)

1=

BALEL S SEOSIRMEIR RS B L (20204E3 )

KRR BLIN3 (Non-loss Normalized Network) &
757y F UL MR Y

R OLZ shd BEZ IR ER R HE

B O Kk E A& EX

A 24 pluszero
{shimomura.mitsuhiko, hironaka.tomohiko, ide.ryuhoh, daido.hinari, kurata.iori, nagata.motoki,

mori.ryota } @plus-zero.co.jp

1 FUL®IC

Btk clk, BRI LTS 2 6N XEE
LTWAHET — 222, bHEyZeEBbhd
mEZ21T5. LrULRDYS, @EDOHMARSIEXTHE, &
fiCEE 2R LI K D Z DS IXBD ITET 5720,
BEXTERINTVWEINEEARALHNPSZDEES
W2 ZLIFIEEIZRETHS. TD IO REBNLR
EWERDRE, HIEMOARENZBEREIZEE L
BWEREHZHWE T 5HHEEAL LT, HRSHEDS
7 7#KBITdH 5 N3 (Non-loss Normalized Network) %
ARG 1] THE L TWS. AKX T, TON3ZHAW
72027y F Uy, BARMIZIEA BRI ENE
Nz N3IWIZEBL, 207 T 7ROKELE % FHiis 5
T LT & DBk 21T D FIEERRET 5.

1.1 BEXHS N3~ADOEH#

SR E N3 ORI [1] THREL TV
M, BHETHRR~ETS Ty F U7 %2751 3ER
ZDOWTH N3 ITAMT 2 0ENHS. 22T, B
XIZDOWTIE, T DOEMNRZ <X> & BN R
BELU7Z ETN3ICEHBLTWS. flZiX, What did
Tom eat for breakfast? &5 XFEIZDWTIX Tom
did eat <X> for breakfast. (Z/E L TH* 5 N3 NZ
LTW3,

1.2 EZFERBORYIAH

BRIz &> TlE, KX SREEDEME 25D %
REITILD AL Z e TEBEENH 5. HlZIE What
color ...7 WS HERMTHNIE, AxhhsEIZET
57 —=REFEROHBEREW. Z0L51Z, 526
N0 T ADRAFEEEZ I HSREDM, When ¥
Where 72 & ORFFGAMERIZ EH, FKROK D AA%E
I52eMTE5. ZD&S57%, BT X5 EEME
OO IAAZTD ANTz=a—F VY T —=2IT
& 5T, SQuAD1.1[2] ® exact match T 70.8 235
ZeHHIOENTVWS [3]. KOAAIBTLEITRD
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IR ST, BOADRWGEEIZA RIS S N3
DE ) — RERIZEOHEME T 5.
1.3 &HigFozxa7

12 fiCHH U 2K RIE M2 <Y > 295 &, <X>
EHLDETAEMXOES T 7 <Y>EPLETS
ARX DG 7T 7 DIEMEZFIRL, FHUEI RAE
BBEEI <Y >EZOEMIINT HEELTHI LN
TE 5. REILARET Z OBLUE R O BRI 72 ik %
BT 5.
1.4 TFS

N3 IZ X2 &RBIZ —EARMEICEHBL, RALOH
BREEIZ LD N3 OFMEZ2E T 5. ZOAMEEE
Tree For Similarity (TFS) & &, N3 26 TFS AD
EHIIIRDOFIETITb 5.

1. <X>®<Y>&Wo72 N3 ETHiheiRs ./ —F

%, TFS EORE 3 5.

2. TFS DEELIZOWT, LIiZHind % N3 Lo
J—RIZBET A VL —varm5bh, TFSIZ
FEMOEDELOFELTEMTS (N3 LD
Vb—yarvd TFSTIE/ — R LTHKS).

3.2 THEMULZN3 EOZY L—a vy RIZDW
T, N3 ECRIZBiEST S/ —FD5 b5, TFS
ZAREMDE ) — K%, RIZHET S TFS Lo
J—FROTeLTEMNT 5.

4. 2,3 DFIMEE, N3DETDH/ — R TFS IEH
INBETHDIKT.

