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Abstract
bedding model, to address the issue of existing word-embedding-based approaches that have low computation accuracy

We propose a novel algorithm of semantic similarity between words, based on our word single-meaning em-

in polysemous words, nonadjacent words and synonyms. Differently from the existing word embedding models, each pol-
ysemous word is decomposed into a series of monosemous words in our model, and there is a one-to-one correspondence
between a word meaning and a vector. First of all, the word sense disambiguation (WSD) of polysemous words in different
contexts of the corpus is achieved with the help of the prior classification information contained in Tongyici Cilin. Then,
the word single-meaning embeddings are learned from the processed corpus and realize the precise expression for each
word meaning, and as far as we know, no existing word embedding model could complete this task. At last, two test words
are decomposed into marked monosemous words according to the number of meaning and expanded with synonyms, and
then semantic relatedness between words is computed based on the word single-meaning embedding model and Tongyici
Cilin. The experimental results showed our method can significantly improve the computation accuracy of polysemous

words, nonadjacent words and synonyms.
Key words Semantic similarity, Word2vec, Tongyici Cilin, word sense disambiguation (WSD), word single-meaning
embedding model
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Fig.1 The build process of word single-meaning

embeddings
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LS AN () 3] SCT 1 () SCA] AT ST 1 1 SCIR] 8 il
11 8 Stk JRAR AR R X (R 1), A
R 5 gt Hh i 1 R RS
FRERTR; 38 2 PR N ERESCT RN, B 3
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N AL RE AR R 4 QRS 5
SRR IR BB 5 TR R A R A R
N 8 ALIERICAT 3 Bl ¢ =" FRosFEl - 4itd F i
T A [R] SCil, 7 R AR G ity N Bl i D 1] S
AHEEAEJE TR — 2RI n]; “Q” KRG T
T T HAT A (3R] 3C, B[R] SO AN SCiF].

K1 A SRR R G A s 5

Table 1  The coding format of the Tongyici Cilin
P 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
5 D a 1 5 B 0 2 =\#\@

i Rk RIEN UES R AR
B W1ZE M2 W3)E W4RE BEZE

2.2 BT iR EEFE SRR 1R XH B

H BT =90 0 SO B Ry o =2 A IR
) SV 35 v g B ] ST 8 v A T R
JE (V8 SCIR ) i) ST 7 v A B ] S L
D7 VEFET0AN ) B SO i i) SCEAT TN AR
I SCANRAR, FIRMLAS S S B 071 (VRS . SCRF
L (Support rector machine, SVM). A T4
W24 55 ) RIS, T 3 2838 TR B A s
WA S O VE R R A R, (R UIRE RS2
PR T B 3 R 22 R AR S, e DAY T A
V) ST AT 55 JC W B vy i) SO 2 v A2 B R FH 2R
REFNT B SR IR BT B SO TR SR A AT R
Z5, 1 Huang %509 (R FT Guo %5200 {5l 1)
KH T W T AT I B %2R I7 T T 1)
] SCHEAT WA, L ReAR A SOH 8 2, i B
2R RRG BE W, ek AERA A i 22 SO 1R 0]
SR, FET AR I 5 VAR I B SR B Ak i R
S, A A A AR . HowNet A1 WordNet 45 (i
A S Y B B AR R v S ) i) SRR B LA
SR H T 4 T 0 ST mT A A . SE-WRLIS!
Fkh SAC F SAT BEALYN LRI Tt 5l
SCIR T IR ST BCR T 55T HowNet AT ZEFNA
W 795, BT IRk, b =2k 3
TRV PR 5 i 2 H RTME— B8 S0 IE FH T ORI X
T AT 45 1 1521,

A ) AR I 2R 7 EE 0 T35 0 (G-
gabyte, GB) 2R R 1) 75 RHEE (48 40 35 /o v
BHE), TR AL 238 L7 45 B ST S BRI
REIRTE ). R IR B IR ) SO B v A TR = 1
) SCIFIBORS B, AFER T 0 R A bl DR R 1] A v
b SO RLZE, Joik N A (1) 1] SO B
I AN B8 58 Js AR S ] S ) e ) gt ae R v 1 ] S AT
G5 T G M B 1R 3] S BB T vk T A A S0 )
oriRze, It BN EITE BT BT SRR A, TR

B RHFEIT T . 40 R AT, A S I F e
(] ST 75 VAT A VSO AR AT ] SR A
SR R I SRR, R IR SR A i
SURHERF i B,

221 BEEENX
LEA 0] I B L 2 /T, 1ot SRR A
AR R AL

B L. R w {5 X R 0 X4

Eh
C = findCode(w) = {c1,c2, -+ ,cn}  (4)

n b w A8 A SO 3 AR R ] A 3
BV A ) SC i) i) AR P iR g S B, SRR n =
| findCode(w)|.

REL 2. PRI w AE[R) SCHE ARG ES ¢ TP
A 7] Xl

W = fmdSyn(w,c) = {w17w27 U )wm} (5)

T 3 [R) SCAR] R ARG A 5 8 A AT, AT A W [ —
i i (1R T 2 5 R R AR PR e IORAL
“=7 N, IR MRS ¢ FER w BLAMRIRTESE S 2 e
HIARAL R “#7 8 <@ I, gafith T AVELE R] S, 2
REAATEA L. m iR ¢ 5w IR SRR
(Rl g, Xk m = | findSyn(w, c)|.

R E 3. YRR AL R A

group(c,w) = cw (6)

group(c,w) FRECEEIL T [R) SCAa] 1] Ak G 5 A 1]
B2/ R E R, AA 50w R E gL o 1)
X, SEBLT IR 2SI w AEAS R SCF AR L
WEN XE”, Gl “Dc04A0l = 7, AEJE N
“Dc04A01 = K7, FKik “ AR 1] X
2.2.2 RANGHE R

Vi) SLH 7 1) SE TR A R SCAS R [ RS 2 XA )
] SCEEAT WA, LA A — AN 0 R SR DA
PONAEARR LR RIEME L XA S, H
T 1) SCIRTR AR © 2000, 2 7 454 90 o 0 IV (1) 3] B
RST8] S & i, D] 38 e () SCAR] ) PR AT LA oA A
56 IR SCIH B 55— 20, e e SEal E oA (W) SCm] iR]
ARG R S i 480 LA 22 SCin] 1) 85 1) SCREAT WA X
g%, A THEANF BN SCR RN ETE RIS 1 X, A
SCE SRS A MR SR TE A ) s AT AU
AR BRSO AR AR R R A 1] X g
SJCHR 7] SCT] Gl A A ) ) SCi] B A, 56 IR S 1 i 1)
HINRLE IAE %30 X gl & e e B R
S TR 5 AN G A ) ) AR BE P B, L L 2
S5 K 1) G B 1) 565 I (1) ) S G gl 2 15 22 SR 1)
1) SC. 1) ST B L B SE B SRR
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BE 1. B w i BRSO ERE S

