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AN B VER AL SR GE E E P AR AR (Gate Convolution Neural Network based on self-
attention mechanism, GCNN-SAM). Z#R % f# i skip-gram B 7k A R FE RS K MR, BRISCEKRA
HERE, SAEAZTERMENEMEER VS, BEEESER, BRANEEH ST FHMEREER
FHHERATRIA F T EPRES L. EFBREP AT EEEE LT LK, HEBTFSCNN.
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. FR, ARUEGCNN-SAMERY A Rtt, JHRISER S LR GCNN-SAMBEAEE T-CNN. GCNNAI
CNN-SAMZPES; KRR _E 43 HIHRF T 5.9%- 3.19%3.66%.
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Abstract

Aiming at the problem that convolutional neural networks focus on local features and are not
enough to capture long-range dependencies in text, in order to improve this problem, this paper
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proposes an improved dual-channel book label classification model based on CNN and self-attention
mechanism. The model uses skip-gram to embed words into dense low-latitude vectors to obtain a
text embedding matrix, which is input into the gate convolutional neural network and self-attention
mechanism respectively. After point-by-point convolution, the features obtained by the feature
extraction layer in the two channels are fused for book label classification. A comparative experi-
ment was conducted on the Fudan University Chinese text classification dataset. Compared with
SCNN, GCNN and other improved models, the accuracy of the test set is 96.21%, which shows that
the GCNN-SAM model has advantages in book label classification. At the same time, in order to ve-
rify the effectiveness of the GCNN-SAM model, ablation experiments were carried out. The results
showed that the GCNN-SAM model improved the classification accuracy by 5.9%, 3.19% and 3.66%
respectively compared with CNN, GCNN and CNN-SAM.
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1. 518

BHARE 2R Z M T B H Rk RS, B RS S B i mRauds 1], XA
(A 5 B B B2 — AN A O SCEFIISRAI R, T AT B S 5y bR B OC AU F g . &
FbrE RN BB i — oA BT e, M TR ZE PR ER. AR, REEEE G UE
B[2], AMidTEPRENRESEAT, WRSEEESEPEEA—8, FRERERZMEH, [,
SR ABILAE3], AR E D L ChEE A2 28G5 MEhRaE, 3220 DR THRHIE TR 72 K48 10
FGiHL a2 21 52T B 325 28 BEATRAE SR IR B 2 1 SO 7y KA U 15 [4]

PUES A BARFE AW . B, TETF TR P RREATIRE, T EIBREs2, T
COBEIE 2R B i oe i . B, AR E . RIS BB AT EARSCIRE. 500, HERR
BURFEIE N 73 2688, ] 70 B AT 202K WA 7 R AEA FN R DU 7 K48 (5] SRR
BEHLEIAZJZEEIHL7], KT RSB T EEA, AR IEZ B2 ML, TEiEA S
EZ 18] AR R ACRHR R B B ELE SRR &, BIInaREE . ARE 2 R EA BLE LS. it
CNN £ 73 FAESS TR IR 4T, (AL Sergey $ ) 1A A — M7 10 20K CNIN Ao ) 28 SR Ky AT
Fbrerk, AT BT A A UG 3R SRR

FURT, IR PE A SRR CL2e iSO AR O A5 B85 70 S IR R LB Rt AR, VR 22 22 56T CNIN BSGE
TR S ST T N B B A5 hn 28 0 28, AMUSIL B SIALRFIESR G TGN ASF RS ARSI AR, 8 e
B R B AN B 2 (AR ZE 70 AL S5 T . Wang 55 A\ 568 6 B 42 I 28 (CNIN) X SCA i P = R AR
SEMU AR HOCHR AL, A8 OB PA A 22 10 2% (RNIN) X SR B RRFEEAT FP A1, d i SN = AL SR
SRS o} L ELRFAE MK VR E[8] . Zhao %5 NS HITE TextCNN (125l B3 in—ANZ Ak S5 0 B iE = 146
FARHZE X 2% (HCNN-SAM), K1) 51l 73 Dy BAR AN T R 7 51, A8 P TextCNIN DA P 51 BEAT RS AE SR B,
PRI R AL R S IAL] LA 52 5 B i ARV B SCARFAE[9] . AH LT 1% GE 102 T 17 SIS L ) SOAR AR
oy TiiE, Peng S NSRHET TS FIMH A I 2% (GCNN) (¥ I SCAEE (1 B SRR R SR Z G R, e
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78 M SCAR I B FSUE B R R, RN B AL S 7775 BT n-gram (RFIE SR BT 20717 K 1 5
PERRR[10]. DA E AR EARFESR T IR BARSE 7 KRR LRI R AT, (HK 2 Hh: Tl [ AT U1 2R, KRR
S FIF SCAAE BT Re 2 H IS S A B ERE FREM M. Bhah, TATITEA I FFR2E 7 2Rt L5 R T AR
M EFSC, P, BATHRELGAEF RS BANES, W RESHAAMAEE, FHEH A mARA M
B S B 2 RIS SCRFAE, AT B8 S M B AR SCAS R S

