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Abstract Aiming at the problem of low answer accuracy caused by unfamiliar words in the existing generative
question answering model and the problem of vocabulary repetition caused by pattern confusion, this paper pro-
poses a method of introducing knowledge representation learning results to improve the model’s ability to recog-
nize unfamiliar words and improve the accuracy of the model. At the same time, this paper proposes to use a glob-
al coverage mechanism to balance the probability of answer generation in different modes, reduce the repeated out-
put problem caused by the confusion of prediction modes, and improve the quality of the answer. Based on the
knowledge question answering model, this paper combines the inference results of knowledge representation learning,
so that the model has the ability to answer fuzzy answers. Experiments on synthetic datasets and real-world data-
sets demonstrate that this model can effectively improve the quality of generated answers and can provide fuzzy an-
swers to reasoning knowledge.
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Zj:KBj:y diw*scoren(y) SCOT€gen, scorecopﬂl scorex T
ol 3 FdsE 20 M ] ek B SR TV R A,
(Nlioka 7 SOR S UM

1) ARt

WA 2 g i 1) R AL 20, FH T A i Al 1]
g gia]. sl (18) Fir, sy I TR We, 15511
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g
¥

YR —AMA AR5, v S v A (one-hot) R
N, BT RBRE v; 1557, We, € RUnFditds)xde,
Hrr, dy, d; Mdy 53732~ RNN &G Z 7 & Hi
N ] I e R 512 ) R

TERBAI s, JFHHE T ¢, Mo, BT,
T SUAE T8 3 S RF 4 ) 8 P JIn AL HE A0 T P
BURAE KA T A2 BB S50 3] G 260 3 P e f)
N (A, 5, 59), (BRRTE AR il 2N 75 A
e BRI JE MRS DL, R TR <5 A& AR
KAR FAE RS B < XA AFRARIA, (7] R AE 1]
RRFE 5 g o [ A [ RS R, AR R
ChE? 2N CHE N e, Mo, 52 iR
Attention HLHIZE 4 57 Z1 A B ILEL, TR AU
Fry,, T,

scoregen(yr = vi) = v Ween[s1, €q,5 €] (18)

2) H
WA A7 B0 100 R 371 R 43 il SR AN B
S BB R, 2R 2 b — AN A
e rb R AT B A TR R Al i) S bt A 4], AR 2> T
A A LA s (19) BoR, @
S AN 5 AN, hy 2 oy WRRED B8 AR
g hist, WA 200 RRRDAR S 10— 8848, s, F
hist, T LAy BIEL AR A ¢ B Z0BEAY (V)35 SOIRAS R E
QI D7 SRS, BT DK AT Hf e, @l ik
B W, Fl tanh 05 R T H S By FIHLER ),
W, € RU:Fdrg)xdn, scorecop (Yt = T;5) 8 v T 0
oA 2 FIMESEK.
sCOTecop(yt = ;) = tanh([s;, hist,]' x W,)h; (19)

3) KB it

I3y Wi I P IR P 8 5 JUN IR S DN
BIEEF, AR ER—ANHTERER CopyNet,
AR FIFE A g — AN, Hob RA7E R
BLE OOV 1], #5548 2= ¥t =75 22 45 i) AR e o (1) 5
JUAS = el R SR, ik (20) B, fo FRERFDIN
FErh S kAN =JuH R SAE, fi £ =AM 2R
fiE. s M histy, 73 HIARERE SCIRASF KB &1 7
SURES, BRI Z AN AR AN IN N v 7T 2] (1) A
RAE q, EA_E T DLER R N 78 R0 18 1 A vk i FE
L[] B 4 S R 4 S ) 1) HE S S, 5K (20) H
B = FH AT P MR AR ES R, @itk s
Wi M1 tanh BHREOTES £ AR5y, Wi €

R(ds+dntdryg)xdy

scorexy(y: = fr) = tanh([sy, q, histkb}T X ka){k )
20

REULL

ASCHEH ) MCQA A5 848 FH oy 21 3y 1Y) S 7 4%
W ARBATIAL, 45 € —A> Batch K/NA N IlZk
Bl MBES (X} BRES (Y FERES
{Z} - A e RALIR ek BV AL B AR, #0228
BRE A FH SR LR e B =X (21) B, A8 6
ISR AL R A R 3 A 3k A [ ()
softmax 7 A TN B FxiA], Br LLe A1) Lt
B RARABER B B 5 SR A b R 2 )

