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SR FGENS T 45 3 SCASHEWT L i & R e S IAE S5, ikt &
AR BN 2R o ASCHE e BRI SRR S, FHE > BARiTkE
AL SCA G 2R i) R T SO SRR B 18 IR SO 7 SR SR AT
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11 BEEX

ARG FAL SRR F45 € SUARXARE Iy € CIHMEST, KA C = {c1,cp, .., 1}
NTE LI EE o SCARD R Rt CEIEI3E. HriE 2k, 1
ERG A EERAEE AL Z KN 5o X R B R PR AT 17 K
STl g A UG S SR AL R SR SRR s K SCEARYE A B P AR e S BE 4T U2 mT
TR B R 54

i DR B AP C B BEAT B 7 S SE ORI /A 55, e iR 1 BRI
o (B KB N ZRE0HE 75 2 UL AL B K BN [ AURS /7 EATARIE, IX A1 4
TREARCEIE 1 B 2 X I R A bR IC B MR A 7 55 A& . Wt g 1] 2> &
PRCFEA B SCAR R8sy KU RN 5, bRt A, BA

1.2. &R

ARG KRG ETE X ENEEGCHNGEHEAESGXY), Hihc=
{c1, e nCely X = {2, %0, o, X JNIARES, Y ={y, Y2 o, YA ELES
W ZRBE M A I T 45 58 SCARXAHE T 200y € Co TR SEARICREA I SO 73 2K
KA, AERRICEE B B A U, R B ORE S T U AR i XA R A XY =
{xl, ¥, ., x¥Y, LD BARCAEAR (XY YY) — R ZR 53 AR M A L5645 72 5L
AxHEWT Sy € C.

1.3. $haR

H BT SR 7y 7%, @I AR B ARG B LA E, A B IR
28 L8NS SCASEAT AL, Softmax 5570 ZRA X [ AL I SCAR AT 7028 . (HAE—
Belgy 5N BSCAS 2K, RS SG AT A8 A ARG EE B A BRI AN, ARic Bl
YaT oMk, Wi aiiel. AR e A U SCAS B b i /5 AT Lk s SRR
NHEAT, 5 & BIPRE A A AR L B 0 Wik FEIX SRS, 200
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EE TENIER . BIEERITIRER

2.1, TR ¥EHR

2. L.1. ZRoMdass

Z

C

T A T 8G SCAR 7 AT 5 RA IR R GRS, % VPN Fe b i 2
(Accuracy), A&FE (Precision), HFIZ (Recall), F1score 5. & X:
TP J& 44 ISR TNy ISR AR A A4

N AR IESEHI A SR M REA A H

-n

P A TSR TN o IR SR AIFE AN

-n

TN R TS TI A S R A S

HERA R U SRR AL R 0 SRR AR SRS el -
TP+TN

Accuracy = oo TN ¥ FP + FN M
i REARTE I Ay TEA5 ) B b, SR T8 B o5 B 43«
o TP
Precision = TP T FP (2)
A [l ZE 0t S TN T A R A5 S S By 45 S FR B A
TP
Recall = TP FN (3)
F1 score 1% PrecisionfRecall {1 A1~F-1:
2TP
F1 (4)

~2TP+ FP + FN

2. 1.2. RIS

T 20K, BUEMEABIEN. B EIERI PN RER ) 25 R R 20 v
%

Z?’=1 I(y; = 9)
N

(5)

Accuracy =



22. BiEsE

WA H RS BN, K8 P SOAHEHE 56800 93 9 B8 S04 73 R AT55 B 15 70 #
(Sentiment Analysis, SA). #7lE 725 (News Categorization, NC). F@47r
(Topic Analysis, TA) HdE4E DL K BSOS STA 73 AT 55 BB LR (Paraphrase
Detection, PD) HlH 4R 1E & #EWT (Natural Language Inference, NLID S5 £,
ForoRe SCIRAE 55 HI T 45 € N0 78 SR MR, BT =001 55: ARG
HHERUTESS, S X AT CRrFeRie), A —FHRXRRETHES. Bar.
TIERRW—K, BT 2 0FAE5%. R SORS BB S AR E Bk 1