AR SCAS A R 22 Y 45 (CNIN) T ASRERCSCA R RRAE, 3 BLAE F 22 AN [F) KN 35 AU T DU 3R A
[FHCEE GBS, AT SE A OB SOAC . 13 B AR 4 [ 2% (Gate Convolution Neural Network, GCNN)
HIHT TextCNN A1 HCNN, GCNN AJ DU SCACH B B KRR AR MR R o F VE = /I HLA (Self-Attention
Mechanism, SAM)AH#EE T~ 83k i3 2 A LHITR 22 Sk 2 0L, vT DL B e s N BOAS [F)38 40 64T A, IF
BT ZA SR TSN A I 50 I A T MR BURFAE (S B, 7/ IR BN P20 2 (B A LG R, T B8 i e Aff
AT MR AT T o

B, ARSCH T 785 R SCAE BRSO RHE, 3 — DR SR R ReE, 1T —
Fh3ETF GCNN [ B VER JIHLH A > 2455 GCNN-SAM (GCNN-Self-Attention Mechanism).

AR FE DTS I T

1) Wil T XCEIE R R, WA R bR SCRIAN R E R OSCARRAE SR EUNT,  BE % SR P 28 A ¢
R EBELARELIR.

2) FEH T RIFE SRR A I 1S 2 1 B EARAE, AR G MR 5 7 A AR B A 43 5 P e [
BFE.

3) MR T HT BB JINHI I XCEE A B, 7E Fudan HdlidE FEATIRES, Seat el R,
TR P A 1 BEIA B 96.21%, AR I T LL X A SE LR
2. #F GCNN-SAM HI3CA 5 2455

GCNN-SAM H:71 156 HH 28 —1BIE i) GCNN + PC SRR i, $REX_E R SCHIZIREHIE, A B ik
PR R H o 2, P R AR LR PSR UL A BE F1[11]. 55 I8 SVM + PC BIRM Y, $RE 4R
MISCAME R, R PE B ), JF AT DPAT RIS, KRR M T BT AR [12] . 28 —ImIE A2
OB SRR 0 ERHE PR E N SUARRIIER N, BE I softmax bR EU H ARSI AR 4 A
GCNN-SAM BRI L5 4] 1 fr:

[ e -

Self Attention)z} |
I

Figure 1. Improved GCNN model structure based on Self-Attention
& 1. EF Self-Attention 2R GCNN #REILEH
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2.1. JAmAE

Mikolov %5 7F 2013 4 [F] i 4 H 7 CBOW Hil skip-gram A5 54 , 33 i A B RS #1556 TG B 1 2 21 05 5K,
st IR AN BOR 2 —, 2 H 12K SR 1) ) &R, AR A 138 UE B [13].
GCNN-SAM 74 { F skip-gram 773251l 5 1] 5] & o skip-gram B2 A i — B e A (1) R ST o H bR,
I SCAS R L SRR T AR o iR A B, AT AR I AR R e R TR X, - T
skip-gram A X o v Xoy s Xny ~ Xwoy» A1 2 B

