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HEEMOREKREMRIE, ARG XS LEER
=0 UL R s 17 CBWTHELRERTH 5,
WordNet 72 & DAFIZ & 2 HIFEAR— A5 Z OFEDOHEH
ZRHET DM, TOMIRITIZT A MR D, -
ENTVWS A YBRONT WS, Z DREZ fFRHR
THHIT, A=A 5 FEOEKERE B EIZER
MU, #ET 2 HEPMREINTE

FEDERBIRDA] X A 7 Tld, NROHEET H
HE U2 XFIZBWT ZFEEE VDT 2EORYH 5
WIMKIFIE DS AN, FRNCEHTH 5 Z L B3 %kAT
AEICBNVTRINT VDS 2], 72& I, A dogisa
kind of animals. £ \D XIZB\WT, is a kind of &
WO EED RN S, dog 2’ animal D FHRFETH S Z
EDHERITE 2, EETIH, ZOXS R _GEEHUD
VT B EEDRIICHAFHEE DN A ZFMEE UTHH D
FEETD HEMN, Path N—ROFHEL UTHE S
nTwa [9)[8][7.

Path N— 2 D RERBRIA E R & R RO HR

R7EZDVWTI—NRA EToEEsnELT 5, L
U, AR —NRATH->72 LTH, Bif
BREROEILTLELET 2 LIRSV, 20D
E57%, XHTHEL b o HERTIZOWTII,
DT 7U—F TRFEVPOBEFS NS, BN Rk
BIfRZ AT 5 Z L T E 00,

Z OREIZRILT 572012, RIfETlE=a—F )L
2y M7 =2 ZHWT, BEERT wi, we & NS &G

DI BUAFEE /N path DILEMESR P(path|wy, ws)
DETIVEZMRUFEET L FELRET 5, FHEE
AD P(path|lwi,wy) D=a—F)Vxy hT =7 ET

IZ&D, I NALETHELU Lo BEERTIZO
WTH, ZFEEEVCDI DS 5 L WRIEH#E S
EFHTHIENTES, AR TIE, FEFAD
P(path|wy,ws) DETINELLTO 8D O FHiETH
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W3,

o TEREMEUOI BMRIFHEE N A E FRIL, 2RI
VB IKIEREE S A DT — X R —Z & PLRT 5,

(HEE

— =F

e —a—J)bxy M- DRNEE, 7
A7) OAWKRE L UTHBIZHNS

FERRIZ KD, BEFELZBITHEO= J—“?}I/Z\\y k
U — 2%\ Path R— 2D FFEIZHEH LGS,
MR ET2Z 2 %2RT, 61T, oMk, #
KFEVHEYIZHEZEMTETWBE L 2R,

EI=N=}
B3

2
2.1 Path XR—XDEDZRE R

D Path N—ZDFk & U T, Hearst (3K
RERBTDLHEZOLNE R —2IZDNTIA—IRA
LEBMETEI LT, TONRX—VTHNZHGER
DERBERZ AU 7z [2], Snow ik, 3 —/_ZX LT
TREERME OO T MRFREE S R R W T HEER T D
N7 MVERED, BHTD D FEEZIT57 9,

Shwartz 5 & Snow 6 DFEIZ B 1T 5 B2 ]
%} 5 72 ® 12, Recurrent Neural Network(RNN)
%W F1E LexNET %% L 7= [8][7]. LexNET
X, BEERT &2 O — A LT B RFREE /S A
ZRH e AL, RNN 2 W TRIRIGTHER RS b
WNZEHT B, 728 21X, A dog is a mammal. £\»D
XAZELUT, X =dog, Y = mammal & U7z& &,
TEEER RSO B UK HEE N A1X, X/NOUN/nsubj/>
be/VERB/ROOT/~ Y/NOUN/attr/<T&d %, {KIFHEIE
NRADETy DIk, L, S, EME T N,
WA /D BERBLOFE A TRI I, ZHd RNN
DATIRT PV &ias, BEERTIH LU KFHE
BERADRYZ MLDFEYE U TR I N BIZHHEE
N3, Snow 5D X I, ENTNDOKIFREE S %
Wz DFEEE LTHWSDTIHA <, RNN TH#E
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BUZEW T 5 Z LT, BARK e % B L. 500
BN REE N A% — LU - TR A S Z T
& 5, Shwartz 5 I3FERIZL > T, ZTOFEIPBRED
Path R—ZADFEZMET LRSI 2R U7z, &
512, RIFHEE S AR T MVOIEIT, FED D IRES
EREGUCHMHEETD LHEPM ETHEZ 0 S, FE
DHWERTORES % B2 AR OB EE DRIz
HRBL U 72 FE & A3AHA 2 —FEOBROE#H 2. Path
R—ZADFENRZITVWE Z L &R LT,

