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HARS BRI IC B\ T, HAZBOR Y i3, HEEERNAHETH 2 2 LR KRED
LT E Z OERBIEOMMR E ) T, FEFICEHL WD EINTE R, KiZ, EED web
DR AESTINE TR VELTR X v VLT E ok SiEEHMEARE N, 29w
7R Z GO XEDONIUIERN L HFER—ADT7 e —F Il Lo THEER b D TH 5. %
2T, AWHFETE, b L 2 HAGEAASIEUE OMEZ ffk T 2 - olc, HENERICHE
DL LFRB L CF RN OFERD OB SN 2 XHDFFEZIRET 5. REFHRE, F
TT XA MHOLFICOWTHENEEZ X CRET 2 L) RIUCEHL, XFELuh
SR LTy IR EHET 20 HER» O XEOA T IV 2T S,

AWHZETIE, RET 2 XFHMFFEZ THARSELW T FoMENIEE 2E 83 2 071k
EZ DM, THARGET ¥ A MIB T 2 XFRMAOFEBEAEFEO GO, | IREFED
M4 e 7 — 8 A7 — N ~OR)EATREME ) &) D & iRz BT 5. BHiligEE T, T
B - FA X DEEHEE ), TR FOFEILHEE ) , TRSCSNS #AED R By 7 H#EE ) DEE
DXEHNEY A 7 CHAEDOTIE L OWRBIIE 2179, AT, REFEOKLUILIZ DOV TR
Wraii\v, EDX) B XTFEAMERINLE DD, ED X ) RIFMERICOEZI{ToTWV5
Dp, V) BERRRND, FHiTEER L IREFEOMN» S, REFEIXHESFTRVE
REZEKT 5 2L, ERDHAGEHRSHENI LoFEZ WL 5 5 2 & 2P o0
5.



EF1E B=

T X A N OHEE OB - AERES 2 R EN L T 2 BASIELIEEAN X, web DFEE
IR ORI EITH R T 2HEZICB T X ) HENEZ ORI TH 5. 2D L) RERD
5, XEH»HZDOEWERZHET 2MABEL (ITbNTw 5, FIGEFTIE, FHEENE
REDIA 1% big data & FEXIL 5 KB 2 7 — & OF i 70 © N 2 1z PRIk ) i o1a
L5, HEeEeEE 25 L AR O S E LB Z HIF T 5, UK 2 J&iE
br 1], XCEOWNFIIGT 72A 7 3V 58 2], XHOHEE L web LOHFRZHE OO 5L
TATA— - UVF U7 3] Lo 3CPHEERIE LR TNEOBITZITIcE E56F, B
WEIER [4], SEEET Y v 7 [5], HEMIRE [6], WNEEXCAK (7] &2 7 AJNTE U 2 Hi4E
W%%%&?%?Z7KODT~%®W%#ﬁ§me6.:n%®¢?%,iﬁﬁﬁ?2

, HASEOUHICE TR FHL)ISHO—>TH h FEHED E., SERETE, —
s, Rt & e v ) TRE2RTABI NS,

Frgdhiicld, XhTEKRZ T RADDHL (% OGEGTHEED L C BBESR) 2
ZolizznooflatabE 8] ZHeTXEZRNEOT 2B8UERBZHAUGT 5. X(EHED
R Tk e LT, SCEPICHHE T 2 R e HiEE 2 hHi 9 % tfidf (term frequency-
inverse document frequency) [9] %2, word2vec [10] % 5 ONZ GloVe (global vectors for word
representation) [11] 1IZfAF I 112 HEED TGRS, LSI (latent semantic indexing) [12] > LDA
(latent Dirichlet allocation) [13] D&k 9 %% F ¥y 7 E TRV, RAIFZEREIHE S
NTw3, L2225, 0o ORI TEO—IZ, FEHCES L ko 3 CRA
i) DR e, FEREE ORI, ) MEEEAT DGR R O FREIN 28 R23 LIE L ISH
LD,

TEEREICE VT, IR TSI NZRED o BT XS AT 3 2HE T 25
HETADPH LN, FIZIEF, e AT 4y 7P =2 —JV%y b7 =7, K-k
N7 & —= v (support vector machines; SVM) 7 EBk4 ey figr 2@ 35 2 L 3 TE,
CNSDTFEPCGETHICH L THEITH S Z LRI TWV 3 (2],

7z, EETIE, WEAE (deep learning) EMEIN ML E =2 —F 1V 2y F =7 % H
VORI & B2 IR ICAE T 2 TIEDMRR I N T 5 [14). NLP ICE T 2R EEEHD
PeA i, PG Z R >=2—7 )V %y F 7 —7 (recurrent neural networks; RNN) [15]
P ZIUTERD A 2l % 77— T Bz i 2 72 long-short term memory (LSTM) [16],
gated recurrent unit (GRU) [17] 235 3CE P HMECHEWIERZ 2R L T3 [18). Lo L,
RNN [ ZHERARLRE TEE [19,20] 12 & > T8 X =¥ {2 T 2 25, RIVRVBREW

&



BEICIZRE S O ARLSER T 5720, BORIIEOFEICHENTFET 2 [21). MA
T, RNNEEIEDOWMITUEDREHE L VW & Lo RE» ST L b XESHIHY 2T L IFF R
v, 20L& ) BRI LT, HESETHW 5 41T & 7z convolutional neural networks
(CNN) [22] DEHDMERINTE D [23,24], £ DAARFTEWI S 2 712BWT, RNNFK
DFEE Y b EED OV OG0 & B O FITHIEE 22 L T 5 [25)].

