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Abstract: With machine learning widely applied to the natural language processing (NLP) domain in recent years, the security of NLP

tasks receives growing natural concerns. Existing studies found that small modifications in examples might lead to wrong machine learning
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predictions, which was also called adversarial attack. The textual adversarial attack can effectively reveal the vulnerability of NLP models
for improvement. Nevertheless, existing textual adversarial attack methods all focus on designing complex adversarial example generation
strategies with a limited improvement of success rate, and the highly invasive modifications bring the decline of textual quality. Thus, a
simple and effective method with high adversarial example quality is in demand. To solve this problem, the sememe-level sentence
dilution algorithm (SSDA) and the dilution pool construction algorithm (DPCA) are proposed from a new perspective of improving the
process of adversarial attack. SSDA is a new process that can be freely embedded into the classical adversarial attack workflow. SSDA
first uses dilution pools constructed by DPCA to dilute the original examples, then generates adversarial examples through those diluted
examples. It can not only improve the success rate of any adversarial attack methods without any limit of datasets or victim models but
also obtain higher adversarial example quality compared with the original method. Through the experiments of different datasets, dilution
pools, victim models, and textual adversarial attack methods, it is successfully verified the improvement of SSDA on the success rate and
proved that dilution pools constructed by DPCA can further enhance the dilution ability of SSDA. The experiment results demonstrate that
SSDA reveals more vulnerabilities of models than classical methods, and DPCA can help SSDA to improve success rate with higher
adversarial example quality.

Key words: adversarial attack; machine learning; natural language processing (NLP); boundary value analysis; sememe
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SR IAT N 2528 TV I0AE, I 2R A] BEPR R AL NLP AU R K sk, A SCH SR fu e
TRIEFE SRR b A N, BA I SO 2 BEAA N3 P S DL A R (1) SOt 20 i) i, 38 o T A4 32 (1 3] L 5
JSRRE 125 00 S A AT, AT A 18 B SRR BBk R i 4.

H AL 00 SO S 20 T 425 M58 CRR. th HowNet T OpenHowNet S J5tia FEFI 2 T4
B 2000 A SR SRR TR, I 0 B F 5 AN DO RIS B3 AR 1 8 SObRaE 1 S5 P17 Qi 45 A e
LA Ry IXASBHA FEEAT T PR 20. B 625 N B BRI R T 413 CoARTE SURBEAT —BobE R ) 07722, IF
M BRI W AT BRI B R AT TR, PR T T SRR R (K B TR

3 NRPEBAHRE

AT SR AR RS T T s A SO LBl 7505 e 0, S AR X ST i R b I A RiRe b #2, A p o
SRR IR REAEA, AT im0 ST (s . IXM s Al 7 5 RO ME 0 88 A BL s 2% o RO R SRIL S B8 LA
PAGGE AR (R AT M ik, WL o SR 5 P 3 P A7 TR D SRIL NI I REAS, B )
TR NAT 73 FALA5 VR, B2 o ARUORT AT P 00 F A SRAL T A I a2 B 5 S, oL o 2 A
A e S 2 ) o2 DR MNP B0 5 i b 1) 20 AL A PO T — Bl PR R R TSR P b AN [ 4 4
TR T AR PR SIL SN TT .

ATORE A E SCT T BARE F A B RAT S5 IIL IR S T 5 B LSO Sl i D R S R A, IF AR
P SCA Iy 55, I AE SCA TR N 73 HIAFt. BT RS TG T FARE 5 BRI 2 80 A B, JFAEH
AL NNE PSSR S RItNSE Ve ioE SOUEYREIUE ZUE 11 SUE /R4 & rprRray ol Gl €/2E N CIb U7 B S B g
RIEAT TR R LE, SR 230 F B A R

BT ATCE L3 IGD 5, D Beuk I SEBL T HE T3 S50 AL 1 SR G R i H i 573% DPCA 5 Ui
il f)MOBEVL SSDA. DPCA REMNS I i FU i (¥ 3 4 19 248 2 SCJst i die 2 [R), St 37 Fi - e SCAS 1R R .
SSDA itfii DPCA V7 [{ ARk AR - T FEAS S AR TR i NG TR R A, 2 AN B5C3 J T AHLEE 5 e
(RIFRREREAR, AT o T T 2.

31 HEaF

EX 1. R, 4

=1, FEA O Ak

1, BEARCHIERRYE

BRSO RBER, T ¢ ARRER N IO SCAREA, BRI TER L 20 84T L IE R sl B PR A 2. 1 M (o) = 1 ]
PAREREA 1 (AR N IEARE, M) = —1ACRKEAS ¢ IARZE D FROBE. 75 70 JEBERL K A &, S 2 A7 — 4L TR Al
3 AT iy NAEAS ¢ & T AR (KB5S 1K) BR 8, ASSCERR H O VPAh B AL 2K — MRS (K VP Al bR B (e,
JURSE 2R ) e A TR T 2 6 1 T RE M . AN TR AR RS 2R VAt o BRI Ut AN [F), 4110175 Naive Bayes #5271
X PP R BRI JE R, IUEA T 0-1 22 18]

EX 2. VGRS 4

M) = {

{ Negative_Prediction(t) € [0, 1], 4’5 A NegPre(t)
Positive_Prediction(t) € [0,1], &5 N PosPre(t)
T3 RS oy SR M RIS M(0) = —1 5 RIS M(0) = LIV R EL. NegPre(r) 55 PosPre(n) K¢3& [l — 1 0 % 1
VPAL(E, dee 2% M FIWTAS B0 FRAE th — 25 R DA 1 LR &5 RO SE . 24 NegPre(r) > PosPre(r) I, BEEIZ5 H M(1) = -1
MIbR%E, [l Z BN M) =1.

