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A Survey on Deep Learning for Natural Language Processing

XI Xue-Feng" %3 ZHOU Guo-Dong?!

Abstract Recently, deep learning has made significant development in the fields of image and voice processing. However,
there is no major breakthrough in natural language processing task which belongs to the same category of human cognition.
In this paper, firstly the basic concepts of deep learning are introduced, such as application motivation, primary task
and basic framework. Secondly, in terms of both data representation and learning model, this paper focuses on the
current research progress and application strategies of deep learning for natural language processing, and further describes
the current deep learning platforms and tools. Finally, the future development difficulties and suggestions for possible

extensions are also discussed.
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X AR, LR JZ B fE T B T R XL AE
(YRR AE S BBORITE 53, T S 7 B o PR I JEE . X
Tl EL A WA J2 YR 5 ) B N 2R B R 3R B e KK
I T A SRR A B RS R = 1 [ IS, G RE SR B IR
I R R A P 25K B RIS PP 2 IR S5 e &
TR NI RZ B IR E M4 A5, &5 B
(1) 22 )2 W 28 | 5 S0 2 SR WD AR (B REAIL 326 5 S o J3E
TREAAL S ) BP (Back-propagation) fifi 22 {4 .
(R IXFh 2 J2 2544 1) = BB A TE T 40 A s [a) 77
TE ) A 26 M S S50RE bR R D) 245 15 2 pR A A )
T ZA RN e, TR SR ) SO A RE Bl iR
Ze P — NI R 7 1), 2 5 5 BUR SR T
e e R HHE L R Biet 2 LB, Rk
S VLRI D 2 8 25 0 28 J2 50 10 S 0 7 74 15 R e ™
5, IF-3R 0] BP BATE M 2 R B G5 7 ) & @
FHTRBA T, X E R g T2
1) 4 J.

HZ 2 ) B M ) L [R) Rp RR A — FoRE A R
Ui i AT 5 LS 3] 4 ) R 25 T) ) 7 B AR AE 45 44,
FA BRI DUA X A A — 2B A RZ T A
LI IR S5 A A Rl (Conditional ran-
dom field, CRF). [ /R B e (Hidden Markov
model, HMM). 37 &#HL (Support vector ma-
chine, SVM) . £ ZE41#% (Multilayer perceptron,
MLP) Ko KA (Maximum entropy, ME) 4.
X SRR AR 22 W TEAR G A 5 A B R b2 >
T, FAAEE N IR BER R BE A R X %10
FIZ A AL BRAE 1A L 1 S R

A B EF 2006 44 H I AL. Hinton 45
P EEEE R (5 M 2% (Deep belief network, DBN) 2%
W, x4l DBN (4 — 2 2R3 R 2% 20l (Re-
stricted Boltzmann machine, RBM) %5#g #4775
WA= 3 N 5, 45 H A F MNIST! F 5+
BIAES5H, BUS T AR R AUH 1.2 % By a5l
ANAZ G, Bengio SFHR W T —Fi T B 45
#r (Auto-encoders) WAH KL, [FIFEEAS T84
SERO-T R R RO R, (A A 302 A
AH A S 3 RUAE B — 2 5 &R o 1 nd )l 2k
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U AR SR g 22 g gy 24250
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RN I A A TR 30 R o T 1) S5 7 P 4003
g5 R BWUR. 2012 4, —FPFRN R 48 M 2%
(Deep neural network, DNN)” fy#llgs27 3 B A A
5 18 0 45 ) TmageNet P g% FH, 4R 3H 5
HERRM 26 % P2 15 %, S R R ST 4 Rk 1)
BAFEER. AR Z Al 2011 48, R DNN
TR VE B R GBS P ANROR, BRARTE &R
B RRIE 20 % ~ 30 %0, AR AHEDE TR FHFEAR
PRI . BT DNN $0OR R4 B 3
FEERSE, 16 2012 4F 11 P E RiEr— R A FF
SISV p: S & i e e 2 I Y L S W
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SIHTTHE T M IR 2 2] 7E B AR o A B 45T ) i
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W AIME RN A S Fa At AT R B, B S e S5 G

1 REZFI#A
1.1 REL%EH

SEGERIZF AR Z AT T, B, R
> BORBE R EER L NAA R HIIRE (Depth), i
HEOREA 3 JZLALMRVET A, A Rl gk
B 10 Z)Z. X2 RARL MBI S5, A BT 58
STRPRBOEIT. HUR, TREES 2D R SRR 27 2T 1Y
. Gl IR O GREE, R AR R A
TEJR 25 [ A HFAL, 222840, BT — AN iRk s
[, LTI A AT HE G B ik BN 2 5 B 73 28 Bl 3
. esh, A RTINS TR kS T PR A I 4 R AR
FIRAE S 5T AT RE LAY L L (Overfitting) [
.

W 2] R AR, 2 br EoRIET K
(Flow graph) fyj@tEExR. WA 1(a) Frow, FA
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N RFREATT IR, Rk A Gl ST
JEHE S AR, NSRRI, BT AL

IMNIST &— & FEECE R 84 http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/



10 44

REUEE: T F IR AR 2 I 5T 1447

iB.

EX 1 CREIRE). \—~ AF—
KRR, BIA I R

B 1(a) FiRiEERIPERS: flz) =
rx sin(x x a+ afb), Yk AATVREE 4. 1 1(b)
iR Z )2 N T4 M 2% (Artificial neural network,
ANN) ZIRITH AL f(z) = tanh(b+ w'z), L5
BARE 3. X THZEMNS, %50 BP fh& M2
TR —foE SONBRZEOM 1, Kl 1 (c) g5t BA
TREE 2. VRPN 26 W W] Re A B i IR B (R Tl 4%
T 3) 5.

fils

LN

(a) WA 4 HyIEl
(a) A flow graph with
depth of four

(b) WEEH 3 W2 Z A 4
(b) A multilayer neural network

with a depth of three

LTV

NI

= R
(c) N 2 fY) BP ek
(c) A BP neural network with a depth of two

B REERIME SR B
Fig.1 Concept example of depth
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FR; AR &, IREEHFO R A RIS S T
WRIZE. WITEAGR I, X e nl g 45 (A g
B2 M R B R, AT BEATAE S R A
A BRI RS R Iz AL oK.

1.2 MRz

SR EFE R R s R AL B R B B 6 5, 2T
W AT S5 B AR, L AEAL PR SCAR A 2K, 40
TRV A SRR AE R /R SCRY, 2 5 R AN IRl 43 255
VERLIA 25 R, ARG AT S, ok
Wt 2 AR E G R REGREN AR R, EEUAN
] (R RRAE X AT 55 I B 2 25 SR S . R, FEfif ok
S [ RS, ] 2 Ay 3 ) AR S E L.

KFARZ N GAT 55 R Uk, FRAE A RIRAYZ IR
it TR . BMR . SURBBRAESS T, PR S
JZREEMINZE 1 PR,

PARAR R R . Je ) 1 D e i A 2 TR 5 A 12
K, ZJAMREHEME RN DAL &%, 242 SR A1R
gUg, I R E s TR S XA R T RN
W ARXER P, JRAA AR RZEHE 2 IR BE R IR
S3E]. W4, FEMCER b, BET i R JE BRI,
BARPUR IR A S = 2 FHERTEE R 82 Olshausen
SR SISO R SR B, K1 RIS R
FERAE, TESE T X —BAR R T RERERY. 2Bl 25
SRARIE T B FE.

G Gublgnr > At A O T e BURRAIF 2 2%
N, AR MBS B S UE B Re ). ]
BN TR REIE A N R B A S IR IR R A MX —
BB, H SRS BE TR A TR R AL RS, Hi2dE &
TE A RFAE ROV, 5T N B3 T 55 6 3% 14 B[] 4 ¢ A,
A BB X AR B BRI T ML A > ) B
PN TR BB e 25 AR, PRI, $3R N T RRfE
PEAY SR B, 32K P ARG 1 R LN 1) i 2 B R K
Hh R B ARE DG ARRRAE, (8 AR IR B A ST i) A
T XL IR 24 ST AR R JE B RRAE 24 S B JEL A e
FhE S B, JLZRENESEEL A 3l2% > FRAE ) 7 i, #hal
PAVH AR B2

R AT 2B E 2 3 T ] PASE B B B2 S R AR
Wg? Hinton 2B~ MCAR[R M RV T Al BERY SR A

Rl EH. WG SRS K G

Table 1  Feature hierarchy of speech, image and text!*?
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B, RIS, WA BE TR RER
ANFFIEXT R BHEAFOLS, — 402 B B ek 2K
RIRBE 2 B8 S5 RERT DA T, NGt 2 48]

HIE FAESE T AP AE X R — 2 B RO P, ROl IR
A d FEEFIFT O(n) AT KT DAA R 7R 1Y eR AU,
MIREREARK d — 1 B, R O(27) fasdt
WA, XA BN R TR Y I 2 AT AE A 2y
THE AR,

WK, RS 07 S/ & NN H2ES
AR MONHBLE AR R, NERIARIE S 2
GYIZATIN, 4Y RGN 2R S R EEAR LK. il
TARIGAE ff g 52 A A B ) it AR v, Wb 2 RF A 55
PAGHR, TE 2 NN AT 55 R AR B, FAT 55 FILE
ST A FE A A S 2T

e, MY RE, AN e e
Fh o 2 G, 3R — 20 A5 2B 2 A B R IR 2 2 1Y
BRUERRAE TR, AW 2# K Serre 25Xt A3
KA 5T 2 BB K B A7 AR 25 2 AL I R 41
DA A AR & — AR R R Z R i A B
B 5 — AR F i ).

