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BITk% MIRE  FHEE LA CEN) A RN S LR

RE: $£/L4, HRAETAE (NLP) BARAVEL R, XRRER T HEEST FHE,
e, pHR AR EREAELRAFTARIHEEANBA SN AKE., BLE 4 S
KR EE, 7R ET LR AR XAE . AXNAEEWIES BB LR,
RERMAMREN R —BRRA G2 FRET, TENE T AARTHMLGEUR IR
HMEN LRI B E. W, AXN BT AMEEENRTE L ETFABMWEA. £
Sl b, ASCHE R T B WIREE GHE TR R 2 AR B EBRE, FET
MUY T TREEETHRE. 5, AXEHANEDRESHHERE LT
BEARXARMEARWEEFHZ—.

KEWH: BRETHE, XAKE; AME

Low-dimensional Semantic Space: from Text to Word Embedding
LU Xiaolei  Xiamen University
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Abstract: This article focuses on the study of Word Embedding, a feature-learning
technique in Natural Language Processing that maps words or phrases to low-
dimensional vectors. Beginning with the linguistic theories concerning contextual
similarities — “Distributional Hypothesis” and “Context of Situation”, this article
introduces two ways of numerical representation of text: One-hot and Distributed
Representation. In addition, this article presents statistical-based Language
Models(such as Co-occurrence Matrix and Singular Value Decomposition) as well as
Neural Network Language Models (NNLM, such as Continuous Bag-of-Words and
Skip-Gram). This article also analyzes how Word Embedding can be applied to the
study of word-sense disambiguation and diachronic linguistics.

Keywords: Natural Language Processing; Text Representation; Word Embedding

1. 5l
BEE N TR R 5 RBIRTT D4, HRE S (NLP) 18— TT8EIES %, iHEL
Bl T — R BRI RIS T2 AR A TN AR 2. B, BRES A 3 E RN

DA RANEE ISR S TR B R TSNS B 2R 4 (R SR (18YICZHINT, 48
A T EOTEE BRI H <2 TR i SOE 2 = T G E” (JZ180061), FH e sk 3 AR IR H «3 T UL
HLESEHIERFIL” (20720191053) 25150 H RIF B L5 o



TUURUAN S P AbRE (G inl AR AR A 4 SO/ SR D) 3 RAESS (SUAR)
HIFA T AT R AFIWT (R RS EHIRE S HERDD FISCAAE Bl (WUES BRSO ED

HARIE S A B T2 2 SCAR R R (Representation), B Ui ¥ N5 540 B SCA T 3,
TFEAUFTRE B RIEE 0. I BRE S RIE R ERAH B R R, IBFR, BEERE
S AW R, BT 102 X 28 11 A7 200 ) SRR FE g 2 R AT A I 2R IR Lt L
W 155 AR B TR N B ZE R 1) B 2 B o, AR AT 0035 5 20 A v SCEE D7 THAR S /s HY ik
9 715 R RCR

43 2] ) B RAE A% O B B R B K2 B R SGE RS B ) SRR B
R B SC5S H AR 2 ] B O R o H R BEARR A S N SOE BT DL il — AT
ITHIE X A&, XMRREARZIEE S PR FERE « i3 (Zellig S. Harris,
1954) #&H 34t (Distributional Hypothesis), A AL, A SCHARAL, XAk
R A ) B R AR R BRI 2 — . AR ZHIRBEEE N 3B (John Rupert Firth, 1957) k7 It
K T NKZZ AT ey % ki & (Bronislaw Malinowski) [/ 515455 (Context
of Situation) Hir, FEHIEEN IR LR EANER, il A & ) A R oR 55 O E Rt 1
SOARSER . AR AR U S 1 SIS AL b, 18] Ml s e A 0 BRSPS B TR SR
H AR Z (A1) 58 R AT 15 5 @58, A ShiURHE, M RE AN 8 2% B3 SOO8 R F T8 X
T

2. FRAE

VERFRIEVE N FEA AT 2 —, )2 B ARE 5 AL BE R T 0 R o kAT 18] 0] i S (1 AT 4
FE WG NEAF S A I AT HUE B m B AR AE . H AT B3R SR AE )7 2 3 A S A 4 A
o
2.1 BE#lF7<(One-hot Representation)

A 438 R0 25 TR0 ) e v D77 9 e 1] B U 7 N XM O I RN R R O — A
K8, XA A ERYER B RO RNE, JFHZmER G - AMEERE R 1, R4
FERMEH 9 00 BN, —MERE A HA=ASCTK, WE:

A 1: never trouble trouble until trouble troubles you.
SUA 2:  trouble never sleeps.
SCA 3:  trouble is a friend.