EX 3. ILFEEE. 4 B(t) = |PosPre(t) — NegPre(t)| R s FEA t AHEL TR M A FF (REEE, FK B(r) A M 1)
L FERES. B() A2 SCRITBERY MK 2 Tt 25 R AR R AR, 24 B(r) = O I, 23 AR 1 w5 e 4
HLES, Fhteas 23 S0 ) e X

© A

AT httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




vt SUE F R T SR BAE G Rk 0 IR Lk AL ) R AT R 3317

EX 4. FIDF ML FEEE B() = 0 B, A7 E R 40 BB M 15y KINFE. R %A E, MK IIERER A
NFEARRRZE RN W SR AN FOREA ¢ AT e B A R 1 7 S J, o AR 3 R AT e M 93N B(r) 1
. T4 H A S8 S, LIS U3 I g 43 2 S TR A 2

Bl 1 AR 1, 1, SEPIGE SUAREA. ARk, 2 B(y) = B(1,) - AR ¥ee, 5 K BEN 10 I SCARFEAR,
AP 5 5L PosPre(t,) = 0.8 , NegPre(t,) = 0.2 , bR N EMAE; 1, 4 KJEH 20 1050 AREAR, HE 0PG5 5 5L
PosPre(t;) = 0.4, NegPre(t,) = 0.6, b2 N TME. 7 ik U e, o e, SHREIT /L5, B 2 A — N 3L F LA
FRAUI & A FR RN 1, Fl, Z A OC R, PARAREI AL T B(r) = 0 4, BIV5E 40230 5, ALKl 20 11k 10 A% v
FEARARKR 2R, 4K R MEAE A AR 3R T LUR B 1, 80 ¢, AT 7y FIN T, 338 45 5 52 B B g kil 5t

SCARKSE
M@e=1  M=1

Closer
20F=-= PosPre(t,)=0.4
NegPre(t,)=0.6

i
1
:

) Farther 1
PosPre(t,)=0.8 - —————— 10 !
NegPre(t,)=0.2 | 1

| i
| i
i E
B(@) B(t,)=0.6 0 B(t,)=0.2 B()
K2 #ai

3.2 pEHFER

BT i e 3 db— D SUT T si A BBt R 10 43 280 S B2,

EX 5. WP ik A A ) Rom— R PIBE Ik A ) R t F AL R — AT PUREAR ¢, R3S P
RN, ¢ e 200 P 252 R A 1.

TEX 6. WP . B AL 1) TR ¢ B R UREA e, 5 M(1) = =M (0) 1%L, W LA S AG, ) DI TE
FEARr M TR M .

WG SRR ¢ B3 — AN AR E T, B BB iR A T T, 3540 DK BT T 1 BT BEAR#A:
OB IR R AL 4R T . 0P A B SR BAT M Bechi vT BLC oy A, )

EX 7. W PiBd . #:

T,y ={t|A@,t), te T and M(t') = -M(1)},
T B SR H5O G T AT 0BT S (R 0 AR A R 2. 754
T ={f|A(t,1), te T},
T’ FoRBEAZ B 1 R AR R A T e B (e e A i A 5 R e i 2, 4
n_ ITA'l
EA(T,T) = IZh

EA(T, T")) BUA] o= Proiieh 7715 A 1 e h 28, B R Bl S ek (A AR 46 A A K i o [ LL o).

TEX 8. YU, WHIRAE T, = (e}, Ty = BV, AT, 5T, WK TR 3 L T B K/
MNEIKHES. #5 B(r) > B(t), Vi€ {1,2,...,n} and j =i |7, T4 E(A(T,. T,)) < E(A(T,,, T, )) A4 157

RIS T, PR ORI BEE T, DA E MR B MU SR B s e 3%, IR AT T, BT 6 Bt i 19 31
L T, S R ) 2R

1 2: A4 36 FH NLP 4508k 5 FH 1) SST-2 i 420 BS HEAT S 30 300k SST-2 $di 45 i il gEtu &5 1 821 4
FEAR, DL Naive Bayes f 81 A 52 F 2 AR AL T SOX SEREAR I FHUE S, L 0.65 A FUE 43 FH ek, ¥ iz g% il

© A

AT httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




3318 BRAFFIR 2023 5 34 K5 TH

FHARN 5 T FE AR T BE3 S5 I 43, U FHE KT 0.65 &l 885 AR, W ANEIRE T, , WHEHNTHT
0.65 A1l 936 SFEA, &M/ R S HR, FHEARUEXNT FE B S8 /AT S, 8 G B AR 1, DAL B LA B L 885 4%
FEA, WABIRET, , H4S =T, 0T, LR ERFEANES.

