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ABSTRACT

Due to the heterogeneity, multi-source and varied qualities of massive Web data, it
is significantly challenging to harvest knowledge from them efficiently and accurately.
Relation extraction, a basic task in Natural Language Processing (NLP), aims at obtaining
structured relational facts from unstructured textual data automatically, providing techni-
cal support for large-scale knowledge graph construction and intelligent Web knowledge
services. With the widespread application of deep learning techniques, the accuracy of
neural relation extraction models has been greatly improved. However, existing research
generally focuses on sentence-level relation extraction for English language. Different
from English, Chinese expressions are more flexible, with relatively unfixed grammatical
structures and word formation rules. Hence, a large amount of semantic knowledge ex-
pressed in short Chinese texts is difficult to be extracted by existing algorithms effectively.

This thesis mainly studies the problem of relation extraction from Chinese short texts.
According to the uniqueness of linguistic characteristics of Chinese short texts, the cor-
responding relation extraction task has many challenges compared with traditional work.
The grammatical structures and semantics of short texts are generally incomplete. The
semantic relations expressed in some short texts belong to the category of commonsense
knowledge. Therefore, the contextual expressions of such relations are highly sparse.
Compared with English, the low accuracy of Chinese language analysis, together with the
lack of annotated datasets for short-text relation extraction, also increases the difficulty of
this problem. We conduct in-depth research from the following three aspects: i) hyper-
nymy extraction based on word embeddings, ii) knowledge-enhanced semantic relation
extraction, and iii) non-hypernymy relation extraction and semantic understanding. The
framework of relation extraction from short Chinese texts is also illustrated, addressing
these challenges well. Major contributions of this thesis are summarized as follows:

(1) Hypernymy Extraction Based on Word Embeddings. The taxonomy is a hierar-
chical representation and an important organization form of concepts in knowledge
graphs, consisting of a large number of hypernymy relations. Compared with En-
glish, the language expressions in Chinese are highly flexible. Hence, it is infeasible
to extract Chinese hypernymy relations by simple text matching algorithms. In this
thesis, we integrate neural language models and Chinese linguistic characteristics to
address this issue by employing word embeddings as the representations of Chinese
terms. The proposed algorithms model the representations of Chinese hypernymy re-
lations, that is, learning the projections of Chinese hyponyms to their corresponding
hypernyms in the word embedding space. We first propose a semi-supervised hyper-

111
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2)

€)

nymy extension model, which iteratively discovers new hypernymy relations from
Web data, and solves the problem of the limited sizes of Chinese hypernymy datasets.
To model the decision boundary of Chinese hypernymy and non-hypernymy rela-
tions accurately, two hypernymy classification models are further presented, based
on transductive and fuzzy orthogonal projection learning, respectively. Experimen-
tal results show that the proposed models outperform state-of-the-arts, achieving the
accurate extraction of Chinese hypernymy relations.

Knowledge-enhanced Semantic Relation Extraction. The above hypernymy ex-
traction models based on word embedding rely on training sets in specific domains.
They do not leverage other types of data sources and related tasks. Based on word
embedding projection models, we explore the design of knowledge-enhanced rela-
tion extraction algorithms. Briefly, such algorithms harvest semantic relations from
three perspectives, namely 1) multiple knowledge sources, i1) multiple languages, and
ii1) multiple types of lexical relations. We first propose the Taxonomy-Enhanced
Adversarial Learning framework, which exploits numerous hypernymy relations in
large-scale taxonomies. It injects such knowledge into projection models trained over
specific datasets by deep coupled adversarial learning. Next, the Transfer Fuzzy Or-
thogonal Projection Model and the semi-supervised version, the Iterative Transfer
Fuzzy Orthogonal Projection Model, are proposed by extending the Fuzzy Orthog-
onal Projection Model. They combine the techniques of deep transfer learning and
bilingual lexicon induction for few-shot cross-lingual hypernymy extraction, espe-
cially for lower-resourced languages. Finally, due to the existence of multiple types
of lexical relations in ontologies, the learning process of Hyperspherical Relation Em-
beddings are presented, which learns the representations of different lexical relations
in the hyperspherical embedding space. Therefore, the projection models can be ex-
tended for multi-way classification of lexical relations. Experimental results on the
corresponding NLP tasks prove the effectiveness of these models.

Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction and Semantic Understanding. There exista
variety of non-hypernymy relations expressed in Chinese short texts. Previous mod-
els can only deal with a finite set of pre-defined relation types, which are difficult
to extend to open domains and lack the ability of extracting commonsense relations
by deep text understanding. In this part, the Pattern-based Non-hypernymy Relation
Extraction model is first proposed. It employs graph mining techniques to acquire fre-
quent textual patterns that express rich semantic relations from Chinese short texts.
Relations related to these patterns can be extracts by unsupervised learning. As the
algorithm can only deal with frequent patterns, we further present the Data-driven
Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction model. It has a three-stage data-driven archi-
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tecture, from Chinese short text segmentation to relation generation, improving the
coverage of relation extraction. Finally, we observe that idiomaticity analysis based
semantic understanding results in the extraction of more relations from Chinese short
texts by deep knowledge reasoning. Hence, a Relational and Compositional Repre-
sentation Learning framework is proposed, which classifies the idiomaticity degrees
of Chinese noun compounds and improves the machine’s ability of Natural Language
Understanding. Experimental results show that the above algorithms can extract re-
lation accurately and are not restricted to manually defined relation types.

In summary, this thesis addresses the problem of relation extraction from Chinese
short texts in three aspects. Experiments over public datasets of several NLP related tasks
prove the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms. Our research also provides technical
foundations for building automatic relation extraction and semantic understanding sys-
tems for massive Chinese short texts from the Web. With minimal human intervention,
the knowledge in short texts can be fully extracted, beneficial for large-scale Chinese
knowledge graph expansion and completion.

Keywords: Relation Extraction, Chinese Short Texts, Hypernymy Relations, Word

Embeddings, Semantic Understanding
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high-quality woodworking and metalworking machinery, power tools, ...

et Y

& han More images

Search grizzly.com Q
Contact Grizzly Parts Store Grizzly bears <
To contact the order department, Searching Part Store Ordering Animal
please email, ord@grizzly.com ... parts for new machines ...
Bandsaws - Woodworking Outlet The grizzly bear, also known as the North American brown bear, is
... high-quality woodworking and REG. $5.95. $1.75. View All alarge population of the brown bear inhabiting North America.
metalworking machinery, ... Woodworking Outlet Dels ... Wikipedia
Lathes Free Catalog Lifespan: Kodiak bear: 28 years
Grizzly Industrial®, Inc. is a Home Catalogs. Current Catalogs. Phylum: Chordata
national retail and internet Main. -808 Pages- Request a Species: U. arctos ssp
Top stories Family: Ursidae

Kinadom: Animalia

b salmon A Q

All Shopping Images Videos Maps News | My saves
124,000,000 Results Any time ~
See salmon

5X40z. Most  Wild Alaskan Copper River Omaha Steaks - 3.2 Lbs. Most Lemon Dill Chicken Of The ~ Deming's Wild ~ Omaha Steaks -
Awarded Pre- Smoked Sockeye 4(6 0z.) Wild Awarded Salmon Fillets - Sea Skinless&  Alaska Red 4(60z)

Sliced Smoke...  Sockeye... Salmon Fillet Alaskan... Smoked Salm..  Salmon 8 (6... Boneless... Sockeye... Marinated...
$79.00 $49.99 $37.95 $39.99 $125.00 $64.99 $34.56 $62.95 $34.99
Amazon.com 1800Flowers.c..  FishEx Seafoo.. ~ Omaha Steaks  Amazon.com Omaha Steaks ~ Amazon.com Amazon.com Omaha Steaks
Free Shipping 19% price drop Free Shipping 5% Off $99+ Fkkk 10 Free Shipping

Salmon /' s @& m a n [/ is the common name for

several species of ray-finned fish in the family
Salmonidae . Other fish in the same family include
trout , char, grayling and whitefish . Salmon are

native to tributaries of the North Atlantic (genus
Salmo ) and Pacific Ocean (genus Oncorhynchus ).

Salmon - Wikipedia
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Salmon sa[mon
Salmon is the common name for several species of ray-finned fish

in the family Salmonidae. Other fish in the same family include
trout, char, grayling and whitefish. Salmon are native to tributaries

Was this helpful? & #

PEOPLE ALSO ASK of the North Atlantic and Pacific Ocean. Many species of salmon
have been i into i such as the
Great Lakes of North America and Patagonia in South America.

What does the salmon represent? v Salmon are intensively farmed in many parts of the world.

Does the salmon migrate? v W n

. ) Wikipedia  Facebook
Is wild salmon healthier for you than farmed salmon? v
Whv do salmon eat salmon eaas? v Nutrition facts
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ENU

B 1.2: s Bk AR il

M4 HowNet [18] LS 2R E5H0 55 . AEMF R HECMIAEE T, B 3hiy @ R
SR RN SRR G RGBS . TEFARR, SRR 2K
1K R 5B 1ER) Probase [10]. WikiTaxonomy [19] F1H SC % . ) CN-Probase [20].
CN-WikiTaxonomy [21] ¢,

(AFEFE LN UL 23N o ol ol N VAP S 1 O Al X VAP 5 S L B R S8 S 7 N
TH Xk Z, BIWREY:% ( Lexical Relation ), il 3¢ A4k THE &2 [BIAE SR ERE
HITLER R, 045 b F %5 JE X955 ( Synonymy ), JZ X% % ( Antonymy )
o HWRRE AR LR AR, WHLR RIS TR RBE IR, X2 IR &R
— i JE TR RPN ( Commonsense Knowledge ), 53X SE1TH 1 FR A - AE SCA
B ws . BN, “THSEHL AR 2 S, AR “THEAIL R R AR 3
0 B ser, AR D B i SCIR]” X — ¢ R TA] B AAR BRI AR BB
e, WERER (KRl BRI R ) BRI — AT T/ N A moks i
X, AKX ( Distributional Semantics ) RS [22]. Fpolh, ETFALKHR
AR [23, 241 KPR Z [A) Y ¢ R A i R A, BN A R BR-JE B R R R
TR AR S, P OCE F R RS, AR AR A R
Ze, ST BT ZR A ECE AR T TR R AR IR SO R [25], SRAITAR
JEMZM 2525 2] R LR RIFIR . XA ST K R R S8 5 1] .
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L13 ERENLXRHE

KRBVFIH— M FR R “FiE-1 -5 ( Subject-Predicate-Object ) — T4
IR, A RS R AR B T h P HEZM, KERMIUE NLP Hrig A
552 —. MRAEHE AR HAE, KRBT AR — 2073 TAR IR 51555
Horr, X&4r K ( Relation Classification ) 25 & PR R EF XA, HIZ
2 3] — A BRSPS SR K R AT [26]. X —AF55 B RIBRMEA
WIS EZE T, 1) HARXE e TR RS THON, HErG R R RN FERCHE
E i) FEERE N TSI 88 A JFBOR R A ( Open Relation
Extraction, 4§54 ORE ) [27, 28] e/l T45— N mMR Y, © H S AR TR SCA
HE “ ETE-IE - G50, VR RIE O R X — RV EVA T, SLRZ Ay
KRELNATERERTEE . A TS A1, AR ( Distant Supervision )
[29] SR A AR S H EA 1 56 2 R ARARTE I SRR 8 RARTEAG B, AT R IRk
N THAREER TAER . ARk, XARMBUGITFICEET SR 2E S BE g &, B
X (291, 5Rfea#>] [30] 4.

B T BT TR S5 R Ak SCAR 3 AR S R, A A EAFSE B AE MRS SC
ARG HIE, Gl T2 A FFOC B [31]. BT RT EAMICR KR
T [32] 45, FEaxsefiscAdr, iR AR RGN E Z B2 AR R XY, FAE
(5 E e T AL, T AR A A TR R E S . BN, FESCER [33]
VEF BT TR T G R BIEE R TRERE, JEERH TR Y ¢ R MR

HfRHE, R TAERZEETREETW. BT XRMREE—
JBREAN TR F A2 A ( BI2A Language-dependent ), 7 H 3¢ 75 BHUHE 2 15 5 M K0T
3¢ [34-36]. FRilbh, T A SCOE T RIBWETRE, KREMAAE MR gE R, *
SCRESCA AL KR AR B P18 R FR o A SR SO R B R 1
KF, BRI R SCRR S AR E TR, R A SRS E

1.2 HEikEaBkLE

SV A TR 27 ~IAE NLP AR A E AT Z R, R LSRR ]
TP SCRE SO KA B R R ATEZ PR AR AP T -

HrSCHERI NLP 53 Brif ICHEREE = 5 AU ¥ 22 TARRX SCAR I T Bt NLP
ftir. BN, fE ORE M NELL RGEH (9, 27], AR SEA A NLP 5 AR AT 9347



AR L8

T (GFERERYE . AT AP TSE ), (EICERA EARIBURAE R IR K R =
Ju. BT OET RARERRS, S0 NLP $ARMH R KL m 2= E. B,
FRPESCHER [37] 8 FG8H,  H SCEEA IR EEAR T 80%, 1 AR AR A FEAIG
T 70%, WA BRI SCA T RS BEART 65%. X — IR 1R5A S B0 AR Al
WS MR NLP 7347 %) NLP J & 0% 4E, s2maEl a2k R FrpA, Ho
T SRR O R AU A PO SO R OREE B, X 48 SR RO YA
KA FEARI K -

WESR R L P SCRE « a0 ESCnd, RS a2 R R R, B
W BN RFR SR R RS AT IR T AR E AR, ISR
(r N BT NER S P e - (N Sl N = WA 1 [ S 0 S ol X VP - el /S TR e
Hearst #55 ( Hearst Patterns ) J#AfHK [38], BIANA “cities such as Beijing, Shanghai”
HrFATTRT DAAT Hearst B3 “such as” filiHH P> A7 &R JT4 “Beijing-city” i
“Shanghai-city”, HARTENL KR ( B0 G K& ) X SRR BAS
€ [39]. SEEMLEL, IO AN R TE SRR A RS, SOk [25, 40] 45,
SO O 5 5 R R B R I 2L Hearst B b A7 6 B

R SCA B IL G RE UANSE RV« R SUARTETEYR S M AITE L s AR SE 2,
X5 5 R TR B AR . TEIRSS ) EU, RO E A 3518
-EEIE” X 5. B, A P EE AR X FAERE T, g
B SR Z (R R T IHRYA . WA BT 5 NLP 0 ARk [41] Joyk M T4
SCARHY R R AMETAE b MBS B3, 35 F SRS SR AN SERE ) i,
MR B AT “PHRIR T o, AT DASHE S — S R AR = e “ AR -0
Mo SR, KFRIET T Heglat AR RS, LR SR E ik
W e, 8 SCRIAS 52 B MRS ¢ R BRI TC IR Ik B8 R SO rp LAl I e
i 5 R =0l . XA SE BRI BN T o R AU A a2

bRiEgR AR Z - T IA R b TR, OO Rk
A EO SO 55 M 6 i bR i R 4R LB D SanWen [42] Al ACE 2005 b SCH
G RS HUBEHE T Y v SO BRI B A, SR B AR A R T A
TN ZHI, ANTE T PRI b SO SR B K R RIUTSS . eah, T sk
CARLEIERE X YA AR ERE R R, 155 BB CHERGR, N LART X S
TG W N IR L R . X — AR g AH BT AR R ik — 2 Bk i

'http://curtis.ml.cmu.edu/w/courses/index.php/ACE_2005_Dataset
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(a) éﬁg (WikiS) B https://zh.wikipedia.org (b) ﬁﬁ):*ﬂ_‘§ (User TagS)

DRAE 18T §5KE2 Paddington 2 (2017)

SEEN, BENENLS - 5
73 SERE &
L

L RE:REE ERRE AREMAL 8.1
A TH AR I BRER | DR BRI/ - b 177ams AiEA

DR ($8: Helarctos malayanus) , EXER“Sun Bear”, WERHR WNHH", RENBRER
(Helarctos) MiE——HEY, EFEFRBUNRBRHES,

mesl /R TR /

B (aE)
108 S EE /WS RE
298 & 75Rik: paddington.com/global/ome
e BIAERMK: RKE AE 6
4 BEXH e———
5 shmEE A SR
_EBREIH: 2017-12-08(FEABE) / 2017-11-10(FE)
. 15 88% WAL
HHE (s A 10s5 $F 72% BEH
| S FRH208) / MRS (A) o
b "\ g AEE120-150EK, KE27-65F. DRMSHME (BIELLE IMDDEES%: 14468740
‘- #K10-4 . MEERTRARNUTERY, RISRER
HRAS, MRABLRR, ORFRY, ABEE, DREAR 8 —_ fogery
I©. &, BAET), UESE. SREEARE, EFeRavnte |8 Eﬁlﬁﬁim%ﬁ@ﬁ’]ﬁ% """
Y ER. WEMHSBIY, WEAR. BLR0-708K 12-28%  § _—_— e e ——— — — g
4 1 & e — - 3 pup— - S .
i |z =m &% B2 =@ x= SEE: https://
Sk (e X
—————— B ——— | — | =5l T movie.douban.com
#%: IUCNSRDK | BN | PEER—RRPDY | FEELAOMR—ZN | PENLDY  SEDY Sk | Zomh | DEY 5
I RiEEDY WMDY REDM  DSRELWADH DEWTLDN  BDW I -— emn e e e e e e e e =
e o e e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e ol

[tpmee, emmmRARE, REEO— 9, iR | r .

Resmant, TeEE 3 HENEREELLE, & O 1. 3%
FrEGNZEE, LRERTamsnemE. fEnt 0 || 2408
BESHERENEBRES, DEltpegmen 050 || 3 e
Sieary, Hhpenstrazansmreager O 70 1| 4k

R PE. LREEHKEE, TRESKEREENNE. I 5.8t
TERAE R — AR B S BRI T ARG, HE XA 6 ..

wo s o CEEEBRELNCE. BALREME, MRENTUEST I

! |

e e Qe KRS HEIEN, |

$f& (ucna [

P 130w SO SO R

W ERIKEN R . R B B BN TR EEUI R 1Y) 5 R R X — T 1 (R F
G A et RS o

(HARIE—rhen 2, PR EOF IR EATMST, mR A AR AR FAok
Ui, TR RN SE B AR O AR IR SCH IR X 28 e AR
3CNLP I3 A AR R B2 SN T SCAS AL RS MRS, Aok ARl IR 32 . iy
F P SO SCA R R B 1 e 2 AR A Al I 1 EE R RS R, ARSI H
PIRMEMCEE AL GE B~ T BT IA R SE e TR, AR Wb 2[R I 2% JEOCARIZ I . IR
JETRHIR AR AP SGEF 22 AT 8RBT AR IR < R EHESE, A BE AR (A
BRI A SRR SCA AR U HE BEA A [] 5

13 BFHRABTSHERSE

HT A E B SCRAR B T ETE SRR, FEARSCH, A1 IR AR
NS SCANS (4, y:) WEEG, Hw, o FoR— SRS, v itk
SCEAREARES 2 B SCE SR AESEPR SR, SO SOR v BRI 1 1)
EERT AT (BINgeR TR, WREER B RS ) BT SR @ BT



!

ARG KA
E T #r N9 _ETAIx Z$HEX
fE55: HRBEAPX LT fE5: WERP LT
SN % Fvs.IEE TR RS
! A ~
BEIELT Btz
BT ER IPM IXRRT |  HSRTER TPM RIEDE | BHIERRFEE FOPM
(COLING 2016, KAIS) - (ACL 2017) - (WWW 2019)
FNIRIELRATIE X % R 3HEX
AR H 2iE= H SICER
S S e
F5: BEAREFTHEARRS || 5 BESEFOERMER F5: WLERHSE
! v !
LR R IR IS SIHEL S EMER AL TFOPM T —
R T RS E IR AER (L 2019)
ITFOPM (WWW 2019)

TEAL
(AAAI 2019)
JE L TRXRIMENS1E X IERE
%5 REXAIEXIBRR
v
RAMAASHERTEIEL

RCRL
(IEEE Access)

255 L TRXAMER
\
BURIRRNAYIE £ TAIK R IMER

o
ETEAEIRAYIE L TUIX R HEY
PNRE DNRE
(EMNLP 2017, TKDE) (TKDE)
B 1.4: ASTR A HESE
HZEIARAE [8, 19, 217 5 i ) T2 G0 il v ¢ T~ 5244 2y B9 ) AR AR 2 (B4
EMHEE . Rotten Tomatoes, Netflix 5 ); DAK iii ) MAL R R 45802 AP 324 Y
5 o, T SOM RS B e H 3] [43, 44] 25 TERXFMEOLT, FRATIFABREI LA 2
SRR y WHAER—A), POy R E AR K 2, f1790ry It

AX PR 25 PR 2 PR ARSRIRARIBUY 44 [ % [45]. FER 1370, FATgq T ILA P
SRS SCAR AR R Bl BT EIABARIE, AT T ASC R BT TE SR,

ERULIARE, USRI KR INE L | ulEheEds, R HMAE

mMeE 1.4,
SRy o B 1 _EI ST RS SCAS, R SCRESUAS Z TE) Y 6 R b e 2l il 2
IR AR (B0 ETH-ThE” ) RS Z RBAE AR (Bl H 5e-e, “BE-R
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187) . T B RRERE BRI ER . SRR SRR, 5%
PRSI A K FR,  PAMIT SR T NLP B, FEASCH, FATRE R AR T
PO SO MR @ RO T SCAR B s 19 P SCRESOAR ys ZIRI R R, H
SN R R LAEA il — R

RO K AR S 7 FER R AR B Y B G, R AR HE A
T SCRRRAY GBI, ARS8, FRAOTE SeWT I SCRESCARRS (2, ) il
BORIERR LN R . PN SCGEF RBRE R, B/DFEDETE H Hearst B3
Xt B AR TR S AR [25], FATTAS ELOR AT e T vk, 12 M SRl AR SO
SCARPRAEZR, 220 b SO 3] 04 3] 1] B2 AT 45058 e B Aim] il g . o T
SOMR H SChRE AR B Z 1 A, AT E et B S I 5, SRR R
AR A Shy R, AR SCE TN AR R ST P, R SR SR
Xf (zi,y:) FHPRGEZ ETIARFR. R, XA 2R A%
FAAAE BT AR RG], ANE Aok b SC BT AR BT 2 8 R CH I T R X
1733 L, FATUE— B HFF Al 2 >) 7R 7 5 R AE B O R R AETIRA
ZRINFIR, RN Z RIS BA R T B0 =2 2], HF BRFT I e R R %R
ANEE ) B SR R 2. AN, AMTES AR SCE AR, SRR 2
il BRI KRR

L TR S OGSy €103 Sl M NP SE A L | Sl AP S <O AT
AL HABRIR IR B AT 55 B 0 I, N 3 5B . A28 b, AT
WFFE RIS SR T SO AR, FA T BINZ AR, ZiESMZ LR =
N, P RRENEPT R R RS . AR AR SR = A R
DRI, B, BT ETMAEIRA 2R R b & KE B AARR [10, 191, 40
TR IR PR E AR AT, FERE RS . FRESU T, RIIEA LT
PR AT HRSEE . 55—, Kb B E TR RINGHENIEET, /)
TR AR DATHE BEAR G A BT F W L R ALk RPN, RAHEE
M BOR, FHRE SRR R 2 B e, BRI R MER S HARE S (4l
RN ) B BRI BN R R I T3S, = B BTN ERSN, HARIAI R AR
(A SR R AR . BOSCA R RS ) WATHNR ERE R AR R 2 R, AR
TR 5 A8 0 AREA T SRR R4~ (AR RAE R R R R 240,
BEXS HAt 1)1 ¢ AR U2 HEA T HER 702K

5 1A BRIUMZE BRI K R AN, A SO SO Had A A R B AR 2R A
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TIKRFR, HIE R S 8 AR A N TE Y, MEDAY R T4,
7 ELX H SCRTSOA I o B Z IR FERRAR . FEaxX—3, w5, WATRR TR
BT N TARTERITEOU R, B s AR SOE SO T2 AR B L R Y3
R R AR e, R, iR R AR P A — R B RS
1 [46], WM ARSE REATADITE, (2 REMER AT BEZHIZIR ) KRR R 23
IR — KRBT RE A B, AR SCRE SO Al BURIR B S R P e TRk B =
X SCARI TR LR . 22 P SGEF AR R K, FATWIIEH SO SCA Y 1 2
4, HERHr A BB G AT R 2 R T SO A AR SR

14 HRENL

BRI R IMBUW AR I LU 7847, RS LR e R4 v, b S seAs
L K R 5 2 R PUT 55 22 R K. MR — L in e B2
AN 2 A B L. SRR NES, S — IR arse
R

HeZh 3 ZMIBEZEN % « 1EW Mausam [47] 1 Yao 25 A [48] 81, REE#
Z M1 S FRARIE T 5 RAMBU K J 5 R, R R FEIEAR UL BRT A 745
AN B2 HLR) -2 31 5% ZR B AR 50 i & R L) A el %, FEAR S, 3.
17 R T RSO R R, S8 TR GEF e NELR . Ry T3 2 v SO SO o
SCEFEARE, FATHE A I, 5 i 3]s ) o 22 ) 2 A 3 X o X i SEL B T
K Z BT FEE 2EFEVEH .

A RSCA R A BRPEEV SRERY « T = RS B SO R O, A
AR AL H— A WA RS2 NLP i — KM Rt il T8 SR SR X 43 i L
R 25 SOR ARG & 3, £ NLP AR & e By BEUS SR wA R /2 “A Pain in the
Neck” [49], FEASCHIBFFTH, AR A AR AR, BRI SCAS i# 1)
B 52, AN RIS B AR SO — ek, RS G TiES
B (Bl IPM S35 F0 RCRL 553k, S LA 1.4, FIE ). #EFHU ( 6ilin TPM 5.
VA1 DNRE % ) S35 ( #lan PNRE &3 ) figit&{5 5 (5111 DNRE
) SFEMERYMNAER, BAREHE, ST SRR R HBUGRCE . FRATWATFSE
12k NLP g SCA I A BRI T —Fp T RRAG THEEAEZL, X8 e S A JH 1 A
MER AT SRR N S %

F e JLAT O R P DR B 22 2 B0« IR 2R ) BRI — K55 s e T T R

10
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VERCAR, FRAIEZE e e U, X — 585 r LA T R I Rl RSSO Y 56 AR
TAErp, RATEEDR], T LSO REsZ, 20 2 i i R BE 7 > R
By ) BRI AT 1 5k TEARSCRIRFFE T, Rl B ROy, 3%
IFR I Z RGP, R AR ER] % A 2 [A) AT 57 3] F) ] o 43 32 1) HL
it 7 _E 473 (il IPM, TPM, FOPM, TFOPM 2847 ), #£ F il 56 &4
21y SphereRE AL, FRATREEA A FIHNL S R A ARTER 151 2 B Bkin A=
[N X . AR SCR AT ey, ANKEA I, AH HE 40 L BE T4 28 0 2K 11 56 2%
FHIPUSERY, X LU RE X R SR DA AT 55 A B BT IORG E, IR]I A S R Y ]
RN

SETHBUAT AR P R AN B R R 0 MY R, AR SCRFTR W B Y AR
PUA IR R AR B 2% LM AIR EE RS, AR RS SRR R 2 4
T T IS5 I 2815 RHEE (40 NELL [9]. Probase [10] 2% ) FI2E45 M4k (1 1 17
ZA5EAE ( #il YAGO [8]. CN-DBPedia [11]) %5, ASCHUIBMEYE, M CAH
AR RN, WA B FR S R G kb ot $E T HIR 54 75 R 3C
Mg, FRATRARIA, I P R ITTH R A Re A AR S s *, B
X THHIRE SR E W Ty, X SRR B T HR L Y T
NLP (L4 AT, GIANE eI 2. EfBimss . 220 MR EEm RS, ASOR
XoF ik B 1Y FAH S SR AT E

PEBERF NS T NLP R IR = 0 ESCing, hsceisoR ki T
Kot NFEMHERPE AR, PRI OC R KGRI B R SCR TR I o AR — 1) A AL
KR SCA A TAL AR ( Processing ), A TR ELVR LB ( Understanding ). iX— H AR &S
AT ASCAHIINNEEE ( Cognitive Computation ), BIFEHL{ AR A, *F3C
AHEAT VSR ERAE [S0]. FEASCRIBESEH, BATMINFITH RIS S A0 BT T
HASCRSOAR ) 2DV IR, R — 2R IR v SCR AR HEA TR BV SO, AT S5 B
FOPHHER . X —RFFE AT DA AT 5 NLP B —Fhwn2l i

1.5 FETEH

AR S P SCRE SO 6 B = A B, AR TR AR R AL
KA HIRIESR I TE SRR B, PARAE BN 7 RS i g AT T
HORIFTOMIIRR . A S B ETTkiiA 4 h

*PEILER 4.3.2 45 PNRE FYRRY LI 44T .
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o BEXFEET IR N AR AR, AT T = R AL
R RPY JERR ( Tterative Projection Model, IPM ). PS40 A%
F B ( Transductive Projection Model, TPM ) 1A T EOB LA e I
PR R IR ( Fuzzy Orthogonal Projection Model, FOPM ),

o BEXFRRAE SR TE Ok RPN FRATIR A T : 1) 40 R R BRI DL
fEZ2 ( Taxonomy Enhanced Adversarial Learning, TEAL ), T @l &85 501H 5
B E AL REIE 5 i) aEBEORNIE AR PR ( Transfer Fuzzy Orthogonal
Projection Model, TFOPM ), J Hy" Ak ARE R BEWNE R BEsg %Y ( Tter-
ative Transfer Fuzzy Orthogonal Projection Model, ITFOPM ), HTFsLHlEiE S
AR RZARE ; DA il ) EERSE Rik AT ( Hyperspherical Relation Em-
bedding Model, SphereRE ), HT X732 FhZE RN R 2R

o BEXFAR B AL RIS T SO, FRATHRE T AE T EERRAE LR AL &l
U5 ( Pattern-based Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction, PNRE ) F1% 55K
e | R ALL: ( Data-driven Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction,
DNRE ) MFMASCESOR S Bl fidE BRI R R. #5E, f=2l 7
G I TR 2, I AR RV S A TER R3] ( Rela-
tional and Compositional Representation Learning, RCRL ) HEZL | 43H7H S50
SCASR 2T T, TRITHH SRR A BT o SCRRAR Y Y] o

L6 EnRH

IR T NAEWTETLZHE SR L4hRAMH—3 R g, ROTXTHET
TR AR ETR A R R AU . e M PE A A e S S R SRR BT
(7K R AH RS, BE MR N4 IPM, TPM Il FOPM = AMBEAY ) S 407,
P& INAR M ra i

TES =, FRATT I Se R R A s e RO — 1/, #F5E TAEM Z AR
VR, ZiES . 1L RRAMERIT. M TES, TIOP R TE ERLgd
WESE, A T S M2 > 2 BRI 2 NLP AL RCR (Feale B
PR FBUTESS ), I HARE TINE R RSBk . FESEIF A, IR
MR T ZHE, 2EF . LR =M KAES, KXTHY.E) TEAL, TFOPM
( {335 HY A ITFOPM ) il SphereRE = Fiftizid ,

12
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SHVUFER FEUNARE B AL R RIS TE SR, BITETT O T Al BUE S 285
W E BN R, HERE R SO SO R B . X, AT SR R T R
A R AT R R R SOR PRSI 5 AT 2508, e /4 PNRE Al
DNRE W ¢ SR FZRAAY,  d5J [ 58 SO SCAR 8 > TR )it ) 1 RCRL AR,
W T X WFFEE A5 T} b SR SCARI T SR RE T 1Y -

mJr, AT, WAOTEES 730 TR, HHAHE TAERA 2. AKX
NLP MR M R sy, 4RI T 2 RARBTT M.
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£-EF ETEHBANLTAXRMHE

AR 2 — T RO AT, R HERY P SC BT 67 58 ARl G KRR SCRA R I 3
PN 2 AR, X b S B AAE H BRI SO R HES R . T
SCEE B RFIRIERM R, 3BT R B BE ] B S IR DB 5 oA
T Hearst f3X ( JHA A ) 1 SCARILECRIRARSEH (10, 38], FEATTH, 456G
DRI 0B R Y B B T S R AN SOE S A SRR, FA TR AR AR
PERH SORTERIHFAL, 272] oS0 BTN 2R R AE R A 2 M AR 2R, 5 =Fh
B, AR S TR AR R X SR B B R PR R R
BRRL, JE TR o7 20 b P LR &R 5 BRI T BOBNE S B8 L BEE &Ry
RBRL, FROR, FATE SRAT IR BUL IS . AT TAER R AR T
AR, HREA TR = MR RNy, S SR 4R .

21 5|8

] Jo 5 — B AT H AR, FE T 1) H SO SCAR BB R AL R R UE S, BACK
HSCARTENS (25, :) WOEET, o ap Rde—r S0k, o 5 o 15 SUH RS
R, WADRGIN « (FERE, RS ) 7. < (R%E, KEILH )" %. Tk
PEIRIFN T LR — S 44 1R B 44 TR A, FRATTOR 3 T IRl AR i e ke e
W5, BRI AL TFEATEEER i Ay, PARR B9 SORIE B E X E A A
IR BN, FRATHA E— R SCOTOhR B RV B S8R, IF DA
R ANGRITRABAL, 30 25 T G5 4038 2 F ys PR AZR, AT DA A AA]
TR A 2B S AL IR T ) 2575 5, SRR {35 Word2Vee [51]. GloVe [52],
fastText [53] 4.

25 E A SCRIEXR IR 4 - GRS DF = {(;, i) } RGBS DY =
{(ziv) ), Do DARIPEESE DY = {(zi,4:)}, AFERUESS B s FI i si4
iR = AR VIR ; 2B B, W SORTEXHIIRSE DT = { (5, 9:)}
HIARTERT Z (B @5 HA BN BRI THER A0 . FENZEEF, ST (v, u) €
DP, FRATEK yi 52 @ LA 5 X TR (2, 1:) € DY,y i i AE LA (2
Ay Al AE AR B HAR R AU O R, 8L 2 My TR X B — e KRR ),
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AR L8

BRI T : ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂj T1% - MARFREERFERE (%2.3"1’5 : ERIRRAREY

F3 FTRXRMIENX (1Pm)
HIAHIELE © DF B FIPXAREGMBMLE | @ASEESE D", DY
FIEX  EE (A) #3 | THXRENERIBEXFRIEA FIEN  FEEFES

Jik EMRELE |BEY B E
TRXFEFRR, | Thivs FETF
MNEERN | IR PRRFDFR

#0535 . #ﬁﬁE&#ﬁ%#ﬁﬂ) Tk MRS ST (%2.4"1‘5 : B IR RARE

(FoPMm) RAETT A (TPM)
WNEEL  DP. DV B BAERMAEREES | BALUEE  p°. DV, DT
FIER C WE (13%) F£3 LM E TR RABE S, FIER BB (85 £Y
REEEE

Bl 2.1: 5 R AT S R

AREHIBFFE Fu 88N [25] $& 1B 0 B i i, X — A2 ] 24408
FELRE, 5 v SO A7 1] 94 ) ) e A5 52 3068 B2 A7 3] 94 ] o) o 2 ) v o X — AR g 1))
IR ENTARER T SC MR R EdRE . e SOEE T, N TARERMIIZRE
(Feonle EMERER ) MR E—BEOD, MY 2GR B IAEE, B AW
H BRI S U B A2 SCR R, FATE SR IR L PO R B,
BRI EGZSE DF Mikbrd g DY kR IIgE, PAEBE Z 850 BT 7%
ZIt4.

SN, X B @R E AR RIIE X, F BT R R SIE L TR
FAE | [0 A (A KOS ARG Ah, d S CHh A MY BRI S R R S
N, WAREASE B A i g 5 . FRATTE— DR A TR 22 2 R AR
R, AE D I DN YNGR, IR &4 DT _FR R C R T
H, PAEGFHIP A3 s B R B AEAE LT AL R

e PR Z BRI B b, FRATAEA BB AR £ B2 ek T 4827 )
¥, SR SR IE A2 A0 M @A i) 21 _E (57 3] 2 [R] A i, 32 T 26 BOBIIE
RPN L P AR R X — WA EEAE DY R DY sE SR, AE b ScHdE
A T ORE m TS BE B [ INF, A W] DAYE 205 2 T PRI Bt 2 siAr 24 21
A R EETTIE

H T3 = B AR 2 > A A TR iR A ZS TA] PN, R rp SO A 3] 1) 3] [ B 45 B
8 R VA 10 = o T P A N e/ N1 R U5 1 3 N 3 B LT 1 97
ARBEG IR ( Tterative Projection Model, 455 A IPM ), #3858 ( Transductive
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AR L8

% 2.1 S TR E RS S

e il
(iyyi)  — S/ ARTEXT

fz‘ Z; H"Jﬁ] f"ﬂ%

DP PR RIgE

DY LR R

DU RAFEEREA AR

DT PR ZmteE

K IPM F1 FOPM " 5% 8 &

T IPM A1 TPM H AR 1 25 08K

M IPM S kNSRS ¢ A bR R R B A
b IPM 145 ke ANFESS ¢ A2 I B )

PO IPM S ¢ AR R R

MP  TPM IR BEh 1R 6 R 35

MY TPM IR B R bR o4 RIS I

F, TPM H (z;, ;) B9 LT 17 RG5>

M FOPM A k AMRERY LT (07 ¢ R BEY M

MY FOPM i85 k AMERGAE IR {37 35 R B I

Projection Model, 455 A TPM ) FIBCRHIIEAS B EIR ( Fuzzy Orthogonal Projection
Model, #EE 4 FOPM ). 3 2.1 Q45 755 B i I BT O . 3eE
AT PAZ ] 2.1 25 Y B A T A Y R A o REL R T

22 XTI

BTN A BUE NLP G5 2. S5 50a TAER 22K [54], AR
FCPERCIEM AT VRS 2, ARBAR RWFSE, H HXS X PR 5 IR DLt
BATIRAGTE o

221 EFRAEEETAXRHER

AR VT C R ] 5 BAH R R 36 15 SRS A | gz iy B A &R
JCH . X—HFFE VAP LB 22 Marti A. Hearst 2082 T 1992 4E42 11 Y 95 1F Hearst
iz [38]. HLAYY) Hearst 045 “..., such as ...” 1 “..., including ...” Z¢. #il40, 7&
P TH/A) “mammals, such as dogs and cats” v, FeAT TR AR 4> BN AR £ T
4 “ ( dog, mammal ), “ ( cat, mammal ) ”, /X4 Hearst fCEA A, 524k
N, eV Z g T IEE R AL 2Rk R AR R & s i ) A
Hearst 55544 722 11 43 251K &2 f1 35 Probase [10]. WebIsADB [55] 4.
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AR L8

B F2 R Hearst B HEAT SCARVEEE 22 AR _E T A7 56 SR AR DRG0 7 25 2,
X2 T Hearst 02 SE 2 RIE R, L2 RIGHEM R SCHE N M. 2230 A
R TR UERE, RHECGE Y BT SR o v DA AR A Y gk
Frifiak, SRR EAER T, T8 Probase REGir, Wang % AR (U 37
( Likelihood Ratio ) iX—#E 14545, XA~ _EALRAIHIE t A T R Af )R i,
XA AL TRM I E Y d G W] BB IR A L5 38],  REAH B 1 08 R TCAE A Probase
491 [10], Luu %8 A [56] ¥£ Hearst X il A 7 5 THEE S M BR 1 454, DA
ok Bl AR S T B D BC s A M s . B TR B IEA L], NLP Aot
RV ST B i e e AT IERG . B Rr2E, DARIWIHIERME. Snow 55
N T MU, I ER AEEGHE BAE N 5 R ES A EFME [57]. Bansal %5
N [58] 5L AP ARIEA S HYRHE ( Blansin @ 6 P RS, FRFFHRITE ), [
B 25 R T E 4R R A R B S AR B A R B, B9 KA RCR .

FOERGHERE, T2 ) TAE H i7E THE ALl A B 5, — 2R Wik
Pk <43z 4k ( Pattern Generalization ), B[l SR F S iZ AL A5 5 J0 KB AL Hearst
P By B 28804 . Navigli A1 Velardi [59] $2H 17 “Star ( * ) B3, RIR A @ ECAT
(* ) SRBUR R A R A A TR, DARGSE R 58 R BURAL Iz Ak
HEJJ. Nakashole 55 A [60] &1t T PATTY FR&5, BT o iy ial B4y il A
PR ((Blanainl. 2 ). XA EFERRA AR T E 2] ( planssih. #)T.
ER ) 5.

