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Abstract  With the advent of the era of big data, text information on the internet has ushered in

a blowout growth. As one of the most important technologies in natural language processing,
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text classification has a wide range of applications, such as sentiment analysis, news categorization,
natural language inference, topic labeling, extractive question answer and fake news detection, etc.
From the deepening of traditional machine learning methods to the rising of deep learning methods,
related research of text classification models and ideas are constantly evolving, and various new
methods, data sets, and evaluation indicators emerge in an endless stream, enriching the research
in the field of text classification and achieving excellent theoretical achievements and application
effects. Nevertheless, with the rapid development of advanced new technologies, the rich and
diverse business application scenarios have also introduced many complex new technical challenges
to this field, such as text representation learning with unbalanced data, text classification under
few-shot learning scenarios, and so on. In response to the above research challenges and problems,
this paper conducts an overall survey of text classification methods, and comprehensively discusses
the technical challenges faced by current methods and future research directions. More specifically,
this paper mainly consists of seven parts, which are (1) Introducing the relevant basic knowledge
of text classification technology, including the definition of common symbols, computational
paradigms and text preprocessing techniques, and so on. (2) Summarizing the text classification
methods based on traditional machine learning. At the same time, in order to facilitate readers to
select the appropriate models for different application scenarios, this paper summarizes the advan-
tages and disadvantages of different classifiers, i. e. , what kind of text classification problems
they are good at dealing with. (3) Sorting out the text classification methods based on the
emerging deep learning carefully, which are classified according to the key ideas of representative
technologies in the field. Then the main methods under different categories are described, in
which their advantages and disadvantages are summarized thoroughly. (4) In order to facilitate
readers to verify the validity of the text classification models, this paper systematically summarizes
the relevant datasets for the seven most widely used scenarios of text classification technology.
(5) This paper introduces the commonly used model evaluation methods under different task
objectives in detail, so as to quantitatively and reasonably evaluate the text classification model
performance. (6) Based on the above, this paper summarizes and compares the performance of
different types of text classification algorithms in typical application scenarios. (7) Summarizing
the challenges faced by existing text classification technology and the important research directions
in the future from two aspects, i. e., data limitation and model computation performance. By
sorting out the development of text classification research, this paper provides a detailed summary
and comparative analysis of representative technologies involved in the development of text classi-
fication research which effectively addresses the gap in the application overview of innovative
technologies in the field of text classification and offers a comprehensive reference for researchers
to quickly get started on related issues.
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WE 2 B AL G HLER 2% 2 SCAR 3 KT 81
AR 2R AR 48 457 F ) Ak B 1) T 4 BB SO T
AbFEEH S ) R 48 A AREY O TF-IDF %6 5 i iF
AT R AR B I 3 1 AR Sy 43 26 4 10 i A 14T 9
.5 T 98 SCA 3 K07 vk F 245 K L 485
B SR AL BE R I DR R A AR A3 X AN
) A% G WL 27 2] SCAR 43 26 7 1k AT B ok 55 S 2 %
Lo BT 25 25 05 L i R FH 3 55 S H AR 4 3, & 2805k
M FEAAE BNk 2 PR,
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K2 BEXXRHEFTEMILESE
B G SCARY Ik 1A S, J7 RS, N 5 5

ST K JEAR R 7 5 TR B WL O HLME T A

T 52 B e, X LA R LA
L5570 JE 45 - Z W5 SUA AR 1

ST HTETT T I 3 2T

T B2 S PR
e BTN TE R O, A B TG L Bk AR
TR gy S s
i B K R N S R fE S S B K R S 51 ey e
TR B L R Xl BRI IE TR ARSI g gim s
— BTRRMIDES TN BRSNS S e gy gy
N L L
TR RS S TE R Rl LAl R SN 1 VS LN

L BE Ty L A~ A 20 i

ST R T

3.1 EFKIEMSREMFETE

K 3 4 % = (K-Nearest Neighbors, KNN) £
iy Cover 8 NP4 L 1l 12 v F 11 2 0F 5% 40
B HAZOBAER S E DI EE o B «
558 A U ZRBCHE 22 18] 1) R I 42 JE I 5 1) 3d 49 O R
HATHER B S o BB /N KA ol Bt
— LR E HT K AN A& SO0 H B B
A3 S e 2 A A R o 4 R4 R

2 KNN I F 304 43 28 B 58 8 I S 1
A0 R REAE 45 B 1R 25 8 ik SR S R o 4
P AL ARFAIE ) 5k, {0 DL L A5 BE B8 L AR 5% BB B8 A
HEEUTEEL S S UIZREE b BT AT SCRY Y B B, DA T
WA K ANABIEVE N S (i 48, 1236 F) F iE &
i S 5 RN T AB SCRY A AR A AR F X K AN 3T 4B
SCAY A 28 5 DG SCAY SR A BE 2 0 HE AT I AT
O3 s B OB AT O3 B v A5 1B 28 391 43 TC 25 DK SRy S.
KNN 4 g S B 40 F

f(S)=argmax Score(S,y;)

= > sim(S.SHh(S;.y;) (5)

5, CANN
o, £ FoR M SCRY S 3 3 B A T3 4R 15 1 3¢
AFRE Score(S,y, ) Fm Y S 5 X WAL v,
)38 sim (S, S KRR M XY S 5 Y ZR4E b 3¢
B S, Z [ A AR A (S s y) € {0, 11 IR AR Hh 3¢
B SR E TR v, M =K EH(h=1 KK SR
F 25 Y RZNW h=0).

KNN il i 5 HiAth J5 ik 45 A, vl i g B8 24 o
Yt N B SCAS A3 25 M) L 2020 4F L Liu 25 AP &t
Z R REAR 2 ] o] L, % AT 27 2 KNN 43 28 4% #il
MLP 5 5 AR ZE G o LA AR X UKL B2 268 531 A
AR EE 2 ] B AT S T AR SC P B N AR A )
[*) R HY ) 3 v B HRE A AR T 1L 9 V0 B o A R
2021 4, Isnain % AV F KNN 23 28 07 5 0f )

JE 1B M R RO AT RO . 2 K =10 1L 3R AR
TR FBCR W R IE B T 84. 7%, 2021 4,
Kamalloo 25 AP 2 4 T MiniMax-KNN 75 £ &
— e W B s B SRR L R T T KNN
PR BOPE 1 5 M AE. 2022 4E, Shi AR T
KNN-Prompt J5 i, F 4] KNN A6 2 1 i i 5 88,
P AR AR TN (0 4 B, SRR R/ W X T VA AE
AG News!® [ Yahoo AV 244 T, 5 GPT-2 #i
RO 2 iR U HERE V5 15. 4% 45 SST-2
BEE FiR R T 84. 2 %0 Ay HER K.

BT K BB e oy K ae i AR H B
BUNERR S = 3 P 03l Rl - 7 o VN = e R R
55 AR 32X — 28 5 ¥ 7™ AROBE T A 3 SCAS i filE
1R SCAS T Ak B0 RS AIE 1 B vk L 5 AU Y R 4R HAE
AT o TRRAE B U 15 09 1 20 R J il /0 Xt iy 44 B
FRAE R UR 2 A5 B AZ 48 5 R o 3k AR AS [] 28 531 %k
P S ELANRLBE X 3. T KNN B SCAR K07k,
W s X6 T B R 35 S5 eh T T BSOHRE S S A 1) L B
it 3 AT A — B, 28 ) 10 SRR ) A R ik 2 A
Rl e T B A 3 26 T o HA B I I S A R
JE S 0 5 A BE 0 B 1 5 AT 1R 5 R A it s ) R
AR SR LA AR R RORUASE Y SCAS 73 2R AT 55
3.2 ETXHEENEBENS LT X

W #H 1] 5 Hl (Support Vector Machine, SVM)
Hi Cortes % N4 Hy AR A 2500 43 2R 50038
TRZ AL 55 LT A B Rz AL RE ) L (i 3L
T8 T SCA G5 o 4B o3 AT 55

M SVM HF ARG AT 55 10 Hog 0 AR
PR B Th 1 A SRR IR S — A ) 2 il 3 T T
I 25 75 S o B e R Ak S B SR Bl 4 2
A (X sy sy (X0 y) Foon — A8 b x, € RY
FARYAME ..y, €{—1,+ 1) TRIEAFEAR. ZE
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X H sgn((w «x)+0) B PR R L Hor (w < x)F£
A w Al x BN L SVM BRI H By 2 3] — 1~ A
A 6O PE BT IR REL [

yvi(wex)+bH)=>1, i=1,-,1 (6)

SR AEVE 2 52 PR SUAR 23 26 W T % 5 T . SVM
53 2RV T AN AR O Atk 3X — i) gl ] 5] A il
A & =0, 2 LLF &AM

yvi(wex)+0)=1—6, i=1,,1 (7

TESCA G AT 55 v s S A 1) 5 HL 5 v 22 ]
TR A PR A S B SCAS Ay RS BE. 2012 4R,
Wan % A2 H T SVM-NN Jr i, 5 i SVM 3k
i KNN i 250 KB/ I SOAS 43 20K 2 I
[ . 2013 4F, Garla % A &%) B F BE Y7 0 5%
B bR AR A AN B[R] L SR 2 W B 1Y Laplacian
SVM J5 52 B 1 % R AR A0 18 BH I A 2R . 2018
4, Goudjil 25 N R SVM $2 1T — B 19 SCAR
IR FE U5 i AL-MSVM, 1 F# AR 54 Ar i
7 2R B [A] I S 30 1 0 20K BE Y 2 T Ak S 1
AL 7 8 Bl UE B RE 6% A 0N R BT I 43 2 )
2016 4, Dadgar %2 A% 3t F TF-IDF fl SVM, &
H T — R 8 3 2 SCARHZ iR O 5L #E BBCTY A
20 Newsgroups'” ¥4 4 4> 95288 T 97. 8% A0
94. 9% A4 2 KE ME . 2019 4E . Londo % A" 7R &f
Xof B @ B I SC R R AT 2 2R 07 B W F ST d g ) F
AR AL GE XA Jr 2K 07 1, R B SVM AT T 85
IYERE . F1 732 80GK %] 1 0. 93.

SCHR o) e HILASE B BE 5 4 4 SCA B Hh R AR Ltk
KR8 U ZRIZ AL RE ) X T 08 A BRAEAS
FAFT RYBEBL S 00 B RAFROR. KT 3X — 7
AT XS AR LR M 23 2 [n) i ik /3 P i R 7 56 oA R
Bk 3 B S A% 0% T sk 2 R AT i R (W)
FF 32 7 6 X6 i 2 A Mt P S A A R R Ot DA
fifh TR 50 O 2% 1Y) SCAS 326 () 7L
3.3 ETHMEREERNSEFTE

1 2 & #5  (Probabilistic Graphical Model,
PGM) 2 Tt 5 — 425 X @ Xnyka i
g3 A X A AR R XL R R R ) S
R KR CHmiRzR) WEERR. T PGM
f)— 86 73 28 5 Wk 32 A0 45 DL it Jii ) 4% (Bayesian
Networks, BNs) . & /R 1] & % 2% (Markov Networks,
MNs) . f& 5 /R 7] R #E & ( Hidden Markov Models,
HMMD 4. o, #3803 (Naive Bayes, NB) J&
i ) M 5 T PGM Rl Z —, i T 24 0F
FEFIR ) U0 SCAR 4 200 A S BRI AL DUR

K LUK 2R DU 37 73 2 4 D 1], A 43 2 F PGM 1 3C
ARGy T kL B

KN DL A9 PGM 25 #9 4n[ 3 ff R,
B S R A RO T S R () R

P[] PXi I
i=1

1 Px
i=1

;H\:EFI (Y %‘%%%’%%U’X:[xl »XZ ""9Xu:|%%i_\‘ﬁz,§ X
1) n 4ERFAIE ] 5

€))

P(y‘Xl 9X29"'9Xn):

P(X,|) PX, )

B3 kbR DL PGM 2544

M NDB S JE 8 T SCA R R S0R S =
s Vo ) BT

P(X [y P(X,|y)

{wi s, s PR yEY = {y1syss e
DA pR HCRRAE 3 0 45 PR B R A

MR A I RS B AR (Maximum A Posteriori prob-
ability , MAP) Je S ML AR A SR S 192650 y i =X (9)
RIE »

y:ar%gaxp(y|S)Zar%gaxP(y)P(Sw) €D

LT R AR AR B SOAR 93 28 07 A Bl A R
M 5 T AR AT T 847 B, 2016 4F . Ebrahimi 4§
NI B R IR T] R B ML 3% (Hinge-Loss
Markov Random Fields, HL-MRFs) #£8 1} T — Ffh 4
Xf Twitter ¥4 (19 55 i B SCA 73 2 4. 2018 4,
Kang % A\ 2 T — Rl (1 3% T SCAR Ba 5 /- 1]
BERL (Text HMMs) i 15 823 4 7 25 5 % 07 78 I 5
SCAS I 8] 510 T A 2 T SR A Sk B, 2020
4, Mukherjee % A3 3o D1 i S0 199 28 4 A5 1 7 1
Far gl A B GRad # b, AT B3 S 2R 300 (fine
tuning) B R LE /D i B AR 215 B0 T 1Y SCAS 43 2Kk
. 7 ik AE SST-2% [AG News'™ S5 4fs 4 -
HEAT T 52585 P B HERR R 91. 0%,

HE T M 5 PR B 114 43 288 5 v R AL 25 A i P L 3
SRR TR 52 2% B I, LR ke 2R B8 SRR AR AN W L
155 1803 At B B 2 2R AR AT 55 B 1A R L (H 2
XS Ty o TR A ST R A B R, LA R
VL Ay 2 o) A0 1) 5 6 ME 30 0T B LA R AR A
1M e T R A PRI AR ) SCAS 3 26 B0 AP R 52 B A ok
P JUH I B8 AN Y 17 20 A 1) 520 25 B TR 3 2 )
1 AR B B 22 o XE LAXT SCABHE $E1T 22 )2 1K 40 kL
JEAGTHT.
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3.4 ETRRWEREENS LT ZE

YLE R (Decision Trees, DT) B I B fih 45
BB B TR T 3 VA A i R 5 A 2 ) O i
B H A R R R ] 5 Sk M I R R
2] PSR T H AR AR 2] 7 A T e SRR
Joi 3 A TR S S A B AS R 2 g R R UL R T
I3 R R .

FET USRS Y 1) SCAS 73 28 J7 12 [R) R A K 24
W T KIEZEAEHL. 2008 4E., Vens % A\ fdi jl )2
P 2 hR 25 4y 25 (Hierarchical Multi-label Classification,
HMO) e S %F By g 5 R 20 2 3647 0 9. A AT i) i
FEE W] HMC g SR AT D)2 2] 6K 2 2Z (8] 1 4K A8 5
o [F) B HA Bhy 9 ] A B PR 2016 4, Bahassine
SNSRI T ImpCHT Jy ¥ A Sy — Bl (1 5 4E i
PEROAR I I T BT RLAR SCAS H s 1 e SRR A Y S
FAES5 . 2019 4R, Taloba 5 A"l o 25 4 e S Y
FE AL Bk R T — FhOR IR & LA E S R
GADT, Fl T 57 352 ME PF 3k 21 1 B AR A 3l 1 2
i) F 85 SR SC B R B L 5 KNN L SVM 45 He g 14 4 fi
BIAH . GADT 3K 4% 78 v RE RS 45, 5 3 1
95. 5% M HEHE %, 2021 4, Yuvaraj] 2 A2 T
— BT A TR B R SRR 23 2 i T TR R 4% R v S
A3 3 T BRI RS AU B 1 R R R IO E R R
AT 4328  WEARER A o 1005 % 45 SR A S ). S 3 3R
B, TR B DR SR AR 4 228 AR B T 93, 6 06 1 v Af 6.

BT e SR R 1 2 7 1 TR DR R
H ) T PR A R TR AR Dy — Fi R PR R A
> R TIN B  ERE % B AR 1 SO RO
T Ak B OR M SCA B 1 o R B (H R X R
TiEA oy kA I WA ), o B 1 1z AL BB D A
JRN G R ROV E i WU /RS R O €1 A O
f o3 A A2 Ak n] RE 2 S B SR e AR R Y P E
[l 3N
3.5 ETERERNSETE

4E 1 2% >J (Ensemble Learning, EL) i i # #
ZA Gy dn PR G — T8 1 IR A g 28 AR Y &
RIFFTRE R TEOUA 3 RAT 55 AR B 1Y 2 )
75 X EZALHE Boosting (A FZ 42 T Je S (Gradi-
ent Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT)) fil Bagging
CUnREHLARBR™ LA K Stacking"*™).

BEXEAS [R) B0 4R 29 R A5 A T 1 SCAS 3 R AT 55,
TR R B R 43 28 05k TR AR BROAS T B A ASOR.
2011 4F, Shi & N4 M T — il TR 4 AR L
52 SO G3 2E B S L AR T R A i B R

Xt FSCA Gy FAT 55 B RZ WL 2016 4F, Kiline ™ 34
T AR ) AR+ B R R R SR AT SCAR 4y 2R
CARERE S R e e R R ¥ N Y e Y =
FERb Ay S AR 0 T NG B 9140, J48 i 43 S Bk v
W%k 77. 1% . 4 {# Jf] Bagging 1 Boosting 4 i #
T ERG R 0 4R T 4. 6% A1 8.4%. 2019 4E,
Al-Ash 8 N T —FlER X ED 2 R BB T 0 d
MIER L 2E 2 Tk — AR B R e T 76 45 e 5 il 4R
b PR BRCE AN Y-l ) AL S5 3R WY o P BE L AR AR 2R
Jrm F1 280k 0. 98, 1 3E 48 14 28 588 1) 22 30
AOFM R DUt 307 A0 S ) = BL A3 28 07 ) F1 43304y
Sk 0. 43 F1 0. 74, 2020 4E, Zeng 25 AP T —
Tl 35 14 7 2 B e SO G A PEAR ME 4 25 8% % T
P T BERT,ERNIE 25 i Il 2546 51, 5256 v 1
Py 84. 6% MERE - X F AR 2. 400 980 T
BN RN

B PSR RY 1N T SCAS 43 2RI A2 AR BE T At R
T FRAS R BB G5 A1) B BY (1) 22 08 14 70 6 4 1ok
fiff R SCAS B A7 AE 1Y) v 2 BE g M RS 3 Al o A
(7] AT AFL S 1330 52 2% B AR X B 5 () s 22 1 A R 2 I
O R AT R R T .

