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i E AS#AZARETARG-AABBA, X CELETRE R EH FIEERF LT LGRE, &
RAAZ ML ENERT ik QD RBRA LB IE, FHEMNIRTA-MARZORMEG TG
), ARTEEM ., SEPHRP, A RALIMEGEFELRABAFTHTRAALGEBEB LT, A
S FIBT . RHEH, A BAS AR L, Ao TEFAEEM, Kk, ATFASAHRY R
PHAREZR 5 S NI R R, RAIER S AF G Ef KB R %35 F 82 (3= GPT. BERT)#) &,
SHER A fe R B Y F ik T s E R BRI, S TRATASANGALS T T LT, RNACE
FEITF L RiEE L A& PsychWordVec T AR B BF 50 & F) A 38 AB AR 3SR

KEIA ARBEBTRE, AHEAN, AEE, BRI, BHLXE, AHRAKZNE

S B84l; B849:091

B REAECAMNE B ek, JLT4Ek, (natural language processing, NLP)H: A i % & Al
ANBE BB ETIBERES R, H i #(Hirschberg & Manning, 2015), 4 £ )
R 2 K NSO EAT G B . SR, ELE] TR 52 IR BR T BB AE N K15 5 T i R IRZ IR
THEPLE AR & R IRE 21 e, AMTATFFIR L& s DHEATT A (A N SRR EE
) R HE T SCRIRE AL AT SRR LR . 7E A ARTR T AL B IE
A HLEE(Chen et al.,, 2021; Jackson et al., 2022; A, i@ A (word embedding) & H B & & 8 %
Lazer et al., 2009, 2020). 3141 L8857 £ 2 A B N T TSR R, e R A R KA
FHE T SCR S H B 1R (word. frequency) 555 B, I 5385 5 #5 (pre-trained language model, PLM)
T2 ER— U AET VR 2 O B (A N 32 -4 WA . B SR SETE A RHRERAR AR B
R ORI AR . AR, BEE HARE S AL B TS AE Science % 32 LI¥(Caliskan et al.,
2017), FAEC B2 U 1 N AN ET IS 55, H AT
54k T & AN R AR SO AUl A T RE B A )
Wk H e 2022-08-23 ABARB OIS, SR R, BR
o A B R F ORI v A AR A R Y ) it ANE S — PP ETIE 00 B 24 WF 5 7 1k i L 7
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1 EEBRARAR: BN EENRIEFMIEX
XEME '

PR A SRR 5 AL B — LR AR, Tl A
AR R AR E RIS, RIE
SE B v SCHEAT ) AR RAE, 345 1A 1] & (word
vector), M i J& 2 iR REAL I = AL BN 70 A7 42
PEIERL o KR TR A 1 SCRY ] dE AL RAE, AFSE

AT AR — 2 X i SO 22 S HEA T 1] AR A,

VL R 3 ] ) 1 BR824 1 SCOGHR R
T, AT FEISEX = A A B AR
1.1 R“REIE E“EE: MIEXHWRENRE
MIATE R — A B, HEEENE X, —
Ty 1 2 o A R M B TR S, o — R ik
SR 38 o 2R TR R E TR R R TN B CRE R R B
BT SCHICR)MENIR o BT, BT REES
A, HREHIE T WG BT Sk,
B3 i B AN AR A (RS B SO R ) R IE X
AR A X, R T IE R 1B RIS S0 R,
THANLREE AL B R 1 fE AL R ERAE, Bia]m &,
TR RS T MR BN S e . NS
FFhA . AHIREIERE SR . FREeaid
T = 3 T B 1) 5 3R R AE 7 X (word
representation): MMFIR . HMRIR . WK AFR.
AR (MG TD, one-hot encoding)f 1]
iy NATERIRFR A — N 4R i, &
A ) R — N EEE A 1, RIAh 0. JhEk
Form HRR AT B X A0 1)1, oIk RIETE X, i BT
e WA S BB R A AT
M ik 26 Ry KR, BF 5 & 42 00 TR Y 4 A R OR
(distributional representation): — /> 15 AR K
BEH b SCE, BIGE SORIE iR B
ARALEY 1R 30, X o A 2T SR Y AR
(Harris, 1954; Lenci, 2018), J&TXFEA, /0
¥ —A 1 5 B S AR R 3 [ I O
(T FRILIL, co-occurrence) i A iX A~ 1a] 1) 4 7 45 44

U ORERA BT iR A 6 4 DL R i,
“ili AN E T HOR AR, B 4 o S B 4 L e ag 3]
AR 1) B 245 (), 3 B0 O e KR B < 3n] i) 0 T
HREE, Wiz 36 R i A LA 7 A5 B &, L
WMASC 1.1 ARBWMARIR . SRR, T X<l A
(token embedding) ', iAl/#5ic (token)J2& JE A (1)1 X oG,
AALFE Hn), AT . il (subword) M HALFRICAE B .

