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# # 6380157926 : MAJOR STATISTICS
KEYWORD: Natural language processing, Virtual adversarial training,
Transformers, TEXT CLASSIFICATION
Teerapong Sae-lim : VIRTUAL ADVERSARIAL TRAINING WITH WEIGHTED
TOKEN PERTURBATION IN TEXT CLASSIFICATION. Advisor: Asst. Prof.
SURONAPEE PHOOMVUTHISARN, Ph.D.

Text Classification is the process of classifying text into categories. Among
its contextualized architecture proposed, pretraining Bidirectional Encoder
Representations from Transformers (BERT) helps models learn the bidirectional
context of words, making it possible to classify text much more efficiently and
accurately. Although BERT and its variance have led to impressive gains on many
natural language processing (NLP) tasks, one of the problems of BERT is the
overfitting problem. When training data is limited, BERT model overemphasizes
certain words and ignores the context of the sentence. This makes it difficult for
the model to make accurate predictions on the test data. We propose virtual
adversarial training with the weighted token perturbation, which combines two-
level perturbations: (1) sentence-level perturbation and (2) the weighted token
perturbation to create a more granular perturbation than traditional virtual
adversarial training with only sentence-level perturbation. Our approach can help
models learn more about the key and important tokens in sentences when trained
with virtual adversarial examples. The experiments in the General Language
Understanding Evaluation (GLUE) benchmark showed that our approach can
achieve the average score of 79.5%, which outperforms BERT .. model and reduce

the overfitting problem on small datasets.

Field of Study:  Statistics Student's Signature .......cccccevevnenn.

Academic Year: 2021 Advisor's Signature ..o



AnRNssuUsznne

6

eninusaduillasuanudisivdowasAuugingn nA.ns.asuis indans 91913

o

MUsnwvendnus Fsawnsaduieganlulined fiitevensiureunsznueaisdfines

[
a s a CY Y

Hrewde doudiasiuziifusisuininednusaudniaaas snnsdiresianlald Anmuuas

a AYoau v v

linandudiauwngidennase Tuiungvinidevieuniiuau e1arsddreadumadavazguaidu

Y

VA o

98197 anvineveveunsrANeINsdodtlassazflailaunduiivenielinisquaveseraisd

Y
b2 a Y L3

HIILVBNTIVYDUNTEAN T09ANANTINTY A5.95UN FT8dns1Tanl Usesunssuns

1 [ a

WAANTIATY AT.OTNUT J309T Uag 819138 AS.A 535uTHY NTTUNITARUINENTNUS

19

A
Y

Juegrgeaaziiaidulidnielidwugi asvgeusasuilvanuinerinusatuiaudusa

6

9879 WATYONIIVYDUNTEAMBINTENNVINIUAINAIATVIEDHA AngNTvemIanshazn15UYY

9

va

PNANTHNIINg Ry Nllenaungidelaiiiumsfnuluniadviluazeeslviaiiuinaen
a0

gangveveunszAndnl U13A1 lavasauATINARTaTuAYULArduaSUI BN InAEN

(%
Y

A YA a = 6 aw | v I~ Yo w va
AaALSUAUS BUUI R INIuanTsIdeluYageving veuauiireglimaslawasvidasely

{ v o

U a = = a a
ﬂqimﬁﬁtﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁnﬁﬂlﬂuaﬂﬂ@ﬁﬂﬂ%alﬂam@

a s IQy
QINNA  LLad



GUETY

R
.......................................................................................................................................................... A
UNARGDATIVVI oo A
........................................................................................................................................................... N
UNARTDATE VTN oot 3
AN TTUUTEN oottt 3
5 1 13 OO R - SO ===t 2
SRR 311210 N OO O OO ol
BVTUBIAII e eeeeeevssoe e eeeeessssi st ekt h
T I a0/ A 0. » 0 SR 1

1.1 AU A AMLENAUBIVLIT e 1
1.2 TAQUTHBIF oo 3
1.3 YOUMIAUDINITANT etvrereeesssese et eesosessese s 3
14 ABAMTUNTIFNG oot 3
1.5 Uss et TiA A3 10 b URINGIIITY oo 4
T 5
2.1 MQUTAIIOG e 5
2.1.1 FAUUUTNDDY TrANSTOMMETS ..o 5

2.1.2 $UUUIIRDY Bidirectional Encoder Representations 910 Transformers..... 10
2.1.3 WsHnausNUIUNY (Adversarial Training)......coovvvevecooeeeeeeceeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeee 14
2.1.4 FnsinUstndiadiou (Virtual Adversarial Training) .o....oevveeeeeeveceeeeeeceseenen, 15

2.2 VU ITUTIIEIUDT e e e e e oo e e e e e e oo 18



3.1 wnaeiunsgIunsusziiuauglan w193l (General Language Understanding

EVAlUGION: GLUE). ... eieieieieeeceeeee e 21
3.1.1 NuMUAEILUUUTELEALRYY (Single-sentence Tasks) ........ovevveeeeevecoeeeenen, 22
3.1.2 MUANARIEARINULAZNIT00AAIM (Similarity and Paraphrase Tasks)..... 23
3.1.3 QMUBUIUATUNIYY (INFErence TaSKS) .....veeeerrrrrecsceecerrreesssssmseesseeesssssneeeen 24
fTnanAylun15UTEEUEMSU GLUE benchmark ..o 26

3.2 3msinUstindiaiousenissuniunuuasmtn Ay (Virtual Adversarial

Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) ............ccocceevevieveveiciceeeeen 29
3.2.1 NSrUIUNTIUNIUTEAUUTELYR (Sentence-level Perturbation Process)....... 30

3.2.2 ASYUIUNTASNNITIUNILRUUE s mTn AL (Weighted Token

PErtUMDAtION) ..o 31

1. M5E319MTIUNIUTEAULNLAUL (Token-level Perturbation)....................... 31

2. M5BT ITLAL (Weighted TOKEN) oo 32

3.2.3 nsguiumsasingsUsindiaiion (Virtual Adversarial Examples)........... 33

3.3 Regularization @1M5UNTZUIUNTHNDUTUUDIATUUUTIABY ovvveoeeee e 34
UTT G oottt e sttt ettt 36
8.1 55UULATNTIISATIAIUNITNNBO oo 36
8.2 YATOLATAATUNITIINAB. ..o 36
4.3 FuUUS a0 UM SUTSUTIOUUSTRVBAIN oo 37
4.4 Alaoi NN TLATNANITNARBIUDIARTYAVBLR e 38

4.4.1 mlawesmailinesuazran1snnaeesyadaua The Corpus of Linguistic

ACCEPLADIlItY (COLA) .. 38

4.4.2 Anlaweimsilneiuarnan1snnaesuesynteya The Stanford Sentiment

TEEDANK (ST =2 ettt et e e 39



443 fhlama%wmﬁLmai‘LLazmamimaawawm%’aga The Microsoft Research

Paraphrase Corpus (MRPO).......c.iiiriieirieiieieseisciee e a1

4.4.4 Anlaweinsilweiuasnan1vnaeesyateya The Quora Question Pairs

4.4.5 AlaUesnsiwesuazkan1snnaeIuantaya The Semantic Textual

Similarity Benchmark (STS-B)......covevevieeeeieieieee e 44

4.4.6 Alaweimadmeiuasnan1snnassreynieya The Multi-Genre Natural

Language Inference Corpus (MNLI ..o a5

4.4.7 Anlaweinailinesiasnan1snaaesasynteya The Stanford Question

ANSWENNG (QNLD .ttt a7

4.4.8 AnlawoinsiwesuayNan1snnaeinesyatoya The Recognizing Textual

ENTRIUMENT (RTE) oottt et ettt a8

4.5 AATITHANEAYVDI89AUTENBUTBINISENUTUNBLALlDUAIUNITTUNIULUUENS

51Mﬁfﬂiwtﬁu (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation)

............................................................................................................................................ 49
T s 51
5.1 AFUNANTITITE oo Pt TT  ieneeeaie BE ccensssessssesssssssnsssssssesassassasees 51
5.2 UOMEUBUUE ooovveoeeeeeeeeeeee e eeee e eeeee oo 52
UTTOUUNTU it 53



UV MR

wthi
M99 1 wanseazdealnesanvesyndoyanielu GLUE Benchmark..........oo..... 21
P17 2 UARIFIDENIINYATOUR COLA . e 22
PN 3 UARIFIDENIINYATOUR SST-2 e 22
5197 4 WARIHIDENINYATOUA MRPC oo 23
P15 5 UARIFIDENVOIATOYA QQP - 23
P59 6 WARSHIDENVDIYATOUA STSB ..o 24
P51 7 UARINIDEVDIATOYA MNLI oo 24
P57 8 UARIFIDENIVDIATOYA QNLL oo 25
51971 9 UANIFIBENUBIYATOYA RTE 1o 25
P151991 10 UARIFIBINUDIATOYA WNLL. oo 26
M3197 11 wanseazienlnesnues 8 YadoyafililunTneao ..o 37
137971 12 uansAnlaas s TReTAMULATOYA COLA 38
5197 13 WAAINANITNARBIVUYATOUA COLA ooooooieerrerrsneccenreeessessneesnese e 39
5197 14 wansAlate SIS TmesENFUYATONA SST-2. oo 39
P15 15 UARSHANTNARDIUUYATONA SST-2.ooooes o 40
31971 16 wansalate s TinesdmFuyatoya MRPC. ..o 41
5197 17 WAAINANITNAABIUUYATOUA MRPC..oooeeeerrrersimecennneeessssssneeseees e 42
571971 18 uansAlate ST esENTUYATONA QQP oo a2
P15 19 UARSHANTNARDIUUYATONA QQP ..o a3
137371 20 uansAlaLas NI TABTAMTULATOYA STSB o a4
P399 21 WAAINANITNARBIUUYATOUA STSBrrrevvvecerrrrreeenneceeneneessssssneesssss e a4

157991 22 WanaAlaUas IS IENBTEMTUYATOUA MNLL.ocorrrrccccrrreecrrrncerreneen 45



&

P15 23 UARASHANTNARDIUUYATONA MNLL .o a6
137371 24 uansAtlaa NI TR TAMTUYATONA QNLI .o a7
P37 25 UARASHANTNAROIUUYATONA QNLI oo a7
31971 26 wansAlaLe SIS EMFUYATONA RTE oo 48
P15 27 UARASHANTNARDIUUYATONA RTE oo 49

P59 28 NANITNARDIDIAUTENBUAIATYUU 5 YATDLA oo 50



GUEVATE LY

Wi
Andl 1 wandlassadneves Transformers (§18) daudrsa (Encoder) (131) fnensia
(DECOTET) ..ottt ettt n e 6
Al 2 (§1e) Scaled Dot-Product Attention (¥31) Multi-Head Attention ................... 8
Al 3 oSBT sTUIUMSE B UNALBIEFUUUTIaBS BERT .o 9
Al 4 eueAefiunszuIuNg Positional ENCOAING .o 9
A 5 SuneunsiineusuaImth (Pre-train) waEMTUSUUAT (FINE-tUNE) oo 10
AT 6 UAAIBUNAVBIFWUUTIABY BERT 1o 11
A 7 385y mMiignUaTeld (Masked LM) ..o 12
Al 8 33nvhuneussleadnly (Next Sentence Prediction) ... 12
AT 9 Fine-tuning BERT TLanUTIANAIIIL oo 13
Al 10 eSuren1sviauaes Adversarial TrAINING oo 14
AN 11 F29879115WANUAIANNUNIZTU PO UAZ G v 16
AN 12 WAR AU AN S AU UUIETEU e 28
AT 13 WA AT e 28

........................................................................................................................................................ 29