SR AL GRS 2T Jr s 5 R0 T
(4 7 A L S BB A8 58 N T T W0 A BT L I 4y
28 VIR ARG I S A P S5 22 B A ) 1 SCAS 3 R AT
55 o [a) InF 25 B A B o ) 0 SIS A RS RN R R AR
ST PR T AR AS B 57 O FE B BR 1 L A% Ge bl 2 2 O
215 Z X SCA B TR 3 B (9 B8 ), AR 1R 200 1 3
AEHEH I ARIE TS 2R B SUE B W
DL 8505 2] SCAR R & IR 218 UE B B,
A 1Y 2 Fh B TR GEdL i 27 > J7 1 1 SCA 43 A5 R R
e 38 A7 TEIZ ACRE T AN\ 5 52 8008 T4 i b 4 2R AT
fiff o P 22 45 0] L. A B OB W A IOE S b AR LA o
2 5 R B DA S SCA Ay BRI ) T £
S O A VR B A ) TR L 3 3 R B A ) R
FEIBCRAE AL Ge bl 2% 2] 58 G HE R 1 07 =0 9 &
R B2 A% Ge bl g 2% > 7 AR B8 20 o) 55 R AR AE
(R HE FRAL #5 , TE G BB 8 TR )2 IR 43 B SCAS B s 1) TR
2 > WA T it Y 45 25 a8 H L, SCAR 43 2 5 9 8 T
TR GRS T MR )2 I3 28 T 1k e Ji R TR i 2 >
AL B RO R L 5 ) BB B W ik AT R 5
HAOLET.

4 XAXDRREFIRE

UTAFE R IR 22 S AR B & O R 5 N T
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A 4TI I WIF 5 B A G AL A A T A R A
FU o TR B 2~ A5 TR 3 3o o 45 AL 8] #) g 9 52 L 5% AR
112820 RERSAT B 32 2K B8 Ty B 5tk 1) 55030 73 A3 AL L 2
3, 1 B 22 Bt o T AR AL S T — R L TR
2 BRIz BT A% A AU 9 0 TR U BIL AR
RV DU SOA I3 2645 IR A T R B
UnTE 4 o AU A R 2 o) HORAE SO 5y 26
SRS FH 1) A R Wk 4 » b AN [) I B e 8 B g AR R P A
BIHEAT T A A e,

> R —>(RELM ', FA-RELM " %)

> R 4 > (TextCNN' DeepCNN""%)

Sl 9 2%
R

> BN 22 R > (Tree LSTM, MT-LSTM *%)

" ; “C-LSTM", ABCDM"",
> PRI Context-LSTM-CNN"™%

JRHE A 2
R
Ly Pl 22 ) 2% ‘ graph-CNN"", ASGCN™, TextING""
A HGAT"", HyperGAT "4

‘Capsule[m\ CapsNet ™, CWC""2% )

SIAGYE
PEaE et

(ULMFiT" HTrans ™\ DTLM"", T3L""%% )

KR
gl

> el 7 22— Bert ., HAPN'"% )

‘ GPT™. InstructGPT"" ‘
RPT""4%

mglEIEVE R

IR (SentiLARE"\FinBERT""" )
sk T K-BERT"™, ERNIE3.0""%

XFLE S——EY 1211
s P D) L) s ~ o )
%Hﬁgﬂ ELECTRA ™\ WKLM ™%

ZHA | (VILBERT'™, Visual BERT"* |
R BEIT-3"*"4%

—>

T4
A

H T M
I ZRAEA

L> yRys) F»(PET" . P-tuning"\ RLPrompt""%)
B 4 BT IR 22 0 SCAR A 207 S R R M T 1E

4.1 ETEMMEREBENSLAE

T AT DA SCAS A 4 BRORN 3R R A RURAALE . — B LK
I SUAS 3 RAT 55 1 — R BRI X L AR LA o7
5 %38 OB BT T 3l AR AR AR TR ) O
AEAE 42 9 W 70 e AR A X, e IR AIE AR 2 R 1
BTG TH AERUAS . BE A 10 TR B 2 o ) 2% 455 7Y o B 4
T P2 D 261200 A B it 0 o 450 3 B 4 T
2R CIE Y N DR R () ASE AR AR A 4R BRI AR 1Y
2 YENFAE L 14 LN F 7R SCA 73 SR R A 1 B 35
ROR.

H R 28 W 2% (Feed-Forward Neural Networks,
FNND & F T 3CA 7R 27 >0 19 d5c B Al 19 TR 32 2 ~) B
Bz —LOTOU U FENN 2 A8 2 2540 < A2 il
ANz MR 2 2 22 i )2, 2016 4, Joulin

A NPT — AN TR B R SOAR 3 B, 0K
FastText. HAZ 0 U 76 5 A JZ BR T 3% 22 14)
SSFRAE Z b L 38 ) FH 530 1) 7 4F R3] n- grams [ i
A R B AMRRAE . 22k B W) B 2% 18T B ) R TR A
FIBALR] 22 (8] B9 5 R AE L I B 0 R AT B I 25k
BRI F S W SCARRER R, I H L B TSR
AN [) B3R £ - grams REAEAH B2 8] A] DR AT 3=
P AR T e T vk R B RE 8 7 ) B B 4 A9 IR
AFR) AR AR I3 A1 X6 T SR sk A v il 380 0438 2R 2 A Y
) (Out-Of-Vocabulary, OOV) , 12 15 B {75 4% 7] )
i 32 B IR L 0 EAF R - grams FRAE 1] 5K #E
TR ) 1] B BLOR 42 3% He il 22 ) 4% (FNIND 2 1F 2 18
JIE 27 2] J 5 0 Al L BB A Ak B SCAS I 1) 3R 38 RE
Z BS540 1 R BR . FNN FE T 5 8 0 $8 b %
(8 S & 7 By N N v 012 00 i i SN S T 7 O N o
LA 0 A4 A e B B 7 I .t Ak . | T FNIN
SRR 1R B A A TR e | FRE A B ORI
J7 A5 LS5 QB SO R AE 5 TR R A 2L 3 26 R ) 5
B FNN TE PR AR T SCIE 4 1 SCAS A2 J T8 T e K .

g T AR Sy T B SOAIE SUIE B R S
AFFAE BRI 5N 19 R SCRORE R) L BIF ST N D
Rl G 3 1 & M 2% (Recurrent Neural Network,
RNND XJ SCAS o (8 By R AE 0 47 . AR 5 H
SRR & SCAS RE A8 WAL Dy — ol ML R F 5 A I [ 05 )
P AR B RS T 3R S={w; swy e hw, b, Hop
B o, € S B HAE ¢ I 2B AE L X Tk 2645 L
(oAb 3 RNN 2 — o F A 20T B (R 3k
filt fy RNIN A5 2 7 b JH A ) 20 BOBC R 45 2 an ik
SCAS T SCAE RIS AE 25 5yt B 23 2R 1y 1) T, DA
17175 BB R X T R £ B A 38, D G L AR SOy
R T FH I 220 RNN AH SC AR {4, 3 #6745 {5 18 5
AR BRI {5 A% i 047 42 1 o S B0 % 15 B i)
WCAC T fg s W76 26 28 X 4% (Gated Recurrent
Neural Network)"*) K4 #3242 (Long Short-Term
Memory, LSTM) [ 451 4 Hoh LSTM 3 i3 5] A
Ttz il (memory cell) Fl = F (] . % A ] (input
gate) .75 & [ ] (forget gate) fl#y i [] Coutput gate)
KB B Bk LSTM B RE 5 5 ##
mr

I,=6¢(XW,+H, W,+b) (10)
F,=¢(XW,,+H, \W,,+b,) an
0,=¢(XW,,+H, W,,+by) 12)
C,=tanh(X,W,. +H,_ W, +b,) (13)
C=F QOC ,+I1,0C, ab
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H,=0,®tanh(C,) (15) BT & J08 $2 SCAS () Jmy 38 A AiE (8] 4 et 1 5% 0% B ) W B

Horb X ARRTER 2P ¢ B9 A HARER ¢ B[] 25 1Y
Bk 255 I W F, O, % N & I 18] 25 ¢ I Z0 B9 % AT
ORI AR T W 5 b, 43 5 D AUTE 2 8RR B
BH:C,5 C oy B F 3 WA 4 ¢ i %0 B C 42 40 i
i e 112 20 M.
FEULIEAE B 2015 4F Tai 58 A 2 — Fp i 25
F 1 LSTM AL, 6 H 3 SCA 43 28 4588, A 1
EF5 PR RE R . B A A A AR BB 4 ) LSTM
BARATLIXS B AR TE & SCAR P 7 S5 B AT 2 i
{RJEXE L3 T B AR IE T SO A 25 40 45 5 CAnAR
) 2R B B AR AR OC 22D L Bl HY T — PP AR 45 A
(9 LSTM F DA AL B SCA o (B 5 40 45 8. AH AL T A%
gt LSTM. 25 F i) LSTM A H A F— I 2 9 % 4
PRIAF B 8 T 95 2038 BUE B B 45+ 19
LSTM, i AUTE 1% 8% o3 RAT 55 E U 116 T4 48
Jr R RE. 2015 4R, Liu 58 AN T 2 R RUOE
) LSTM 4544 (Multi- Timescale LSTM,MT-LSTM) ,
AR E LSTM 1 BGsDIR S 73 U LA B 2HAE A ]
I [F] BRI e S BN SO B A | it MT-LSTM
TESCAR P AT 55 Bk B 7L TR LT B n P Ge. %
TIA T R Z MM 1 e 46 € 1 SCAS S5 18, 2018 4F
Zhang % NP0 38 4k 2% 3 (Reinforcement Learning,
RIDM i 5 LSTM 854 #2H 7—Fh A s R M
AL SCASE #1975 2 HS-LSTM., J] DL 2 ) SUA
. SEIR A5 LR W], HS-LSTM Jo i/ B B 1 45 44 1%
T AT 58 2o YU 23R BT 55 AH OC 25 4 ok 2 2] SO
FeIR s DT 4 TH AR A SOA 43 2K P .
96 P A 25 ) 28 78 A 33K SCAS P A1E 42 5O T U
TR R A TR B S ) SO SR R AT 55 A IR Y
LI LT T T T T]

wait

for
the

video

and

ao

n’t

i i

N N N N ] 2 |

rent

[ ) |

P A A A B S DG B BRI BRI R AR AR L B SEN B
i 223 il 48 FR &5 B 2% (Convolutional Neural
Network, CNN)' it 43 i) £ 147 @455 L 425408 S0 AR
R R ARAE. S T 220K CNN B T 30A 3 26
145 ,2014 4 Kim & AU T — B 00 I 46 B
2 BT, Bl TextCNN. %45 80 (14 42 0 A 2 )
FHZ AN TR R /IN B 08 I8 4 ok 42 B S 5 op i) G R {5
B DT RE 8 B 4 b 47l 12 SCAS w1 Jmy 3 R G
E AH DR I v HL AR TR — > 0 i A B EURE
TER AL AR R T -

Wiis = w Ow, D Dws (16)
ci=F(Wew,ipy—1+b) an
c=leiserarieisioni (18
¢ =Max-Pooling(¢) (19)

Ho i FRAJZ . w e RVIFRAT S HE ¢ A
WY o AE T 1) O AR w s BT R
I R G

Xt FEZ . 5 — B CNN R [A] f J2: 12 8 R 1Y
P Pedn We R G S A ) A — 2 A
FURANT fes ey 9 CBATR] Wiy B0 DA SRR RS AR A
c€ R F % UK Ul 5 ARG B A R AE 1AL X
FAUAL)Z %A 3 1o 7 45k B AT e K A
FE - DL AR BURFAE (8] e B R AR ¢ A 5 B
IR P 22 A B AT AN ) 7 10 OR /DN B D s o AR B
Z A RHIE X SERRAE R 1T PR AT 2B B )= )
TR AL 25 5 SR oy e T AT B S s 2
BRI JE S IR R R [ A 1] )
AZ 5N Gk AL — 4> A A 2
CNN ZEAT H - 7S8R BE A% 7 2 4> S HE N U AR
GOy LR

T

J | J

A A N A N o S

AFTHEMEBSREND  @a LA RE KDL Max-over- i 4k
N X k ARUHHERIEL e pooing I k12 ol

A 5

SN i T A B R R AN AR R i
TextCNN 7 2R 1 B2 Fp Ak i RCR A AR & 507
KA IG5 T RERAE. Ak %I AUE CNN

N

TextCNN B 5244 [

FESCAR AR 0125 240 R SR 3 R 4 7t =2
(). 35 F SCAS ) Fe /M A BTG W] DB A 34 R
FL5 Y (character-level embeddings) . A 2% (word-
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level embeddings) il 4] F 2% fx A (sentence-level
embeddings). H A7 55 G A n] LU P ialil 3k 2 Sk
F8 B TR) i A T A5 B 3R] 2 ik A AT L2 ) B R] 22 ] Y
TR VR FIE SUAE B s ) F o A AT DU 240 2Z 1) 1)
VAR JCHR. JE T FR%E L 2015 4F Zhang % AV 4R
TR CNN BB, 20 VA O A0F) 5 4 2
5 B HEAT XU 2 B B ALK g A SCAR RO R
Ie] 7 4 RE A 7 A4 1) o R B JHG AP A A A L A
R G B AT s o B S JE 3o el S A BAT M AR 4R AR
2 FRUZ A=A 4 1 2 M A R B CNIN LA,
TR 3] B ¢ 1) T B 25 A 3 DS 3 7 A B IE
TEE T B 2 R 2% 1 SO S T 1 I TR A
T SCES R B AP BE A% RS R A OR (8] 23 A
TR RIEAN R SCA 4y 2641 55 B il TPk, (H 2
PR SCA I3 2K 05 TR B BRI A& T K
AR G328 55 L L K 28 SCAS v R SCAR B 1Y Bk B
A BE 2 BRI AR P RE. 2017 4E . Nguyen % A%
PR T TR B IR 22 2] Ui BV DeepCNN
AU ZAS R AZ O SRR D T S A S o SRR U Ak R
WHHE ] DR R B A R 2 I 2% O AR R fE
% Jil P R A JE 25 FUE RAE B B0 AR R T8
SR BT I A R A B T 4R R 20 2 M R

% T B A K2 2% SUAR 3 28 35 55 vh AN () ol 28 1) 4 5
TR H R A BT N G 2215808 22 b e 22 19 4%
BRI A IASTR] A1 85 3 [6] 0 SCAS 1 8 )22 18 L AT
AR, B TR R AY (Y ORI L 2015 4F Zhou %
A 5K CNN 55 RNN 25 & #8 7 C-LSTM
BT, 2 A T S 3 i K 45 FRUZE BN 1 ) v 4
WOSCA R BURHAE » 22 J5 5 42 R R A LSTM i
TPk — 2 b B, MR FAE Ge i LSTM Jr ik, FR1E #2
YB3 Ay Sl OR) [ PR 81 A8 AR T 40 B AR A R
SUFH. 2 TREC Bi 48 F 9250 28, C-LSTM
BETUAH LE T o A B AR B AR BT BI-LSTM 35153 71
16 Y0 pPEREIN 35 . IR15 T 94. 6 YO Y HERA K. 2018 4F,
Petrak 58 AWV B R 2 807 5 2 0% F7 43 25 1 )
55 AH SR ) 5 AR LR bR SCZ TR R B R e X —
[F) L, 42 s 1 — OB 9 73 28 U7 ¥ Context-LSTM-
CNN. Z AR 0 AR 7E A Bi-LSTM #i1 CNN
AR B A5 A 1 v A0 2 AR RO O 2R A ) AR DG Y [+)
i, 3 3 FOFE(Fixed Size Ordinally Forgetting) Jy
HU AR E bR TR R GRS E R, RS
SARTIA IR 50T SUAR KA A B A ¥ 2 0 45 7Y
b FERE 1 $E 0 & Ah Pk K. 2021 4F Basiri 48 M
JEi T ABCDM i BY, 2 A B 45 5 1 W 5] GRU

(Gated Recurrent Unit) \LSTM DA fz CNN, 3 [&] %
SCAS R R S AR R R R R AE 9E AT R TR I 2K
AR EH A A 2R GloVe ) ] & AR AL X 4
ACA S={wisws s+ w, } FEATHRA 5 15 5 SCA KT
BLAHRAFEBE ME R Horl d Sy i) B 4E B R/,
w, € M KR B w, (R0 0] B RoR. HE O M IF AT
2 Bi-LSTM Hl Bi-GRU [ A o 7 FH 3 P 4~ 45 7
X AT A BE 1 7 41 A Ak B i IO ) RS 1] Y
KA R AR S RRanT

Ty, =LSTMw). t€[1.2] (20)
fi_ =TSTM(w). t€[n.1] 21)
T, —GRUw). t€[1.n] (22)
., =GRUw). t€[n.1] (23)

L F 5 47 T L o 2 T 10 U 1)
R SR AR R A L T

-

h’l,s*l‘v[ - [hfl,gm ’ h’I.STM ] 24)
h’(:‘RU - I:h’(;RU ’ h’(;RU :I (25)

BE 5+ Sl 1 R SCAR i B B B A R
FITTE JE T ML) B 3B SG i ) e AL 45 5L+ DT 4% 21 5L

ARFAE, e F .
u’LSTM - tanh(VVLSTI\/Ithsm =+ bLS’I‘M ) (26)
u, ~=tanh(Weroh +bory) 27

GRU {GrU

T
eXp(u’LSTM U srna )

oy (28)
s Z eXP(u;II;STM u“‘LSTM )
Qi _ exXp ( u;Z}I{U uwGRU ) (29)
) expu, e, )
'
Mistu = 20{ LsT™ h‘Ls’rM 30
'
Mero = Za {GRU h’(;RU D
'