324 S I FHE B(S) S A s B, Akbrdh e SCE 1 1AL BT T, s s P 60 2 3R0R, T i A s
KRR, B B(S) = 0 WAL BRI 43 JL 5, W LLE R T, L T, Bm B i 5. A 155 I B T 15 AU 2% %) SCPNs. 1d)
W) PWWS Fil Geneticy FRFZL 1 VIPER Fl HotFlip~ ] W 20 F 55 20 45 6 11 TextBugger 3£ 6 FiAS [F] 4 & (1) 5%
LB Tk, AT BT, AE NN, X Naive Bayes #5289 SEJt0t e, b Husdeds b 26 E RXF LU 45 R 1, 151 4
X% RHEAT T AL R R,

ALK
M(6=1 1 M(=—1

mmmememmmemas

B(p 100 0.65 0 0.65 1.00 ()
T T, T,

9 3 Naive Bayes 115 SST-2 #4114 S8

1 AN I S B SR I SR R (%)

i SCPNs PWWS Genetic VIPER HotFlip TextBugger
T, 35.03 95.02 61.92 91.07 44.07 94.23
Ty 74.46 98.31 88.36 96.49 84.63 95.93
PETH A 39.43 3.29 26.44 5.42 40.56 1.7
100 -:% 95.0298.31 91'0796.49 9423 95.93
8836 84.63
80 I 74.46
g
5 60 |
=
= 44.07
# 40 B5.0
=
20 |
0

4 AR RIS RS A H O AR I B ROR

SEIG BOR, 6 R BB VAR T, LRI RIS R Th R & T T, , BIMELE T, I B &0k B & & i Th 2 95.02%
K PWWS 7732, 76 T, AT BEENAS 5 s A B B D28 98.31%. T SCPNs 55 HotFlip 7732 1, T, BB i R HE
BT, & 39.43% 55 40.56%, SCPNs % T, FIBCH: L 88t T, i 4.

© PEFEEESK I hitps/ www. jos. org. cn



vt SUE F R T SR BAE G Rk 0 IR Lk AL ) R AT R 3319

R—She s TR, WEH. TR, TR TR R G A 2 Y PTG U, Wk T 2RI R
IRCR. AR REAEAE RS FEAA RT3, M W52 5 ¥ A B S B AR (R 1 F B, AR e v 2 B e, B
PRI AL 05 K, A8 FERT Ui i h A s A N P vy, X — I T I F (KDL R, BIOA MR AR,

33 EAEREE

AHTBEIF LT T PAT R LL RN SSDA 3%, LLRAR B L R T it 411 1R A B v #5503 DPCAL. B3k
TRUEJS IR FEA S RREREAAE ] — DB, ZF 1070 AR HORE DaF— 2L

Samanta %5 A G UE T 1] TR S5 U] S SREMS 18 SCASR BB R AR A R L, S0 AR — R AE
IR RS 7 ) AR08 T ) R P 5 A F) RS ARSI AR S5 U el £ v ) PO 0 I ke s 4 1, i
FEvRE TEA) S . EE RERS BRI A o B s T > RIA F, SR> E TR P, B 1 S B O R RE F) T
TR AR AN 73 BRI F AR TR ) A RE 58 S DR PUREAAT R, 36 2 FURS T 3 AL 00 5451 358 T s o 0 19

M.

R2 AEHIEE BRI E ) S

SR 2 e Sl S Py A% SRR
! 1.1 I feel sad. Label: —1
1.2 I never feel sad. Label: 1
) 2.1 I feel sad. Label: —1
2.2 I sometimes feel sad. Label: —1
3 3.1 I am incredibly sorry. Label: -1
8:2 I am sorry. Label: -1

3 EH I (W IL R R (R 20 P R 4% 8 AR 22— A Il (AR RS DA . 56 1 215, “never 255 15 €
B X, W T IR RS, FEOSHUREAAS B3 2t A 2 2 S8 W i A — A P, S A 18 i 5
b, 55 3 SR B, A0 R R R 3G SR BRI A B RO AR M, IR 5 R M B A 25 s 3 DA BRI DRI, A SCHs A
AR A IR R R R A R IR AR, R SR h: F TRIERMER T 0% HIRIRR A, & 2 il 1.2 1BA)h
B, A)F“never”FKiE T A 0% HIHM S X, T H0E A PR, 1H “sometimes” Fl“incredibly” 2 1A K M 14 K
T 0%. ZIR WS TS A - A CR AP ] 1 4 P AT AR S 6 1 DA T AT AT G N, AN 1 B A AR AR, T R A
ey iy I EAETTN

FRRE M TE A AN T TFith, 0 5l & 3 ARt (pool for addition, PFA) 5 il ##i%&ith (pool for deletion, PfD). PfA
WAL B R AR NRIR], — O RS9 AR, PID LA A AT MR R, — O R AR AR A )T
g R, A PFA FR B —AN AT LG A0TE A 3 SO RN, 2 B N 1) o 3 5 0 R R R R I, Gl T PED A
WO — L35 m] AR MHIBA, AT BIH6 B 05 A J I8 T L 5 B 1. <Rl it & — e 4 0 L, DA FRRE I ARk 4505
SERARE T 1) SCARAE AR 25 3 SCAR ) 17 Kt FP R, AT SCAR AR A (R AR A

£ T IA ) 5 H OpenHowNet RIS FR BRI, A SCHE H M Bt A4 @ 5% DPCA. DPCA HIETEPAT Z Ik
SETIUE — LM 3G, N LRk D H WA RE R A @ b 2R, JTRI 2 A GBIl 4R (seeds for addition,
STA) LR R Fh 74k (seeds for deletion, STD). & R AE M E K R i FEH -5l R STA 5 SID T4 [A) L5 A
T, A AR 2 b, S5 AR IO R S M e S ARSI PEA 5 PID, (Mt PfA 5 PID &3S T P&
(kT B 1. SR eb A ) SUJR 06 R 31 2 R OpenHowNet, i 5 2 78 & OHN.