WA, ZE R ZE 1)1 18 B [never, trouble, until, you, sleep, is, a, friend]/\ /™ ¥1a] 2H i
AR AT A3 i R s B — N EFE Dy N B Il &, AR B i) £ 1] 2 b B Ak B A7 B R 15, B
T {“never”: [10000000]}. {“trouble™ [01000000]}+ ... {“a:[000000010]}
{“friend”:[00000000 1]} RILAKIN, FEEERERA KR, WRBBEZHE K, FAELEE
W AWK, BN HCR BB S 0 Fral R 1. B, XM s 2R E 77 X TE R
MR IR o B HCR S AH B SRR A1), 2 1 SR A A OGRS
GG S F AN R W IR RO R G . AW, Bk K stiR, SHERIATT
TEPRERIE . B Je 2 s Oy I 4, i TG s e ] (1) B CRIE L2 BARSRAL ), X
FBSL A AR EANIE SRS LIS, AT EREARTE S5 R, B, BECR

TR R R RO A . R, R R NI R B LR R AR R e
SkIE B, A MBCE T RIE A 1, Bl 2, ..., HE n).

? AR T A SRR R R

¥R ER DU TR B SCAR B A T R AR B



WS Ty ITE ST Z ISR o 9 anFRATT RN o 1 5 kR T R A B R H R S B N VAL
T o AR IR NI IR B k) 2R IR AR, R ZAHREE N 0, R HEAALE B
BAERIRZR; HOOGRYERE R M, ARG (RERERAN, — e s 2475 B
B, wmMERNAEER SRR, mES 0 MOk, X PR IO 2 1S 5
oA, THEERY, AR RIS SRR ) P B S K
2.2 A RAFR (Distributed Representation)
TR BB N IR PR, MLAS 75 Zhd i A SR s R ARG . B TR Rk

BE J11)A A & (Hinton, 1986; Bengio et al. 2003). iR~ —BA R ik BTG
FEET PR ML (FERE =D B, oaUamE R ZaEd gt 5, ARt
WURERE . w B WS o AR, BRI 5 ST HOR AT, #h 28 THaa s H -T2k
grAninl s, BUR T RIS J7 . B R 2] ) B R AR T N 2 R B AIG
Y 55 1) ) o X ] [ B AR R BB TS BT 40 AT R (Harris, 1954): 7R STHAL 4],
HAB SCHARAL . 43 A SRR 18 IS ST T B 28 N 45 (1) 7 VA AA 1 5 A SR B ), BAR T
EAR A BRSO OR &R i SR R AR B i 1] 1) B R ON B — MR B ) 8 ) B
A, AN RE S EE K ECR R & B, X 7R WARR i HR
(Word Embedding) . tt4b, ARHE 73 A7 {5 e —— H IAE LB S () 8 am] B AT ALK T S,
WHRARIH BT BARE ECE ISR, T LASRIBGR TE ()3 A0 R . 4N, 183 Python
&7 51N Word2Vec B FF NI ZRIF 1) 60 4E1r] [ £ AL, KA B3 IR ARE AR : “never”
[1.6839292, 0.14593178, ..., 0.5776881].