1.3 BEES

TR 2 2] W1 AT 55 02 R 0T fig R ) — b ] B
A B35 of S B T SR AR 1) R 43 IR RRAE R . &
FRAE R 28 )2 A8 e, (45 J5 46 PR AS R AIE P DARSR S 742 46t
B 5 — N RRAE 23 (8], 2R AT DA N2 & R
FRAE 58 A S BT INAT 55 DRI, AR5 01 i ] R A 2
3] (Feature learning) o3& /~2%>] (Representation
learning) )8 2, X — 8 5&FNEF S H1ERE
— W, FrARFR R, BREESE S SEIURRE A S 4,
1A% GEbLae = > AR T N AT Rk

JEFFAE
(Raw feature) :
BRI (Deep model)

B2 IREESE ) B
Fig.2 Basic model of deep learning

R 5 ) il 2 2 Bl B HE A A HOE 2, 40
FEROY AR BT AR, B Ty A U5 . MR
2 A B, R A DICHR 1) i L5 i A 80 T A A R [
R B R FOR, EER— MR
TEVATR L2 2] 7 ¥R R AR ST BE ST o, 3 A F
Z WA TRit— R R . i, — MFIERR
T 5n— AT EZNRRT AT HE—NFR
MR, FATAAZE S HF IR R - - TR IR
AR, A TR

BRI 220377 3
(Learnable new
representation)

Y ]
(Learnable
classifier)

1.4 EAKHEZ

AT E AR E, B S () BT S5 H S Ay
fE2E>] . A 2 R, GREEE S BERUA R b2 —Fpdd
TRAEFHE (SE PR AR L A B M Bds)
B, i 2 Z AR, Skop 3] S AR E R R
Ty, WEREE O RRE P SRAT 45, PR B2 > v DA
i H 327 3 I FRAE R 7 SR b B B oy 2R s AR B T
H, DA [ S50 1) 43 28wl HLABAT 55

HAKIT S, B 3 R T IR ) i LA fE 42130,
BYERAEN T AR,

R 1. FEVLIHEAR A A2 > P 4% BEE I
R4 ZH n;

IR 2. WAL TR B 1 0 I 45 11 i A
£ WAL N2 @ = 1;

BB 3. B THALE, R o> Bkl
M HI R 2 > N 45

IR 4. HEHMEINGLERIEN T 2045
N, PR AR 7 g A

BB S5. R i INTMLZE n, W42
i =1+ 1, FYRBKEL R IR 3; H0N), BhELEI IR 6;

B 6. RAA MBS R A 2N
W26 245, IR 2SR 3 BK

BT, SERU RS (UHh 2 W 2500 24e0%) Fa i,
o 58 R AR AR (MR B R 268 0L) Ah 2.

K 3

Fig.3 Basic framework of deep learning

FARREARMER P L E 2~4 BIRE %S
By o4, WRRAN % )2 il 4k (Layer-wise pre-
training)” Pl #NKl 4 Bk,
Prediction

?DecoderA ?DecoderB ?DccoderC
i L i [O

Input .
~ Encoder_A Encoder B Encoder_C Classifier

7I:abel 777777777777777777777777

K4 =TI

Fig.4 Layer-wise pre-training model
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REUEE: T H AR

B IZ NG KR )2 H Zh 4 a (Autoen-
coder) (. FEIRIEA WA, H B % i ]
PAJe— T nl REFE B A (S S AR 229 2.

141 ZIEHEBNmIEER

Y IFaRE A E G, B GERBSE—2,
Kl 4 Hri e i) S HER Encoder A, SRR Hnfids,
SRR NIRRT, FERE B 46 iy A g i i B
AR — ERIHARE. A T Wik 45 5 B R AE A S 2
JRE AR — M ENISR TR, WA ERKZER,
FATTIA XS B fRts 2%, i 4 e Ze i) K
HEE Decoder A, B 2iX MEIALR “AE AL .
SRR NFEN” AR IR B, FRATTEE R
15 )5 R AE 808 it 22 TR i, H 2 Z 5 PIR 1
JRIGE A BT IE. U B a5 R iR 2= E N
AL, TR 2 W 2% gt g A FRAS 2%, 41|
kB RS H bR G, e T BARS SR
KA A TR LW — 2B (T A2 vT
PARTEEE), BIAT ARG B JF a5 i 23— 2 5 20
5] A 5 — J2 40 42 ) 2 R i 2R ) S8, IF RS — 24
SEVBAERA, FRREEEAE, B2 A2 H 56
TIEAAL S =R BIAL DACEHE, B RIS 2
J SN = Ay it
1.4.2 AIEEINES KR

W BN gR a2 A shah i as, EankA
F SRR TN E BB, X BRI AT DA KRR
JEERFEREIRIAG . (B2, XA Zhgmibandt A
REMIR LB TN RE. o 7L 26, HATHEAEH
) 20 B s B 5 2 B 2R 2 U N 23 2648 (Classifier),
gieihn%s (Label) FEAR, BETHn 0 22 9 2% (19 4
EINST LS

SR BTV PSS — R AR e 2
A RASHIS R Rl bR, IR A 2l
i B2 1 S48, B S BN 22 2 A AR 2 R e A )

AP S AR 1449
H

TR ) T I = B 2 SR il A A
ff. B2 AT IR H AR e AR R A AL
RO By el 4 Jeg i DU AR 07 28, AT A5 B (2K
R K2 WAF I HLE T IR Z BRI E R
R PIZ BB — A T R IR A 7 AR
T2 B KA B B A i A RE AR AE, B B
BUE R R TR PR SRR B SC B &
Girh, EOE AR AR ALY, 2 BT
WL LS. XA RSN SR 5045 )
H AL BRI ARG e v, A SORHE 55 ) 7
I BRI W AR, 6 A2 KR N [R) S A2 5
BiR. F L, BRI R EEAE R AR
FRAESA ) I R, i B2 0 T i i ALY — 28—
BGETR, K] Rk A RS, EEA
RFFAIE, B2 o KB ER . EAR A AL
FAIEZ i, BRALEEAYN St ] AZKEZRIN

2 HEEBARESLENREFIMREEH

TR JE 27 2] A5 G RN 5 B U U 1 28 1 R,
27 B RET O Fia RS E R, 5i5%
R A, 185 2 —Fp 2t N KM =43 T
WEFRIAFS R G, DT AN S5 A ) N T 28
2 WIZAE H AN E T AL PRS2 0, HEL R
ORI, [FEF, LA, FEET ST s
M A BREF TR EZE, BT
HAACRI N T E W25 TE H SR8 5 A B AR 2K
BABE R EY. 2458, X—YJ7E 2006 4£ Hinton
SRR P DU, TR T AL, YETs A
TREE2E S BIAUTT e ARG 75 AL BEAH X H © 2 U5
TR, IR 2 —.

B R R LR A W 2% T AT ST I H
SRIE T AL BEA] 8. 2003 4F, Bengio %4 ] ] &
(Word embedding 1§, Word representation) J# %,

F 2 RERIRZBE RS 47

Table 2 Comparison and analysis of shallow model and deep model*?
B e WIEB
e AT B S A HE ST A
B RS 1~2 )2 5~10 )2
UM EE o SR, WERE T
BR TR IR E LAY AT S5, Ak AL RS 1T LR MG ERL S, W
IR Py AL B4 IEE W R A
BERRIAGES] AR SR
FEAEAEIC 30 FRAE TR FEAE H B
P A R AL ‘iﬁtﬁ)%’%lﬁﬁ"ﬂit)ﬁ; 8 B ) AU PR (?Eﬁ%ﬂf])%’%ﬁﬁ"i{t)ﬁ;
A A S 2 R i AL ISR Ry R
SR IR R 2 Sl IR MR Sl IR
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Eihd 42 %

AT DAKRE i Bl S 2 4 380 — Sl 57 ) ) e S ] k2D
sEE AR M 2 MR T n-gram BARIPO: sz
Jei %, Collobert &3] [ & 7k M 2 )2 —4E B
i 22} 4% (Convolutional neural network, CNN),
SEEL T — AR AL B R AR L B 4. s SR
ARG o SCA bR S S AR AL BT 55
) SENNA (Semantic/syntactic extraction using
a neural network architecture) £&%:1%%, B8 T 5
24l B B PR BB AH M B2 A RCR. TR MERE ] Tt
12, Mgk, UH 3500 247 C 155 s
A SENNA R4, isfT B H R, ris WA B
7.

X Bengio 54 H B 28 W 2515 5 BL L 1 i —
A5, Mikolov % A B, 8 a2k S Il B ik )2 19 22 IR
BB, T DASR i T B RERT K Y TR
THME 55 IS5 R NNZ B, e85 5 J5 23] 9 00 1) 7
iy 238 K S AR I AT ) g TR S A 15 23 T T S A R T2
B i I BE T R 4. Ry A Y ¢ Schwenk 4%
MAEGE WL 28 B IR AE 45 E128)) HoM:6E R il BLEU
(Bilingual evaluation understudy) $¥43#L i 5,
PR TRIE 2 ANES A BHB S (Recur-
sive auto-encoders) 7B FE/A] B (Sentence
paraphrase detection) fE4 K K& T F1 {H.
BEAh, 5 R R A R i 2 > 3 AE T S 10
IR =42 28 g ORIE S AL FRAT 55 T b T4
IR ILR G, BUSAERIL.

