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Abstract. Aspect Sentiment Triplet Extraction (ASTE) aims to extract
the triplet of an aspect term, an opinion term, and their corresponding
sentiment polarity from the review texts. Due to the complexity of lan-
guage and the existence of multiple aspect terms and opinion terms in a
single sentence, current models often confuse the connections between an
aspect term and the opinion term describing it. To address this issue, we
propose a pairing enhancement approach for ASTE, which incorporates
contrastive learning during the training stage to inject aspect-opinion
pairing knowledge into the triplet extraction model. Experimental results
demonstrate that our approach performs well on four ASTE datasets
(i.e., 14lap, 14res, 15res and 16res) compared to several related classical
and state-of-the-art triplet extraction methods. Moreover, ablation stud-
ies conduct an analysis and verify the advantage of contrastive learning
over other pairing enhancement approaches.

Keywords: Contrastive learning · Aspect sentiment triplet extraction ·
Generative model

1 Introduction

Aspect-based Sentiment Analysis (ABSA) is an aggregation of several fine-
grained sentiment analysis tasks, which involves identifying various aspect-level
sentiment elements, including aspect terms, aspect categories, opinion terms, and
sentiment polarities [18]. Aspect Sentiment Triplet Extraction (ASTE) is a re-
cently proposed subtask of ABSA by Peng et al. [7], aiming to extract sentiment
triplets consisting of an aspect, an opinion, and their corresponding sentiment
polarity. Figure 1 shows an example of ASTE.

Given the strong relevance between the subtasks of ABSA, several stud-
ies focus on designing unified generation templates and leveraging pre-trained
sequence-to-sequence language models to perform multiple tasks simultaneously
[14, 19]. Such methods offer a relatively simple way to generate triplets end-to-
end without any modifying of the pre-trained models. However, they often fail to
match aspects with their corresponding opinions accurately in sentences contain-
ing multiple aspects or opinions. This results in poor performance of the triplet
extraction task. As demonstrated in Figure 1, the review text contains three
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Aspect terms:
Opinion terms:
Triplets:

Predictions: 

prawns, batter, walnuts
fresh, crispiness, crunchy, tasty
(prawns, fresh, positive); (batter, crispiness, positive); (walnuts, crunchy, 
positive); (walnuts, tasty, positive)
(prawns, fresh, positive); (prawns, crispiness, positive); (walnuts, crunchy, 
positive); (walnuts, tasty, positive)

positive positive

positive

so about the prawns , they were fresh and had a slight crispiness about the batter ... soooo 
good ... the walnuts were cut in smaller pieces and very crunchy and tasty .

Fig. 1. An example of ASTE. The prediction results are generated by [19].

aspect terms and four opinion terms. Specifically, the opinion term “crispiness”
is used to describe the aspect term “batter”. However, since the model does not
consider constraining the pairing process when generating triples, it mistakenly
matches “crispiness” with “prawns”.

To address this issue, we propose a novel pairing information enhancement
approach for ASTE in training stage, where we adopt contrastive learning [16,17]
to explicitly inject aspect-opinion pairing knowledge into ASTE model. Specif-
ically, we first design descriptions about the pairing information between the
aspect and opinion terms and encode the descriptions with an independent en-
coder. Then, the dense representations of the aspect-opinion pairs are extracted
from the encoding outputs of the triplet extraction model. At last, we leverage
the contrastive learning objective to push together the matched (mismatched)
aspect and opinion and the description of pair (unpair) in the same vector space,
while pushing away the matched (mismatched) against the description of unpair
(pair). Experimental results show that our approach performs well on four ASTE
datasets (e.g., 14lap, 14res, 15res, 16res) compared to several related classical
and state-of-the-art triplet extraction methods. Moreover, ablation studies fur-
ther confirm the effectiveness and advantage of our approach in enhancing the
pairing ability of the model. These findings suggest that it is crucial to improve
the pairing ability when aiming to enhance the performance of triplet extraction
models, and our approach achieves this effectively.

To summarize, our main contributions include the following:

• We propose a pairing information enhancement approach for the ASTE task,
which has proven to be successful in improving the performance of triplet
extraction by enhancing the pairing process.

• Given the effectiveness of contrastive learning in semantic representation
learning, we apply it between the pair type description embeddings and
term pair embeddings, which enables the triple extraction models to obtain
semantic knowledge related to pair matching. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work to optimize the pair-matching process for ASTE via
contrastive learning.



A Pairing Information Augmentation Approach for ASTE 3

• Experimental results on four ASTE datasets show that our methods outper-
forms the state-of-the-art triplet extraction approaches.