T3 W TR ARG, R E N LA ER “Fi1 (“FhF LT
PERFTCAH” B 1 BN R ) MR, S TERE T B 3240 R
) BN ALK R ICH AR IE TR, R R IR & EE AR AR g, A
JEHIE N R B A X — 2R AR BRI [61]. 45 D e Gitlalir) bR 7
KFRHW, ERTLAH W W 28 SCAS o |5 Bl g A S A ek R . 2R AR
THHUCFAERY L2 ) AU <18 SRS ( Semantic Drift ) », BIFER Mz~ J i b, iR
(1) K% ZRICHANE F B M AN e, BEShELH ) X R T s LS FToT
HPE SCBEWIAT . T fiX—F)8, Carlson 45 A [62] 21 T H T2 E2:>)
() 5 R, 24 BLALS A () 28 SR VR I 2R A B R0 2 AR B X ) ) 25
FARIEF, A RERT R & R TCAHMBUE K, IAYIZREE. b SCEs, ARt
AR B R SE 3 20 A (25, 631, HLAERRH, X AR5 vk B HERR EE A (]
R, X CRIEE SR RGEN . FIL, ASOFARE R HE ST
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

DERC, T e A2 ) i 2R 2 e SO sl 5 03R (1HE I TPMLAT TPM 5L
) SRTHET IR AR 358 2 T RCR

5 T2 REARTER Z 1] i LR A R R, A ARTEA S i1 H R ( BIAY A
) AT R A AT 2 BN R BN, “WHELsi” 5 EE s,
FATRTASER i il sy A shiy” Z B EA B AR AR X8 R TE
YAGO R4¢ [8]. Taxify Z4¢ [64] MET _EALH AR 7> FAA R RS [65]
YA BN o

222 HHAETARXRTM

SRR VL IR RERCA A SO M TR TRl e R AL R &R, BRI R BB
T, Y4 HACY PN AREAE R — ) A ARy, (2 A R A6 R A4 AT ek
FFEABGE O . BA BN R RWAREX AR E AR R — A 7, BT
HOT LB A ( Occurrence Sparsity ), PR 7L ECYA R A 1] [66], 7
1z 73 ( Distributional Methods ) Z2fif 17X — @,  EL 3 H H WS ARIER) 437 2K
FORME RSB AR R IRFAE, RAERX A RIERERA TR R
JFEAAZE IS B E], AR E AT R PRI - AR X L PR &
J% & ( Unsupervised Hypernymy Measure ) FIE & F A FRJ385 ( Supervised
Hypernymy Classifier ),

FEFORRER - BT RRE RSP IR E - AEE, MTEEAR
XS (w0, 91), EVWEMNTHE o My 2R BN R RS fE—D BT
iR FZITAHY, EALHEB B SOE A AN R AL SOE B SR, iX—
REEFR AN iz &% ( Distributional Inclusion Hypothesis ), 0, “zh#)”
TEERHEE TP BRSO S s SCHE < T . AR ik, SEARFHR B 2 A
R ARER, BU WeedsPrec [67]. cosWeeds [68]. ClarkeDE [69]. invCL [68]
&, A RITEAT
2 per(ennFy) Lilf]

WeedsPrec(z;,y;) = D Zi[f]
FEF(mi)

cosWeeds(x;,y;) = \/COS($i7 yi) - WeedsPrec(xz;,y;)

eSS, AR S SO R R SCA R R X, AT B “Distributional”, 47
S5 BRI Sy <M ( Distributed ) AR
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AR L8

zfeF(:ci)ﬂF(yi) min{Z;[f], %[ f]}
ZfeF(zi) T [f]

invC L(xs,y;) = \/ClarkeDE(xy,5;) - (1 — ClarkeDE (y;, x;))

ClarkeDE(x;,y;) =

Hrp, F(x) & o B ERSURESES, (] 02 v WRHMESR RS PRHE f BOfE. 4
£ WeedsPrec 1, 2R y; 2 x; W B, RIG AN E, o W BT SORA
ATRERE vs BB SCINEL S, DI, 3 pe ponnren Tilf] 5 2 peren) Tilf] HTEB N
VT, WeedsPrec [0 2 LTS .

Santus 55 A\ [70] #F—2 U< H], AR 5 B0 B ) A0 A B B TR Al 4,
R B b RE B, B <5 B &% ( Distributional Informativeness
Hypothesis ). #R#E Fid i, TS 75T BRI R A6 &R E SLQS

Medium’_, (H (c,(z;)))

SLQS(wiy;) =1 — Medium?_, (H (¢, (1))

Hot, Medium,Z, () FRBCH OB SAT, cola:) FoR o EERNE 1R SC i
Bk Top-N AN EYEE n AN, H (cn(7:)) R cn (@) TERTRZTER A A A B0 .
SLQS i i LB PN ATE B SCORAE B, FIRH AT Z IR K & . eAh, Roller 4%
N [71] #2180 XA &R ( Selective Distributional Inclusion
Hypothesis ), B FAZ3R] ) _EF SUERR 0 4802 EA8 7 M py B3 Bk
THRRREREASAIRE A, T IXPRATA 20X — R 1 L Mp5 T
YE. B AT AS [ SCHR [24] XF_EF A K R RN ZE G S Im PRI . A PRI 45 R mT
M, BTGB TR 8 F8 B AR T A B 46 v L A R i 45 R A
AT A H BRI L

W VR BE M 2 M 48 5 RTE NLP ()2 W H, I 4R R AT AR TR RR
M BN R RE RS AER. H, —ADEEN N B RRA (Hy-
pernymy Embedding ) 2%>J, RISt bR A7 & SR BUBA Rl A > SE TR Y B
i, IS ARTE SRR AT BN 8 R RiE L. HyperScore JE & [72] ZE T _E M
KEMZIRE ), B TORFESE ) BRI A S 2 F1 B0 R 2 ) W HARSE
— | [A]—MEE%Y HyperVec H1. Chang 28 NI TAE [73] B4 A T il & iikik
AR AES, HRE 7048 &k A ( Distributional Inclusion Embedding ) 45
AU, REAH R A 3] ) AR SR IR AL o
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AR L8

BT ARG, BN R e ( Transitivity ) 2, X AL AR
SETE R 23 [ R I AR RS GR ok . A T2 AT B R AL R R RGL, WA
FEARTERATEN ik A 25 [8]H ( Hyperbolic Embedding Space ). Nickel fil Kiela [75]
$i DU A 25 8] AR ) Lorentz A2, R 73 20K F Y 2 AR & 4510 i A 211X —
X, MU BRI R P ) B R R 5 — IR AT AR
i Ganea 55 A [76] 15 [/ —IHI5E . MRIFATIA A SR, EALRP)E L —

W < E R ALEITE L, AR T i A 2SR H g ARSI 2502 IR 4fE ( Hyperbolic
Entailment Cone ) AOME:S, b A0 1r] 760Ul 23 75 [0 Af X B FR) 7 B R R AT RE “Zi 37
HR A7 1]

EFRRFRS RS LR REENNMOUSET, BB EEAN NI
SRR N TARESEE . W R AL 56 R 22 AU A AR B 1] ] 8 2R 1E R
JEIRHRRIE, IR R R, B e X SURRE 2 W ey 55 B i i) . #EZe
(REFE R, B3 4 1 5 b 2838 35 B Word2Vec [51]. GloVe [52] 251553 [ &, I
HEZEFH—DARIEXS (24, ) Wil mPHE 20y [77]. a2 2 75— 5 [25, 78]
SHAVENEHE, YIZk SVM. BRI ISR T R 02K,

W T bR 2 R EA ORI ( Anti-symmetry ), Roller % A [71] #2£H T asym
B, R —AAREXS T ) 2 25, HAF 2050 A RHE . X T AREXT

—

- ; Vi
f(xz‘,%') =TST T =
1z gl
9(%’7%‘) = (T - T)
[ |

simDiff #AJg Al g —FpAS A&, iy Turney Fil Mohammad #2 ) [79]. simDiff
O3 BT SRS ARTE - HAB R 2[RI 5 SCAHBURE, R S8 SORIRL R 1] B 2 2224 Al
SrRARIRHE. HAh, Yu 58N [80] MERBIARIEAE N b ALR AT (L im] B A 1 SCA B
X5l FIJH Probase Frifjifigt NI RRICH, X—DARE A5 HAE N EALRE
IR (2Rl Bl T i AT S SR TR 22 P 28455284, 2> Probase HRIEIY)
AR R R R, FFREAT R AR IS Luu SR [81] A A 4EE A BHIE AL
R AR g 15T 2 L N 1 o730l N VA £ ol R =85 K es i 1 = M= 1

23CHR [74] 4R, HAEITA LA R LM, R I A R R D B R
HEA LR AT SCBITEH, BRI T FRAIE -
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

HyperVec #5124 [72] [ T e T B AR & =09 HyperScore i &, WLAEE A B
KETFARHIN

5 ETFMXRRERMI, X—RET I RENEERERE LEE . X2
BT B X RNFRRAFE R R#E ok, Mt KA B s 1530,
SR, Levy 2 AF5H [82], X ¥ELFAE “RILICIZ” ( Lexical Memorization ) 1]
L, B RER A T 5 A BIADAREAR B RHE, TN @A 2 [ BA 408 SR
Fo A, MUINZREEFN IR SE b I B ARTEFE TR SO TR 22 S80I, e i 2 B
SRR B, RREIZEE BT R RZEM T ESA S, WS G R 2850 7
UL TR e, U — RIS .

223 e

ARG F AR VT FL RN 437 32 S YR —Fh s G AT LN A R I
AR 1. BN, REFFRH RN EF AR (72, 81]. 52K, Levy
SEN [82] MRA M A 2 ST VAN BB 2T B R R R IWTE LFER .

AER, BRFTE TR AT DA B RO YR ARG A BRI, GBI
i Shwartz 58 N [ARFFE e LAY [54], 23R K AEHAICIZM 45 ( Long Short
Term Network, LSTM ) [83] #whd#l b F 7k BM X AEFELL, HRHEF BN
] iR G A A ARG R T, IR AW A MY . X— TAEES T
X ETFORABSLMWERT, FIHEEMHZNEEBR P IA TIEF . Roller
SN [66] TR —ARIEXTENF ik 5 Hearst 1515 [38] VALY GETT &L, HRitt
Bt TR TSR E N O R R R, HS L T AR E TN R R R, Le
N [84] 24 TR PCECE R i A>T, AR ARTEAE S i A B R F R 5
FT Hearst #1X [38] 41T EAH4F A Held Al Habash [85] $5HH, il 2 Fif S
TR R TN A R AR SR A 4

F T R A ALY “ECICAZ” ) [82], A AR AE > A R i E
B A2 ] 4 1) 1 e AT BB 1) LR 2 ] S TR . Fu 88 AHR S T4 BR bk
PO [25], X —KFENFQIMERTTR . X — BB RE 2N RH RO,
AR ] ) A 2 b AR R ), SRS BRG RY R R A M b o TR T
B, PR AR (24, v:), A0SR 25 W PATE DB AR H B 2 g, ) 2
My ZIERATREA LI ALRR s R, o fily ZEARATBERA LR X &R itk
CIINE = e A 00 B ol WY IV - R 20 s W A = 03 1) i 5 ol Y
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KESIE. BT Fu g NRYRA 3 BTS04 SO B8 4, Yamane 55 A [86]
MOtk T R, RIS R AR AR, AR RO R S L
Biemann %% A [87] fE L MEFL S AAL EIMA T FURAEIE WIALI, 3 — 1F ) AT A
THE LR XA ARE LSRR, NTERS XS LTI RRSIEL XA,

ARF R I ) =AM B T B 2 O, BINENEF S e
SRR E A $5 5 1 BERR B2 S RO . A, X SEIA it B T B
LK R FEHUHIFN R SCEF BAEE, AT B R R AEE LR R R (FR R
e OGRS T ) PRI 22K

23 FEHEX FTHXRY REE

MARTTITG, FATHEA 233 A = P 1A] [a) B RSO R, A e
FOCAH HEZI BN AR AR WBER2. 19 4, X S R IR 2N ARt
MRS NS, BT AT SCE T AR R NGRS (e I p 85
DY) RAN—RARA R, FAT 55875 B an ey Fi 2 B A 2B T ik, H B M 45
Balihaz i i 2 ny pSC E MR R

231 HERER

X2 R AR RO (B IPM ) ik Fu S5 EET 0] ) B Y HY oh SORE
BB TAE [25]. ZEMATRY TAES, AR 4r BEZE PEB S BERY ( Piecewise
Linear Projection Model ), Rf v 1] () ] ] 4% 5 28 b A 1] 1) i) ) £ . HEREAREERY YY)
SRS SR CIR] SORTAAR (97 ) P2 8. EARTAER, FATHE—2
WFFE R SC A AR FN S A5 3] ) A e R o FRATT AN i v 3R] LRI A AR Sy 26
&k % CN-WikiTaxonomy [21] RFFASH| 2 HREMN T KRR ITCH (26, v:), HMER
TR ] ) R FERY Lo JEA (BRI (|75 — gille ) SARITZ AR KR ARRIKR . R
PEMERLE R, FRAOTEMAW T RIS, ROIANE 2.20R

R X EER T AL @, 35 g A ye A FEZ WK _EALE, WA AT AE
T—th # 7 — . BIAN, “EZ” M EIEZR e “HA” B EALE ; SR,
“EME R R EERAR, ER MR

Shttp://www.ltp-cloud.com/download/
e 2.20, 0() FoRXERL P SO i, R S R L S B
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AR L8

F2.20 BRI ) 2 22 5 HAE SCR AR R B
B bl 1% — Fill2

FUER o( O ) — 0( H% ) ~ o BT ) — o( E2 ) 1.03 ~ 0.99
B% 1 O AA)— o HE) %o AA)— o TEZ) 1.03%071
B%2 o AA)—o(HE) %o ERE) - o(EE) 1035132
B%3 o AA)—o(HFE) £ 0(R) —6KE) 1035039

B 2 FAEAE AN A SCE I R AR & (21, instanceOf, y,)” Fl “(22, subClas-
sOf, y2)”, WHRA T EE @1 — 11 % T2 — Yoo X2 N instanceOf A1 subClassOf £
INERFRT W) K FR, {HI2 instanceOf 7R SR SR Z [A] 1) MU %
%, 1M subClassOf KR Z YRI5 K FR . AWATRIE SCIEA A,
TARATAE TRl e A 23 0] 1) 2R A D

BB 3 HWA L ROLRER “(z1, y1)” B (22, y2)” JETIESCGEEA,  ARAT AT 6B
T —th # T — Yoo X—EHRT AN [25] W), BT A0n] DRSS
TR SRR 1 R & (PIINER . . K% ), BT RAE
TR 25 [ AT LB AN ] o

SRS EINIE T S bR 36 B S R, S SRR TR R PR
BIITESCHk [25] 0, AEETE AR SGE GASER S FIGEA, BB THn
PHEGRE, T I S a2 F o bR T o SO SO B 2 S ) 4T
subClassOf % 2, 1 SCERIEE £ 2 instanceOf 3¢ &,  HALIER L I 7 2%
SHHARE ; XSRS R RO R IE R R, 5 FRE AR,
75 IPM Bkeh, AR MR B G5 s TERTAIBE, oA IHER /N N AR
VG4 DY T4 B BRI BA N . 535, A CHURE G0 SRR 50
4 DY ehgk s S BRI IE G, FEIA D, H R BRI SR, TG
k. HEAEZRNE 2.2k .

IO BE « ABIERIWIAE I B vk [25] B —Fp AR R . FR AT 2R ] K-Means
Bt DP iy B R BB K AME, RN R 2 7 — 7 fERE. %04
JETH kMR E TR REAN O (k=1,2,--+ K ), HXF A3 R AR
B My, by TERIIGRBE, IPM X T45 kMR B AR S MU %L
I :

. 1 R
TMi b C) = = > M- &+ b — Gl

|Ok| (%i,y:)€C
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AR L8

FItaF > RIS B
B, Ak BbreR%L

!

IS
PgsED”

A RIAEE T S e A ﬂ%@%z
WEHED
1 YA > ]

A 56 RICALMA | DY B B A B 5 A
Ytk il

] 2.2: IPM 1By AE
STk =1,2,-- K, AR FIBHUSSBE R M43 312 5] My, il by, (1A
BACIZERTEE X — W Bl 5 8ete T AR Sy K. iehss ¢ 4

BRI TR RINGGER PO (t=1,2,-- T ) dFEEEES, X K

Fy e FhL AR TR B A A . JRATIESS ¢ A ARA0Ss b AN (£

ZoodlEe ) h O, Ll & s r sy MO F1 D, s

AEUREI IR : PO = D7, ¢ = Cun &) = &Y ee, & — G

M"Y = M, Fi1 5 = by
SEFAREAER ¢ =1, | T, BB HRBORSE B F 3 R -

%1 BEHLA DY SRAEE S - DY A RICHIC R UG, Hrh 0 S REEH 1. W T4
ATCAL (2, 1) € UD, MRS TR AR ) K-Means B8, 4218 R 3040 L
J @R ID, 1828 pi

pi = argmin,_, . [|7; — g — & |

TS HTCA (2, v:) € UD XTEREE pi MENIEE2E dO (2, v:)
dO (i, ys) = MY - 7 + 50 — G|

RIETTEAZEN dD (2, y:) BE, FoATE XTI (i, v;) K BFREEHIRECH

f](\?(xiayi) = [(d(t)(l’iayi) <)
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EARITEI

b () RASREEL, € RBUE OB, £ (i 0) = 1 78 A4
REHI (v, v) B L FRER (ER ) f (wiy) =0 M. g U
P UO W74, TG U RFAEE 19 (2, ;) TN IE G AR % 7
Sedl, Bk U0 = {(wny) € UOIA) (2iys) = 1}

L2 T UV P RRTCA (v ), FHETRRME RN (LT
) BONHARES . 45 (20, y) BHAA L FRER, W5E X fY (wy:) =1
B, f1) (i) = 00 8 L UY Hpkth i B B R (¢ R T4l s
&, B UY = {(2,y:) € UV (e y) = 1} RIS UY SHE0E -
pU=pv\UY, peh = pHyyl,

3 0 UY UL BT kRN X R TTAUE G . BARAIAT AR B
SRR ANIE SE RS (S (WIG) TN G

1 —_

FD 0 0 E (@ — 3 — &)

U] )
(wi,yi) €U,

Forfr, X (0,1) REABIFEL R 1920 R, RO AR,
MTFAA POD iR ICAL (v, ), EHOHSRATTE TR, ke, 3
IVFRRE T4 €+ 1L AEARIE kA O,

P4 AT EAE O, Ry MEIT FARR B, RS MY A

g]gt+1) :

. 1 "
t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1 — t+1 —
T B o 5=qu > MY E Y — g
k

(t+1)
(z4,9:)€C,

ST G, AT T AR s MUY = MO A
BHD = B SR TR S S Ak PR

BTGB « BALIZRSEHUS, XTI AE T A R T (2, 4:) € DT,
AT y; 52 v B9 EALIA, 24 HACK IR A S0 2 20—

ZAE 1 (24, ) 76 PTHY §94%36 4w ( Transitive Closure ) HY,

e B R, O PO i R TAA RIR R IE R, W
e et AT A 14 L AR R AR T DADRAIE
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AR L8

k2 £ () = 1.

RYEBR B, A 2R N B Al & 1 SR I 2R 4R DA B A ELIR I i s b
FEIRI AR K R TC o« FATTHE R A S 2R M 500 5 R ARAE, A PRl
R AR

M ERSA AT, X —BRES G TR SCRITEIR B MG AR, R SOfRp g By
Ao BRR 2 BRI T 2 AL B2 A MR R FE N 5 R IR I, FRATA R
WY AT K AR T I ARG BRI 24 . 1X— -5 Carlson 55 A Z ALK
FBRIEATRL 9]0 SKAFATE 3 i O R A I AR P U, FRAT T ARG 2
LU

T T—t
A== S Y @)
i 1
FEA, D ik A s nT DA RO ASE R 96 £ TC AL ) R 2 ST,
R 1% PR T RO SR80 B SRR S0 S, 3B W] DA
2 S B ARFF R T R R
e RUEPRGNIL « ACWRRANN G TR 2 i % B RS TR
S T SRR REAIE B RS BRI 26 5%, FRATT AT AR X — e b e )
BEAC AR R BB AN GAE R BRI E Rt 7ESERTIRFsc T, Fu 2\
Bt T LA SO R Hearst 45X [63]. FEA1HE—54 8 Tix— TAE, FEuAI
R R RE BRI = - “Is-A (2 ) . “Such-As (IR )
” il “Co-Hyponym ( [fl FAAABIK ) 7. X =R R ol % 2.3 3
AT ANLEEE B IS -

BG4 1R o Ay VUEE “Is-A” 8 “Such-As” #iX, HRKATEE z; /& v B9 L.
FE S ny (i, y) A @ iy LEVERHE H PTHED “Is-A” 5 “Such-As” # AR £

B4 5 Q0K x; F z; PLEL “Such-As” 8 “Co-Hyponym” iz, HIRKFIHE ; il x; Z
EFCZ RN P

HESEBRI HhSCSCA Y, “Such-As” Fil “Co-Hyponym” B il g 15 2 ANt T iz i), Sk fij 2
B, FH RN EBAS, 2 2 .
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7 230 =R sC B AL R A R

o il
Is-A (2sl) zi Ay
z; gy
iy L—
Such-As ( fl g ) y, Bl x;. x;
Y, BLFE ;.\ Ty
Tiv Ty %
y, FealiE i
Co-Hyponym ( [a] F A7l ) ;v 2; 5%
x; Fl T
x; VA T

5E L o (@, w5) N g B oy LEVEEHEEFFPLHD “Such-As” 5 “Co-Hyponym™ =X f Uk
¥ no(zi) K w; Al * DCRCROVCEL ( Hor, o 2 2 ASMOAE RS AR ).

AR, JRAT I ) B A B AR 0 T 4 SR AN KL T b S0 R 6 B
RIS 5 Bk UL s 2 2cd iz A UV, s Ul s
BTG4 (zi,y:), A BRE PSO(xy,y;) M NSO (zy, ;) HIE GG Hd, E S
5y PSSO (w, yi) WL T HERIA N 45 SRS 4 AR XK Ge it it

d(t) (xi) yz)
max .o d®(z,y)

(2, yi) + 7
max , o n(e,y) +7

PSD(z;,y;) =a-(1— )+ (1—a)-
H, o e (0,1) B RHMNE, v 2T EER. X2 E T AR E R
a=05Fy=1., HETILS, FAIELWNFRBES NSO (z;,y) :
no(xi, Yi) + v

(n2(xi) +7) - (na(ys) +7)
SR @ My, iS5, o Fly; 7E “Such-As” Fll “Co-Hyponym” #5 FHAH 2 H PYL
x; M y; A [ RE M [E FA71H ( Co-hyponym ), M2 B R A 5 R IAERAK

T R KA IE M A5 Fl s Me T 454, FATRAX — P4k 1708 E SOy
B ) 7520 2 R 1 [ A543 e Ak T A

NS® (zi,yi) = log

max Z PSD (x5, )

(t)
(z5,9:)€U

sty NSO(w,y) < AUY cUO UL  =ny

(iyi)eUS)
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Algorithm 1 7.0 K R BEFEE

1 Wtate UY =0

2: while [UY| < ny do

3 BERIERMRKEERICA (v, y) = argmax 0 PSY (2, y)
MUY dikgiggoeal - UY = U9\ {(zi,0)}

50 if NSO (25, ) + Z(:r,y)eUf) NSO (z,y) < A then

6 FregicAmA Uy v =P U {(x,m)}

7: end if

8: end while
9: return X RZICHES U(f)

=

SO, 0y SRR U B ER, A SO 2 LR AP B
P KB G )8 ( Budgeted Maximum Coverage Problem ) [88] (4551, 42 NP
A, AR SCRR [88] BYUERH, HARRECE il ( Monotonic ) H.ZKEE ( Submodular )
1. FATBH P00 X RERE R B X — A, HEsfE Ry 1 — 1. AR
FEWE 1. AEREBRARIIHAR T, FEEM UL s ar Ot et IE 11590 ok i 5% 2
JEdl, BHAMA UV N R REAT L, FR AT G 56 R T TR E 5
SHET, RGBT A A TH R AT o X — SRR A NP X 8 52 2% B A
O(nlogn), Hn= |U*(t)\o

B, STEARETA (v,y,) € UV, BATEHEET 26 ZpER00 T sk S
B S8 @) = I ) € UY).

2.3.2 SIS

LSV« FRATTAE A IS S BT A S R EAR AR A SR AR R SR I,
PO HHRER ST E B 2.4, FEMIIGEMNETE 131.8 T LN KRR
H3Csr 21k & CN-WikiTaxonomy[21] HORFEAGE], —ILE&FH 7312 KR, K
TR TG PIIE R, CN-WikiTaxonomy FY4E4E EL7E GitHub [ FFJES,

MR EGESE, AOTBEVUREET 10 A EHEE RS, e T
NEFER RS SR, SR8 T4 7.8 A “Sefk-2K507 %, 316 H T Fu 2
N [25] ATFFE ARSI SE PRI, 3T 1391 A~ LR 75 A1 4294
MEET O XRR ALK T V4 BRI NEIESE, &T 3/4 EER1E A
R S8

Shttps://chywang.github.io/data/apweb2015.zip
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EARITEI

2.4 YA E TR R R BARE NG E

Btk R BB RbsiE e RE0E
CN-WikiTaxonomy %54 ( JI|Zk4E ) 7,312 - -

AR ARG - - 78,080

kg 349 1,071

M 4E 1,042 3,223

N TR SRR T R, FATIRHCT 2 130 54~ EE A RH S A4E B
T, FRE 7T AR R SO TR R, T2 10.88 A2 (R AT LA
Ansj’ M SR GE TR ). FRATTEIX L6508 EIIZE T Skip-Gram #5228 [51], 153 T
580 J3 A~ H SCIR]TERY 100 2 A ] ) 5

BORPEN - AERASRIIR ISR B, FATE SEIA RN K MERE € iX P
ASESEEIE. Hod, KOS BHIERE] 30, € K 0.85 21K A 1.20, e RS b
SEMRCR AT, SCEERIEILIE 2.3, AIDVE I, MR N EGREN 10, € =1.05
I, IR RO ek, fs Y FAEN 73.9%.

FEEFEI B, AT E SRS T = 20, ICRA LS AR
RO SHIaH Bod AR, FERUEE BT RS EUNRCR, RARE 6 = 0.2,
A = 0.5, FEEIE A i IR BEA LEE 500 45y & R et AUIIZREE . QA 2.4(a),
FEHT 10 LA, FAEM 74.9% B8 ETF 2 78.5%, X—SLIEPRUH] TSR
AT B ALK A B TR T RCR . & IR UAYAREE, FERRGCT R,
FAE 15 DIEAUSTE 76.7% LA IRFFRRE . FE NFEEHRA AT RERY I 2 R HA TR
TR R VEPR IRl o 15 U [62], /N DI IE BTSSR A m] i S g i A
gpgk. Wi N TAGA, FATABA T Dh B Fs « (M, (R )~ « (FFLEr, mf
M) 7 (fEE, Bleg) 7 85, MIIZEEPIAATEZ T SCH P, 1 3R ™A% Y
ETRERAR. FEE 2.4(b) 1, FATEILFEVIREE 500 MP5ERT—H B AR BL LT
NIEBI) KA TCHIMANGREE, AT R ARV NERIEER P VA T, BT
PG BB R BT LIS, L F R 2 R R, Oy R O R BIgmA T
ks, i TIISEIRSE, Sl BINEEE LS I W2 .

FRLLes « FRAFENNASE EoPI IPM FRmnEw i, JF5 AR REXT L,
SR EAERR 2.5 9 TAE A LA R o SGERHE EPRIFRATRI SR, FRATER
TEFSCE T BT AT R R R R A2k R URIA . Hearst [38] SA A
AT IOEEFHHHE, AT Fu S5 A [63] AN THEFEAL A SCHY T 5B it Hearst

"http://nlpchina.github.io/ansj_seg/
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ALK

2

13

1.0+ 1.04
0.84 0.84
0.6 0.6+
0.4 0.4+
—— F-Measure —— F-Measure
0.2 —s— Recall 0.2- -=— Recall
—— Precision —e— Precision
OC T T T T T T T 00 T T T T T T T T
O ) ) %) Q &) o ¢ O QO b O Hv ¢
PN N N T AN oY oY ¥ \Y Y N MY
(a) K=5 (b) K =10
1.0+ 1.04
0.8 0.8+
0.6+ 0.6+
0.4+ 0.4+
—— F-Measure —— F-Measure
0.2 -=— Recall 0.2 -=— Recall
—e— Precision —— Precision
00 0.; T o; T T T T T 00 T T T T T T T T
Q O b O Hv Q¢ O O H QO b O v D¢
oY oY ¥ \Y O VN MY oY ¥ 2% &N MW
() K=15 (d) K =20
1.0+ 1.04
0.84 0.84
0.6 0.6 —
0.4+ 0.4+
—— F-Measure —— F-Measure
0.2 -=— Recall 0.2 -=— Recall
—e— Precision —— Precision
OO T T T T T T T T OO T T T T T T T T
) Q o) Q ) Q &) Q ¢ %) Q ) Q ) Q &) Q €
oY ¥ T \Y O N MY S PN PN O O NN
(e) K =25 ) K =30

] 2.3: IPM A SR N K MBI e HOAZ AR T35 b SRS 2R T R0 R A 52 g
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0.904 ..
—— Precision
0.854 -=— Recall
—— F-Measure
0.804 ./‘NN\N\
0.704
0.65 T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20
Iteration
(a) AR RBEFR
0.85= o
—e— Precision
0.80+ -=— Recall
—— F-Measure
0.75+
0.70+
0.65+
0.60 T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20

Iteration

(b) FR KR BEFH
&l 2.4: IPM FEREA IR AU TSR

BOTITEE R SRR, XA A VT SRR B v SO 5 Y 2 o R AR,
NE A HA RIGE S RIBMEOL. Snow [57] AR M B aliE S ERNEE, 1
i Hearst [38] SVAA B R HY RIGME. EAEA IR 19.8% 2715 28.1%, SRk
HERE N 22 28.9%, R H SCHE = Y MAMT AR AT D SR AN ARG 1 o 2011 5Ok (ol
invCL JEE 5 [68] 1) F {H N 58.1%, PUNAETCEHSCA R, SEURp R SO =344 b
Bz, MG LN FMEATEHAD I AR P X o ik EAh, FATEI AT 3
Ae L HRHY 7 ek & CN-WikiTaxonomy [21] ¥EMIRAAE LT R ILAD,  HORSHERE
IBH] 98.5%, (HiE i TARGN T i USSR B w R AN AA IR, A R
Ko SEATWITIER L, HHA TR DB NRET AR [25], HF(H
N 73.3% X SLERARRBL, 2] AR B BEA SO S T K AR
e

FANTHE— AT ) TPM S9E AR E ISR BRI, FE3E 2.5+,
IPM-Initial 45112 BOR AR IR B Bl SR R HEAT T, X — AL Fu &5
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7% 2.5 IPM AEM AR ERORCR, RIS BRI L

Jitk R A% FA{i
FALTTik

Hearst [38] 0962  0.198  0.328
Snow 45 A [57] 0.673 0.281 0.396
CN-WikiTaxonomy [21]  0.985 0.254  0.404
invCL [68] 0.485  0.581 0.529
Fu % A\ [25] 0.717  0.749  0.733
IPM iz HAZ

[PM-Initial 0.741 0.767  0.753
IPM-Random 0.690 0.757 0.722
IPM-Positive 0.754  0.801 0.776
IPM 0.758  0.814  0.786

I[PM&CN-WikiTaxonomy 0.788 0.847  0.816

N [25] REELZRA, $2TF T 2% 4 F {E. IPM-Random, IPM-Positive £l IPM 3K ff] 1%
P& FR T B ALY 240, TPM-Random ANl ] ¢ RIEFRSANE, HHRF L—
B AR TN A TE B & R BELIA I ZR4E,  TPM-Positive fifi Jfl X Rk HHE, (H
A B R s KA IE 545, ARG S m B, IPM g3 8En 58
#SL P, 5 IPM-Initial /] b, IPM-Positive FI IPM ££F} T 2.3% F1 3.3% [ F {H, B7R
A FERE A s > B R R . BRI S, FRAT A e R
BAERYE [25], RIFT 5.3% 1K F{E. ansR3R AT A9 A CN-WikiTaxonomy [21]
&G (1ERPFER N IPM&CN-WikiTaxonomy ), H F {EHikF| T 81.6%, XML
Fu % NPEESS G SCE SO L RO 3 47 [25],

WY PT  FRAT A I B AR e R T A . RER A RS (RY
72% ) YR H TARME DX 2 1 SOM R B L R AR R . FEMNRAE T, —Srp R
EXTE X R RIEE RS, (BN B FARER, W3« (e, 255 )", “ (It
I, FEFE) 7 S PARTENGI, RERS P22 25, (B8 r s
KUk, FAEFTA RN E, FIATZ BEA TS R AR R MR A
HMAIR, BBUARME XX A )18 S R AT HER S FI K. Ak, TR,
TR AR A 2R AR B I A 2548, 53X — TR KA A X

HAR AR R B T4k EE A7 iR R 22 > N HERf 4 . DATIAE b i T 3 3]
“CERP R, AEREMERG TN B CAEY” R IER AR, (F AR AW CE A
WA WIIERAYE . B AT RERY SR R BT MHAR I AN B IAE b SCE R 2R A TR R
%, BAETHRA S AN RS 22 RO 2
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HREIMB | MREINE |
|| BT R e EFRRR | 1] .
| :

I e :
I v A4 :
| BT | | bR |

R | |
""""" vy v
> §52 5

& 2.5: TPM [y HESE
24 BEFREFIVLETUXRSEEDR

FE b, TR 7 B =Ny IPM SR, AR A TE ARl Fh 3k
HZHFR. SR, X—FRA N =R 1) X-RBIR A A IR B g4
BTG, BCA MM AR BT AR AR, B AR A AN el i A =S i) Y X3 BT 7
KEGELETOXRR ;i) POOEFEA RN, BRI S AR
FAEHM R~ i) e RARG 23R -5 BT AR TR A S R A LA
KA, R R RBA R ARCER. AT NAETH SN E MR DR
AL TPM, e b SCHR H I =B

241 HEER

AFNERFE N IR, grE IEABIIgREE DY F DY, HEbRZ I
KRPRMIKLE DT PR A TCH (2, y:) BEIAT BN A/AR LR XA
& 258, AFEAPIAEBL - WIRE B S22 BrBe. FERIRETBL  FAIHE
A S 8] 23 327 ) BTN R AR E TR RS 5 FER e BB, Al
AN E5 & TR GBI TN AR . T8 F MU, ARIE e iR, WA Py R
JCAH TR . HAREAHEA I

PGB - WA BIBR S 1 RA IPM FRAT Fu <6 A [25] 19 TAE.
XIEBIYIZRSEH R TCA (2i, yi) € DT, BBSAAE—A |23] x |73] BIIE % A MP,
% MU ~ o SR, X —HEFRRA 5 BEIAE LI R RME L. Bk, X1
BIUIZRER FTCAL (20, 9:) € DN, W2ES—AS |T] x |7] S SEE A MY,
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

13 MNT; ~ g XFEAR T 00002 ST WA <RI B, RN SERTE IR A
2SR5 ) R B B AR AR B 2o A M7 R0 MY RS TR MBI
P HAREREL

1 L AP
JMP) =2 3 IMTE - R+ S IMT R

(ziy:)€eDP

N 1 N = — 12 )‘N N |12
JMT) =5 > IMVE - Gills + — IMT[E
(wi,y:)€DN
Her, X7 > 01 AN > 0 42 Tikhonov 1ENILIHE S 4L
WX 2 fE, XF DT e (2, y), A5t EHGE MP Al
MY AR R TR P A AR 2E

dp(xiayi) = ||Mpfi - ?Z||2
dV (zi, i) = [IMVZ; — 7|2

e EL SR BB BNy score(rs, yi) € (—1,1) AT F R -
score(x;,y;) = tanh(d™ (x5, y;) — d¥ (zi,y;))

TR dp(%', Yi) il dN(xz‘, yi) PIPEBTRT R, TR (73, 9i) I P4 score(w;, y;) T,
w; Fl oy ZIAE B R R BR O FRATHE B U IE Y]k, A 2
Sigmoid KL, PAEES Sigmoid pRELHY ) TZ M APE ( Widespread Saturation ) [89].,
AP (s, y:) 5 dN (25, y:) Z A0 25 (B ACHE DT E AR AL T F0 00 25 SR ) 15
ke FAMTE X (i, ) PEABEEVES conf(xs,y:) € (0,1) AR PR -
|d" (i, y:) — d" (2, i)
max{d" (z;,y;), d™ (i, y:)}
WR (25, ys) W EAG PR, WIBCROERR TN v Ml y; Z A S HA E N RRE
ARETE S R TER B, B BE V) T DA AN R R R AN TR A
SR ARZE 2] - AEAB T, E F R KRR (v, y:) B AT . R
PEEVIIRI B AR, R (v, w:) € DY, FATRE Fi= 15 W2 (v, v:) € DV,
= =15 2 (zi,y:) € DT, MM F; ETE (—1,1) JEEIN LR E. T E

conf(xs,y;) =
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JESRRIOHET, BATL F 2 (D7 + [DY[+ D7) x 1 MiR& By ik, F
HF e i AR BRFEINES S, NTIAM (vi,y) € DT, %] F 4.
X IR ARy, BN AR, AR

Bt 1 % 2 IR T (20, 93) € DT BYBATRINAG 5 Fy BAZ-5 80 MR AL T
SEARARIT

ESCS S (|DP| 4 DY+ |DT]) x 1 IR T )i o 42R (23, 43) € DY, ]
W Si=1; WER (v,y:) € DN, Sy = —1; (ws,y3) € DT, FRIEY AR T
M, 47 S; = score(wi,y;)o AT AER G IR AP AR IGBIL TN 1) BAFE, &
W (IDP]+ [DY| + [DT]) x (ID] + [DY] + |DT]) fx A AL . HiFE W R
F AT J PCER Wi EITSRANT -

conf(x;,y;) @ =7J,(x;,y) € DT
Wij=4q1 i =j, (2 y;) € DPUDY
0 HAth

MR S AW TR, BATE CHARREL 0 = [[W(F - 8)[3. &/IME O,
AT ABRAIEXS T DT e AT i) 45 2R S 9 A S i B 25 R el . RO W IR T
IR R IR 5 WIAAREEUN (24, y:) € DT BTN ELAF BEMER, AR

et 2 e 2 p SIRBN T (2, ys) € DT BIRATINTGI> F; BT REAE R &R
S Tl B TR 5 A

SRR E MR R TR, AT A R TR R . X 30E S, Li 4
N [21] WP T SCHER RIS SR AR . FEAR A B, ATIE—5 AT
IE A AR F . & C AFTrATE S R ER & X8 2505 5 M
¢ € C, vy @RX 1k (B ) EEAMPEESR (SEAR ) TS AT
PREREEEAT, BT R NTAE . AR, R SO A7 I R
R, FATBOT T SRR R (P ) AR G A (NTHIN2 ) R 2.6.

2 RNy (D[ + DY+ [DT]) x L i F A &, R 2 R P i AT,
S INGESE, #7 (v,y:) € DY, FATRE R =15 3 (v,y;) € DY, Ry =—1. iX
—WRAE D755 S M, BEAFATASIIZREE N TARE, A2 ik SR iR . x
T REE A KR ITCH (v, v:) € DT, WER (w4, y:) A SAEAETH C AHIT
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7 2.6: S B AR TN ) = A1 U

B ik

P13 o WL S ik EAOZIA g AHPURC, s IR ATBERE 2 B EAZid]. 514,
“ShY” & WEL S A

N1 %5 o WL i) S ik BT g BYARRGODIRAH LIS, v AR ATREA S 2 1Y
B BN, “shfeE” A wEL st 1 B AL,

N2 ek BT g LTS R E [21] 0 SO R LA DU,y AR
ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ% z; W B ISR T 184 AN AR A, BIANEGA .
T,

B, FATEE LR N EAEYE R = Fo EXFEIL, mARHEER
A2 R EF AT B ES . XA, 2 Chy € C R (vi,y:) € DT
VERCHYTE H NS E WER Co, ) WO IETEFHN, FATE R 2

R; = max{F;, max ~,}

CEC (@)

K, AR Co o WM TEF AN, FATH -

R, = —max{—F;, max ~;}

¢ €C, )

B VA FBCE, Gy (v, y;) € DT DL T IEREEF A, M EACY Fi <
maxcec,, Y, Fi B SAEREFHMA ST 5 W2k (v, ) € DT ILRLT
RN, HHEAE F > —maxgec,,,, v, Fi S2EE RO F A&
1% BT BikvE 3, FATLETIES MM B Ech 0, = |F—R|3, ATARHE
] B A A A o B B (B 67 91 B A LA e

Mt 3 WURPHALAR 2 Al BTESCHIEL, WIXFTFHRARE v, (20, 9) M (25, y) HHIMEL
M VA | S S ST

MR 3, AR v 2 o W B2,y WARPTREE S o 15 SOMIRLRY HA IRl Y
iR AN, GuARFRATAIEE “SEE & “E K7, TATA DAERT g, < PRIF
W S “EISE”. FrPA, AT DA LR & R Icd pi = (@i, vi) Fl p; = (25, 45)

STEARTIGO, R H 1N RTINS UL [ LA S8 F BB NS0, PR sk s 5

BEME X B S HNAE RS, —BATTRERE . FRATH AT RAE A A S & 2R R i e — 7]
. B, EAITTPAKRE R, = F;, 8034 R = F, + chec(-’”i>yi) Yjo
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

fi@#i% T 11 123% 133

i EFTFRIXFR
ESA T INVES S
\ %

fElE
o (4

P 2.6: TransLP HEZRFE A 3 A7 56 R F ) 157
HIFALEE sim(pi, p;), BITRFIR -

cos(7;, Z; P =,
sim(p;, p;) = ( ) =4 2.1
0 At

(HAFHEER S, AR R T I AOARAMUE, 3CA X BRI Ty . X2
PR R AR TR SC— RN B2 . RS 1E LSBT, AEFRATTIIIZRR Skip-Gram
(Rt SRS I E S k5 R K D i e N - /N S M R B S
IRAEWTH <SR R R

N TR 3 BEAk, ASSCRIT AT TransLP (55 S22 3 HEZE [90], X —1E
ZRAESC RIS TR . SCAR 7336455 [90, 91]0 ARSI EHESR 2 2]
SCSAR B BT E TR A3 A A AR LA . BE T TransLP, FATR DA BEL
BRI, KRR E R ( BT AR ARSI E T RAR ) RHEK 2. 0h— K FRocdl
BREE S — A K FEocdl. B, KFjcdl < ( €HE, EZK ) WIEmEsS F >0
PAMERR A (IngER, BERK )7 < (M, ER )"« (AN, 58 )”
WA Fr < 0 mIRARE A (36, W00] ) 7. < (R, &80T )~ &5 il
WE 2.657R

2 F 2 AL min O+ O, (AU . 522 3CHk [90, 911 B %, FATHEF L
bz e A N(FP), Hod, PO F RO ZHEE, Py = sim(pi, pj)-
A, AR E B AR %L 0, FILAE SO + 0, = F'PT'F, B 5 EilEis sk

37



AR L8

PR TE R IE L R R, 15 F s A a5 82 & 7 2100 P8k
PpRRAL S - B SR S W = R H AR & 9F, R4 H bR %R
W Frs
J(F) = 6, + 0, + %ﬁn + %Hpng 2.2)

Ho, |[F|37E F _EA0A TSN 1o IR, 0 R o 2 A AT Y IE U AL R
28 T AR R, BATH AGE TR R B ORAS F i I J(F)
xT FISE0y

dJ(F
Y — WoF —$) + (F ~ R) + nP'F 4 pioF

2 | DP || DN |4 | DT ARy ge, b AL RE 2% KR T AT ] 24 W2 S . RFIT P
Wt E G, SRR TR TR R O(T - (IDT] + | DY | + | D)),
T HEARREL

N T REE ] AR, ATRASR I 4r BB R ( Blockwise Gradient Descent ) 55
EINASGEE . S 22007 SCRT L, AR v # vy KT (@0, ws) B (25, y5) BOBRALAR
G5R B R Fy R EAMSIR . P, TS O0AR R AT AR AS [ kit b 63 23 i,
SrtiAt. 4% H S DT s s ek B S . XAk BAE hoe H,
MM D For DY U DN U DT T B ALY b R TTHEA . T, R
TR DCAL W] DA A [ H | AT A IR, A 43 6 B — A ide F A3 ]
h € H ML Dre 20 50E L Wa Shy Ryy Fr F Py NET b € H B RERE
WGP S 5. 5 S PSS )i, S & TS 43 i) s A S AR AR P 22

HFE. IR DU DABCER « J(F) = 3,cpy J(Fr), H,

J(Fn) = [IWh(Fn = 1) 3+ [Fo = i3 + S FT P F, + 2 F 3

FH L O b R SR B A8 ¢ AR RO, B 1T WURRER T AR
ik
dJ(F)

drFt?
o, o RS ae, ARk S ST FIVE NG M G R S 2.