TN 7 SCE PO T EHTIE, HAGERHEEED X ) 2 HEERA 2 HMEIOR S 2wl
Bz L 2 FBICB VT, FEESEIMEZIT ) MENEL S, L L, BIEREINTH S
FEOTHEITFE [26] TIEEFE T — 2 IR AT IR E C, Franeish, SGEMICIEL R W»3EE
AT % web O T ¥ R b2, XEOGUELEHEN R4 2 BURLIETO XX %2 % ) 612 13
9 2 WEEEIRE M & U WATEEME 2SI [27], HEEHAL COHASHELIIZE L 2]
Bz Y 2 7201, HEESEIZTOT, XFHREATOUMZIT ) 720 DFEBMA I T
VW5 [28,29]. XFHAITOFEBNETIE, BEHEEPHERERE & Vo HEE X Dl R D
ERE2EBTELL TR, Bl - GEICH L TOEHETH 2 L v AlEZ R,

—iT, XFHATOHRTIBLIICIE, TR L 2R 2RO XT ) T Bk 2 Fik
Z REO DITIRINC RIS 2 307 I GEYNCIK D 72 DU NETH 5. 2 2 THEK
B ATRESCT: & 1%, FlZ 3R & 9 12 2 D7 AERDMb D [Al— D% % Bz 33 FICE
INTOHMER R OLTFDOZ 2B, 2Dk A1, &2 - FHEEOFBINCERNT 2
5 EDLTRBZNIETH %05, BLCFIZ OO THBROUILZ 1T ) T L IFEXF HEOHRNE
IRz 187 ) WIREMEDS D 5 7 oil] & I35 v, 2 LT, SENERAREE T L 1E, N 7
V() eRAFR (), Fyvva (—), BE () ook znznh i ol 845
DEREZH0D, URIC K > TABDFIRICE®RZIEZ 2 XFD I E2IFT. Fig. 1.1, B
BRIE AT AE ST, HRNELRRE T 2 DML 2 SBERETH 5 X v L LFofl %2R
9. web D7 ¥ A % OCR (optical character recognition) T 6 1172 XFHICiE, EX
FTREDODETNA 7voeA FABHOONTWRGAVRZITO NS, ZOHEICE,
XMRD 6 EDOXFOHEZBKLT020HBI L, IELWCFICETIET 208 23H 5. T
57 ¥ A P& LOMBEE 2 5 XFE, —BICFFEMICHIZEL 7 LTINS 2 &%
WS, XRIC & > CAMDREDZALT 52 XFIBEL T, ¥y V7 © T2y FAT
7 EMHENBH L WS EERE [30] BRL EEEN, BLLTED, 20X RHLVEE
FHUTBRET 2 2 L 3o THEL W,

AWZETIE, BHA L 72 3P oI 2 O XX T H B O EEIER LT, fhoSCHICiE
B2 2 L, TuA Rk o B R R ) 5 2 L2IER TS, ol L HEIEFEICH
BT A%E [31] TSN TEL I L TH 223, AT, & TOXTFEREIZO W
T, XTOHRRNNEZZE L 2 AASHELEOMHAZINET 2. 2 LT, AR TR,
Z DA% ST AL DO HAZ B TFIEICEA T2 2 LT, AR TXFAMIMIGL 9 %
NHMEOE AR SFEWIEFE 2 IRE L 202 MEET 5.

KX T T 2 I RELS T TUTD3DTH S,



[EX
A AITDO I IICKERIAENE 2L T, T <ICEELETEEAVT,

ERRYER AT HESXF Dl hv= Vb eUFF

AR AITDO I IICKERIAENE DL T, 3 CICELIETEANTE.

AOAITOIIICKERIAENE =D LT, I <ITELETEEAVT,

* ¥ LIF OB
XorFED L 5= RE T AREVY Z2— D, §<"v=Ff= ex 2R~ i="

Fig. 1.1: RURIVER AR, SURNEIRATRESCT, ¥ v LT o)
(1) BASHEUHCXFORRENEE 2B 5 /71 L 2 0 a5
(2) HAGET ¥ A MK 2 XF R OREAE F LG
(3) MEFILEDRAL T —F A7 — )L~ DRIGATRENE

(1) 12T, BRRL 22D RO Z2ER T 2RXRELEAONEOM, LFOFEIEE
DPORBINLF 2% GUHARECHEREO T RE L W) BLE» 5 b, CTFOBTENIEE
ZRA U 72 SCERBUIHEE T 2 b 0 [32] D AR TH 5 LEZ 65, PEEEOSCEDH
T, XFZHFELRNVETHMRL, FHEEZ - DDOXFETHIPD I IO FEH 2 LI
Lo THREZ A L X 25404 33] BN TED, HABIZOWTH LT OMRIEZZIE L
7 7R —FI3EMTH S LIS, —JTT, RITRLIWIZETIE, EE OBIREAIEE
ZEBNICEEL TO 30Tk, UL ZIROIBE THh-> Tb e Bix 2 £H%2H
WTWB LW MERBEET 5. 22T, AT, XFOHENEE 2 EENICHE
TELNFERBFEZRIRT 5,

BILIE D BRI Z DRI 2 FHREBUC BT 2 3 (X HERERFER 7 B CREA IS S T
B, FHOETIE ONN Z HO 7RIS E RS I 1 Tw 5, CNN I, FIZ, convolution
EWRFIEND 7 4 VY (BARIAAHD—FNED) ZASNTHLTATA FIEKED & DHEY
2B L, pooling & MEIXIL S AT D ZZRIENME SR SN =2 —F V% v b
7 —7TdH%, CNND2EHIZ, RNN & FHERIC HWBEED S BAMEL E 15 X 9 iRV A ECRE T
BTN I A=Y RELT S EThENS, ERO=2—F V%Y b7 —21%, —EHK
DIEH % E S L AR TIEROARINER L, FEMTbitk v e v ) I [21) Mo
Ty, Fv b7 —7EE~OHIK [34,35] 87 X — & O@IfED Tk [36], 1IEAMLF
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%37 OUEEIC k> TIRIES N, CNNZ24JE{kT 52 L CczoRBlghzm L3¥ sl L
ITE S, 1,000 47 3V 23T 5 - RYEZERFE 38) 2428 L 72 € 7V TRk D #
BT, MoDLI BT I T4 7HRGENRE (39 225, FEDA T3 oYk z L KB
T2 59 BREEMBLTWwE 2L [40] DRI NTWE, £, KEDOHEIERD S Fi7: 7
BHEIR %2 R T 2 X D ICEBEI N TATIR, V7T AREHE, Wil EEOREMD
Rz B ORBIES NS 2 EARINT WS [41]. APFETIE, SBITRINE K S REHRIC
ﬁ?%@ﬁﬁwﬁﬁ ENOEIICERL, 7% A MO ERE—BEEFEICL->TES
AR E CRBLT 5 2 L 2 a5,

%E?%%&@%m%ﬁ%ﬁwﬂm ) IBLTHENING, IhszxBERIC, Kif
JETIE, FHALTUIET 52 CNN O HAGET ¥ X T 2@ 2ilA, Z2ofa3kico
WTHRET 5.

