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1 FU&HIC

BEEAFOWEGE (EHiFE MOD & £& HEAD) @
HRBIRZIHSL ML, R 2 Z &, FiZsaEH
RSB ERRAVIZEWTCEHETHD. HEEXFADIR
FUZXd 27 7a—FD0e 2L LT, HAEAFADE
WHLZ DB

HB2EELFNIHTEE NI, 0D TIEARL
ZHDEDNREZONDMN, TORTELDEES
FICHEATEDIBHRIDOKREIV—HNLRFT VR &,
BERR X DN WEBIIN RS VA 3D S, BIE ITITE
FADBHNZE W Z B YT, HIZIX office desk 12
X9 % desk in office ThHd. BEIFFTEFZIT TR
<HFERHEBGHAZEEHVEZE V22 YT, #lzE
office desk (233 2 desk designed for office X desk
which is available on office TH 2. —HRNRER%
EOFWVHZIE, MR EREZEDSVIRZA LD E
BEIHHAINDEARH D EHFEZAOND [3). O F
Y, EHEERE O ZIXBER X DK E VR R R
ZHoTHY, (EHHEZ S ORI X D/N X ME
AP REREE STV I ENENEEZLND.

BEZFAESRZD L E, < DEETKRNZA
BROSWVANHNOND EEZENDH, FlZIX
FEEDDIRVIEREESEE IR U TEAEEFAZHHT 2
&, BRI O/NIWERIFRERO SR & U
ZIEFDPMEDDRTNESLS., LML, HHAS W
A& NR LT 5 SemEval-2013 Task 4 [2] DAl
&, AR R S W IIEHEE AN DR EIVNE < B D
FOHFINTVE. BEZFHDFNHRIZIDONTOD
FATIHZE [8, 5, 6, 9] TH, fEHIRERDOS VHZ %
HLO THATIRAAEIN TR,

AR TIE, BRI ORI W—NRERE KRBT
SEWHEZIZY, HATICERINZEH®RERERT S
NIZHEDWTERTED LRETS. ZOREDE
L, BHERS VR R ERT D L SIEFHNITOH
BTG U ERBER T NV 2 B L, BBEER
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SR ZENRT S & XIFEAAFHORKGE (BHiGE
LER) 2EMAUTEETIETINVERETS. Bk
BRI NV &2 ENEZTERTLINEETSZ LT, Z
DETIERIND S VI DOBRI 25 TE 5.

2 EFIL
BETIEGLFADS MZET IV, HEZLFAD
BERER I NIV ERELTL, Z0D7-0, EREGRS
NV EFHITIETIVE, VA EZERTDIET IV
D2 DOEREREL .

2.1 BHERERINILDE
HEEXFADWRGET H 5 (E8i7E MOD, & HEAD
AN UT, 2OREWHERT NV ETFHITS. ET7)V
1%, HOIAARE, biLSTM, ¥ 7—V v/, MLP,
Softmax TR IN~ZE D% HW\S.
2.2 FWHEZ

AL TIFEEHFAD S R & HEMEE LTk
S, TDEOIL, BELFADS Mz 2TV T —
fbL, TOF v T — N2 EEX/FAD T T AL RIZT.
SEVWHZOTY LU= REE, EVEXFIZEENS
BEAFDER L EMiGEZ, TNWENH M 20D
N—=JVIZEEHZ -2 DTHD. ZOFIEIZERD
3.1.2 fiZEE LW,
BETTFIVOEEZM 1IRT. Zo#EIX2.10
HEREMR S NV EET IV EFIEFEUER, F 7 —
)V T EWEMMEEFEE T =) VI RO T WD R
THERZ., BEAMIEET—) VI D-HODOEAL,
T—AMNLEETEZEDTIEEL, FUOLSALE
LTEHEZLNDEDTHS. AfRFIZIE, ZOHEAK
IRATHRDOENDS.

wr = sigmoid(b —r)
wyg = (1 —wL)/Q (1)
wpy = (1 —wL)/Z
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PARAPHRASE
t

softmax *

MLP

weighted
average

pooling - ~_ T
concat = =
t WEIGHTS
biLSTM - = ‘

|

embeddin I l [ | [ |

© f. w
MOD LABEL HEAD

L BRI E5VHMATHE T

IITrid, TARTEHERSWHAITIZNT R
fill, ARSHER S OVHZITIZIRERMENG R 5NL L
THd B2fi2l) . BEETIMZL, r D/AIVFW
R % PIT 2 & SIERKEMRZ NV LABEL, r D
REVEWHZ 2 FHIT D & SIFESHFADORNGET
» % EffizE MOD, & HEAD 2HMGL TEET 5.
ZHUZE 2T, PUIRIC wy, 2 REBAEIZT D & —f%
MBRIRVERZFOE VI INP T <, wy
/NI BAEIZT D LAE BRI & KD SV 2 AN,
NEINPTLLAD.