X BRI RS ZEEE R O(Xep, TolDal?), Hith, T BARALKET Dy 9T
TR O R 5 R B R M SR AR T4 O F I SR B, 53— BRI 4

L
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Algorithm 2 JE2k 4% 24 5] B

*ETE‘%)J?Q*%?A Wﬂl A Wy, #1 Sy,

BRI HG AL B

MRS SCRILEE, 15 Pyt

VHE It =1

for A3 51 EVERL ¢; € C do
FEWGREE AR v 1Ml

end for
wMﬂW?—FWWb&%$do

s C Al Fh HHR)

dJ(F _
A d( 2 ) =W (F(t) Sk) + (Fg) - Rg)) + /‘LlPth;Lt) + /”1’2F§Lt)

0O FC ¢ FE - RO . )
dFy’
122 WHERTAERt=t+1

13: end while
14: return fy & TS )& FSH)

—

A A A Sl o

_.
e

FEAWIR NFE . AMARE 1) 3oy [Dal < [DP[+[DY[+|DT] 5 ii ) T Dy H
s B FL s RS/, T AARKATRELL T /e X — A AR il DA B—
P 220 BRI RIE

JE, TR KRRITH (vi,y:) € DT, R F > 0, FATHM yi 2 2 19 L
frddl, Horp, 6 € (—1,1) 2AERR RS AT ) BIE.

242 SIS

AT ) PSSR TS T, T SR ERT L.

SR BEE A0 ESCRTIAR, Fu N [25] AFFIEER AR ME— IR S ETR
7 3¢ R AE, 436 1391 A LR X R JCAf 4294 A LR Rocdl, AR
fRIFR A FD. A THE B R ERESE Eb e, FRATAE B E R iR 4 28 Bk AT R
B, I BB Z A N TARE bR “SER-2B 5 X2 A 2 R 280 (R Rk
FELTRORR ) WA RN TARE BT [~ K R ICA A 1 KRR
AT A X BITCHMNEIRE PR . e, RAVEE—DE R h BRI £
FROEBRAE, f93E 3870 A 1R ¢ R TCALRN 3582 AN E R BT, DA iR
9 BK. XAEEAEEFE Github _FFFJE.

ARSI R 5 52,3 27T AH [ ) v SCIERLEE AL 1) S I SRR, BRAL A TR

‘https://chywang.github.io/data/acl17.zip
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AR L8

109 =eu_, 1.01 -
—--_ ]
c 081 *x\‘\ 0.8 *~~....\-
5 0.6 " 3 0.6 b
2 n 2 1
@ 0.41 h Y 2 0.41
o u o
0.2+ 0.2
0.c L L L L 1 0-0 L L L L 1
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
Recall Recall
(a) ¥4 : FD (b) Fidfi£E - BK

E 2.7: TPM 250 0 V#7571 PR B 48

AT g, FATGE— M X A ER AL R FE L 60% 70 #-ATIIZE, 20% 15
RHEIELE, T 20% FEMIIHALSE . NSRBI SRR 5 Skl gy, AT
BIPEAT S WREESS, FHLARX S IRESRINFIE A i A 4558 .

SR« JATESBAERAESE FREAYSHIE. Hh, BN SEEERA
WER A =N =107 Rl py = pe = 107 S50 R/ E Sl TS HE R
[l 2 A RUH, 2R 6 MMEILERCR, W E mR, BB S FOR R . 7
K 2,79, FeA145 H T FD Fil BK i EiE4E 1 PR {2k ( Precision-Recall Curve ),
MEETREE R DAE H, FRATIRIALE BK Btk FRRILIGES FD ek .
A AT RERY R HE BK £ dm4E Lk FD Bk, T HAE Ui e oI sE A . e, 3K
ITHE FD #m s BicE 0 4 0.05, 7k BK Bdlifk &M 0.1,

SASGR « AEZASERIY AR (25, 63] DAL ER2.3.27, BT ook
A VL LR 311 R OB T SC i s, (HRR SR A SRR, Xy
VT SRR ROR U 22, — R FAEALT 60%. FrDA, X SERR—HA N
HSC BTN RPN A SR R LR, AT R A TR AR YA

TEAL LT, FRATH % R A T SO VA iR EE 2R BRE « Fu 55
N [25] BSEYE B FRATSERIE 1 IPM. X} Fu S8 ARG, FRAT4 B2 PR FH sp g
BNy BEUY AL RA, 1009 Fu-S Ml Fu-P. X IPM, S 7 ORIEFT A HIE
Pk, BTN BIR I R a8y, FEat RINZRpr By, FAT A a4k
W, HFHBERHANTIRERNRZE . HAh, T 5T 10 m S o R T R R K
AEEFHIRCER, T HX I EA RS 5 S [92], PRI 8753 ] DA 3
T SORIBRIA K FR 502 A5 R =R 5 A S5 G WA b SORTE R 18] 7] &4
HEHIE, GG BT 7 00 B T+ g F 82 7 — g, A SVM 42
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2 2.7 TPM AEMA SR IR R RS L L g R

Bt FD BK

05 1 Wi Bk F ORIE Bk FAA
Fu-S[25] 0641 0560 0598 0.714 0648 0.679
Fu-P[25] 0.664 0593 0626 0727 0.675  0.700

T, DY 0.677 0752  0.697 0.803 0.759  0.780
T+ 0.653 0.607  0.629 0.727  0.656  0.689
T — Ui 0.719  0.606  0.657 0.784  0.607  0.684
IPM 0.693 0.645 0.669 0.739  0.698  0.718
TPM-Initial 0.707  0.692  0.699 0.817  0.785  0.800
TPM 0.728  0.705 0.716 0.836 0.806  0.821

2 2.8: ZE S NP EIE R E 7R

HIER/ENRE[P1 [N1 [ N2
B FD 0.986 | 0.923 | 0.941
¥rIE4E BK 0.976 | 0.968 | 0.973
PEIX SR E AT SCE . T IRATAYEE, FRATSI T WA AS « 52% TPM
SAARRYSE IR TPM SYARHIAG 170 (128 TPM-Initial ). SEEGEEIRILEE 2.7,
NI EE R W DAE H, Fu-P SEIRaCR 1 Fu-S 87, A4 11 IPM B9k
M2 T FE, BEAEFIRT E X RMEZRIIR, FEMAT P 0ES
B X =R Tl | X R T, AT EM 7+ g M R2E 7 - g
MR R B, MR T M EE 7 © ¥ B HmA s FERE . S50
B JTVAAHLE, TPM-Initial BYTERHRE S =y, WIRIMMAGE 220 209K, F{HAEAEMN
ARSI 1.7% F12.1%. FrPA, TPM XS B R % R EER
R FRATHE— 25 H SR t K258 ( Paired t-test ) L4 TPM Al IPM FFpEIAY, 2%
IER] TPM LLE IPM BHER A R 42 T (p < 0.01 )
W AT S T IR ARIAUR A AU A R, FRATEEVISR
B E I SE S PN R R . X IE R, RATCIREIESR ; T
TR, FRATCRE A, X AT 22 T B v IABRY,  BAREE
LR 2.8, FHAZTFH, R =2 RNAE i 4B A FEARI R T T 90%.
{EASHE—P g S, TEATT RV TRDIET N, X AR R
AR, AT AARfTECE . B TARANEF R,
HYRT ¢ FRATRE 2 SRR B AR A T b 7E3R 2.9+, FRATTH 28
H— S AR AN SRR 01 FERT,  Fon EMIRR, x FandE RNk
Fo N EIRROIF L, BB R 25 /AR E 0L T R IEF . X T D8g i,
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2% 2.9: TPM BB 43- T 45 5

(S AT It S (A 3 R DA I ] R S

HOCSEMR - L HISCSEAR - PINaIE
I VARV < & v v
AP x X HY v v
HH v v AW V v
R i v i 2 v X
HAR: X X RN Vv Vv
IR B HHSCSEA - B HE
fifi {7 v Vv A X <
Hrm v v R X X
HURRELE v 3 v X
4R x X LS X
7 2.10: IPM 1 TPM SRR AL A St Bl e B R SEB 2R
Boiise BLESS Shwartz

Jitk RERE AR FE R AhE

Fu-S[25] 0.653 0.624 0.638 0.656 0.661  0.658

Fu-P[25] 0.681 0.642 0.661 0.623 0719  0.673

i og 0794 0841 0817 0793  0.809  0.801

Ti+y 0807 0723 0763 0.791  0.796  0.794

Ti—¢ 0780 0812 0.796 0.805 0.775  0.790

IPM-EN 0.762 0754 0.758 0.751 0.763  0.756

TPM-EN 0.844 0795 0.819 0.791 0.775  0.783
SH23 2T TR, BB RN T B AR R AN B A R R AR
S AR, AR TR AL R AR RN SR A SOOI X T PR Bildn, A
AR RAR BR T “AXRE” & “B S 1 EA7iAl. 7E FD A1 BK I EdiRge, X
FHISTL A LR35 1 L 80.2% Al 78.6%.

T PR AR KA, AR o] iR POR T LSRN [21] 42
H R SOy, (HR R RO IR PTRER SO 2 1) 29
JRBAT  SCHAE SCIAIHE 5 i) A2 ety RS A TR ORI 48, g s 2
T SCRTH.

FESEIE B BRsSess « AR Y IPM A1 TPM P MEER AL T S0
FAIR, R SO A I RCR . SR, AR AR A,
AT REXT ISR e A T B, 20 3)ie  IPM-EN 71 TPM-EN. 7EAR4ISCE+, &
ITHEMASEERR S LOE 7580 . X1 IPM-EN, JAT1H B G Hearst #5X [38] 1
FrokZ e, A Co-Hyponym A3 5 %FF TPM-EN, FA1EER THZAH g 3C
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LN ORALAAY, JUR 920 0 H AR BN -
J(F) = 0,+ 510, + L2 F;

FAVE N JEE RS TIRI . — R AR 271 = SCPT- DN 2 v At
48 BLESS [93]. fEscgmr, FATHEHrE HYPER X R NIEG] (A3 1337 R AR
T ), FEHLRFE 30% ) RANDOM X R AEA 516 (45 3754 MR FITTH ) BT
BLESS i8R AHXT R/, FATHAI A Shwartz Fidin4E [54] #E475c8s, Hd, X
Shwartz 1 FEALRI 80, FRATFFE R 30% R 7afl. ExX—HdaskEd, Hal—
A 14135 N IEGIAT 16956 A1 6. TR 9 0] 0] il i Glove 5% [52] 1%
B, MELEREA 100 4E, SAEEEE N ECAER AR SRIREE R ILER 2.10,

MEERA] I, TPM-EN 7£ BLESS ¥4 biAg Rl 7 AT A B L7k, H
F {Hik%] 81.9%. ‘EFE Shwartz BIE4E LI 7 @ ¢ RYMK. IPM-EN BYSZI AR MR
F TPM-EN, {HR il TR AT X, IO SOEF T,
A DAAE ST BSR4 F USRI AISUR . B4R IPM-EN Al TPM-EN RN R2#E R
LR R B A, X A B TR AT 2 I AT T Ay
WEYE, FEhIOE LA R T _E AR RIS SE R -

25 ETFRHEXREHLTAXRSEED

& TPM I TPM PSR e 1] 5T ) i ARG 2R AP F BE A e DR, i
B ARG B ) BTN LR R AT A S B R, R I o A bR
KA LN R ATE S, A5 N AL/AE BTN A28 FR 023 S PSR 5 S
AT, AP RE AR . Boh, FoA T B a s / BE A3 o
&S 4457 ( Language-Independent ), FASIRATAYSEATE Ao SCE = _EARREXT LR
(7R AR IR AT

251 HERER

AR R A MR, Hif Ak 248 DP 1 DY, FHEiA e
DT Wiy X R I (w4, y:) BT B NG/AE BRI RS, AWHEGE. BT
B RERY b, ISE5) 1R G106 R Ak B B R BEIE A B3 ( Fuzzy
Orthogonal Projection ), 23 H=AFHE « F Rk BFE . FE LR R
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o) REDEGING, PERAE

LR RBE ] - ARG R 7T A A B B 22 L T AR (25,
86], PAKHITATI R ARA, B R RBCEBAAAE—A 23] x |5 BIIE %5
HFEMT, X T LRI (2, y,) € DY, A MPE ~ g ITRX— LT
(7 % R BCSEALBER BN T A0 “BiF” 2 B R, ARYE Xing 55 A [94] H0F
FE, TEBREMIE bR L, FATRIA T AR B AL i i M7z KO ESE F
B )i g BARTXARARE . X T IEGIYIZREE DY, 1R Hvh

max Z cos(MP%;, 17;)
(xi,y:)eDP
Fridl A T A g BRI, AT HIE MPZ R —R R, FRATRE B
PRERE R -

min Y MPE -G st (M0)T-MP =1
(zi,y:)€DF

Hop, 127 < |2 MpaiFE. Hik, AR — N ER R MY,

ORTI, X A EE] BN R RIYEARE SRR RS [25] R B SO
W5, AEZEHE EF AR RGARFETE LRk, KRB A [ 3OE
HIPM M, 4 K RiEREE, ARPERR BN R R RE L. o]
H5EAE DY A K & T EAE K-Means HEA72RE, FHERIMEZ 2 7 — e &
5k AR RO ER & 8L al AEEXRRTTH (v, v:) € DY XTEE k AHER
B, TR 1

oF, = cos(Z; — i, eF)
b Z(w)er cos(Z — 7, cr)

MR |T] < | 2] X TES B AR IE AR, A EASHERR S, 25 &

WIEREHRN B, BB TR SEREE, GIEINR AL, B c-Means 45,
BAKFZITCH (vi,y:) € DY BT EAFRIOMER Y O B AL oo AT, T o] B 4E R
[T ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@?&%%ﬁﬁﬂ Fk, FATR M K-Means Ff X R TR L HH B Bt A
*Xi ai,k °
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AL B B by f/ IMEARA B B3 1R 22

1 — —
J(My) =5 > abIMPE - g2
(%’»%‘)EDP (2 3)
P\T P __ P _ .
st (M))"-M{ =1, > af =1

(w4,y:)€DF

L MP = {MPME, - ME} hbeits K AR s ik e . ) |
{5 RALH S T B MU T H 74

K
JMNY =23 S Mz g
R=1 (@iy:)€D” (2.4)
st M))"-M{ =1, > af=1k=1. K
(21.y:)€DP
TEN A, X 2.3/ Wahba [0 = 225 [6] 2] = 4825 (8] [ 92, Wahba
IR R TP B E LR GE Hh =4 AR BRi 4 [95]. X 2.402 K 4~ i2 Wahba
RIS G TR B AR MY (k=12 K ) B Ogs R
S, B KA 2309 A S5 R S5 Gl R B oA 230 i b s 2R . A R E T
L FH 457 f# ( Singular Value Decomposition, SVD ) [ Wahba [5]55 [A] =0 [96], RF
Hy Exsmdgeasm, WwhFos

W 2.5.1. 3% Wahba P18 (X 2.3 ) B 4= F ] X A#:

1 BkP - Z(xiayi)EDP afkgi ’ f,lr
2. UkPSkP(V,Ij)T = SVD(BIIS)

3. RE =diag(1,...,1,det(UL) - det(VF

;|1

4. M = URY (V)"
R, diag(-) ¥reZi et AL, del(-) B @ 4EE G477 X

Proof. N1 R BUEIL, FM1&ms 1o 2.3 PrA 2Ry EAx P AV g k, 50 2.37]

PATRIE N
1
JM) = 5 ) ai[ME —Gi|* st MTM =1

(2
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1E LR, Aol (v, y) MBI EIREAPE a;c N30 =1, 1E/LH
PReR BT AR

JM) =1-) aijMZ; =1 — tr((MB") (2.5)
Hrp, B =3 aii@] o FATKHFE B #£4T SVD 43-fif : USVT = SVD(B), S 2457
{E;@%%ﬁ% S = diag()\l, ce ,)\|@.|>o
FT SVD WZERE, @ SUBIAN IEACHE A — X LR

U, = Udiag(1,...,1,det(U))
———

|&:|—1
V., = Vdiag(1l,...,1,det(V))
|#:|—1
S = diag(\1, ..., Az 1, Az, det(U)det(V))
HIT4ERE U ALV 2IEAH, FRATA det(U)det(V) = £1. FTRA, HiFE B AIAEHi 4
fi#
B=U,SVL

AW =UIMV,, EFBIEHRAAEY: ( Cyclic Invariance Property ), A1 -
tr((MB”) = r(MV,S'UT) = r(SUTMV, ) = tr(S'W)

FILA, AT 25EE Y - J(M) = 1 - u(SW),
R IEAZHE B W RIchz il f 2804k ( Euler Axis-angle Parameterization ) W = R (e, ¢),
FATRT AT
|| —1

J(M) =1 = () A+ Ay, det(U)det(V))

|f’£|71 |.’fi|71

+(L—cosd)[ Y i+ Nz det(U)det(V) + > (A — Aj)e?

=2 1=2

+ ()\1 — )\|fi|det(U)det(V))e|2m]
H, e =ler,eq, - ez RPAINE, ¢ ZIESEMAIE. 2 cosg = LI, J(M)n]
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PABRCE! f5e/IMEL, IR IR

|Zi]—1
min J(M) =1 — () A + Az, det(U)det(V)) = 1 — tr(S')

=1

ey, FATA W =1, FHit MRy -

M,,; = U, VY = Udiag(1, ..., 1, det(U)det(V))V"

| %] -1
O]

B ETFRRARBEF>) AR L TR R MTE SRR, ETE SRR AL
g5, ARERAE B AT LAY R AL 3 SR S SCASE [78]. FIrRA, RiiA T
BB BT R AR (B K /> 4E Wahba B2 ) AR T AR TR K
FIGHE o FATFEFER A K-Means FEXF DY iy X R ITCHRIN K AHE, fEdL
Her, o, e WRRARITH (v:,y:) € DY XITH & DMFRIIE af, -

N COS('fi - giu ElcN)

a:, = - p—
ik Z(w,y)EDN COS(‘T - Y Cl]cv)

LMY = (MY, MY, - MY} K AR . 8 A BTN AR
oI HARR AR

K
- 1 L
J(MN) D) Z Z az]‘Yk”M]kVﬂ?i - yi||2

k=1 (z;,y;)€DN
st (MY)"-MY =1, ) al,=1k=1. K
(zi,y:)€DN

XA AR AT A BT SVD (P g, Ak 24w B A 7R

REMBWING : UWEXRBOEHE ARG B G, BRATNGETHE
W28 1) LR /AR TR R . ST IE N GERNE— KR ITH (2,1:) €
DP U DN, FA1 4 5 F P 26 o6 R B ALRS g A\ SEAR R ) i 7, IR R
H K A B e Lo A m i s, 2 a8 BRI EIE BT X R IR ELE
AR RARIREE (B FP (5, 90) 0 FN (%, 00) ) PR

FPUZ, 7)) = (M{Z — §) © (MYZ; — ;) @ -+ & (Mg T — ;)
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EFRRAR/AE LR RS HKES: f

Mlljfi'yi lezfr?i Mllvgi'yi M%?i'i}i

M

AR 7
R A IR X 1L PR R
PER R [ ] wAEE: x PERLR

] 2.8: FOPM R J A 229 26 e A

Algorithm 3 FOPM 1)I| 438V
Xt DY ﬁé%f_ﬁéﬂiﬂiﬁ K-Means 2, FHERH 7 — v
Xf DN ) 3 R T T K-Means 28, $HERH 7, — 4,
for k = 1 to %1 EE K do
FIHET SVD [P #, I BE A My 1 MY
end for
for /[\ﬁé,%éfnéﬂ (LL'Z‘, yz) e DY u D"V do
THEAERE F2 (2, 4;) A1 FN(Z, 4:)
end for

TERAREE DT #1 DY LR &M 2% X Ry Kds f

A e A A T o

FN &, 3) = (MY T — 1) @ (MY T — ) @ -+ - & (MR — ;)

l 2.8J/R T FOPM S R I T R R KM A M LM 1K . 5 2y
KRN FMAEM G, ST —AREBICH (v, ) € DPUDYN, BHRHA T /EH
W, A RITHRRHE FP(T, 00) 1 FN (T, 4:), SREHEIZ EYNSRh 2 M 4 0 s
fo FENGANZE ML, oA FHRE P (25, 5:) f1 FN (T, ) 1)
R, AR AR S AT R . SR Rasd G, XTI iy X R e
(zi,y;) € DT, (RTINS AEEI BRI RERIE, I A28 f W «; Al
yi Z @G EA LRI RR.

B PR TR 2. 8BRS T R . FEAr 1 20E L, ARYE Levy S8 A
RIFSE [82], MR EFEM x: Ay Wil 2 g VERRRAER T 2; 1 y; Z 18]
FIRZR, A RE A& 2% = E b B4, & “IILIE12” ( Lexical Memorization )
WA, AN, 2450 e E R AR Ee < (M, s ) 7. < (M, i) .
“COEAE, ) FHATIIG, MM SO E S WIER S ) AR, K
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22 2110 =Fp BN 9 R TN EE AR S EE
B BOgER AR REGRdE RAEZETP S RSB
Bk MFEAR Zettboyg iEGERE Siika R
IPM K 7= 7
TPM 2
FOPM 2K
“H 2 MR {576 ( Prototypical Hypernym ). FETIINATEME, &M 4525
BRAC(BEE, 3 ) g BRIt
KHELFRATAG T YE, AR o g Z A B R R, REEM A AEnTHE =,
FP(zys) BTEES/N, FN (v ys) BOTEELS T WR o My Z TR IE LR LR R,
BTATE AT A AHBAS B A 2518 - FIFRA, HRAE FP (24, yi) UFN (2, y;) X B R E &R
MAE B 2GR X EE 7. B, X — ARG T “HEI L MR,
FOPM ByERY IRt RE L BYE 3.
BIG, FATCMA T IPM. TPM Al FOPM = Ff H ) bR o 26 28 9 4 ft A
M, RS IR LR 2,11,

A @ T
I R T
3 A A
o A A0

252 SBHH

TEART T, FATHEWAS h SCAFF R4 3T FOPM BRI A%, 155
IR o BeAh, FATHE—PA R RSt 6 ¢ FR P B B U XS4
B BT PRI, UERH T FOPM tH BB WU o et b A0 ¢ F Al i) st

W SCBA A SR e N TR S SSEHITTERTEE, AR S A AR A
555523275 A1 W] B Hh SCHE R AILEE T Skip-Gram (3] [a] & Il 25k T 07 58 F A
A, HYERESN 100, e SCEERH, A TERER A FD [25] Al BK W EdEERA1E N
NZRFN LS . HER2.4. 2 B EAH ], 20 PR P e A R T AR 772X S 3]
gy, TR IR IR .

H T S AR A TRVA R T S i R S > AR BB /E ], FRATTR AT fastText
B [53] A BB B T R BB R FINGRE S8, HA4EE 2 I Bojanowski <5
N [S3]1 IBRAS B E, 50h 300, FATHER I8 B AL R PFIAE 5% E X FOPM
FIFRATT ESCHE R AR A T 2R A VI . BB — AT 55 Syl el B b L
X R MAT55 ( Supervised Hypernymy Detection ), HAT45 H b5 ki xf—AS AR X
Fr R A/AR BRI 224325 . HSLERAE NLP P o 283 (o ) ) S vl g 4 AT,
4352k BLESS [93] A1 ENTAILMENT [77], 3% 14547 1 2770 357 Ry 8 H 45
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2 2.12: Pl U B AL AR R R ST B

*R & BLESS ENTAILMENT
IS S 1337 1385
HiAth (EETFMEZR) 13210 1385

F 2,130 =AM E U BN R R BREN ST E B

il e ANIMAL PLANT VEHICLE
ANTER = 659 520 117
ER X REE 4164 2266 283
BEALARTEX 2R 8471 4520 586

RSB o X PR R G TR LR 2.12. FATR A — R 3iE R A7
K ZMFFER NLP 183 [72, 80, 81] HAH[H] 1) “FE—% ( Leve-One-Out ) ™ #FATIT.
¥£ BLESS $(#s4E [93], FAH 915 L& R 5 WordNet Hi 200 A0l % H B 44
T, FATFENLERE— 210 KR R Z TN, FER AR IRt
A, £ ENTAILMENT $(384E [77], RRksciar, RATHENER— BT A Rt
FrA, AR B D YIZE. SEREE AT 8 hR A T I R

BANRIEE T RS E T EWRE IR R R . fEX AL, Bl
B2 M ARSI 4 2R R HORAESE], 435120 ANIMAL ( 34 ). PLANT ( 44
Yy ) A1 VEHICLE ( ZE4§ ) [97]. FExX S88dlde v, 1RG4 AR 2 v e fy IR |
KR, ABAREPLICALR . A8 TR BT R AREXS, t Luu %A [81]
KA AT X =AM GOHE B ILEE 2.13. X MES LTINS Luu
SN [81] My EA R AR FRAIAESREE 8 — A KRR TTHBA TR, HAER
TREEAE T UIAL . SRR H PR B R A . PN TR =N 4
BRI 22 S B A A (B0 American tree, half track ), FRATTHFIX 224 41
B, ] [ 5 A A ] 2E ) AT ] [ R BRI . A SR i
B HHE—AMMESAE, 4R FHEGR.

SR AR B SR IR AR o AP T2 AT P SC SR, MR
IPM. TPM F1 FOPM =R EIATEE AT, SR A R 4 i IR 552.4.2745 HH oA
[i]. IPM il TPM MBI S50 B0 LI 45 R ) S AR 55 2.3 2 I 52.4.2717
HHEFT AT X FOPM ¥k, F6AT17E FD #1 BK Wi/ HIREE T35 K 1{HE,
H BN B RN R R L 4, HF AR 5350 K R
B 29078 MSEERER AL, 24 K =3 (Zdusk BK ) 5l K =4 ( {4 FD ) i},
LR BT AT, WA S5 K (AU A K. ok, BT
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0.85+

0.804 .—_\"I\. -~ Dataset: BK

0.75+

0.65+

=%~ Dataset: FD

F-Measure

0.60+

T T T T T T
2 3 4 5 6 7
K

[ 2.9: FOPM H2 4 K (1A (XA ZUAE b SCRAs S 0 R R 11 52 1
% 2.14: FOPM 1 P SCNHASE ERORICR, RO S REARRHIN HE

Bk FD BK

)itk RIMERE Al FL ORHERE AR FA{f
Fu-S [25] 0.641 0.560  0.598 0.714  0.648  0.679
Fu-P [25] 0.664  0.593  0.626 0.727  0.675  0.700
T, DY 0.677 0752  0.697 0.803  0.759  0.780
T + Ui 0.653 0.607  0.629 0.727  0.656  0.689
T — U 0.719  0.606  0.657 0.784  0.607  0.684
IPM 0.693 0.645 0.669 0.739  0.698  0.718
TPM 0.728 0.705 0.716 0.836 0.806  0.821
FOPM 0.713  0.698  0.705 0.825 0.812  0.818

TE2E B IE AP RS, FRATRM THT SVD A58 4 R E, X
WARIIE T FOPM Sk R E P

FATHIE— DR A B VAR AS SO IR B 25 R S A E 3R 214 FRATH]
PAE th TPM il FOPM X APV L iir Ay B4 S8 VATE FD fil BK £l & E#CA IR
Pt PSR AR, AT, IPM & SHENE D& LR REN
WG EE, A RERIRE K ZICHN) PU 24> ( Positive Unlabeled Learning ) 115 5.
TPM 1 FOPM H i & X4 R X B MAE LT KR Xt TPM 1 FOPM 7P
MR R, ATHE FAE EAZEAR, Hr TPM L FOPM §3d & Hr S04
&, e EIESE By FAESr0H FOPM 5 1.1% F1 0.3%. XA T, TPM H13R
P SCHE S AN o SC TR AL R AT A BRI oIk (AR 2B Ul
52, FOPM T v SCER AR 1) P NS B2 B ARBE AR T TPM, (B @ BEFEE = 1 BT
if. ek RSy, ARG FOPM FEseif b 07 X R A A HERf B2, FFXF
SO AH AT 55 ORI T4 A0 A E

S Ba A L iRa R o T BN A R RN S BRI AY LR SR 4

51



FEAII T KA 8 5T

2 2150 R[F) D7 VAAETE AT B Y BT 67 9% A AGINAE: 55 R B 3 LR

Jitk BLESS ENTAILMENT
Word2Vec [51] 0.84 0.83
Yu Z: A [80]  0.90 0.87
Luu %8 A [81] 0.93 0.91
HyperVec [72] 0.94 0.91

IPM-EN 0.85 0.84
TPM-EN 0.90 0.89
FOPM-N 0.95 0.90
FOPM 0.97 0.92

FARBELI IR Z . FEASCh, TAIHEIAT 4 LA

+ Word2Vec [51] : ‘&R Flbifiity Skip-Gram 1% & B 8 i fiiht, R SR A
VESI L

© Yu % A [80] : EHET Probase 4% (EF [10] iy LR RIE A, 435
R (R R, R RO 28 4 R

* Luu £5 N [81] : ‘BT IIRAER A R~ SEiBARTE R BT 07 98 R 1] 18]
HHAR W T — A SIS 4 R AR A AR 5 1] 1) &

* HyperVec [72] : 'E45 £ Skip-Gram B2 [S1] 9 SORFER AT WordNet H1i L
TALRAAR[17], Wl 22T AR [

P LRIE SCHY BARSEEE, 53K (51, 80, 817 HYRFE N ARTEXTHY L (37 5¢ AR 1A [
FIHGEX WA 2 2. Bk [72] BORAAE QLA A0 R AR ) B 1) 22 . AREX
FRAEE RN 1) B 20 R . FAE k338 EIGRET 2 0% SVM 7 K80t 1T
KATM . RTAZRNFLHATE, FAHESEELIEAE BT IPM AR5
A (IPM-EN ). TPM BRI FEIHERA ( TPM-EN ). FOPM SRR 1A ( fEA
WIE BRI LB T IR, AN ESy FOPM-N ) /il FOPM [ 52 R 5L B
A, IPM-EN F1 TPM-EN [JS2 75 W, B CeE2.4.277 .
FANNEE T FrA AT I B SRIR ML AAA 0 AUk ) SR 0K, Uk 2. 15 By

7o FE FOPM Fyk i, MR K BOABON 4, TATSAE T SOHHEAITHE S8 K Xt
S VERERY R . M SSIRZE IR T AE H, FOPM [WRSHERE A T A B4 M
Xt ] B AR AL 151 40 Word2 Vee [S1] SRR BEA S, IROAETR 7 5 AR iR SCBCA W
B SRRy vk HyperVee [72] #HEL, FOPM k5 7E BLESS $ila 4 427}
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1.00+ 1.00+
0'95-/_/_\ 0.95
> >
3] 5]
© ©
5 0.90- 5 0.90-/**\
3} 3]
0 3]
< <
0.854 0.85
o-8c T L] T T 1 o Bc T L] T T 1
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
Number of clusters K Number of clusters K
(a) ¥4E4E : BLESS (b) ¥4 : ENTAILMENT

] 2.10: FOPM H2480 K HYASAR TR TN ROR Y 52 1)
7 2.16: AN[F T VRAERR E U B AR 67 % F A INAE 55 HH R RG B 5E ELRE

Jit ANIMAL PLANT VEHICLE
Word2Vec [51] 0.80 0.81 0.82
Yu %5 A [80] 0.67 0.65 0.70
Luu 28 A [81] 0.89 0.92 0.89
HyperVec [72] 0.83 0.91 0.83
I[PM-EN 0.85 0.87 0.78
TPM-EN 0.89 0.90 0.84
FOPM-N 0.90 0.92 0.87
FOPM 0.92 0.94 0.90

T 3%, 7F ENTAILMENT ##E4E F4TH T 1%. 5 IPM-EN, TPM-EN #1 FOPM-N
e, FOPM HHE BEt A B R IX 4Tt

R bR R B — MR SR P 2 04 MR R R, BHK
(15 SR FH S & 2B, 7€ BLESS I ENTAILMENT W44 b, FA 16 K (1
AN 1 JHEEE] 10, SEEGEEAR LI 2.10, ATRAL B, AR K ME NG AR K sk
v/ NPE, BB SEER P REXT K ARG AR 20O FURFERR AT A, 3K
MBIAT ol Rl al,, SRR BN, X4 K = 1 5, FOPM BLAA
BANTE R B A B, 52 AR, SR AR R SR 0 BRI T 5%
2% NG .

FATHE— DA =AM SRR 4 EbAT 7580w, AR 2.16, [FAERTIL,
FOPM YeAg )% bl 7T B4 07, FOPM-N TEpi M4 Adi 4 ( PLANT Al
ANIMAL ) it TR FLRTE [81], 7F VEHICLE #iidk I 52 M. 7e4F
SE AU, 0 8 ] 1) R S (A0 (ST, 811 AFRATHR B ) ROR A 4
& BTN ALK AR ] RS [72, 80] AT, X2 BHTE Yu 48 A [80] il Nguyen 4
N (721 W5k, A& 53 3R T Probase I WordNet i) F R 7k R &R~ k-
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VK AR ) X SRR AR E U B S R R, SR E SO AT
SCEAAERIA 23] R IR

2.6 ING

FEAE R, FRATERAN R T 8 5] H SC R 7 36 R B = Fh A A R
A, 43500 IPM, TPM £l FOPM. SZERZE SRR, IPM X T sC BRI R RY e,
TPM 1 FOPM X TH1 3 LR R R RIHER R, @i THA R, ok,
FOPM H0.4E 351 bR A 3¢ R TN Y 2 A B AT 55 LB T 5 BUA St A
SR TR R . FRATIBFIR R, 253 E T AR B R R B, fE
B RSB A B P S TR O SR AU B A
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F=E  AREREE KR

FES B, FANRE T 2R T AR B 2 I Bk, AT R T
(OAGEORCIIEE =g i'e - 26 oW st A G OR Tl 18— SN R] LR IR 1P N = a1 2 o ol XX AP SE AP A T
XSO IR BEHARI T A BRI . N LARTEMIUIZREE, X AN AR R A
BT B MA R Sz o FEATT R, AR “ MR B, TRABIRR
RIS Y TE SCR R PEGRNE, DAY R T AR 3050 o7 > R Y 25
Al Fpal, FROTRIE=AF0E : 1) QfgoE B 70 R PUME A, AT )
ZERRIE,  PABR S BUA AR A TR L 5 i ) W[t isii = i LR AL R R
%, FHEES AR BSER R HARES, (04524 HARE 5 I GRE0E AR e, A
A AR HERR BT H ARE 8 N AR B AR R TR 5 PAS i) Qe
BTN & AR B AN R S50 8 TR 56 A A T SO, (AR AR R 1
PLRARZAN, WEEN HAZ AR R I T2 FE R 30, RATHMANZAE
FALBITE SCR A TBURIR . I RFTE A B SR 4R

3.1 BIF

[ JEES —BARFTE A, XTI TE SO KRR TE @ Rl g, R3O0 Ak
AR A g ERSRRIRA, FIWT 2 My Z RS B R RR . FISEHX
—WFFE NI, AR T IPM, TPM Hil FOPM =Fdvk, SR, XEEIEFAT
PR VN GRARAMOBIRE LR, TR E G0 5 /INERP R D0 AR S B e b B A 751
M. peoh, e E T, FATEGHARE A AR T LT AR R A AR R AR
AR ERALRARY, WA GBI T, P, BEAES TR [ 25 JE TR ¢
R VAR RIZE B AR ROz 2R -5 1Rz 56 2 Z A1 X A TR v

TEARTH, FAMDRSERARFTEUMAE ] vy Ty ZIBIATE LR R R, &
170 AR, 218 5 2 LR RIX =M IA R IRA SRR SR ) T 5L
REMPEIE . X =T HRIHFE SIRBA LT -

LAV« BRI R REAE AN IE TG R EHRAE DT R DY, 25
W AR B AL RARTENS (25, y:) . WL FER SR, AT AR
B, BUNSREE R RN (55 SRS FD [25] ANJEiiA e Gkl 2k
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2 3.1 HE I R 260K 2R K R R0

eSS LR REG
WikiTaxonomy ( #if ) [19] 105418

YAGO ( %i ) [8] 8277227

WiBi ( #iF ) [100] 2736022
Probase ( ¥eif ) [10] 16285393
Probase+ ( #Ei%E ) [101] 21332357
CN-WikiTaxonomy ( H13 ) [21] 1317956
CN-Probase ( H13¢ ) [20] 32925306

ANIMAL. PLANT # VEHICLE [97] % ), TR EEREZ NP, 7EFATTHR TR [PM
b, RE T AE S MBI IRt B2 B ALR R, S T RIEE AT 1)
HERATE, Bz i X RO SN ZREEETE S EEARRL ; Pk, TPM BVARS R 42
Tk b B 32 33— B A B ) il 2

F—I7H, BRI R R ERM PR AR, BIETEE i R M 25 K v
M ETE L KA RE R (GIHEEILE 3.1 ), KR ERBIRER. HHE
e HA R, nTDAME D m R SRR SR, - JR R HAT
WIEECE & B ot A e A S R I B Ay 22 57, ARME LR T R IE RS
BRI~ BORTE NLP iEZAL 55 W i [29, 98, 9910 FAiTm] AST e I 5
4 DY R DN, RT3 R RIE G R B T7 F1 TN F43 52 2] Tl A%
AR ML, B IR > B S PR IR T T B R AR A, AITHE DT I
DN Bl i /bt TSI ROR . X HESE R A 4 Jefk R IGTRIG R DL )
fE4Y ( Taxonomy Enhanced Adversarial Learning, #4i%5 4 TEAL )

2% ¢« TEAL MEZRAGRSTET, 24 HACKY YIGREEFNE Y 73 Sk 220 W] —
TEE I, A FEFHRIR T 7 IR ] DR IS XG5~ SE TS . 24 H bR
T E WIIGREEEE RN, T H B AT 512 NGRS AR L SUEAH LAY 7
AR Z I, TEAL HERLE M2 BaEFAL. FE A 2P BRI AL RE, A
Al & Z 1A DASE I To-PATTERHE IR 00 B IR TR RIS [102], B B 36t 55 piApiE &
ORI B o 1 P S0 N1 Wl N VA R 11 v s N i ol T OB R 27 e
[ o

T FIRSAET, AT TR S LA R R, 4@ U YIZREE - 4
itE RO BN RVIGE DS DY, HARES ERAL JE BRI
94 DY R DY (|Dg| > |D7|, |DS| > |DY| ), ZAES 0 H IR S REA A 2]
( Few-shot Learning ) 375~ HAnif 5 09 L FO/AE BN RIHER /2. AN
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A A
y b
KBIR (9%, RELE)
5ﬁ$\\ :
T O B X : o} X
st Tl 3 =
1oE (5%, 31%) 0%, %
.‘ . o“‘. e
=0 CRE ER) .| . O5F E)
(a) HEEZE (b) KRBIKRZ 8]

Bl 3.1: Bk 2] KR A S R Bl
TEARTEX TR [102], A1 T JEhii FOPM 53K, £ T I BERIE 3 $5%
I ( Transfer Fuzzy Orthogonal Projection Model, #g%5 A TFOPM ), it4h, BT iF—
A2E ] BARE S RA AR LN AR R, FATR TFOPM 5 TIPM ik A2z > 8
MAHZE S, 1 TR EIE AR BB B ( Tterative Transfer Fuzzy Orthogonal
Projection Model, 45 & ITFOPM ),

ZWOGHR - TERIAIrA SR BT, JE BN AR R TE SR 153 40k
JEIEAR . BIAH, A5 TPM i, AR A S — g e ] — DARE R e Ry R BNz
TEIHR A D RIS 5 72 FOPM Hh, FRATTSR BRI IE A2 0 AR R BN A6 R
PR, ORI, X APEAT T SO R BT R P B Z RN K R M PAX 43,
FlanlmE a6 R . SR 2 R 5. Wl R & J% ( Lexical Relation Classification )
145 [103-106] BEA AR — 8, BRI IIGEBIE A ARIEXNES D = {(v5, 1)},
TEAARIEXS (5, y5) Z [AIEME—BRIEAREZ S r € R, Hdr, R e PN R
FRENESG . TN K FR 5 BRAURNLBERTAR T K R ARTEX HAT 2 1 KRR,
HoAt2 R g p A kit ( Ontology Construction ) Y HLESZRHLS5 [107, 108],

BT HA R AR 5 R AR TEAETE X R EAH O, TR )5k 10 ) S as[a], X L8
AR [T 6 R ARMESEA TN K 4. 2 BT A i AH A9 )5 & [109,
110], FATFEEAAREXS (25, v:), # I ME— I MERE FRiK A ( Hyperspherical Re-
lation Embedding, #4754 SphereRE ) [ & 7, i%X—[a] sAL THEMERRA 2 H] o,
15 BA AR K R B ARTEXT HA FH{LI) SphereRE i) 5. X LEARIEAY AT
FAE A Tl i A 23 )R RSk A 23 TR R0 BER B IR 3.1 o A Bk /s (ol m] i,
TERBERIR A ZS 0], ARTEXTTRNL O 2R HE45 5 B o3 FE A2 S I R 43 2K

g5 RTR, AT IR T RN R ) R R =AM ERAEE, i
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337 RERERN
XPiFEIHELE (TEAL)

JFUR I ZRER 5 2] A 2 R

Jivk: RIRHTSES, FERI
SRR, BT | 4 B R R (

BABEHE L 1 g st 0P, DY TP, TV
TREREN | B mesxmRmig | DRk Dh D T
SR B RRER, 8 ey

PR AR
LiEs

i R ([ et SEEMERR

AR, BRTIRFOPMAR T I i 2| 15 R (TFOPM) |

B S B S %’f&ﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬂf’i&%ﬁ
- ITFOPM

HE: sEiisiE = Ao &1,

S e 2 Sk L B2 [\ 2E NHES%: pf. DY\ Df. DY
%ﬁ?%ﬁugé? PR NiEA L 2esiats B AN 2514T

\%iﬁ j
ZAICER
Tk SRHEERES T, R (ﬁﬁﬁ=%ﬁ%ﬁﬁkiﬁ

ARV 56 R I 96 R ICHL T 25 55 X 4y (SphereRE)
H ;@A A R I, Lﬁ%ﬁ%%d%u

SEME AR (AR LR R) | FEst B (Res)

PN

Kl 3.2: 58 =B R
T R TAE. AR TEAL, TFOPM ( U5 HY AL ITFOPM )
11 SphereRE A7 (BT BB a1 3.2H0, 38 3.2 048 T4 = 2 vp (i B i S B4
FRHE

3.2 #HXTIE

MRS E, FRAIE AR 7 BN AR A (Frald BB IR A
ARSI IR ) WA RS HE R, FEATY h, FRATTR BN A7 5 A Al ) Bl 5 3k
AR AEARTTH, FATAZFRIE. ZEF M0 R =R SR,
MRk AR TAE. M ANRIRAE, FARE 1 XA 7 5 AR AR A NLP
L5 N s MNZIET AL, FNINE 7R SR TR RARE 1ok, 3
AR 2243 K 2R 20 AN KT T R AR
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% 3.2 =R E RS S

(R Bl

(x5, y:)  — R ARTEXT

T X B‘ﬁﬁ] W%

D" TEAL v B R % R UIZR4E

DN TEAL HrdE Rk R I 24

" TEAL WET 2R R 1 _E T %k RE4E

™ TEAL BT AR R AE BM O R B AR

H(z;;6) TEAL W a; DA 0 2 240 1 20 09 245 2 JS0R ) 1
(0 FTLAAAFIER. AFEENSE, N EFRR )

Dy TFOPM i 5 _E Tk RIS

Dg TFOPM i 5 4E BN Xk R I 44

Dy TFOPM H F AR 5 [ R % R I4E

Dy TFOPM " HFRifi & Ak L T ALk R YIh5E

Uy TFOPM it F bif o5 AR i 4

K TFOPM H & H i

S TFOPM Hu 551 55 ] i) £ 2 [1] AL S RFL

Mz TFOPM w2 k AMER B ARiE T b H O R BRI H
MY TFOPM w28 k AN B ARiE 5 95 B R X R HE
D SphereRE Hiul{l_ & &4 Kl Zr4E

U SphereRE H1rJi[ ¢ 224 2 14

R SphereRE FHial{[_ X R LRI A

r; SphereRE H' (z;, y;) WITHIL < 2251

M,, SphereRE Halj[ 3¢ & r,, € R Kf I 5 40 B4
Dim SphereRE HBIZ TN (2, v;) AL R R 7 € R BIMER
T (zi,y:) 1 SphereRE [n] &

3.2.1 MR IITE NLP BN A

XHHi%¥: 2] ( Adversarial Learning ) @R 57 HEEMNF T MZ —. BERZD
FARTET 2P A M2, RO RBAUEE A5 R . S hees > i —4>
HLT N 2R eI ( Generative Adversarial Network, 455 A GAN ) [111],
BAESE E GRS A R SR b, RIS gRntBi s 28%, HIT-FIlras e B
R E S G B AR A A . AR A BRI [ B R AT UL SR R AR
1, PASIRImPior 264, M4 s BRI REELSE . R S FE 2 Mg )
GUERA T HZ N, B A A R [112] BRZhEEES [113]. AUAAE % [114].