H i Al otk
o
o X t-2)
o
o
o X -1
o
X -
®
® X111
(
®
L X 1+2)
o

Figure 2. Skip-gram model structure
& 2. Skip-gram 1 HILE#

2.2. HHEHREE
FHEHEEUZ B GCNN + PC A1 SAM + PC #5404 it

2.2.1. GCNN + PC
GCNN (Graph Convolutional Neural Network) & —F T E1& . W8I, SCARSEERE IR % 2% S A
TESCA Y FATSS T, GCNN 22 R T UARIRI) . ACH GCNN &R =, TR, Wiz, 2
HREA, BRERTRICORRMIVEE, BT emBUEILE, FUbnT DURRE IR R, 17135
JERERI 2% 5 B S, AN AT AR Enz B AR SR URFIE e 7, WAL E TR 1-max Jfk, $2HX
IREER)—NMRE, FRAK TR AERE, R e R R RN G, B R HORIER TR R
fiE, XPRMESE— B4R, GCNN AN 3 fram.
AL skip-gram BN G IRHIEAERERRA: By =[%, %%, | » X €R"™, Ey e R™ . B —4>
BREW e R™™ , iZ35: U AT LUSHIAE S 1R/ A h AN L, I8 AE SR P2 E — AR AT AR RN :
s;=f (W X Ejina +b), s;eR (1)
fRARLRERBE R, b MBI, beR, E,,  NMARARBEESEHEITHEI+h-117. &
R AE VR N R4 P2 7 1] I SRR IR AL, iR AR B % DN {Ey,, Eppy o+ B )+ BEUR
15 2 A RFAE -
S 2[81,82,53,"-,Sn7h+1], S e R4 2
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Figure 3. GCNN model structure
[E 3. GCNN 1R 254

RICHEH T MR RIS W € RY™ , [ REARFE E,, 2050 0P A BB 5 T LA S0 A
WA S,, S, Foh S, =[a,8,8 080 pa ] S = (000, BBy > AIFHEAEBUR 128 Rl — 1 145
e

V =tanh(S,)xa(S,), V e R 3)
Hrf o 2y sigmoid B A%, H )R 4 RF&T 1-max b3 3
v=max{V}, veR 4)

PC 4ok H GCNN $ELE| (RIS AE, BRI KN 1, FEANEE LT B ERE, BN F5)
KAn, PCHILLE I T ARE -
PC(n):a(n*W1+b1) )

HopREERRME, WHREEZEINSHUER, b ABRERET, o f relu Bufwi, #&d
GCNN JEia [ E4EfE N dyy » AW e R%odia | pt e h®ia | 2558 PC 515 2 IAFIER R M-

hgz[hf,h;,---,hg] (6)

2.2.2. SAM + PC
HVERE JIMLELZTE Encoder-Decoder HEZ4E T, LAY GRS ARYE 24 i 7 B A A GIEZIHFI N T h 52
ORISR, IR S B R ILEE 1. it 3% (encoder) i — T 81 (X, Xy, Xy, o+, X, ) WU 1) 5 ob— /26
KIFH) (Vi Vau Vg on¥n ) » e X €R™, y; € R™ o HERIHLHIH T 40 W= A EL:
BrBc—, X T Encoder BN Ey, € R™™ , BENLWILEA =AM S AT IFERE X, Y, Z Hrf
XeR™, YeR™, ZeR™, ilid X N7 =ANMEREIRVE S HITHE Q K,V -
Q=E,X 0
K =E,Y ®)
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V=E

HAQ,K\VeR™, KKIEENK eR™,

BBt —, %tT Encoder HIEAMLE E,, » ¥ Q 5 KT BT MRS BIMIMUELS 4. A T B ILG R K,
PRI DA N/m SRR G S, N T AR R LIRSS R B 5 AT A B S L, TRAT R B X
FEALFEAS 3 BEAT I — Ak I8 softmax BRI TIA—4k, MEHAERUZEQ, )X b, Hr, Z, &R
i AMER S AR

BB =, AR R IR S5 N A B AR V 3T IR A, 53] Encoder Xt R A7 B 1% H -

1l ©)

Attention(Q, K,V ) = soft max[?/l% ]V (10)
Hrr Attention(Q, K,V ) e R™™, ik NAEFEZ:T Self-Attention J& JEARIEH 0% . 7 Decoder 1, FATAT
PLR S T, 48 B R A HLH] 57 2] Encoder H AR FIALE , M58 5 2481 Decoder £z & AH
JK[#) Encoder % {5 2., self-attention BRI S5 K40 14 4 Fis .