P4 2R 2 1) 52 IR BB I B A7 A 7 2, Jd el ) B A S 4 R ikt [T OHIN Ja) B, ) 1) 4 4 SR 8.
DPCA %32 F Z) )\ OHN il $i B[R] SIS0 A48 2R T TG Fl 13m0 1 [ SCJUim], el 7 AR, 78 SR Sl
oh, FAT IR R AR AR R AT TN A A, DA ff [R) SCJSUR 0 T RUA TR 22 SCPETT NN — L6 &5 W B S B0E A
NG ] T DR R S HE AR R R 45 G T B AR SN LIRIE R, ARSI, &% PfA 5 PID 4
S 73 AN 125 ANE SRk .

© A

AT httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




3320 HAFFIR 2023 FF 34 5F T H

BL 1 R AL #5772 (dilution pool construction algorithm).

T

1. XJ5 ¥ OpenHowNet, 5& X A5 H OHN, OHN[ w ] [F13 3 w If)— 5K i X1 2.
2. MBA%1 Seeds_queue, Seeds_queues.pop() IR [HIFHMIREASL TG 2, Seeds_queues.push() 7ERAJEIHATCE.

S
1. OpenHowNet OHN

2. Seeds_queue SfA, SfD

3. Lists PfA, PfD

4. String TEMP

5.0« 1

6. function build_pool (Seeds_queue)

7 result_list

8 while Seeds_queues is not empty

9. TEMP = OHNJ[Seed queues.pop()]
10. for w in TEMP

11. if w is an adverb and w is not in Seed queues and wis not in result_list
12. Add w into result_list

13. else

14. Pass

15. return result_list

16.  PfA =build_pool(SfA) u SfA
17. PfD = build pool(SfD) U SfD

FTF PfA 5 PD SR 57k SSDA, SSDA Fil F AR ity P 1R ] i o Y A0 0 AT R RE, ORiIE:

(1) BRI S 20 TR 10 T8 5.
(2) HEHFIEREAFR A,

Bk 2. SURYE AR L (sememe-level sentence dilution algorithm).

HI B2

L SCARBHRSE T, T={t10 <i<n}, H o = wowy ..ow, (1 <m), w; Rom—AN L.

2. AN ISRET M, M (1)) RN M OSHREAS ¢ B 53 250555, F o BN 1 B TAL
3KRTY M R HIIL SR B(t,), FRANFEAS 1 BIRETY M 30 SR
4. P 5E MRS PFA 5 PID.

VRS
. Find B(t;) for each example t, € T
. Tokenize each word w; € #; and get its characteristic

i1

je1

1

2

3

4. foreach t,e T
5

6 for each w; € ¢;
7

if w; is an Adverb and w; is belong to PfD

© HEBERR I
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8. i —ti—w;

9. if B(t;) > B(t;’) and M(t;) = M(t;")

10. f—t/

11. Continue

12. else if w; is an Adjective

13. for each Adverb in PfA

14. ti’ « 1;+{Adverb inserted in front of w;}
15. Only record the 7" with the minimum B(#;’) and M(t;) = M(t/")
16. et

17. jej+l

18. ie—i+1

SSDA £ SLVF i BB ATANEIN T M(1;) = M(1/) 19 ZR AT, SR SO F M R A T R FR b
T AEAT R I OQ B AR, R RE 1 R ) R R e M I8 (3 ) SR BT G S0 B (RN RESETBRIL 7, 5 RS i T4
AIY RERBERARE AT, T S HO PUBC FFCRE PR8I0 e, R A R FOREATE 2. 2 o i el 77k, H I
FE EARSAR I SR RE, RIERT M(1) = —M(17) , SRR A ATAA.

4 XASMBERENEN

AT AR R AT N 28 g SCAORT SRl T o, SEBOO 0 e R (6 k. ASSCBRE T 2 AN
SCARBRAE L 2 FhANTA] [ AR 5 L2 IR IR & v 4 ZH8 SO LS, SR SEIR A0 6 LR R 1 2
TR FUBL L T BRI FR BT RCR AL, LKA 2 b AS [ i et B 0 0 i J 6 R AS SR OGS B, B4 SE
B 3 A AL, B SIS T 12 K. SEIR A R R, R R AT AR TN PTG AR R, JF HLRRE A
PRI PUREASAE 2 TOCA AR bn BRI T 3500 TREA AL (K BL.

