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Few-shot Text Classification Based on Bidirectional Attention and Class Generator

WANG Ting,ZHU Xiao-fei, TANG Gu
( College of Computer Science and Engineering,Chongging University of Technology,Chongqing 400054 , China)

Abstract:In the field of few-shot text classification,the feature extraction of query set and support set is one of the keys to affect the
classification results,but most of the previous studies ignored the matching information between the two and ignored the different im-
portance of the features in their respective information extraction,so a new few-shot classification model is proposed. The model com-
bines the global information extraction ability of the GRU and the local detail learning ability of the attention mechanism to model the
text features. At the same time,the bidirectional attention mechanism is used to obtain the interactive information between the support
samples and the query samples,and innovatively proposes " class generator" . It is used to distinguish the different importance among
similar instances while generating more discriminative class representations. In addition,to obtain clearer classification boundaries, an
prototype-aware regularization term is designed to optimize prototype learning. The model was tested on two few-shot classification
datasets ,and both achieved better classification results than the current optimal baseline model.
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SCASRREAR AR R R K 5 KBS B
AR An g AR RASE B SCAS B30 v il L A A B U
I R A AR R 8 M A8, SC AR 432 (Text Classification ) J& H $& 1
HALH ( Natural Language Processing, NLP) 4548, — /> 45 #iL 1)
{E55 it 2 W5 N 52 2R N T F sl X SOAR SR BURRAE (547 4
28 AR R B Bl BB W 45 1Y) & T8, SCAS Ba 2 48 A 5K
K RN T T30 SCA B0 #E 17 bR 43 28 1 5 X R AR R
K H 552 R AR 3200\ 0 10 42y 57, i T A R LA
SR SRR 1 A BbRTE. AL G bl 2] ik E
T T HEICRR AE F B AE 1) Bk, R FH SRR AL AN
DU ) ke SR R AR 4 B AR B DI R B b o) 4 3
a5 FI A S 280 R TR R SCAR B 04T 4328 (H I T 12 AR
T AR LN AN T e, IR vk 20w T SCAREE i

