT or BERT-like PyTorch models, by specifying the path to the 
model folder and the model name in the config file. For custom models, they should be in 
BERT model format (model folder with PyTorch binary model file, vocab file and tokenizer). 
This module uses the HuggingFace Transformers library (version 4.20.1). In the BioBERT/BERT 
NER option, the sentences are tokenized with the BioBERT tokenizer [17], which first converts 
the sentences into tokens understandable by the model. BioBERT uses a WordPiece tokenizer 
that breaks down words into sub-words present in its vocabulary [39], to handle out-of-
vocabulary words. The predictions are generated by transforming the collection of sentences 
into a HuggingFace dataset object and subsequently applying the model to the entire dataset 
using mapping. After predictions, the labels of word pieces are automatically consolidated 
into word-level predictions using the “max” aggregation strategy in the HuggingFace 
Transformers Pipeline module. 

The dictionary-based NER option makes use of the spaCy Phrasematcher [38]. The user can 
choose between three SARS-CoV2-related dictionaries, which are downloaded in the default 
installation of the pipeline: a dictionary containing synonyms for “COVID-19”, a dictionary 
containing synonyms for “SARS-CoV2” and a dictionary containing SARS-CoV2 variant names 
(Lund COVID-19 dictionaries, version 2, from [26, 27]). Alternatively, the user can provide 
their own list of terms that are to be matched in a .txt file (one term per line). In the dictionary-
based NER option, the sentences are tokenized with one of the default spaCy models 
(“en_core_web_sm" or "en_core_web_trf").  

Like the Sentence splitter, the NER module runs with user-defined batches of articles – the 
same as the sentence splitter. For the NER module, the user does not need to specifically 
provide the batch size, as sentence splitter module already splits the document collection in 
batches. Each batch is queued to run in parallel for the predictions.  

The output of the NER module is a collection of files (one per batch) containing the original 
texts, split into sentences, and the detected entities. Capitalization of the detected entities is 
removed at this step.  

When several entity types are to be annotated, or BioBERT/BERT and dictionary-based 
annotation are to be combined for the same entity, the NER module needs to be run 
repeatedly, one model/dictionary at a time. The output files from these separate runs can 
then be merged using the optional Entity Merger module. 
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Entity Merger module 

If the NER module was run on the same text repeatedly with different taggers, the separate 
annotated JSON files can be merged and compared using the “Entity Merger” module, 
provided the same batch size was used on all NER runs. The output consists of merged JSON 
files with all detected entities and file indicating the overlap.  

 

Analysis module 

The Analysis module quantifies the detected entities, generating a ranked list and bar graph. 

 

Result inspection module 

The free-standing Result Inspection script filters annotation results for a single entity, 
displaying all sentences with this entity in a new JSON file for rapid inspection. 

 

 

Results 

Exploration of the HUNER corpora 

As models fine-tuned on a single gold-standard corpus typically generalize poorly when 
applied to texts of a different type we chose to train the models on the diverse and large 
HUNER corpora collection instead. Rather than being a single corpus, HUNER combines 
several gold-standard corpora harmonized to IOB2 format with one token per line. The 
HUNER collection consists of five sub-corpora, each annotated for a single entity, namely cells 
(comprising generic cell terms and cell line names), genes/proteins, diseases, species and 
chemicals (including therapeutic drugs). These entity classes are widely applicable in medical 
research. 

We first explored the composition of the HUNER sub-corpora. Size of the sub-corpora and 
number of annotated entities differed significantly (Supplemental file 1). The training set of 
the HUNER_Chemical sub-corpus had the largest number of lines (2 972 895), almost six times 
that of the HUNER_Disease sub-corpus (559 063). The test sets had approximately half the 
number of lines of the corresponding training sets (ratios from 0.44 to 0.50) but the 
development sets were much smaller (development/training set ratios from 0.16 to 0.17). 
The number of annotated entities in the training sets ranged from 3 062 in the HUNER cell 
sub-corpus to 114 579 in the HUNER_chemical sub-corpus.  