4.1 AR E SRR

ASCRERREML FRE 53 DL R RIS AT RERE AP IR A AN it A 1 N JE A% 8 (K0 PO R R v, T 1 2B )
XU AR, SEBURT 28 Son s RE ot 1 5 s T @ o prich il e, B 6 o Tl MR A IR A
PGP L R T R BT

5 aformsEdE /6 il SSDA HHA il

FEFT IO LB FE R, DPCA K 1l B A1 S S AR, SSDA M i ARt xt i s s SR AT FRE, 2
JRHT IRREAEAS, AR AR AU s SR AR 0 TSGR AN, 7 B0 U AR, SEAE 0 UREAS Xt
ST B (R R DU A AR SR A SO i
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T T FRAR AN I B AR RE R, 3R 3 BN TAE BT BB i R, SST-2 Ui &b i — 4 HEA S
SSDA SE#E MRS Jo it AT PUREA A B Ty 1 SCPNs #4542 PTAEA iR,

K3 SURFEARR A BON Pt f2

BB B FEARZEAGB B SAREA
SR REA This extremely unfunny film clocks in at 80 minutes, but feels twice as long.
TR e PIDHi B This extremely unfunny film clocks in at 80 minutes, but feels twice as long.
PIAF B This really unfunny film clocks in at 80 minutes, but feels twice as long.
X PUREA A SCPNs I have a really bad movie in 80 minutes.

120 RS 28 T T ) e AR A

(1) FRBEREAARIR A FE AT 43 S0 5, R4 43 S P, W T T i i D) ks, AT ER TR BB s e oy 6.

(2) W B AR T W ELARAE ] T WA B B 52 A B, AR T U N TR B 4R,
WSEIL T MR 2 5 BRI AR RS, &) TPt
4.2 MAIHRBESLE

T RIL SSDA A UM AR R FE A BE A R AL X BB e ), BATTIE R THE - BAT S R M SST-2 5
IMDB ¥ 525 A S v St 4. 3% 11 28 4L ¥ Naive Bayes 588 LUK & -1 A P4 120 BT 45 1) Vader 3L [@ 45
B HBIYEAT X LSS, o Vader B8 B NLTK TR ZESCIL. S8 T 6 A R4 B 1) A= ek riEAE N
XL T, W SSDA REME S ft Behi J7 v ke 2 i s A A F . S8 vh B A i B0t 75525 T OpenAttack 523, 5K
By Ft b o S A VA AN R 7 ik R Bt Bt e 00, FAT IR T 2 BHRbR3EAT £5-5 VP4l BT SR s € L.

EX 9. WM (word modified rate, WMR).

T B % WMR 7R E R G VAN AT A — B0 b, AN A) T [ — 0 A WE A — 2, B — Ak g
O, BLFE AN AH S B rh — B SCAR IR T O S A AN D) BOCOR AR AR L. BB S R A A R 2 LU R
WMR. [, WMR B AR, 2% 0H 00 16 2 1085 A 90 1] 1 2>, 7 1) 15 48 B BAR ABL. A S0 WMR 9 LR 4 0
iy HH RN R A 5 R AR RE AR

E X 10. 157345 (grammatical errors, GE).

ARSI AT i N5 S TS, TRV GE B TR AR IR SO R A R A 1A 1 s T M ST T
LanguageTool [ FFARAS, T8 o I A7 2 A 00 SCMEE SR AUk, GE {HMUAIG, K B0 HUREAR T N PR TR H0 D

EX 11. Yn#5 5 (edit distance, ED).

SniE 2 ED I Levenshtein #125 **), JEH5bt — BOR SCAFE A Ny H b SCAS G B /D B BV VB, L g e 1
A DT — AR SIS R — A5 S PUREA I ED (E B, 3005 5 AAEARTE
TP ROBARAL. ED 5 WMR #H TR TR A A A, (0 =38 EEARBL I A 4EFEAN [R]. A SCH ED I BRSO 5 2
RO R A 5 R AR FEAR.

EM 12, [FEE (perplexity, PPL).

R B n MAIALRHER] S = wi,wa,. ., wy, FoHFw; (1 <i<n) Fon—NHuE. S EEE PPL AT LR R N :

PPL(S) = P(wy,ws,..., Wy) 7,
Hrb, Pwi,wa,...,w,) RORS TEL E 15 5 B T A IR ZE, 23 2 b 1R L AR T2 35 1E T Ak B 2 T 38 4 K A1) 7R Al
RIEFe I I FE A OB/, S ERE AT AR AT Rk, 500 FAES B 5 BT AL e Rk =y, R )
TR T BB, T PPL (B TEAI.

DA F 4 T8 FF, 856w L7 WPiBh R E, v LRGN AR NE M Bak fe ). BARNTE, 4 E 1271, &9
BT RIS T m O LB R B I, 1T WMR. GE. ED J¢ PPL T 3 B 77727 AL IR R URE AR ZE T N F AR 1 HE
FIEUF RN, % 4 JB7R T SSDA X 6 FhELA X Bt Jy ik AT ik, 76 SST-2 5 IMDB ¥4 Nt Vader 52l
WPLBC JE & IR PR 1T 34E. 28 5 B4 T 58 # S0 A SR SEue 4 A F A Rt I 2ok 3 AN AL, AN Rl
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BT At PR RS It 20 S G0 R s (1) AN D0 B A 2 10 s s B A AT X B el CRAGRR). () UEH I T4E STA 5
SID ikt AR IR A TR (Fh TR RR). (3) 1 ] DPCA 2 37 1) 58 B B it A B Jr s 250 S kA T ek ool
(DPCA HiF%).