X v RE R SCACR i Bl a1 5 AR B
W ow BB SCEEE S, R Context(w) =
{y, Wa, -+ W}, kA R ICH TR/,

Bk 2. WM Context(w) WA IR,

ARSI Ry b S]] PR S e R
T2 i) R O ] R B B DA K b SO T ) ] R A
S o N i SR RIS i O S U AP S8 U DN i
ST T R ] SO D, U B i E R SO ]
I, S MR BRSO R @, e w
WER B RIR R Ly, A w; 5 w Z TAAHRE 1) 75 A 4L,
BG w; WEAL. B CEEES RN @; B
X ALE v; A w; 5w ZEERE L 5 w; 7 X
ot e R 14

1

~ L; x |findCode(w,)| (M)

LRI R A Context(w) FT R NI ELE &
NNV ={v1, 09, Uk}

B 8. i LN

] w AEANA TR SC P R AN, H
w A X5 Context(w) FEARFR R W E & —E
(1), D5 e Context(w) RIERIE S, A
RETE— 20 BT w 78 H A7 B Ry g i 3. IX L
i Context(w) 1] 1 1 3] [m) & IR FIAE K
RSO E R IL. UL ContextVector(w) Ko I
T TEE S Context(w) Hia i 1A [0 A A,
Bl ContextVector(w) = {wy,wq,--- ,w;}, i
w; € R™ Myt ik w; XJ )] [a) &, o Ay i 7] 5
Y Jz. ContextVector(w) SREES V AT AL
SKA1G 2] EF 3Cn & Context,,, 1HHEAXN:

U;

k
Context,, = Z v; X W; (8)
=1

Bk 4. MR R SGREMR A 02K, S
D] w g EES E.

[ SCin] e b 22 B T A 8 1A 303 2K,
AR MR E R X, FIHZSE SRS R, AT
B — AT R AT LA R S A SCHY g T 1R g i
RPN SR 7R 2 G i B ke
IR S, ROt 1A . AR g i 1 R i, FRATTIA
N AN T PR ] SCEICRE D, 28 (3] SOBAEIE, 1%
] VT 22 7 4 ) ) SR DR 2, AU AT BV e
K. PRI, TR gt A 3 v A AU A i ] T A
i) SCECE R 0] w A [R] SCUR] R AR ) 2

EHN:

C = {c|c € findCode(w)} 9)

my, = |C| Rt w K AL, Gt e Frat NI
gﬁﬁ%[ﬂ% €; j‘]:

j

i 1
€= ;wj % | findCode(w})|

b w! € findSyn(w,c;), X7~ w AE LR i i Ak
Giht c; NIIE G, ny = | findSyn(w, ¢;)| A A X
WA E, w? Dy wl RN R w G 1)
LN E ={er, e, e, }

BE 5. Mgl w 752 Er bR SR gAY

FEAFE] w B EF SC] 1) NI AT Gt i ) E A
J&, 4 Chen %5221 3210 2 S0l BFC& 5
TSI 1] SC ) AR AL RE B e 10 JEURR, R B bR S
In] & Context,, 5 %l & 1) RSLAHPUE, ok
FEARLJEE X I3 () i 1) 1 e Bl A > i w 3R (1) 3] 3L,
Wit e HEMAF3E LY c.

e'Context,,

e= argmax J 11
Vej61§1§jgmw le;| x |Context,,| (11)

(10)

Bk 6. XAE w AT AR w fE
Context(w) i XHHE 5, #in X9t ¢ 5 w
MALA, LA group(c, w), gt ¢ 1E0 w FIRTER, fi
13 w FEANF R SCRERE R R WA 1 1] L.

2.2.3 WXHEER

Zexd Faia] B R, AR BT S £ X
T AR A LA o 110 ) SO 5 488 s pE () S]] PR G i A
PP T 1. T sk () S i) v b ) T A A — ] U
VAR T B () SCA R RIFEAS I T 1l bR G b A A iy
2%, 78 5 S SCHUURE V1 5 ol R A FH i g R 1)
[ A5G ah, WERHE ISR — Lol A 1 R X
Vi) ] MR AR ] T, TGI8 I ) S TR AR R AT 3R]
HE P BT RIRR R, I S8 AR SCERIA R H S 5 HL
AT CRIFR R DL AR XA 2 S, A
[\ SCia) A Ak, AT “De04A01 = 7 Fil “Bol8A01
=7 WA LG, 3 Fon CNIANER” Rl
XA, Zonhia] U AR, TERHEE ) AR R
RS “De04A01 = X7 5E “Bol8A01
= 7. SR IXANE L [A) X Aa] A B e A
— 13 X gt “Bol8A05 =" | 7E I Jm e Rl &%
#4 “Bol8A05 = M EETE”. “PSilil RE” XA
A B AE ) SCIRIR AR R T3 i R 200 3] 1, AR S
V8 N S FETE R R AR R SRR,

2.3 AXEEREEI%
2.3.1 RENIGTTE

ARSI X I 2R B K T Word2vec 4]
) TR 48 i = A 4% ZE R P 2 Fion.
Word2ve LM R CAESE 3.1.1 WA, A2
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BT S & () ] ) B, PR TR RN SR 1 3] [
T 20RO, A H Sk RO T R 1) . Word2ve
B LA N 2R, i e 3 g 1) 7 20 AR
GRtE. RN RS, & O RE B A T — Ik S
BOEFT. AT IR R, aT LR FH BE ML R 5
1% (Negative sampling) />S40 Jrir £, W]
DL R 2 A R A DB 2 28 i 2 R B, I
A JZ IR softmax [AIVA ) T7 1L ZRR Hh s sl 244

] ) B4 R
R LA 10 Bol8AOL = {4
‘ FiA 21 De04A0T = {04
K= SUM
wos | ] L] [ ][]

[ N3 1: Dal5SBO3@¥#% HgldAOL = 4147 Th10A01 = $i/55 DnO1A46 # Fii)L
I F3C2: Eb31AOL=i#% HgldAOl=4E AbO2BO1= A DRIAIL= {8

