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HARS EEMFED D TFIZHNT, HEED R BEER
DOBRIEZERT L Z L IFERICEETHD. Word
Embedding (WE) &, #fiZ LT —2THdTF A
%#6 j?é &C, HEEOSEN - ERITE R %
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Ml U SUIRIZ B & BB L 72 Rk & R DIEHAIC H B |
EHIHRE LAAS, WHRFEFLE F72H USRI HEX
Tz, BB WEEIIXANT D I ENTEIRN,
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AWFETIE, NEEETINVORERN L2 HKE LT
B & RGN S RIEE MM T H LN TEDE
TR IREL, N O FE R EAD
% %8 U Cariid 5.
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A& BAMT 5 2 LRI b WE %813,
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MTHY, F2EIFEAHE UTHEL BRWEEED WE
L OYWHELEORNTH S, /2, 2 ODDOHIED WE
FLOELEZ2 RO LS IZFHEINS.

sim(wy, We) = Uy, * Vwy + Duy (2)

ZZ Ty (XHEEw D WE THY, by, 1331 T ATH
Thd.
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SGNS E7)VTIE, 1 RUTRUZEY, EAMITX
A7 GBI OB & W EEDUE OB OMFIT, JHHE
PED & 5 BERERIEE S G IENTETNS.
U723>T, SGNS & FEBRDAIET, &Y xF&HMEI
MAENTAEETIVEEEST L Z LT, HEMEOEHRE
SRANEE T2 Z N TEI 0TIV & HEHIX
Nnd.

T ZTHX~IE SGNS DHGERT NOFLUE - W HELL
EIZ& 2 HWEE» S WE 22832012y, &
E2OAPLEFEEITOETINE, THIZHIA T SGNS
&R X 2 1HHA L CFEEE2TOETIVD 2D
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3.1 Word Embedding from Thesauri

£9, HEEROANS WE 2FEHT2ETVEL
T, Word Embedding from Thesauri (WE-T) % 2%
T35, HIEHZ 3 AIRT.
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SuwyAw BTNTN, v IlHTIHBFEDOES, WHE
MOEREZRT. B1HIFITARNTOHEFEDORT D
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3.2 Word Embedding from Thesauri
and Distributional Information

TrEER e XREHRE AT WE 2%895E7
L& LT, Word Embedding from Thesauri and Dis-
tributional Information (WE-TD) ##2%9 4. 1 X
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4.1 GRE Antonym question task

W FEFE BT B AT A B &I B 7201,
R FFEHIWr OFEAE T & < WS M5 GRE Antonym
Question Task[5] # FHWCFHiZ175. ZOMETIZ,
—OOMIZZ =Y NOHEEL 5 DDOX EEGAH THE
FENTWS. BUNISH 2R
s N

tawdry (Nan7R)

A.  sagacious (BHHZ)
truthful (589 %)
hilarious (FF5&ZR)
elegant (L& 72R)
functional (fHf]74)
N /
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# 1: GRE antonym question task (23 | % SZERE R
FIFt v b Y ~ A i v kB
Prec. Rec. F Prec. Rec. F Prec. Rec. F
EEREGE 1.00 049 0.66 | 098 045 0.62 | 098 0.45 0.61
WE-T 092 0.71 0.80| 090 0.72 0.80 | 090 0.72 0.80
SGNS 0.09 0.08 0.09 | 0.08 0.07 0.07]| 0.07 0.07 0.07
Yih 5, 2012[6] 0.8 087 0.87 | 081 0.80 0.81| — —
Zhang 5, 2014[7] | 0.88 0.88 0.88 | 0.82 0.82 0.82| — - —
WE-TD 0.92 091 091 | 090 0.88 0.89 | 0.89 0.87 0.88
RELVAZETNTHEE LA WE T ORMBEICHE 4.4 FH@MIEE
F572012, FTE—7Y bRk OELEZ 2 .
REFVCHEL, BBLEDENE D% RT3 %@ﬂﬂ@f%t%f%”°t I, RIS F i
FAWTRHfi 247> 72, F I, W& L HEROFF

Zeedd. ZELU, FERIZ—DTE RAEEVFL

LGB I REE &R L & L.
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&7mﬁ*ﬁbf¥ﬁu7%@ﬁ%%,m3mﬁm:
HUTEY 6.5 sEOMBFIENERINT VD,

