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Abstract

To enhance the generalization ability of the model and improve the effectiveness
of the transformer for named entity recognition tasks, the XLNet-Transformer-R
model is proposed in this paper. The XLNet pre-trained model and the Trans-
former encoder with relative positional encodings are combined to enhance the
model’s ability to process long text and learn contextual information to improve
robustness. To prevent overfitting, the R-Drop structure is used to improve
the generalization capability and enhance the accuracy of the model in named
entity recognition tasks. The model in this paper performs ablation experiments
on the MSRA dataset and comparison experiments with other models on four
datasets with excellent performance, demonstrating the strategic effectiveness of
the XLNet-Transformer-R model.

Keywords: named entity recognition, pre-trained model, relative location encoding,
R-Drop structure

1 Introduction

The main task of Named Entity Recognition (NER) is to recognize entities such as
names of people, place names, and proper nouns in a corpus. The NER task is the basis
for many NLP downstream tasks, including knowledge graphs [1], intelligent questions
and answers systems [2], machine translation [3, 4], and information retrieval [5]. In the
early stage, named entity recognition tasks were mainly based on rules and templates
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[6–8], and gradually shifted to statistical machine learning based methods [9–11]. With
the wide application of deep learning techniques, named entity recognition based on
deep learning models [12, 13] is nowadays gradually becoming a mainstream party.
Jason et al [12] proposed Bidirectional LSTM-CNNs architecture to automatically
detect word and character-level features, eliminating the need for most feature engi-
neering; Gregoric et al. [14] used multiple independent Bi-LSTM units at the same
input end to enhance the model effect. Ma et al [15] fused the input layer for words
with all matched lexical information based on the Lattice-LSTM model.The emergence
of Transformer has rapidly boosted researchers’ research on NER [16, 17]. However,
it was found that Transformer is not very effective for NER tasks directly due to the
inability to obtain relative positional information between words due to the position
encoding method [18]. Zheng Honghao et al [19] proposed an improved Transformer
encoder method for named entity recognition, which improved the absolute positional
encodings in the Transformer to relative positional encodings. effectively improving
the effect of the NER task. li et al [20] used BERT to generate word vectors dynami-
cally and experimentally proved that the replacement with dynamic word vectors has
better performance. From the research literature, named entity recognition based on
deep learning is more effective, but the model generalization ability is not good and
often produces overfitting in the training of domain entity recognition, and the verti-
cal domination research and generalization of the model in named entity recognition
still deserve in-depth research.

In this paper, we propose the XLNet-Transformer-R model. The XLNet pre-
training model is used as the encoder layers, and the Transform-XL feature extractor
is used to enhance the feature extraction and fusion ability in long text. The Trans-
former with relative positional encodings is used as the positional encoder layers so
that the model captures the relative positional information of the input sequence and
enhances the model’s perception of the input sequence, while the R-Drop structure is
used to reduce the occurrence of overfitting and enhance the generalization ability of
the model.

2 Related Work

2.1 XLNET pre-training model

After BERT [21] was proposed, researchers applied it to the NER task [22, 23] and
made a great breakthrough. An important reason why BERT can obtain natural lan-
guage understanding ability is the use of the Masked Language Model (MLM), but
since Mask tokens in MLM training do not appear in the actual inference results, this
can lead to errors in prediction. Google proposed XLNet [24] to solve this problem.
The XLNet fuses the autoencoding training method of BERT and the autoregressive
training method of GPT [25] and proposes the Permutation Language Model (PLM),
which uses a permutation autoregressive training method to overcome the negative
effects of Mask tagging in the autoencoding training approach are overcome. To coop-
erate with this replacement autoregressive training approach, a two-stream attention
is proposed, using one attention mechanism for the above information and one for
the below information. In addition, XLNet introduces the Transformer-XL recurrence

2



mechanism to enable the model to better access long-distance contextual informa-
tion and enhance its ability to handle long texts. The permutation language model,
the two-stream attention, and the recurrence mechanism together constitute the three
main mechanisms of the XLNet model.

