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1 (EL®IC

HEMSOE®REZAROE®RKBHEDOESIZL DR
Ttk D, ANEORMFXRERICHED S HRINZ
BEERKRBZEL eV FINS. KX T, #
REDNERE» S BREME (BAF, BiE) 2HEd 5
Za—=F)V 3y NI =2 ET)I Word2Attr KT
%. Word2Attr Tk, T HEL ZINET 2EME
BRI 2FET - X2 HWT, HESBEREA»SE
PERZ MVADZEWZZEET L. RIT, HFEREROR
JEMEzFIH U7z @D M iThh s Z e 2 fFL,
RN EREBRO AR 2 AZIZED T AV
Fa—=VTETD.

PR BN % #4f LU 72 VisA dataset [1] Z @D
FET—XE U, iBENEEBEGE L 2 Hyper-
Lex 2] Z W7 74 Y F a—=V T %47 o 4G,
RIRHY - BRI JEUE - B & #EE 4 2 A1 & 2
2128V, J@UHEEIZBT B BEFEISE (3, 4] 12X 5
FEREFAEUEOBEL2E-. 72, 7714V Fa—
=V ko TRICHRABELUE DR ED M Ed 56 2
LERMER L. —H, FET—RICHEZAONTVWEE
PEDSE DREEHEE T E 208\ D FEMEDFHEIZ B W
T, FET—RZFFELRVWBEZYLEZSND
JEMEE B LFREHETE DT L 2R L .

2 EBEREMEZOHE
2.1 BHEEZAVWAEELRRKRIR

HEEMRORIRRIL L LT, KO — A h5HE
3B HEEE [5, 6) DA VS RTWS, Zhb
VRN 2 5 9 5 K, RO I A0 E
MEPRT A ICITEL TV, —F, HEERES
DEGERRZBMEOERIZIVERDEFSI L TEERS
BREEX DEIEL, Zhus kiud, BrEEAMEORER
2 & o CTHEEM OB/ ZIRINICR T Z LA EEE 72
5. 122U, EDE5REMHEHELTEL M, £
7=, HBHFE - MRV OEMEEED S TFEEHIAT
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inw, 2oz, AFOFEIZEIIEET—21y
MEFINTE 2D, ARSI OIGHIZEAT
BUziE, B SEMEIZRENH 5.

BHT—4tv b 541 FEOREHRERLRITN UL
DL 2,526 FEHD JEME % 5 2 72 McRae semantic
feature norms [7) L KHISNTNWE. ZOT—X &Y
M EGREEOBE» SBMLZT X2y b LT
VisA dataset [1] 23 b, KRR T INZHNS.

2.2 EBHZHEETIHE

UEMS, RRIOBEIZFLTH, TNVREDT
HAIEMEMRET22DOMENRITHLNTNS.
Fagarasan & OWFZE [3] T, HiEDOSEER% PLSR
ERHWTEMEZMIIYyE Y235, R LTES
NBBHERZ NURAN—ATHB L, BIR¥EY
AR THISHEEDEHHEE R E MR Z & 3 HE & U
THREINWTW5. Bulat 5 OW%E 4] Tk, EWRE
M HEEEOMTEEUZZaRAE—X LTy 7%
AWCERBEMEZHEES 2 HEE2RELTE YD, KT
HifGH S i U 7= RO A Z RLUTWaS. K
LTI, TS DIFLE DI ETTS.

3 HBENZITEMR

3.1 JERFLEKREMRE L TOERERK

FEEM A EBIMR (Lexical Entailment) (%, HLGE
WE& D BN BN 3 2 FE 0 PR & B £R & R 9 E Ik
BETH O, &0 EEIIZIK, B B (hy-
ponymy /hypernymy) ® Z & Z {59, il 2 L FAEES
dog D1 VY ARV AEEIE, BB animal O >
ARV AEEIZEEINDD, TOHIXEIL L.

