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1 BL&IC

HAGEM & A A (word embedding)[9] IcfE S5 H
REFHON7 PARIUL, ARSHEUADL DI E
TIEKTEH I N TR 5, Z2OHTYH | TH, CEMDIA
# (sentence embedding) (3, XFEZ X7 FIOUICZEHS
5 FhE UTEAICHEM f ThNTw 5, SCEEDIA
AFIRICIE, Hhilid H LBEm L O_DT T u—F
HY. WiHEOREN LT L L CHASEH G (Nat-
ural Language Inference, NLI) % H\>7z InferSent[3]
BH 5, AWUFETIE, BOSIERME (adversarial regu-
larization) 235 sE D RBIFEB ICHR D 2 D0 5780
IZ., InferSent[3] DIZxf L THAR S REHERm OB I HOT
fI2£# (adversarial training)[5] & virtual adversarial
training(VAT[8] Z1T\>, AR TIX. ZDRIH 2~
7435 N7 CEM DA A %Z SentEval[4, 2] CTaHifi L 72
fRZWET 5,

MR D FFEABI B 1T 2 HONIIERIE D IFZE D% <
Tld. end-to-end D ¥ A7 TOFEEIHMINTE
7o THUTKRLARWIETIZ, & 27 OO EEREY
D—D 75, EMOIAALFIUIRT 2 B IEH]
LBz i s 5, BOIERIKIC X > THERED R
SR DARRBZ G 2 2 EATEIUL, 2R
WA MDY 27 IG5 2 LB TE S,

2 XEIEOHAH

XEHDIAA (Sentence embedding) (% z; 2 1 Hijh
EL. XENX =21,20...2, D25 dRILDRY + )L
veR ZHRI\MEL L CEAMUBIN S, ITFRE
SNTV L EMDIAATIETIE, v 21325 FREL
TLSIM % ED =2 —F W%y b7 =2 %Hwix
va—y—zMHv25808% v 4, IS OFET
. T BHEEI 2y, p, ISR T 2 EEEAD
HEERT7 Mley,...e, ZlEH T3, Z2D%, —=2—75
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NFy b= &Ly 3= —TLER ML
v %%, Ta—y—0FFITE, HlilidH L
% UFEDEET 5, 2o Tb, Hliid H HEEED
IABDFHETH % InferSent[3] 13 AR S REHERD T —
%% v FTb % Stanford Natural Language Inference
dataset[l] Z v a2 =8 —DFEHFICHOTWS, 2D
T—F %y I, 57T HRT DHEGFEDLFEZ NZ NI
X L. "entailment”, ”contradiction”, "natural” d >
THPD 7 NUHBEIN T 5, InferSent 3, X
HORT (X1,X), X1 =a},...0L, Xo =22...22
ZA—OTva—F—Ic AL, BoN5 ODE
X7 Mot v Z AN ET S, L LTHERMPX
HRRD 7 NV 238 5 L) IR 2T ). kB,
By a—F—LtHBEHEDOFY FT =T DT —*
TI7F XML, LTDO X7 VPl y 25
5,

vy = Pooling (BiLSTM (ej,...e))), (1)
vy, = Pooling (BiLSTM (e%, e ei)) , (2
§=CLS (v',0? o' —o*||, 0" xv?),  (3)

72720, CLS 3738igi & L TCOLfE Ry b7 —7,
BiLSTM (¥ J5 11 ® LSTM(long-short-term mem-
ory) T, * E7¥v— 1L T2, 5. N#HAEDL
BRX7ETIXNDLOHEINET—%Ey D =
{X1,5, X245, Yj}jvzl XL T, Ty a—8— LorHR
DINFGRA=F %0 ptThH, TODEE, Zva—F—
EETANDFEHEUTDOL) 2% %,