TE NLP $5ids, HH T304 @ i B Hb iy, Mg AR s AR ME B2 7 A
HRET - SeqGAN [115] /& SUAA Ry 2 MBI, B3R oAb > b g R AL SR s
MEZRVE AR AR, FF HAIH GAN 2R i 45 R AR A i > BE TP g 2 )«
de Masson d’Autume £ A [116] f2H}, AFEHEFWADIRRTNLG, wial ANE

59



FEAII T KA 8 5T

THAIZRE R H ATEF 1 GAN,

BT AR E ARIES . R ST HE NLP BUBIFSE 5 S W] A1) i as > 5
%, ADUNLP s B AL X URE AR, DA TR B T R g ek . Hory,
Alzantot S A [117] 42t T BT IR M2 M 25 1) SR G AR, T A2 5 IR
PEAETEAANE B REARU X DUREA,  DAR S SR SCA A S8, Zhang
%N [118] 42t T 5T Metropolis-Hastings SRFFAYUGHBAL, Tt B A E S
ISR EE VT35, AT RASE R AR S A S A 1) AR TR = SCA . 53— Fh B A 4t
SCARA GANA T Ren 26N [119] 428, X —BRARE TR S B Hepsems, g s
[ FERRHER AT AR AR [T I, A4 P o Py B

XFUs ~JAE NLP e AR A LI 45 ( Adversarial Training ), BIADA
A A IR E BRSNS B H b, M2 6015 21> NLP A B AT,
FEAT B R E XS LI r AN W858 o 7E 5 AL 55, XHTINZRECAR I ™
Zo Wu 25\ [120] YGRS HT 70 ZER AU IR 58 28 70 SR bl e ) B2 T DU 3,
$RTHEET CNN A RNN )56 5270 JAS ORI A% e 1) o8 R Sl BURR
B oy BRI, XA T R R YIRS 5 DR fBll,  Wang 4%
N [29] FHIZEME) GAN BYZRHY, A2~ S AR I Sl e, A OC R s S
ATREHEER D IR B, MBI EdSE 2] 240 Shi 55 A [121] Z &SI A R
FASCA A B e R R RDE R, BTt 17 T X470 >0 B A 1 e 28 190 245 g o ik —
R 3K — P 45 LA Il 7 A L RIS, I HW R R 024, i
TRAEJR B2 ] 1 7 e ds vl AR AT B AR L

FER SO, AT FIE AR A NLP 145 R X T2E > BoR

o G AR TUN [122] « 23 BIAE i SEIRAMR BT 5 U Zhdi 24 SL AR Bl 22 19
%%, R B G PR E S ROFFIE,  SEBURBTIRTE S i a4 SE IRl .

o Wr3Csy il [99] ¢ T T SO RIS RS R B R A RD, B AR
HEMRMESE —, AR T P SO e SRR L A At [RJ A= o) p e
TP TARRHELE A, AR SO B R T A R SO AR R A R

o SOARHESE [123] R A pi- AN AR-2E A8 —HOA, A AR AT R
SO, PR RE I SCAR 2L B AR AR ISR A A i
RETASCRS, PRI & I h i AR SR 5 208 R 470~ L,
(A i A SCAR T B B N TR S i 2L
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© MR RHT [124] « RE KA DATRIME SAE T R EZ A — it 2 K R i
i (N ERE” . <P ) AR IR e B K R S A M 4%,
TR O R R A A TR B0 R 2T YIS, b, BRLOLALEE Hilas iy
I K A T SR IE I, (A5 I 0 R ) o 2 56 R 20 SR M 24804
A2 ) B 5 — A A AR

SRR R 2] [125] - RRERE— B E B ( BIEsR XA o4l ),
XoF EE AR DA 31 IE A 114 D09 EA T R A LA IR . KBGAN (128 Bl il I E
A BRI A R IR BIVE R GBI, PR A IR PR sy~ B
PTG, RTHX SR )RR ) fE

HeAb, RHLAE TR BB T H AR NLP AR5 b, B ania P psyE [126]. XFik &
48 [127] 55, AFFEANSIZE . FA IR A TEAL HESR M) X —25. Sl # NLP
55 AT GAN AR, i TRATAIRE AL S HESR T [ 2y~ B2k
FHAEE LR R, TEAL FoR XA WG], 22 PR 2eds
T BN AR R

322 BESIBHIENLP BN

MARZIEFH NLP AL 5, SRBUR S 2 N ZREm e B2 LR, XA
MRS U1 25 B A5 5 5 s 19 NLP BB L R X . #5185 5L B8 2 2] ( Cross-lingual
Transfer Learning, #i5 CTL ) @ffkiX— IR —Fh ¥k, F5AHABTE 5 P 3kE
MHRBTEIER, HEBIEFREFERA %R, # M CTL 223500, —#nT A
A3 R 3T DR IE RS ( Resource-based Transfer ) FlJE T-BiXI L% ( Model-based
Transfer ) PS5 [128].

T IR A IRE S U G EE S s S RO S B RE S . fEA
PATEARFIEIE OU T, VEE S N GRBER AR A DAE I T4, AT H iR
B E BRI 5. Wang FIl Manning [129] 2 H B R 25 4 191 B2 701 i AR BR84S 2
BEAIR T CTL s B b | AR RS o XU TR e 5L T B8R Y CTL v il o 473 5 3 2 A
ff,. Prettenhofer Al Stein [130] FI| F PR FRiE S FE AN 55, TG T U
XK. Xu SN [91] F8H, FB1E TR BSUE ] SRR INANTE S B, M]3t
FPRNE S ARG Z RIBIMRZR I 5 R &R, SEBBGE R A B 0L T 1S4 26.
S F S ELRRAR S T LSS [131-133], 5 HAR MW T 24> NLP AE55 .
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AR SCHE ) TFOPM 1 ITFOPM PR FPSEAL i T iX — 2851, 18 i XU LA s
BT F X, RHEIES BT AR RSS2 A/ NER L.

HET IR IEM L, E TR A NLP & R 5400 Az,
FAREIE S KANBR . BIE#E K ) NLP AT55 M F], BEBUTER R 5 R H bRl 5 1
FES EATAEA ], RMESLIIER . BT AR IR £1704L ( Delex-
icalizaion ) R, RIS T HAKTENL, SCIURRES AR IERS . FAR B Y HI 37 5%
FEUAFAE A (1341, TRERRYE [135] 55 BB RS ST BOREY) T Z W, BT
BRI RS W] DA o 27 3 B TE T RN L . X — S 48 X 2% P 2R A 43 |2 ST YRE
MEVRES & BWRHERR, it 222 ) BiE S HHERR, SR S5
RS . BRI 5 S FT AR QAR L5 M [136]. fwd SEAAR R [137]. SEAx
7 [138] %

EABRR RSN GETTE (B0 [29, 99, 122, 123] 55 ) 0 n] AR Bt T4
RPRETRE A, BN B RAE U 2R AR 2L fE /R T A5 3] H AReiide, At
BT . T EE S RIS S BB TAEA Cao 4 NF&H 1) 3Ly
2 SRR [139], Li &6 A2 A a4 SEAR L ARG I [140] 550 A, X5
PSR R AMMBCLAE, AR DHREE, B0 [141, 142] 55,

5 CTL XM 7 —"MEF N EZETRom, B2 MiE S il oot
SR F—m A E, RIS B DI E 2 NME B Z AR E TR . Chen Al
Cardie [143] $2 i E I E Y 218 S RIRABAY, F BT ZFE S Z BRI ER.
Wada 28 A [144] & 215 5 M &1E S8 ( Multilingual Neural Languge Model ), 7§
[l —=S A5 ZEF WA T3R8, HHEAZEFTWHSHEL . BERIEY
AJHE NLP (yit—2 kR, BE CTL W =5 (R — 2P K

323 AICXRFRSH

FER R AE N/ B R LR R RSN 0 KB 2 0K m
& . SHGAESALL, NE I R I AT A R DT FCE N o 1 e > vk
P~ B,

YT BRI R, Hearst 55 [38] @A VLl A i S M SEE . fE
BIRFEES I K, BT LSTM A2 [ 28 0] DA T2 S 15 S R i A6, i
BP0 4E Shwartz % NBEH IR G AHZ M 2% [54] %5, LexNET [104] HfiX——.
SRR R R Z 2, RS Shwartz 8 N\ [54] AU A 28 0 28 S5 F T3]3 %
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#2503 H5ETMREANNR, HAFENCRER (BlanlE SOr X R, RGRX RS ) 78
TR HH A T [ 2 ) e T A L, X OB DE YR AE TR 56 R 40 FAT 55 3k
1R B R R T X — 1781, Washio I Kato [105] $2H T “H4) {RAFHEE"
( Augmented Dependency Path ) iX—#f&, 83 F 8 AREXTTEERE 248 24K
R RIS LRIE, TS B0 TA R AR B X ) 55 %6 . Nguyen 4¢ A [145]
P T AntSynNET 581, M A]FHIEEMRITR th S U IE A, &M
KRR, WL SGE], R SCRIF R E R 4125

TN X R X S Al 5 BN X R R L AL
FARW TN DUR AAREX (2, 1) R EPHE & @ 3 [23, 77]. W EZ 2%
T — 7 [71, 78, 146] SFHGVERFHE, AT 20 KMEBIEL. X —JE ik RF
Koy 2B TRNCACAL” [ [82] By, Uik SeA A Rz AR T RIR T . AT
Sl o) AR OC R ITE S, WG P h T 2 FhE A TE R 5 i b 28 I 28 AR A
Glavas il Vulic [106] B e TN AN [F] 2 51 AR 5 R B, R — ANl /R B > A
[F] Py 3] ) SR RAEAH B IR R R ITE X, I B3R TR EBAL ( Specialization
Tensor Model ) fifpiX— IR, Attia 48 N [147] Kf 22 25T K B A AT 55 At
WAL 243 8, R A2 AT 5 BRI A M %73 24035, Bouraoui % A [148]
RGNV ZT T PSR 18] ) A (B AR S AT Z R LR R 5%, TR
BECIE T BT Word2 Vee (194 8l 5 A TRMIBLA ,

B T EHER N GR TRli ABEBUVE B R B 5 dh i A, TR B9 B e et
T FRRFET . LR RRNT, B4H 2N (72,80, 811 243 L F
KRR, DA A TR ] 2 A B ek BTN O R IR IR, ZEAT ORI
2 X HABFNC R &R, Nguyen 5 A [149] M%< 2 [F] S Am)H1 sz X im] & R A 1] [a]
A TR AR A3, DR G TR 56 R0 EO AR 1) i ey S R, G T
Word2Vec HH 47 SRAA > S509% 35 B 25 T[] 3R] S SCim] ) X 43 4: 7] 7 Hashimoto
S5 N (1507 45 T )i R 2R 43 X — R AT 55 Byl a2 S BBk, X — Al
[P ELR 25 T 2 AR 44 1) 2 ) R R RHIEFR « Mrksic 58 A [151] 524 T
BT IS E T Y Attract-Repel A8, 715 ] fb2 > A8 b g s M A T BIR il 4%
F, XL I BTN SR PG ok, R8T 3k LU 9R] ) BRI 1 SOMRAAE |
PSR T SOM AR S CR 2R

T3 — R E E R ) (B 1) RS (B2 2R R R FOR, X R RN S
AR X 9 ZM 6B . Washio 1 Kato [39] £ H T 11 2 784E ¢ 24007 ( Neural
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Latent Relational Analysis ) #7, HA: 51 56 R & R8T A RIFETERHE PTRLAY
TNCIE VAR DA S A H T o Chen 55 N [152] ¥t T Fu 48 NS BLAL [25],
W TET BT RRIE X R A dmidas, P ETE AR BN TE R Hh [R]
—AMa) I, BEALd ] DAGEAT Bk R A BRI BTN ALk R otdl. Camacho-
Collados 258 A [153] 55 A$2H T 2k Rl A ( Relational Word Embedding ) #57% ixX
— AR E TR E R LGB, M ANEE S R ECE TR R IR
FAAERT, X —BIAUIIRRE2E S R R M EFRIR.

RS TAE 3 IS [ # F BE R USRI 5 R A 2y I, AR &R i vEAR
A A — S SRR, B1an, SR [72, 80, 81, 151, 152] 45 H e yE—Fhali b4k
JUFRTRNE R R A3 BRI o oy — L8k 28 I Z8 A28 (51140 [39, 150] ) I 75 BEAE %L
MERHEE R GEA, BB RER . S, AT E T @Ek2E > W)
SphereRE AL T I A M AIE FHIAL, Il DIXHMERFEMIENC R R 02K, EiS
R, BRI KB AR5 )T AN s ek (109, 1101, 7E NLP
TR B . Bilt, Masumura 55 A [154] $2 BB A ISR R, T AT
RIEMKEER . Lv 88 A [155] RHska o AW 1 T 3R BSH 2oR 5, FEek
BARY b 471 DX A AR B R A 5 LR 3RO . FRATTHR 1 A9 SphereRE 54 BT IR
Reaskas > W TIRNE R R 028, I B s S BN LR A2 S Bk, vellk 156 RT
WFFERTER 3k 5

3.3 EFMFINEMARELTUXRRME

MASTITEIR, BTN T 20340 0 =R RS SR YL R A7 RO . EA
b, FATE etk oy Ik I by SIHER ( TEAL ) IBORANTY, X4
SR T A5 KA 45 73 SR 28 i 5 R B R -5 B T 67 ¢ Z il AP A )1 R AT i
&, IR

331 HEERE

P TEAL B Ap - FRATTARI BT TR B o 22 W 45 B X 2] D7 Yk B il 5 KL
B R RMINGERMH B TR IR, 72T 30, JATE el
B ERPUFA IR OLT, AR R W 227 5] BT L RANE BT LK R AR
A (ARG, LB E AL, AR BTN AR R3S, HFE TEAL
ARG
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E;i]
2 ]
HEAH N [fi]

& 3.3: TEAL [ JL Rl 25 [’ 25 244

BB B2 4 « ARYE Levy S5 A [82] MIFLATICHIIBTFE, EL3A 1A 7]
SAENFHE ISR R 208 0 LR . R, G ARz p g, 3K
TIRIAEAN RE ELHRF 0 BB ER AT 5% 24 A 22 245 01 K pR R FEAS T AR, FRATHF
MM AT FOPM BIAHRIBEARE, HIMANE 3.3 Bk

GARZ A A BN GRE DT = {;, yi} W1 DY = {z, yi} HATYI. 5
2PN 2 R 25 1 SRAR AR, B A B T 0] @ R 7, A AR
HOE oS SRR s VATl ATl -1 | B wh A [0 Gl = O 2N R cd < D N S R Ay
s >) @ B AR Y A 1a) B AR TR A 1] SRR, SRR DR R IME. Haitt,
FA1E SRR E M 28 B BUR R Lo, WITF RS ¢!

E’D = E(Ei,yi)NDP ||H<fu Ql];) - gl|’2 + E(mi,yi)NDN ||H(fl7 9%) - ?72”2

Hoeft, G5 RGN 43 BRI AN 0 4% 5 TR I Al LR s i S (e
W TSR B SR, HACR 08 R ON ) H(Z;05) R H(Z;08) 43 BRI
0 s 69 AR A R R b SRR 2 . B, pr () B B gony () 4
BARARSE DP 1 DN L, i R 7] ) 2 7y (0 2
T R A AT T2 45, A0 T DAY AT 452 > i i
Zel 2. AT B 2R AR [156] Mot 20 46 15 22 s i T HAGE .,
YEARTAT T, T ARG, TR T i 2 9 2451 2k bR B0 IE AR

2NN 2 TTRES A 2 EREAREE AR, BTAM RS X E, H(Z5;65) fl H (5 6)
A F B AR R, T AN 25 B2~ EOORAE - S i i i e .
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Algorithm 4 TEAL H EL i 28 X 45 Il 15501

1 FEHLI A 05 G Fil 6,

2: for B E M 2% 1) Epoch do
for f— K2 M 25 1) %A do ~
4 M DPA 1 BEAL R AE—~ Mini-Batch ﬁﬁ{% Dli . .
5: IZLE]XE 9D7 LLF/J\{%ZI wi)eDP ||H(x276570*) 171”2 E%‘Eﬁ 95 %n 9;)
6: M DN i EEHLRAE—A Mini-Batch $i#a 4 DV
7.
8
9

(O8]

[EE 0, EILRIME S, oeny 1H (T3 08, 05) — 512 08 F1 65,
end for
: end for

% 3.3: TEAL H R R0 2R M HYHFAE

vl L [N
H(Z:05,05) — 4 |H(#:05.05) — il
. (2585, 7) ~ il
HE: 05, 05) — 4 |H(E:0.05) — il
|H (63, 05) — il

FATE ez > R 3R0R, AR i 2 A7 Fn kB Az im] )il e &t b 3%
IR Lo 5 AT

Lp = Eg, oo |H (@5 05, 0p) = Gill* + g, yonn | H(Z5; 05, 05) — Gill*

Hor, 0 WAL ERE S, 2T B B RIE b A A T DA,
5Ny (00, 05) A1 H (05, 0).

e HHZE 4, FRATHE PRS2 6 F AR SR R, e R b
PR, ARERIR S b S SR I . BUIREEE S A 4. R W %
Y5 NG, 5 FOPM %, AT SVM 40262830047 1 . JE B A% FR 4
¥, SVM 438 6 F HORHAE I SAE 2 3300, SCUUSE % FE 7 4 2 M 4 A M B
fFRE, R T A X ) i SRICTAC 16 [82].

TEAL #&apI%5 20Ky © TEAL [fHEE A 40 25k B vORBEAE B SR SE AN 5
A INEAE A B ST M0 28 I R A BT, 9 EL2 SRk 40 268, PINTRR R T4
KRR BN . O 28 P 45 AT AN SRR A R IR, AT 2 195
RS HRL AR . TR 22 W 2 4 Ky B (NI 3.4 ), A RS
ESAPAZENERT | v

ELKT %, TEAL BEAO5 T A~ TR 284 « BURlon 22 10 25 150 5 (k2 04
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Ty A R I SR 22 0 45

LRI % AL 3 Efi

5}4:% Sy R R
A ARV é é

AN ET I |

LRI
W=

RN

ioet UN ® :
AR AR B R

&l 3.4: TEAL )50 8 it 2 [0 £ 2
(Yo 22 9 4% . STl 25 ) 28 AL SCE AT A8 o 4 i 2R R ) e 25 ) 5
AT 2k 2 Ptb AT 0B, BRI

o DRERIEGBIE T = {(,v:)} : NPERERPREE ETRXR (v, v)
( Direct Hypernymy, BJl z; Fil y; 7548250k Z i ELBEOAHIE ) rPibf7RENL R
BE. RN RO R ETE, TR E 3hA I W 44 2 tdk 2 i
MR —5E JOT [74]

o DRERGGIEDEE TV = {(z,9)} : ATARH TF PRy B R AR, B
TN = {(yi, z:)| (i, y:) € TP}, HATIABEHLICEC B ARTEXS R R 67 37 2 B %
XF—NRIEX (v, v:), WRAFHETARGE 2 415 2 Al 20 v F 2 Z[RERA
ERRERER, W (2, y:) 2R R 5 &

T2 2 (A 5 SR 25 AL . 4 08, 6N 1 05 43 Bk A ik 2R

ORI G Sl S N (VA - 7 SO | 0 S N (VA 8- 37 | BN =Y (U E-S  G OF i
KRB L R

Ly =B, yonrr | H (s 07, 07) = Gill* + B, goyors | H (T3 07, 67) — 5]

N T TEAL ERIXF i T BIRCR, BATASMIA TP Kds. B4
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

AL RS, BB AN IEGEEESE DY T, HiRRAE AR
i o M HBCE SR, X HBGY IR 1) & ok 3 THa 2 /2 ( RIIgege
HORIIH ) BT MR R ISR S e W 28 ( RIOr 2R R RO RIH ) Efie/ Mo e
R BRI R RIE R, IR R Lp 5 AT

EP = E(xi,yi)wDP log(l - 5(H(fzv 557 57))7 fl)) + E(xi,yi)NTP lOgé(H(l_"“ 9_?7 0_:;“)7 fl)

Her, 09, 73) = {rmer FoNBBITERIAS RS, MR 7 A g (R PHEE
ML, TEAL BRI — & th il A SR 26 PR LA iU 2% [157] 9AEHR, B
TN 0P <3 Bl N B U VA i O i s 2 R 8

EE: A R i = R SE | s VAZIROE IV N A OE NS IR AR R A E1E S
DN TN, RIS A A A A2 1R ] ) R PR AT IX 43, UK BRE L E SCH

Ly =E, yyepy log(1 — S(H(Z5; 05, 05), 7)) + By, yyorn log (H (75 0%, 63, 7;)

TE TEAL 1, 4)2RIKRIGRIGIAEMEETE T M TN EIATIILR, Halieh 2 M
AR e IR D A DY AR BRI, SRSy 2R 0k R AR 2
WIZEEIAT R, PAGREPI A2, (EABIMOE B By T . ZEIZhadAep, &
B E L 2 [ 2 L 2] TP w5 DY AEE S E R RM R R AR X
72 R AN [R] 5T B 67 9% F 08 H A AN TR R CRaE (2 STk [25] MR
Y IPM YK ), 22505 DY 3R SRR LR 7 56 F RIR AT B2 [ IR Al b 22 100 2% 1Y
o EA P

N T X — A, ATV SGEER A, A T i ey B AL
KFZTCAMFTING, AT T TATX DY e R IvaLil N O i o & 7 647
K-Means 53¢, 24 HAUCHH—KATCH (v, v:) € TV W R AL [0 & 75 5 DY
(OO T ¢ SRR (T R A SRR B y ), A EA 17,
HAARRRE WAL S.

FATHNS TV R MR BIEREA T uE, ISR 2 p 3F L 7 ¢ R A4k
S TN g5 b, FAIL AL 2525 o BBl 28 9 46 (1) 56 B 451 2R R 4 £, -

Ly =Lp+ ME, yo~ir log(1 — 0(H (7;; ég? 57)>7 ;)
+ME o log(1 — 6(H (% oN. 0%, %))
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Algorithm 5 TEAL HJiE Xt JeE vk
1 WL TP =0
2: % {Zi] (s, 5;) € D} B K-Means 53
3: for 5% 2 TCH (24, 1:) € TF do
for &1L ¢ do
5 if cos(Z, ¢) > ~ then
6 R (i, yi) mAT"
7: break
8: end if
9
10:

A

end for
end for

Algorithm 6 TEAL 84 {)I| 2R 58y

it ME Lo, WIMRHESEL 9:]; . 9:]TV 0 6:% [FI{EL

Wit f/ME Lo, #IGRALSE 0L, 0 F1 0%, IME

while B VLA ISL do
WM Lp, 2RI ALR BB ZE4
W ME Ly, WGRAE BT AR RS54
W/ MY Lo, YN FER FR G0 A 1 28 ) 45
WL/ MU L], I GREER R 2 W 4%

end while

L, A AL Ao DX T 20 2R 5 P I 28 0 SR S L

TEAL BRI R TR LA 6, X —id ARk AR A BEF T I 2%,
B R B L WSl X — 2 M INZRSe 2 )m, FATT R R 22 45
TR 33 RHER(E, B DT A DY thig BRIl gh SVM X & 532K It
ingHIpHE DL SR ISR 2T NI S ~YE - Ll ol VPSS S1 2

AN O T

N

332 SN

FEATT R, FATTHE A3 SCPRPIE 5 19 70 28R R MR Bt 56 L7 TEAL 1
TIRCR, I HELITEEXTE .

B AR e - AT A9 IE1E 73 34K 5k H Microsoft Concept Graph
IR R S, %A S RIS/ 28 & i Probase [10] Fridfl. 728 Jr FHEEL
Paderf, —JLAHE 33377320 A bR AR ocdl, kRO ¢ ( BALE, R AL, T
Bo)» =ocdl, T FoRiZ N LR RAE M SERHE g B SRR AL, R
AP 3.4, BB B B AR R T AT RE AL S IR A IR R, AR ME A

*https://concept.research.microsoft.com
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Z¢ 3.4: Microsoft Concept Graph £/ 71~ 15l

IR DAL VAL 251
symptom  fatigue 6206

material aluminum 5518
fruit strawberry 4824
fish salmon 3733
organ kidney 3011
issue security 2646
medication aspirin 1998
shape square 1645
site youtube 1578
game chess 1343

XTI g FRATMER IR EDT 5 IRFNFE 2R RIAM X R T, &)a
53 2844951 M EEER B R MR RICA, 1EN SRR RINGEE. RATHRHX
BEARTEBENLL A TE RARTEXS, AR MATANL 7 Microsoft Concept Graph [#) R {7
KELET, WP AGTG. HT TEAL fFFEAE R AR gk, N T
PRAETR] ) B E aa P, FRATTR T AE Wikipedia 1 Gigaword TR _F IR ST
GloVe 1574 [52] fE AT S AL, A 4EREN 100, FEJEHR LI, AT
KA ESCER2.5.275 R 0B AR A T SE B PRI, S0 A S ) A e 4
BLESS [93] #l ENTAILMENT [77], DA K E Gt = Ed 4 ANIMAL, PLANT
1 VEHICLE [97], B &) S25020 BEFIA X G115 B A 562.5.2795

HUAEM, HIGET AR D . FEARTTR SR, FRATRA CN-
WikiTaxonomy[21] YERH SCor SR &R, RTER 2.3. 2717 H RAEAS B 1 2 ik Rl 25
AN bR EIR R G, S > 7 SR R IR A 28 P 2845580 . v SO 4T
A 55 2.3. 29 T HAHIE, BISHZERESN 100 1Y Skip-Gram #5224 [51]. FETF
M, FATFIA FD [25] Al BK PN N TARESEREIA TN, Foit s BTy
VL2425,

Pl B A e g R - VORI, T ELOE SIS I AR HE T
TESE2.5. 295 P, AT IRAT A A TAERIA S TAER B4 R, PAF
BUERG B AEER, 5 TEAL BARM SEIRRCRAIRT G . FESEERy, FRATSEE T TEAL
HEZLFIPIRIEYE « i) TEAL-S, $81)@ g U am &aay, /I R SERlp
SMEEHATIG 2>, ANFH R FARRIGRACR 5 Alii ) TEAL-AS, $5117 25T 5
AR RIGHRATE T FEM A Mg, AT A 100 A~ EIoTh )z,
FIRCH I ) R A R e, Adam [158] VA& 28 (AL 533, 1847 500 4>
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2 3.5 TEAL fE5eih BN A7k AR IAE 55 ok if 12

Jiik BLESS ENTAILMENT ANIMAL PLANT VEHICLE
BUAT LA P i e 2 Tk

Luu % A [81] 0.93 0.91 0.89 0.92 0.89
HyperVec [72] 0.94 0.91 0.83 0.91 0.83
AT TR IR AR

FOPM 0.97 0.92 0.92 0.94 0.90
TEAL HEZRH)SESR 4R

TEAL-S 0.95 0.87 0.89 0.93 0.91
TEAL-AS 0.96 0.91 0.92 0.94 0.93

Epoch, fptEdE &0 64. FRATFEFEEE T TEAL-AS S5 (E, HrpiElk
SN M = Ay = 0.01. FEET SVM X R Jainy, AR H 20 X%
BREVE R SVM A% R gk, FE1E S e A, FRATTRE BIE v = 0.8, FHERIARIED)
Bk 100 BETE B FSEIn g R W3 3.5,

MERIREER AT, Luu 558 A [81] F1 HyperVec [72] Y5322 BUA WFFE i i Bk
AV, o BT AR U B A E USSR R R HZAM, FRATTESH
R R FOPM Sk M A il 4e a4 Tt Aide i iy TEAL HE
ZRAEPUAEESE ( BR T ENTAILMENT ) F#GEN THA&E R, 5 FOPM BiEM
PERERML. FEIA RIBFSTH, Xia > B T8 S 1 AR I G i 22 4%
k., BT FORM BYEMFHER T SVD 3K, RMEE s x> . B, anf
K43 2Rtk R b R RR Y T FOPM Bikvh, dE— R TR B, B—14
A BRI T ] .

WIEXT AT, FATH A& TEAL-AS H TEAL-S 7E AT 505 F3ya 0%, 7
HERR R B3 T 1% 2] 4% A~%5. 5 FOPM W , TEAL-AS 7F = AM4lsi&idksE b
IR, PRI =N S B 46 L/, ARMEYI SRk B it #5458, 3l
FOPM ; TEAL-AS I 5] DA ] Microsoft Concept Graph F1 (& AMNAIR, il PR 20 (1
T .

HSCB AR B SRIREE R - e SCSEg T, FRATTREUS S B SE A R 28R,
TE FD [25] #1 BK P Edia g Eabf7acs, SCImaiR& 0Lk 3.6, MSLER 45 ]
PAVZSE], TEAL-S Hil TPM WySCIRRCRAHL, FE£L#4E FD F TPM 1) F {HE 5,
TEAL-S 74454 BK _FH2TF T 0.6% ¥ F {H. 7 TEAL HEZE TPl A T Hh 3040 28R 5
CN-WikiTaxonomy[21] HF ) HIH 5, F {7 TEAL-S By EAE 0 BT T 3.9% Fi
0.2%. FH_FIRZERAT I, R SGESE N A v B R >, S H T TEAL
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% 3.6: TEAL FEH 3B MK R 73 AL 55 Hh 1 SRR 22

B FD BK

itk WdEE SR FA RdEEE HhE FH
AT LA i S 2R 70

7Y 0.677 0752  0.697 0.803  0.759  0.780
ARSI AR I HEES

TPM 0.728 0.705 0.716 0.836 0.806  0.821

TEAL HERUFSEEE AR
TEAL-S  0.695 0.684  0.689 0.788  0.869  0.827
TEAL-AS 0.721 0736  0.728 0.791  0.870  0.829

% 3.7: Microsoft Concept Graph HH A& B _E T 07 5¢ A A< A0 T £ 2R
IR DAL S T S S VAL # IR B8 HERR

material 78/102 0.76 goods 20/20 1.00
person 17/19 0.89 sector 18/20 0.90
group 37/43 0.86 component 76/80 0.95
technology 12/14 0.86 individual ~ 24/24 1.00
provision  15/15 1.00 location 8/9 0.89
itk 302/346 0.87

MEZLARTHL ST R, BLBUAE i SO B R /AE BT 6 R TR FEAR- B T H
%} Microsoft Concept Graph (¥4 Ji¢ : ¥5F3CH, A% TEAL Bk g5k
3, FIHH Microsoft Concept Graph H1 5 A 1) F RV k RHH, XPE#fTRb. &
IMRIR > ek ZAN R TE . 58, BATRA TF F1 TN 11125 TEAL 4y 5k &
HsRE MM 2% ( Rl MEBARREL Lo ), AFEERME MR IEAE . FENET
SVM 1) 43 RAARXEX — D AREXN AT R T EFE RN L X R0, RITEHE&
M2 TPM BEZE AR, SETATREAREN (2,v:), & XU score(x;, y:) -

score(w;,y;) = tanh(|[H (75 67, 07) — Gills — | H(Z:: 07, 67) — Gill2)

Horp, score(wi, y:) BGRFIR x; My Z 1A L AR AP, £ a0 > 024
RUEBIME, o > 02 EEFEEIE. %T Microsoft Concept Graph H144~ -1
(LR R ITCH (zi,y:) € TP, FATEL M EIEFTHAUGS] o FEWIRA S B LF RS
N(x;) = {a'|cos(Z', ;) > a1 }o TIHR (w5,95) € T, 2’ € N(x;) H. score(x’,y;) > a,
AT 2 F0 gy Z A BN R. 28K, #74E Microsoft Concept Graph
HIRATHE 2 — sy, FeOTE ] DAHERT R 2 —Fhah®, HRFHEMARS . h
TRRIEFMA B MR R R, FAT o =0y =08,
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7 3.8: Microsoft Concept Graph A & B b7 K R -5 G0 7w B, FT AR DR
TR 2R

IR DAL IR OAT I ) N VAT AiLiA o

petrol provision 0.908 wildfires threat 0.845
handicrafts business 0.872 steroids alternative 0.813
pantsuit product  0.870 psychiatrist profession  0.808
bacteria measure 0.864 tarragon food 0.808

1E3 3.7, FeA1 7R T Microsoft Concept Graph F -+~ EAZIA Y F R 2K R
JRASH, “# LR AN “# DB 43 RN i TR M Sk R A e R g . R
THA EALE, FATREIA B R0 R O R A4 N TARYE R T IE bR
MEEREE R W] I, TEAL T BG4 S0k 2R 08 X RB IR ER R B S, Pk
KRBT 87%. WATWEL T 8 AN EARM TR, MABIBITM PP, I3 3.8. A
R P RRATAT DAR I —FR A ok H TR H B Il as e, Bl “bacteria” (4
Rl ) Fl “measure” ( BEfE ) ZIAIJE LRI RR. BB EHR B EORE T EAIAANT
DL A TR AN SEREE, Ban “steroids™ ( ZEEEE ) AT LAME AR LK) “alternative”
( BPRRARIBIT H¥E ) (R AR B 2 R A 1 B R R . FEAR SR BB
FLAES, AT BT DA S HA BRI s i A3 ( Bilan [101] ) 456, $RF
AHEE R E T,

34 ETEBFINBIES L THUXRME

A& TEAL MRS TS TR 5 L B RRIEAY BN A R AR, ERy— B
s SRR K R UMUK H TR —iE 5. BTl B AR RIGE R &
oK, HAbER (B2 NER ) FUITGEEER RN, RXEN P IIZREIMER R 21
R, AR T BRI T B FOPM 3K, N AR EMIIE A B BERY
( TFOPM ) FIREARIERE BERNE S BOE R ( ITFOPM ) PiFHRNE, MTEES ET
R AR AHEL

3.4.1 HEEE

AT S A B R 56 R AE S AR, HR 4 B2 TFOPM Fil
ITFOPM (B YA .

B S L FOORARMIR - 12 DS DY DF A1 DY 2 Bk H R S A H A
EEH . BRI AMAE LR R YIZ%E, HodFir S RFFIES, FRT R
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/ &) G Y Mesmename
D (apple, fruit) Vv X NS,
(dog, animal) v 2k (thé, boisson) ? EEANT] )
:> (chien, ours) ?
(tree, flower) X (mars, mois) ? poulet: chicken
(actor, desk) X viande: meat
J ~ | maison: house
 BE g R S RIS (K |eau: water
thé: tea
) %\\Lf/é'g' boisson: drink
(poulet, viande) Vv chien: dog
ours: bear
(maison, eau) X mars: March
mois: month
FEIENGE (M)
Ve BETRALRR X4k ERALR R 2 RALFHI

Kl 3.5: B5iE S BTN K R MBUE S R

RHWNES . BTAEARPIEE, FATR H bR/ NER R LN AR, Ff 1
AR BRI A

Tk

|Dg| > |Dr|
|DS| > D7

FATREIRS S Ur = {(2i, )} 9 BARTE S ARTEXHIRSE, — o, FA1ds g hiR
A
|Ur| > | D7

|Ur| > |D7|

PR B AL A I B AR A MANIZEE DS DS DY A1 DY, gk
Py HARE & 0 LN AR B AR AR 2K fo IR B, AR 73348
[ EEAE HPRE T LR Ur ST KRB0 2K. IGE-SREX N, 354 H T
—ALSF TR R

LA, AL R BOR KR ( BIAN [159] ) 5 SRTTETR) R BLAS B
BARAN AR S TE S LR AL RO DO N T ARIERRE, i
LM g B AU SR SRR R A XGE- TR, AEFRATR/IMERME 55,
TROMEEL A AT REZRAFT ZE A% [160]. 1 el Bl 128 T2 B HR Tl S B ) 1
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MAEFRATHAESS H, AT RN EIE L LT SO ARTER

TERATH TAER, FRATRA Lample 2 AREA E XI55 ( Bilingual Lexicon In-
duction ) i T4 [102] fRHeiX AN M. FE1Z: TFOPM Fl ITFOPM 2 i, FA1R M
B, EEE SR E FE S I RAREE R EE_E I GE R R, 4 S
NNE| x| 2| AR, RS S PRI o IR 2 MO R B ARE S
T RIE S @ (i ) T

EFRIRRBEY] + SIS Y FOPM 2501, FA1H 4 K-Means #i%,
¥¢ DEF DY PR ARTEANR AR K M. R (2, ) € DY, A5 FOPM
HAR I BOAFAE 5 — 0 5 WR (2, w0) € DY, AT FAVERE R ST; — S, A TIEmR
U B ARG S A e R A%k AMER LR & AT, FrA
SEHRHTE B ARE S R ZS 0] T T

FATFRES ME R85 kAR LR A% RIEE R, of, N E TR RIed
(zi,5:) € DE U DY /R, 1550 -

cos(S&; —S7;,eL) b
e, (wi,y) €D
P z:(ﬂw)eDg cos(ST—8y,¢; )’ ( is yz) g
a:, = 1
1,k S,
) cos(&; — i ,Cr ) b
78 zi,yi) €D
Z(ﬂc y)eDk cos(Z—7,cy )’ ( (3 yz) T

5 ke AR H AR R EOE SCATR
B

JME) =2 Y alni MY - S — S
(zi,y:)€DE
]_ - /B — —
Tt > Al lIMPE — gl (3.1)
(zi,y:)€DE
stMI)ME =L Y dlnfi=1 Y di=1
(zi,y:)eDE (zi,y:)eDE

Hop, Al BIRES T BT AR TR ER T, T o4 T J RS
THE . B € (0,1) BHIE ATASEL, T AIRES A HARE S Rk
R

9 T IEALTE AL, WME, FRATH e R AR )

- L L1 L
fyZP = COS(S.CCi — S’yl, ﬁ Z Ty — yj>
TV (2)€DF
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EWRERE—FES LI X R (v, 1) € DS 5rABREST M LT XRTT
HAE H i S A 23 A B 1E SCHARIYE . BREAFRATEGOE A H AR 2625035 2 20 FR il
g‘?’ﬁ: : Z(Ii,yi)EngD afk’}/fk =1, %‘I,Dk %Eﬂl[ﬂ:ﬁiﬁﬂﬂ*ﬂﬁ :
5P
%‘I,Dk = S & of AP
(x;,9;)€DE Lk Tik

YA EI R RE, BT RAME J(MY) R B IES RSP HEE ML . 5
FOPM 2{pl, RTDAFIHAET SVD i ikt MY (s tifl, =X 3. 1Al Fid @
PR AR
SEPL 3.4.1. X, 3,14 &% Wahba 19|80 —F#r B4k, BA 4o T M X #E:

L. B =p Z(xi,yi)eDg afﬂfk - (i) - (873)" + (1 - B) Z(wi,yi)eDg afk?ji -7}

2. UPSP(VE)T = SVD(BE)

3. R =diag(1,...,1,det(UY) - det(VY))

|| —1

4 M = UPRE(VE)T

Proof. T faj BUE DL, Fef1&mg 1o 3. I pra 288y EAs P AR s &, 503.10]
PATRIEA

T =2 S amss - sal? Y agmE - g
(zi,yi)€Ds (ziyi)€DL
IDs| |Dr|
s.t. MIM = I,Zai% = 1,2@1- =1
=1 =1

MRABZ AL S AR A, AT

B Z Cli%'—i-(l—ﬁ) Z a; =1
(

z4,y;)€Ds (%i,y:)€DT

FT A, B MIRTE S W IR (24, i) € Ds AAUE Bayy; 5 BABAREFITH (24, 1) €
Dr AAE (1 — B)aze WATE HERE B QT fiws
B=3 >  aySiSH) +1-8) Y agdl
(%i,y:)€Ds (w4,y:)€DT
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AHHEE B, HARKE J (M) w] AR S AR
J(M) =1 — tr(MB”)

I, FRATRE 3.1 L AL o 2 Wahba 8. IR RF 8043380005 R0 =
2 Wahba [ AU AERUE AR ], BEAL 2T n

R KA R H AR R Bl T, 1580 7 E5E S IR 0L R AR R
B H bR J(MP)

: 8 = L s
J(MT) 2 > > abahIMy - sE - s

(ziyi)eDE k=1

1-8 -
Ty Z ZakaMkpfi — 4ill?

