¥49%5 o H 3 # % Vol. 49, No. 6
2023 £ 6 H ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA June, 2023

—MET X FEEMRESEE SIME XIRIZREE
kEF T TR

' FSGEZE R B RE S AR T AT S5, O TR RN GRiE R, AR TR G R L e PR R A
77 A IR S b, 5 LA 7 AR e St 51N 7R SRR A, AT R e 5T B[R SCRZ A A A I k. kA, TR
B ST BT AT (0 BE AR T L 00 43 A1 22 S e R TN ] 1) s 5 E A S [R) ST 3 AT 55 A — Bk, 78 18] SR 2 38 4T
S5 e A B TN 5 1 R A M 7 A T R I SR SCR . AR R B A 1), 452 Tl R R ke i e A S
2 STHE B2 1A 7] SO H2 48 A 2 . AR ) FH 5001 0 1) Jse v 77 ) 8 8 iR S A1 U7, IR R L | 3 b 1) e 7 A 250 0 22 B 4k
(75 2, A TE B SEARRE I 20 A1 I 7 AR D bR 2, A B O L SO AR TR ) KR R A BRI, RS, {8 H WordNet 434
AN g e 75 A A, IR AEAS R RUASE, AN [R] AR [R) SCIA) it 4R B BEAT 1 SRR IR IE. SeU &5 RAN 7 MR B, 1% [R] Sl 2 4 45
RUTE S Fh A o A AN 75 LU, 5 S04 0 I B UE T VA0 Bl YT 17 () SCA] 40 590 i [7) SCA] £ 45 28 UK R8OR

KSR R SR, e RRAE A 5], HARE B AR, ont & 5 S A

IR HKIET, EEL PR T RO o ) A e 2 ST B[R] SO SR, B sk, 2023, 49(6): 1181-1194

DOI  10.16383/j.aas.c210004

A Synonym Mining Algorithm Based on Pair-wise Character Embedding and
Noisy Robust Learning

ZHANG Hao-Yu"? WANG Ji'

Abstract Synonym mining is an important task in natural language processing. In order to construct large-scale
training corpus, existing studies extract synonym seeds using distant supervision and click graph filtering, which in-
evitably introduce noisy labels, thus affecting the training of high-quality synonym mining models. In addition, due
to the few-shot and domain-distribution-shift property of most entity words, and the inconsistency between the
training objective of the pre-trained word embeddings and the synonym mining task, it is difficult for the pre-
trained word embeddings in the synonym mining task to produce high-quality entity semantic representations. To
address these two issues, this paper proposes a synonym mining model that utilizes pair-wise character embeddings
and a noise robust learning framework. The model uses pre-trained pair-wise character embeddings to enhance the
entity semantic representations, estimate true label distribution and generate pseudo-labels through a joint optimiz-
ation process. We want to improve the representation ability and robustness of the model through these improve-
ments. Finally, we use WordNet to analyze and filter noisy datasets and conduct the experiments on synonym data-
sets of different sizes and domains. The experimental results show that the proposed synonym mining model im-
proves the synonym set-instance classification and set generation performances compared to competitive benchmark
methods under different data distribution and noise ratios.

Key words Synonym mining, noisy label learning, natural language processing, pair-wise character embedding, in-
formation extraction
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Fig.1  The model architecture
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lows 1541 (Fowlkes-Mallows index, FMI) F1JH—
W EHAS B (Normalized mutual information, NMI)®"
YE PN FE AR

2) X FE AL Bl R G 73 28455 A —
KM S5 IR R 2 5 A ml R g A ((F1) 18
AIEBIREAS B HER ZAE N TEFIFEAR.

2.2 SLINRE ST

A SCAE 5 SR (9] MR RS H0E,
WIZRER b PriQUERIBAT S HOR L. 72 17 &=
UNZRHR 73, B T AT R 25, HAbE S5
BRI ZRa #2255 30k [27] ARIF]. £ CILIN %4
s, A T HOIZRET 300 4k A&
L X LA — A S 2 B (U7 PO RN YR
] B 4k A ) BEAT TR, AR SCME il AR R
AT S BOE BB S B TR RN L. R 2
NAAES S H T HESHOE, s
YT de - BIRE KD we « FHRNRRLEE d, 2
JERS - [ ARSI B ZHL, A B A ) 4 4 Kk L
oo MR S IR BT SN S . BRER 2 N
Bb, ARSCAEFH — AP JZ R 22 X 28 1 D ) o A B
il — A= 2 2 W A e & R B, X
I3 WX 2% S5 K 5 SCHR (9] W 5E 4 A IR, FEATAN 51N
JER 7 g AR R A TR A AR A R 4%
X Ot 7 2 5 S AT AL .