3 =
3.1 7%
3.1.1 EHKE{RINILDEHDT—H

ARG TN EE A7 D FERBIR Z )V % 385
572007 —41%, Tratz[7] DT —X2&Y DS H,
12D SN EEHLZT—4Y Y N (coarse) T
HD. ZOHTE, FHHIZME/T5:5:20 G
WT—X BRT & TANT—&) IR DI
F—&¥v ~E MWz (random) . AL TEEIZH
WD T — 2 DART, TOFFIEIL 14,093 T
H5.

3.1.2 FEWEZDEHDT—F

SemEval-2010 Task 9 [1] £ SemEval-2013 Task 4
2] POIEINT VDI T —2 2L, St
ZAeTVv 7Tl —NMMEUE. 2O, TV — O
BRAEWRDS T 720, w5l a, an, the RS R E, M
WRBEOFENZE U 2. HIRIE, car accident 1ZXF L
T accident happened by a car £\ S WHZ D3 >
&, I H happend by M2 \WN> 5> T L —h
L&, ZLTC, =&ty T 2R EHEL -
T TV = NETERUMER, BRNRS VIR T

— 1524 —

VU= MI 1T FEEHE R o 7.

72, SemEval-2013 D7 — X I & EE AT
% F W DO EALIZETERF DA% W25 0208
BT 2 A%, SemEval-2010 O — & [X Bl & 5 i
WD WS IR D S 720, RIEFDA%E AV
EWVEZITHB LRV, Z ORI 2R T 2 72012,
SemEval-2010 %> 5 D Bj&+HEF DO 5 WA T — &
12, BTEFADADENVHZ 2 W OHER EMDS
WX & UCTATTEML 2. BT 2 ETEFADAD
SV ZIE, TR [4] 1272 5 5 T Netspeak! % FWT
W7z, Netspeak i, 7TV & UTEHERZNZ—VE
AT D HENZ, HERIETRRTS. Zhilio
T, BERZFADHERGEE DR SHEH L U T XL <
EHONTNB N5, BRI NAZFEFAOHFT, £
DHEEHFADS AL L TELTWD ED %R, TV
TV —MEUTHET—2 & UCTEHALZ. 22Tl
T — 2%, EEH 422, SEEHFAICEZON
T2 E WX DY 38.9 il & 2 - 7.

Wz, AT — 2 NOEELFICEREGRT NV E
f15-U7-. ZOMBIZIE, 2.1 HiOEKEGRS X
FETINTEH U DR EAWAZ., ZOETIVTL,
MDA AE 300 ¥R7%, biLSTM D HJ7 300 ¥kot, MLP
DI 12 kot GEWRBIGR Z ~)VOREEHED , HoiA
AEDO ROy 7 E(0.3, MLPAD® ROy 77
MR 0.1, Ny FYo X128, mud b Fik Adam, T
Ry 7830 TEHEETV, TR U TRE
MREORN TR VBOEDEFRHA L. £z,
T RIIFEERETIZR WD, FHHFHFEADHRGENRY
MLEUTHRAZS & DIZ, loc_part_whole \& part 12,
owner_emp_use & use \ZZ X /2. HIZIX, computer
hardware \Z loc_part_whole £\ D T X))V WMFE I N7z
B, BEETTINVDOASE UT computer part hard-
ware £\ D BN R HEES % 5.2 7=

3.2 FH\EFE

REE TV, HDOAARE 300 XI5, biLSTM D
73300 ¥%5t, MLP O 1782 ¥Rt (EWVWHZ 7V
TV — NOREEEE) , HOAABO ROy 7 bR
0.3, MLP AD Raw 77w hK 0.1, Ny FH1 X
128, EE(LTE Adam, THRY 7810 TFEEET-
2. HdAAEIE, 6B b—27 v aHEIFHEL 7~ 300
WIED GloVe HEERZ MVZTHIMAL L, I
HUBWEREE U, HADES I LTI,

lhttp://www.netspeak.org
2https://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove/
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# 1. B A5 AHS 0

