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BALEL S SEoARMEIR RS HKEH CHE (201843 )

Xt w MZX LU T state-of-the-art DFRGMAEE %2 LH U 7=,
IEHLTWASPZDOWTH AL 2T > THEEL .

CE-CLCNN: Character Encoder 7 fA\L 7= Character-level
Convolutional Neural Networks IC& 2T F X M348

AbH 2

RBRS: BT AW LR
{shunsuke.kitada.8y@stu., iyatomi@}hosei.ac.jp

HARGEAR Y O BEE Z L IZHRER X Y] D D37 WEREOMNT L, — M R BRI 2 ML 7248, TN 61269 2878
ABRWNBETH D, 7z, BFEENZ 57-HD data augmentation Z HASFELMICHEHAT 23546, BWROMN2Ed 57208
R TIXRV. R TIRZ NS OFEZ KRS T, XEHHEE1TX 5 end-to-end €T IV TH % character encoder character-level
convolutional neural networks (CE-CLCNN) %259 5. CE-CLCNN (&, f#tid 2 X D& X FxEGEEL LTHS 2L T, XFD
WRBIZEH UENZMOIAAZEHT 27210 TR, HERHRDE D data augmentation AEAHAREL 7425, F£7z, CNN OFfD
R U 722860 % CEMT G 5720, BRACEMTENNERTE S, RfETIE, CE-CLCNN AN TWEF—
A TARTIZ CE-CLONN X HSEHEIT OB, IR & DS

1 ([EL®IC

HEB IR IC BT 5ED 1 OTH Y, K
deep neural networks (2 B W T LMEAER ] E X
5 1= DIThRZ IR IEAEFEDMRE I T WS [1, 2], &
727 — Xty b EFEHIZIEX S data augmentation
HNALMEREZ M X E 2 EERFR L U ClE/A <M
X, MEIPERIN TS, BREEWHIZBIT S
data augmentation |3 BFAE# LKL, >V —F
A N BGEA I, AL I AT K B HEERBIO A
B2 ERBIT5NED, TNSIREMRDhLESHY
METH Y, FIWRRHEERD 72 1T X TER D FRR
MRBETHSZ oMU THETIZRL.

I THFELI U CTHAREXHEGE, BEFEL
Wo 27 VTEOEETI, MBI IERRS b E
SN LW INT VWD, ZORBIZN LU GEETI
BAEE E DR FE A character-level DREFEE W72 X
ENFHFEMREINTE /2 [3, 4). Character-level
convolutional neural networks (CLCNN) [3] (&
PRI B THEME S LW % EIF T\ convolutional
neural networks (CNN) O AN % 1¥GiZ L7zH DT,
one-hot KL & U724 F%, lookup table % DD
IAAFEEHEHIETRONZRIZE AL, —
WL HIZEAAL Z 22X 02, #ziT>5. 2
D7z% CLCNN Z AN T 2 XED Db E S HIARE
T, BB O I B BETHETE
BER NIRRT H B, LD LD S HARGE R HE
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RERY, XFHOLWEETIIEFE AR ERILT
LESHEN D 5.

Z OREIZH U T A 2 Mk 5 & X F 2 Ef &
A7 U, BB T Mm% AJ1 & U7z convolutional
auto-encoder (CAE) [5] % PCA (2 & 2Kkt DX+
DMDIAARKI] % FH G714, TOXFREEZHNT
#%Bt®D CLCNN O%#E 2175 ETIA, BHSIZE-
TREINT VS [4]. ZOFREECFEE GRS LT
D EIZ&Y, EXFDAREZIEIP LIz FDNRT ZEK
HoOES»HFETE S, CNN ZRX—Z & L7z CLCNN
Tlix, PMEMREZ MDD E72DIZKEDTF AN T—X
PRETHEZEDVHIONTED, T—R2EHBAREL
TWAEAIZIE, data augmentation (2 & - THHUH
IZT = XEERT I EBBETH L. HS5IXZ DM
BUZKR U CTIRREEMAEHT YA EE 72 data augmentation &
LT, wildcard training (WT) Z2£ L T\W5d. Th
FFEEROANLED T TH L FENRT MIVOIEE
DERIZH LT, 7 VX LI dropout [1] B &
TILMERED KiF 72 M A2 > 72 FHET, HAEHD
FHHHEEX Web FriEGLF BT 2 FrEtHEEFED X
AZITENT, K 10%RERA L2 L Tws, —
i, TOETIVIECAE & CLCNN O%# & 51217 -
TWA72HIZ, WaEH FORMAZRI N T W, £/
NFEMERE U THES>TWDAY v bEF2ITHENL
ENTELT, IORIZBEORMMATIAENI-.