&¢:a@ggwjﬂlﬁéﬁ, (4)
ID.0,6) == Y 1(X1,X,Y,0,0),

Dl (X1,X2,Y)eD
1,22,

()
Z(X13X27Y797¢) = 710g (p (Y|X17X2707¢))) ) (6)

nE. 1(X1,X2,Y,0,0) FEADONELEL T2,
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3  BOHRVIERANE
3.1 BHEE

WO > 77 )L (adversarial examples)[5] & (23
ETNDTHEENKE S 25 &) BEZMA A
NT—=8TH%, 5] TlE, ZOEXHIT > 72
AT AN —FED T — F YRR & A2 LT, Boaiyg >~
7V % o 7242 E Tk (Adversarial Training, AdvT)
ZREL T2, HOEE 2 v 7 HASFELEE D
BEAIIEE & L OO B 7] REMEHER [10] 72 &35
%, BRSEBUICIE, A E 7 2 HEEDBERIY T &
L0, FHERT P e ISR L TESB r 212 5,

O ZETNNTA=F— xZ AN, y2THT5
7Dy —ry b L EEEBEBE TS, EL EX
FE2 IS T B HOHEE) 7, 72 136 ZHVTUT O &
BRI NG,

7217722 = arg maXl(X17r17X27r27Y797¢) (7)

7r1,72<¢€

7L, 1(Xy, 11, Xo, 70, Y, 0,0) 13 X1, Xo DHGENR
7 P VICIEBEN R M Z 7258 DA DN, i858
DREZHERT, BN 71, 7o DERIZARCEZ F W
TUTD &I 1277 %,

a

a = v’r'll (X15r15X27r27Y797¢) (8)

’f’l =€ ,
lall2

a
Po = €7—,
lall2

a = VT'QZ (X15r15X27r27Y797¢) (9)
55 NI 7y, 7 10HT 2 KRB

.Mpﬁ@szL >

D l(Xla'f‘laX27,f.27Y795¢)
‘ (Xl,XQ,Y)GD

(10)

& 72 %, Adversarial training Z v 6 2R L, —
DOERBABORNH L TRF A =8 Z4E T 5,

0,¢ = arg min (J (D0, ¢) + MA(D,0,¢)) (11
0,6

ANFEODBERBEBDOBNGZRD 270D, N A /8—
INRIRA=F—Tdh 5,

3.2 Virtual Adversarial Training

Virtual adversarial training (VAT) IZBOYFE &
BRI 72 IERfL D FHETH 5, BOEE D7 N2
filfi> TIEHMEZ 4T ) OISR LT, VAT 130 H D

— 284 —

FIETH 5, VAT Tid, AELELI O THOSHT
YINERERT BDTIERL, 2y b7 =7 DM
oA EE I U CEOS Y v TV R ERT B,

ZVAT (X17r17X27T27K97¢) =

KL (p (+1X1, X5,6,9) || (p (-1 X1, 71, X2,72,0, )))
(1
KLG|) A NNy 7 -7 4 7 7 —EFH&ER,
p(-|X1,X2,0,0) ZETIVOFMESHET 2, virtual
adversarial training T3 (6) D Tld % <, (12) 2
W, (7) DB~ PV EERT %,

2)

TVAT,1, Pvar,2 = arg max lyar (X1, 71, X2,72,0,¢0)
r1,72<€

(13)
Bk, HORIES) L AR [8] DX AT - 7
T (8,9) & FRRICAIR L 72, VAT 12 & » TR S
AR T 2 BRI

R(D, 6, ¢) (14)

;:ﬁ 3

(X1,X2,Y)eD

VAT (X1, Pvar,1, X2, Pvar,10, @)

(15)
TH Y. VAT DRI ERBIEIC T 2 781,

0,¢ = arg min (J (D0, ¢) + AR(D,0,¢))  (16)
0,6

L%,

4 SEER

CDOEEETI, InferSent[3] (ZH:D V> TN Y- H,
virtual adversarial training %17\, 536 417z 3 EH
DIAAIZDWT SentEval[4, 2] ZH\W TR 2179 o