Horh W R b 43 ) 3R 9 45 19 2 F00 [ RN e B 1) 4t
u S b, 1) B AL w2 FEALY) 46 AR5 B0 F T S
) i, FEAE YN R o F vp HE AT 27 ) 5 B A) w0, BTERE T
FUH o, 20 T 0w, 0w, 22 (8] AR AR BE A5 1Y
FFEBENAE M a  FEHE R a8 R4 2
B SCAS R AR FE B Mysra B Moro B2 S8 5 % Mistu
Il Moro fE CNN i A 3238 0 9 J5 78 n-gram
FRAE I 38 £ — RN ERAE Can b 4k Rt br fE 1) 15 2
BRI h, . S5 R B VRN R E M AL T
T o3 2G5 R SR 45 R R ABCDM 764 [A] < 2
I SCA I3 AT 55 RIS T 35 I RCR$E T, Hob 7
Amazon-Review " fHEE3E4 I, ABCDM Bt iS 7 i#
1 90. 00 1) T o 1 6. 25 18 B )23 0 £ bR 28 SUAR 4y
FAT 55 2B bR 248 )2 4549, 2021 4 Chen 4§ M
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Hl

o
-

i 2024 4F

W SOAS 55 5 48 22 (8] 1Y 28 HL Al IR Ry — A 1 SC VR E i)
8, 454 Bi-GRU 55 CNN 2 1 T — Bl 2 OB 1 b
2518 SCUEIE M 48 HiMateh 81, HiMatch i i3 A [A]
8 10 265 4 5 53 9] 4 B SCAS T8 SCRI bR 25 18 3L I )
FHSCA AR 28 2 18] 19 0 SCHH OC 1 0 BC b 25 52 3
F W] HiMatch a] DUA 28042 48 SCAS -5 25 19 78 DL P
KR IHE RCVI-2 B4R F3RA% T 745 80. 7%
F14) T A %

ST Lt 190 28 A5 R AR BT ML o > AL
TE 2 JE 3R] 7 A5 SRR SOAS R AT I8 )2 1 S AR Ty T 1R
14T AP A ROR. SR L Sl ) 25 ST AR B b AR AR
B G A7 A L L RE AR S 15 R A )L 9] AN 2
ol 25 00 248 % SCAS T I I AR R AT AR S T Ak
WA Fm BRSO R MK SO 73 AT 55 i 4 UM
28 1) 45 3 3o 2 SCAS 19 - gram f5 8L S T 4 ST
AS B SR PR AR AL ARV 2 WF 5T N 51 22 0R 2 Fh o 22
W0 235 455 0 45 5 R R o LR ik dx 6 B — BTN 1Y Jy PR
B33k ol 5 A AR i S R Y ] 2 R S 0 R 6 B e A
ARE R 2 5 5 2. B 7R R R B A R, BIESE N R
T B 8 2% B o 5 A TR Ay 25 A A A [ A 26 114
TR TR A S R T B AR B 26 A 2 35K et T 1)
4.2 ETRENMZERBNTETE

i e W 2% (Capsule Network, CN) X — #f & T
2017 4FH Sabour % A\MY ERSELETH R GE SR
L H W) H A i e CNN AR JZ A R B9 15 B &
S Ia) i, I 25 A 5 SRS o 5 1AM 5L A . AR R
B4 L B Ccapsule) 25 14 BUIC T 1% 48 (1 1 4200
(neural) £ ¥4 . 45 1 JIC 4 14 i A oy 25 Oy o) & HL
e B 1] A 4 22 5+ W 245 (] i {20 25 B i (dynamic
routing) HLHHI AT R 2831 k. 7E Sabour &8 A 45 i Y 14
L SR SRR N E  SUPNEE TN kS,
A o T J5C 308 v Fg ot 28 50 X 7 6 32 S R 1) 4% b s 1P I
FE 25 I S ) S R R X N 2 SR R AR A R
R I W 2% A AE T B TR A BIL T -

I
Tl s )7 s

Forp v ACSRIBCHE 7 00 it 1) oL s, A 202 I 488 19
T i s AR 2 5 0 11 B

R BF — 2 JEC 2 b 1 I B 1) iy A 1 W IR
A0 1Y 1) R BOASLAD L B

S]:ZC;jﬁ] is W =Wu,

Ho W, g B R e ) dy Sh S 3 e LA 7 A= 1] 6
JEIR T HLJZ TR A W 45 1) i 5 K
Ji52 28 ) 2% 1) A R PEAE TS HLL SE AT 55 P 2 15 3

(32)

(33)

W,
U ——>a
1 Cl

W 2 _ /
U, ————> i Cy

2

FE 4L

N

6 BRI 45 14 as 3 7 5K

TE IR0 TP A 5 e 22 ) 4% A A B SO AR Gy 2R AT
55 B, AT 8 2 ok BE ST JR T R AE (A8 an 45 A R RN 5 Ry
FE R TIE I Y I 3 A 1) 5 BCHAE 23 A 5 2% 3
AR RE T R JLAE B98N BT B IR R A e 42
) 2 e 44t i SCAS B Ry 3 5 AR =2 () 1 PN A 2 ]
S FR s LA I ke 3 Jm 3 AR 1 M P X A TR [ R L S
2018 4, Zhao 5¢ N"KE fi 9 9 45 1 ] F SCA 43 2%
155 I8 8 T =P 3 g ok 0 Bl 25 B B AL SE I
FWY L IZ T B8 A = b S e D T MR R R Y
T AR PEREAR B 1 B T G A e I 4
oAt SCAS 43 2B A (i CNNL, LSTM) 258 3647 T %
e 255 ORI R 4% (1 PERE AR S8 T O ik, BLAE
ZARETEBAL S P 0 Wi R m ok 95. 4%, ;s
CNN #1 LSTM. 2020 4F, Kim £ A% [6) R0 e 52
W28 1 T SCAS 93 54T 45 7 FE A A 4 E U T
5 W25 5L AZ T 5% A B T S 4R B R X7 A
SCASFNEMG A A 8] 1 52 0 o B 42 K R 00 20 25 B
FH AL T SCAS 808 7T BB ST AN 3 L PRt R e
FH#ZS B% i (static routing) X 3l 25 % by #E 47 1 8%
B SRR 13X — O TR R B A 2 B Y [ B
PETE TR HE A M. TR BE X B% i LR, 2023 4F
Zhao SF N T 43 2 e 4 X 4% B el HE R, )R
XF J2 G 22 28 SUAS 43 26 v 114 1R 2 A% 4 ) L. A AR
£ DBPedia""* 3 BUbRiC 5 HE 4 Lk 8] T 96. 1201
HEAf AL AN 5T S8 50 3R WY T e A 0 2% A L H At Uy
LR SRR G BT 8 AT 3k BRI 43 JEROR.

H R B 0 19 45 A SCAS 3 28 U BIF 5 1 Ak T
i J By B HOAH A T H AR AL AT DL LA (D) R
AP D) 245 v e A 55 S AR A 6T I G R A B AT L2 2] R
PRAF SR ) 25 B I M 17 3K 28 2 850nT LA 5 b 1 A
BN HABAT 55 b5 (2) e P25 AR B AL 58 CNN J 25 1]
DL RO 2% SCA 19 25 TR A5 5o R G AE 1D X 22 A
2 K SUAR SRR 1 SO 53 AT 55 I R B A B A
FAOROR . A3l TR R 1) B ey AL o 7 20 ) 2 o
FETEAE QI R8T 530 WA v 45 Bk . IR 5
XoF SCAS 3 28 B A 5 3 S5 et B ey LR A — A Y
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WEFE I 1.
4.3 ETEMEZNKZEINDETE

A ok B 8 2 ) 4% (Graph Neural Network,
GNN) MW B 22 5 3 22 4003 A 1 6 sk i vk BB 3%
ERIRTER=E RS SN CF B S N (1 195/ =
SRIE T SUAR AL & & 2 B i) 7 AH & 1 A0 A5 B i)
bR SOfF BB AR S S TRRAE AFL BRI 2 A
XANTUAATES F & 0 B S50 5 8. 6] 4na) ik fi
T SURCAE R0 25 R 4 2 I 445 i i o I 2 A5 8L
T4 B T2 S AT DL S 2 B8 TR Y 11 43 2501

X T 45 5 W B G5 A B A B TR E R R AE Rk 7
LR SR 5 HAR R R R G
Fe AR B, BART S . GNN h % & E 0T s

a; =AGGREGATE" (k' '.s€ N(¢) .hi ") (34)

h*=COMBINE! (B! ' ,a}) (35)
Hp NOFRGWE  HIREHENBEES o
FRKRASEMRAGGEE W FRR WA EE k2
[ R AE 1S B

UEAh ZAE T LA R M4l AN TF 19 AGGRE-
GATE #1 COMBINE pR%, I\ T P2 A= 45 Fh GNN 2244,

TE SCAR 43254038, GNIN 7 Ab HHLUA [ bz B () SCAR
SRl bR B . T R A5 Y R 5 P GNN
AT LA b 35 AN [ RE B Y SCAS B8 o DA B 1) 2 531)
FEEASCR . X B 2 RS Y 3 B P 15 GNN
JA T A PR T SOA 43 AT 55 B 3R K TR TR 2
it SCAS B A% I 3 28 30 2 K SUAS I 3 843 25, 2004
4 ,Mihalcea 2 A% Fr 42 # (9 TextRank, J& iz F

) JE T B G50 1) SCA o B R 22— i 0 B AR
WBESUARFR NELH G=V, & Hp VR R S
LR ERRT R Z MM H G, 765N 5
rf T ST AR R A5 SCAS BT ] | 1) R
A FAE AT DU 23R8 0 s Z R R 2 R Y
KRG L RER T XESKRE.

FESCRY 3K — KL B . 2018 4 Peng 48 ANV HR I T
—Fft graph-CNN 9 ¥ B 2 2 B 2080 Y i A% .00 JEL
RO B S SO B 3 Sy in) 1B 1 SR 5 1 F B B R s
BN IAE E ST B R AL, fx &l 4 28 AR R AR S
PR 2. W38 3 SC 00 R B SCAS 1y inl i B R OR B
PR IR 3% 2 A BE B AP0 F T CNIN A58 A )
EA 5 2] ARV o SR 0. TR O SRS b 2
(5325, 2019 4F Yao & ANHg i) A SCAY [ iR by
AT S A Y B - SOAS T R 3R R SCAR B
AT S BT SCAY 1) 4 2. ELAAR T 55 JUr ) 3 1) 1] v
1) - SCAS (B0 i AR Hy ) A AR R PR ) - B3] ] A
A LT SOM DG A Bl I &1 7 s izt g
& 2 FH f 2 ) 4% (Graph Convolutional Network,
GCOND M B0 0 47 b 30 DA 52 3 S0 AR 43 2. HAZ O
SEARJE AR B GON, 28 bl ] 19 408 J8 15 s S B0 S0 R =2
(B A 15 S A% 3, DT 38 203 1 2 bR 1] SO {E B2k
oA BRI SCRS R A RN 10 B . e, 5 4
Graph-CNN-C' YA b o % 07 5 78 22 A4 J6 1 B8 46
AR TR 1206 B PERE A 2% L HOF 2 ofE R Gk
T 84.5%.

1O O O: SRR |
gnams O O ©F mmiag
EREES i

O O @ wwmxrEng

________________

B 7 T G I 4 SR SR A AR 7

Bt X 1 ) RLBE 1) 43 25, 2019 4F Zhang S AN
38 1 18 1) P AR A (Dependency Tree, DT) &5 4 58
JESCA [R5 A8 AR L R I 5 GNIN SE X T35 )
(53 A SEBR A5 R B GNN X 4] 1 1 BE B 4K
HOE Z B R T3 TF T g0 2R B8 T A9 1 fE. 2020 4R,
Zhang 45 N'% Sk B e SCARY b S 1 P OF 1
GNN 27 2] Horp i Bga] 7 iz WF 7 32 1 O ] LA
AR SCRYS R A R B R AR R A R JF B TE ik
HERE A AR T OB P BE.

I Ah  — 22 3 S 0K HoAth 7 vk 5 GNN 5 i
FHZE A R Ml U SCA 5 AT 55 T A7 A2 1 Pk K. & X
GNN 755 SCA RAE 2 ) i B P AR 7E i AR i $dls A
B 0 5 B 1 5 P L 2019 4R Hu 58 A7 38 i
RIS S GNN LG 80 7 S EEE T
M 2% ( Heterogeneous Graph Attention Networks,
HGAT). HGAT AL AT LA A [8] 28 B B 45 2
FIR)HE 28 Sfe 0 J8 SCAS i A7 A, T EL R T OB U AR
AL A 2 2 AH AT i A H A DA RS [ i 2R A
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P E M. L8 R HGAT 728 SCAR 28 FIRB FURRIE 28R 0 Y R R

HOR B B R I T 2 A S R LA AT
PERER . (B2, KZHE T GNN [ XA 2K 07 ik
TR A Z (B A 05 R AR AR HARIE T
H, SCFEZ RN 56 RIFAUR F 20 R R B AEAE
By Z&. BN, %t F 304 “eat humble pie”, & ) & 8
— R RIN A S T, A H B (eat-pie) Z
] 1 = 06 26 &, W AT B8 & 08 B i) “ pie” R i R <
57 D TR AL A S T B SEBR A X R R I R A
2020 4F Ding 45 NV T HyperGAT FER, % 45
U5 53 SC RS 9 8] Chypergraphs) S X SCAS i A7 4
B, 5 0% FR A L L P AR RE A% T G Al A B 1)
(8 B 5 F  F SCfE S B i RN aE S Bk Ak
HyperGAT i Xf 1% %5 (1) GNN #2505 17 ek 32
T AN T OB T AL AR AR DL SRR SOA
PR FAE 24 > . 3 X 8 B F, HyperGAT A AL
AT DA AR o TR A R % T L AT LA o g b X S
A AT AL L DT 4 5 SCAS 2 28 Mk e AR
o P 3 30 P 4 K A B S FR T RN R A A R,
00T DAE AT R AR 19T . 7 HyperGAT fi#Y
H SO R T B4 T 3R R SO HR 1 B T R
AR R YIRS B 4 o Y A
HRE SGB . XT8R2, i TR SR SCH iR
T 3CAS rp L) 22 JR] Y R R B M BB B
C 2 0E B 6 S0AR 7R 28 S A skt o TR
1ZA5 B s HyperGAT 4 SC Y rp i) &5 A4 7 90 0 i
W BV AR 5 5 R T A BT A A
BE AN o ffi AT 1 S B0 100 R % 5 Bl S 7Y ) Bk 4l
PESCRY B S5 A 15 B BEAh R T R R AR SR A
30 HyperGAT #4 €18 SCH i1 DA 3k 93] 22 (8]
55 3 RURE 56 1A TR B AR 56 kL 1 ol T Ak Rk ) 0 0 b
(Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA) 8 A BLCRY
MR EEES T, HP AN FEE e T #om WIEFA
$1§‘U:E]/ﬂ‘%%:ﬁ’%ﬁ SBI 6 =1(6,50, -+ s Ovi ) s |V| %zi
AR RN Bl e B A A 32 R R — A8 SO
5 RSO0 5 T 45 2019 top-K AN L) AH 7 4. K
T REAE X T R Y SCAS TR AL B HEAT SCAS RAE 2
2 s HyperGA'T F| FH WA~ A [F] i 58 & bR B0 1 5 1
HROT SRR UEA T 24 20 BE RSl 3K SCA IR L A 1Y
SRR Y R S B B L .
h!=AGGREGATION.,. (k! " {f!|Ye, € £} (36)
J3=AGGREGATION, ... ({h ' [Yu, €e; 1) (3T
Hrp e LRGN o MENRD . fFRIEE L2
M1 e, M FIE(E B s AGGREGATION .. il AGGREGA-
TION o0 43 /R BA R AFAE E T LA R AT

T A BR K T 0 ) T D PL R S B
RGP T AL R G T L] ey
MYGEEIIHLHR A E D e BB 19 RIL S
B BT

fi=a( DlaWihi ") (38)
UkEHJ
exp(alu,)
=B (39
E exp(aiu,)
€€
u, = LeakyReLUW,h}, ") 40)

Horp o 2 AR R BUE R AL W) 02 28 S B L
TR R o, R e Z (B B TE R I ALE L a ) JE AL
AR TR S

IR TE T B A AR [R] i AR BT A R
() 5 1) X 3 AT AR & DAAS 3 30 5 0 715 A R AE
B X P ARAIL R 23 S0l A% 1 AR b Y R A A
) 5% W) 7 SR AT R, DT BB A8 2% ) B R0 18 3R AIE
155 JH T B 41 SCAS b 28 T o 2. S 00 25 2R 3R
BT 32 A5 70 v [T ) A DA R G I 2% 1 BT g 65
AR SUA 3 R Foh AR B I A 2 B A AR
R8P b AL A B T 98. 000 I E ff .