ANA 15 95U18LNeINU Normalization Ball SEAUUSELEA e 31
N a Ql' [y . . [y =3

AN 16 5188t U Normalization Ball SEAUIIAU «ovveeeeeeoeoeeoeoeeoeoeeeeoeee, 31

a a o J 5 o [
AT 17 9FUENTZUIUNITATUIUNITAIUINTALIILAL v 33



uni 1

unin

1.1 anandunuazanudrAgyvasdymn

n159nUsEinndoninu (Text Classification) 1 uanainilsveanisuszuiana
A11555197R (Natural Language Processing) fianfeminuduwusidauiunseninemnie
snvsmiodnuszsinndonnuduvany Tumsievusdymnsuauraudoyave s
w1 Feldinnsiauefinuuiassfiondefudiswasuvassiienieananidaenssy
transformers #38138n31 BERT (Devlin, Chang, Lee, & Toutanova, 2019) Feldsunns
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(Fine-tuning) Widhfusudu 9 fifiaundreadediuls uenainazldsunisilneusumedeya

v Y o

YRl wdl fauuudIaed BERT Siendunisidnsiaiuuassfianiaielmdilagiuuy

U U € a = A v @ = Yo ° = Y a o = 1%
ANNANTUEEn e Tneaudnyuzlglidiuuuitasuieuiusunvesdnile q g
ag U sEANSAmlag i suvisauaIkazd1evasgULuuyselen n1svilvdwuudnaes
WuUSUNYesUsleavian1sdeuaznisuamilinisiseusivseansnmuwaswiugiunty
wiiinlugasldfdanuan fuuudiass BERT ladinsusulssuazrosanluduuudiasidusy
dnuNUTY LW RoBERT (Y. Liu et al.,, 2019), DistrilBERT (Sanh, Debut, Chaumond, &
Wolf, 2019), wag ALBERT (Lan et al,, 2020) Fedauuinassnaiuseauninuadnsalunig
UEUNISUTZIAaNasTINTIR WANlidusauTIaRINLINE1sTAUEIE IS UNUUNEEN
NUAINUTY %’augaléf (Dagan, Glickman, & Magnini, 2005), (Dolan & Brockett, 2005),
(Warstadt, Singh, & Bowman, 2019) uagiilaiidayani1sineusuiidniavilvfuuuinass
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Multi-head self-Attention wasdutasfiaasfa Position-wise Fully-Connected Feed-

(% (%
1Y [

Forward Network gnving9ziitu Normalization ANUna 2 YugRELIN HARNSUDILAREYY

[

| a & &
88U YULTUANNITAIN

LayerNorm(x + Sublayer(x))
dlo  Sublayer(x) e flsftuestudon

a

Tud1uYDIFI00ATNEILTNIIUA N = 6 L589RaNUNNLBUNUANINTRALALNITANTUEDEN

(%
o

anudadutu Multi-Head Attention siawdniudadnsia gavinesadiiudu Normalization

[y

wennildaiimsudlutuges Multi-Head Attention Tusneasiaiivetesiulilviinfstoya



dusurnunena 3971k ulale i huUIIaI9EAIRRSIUAILAUIT § Tneswnuen T —
1 vi3evesnin [ Wil lnguaninsadnouazaiawInugun 1

Output
Probabilities

Linear

g A
Add & Norm

Feed
Forward

~\ | Add & Norm ﬁ

4 1
£od s o Mutt-Head
Feed Attention
Forward 7T 7 Nx
.
Nix Add & Norm
(->| Add & Norm | Nesked
Multi-Head Multi-Head
Attention Attention
A ) At
\L J . ——
Positional & ¢ Positional
Encoding Encoding
Input Qutput
Embedding Embedding
Inputs Outputs
(shifted right)

AW 1 uanslasead1evas Transformers (918) Gatd597d (Encoder) (¥21) fnansid
(Decoder)
(‘ﬁm: Attention is All You Need)



=

d1UUTENOUYDEVDIALUUIIA0Y Transformers Nd1Aydnad1unilefs Wandu

a

Attention @wihmthildunsdudATs (Query) uazyavasddd (Key) ffuan (Value) lneviaviun

[%
o

fnanundunnnesiiaun (Vector) Nadnsazgnatuiandunasiunisa s minueda

Panus IesudnAnivualiiulaazatazaulaslstantuaud ulasEnI1eAITwaY

a6

Ag meludandu Attention 98N UIUNISALFABNSENI1 Scaled Dot-Product Attention

Y o ! a

FILVMUINNIANUDIAUTENINAITLAZAY Tnadunn (Input) dnsunszurunisilay

q

(%
0y

Usznauluse@ds Aduazan InefsuazAdasiiis dy wazaazdds d, 31ndunssuiuns

& ° a ¢ ! a o a6 & v
HarAuiunaguLdanaans (Dot Product) TenINe@ITuazAg andumsaeg /dy

o a

b4 b & v i o ! ’oj CY Y o 1 | a IS
gavineaniun1saeilandy Softmax weriuananinlviuuiaza lneunfiawiinis

I
U v = =

ATUITENIN9AIS AduazA tagldoAundnn1sroaunsn AU E NS EUENN1TUD

nIEUIUNSHINa sl

: QK™
Attention(Q,K,V) = Softmax %4

Jax

5

b
©
L=
o)}
®
)

=
o))
®©®

mo))!
o

V A9 A1

WNUNL ITNEINITNTZUIUNIS Attention bgIdULA AUTNITINUIINITAWRUNNS

flafdu Attention wiany ¢ Suavvinlimuuudiaesamsainiseusiuanaaiudaiuduy

' o
a v v o2 o

Uselgvuman1sMIANUEUNUSYRIRAS WAL AT Pt URINmUILAENITIIU Attention WU

.Ju Multi-Head Attention iieazyuiinisusazuszuianadoyafiunns1aiuld aunse

[

Feuduaumslasd
MultiHead(Q,K,V) = Concat(head, ..., head,)W°

il head; = attention(QWiQ, Kwk,vwY)

lngs8azidenved Scaled Dot-Product Attention uag Multi-Head Attention @13150A139

lpangui 2



Scaled Dot-Product Attention Multi-Head Attention

MatMul

Concat
Scaled Dot-Product J& h
Attention ~
| 1l 1l
[ Linear [ Linear [ Linear
A
Q K V
v K Q

AW 2 (419) Scaled Dot-Product Attention (991) Multi-Head Attention

(‘17i:u’1: Attention is All You Need)

YPNINNNTLUIUNIT Self-Attention wa? wiazduUluFILINTHaLazAInDATHATIR
d1uUsgnauaifUuAe Position-Wise Feed-Forward Networks 1a8 AU NAIU7 0

<

[ 6 1 o 1 (% .d! L a ¥/ .
nadnwslunnagsIununenaIniu FsUusenauluaioaeanisuiasady (Linear

[

Transformation) Ingl#ariu ReLU W@eouduannisiasai
FFN(X) = maX(O, le + bl) WZ + bz

wiaumsuUaudeduazaaaefiulunndunissnaiimesnidlunisAmuinazunnsig

AULULATUNI AU A TUAUNUS YIS ONARNGHAS €

119991n@UWUUTIABY Transformers fin1sudteganiondulimilou
andnonssudu q ddumsssyiumisazdidureduwn Weaglifuuuhassannodi
arfukazaIwie Audnideldnszuiunis Positional Encoding $28t918U Input
Embedding iflea¥1aidudunndmiufinuudiass Transformers f15Ufl 3 dmuszy
duntavesmiiuluusslealagldfleddulale (Cosine Function) erdanudiiuansnariy
yoslalsrilunsszysumismnuguil 4 TneddsianuinegilinmssysumisaziBonunn

x » o X
Ju lnedaunisnail



PE (pos.2i) = sin (pos/10000%/ dmodet)
PE(pos,2i+1) = COS (pOS/lOOOOZi/dmodel)

We  pos A® ALNLY

. A aa
1 AR UM
INPUT X, X, X
POSITIONAL t t t
ENCODING 1 2
+ + +
e, e, e
My tailor

a a a [ k4 a a v 1 v o
AN 3 ABUYLNYINUNTZUIUNTIIA TN UNALNDLYIGAIUUINGDY BERT

(17im: https://www.baeldung.com/cs/transformer-text-embeddings)

Index Positional Encoding
Sequence  of tolen, Matrix with d=4, n=100
¢ =0 i=0 i=1 i=1

Poo=sin(0) Po1=cos(0) Po2=sin(0) Pos=cos(0)
I — 0 — _9 = 1 -0 = 1

Pio=sin(1/1) | Pi1=cos(1/1) Pix=sin(1/10) Pis=cos(1/10)

am — 1 = _gg4 = 0.54 = 0.10 = 1.0
P2o=sin(2/1) | P21=cos(2/1) | P22=sin(2/10) P23=cos(2/10)
a |/ 2 _ _ _ _
= 0.91 = -0.42 = 0.20 = 0.98
—» P30=sin(3/1) | Ps1=cos(3/1) | P32=sin(3/10)  Pas=cos(3/10)
Robot —» 3 = 0.14 = -0.99 = 0.30 = 0.96

Positional Encoding Matrix for the sequence ‘I am a robot’

AT 4 85UNENBINUNTTUIUNIS Positional Encoding

(17;31’1: https://machinelearningmastery.com/wp-

content/uploads/2022/01/PE3.png)
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2.1.2 A2uUUINa89 Bidirectional Encoder Representations 31
Transformers

f1lUUd1a 84 Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers #39

(%
C) o 1

3un31 BERT Wuduuudiasafianadedmsvausmuniwimans negnesnuuuuiiedu

1 v

AILUUTIa0INNRNAIINT (Pre-Trained model) 3nAdavayavuintg Inga1denis

Y

SYURUUARITIANIY NAARAILUUIIARIAINIATEUTUSUNYRIUTEle AN N8 U Y
MevwesUselenfuinliiusednsnniianiinisseuiiuuiieniafed 3ntuaiunsatdim

wuudnaesfigninatmtnlyuuunss (Fine-Tuning) AU91UBY 9 WU MuA1TAUIELAN

'
a

Foau nuseudny nglidndudeslsuddsuanilnenssuvesimuuinasniiu fegu

5

NSP Mask LM Mask LM \ m‘-' /@@AD Start/End SpaN
&« @~

BERT

BERT

Masked Sentence A - Masked Sentence B Question * Paragraph
Unlabeled Sentence A and B Pair Question Answer Pair

Pre-training Fine-Tuning

- EEE- &

AT 5 JURBUNISHNBUIUATN (Pre-Train) wazn15usuwsd (Fine-Tune)

(Vim: BERT: Pre-training of Deep Bidirectional Transformers for Language

Understanding)

WalviiikuudIaed BERT anunsadnnisduniulavainvaie sunanlddimnsuda
WuUd1ae9 BERT gnesniuuanuisauwansgliuuveslssloaniuuiieinasussloaiuug
! o @ & [ ' o/ 9y O @Y ”dl’ &y Tl a
W Aa “Julianmwemeadueeislsdne” dmeu “Vesihanla” Jauuulifeusslenad

MmaukarAnau negas1ald WordPiece Embedding melviAuisnan 30,000 A1 93y

° Y A &

AnAudiae [CLS] Faviutnndulnidunsnvesuszloawsn lamuiiay [SEP] dd1usy

(%
Y

wuswenUsyleaseninnlseloaiinilsiazUszluniiaos 9nviegell Segmentatioin Embedding

vimthssylniaululsgloainluvesussleainiaseUsslenfiaes dagui 6



11

e ) () ) () ) ) ) ) ) () )

Token

Embeddings ‘E[CLS] Emy ‘Edog Ews ‘ Ecule E[SEP] ‘ Ehe ‘Elikes Ep\av | E“ing ‘E[SEP]
+ + + + + + + + + + +

Segment

St N NN NN (N S S EN S S
-+ + = =+ L 2 L J +*= L -+ += =

Position

crmecanss | Eo || & | & |[ & |[& ][ & [l & ][ & J[ & | & || ]

AN 6 UERIBUNAVRIAILUUINGRY BERT

(17i3.|’1: Pre-Training of Deep Bidirectional Transformers for
Language Understanding)

