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Standardization of Aerospace Terms Based on BERT
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Abstract: Combining the aerospace terminology standardization with deep learning, and exerting the powerful

semantic representation ability of deep learning in text modeling, we propose a BERT based aerospace

terminology standardization method. First, the text similarity calculation method and the sequence standard

method for natural language processing tasks are introduced. Second, for a certain amount of space text

original word data, the candidate standard words are obtained by using Jaccard similarity calculation. Finally,

the prediction standard words are obtained by constructing the pre-training model of BERT. The experimental

results show that BERT has strong advantages in natural language processing tasks, and the accuracy rate on

the evaluation data set based on multiple terminology standards reaches 89.93%. The proposed method can

improve the standardization level and effect of aerospace terms.
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2.1 XABMUEHERE

1E BRI F A BT 55 b, & T BT R SOR Z
] R AEARLRE o B AN, 7 18 Rh A 47 19 4ch P I AR
I8t SCASARARL B 4 0 52 SCAS Ao 7 W B

TE T3 SCACHRE Rl 2 ) 5 PR A TR e, 43 0i1)
B SR RN B R FIAR A B B B 5 vk . SUARRIR
AU SCA B 46 Ry S AIL T PR 9 B5C0E 1 4, A AL BE
JE B 7 1 D) AR AR BSM 1) B SO 22 TR] Y A R
JE o3 g R U 2 0 SCAS 2 s 5 Y AR 0L T
D5 vk, BIVAT R i T A SCAS AR AR RS TR %
2.1.1 AKXy

n-gram J& — Ff 3 T G 0F i 5 R A A Bk B
XF SCA P AT A5 HEAT S5 ) 03 O s il — A
FAEECN n 1 SCARME , SCAHE B 545 M AE o SOA
R AE B — A FE R 0 AT B Y] 43— gram, A
T4 SCAS vh i A 45 34T D) 53 JE i gram 511 3%

F£1 n-gram XAV 45 RG]

Table 1 n-gram text segmentation example

Fe n A Y153 78 151)
1 1 Unigram /7R /B P &
) 5 Bigram b=k /25 5/ i/ A/
& PRk /B
3 3 Trigram 6L S/ S0/ S H/

AUR P P/ e

O AL — AR SCAR Y] 23 J7 5 B R SR
N — DA AT /NI . ST SCARJE RS
B, 30 b Y [ E FE T, A0 i) 2 BN IR, AT S
P2 a2 B B WA G E o il T i U)ok
Je AR TAT AR O B B Y L B4 SCAS 5 negram
LA, B SRR B T AR R .

ARG R OB SCAS B 9 A DURO(EL 1) 4 9 B
FIR o 2 — A KO 1 i oA 4 0 SO AR 3 s
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&) P (%) 67 B INF, ] one-hot 4 A% K 7 BT A 1Y term, 2R
Ji M B8 SCAS o Y term, PR A5 2 AY term 1Y 2
% AH Jin B AT 3R 45 AR 15 45 3R ( Term frequency, TF)
H Eo
2.1.2 AW EHH

(DR B

diatancez\/(A —B)-(A —B)T —

A A B R R B 1) B RV A4S S8 5] SCA A R

g:? I‘ETJ l'"l El/:] /fj E 5 A :(ah Ay *tty Aiy *°", a;\"); B:
([719 éz, el bl_, el b;\')c
W R B B SCAS AR BLEE Sy
o 1
similarity = distance + 0.001
(2) AR R B
A-+B"
COS -
|Al-| B

H T AR 5K S R B I SCAR AR B EE fr;%‘? NS W)

similarity = 1 — cos

(3)Jaccard AH AL B

Jaccard AH AL BE FH > Lb A8 99 A 4 & 22 ] 14 AH 81
BE o WA MWAES a b, 824 W H 1Y Jaccard A2
BEH R A R
\aﬂb\i
\an\i

Jaccard AL BE B L A LR AN E G ILA R
JUER M Z A — F AR

(4) 7 W BE B

TR WY IR % 3 5 b AN ) SCAS B R ) 1Y)

— YRR AR AR B EE (08 1), FF

W A BB AR N o AS A 55 0 248 BB 22, BT W 5
R, WS SR 22 [B) Y 22 S BB . i B IR S 1Y
HEAAN

len(a and b)

len(aorb)

similarity =

2.2 FARERE
2.2.1 BERT#% A &+

Google & F H {1 & S ML 42 4 19 BERT —Fh
X SCAS TR SR AT FUOUIN 25 18 5 A A, AR R T T3
W LR CERES . SRR,

BERT J&—Fh R B X m) 1) C W B 1R 5 2R, B
D < I A NI | A= W L I Y N - il 102 S
BERT B9 ¢ 5 02 72 I 25 0 72 o 2 25 18 2135 R T 78

