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AT, RV E RIS T 2 BB T
DHFIFECERZLT, IRNETRAZFHEET LD
MEEZ1To72. 774 v Fa—=V 7 DHIZ, KifE
HEBZ M S NRD T — %+ v b % W7 Masked
Language Modeling (MLM) & Next Sentence Prediction
2TV, 72, MLMIZBWTR R Z T3 0R %5
b= U ERRRARRECEE L TEBREITR - 7.
FEROMER, WRXZA 7Dy Z71CE&bYE THEE
BRAZFTHIICED, RRENE#HRZMES 2227
WZBWT, 45%REDFEEDM 2R TE 7.

1 FC®IC

W4, BERT [1] 72 ¥ OHEFIFEEFEASIHET AN
MBIV EHARSFELE (NLP) X R 7 TRERBE L
EFTwz, ZhsoeF RREH#RICB VLT
FEEHENRVWEGESbN TV [2]. KK
HELRRE E LT, IRRYERZ S #HEmnEET o h
5. B2, THRATICAT ) & THERI T v
S20DFEEMEZ NI E, L DOANMIE TR
BRIEECE & D RS, BEMED DLV tnwi 2
CEHIoTWEY, aryba—x3 MRIREEE X
Dy R, BAEBMED DRV 25 RENE#RLZ
b o THEMRS 5 Z e HWEETH 5.

Z 2T, ABFETIE, RERIRE AR 2T 2
ETVOMFEICERE YT, FATHIE (3] Dk
ELTRHEMNERZHEET 2700 NHEEE
TLVDORFEZITS. WROT—&tEy bZHWVE
Masked Language Modeling (MLM) & Next Sentence
Prediction (NSP) % & A 77 ji )5 S (task-adaptive
pre-training, TAPT) & U CEEZ{T5. %7z, MLM
WBWTRRITEIMRERD =20 v tka i
EWEET2ZLI2ED, WRERY 2 Db
B E R NI L 2 ET V28R T 5.
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2 R’EFE
2.1 BEEHEERSRE MC-TACO

ARHFETIE, WRELBHE L LT MC-TACO [4]
MM T 3. MCTACO TlX, Wi MICE T 2
5 DO DRiE (duration, temporal ordering, typical time,
frequency, stationarity) Z EFR L TH D, HASET
RIS NT-HR O E 2 FR S 2380 o1
RENDT =Xy b THD. SOORHEDONT
N DOFRHEIC OV TR E N XFE L £ D XEIZEH
T AHEM, ZHUTHT 25 2 DIEM, SIE/MITN L
TIEMRIZIE yes, PIEfRIZIE no & 7 LI S iz
SO HHERINTED, yes 2 no p%xFHlT 2
EDNEDRRA T TH 5.

22 ARAVBEREFIFE (TAPT)

BERT I¥, WMRAZAZIIHLTIZ 74 v Fa—=
VIEATIFZITROWHEREE FHE T 205, Hiliey
INFZETILENRBEL OB R XA Y ORES
Wb 56, XA OREENR LB EADIRWGED
H3. ZOMEEBRTZ-D1, HRT—Xty
FEAWTHFEE 2T 22k, ERiEEInks
ETNER—T v NRAZIZHILX BB 7-DICEH
TH5[5]. ZHUEH I Z, MCTACO 7 —&X+t v b
% F\ T, BERT 12X} L T Masked Language Modeling
(MLM) & Z 2 ¥ Next Sentence Prediction (NSP) &
A7 EEKTS. MILMIX, b—27>D—H%E7 >
R LR b =2 > (FlZIX, [MASK]) 128 X
Z, ETNZZDOTHEXIEZ XA THS. NSP
X, 5260722 XORTIIRLT, — M5
W XS EYMTERRTTHD. KT
X, MLM IZBWT, —&IICHERHEN2~ A7 T
ENRD =0 V% T YR LT 159%ERT 2 5%
EEOHMERRALZDDICEEL, HEOEEA
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ORBEMET 5. WTIC, A LEEECOWT
BT 5.

23 WRAXIDKEYY

FREZAID My ZICHEET 2EREETATT
2221280, MREXRT &R OITRERAH %
HAMWCES T2 2 BIET. SHONET -4
v b TH 2 MC-TACO IZR R EREZR 5 X R 7
THY, BT VIR T 2 FEAGE &5
LRENDD. ZOBRHIS, MIMIZBWT, K
MIEROFFEE~ X 735212k, KRR
B3 2HrERTs 2 HET.

