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B =

BRI E AT 2 TR O
DNTELD, THoDFEITEIIHEHETIERVWE
RBINTWS. 7220 2 DOBFRMED X
NETIEMHEEPHCONTE 2D, TOEBIZHE
MORMDRD D, 2O X SIT, EENHEE RN
DB SIEXR, FERNE BN ORERZ @Y EE
filid 2 FIEIZDVWTHREI I NT WS, AfFFETIE
EEN R SRR O D 72012, interpretable
adversarial training (1IAdvT) &% & (2 U7 Attention
IAAVT DIEEETTS L &I, 15 DFHAFIEDFT
ik e LTy VHBEZHWS e 2 ERKT 5.
4DDF =TT =Ry "hr6kb, FR2RTFA
M FER AT % W72 EHEFEERIZ B W T, Attention
IAAVT 2IEIETRTD X AT Themlkfe 2k L7z,
7z, FEERE BRI SEHETSZ 2R,
TRTDRXAZIZBWTIREFEN —FEWHE Z R
T EMRLE.

1 FUL®IC

RIRTRE IR T £ A N MEIIEAE, BARSIENHICE
FREERMED 1 DTHS. AR LUTFHRIZ
FHT B EERI % UL E 72 3R 5720102,
FEARPZ IR RS 2 0T U 7o R & 4R R A i % JEC
U RD 2 DD HFEPHW SN TN 5.

KRS (Attention) [1] IZFEE =2 —F L3 v b
7 —2 (DNN) % U T HARE GO 73 5712 A <
WHXNTEY, 2L DEATTNRI+—< VAL
WRELHBRLTWS., EEEEO L@ D
T, DNN ETLVOFHIFIZEFE L TWEED 2 HIZ
UABATRETH D L EX 5NTWVS [2).

THIDOMIR 2175 URIZB W TIE, EERAFICHED
HEDPREINTWS [3. T5 LAFRIFER
AE TN DEEIUZFEDNT, HEEHREDAIZBT
LZEENEZ LT EZENAHETH S.
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Gradients for each word

The movie was pretty-

Attention heatmap to a word sequence

X 1: BEEFNZ T 2 EHEEIINT B HRDOKRKE XD
I o 7L, EEEEEZ Lo — by 7
Ol ¥27Z 7D EEBICRTFIISHEIEIINT 5 E
FULI N2 AR DO KR E I DIEMZRLTWVWE. — %N
W2, AL I U7z Al UL ONEN & R & T U
7= AL DA IZIZ— B R S k.

TR 12 3D < MR TR L AR AL HE D < R
FHOMHE T ETNZTNTHOBHEM 2T 2 252
S5NTVWED, Jain & [4] 1%, 1EEMERE L BEAR O
M ORI BT LI UIEHBEDMEN Z & 28
LTW5s., o0& SHBFREICIET v B —ILDJIENHE
BRI HWSNTWB DY, ZURNES 2 72 U 7= 4]
BRECH D, T OGN B & BB D
BAfRZ FHI S 2 DITE YD E S TR O RMIA D 5.
— NI 1 D & DT, A% I U7z LD NERL
CIEERMEZ T U 72 ik K 2 IERLIC IE—E PRI
Ronzw, AT, “movie” &5 HEED “good”
NS BEE X DB EWIEN TH 5 BEILE T IVOMEIR
ZBWThFEOBERIERVEEZSNS.

DNN 3% < D& /) 1 AR EHOFEL2 2170 T
<, PUKEMET T 2MERNDHD 5. 612/
A APEF 2T EEHIENT 52, ETAMRSZ
Tl 32 AREMENS DS 4. 20 &> RERE, *
EREL XA/ ZTIC U I L 2R % B
B5HDIZTHHEEMDHB. T L-EEIZHLTE
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TV DA R ] £ X8 572012, adversarial train-
ing (AdvT) [6] £FEIEN 5 EAULFESREI LT
5., ¥72, 2O AdvT % NLP Z A2 1ZHE A$ % Word
AdvT Tl&, HFERZ MLz U CEEZ AL, #E0
BT 22 ESET0S (7). 51T, &b
AR U9\ E) % E A 9 5 interpretable adversar-
ial training (1AdvT) % #3527 FVIZHEM L 7z Word
IAdVT PMRE S, R ZE LT3 8.