NS 1.4 FTRTE, A S A BE R R SRR 3L
T, e EH £ b 5] NAH 2 LU e A i L el
TR P B A AR IR LR 7S | (R A — B RE L B
M 1 M VERA L. D T MR IX A L, {EH] Word-
Net"P R pERAE I P IR , IFAME I — Lk
R B [ S, K XA A B 5 AR R O T A A

* WordNet F#( URL: https://wordnet.princeton.edu/



http://bit.ly/SynSetMine-dataset
http://ir.hit.edu.cn/demo/ltp/Sharing_Plan.htm
http://ir.hit.edu.cn/demo/ltp/Sharing_Plan.htm
https://wordnet.princeton.edu/
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*2 HSHRE

Table 2 Hyper-parameter settings
Hidnse Wiki  NYT  PubMed CILIN
Tl EYERE d, 50 50 50 300
1A BT RYESE d, 250 250 250 250
B RN ITOYERE d, 500 500 500 500
E S 0.0001  0.0001  0.0003  0.0003
WZEHL 800 500 50 50
FREA RIS K 50 20 50 70
LR 64 32 32 32
WAL LA 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3
FRRYEE d. 50 50 50 150
B LK we 5 5 5 5
FHONERYEE d 24 24 24 50

HBAIR SR BUR L o 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15

&, TEAH AL B R DL S I 20 4 R0 2 v () g
7 LLBITE SR 2.4 T4 H.
2.3 EERFE

FISRXS EE R HETTVEAT LA 6 A

1) K-¥J{H (K-means) /& —F IR B RRE
& RN ANk e B e B R K NME S
RN ER AR b, KB B A TR R) 3] 4
HIEE.

2) B (Louvain)P & — itk X & ILELVE.
ANk B, o B R B AE X B B
AR a) LLRTA (5 1k 18]y B 15 A, 2 10 346 1) 1]
IFi) £ 2 A] PR AFADL B2 e I AL, )38 o — 2% % i 3] )
[31; b) FEUIZREE FaiAT BE B AR

3) EA Y& (SetExpan)® & —F [ B0
MBS . TR R N a) $4 A 1) 2 AL R 2
BN k34T b) FAN kIE2EE, M Louvain
THEFE GRS

4) 3R K-means & —FH 0 7 %L WM
B K-means BRRAM, Himh M RB LT EL
W, SCHF M EAL-E 3L (Support vector ma-
chine + Louvain, SVM + Louvain) & — M Hr B
BV PRGN a) T SVM A
¢ 35 1 2 15 A [R) SCi] CRELORI A )5 b) 6 4 g 1y el A
H Louvain #f—2 5% Hrh SVM 4322848 FH I
GREEIEAT VI SR

5) BN F 2§ (L2C)P & — Rl B X E K T7
AT R N 2% 27 2] — AN O R SR ) ) s, I
A8l F AN BOwS ) ) 5 2 1 ) SR

6) FEA LA B4 (SynSetMine)! & —Ff
B METEESRREINES LB 5Kk,
SO BN, BT IS AR R TN A FH 2 00 SRS 3R AT
XA FEHE.

YA NL-P2V J77% 5 SynSetMine [ X 521
T: 1) SynSetMine /& A 77k M3 A T
k. NL-P2V 7 HILRE b BF ek Sedn 2R in) 5, 1
TNY ot R . 2) A oxh gk R A% il R, 48
TN A ] LR

24 BIEFBRSBRESN

WEE 1.4 WHrk, 1R 2 PR R BN IrEs
I8 RN RS A R R T AE R SOWRAZIRAE S5 R, AR
W 7 N 15 [F) SR R SRR 2 A DA 3 R 1) 4%
SR BB [R] — AN S 0 BT A R R D[R] SR, T
SR B2 A VI 25 AH TIOR3 A 22 R AOK; 2) gt
ey 7 380 P A ] S 3] S AR () e 1 ], 3 84k 12 1]
8 24 2 [F] SCIA]; 3) FH T A0 RN R U 1 4 Bk
18& RGO