PC it SAM BEIRUREUEIN R H XA &/E R, BRI KNA 1. PC miEd AXG)ITHHE, &
PC 5133 HRHIER R

hm=[|”11m,h2mr",hr:"] (11)
T, — BBR—
Softmax 3 —4k R
| | ! I
Z z, Z | z
vas A
(4 C D CD L
I !
ﬁVl ﬁVz EV; EVn —

Figure 4. Self-Attention structure
4. Self-Attention £5#4

2.3 X IEHERY

TE2BAT55 R, 28 XURH5 2k BR 8 (Cross-entropy loss, CEL) A& —Fil i F 4 2 sR %, & RE i A A5 18 1)
PR S AR B B R T, FERAE AR A 22 3 P2 A IE RS A A S R T [14] . Hat 5 A 20A:

e = —i( y,log(,)) 12)
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Horp, NOAFEARRL y 22T AFEARRIRRES, AR A5 | A TR . 8 2 00 2K,
y; S 2 softmax BAUNI M o S ORGSR BBV, RSB A TN 45 SR -5 FSEAR R

24. MR

SO I R F A e 5 i [ Softmax 43 28883477028, TR B SOR R T B R
BRI, HEAXWT:
O = soft max (W,P +b) (13)

Jorh, PONAERBEIUHN, O BRI AR, MERIERE, Wy BUEAERE, b iR E .
3. X
3.1 SLIHIER

TES BRSSO 4R EadbAT 5088, 28R 5 20 ANANI) 2 8 [ S0 As, B
THEAL. M, BB BESS, B0 E8FHEZ 5000 5 CA, &4 100,000 5 SCA . SR SCARHE
AT b7 — N e SR AR A

BEALHIREL 1 o 12 ARG 4T BLBE T 5256, 12 N RBIRINIERE, WS, 2, Rl #HE,
THEAL, WK, WEBG Pis, M, S0, ZR. SREIRIE T EM SR, KR SRR R bR
[15], ¥4 Fudan 1AL EE BIARZE AT B F KI5, KA 12 ANE0%150 R 5 AFR%E, B4 50 H AR,
TREEA, EHTAE, ACHERIFERE.

NT WSS, RO FIREE, BARERELZ 8:2 Mt o Al GEMMRE, i, I
H 6019 F A, MNASEA 1505 j SCA, A 17 B B dn i E AL, NI gRd 2, Ko
A E KR 600, K7W, KA 0, FERZEFEHR Y one-hot 4ifid &R .

W BARAERAT T ALEE, 38 45 A SO R, BRI, A skip-gram BLALSK
XPER TR, SRR M s i R S, 450k A 1 B S /R Al K BA (Hidden
Markov Model, HMM), @I XHERN R HBILE, SRR R SR . MR MRS 2R, i iE
T ARy L REAS BINE SRR K BR80T 51, B BEMS AryE 751, fH BEMS FRiEFF1 AT LG A 14743 14
FER H B A [16]

3.2. #EA)IZk

GCNN #IEH ) CNN I8 = Fhyg ik as, BB E DRS00 2, 3, 4, KM T 2 NdEIE 75 HEH
AFEIRIHREE, TP ER RS G, fEGAR B &l 2 ki 2 775 0 L Dropout B%, SAM %%
H4ERE N 300, 1 Adam fRA 28 INPRAS AU S B, A3 AR 2 S 3. USRI T ReLU ik, I
TENZRA R T A8 SUR AR R R

MR Z RS EERZN, FOERGTE, RN T IRSSIGERE, ISR T T 5
RSO R HER 2 5, g5 R 5 o, e HAE S, o & 5(a)FEl 5(b) 2 iR 7E Fudan
s 4 _EAS[F] 24 1 A0 Dropout {8 [ HER R AR #a 3

M 5(a) mT LLE 5% ) B2 BRI BUTE Fudan 28848 HIs2 MR, A SIS, 4% 21508 0.1 IR
f5c, GCNN-SAM BHIZENNASE b RHER R RAC, BAIERERZ, )% )y 0.0001 I, ¥HEMHFR &R,
ISR A 1 e S, DRI A SIE 56 4 B Adam A1 46 258 X6 R 27 2 22 8 0.0001. M ] 5(b) 1T LA Hi Dropout
AR T 0.6 B AEMRRE FHER R A KR, KT 0.6 BHHERF KL T8 KMZE1L, Dropout {45 0.5 i}
TEMAASE b RIHERR 2 e, PRI SC Droupout {Ei%#% 0.5.
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Figure 5. The influence of learning rate and Dropout value on the experimental results

