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HERSE: WA =N LR

[N & P b R M LT e = I R DS WPy Sy L W R M VT AN 287 s T = 1 1 s RN TR AT
AL as NFRARA, N B A A (tic-tac-toe) 45, SRR IZARBLSL W) @A Z . FRIEH AT
R 7 RM, 55 AL T 20 D 70 AWK . SRS, BriHas R 8% i 24 (E. A.
Feigenbaum) &5 K I 2048 1 JLER, DN AT, el 2 45 18 00k X TR A2 NSRBI RE A, $2 iR T
£ (knowledge engineering) 5% K R4 (expert systems) 55— R Ik Al 77k, ShfF5 Al ik T &4,
IR T B K 24 DENDRAL (B UL 04T RSt 1965~1975) (61, B 5 HoAth 2435 AH4E T R T
MYCIN (fLEAL G2 W APt E =47, 1971~1977) [, XCON (HHHEMUEMALE RSE) & Al 510
(15 KRG MAE /N, ML, B3 1997 4 5 H IBM [JIREE (deep blue) [E PR G BLFE 7 $7 Wt
FHR FE-RIIATE R (Kasparov), £15 AL A HIEMRR KRR 8 RERTFR 8. R EHANER (R.
Raddy) 1EATHS 115 RN TR e R G 00560K, LF3RAF 1994 4 ACM EIR %K.

F'5 AL [FIFERT AR THLAS 22 20, 40 WL 2207 B RURE T AR (49) #EBE. Rl
ZHYRFE (inductive logic programming, TLP) 8] Jyfi 5t BIFF5 AT 2% SIHLH). 78 TLP HIEFFEA (A
PRoRB) B FARMIEE S G5 IR (k) #RUA—FriaE 1) (B ) TR AR, 22 2] i iR AE R s 1) v
FHR MR, XAMBE NS AT RE 2 AL E RG], REAE S A, 1SS SR BRI
MR EARK, 222+ WM, A E 78 SR G, tnT DU R i R i 5 2 8], 455 ) 22 Rl n]
7. AR, HRGNIREZE ) 2 S M B R, ORI AR AN E 0, AR, KR TR IA 4N
BIMFETTIL (probabilistic inductive logic programming, PILP) ). JEFR1IRAI%: S, HTHE AR,
A LS /NREAR 2 i BABAR S Zp 4 B R 50, 22 I & e R s, BLIE#E % 2] (transfer
learning) 10 Jyfgl, W] LA 2 >3 45 B (LR N —Fhiz 5t R BLE 1T R 51 05— 35t SEDLES SRS AT 5%
e, FRMOEGS, &5, W S ZRmaEs (BS80S 777%) R, KIUMELS (B) BA Hfb
W) FniRar LRSS E o B AT 5 AT AT RS, TRLE R AR BRI AN 55 B R e AR, IER] A E
FARFS B3R T B AR e B ARAE 55 i v, X s AR E 2l PLR 4 MERIET R 2 H bridid 2,
R A R R R R S8, IEIEORT B s n L S AR, VRSEAR AR T R R A E , RIE SR TR
ReE M. AT, FHARFEID RS 7 ST P R VR HT, BRI, 755 AL 5 105 U A 5 AE 548

TEBVERT S AT PH BORTTRR A =3 o, BR ORI T 7 (1994) A, A WAL (1969), 2
R (1971), ABURAITESE (1975) 4L 6 Ao E R EIR % (36 5 B RR IR0, B2, 38
—R AL DIk H T AT 3 MEARZER. DURREF A, 5 1 MR S5&%, <R WG
& TR 70 HEBURNIKE 5~6 MET R R, GG H TR, 5358, 78 RARN 55
XPZEf AR, @I AR N R T 6000 M2, RIS SRR, 25 2 2B, R
KH o — B BRI, AREREERICE. 5 3 2E ) (HERED), T IAFB| S i ER, A
IBM RS/6000 SP2, 11.38 G FLOPS (¥ riiz B /%), vl 2 128, 8 3 4PigfT 5 T HHAR
(positions).

5 AL AR SERPA AN B 2B, 0575 REME A NR &SRO BES A, AL, BT
THAWHEN (compositionality), 7 M B H TR 5 H G R FT 5 . BADFFTH NAE —
TEHITE X, 2 b s 11 SO AT a1, bedn, i) S ER A 20 S OB A SR, T2 A M A )
fith, RIULAF 5 AT 5 ANREPER e — A B AT RS 5 8. 755 AL AFZER B R RIRRTE, H Al
O B R B U 58 A5 AN G AL IR BTN B i 14 1) 2, b s BARR PR R A2 IBM IR IR
HE B A, B R R 725 BIHIE (PR3R) eSS, X2 MR b i i B p 15 o0, A SRR
1T (cognitive behavior), N KEEERRAE(E EA TE ML AR T 5E R, 755 AL BE S il akix
Al LR AR .
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1 R

Figure 1 Perceptron

UHARESEALRR (BEEBATS) AR, HENECUR R, W13t ENL S T E R
A, X HIR R R L A TCE R ENR R I7E, WA N (production rules), IZ4EFET
(logic program) %5, BEANTHENL G TR (AnHEREESE), (HERECTRT 52, RILAE J1A R, M LA i 5 4 FA
ff e B R0, HEREA R BR T AR A5 e MR IR 7 vk, N 4 00 AR R R SRR TR AU A R )
Z R AR (knowledge graph) M, MERHEHISE 121 £55 AL k= Betdtnt, BREEIZHE 2 A,
HoAt# T RARMERE A, XRS5 AL XERUAE TSN B s Bep T i S SR A BT iR BR S (15 AT
et Fb i ke e vl @, AI%AET T2 G R85 773, RUE A AL B AT 2 — AMES BRI ).
IEAN, IWEEEEARE (BHSOAR . BUE . B S AR rhaRIBUIR H AT E 25N T, SERIRMR, f R R A
R B SR, Ak, IR RE RA TR EE W, AT IREL . FAAHER L 2 — AN G R )
)@ HIRECR EOR, MIE— AN RE, R T —I0 AL (1) “S 05T 29k 7).

2 BRALERE

REAEE (W W Ak e 55) 2 WA A AR 1012 h RS2 N SRAT N2 AP R R AR A, —
PO 2, X EfE B LA Mg 7 R RTE (1d12) sam g, 55 AL JB T —%R. M
W, R PRIBOE A G, TR AEFR W Zg i ke <ol — ma e (%4 (@1E), @
XA R CRUER RRAT NI AR, IR U K, BT AT s @S ERX A FEike b
1958 FF RANFLEF (Rosenblatt) % MR £ AR, @ — DM N THZE M (artificial neural net-
work, ANN) 4T J&FIML (perceptron) 131 BANNLIY R Bk B TWA G, —/2& 1943 3
R (McCulloch) FIEHE (Pitts) $2H FIFHZ A8 —— “BUEZ Y Zei, el & oA
Pt RS A, F AR M-P B D81 ZRSR T 1949 SE#i A (D. O. Hebb) 2 HiFJ Hebb 5] 3,
BV <[ Bf R A 22 O R FRAE — ke DS Bl &) 1 .