RL7= B I R R O 8 2 KT 5 s e
%&@%%tbf HEERZ Mz L TTidiel,

TEERNIZ iAdvT %2 9 % Attention iAdvT % &
&9 5. Attention iAdvT IIRR X X7 D FEMEED
M EXE 5 LFERHIC, BENCNT 2EEEEZ X 0E
fRIZEE5. E-EROEYD, FA7zH e 8
KABLDIZTN T B NEAAHR I FEAMIC e 2 K> 72720
7Y v OMBIREUE HH LT 2o OREIFR % i
TEOEBLHEMUIRET S, ERjtw V3 ‘/&ﬁ%%%
EB LU FRICB I 2T Y v ORI
ABRMEERT. RFRSCTOEBIZATO@ED ’Ci)%

o FA7= B I EETN I Bl Ek R 2 2T 5,
Attention iAdvT #$2E T 5.

o FATzH I L BN D Wz, R L HE
B BL DGR & B3 5 PSR DO HE 217 5.

o Fh72HILHRE T % Attention iAdvT Z WA L 72
ETIMIH U T F X F AR EENTR U Tz 722
DHBZEERT.

2 BEOSEIEE

ETIIZ AN I NG HEEH X 13 T EOHEED & i
I, FEEEYV ELAELEIZ eV 2t HHDOH
LT X = (21, ,27) = (1)L, DEIITRT
ZENTES, Y RBHIDr S 2kET 5.

I 2 \CRIET D D IRTEDOHEER Y )L w € RP

%%zé HEES X (TGS B HEENR 2 MV X X
X=(w), EF5. 20L&, YIIYIIBIIE2
SRS OUZIIGT . Lhd->T, NEOIIET — &
DIEX &Y DRTNEBBEED = {(X,, Vo),
CLTRTZENTES.
R—=2Z4 Y Jain 6 4 UL70R-T, EEEKZ
DO LSTM X—ZAD Ty a—&— Enc Z2/HWVWTA
N X%TVa—RUk Tya—X—@3EnEh, %
h; = Enc(w;, hy 1) DESITHEATY T IR LT
HET L, ZZThyld¥aR7 MLV THB.
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HEME o 2 BET 50, 0 lTh BV QecRP
BANSEIIEHTE. 2D EACHTIEREIX
RO IS IZHEENS:

& = softmax(¢p(h, Q)) € R”. (1)

Z 2T ¢ I& additive attention [1] Z &L 7=.
BRI, NTA—R W 2FO2HEAREIE T q
Eq=oW-ho) eRY 23T 5. COLE, hy =
S d-h THY, o BIEMAEKRTHB. RoT,
ETFWVIEAN X ZHT BN EHRY 23HT 5:

exp (qy)
s 1ex§< m) )

CITqnldqizBlIdmBEHDOERTH 5.
THRANPHET N EIMT 5 LT, BUNOR#E{L
MEZRMET B2 EORETIVONRT A —REHT.

p(Y|X, W) =

W = argmin{£(D, W)} (3)
w

ZITLDOW)IZUX, Y, W) =—logp(Y|X, W) »
572%, AT —2 Dty pRKBEKTH 5.

% S oux v @

(X,Y)eD

L(D,W) =

FICH Y 2EES  HEEIIX % adversarial
training (Word AdvT) [7] IZIEEFIETH 5 Atten-
tion IAdvT IZB I HEHERERTHS. Word AdvT
W HRIBEEUC KT U CEINDFRAEIE Laoqer Z2EAT 5.

W= ar%/rvnin{ﬁ(D, W) + Maavr(DW)}  (5)

ZZTANREMU 7232 H DR B % T 5 N1 X —
WNTA=RTHY, LagyT FRDEIDIZERING.

