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EETETIERAW LA

- MIEERARDOHEE

BEREA HEN?
VA% BRPARR 2 RERE ZMBEEA T« TV 5—

1 FL®IC

EATEE - TAGERIROMEE I, A LTHIBED 72 D HEF A
HOMEDI-DITEETH B, W DDRDORVFIT—7
[2,18,3,23,22] BEE XN TN B, FfiE - A EHG
OHER A, v w DEMETHS (v<w) £
BRHIERT B, TOTHROVWRTHSXAT S 2 5%
BEARBRTIENTESL, LML, ZOXAZIX, EAL
FEY LTHENPTWHEEZR X AT 00 ERE2 & G
filigaeHINTWSE[19], £/, ZOEIREASY

i, FHMliT -2ty MZE o THREDETIVIE—HEL
TWERWERNIZH 5, O XD mfdErik, #lz1 [6] 12
BIIAERCTHRT LI eNTES, ZhiE, T—Xtv
FREOROBIOED ARKREL B> TWVWBZHEH
Zohbd, HFRELT, VX LRHEEORT TH- /-
D, BIKFE - MAFEORTRRINT WY, EALGE
ThifEz KIEEXETIESNT WD 95,

B Tld, LAEEFE R (Hypernym Discovery) &\
SFHUWIIO 7 L =27 =7 P REI N TWS [8], E
RFEFRIE, G2 oNZFAFEICH LT, 23—/ AIZH
nNd (IFLAE) TRTOEMORH» &Y A EiFEZ
RO TRAITHE, Z0& D RiFMiiE, EBON
HRERAZITEWEDTH B Z &6, RifFFEiL SemEval
2018 shared task [5] iZ & © EET 3,

Txlk, EICHRHT 25T R» S, Bl DEE
W77 7a—Fick o T, HEEDEKEZ 1 DDOXRZ bL
TRIAELDEEVEEIHATE 2 AEICEVES
oo Fhix, LSTM[11] LM Ik 5T v Db b IZ w
EWSEANEOREYTIEEF P TV Z2EHEAL, *
DOFWERZ2 v <w THEZPE S LOREIZH WS HIET
H5,

Fx T Z OFEEEE L, SemEval 2018 shared task
WL DML 7z, AR TR, RS, THEOFM,
ERFER e BERERR B,

db B2
2 B=

A8 &R (distributional inclusion hypothesis;
DIH) [9] (&, EAZGE - NAZEABIFROZKANZ LA 2 e
T MR TH D, TSR [10] ZHEIRTS
2H5DTH5, ZORIEINT, B DTSR
PPMI 4751 [4] 72 & LALEE - FAZEEBEGRS L X 25HR S
2V Db DIENRESINTE 2 [24,7,13,14],

TH, SAEREMND [17] 13, DIH 2 5 FB X 075l
DM ERTH D, ZOWBIE. [H2 FhdEL2ED
XITZEDHEEE LAGEICE SR B*LKXCJZ Db (I

HERIZ X o TE#RIND) HHRELL V] L TWVWD,
Tz, PHET VL SEAORKRRADT 70 —F 2 L
T, EWL D0 DOHf%ED H %, Baroni et al. [1] I
Skip-Gram O P X 2712 & W #EH I NF23E DD
RABRT MVERBE, AR —ZADOFEIDLFEAD
EEEP T FrY—0iffEcih Lwl 2R, Lk
figE - TALEE E@F?’C lZ. Chang et al. [6] " ABIf&% &
5 Z 5 72HIT#EE N7z Skip-Gram @ FHIE 7L % H
W7z Fik (distributional inclusion vector embedding;
DIVE) Z$2%£ U, Sk 2 {5 FERIRE CRFAl U B W SR
ZRUTz, 20k, ENEERRAZAZIZEWT, &%
BR—ATAVTHBIEEILND,

3 ;DH{TJI/‘L_ED < J:{_L;no)*iﬁx;

31 HHEBERBESEETI
DIH &%, Tw 2 v ® EfFERSIE (v < w), w DT
NTOMERIVFEIL 0 TERD LD, D, TOHD
HA] L WS ERTH D, AT TIE. HEEmeRE e
L T. &% Bag-of-Words (Z i;nbléﬂht FETIEED
PFVA, 2EY, ZNZX->TDIH BRENIEERKD
Mo TWBDPDHEE LT\,

ik, HEo 2BAICLEZTXA N (ThZ2EHK
BIRXARE R &2 2) ICENIFEYBTIEE DT
W, EMGERIEIEBE LTS Z 2 2 RET 5, il
I¥. “Antiviral drugs are ____ in treating influenza.”
& v = “effective” ® BEFEMNLXIRTH 5, FHEEVIZE
EFNDTRTOHEE w IZD2WT, v DEFMLRIARAD
SERR Y TIEE DX T X Z2EH L, DIH A0 2> T
W5 Z DL LTHWS, Z0EEEZ w © v ~D3E
REME L ERZ L1295 (3.4 8T, FEAREEDEEK
il & L T LM-Measure % €7 %), EFBARHRIE
Fo K EA—DHDIHIFIFHFLELRVDT, FHEIZL -