AT H AR, GNN (15 B2 KGR AW
SEVAHAE 2 2] A 9K SCAS G5 46 J5 1, 0 32 Jm BE 2 K
O Z A AR ) b, B R R # A,
GNN fH# T RNN 88, i T2 /{5 8 5] A&
JSG ) MR 7 A IR e E LIRS MEAH 4 SO 1 R RS B
o R /NREAR B H. B GNN il & | % BT B
AR SCA A PE A SR 3 5 f .
4.4 ETEBFIRBENSELAE

1R G TR E 27 2] J5 30 1 56 T R AT 4R AR 15 - 1
SRASCHR AR R R 1 [R]— BROR ATT o AR
TIE 2[RRI RS 43 A1 2 — Y. SR T . 78 58 bR 1 137 56
K ABHIT PR ARSI BT T 26 L 3R R T S A L R
7o A2 0 I R0 A1 1T DRI X B B A5 AR A M DA AR
N R XTI Bk R, i B2 2 2) (Transfer Learning,
TP BB I AR BB 2 > B0 B ARE H AT
55 R IE R AR LA AR = 08 A 55 19 2~ ORI s b
Xof R A Y R K. 1 5 2% 2] © 7E Ak 2 4 el L
ARy W B 260 TR E T A
BB Z AR SCA G R 5 b aE e R T
3 1AL

2018 4, Howard % AN 48 T 38 15 5 B Y
R 7k ULMEIT, SEE LT CV iE B2 7
2 AT AR Y NLP AT 55 4 1 JC 75 #0080 1 2408
I LT EAEA ) 1 SCAR 73 2RAT 55 B AR 1A
1, HAEAUA 100 bR v B i /MR AR SR I T
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BriR 20/ T 23.7%. 2019 4E, Banerjee 5 A 4t
XF AR SCA I3 2 ) L o 3 M o 24> 03 2K )
B IR T — M2 AT B o A Y SR g HTrans,
HoAZ O A 2 W45 4 h AR SO0 1) — 7 2K A 2
T A 7 28 4 19 2 8w i A vy I A 1 2800 O
FAT 55 h AT 1 0M. B2 R B A T AR TF G VI
R O R AR I TE RCVI s £ iy
micro-F1 Fl macro-F1 3¥0- R B ER- =S T 0.76
0. 48. [ 4, Houlsby 4§ AN g% 4 iy Il 5 15
B BBYTE T W AT 55 IR A B I 2 0% 2D RCRAR R /Y
[B] R, 32 ) —Fh S HOE R 22 ) 1 O 52 Ho O AR
XA — AT UL S5 R — D RA LA AT IR 240
F18 3 T A A B DR AR G B Y 1 S HOR A L S
o T 2 A A PR Dy 3 TG g T E T AR I A
R S8, B IZ AR LAk 3. 6 40 A S 4K,
AT DA 3K B R0 R A5 A 4 AR S B A AR I P fE.
2020 4, Raffel % ANV 58 i 42— M prfy 2
SCAS HY T 5 [ 2 46 oy SCAS B SO AR S 2 —HEZE
R NLP iF £ 5 ) HOR B i 5. 2021 48, Cao 4%
PO St i SR TR 43 288 1 TR 22 N B 42 4 U S8
H b 3 18] 2 19 R0 3R A REAR & A1) H Fs 8 rh ok
B 0 B 1 [ L, 45 5 7 — b R T 4t RL B 5 0 Rk
I3 A WIUR BE R 7% 2 ST B 3% 05 14 A TR By AR
H A e S5F 3]k 52 R AIE 25 E) e [ A T KL AR
B A 3 AR T B YR R H bR e R AR AE S
A 19 28 S A2 IRAE 5 88037 50T W] LB A& 0 IE B 1 1
JEAE SURFIE. b % BB A AC T T U 2
TEREEPE, 2023 4 Unanue 286 AP 42 4 T T3L
2 R WA 2B By B iR H AR TE S B
i BT IR TR E AN P R BT R S IR
ORGP AR AT o3 K AEBETE S U KBRS
S0 W], TIL 7E2 K 2 K0 L T A0 T 85 15 5 Ak
LRTRL IR TE A GBS XNLIT | 3k48 1 68. 6%
F14) 00 0 o A 5.

XF b H B T s I RS A ) B 5 R B
PEFIBR ML, B A 7E SO 4y 28 G — AR
RS AEPR R SOAR 43 S S B 1 o FH O SR B R
b — 20 ik th 52 A% 3 s vb 1) R LT S 8] 4] 4 4 fep
iy i B T SCAS s 1) ] I B M LA B 2 R R ) AL
T3 A SCA R TR AR AN [R) 9 15 45 R n] BE A AN TR
A0 S5 2 AN DR AH 5C 1Y) 15485 b 2 B8 RN TS L i) BE XS
FIbR 3880 A= 0701 52 W) G0 4e] 7 6 1 26 60T B8 B R R
it A1 R R DR T 4R
4.5 ETWINSERENSETE

i)l 25 85 B (Pre-Trained Models, PTM) 7

SRIE T AL B P B A5 B2 B9 R YL WU ZR B R
B AT AE R B b2 ) B 38 R TR
XA ) B AR T R WA 5. WTE A RTE S A
AT 5 W] DL e A I 25 AR AR K o ) SO
BE b2g 2 2008 SURMIE B RES M EE G R .25
TR XTI W o0 AT 55 X6 2 > 30 i s 78 fef A /0 )|
B A E— 25U SR DT A5 R IR A 55 F P A
AR BUAS SRAF B 1 43 R RCR. A5 58 T P V)I| 5L Y
rhg o) T R E S B 0 AL 3R i AT 55 B A
7 EL A A TR AT AT B A P e 0l A A L M g
B0 HAS Gy i A SR 0
45,1 F W 2R R R

TN G Ass B AT LA 53 o A W 2 2 R e R
B 2f SRR [ W B 2 S AR, R A W s S B
AU R Ay B 5 0 B8 AR 0 BOAS 78 0N 2B AL vp fiy P 45
DR AR SRR FEX TG M A Y R S I A )
BRI T 4.

TE R SR AL b JC W B T W )z
X T F I SR A T K 1 B ok o8 O 2k
{5 FH TG W B 2 > F R AT LAk e v B 0 BOHE A T AR
AT H RS AN M B E T —
FhER G s A% O JE AR DA K RIS TG s 28 i v 42 4
B S EE B, i T BB AT 55 L 3l 5 5 T
B — 43 508 > T g — EB 43 EHl L W] L 2E o) AR
B0 5 AT SUAE B E AT R O A L R R Y 2 )
I FE A WS 2E 2T JL-F- A A A (R =22 Ak A F 331 25
B s 3 3h Ak, 1R B TS hR A B o B AT
2] — N RRERR BRSO R AR T AR B, B R
2 > I T RS T 250 LAY, 4n BERT,
GPT.GPT2.GPT3 .

Word2Vec ™ /5 Sy 5 101 7 Y1l 25 15 5 455 50 A 4R
2 A G B Oy AT U R, IR NG 2. 3 AR
iR . Word2Vec 3= 23 £ P A S8 2% 52 8E . Bk oo A5 Y
(Skip-Gram) 5 % 4% ) 4% (Continuous Bag-Of-Words,
CBOW) LAY 7 A5 700 35 DAy i) i ARSI 2% 5]
L) R AT O SOAR S R S5
FI B ERAE. 2020 4F, Jang 2 AN Word2Vec
o TR i APE D CNIN ) B AR 52 B & 10 &
A A ALAE IMDB Reviews 48 47 ik 3] T
91. A% Iy UERG K. (H L, Word2Vec JiF 2B B 1) i A
N ESREIR I N T S SN RS AT N NV EER NS & v
XA AT REX AR S PR e - AR R L L dn, FE R — T
FOT” IR F WA A o R BB X AN T
“SER XA TE A A AT R S SR 7R S8 BRI
ZxJ5  Word2Vee H 23 45 “ 3217 X A a] 7 ME — (1Y) 4]
WAL TESUA 73 R AT 55 L 2 A RN Bl K5
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M) A5 780 1 g

WRGIE S AL, £ DL bR, 58 N B4
THEET A ) U R0 5 ALY (Masked Language
Model. MLM). 1% J$ 5 8 1) Il Zk id F v . SCAS o
(14 0 43 1) T 25 49 0 4 A5E AR 0 S AR BT SOX Bk
A B 2 AT PO A5 A5 T X A R0 vk R R
5 BN A AT DAAR B T SCRCATRE 7, A AT DRk A
NTTHRVER B 52 A, BERTY J& % Wi 47 1) 8 65 15
5B — . 5 HAD S AT S5 AR SO SR S R
FEE N XEB,.BERT 82 T Transformer %%
A B4 I B P B 3 A R ) G £ AT AR OK R 1 B A R
HEAT 22 AR B T R SR A TRl A SRR FEE AT
SCA ST HAT: 55 I BE 8 B 4 by HR gk SCAS 1) 1 SR
855 BERT BT SCA 70 0 7 78 50 AT 91 (9 6 4
B G I — A5k bR g [CLS T % Anic A F 7= 4
G 3 2 B AR AT SCA o3 e R ¥ [CLS T i
L B hrewsy A — A BB 43 28 A% (A
softmax) , BV A] 15 2% ¥ 51 1 43 AR 25

p(y: [h) =softmax(Whcs)) (41)
Horfr oy RFR 2 W O BUER JE B BT LLUER X R E B
LTINS .

FTF MLM B A, 2019 4 Sun &8 AW B X 3¢
AP FAESS T —F 3L F BERT i 38 F 08 o7
ZCHSERIE I T BEZ DB E BYRE T Y
I E I B 48 #5. 2020 4F, Gonzalez-Carvajal 45 A 168
TEARTR I SCA I3 2K 5 i xb tL T BERT Fi4% g 46
IR g5 R 6 BERT &M L uH 2
IINRBES R b L TAL S8 05 k. . 7E Chinese
Hotel Reviews X —#8/NR4E | BRI 2] T 93. 8%
1) U iff 5.

BEFIESHEE. A5 S B8 (AutoRegres-
sive Language Model, ARLM) 238 7£ JI| 2 i #2 77
RREAUAR A A 41 v SRR 0 — A LR R
— i T AR AR AR, L T2 AR AR 45 0 T
ABEOLT AR TS A7 5 A A BT — A AT g i, I
HE T H B A ME S AT BN e A, ARLM 38 W] DA
S 3k R AR T ST i A B B M 45—
KER n SCATFH]S = {w , w, P, }» ARLM

R o — A S 2 A [ ] p G D 8K
1o Gon o 48 3CAR 53 24T 55 o, SCA 7 2 0
SCAS 18 SIS R AT 46 5 1 DG . [l DT 6 84 T )
3 e G SCAS 1 3o K 2 2 SCAS 19 2%+ T B A
M4 SCAS T ORIV AED ™ 4 8 SO A 3 S P e
2018 4. Open Al [ BA 42 th 1y LU 45 B 5 GPTH)

BEZA A o] 05 15 35 B A, i o % GPT B8R 17 A3 W
B ORI IE E T SCAS 43 AT 55 FLAE P AR A [] 114 3C
AROHRAL S L T RS R fE GPT 1y
Atz b, OpenAl 855 A BB HEH T GPT-28 |
GPT-3"%) | InstructGPT!'Y PL & ChatGPT®. 2021
4E ,Edwards 28 A" GPT-2 i A F/NFEA e A
G328 DX T RO RS T R W AT 45 1 O 2 AR A
M GPT-2 B&T I i 6 A AE 18 A1 18 Il 2k 808 F 1
328 NI B2 5 /R AR SCAS 73 28 AT 55 1 A B 17 .
2022 4, Yang S NUERX 4150 WU SR8 S B A
by % B 6 B Mk B 1 E R B — R 0 A
(prefix-tuning) A 48 , HAZ 0 S8 AR 2 76 00 3 90 1) o
JU A6 AT 28 4w A A — A8 Ah bateh ZRHT 28 H, LA
B R (. TE A SO AN R AT I
R S e W % HE 4 1T X T R AS [ 28 R ) SCAR IR
i AT Y A A Y S AT o S A e T AR
[F] Fsf 7 3 SCAS DR 47 1 38 MERA 1. 2023 4F, Sun
G NDURIH GPT-3 B SCA A i BE Sy $2 T — Ff 4l
Bly R ASE 7 1 3 2 2 SCAS #fE 25 g CARP, D fiff e 3C
ARG A B 20 T B4 107 1R B Sl A k)
W51 R R T4 SR LR (B, G B T
B R R S R - HAE B LAl 15 S A Y
HEFR DA B e ok B2 e R W] CARP 12D AL
SRR IIE NP R R Z) AU A28 16 S HEA
CARP g7E SST-2"" J 4 48 B AR T 97. 400 1 o
RS SN
4.5.2  FEFHOA BN ZRRE AL 4 2505 1k

H AT, Wl 200 5B AE B R E S LT
22 LR — ST 0 P L 33k B A B S o A R R A
SCARKE YISk, 27 218 R N AE 2 R A 3R
7N CTEVFZ R AT 55 J 80 5 B R SR
X 3E R T AN e o6 44 15 BT A G0 RN AT 55 Y
8RN R UG R 5 AT G BR R Ao 0l 2R1s 5
RERLY™ J B 20 5 72 19 3 . 7 R O 2R ih 5 A
BB — A 27 5 2 S (Fine- tuning) . 76 7 i 48
R, WU 2R BT 5 5 00 1 ) 2% 1E— 251 25, LAGE
IO R A AT 55 B9 B 3 O ik 0 R R TE T RE 8 IR
F5 P I SR R 2 ) B 38 15 5 R0 R K F TR
N EAT: 55 35U 1) ol L AR BT AR TR BRI
Gr— LAY R T DI 5 B R S D 1 B
ATF BTV 3% (75 3 ol 5 25 7 1D % 30 52 37 St i o
TG ORI AT AT FE L o AR SORAABE IR TL A 2 T 30 il
GRif S B SUA 4y 2R

@ https://chat. openai. com
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EFRIRERAOFINGRER. L5 0 W 4iE
o (I BERT  GPT-2 £8) fifi ] i 2 (1) 38 JH 15 K
JE EAT N S o RS2 A A s U A L T 3 55t o L 38 O
Rh PR A 1 M DA 2 T SR BT X DL B AR 5T N B2
R 5 | A SRR Ak 0 R AT P B A 2T R L
R0 4/ S R TR I T SRR 3 S L S 4
FPREE . E TR R PR R TE S5 T A VR 2 X R
(14 1) & FNE R FE L A0 15 2 450350 1) BioBERT ™ | 4 il
G A FInBERT! |3k HE 408 A9 Legal BERT '
5 R 3 2ok ) PR SRR 1 R AT U 2R O
FETTOIN AT 55 v ol T 00 380 1) 3 2, DL B 4
F TR AE R IR R B Y H Y. A SUE U S
T AIFFEN 51 2205 LA BN AR 1 it A A 1 T3 5
R AN 2020 4E Ke 28 AR T SentiLARE ##
A58 31 A Sentiwordnet™ ™) Sy SCA Hp 1) A A ] 12
BT SO 0 1 o v N7 5 ) T R R Y
B FR L3R B A5 B A B BN ST 55 R E s A
177 5% BUASE TR R 5 M 27 ) B R A T R A B
155 R

FE AP 3 45048y TS 2020 4R Liu 58 A 4R
1 K-BERT AL, 3 o0 4 60 PR 35 o 11 S5 4R 0 O
F A BB v, D) AR R 1 NI R R RE
Ty A s —SEEF N HARAT 55 i A5 AL Al o] D)3 5 51 A 40
SRR 8 SR AR AL Y RE 7, G0 2021 4 Sun FF M
P T ERNIES. 0 iR, 58 i 45 & @ B A BN E 3
T PHAE JRIUASE 0 TR Sk B s AR TR 1 5 RN L R
A ). SLUR 25 R W] L ERNIES. 0 7€ 14 F [ 5875 5 #
AR S5 b ARG I AT b SO Ay B B AR E S
HEFRZE, 522 /i 10 4~ SOTA BRI Fdss B 1 AL
(PR B, P v SOBT I 4 THUCNews™ 7™
P Ik 98 7Y B4y A ER R

BTt IR MG S Xt 2% 2J (Cont-
rastive Learning, CL)M & —Fh g MB35 J5 6k, 78
AN FEAR 2 I B0 R R B 22 R Y 25 S AT o
>, L o 4 HE TEAE AR (positive) A1 FE AR (negative) ,
SR B it TE TR AR 1 B S L Th A (R B AR 2 T 2 ) Y
FAE DX FF o () B 30 A [ 28 70 55048 22 R] /Y R AL
2018 4F Google BB FE A 51 Jy fif e BERT #5784 Xif 1)
TR T B {5 B AR AS L 1 m) 8, 42 T Next
Sentence Prediction (NSP) /£ 45, & & — 3t F
XL A 2 (i 7 58 5 G Y SR 11 A TR ) D A
R R B TE Y 1 B SR B NSP A 55
W SR SCAR R ARSB I A 4) 5 A Fi B AR IEFEAR,
FER MBI R A 1 75 20K a) 7 BB R 1 6
AR — A HoAth ) 74 Dy 7R A AR AL 55 260 75 A )

T AT G 7 JF WP A ) - 22 18] AR RIS DA
7 B R A RN T SCAS R SOOC R L E RE ). A,
BT XS b2 o] 0 PRI 2R A5 R ] LAAT R TS R A 4
5 SCAR G EAE NI 45 AT 55 1 PR fig. 2019 4F, Xiong
SRR T WKLM AL o F) 4 3k A A, X
Ji Jek i A\ r ) S A T AT R A8 L O 3 e X L 2 2T U R
TR G A AT ) 500 S TR i 6% B i S (R 0 1)
SCARRFE. S8 R W] WKLM #8X5 T 2 T if T
55 o JUHZ AR SR B 5 1 AE 55 WG 5 0] 28 S AR
P& A AT A R 3 45 . A8 DO A 5 S8 ARORH O 114 ) 7t [m]
BRI L WKLM 2 8 1) L 3G 2448 T BERT,
AT T 60. 200 HER R R I, 5 AL, 2021 4, Clark
G T ELECTRA BLAL. 5 #E A 1 5 H A
kR iR OA B 2 OA T I GBI RO T
ELECTRA F8 /IN A il A v 2R A 88 40 A= 14t R
B ih i AL B S . ELECTRA F) X b 2% 2 &
REUE 5 Y1 S — 1> ) ) A5 780 T 0 A A b B B AR e
S A B A R A R . XA R I 2y kT DL
WINZAAS Y B2 2 ~] 2 B & il 52 R R AR 5T HL 8 )
TS 5250 3R W], ELECTRA #5575 A 7]
BRI A A5 G &0 T . A [ T BERT
PRS- A MER R 79. 8V 4R THE 89.5%. 2021 4F,
Gao 55 NMTRRAE X e 2E S HEZR B T AT DA G
WA A W B 2% ) 1) SimCSE B, 3 e I W
SimCSE i i 4> /] — /> A1) 3 2 P 7K 130 1] A 7Y
FI AL A B YR dropout 44, 15 3] 9§ 4> A W] Y 4
I A g IEAEAS X 5 A7 B SimCSE & #l 1] B SR i
S #E B (Natural Language Inference, NLI) % #%
FELTOT HEAEAE IE B 4 B O R I ) AR R O RE AR
X 7 JE ) XA Dy R A AT I SR, SE 3 R B
5445 BERT . Roberta 7£ PN 1) 8L A B I 25 452 5 A
I . SimCSE 75 JC 5 & f1 A & 9 & b A BOR 42
Fh. X 15 55 TR A ) H bs 2 101 5 i A B 45 1)
SR A () G A O S g A, O A R )
DLt — 20 M58 TE 491 22 1) 199 065 5542 9 77 AR B 6 1 )
THEA.