T | SCAR 3 AT 55 R HE A R AN TR T, 545 58 1) J5 A AH
Ll R 2 2 SR BB AS AR AT R, DT R AR 1Y
SRR S R R SO A MR 2R B SR R 25 4
3R 1) BT B2 M 45 (Convolutional Neural Net-
works, CNN) ;2) & T8 4 22 B 2617 ( Recurrent Neural Net-
work, RNN ) ; 3) [& #it 22 [ 2477 ( Graph Neural Network,
GNN).
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2T R R A B 5T O 1) BTN AR SCAR A3 28k
A H AR 2 A LA RE AR AN —FEOGE T 2% 3] D ARy
TR REAS SE B MR 1Y SCAR 4328, A /A 4y 2805 1k 22
SR 5 Bl onag > BRI R | B SRR AE 2
WM. FT e E I B /NEAR SR T B TR ) — A T
BTN A5 3 AR IR A i X S [T 55 sh R mT DA AE AR 2 B s 8
TR R B, P B AR MEAY S Finn™ 45 AFE 2017
AR R — B E Y O 2% 2 HE B2 ( Model-Agnostic Meta-
Learning, MAML) , B SR 125 B 58 ] B, {HL7E S B it FH P
HFRER SRR Z M EZF T Re s REGT A A, 5
TEARE R/ NEA T R AR S B E A D A bR
A A R Z2 ISR AR TN S, 2R AR B IE O, 15
BSR4 (9 IE AT N5, 8 A AR B X YR A AR RO Bt
UM AN 0 T HAE R TR T LA RE S G A
MR 75 P T AR AL TR ) A IS T A 3R 5T TR o 8 ) 4% 1) /AR AR
Gy B e B R 22 45 (17 B AL 1 AR B bR SRR AR
HIBRZEAR B G 2 TR AR AR AR A A i R B A
P IRT AL B 7R 2 > () /INRE AR 53 2507 vk B 6 8 2 4 1 R
RS RIR 25 B ) A A B IN “ $2 R A5 8.7, T ER TH/NFEAR 43
B HER R H AR T A T A SRR, 15 2,
TR RS 5 28 Tl A 2 X S B 235 SR s AR e L3 vk
3 P SCA AR, 0 2 RO D R B S e A
FEF R 2E ) WINE W G 1 A O AR R TR R — A
23 (A1 38 2 A 1 B R R R SO o SRR S R A 2
IRFEA TR A BE B, LU SRR AT 4328 | B A U S AR A ]
T2, 18] B 5 I 356 WA A I T[] — 25 9 R 5 bR
B AR L LS R B R RIEAR O RB AL AR 4. S
PR 28 R/ NRE AR 3 T R AR T A Y SR S
BT A AESE 2 T A, 8L R S S50 4 Fh,
A3 . R 25 W 2813 ( Siamese neural network ) , VT it
#0141 ( Matching network ) , J& 1 ® 48057 ( Prototypical net-
work ) DU K e 2 48 11%7 ( Relation network ) . BUAE Pl 25 W 4% Hy
WA [ 4548 e 2 AU R P 28 P 2 T . SN A AR 5
TR AR ZH B — XV A, 43 T30 2o PR A 1 28 I 2% J5 2
R AR RRAE 1) B8, 5 E AR R A R 11E 22 () 119 HE 8 ok Al
HEPE WAL PR A (R 8 — 28 AR T2 1, 75 AR
0. RV 2 W28 I 2 Wi A AT 43 2802 64T X 43l i
THEAR I SREL, 3/ IMb [ AR 2 SE 4325, B, DG TE 1Y)
PR, Orid Vinyals 25 A B3 T —~38 FI#Y end-to-end
F 5 HESR ) 45 G LSTM FVE 2 S ALk 3 R REA I R A,
FHAT R A 5% A AL R BB i A TR A AR 5 SRR AR 22 ) A A AR
P, SEH/IMEAR 4325 B AR, RV SR B, BRI R ST 4R il Ay
TAIAR AR5 43 WA Z5UH ), 6 DI 25 B4 B4 L DG T o 2 1 2% 5
BF—ANFERN DA | RIE AN AR i —BObE. MARZE
AR IR ZER I IR A AR 2 KAT 4. 2017 4%,
55— Tl FH T/ INREAR SCAR 2325 A 190 248 2 g - J 0 0 4 1) gl 41
P et N TR [l /N A B 4R 2 — A T B i
B/ INFEAS 22 2] 7 2 TR 25 1Y) B2 2 > B — A )
23 (ARSI SCA I A 55, B Y R 2 AR S0 T A R A
300 3 SR R AT A ) i S A e 0t R 8 — A 28 51 i 2 4
AR IEAE RN RN H X AR - AR A R

JFH DR TR 133 2R 1) D 250 55 ) o 22 [ 1 P 88 A ) 26
GE 5 DA E 2 0 BT EE AR, FloodSung 25 AT gk — 4
R T — T SRS TR B B R 45 - 50 3R R 2% A~ I 4% p T
TR AL, 5 1 R R U T S R A O IE (R
BLHE 2 By N B AR A AR IE A R S A
A SCRFRFHIEAR B 22 18] B AR RIS 3, TR W2 75 [l s T
— .

H A 2 Fid e, O — 2805 B Se B T FE/IMEAS 3 5
TS SCAIT AL 55 A XSy B IRAS T —E 1Y U H 2
VR IR LT P61 G, A RBOPR i R AS B D, SOAR T
M, b N SCEBRBE /248, R e MR AR IO 2437 5 H
U, VITERIBIFFE R 22 20 1 SCRPREAS S AR Z [ f7 7R DL T
S HAES A B BRI 20 T REE ] B E AR AR AN
e, JER I TR R 28 AR LA A= B L X 43P 28 31 TR A 3=
7N, R R LRI AR SCER T T — B/ A R 2R T k.

BERI AL GE ) W0 28 25K TCIR A R SOR 2 878 SUH B H TS
A BERBREA Y ZERAE , 53T T — AN AR TP Y
XUl A 22 9 2% ( Bi-AGRU ) 15 4 R AIE S IR | (] i) =% 1 3]
SRR S AR Z AR A ELAR B HAE A i BARIRh 2
W T RFAE [ ) R PR B A ], DRI 1 T i SRR A
A AEA B T2 T W4 BRI 2 Ah , B T/MEAR 2 3] 3 5
ik Z AR TEREAS , B LU 2R [R] — 26 v SCRpREAR 2 1] B9 1 2 44
T, DU HE LA AT B (R AR O A R AT AR 10 2 031
B ANSRAN R 2 A S5 SRR 25 1] R A e, DU A ol )
JE R TCIE XY, R i T — A48 X E) LSTM Al &
FINUH A A B 380 Ao I 2 P Bl S el Ji 28 1] ik ) 2 WA B
32 B SRR PR RS B 520 JF BT TR TR TE DU A X
B AT AL,