(distributional structure), #R J5 {5 48 1 7 32 % 3t
IR B AT B 2, I )5 49 B AH XTI A . B2 19 ]
(R D)o S0 RAAH WA EARMREgE . —
5 ik R R TS L5 AT (Latent Semantic Analysis,
LSA), FI| A 5 A8 53k SIS W06 B e 4, B
Y i o B (9 — 37 0498 A R SURFAE (Landauer
& Dumais, 1997), 73— J5 {25 T AR F 52
/3 it (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, LDA)F¥) 3= R5AH
#1(Topic Model), | HIHE=E 434 F1 DL 37 48 1142
WS SCA F 0, A4 B S W TR A AH B R E Y
H AR (Blei et al., 2003; Griffiths et al., 2007),

SR, JFATRIR A 43 A0 3R A6 R FUREE AL
YN S BE FNROR B A%, JF B AR IR TR
A EFXER, s iFRa7ER A LT SO mace
WA (TR GE, 2021), N T fif Peix 22 )
B, 57 B WAL % 5 BT (Neural Probabilistic
Language Model; Bengio et al., 2003)# )5 &, 5%
TR T ARR, XEASCTIRHE L.

BT “#x A (embedding), J&¥87E /R 7] BER &Y
A E IR ETR T, B E E UE B
LIRS s e [ o N S B o S K R s T}
Ui AR % (Harris, 1954; Lenci, 2018), 5404 %
N(LSA . LDA) W26 575 T s WA )y =X« i A
Y 8 41 2 3 A WL 2% ) Bk (— R PRI 2 I 4%
BRI R R e S i) 5 R SOy Bioe R, i
T B2 RAT AR AL L B8 % 1 il [ 42 (DL AT 300 4,
TR T B AR R o TR A RAE YT SOFA
R WIE SRR, MR ARIES
B A 2 Al G o LA, L AR AR
R ol 5 ) 45 AR [ AT FE (weights) B3 2 45 AU Ak
AR BN SHEELT D RE), —ERE L
LT NI T3 B R e A 1l A X
S n) AL R A R R BRI L.

TR A BT/ NP — KRR A
(static word embeddings), W — 1R 7E AN TERLE
A BN SUERESR S . 43— R
R, PR BN R . S BE RN BT R E R
Hi R SRR IR ), AR Word2 Vec
GloVe. FastText %%; % —22 3R #x A (dynamic
word embeddings), HFR - F XA BB ALK A
% A (contextualized word embeddings), #R¥EHEL
BT SCIESRAS B0 R 1 AR R 2 TR AR D AR ) o
A3 f ELMo. GPT. BERT 45 #iilll i & A AL A=



— SG/SGNS T-#i %!
TR AGE F )RR

ELMo[2018] TR ST 5
GPT[2018] 1]~ SCCA TS
BERT[2018] Fiul AP

(RS L) B BT 30)

56 WIERFE 5 BT AB AR OB Ik &on H 889
1 ERMAEEERFEMRE
J5 /R BRI 4 T et A 3 i i B A 5 S
WA R CIMIBEEE R} CHEFFREYE) (TR
TEAETE SLATHTE(LSA) Tl SR I B A S E S (SVD) ST YT T SURRAE
L. EEER(Topic Model)  #-SCPELRMIEE WAEKRFEIRADA) W T ERIOBAE
TR A FR [T AR ] (RHBLTE R} (N7 ) (R f# %)
A il i AR (ARBE T 38 1k)
Word2Vec[2013] )= SRR H WRZ (B2l 2 W 4% Pl I 246 65 55 2 A

— CBOW Al — R 1 Sl v e i) —

— SG/SGNS i #l — CRRAE O T R 32) —
GloVe[2014] )= bR S B pIEE- 2 e 5| EVEE/ AW e S
FastText[2016] FHY n-gram B 1 BIAECR TS 25 I 246 i £ R A

— CBOW %! — CHRAE LT SCHm) Hhoc i) —

(R SCHISe)
L R Rl 2 X 285+ 0L 1) 1 5 A Y P R A E A
R JZ B[ 3 A R Bt R AL R 4 A
R 2 R ) 2 48 S S 4 Ko Rt A 2 A

7 : LSA = latent semantic analysis. SVD = singular value decomposition. LDA = latent Dirichlet allocation. CBOW = continuous
bag-of-words. SGNS = skip-gram with negative sampling. GloVe = global vectors. ELMo = embeddings from language models.
GPT = generative pre-trained transformer. BERT = bidirectional encoder representations from transformers.