We next examined text similarity between the corresponding training and development sets 
and corresponding training and test sets using the scattertext tool which plots the frequency 
of words and bi-grams (Supplemental file 4). Many high frequency terms were shared 
between the HUNER_chemical training and development set. This was similar, but less 
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pronounced for the HUNER_gene training and development set. The other three sub-corpora 
did not display this kind of similarity between their training and development sets. Instead, 
we observed a cluster of terms with a very high frequency in the HUNER_species development 
set and low frequency in the HUNER_species training set. Overall, HUNER training and 
development sets were relatively different. 

 

BioBERT models trained on HUNER corpora collection recognize genes, cells, species, 
diseases and chemicals 

For model training, we combined the corresponding HUNER training and development sets 
to increase size and diversity of the training data 

As language model, we chose BioBERT (v.1.1), which has shown very good performance when 
fine-tuned for different BioNLP tasks [17] but can be trained without excessive resources, in 
line with our ambition to make our research sustainable and easily reproducible. Fine-tuning 
was performed using the script from the BioBERT authors and their reported 
hyperparameters [17]. We used the cased BioBERT models (v1.1, PyTorch), as these perform 
slightly better according to their developers. Both BioBERT base and BioBERT large models 
were initially tested. However, the large models performed similarly to the base models 
(Table 1, data not shown) but required longer training and prediction times and were 
therefore not used further.  

We obtained BioBERT base models with F1 scores between 0.64 and 0.88 for the five different 
entity classes (Table 1). Training corpus size was not clearly correlated with performance. For 
example, gene and species greatly differ in numbers of lines and entities, yet their F1 scores 
were almost the same. Nevertheless, the model trained on the smallest sub-corpus 
(BioBERT_HUNER_cell) had the lowest F1 score (0.64) suggesting that training data size might 
have been a limiting factor. 

 

Table 1. Performance of the fine-tuned BioBERT_HUNER base models. All _v1 models were trained 
on the HUNER train_dev sets with early stopping based on test set F1 score whereas all _v2 models 
were trained on the HUNER train sets only with early stopping based on dev set F1 score. Evaluation 
scores for the HUNER models [25] (from https://github.com/hu-ner/huner/blob/master/README.md, 
accessed on January 10, 2023) are listed for comparison but these values represent the macro average 
of the scores (calculated by averaging the scores from each individual test set in the sub-corpus) and 
are thus not fully comparable with our scores which were calculated for the pooled sub-corpus test set.  

 

 

Model 
HUNER 

train 
HUNER 

dev HUNER test HUNER test  
(macro average) 

F1 F1 Prec Rec F1 Prec Rec F1 
BioBERT_ 
HUNER_cell_v1 1.00 1.00 0.65 0.68 0.66       
BioBERT_HUNER
_cell_v2 0.99 0.71 0.63 0.63 0.63    
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BioBERT_ 
HUNER_chemical_
v1 

1.00 1.00 0.87 0.88 0.88 
     

HUNER_chemical_
v2 1.00 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88    
BioBERT_HUNER
_disease_v1 1.00 1.00 0.85 0.84 0.85       
HUNE2_disease_v2 1.00 0.84 0.83 0.84 0.83    
BioBERT_HUNER
_gene_v1 0.99 1.00 0.76 0.78 0.77       
BioBERT_HUNER
_gene_v2 0.99 0.77 0.75 0.79 0.77    
BioBERT_HUNER
_species_v1 0.98 0.98 0.79 0.76 0.77       
BioBERT_HUNER
_species_v2 1.00 0.82 0.80 0.72 0.76    
HUNER_cell         0.7 0.65 0.68 
HUNER_chemical         0.83 0.8 0.82 

HUNER_disease         0.75 0.78 0.76 
HUNER_gene         0.72 0.76 0.74 
HUNER_species         0.78 0.75 0.73 

 

As expected, the BioBERT_HUNER_cell models recognized both generic cell terms and cell line 
names. For this model, partial matches which reflected differences in annotation practices 
rather than true errors were common (e.g. for “MG-63 cells” and  “LNCaP cells” the ground 
truth did not include the word “cells” but the model prediction did). In addition, many 
instances counted as false positives were general terms referring to cells that had not been 
annotated in the ground truth data (e.g. tumor-derived cell lines, GFP-expressing parental cell 
line, fibroblast cell line). 

