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WRAERGLIEFESRIAE kb0, R
LTREFEDETNVOFRTHIEHICRKEREES
HDZZ DR LIELIEBI 2 Z LIRS 2. HEE
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Algorithm 1 Calculating discrete code
Input: Word embeddings: E € RIVIXH
Input: Discrete code length: M
Input: Kind of code: K
Output: Discrete codes: C € {1,2,..., K}V IxM
CO ¢
E « Normalization(E)
E «— PCA(E)
ford=1,..., M do
classes «— 1dKmeans(E. ;)
C¥D « appendVec(C'4V classes)
end for
return CM)

ZT, FEMm iRV THERDIABITI D RIT
HI D &hETERT 5. ®EINC, EWTIHT
HITE L 74T DSR2 S ATH LT 1 R0T K
FEeBD IR UEN LB S 2 153 5. Bl
MOREN BRI TH 5720, | XL K FHEL &
DETRICEX SHERIT S 5o 5.
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BERURT S 2 181583 2 713 ) X 4 % Algorithm 1
WRT. T, AEAEEOHIEN RO HEEEE DA A
fTl% E e RIVIXH ¥ 2 fHidhoi@b, 3 HEE
HHABITH E DIFIH 0, 538D 11275 X512
FA%{L L (Normalization), E #1§%. D&, E I
KLU TERD I (PCA) %A L ERIF DT
E cRIVIM 2182 ZDITH| E DEFHINT b L%
FERIZ 1 RIT K F35iE (1dKmeans) & @ H LAI|R 27
FLZEENS VI HOEZE (XA 7 —H) D7 T R
RV T RITS. £, TONHEE M EDFHINRZ
MK U THEEED HIEFICFETT 5. 2D &,
H 1R K FERETHE N7 7 AF SR HEEIC
HOIRONTI-HERITF S L ART D TES. ko
T, BEINCIEE 1 RIT K AT i HHOERIC
HhiRoN-MBED 7 5 AFSZHR-HD% i H
HOHEICE DIRONHRT S35, 2% D,
RICHIRE DRI " M, 75 RAZDBE K £ T 5
YEERY S Ce (1,2, ..., K}VIM v RITE 3.

ZOFEIE, FHBHOAAZIEFERFILZ
FRTRECHDIAABELTWEEEZ S ENT
X%, 20D, TR EREE L% Tk
BBt s 2 2 e Tx, EBELEERTEICE,
L7z & 5 R HEEICII e & 5 REERFF S 238 b 4T

®R1_ERTEC LD ER L LHERTTS Of)

word 8 X 8 code
king 7 7 4 6 5 5 0 3
man 7 7 1 4 7 4 1 6
woman 7 6 2 4 7 3 1 5
queen 7 6 2 6 5 4 0 6
LRTWS Z e BHRFTE 3.
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IR P VIS SIS L EAE DT 72
HDEHNS. BAKICIX, HDHEEw IZOWT
BERUTY S C(w) = [C1(w), Ca(w), .. ., Cv (W(Ci(w) €
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DIELUTH E’ € RIVIXH ZEJKNZ b L A € RMXH
CEERTT SIS T 2 EA @ € RMK ZHWTRD
XOWEHHET 5.
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ARBFSE T, HEEHDIAADO ARG H 72 %
HAGEHHHE X X 7 (Analogy), HLGEFEMUMEHIE X X 2
(Similarity), X7V X 2 7 (SentComp) D 3 D &,
ABIEEAC B 72 B BEBIER X X 7 2 W T ER %
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e DEE 7 — X EMELD P L — A 7 OEI AT
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WRIEEZE, Similarity 132 ¥ 7~ > QIEM BRI TH 5.

Code DFERIT ¥ 4 VEBETFHE L TV 5 7=k
T o 7R EWMET 5.
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D[17,18], XD RXZ I TIE1D[17) DT — &K
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EERER: ERoOMEZMI1, £21TRF. Code
BEERIT S DA, Real 13a— K7y 7 % ffio CHEE
WAL EMBELIZBOMREELRLTVWS., ¥
7z, EBRCES LSS 2R 1ICRT. £7,
2RO EBHER L UTIREED Code 257 — X A

2 HGEMIDIAAFHI X R 71281 3 FHiERE O E % %
EXFITENRTE %7 — XEMLL. acc IXEEE, pldR
v 7~ > OEMAHEAREL, ratio 137 — X EMEEE R R T,

Analogy  SentComp Similarity

Model

acc ratio acc ratio p ratio

GloVe baseline 69.76 x1 3125 x1 0.60 xI

Shu+’18 (Code) 4.97 x12 2644 x7 044 xI12
Shu+’18 (Real) 67.72 x6 30.77 x11 0.60 x8