N T BRAIE 3 AN SO AR R ) [R] SR J = AR
2%, T H WordNet % Hb A7k g, {5 i e s
E TR R R A AR LR S b 7E 3 MBI 4R |
22 AN HIEERAFEAE T WordNet HE, WordNet A
BRTEBERENSER, Egih & L EE e, &
BREALLT 3 & 1) WordNet BY5E3C [F] S ia] 2
¥ George!" 3 M FH A — LUt A IVIRE , &
W NFEFRVEE FRvE R BE B A UER . 2) tgh
L4 Pk, R B R RS 7 — L
Bl E g Hig AL R, 3) iRt s w4,
G/ T I PEE .

25 IR R LR SE S © = {Cy, Oy, -+, On}
HRTA fige e 1] 22 v, e v fige e 1] g v ) B 4] 5 AT
LA HRIAE SN R, 12 WordNet #1118 4
Vi, WordNet H Hii] w; 1[5 SCIR5E A8 syn(w;).
T AN T E A 1 S R

1) H4 [F) SRl B e o [R) SCmIxT. e 2 SR A
08 B IEREAR B[R] SRS {- - < wiy wy >, -+ )

2) [A) LI < wy, w; > SN 25 P A~ L 3n]
#BAE WordNet 1918 FEH B w; € V,, Hw; €V, H
AN BRI AN TE WordNet 3 77 1 [R] SCiRISE &,
M H U8 w; ¢ syn(w;), w; & syn(w;).

3) FE GRG0 B w,, A 53— AR R A R
1) [] i L B0 AE 04 42 3R] B2 AT WordNet i 22 71, BJ)
w; €V, w; €V, , HIE WordNet 11H w; € syn(w;),
w; € syn(w;), WA < w;, w; > SEHINEN[F] SR %5 .
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FH O AN G ) A SR TT DL ) AR M 7S
S8 v a1 Ui e 7 ) SR PR b 7R A AR A 1. BA
- SRBE I AE 3 AN B A U SR AN AR AT I
S, SIS AR S IR 4R, B 7k
IZRERE T B aa s e s I 254, i F AR B ) 1T
BRSNS A iE SR AT /. Wk 3 Fow, /£ Wiki
AT PubMed %4 £ b, ERAFAEAS ] LUAG (1) e 75 A 25
AIEHE SRR L. B a0 e Wiki £ 5 1)1 Zrde i
MRREE I, W A REASKT ) B 4912331 A 20.09% AT 26.6%,
TRIRAEAN I EE] 4359 M 8.6% 1 28.6%. 1E PubMed
e b, REA5 I8 1M 7S 50 LU IR AR, N 4.6%.
XA RE R BT PubMed #4532 8l Rk i AU
SRS AR

%3 HymEE S
Table 3  Noise data percentage on datasets
- Wiki PubMed
MZE A Wgrge s
S A % 4372 635 44027 1493
W P A 875 169 2740 70
HREEART 380 182 12851 331
TNt 3877 648 54138 1754
LGRS e 4359 256 28600 250
FiEaiE 3327 228 25761 259

H 68 S5 R B0 P ) B SR AT 1B, B
X B T Ve S G A B BB B A R skEe T, i

FHT 3 AN ) SR 2 38 B S 2 i e 72 e B =X
DA S A4 B 42 7 A (R SCIRVECHE A Tl a1 2 >R Mg
AR, ] WordNet BA—F {55 [ 5 i 1473
PG e, B2 BLACS P S 5018 [F] BFPE WordNet (1)
R e Az B (B MFE SRR RS
SRR R RN R, A 2 T B IS, Ho
B B B2 WordNet H ) [R) STl vHERA R 22 05 T
3 ANz AR I BT R [F) SR B 5. 3% 4 R FFIR
FEHETT % SynSetMine FIHUHE 777k NL-P2V # & 1E
6] — 3 5 (MR A b AT 16, DR b s B Ak R 2 L
BN

SEIEE R R ST

4 FNH TR R EFAR S NL-P2V 77
ER SRS U Hor B A 7 iR AR A AR BT
5 K, 5PV REEARTE T AR 22 (BRI 3& 4
(£ std). FHorp, 77 “x 7 FARM AR R GG INREE (%
Meps) BREATSREG, AN <o 7 bR 7 VR AE A A
WordNet i €8 5 f5 i 45 b 4T 5256, NL-
P2V w/o P2V FoRFEAETT VLN F e 2 S A AL
B RO ) B VA R AR R NL-Word-P2V 3£
NHE NL-P2V A1 [ xS < ) 52 5 48 A jox ] 1) 2
PR JE R AR Fofr . 3 A S H 4 4 ] ) = 1 4
ER B SR 2 PR YRR 4, — L