:’1 o [ <2 ! 4 Y o o N (Sl
YUNDUAINIUNTHNDUTNANNUIVDINILUUINGDY BERT 291 EJQWUV]VLMMMHHETLU

[y v v

nsiruathemiulunisiSeus (Unsupervised Learning) lagly 2 adsdayavuinlvgjlawn

BooksCorpus &eAInun 800 aruruay Wikipedia Nw189nquiilAvianua 2,500 au

'
= a

A1 FagNUILTHNOUTUMIEIY 2 UAB WWIeAINgnTUadsl (Masked LM) 4aga1unis

Y

ungyseleadaly (Next Sentence Prediction) luvinefigasngeyide (Loss Function) ves

MasnuIzgnTINkazdnUTulimIngauie ilaUssansamnivian

I ¢ A

Uit 1 Msviuneaigntadaly (Masked LM) auilignuszasAiioninnisseuslv

Y

= o 1

AL UUT180997119USUNVRIUTL L ANIN19T18 ALY 15115090 ReNSANTAvIA Y

q

Useluaosar 15 vasdunalawmu iWelvimuuudiassisuiainanbignladalivagiiung

mngnUatalilvignees lneAiauggyideasanianmzamyvinueiiinaindntadel vy

AU 7

$ufl 2 mavinguszloadall (Next Sentence Prediction) tesanniliaaumane
udndudesdilarnuduiusssninsgosszlen Wy IUAIIABUAMAINKAZIIUNITOYLIY
yanw feiuFesuduasdodinevsuaud 2 Tnsdunnisiivssloaiiuduaossloauasl
uuuaesiugivsleaiaeniulseleadaluvesussloaiivilaiola Tngazuvayn

o ! [ =

sualudndiuiovay 50 Fevssleanassavilulselondnluvesussloaiviuasdiu

e

- | Al v ) A v oo ° Y a A = A
wideazliineteeiu WslidiwuuintasudnlavsunlulssloainilwasUssloniaasau

anunsavinglaegignaeduiugila fsgun 8
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Randomly masking
15% of Tokens

[cLsl | [cLs]
this . this
is 5 1S
: ) e ANFBJSJNFJ
oin oin <
L} =
o
'_
E t0_> 5 M 8 to
= =
=
- be be =
— 6 —> &
ZIHSFIOHOSI
so , S0
Using the output
long, long | of masked word
" to predict that word
H
512

A 7 BnsvituneangnUadsly (Masked LM)

(ﬁm: https://www.geeksforgeeks.org/understanding-bert-nlp/)

INPUT (Tokenized)
- [cLs] . [cLs]
this i
is 5 this
Sentence-A [MASK] is
to : ?
MASK
s i
L L INext
[SEP] 19, = -
= + 3 IsNext
that =
be =
[MASK] ¢— o=
Sentence-B = 7 L}
done : Predicting likelihood
. SE
L domg si"ﬂ; of sentence-B coming
[SE P] . after sentence-A
512

A 8 33nsviuneUselendalu (Next Sentence Prediction)

(ﬁm: https://www.geeksforgeeks.org/understanding-bert-nlp/)


https://www.geeksforgeeks.org/understanding-bert-nlp/
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wdnmsiineusuamtgaeiinisasiuds nsisuuusiass BERT lulddu
uduILedEITA1IMITEnI MsUFUguariBen (Fine-Tuning) Fafinumsslunsaun
nanAeansathdunaLaziodRvesnuiiFesnsulilunsuuudennrinesves i
WUUD1889 BERT laenisineausualenuinigisnisvituiedsyluadaliininuadiaadenu
NuUAUNITAERANLLUUUTElUAA ﬁjamagm-%mmﬁtﬁlwﬁaa UNTOUADURATIIUNNT

wUsUsELAnUselaalaelnAuiiae [CLS] azantunldlunisuuaussnn (Classification) wile

Y

yiungsadws fasuil o
Class Class
Label Label
—&
C1--]) -
BERT BERT
|Em1 " E, | | Ey || E[sew“ E/ | | E | ‘E[m;] || E, H E, | E
— T L L L1 1 iy
@m ml [sER @ i [cLs) Tok 1 Tok 2 Tok N
\_I_l \_'_I \
[
Sentence 1 Sentence 2 Single Sentence
(a) Sentence Pair Classification Tasks: {(b) Single Sentence Classification Tasks:
MNLI, QQP, QNLI, STS-B, MRPC, SST-2, ColLA
RTE, SWAG
Start/End Span o} B-PER (o]
a0 [_#_] < i
el =] -
BERT BERT
Bon || B | [B [ Bemm][ & ]~ [E] Eas | E H E, ‘
—— (I B L T —{r—ir iy
FE BAEE ® (e
\_'_/ \_I_l | |
Question Paragraph Single Sentence
(c) Question Answering Tasks: (d) Single Sentence Tagging Tasks:
SQuAD v1.1 CoNLL-2003 NER

A 9 Fine-Tuning BERT Tunufiuansneiu
(‘17;31'1: Pre-Training of Deep Bidirectional Transformers for Language

Understanding)
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2.1.3 38n15inausuustng (Adversarial Training)
Goodfellow Wtaue3sn1sinausuustng (Adversarial Training) T4 Tus1u

AoNfimeIvie tneasdunadmsuiuuudtaedaserfnisldnissuniuiisnaniious

]
] 1

dalvfnanudnlaiafiudiegnvesgateyaluuiniign Jedwmalviile Muvuinasaseus

q

Qe

3

A v oa 1 [y

SunaniAnanMsTuNIUAETiiunessanuieliungauwsnadnsligndesnudeniu

Y

= 1%

» A 4 v
PNULWUAT” NANUTBUUTBEY 57.7

[

gNog1NY FIkUUTIaeIMEBUNAALANINFULRD

waitawiunssunIu W gsguianua liduuuTnaesiuednase fuuudiassagyinug

I o

Bunmfignnissuniudu “vell” Arnulieduosar 99.3 deguil 10 935Uyl
wuuTnaeIneIeusEuINdeyauingItasiioviungnasnslieanuignaesnudie

miuuazyinlileymses Overfitting lASUNITUIIINM

i Vel 0.2 9) - aign(v,7(8,2.4)
“panda” “nematode” “gibbon”
57.7% confidence 8.2% confidence 99.3 % confidence

AT 10 85U18N151191UYBY Adversarial Training

(‘ﬁm: Explaining and Harnessing adversarial examples)

Wiehdeg1a Adversarial inusuldiusuuudnaesdmsvnudiundeya ArAugade

999 Adversarial @unsauanalanaaunisl

Loss Function = —logp(y|x + rqqu; 6)

Taqy = argminlog p(y|x +7; 9)

rlirlise

X fio Bunnvayaniay
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T @9 Fsuniuiiesdntioy
A & 1 a 6
0 A9 AUz TNeS
& L% QAI v Qll
Tady P? Msuniufianineiian

agalsimunisAuuiioassiisuniuiiariefgaliamnsamualdlaedsmiy
fatlu Goodfellow tauslrlgisn1sussunaalaeleids backpropagation @115ulasedng

Usganniien (Neural Networks) neigan1seuiniisuniuiiasengnlansaunisi

Taar = —€9/119l2
g = V. logp(y|x; 0)

2.1.4 AnsunUsUnshaiiau (Virtual Adversarial Training)

35115 Virtual Adversarial Training tJu38n15a519d75UnuLUULEiiaw (Virtual

o w

Adversarial Example) &aiimnuunni1931nion1s Adversarial Training lngldenfateniu
lun1sasianissuniuiaiengawazaiunsadiluussendldiunsiseuiuuuiadaoy
(Semi-Supervised Learning) Inglvifiauuudtaasinuiedunassuiielvlanasnsunfuas

W lUTULTgURUNAENEYDIAITUNIUMLANAIN ALUUTIR VI EBUNANTINAUFITUNIY

[

Luvdy gavneaunisaudydessluidunuannisnail

NI

Ly_qav(0) = 1/N’ z KL[q(y Xis é), pylx. + y_qav 9)]
n’

x.,0),p(lx. +1,0)]

Ty—ady = Argmax KL[q (y

rllrilse

Il x, fio Bunnvetoya
6 A8 W15 0NIVIIFILUUIIAB
N' fie Suuvesdeyanithemivuaglidfitheiiu
T B MTUNIUAIAUIINNTTEY
& ) ~ 9 ~
Ty_ady PR AISUNIUNEIT BTN

KL[pllq] e Kullback-Leibler Divergence 53134 p Wae q
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\Wenmsmuiniisuniuieaiiengalianuisaitle aeliuddddisnisussunousi

JUNUARINENgAve3 Virtual Adversarial Training lngld

Ty—adv = 89/”9”2
g= VxKL[q(y x*,é),p(ylx* +7r, 0)]

2.1.5 35115 Kullback-Leibler Divergence

Kullback-Leibler Divergence WUsn199ALLANAN9TERINIEBINTUANWIIAT
Wazidu endiegragu 9nUT 11 feansinaauwangI9senIianIsuankasnu1asdy

[

q kagnsuaskanautasdu p annsaleudydnwallaesd

KL[p(0)llq(x)]

lne? || A9 eI sgaluNITANLANANY (divergence)

0.5

0.4 — plz)

=
wo
A

density

<
b

0.1

0.0

A 11 frsgrensuanwasastinaznduy px) wae qX)
(Vim: https://tiac.io/post/density-ratio-estimation-for-kl-divergence-minimization-

between-implicit-distributions/)

naunIsiunneanuIUSnadeyangydlulield q(x) Wiedszunue p(x) wieh
& 1 ! 1 1 Y aa &
ADANLLANFINTENINNABINTHANLaIANLNz T uTweY Tunsaiidunisianiasaly

1 I [ = o 14 (% dy
‘Lﬂ’cﬂgL‘LJ‘ULL‘U“UVLQJG]E)Lu%]ﬂﬁﬂmﬂiﬂﬁﬂu%m‘l@‘ﬂqﬂ?ﬂllﬂ’]iﬂﬂu
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KLIp()I19()] = ) p(@) Inp()/q(x)

xXEX

Taefl  p(x) Ao mMswanuasmuuzdunuulideliios

q(x) Aonsuanuasmuunaziunuuldseiiios

X Ao fruUsdy

NSMNITWINLDIANUUIIS T URUURDLTBIEUNTaAUINlAR NaNNISE

o

KLpIla@)] = | pConpa)/q() dx

— 00

Tne?l  p(x) Ao mswanuasauthaziluluuseliios

q(x) fonsuanuasauunaviunuudeiilo

I U 1
X A9 AUTE

w11 KL-Divergence autlunsin “seaen1e” 109809n13uankasaud1astduus

Ll dnsgoenie msnzailendu KL-Divergence ldanuns nanife KL s¥13d p(x) U

q () laiwindu KL 970 p(x) WU q(x)
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aud’d‘ v

2.2 MUARBINYITDY
fanunerguvansasslunisualatymi Overfitting UuAILUUTIABY BN1TUINAB
msiiindeyanisineusulagldisnisiaiudoya (Data Augmentation) Faluwmaliafiasng

a da

uiilag (Kobayashi, 2018) tauaisn1sin

o o

foyadmsunisiinevsutuulnndeyal
dmsunsiasudoyadifondn mswsudeyamuuiun (Contextual Augmentation) Fsaguiia
PoyanuusunvesUseleaiu Tuviueaiediu (Wu et al, 2019) Wnawe Condition BERT
Contextual #eiinsiauuasiauuuiiass BERT sgandnenssunisdoulvvestgiiu
(Label-Condition) tileeygalsidhuuusiassamnsaaiudeyalaglivhateaudniules
yosUselonfiadslnduaztheiu (Wei & Zou, 2019) diaueid Easy Data Augmentation

'
a v A o w [

(EDA) Miasudayariiowinyszansaimnisyianuvesiuuudiaes eglsfinudediiandn

YaItn1siEsutenIufe deanungnasisdunieivaziviunidaudeiuteniuuas

a1unsansIvaeuUseleawaItulaenn

ax N = o a N P v o ° a o
TnsiiaesRensasenuEsy (Auxiliary Task) ivelviiauuudiassiousuazuily
NULESY (Zhou et al,, 2021) L@UeIEN15LY Data-Dependent Regularization Taga3n997u

NssBuswUUSEuIeauLeY (Self-supervised Learning) Litauflutleymn Overfitting (Kou

(%
[

et al,, 2021) L@u®35n19 Self-supervised attention (SSA) haglNuTu SSA adlufn
WUUS1a09 BERT lag SSA agassthemiuaudngdwsiussaulnfuniiniuseulnse
N15YUIEKa (Gunel et al,, 2021) Y1l@uen15534 Contrastive Learning L91AU Cross

Entropy 38n13HanunsatiuUsz@nsnImues RoBERTa-large vun13inUsz@nsninues GLUE

v '
] )

PNNUANENUARTIUgIUTegIUs N umAlAD MIiinnuEuRgItaslriuumEdn
WeUSuUTaUseansan uldnnuasumaidavaiunsatisunletgynn Overfitting win13
afenuasuroutiaensLaznsvienvainrategailudnadninunneneiy

YanNNTNUEsLUIIUgadianumelunisasiethemiusazldiaiuiudnaie

wWeazkAlulgun Overfitting A8ALUINNNTINUINIINAIVIADUN UMD TV AL
(Goodfellow et al., 2015) M3en31 Adversarial Training TuwwInell AI9E1998QNAI19Y
Ingldnssunudntesiuteyaduns Weoiunissuniwan o wee q lududeyanumuly