4.1 FExHE

InferSent D2~ H 5t 1% [3] DFEESM 2 SH 1Tk
ELT, 8T 55—+ & Stanford Natural
Language Inference dataset[1] T, 57 JDFERT &
ZOBRMEERT I NLL SR IS,

HASHEMRZT) =2 — 7%y 7 =21, X
B DIAAZLTI 1N LSTM & XFERY L%
LTV EFHT2eMAERY P T =06k 5,
XEIDIAARKIG d 1% 2048 KXot & L, BJ51A LSTM
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DRILD 2048 KILTH %, (1, 2) D pooling IZ1F max
pooling ZH\ %, &fi&rty b7 —271213 512 XIuD
3EDOBENEZ %, HEEHOAAIZIZ, Common
Crawl 840B T¥#% L 72 300 XJu® Glove X7 kL
[9] ZH\>7z, adersarial traing & VAT D37 X —%
IZe=02505 A=1%&L7%.

YR ORBEITIE SGD(HERWARE) 2 v, 4
BRI D 7 —=> 7L — M 0.1 12, weight decay
12 0.99 ICEE L %, £7. % epoch THIEEH T —%
TOREDRWDY LTtr, 7—=V 7L —F2Z570D
LIZEH L7, Wy FHA X264, £ 7L — a vH
iz 20 & L7,

4.2 SentEval

SentEval[4, 2] (& XEMHDIARDFHIT S A 7 & v b
TH Y. downstream ¥ A7 [4] & probing ¥ A 7 [4]
ORI NDG, B AT 4y 7RI XD LERY
Mo 2 ATET B0RERT) . Ny FHA XD 128
& L. Fodfkid RMSProp Tff o 7z,

4Rl downstream task 2° & &F 01T (MR, SST2),
BRI oM (TREC), FifhL Ea— (CR), 38l - %
il (SUBJ). ERMM (MPQA)., Stz (MRPC),
P& (SICK-E) . RWam AL (SICK-R,
STSB) D35 A 7 %7l Hl\» 72, Probing task
Do E, LEDREZ (SentLen), XEDFHE D HGES
f (WC), HESURDIEE (TreeDepth), Az DRERKE
#% (TopConst), HFEAIUE A (BShift), i Ryl
(Tense), FfiD FFEDMEEL (SubjNum), FfHioHMN
FEOMEE (ObjNum), 7 v % A %8R £ 7o A
2 (SOMO)., F:fifi & e At 2 (CoordInv)
% Sl i v 72

4.3 HR

WHEDFE (vanilla), BOSHIAEE (AdvT), virtual
adversarial trainig(VAT) T4£# S 417 InferSent I &
5 LEEWDIAAD SentEval D downstream ¥ A 7 T
DAATZRLIIRT, BB, Y AT DA AT IFE>
bDIFEMEREDR R LRI TE %, downstreaming ¥
A 7 Clk, STSB T, vanilla 2348803 D B> 7z
bOD, ZNPSND Y A7 TlE VAT 23 vanilla % L[\
LAa7%mRL7, Z2O—FT, AdvT Tli&, STSB.
MRPC. TREC “Cvanilla ® 2 2 7% FHl 58 %
L7,

— 285 —

KIZ, SentEval @ probing ¥ A7 THDAAT % FH
2 1Z/R T, proving ¥ A 7128 WTH VAT %3 vanilla
DAaA7%ER>THE I EBbI %, ¥, down-
stream task & [FRRICHONIIAE T, ZEAED S
A7 Cvanilla X D bRV AIT7TZHETVREHDD,
CoordInv TlE 8T X —% ¢ 12 k> Tld vanilla & D
B0l AATHNT I AT DIMERTE B,