2.2 MR

Path R—ADFEIE, TI—RA L TZFEEEEODT
LEEDRIN D B\ MIKAERE N A 2@ L T, GEOREMR
EWRADIENTEDLN, HREOHFERTIZONWT,
I—NRA EToMEENEL T 5, FEOMHEIX Zipf D
HANZRES Z e osnTE D, KIEONAED HH
RSB TH B0, 1= & ZHEERT I S D EL
BREELTWEZE LTHa— 1R ETitied 5 &k
RS2, AT L ARh o 72 BEERTIZEA U T, Path
N—ZADFEIFHEYNCAFHEITD ZEMNTERY, T
DT — X%, AT/ R RIERIRE L FEFRS
%, NARERIEDMEIRIE, Path R— 2D FHEICH
WTHELHETDH 5,

Necsulescu 1x a3 —82% 75 7 TCRET B LT
Z DIRADREMEDRER % ATz [4], FEL k% 5
EDOHAFRIRE 2T 7 TRBIL, ThoszEREGDYE
5Z2T, A=—NRALTHEURPo7ZZFEIZDOWNT
H, V97 ETONRRERONS, HoEED LS4
NAZDWTHEMEERE UoEE2To7z, MR LT
Recall 23 KIRIZHE X - 05, KR E LTS A RIER
B X 2N ENR DD 2 HELT WS,

AT OMEEZ, BEERT & 2T
JAEERHEEN AL E=a—F )V ry NI =TT
o TETV VI B LTk ERAAS,

3 REFE
3.1  P(path|lw,w;) DETY VY

AHiITIE. P(path|wy,we) Z=a2—F )2y b7 —
JIZEoTETV VI TEFEIZODNTHRARS, HEE
RY L ZFREEAEO D DIRFMIE XA D3 — A |k
TOHEIZODWT, Za2—F )Xy NT—2%HWT
EFY VI RIFH LT, 3—NA ETR—XHIZH
BURhoHEERTIZOWTH, ZHExsETDIT5
1H 5 UWREHENAZFRTHZ e NTES, X
512, Path X—ZD#Hffid D FHIZBWTIE, WHR
DHFERT I U 7RG R A2 WS 720,
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A—=NZAD—EUPFBFIFHTE RV, AFE%E
WHTAZ LT, I—NALEEEHIZHNEZ LN
T&E5%,
REFHEIB VTR, HERT CKEHME A2 %
NENDWERIL UTREL, Th o ONFEL S i
TEHEMEEZ PSS LT, a— A% WA
UFE%EITD. HEERT (wi,ws) A FD X 51T EK
KBS 2,

h’(wl,w?) = tanh(wl [’le;’Uw2] + bl) (1)
ﬁ(wl,wg) = tanh(W2h(wl,w2) + b2) (2)

P72 s [y V] 1 w01 & we OHEEFOES. Wi,
by, Wy, by [3FIEEHDITH & NA T AN MV TH
Do Riuy g DHEERT ONHET 05, HKiThE
INA path DHEBUE. Ry, wy) EFXTDORZ N
WV Vpain % 7 VXL L, B0 YT B, Hirh
ENAENRZ LT BEIZRNN 2 Wb 2 & H T
E 50, ST FERREOEMED - T o7z,

BRI IE, FHORFED 725D 1T Negative sam-
pling HABIEL [3] &2 H\ 7=,

L- %

(w1,w2,path)€D
>
(w1,w2,path’)€D’
772U, o l&¥ A BB, (w1, ws,path) € D %
D= RASHIH U7 BEER T LARAFHEIE N A D i
DEATHY., (wi,we,path’) € D' & D67V X
LRSI NAlY v TV Th B,

3.2 EBOEKBEBRFBIANDER
RFHEE /X2 DF — & Hh3E (Add)

logg(vpath . i"(wl,wz))

IOgG(_vpath’ ' B(w17w2))(3)

BELEETLR2a2—NALoEET B L,
U('vpath,ib(wl,m)) IZ&koT, BEERT L AKFREE N
A0HEOLL S LIDRAATEREETE S, ZHhiC
X0, HEERT EOHENLE 5 ULWHKRFH#E A%
Bl 0 FEHOBIZHWS Z DT E S, AWLETIL,
(X =wy,Y = wy) & LAERORS 237 AW LA
kBRGNS A L, (X = we,Y =wy) & U7IF
D EAL kDN AL Z | wy & wy IR U 7R (7R
NRABINT %, EIINANN=NFAXRTHB, TD
FiE% Add &R,