Laavr(D,W) = > UXTTAT Y W) (6)

IDI
(X,¥)eD

XHraat = (w, + VDL ZHFER 7 M VIZH LT
BERPBHRT 2 HMD ) A X pANVT N2 507X
2 PILTHY, LFDESITEREIND.

T,?dvT e gt
llgll2

ZITgRREATY T LI
7RI MVTHB.

=V, (X, Y W) (7)

,where g,

BUS g 2T RTHAL
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K1L2MEOTF AN PEHEAZIIEF 5 FHKE (F1) €7V~ OMBIRE (Corr.) DLELER

SST IMDB 20News AGNews
Model

F1 [%] Corr. F1[%] Corr. F1[% Corr. F1[%] Corr.
Baseline [4] 79.77 0852 87.85 0.788 9444  0.891 95.52  0.822
Word AdvT [7] 79.60  0.647 89.65 0.838 95.56 0.892 95.87 0.813
Word iAdvT [§] 79.57 0.643 89.67 0.839 95.54 0.893 95.84 0.809
Attention AdvT (Ours) 79.53 0852 89.86 0.819 95.63 0.868 95.06 0.835
Attention iAdvT (Ours) 82.20 0.876 90.21 0.861 95.87 0.897 95.77 0.891

FRIRATRE R EEEICH T 2 ES HEEIINT 5
interpretable adversarial training (Word iAdvT) [§]
(& Word AdvT & 0 & D =\ EE) &2 BEE~ 2 b
MU TN ET 22 L TETIVEBERIZT 2FIET
Ho. £ wy IFFEE |V IIBITD kEFHOHGERY
MLERY. ZOLE w 5 wy [T 2 HGE S
N7 Mldy BIRDESITERINS.

di

_ 8
Tl )

d , where Jk,t = wy — Wy
ZITIRTCOtBEPEITBT D dypy W EHITHAIA
IV ||dpalla =1 275,

WiZay e RVIAEZ D, apy 3oy ITBIF5 kHH
DEHRELRL, o = (), THB. r(ay) i X 12
BUIStFEHOHFEIIHLT, oy ITEHEHTHS.

V]
r(ay) :Zak,tdk,t (9)
k=1
WERZ ML w ICZOE#HAEL AL X,
XHr(@) = (wy+r(ay))L, LEHRT S, ZDL XHE
RZ MK UTHEEDIERT 2 /1D ) A X pANT
WD IS IZERERSINS.

gt
—€7— Gt
lgll2

Word iAdvT IZ X AEHENIZ L > T, MEEkETI2H
FED HENZFE W e, AR REZR S v
RIVIETLHRETH I EEZONT VS,

AdvT _

i = Vo /(X Y W), (10)

3 IBEXFE

ARWFZE T, AT EE7Z adversarial training % i3
EEMEICEATSZ LT, & oEEREROIIME H
Y. £9 ap 3EEATIT a=0¢h, Q) ItBIB k
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HZHOEEART. ZOLE, oy 5 o IHT B
BAMARS MV, RO &5 CEES NS,
U, ¢

_ Uk
||kt |2

Ut ,where uy;: = ap —a: (11)

ZITIRTDt BLCEITET D upy [ FHITHAL
RZ P |ugylla =1 75,

WIZ B eRT 2F R 5. B, LB CBIFD kEFEH
DHEHFERL, B = Br )i, THD. r(B) XX 12
BUAtBHOHEBIZNLT, Bt 2EHTHS.

T
r(B) = Zﬁj,tuj,t (12)
=1

REAQT alZZOEHMZ Shize E, X1r0) =
(a;+7(B)), LEFETS. ZO& SEEHMIICNL
THEPHAT S LD /) A X rpANVT FTO LS
IZEHEINS.

i%;mzvmafﬂﬁwa<w>

llg

r?dVT — ¢

4 EBR

AR TIRET % Attention iAdvT % i3 5 7=
D, ADDTFXFANNER A #HWCTIML 7=, %
7o, TR B AROBREZFMT 572D, €7
Y v OMBEREE W TR U 7=,