25 BRI AR SO EEAH TS TTE A AR

1) $2H T —FB /R AR SCAR 43 28 AU ( Few-shot clas-
sification model based on bidirectional attention and class gener-
ator, fi /%X BACG-FC K81 ) | 485G T 2 AL 4w R 2 15 25~
RE I AN TR PR BT B 3 91 A4S BE 0 0 SCAR HEA T R AE SR 1L,
AR AR AT DL 4x i AR SO TR 218 LR B

2) B T ORI T M 4%, 33T M query2support T sup-
port2query WA T ) LA S R R B R AR S A i i
EN LSRR EYSY

3) 4T A el X K AT A2 I 2% R T g LR A
R A s, T DA B A b ) 53 2 T SRR A BT R IX Gy
PERZR IR ;

4) AR SCHR H O RERY 235310 13 JH T ARSC 1 FewRel 41
IS T HE H AT RO SEL AL A Y 40 2R ACR.

2 BACG-FC t&%

AT T P AR By B AR S B AR A 4 1) R
TE SRR S LR A4 B 4055 B B e R A A
A SCRAEA A WREAS , 38 52 il i AL SRATAE A (1 [5]
TE VAN  FAEXL ) [T IR R SIC I BRI A &
153 HEG B SEORT T, 75 5 Bi-AGRU i B HC A 46 17
R SCARGARAE R R | 2 S5 XU ) R 4 iy S 4R S
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AR ICHLAR B, 15 21 SRR RRA ) 422 0% R A 36 8RR i)
R R IR AR ] -5 SRR [ i £ YA EON ) AT
PHERLG A3 B R LR SCRPE AR 278 AR ) RE AR A 6

71 R SR A A T T T AL B 0L LSTM AR 2 A 1A
A BARGRAME R I R R i JBE A TR A 5 28 01 J Y
Z RN AR MR S B INEEA SCAR 73 6 AR ] 1 .

Support set Query set
s 4
s
i SA
i 5 :_,Encoder layer
| s:i Sixnﬂa;ityL.:r(?“
:‘_____is;;,: \mamx
e i S o
i i Max-pooling \:
89— m —
&9 s
L e
P ) R AR A A ) /MR AR 7 A Y
Fig.1 Few-shot classification model based on bidirectional attention and class generator
2.1 [EREENX A
AR EHRSE D 73 I D, AL D, bl 2 =0 (Wlh_ ,x]) 4)
S R 52 7 4 O RE AR K 316 A TR, T3¢ 04 4 1 2 =al xz, (5)
FRAIEAT ¥, P Y, EEALNEEAS 3K ), 3 7 I bt — s oWk x]) (6)
ATTELM D, ,, 112 5T JE B MR 4028 % ST 3 R E B4y W =h %7 7)
PO BL TEUIARITEIR. TEIIRBY L M — 5543 i =t (W LR v ]) 8
QoA TCTAES T, FEAINZAE D, T REDLIIIREL & N ~
h1:(1_z;)Xht—l+Z1Xhz (9)

AR, AR K AR, — 3 N x K DRI T4 S T
YR, BREHR A T, 19 N AZE5] I FRIAHEEAAE it 4E O
HEATIN, ik e 5 | VRS , # oC TAR S R i Il R4 e SO
“ZHFE” (support set) , MR E LR AT HIEE” (query set).
2.2 4FMEREVEDR

FRAE R B e 45 B 1) ik AR B AR SO AR e i
W L RHE A AL RN SORIRAL S T 45018, 78 53l i A
b A SO GloVe!'” 11 25 38) ) 0 HUAE A B3] Y [
TEMRAFTR , RBKWF .

x'=f(w") (1
Hodr | FIRBL AL, w' FRSCR IS A E X e R
WS IR S | AR R R R B kA SRR AR R
HX, =[x, 1", eR™ EMEEAERRNO=[q",,4"]
e RTXd.