ERT DKL (Rep)

hlx. 3—/82 LTS B kAZRE S 2 DR %
WATZHERTORBE UTHWSZ N TES, B
lzprE, PRHISNEZRADX &Y ZANEZ S,
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RAFFLNTE
Tty | BHHK E ik )
K&H+N | 57509 8866 15.4%
BLESS 14558 8775 60.3%
ROOT09 8602 6582 76.5%
EVALution | 3240 3199 98.7%

# 1: AT — % Z L OHHIEL L 2R S NI F
BoEE

‘F@’\y ]‘}I/ Upair )&%%{/\07 (wl,wg) @ﬁjﬁiﬁﬁiﬁt
LTHWS,

UplliT = [ﬁ(wlgWQ); ﬁ(wz,wl)] (4)

COHFERT OHEEEZ, HhiH 0 FH OB HW
5Fik% Rep &R,

4 =EBR

REFEOFHH D 72512, Add & Rep % LexNET
W U723 A OMERE R MDDz, T— Xy Mk,
K&H4+N[4], BLESS[1]. EVALution[6]. ROOT9[5]
Mo, ZANTOAEMELUTHWE2Z ZhsD
T =Xty b TIHHEFER T ICBREE OB RERLE
MEnThboy, T —x2HWTE T 5 A0KESE%
AL, TANT— R CTHEREZ T 5, ATl 542
X F1 237 TH533,

D %185 7-H12, %iEfN Wikipedia % spaCy* T
MGG U, A5 D HEER T LARFREE X A DI
U7z, R UK ABET — 2 2 0FEFIEL RA
NEON-FHHE. TOHETH 5,

R=AF74 2 TH5 LexNET Ik, SCHR [7] 1ZHEW,
PURDESITHE L7z, RFHGE S AZ T a— T
% RNN (2%, A8 60 1kot. BENE 60 IRotD 2 &
LSTM %\ 7z, AJIRZ Mvid, 50 RO HEE (L
VX)) NI MV, ARFTEDFFNR T MV, 5 IRTEDK
FRGEZ NV RZ NV, LIRTEDMEIE SR Z BV D
EOTHB, £, WU EIWE [T THVW SRR
LexNET h & HRIZFH W7z, Tk, LexNET O H
NEeZD—D>FHIOREORIZ, BEiEZ— DB
52T, RS A L R EGEORB O EMEM 2
RZEDEULEZETNTH S, LexNET h DENDER
NEDOWITIZ 60 R E Uz, LSTM 125 HEEN
7 Mve, BHEO—DOFHORIZHEET 5 HFENY
RLIZiE, JIEAD GloVe Z W25, I = NwF
#3100 & U, Adam(ZE % 0.01) 2 AW Tl Z 1T

2P 7= DT — X DENE, Xk [7] TRESHTWE LD
& Wz,

SSEATRIZ [7]) 1272 5\, F1 237 OFMIZIZ. scikit-learn D
average ¥ v 7« ¥ 7k A7z

4https://spacy.io

Shttps://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove/
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FE K&H+N BLESS ROOT09 EVALution
LexNET 0.969 0.922 0.776 0.539
LexNET_h 0.968 0.927 0.810 0.540
LexNET+Add 0.970 0.927 0.806 0.545
LexNET+Rep 0.970 0.944 0.832 0.565
LexNET+Add+Rep 0.969 0.942 0.820 0.567

# 2: VERERHANT (F1 227)

W, AARZ MV DKIAVER—32 Y b RNay IT7 Y
NBENAN=NITA=RFa—=vT LT,
P(path|lwy,we) DET YV Y ZIZELUTIE vy, Vu,y
IZHE U GloVe Z i\, &REANEDIRIEIZ 100 ¥t e L
7=o B TVEUL S & L, K 0.001 ® Adam
EFRHWTCETNVE 5 TRy 7L 7=,

Add AT 5% £ € {1,3,5) 2T 8—
NIA—=RFa—=2T U7, Rep ZHEHT 2B
LexNET O H DO FHRIDIFIZ, vpair ZFEA L7,
ZDEE, P LB K AR A RS
72O, ZOaAVR—3 Y MIFHiD h EE I E
FlinwksizUlr,

R

FERER 2 ICRT, REFEZEALEZEA.
LexNET OMREN M ET 25 Z e Dbh b, £/, &
T—Xtv hTOREEREIX. REFEEHAWEZSE
WHEREINTE D, REFEVENTHE I L E2RL
TWa,