5. WBIZ, RO VTy I 2% 0L, TINOIE
BRERTR ) — NI vy Ty 2 2A%k5 (H
CEZSTHNEAS VT v 7 A %R IEFIIER
ThHb).

BEDA YTV I ADIRY FHns, 42Ty ADKN
BfRE / — ROBEX O KR/NERIZESH & T80T 5.
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Tom

largs

: miso-soup

argdO

Y
have#1.1.1.1

have#1.1.1.1
e/\argdo er argS
for#1.1.1.2  miso-soup | 2 | for#1 1.1.2 | | 3 | Tom |
ee ee
v
breakfast : breakfast

1: Tom had miso-soup for breakfast. (Zxfitnd %
N3 (%) & “miso-soup” Z#& L7z & D TFS ()

1.5 TFS #RHW/ELUESE

EEROHELEFHE TN TV AL 252 5H11Z, W<
DONFFEEAT B,

1.5.1 #f&

9, UBTHORULHVWSZE52EETS. £4
A, BIZX LT Match(A, B) &, XD & 5 M8 % i
723 IHBE m C Ax BRRDELSL L TEDS.
fEZE D m € Match(4, B) IZ2WT
(a1,01) € m A (az,b2) € m = (a1 = az & by = ba)

WIZ, 12D TFS Z IZOWTIRDE B %2 EHT 5.
=120, 282D —=R&Ll, 2 ZDE%2ET.

e Ny :=TFS Z LO% /) — Rhoihb8Es

o Pathy(2) := 20 75 2z T TOHMEE L2/ —
A S

e Ty(2):=2D7Z LOF/—F

o Cz(2) :=A{2"|Tz() = 2}
B2IZ, 200 TFS X,Y IZOWT K E2D &
5L:ﬁ%‘3—% 7"\’_7’:’_[/, x; € Nx,yj € Ny L9 5.
(] _]\4jZ = Match(C’X(xi),Cy(yj))

= & oy (ICXHIRT S BEERI OFBUE (1.5.3
HZ
1.5.2 74V 4V h

TFS EOREBE 2 EHET HIZHT2>T, 774 VAV
FeWSHERZEAT S, 1.5 1HETHHALZ XY 21
T 2. Axy ZIRORRR ZIHBER A C Nx x Ny
EROELGL UTEHRT 5.
HFED AcAxy IZD2VWT

1. A € Match(Nx, Ny)

2. (x,y;) €EAN (zy) €A
= (x € Pathy(x;) & y € Pathy (y;)))
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MUF, ERD128Te2MAZTIHBGR A 2T 71

AV NEIERZ EI2T 5.
IDEIITEBELET AV AV M AL, D

AAT#RDESIZED S.

score(A) := Z s;
($i,yj)€A
&Iz, TFS X, Y DIELE Rxy ZIRATEET 5.

R := max score(A
XY AGQ[))((Y ( )

1.5.3 FEEHET7ILITYIL

DR, BERSUzxng 5 TFS 2 X, ARt
2TFS%Y &L, %7 a2 € Nx,y; € Ny 2§ 5.
9, TFS D&/ — M 2 HilE 1 LI 5!
RS 5. R TlE Word2Vec[4] (2 & b/ — RIH
BFEDRE TR o7-. TOR, ET I Google
DFBFAETNVEZRHELUEZ., =L, WE TFS [E
ORELNRT T4 AV MIEENIHEOHEME %
FAHT B0, EEOjIKOVWTsi=s0=0&L,
D) = REDRTBREENHRNE ST LTz,

WIZ, TFS X, Y IZDOWTHEDOEN/ — KD 5]E
Iz, MIZEBETMATERAOND vl 2EHT 5. &
i, j I2DWNWT,

> :}

7“1;- = s; + max {
(

meM? . -
J vaﬂm)em
r2§- = max 71t
’ ZUJGCY(%) J
7‘3;- =  max 7";
z;€Cx (z7)

AN 7‘1;»,1"22-,7’3; ZHWT

i i .00 .9i
T 1= max {r1j7r2j,r3j}

EEHET L. 72720, m,Cy(y;),Cx(z) DO DL &E
&, BEHSIIETHAaTE0ET S, kD@ y,
1Y T Y7 ZADKNERE ) — N OGS ORNEGRIE
—HTBH5, i, BREVHPSIEIC r 2FTRIH
R, BRI r) 23 TFS M OBLE Ryy 12—3
THIEWHERTETNS.

