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1 XL®IC
FHEHIC X 5 T2 D DX OEKMN /LM (semantic tex-

tual similarity; STS) % Af & FFRICEHETE 2 X 512k4US,

ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂmﬁﬁﬁ;b“Eﬁ&”@%ﬁﬁé;ﬁmt
, TRy LTHEAOBERSELEY 7V 7 — 3 > OHERER
L#% FTE 3 [19, 22].

STS DFEDIEH OO DX, “XITE TN B BER L%
ABPDHETHIGINT S TOXDERDEEDEES W
HBEWSBDTHS [17]. & A EZHEERIMLOT S
AR MZESSFERZHIREIN TV S [6,21-23]. &
NS DOFRETROTFMEDE  F 72X OGS 2 Rl % % 8
TEZRYRWRHEEZMMA 525, — /7 CHERTIIVEN
BRI MVERWE Y Fo—FicEhE > T3 [4,7].

KFETIE, 754 A2 McESL STS FRICE I N
EHETOHEY, BERZ PLOKRZILAZIICERTS L
THERT 2. [ ZLHIZ, BHENT FLD VAL FAENRY b L

WRKEHEBOBRE L BRI T ya—RFEhTW3I %
BT 5. 2OLT, BEFRIIALOBERE BET WD
WoTLESTWVWE ZERERL, T ZHLITRS 7DD
ORI ICE S LOREZRET 5. RBERIHEEO T
N7 PEBHRE L THEZE R T I5A4A VA Y bR 370
Zh% Word Rotator’s Distance (WRD) & &1 % (§4).
X512, BRERERLTWA XN FAHEEDREZD
AN B, —HEBENTINT MLEHEERY P LOES
kﬁ‘%?éﬁ&%%fﬁé 2 LTHELNEZHERS L
IZIITE A4 DEFFEABEGER Y ML XD b EEESEKOERD
BTy a—RITBY, E2ZWRDDODANLLTZDEE
FIFT =% (§5). FEBATIZ WRD & XXR2Z M ADIRD 31 F=DD
BEFEZHABDERZ LT, BRORNYFT—2F AT
HEi7zz L STS OMERERELERT 5 Z L 2RT (§6).
1.1 FIRESRE - Ric

STS 35 2 6N 572D DX D BERN B EHEE T 2
XA TH3 [5]. FHMERELX LTI AT LOFRIRaT
ANFFHlioM o () HEGRES VWSS FAETE
M7]k&%ofﬂﬁ&b® XERE DS .

RN, BEEHn,n D2 X s, s 5260

wn}v s’ :{’Ujll,...,w;l,}, (1)
Z ORIE sim(s, s') BHET 5. I w, IKET 5 HEE
N7 PAERF w; € RP ©% 7.

2 PEERZE

STS 25tE T 27 e —FICIEREL ZEEDH 5.
DroDiEHE2 o XORKOERERHATE 7
0 —F7T [17], EFEIIRICEERI PLOTSA AV M
BOLKFEDFERTDHZ. 774 A FOEREL LTI, IF
B [21], 7 7Y 4+ %45 [23], Earth Mover’s Distance

o 25 23S T DAL DMK 75 KNS T % FHIC E AUZR .

s={wq,...,
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R 1: Earth Mover’s Distance.

(EMD) [6, 9, 22] 22V S5, & D biF EMD 1%, fiEk
DA O LT ORBBRERA T WTE D [18], #sOR%
COBEBROMAAADBEZGTHD b [1], £LITX
RO BERMERE Y L THEEEZED TV S [22]. i b HEE
RZIVTF7A4 Ay OEEL LTEMD Z8H 7 % (§4).

STODFNHANLEXRI FIVEFEL, #hoDay Ay
HETSTS 2 ET 27 70 —FTH 5. X7 FLDfED
HiZE, £a— R ArbEEX LY a—-XE2¥ET 50 (8],
SWZ a—RREHAWT TRELEDRICRER) HFERT b
NEHYET 50 [12], ZEBEAEBERT MLh SBELNR
I IVEHETLHD [4,7] H3H 5. KETIZEBE CR2Z b
W ORHEET BRI [4,7) KWEBL, ik “BERY MLV T
FTAYRXY MRS 2 HEEZRT (85).