PR

1 H SR R
AEITE KA | A% | b W | %
Yelp[3] 285 |SA AL S PRR I B ARSI BHE . —Fh | [52][46] | HEde
SRS DAL FIPRZSE, BN Yelp—5e
A AR A7 A IE T 251 Yelp—
2. Yelp—5 FANEAIA 650, 000 il
ZRFEART 50, 000 NIHRFEA, Yelp-
2 A% 560, 000 MIIZRAEAAT 38, 000
ANET O RERR I AR 2 A AR
IMDB[4] 2 SA NHARRI R R RIS | [16][37] | #Ei%
M KRE. IMDB HAHSHEN Em | [41]
MRS, ¥h 25, 000 25 1F
wo
MR[5] 2 SA B PRSI S, HEMSMNS | [25](29] | &4
R E VR AH I (15 28 1 e L2 A
TR T . B4 10662 M)
THEA,
SST[6] 285 | SA Wrin ARt s R . AW | [161[25] | EEfE
AATH, SST-1 #H4uRiE R (H | [19]
D, HANHE KRR
(SST-2) » SST-1 f4 % 11855 4k HiL
PEE, N 8544 MIZRFEAS, 1101
ANIAFREART 2210 MIRRREA o
SST-2 73 A=, A NINGEE, JF
REFIREE, KAN551R 6, 920,
872 1 1, 821,

R LH MO MRS (80



https://www.kaggle.com/yelp-dataset/yelp-dataset
https://paperswithcode.com/dataset/imdb-movie-reviews
http://www.cs.cornell.edu/people/pabo/movie-review-data/
https://nlp.stanford.edu/sentiment/

AG News[7]

NC

ALFE 120, 000 NMIZRFEAF 7, 600
ANMRFEA . BEANFEAES 2 A Y
SR 1) J i 1 SCAS

[41][55] | Btz
[47]

DBpedial8]

14

TA

KR 28 5 AR, RYE

Wikipedia HfH M H15 SHEGIEE
(Ko SRR RCARL S 560, 000
AMUZFEAF 70, 000 AMIHRFEAR,

5 14 BIR%.

[41][55]
[47]

Yahoo

Answers[9]

10

TA

Yahoo Answers f&—/MELF 10 M6
(¥ 3 AR ICAT S5 L35 140000 A
ZRE PR AN 5000 MIAEHE . SCAE
A TR 7y N TPl a1 - E R
EEATOER

[47][55] | Btz

Quoral10]

PD

FF8 SR ) e I =8 52 A 1) D)«
EOEIE 40 JIA AR, RS R
PR —> ZEME, FER P A R
A

[37] Bz

SNLI[11]

NLI

HrEAR [ ARE S R,
T NLT. ZE¥E%EH 550, 152,
10, 000 1 10, 000 ANAJFXFLHRL, 4
SR FING, FFRFIR .

[23][38]

Multi-
NLI[12]

NLI

#& SNLI [P &, & —A> 433k ) 1%
IS, WE T IHEMBHEIEARE.

[23]1[38] | Btz

SICK[13]

NLI

K2 10,000 NEIER)TX, H
SRR AT RS 2, P A A
_\_‘Zo

[23]1[38] | Bz

2.3, FRUREERIPEREXT E

2.3. 1. FRIRIRE S CA 7 R R H BEXT Eb

R 2 BN T 2 PRI TR B 22 I 2% 1) SR 73 SRR ARLAE 5 L R SCAR 70 R HHfE

F£EMMRELE . BT TN -HOE” B BLRY 4 R 0 BERT[37] -

ROBERTa[39]+ XLNet[41]%5 iR 5 Bz izt U T 1E 45 e AT 55 i AT MBI 4R 026

A


http://groups.di.unipi.it/~gulli/AG_corpus_of_news_articles.html
https://www.dbpedia.org/
https://www.kaggle.com/soumikrakshit/yahoo-answers-dataset
https://quoradata.quora.com/First-Quora-Dataset-Release-Question-Pairs
https://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/snli/
https://cims.nyu.edu/~sbowman/multinli/
http://marcobaroni.org/composes/sick.html

K 2. QMR IRV BEXT LE

SA NC TA NLI
model MR SST-2 IMDB AG News | DBpedia SNLI
TextCNN [25] 81.5% 88.1%
DAN [16] 86.3% 89.4%
LSTM [19] 84.9%
Bi-LSTM [19] 87.5%
Tree-LSTM [19] 88%
TopicRNN[21] 93.72%

BLSTM-2DCNN [29] | 82.3% | 89.5%

DPCNNI[28] 93.13% 99.12%
RNN-Capsule[22] 83.8%

Bert-base [37] 93.5% 95.63% 91.0%
Bert-large [37] 94.9% 95.79% 91.7%
XLNet-large [41] 94.4% 96.8% 95.55% 99.4%

RoBERTa [39] 96.4% 92.6%

2.3.2. HFRDEIMCFEARISCA 7 IARE M BeXT

T 1) /D AR FEAS R SOA 73 SR, HAR RS LNk 3 s, A Sk A 1 Ik
SriT RGBS 2 AU B i DL A I R 1 2 I R AR K AR
VAMPIRE[44]. BERT[37]- TMix[55]» UDA[52]. MixText[55]M4 REdE4T bhse, o
BERT AT TMix £E/> BEARCAEAS EHEAT B4 2, s wh 4 A . 10, 200,

2500 & EAHIbRICHEARE = .