#K 4 SSDA fEH T Vader i

o SST-2 IMDB
W TR MR DPCAWE WU (%) KW R TRE  DPCARRE | BIE (%)
WMR (%) 61.88 57.94 56.53 -5.35 80.98 77.07 73.12 -7.87
GE 6.07 6.22 6.16 +1.51 14.43 13.68 13.28 -8.00
ED 8.61 8.61 8.39 -2.55 26.28 24.89 23.61 -10.16
PPL 586.01 620.87 517.17 -11.75 281.26 323.63 249.99 -11.12
E (%) 5291 58.21 66.08 +13.17 50.51 54.99 65.32 +14.81

%5 SSDA 1EHT Vader BT 5 54

g \ e SST-2 IMDB
HETUREA A BT T #itbr KFRE MR DPCAREE  REEE FITREE DPCARR

WMR (%) 143.62 135.31 133.55 268.81 270.07 256.50

GE 3.21 342 3.46 4.2 4.17 4.21

SCPNs ED 13.07 14.17 14.06 56.98 57.42 56.65
PPL 768.56 495.66 473.50 182.71 190.16 177.68

E (%) 47.28 50.91 55.68 61.29 61.50 69.44

WMR (%) 16.09 14.97 13.29 9.35 8.36 6.40

GE 2.96 3.13 3.04 4.19 433 4.08

PWWS ED 2.78 2.71 2.38 4.00 3.66 2.61
PPL 560.55 680.84 541.42 308.40 309.39 250.31

E (%) 78.69 84.07 85.39 45.73 45.79 46.06

WMR (%) 112.79 99.93 100.07 113.64 92.75 89.34

GE 8.32 7.53 7.47 15.66 13.08 12.03

TextBugger ED 14.67 12.90 12.84 31.85 24.56 21.96
PPL 918.78 938.78 898.73 421.91 405.10 369.14

E (%) 52.22 56.12 62.05 30.51 38.93 46.71

WMR (%) 12.59 11.23 11.12 4.14 3.89 3.62

GE 2.83 3.05 2.87 5.49 5.31 5.42

Genetic ED 2.18 2.15 2.12 25§ 2.40 2.27
PPL 393.65 473.41 470.16 185.34 222.37 191.21

E (%) 38.50 45.09 63.65 34.50 44.11 62.85

WMR (%) 24.43 23.98 20.11 20.84 18.72 14.81

GE 2.88 3.0 2.94 6.01 591 5.75

HotFlip ED 4.75 4.90 4.18 13.98 12.56 9.98
PPL 797.72 864.42 718.60 455.96 684.85 380.69

E (%) 52.44 64.74 70.84 47.57 55.78 70.09

WMR (%) 61.79 62.19 61.01 69.12 68.63 68.03

GE 16.2 17.17 17.1777 51.05 49.26 48.18

VIPER ED 14.22 14.85 14.77 48.29 48.72 48.17
PPL 285.13 272.08 279.54 133.22 129.93 130.89

E (%) 48.05 48.33 58.10 83.48 83.82 96.76

% 4 SEIREE NPT T AIL T DPCA &5 SSDA 7E3R T Bl sl & L I k.

55, T REANAE R R AR b, i 25T DPCA FIik i) 5e 4R Beith, SSDA R RE AT R m e il
FINE, BT R AR M HE T RRE, 78 SST-2 Hedlidl: L5t Vader BEAT XL, IR IR TF RIEH] 5.3%, T
DPCA FI& MFARBIBIIER] T 13.17%, M #: IMDB Hls 4 LT & 1A% 4.48%, J5# 53] 14.81%, 4 2 55 PR
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IE T 92K e S SSDA A 3.

5, 1] DPCA M MFR R IEAT R I 72, REE A h 2t — DR T, $2FH 24 SST-2 #dls 4k LK 4y
2.5 1%, M7E IMDB (4l 48 L34y 3.3 £, U0 DPCA T4 i& FI6 REht SSDA Sikile TR K35 /EH, DPCA
RS A 240 B SSDA BLVE A BE K 1) 2% ] 38 2R g KE A Bt AT 212 F0 B8 22 R IR 0 URE AR,

# 6 JE/R T4} Naive Bayes SEHiX LB J5 2 TFRAR 00T 3E, JTE S5 75 SRR 53 4 MR, % 742
BT SR S0 H.

% 6 SSDA {EHT Naive Bayes f7

. SST-2 IMDB
W e W TmR  DPCARRE  WUIE (%) KR M THE  DPCARE  SUTE ()
WMR (%) 56.77 54.10 52.18 —4.59 78.53 76.55 73.55 —4.98
GE 5.56 5.62 5.54 -0.24 13.35 13.02 12.63 —-5.34
ED 7.53 7.37 7.07 —6.15 22.49 21.98 21.29 -5.35
PPL 619.23 742.78 627.30 +1.30 260.73 281.94 267.26 +2.50
E (%) 79.83 83.77 87.22 +7.39 69.13 71.69 75.11 +5.98