3 #fE . BE#XIX b
3.1 Earth Mover’s Distance (EMD)

BRI, EMD 3/ IcELE S h iz fi) (2 & 23T
DWW L D2 DIE TIHICE 1 N A T EDME) % Bl Ort
B (2 2R TARNRIFICEFN TR ERD AR Sk
BB LEZ27:0DR/NOEEIR MDD I TH 5.

BRI, EMD EDI T2 ASic e 5 (K1).

1. 372D OMERDME p (WHAEE), p (HERORE)

n= {( m; }1:17 p = {(ch, mj)}jzl- ()
IITpE EH ez, € RP 2, BREEE (MY &)
m; € [0,1] XSS BRI OB Y m, = L
M1TIEERT7ZMATERL, ZOAEIEIRT PLx,, m;
%, TOREZZIIEAL M, m;- ERT.
2.tED 2 Rz, x; HOWEaZ T 2ED % BEHMRE d

d: RP x RP = R. (3)

E2: Word Mover’s Distance.

H 8. EMD 3, 52 56Ncs/D001 OB D% 2

2 P EE/MET AREEETESE SRS EALEIC0R
"2EMD OFtE ST EIFLLT o b
EMD(, p';d) == | min | ;T d(z;, @) @
Clp, ) = {T R ; T1=m, 1T =m’}. 5)
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WL EEET 2083, ElR Y AANEFIA TR JWS.
WEER 734XV E. K300 58D, Lo
Lz f# BRET, 5200 MORRALICT I 4 X2 b
DRSNS (WREEHEITHIAR E 2)1. EBEMD &7 74 >~
XY NOEEY LTHIEAEATED [16], HIERY FLT 5
A Xy MCHBAENS [6,9,22) BHS Z2ICH 5.

3.2 Word Mover’s Distance (WMD)

Word Mover’s Distance (WMD) %, EMD %% L7z STS
FIRFEOEDITH S [9]. EREAVIZIZ, WMD 3% 38X
% THENZ PLVORS (MO m) t AL T, oMo
EMD (Rt o 2 b) 23 (K2). R, s, s
BHFERY PR EAZR M mE $ 5

. (6)

us:::{(uhal/">}iq’/‘“:::{(ué’l/nq}jzl

M2 TR FHEZMATRL, €OMEEFNY L w,, w; %, Z
DREZEZEA 1/n, 1/n' 2RT. RIS TDOHHDOED
EMD #2—2 1) v RZERTHI 5 :

d(w;, w}) = |w,; — wj (7)

WMD(‘S?S/) = EMD(“’svlj's/vdE) (8)
ZOERMUIEBRNT, BBRNVLRLMEINLTVSE R, B
FEOBHEBEE Y BREEETHOF->TLEo>TVS 2 WS M
ZEot. ZHAZOVWTRDEZ > a Y CTH LR S.

n’

4 Word Rotator’s Distance

DI, SHEERZ ML w; ©J VAL HEINRT P L% N, €R,
u; € RP TRY 1A= |wy], ;= w;/|wl.
4.1 BRI MLORC CHEBOEER

HEERZ LD/ VA (BX) ICRHEOEEESL Y a—
FEhATWB3eEZGNS. UTIRZFOHEBEEBRNRS.
HEEARZ PR LADE TUES XY M A DEKRE
KRBT 2 Z e 3misdtEe LTk <HsnTED, STS
THINLHOMOay 4 VEUEDSRIFRMREE RT

Sapp = Z W, Sy = Z w; )

w;ES 'w;Es/

—H3 22 (9) 13 HLxDHFENT PLEHFR->TVE LD
WRZS. L LEBRICIEHEERS LD /L A DOTEIERE
< [2], BReLT, /7 VAaDKRER (EBWV) BERT DX
N7 MVOLERER LI D, I VA D/NS TR HEER S
PURIZEEACERINZ Z IS, XD “BWERE” #21E
22 DTEBNEMEENZ S Lic/ VI X B2EATIT 2
BIVCET LTV AL, HEERT MDD /L LAIFEHEED
N REEEAT Y a— FIRTW5 Z e iffxhs. &
B2, vz X 2 EAMT ONREHEER U 7 InERE R TR
MLERKT D L,

= Z w;/A; = Z u; (10)

wies w,’:GS

SCHEDEERTHG 2 2 2712 381F 2 PEREAYKIRICIR T L 72 (R1).