2.5

N L4

1
_ E E (k) (k) x (k) (k)
L= N T IOg (p(yt |y<t ) X ) Z )

(21)

3 HEEHIRHEIRRVIEMID)E

A AE IR 21 7710 PTransE X AR PE 2
A, FH R HE B 5 3200 R R P AT b 4, G A
Pt = 1007 Al R B MCQA AR R &1

RET].
R HETE

FOARAE B2 FR A e AR, RS0 R K
BRI Jy: FIWT AN ek (45 53) T8)2 75 7] REA
FEEFMORKAR (1), WREGEER]—ERE
AT DAAE P SEEAAR TBDIN N HEFE HE AR 55 AR

BARKUL, (] PTransE 7720 A1 @i 5
15 2 SRR 2R 1] R e BRI R A2 55 2
KN = JCH A APy, RO B8 = 0 AT .
XF=JCH. (h, v, t), & AT T 70 B BOR TS A 128 T
I35 BRAUE AP

Score(h, r,t) = G(h, r, t) + G(t, r~ ', h)  (22)

Hrb, G(h, v, ) BLEWE T — R RARHIK | h+
r—t||; B REAEK R(plh, t)|lp — 7||. ZFE
PR 0 403 AR, 128 0 — o AL AT BE A B
g K. RRPH-1REHRR, X =tdH
(h, v, t) WL BB =8N (h, r~L 1), KR
rrl R RARr YRR, BEp WATEMHSSEr
(1) HE FE 5 B2 A OC, %58 B AT MU R 2 AN
Pr(r|P) = Pr(r, p)/Pr(p). %452 Gh,r t)
TR

G(h,r t)=||lh+7r—t|| +

> Pr(r|P)R(pl|h, t)||p — 7|l
pEP(h,t)

3.1

1

Z

(23)

B HET-3Rom 2 3 U HERL )T SAN A T AR 4 1 2k
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TR A HEREAL, HERE 0 25 HLRIfdk BAR = BAS
WA E K, B B IA SRR RS R 5E 1B 1R,
WA ST A I 2 TR SR R 4 P i o X 43 5 R
PRI HEFE 50K,

B ERHEFRAT e, Mle; ZIHAFAER Rr I
(e; € E, ej € E), TERZR r H I NAE ] 18] Y 44 B 4
FERR o BEHERR SR (€5, 17, ;) MM FTIEE.

TE [ AR A R R R 2 2] 1) 15 2 1)
KA R r SHHK R+ RILEX RN, &
PIAN G RIS A, 5IN—AN T UIZRE) TR Ak O B 55T b

P =r+b (24)

Horp, vt r RERR, o 2 FRERR, i
IR T E NS B B R OC R TR L.

3.2 &R

H T S R AN R T, RO ] 7 EEAE AN
B SE A R) P& NN “TTREY S <R A4 i)
R ER PLBOIURF, AR SO 1 B A= re ) 7 AR B
EERACIE BT AR TR SIS 3D
PR A e, fEBUA Bt b FHREM S R R r 1
TR TR 0T, 5 B ) 25 50 o ) ], AR 2 o
(W R SARAE B, F il A0 B L BT 61 B4,
FERFFE B INANFEWTR], R A D 1] 256 A K =
TR MBI R M 2 .

FERCE TRAL B BE, 383 38 I 3 2 S ik 5 se ik
[A] T BEAFAE AR AN BR AR K EAR R, o0 R DA K S AR
Z IRV BRARAF A HEAT I 5.

A5 FH D2 PR SRR 2R A D TR [ AR 14 S0 2
FOARPE. BTN T HERL G R ML, B mT LA
ROHLIX 7 IR LG R SR AR R, TR HE R R,
HE % 0] HEFEAT 21 B R HEAT O[]

4 SKWERS5SH

4.1 SIEHIERE

AR 3 DN EESE: SimpleQuestion B¢
ZANR A B AE S A2 H iR 2R e sk 4 S A A
X [ BB AR AR, B AR VRS BER 1 Fs.