1) A4 HR

A BUE SR E LNl 15 &2 [H

2.5

F4 ERER (%)
Table 4 Main experimental results (%)
Wiki NYT PubMed
WAREA
ARI (£ std) FMI (4 std) NMI (+ std) ARI (£ std) FMI (4 std) NMI (+ std) ARI (£ std) FMI (£ std) NMI (+ std)
omenns 34.35 35.47 86.98 28.87 30.85 83.71 48.68 149.86 88.08
Teans (+1.06)  (+096)  (+0.27) (£ 1.98)  (+176) (& 0.57) (£1.93)  (£179) (& 0.45)
Louvain’ 42.25 (£ 0) 46.48 (£ 0) 92.58 (+ 0) 21.83 (£ 0) 30.58 (£ 0) 90.13 (+ 0) 46.58 (+ 0) 52.76 (+ 0) 90.46 (+ 0)
SetBxoan & Lomain: 478 44.95 92.12 43.92 44.31 90.34 58.91 61.87 92.23
! (+028)  (+028) (4 0.02) (+090)  (+093)  (+0.11) (+008)  (+007)  (+0.15)
. 38.80 30.96 90.31 33.80 34.57 87.92 49.12 51.92 89.91
ZJR K-means ) .
(+051)  (+049)  (+0.15) (£1.94)  (+206) (& 0.30) (+0.85)  (+083)  (+0.15)
SVM + Louvain® 6.03 7.75 25.43 3.64 5.10 21.02 7.76 8.79 31.08
' v (£0.73) (£ 081) (& 0.13) (+042)  (+£039)  (+0.27) (£0.96)  (+1.03) (& 0.34)
190" 12.87 19.90 73.47 12.71 16.66 70.23 B B B
(+022)  (+£024) (4029 (+0.89)  (+068) (4 1.20)
. 56.43 57.10 93.04 44.91 46.37 90.62 74.33 74.45 94.90
SynSetMine
(£1.31)  (+£117) (4 0.23) (+216)  (+£1.92) (4 1.53) (+0.66)  (+0.64)  (+0.97)
, 54.52 54.87 92.80 47.33 47.96 90.16 71.61 72.20 94.38
SynSetMine
(£123)  (+1.08)  (+0.20) (£ 1.84)  (+£207) (& 1.29) (+0.66)  (+0.60)  (+ 0.60)
NLPav 63.01 63.54 93.92 50.72 52.88 91.66 75.54 75.65 94.98
(+1.06)  (+098)  (+0.12) (£1.63)  (+210) (& 1.02) (+0.88)  (+056) (4 0.49)
61.31 61.18 93.70 149.13 51.69 91.21 74.67 74.58 95.02
NL-Word-P2
Word-P2v (+094)  (+076) (4 041) (+£1.07)  (£171) (& 045) (+096)  (+050) (4 0.46)
56.09 56.34 93.13 49.04 50.02 91.07 73.48 73.49 94.47
NLP2Vw/o P2V 1) (2083) (4031 (£143) (£ 1.79) (4 0.57) (+£0.92)  (+047)  (+ 0.56)
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SR 3 SR AE B B R i e 1] AR R A B
FrTAE SCRSEA R, FERIE R K4 & 3E4T AR AL
Y. 3R 4 JBoR T AR J7IRAE 3 /N B 4RI 4E
FISZI6 R H. R 4 AT A 1) BB R385 vk
(11 K-means. Louvain 55) T A HREEE,
5 [H) SRS A R AT 45 LR RCR A, TfE kv
A BB G HLAs % 2 5k (W4 R K-means.
SVM + Louvain fl L2C) JEA S Re il e T 15
BAE BB, Bt TSR 7 REEEAEN
RRAWR, WG T —E MRS, HEHE T REX
FRT SVM [RIERE 7, &R 1 14 B 1K iR
R 2) B —AMEAFEAERE TR SynSetMine
HH T Re e B PR 45 A ZU0 BURFE, DAL 7E BT A 2
TR A TR RIS T e R TE R A2 7E TR 46 ) e 7
R, 27 FH WordNet i 3 J5 iR 45 1, i%
TIEERSRAT T IR R, 3R B DAz B AR Ry Bk vf
B CE BE KM RREGRI. G LR,
F 4 SIS gE FAR A, I 5] NS 2 5] RN - )
BERRN, AR NL-P2V J7 ik — 5 K iE B
I T 3ANEESHLE RS, HAERTA 2R 4 LT
A IRAR I ER T B AR 3. $ETH I ORI
W 78 2 S %6 T Mg 7 bR 2 R (1) 2 A, DA R Bk =2 1)
TN T SR IX A b B AR A 2 SR AE (1) B
TERIRAE ) L — 03Tt

