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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of improper collocation of phrases and deviation of semantic expression in
the process of generating text summarization, the readability and accuracy are reduced. This pa-
per proposes a Chinese text summarization model that combines word segmentation (WS) and
semantic awareness (SA). The encoder uses a pre-trained language model to add Chinese word
segmentation in the input stage to obtain a semantic vector containing phrase information and
send it to the decoder and introduces semantic awareness evaluation between the codecs to im-
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prove the semantic fit of the summarization. The simulation results on the news and scientific li-
terature summarization data sets show that the model can effectively improve the quality of text
summarization.
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HIEMEAT, SOREE RO E I, (F R B8 H 23 ™ 5, R A 3 SO oy 24—
AN TR

B LA 27 S HORAE ARG = AL BRATUS 2 R, Rush 5[ 1] 8 Vo 41 21 4] (sequence to sequence,
Seq2Seq) B B FH T SCARRG AT 45, At b 25 R AR RS 2R 4 Rl o 450 A B Al 2 2 o IR SR
Rz W R, AR[2]A Ma [B15EIINAE UV, DASR e i 2 1035 SUAH G . Devlin S5 [4]48 & T X
Transformer [5]% 5 1 FRYIZREAL BERT, XU [r) g A A5 A5 45 A1 ] AL & 5 1 B R SOl UE R Tl
SRR S B RLLE [ B SCA T AU B S S B4y TR RIS RO B9 9%, 40 Wang [6]55 4%
BERT $RHUSCA (AL A B /E N R AT 55 104N, BERT {UXUAE NEFIEEL S, SHORBE I Zid FE ik
A, T Wei [71F1 Liu [8]25 4 FH RO I 25 5721k BERT 4 BT 55 $2 (1 50 S 1R fr) ] s+ 45 1 i 2 o
FOH NS, G RN B BERTabs JERNHES ;& S50 45 S UF B A 1 7 72 58 Ag i S T SRS B
YEM . &FXTE BERT AL AR HEADAE AT 2T S5 KR BR 1%, Cui [9]5545 & H SCor I e, $H
AR RS TR 2577 15 (Whole Word Masking, WWM). 24 ERNIE [10J LK 5, (] 4R Sk 2 40
WEI BT RE T, H AR R85 5] 56 2 v SO 4 AT SR A5 B

Z LR EEW TR K, A SCHE R A A RE OB R SR AR A AR DA RS S
RN, 16O BOAS I S iml R N b, A OKRE B b i iR 4 A0 B SOE UE R I
% Jz Transformer fff 5 TCAE A ERS A8 SR B IEAT 4 s AE S RRD 25 18] 51 VB SO, J8id i1 5
Tt 37 A A T T 2 TR A SR e, (R AR AR AR AR R X Se BRI P 2 7 Lk SRR I A TR e AT AR
o A7 S P R S R SCHERA M
2. MBS ER

B S Y BRAE MG BE R T 25 b 2 =) B3 A H0AE 5 2R, R BRI AL I B IR AR B KR AT 55 (1
WS . BERT K XUA] Transformer 4mfidzhty, 3£ 12 . A Transformer 4afd o &7 2
% 3k HER 1ML E (MultiHead Attention) 1434482 B 154 242 W 4% )2 (Feed Forward Neural Network), &4~
FEFHINN T HR 22 B2 [ 11802 13— 1k 35/F (Layer normalization, LN). L x fE 9%\, 4wfd Bt Hi Al
5N

SubLayer _Output = LN (x+(SubLayer(x))) (1)
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AR BN I 256 R AR AR 2 N 2% FEN, B0 BRI AU ReLU, $RAEARZRME AR He.
FFN (x) = max (0, XW, +b, )W, +b, (2

Z Sk BIEE I MultiHead {34 A AE i B IN RT LLSGIER A SCA R (1 Hfb i e, BRI AR x
o5 h AR R PR R WO W WY B AR A I Q. BRI K RMELA R Vs b i SRORER
AHANEAARAE N S B  EYEE d ARG R SIS B AR ), AR R ) 4 R PR
K5 AU R WO RH A 2 ki 7 JIHLI 2 i i o