X 512, LexNET+Rep & LexNET_h & b & #fifi
HOFERFICHEINDRNT A —=ZDDWNIcHE
boT, MEN EE>TWS, ORI vy
LexNET_h (251 5 BGER 27 MV OMEAEALL B
ERZEMEERMELTVWAZ 2 RLTWS, 23,
BHli7e LB & 5T vpgir DL U 72 ARIFHEIE S
ZADWERZHYNIL AT WIS EZSNS,

Add & Rep X ZNZ 1 LexNET OMEgE% [ E X &
L0, FRHZEA L7256, 23 UHEREN S S
ETabircididrorz, ZHIEEGOFTENRL €
TIZEEDNT WD 72, REZLIEHRAH B2
BERIZFLTWEDTHDEEbLNS,

5 O

AT, Add 12 &> TPl & N5 MG S A
&. Rep Mt d 2 HGERT DR BNBE D L 5 72
MEERZTWEDEIHT S,

Add ZBIUTlE, I — SR TCHENBHITE b5
FRTIZDWT, BEETFTIDAFEIL 28 2 2 REE
Uiz, SR E LT, PHIZINEZRAIZEWTIEAH
Ut DrEADDH, EHERT OEKREKZ R

All Rights Reserved.

Copyright(C) 2018 The Association for Natural Language Processing.



building

amphibian_reptile

= -~ e - :
. . . . e
1 ; . * M 10 ". . . © . ‘-‘:'.\.
; : “a ! % R T )
P aan . A5 FRES LB
R0 o O A 2 % Rk e AL
BRI L ';l&k BG4 3 ’ R ..
w© @ 0lia T o g °e e . o Wt
DT AR RS Y- ?)
20 -150 e hyper
T PR e R TR R N i
bird building amphibian_reptile
L} mero
[ J *en. V* .
2 . .‘.:* 2 % 100 N
b e ST
L AT R I " o R R o
- W ag BT 2o 238, - . AR
&, 5 ps #90e s, ’t, 3] ° . *
. : .
10 - (L Ay | . i Sk
% ¢ 3 ‘. et .’03 o -~

20

10 0 10 2

1: t-SNE 12 & 5 HEERT S EERBLO WAL (LBIE vpairs FEBIZ [Uy,; V)

B3 DRIFHEE N ARTFREINT Wz, 72 Z I,
X = jacket,Y = commodity &\5 AL FAEARD
RYIZHWTIX, X/NOUN/nsubj/> be/VERB/ROOT/-
Y/NOUN/attr/< manufacture/VERB/acl/<& \ 9
issa DEGEREE NN AR EBEWA T CPFHIZ N, £
72, X =owl,Y = rump &\ 5PN E2EBEBRDO T
IZ 85 W\ Tlk, X/NOUN/nsubj/> have/VERB/ROOT/-
Y/NOUN/dobj/< be/VERB/relcl/>&\\. fiifi D
xRS ZMRAHEE AN TFHE N7,

RIZ, Rep IZ &> TROND vpgir DHEEZTNRD 72
®IZ, BLESS WD HGERTIZIHFIRI NI R A A T &
2. t-SNE W2 &2 T — X otz 7o 72, KD
72, FHFERT MVOFES SRR AL 21T 5 72,
FERELUT, W DRD RAA VBT, vpgir DZE
FiZBEWTI, Bfiid b ZFEm LT, SRKERD 2
FTARPEEINT VB Z e hbhrolz, K1 12Hl%
AT, ZORIZBWTIE, B FAEIFR (hypernymy).
@D EALFEZ FDBR (co-hyponymy), #h57 2KEH
% (meronymy) DT — X fiA 70y hINTWD,
ERDE, HEERT MLOFEEDO T Ty ML, AR
BIRD RS X5 T0WEh, BIDES>TVDEND
EBLONTHED. vpgir DT HY ME, KRR
TR FAREBBELT VS, T, vy WEE
DEAROIEBINE [10] ZH A TH D, FEOEKREFRDO S
FIZTEFLWHEEZBELTWS Z 2 RLTWVW5,

PAED 3 Hr i, SREFIEIEYN S A RIE M % 1%
MTEBHZLERLTWVS,

6 &

AFFFETIE Path N — 2 DFED ZEREARFHANIZ B 1
LSAREME R R T B 7212, HERT LIRE
W22 =2 -2y NI —2I2L>TE
FV U ITEPHEEBEU, BRIZEY, BETE
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