3.2 BEMNESEERFKREEM

FERIIZ I hypernym O &M X hyponym (2K X
NBZRETH5. NI hyponymy [E4G DJEMEA D
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% T 2T & 0 IR ERBR O E AL I 5 3, Fh%e
HERIZBWTHTUE 2T LRV, UL, 216
WEARE (distributional inclusion hypothesis)[8] D
ZAZHFHDIE, hyponym DJEM:DZ < 1 hypernym »*
SMEAINENETHY, I, AL THN VisA
dataset WO HFEN SN TE 5, LA7- NLOBERIC
H5 79 DHEFERT TIE, hyponym IZff G-I TWVW5
BRI T0% LA EAS hypernym 22 5 #A& X T\ 7z,
o T, FEERMERRBRROAAMEOHA (9] 2FHE T
5282k, RAEEITH L THEY 2 EN 2 LA
ROHGEMEN SERBFIE L L VHFFTE 5.

4 RBEFiEK: Word2Attr

AIRZ D Word2Attr DFERKZX 1 12xR 7.

m(000) ~ (000)m
7% w2t
% (000) (000~

renf
Semantic task layer :

Attribute layer

1: Word2Attr DAL

oy N7—=21%, BERoNHFESZENZTHD
BEENMERBI NS T NTNOEENR Y NV EREET
% 2 DO Attribute layer &, HEEXT D EEENE E
RO % #5515 Semantic task layer 2* & K
INb. 2 D0 Attribute layer 1337 A =2 2 HHL
TH Y, Siamese Neural Network [11] DHF§iE % 729

Word2Attr DFE 1% (wq,we, type) D 3 HH Z W
TIFD. type IXHEE wy D5 W HGE w, NED L S
7 BIfRME (hyper: EAIBER, hypo: FAMES, cohyp: bl
LS, no-rel: MERAMR) CHh B 0EKT. ThoH i,
FEHT—Zho526N05,. kb, BEMSKLED X

LastText [10] % FIA.
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D IR @M RO 3 Ak, B OREERGR o HEH X
NERNETHEN, ThEfihd 2720, HEMEO
OB Z A7 ) pFEE2 AT 5 (4.2.2 fi).

4.1 ZBICFETZT—9Ev K

BT —4: VisA dataset IZ& TN 3 510 &
MOBEBEERDHIHFEDS B 20 RV
506 @&z EE T — X UCHHT S, SHEEMS
1%, isxed’)isround’ R EDEME K KT L, D
A% 1/0 TRUZ 121 RGO RZ dv (@~ Z b
V) TRIND. RIFFEIZHWS 506 FEFO HEEMS
3 1514 MO B2 KD, HETFEE TIE, 404
HTFEEZITY, OO 102 4T %247 5.

BENSEREMRT—¥: HESIIHLT, TOEE
MRz ERMAND 727 —X &y b TH S HyperLex|2] %
W<, aRBERo AN zFETs I iz k
O, FRFEDNRIRA—RE T 7V Fa—=v I
5. HyperLex IZ1%, GEBEBROEGVWEMANEINT
WA, ZHIFAHVT, (wi,ws,type) D THMHT
5. T—Xty bODENL, T—Xty NNTORTY
DEMEZTTIE AR HEEOEBE DD RV 72 lexical
split (BEL \WArEl) &, _R7OEHIZLTOVARWVHH
FEDEMEIZFFT random split (FE\ 4 HE1) @ 2 k%
FAWTEET 5. lexical split DHETHEE N K IF L,
HEENT OB Z EHICFEETETWA EER 6N,

4.2 FEFE
4.2.1 Attribute layer

Attribute layer @55 2 — & WM wi?, oM p?
i, 1EORNE R OZE A X— T hurTEEd
5. A& Ll-norm TIERML I N7z, HEE w DOHEK
R wTHY, HARKRIEHKHIET 2EEDES
WERT 2L IRTTDEMENRT MV a THS. HEEKEHE
BLL, HEEROBEENXS MV a & EMOEMER
JMVD a DE/N_FEHREL UT-.