MultiHead (Q, K,V ) = Concat head, -+, head, )W ° 3)
: Q K Y% QKT

head, :Attentlon(xWi CXW XW, ):softmax \/d7 \ (4)
k

3. MASIRAMIE X R P XA RERE

AR SCHREH — PR 3 1A A SN R AR SCOCAR T AR, At =8 L 1) RlE o RN 1)
BERT #AME Rmfid#t: 2) 2 )2 Transformer i FICLH RIS A8 3) 1F SUBRENARE . Horhgnfid 2% 7
BSHIESCA sre FbRAER 2L gt dEAT fi%, 7= A A LT SR aE s D o AR B v 7 A AL A Y SO S
) it 2 BT s T SR T PPt A o 40 2 5 A A 0 2 TR (R 0 SCA OGP, Sl B A il v i X
FHIC IR ZE . AR AR S M an P 1 BT .

r-———- ey r
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Figure 1. Overall structure of model
B 1. BRI RLEH

3.1. YrhL=E

Ut A BERT TIZRE S, BRERUF MR RA SOA b7 ST Ie] 88, AR KRR R S 3R HGE S
{5 .. Google & Aflf] BERT #{i F WordPiece 785, 18I I8/ )N N FIORE 5 S I 4 ek i (1) H Ao 88
T SCCAR R 22 DU R B A BT R ATE SRk, 5 43 1 2R 9 E Hh 3043 1] 45 A WordPiece 431l 4 1 %
e, sk 1 fs.

AL L PL R ORL AR i N SR 2 BB A i 2 S G B R R . NEMRIX— 8, SR e
SRR, AFgmid a2 > 2R 205 B
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Table 1. Word segmentation comparison

=1 iRttt
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Figure 2. Add word segmentation embedding

& 2. AmarindEc

W 2 FioR, A 8RR SCAR P H TR R 285 5, 75 SCAS 7 41 Sk 38 R R 308 43 SR AR 25 [CLS] A [SEP]
Bl A SO A B S, S Ea A Eg 250 R L4 Bl A3 i R A B, BB O A 1o AR Ry in]
RN GRS 75 56 F o A1l 88, HJ2'E 5 WordPiece 431 28 1 BB AN o 9 SEELPIAN 4310 48 1) G i Xt
3%, BEF LN AR EE AR

ot
Ea/Epémht

Figure 3. Word segmentation code alignment

3. SriRER4mADXST

W] 3, S T S g3 1A 4 43 1 SRAS R ZH R KA A8 ) AR DL IR - B R A T\ WordPiece
Gy oA s A AR S i R SE A 4L b Ea BR Eg MISRADECR . BAGRAD SR BCRT 43 =AY
Bt: Ak A\ (WordPrice Embedding, WE). 431 {ix A (Word Segmentation Embedding, WSE) {7 & ik A\
(Position Embedding, PE). A idix AFIAL B ik A# 5 BERT #HFEI 772, LAISCARF A x fE AN, %
ABBOS AR
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E, =WE (x)+WSE (x)+ PE(x) (5)

B NB B 5 1A B B, AF R 8EX0E Transformer i SN, EN AT 2 Sk & pLH|

JZ MHAtt. 45582 FFN. JZH—16 LN DLURIR ZE RS — R . S WIIEREUIRA hy = B, h'3EoR
5125 REGECRS . AR — 2 4D T B EUIR A A BERT St A0iE X F & T, = h'™,

A'=LN(h"™+ MHAtt(h"l)) 6)

h' = LN(ﬁ' +FFN (R )) @

3.2. fEmLEE

A 35 A2 R F A 88 77 A RS SR B, ARYE BVER L], AR R E R TS, R 8 B
M. %2 Transformer fifhd B oA 44 M 2% . 7E IS R4 B Teacher Forcing [12]iIl2: 7574, BI4&EA
B 1) 25 R A F b A4 478 2 (Ground Truth) fE v% N, w11 Zxic F2 5 Rl 8. Transformer fifhD B2 G Ll 4 5 5
TG — N ARSI R 71)Z EDMHARL, %2R FH g i 2% T SR & Ty S BORHIE SCARE U8, T35
TEAI(6) (7)Z AL T i -

A = LN(h"1+EDMHAtt(h"1,TX)) )

B — SR ARAD BT BEOIR A ™ AF A R i e R AE ) B, SRR RSN B A B 4, Wo A1 b /2 75
EESIBH, WO Logsoftma. FHRFAE I RV HBARA, RFI V bR, R
RIS I VRN 2 A