2.2 Relative Positional Encodings

Transformer uses fixed absolute positional encodings, and for each input vector,
the word embedding vector is summed by the encoder with the absolute positional
encoding, as shown in Eq.(1).

ci = ei + pi (1)

However, the absolute positional encodings only undertake the task of differentia-
tion and have no direction. In the NER task, the directional pointing between entities
is particularly important, and the attention score between the input vector and the
vector is as shown in Eq.(2), and Eq.(3) can be obtained by expanding Eq.(2).

Aij = QKT (2)

Aij = eiW
Q(WK)T eTl + eiW

Q(WK)T pTl + piW
Q(WK)T eTl + piW

Q(WK)T pTl (3)

According to Eq. (3), only the last three items contain the position vector, and the
second and third items only contain the absolute position of the ıth and lth elements
respectively. According to the research in literature [26], the fourth item cannot reflect
the relative positional information, so Transformer encoder cannot reflect the relative
position of input information.

In this paper, we refer to the work of Shaw et al. [27], which adds relative positional
encodings to Transformers. Assuming that the relative distance of the input sequence
does not exceed k, the relative positions of the matrix and the elements of the matrix
sequence are calculated by Eq.(4) and Eq.(5), respectively, and the relative distances
between the elements are calculated by Eq.(6).

aKil ∈ wK
rel(l−i,k) (4)

aVil ∈ wV
rel(l−i,k) (5)

rel(x, k) = max(−k,min(k, x)) (6)

For two relative positional encoding aKil , a
V
il , through the training to learn their

own matrix, as shown in Eq. (7) and Eq. (8).

wK = (wK
−k, ...,w

K
k ) (7)

wV = (wV
−k, ...,w

V
k ) (8)

The constructed relative position matrix is fused with the multi-headed self-
attentive mechanism to form a structure with directional information, as shown in Eq.
(9) and Eq. (10).

Ail = Qi(Kl + aKil )
T

(9)

Ail = Qi(Kl + aKil )
T

(10)
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Where Ail is the attention score, the relative positional encoding information is
integrated into the multi-head word attention mechanism in the above way, so that
the model can capture the relative positional information of the input sequence and
enhance the perception ability of the model to the input sequence.

3 XLNet-Transformer-R model

In this paper, the XLNet pre-trained model is used as the encoding layer, the Trans-
former with relative positional encoding is used as the positional encoding layer, and
the R-Drop structure is combined to construct the XLNet-Transformer-R model for
the named entity recognition tasks. The training data is input embedded and encoded
through XLNet, and the relative position is embedded into the feature encodings out-
put of XLNet through the Transformer encoder with relative positional encodings to
ensure that there is relative positional information in the features. The R-Drop struc-
ture is used to enhance the generalization ability of the model. XLNet - Transformer
- R model structure is shown in Figure 1.

XLNet

Softmax Softmax

Transformer encorder Transformer encorder

R-Drop 

structure

Calculate the KL 

divergence total loss

Embed relative 

positional information

K LL

Fig. 1 XLNet-Transformer-R model structure

By integrating the R-Drop structure into the named entity recognition model, the
Transformer model with relative positional encoding has different structures, similar
to bagging training, which increases the generalization ability of the model.

3.1 XLNET Displacement Autoregressive Model

3.1.1 Permutation Autoregressionm

The mask matrix is used in Transformer to realize the unification of single term cod-
ing and bidirectional coding,but the training of unidirectional coding and bidirectional
coding are independent of each other in the training process. Permutation Language
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Model (PLM) skillfully combines one-way encoding training and k-bidirectional encod-
ing training by permutation autoregressive method. This is done by first shuffling the
input sequence and then using a one-way encoding mechanism to predict the last 15%
of the input sequence. An example is as follows:

The original order: it’s | a | gread | day, 1|2|3|4
The replacement order: gread | a | day | it’s, 3|2|4|1
For the word order after permutation, only a special mask matrix is needed to

mask, and then one-way coding training is performed. The mask matrix is shown
in Figure 2.Although unidirectional encoding can only notice the information of the
previous word, the permutation operation can make the current word see its own
context information with a high probability, so as to achieve the effect of bidirectional
encoding.