DA, HLUEEHROH 2R T
(AR 3X) Tom had miso-soup for breakfast.
() What did Tom eat for breakfast?
&L, <Y>7% “miso-soup” THBGEIZDOWVWTHERS.
WIS B TFS M2 10RT. 0L, o ¥rildk
LDESITRS.
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KL M20LED s} /rl Off

s5/7 Yo Y1

Y3 Ya

T 0.00 / 3.65 0.00 /3.65 0.00/2.00 0.00/1.00 0.00/1.00
1 0.00 / 3.65 0.65/3.65 0.00/2.00 0.00/1.00 0.56/1.00
2 0.00 / 2.00 0.00 /2.00 1.00/2.00 0.00/0.00 0.00/1.00
3 0.00 / 1.00 0.00 /1.00 0.00 /0.00 1.00/1.00 0.00/0.00
T4 0.00 / 0.84 0.00 /0.84 0.00/0.50 0.00/0.00 0.00/0.50
T5 0.00 / 1.00 0.55/1.00 0.00/1.00 0.00/0.00 1.00/1.00
Z6 0.00 /0.84 0.84 /0.84 0.00/0.50 0.00/0.00 0.50/0.50

(o] oo |

Tom | [2] o112 | [8]  Tom | [4]modity#1.1.1.3

er
(] rems | Gl ]

2: “miso-soup” Z<Y>& L7z EDT v F I
AL 7= TFS

2 FHEREBRRUER
1 BETRELAET VI AL 2HWSE Z LT, EB
WCHSMERIRDT A B 2 & 2R T 5. BWEED T —
Ky MZIE SQuAD2] ALz, I AL ER
XDENFENE N3 IZEHL, Thoizxd LT 1 &
RUEFPIETUEZT\W, 227 BEWIEIZEZE L.
—IDOLEIZDWTIUE, WU DS EF < WS, N3
WCEBMTERVEDOPFHELZ., TD XS RFIZD
WTI, FEITNSIZEBMLTHrS T T XL %EH
AU~
2.1 &R
AEFFETIE—ED N3 2 FHTHET 2HE L, %
K DOXETIFERL TOWR., AHiCIEHMEI T HET
Hol-XBEBLIUORABETH > 7= XBIZDWTHARS,
3, FRTE I LEIZDOWTE DR IS % AR
IR,
o FIZEDBEMD 1 DITNDE D
1.2 fi TR R 72 /D AT 1 D12k 5 &
57, BMZREIZRE TS LA TE .

4 breaklasl

o VI T7DRNIFIE—HITLHD
— (AX) Computational complexity theory
focuses on classifying computational prob-

lems according to their inherent difficulty.

— (M#) By what main attribute are compu-
tational problems classified utilizing com-
putational complexity theory?
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INSHIZRRT S TFS 2K 3, 412/R7. M2
7 7 &% “classify” BU R OREE IR IZEEELL T
WBHZ Wb, ZOXDREBAEX, KX
T%%btﬁ§77v%/?wﬁfﬂéﬁéb
ENARETH 5.

n difficulty

[1] accordto#1.21.2 | [2]has-a#1.2.1.6] [ 3 fnature#1.2.1.7]

[4]classity#121.1]  [5]  they | [6] inherent |

[7] connect#1.200 | [8] 21 ][9] problem ]

on#1.3.1.1 category#1.2.1.4

foous#1.1.1.1

[l oy ]

[15] category#1.1.1.2 | [16] modity#1.1.13 |

1

[ eompuaiona] [ 1

3: AXT “difficulty” Z#& L7z & D TFS

WRIZ, FfRTE k> 2 T DWT Z ORI & Hil
NELAFITRT.

o WAFRDOMLUEFAMABE RS D

— (AX) The American Football Conference
(AFC) champion Denver Broncos defeated
the National Football Conference (NFC)
champion Carolina Panthers 24-10 to earn
their third Super Bowl title.