R BRI

Table 1  The size of QA datasets
K e i 20 B KEKE
SimpleQuestions 101 754 1631
A H i B R R 239 922 5
X 1) A 505 021 4011

1) SimpleQuestions Z#fa4E: &M KBQA %%

CHIESE, BRI A, B R FTR — oA
AR . — K R (Single relation) #i 4, & —
AN A) 25 % # AR — NS BRI H free-
base, A CFRiZEHE £ LLAMEEH FB5M Al FB2M
PER AN AR, SR iE I 7 1 2 BRI &
N SRR AT 4.

2) A= H e 2 E i A SO PR e AT ) AR R
KBQA ##54E, tH CoreQA" $&H, Fud4E 21 H
BB A= A H B RV BB R, SR SR & R £
S, BURAEIRIE 9 - 1 I ELEIRI A R R
AR,

3) A X i) 2 H i A A SO AT ) AR R
KBQA ##54E. H CoreQAY #2H, B EELE T
LA A B AL X R TR B RS L &
EQVYSEETRITIINES: T Sy S5 Yy NI R
RATIR . AR AEIE IR 9 - 1 A BRI R4 i)l 2R ke
FALE.

T 3 ANEHHAE e =] 1) S AR MCQA
(WE, CE), ¥ i) [ & H 1) SLARFI ¢ R a5 4l
FHRR R I A 2 A MCQA (TE, CE)
I3 AT T SE.

42 BEZRMRERZES

1) {E55 ik

1E L — ¢ R [ SimpleQuestions F4 4 H R
TR AR I AN IR I e ). AR 55 ZE R AR 45 8
AR B A% DL R AE RN R EE R FHRE R, A ERAEE
RO LR R - B R A IE R O R . A SR
(AR TR S T 1) T A i) B A 55 1Y, AR RRE T DA SE
B HGR FE R SAR i KBQA /E45, ZRIR L 24
P2 AR AE M TR B TR ISR SRIIE B,
ASCHEH AR T LT Baseline PL & Z ANk
SR KBQA 57,

SEI VT b Al P T 5 5 ) AR 22, R
TE B AR A B DA AR A B, v R
Tt BF AR 5 I U i R

2) SEE IR E

ARSI ARG SRR S R AR
17, &1L 4eit, /£ FM5M H SimpleQuestion )£
A R AR T ERUR AR TP E 1 B 50 26 =J0d, P
PAAR IR 5256 SR R e KK FE Ly, 9 50, A2 50
S BIFEARBENIIEAN T K = e B i UNK s
= U, NPRIEA S X B SE IS PR RE— 3, AT
FERHEZE b RNN 9 2845 KA L 12 M 4% (Long
short-term memory, LSTM), B&jEk )= K/N & E N
256 4E, W [ EYEE N 256 4, FrRIEAEE R EN
2 4k, WK KE L WHE N 8, L WE A 50,
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F Adam ERBRFE T FEHRK.

3) &5 R

AXHEHF MCQA #ATE SimpleQuestions
AR R IR 2 s, ok Sese A F SC#R [13]
W A B R AL N 2% (Bi-directional CNN,
BiCNN) #i%{E°A Baseline, AMPCNN (Attentive
max-pooling CNN)® 2 A 77 ] & A & AL
HilH CNN B8 SCiik [30] $2 B HR-BiLSTM
(Hierarchical residual bi-directional LSTM) 157
TER)F IR RN TS S, HERRIA R T 93%.

% 2 SimpleQuestion HE £ SI6 4h
Table 2 The experimental results of
SimpleQuestion datasets

Ty I (%)
BiCNN!" 90.0
AMPCNN®! 91.3
HR-BiLSTM®™ 93.3
CoreQA 92.8
MCQA (WE, CE) 93.8
MCQA (TE, CE) 94.3

MCQA(WE, CE) A& SEH T 7] [ & [
BT LLE B HER R IA R T 93.8%, HH T HR-
BiLSTM 8 i3k — 524 1] ) &2 v [ SE AR RN 5% R 1)
EEWAFIRF R Y AR E MCQA (TE, CE)
A HER R — PR E B 94.3%. CoreQA 5
MCQA R A s AL, o LLE H, A
) RN R R N 2 ) 85 I INIE B 42T T MCQA
BRI LE SR e v 2 R A R ) R