0, if ijl‘j < b,
J

y= (1)
1, if Y w,z; > b,
J

Horb b NBIME, w ABUE.

AT IO I —TF Al e 4 1 U LS. 1955 4F32 RESETERRF T (Dartmouth) AT #F 7T
W EIE w24 (BAER) MBS - DRSO MNER, HiEEHR
LEZ MBI TR Bl IR eSS W A A2 —. BRI K ANN R — ARz, o
T BEESE T T 1969 A AR CRRAIHLY i, AL e A AT o) 1n) R T HL R
FEINRRR RIBCR, BT A R 2 S0E, B LRARMESE AT B B LR R B Y,

1283



HERSE: WA =N LR

NN A i 32 S AT BRAIRAIE 10 22 AL FERAMER I B, EVF 2 2 L[RSS5 IR, 30 £
R TC VR AL 22 P 28 BRI 2 22 5] SR B UG HORHED B D T R T IR P 2 ST Y R B 18 5 R
HApSEBEE RS, 5 1, B M (gradient descent), IX AR R — Nl ZIIFIE, V5B Z 0
(Cauchy) 18 RLE 1847 k442t 3 1983 FMEHEFILH - IEHHEW R (Yurii Nesterov) [19)
i 7 ok, R TR, SEE NG, 5 2, KIAAEHE (back propagation, BP) ik, X /&N ANN
B EHI, 1970 4FH55 2 5E Seppo Linnainmaa 7EAR AR+ 18 3CH B G IR H; 1986 4E & HFIE4F (D.
E. Rumelhart) ¥4 (G. Hinton) 5l 7 RGM /58 E 20, “BRREE TR A1 “BP” MANEER
ANN (22 S GRENEIE) 1, EATM “BIMEZHE" . “Hebb 22237 —EM K ANN [ 4 KSCHE. R
4 REAEZ A, A — RPVEE A, Horh B3 A A0 % B A, 58 SO 7 2% BRI (cross-entropy cost
function) [21]; ﬁ?ﬁﬁ"]ﬁ'&iﬂ:, R 1 A i IR AR T v (regularization) [22]5 HHIM LI, f 1980 4F
HAW B Z (Fukushima) FIBFAIZMZS (convolution neural networks, CNN) (23241 3 I a1 25 o 24
(recurrent neural networks, RNN) [2°] KJGFEILIZ AL M4 (long short-term memory neural networks,
LSTM) 1261 40 (1R A5 4% (deep belief nets, DBN) 27) %5, x4 TAEIL[EFF I T LLRE 42 )
(deep learning) AyFEAH I EE A8 AT HIHT4dC 28

55 A AL {22 2 BN RS HC A, Dy 7 U X AN SRR, TR s A R LA B A ST
T, A W ST LR A LA R B B 15 0 BB EE D U A (2, 9:) E8 (X, Y), RTFEA
PRI - KR f 2 X — Y (AT, BOAR LR B0k (IRBEEE) F = {fo : X — Y0 € A}
gt — DR S PRI T RSE f. FEVRIE A 2 IS i o IR IR B A2 I 2% R

[ =argminEp [l (fo(x),y)]. (2)
fo€F
SHCEESIPA 3 WA, (1) MR BUR BN &I R EUE F (B A M4 451) 1
LRSI LR, (2) REEME: AR (v,v) HEER (n > ). (3) BAMIRGE: AGHATR
HIoHE s, ani BRI Reli 2, £ K BERE AR I B S ST SR A £ stk O, SR
AR RESE, BRSNS E R (aniversality), ‘& AT PUE AT 2 1R %L, KL F]H
TRPE 2 1R BB J5 (1 R B A BB I ARIE. X MB TRV 2 SEBR N TR 43 2 T BAE, b, 7E4s
HEEMEPE ImageNet (2 5200, 1 T 4 B AKER) ERVLEIRAITERE, 2011 FiRiHEEIE 50%, 2
2015 AR A AR IR 24 2] 5 ik, IR RIRE g 2] 3.57%, L ARIRIRER 5.1% b B 29],
fICIE PS5 50 R BTSSR 2, 2001 B2 ATHEA FAFRTE 80% Zity, BT 2017 FRAZIEE] 95% LA
L WA EDR. 2016 4 3 H SR AlphaGo FTMUH S 4=t A, 258 AR AT il
ZAE, TRUNTE 2015 552 BT vHA AL AAR P fe i R 2R LB SEIn4 AN iar 12, X Sk A\ 2t
RERUR I HUAS, HAN TR AR A ), RN BBIE MGG R 15 B GG e A A A )5
(BB R SRR TR F 3 NMEE, —2&%¥E, UL AlphaGo A, Hh AlphaGo-Zero 1#id
SRS ) B2 TACHRIBUR, T ASRAE TR B s v, R A 80" AN 3000 k. 2Bk,
AFEFEFRIEMW IR (Monte-Carlo tree search) B0, JR 2% S FIGE L2~ 3] (reinforcement learning) (31
S5 =577, 1847 AlphaGo HIHLES & H 1920 4~ CPU #1280 4~ GPU HE 404 248, LA AR
AT XFREHE IR B 7%
FEAN S AR AL i R TTiR B & v, A RLR 5 AR R L. AT IEN BEF (L. G.
Valiant, 2010)+ ¥1/K (J. Pearl, 2011)+ AZSH (Y. Bengio, 2018). il (G. Hinton, 2018) #37.& (Y.
LeCun, 2018) %.
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FAE 2014 4, REES S 2 GRS AN BT R, FIUR & X 568 BE B 7M. N 1AL DARE T
JEE 27 21 B BRI B — A0 T B B AN 1) (48451 B A B A ). SCHR [32] 2on A 2 T3 &
IERPIERS E T 572 (momentum iterative fast gradient sign method, MI-FGSM) X} Inception v3 &%
o % R S T e (0 4 SR TS MR ) T4 R B /R BT L (Alps), B8 DL 94.39% (1 B A5 L1532
IEFR 535, FIH MIFGSM J7HEZE 10 YOEARZ G AR B i M 7 4 b ek g 75 i DR P48 5 45 31128
dREA. T IR AR, AR BB B B A 5 SR AR I L Z 5, NGRS, {H Inception v3
BERIAILL 99.99% HIB AR R BN <A