(1), (2)1cBIL CTIREEE OB ATRENE 25w L 7223, REEE FIRICB T 22 EH MY
L, TR T =Y DERUEDEETH S I EVHISN TS [42]. 2D L ARIZE
JEEEH DU OB EE FE I BT bikmI s &T%%#,%E%g I3 % DFRBIRE
DE I HRICZ DHAPHEETH Y, NLINZT—F 2T 952 & TZOMEZ NI
+ % data augmentation Z 5% Z & 75>#7ﬂ§2l§l’3’C}) %, HASHELMIZB WL, ¥V —7
2% O TXHOFEZ LT 255ICERT 24 L, HEESEICEWMIT 2t 574
IITAY data augmentation & LTI T3, L LADS, D K9) BITEIARNIED
HEEFEZfTb R T 7a—FITHEA L 5, KA TIE ZOMEZ (3) DFkLZ T —% A
7=~ DO AR IC B9 B & L’CLLL’J \F, HEESEIA S data augmentation T
FEEBEL, HHNT— BP0 BEICE LT OIRETEL O ZERKTE 3 )
MEEd 5.

AWFZEE, FERMZ HAGET X 2 MRFTICE ) 2 RIS LT, CFoRRNITEE
EVIFILOBERZEAT S ZLICk> TR Z AL b DTH 5. [N, HAEELH
T CHREYE 2 B S 255 I & 72 % data augmentation (2D THT L WikdA z fi
X9 5, KX TlE, REINS FERL 2R HARFET ¥ A MEir~oIcH g% Ko 72
Tk, PEEEZIZLD L LTEHDERBTEIPNSL T F A ML THOEMENFHZ
N2 PHESOFETH L 2 LERT.
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AT TR X 9 12, AR 3 DOBIN» S#EmZ2T). ARICEWTY, 203D
DL S BT 2 RIS DWW THIN T 5.

HARB AN L <, XFOMBENERZEAL 235 ERZ T o kv, 7o
REMZAIH T 25 ADELET 5. Shi 612 X 2 FEGEICEIT 20158 [33] TlX, XFHDX
TR E AL E O L TUBT 2 STEBREIN TS, UL, BE A THEEDO R
EEE 0] 2B 5 2 &, PEEEICE T 2 3GE MR L HEESEIEREN M R A 2k
ZRLTCDLDTH 5,

F 7z, K7, ARSELME 7K U TR EERE Z S § 2 05035 5. i
ZATITED, Z Ok SRR THIM T 25 A1, Vinyals 512 X 2 HHROFHPISCE
Ji% [43] % Frome 512 & 2 2L FE— ¥ LERMOME [44] TfrbhiTw s, 8866, HifRh
fiEE L CONN 2B S N BRI 7 ML Z VT 523, Vinyals 512 & 2098 [43] Tl
HRREZ LSTM 2 Vv TEEERHEEERIANZHL L TR D, Frome 5 DHYE [44] Tl& word2vec
TSI U 7 BEERHEAE &S L Cw 2 TR AL 5, AWZETIE, 7F A ORI 2 M
RELTHUIL, ZN62FHEREMALIRT L E00, ETILDT YA VId Vinyals 5D
Fik [43] L @2 R0,

HAGEIZ BT 2 XFHATO AR S EEABEITEIE, A 6 12 X %305 n-gram 12 & 5/0hdi
XDEZFHEDOWIE 28] 21X LD E L, BAKSICK ZHILSNS 2B 2 2 —F [ DOFEE
HEE DI [29] e EVFET S5, T06 DMFATIE, XEOGWELHEE, SUEIID # 9
XEMTHEE S LR, XEVPEXTRPEED L) L uEiEXbz&L l 06, 1k
7 EETEREDSEAWNEE & v ) T &2 FRLTWw 3,

f 7, HARFECEDBICOCF RV ORBEAE FEZ2EH L TWw a5 & LT, character-
level convolutional neural networks [24] Z HAGEIZEM L 7WH9E [45]) 3T 55, LasL,
ZoWFTIE, AAFETXF A 2o —< 5Ll THECEHTHEFAL L) IO HF>Tw 3,
2010, P EOPORONLIERERVBRIBLTLEIBZNDH S, NLT, At
HCIRET 2T, XEPHFEL L TCOLERIEBFET 2000, XFRIICET 27
7a—FIIR BAE2bDTH 5. AL, character-level convolutional neural networks
D HAGEXETHA~DOBEHICE L T X D RERN A X FERBIFEZIRET 20D TH 5 & HE
MTZE 3.



B3E AHE

ARETIE, AIFEPRET 5 GULN SO & RIEAE 2 e 7 SCE RO RIS
WTOBN S, RETRIE, TS, TF AP EFICRHE L X TF ORI EEZ M
image-based character embedding (ICE) &, SCFHNZICE GEMVRHEZ AT L A& 70 0 kS
Rz /179 % character-level document classification (CDC) 2> SR I 15, AW T,
MALEE & b ICERBIRE D3 S IS IR 2 R OREFEH 2 N— A L THEZEN T 5 2
E2MIET 503, ICE %4 o XFOMFEMNEE 2 R/ EF§ % Tk, CDC 7% & XFHAISCE D
Fzl7) 2L TELFHETHIUIR ., 7, KFAETIZICE & CDCIZMMAT, REF
EOPALMEREZ M S ¥ 5 data augmentation Fik & LT, wldcard training (WT) Z 2%
5,

AR T 2 3GE DT 7V (ICE-CDC) OMEZEIZ Fig. 3.1 RSN TW5 EB DT
H5., REVET, SUHOFEMIZOWTHHT 3.