MRTEZ AR 4 LRI KBQA #E2
1E 2018 42 H 1) 24T 555 S R AEY 3k 3] 1 95.7%
HERA 2 B A SO A5 2 0% e e i i B Y
B T AR A 2 1 ) 2R et KBQA R 4510, A
BLIOE H H A A IE AR R0 RE ST RI AT, a6 E B
PR ] DATE SR AL A 50 4% serp ik B IE A
(RS2, N 7] ) = R R R R 2 o) 45 B RE g —
SCIR AR, R REIA ) 94% UL L FIHER .

PRE SUZ AR B BHE S

1) {E55 ik

FEA: HEE A H s Y 78 R e 4 34K I
BRI BE S RIAE i R R IR RE 1. A H AR 42
SR AL o N 20t e N A D ) 28 R 2 e 1 B a
8, ARSI AE B R A B HERI IE
SRPEAT G T R U6 E AR TR 25 ) 0 R 2R PR R R A8
TE U R IA AT g 77 30k A W B 5 AR B T i
T R A

4.3

2) LERE

HSTRY e K L B0 B S 56 vh i ) RNIN A
GRU (Gate recurrent unit) %%, Bz KN E
4 500 4E, R [ EYERE Y 256 4E, TR YEEBCE
NAYE, FWERKKE L WENS, L BENS,
] Adam 1 B0 RN B SRNg . ARSI AE ] 1 1)
B VERLS AR R v ) S 28 R A2 Jl A i ] St

AR5 3 1 2R ik DL T A 75 AR L I
KRNI £ A BE R, R R R N
Py, Py, Pn, Py AVFAERERIE S R RE
AR T 18 MEVEIE AR, PFHAFRIE P, 25T
A BRI AR B R A B DL S B AR B, P
e U AR A 5 R RE .

3) & F o

BRI H e 4 EARBLnER 3 por, “—" AR
RAZIBA BHE SUEF AR /N T 10%. 7T =4 L5 H
BARRAIRES S, 735220 Seq2Seq HESE.
22 AR IR R 541 D 2% SR AR A ) 2 X R HEAT
MR RIS R, B BRI ) fE
ESREAE R RIRBBEIIW MR R &
Jii B[] Baseline.

® 3 AEHHBEEELRKLER (%)
Table 3  The experimental results of
birthday datasets (%)
Tk Py P, Py, Py P,
Seq2Seq 67.3 — 23.4 — 37.2
NMT 71.6 — 27.1 — 54.7
CopyNet 75.2 — — — 71.9
GenQA (£3) 734 632 658  T7.1 626
CoreQA 75.6 84.8 93.4 81 80.3
MCQA (WE, CE) 89.8 89.1 98.4 93.2 84.1
MCQA (TE, CE) 836 894 987  93.6  84.6

GenQA 1 CoreQA @& M1 4 Kl KBQA
AL T GenQA JE 45 AL 2 11 [m] B AN FN IR AT
[\ 2507, FTPARATTE GenQA FRAIREEE S, 4 AT
PUARHE 22 AN F1 IR B 25 ), 2R U GenQA (A X)
Fizx. CoreQA #5245 ATH MCQA BiRIZEAL, 2
257 GenQA 5H M4 AL AL 2 A ST 3
TN LG .