2) JH b LIS

T BRSO TR A M B A SR T DR,
ASCIEAT T I RhSLEG, F e BT 5 M s A AR
Bl NL-Word-P2V F1 NL-P2V w/o P2V #4714 A
FLi, 3 4 Rl fos. HER 4 v LU H: 1) 3
Jh g e 7 2 SRR A XS F SynSetMine J5 v F- Y4 RE
WK 1.9% 1 AR $27F, B0E 1 Mg 2% SR Eont -+
W 7 R T SR P (3 S R 2) R N R
1] ) A A AR Fih NL-Word-P2V A5 #4557 NL-
P2V 7£ 3 MR S B AE & A ovE B AN et
T EAH EEER, RO R) B RE A8 i SR T35 2.39% 1)
ARI 2T H1 2.54% ] FMI $27F. B0 ) B AH %)
TR A A AR R R EEA LR 2 £ 1) P2V
& —Fl T B A UG T i et 18 X RoR 22 51k, &
i R 1 A ] SCUT B I 1) /L i ik R B
A, AE P2V RS BSR4 20 1 ] SOk & UL
e 2) LAY b 1] 2R 2 i o 1 RN 5 ] )
EHHEF RN, TN M A S T 2Rk

= H

3) AL B[R SR 7 KA R
=S [R] SCR] 73 TR A HAA] 2 7 e T
— O K F GRS A R, 9 7 R AR X
NTAES ERRCR, A CAE PubMed $d 46 LitAT

T HANEE KRR T R SRS S R N T
3486 MEG—Fua X, H A s 1743 N IEFIFEA
1743 MABIREAR. AR T 3 BT EERXA
{E45 IR 1) Shen 250 15 F i L HE 7 v B 4
A RN B 5 H br SR AT AR AL TEAY IR
PHEAE BT IME ; 2) Shen 59 $2 H &5
Gl i 3) AN STHE H I R 7 AR ) ) - G R Y
W75 NL-P2V. &8 Rl 2 for, fEAFM
BRI KT, AR ZHNEN T F1AHER
RIETRT:, WE T A SCHE 10 5 4 J7 VR Rk
X} FYm AR  RR.

100+
951

1004
. 95
904
—~ 851
~ 80

HEHE /%

801 [~ A FLI % e B0 A T
line i

T5 4|+ SynSetN T54|= SynSetMine
704 = .I\'L-P‘.TV , , | | 704 *.NL-P?V , , | !
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

E S PN ESEPNIN
B2 ARSI TR

Fig.2  Model performances on samples with
different set size

4) H 3 [ SCRIAE A s

N T WA SCVEAEAN [FIE & TR AR S0
BEE A P, 2R R T RS 3R 9 i 5] X
VA MR AT T NG, S R s AT T
AEXTLh. NL-P2V J7 92 A 1 loxd =7 1) AR B (1) 244
T LIS TN, 102 BENLYI GG T 7E DI 2R B
o, HMESHRE LR 2. B TEd N T KER
e, [ SCRNA MR R g e R A it — 2
BEALLE Y258 E3EIN T 5% 1 10% (MRS Hugg). 26 5
I T AR5 4 P s 7 5 B s g 45 51
5 AT LLE H, ASCHRH ) NL-P2V G888 T
HROCEERL, TR AL AL P I 2R e 4 AR B
H— s I E R, 38N T R o ) R R A S
NL-P2V JiiEfEAE I 2R 5 T () CILIN s 4
FAARAE S BUAS B R 4T 2.02% 1) NMI $8 bR 4 THAl
21 1.96% 1) FMI fabrd . B8 5 AR AN B
Refs ) — AR, (HZ PR T I Zhme i 2R e s
S RHCCEEEE T CILIN B4 (1491 250 75 LG 431
TR AR E T