TREEZE SR In e fE 55, IXAEA 5 2 B, BROm AN 22 4. TR A e ABLES 22 ST 3R A 5 2 3
. WS AMRII S5 3 DU E VARG, T W5l S HuE i) A e P, sk B ol — €
ATEEMGHWERE, XFEOLT, #MZE S5 (R ik R BOR) Rk Boy B dn S p g id Ty 5, )
FERWE (under-fitting) AU, WR M2 250y T2 2%, WHILEHLE (overfitting) MR, BEIR @
F A E A ) T By, — € FE R b AT DA S0 g RS, LR o SRR F o B 22, b SR s AT
REJJR 2 NI, bAh, IRFES: I “RRAR PR BT 1 AR BE 2 I HES T RE 0 2 1 5 — MR B, BAEIHER
A, SR A 51 I RE AL B S A R A B (R ), AR A I B T SRR, SOk [33] H
BT AR EM SR VGG-16 X “557 JRIGEEIEAT 7038, MIZA pool 5 J2 147 5 FHZE TC I B
AT LAE Y, A0 e R ZU MR S« S B A SR R ARRAE, AL & IER H XA Ja SRR A X 23
“E ) FEAKYE, BAREAR <57 BIAARTE SURFAE. PRI T8 SR AN F IR AS (AN MR
AL, HTEAS “9 ML A B, VGG-16 2 pool 5 2 147 ‘S HZ G FIFE = A2 5 21 (1)
Wi, TR A T I L0 Uk AR R R o <57

3 B=HRAILERE

HARERIRB ) AL AR FIEME ) 3 NG AL 55 ABIEIBIH AL £
i FUESHED) 3 ANERMIE AL T8 — —AQ AL FUR A — MR R BEAT Oy, PRl A7 AE
B ERRIRYE. T @D Em BB RER) AL & E @GR S AR AL Bg 505, K
Jezz 4, WG ATEE S AR AL BOR, B =AC AL R SRAEEEE, 1855 — R RIREKEN 12 —
AR X Eh 25 ke ok, it [ R R0 S SOEMS D05 4 N EER, MIE RN AL H AT
AFAE XN 2 [ A7 B B — 2 R R TR T 6.
3.1 WF[EREY

MRS RLUNE 2 B, B — PSRN, A5 2 (BRI A RIAT 8, A5 () 4318
BN IR FIAT . X PR A AL K b R TC AR A 1), IR BEAETHENL L Se LR Al &, AL st
FIREIA R 5 N FARL R BE, MARA g vk B AT AT AELE AN ] RRE A G b 1t 22 R 1) . Dy 7 SR
P EAR, T2 LLT 3 AN L.

3.1.1 HMR5H#E

HUR (BAEFR) SHEEE BV Re LA, /RS —1R AL b, DIERSRF 5 RGBT B
FRE, DSR2 1R, ISR RN R s b 2 HE 7 v A S 1)@ 75 et — D4R R B
IBM DeepQA T H 34 i 15 Bl s ke, 2 At LLIEFRIX AN T A2 R N FE T DeepQA #4151 Watson
X% RS, £E 2011 4F 2 AEEBRM Safing 8538w B, DURBIRASIESEEE K. &7
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Raising

)

Continuous Discrete
feature semantic
vector Guiding symbolic

space :]] space

1 1

Speech, image,

Knowledge: text
automatic acquisition

B2 W=ERE

Figure 2 Dual-space mode

1 (Ken Jennings) 1 B. $i%§ (Brad Rutter), 8 Watson & — MM AT R4, Watson KT H11H
FToRAHERITER UL FARARMELE: (1) MREIES M SR B 34 s A R R R 7,
(2) T FIRP R VE 3 RoR FIRA B R YR 55, (3) T 2 P HE R ) Rl B SE AN A 8 PR HEEE 1)
ik

Watson RGH “IHE” (question-answer) & g3 T EIRAIM <l 3] &5 WHER, Jy T ik
FINRP B G, tHENFENE S AREE R 2T 2R Kb afmaRied, F8nEE,
L L RS SCEAE R AR I FREE R (PG T 2 AT AR RL) SO, IR SOAR:
AELEAH, T HRE S AT, B LR s M1 SO B shi e 2540 B 5 T b B R I8 T
. Watson RGHEHFIRIEEFN b RIBRE (expended corpus), ‘BERIEBPEINT. B4 H
FLLETERLE (baseline corpus) H BT 3L (seed documents), ARFEFH -S4 I _E B AR S SC A, I
MHZHE “SCARKZ” (text nuggets), X SCAKZAGIE 71, 12 RIS SR O B Ja 1) R TR kL e

Bk E 30 2E B8 e 15 R 2 4, Watson [RATR FE RIS EHE A B RHE, @1 dbPedia, WordNet,
Yago &, LA N T4l IES 73 PE. Watson SR 2 FiHEBALH] (ZiE AR & «n @l oy &R
(DL 3). Sext i@ Mot o3 BRI, ARAE AR 25 RS SRR (ERENE) i RB R SR s
X, PR G, i 100 ANEAIREE R, FEMAESE IR UCEEIRYE, SRk E R T8, F
it I A [E] 2 R U AT S, AR VP23 45 R G i T UM 2 28, R B S XNHATHE Y, 5
i HT SR,

PbAk, Watson BT 155 5 NZRBUIZ AT 8000 YRKAISLLS, E%F WA (HRIET) W
PR

3.1.2 B

F5 E S ZGAE N NGORE B, DISEELE NRAHRLHERRRE /. HMONFIRI M EE,
THEHE AT ERRFE, RIELE “FF 5 2R A8 (symbol grounding problem) %), fEY)ELFFS KRG,
T SR R FR GRS R, BRF5AS I X, AT G N NS EATRUEE X,
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Answer sources ¢ Internet Evidence sources

; Supportin, Dege
' Primary Candidate PP g Jeep
Question — answer evidence — | evidence
search generation retrieval scoring
l \‘\\\ ,t, \\ "‘_,-’
~ 7 A - -
Question Query . Hvypothesis & Final
. 4 decom- | Hypothesis Soft | ypo . . .
analysis position i generation filtering evidence » Synthesis merging &
scoring ranking
L Hypothesis Soft Hypothesis & | Training
! generation > filtering ad evidence model
I scoring
. A
1
==
Answer &
confidence

3 IBM Watson &%
Figure 3 IBM Watson system

WA PR MR ER AN “ZF 418 U (parasitic semantics), HLAFA L FFAFNIE. X5 N KM P AZ7ER
“PAETE X7 (intrinsic semantics) 584 ANE], AR “WIEIE X, Finl2 < iEE < ilr,
Bri B R4, FEREEERE (WITE) B R E SaEga 3R AIE0, R E B
(iconic) 7N BUE SUAAEPE 7328 (categorical) KRN NFF 5 RKIR, AR IRE 22 2 B 5E K
HIAESS, (BRI, H AR BE 2 2] BB R AN B 56 B T . R iR JB2 2 20 Jr AL B A 2 () R R IR
6], 518 SO Z IR R, & R RS BB WIHhE U <Rl B, X8y BOA R & T A &1, BIA
REFISRAE N “Wpikr () “INAEIE SO Ror. #ea)ilidl, HATRREE S 2] HBE 3] “/& 0 (sensation), i&
ANFEEN (perception). SNIAEIEEIIK, Mlas A A0E I H 3 SI3REL “Dik” (8 SGHAF (semantic
parts), @0 “H” IR k. B, A A W R X LA ST <A BIAAE SRS . fRRIX
A I R A SEE E M AR D9 51, KRR A4S BN R BRFAE A (A3 T (raising) AT 15 A%,
il 2 PR, X7 A A BYRIE ST AR BO~391 R i DA [ BA B A [ 5R 3% 77 Th TAE B0 3 .