B2 VISl SCIag e FR A e i) 2 2
Fig.2 The architecture of neural network to learn word

single-meaning embeddings

SN G EE o NS uR i@ (=1 s 9 =R Al
GRB R RS 22 SRR i 0y 2 AN AN R R i A TR T
B SCAR] PR RS 22 SR 29 06 N 22 A ) dE 3 )1 ok
Fi. Bl pE 2 Fl g ani s, BRSC1 fkE
T3 2 R T A FHRATE R 48 R 2 AR (1) B N K
BT “ANERY — il ) ARk i i) S = I ik
FE, T LR fEF3C2 XNT ek A
[ 3 X, PRt B3 1 A pgia i AR “Bol8A01
= R RN, LR 32 A i v ARk
“Dc04A01 = {R” INZrmismAN, W fEill gt 72
HOEANESM. FIFE 7 BIPeANE n) R il Zeid
FEAPA A BEARTE R BN 1 F1E RS2 i X
=

ek IR R, 53] T 5 i L ——
X P ] SC ) AR JE AR 2, A S Tn) i A
AR R — b R 1 7 20 5] ) R R U
i, I FFE T LR Word2vee LA SLAth
o i) g A I TV B ) SR I ] S HIEA
W LR CWE. FastText X231 7 8 0
fiFt i k. DR A i) SOV 2 S TR L SR AR £ 0]
TE AT ) XCRT SR, 3% LT 4R 0 J5UAN [i) S Rl bk 4
AN S X, a0 ® ) N-gram A a$
T[] 52 (1) R IA RE
2.3.2 JAXEENIRAXFIEHRFA

T SC ) AR S BT 1A 1 A SR 2R A, R

B T JE U ] ) b 22 SRR SO YR, B G 7 3]
SRR G “De04A0]1 = X E” Al “Bol8A01
= IR AN AR — 1 B AN R 50 X
— N X . “Bol8A05 = Y Mk U E
TE W — [ 3] SO W — 4 3] S R s,y
ARG — A ANTE [A) SCIA A MR BLJE R B 36
M — ) ) . FRATT 0 I AR A Y o A R — AN 1A 1
T U A 1A B2 e 3t — 20 % Ll ] ) AR IR R 4] S Jn) R
FEAL R DR . 22 Sy F 48 0 3 e Rk 2 I 2R 1
CBOW i [ s AR A 55 {37 dedeiln i) 10 AiA]
W, ATLAE AR <R ] ) A R L
A& MR i) X, e — @R Bk T <N
(AR i) S X TR R, RIE &
AR IR SCCAARNS “ANIANR” & i B
SCSCAE & R ) s R v AN R TR Rk
I ACES” ] ORI V. R 3 g FE A ] ) R
PN S it i) Sy s AR b R — 1] 1 P A 17
SRR 10 /NiA], AT 2 A Ee ] LA H A S )

*2 CBOW i [ EAR A Ly {7 AR 10 4>
Table 2 Top 10 most similar words to the polyseme in

the CBOW word embedding model

e ABLEE
iSiE S 0.671
RS 0.666
HLT B 0.655
B 0.650
B 0.647
W 0.641
ESTEN 0.639
K 0.638
R %N 0.637
AR 0.635

3 i X A {3 YA SCRARLR 10 AN
Table 3 Top 10 most similar words to the different

meanings of the polyseme in WSME

Dc04A01 = {3k AL Bol8AOl = {3 AL
R AR B 0.700 RS 0.697
De04B02 = A1 0.679 LN 0.684
Ee31A01 = #4f 0.669 WL RS 0.674
ETES 0.667 Bol8A16# JE 1%  0.662
De04A04 = A1 0.663 R 0.653
Ee31A01 = 7% 0.662 Bo25B01 = Jiidt  0.652
Eel0BO1 = ik 0.659 Bol8AL7 # /%1l 0.652
Eb30B01 = HFiA4  0.659 Fa05B03 = Wi/ 0.650
Dk02B02 # 4% 0.653 Dc01C16 # HLMiX  0.644
De04A02 = K#% 0.647 1UFRAR 0.643
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FOSEIL T AR LR i UK. FERT “De04A01 = X
7 AR, AL T TR SO I AR B A R
] IR, R AN X R “De04B02
= A", PUARIE “S0 1@ X “Eel0B01 = B
K7 [FFE, A “Bol8AQ0L = XY feAHLLI A
WAE T “PHRG” XA G AE W AR 3 R
“Bol8A16 # [k 33" XA S, fithF H, 17 X
Ir) 6 AR e 8 S I 22 U] i) X HERf RIS, X2
S A TR R SC2 [ B ARABLRE 22 SCiA] I i) S
i) 2z () A ARABLRE, LA K 22 S]] S5 AN ik 6 7E (7]
AR AR R R AR ARLRE S RE A M S . AEUh
JEats b AR —Ga A T 1R IR S AR T SE B 2 X
il AR ] AR S R AR ARLBE T ST s R P
2Tt

3 EFiRAXEEHEERIEXHEUERZX
3.1 EEEH

Bt Xy ] 1 S A A ARLRE SVE AR 2 A
AR A0 3 A0 7] I =S5 D0 T Bz AL W8 TSRS LI
SRBE, A SO TS )0 AT k. B e A A
S AR IR S pi) B AR S BN R SR RS R AL, A
o 1) PR (R U R S I, A 2 A
SRR A S AR T SR P L8 AR 3L B AR X
WA TE SCRALESE. HTEBIAT 2 0 i) &
AR IO200 ey P 5G] 22 TR (10 AR AL R A 3
{5 (AvgSim) M K% (MaxSim), 7154
L

AvgSim (w,, w,) =

1 Na  Np

ZZsim wh,w! 12
e b)) (12
MaxSim(w,, wy) =
. i J
1<isnad S <n stm(w;, w;) (13)

Hdng A ng, 70 980 w, A w, (130 SCEE,
sim(,) FARSZALE. AvgSim J5 ik B % i X2
V) (0 AFARL S BB AR A 1) 38 22 1) (R AR AL BE, MaxSim
Y] Sz T AHABLFEE 1) 5 KAB A 4y ] T 2 TR 18 AH AL
JE. Guo %R0 St B 7 i AE A R R 4R N AT T
XJEE, MaxSim 77k oSSR (55.4 %) W& T
AvgSim 777k (49.3%). AvgSim J5 50 b6
T ) SCI— Ay v, 022 0 1] ) FE AR 1R BT ] R
AHETS. BRI A5 H 22 oo 1] g 48 20 o A5 4] 35 1)
AHABLEE , S5 KAV 7 VL & 5

PUAT 1) 22 70 1] fo) e A TR LA 6 08 o ] 1 1 1) SC
AT 4y, fE— @ BB B4 T T 2 S AHALEE 1) o
SR TR, DR T {408 s ] A [ SCam] ) AR ABLBE T3 AR AN

