FRLEBEZHRIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2015-NL-220 No.10
2015/1/20

EREBEOHEBEE L BLUESZTIZB TSGR

e Este)

BE
AR TH L, ARSIEL

Kevin Duh!:P)

FR 200 A HELY

BT D HEENY MVZERND, SCORRICHE > TE L D8 2Bk R B 2

MOBELELBICEREZ Y TS, OB, 1—3 N Z AW ENE B FERIRTHD L %
AT AFROEREEE, HFESZ MDD XOBREMERT DA L, T —v % AW IERIE O
PESER L Z2HAESEATHD. ERERIE, X7 MZEBICBWTHEENDS X0 HMER X OEWR 2

DR, HEEARISNDZEMEITRRD, WYR&ERITOZEREMOF

BHRLEARTRTHY, I—

N VTR FIEPN EE S 2 e 2 L 2R LT 5.

F—T— K HEENT MVZERMET IV, XOBWHER, b—x0ik, JERBEEE Y,

1. [FL®HIZ

HARSFELIMIEIZ RN T, BHERF OB RERE
NY MUK > TRBT 2 FEETH S OOEEL, BIER
Wt (Latent Semantic Analysis : LSA) [10], [24] 225,
THETIE=2—F /L EFEET /L (Neural Language Model :

NLM) [6], [9] IZEDE T, #hx RFIESHIFES ukeiT TW
L. THUC XY HEEM O BRI 2, N7 R LZER

BT HHEHCHBENOHE T2 N TE D20, ik
BT TV = a ATBWTIRES A EA TS, £L
THRHTITAE T, HREXT MVERIOBRRIEEE LT, &
BRORERME [13] DFFFERREANATON TN D, ZORFFET
1, BEOHEGED DAL SN D40 OB A EH KB
T BT MLk, HEEST L OM L NORERERIZ L -
THRDZENEEL R D [4), [12], [18]. Z O#FFEY B
FRIZITAEKIRAT LTV D Deep Learning (RJE252E) D4y
BT, EFITTERICIE STV 5 [21], [22], [23].

LN L7235, 2 s Deep Learning & FV 72 B R O
FRPEDIFFEIE, Folo BARDMEN DI ZE T Z &3
BETH 5. T~ Deep Learning (Z351F 5 MW@MY 72 JERRIE
PETIER L, B = WEIC K D R OTZE M & AV T2 FERR
FEMETFIEICER T 5. Fx ORIL, UTFTD2207 =—

Loofmierr e
IPSJ, Chiyoda, Tokyo 101-0062, Japan
TBUE, 2= REMR B ER R
Presently with Nara Institute of Science and Technology
) masashi-t@is.naist.jp
) kevinduh@is.naist.jp
©)  shimbo@is.naist.jp
4 matsu@is.naist.jp

2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

REFH

R FH LB TED.

(1) HEENOA], AN XOEWRERZ, ZANEOME
EERLCHET 5.

(2) 2 DDIXHFFOMIE L BIRON T 2 EE LT, TOH
PELZFHRELEET L.

AR TR (2) OFPEFHICERE YT, %Eﬁm‘ﬁ
MVZERIE T SR B EROE AN & 1 — 3BT
L ELE VD, 20077 D»—*T@rﬁ'i{é\c‘:?liﬂﬁ
ERAALD. BLICEARETHIFEEETFN—va o
B %2 Rd. AROBERIL, T2 K5 THD.

(1) BFERZ MV OO EREZRER T D8, I—%
AW IERREERUE 2 PR E I TH D 2 L R
Uiz, 2, LM RS A Bk e 22 R 28
FCHDLIEERELTND.

(2) EET 2 I LE S FIEIC L 5T, XOERDY
BERUEOFMT — %> M LT, "—AFA %
EEZMREOm EEMRE L. Fx OFIEE, <0
BEFFAIFSE & el U CHER ISR R FILETH YV 2 b,
e PEREIC I8 A PERE & ERL L 72,

Je =2
2. =

2.1 EE, Bl HHIVELEZESE
RHED D VITHAEEE (LUT, FrEREETE) LEEh

5B CIEER, T2 MOEHE # X 7126 b TR
LR W~ & B 17512 28T 5. PlAE, 2k
1



FRLEBEZHRIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

&Y FHEEREE I, BT vaRi>T7 — & MO

<, BRIV EFOT — X BOERITE 25 &
I, NI MT =2 BIKOLEHRETT O [14], [25]. <D
FEIIT — 2o~ T ) v AR

d(xy) = /(x — y)TM(x ~ y) ()

EIREET D HOT, KxOFECBOTHE LB
Bloxh UC, Rz BT M 2835, £72—HT,
BREEE BN TCHRBEOET N—1 3 T, HEECIR
72 < EICNE

Km(x,y) =x My (2)

wEELT 2175 M #5835 [5], [8], [19]. EHFTIX
X 512, Non-linear Similarity Learning (FERRIZEALIE S
B) BRREEN, H—F VB K(xy) = 6(x) é(y) 12
L 2BH%I, BRI nIomRITZER O —2 Y v RER#HE
dp(x,y) = [|¢(x) — ¢(¥)[l2 FET D72 EDOTIELIFET
% [16]. ZHODOTIEICE ST, ST TAZ Y IR
REETH STt OT — 2 805, LI AH Al FE/a~
7 MVIERERGDZ LINTED.