DAFE Liu & [6] 1£, CNN % i\ 7z character encoder
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Chunk size

/—/H
(B#WETHS, BRIEELED,

Batch
size

[ COEEDEDETLIES & L\...]

Convert character to font image and reshape array

Wildcard Training

Batch
size
X
Chunk
size

CLCNN

128

—_ ———)
= & - E

—

— ;}ugjj

—

Encode character and ~ Feed character embedding
reshape array with CLCNN

;
N

X 1: ##EFIL (CE-CLCNN) D45

& gated recurrent unit (GRU) [7] Z T, HAGE
P HhERE, FWEEEO G D S X ERBDER & X
HNHE T end-to-end THEETHET N EREL T
W5, ZOETITIE, BHSDETIVE R D HMR
N SCFIIRZ RS 5 K D IZEH 2T > TOWRWA,
TEARAPRFEAMEL TN B SCFEDIE W CFRBUT 8o T
5ZENRINT VWS, F7z, HEGEDSCFHEGIZ
UTCAE ZEMH L, ZOXFRHE%ZHWTHGELRE
ZHERT D SubDTFIE 8] b, FEI N FRE
IZBWT, ARIRFEDML T WS SCFITH L TEWX
FREEZFEETETVD ZEARINT VS,

IO UEERPOARMETIE, MITT 5 XD
RHERE UT, XFHRIRITIE U 7ARIR T DHL DA AR
R, XFERADEEDP S XENMHETHLT
{7 A % end-to-end €T )V TdH %, character encoder
character-level convolutional neural networks (CE-
CLONN) %42%%%. CE-CLCNN 13, ZhZToH

PR E DEFEDMN CHRETH > A T O R X
(1) ICREE T OWE X, (2) XFREDLHRRMED &5l
SEIINDBYHE, (3) HASFENEIZE T 5 data
augmentation DR X YL, &OSCFENTRE
EPULMEE A IZETIVTHS.

2 CE-CLCNN

#2293 % CE-CLCNN O2#4 %X 11233, CE-
CLCNN [E 37l 6 7RI % %33 % character
encoder (CE) & X FE/3#{%#175 CLCNN THK I
TW5., ZNoDry b7 —2 KT 5 EAAA

— 1180 —

# 1: Character Encoder (CE) D7 —F%7 27 F ¥
Layer #
1 Conv(k=(3, 3), 0=32) — ReLU
Maxpool(k=(2, 2))
Conv(k=(3, 3), 0=32) — ReLU
Maxpool(k=(2, 2))
Conv(k=(3, 3), 0=32) — ReLU
Linear(800, 128) — ReLU
Linear(128, 128) — ReLU

CE configuration

N O Ut e W N

# 2: CLC(NNDT7 —F77F ¥

Layer # CLCNN configuration

1 Conv(k=(1, 3), 0=512, s=3) — ReLU
2 Conv(k=(1, 3), 0=512, s=3) — ReLU
3 Conv(k=(1, 3), 0=512) — ReLU

4 Conv(k=(1, 3), 0=512)

5 Linear(5120, 1024)

6 Linear(1024, # classes)

H—FNIREDNRFTA—R|FIZ7B ALY hav¥—iE%
B HEE e U, BAENERIEIC L > TRl b X
Nna.