2 Related Work

Span-based models are one of the effective methods for extracting triplets [2,12].
Additionally, machine reading comprehension is also used to solve the triplet ex-
traction problem [1]. The aforementioned studies are all pipeline-based, which
can potentially lead to error propagation. However, joint learning-based ap-
proaches can solve this problem well. Some researchers design unified anno-
tation schemes, such as the position-aware tagging scheme [13] and the grid
tagging scheme (GTS) [11]. Other researchers adopt generative frameworks to
mine the rich label semantics deeply. Mukherjee et al. [6] extended the encoder-
decoder architecture with a pointer network-based decoding framework. Zhang
et al. [19] employed the pre-trained T5 model as the generation model, and im-
ported annotation-style and extraction-style modeling paradigms. Han et al. [14]
exploited BART to solve all ABSA subtasks in an end-to-end framework. The
approach of employing pre-trained sequence-to-sequence language models to gen-
erate triplets is relatively simple, much of the research focuses on designing a
unified generative template to satisfy multiple ABSA tasks. However, due to the
complexity of language and the existence of multiple aspects and opinions in a
single sentence, these models often confuse the connections.

3 Method

Our new approach that leverages contrastive learning to explicitly inject pairing
knowledge into the triplet extraction model includes three main steps: (1) we
extract the dense representations of the terms from the encoding outputs of
the triplet extraction model; (2) we design descriptions that indicate whether
an aspect term and opinion term match and encode them with an independent
encoder; (3) based on the description embeddings and pair embeddings, we adopt
contrastive learning objective to enhance the ability of the model to pair aspect
and opinion terms. Figure 2 provides an overview of the proposed approach.

3.1 Task Formulation

Given an input sentence X = {x1, ..., xn} with n words, the goal of ASTE model

is to extract a set of triplets T = {(a, o, s)i}
∣T ∣
i=1 from X, where a and o denote

aspect term and opinion term, respectively. The sentiment polarity s of the given
aspect can be positive, neutral or negative.

3.2 Triplet Extraction

Following the framework proposed by Zhang et al. [19], we leverage the T5 [10],
an encoder-decoder-based model pre-trained on a multi-task mixture of unsu-
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hpair hunpair 

[hGood;hfood] [hclean;hplace] [hGood;hplace] [hclean;hfood]

 unpair description

 pair description

[CLS] description      [SEP]

Description Encoder

Feed Forward

hcls

(opinion)

Good food , clean place

(aspect) (opinion) (aspect)

T5 Encoder

Feed Forward

hGood hfood h, hclean hplace

+ + + +

Feed Forward

T5 Decoder

(Good, food, positive); (clean, place, positive)

Pull together

Push away

Fig. 2. The overall architecture of our approach. The description encoder and T5
encoder are used to encode the description of whether a pair is matched and the
input text, respectively. We use the vector corresponding to [CLS] as the description
representation. We apply pooling and concatenation operations to obtain the final
term pair representations from the text encoder. By contrastive learning, we minimize
the distance between the description corresponding to pair and true term pairs and
maximize it with false term pairs.

pervised and supervised tasks, to formulate the triplet extraction task in a gen-
erative manner. Traditional methods use task-specific classification networks to
model and predict sentiment terms and tendencies. These methods make pre-
dictions in a discriminative manner and use the class indices as labels, which
often ignores the rich semantics within the labels. In contrast, generative meth-
ods decode a single sequence that contains triplets, including aspects, opinions,
and sentiment polarities, enabling a deeper exploration of the semantics, thus
providing a more effective solution to the triplet extraction problem.
Encoder The T5 encoder is used to encode the input review text X into the
hidden representation H

e
, which contains the semantics of X:

H
e
= T5Encoder(x1, ..., xn), (1)

where H
e
∈ Rn×d

, and d is the hidden dimension.
Decoder Following Zhang et al. [19], the output paradigm is divided into an-
notation style and extraction style. For annotation style, each aspect term is
annotated with its corresponding opinion terms and sentiment polarity, i.e., [as-
pect ∣ opinion ∣ sentiment polarity]. For extraction style, the target is the triplets
concatenation outputs. An example is shown below:

• Input: Nice keyboard, battery and screen work ok.
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• Target (Annotation-style): Nice [keyboard ∣ positive ∣ Nice], [battery ∣
neutral ∣ ok] and [screen ∣ neutral ∣ ok] work ok.

• Target (Extraction-style): (keyborad, Nice, postive); (battery, ok, neu-
tral); (screen, ok, neutral).