%7 SSDA 1T Naive Bayes 1/} 52 #8045

- . e SST-2 IMDB
RHURE A Wi ks KFB  FPRB  DPCAREE  RMBE B FHB  DPCAR
WMR (%) 142.59 145.58 138.62 304.95 309.08 299.36
GE 3.04 3.09 3.18 4.12 4.10 4.05
SCPNs ED 12%2 13.83 13.09 55.84 58.37 57.14
PPL 547.93 708.02 635.02 185.06 177.17 237.47
E (%) 55.52 58.08 63.43 65.33 65.39 67.87
WMR (%) 15.34 13.85 13.25 6.54 5.77 5.28
GE 2.77 2.88 2.81 4.05 4.29 3.99
PWWS ED 2.57 2.38 2.26 3.16 2.88 2.65
PPL 542.97 743.61 600.27 328.47 386.41 346.52
E (%) 96.49 97.52 98.57 47.95 47.75 48.00
WMR (%) 84.49 72.07 68.99 70.00 59.16 53.03
GE 6.79 6.09 5.62 10.23 9.40 8.61
TextBugger ED 10.49 8.88 8.04 15.84 12.66 11.02
PPL 1155.50 1266.15 1079.40 381.51 388.31 332.84
E (%) 93.41 93.88 94.01 70.46 75.23 80.18
WMR (%) 16.02 13.62 13.10 5.67 4.78 4.46
GE 2.83 2.88 2.84 5.74 5.93 5.50
Genetic ED 2.78 2.39 2.35 3.47 2.98 2.80
PPL 513.07 635.09 519.31 195.88 242 .88 222.94
E (%) 75.40 82.02 87.97 74.03 77.83 83.10
WMR (%) 20.11 16.40 15.81 14.41 11.04 9.85
GE 2.72 2.84 2.79 5.94 6.17 5.69
HotFlip ED 3.55 3.00 291 9.39 7.25 6.49
PPL 653.48 800.34 636.18 340.12 366.72 331.50
E (%) 64.85 73.91 82.04 57.99 64.82 72.35
WMR (%) 62.09 63.10 63.34 69.61 69.44 69.32
GE 15.20 15.95 16.02 50.01 48.21 47.96
VIPER ED 13.28 13.73 13.77 47.26 47.73 47.64
PPL 302.45 303.45 293.63 133.35 130.12 132.28
E (%) 93.30 97.19 97.31 99.03 99.14 99.14
© http:// www. jOS. 0rg. cn
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* 6 52 IG 45 R, Naive Bayes [F)6F Prilili 5296 45 R 5 Vader 152596 45 R —3k, £ SST-2 ##i4E I, SSDA
B TR MR TR T U3 3.94%, FE T- DPCA #4)3d (AR i EAT 40 B~ A48 @ i D) % 7.39%, 7F IMDB 44
Pt LRIV 2.56, J5 4 PR 5 5.975%. DPCA Bttt MFH B b Xt 2 TH R M 25 78 SST-2 Hedlid: N ik %
1.87 fi, & IMDB ##li 5 FikF 2.33 1.

MINF E $2T1R W] DPCA 5 SSDA WA XM, #—25, TAT LRI SCA TR VEN Fabr AT 2347, LI U
BT FR 2 T BEE AR T RS R 1K R A AR X PUAEAS . P 71 10 0512 WMR. GE. ED J% PPL X 4 Ji$54x
75 4 S5 -FIME I AL G S R T DPCA iR 5 ™ AR WX BURE AL 4 TR FR B #8300 H 30 0 Bl IR
STHREA LR, (IR T R B &5 R T F E Rt b s, BATse A RILE 215 5.

85 r 18
80
B i 15 N
75 ¢ T T —
S 70+ 12
; — SST-2+Vader m — SST-2+Vader
S 65 | --- IMDB+Vader 2 --- IMDB-+Vader
= —-- SST-2+Naive Bayes 9 r —-- SST-2+Naive Bayes
o L  T— IMDB+Naive Bayes | e IMDB+Naive Bayes
——— 6
55t el
50 1 1 3 1 1 1
PN iz Ty Hike DPCA it PN iz Ty Mok DPCA Hif%
7 NIRRT AL ) WMR 45 2R 8  ANFIMREIH I GE 45 R
3 1000 ¢
— SST-2+Vader
30 b --- IMDB+Vader
800 | —-- SST-2+Naive Bayes
__________ IMDB+Naive Bayes
25 T P
--------------------------------------------- 600 - P S
....................... & ’_4" .
220 g -

— SST-2+Vader

—--IMDB-+Vader 400 -

15 —--SST-2+Naive Bayes
- IMDB+Naive Bayes 200 F
L I o
5 . - : 0 : '
KA Ty HRE DPCA FiF KA FhTFRE DPCA #it
K9 ARFRM ™41 ED &5 5t Bl 10 ANFRRSR AL 1) PPL 4553

M7 & e WMR 45 04T, BTS2 ie 41 R, AARHRE 2] DPCA FRe (1l F b WMR #6 5 905% 55 %
R XIS U, KRR R B 1 2T AR Tk M AREA T LN T AR il (25 B IR 4 i e
LA S0, 1K S DR A A R el AR A A5 K U AR A e SR m LAY sk JEUTE g TR e e ot BT, AT AR R Tt )
AT, R, WMR AR AT

M 8 B ER 1R GE HI45 R0 4T, 75 LA IMDB 1E B S i) s i 41 vh, AR BRI 56 48, GE & T B, 1
A SST-2 1 A Hicdh A 1 S 560 21 v U] 2w ik T I PRI A 6 a4y, 4k SR BAR . SST-2 $idls 45 IMDB (1 =
B BT NSRBI, Ja# KA R4, R RS PG R Bl s 4 L il e SST-2 Hdi s i
K AU FH b SR AT R R I, T 22 (MR B it 2 1) AT PR, AN CE 3R B S AU R 1, A AN R ARAE 0 8K IR
SESFPURE AR B R A 5 N IR 53X — (B i 05 B 6 R Tt 1) 58 35 M 22 A%, GE 280k 52 ILERB 1 56 T JS ok 1)
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gk, (HAE SST-2 MISLH 20 GE S & ML JE MG AR .