NTZUIUNISHNBUSY 198719 Adversarial @111509aNALUUTIa09LTAIANISAINAd WS L
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1Y 1% a = Y] ' . ° 1% = 1% ° =
Qﬂmﬁ]ﬂl@ ﬂ']iWEJ']EJ']NVI‘U%LﬁEJUEW']@EJ'N Adversarial V]']I‘Viﬂ']ilﬁﬂuzsl]@ﬂLL‘U‘U"U']ﬁ@ﬂlI

o

Usgnsnmannau uenanfdsanansaunlatomn Overfitting 8nAae

a =

finsaneunnineluaiwinieaans (NLP) Aldwwimneds Adversarial Training e
ufuldiudeyaiilideiieatu daa1u (Miyato, Dai, & Goodfellow, 2017) ¥81838n13
Adversarial Training wag Virtual Adversarial Training AusuaIunIwIAIanslngUsulyiu
A1sHeAn (Word embedding) 3amsiiaziiinuszansamlunisdaussiandoniuuuunis
Souiuuuiedlfaey (Semi-supervised Leaming) waranansaussiyniaym Overfitting (Zhu
et al,, 2020) ¥iaue FreelB Fadudaneifiudmiuissanudliiuisnsiinusing
(Adversarial Training) Tnelddunaunisunsdeundu (Backward Step) Uiang et al, 2020)

v o

l@uaLnAilA Regularization ﬁL?EJﬂiﬂ SMART 6’?@Luummmﬁwﬁw?uluﬁmﬁ'u (Local
Smoothness) LLU’JﬁWﬁUjWULﬁ@QMﬁQLﬁ&?ﬁU%gﬂﬂiﬁﬁa mniinssunudnteslunisiledlu
Uszlepdumnm (Sentence Embedding) agvilviveuiunnsindula (Decision Boundary) ¥4
Fruvusrassarlivasunlasnnidn fadu SMART Fsarunsadaslifuuusiansiiniiy
susgunglunisilednlulssloadunn SMART fnruaaneadaiuisnisinyusintaiiou
(Virtual Adversarial Training) va4 (Miyato et al, 2017) usfiasiathuunefiunnsnaiuy (X.
Liu, Cheng, et al., 2020) ldausdano3ny ALUM Lﬁ@LﬁﬂJﬂamquﬁﬂﬁuaq nsinUstng
(Adversarial Training) Iﬁmﬁﬂ‘ﬁqm (Pereira et al., 2021) yt@us Target Adversarial Training

a Y [

Imsuﬁuiﬂﬁauwmﬁ TwuUIIaeuIeNadNSie (Li & Qiu, 2021) Tdnssunmulusesulnpu
UUDanNe3Nu FreelB (Karimi, Rossi, Prati, & Full, 2021) 1@ue BERT Adversarial Training
(BAT) 1478115 Adversarial Training AU91UNN5IAUTELANTBAIIY (Aspect Extraction) Wag
mﬁ'@ﬂszmwmmiﬁﬂ (Aspect Sentiment Classification) (Pereira et al., 2020) t&U®
Saneo3iiu ALICE Fadunisnauseninedsinusinduasisinustndadouiionmun

YILANTANYDIFIUUT 1RO

wiinundedaz uisnfiuuliulunisandym Overfitting wanUszautymiain
nssumuiazidealuseaulnau Wesananudwlngerdonisinustndaiounuvunsiy
%ald Normalization Ball szauUssloafiviiutinfiawiuatbuunsusslon dawalilnifu
a0

Planuailan Normalization Ball winiu fetiuisnisaananiskiazideaneiazasianissuniu

seaulnAu N1sIANIssUNIURENazdenluseaulnduvinlrend nsusuuusnandlunis
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AnnununevesUselealiagagnies endregauy liiarsanyseloadauin “A whole lot
foul, freaky and funny” 31nyaveya SST (Socher et al, 2013) TuUseloaiininda

wuudnasslimnudiAiuiuman “Foul” wuudiassagyitunginelseloadulselonda

au TunmsndududisuuudaesinnuauladuaA1in “Funny” Msiungues@luuingasd

[%
tY U [

1 1 1 a [ aa =2 L3 A $ a = !
azUsuanInTuussleadauin WQ‘U‘UG]’JLLU‘U‘M@@QV]ZLIW]?NﬂUiﬂﬂMLﬁME]ULLUUﬂﬂLﬂﬂJ‘NhJ

[ ) o [

anunsoliAUssanaudiuglelnpunddydmsunisinnglildgnsuniuduiiay

<

folenvurdesiing (Kou et al, 2021) LmzﬁﬂﬁﬁmsmﬁagmﬁlmamLﬁaaﬁu
fwidn (keyword) Tudseloatelifuuulizoudmau 1Ny Tnefiauuandliiugng
WUUd1a09 BERT ﬁﬂ%‘uLLG]IQLL‘U“UEWLa‘zﬂ@ﬁﬁu’]iﬂUﬁQWJ’]ﬂJQﬂg{@ﬂLLﬂUﬁWéQ%ﬂLﬁ@ﬁﬂ?iﬂﬂﬁﬂ
Tndudivinlidlafin (Masked Misleading Token) wenanniivuwasananduandlmidiuin
ndufissegraiedldifismeniazdrelifuuusiaeswunanudaudanisersuaives
Uselgavionun 39o199stuivuiunvessslonde soulnduazusunvessylendedl
ANUEAYEmSUNIUIUNEIAERS 0819l5ARNATN1TYe9 (Kou et al,, 2021) luvisnzau

v o

uALuUINaed BERT Lilosannsasnmainvesnuiasuonaagldinaiuiu

WUINNVBIUITET Ve dNaNISHNUSUNEEl o UM IEAITTUNIULUUENEINTN LN
WA (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) #452731115
sunluaaaseaulawn (1) N155UseauUselenuaan1sinUsSUNUElaukuUALAY (2) N9

< 1 ’é v [l a a v a
sundulmauiuudlsimin lunisuszaiunisiinisldguvesdunalaaiieniugyids
lagUszungagaiioasnanissuniuiiaiitenan 5015991511435 Gradient-base
(Goodfellow et al., 2015) (Zhu et al., 2020) Taglaniziu Kullbakck-Leibler Divergence
(Jiang et al., 2020), (Miyato et al., 2017) Tun1ssuniuszauUselunazrendy Normalization
Ball szaulselummdateiuaunountnll (Miyato et al,, 2017), (Jiang et al., 2020) LATINAU
< 1 g ] < | g Y] Q’lj o v A & I3

A15SUMUIMLALLUUAI9UIMTA NSFUNIUIMALLUUEEMUn T utAussrlsenau
wanfviTiudazlndauial Normalization Ball wnnsnsiulneduegfiusziuainud1fgues
ImAuy n1ssunulnusuuasdndnwuulndanunsadeduldsnuuiiassveienis

o (% < aa o v aa 1 v aal 1 .
sumudmsulniAuniinudidgndnislaseavanlve (Larger Gradient) Lazann1ssunau

vulnpuildfirnudagniinislaszavduuiaan (Smaller Gradient)
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unil 3
/N1IANTUNITIVY
wlf:%aﬁmﬂﬁqLﬂmsﬁmmgmmsﬂszLﬁumwm%ﬂammﬁl’ﬂﬂ (General Language
Understanding Evaluation: GLUE) ua3sn1siinUsindiaiiousenissuniunuugasinin
A (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) éSusudn
Ussiandenu Tngdansiendeds nsiinUstndaiouuuvusain@undn Tnsassaums
sunmusriuUssleauazseaulnduidisefuiioazdanistulnduiidanuddysents

unguazuTunvessslen Ingisnisveusidaduiisnuuiiass BERT Wundn

31 uInsgaunisy szifiunarudalanre1alyu (General Language
Understanding Evaluation: GLUE)

mmsﬁmmgmmiﬂszLﬁummlfﬁﬂﬂmmﬂ"aw (GLUE) (Wang et al., 2018) gn
ﬂ’@um%ﬁyuimEJﬁi’mqUszmﬁl,ﬁaiﬁmﬂiuia'Smstfi’hlamwmﬁwmﬁ (Natural language
understanding: NLU) tAnUsgleviasanlagvssiotaunsoussuiananiwldianiz A
Ussinnifevoyndoyaiiien nasinasgiunisussidiuenadile (GLUE) Saduyainiesiio
dmdumsusziiuusednsnmussuuuiasslunu NLU Aiflegvansyndeya Tnesursyadeya

[ @

fidnnudeyadmsunislnevsudisrinvienfeyndoyaruinin Aamnsei 1

M3 1 uamesrgazidenlngsiuvesynioyanigli GLUE Benchmark

Corpus Task Metrics Train Dev Test
CoLA Acceptability Matthew corr. 8.5k 1k 1k
SST Sentiment Accuracy 67k 872 1.8k
MRPC NLI Accuracy/F1 3.7k 408 1.7k
QQP Paraphrase Accuracy/F1 364k 40k 391k
STS-B Similarity Pearson/Spearman corr. Tk 1.5k 1.4k
MNLI NLI Accuracy 393k 20k 20k
ONLI QA/NLI Accuracy 108k 5.7k 5.7k
RTE NLI Accuracy 2.5k 276 3k
WNLI NLI Accuracy 636 72 147
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naeiuesgIunsusziiuaudilan1wialy (GLUE) wiusunisdilselen
nwdangulasiivionun 9 gateya netauaaseuaquynlawy ufsIuiadoyaiid
AuLANANAULagA g AL sTuluiazyadoya Tasanunsadanguauld 3 ngu
laun Lausuneuuulszlaaien (Single-sentence Tasks) 2.97UAUARIYARIAULAE

nN1508nAU (Similarity and Paraphrase Tasks) 3.\11uai\gmuéjmmm (Inference Tasks)

3.1.1 usuneuulszleatiien (Single-sentence Tasks)
1) The Corpus of Linguistic Acceptability (CoLA) (Warstadt et al., 2019) L‘fJusq@
foyafiusznausedeyaiiihunnnnisdeuazunaimluinsarsniudnguitisifesiy

a s 1 Y 1 a o o 1 [ 1 < v L3
nun1waans lnswsaziiegrasitienivinseleansnanduluaundnlieinsal

v [ v 1

n3old Aedaog19lun19199 2 Yadeya ColA ldmrdudssansandunusuaauuns,

Y

(%
v A

(Mathew’s Correlation Coefficient) WuddTalunisuszuiiuna F9ilarnuaunsalunig

Usziliuuszdnsamluyateyauuulilauna (Unbalance Binary Classification)

M15799] 2 Uands 1061991019 taya CoLA

Index Uselan ey

Our friends won't buy this analysis, let alone the next
1 1 (acceptable)

one we propose.

2 Bill pushed Harry off the sofa for hours. 0 (unacceptable)

¥

2) The Stanford Sentiment Treebank (SST-2) (Socher et al., 2013) Lﬁuﬁqmsua a‘ﬁ

3
Y

Usenaumiguninsaliagaesuiefgiiuanuidnaina meuns ansiavesyadeyailfe
n1sviureausdnaeslseleainvuall lnsuiadu 2 ngufie Aruidnidavinuas

ANUFANITIAY A5 3

M15799] 3 Uanas 106199109 TaYA SST-2

Index Uszlem Jrenniu

1 equals the original and in some ways even betters it 1 (positive)

2 | cold movie 0 (negative)
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3.1.2 IUAMUARIIARINULAZAI500AAY (Similarity and Paraphrase Tasks)
1) The Microsoft Research Paraphrase Corpus (MRPC) (Dolan & Brockett, 2005)
Hundstoyavesauszloafifannanunasnooulatlaedaluf@ lnefithefiuinusslen

Megliauninemileuiunsolyl An13199 4 uaziliesandeyaynilliauna (Imbalance

Dataset) 3aldr1AugnABaLazAl Fl-score lun1sinna

M15799] 4 Uandsae 1990 1nTaya MRPC

Index Uselon 1 Uselom 2 Uheminiu
They had published an On June 10, the ship 's owners
advertisement on the had published an 1

1

Internet on June 10, offering | advertisement on the Internet, | (equivalent)

the cargo for sale, he added. | offering the explosives for sale.