2.1 Character encoder(CE) IC & 2 XF
KRIFDERS

CE T3 EDE T % 36 x 36 U1 XD XFHHRIZ
B 725 2T, CE Z2H\WTEFHEED S dopbit
DXFEBREFHET D, KRERTOT—FT7F ¥ T
i&, CE X CNN ORE 2> TH D, XFEH S LFH
ECoOF v v % BHETDIERATIE UTEZITHLS.
DEDNYFHAAMNCxB &5 & 51T reshape L,
CE~NDODANELTWA., SEEHLZCEDT —F
FOFYERIIRT. 2ZTH—FRNVYA Xk, 74
NE—BoThb.

2.2 Character-level convolutional
neural networks (CLCNN) IC& %
XEDHR

CE 6Ty a—RINTZ dopbit/XFOXTFERE
WX UTHEXFSREC TNy FY A X BILHs &
5 reshape L, CLCNN O A& 95, ASHITHLT
BAAAIWIZIT OB, BRSHEAUETL Hvuoh
57=0 VB DROVIZAT A R A1 X s 2%
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2: Random erasing data augmentation [9] % & fH
U 7= XX G D 5

# 3: Random erasing D/3F7 A — &
Parameter Scale

Erasing probability p 0.3

Max area ratio s; 0.4
Min area ratio sy 0.02
Max aspect ratio ry 2.0
Min aspect ratio 7 0.3

L7 —F%F 27 F v 2N, 2HE{HL %~ CLCNN
DT —=FTI7F ¥ %FK2ITRT.

2.3 Random erasing & Wildcard
training IC & % Data augmenta-

tion

CE IZ AN N5 XXFEABZIZH U T random erasing
data augmentation (RE) [9] Z#H 3 5. & XFHE
WX T Y R LRSS E ) A ATYAZ L, K20
E X FO—HANRINT VWS LS5 RFEET—X&
%49 5. Random erasing data augmentation T
HAWBENT A=K %K I ITRT.

CE CT v aI— FI N XFRIUTH U T wildcard
training (WT) [4] Z#MH 9 4. Wildcard training %
WA U7X FERB % CLONN IZA T 5 Z 2T, wild-
card & 72 - 72 XFIZ DWW T DIEHH CLCNN (2 {51k
L7\ 728, wildcard & 72 - 72 U7 P O SCF R AL
Po, ELWHEEZ LRITHNIER S0 Rb. £oT,
wildcard training IZ & > T#E 7z CLCNN i &
DAL MERED E K 7B Z e A IfE I N B,

3 =B
3.1 EEREZRTE

XFZDOHOAARBEDORITCHE F ¥ 751 X%
FNEFN dop = 128 £ C = 128 & L7z, wildcard
training {231} % wildcard ratio 1% v, = 0.1 IZF&5E
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3 4: Wikipedia X 1 VD A5 I ) #EE DFER

Method

Accuracy[%]

(Proposed) RE + CE-CLCNN + WT

(Proposed) RE + CE-CLCNN
(Proposed) CE-CLCNN

CLCNN + WT [4]

CLCNN [4]

VISUAL model [6]

LOOKUP model [6]

Ensemble (VISUAL + LOOKUP) [6]

58.4

58.0
54.4
54.7
36.2
47.8
49.1
50.3

Uz, Ny FH AL XEB=2562 L, XTRA—XDEK
HARIZ X Adam [10] ZfEH L 7.
ETIVOFEBRHTII L E R S kT 5 TR C
RIEFF Y27 UTIO H U TEHITMHAL, G
RHZIZF Y VI CEATA R A Xs=1TAIA R
I, XEeRKE AL UTCHERL, dHMiiziT-7-.

3.2 Wikipedia ¥ 1 MO AT I #E

Wikipedia X1 MLD A5 I3V fiE R A7 T, [6]
THWSHNTWS, Wikipedia 2 S H X 1 b L&Y
HELT—XEy D535, AREOEDEFHL .