S ApD W/0 NORM

TINT € Clp, u') 1 p H5o p/ ~NEWEBALER B U X 5 EkaE
78IC, T BALE x; 2 5008 m; CHIHRORERT. d(a:i,:c}) 23
HTR S SR TE%T 2 32 20T, EMD(p, p'; d) 133720 D5
w, p' ZEEEZER (RP, d) LoBLEL 2RI bk

SEMOEBRTIE POT 54 75V % H\7 https://github. con/
rflamary/POT/.

e 2, m; bl R (d(x,, @) AVNETRE), The0 2R
BXIGAT S 3 (ke T,; 3R&EL73%).
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ADD (9) ADD W/O NORM (10)
GloVe 54.16 46.25
word2vec  72.43 63.20
fastText 70.40 56.31

R1: X7 bABO a4 CHENE e AF MO HBERE (Pear-
son’s r x 100). THICHK ROBEEZ KFTRF. FHii7— %13 STS-B
(dev) [5]-

GloVe word2vec
cos L2 DOT cos L2 DOT
MEN 80.49 73.36 80.79 | 78.20 62.31 74.46
MTurk287 69.18 60.87 69.50 | 68.37 49.43 66.60
MC30 78.81 75.22 76.77 | 78.87 69.88 76.57
RW 47.28 40.37 45.64 | 53.39 31.70 48.66
RG65 76.90 70.75 77.79 | 76.17 71.30 72.58
SimLex999 40.84 35.16 38.99 | 44.19 32.24 43.28
WS353-SIM  79.57 69.03 79.54 | 77.39 55.82 74.89

R2: AFFHl & OIENFHRE 7L (Spearman’s p x 100). FIH L TW»
BHGENT B L - FHET — X B RORIE +0.5 ZRKFETRT

FRATHIE TS, ERAHA (XOBEKRICESFST2%E
ZOND) DL, BREE (5 LEvweEZLNE) D/
VAR TREWEAD D 2 Z 2 DI D 5 TW5 [15].
42 HERIMILOETCHEOENK

SIODHFEOERDEWEFET 272012, ARTIXHEGE
N7 MARALORTA (a4 V) 2AVS

cos(w, w’) = (w,w’)/(AN) = (u,u’). (11)
(11) T/ NV LRBEHRINS Z L ICEREINEV. ThbbARE
T, HERZ MDD/ Vs (BX) ICREEEESTYa— R X
NTEDH (§4.1), ThEZELFIVZHRANRT b (HE) ICHEE
DEMRMNMLYa—RFINTWDIELEZS.

BFERZ PLVOEMUE O EFEL LTad A4 YELEED
o v b HRTEHENTH 553, STS DIATHILTIZZ DLDR
Ed LIELIEFIHENS. 722 2 WMD Tld1—2 9 v F
FEEE [9], R EFIE L SCEMERETENE [21] &,
JNLEMKRLIZRESFIHINS. BEHEMUE DL v b
TINLORERETZE, adA v (Thbb/NVLERE
W BEE) Db o bEMEETH 3 Z L IR TE 7= (382).
4.3 WMD DRES

DIEXD, WMD IZI3&7=20DRERH 5 Z bbb,

W EEOEAMIT. EMD 2HEREEEN L THA (BHFEN
7MLV DEAEEBTE (2), FHBEZ MLOEEEIZ L
LTy a—REINTWRICHELLT (§4.1), WMD iz
FEA LU TEHENS P2 —RRICEAIT LTS (6).