Yucaipa owned Dominick 's Yucaipa bought Dominick 's in

0
before selling the chain to 1995 for $ 693 million and (
2 Not
Safeway in 1998 for $ 2.5 sold it to Safeway for $ 1.8
equivalent)
billion. billion in 1998.

2) The Quora Question Pairs (QQP) fia ArasynAnmINIvlednauAIa ueE
Quora lagn1siavdnvesyntoyaiiie fsuinAmauavidaunemileuiunield de

d‘ 1 a U o o U al ] U gj = 2V U 1
#1319 5 waztyungIny MRPC ﬁnmumaﬂﬁwsmmwmmlmama PRUUIINDIDIAYAIAINU

gnAatay Fl-score

M15799] 5 Uands19e19%e97nTega QOP

Index A7073 1 A0 2 thenny
How do | control my horny How do you control your 1
: emotions? horniness? (duplicate)
What causes stool color to What can cause stool to 0
? change to yellow? come out as little balls? (Not duplicate)
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3) The Semantic Textual Similarity Benchmark (STS-B) (Cer, Diab, Agirre, Lopez-
Gazpio, & Specia, 2017) Jugaveussleagiinunanidetnn WiteddlewarAussey
AMNUAETOYADUIIUNYIETTNIIR  InsUsElonusasAlnsUALUUUANAT IEARINUAS 1

05 AW 6 asfavanvesdeyayaiiie msvuigAzLuuANNAIIEATaTY 113

9

IS 1

Uszillunaaglvrdudssansanduiusuuuiesdunazadosuuy (Pearson and Spearman

Correlation Coefficients)

115799 6 Uandsee19YeTATeya STS-B

Index Useloa 1 Uszlon 2 Uiy
1 A man is smoking. A man is skating. 0.5
2 Three men are playing chess. Two men are playing chess. 2.6
3 | Amanis playing a large flute. A man is playing a flute. 3.8
4 | A plane is taking off. An airplane is taking off. 5

3.1.3 MUBUIIUAUNIET (Inference Tasks)

1) The Multi-Genre Natural Language Inference Corpus (MNLI) (Williams,
Nangia, & Bowman, 2018) uyadeyafisrusamainunasioya 10 uvas 1wy dyelunis
Usese fensuazsenuvessyune neddnvasugusslon (Useloamangiuuazysslen
auufign) devhweiwssleavdnguuasyselnauufiguduiinnniedemietaudetu
visoidunans fadhedndlumsnedl 7 msusziiuazuysesnifiu 2 ngude (1) Matched (In-

domain) wag (2) Mismatched (Cross-domain)

MI5999] 7 UanamIoe19ve3gaToya MNLI

Index Uszleanangu Uszlomanumgnu Unerifu
How do you know? All this is | This information belongs to 0
1
their information again. them. (entailment)
Were they supposed to be 1
2 Were they in there?
in there? (neutral)
Vrenna and | both fought him, | Neither Vrenna nor myself 2

and he nearly took us. have ever fought him. (contradiction)
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2) The Stanford Question Answering (QNLI) (Rajpurkar, Zhang, Lopyrev, & Liang,
2016) Wuyadeyaniusenaudegussleaiou Jaiunain Wikipedia lneUsgloandaduy
Usgloamaiuuasdnuseloadulsslonmnouiiieates lnea1snandnaenisiiuiedn

Uszlopmnauidldanauveslselonmniunsoly Aasog19lun1sen 8

M15797) 8 uanaaee19vesyAveya QNLI

Index Useloadinu Uselon Uheminiu
In what century was the Construction of the present 1
1 church established at the church began in 1245, on the (Not
location? orders of King Henry lIl. entailment)
How many paper cups are Americans also use on the
0
2 used by Americans each order of 16 billion paper cups
(entailment)
year? per year.

a

3) The Recognizing Textual Entailment (RTE) (Dagan et al., 2005) Lﬁuﬁgm%ﬂﬂa
ahatundeyaruazdennu Wikipedia Inefitheridiu 2 $rede Liflnnudenlesuass

ANMULTBULEIN Y AIFIDE1IURITIN 9

M15799] 9 UuanaiIeeevendoya RTE

Index Uszlon 1 Uselon 2 Uherinfiu
1
No Weapons of Mass Weapons of Mass
1 (Not
Destruction Found in Iraq Yet. Destruction Found in Irag.

entailment)

Lin Piao, after all, was the
Lin Piao wrote the "Little 0
2 creator of Mao's "Little Red
Red Book". (entailment)

Book" of quotations.

4) The Winograd Schema Challenge (WNLI) 1uzndoyaildnisinanudnloassm

£

wiunglulselen a1sfavdnvesyadeyailne viuedrassnunlulsgleandanegitasdiu

Usgloawsnusakl sasnagnalunnsnead 10
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M15799 10 uanvsiieegvvesyadeya WNLI

Index Uselonm 1 Uselom 2 Ui
| stuck a pin through a carrot. When 1
1 The carrot had a hole.
| pulled the pin out, it had a hole. (entailment)
George got free tickets to the play, 0
George was particularly
2 but he gave them to Eric, because (Not
eager to see it.
he was particularly eager to see it. entailment)

i

fmannlun1sUseiug sy GLUE benchmark

v

A1IA1UQNABY (Accuracy)

) [ | o PN 4 & A a . a
LUuammu%ﬂmw’lmwgﬂmm UUABNAUINDTY (True Positive) LLACNARUITI

v

(True Negative) lnganunsadouduaunisianadl

TP+TN
TP+TN + FP +FN

Accuracy =
Tneil
TP A9 WAUINTSA
FP A® NauInans
TN fl® NaaudsTe
FN fie naauais
AM2U52an (Recall)

1w

A1ATEEN FiB ATIRUTEANSA NYRIMIKUUTIaRIIaNIATEURAUINTTLAaEN4
gneies 1w amnsasyyldedsgndesinfiauiudielainnau

TP

Recall = TP-l-—FN
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AAMULLUEN (Precision)
AIAULIUEIAD §RTIAIUTENINHNAUINTUTITTIRATNAUINTINNA LYY A1115058Y
1971 dUaedulainandUlelaianamun

TP

P . . -
recision TP + FP

A1 Fl-score

A1 Fl-score A N15IIUANNLIUSILALAIAINNTEANYDIFIUUTIandlaevin Ty

ARALE15UaNN (Harmonic Mean)

precision - recall

F1 — score = =
precision + recall

-7 Q‘ %4 7 = . . .
AnduUsEanSandunusvaunsa (Mathew’s correlation coefficient)

1 v s

ANFUUSEANSANAUNUTVDILUNTI (Mathew’s Correlation Coefficient) Aa 1AT093lD

o [ [ 1

ADRAINTUNISTAANULANAI9TENINAIMAIANITA AN UANRS Y wastfeuvinduand Chi-

[

square @msunseled 2 x 2 lnediauniseadl

(TP-TN) — (FP - FN)

McC =
J@P+FP)(TP + FN)(TN + FP)(TN + FN)

lngA1duUseAntanduiusvowuns1asliA1sening +1 wag -1 631 +1 AeANANan

FENIATAIANTILATAIR3Y UidlAT 0 wansiraviheluwuugy
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[

ArduUssandandunusuuuiinesdunazaidesuuy (Pearson and Spearman

Correlation Coefficients)

a £ v o s Y

ArduUsransanduRusLuUesdu (Pearson correlation coefficients) Ao FradAT
THlunsTaanuduiusidadusenineiuwds X way Y Ineilaisening +1 way -1 duduan
+1 ARAMUFUNUSIFLEULTIUIN 01 0 LanalUTANUEUNUSITLEY wag -1 AeANUFURUS
Fsauviaaadagui 12

h A

r=0.7 i p r=03 o r=0

r=-0.7 B r=-0.3. r=10

3 »
> »

AT 12 waRIANENUSERNSANFUNUS WUULNE SHU

(‘i”im: https.//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Correlation)

AduUszansanduiusuuvausuuu (Spearman correlation coefficients) Aans
v Q{' a a I3 U [y 6 o £y a 1 Y] a % &
Fonlidansninesvesdunusuesdunu Ingusesliuinassinwlsarunsaasunelagleiendu
Tlulnfinlaaiesle lnsdlsarveafinusniaiudy A1ve9dndnUsAaziiud unsoLilann

YaaUsvilaiudu ABnmuUsazanas sagun 13

»
T » >
= &

Figure 1. Amonotonically Figure 2. Amonotonically
increasing function decreasing function

Ani 13 wansanlalulniinendu

(1'7im: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monotonic_function)
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3.2 3annsiinUstindiaiioudenissunaunuudlsinvtinIndy (Virtual Adversarial
Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation)

lunumsuszananan1wsssued usarlnAululsyleaiissaumnuddguansig
Fudmsunisiuenadnslusunsdausuandoniny Wefiarsunddesitavesnisiln
Ustndailounuudaiugld Normalization Ball sefuussloaifieadradasuniuiiulyl
avBunifioamedvdusesuinidy uideisaaus Tansiinustindiaiioudienissuniunuy
el (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation)
Tnstunounsiuiunisie Useloadufuazgnuuadag BERT Embedding Litavndngs
WUUINaDs BERT mﬂ‘ﬁ?uLaﬂﬁwm%@ﬂﬁ’aLLUUﬁWﬁ@W%QﬂﬁﬂULsi’ljﬁﬁjﬂi%U’Jumiﬁ%Nﬁ’JiUﬂ?u
syfuUsYlmuaznsTUIUMSEZeRsUMULUUEs I LAY Ssnszurunisadnesasuniu
wuvdrsimdnlnifiuende Normalization Ball szdulnidulunisadradisuniunarvadng
tninvesusaginfy mnﬁ?ué'hiumuizGTUUS%IEJ@]LLazéfaiummzﬁ’uimﬁu%gmwLﬁi'hﬁu
BERT Embedding tilea1siogsustintiaiounaztiingfuuudiass BERT iileldlunns

AamAgdsveIn1sinUslndiaiiou aavihermanugadeveinisinlsindaiiou

QnIINUAIAINENFsveIluUIIaed BERT ¢agun 14

The |
perturbation EEEEE 3.Combine <-—<:
on input i

1.Sentence-level Perturbation Process

Weighted Token-level
Token Perturbation

2.Weighted Token Perturbation Process

o Model
Gg ' i Output
— : Target Task Loss
' . :
i 3 ! Model Loss
VAT ______“__"_"_“_"j R VAT Task Loss
Examples

4.Regularization For Model Training

A 14 wanannaandnenssuisnisinusUndaliounen155UNIULUUANUIAUNIN

<
AU
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3.2.1 N5EUAUNISTIUNIUTEAUUSEIEA (Sentence-level Perturbation Process)
Tunszurun1sas1eiasunuseauUselen 15191@835N1SwUUALANTUN1TES 1967
sunIU (Miyato et al., 2017) lngdasuniuseaudseloamlaainsmuniaesdunavinlien

Y94 KL-Divergence {f1geiign Jaanunsaruinimisuniussivuseloalainaunisaall

Y

7, = argmax KL(f(x; é),f(x + 6; é))

M8llcose

e

X o nstladmesialsylen (Word Embedding)
f(x; é) flo fauuusaedlll O Wumsdimes
§ fo ssunuisuiilussdulseleauazseaulndu
T, fie fhsumuilianiedmiusedulselon

””p fio Normalization Ball 717 p =

gun1saenanianuentunisAuIn asiudmsulasenelssamiien (Miyato et
al., 2017) T8n1sunsdounau (Backpropagation) titoUszanufisuniu Msuseanuailag

Bnslaseau (Gradient) V. Tnewiisuiudunsiiebilausunadunissuniudunsidamaniu

AANGELE aunsamuUsEnaAIRIsUNINTEAUUSELEA AB

s = gs/”gs”oo
5o g5 = VL KL(f(x; 0), f (x + 63 6))

lngil
Js f0 Gradient KL-Divergence lagifigufiudumns
| g5l cofi® Normalization Ball sysiuuszlen

Tunszulrunisas1esunuseauUselanagly Normalization Ball sesuusslem Lag

MagAnAviaselen nanfeynimAululsslonasiial Normalization Ball wWeariunnln

WA AaguR 15
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Gradient of KL-divergence with respect to input