4.1 ZEERERTE

Jain & [4] LEEIZIIR T 5720, FkOT— XXy
~ OIS X ORPLE DA % 1T WEHI W7z, 77—
X v ME trainvalid:test=6 : 2 : 2 DEETHE %
To7z. BEFIETH S Attention iAdvT OERNM: %
MRS 272012, HKERTIEIR-—ZAF1 VDETIV
EUTJain bOETNEMHL, BOTHREEYHE %
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One of the - romantic comedies of the past decade

o
o)
o

One of
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Validation F1 score
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»

1.0 10.0
Perturbation size €

(a) Validation F1 scores

(Sl-a) e = b (N A S—I8F A — AERIEOHFEATT)

greatest romantic comedies of the past decade

(S1-b) € = 16 (N A 8—=23F XA — X FRIED KA T 7)

A - compassionate drama about grief and healing
(S2-a) € =5 (NAN=I8F A — RPFERBEORFRATT)
A gentle compassionate drama about grief and healing

(S2-b) € = 16 (N A 78— 3T A — RERIEDFER T T)

(b) WFESNC K 2 PR D WAL

B 2: SST [9] D valid IZH 1T 2 EEF DR/ L 2 REFEO FRIKEDL L, H2HFEFNTNT 2EROT L.

FAWT W3 Word AdvT [7] 8 & O Word iAdvT [8] %
g e UTHET L2, 20 S Fi% Baseline 1258
AU, THIKSES & O & AR OB D
Wik %47 o 72, HRABIZOWTIE 3] »oitEIn
HAEEMALZ. T VOE#EIZIE Adam %4
U, IRTOFERIZBVWT A =1, UL7%. Jain 6 [4]
DEBRTIE test T— R &2/ T A= ZGEIRTHONT W
7203, KO REMZIFTE-DIFAZ 51T valid 7 —
REHVTNAN=NRITRA=RTH 5 ¢ DFR%ET-
7z. 7z, ALK Jain 5 &8 D, FEEREE
LA OBBRE YT Y > OFBEGRE TR L 7-.

4.2 FHEER

FIEZTFFAMNEXAZIZBITAFHIEELY T
YV OMHBBREOBHEREZ RS, IREFIETHD
Attention iAdvT 2 FHIKEE & J MBI B W T
MOFEEZBEZ 5 FHlEEE R Lz, €7V Y OMM
RECCIHEREME L BRA N OBRZFMMid 5 Z £ T,
R=ZAFTAVDETMIBEVTEINS 2 DHFRWFE
B &R U, BRZIRETIETH 5 Attention iAdvT A3
fliDEFNL LD HHRVHEZ R L 7.

212 SST [9] 7— X +& v b ® validation v k
B3, BEIOKRE X ¢ 2838~ TORE
FHEORT =<V ADEALZRT. BEFIETHD
Attention iAdvT Z#EH LU= E TN T, EEOKE
SIELLTIFLAL ~EDOEWTHIKEEZER L,
INAR=NNT A =TT BB MR TE 2., £
72, BEIOKEINHZ2—EEEBR 5 & FHKEEIZ6%
FEERIE TR U2, REDOAI T OEREOAFHEE
LT, ERAa707Fvyave—bhvy 7k
F0ZEL D/ A X%FERIL, FHETIVIZETE
ERIFUTWSZ EDERTE .
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5 BbHYIC

ARWETETIE, MR ATEEREON B TH 5 inter-
pretable adversarial training % % & (Z U 7z Attention
IAdvT ZHRFE L 7z, IREFREEH TN U Bl
EEEoZFEEARRIZ U, 72, ETIOMBRIZEA
CHENEBEAREL L OHET 2 LS nFEE %
AIREIC U7z, RS & HR A i O B4R 2 S8 U 12 A
T 572D, HLATHIETHW S 3T W 72 ASHARE 722 FTAfl
IO BEMRN 21T o572, ZORER, TR ELkL
i< fHRE L TWwWB Z 2 2R L, RREFEEZEHT
58T, JO@MSMHBET S &2 FERTHER L 7.
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