W ERNELEDSE. EMD 2EREREZ N L Ca (HEE
N7 V) BEOIEELMEEERTE (3), HiEXRZ FLOEK
PPEME R I A Y THIZ 2R TEZICHEDL LT (§4.2),
WMD CTREEE L BERNPEX >72—2 1 v NiEEEZ FHW
TW3 (8). 7222 ‘B X7 by “OLy v fff” N7k
AD XD CERILGEVDE D EMRESERENKE B 28
FEAZ PAFHTOWT, HEEEME Ab 6 TLES ™.

4.4 Word Rotator’s Distance

U EDOEBZR R E 2, HEEXT M LD VL2 HANYT ML
ZOTTCHEMAT AR LWXEUERELRE T 5 (M3). B
SHEEERWESEES, /AL HANY A RREETHV 2 iENEE 2.
722 ZE—TDORY b D L AR ETIUL (BARESREEE L E T UL

BEANPREL & (BARRELESMELS TY) @OERELE 2RO v B
EvohTlLES.
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E3: Word Rotator’s Distance.

BN, BRI E TR0 THAEERME LI & - e
N7 MVERE (M) L R L, #EERE LT EMD ’K:nfﬁ
5. BERAEILLTAHRNY " LDT 74 v XY MIERLIZH T
%7-%, $2Z%k% Word Rotator’s Distance (WRD) ¢ %
5.

BRI, 298X 5,8 2/ VA TEANT SN
N7 MVOEE, Tbb BEAMERE FOBE M AT

Vs:z{(ui, AZ./Z)}i:1 (Z ::2&) (12)
v, ={ ), )\j/Z’)}:,l <Z/ :ZA) (13)

M3 TIFHHEEZHTRL, ZDONMEBIERY MLy, u; w, Z

DRESFEL (VL) N/ Z, N/ Z" 2Fs. e, av4
VERHER X R b2 LT EMD (2FHT 3
deos (U, u)) == 1 — cos(u;, uj) (14)
WRD(s,s”) := EMD(v,,v,/; dg,). (15)

ZAUZ &b WRD X, WMD ¥R/ bh, EMD ¥ BFEXZ b L
C ORI KDY I S D37 X .

o EREE (REDEH) & /L4 (BEOEEE)

o FHEfERE (B DER) < &3 (HEMOIELELIE)

5 XANJMIHEHNFETHHEAT MILER

5.1 BEXANY FILOEE
BIEXANY M BHEERY ML= BER I N B ERET
W [3] BEZR, MiZ, EXONTHERT PLOEED, S
BIEXNRY PVEHETE S, ZhoDMoay 4 EMUER
STS iIZBWTHEH CTARERENEINDTWS [4, 7].
52 BEXANY MILOWEDLFETZHERY MILEE
INETRRINTELEIRNT M OWEFIEB LU ZOM

HEDEE, ROPATRINCEELRT LM TES.
Encode(s) = < ZaQ w) fy w)) (16)
wWES

ZIT, BB f, ay, f3 BERZOAROEEIEHES.

o fii HEENZ ML ‘4 X7 DRRE [7, 11]

o ay: HFERY M RHEK - HE/ [4, 7]

o fo: XNZ PLD “ AR DRRE [4]

BRICRES N fo POTHSREEETH 5 L ITHERT
2, (16) cm@; SICHEMA DI LATES

Encode(s) = Z fye(w (17)
fvc(w) = fs(ay(w) - fr(w)). (18)

TixbBh, BEHTHINZIND TV XY M LVOHEETFIL,

ADD (9)  ADD W/O NORM (10)

GloVe 54.16 46.25
GloVe + A 68.30 59.62
GloVe + AW 76.68 59.62
GloVe + VC(AWR)  79.13 63.60

R3: AFiili » OHHBEREL (Pearson’s r x 100). 171 B ORE

ERFTRT. FHli7— %1% STS-B (dev) [5].
GloVe GloVe + A GloVe + VC(AWR)
MEN 80.49 82.43 82.26
MTurk287 69.18 72.77 69.32
MC30 78.81 77.99 80.67
RW 47.28 54.75 54.34
RG65 76.90 75.18 76.89
SimLex999 40.84 46.74 49.83
WS353-SIM  79.57 80.97 79.32

R4 \F3l » O NELAHBEFRE (Spearman’s p x 100). FFli7 — &

FHIRBOBIE +0.5 Z RKFETRT.
HED (NEMHER) FIEE LR T IeNTES.