Al 15 a5uneifieafiu Normalization Ball szduuselen
3.2.2 NSEUAUNIES NS TUNIULUUE TRy (Weighted Token
Perturbation)
AsvUIUMIESIMITUMUBUUE sl mfuUseneulddheaesduddalaun 1.
nsad1eanssunusEiulniiy Fearademssuniuveusazindy 2. msdraimiininifiy
feadaminauauddylulsrlon anturisaesdiuazgnanndieadan1ssuniuuuy

g nnlnAuy

1. n15a%19n1ssunusEaulmAY (Token-level Perturbation)
Tunrsadradisuniuszaulndu adredun1sas1sssunuseaulselon waaide
Normalization Ball seaulnlAy F992A1UI4AT Normalization Ball vasusazlntduyinle
Normalization Ball dfuaneiaiu sagui 16
gt1 gtz gt3 'gt4-

= — T; = — Ve —_— —_—-— T, e —
||9t1||oo 2 ||9tz||oo . ||9t3||00 & ”9t4||oo

grad4
Word4

Tt,

Token-level

Normalization

Gradient of KL-divergence with respect to input

2NN 16 a5UNELNENU Normalization Ball szaulntAy
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FusunsussanAiisunIuvasseaulnAualdisn1sves (Miyato et al., 2017)

[

1AYEILNTOAUIUANEUNTT F19T

Ty, = gti/”gti”oo

e g, = VKL(f (x; 6), f(x + 6; 0))
Togil
g, A9 Gradient KL-Divergence Wiguriugumnem
||gti||oﬁa Normalization Ball sgfulnAU

2. MsarsdinlnAu (Weighted Token)

nssunulnAuiuuaasdmilniinnuddalussaulnduiesaindmsuauaiu

(%) I o

AWIANENS INLAULAAZFTIAINAIAADNITVIUISALANAIAY TNLALLUUNUN TN

o

WifiAuALNaaIN Normalization Ball syaulniau laenfenudAgludssloaazdvue

293 Normalization Ball Tvgin116189u ¢ (Yao Qiu, 2021) TagdUnaulLInLI1azAIUIUAT

v a

Normalization Ball vesusagIniAuainnislaseaud (Gradient) wes KL-Divergence Lilgufiu

Sune ntuazie s luAuasIensatvT Ay feaunisi

9

o lgall, = MiNGlgelle)
i~ MAX(Igellw) — MIN(llgelle)

Wi

' (%
v A Al v A

TnAuninislasgavanlug duiaiivazidensouuinlunisyiiune (naudAw)

v o 3% ) - Y Y 2 aa | v Ay | ~

studmdnvealmAudIndnlng 1 TuntwssdudulnAuninistassaunuaeninagd
< v 1 o s'o’ Y @ 5’5 ¥ ¥ v ’oj v @

HansEVuLEnlaeianisvituneg dmtinvedniuiuazdilng 0 gavneuininvesmau W,

¥ [y =3 (Y a &
T\]SQﬂ@JﬂJﬂ'}EJﬂ’]ﬁiUﬂ'J‘Lli%@‘UI‘VlLﬂu rti GNE‘LJ‘V] 17 wagdun1su

e = Wy, " Ty
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® ® ® (]
LLT
1 i

Al — MIN o
Weighted Token »[ w,, ”gtl”m (lgelle) ]

7 MAX(llgell) — MIN(lg,lle)
|

AN 17 B5UNENTTUIUNITAIUIAUNITAISUMTNINLAY

T

Weighted
token
Perturbation

Weighted Token-level
Token Perturbation

J

3.2.3 N5sUUNTEs19A20819UsUnEadiau (Virtual Adversarial Examples)
Tunszurun sl E51udISUNIUTEAUYTElaALAZATUNIULMLAURUUEI U U T NLTN

U BERT Embedding Feaunsd

X=x+r+r

Ingi

X Ao Bunnvad BERT Embedding
~ A % ] L3 =

% fie swgneusinvuuuiation
T, Ao fisumusziulselen

T, Ao Msunmukuuaasimdnindy

Y I

gavnemeginstindialouiignasnsluazgniiermiuuudiass BERT ieknuay
AWIAIANERYLA YR Virtual Adversarial Training laganunsaA1LIMAINaNNTTl

n

1
Lyt (0) = EZ ||3?£r>1(ﬁl°)556 {)vat(f(x; ), f(f; 9))

i=1

Togi
4 vat A9 symmetrized KL-divergence
X #ia Word Embedding ¥898unnaviy

~ooA

Mg Word Embedding vas@unaisidiuiisuniu
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3.3 Regularization §1%5UNIZUUNSENBUINYDIAULUUINGDY
N3EUIUNTEATINEADTINNTEYLAeveIn1sRNUsUndialion (Virtual Adversarial

Training) fiun1sgeyideidmang (Target Loss) itelvilaAgadesiutdssign aun1sainy

GRGRERHER
Liotar = Ltarget(e) + aLlyq(0)
10 Leargee(8) = =TIy Crarger (f(x;6), )
Tned
Ligrger A® ANANMEALEY Cross-Entropy
Lyqr AB AANNgdeveisnsinUsUndiaiiou

a o lawesnsiwmesuesnszuiuns Regularization

4101900 31802L9UAVDI8ANBINUYBITITNIT Virtual Adversarial Training fUNS
sunIusgAUlnALLUUaUmMENIINSanesTin 1 Ine3Bnnsfitiausasgnasistiuain ALUM

= & aa ] Ao g va = aa = ¢
FalwisnsmamssunmuiviliiinAmnvagidereisnmsiinusdnvgean
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5anasiu 1 Virtual Adversarial Training fUN15SUNILSEAUIMALLUUA9LMIN

duwnm: T: the total number of iterations, § = {(xl, yl), e (xn, yn)} :
The training dataset, f(x, 9) is the machine learning model
parametrized by 9, K: number of iterations for perturbation
estimation, 55: the initialization of sentence-level perturbation, St:
the initialization of token-level perturbation 02 the variance of the
random initialization of perturbation, €: perturbation bond, 7]: the
step size of updating perturbation, T: global learning rate, &: hyper-
parameter regularization, H: the projection operation.

l:fort=1,..,Tdo

2: for (x,y) € Sdo

8s~ N (0,02), 5.~ N(0,02%)

form=1,..,Kdo
gt < Vatl.KL(f(x; 0),f(x + 85 + 8¢ 0))

loe|| = MINUlgelleo)

L Max(llgello) = MIN(llgellco)
Ty & Wy Hllgt||w<e(6t +19¢)

gs < VasKL(f(x; 0),f(x+ 65+ 8 9))
s < [liglleo<e(Os + 1Gs)
10: end for

1L 9o < VHLtarget + avGLvat(f(X; ), f(X ol % ol P 9))
12: 0 <0—1gg

AR

X N

13: end for
14: end for
Output: 6
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uny 4

AINNADILLASHANTIINAADY

unireiisifeiunsasewuaskamvaasdasiidevdedl ssuuuasinsuise
flunmsasisnstinustndatioudenissunuuvudisiainlndu gadeyaifldlunig
naaes MLuuassildlumauisuiioussaninm uazgaving Alawesmisimesuas
nan1INAanIvoiLdazyadoya dawanisnaaniainuiazyadoyaandudaifadiu

UsgANSN1nuaaiSNsNULELe

4.1 szuusazsusdfaiildlunisvaass
andlnenssuvesiinsinusindasiousaemssuniunuuarsimiinlngy (Virtual
Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) Qﬂﬂ'mmuumuﬁama%ﬁﬁ
ngUszanananansme Intel Xeon CPU @2.30 GHz Sntieaudnvwnn 32 GB dvtieiiu
Toyan3uy 124 GB vilgUszuranansminAa NVIDIA Tesla P100 divtiganudnsiin 12

GB

ﬁﬂ’]‘{jﬁEJﬂiiusﬂﬁxﬁgﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂﬂi‘ﬂﬂ‘@mﬁ’e}ué‘lj’lEJﬂWii‘Uﬂ’J‘ULLUUﬁ’Nﬁ’WMﬁﬂIWLf‘ﬁu (Virtual
Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) aglin 191 Python Tagede
WsHAsA PyTorch, Transformer — Hugging Face (Wolf et al., 2019) wag MT-DNN SMART

(X. Liu, Wang, et al., 2020) 1o WA u1AILUUT1a09uazaNdun1INaaed TUdIUU0 A7

[

LWUUTIaeI AU InAuatuly Te38n15@sulusunsudsing (Object Oriented

9

Programming: OOP) wagdniun1svnaegniiauuuaIedile Jupyter Notebook v

4.2 yadayandmiun1maass

N UANIAIgIUnIsUsiuadutalani1wi19aly (General Language

(%
v Y

Understanding Evaluation: GLUE) (Wang et al., 2018) fanvouaiania 9 YA Fefiuansly

9 Y

Tuunil 3 JBnsaniunsnuidy winimeaeddunuidetdagliinsdiunismaasdluye

Youa The Winograd Schema Challenge (WNLI) Lfiaw'1ﬂsqmﬁt’fmgaﬁqm’nﬁﬁfyjméﬁuﬁw

Y

[
LY

o v a & L4 Y 1 Aa a LY a o o a1 = LY v a =
AAumdudstneg IﬂEJG]'J@‘EJN“VIlI‘Ui%IEJﬂL@EJ?ﬂULLG]EJﬂ']EJﬂ']ﬂ‘U‘VIhJL‘I/TlIEJL!ﬂ‘L! PNUUIUIYYUIS

lFyanIsnnaes 8 ¥m AN 11



MI5N7 11 uagasigazidenlnesiuved 8 yaveyainltlunisnaasd
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Corpus Metrics Train Dev Test
CoLA Matthew corr. 8,500 1,043 1,063
SST Accuracy 67,349 872 1,821
MRPC Accuracy/F1 3,668 408 1,725
QQP Accuracy/F1 363,871 40,432 390,965
STS-B Pearson/Spearman corr. 5,749 1,500 1,379
MNLI Accuracy 392,702 19,647 19,643
QNLI Accuracy 104,743 5,463 5,463
RTE Accuracy 2,490 277 3,000

4.3 AawuuIaeniglunisiSeuisulssansan

Tun1sAnu1UszansvesisnisinystndaiiousmenissuniuwuuaaiindnlniAy

(Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) VIWQE:J%JEJ%QM"W e!
WUUT1a099N83709lALA ALUUTIABY BERT e WALAILUUTIADY SMART gexr MU UAR

° o Y P = a I ax A o 1Y) ) ° v
WUU1809aNETY LLUSEULBUIIBNISTUNEAUDENNNSONAIUIAILUUTNABY BERT 0 bA

UsgdnsningadulauazidSeueuiuisn1sinUsUnduuunaiineg1e SMART g LD

aweITismMsndaueaunsaliulRveiinvesnsinUsUnyduuudasy

dwsumiuudnaed BERT lagldvuiniiugu (Base) lneiannUnenssuiawes 12 4u
Hidden size NanuA 768 I Self-Attention 12 AuasiiT1uIUYBINITITABS 110M Ty
11u39gv84¢ (Devlin, Chang, Lee, & Toutanova, 2019) TUS1EITUNAYDIYANM U1

(Development Set) tigaunagadeyaluinaeiuinsgiunisuseiiuaudilaniwiialy

v
tY o v Y [J

UNE TR ITET 0N FIUUUTIAY BERTuee FuN I LiialdTufmuudans

#ug1u (Baseline Model) dniunavesyaiinun Tudiuveayanaaeu (Test set) NagInvin

€

ulduavos (Deviin, Chang, Lee, & Toutanova, 2019) WalUTeuiguUse@ndn1n gil

AUt akaziduneausululng

FANSUFILUUTIADY SMART gear bJUBUUTI1809 BERT,... Mb3on5HNUSUNGailou

SMART tiieusuusaussansainuazudludawn Overfitting Falugdavinsideldilusaunu
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Y9935nsHnUsUndiaiiounuunasiy lneduuudiass SMART galdilseuimeuluyadeys
W (Development Set) Benagnununanauideves SMART

v

4.4 Anlawasnindnasuazian1MnasIvaudazyndoya

Tunsiauszansamisnistinustindiadioudronissuniunuudasdmdnlngy
(Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) agdanlaiue$
marfimesunnisiuluuiazyndeya Tasinisusualaweimminesd 51o1de38ns

duusiazAwarUsuRudazimaulaNaansng

4.4.1 Anlaweswinilinasuasnan1snnaadvasyataya The Corpus of
Linguistic Acceptability (CoLA)

1) Arlawesnnsiiwesvessiuuuinaesdmsuyntoya ColA

§71599] 12 uﬁmﬁ'ﬂmz/as‘wwﬁma%m%’vzf@ﬁa%/a ColA

Alawosnsfines A1
A1 1) the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00001
A1 Epochs 6
A1 & Regularization term 0.2

