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1 ELC®HIC

AR, ARSFEAEEAN A2 EH L7285 — A
PHOFIZIEEAINDDH S, HlzlE, XEF—
2T LT TRV EMNET B CES RN ZIGHT 5
T, TV rONBEHESEL, 21—V —0D
AN RIAT A Z e TES [L, 2.

XETF—-REHABOET 5720121, I CENHE
ETNEERT 20 ENH L. XEMHEETIVIE, X
BT —RELEMT VO L 85T — X oERI N
5. ZOEMT AL, 25T RY =Y v TORMP
T/ T—R—%BRAL, EEENLET —XONEE
WRdT 52 LT, FUNZERLZT /) T—> a VELH
ZHE> TR TN 5.

72, LHOPETIZARL, XESHEHOT —XE
BEEHBEET, HlZE, Bz —Sfeahiz7 v
r— Ny, pEFHOhTERINXET X0
S5XENEETNVEERT 256, 7T—2ducidE
DEETNVOREKTORRNEL &L /A4 ABREEN
TWAHAREMRH S, ZDOLd B /A X 2E5LT—X
&, 7/ T a v O—HERIEEHEHOT X L
WEAe D, 72 AREWREOXELSEET NV EHWT
FELU-LTH, Ml ONBREEE2BRLZ e h
TERWEBEDNH L. £z, NERKER EOZdIZT
=D ETo-E LTH, MABEK TR Ok
EMRHR DD, FRNZBERT 2 EDHL WGEN
H5. ZhE, KEL DI TZFEEHD ) A AHFEKT
tEZOoNS. —DOHIX, EHLEEFEHFINSE IR
AT E-DFHED LT R 5 OV 5-HDRERDEIZ LD
BlERIBESRIL/AX, ZDOHIZ, SR bT
HERIIN-HFRRHA 250 XEX OCR 12L&
DEBMINZHHIIEBER O R EENETFAN/ A
XTh5.

XESEICET AT, XELEET IV ENGE
U, DERER EE2HET 25815 FET 20,
RSN N DR N %2 & 3 2I58EA 0 [3, 4], %
2T, AMFETIE, AEREIXESIEETVETT
W7, FET R REKET R HE X, 8
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T— RIS ) A A ERBAT DI LT, YOX5%
R TR IMET T 200, EHEDOEW SVM
B X UOmEMERED BERT #H\WT, ZTORK% S
T5.

FEERTIE, NTHNZER L) 1 X 28T — R
BAIEEZ LT, XENFHETNVOEMRNED L
IIZZALT 2 DODMRGEZETT S . FEEROFER, T ~0L )
A ATCREXENFEETVIZL S THERKE2ET Y,
TXANAXTEXERPHETIVIZED /14 XD
BDZIFPTINERLZRbhrolz.

2 MXEHEETIL

AREITIE, R THWS O XEIHE TV
DD VWTIHEARD.

2.1 SVM

—DHIX, Wang 5 [5] 12 & D #EE X 117z Support
Vector Machines (SVM) IZ & 5 XHSHET LV TH
5. WHDFETIE, SVM OFEME LT, HiEi=
TINEHFENL T I LEFHALTED, 51287
FADEEEBEDEACE RS LT, HEEE
M EZFEBHLTWS., FEEY VY TIVENSE, &R
REEHPARETH D, WIIBRNR—ZF 1 & UTHH
TERZLENTES. TDRD, RFETIE, EHNZ
XESEETIVELT SVM 28H L. 2T,
scikit-learn! @ LinearSVC % W CTFEDHEE %
To7=.

2.2 BERT
ZDHIX, Devlin & [6] iZ & D {2E X 117z Bidirec-

tional Encoder Representations from Transformers
(BERT) 2 X2 XEMNHET IV THS. BERT 1T K
Fiks 7o 4 0 — 2T MASK language model & Next