FIRHFENI PV w % fyo TEBL, ZORINEZRELE
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AR TIEHEFERS PAVEH f,o DEEFI LTUAT2H
W5,

e f;: all-but-the-top (A) [11], conceptor negation (C) [10],

ot ERE (N) [7]
® «,: SIF weighting (W) [4]

e f5: common component removal (R) [4]

F/, 2 A W, RICFEXIAZIRZ FAEHEE
VC(AWR) O X 5 ICFET. T A —RIZETHIHEHRID
FEAVE.

53 ZMINTBERIMLORTEME

XART PVOHETEED HSEDOINEMTH D (17), Lhd
B2 IERR & D b SRS STS 2MRIF 2 Z e 03005 T
W3, LEdoT, fyalw) D/ VAIZETD w D/ Vb K
DHHEBOEEEN LD X Zya—FIRTW3 Z LR
SND. FEBE, BRENHEGENT bV { fyo(w)} ZRAWTONE
MR, 7 V202 & 2 EAMNT ORRZHEER L 72 ERSR (10)
BT 2L, /A& 5 EAMITD STS OHEEITH <
HEAL T3 Z & 2ERRT E 7 (R3).

F7o, HEEANS MLOMAEIIHEEOEKI Ty a - FEh
TWiedy, ZOMAD fio I8k oTlE 3 2 & BHFEHLUE
RADIT & o THED® BTz (R4).

54 BFEANYT FILE#EE WRD ORE

ESNTHEER T PV fuo(w) 3REFE WRD O AN
ELTZDOEEMATE S, WRD IZHEERY MLD /LA L
HERZ bR EFENCTERT 2 5ETH D, /L2 HAN
MV RWET DS fyo K& o TREFEDOMRED X 512[ L
THeHFTES.

6 RE

6.1 7IL—>avER

BT, ShD20REFELZNTNLDIRIZOVWTHEDD
577V —>aryEREE IR o7 (£5). WMD » 5 WRD
WEHET LI TXHUEREL LTotiErs—E L TH L
L, JVLERARANRT MvEDTTHWSIRER (D25 WIFEY
THW2ZeDTAY v b) HERTE .

F7o, XN PAHEEENFE T 2 BEENRT PAVER fue
ZAAT2 e THEMERE LToMER—E L THh EL
Joo VA ETTANRZ P OEED WRD O HEREDSE I ERS
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WMD WRD | WMD WRD
A by ST — FhRE v v
GloVe 62.56 64.66|71.34 71.13
GloVe + A 65.74 68.83|75.19 75.19
GloVe + AW 63.34 77.21|74.41 76.44

GloVe + VC(AWR) 61.42 79.20| 72.81 78.60

F5: AFFHE & ORI (Pearson’s 7 x 100). A hy 77— KD
FREZT 2HE L LRWEET, THRICRREOE £0.5 2 K¥F TR
3. 2R TREOMRIC TN, FHii7— X1 STS-B (dev) [5].

STS’15 STS-B Twitter

GloVe - XX7 hL

Glove' 56.08 41.45 29.56
GloVe + WRT [4] 64.66 65.61 40.24
Glove + UP [7] 76.1 715 —

GloVe — HERZ b7 T4 Y XAV b
WMD GloVe' [9] 67.29 61.67 41.15
DynaMax GloVe [23] 70.9 — -
BERTScore GloVe! [21] 71.38 57.44 52.37
WRD GloVe + VC(CWR) (1BERi#)  76.25 75.21 48.75
WRD GloVe + VC(NWR) (2%8i&) 76.74 74.62 54.10

fastText — BFENRY FLT7 T4 Y XV b
WRD fastText + VC(CWR) (1853%) 76.34 76.29 51.97
WRD fastText + VC(NWR) (1RFi%) 76.83 76.02 55.04