2.1 REFEIEEARBSLIETEHNAMAIITES
#r

H s 7 AT L, AR TE AL P AR P ) IR
S FAR AL BRI A& T, B 4 EIFE
MRz —. GO IRE, BRIETE A IR 5 AL 4
R B 2 S BRI B RATFRICR, |1 E
BAPUF LA,
2.1.1 $HERTFEINEE

H SR TE 75 AL ST 55 g Je SR UL i ) 82 A PR
MG FRIEE. AT RRXTG, 385 UL
FRAE, anSCAAbER Y, H s RS Aok FRom — A3
Y. ARG T T 7 AR E, SR 3% 075 AU
IRBGIFE LR B, Hoe & a2, R, HR A AL 34
155 B AT AN TR, FRAESRER TR 9517, Jovk
SEMFERILTE. GRS AL AR A, L
H B3R BURFAE R R M BEAT B 27 2] 0 IR 22 3 it
BOR R PX AN ). PR ) W R AE SR IR, B4 T
PAE sl MBI 2 S SR BURFAE.
2.1.2 TMEHSIEMNEFZINEE

H 8K 2 BOCR BH A SR E S A FRAE 55 FIL
AREE S DA T AR A . AEX AL, BT

FRyEvERHE BA WS I Ach T FEm T8 H
=, USRI T E, BAES T REFEERN AR
EEHE. M BRARERIE P20 B, Wil 2%
% (B3h) oI k. WA E M 4R G IR Iy
X TE NGRS R, HEAE PRt T A I il
2.1.3 ZIIZEFEFTRHFEK

5 A 2 I T 6 B, 58 BN 282 2 1 K il 2544
RIAH—FZZ (RZ) NE R TZ; A R
T AR 24 ) R gkt MM B 2Lk, 228
. SRR R AR, BEETE 2 S R
R AT S5 R, FRATTRE R 4 i = > LAY,
2 i B A B ER R B (Intermediate
representations). Y424 > RENS R Ul BUL FEAT:
S L NED i

A, NZEERIE T BASITFRHE (Recursion).
tean, BEES AT, F8E ERT AR, AR
VHZH AT k. TR BE 7 S SR TR Oy () 3B I HR A,
A PASZ R AP 3 SRE 5 B H A SRR D, ik
A 2 2% (Recursive neural network, RNN).
2.1.4 HETRAMBEARAREHFEEIIE

TR BE 27 ) S50 — i 22 )2 4 28 ) 2% 235 i 2 i
HAil ghad #i85 H 2w A SR WA
AR K RE, Aetpept et fe vt A n i 47 & B\l
WA, W (Multi-core computing) . [
JEAL#H R 5T (Graphics processing unit, GPU) .
() B, Ay TR E IR 4% 435 ) o 1) 2 A B T B 3 B S
BREARE R G A E, 10 RBM. Auto-encoders
& FHARGEEARES BRNIES R/ E
(28,87 48-44) sy AR B AL AL, MRS R T
TSR R AR A B AR ) K S, A 2 R TR B A
SR B ARG F A BRI T RAT SRR
2.2 HEEBRIESIBHIRES S HRER

THI [ 003 AT 55 B R B 2 ST B9 S S 75 L
RPN ) 1) Y ST I A R R R 2)
PRI IR 2R 2 SRk, s L br 2R RR
I, o A0 3R TR BEE > A ), B IR B2 S A
. GlnAE R A PR, — 2> BB R A5 25
VEN JFLRHRAE 2R 67 e 5 A BT 45, T
S BUR AT A4, 41195 % (Phonemes).

T 1) B ARG F A PR TR FE 27 S W9, (Rl AR 22
% T8 _F iR I R . R R 1), A R
F- 17 fi 4 3 () 30 457460 A48 A (Bag-of-words,
BoW). [ 23 [ajfHA (Vector space model, VSM)
SRR XTI 2), H A e a2, %
BURE H SRE T MR, SRR A G IR B 2E S A
M NEKARET BABRIEE. b, BRES
B A, SR ER iE . AR I AR R,
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BIARE R BB T I EEARE. FIEHRIET
VAR PR TR B2 ST B AU A 22 M 4% (Recurrent
neural network, RNN) ., i IH M W 2%, HRIML
o 2% % JH: 2R 91 b R 8T 47500,

I8 AR WAS R J5, 7E B RE T LY
FMREE W R E AW 1) FERE 2R A
H, B0 IR A RRAE, M — 2 2 i (End-to-
end) R4, CMALPAESS; 2) A BRI, K
JE AR R B REY TR 58 1) Moy
LMY TAEQ SENNA £#4:50, B4 ik
W 2 )2 — YA TR 28 W 2 58 B T TR AR Y . B
a3 g AR AE R VESS UM TAEL A a0
Socher J T3 I 1 25 o) 28 S B BT ATE AT
S AT 4501, 5 2) APy LAY TR0 Turian
S50 0] ) AR A A B R AE I B A fe I R 4
(20 b2 R T 4% SR BT B
5.
2.2.1 HIEERTR

2.2.1.1 One-hot representation

W HRES OB IRE S, | E
F 2 H AR E T IR s B8 78 3T F000 A S8 11 1
BB A TAEY, &% W2 One-hot rep-
resentation FIR i ¥A BAEE RN -PREK
By Hoh B — NgEERIEch 1, 10E T4
B3], HA 28 K Z8Ooc R # R 0; & 1 4 i
RPN W SRR R R R R A
[0001000000000000 - - - |, T3] “ZZ v8” B ) & ) v
Z%7r >4 [0000000010000000 - - - .

One-hot representation {15 % f # 5t 75 217
fitt, e FIARE G, Saegtlds > 8k, W
KM SCREM L. FFAEREVLIASE, %07 0] AREAT:
KEZHE RE T AT T IATE 55 B AR ) it
FIER, (UZINSLHL R R BN, ToykRIBH S
T Z [ BAH . N bEakin] “TE” f1 “Zeve” R
), LAl MG A e &, TOVEE A2
BAEFE R FR, BRI A& 22 a A XA 174 [] SRl AN
&k, Firth £t —Fp ) A48 30 2 7R 24 116 19
SEAEPS @ T AN [ JE R AR SCHIIEAR A, AR
A5 2 24 1 R 30 9 2 PO R R B E. A 24w
LTI H IS TR BT DA SR 113545 21 24 Wi Lol ) 2
ISAE. FE T I Fh AR T = AR IR Rk T 5K, R
Distributional similarity. X g2 MR ST H
SRTE F AL B o i AR —.

AEE

G W 15 S o A S o S )
$5.01- O B A ol E S 7 € S

2.2.1.2

W R () & PR R T DA AR G RROIG BE
& ok fif &), Hinton £ H 7 — Fp A Distributed
representation % 75 i g O XY, il H AR R
A ) A ] ) R R — G 4E S Ko &,
[0.792, —0.177, —0.107, 0.109, —0.542, - - -]. JHI3Fl
FARFRB R, “Fw” MOCUERET MR ST
ANT ST R R Wl gy 20 H Al E A
T AR Y IR S i Ros . Xk
INITER AR AE T B %G, AR R %58 One-hot
representation FEFRIRTE, TEMFRIELAT S5 1Y
e, HEUNAR EHE SR, W] R S A AERICHERS),
it PTG ZE 1) ] ) 2 3R T DASRE S AL IR A, SK
B BB, mYER RPN R Y IR B2 S ik, B
FEid iy, ARXERESZ; A, AHACLIA] Y 1] po) & R B AH I
kBT ) R — LB RRAS B AT )
fE-

i [ AR TR Sy SCAS H g A A BRI A 3 — 2R,
B fE T B ARES T T — R FR R
Se b, WA PAEE AN R BEEATHE ), Qi) i, )
TR SR r RS TS E T AT OARER
AN MAESCAREIN, 55 Hb—FhEs W R 7 g i 4e
BA.

2.2.1.3 IAFHEE

T AR ALE B L IR B ARE AR B
TR SCRY N Ty ¥k 1) AR A R M SUA IR TR A
J7, W —41J0 7 0 e R Rk — AN SORY B — B,
SCAY H AR A A A2 ST B, SRR T A B ]
I OB B BAUCE MR T AL
£A.

f5l 1a). Tom likes to play basketball. Mike
likes too.

5] 1 b). Mike also likes to play tennis.

R b A 33 v s B B, FRATT RE AL
—AFH (“Tom”: 1, “likes”: 2, “t0”: 3, “play”:
4, “basketball” : 5, “Mike” : 6, “too”: 7, “also”:
8, “tennis” : 9).