To generate the outputs defined above, the T5 decoder takes the encoder
outputsH

e
and the previous decoder outputs Y<t as inputs to get current decoder

output h
d
t . Then, h

d
t is passed through a fully connected softmax layer and

mapped to the vocabulary distribution:

h
d
t = T5Decoder(He

, Y<t), (2)

Pt = softmax(Wvh
d
t + bv), (3)

where h
d
t ∈ Rd

, Wv and bv are learnable parameters.
Triplet Generation Objective We utilize the cross-entropy function to cal-
culate the loss:

Le = −
n

∑
i

yi log(Pi) + (1 − yi)log(1 − Pi), (4)

where yi is the ground truth label, representing the aspect term, opinion term,
sentiment label or other component in the target output.

3.3 Pair Contrastive Learning

Description Embeddings We define D = {Dpair, Dunpair} as the set of de-
scriptions indicating whether the aspect terms and opinion terms match, derived
from prototypical instances. Given a description Dk with m words, we employ
BERT [4] to learn the sequence representation:

h
Dk

[CLS] = BERT({d1, ..., dm}), (5)

where h[CLS] is the output of BERT corresponding to [CLS]. Then, a linear layer
is used to obtain the final representation for the description Dk.

dk = Wdh
Dk

[CLS] + bd, (6)

where dk ∈ Rd
, Wd and bd are learnable parameters.

Term Pair Embeddings To generate positive and negative pair instances,
according to the position index I ∈ {0, ..., n} of aspects and opinions in the
input X, we first extract the dense representations of the aspect terms ha and
opinion terms ho from the encoding outputs H

e
:

ha = f(He[Iastart
∶ Iaend

]), (7)

ho = f(He[Iostart
∶ Ioend

]), (8)
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where ha,ho ∈ Rd
is the dense representation of aspect terms and opinion terms.

f: Rd×n
→ Rd×1

is a average pooling function that maps n output vectors to 1
representative vector. Then, we perform a linear function on the concatenation
of ha and ho:

hc = Ws(ha ⊕ ho) + bs, (9)

where hc ∈ Rd
is the final representation of term pairs, Ws and bs are learnable

parameters.

(opinion)

Good food , clean place

(aspect) (opinion) (aspect)

Text Encoding & Term Vectors Extraction 

Term Pair Samples Construction 

Apply Pair Matching Approach

Contrastive 
Learning with 

another Encoder

Random 
Selection

Linear 
Function

Fig. 3. Application of different pairing information enhancement approaches on the
triplet extraction model.

Contrastive Learning Objective To implement pairing information enhance-
ment, we test three approaches to match the known aspect terms and opinion
terms, namely random selection, linear function and contrastive learning. The
framework is shown in Figure 3. The experimental results are presented in Sec-
tion 4.6. In the end, we chose contrastive learning with the best performance.

During contrastive learning, we force the representation of pair and unpair
descriptions dk to be similar with the positive aspect-opinion term pairs, and to
be dissimilar with the negative term pairs：

Lc = −log
e
sim(hc,dk)/τ

esim(hc,dk)/τ +∑h′
∈H−

k
esim(h′,dk)/τ

, (10)

where the pair corresponding to hc belongs to pair type Dk, h
′
is the set of

all negative pairs, dk is the pair type description, and τ is the temperature
coefficient. Since the desriptions represent the central point of pair (unpair),
they contain rich pairing-related semantic information. By employing contrastive
learning, the pair composed of aspect and opinion extracted by T5 can learn
this information, thus facilitating the extraction of valuable features for pairing.
Consequently, this enables the generation of more accurate triplets.



A Pairing Information Augmentation Approach for ASTE 7

3.4 Training

Finally, we combine the above loss functions to form the loss objective of our
approach:

L = αLe + βLc, (11)

where α and β are scalar hyperparameters.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup

We evaluate our approach on ASTE-Data-V2 released by Xu et al. [13], which
includes three datasets of restaurant domain (i.e., 14res, 15res, and 16res) and
one dataset of laptop domain (i.e., 14lap). These datasets originally come from
SemEval Challenges [5, 8, 9]. The statistics are shown in Table 1, each dataset
contains numerous examples of multi-aspect terms, multi-opinion terms, as well
as combinations of both multi-aspect and multi-opinion terms.

Table 1. The statistics of ASTE-Data-V2. (□, ◦, ♡, and ◇ denote the number of
sentences, triplets containing more than one aspect, triplets containing more than one
opinion, and triplets containing more than one aspect and opinion, respectively.)