SRS EREL. & 2 BB 1A W 3
il 25 %5 (Multi-Modal . MM i §If 25 4 5 3% 7 %
BTG H EAAD . 2R WO 4R AR R R
[F] B Ak B R 18 AS [ 452 25 008 Con SCOA L TR 5 55D
TR RS RY . AR BT BB S PO R Y, 22 B 25 7
YINEARARY AT LA AN [ 5 285 22 ] 1 SC A5 B R 42 T
B PERE. 76 CA 3 RO, K28 TR E L 455
SCASF GRS 12X e 7 45 B 27 o] B 5 A
Z [ ER 2 T AE 2 FT: 55 1 IO B4 i) R K. 44
2019 4F Lu 28 AV #2 A VILBERT #5250, 58 i
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— B L A A 5E FE A B AE Transform-
er JZIEAT 28 HOFNEL A 5 L2 20 BoE FE 2 Ta) i B
%. 5 VILBERT A[A],2019 4 Li 2 AD® 42809 Vi-
sual BERT L1, 1] A 530 A9 JELARL 58 23 65 M\ H A
WP B A &1 5 R AR B 4 TE R A token, 55
A — B AE R S A S 21 2> Trans-
former JZ AL [ 4k B 73 A>3 A2 o 1) i A R
W TR Y ~F & 12 i 1285 1Y BR A8 41l 4 2 SO AR
Z AR R 5 JR B 2R, 2022 4E Chen 25 NV T
BEIT-3 # 8, Z AR % A T Multiway Transformer
BT 2% G R 2 RS X B A [A] ) Feed-For-
ward Network (FFN) 2 % 5 %t self-attention 3k 47
R AT A ST B RS 2 R 1 R AR A AR
AR T AN G TR B RS S AT 2
AP 25 4855 A0 R ] 22 A W0 54T 55 19 O 36 AN [
BEIT-3 & 8 3o 45 2 8 85 B dla 1 & 1E 16 5 7R 52
PSRN RAT: 55 B 58— 3% Fh Gt — 1 7 15 1 195 1 1 Y
RERE )" 12 M S Fe 4% BN W AE 55 OF A A T 5 RS 7Y
AN 2. e Ah . BEIT-3 #5883 1%t B {45 50 30 F0 3L
BRI AL GE — . Sl Ja 28 22 W28 TIOR8 B 1) K e
FEHE T B Y B R 5 )L SR 25 SR R WL BEIT-3 18
JUT B 5 B FNER 5 AH 5 0 AR AR AT 55 4R
KB T YR SR B A AR E AN R TR S
B [ 2B AR A AG R UL S U 7y AT 55

T O T GRS B 1Y 5328 D v 3 2ok AR 1 1)
2R AR AN 2 52 BURE € AT 55 1 800 P AL - RE A5 A 4K
PR E R T B SO Jr O SR il T HAE S
A3 28 U I FH A A TR R B B AT AR AR — SE ik
K (D YIRIAS = Bl G T GRS B 2 55 i 1) 38 1
R BE T IR I A TR 1) 53 24 v 3 7 SR
TR RIS E: T 5 (2 BERE 4k, O T3 B
A [R] 45 8 1 B4l 3X 2 O ik T BT E AR B 4
A AN A S Ao A5 R AR A B AN 5 2 i S —
18 Ml AR RN 28 30 ok HEA T K B 1) 2 O B AL AL L
KB AETERE s (3) FIARREMERL 22 B T Il Bl 2
BYFR) 53 28 5 0 1 o 7R A B, HC o 3 o A o LA i
B, 70 FE 2037 50T W] R JC A R AT AR R TE B R oK
4.5.3 R

F BERT $# 4= LUK B Bl 2k i 5 42 10 BE AT 7ok
W2 kT & 1784 NLP S5k i 5 #
K. 5B G A Y S5 B R4 e 2 H Ar R
BP0 J7 AN R #2872 ) (Prompt Learning) il
TR U 55 e i o Se R LA AT 55 L Bl i B 2k
T E T 70 A5 B O R B TR AT 5 W R R 2R

T 5 PR32 3 ) ) T 2 0 35 5 2, R S RELAR
55 B000R 75 % B X EE A 8 iR

bl iblﬂﬁ%f

TR ZRiE 5 A

____________________________

(a) WA
TR A 25

25 [ L
N= A .
R

TR 515 = 0
A

oo TR ORI SED]
(b) Prompt4&#s

B 8 T Prompt J5 ¥ 19354 18 20 L

BREXAANKEN n HXAFH] S = {w,
sw, | AR GERE T A SCA S 1B Rt Al
T 2518 5 AL AL PLM 32 OCCA R AR BE M, 3 11
AW [ BIAEAARSS v, HOE e T .
M=PLM(S) (42)
v,i=f(y;,|M), y,EY (43)
M2 kM — BN SCAR T 5 S %
J&i o« — [l A B T 20 5 AT v 2R AT T0 , I8 A
W S5 2 (B) F L 4 e 2 1) T B 4%
y;=F(y,|PLM(T,S$)), y,€Y (44)
LT 6] 43 24T 45 R 4975, 4 5 e SCA - o
L HEFR R ARAT R ZE 17 B 2 2 W SO 4 K07 K
M) TR R xR — | (MASK) 378, o [E 2o HEFE R
WA 7517 o KL A B A SR R R 2 OR
(Prompt). Fifi J5 {5 FH F0 )1l 25 450 7Y 78 ( MASK) 42b T3] #
L UNRE” b 27 BR A 3E ks T B ) e
S ZhR A 5 (0] B 258 BT 0 2. Gl S BE RIS M Y
PE7R 7T OB AS TR  TEAT: 55 PR e 5 o o 19 701
Y50 5 AR A B 4 BP0 00 T T 1 i o A A
AN BT AR A5 A1 1 R 2 I 25 T DL s B — 2 1AL
SRET AN X R 2 2 7 ik AT A 2 L O 3
F LR 2 W SCAR G O B R AT R
I JUAR 3R IR 2% ) 7 AR BUR 20 R 55 T 1 SO
SRS R T 3 KA 3584+ /1. 2021 4F, Schick
N D RE AR SOAR Sy et R AR T — Fh
3 T 0 0 SCAR 43 AT 55 Ry SE T 3 2 AT 55 1 2

Wy 5"
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B I 25 )5 ¥ PET. 5256 3 B X ff F§ RoBERTa-
base #EAY 2 7 L AE 2 SCAR 0 B AT 55 P HUE T
24 B i 4 B4 4 2R AR S I e 1 T K 2 B B 2k
W I vk tEAUH 10 DM UNZRFEAR LR E T,
PET 7 Yelp"™ B4l 45 LIRS T 57. 6 %0 A HE R K.
HEF PET Jr¥k N T BT8R A9 &2 28 1 DL & B
ZRAE R X F A [ 38 7R 0 RO, 2021 4 Liu 5%
AU T 4 P-tuning B 7 . BT L SE BT
PETR 0 H S EE. % 5 Bl AT 2% 2T 19 token A
YIRS AL B A Z b U T PET J5vk B
R BT Y [ G2 $2 R L I e E S I R R 3 ] A
P SC 25 AR P-tuning J5 A R KFEAR T Fr s i1
N LB A, [l 72 SuperGLUEN £ 4% 24 3 %
BN Z R BR . P-tuning AH LT PET 75k 42
B TE 6. 000 FPERE , ARAR T 79. 106 (1 2 HE A K.
B AS AT 45 F0AS ) T 2508 5 R R 0 3% 8 T R R
[f],2022 4F Deng % N T —Fh 3 T fb % 2
14 1 A0 B 1 4R 7R 48 R AE 28 RLPrompt. j@ i fif
SQLM BB A Y251 3 s 1 4% . RLPrompt 7] L)
G E AT 2R B gkl 5 A, JF A sh ol
LA AR R A AR 52 36 6 B 9% O ik A T A% B O
PET D) J¢ P-tuning 78 N 1Y 2 B XA 5325 05 3. 9F A
XFA TR )  F RR 1 B A e . S D, 25 TR )
BEAKE 22 5, 2023 4 Li 48 ANV ) s Ak 2% 2
P T B0 TR B R A AR AR R AL T
2 DP,O. %7 A GPT-4M" A g #2753 o
SR X 265 Ay B A AR DC L A 38 1 B R 78 AR IE $E R
AR RIS 4R T B ZRE RL AR 2 A SOAR 43 2
145 LR R, S0 25 1 8 R . 76 SST-2% $ fi 48
. DP,O 3K T 93 % V- ki 3, [ i H I st
]/ % RLPrompt # 10. 9%.

B X B85 5 SCAR 43 2 0] AL, 2021 4F Ben-David %
NUSR G 2] AR T — s sk [ 5 R AR AR
$ER I 7 PADAL T4 A 11 B AR A% . PADA
R VI 25 Bof 1) Y5 SR A5 40 B2 BCRRAE 1L, 4 A AR R
A ME— 3 7 DA 5 901 508 R TS (Text to
Text Transfer Transformer)t" 19 538K 72 1k 68 /7.
SR gk R I PADA ikt REE Z BB T T
FIAT FLLE AT, JF 48 PHEME """ Fil MNLI'YY % 45
A5 100 Bl A% 4 O i U R Y e A TS AR
FRILPH 3. 5% A 1. 3% (P M fe s 25 . 4R 75 T
69. 3901 79. 6 %0 19 F- 3 E B K. 55— Jr I, Sk L X
P 2 75 ] 5 1R 2 [R) B S 43 2% 1 X, 2021 4F Hu
N L R NG o= IV S 55 P
TS 2R R A RN () )3 25 ) O E AT R N Ak PR,
HET R S i 1R Y 4 18] o A7 0, B T B A

) SCA IR RBOR . AEFREAZ T 5 % AG
News " S AN [ B4 56 88 BT 3% 07 WA L T de R
FELL P-tuning J7 BRI B DR TR RRAR T 9. 700 3k
1477 82. 6 Y0 My HE R R I

L LTk 5 LA B9 2 T IO 2R 08 S R R Y
RITIEMA L 3875 57 2 J7 T5 A AR BT I A R A 11 3T
ROy B S K R R 0 SR xR
PET.RLPrompt.DP, O Jy fQ3% (¥ 8 B & 75 1 1L J5
¥ T PO 5 R R AN ] 4 7 A e JEE g
T fe] ki N B, B ME A 3t R R S R AT 55
DT JE 14 f A0 4 /s AR IR 2 — T 15 K A0 Pk . B X 2% Bk
i HAT AR 2 TAF . 1 40 P-tuning, #8241 51 A
SRR AE K B 3 0 A SR 7 L A S 16 % A
7 AR TS BT U FE A H 2 — M EAS R AT 14 [l

KT PRI 7 I A D H AT BRI A TH
AESE B 7k, Jd 5 1 3 0l B I o S AR AR B P A
FHAE 58 iR 7 N TRRAE BET 3 A A 58 # P BB [
L T TR JBE 27 T 19 73 JE MY 7 AR 2 SUA 3 2R AT 55
RIS R Bl DRI 5 > B AN W K R 2 BRI SCAS
G328 75 15 G G 0 B o LA RS 2% 00 48R 1T 1 174 45 IR B K
e T A W 45 19 00 RO IEAE ML T AR G HL G o2 > J7 ik
A T B R AE A DA [ 52 0 SCAS B bl it 47
FEAE B ICSCAS 1 22 2L & T 4% T J5 2 o 45 R ) ol
L2 25 19 73 28 5 1 U 23 3 o SCAR i 4 BE AN —
BOMEF SCA I3 2619 22 J2 L 200k BE R SR B 44 1 A ok
Jr 5. AN BT o ) MU 2 1 1% SCA 326
7 ¥ BB AT Ak PR IR IR AN AR S S T
(1 SCAS I3 2 R L. BIF 5 3 S TR 2 40 2% 1 19 10 T
Yism N REZBRE D kel T A LS
Bl J7 I W SCAR 73 JEPERE. (RS O 1 IR BBy
1 SCAR 73 JEH6 B » — 7 T80 8 S5 = 2 T B8 K 9 U1 2k
Wl S oy —Jr i i T RA R B 2 i B ke
IRz A7 i) 5 TH 55 A M SR 8 T). 78 X
UL T TRIE 27 ~) 5 ik B it 189 N 1 2 60 15 AR 55
or B PR S AOR 8 7 X OROR BELAS T IR 2 ) T ik
Fi4 % R 5 ) R 0 TR R A ) B SO A 2R
TIEAEAR AN G DA AU A 3 R AR T
SRR AR5 1) AR 2 .

5 HES£

ANTAECA LA By b X vz T 3
ARG KB TE B AT T RGN VAT AR
AT A [ X B a4 47 7 0 7% - IR 1E 3R 3 4 il
Tt
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R3 AEAXADERATIHE BRYBEERITICS
NP 45 45 Bt 4 44 B BB K% PHXCRKIE ESRM EE
Movie Review (MR)[1%3] 10662 2 20 —ark 3L
Stanford Sentiment Treebank (SST-2)[62] 9613 2 19 ) =S E '
Multi-Perspective Question Answering (MPQA)[194] 10606 2 3 ek P
IMDB Reviews!195) 50000 2 294 ok 3L
Yelp Reviews (Yelp-2)[183] 598000 2 153 =k B
Amazon Review (AM-2) 196 4000000 2 91 %k HE
5 S A T Ren-CECps!197) 1487 8 591 P i
Dianping!%7] 2500000 2 142 — % e
BDCI2019L198] 14716 2 1204 ) =S H e
NLPCC2014-SCLH99) 54000 2 38 LR £25'e
SE-ABSA16-PHNSL200] 1862 2 712 S £25'e
SE-ABSA16-CAMEL200] 1740 2 704 ) =3 £25'e
Weibo_senti_100k201! 100000 2 43 A% L15'e
20 Newsgroups (20NG)[79] 18846 20 221 Z 2k '
AG News (AG)[6] 31900 4 235 EZiES £
Reuters Corpus (R8)[155] 7674 8 66 EZes B
RCV1-20140] 804414 2 124 L% 3
e THUCNews202] ) 740000 14 964 BRI S L1D'E
’ Sogou News (sogou) 203 2909551 5 - EZes LED'S
ChinaNews[204] 1512000 7 119 2k £1'd
TNEWSL205] 382688 15 44 EA S e
Chinese News Same Event dataset/206] 29063 2 734 ok L1D'E
IFLYTEK!207) 17332 119 — EZIES 3
Chinese Rumor Dataset[208] 31669 2 110 —y N LiD'E
LIAR20] 12836 6 106 A ES P S'e
BuzzFeedNews! 210 1627 2 — % P
HE A BT 1] CREDBANK! ! 60000000 5 - EZI= S £y
ez FacebookHoax!?!% 15500 2 148 S B3
FakeNewsNet[?!13] 3000000 2 - S L
Twitter and Weibo DataSet[214] 5000 2 94 T ZiEE
Buzzfeed Election Dataset and Political News Dataset!21%] 75 3 2353 EAAES %'
Stanford Question Answering Dataset (SQuAD)216] 107785 — 5000 —hk W
TREC-QA(TREC-6)[136] 5952 6 1162 ) S 'S
WikiQA1™ 3047 - 873 ok '
il Quoral218] 404290 2 11 % 5
2 R 5 CRI219 3775 2 19 Ve 'S
cMedQAL220] 54000 — 182 S 2D'S
webMedQAL22! 63284 — 137 ) =S £15'd
XQA222] 90610 — 361 R BWEE
Stanford Natural Language Inference (SNLI)[223] 570152 3 11 A S F %'
Multi-Genre Natural Language Inference (MNLI)[224] 433000 3 16 EAAES P
(R Sentences Involving Compositional Knowledge (SICK)[223] 10000 3 10 EA S F' 5
‘ Microsoft Research Paraphrase (MSRP)[226] 5800 2 22 EZ S L
e SciTailt?27) 27026 2 21 2k P
OCNLI?28] 56 000 3 15 EA S B3
XNLI62] 112500 3 — Znk ZiES
DBPedial 145 630000 14 55 2% ZES
Obsumed!?2%] 7400 23 136 Z %% E5'd
Yahoo answers ( YahooA)[6!] 1460000 10 112 2k %'
F kR EUR-Lex230] 19314 3956 1239 Zhi% 2B
Web Of Science (WOS-46985) 231 46985 134 — EATY L
Fudanl?+2] 18655 20 2981 EZAES HC
AAPDI233] 55840 54 163 LR L1D'E
N 234 5 5 s % £
Sk H M‘Hj/H(rI‘I[I;ﬂJ 89?2 65132 1.)2? iﬁmi i;(
- LFHMLﬁ—‘ 7 19:)4 45 Jz\ o ¢
Xiangya236] 7732 1177 610 2R 5258
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5.1 1& R4 17 (Sentiment Analysis,SA)

A5 SRR A3 BT A48 X8 Al A1 a8 R 19 3 W SO
AT BT AL FE U 48 R0 2 ) 2ok R L R N T T AR
AT A AR SCAS v 0 5 5 WL 15 2% o3 A AR T
M SCAS 73 AT 55 B R B RN 15 B A 5 PR A% g 1. W]
A3 3 SCA B0 Hh 4 i A ks S R
15 B HTRE T TT LA X i A WA IR 1Y B AR TE S
SCAS S E Bl I Wi SCAS 1 1 TR R ] O 45 s A
JOE ) 5 AR B S v 3R 8 W e R ) B T AR
(8. A R P < P A T ) AR SR BT R X TR
=1 4 DEAT FI W ) a0 A A R R T A
25 UL SA B S 245 Movie Review (MR)-%211
Stanford Sentiment Treebank ( SST )% Multi-
Perspective Question Answering ( MPQA )[1o5-1940 |
IMDBM* | Yelpt**l | Amazon Reviews ( AM )]
Subjt?? [ CRM?*¥  SS-Twitter?'" | SS-YouTubel*'" |
SE1604" I Dianping™*'* &, T [ A% SCHf %] #4643 %4
PR AT TR 4.