R 3. T A EARICREAS 1 SCA 7 ISR REXS b CRE RIR (551D

Dataset | Model 10 200 | 2500 | Dataset | Model 10 200 | 2500
AG-News | VAMPIRE[44] | - 83.9 | 86.2 | DBpedia | VAMPIRE | - - -
BERT[37] 69.5 | 87.5 | 90.8 BERT 95.2 198.5 199.0
TMix [55] 74.1(88.1|91.0 TMix 96.8 | 98.7 [ 99.0
UDA[52] 84.4|88.3 |91.2 UDA 97.8 198.8 [ 99.1
MixText[55] | 88.4 | 89.2 | 91.5 MixText | 98.5 | 98.9 | 99.2
Yahoo VAMPIRE - 59.9 | 70.2 | IMDB VAMPIRE | - 82.2 | 85.8
answers | BERT 56.2 | 69.3 | 73.2 BERT 67.5|86.9 | 89.8
T™Mix 58.6 | 69.8 | 73.5 TMix 69.3 | 87.4 | 90.3
UDA 63.2 | 70.2 | 73.6 UDA 78.2 1 89.1 |90.8
MixText 67.6 | 71.3 | 74.1 MixText | 78.7 | 89.4 | 91.3
MERFTUUE W, WRICHEASENIEZ, Sk MERER IR T .

Bt INBEAE B, TRUIZRD7 s B, BERT %5+ Transformer 7EME & bR
TCHE B RS S A T — A TMTE S, SOy T VAE #HT
H 2w i HUI 2R VAMPIRE B2

FEXIFEARTEOL, M Mixup[53, 541E B B ARSI S HEA AT IR (TMix
A, ZURUTT BERT 3£k, A HMEMBALIREMSHE.

1t AINBEAE L, A8 AR B SR — SR DI 2510 7 3, UDA BLJ% MixText 3%
Rzt i T BERT £E/DEFEA ERORII T2 X EE UDA A MixText, UDA 3k
B — B R iC AU JE SCAS B AL o B TR 45 3R, MixText A 17 4 56 SCAR 5
SCAHI TN 25 R ANABCR AN AL 7 2, 20 & R AR 538k MixText B#THE
s Mixup FARRH T NLP 4, 545 oA ICREASFIAT FRic FEARTE Y ZRad FE b

AAF BB, X UDA AARCHEARITCARCHEA ) “HIR07 gk, mREE
BFHIVERE



BEFE BT IREME MR RIT %

MR RIS, B ZR ORI RN, RIS RIFFIE. 5309
RITEA T N TR BVRFIEREAT SCAS 73 38 o TR 57 2] i S - TR EE A 42 X 28 06 3C
AHATRAL ARG, S5 SCA 1) 73 IR 0 R As 34T 7338, I 1 o 7 & i
ISR T AR SRR o AT T A I T IRFER W 25 (K SR 73 071

ALBERT[40]
DAN[16] XLNet[41]
Naive Bayes[1] SVMI[2] TextCNN[25] Tree-1STM[19] DPCNN[28] ROBERTa[39] ELECTRA[42]
1961 1998 2014 2015 20}6 2017 20}8 2019 2020
TopicRNN[21] RNN-Capsule[22]

BLSTM-2DCNN[29] ELMO[35]

HAN[31] GPT[36]
ATAE-LSTM[32] BERT[37] |

|

ERIESETE BHETRERENBNXETERZE (UE) EF M SERN AR £ * (E@ﬂ

1. e SOAG) S5 R Nk
31 ETHIBHEMEHI AN RITE

FESCARNE 2], F o0 An AR BCHEAT BN ZR I 18] ) B 40 word 2vec[14]+
GloVe[15]% 8 & BLial (il XE B ZET I, lyyer[16)5 52 an & 2 Frs IR
T 4% (Deep averaging network, DAN), f&Blia] o) & AT A 4% (Feed-
forward neural network, FFNND JEATSCASRS . 8 Sl in] 137 91 (¥ 6 AN 1] Fy i 1)
BT RATY, HFMARZ ZAT e, g ZkaEn Ead A=K 6
TSR], B A AR FIORHER R, (EH softmax BREERAS 5 254