ADTFEADL
ORHEL . B
ET1E 7N . H7]
&}ﬁ . (jjTj IJ)
Image-based Character-level Document
Character Embedding (ICE) Classification (CDC)

Fig. 3.1: $8£§ 2 XFEHHHE 7L (ICE-CDC) O3

3.1 Image-based Character Embedding (ICE)

ICE X, ANEN27%AbZ2EERILL, Z2NFNDOXTD 6 ERNWRHZE MBS 2, IH
RERT I Tl R4 RN IR E I N T 523, ICE ICHW 2 RdEFih e LT
1%, FEEICHBEEEREEL L T ASFEICOWTIFRIUE#EE M L, BT X ) R30E
IZDWTIEZ OREERMEZ RILL 9 2 FEEBEE L, 22T, AFETIE, &L <&

9



WIEHREBIRE ) D3R S 1T % stacked convolutional autoencoder (CAE) % ICE DR
it & LT 3.

3.1.1 Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE) DfERX

Fig. 3.2 IZAMZE THW 5 CAE O Z/Rd. CAE X, i) o Fdh 2179 encoder
f(,0r) &, encoder D319 2 Ki#h S JLliR 2 HICT % decoder g(-,0,) 2> SRR I L5,
ZCIT, 0F &0, 3FEABLNTIX = THY, BT 2B TIRICK > TRE LR /NT A —
KDL, ZNEFN, EEAELENTI X =Y 2RO Z2EENICHER=2—F L%y b
7—=7THY, FETIEBEARAA (convolution) & HAfE 7°—Y ¥ 7" (max pooling), b L <
(Z3Wi 7 — Y 7 (unpooling) Z17v>, ZEMINBIGRIEZ IREF L 72 “RotoR~y 7215 5.

AN Encoder Decoder
32%32 (1616 32x3232%32)
pixel 8x8 16x16

4x4 1x1 8x8

64
64 64 64
\32 maps o4 ! -/

1 channel  cony. and pooling conv. and unpooling

Fig. 3.2: CAE OHERIX

bHHIEICBITDEMARIE, KBHDOANFR~y 7% 1812, 18 L IK(IF € Rwxme))) [
HDBEAIAAR S — 2N % wh w?, .. W wh(w! € ROwxmexK)) - 2 | CHBAIAR D —F )L
BT 54 7 AE % EEFRTIUE, Eq 31)IORT X9 RH L WE~ v 7% 15 5 08
TH 5.

K
h;’y = relu(z Z wé,j,kIg]cCJri,erj + b4 (3.1)

k=1 ij€d

22 ToHIFEHRALDHHZLRL, BAHIAHLHD —FNVDOHLEREZE (0,0) L L2 E, n, D

REINUKGE LA VT2 AEGTH S, B2, n, =3LLIEE, ¢ ={(-1,-1),(0,-1), ...

L7 %, TEMEALREEL relu(-) 13 rectified linear unit (ReLU) Z &KL, Eq. (3.2) ICRn RIS
b5,
relu(z) = max(0, x) (3.2)
KT =V > 7%, Fii~ey 7% s, EZRNVTEICKE S ny xny, D7 = v ZHEIC
SEL, BERCORKEEZ BT AU TH L, WL TS =) v I, KE T LIEE
REZ ny X ng ZTEBICHIART 20U TH 5,

10
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3.1.2 Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE) D45#Eiht

CAE CTHR8dht 2479 BRICIE, encoder DI S1DAZ 5, £72, TEHALEIE ReLU T
EHME I ERRDEEL Wi, HBED CLCNN O A E L THHT 2 IiEAEEYTHh
5. CAE DT 2R 7 PV OMEEZ GRS % 72912, encoder D A& JE DIEEAVEI%L
1 tanh 2 v 5,

3.1.3 Stacked Convolutional Autoencoder (CAE) DFE

CAE &, FHIFFIZIE encoder & decoder DM 7% W5, 228 Eq. (3.3) I8 T a4 2R
B Ecap 2ie/MbT 5 K912, CAEDRTI X =% 0,0, (BARIARH—FIVEXIVNAL T A
Dfill) ZWERRABLRE T K > ThRalifkd 5.

Ecap = |Ix — g(f(x,0;), 05|13 (3.3)

CAE D%/37 X =% 2 il § 2 WERARRE Fkicid, 1IERL S L7 ARC o HIfHiE 2
Hewtd 2 2 & Gl 8 5 A — ¥ EHHR %K 2 Adam ¥: [46] 2V 3. %I ¢ 1250,
ABLDOVEHOHERZ mY, HAELOTBEOMERE 0O, BEHFT 272 —8% 00 & L&
£E, AdamiETD/NT X —=FHHHAIL Eq. (3.4) DX HIZHFHIT 5,

m®

3.4
SO (3-4)

Eq. 34)IZBT 2 aBL P e @BNAN=NIFIRX=FTH 5, Adam L3, TERDMERIL
FCRE MEEICABLO —R E “RDE— A v F 2 G IOB) SN R EERREEZEA L FET
b5 EMMINS,

3.2 Character-level Document Classification (CDC)

CDC T, R ICE T S L7 KPR OB DI 2 AL D, 203
DAT )2 NT 5, AR T, CFHEMICSENREEZ R L7y 71T L 2055
T ZLT) FHELE LT, character-level convolutional neural networks (CLCNN) Z > 5.