The BioBERT_HUNER_chemical models recognized both therapeutic drugs and other 
chemicals and the BioBERT_HUNER_gene models recognized both genes and proteins as well 
as gene/protein family names (e.g. MAPK, ERK) (Figure 3A). The BioBERT_HUNER_disease 
models recognized disease names and terms closely related to diseases such as “tumor”. The 
BioBERT_HUNER_species models recognized Linnean and common names. 

As training data annotations were not designed for NER of nested entities, such entities were 
truncated as expected. For example in the sentence “(6E,13E)-18-bromo-12-butyl-11-chloro-
4,8-diethyl-5-hydroxy-15-methoxytricosa-6,13-dien-19-yne-3,9-dione, 3-carboxy-3-
hydroxypentanedioic and lactic acid are three chemicals.”  the second entity detected was “3-
carboxy-3-hydroxypentanedioic” (whereas the fully correct entity would be “3-carboxy-3-
hydroxypentanedioic acid”).  

 

Generalization of HUNER-trained BioBERT models 

Next, we evaluated the BioBERT_HUNER_disease, _species and _gene models on two fully 
independent test sets, the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus (Table 2) and the CRAFT corpus 
(Table 3), to determine their ability to generalize.  
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For the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus, we also evaluated publicly available HunFlair [28] 
and ScispaCy models [32] for comparison (Table 2). The BioBERT_HUNER_gene model 
performed relatively well, with an F1 score close to the one seen on the HUNER_genes test 
set (0.69 vs 0.77). In contrast, the BioBERT_HUNER_disease and BioBERT_HUNER_species 
models had much lower F1 scores on the simplified LUND COVID-19 corpus than on the 
respective HUNER test sets. Many of the false positive disease terms causing the low precision 
of the BioBERT_HUNER_disease models referred to symptoms (e.g. cough, fever), which were 
annotated as disease entities in the HUNER subcorpus used for training but not in the 
Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus. Many of the false negative species terms causing low recall 
of the BioBERT_HUNER_species models referred to (corona)virus (e.g. coronavirus, 2019-
nCoV, virus) or humans (e.g. human, patient). The BioBERT models outperformed the 
ScispaCy models for all entity classes, with the difference being especially large for species 
detection. HunFlair was evenly matched with our BioBERT models for the “Diseases” and 
“Species” entities but performed slightly worse for “Genes/Proteins”. 

Table 2. Performance of the fine-tuned BioBERT_HUNER models on the Simplified Lund COVID-19 
corpus. ScispaCy [32] and HunFlair [28] models were evaluated for comparison. Corpora that had been 
used for fine-tuning the ScispaCy models are indicated in the model name suffix. 

Model Evaluated entity Lund 
COVID-

19 
Precision 

Lund 
COVID-19 

Recall 

Lund 
COVID-

19  
F1 score 

BioBERT _ HUNER_disease_v1 Diseases 0.29 0.55 0.38 
BioBERT _ HUNER_disease_v2 Diseases 0.25 0.58 0.35 
Scispacy en_ner_bc5cdr_md Diseases 0.20 0.50 0.29 
HunFlair Diseases   0.38 
BioBERT _HUNER_gene_v1 Genes/Proteins 0.81 0.76 0.79 
BioBERT _HUNER_gene_v2 Genes/Proteins 0.71 0.71 0.71 
Scispacy en_ner_bionlp13cg_md Genes/Proteins 0.13 0.65 0.22 
Scispacy en_ner_jnlpba_md Genes/Proteins 0.23 0.65 0.34 
Scispacy en_ner_craft_md Genes/Proteins 0.04 0.29 0.07 
HunFlair Genes/Proteins   0.71 
BioBERT _HUNER_species_v1 Species 0.57 0.23 0.33 
BioBERT _HUNER_species_v2 Species 0.53 0.14 0.22 
Scispacy en_ner_bionlp13cg_md Species 0.39 0.28 0.33 
Scispacy en_ner_craft_md Species 0.23 0.24 0.23 
HunFlair Species   0.21 