4.2.2 HFTVREETIDOZE

VisA dataset @ HigEIZ ¥ animals’,’food’, vehicles’
D& BHCERSFEZRT 77 IV IEH (16 FE¥H)
NEINTWD., 22T, HEOHEREEEZ AN L
U, 773V 258 T5 1 EoRNE2FEOLE A%
ThuyEFEETL. HESINLKERIE, Word2Attr
WCBWTEEHRFIZRKIBLTWBAEEOEETF—& 2 L
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THWA. BRI, BEE w B FET—-RIEE
NBBEHEFE (w e S) DEGHEIXZDEE a, ZFIHT 2
B, R (0 ¢ S) EorEalE, FREFVCH
EINATTY) 2B EHENW o, ZFVS

4.3 77AVFa—=vy
4.3.1 Attribute layer

Attribute layer TIXHRIFEE L7235 X — X %411
fli¥ U, Semantic task layer (25 ) 2 & EBEFRD
ML 774 v Fa—=vrd5, ZDEE,
JEA D Attribute layer D87 A =R iFHEIN TS
D, Attribute layer (251 SELBEI Lo 1, KA
D layer D _FFHAEDH L T 5.

4.3.2 Semantic task layer

GRBROAFMEDFHANC B WTIE, HFEN DR
A hypernym /hyponym @ E'H 6 Tdh 2 0% ikhl T 5
FEARRA (dir) &, ZHUT cohyp (MLEEBIMR) 2 &
THER R A (ext) 24T\, FERZHIKT 5. ext X
AT DFFETIE, SAEREFRIC D 5 BEEBERE T OElE
DIEREDFRFTE 5. #lZ1X, ('poodle’, 'dog’, hyper)
& ('poodle’, corgi’, cohyp) MEEKITH 554, kil

DIE#HH S (corgi’, "dog’, hyper) &\ 5 BIfRM: % #E

ETDHIENHBEE RS, b, FERHTITHFENH
JRBELR (no-rel) THEZT—XZEZMATHFHET 5.

Semantic task layer D% v b7 — 27 O#iEIX, Su-
pervised Directional Similarity Network (SDSN)[12]
LIFHEIND, FERNEEMROA T EHRETLET
NS LT0WaED, BEMETIEAaT7H#HET
(37 < BRI 217 5.

Semantic task layer TIXHFESET w; & At-
tribute layer THEE L 72@MHE~R2 ML a; 2k L7z
FiiE %z o, LEBLUATIE T 5. HERERFOEAIL, &

MDA, HEETHERBIOA, WE % B, o 38
D2 EERCTHIRT 5.
ROERSE, ARBRIZE T 2IEFRED#ES%ZH

Bedd. Az, 2005 g1, go ZEHL, HEE w,
Ew WENTFNRIET S g1, go E BEHRFEEIS. Z
DRETIE, HERNE2ONT 2L ZIZEDRBMWEET
BEWEWET B0, g1,00 1$BFRD AW HEEDRF
BOMELZBRRT 5V A7 OBREDPRHEI NS,

gi sigmoid(Ws)mi + bg)) (1)

Ty = x10gs (2)
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Ty = T2001 (3)

ZD, &y, Tz ZHAVT type DN Z1TS.

m; = tanh(Wg(f)mi + b(g?)) (4)
d = myoms ()
h = tanh(W®d+0b?) (6)
g = WHh4 bW (7)

Semantic task layer DL Lo 1E, type H
ERER g L IEff type Yiype P softmax cross en-
EHWS

toropy (smxe)

N
1 N
[fsem N Z Smxe(’y, ytype) (8)

SRDOELBIEL £ 1% Attribute layer & Semantic task

layer @ loss Lastr, Lserm & BAMIFLZFIE T 5.

5 HiEER

KRR A2 2B 265800, 8L, #ET—%0
HEMCLY, #EINLERERZ PLVOFHEZ24T 5.

51 EBEKYRVICBIT2ERM

FRRAY - RN RHEOUE (similarity), B X, B
HE (relatedness) @ FMIZ 2712 & 0 HRME % G
fids. T —Xty h& LT, £1I1ZRT Sem-
Sim, VisSim[13], MEN[14], SimLex999[15] ® 4 > %
AW, Zhsizwind AFIT & b HGER L ORI
HXERMEEZAITV VI LT X2y bTHD,
(wordl, word2, score) E\NI AR THRT Z LN TE 5.
FHIi T, (wordl, word2) D3&FF DT DA%
W7z, SemSim, VisSim I VisA dataset 125 45 H
FEDATRT DBMEE I N B DY, MEN & SimLex999 (2
DWTIZZDRD TIEARW.