MAMEEIERAR . BREZ. B2, BEEBE 20 AT, B S8— 06 R 7S ik AR —
TR A 22 N 245 23R 43, BRI BSET 2 A9 B AR S [ (input weight matrix), VB Aia (o) i [, sh Sl AR & 2%, AN
1) Bf 2 1) [ R X iR T SO LA AR, Tk AR E — 2B AR M AR I 2 2 R 2 R IR, Ho,
TS A JZ R 2 R BR )2 B RS T8 ZE R ANE U R (ETT A 48, 2021),
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B R AT R AL R AR . fa R

B(HTT A A, 20215 BRET 4F, 20215 Lake &
Murphy, 2021), 2 1 E45 T X e R 145 (O £
A ZRTE LI 265 BB SR kb TR 1) B H — )
(i I AE KA R 14530 T U2 . ) R AE i
T SCNE Y 1] 1] Sk (UL 1) 8% R 2 S 1)
12 REBEBXEMMER: ARNENEHEEE
ph it A B AU 2145 30 A4 18] 1) SR 4 T iR 7
B SChE R, R AT LURAE AR
FUARIR & P rals SCRR . R, 1) o) 1 B 0 2
SCEH AN, FRATT Tk BB M ) 2
AT AR BT SCANR . O T 3RS A 19 % X,

— s DA R A SO R 2 F A ) i
For, BN Z A6 [ & A0 NS ©) 1) & 5 (vector
sum) 2% FH B 10 ) 5 22 5 (vector difference). *
T ) L PR A, FRATT LIS 2R
Z G Z ARy (word analogy), T 3RA5 T 1 B¢
B 5 XS0 (Mikolov et al., 2013), FHoin, iE X%
5326 Ho AT LA A BEHE 51 22 57 ( king — queen ~ man —

2 EUA [A)— AN T8 S S 8] (e A [ 1 R A R TR0 ) 1 4] i) 4
A RERATERYEE A, IF H.55 247 3 — 1k (normalization),
B 248 A ) 1) i B B KR 1
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woman ), 425 52 AT LA 2545 f( work —
working = play — playing ), M & X 22 T LA 3R
[E % 515 4B 1Y 5% & ( China — Beijing ~ Japan — Tokyo ),

DE2EDRE T, ) s B T —
Mery k. tdn, AR E N LGB TR S AL
FRME S B4 B A G R . e SR Y R ] i 2 2%
FE ST X A A 2 AR Y AR AR FR, AT A A
Al B 8% 55 33 A ) A5 SRR N T g
(Kozlowski et al., 2019); WF5%# ik Al DL 45
— ZR B ] 1) g YRR, AR AT Ik S 0] A 3 X AR,
DL UE A A0 B
1.3 MEFENKBRFEE: ANENBEREE

N0 B ) FRAEAE 3K Mg 1R 2 B R I
WES ST IR, WiAE kIS 0 A RIE S
e N R I A 18] 5 IR Z R TR R . B, A
ARG T hinl SRz BB R, RATEE —E R
BE PRI IR

BR b, 1 SUBR A A R X 2 4y, TR
D7k B =R R ) A 4 X A 5 A
R ol R 3 A B A 2 1] 1 [ A 4% 5% R A
JE 2 2 ARAT AR NS T SCRRBLEE (e PRy i) i A Bk &
W5) . 38 3 5 PR 2 1] ) A Y R B e 2 22
FRAG AR IR B (G FR MR AR ) N IE
A3 A 28 B O vk B L s S RS FHE R
131 REEMEMERS

P AN 1) i) 5 7 25 (8] R e R ) A iR A, BIAR 5%
FH{LLE (cosine similarity), W] DAfT 8 P 101 22 6]
AYTE X I (semantic relatedness), HAS T |2
X A 0] 1 1 B B SCHRRAE B9 AH 4814 (Lenci,
2018)c ARSXARMUEHEE B2 —1~1, (H—BAR D
BB, 52 AR B RA5% I E (cosine distance;

— RIEARMUED), HEMEE 0~2, AP

M, MnEIE AR 00, ALHME N 1, &%
FEES R 0; AP RZERTER, WH i JEfMh 90°,
IR R 0, RIZHEE R 1,

A SZ A BLRE 48 %65 K/ B SOOI A R A

AU A
similarity(4, B) = cos(4, B) = M
VXL A XL B
WA 1 BT 2 T — Ak, BEATIRKICRE B 5 A % A0
{RUE BB B A7 2 E X R [ B =201 - cos(4, B))

