2-Q-18

AN I % F N T2 HERON B S A T L D INALMERE) D RRET *

YRR R EE

1 FLC®IC

EE, IoTAIZE>TTFAMF vy FPEHEIZX
LEFEMA LV R—T o —ADIEARLTED, ABEX
DL YN TEBIRFEY AT LDIHELBEAIZITHONT
W3, NIT RaE4#D Ly RoTarvzib] ¥,
Apple #:D [Siri| 2 &, T —HOEMPERIZK
LYz eigit Lz, 77V r—ra v ok
fExd5—47T, kzir>ZeTca—HPrdR—
FLUTW3, ZD LI IZHFHE WO BEEEIX, AMED
DL EMWICTHEERGEZHS>TWS,

Tmmmﬁt®7—/¥w2/b7—$/7ﬁ—8
Ao REIZHFEHET — X2 INEL, HEWEEZ2TS
T, a—VHIHEIXT DM mﬁéiﬁﬁé_
EWHRETH B, UL, HERIZIER ITIELWEEE
2R\, REDLLELHTHD, TD-d, NEMERE
A LIEEZARETHY, HEOVEHIEBZVY
A F—RBEDREN TS AN I iz Eig,
BRMEDIERWIEE 2 KT 28NN DH 5,

AWFETIE, KBBSFET — XA X—ATdh 2 HAGE
WordNet # AW T, ThosDOME2NHTEZ & %
Hiye LTWwa, HAGE WordNet 25 Z & T,
BB U BEED LA - FAMERX, ZNicET 5 HiEE
&t%*ﬁ%’é‘é EITES, ANKFEIZEENDIH
FERTDENGEEMBE U-BEERT MVIZEBL T
ANT BT, FaADOEKREESMIZILSIAT
A=Y AINZE EN B ER& IR HEE0 KRBT I
BS B eB/FTES, EXDATIXE DR
M:%, HAZE WordNet 2 Wi W& & gL 72,

2 WordNet

Princeton WordNet!! 1%, HiZEAEF 554%@’1:’ v b
(Synset) T/ —FLI N7 HFED KK SFET —
RR—=ATH5, % Synset I1ZIZ[EA ID »EYHT 5
%Tb@ ZNENR—DORITHIRL T, &

FEIX— DL ED Synset (IZJEL TH D, % Synset &
AL N AR ¥ DRk~ BB TR IR TV B

H A& 3E WordNet? 1%, Princeton WordNet @
IS U THAGEPNEINTE Y (Fig. 1),
WZIFAE L 72\ Synset HEA TV
W, FEERBUIKRD L

Synset
Princeton WordNet ¢
5, Bk X 7z Synset 2 HGE
BHTH3,

, S, O, AARREE (45 X)

Hypernym

07747055-n
JEOEE SR DL VIRFEEFED
W OL < DRFED ENnH

Synset Hyponym

07749969-n
KIEDHEEWRYT

04965179-n
FLYIONXYFREIE

07747607-n
Wi oARIZE %

BOR FREWOAOHD || HEars+L Y IETO RABAG D% <
H#HIZH 5t HNRY) R 1EN
Word
| LisH | | FL vy | | IHv ||7‘1/—7"7)1/—“/

Fig. 1 Japanese WordNet

o 57,238 HE&
e 93,834 HiZE
e 158,058 #&

(Synset #5)

¢ (Synset & HFED T

3 7—%tvh
3.1 Twitter WEEI1—/%R

V=¥ )bty b —F 7P —E R [Twitter] 12
BV = VTS DORTENFET—R 2L
TNE U7z, R TIENGEEEZ ZE L R\ 720,
BRI DBEFIZ L BRFETH-TH, ZFKFDRTIZ
FEIU 7z, B FE P T R EDRE DT, M
% - URL 7 ¥ DINTERZ GO T IEBRE L7z, #
FEBS AL B D 40 AT D, £l E GGG RT D
AL, HEAPEDIRUREZ ERLL, &
51 HOXNEET — X &2 HE Lz, ZOHD 50 %
FET—X, 1 FEHMiT—X2 & UTHHL,