T A SCHE ) MCQA #iH 5 CoreQA #: 7Y
BN T 42 R 78 55 =il % 3 AR T s 50y
B, B 1k B AR N o $0L Ti Ad A =N
AT BTG O, 245 0O BE i =y i 42 T HoA
A 2 RGBSR, Rt P — IR & 13 4%, 18
3| T3 5T Baseline R
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PR T — T51, FH T S 50K TR0 H S 4 FR AR
TR A, BT DA BT A R A A ke A A R e, (E
Fg By 7RISR AL FR AN E TR OOV Rl [ B
77, SEG rp AT R G LR A s b JRATT O 2 T
“H LA AN, R EE PRGNS B SRR A,
JIT A 1% EE AR AR AL MC QA 1 59 T 35 A &5 F
BEHL. MCQA(WE, CE) Ji 7 Fifl [ &R w,
S TR CERAET R8T, B DATE MG T — 0 v
e RIR BE AR . 7E4E H H =0 il ok i
AN T T ARG MCQA #5158 TH#TF, W
RNKRFICHR g7, “A7, “H" 27 RIERE
% VU IE 21 7] 555 0 o AR R 245, 3 1R AL [
WA ST, IINFRIR 2 ST SEAR G R 1) i Ja A L 7
BN, RN B AR 0 S0 B LR 5, N 5
PR R, ReiE I 7R 2 S R BB S BA TR,

4.4  FASug R4 X e EES

1) fE55Hhk

TE R AL DX 0] 25 B A 20 A il 2 52 11
JoR AU A KO IR RE 7. AH P AR H 500 4%
ARGV Rz, A E 2R RO R AR
R SR, 252 2 2 10 OOV il. %5256 [F] I A B
TSR BT S R B S R O, SRR AR AT DL AR
ROIER R, T BB RR B S5 N, AR
2 STRR A AT DAARE N I [0 5350 4 a7 . ] .

2) LI E

A Jo %) LS5 HR B 1) RNN i GRU M
2 BRZE KN BEE N 500 4E, 1A [ R 4E N 256
de, TR EEEREN 6 4, FNRAKE L XE
N8, Ly WEE N 10, A& H IE 5k = u 5,
2 = LA, 4 Adam 1F 9B RE R FESERE. 0]
LRy SEZS R e SRR 5 B T I SN [ e
jieba 73-].

EH T I TRCI () A X [ 25 A s P 2 R A R L AR
Rk, WA SR — M EART ORI 7%, BT DAARSE
e R N TR S 7 5K, BRIk BE LI 100 2%
RIATRLI:, JLAGIG 3 IKHCFIME, RS —3K
PE. IEMMER IS B R E, 2SR FA 3 AR
Fr BIIRAE A BCRFR LU REAR BG5S 3 NEbR
(4370 MR 2R, N 3 Bk ey B B 7E 1 4 b b 3R L
Wit RIEE Z R BN ARG, — 852
FRER RSB JT e —, EmtEfE 25
ZEPOEIEMRAAR. FEFEENREEES &
AFAE TR B AR 22 WOARE A U 038 2 5 ) RTE 9% 54
Bt ATE SRR R AR A TR A GE .

3) &Rt

W 4 fis, 23 CopyNet BEELZ g P

F—FMEFE AR A Baseline, GenQA M Z A 3 4>
fEARY Baseline. HH T~ S50 45 FH 1504048 () #1 1X i)
ZAEEL, OOV [a) AR IS BENBH 2., 72X LU e ie A4
2 LT ORE R (unk) TRV 50 PSR
CoreQA AL, BEAVFEIEMA M Vit HEA— 20 3
AMEFR Y T CoreQA. MCQA(WE, CE) i
N T ) RS TR B A ) AR R A RE
77, BEAL R B A 1)@ 1 7 )RR B IR A R, fE—
VAN B 207 A B R, BRI N R R
INFEEERIG, S OOV #ir ks, 1k RE A m)E
H T ME—RAE, FIH 7 EEAFIHRERAE S, 76 1R
P B TR BT MCQA & f57E &
WL, ReE PR A 3 AN A e g, 1515
TR EINEW, & R, R
FEbR_EAON L SR I A BRI

F 4 X ELIRER (%)

Table 4 The experimental results of community
QA datasets (%)
J5 IEHiE bk 74 — ik

CopyNet — 19.4 21.3
GenQA (A7) 24.3 38.3 24.1
CoreQA 49.3 51.8 62.5
MCQA (WE, CE) 52.3 55.8 65.2
MCQA (TE, CE) 54.1 56.3 65.0

FE 4 MK 5 T EATFIZE T —LES2LG 1 B
Vel M 2 8 B L A TS 20 E A O 2 A
N RIE At B A DA Sy B KB 2
A RMAER 4 A& KB AR TR 528 o =077
AE RN