1

2

3

4

1 2 3 4

Order of elements:

3 → 2 → 4 → 1

Fig. 2 The mask matrix in PLM

As can be seen from Figure 2, since position 1 ”it’s” is placed on position 4 after
permutation, it can see all the previous word information, that is, the orange dot
position in the first row of Figure 2. Similarly, since the position of ”of” in position
2 remains unchanged after replacement, it can see the content in position 1 after
replacement, namely ”weather”, and so on, the PLM mask matrix can be generated.

3.1.2 Two-Stream Attention Mechanism

The mask matrix in PLM is different from the mask matrix in GPT. The mask matrix
in PLM masks itself and all the future information. Because the embedded information
of the position to be predicted is not encoded, the information disappearance problem
arises, for example:

First layer : e3 | e2 | e4 | e1
Second layer : x3 | x2 | x4 | x1
· · ·
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N layer : o3 | o2 | o4 | o1
For x3, the encoding information of x3 only contains the information before e3, but

does not contain e3 itself. When calculating x2, the information of e3 itself needs to be
used, but x3 does not contain the information of e3, so there is a problem of missing
information in the encoding of x2. This situation becomes very serious as the number
of layers in the network increases. In order to solve this problem, the two-stream
attention mechanism is adopted in XLNet to alleviate the above problems.

The two streams refer to content stream and query stream. The content stream
is represented by h. The mask of content stream is similar to that of Transformer
decoder, and the embedded information of the position to be predicted is taken into
account when calculating multiple self-attention. The query stream is represented by
g , and the mask of the query stream is set according to the PLM training mask. The
position to be predicted can only see the previous information, not the information of
itself and the future. As shown in Figure 3.

h1
(0) g1

(0) h2
(0) g2

(0) h3
(0) g3

(0) h4
(0) g4

(0)

Q K, V

Attention

h1
(1) g1

(1)

h1
(0) g1

(0) h2
(0) g2

(0) h3
(0) g3

(0) h4
(0) g4

(0)

Q K, V

Attention

h1
(1) g1

(1)

e(x1) w e(x2) w e(x3) w e(x4) w

Masked Two-stream Attention

h1
(1) g1

(1) h2
(1) g2

(1) h3
(1) g3

(1) h4
(1) g4

(1)

内容信息流

查询信息流

Masked Two-stream Attention

h1
(2) g1

(2) h2
(2) g2

(2) h3
(2) g3

(2) h4
(2) g4

(2)

x1 x2 x3 x4

元素顺序

3 → 2 → 4 → 1

Fig. 3 Two-Stream Self-Attention

It can be seen from the figure that the calculation process of the two-stream

self-attention mechanism is: firstly, the initial content stream h
(0)
i is the word vector

embedded in e(xi); the initial qurty stream g
(0)
i is the variable w; the superscript rep-

resents the 0th layer encoder; the encoder calculation is shown in equations (11) and
(12).

g(m)
zt = Attention(Q = g(m−1)

zt ,KV = h(m−1)
z<t

; (11)

h(m)
zt = Attention(Q = h(m−1)

zt ,KV = h(m−1)
z<=t

; (12)

Where zt represents the current position, z<t represents the forward information
without the current position, and z<=t represents the forward information including
the current position. When calculating the content information flow, hi uses the same
multi-head self-attention calculation method as the Transformer decoder, and the
encoding carries the character embedding information of the current position. gi does
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not carry its own embedding information when calculating the encoding, but only
carries its own position information. The dual-stream self-attention mechanism saves
content information through an additional information preservation stream, solving
the problem of information loss in PLM training.