Ihttps://scikit-learn.org/stable/
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sentence prediction model % pre-training U, R &
A 2 T fine-tuning §26 Z & THA R X A Z7IZTHEWT
BEEREEZEH LT\ 5 [6]. X7z, Bataa & [7] OHf
i TI%, BERT 12 & 5 XEDHE T IVATHAGE 204
EURXEDHE A CimMERg 2 R U7 L e U
TW5. ZD7H, AR TIE, &EMEagox &
E7)N & UT BERT 28 L7-. AWFETIE, trans-
formers 2 @ bert-base-japanese-whole-word-masking
EHWTXESEET NVOEK2TT57-. BERT O/
AN=NI A=K, T —22HNT, TRy
Be 1, NvFR & 32, RRKRIIRE & 256 L€
U7z, F7z, ZOMDNAR=RFTA=RIE, T 74
)V MEZFRE U Tz

3 FT—4%tvh

AETIE, AR THWSTF—X 1y FOFEHIIZD
WCIRRS., FFXHE/EOR Y F -2 L UTHA
9% Yahoo movie review T — Xt v MIDWTHN,
WIZEB T —RIZ) A RAERBAT B HFEIZDONTHR
N5,

3.1 Yahoo movie review

AL T, Bataa & [7) DIFETHEFHALTWS
Yahoo movie review % XEQFEHDORVFv—27 2 L
THWA. ZOF—Xty M, HARZGEOKEIZET
HLEa—Zx LT, TORNAVEENZERTHN
i Positive 7 )V, &EM 2R R THNIL Negative
TRV EMNEINTZHEDTH B3,

TR DOKEFIERE LT, TVEUIL 2, FEHT—
R DOXERUL 29017, FIFET — X DOXEHUL 1528, FF
fili 7 — R OCEEIEL 7637, FE T — X DI HEGER
i 181, #H T — X OFEEIL 57267 THD. TZ
T, /A4 RXZEALBRVEE (WITHOUT NOISE) @
BEXEDHETIVOIEME (Accuracy) 1%, SVM T
89.11%, BERT T 91.29% T®h 5. AWIZETIE, %
WG B4 RRBAFEICLLD, FET—RIZ /A X%
BAIEZZ LT, XHERHETNVOIEMENE D
EOIZBAT 2ONHEL, &/ 1 XDEEDII %
f195.
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3.2 JAXRAAE

KAWL TIE, BT —RXAD ) 1 RBEAFEE LT,
TRV IARETFAN) A XDZFEHD ) A X%
Z5. F9, IR/ AXTE, XET—XDODHAKL
FERI_NVE LU THNEEINTZIRVNRT ) T—Yay
HEIZFIET D, DE O XHET —XRONEIIK L TH
EX T NURMEGEINEGEE2BET S, RIZ, T
FAN/AXTI, XET—RIIHLTEI NS
NIVIFIEL WA, XETF—ZDO—HHHEIRR, /2IE
fift 7~V EEARD R WX F R BGRIZER I T WS
GEBETSE. R1TE, IRV AXETFFAD
J A AXDBAFEDOFHMERT. 22T, /A XD
EA% (Noise rate) 2 E#3 5 LT, /1 ADE%
PR, e RE—rD /) A RZRC Y TF—REAERK
T5.

4 =B

AFZETIE, FHT—RIZ A ADBAT D55,
F1D) A ARXENFEETIVONEREIZENIEY
WEE2RIETOY, /1 RARLDTF—X%2HWTHREE
FERELTS.

4.1 ZER%

E
AEFETIE, FETF— R LT/ A4 ZRAN—I
EEHT S, £/, XEDHEETNAD ) A XDOE
EFET L7720, FHETF— X LR T— X LTI,
J A RV —IVIZTHEHE U722\,

4.2 JAXDEE

£2 T, JAXEREALBRWEGED SVM 2B
B IEMRR (89.11%) &4/ 1 AR ARDEMRD %5
B BRI ARG R 2R3, 2 2T, Noise rate %
[0.1, 0.2, 0.3] IZF%E L7z EfERDAS %2R T, [Akk
2, K3 T, EMROZESZ IR 7ZFER 2R
. K2R3 KT EE, R2TEIRNVLIAX
MWEfZ LD, RITIETFAN /A ZXDRELZ ED
TWBZehbhbd, £2TIE, FETFT—XIFET
%5 N )L EEAEXHES INCONSISTENT_ LABEL &
& " DUPLICATE LABEL %< fFfELTH Y, F
JES % T NVOFIEE RS T2 % RIZL TV

2https://github.com/huggingface/transformers
Shttps://github.com/dennybritz/sentiment-analysis
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£ TFANAZXBIETRNV) A XDOBAFEEZRT. 22T, RKAEEEX OOV LEET .