R4, BATERT MCQA 55X szt
CoreQA Az Bl — LR I IXT L. ZEMA) 1
XL SRS CoreQA AEIIB R L T —A “7, JEH
ETHRAMRE A T —FES . 10 MC-
QA I N4x 578 S ML I Be 8 T4 3 Fhst =11 Az ik
TG, B BRI, TR A) 2 H X LRSS
CoreQA 7EZ Z A RE 552, Jif R o] g A2 A
R ET KB B IF BA A B ZI 3 se <8 i
N HA AR VR R, R RIES A Z
AR, £ MCQA F AN 1 42 R 78 s L 4%
B U e B LK A . AEMA) 3 ) X bR
SEEY CoreQA AR T BB XEEE R, lRe ik
A MR FE AL R B IERA ) AR, ] gE RN
IR B N AR Bt e vk . 11 MCQA @i A
Tl B AR R o) A R TR CHR A R
71, em TR R AR AER R, R B2 )R
A S SRR A R U1, Reie X2 %
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S /S ~E—— O
REXK, FEHFICHIMEEZWE? B TaIe S 2 RAR VUi R R AR B
2 BRFEL R A2 A RAWA FEA4 R ANRRARRA
3 HREF AR, S ! R AE ST

B 4 MCQA (TE, CE) 5 CoreQA & XX} LLFEHI
Fig.4 The comparison of MCQA (TE, CE) and CoreQA sample outputs

e

1 I ) 54 A 8 A R 5 2 e — [ i S P S ZE Rk
2 SN A G ? SR B R ? T RS <5 AT EL AT A T AR
3 SR S E Y BN, TEF JAREA
4 EHEEFET, IRRESIMA? EBAT <unk> i = fh 5
5  AREX, PHBHCAEERE? B PRI I e R AR R
6 RAUTH G T 2 R2 18374FAH17TH 19135E3H31H  18374F4H 17TH—191343H31H [ &
7 HIRER AN AT IR ? LIRS BRI 48 2 7 T A I (P PN
8  WHESEAIEE, REFEEIH—A? BB XL~ FLA A~
9 LT RA2HFRAN? FRHEEA K i [ 5 [
5 X A
Fig.5 The sample outputsof community QA

A2 R 8 B R LIE B ) 1

B 5 8 MCQA A & SR ABRHER R EAT LL
Xf, BEAR B2 SRR SCAE R LU BB I, thBER 4T s
5 1a] JR 77 A PR R — 3 (EAE O B R R I
TRF f R IR TR R, FRATTNT 485 i SR A9 3R AT 0 M, sl 5
(¥) ID4 ¥ Fr, 285 AN vl ek G HH B T (unk) 52
W, AR T AR M IER R OOV IR T T 2,
WREZEAR OOV ] AR AT R B FE i, T AN BE A IS
fig e OOV [a]j. ID8 )% Z %A W vl @, H45 &
KRR, FRE R R T (155, %‘IJ%, FLH)
IR, I ZREE i A SRR I 280k, DR e A
B FIRAR G T, B8 i i 2 B E S A
TIBEALA: % 5

R BES

1) (L& HA

TEFIR A 2R MCQA %Rt F N PTransE
J7 %, HEFR AR ZE BR A R R0 R HE EE A R
ATRERN R0, I ORUEAL Y AE [0 %5 5 A Fn R LA %0
W HERRZE, DL A i I &

PR AT 550 AR H AR R N IR dh %k
P, R BRAT A R BB AR A, A SCHE AR R
R MR, CHAESE. “HAEHT. “HEHTT
FAE BN T “F4EAET. “FEHA". “FEHE” 3

4.5

ANKZR, HEHA R 40 000 A 3 A e Ho o3 A H A
RZJ0H, BRI AE BAE BB H AR 3 MR R
Xof 2B A R e T 3 R R AR H Y
R, I < H A R R R B JE A AR
$5¢ Jo A FRASEAS OGS 39 0 N = R ] A i i) 2 %