Fik isomorphic  non-isomorphic
SemEval-2013 baseline[2] 0.138 0.406
SFES [9] 0.231 0.179
IIITH [6] 0.231 0.258
MELODI 8] 0.130 0.548
Shwartz & Dagan [5] 0.282 0.284
NC-wise (¢ = .000) 0.285 0.247
NC-wise (¢t = .005) 0.244 0.292
NC-wise (t = .050) 0.081 0.619
overall (¢ = .000) 0.271 0.227
overall (¢ = .005) 0.226 0.260
overall (¢ = .050) 0.089 0.567
N—=2F7414Y (k=10) 0.136 0.406
N=2A74A4Y (k=5) 0.095 0.553

£2r=100& XDV AT LEIIDOAFIM
— M (EAHEE) fEAIH (R

Fik EREIG EGR EREIG EGR
NC-wise 0.052  (1.000) 0.948  0.595
overall 0.000 - 1.000  0.456

Softmax TFHMIHERNGZ 5ND.

F7z, I —2IZH U T, FFHIT D wr, wy
, Wy ZRDB 72D r %, NC-wise % & overall &
W 2FEFED HIETH X /2. NC-wise JETlE, &£ES
LI T E VR ELSDOH T, RVHEEDEH NS
WHLZINDJEIZr %0, 1, 2, ... & U7z, overall JET
1, 9T -2 2kTOREZ (T L —
N OHELZFHEL, TOHEDEIETO, 1, 2,
CIERIAFIT U7z, T UTE W R % T DIAM A 40 K
fiti, 100 K, THAND 3 DD I N—TFIZnl, =

DIEIZ r % 0, 5,10 & U7z, overall IED T — X IZHB W
T, r=0%2525N~S VI 40 FEE, r =518
102 FE%¥H, = 10 A% 1640 FE¥H & 2> /2. NC-wise 7%
TREUCEVEX TV L —bTERL r Y5250
5 LIRS NDIZ U, overall ILIXFRI LWL 7
VU= RNIIBTHRU r NER 5N,

3.2.1 —MREILE WA ZH o 2 H D

VATLAHIDENMZE T AN TR HDE
Z %, n-gram AL THET S 2], n-gram I8 N
B EHEEL, e —HTIEARL, LI SMXFESA
—H U TV TRHliI N5, RN EEDOATT
&, 2T D HILETIHME X 5. isomorphic (3 & &
CHBERDOW SETHEL, YATAEET VIBREN
BAIWNDIRT VI BF A ETET AT — A DI
AL D IZHERR T E XLV, non-isomorphic (3 A
DAHFML, AT AT EAOSRE R 21T %
AT ENIE IO,
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REETIN (NC-wise £ & overall 1) 1%, FEifiH
DEEEHFAITH LT, R (1) Tr=0&3 ibfm
WHLZ 2B U 72, BEE RN S PR D&
EEV S0 HD S VAN S, THIREREE ¢ DAL
DEVZZ T EERLUZE D% BREINEY AT L H
LU, R=AFA4 VLT, KEKRBERI NI
TN T2 VIMAOHELZ LY, BW®RBEFRS
RIVIZHRES TE W Z % B FEIEIZ Mljtf\“CHjjJ’é"
SETIVERGCZ. TANT—RIE, BELH 181 1#
2L, TNENI=—T RSV WEY 45.4 1§
NEZH5NTWD, &5 8,216 FlDT—4THD.

3.2.2 fARMRE WX ZIH o /O DFTHE

X (1) Tr=10 &LFHE L& TD NC-wise, overall
EOH %R, TNETNEBEDRLD —RINRSVIRZ
EMEBIRZR S VR Z A4 72D Z TR U 7z, G
RiF, TANT—=EWN5 7 VAR IENEE LT
50 flICx 45, TNETNTHRERDRE &V 5 fHD
SV Z L L7

NC-wise iEIZ B 1 2 — R 7Z Z Vi 2 1% SemEval-
2013 DT AR T—ZIZBWTHE 2 A ED SV X
T, ANMREVBZIZENUNTH D, NC-wise %
DKL ZENZIE, TANT=RIZEENDE &N
SEHLE, TOWENKBT 1.000 £ 85, overall H£IZ
B MBS IET =R P Tric025256
NTWBEEVHZT, ANASNR X TN T
Hd. I, TNTNPD SN HIR7R SR
HNUT, TNANEERE WX TH D0 % NFTHEHM
U7,