A BT R S

e

Transformer

Transformer

iii

Bl1 BERT #2254
Fig.1 Structure diagram of BERT model

BERT i i Transformer 5 #E# T —1~2 2
X ] Y Encoder 9 4%, MATTT 52 30 78 BE OB 1) o & 3R
fif o Transformer 2% #) i& & W FH 78 £ T NLP 1T %
b IR R P U R R R

345 2 AU ok BERT BRI A g A A
Ay At o X FAE—A Token il AL, & A9k A 1A B
B F H A B 19 3] ik A (Token embedding) B fix A
(Segment embedding) i E: itk A (Position embed-
ding) , W& 2 iR .

BERT H () Positional embedding X} 4 4~ i
Z AL IF AN IR R 2 AT HIA ok g, G i 3 2
AL 3 A R i A — A AL E A R T —
A, SR 5 Bl A N 2 — I Zx

BERT (% A R A7 LR o

(1)XF T Hpr SCRERY R T 00 A R B8 ] D 4%
Z 5%,

(2) 50 iy A 55 24l 1 — A~ k2 4R Token, I

distance = ir[ i A [CLST, % W 5z 2 i Hidden state ( Bl Trans-
n vé:% ) former () 4 th ), Al LA 22 38 B HE 47 5 45 1) 49 2
"=lo e s T
Tnput I[CLS]H my || dog H is H cute H[SEP]H he HlikesH play”##ingH[SEP]‘
Zgﬁ?idmgs Eas || Ew || Eu E. H o | Bt | Ex H B || B | | B | | Ersem
+ + + + + + + + + + +
S&%?ggitn S 4 E ‘ ’ ‘
¢ + + + + + + + + + + +
Position
embeddings °

K2 BERT Wi A £~
Fig.2 Input representation of BERT
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B o 9 A ), TN [E] a4 2] B Seg-
ment embeddings Ml #| 4 4~ Token fJ Embed-
ding F.

(4) B4~ B ) (g% ) By A A7 —Fh (B Fh ) Seg-
ment embedding .
2.2.2 ATHEEZHA RS

R T AR R RE A A AL A 2T B S R 1Y)
AE 1 BERT 7E I Zkrp fifi ] 1 56 T4 o5 (9 18 5 A A
(Masked language model, MLM ) , BV B #L Xt 45 A 7
A1) v A5 R AT I, K e R AR S0
A . a3 7R, AR S B AL #E 55 45k A7
5 1550 /9 Token (BT [ MASK | %5 e 45 J5 A7 19
Token) , 48 J5 7 BERT K i i) 45 5 v BO6f iy 8 5
A8 b ) AT LS T

HEAROR P, Sk E 15% A9 Token, 24 J& ¥ H
HE 80 %0 B He S [ MASK ] 10 % B AL s 6 Sk H: At
Token % T # 10% A4 . f g BLix 15% 1 To-
ken X 07 A4 it A2 28R P00 HE B0 S

F T MLM 0 AT 55 6 % {1 15 45 A9 2 715 15 )
By 45 R m A A R SCRyIE AR B B A A T
A3 IR BERT [ 45 #5

ﬂ i @

BERT

iﬁimiiéi

K3 BERT MLM 5% i /K ]
Fig.3 Example of BERT MLM policy

2.2.3 BERT B3l 4%

e 51 bR U J2 A AR T F AL B (Natural language
processing, NLP) [ — /> b 2P B¢, 2 40 1§ 7
ISR e S R S N AR A S B S (T S /B U
fine-tuning Xt M Il Z5 5 09 BERT # & i 17 )3 1) b
o W WP SR AT 5 A 3F

(1) 44 i3 4 31 51 (Named-entity recognition,
NER) 43 Bt SCA o (1% 4 98] FL 524K (person A 44,
organization 20 2L £4 , location 1 5 4% ) ;

(2) 3% b1 7 (Part-of-speech tagging, POS) #
I 7 2 XF token #EAT IR PEAR T (noun 4438 , verb 3
1), adjective JE 25 1) ) ;

(3) % 1FE 4 B (Chunking, Chunk) ¥4 [ — 1~ %
W) tokens 4 B — L .