REEIREfR D HZEIX, MC-TACO O F — X B HER L
FETERTS. EFRARE LT, BF, A
HIF/ATERA (often, before, after, every 72 &), KD
HiA7 (hours, years 72 ¥) TH 5 (5 A ).

24 YIRAXU D4

MR T35ty hOERICEH L~ R
7 HEREZS. MC-TACO O 14> FLd A,
XEAHEM+EZTERIATWS., 2055, &
ZDEIH S o &b MEGFEE R 7 D TR RICEE
DB THY, EFILDEFICEETHZ VD
REWCHSIE, BAOHDEEHLRL TR T 5.

2.5 FE1#4E (Attention)

EEMH (Attention) [6] DEAK X WHEEICEH
LIz~ R GEREZ 5. LOHZED S D Attention
DIEAK E VHEEX, fhOHFED S DFHESE W
EWVWS Z TR, ANSNHEEDOHTH XARD
HICKELEHMMLTWR EEZOHNS.

2.6 IBKICHT BIEEM (Saliency)

BIICH T 2 FEEME (Saliency) DIEDEWHGE
WEHLE~YR I FHiE%EZ#E Z 5. Saliency 1355 HEE
DHDIAANR Y P DB HMN E N T FE
LTWa0ERITIEETH 5 [7]. Saliency DIED &
WHERIZAN X O TEERBEFREEA 27D, £
DEICEH L TERZITS.

Saliency % 3K 2 BRICIZHEK & HEEDHDHIAAN
7 PLVDERERD S I LI 5H, SEEHT
%5EFI)LTH 3 BERT [1] D AN ZHEE T 5, Token
Embeddings, Position Embeddings, Segment Embeddings
D 3HEHOMDIAANRZ b LD S5, ETRMEMT
5355 ¥, Token Embeddings DA% i3 255D
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238 D T Saliency 23k 5. DIF, Ai&EZRKDT 1,
BEERDT 22T 5.

3 &

TAPT X X o THEDNRET 5 Z & 2R L 721%
2, SRAZTEMBROBOHELELEBRELT
5. ¥/, fERL7EF L% MCTACO N D F —
AW ERERHE 21TV, FDRERE ST 5.

3.1 EERRTE

MCTACO TD 7 74 v Fa—=VIBLO
TAPT 2175 BRD NI X =X DOFEEEK 1 ITR
3. MCTACO 2%t L TX, Hugging Face @ Trans-
formers” TRt XN TV B DHEMEHOEFLTH
%, BertForSequenceClassification € 7 /L 2 H 5 5.
MLM Kz CF NSP (21X, BertForPreTraining € 7 /L % fifi
M3 5.

xR1FERK
max train num learning
seq_len batch_size train_epoch  rate
standard ) 16 5 le-5
fine-tuning
TAPT 128 32 3 3e-5

AR IZBWT, £ 7V bert-base-uncased %
L, SHfifefE L L Tl Exact Match (EM) & F1 R
a7 AL, EMIZSEMICNT 22 TOE R
FELLIRA I TR N TEIMETHD,
Fl 2a 73#EEE L BHEOFMNFITH 5.

3.2 EERER

9, BEEY Iy AV Fa—= v I BT
HmEr, HEDTF— XL v b % W72 Masked
Language Modeling ¥ Next Sentence Prediction % TAPT
ELTHEBRZT B EORMRZHIT 2. b,
CITORRIFIER I VR LTHS. fRER?2
R

I H0EBREROLETEIIONVWTI,
MCTACO DFHli 7 — X ZfEH L =4GR e, O W
X5 DEIRAEREE R IT IR o 7GR EZ G LTV 5.

K2 RN—RF 14k TAPT DHIEK

EA EM [%] F1 [%]
standard fine-tuning  40.9 (42.1) 69.9 (68.2)

TAPT 44.545.2) 719 (72.4)

IHBHI/RLIZED, TAPT #1795 Z & TR—2
FTAVEIDBBEDR ENEZ RO 5.