— B LT —4& & LT, Wikipedia £/_—YH
LARAITERBEEZWI RN AZTFANZHANZ, H
BWMEBIIN 7T THETHD. I bR Ui
LUT, IRTOXFENLFALL 215, HBHHE E
A7 100,000 A7 &% 1 DHEED 5 BB T — 7))L & fERK
U7z,
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H7iR D GRE Antonym Question Task DBHFE& v
NERAWV, ETNVFEIIBELRINT A =R EREL
. £F, WE-TEFNIZONT, X7 ML
13 300 k7%, AdaGrad IZ & B8 T EIEUE 20 7], #E
#1320.03, U~ £E23RBTEINA13=13F
A—=R o IFRBFELFERFEOTNTNORT DL
M5 328 L7 RIZWE-TD €E7)MIDWT, 7
Wikipedia 7* 51X H B9 % _EA7 100,000 FEDAIZ DU
THEBERZRF DT TN EEEL, FHIZHW .
4 RIZBTB2NAIN—=)3F A—& 315100, SGNS iZ
BIIDEHBIBE LS, Lz DY N EETEO Y ¢
VRIS ZXCWES, BTV U TDOUEWEIL
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FTHS. 72720, RFHIZE VT, #ERIEE
& AT o MBI S IEEBOE G, HERIEE
MBI 2 EBHE U,
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EULLKZEZONE ST, SURIEHD A TIIR 55 W
WEHELWNZ 2 2RLUTWS. RIZWE-T T, #FMh
v b U TITHIn % R— 22 U2 BEFEILES
MHREZE HIF TS, ZHITEEEIEH S M X D 5t
%W%M%w$% Hﬁf*tt@f%ét%i%ﬂ

BIC WE-TD &, F 1 0.89 & &E @\ IEEE
mbt. XLICHFEEY MBS F A jﬂ“bfaTr
fifizy MZBIF D FEOK FBRBREGFEFELD DKL,
WE-TD & @O bEREZ FED &L 5 2 5.

iz, #iity s BiZxd d WE-TD DOFREE &
IZDWTR 2 IR, EEOBRMREI HREHEFICDH
8—=2TH2N, PERTEZFIIODNTELLE
A =1y NHEEIZRT U CTHEMEIX 0.01 AR & FEHIC
K< R>THY, WE & UTIHEE Lo HM: % ik
EONELNTVWEEERD. ULRLANDS, [EEN
BWNBELHVTEHLUTLUES>TWAEREDIZ, &
BRAIZIZIE W E D DR FFE TIRAWVHGEMIZE W T
LHEBEMEMMELS BT LEL L EEZLND. 7,

WG 2R —ry N EEEDOREME IR U THMEL
BERETS. £9, HBEMENHHITEN (< 0.1) DN
A—=IZDONWTI, BIFEDEHT—ROFEIZHD

BOEDEITTEL, HE LRV NEEDOS D
thorz. BikERALGATE, BBEXTOEWRNS
ﬁ%ﬁMwa@%WEQétwoiogﬁzé_t
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# 2: WE-TD O#fity b BIZH ) 2#HEED 3

]ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ AR EREROESE SMERIINTEE
B 88 1.00 0.12
ERIDEEEIZH B 15 0.17 0.02
ERIPEEEIZH D 4 0.05 0.01
IEEEEE OMELE < 0.1 28 0.32 0.04
IEEREE DFLUE < 0.5 53 0.40 0.05
IEERE L OFLUE > 0.9 13 0.15 0.02
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D HGE & OFBENE L (> 0.9) HEr TN THWE N
A= NZDOWTIE, B RIS 2R
TERATFICR L, MDORREXARTHET 2560

WD THdDEEZLND.
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ARFZETIX, WEEEOHMREDM L2 HYE U
T, Fi722220DFTI)IVERELZ. GRE Antonym
Question Task % FWW TR EEO MW MERED G 2 17
W, $REUZEEENER L RERNSFETL2ET I
TBETENS T%D F i L2 ER LU -, SBOH
e LT, MOBRBERIZHTEEE2ITH 2 & 8%
Fonsd.
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