R4 R SERT NI R (1 “H AR, “H
AR CHAER? =R RFEATHERE, XS HER
H7 . o AR IR EE ) W 6 iR, SE
& (Ent_111018) kK “H A4 &R, 81t 5 (Ent
26747) SR C[RIAEART IR AR HE R H AT RE IR H AR AR
N 19787 FRAER ) = 04 (Ent_ 111018, #E
Wr A2 4E, 1978) I EiR e v J TR 4 I 2R e
FAREE, 1 MCQA BERIHEAT [ B4 55

Ent_ 111018
Ent_ 26747

AR
A A 5 > 1978
HAEH 10
[F4E4E Ent 26747
HEWTHAESE 1978
K6 FnidshersilE
Fig.6  The diagram of knowledge base completion
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1

Ent_ 80329 I A ] 8] 2 A4 e ?

1945.7.27

2 1995.8.8 Ent_ 40076 [I2E H AT 4 g 2

3 1927.2.12 Ent_ 118514 A4 M5 H A ?

4 1991.6.22  Ent_ 98874 RZ&HAN?

5 1907.2.23 Ent_ 107981 fIHEEH H 42

R ] 2 25 R
b AT RE A 1945 4F 7 7 27 HIHAER
WhiEH R 8 A 8 H
Ent_ 118514 AMFZLE 1927 4£ 2 H 12 HH4E
i A7 1991 4F 6 H 22 FIhiZE
fil i A4 T F 2 1907 4 2 J 23

Bl 7 B B R
Fig.7 The sample outputs of ambiguously QA

2) SIS E

HRHERE B CR F 2 80 R Seiefii A 2 o
(2-step) (M AT A BEARAE RRFIE SR, B R T BRI 2
AR o fED L MEYEE d - hinge $52K BRELHT ~ -
WIS 0. LM TS HIE: o =0.001,
b=100,d=100,v=1, 6 =17, I &k RE N
200 K.

HHR B RACR S5 FREE KN E
N 500 4, 1] [ B 4ERE N 256 4E, FIaE4EE R E
4 4 W ERRKKE L. BN 8, Ly, ®WEAN 10,
ffHH Adam 1EABRE T B RIS,

3) & ot

Wik 5 FrN, ORI A& AT 45 19 0 R HE 2 4
ST T T R A B HEAKA
(IHERE P, Py, Py, MR EIRCRGE S T R 90%
PLE.

F 5 BOIEMEESER (%)

Table 5  The prediction results of ambiguously QA (%)
jjii Py Pm Pd
PTranskE 93.2 97.4 95.0

W 6 Fron, B &8s R, F1, 2R
R e IE AW, 275 7 Bk R R 2 1 F1
fH, F1,353] 7 87.7%, W MCQA & 24 )4
HA& TR &G )], Py, Py, P, PigEiT THE
TR 55 oty 0 AR R [ 1 2 U R, A
HOE R TR AR, PR E T N EREIK
S, EMEE I HERA 5 2 AR IH A TR AT mT st

K6 ML (%)
Table 6  The results of ambiguously QA (%)

T F1, Py, P, Pq Py

MCQA (WE, CE) 87.7 78.1 88.2 90.8 80.9

B B 25 A 7 B, IR RIR — 51

7 A R 8 A R P P A R, AR R 20
Zend FOARHERE 545 2 A HEF RN, 7T DA B R Al
FHAHE R ARG 2 8 AR [0 2 1) 7 AR B RE
BEIAHEWTR, A A R R P2 H%

U E AR,
5 ZEERIE

AR T AT RN S 2R AL
A A B RN R 1) B AT B B B 28 A i A
S5 HHIERI OOV [, ASCHEH 51 ARIRR IR ¥
SVTTELE R SR 5% A 1) AR At 1] St poAH B
YA 3R] [ i, B A R R B AR R RO RE D, 4R
re AR AR AR R EER R AE AR 3 o P A 5 UK A
A SR AR EL A IR, ASCHR T AR A
XML, B AR R A SOE BT, I/ H T A
AR AL BN E R A AL 53 A A SR R
R A RN B B o (R0 B
DX JEU AR R ANHE BRI A BE J7, RES HE 2 S R ik
AT (01 AR ARAE 22 Mt 2 B SRBR E IS 1
REFRRACR, R IR BE A RO A2 i S
T AR AN SRR SR L. B, R HERE RN 7 25
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