3.1.3 Transformer-XL

Transformer-XL (Transformer eXtra Long) is a model proposed by Google in 2019 to
address the issue of processing long texts in BERT. Compared to RNN, Transformer
can capture long-term dependencies, but it requires more intermediate information to
be stored, which increases with sequence length. If the text is too long, Transformer
can quickly cause memory overflow. Due to this performance issue, BERT splits con-
tinuous text into segments of 512 words, which solves the memory issue but severely
damages the long-term dependency relationships within the text. For example, The
little girl is holding ice cream —her mother bought it for her ,if ”the little girl” and
”her” are not in the same segment, the encoding of ”her” will not be able to merge
with the information of ”the little girl”. Transformer-XL introduces a recurrent state
mechanism similar to RNN, first dividing the text into segments of fixed length 512,
introducing a state variable ”memory”, and saving the encoding information of the
previous segment into memory, which is used for the encoding of the next segment.
This way, the information from the previous segment can be captured by the next
segment, allowing the paragraph information to be transmitted in the encoder across
time steps and obtaining long-term dependency relationships. The transmission of
information between segments is shown in Figure 4.

Segment  T Segment  T+1

Transformer 

Encoder

Transformer 

Encoder

Output T

Transformer 

Encoder

Transformer 

Encoder

Output T

Memory

Memory
… … … … N×

Fig. 4 Transformer-XL inter-segment information transfer

After introducing the segment recurrence mechanism, Transformer-XL encoun-
tered the issue of position encoding. In Transformer, absolute position encoding is
used, where the position encoding for each segment is the same for the same position.
However, in the segment recurrence mechanism, the position of the first word in para-
graph 1 and the position 1 word in paragraph 2 have a temporal relationship, and the
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position encoding for the same position in two different segments cannot be the same.
Therefore, Transformer-XL uses sine relative positional encoding.

XLNet uses the segment recurrence mechanism from Transformer-XL and can cap-
ture long-term dependencies compared to the BERT model. The illustration of how
XLNet captures long-term dependencies is shown in Figure 5.

x1 x2 x3 x4mem(0)

h1
(1)

h2
(1) h3

(1) h4
(1)mem(1)

h1
(2)

h2
(2) h3

(2) h4
(2)

x3

x1 x2 x3 x4mem(0)

h1
(1)

h2
(1) h3

(1) h4
(1)mem(1)

h1
(2)

h2
(2) h3

(2) h4
(2)

x3

The permutation order：1 → 4 → 2 → 3

The permutation order：3 → 2 → 4 → 1

x1 x2 x3 x4mem(0)

h1
(1)

h2
(1) h3

(1) h4
(1)mem(1)

h1
(2)

h2
(2) h3

(2) h4
(2)

x3

The permutation order：2 → 4 → 3 → 1

x1 x2 x3 x4mem(0)

h1
(1)

h2
(1) h3

(1) h4
(1)mem(1)

h1
(2)

h2
(2) h3

(2) h4
(2)

x3

The permutation order：4 → 3 → 1 → 2

Fig. 5 XLNet captures long-term dependencies

The XLNet model greatly improves the feature extraction and fusion capabilities
in long texts by integrating the feature extractor from Transformer-XL.

3.2 R-Drop structure

Named entity recognition based on deep learning is excellent, but the generalization
ability of the model is not good, which often produces overfitting in the training of
domain entity recognition. To improve this situation, the R-Drop structure [28] will
be introduced in this paper to enhance the generalization ability of the model, and
the R-Drop structure is shown in Figure 6.

For the same training data, feeding the data into two different Dropout structures
results in different data distributions, approximating the two paths as two different
models. Multiple outputs obtained through R-Drop are first used to compute cross-
entropy loss as shown in Equation (13), and then total loss can be calculated using
KL divergence, which is shown in Equation (14).