F2ITHER 2R, HLGEA L ORELUE /BE D E
BB PIVE LD Y A CELE E W,

M AEREIZ 1 Spearman D EAAHREGREZ 7.
%E 1: ‘ﬂﬂﬁT Rz h@ni%&l
TRV K | R7TT—ZK TIN—H R ES
SemSim 7576 7576 (100%) | =ORAIHATIE
VisSim 7576 7576 (100%) | SEISELLE
MEN 2005 101 (5%) IR B
SimLex999 666 43 (4%) FERIREUE

Word2Attr THEE U 72 @M%, FHare

B0z

HX SemSim, VisSim, MEN (100%), SimLex (100%)
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THBEGRBED M ELTWD., Zhs ORI, 240
RATHRDHHEBROMER L R THEAES L IEZ
N ETH D, VisSim OHEREDNFIC I EB R S5
5. F£7z, dir & ext DFERITII R E R EZIT RN o7 2.
MEN, SimLex {ZEJU TIXEMENRZ ML & D % fast-
Text DRBD FHPHBEREPENTE D, TN
BREEDMEIZKIFETHEE X S5NS. SemSim, Vis-
Sim OYERGE IFHFAL P RE R BGEIZBRE I N T WD A3,
MEN, SimLex (ZDWTIZZ DR Tld7<, iR
REFELEEINTVWS., LEN-T, iz n
R E A LT W5 fastText D 5 HHHBIREAYE <
REINDBEEZOLND.

2 HRI AT - FUE /B DM B AR AL

T—X SemSim VisSim MEN SimLex
v b AN | task 100% 100% 100% 100%
fastText 0.66 0.56 0.82 0.49
VisA binary attr 0.69 0.59 NA NA
pre-train (baseline) 0.73 0.63 0.62 0.38
HLex a dir 0.74 0.65 0.68 0.4
rand. ext 0.74 0.65 0.67 0.4
f+a dir 0.75 0.66 0.68 0.4
ext 0.74 0.65 0.66 0.41
HLex a dir 0.75 0.65 0.68 0.4
lex. ext 0.74 0.66 0.68 0.4
f+a dir 0.76 0.66 0.68 0.39
ext 0.75 0.65 0.68 0.4
Fagarasan et al.[3] 0.75 0.61 0.68 0.4
Bulat et al.[4] 0.74 0.61 0.68 0.42

5.2 EBHEOBRMG

WESNDZEWERZ FVIZERMERZ ML TH D
72, BMEWEA1TS Z L2k 0 ZHER Y M ILADZE
WHEETH D, FHT—RIIBIT 2 EEOBEEE K
& (P)/f8E (R)/F1IZK DFHMiCE 5. Fl1 %45
BTV N —FIZL OB 0 2 EDT-MERER
3ITRT. WITNOHEBLE L KRER. b,
VisA dataset @ 1 82 7= b O EHEIZN 15 T
HY, ZTIEWNEDOEMLEE X .

# 3: BME 012 &k 5 mELEH
dataset | task 0 P R F1 Ave. #
HyperLexr dir | 0.96 0.78 0.73 0.73 14.42
ext 0.93 0.78 0.75 0.75 14.52
HyperLexl dir | 0.93 | 0.79 0.75 0.75 14.5
ext | 0.92 | 0.78 0.75 0.74 14.63
pre-train - 0.7 0.93 0.81 0.85 13.01

774 v Fa—= v URERITHEHTEEOMRE &
DE LD, HEINEEOHFIZIE, EEE LTy
Thd2HDL—EHEEINTED, REFIKIZ, BF
DIENT — %ty s ORI Z TS 5 72 DI FIH
TE5HREMNDH 5.

6

B O

R TlE, BHEMENEL S 2 EKEME %2 FR
FTEMERZ PVEHEST S =a—F )V xy hT—7
Word2Attr 242U, TOREKRZ A 712813 5650
MR LTz, £z, LT — X OFBIED G A
5, MEOEMET—Xty NOREMIEEMTETES

AREtE & R U7z,

4 1%1% WordNet 7 & D ZE Ik FE5E

BIHOR 3 &2 ME s 5.

£ 3R

1]
2]

3]

[4]
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