Y, = Logsoftmax (W,h™ +b,) 9)

3.3. EBXRAMRIR

FERR I ZRd RE ARt R (NI 828 A KA R A TR N IR F AR . Ly s b e 2o
ORI, T oG5 s AR SR, ORI AL T SR T /M T THI R85 2% R 2

Loss, == log p(; [ V1, Y- Vo e Ty ) (10)
t=1

TZAR R PR B SRAS TR A PSP 2 55 bR A S A B RS AT REAR R o (ELR I o A AR L S
PRAES ZE 7 FARAL, (ERAEAENT, 15 SO SRVERURA . 9 7 A DRI DR, 4 AR G ) 5% 1)
I SCRRFIBESE, Wil 1 76 bR, IIZRIdFE h i 2 BEEERS SOA sre i, HZEXbrikfii 2 tot ik
frohife R R R, IR H I E A — RS AT BN & AR e S A
iPE T I R TP A S A AR P A tgt FORFAE 1B Vigro 8P AR SR BLE bR BOR VP i 19 A4 2215 511 1
BSOS . 45 K% R HOE SO

-V

tgt

V..
Loss,, :1—cos(V . tgt) =1 (11
-

Vo [V
" tot

W A2 A P R AT SEVE AN AT B N e A B ZR H AR, AR BHR A H AR K B 2L
LOSS e = (1—A)LosS,, +ALossg, (12)

mixed

Forpr, 4 A HWHIRT, FHTRIR Lossy Al Losssm Z AR 72 . Ak, iRl iz A e
i g A G, AEUIZRIE RN ARRAEF 1 £ R (Label Smoothing) [13]. 7EMNKIEFE N 174 K98 & =1,
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1 FH 4 744 2% (Beam Search) [14]57%
4. I8
4.1. BIRERMAE

S 07 BT A BRI S KM SO SO A MR AR (LCSTS) [15]11 H B R S ik 3
(CSL). Hi#RAETHIRMIG, WA REANTUR, FAPEAEL S BRI IE SCo % S B A CA, %
HOlm T ISR BT 1~5 0T TIF5Y, 20KtV SOA 5 WA e . CSL Hodindeik
HUH UM AT SR N RE AR, DS SO AR NIESCA, FRIBHE AR . I3 2 Bis.

Table 2. LCSTS and CSL datasets
2 2. LCSTS #n CSL #iiE%E

. " WSO - 3
WAL/ s .
AR S FIARE ]
I 4E 2,400,591 103.7/17.9
LCSTS U £ 10,666 107.8/18.0
WREE 1106 108.1/18.7
V%S 3200 200.0/18.2
CSL ‘
WAL 300 200.1/18.0

BT AT TSP TR KEx emoji RAEFT S KRFIRAT 5 MEHIFFS -7 PHEGESNZC A,
R SR IR R S RO BSOS s URSOhR | 555 5 7 0 e 7y L T 9 7 ARET
Jré); MRS BERT e KA KL 512 EAT 88, &350 T 3T A) 745, S a0 TR
P ST A A

4.2. VN ERR

ASCAE B N EBEAN FE AR ROUGE [16]. R 21 SEE6#H4s FH LL R S LR FH 525
1) ROUGE-N:
> > Count,,, (gram, )

ROUGE-N = Se{Reference} gram, €S (13)

> > Count(gram,)

Se{Reference} gram, €S

HAN =123, 70 7RE R S b 2L R B n-gram NG 20 BERISPRHER 2L n-gram &

AN
2) ROUGE-L:
LCS(X,Y
Rm::———————l (14)
m
LCS(X,Y
Pes = LeS(X.Y) (15)
n
1+ % )R Pee
F _(+F)ReRs (16)

Ics 2
RIcs +ﬂ PIcs
For LCS(X, Y) R hr a2 X 5AE 2 Y BB K AL TS m A n 23 50l s b AR R0 A il
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BRI SE; Ry Ml Pres 0 IR R A BIRFAER R, S8 B —BK N o . Fie BRI ROUGE-L.
A EL B ROUGE-1/2 AN A sl Z 1015 S F & 1, ROUGE-L iFM i ZE i it .