BP9 A, BB ME— R,
TERE AT G AR AR ) - o N Y A R B
TR XA F 3, FATRERF LRI A) TG EH R~ AR
R [

1,2,1,1,1,1, 1,0, 0]

[O, 1,1,1,0,1, 0, 1, 1]

A IR E 9 AR, Hpss @ Aok
FoRF I AL o AR T IR IR AL I
IR TRV RINGS P Sy S e = il S A € B N A~ |
ACFER v, AT DA i AR RAR Oy (S b SR ]
ASRIRL I Y ) B ) 2 SR Ar 2. OO D,
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¥ 2%

AT M-S SORS; R SRS LA A i A R B B R
Jes MM N AN B A S BT R AR AR A,
B SRR AT AR O — A N s, AT
SR RT AR 58 I STR ) 73 SRAT 55

I 2

) & 23 A Y (Vector space model, VSM) H
Salton!®® - 20 43 70 4EAC4RH, FFSZhHLNY T
41 SMART (System for the mechanical anal-
ysis and retrieval of text) SUARKER RS0 0] w25
ABEARUAE 5 7 B, X DA P2 T Ak LT Ak Ay ) S
() v By ) Sz 55, O HLE PAZS TA) AR ARLEE SR KR
T SCHFRRLRE, W) 1. 24 SO o SORY &3 ]
() T e s, 5 ] DAGE 3 5 ) R 2 TR 7 % % I ok
JEE 5 SO ] AR A AL

W T AEAR B A F S 1 2 B Ak, 1) 1 S (]
RIRAE H AAE F B HAE RS A E A
EDZ IR ZIM 45 R 40 Rapp SRR T 1) &Y 1) (R
R TE TOEFL 254 1 [ S ] 22 T 26 5 7]
P BUS T 92.5 % MERR, ML R, 4%
T 3 2 A 1P 2 R A R AR 64.5 %. FEBIAY,
Turney {#JfiF X % R H iR AP, k5 i SAT
KEE AR R 2 TR 5 9, S T 56 % 1Y
HERR, RIS P IER 57 % HAMY. %
i) £ 2 ()R AURAR R A, TR RORFE . A, f
TR RIE T FRonX — B L, RATIAH, WhHE
) i B2 DATH] )& ok /N R R R — A
RG] B e ) T o) e S ) ] — ) s A
FAAY TAEAERLE . o 2 B SO A AHACL PR 1 b o 2
ZFI B R ROR, i1 Manning 255 ] [ 2 45 ]A)
PR R RGPS Sfef b — AN i) 5 SCR 2 (A
OB ER(HYE-

2.2.2 ZEIHEH

A ) 1A R A — T A ORI .
i Ly R AR GiE S AR R v, [R5
53] 3] )

EX 2. BEFHIUES E = { &iE, T4,
R ), S &t NIt S WordUnit = { 4] |
Ty Hr, eSO s E AR R D BRI I, I
VB TS = LR A A7 ] PASR 712659,

EX 3. B FEHRA DUE KR R he—
NERFHR S = {wwy - we ), FIBIERETARIES
HIARE N P(S). Hp, S € E, w; € WordUnit,
(i= 1,2, 0). fREEL R

it 1. P(w,wy, - ,wy) = P(wy) x P(ws
wy) X P(ws|wy, wy) X -+ X P(wg|wy, wa, -+ ,wy_1).

FESE BRI AR R, — ARSI BAE, 0 n Jeif

2214

% (n-gram) BRI,
MEMES n TTIEEEE

MW 5iEE A RS TE B HEE Xu
282 [60) oLty — i ol FH o 28 1) 4 H T T S R R Y
JEAE; T Bengio 26 Fil ] = 2 M4 M 28 KM n
TCIEVAR ALY TAE, it & M 2% 515 SR80 %
MG ET N a

WE S At F I W1, s Wi, Wy
FoRml no— 1AM REE 2 — 1 ASEE0 R —A4>
i) wy SRR LA H AR, Ho, BAYEEH] T — AN
& PR, WE X 4 Bk,

i-th output = P(w, = 7 | context)

2221

Normalized exponential
XX

(oo °
Most computation here

(o000 - ° X

¢

@y

. (..

Table . e _ Matrix C -
look-up Shared parameters

inC [ across words

L)

@, Dy Wy

B 5 SRR 4K E Y n-gram £ 00
Fig.5 n-gram model constructed by three layer of neural

networks/®®!

E X 4. bR E SChERE C = V] < m,
H |V R TERN LR TARG m FoRn AR
c(w) FRMARE C UG —A7T [ (E, R AR
w I LA ] )

MEREAJZRF Cwp i Cuy s Cuy oy B
PR, WA m(n — 1) 4ERy IR, FoRA
z; MZEIEE )R (REUZ) 2T d+ He 1155 UE
BARRI AR (o H 02 M A, d R
¥ 28 i A2 21 OBUZ 1 i LI, FFOEH tanh pR %K
VRN R MR =2 et z) s |V
ARG B softmax JE BRI HE y U —
e, M= (1) Fios.

H

>N

eYi
Z eYi
J
Horpry; FoR T —A2 @ PRI E XLy
A= (2):
y=0b+ Wz + U tanh(d + Hz) (2)

2, b S BORUZ B i 2 ) f BT SRR AL R AR
F 2 REERE W = |V] x (n — )m; B2

~

P(w, = ijw!™") =

(1)
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ki ZAERRE U = [V]| x h, Hd b 2R
BT R REZREEE H = h x (n — 1)m;
FERE U 019 28 B2 1) R R e vk AR L g E 245
O TIRIMEA TR, 5T ROAE R T
PRRO=30.47) gt itixX — I B ER AT A AL, R (2)
FIEERE W LS T M A Z 2 f B 2 AR e, 4
RAT LN, 7R W R 0. kAR
AR RERR A BIAURICR, (H2 W] DA — 2Pk
Yk%&[%]'

B, R BB BE T B SE BB B A Ak T AR,
TEASEE S B Rl i, A5 2] 7 . (EAE R
W2, 5 — B 28 W 28 i A2 A0 — i AE T TG
FRCALAIRL, A T A5 B AR B A I D e, 1A
M A ZESEOE TR, ML T RsE
HREIPIBOTH n TTBEEAN S, RBA A
PEREARTF T2 10 % ~ 20 %0

SCHK [36] s EE A B, B S AE N =
AEZE TAEP RISk Log-bilinear 1 & 4%
. Hierarchical log-bilinear & 7 #5570, 1/ ¥f i
25 2551 AR,

Log-bilinear i & {22!

ZSCHR [36] B2, Mnih S542 i T —F Log-
bilinear i# 7 IO, T 5B UM 2 i
PIIZE. X AT RAIA A2 B AR S 5 AL i B L IR TR
BE2E ) N B9 2. AT N e AR 1) 32 BR 3% R 26 2
Hl (Restricted Boltzmann machines, RBM) Ff4f,
AW R R A ISR RE R R AR, AR5 T Log-
bilinear #A. R F#i 28 W 28 B TE 2 AT AR IR A

2.2.2.2

h = Z Hie(w) (3)
y; = c(w;)"h (4)

i (3) A1 (4) FTPAEHRIRA:

t—1
;= c(w;)" Hie(w) (5)

=1
Hr, e(w) i w X i 17 &, Bilinear #7l
et My. X (3) 1, h FREZWAEGEE
T B2, 12 Ba ek )2 P ZEE R m, 3] [ o5t 19 248 3
PREF—E 5 H, = m xom FoRE ¢ MA& H;
Bz G, Xt MR T E. X (4) F, v %
T e(w;) FIFME & b B, BT DA Y
AR, HERAR T — 0 w; T log M=
Log-bilinear #i%4#IARSTEL 2, REAZ A FH 451N 1R] 1Y
B SCHI T TRAE R A E R SRR B S B AR 1

— R HIZREL n ST AR AU AR, (% 18
3C 3 B 5 AN AMEA AR R — .

2.2.2.3

1t Log-bilinear i & #AL LAl I, Mnih &84
T —Ffir A E R 8RR HLB (Hierarchical log-
bilinear) & F AV T SCHK [36] $E i =)2 &
0 28 ZRA) v T SR LA B K )RR S ¥, TE AR IERCR
(A b, ST T RO,

X2 G SR P) B Morin 542 6% fib
IR WordNet Hri) IS-A K&, RFHFE N
WG PR T, e 25 R RN E R m T &
BE, (HANBRAR T PEfE, OI7A mAE AR, Mnih 4
fEYE TR B, BRI 8 —Fh B 2852
(Bootstrapping) 75 ¥4 H Sl &7 — X, I
HEHCFH T 40 90 245 e Jm— )2 290 A0 i B 25
KT R g AR R B R S A AR B Y
- RO R AR B3], THIR AR AR B M
Fi O(IV]) B#MEE] O(loga(|V])).

B HEMZIE SRR

SCHR [36] $2 i py B AL, W e K IR S 4L
Mikolov S5 T —Fh I 2 M 24515 F R (Re-
current neural network language model, RNNLM)
T RG2S 50 BT JoRH BPTT (Back-
propagation through time) fifb5H¥E, TS T n
TCTE VAL rp ) e D0 7 LS I ROR, Bl S W5
t, Mikolov 45— E7F RNNLM FAE&Fhecdt, 10
R I TE R R8T 48501,

G P 2 10 2455 i T Y2 P A P P B ) 2 )11
Zrn JE AR — B, HRAEST B RORZEN. 1
A28 ) 25 S AL BN &L 6 BT

Hierarchical log-bilinear &5 {2 #!

2224

@ {5 ¥y
sS4

L

{1
)
U v @ W/s (t-1)
L,
Y % -2)

s (—3)
(b) B M 4 it it 7

(b) Transfer process of neural

w {f) »i

s (1)
(a) MR BT R TR
(a) Abstract representation of

neural network architecture network

K6 (RFLE M L2 P

Fig.6 Structure diagram of recurrent neural network

K 6 (a) J& MR E R L, hT e
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W28 2 AR P40 L, PR AR - BoUsl= i i
JERRA I PSRt BRI A SRR

s(t) = sigmoid(Uw(t) + Ws(t—1))  (6)

A, w(t) 24 FH A One-hot representation 3
NSRS ¢ AR A ) s(t) )RR B2 R
& os(t— 1) mERR E—DNRBZERE V6
s(0) " DARER/MA (10 0.1) f—A A&, Bl
s(1) = s(0).

K 6 (b) FRRTEFIHZE M 4 i I e, f—
ASHR R, PG IR 2R X 25 Bk i A BT IR A ] )
HE—NREZERES, TR T —MREERS; &R
THHESH A REZRE; & B2 R4l E s
VA FIT D) 28151 38) f 1 45 2R

ANETFE n AT AR T~ — 0] i 7 1A
2, EP AR 22 ) 2% ] AELCIE 7820 Ho R e f b SOfs
BRI N —N3). X Fp oy XL br B - AE, W
R— AL P P A /2, wimT e % 2R KPR S
HE, SEHEMEGEEELEE RIS A LT n A
R E DA T R R Z Bl 2 R
Feit R, Mikolov 217 SR T — Rk 4> 4110 7 35
EETABE A, K (V] ARG V] V] 4, e
VIV BT, HIE T — BT R AL Fdd T
UK, o HE TAHNM TR, SR REY
H O(m), W% 2%+ Mnih A1 Hinton F7 42487 29)
HE 7 O(log(|V])). H @XMy i R s
SER LU B, AT AT IR ZE A5 1.