Noise Rule

Description

Text OOV_FREQUENT VOCABS FERBEDTE b D5 I
REEIHIE DK\ DO SIEIZ Noise rate DEE TRHAGECEWT 5
Noise rate DEIETT ¥ & LIZFEG 2 BN URFGECEHRT S
XD HEEE Noise rate DE & THINL RAFEIZEHRT S

Text  OOV_INFREQUENT_VOCABS
Text OOV_RANDOM_VOCABS
Text OOV_RANDOM_WORDS

Noise rate D& TRAGECEHRT S

Text  SUBSTITUTEIRRELEVANT_WORDS (1D HizZE% Noise rate DE| & TR UESEDL S T 2 X LRI S Nz PEEIZE KT 5

Text  SUBSTITUTE_RANDOM_CHARS
Text DELETE_RANDOM_WORDS
Text SHUFFLE_RANDOM_WORDS

XEHOHEED KT % Noise rate DEIE T T ¥ & LR UJISCFITE MR T %
XEHDHFEE Noise rate DEIAT T ¥ X LITERUHIRT 5
XEHDHGEE Noise rate DENG TEIRUGEIHEZ ANZEZ S

Label DELETE_LABEL

FPF — X DX F% Noise rate DEIAT T ¥ X LITEIRUHIRT

Label DUPLICATE_LABEL F T — XD xxE % Noise rate DEIGT T Y X LTEINUER D 7 VARG LT — ZIZBINT 5
Label INCONSISTENT_LABEL FPF — X h DX FE% Noise rate DEIATT ¥V X LITRIRUER S T ~OVICEHT 5

Label IRRELEVANT_LABEL
Label IMBALANCE_LABEL

# 2: SVM(WITHOUT NOISE) (2 81) 5 IFfig
(89.11%) &4/ A RBEAR D EMRED 757 (FIEH)

Noise Rule Noise rate  Differnce

1 Label INCONSISTENT_LABEL 0.3 15.90
2 Text OOV_FREQUENT_VOCABS 0.3 9.48
3 Label INCONSISTENT_LABEL 0.2 8.02
4 Text OOVINFREQUENT_VOCABS 0.2 3.67
5 Label DUPLICATE_LABEL 0.3 3.37
6 Label INCONSISTENT_LABEL 0.1 3.33
7 Label DUPLICATE._.LABEL 0.2 1.91
8 Text OOV_FREQUENT_VOCABS 0.3 1.11
9 Label DUPLICATE_LABEL 0.1 0.96
10 Text OOV_INFREQUENT_VOCABS 0.1 0.86

# 3: SVM(WITHOUT NOISE) (2 1) % [Ef#
(89.11%) &4/ A REAREDIEMRED %57 (FIEH)

Noise Rule Noise rate  Differnce

1 Text SUBSTITUTEIRRELEVANT WORDS 0.1 -0.26
2 Text SHUFFLE_RANDOM_WORDS 0.1 -0.2
3 Text DELETE_RANDOM_WORDS 0.1 -0.2
4 Text OOV_RANDOM_WORDS 0.1 -0.18
5 Text SUBSTITUTE_RANDOM_CHARS 0.1 -0.05
6 Label IRRELEVANT_ LABEL 0.1 -0.03
7 Text SUBSTITUTEIRRELEVANT_WORDS 0.2 0.03
8 Label IRRELEVANT_LABEL 0.2 0.08
9 Label IMBALANCE_LABEL 0.1 0.09
10 Text SUBSTITUTE_RANDOM_CHARS 0.2 0.14

ZEeWbhrd, WL, £3 T, TFAM/AXNE
fiZz i TND & 51z, XHESHET VI SVM Z 7]
9 %544, Noise rate = 0.1 DDED J 1 AHXE
FT—RIZIBALTWZE LTH, XEEEADOHET
PN Ebrs.