TEEARENZER T I L IETERY, £ TEHRL,
SHEETN (LAFTIZ LM & £i) 2 HVWTEHEANZEH
EHHLILDTELOMREFHET I L 2IRET 5,

3.2 Contextual Language Models

@D LM &, 6173 2 HEESI D A %2 TA30 0 IZHEE
EFWIT B, TOXDBRETIVIE HEEOD M % [HE
WSV H D, 3.1 HioHlTwAIX, LSTM LM
i “not” “generally” “the” & 5 > 7= #iE%z FHIT 5,
U7 o T, JAIIFRM GO HFEZ FRPDIZT 5
contextual language model (cLM) Z i\ % Z &iZ L
Too IREITIHEAR SN S STIETHE U2KER, “effective”

1 DIH D JFF @ 3C [9] 1B W T, %%‘Iﬁzﬂﬁn&?ﬁ@iﬁk
HUTERLTWEA, AKX TIREMRDOIZHFED

ZEMNE T 5,
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“useful” “recommended” &\ 7z 1F L\ i, E 0 B ZE
EYHT B L 2MERLZ,

3.3 Contextual Bidirectional LSTM Q%%
Contextual BLSTM [16] (c BLSTM) i&. #iAl &5 H &
D250 LSTM Z2HALEHE LM TH 5, ZDOFik
Tl RS DOA Yy hRT MVITh = hf,k—l +hp ks
CEMREL (2 Eh, simED (k-1) FHE (k+1)
FEHOH A ET), [12] 12V AT & H I DDA A
NIA=REHLEFL, 7oAy b ¥—R/MEIZE D
FEU,

34 cBLSTM IC & % EAIEEDIRE
DAAEHRRKTD S OFHIZ LD, w D v ~OFEARE
M LM-Measure (v < w) % v D3N TOEKBARSCHR
Clo] IZD2W T L B E DA, D% b X HRE
ELTEHET S,
LM-Measure (v < w) =
E [log Pim(w|c) —log PLM(vlc)]
ceClv]
Fxlk, ZofEix 31MicHEmLZEEES LT ELT
AW/, &2 AT, HEOMEEIM % softmax BIEUIZIE
TEYY MR MVh EUTHEST S LM % cLM T
&, M RIIE R E log Pum(w]c) — log Pum(vlc) 1EBAF
DEDIZEHAETE S,

log[softmax(h)], — log[softmax(h)]

exp(hy) exp(hy)

—1lo =h,—h
B iexp) B Xiexplhy) 0

Fxld, TRTOHEERTIZNT S LM-Measure %
TUNRATEHAELRE, 3. HEOREW |V/| #EEIC
HEENBZTRTO w IZ2OWT, T—I8212 v BHEN
5280 hy —hy ZFHE L, ZOMEDEFIXTH
WhMeasure € R|V|X|V,| IZEERRE NG, BRI, TRTOIT
XY B HEEMHE CH 5, ZNiZ LD, LM-Measure
DEHEFERREIL cBLSTM @ 1 TRy JREIZINE 5,
4 HE
41 H#ZI2—12R
SemEval 20182® Web ¥ b & O E[FA T - A %
AFL7Z, ZHIE3 DD RNAL VDEGENEZR AT &
2ODRKRAL Y DIDDR AT QA-EZ, 2B
) 5B, BalEa— R AY A RN S WAL,
FEEWTHE 2A L 2B ODATERETo7/7-, 526, I
#D 1,000 7% cBLSTM ORFETF—&Z &y b L, &Y
R — XA LTz, BBmld, $HE EA7 80,000 55 & K
BHPERE % 23 <unk>THERL L 72,

42 HETIODHRE
R [B] 12 BFHEITMA, BATR L= T 1 WAS
& ClogP % #%E LTz,

=lo

2 https:/ /competitions.codalab.org/competitions/
17119

WAS: B~ 1Z LAGEDIRE WAS [6] 2 RX—A 51 ¥
& UTEHLZ, WAS X word2vec [15] X2 b LD
consine JAflE #, DIVE TEHEI NS My 7>
AS(v < w) = |lw| - [[v]y TRELZHDTH S,