2.2.2.5 ETiAREMEHERE

Collobert A1 Weston 7F 2008 Z£ 1 RIEH T —
PR IR A ] i BV Y, SCrh R G 5 T b
ATEET 9] 1) 5 58 U 2 T H AR 5 AR BRATE 55, A
PEARE . v SRR FTER B 1B A bRt
TAE. ARFET SRR 0 TCIEFALAL, AT 0] 1)
G VEERR AR AR, 25t 5.

EX 5. X fwipgr, - we—y, wy) FRE
S n ANMERYIME. f R SR o, AR
R RRE. f AR, IR O TR
[ AR, R ATEA L B oL, WRREAL
A HERRIE i, f (ERFRR A )

5T I1t, Collobert il Weston fifi Fi Pair-wise
TrERIN SR B Hop ) A/ ME H AR R $k
mr.

S 3 max{0,1 - f() + fa(w)}  (7)
zeX weD
X, X AN A IS n ookl D 2
AT, o FORIEHEAR, o(w) Fon AR, 1Rk

f(z) BIEFEARRIMEF R, f(r(w)) 2 RREARR I
fE AR 20 (7) RS — SRS SR I ZRiE R
W) n JTENEERVE N IEAE AP LR 15 Fra i
FEAI3E 12 55 AN M A A 5 3. o(w) 3
N w B IR EE o W EE, XA, B
ZARB R R ZBUE LT B 8 A& IR R, W]
PMERSREAG. fst (7) 7T, IEAEA R AT
EREAZRDEH 1 4

[ ERE AR B AR ISR [36] A 2% 254
— 3 BN FEZATE T 1) &R n AN T
XF I ] ] B R IR T — K ) 2) R = A
Zid—)ZM B EEE]. AFATET: Collobert
1 Weston #8130 py 4y )2 A — AN SRR 5
43, T SCHR [36] BEAUNINA |V A58 b, R
HardTanh f tanh 0% REAREIRTT A ARE.

Collobert 1 Weston #FIh % 11 n {HIXE N
11, /M (V] 8524 130000, 1 485 7
JESCHE R B E AL TR SR 7 R RSB T C&W
Jalm . AH AR ), C & W in] [ & 35 B
H:

1) C&W i &AL & /NG Bin]. Wit & i,
N [ T H At 3R] i) B 0 R/INE ] 4 AR B, R 2RO
X KNG, B FIEER B/ NS 11 DAL 2.

2) C&W i) il i 2 B2 > 153 1.
R C&W il 2 FE I AR« i LR 5
FEZATS AR 2P BB 2 X JE A5 By, DT HoAth
JrEP RO A

Turian Z87¥% Collobert 1 Weston FirsZHL
C & W [0 &5 Mnih FI Hinton 523 1) &2 i
TR SR AR AR AR iE R Eiz4T T HLB
(Hierarchical log-bilinear) #%4, 15| T 5% — 457 4]
) fE. Mikolov 45/ 2 #1116 45461 /v 28 1 R4 3%
AIE >y S 1) 2t 1) 3] ) 2 T HAY word2vec (4R SR
2.5.2 e TIZ LAA), HIZHF CBOW #4Y
(Continuous bag-of-words model) F1 Skip-gram ##
4 (Skip-gram model), 4352% H| Hierarchical soft-
max F Negative sampling fEZ2i#471% 1. CBOW
BBUA Skip-gram ARUE (LS = Z 580, BlEAZ .
W E MG ZE, FrRRIR 2, BE 7 C A F
wy W3 we—o, wieq, Wiy1, Wey2 YR T T
V] we, WA 7 (a) Bi7m; TG 2 78 TS Fil i)
we PRI, M H RS W2, Wi—1, W41, W42,
e 7 (b) B

23t word2vec T H AU G545 2 i) 3] 1] & 248
REFHIZEHE (Word analogy) #5:, FE— @R La]
DA Tl o 1 SCREA TR BT, T8 1) 3R S ) R
TR B TransESS) 11232 2 Fob v i 2
. R P R A R SR L SRR S HI A
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SEARIAIH R AR, AT DA = (K. XA &BiK) %
ZFn. TransE B =iy R REEEARIIE
IRB BRI, (15 = Judi 2 L. FIHRIERR
] S AR SRR O 3R, ] DAE INAE 5 M i 55k 2.
[ A LR AR

HWNE AYE WilE

Input Projection Output

MAR B mllzE

Input Projection OQutput

@, 2 @D
W, «
= o, @, -1
O [ [
Deez [ @,
12

(a) CBOW fi%
(a) CBOW model
K7 Al word2vec fYARRTYZEH &

Fig.7 Model structure diagram of word2vec

2.2.3 REFL

R A T AEI, T OEER A S I 2% 1
BPASE, AR BB R A ZBIRE)E (B—)2) #
Y. RIS R g HLB i35 SR, 4
RACKR P H B3N H BIDFE, Wdn] AR5 28
DL LAt T VTR Y A5 X

[HiHy - - - Hi]e(wy)e(ws) - - - e(w,) =

Hic(wy) + Hye(ws) + -+ - + Hie(w,)  (8)

JiT DA ik 28, A AR AL, 2503
BT 2 B a2 1 SCE L. Bengio SR H
BRI LA 56T M B L 4 g ) 4
Collobert 1 Weston H§# & BRI T #4650, FIH
LA A = 745k f 43fH; Mnih #1 Hinton
ST AR P g Al THE S R
s ; Mikolov 2 ] T 434 st S Bk 147

H4h, Collobert 1 Weston [ 52 35 2% 55 B B0
FH T BERLAT GG AL, Rr] M SR ARG, FEAN R R
% ERBCRERA T (Rl & BN Gk,
SEPR AR B GT . AR 3R] o) = AR B RRAE R, Turian
202 {SLIG R C & W HIRAE G 4% SR S SE
TEAR ] P AR08 Fe Mnih A1 Hinton) 52 9y i)
FE 28 T B A, RO A

i Mikolov &R KL T — A B AR
PG 1) A 3] i R 2 R A 6 R, AT DA WA 1]
mPEREH. FIWELHE o 50 XA,
ELEMT c H5d XK, BAELE a. b, c
FIWr e(d) 24T 98 ) & c(a) — e(b) + ¢(c).
40 52 56 A & B AT 3] W) & e(king) — e(queen) &~
c¢(man) — e(woman), #—#H %, e(queen) JEIkHE
% e(king) — e¢(man) + ¢(woman) f¥i] [a] &
] 5 2 (A FEAE B X PP Ze M P88 K &R, A W BE R

(b) Skip-gram A&7
(b) Skip-gram model

][] 5 R R &R 1Y) . Mikolov 45 [ 5256 45 SR
[FIFEZRHH, 1ERHEE A, 1] o) & R SR il 4, X — A [F]
Collobert I Weston[29! sz 4t 52— 3.

2.3 EMEBRIESIRAIRE S S N RS

Bengio #& 1 T 2K H B B B % (Stochastic
gradient descent, SGD) Il 2515 & 45 ¥ 1) 2 1)
WO H R S A ST R T B I
BRI SE a0 I g Btk . BRI %X
—id R, WATE AR AE B SRE T AL R 2
ST SRS, AR AN 8 Fs.

g

g g | gAY | g | R
NG Ptk LERNE

KRBT (Deep model)

SLAHE 5

8 i) H SATE F AL BRI TR 2 > W 2R A4 el
Fig.8 Deep learning application architecture for NLP

D] MBS, FIXEBAE S, 1k
T I L2 P 25 25 H, AT TR SR o o) AT ALE

g

B 2. BIRKGA. SRHBEE T B A oL
IR IR XX TR 2 R

IR 3. BAIWILAIL. TEEPD K 2 I 2% B2
& b FI 25 45 A AR RE W S5 ih k.

FR 4. SR . IV AR SRR A
1.