5) Hh. TESCEEMERE 2 AT

FEIEE R, ACLE CILIN HE 4 Erythae
PTHETAE 3 AT R SRR, B TH&
5GBTS S
£ BPERE ZE R oRUR, ASCIESE T NYT A4 10%
M 75 (1) CILIN Bim e, SR RE AR I8 B 28 [7] )i
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Table 5  Experimental results on CILIN (%) Table 6  Efficiency comparison
ik VMG AR FMI NMI S St T
SynSetMine 0 17.07 1797 7194 Tk V;’ﬂ)‘i NYT P“Eﬂ\fed Vy%‘i N(Y)T P“‘El\)ded
h h s s s
NL-P2V 1 20.2 20. ‘
0.26 0.73 .97 K-means — — — 1.82  0.88 2.95
Mi 2 17.02 17, 34
SynSetMine 7.0 TAT T3 Louvain N — — 3.94 2059 7460
NL-P2V 3 1ot 1n96 - 73.36 SynSetMine 7.7 77min 3.6 357 124 1911
M 14.2 15. ‘
SynSetMine 3 8 80 7300 NL-P2V w/o P2V 82 S0min 49 360 118  20.58
NL-P2V > 1624 1691 701 NL-P2V 181 29h 71 647 260 27.04

EE RN S5 K, FHonhic e s b,
RPEA B & — I [R] SR 7 RBCRAH L T Syn-
SetMine J7VEHIFRTHIESE, 45 RUNE 3 Fros. il 3
AT LA e 1) Joioxd T o S0 S ST s AR

e BRI — R, 7 RACR S T R
RXA]HE A BT KA [R] SR B A 5 R SO R
%, FOIERERCR. 2) 2 3C CILIN #dla4E 1, *f
URERR R A (0 BT S8 /N U AR SCHEAT IR 24
BEAE N T SRR, VB BT AR T, S
s R, fE S CILIN 448 B TR BN
FRIFRA: 1) HTFASOGFREATHIZ, Ktk
Xt R R R TV 5 2] BB AN SR GROR; 2)
IR 7S D B AL 7 I e SIS TR R I A Y 51
NIRRT BRI, ST W 2 STRLER (R RCR.

== NYT
== CILIN
I I_ B

12 ~13

[
o

B /%
S

BT

e
S

2 I
0 I II
<5 6~8 9~11
IS PN
3 AFEERS RN JECHHE R AR XS
Fig.3
Chinese and English data with different set sizes

6) JTIEREE T
ASCHTA SR 3k A8 3E T Pytoreh AEZE AR
G SynSetMine fCAS . A Il Z5F0 Tl &5 42 75 5
A 1080Ti GPU k5, A TS SynSet-
Mine 2 #E 7 ERIRCEXT AR 6 Fiox. HER 6 1)
DL, AHEG TR AR B DT 5, AR SUHR HY e 75 2

>14

Comparison of performance enhancement in

*PRACES FF T https://github.com/mickeystroller/SynSetMine-pyt-

orch

ATEHEABINERIR Z 80%, & —MEELN
85 53 T RO S [ B 1R vk 1 R B T R
K, AE A2 A8 B AT BRI [ 5 4.

7) S EU R

FH T T 7 2 2 ST RO 7 [ B AR e o 43 )
SN T 4 Bl 0 ) 3% 452 0 B 26 o RN 2 ) 3R TR 4 P
dy BB S RSO ANE S HOHAT T Mg
R, WRERLIE 4(a). B 4(b). HTACAERATSE
BE I IR i R A4 R (1 B S HOR AR,
R 4 B AR 45 SRR R bR m REEI T 4
R, A4, HE 4 v ULEH, BSE o Xt
PEREAT M, (HAE 0.70 ~ 0.85 BUE X B Y, 7£ 3 4>
A E T M R S AT R e i i