R, AKX 7 s
hi=fW;-h;_; +b;) (6)
y = softmax(Wg - h + b) (7)



softmax

o = f(“'vg - +bg)
hy = f(W - av + by)

4
—_ E &i
ayv = e T‘
i=

HEEEN NN NN EEEEE
Predator i

15

a masterpiece
1 Ca C3 Cy

K] 2. DAN SCA Gy A RI[16]

3.2. ETREIHEWLHI A2

MAMFEUTEFES, EW ARSI EE, BT Al feafeiam

25 BB A 2 TG A B IR 2, PRIV 2 M 2% (Recurrent neural networks,

RNN)/E — & [T RAL B P AL B e 2 45, BERG 4 3R A) 7 rh &% MRl AR
R, HFEBUETER. R RNN &R G 4 w0 5 i [ &, DA
e — I ) BB S he—y» VHE AT IIBGBOIRS Ry, AT 8 7R

Wy W b2 &I DL E . S8 =115 RNN GRS A FIE SF5)
KA SO, H A DR A7 AR A6 52 90 2K )
h; =oc(Wyh;_y + W,x; + b) (8)
Schmidhuber[17]5 42 H KA L1288 (Long short-term memory, LSTM),

BEANCAZ 1) S AN [ 147 B T SR MPEA FEE Y 2K 1)t

Bl 3 JEas 7 —A LSTM MERIT4s
o
Ce- X + C Ct
. +
b ie >|<E; o X
[ We J[ W [[ W |[ W |
‘ ‘ | | :’h":ih;.
b T o

K 3. LSTM Bt 4h )



LSTM BT B A 9-14 FT7R, fes e~ 0.3 RBLETTS FIATTS
IR R, SKOTRBAE 0 B 1 Z0Al. DAEHNE B EE .. RE&HRE

IS 8]0 B2 ) B e MRS By o

fe=0(Wp-[he_y,x] + by) 9

i, =0(W;-[hi_1,x:] + b;) (10)

¢, = tanh(W; - [hy_q,x] + b,) (11)
¢t =froC_q1 +ioC (12)

o, =0(W,-[h(_q,x]+b,) (13)
h, = 0, o tanh(c,) (14)

Cho[18]%5 & ! I'T#EH 3R M 4% (gated recurrent unit, GRU), #§ LSTM H =AM4%

BT TR P Tai[19]% A Tree-LSTM B2, K LSTM HE) RIM L4514,
& T8 E IR .

softmax

Bl 4. Bi-LSTM AR/ ZAsi Al
FE TGI8 SCAR AT 4320 Tai[19]5 M LSTM, XA] LSTM (Bi-
LSTMD, Tree-LSTM HEAT SCA 7 FAT 55, K LUAF AR A B 55155 L Tree-LSTM
RRLF T8 LSTM BSR4 J&7s 1 —A> Bi-LSTM 70 8RR, it ] de J I ) 2
P B 111 B b, 1 N SCAS R AEEAT 432 0 Liu[20]%5 A F 36 T 24T 55 2 S RIS 31 44
RN LG R SOA 3 AR . Dieng[21]55 1 Wang[22]55 tH #K 415 P4 4 28 WX % FH 3

A5rHAES . Conneau[23]5#EH InferSent B, i HILZSE P Bi-LSTM



DA 1, BT ERIE S RS, AR & . Miyato[24]%F A\
LSTM Zfi A, et R HillZk (Virtual Advertise Training) 1%, X Johs
ZEREAIMANIEFS [5G AT — 84, BT B SOk 72K

3.3 ETHBIRMENMEKI AR

LA 2% (Convolutional neural network, CNN)t A SRACFESCA . #HLE
T RNN, CNN B % Gy it fr Befd B i — AN, AT 528 n-gram RFALAE B
BEIXLE AT RN T

Kim[25]# ti TextCNN A2, {3 12 ) CNN R AL 35 AR SR EUR) - HIIR AR
AT SCRG R B € RF, (I i AT IR R, = 2, @ x, ©
@ X, WEBULK/N AR, LN A TR R T AU 1 X2 ng s o0 Xnhatinds
FEP W € RMHER BRI TER, BRAXNARK 15 Prr.