SCHR [40] F IR Qe R —AS = J0AE BTN 4 (triple generative adversarial networks, Triple-GAN)
Fem UG o KRR k. e O T 45t 3 SR ik o0 2848 . AR AR AT A, T4k
PR A ORI B 2 ST 0 28 AR RS FE 4G € PR GO0 ™ A b 808, 7 2R asfE2h e |
SEHE BT T AR AR R, SRR AR 2 X 70 B AR Ao e 75 ok B HSERRIC R B 5E. an SRt
-5 ) R R K, R = e AR B B 46, T LB e B (g5 B 22, ARAE AR (4% 73
FEAH “Wpik (2o (RPSRS AR, [R)I F A X AN 656 50 R B 7 K 28 I VERE.

SETE SRR, 38 ANN FFC B 2 S AT DL 3] ik 1) 2ea sl X e ik (755) 1
CLETE 7. IR AN B CALEIR SO SRIREIRAE S 2 KA RN 2, MARA B g Rt AL b
HAELER “hill” (where) 5 “iHO” (what) Z R &, SEBU/NEAR S 2], SRS S FRIEFIHE T RE

T LI, 5 40 06 L, S IR 8 2 T T PR A TR 0% (B ), BIRLSE A, & 5
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Agent P
Action g, State s, Reward ,
State s,
P> Environment
4 ANTHEMLE 5 Bk
Figure 4 Artificial neural network Figure 5 Reinforcement learning

FIIRL 8 o 22 W 23 K LI T M1 B 1, BRSO SRR, [ J2 2 T) FR R ) e e AT R S e, o 05047 i
TR S AAZANE R AL W R IRATTRENE K X LA 13 ANN, K2 iZ0 3R i LA 1 I N g
73 BT IRATH KL 22 W 2 ) AR SR PR T AR 2D, BT R eedvdE ka5 (brian inspired
computing) I8 —H — B RTIRER.

H AT — LR I 1) TAE, AL B AR B2 T A A B — BT 7. ansCik [41) P
R, AR EBCE Y IR BE 2] ANN % 2. W8It 6 2, 45 Gabor JEP A Max WAL, 78
FIEMRACTE AN b <R IR I, A e R E A ANN 8 AR MERRHE. R
BRI AN NRE? KRR M <157 SRR GREEAS ISR 45, I8 4 F e 1 2% 1) 4 L 2
o HIARRIX L <SR BIRREETT, 3 AR NRZE . RGO S B ER At mi 37, RI$EERL [ <
MR HTE SRR, TS 8 <N AEE L.

X7 A R RESR B 2 1R SUE R, B ARSI [ = 1 ERE UE &, a8k i
i F0 s ERAE 25, ISR SARAKT, IR ¥ 2 TAEA 7T,

3.1.3 BES

b B R S AT RE S B B AR R (M), A AREE R E (R BIEANE, Lt “H
LR, a0 iz “liEnt SEOURKEEIRE XE LRI, RAEN SRR E, BIoR B 286 2 a4 fesk
3, X NBEEARMZ T8, R4 EIE AT S EIER. #2322 (reinforcement learning) il
e FIRAEAU NS I il 2347 0, Bl A2 H. — o I, S5 IREEANWT kAT 52 BLRE T 2% 2] B A 2%
Ry, AR ORRERE b Sl 1 Nt e 1) e 5t R Gas AT HLEE, i 2 il N LR R R I 7 1%, 7
RUBRERK, 142,431 | AH ek (44451 L WL NSRS P 1647 0 AHLAS EL ARSI 18 2 R, e —
BeAESS bR SR TN KK P (48,490,

SEAY 2 ) I o B O TR R BE LA RS AR, BV iR S 028 L2, R MR IIRES
so € S R, BUFEIGMEME o € O, 75 t I 2, B B AARYE I A ER B LHR TS 0, € A 25,
PAFEER € R, HHEBBEIT RS siq1 € S, FEGHHIMNE 0,41 € O. 3BT H H AR, EFEH
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W% (s, a) (R BEIRTTY V7 (s) : S — R i, WRILATH R AL /RTTR (Markov) RHGLRE,
B 5 — ARSI T/ — AR, I Mg 2T Mg, MMEME o - TREME s, Bl 0 = S; IR
BRI AR E AL, B 5 . BL AlphaZero N, B RERAUIN SERIbR RS, (X O0EE B J 58
AL BAR R, SCBL A B SRS BT itk B 28 AE FEIMLE 5% FIA 3 T A SR TR R 7K
-, AR S A — A EOR kD 491,

SRS S AR IR FAT R I RE T, 75 255 FE A AR R R AN s PEAT H AR . AR,
Ao A PR A Al A2 R A SRR Ll P 300 B2 i A [ SRS R P g, R

VT (s) = Ex |rev1 + DY reriin | St = 5| = En [rep1 + Vet | Se = o], 3)
k=1

Hrb vy e [0,1] 2T [HRErT LS UK 277 F2 (Bellman equation) HIE. %7 FERR T
SRS Z IR FR, AT UM B HA e s R 7 1 2 S AN R B, e rp 23— B B ) s D0 e S5 ) e
PUR]FH DUR 2 07 BN T — B B AR e S 1) 1 1) L.