 

On the CRAFT corpus (Table 3), BioBERT_HUNER_v1 models showed reduced F1 scores for chemical 
entities (0.58 vs 0.88) compared to the HUNER_chemical test set. In contrast, the F1 scores for 
Gene/Protein and Species entities were almost identical on the two datasets. HunFlair performance 
was superior to our BioBERT_HUNER models on the CRAFT corpus. 

Table 3. Performance of the three fine-tuned BioBERT_HUNER_v1 models on the CRAFT corpus.  
HunFlair [28] was evaluated for comparison. HunFlair results for the CRAFT corpus were better than 
those reported in the original paper due to differences in the evaluation procedure. 

 CRAFT 

  Chemical Gene/Protein Species 

HunFlair 0.85 0.89 0.96 

BioBERT_HUNER_v1 0.58 0.76 0.78 



14 
 

 

Lastly, we explored further whether fine-tuning BioBERT on the HUNER sub-corpora improves 
generalization compared to fine-tuning on an individual corpus. For this, we trained a 
BioBERT_base_cased_v1.1 model on the BC5CDR_disease corpus (Table 4). Training on the 
BC5CDR_disease corpus was performed the same way as for the  V1 models by training on 
train_dev sets and evaluating on test sets. On the BC5CDR_disease test set, the 
BioBERT_BC5CDR_disease_v1 model had an F1 score similar to the 
BioBERT_HUNER_disease_v1 model and previously reported BioBERT models trained on the 
BC5CDR disease corpus. This F1 score was only slightly lower than that reported for  
BioMegatron, which has a different architecture. The precision of our 
BioBERT_BC5CDR_disease_v1 model was slightly higher than that of all these other models. 
For disease entity recognition on the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus and on the HUNER test 
set, the BioBERT_BC5CDR_disease model performed significantly worse than the 
BioBERT_HUNER_disease model. This suggests that training on the larger HUNER corpus 
collection indeed improved generalization.  

 

Table 4. Generalization of BioBERT model trained on HUNER corpus collection vs single corpus. 
BioBERT models trained in the same manner on either the BC5CDR_disease corpus or the 
HUNER_disease sub-corpus (which includes the BC5CDR_disease corpus) were compared. Published 
performance results for BioBERT models which were trained on the same single corpus are shown to 
confirm that our BioBERT_BC5CDRdiseases model was trained appropriately. For comparison, 
reported results from the state-of-the-art Megatron model trained on the BC5CDR corpus are also 
included. 

 HUNER_disease Test set BC5CDR_disease Test set Simplified Lund COVID-19 
(disease entities) 

Model Prec Rec F1 Prec Rec F1 Prec Rec F1 
BioBERT_ 
HUNER_diseas
e_v1 

0.85 0.84 0.85 0.86 0.85 0.86 0.29 0.55 0.38 

BioBERT_ 
BC5CDR_dise
ase_v1 

0.79 0.70 0.75 0.87 0.86 0.86 0.25 0.48 0.33 

BioBERT_BC5
CDR_disease_
Kuhnel [40] 

   0.82 0.85 0.83    

BioBERT_BC5
CDR_diseases_
Lee [17] 

   0.86 0.88 0.87    

BioMegatron 
[15]    0.86 0.91 0.89    

 

 

Development of an end-to-end NER pipeline 

Next, an end-to-end pipeline was designed to automatically process medical research articles 
from different sources with the five BioBERT NER models (Figure 1). In addition, a dictionary-
based NER module and three COVID-19-related dictionaries we had developed previously 
were included [26, 27].  To add additional types of entities, we made it possible for users to 
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incorporate their own BioBERT/BERT-like models or dictionaries. For flexibility, input can 
consist of a list of PubMed IDs for the abstracts that are to be processed, the CORD-19 
metadata file (which contains over 750 000 COVID-19-related abstracts [3]) or a text file. The 
pipeline consists of several processing modules that are run in sequence but can also be used 
individually. The modules reformat/download the desired text, split it into sentences and 
predict and quantify named entities.  