ZOM - XN b
Sent2Vec [12] —
Skip-Thought? [8] 46
ELMo (All layers, 5.5B)F [14] 68 — -

+6: N\TF3Hili » OHHBAREL (Pearson’s r x 100). #HfiT— & (3) &
WHREBOMERE £0.56 ZRFTRL, RROMFICTHR 2647, () &
T4z & 2HEBIER, () 1% Perone et al. [13] 225 D5, () 1k STS
Wiki®2 5 D5, 1FHHE DR WEHFEFEOBIEII TR 5 D5
.

TEIEDRThD.
62 RVFI—=UFRXL

iz, STS ¥ AT L DOMREFHHD /oD DRy Fv—20 T — &
PRVT, BEFELEEFEOR—RF54 Y FEL Z2HEK L.
B5F—4atybk. 38D STS FHiiH T — &% & Huwiz.
e STS’15 (SemEval 2015, STS task; [8, 14, 23] ¥ D LL#E )
o STS-B (SemEval 2012-2016, STS task D4k - £4IR) [5]
o Twitter (SemEval 2015, Paraphrase & STS task) [20]
BR=XZSAVFE. BEXRIITIFAAY MHESL
3EHOBFFEL L 7.
e WMD [9]'¢
o 77 Y 4 EAEITHS L Tk [23]
o FEMIEICE D FIL [21]

5L, UTOXNRI MVERS S 2FEe L 7.
o UNY MHEEICED L FIL [4, 7]
e NELADLBICHEMR) XY MVEHET 2FE [12]
o FEX T Y a—RIZES L Fik (8]
o HRAT ZBEEN 2 P L DANERE [14]7
BER. EBRERIEIROED. 3, HERZ MDY S
A4 YR NEFETZFEBOTT, BEFEND - & b RIF
TREE IR L. SEMFEFRE, HEAS bLicnya—F
ENAFEELEWRE BEC RO -TBY, 2oz
REFEOBMECEY > B2 N5,
CHROMEBEINTVS A by TV — FREDEHL 7.
TR e DM BRYD, 0¥ 5 BERT 7 QEMIZHAEZ L STS IBVTH

TG 2 RE Tz, [21] @ BERT/RoBERTa N HR b HETH %
B, RYF—=I XA TOMRPRKELELL7DRPLE V.

75.5" -
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T HICIRREEIL, mRDBACIDEENATWS STS-B 24
DETORYF -7 T —RTBEORBOHM 7 L STS F
#Hx bEo7e. D DIFRT PAMEICESSFE[7] 2 L
FlozmiZBH LW, HADPHWEZHENRY P AEEITH L
FTCXNY MUAHEEE» HFEENT-HDTHD, ZORTHE
TFEFRIT T 2B V. ZELT TV 2 DIFHEER S b
NDT7 AR NOBEHETHY, SISEHEICBIEZ 774~
AV POBEENZEITETE2HDOEEZILNS.

7 &bOHIC

BZENT MLDT 74 Y XY bW BEWNZEHICES
STS FrEI%, BEHTIEIXRZ MAHETFERICELEZE 5T
We. AT ZOEHS THEEOREL » EEE 2R CHH
LTWaEh5 | FeRitE T, HENY MLe v s kA
N7 AR LIS FEERZE LR (WRD)., X512, XN
7 MAMEETFIEDIHGER Y MAEBFR I OND Z L ER
L, WMD ¢ O#iGHEEIRRE L. 5D RBEFIERICKD,
BEORYFv—2 X2 7 TRERRBOREERZEZER L.

EMD 1icED { FikilE, AOBMRBERD R 2 v o - fEE
WEBRIHAAL Z BN TE 3 [1]. SEIE EMD B2
TRZEMZT “RO” RETHFEFRCH T 2B ELHEL
7o, Sk, A RHEEEREER L ZOMBREMHRL 2.

BEE. AWZEiE JST CREST FREHR S JPMJCR1513) OX4E%
Z37bDTT.
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