IR 5. MBI, KA B R TS AR AL L
AR, WERBA, TR S H R ot
A BOR; ARk B A 2K, TR R Ak
(Regularization) J5yEiHHe iz,

2.3.1 MEEARRRIESR

T T ) B ARTE F A B R B SR,
Je B R AL AR IR G5, PIE R KR 45 A Sin-
gle words. Fixed windows. Recursive sentence 1
Bag of words; H K 22% AL ML R, Tk
L AL R KA logistic (“sigmoid”). tanh. hard
tanh. soft sign. rectifier %, WK 9 f7s. sigmoid
BRI H S o BT EL A R 15 1 A A, AT S A
T [0, 1] DXRIABILGT, 5288 1 A i 22 190 2% o) 1 o 4
i H; (H2, sigmoid MEHILR AT LR )T, REREIK
TR M 2850, X SRS R Ik 22 0 g 14 L
VER R ERRLTARYE, [FIBHEAR T EREM 2. 5
I FE, rectifier pRECHEA BMAPEIE, AT AT A
ROGEARTR BE M 28 Il SRS 2R B2 e Ab, SEvtaRm, X T
TREERI 241 5, tanh sRECVERE S fE, (AR W2
fx; hard tanh BRECEL, HEACMAITRE. L
LR ARt s B 9 Fs, HA
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1.0

08F

0.6F

04}

_ 06 =02 ~ 02f
5
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—02F

-04}

-0.6f

—0.8F

1@

S = oW

-1.0

6% 2 0 2 4 o 05 0 5 05
: 0

(b) tanh p%[A
(b) Graphic of tanh

(a) logistic F%KIA
(a) Graphic of logistic

function function

(c) hard tanh ER%El
(c¢) Graphic of hard tanh (d) Graphic of soft sign

function

6
.
iy 1
-0.6 b
X 3

-1 =
0 5 =5 0 5

(d) soft sign EEEl

3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
z

(e) rectifier pR%kI&
(e) Graphic of rectifier

function function

B9 UM AR s BT A R

Fig.9 Visual representation of several commonly used nonlinear functions

1) logistic (“sigmoid”) pR%L:

f) = Q
2) tanh pREL:
e? — =%
fley = S (10)
3) hard tanh pRZ%L:
-1, z< -1
f =4 = 1<a<1 ()
1, z>1
4) soft sign pREL:
z
6= 5 (12)
5) rectifier pREL:
£(2) = max(z,0) (13)

2.3.2 1HAKE

FREE T M 2 0 A v, A A
WAt BERSIAIE T S AR B A e I SR B 1
Je, TR AR 2§, RS EWHERR; H
W, TER RS Bn, PR (AN 5 b g
R AImZE, DA AR — 2L
2.3.3 REFIRL

BRI RI IR 1k, 155 B RURZ i m B R 0,
Ik E R 20 W E S R EREE w &8 0 1)
LT B HK, WENE w € (—r,r),r =
V6/(fan., + fan,.), B fan, Hii—2F %0
ZEEEL fanew NG — 2GRS SRS B, 5E
I A
2.3.4 1EEML

iR E W RS EMI % &0 N
SR {W,bY, Wk W4 R 41, b g ] 2% B

TR B (Bias). & MLACAL YA A BEHLER B2 R
% (SGD). LBFGS (Limited-memory Broyden-
Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno). 3t #g # & T & CG
(Conjugate gradients).
SGD ke XanF:
OL(Z;,0)
a0

X, LONIURREL, Ze NI, 0 S50,
& JrF 2] AR SGD kR T a4 o) R I I HE,
] B PR IR R 0 — A E(E, VR &R A R
H Hop o) AR B N (R Zh A2 40 i ek, DAB PR A
Wesl. SR S IRE BOE L O(1/t), TEX
TR H:

O — 9= ¢, (14)

EoT

max(t, 7)

TERAIS R, ANFE WA SRR AR A A R A
s, WEXAFEN S, MR, i
ESHAERLRA UM 1 52E) MER T, LBFGS
PIRCR B AR 4, CG S3yE OB H H A,
PR SEETE AL, Beah, WA R TE/ NUB R S L, )
LBFGS 5 CG FERA; AR A REIRE A1,
SGD By w5 2 2 80 1) JH B P e B 00 KRB
L BFE LB, IR GER A
AR, FERRUE AU B I 2R S A A A
Ik, X B BER I GHEALTR I GEN— DT
£, — PN mini-batch. 7ESLFRILLS RS, HAET
# F A2 mini-batch 1) SGD flifbiiiyk.

TEIRJE S 2] W 26 v, 46 B2 3R 7R S RE AT L AT 31
M IE X, A BT 25 SEERO T al— 25 1. X
T] B 2> R B 25 AT AL HURE e, AT SR EOBREE
W SR AR AL A B S AN B SL
2.3.5 1REVFEE

23t AR BRI RN A RIAL, W s B A,
T EFEAN BAE I AL AR, 55— d i =X
o PARBIALEEL. w] DA i RG4S R S E i 15 3
X H By, Wn] DA DR 28 ) 2% 4 s B TR, %
SRR AT 2405, K, W RARE I ARifE L1 8§

(15)
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L2 1) Regularity FRATAEEBCEN, 238 R M Migilk
I AL FARRT IR FE AR, $ETH T 5 B BE AN A 1
ZALhE

2.4 HEEBRIESLERNRES S HENH

AH LT R RS & Ak T B i 2R, TR
IAE H ARG T A PR B AR BUS B S, (H
TEPA T AH R 2 40, ARl PEpRyd: . A0k o . 1 X
3 BRI EVIE N, H SRR
2.4.1 SriAFNEAMERE

A3 TR B W, RS TS E
A G R P AR AR (Part-of-speech
tagging, POS) & 45 & 41 b &l g T, 4n
JEZSTH] L Bhinl . 2155, PRI ZEPRE: 5 PR

AE TS A Pl FR AR YE T TH, 45 AR EE A 2] T
JAH KT A 52 J) 1) 52 Collobert 45 fiff 58 T
VEESE M A B4 ) 3 e & B — 4 R 2 )
246, LT — A R B R PR L BT 44
SEARTE S i A AR A LAY AR AL PRAT:
%) SENNA R48, Bui5 T 5 24k A f 414 5E AH
EE U0V E

A8 SR AR PEARYE J 1T, Zheng SF 5047 T
R B 2 3] S BT SR I T AR al AT 1Y) 32
SR TR ERRAE 2 L. B R R BB Bk = T
TAE. FEFRE R BT, A 22300k IR E A &
260k K I 55 AR 55 AH & W RRAE, AT S A T L
AT 55 A4 T A% (Task-specific feature engineer-
ing); TEEHER R 71, AR H RS R 4k
$& (Unlabeled data) Hls& i S NAER R (In-
ternal representation), #& 5 {# F B3 5 1Y % w2k
P& 5 A M BF A A 1) 3R] P AR B A Y M g AR AR
BUBRYE D TH, A fi142 1) Perceptron-style S53% AR,
Maximum-likelihood 75¥%, FEMEGE_F 3 24 wi i i
PR, EIFEIFE /D, FRlA AN, 20
SCH ] 2836 ORI A, AR H DAY SO
(Character) fEA A G F a) SRS, HHegtT
TR ) R SCR RIS E AR 3 450 T e Tl 25 1
Al HEME.

2.4.2 AIESW

AJ¥EA AT (Syntactic analysis) i) FEAT 42 H
Bl R 5] - H AL S R A v BRASE DA B A YA B AH
H2ZEIM KRR, BRI g0, @ik 6
— AR R, R E S IE YRR E o
SHITH AL i — R S5 H A

Henderson 32 H — fl Left-corner 4] 3£ 43 #7
PI66] P R 22 I 285 B I T R AR A v
Hr; FifiJe, Henderson XCET [A] 25 M 2% | 25 A0 4
Hras7; Titov 24 ] SVM Bigilt 1 — A 28 4

N RN VI 9 38 I m NI 81 A5 0Kl 87 0 VA § s e TR X (W B
TEFAE 27 3] B il b 5 5R gt — 5 vk 2 G iy 7 15169,
Collobert F:TIREEGIA B R M 4842 15 T —Fh
FHF B ARTE AR (g pes ) kU0 20 vk
RS 1) SCARHRRAE, T BRSO 1 RE 8 R 5 24 B e
I B 0 3] 5K B s R LR A AT 28 AH 24, 1 7E T
B E AR

IR, Costa 4515215 R H 8 I #if 28 ) 2%
R TR it e 1 /R 3 40 T R v A% 3 R
B W HE T AL A AT TAEE s TR
VP 28 ) 28 AR R U 5 A5 S, AT TE 4] 3R 43
Brab R m vl gedk; H2ifT A K2y 2000 A~4)F
B4 BT L, AR ke v i A A AR A S D
Menchetti 272 #£ (i F Collins 43MH72%73] A4 pi sk
AR AR b, ) U 22 X 2 AR AN S B P
. AT TAEZEML, Socher 2532 H T—Fh CVG
(Compositional vector grammar) #24 H F4)3k45
Fysm 74 Z R PCFG (Probabilistic context
free grammars) 55 54 48 W G AL B AR S5 6, T840
AT BB ANE SUE R 5 W AR M 2 A1
L, AT R GRS B3 T 29 3.8% (UG T
90.4% ®y F1 1H), 1 HAE s _Edd 2y 20 %.
Legrand %53 Ffaj s ph M 4B 28 T —F H
JEE 1] AR T 7 IR A A T A R
B TR D, AT, B BRI X R A AT
ARG

2.4.3 ANXNET]

FT o B 2R S WL 3R] SRR TE H AR TR F AL
MG EAER ) IZ R, FIanRT DAE R ge2e )
BRI A BCE R R ER R, 22, Bal
K2 B R AAE R A E RSO R, HH
B3 — . XAETER KR R, BRh 38 & ml g —A>
WA EZAE G X TEE NS, &R ET
Ik R RESRALE 28 A {5 B Huang 2070 ¥
Collobert #I WestonY fELmt b, $#2H T —Fh i
TR 28 ) 25 AL TR ) 1) 2 2] Bl i 2R
AN A J5 SCAR BRSO B, 25 > BB B 4T 2R 5 1]
NP BRG] AT A S REANEI 2 R TR, SR AT
HORRREIR] 44 B S HE—20, FEELT 2410 ) 3 w1
122 SCHERLRN b, i as XA A i el g, 75 m] )
EHEFEEE UE R SCER M, M T At
Huang %077 ¥55 N TARETE AHACLRE f .