[ 5. % ] ZFN Dropout {E Xt SE58 45 R AV S/

3.3. tEANT hIEHR
ZIKiEI’JiWMEﬁ%)ﬂﬁ%}ﬁizﬁ’\%ﬁ%ﬁﬂi ) =ANEAR, 75l 2 B HER (Accuracy, Acc), AR
(Recall, Rec)Fil Fy {f(Fy-score). JEITX =ANEFR AT LLZE A 1Tl GCNN-SAM 2 KB R (FidE B, AR FRIT
o7 (14)~(16) s .
TP +TN,

Acc = ! ' (14)
TP +TN,; + FP +FN,;
Rec= R (15)
TP + FN,
2* Acc, *Rec,
F- cc; *Rec, (16)
Acc, +Rec,

XFTE A RS0, TP (True Positive) iy B IEH, $& A% Y 1E 6 Mo F00 HH 1E 451 (P FE A%, FP
(False Positive) A B IER], 5 A48 i i 445 00 B A A%, TN, (True Negative) N EL 14, fi&7
B IE A T B OREA KL, FN, (False Negative) A5 fuf5l, B Ak Hhoks 10 451 T > 47 451 O A

3.4. MELRBEER

1) GCNN [17] + PC: GCNN #&7£ CNN E’Jﬁaﬂjﬂm}\—ﬂlﬁﬁﬂcﬁﬁl‘]fﬁmfﬁu PEE T CNN JEZe M4
FRAERIRE ST, BEPIAS CNN — AT THEHLHR SR AE AT 3R, SR8 EE PC Al softmax % Hi SCAS S il i

2) TextCNN [9]: fEH =IERERZE, BREZE D RN H8 2, 3, 4, WIRNGRSCARFERE A
F| TextCNN, #RJ5H 1-max b3 25 B E R —MEIE, FRARRHEHT RS, &5 4 soKibit,

AR, softmax BRECHAT 42K

3) CNN-RNN [8]: & et ia ix A 43 BRI R AFEFE, SRJ5 7307 CNN A1 RNN $2 5= SR AE AN 4 R KR
fiEs

4) SAM + PC: K1 R NHL B4 N 2 2 Syt Al b, @ 4=, PC, softmax pR #7533 A
(IREZE 3 A1 o

5) CNN: FLEIE ) CNN, ERZE O A/NEEN 3, 1N G SO MRS N 2] CNN, HEEUE TE 2%
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S FIRFE, SR 5 18 I A 7 B2 2t SCAR 20

6) SCNN: ZBAAPIANIEE, BRI A G 1 M &5 Es CNN JEE T SAM Sl IE AT RHE TR L,
B R BUR R i Ja 25t i 2 BT L . ER RS ZRad A b, A8 SO 0k BR BORT Adam A6 5592
AT HAA[18].

Table 1. Comparison of experimental results of different neural network models

*® 1 NEHEMEERESII AR

St AR EEJCIES Fiid
GCNN + PC 92.27 91.50 91.69
TextCNN 92.73 92.65 92.69
SAM + PC 89.82 89.79 89.98
CNN 90.68 90.85 90.59
CNN-RNN 89.96 92.03 91.50
S_CNN 90.86 92.26 90.51
SCNN 91.77 92.48 91.75
GCNN-SAM 96.21 96.21 96.23

7) S_CNN: HLJEIE M) CNN, Bk m = 2] SAM F-IUA)F I ERFIE, FRiEid CNN $#2HUR
HRHIE, e & AR E SCART 195 SEGMGBRME M A, S_CNN & T it
7%, FROA k-max pooling, 7] BLIZE 40 H AT K AN RAE[19] .

GCNN-SAM #EAI DL b AER R /E Fudan 28548 ERIseat g s 1 from. 3 1 af DLE A
SCHEH ) GCNN-SAM BRUAE SCAR 43 S s H Al - R G L 1) 40 R BUR . 78 Fudan HdiEge b, MK
EEMEWI RN 96.21%, LAl -LRMER R HER F 805, R0 7 A SO H 1) GCNN-SAM A58 [ I Bk 1k .