The final output consists of a ranked list of extracted entities and a graph showing the top 50 
entities, which provides a clear overview over the results. In addition, the pipeline generates 
a JSON file with all text and detected entities (including their exact position) that can be used 
in downstream applications. For cases where the user wants to run more than one NER 
model, an optional merging module is included, which combines and compares the individual 
output files. An accompanying free-standing script allows the user to quickly inspect results 
for a specific entity.  

 

Deployment of the NER pipeline for autophagy-related information extraction from 
PubMed 

The pipeline was tested on realistic text mining applications using our BioBERT_HUNER_v1 
models. The first use case was information extraction from scientific abstracts related to 
autophagy. Two sets of autophagy-related abstracts were identified through searches on 
PubMed. The first dataset contained 1000 abstracts related to the central autophagy 
modulator mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR) and its upstream regulator hamartin 
(TSC1). The second set contained 8333 abstracts related to the role of autophagy in cancer. 
Using the pipeline, we obtained downloaded the abstracts (Lund Autophagy-1 and Lund 
Autophagy-2 dataset, respectively) and performed NER with each of the five BioBERT models 
to detect cell, disease, chemical, species, and protein/gene entities.  
 
Protein/gene entities 
In the Lund Autophagy-1 dataset, mtor and tsc1, the abbreviated protein names used as 
search terms, were the most frequent entities detected by the BioBERT_HUNER_gene model 
(Figure 2A). In addition, several synonyms for these proteins were seen among the 50 most 
frequent entities, e.g. mammalian target of rapamycin and hamartin. Other frequent entities 
were abbreviated names of well-known genes/proteins or protein complexes that are in the 
same signaling pathway as mTOR and TSC1 such as mtorc1, tsc2, akt, rheb, pi3k, pten, ampk, 
s6k1. Full-length names of some autophagy regulators were also among the 50 most frequent 
entities as (e.g. tuberin, insulin) but not as many. Many of these frequently detected 
genes/proteins are part of the “mTOR signaling pathway” from the KEGG pathway database 
[41] (Figure 2B). We also detected some autophagy regulators not in the KEGG pathway (e.g. 
vegf, stat3, p53, tfe3, ghrelin, actin, c-myc, plk2).  
In the autophagy/cancer-focused Lund Autophagy-2 dataset, mtor was also the most 
frequent protein/gene entity (Figure 3A). Several other frequent entities were also shared 
with the Lund Autophagy-1 dataset (e.g. akt, pi3k, mtorc1, ampk, p53). In addition, the 50 
most common entities included autophagy receptors (e.g. p62/sqstm1) and parts of the 
autophagy-controlling atg conjugation system (e.g. lc3, atg5, ulk1, atg7). Some of the 
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frequently found proteins/gene entities were also well-known oncogenes or tumor 
suppressors (e.g. akt, pi3k, p53). 
 

 
Figure 2. Frequent gene/protein entities in the autophagy-related datasets. A) 50 most frequent entities 
detected by the gene/protein model in the mTOR/TSC1-related Lund Autophagy-1 dataset and the 
autophagy/cancer-related Lund Autophagy-2 dataset. The model is a PyTorch BioBERT_cased_v1.1 
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model [17] fine-tuned on the HUNER gene sub-corpus (BioBERT_HUNER_gene). B) Overlap 
between mTOR signaling pathway and protein/gene entities detected in the Lund Autophagy-1 dataset. 
The mTOR signaling pathway was retrieved from KEGG database on 2023-01-09. The two proteins 
used as search terms to produce the dataset are highlighted in blue and other frequent entities in orange. 
 