FLAGR U IO SRS B S IR Dy AR A0 4 1l AHABLE )
THEORS B 5 a2 N 2 vp 3a] 1 0 D] AR ] T 2 (8] )
EE VK i8I (T = A= 51D i 1 =R S AV I B
A0S 5l 1) A [1) A 1) 22 ANRRAIE, AU 3 1] SO0 T 17
TEALRE IO $ T L e PR 3] X im) EAE — M £ 0
Vi) ) AR AR ZE AL ()T H B I MaxSim 1)
LA LA A B 2 o0 ) RN R, A S
1) i A AR T 3 [ S]] AR G A R R T D AN
[F) 3] X, AR B8 bR PUE B AE AT LLE— 28 3R 0] i R A
T SR [R] SCR S B R MaxSim 73T,
1M A e i) MaxSim J57% (Extended MaxSim,
ExMaxSim). & SR i Ak 5] — w1 1) 7] S E
KL FRATTRT LR A A W AN 1] T 5 R R SR R R,
RS LB UN bl IR0 7 Ted 41 R G 1 B i
S]] A nT LA 28sk 2D A 20038k ) g s ) s . B
W R w, Fw, A& F KR, w, A w, FIAH
U NS T w, A w,. FIOARBURE. fn SRR 45> i)
SO R SR 5 TN B3] 75 AU v S, AT LA
AR 78 AR AR ek 1] 1] ) R I SUAE R TRV Tk
AL I, AV R AU I, 2 /0 4
T ow, Bwy, BN X ) & B 4 SO L 4R
HEEG A 1) w, BETH W SR w, BT
i) SCZ TR FEARABLEE s 2) w, BIFTA ) SR w, TIFTA
) SCT B[R] S a) 22 TR PR ARABLRE s 3) aw IR BT A ] S
wo WA IR T B[R SO 22 [a] AR AL . e 1)
Rl MaxSim 59 11 CAHRUE S S, 2) F103) 4
Wk [F) S5 BT R i A S . R 3Ltk
X)L 2) B 3) ] SCAHARLE U KAEAE A w,
%D Wy E‘J*HM}%

T ExMaxSim (1) B AR, 17 1 AH LS 1 vF 5
AR WE 3 Fron. B AR T IR SO A AR 1 X
B VA JE0 P AN A LU B 1 1] 18 2R AT 3] SC 0 i, s
FLH AR g a bR P B iR . Sk U iR 2
Jei, AT LA ] S ) A 2R v 3R ECRE AN 3] 5 ) — A
i) SORE R PR3] S ) o, DA S vk B ] S22 ) ) i X
FARLEE. il tn “{ 327 w43 fi# 5 “De04A01 = 1%
X7 F “Bol8A01 = K", /rilRm “ANMahR"
I B AR, AR A (R SO IR AR R o) i S
() i) BEAT [F) SRl 9 R, 45 B AEAS 18] ST (1) [A] S n]
4. B, “Dc04A01 = XK B lR A
% “Dc04A01 = XA, “Dc04A0l = XA M
“Dc04A01 = W %53]; “Bol8A01 = (K" 1)
[ A A “Bol8AOL = {28, T A
7 [R) S]] AR R ], 8 3 a3 iR RN TR SR
J&& Ja A AR & R A, DL b SCHE B 1 R AR S 6 ik
77 R CAE? S, AN R34 O B SCAR], AR TR X
) AL ROl “Hf04A01 = Jig47” A1 “Dm04A12
= B, @AY R G, oLk RE
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Fig.3 The computing process of similarity between words based on word single-meaning embedding model

5 ExMaxSim 5 5 = AN 53 193] SCAHARLEE 45 A
1) #45> HK {sim(“Hf04A01 = JiK47”, “Dm04A12
= TAE)}, 2) A {sim(“Hf04A01 = Jig4T”,
“Dm04A12 = JKME"), sim(“Hf04A01 = jig47”,
“Dm04A12 = i tL"), sim(“Hf04A01 = 47",
“DmO04A12 J&)E”)}, 3) #4504 {sim(“HI04A01 =
ATIE”, “Dm04A12 = TEIF”), sim(“Hf04A01 = &
A7, “DmO04A12 = FWE”) ). WE 1), 2) F13) H
(s RAEAE R “IRAT” 1 “TErm” RARLEE, 720K
AT ARAR I 2R )1 S
3.2 RIBEXMENETESE

X TARE AN w, 5wy, VHEE SRR 1)
BB T,

FB 1. I w, 5w, KR ST ARG,
GELRANAUR G

W w, 5w, WS XSS C, 5
Cy, RS (4) FREX, 23500

C, = findCode(w,) = {ck, -+ ,c'}

Y Ya

(14)

Cy = findCode(wy) = {c}, -+ ,c}"

(15)
Horb ng Fong 2000 4 TETE w, 5w, KR X gRiSAS
. B E w, A w, SEXNEgBES C, 5 C,
P AL % (6) BEATALA, B g i ] () H
SCHEES groupA 5 groupB, 43 KR A

groupA = {group(c,,wa), - , group(cy*, wa)}

(1
groupB = {group(c,,ws), -+ , group(c;”, w;)}
(

T2, SBOEE w, 5w, BITER A
R[] S ) SUI A

W w, g ¢, V1 < i < n, FRFESCGEE
B w, FERIDH ¢, V1 < j < ny FHIF GRS
AR (5) A, A

Syn;, = findSyn(w,, )
Syni = findSyn(wy, c{))

HIE 3. %M ExMaxSim HikiHH w, 5 w,
[PV AHABLRE .

AL ExMaxSim ARBUE 75 1) w, )
P A 1) SCRT w,, BT 1) 2 TR ARABLRE ) 2) w, 1
FI A 1] R wy, BT A 1) SCTT 1R R SC i) 22 1) R AH AL
BE, 3) wy, BT R w, BT SCR I E R
2Z B PRI ARARL S — AN 40 1 B AL

45 1) LUl groupA R groupB %
JCE Z AL AR 2. X F w, BRSO RS
Syn] HPIAER AN W, SRS ¢ BT
oy, 3B UUR (88 SGAE group(c], w'). KSRGS
groupA FFAITCRGHA group(c), w') THEAH
USRS 2). B, ST w, WFESGHIES
Syn! HHHER— MG w', XN ¢ 4T
A5, 192 hR UG 58 ST, DA group(dl, w').
A groupB IR TR SRR UG B 5L
WU EARL R TR RIS 3). e Ja, AT = &
KMEAEA w, 5wy FAHRLEE, HAx AT

sim, = max

1<i<ng,1<j<np

sim(group(c, w,), group(cg, wy))  (20)
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simy = max , FEH— 30 D R, JF BLgmt RS « =7, WAk

1SS e 1S Sne €Sy, _ W 7 S, BRI ORI VS 45 5 1,

sim(group(c,, w,), group(cy,w")) (21) [ XA RAFFA. S2bs b, — iRk HA7 % X

il o ARAR I A ) S Th i AVERAE, B ERAT T =

simy=  max | KA VB SR EE 6 5 KCARLAE by T AN1AIE 2 (1] £
ISZSna,lﬁjgnb.7w’€Syng ' T SRR .