LCE
i = − logP θ

1 (yi|xi)− logP θ
2 (yi|xi) (13)

(P θ
1 (yi|xi)||P θ

2 (yi|xi)) +KL(P θ
2 (yi|xi)||P θ

1 (yi|xi)) (14)
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Fig. 6 R-Drop structure

The KL divergence serves to hope that the outputs of different Dropout models
are as consistent as possible. Finally, the final Loss can be obtained by weighting the
two Losses, as shown in equation (15).

Li = LCE
i + αLKL

i (15)

In the actual training process, the method used is not to feed the same input into
the same model twice. To save training time, the common practice is to copy the
training data directly, and the batch size will be directly doubled, which can greatly
save training time, but the model complexity rises rapidly, and the training time of
each step will increase, but the total time will be shortened.

4 Experimental design and result analysis

4.1 Dataset and model parameter settings

This experiment selects MSRA, Resume, OntoNotes4.0 and Weibo datasets for gen-
eral domain NER task training, and uses the entity set in the data structure direction
open-sourced by the School of Data Science, East China Normal University for vertical
domain NER task training. The MSRA [29] dataset is a public dataset from Microsoft,
including three types of entities: personal name, place name, and organization name.
Resume [30] is a Chinese resume dataset, containing eight types of entities including
country, education institution, personal name, organization name, place name, occu-
pation, position, and ethnicity. OntoNotes4.0 [31] is a large-scale multilingual NER
training dataset, and this article only takes the Chinese part of the dataset. The
Weibo dataset [32] is a social media dataset that contains four types of entities: place
name, personal name, organization name, and geopolitical. The NER training set
open-sourced by the School of Data Science, East China Normal University, includes
named entities and relations in middle school mathematics, high school mathematics,
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and data structures. This article selects the data structure direction training set for
training. The detailed information of the training set is shown in Table 1.

Table 1 Detailed information of named entity recognition training set

Dataset The total sen-
tence

Number of sen-
tences in the
training set

Number of sen-
tences in the
validation set

Number of sen-
tences in the
test set

MSRA 46400 46400 - -
Resume 4740 3800 460 480
OntoNotes4.0 24300 15700 4300 4300
Weibo 1940 1400 270 270
Open source
dataset of East
China Normal
University

176919 66497 - 110422

Data set labeling rules all use BMES labeling rules, where B is the beginning
position of the entity, M is the middle of the entity, E is the end of the entity, and S
is the single-word entity.

The experimental model uses the XLNet-Transformer-R structural model, and the
XLNet pre-trained model using the XLNet model pre-trained on encyclopedia and
news data using 5.4B word count in Xunfei Lab of Harbin Institute of Technology
is used as the embedding layer. A 12-layer self-attentive mechanism with 8 heads is
used in the Transformer with relative positional encoding, and the maximum relative
encoding distance of relative position encoding is dynamically adjusted from 1 to 15.
The model is optimized using the Adam optimizer with a preheated learning rate
mechanism. The learning rate is set to an initial score of 0.002, and the Dropout
of the two R-Drop branches is set to 0.85. The training data are collated and the
experimental results are compared on all comparison models.

4.2 Analysis of experimental results for generic domain data
training

In this paper, ablation experiments are first conducted on the XLNet-Transformer-R
model on the MSRA dataset, and the ablation experimental results are obtained by
comparing the model without R-Drop structure, the model without relative position
encoding and other encoder models, and the results show that the encoder, relative
position encoding strategy of the XLNet-Transformer-R model and R-Drop structure
are effective. The experimental results are shown in Table 2.

From the ablation experimental results, compared with the XLNet-Transformer
model without relative positional encodings and R-Drop structure, the F1 score of
the model in this paper is improved by 5%, and the addition of relative positional
encodings strategy improves the F1 score by about 4%, and the addition of R-Drop
structure improves the F1 score by about 2%, which proves the XLNet-Transformer-R
model’s strategy effectiveness.