1)  https://github.com/huggingface/transformers
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&3 RHBROEEZEEL TR Y

Masking Probability Masking Probability
(KRIBIROHEE) (%) (Zofhowgs 9 o Lol P
100 0 42.7(46.6) 71.0(71.7)
90 10 44.1 (43.3) 71.6(70.1)
80 20 45.1 (44.3) 72.7 (70.7)
70 30 42.9 (42.6) 71.9 (69.5)
R4 BROWOOHFERBEILL TR
Masking ProbaPility Masking Prol}ability Masking Probability EM [%] F1 [%]
(BEZ DM DOHEE) [%]  (ZOMDOHEE) [%] (&) [%]
100 0 11.9 44.7 (45.2) 71.2 (73.1)
100 5 16.3 43.6 (42.5) 71.0(70.9)
90 10 19.5 43.2 (44.8) 71.0(69.7)

LUFE, EBEFECBITZ2 MM IZBIF3~< A7
DL, YAV THHBOERSHZEHL, FFER
DFERERT. BB, SBRORKRMIBWVWT, 212
DT VA LTIYRYZ LEGAD TAPT & D B8
E2WELLGEIE, KPP CHRRZEHL TV,

WRAZXIDEEY Y WNRXAIZDIE v I
B3 2 RFEBR O HEZ B VWEIETY R 7§ 5%
ECHBEZITR o7z, HRERIITRT. HBROM
B, VXL TYRZLEGELD BEEOM LR
R T & 7-.

WRE2XIDEME MCTACO DEH >~ FILDE
BIEHLT, HER0WMOTEWEIETYRAZ T 5
WECTEBREI TR o7, BRER4IWRT. EFoO
R, TV RLTYRY LIGE LIZIERIEOEE
DR S .

2T, BEADOHICEEN S 0 OREEBEFR O HEE
PEWEETYRAZ T30S, FooORMAED
BLRETHEBET R/ BRELESITRT
FEEROMER, SVXLATIAZLEGELD bFEE
DN EDPHERTE]. £/, ZOo%2HAEDLESZ
Yickbh, H—TREY LTHRAT 2 XD IEER
MU,

EEHME (Attention)  Attention DEIZE H L,
HNHEH RBFEHOLA Y —IZBWT, OHZED
5D Attention DEDIK ZWHEE, O F DO BGED
LOEHENEVWHEELSVWEIETY A THHRIE
TEBEITRo7. LAY —DESFITOVWTIE,
2REDSHL, DL A4 Y —D Attention D J7 3
R TINCKESBEBRL TV 2D TIERZVWR W
IFEZITH DV, FRER6ITRT

FEEROMER, A7 DEIE%Z 159 E LIFED
FEEEXT VELTRRAIZ LG AETH 2HD
MERR T & 7=,

— 137 —

BERICHTZEEM (saliency) 2.6 Hi TR/
238 D DFIET Saliency DfEZ KD, ZDEHEW
HIZE EAT 15 B~V R 7T ERETEBREIT R 7.
FERERTIORT.

KEROAER, 3 DDMDIAANY F LD 5 % Token
Embeddings @ A% {#H L T Saliency % KD 755D
FEWX, VX LATYRZLELEIYAETZZ
E DR T E 7.

Z Z T, Saliency 23 WHEEIZHIZ T, Saliency 23
BEWHLEED 5 D Attention DS K ZFWHEE DB L T
RRATFTBELWVWS, “ORMAEDLELERETHE
Bzi75. T, HEEHARDIEIETH % Saliency
IZHIA T, Attention Z W5 Z 212 & o THGER L
DREREDEET 27-0TH3. Z 2T Saliency
I%, Token Embedding D A Z{HH 3§ 2 HiEzHRH T
5., ERERSITRT. EROMGRE, HiEHAD
Saliency DA ZMHH L 7HE LD BRKEHNDP LT
Mo TLED Z DRI NI,

AAEMERESTE 5 % Tld MC-TACO IZBWTET
NDOMWRERHIT 21T o T\, o7 —Xt v
MZB VT EREFEE 2 1T\, RIS L o 72
HOPNHSEBET L E L TONILERE RS 5.
SENE, fhoF— %+ v b & LT, TimeML [8, 9]
¥ MATRES [10] 8 5 5. R ERZM S
MC-TACO ¥ 3% D, TimeML ¥4 N> t OHAR,
MATRES 134 X > b DIEFRZM S X X 7 TR X
NTW3., HREFHEICIE, SV X LATYAI %2 T3
TAPT IZ & » TIER SN F L &, KRGO
FEER VAT T B TAPT IZ & o TIER SN2 ET L%
T2, RERIITRT

KERDFER, BERT EFT VA2 ZDF EMHAL 2%
G, BEEOIMERLEETALCHEEDORE
o7,
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x5 EBZXOTOMHMBROHEZEILL TR

Masking ProbabilityA Masking Prol?ability Masking Probability EM [%] F1 [%]
(BEZDOH DR HBIFRDOHEE) [%] (Z DD HFE) [%o] (&) [%]
100 0 6.0 42.5(45.1) 69.6 (71.8)
100 10 15.4 45.7 (44.8) 71.9 (72.0)
100 20 24.8 43.2(44.3) 71.0(71.5)
80 20 22.4 44.2 (44.1) 713 (71.3)