In[1]: from gensim.models import Word2 Vec # 5| N\ Word2Vec £l
mode = Word2Vec.load(“word60.model”)  # NNELIIZRIFHT 60 4] [m] EAR Y
mode[“never”] # FRE“never” B iA] [n) &

Out[1]: array([1.68392922, 0.14593178, 0.44034427, 0.4281191, 1.6589873, 0.01425397,
0.54513973, 1.890714, 0.90735716, 0.30359578, 0.9542158, 0.254566, 0.23664032,
0.38192427, 0.736261, 0.02645085, 1.4055752, 0.8785525, 0.16644345, 0.7946343,
0.45621648, 0.7660677, 0.42392883, 0.51185286, 0.5855882, 1.0752455,
0.08676399, 0.5457565, 0.86771816, 0.41552883, 0.67723626, 0.28839967,
0.25073352, 1.2973395, 0.43846515, 0.23498188, 0.85107833, 1.3198441,
0.62758523, 0.06587039, 1.2524378, 1.2623415, 1.0909196, 0.17066798,
0.3085652, 0.93776286, 0.15485032, 1.2270437, 0.8903342, 0.7489391, 1.5921905,
1.6493455, 0.92749435, 0.31172457, 1.2698405, 0.79156345, 0.5858581,
1.0012968, 0.6039971, 0.5776881], dtype=float32)

*EHAERLAT LiE (2018) # Word2Vec #il %14 &%

3. AERINGS5ESRE
H A1 ) R s R R B R s, — R A Nk s o oA 2] 1m) & 1 3R EUO7 20R] 23
NIRRT RV T A W 1 T
3.1 ETFGitEE
311 HIAEME

Y —f N 60/150/300 4k



21 2R EREFAGTEEE (ETLEOKERI)

never | trouble | until | you | sleep | is | a | friend
never 0 2 0 0 1 010 0
trouble 2 4 2 1 0 110 0
until 0 2 0 0 0 010 0
you 0 1 0 0 0 010 0
sleep 1 0 0 0 0 01]0 0
is 0 1 0 0 0 011 0
a 0 0 0 0 0 110 1
friend 0 0 0 0 0 011 0

X1 FEERE A FIFEIUE R IR et S 8, “never” 5 “trouble” 3L [F] HEL AR N 2, 5
“until”FE F LSRN 05 XFE, L giitiEklE A R ATA SCA IR, “never” [ 1] ] &
A LLE R N[02000000], PAMLEHE, “trouble”R] AE /R N[24210100]. IRATATLAK IR,
BTG 45 R LI PR A ARG XK R, IXAE — R T G <3 UG VA 1) )
ER2 BT LB MR I A0S TR a2, R, R AR R T Mg, <4 P R Rt
SRR K ) 1) R AT SR AFAE

3.1.2 # 5#1H % ##(Singular Value Decomposition, SVD)

LI RE AR (1)< i 0 e 5 B i S5 1 st ] DLId I PRI 1) 4 BER v, BV, JEad R
ER LI R P AR 4EBE AR % (dense) HiFF. 7 FAH 702 B BT o 2 i —Fhaa
BT RT3, T DA 2 YR S AR MO R OERE UL =0 VIR, i M=UZ VT, i#E
A AR R /NEUERE U Ja 3R U/ R PE4ERERE, el H—WE/3 20E R m & . 3t
IR B 22 0o 2 S 0 il i 78 AR A 2 )0 3 B, 2 O T (S A5 SOAH T 1) 3w 7 [ 2 (]
FHIE, A IR S LA SR L AN 2 OC 2R o SR, &7 S B 70 A B2 6 T 1 P ) L R A
e, FIAEREVEANGE; RN, BTEBRE, mERRT R R A - BEEER B4 AR
B SRR i v B R B TR R e K T SR R BTN i 2 S B T A R AR
1, FERE LT G A S
3.2 HEMEIER

fE g in] ) AR BTGk, Tk N TR BRI PE R R, B T4 211
5 BRI Xu A1 Alex (20000 fe 7 FI &M 24 — 70 (bigram®) i 5 BT
T ZRA [ & . Bengio 55 (2001, 2003) $&H | —F = Z&E MR S XA R
BN TAREERL, FEAMRYE ESOESN T — M, Gefg MBS R E T B 33RECE & iE
NAG B o ZARER P H N 44 10 Word2Vee ITEAE SR T RS2 S 3 i L At

Word2Vec 7&— @51 &= T EA (Mikolov et al. 2013a), % LEGERLIL 5
% | Benjio (2003) & THAI MR N ZS IR, FEALIH CHIAE 8 RS E R, m DA 59 HL
re SCHB SR B S R BE A [ &, AR 2R AN AHRSRAT 1T 2 B9E . Word2vee FYSEHL 3 22
HiESA LT (CBOW, Continuous Bag-of-Words) FBkEL C1EEAR MY (Skip-Gram) P #
ik (B D.