4.3 SVM & BERT D LHER

1 Tl%, %/ 1 XD Noise rate % [0.1, 0.2, 0.3,
0.4, 0.5] IZF¥E L EffE 2R3, 22T, /A4 X
ZRALRWES (SVM: 89.11%, BERT: 91.29%)
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MR T F A MIT N EAE L, 8T — XD Noise rate DEIAGTT — XITEMT 5
DT ROV EEINL, £D TNV % Noise rate DHIETHIRT %

K 4 7 A XBEAREDEREL D 75y DEIIHE
Model/Noise Label — Text
SVM 3.97  2.00
BERT 412  7.85

& A RRAROIEMER L D5 D% GHE
LU, SVM & BERT OfER%HIKT 52 LT, &X
BHAFET VD ) A KT 2l %254 5.
BREREZR 4IRS, a4 L0, SRV 1 X2l
UCTREXENHEET VDO EMEOESITITIEEL D
S50WA, FEFAM /A RXIZB L TIE BERT ©%
FREICRERHEERIFLTVWE Z D bh 5.
Zhix, ®1oAETF, OOV.RANDOM_WORDS *
OOV_INFREQUENT_VOCABS D IEf#R) &b b
& 512, BERT TIXARHGEDLREENGE, B¥Y
MFEETBZ DB Y, One-hot 72EM%ZHANWS SVM
LIXHEA Y, BERT IXFEBRETT AN/ 1 XD
BERKESLLZIITWBEEZONS.

5 BEER

ARW5E & FkkIZ, Agarwal 5% Andrew &%, AL
7z ) A4 X7 —2IRBAIYE, XESFBITS/
1 ADHBIZET 5582175 TW5 [3, 4]. Andrew
5 4] T, MEENEIRVERMOBEZE T~/
A AR, LEO—HEMORLS TFA N 1 X%¥H
T—RIZBATEHI LT, XESHDBEWT/ A AN
NEREIWEEL5EZL I 2MELTWS. LAL
WS, AR L DOFENTIIT > TR,