K BERT for sequence classification,
H i — i) BERT BERUA— A B P 2R 2
I . BERT #8896 SCA i b} g A7 T 25, 5

i, B A FI 2R 9 BERT ?F;':iﬂ%ﬂ AR YN G5 1) B2 1
I3 )Z MR — N Zr

3 % L

3.1 IBEMEER A E

A CH: T GB/T 9390—2017 (5 fii A 38 )™
GB/T 39267—2020¢dt 3} T &2 T M AR5 )™ . GB/
T 14733.6—2005¢€ ML 5 A& =5 A Jo £k L @
B3 AN AR A o P B S AT R T
G ot — 5 B B v ST R T A R 2 A S
AT SCARHER o SR T ISR SCA vh 9 S B 1)
SEFRE AT EE X S B TR AT AL HE Ak
Fﬁfr%“)?iz‘*ﬁ@?xﬁ“éﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂE‘Jiﬁl%ﬁﬁ)ﬁﬁv‘%ﬂ
FLAT 224 X8 0L b R 1) 79 i 3] 2 o P A RLRE T
ARAS 3 i 2 1) E@%%,Uﬁﬁ?}é/ﬂ;ﬁ%ﬂiiﬂﬂo

HhSCSCA T BERT B8 (1 f5 /N i A B3 R —
ASBLUEE AR H SO )M A B R AR R R AT A
B, A T A F BERT RO 1L, 75 2008 IR rp SC SOk
Pr o3 W — Z B DL, I % B AN B S A7 R M bR
o HARSEAT % 14 oK 45 tokenizer.encode plus £
THBRME 2R,

R 2 437 R ] tokenizer.encode_plus £ B
Table 2 Steps of Encoding function tokenizer. encode_

plus
Fe 5 o BRARAE
1
2
3
4

144) 4314 2K tokens

75 W 3 A5 IR A5 5 [ CLS JRI[ SEP |

¥ tokens WL 4 F AR IDs

V4 51) 2 A 7 T Sy [ R

A1 attention masks , ¥ 32 75 A% Al JE 35 78 tokens [X.

LT

3.2 iEMriERR
(1) 1E # 2 (Accuracy) , BV 7 #f 52 51 /9 1E 1)
(TP) 5B (TN) & SR HEA L (S) By LB
TP+ TN
=
(2) 4 7 Z (Recall) , B #2590 B9 IE 4] (TP)
o SEBR R IE Y e ] . e SEBR R IE 9] Sk o A R
i B4 1E 1 5 R R B Y B A 2 R
TP
TP+ FN
(3) K5 s £ (Precision) , B #E #f 12 %) 49 1E )
(TP) &5 U510 H A 1IE il i Ee ) . Eodp 1050 H A% IE
151 > YA R 1) B D 81 55 R s TR B T A5 2
TP
~ TP+FP
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(4)F score, Bl R A1 P {4 AL IH A1 25, 38 5 5|
A ZR B aXt RAN P AT AL A1 .

_(a*+1)P+R
(P +R)
3.3 IGERRER
3.3.1 X AMMEREER

T PR SCAS B AR ARLBE X BE 20 A iTE E E A
4 TR RLRE TH 50705 B SE R EAT TR S A 0 A
R 3R

x3 ERAFREFEERBRILIFAFTI0ONERILER
Table 3 Comparison of the first 30 results of candidate

words generated by different methods

Irik H R/ Y FEIT /s
W 2 i 39.83 33.87
AL 42.19 1876.52
Jaccard 86.87 39.71
T 1 84.26 23.68

M 3 AT LA B DL R 458

(1) 4 FoAH LS 155 07 35 |, Jaccard AHBLEE &R
B I LT A 3R, A Il R 5 2 bR o
i) A B D CORS 0f JE  , ELAR R B M Ak

(2) HoAth 3 AR AL B2 TH 55 J7 ke vp, B HE 5 4
Sy v g A7 PR A B B 10 O 2 ARARLEE T B R R
Z BRI R R W 2, T EFER BAR D (0 A ]S
%, 5 350 AR i 1 46 35 s o ] DG B8 AR 5 AR B% B B
X 5 118 2 %ok 50 AN B T BRI AN 25 SR A 2 ]
1) [ PF 4 700 45 i, S BOROR AR B AR 22 5 i B IR
BB JR R AR 5, AT LA A A LAY AT R
TS BBURR T AR S 00 2 S A A A ] DT B W IR T
Jaccard ML REOTH Ik
3.3.2 W%4EMEABERT base 24k &

PL6:2: 2 By L4582 VI 2R 4R (B4R R4

AR SRR I G4 R4 | I 3K A A B A R 2%
Sz R 3 000,1 000,11 000,

i 3% A 4 1) (%) DT C 2 L T BER'T A B (1) 73 2
RT3 i 3 i ol 1 9 8 SO I T3
(R

) <l in], bR iR, 12>

P B 0] - 5 D ) 5 A v ) ) S ep BT A A A
1] 1 Jaccard AHARLBE , O fBLE (B 7E 15 20 %0 A9 4
i) 20 B A 8 1) R O A ik 35 1) 2 I B A o i), R
) i 35 1) B SRy £ 1