L SCOR RS AR SO T — A i AR I HLE
FIRL I GRU AF RSNk B i s, BAGS R AN, 1 Sk
Bk ASCARFFIME N SRE TR I HLEAR 25 « 4
PO TN IR = (ORe 5= WA koo s Qe 4 = L R oY= WA & s ]
GRU HAYEH ] 45 A #H AGRU (HNE 2 B ), SEEA 1€
.

U, = WK, +b (2)

aK = softmax(U,) (3)
o ]k TR kAR, T FREEAR

Het,ap = [0,

Hr,w W W WA IR A E SR, b T R THL
AR BT, «, NEE 185, 0 N sigmoid PREL, 18 3T iX
PRECRT LR B 45 0 ~ 1 Y Bl I B, 2, SR 33 BT Y
[T, 0B 0 ~ 1, #45E 2 /AT — B 2] RS2 2 i 2id
ICAERRI 2 AEEE TR EUNER], r, 2R EE
ITVEHEE 0 ~ 1, 5 HE 2 H kS R IHRE W # DL,
By h_y by SEREIRE R,

' @y .
Update gate z T Seore
z
h 0/ (i h )J— InpmtX
Reset gate
Output

2 AGRU Z 4]
Fig.2 Structure of AGRU
H T eSS I S A 1 FRAEAR B, A SO AGRU U]
Al XTI x,, 7T LA E1 T 0 E 17 B 2R 5 3R, R
I B RS kb, AR AT

h, =AGRU(x,) (10)
h, =AGRU(x,) (11)
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AT NPIAS T3 WA AR L 3 R 7 T G 4 B 0] w, 1Y
Wi R H, = [ b by ] A5 B0 135 SUAE B T 5 fii %
WX A S e R™CUSRIR ICRFIE A k SRR R i
[, Fek L (12) O e RT3 m A i 45 A 4 1
MERE, FRxX A (13) ,4, J& AGRU BIRJZ RN, T, FoReE
kAN SCHEREAS AL B 0 BRI B, T, RoR AR AR AL i
ke

S* = BIAGRU(X,) (12)
0 = BiAGRU( Q) (13)
2.3 WEFEEHIME

L) FE T ) 2 IR AR RE AR 5 A SRR REAR IR DE i A
B UAHE T AR AT T 4055, A support set £ query set
FIM query set 2| support set B/ J7 [a] b 3804 & 7. U
BRI 2 38— N L= IR RAH P M e
RT0* Tk AR BE ) & SORTH R WA 55 kAR
REAR 22 0] )32 AR BLEE iR M R A = T

M =0,-s" (14)
Hrp, 0, Fm QW5 i17,S) Fom S Y5 j 17

SRR B A TR AR Y T T R R A S A TR R AR e ) 5
SCRPREAS A IR TE A OGS O A 20 (15) TSR, T LA 3RS
AL T RS B kA SRR AR 0 A 1 R
SE, T, IR k A SCRREA AL 1 LT 4R

. exp(Mf.‘j)
TSl en(M)) ()

LR CIFENE B RIS LR, @it
AL SRR A e I ] 5 A R A () B A DG 3 A 1)
FEAR I AR O, BT R R WA (16), T, #R
ErREA L B Y BRI AL

- exp(Mf.‘j) v
TS exp(M) (16)

SR BB A SCRFRE AR A TR A (1) R IR AR AE 3 ek
RN, EEN AR REAS A A R A (17), =,
g(+) /R ReLU.

St =g([§*: 5 SFO5 W) (17)

EEXTEOAREAS RS FR K (18)  H W —ANT]
YIGRSBUERE, [ 1 A PHEEAE, ORIR R, g (+) R
7R ReLU.

0=g([0:0: Q0QIW) (18)
2.4 EEMEEHR

JEE 8 0 45 R R 3 T I A o 4 E A TR LA 1. R B
Jir 284 [ 245 5 38 3 o RS 28 1 SRR FE AR BOAE A3 21 280 S
RSN, FIE S A R AR 5 g 2 T AR 2 ] 174 B ke 5
By (B2 SR A% 8 i Ak g 280 TR 2 ) 8 ) A7 %
SRR A IR R A 5 T 2 R HER M, BB SRR
AR X T 28 B Y BT R R R R [ Y DR A TR )
et SR FH A 3 5 T ML A8 ST LSTM A Sy 288 I A0 A i A
AT AR IR (AR 3 FoR ) , PRl a2
S I 5 AR A 6] () B S SCAR 42