(zi,y:)€DE k=1

T
s.t. (My) - M} =1, Z afﬂszla Z aszl

(z3,y:)eDE (ws,y:)eDE

k=1,...,K

Hep, MP 2 K AN EHE ARG . oM LIRS BRSO 4
$£3% ( TFOPM ),

L FROCRBGEE] « MU, A T2k LR RBE AR, A
¥ DY #1 DY shigE bR R ICHBIR K AME, 4rBIH ST — ST M1 7 — 7 M
HE. MY B K AR R R IE SRS M 4. dE R R
ST HAREREL J(MN) 5 SCH -

K
z g o e
JMY) = ST S My sz - s

(ziyi)eDY k=1

1- 3 S
+ 7 Z ZakaHMivfz - il?

2 (zi,y:) DY k=1
s. t. (MchT) MY =1, Z aivwf,vk =1, aﬁ\,[k =1
(ws,yi)€DY (zi,y:) DY
k=1,....K

o, MY a, FY, 3BAE BT G0 R B2 S BB AR AN BA . ]
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Algorithm 7 TFOPM 1JI| x5y
1: XF D§ FI Dy By % R ICH IEAT K-Means 2R3, FRAES HIR H 87 — Sy il

T — Ui
2: Xt DY Al DY vy & R ek f T K-Means 28, $FAE45I1R H ST — Sy; Al
T —

for k = 1 to %1 %E K do

FIHIET SVD WU, 24 >J B HRE M) F1 My
end for
for £ % 2504 (v4,y;) € DE U DY U DEU DY do
end for

TERRSE DS Dy Df Ml DY EYNGRZ Mg X R s f

N A ol

F T RE ME . ol Fl AL ME, RREGR.

KBARBING : 24 MP R MY X 2K MEFERETEER S, FATI1%
BETE T 026 RN 2E8% fo T IBIE S A AR IE IR — 26 RICA (20,y) €
DEuDYuDEUDY, 5FOPM M, FATIHEEETARIAE T AR H 5%
2 (BRI P&, 5:) A0 FN(Z5, 7)) VERISRAE, & AT

(M{ST; — Sij;) ® - @ (MEST; — 8g7;),  (w1,y:) € DFUDY
(MPZ, - ) @ - @ (MEZ, — §,), (zi,y;) € Dy U DY

‘Fp(flvg;) = {

i Yi

-~ ﬁ{mﬂ%@—8@w9~«9ww3@—sax (¢iy:) € DE U DY
(MY Z; — 43) @ - ® (MEZ; — 47), (zi,y:) € Dy U DY

IAVERFE P (25, 73) @ FN (%5, 5:) LR M 255y 2545 f, HAH [ FOPM,
TFOPM [ AR WL 7,

BAGTRENNER PGSR « T HinE S WIS E R NEE AR, TFOPM
HAeM HARE S N ESE 22 2R s SRR . RN AFIIE &6 4 B X
R B, AR R TR S T . FERXMPRE AL, RS BT AR
R PIAGE 2 T

AT R IEE S BT R RBIAAEEE, RATY R TFOPM,  # %%
IERBORNIEAS BB ( ITFOPM ), W1 bSOk, Up = {(z,v:)} WEIRET XA
FFINAREXT . 5 IPM 254l, ITFOPM Bk I 2 M7 Rl MY, SR M Ur
Ve R EAR EEARTEXS, A UNGREEHT £ LR, Felkb, XTER
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Algorithm 8 ITFOPM )I| 2x 5.7

1 RIS 7, 8dEgE DS DS DE Al DY Eil%: TFOPM
2: while B yEAIEL do

3. for H—AHIRES AEX (25,v:) € Ur do

4: if conf(x;,y;) > 7 then

5: if 732685 f B (25, 1) N E TR then
6: ¥ DE = DEU {(xi,y:)}

7: else

8: W DY = DY U{(xi, 1)}

9: end if

10: W Up = Up \ {(zi, 1)}

11: end if

12: end for

130 FUNERE T, efdidE DS, DY Dy 1 Dy EXH TFOPM

14: end while

WX (z,y:) € Up, FATHHE TN EAEEE conf(zi,y:) AR -

IF7 (@5, gl — 17 (&5, ) |||
max{||FP (T, 7;) |2, |FN (5, 5i) |2}
TEA T, FATR ST BAFER 7, T ARMEE 2 M 28 T, 32 R R SA p
G5 48— RS g A U HE (R #2437 ( Calibrated Probabilistic Distribution ) [161].
U BME 7, R conf(zi,y:) > 7, BATREX—IcAMAVIZSE ( DY 5t DY, H
P HUN R K FARLE ) ITFOPM 2 ACHIAE AR W R il 24 Eoe ik, EFIH
TERIESE A TS B AN T4 R A 1k . ITFOPM Bk ANk 8K .

conf(xi,y;) =

3.4.2 SCISHHT

AT, FAHEZ A/ NMERD EJRIT S5, £5 67 TFOPM Ml ITFOPM X
ST E AL HER

B S v - RATEFE N IE S, O TEA A A ]
Rz, T HARZ B AR NG T o AR AN N AR R O
BRI EAIEER, 45 BLESS [93]. Shwartz [54]. Kotlerman [162]. Turney [79]
1 ENTAILMENT [77]. fE&IFREERET, FlTERR TEEZHMMEZHERX, —
453 85234 FIEAREXS, AFE 17394 A R K R ITH 67930 HE FTH 7K &
T (IBE TEMEXKR ) AT HIRES, FA0TF 1 Open Multilingual Wordnet
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#3.9: T HEE LS E MR R BIREN ST E R

RRIES > I zh ja it th fi el

# R AR 4,035 2,962 1,448 3,034 1,156 7,157 2,612

#4E LTI AR 8,947 6,382 3,203 6,081 1,977 9,433 1,454
TR [163] A BT TR BN ZREE RN iR 4E* . H A71EF M Open Multilingual Wordnet 3¢
FRAtH E haett, —30E3E 78, ks (fr ) 30 (zh ) HiE (ja ) ER
FIEE (it ) 2815 (th ) 2F22 (i) FIAlEiE (el ) FRATR A Y Wordnet i< 4y
5124 : Wordnet Libre du Frangais ( 41 ). Chinese Open Wordnet ( H3 ). Japanese
Wordnet ( Hif ). ItalWordnet ( Z K Fif ). Thai Wordnet ( Z&i% ). FinnWordnet ( 7%
i ) Ml Greek Wordnet ( AififiE ) HAniEF HY_ LMK R ICH MY Wordnet
RS Z B P BENLRFEAS 2, JE B R &9 TR Wordnet H7 i)
Htt Mk 2 ( FERAR-TD KAR . FGRK RS ) NN 74 B isiE 5 8dh4E
MEIHE R 3.9, Frf dEsuEddidE O 7E GitHub _EFFE.

AR ZEF AT FHERENZR I A 0 K21 8 Fhif 5 1Y fastText fi ik A
BEAL [53], FF HAEJ Lample 85 A [102] FFRERHVES > B S BIBBHAERE, 24K
WA IRIE SO BIA RS . FEAdLs2 g, 6] [ I 4E R GE—15h 300,

VRN 3% FATEMAME S5 BRI E5 15 5128 TFOPM il ITFOPM 1125
B B ML REIE S E AR RITNSASR ( Cross-lingual Hypernymy Direction
Classification ), ‘B H WAL T M HAREF W LT AKX RIuAP, W—360 1
Al FEx ey, AT BERE PR BT RENIES, Rin BN R
( Reverse-hypernymy ) {2 A G K PR FRATHIBAL . 25 —AMESS A5 IE S L AR
KM ( Cross-lingual Hypernymy Detection ), "B/ H 82X HARTE F H I LNz
KEFEHE BT AR RIAT S Fesesa b, FAVE g B 8ds 1 5 = Ik
B, fEEAMET BT 5 g SURHIE. FRATTEEA 5 ST uEm R /e I+
bR, HCBE A SRR A R

PRl by B T AR C DR e AT — 40 43 11 U0 R A 8 R B0 ¥k 2 i 5 A B i
PR B 1, ATAEE A T AR HARE S e S LA R . 3K
IR A Shwartz & NFPFEIN AR [54], FF HRH AT AU A B A O

* Santus S5 A [70] : ‘B2 A TE BRI LN 7R A SLQS.

*http://compling.hss.ntu.edu.sg/omw/
Shttps://chywang.github.io/data/www2019.zip
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

* Kiela 55 A [164] : BRET 0 MAGE MR KRR LR, ATDARHE BT RAR
RS

» Weeds % N [78] : BB =) A7 & R4 A,

* Shwartz 5\ [54] : ERMRAMAMZN T XA DL dTHlr BsiESE
(Blamhse, G5 ) s i BRI, X i S T
)51 22 ) 28 R4 s

« TFOPM-N F1 ITFOPM-N : fihfi]435];2 TFOPM #1 ITFOPM A8 {4, FE 5 I51%
SR S R E 8 T IEAC LR .

4 T $2 1 TFOPM FI ITFOPM /M2 K HA f& TFOPM-N #l ITFOPM-N,
HAt T35 [54, 70, 78, 164] F A REBLHE A JRTE H LRI G, O T (SRS
HEIAT, FATFRAEGH Lample S5 A [102] BRALRHRTE 5 2008 1] [ S B 2
HisiEE 250, 5 EE S NSRRI RS

FHREUR  FATE AL, FEER T TFOPM Al ITFOPM 2401
HEONMEBON K = 41 8 = 0.5, 163 3.10%, RABLE 7 A I iE w55
T A B EFRSRIRETR . WA, FLATATARH =AE5e 1) X5
i LR R TS 7 SR K AR P AL 55, TFOPM Al ITFOPM pAMEALAE 7
M EAES A 7T REL TR MRS, AR TR
T LT RLRRIT ST LT T 2% B 9% MERG R, A [IE S L THRE
A AT RS TR 5 AR R 55 ERSETHR S BN A 55 AL
it ) 28 1 A e B S OGS AE BB AR I AL MBS AR, A S I BN
KAREAT AT R 2 A b, STV INEMP TG . i ) BT TE
ERN VS B S w=ORTRIY =78 i3 72 = ol VAP ST il =T TS I S
155 HIMERE SR

FAI2E—2 73 Hr ITFOPM J& BRI 2T BB m . e, AT E BIfE
7= 0.7, {EWMES ERMPAITERINS 8 Ik, FH HilmkB MR RRCR . 52
AR SRR 3.670 . IR, ETFIRA LR, HER R AT BT - 2
Ja, HEWREEZHALATRE, O A B AR % 22 iR i F AR 8 = 200 ] AR A 2
grdErh . FERNASET T, BRIE T 5 M RCREAF . S, RTIEN]
MIBEAR, R AT DASE T 27 2%
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% 3.10: ANFIFEAEMAESTE S BT ALK R TTNAL 55 R L

ik fr zh  ja it th fi el
5% - s MR R TR

Santus ¢ A\ [70] 0.65 065 0.68 061 0.63 0.70 0.62
Weeds %5 A\ [78] 0.76 0.71 0.77 076 0.72 0.77 0.70
Kiela 25 A [164] 0.67 0.65 0.71 068 0.65 0.70 0.62
Shwartz 45 A\ [54] 0.79 0.67 0.71 0.72 0.66 0.75 0.66

TFOPM-N 0.78 071 0.75 0.76 0.73 0.76 0.71
TFOPM 0.80 0.72 0.76 0.78 0.75 0.78 0.73
ITFOPM-N 082 0.72 0.76 0.78 0.75 0.81 0.72
ITFOPM 0.81 0.74 0.78 0.81 0.78 0.81 0.75

155« B S L A AR

Santus Z5 A [70]  0.67 0.63 0.67 0.62 0.64 0.62 0.64
Weeds 25 A [78]  0.74 0.66 0.68 0.71 0.62 0.68 0.69
Kiela 2 A [164] 070 0.61 0.65 0.68 0.57 0.61 0.67
Shwartz % A [54] 0.72 0.66 0.69 0.64 0.66 0.69 0.70

TFOPM-N 0.72 0.67 0.70 0.70 0.68 0.71 0.70
TFOPM 0.75 071 0.76 0.72 0.69 0.72 0.71
ITFOPM-N 0.72 0.74 0.77 0.74 0.67 0.71 0.72
ITFOPM 0.76 0.73 0.78 0.74 0.72 0.73 0.73

Tk, AT ITFOPM R sfE 7 IIMHE, 317 5 B, HLEY 7 BURIE
AME R RBCR, TEILE 3.7, SEBURICRUEI, ~ TR RAEA R = Bl By
RIRLMIA . 7 BefE SO 72 B I A, AR R dE 5
KA ITCH R HERATEZ R IR o 24 7 B/, SR ) TR B 2 R AR X 2R e
AR, X FEAMIRZEWTIANGLE ; Rz, BRKRITTHRHEF MR =
Ty ESR AR T BRI 55 . SEIR AR 2 7 B0 0.7 Zih R A

3.5 ETF@EIKFIMAILCKRTE

HIRENNHE TEARG =T, L0 RAEE LK R 2 WLE i A
X RIX A1), X YA E R S A R A R R ATE . AR, FE TR R
FFEIE SR KR ORI KR BARER I KR ISR KR KRG, XX RIEZ AT
P55 PR 1 — R, A BRI Tk o XX AN [] 28 31 TRJTE 5% 3
PIHERR 732, AU b7 6 % R AT HA 3¢ R 1) 43 SR TR 1, B BB AR E TR i ) A
ek TAE. FeAr, FRAT9E BT k% >] ( Hyperspherical Learning ) [1]ia]{[-
REBNREVE, FEXT ERLRR, AEEFEE R TR BRI TE2 085 .
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- fr - fr
= zh ___".—-‘—d—r—/ -=- zh
. — 0 .
>o.so-ﬁ - - ~a
) . 1) )
S = - jt © - jt
=l ~v : ~
< 0.75-/2/5__.9——6—3’5_E - fi < 0.70 - i
ﬁ = el = el
0.70 T T T 1 0.65 T T T 1
2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8
Iteration lteration
(@) L% : B E LR R oK (b) 1£55 : BEE LN R R AN

4 3.6: ITFOPM YEIAME TG & I A7 56 RFUNE S bk RN ZRUER

0.85+ 0.80-

- fr - fr
0.80- = zh - zh
5 ~ gorsl__——e T — i
S 0754 - g -
3 74//—.:‘3 o g ="
(%) Q
< - fi < 0.704 - fi
0.70 = el = ol
0.65 r r ] 0.65 r T ]
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
T T
() 1255 : BiEE LR XA T a3 (b) 155 « BiEE LA AR

[ 3.7: ITFOPM PN 5iE T _E N LR R FIAL S5 ESHC T AR RCR 5
g

351 HiEERE

FATE S B RN R 7 R H xR, MR AL R e )5,
FATFEAN 20 52 AT REROS &Rk A ( SphereRE ) YRGS

YOUESHHE « 2 R NI WUE XHIRIE R RS, Bilin B A2k
A FSGARR . ROGARERSE, D = (2, y:) ALK A IALFMIIGLE, 4
ARIERS (23, yi) € D #HN R ME—FIHE R BRI ry € RO LR R MR H AR 2
G AR [, T RAMKRBIARER (21, 4:) BIRIL R ERIIATH . FEATTH,
FATCTE R R FAMAEN U = {(2:, vi)}

PEOATHE R R R Z M ERTERIR,  RABRWFRIREFA A HRE g, NI
MIEIWTFE TAE FEEM AT 2GE SR A B A XFATRE R AR ICA (24,4:) € D,
M B OG22 M2 AT R AT R FRR, 5008 25 7 g FERTAIATL KRR
KA R, ARG KR rn € R ENG—DEERAL £.(), FFRRFIE

SYERRAM RN K AR A R B e b, — 3 AR I ARTERS, TERPEIRL R R, BH
PR “Random”, FEARTCH,  FATRFHAL N —FRERIAYIATL I R A5
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. BIE BOWAE o B Bkt
:1§I7::5‘7;// VG5 E, &ﬁm "'}%f
e . ~he . o
WHE, E’iﬁﬁ) A <n$ Hb) * en
iR ) ERELER R i) FENSCER

E 3.8: i Ek2E > ) LA 24 ffRE
z; H‘Jﬂﬁ% T PR BN R R BV v A & gh. [RS8 2, ATH 1() Fnis
PREL, PP W HR Jp i/ MERERZE, HERE0E SLIE -

= > Y I =) (@) — T
(z,y;)ED rm€ER
FRAE FIABIRY, FRATAT AR 2y 1 gy 2 TR]TRJYI 9% 2R i oy i) o) 2 () v Y i) o
FRRA 71,78, 146] RoR o A ARIEXS (w4, y:) € D MWL R RN ri, X—I0AE
TP R AR A fi(Z) — Zio
SR, 3K — AL AT 2% TR B AN [R) 28 B I3 56 22 B AE 1) o 25 A B AL v ) 3R
IR, FATHE— e Bk W H AR . Bk, BATE L—DRFREEL g(-, 1),
I A A 5 P A TR ¢ R oL sk s (A N R s I BE B o 6T I SR BE A i 4R vh AT
EPARNE R R ICH (24, 90) B (25,95) € DUU, EHIERRAIZER 054 ri Al
rj, AR/ ML %L

6(ri, 1) g(fil @) — @4, f3(Z) — T5)

HoH 6 () RS BRE AR (2, vs) B (5, yy) WAL S RS HIAAIR] (B e =7 ),
BTATVE O(riyry) = 15 B, 6(ri, ry) = — 1o HUERIH, 24 8(ri, r5) g (fi @) =75, f(Z5) —
Z;) /MU, AN RN 58 R A AR TE T AE AR BRZS 8] Y B BE Bk Ak, B
[FITAI 2K 2R 2 B ARTE X A Bk 2 18] Y I B B RF e/ Mb . T 3825 H T AR it F 1Y
Bk > R UM 2R R

R IR H bR, fEREEkiR A S8 T IR R R4 HRsR B J, & LR
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CIvNE
Jy = Z o(ri,r)g(fi(Z:) — T, f3(%;) — )

(x4,y:)€DUU,(x,y;)€DUU

2 © AP T 24 R & . SphereRE FHEIA H AR ek 50E AT
J(®) = Jp + &g + & @

Hrr, & Fl & @R S 4.

/ME J () Ak b 2 A R MERY) ( Computationally Intractable ), 3= %5 5
HA i) fesm/Mb J(®) 7, A XKERITH (24,y:) € U WIRNEK R LR i o2
LRI, TX LG TR R LA S e B ey B A5 ; ii ) A J, i€ X, AR
RE LB 1Rl % SR e AR BRI A S (B R0 il ) dpME J (@) FR2AEZ Wi
WY o D AU i e B dei T oy, HmIR) S R R i

TER S, FRATHE B IR R BURNYIE PP A ( Relation-aware Semantic Pro-
jection ) VEREREL fon(-)o FIH FIABAL FRAT A KR ITAH (24, 9:) € U, Tl
HARNE R R LB 7311 o HI, AT Z3RN K BRI R > BN K &

RRBOKAIE SCBSEBR = X P A e (v, y0) € U, FROTAMZ
TN HAR O 2250 73 A . §7F€ Yamane S5 A\ [86] FIIRATE R TAE, XT
BAIRNC KRR v € R, A5 515 2 — D AERE ML, VE R BRER £ (75), 5K
A LR ) R 2 W R R R A g RGP AR ML, _E i E—> Tikhonov
IEMI S, SRR R R ZER ry, € R W3S BARREL ., WAES N -

Tn= 3 10 = 1) My — Gl + gl M2
(z4,y;)€ED

H, p ok Tikhonov IE MILABSEL.
JRUA, BAMTE Jr = 22, cr Ime BREX Jin WS/ IMERT DATE A0 T B RS2 B,
o H TR H . M, WA M, R PR

v =argminyg Jn, = (X)X, + pul)7'XL Y,

Horr, X F Yo, A n % |35 BARFERE, g, g2 D PRATNLKER rm € R B
KAITCHME R . X, MY, 5 0 A7 XN BATNE R R rn 89 (20, 3:) € D BIPH
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AR o F oy BRI 152 (5] X |25] B SR AL R
MIANTF R v € R XTBHIBEIRE M, #5850 )n, FATIERL
it D EGi—D KRR, IASHRHAEN [R| x & 4, FR0 F(oi,y:) +7

F(zi,y:) = (MyZ; — ) @ - - - @ (Mg @ — ;)

Ho, My, Mgy @XT RN KR ry, - rpry 19 RIS H . RS T 1958
S AR (s, y) BATNCR R r, 018 M T — 3 TSRO 5 Hofba 2
M, Z; — 5i(1 < n < |R|,n # m) MEESER. B, SRRHE )i AT DA AN TR )
TR RS

XTRATCH (23, y:) € U, &ttt —A IR| e &, R4t
A MBI R RIMR . EARTAET, BATD pim N (zi,y:) € U BA RN
FEEH € R IHEE.

R RIRA Y]« M XRTCA (v, v:) € U R i RS,
MR ERREL Jy. TEALERY, ATEELS A IIGREEFIM B i R Td
(zi,9:) € DUU 2] —A> d, HEIa) i 7, Fk TR RABTHMWINL KR T
serp, FRATPREECFR A “SphereRE [ &7,

RT AR R 24, HA1S% B AFRRPIBFT [165, 166], K HARREL J,
FIXTFREREL g (-, -) H Skip-Gram #5554 [51] B HT /R  FEBBRIR A ZS A, % Nb(z:, ;)
SR FRTCH (24, y:) WA RMES . FEX M, (2,v) FIECRRE SIS
HABSEAT A (25, 95) € NOo(wq, y:) TN R R IBIARL. R T PRUETRNL O R 2R BIAH R
1) % R TCLH A FHLLY SphereRE [, FRATREAL J, 1 B ECH 45 78 — A K R IoH
(2i,y:) 9 SphereRE [n] 5 7, A7 e BT H AP 17 s AR i KAk . BT )
KRR e/ MU IE N, FA15E B HAREREL J,, TR s AT i sl J,

== Y Y teePr((eu)li) 62
(¢4,y:)EDUU (;,y;)ENb(zi,y;)

AR 5% L O B LSRR N (s, i) LR RS LB R () —

T £ (7))~ 7)) WJLATRERR . A ASSEE e, Bl 13 AT X R TTHL () i (2),9) €

DUU Z [ wi; € [0,1], FFHRFA-HFRITLHY SphereRE [i] Hife k4

ARSI, TR 0 S WG 008, TSR VRN 4

P ERE AR HERRR A, (R A U AR RE, MR BE A 2 o 45— oA BAT B, &
i, [161].
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2% 3.11: SphereRE H1 w; ; 7EAS [F) 1 i K B9 BUE

15 w; ; I
(xiuyi)€D7(‘rj7yj)€Da 1

ri=7T;

(xiuyi)€D7(‘rj7yj)€Da 0

T %Tj

(l‘i, yz) - D, (Ij,yj) - U, %me(COS(MmfZ' — fi, Mmfj — fj) + 1)

Ti =Tm

(xia yz) € Uv (Ijayj) € ‘DJ %pi,m(COS(Mmfi - fivafj - fj) + ]-)

Ty =Tm

(i yi) €U (zj,05) €U 33 cpPimPim - (coS(Mp T — T, My T — Z) + 1)

IR AR (zi,4:) € D H (zj,9;) € D, PEMXPA KR ITCAALEYIZRLEN,
MATARISEBIBRAEE A, BRI S fag B 7 20 S w

FATRBETE HA AL IR TE Bl o Q2R (20, v:) € D BA KB rm, (25, 5) €
U B RARFBIARR, AERRSCHi IR 73 IS I HA R I v BIRFN pjm,
W (7, y3) R (5, ;) ZIRVEIALER wy g 58 SONHACE B AR SEARMBLEE ) — FPAZ A, B
LRI 2] (0,1), Brrahmr PR -

wi,j = §pj’m<COS(Mmfi — fl‘, Mmfj — fj) —+ ].)

W (v, v:) € U, (x),y;) € D, HRSZEML. WH (2, y:) € U, (z5,y5) €U,
AP 5 2 TCA R TR R R ZEHIER AR, FRATE XS Brf nl RERY IR e R 28000, AR
PoAH AR AR %A AR T A . AN w;j RO

w;j = %T;Rpivmpj,m - (cos(M,,,@; — 73, M,,,@; — ©;) + 1)
B T B 3110w, AR F IO A
WG wi; BHUE, AP T —DEET SRR IE AR5 57 S BIA A T e
A K Z LAY SphereRE [0] &, BYVAARE WIATE 9. TERIRHIMILRIT BL, Frfy KA IC
# (24,y;) € DUU 1 SphereRE [i] 5 75 HREEHLKI I TL. Z )5, BRI IRRAORKE
e, EREMEEE—ICA (v, y:) ERIR A, PAUTI R REEREI T —4 (25, 45) -
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Algorithm 9 SphereRE 2#>] &k
: for /[\%/Z%\ﬁgﬂ (xl,yz) e DuUdo

[

2. FE#LWI4R1L SphereRE [H] 5t 7

3: end for

4: for i = 1 i KL K%L do

50 MRIEA 3IRIEABEFS - S = {(21,01), (22, 92), -, (215, Yis)) }

6:  JAFME — D yes Doimi (i 108 Pr((w;, y;)|7), HHT SphereRE [ i 7
[P{E

7: end for

Wi,

Pr((2;, yj)l (i, v:)) = (3.3)

Z(x;,y;)eDmm w; 5
Hp Dipins R D UU PN /MR AR . RN, BERS
B I] | Diin| DR FRTCH, MARIEEN D] + U Ao FIEAWEREE, 133k
LR R ITTHM T S -

S = {(z1,11), (2, 92), -, (w15, yi5)) }

A U AR/ FATIAIH Skip-Gram A7 [51] AR 32001 H ARea %L J, -
— 3 raes oy log Pr((z, y;)|7:) . SphereRE [i)fk 7 FE7E &AL IR AR I
EH RS FATTOAE L, T 7 AR Rk A S ] R 2 2 e IR 4
TESLBR T, TN R ILRRES A — B . BORITA (0, v:) € U BT, 540
AR, BTSN S P s TR EE D it Ied, ik U b stdl. U iR
TR AR B TEAH IR 2 ST RO AR, AR A 2 HRE I YRR U v
ZAICHMRFER . XA (v, y:) € U, FATIERILXEZTIAER © pi o < DimYs
oy > 1MERIRTHA 7. AR, SRR E B bR % T, 5
PR M R ER A ZS ), Bk 9% 3] B SphereRE [l f5t I B H R [RlHAIT 6 B 1
2.
WE R B o IS BTN R 0 2R 40 2 XN GRE AN TR (2, ) €
D, TATHEBAT |R| x Z + d, 4EEENIEHAESE F* (25, i) -

Fi(ws,y3) = Fwi,9:) © 75
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(OOO00) #BHE

ETREAFIE SphereRE@EI£

€] 3.9: SphereRE Fi i 22 % 25 LA

Algorithm 10 SphereRE #Jir]J] % £ 4 &
1: for &EFIAN KRR ry € R do
TSGR M S UL MG,
end for
NS D _EAHERE F (2, y:) IR 248
for 434 FICA (25, 4:) € U do
FI 43 AR PR K F 53 2341 iy
end for
MR KFTCH (23, y:) € DUU, P 9% 2] SphereRE [ & 7
9: ZEYIZREE D I D MHIRHE F* (i, vi) VIZRAIE M 2%
10: for £ R 04 (w5, v:) € U do
1 ) A 8 I 4 T L o R 2R s

12: end for

Horr, F(xi,yi) 52 [R|x |Z3| 4EREETBOE AL, 75 02 d, 4ERIEBR S I 28 AR 0
fito 7r R4S ISR [104], R R AT B Z M 2. MAZA [R] < |7] +d. A
Tl R RUBUZ, f R LERE N [R|, SR Softmax pR = T s K, H:
ZRAANIE] 3.9, X —HH A R 25 R I BEPUER RE R eIl R, HoRXT A Ied (v, ws) €U
18 S iRl 2 MR 2 151 .- SphereRE {8 (A i I 5% 10,

352 Lo

AN, RATEZ A EHELDRLE L IFN SphereRE Sk ERAM:, F 554k
Ji kAT 5E 53 OB

B s v ¢ FEscgmh, ATV 5553.4. 295 M [R] 1Y fastText A4 [53]
FFEE g, 4B 3000 S T PRI SEA A R, FATAERY AN A FF R £ R
KA R ARE LTV, XA EEAE 5 5120 K&H+N [103]. BLESS [93].
ROOTO09 [167] F1 EVALution [168]. FATtH7E CogALex-V {145 /5 2 4~F1F:45 [169]
VY SphereRE HYHERE . X 5 MEHRELRIGEIHE S EAER 3.127,

89



FEAII T KA 8 5T

% 312 IR R R AR TR B

R BRI K&H+N BLESS ROOT09 EVALution CogALex
F AR e & - - - 1,600 601
JE XA - 2,731 - 1,297

W R % & 25,796 3,565 3,200

HIFRFR - 3,824 - -

BIRX R - - - 544

ERixRAR 4,292 1,337 3,190 1,880 637
A K FR 1,043 2,943 - 654 387
IEER 26,378 12,146 6,372 - 5,287
SLJi R AR - - - 317

[) ] 5 & - - - 1,086 402
&k 57,509 26,546 12,762 7,378 7,314

FATTR I SCHR [104] Hp [R5 208 DUAS A T B 46 2 O 2R 4 . B iiE 4R A1
MiR4E . CogALex BHAEM K 5ArHE CogALex-V THIAT S [169] H )% 4 H]
SphereRE $y: [ BHA S EER B : 1= 0.001. d, = 300, | Dpnini| = 20. |S| = 100,
v =2R1 =3, FEERELE I, FROTBIAKE R 500 A3, A TR SL6 it
— A FE S B BRI 2 25040, I FLPRAN LR TSR g2 . FER e, R
EAEHREEL J(O) H1, BATFIA T IENLESE & A &, HRERETHF, 3],
TR BT 520 R IE IR ALy ¥4+~ SphereRE [nj & 75, AFFEA & A & BHE
etk J(®).

PUAS 23 T Bt Sy S Be 500 « FRATTHE DA A FF i 48 E PPN SphereRE 5%
PIUERREE, - SIA I, FIEan FEZE:

© T ® Y T — 4 [77,78] AR A R R IR, R TCREUZ
AR 22 0 25V 2 SRR

* NPB [54] : BRI T UAFBEARH) LSTM MM 2510 26ds, i [104] 52
i/

* LexNET [104] : 'E¥E Shwartz 5 A [54] TARREEG b, 456 T ARIRR RIER
INHRAT R AR LSTM Frm A i 28 45 I R 2E T 0 2K

* (T ®Gi)n (T — Ui)n, LexNET), : flfilJ2 75 @ g 7 — §; Ml LexNET HJAZIA,
TER M 2 Z AT — A= -

- NPB+Aug. LexNET+Aug [105] : fibfi]/2 NPB il LexNET [45 (&, S 43k
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2% 3.13: i K R FREELE A AT E R LI LR

Jj i K&H+N BLESS

e Al FAM Y AR FH
T D y; 0909 0.906 0904 0811 0.812  0.811
(Zi © Gi)n 0983 0984 0983 0.891 0.889  0.889
T — 7 0.888  0.886  0.885 0.801  0.803  0.802
(Z5 — Ui)n 0941 0942 0941 0.861 0.859  0.860
NPB 0.713  0.604 0.55 0.759 0.756  0.755
LexNET 0985 0986 0.985 0.894 0.893  0.893
LexNET), 0984 0985 0.984 0.895 0.892  0.893
NPB-+Aug - - 0.897 - - 0.842
LexNET+Aug - - 0.970 - - 0.927
SphereRE 0990 0.989 0.990 0.938 0.938  0.938
ik ROOTO09 EVALution

dEffE AblE F Y #RE F
T D y; 0.636  0.675 0.646 0.531  0.544  0.525
(T © Gi)n 0.712  0.721  0.716 0.57 0.573  0.571
T — U 0.627  0.655 0.638 0.521  0.531  0.528
(Zi — i )n 0.683  0.692 0.686 0.536  0.54 0.539
NPB 0.788  0.789  0.788 0.53 0.537  0.503
LexNET 0.813  0.814  0.813 0.601  0.607 0.6
LexNET), 0812 0.816 0.814 0.589  0.587  0.583
NPB+Aug - - 0.778 - - 0.489
LexNET+Aug - - 0.806 - - 0.545

SphereRE  0.860 0.862 0.861 0.62  0.621  0.62
WA EARE D LSTM 1A, R i S B g .

SphereRE FIELLE )7 VAR SEIG 45 L35 3.13. AT BT At 45 4 b
TN BRI TR RS HERE . 7 B0 FAH, JUARHMACEIE . M SC 45 5 mT
W, G KEE A ESBAFIRMZ M2 ( BI40 LexNET ) 2(
TRTAR, XU IR A 1] 1) AR R A SRR R N BB 2 2] B[RRI 56 B Y
HIEHE L. (R FAAEVE I FEAR, FRATHEH 1) SphereRE J7 L 7E A A TF
BREAR A T A BRSNS RIF AT Z B (511 EVALution ),
SphereRE [WH& FHHCR AR AL (140 BLESS, ROOTO09 ) ANEHAR . HA
FT BB J5 R R AE ¢ R AU U SRR IR T A B R AT RE S R N —
i L

FRATRIRNL & 2 A 2 1 22 W0 28 AL R4 T T IRIEE, o0 BIREAS [R) 38 B R R IR
SR FORAR A P R AE IR 3,107 o AR R, A 28051 R 2 H A B
PEFHRNL A FEBTR 4 AR . TER A Eidin e b (9140 EVALution ), A2 1) F5i
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1.0 o 1.0- —— -
N M —— ——
0.9+ 0.9-
0.8+ - K&H+N 0.8 —— K&H+N
- BLESS ' -2 BLESS
§o.e- - EVALution § s EVALution
- - 0'6-/ v
|.|. 0'5 L] L] L] L] 1 u- L] L] L] 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 100 200 300 400 500
Number of hidden layers Number of nodes in the hidden layer
(a) AR 02 24 (QRGESE P ORI e
[ 3.10: SphereRE HH#1 25 [ 26 ZE 4 43 Hfr
1.0+ -~ - 1.0+
/' /—\
09_/ —— — 24. 0.9-
o5 L - K&H+N 0.8 - K&H+N
. - BLESS - BLESS
® 0.7- — ROOTO? o 0.7- —= ROOTO09
-%- EVALution o =%~ EVALution
(},’ el Q 0'6-/\-\
0 6-/ @
-~ -~
U T T T 1 L. 0.5 T T T 1
200 400 600 800 1000 1 2 3 4 5
Number of iterations Y

(a) PHEEACH R (b) HESH Y

4] 3.11: SphereRE Hr 5 RIKFIAAI S I
WS THE, R EA S AR S FNTEE FORM— 202, A% T
VB TR BRI ( BIAPEIA D fE ) SEIRROR R, X — B EX R RCR
BT .

TGRSR FEEE T SR RIS IR RAAEA R (B0 T 25 451 SphereRE
R R A . FATESEE PRI R BRMS L y BfE, EEATR IR 3.11,
YORAERRAWNIA, KA B FE WSS T, MBI 2L R IEA
Ja (> 500 ) BB EEARFFRRE . SAL v MBUETR ZERAE « 2y i/, )
BB REER AR, BRI B R B 5 2y K, R AR U
i AR AL ST Z BB IR T SphereRE YIZR5 L. Buoh, FATHRBIFTMA
SphereRE [ & X {1 K R0 KA 2 KE Tk FATHESLE H A2 FR 1 SphereRE [ &
AN AR I SRR 2 R 2 AP 2 M 2%, X HESRIR AR L3R 3.14. g5 R ]
W, JA SphereRE [a] & AEP M da S b F EHAA 5T
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% 3.14: SphereRE FLA ip ) RFAL 3 Ar

FHAIE K&H+N BLESS ROOT09 EVALution
AN SphereRE [aj g 0.968 0918  0.82 0.581
B SphereRE [ 0.990 0.938  0.861 0.62
e +2.2%  +2.0% +4.1%  +3.9%
F 3.15: L K FR 4 FFVEAE CogALex-V 155 AT AL
Jitk RIS R RYWEHR LR Wi Bk
GHHH [147]  0.204 0.448 0.491 0.497 0.423
LexNET [104] 0.297 0.425 0.526 0.493 0.445
STM [106] 0.221 0.504 0.498 0.504 0.453
SphereRE 0.286 0.479 0.538 0.539 0.471

CogALex-V L5524 4R « FATHE CogALex-V {155 [169] [ 71l SphereRE
FVEMAOR o FEIX AL TAL S5 2 v, ZERORF 4260 DNARTEXS 43 B S FRlE & -
A SRR R, R KFR. B RR, BB RBRMBEILRR. JIETRE 3054
AN R BRIRERIRIEXS . AR SEET 4 D AHEARLE, XAMESFEARAE R PR HA
Poiitk, By i) AR5 PR RabL O R A MRS, AN R I A S 2 PRI 45 2R
i) YIZRAE LRI dii ) BRI ZREEFNIN AR F BRIV 7, AU S R 3]0
o2 B4 [82] M4k R rE s

FATHESR 3.15 5 i CogALex-V B Al e ) R AiallL ¢ R TN F . 7&
XAMESRAC Z ST, GHHH [147] Al LexNET [104] 2 BiiSfe V-2 F EAYPY
NEGE. it CogALex-V A7 PR A fcifr i) LAE /2 STM [106]. SphereRE [1)-f-1
FAE N 47.1%, #OREE TR TAE. JATHE—2P R, 2l BTk RA
=2 3] “TRNCACAZ” 180 ) 52 W LB ™ 8, SphereRE F& | F v & SR I F AE K
53.8%, WBRHEE T HAMITA.

SphereRE [nj #5)Hr : FATE—2EPEN SphereRE [a] iy gt FofT1H5L5AE
%50 Top-k MIX R, BI4 @& EAT—A> X R I XY SphereRE [4]
& SphereRE [r] &t %5 [8] 1463 2| Top-k ™ a5cAR LY ) & ( ARARLEE I PR 1) B AR 5%
FRREEARAG & ), PRILX Top-k A [] F R 1Y) 56 2 04 22 15 Al A o2 A A [R] Y i)
ILRALEIN . AR Top-k F-LJUERHEE ( Average Precision@k, #i5 N AP@k )
YERPRAEYR . E—MAE X R LR T, AP@FK 5, W SphereRE [ & 1) it i
. a3 306, FRATX 5 AR YN GRATMNR AR ER AT VI, F HA
AP@k (k=1,5,10 ),
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% 3.16: 5 ML R R FEARLE Top-k MK R TR AR

G AP@l AP@S APw10 AP@wl AP@S AP@10
PIERS iIRR S

K&H+N 0972 0954 0.951 0.862 0.844  0.839

BLESS 0962 0950 0.948 0.868 0.830 0.825

ROOT09 0987 0993 0.989 0.814 0.789  0.828

EVALution 0.988 0.987 0.982 0.653 0.650 0.697

CogALex 0953 0904 0918 0.631 0.628  0.649

% 3.17: SphereRE B.yE 148 1% R4

N PRI IR RRN
(heart, courage) BEAIL K F [Fi] SCim] 6
(wing, animal) BEBL K Z I KA
(mint, pennyroyal) F# 5% £ B RER
(handlebar, bike)  [A] F{ZiAKFR AT KR
(grenade, object)  JEMER R ERRFR
{ESER Y, SphereRE 7t 5 MIIZREE FEA HL 6 M2 R0R, Hi, AP@I
it 95%, AP@S I AP@10 it 90%. iX g HATE K R FR# I prBe, X HEIeAH i)
KPR EXSHVE e AR L. B AT I SphereRE Xt T bRyt AR 4E, AR LT
HOZFR AN R ARTEXS IR O R 80« RSN 5, SphereRE 1) AP@k 75 K&H+N,
BLESS #1 ROOT09 =4 A4 F . EVALution fl CogALex H [ ialil %
FRMZ . FdRar, FEHXPNEEERERN AP@K FHXTBAR.
T Xf SphereRE [ £ A7 SN EOULH B, e8] 3.12H1 &7 T SphereRE [ &
1 t-SNE 53K [170] Py nf e R xHlgede, FATn] OSSR R R 2K
L [N o= S e o 8 T S TS0 DG o 1 N N R G B WP 1 i
BARMATLIIG, UiH]T SphereRE FyAAERCA TN J7 T4 #7345 1% o
BT« FRATRADLRAE 300 A Fl I B8 1) S8 B AT N LA /s 19 L3R 3.17.
AR5 R ZE B I R AT DAV 5 T84 h e FEAILOC &2, 1207 K&H+N. BLESS,
ROOTO09 FI CogALex H1, H A KINLHI@ RN FR . X BRIERTZ 8] A
[PIE SR FR, BAURMESEATE, i DA 22 AR PT RBIF A HoAt 1R Y ¢ SR T2 Firl
RFEPLR R HeAh,  YNGREEAN RS FES I ) AN P Pt (S A 2 1 1)1 e o, R
BlnTE %S EVALution R KR . Bdfsk CogALex Hry[H] SCin] k RERAR
/N, AR KR ITCHR FR A ) R 2= .
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10.0{ e RANDOM 10.0{ e RANDOM o
® HYPER ﬁ'\ ® HYPER ®q

754 e COORD M ° 754 e COORD l". .
o 50/ A
5.0 . ‘o}‘ - , Sy oo
2.5 ) -« 231 e
Wt‘?o o - e
0.0 ”‘ 50‘0‘0 00

-2.51

SN S oy
".5 ™ o w

&
-7.51 ’.*..