Movie Review 217 3 B 2002 4 N H 1Y B 52
PRI B B 15 45 B S R4 WL IR 2 L/ % 00D
o B AR IC I PRI A 7. B A LA 5331 &
BB AN 5331 % I8 A1 I 1 1) /v Be. 7E 2
P T 38 T AT A8 g TR X £ 4 R AT BE BL
1 53+ DT YAty A5 B g 5 00 S8R

Ren-CECps 7. 53X J& — A~ iy h SCHE &4 L ) 2
P 25 1 2% 70 2 0B A FG b 1 B 00 AL AR
BT VIR L PR VAR VIR AR 8 A [n) ) A7 Jk
250 L K E TR BT o 3 AR B R
71487 R CRYL11255 M BLi 35096 &) L
878164 /™ ialiE.

Stanford Sentiment Treebankcite ®2:*3), ix J& i
IR R 22 20 T 0 I I 43 A B a4 SR X L
PEIB M AU IR o3 2 DR o 12 B0t 4 T LA T 54 )
THISCAR Y HAT 55 AL & P K . (1) SST-2 &
T REAE AL 9613 DRFRICSUAR L 43 6920 A
WIGR A, 872 A B UE SCAS F1 1821 AN i 1 3C A% 5
(2) SST-5 J& T HE H A o A Al P DX 4 15 55 28 4
B AL 8544 AN UNZRICA AN 2210 PSR

Multi-Perspective Question Answering '*"'**/, 3%

#=t MITRE 28 5] A JF 1 2 00 A 1) 24 50 4
A3 KT U R AP AR DU ) R O AT 55 Bs AR L R
10606 2 A [R] ok 5 1) A 10 v BT 442 B i) /) - [ B
R A B B . L E 3311 AR IEREAF
7293 S MMAEEAR.

IMBD Reviews "' Z 545 443 & 50 000 4%
VRIS, AT LU T B AR IE & A BB SCA 3 A, Hoh B
VBB U Dy TE T/ 67T S SR P L ST
{14 50 62 A () o (5 P 2o R o ] DA A 2 43 Sk I 5 2 0
WA B E 25000 10 B0,

Yelp Reviews ™' %5 4ls 45 & Yelp A 55 3FiE Al
PG T4, & ¥ 20 Yelp Dataset Challenge
. HAL S 28508« (D) Yelp-2 JHF oo Ik
SITAT 55 AL 560000 Z& I 2k SCAC A 38 000 4% T
IRSCA 5 (2) Yelp-5 T F 47 58 2006 BE 018 J&% 40 17
Ji A 28 A 650000 Z I 2R SCACHT 50 000 2%
A

Amazon Reviews "**' . 504 425k A W D ith ) i
7 e Ao R e, AL & A - (1) Amazon-2
A 2 FHFRZ AL T 3600 000 Z5 I ZR3CAFN 400 000
LR SC AN 3 (2) Amazon5 A 5 MR BNAREE ., 15
300 J7 2 U R SCAR I 65 J7 25K SUAR.

BDCI2019"% iZ 84 %2 J T 2019 4 CCF K
s 5 AR BE R b LI R SRR 40 A B A A 4
B P AR T O R A ) s T TR B 1Y) 4 Rl A 5%
SCAKIE A2 5 7349 SRUNZRSCAR RN 7367 5
A

NLPCC2014-SC-"* . 2 048 U8 1 57 IR i,
F NLPCC 2014 Shared Task Hi% J& 43 7 (£ % . %f
T R R BT AT 55 SR T L R S R
A 0 2 Y B A 5 SRR | A 2 2
S AL FE AR RO SRV R 2% AT IR T A
P &P aRa s 2 AR RS 5
Pt 5 v B 2 SRR AR TR T PR T 4. IR B
RIS 14000 Z5 I 2R F1 40 000 25 X 4.

Weibo_senti_100k™"", Z ¥ & 10 7 &
AR SCAR B PR EE R 42,9 A~ G R
e & TR ARG 28 T 28 1 IR b 28, HE v B A 2R 0 R
A 50000 484,

SE-ABSA16-PHNS/CAME™") | % %t 38 4 i &y
IRV Tk R2F 58 N 3 B, Fl T SemEval-2016
R IE RS BT AT 55 Bl Bl & P PEIR AR N
FR{E L bR AL & T PFI8 A9 32 2y I Caspect) FlI
FH RGBS OE . J5 2% PHNS 48 F AL G, A
1862 2541 7 gk it s CAME 8 B A HLAH C1F 38 .
AT 1740 M) F BAriE.

5.2 4% 2% (News Categorization, NC)

B P e Y R IUR I 2 — i AT AR

A 2 0 T RS WL TR 40 2 SCAR 2 i 451 35k
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BOAH W I 7 5 AR T S B AT R AR
SO . AR A SCAS 73 AT 55 B I 3 SR
BERIAT LIRS T2 W SO E M Z BEF R, B
WU BN Z AR L 2R I 4y AT S )
G320 P 3 A 45 TEO B R 5 AL R AR A3
VAR A T 7 M o A O I 55 1 D 1% 3BT 1) 0 26
i 4% 20 Newsgroups (20NG)T* | AG News
(AG)HE Reuters Corpust®!, THUCNews!' ™ Sogou
News (Sogou) " HI ChinaNews % 45 R i 4% 30 %%
XF BB B s A HEAT PR A 41

20 Newsgroups'™’ . ¥4 4 J& T SCA& 49 2%
SCAFZ A8 FNE B R A T8 1 [ B b e B AR 2 —.
B 18 846 A ) 2H SCRS AL ) HodE 4R G A
20 AASTR) 2 531 1) 3 1l 41 R JL-F- 2 ) R 45

AG News " L8408 A2 )& AG 5 [ SC & 15 kL
M EUE A .t AG IR I U R 28 CH L7 K
BRI BT SCE I bR AU AR T B A T
B AG HREEAS KBS 30000 ZYIZRSCA A 1900
AR SCA.

TNEWS ) 28 566 4 4 H 3k 4% 2018 4E 5 H
Z I AT R v SR I e fid 5 382688 45T I L W 1
T15 ARG R AL AR R VR R A

IFLYTEK"" . %804 4 J2& i AL IR € T 2019
SRR R TE FE RO 4R L T T 0 28 ) T 32 B0 AR
B85 17332 S50 FHAR P 4838 SCAR B8, T e 119 Fh
A H AT AR DG B 0 AR e 2800 L 9 T B LA L
HE%.

RCVI-22 8046 4 e — > 2 08 48 05 30U A
SrSEEHE L il 0 AL T 4R 4 Y O 1 s 4R RCVL
IR R, B A& 73k 804414 Z¥HE LA K 103 Fif
F .

Chinese News Same Event Dataset'>®), % % 4
B o e M Z B8 R AT B 1 el b D S LI R S ] 42
BERY e 22 B9 AR R SO T AS) B, 6 T 1 T TR R
AR 3L B A A 5 29 063 5T I SCE X)L bR
28 FH VAR U — X 38 [ SCHE S TR 4l 1 [R) — 1 58 A8
VB <A

Reuters Corpus-'* . [ 548 £ 5 — 4> 9% 305 |
TEOBHECHE X ST I B AE 1987 4R 1 BK 3% L R
o B AE AL A F RN BUEEAT T A R T B
B 2 MR BSCHE v 48 IR A2 S0 T R O B A R
AL (DR8AF 8 A bR, A5 5485 &1l %k
SCATN 2189 A5 MK SCAS s (2) R52 A7 52 42K 51 b
% AL 6532 ZRUIZRICA AN 2568 Z& A SCA

THUCNews '™ [t 04 46 J2 MR 408 397 1R B 1) RSS
TT A 2005 ~2011 4F 8] (Y Iy s %5408 0 2 2o 8 A=
B AL T T4 T B I SCRY . I LE i R YR BT 4 2
PR R A b FOR R A R0 2t 14 A i 35 3 1) 28 )
PR R & R RCE VKR VHE VR
B oAby B BB R E B IR R AR AR

Sogou News >/, 1t $( 45 5 i SogouCA Fl SogouCS
R R A G B 5 A3k 2909 551 f 3¢
AL 90000 A YITZRAEAFD 12000 A~
NKEEAS B D REA B 28 5 AR 25 #R 2 URL A i 5
25 IF H Ik S REA X O e 45 PF &

5.3 EBFEHE N (Fake News Detection, FND)

Wit G+ A 0L A 10 i M K TR L N AT W ) B A
Twitter \Facebook {51t 15 55 A ] i AL 32 AR Y- &
] 152 & AT R A 3 0 P L2 s A A SR IR A o A T il
I ()T A 75 2 28 00E 52 114 R AR I P 75 DL RS 1)
HE I DR A4 3% ™ 1 3 A A AR B FLET
(A A BRI SZ M AT T8 AR 05 . BRI 4 5 1R
B X AR 2RI S R PR o A I A OV R A
B S A5 22 DG HR B R (BT A DU A B IR 2 1) Al
b AR R A3 SRR AT D) [ Ak P A Rl A S AR R
T A B P8 e & 21 L LI R BB
e 6 0 4% B2 4E 40 3F Chinese Rumor Dataset!%:2%%)
LIAR"™! BuzzFeedNews*'*), CREDBANK"'" | Face-
bookHoax™'* | FakeNewsNet-**1#027)  Tyyitter and
Weibo DataS'"** | Buzzfeed Election Dataset and
Political News Dataset ™ 25, F [/] 4% 3084 %5 &8 73 %
PR HEAT AN 2.

Chinese Rumor Dataset™"® %" 2 # Jfs 4 J& h 14
R B ARIE F AL BRSCEG % T 2018 4R KA, HoAUE
R TRIR B A 5245 B 28 4 F- 5 M 2009 48 9 ]
4 HZE 2017 4F 6 H 12 HARHER 31669 Z&H SCHE
B ECE . IR AR S B A i T R AR
T ) D A IR O i e R RIS AR S B

BuzzFeedNews ' iZ 845 42 /& 1 9 50T M HLAY
FEAEAI M 2016 4 9 H 19 H 2 23 H , B3 [ Kk i
—J# . 7£ Facebook A& i i 58 8 B AR A, A5 T
1627 jm SC &, Horh 826 45 ok B F2 i B4R, I CNN,
ABC News 45,256 f5 ok B A2 SLEAA 545 Rk A
B B R RO A AR L RN S A
BuzzFeed TAE N G347 1 55 SEA% A, LU AR08 I AR
251 MEA P

LIARZ"™ % BUH 4ok B T 98B A W i Politi-
Fact W5y 12800 &4 M I FE SCA Rk 0 & T B2
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I7 VB B B PR B A AL 2 R B B A
TR VTE A RE AR P FLE AR 58 B ORAR Ay FUSE
JERTLLAE 6 MRR.

FakeNewsNet 232562570 32860 5 £ iy WA 2 52 4% A
Mk PolitiFact #1 GossipCop Wt £E ) i IR F1 B 52 57
Vo] £ . St AN (LS SR 1 T ) SC RS 1 SR RN 4 L 8
A8 T 553 B SR AR G P B 9 G el A
Bl R NSO S5 B s 4R BVBEL B 1O 200 T3 RN
s 0 I ST i A 5C ) HE SCERE.

CREDBANK"'" . 3Z ¥ 48 4 £ & T M\ 2015 4
10 A FF1R 96 XN K Ey 6000 J7 4% 5 el #E SC . Ho gk Rl
43 E) 1049 A F S A g SR,y QRUE S 1 T 5
P, A E B 2k B Amazon Mechanical Turk f)
30 44 TAE N G AT VAL IF BEAT AR 1.

5.4 B 192 & 48 (Extractive Question Answer,
EQA)

T ) S PR A 1Y) 18] 28 R GEAE NLP U 4 ok
B R g R SR R g3 il BB ) 2 A AR X
5] 24 v Aty BB i) 2 7 Jer LA 4 — A () i R —
BESUA  HLAR B B 7E e 52 PR A 8 SR Al b DU B SOAR
rhR L RE 15 ) I SCAS B B, ST Dy Rk i £ 4t
R 22 A i 108 28 AR R EAT 23 2R PN L2 0 @ T IR
R AR P DA B TR 28 AR e AT LA ] SCA gy
AR I3 & 5% ORI B R B R s
s e 5 SR H LB e % A2 45 Stanford Question
Answering Dataset ( SQuAD)1%-2%)  TREC-QAM* |
WikiQA™7#1 | Subjt*? | CR™*! | Quora™®! | cMed-
QA [ webMedQA"™ [ XQA™** & R i A 3C ¥
X BB E s A BEAT TR AN 4

Stanford Question Answering Dataset'2!®-2%) i,
BARE I HAR KT 2016 - HEE H)— 4> KR
B S ) 1 VR R RO AR L — RN R R
PR ] AR XGT 1 F) 28 8 ) 1S JHL v g A (1] R ) 2 22 8 ]
DL MAH 56 S v 1) SCA i Beali X [a] 4 3. % 84l A 3k
35 107785 AN [a R LA K BL S 1Y 536 f SCH.

TREC-QA™* . I H 45 4 I 1] 24T 55 #F 5% v I
WHIOSCESE Z — 5% TREC-6 fl TREC-50
P RAS. Hor, TREC-6 408 6 > 2 31l 1 [n] &, 17
TREC-50 % 50 AN, BLAb 3% A I A P A %k
P oA — B 4 & 5452 AN ZRial @ AT 500 A4Sk
[in) .

WiKIQA 72 1 H 4 4 2 B 4B 7% B T 2016
ARAE 0 A — 2120 FF 19 [R) 80 R ) —F X A G A 0 S
BEE o T Tk 3 0] 225 i B 9. B 4 v R A TR R

O B AE L TR — DT RE S A A R R DU . X
BHm AR AL 5 3047 A [a] AT 29 258 A, Hop
1473 )4 Ar i A AH B 5] 80 A 288 28 ). G Ak S i
R R MALTE T — S B IE A 2 R 1 [R] R

cMedQAZ | I B 4 45 2 [ By B $ K 2 F1 A F
2017 AFEHE A — 2H 28 JF Y Hh SCHE 2 BE A () 25 DR G
R AL & cMedQA FIl cMedQA2 FIA HAS.
1, cMedQA AL % 54000 A1) K %3 17 (124 101000
AN cMedQA2 & cMedQA T B @& 4
10 5 A1 2 FH 0% [ {5 S % I 1) 24 20 5 A [l 2%

XQA2204 B A S5t v AR A AT 2019 48
BT I ik T 250 4 1 — S B RO R A
RN DL S e ils (0 b SCAF JURME 5 1 IRk
AT AR, o N 2R AR A0 5 56 279 X 9 i [A) 25 %
DA R 5@ SO B ik 4 A 42 43 il A 7% 17 358 Fa
16973 X [a) 2% Fiv A7 [n) LR Ok B LAAH L 15 &y B
RN IR AE L S e T AN [R5 1 SOk 22 5.

5.5 HHiE S #IE (Natural Language Inference, NLI)

H ORI 5 HE I, SR SCAS 28 5 U (Recognizing
Textual Entailment,RTE), & H 8 iEF 4L # F H
() — 28 SUA P AT 55 45 1 4 HI I — BOSCAR iy 2 8
RTEE T 5 —BOUR. Hop, R K I (paraphrase
identification) j& H SR 1E & #HEH A —Fh ™ OB, H
F18) 2 ] BT I A ) - A AR [R] 3 S At SO gy
AT 55 HU SR SO i G B — A BOL A [ E Y 26
SASTR] s NLT AT 55 79 9 %78 T 3 A A0 4E 7 S0 2
[ 52 A R L IR 2R o R R A 2 4 W IR
HRE AR E S 0 W I S B ARIE S
H Y % 6145 Sentences Involving Compositional
Knowledge (SICK)"?#:2%8) _Stanford Natural Language
Inference ( SNLI)* | Multi-Genre Natural Lan-
guage Inference (MNLD™"22) Microsoft Research
Paraphrase ( MSRP )™*%#"] | Recognising Textual
Entailment (RTE)™#1 SciTail®™ 25, & FH i+ X
H R1E 5 HEFRB0HE 4 45 Original Chinese Natural
Language Inference (OCNLI)P%-273 | i Ak | 38 A B
BES W HRIE S s % Cross-Lingual Natural
Language Inference (XNLD %), N [ 7% SO X 343
Bds L AT RN 4.

Sentences Involving Compositional Knowledge 2%/,
AR Marelli 58 N T 2014 £ 42, th A~
ZATER B 8 8K ImageFlickr A1 SemEval 2012
STS MSR-Video Description fli A= K I EH, B
10000 2% F FH 28 2 28 B bR 2 b5 1 1 1) %, Hrpr 2
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1424 4~.

Stanford Natural Language Inference™*’. [t %k
P T IAR K T 2015 4E4fE Y B — > KRB A
TARTE SR F X RGBT Z W T B R
B HERAT 5. B 570152 5k N LARTE 19 A F X,
Forp g X m) 5~ 22 (8] #4956 & 8 FH Hh 57 (neutral) 25 5%
(entailment) 1 J& (contradiction) =4~ #5 2 H 1)
— AT RRC.

Multi-Genre Natural Language Inference !4/, tf;
AR R Al AR T 2017 MY — 2 KA
H ARG 5 HE RS PR 2 i 2 AR A O ) e
A7 3CA 208 &5 b 0 1 4 & BUHE 4R 73 i matched FI
mismatched P4~ ili4s , B #7 matched ¥5 0 21| 21 5
R K A 1) 5 B ok U — B0, mismached $g§ B & Y11 25
AR K A Y B R IR A — B B R
433000 AM) %, 45 28 T HH 1 A R TE ), 3
A 3 FRIARZE 0 5 ok 2 ARk S RET I LA &
T Z R AR T SNLT L ARl o (H i A 4 1 1) >k
B L5237 55 B o BT A TR] R SR A 1 L £
5 5 SR G /N U R B0 5 4

Original Chinese Natural Language Inference
IR B 2 Hu 58 AT 2020 4R 4fE A9 — 4> R 8 Jt
A= RS0 A SRIE T HE BEECHE AR L ST AL e AL A R
P AE L K E B, AU 4% 56 000 ™y 1 B AY 4] F X
R R 25 7 1 R TE A AR B Ay, H AR R 2
NIBURE SCH BT I SC2 L H AR A 5 H L I 23 0%
T SCAR RIS LA 3 MR A L 7390 g 2
L )E.