T4, I R AR SRR AS R I RE AR A IR
BAANRHE ] i s* T g, FoUR (0 P 2 D A0 A6 2 ok B A 28 26 A

FOMFIIRTR {5y ,55 00,y |, B AR A 9 RP A 1] e 12K 5]
JE B AR T A AR TR BT R R T

s* = maxpooling (S*) (19)

g = maxpooling ( Q) (20)

S, = AttBiLSTM (s} ,s7 ,+++ ,s%) (21)
h(S,q) =" (ReLU(WTS,397)) (22)

exp(h(S,,q))
X exp(h(S;,9))
Horp | N FOR SRR R I BIEL, K 3R SCRFHE BOREA KL, man-
pooling (+) Frr i RUMAL v W AR 2 ) f S HL, [ ] N PF
ettt

p(yiHSi%;V:H‘I)z (23)

B3 RAE A S A

Fig.3 Structure of class generator

FEIZhi 2 b R FH S SRR 2™ foss, AR LB, Q
FR I TR A, | D, | FR A IR AR (R4
B B2 A ASCE B T — N EURE Y IE AL loss,
A TAR AL 52K A B B T 0308, 2 ) 5 B T b i,
RARIT

o S loepn 181 (2

E )

lossy,

loss, ,, = NLKZ ;max(o,d(gi,if) vy —d(S,,5))

(25)
Hoty B AEBE s SFRIB T R0 kAR,
s, FARARR T | KIUT—REARRR, S, FoRH | KR 5
LR R R L A SN (26) BTR B NS
Tl W 4450 O R T

L =loss;, +ploss (26)

proto

3 X B

ARATHR T WIS AR BT Y 2 A INVEEA R 4 5
AR ECE S S B SN B E TR LI e ER, 1% 2 N5
PadE L By S IR AT T A M.

3.1 LIRS

9T BRIk A R S 1S R, AR SCHE 2 S ATF
BAERE VT T X S, P SER R R 1 ST E Bk
1 JIi7~, Dataset 2% 7~ B0 6 4, Num. train % 7~ Il 25 BE A5 8K,
Num. test 7271 M EE AR B, Vocab size /R IICHE, Ave.



2748 N R R

it /O R & 2023 4

len F7R AT BB
*1 BdEkEgit
Table 1 Dataset statistics
Dataset Num. train Num. test Vocab. size  Avg. len
ARSC 119745 18627 206913 98.62
FewRel 42000 14000 124577 24.99

W b PE 8175 B 25 B 421 ( Amazon Review Senti-
ment Classification, ARSC) H1 Yu %5 N2, iZ 84 h 23 b
SV 380 i i A PRI B A, BT R — R T 3 AN A
AT B AE B 50 AT 55 W BE - IR E R 5 B
4 B2 BT, EME T 69 N AT S, b T T
il AN 4 AU (154 . DVD L F = dh BBy ) Pk
12 AMES A et s , oA 57 MESVE el ZRee ™. %t
F BEMES, Bl T 2-way 5-shot 2% > [ f51.

SR R Al BUOE AR 421 (Few-shot Relation classifica-
tion, FewRel ) B 1 100 Bl G & , &A1 E F 700 4> TE RS,
AR FEHAT AT EATH 80 Fh R 48 FOC R AN UNLREE,
12 P RAE W IRIELE T T 1Y 20 Fho R AT T,

3.2 ZWINEEE

AHIRFE Y S 50 B R Ubuntu 20. 04. 3 #:4F R 48, AMD
Ryzen 5 PRO 3500U w/ Radeon Vega Mobile Gfx 2. 10 GHz )
i+E4L,NVIDIA RTX 1080Ti ) GPU, Python 3. 7.5 HYJF & 3
3% I K PyTorch 1.3.1 A2 >JHEZE,