® Gram: FJ¥. JG. N-gram RoRZI6, RITHHE S EAMR RTINS, RIS —BOCARH
ZAESRALTS . N AT LURAERE IE®EE, W Unigram (N=1), Bigram (N=2), Trigram (N=3), Llit
E3ii



CBOW Skip-Gram

he | = ; he

0, word embedding

walked | ' & o=
walked
O, context embedding
- (—)2 a (’)1 é—! to to Sﬁ (’)1 a (")2 =
Wy one-hot
the |z L) | %" the
= o activation funetion -~
N L L L
Y ~
bank 32 a'?' bank
- —
(a) (b)

B 1 (a)&4EREEA (CBOW) L (b)¥k#k ik kAR (Skip-Gram) #E4A B

3.2.1 #&ELEHEA (CBOW, Continuous Bag-of-Words)

TS R ()% AR R H FRia] 1R SOR TN H brial I LA o 1245 Y - 2
T SO — M AR G RN S A, fEig B fErh, F 255 18 H bnia) JA [l H L) 5
], 2 oA P AR o DRLHG L R ALK S e N AR, IS AL e R Dy 1l A8 A5 7R (Harris,
1954) ., LR EHALE E /AT BRI B B AR B SO T AN . 1) B8 iR [
RS, R R A IR, FRE I S R 2 OB R H AR Il BP 5L
FEHT I 28 2 50 i O E AR TR R e KA, B 20 00 28 I 285 v (1) S 301 D H B i (59935 [
. WE la FioR, FIANhe”. “walked”. “the”. “bank”[U/Maf) B Hii s, o H Az
H“to” A [y B . Jy 1 AR O “to” IR B R, SE SR AR AL BP B AT SRR A
MESH 0 M0, . £ ZREREE G, BEMNRAKSUFRZEHESH (0 1ENHiE“1o”
A BRAE 1] ) £
3.2.2 BRER B A (Skip-Gram)

Bk ER TO B VAR 2R R ) S ASE AR 1) RELBR A s« M) R R 11 SR AT L B S AR ez 4
SE TA] (R B ] ey B, A H A A IRt IR B TR SR B, 9 Hodadk BP RUEEUH NS S 4. W
Bl 1o fs, AN JVHREE o B Ek I, v B TR 3Che” “walked” “the”. “bank”
VY0 B B R & o [RIARE, Dy 1 SIS ARY A HA A DY A4l 1 CRIYE Bl 1R SO B3R ok Ak,
Skip-Gram i#id BP HVEEH @ M1 ©,, HEZ IERIZH )G, BARANSOH/RIRIFIEH
ZH (O AF N ELIR “to” (B AR ] ) .

4. BYGTHES5ENEE

F 1] 1) 59 A7 IURAE LA S 3% B2 SRR /6 R T T VR A 70 S5 o 28 o 48 AL FR 15 HH ) ] [
A DU T8 S SRS SO B3 A 01 SCHHSRURIE SCTH 1B = R B TR Z5 A 0 AT AN L hniE
SWHETE, SRR, NTER. WREREAFEEISEN A F 5 RABNEEH B,
KIEERAD T N TN
4.1 iIBX (BXE) 1t&

© RGN, IR, P R S AR .
" BP (Back Propagation) HiEFEN R ERERE L, B4 RRZER R AR RETEMBESH, T
JE 5 T D



B, BUANE R EE BT 5, B T RGE SUH G JE . BRI i W 4 B ia
SR EAL S, MR T AT TE R 2 4 ) B (R o RN E 245 (] N T AR IR 2 4k R ) ) £
WO E EZERINEA PR O G (4135 44 1) WordNet Al HowNet 45), 14 9%
R AR S E R S — N B U RSk, TR LT S G TR] R R
WUE T s @ R0 E BT UE R, BRESNEAT B AR BT h s
AR TR 8 SR T 5 o Horb, I A2 IR 28 11 5 1 il 1) e ARG A 3R 4 2% 1)
i, B TR R ERA CWRZAREED (77 ACRIR GRS 118 SCAHOCRE . AR REEHUE —
BN 0~1.