Cell entities 
The BioBERT_HUNER_cell model falsely recognized the abbreviated protein/gene name tsc2 
as the most frequent entity in the Lund Autophagy-1 dataset (Figure 3A). One of the other 
most common entities was the highly similar term “tsc2 -/- cells”, which correctly indicated a 
type of cell (cell lacking the tsc2 gene). This prompted us to inspect the incorrect predictions 
more closely and we could see that when only “tsc2” was detected as entity it was typically 
part of a cell term that had not been identified in full, e.g. in the sentences “The augmented 
αB-crystallin was critical for the migration, invasion and apoptotic resistance of Tsc2-defective 
cells." or “This study shows that angiomyolipoma-derived human smooth muscle TSC2-/- cells 
express the apoptosis inhibitor protein survivin when exposed to IGF-1.” 
Other highly frequent terms represented true cell terms.  
In the Lund Autophagy-2 dataset, many well-known cancer cell lines were detected 
frequently. As expected, spelling variants were picked up for several of them (e.g. a549/a549 
cells, mcf-7/mcf7) (Figure 3A). However, two cancer type abbreviations, nsclc (= non-small 
cell lung cancer) and crc (= colorectal cancer) were also wrongly listed among the 50 most 
frequent cell entities. As for tsc2 in the Autophagy-1 dataset, many instances were longer 
incompletely recognized cell terms that included crc or nsclc.  
 
 
Chemical entities 
The BioBERT_HUNER_chemical model detected the mTOR inhibitors rapamycin and 
everolimus and the rapamycin brand name sirolimus as three of the five most frequent 
entities in the Lund Autophagy-1 dataset (Figure 3B). Autophagy-regulating metabolites that 
act through the mTOR signaling pathway were also frequently detected (e.g. glucose, amino 
acids). 
In the Lund Autophagy-2 dataset, many chemicals belonging to one of three groups were 
found (Figure 3B): 1. Anti-cancer chemotherapy agents (e.g. cisplatin, dox/doxorubicin, 
sorafenib), 2. Autophagy-modulating drugs (e.g. rapamycin, chloroquine) and 3. Basic 
chemicals/metabolites (e.g. oxygen, glucose, iron, atp). 
 
 
Disease entities 
The BioBERT_HUNER_disease model found tsc as the most frequent entity in the Lund 
Autophagy-1 dataset (Figure 3C). tsc is an abbreviation for “tuberous sclerosis complex”, a 
disease caused by mutations in TSC1 (the gene symbol used as search term). The full name 
and the synonym tuberous sclerosis were also detected with very high frequency. The other 
most common disease terms were tumor, tumors, cancer, epilepsy and seizures. As tumors 
and seizures are common in patients with tuberous sclerosis complex, these terms were also 
expected to rank highly.  
In the Lund Autophagy-2 dataset (Figure 3C), most of the 15 most frequent disease entities 
were terms for cancers, as would be expected from the cancer-focused article selection for 
this dataset. The model was able to recognize both full names and common abbreviations 
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(e.g. crc = colorectal cancer, hcc = hepatocellular carcinoma, nsclc = non-small cell lung cancer, 
gbm = glioblastoma multiforme). 
Species entities 
Finally, all top-ranked entities predicted by the BioBERT_HUNER_species model in the Lund 
Autophagy-1 dataset were indeed terms referring to species (Figure 3D). This included model 
organisms (e.g. mice, mouse, rat), terms referring to humans (e.g. patient, patients, children), 
species-describing adjectives (e.g. murine), and abbreviated virus names (e.g. hcv, hbv). 
Similar results were seen with the Lund Autophagy-2 dataset. 
 