3.3 EINEE

AICAE ARSC B4R LT T 2-way 5-shot 1325, 7]
it BR300 48649 GloVe il [ i MEA T W1 IR AL, I KA
WK 128, 7F FewRel £ 4 L1415 5-way 5-shot {155, 5k
50 4t GloVe 18 [l SEHEATHI IR AL, 5 K AR By 40. 7E4F
AEFRBURH 5 E GRU M2 RS KNy 128, Jy T 3k g il
SRt BB T RS B Y T SR SR T DL B %
e (SGD) HEATIAL. WIHR2E 2 FAE N 0. 1,2 2 LW
AR 3000, TN 0. 1,8 T B 1k /MEACH B S $U A
ML AWFRE T dropout 244 0. 2. B —IL3)1 25 30000
&, 4 1000 F AT — WK, A HA B Bl & 1000 48, 2
SCRRRE S48 AR Sy FRLES MERA 3, T O B B 1 T 4 HE B
AR J A A B B 32 ) BUR A (¥ B B AR A Ry A
HZER. 5340 SRSy 1 g IRMETE 3.6.3 kAT T3¢
5 RAEE y=1,8=1.

3.4 iEMiEER

A SR H AR o0 IE T 2 (ACC) , IETF RN 7E
JR A PN B R AR & SRR BRI L. A 3R
IRGI A TN BRZE R 1E., SEBRARZE oA IE AR A S, B 3R 77
AR TITIAR 2 A 67170 5 B bR 28t 2 T B RE AR B, C RoR 4326
A TN AR A A TE T 55 BRbs 48 1 I REAS B, D3RR 43 2 4 Tl
WAREE Ay 67 T S8 Bbn 28 TE I ARE AR S

A+B

ACC= B +C+D
3.5 XfEbiER
TEARRWFGE R LT L Fh /N AR 43 A58 A hy e 2R 5

B9 43 5I4E ARSC Fll FewRel $U4 45 B UEAT T 5286, i % 3%

LMTIHAT R E AN 2.

Proto Net'"™/; JFUTR [ 4% | 3 3k 2 > — 4% A bR 50K i AT
FEAS L 3] 25— %) o) £ 25 ) oy ) P AR S AP R A B A A
YELSR A S T IR Y | 3 ) 3 Ao A 1 2 R SO S W 7
TR I 1.

Relation Net'" ; 5 28 2% | 5% FH e 22 o0 4 A7 R 25 3 k|
AR AR TR A A S 39 i ) 11 2 038 A VB ST A v AR AR 1) £
SRR i

ROBUSTTC-FSL'"™! . MR 4J5 4% T 45 1] 1) 2 57 2 i 3 5 45
1 AR 4552850 B BliA: slovd g 19 B2 7 =K

DC-GNN ), — i1 18 P e 26 o 45 A5 100 {5 B Pl F) o 26
FRARAILR] | 34 e = 30 8 5 S A R A T o057 ST RE SR
TR B B AR B, AR T IR 4 I 28 v g ST [ AL

MAML>) R FHIGA% 2 5 1k A e/ INRE AR 1] 35 11 225 B ASS 77
Z— P SRR R S, T LA A PR A I HLaE
TAFME S R KR Hb 2 5 1B 4501 2% pR I A
JEAE | BRI S S0 A S0 NS A B AT DL R R Bl AT 55 1943
&, TP IS

GNN >, — 7R T P ol 28 190 446 fige e /INBE AR 2 o (3%
& TS M AR B, oA O AR B B S5 M KA bn e A
AFRE(F BAL 1B B RFPREEREA D SEBL R 2L 4325,

SNAIL") . — 7t fa] 2 L3 ] 49 70 2 > 28 424, 1 i e
A5 TR 22 M 28 RN B 0 2 20 SCRFREAR FR 285 B, 1 B2
BN 0AF BXF P 0 e Ja — N REAR HEAT TR, 2 05 ik T DR
TR 2 > RIS LA I 250, B 2 4R PR .

TPN . i G S 1) SRR, Ry S8 A 18 ) 28 4 A — A4S TC 1)
AR P AR 2 AR Yy 218 B i 45

Meta Network >’ . i Bl 5 By J02% 2 o o W B DI 5 0 72
I PR 2 A 2 2B DA B, A B AR PR 3 g A 55

Induction Network ™! . &3 1 45 Jt24 2T HE 48 5 5h 25 3% o
RBME AR LR R R, RS end-to-end 7T
Yk, BA BRI AT et

MEDA ™ il s 78 T2 2] g | At g iy ik, A A
JE R SRR A U BT 2 B AR AR B R R B AR /R AR
UL T HIZ ALEE 71. MEDA-PN 278 K H R AL 45 164 7 B 4
3.6 XWHERLSH
3.6.1 stresim

&2 FIFR 3 2 [ A TR0 7 S 44 ¢ 7 il BRCE A0 4 ( Few-
Rel ) FINE B b P36 155 8% 43 28 B0 5 ( ARSC) - 19 3 &5
CHUAHS 73 Fm 18 2 AR FIEREs R ).