SR ST HOAZ O B AR LR e 3 i R I S, (A5 UM 1 B i 22 ok, RIME ok RS S B

7 (s) = argmax V™ (s). (4)

AR R, A R S AE B AU X S AR 55 L 3RAT TR B ), (ER R LA 55 A
Jot _ESRARXS “fal S 1, HARSS IR 58 4 rT LB 00 L OB A 5 10 RS 32 2 B AT . U2 B
TR, [RIEE AT DAAFGT LA BRAN MO A5 31K 2 28, X e B2 B AT N LR RSk T K. (HRE A
EVE AFRER . BIREEAIREZ 5T, B ArsRi s 2 SR A A 2 IR R B2 10 B,
XA H AT SR A A 2] B T Y B . H e i) S ) @ R T

(1) HB70I y Bk SR R vh o A 2 20 AE LS ) b, R GEAEAE To ik BN A BOIR A 1) 42 B 45
B, PUA 75 2225 FE AR AN E P, R 7R 255 RS AN E M. X 30T HB 20 A
5 SRR AN A /R T RIS AR . R AR G AL I R AT T OREIIR R, (2370 Wi &
[QHLIE (partially observable Markov decision process, POMDP) {548 & 54 2% =] H LA Bk i i 2.

(2) BUERRAE SR A2 2T R E AL o] S B AT R R ) Rl 7R SR o) v [RDRE A B R
o) B 0 SR SO B L PR A A | S A I A MR AN SR B e Ve A5 LA B i S AR B RS
X ), FEATR AR T BN E A I SR 4 PO g5 vt PY SR TRHAT TP IR R, (H 2 anfa]
SIS R VR A 2 ) R SRR v A5 Rl AT R 2 R AR A 1 )

(3) sRA IR ZRIR I 45 G TR FRR AR AL 55 2] () 56 FE 1 A R AU A BIF 7 1 R s ) . — 38 1)
gha ] DLLE 2 B BE AR 1A 56 4 RS VR G 2 1 @ AR 15 50 I EL VAR N, IX I rh L2 1 2 B ek 2 )
A /AER M EfE R /AR 2 E RS2 AR RES KA, JEH AN TUER S 3 BRA TR
ANSE AN AR 431, A A BB AR I 7 T R EAT 1R B MERIRIE AT, KR B A0S R (R 2 A i 8 e A
a2 M ZRd AR B2, 2 H i 8 —MEY R AR . SHCR M 5T Reis MBS FARUEYSK
L.

BRI A, iRk 2 = BT N B0 X AU B4 07 B L SEM R B 22 57 . SRR AR 7 JE L 2 T
PSR () s A 2 2] B0 S i 20 e U T, AH LG T M B ST TSR AR (R DT 5, a4k 5 2 A 7R Ak T
FHXS BRI R B
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Figure 6 Single-space Model

3.2 B—mERE

B (AR R DLVR P 2 2] 3t K Pr A AL BR AR AETEAT 5 (A1) 23 18], X RARE N 1A
THEHURITHERE Jy, SRR A B L. ) FBAE TR L5 21 5 K ) 22 SIHLHIAS [, R VF 22 05 T R AN,
ORI R PR AN PR IR 5. S8R B e IRUR L 27 S T SR SR, A 6 o, R i LA S [

3.2.1 FFSRTHEEN

FNLEH DL B RE S RSB S B GR, N 7SI R R A S ORI
i AR R AR Oy AR, SRR R B oy e RS . B < AR R, RIAIRA (word
embedding). HAT “WfkN\N" CF &FI7%, W Word2Vec 531 Fl GloVe 54 4§

THANE Word2Vee H1%H 1) Skip-gram [55] TR FH R BH 1) 2 dn ] B A7 e 5 o e) Y

arg max c|w;0). 5
eng ] ptelwi0) )
Horpw £45 2 BFRE, ¢ 2L BT SCPRIER —ANE], ple | w; 0) 24 & w F, 6 ¢ IR, D
Fe MAERHE SR AT w—c X, 0 RERZSHL, K (5) #— 285, 153 plc | w;6) = Ee‘“‘cﬁ,
Hr v, v, € R I ¢ Flia w MREFER, C A TTHXAEA. 2480 0,0, v0,,w € W,c € C,i =

Ld, 3 C|) < W x d A HEER SR (5) R, BIEREIFTE I w e W B ERR
Vs Uy € R

X e ) B B LR RAFRgVE, B i SCRALL R IR], HLAm] ) AR ARE (LI 7). AR o ) m]
) 2 P AR BB REFAOVES, H BRI R LM BB, PN RAE bR S R S0 iy, X
PR AN ] A5 SOBR AT R4z, B T B A AETE S SRR OCER. RN ) B IR SRR, R e
WS R, B RRER N A Y HEE A, 20 (5) METHERLR, AT LUK IR B2 20 X 4 S5 ek o 5.
FIFH AR R AL AT DA “R1E <h)7 A <fR i sl HTR BT S 5 e 31 2 AT #ETE SO [R) & 77 1A
Hh (561,

) B AR F R B Bk RIFRPERT, B LS 38EE —F, A RENECE TR, A% E
521750, PRI R S T SCA AL 3, an LR B RS, IS ] R AR, N T A AN LER#E (neural
machine translation) Sy LA B 57581,

FHEHLA R IR AR B 2, 4R a) T (b S0) @ = a4, 20, ..., 2, FHRERA) (HLAIZE)
Y=y1,Y2,-..,ys. HERIBEIAESE, T E R — SRR I AR,

J
Py z:0)=]]p |z y;:0), (6)

Jj=1
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Figure 7 Word embedding graph

oo RS, yoy = y1,. .y TR BB R. W — B ENERE AT softmax BREL
'S

—~ 4

f
p(yj | 2, y<;;0) < exp (f (vy,, vz, vy_,;0)), (7)
Horp v, R HBRETEE j ME R ERIR, v A TRIRERIR, vy, A F R ERR,
y=y;,j=12...,J ZERKHIRA.
MR R PRI 8 AR N —H “JEA) - BHErA)? X {(2), gt BRI 2k H
bR i KAk log fRUAR:

N
4) — (n) | pu(n).
OvLE = arg max {T; log p (y | \"; 9) } , (8)

RUa e — AR 240 0, 1F B hs s ium R, FIHXAMA, g = (7) tH5E (B Bish) 7.

ATV E AT LS B U AR G TR R R IR R P 5 R, H ' B IR B 5 2] T e ik
B, QOANTTRRRE . 2 RAEE R IR . B2, o IRoX SeBhie, F5 2 KR, @ Se i kiR alE
55 IR A0S 7 T NIE & HTAEE.
3.2.2 REZEIFHERH

FETIRE IR AT B AR R AN G #2256, B ArA V2 Sudt T/E. T/ BAEI
— T AE.