% 1Z, word2vec € 7L % Mikolov DFEEESIZ & -
T. DIVE €7V &2 ZDEHSDFEEUTL > TEHL
7z, word2vec DIRTTE d (2D W T ITHE Il 2 K L
T2, MDA =T A= R IFEE L 7= (& 2).
ClogP: E#!Z & . LM-Measure &, SHEEIEHD
AT %4525, 2T, LM-Measure % NLEEIZ L
T5MRINRHEEERERATND T RONE S e RS
72DIZ, LROR=AF 1 v EFRFE LTz,

ClogP [a] (v < w) = cos (v, w) + a - log P(w)
ZZT, v&wlEword2veciZ &? v & w DHEDHIAA
KETHO, a INARX=RFA=% P(w)lEa—/"A
2B 5 w OB E 2RFERTH - 72ETH 5,
LM-Measure: cBLSTM (& step annealing % f{\» T 20
TRy ZFEH U, FMICIE. 3= 2% n zHF. %
NENORYID m §E%E 1 Ny F L LT cBLSTM 25 %
7z. cBLSTM DERNIREEIZIRD m %W F 53y FIZ
ExhsS, LT, 3HiTh~A% LS I LM-Measure
% |V’ = 20000 ¥ LCEE LT,
smoothing: cBLSTM 7° & 0 % < QD H3E% FHIT
55512, [21,20] 1B W T ROV D L E LT o T,
Bz, IEfR - RIEfRS ROV ~DOHHiIfFE & LT 0.9,
0.1/(JV]-1) W=,
discouting: —f&#(Z, cLM IS SHEERE 2 M\ iR E 5.
A5, FFT —ZADMHEZ B 6 1E, w O EHBSE
UCHEZEI0E[ 2T, ZO#ERITBEHET I LN
TELEITVATLEHBETLEIENTEL, TON
)T —% 3 »Tid. LM-Measure (v < w)—a -log P(w)
 EAREORIEE UTEHRE LU, 22T, ald3ng -
NRIA=RTH 5,

4.3 LEfIFE - THENORES K UOHEIT—9 Y ~

SemEval 2018 ® Web ¥ h S HHFKET — Xy b &
FOFHIi 7T — Xy &ALz, BRaDVEET— X
Ty b LTWEDIE, AREfDHY AT DD
DFEHT Xty b ThHD, KT —Xy LY
AT — 22y ME, ThEN, 1 DO NEE L EED
MInd 5 EfiEEE 1 & UT, 500 AEENTNWS,
ZLUT, ENENNAFEIZ. “Concept” (&) B L <&
“Entity” (FK) OWTNHD T RUDBMEINTY S,
Telk, -2ty b 2B o EEKEREL, HEROA
T2 QARD L L VBRDANEENS), ZHIE,
FERD LAIFETH 2 BEEOFEHA DNz, HHHME

CLUTHRLDOPZYTHDEbNDENSTH D,

2 https://github.com /tmikolov/word2vec

+ https://github.com/iesl/
Distributional-Inclusion-Vector-Embedding

SZOTHEATE, BAHMAE LSTM IZES N5 HFED
3 m 56 Z L IZHLENHH, ZOFRIZED nxm
DHEFWH—FTTE D, HOIALRE K ORIVIRE
DIRTTIE 300 & U7z,
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Table 2: R—A 541 VETFTILDE
BUZFHWIZNA IN=N T A=K —

Table 1: X A7 2A & 2B OFER, AXFOMEIXFEL I =AY 1 2B 5 RE word2vec
DOFER, MRODZMHEIIRTIZBII2RBOMETHS Z & %2KT, Anulda— [Window Size 8
X2 ¥ WordNet Dt i & FI\THE L7 T8 2 LICEEE Nz, # of negative samples 2
cbow
performance - 2A performance - 2B Downsampling threashold 104

MAP MRR P@l P@5 P@15||[MAP MRR P@l P@5 P@I5 Training epochs 15
FAL 8T —X:100% D
ClogP 13.96 39.14 36.60 12.89 10.31 719 2031 1620 7.37 5.45 # of negative samples 30
WAS 320 921 6.00 3.32 245|| 298 8.64 5.03 3.05 236 Inclusion Shift Yes
LM-Measure| 16.81 42.64 37.40 16.78 12.22|1 8.84 24.17 18.44 8.81 6.58] Window size 5
+ discount 16.91 42.77 37.40 16.98 12.28 8.84 24.17 18.44 8.81 6.58 PMI filter size 5
+ smoothing |16.75 42.82 37.60 16.68 12.14|| 8.17 21.83 16.76 7.80 6.61 Embedding size 100
+ both 16.75 42.82 37.60 16.68 12.14|| 8.17 21.83 16.76 7.80 6.61 Training epochs 15
P UFIEIZ £ 5 Concept DFE DR [5] LM-Measure ClogP
ADAPT 8.13720.56 - 832 -[T 188 534 - 189 - Fhizk  BEE| Chigk  BAE
Anu 705 1751 - 7.29 -[110.68 27.13 - 10.84 - Jisease 90| enzyme >
(Team 13) 255 7.19 - 252 - | 4.83 14.33 - 451 - drug 8|anemia 2
balAPInc 091 2.10 - 1.08 - 1.44 3.65 - 1.58 - pain 3| pigment 1
APSyn 0.65 143 - 072 - 1.13 2.55 - 1.30 - disorder 3 neoplasm 1
SLQS 0.29 0.66 - 033 -1| 0.64 1.25 - 0.65 -