TR EE R R, #F FewRel 4B 4E I, DC-GNN [ /i fiff %
BH 2 = F GNN Fl Proto Net, HJEF7E FERE T XHFA N
EJFHE S E IR A YRS B, M fE ARSC #44E I, In-
duction Network FH%E T & & W 4% 1) W K 28 LA A -Proto Net
1 Relation Net, 73 HHER R HIHETE T 17.46% F12.56% ,H
JEEAPIA ) 2248 T — A2 5 AR R M e dn  FE e 2R
WEEN FBEAR TG &M /3288 2) B T S B &
B BN 2R R R HEAT T et K A B R AR R R
BT I BRI 28 RAE , R4S T AR 1Y 40 28R R, X
ISR T 4B 20 RAR e 08 32 FHAL AL (¥ PE B, 5 Induction Net-
work Af Et, MEDA-PN #5325 iR 3235 85. 68% , H £ EJF A
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TET IR T — A8k A e, FH DAAR O 2 B REAS R4 7
Y, TTSCE 1 AR B PERE. T AS 52 BT $2 1) 7 VA 7E 5-way 5-
shot F12-way 5-shot (1€ UL T TR MY FEUMERIAY 3502 R
*2 ARFEBAIAE FewRel 55 I ARG RXT L1
Table 2 Comparison of the accuracy of different

models on the FewRel dataset

Methods Acc( %)
MAML (2017) 65.73
TPN(2018) 67.50
Meta Network (2017) 71.02
SNAIL(2018) 78.07
GNN(2018) 79.47
Proto Net(2017) 85.10
DC-GNN(2021) 85.86
Ours( GloVe) 86.25
Ours(Bert) 87.59

AR SR 7 A SR I 4 1) B b S8 A3 BT B AR AR
A A AR R SRR 19 58 HLAR BT XA R BORHIE 2 1A
[F) )3 AU, HAS PR P T B B (2R AR 1 A
AR TR SRR PERE. RSO TR FEA [ il 25
i) ] e XS AUMERE A 2 0, TR AN A REA it 4 b AT T X
FLACHG (52 00 45 5 W2 M3 ML 40 ) . NG5 R AR

#3  AFEBRIFE ARSC Bda e by x] 1L

Table 3 Comparison of the accuracy of different

models on the ARSC dataset

Methods Acc( %)
Proto Net(2017) 68.17
MAML(2017) 78.33
GNN(2018) 82.61
SNAIL(2018) 82.57
Relation Net(2018) 83.07
ROBUSTTC-FSL(2018) 83.12
Induction Network (2019) 85.63
MEDA-PN(2021) 85.68
Ours( GloVe) 86.54
Ours(Bert) 86.90

ST Bert ™ FE Sy I Sl i A R AR e AN B0 4R
[ ER R A PR T RN AREL T GloVe, Bert 424t 17
B i B R Al AR SRR R SCRYTE LA R
3.6.2 Rk

AR b 25 B AR R P AR R T 0 A A T il S 6 DA U

5T I TR SR UL B ROR. 75 ARSC $di 4 I
1 WEE LSTM .GRU X [i] LSTM , ¥U[a] GRU HIRL[a] i 7 )
GRU X 5 FlA R S5 44 78 24 b T SCRFAE 4 O I A58 v
A, 56 UE B F) GRU WA Rk, % 2 R an 5] 4
JIe7s KT B ) 45 0, SR B Ta) 25 0 1) o 0 RO K T 2
18 ANFI I3 A 77 AR T2 SR 04 D DR A X1 245 4 B RE A 4K ST
AR5 S AEHEAT I AL B H] T30 ESCAR
[l RS & T SR AR5 B, A B TS BLEs 197025, fian
FE ARSC Hdfa i, N L 25 M (G B 3CR 8, R A S 4 1

b PTFE « AR B UG 464 7, (B R E 4K K™ E T, &
Bk gp 22, 7 (F30) HIE IR ST SR 45 & L F SCE R
VS I E N TR S . BT LA, AR A T B0 ) 2 BURRAE | X fi)
SERAE R R SCA Y 2T 5 T LR . BRIL LS B WA B
AL PR/ NFEASCA BRI, TC 8 2 B 1a) 3L IR], GRU 25 44 114 i
R E T LSTM 4545, X B T GRU &5 K FH I
SCAAE B, IR MERE Z 2 T R ML B XU GRU %%
IR ] GRU W4F 3% 02 RN FE R LA B gk 2
BRI A B FELE A W) GRU 34 R (5 8, A R4 7h 1T
RT3 28 () HERfG 1.
87.0
86.54
86.5