4.3. EWESERSH

431 XWEH

ARG ] PyTorch R 22 SIHESE, 76 NVIDIA RTX 2060 SUPER GPU _E#EATS2E6 . 4afiasfd
BERT-wwm-ext T ZHiE SHA, D284 H 6 )2 Transformer i 270, Hor a2 K/ 768, %3k
HERIANECN 8, RIAIFIZ M4 K/NA 2048, 75T )2 Dropout iy 0.1. K NZmAdas CLEAT IS, MR
FRHBENIIEA, A gD A RIS A I SR -2, R A BERTabs AHEII 7, 700 N ffid4s 1
BN Adam RALEE 2136 Hp bR PIg R 1 0.1, WA RN 5, S A i ZK N 14.

4.3.2. EEBHIEF 2
RRVE A IR R BB LU R 7 A S F B R e, B DU SRt . R 5E ¥ CSL Adi4E ik iT K
P8 XIGHE, Hod K 8L 10, Batchsize N 4, iH8MNRSS B FME, 4R WE 4.

53 T T T T T T T T T T T T

A W) Sl \e) Q A\ A 2l > ) A\ A
NSNS I SN O VY OV OV N Q Q-
QO P O™ O O of QO gl O (© N

Figure 4. Results of different scaling factors 4
4. NEEEHIEF 1 HILER

4 4 H L) ROUGE-1 fl ROUGE-L f&¥51E N2, ELLHIAT 4 B 0.001 PRI R SCA S BAF 55 7 A 5
UFIIRR

4.3.3. SRR

BT CSL # T ARG 2, WA IIE 5317 e N8 A= Bl i 2H B R HE R 2 1) 5
Wi, PR E LR ELSEES . £E CSL Bl ghgE EikAXillZk 15 Ik, Batch size =4, 1=0.001; SEEGZHVRIN
SN, KRR 3N EAT I, SEI 4 Rk 3 fs.

Forr Al 4 bR o A i 2 v ] 2 ) 7 S S B L AR 1 2 v A 23 O I HH A A R
1)) 2H 25 i 5 bR v A B A B P LA . MR 3 T, AN IN T RN P SE B 4 R 20 o LR T 2.34%,
AR AT T 1.69%, IFBAUS I/ 1A RN BE AL 7= A B 2 T A B . BRI IR 4 Bs .
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Table 3. The statistical results
%= 3. FItER

A5 A4 & Ee A 2 HE R R
ot HE 2 86.84% 45.61%
Seag e 89.18% 47.30%

Table 4. Example of segmentation embedding experiment

® 4. SIRERNSLI RG]

W2 RS2 2000 R4 YA —FhoRT ST, R B AR A FR L iR R R s BB 18 ERRAE .
TG AR SRR R, 234 T A W 44 2 R S AR SORIAS 2 5 7R Tk F 9 4%

BH s o |-, SR T — B 40 504 2 2 45 SDLNC 3% (Static Distributed Layered
Network Coding). HEDSCi e, 200 o] Bl 48 AL s ) M P A
BRI BT I L B h B
SHEAL T A I B
SBH T A 0 AR B e B
FREE A 7 IETT R SR CmT AR “BmT “HE
WM OEFT CEiET BT “H AT AT R R
S 2H 437 “—Fh7 “FETFT AR T “YRIST KR “HRR” “IRi” “HR”

4.3.4. EEIFTHLCIE
NBAEA SR R ZREMERE, I LCSTS il S BENLIE £ 60 /3 56 EA S SIZR( L BFEA R 1/4),

Batch size =8, 1=0.001, % 2 AT KBS, Ll 40 /b K5 5k FH1E 2> 3~5 701

A - N A 2500 B ARAE— Checkpoint JELER IS FIGAE, o ik B R B 1) 5 > Checkpoint

FEMNASE EMN IR E R AR A A5 R
LU T 0 AR 2 5 P14«

e RNN-context: LCSTS H#A10 U, DAEIFPHEE L% A gmit s, 206 BT A dnfis o5 it 0 BoiR S 4R
RS EE AN o

e CopyNet [17]: i 4845t 4% B A A h B R AR

e Global Encoding [18]: #fiffith#s Z [AI N AR T4 BT HAT 4 R dntt, DLERTHA A4 S R B R
fife ] B A ANE TG IR i)

e BERTabs: f#ff] BERT-base, Chinese NZmfid#s, 6 )= Transformer Jf#fid2s .