(1) AIfEREte ) . AT e N TR e SR OB T I Aok 5 RS AR 2 0 78 N R O, T A SR B A AL
P R SR I AR A 0o M SR I BRI R A1 2 R AN 20 S5 () 2 ] ) 1990, Tl /2 A B AT T
TG PR, 02 AT DURFAE 57 2] AR BIR BE 27 20, A% O JEAB A0 2 K L A A S5 B R AiE
B A 3 T AERRAE 25 A AT 20T, A IRE ARTERFAIE 725 [R) AN [7) DX 35 P (R R, ATk 1) B0 B S B AR A 5%
HAs (a6, BEE). 52 AFEPZ, NERa s soE FI A B 5 B8 SOARR, £ SR 2
FER. AH R B R IR 2 AR N SIS IR T S5 TR AE 45 46 A PN IR A7 A8 2 25 1 DX, T Al fdle N TR RE ) i
gl BAE T (R — AR G, T P Bk o TR A

SRTT S, AORIE AR EE 0 (1) BRI S R AR (post-hoc explanation), it &% € T AL
BRI A, i A R EFEARE T, e AR TAENLEE, APk e R IR ISR,
(ii) PIARREASE Y, RIE I K R M 2 284 . Bk pR . 207 058, R EA WAE AT Rt E R BN
TR RERAY. MEEAROR U, W77 B AT R R A b, 7E nT R It it 7 b B R
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AR AT A N R R A T R () — P EDUL ) L. RESRIR B o) & “HaAR™ %200, W L
PENLE R AE I, “An] ke, wRA T, 197 <BA87, —VIASUERE 72 Dy 7 pLEE¥
21 o AR B 22 X 2% (K AR HLEE, ATIFR T CNNVis 3X —r[ /04 A 60 CNNVis B 1E
W B L oK A R 52 MR B AR X 2% AR N — MR -G AT T, SRE R T 3T IR
ARG E T7 %, VAR AT R SR 6 i E R SR A 1) To 2R A oy SR 55 AR T Ak S )
O Z 2 ST A b AR, 2 TARE DAL AN R SR 1) 2 0. fEREAE b, O 7 b &2k
FRE S N Gt 72, FRATTCAVREE A2 B Y (WA M 4% (generative adversarial networks, GAN) #ll
AR5y A9 #y (variational auto-encoder, VAE)) A, W 7T 7 Wife] 75 BIMLES 2 2] L A2 Wl Zrad #E o
EE B DAL T

FRRERAL ) 5 Ah— AN JBE S A B 0 G v 0 M R0 X, B b X 2t SRR T O S BOT AR A,
X P A 255 PN 0 B J R SREER B SCBEAE T T 1 HEAT 20 A, 45 31 S AR A S ok SRS 31 dje S B AR T
W LBy, 9 T SRR T M4, JATE % 7 MZSBIRL (network pruning) %, $2 H —FhE & )
FEELF WX 28 14 773, 10 JC 75 AR S B AT 25 (61, ELARR S, AT W0 28 v s — JZ2 00 B o — 2L 4
I'] (control gate) A8 &, EHIRZEIH 62 (knowledge distillation) ¥ N A4k 12 2H 45 &2 1) 4% J2 4 HH
T8, FDARA E RBE T 2. BRI, 4 p(y | ;0) NEANESE 0 MFEHEX T HBAFEAR X BT
i B P ARE 2R T FRATAREAR IS HON 0, HIOCHET I 2%, HATMAH NN g (y | 2 05), Rii%5 5
T H 45 AT Kullback-Leibler HUS &5 L. Bt S/ ME H bR s 80N

L(Os|x)=KL(p(y [ z;0)lq(y | ©:0s)) +2(6s) 9)

Horb Q0 (0,) M IR 5T, B S5l s AR e e R R (R O A 28 el BN I 28 AR UL PR e JE I Xt
KT L T B, FRATTRER BT REARS E T %%, &2 P2 T AR AL G5 2 0 =i e
BLH S DX . SR a5 SRR WY, XTS5 e 1 M 4%, JLRRARAL I 305 00018 2 R 5 # 0]
BRA&.

PAETTE T 2 (R ORIE AT I Ja AR, thaltd 45 € — MR A IR “olpfT SR Hpsid /e
(IR, T XA R 75 45 5 PR 22 I 45 1) N FEATLER TS SR 2 75 B0 A e .y 9R BE 2 S) BOR A AN ]
SRR 2 R T L8 HE P AR5 2 TR A SIS P LA ) 2 TR A AE A AR TS AR DX ], DRI LR R 2 5T AR S B AT
PR P B 75 AT LA RAAE 2 [ RS S IR k. AR BN AE LT T AT T IR (69,
T FEERXF U TR NS0 S 3o KR RN VR 22 ST I 2, (S8R Ak EL A SE N W i 1 18 SCA IR, AR
1 BE A5 A 2 R SR IR ). AR, 72 B STRIIR A 70 eby, JRATTRI T SCA(E JE il B ok fiy N T e
(35 B AR S IR RE, IR SCAREMR A BEAT U R 25, 51 a2 125145
FINGERT CLBE AR AT SCRAE. BAARR, AT AR 22 W 25 1) H A bR A 51N AT AR A I DU 4 3R

L(wayvs) = —logp(y | z,h) +)\LI(90(:L'>7S)5 (10)

Horp s 1 BURMRAE IR BREL, 5 2 WUR PR IE NI ZR. @I X A%, T BAE SCA % 51 5
, AN RSB 2 R AOAE 2 ELAMYE, R AT AR IR 20, ST TR B 2 S) RS R F v Aok k.

(2) ErpRIEI L ph TR T2 TR R 2 STty SR (7S £ PO R UG, B e AMEDRS HE HAtr A 1R
SRR E, 25 TR B S STRE Y R SR N F e ok 1™ BN 22 4 AR, B D) R B 9 R P A ST | B Y
ANE, RRARRL AR BE 2 ST DS, B R B A R B A i (64, B SR, H AR 27
S PTAENSIE T B PSR SR .
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55 1 SRR T REAS B B N A2 R R BB AR X STT VR DR AE R B I SR A P B B,
XPYNGRFEAS ) 0 L 3G L X BRIl S5 T7 32, B Bt i S . Hrh Lg% iy T AN U3 Y
H S AP, BA “EERIAD BPERT, SHE 12 R, B H TR Hie s rke s vk,
T RS TP RO A3 A3 7] DA S5 A 28 4 2% (T INTARIZ A2 TROK:, DRI AE 57 38 1) 5 T 75 (Gaussian noise) =
HA RAFERR R B 9 i 85445 AN REAR AT My S8 B e 75

EERSIEX — [, ARPIASR T 3T 5 2R oR 5] S RS (HGD) 09 il i 2 RHE 1 20 R 15
XFPUREA S IEE AR 51 S H AR L B pP 2 Jom SR A RE— 3. KL SR R LR M 2% DAE (de-
noising autoencoder) 5 U-net W& &EMHAT 456, BBt —dz, FXSPUREAN b g 5 n] BAAS
FIERER @, B & = o — de. WTREIIZTTIEAMUER T80 5uiish, iein 17— X
TR BN, BUS T AW IR SR, 3715 “NIPS2017 XFHiPEX i 538 hxtHibif T 45 a4, LK
2018 SEAERL W4T (Las Vegas) 45701 CAAD CTF X HiAE ARG F e 4.