FHT— R A ADBADPEE I N E5E DX
LTI, KELDI T HEONENEZSNS.
—2HIE, FET 254 X E2ELEHEED
BR<Z & 8,9, 100 &, Z=DHIK, /1 XIS
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Noise: Text Noise: Label
Classification Model: SVM Classification Model: SVM
0.95 0.95
0.90 0.90 —
_=-_____—_-
0.85 - 0.85 - \
> >
@ 0.80 4 @ 0.80 4
S S
o o
< 0.754 < 0.754
g —— WITHOUT_NOISE g
g 0.70 4 — OOV_FREQUENT_VOCABS g 0.70 4
_‘% —— OOV_INFREQUENT_VOCABS \%
2 065 — OOV_RANDOM_VOCABS 2 0,65 — WITHOUT_NOISE
o 0O0V_RANDOM_WORDS o —— DELETE_LABEL
0.60 4 —— SHUFFLE_RANDOM_WORDS 0.60 4 —— DUPLICATE_LABEL
DELETE_RANDOM_WORDS INCONSISTENT_LABEL
0.55 4 SUBSTITUTE_IRRELEVANT_WORDS 0.55 4+ —— IMBALANCE_LABEL
—— SUBSTITUTE_RANDOM_CHARS IRRELEVANT_LABEL
0.50 T T T T T T 0.50 T T T T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Noise rate Noise rate
Noise: Text Noise: Label
Classification Model: BERT Classification Model: BERT
0.95 0.95
0.90 1 0.90 1 e
0.85 0.85
> >
@ 0.80 4 @ 0.80 4
S S
o o
< 0.754 < 0.754
g —— WITHOUT_NOISE g
g 0.70 4 — OOV_FREQUENT_VOCABS g 0.70 4
_‘% —— OOV_INFREQUENT_VOCABS \%
2 065 — OOV_RANDOM_VOCABS 2 0,65 — WITHOUT_NOISE
o 0O0V_RANDOM_WORDS o —— DELETE_LABEL
0.60 4 —— SHUFFLE_RANDOM_WORDS 0.60 4 —— DUPLICATE_LABEL
DELETE_RANDOM_WORDS INCONSISTENT_LABEL
0.55 4 SUBSTITUTE_IRRELEVANT_WORDS 0.55 4+ —— IMBALANCE_LABEL
—— SUBSTITUTE_RANDOM_CHARS IRRELEVANT_LABEL
0.50 T T T — T T 0.50 T T T T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Noise rate Noise rate
&= - s = 742
B 1: /A RBARIZE T 2 XHSHE T VO EMR
iE\:E 5“ }I/ % 'ﬁzﬁkj— E) : (\_)_ VC“ % E) [47 ].1, ].2] . 'fyﬂ A ii 5 [3] Sumeet Agarwal, Shantanu Godbole, Diwakar Punjani, and
. N N N N — N Shourya Roy. How much noise is too much: A study in automatic
Jindal © [11] @%Yf"c“ai, A X@%}&%:ET U N7 text classification. In Proceedings of ICDM, pp. 3-12, 2007.
'ﬂ_ P /'\f\ ) ]\ -7 *%ﬁ 72 ﬁg WwWAhrZ & VC“, SO0 A 7\‘\ [4] R. Andrew Kreek and Emilia Apostolova. Training and prediction
. data discrepancies: Challenges of text classification with noisy,
\z j(j‘ b < ﬁﬁffﬁ 7’; %3‘{%\1 7& %% [J TWw3b historical data. In Proceedings of EMNLP Workshop W-NUT, pp.
N : 104-109, November 2018.
[5] Sida Wang and Christopher Manning. Baselines and bigrams: Sim-
ple, good sentiment and topic classification. In Proceedings of ACL,
L pp. 90-94, July 2012.
BHYIC
6 ‘h- [6] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina
Toutanova. BERT: Pre-training of deep bidirectional transformers
o - S . SVEL ) - — for language understanding. In Proceedings of NAACL, pp. 4171—
KT, ATIZERLZ /A ZBUD T—4& 4186, June 2019. ’
NEE )~ D DI JAN =
%ﬂa WT ’ )‘C%ﬁj ﬁﬁc\— 3:3 L‘j’ 6 / ’f A @E&%ﬁ *ﬁ‘%'fj") [7] Enkhbold Bataa and Joshua Wu. An investigation of transfer
— o o learning-based sentiment analysis in Japanese. In Proceedings of
= S e — -
2. EBROFR, S~V 14 XL, XESHEETIVIC ACL, pp. 4652-4657, July 2019.
YA - A3 A4 E
<:1: o] ?ﬁi‘ﬁ%}g % 'f&T &h D 7::% 73) Z) 71—: &b 5 /‘/\’fﬁojﬁ%% é: [8] Fumiyo Fukumoto and Yoshimi Suzuki. Correcting category errors
R o in text classification. In Proceedings of ICCL, p. 868, 2004.
— - — > N ) -
UT, BT —&mo7 /) 7—va v BBIITPETS
N - [9] Andrea Esuli and Fabrizio Sebastiani. Training data cleaning for
%ffﬁ”%ﬁy 0 I},/j? < $Y£%$ﬁaﬂ‘ [J 711’_ . text classification. In Proceedings of TIR, pp. 29-41, 2009.
[10] Andrea Esuli and Fabrizio Sebastiani. Improving text classification
accuracy by training label cleaning. ACM TOIS, Vol. 31, No. 4,
p. 19, 2013.
A
5&%% Q i¥ * [11] Ishan Jindal, Daniel Pressel, Brian Lester, and Matthew Nokleby.
An effective label noise model for DNN text classification. In Pro-
— e - . ceedings of NAACL, pp. 3246-3256, June 2019.
[1] #Eproeml. A THIEEIC X 2 CEN B, HWMo R & Hifi, Vol. 66, No. 6,
pp. 277-281, 2016. [12] Hao Wang, Bing Liu, Chaozhuo Li, Yan Yang, and Tianrui Li.

[2] Ikuo Keshi, Yu Suzuki, Koichiro Yoshino, and Satoshi Nakamura.

Learning with noisy labels for sentence-level sentiment classifica-
tion. In Proceedings of EMNLP-IJCNLP, pp. 6285-6291, November

Semantically readable distributed representation learning for so-
cial media mining. In Proceedings of ICWI, pp. 716-722, 2017.

2019.

Copyright(C) 2020 The Association for Natural Language Processing.

— 224 — All Rights Reserved.