F 6 Attention DIEMA K EWHFEREHLL TR

Masking Probability [%] EM [%] F1 [%]
15 44.1 (43.9) 71.1(71.4)
30 41.4 (43.8) 69.9(70.1)
45 42.4(43.3) 71.0(69.1)
60 41.5(41.1) 70.2 (68.7)

#}R7 Saliency DIEEWHEEZEHLL TR
Saliency DK®HJ7  EM [%] F1 [%]

Kb 1 442 (44.0) 71.6(71.2)
KD 2 44.8 (42.7) 722 (70.4)
33 EXE

YAV EBETNVEBI IR INRE 7 VX L
TRIEIRD SR & IRREEICIED GEIRTHEBEZ TR -
TED, ROERNPED - 72DIFE 2 DHDOKFHE
BROBEEZEHVEIG TR LEEATHD, X
WKCRMP-2701F, 7—&ty b REIZEWTKIRHEY
BROFFBEEZEVEETYAZ LEEGATH-72. Z
NI Y RLATYRZ LIEHBEID bEVHEEE
HLTW2., ZoZkid, A7 T2HGEREEIIC
BEIRT 2 e RIS ET 22, NREEAX 70D
Py ZICEDETHEBELERL A 72T 52,
T, XA 2L OITHERFGFHRZ ERICERT
X352 %ERLTWVWS. F7z, Saliency DIEIZEH
L 72 5BRE% € TlX, Token Embeddings d & % {# ] L
T Saliency DEZEITH T2 Z L IT Ko TERLH
RBERATLEGEIL, YR LTIRAYTIEHRE
XD HFEEDE L L7, Saliency DEIZEMATITK
HoNEHDTHD, SHHFFL T 2MED
HEZFETHHEEZTWAS.

—7J37C, Attention DfEIZHE H L 72 EEREE T,
FYRLTRAYZ LGB L FEREOEREL 2o
2. 2, FHICET 2ENEVWHEEZ R Y
FTRHRILIE, FTURLARCRRZTAEEMU LD X
R 7 % i DITHELR TGO EFITITEDL S 00
AREHEZRE L CTW3E., ZDZ X, Transformer D
Attention IX AR RFANII R X R B Z L TWiR
VW E W R (111 I2H AR LTV 3.

MC-TACO M D 7 — &t v + 2l L7z i b

— 738 —

8 Saliency 23E\WHEE+ Attention 2375 WHRE R B L
TvR”

Masking
Probability [%] EM [%] F1 %]
15 44.1(427) 713 (69.5)
30 44.1 (42.9) 71.1(70.3)

&9 PULIERERTA
TimeML MATRES

=L acc [%] acc[%]
standard fine-tuning 82.6 71.7
TAPT(random) 81.9 72.6
TAPT (RffEBER) 822 71.6

REDFHMClE, FENNE LD o7z, ZIUIMERK
L72E T LH MC-TACO DR R 7 %fi# d DI L 7=
DI TLESTWERLEEEZ R, RE
DFETEPHBEIIRITI B Z e b o7z, ZHIZ
MNLTIX, 5%, BHOT—Xty hOXRZ %R
RRCHE ~ VF R A\ R 2@ CTHAEE
B3 EEBELEV.

4 &HDHIC

AIFFTIE, HROT— X+t v +ZHWV7 Masked
Language Modeling (MLM) & Next Sentence Prediction
X A7 WENERFEE (TAPT) & L TEBREZIT-
72, £, MMM IZBW TSR RAZ T A3NRER 3
HEBDRUVFZMRKRD T ¥ X L DERD S FE A
BHMEICEE L CERET R o, REET LV E
% 5) F£ @ /& multiple choice temporal common-sense
(MC-TACO) [4] CTFHi L7z & %, EERNL 7 7
0 —F &b bMRE KRR EL TW5 Z & 2R
T&f. FThH, NREXAZD MY ZICTAEDLET
HEERP A7 T3 I DBERREIHEL,
RAD & DITRHEAHEEGTH IR TE
FerEZB. SR, thoT—2ty PRETIC
BOWTHFERICHEEDZH LS 2 K5, etz &
DTVELVEEZTWVS.

R

AWFZEE, RIFE (18H05521) DXIE%E 21T 7.
ZZICHEERRT.
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23 HNCEE L TV AR RO HEEICOWT, #
DYVRAMEEHETS. 20U X MzEE (0,1.2,..)
PEMLULEZDORMEHEL .