Geography, Sports, Arts D 12 7 7 A, 206,313
RA NIV S 8E &, 2E| % UM L T 5 FEEFT-
7o, BOALERE LT, ARINB3EDN 10 XFL LI
nHES¥aNRT 4 VT ETFoT.

INSDT—REy N EHAWZFHIFEBROK R %2 £
4127, 2% T 5 CE-CLCNN 21T HED Tk %
LR BEERE o B S [4] ORI, ThUAK
ITIRE I N Liu SOFE[6] & 0 b A%FLfE BiFA
FERTH 7208, REFEIEI ST ARREEN2E
Rely, ZHEDOHD S5 3R0 ZOARMEIZS LT
BEOKRAZERL 72, FHIEBRIINT 2IEETH S
RE & XXFRIUIT BHRTH S WT % i T A
T52LT, KOPERDOEVET VIR >T WD
T DR TE .

3.3 Character Encoder D4 #f

Wikipedia 21 MV F—X v s 2FHHLTEHX
47z character encoder % AW T2 X FREIIX L
T, 5-nearest neighbor % #H U 725 %2 & 5 1T/RT.
7 L) XXED OGO NI XTI E T VWS B
DH% <, character encoder %X F DRI Z $E
ATHEHLTWB I DR TE -,
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3: GradCam Z AW/ E T IO FHRIO AL

K 5 7T XN B XFRELDERE AL 5 X+
T VXY EEEXE  a—7U v Nk

fi& 370.1
B 403.7
fis fifi 405.2
i 409.4
fifii 409.6
Y 317.2
W5 388.3
] j8 398.3
IS 398.9
Wi 399.2
% 452.8
i) 491.5
754 & 520.5
% 533.8
27 536.8

3.4 Grad-CAM ZAHWEETILOAHKIL

CNN DA U TETFADIMEN RS D & D)
WWHEHLUTTFHZIT> TWA 2k s Z e nT
&% Grad-CAM [11] %, "WHULDOREIELZL X
WEEZLNDHEXET—XEy hTEE LT CE-
CLCNN I/ LT U7z, HeXE ARSI T
WAHBXEDS L, NREH 10 LOMES 10 3 25
104 fEF A SR D AR EMH LIz T— X2y b %2 FIH
U, 10 7 7 ADFEHFHEMEL UTERET IV E2FH
IHz. TROSEEFY, 2 E %L T 5 FEK
IZBWTHZET S CE-CLCNN 1% 73.9% D k5 % FB
UZe. COUEIZEH S [4(69.6%) % L% % DT,
CE-CLONN D3 AEf I S E B 2 HEET D2 FH1 N0
EEBTETVWD I EDMRTE /2. T DRFEEDVH
Lol TIVICE HIG DIERD Z# LN TH S DI
SHA12 X FARANEL, FF ¥ 2z LT, Grad-
CAM ZEHA L 72412 312757,

OB 1HITUDRWD, BEIEIHTHS T
FAN%E R TR 2 — AR & # AR 25 L T
B, ETLAPRENRSEIIRNUTKBRLTWS Z
ENHERTE 7=,

7z

28X Jif Aozora Bunko http://www.aozora.gr.jp/
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4 BHYIZ

AAFE Tl end-to-end TXFRIDES D & 0 HE
53%i% 175 CE-CLONN 28K L7z, 7% CE
TI Y a— KU THESNEXFERRIZRG R %
HATVWBZ L 2ERL, TNOSDOXFEREE2 AL
U7z CLCNN 2 & - T, BESHALSETCEFEERH
AEEDOXENEA TR U2, EEEBEDE O data
augmentation & BEFF DR EREFiEZ2HAED
TBZrizky, 5RO EERL .
oI, ETNVOAGUEFEEZHWS Z L TET LD
RV @D B e N TET.
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