2) HamMIneaesveIiILuUTIaeIULYAteya ColA

nsneassiilavinisiuTeuiisuduuudiaemamun 3 duuudiass lneyadeyq

ColLA fifayadmiulnanua 8,500 faeg1e ddayadmSunuasy 1,043 feee wagdl

o

TayadmSunagaey 1,063 f10819 insesllioiaustAnsnmvestayaynilfe ArduUsEans

3

ANAUNUSVRILUNTY (Mathew’s Correlation Coefficient)
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M5 13 UARIKANITNAABIULTATEYA CoLA

Cola
Mathew’s
Model
Correlation
Coefficient
YANIUaaU (Development Set)
BERTpase 54.7
SMART gt 59.1
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 60.9
Yannaay (Test Set)
BERThace 52.1
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 56.0

'
a a a 1 o

311599 13 Tuyadoyadiniuniuasy IBn1snutaueiusednsamnaniifa
WuUd1aee BERT Wegay 6.2 lnglasumdudssansanduiiusvesuumiiniosar 60.9 uay

WiatUSeuieunuisnises SMART 38n15NUdusiiussansnnianinsesay 1.8

luduvesyanaaay Wnsndnauelvussaninmnganitdauuudnass BERT N3ee

az 3.9 nglasuadulssansanduniusvauunsiniosas 56

4.4.2 Anlawaswisilinasiasnan1snaaaivasyntaya The Stanford
Sentiment Treebank (SST-2)

1) Arlawesnnsilwesvesiuuudnaesdmiuyateya SST-2

m157971 14 uansarlewesnirilimesamivrndeya SST-2

AlgLlasnsdines A1
A1 1] the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 5
A1 & Regularization term 0.1
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2) HAMINARBIVBIMILUUTIABIULYATRYS SST-2

n1sneaestilaviinsiuTeuiisufwuudiaesmisiun 3 duuudiass lneyadeyq

[

SST-2 fayad mIulnNaviun 67,349 feee ddoyadmiuniugay 872 foge wagdl

Jayadmiunaaeu 1,821 e inIesdlednusznininvesteyaynilfie A1Alugndes

9

(Accuracy)
ff’?’]ﬁ\‘/’ﬁ, 15 LLﬂ@dNﬂﬁ75W@ﬂ@\7UiJZf@°ZTQ%/Z? SST-2
SST-2
Model
Accuracy
YANIUEDU (Development Set)
BERTpase 929
SMARTgert 93
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 93.6
YANAFDU (Test Set)

BERTpase 93.5
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 94.4

‘:4' v ° o aa a o a a a Aa 1w
1NHN1TNN 15 Iuﬁ@m@%}aaﬂﬁiUmﬁua@U ATNTNUNAUBNUTLANTNINNANIG

WUUd1aee BERT W5eway 0.7 laslasurianugniesiisesay 93.6 wavkilaSauiieuriu

35015199 SMART 50157t ausiuseansnminninsesas 0.6

ludruvasyanageu IsmsninausliusydnSamiigenitfiwuudiaes BERT Moy

av 0.9 lnglasuranugneesniosas 94.4
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4.4.3 anlawaswisilinasuasnansnaaasvasyataya The Microsoft
Research Paraphrase Corpus (MRPC)

1) entarosnfiwesvasiiuuinassdmsuyateya MRPC

§75719% 16 m@m’ﬂmUafwwﬁmaiﬁ’m%’vzf@ﬁaya MRPC

Alaasnsfines A1
A1 1) the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 5
A1 & Regularization term 0.1

2) HANSNARBIVBITIMUUTIADIUUYATBLA MRPC

n1sneaesilaviinsiuTguiisufmuudiaesmsmun 3 duuudiass lneyateyq
MRPC fdpyadmiunniiavain 3,668 faeen dveyadmiuniuaeu 408 Mede uaziltoya
dmiunageau 1,725 fed14 taseslladnlsed@nsnnvesdoyayailfie A1AUgNF0Y

q

(Accuracy) Wag@1 Fl-score

a a Y

3115199 17 Tuyadeyadinsuniugay In1snutaueiusednsamnaniifa
WuudIaes BERT Nseway 4.1 lnglasueianugniesiiiesay 88.2 uagiilaiUauisuiu
78N15v83 SMART Fenisiiiaueiiusedniamnnninfesas 0.5 ludiuves Fl-score 35M3

PinausiuseanS A mananfIkuUI1ae BERT M5asay 2.8 Wnalasuan Fl-score N3auas

91.8 waziilaSouiisuiuisnisves SMART 3snmsnuausiusyansnmianinsseas 0.5

ludiuvaayanaaey T iausliuseavsnmnaininfauuudnas BERT N5ae
az 0.7 lnglasueianugnaesiiesay 85.5 dwmsuludiuves Fl-score FBnsnvdnauslv

Usgavnniigandiiauuudiass BERT MiSevar 0.3 laglasur Fl-score Ni¥ouay 89.2
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MI5799] 17 UARIEAN13NAABIULTATRLA MRPC

MRPC
Model
Accuracy/F1
YANIUHDU (Development Set)
BERT pace 84.1/89
SMARTgeqr 87.7/91.3
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 88.2/91.8
YaNa#aU (Test Set)

BERT pace 84.8/88.9
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 85.5/89.2

4.4.4 nlawaswisditnasuasnansnaaasvasyataya The Quora Question
Pairs (QQP)

1) Arlalesnnsiiwesvessuuudnaasdmsugnteya QQP

§75799] 18 uﬁmﬁ'ﬂmz/ai’Wﬁ’zﬂmai’a?”zw%’sz@ﬁa%/a QQP

AlELUaTN TN DT A
A1 1) the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 3
A1 & Regularization term 0.2

2) HANTNARBIVBIILUUTIABIUUYATBYA QQP

nsneassiilavinisiuTeuiisuduuudiaemamun 3 duuudiass lneyadeyq

(%
o =% o

QQP dYeyadmsulinvianun 363,871 fege Idayadmiuniugeu 40,432 foge uagdl

Y
o

Tayad miunegau 390,965 fegn aTesllednussaninmuesteyanilie AAINNABY

9

(Accuracy) haga1 Fl-score
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M5 19 UaAIKANITNAAIULYATBLA QOP

Model QP
Accuracy/F1
YANIUHDU (Development Set)
BERT pace 90.9/88.3
SMARTgert 91.5/88.5
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 91.6/88.6
YaNa#aU (Test Set)
BERT pace 89.2/71.2
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 89.8/72.9

1 o

1nm15197 19 Tugadeyadnsuniuasy FBnrsiiausiiuszdnsamiinia
LuUd1aes BERT M¥ewas 1.3 lnsldsumninugniesiiesas 91.6 wazilewisuifisuiu
FBn3ves SMART FBmsithiaueiiuseansamiianindosas 0.1 Tudves Fl-score 383
fhiaueiiuszavsnmdianindauuudiaes BERT f¥evay 0.3 lnglduen Fi-score ¥avas

88.6 LaztiloUSyuNeunuIsNIsu8d SMART A5n157NUN@uaiiuseansn ninnninsesay 0.1

ludiuvesyanaaey Wmsndnauslvusesninmnganitdiuuudnass BERT N3ee
az 0.6 lnglasueianugnaesniovas 89.8 dmsuludiuves Fl-score F3nsndnaueli

UsgAninminaindviiuuinass BERT N5away 0.7 Inelasus Fl-score NSogag 72.9
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4.4.5 Anlawasninilnasuasnansnnaasvasyataya The Semantic Textual

Similarity Benchmark (STS-B)

1) Alaosmfiwesvasiiuuinassdmsuyadeya STS-B

§7579% 20 m@m’ﬂmUafwwﬁmaiﬁ’m%’vzf@ﬁaya STS-B

Alaasnsfines A1
A1 1) the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 5
A1 & Regularization term 0.2

2) HANSNARBIVRIIMUUTIADIUUYATBYS STS-B

n1sneaesilaviinsiuTguiisufmuudiaesmsmun 3 duuudiass lneyateyq

STS-B fdeyadniulnianua 5,749 Maee dveyadiniuniuasy 1,500 A18e19 wagidl

[
a

TayadmSunagey 1,379 fe81e inseslieinussdnianvestayayniife A1

Y 9

[y

UUTLENS

v v

anduiusuuuiiesdutazalosiuu (Pearson and Spearman Correlation Coefficients)

M5 21 UFANNAN1TNAADIULYATEYA STS-B

STS-B
Model
P/S Corr.
YANIUeaU (Development Set)
BERThace 89.2/88.8
SMART gert 90.0/89.4
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 90.2/89.8
Yanasaau (Test Set)

BERThace 87.1/85.8
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 87.3/86.2




a o a v

a' 1% ° o aa a a Aa
AT NN 21 Iusq@‘;ﬂauuaa']W5U‘1/nua@U ATNTNUNFUDNUTLANTAINNANITAY

o a £ RN =~

WUUINAD9 BERT N5auay 1.0 Inelasumdulsyandandunuswuuiiesdunsssas 90.2 way

4

dlowSsuifisuiuiinsues SMART 33nsiivnaueiiussansamiinniidesas 0.2 ludu
v mduUsEansanduiusuuudesuuy 33nsihaueiiusydnsandianin sauuusiass
BERT 715080y 1.0 Ingl@suarduusyansanduiusuuuleosuuuiifovay 89.8 uaziile
Wisufiauiuisnsues SMART 33nnsfithiaueiivssansnmiinnindesas 0.4

'
a a = 1w o

ludiuvesyanaaey M sndtaueliussaninmiigininfiuuuinaes BERT 7sae

Y

1 U b4

v 0.2 InglAsuAduUseansanduiuswuuiesdunsosay 87.3 ausuludiuvaean

o))

(% v 6

Usgansanduiusuuuilesuuu 3nsmiiauslviuss@viamiigandndaiuuinass BERT

EE

1%

P5ouaz 0.4 InglasuAduussansandunuswuulesuuunsosay 86.2

4.4.6 Anlawaswiniitnasuaznansnaaasvasyataya The Multi-Genre
Natural Language Inference Corpus (MNLI)

1) mlaoimsiwesvasimuuudaesdmiugadeya MNLI

77159971 22 uamsarlaweswiridinesamsugadeya MNLI

AlgLUasNIlines A
A1 1] the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 3
A1 & Regularization term 0.1

2) HANMINARBIVBIFIMUUTIRBIUUYATEYA MNLI

n1sneassiilaviinisiuTeuiiisudiuuuiiaesiadn 3 duuudiass laeyateya

(%
Y 1% o o

MNLI fidoyadmSullinnavun 392,702 feg1s dveyadmsuniuaasy 2 9a lawa MNLI-
Matched 9,815 uazsioe1e MNLI-Mismatched 9,832 f1a819 wariiveyadmsunaaeuy 2

4n Lawn MNLI-Matched 9,796 wazfa9819 MNLI-Mismatched 9,847 Fregrauasosiletn

Usganinmuesteyaynilia A1ANYNABY (Accuracy)

3
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M5 23 UAANKANITNAABIULYATEYA MNLI

MNLI-m | MNLI-mm
Model
Accuracy | Accuracy

YANIuUdaU (Development Set)

BERTbase 84.5 84.4

SMARTgerr 85.6 86.0

Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token 85.7
85.2

Perturbation

Yanasaay (Test Set)

BERT,.cc 84.6 83.4

Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token
85.5 84.8

Perturbation

nNAN5199 23 Tugadeyadmiuniuaeuuy MNLI-m (Matched) 35msiviauadl

Usgavsnniandiuuudiass BERT NSeeax 0.7 lnglasurnnugnieiisesay 85.2 uas
WaUSeuigunulIsNIsu8d SMART WU31I5N1S SMART HUS¥aNsn1minnIIsn1snuLaue

Soway 0.4

v o

Tugatouag I nsunIUaaULUU MNLI-mm (Mismatched) 350157 W@ uad

9 Y

4

Usgavsnniandiikuudiass BERT NSegay 1.6 laglasurmnnugnieiisesay 85.7 uas
ilalUTeumeuiuIan13ves SMART wui1d8n1s SMART duszaniamnnninisnmsimitaue