G << Jgiin] AR g, 0>

AR 3R B BERT-base 2 b /Y | Bk 2 50 ik
B AUNZE 4 R fine-tuning Y 250, B 56 B4 Au-
to model for token classification i Z¥ il Il 2 455 B |
B i 4 Hi i /B8 /S 80t A Trainer JF 1 I 45, i
Jei i evaluate 77 3% A7 AL DA AR BRI 25 25 21
) A A

%4 BERT-base Z#iZE
Table 4 BERT-base parameter setting

¥ BERT 2 SHUE
1 max_seq_length( Token P3| i KK JE) 128
2 train_batch size, (batch K/]N) 16
3 learning _rate (2% > %) 2e—5
4 num_train_epochs (Y1 Zx Y epoch K H) 4
3.4 HROW

BEXTYINZR AR it B0 1 £ 3] AN 35 i 1) [ 50, AR 4%
PN LR AE SIS 25 48, AR SCR 10 £ 1E 451 Jin £ 41
M4 T2, DL BERT 7 vk 09k, T 15
I 25 10 R ARS8 o0 90.29 % A B3R Sk 92.81%
1E i %R 89.93% \F score 4 91.05% . *F T 7 X
K R 2T BERT (9 it K AR 15 b5 16 7 25 1 T
S5, A M BEEUT 4 AN TR0 OE A ) s ) R 2 A T
BRI R B, a0 5 R

R5 FNLERES

Table 5 Example of prediction results

Ji iR T AR o ] Fo 14 17 T &5 2
Ho TR AT TC LR L AR G i B o2k o T 0 AR B8 i B To 2k L T 0 R B8 IE#
JULZS S UL TE 4 DA L FULIE 25 328 i A 5 FULIE 25 i 328 s 1A 5 IE#
IR R T Rk M B ET R M BEETR Rk N
JUAT 2 FR T A R 48 JUArr 1R S 0T 2R 58 JUArr BT 1R S 0T R 58 E#
12 AR BE A I Ak T A K A iz A i T R 15 AT S AR iR
25 iz AR e RO z5 s AUV 2z AU iR

IS 86 45 R s 7T A ) BERT Y1125 3 2 R
LB B2 o, BE 4 U figk ke v SCSCAS 19 P 910 s i 1)
R, DT 4 o L R AR TR AR AL U ROCR o R R S 1Y
TN 45 SR, A B IE B Y 7 R AR SOR TR

T BERT LR A5 AL 77 12 T RLAR 4 3 4 2
BRSOt iA) rh i) B R A, RE R G AR e —
AN KL A8 T % A0 s i St R] T A B 5k HE B B4 AR
Y o) I 45 2L 5 3 ok B T R A s 0] T LA
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FAREARMEAL S, I B FE 0 F e B0 B 7 30
® MEBZ A B EARDC I, R TR BNEMEIE , S 3L
RO 45 RN HERR Xt 2 7 VA A S 2 A AR
AT LAk 2 58 3 MO Y M T

4 2 it

AR AR 1 AR 2 R 0 M AT k4
AR L 00 R R AL S 5 A A
S22 TR T R A £ LA B
AT 46 3 A0 KA AL T A A5 5 R

730 R A TR 2 TR SCAS B 1 3R K 1 X
FAEFE ST , WA T A b i A ) 5 R 5 ) A 5
B X — 5 R I TR SO AR SR BB AT I SRR
o B0 3 4 B o VT AR B AL 10 B 5 bR
A ) 22 1 e R DL R 0L Sk v 30 0 7 I
A58 ) 0% 56 o i 0 ) 2%, R S UL B SC B ) 4 1
AT ) AT VG, 46 A0 K T S JB 1) 55 1 A7 14 1)
VB SO F 10 ) 5 Aty — 4335 1) A, WA i 96
754 T o o )

SR F W], BERT 7E [ 4R 15 = Ab BAT 5 1 BAT
B U e 7E 3 T 2 AN R S A I B S T
ik 8 89.93% , P4 B BERT KA J7 1 7 LL 42 725
T AR ALK OT B AEL5 — T 3 5 X T
SRR 91 £ 43 7 0 1 % B % 48 o 8 2 O i 3
B i) , A% S0 FH A i AT 4 BT B 15 £ 19
76 K I FH G 7 v L I8 T DL 2, AT LA A R
VAR L0 R A T AR S B SCREE A T
S5 B0 SEAF 1 TR
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