52 RFET RN R A0 HTB . X IETTIE AL O A B M 4 S L RS O R 4
SRR, N ZRBE NS PR B 2 SRR T B e e x He e B B RE /7. Ferh B B (ensemble)
FENTAF R I — 28 SR BB A 7 0. B 28 A B A T RS TR AR AR S B A RE R B
R 1) 8, AR [ BAR HH 1 3 N 22 AR P 38 5 )1 457772 (adaptive diversity promoting training, ADP) 1661, #H
Ee T AR AR, ADP JPVAE I ZR B B P ASN ST T 2 REPE IE I, SahfA TR AR IR S E
PRI — B, AR A SR EIRIA . i T HAR S A G35 B A T AE X HUREA TR B AR2E 51, B LI Fil
AN AT DUAEAS S TS A A DA (RIS S0k, AT 3G BB A Y () S . ARSI, £E ADP 5%
1, D9 T ORUEAEAS TR 2L 1) B R T A0S LT TE A (K551, X b 22 e s SCAERRAS TR 8 4t 1) AR f
RTFI _F, 4AN [F] 15284 (1% < e DR F0 ) B A EL TR A I, IXFh 22 REPE AR S KB, Bk, HlZRiH
FRERECH

1
Lipp = m Z [Lece — ADPq gl (2, 9:) (11)
(xi,yi)€Dm
HH, Loor = Ygep) Lo Lo NEEDTHA | FIZZR (cross-entropy) I KBREL. ADP, s(x,y) =
o H(F) + B - log(ED) RBERZ IR R, SUA FK TR U B 2 BRI R SL 5. 52
Bk AR, 385 SR AN Rl TR 0 22 AR SR BT, A RO T TR R P A

BR, BRI E, BT Z B HIBEI7 % 2 2 T 400 3 X, DR VIR 2 D ke A i 7 ik
FEAR R I 160 39l 2 A i A 0 0l B0 . M B S Ji DR 2 — s VR 2 2 30 I A A 7 R 1) R DL, R
ZABN—HERT )RR B AR R 77 167, DR shd o 2R AR AL 25 2 S RRRL 1) P R AR AL, A P A Ok A A R
IRIREh LS S AN LR R BB HELE, K o iR m N LR Re Sk & e M i EE 204

3.2.3 DIMHENREFS

Wk 6 Fron, BGRE B S50 AR ERFAL 23 8] R AL B, XSS SUE BARD, i B4R IS AT
B35 SCRURFE, e rp 0 — i ok Ipids R RTR S1NTRBE 22 20 71 T DA DU R B2 2 >0 i, 5 X
— .

FRATT R T 3oL R P Ao 8 I 2% A A 25 FR S WL P AN 5 8, XM AN S8 PR ROAEAE, BLROR T Hidis
T GBS S TE AT, AEFRAT TR R BE 2% 2] 4 S R P LURIT. [RIB, 7E HHE o PR A 52 i A%
K (A HCEZRZTASE) KiE, BRARE RS E —— FER S RRTEIZE
EERIUAAR G, (BRI ERRBUE RO, U2 3] 782025 18 1 Ja iR iR bR AR AN S A
e e, T HIE RE AW SR AE R RS (UESRE) oh, Do B i 17k, BIVAR BT B UEdE S Dl & 27

1293



KB T AN TR

2, F RFEFIRAE S SR A E . AT DG 27 2] 5 B RT3 BEARCHE 01, R et vy 1 2 ST R
AU L.
DIt Hp22 3] (Bayesian learning) 5 3 45 € WINEHE d € D, $& DU B H AR R IO 2R,

p(hild) = ap(d|hi)p(hi), (12)
Hodr D 2P % 1208, 455E d,

p(X|d) = ZpX|dh (hild) = ZpX\h (hi|d) (13)

SR AKX AT, RE DB i 2 &AM RER, FEA S MBI E AR AR X AL
R SRR AR RSB SR p(hy) MERE IR hy T d BIBUSR p(d)h;). DIM-ETRIIN (X (13)) AERAR
KN, BITis BsAR, fE'éIﬂ?ﬂﬁ IEWEj(HT :‘tﬁ (13) E’Jﬂﬂ/ﬁ%frﬁiﬁjﬁ (FEFEZLIE DL NAI)), A LASKE
B . I8 H 7 2R I AR HEWTRT SRRV R (09 41, i
— e WL R, (1) X X Hﬁ?ﬁ/ﬁ!ﬂmﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ&u, M AMA AL p(hi|d) KRG —A by,
FRONE KRGS (maximum a posteriori, MAP) R, (2) 8E p(hi) &35150 A0, Bk Bt N, ka8
—Mik p(dlh;) BRAET by, FRONERAASA (maximum likelihood, ML) B i%. (3) @A E A £ids
HAT LRI, BRA7AE AR B, Gl H R EM (expectation maximization) 5% 70 5L WM (3
(14)), E 5 RN EAE « F1 00, 75 p(Z = z|z;09); M 5 FIATHEHEKN 2 1 @, THEHR
SR 00D A IRAT B AT, Tﬁ?UB&%E’JE‘% 125 0:

gli+1) — argmapr(Z - z‘;,;;g(i))L(a:7 Z = z|0). (14)
0 z

DU ) (2 (12)) 2 — S ASEI8 73 A1 MBLIR BR B HE IR 5 30 20 A AR, Dy 1 5 RS R A, 3R
T SR T IEMAL DU (regularized Bayesian inference, RegBayes) "1, & J&F ULk 7 2L (S B
WHEA 72 @5 51N G5 E AL, 7EAR SR AL ITAE 22 TR AT DR G5 25 FS AT R (G T R R IA X
[ %0R 73 B 2 SRS B AR (A KRR ok [74]) 4.

SRk, DU SR B2 2 >0 SR DU 727 50 () AR S B 5 R 8 b 2 I % 1 3 2 S LRI 5 1)
— 2RIV, G R EARIAE RN JT T, (1) FH DTS5 7 S0 0 2 ST VR FE R 22 X 28 (1 DL Jip b 22 Y 245
T AR AR, BLHE TR TOIN BANE E 1  BE f I HE AR (2) FHURFEARZ LA AR T s B e e
NS RAE R DU R, il 8 s, BAEIREEAE AR (W1 GAN, VAE, J&T- Rl i 48 i (1) A
RUAE), Horp s 1 MRS FLAE 20 S 90 FAURICE B 3E/RTE (J. Hopfield) M1 HTHE T 18 L 24E RGEHT
Foad (75761 I (R 55 AN AR A PR, AR — s e 28 X 2 S T I 2 77 3 0o 400, 1tk A
fb’%?)ﬁﬁﬁhﬁﬂnﬁﬁm M-HT TV R AP AR 2 N 2%, I FLIE PG IE 1 I 2% S5 4. BE G P 22 IR 2% 1R, DL
THENX G TR Z W T 06, 32 2 e A IR B DU S 28 o 2 R AT s 2 (L) THAE, R IR
1) =5 T PR X A VR P Y 250 S804k (over-parametrization) 7 SR 4ER M. 7EIX 7 TH, AT HEAT 1
RNBETT, Sefa it 7 B8 43 #EWT (implicit variational inference) &% 772781 1537 pf 25 (A AT RL T
RACHIHEWT 5% (functional variational inference) (79 4.