Soway 0.3

ludiuvesyanagauluy MNLI-m (Matched) 35n1siiiaualiuseansamiigenin

uuudiaed BERT Sewaz 0.9 laglasuAininugnaednsesay 85.5 LienNaasInluyn

'
a o

Yayana@auluy MNLI-mm (Mismatched) 35n1siviauslvuss@nininiiganinga

Wuuaed BERT Wseway 1.4 lnglasurinugniesisevas 84.8
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4.4.7 dnlaaswisnfimasuasnaniinaaevasyndaya The Stanford
Question Answering (QNLI)

1) elarosmsfiwesvesinuuinaasdmiuyadeya QNLI

m157971 24 uamsarlewesniridinesamsuyndoya ONLI

Alaasnsfines A1
A1 1) the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00003
A1 Epochs 3
A1 & Regularization term 0.2

2) HANSNARBIVBITIMUUTIADIUUYATRLA QNLI

n1sneaesilaviinsiuTguiisufmuudiaesmsmun 3 duuudiass lneyateyq

QNLI fdayadmiudniiavun 104,743 639819 AdayadmIuniugau 5,463 fieee uazdl

[ 1 i

ToyadmIunaaay 5,463 fMeg1e inIelednussdnsninvestayaynilfie A1Augnfes

q

(Accuracy)
#1591 25 UARINANIIVAAEIULTATEYS ONLI
QNLI
Model
Accuracy
YANIUeaU (Development Set)
BERTpace 91.1
SMARTgeqr 91.7
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 92.0
Yanasaau (Test Set)

BERTpace 90.5
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 91.4




1w

=i > o  w ax o = a a o
1nM13199 25 luyadeyadmiuniuaey ISnsidnaueiiuszdnsaminaningg
WUUT1909 BERT Miovay 0.9 lnglasuAinnugnaesifesar 92.0 uazillawSeuiiisuiuy

5n15089 SMART 350157 L@usiUsEaNSAMTNANINSesay 0.3

ludiuvaaganaaey WM sndnauslviussdninmnganitduuudnass BERT N5ae

av 0.9 lnglasuranugnaesiiesay 91.4

4.4.8 AlalUain151NaTUATHANISNAABIVRIYAYaYa The Recognizing
Textual Entailment (RTE)

1) mlaesmsiwesvesiuuuiiaesdmivyadeya RTE

7177971 26 uansalereswisidinesaviuradeya RTE

AlgLUasnIdines A1
A1 1] the step size of updating perturbation 0.001
A1 Dropout 0.1
A1 Learning Rate 0.00005
A1 Epochs 6
A1 & Regularization term 0.1

2) HAMINARBIVBIIKUUTIABIULUYATBYS RTE

n1sneassiilaviinisiuTeuiiisuduuudiaesianda 3 duuudiaes lneyadeya

o o Y

RTE fivoyad miuRnnavun 2,490 fege ddayadmsuniuasy 277 Adee1e wavilde

Y

a

[Ehmd

Y 1

dmiunageau 3,000 Feg1d taTeslladnlszdnsninvesdeyayailfie A1AUYNABY

q

(Accuracy)
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15799 27 UAANKANI1TVAANULYATDYA RTE

RTE
Model
Accuracy
YANIUHDU (Development Set)
BERT pace 63.5
SMARTgeqr 71.2
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 72.6
YaNa#aU (Test Set)

BERT pace 66.4
Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation 70.4

1w

= o °o w ax A o = a a o
1nn15197 27 Tuyadeyadmiuniuasy Inrsminaueiiuseansamaaninag
WUUT1809 BERT Miovay 9.1 lnalasuAinnugndesniosar 72.6 uasillawouifisuiuy

35n15v09 SMART 380157 ausiiuseansamnaninsesay 1.4

luduvesyanaaay Wnsndauslviuseaninmnganitduuudnass BERT N5ee

av 4.0 nglasuranugniesisesas 70.4

4.5 JATISRANUAIAYVBIBIAUTENBUVBINSHNUsUnthailaudiaan1ssunumuuaag
drwtinlnifiu (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation)
AsfinUsdnsaioudaenissuniusuuarsimdnlmdudsznevlddae 2
aafUszneundniidfey W 1. nsinustndiaiiouseiusuniuaesseiu (seuuselen
wazssulnAy) uag 2. mssasimvidnlniiy (Weighted Token) ionaaesitesdusynauii
aovdIanuUTEaNSAIN Qﬁmﬁﬁ%’ﬁiéfﬁ’]ﬁauﬂizﬂaumiﬁwﬁémﬁﬂ‘[mLﬁuaaﬂmﬂ‘i%mi
SUNIUERITEAU (Two-level Perturbation) #3enAen1ssAssUNIUsEAUUTEloALaySEiU
Tmduddiefu wazld SMART wWiodudunuasenissuniunieseiu (Single-level
Perturbation) #58ffe n155UNIusEAUUSleAiasae1aied (Only Sentence-level
Perturbation) IagvinsveaaesuunmiianassIumsUsaduaandlaniuialu anun 5

YAdoya
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157 28 HANITNAABIBNAUTENOUAAYUY 5 TATaya

RTE QNLI MRPC ColLA | SST
Model
Acc Acc Acc/F1 Mcc Acc

ATUNIUNTNTEAU (Single-level perturbation)

A155UNIUSEAUUSEIEANEIDENaLRE" 71.2 91.7 | 87.7/91.3 | 59.1 | 93.0

N195UNIUEDITZAU (Two-level perturbations)

l3ifinnsenaven i 72.2 919 | 88.5/91.6 | 59.9 | 935

Fnsshsthwinlngu (Weighed token) | 72.6 | 92.0 | 88.2/91.8 | 60.9 | 93.6

IINANTNI 28 LAAINANITNAGBINITUIBIAUTENOUUNEILBDNAINTBNTNULAUD
lngvinisnaaauu 5 yadeyalneliyaniuasy (Development Set) 31NNITNARBINUI
Tugadaya QNLI 33n15suniuaesszAuniinisarsdmunlnAuiiussdnsnmaininisnig

aq o A (=] 1 % CY @ Y =] a ad
BA1TUNINERSERUT lUTin1sasdndnlniAuSesay 0.1 LL@%@JU’iBﬁWﬁﬂ?WEﬁQﬂ'}TAﬁﬂ’]i

suntunilaseauiegay 0.3 dmsuyateya SST I8N135UNINARITEAUNTNNTEIUIMIN

'
v A 1

nAufiuszdnsnmaininisnsisnmssuniuaesseaui ifinnsarsdmidnlnifuiesas 0.1
Tugadaya CoLA Bn1ssuniuaesszaunfinsarimininAuiuszansnmaaninisnig
anl U oA A ' H o 2 v v aa

FBssunmuassszauildiinsassmininduiosas 1.0 Tuyadeya RTE F3n155UnIuaes
szauniinsaraimidnlnAuiiusz@nsnmaandnisnisisnissuniuaesseaui ludinseag
umiinlnAuiesaz 0.4 dwsugateya MRPC 35n155UnIudesszaufilufinisalsiiniin
ImaudiAimugniesgeninisnisisnissuniuaesszaui iinnsarsimininduiesay 0.3

WH bUEIUVBY Fl-score "“J%miiumuaaaszéﬁ’uﬁﬁmid’mﬁmﬁﬂiwLﬁuﬁﬁhmmgﬂé’aqgmd'}

ITNISNTsUNIUERIsEsun NS vinlnAuSesas 0.2
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uni 5

ayunansIveLasdaLauauuy

5.1 #3UNan15Y
Inenfinusiidauenisiinusindiatiousenmssuniusuugaiminindy (virtual
Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token Perturbation) @1%3U41UN1530UT2LAN
Fomu aglddidunismaaesuuinaueininsgunmsussdiuanudlanteill (General
Language Understanding Evaluation: GLUE) Taeiiviavan 8 sqﬂsﬁ@yjaﬁﬁnﬁﬁﬁm,azﬁﬁmwa

! o A = a = aa A o v W ° A% o [ Y
LLANEINNU LW@ﬁﬂUWLLagLﬂiﬁJULV]EJ'U’Jﬁﬂ']iV]u’]Lau@ﬂU@'QLLU‘UT\]’]a@QVla']ﬁNEJVLWLLﬂ 208

WUUY1899 BERTpaee WAZAIUUUTIADY SMART gerr

Tunsfinwnazil3euiiisudssdnsam {ldelduuinisvaasndu 2 duu ldud 1.
msvasoufieiUieuiivulssansnminemmasssianuisudisusadndanduuudiaes
BERTpace, MILUUTIAY SMART gy UAEF5MNSTILAUE 2. Mavaasaiilefnwinnudfyves
psdUsznavvasnstindsindlaioudrenissunuuvudisiminTndulaedideldinig

duszneutiaueeendnIsnsndnaueiveinyusydnsamiilessausenaugnieenty

mﬂwamwmaauﬁaLU‘%SULﬁ&UUizaw%mWé’wmmsﬁmmgmmsﬂimﬁumm
Alan1wiialy (General Language Understanding Evaluation: GLUE) Wavn 8 YATLA
wud MnYateyadmiuniuasu (Development Set) wudn IensHnUsinuiailounienis
iUﬂ’JULLUUdN‘J’WMﬁﬂImﬁu (Virtual Adversarial Training with the Weighted Token
Perturbation) 1Usg@ngna nlunsviungAnfuuinaes BERT .. U 8 ¥adauavaunn
mmgmmiﬂizLﬁummm’fﬂammﬂl’ﬂﬂ waziflewSauiisutufinuusiass SMAR gy
Fnstinustindeiiousunissunulnduluusuhminiisyansamuiienindauuusiaes
SMARTyeqr 7 gndioganintisnun 8 gndaya angadeyadmiunaaay (Test Set) 33nsfln
Usindailoudionissuniusuuarsiminlnduivszansamlunisiuneiniifm
WUUT188Y BERT e bUYN YAT0YA ImammsaLﬁmmuummgﬂéfaqLa?iaiuizwﬁuaammsﬁ
ipsgrunsUssiiuadilansiluandesay 78.3 1 79.5 wazdmIuYATayaTUIA

<

WWnasnsndaueantsanAlalyni Overfitting LagliuyUsz@nSA1nUIf Il UUTIa0
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PNHANIINAARNANIIANLEIAYTOIIAYTENaUTRINITHAUSUnHalouniuns

SUMUBLUUUINTN I AULan i uIIN1sTUNIUARITEAULaEINAUN a9 TS

1w [y Y o

AMNdIA st ulaziY Dlln1stdlUTENEUUNEINEDN LTI ITUSEANS A INURIITN157

(% [
[y K% Y

Wiaueanas NEAYNIITY WIMWImLAYBUs @ saUTUUTIUSEENE A LA ANIINT

<

SUNMUSEAURYT (NMssunmusrulseleawinty) luyadeya 5 ¥auw GLUE

5.2 doLaupuue

Inendnusatuilfiiaueiinisuuusssaniamuazudlodamn Overfitting
dmSuimuuUs1ad BERT dvSuaumsdnusstnndaning wayn1smaassuanalmiiundiii
FnsaanaaunsayisysulTalsEansankazialudym Overfitting ¢ we3Sn13fenana
aunsafuldldiamefuiuuusiass BERT whiuuasafifuuusaassuauanniidmusu
Jeym Overfitting dnanunsaUSuuselifiznissananaiunsausuldiuduuusasdulday

aunsavinbanauselevdluanISAUAEIFERS

Tuaruvemsnensnlvlunisaruin Inerdnusaduilulainnanisanidunisaiy
aa d o %

A J 1 = ad S a v & [ [ o [
LQﬁWWIﬂUQWUQWiSMUWQ SNUAUDNUITNITHUUAGAN AIUUDI1IZLUUUITELAURINTU

ASANEILALNARDILUIUIAN Lwiwmﬁﬁé’aﬂmd’l LA UNTAIUITENINIDTNTALAY

Y

91399z lunNE19INIS NS AR g LTy dATY

BNsiiauegneonwuUNIieNUInUTENToAUMITY WATnatglawuYes
NUAUAIWIANERS LU N1333NeUNANTTD (Named Entity Recognition) wagn1suuanag
1A384 (Machine Translation) @aanulayn Overfitting lusunan §378azUsuldiznisin

Ustndafioudumssuniulnduiigisdminifienianisalrvsedssleaiigndesuiugily
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