F 2 RIET BRI TIEEAR A R 505 5 52 HIE 1R, @i 51\ Word2Vee 1, fN#
FNGRIGT 60 2 2 AR AL, AT 45 R 3% EAE SO < B /NP I R

& 2 ATEeE it A d RaiE A XA

from gensim.models import Word2Vec # 5| N\ Word2Vec £

mode = Word2 Vec.load(*“word60.model”) # INENZREFH) 60 28] 7] S5 1Y

mode. most_similar (“i 5 %-”) # RIS 9E 5 5 MR R 1A
b FHREE (0~
W EF 0.7331274747848511
W 0.7309782505035410
HHF 0.7293801307678223
T 0.7213563323020935
TR 0.7048327326774597
oK 0.7019374966621399
YA 0.6951244473457336
B 0.6944329142570496
AT 0.3720016777515411
paNiKEd 0.3720000088214874

FELA X ELERET LIS (2018) # Word2Vec #4133 &) &

T I BRER TG TR VAT ALY R Rl (a2, I8 AU SRR A DG B v B, m] DA (200D
SREE 8 AE U IGHTRTC . 855 BIR, “IB 5 3. “B S 59RO E
B, EARALE FEOHEGR; R, COrBUEY SR T I ORI, X RIE X
THER T ORI DSR2 A — & M (E15E R M2, 4040 2UiA m &R ARRHE R
WOFERE Ry, BRI, 7% BRI TR R AT KAL) LS H 22 e /MK o

TR A AR OCHE, BT A M 2 3 ARE B A B EOR R MO R R U R HA]
TR AL B, FEAR N5 2 AR 240 2 FF4E S, 7T RAE 41 E
TEMTHLE R SOC R A, B 2 H, RV R R IB T, “king” 5 “man” 2 [A] (1) #E 55 5 “queen”
5“woman” 2[RI A X B AEH B2l . 7ERJIESSELF, “slow-slower-slowest” = 1] -2 [H] [¥]AH X}
0% 5 “fast-faster-fastest” 1 “long-longer-longest™ %% [ A1 X 32 B 14> AH AL



woman .
irl
n & slower

ma
'\\ father <‘ con slow _—

cat king Tueen boy

dog \ mother 4‘ faster slowest
\ cats daughter fast
dogs France
England longer
/ / he fastest
Paris Italy \ she long
LondoV \

himself longest

herself
Rome

B 2 & )EeiE e = 2 A (Akhtar, 2018)

PLb, BT RAA BIA] ) & AR 1 SCHIOR BE T3R5 A3k 2 A BT DU S o 5 T Ak, 1X
XPE A2 B A o B S A .
4.2 BXGHEEK

1] [ B AR AR AT LLRAETE S, SRTMAE 0 22 SCIA] (R Iz, B [l B AR R A ) 1 1) 22
AR, RORAFAE ] SUBOR LA K2 22 U 2% (Meaning Conflation) 45 7] /@, [Rlt, 784 FH ] )
BN, FEFEBECON SR . AL G115 SO Bl 1L S5 R (Reifler, 1955), &
SEARRSE SIS SCEE DAY B B (Weaver, 1955), 8t N AR B TEF 27 309 St A 0 4
SRR G (Weiss, 1973) 55, REMMN THELIE LN 518 LA th. EREY 2]
QU T 5 3 EARYE H AR BN SOE BOREEAT . B, TE SOH BRI ERTRL PR
JToli & (Ranganato, et al. 2017; Chang & Sui, 2018) F13EF-%11R % (Tripodi, 2017; Chaplot
& Salakhutdinov, 2018) H)77 . To ik B (177 3B A SCASTE RE A 27 2] 33, T2 AR 1)
77 A THE LR FE 2 2 el b, R SR L KRR A8 5 AR PEE NS SORIE, %
WA A 5L MBS G . iiE TR S, JEE G TGV R MR E, MRt
B, AR PR SZ IR EN IR, RN DA SRR S SO A TEAN AR
42.1 TR EHE