M9 thgmiR IR S ED HI45 55047, BL IMDB 1E b i AR S iG 41 v ED T RERERAEN IR, L SST A
BAR AR S50 A0 AL R ER G T B34 ED 55 WMR (45 Fola AR Re— 30 BRoh —3#AR 5 FURAH IR R SO 4E
B BRI, 6 WMR 5 ED BIS5 R, FRoAT AT LU I0A e 1o P2 0 BRI 1) 4 255 (90 8 o5 B S0 I 0, T 28 45 44 5 )
FHA AR

M 10 RS PPL 45 R 5041 PPL 5 A PPN FaAR 1) B A FAE T R L R 34 B R R, (HIRAT17E
DARh 7 EAE DR BEIN,, PPL RSB0 L 5 1 B TH A X — LB R MR 78 20 (AR R WK S B0 iREA A il A2
TSI NTE 2 AN E k. MR 2 X 12, PPL RN 45 € 16 5 BT AR O AN A AR, 5 GE 288, k3
(AR ] A S AR IS, AN BB 0ok I B0 HORE AR A J 5K s T8 O it 38 RS AR AR V103 A R 2R I I 5 B A %5
SR R S AR B, I8 BN 2 1 BEOK, M5 3 PPL EFH. ¥ DPCA M3 T SE s B (MR Bt )G, PPL
E R R CE NV EsH

DA b %o B S50 Rl LA B, SSDA AR IR B RE AR, 78 2 Fion Bt Mo Jy i T #0550 25 5 AR B Re g B D) i 52 36 3
BRI R POREAS, B T B R Th &, R T SSDA AU T B AR AR AS Az il S5 s ) 1 FE R E ) 5
H IR BGT AR RE 7. I SCAR TR FRFR 2087, B BERE A AR O 0 U ARTE 4 416 IR SEge h, 4 TN FabndE
Z/0 3 BUHAES T I PUREAI0G TEAE, SISO SCAS . 25, G S [ AR et X SCA i & LA R o)
LB BLIDZR IR0 L SE S, FRATIEIRAIE T DPCA 7EF BRI R v (M RO A L, AN AN A AR BSR4, FEASBEARUE
0 55 B U ) LIk (], AT AT RE st B DA, S0 25 SR U W DPCA @3 LR 19 b 14 48 58 3
[RFRRR I, REfeHE ) SSDA TEFRTT R 2 (1) R I A R T SCA i i

A RS T i DPCA @ #iReth, 3T DPCA Fikeith 1T SSDA Fikfid 2, & Ja BEA T 0 A AL
BRI A BRI T &, B R T A SO BT U R (R O R DL R A R TR AR (0 SOA T, B IA T
AT R B 28 L T IR AR e Bt H A,

5 4 1

AR SCIE AL o 20 AU ) e 512 5 B8 5 A% G AR AU <3 FAE 7 A idi b il 1 20 SRIL R B, 9328
LSBT RN S0 45 R o, IR ) S S I REAS S5 Dy s D Bt AE SRR ek b, BAT k2D SEBl T
DA AR T B8 1A T vk RGO AR R 75 SSDA SRR i i 5775 DPCA. Tl It 6 Bl gl iy it
JIE SRR (A SO USSR, 456 22 OCAS U PP b, BATIRIE T SR AR BE SSDA REfS A7 R Tt
XL B R, I TR A SCAORHURE A TR 22 FUBERR RS b B B R5CR FRRT EE AR R E T 0 B b Ay e SRk
DPCA WUIRE S k4 £ T 4 5 i A AR, 75 By SSDA S KL LA R 4R

TXBE R Tl A S5 B R PAGS S LB A I T — 2 e o 26 sodt ol et ) A B R TR 2l KRR ) i
T AR AR X PUREAS A SRS, AT RE LR T T0E TR AL T IR K 4R 525 R 1A Sk e, 2 AT
B2 )47 SRS 45 5 DA T3, B AR At A R 4L Bt 7 B, AEDRUE XS HUREAS TR A 5 T S 710 380
IR, AT ARK I 25 ).

RJi, ASCPTHR 7 A R (s ). i, S0 5 RO I 0] EEAE AN RSSO AR R R 3BT SE R0 9
PREETHR, WOUE T4 T DPCA #4 (KRN SSDA IRFH B RORAT BRI SR . BEAE BT 2% (¥ SCIAH OB 785 e,
FATIK) DPCA W BEFFELANTE 2 by S DU ()bl 3 ) o LA R SCJs 7 i, S 3 S 5 46 R R SCAR K B o
AN H IR ATE B R 5 A BAE S5 LS 7 ST B BRI, KUk, SSDA R T AESS & 5 (1 A K 5 2%
FNVR IR SR _E AR SE S, I SE 2 15 6 A 5 FUR KRN, R AR D SN & AU RIA IR REREA, 30k
—PARTHREA R BT i AT S 2 S 2 5 IO T R
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