sim(group(c;, w'), group(cy, wp)) ~ (22) LR EOYT, AR SCHRE A AE T i S 1) B £ 3] ¥

sim (wg, wy) = max {sim; U simg U simz} (23)

Forb sim(, ) BRECHIR VT SE AN AR YU (1017 15 X6 B
Fim] SCJi) 22 TR PR AR TR
3.3 BAEREMSHN

SRR SRR ] U 2 T 0 T SCATVBLRE AN 320 A4
U (10 P SCRHABURE -2 ) 18— BORE JSE o i v SCATBLE
SEISS FARAE. T2 SCiR] | AR AR A ] ] =
FNG DU v S B I 5, AR SCER IR S5095 7e 2)
A TN IR T T SCHABLBE I (R 38 5 5 5 e T
% 3CiA], NI 43 56 70 A XA 1l 4 WR 2 AN ] F4) 1) 3¢,
R PT84 SC2 1) R v SCHRMBLRE B K. 491 o
FIWr A" R RV 2 1) i SCRIAABE I,
I SN AR ROR IR MRS eI “%
R AN AUP Z AT B I, A “AE&”
TR NANEE. B TS 22 S i) Sk
T, S NI v SCRVBLEE IR ) — Bk AR fiE. LAAEIA]
i) S AR R LSBT AN A TR ) ) AL RIS, R
2 8 AT 24 O, 3 80O TR R R 2 SR
VB SCHILBE VSRS AL 7. O T PRI AN [ L, A3
I T TEORR A EAT ] SO B, el IZRA 21 T 3 X
fe] FE AR AR Pp A A 2 SCIR] ) 3] SCIA1 X A Tl
. ARV SEE SORALRE I, At AT RASE HEAT 1] SCH 73
figt, SR SRIBCEEAS 1] SRR i i, AT T SREA ]3]
IR R SCAHAURE .

FEVE R SCA Y, — S AR [l It BLAE — A4
ERSCE AR, gad i R G,
BLEEE HAR /S, IX LGRS 73 Hy PG DL, — Rl A 5
i SCZ TR A7 AR5 R o SCARABLEE, 53—l 4 sk
T 0, T I 3R] 1 PR e TG HE AR R L 1 T 2 1A
FLIE AT ORI E. R ik, JRA T3 3o xo Jit ] 4 %35
SCREAT TR SR e, ST R 4 [R) SCIA A S Ah—
AN 30 BRI AN [ 3] SC2 1] F) v SCRIBLRE, BAe kA GE A
R4k im] 2 8] PR SCARBLRE VSR 22, DALk 24 4]
Dy ARAB IR N, A7 RE A Il 5 B R TR SR A R R
I A T 2 T T SCHADLRE e k. T A B4 3
SCZ TR AR A 5 P 3] ¥, ) SCIA] 47 i JE AN e X i
SCARACLE P AR W] 2 5 . X T w,, A w, A5 & T[]
SCH PG 00, JEvk B A i) R AL, 3 7] X
i ] AR 7] S 2 A4 R, AR wg AT wy [N IR

SCRIAGLRE S35 0 v oSS AER A A W oy SCATHBLRE FR 5
Ao BUR, 7873 A A S BEANE SRR, W2
SC] < A A ds 3 R [ S ] = A L A 1 T AR AL
JEVH R BURBEAT T AT, R& R e Bt 5
AR SCAE SOARBARE SEVEAE T Sl R v, AN 1) 75 AN
[ i) SCZ TR PR A ADURE 245 Y T) — 3] SC 1) A 20 o
W 1] ST R 2 [ (R A% 52 B R 27, AT A ] (1 HR
VS, AR RS o FFREATHAN Ut b
.

4 KRR

R T IR A SR A R, o =AY T TR
TESEEG. 1) E AT TR SCTH BRI b SE G IR 56
UE T ) SOV BORE T I 8 1] v A AU, RS SRS B 1) 5
Wi, 2) AR JE R A SO S AR AR, RE T VA AN )
ARG AL T W2 /R 2 (Spearman) Z& %L, PEAL
T SCAH AL 5798 5 N 10 3= 00T 43 2 Ta) 1) — 201 7%
J. Spearman F i — P U R 1B A AHARLRE Sk
YRR BE A 0T 3R, VAR 22 3] i R AR TR 13200 341
MR T HE M B4 R 5 N0 W E 7 2 8 1
Spearman RECKVEM HILMLS. HAEBOK, Hik
IR PERGE. 7 LEER, Spearman ZR AL ##
3B 0% ~ 100 %alf. 3) fa ki T 2 41 g
AR A 23 B AEAE 22 ]S JE AR IR] R [R) SCiR] = Ff ity
BN LA T REAR B VSR ) A R
4.1 RANHEEIERERS T

ARSI SR FH ] SCTH B s LG BB ) Senseval-
3 BUEET HEATEE RGAE. ZIMNAE A 20 B X
RN 379 ANTEAR S ] ST PRI AR bR LR PR
e SO IUER % (Micro-average) P, A%
#HEffi % (Macro-average) P

N
>
Pmir = 17\71 (24)
> i
=1
>
bi
Pmar = = i = ﬁ (25)
N ’ n;

"Senseval3: http://www.senseval.org/senseval3
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Hork N g IR SO 1 S, my AR SR
ANTA] ) 3R] SRS IE AR IR SN B g DR izl it
Ecliopse- e

FEA SIS e I R v 7 A AN SO
TR EE AT ) OV s AL B, i Hoh T S AR SO AH
U ST, o 75 B AR DA 3R] S ST RL LR
DR, A S 7 T [R) S]] AR R ] [ 1 ] S
AL, R RS S T — Pl ST HowNet X
i) ) 5 1) TG M B 3] SO Bk, RN T SE-WRL
BE) SAC FAVH SAT A Zrid F2, FIA S
ST BT 138 T 2 T VR (4 1] SOV T Vs
B A SR SOV B 5 v AL T HowNet X ) 5
(R ] SO I R AT S s A IR S AT
HowNet g [ &5 LS, i w ZEAFE LR R
AT ] S R 1] ST s Sk A

exp(w/,"s)
____—~c¢c 97 (26)