3.2.1 Character-level Convolutional Neural Networks (CLCNN)
DAL

BHAD, AET—Y) v 7 EHITT XA P ORSRINTTHD AIUEE %2 4T 9. CLCNN IC
B2 EAAARZ, KHDOANEENZ MLz I 12, 10 IK(IF e RW), LAOEARA

11



conv.
%  and

512 512

dim./char. >12

Fig. 3.3: CLCNN DRI

AA—2N%Ewhw? whowh(wl e R E)) LERT 2 &, Bq. (3.5) IR T & ) B
IC7% %,
K
hl = relu(z Z wik]t’ﬂri + ") (3.5)
k=1 icé
%7z, CLCNN OR&ETHEE A 73 2§ 57012, softmax BIB 2 G (LIS &
LTHwS, 2/ —FOHIHNT 3 softmax B D) p. 1$f8H )1 7 — F¥ (B 73
) 2 C LUK, Eq (3.6) D& HIcHIT 3.,

exp ()
Pe= =g
Zj:l exp (u;)
softmax BIB DM N p. 1%, ANTFAIBEZ o/ EZITAHT T clIBT % HEMER

LR TE 5,

(3.6)

3.2.2 Character-level Convolutional Neural Networks (CLCNN)
DFE
CLCNN D%£#1E, Eq. (3.7) WO TERB Ecrovy Zi/IMET 5 K 9, CLCNN ©£%58
7 X — % ZHERN AR RIS & > TRt 9 %, Eq. (3.7) 28T, AWML (R
ATIY) 13d, &L TEEREINS,

c
Ecrony = — Z deInp. (3.7)

c=1

Eq. (3.7) TR I N ARSI, —MICRKAET Y b u E—lE L EN 55, S 8EE
BV T IR L D b R EHNER, N LT 2 2 E2H ST
% [42].

AWfFETlE, CLCNNIZX LT, CAE & [FRRICHERIARLRE MiEIC Adam EZ2 v 5.

12



3.3 Wildcard Training (WT)

CLCNN %§f% & T 2 B8 Fik 2 e g Ba o8 icix, 2oz m Ex¢
51D FET— ¥ DL RD 515, —fiI2lE, data augmentation & FEIEN S, T—
&2 MLl TEEWICT =% D%RMEZ SO 5 HENRE 5 s, HASELHD IR TIE,
Y =7 AZMM L CHEELZHEEEICERT 2 Fike, HUEKREZ 2 TREICSVIRZ 5 F
EMTb s, LrL, RMED X ) ICHEESEIDREELRSEETIE, 0 k) hFEES
L7, 22 TARZE T, HREBESHIAEZH L » data augmentation FiEZ T 5.

PR T % data augmentation TilE, DCD NDANT ¥ A b DE LT HRMERyIZ L 72035
TIVF LT, TANFEA—FLFIERT 25D TH S, A% TIE, 2% wildcard
training (WT) &WES, $2ET 2457513, Fig. 34 CRENs WT OED X 512, HEW
TS 23R ZMERINCAKT 5 2 Ltk 5, HAFEXTO WT O#HIZ DWW TE, P
BORERLD, 740V A= FXFEE2XuXRT7 PLEERL, y=02 L RET 3.

Input text Augmented texts
—> AOX * & * ULz,
AORTHBRUE. —> xOx(F#*x Uk,
—> AOR(ET AU *,

Wildcard training

Fig. 3.4: Wildcard Training DHEEL
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B4E FHERER

AWETlE, IREFEDICE B I WT OAMEZHERT 2 7.0, ZMHEHOT—5 &y
FEHELCoBMERZRE L, BEFIEL LT, CAE & CLCNN, WT % Z 1 Z il A
Ab¥ T, % L THERD lookup-table 12 & % 3CFERBITFE (LUT) [32] 12 CLCNN & WT
ZilAA O LFEEZRAL, HKRFEICE, THoWMEE HFEEEZHOL,

(A) LUT iZ CLCNN Zf#l&a b RN 2R EE € 7V (LUT + CLCNN)

(B) 3 3-gram FiEd: 6 t-idf fHZ IR L 0P AT 4w 7 [0F T % €7 )L (3-gram +
tf-idf)

(C) HEBEZENEIC X > CHBISN 2 HEED S thdf 2 FHE L P 27 4y 7 RECaBT
%E 7V (word + tf-idf)

(D) bEYZETIVERT AT 4y ZHlEZMAGDE /T TV (LSI / LDA)

REFIEDICE ICH WS CAE &, ¥, 5d5, 0o03%, AFHhF, BT (JIS HE—KHE,
FKHE) RETEN6,631 XFEYE I, (B) 3-gram + tf-idf & (C) word + tf-idf I
WTIE, RORCHBIT S Efin b—27 v 2 LK. £7, D) FEY ZETFMIZLSI L
LDA O “HFZMMA L, ZNZNHGEDOHERT )L (bag of words; BoW) Z AT E D,
—hE (BhE, BhiEhE, 35) OREBIOZAT IV GEBOELDOKRE) 2fTo7-.
BTFHRICBWT, YHESHDNE L AEICE L T34 CEREEMNTY — L MeCab'

22T, XTHMOCESETFERRRETFIEL (A), (B) T, HEHRMOSCEIHEFIER
(C) & (D) TH 3,

%8, CAE® LUT OFHERT P VORISR, FEY 7ETILVDREY 7 HGER, #
BDNFGA=F 2T L7z) biIRD R b DAL 72,

4.1 INGRX - SR DEEHIETE

HAGENH « X DEFEE 104 FIEEZ S, KaEih, PR ER, sgithdE, EARH
MAr, EREGR, AREEA, EHWA, FEFE, BIEEA) ofFEM X D& 10 REET
Al 104 i (RRSUT%02,632,225 XF) 06, ARXDADLEEZHMET 2FHEZTo7. &

MeCab: Yet Another Part-of-Speech and Morphological Analyzer (http://taku910.github.io/mecab/)
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T—=8DI L, 81HRD/NHX - FH X% T T NOEE I, KD D 23 2 MEag a1
Wi, RETIE LER TR E OFEHENRED 2 Table. 4.1 121,

Table. 4.1: /NFESC « e X DFHEHEEERE D LK

’ methods ‘ accuracy|[%] ‘
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 82.61
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN 52.17
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 78.26
(A) LUT + CLCNN 65.22
(B) 3-gram + tf-idf (n=50,000) 56.52
(C) word + tf-idf (n=>50,000) 47.83
(D) LSI (# topics=60) 73.90
(D) LDA (# topics=30) 52.10