Socher %423 7 XHE F B IR EE FLAMT SO At
AR, BN TR] B 1) o 28 TR 2 AR TRl R ) 2 2
HASE] T 585 B, (R TR R BRI
KRB A L, WAETE T — 2 W R g
FEAR T AR AR T AR R U e 8 R 25 A
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A, AR T I A S JEE N A 2 Ay e R R
AN AT DU R AR AR R A . 1%
P 25 AR b ) B A5 AT E— 1) B AT AR
T e R BT 3R A R 3G R AR K 40 30 B 1) A
BRI AAE B B A = PO ] 0 5255 T RS T
S PERE, 20 0 R i - A T AL A A ) AT
T SEIARCHI SO 2SI AR 2, AR
LA bR U EHSE

(IR

T %1 (Sentiment analysis) FR A i [m] P4
AT = LA E (Opinion extraction). i UL 4% i
(Opinion mining). @&z (Sentiment mining) .
FWAAT (Subjectivity analysis) &5, B2 XA 1H
AR T SCA AT A AP L VAR AIHERE Y
AR, WMTEIR A HT X “FHL A%
KN, FEEL S SRR R B ).

Zhou Z4& ) — B PR R T3 IR IE W 2% (Active
deep network, ADN) (%)} Wi 27 >) S5 T g ok
PN T e, AR R A AR R
£ b, TR A TR A X BRI %R RBM, 2k
573 ADN, I3 o B T80 BN RS A IR
I EHAT SO, 2 )5, dia FE B 2] (Active
learning) J5¥%, F ARG B IF RS R 125624 I
Bap S HESE, K H 5 ADN ghfyghdr, 28l 7T —ANH
)P A BT S5 W e — AN, SEIR R, % BIAYTE
5 FiiE s RHUR & EE A RO S R PERE. ADN
Ht RBM PERERIFE S, #8015 a5 T Tobr i I 24
F B =, XA K B T B o T PR g e T
¥ T A A3 (]

Glorot &4 7 — R JH Jo i B2 > 5 2 M
25T B e S AT U R U B R R IR BE
25 IR G TS B e B R, A
Amazon ;=i 4 BPFe EAEEEE BRI AR B
#%. Socher 55T RAE (Recursive auto-encoders)
PR — PR 2 SRR R ) T 1
FETIIN. A2 SR P 1] ) k2 R ) s i A N R B
FIH RAE SEEf s i BF2e o). SCie R, By e
BPEOL TR S 360 R 0. i 1a) o 2 (8] 7 KA
Fik b= R IX— B, Socher 455 AN R
J%£ (Sentiment treebank), ARG & ZRFIPEH) %
JEPY; e BRI B, YIZR5E R RNTN (Recursive
neural tensor network) %, PEEEFR P H: faj A
] OE U R A R 80 % $E R I 85.4 %
FOTE TG RRIIIAN 71 % $E 3 80.7 %. X ir] 484K
BB BRE, Le SEH2M T —Ml: T By m i
(Paragraph vector)!, %7 S T —Fh M A1) 7
By SO v B 3l > B8 K RIER R T

244

SR, FENE BT R SCAR 3 ST 55 B A T 7 2 2,
U R A7 B ) 1E B SR JEHE R R A b RNTN
Rl e 2.4%. Kim 7F Collobert 2244 2211
CNN #AE Al 128 58 Google 23] i [ # T
Ji T2 word2vec 52K T 1000 424~ 5Lin] i) 5 5] o
RN, IR T 551 B 2 2 e 1 ek
fAT B AR B AT 55, BUS T 88.1 % 1) 4B sk
A2 XIF-FRERIE T BigData BUAR: R4
SRR E R, TR 2E ) BB S RE i R n] BRI
HSLgh R

2.4.5 WIRENF

HlasHliE (Machine translation) J&#]H T &AL
BB B RVEE S FA R 5 —F EH A B G S 1
B, WAy BB B, TR MG
AT A R AR LA T A Y
A 2 X 2 et L SR T A A S 1 i B i A 22 AL
25%07% (Neural machine translation, NMT) J5 %
PR A,

REZBGET P25 B3 R G AOR BT X0 ik
PEHEZR (Log-linear framework), 45 E 2L BUSEN
R, ABAR SR An Ry BR e 1) FrikdefiE
T B G RERUA G BRAEVE G 2) FRAE Tk — 2 i
FEVLIH DAGE S s AE v S £EX) B R R, Liu 4642
W7 PR 2 W 28 A A (Additive neural net-
work) S0, Fi T4 R 14 Gt A Ak B R AR,
SR JH 8] [ e R A1 1] G B A 4K R SRR AR [ B, RS
28 ) 4% 1) g AMHL, AR YA v A H e 2 R AT
% RS TR PERE. X FE (Word alignment)
Ty RN AR TR R B R . Yang %5 TIRE
M2 2% (DNN) S H T —F B s i el st 55y 3B,
BTN Z E A M 2 5] AR E /KRB RBAL, M
I FH P 2 0 28 e T B 1T SRS 1) 1) S 41541
IR K EEESR e R . FE KB e
TN FEAT 55 1 52 B R BH, 12 07 ¥ BURR- 3 0 1) 3] % 5%
g5, T 2B DR BHRBIAURT IBM Model 4.

5 BB G A AR b i b 28 0 28 £ X R &R
G0 SR R I AN TR ), 0o HS B e e L R 3
FA T — s B i 2 S R YR 828 A b
AN HNEEAA] T, H B B3R5 AR 153 1) 14 1
TXF; GEA R M 4, S5 A NE AT R R
FR AR A ORI ) 0, B 2 i H AR
A, e dLas B A I 25— AT DATE
PO+, HAEREN B Ry R—. KA 2
W2, BT BERE, MLAREIEE T DASE eSS
BT X gL, SRS R B
BHARIT Y BE, Bk arg max, p(Y|X).

F50 b, HAER R 2 B e hL g By
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VAR R T — 20 i 48 (Encoder-decoders) #%
RS8R R AL ST SO R
NI AR JEEAS [T 1A ) 1 G i A A A ] 7 K B2 g )
i, 2 AR AR ) E RS A o R B AR X
BRI A, AT DR — SR E il 22 ) 28 A5, 5]
WGP 22 W 2. T8 A R Ak 22 284 R G A
PIHEZE Y, it e Ad A m) ¥, 2o gl th A )
i e TR

hy = f(=73t7 ht—l)
c=q{h, - ,hr.})

Hrp, hy € R" FoRBE 20 t I REARES, ¢ 2
ZA ARSI A S a, f g 2R R
B lhn Sutskever 254 fi 2 2 LSTM (Long short-
term memory) Fix f RS, R E ER SRR
c FIETS: &S 2 W75 {yi, - s yp—}
HIEE T, EFRAR 2 28 I 25 0 2 i 2 FH ok Tl R —
AN Yy FRAR:

(16)
(17)

p) =[]l - pate)  (18)

H,y ={y, -y, b, BT IEASERM LS, A4
AR ] DU T

pWel{yr, - ye—1},€) = 9(Yi—1, St €)

Hodr, g AR 2 BREL, ] DA JG PR 0 28 ) 2%
BEIR, s S TEI A M 2 1 B 2. Y 4
14 [’fﬂ]ﬂ PASR FH MG A4 28 ) 2 FN A B 2 ) 25 1R A 3=
/j—‘_\. 82 .

i T P 2 R 28— A 174 ) 2 T SR ) ) At
25 ) 2 T3 TERE S A AR ) T T A R 4 ik
B E KB ) e, SRR AL B AT IS R RE B AR
PRIME, 2 AR 3T He Y1 458 ) e v i K A5 22 1 )
F. Cho Z5CE0F WK 5 fis A A) KBS I, 4
) ) 2 A TR A B o AR R T 9 AR A Bk
Ff1, Bahdanau & 5| A T — 9" & 1Y g 5 ff i #5452
AU AR RR A, R UORE LR
HXRAE S, DA C LB 0 H b, Mgy AR
JIRLEIR B 328 > HARATEIR G 5 X 55 B An i
Tl ARG R A A BN W] ) 2, BB A 2
T2k P FE B A g ) T Gt B T A T A T K BT
), T2 g A it — S P A 2
B, wE AT DAKE 1) 2 )3 91 A e B — A 3 1 ) o T 4R
FTfn, X Fhoy 1500 28 ) 2% B R B AU W 5
FE L) 25T 5 N\ ) T 0B, ST (] B .3 BRI el
T B G L) F L) o R AR A PR /A () B 1 i e B
If. Dong & 5T 2415522 WL &5 >, i@t 7E

(19)

X5 0 7 S S DL B S
WOFR, HIE T R B2 F R
BT,

25 EMEAESLBHRESIFATA

M HAESOHEMIRESY P& T
B Z, Wi LEFT AR, 7 A R ET
Python., C++. C B Java % A A FiEITES
SR SR PR BUORE SR, AR S 31 b 2 X 28 AR Y 1Y)
AlE, A PA4r A m) RBM/DBN (Deep belief net-
work) ZE4 . BRI M L (CNN). R4 W
2 B M g S HESE - & ARIEZDBE B AR A
], AT PAGY A B AR R 32 2 5 B AR Ty i 56 BRI bR 2K
J ) T H AL 78 R A% Bt T 1) STk A T 45 H4 = B AN
] B I RE SR 4. T TSR] A A 47 LS ML A g T
B ) IR T A
25.1 H¥E/ITAG

I B, BOh SRR S IR B A ST RE AL Y
JE PR B0 2 & K Montreal k2f LISA (Labo-
ratoire d'Informatique des Systémes Adaptatifs)
L6 %= Bergstra 21 % #) Theano, 2 —1ET
Python i& & M, S T URBE2: ) M R B AL J 3
%, 1 RBM/DBN 4§, WA 8 I 2 4 A
KIE X Al e Al S B ris 55

Theano EA VAT 1) ARUER NumPy.
NumPy J&—~ ] Python Sl iy #f# it 5 6, —
FEOFIAR B A0 Az 5540 Scipy BC& 6. Theano fif
Jl numpy.ndarray £ lgw iR %L, M Numpy
FER%R. 2) Al EN AT GPU ¥&. 58— K4dE
FRMWITT AL, S8 32 73 SE0
CPU ik, iHHEHEZ 45 100 245, 3) ARUNAT
FIX4reJ). Theano WA M SCRHA 1 ANEEZA
AP REEL. 4) R R RIE
v BUEAR/D, WEETTH R3] log(1 + ) MIERISER.
5) XA C oA . 6) B RZ A A%
FATT. ATy (EHUS I A2 W 22 P2 A B B R

7t Theano E:fili b, J5 2SR E B S & T A
ZIREFEESHELE, 4 Pylearn2. Blocks. Keras 4¢.
K Python 5 SEHA) Keras j&—~B3K 5 .
1 BEBLHAL B fh 28 W 2 2, T e i) F2 2 H AE TR
T 6 A R A8 DLtk A o TR R 2 3 S 1) Jir B HE 28,
A R A Sy PROME T £ TR B R Ik, Keras 1Y)
PR REAEH U, W AP S B T A 22 0 4%
B 1A 228 0 2 B2 R B T A S IR R L ABE AR, ) k)
fiefgizfT T CPU M1 GPU 4. Keras FIwEip4 L
HAH 2 TE Theano FEELAE EAEN, FYA AN
T 1ET Keras iR #5555 — Nk %% TensorFlow.