This paper compared the XLNet-Transformer-R model with the Lattice LSTM
model [30], the FLAT model [33], the XLNet-Transformer P-CRF model [19], and the
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Table 2 XLNet-Transformer-R ablation experiments

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
XLNet-GRU 88.23 88.19 88.21

XLNet-BiLSTM 89.98 86.75 88.34
XLNet-Transformer(Absolute positional encodings) 88.56 86.11 87.32
XLNet-Transformer (Relative positional encodings) 90.23 93.57 91.87

XLNet-Transformer-R (Absolute positional encodings) 90.02 87.39 88.69
XLNet-Transformer-R (Relative positional encodings) (this paper) 92.07 94.01 93.03

model described in Reference [34] on four datasets. The comparative experimental
results on the four datasets are shown in Table 3, Table 4, Table 5, and Table 6.

Table 3 Comparative experiments on the MSRA dataset

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
Lattice LSTM 93.57 92.79 93.18
Reference [34] 94.01 92.93 93.47

FLAT - - 94.35
XLNet-Transformer P-CRF 93.64 96.63 95.11

XLNet-Transformer-R 92.07 94.01 93.03

Table 4 Comparison experiments on Resume dataset

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
Lattice LSTM 94.81 94.11 94.46

FLAT - - 94.93
XLNet-Transformer P-CRF 96.23 97.18 96.70

XLNet-Transformer-R 96.45 97.23 96.84

From the above experimental results, the XLNet-Transformer-R model is superior
to the Lattice LSTM model, the FLAT model, and the model in reference [34]. It has
higher precision and F1 score than the XLNet-Transformer P-CRF model. The F1
Score bar chart of the algorithms is shown in Figure 7.

From the figure, we can see that the XLNet-Transformer-R model performs well on
the four test sets, which proves the effectiveness of the XLNet-Transformer-R model.

4.3 Analysis of experimental results of vertical domain data

In this paper, the XLNet-Transformer-R model is trained using the publicly available
data structure direction NER training set from the Data Institute of East China
Normal University, and the data in the dataset are labeled in BIO, and this paper first
preprocesses the dataset to convert the data to BMES labeling. The same parameter
settings as those used for training the generic domain data are used, and the results
of the comparison experiments are shown in Table 7.

As can be seen from Table 7, the F1 score of the XLNet-Transformer-R model in
the data structure direction test set are better than the other two comparison models,
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Table 5 Comparative experiments on OntoNotes4.0 dataset

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
Lattice LSTM 76.35 71.65 73.88
Reference [34] 75.06 74.52 74.79

FLAT - - 75.70
XLNet-Transformer P-CRF 76.68 84.80 80.54

XLNet-Transformer-R 79.34 83.16 81.21

Table 6 Comparative experiments on microblog datasets

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
Reference [34] 67.31 48.61 56.45
Lattice LSTM - - 58.79

FLAT - - 63.42
XLNet-Transformer P-CRF 68.34 74.88 71.46

XLNet-Transformer-R 70.23 74.68 72.39

Fig. 7 Comparison experimental bar chart

which proves that the XLNet-Transformer-R model still has good performance in the
vertical domain.

5 Conclusion

This article proposes the XLNet-Transformer-R model. The XLNet pre-training model
is used as the encoding layer to solve the mutual dependency between Mark words.
The inclusion of Transform-XL allows for the retrieval of longer distance informa-
tion. The relative positional encodings is integrated into the multi-head self-attention
mechanism to capture the relative positional relationships of the input sequence and
enhance the model’s perception ability. The R-Drop structure is introduced to enhance

12



Table 7 Comparison of experimental results of vertical domain data training

Model Precise (%) Recall (%) F1 Score (%)
Lattice LSTM 91.30 90.28 90.79
BiLSTM-CRF 90.76 88.47 89.23

XLNet-Transformer-R(this paper) 95.83 92.89 94.34

the model’s generalization ability. Through ablation and comparative experiments
on a general domain dataset, the effectiveness of the XLNet-Transformer-R model
strategy is demonstrated. Comparative experiments on a vertical domain dataset also
demonstrate that the model performs well in vertical domains.
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