3.3 #ER
3.3.1 —BMAREWRZAZESEN

F1IZ, BATHRERETIE, N—AT 1 VO
fE% 9. SemEval-2013 baseline &, 10 fEHDZ W
Bz %2 TR TCOEEHFIIHF U THUIEF TE R -E
FIVT, R—=2AF14Y (k=10) kI éEé:/ué:“I:JUéWﬂﬁ
EThHhd. X—AF71Y (k=5) T, KA
fifid" % non-isomorphic TOFEAMfEAY k = 10 D c‘: &
DRELS EN-oTWE, ZET—X LMt 2227
6 FEHOIMEETNOFTIE, NC-wise i (¢ = .000)
B1F B FMEDS, FARIZ NC-wise 7%
BT 2 EHifEA R B

@ isomorphic (2
(t = .050) D non-isomorphic
R/,
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3.3.2 fERIMAREWEZ ZE>/ED

£ 212, BEFIRIIBT D M0 MEBIN R S
ZDEEIE L DFEEREZRT. NC-wise IEDHIT
TlE, AR VEBZIXITEACHEET, [
BEWEZIZESPLEASEYITH > 72, overall FEDH
T, ARSIz e < BEET, #EKA
WIS TEAEEITH o 7.

4 ER
4.1 —MHBREVWERZIAEELED
TANT—RDH{EEHZFIIH LT, NC-wise i
(t = .050) 2L 7230 2 Budor 3.82 11, over-
all¥% (¢t = .050) IZ 446 HTH o/, INHRE
ETFTNVOH AL, R=2AF71Y (k=5) OHI%EL
B35, R=2514Y (k=5) OHIULAEEVH#ZIZ
23 FE¥H, NC-wise i (¢t = .050) I 48 f#%H, overall
% (t=.050) X 29 FETH o7, BEET VT wy
Ewg MIEIFOD L ETHoTEH, biLSTM DREE
5 MOD & HEAD DOIE#% ZRTE D728, N—A
T4V LD FMIZATINZEEZAFNTHEL 725V
ABERTIDLEZLNDS., /7, overall IBIE r M3
0 (DFY) wy, H¥1.0) DLE, T—FhTr=0¢%
EZONTWVWEEVIAUNEEALYHATER 1S
- Z &b, NC-wise JEE R THEENSE D L EX 5.

4.2 ERMLEWEX ZEHEHD

NC-wise IEDOHINZE T2 E S VHADHEE & %
&, BHE LALE H associated with M, H relating to
M, H dealing with M £78>7-. ZHHDE 2
&, 2fRNZEBSEETSEEDD, HlxDEE %G
IR EWR L UTIIBEENMEW. 20720, i
HMAZREWVZ 2 EFLZne &, EdRD LS BF0
HZIIMFE > CTEWTPHIERZ 5 A ONDHEAND 5.

overal| IEOHIIITIE, —MI L I NZF VR
IFELSEENTWER /2. [FHIRRRKZ £ D
A RGN FRTE 2L UT, tax exemption \Zx9
% eremption given for tax payment, defence budget
IZX9 % budget spent on defence "R E D H > /.

4.3 EBEHRBERINILADEH#EHODLER

wr DE%Z 0MNS 1 ETO1ZATER, & wy OfF
BT AN T —ZDEELFIIHT 2 overall 1K
W2k BB SRONRIE, SESLFIINT
5 FNZTN EAL 5 DSR2,

217, wp BMHEITEBITE, EELDOEWVHZ HE]
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semantic relation label weight

2: overall IBIZEB 1T D, FEKRER T NIVADEA
(Kt & BEXHDE W2 HERES (M)

#E%7_9. high (FH) 23 r = 0, middle (FER)
MWr =25, low (fF) RNr=10%2526NxZ3 Vi
ZAOHBEIETHD. wp WRI VL XL high K E
<, FHEEDYL XX middle PRI, NIV XL
low WREL< 85, kY, overall IEIFEEEFD
HRE G2 ISABTEIDLERD.
5 &bHYIC

AWRTIE, £ UTHELNDS SV RO
X % PR R R E A AT S VR ET IV ERE L 2.
FERDFER, BRI DRI WV—MRINLR SO L Bk
IO/NINMEFIKZZS R 2 L THIITES Z
&R UK. 5iE, NC-wise ik & overall 5D EFr
EEDELETNEEZZO.
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