e ProphetNet-Zh [19]: &AM 2D T bR SC4mfl [RI PO AR n AN, By A5 X i &) S AH ¢
JUE /R

Table 5. LCSTS dataset experimental results

2 5. LCSTS HURELIWEHER

Model R-1 R-2 R-L
RNN-context 29.900 17.400 27.200
CopyNet 34.400 21.600 31.300
Global Encoding 39.400 26.900 36.500
BERTabs 40.841 27.065 36.787
ProphetNet-Zh 42.320 27.330 37.080
Ours Model 42.251 28.497 38.559
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2 5 BRI LUR DN BRI VR SN, BN ROUGE 1M A & F1. A CHAL{E ROUGE-2 Al
ROUGE-L & #5 L B RIRCR , ARG B0 AIE 1 AR AR 7 A A (14 v ST R SCAR R BTV 7 1 iy SReAR
&AL

o7 ProphetNet-Zh 76565 LCSTS 4 Fill%k 30,000 GPU hours; A< SO il 3 A 1E R
ZRIf) BERT-wwm-ext EyZmid s, LLAE R0 T RS 10H, Wi54E 40 GPU hours; XJELR I, AL
PERILE N GriEpl & K I 2R 357N T ProphetNet-zh (155~ 3RE7E Rouge-2 AT Rouge-L |- SEBLA%E,
PRI T ARERIAE SCARFE EAT S (1 s fz AkRe 7. 5 BERTabs BLZYAHLL, 7E Rouge-1. Rouge-2 #l
Rouge-L 43 BIARNHE & T 3.45%. 5.29%. 4.82%. M 6 FEIA %1, BERTabs =4 I EA7ERIAAN
T BUANES S0 SRR (R ) J, A SRR I ProphetNet-Zh 77 4= (40 B e d v i B H AT s 25 U A S B,
REFEATE B SOAG R

Table 6. Experimental sample on LCSTS dataset
7% 6. LCSTS SR SLIuHE15)

RUKs T RAMEC HARSEME R B TTEESp(F) & BIMNEY H, W T AT AT <=
PESCA HIEE. CEHAGEV G R, ANHEE R T RFSEBONIE R . SR, EZH T T
FErR, HLH GRS WA — M3 SO A5 2 1)
SR PR IR S e A8 P15 2 THI I 1 22 1) A
BERTabs IR IS AR B — A ) A AR
ProphetNet-Zh - iAE St #8558 A7) I I i 2 1)
Ours Model I A A B T I v 22 )

4.35. jERhsCIS
G AEAS SO TR AN [R) 2 A o) SCAS I BAT S5 B DTk B, A S6 R 5 5286 4.3.4 MR S HAEIE£E,
B R — I N AR BT X bE sz, FEMNRSE Fseiss Bansk 7 s,

Table 7. Add different component results
F= 7. RMAEAEBER

Model R-1 R-2 R-L
BERT-wwm-ext 41.163 27.594 37.712
+WS 41.473 27.909 37.719
+SA 41.748 27.976 38.217
+WS+SA 42.251 28.497 38.559

T PRI, BRI IS TR N (WS) BN N SR (SAVIE B AR BE — a2 R B Hb 2 T SO
HIE, PR BE R HE R AP R, 7S 58 7E Rouge-1. Rouge-2 fil Rouge-L I bt 3 A3 Y
XTI 2.64% 3.27%. 2.25%. 4] 5 @ik 7 HIUAMEIRI gt AR, fER LR 4R ¢ T ROUGE-L 1)
VNS

5. &5RIE

FESCATZ MW FT R, A0 SO B O R R AL A 2 i SCRIE M ZE R FE, AR T
AR A AT SCRREN (0 R SCOCAH Y s 3R AR I ZR1E 5 R oAl b SO R S B iR
G AT & (R SCBCRIVEAY (AR A B 2 5 R R S B U I, A R i 22 110
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38 T T T T
==-8--- BERT-wwm-ext
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Figure 5. Rouge-L training curve
[El 5. ROUGE-L illlZkBh%k

1B SR THEANE e, /] ROUGE A R, 4> HI7E LCSTS Al CSL i Ff st 4h Wk
B, ASCRIRL B R E SO E R &

&5
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