Cross-Lingual Natural Language Inference
BEEHE 45 2 Facebook AT 5T [5¢ 1 41 24 K 2= 57 A
PAT 2018 RS AR B 1) — D ES TR 5 AR IE S HER
B R 0EE R DRSS MBS B H
10 A4 i 4 N MNLT il i B 10 ok 95 b 23
IR UL T 750 AN S B, R X 7500 A5l
o3 B A 14 FPiE L 7 AR T 112500 XA 5
Xf. Herb, A A5 B e AR R AR S A ) 2R AT
3 FP 2B bRAE o3l 2 & S Sn L L OT ).

5.6 FEH#Ri2 (Topic Labeling, TL)

Geit F At T H) Tz N A R AR AL A
2RI SCARHZ R T B )Tz O AR AR O R,
) Pk A K B SCAS B b T R Y R T v
T 3t Ay B SCR AR € — A2 A L DUE T R
% figp o ¢ B 1Y) 3 R AT 20 A Y 32 AR IC B

228.273]
.

[176]

LA Ohsumed™™  DBPediat' "' [ EUR-Lex-*",
Yahoo Answers (YahooA)"' | Web Of Science
(WOS™™1 Amazon670K™ | Bing™™ #I Fudan™?
SEL5F 5.6 R X o S S AT VR A A 4.
Ohsumed"* . JLEHE 42 R R T 70 48 I 24 15 B AL
P& MEDLINE (1) 348566 £5 2 2% Rk, B 1987 4F
2 1991 AEFLARRI Y 270 Bl B2 2 39 T B9 Am el A1/ 54
B A AL 37400 AN SCRY. AT o B 4 AR R
T2 A R T IRTE A ORI R 26 L
DBPedia '*¥*, DBpedia M\ 111 #1115 5 ) 4k 3L
T RFRRAS i S A AL B A T — S R Y
ZAGE FAREE S 1)z 0y B s AT iR
AA 14 ADFGARZE 73 AL HG 560 000 Z& I 2R s
F1.70000 Z LK Hhs .
EUR-Lex ", it 84 48 /2 56 T R V& H 1 SO
AR B0 B WU A AN [8) 07 T AR A 1 58 03 2R 05 S ik
&5 &1 2 AR R B SCOE, Bl n 4549 .
ST N I STk R 58 A IR AR 1 SR H T RO
WO T 19314 ASSCRY I 3956 MEHIFR 4%
YahooA"", AP 4 2 fi 45 Yahoo Answers
TEOBHEE Al B 10 A e R 1 32 S R8s o i A 11
I AR AT 55 H A A 2R 0 4 5% 140 000
FVNZRFEASFD 6000 Z5MERFEAS , B 45 SCASER A 55 (1]
JFRRE ., [8) 8 R SO EE R =i &,
WOS™S) | I3 £ Wk 45 T Web of Science [
WCSR Y SCE . WOS 1R S 0l 57 T A& AT R I 4 K5 SCEL
Yo © KA = AN RAS : WOS-46985 , WOS-11967 LU
F WOS-5736. Hrp WOS-46985 2 5¢ 5 (4 K4 45
Hefy A 46985 RS, WOS-11967 il WOS-5736-
SIS BB R T
BDCI-2018"*', BDCI-2018 J& — {5 % 17k
FUOUR A R R R AT 55 B 4R R TR E IR
Ry IEas, Hob I R gt 4 12572 45 K B ds
AR 2753 5. IR AR T B B AR 4l LA R 10 A 32 i
18053 3 07 A% S G A DL R EE
THFE 25 [B) P P 2 B SR i 3 28 g
S IF 1) AR )
5.7 XZAB3%45 % (Automated Coding, AC)
SCAS B 3l G i 73 2895 4 SRS SCAS Hh oW R E R
AN LS 2234 5 9% % 1A 1 A o G B4 R DG BB AT 55
JZ N R A S B 491 B A e L 2
YaF B B0 A Zh g s, 5 H A SCA 4 BAE 55 41
Lo SCA A 3l g B 53 2 DR 45 e Ml 0B Y A S A L AT
T LR KPR Bt e . HATC AR 2
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TAE X ) 8 47 BF 557 AR SO B R R
WL SCA B 3h 4 i o3 B0 52 64T T PR A A 28,

MIMIC-T"** | 50 — A~ T AE 5 2% K di 4, H
H 2001 4F 6 H & 2012 4F 10 H Z [8] 61532 £33
PR, AL T X T80 L B8 7 3 R 4 N & Y ICD-9
S A DL S AR ICD-9 i@ B 36, v T 2 kR %
14 I 25 SCAS H B 4. MIMIC i 4 H R, 76 5 42
BTN

CCHMC™™ iz i S 1ok B AR 42 )L
B PR G 5 2 R O B R T ROHE A IR 2E A 3 g
T A 55 Bl Y2 (L B0 SR LA 1954 13 s o
SELAR A X R A5 Ff I 2 g A 3% K SR R
it LA Sy ICD-9-CM, H v 43 45y SCRY X% R F —
il = 2 G

Xiangya ™ Z 804 £ R T PR R 2 = R
& 5 Bt 1) H - f e 9] S 7732 4y SORY. 1% B a
AT T 1177 PR 24005, B 0y SCRY -2 4 i 3. 6
AN B 28 gy, HAH FH 9 2 A 2 B0 ICD-10.

6 EMAE

6 SCAS 43 J4T: 55 v s e W08 P I DT O 1 2
WM F1 A8 RSk T CAR L 55 B R
JE (4 155 DA B o AT 55 I 3 55 1) 2 B AR X I Y
VAN 7 9 B 2 AN W 5 aE 4% o 25 B 1 A0 O 3k g is
A, B, A Fe bR Micro-F1 1 P@K # H T Xt
2B 4 SUAS 43 2R R 1 R R HEAT PR Al L EM U B
TIEAL [ 2 R G R PERE. TR L R T 0k — 25 X A [A] 43
FEBERY Y P AR HEAT VAL X LG T RN W AN 48
P 18 5 A B DA B ik S48 s v i 280 5 1) 4 3 O SR
S5 LA B AR X H O B VE A 8 AR R0 RE R
DT VE. S 8 BE E AE R 4 AR SO IR
Fa b R A U

x4 IMEGRPERANFTSEX

fae FoR X
TP HIES 90PN IER
FP B IE 2, S BR R 7 28
TN B SR 12k
FN R SLBR S 1E 2
TP, A EHIHEIES
FP, %0 RN IR E
TN, e AN E A
FN, 55 n AR R B
Y KIS
N FEA R
Q iR

6.1 BIRZFIFMIEEIR

TES MR BRI DL T B REAR HUE T — I hn 46
. XA BT SCAR IR ST LUy — > 22k
(BT 2 AT 557250 F SO DL 1 B 28 OF 4 35
PRIEAT A 4.

T E (Accuracy) F1 48 1R Z (Error Rate). {E
R AT 55 T FEA AR AR | TR RIS DR R BT R
M BARAE SCAR S BT g M RE e B R T
Gy JEUERH AN DR R A B BT 5 g e BRI R

TP+TN
Accuracy = ! 45)
N
FP+FN
Error Rate =1—Accuracy = (46)

Ho N FRHEA B

VP TR bR TR B B T B, N 4T
12 AR SR AN Y A g R TR AR G ) 4 A )
F i UF IR,

R B E (Sensitivity) F145 T & (Specificity). R
AR X B F P 2R, BIGE EC H A A B N Y
TR BE 5 17T 4R S B o By T L BA P 2, RX i B Al BA
PE SO AR B BRI

Sensitivity :mx 100% 47)
TN
SPCleZClZy :mX100% (48)

¥5 78 2 (Precision) /B Bl & (Recall) /F1 43 #
(F1). TEEEAS S5 H7 BF 20 o o 238 Rt 08 38 TE VA AR
U B VEAR 3 B RS B %2 L H 15 F1 Ay 802
A PR R .

TP
Precision = ——— 49
recision TP FP (49)
TP
Recall = 50
Y NN 0
Fl :ZXPrecisionXRecall 1)

Precision +Recall

G 0[] 3 e 1 AL X AR 00 £ S
PERE J)  AE R ALAE A AT AT 7R3 TH— T Y [ I 4341
75— AT P FEAI. B, Ay LA T 123 5fE o oF
RS i 2 E B R B PR bR, A2 F1 8RB e,
iR SR EI R e e I S SRR Y R

PR f 2 /ROC i k. 763 i 545 45 4 K 1 AU
IR o A O T — BB AR O 48 b - 481) 0K
A 38N BE TR S oy 2R AR 05 O
s 2 18 AN [ 48 B B £ 45 20 BT SRR B8 2 O 28 e A
RIYERE . 40 PR #iZkf POC iy 2k 45
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(1) PR il £k (Precision-Recall curve) J& DL K i
FAE RGN BR A ] 348 B AL B BT 2 1 i k.
PR £kl o et 73 28 88 75 28 A 7 s 45 T 1
FMERE A T HEATAS R A O A0 R e

(2) ROC i1 £k (Receiver Operating Characteristic
curve) X R 32 i & AR RAAE il 4, 2 LU E B M %0
AR AR B BE M 58 A B A A i 22 1 A i 2. ROC
2R T ARAS S 3 A1 By 3 5 B DL RN A Y Y
AL RE AT RS .

(3) AUPRC(Area Under the PR) # 7/~ PR [}
25 o ol FEL Gy T AR G BSCMEL R T 20K L G
H 3 T PPAR 2 40 A1 AS ST e 1 B

(4) AUROC ( Area Under the ROC) # 78 ROC
Mk o fil B A ALY AUROC B BB A T 0~
1 Z a2 AUROC BT T 1 W IR 73 26 4 7l
DL 7y S8 T SRR A PERE B i s S =2 o T 26 2%
PEREH 2.

¥ T it EM (Exact Match). EM 2[R Z& & 4
18— T UL AN A U L e TR DAY 9000 v A g DT
T 3] TF 1 25 28 (ground truth answers) B9 5 43 20,

E#HHEZ MR(Mean Rank). MR 28 R EH B
FHRVEA P85 7E BT I 53 28 | AR 10 45 SUA 7 2R 4T:
S A Tz N L HE AT

Q

1
MR = —->7 |rank,| (52)
Q=
H,Q WEWEBE .rank, N i DA P —IE

A E M HE4.

TEEABR B SCA G 24T 55 5 i 48 B A1 A X 0 1E
WIAR 2 1) S HE 4. Y rank B B0 . MR 1Ry
PEH T8 bR 5y HEHf .

E 1 {3 21 HE 2 MRR (Mean Reciprocal Rank).
MRR J& 4 505 1 % IR 48 45, 78 8] 25 R 42 DA
Pofs B i izt o S

1 & 1
MRR =—— (53)
Q| = |rank; |
Hrh,Q & MBI rank, B i DERPE —IE
WA E N HEA.

By MRR RS — A IR 82 A HE 4 ik
HEES T HA - IEE RN
T4 #5 EE MAP(Mean Average Precision). 7F 1]
A ZA IE 20 ] DL AT MAP X 5 A
FrPEREPEAG AR T
1

Q
al D1 Ave(P(g)

i=1

MAP = (GYY)

Horh,Q WA HE:, P (@) N AT g B4 1R 7 2>
B

HoB Tz A8 98 b A 45 5 1% K LR FDR
(False Discovery Rate) " Fl4# i i % FOR (False
Omission Rate)™*1 %5 FE Sz Brig s, W 55 B
A R B S 1 AR AL IR Dy TR BB YRR Al E
FREE A 55 5 SR 3 1P Al 45 5.

TESCA BABR 2 22 3 6 N S e v 8 5 5
JEA S 43 A X 5 3B RE R R DL SR AT 38/ 6
V15 IR S SR AR BEAT PR 1% 5 S U AR
By R R AT LU A 25 4 03 38 TR Y — Fb
FRER TS DL, 1 SORE1E 2 45 %8 73 2R 3 5 b X I 2637ty
fEPR TR 4.

6.2 ZIRFIEMIELR

TEVE 2 W 55 v R ATl B 5 2 A 28 0 s 46
FH ORI . 191 s — BB I SCA 7 2 0 L A SE 24
FRN L AREAR G Z A PR GG B AR
I3 RAT 55 v R PEBE VP AL LU AL GE 1) AR A 43 K AT
Z. thTAE S BARFAAEA S22 51 o b 30 Ry BRAR 28 3C
ARGy e P B DA 8 bR A HE IS S BE X 22 65 2 S
Ay FEAGE R SR B PE O 48 b T M BEDEA

R/ BFEH/ M FE . LA 2 5% SUAR
3 1) I T8RRI R R il S 2 2R I
B UL P — AN RONIER R N 2R TR
B2 E) 1 & 2K B 36 b, I Je B i 2 n %
WA b5 o BAK S S 57 2 RO 2 A - X = Rl
Fy g2,

(D 5 (Micro-averaging ) 1 SeiT B B2k
B TP.EN M FP (e . PR 25 2R 1 54 2608
Hr$8 br. @JﬁuxﬂLﬂ:ﬁﬁEFi@*ﬁﬁﬁz(MiVCO*])rec'ision )
Hats AT .

i=1

(55)

Mirco-precision = o T
DITP,+ > FP,

(2) B (Macro-averaging ) 5 A A
T 55 BTS04 0V 0 B 5
SRR HCH A B 7 K25 8 10068 7 F
¥ B2 (Marco-recall) , it B AKX AT -

1<
Marco-recall = m Z recall; (56)
i=1

(3) I (Weighted-averaging ) 52 %} %
By et 25 18T A 28 ] A R AS B AR B RE AR
() H7 L o TR 1 1 34 v T 2 1 R AR AN A A [ R
HAZ U AR R AE TS PP F8 AR B 25 A 2000 i) 7
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A8 b B 3fe DLz e SR AR BT o5 1 B A7, 81 dn kT
APEN B BB (Weighted-recall) , it B AT .

. 1 YN,
Wezghz‘edfrecall:m;WXrecalli (57)
0-1 i 5%k ZL (Zero-one Loss). 0-1 fik Z & N
Ji ey R 400 % BRI B, AR R T BRL L 235 T 4 2 R L A
WNAE S B EAMSE 2R 1AWk o, Hiih &
AW
0, yi=ux;
ZL(y,-,I,-){L . (58)
Forr o, F y ;322 7 150 U 00 28 1) FRAE AR T S22 0]
4 % IC it 2 EMR (Exact Match Ratio). % T &
— RS B 25 W00 26 5 5 B 52 2800 58 42 A1
T3 = 7 L T 7 = = /A= v (1

1 N
EMR(N):N;xnor(x,, ;) (59)

Horp N SRR BB 2 By 3 90 3 75 5 Y ) 2k
SFFEAR B2, anor FRoR A BB H.

X BA#5 & HL (Hamming Loss). HL /R i A
28 591 v R TR AR 1 BE A T DA A2 (L DN ) A 7Y
(5 BE i Ha b AR R

1 X xor(xsy;)
HL(N):T62;4—7§TXf (60

Horpr N FORBEA BB |Y [ FRRAR 250 B8, 2, A
v 3 5l 3 s R AY B 28 ] R AR B SR G wor R
NI B

bR T BABRAE 2RI AT 55 Z5h SR G 26k
I AFAEAE W 220 28 43 RAT: 55 W i 22 h 48 SCAS 41
FIe e N — A HEH RIPR G b o A SOR 73 BT
HC AR A DR 1 2R 0 s 2 - 4 109 [R] A, JHG vp 2 50 A 25 1Y
B nl kB o s CA T, BRI bR & S Aok T
BN B R T R T AR R S R AT Ol T i ok
DL PR, —SE AR A8 3 T 1 i 22 B 2 40 R AT 55 1Y)
BT HEF B PF A 45 bR g8

Bl K #5#% P@K (Precision at Top K). P@K
S T A 2 D3 S0 3 SR 4 A DGR B T HE R JE L ET K A
45 % Hp I A 00 28 A E o b B RE AR ¢ 1
Ei%’é%”ﬂﬂ&: {4 5Ly s VIR } 7*&%%@@“&%%
FPHEF ISR BN R A Po=_{posprs=rrspiy -1 )+ 3
Xt Precision@K THEANRIT .

11{
P@Kzfgkdwmﬂ (61)

Hor el A R VETT A BB B, T ) A AR T 2
ARG5S ESEIE R —a, Hae LW
rel(p.L)= LoreL (62)
0, Hit

E it 25 CG(Cumulative Gain). CG 38 & W
THER RGFRVEAL L 78 245 28 SCAR 73 8 v
FH.AEX B PEAG A, BR800 AR PR 4 HIVE HAE
S5 3 v HE 44 L B0 G AR (A RE B 3G 85 NHE A LR 1
B N BB AR A L bR 2 SCAR 3 2K L CG
ST 45 AR A5 43 B RN {HAS B S A 25 1
PLE R, A RERINEA M AL rel J25
PLE5 R B 1Y 4 8 HXS B CG 3R A0 F

M
CGM:Erel, (63)
=

i i & 1+ 1 7% DCG (Discounted Cumulative
Gain). DCG £k CG VM J7 i W etk 25 18 31 1 45
IR 17 B R 28 ok s . A7 R S L SCRY A A G
PEAS S0 N AE SR BB 25 b i O A N Bk
AS U A

M
DCGy=rel, +>) 4 (64)

0g,1

Bl K J3—{L 37 #R R it 18 2 NDCG @K (Normal-
ized Discounted Cumulative Gain at Top K). NDCG@K
5 DCG FIR) B T 7% 1 100 25 5 ) 3 op 28 031 s 4
FR) TR T P 22 b 5 3 X X 26 28 G AR B 2 v B AL
PRI 38 T A7 2k 114 5% ) k47 @A NDCG @ K i —
XA [ A5 ) 1) DCG E 3547 7 — 16 T 04
BRI

NDCG@K =

1 K rel(p;s L)
IDCG@K; In(i+1) (65)

Horr,rel JEAA KA B IDCC@K J2 B AE A
RBP4 AKX

min(|£].K) 1

IDCG@K = ;%THT?B

LR UL A ) AEA LB A 3 5 0 =

AT AT e — A IR 4R bR 3 AT s AT

55 SR A S T T AR R AR DR 1] i T 2

SR TR 2 32 P ROF 2 38 AL 3 5 45 4T 55 /oK

2 59 i T AR R — B R R PR

BTG LA+ 25 TG 28 S A 2 B AR R A Ak
s 00 » T LI FE ] P@K 8% NDCG@K.