-100 -75 -5.0 -25 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8

(a) ROOT09 ( I|ZisE ) (b) ROOTO09 ( Jfi4E )

10.0

- 7.5 J

7.5 & L) 0 *f e @

5.0 501 e %o
o‘o’ o .¢~ ‘e® o LoV,

2.5 < 0.‘. % 25 : 8.!' ¢ ..O @ .'g:.

ot 4T

250 2 oot " = . :f' ",’ O veseor
MHE ) "y ol 4% 3 TS -
s ® Partof ;@o. &‘* ® 751 9 ®e° i{,’." ® PartOf
% etonym t e L 7 mtonym
oo G5 %0 35 do 25 50 7s T T 00 35 00 25 50 75 160
(c) EVALution ( YI|Zk4E ) (d) EVALution ( 84E )

& 3.12: SphereRE [n] & F1| H t-SNE S ) n] i Ak.45
3.6 ING

EAE S, FAPHNZARIR, ZIEF . SWILRAR =AY R T s
TR ARBOEAL, Hop, TEAL RREXPIFA T BOR, KRB 20K Z
B2 R ATRR AT ISR I ABE A2 M 25 b 5 TFOPM ([ A
SA ITFOPM ) BT IREEE RS~ A BB AR BRI FF R, SEBL T H 5/ NMEFY L /s
FEASE I 5 NS E LN AR TN ; SphereRE #E—225 18 17 4E LM R &
FAEZ ML R RO, 4RI T HER I R AL, (S EA AN A Al 5 A 2851 Y
ARIEXEAG WX o SLIFCRUEN] T BB R A R (EARERRE, A3
TR =R R R R E S T SO AT, Ana] A R SR SO R E Bl
IR EZ I ITE SRR, TP
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ENE JFETXRMENSEERRF

=5, FOTANZ R, ZIEF MWL RA =M, 5T
A ST BT A BRI SO R NAA. Hof, TEAL. TFOPM #i
ITFOPM 25 = PR RR 1] R T 67 8 R A7 2 > FI TN ) 5 SphereRE 5 |
MR AT A B Z AR R R B, LI IE KRR, AR,
HSCRE SO AR Z PR R AR B R AR R, X R ISHIMEA N T52%5, =3
(RS A 5 4 T X O R At BB B SR Bk A PEAR B AR SR I T 5% 2R
PRZEZE )R [ E Y, MEVAYJR B ITHCH, RIS BESEBAE SR WA E SRR EUR 3
FHMTEOLT, BB AE BN 2 R0l AREAESR " EA S EHTITA
fifi b, WE— 2B AE IR PRSI 1] SO SCAN B AR BT AL R S T SRR
e 5 R 3CH, FATAZAT RIE K RIS 15 ST S5, XA BRI AT
AL EATHE, PEARAFANTIE B A =R, TR B RIAR SR S5 R EA T
A3 Hr e

41 3|F

i =Rk, TSR M) H SO R A A AR . fE NLP A
KI5 R AT & AT 55tk B Uy C &R 7026 [35, 171, 172]. BT
TR AR B G AR [29, 173, 174]. PAKTETR 43 % K AR IR F0 R A il
B (27,28, 175, 176] 55, X EET5IRHR BAEM 52 B0 A) 1 rP iR R =J04,  ARTIX
LI AR A LR SCAS Al IR LR R e IR R, RS — A & ) 145
TR EITER, TRIREMASERE, FaRiE R AR BT SCth s EEMsR (47, 177]. 1t
Ab, RO RR AR VRN, A DL~ S B SRR R A 2R
FIAE BB K [178, 179],

N RS SCA R B SO R, FRAHESS B A = E AR TR
MBI T35, ARINTIX e B RAL PR ¢ R IR @A IR FESERR . 375, o
SCHE AR FRITE LR A A EZ, HARERER e gt ). L, Bt
B N . 45U A W 8 AR TR SR, A THT 1) A SR SCAS Y 6 AR G
PR R B . AEAREE T, FRATAREE S I8 P SO SO {(2, v0)
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VENFER A, Horp o NREPSCER, v A @ R SCRECAR. B 4 04
TSR WM, BN B R R SCAS (AN v DRI R4 27,
“1993 AEFENE” ) ARl ek % SR P o ORI AT A

B, TEEAEAT AN TARNER RO, JoVRE R SO SRR
NZRK R PP, FATIEER, Feh e, EEERAESIE R AR
AHUIN R . ARIEX— &P, FRATHEH T2 TEERRAE LT 008 RSk
( Pattern-based Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction, #§%5 A PNRE ), B CHENE
TR PSSR @y IR i o, AZEAE R IRy . Jo T RER IR TR E 1 R R
B SR p ( BIANES 4.1 “[E] SRAGHL . “[E] #527, H “[B]” SR hnes ).
XM S B p, PNRE R EHEZHRFYE, Kl i ol fEIERI R K R oo, 1
HFPT R ERICA Ry FINFN TR R IcH, BIRFLAE SO 5 e R FE
Wk Fout, HIEFMEREGS, P om N TINGRERRE TR EAERNRZ,
HI TR SCAS ) 2 AR IBUE 55 7, ORUERIRG LB IR AE, PNRE ORI E e =
B, A ARSI BOE SR, e T i GRS 1) [62].

H1 T PNRE A LAY frer L], & HAE A E Ry . S5 Bl nis S
FCAHIBORT RV ) 26 2 o PR T SR R AETERHZE B 2R 0 A — M B R RN [46],
PNRE HEBALBATRALT “KER” R R, “KREXR” &5 PNRE Zg.
THEFF RO R FUE [175] AEZE T, #F—2 3R T B Ak BT 008 S s
#: ( Data-driven Non-hypernymy Relation Extraction, #g%5 A DNRE ) PAFRHUEE £
gk, WERHNWAE LT RAR. BEIE=A T2 ¢ b ial o a4 D) 5
( Modifier-sensitive Phrase Segmenter, 455 >4 MPS ), 5% & ocdl 4 sk ( Candidate
Relation Generator, 4’5k CRG ) Flibkde e K iE KM ( Missing Relation Predicate
Detector, i MRPD ). 3X—FyAHIH SCRISCA R TR, 11 SCSL A i
TERFRFNRR, I+ HA iR SCERRENEN S SR, A SURRE ( Semantic
Interpretation ) A [180] 474 < R, BN, Frl& 4.1, DNRE M “ERATE K
ST iRl K R 257 fRk REE “BRAE KRS, Kb 257 %H
IR, AGERE PHE A3 el WL, 5 PNRE #H 16, DNRE 427} 1
X HR SR SOAS ) 1 SCHR R RE

HiI3Z PNRE H1 DNRE PANERHR HKE T P SCEEAA 2y A1 S A PR SO s 2
[ R R, X PR SEIRHR G Z X F SO v AR ST SO IR . FRATTILEH],
yi WINRAAEE GRS 45N, PTDOERT v S8 SO, RHEERT L o A
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yi ZIRIERIZIRII R AR BN, FER 4.0, ARPATH g FE KRR 11
A PAE S DA T P K R A BEA TR -

(ExREH, BT, K ) (ExRERE oF, BEX)
P, EERE A SCIR 2 MR, FATRT AEA T4 R KRR -
( BRI, T, BCRR ). (WRERE, ®&, EXR)

Tr yi NS A AT, e EAE S AU, FATTRT AR vs 18 SURRE U@l 20 il
P ( Idiomaticity ) F2REFUIN A& FEX—FRApFoeHr, AT T H T A E
T A 5 PR 54 O PR 2 S HEZE ( Relational and Compositional Representation
Learning, 4§55 RCRL ), X y; 730 557 HOR RS 7 SAEHIR ¢ AT
#E— 58 RCRL & WHal A A T SCRSCAR R BEAR . DASGE R R &

WS W B i T 1 S T N O | 8 ol N AP =S 1 R R i 2
TEEAAENI, PR T S M = mmin TAE. £ 410845 758Nl
MR E AT ST X

42 XTI

FEAT AR, BT I 18 1) 58 SCAS B FR SR BN P58 A e ilis, A
SCHIFSE A SCHRSE T R IR, AT E e T o) r SR SOAS Y 22 B 8 ) R AR B
WPk -

4.2.1 BFRENREIKFHE

B ETR)FRSCR) X R FPOR ], BT 5000A Y & BB 5 A 784y, X
SE PR R SCA ) K R0k BT SR B, 28810 ¢ R B SEA R ME Y. T X —1F:
% o AESFFISCR T, RZ K R BN A4 TaliR 4Rk, BT 24 e 4Ly
RPIPCZIT R R A ( ORE ) Byt 5T 7 [n)Z— [47]. RENOUN [31] 2144
()3T 211 2400 ORE R4E, B H 3y JRICTHIE S K, MIiE 24 a4 HliHUE
P F . B, M “Princeton economist Paul Krugman was awarded the Nobel prize in
2008” H, RENOUN ] DA H 9¢ 22 =04 « ( Princeton, economist, Paul Krugman )
? XK R M AT ( “economist” ) T AEBIA] ( “awarded” ) Fik., RELNOUN [177]
P& 7 RENOUN #48, HlIH 7 2A 410 P & R BHNH . FEE T 44 16l3A] 411 ORE
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A RS 18 5

2%, ETERBWMHELT
PR FAME (PNRE)

PRI SO SO TS 5 AR,
KB FESS R R = o

* X %

*
* *
*

*
* 4 K

WYtk | SR -
CBRIHEER, 7%,
RRMERE 3 TURAIFRIRB AR }:> 2 TURFIER)
19934E & (BRYNEREE, ST,
...... 19934F)
...... W
...... GV
. CBRMEESE, R,
8 B AR T R AL S AT
BA E AL TE R =) (BB, B,
...... BAEAS)

/

------ ozt BERSME LT

(DNRE)
P e £ EHEIRENMPS. CRG. MRPD= /224
¥, dECH AT R R IE LA R oo A

Ha.a: PICEICAHIE LM (RCRL) )

RMETHCE AN RREMAGTEE
AN SINERE, TR SO A A4 T Y ST R AR,
A e P SRR SCA AT IR 5K R HE R )

(EXEH, BT, B8 éﬁmé (RHELSE, BT, BEED
(ExBE, a5, B3 (RRNEER, B4, B3

P 410 55 DU FE AR AT R b H R 91
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4.1 DY A E SRS S

R L]

(i, v2) TSR SCART, oy, AR TP SRR o RSO
fz‘ Z; El/‘ﬁﬂ fﬁli

P PNRE 175 = Bk

y! PNRE "1 A\ y; w1 S p PC A5 3 5 i

R, PNRE 156 T4t p (155 3 2 TC4 48

Gp(cpa va Wp) PNRE E'jﬂéﬂ:*ﬁit p H"J%’Eiﬁ@

C: PNRE H1 G, {5 kA & [

R, PNRE 1 56 FAit p HFh T3¢ T4 4E

R, PNRE i1 56 F58 p (B 1 35 2R T4
ws(y;) DNRE 1 y; [ Sl 5 5

ps(y:) DNRE H y; (i il i) 4 45

(25,9 DNRE H 552 (- 18 il

r(zi,q) DNRE F1A\ (x;, ")) IR 156 5 4 5 R 041
(i, ¢ DNRE H1M (2, ¢) 1B ()35 0 43 9 B 0]
n DNRE H1f#] N-Gram [&-1-

Gn(ys) DNRE H 5F ws(y;) B9 N-Gram 4] &

R(x;, ;) DNRE H1 M (%7%) T Ao fEk ok R TS
v* DNRE H1 7(z;, ¢) A5 T Y 54 Fi ]
H(R,V) DNRE 7 J5T95 1) 7)1 T 4%

L RCRL +p > 1BV A N 5E

U RCRL Hf 3 {E AR B4 2SR

x; = N1 Ny R G4, HATAN AL 14 R Ny A Ny
R B 44 @ S EERRRE

P RCRL 305 44 1l 5% AR 207
z RCRL H1 3052 6544 UL A P
7 RCRL w1505 654 1 ;1 5 PR
M, RCRL 136 Z PEASAE A 2 PERE A M

ARG, 4EEA RN X R R E R AR, ROV HEOR RS, TE R
FFEHE. 18 YAGO £5; [8] ', Suchanek S5 A\ K 5K R 215 S BN “Pre-
modifier + Head word + Post-modifier” ( {541 “French people of Italian descent” ), Jf
DA A ) Fat T S A B 1 R SEAR R IR AR A . Nastase F1 Strube [33] MRIL.
T EESEZ R IR AR BGCIL I, AR R X RN PRI E L
KFTCH . Pasca [181] HFFEEFERFAER A RHEY K R0 BUB PE-[EXS ( Attribute
Value Pairs ), H A FH 9B m) AL R peaxX — A8

5 _EaRMES 8 5 —RUE S R # il il 41 RE ( Noun Phrase Interpretation ), R
H 34 IR SR, MR TR I X R, XRENEA IR A T, E K
RIRIBEAE RS, FREXRMBERGEHIMER. B, FeiEd “olive oil” Hr,

100



AR L8

FEAE “made-from” &,  [H 44 TRl TR AL fRRESE VA AT DA% X “olive oil” A2 iR R =TT
24 “ ( olive oil, made-from, olive ) ”, X—F:45 i & AL A B = > 9 3 A 55,
RV 22 )R] 2 A S B I SO R R AR, B AR B —Fh sl v ¢ R g,
FEX—inl 2 [182-185]. XM, AR HIA FRECR Y Sl ) AR wfE 78 2 42 Tl 1] ZH 0 o 3
T AR T AR 1 44 TRl R AR A, Cruys 48 N [186] SR H 24 ghiml il E
EF k4 A A5 . Grycner Fll Weikum [187] %511 T POLY &%, MZiESIE
KA B 22184 1A 2L TG F X R KRB . 7E SemEval-2013 Task 4 [188] iX—1¥
MAES5 1, S 5E 0 PUR LR T A TCGE A SOt 240 44 1) 1) 2 iR v
TEH T 44 13419 ORE 5T H, Xavier Al de Lima [189] 4% ORE F14% il in] 41 f#
FEWIAS NLP ATL5%,  H S BB 4240 6 R AR 44 1rliR1 4, 5 HLAIH 44 10 19) 2L A
BB AR A 2 R =04, DAY JRIAT iR .

HUABERFFEA L, T SO RS TR W B . BT SCRIB i o
MATG, MVAESF P RRXEREE R % ORE 445, Qiu #l Zhang [34]. DA Jia
5N [190] #i 1T T A2 ORE 248, M SCHFIRFE AT as AL, il
B SCHE =04 . Wei #1 Yuan [191] #4578 7 Hp SCIR 2 FERERIAR, I 3044 1)
TR B Zh R, SR — AR S r o o5 S8 A, AASAE Hh SO et AR
MEFSZN S Z T e HIE AT DL, AR NLP SGs AT SR A3 v SCRT SO 1Y) 56 R il A
EMARGERIBETE, A TAER DATE— @ L R AMX —ER o

4.2.2 RWIRMERRHHER

TR K RS AR T TAER B UIAE O, X2 B v SO oA Rk
PIE LR R REFRIER R H AR EC S X R U 8o =51,
PR R 8 PR 56 R — AR DA SO S R b AT Rk, TR R SR, AbEE
APRAFRAR A M . A N TR BEROR K B4, R — o o % Z AL
g, ol E R M AR, fE CYC T H A [192], #H251 H € Z5#
AT R PEFIR S iU AR ] 2 AR B, R IR FIR R T R 2
P, ConceptNet [179] FZ T MIT %1 M 4% A f2 Open Mind Common Sense 1
%Y, ARR=ZJTCHER, IEE TARARIEH S Z W ERERR, 5 CYC
RGP REREA L, e, AT

PR FNIR Y H Bk B T2 A T PE LY . WebChild F5¢ [178] SREUEM

'https://www.media.mit.edu/projects/open-mind-common-sense/
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A0, BRI ZETEREE rh Rl A2 B i R, f03% “has-shape”.
“has-taste”. “evokes-emotion” 2%, Narisawa 2¢ A [193] = EUEALHE HHHITR A 3R
HORAERE, il an 08 B vm oA 204em (B B AEBUAE N B @ m ik 2. TEiX—8k
1, Narisawa S5 A W 28 SCAS il BRCRCfE 22k =X 8 HOR VR 7R 3G, () s
= ia] ) &AL R SR EE I KNI T 70 26 . 55— 285 o B T S (Rl
HIRTEHRITH . Collell 55 A [194] 24 FE /R i) 23 (8] K R K3A ( FI4N “glass on table”.
“man riding horse” ) S HAHR SCAEN, T BT SRR 2 [ 07 B RAERE, 40
FIWTSL AT ZS A AL E . Xu 5N [195] 52 3 T 4) T #2226 5% 2 5
FA, TR SLR Z )25 B “location-near” ( “fLEFENT” ) W45 [R]H R
KER. MEREESHEANIR R RE, BEFRMEXRNIR ] FOAHEN N
. Bosselut 2 A [196] $£H T 3T ConceptNet [179] 9 Transformer 5%, K £
HE R JIHLH%% > ConceptNet 3% Hplf AN ¢ BRI RIE, M T HHIERIR EERY
FIRE MR A

423 BZiFAEENSIEESH

M T &R BARE S T iz, BB SCREEE 24, ZiiEr G
PRSI IR AR 44 TR0 I 8. 23843 28 ( 1diom Token Classification ) 2 >J
BRI EEAT 2 —, BB HI & T A R 1B N Rk n R T b
KBS o SIS RBIMFSES T Hashimoto FI Kawahara FF5T [197], /142
H— R AN ET SIERIRHE, SR SVM 432888 FIWT HiE I 200 & E a5
. Peng 4 A [198] 481, M T B & L SEFEES AR, JiEH 3850 5H
A IRCAT B DX, ELAR T 3 BRI 45 23k i ST Rk . B )i
ABRIPGHE K, TR ABLBUAE > 157 AT 55 B Bz . 140, Salton 2%
N [199] il B ARG TERA) FAE 2 M S R s A, R B ARSEE o
NI AR S 4 L. Gharbieh Z8 A [200] 7ESCIGRFST g, i
HRANERFHIE,  To1e 2 MR =l 2 Al =X > vhks ) ) AT 808 R Lo i ) 22
AERIARAT R 42Tt . King 1 Cook [201] AR ELALEY 5 A HEFEAHDL, 4]
A T IRRCAEE RS F AR, 32T 7 3T A BB IR U AR . Liu
1 Hwa [202] [R5 B 5 22 HRAE X iB R AT 55 h VR, $EE T —Fh 2B A
B SR, T AR E BT SO IS . R BEEHAR 44 T A
()21 IEVE AT R A TTRR, SRR LE A B ARE R JEE TG S, R orih = R E
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T E R IET

73— A5 2B BT A K AT 55 B4 %4 ( Noun Compound ) FYEH A
M40 Br ( Compositionality Analysis ), R|25 & 542 6 4414 ( 540 “orange juice”. “cloud
nine” ), | W fEX —5 A 44 1l H ) A 44 TR1EE SCR] 20 AR o 3K —AT 55 1) L A9 %
HT MRS R G4 P AR R R, HHR— R AR R ( Com-
positionality Measures ), & &2/ Hif LAl o, W98 TAEGUFE [203, 204] 55, 5
VB RALSHML, R ATEE G4 T GG T iZ . fil4n, Salehi
SN [205] 45 TR AR AR SE AT Reddy 45 A [203] $2 A AV &, TG
WEE SO ] 2 W BETE S 54477 . Yazdani 55 A [206] F1 Cordeiro 55 A [207] 43 42 H)
T FRANET RS W = A, M T2 2R XA 01k . K55
AT A TR A S A4 T PSR 45 TR AR LG, AT RATHER 2 A
HEtEEENE.

5 BB, S CE A4 G YE S HTE NLP GUsF 58 A8 7847,
G Z AN RE A ARRMEERA, ML B S] o Qi SF N [208] K Hr
S A8 HowNet Hr i v SO SRS B A A S PEFTINAELAY,  FE 21 U i
A ATREXS Y. LRI EOL T, &) W SCRER IR L n s R . R, X7 R H iy,
TRER S R A 55 ) SO, AT T SCE S YA ARG AEFRATER Y
RCRL #8Hr, JRATT R 2% s SRR AR B, AT 2 m] DAXT
S AA ST IR A2, W SO RTE E R HEE IS G, A AT
TR R R A R S .

4.3 ETFRAEZHIELTRIXRHE

MATITTR, A3 AR =i 1 o SCRESCAR AR BT 7 ¢ AR S 1 SO
AR B e, AR E R R ATE R R MEE D AEA AR TR Z AN KN TAR
HR T R AP ATIN R, 10X — 2R s e N TARE S I 2% Jy o FEATT
o FRATTR 1] SO SR B T B AE B R A RIS ( PNRE ),
B SIS SCE SR RS U L 1R TE SO R RTE SRR, AR5 R AR
T M E A2 A H AT B S RO B R 67 8 &R = el
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B R RATH

e L - NG,
BRERROE | GEEE
R HmhEREE

) S
(1) & @ 7 AT
0{" SRMMGIE | | TXATANM
© | i< |
© @ AL
ID | x; ¥
xgmst . [1ARER MA%
[:::i>>§§ﬁﬂ= 2 | WA | B
3 |Gl EEERFES
R A%
5 |FRRARA | BAHENE
6 | BEEE I | i TURE Mok 5
AR

€ 4.2: PNRE [¥) ¢ 2 MBURAE ( PA “FRI” X Z R )
43.1 HEER

PNRE BA GG A FEAP IR - Bt BGRP R . Fhr e &ocdlih
B, O F PR DRI RS . FEIE 4.2, FRATTA “3R3E” X —FhiE SR AR N B,
{2tk ;7 PNRE (SA IR . 76 R 3CH, RATHAIN 41 PNRE B3R5 5K
ARG

VPl IS b T R SO SR P A R R SRR T BUE R R TE S
BREACARARN, X BB B 2 SR SCA 2 4 5 % By . B RO R Al A
PR TR SR AR IR . 5 TE AL AP USRS (w4, 91), i AP SO B, v
AR @ W SO SO, HR R RRE o AR LTI R . ARG < (FF
WAAaaT- 2, WRESAGE ) < (Hz, 1964 fFEli4: ) ” %5, 75 PNRE Fyk,
FAHCHAFETE TN p, AFE SR 7SI h SCEe A AT “[E]”. Biltn, M
SR SO P R IBRATE Hhn] Azl 1 5 R [E] 3RA5387,  “[E]” mIACR
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7 420 HSORIER S HA RS S B PR RC 7R 6

WSk o REBFIARE vi i p

R 2 B BFE N R AR [E] A1 i
=y =“ALFHE"

BIRR FARLER B TITEE [E] & i
= y; ="“FI LR

L (R TR ES B [E] SR
=y =" RfES E A7
A2 as 1984 4F A7 AR 45 /A H [E] 7S 22 ]
= yf =“1984 4>

IR p SC AR B

X R AP SCRSCARS (4, 93), WR g W PAPERCIE S A p, FATC yf hy v T
FERE p A s AT “[E]” Y SEpR. BIan, Ak o, Jy - aahiin 2, v, o <
REPAFHE”, p oA “[E] FAFE", FATATARGE] y B p XL R AR =T v
“EIRRT P, 4 Ry = {(xi,yi)} PR p PUHCA S5 5 R oAl 4R
o FATTLAR N, R, Wi TEFH p MR PR T REMTE R Iudl, Bl
LA Ry, st — Az e, AR R AR E R ALk Ao R 4245
TR SCHERL A RE A PO AR K R IBIARTERS, B A R SRR R B, SR
B, R SCYERE TR SR,y O @ R ZERR TR O R — A R R IR
=

ALY I S PROR PAT I Al RE R TE SCR R RTE S B FlTE XK JE
length(p) ATEF LI p FP ARG R ( AEEE P SO G AAF “[E]” ). 855K p Xt
R SEREIE supp(p) ATVAFE IR TR

supp(p) = |Rp| - In(1 + length(p))

Horh, In(1 + length(p)) 3R T AR MTEF RIS E, POARKEFRASER S
AR, SR RE AR R AT R AR

TEABLR PG SEI A, FATEE AT CRF B SCrn 44 SER bR [209] Al
TR T SCHERS T RH SRRy, SRR TR R R IEHIARTE v HRYSEE, I HAZ
i A A TEE R B R TR PR SCRESCARRS (2, v:) ZEAT RS, T
A TE SRR SR . ARSI R TR SR B AR ), 280
A, FATAME Top-k SCHFERITE SR p, PART R AL K R TS A R, 1
Wl s S E RN UL DN
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BEXPRad « M E— 2GR AL K R OCd R, HA—E IR 5 T K] 4.2
7R B, R SCARRE T RE AP SR <l PS5 SR 2R AR LI Ok AR SR BIAR TS SR IT AR AT
H7o MBS “[E] 45357, FATTn] DATHERHS Mk 5 & ool « ([l AR K,
I ) 7, EDARTEZ A RIREA R 1H XK FR . N TEEA N LTI E I
NI RE LR KA, AEARR R, XTREANRA Top-k SCRFETE S p,
MM R, ik th— A>T Ry, AERRT RATCA LS . X LR 1 5 R e A KAR
R ERRIEFR, T8RRI

AR 7TICHE R, BT RIZIRANE, TN R, Wik i M 1ocdl 7).
2 Gy = (Cp, Ly, Wp) HET p WM. A E BRI ( Pattern Graph ), C).
L, MW, 73 5IF0R G, w5 sk G, EAEMIINELES. TRESG G, THE
—ICER B p VERCH B v, ATRAZRR N+ Cp = {7 (w3, 47) € Rp}o
HIRIBE W, 58 T Cp SR Z TR B SRR . FEARBTTE A, Hid h SORIEAR
BN OE R AR SR yf OB (BN B R ER AR 7 ), RMEERESR A
A TR T] B VTSR SORMRARE o FRATTIRIAR o 1 rp SCHERE v B o B SR - 2 R 2K 51
SRR X Cp RIS f, 2 Cat(yy) NAERE AR 7 X925
Eetr. € Cp PRUERMNSER yf R oY, FA T IR SRR SO

ZceCat(yf) ZC/GCat(y;J) COS(E}U é‘h)
|Cat(yy)] - |[Cat(y7)]

sim(yy;, yj) =

Hodr, BATH &, A1 6, S BIFR ¢ € Cat(yf) Fl ¢ € Cat(y?) KB ( Head Word )
i, FEX—H, WATHA AR B AT, R A e 5]
— KBRS, TETERHE PR AR, AR E TR R A AR SRS S

e MU RIE 7, 24 HALY sim(y7, vf) > 7, BATER G, EIMAR (v7,y5) €
Ly, PAKKUE w(y), ) = sim(y},v}). FLA, FER G, H, W C, Sk AR
FHARAATE SC, X T s 2 [ 8 . PASERIPIE S AL “[E] 3R1535" R l, XF
SR PR R AL, “FEYEYR I FN i DURA FRAF Bl PR 2e 2 FRECACAHL, Al i1 7]
WA HANAT IR

By e Rocdlahi « M R, ik 14E Ry 1 A0 T DA e R AL o AT 1)
8 ( Maximum Edge Weight Clique Problem, #5555 MEWCP ) [210]. NEWCP [1]
H A5 N — A BA A Y T ) AR AG I —A 1, A5 33 P Py sz ) il
A Z AR T B o RIN . FEARGEE T, AT R, s ) fi R 4]

106



AR L8

Algorithm 11 MEWCP {735 b 3K fifd4
LRI G = (Cp Ly, e Gy =0, Ly =10
2: while L, # 0 do
3 MLy HORFE (v, yf), i (vf, of) B IE LT w(v!, o)
Cp=0Cy \ {yf,yﬁ?}
Cy=CpUlyi i}
Ly =L\ {(y.97)}
Ly =Ly U{(y},v)}
for #5531 (47, 9%) € L, do
9: if ; ¢ C; H g7 ¢ C, then

p

X DR

10: Cp=Cp\ {gfﬁ&f}
11 Ly =L, \{(#,95)}
12: end if

13:  end for

14: end while
15: return i KAMNEE] C;

Cyo MR Cp MFSAE R 1 X R TCAIE S Ry o MY H b eR B0E ST

max > ()

p P /
(i y;)ELy

st L, C L,V yh € Co(yf #8), (W), y%) € L,

Hop, L RS, A A TR B R E  C o

LA ISR, R 250 S H% MEWCP (R, 1k il —
WHLRIITE [210]. AT, T MEWCP J& NP I, iscRe ik i ) & J0 1 e
K, SEBRRFAS AT . PNRE SE3 56T 2051 1 AT (L ol — LA,
HE PR RS 11, ZEREIORIIAR L, TR 28l G ATt
WU, (RN, SR G, RBENLRAE 400 (v, o), FURERIE L FAUE
Wiyl ). MEAEED (0, ) POREE, FEEIIA G FEMEIE G, iR
% (7, o) DATATATEA S O ey SR e Rk, 30 G,
A AT AIIA Go FTPA, G IO AL T R BGR I O R
Cor A TEE, RATATDA By TR et 726 e B, R -

Ry =A{(zi, yi)lyi € G, (i, 47) € Ry} (4.1)

A EARRIE L RIRIE, PSRRI RS A B B S5 S DI %
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EAERZEN LN RIE IR O(1L, %) FATisfT LA Z R, RG24
G, INE Ikt BA RHACE R A A R A AR Ry I, X — NP e
W PMEZ W A 2 N e, AN, RUE X —RIRFH A PRIESE e IR A,
FMIH LI R R, RIEEAE B A AR i B AL, #+2]R 1 K &R el
SRR IR LB . FrbA, SR —SARRHER . ROl T R el

REMMP LR = YHE TR p MR R RO Ry U S, Fid
AAH Ry By A st p 9 BAERE . ARAE p VE ML A T RN E R R,
WIEER Ry WK/ Nk Cp Py e A Z Al & LUK . AT P A RFAE
SR E AR p FRIH— A BAFE conf*(p), WIFFIs

In(1 + |R7) Z

(2P P
sim(y;, ;)
Yy yE €CH YL Ay

(P P
sim(y? "
ny,y;’ecgyyf#yy (s y5)

gofr, SRR RS HIERFAIE, In(L+ | Ry) SRR
O 2 B (S FE S . O T SR BB T — (L2 [0,1] 7, F&)
PRI conf(p), AT -

conf*(p)
max ;. p conf*(p’)

conf(p) =

Hrp, P2 SR Top-k G SEUME A R LR A, AT AL e
HAMRER R ESEER,

XTRRIESE, S MEEXRITH (v, y7) € Ry, WR (v5,97) € Ry
5 (zi, 7)) 5 Ry PR R R TUE B AL, FRATTRF A B AL 1) K & T
e R, b BN, FEE 4.2+, FRATAEERBUE © (FERAT3ER, M58 H Hi
), MEFC (MEERK, KO) 7, X2l T “Rg 3l E” 5 sk
( HAnRIFTAFR ) Feig L RSO, 20 X — R A& 5 i) Se R A A
Bhe 30 v S dE i & AR FIBFORTHE B 5 R Z [T 240, RIBMEBOR, B3R
EAUG R, 20 E B R EEE. R MR AME, RATRHMEE X R oA
(zi,97) € Ry \ Ry A R; :

nyecg SZm(:yf? y?) - v Zy]’?,yzecg’yé?#yi Slm(yﬁ)7 ?JZ)
G5l [R5l (185 = 1)

(4.2)
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Algorithm 12 PNRE H ) 3¢ 2l BUA VA
M R, WHBE G, = (Cy. Ly, W)
FEE TGN e A ] O
MR 414 i1 K R ITHE S R
Wkt R, = R;
for 13 MEVE R R (21, 47) € B, \ R, do
if (i, 97) W23 4.27E LAY A1 then
B R, = R, U{(zi,9))}
end if
end for

return HEHY X R TAES R

—_

IS A A A Al

—_

pHTT L, PNRE Hvl 56 22 i A0 0 ) focf 7T A TE 4 ) JC2E 24 B b 1,
SR RIS 5 b T ST DL 56 28 TR M 2 SR o PRI 7 T T S A 1 5 2
R, RS R AL A, TR AR SR 2 PR v e b . < SRS
R [62]. 33— 5 AU R B 5 12,

K BWedt : EATCAER Ry R, Al R B LR TR X REE, A
B X I, PNRE MR G— S B ARINE R p BIESL, B (v, y)) € R,
[ 56 AT . —FEATDASY R IR = Fhm s L -

« B - RE E AL O B, FRATAT AE B HAE N K R
THE. AN, B C[E] A ARG <A REhinl, RERZJCH “ (FH-
Agi-2=, s, 1955 4F ) ” Al AE A R BRI i o0 « (7
W aghi- 2=, 1955 4F ) ” SEF T AR .

o P AEShMY  APRE S AR OB S B, HAat SO R thARshiR Rk, &
AT AN T SR ZR iR R, s T8 S i AR JOH T8 SO 00 i i shii] . 2
Ja, PR S B WA [ R A o R = oedl. pian, B [E]
RIE” PR AR, FaBT R IIE SRR FATRIANTAT
K — K AR IR RIS, A (g2, BRR ) ” PSS
KAZICH  (AFUW-Rg-22, 153, BIRE) .

o MIEEWUR - 5 YAGO [8] 25, ARUE F B RIREIERTE R AR, 1M [H) 12
W7 1 AR R AR, XA O T B2 N L E HRA &R . B, At “[E]
TR N TR S R F 5, FANE SCH & R 3, A4
JEOHS R SR <R Z AR TR KR
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AR L8

£ bR, A8 PNRE BARIFTA AR, ST B B AR gh i WU Al
() B2 RS B 1 D0 T AT N 7 ] 56 AR IR T AN o R A2 R Rk, TR EAEAT
gRRdEprERydRe . L, XI5k A2 YN T HULAE, SEREA 30
SCARHHHBCE Z AR B R AR R

432 S

FEATTH, FRATA SCHERL TR LA ¢ R ISR SN BRI, N7
[ %) PNRE SARIRCRIEAT LA AR, -5 AR T 2E BRI R SCAS 5 AR TR
RIS L -

B DR s B - i T SCER A R B R SO R R AR,
IR AP PNRE FIARERIR . FEARALI S H, FRATRE T 2017 45 1 J 20
H A R SCHERE T R4 AR 2, 0 S e R 0 T 380 A ok v SC SR Yy
AR R s (RRRHESC, R B SR ) R T4 60 1
AR SCSEAREN 240 T3 AN H OSSR R R AN, A PNRE SR p i SR IR 18
PBRSEH, FATR N FudanNLP J1-J5 TH. [209] PEATEEAHY H3C NLP 234, 645
WSO TP R S5 2.3 29 R AR AR ], AT P SC g
51 Skip-Gram A7 [S1] £ B Sl ) &, ] ) () 4EEBE 100, AP SCHERL T
BRI Y % 2R E AR CAE GitHub IR .

UL SN « FROTE SEIE4T PNRE A Hum Iz A s, R R
AP S TE SR, AT AE R AT AR B, A1 5 R LA R /N T 20
WSRO, B2 IR ATE . FER 4.3, A4 TIE S B
RV A3 5% AR TCALRCR I A o PROARIUE R/ N M, 7E (10, 100] il 2 A5
TG CAEE A . RIS EAREER, AT SR AT Top-500 AYTE SR K
XoF . A e 28 ¢ AR U T — 2RI A o 3K BETE SR SO L fke ¢ 22 4L %L
HARE 20 DAL AR 4.3, AL I 1 SRRV SRR TR SRR B
MARTAZ B, o SR RGOS S, R RAFE TR SCRR 5 5
AP, ARSCRF ARSI LAY o

X BB AR SR, FATBOARE = 0.7, MWEKE, HH
1247 MEWCP R RRFEIE =R, BB R Z MR R EE R, PARRILE

’http://download.wikipedia.com/zhwiki/20170120/
*https://chywang.github.io/data/tkde.zip
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AR L8

8 500~ 300

S 400- g 250-

) [

5 £ 2004

S, 300- S

2 % 1504

O 2004 5

b 2 100-

g S

é 100+ 2 50+

e g g g g gy gy S O O G S S g g
A D D S A P ,&Q 095\9'}' 9?’%9?‘ Q(? Q‘b Q:\ Qﬁb Q9 g:\

QY A% A0 \O% (O O AV O by b Dy b ;
NI O O SN

Ve @@’ @ @ 9 ¢ ¢
(a) 1B S BINT I 53E 3¢ 2 TCLR BB 43 1 (b) 5 SR R SR BAS AT
K 4.3 1B SR SR A A T
2% 4.3 AR s R SR A E A A 18 S AR =R

gl EBRA SRR

et [BEJBA 2316
lﬁ‘li:}‘ﬁ‘g [E] IEI:II/EIS 1253
[E] #iIX 14

KRR HiEE (E] 12

[E] ¥ 0.10

[E] it 0.06

Ve AN T X R e Ry E R . B 4.3(b) R Tk B8 SR E AR U B E R
a3At, AL LA R v S AR B R AR LU . TR 4.3, FRNTTIFIARS S 1
BAEEAREE MBS EEUR G ATk T EAE AT Top-250 115 F it
VER K R FBCRI E AP R A, X EE SR EE R T 0.9, A T3k +
PVRACHUE, FRATHEAT TR 5L, LEARF v BUE T FEVLRAE T 200 4~ &I,
flivF HMERR B . FRATAEL, 24 ~ EBUE LR/ (Bl 0.2 ), XARFIWHERE T
Zn DUk 90%. T e — A ER T, 26 A K FRIE T W] DA i B S i A= i,
B “@Eare, AT CIERRT SF. RATAT RIS 16 X REMA T ER T XHR
THTAFIBLS N, AR B2 L3 4.4,

EFREEMB R BENLEA . S TIEIHIBCE B X R &, FEARAsLgm, FA
AT T PRI - AR RN A 55 B . A T PRI Y O R HERA E, 3K
112% YAGO £%5¢ [8] (WPFIN Jvk, MR R, FEPLRAE 200 4~k R IT4,
N LA a7 55 B M) T A b B 1) X R @ R AEAe T 2 B SCA

REAFE
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AR L8

440 N LE S R WAL 7R 51

B A DE B &
[E] Bk 5l
[E] \E %k Th3
[E] & mitH (T
[E] #R7E 3R

% 4.5: PNRE ilHUH Y 8 FhoC R R A CHACR . MRl SO B s SE 0T
REION SRRl Bod MK B

el 44,118 98.0%  22.9%
i ¥ 29,460 972%  8.5%

e YA 20,154 95.0%  31.5%
HA 11,671 98.3%  41.4%
5 8,445 96.0% 4.2%

JEH 8,956 98.2%  21.6%
i 5,597 100.0% 18.4%
(E3 4 3,262 90.0%  27.3%

WHEE . WRARAEFE, W2 PNRE 7] DA AN BERE B Jr vE 8 S5 108 X &,
XTI B H SCRR B A A E I . FESge, FKATT6EH CN-DBpedia V2.0 [11]
VEREHE SR R, Bk E 2017 48 2 H, B35 T4 900 T34 S sk
[y 4100 J5 AN L34 & . AT CN-DBpedia API *35Ht CN-DBpedia o4 53
FARE) KR W FRE—FEL KR r, BATTEHBEZE cov(r) W0F -
_ #RE4 CN-DBpedia B 1. PNRE it 19 IEHYi5 XK &
#PNRE il H (1 IE A 018 K &

PRI SR A [ 85 S S5 RAEAN [ TR R ek T AR [R], A T 90 Bl 2
-, FRATA AT PNRE Sl HCH 118 L& R 2759 CN-DBpedia i . £ 4.5,
TAVAH T 8 FhE L NI R M X R uA R WEMEERERE. XX 8 fxX &
(14—, PNRE #3000 4> R I

MEEIGZE R T DU H, 31X 8 Pl SO R ITHER LA AL T 90%, X T3 2
PTG SR FR, WERRFE I T 98%, FLA iK% 100%, XA AR, PNRE ] DAUER AT
SEHUM SR SR H SR AR R LR R . SUERREEIGE RN, R R
B KRB AR GUR R FE R (Bl 4> . “#57” ) 1 CN-DBpedia
) B S R X i, AT S E B R 11 ¢ FR JC417E CN-DBpedia HIH % L

ttp: nowledgeworks.cn:20313/cn edia/api/entityAVP
‘h p://k ledg k /cndbpedia/api/ ity

cou(r)
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AR L8

Z 4.6: CN-WikiRe fifi 1) =25 5 R

BT i E A il

J AR [E] B0/ B5E H RS e 1
Bfyin)-Z A AR (Bl 3hin] ()T 2414 1990 487 i 44
ISR [E]+ Bhid 1980 4F 4=

PG, B S, X8 Fif UK R P E LN 21.1%. L4 CN-DBpedia
S SCRNR B RS RUBAR R, BRI MPIAERZ . 4, CN-DBpedia H1
T L F R4 M 48 B BH R 451 A rd (5 BAE b e, B —BCh &
PE{EXT [13,211], 52 AN[H, PNRE B3 M ICGAAL S SCA R Ef T, ] DAYE
HHR T VAR AR SE

HIAb 5 ik LeEs © T PNRE M AP S5 R 56 2 28 51 v dE A7 56 R A,
TE NLP A WF5E H %A FriE ) PEAL AT EU RS ¥ . SR ¢ TAER)HE, BT PNRE
H O 2 IS SR i s LR R, ARG R R A EE B T
MG SRR, RMEVE LR Ak, T SO B RO 22 S M A A 3T 2
AR EH R X R EEAGE S PNRE BT 7E YAGO [8] H, fE# K
P 7 1 1E 0 3 R U VL AL VA A ZE 36 A B 5 R 2R BIFIECH 9 #pE B R AR, HER
FEAE 90% %2 98% 2 [i]. FRATH AT DAAAE P SGE S L e, fEh SGBRET
B B 2 AR R, T HAER S YAGO [8] A

FATFE—2KF PNRE 5 [33] M LA, X—F90 BEEMSCBEgE R AR R L
B HECE R, HOrdm M T oaBE s iE S A e So, X R IE
eBRRn, B [33] AREE AR SCHEE A AR I T X e R,
AT T AT PS4 m R 2SR (122 CN-WikiRe ). CN-WikiRe {5 JH )15 F
B LR 4.6, fE52EeH, CN-WikiRe iU T 631 Fft 165048 A~E R K & ot
JR/E CN-WikiRe #5l H #) ¢ R 28 JIEC R ALK T PNRE, K11, KA 14% A EIERY R
FIH ], HARL AR REUGR RS o X2 PR A Hh S SO 43 TR TR AR AT SR A
AIR, Hue CN-WikiRe FlIHH AR 22 shinlH AN BEAE N K ZR G T (B0 “f557. “4f
AN ) FEHERRX AR S R TRA ) = ondlE, BRATBEVLRFE T 500 4~ R T
H, NTAREHEUER, HAER A 58.6%. LA L, CN-WikiRe [ S235 350 5
I T PNRE, (RIS i ik — X R EE A R s T GBI T .