§= argmax —,
eSS $ exp(utTs)
k=1
Horbr S ] w WPHATIA L B A, 87 N § A
) I ) & R R iz an] SCAL S IR A S ) )
YIE. w!, A F N3, 2 EW 0N B SCEE
(1) 5] e B FRT R :

k=it K’
> 7wk A (27)

k=i K’
JE IR A T VEZ3) R S5 v T T v e ]
) SR B SCE A CE R 6, BARARE oA 25 3 A
T e o A PR 2 AR T ) — ] o 1 ] SO
57 HowNet Al [H] SCiR/a AR, G “q0” F“g%”
FEoN I FC IR ST, A X 8k s 4 Lo AN e A9 21 1
iff 1A ) ST &5 2R, e 2 o PR AR 1) UV BB TR RS
R X6 T A S50 P P 3 R 0] B AN I s . 3R
4y Senseval-3 MR GE b P Fh ST ) vR] SO BRI
IS LG, ] DU M AR SO 2 I B 4 1) 1) SV ¢
b N P I v SO ol A 1 A (61 == 137 = A
ARSI IEAN RS LT SO T ) & 1R R RSN, 1 S
08 T AR BT SO I B, A E M 5 %]
T AR a] (1) PR B DL SR 1R B R, —
A ERSCHEE R O AT, RO, BRI
o) T PR ) SRR D FLER ] SOBRARE, X TR
SCREAR TR 1 SO MR i I X R 7 2 AL
) SO BT R A 21 S R VERA 1R BT 3R] ) &
Ty ANE R AN R SO ) Rk b, ASCRA T
0 A 7] 3] SRR R S B AT A2 75 =X, 1) SCan] (1)
V) SCH R D BB, T R Sl 25 23 f Sy ut
TV VB R AR AN 1] S ) I I A SO I BT A SR
) i 2 MR IR, FEEAA 25 18] SCRI SR 2 8] g M o¢

, 1

We= oK

AR, iy HVF 2 S [R]IN H BLAE A 75 AN [ 3] X
AR S DX AN WA R W, 236 DA Bt
D, AR SO VRAE 1R S AT 55 v RE i BE 4 L 3 A
[ b= S ] g ] S

i) SCIH B A1 DAy ] SC e TR Ay e ) T D B,
Xt AR R IE B AR R . BATTBOE T A
[l f0 B R S0, 23 ) BEAT ] S B AN 3R] S 1)
BRI, Gevk % B 1R/ ] SO B8ORS A
SCHIBLRE v SRS 5, R0 B M 3 1) IR DR R S
EFE wordsim-240 WHXLE® KitH WSME §iL(K
Spearman F AU SIE IR L. 18] 4 Joia]
THBORE . (TSR0 2 1-28)) M SCRMBL R SR RS L
L5 BN SCE RN Z SR T LUE Y i
SCRIBURE RS B2 R B SHE20K5 2 R AR ALl R AR — 5L,
AR/ 6 A1 12 I, 3 ST B SR A 0] 3
I 8 () v SCRIUE B AR T Soe IR TSR 2. DA L
25 SRAUE WA SCIH FRIRG 2 RE W 5% Wi e B3 1) S 1)
(I8 SCRIBURE SRV RN 2. 2% P& 3 A OB OK, ] SO
BT I RIS, SR R S SEI P, KA 6 1Y
CRprScenaeivR

F 4 1A S BORS RO HE

Table 4  Evaluation results of WSD
ER SRS Prir (%) Prar (%)
B HowNet SUJS it )5 13:12°) 36.35 40.19
AL 42.74 44.08
0.65
0.60 ]
£ 0.55¢ @—® Scmantic similarity | |
2 *—k Micro-average
E 050l »—x Macro-average
o m/g
0.40 ‘ i i
4

6 8 10 12
Context window size

P4 3] ST BORS EATE SCRLUSERS BE 15 1R ST LR OG R
Fig.4 The precisions of WSD and semantic similarity at

different context window sizes

4.2 Spearman ZRHELE

O T AT VP AL A SO AL T ik, A
SRy = ATy, 53 I R S AR ] [

8https://github.com/Leonard-Xu/CWE
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46 %

T B IR 7 ¥ 26 T3] ) S AR AR (1) O v DA R A T
Z G 0] & [ 71T T Spearman R AKX EE.
4.2.1 FMEXIAEMRSREEEREEMAEXTEE
A SIS () S]] ORI 3] [ 1R R I PR
SCHBLE J77%: (Embedding Tongyici Cilin, Emb +
TC). LT [n) & (CBOW #EAY) 4% 5 &5 1 i X
AHABLRE T3 7 DA K AR SCHE T3] S 1) & 11 )7 7 WSME
HHT T L. CBOW ARRFIAS SC i) S ) s 45 7R 44
T4 A e AR ZE N 2, R A IE B wordsim-240
Fl wordsim-297 FHEAEL), 43405 240 ARl A
297 AN MRREERL S T 2 44 H P ) 2 4L R
SCHRACLEE R VF 43, e EAE AL I VE 40 A 2 N LV
HPEIME. Emb + TC W& Ak

sim(wy, wy) = sim_Emb(wy, wy) X k+
sim TC(wy,ws) X (1 —k) (28)

HAr sim_Emb(w, wy) I CBOW BRI w; Fl w,
T IS (R P ] ) B (R AR 5% BE S, sim TC'(wq, wy) K%
FEPH A R 020 R M R ARTALRE 7 VB wy 1wy
76 [7) SCi) ] AR A AL . BUE k23 30E 0.34 0.5
F10.7.

X 5 R MR T s g R, wT
DLt 00 [ SC ] i A R 1] [ A5 78 7 0.8 N (1)
T HA R L gl T ) f 1 7 VA $E 7. Emb
+ TC WIVHHERE R & r3G i s, ud B Hox
B ELRCH T 1Al ) m R S WSME 5k mARthgh
A 7 [ S]] AR 3] ) R (RIS T A
VRS . X2 R WSME & H A [\ a1
MRS VB AR LA B, TR T () S 1] AR
R IR A3 SR AR SR AL AR B, e & T4
W5 R 2B R B B R v
A IR S5 A5 B 1] ) f SR A T 3] S ) A
Y A4S B06) 1] v ] ST HERAIA. [RIINR ] [R) SRS
SBE— DT T AR AR SR AR SR () v SRS, SK
T PSS T Dy 1] ) A 2R DA R 17 B 8 i [) S 1] 3]
AR IA] [ 5 B e RO ARARL R T B 2R

#*5 WSME 5 Emb + TC J7iExf

Table 5 The comparison result of WSME and
Emb + TC
Lk wordsim-240 wordsim-297
CBOW 51.47 62.72
Emb + TC (k =0.3) 30.87 45.69
Emb + TC (k = 0.5) 33.04 47.57
Emb + TC (k= 0.7) 39.18 53.34
WSME 61.45 64.09