Table. 4.1 X 0, md XL FEEZHECETHRIEENXTRE L WT Z2EA L 2%
FETHo %, RO TFEIAFEZHIZEGATH, WIZ2EATSZLET, BHFEOMEY
TN EDOTHEEREL ENAEIEBPESND 2 EDHRTE 3,

4.2 CEOFEHHEE

WH, mH, PERE, oS HEtoBGR, #5F, BEEES T3V IET A5H2S, 200
XL E® 550 % 254E 5,610 fF 37051 22,440 4 (FeSCF4169,124,142 ) B L, il
AR oIt 2 HEE T 2 EBmEZ T o7, 2T —FDH L, 17,9524 %2 €T IIVDO¥FHICH
W, FRD D 4,488 M2 TERERTIT IS v 7o, SR BT LR T & O FTEtHEEMRE O Ml %
Table. 4.2 IZ/R T,

Table. 4.2: Gr.35 D Fr )l H#EE M58 D Hris

’ methods ‘ accuracy|[%] ‘
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 87.81
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN 80.95
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 76.42
(A) LUT + CLCNN 73.13
(B) 3-gram + t&-idf (n=300,000) 81.27
(C) word + tf-idf (n=49,684) 67.22
(D) LSI (# topics=2,000) 84.00
(D) LDA (# topics=70) 56.10

Table. 4.2 £ O, HFEMCFRIE WT 2EA L ZRETFEPIRORWEREZ R L, £
7o, TOYRA7TRYGERMZO T 70 —F X ) TR 7 70 — F SR BREF 721
BEZRNLTWSE I EVDD5,
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4.3 TwitterD NEY J#EE

FESCSNS ¥ A b TTwitter) ICEHEEDEE L7 WHEEODO FEy 270Nzl T, 2016
FESHTH»OHEL0H 6 HE TOMICEMINIbDD—H (T4 2,167,984 )
ZRHL, EDOREY ZIZOWTORHMTH 2 0HEET 23 %2 T ho%, T—7HII& b
Yy 7122 % 5,000 1, & 70,000 ThHD, BEHICIEy 7HZD b DNEENLGEIC
FHIBRL 72, &7 =% D95, 56,000 4% T NADFEFICH:, D D 14,000 £ % PGS A
I, RETHELERTELD P Yy ZH#EEHED L% Table. 4.3 IR T

Table. 4.3: SNS #fHD + ¥ v 7 {EEVMERE D Lhifig

’ methods ‘ accuracy| %] ‘
(proposed) CAE + CLCNN + WT 68.46
(proposed) LUT + CLCNN + WT 59.14
(B) 3-gram + tEidf (n=50,000) 64.46
(C) word + tf-idf (n=>50,000) 49.28

Table. 4.3 X 0, SIREACFRIE WT ZEBA L REFED RS Rk z R L7, C
DY AT TH, XFHRADO7 7a—F03ENd Bz an L7z, FiZ, 208 R 738X
FHOLFRD R 140 XFEHIR S NTE D, SHICHHTE 2ERDB DRI H D 5T,
WTIZE 2T VY LB TFOESHZ 21T > TH BRIEFREREZTR L%,

4.4 ICEICEIFTZRVRITH EHREDLLE

AR U 72 FEERE D &, AR TIRE T % CAE I X % ICE OB, Fric WT LA
BOETGEICBOTRI N, L LE25, ICEIKIZFEMRIT7HTE (principal component
analysis; PCA) 72 EMHOBIRE X FERAZEMN T2 2 L3 EZ o5, MAT, XFE2EEN
IARRIGZERTCRILT 5 £\ ) BT, unicode DX ) X Fa—F2Z20FFHHT3
CELMETE S, 2 CAEITIE, CLONNICHLTED & ) TR EZHGS Z £28
R E D D EHL T 5,

AFEETIX, LFoFHEHESEBREA—~DF =Yy AT S, EBRThKT 3T
B, SCFERBICHRMMEE 2 FHT 2 O (ICE) £ LTCAE & PCA, SRR % FIH
LZwdbdE LTLUT & unicode DFFUFERETH 5. unicode 1T & 5 XFFEHIX, 284 b
K2 16 RTEDORT PV E LTHk- 7. Z2DMD3CFRBLL, 8506 256 RILE TOEHED
R TH 2 AT L 7z,

Fig. 4.1 12, X7FRBLE Z ORBIRTTEIN T 2 5 BEROBIRZ R, EDXFERELD
PEfBICOWTH, WT 28 A L7 CLCNN T L /38 TH 5.
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0.90

~ —e— CAE
0.85 —e— PCA
+
0.80 LUT
—e&— unicode
3 075 .
go
3
o 0.70
0.65
0.60
il
0.55
816 32 64 128 256

dimensionality
Fig. 4.1: ¥R & 2 DRBIXGTHBITX T % 7 8iTERE

Fig. 4.1 £ 0, SEMNEEZHOZXFREANEDS 6 bEOERBEZIER L 2. 1T CAE
ZXFRBUCH I GEDIE ) D, ROWEBIXIETL DRz R L, CAE 253CHT
BITHEY) ORI LT R TH 5 2 L3mn 5. —/T, SRNEEZFIMHL 20w XE
RUTH->TH, CROENHTEZ LN 2 REOVER 2 3EK L 7.
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BE BE

AFTIE, BIFETRLRERICOWT, TR & 258 & D25 CAE, CLCNN 21?2
NDYEE LIRS O VTN 5 2 L THEET 5,

5.1 Wildcard Training DB

Bk U7z X 912, /NG - it X OEEHE, SlFOFRHEE, SNSEMD My 7
EDRTEREICN LT, ICE & WT 28 AL ZREFEDRD ROz R L 7%,

LL, =%y MLkoTEWT OFRICEVNR NS, FHEHE TIE CAE, LUT
DM CFRIUC DWW TH WT IS X 2 PEREA E2SK & s, FiltkfEE ik &b o bk k-
e, ZHUE, T8y FORICERT S EEZSNS, K, FEHEEHOT -2
oy M, FiERHEEH T =% 2y b EHIR L THEDY NS W, 65T, WTIET—% &y
FOSKMEEE D, DERONEREE LIS 05, T BN LI ERIR
BhHsrEEZOND, TDIEIE, WTDOHEEIZK > TEHOBRAZDHED S ST
H5. FEEHEEHIEIZE T 2, CAE+CLCNN €710 WT OFHEIC & 524835 L 3l
MEDOHERE % Fig. 5.1 1SR T,