2.2 XOERRHIEELUE OFTE

FRIOEFICB T 2 BARSHELEOBEWIIETIL, T8
DE I OO ERAIELLE 2 31§ % Sentences Involving
Compositional Knowledge (LLF SICK) [17] & FEZN S &
A7 H3, SemEval @ Shared Task BWTKE2iFEH £ D
TWS., INHDOT =2ty ML, 250D KR
PEEZAFTAIT YT LEbLO (£ 1 E23) O
EJZé?th\Z) z1ERDLEOPDEIICZDT Sy
MZE, 12X CBEE & 7] U0 B 72 5 30T H BB R
iot<£&ofmto B DT IR D HEE & B DK
IR DLTHR—OEWA RO E, fHFa 2EO
DEET D, ZOXAZ X, FAFEXOMRBLHME, 51

BEBGRRRSCERISE R DT S r—va itk 5
THEICEBELRHNHTHD. ZOXRA7 DIV
FRIRIZDWTIE [1] ZB RIS iz,

3. BEF&

ZOETELILET, BOrDOLOEKR~Y MLOFHE
FEEBRARD. ZLT, ENHORY MUK DALY
BFEED =N MO OERIEFE~SIET 5. 22
TOIMET—21%, {((S1,591),91)5- > ((Sny S"n),yn)} €
(R4L,RY) x C DR TEZ LB bDLT S (2 EBIR).
TxTET, 2200 S OR7 Mrx ZFFEL (3.1 ),
FHOHFLLETH D HGHE C = [-1,+1] OfEE TR
57O FEFE (328 #RET L. AR TR, 3.2
i Cuk R D FELNE 2 FikE h— R WEE AW TIREL,
DI E T D Z L ICERE Y TS,

2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2015-NL-220 No.10
2015/1/20

X ws X = f (Wi,w3,W4)

Wi
% x

x

w Wi CVM

x ,
Ws X — X' = g (W1,W2,Ws, We)
x
X Ws

Word semantic space
with distributional model

Sentence representation
with compositional function ?

D(x) ’

Similarity learning
in space ® via Kernel

(')

Feed back to
word representation

Normalized kernel is

cosine similarity in space ®

K1 ARCIRRT2FESROMIER. EFLShED—F
HOK X, EUOLZER ¢ IS B A VEREL 2B, Th
EEET B2 LT, TOMERY bLVEREICEIT S E®EB N
FHER, COBWRBMR N OO BFE~Y 28T
HIEWAREL 0D, AR Tox IR SR LIRS

3.1 XDEHKAY MLOBRER

ZO/TIE, XOEWRNRY MVEFHET D 7 ORERRIR

BIZoWTHR~R%. HlEAEcHLE% f 2 f: 5 — RY

ETBH. TS B nRIENT ML x ~EART 5K

ThoD. HTxiTEP, RLU T RERER f & LT,

fapp(8) =Y pegd(w) #E 2 5. ZZ2Td(w) iEn ikt

DOHFERT7 MEBLET 5. _mgw%ku X E HEE

DY ML OEMZeFITRELT 5 Bag-Of-Words 1235 <

HOTHY, INRFFOFEIACLR Y T, S HITIFREE

AEEEOBERIT-IBEINTELT, ¥ 3TOXRY

MUAERREE DO R—RA T L &2 5.

WOETNE L THRAIX, FBIEOHERE RS HINY
MV ORERREFEET L E LT, LLFO Bi-gram €5 V%%
Z5.

Is|

Z tanh(d

ZIT, 2007 Mo E, |S[IEXS oksE
#9. B X 52y hvomfl & JERE R 2w T
5T 2L~ T, mikd Bag-Of-Words TiHHE x H 780
FEIEOEMAZRFL, U7 MRIESD Z LB AMRET
H5.

EHIZZOETIVIE, Bi-gram W9 XORINTEBNT
B L7 2 HEEOMAG DRI TR, RVZTFHIW
IR FEE O BRI H 2 MM OBEIC b RS IR T
%. TexlIZN% Dependency ET /L& L, LFD XS
FETS.

fB1(S) = (wi—1); d(w;)) (3)

|D|

> tanh(d(w;); d(w;)) (4)

(i,3)€D
ZZTw; & w; IR0 Z T ORI

foep(S) =

D2 ODHFEER



FRLEBEZHRIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2015-NL-220 No.10
2015/1/20

XA EXB AFIZEPEUERTT
A : A man is jumping into an empty pool.

B : There is no biker jumping in the air. 1.6

A : Two children are lying in the snow and are making snow angels.

B : Two angels are making snow on the lying children. 2.9

A : The young boys are playing outdoors and the man is smiling nearby.

B : There is no boy playing outdoors and there is no man smiling. 3.6

A : A person in a black jacket is doing tricks on a motorbike.

B : A man in a black jacket is doing tricks on a motorbike. 4.9
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Kernel r (ADD) | r (BI) | » (DEP)
Cosine 0.740 0.722 0.755
Polynomial (p=2) 0.812 0.785 0.796
Polynomial (p=3) 0.817 0.793 0.796
Polynomial (p=4) 0.815 0.775 0.790
Gaussian 0.815 0.789 0.780

xR 2 BRaRU—2EROTEE LZBROMBIRE DR R,

Models r (Rank)
Zhao et al., 2014 | 0.828 (1)
Jerva et al., 2014 0.827 (2)
Our best model 0.817 (3)

Jimenez et al., 2014 | 0.804 (4)

& 3 FrxDOFiEL SICK IZBT % Shared Task D _EALF— L DfE

Lo,
Kernel r(NLM) | » (Random)
Polynomial (p=3) 0.817 0.792
R4 HEXZ FAOPHEEIZSWT, gl A0 NLM &5 04
LDOYE TDE.
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5.1 Linear (cosine) vs. Non-linear (kernels)
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5.3 Ours vs. Competitive Performers
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