4.2.2 FEFIREEREFE LR

ARSI 56 IR A AT % B wordsim-240 £ A2 1
wordsim-297 #4k5, VIR Ay F9 50 5 e v R
TR HVE R RS 1143 530 45581, ZE VI Zxin 1)
HHTEAT TAL T, 2 BR T AE AN 2N T 50 ()3
A, ZAEREM T 916247 L8 SCA. EFET
Word2vec [A~FHi% CBOW Al Skip-gram.
P s BIER Y FastText RIS f5 B
(¥) SE-WRL k8 (A 747 (SSA F1 SAT)
1 WSME 532060 b Sk v S AL 5 K £
N LARyE g5 B 2 0] 1) Spearman R AL, FEAKHLPPAY
= RERN RN

s SE-WRL 53218 S0 s 56 45 4, SSA
1 SAT 7E wordsim-240 F1 wordsim-297 - [JZRI]
LT SAC, BRI A S H LIk H SE-WRL HIX />
PERE S I R AT X LE. 534 WSME SHyE R #4
Fey gt ) S ) s 3o B v BT I 1R R ) R VAR ], Ak
KT CBOW S35k 11 1) S o) S50 20 (1) ARARL S 5
% (WSME + CBOW) Fl3t T Skip-gram $715#)
At Ay i) S n) E AR AR B AHABLRE Bk (WSME + Skip-
gram). FEASZIGHR ) AT in] ) AR 2R R A ST iR
) A AR [ I ok R SR AR ) 10 G B 2 HURis
ATIREE. A SC ARV N & 1 3m] ) o A 28 (1) BV 1
Spearman REWIZEK 6 Jiws.

*£6 SRR K Spearman RET L

Table 6 The Spearman correlation result of models

B A7 wordsim-240  wordsim-297
CBOW 54.07 62.72
Skip-gram 57.94 61.82
FastText(16-17] 59.05 63.97
SSAE] 61.69 56.86
SAT[S] 58.42 61.80
WSME 4+ CBOW 61.45 64.09
WSME + Skip-gram 63.54 62.64

WXk 6 s sgh R, WSME $E7E W
ANMEREE N T 5 = 1 Spearman &%, R
AR VSRS B Eie 2T CBOW A4 g 11
1] S i) I8 S ST Skip-gram BE R I 1] S 1)
TS B SIS S ] ) A RRS RS R T
A ] [ A 58 AN T 7% FastText il SE-WRL J7
VRN 66 T U 1] ) B 7 VA e R EE e T
FastText Hykilil N-gram &3 N7 AEE
TR EEE XAE B, AHX CBOW A2 X638 X
(4 2 T8 B R vl AELXS 38 SCARACLSE kA 2 1) B T
HOREH WSME . X &Kl FastText [#)1i]
) A5 A0 T 22 SCW AT AR F B — ) R, [RIFE G
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e R IR 2 SR AN A L. SE-WRL 7E I 25411
1] ) A A i N T HowNet X5 &, [FFEY 78
T ERENGEER. MWL R A, SSA 1F
word-sim240 WHXEEAHR 514G Skip-gram #8147 —
SEMIHETE, (BAE wordsim-297 N AL T R I, X i
B SSA J7iErta e HRAK. SAT 7l ot FE M4
TR SO e ] R SCHEAT T 3R SO s, B T
o] R 1 S, NG B, SAT HAs e M AH X
SSA H4f. WSME FH 7 [A] S il Ak o (1) 3] X 43
FAF B, B R SCAHEAT ] SO B, I ZkAe 2R
SOy AR T BERE A T 22 SO RN L2
R) (R 5 SCRIARLEE . DS 4.1 715 S8 () %) b 45 5K
AL AA] S I ) g R T A £ ) ST B R AR R
SAT I Zyock F& 1) SC SR BAT v VR B, 3X
R A SCRERG FE SE m f) — AN R L S 4h, ek A
ABES ) AR SCAN T 18T A 22 S AN [R]3] 3, T
HAH TR G S, 4563 kR R G E B nT
A R ANE AE AR 1] AR SO Ol R ARSI R
SR AR AL, S0 T HERR B B ST, DA
SRR A RAR R BE T WSME 59 G868 S L
IRATBE T v P 95 O vy O ARMARL B T SR
4.2.3 FEFZTiAEEEEAIE LR

AR S S AR Y B A M A 2 I8 1] T ) AR A ]
X, AT DARR A ) 22 SO i AR 1 BT S a6 2 TR
(1) 20 R TH )15 () O AHARLRE . A 1 S G A AR SC
D70 T 22 SO 1] T ARACLRE B s iR, AR AN Y 5K
55 Guo 220 $H (1) 2 o [ AR R EEAT T X B,
ZRETE T AveSim 75 MaxSim 715
AHABLRE, BATTIE B SR I B 4 1) MaxSim 5 ¥ 1)
AT XL U REE SRR A 7 I PR e
SCHRARE 1) 00 o 3 4R AR A wordsim-401
9. wordsim-401 FEENEXT R DUE T N2 X
i, T H R T 401 AN 2 X k2 18] i A AR RS
PRI 2 A6, AN 2 [ OC &R, WifF S B
WS SICNEN VP TN PSS W &S L
DLIE— 30 i s 22 SCI] (R ak i) AR5

£ 7T AR TV Spearman R FUG L 45 B
A LU A 3] S ) s AR A Guo (1) 2 JG ] (1)
HAEAYE wordsim-401 XA R I T 5 4 1) 45
e RGEPRA S A S S SRR A TR ]
AR A58 (1) 3] S AR BARRT B B i SRR X
B BE A% SR A5 5 WEAA (1) 98] S 2, kAo T SRR BVE
W2, (EIESEA B Sl T 22 X AA] A S HER I 2RI
HYk, WMSE #5878 56] 3] 175 (1) 18] C3EAT BT AR R, AR
P bR SCERT 5¢ R R LAk — 25 ) 2 22 S
FEIR M B ] SC g v BAR A R S5 S 2847 AH

9ir.hit.edu.cn/ jguo

R V5L 112 % SR 2 11 BE SUA 4R A 50
PER, 117 Guo K IALIAT £ st in i RLEDH # 47
% e ), SR ] S 5630 1 R4
SR GBI TT RN S, 6T B IS, A0k
T LR AT 0 T2 S BT I
TSR,

# 7 wordsim-401 F#E4E 1) Spearman RE6 L
Table 7 The Spearman correlation evaluated on

wordsim-401

LA B polysemous-wordsim-401
Guo %201 55.4
WSME 56.9

4.3 %Y. B XIRFIELBE IR EXBIUEITE
ERIEE

B T LR AN R VL) Spearman R AL, AL
M wordsim-240 F1 wordsim-297 HHIEH T 4 T4 #H
T2 Xn] . ARARIE A « A1) % 3T CBOW i)
) AR TR R 0 . BT FastText i [a) s AR Y [ 50922
A WSME B3k AT by, AR 389 25 T 38 40 [ 0
EEHEEVIZ5.