Fig. 5.1 &b, WT ZEAL T\ CLONN (-WT) T FAEHEAEDA T 5 12D THE
fliftZ2s LR LTE D, FE 7T =2 IGBEICHEE L Tw5, —57T, WTZEAL7 CLCNN
(+WT) TIFEFHIERZD EAPIIZ 6 NTws, InoDl Lhs, WT WA EICE T
2 IEHMICAHY § % LRI E %,

5.2 ICEIC&I|F3 CAEDEME

ETOFEBEY 27128 WT, ICEIL L 26%8ME0Rn S, ZofRIE, XrFodsE:
BA2FH L7 ICE 2%, REURIVES R TP ORI EHA TR S F 2RI T 28R &, T
DEBVEPHRIEZRZ 2 Z LR EICL 2D EEZONS, 2 2 TAHITI,
ICEICBHT 2007 & L TR 7 b ILRIG%E 64 K0 E L THEE EH¥ 7% CAEIZOWT, T
e oo BE AL OBEUE (wvy ¥ VIR ZEMELA. £3, S0
I SCFITR LT, SCFREZE oo~ vy &V BRBEDSIERE 12D o 72 SCFH % Table.
5.21278F, Table. 5.2 £k 1, &7 LU XFITOWTH BT L 72 ST B 22
RI2BTH KCHEBLERBLE > T s, FIC, FRMADBEL 22T OFPHENE

18



10’

—— -WT (train)
— -WT (test)
— +WT (train)
T +WT (test)
10° "R
)
7=
10’
102
0 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000 60,000

TR R

Fig. 5.1: WT OAMEIC X 5 22 H A L HliiRAZ D HERE

HATRE TR WERIEZ R L Tw 5, fiE>C, ICE 3 Z OHENXFRELIOR 26, B
DRAYE A ATHE Sy PR L FTRESC 7 2 RN L T 5,

Table. 5.1: XFZef] LT v Ny 7 v FREEDVT A SCFFH B

7y | FDUEERMSHE [ v vy s
-7 V) 6.07

— (HEHT) Ty =) 7.01
(F1%) 7.06

a (h¥hT) 6.40

a (H%HhF) 1 () 8.74
3 (hyhr) 9.94

((&fitih vy a) 0.00

( CEAatiAaya) 1 (&) 7.98
T(AxXHva) 8.50

F7, AT CAE DT EICH S N2 BRMEZES L T2 0ERT 2720, i
WU 7 SCH OB S L L 772N L, S XTFHTRO ZILDKE D> 7 30FE
BiZe] Eoih 2 FE L 7., 2 OfEE, & 25ED 8l HETF O E 15 < BIfR L 72 TIRFH
R 5 T EWIRM I NIz, Fig. 5.218, M) &) X% CAE O R ZER L oReE
D BTN T BED A ZIRANCZL S TR Z I L 7f R 2R T, Fig. 5.2 &S, %
FID3Z NZ A 64 RKIGD LR BB 1T % 36 XItH & 61 XotH D)t T %, Fig.
52 &0, mOETOXFH M) LHED 2D L THEDXFIE T 12, FEoXXF
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3 T IR A XFEDENT VWS, 2D L, CAE MEE L 7z—HHEHICFEDRE
HEREARMEICHYE T 2 RBEABEEINT DL EEZ 5.

[ R R B

0.4761  -0.1820  0.1120 0.4060 0.7000
the 36th axis

Fig. 5.2: i, DOFiED MDA 2 2840 S & 7 fi R

Fig. 5.2 T/ L 72 XFRBZEM LD D3, hOEFICO>VuTHRKTH S I L 2RI
12 Fig. 5.3 & Fig. 5.4 12 U AHETHHUL L 22 R T, SR ORINTW3E XHI, &%
W2 DY, BT OWE I T 2R EER L T0E I L0005,

CAE OEWHEEROELBAE 11X, CAE & PCA % Ll L 72 B oERILREZ H\w %
A CAE O DM ICE WHREZ R L2 2 EICHEET 2 L EZ2 o b, KR, CAED
T ORERIEIC B L 2= KB 25 LT3 2 EIE, RN X REZ2FEBITE w5 C
ExRBEWRLTWA, Fig 5.5 ICXXFRIRILE 64 KXotk L7 £ ED, CAE, PCA O&Fik
TOXFEBSEICL 2 3CF R %Z 7R T, Fig. 5.5 XD, CAE DAL Y EH» > XFD
Fie X CALMEPEILIN T 0L ZERRINT NS, 2D L6, BAAAICK
IR D ATE AR IR %2 55 CAE 0 /523, ICE D XFRETHEE L TPCA &
DELTWwW3 EEZONS,
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the 36th a

Fig. 5.3: ", DORED MOz 2L S & 7 kiR
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CAE PCA

-l @ B E R R -EE B & 8B B8
edH & K K fix fF <R E M B K E
s B K K fix & +ff B B R B E
sdh B K K O f  :im B R R R B
edh b K K & £ sH B K K O i
gdh H K K & ¢H B K K @ #&