Dataset
14lap 14res 15res 16res

□ ◦ ♡ ◇ □ ◦ ♡ ◇ □ ◦ ♡ ◇ □ ◦ ♡ ◇

train 906 265 274 178 1266 533 557 429 605 183 239 155 857 244 319 210
val 219 59 69 42 310 123 132 98 148 49 64 41 210 65 77 50
test 328 103 111 70 492 228 245 187 322 82 98 68 326 91 119 76

4.2 Implementation Details

We implement our approach based on GAS [19] repository and follow their work
to choose T5 [10] as the pre-trained language model. We employ the prediction
normalization strategy presented by GAS. The description encoder is initialized
using BERT-base-cased

1
. The output size of the linear layer is set to 128, and the

initial temperature parameter is 0.07. Our model is trained using the AdamW
optimizer with a learning rate of 3e-4. We apply a dropout rate of 0.5 and a
batch size of 16, and the model is trained up to 20 epochs. The weights for the
loss function are set to α=0.9 and β=0.1. We use F1 scores to evaluate the triplet
extraction performance. We report the average score of five runs.

1
https://huggingface.co/bert-base-cased
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4.3 Baselines

We compare the performance of our approach with the following baselines:

– Peng-two-stage [7], a two-stage framework, which extracted aspect-
sentiment pairs and opinion terms in the first stage, followed by Cartesian
product pairing and classification in the second stage.

– GTS-BERT [11], a unified grid tagging scheme, which designed an inference
strategy to exploit mutual indications between different opinion factors.

– S
3
E

2
[3], a model based on vanilla GTS and represented semantic and syn-

tactic relations between word pairs by a graph neural network to enhance
the triplet extraction performance.

– BMRC [1], a method that converted the ASTE task into a multi-turn ma-
chine reading comprehension (MRC) task with well-designed queries.

– ASTE-RL [15], a model that treated the aspects and opinions as arguments
of sentiment in a hierarchical reinforcement learning framework.

– BART-ABSA [14], a generative method that converted the ASTE task
into the index generation problem through the BART model.

– GAS [19], a method that employed the T5 model as the generation model,
and imported annotation style and extraction style modeling paradigms.

4.4 Main Results

The experimental results on ASTE-Data-V2 are shown in Table 2. To make a fair
comparison with GAS [19], we implement our approach on both extraction style
and annotation style output templates. It is worth noting that our approach out-
performs other studies among all the baselines considered. On the 14lap, 14res,
15res, and 16res datasets in extraction style, our approach achieves an F1 score
increase of 0.90%, 0.37%, 0.68%, and 1.28%, respectively, compared to GAS.
Similarly, for annotation style, we also increase the F1 scores by 7.19%, 3.17%,
2.52%, and 2.29%, respectively. These results indicate that enhancing pairing
information is essential for solving the ASTE task, while the training process
of vanilla T5 does not consider controlling aspect-opinion pairing, introducing
contrastive learning enables the model to learn such information.

4.5 Effectiveness of Pairing Information Enhancement

To prove that the improved performance of triplet extraction shown in Table 2
is indeed due to the enhancement of pairing tasks, that is, contrastive learning
is effective for improving the pairing accuracy, we conduct experiments on the
Aspect Opinion Pair Extraction (AOPE) task. Table 3 displays the results with
and without employing contrastive learning. The table illustrates that the pair-
ing performance has significantly improved with the introduction of contrastive
learning, regardless of the annotation style or extraction style. This highlights
the importance of implementing pairing information enhancement.
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Table 2. Benchmark evaluation results on ASTE-Data-V2 (F1-score, %). All baseline
results are from the original papers.

14lap 14res 15res 16res

Peng-two-stage 42.87 51.46 52.32 54.21
GTS-BERT 54.36 67.50 60.15 67.93

S
3
E

2
52.01 66.74 58.66 66.87

BMRC 58.18 68.64 58.79 67.35
ASTE-RL 59.50 69.61 62.72 68.42

BART-ABSA 58.69 65.25 59.26 67.62
GAS-extraction 60.78 72.16 62.10 70.10
Ours-extraction 61.68 72.53 62.78 71.38
GAS-annotation 54.31 69.30 61.02 68.65
Ours-annotation 61.50 72.47 63.54 70.94

Table 3. Ablation study on Aspect Opinion Pair Extraction (AOPE), “CL” represents
contrastive learning (F1-score, %).