¢ = fW X 14n-1 + D) (15)

X & BUJG B T & € = [c1,Cp) ey Cpongr) ERPMFIHEAT AL, R B =
maxpooling{ c}. HHmMEPRATER AT RFRA A EZ = [01,6,, ..., Cn] o
5 9 TextCNN SCA 7 KA

Johnson Al Zhang i 2 (26,27 28] T- B AR 48 /4 2 () SCA ) FpEL
Zhou[29]% N A5 LSTM &5 CNN [{Jff siiEAT £ di th BLSTM-2DCNN I 3CAR 932K

CUGE YIRS



* activation function
convolution 1-max softmax function
* 4 oolin regularization
v P 9 v in this layer
3 region sizes: (2,3,4) 2 feature k.
Sentence matrix 2 filters for each region maps for 6 univariate D classes
7x5 size each vectors
totally 6 filters region size concatenated

together to form a
single feature
vector

like
this
movie
very
much

K 5. TextCNN i [25]

34, ETHEBIIHUHIKIXA R

Bahdanau[30]55 A FH2E T RNN K “ g - At 7 ZER L Bl iRAT 55, o
AR TS L], AR &R 2 (N 1A 2D O RR0IRAS s; = f(si—1, Yie1 € Yiea N
bR R A, ¢ = BT aq by B R AL SR AT 0 58 N IR DR R 1Y
BRI, AR AN ] RN BN [ A A B R R O RR R,

oy = oD o = (s ) B AT 2
] ] ]

T
Zk=1 €ik

Yei M

K 6. = L A iR ag i 2 [30]



Yang[31]5: \#2 H 43 J2 1 = 71 4% (Hierarchical Attention Networks, HAND,
26 Jei MR TR 8 ) AN ) -2 AT SCARGRAS AR B TR, AT SO RS

Wang[32]% AFEH ATAE-LSTM B, 78 LSTM 4mhth 2% 2Ltk b 454 attention #1

HH ) AT TR U, R aspect level 15 ST IA) L

softmax

sentence
attention

sentence
encoder

word
attention

word
encoder

7. Hierarchical Attention Network (HAN) [31]

FEVEZ ML, B I (self-attention DBt #) 2 K(key)Q(query)-
V(value) b [ B a) 7 & AN Bia] 2 [0 BACEE 0 A, ANME Bs;_ AR AMERE B
FUE B XA BRI A ATV E B U THRL, BRSO 73 RAE 55 B K
PR ME B o Lin[33]55 24T Bi-LSTM R i KR 1m) S kAT v E R I 5,
TG RAESS . B 8 ABETETEEITE . WA BRI R Ea;, JREH=
MngE ISR g ki~ v, S BEEREJIVHE, RGAE i AR A &b, =

Y softmax(q%:j)vj , bt T a0 TEZH LTI UE R



NN TN

gk m G2 k2 1 gz ks v

t 1|‘ Pt T Pt 1|‘ t
1 ¥ 1
Tom and Jerry

B8 HERE I
R IINUHIFER T RNN S AR AR AN I AT THER R AR, Rk 7 RNN
AR B YIHR R P o AH BT CNIN AE S IR PR B A AL 7 T F R R BR R, VR
TN REMR A o

35. ETHINGEFTREKA TR

Transformer[34]/& Google 7t 2017 £F3& H FIE TR ZE B i & J1 L2 B 1R
B, MJEHET Transformer BTIZRTE S HBRGSM L. TOIZRE1E 5 A AL E 1T
a2 TG B BRI 5 B b B A28 SRR, Rl RO &b o) BN SGE S, 3has
H R RN FNES N RS . FT CRUIZR-Rol” B T, B

F P B SUAR G JEAE I NLP A5

B L HI R B il S Y Peters[35]557E 2018 “EF2 i ELMO #5248, {3 I X
JERUEI ) LSTM AR i g, 35— AN BOR A G S BT B0 R, A
BURTEM AT A5, A1) - N TN 490 265 o SO I B3] () 9 24 4% 2 (Rl ik
NEL %2 LSTM. 28 )2 LSTM) HJTRR A Z IR AR B R L Ab 78 21 1

WSS, AT DUE D ER ST R U word2vee HAELE B T3 78 22 AR ) o) JiE,
{H/2& ELMO P FH ) gmtd#% LSTM HIHFAEHE B BEIZZ A 4N Transformer. AHEE T