Fig. 2 CIREHLANETF — Rz TN bl &
D, HFEOMIEEUE M TEl - 724 (Distinct) % g
LT3, RHZHGFADMIOD G & LR T, FERICShR
ThHDHIehbhrsd

3.2 Word2Vec #EH® Wikipedia ;2%
AW T, HEEDO D EEBLZ Word2Vec! %
W7z, Word2Vec D21, Twitter 2 5UNE L
BN T —RIZMAT, 1 v X—32v NEFR
F TWikipedial O HARGERGIH T — X % H\W 7z,
Wikipedia 0% 7 — Z 121 Twitter X775 — X & [H
BROZ7 420 v sy EREEE L, &5
3,049,628 3¢ (381.7MB) (275 5 7.

*Improvement of Generalization Performance of Non-task-oriented Dialogue System by Use of External
Knowledge. by ASO, Taisei, TAKASHIMA, Ryoichi, TAKIGUCHI, Tetsuya, ARIKI, Yasuo (Kobe Uni-

versity)
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Particle

Fig. 2 Distinct of each part of speech in Twitter

dialogue corpus
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X3 X2 X1 <SOS> i V2 Y3

T T
LSTM Encoder

LSTM Decoder
Fig. 3 LSTM Encoder-Decoder

4 MRERFE
41 R—25AY

AIGETIE, HERINE R FgS@i?&MﬁM
1Z & 5 RNN Encoder-Decoder®! % 72, AJ1R71

DRFRS & Wl X & T, AHFE2 DR Word2Vec
IZEBLTCANT D, ZOFHEER—AT1 0 2d 5,

4.2 REFE

HREE WordNet T, £ & BEad BT - FALEE
BPYER—=—FINTWB, £/ Fig. 205, &ah
D FFA L ERTEZRTH D720, B TOHFEPE
BlaFET 52N TET, BREOREIRE MK
BINEEERTBHEEDO—DEmoTWEEEZDS
N5, £ZT, ANRINEENI LA w E, (1) R
15 (6) RTED V(w) ICEHBUTANT 2 FiEER
FT 5, (4)(5)(6) XNTIE, HAZE WordNet %z L
TWa,

ZOFETIE, #Aedd EAEER
Word2Vec IZ & 20 #EE %2, EAICRBIZEEAY
INES LA S, #oREUMEL TV ((2) X), E
NBER P EBAFIEL 720, BERICEBOHEENE X
N55EE, TNODRWMERIOFHRT MLz e
%, PREFIEIC L 2 HEEDO S ERELOE T OBEIE X %
Fig. 4 1ZR_ T, 2z kb, AJIRFIOENKZ SN
WIKLSRZ B Z e fsTcE 5, HED LA

IEENDHEED

glﬁ

7 i {8 i SR

l
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00464651-n

T bRTAR=Y

00021939-n 00433458-n 00467719-n
F—F477 7k, . s field game
ATH, FYEZIARSY AN i L)
L J

.
® )
03309808-n 00468480-n
o, M, &, WK,
#, 7uz, . 7Y RR=, .
. ¢ . ¢

D D
04167661-n 00478262-n
- ik, 7 bR,
(k) FY A=y

L J

mean é

[0.01, 0.02, 0.00, -0.23, -0.55, ...]

mean

Fig. 4 Proposed Method (ratio = 0.4, depth = 2)

HOHGER I, BWABERIE L TANINS
b, YA F—RHFEIEMNIETH I EVHPFTE D,
UH U, HARZE WordNet 12 I3RS T\
MANINDEZ DD, FDOHEITIFHAFUNDH,
7l & ARk IZ Word2Vec 12 & B R BUZ AL TA
HL7 (1) ),