14lap 14res 15res 16res

Ours-extraction 69.05 74.74 67.27 74.50
w/o CL 68.08 74.12 67.19 74.54

Ours-annotation 69.84 75.50 71.22 76.40
w/o CL 69.55 75.15 67.93 75.42

4.6 Comparison of Pairing Strategies

To demonstrate the advantage of contrastive learning in enhancing pairing in-
formation, we conduct a comparison with random selection and linear function-
based pairing methods, the comparison framework is illustrated in the Figure 3.
In order to increase the controllability of the results and minimize the inter-
ference caused by extraction results on the final metrics, we assume that the
aspects and opinions in the input sequence are already known, and only fo-
cus on evaluating the effectiveness of pairing. As shown in Table 4, contrastive
learning outperforms the other two methods. Random selection performs worst
because it does not introduce any prior knowledge. In addition, method based on
linear function shows an significant improvement over random pairing, but still
not as good as contrastive learning, demonstrating the superiority of contrastive
learning in learning the information of whether to pair.

4.7 Pair Feature Visualization

To offer a more comprehensible illustration of the impact of contrastive learning
on the pair representations, we present Figure 4, which shows the changes in pair
representations before and after training on four datasets. In this figure, the black
and red points represent the central points of true and false pairs, respectively.
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Table 4. Comparison results of different pairing strategies(F1-score, %).

14lap 14res 15res 16res

random selection 47.52 49.71 47.69 48.52
linear function 81.93 89.27 89.80 90.82

contrastive learning 84.18 90.51 91.42 91.49

These points correspond to the vectors obtained from pair descriptions. The
green and pink points represent true and false pair sample vectors from the
input sequences. Before training, the sample vectors are mixed and are difficult to
distinguish with low discrimination. However, after training, they are separated
into two distinct clusters and dispersed around their respective centers, forming
a relatively clear boundary. This boundary is determined by features learned
from contrastive learning, which enables the vectors of centers to be similar with
the corresponding positive term pairs, and dissimilar with the negative ones.
This result suggests that the introduction of contrastive learning allows different
pair samples to learn the semantic features specific to their corresponding types.
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Fig. 4. Visualization of pair representations of four datasets before and after training.

4.8 Case Study

Table 5 presents the representative generated results by GAS and our approach.
In the first example, the term “crispiness” is used to describe “batter”, but GAS
mistakenly matches this opinion term with “prawns”. In the second example,
although GAS correctly extracts the aspect terms “runs” and “fans”, it also
extracts the non-opinion term “huge bonus”, resulting in incorrect matching
relations. The first two examples indicate that our approach produces fewer
pairing errors than the previous vanilla T5-based method. In the third example,
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GAS generates redundant matches, while our approach do not suffer from this
problem but has some errors in boundary detection. We believe that future work
could attempt to correct these boundary errors.

Table 5. Case study.

Review Ground-truth GAS Ours

so about the prawns, they were fresh and
had a slight crispiness about the batter

. . . soooo good ... the walnuts were cut in
smaller pieces and very crunchy and tasty.

(prawns, fresh, positive) (prawns, fresh, positive) (prawns, fresh, positive)
(batter, crispiness, positive) (prawns, crispiness, positive) (batter, crispiness, positive)
(walnuts, crunchy, positive) (winters, crunchy, positive) (walnuts, crunchy, positive)
(walnuts, tasty, positive) (winters, tasty, positive) (walnuts, tasty, positive)

The Mac mini is about 8x smaller than
my old computer which is a huge bonus
and runs very quiet, actually the fans

aren’t audible unlike my old pc

(runs, quiet, positive) (runs, huge bonus, positive) (runs, quiet, positive)
(fans, aren’t audible, positive) (fans, quiet, positive) (fans, aren’t audible, positive)

BEST spicy tuna roll, great asian salad.
(asian salad, great, positive) (spicy tuna roll, BEST, positive) (tuna roll, BEST, positive)

(spicy tuna roll, BEST, positive) (spicy tuna roll, great, positive) (asian salad, great, positive)
/ (asian salad, great, positive) /

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a pairing information enhancement approach for As-
pect Sentiment Triplet Extraction (ASTE), which incorporates contrastive learn-
ing during the training stage of the triplet extraction model. We introduce con-
trastive learning objectives based on the pair description vectors and pair sam-
ple vectors to enhance the ability of model to pair aspect terms and opinion
terms. Experimental results demonstrate that our approach performs well on
four ASTE datasets compared to several related classical and state-of-the-art
triplet extraction methods. Future directions include: incorporating additional
pair knowledge; applications to other ABSA tasks.
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dation of China (No.62176174).
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