7 Fudan %#5 5 _F XGEIE Y SCNN EE @G ) S CNN HERfR B m— A, WERR &L 7 0.91%, BN
22 I AT AR IDCE I & B SCARHIE,  # BRSSO RIRUR s B ARSI 1Y) GCNN-SAM #5274,
TextCNN 78 b HAR AR Y (e R AR, 21T TextCNN 7 =P e D KNSR, SREUCEIAE KN
) n-gram JRERFIE, 3558 7 CNN X R ERHERISEHEE 7, A8)E I 1-max S B AR X H A B L 1R
TE, B ASEDRLEE R R & 7E — 2 VE N U 7R . XF EE GCNN + PC RS AT CNN B8, AT DL H GCNN
+ PC FE L CNN AR R AERf R 5, X2 RO GCNN R 7 CNIN AR g 6l N 77 T 1Lk, 42
7 CNN AR 2R PSR BURFAE I e /197 H PC Ji#E 7 GCNN P8 2 HEE . % S_CNN #7F1 CNN-RNN
BERL 3 25E FopHr, R S_CNN R (1A 2 E CNIN-RNIN BB R AERA 2 i, 3X & A RNN 72 4E KR
B )AL, SO T I A BB IR B U A B, FE AT BRI A RV R AR BE AR, B S
BOCIEIEE R, MxT HER 7, BT DLCVE BN SCAR I 8 BRI 135y, - BRI T RNN i
B B, v DA R A K SCAAE B, Bk | HAE SR R A R . X EE SCNN %Y, SAM + PC
HTCNN H, ALK SCNN BRI HERER T- SAM BURLAT CNN B, K SCNN #5575 BEF| FH SAM
PRI BN ) TG PRFAE, ORI CNN $2E I RE L0 1) J5 3R AE, SR 5 KX MR e AT, AR T
BRI PEE BN TE N =F 5 MREAE, SRkh THMER AL, A KIS AR a 3@ WA CNN A8 FI
SAM #iRY, AT DL I CNN KR I AERG R L SAM + PC &, X2 1T Fudan $iodf 48 #6502 Bk 1 S0 A,
1 CNIN AT DA F 48 22 30 1A AR SR B ISR HH R 22 1) JR S RFALE
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Bk E, GCNN-SAM HiRIIEHERGZR, HRR, iR, FE BRI TIE G 5 R8T, AT
R ) GCNN-SAM HAUE %R T SAM, GCNN, PC 9 2KR, A KE T £ MRS, dt—iB
PETF T AT [ AR PERE
35 JHRMSLIRE4R

NIEIE GCNN-SAM R %, ST IE LSS . % GCNN-SAM A 0f#, ¥ E CNN. GCNN
F1 CNN-SAM, SEEGZE Rk 2 fios.

Table 2. Fudan data set ablation experimental results

%2 2. Fudan $iEEEERISLIG AR

BR AR H[mlR FifE
CNN 90.31 90.31 90.37
GCNN 93.02 93.02 93.02
CNN-SAM 92.55 92.55 92.58
GCNN-SAM 96.21 96.21 96.23

MF 2 ATELE H GCNN 5 CNN-SAM 70 KRR A E T AL T CNN, X2 H T GCNN BeA 25t A
FSCA A 38 SUE BRI HIAE R, BT DU S Mk oC &, MIEE s 7o R dEste. m
CNN-SAM AHET CNN £ 5| N T HiEE /IHLH], BAIEGRZE P77 7 RFE, 3 T Reis 5 1 305
TG AN 2 R B AE , AT B i T B () M Bt . GCNN 5 GCNIN-SAM (120 25850 R 423x , ) GCNN-SAM
fE GCNN FyEEft Bl N TyER NS, T inssi 8t T H BRHE R OCHE, (HHEMRIFA SRR,
TEHRAEAT SR BB DL, RIS 2 5] NBHMEGE S I BT R 2 2] o Rk, BATIHE SO
AL IR AT L. GCNN-SAM 173K R i, GCNN-SAM FHIE T4 411 CNN Al
GCNN EA 5 4 RS AL 1, RIS TEIRHINFAE, FEERF 7 XU, i f R e s 2 18 3 3 AN <
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