8 N2 s SUHLEE xS Le g5 1, T LA
i WSME Sy 01810038 SOMRLEE RTN 1 VF- 73 B 42
T, 1 CBOW #.3LH1 FastText Sk H 44 L
NI MV Z B R K. X2 REAS 2 i
ZANE X, B nTLARIR SR, ] LR R
B PRLEE AN n] ) iR DAV AA R RS 22 S 1Y)
T SCRFE, AN K] n) B 7 1) & 2% (8] TP A3 2 A4 AN [
Rom ml, MAEEN H A fUCk Rk 3 11 3] .
b B ) R TR 22 SO PR 1] [ AR R S AR E
5 NBIPER AR KER %, FastText &% HARF)
M N-gram {5 B A 1515 [n) 5 (1) 208 S ERA, (H 1125
()35 ) 1 5 R AT AR O — X — I OR R, R AR
ANTR] TR SCAE SO 1] O 1] CEAT X 4, PR 2
SR AHAGLBE TF BORG BE I B2 T A i WSME B 2.
WSME 5338 3k 0 Ak 22 04718 SO B, S T 78
B CAR A EEAS 2 S (PR SRR, SRS 3] T
FIR B —a) SCHAA] ) A AR TR SCAHARLEE T A
AR RS 22 SR AR AT g, MR e A
BT ep 4G ) T ORF Y 20 A S ) B3] SR 1) 3] S n)
a8, AT AT CA K A o Aff b v 55 599 A 3] 18 AN ] 3] S 1]
(RJAFABLRE 3 R BT PR A~ 22 SCam] AHBLEE 1) R AH
—H, S 45 R A o U AR SC R TR 2 ]
(1)1 SCAFABLRE B HE .

T[] FE AR R 78 o AU T R I R SO
S AR T ARG I L, B IL 5 e SR, (H
P ] ) S v S AL (B ARG, AR SEIG BN T 3
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¥ {1

YLARARIFRDNS, A T HERR 22 S0 BRI 30 &5 S ) s,
DR by B3] SRR E, Horp “IEREBERT WA
8 7] S]] PR sR, JHE A 1R 1) S BAE [ ST 3] Ak
FH—ANmiL 2 R, 29 =FEETEN 3 4k
A3k 2 TR R AL 25 5L DL “IRAT” Rl <o ig”
WX R, NEIPES A 0.800, HAEEH] CBOW i
RS S5 R 0.003, 5 W B 25 #E. FastText
FESE RN 0.096, HIXT Word2vec B #ERf. WSME
THELIG 25 B4 0.226, AHXS F PR Fh S S8 ndeie A
P IXJE N WSME B 1725 18 T i A & 18 X
{5 B2, S 3 [7) SCTA] G ARt %3] SRl 4T [R] S A]
R, FEFANAAETE SCESEARUR, AN R ANE
FE R — B SCE TN H I T s SCAH AL B B
IRZE.

8 & i S T 45 2R

Table 8 The semantic-similarity result of polysemous
words
i 1 i 2 AHIVPES CBOW  FastText WSME
EEZS A 0.661 0.104 0.168 0.443
B EAE 0.772 0.253 0.409 0.425
(34 4l 0.775 0.080 0.022 0.362

® 9 ARABBRIAE SCHALEE THE 45 3

Table 9  The semantic-similarity result of
nonadjacent words
i 1 i 2 AP CBOW  FastText WSME
AT TN 0.800 0.003 0.096 0.226
Bt BT 0.882 0.057 0.142 0.160
(=15 i 1349 0.528 0.036 0.053 0.129

[Fi) SCAR] R SR FETH 45 Rk 10 PR,
) =6 BE B8R AN AE wordsim-240 Fil wordsim-297
WXL Y, DR o NI PP o £, (En] LA
JE TR A “PHLA” Ron A —MEy), Bie B
RIEEN 1. {2 CBOW SykvHS R “PHLiAl — & ah7
PIAHABLEE (0.473) HUK T “PO 20 Al — 310 [RAH AL
& (0.508), X W ARTA AN MIAEL. 1M H, i
T S/ N CPULAT” A IR S, P £0 A - B
(P AHARLBE R 2 ot — 350 I R AHABLBE Y 1% AH 45, ]
CBOW #il FastText Sy “F i — N [FE X
AHACLRE B AR T~ “PU20AT — 27 s SOMABLEE . 1X
2 CBOW # FastText B iE ¥4 pphi g
() SCTA AR L, MK SR ] ) o FR IR 2 e v TR ) ) ]
KER, IHEINE S S A B %, WSME
LR T [R) S A AR S 56 1 [R) SO 23 2545 B, fig
i Y A b U0 H ARy B ] o) S 2 A AH [R) 1 ] S
<ot — vH LAl AN DA TR 3 IR B e — A
Jy =7 WA gL T (BhOGA32 =), 1 (23)

TSRS Ry 1, FIBER (AN AE. iy H “PH 204 - 3
7 A<t — s [ SV AR SE (0.568), /s
T CPRLLA - T, VR R A

R 10 [ SCRAMLEE V545
Table 10  The semantic-similarity result of synonyms
1] 1 if] 2 CBOW FastText WSME
VUL ki i 0.473 0.697 1.000
PHEL A R 0.508 0.682 0.568
i TR 0.436 0.530 0.568

5 5t

AT T P T3] S B R 1A T X
AL JE 532 (WSME), SEHL T4 22 i, [ il Al
AR AR B A AR LU BE VI SRS BE IR S Tt e ] SO B A
VRIIRG T VR K REAS 22 SO FRAE 1R 3C, IRk
TIHEE M RRF Word2vee SIS X in) &
BB, AE TSR] R SO, i AU 1A
SCI) AR A ) Sl A5 6, G R A e KR
7 A T R AU SEAE R R b T
UEASCIFEIIAT RN, 20 34T 130 3G BORERE AR
ABLRE VSRS FE AN LA L TR] SCm] 22 ST AT 4T s3] =
Foffis 0B AHADURE o S 45 K s, s 45 R
W1 1) ASSCH AR T[] SCRR] ] ARORTIA] ] S g ] SC
T BT VEATS FEAb L 0 e (R3] SGH B i B AT
SO FRVRERA L 2) AN T[] SCAA] ] AR ] i) 2 ]
LN AARBLRE VSO VR R L R TR 1R AT AL
S L e 22 J0 ] 1) R A AL BE S35, AR SOk
T SO R ARG T A SEOR B, T HLR
AR ASE M 3) ASC o012 3G L [F) 3
AN AR QR3] B % R A SRR N 2 00 W (R ATABLRE DY
r, BATHEAF K5 2L

AT 221 AR5 [ 2 I WordNet 53¢
Vi SCim] S 5 SCTR R REA T SO B, il Word-
Net g %55 1 RH A 1] T8 BEAT 3] SUhR IR, I ZR9& 30
SCIRyEE AR R R R i T e SR T ATBLRE Sk
R SORG .
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