ZDFEIZIEZDDINT A=K ratio & depth D3
%, ratio X EAMBESZ BT 2E&5% XU, ratio=0
DEZITEAUMRICEEFNIHBEOAZINET
52875, depth (3BT 2 EABESORKDHE
IZERL, depth=0D & Z X ratio=0D& E &
RUTH5B,

5 2B

5.1 REREMH

Word2Vec (Z & % HLGED 78R I O GeEUL 256
& U, Skip-gram €7V T 10 [\@%8 U7z, HBEE
M5 [\ RO BEEIXFRA U, Word2Vec DFEEIIT
250,908 1275 5 7=,

LSTM Encoder-Decoder ® = b %1% 256, R
NEIZ3EE U, FEANGET — X2 DR TOHBEX
Az 5 AL BRI B HiEED A% Decoder D /1 HiEE
DfFEME T2 T, HIIFEREDH 32,302 Lo 72,
BoBEALFIRITIE Adam 2 AW THIHZEEIT 1le-4 &
UZze Ny FH A X% 256 £ LT 300 Ry 7%
U7z, BFEBEE2NEHIST 57012, Fayr 7o Rz
20% & Utz BEAMIIRHZIZ0E 16 D & — A — FEEKIZ
Lo TIEXEEML 72,

REFHEIZBVWT, EMNMEENET 2E 4%
ratio = 0.4, MHET 2 EAMRORKOFES %
depth =2 L REL T,
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V() = (HEE w D Word2Vec \Z & 573 #IEKE) (| W2S(w) | =0) W
w
m Ysewas(w) SV (s, depth), depth >0  (otherwise)
WV (S2W (s)) (| S2H(s) | =0 o0or d=0)
SV (s,d) = \SQI}I(SN 2nesam(s) SV (hyd) (| S2W (s) | =0) @
(1 —ratio) - WV (S2W (s))
+ ratio - \STl(SN Ynesams) SV (h,d—1), ratio € [0,1]  (otherwise)
WV (ws) = | wls | Z (HFE w D Word2Vec \Z & % 78 aREL) (3)
wews
WZS( ) - (iég {J*EE/LA\@%/EI\) (4)
S2W (s) := (BE& s IZE EFN D HFEDRA) (5)

5.2 SERIBEDDHDLLE

Word2Vec (T & % 73 ERBL & IREFIRIT K 2 0
BUZH LT, AN EIT-72, fiR%E Fig. 5 &
Fig. 6 [ZR9, FERIFE—FHD1326.09%T, H—
ERD L 5.08%TH o7z, REFIETIE, TKIK] &
(24 IV REDEBEX, INFIV V] & 5
A EWVWHELI— M OREERLTIE, ELIZH
HLTWBZ ehbhrbd, £7-, Word2Vec TIE X
AT T FEERICFAE LRV X E RS ML e
L THEbLNT WD, BEFIETIXHAZE WordNet
IZHEIET 272 0HBETHS (X1 V7] LHER
7 MVIZizoTW5,

5.3 ERBEREER

5.3.1 BLEU IC & 2 B&:TM

Twitter 2> SUUE L 7= 1 FxtEh 23 HliT— & & LT,
BFRHFC X0 RECEER U7z, Table 1 THEFIEIZ
£ BIE% 3D BLEUP! 26 LT3, IREFET
X, R—=254 FEIDH BLEU AW ELZ, L
U, MEFIFZIERICIRE VEEE L2 RS EMm & 22
T®H Y, BLEU #fi & AFiHMi I IZZEP EE NS
ZEMNEBRZONDZD, SRIETVIr—bMckbE
BEMEiHITS Z & 2METLTWS

Table 1 BLEU of each method

Fend N N
08 ] s R—=2 741 VFiE RETFI
0.6 erﬁ%wﬁf k> BLEU-1 0.128396 0.129586 (+0.9%)
ool o BLEU-2 0.019919 0.02105 (+5.7%)
Q oy n— §—AR—IL
™ 02 o= 2 &=
0.0 &’%‘f‘/’ 5.3.2 5B XODLLE
0.2 st BFEIZ K o THEKR L 72 0E X DHI % Table 2 1271
I — I, MEBITHBIT S HEEPRBEIV AN Iz L S
pel EH 6@%&1%@@]7&%@%%&(%6\.&#5’