(66)

7 BT

BT R Rl 4R L AR SR AN [ b 2 A 7
A5 ST R ] 37 5 b ) PR RE EAT B AE X EE L Nk 5 B
®

7R V. SCAR PRI T EADFEAL GBI Ao 2T BT

© 5 HHER R IR FOE SR E R ELA A
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RS FRAXASEBEUARDIBEETHEREI L

0 24 ) TR /57 v vt 4y 2 IR EERRE ARG S R
MR SST-2 IMDB Yelp-2 20NG RS AG TREC DBpedia MNLI
" AL-MSVML77] — — — 77.4  97.3 — — — —
bl e ) B Bayesian66’ — 88.2 89.2 — — 87.7 — 98. 6 —
FastText[50] — — — 95. — — 92.5 — 98. 6 —
" TextCNNL105] 81.5 88.1 — — — — 92.2 — —
Al 24 B Char-level CNNC134] — — — 95. — — 91.5 — 98. 6 —
C-LSTML!35) — — — — — — 94.6 — —
T M 4545 Capsule Network!3! — — — 96. 5 — — 92.4 — 98.7 —
Text GCNL7! 76.7 — — 86.3  97.1 — — — —
[E] ot 25 [ 2% A 7Y HGAT 62.8 — — — — 72.1 — - —
HyperGATLS) 78.3 — — 86.6 98.0 — — — —
IR 2 2 B ULMEFi T — — — 97. 8 — — 95.0 — 99. 2 —
BERT-basel30-250] — 93.5 94.6  97.7 — — 94. 8 — 99. 3 84. 6
BERT-largel30-250] — 94.9  95.1 98.0 — — 95.1 — 99. 4 86.7
GPTLL0) — 91.3 — — — — — - —
SentiLAREL!16] 90.8 — 95.7 98.2 — — — — — —
Bl ik S LR ELECTRA!20] — 97.1 — — — — — — 91.3
ViLBERTL122:209] — 90. 4 — — — — — — 80. 1
Visual BERTL!23,299] — 89. 4 — — — — — — 81.6
BEIT-3L121] — 92.6 — — — — — — — 83.8
PETL3 — — — 64.8 — — 86. 9 — — 85.3
o KNN-Prompt-3%] 78.2 84.2 — — — — 78.8 — — —
R IRE RLPrompt?m] 87.1 92.5 — 95.1 — — 80. 2 — — —
DP, OL186] 88.6  93.6 — 94. 3 — — — — — —

Bt 100 285 50 TR | Ji5e A O 24 S TR | ] Ao % ) 4% A TR 4
BT R B 4 3 B U 35 MR, SST-2. IMDB, Yelp-2.
20NG,R8, AG, TREC, DBpedia 1 MNLI, {# 3% 1%
T o B S 1 W ] AN Y R TS RIS /N T =
I 3 A 1o P 4035

T AN R SCA 43 28 4T 55 1 5 o B R A 45 2%
55 h R B MR 2 5. UG IR AT by 1], 3k
F YN 515 5 ALY Senti LARE ™ 7E Yelp-2 £
4 RIS T BT R HEIR R =ik 98. 20 IR
14 P B 28 3 WK /) I TR ) 1 K R il 1 TN 2
155 vha] DASE SR R R SCAE B4 2] A B T4
Vo R RS SR T AT 55 1 FE . 78 SST-2 B4 |, %
FHUNAIEF AR ELECTRA™M A E] T 97. 1%
o3 24 1 f 2, L 3R B R ) L 2 2] SRR AT LA
75 T 25 B R0 A {4520 S 80 s B T W RE e
FIH5 = 42 2 Uk RRAE L DT S5 B A 1 A R AR
S AE B 4 84T 55 b HyperGATS™ 4 Sy [ #f
25 ) 245 55 5 3k SCAY 2R R OR X SCAS R AT AR X
Tl A5 7 30 0 G 5 BT PR A AL 58 ) 45 o 1 A% R R
. 78 R8 #4 4 4 I, HyperGAT SZBL T 98. 0% (1)
A S UERG 3 L M AE 20NG $d 42 [ iz B R [a] B
JEBL T 86. 6 %0 Y s AP BE. 7 4l B ] 25 4 2R AT 55
H, C-LSTM 1 Sy 5 itk 9 45 A5 Y B4 1 R A 1
REIZ B IEA AT CNN Ml LSTM b I 28 44, &%

BRI R P45, f TREC $0ds % LS T
94. 6 %0 B MERA . 3K — IR B L 38 27 X JL ik ) 2% A5
BT A BT fE 2w HdE I G5 A
BRI R S5 R MK SR A PT BB AR AR AR U 1 SCAS 43 2
RO

SRURZ S N IV R Bl N il D WA a2
MU TFAL G AL B 2 ) BERY, % 5 2 o) B R 76 A ] 3
P b A I Ly o 0 TR B 2 S A BT R
SRR R SOAR S R R R 2RO 4 BRI
B M BB i) 0, BERTS 2 57 B F 3 8 7 32
SCAR SR AT 45 i, HAE DBpedia $04i 4 1 5 %
B3k 99. 426 s 7E AL BT ] 43 AT 55 MR AE AG
BORAE FAR S T 95. 1% 4 B, I 4b . Senti-
LARE™ 5@ 13 b 3¢ 9 17 8 2 1 Ll A i
AR 2 SRS B TN 2 A A7 T A AT A O B B HE
A5 R ARIR B TR 0 A . K 3R B O 250G AR
T3 3k DA VA B A B 14 B30 B T 2 20 B SCAR (19 7
AR 0 R NLP AT 55 09 o i 2 2] 7 & 22 (W AE
FH. R U8 Bl o 9001 25 A5 R0 R I AN W & e L Ok
T BN AR 1) 53 28 7 15 A8 SCAR 43 2R 408k B A T
BRTIZ MR HARTS T 8505 i b re e Bt

UE4h, L PETH!™ RLPrompt ™ S i 5 T 42
INEE A SO R R S AR ) S 7 50 F
WRIHIE ] TARLF 9 43 283550 Hidh . RLPrompt!™ Jy
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BB A G E 2 HE T — A S E0E A R g
I 2 LADC AL T DI 25 55 R ) 4 7 i AL BV A TS B0
SRBBIR AR BT B U 16 A FEAS AR 5E I
¥ F ,RLPrompt #1353 T 5 BERT-large 4 £
PN 5 1 R 4 i B I 2 45 10 T AR IR 36 i 1
AEZK . 1l KNN-Prompt J5 #° W 8 3 — 25 . 6 3C
ARGy SR ] 1 50 I ) AR Oy S8 R % OT
T A ] KNN K 28 $2 7 1 o 0 J AL, 1B & 42
TG BITETAEAR LM T REE. SRE
BB GPT-2 BLAUA L . KNN-Prompt 7EVERE I F
WPRTE T 13,400, X e oy 45 B UL Bk TR R 2 )
(1) 75 3] DLl e A 42 7 o B A [ 19 R AT 55 e
A, B K PR B b & 4 T I 250 5 AR R s )

SV H AT SCAS 3 28 0000 A% O i R 2
P AETR B 2] f Y 250l 5 B RL R ) iz  H E
T ) A R AT 55 U0 A 4R s A B0 T RS A
AT DU R 5 B B 7 2% 7 5t b B SOAS 43 R PR RE.
Wit o A G AR I A W 2R 2 S SCAS 43 238 9 I 1
RS PR e J& . A SO AN [ SCAS 73 2R AL AE A [ Fip
FER A B RE HEAT T A IR AR B O oF
FEE MMM AL T EZE AR T S R, X S
FEARA T B B R A SCAR Ay KRR B
S bR L A (B, A Bl T HE 3l SCAS 43 28 ST RY R
5818

8 NASERMRRE

Wt 5 DR J8CHHE P A8 B R & % BE 2 ) AR SCAR 43 26
77 T I © 32 B 2 AR A Tk B ) iz o L
FURBE 2~ 1 SCAR G R C 2000 2R Y F 58 44
A R — B B SO 7 JERE R S SRR TR 2 8
Oy RAT 55 W HER R ATk - HE TR BB N R —4F
M SCJZ T PR SCAA A — BB 78 R Ok 6K
AL HZ R 2. B A SO B 2R
AR BT 58 P A Ffy 2 R AT BV 245 0 B 3 2 i F 5 Jor T
i 147 B0k ik A B R A T R A BIF 52 7 17
8.1 HIEARAE

BB ER A, BUA 19K 2 B BT = A R
Y A i A e o B MR T K L AR R P 1
B 52 BIVRRTE B BUBE L iR L AT SF LR I R R
Wi A I AR R AE T WL SCAR 3 84T 55 BB TR
i RSB 4 o L X A 6 T U3 P ) 10
Ao 4 il A TN R D DA B T O 52 % 1 SCAR 43 2K
155 (O 22 B Bl L 2208 5 FORE R SRS % SCA 4y

2R R AE AT 5 bR 3 R0 e =2 01 T L A A R
R DG AT T v BE I R SR LT B B
A4 b i o R i AR B R B9 AT W AR ] A
L e E 5 38 1o A A 1 o BEAT VI 2R TS RE U R
TP ROR W SRR AL AR R A B AR KB K S 1 il =
W 20 R W B 2 o) SOAR G e B

[RVESS Sy 1 fifp DR R b 1 AR o 1 T A AT
INBEAS /FE R 2 2] L SCAR 902 ASE B BAT 2
A A AR [ 250 2R Bt 19 SCAR AT 02K T
MBS o > R R A T A R A O R U 5
T M B 27 AN ) B S /N AR /2 Uk 2 2] WU A AR
MFEELRRMN FEANTERRBEIEL T ARKNFEARH
PR AT 27 > 19 Tk 7 SR HESD T - IVEEAS /&R )
R ER 7R RS Rz e 2 —
A R v AR T A B FAT] 38 L ER S AROR U, H AT
I T SCAS 23 S M BIF 5 38 B A D s R OR A T TR A
FIE )™ Z B BEJE.

SMEBENIRF AL AR OL R TR E LA
IR R R A R S A R 5 2 4R T
IrRPERE. (HOR ARE S XA A B ESDZR BT
ZAFAE B SR 22 SCVE 45 [ 8L, 2 SCAS B 1o 7
oK TR B T ) 0K SO B K SO 11
A PR 2 R S 2 SO R SO
SCRE A I [ 1R 8 A2 LA R R RE U8 P 1) & A 4 1] A
VARG S S5 X F A TR TR A e AR R R R ) B A
T 1) SCAA B RE 7 5 2 1 5 i A L R RE. BRI 2 4h
Wt 5 T A 52 ) 2% 1 T L B SR o3 R AT S5 il
LRI BTk Z RS R SCfE B XA 4 S
E e ] CEJEPNIUE? 103

A RGNS AU — A DR 3 RO R
REAIVE B i A 207 TR 0 — A A U R
J2E PR T) 285 28 8 mT DA [ 25 5% °F B 5 i 5 i1 1) At 9 HL
RE FiF 1 ik e £ 5 A 58 8 0 M A AT 1) S0 3 R R
A4 T SCIR T OB B L R B
TP SR A R A R AR IR i 5
ARG 3 5 SCAS (19 3 CF0R - IF B 2878 AH 5% G
3T — B T A R R R R A
o P e 7 2 T A S R ALY 08 5 A B A e A
B P I 2 AR S5 1] L AT 98 o 2R AT 3 2 A9
L F K.

ZIEM A S K. FE 2R HED . 2R
ARIr I E A H T A SRR AL BRI T AT Y —
PR IR L 22 08 Bl SO Z [BIAF AT 5 22 5. 47
FE TR i ik 0 R T 2XAN (] 55 [] AL 3k LE R 0 45 B
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FEN GUME LA T B AT 1Y J7 25 04T SCA 43 26 DR
SR HGE T 208 A SCAR B A B AR BR b 2
SN AEZ AR TP SO 3 64T 55 b H A IR A g2 — 1T
W AR o PRI X LA AS (6] 07 125 19 20 S ROR R 47 A7 8%
AR

MO UL, ZEF U R R DR ELGS
BT E 5 TR ALBOR AR 27 5 B 58 40 B 5T
N DVb 7575 SR F 22 5 U A A SOR K 2%
S IR 25 S5 A ) L IR 0P A5E AR 1Y 72 AL BB ) L A i TR
VAN bR UESE HEAT 2 VAL L LUER & 215 A SO 4y
KRR,

EREFEITE. AR ZHE 0 RAEF PR
IR RAE DR 7N 3 A1 5 45 75 88 AR DAL s 8 28 D3 A 7
HRLEZAT 55 WA P ok 1 AR R I PR b TEAR 2
WA 7 T8 S A 3w 22 s 28 SUAS 73 SRAT: 55 WY ME R AE T b
BEMBHESZ AEftn. E2ia ETam
bR T H RIS RL A N A T SR /N B A A A
235 (] P 28 T M 28 O DA 0T e LA 2 = 1)1 2k
ALY S E AR A 3 A Y49 A T R 43 00 AR I b 2
Xof I Y SCA O AR 5 Mg AR AR R T R, X 2N
Y3187 1 B5CHI 1 2 1 oA P A AR 25 S BORE A /D | b 2
TP B AR 22 B 2 O UL IEAT HE R 4 T TEAR A Y
AR D7 T » AR A 2 4 AN W) B 28 22 [) A A N E
AR L@ T A0 3R i SCAS A A B ke A 7 J2 A oG
WK A o T A 18— 6 5V T A B 22 R 45 SO 43 2K )
b ATAE Z W T bR A8 ] AR L ™ S e T
RUM 43 2 PERED L A Ik, DNBSCHE J2 1T SR & 40l 3
I s 285 180 A A K2 8 A A0 I S 0ROk 1Y
SO S 20 B 48 SCAS 73 AT 55 AR Y AT 58 T A
8.2 KEFHAE

BEAXARZES]. @A SUA R IR 2] & UK
I3 BB Al AH GBI ST PR B 1 E A N RTRE
SR TR RE AY R T AN W g 20 HOR 0 O 5 LR
BRI BB T GE T 07 1 1 BT AR R A IR
5 2] 7 s RN X RN 2D KR EAT 5 IR AT
i T R o 1 3 v 3 i KO B Bl SCAR R R 2]
RME Z B N TR REBOAR Y & 58 0 H 2 R AR
PRI ZRASERL 1) 3 SCA 7R 27 2] J7 1k 0 SCAS v 23
T SO FL A P RO R T RNIN 6 A | i
T CNN R RS L T 34 8 ) L] p 485 3 DL T
Transformer {155 Y 55 J7 7 B IS 56 il ol 22 | 485 7Y
AR I HA T3 O WS A EE 1 4 JERCR.

{HL i Bl A 5 R 25 000 1) B B S SR 2 )
Tl BT A PR A (1) 2R TR Rl & s )

JPERTIE T ELR A B R U SOR A
[ 52 285 1) 5 S5 55 B X 15 8 114 22 4 B2 AR O )2 U B A% 5
(2) RS B 5 — 15 B R R Ik WH I . i 275 1Bk
R ) SR AN [ A5 285 8 00 A0 0 A A ) A O ) 2%
71 o 12 R AN TR A 2 AR R — 1) s R s i
PR AL N A I RN BB 7 L LA SE BT B A R s
R IR AR TSz N L. PRt s o) 6 F 2 A BF S
SRR 2 RS SCAR B 2R 2 T 1) R
PRI 0] 3% B8 T7 35 AT IR AT TS AL A TR 5 it
— A L R AR M /D 1 A S A e
B 5 A8 285 SCAR 27 o MERIL S R ok — > E B S 7 1]

REWE S R IHA M T IREZ SR
Or KA T RE S U AR 7 (19 7 28R 5t (H 2 B
IS FH 4 S5O R B2 2% i P g A5 TR 45 A 1, DR
K% A I ZRXE S50 PG S X Dy
TR AR IR Y SO 73 2 0 E AR A BT TSN TR AR AE
5 R B bR — s R UIR i 15 o (15 1 B 3R
BN S ) P RE L (EL e Bl =2 T R ) e A 2R ) I
Bl SR A BRI AR

BE AN BEAE TR o~ X PP BUE BOR H 53 &
JE S R REAS B fe B T R o A A R
F0 g 55 1 5 5 R IR T T I 4 B [ O X BB IR
JEE Dy 3 O RE AR T8 AN T 0 N 0 T R T L (H A RE
AL 2 > TR A S 5 5 S DRI L A R e R A 2 o
B3R 45 B0 B 2 A PR B R TR R T AR OR Y Bk
R R R 2 O R RN B U 25 ok $i2 v A5
P 5 R P i o R X P R AR T AN R i 7 L 9 B
17— RERCR AL 5 3k 1 e 55 P e DR BT H 4 42
2% B Bk - B )R A SCAS T G R T
YRR 5 R B I SR 58008 5 A6 SCAS 90 R AL 55 rh 1
T3 A PR A A T T ok 28 1 2 X BT ity A )
TP, 2 7 58 W SOAS 70 JE 00k 19 1 e,
b B SOA 73 2R 07 WA TR ) B R PRI ST . BAR IR
— U G AR AT 75 B AT BB 0 AT

REE AR, AT X TR 05k 20
AR R R T T B R B B R R BETT . H
e HA I EAR AL HEAT Hh 2 A . B e HRETR
B LRI SRR S A A R
1 0 7 5 SR o HL v 25 % R RUE LU AAT] B i B i
¥y AT 2R R — SR 58 4 R T e R
B AAEVE 22 SR B 23 R 5 0 4 B B 20l 5
9 £ ST 52 2 B 9 A O B RGE R L BR T R
A1 TR E A SR Ak AT I 7 B T i A 20 7 A S A
P8 S T e T SCAS R B 26 D3R A L LA R T
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T2 HAF B AR T BA 5 ik M fg. oAb  fiff R 1 X A
RUPEA AT — 2 52 W), B3] G AS B A S TR 5 78 g % 2
2] B G SRR A DL B A% R AR AS [R]85 0 4 A5 46 AN ) e
Fh L R S8 ) R, 25 S B0 25 T G ASE TR 1 o R AR Ak
FRFE S0 18] TR I o A o B2 SR %) ] g B AT TR
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