T B N EEGIERRIKNA (Liv, etal., 2015, AR (Li,etal., 2015) FIER
F kAL (Huang, etal., 2012) 5755, 185K KA (Clustering-based) B £ AR
FE B I W AE iR ISR, R SR SRR Ho] SGHtAT H 373 2K . TR A 3K (Joint-training)
VA 5 I AE I ZR A I R TR SCHO SRR, 3 B A i) SRS . 1B 32 R R
AR F @IS RIBEE (Local Context) HIFEAM 5] A4 )55 B (Global Context)>k SEHLTH
Bo FXTTI S, 18 £ RN T7 VR SR AT T ARG HE 1S SOH BOSCR .

eI NG RE T, —RAFREANRE, R ¥ BRSO H R IR {E
SR GRBAL ., JRTT, AL BAG B R A R SO LAMAE B3 Bk AW . o
3 MJPELF)F“he walks to the bank” ™, bank 7] fg 0] DA BRAR A HRAT BE 5. R, 1B
T 2 R N TRV B2 AE 1A R = U 2R IO 2 RS BRI 2 A SRR (Multiple Word
Prototypes), HAKUIF:

55—, JRE BB ALK BN 2 [ E U3 (Weighted Average, FUEE 2 tf-idf)
T fEE N4 R1E A& (Global Semantic Vector), F A1 IEH YIZR 1 & 35 XA & AR, 1X
FEUI 25 H SR im 5 284 ) [ B R S f A 420 SUAE S 91, s 35 R HH IR0 G ““river” “play ™
“shore” “water”51a], T LS £3 FiT“bank” (115 XA TAT B2 MR8 K K 3G 54

5, 2 AN B AR 2 S BT BT SR R s AT I (3R H b



TS0 JEHAT K SRR, MR8 RIE RN HAR A IS 39, W1 bank!, bank? A1 bank?.

AR, X5 AR AR T SRS R R A N hir] ) =, AR SRR RREE R T 2 SGH R
T SR, 2 R LI A 77 2% R S8R s ZAORS T SR SR A A PT SE k , HOAN P A M A7 A R 22
Local Context ‘ Global Context
score
sum
score| ;@ scoreg
T Document
(eeee0000® (XX XX XXX @ee® | river
@®ee® | play
®eee) | shore
(000 (e0ee) (0000 (00ee (seee weighted average
he walks to the bank ... ‘ global semantic vector | (@900 | water

B 3&HEAHEAX (Huang et al., 2012)

422 FE TR T %

FriB 2T RiR B 72, RIFETR S I 2Rt fE i, A Fe e g AR E A R . Bl
# UL WordNet 5 HowNet NCRINE S AN AR 28, FET H W45 R 7%
W T8 SO o B SIS B AR IR I ZRiB Rl 7R SR L2 3-8 T B It
ik RE (Agirre etal., 2009).

Yu & (2014) fENZIESRALEBEAP RN, 5]\ PPDB #idE FEOF WordNet 55715 H1
W, FHECE SRR X 2R A, 34568 7 1 1] 1) 2 8 6 2 ) B S 3] SUARBLAE B o
Bian 5§ (2014) FEIESRLSEA PN RIEA . AEAE UE B . Nguyen 55 (2016) £
Bk ER TG T VAR R LA B RIS B AE AL RIS, (675 U115 380 )] [m) 8 e AT 250 i [A] S
AR XA . Niu 5§ (2017) K HowNet &1 il 2135] [ 5 3% 2L 17 255 8 15 SRR T By Y
L I ERia S R R AR —— XE (Sememe) @, EIZREFE PN T S0— 83— X
— SRR ZR, A RST8] [ B AR 2 SCRIRCR .

DAk, Tl B s A SE TR R AR S, AOR B> TN TN, ST AR T
KB T AMBEREIR, AR TR T F 62 28815 B S BUE U e B S5 R .