Fig. 5 PCA of Word2Vec distributed representation
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Fig. 6 PCA of proposed distributed representation

— 1055 —

otz, UL, Word2Vec DFERIZE F N\ VEEE
X, FRF—RIZEZHEBA LBV A F R HGEN
ANENE &L, R=AF A VFETIREHELIT
BRI E R LR T B Z & BLh o720,
EALFEE B U 72 EENR T MIVICAHT 2 IREFIE

TIXENDHH X N7z,

Word2Vec (%, [FUSURIZHEL9 5 BEER 1134872
BRZRD &0 S DARGEIZED W T WS A, BV
AROHGER LASEWHEER Y MUIZZ 5 & ITR S0
(Fig. 5). X U TREFETIE, EVBESOHREER+
HEEE2E5ERINTOS (Fig 6). BIAIE,

n
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Table 2 Generation examples

A FAUKBHVWULET | FFUX A KBDAGEDT, [IBRIZHATLEI W,
TEfFESC LPDFELZ, BETITN, BRATBIEOLZS6BWTTAR?

R=ZAFAVFE | HODVEITIVET | RBIFO X A KBNR DO TRIBIHEA TS ZI W,
REFE FBIEV R A RBOA D TRIRIIEATLEIW, RATIFALESWWNTT N ?
AN FV—=TEFRD?

TEfFESC WP THTLoTHTADETL &7
R=AFA4 VFE | F—RRAT,
REFIE By e firE,
AT BEPINS A WE—, BAD T A YA o N ORZEED FUA-ERD —,
IEf#RSC <ANE>S A, BRD LRIV, BEAETLE,
R=AF54 VFHE | BREIZLTLEX WY,
REFE BEAKETUE—,
AJIX KER TR - 721 EEZOM e HOMEJLOGHEERT AR > Tk-> T,
NN 54 TZrvyavELWwoRi,

R=AFAVFE | FIRATTR, BRFIZLTLIEI WV,

REFIE H. TOIBRATTR, ABPEDEIERVATTIFE, A1 Z7LUTHRVWATTH»?

(4 — 7] (G B EE D DI W BEETH - 72
Y, LGB TR X TIRE] O L5 HiEE2H D
7, HED EAEEE DD IS X T %
EDHEE L ITWHEER Y MUVIZEBI N TIRbNT,
W, HERIZB VT, ANXO MYy 728l
BWEDIZRBE XD RINEZEDEEZ NS,
ZAE, Twitter IZBWT, FHEEXHRERYNZOWVWTD
NEBETHS L ZiE, IEXE TEHERLZS ] REDRK
HEHEGIEeNE W, EfEE2METLZZEICLD,
FDEOB Iy VIEWRENET RN TELT
&, BLEU 2’ al EU72DTlEnwWhre &z 5,

L2, WENOFERIZBEWTEH, ERMIZHHE L
TV & D RISE XA S NIz, KGRI H] oD
WEE Y ANnBZ LT, X550 LEEDMR ED
HifcEs2EZTVS

6 BBbHYIC

AEFFETIE, ANXITEHEENDHFHDO TR %,
FAIFEZMBE L2 DIZEML T, MR EEgz
1otz R=AF74 VFHEL DS BLEUAH EL, <
A F—RBEEIZE]IE LT Bo7z, LAL, V&
XeheR s e, AU U TREKRMIZHEIES 5
DD, WAEHHIHRETDH 5,

S141%, WordNet 72 ¥ O E3BR#Z AW, 5% -
BEAIZN U CTHBERY ML & A UIRIT D BRI
ZEH T3 AutoExtend® D & 5 e Fikz W24
RIDEE R Z MG L T\ 5,

T

i SCEE
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