 

 
 

Figure 3. 15 most frequent entities detected by the (A) BioBERT_HUNER_cell model, (B) 
BioBERT_HUNER_chemical model, (C) BioBERT_HUNER_disease model and (D) the 

B

A BioBERT_HUNER_cell on Lund Autophagy -1

BioBERT_HUNER_cell on Lund Autophagy -2

BioBERT_HUNER_chemical on Lund Autophagy -1

BioBERT_HUNER_chemical on Lund Autophagy -2

C

BioBERT_HUNER_disease on Lund Autophagy- 2

BioBERT_HUNER_disease on Lund Autophagy- 1

D BioBERT_HUNER_species on Lund Autophagy -1

BioBERT_HUNER_species on Lund Autophagy- 2
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BioBERT_HUNER_species model in the autophagy-related datasets. The models are PyTorch 
BioBERT_cased_v1.1 models fine-tuned on the respective HUNER  sub-corpus. The numbers on the 
bar plots indicate the number of times the detected entity occurs within the respective corpus. 
 

Deployment of the NER pipeline for information extraction from CORD-19 

As second use case, the pipeline was deployed on CORD-19, a collection of COVID-19-related 
articles (Figure 4) [3]. Titles and abstracts from the over 700 000 unique CORD-19 records 
were extracted from the metadata file. The protein/gene model correctly identified many 
relevant proteins/gene terms (igg, ace2, cytokine, il-6) but mistakenly included COVID-19 in 
this entity class. Similarly, the cell model misidentified many variants of the term covid-19 in 
addition to correctly detecting cell lines widely used for COVID-19 research (e.g. vero e6, 
a549, calu3). The BioBERT_HUNER_chemical model identified oxygen, alcohol and glucose as 
most commonly found hits. Other frequent entities were the therapeutic drugs, that had been 
explored as treatments, e.g. hydroxychloroquine, vitamin d, remdesivir and dexamethasone. 
The disease model identified several terms directly associated with COVID-19 (e.g. infection, 
coronavirus disease, pneumonia, sars-cov-2 infection, covid-19, acute respiratory syndrome) 
among the most common entities. Other most frequent entities were common diseases such 
as anxiety, cancer, depression, diabetes. The species model most frequently found terms 
describing humans, model organisms, the SARS-CoV2 virus and other viruses. 
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Figure 4. 15 most frequent entities detected by the A) BioBERT_HUNER_cell, B) 
BioBERT_HUNER_chemical, C) BioBERT_HUNER_disease D) BioBERT_HUNER_gene and E) 
BioBERT_HUNER_species models on the CORD-19 abstracts [3]. The models are PyTorch 
BioBERT_cased_v1.1 models fine-tuned on the respective HUNER  sub-corpus. The numbers on the 
bar plots indicate the number of times the detected entity occurs within the respective corpus. 
 

BioBERT_HUNER_gene on CORD-19

BioBERT_HUNER_species on CORD-19

BioBERT_HUNER_disease on CORD-19

BioBERT_HUNER_chemical on CORD-19

BioBERT_HUNER_cell on CORD-19A

B

C

D
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Discussion 

We developed an end-to-end NER pipeline for information extraction from medical texts 
which incorporates neural networks and dictionary-based approaches. It is connected to two 
major collections of medical research articles (PubMed and CORD-19) and detects terms that 
are of broad interest. The pipeline does not require NLP expertise and was designed for 
flexibility, giving users multiple choices for input, tokenization and entity detection and the 
possibility to load their own models or dictionaries.  

The included models were based on BioBERT which has very good performance on medical 
NER tasks [17]. As generalization is a major concern, we fine-tuned BioBERT models on the 
HUNER collection, which aggregates multiple corpora for each entity. Similarly to our work, 
the HUNER sub-corpora have recently been used to train HunFlair [28]. HunFlair performed 
better than our models on the CRAFT corpus but equally or worse for the different entity 
classes in the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus. However, as the HunFlair models were 
trained on the combined HUNER training and test sets, whereas our BioBERT models were 
trained on the combined training and development sets, a direct comparison is not possible. 
While the Flair library is easy to use for NLP experts it is not targeted toward life scientists. 
The same is true for the ScispaCy models, another set of pre-trained medical NER models [32]. 
ScispaCy models were only trained on single corpora, however, and performed more poorly 
than our models on the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus. In contrast to our pipeline, HunFlair 
[28] and ScispaCy do not allow direct access of medical article collections such as PubMed 
and CORD-19 [3].  