ELMO M2 THHER & BT Be Il 25 730, Radford[36]5:#2 1 GPT =2 —1



BT NGO MBS, S — A BOR R E 5 BT I
S, o M BUE OB AR T TS5 . GPT RTINS & BEAL L o i 138 S5 4
A, IXAEARHORIE T SR R B N SUE BT SS . Devlin[37) 4 H 1
Bert A SONE RIS, FIRER “HING-HOE” WM BN rR, REETFE
KM Mask language model(MLM)IX —5¢ U 2 UL 55 34T I 2%, RER AT
ST R S0 e B9 Ay bR = R 2508 S A A A . 4 IR ZR 10 Bert BE
AT DA B SCA A A5 o SCARBEAT 2025 WKl 10 B, R T 25 1 Bert 4
SCARGAS i, A [CLS] A B 4 H 84T S A 4 2K B AT

BERT (Ours)

OpenAl GPT

B 10. A FH IR Bert HEAT S SCA ) 2K [37]

Reimers[38]%:4& ! Sentence-Bert B4, i HZE4: 1 Bert 4nfd#s 447 NLI H
SRIE S AR % . TOIZRE 5 B4 Bert A8 RIFIITBME, £ 11 MR
53 ZAE IR NLP AT:55 Fids B2 i i R8RSR 45 MR IR Tt . Bert
N SN R D E TR S =g i N R AN =R E N & S

transformer HiE S %24, U1 RoBERTa[39], ALBERT[40], XLNet[41], ELECTRA[42]



.
A,

3.6. /Ng5

T IREM S ISR A, ] IR 2%+ 732848 7 (17530
S i SCA ) 7 FARFIE R 0028, 5SS FH i e A 3 R 28 06 SCAS EAT G,
W SO R P ARFAE o F FHARIA R 22 28 30 SCARBEAT Sy, AR 1 SCAS ) A5
B, BRMEM I SCAR AT, AR T EB n-gram 152 (HIEAHZ R
AN RARNLE N 28 70 AFAETCTRIFAT VH AN B 8 S e 1), 3 A Ll ) AN A A
RG], JF HIEE BT LS HAR IR FE R e 2 S Al R A, STt e 2Rk
At (EIXELTREEAPLE 2% 7 MR, ARG EE T, B GRS 1 SCARAEAE AL 1
[A1RESE 13 AT 55, ARe R BT I ZR1E 55 BRI SOAR 73 AU “ Tl
Zr-Tif 107, AU Rl AR SS B #EAT O, AT = I 25 A
RIZH, B R RAT O DA ARIR A 2 X 2% 7 AR B L €6 RO PE E

EDEREANEOLS, AU “ IR BEFR 45 + 7y 288 7 B9 T7 BT B 22 2
REGRETAE, B> EREARSE R S AR B2 ] A 2 U A S b
WIr I 5, AR SR 73 SRR i e BATE > BAR i A A 5 DL o



SBNE @ HDEIMCER RIS RTT %

ARG FRAESS, T heid Bl i MBS BT IR, 5 R Embsic AL
PR MBS 5, R P A L A S SL 5, FIHKETChRC
¥ B o s — R AT R AL A SR, T RALAe 2 38 5, DSRS0 2R RE «
A SORIEA AL AN 2577 3, RS R > B AR IR AN SCAS 70 RO 2R 4 R
JH2E:

R 4. T S EARCAEA I SO 73 RITE VAN

N ZR 7 AR SR | A P AR AR AU A TE bR iC B
T4 | BERT[37]%% BEATVE S | ATHE— R AU | AT EE— 0 R AT A %
BT SR | Hd AT I AT I 5
%
VAMPIRE[44] -- W BRI H g i AE 55 T 25
45 | Pseudo-label[45] -- WG 77 T B b A2 N I 25
e BURFIA 55 5
Delta-training[46] -- WIHIGE IR A% T ARic EEUE R
EONIIEAE I IDNIE S S
SALNet[47] -- WGRAIaE 7> K 8% FA 2 25 8% B vl e T £
Fric, MIANIIZEE
— B | VAT[24,49] -- I RS MBI | e S — ISR
ZE | N-models -- WG FEHNEARS | FAEAR S AR AT
Temporal BRRREARR T — 80 | — SR
ensembling[51] Ik
UDA[53] -- BRI 25 [, TF-IDF i & 3k
RITREE, f£BUE
VIES
MixText[55] -- Mixup JREFEA G I | 5] 3 35 38 58 AR
B mixup YRS FEASFHEAT
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