86.19
86.0 | 85.93
855
850 84.77 84.86
84.0

LSTM  GRU Bi-LSTM Bi-GRU Bi-AGRU

WEHRI%

W

K4 ARFHFESLISTE ARSC $di 4 b i e 5
Fig.4 Accuracy of different feature extraction
modules on ARSC dataset

YR TR X ] i B A i A A, 7 FewRel 4%
PEEE [ JC i 2 ) R AE B U | R R U
ORI ] 1 2 7 FRAF SR OB e AT T X LS 5, 45 2R Ak 4
JTn. 2% 4 v, YRR BRI (w/o att) , #ER
FRME TR, B B LGRS A T sl i) —F8 43, 648
ARSI & P E 2L A B B X A1k (9 i SCRAE, AT
PTG Y 4y 2 PR, AN, B Z IR T H & B
( Self-att) FIRE R YERG K K 85. 7T1% , FRh A T WL 7 2 )
He(Bi-att) (I HERH AR LA T 29 0.6 A~ 430, 332 PR X
FERABEIA LT T L RENFR, B % RS TEER
fF8 BT AE A7 1) B R AL, 28 2] SR S A )
EZ MR,

F 4 REEREIIBIRAE FewRel U4 Ik %
Table 4 Accuracy of different attention modules

on FewRel dataset

Attention module Acc(% )
w/0 att 84.13
Self-att 85.71
Bi-att 86.25

IRIG A T RBR SN EORRE AN T [a] B2 14 BE 1 52
Wi, A< SCTE FewRel H(84E EiEAT T 25, B S5 B e A W) i) ik
FRNEOF o 2SR R A R . e REARECK S, B S5-shot, 17
BRI BERTE R 5 ~ 10, [ AF 2 5L Proto Net, GNN |
DC-GNN 1 g% LU A SEE0 45 AN 5 7R, 485 b A ]
HIREA IO T4 2 HMER R A2 . [ W28 0 Bk 5, B 5-
way , BEEAEAREATER 1 ~ 5, [ FE%E £ Proto Net, GNN |
DC-GNN JE A5 AR S gb 25 AN 6 TR, m LLF A%
SCHR S RS A TR BB R R T 3 XS LAY [R] A R LA
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Fig.5 Accuracy comparison results of each model under
N-way 5-shot (N ranges from 5 to 10)
:—0— Ours
—=— GNN

83 —a— ProtoNet
81 | —«— DC-GNN

¥ 6 5-way N-shot T #5A5 BIERA R X b4k
(N BUEAERE N 1 ~5)
Fig.6 Accuracy comparison results of each model under

5-way N-shot (N ranges from 1 to 5)
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Table 5 Influence of different types of prototypes
on the model accuracy on the ARSC dataset
Prototypes Acc(% )
Pl 85.93
TER R 86.27
e 86.54

3.6.3 BEABNEE I
TEX— IR TSy A1 B B UEXT THRLFL 025 i

TR AR, 1 5C I E B MIME M 1,76(0.8.1.0 1. 2] T HE5T y
B AR IUE , SR I5 [B15E y BB 1,76[0.8.1.0 1.2 1 HIR% B8

Ko HSEy X THRAINERER W
Table 6 Effect of hyperparameter v on model performance

b% 0.8 1.0 1.2
ARSC 86.09 86.54 86.20
FewRel 85.92 86.25 86.12

KT HSEB X TREIIERER R R

Table 7 Effect of hyperparameter S on model performance

B 0.8 1.0 1.2
ARSC 85.96 86.54 86.30
FewRel 85.88 86.25 86.01

XHFRERIVERE YR, g5 RN 6 AL 7 Fin, AXMER H 24
BSEy MG YIH1 I BRI s SRR B ).

4 ZERIE
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