Our pipeline generates a ranked list and bar graph, providing an easy results overview and 
publication-ready files. For cases, where multiple entity types are detected in sequential runs 
with separate models, the pipeline includes a module (“Merge entities”) that combines and 
compares the predictions.  

Our pipeline has many applications that can support medical research. For example, it can 
give life scientists insight into proteins/genes reported to participate in a specific cell process 
or signaling pathway. Today, life scientists often rely on pathway databases but these are 
incomplete. By performing NER on research articles related to autophagy-regulators, we 
could thus detect regulators mentioned on the mTOR signaling map in the KEGG database but 
also several key regulators that were not in the map (e.g. p53, vegf, stat3, tfe3, ghrelin).  

A second application of our pipeline is to quickly gain an overview of experimental tools. 
When using the pipeline, we could reveal commonly used cell lines, experimental drugs (e.g. 
mTOR inhibitors) and model organisms for autophagy and COVID-19-related research. Here 
again, the filtering of input articles allows for more nuanced insights. 
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Similarly, researchers can use our pipeline to identify drug candidates for a disease and assess 
the number of articles published on them. As expected, extensively studied drug candidates 
for COVID-19, e.g. hydroxychloroquine, remdesivir and dexamethasone, were among the top 
50 most frequent entities detected by the chemical NER pipeline in the CORD-19 abstracts 
[3]. Alternatively, users could rapidly find proteins/genes mentioned in articles about a 
specific drug. 

These are just a few use examples. For many of these information tasks, excellent 
bioinformatics databases do exist (e.g. protein-protein interaction or gene-disease 
databases), but these are typically incomplete as many rely on manual curation. They are also 
time-consuming to explore as they do not give the user the ability to target their search in the 
same manner as our NER pipeline. The NER pipeline is thus an excellent complement to 
existing databases, allowing the user to customize and speed up their search for information.  

One limitation of the pipeline is that it does not perform named entity linking. Multiple 
spelling variants and synonyms were thus not merged. In many scenarios, there is a dominant 
spelling variant, however, and often variants can easily be identified and harmonized in post-
processing (e.g. by removing hyphens). The conversion to lower case performed by the 
pipeline at least eliminated capitalization variants. Another limitation is that we, like most 
other NER tools, did not train our models to resolve nested entities. Consequently, predictions 
truncate the first entity in a nested expression. Many users will be able to recognize the 
entities despite the truncation, however. 

A limitation of the two case studies is that the ground truth is unknown. Manual inspection 
revealed that a common case of false negatives was the failure to recognize all parts of a 
multi-word entity. In contrast, there were few false positives among the 50 most frequent 
terms and those that were observed (e.g. COVID-19 as cell line) could easily be filtered out. 

 

 

Conclusion 

Our end-to-end NER pipeline can help medical researchers with various information 
extraction tasks without requiring specialist NLP knowledge. It contains BioBERT NER models 
that recognize terms for cells, chemicals/drugs, diseases, genes/proteins, and species and 
dictionaries that can help find COVID-19 or SARS-CoV2 synonyms, including virus variant 
names. The pipeline can also incorporate models and dictionaries provided by the user, 
leading to great flexibility.   

 

 

Supplemental files 
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Supplemental file 2. Size of the Simplified Lund COVID-19 corpus (after merging of original entity 
classes).  
 
Supplemental file 3. Zip file with Jupyter notebook/Scripts for environment setup, gold standard 
corpus acquisition and pre-processing, model training and evaluation. 
 
Supplemental file 4. Zip file with scattertext html files. 
 
Supplemental file 5. BioBERT training curves 
 
Supplemental file 6. Zip folder with text files containing examples of wrongly identified or missed 
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models 
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