— (%) What is the AFC short for?

ZDHITIE “be short for” HMEHR % Bk T % #
BTHBHZ L EFTIL, “abbreviation” & DFH
BUEFMABETH S, TS IZHIET DD
N3 %X 5 IZ/RT.
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[ oo ]

[1]ctassity#1.1.1.1] [2] isa#1114 ]

3 problem 4| by#1.3.1.1 5 attribute

l 6 |ca|egory#1.1.1.3] l 7 | connect#1.2.0.0 ]

l 8 |compu|a|ionall l 9 |u\i|ize#1 .2.1.1]

10 1.1 theory

[12] category#1.2.1.2 | [13] modity#1.2.13 |

[14 |compuiational] [15 | complexity ]

X 4: BRXT “<X>" %2 U7z D TFS

AFC AFC <X>
er argS T er
abbreviation#1.1.1.1 is-a#1.1.1.1 for#1.1.1.2

ee
l argdcx‘ %e
American

Football short
Conference

v

5: “abbreviation” & “be short for” Z #LF V2 X )i
35 N3

o WAFKIZMA Y 7 7 DHENKRE S HLBHD
- (AX) FHLE
— (@) Who won Super Bowl 507
ZDfITIE, 3 Super Bowl K& TH B Z

& &L, “win Super Bowl” & “earn Super
Bowl title” & A3 UK T & 2 % HfEd 5 2%
BNH 5.
Super Bowl !
H argS
argS | er !
' win#1.1.1.1
earn#1.1.1.1 modify#1.1.1.2
argdO
argM i
Super Bowl

title

6: “earn title” & “win” TNF NI IRT 5 N3

2.2 ER

AT & D BERGMREZITD ZODFIEIZDONT
BRI L. FITIE 2.1 Hi Tl R 72 G R A RE A SCEE I
MU CHEREZERT S, £, REEOHLUEAN, X
O —f#%(Z Multi-Word Expression (MWE) 0¥l FE
flitzoWnWTiE, SO I—NAEHNCHETZ A
EREZSNED, BUR® F 0 A RFIEITRES N
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TV, AL Y ZEFHICREL BRI OVWTO
5% [5] BFIES HFEETHS. —J, compositional
MWE (ki3 2 BEE» 5 Bk Z2 HEHl T E 5 MWE)
IZDWTIE, Z ORERCHFE I D\ CREBLE GTA % 4T S
Z & T, MWE QAR BULFHTI AT X 2 D Tlde
WirtEZoND, £z, FI7BENRRLLIEDLE
UTEIFHIzOWTH, “win” & “earn title” D
LLE WS EIk T e > MWE Oamicig 9 5 Z et
TE5. 50T, RMUTIFHETWARWDS, Bkl
fR ORI & - TIERFIP B TFABEIC R DB
HY, TNODOMIRLBETH 5.

3 &Y

WHEOHRSFEX, TOREHENIC X D ERM
TNTVAEFZEYICSIT 2 2 L HBWEETH 7.
ARFFETIE, HREFEDI I 7RBNIZHWD L, 7
7 7 MHELUE DFHEIC X O GRS T A 5 Z & &R
U, ZOERMBLEFRET VTV XL ZRE L.
T 512, MWE OFLUL 2 Y FHlis 6 Z & AT E
N, 0% < OHMRMEICSEHATE SRR
L7z

ARBFFETIE N3 DREGHIZ2 T NV T T T 1 D A
2L, @ERHERRIIITR> TV, AR N3 I,
R A2EATHZ 8T, L0 EERRERET
SZLEHMELTWS., TDO XS BH#fwRIITAST
NIV ZXL%EFAFETEI LN, SBOBETHS.
S Rk

(1] sAHEZ, R, MASEE, KidH &, aHEG
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