80 80
75 : ol 1
igg - Wiki +NYT —PubMed sgg - Wiki +NYT —PubMed
5 |
TR TR e
8 16 24 32 40 48 0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80
d, «
(a) BSHL d, B (b) HZH a KIFEM
(a) Impact of hyper- (b) Impact of hyper-
parameter d, parameter o
751 1
& 70- ]
651 1
& 60 —smsenmme )
<< 554~ ;y]jér{}lw/;’ P2V \\ 1
(B R L 501 —
0 01 02 03 04 0 01 02 03 04
R N MR 7 AR AR L A5
(c) BEFELLBIXT ARL 520 (d) M7 LLgIxE FMI RI520
(¢) Impact of noise (d) Impact of noise
percentage on ARI percentage on FMI
K4 SR ZREE M S L) B s 3
Fig.4  Analysis of the impact on hyper-parameters and

training set noise percentage

8) UIZREEA [F] ek 7 LU 451l (1) 5 i

R T BRI AR TR AL s, ARSI
BRI R S IR 3 i BE AL 75 1) 75 IR AS
A PR TR0 R L gh AT s s, e 7=
ELB N 10% ~ 40%. B 4(c)s B 4(d) 45 H A SRR
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https://github.com/mickeystroller/SynSetMine-pytorch
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AN[E AR o A S AR AR 1) SR G 45 SR, 2 WA FH g
B RN R ) B A T N SR A I S AR
ZEX TR MERE M S2 . ART A1 FMI P TFEFR T
Wee ) R JEE 1 WA X P A e e 75 B iR Bt T
% f N P b A T A ) 5 ) B o R

9) itk a5 5 & A BRI 1) 52

N T BRI AR SO0 T [F) SR G 4R
BRI B2, AR SC 4 A P AN [R] AR A 2, AR Ak
I8 FH AN [R] PR BE B 28 BN, I HL BB AR X 2E AN
SN RIrERe. Wi 4 Fos, ARl T
Adam. FEHLESE T % (Stochastic gradient des-
cent, SGD) 1 AdaDelta AL HEAT IIZK, FFAE[R

SCRA] S5 RN, 7 3 e B A IR H ) BAEL 0 09 0.3

0.4+ 0.5+ 0.6+ 0.7+ 0.8 FIRMEBATHE A A K, i
NL-P2V J7yEAE A FILAL 2% R0 A B S R 1) M g
g, Hrh SGD itk 23 W B 2% 21 % N 0.01, AdaDe-
lta P28 2] HAE S HCAEINSEL. 5ol xAE
R [E] IR 46 172 ART A FMI A, kil ix
2 P S HOS ERE RS2, I 5(a) ATEN, AIET
RAAS X & A oM Re = A S e i, HL 3 AR
Te2% R Adam fE AL 38 0T 240 380 R B s T AN [0 340 51
B {E N O A A SR 2 R RE A R R . 24 )
AIBAERERL 0.5 B, R 2.

[=Wiki =NYT =PubMed |

-+ Wiki +NYT —PubMed

80
8 70,;;: ) s ?0
zcoll Wa BE | zoo s e
<ol | 50—

Adam SGD AdaDelta
(a) AR 520
(a) Impact of different
optimizers

K5 AR A A BRI T A AR BCR

Fig.5 Model performances with different optimizers and

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
(b) A R I 0
(b) Impact of set generation
policy threshold 6

set generation policy

10) 17 FR 7R FOR 4k v R4 X e

N T BGAIE A SC 5N 1 RO S 1) AR R R AR
53 ) H DR G 1] R 7 AR ER N [ AR B 1Y) 3]
Fon. R Wiki MRS FES BB 4 R
WA FEARVE AT AL SRS, FEAR A 28 MR
A 3L 155 ANSARiE]. A T-70 A FEH LI AT N S
BEAT B 4E F AR PR 4E & 0 AT BUS 2, 1B F
FRic T 3 /NI BT 7R AR B R oo, AT Ak R
WK 6 fa~. HE 6 TR H, fERZHIELT,
NN - ) B 18 5 i PR 1] 2R 78 SR (] SCT] 2R P 58
LR & Z U T B AR R S, A
FEARIETE RN LRI B AR AR B2, A
SCAE R — AR, M BB L 3 B Rk 1] ) A
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Video_games | * . -10 - Video_games
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(b) WoR i B 3R i
(b) Pair-wise character
vector enhanced (word)

representations
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(a) EGEMY SR RN
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representations

K6 NN B A iR 5 1] 2 s ] AR B
Fig.6  Visualization of word distributed
representations with or without pair-wise

character vector embeddings

TR ZE . AR [ SRR AR 1L A HELE
A BSOS 3] [ B, B2 R R, XS H B
PR AR S 1) 2 PR HL R 1) 2 Al i T A1 214
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