Proposed (Code) 68.60 x6 31.15 x34 0.60 x23
Proposed (Real) 69.75 x6 32.12 x23 0.61 x11

ez B 7z & 2 OFHMEFEE DMK T2/ E < RWViGR
PELNTWVWS. $2RIED Code & Real Z L 72
¥ X2 Code DB REWIERBELNTVS DI,
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%. JRiZ, Shu 5® Code @ Analogy 23K WEEH I,
BTSN EDORERYZ PV T 20 LR
HLTEST, a—FORLIIZICEERDIRWD
ThHb. —hHT, REBOBERTT S ICIINEFREHRD
FE1E S % 728 Analogy TRWHEERDIE LA TV S.
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FFFITIETT D HEEH A AATHN DIEWD 02 &
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fHE R/IMED X, Analogy Tl 1.29, SentComp T
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4.3 HWWEERX Y
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F—Htw b WMT2016 EMEIR % 2~
DF—Rty bEABLZ. BREET — & 1Z new-
stest2013, 7 A + 7 — & IX newstest2014 % F W\ 7=,
Byte pair encoding [19] Z @A L, sBREBIIHREET
35856 #f, JHRET 35456 sB Y 2o 7-.

RERRTE - FEMBIFRE T L 2 L T Transformer
WHOLCEFN[20] &, LSTM DLy a— X%
BAENS L= T [21] Z W, HEARNREER
EX Ot &5 [22]1 1HES . FEMZZNA 8= T X XX
Itk Cc 2RI h-wvw. =7-L, EFL Oy a—
HeTaA—RDENEFNDHDIABEDNT X=X
DF— X EMELEZERE S 3 - DO IEFXITD
Bipolz. FETLOERKI, BEEB XU Shu
LDFEIC L > THDIAAEDOREEREDHITZE
1To7-.

RS ROHENICBE Y — 4B 10 D ¥ — LR
PR, FHMEEEE LTT A FTF— RT3
sacreBLEU [23] Z¥R5 3 5.

RERER . ERoOMRLTK2, X3 ITRT. %
3, LSTM OfERIcoVwWTZya—&, Fa—x
WIREF LD BT — 2 EMiL % 1P Td BLEU &
A7DETHBMEISENTWB I ehbhd. FiCT
O —XIZOWTIEBLEU 2 a7 Z2IEIFHE L X312
(243 524 D) FEBEEE 199 7D 11T Z e N T
x7=. JRiZ, Transformer DFHERITOWT B [FIFRICHE
RFEOHF BT — 2 FEHML % EFTH BLEU R 0

K3 HEHEIRAZZICBII2R2a7 2% XFIGERT

= ZEHEL
LSTM Transformer
Model Encoder Decoder Encoder Decoder

BLEU ratio BLEU ratio BLEU ratio BLEU ratio

Baseline 243 x1 243 x1 273 x1 273 xl
Shu+’18 23.6 x6 23.6 x54 270 x3 273 x3
Proposed 239 x27 24.1 x199 269 x13 27.0 xI3
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TE 5 Z PRI N.
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A BERIESHAHFER R I DR EEFHEHDRERER

R4 HEHDAATEZ R 7% 5 0 X A — N THEEEIFER L - % 0o 2.
1EH 2[EE 36E 4EHE SHEE 6EBHE 7[HEE 8EHHE 9[RHE 10EHH
Analogy(acc)  63.76 6427 63.95 63.97 6426 6474 6491 6424 6400 65.05

SentComp(acc) 30.38 30.67 31.63 3144 3144 3058 31.63 29.81 30.19 31.25
Similarity(p) 059 059 060 058 059 059 059 058 059 0.59

B HMEIERZ X U DR E 45D RERHER

x5 BWEIREZZA %250 X0 — FTCEBEERL-ED a7 0% L.
1EE 2[@EE 3EHE 4[@E skEE 6BHAE 7HE 8EHE 9[[EHE 10HH

Shu+18 256 254 254 254 252 250 249 254 254 25.4
Proposed 27.0 269 269 269 269 269 269 269 269 26.9

C HMEBIERX XV DETRTE

3 Z T Transformer (& 0.0005, LSTM X 0.001 £ L7z. LSTM & Transformer i 5 DE T /LIZ K1 v 73
03D Fuy 77y M2 L7z, GPU4 B THRFEE 21TV, GPU1 BD Ny F3 4 X Transformer 13 64,
LSTM 1 & L7=. F72, /89 X —XDOHEHF Transformer 1% 10000 [E], LSTM 1 150000 [El4F - 7=. LSTM I
WBARDZ VY P2 10IKERE LK. £z, BB ONI I X—ZDEM 10 TRy Z7DF = v 7 KA
VMO R Y o B BRI T X =& LTHWE.
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