[*after’, *afternoon’, ’afterwards’, ’age’, "ago’, ’already’, ’al-
ways’, am’, ’annually’, *april’, "august’, *before’, "between’, *bil-
lion’, *centuries’, ’century’, ’current’, ’currently’, ’daily’, ’day’,
’days’, ’decade’, ’decades’, ’during’, ’earlier’, ’early’, ’eight’,
“eternity’, ‘evening’, ’eventually’, ’ever’, ‘every’, ’everyday’, *fif-
teen’, “fifty’, ’first’, ’five’, *for’, ’forever’, ’four’, *fourth’, ’fre-
quency’, ’friday’, *from’, *future’, "hour’, "hourly’, *hours’, "hun-
dred’, ’hundreds’, ’in’, ’january’, ’june’, ’just’, ’later’, ’long’,
’march’, *midnight’, *millions’, 'minute’, *minutes’, ’'monday’,
’mondays’, 'month’, *'monthly’, 'months’, 'morning’, 'mornings’,
’never’, ‘night’, 'noon’, 'now’, ’often’, ‘once’, one’, ‘overnight’,
’past’, ‘per’, ’pm’, ’previously’, *prior’, *quickly’, 'rarely’, ’satur-
day’, ’season’, ’second’, ’seconds’, ’september’, ’seven’, several’,
’since’, ’six’, ’sometime’, ’spring’, ’still’, ’summer’, ’sunday’,
’ten’, “then’, third’, ’thirteen’, thirty’, "thousand’, ’three’, "time’,
’times’, ‘today’, ‘tomorrow’, ’tuesday’, ’twenty’, 'two’, ’until’,
‘usual’, ’usually’, 'wednesday’, week’, 'weekday’, *weekdays’,
weekend’, "weekends’, "weekly’, "weeks’, ‘when’, 'whenever’,
’while’, *will’, *within’, ’year’, yearly’, ’years’, "yesterday’, "yet’,
’zero’]

F7z, RO ERBRLIMNCH WL DD DFRIE
TEBREITR-7DT, TbbHICHET 3.
IEHIE (Attention) MC-TACO TEHEIED 7 7
AVFa—V T LER—RATALVETLE, 5F
TIAER L TREXSSE L-ET L e DT, LA
Y — 11,12 1B 2D HFED 5 D Attention DIED
ERBDERKECEEESWEE TR 2T 5. T
A, BENKEL TWB L2 W Z &I Attention D
L HFdbWEINTED, EBDIEIKEVHEEE
WIEEOUEEICKRESEEL TV A HEERDTIIR
WL WS EZIZHSWTWAE, SETERLEE
T LT, AT 3] TR LET L2 D%
ffF 3 %. Multi-Step Fine-Tuning {2 SWAG Zf#i [ L
72D, SUXLTIYAZ LETAPT ThH 5. #E

R10 2 DDOFIERMT Attention DFED _E23 D EH K &= W
HEEZEEL T RY
Masking Probability [%]
N—=R2F7A4
(fine-tuned on MC-TACO)
~N— 27 4 & Multi-Step Fine-Tuning (SWAG)

EM [%] F1 [%]

40.9 (42.1) 69.9 (68.2)

15 412 (42.7)  69.5 (70.6)
30 435 (42.7)  71.2(70.6)
45 43.0 (41.2) 71.0(68.9)
60 42.2(39.9) 71.1(68.4)
NR—ZF5 4 VE TAPT (SR LIZ<TAY)
15 422 (42.3) 70.8(70.2)
30 42.4 (42.5) 70.5(69.2)
45 42.3 (42.3)  70.8 (69.6)
60 414 (43.6) 69.4(70.1)
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RER10I1TRT. SHOEBRFETIE, 7KL
TYRZ LG E LD SEER TR TLES 2L
DR S Tz,

BRICH I B EEEM (Saliency)  Saliency DEDS
FEVWHEETIER L, S BELSDBRVEAFOHEE
ZEWHIETY A THRETHERZITR o 7.
ERER 1R T. RROME, BRI LIS T,
Saliency {ZB L CIHMEDZ S VWHEEBICEH T 2 A0 R
WSR2 Z e b o 7.

11 Saliency DEN R IR R WHEERZEHL LT
AT

Saliency DK®F  EM [%] F1 [%]
KD 1 438 (42.6) 71.3(68.7)
KeDF 2 442 (44.0) 71.6(71.2)

This work is licensed by the author(s) under CC BY 4.0
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).