5. EEBS5EXET

AR TR S AR AL, HAR SO R W 005 5 YA s A 2 [ sk SN A g o
FB . ARG NE SCREW AL 3 BE I AT S SCAR A R B bR, G-l p 0 AR, AR
T E A S AR HE AT N TR . Michel % (2011) F|H Google Books 1111 2 Ji Ff Hi ik
Yy, EESCERNE, @RGSR AR 58 S . Bamman 25 (2011) D@
5 H BRI LB H AR A0 R AR A R [l e PR 2R 1E 4K . Mihalcea %5 (2012)
IR 19 e ® 21 R E ARE R B R EZH SBG . UL E T/ ERZEd %R
MG, IR SCRR P B2 T 254N D0 e AR S, 2R 9 7, HofELLE W
SREUE XCPI 1 1] [A) R AN SO 3oy 2= (B 1) &, P ) R 1) e A AR R HE SABLRE , g
i 5 R b W B 7 e SCAS A SR BB SORFET (O3] o ST B FEARIVC A 38 AT iR], RS L B
M B SR I AR Ak

XNEEEE (2016) FET 1950 4F 2 2003 4F 1) C N H DY SCAR YNGR [ &AL, AT
B BT 7 B, AR5 7RI ARL S SR 4 22485 T . Hamilton 25 (2018) #£%

© PPDB Jy—Ffi e T A ZRr I i % Ml 2 e
 SURAETE F 2 PO AR RN AN T A3 (15 SCHRLRE, IR (HowNet) e 5535 44 1) SUBRU AR .



W ORISR R 2R, R Word2Vee IRk ER TG 1V ABE Y S 37 JF B 1] [ & 2 () >R 4 /s
TSR . il 4a b, “gay”fE AR W) H “tasteful”. “cheerful” 25 1aY7E 2% (B A B L
BN, B TR, “gay” 5 witty” . “bright” 4518 FIE A & . B T AR,
“gay” 1] 5 “homosexual” 5 “lesbian™ 3§ 1 7E 1 L iH5 &5 FAHIT . Bl 4b oR, FEE AR,
B |95« 2% 55 2 R IR [ 24562, “broadcast” (AL AN+ Lt 22 Fh 1 i “seed”s “sow”
&5, B AS A “newspapers”. “television”. “radio”. “bbc”%E. K 4c T “awful”iiE XM
Lt P A “solemn” IZ T 7] “terrible” . “appalling”45 78 4% [F)id #2 . Hamilton 2§ (2018) J&
A EHAS A, KA A B R RSN R P8 serh, 8 IS A 1 %
53R

a - gay (1900s b (o ‘
=) ) awful (1850s)
broadcast (1850s)
1950 ‘
géy (‘ » broadcast (1900s)
. ‘ awful (1900s) ‘
gay (1990s) T~ awful (1990s)
‘ ~ broadcast (1990s) ‘

B 4“gay”. “broadcast”. “awful”$¥ 138935 T if-~&F B (Hamiltonetal., 2018)

6. &g

AR SCIRNIR T T 7] ) B AR FRIAE SO TR IR, A4 T W AR [ B3R IA O 30 B R 3R
B7 e R T B A A AR OSSO B S8 OB E S AR T e TR, EE CRIA T
o R K 7 77 5 B RO

oA 2T ] AR B g B R B 2R ), Fe R TR R AR R SO E
B B AR IR A ZR0E SRR, 7E MG RE AR IAE R B R R R 4y
AR FERAE LA S B S AR SEA, 3@ 5 17 5 8 19 I £ A 5% AR BE R P Rl (AR AL o ]
R, FRATH R BT B 637 171 R A AN M B R R o 2 ST BT 2 Uk, 78 O Sk AN
ANE AR IERIE i EARANE, SRS P22 RE U RIEE R~ mE. Rt
i) ) XTI R R P AR H B A AR M 25 3R E B S TS IR L, ASSCIN N TE SCAR
DAL, BEiZ5INTEINGEAKMNIEE AR PE R, SRECE ISR KIS L RIE . A,
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