AT sSZEL T PNRE [ FiAs (& : PNRE-Conf fil PNRE-Filter, H:#1, PNRE-
Conf A BT EHZ R A S0 e & RICH I T4, PNRE-Filter Rik4T % £
iHyE. 5 CN-WikiRe fH[7], F&A13144 T PNRE-Conf il PNRE-Filter $ilit tH i) % %
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AR L8

7 4.7: PNRE 5 HAS IR (1 HERA B2 LLRE

itk A A
PNRE-Conf 74.4%
PNRE-Filter 94.2%
PNRE 97.4%

%% 4.8: DNRE {14 A fi i S Hs 5

- e |
WA m FE A Ff
Yi 19 ﬁQE@_LH/JEDK.ZJ‘(
MPS ws(y;) () =19, w Tﬂ‘éﬁ w( — w§4):|§]’§,
= PEER, w; = EK
pa() “—wﬁ%@4m<@%ﬁ>¢”=@&<@mﬁx
= [EK (BLiH )

CRG  R(z:,y,) (&@% (He RS, @7, 19 fit4g)
(:Ez,q, )= ( EbAIEE, 2, PHEKR )
MRPD 7 (21,q) T (zingl) = BT
i (H:?F'JH]‘ Ay, 19 )
( EeRImE, B, PERK)
FOMER T, HLAESITMAER 470, WIS WL, o142 H ) PNRE HX wifh
ASRIRTE T 23.0% F1 3.2% WOMERRE . P, AT/ 4R10 PNRE B3 X i s 2

ORI PR 18 L 56 22 1 BE AT R

4.4 FIRWENEIELTAIX RHE

Fij 2 PNRE (3535 0] ATE TG B 11 D0 H 3l SCHRESCAS P24l h 22 Fh
BURTE R AR o AT, MR — i B I8 TSR SR A R AR,
MBSO R I RS — A “RKEBRLY [46], KK AA P PNRE
20, AMEREHPCEOR . AT RO R BAIHER N, dE—2P5e T Bella Rk aliy
BB FAOG RAMIEEEL ( DNRE ), MG SCARENTAIBEARIY A L, TBCE 2400, o
ZRANAE L MR R

44.1 HEERE

TEAT T, FATE ol i DNRE BOARYREARAS, DASCH 3 i) KA
M. 25, B4 DNRE Bk R ARG 4T

114



AT i X

4> CRGIEHR MRPDAE B
G50 | I ——
MpsBH ) L
' AR | | sesmy
3
S~
l BETERR U
Y5 v\ g
: [ Eemie |
A | | B | e Hith: B
| SRR R

4 4.4: DNRE RGHYHEMAAELL

TR RRE : DNRE R85 ASE 5 PNRE SE &M, B E2AaHE =1
BERL - R EIORA ALY 5> ( MPS ). B % RocHlZEmk ( CRG ) ARG &Rl
Wl ( MRPD ), DNRE RS RAAHELE AN 4.4, S T (8T B se s, 3= 4.84%
i T DNRE Ry A% th b i S8 EEAFS,  DARRT R R 7R B

PR A PP SO SCAS I TEA G5A0 LU R A 2, AR Pasca FERIFSY 4t th i i [212],
MPS (1) H bRfrAiid i SC ek o BRSCA ys Yo I MBI A — A0 . X
TR A v, FATE et AT 0o, AT ARG R 45

ws(y) = {w®, w®, .. sy

b, wl € ws(y,) BRSO v, A2 RIS § AN MAMALEHE, MPS A
vi WO A U 1) 4 45

ps(y) = {q, q?, -+, qPwidy
S, o) € ps(y) R yi B9 MENTRBF R, @& T v R B
H6445 Pasca YRS (2121, 3T A o™ Sy, e, o (1< < [ps(y)|-1)
1 A i o
4 MPS 47520, RATERET (rs ) WSH-EHARE (2000} (1 <
J < Ips(u)| = 1) LRI CRG S MR 3 RIEAL. 4 Rlow,ui) B M
SHEARBRFE, HATBREIRISA yi — B 4 4L
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

a) TLIRHINSG o) BRI (wmy FINSG

d) B ERAR (naw) K1
é"JEE (W1W2)E,‘J NSG

o) B ABLR (wywy) HINSG

Kl 4.5 NSG ZitiR e, WM ELM (LAY, BTG wsy) =
{wy, wy, w3, wy} Fln=3)

(s, yi) FECH B8 5 R ICALE A o TSR R (2, ¢7), IS 52
f1 5 Z IR B AT DAMA o) PRl E it ok, RN T30 % e 5e 2 9 B el r (i, ¢,
HEBHIA Rz, ) 5 ISR ITSPRIE EH10 2 R8I0, T EIE o R
I 3 R BB R R A X B e 7 (i, ¢)), RERIA R(2:,s).

i CRG BEH: 34 508 54 2 TCAL PR A4 e 2k, MRPD SR ET I
IS BT 1 7 A A B 1 22 Bl 4V WP AT RERY 2 RIS . 14
B2 5] JEIR B Pr(v) FHBUAEREZY Pr(7 (2, ¢)|v), M EIRBE,  HEDF 1 e
5y BT (2, q)) B AT BRI X BRI 7o (21, 07)) e BUS, SR 5%
SEHE S R ITCULR (i, ¢)) FIE R IERHERT4r 2 B Te ] 7 (s, ¢, T4 B
PREHEERE conf(r(zi,q”)) 5 conf (72, q)), HiLIEAREREEXRTH, 7
SEAH IR T

A BORA ALY « WA BT RIS MPS B4 . fe5X— 5
th, TR AR R, MPS 584 i ABRIRE, ARFE AL T AR
TEZAE.

MPS [ —A BB SO, Sy, U F A, B ws(y:) =
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AR L8

{wVw®,wODYyfE DNRE i, S5 R M U 1 4 )
IR A S5 A0 B, AR T SRR SR A TR NSRS v 123 1R 4
Hows(y;), FA1#8E N-Gram 433 ( N-gram Segmentation Graph, #4554 NSG ),
FAE ws(y:) A 7] RERR AT 4558 . 2 1EEE n o N-Gram [H1-, J]T NSG 11
Mg AR, FoCEAnek.

E X KT ws(y;) B N-Gram 73 F & G (y;) & BTG, AR . H
o Ma(yi) K Guly:) T RES, B0 m € Mu(y) MV ws(y;) H
IR F 4, A Uni-Gram, Bi-Gram — B 2| n-Gram, BlH0fE& 4.5 f1, 44&E
ws(y;) = {wr, wa, w3, way M n = 3VERHA, FHONERWTTRES  Mu(v:) =
{wy, wa, w3, Wy, WiWs, Waws3, W3Wy4, W1WaW3, Wowswy }, T FE Uni-Gram, Bi-Gram £] Tri-
Gram. F,(y;) 2 Gn(y:) BER, MNTAEZRHNTT A mi,m; € M,(y:), 24 HAL
2m; Nmy = 00, FATEX NI S ZBIIAZL, B (mi,m;) € En(y:)e X2EH
Y W SCAR RSN TR ES . W) 2 |En(y)| ERAE &, A
RS (ma, my) € En(yi) I EEMETEEITE [0, 1] Z [AIALE ai ;.

M BRI R AR TR, 8 Ga(y) BRI — KR ( Maximal Clique ) 43
B RESCAS s )PP 5y Il Bilan, AEE 4.5 o, {wr, wows, wy} W AR T
MRKHL, L,y B—F )0 073 ps(ys) H my = wi, may = wows, m3 = wye N
THEGRE L, FRATHR AT E R

EM 4410 B G,(y;) PoI—MRKEAMN ALK y; 9—Fr 15 % Ko

Proof. 4 MPS FOfE45 52 X, HISE v 1A 2 ps(y) = (g, ¢, -+, gDy
AR, TR ws(y:) H—F RISy ( Partition ), TERH K 430 A6 JE 4 4
PF i) va” qf € ps(ys). B ¢ Na =05 AT ) U,y = w501

F A Gu(y:) PR M. BRI R, 5T Ymy,me € M
FelTA = my Nomy, = 00 K51 M AREEEAST 1 my € M43 BIBLHE] ps(y;) Hhst
Wt a”, 51ve” q € ps(y), it ¢ ng™ =0 s

BROk, TR EEEM & 0 ii ) AT DA . IO MR
A U0y = wS(i), TEE M SMBSKIEAERAT i, (0545 i & Upcar -
Rk, M ARRBRHE, B m: A M SRR . I, TR
WL, ST, 0

STERA BSOS OL R, BRATFEBHE ms X455 FR B Gy (yi) FIEATT S, PARGX AT
KRR y; W) N-Gram, §il4n, EAA]H, m; Nmy = 0 48 m; 5 my; XY N-Gram A EE .
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AR L8

FATE B2 B G TR, RARG T ETE W, (v) PEINE. R
m; Fl m; & ws(y;) FHAELER N-Gram ( Bl40 m; = wy Fl m; = wows ), GLitiT
I ws(iy 7)) B SCHH—AL 8 145 S ( Normalized Pointwise Mutual Information ) {748
%, Bik

1 PMI(i;5)  logPr(m;) Pr(m;)

ws(%]) - 5 - Qh(l,j) o QIOgPr(mzam])

Ferp, PMI(i; ) A A(i, 5) /& N-Gramm; Ml m; FERRVE R EE S B EE. 3]
R Pr(m;). Pr(my) F Pr(my,m;) W] PAB AR TR SR H . w,(d, 5) BE AT
PARRIESE T PEA3AE [0, 1] JEE N A wald, 5) MR 2 il e
o [207] FEATRE L, AR B

. 1 ., .,
wq(i,j) = 5(1 — COS (Mg, Miyj))

Horp, My o2 mq T my LG TR ( RIRE mg Fmy BN AT ),
My 22 mi A my B8 H A2 F, HIy

TRy

—

Mt

I e

SR my F oy SRSy, my Fllmy 2 B LR SOV %S mam; AR EFSCH
BEXG . FTPA, Mgy Al iy BBl 250, E/ Ga(y) ., BUEE o E
SCRIX AP L A

Qi = yws(z,]) + (1 - 'Y)wd(l,])

Hp, v € (0,1) 2 HiE LHEBEL.

PUAEF AT MPS B Z AR 0. TR, RATRDA ¢ =
lws(y;)|o GyHIAE MPS /1, Z/DREN v, 9EAT [S] U045y B, v B9A AT RERY
YIS ER Al

i=[3] =0

Hbv, (§) = atssye HEEINEULT, I BRLBIR YRR IR N O(2°)
ol FESEERR A, R n M CEGRIVNTEREL, S R R Y T
OISR R o 2R 3O, FAT4 e Ui — MR 7 3k o
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AR L8

FATHERF, AR NSG Rt L | ATE S U, AS{E AERS B 2 1 (%
NSG {45 08, i ELAT AT MPS ({55 . 75 DNRE w1, Je {125 [EFIRR 2o 4
4 IEMIZYE ( Positive Constraint ) FlfimjZ)8 ( Negative Constraint ), HH1, 1F 1]
ks SULE T SCAMAILE R ws(ys) PSRN W AT wP ™Y b BRET o A
wI T PAAE MPS HIA B [ — A BEIs . ZEI 4.5(0) R, FATA T IA A
EZY5H (ws, wy) J5 NSG {9454, Fh ws il wy BB Ak

AU, 170 1) 2 [ RE S XAE R SCAM A S ws () H ST w) Al
w? ™ b BRI T wl #wd Y RRESIAN B AT, FERE 4.5(0) h, FATHE
JEKI NSG FHIA T — A2 (wi, ws)o FEXFHEIT, B A wiw, 4
JERBRL R . RFIE 290K (w3, wa) FIARZIR (wy, we) [EE & T HEIGH NSG |, 3
{ITATLATSEI P 4.5(d) %5 H

oIt LR SEMe AT o2 e oM. ST JRIAN NSG, AR AR Zske, H4
BRI | Mo ()| = C+(C— 1) 4+ (C—n+1) =n¢ — In?. 4 @ K ws(y;) LA
EMAR LS. WREmMAHRE, 2B 7 |® 4 Uni-Gram, NSG {945 f4Ch
| M, ()] — | B R S 2R O 0 LA A2 2 STV FIF 0 AT w0l i 24
FN, W G = 18+ 1= ¢ (MehERER ), BRI n— 1 4. 72
BT, RAOTE j+1>n Hj > C—n, R EEER Y00 = in(n—1).
A b HHE ws(y,) FEAE R 2 HOR, NSG T SRR AL L R ISR Y

0~ 5n* ~ 18] = 2 (n—1),n¢ — 2~ || = L — 1)

W 4.5FR, PSUNAPIZAR, NSG T R8N 9 2 4. 5ZXH, NSG
FIARIECR 14 0 2 4.

PUERAEIE TARR BT XS 0B S o JATRT 1 =Rl 1) 2 & A A —Fh 17
[ REEAE, DL 4.9, BN, “By” & SCE SR, EERR TR AE R, B
PARZZAEAE N BAI ) <97 Ja b AT (EA5 3272, DNRE FikigX —Hs R
WO, PIAIMAE SR . AL B R AR = .

UIMAIE AR 2R ) NSG @ se e, JA T B e &b R R i 4
WP EER . BTFAERE G (y:) . A ci ; %0 P N-Gram ) a] 70 FIPE, 58
e fo A DALY 1) At ] DA e K AL s ATl ( MEWCP ), 7226 4.3.1°%5 1, 3K
145 7 R MEWCP B8, X — B0 TR I U B & il . AR, ALY
NSG SRR AL S5 4.3 1R A X5, NSG (il s MG . %
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AR L8

7 4.9: DNRE AR 14 18 [ Al 67 7] 24 3K

BT w Aol MR Zk

#4531 : POS(wY)=VERB H. POS(w” "")=PREP
#y3 2 : POS(w”)=CONIJ 8 POS(w")=CONJ
YPH 3wl V=g

fil 1w fw? Y ik

2o 1wl =

a) IEFNSRADINEH] b) BiEEMAIRAI
] 4.6: IEA Y ERORIAER B S MEWCP S8A A4 s S 191

IS 4.3 1B LT BRI E] — R P E AT, TR 2 AR E
HFRR BN 4.6 .

7E DNRE 1, F 1% H il 2k MEWCP 3 (VB R IR K AL T ], AR T
SERRIRGI R, R ILEYE 13, (ERIIANTEL, Bkttt — 4530 (my,my) € Eu(y,),
Bt (my, my) BRRELLT e 4 G (M E') AUEHZAMYIRE. 4 N(M)
HIEE B, (y) M TGS S WT N(M') SRR & me, &
VR ma I MRS R, 7T AR B P45 A D R o 1 28
£ Can(M') € N(M"). {EIZ G, BEEARIBA Can(M') FRRETE 5 mi, HAR
FIEWT 3, e @ige BHF mi RIREAHIMA G'(M'E'), I HEF N(M') F
Can(M'). M4BEEELHHTLER, M E Rk R R E S .

0150 s 7o PRV A TR R TR 2 M, 0 A B 2 0 1 o 5 2
O(| My (yi) 2| En(y:)]), HLEE 4.3 1RSI A W IMAR B . SRTIT, BN A L3R ) NSG
(5 RO T 10 4, 3B IR RE R SR ) 43 1 L. AT ] ) B2
B TR, I HACk G C = (M}, FRATHE T e i 4]
HE I MPS ({5 4455

(mi;mj)eM’ Yij

(4.3)




AR TR i

Algorithm 13 MEWCP )i

1 M E,(y:) HREED (mi,my), HEH (mi,my) HIME R IE T QA

2 WAL G/(M/aE/), Hp M = {mi,m;}, E = {(mi,m;)}

30 FEAL Y S N (M)

4 HEGER YT AT Can(M') C€ N(M)

5: while Can(M') # () do

6: M Can(M') REET H my, BEH my; BARFIE LT D omyent’ Qi
7.

8

9

0

K m; TR IMA G
B N(M') il Can(M')
: end while

10: return FIALERF M

Algorithm 14 MPS {4 {48k e
PR SCAS y; AT SO, AR AR ws(ys)
R4 ws(y;) FIIE SR, #E NSGG, (v;:)
WL HIES C =0
for &3 M54 i do
F YL 134 s A E ] M
B C=Cu{M'}
end for
it 4.3 C ik aiEn A M*
R4 M* A2 i MPS 455 ps(y;)
return MPS 255 ps(y;)

—_

A AN Ul S

—_

Hot, B> 0 SRR T, A5 0 ) T SN B B R S R R
Sy /N e SCAS AT R A ORI D14, S S SO 43 et 2 1 SR 52 B e ]
A, L, JRT MPS (R R R A 14,

ek X BOCALE R © 24 MPS TSRS, MHFEA (2, v), FRATATDAZRASL
- AR {(2:, ¢} (1< < |ps(y)| — 1 ) WIRIAEMTH ¢ s ST 5
ik, A AT REE M R SR (R 6 5 2, Tl T AUt A o) b
Hi 3 RIARIEETE, 16N o ROk 2 R =704, 0138 R(xi, vi) WFAM (21, 1)
e 158 0 R TCAH A A o IR AT AR 52 e 6 RIEHAI AN 520, FoAT i
ik 5 4% 5 & el ( Candidate Full Relation ) Ay (x4, qi(j)), HHARFFMA R(xi, i) ;
TSGR F,  IERR 2 R TC AR, F0TH8 51 o MU 1 X R 215
Ve Mkl sr % & e8] ( Candidate Partial Relation ) 7(x;, qz(j )), [EIREMIA R(xi, yi) o
WIS o) MIBELEM, CRG d—Ib =AU HIE, LT 3. Jesh,
AL T 3 = PT35I Pel 4.7

o REBL T WR ¢ REAMATY, FATT AR E I TR AR BT [209], MK
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AR L8

B0 HCEsTR HHEEYRRIBTE — HEHRRRE
i) DEP JEST. 19474
19474 HEST i) ATEX K
if) DEP e AR Wi 45 #%
—
b dns) i g5 4% PN
DEP Bhx fE s BT AL &
O
BT e BEAC  BY HAELER
i)  FAF Edhzx ? BKA (Ttaly)

[ 4.7: CRG P =R A BAER B, 255 SRR A7 a0
TEVEVE I P L IROR B 22 AR B, A e 26 B e (a4, ¢).

» LI ¢ [F 2l MPS SRS AR BUBHIOSEE, TEDBONILT, X RIMRR S
R MPS Y53 8 [l — AN . FERE LR, FATTHE—248 % oY R g,
AR YRR AFTE AT A 5, WA R o6 R A B8, FRAT R
et ¢ R ICH (21, 0

o RSB i SRR IE] 3 I, TN IR 9 B e F(a q).

IR RN : 75 MRPD Ao, FATTHEST DUl 4 7 vorb 4= o ide
i KA TCA PRI R RIETH . 2V AT BB K RIFTAE . POy s
A GG R [34], £ DNRE 240, FATHLE R A PIR AR AR B &R
IV 1) Fra R se B R TeAl R i R R 5 PAK i) ASEHRHE il i K R
iH1. 5238 Zhang S N KR RHTFT [213] HYJE A, FATTRF < 22 T8 Tl 000 14 [ At
BN A AR

Pr(v, 7#(x;, qz(j))) = Pr(v) Pr(7(z;, qz(j))|v)

o, Pr(v) 5256 R o BB ( Prior Model ), Pr(7(2;, ) |v) LSRR
( Likelihood Model ), A4 DUIH-HT A, 2 1] DAHE TG540 9 22 704 7 (s, ¢7)
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AR L8

7 4.10: I E)AN S (8] AR PR RIR R B, R AR 2R LA

WA Sk BB

i} A] =HEI/ N I ot TR
HOEFYIBE s iE

73] W IR 1944 SRR Ak

ez 8 e E R
H AT T RERY 32 BB 7o (21, ¢7)), TR BT -

Pr(v') Pr(7(z;, q,-(j D)
Pr(7(z:,4”))

To (T4, qgj)) = argmax,/ ,, Pr(v' |7(;, ql(j))) = argmax,/ .,

= argmax ., Pr(v") Pr(F(x, qi(j)) ')

(%

TEF S0, A4 DI ZASEBA Pr(v) RUMARIHERTE Pr(F(2y, 7)) |v) 192451 30 F,

Sel AL Pr(v) M A T CRG (ORNEAE A NS 3. Pr(v) f45— 30
SR AT DL SR 1243, B Pr(v)MEE = Ne o Jep N RN, 43519 CRG Hi
B 1 130 5 5 R TS S 06 BRIBTIN v MM B 5E 2 06 B AL . AR
fTTH A A RISE BT BIFE [178, 193, 1941, K4y 3 FRIEIB S P T H5 UL 4%
S, e SO SO L2 ) A A AL TR R 5 2R T 1
B, AR BT R AT B R, HREIILE 4.10.

4 Nyo N, RN, 42515 CRG A= 0 5 B Tl b BIR) S Hof 5 2 2
VERRCR SR T RN SR IR Pr(0)CS & LANF -

i 2 A B P
Pr(v)? = &, ] B LA
V|l_2(1 - NsN;pNt)a ;H\:’ﬂﬂ

2545 Pr(v)MEP F1 Pr(v)“®, SRR Pr(v) & L

1

Pr(v) = Ay Pr(v) 57 + Xy Pr(v) 9% + (1 — A\ — Az)m

(4.4)

o, A F X PEE SR, ARSI 0 <A <1, 0< X <1HI A +A < 1,

(1= A1 = Ao)pyy X R AT 215 Pr(v) f_E Jelinek-Mercer P %R [214].
(LSRR Pr(7 (s, ) o) 342k 8 Pl B BL 35 & 3k 7% ( Hypergraph-based Ran-

dom Walk Process ) #17Afii1 . FATE G SGX L A2 g WA~ T ZLE 45 )
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FEAII T KA 8 5T

B14VF4y ( Predicate Coherence Score ) wy, (v, 7(x;, qZ )) e LRI v eV &
T AR R 43 5 R TCAL 7(s, o) PRS2 I L 2R ﬂr(:c,»,q?))
R EETE AN SR o(xs, q)) . FRATIAE I B 9 2% 2L R ] Apache Lucene” #4841 T
FONEHERS], H HARERS xz il o(zi, ) Fe B ) 465 o ARHE Banko 28 A [175]
[HIBFSE, ﬁnﬁ%f e s Fl o(ws, g )ZlEﬂE’JWﬁ%{%’%MjﬁT i v, FATRFHS 2,
il o, q) WBRE I R . AV (24, 7)) ol o IR, c(v) HEhia v i1
P o6 R v ST X AT (xi, ¢)) IR G ﬁ wy (v, 7 (zi, "))
LA
w7 =5 3 c)eos(d )
€V(zia)
HP Z =3 v ENe c(v') MIE—ALHEEL.
Fe R ML ( Relation Similarity Score ) i & Mgk 3¢ & T r(xz, ) Al
r(z, q) 2 IR HAT MR 22 RIS . B 55 B 30 BRI B TE R A 23 TE 1Y
RIZAAEE R FIIE
(a2, (o, 7)) = 5 (eos( 7) +cos(@(a?), dla’)  (43)
Hep, 6(q”) 1 6lay)) 4 BIE (i q) Tl r(an, gf) Hﬁﬂé%,\%ﬂﬁg@
RIEX PR, FATIER0E OB - L E W R TR, & HR, V) K
Figwl g &% ( Predicate-based Hypergraph Network, 4 'ﬁj\j PHN ), Hr
e B Y SRS, B S I . BT CRG B A B A5 E 4 3%?75
PR K RITd ; V 2l ( Hyper-edge ) B4R, A58 4 BT 5 56
FiHW v € Vo 7E PHNH(R,V) 1, R8BI v € V Fig s s B g 4 %
FICAH AR TR 6 RTINS RE 52 X R T (2, ¢) BRI o,
r(zs,q) AERTREAOARI v 5 ASERE A X B Ted 7(2s, ¢) S v HPESY
wy(v, 7 (xi,q)) > 7 (70 € (0,1) BBUE LB ) (i, q) X PRI 0
[l 4.845 1T PHN fii R B Bl . FRATTH#E—20 %48 PHN 481k, £ PHNH(R,V)
A (e, q) BIABIR Nb(r(wi, 7)) R SR, TERAMEATRIE AR
r(ze, ) € Nb(r(wiqf)) #85 r(wi, q)) T AR, FEF 485, 54 17 4
"http://lucene.apache.org/

S%E%?*HUTH-/\E’JVI‘%:* AT KA iR K R THAE L TR X R, G—FnHh
(Il,ql )%H T(xk qk ) INGE

124


http://lucene.apache.org/

AR L8

&)
O BE=ELRTAH
O BREBHERTA

8

& 4.8: PHN f)faj BN &

Algorithm 15 §ift 55 ¢ I8 Tkl Bk
I AR RIETESR YV
2: for BAKARiIHIAE v €V do
RIE 4.411 A= Pr(v)
AR RV v BRIE SERE AT RS Ry
end for
. ¥ PHNH (R, V)
: for K ARiIHIAE v €V do
RIE 4.5 21T REPLIEE B
for AL R4 T4 7 (7, q) do

W

N AR

100 AR 46T EHRR Pr(F(2i, q)v)
e B A, g7 3 RIEI Foe (21, ¢)
12: end for

13: end for

FIARIRA M {2.3,4) Al {1,2,3,5,6}.
BT MR BENLEE SRR . 4 R, WEE H(R, V) il o € V 3R
P AT (e 5 B TE A . WHMEANBI v € V AR B e 5 B TT AN R 5
r(25,q%) € Ry, —ABEBLIEAE S ( Random Walker ) A% st %, BENLBEES—4
SBRGATIE (2, q)) € Nb(r(wi, ¢1)), MERET w,(r(2s,¢), r(2h,q)), FH%
R 2B TG, MBI TCAT 5 7 (24, ) ATVARS 434K 50 (7 (4, ¢17)),
R A BRI & DT U8, MR R B, MR Pr(7 (s, o) |v) AT AR T
A - |
su(F(zi, ") 46)

~ 1
Z?’(Ik,qg))en 8o (T (T, ql(g )))

RIS K ARG TSI SAA I 2 P BAE R 15,

DNRE i J5 — 2P B BAG AL g . FATILEZR B RAR -l A B U5 T T =
SCER) < 5 ZR VTR, 3K — B A A 0 B AR5 e ML T TR O AR At RIS AR L [28, 175
4 c(v) NPTA RAREFN v LS BRI e AR . ARk se B ok R ocdl

Pr( (s, ¢ v) =
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AR L8

r(z:,q” )E’Jﬂé%tﬁﬂﬁ v, HEEEEA conf(r(zi,q”) = é(v). TRERRL
K ZITCHL (i, q7), FATIABL 5 2 ARG 14 F B fﬂ’lfjﬂ%ﬁﬁl\ﬁﬁﬁf*fl?
it seemax,ey Pr(v) Pr(7(z;, q))|v) HFTEMEZE Pr(v) Pr(7(z,, ¢))|v) (v € V) )
S5 Al B T BRI 2 BN e (2, ¢V )E’J@lﬁiﬁﬁj\%%ﬁz?ﬂ Fxi, q7) B
JER

&(For (24,47)) - maxyey Pr(v) Pr(#(a:, 7)) |v)

max,ey Pr(v) Pr(7(z;, ¢)|v) + secmax, ey Pr(v) Pr(F(z;, ¢”)|v)

conf(#(z;,q”)) =

TRATVEE PO SR TR 7o 38 DA (5 B M0 e 529 52 R T4 (s, ¢)) (B
conf(r(zi,q)) < 7 ) BTSN 9 B TCHL 7 (2, ¢7)) (B conf(F(xi,¢7)) < 72 )

4.4.2 SEISOF

FEATTH, FRATX DNRE ()SCE0 M BESEA T RN IT I . 45 31, i DNRE 5%
LIRS, FTPABUE RN KR, FRATHE ORE HESE NIl DNRE 5%
RISEERCR, 5 ALy R X L

By s ve® « T DNRE 5 PNRE AbPRAG NLP (E55 A0, FRATRH
5PN PNRE A [ 9 p SC 3 A BRI R 4 A SRR, H FudanNLP TH. [209]
BEATEA ) S0 NLP 434 AT IRIAEAE T Skip-Gram 55035 [S1] 3845 i 75114 18] ) &
1 DNRE [Js2 P, BEEBBINBGAKE N :n=3. v=03. 8 =5. \ = 0.6.
Ao =03, 71 = 0.7 AN 7 = 20, FE MPS fithth, FKA1iE4T MEWCP &3 =)ok
A S A C 5 7E MRPD By AL, FRATFE B A~ th & s Rl s 2
10 NREHLIEE #, B FEPLITEE Z AR E T E 500 2. AT BT S 500
B2 EAER I DNRE Y SEERASCR . 4 T 5T DNRE RIS R3] 8, FRATH JAVA
B E ST DNRE 248, I HAESML Fizdr, %L CPU 4k 2.9GHz, NfF
)7 16GB.

MR+ [H2h DNRE R DAFHEUE BT eeidakir) X &, A H 21~ ORE &
W BT R E RN X R AU X PNRE 1R LA

o k) 180 ORE 583k - FRATR A2 HLp 73 ORE 248 ZORE [34] 155
BRI A SCESCRRIRIA, ARSI (22, v:) 1N
NTEHTH SCERHE P RAT v 5 v LI Top-5 )4 114 ZORE 1M A
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AR L8

ZORE ({5 UM SHR B 5 1EE A TP IR HH ) o

o JET R4 2005 ORE 533k : R Cui 48 A [176] £ H (1) g b o 75
W 2% ( Encoder-Decoder Network ) {1 Sk 32 T4 45 W 28 1) ) T~ 2% 5] ORE A7
HH A5 ZORE [34] M. Jahd a5 FIFRL 250 R H =2 AR LSTM 2244

« WAL ORE 553k - FAFRAT L0 h iy S04 2L A 1A 4, FRATAE
MET %4116 41 ORE #4%¢ RELNOUN [177] - B & k. feAitst L
fErr, FRAT1RF RELNOUN [177] e ifif 5 AR BRS¢, SE3l T ON-
RELNOUN At X & .

o BT E R TE © AR AR E T 4EE AR B R GEM K R HGEE
VERFLLR A © H—Jy Nastase Fl Strube [33] 45 H B vE 19 S0 A, HII CN-
WikiRe ( JL55 4.3.27%7 ) ; L RFRATSERTFE H Y PNRE 553

EDBIEOT, #or T SCHE R R RI A BRI 4, B <1946 4EHAE”
k7 ffi DNRE 0] DA 5 HA LR SRR b, RATHLE, Wi A i 2 R 3
R, FATE TR Y15 5 A5 2 B iR (I EHE—AS s 2 M i Fl
— %0 ), #17HET CRG A1 MPRD ) ¢ R AlHL

VRIIEE HE BT DNRE REEM it 3 sl Fh3enli X &, R &
JIi G W 211 Ground Truth SR 55X — RS0 A B3R A F (5. 7£ ORE (5T
(28], E R Yield 4340k 1 ORE RS A RE, X —a-$C il X 241
ST B FEAHEE R, AR = AT R - U 0 X R R
(AR # X&) HEFIEEAI Yield 7340

WRIIEELA « SN TITI DNRE [ SEIRCR,  BA e hocde 2| B4R -
VEE T IUANGUE - B BOA. R AR B, XTSI 300 AN SCaiE, 4y
TP [ ¥ AT X o7 1) S - 2R 6 i B ) 56 R B30 . HERA JBEAT Yield
AN 3K AN R AU S A ST B R SRR B L 412, FER 411,
AT TSR A LR 4558 . I nT DA, )T ORE R4 [34, 176] %
AreAS NFRE A, XR2EAATHSIE ORE RGN TR 3518
TH-TEIE” GEAEGE C R FERAI B, R b SUR SCARTETERHE I
RIS, HI BRI X e S A A KX R . CN-RELNOUN [177] 4l

https://sourceforge.net/projects/zore/
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AR L8

2 411 PUASURR H SCRE SO 5 AR AR BROR X HE

)ik [ #XF&R  WEHNE Yield [#%FR  EHUE  Yield
g, | Bit
CN-WikiRe [33] 87 41.7% 41 84 571% 48
CN-RELNOUN [177] | 31 93.5% 29 35 88.6% 31
ZORE [34] 28 75.0% 21 34 76.4% 26
Cui £ A [176] 52 51.9% 27 51 43.1% 22
PNRE 193 94.3% 182 193 95.9% 185
DNRE 289 92.7% 268 314 93.9% 295
s +49.7% +47.3% | +62.7% +59.5%
g, UK HE
CN-WikiRe [33] 102 39.2% 40 76 53.9% 41
CN-RELNOUN [177] | 42 88.1% 37 34 82.3% 28
ZORE [34] 21 76.2% 16 32 81.2% 26
Cui 25 A\ [176] 54 48.1% 26 44 56.8% 25
PNRE 204 95.1% 194 188 96.3% 181
DNRE 324 92.3% 299 274 94.2% 258
BIT +58.8% +54.1% | +45.7% +42.5%

4120 POCHERL R =N RE S S SRR B

B T C ikl

HOG  HAVERRE . D AE AR, SIS

Rk FIE. HHERIROE. B R g

FEH s tl. SR, PR
B A O R AE BE RS, AT HBEAR 1Y Yield 080K FEdwih, BT im s &
@, Fan <[] is [...] of [..]” #1 <[...] is [...] from [...]” B =%} RELNOUN
H R O SRR BEA K 5 AR S, LB SR A [ 3R, i DARH R
M XRFREED . S, FATWEE DNRE MO T @ g F R, e
R BARIR S AT, AT DA A Rt g X — 8. 5FRAT5ERT PNRE
AN, T A 4Gek, DNRE i i ¢ 2 85t /2 PNRE (1) 149.7%, HAEES
PNRE 2&{0l, 4 92.7%. fE=AFpEdilEl, DNRE pyscirgi R -5 SumiAd ], &
o TR B

PR e W S 0 R AE BB A 43 A B BT PRI, AT AL TR

SCHEIRFRAE R SRR . FETA U o R, AT S 500 A~TT4,
I N ARG T AR B o AR ) 2 R BCR FNUMERA L R AT E, FRAT T T
PAMETT AL Yield 7348, SEBnE R L3R 4.13. BRI F, DNRE i T 55.4
TAFZTCH, HERES R 95.4%. & PNRE 24t 55.2% 12 &, JH Yield 4>
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AR L8

R 413 SRR T RHI B A SO SO S RS R CR A HE

Jith #RE& HERE (ASVHE ) Yield (AR )
CN-WikiRe [33] 165K 58.6% 96.7K
CN-RELNOUN [177] 65K 92.8% 60.3K
ZORE [34] 42K 82.3% 34.6K
Cui 2 A _[176] 89K 51.2% 45.6K
PNRE 357K 97.4% 347.7K
DNRE 554K 95.4% 528.5K
7} +55.2% +52.0%
10007 —~ MPS(N) 0.8+
- - MPS
g 800+ - MPS (P) 0.7+
& 6004 -~ MPS(P+N) > 0.6
8 S
g 4004 § 0.5+
E 200+ < 0.4+
0 i i i i i 0.3+
100 200 300 400 500 0.2- ' '
Number of noun phrases MPS MPS (P) MPS (N) MPS (P+N)
(a) BRI (b) FEVRIER PSR

] 4.9: MPS SRR A M I B R P25 2R

BaRTE T 52.0%, FERCAAEATE SR E R T, BCAWTEE 2 m .

DNRE 5405 B « FA 114 DNRE i S 40(H, F+ Hr i DNRE #
AN IR SRR o

MPS Fible. 72 MPS i, A1k B 90% M T t 45T 4 A>3
i ( Zd PO iRE AR ) A, AT AR E N-Gram [H 54 n = 3, AR
A PAKE N-Gram K FRYEBCHER, SR, X —BE L EErR Rz 7 m AT
RGHRTEOR, W HAR TR SRR~ . R, AT MEWCP B5RRIRER
FIIERPE. FATRHESE y 6 BOMBOAE, TEPURN SR B A F EE TP 5t
B+ “MPS” ( AIMEAIIEGE 298 ) MEWCP 5835 ). “MPS (P)” ( {UINIE A 29 5H
[ MEWCP 589% ). “MPS (N)” ( {293 MEWCP 5834 ) Il “MPS (P+N)”
([T ATAIE B fi] R ) MEWCP 8395 ). FERIARCRER T, FATHEYLREE 100
) 500 S SCHERE R R, A ahs T A E N R MEWCP 583K, IF
HAdsk 7Rl FERSRIERPESCIR T, TN AR ] U A 5
) MPS S35 ) 73 SR SRR HERf P . X SR 4 R 2 DL 4.9+ . MSEER gl R
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0.80- 0.80-
0.75- 0.75-
> 0.704 Z 0.701
e g
5 0.65- 5 0.65-
(4] Q
(3] Q
< 0.60- < 0.60-
0.55- 0.55+
0.50 T T T T 1 0.50 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 5 10 15 20
Y B
(a) THRESHY (b) S B

Kl 4.10: MPS i o Fi1 8 B9 S 8001
3 4.14: CRG g 5E %8 & R 04 7 T 1636k ¢ 2 T2 EL A

s i Bas BUR Bk

AXKH CMRG 122% 11.0% 154% 13.3%

KX H CMRG 16.8% 14.6% 17.8% 15.8%

T +4.6% +3.6% +2.4% +2.5%
AL, [ IAE S 295, A8 B BB m, > T R T A
50% Zity. FWATHWATPAKLIL, M AEE T H SCEF UM IR 245 E), MPS [
HERRRE I DASR T ek, FROTIREE TS50y M1 6 1ME, 45 LKl 4.10, 52
KB R L], HET A ) 708 wa(i, ) OGS0 w, (i, ) RS . 24
B =5, FATHIS T EAERSERmACR.

CRG Eidk. £ CRG fiderh, FRATRH T ¥ Wii 5% R 4K ( Cross-Modifier
Relation Generation, {5 CMRG ) FRBSHE AL 56 B 56 2 e A A Az Ui %
RIS TR SRS A R, FeTar BIGE Tt R CMRG FIA R ]
CMRG fEIL T, MEksEs R TTAM LG, HCEa R L% 4.14, M SCERZE R ]
WL, X SRBSTEA [ Bs 48 T I R A SC AR R T, ik 52 38 ¢ R Tl R T L
BIM 2.4% 2] 4.6% 2%,

MRPD fitle. 72 MRPD #idery, FATHEESEL A F X BIE, FF HICHYS A\
T Ng TEAS [ B TR ) S iR 42 Yield 4348, SLIR4R S LR 4.11. fEfgd
LR, AT NSEE E RN 0.1, I HIFRS — S5, RO WSH N
I Ao FRJURIRE B e =2 00 S I AR 22 20 11 A AR O BV . /T R BE HILIE
ERFEY, BATKE 1= 0.7, FEARATMESEY n > 0.7 B, KREH-EFEXS
AAEAHER KRG RO » OE, TR TEEERSE. &
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AR L8

300 300
250+ 250+
(] (]
] ]
3] 3]
@ 200~ @ 200~
s s
o o
> >
150~ 150~
100 100

T T T T T T T T 1 T T T T T T T T 1
0.0 01 0.2 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 00 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

Ay )
(@) HESH M ORLE-S2/@8

] 4.11: MRPD H 240 A\ Ml A2 B934T
% 415 B MARELS BER X R TR B

REHW W () | REWN BEEE ()
AT 124K EFrn 19
s 53K AR 16
B[] 44K B 14
T 23K o 8

415, EATGEH T HEAR R LRIREFE ¢(v) BRI R FATA LA
AAREAR R Shia il A R IERIR X RIFTE, MMITRIET POS FISCAMTIA %
HNERG N IR E 70 =20, Y 7 < 20 I, AR ¢ R TR IE AR B,

RSP+ FRATTXS DNRE SRy iR BT 0 A, HORBIILE 4.16, H
HEE — 28 LI B IR R A e B B L ( Incomplete Object Extraction, 455
M IOE ) FERXFEILT, MFSCA R ) K R =GRS X EAERE . Bl
FAl6mh, “FIREHIT 2 e B SLR L PR, SR MPS S50 5 /R BT U)
AY RPN, ARG B 5 R oTd AR ¢ (R, B, RRBITH ) Ve X4
RAERZ H AL ORE ARG Hi B [28, 175, 215]. fEXLERGH, —BERIMAGE
AR ARG B S5 RS AT RESE R, X — A )T Hh SCRE SO RS
MRMEMRE DL 5 — i UL 5 52 B B 1 1Al I ( Error Predicate Detection, 4554
EPD ). filfi#t DNRE 1, A AR IARAR T o SCAE 5 75— SR Z ] ) K &
M BET, 24 NER BVAGE IRHURF HAD SSRARTE N ), ¢ R VG TR ] e Al R
TRy “r T AEET @ BRI E SRR T, KRG RA TR A AT R T
Mo BT xR AR, — A E B A8 K R KA. ORE [
BP9 [216] 5, ORE Ffli st 5 o ) ™ g At B R ARMER I, 8 X
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AR L8

7 4.16: PR Bl U R S HRs Bl

WA hl

IOE KR ( ERE, P55, KK
WIER R ( ERE, B, EEERKFEREK)
MR R (R, B8, HEaT)
WIER R (e, B, EREEI )

EPD HHR R (50 65 JmE Ty, HiE, =E4h)
WIER AR (56 65 JmBEHEtr, T, Z49)
HWEULE (GdL 101, 4£T, 67)

HIEW XA ( 4L 101, i TF, G75)

— B PRE . PRI, e A SCRE A R BOE Z TR SOC R, (ERE— 2

4.5 PIFENARAIE SRR

Hij 12 PNRE 71 DNRE NGRSO AN B AR PR R SCAR 18 5K
A HEU AT, Forpr, PNRE $248 48 SCA Hh A ST SR, IR0 2B S R i
SCBAIATIREBEAE ; DNRE b2 R Bl SR s i 7 ot R SCAR A T80 73, A2V
A3 BEA b AR b SO SR S )40 S R AL TR K R o K R AR SRR IR R RS
ARG TR SCHEA TR . FEASTT R, FRATRRA CTER SCA ) 215 PE ( Idiomaticity )
e, A i SCRESCAR Y T 2802 Al A 4 18 SR R Y

4.5.1 Z)iEMS A=

IEMEIRAE B RET I AETE, RN & SO B A HAS B/ 1 18
BN [217], BWEAT RIS, Bl s, . “mEiz
W S5, SIVER) IZAAAEXE T PR R B T AR Rk, pilan, PLaSEeE
PIHERR A > 1B 2 BTE R B R SR R 9 [218].