Table 4: “influenza” ® _EA7ZED &M

LM-Measure

ClogP

Influenza  respiratory

virus RSV HIV vi-
ral cancer pandemic

<eos> hepatitis disease

H5N1 H1IN1 adenovirus
lung H3N2 infection

infectious human

Influenza HINIT pan-
demic RSV ILI pHIN1
viruses outbreak SARI
pdm09 ARI outbreaks

virus H3N2 H5N1 viral
seasonal respiratory flu

Table 3: Hypernym discovered
unique to each method.

XIZ, LM-Measure #* ClogP X—ZF 1 7% [:[A] 5
TWA I MBI TE S, KT, P@5 B LU P@L5 TD
BWABHETH D, T OFIE. RETFIED ClogP
DR=AF7A4 &0 H, ZLOMBEODIEL W B %2 %
TTWBZea2RBLTWS, ZOREWPMEICT 570,
B S BB A E NS EL WV EfEE TN END Y

4.4 FRADOFFHE

XHR [5] & FIRRIZ, BFEICE > THERBEITLIZ15D
LRGBS, T U, SEYREE (MAP), B
WIES. (MRR), B& Ok =147, 5. 15 E TOHE
(P@k) % IEfR & Ll 3 5 Z 2 TEHEA L 7=, B2 Ics
WL 180 DX kv 7T — K (HAHIC DIVE [ L)
ENRHFER T R 72,

AT FALZELA (HEES) TH D L Eix, RBDHEE
DRAATZHVCERE L, AZ2BET 52 TORED
SEY R 7 R LYY LM-Measure & W2 ERBRB T o
7203, BEDHIEDHA%E ANWTZE DIWEREDIH 2> 7=,

NANR=NRF A =% a X word2vec DR ItE
did, BET—&ty MiZBWT MAP 2& KT 5
k5. 2hEN a e {1/5,1/10,...,1/30,0} B £ O
d € {100,300,1000} 75 L 7=,

45 HEREEBR

R1ICEBREREZRT, £3. LM-Measure 2% b 5]
& (discounting) D/ A /=85 A — X D72 LI,
R—=2A74 V% LEBHEPR o, Thid, LA
THENEHET L E, TOHEDOTAGE L QMM
b, HEEO—RERTFERPDIZRBEEZ SN, I
HERBIRGIZEDLS T v ERHALEZZ 22k D,
ENSDNTVRAFFEMRAGRLS B ENTVWBIRET
Holl-OTHdLEZOND,

AT LIPS, ZOFE S —~HDY AT LTI EALEE
i 15 FBIZEENTVWRVWEDEHHB L (£ 3), %
7=, BEURIIZ “influenza” O _EA7FE% 2T TR (£
4), TN 51k b e, ClogP FHEE LT WEEL
WEE® LAGEDBEM E LTETR T W &, F-HEE
“disease” % FHT B LIZEBLTWABZ L bho
Too TV, EFDITEENITURME 28 720 L 720,
T—NRATBWTHERO LR & BEE THR] IR LI
W=D THhHsBeEZ NS, — T, LM-Measure (&
“disease” O FRNZEKIIL T3,

LM-Measure DEHD 1 Dk, ZDFENTAED
SEMREBMEDARIZEDINT WS Z L TH D, TDDHN,
LM-Measure (& “H5N1” ® “influenza” LfigE& 35>
THZELTW3,

5 BbhbYIC

ATl EAEEFR A OEIZY LT, DIH % EEH
WWEBRTEIFEEZREREL, T > TREBEDORR
EHoNnNBZEERUT,

REFIEOWIEL LT, AZHRETEILEVEZS
nNad, Tk, TANOHERRZRALRTEE CESHZ
72 T LM-Measure %3159 5 Z & TffIZFETTE
%, MOIEEL LT, M IZBWTHEEELEAT S
e 5 NG, BARNIZIE Transformer LM [21] %
cIMEUTHWSZETHS,
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