TensorFlow 22— AR, i 5 i Google
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N EIHLES B R I K0T A R i A1 BL (Google
Brain Team) JF & 5E M, HEZE R THEILAY>
SR PERR 28 W 25 BF 52 °F- 6. IR SR ) s i 1]
QS BB AR, i I L R R &5 R R R B s
B, BRI RIS 2 R FES. R R A T
RWE&, R, RiS—KH %k, LHFENE, B
AITERHL. IRSS Al skt fs EiimiatT, XHZ%
CPU/GPU 4.

Z Al TensorFlow 0] ATERFhik 5 _FizfT %
B2 R B A4 MShadow, X th 2 Z2 47 a7 BASE A
R 8 E B, BT C+4/CUDA 53,
Y #F CPU/GPU/Z GPU AR RS FE%K
BE EY I LT CXXNet Al MxNet 4311 2R EE
SEOJRELE, Mg — A R AR T AA.

252 HIFEFRMEIR

55— E H RIE T AR5 BUS B R TR
B aE S W B Wk 2 SENNA, g Collobert!?® 4]
BAFF &, HoA 2R R fa B ST PSR (A 4RO H:
i ERIBEF A T R, B RS eE S,
POS Tagging. Chunking. Named entity recogni-
tion, Semantic role labeling % U/~ 8 5 H SR 5
T AP ) B EORE PE BEER S 2 B i A R A 4.
SENNA 3R K%y 3500 17itniE C 157 (ANSI
C) R seH, W PABATHERL %5 150 MB N7 H 32
Frip B0 ENCr & B H Rl i ioAs 2
SENNA V3.0, 5T 2011 4 8 H. SENNA 4551
SR EATE Wikipedia FAESE 2 AN H B A Fri)l| 2509
T E, CREAFRAE N Z 4Ema, WA T AR B A
BE AP

5 IAHZERIR, Google A HIFE 2013 4EFHFJEEK
1 word2vec 25 1] Ay S BUHE ] £ 1A 2T
H.. word2vec i %5 2.2.1 379 pr$ %] Distributed
representation ji][n]fF R X, Hd— =20
LAY 25, W] DARESCAR N AL IR K 4
i) 5 25 (B s 5 320, ORI SRR L,
SR AT DA )i S A P ) R R (AR EG R RS . cosine A
BLEE) k. word2vec FEHf £ W 45 AL 1)1 25 v,
MR 1] 1 I AR %8 R ) Huffman 4 55 3% 11 3 )2
T RECH , TR R TR, TR ) B2 T R
Hb, iR AR TR . SLR i, I
B FRAILIRUA Y word2vec, #E— RN A LAYIZ: FAZ
Al XFRNZR Rk, g word2vee 7E H SR 1E
AL R AZ UG Y — A A

2.5.3 ZHMEMNEIEE
REME R AN e Rom i sIE X, FET

T ) B SR & A PR DR B2 > B ). BRie b, A
T ERR, I WG EE S > A RYER ok Ak PR 7]
1) H ARG 5 AL PRAT 555 BAE S Eer, (0 FM R i v
ROR N B IL 2 BRI 2 M 2% . IR 28 ) 2%
FIIE -1 i 28 ) 2% 55
2.5.4 REMEMEZEH

H5 A Ruslan Salakhutdinov £ Matlab
K —H/NR g B E (Matrbm, Estimating par-
tition functions of RBM'’s, Learning deep Boltz-
mann machines)®?, 2 B Il 2k b 5 2
> W2 AL, a0 RBM, BRACR K. Bl S B0
Deeplearning4j Jj&— BRI, 88 LR 2
SJHEZM -G TH, 3CFf GPU, 7] Aizf77E Hadoop
2R S oY o NS Y X & OB LIS R
4. Deeplearning4j K ] Java/Scala &5 L T
RBM. HEF{FM% (DBN), LSTM. i#I9 H 2l
fid#s (Recursive autoencoder) 45— ML f % i
PREE 25 A, AT EERY . oA A B TR EE
L AEAEZLPR AL T R A7 A AL A
2.5.5 HRWEWEITR

LA 2 W 42— IR 2 B TR ) B AR F
PR PR B 2E S AR A, BT E] ) SENNA B 2
— L T A 2 N 2% B Y T LA Ak,
il L4 2 44 B R 28 ) 45 AR B S B T Cuda-
convnet, ConvNet PAKNES 2.5.1 F7422) 1) Keras 2.
Cuda-convnet?2 22417 Cuda-convnet 75 i,
K C++/CUDA 528, kit 5T BP %,
ConvNet J&—/~RH] Matlab 534 B 28 B 2%
T HAL.
2.5.6 EARHEMEETR

B 2R ik 25 100 2 DA B A ot £ ) 4 A 23 A, g i 4
RAE B AATE T A BRGUSAIA N & i A T I IR A
SIBAL, EOCHR AR 2 R B X T A ER R T
FSEEE, R Python 15558, £T Theano
1) Keras, RH Java 5 8750 ORI 5
1 Deeplearning4j 4. HAhA A —LL S ATE
H 1975 L B4 Tomas Mikolov JF % f 5L T A FR 44
Z M 18 A T A (ke UTF-8 #%
A A i8R . Richard Socher JF % (4 32T I 4
Ze W 4y T AP0 2 SpioE HARTE ALY 4
FE S5 h B e e Sk A

3 FEEMERESKRKRMARGE
3.1 HEFRROEERE
“HIRET” WP T IR AR 4K

2Mikolov JF % RYTEI M2 M 254857 http:/ /www fit.vutbr.cz/ imikolov/rnnlm/

3Socher )i 2 M 4457 http://www.socher.org
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Pe” ey A, MIEIB . TS AR R R U
EAE s BRI MR, miE C ety A
TR SCIRERE, R N M H A B 5 2 10, 1
JaF R IR, BB S NI AL, X —pi 2
IR TE T AL BRI A A . ) fe KRG ANTR]. R, K
IPRAR R, O A R A IR RR L TS T T e
eI BRI, AR B AR TE S U7 A B
KEEBANE? HAEEFIRE SR, MRS E
FARFE B, AN BEUS L TR B =7 2] I AN [ 73 2 s
ERoR, oy RAE R A, 2 02k,
RIS LR IR BT R S

HRIRA, T 5 RS B A TR % > i
AR Al £ 2342 Word embedding &, 2 n[
REZEARE S b, Ak Word (3R B0 A B AR ],
AN SO AT DA B A s A 2R, R SO A A T A 4
o, AR R i RS RLN, K Word Heff
NI EFRIR.

TEAAPRER LA 2] 5 B AR TR 5 AL BE AR AR
SFEEG I, H AR B A S 7 VA
AR AETE. BUA AR, HOBCE R B A2,
DATR] B TR AR S S A, A 1) R R A A T
X, G R 70 25 2 I A5 B R RFAE W] AT I
PEIUA BT RRAE A 2 B ) FR g rh AT A 2L,
BEAN, SO A RF R P2 > B 5 2 i 22 S M RR 25 5 )
7L Y R, U2 e R s SN A 1 1 ) e
25 0 245 AT P o 20 00 2 ST AU A 90 —40- 51 881 i,
AR IR B S 2] 5 A SRR AL ML S5 A A AR
LY AR R AT ST A

3.2 FIERIa)I N RE

T i) AR 16 5 AL BRI 22 ) WF 9 A, H Al
WAL TR AL B B, JAE A MR A ) SRR
TG R 2 2 L 138 5 22 0 25 R P 2 M 25 45 2
ZABNREWH, B R, FLEa
AR AL B U Y TR 5 = > A 2R Al A B 5 I %
AHEARR MR A .

TE B A MR 2 BB, MR TE
B A A P SR AR Ty . RN
P 2 2 B T DU ) R A 2 2] AR 2. T RE )
fROTT A R Z BT 4 Rk £1
PO RN CIDA i B77kE g vivs & e p i 0y WA o S R

W BRI R R b, o 58 Ay )
FENGRHE L. il R, TR S B )1 o S ot
FEER PRS2, AN, BIRPERERIIL S, — S
IR EAR R K. B AR, I gRat R
SPISOL g — A, AREERF A H AT RO T
P (2, DXl R SR ARG DL A o A R B
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