SJUEEE F A AN AL BRAE T 505 5 A NLP Gl R 2 0F98. filan, 2)if
RIS B bR iR R O0ESE, R’ B ARRIA AR ETE S 388 G s 7
o ARG TAESS IR T 08B &4 1 AR > 15428 [199, 201]. 75— 5%
FHRIAE 55 N B Al AL PE 5 B (207, 219],  H:H AR R B0 A 1052 6 44 TRl B PR
N BIE B 4y, X TR ARG S HE S U Bl
Jeifr, 444 “apple tree” J& W ARG,  HORZH B S SCRT DA 1 RFK A IR 1Y
B L AR AR IMPAHEWT ( “trees where apples grow™ ) ; T “cloud nine” H ) 1] &
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SEAANT] A, PR “cloud nine” By F L ( FEUR-LEE. HEEARTS ) 5 “cloud” I
“nine” 4% H I & LITG K

SHEARN, SO SO S BT G PR ECE . xX h TAE s,
FEAER BRI RIS S, X EE T IE R TH A, Rl aE 5 R
PEFTAMA [220]0 PRI, WP SO SCAR I ) TEME A S U 2 5 pOGE T
SN R BB . LEAT T, ARSI SCE A 2 TR 2] iR, X
& T A 24T b A SCRGAR T AT SCAR AR R 4y, 20 5 AT SCRNH . R i,
XFF—A S AT NNy, FRATARE SCHR [221] 3204328053, e ldrh S0
A2 DB R A AN SEG, WAT - 1

1. i#EW] ( Transparent ): Ny BoRHUEMHT Ny, AT Ny f)—FpJEPE. FoATHLAT
PAMEWTHE Ny Ny @ —Fh Noo BN, AE “FERBEE v, <[ 2 BB i
PR M

2. ¥BsrBM) ( Partly Opaque ): Ny ANEIEBEM Noy Ny Fl Ny Z [ FFAE AR5l 1R
PEXZR . [RIFEHE, FRATATAEWT N1 Ny &2—Fp Noo G40, FE “Ip 2 H,
“INAT A R BN, DA IR T R T AT I R,
“HT” Wi Z R stk % &

3. ¥4y 21iEtE ( Partly Idiomatic ): Ny Al No 15 LR 4y, 11 N1 7E NiNo B L
JEREIPER, MAER AR Lo B, Ny F Ny Z [ Jo RS KR,
(EIRATIIR AT LAHE KT Ny Ny & —FP Noo G40, 72 “THRIZTE 4, “iHh)” 4
X2 RGP A B ENARAE,  BIA TR R A B YY) A P e O ) 1)
BB SN

4. 542 2)iEYE ( Completely Idiomatic ): Ny Ny 5804, FREEAE N A
& No —FiEE. B, “RFTEMiR 2L, AR —Ffh <k
=, AR A

X PUSEH SR 44 Tl D TEVERR LR B L3R 4.17 0 % P SCRESCAR S IR [221] 1Y
RESRHEAT I TR 2R, FRAT TR AR B ARTE S HERE,  ibIUH BEZ T8 SR & [65].
B, ARFA TN R AR 2 E IR, BATHT AHE A0 P ANE R

IR F S, AR i SGEWIPE” ( Semantic Transparency ) [182],

IAE NLP (gWF5Erf, ATHEZ R I Ak 2 APl G AE Rk FEABEITH,
FMIGERRA “TTEME, A THEX R 4T X5
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AT IR AT FP S TR S IR

LEVERE il 1 TR pey%d
T : [E A R Solid Fuel Solid fuel
175 HH #ihr WX Close to sea Area Coastal area
HI : Iy i Office Appliance Office supplies
A ] I:%  Country Alliance Coalition of nations
ESHIRNE 11X 5% Plan Economy Planned economy
W >IEE 9K Bk Nanometer Technology  Nanotechnology
KHITV : KZE M)y Husband and wife Mr and Mrs Smith, sliced beef
SE4 > i - Lung piece and ox tongue in Chilli sauce
=iH JEA  Consciousness Ideology
- Character

(EAREL BATJEME, Bk ) (B, 8T, k)
XA A Y I F AR, BN AT AU 4R S R el
(s, 1T, e ) (halm, J&T, M)

Horp, KA T w] A A4 il i SRS AR A A8 (18010 S 58 4 > TR
“KREEM R, AT DAHERIETIA 5 F L 0T VA R ANE T — 24 TR

AT PARFX — BOAR T AR G bz BIAITERT AR, AR TH
T TEIHBE” &b “[E AR, FRATRT LAZE— 2P T -

(JCHE, BAJmeE, B ). (R, BT, B
IR, ASRIATHECE “5E” & —Fp “Ip A, AT AT AR -
(WE, HT, ) (WE, ‘mT, i)

TE R3O, AR A T SO & 4 1 ) TR 96 RCRL A2, % RCRL #Y
SIS T RN, X RCRL (AN H 3 5E AT RIS 204

452 HiEEE

ATk RCRCL ARCAN T . AR SR G A4 TR TH 5 4, ATl
SN i 2E

« B 1 4 Ny AN, BB SRS NNy ) EMERR A 5C
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B, fEA S PO A2 NNy AT, ARAZ% D Ny BAE R —4) A1
B B, AR FTREHALS No G HYTE 5 2B AT DARRE NiNoo R, NiN» 1YW
SG4TSR o3, NNy @58 4 T IEERMERAL . A “WiAT & e — Rl DAZLA)
AR MRIERE IR A, JATAT AHERT “FifT & AR A sd &~ Tiatm, &
(8 S AR5 IR A CHR

R 2 - AL GRS G4 A H P T TETEREE .

BN, A SO A A4 TR ORE R WA BORE TR i 44 DRI AR 2 T AT g3
o AR AT, A T WORE A BRI, R X A R SR A 44 Tl E
PR F &I .

B M f R SR A A g (LSRRI ST B AR . & LA U AP Scsd
A A TR YNGR BT PSSR ) 4, RCRL AR AL 2 ) th U 544 1] a0 €
LU U gx&M4ér ( Relational Representation ) 7 FI8 &ML~ ( Compositional
Representation ) ¢;. X FRZMRIR 7 BRI S GATH N Al Ny G XRR, H
BEFRIR G IR N1 A Ny 15 On] 0 iR EE . RCRL BEAYE H s e/ IME A R 4t 2%
g !

T=>_slfu f)+XA D pyullf, f;)
€L @@, €LUU

Hrf sl(fi, fi) BAENIZRSE B ST IEMAR RS, AR ARG 1 5 5L
RV ST A AT @ Ay AT, wl(f, f;) RARMEEE I # %k,
A AL A PR o SR A 44 TR S0 0 2D TEVERR AR AL ( BPIRR 2 ). A 2
AR R 22 > P P 24

REVER R o HEHFEIRAARE, KRR REE T A 410
NNy 1, Ny LNy ZRIIE LK R A THRIGR 1 PR TR RN, 3l
TR SGERE EHE P SO A4 v R RIERHME Fio XRMEFRR 7 7 DAE
W FRBATHE 7 = MLF, Hrp M, @ R MERGE I . KR TERHE Fi g LanE

BIRRAE. 7E 30, APRAETR S RGN N 1Y N7, X FoR Ny BoR g i
Noo I, RATTHE N No a5 X P @B . RO —iE 5 U iR A b vl fig
FIRZWR, I B FRIR T REAFAEME RS, 5 30HR [222] R9J7vAHIL, FR0TE X g
FIEE R TURMER T, E BB/ N IERES . TR E T, AT 3

R TR, FRAIE ST H AR R0 N
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Algorithm 16 Zjir] F-1E il BV
L BRI V (N1, Na) =0

—_

: BV (N1, No) HE Top-r, WWAREISAIES Vi, (N1, Na)
return ijjiﬂfl%i‘ﬁ fverb(Nla N2)

2: for FRAJA]F s € SF do

3:  if Ny € s H N, € s then

4: Ff NiNy 1) BT 3R A V (N, Ny)
5:  endif

6: end for

7

8:

TR BN AT EIHER S, HFIC Sy B RN ) ¢ Sz B Top-k AT
L. WAMBBANA “Ni 1 No” ZAWMBLT ro I, W NiNo RATRENEI . T
ITE LBl R < 12

e (N1, M) = min{L, = 5™ I(guue € 5))

Horb, B qoue ="N1 19 N2”, 1() 2GR REL

B VFAE. X AR AR A4 1] 2 B A 2 K] REAFAE SR R T K &
FEFSCH,  H T B AR B R R [34], AR MARE 164 ah I HFAL .
L ENALEH Guers 7 “(N1 AND Np) NOT Ny Ny, XA A) T s € S), AR My
I No FIRAF AR AR OB RER Ny A N B9 BT SCEhIA] . 4 V(N1 Na) RiX—
HiAMEES, o(v) Zshia v BT KE8L, 12 r, NEhATURIER T, Vi, (N1, Na)
7& V(N1, Na) WA Top-r, iR iR 4. RBCAREDA r, AsiE B T 20
ro W, XA Z AR RN IA], FBAT KRR ShiafpikE Kk -

foers(N1, N2) = min{1, % > )
"o V€V, (N1,N2)

o] IEBURFAIE. ARTEINSR 1, Q2R NN, FI No A i) —m)a) - b g, NNy A
KRt TiEwR .. 2 re AZOTHEIME T, & ghead N “N2 AND N1Ny”,
I.(s, N1 No) HHE/ReREL, 4 HAY NNy € s H Ny € s\ {N1No}, BREGRIE 1, %

PEAH €y RFIR oLy FH.
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%% 4.18: RCRL [HiF A AR

FEAE SRR BFE X

A AE Jauz (N1, N3) = min{1, - Dsest A (Gaus € )}
BT Fuers(N1, No) = min{1, 5537 cy, n, oy ©(0))
oL L B Freaa( N1, No) = min1, =5 g Le(s, NaVa)}
e T PR A Faria (N1, No) = 2 32,1 e, ) 0P (fawa (11, V), 7)
oL A B A Jawua (N1 No) = 2 32,0, v 0P (Jaua (N1, 12), 7)
e A R 1 Y AR e (N1 Vo) = 2 3y 1OP(fuers (1, No) 7)
WL SR BT Foers(N1 N2) = 232,c0,08) ©OP(fuern(N1, 12), 7)

AR AV DT BURHE  fileaa(N1, N2

( % aneCP(Nl) top(fhead(nla N2)7 7—)
ROy RO EIEIRHME  f,0(N1, No) = 1

) =
) = ; anecp 2(]\[2) tOp(fhead(Nla nQ)a T)

SR BRI SE SR«

) 1
Freaa(Ny, No) = min{1, = L(s, NiN2)}

(&
k
Sesqhead

PR, FEREGILT, AR AR AT SR T A SR H R MR,
TETEREZE F IR AT AR A R e FRATR T Tl A A SR [223] $2713C
ARRA A PR, H HFEHRAAE . F1an, B 9 ARB L n AT SR I
PRIBRE 2B, PR Ry A T [ 35 SORBL. FEX—H 00T, R4 4
B HEATEAER AT P 2 Cp(w) i w BYTRHAR p IE2B. 1
TAFIE, FATRE Ny Bl Cp(Ny) H i3, I B SCB i i Bl AR aE Ay -

f(ZLL:c(NbNQ) = % Z top(fau:v(nhN?)’T)

n1€Cp(N1)

Hp R fous (1, N2) 52 faue (T, N2) (7 € Cp(N1) ) el T KRE, TEH,
top(faua:(”l, N2)7 T) = faur(nla N2) 5 7l[il<lj\”J top(fam:(nla N2)77—) =0, %’ﬂ;{f@, )I:Z‘Diﬁ—j
R B RRE R

fc?um(NlﬂN?} = % Z top(faum(N17n2)7T)

anCp/Q(Ng)
AR K AR & AT RB AR p 4B, O il B B AR R SUR A 44 Tl R ) SC
SN FCAB TR . HARAFAEAN 17 Mg, RCRL YR FFIEA RS DL 56 4.18 .
BEATEX =AML E SCPHERAE A min{1, -} SRIE T HRAER I —AL.
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BEHLiEE & &l

u 0809 @ O =31 Gisue
0.6 (0.4}K Q 5 2 (YZEE)
@ “OQ 1O su ot

/4 4.12: RCRL [ REHLFAE AR 7R

HAEMRRE2] - AP BT Cordeiro 28 N\ TAE [207] 22> v 0 & 44 14
A EHEFER . AN E AR 2.z Fm R NN il NU N, TR A1
FEARLRE 12y 78 LN

1 N = - ’ ’ 5 ’ ’
Hij = 5\ cos(T(N1Nz), ¥(Ny + N3)) — cos(T(Ny Ny), (N, + Ny))|

5 DNRE B B ARAEL, G(N1No) Sy NyNy BT, 0(N: + Na) 2 WA
AR AZ Rl TTRAWESE] ;5 € [0, 1], HATHIIALEPERIS A 4 17 A MY
fhij 73 H o

BT B MEARIER IR X, o tagul (Fis £7)s $RATRF L SphereRE F3:
MBI AE T 53k, 4 G(®, 0, W) hJofl. il g4, Hoirfise
& © FRIA L A, A U AT S AT A SR
W iR E ), Wkl (zi,2;) € ¥, FRATE SANE w; ;

Iij v, € Lyx; €L, fi = fj
W;; =<0 v, € Lz € L, fi # f;
Hig =Y HiAth

Hep, v e (0,1) BRBEHT, BT RREEIR0NE. £/ G, v, W), &
1R AL E LA 1 U A2 FT . FRATRHLE,  BEVLIEEE N 2 B o
PR IE T wij, X—FEUEE RS BIZ LA 4.120 (R p1e = 0.8, p3 = 0.4,
pra=0.6. v =038, WIFMHYIREGEE, FTITE w12 =08, wizg=0. w4 =048,
PRtk BEALIEE RSN Pr(l — 2) = 58- Pr(l — 3) = 0. Pr(1 = 4) = 545.

ABENLIEERIEI N S = {z1, -, 218}, HH U NE DA/ 5 node2vec #
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Algorithm 17 RCRL f94H &3 n 2> Bk
: for AP XE G4 v, € LUU do

[

2 BENRIIR LA A RN ¢
3: end for
4 WEE G(@, ¥, W)
5: for i = 1 2| H KE % do
6: M GREPLRFET &S 2" € @
7. HERFH S = {xy, - x5}, HF e =g
8 ML =D 5D s Zzﬂz 120 108 Pr(z4C;)
9: end for
S)E MR ETUN 4 K88
Ml ﬁ[:;:]Emﬁéﬁmmmgﬁ%ﬁ
BERR | ]

P RRMRT
LMr

F; © XARKREAFFL

¢ L HEMRT

x; AP XEERE
4] 4.13: RCRL IR G AL I 22 9 28 58 A
B [166] (Bl HMEARK 3, cpop tigul(fis £3) W EHARATABS 2

i+l

=22 2 [logPri(zc)
S €S j=i—I(j#i)
FIL, S FRATSOL 4T 2 € LUU, RATTASETHAARE ¢ (5414
PERBLEE ps5 B TH SR A2 A AT I R«

RCRL F2L Er 22y S Bk AT 17, TEVIIAILIN B, BB pLOT I 17
HAEHFOR &, I HATRE G(0, v, W). TEFERMIERIEL, CARIHLE R
BT, B BENUEE RS S, I HaEid MU H PR BT H AL AHEROR &

AT < 41305 T T 241452 571 RCRL A (LALIZ M4, I
PSRRI M A EHE T, RSk M 451025 T KU ( #E RCRL
foSEBEt, FRATHOR—RIE L kAU A 440 25, RCRL ASCAR
W%ﬁﬂ,%ﬁﬁ%%%éﬁﬁﬁ—MF-ﬁ?%“&%ﬁx@%%ﬂﬁiﬁ
5 ¢, RPN ) AR B G(®, W, W) s <4855 4540 (B 2 2 er A
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Algorithm 18 RCRL B A i1b24 > Bk

1: for B i G441 v, € LUU do
BEMLET IR SR &
if z; € L then
TSR X RFHIE F;
end if
end for
K G(O, ¥, W)
while B A 8L do
9:  fori=1F|HKENE do
10: M G BEHLRFET & 2" € @
11: /:—Ebjz}?ﬁusz{'rlaaxhﬂ}? ;H\:I:P-lex*
12: WG TR Ry, BHHEHERR G
13:  end for
14: FIHAGHFTIR & FISCR R RFHE F D25 0 254

15: end while

(OFCA T A ) HEFIZE 0 50— FR4%, ORI S BV FERRAE J; BT e RIS 7
MAEHEFIR 6. AT RCRL AR H RS h

»

IR A

i+l

Z ZI (t=f;) logPr =t|Fi, &) )\Z Z Z log Pr(z;|c;)
w,€L teT S €8 j=i—l(j#i)
Horp, T 2R bsiS it a ( BIPURD IR AR ),

TESEBR H,  E A S AR LU« R T i 25 RCRL B4, 3%
IR A Skip-Gram FJ TORFERA [S1] #EATIRMEA L. FRATYINGR 23 I8 45 207 [l
Uﬂéj‘%’@%%?ﬁ?ﬂ!ﬂ&*qjj(ﬁ/ﬁ% i x5 RAETEH D G4 v FRFETS) S 24502

et/ MBS, dHEWFRR & W2 B, KX — NG5 vA -5 > TR R T A

é?:z’é, FA4Hh T RCRL WAL TE, S IURL 18 BIKRGHIKR T A
N, BRI SR L.

453 SCIE9H

FEAT T, AR RCRL AL RCRAE 2 R de EIEFried v, + 55
MR SR STAAERT L o

B 59ch e« /8 RCRL (52ieh, AR 5P DNRE 71 PNRE A
[A] ) SCTEAHZE AT FudanNLP [209] T, AT AR . ARYE B By R AT,
SemTransCNC [224] J2ME— KT UL & A THIARE RS . Eftiid 1 SO R
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E IR TE SCGEMITE, BN, <25 A 5E” PASDC 2 Al # G i < S e /Y. X —%L
P45 RCRL XERYEF WRA BE WA, IR IH ATE & B3 M T30 RCRL f
ORISR EEIESERH QiS¢ A [208] M, i 1 A 30 ST it HowNet
AR SR ( Sememe ) FESCAS o X B AR VI SRR SCAR TR SCRIBLEE,
WA G BRI RCRL,

AEABFZEH FRATH K 4 RCRL BEAT PRI o 5 — 44 Jy CNCBaike,
EAEMNA AR RIS TR FATEEVLA FAlER 2500 ARSI+
WSO A4, 2 HSCRRE B P X S0 B 44 Tl T TR VAR o R[]
RN B A — A2 A A RARE, FANT&EFX 40, HAEE 1330
NRAN TR G40 26 A HdESE CNCWeb, {24 815 MR
IR AT, X A T BN P SGE RN H R T POS A J5 2 MU 4l
W Ffmbrtid R CNCBaike. X4 C7E GitHub IR 1.

£ RCRL HYFFAESHHR T BE, FAN TSNS BEOAE N « k= 5007, =7, = 3.
T =2, 1. =20 LS p =16, FLATHEPLKF CNCBaike £l i AilZhEe . Bnikdemn
MREE, LBl 70%:10%:20%. K CNCWeb & L/, FAiT# CNCWeb
T BEAE o RS, 5 CNCBaike IR MRS . FEALGTERIR T B BL,
HATiaF753E 5000 A, SEEOABN [S] =100, 1=5,A=0.1. y=08, P
MEIRIILEE S d = 50, FATTHAE 5 L5250 ) B RS PN 248 2 ) U(EDxT
FHRHCR I

WA CRE bR « T3 Jeniny TAES RCRL @k [RIARA ) TEPERERE 70 264T
%, FATROZZA~5 RCRL MK BSANE Ay 5t R 2GR

o« IR - AR A B AT RATIE 96 2 4 2B 30 B4
H, HAEFEA K« Ny @ Now Ny + Ny fll Ny — Ny, 492K SVM
Sy,

o SHESK - RAETIZ L4 FAEA [201], L56 P S0 A4 IR A
B H PR SCHEAT 4. 5ot [201] PR IASCIURE, AT E &4
AT SIBMAR I A2, T ARE G SCI — 42,

o AIEPESBE  FoNT2 RS TA A AL A P AT REEL (205, 207 1R £
Gy, TP B AN ES M, RAOTERIEE F It

“https://chywang.github.io/data/access.zip
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K 4.19: A ) IEHEREE 73 AR AE CNCBaike 1 CNCWeb (SRR

Boiidg CNCBaike CNCWeb

Jj ik R FnlE FA R #hE F
Ny + N, 0.622 0.631 0.626 0512 0508  0.510
N, ® N, 0.663  0.657 0.660 0.508 0472  0.489
N, — N, 0.567 0.606 0.586 0.597 0478  0.531

King {1 Cook [201] 0.664  0.691 0.682 0.563 0582  0.572
Salehi %5 A\ [205] 0.675  0.663  0.669 0.705  0.648  0.675
Cordeiro 4 A [207] 0.704  0.693  0.698 0.723  0.652  0.686

Pattern 0.770  0.766  0.768 0.745 0.687  0.715
RRL 0.785 0.776 ~ 0.780 0.762  0.703 0.731
RCRL 0.801 0.783  0.792 0.784  0.733 0.758

EAYEE, RERIRAYR oA DA T TR IR AR

o LB RATRAET SVM (4 B8 B e I E 42 F, 364740
2, FEXAALC K Pattern,

* RCRL R84 - iX—BR5 RCRL 2K, Kfr T AMR, K RRL,

PN RS LSRR AR LR 4.19, TE R R B EL T EEARES L
IR A, H: F{AATE FIAE 40% £ 60% 2 7], X4 IR RA 2> — e
AR A2 Z B X & . King I Cook (177 [201] 5L X R0
RBYSRIRROR I AP AT I RP SR ZAE A [205, 207] 5FATHIE 55 Bkl X,
{ER2HACR H RCRL WG, PR AR A BEA 25 08 h SO F RFIRIE SR T
% Pattern. RRL Ml RCRL, FATAIICIER Y~ K AMFRLEHEGEZIR, #XS
W SO A 44 TR ) 2T TR R FE R NG . BRI &, 420 RCRL BRI 2
TR FE .

SROMPT « AERFIERET B, SRR A p BBE - STERE R NI K
o XT SRk WBCE, FATR kRIEFE {50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 2000} HHREATIH%E,
MV ZB k> 500 1, FATAT ASHERE] R0 2 1y S A A ey 1. Ik, 347
Bk BROABCH 500, S0 p RYTHEIE RS k201« 24 p ad/ i, I RATTE S RGNS
JERRGE A, P LR RCRA R 5 24 p RIS, §RMTEF R 95
G MR AEIRNTRTERNE T, AERBREN p =16, T —&, FATH
B2 ras ros re M T W FERX—3C5 Y, AR ET 02K HS 5
ERZEME. SR -AHSRREBESE G, RAMERESE 7 B2 i
U=y, RIS EIE T JIE R 02K, FF HOR W3 F A A & 250k
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0.85- 0.85-
0.804 0.80
] //\ o7 f\
S 0.70- § o704
? b
L 0.65 T T T T 1 &L 0.5 T T T T 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
I’a I'v
(a) THRESH ry (b) JHEESH 7,
0.85+ 0.85+
0.80 0.80
0.751 /_\ 0.75 /\.
% 0.704 £ o0.704
@ b
L 0.65 T s 5
0 50 100 et S S S S S
r. T
(c) THEESH e (d) WESH T
Kl 4.14: RCRL BFRHERIP S8 ras v e T 7 BUTREESCIR SR
3 4.20: RCRL [P F0 Z=61
Pl FiEE ik mmas R YesegiR
H11H H4FE  Knowledge Youth Sent-down youth I 111
B4 B Bronze Age The Bronze Age II 111
MR 4y Postal service Coding Postal code v II
S AL, Religion Ceremony  Religious ceremony 111 11
B EE. KAV DN SHE, RFFHADS O EBRCEIAME, S5
SN 4.14,

MESE F; JEGE R, FRATHEE RCRL BA B A SEL, SRR 4.15.
FATRESE Y 1 d BEGAMEN : v = 08 Hil d = 60, I HAFRKIHE—1SHW
Ho MSEIRZEE, FROTTLMSHPIAEE < 1) ERELIFE AR TR S50 B
THAMFIRFEIIIRER 5 i) UFIR2ET [0 R d R3EE 51 )RR 3 E A
LB, BRI R . FRAT AR T3k 18IE R e, FkaztT 500 3%
REF, FRATRIBZL AR T PR, I BCIRL F (. Mg nT 0, BEM F RS
HERUE G I 202 LT, BT 4500 NMER)E, SRR RE .
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0.85+

-
'S
0.85+ T 0.80-
0.80+ 075_
0.75+ 0.70
0.70+
0.65
0.65+
v 0.60
0.60 T T T T 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(a) WESH v (b) HHESHd
0.85+
0.804

o
9
o

./J/w*’H**”

L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
Itration

(c) APREEAC AL
] 4.15: RCRL BRSO I 458

WA S RBIVETE © FRATH RCRL AR EBIHEAT 0T, B 5 i
# 4.20. AT T RCRL /Y 300 MEEERZEBI, BRI F, —HA PR 32455 1%
IR - RIS % (Metaphor Detection Error, 4i5 % MDE ) Bzt b2k i
( Lack-of-Pattern Error, %5 A LPE ), MDE |5 2| firfg Tl £t 1) 43.8%, R AAERR
R, B SRR RARS, R 7P U AR ) TR
Biln, “FRFEFE” 57 20 T 50 AEA R U R F " 4l 52 S B8E W M
ity BAA AT TARRAERR N, AT IS S i T AERHE RO AR, AR
TSGR PRGN B RIR B4R, “IA R 4R SEE SRk, AWy
B A RBEYIN . RIRAEHRIE RN LPE, FEH1X AT & 47 Tl Al o 11 5 X
e EERHE AR OB REE, DR G S i) 6 42%

F1 Score
4
o
o
Il

g
o
a

454 RNAWR

FEAT T, AR RCRL {958 P B O (ELZEA TR TS FRATAE = AR it ie
TS G AR TE SCHERR -5 SO NLP iy R &, I HAFSE RCRL J2 4ifaf {2
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421 PO AR A G R ) TEVEAR A

Jiik Rl 1 Z 1 251 11 P 1V
Pattern 47.2% 33.6% 15.0% 4.2%
RRL 53.1% 31.2% 14.2% 1.5%
RCRL 51.1% 34.6% 12.2% 2.1%

ANTAGSVHE  (49.2%+1.4%) (38.1%+1.5%) (10.8%+0.4%) (1.9%+1.4%)

P SCH SRS F HARAE T .

WPSCiE SRR ST Y ¢ B AT IENERS I T B ARTE S R T
PEo FEARDFIE, AR A BIIRSNR) JEREIE SO B R, 30 A2 1]
SJTEERREER AT o FATTA P SO 28 E R TR R HLRAE 5000 N A 4406, oG
I SE 0 AP B 7 ¥A (B Pattern, RRL A1 RCRL ) Fiilix 5000 4~52 A
AR B . AE3R 421, IRATHIH T =FBEALF I 1) o SO A 44 10 T T
PERRRE) Al esh, FATEMX —BARE A R REVIRAE T 400 M G241 =K,
RN TAREH A B, TR P HESR . fEX=UCRFEZ G, AR
HERY t RS AT o ) EAR TR, HEA SR 95%. HE5 AT, 5 Pattern #l
RRL # I, Hi RCRL A iy o 11 5 By N AT i i ny . X —
GURM T — R, R S G4 (2 50.8% ) HYTE L SR AN Y,
TEARFFEEE ERAR iR

A FEAT: B o B8 73 R e it vh S0 B AR TR S PR AR . ATV BT
SR, AR SO B S TR R R A AR A K A A B, A R A S
NLP (R4 B it —2 8. Hoan, 435 SO SO g SO EE R, 2R
X R SCA R i BE VBRI, FRATI R 5X —RaB R — A B2 o] ool SCRAR,
T AN A2 R R S SO A 48Tl ) ) [ 1 i1 DAF-35, AR B B A Uk iX—
AR AR HAASE (B4 Qi &8 A [208] ) MIE5IEHHWI &

IV ST PRAERIEE R G R QIS [218] R, M MIE & WAEE N
HERIPLES B R R R B BRI . FEABFGH, FAVER RIS S A 24 101 >
TR R S AL B PR AR MR A SC I M. FRATRIF P ol 2 24 b L 13 | 2
Google Translation!® {1 Bing Microsoft Translator!®:(¢ CNCBaike £{#E4E i h U &
VAR T . PO MR R RE AR (Bl BLEU ) R A3 SCE
G2 BT, AT TARE RIS R A I, YRS R > 15 AR B

Shttps://translate.google.com
"https://www.bing.com/translator

145


https://translate.google.com
https://www.bing.com/translator

FEAII T KA 8 5T

4220 A[A] I TEVERR B Y b SO 4% TR D L I A 2 L A

HEIHE JON T NI RN T 2R IV
Google Translation  98.2% 92.6%  75.0% 64.2%
Microsoft Translator 97.4% 90.2%  78.2% 58.2%

% 4.23: Google Translation £l Microsoft Translator %if H1 SCAZ 544 1al 1 Bl 1R 45 5

L A 241 Google Translation 5. Microsoft Translator 45

R Couple lungs Couple lung slices

WEHENE © Mr and Mrs Smith (Sliced beef and ox organs in chili sauce)
r-pad 4 Bamboo book year The Annals of Bamboo Books
WEHENE © Bamboo Annals (A chronicle of ancient China)

I Private teacher Becoming

WEHENE « Citizen-managed teacher (teachers in rural schools who do not
receive the normal remuneration from the government)

PRUERAE, SR ILFE 422, ] DAE L, ALES RIS HERGPE 5 ) Th A B A
KIEME . B SCEI I A 44 I R SR 4 R ) HER Y, P | 4
G 30R 98.2% Fl 97.4%. ST A4 I ST TEERE OB, B,

R A3 T 3 AN SR A 44 TR IR D R 2 DA S R RS | 1 R
g, FUILATIL, AL RV TRLAOCR SO A A T TR B, AT
X BT S 1M S X, B0, Microsoft Translator 4 “J¢FEfii i FH1% A “Couple
lung slices”, FEFELLHIFHr, BT ARBIER, HLAFRIIET 2450 T AL TEMRER
BN, BN, Microsoft Translator 5 “EEINEIN B “Becoming”, iX—I 4 HIN
t, H AT ALES BRI AME DAL B v 2T 1B VR A« B AT RERY R R, HLgs
BIPEREE ( LIRSS & R VB AL A AL RIS [159] ) #if
== N N e a1 R D0 oy a2 S e e o =S WA 1 B T2 R O 1 O [ E
B AT 55 FSEE FT DA S oAt NLP AR 45 61745 6, $RTHBI8LRY H AR E S TR g

RCRL M i 4 & PR SsBH] © JR45 RCRL fRULR) & S A 24 1Al
BRI, AT RCRL GER N M TRiEES . fE91ET S5 RCRL AL
% AWM S 2 R A4 T GE . BATEIGEE S L8 T RCRL (1942
&, FETZ W ) Reddy £ida4E [203] EyF EAE 9B &4 W B H S 2 E 55
P SEBOR . FEse By, B IRATEE AT SC BRI S A TR AR I, FRAT T I 28
BRI s, Fildn <[] of [..]7. “[.1s[...]”s “[...] thatis [...]”. “[...] which is
[...]” %8, RCRL T HAHFRREET MR, IAERIEE P AT EME . H
T Reddy 4L MAT 55 @ X 4H A BT T, FRATTRF RCRL 14 43 48 iR 41 2%
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% 4.24: SRR G4 A A PRI 45 2R

Jiik Wi BRZAIDERE p
Reddy Z A [203] 0.7
Salehi 25 A_[205]  0.80
Cordeiro %8 A\ [207] 0.82
RCRL 0.81

ORI, AR

i+l

T =Y (s Fud)—s)’ =2 > > logPr(z;|5)
zi€L S ©€8 j=i—l(j#i)

Hrp, 8(xi F, 6) RIGER G2 v IINA G s AHNTARESEL

AEMET B, FATRAI -5 ESAG - AHXT HE, DA B2 2R A 6 2 80 p A1 P
FAbR. SRR BT TR TR A A B A SCHR [207], SEIRARAR LR 4.240 bkl i,
FATHY 7% RCRL HYSEERER N p = 0.81, L Reddy ¢ A [203] & HH ARG Z B fioks
iy, WGPPSR SOTA Jrik [205, 207] Z52R-MMEL. Pk, RCRL A5g4ie
X SCREE TR ERY, W] AESSERARAR BV

4.6 ING

FEAE A0 A N ERLAZ AR IR WS AR B A 5, 32 1 T PNRE
H1 DNRE PRSI, M SCRESCA il B P25 TH O R . o, PNRE SR
AR MBI SR RO, AP SO SCAS T2l 2Rk SO R NETE S 1, I
H S BCE AR ¢ & =041 ; DNRE Jgfli 77 PNRE G BUB S8 5 1500
RAX—GA, FH T =B Bds ks Bk, FEAMKEENABIITE T, 8
MFESCAY o3 3] 56 22 A2 i se BRI AR, PG SR 2 By KR —ocdl. fE
SCHERE RS LR SERR R T R R AT ATE AT R A AR S 15
T, RIGZMERERR . FEMRAE b, AT 2B R, WA I
SCRRRHEAR, AT A A SCR RAGIRSCOR R 2 X &R, HF Hfeth RCRL
TR I HESE, SEBLrp S B A4 TR S TR BE TN . 5 5R R A = m R
TAERAEE, ANESR R FRAE R T SOE SRR K R BOE AR, AN 2P0 R #
PR, B TR RIRCR o
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FHE BES5RE

AREE X AR SC A ) R SCRE SCARY S AR U T AR EA Tl 2R 4E, I LA
HOAEF AL A e S, PRI AR TARRIB S R

51 B4

HIRF i . B RS AT RIS B 35 B0 AR R TR
K ZHHAE RN NLP AR5 2 —, A TCEEAE AL BRI h il B s 4544 Ly
IR, R RAUBERIR SR AR R 1 BORBER, SCHGE SR . B BRI
Bl By BEREARSF 2 NLP AL55 . AR H AT ¢ A B T 72 5 B0 ) )7 A SO 4,
ANBEA I ST SCAIRE R SCR R g BT AR . L, ARSCrt
FEEETE R TR 8 SO SCAS, TRAR R AT A1 I BR L 27 S RSCAZ SR R,
[A] I 25 18 SCH ARTE S IR, AR BE AR P SR SCAR Y S AR U A, 2 i
T RN SERE IR T S8 T U LR S5 AR SCIR ] P SCHRE SUAS Y 6 A il BUE 2R R Y
E BT

LRl A B RO /AN - 7320k 22 KIBUAIR E i 2 R Ak
FORMAL W EEIEA, KR LTI ERMN. SEEESHE, fTPhe
B E IR EA SR, g T & SRS RE A BRI SCAR DT EL I 7
VR AL G E M AT AN BRI B A SO S A B i
& RMTHRANEN P SORTERFHME RS, B SC E R & RAETRIR A S
[ R, B2 > v SR 3] A ] 1) e A ey B S I b 57 3] 9 3] ) B 03X
— BT LAEEEE T =AY - B R B RO R YR B (IPM ),
TR A 200 L P ALE &R Y ( TPM ) FH2E TR IE A2 3 i L B L
REZF BB (FOPM ), SLERZ LM, IPM XT3 B AR BRI JE.
TPM £l FOPM X} TH 3¢ BN LK R SRR, B 7T stE .

2. GBS I SO RN ¢ FIRECT Rl AR B AL e AR A N AR
FERNZRER = BEAORE, X AN A AR BT 55 BRI A R iz . AT
PATRHIR ABEEA A BEA, IR AHBIR R TR I 2 1 75 SO R L, M
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ZATRIE. 2. ZWILRA=NAE, PR TX—RERMY 20 H
Y, R AR ZR BB DU ST HESRE ( TEAL ) R EEXHL-E T AL, FFRHL
P JEAR 28 R BT A7 56 AR R B AR T I R A A B TR A5 5 2 ) 45
H IR BIIE A BUE B ( TFOPM ), KLy AR AUER BOBIE 28 1%
SEM (ITFOPM ) 465 T IREE A2 ST ROBUEARTEXS 7 50 R,  SEBL 1 1 [7]
/INERIRIES TR E B AR T 5 MEROG &R ik ABE%Y ( SphereRE ) 52 FhE
TR 5 28 70 AT 05 SCBAE, 2 2] I SB IR 6 R BRI AR, it
BUA] AT Z PRI R R AT 4328 . MY NLP A1 55 (1) SEERRCRUE R 73X = A
B A R

AR BT OISR B SO - SR SO AR E 2 A AR BT A
KZR, AR Y 5 R0 N LHe e iy, MEAY™f 2= eitel,
HOOF S SCAR ) 1 Sl 2 R B . FRATT R ST PR R B o R A2
BE, WA SCESCA R MR R . Hod, JETEGRIAE LT
fER AN ( PNRE ) R 248 %, MBI I 2815 SO R
HUETS SR b WS bkt EU G VRS et Saw DG VA U E | Y VA e = R 4
P IRl E LR AL R ANMEEIL ( DNRE ) O =P B BRIk 53k, il
T PNRE HRESH U EAAN B & Rl i, SEIU P SCRLSCAR ) 73 31 5K &
AR SEREAA TR, $RTT T R AR A SR FA TR, iR
ViR SRRSO B PN SO SCA R 2 R, I HIEIR 1 e &
PELG LA PSR 2TRER ( RCRL ), 3w SCA 544 11 ~J 15 AR FE 2B A T 0 o
FRGEIRRY], X BERAAE P SOOI K A BGOSR, A N TRE K
RIGNAH, BUFBOARTIHI SELHR AR .

X =R T E ARG —, AR SRR SCRE SO & AR AU 5 g

AL E, HARE. BREIE, BETHRA Hd, 2Tl AR L A¢ R A
FEEN A R SC BTN, A T BT IR R SR TR ) SR B 5 SR
WEBIIRT I SO R AU HAn T e E 2 R, ZihE . ZW{LRARYE, HHY
J& 7 BT A Y 56 ZR BRI py B A S 1) 5 A LT R ZR Al i SRR U AK
B PR Y 56 AR R R ITH08, 2R T ARSI T SO B B B, 92
AR EZ P E MR R ToigREE T, IR ERESR, UL T B
AT FEME R = A R
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52 RERI{ERZ

FRATRFARELWT S8 111 Hh SCHE SCAR Y O AR SO LA 25 7], R Rl 57

PRI PP SR AR BT 2 ) 2% 1) B2 iy SO 28 H SR, iR PR R
2] 5 R AN Gl SGE T A RR I 2 M 2B, DA ST IR
BRI 5 AR A BEARSE A, DAt o SCHE S P LA 3 BEA AL B A o

L R SR R DR P SO0G ZR AL« AR SCRR Y Y v SO AR Pl BURR T B
SOAR, AT K AR 2 M 2 [35, 171, 172, 174, 176] R AR
HANKR. P, ATRAEE 22 [62]. Xt [29, 120] <AL, i
ERFNEER A S0 SCA (Bl SeAs  sessaE) (ATl s g ) e
PE-fET S A LRI ) A RRTR, PR IR R B, 1k
FIE ARG . HATRN SR H Y.

 FET LI S 2%iE O R I ZNHERY - 15 X R ARSI 5 HE R
SMBOCREY], G D] m A 23 )8 A @A LR Ao R AL (75,
761, FRAr B IR A H AT DARE TN R R R 2 S RUR [225]. 7R
s, IPM. TPM, FOPM Al SphereRE S A5 RUERTE AN [i] 1) ] 4 A] 7
BT IE SRR, SR, XS AT AR T B N A 45 A
RS, MEDAE AT B R R AR L. FEASRRIBESE TAES, A
THRIRRE TR 2 W 28R 752 2l OG22 H BRI, AT B8 4 b2 5] N [
PR RAETHRA S [ IR o

W PWERIRRAOR Y 2 5 R b4y - BT IR I 1 NLP SR i 2 —

FETABAIN T H IR E R IR FIHERLRE Ty 8Be 55, PELAS T RIAOGBEAR 5 285
SHESMR T FEA O DNRE #1 RCRL S3EWF5SH, FoA1#8 & B Rk
SRR A2 R L FE 6T o SCRESCAR ) 6 AR A ORI SCBEAR R O 2. FAT 1Tl
PABIAT # R PR AR (B0 [179] ) AR Bt ghaids, AR RS A
PERHARYERNR B R > FIE [196], B > T e TR 2 A SOA R
2 [184, 185, 187, 189], RFIBM AT HIERIRZ R4 ] MR Z R HE SR,
PASR T AW I b o SR AU 7 2%

- Gt SCIE S A NR I R e I R - AR SCR R IPML. TPM., DNRE Al
RCRL U BSERAE A R AR FE LA T W SO 5 AR EOEE RN, ST
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B SEIRROR . AEDASIIFTE R, FRANTRE HL 5 T8 AT R B e 22 X 2%
Gih HSCEF AR ( BIANS7% [226,227] 35 ), (EAGHI 4 M 467EF ] SCARE
AERGTRIIN, AN i BB RN ELasC P 24 5 20 o SO, REAS AR Tl 69 45
REAFE BB TR, S THRZR il AR o

- KT BRI BRI ¢ R A B - BB TR S ) SORAE NLP jy i — 2
K, WL FRA ( Deep Language Models ) AT DAXT F 2838 & H Y45 Foe
RIATE AR IR SRR 2] o X BRI A0 3G ELMo [228]. BERT [229].
Transformer-XL [230]. XLNet [231] &%, i T A8 SCHFFEHIRT G2 i SR SCAS,
B2 RGH) B IUER, BRFREE SR T AT B A —E Bk
P TEARR, FROTAT AR IR B TR S ) R S BE ) S A T RS &, 1R
TR IR HER T
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