4.4 EE

FEEFEED S . VAT 12 X o THEE Z L7z InferSent
78 SentEval D% D ¥ A7 ICEWTHEHEDEEHE LD
bREIVEEDHEFTE 2, L L, BOSHEE TR
VAT & Ll LTRSS 2 2 L MBZE S 7z, FORHY
1EHE % SEEPICE L 22078 TH VAT IR L ¢
WO DREEIC S 2 2 LG S hTn 3 [7, 10],
ZOBHIZOWTIX, HOTHEE T 7 L2 FH L
THOS BB 2 AT 5 720, BT > 7 LH8 VAT
WHARTTF =2 cx L GEYEZE I LT (label
leakage) 729 Tdh % LI T3 [6, 10], [7] T
. SCEPFEICN LT VAT 68 ch s 2 L2 L
TWEH, AFFEIC X > TEECGEDOYEIC VAT %2
WHT 2D TIE7AR L, VAT 2w T8 L 72 e
DIAAE SCGETFITHEA L 254 TOREDR L5 2
EWREINTz, AFETIE, BB OIAABE S LS
7o, X D)IEV)ISHHIHO W REMEDIAD 5,

5 &bHHIC

H XS AR 2 Rl &4 280 H H R D IA
# (InferSent) (2% L T, WONIYEE & VAT 2T
FEHOMRZM»P DT, DD b, VAT THEIN
7= InferSent (3@ D2EF IR T SentEval D% A 7
DIFEAETHEDH ERR NI, O EDrH,
WO IERIGIZ X TSCEH oA A DOHREDSH F T %
LRHiTE 5, BEEAIZEDZ  TlE, H— 50
8§ A7 TORNIVIERL ORISR ZEE L TWwW5b 2 &3
FEATH o7, ZOWFETIECEMDIAAITHT
SO IERE DRI 2R U 7z, SCEE DA AR IT R4
BEY A 7 CRHgE A & L CHIIDSHIRETH 5
72, X0 )JACHIPHCHOSTIIERI{L O S AR & 1A
D5,
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7% 1: SentEval @ downstream ¥ A7 TD A 27, {IMREAEFIE, JIBES A7 %2£T, Vanilla 13EH OEE,
AdvT IZHOSIYAE . VAT 1 virtual adversarial trainig 2289, 28, el (8)(9) D XF X =¥ Th 5,

tarin/task € MR CR MPQA SUBJ SST2 TREC MRPC SICK-R SICK-E STSB
Vanilla - 78.46  81.06 89.65 90.78  81.05 79.8 75.19 88.39 84.74 76.00
AdvT 0.25 | 77.67  82.07 89.77 91.11  81.11 78.6 73.62 88.73 85.83 75.69
AdvT 0.50 | 79.03 81.91 89.19 90.87  82.26 79.2 74.61 88.59 84.51 74.96
VAT 0.25 | 79.77 83.47 89.93 92.38 81.82 87.0 74.61 88.86 86.58 75.85
VAT 0.50 | 79.12  84.69 89.71 92.24 83.31 88.2 75.42 88.48 86.48 74.57

7 2: SentEval @ proving ¥ 27 CDA a7, {IDREEEFIE, JIBKS A7 2§, Vanilla (T@EFEO¥EE, AdvT
WO VAT X virtual adversarial trainig Z 3% 7,

tarin/task € SentLEN  WC TreeDepth  TopConst BShift Tense SubjNum ObjNum SOMO CoordInv
Vanilla - 67.17 10.29  35.16 62.93 60.29  86.79  84.51 78.27 56.88 63.51
AdvT 0.25 | 68.79 18.69  36.49 62.17 61.43  86.96 85.68 80.05 58.91 59.41
AdvT 0.50 | 68.41 14.56 32.4 63.76 61.17  86.98  85.03 79.68 58.76 66.12
VAT 0.25 | 72.1 52.45  38.59 70.2 61.61 87.16 85.41 81.17 59.08 67.16
VAT 0.50 | 79.32 62.8 39.02 71.62 61.18  87.08  85.29 80.64 60.07 68.2
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