Fig. 5.5: CAE, PCA O&RHDE LR

5.3 CLCNN THEEXINSSENEE

Hiffi £ TCI, REFED CAE & WT OBFHMEIC DWW L 7223, Afii¢lk CLCNN
DIFE TR L RIS O W TEE T 5, AR T, AU 2T 25 1 EHO
BRIAB—FIVICEHRL, ED X B XXFINIIGT % SiENVREB 2 ES L 20HET 5.
BARIABT) —F)VDPEE LRI T 2 8E 12, A—FVHDEEARY FILIZDNT
70y b 5FER-TH S [39] 5, CLCNN DANMBRY FULENET XA FTH 2
ZEs, ZTIZTIE, FEAXRY L% CAE O decoder ICHEL 72 1# 7y 33, Z
TUT X > TCLONN 3 X K )BT 3 ZXF DA GHLED, DEDDETIVHH 512 M
(AWFFED CLONN 55 1 J@H DB ARIAA D —FVE) BRI N5 2 E3MFTES. Lal,
Fig. 5.6 127 & 312 Frl e e @ M % 238 L 72 CLCNN OB AIAR A — 2 )L D—if % n[#i{k
L7ZfERTlE, XFEL T a2 BfEonkdrok, ZiUk, —D2DA—2AH 55
EDLTFITINT % & 9 RCId e L, AR CFICIET 2Rz 2B L 06 Th 5
EEZLND,

Fig. 5.6: FEMHEEE TNV DE 1 HBHDOBARIAA A —2)L (—H8) %2 AHHL L 741

Z2T, BRIAARD—FIVDEKRD 5 AR ZE 272012, BARAAAD—FIIVNDS
HARYZ PILIZDOWT, EEFEAXFOHDL SRS a3 A4 VEMENE WX FEZ2ERL 7.
ZHUT X > TCLONN 28 b K A BT B RED =X FOflAaGbEr’hans, el
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T, Fig. 5.6 DAEFUTKT LT, SCTFHRHMEZERM LT a4y A VEREZ o2 i bks R % Fig.
5.7 18T,

e BV BTN Y EE

Fig. 5.7: Fig. 5.6 DB HIAH A — F )b % LFFRBIZEN LTo a4 4 VEPIE 2 v Talgifk
L 745

nE, FoKEZYE L7 CLONN OBEHRIAAS — 2N D a3y A4 BRI Z v 7 Al
ERFER A TIE, REDAHRICSTRT,

Fig. 5.7 DA — 3 )V OR[EUERTER D@ D, R OFPIEDOECF 2 EEH D BT Tw 57k
D XFHATIRHED 2 LFHGENH IR TR T, ZREFNDERE FFOCTFIN % K
LCwhi\v, 22 CTAIFZETIE, XD ERNZ CLCNN ORHEETHl %179 729, Algifh
NEXFHNEHT—F 2y P THET 2 XFRONRZ I %, Table. 5312, FET )LD
BAHAAAH—FNVELET =y MCHET 2 XFEE (O0623%, A¥ AT, its) oA
RZRT, Table. 5.3 Tl, 06d%, A% AT, SF5ONROART D, EEPLTILT 7
Ry FRHFICBE L ToHBERITE EFNZ . €5 7TC, Table. 5.3 DFKATOATID 100%12 7%
LW Z EZERLT 5.

Table. 5.2: FETNVNDBERAAD —FZNEB LI TF =Xy MICHET 2 XFEONR
B (%)
i | A | S

/NG - RS D F—=%%X v b 60.93 | 0.90 | 8.10
EHEMHEE BAAARH—FIV | 299 | 1.89| 1.63
N0 T—=%%tv b 34.05 | 7.01 | 13.94

P tLiEE BARIABRT—F IV | 658 | 3.78 | 2.73
JHC SNS D FT—=%tv b 34.07 | 12.74 | 12.21
ey ZHEE | BARARS —FIL | 14.06 | 9.05 | 1.56

Table. 5.3 & 0, 7T =%+ v X1 55O HERIL WHFEHEMEL 72 70
T & D BFEEFICIET 2 A —F VDL WEHANCH D, FRRICA Y 4T OB E R
XSNS D FEy ZHEEMEZEEH L EZETFLTEAY A FIIKIGT B0 —2Vd3% s, 2
DI L6, CLCNNIZEET 27 —% %y MBU Tt 2 SEENREE RIS L
TED, WHREOIEHERZRLZEEZOND.
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—JT, VoD %DOHBIHEIIEREICE EEHEMEDE T TR, TLAMMOET VL
DO SBRIKIET 2 H—FABDHG LI RIS A7, JIU, FHEREEMED 7 —
Zey bMEDT =5y kXD SETFOLERMED R, EHHEITH L TIO S840 A
YA FTEPNDL XTI LD SBEFTEPN L XFIIOEEEN G EE2TRL TS L

BZ5.
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FE F&oH

AWETIE, REEEIC K 2 3CF RO SCE T T RICHRE R SR & BEE A 2
data augmentation FiEZE A L 728 L WINHI 2 SCEAHEFIEOMH A Z IRE L 7. #HE
D HARGEXLEHITEY A7 1B WT, (ERDBEERALE X OSCFHRAOSCETH T2 LAl %
MR 2R L, REFEVIAITHL I Ez2m L7,

REFEOMHTTIE, X7z 2 ORIRINERZEICEET 2 2 L9 6, {EROHRFIEL
BT DEE L WIZIRDELL L 72 PO I v, fHilefEin s YA R, Av=o
£ HEBRINTHERILH L 2 WX FORD P YN 2 INT W5 T EDRRBRI N
7o, AT, CAEIC X 28RN FRIADEEHDOKR, HFOLEECHELE 2 —5EIE
L7REBME o NS Z PRSI N, 2k D, (RN CTFERBEFE LKL T, &
RFEDRRNDP DO L) XFOBRZ R L - XFEBITH 5 2 EBHS Ik T,

CLCNN 2358 U 7R 2 T L 72384 Tk, CLONN 237 — %2 v Mc& N5 T
FOMBIRDOREZL ) 2, JHICHLG T2 XF2AE I Lo TER T2 2 EBHLITE ST,
ZD &I RHARGEDHASIEWIIZE T 5 CLCNN OFRHEEMNT %2177 > 2R 134 % <,
CLCNN D HEfiE & v 9 il & b ARBFZE I —E DR Z R L 7,
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) B

KFRICH 7D, BRICHT 2 THEEZ LT S > laCHERIR, 8 X OmEIEE
DERRICTE CHILH L B % 9,
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