XA 2 Fhila, FAVENE — AR R0 BN & 2 S R f B S, RN R © = f(2),
BAHEEIRIAG, 2 f R DA, FATT AR @« 2 A HIENTZ R p(2) = p(2)| £ HAE,
TEACBR ST BRI, f R R AN, Rk, JA 14 B8 BB kAT 22 2. %Uﬁﬁ/mﬁﬁﬂgﬂ%ﬂ’ﬁiﬁﬂéﬁﬁ
2, AT f 5 MR ERZ N5l — g AN 22 STRARI fo. 401 8 P, X APMAREAAIE
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8 ETHEMLE KNG R RE NI HMR R R AAESS

Figure 8 A general framework of deep Bayesian models with DNN as function approximator

WRART A RN, CARE T VAE, GAN PLRCEFIRIEA (flow-based models), RIFEFESE 4L
B I, IR LAY A AT A7 2 i SR Y AR A BN A%

HARM, S URMBR A XRIAE T 58 X o MARIREL, /£ VAE H, @ = fo(2) + e e Z— RS
AR (0 FE S R KRR R 2R ) AE GAN I TR OB oy, 8 B R e A i S X )
R T SHA T LI, VAR AR BERER FEOCA T, T GAN 5& 3L TR0 ) 1 H 5
—— CERORECNEZE. FIFEE, XA BRI e EOR, (R 4 RIS ST PR AR Z ki, i,
GAN ISR A2 4 e AARGE 1), 28 B EE I R BIObR BERRAE <65 ) R, AT RN SR ) U
RIS IX — AT 1T TE, SR T A R SR, BESEE GAN ROIIZREET R B0 tah, It
TS AR R AT AR 52 IR T 4ERC 2, itk FATHR 1 B G SR TR Y, 2
FHEFBAL R IL R

T LR, e th DU IR B 2 S ik 1 — Rl B 5, R A e M@ AT 5
IRIEEFOR AN &, FOCBRPRAE THEWTRI Y ) Rk, Spia iR, IR, fERVATT G TR %
RBLJE (0 LATR). [, R 7R AR RAT OB G0 AR B, SCR DU IR B 25 o1 LAY ) R
., FATABBEIF) <BRE B0 R R GUSCRR DU T IR B 5] TR 2 —. AERLTT
T, DU TR IS 55 > () U TR CRAE I TR S T0I0 s 24t B2 o) s Tl B o) ANREAR S o) L R 5
SEAGECE, WG RAFHIRCR.

3.24 B—=[EFHNITE
W 6 frs, FRATEAE R — P2 ], Xk 3 SCAR RN ) 2= AR B AT 5 R AE ) 2 E AT
THE, AR — 2 BIMERE . RN SCAS Hh A5 ORI, RN 2 5 28 i ] I 45 2R 7 R s S, AR AT
DRI RFIE, BEARTRATTR EIRICE 2 (115 3, H— MRG0 2 8 K ZRHE, 15 LSRR,
FATH IR BE [ 25 (83~85] S - 203 J7 TH ()0 244k, R DL ) 2 R BE A G OCH SOR, B
B — 1) 55 7 () o R A3, 5 B SR — R (AR . AR BB G T R m SO & AL T AE

1) https://zhusuan.readthedocs.io/.
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TQuestion self-attention

I 1
i N :
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H crust? N !
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| Question N i
1 RN '
; TFIDF i
! P layers '
] AN 1
i Tectonic Keywords: NN i
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i
i Text GraphSAGE T :
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i
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9 (MEHRFE) REREEIERFESR

Figure 9 (Color online) The architecture of image-text question answer system

T AT 890, G 9 FraR, ARAESS I, [ DR ), <A KR se NTA 208 (R,
B 1) ASCA TR SR 24, i — NS E R R & iz

AN (R Word2Vee 1) Skip-gram g, B <[ 5 “EE bl LS BT S
TR . B T4 ResNet WEKALER S, B resbe J= RFIEAE A%t 9%, & — 2 s 4k
(B RRAE R . AR SR <in) @l AN “hR s drifia RS <R S R AR ) R, AT <%
%0, N TR ARG, I RALE], SR R AN R E A ORI, IX e OCHIE e 8 T 4T
Hh S B ) R () R (1 L), FRARHE G IAIEE  TAE AL 4R B A OCEE XIRRRALE, RN
TXLCRRAIE S T G B ] o) B TR ) R, R R S ROCR S 4. X R A B Rl G T7 12/ A EtAk
(multi modal bilinear pooling) J7¥%. “BSCIH&” R, Kk RA “17, “27, “37 = K& )5
14 ) £ 5 £ 3k T 2 1) e B A LU, BB ) — AN Al AR v i, IX FLR <27 ().

BT ir) 2 H BTE 2K 5 A EEAR Z AR, DL <80 i, H ATk 3] 7K-F X LA
W L7

4 BE

N T SEBLER =AC AT (0 H AR, FATR A =23 (Al il A (R A, Bt £ 5004 1) 5 2 () PR R,
B 10 o, X0 TSRS R A SR ) T AEALA], R SEELR s, MLEsmt B NSRRI AT —FE, BA
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10 =FEFERE
Figure 10 Triple-space integration model
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Toward the third generation of artificial intelligence
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Abstract There have been two competing paradigms of artificial intelligence (AI) development since 1956, i.e.,
symbolism and connectionism (or subsymbolism). Both started at the same time, but symbolism had dominated
AT development until the end of the 1980s. Connectionism began to develop in the 1990s and reached its climax at
the beginning of this century, and it is likely to displace symbolism. Today, it seems that the two paradigms only
simulate the human mind (or brain) in different ways and have their own advantages. True human intelligence
cannot be achieved by relying on only one paradigm. Both are necessary to establish a new, explainable, and
robust Al theory and method and develop safe, trustworthy, reliable, and extensible Al technology. To this end,
it is imperative to combine the two paradigms, and the present article will illustrate this idea. For the sake
of description, symbolism, connectionism, and the newly developed paradigm are termed as first-, second-, and

third-generation Als.

Keywords artificial intelligence, symbolism, connectionism, dual-space model, single-space model, triple-space

model
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