— MR, U SR AR U A A, (HARAL
TR B A AR SO, AT B i SR (5 k=i
Ry, BEEEEL G« —MHL) . SR A I Y 1]
Chneg 35— AR5, R 3, AU AR B Rk b S
J SCAR), T R P A 2 0 G B 1] (An <0 B -8
T27)o AT L, A BB A 6 A T IR R W A X,
WEAR MR FTREERIIE . 7 1), Xl HEX
A3 TR) SCIRVRR 2 SCAR] . fr LAFE SEBR R F A, A T Af
AL SRR LB S IR, R s — Mok
) 2 P X TR AR L BE (BXORE )
132 ASABKRIE(WEAT)

DRGSR T A8 PR A ) A X S
156 2R ok A 1 AATT A0 BURRAE, BT T BE R BERE
RFFRE NBE I TERE R AN B eI 2R 0 1) ) i, 4R
J& VAR B AR X A L AR RS o XA BT O vk AR O
B FR AR & 8 PE IR Z 6] AR X1 LB R, A
Ji R GERR A i A R

ilitx ABK &R 56 (Word Embedding Association
Test, WEAT)H Caliskan %(2017) i k4&ih, 5H
[k 25 I 56 (Implicit Association Test, IAT)AY JLFE
S, HE510E FYE FIR R TAT 25 T
AR 3K Bk R AR AR IBE R, P R e B 43 2R AT 55
TR SO B, AR J5 1 B AR R (anAE - )
a8 1 1) (U R — T AR ) TE AN AR 25 R 25 25 A T
W) R NI 22 20 AR . AR . ZIAR ED G 4 0 3

* WEAT TR M AR X=1, Y=10)H0 P52 8 is)
(an A=F, B=TH %) B AR X AHARLEE o 1 S8 308 — 4 H ARiEl (X
5 V)P B w SR 4 B AU 2 2, 1E
How SIEEM AR AR SRJE I AR S X F1 Y
SZIE AR B 22, AF O bR A P (8] A X Ik 2R ik
B . WEAT it5a A
s(w, 4,B) = mean,_, cos(w,a) — mean,,_, cos(w,b)

s(X,Y,A,B)=mean,_, s(x,4,B)—mean,, s(y, 4, B)
Y SC-WEAT W2 153 8028 H A i1 44> 1) T W 28
P A AR B 2 5, B R A2,
5 WEAT W R il AR (SRR 45, 2020),
Association 7% B A “BR R RIBRA TR & L, AR SCEBUL
HhE<BRFR, JREANT - (1)) TAT $3h P BB AR
515>, HJFIREE M2 E EX Association [ EIRRE IE
HBRR” (S 45, 2015); ()M K UL, WEAT AR &
AR S i3 P9 I AR A R, IR IR B AR RO TR R
15 22 18] 18 SLBX £ (Caliskan et al., 2017). {55 WEAT AR,
AL 231 TAHH Divergent Association Task H1HY
Association PN “HRAEE G 3E, PO 8w K ASRTEATE
) H &R R AE I B2 (Olson et al., 2021).
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A A 1] H200 £ 45 bR (Greenwald et al., 1998; 1
U5 4F,2015). WEAT W2 IR AH UL TAT
A S g S R, T T 2 E A )R R AL 1 1R
)RR RL B =2 2 S it A ABE A TR P R HE A 4R
W TR, JFHTTLMEH J {Efa
FRUEAL SV £ (Caliskan et al., 2017),

[FIF, 4T % g B bR (anBE ) 5 ™
WS HECAN R IR R, Caliskan 45(2017)i8 42 1
T Al A S5 SR R I 56 (Word Embedding Factual
Association Test, WEFAT), J&5 3k #f Fx JJy B4 28
WEAT (single-category WEAT, SC-WEAT; Toney-
Wails & Caliskan, 2021), XFfi#2% WEAT I
IAT (SC-IAT; Karpinski & Steinman, 2006)25{}l, 7t
VPR N HbR i m o #3815 2 M
X5 —A~ B, EIE PR PR b o

WEAT Fl SC-WEAT J& H Hif /£.L B2 0 5%
N FH B Zo %) 5k T 18] ) 2 0 AE 8 R T 166 R 0 =
oo (B, R0 R RO BL G AT EE T, L
H I IFA AL G R AL S B R, TR A E
RIEFRE B2 T B RNE iy —FhoMME R 5,
FH AN R HE 0 77 25 Tk 00 R O A A 00 BEARE Ao
Pk, BLSR WEAT FII TAT (%45 5F ] DU 0l A7,
L an#e e Ak A ZIAR ER S . W I 5%, {1 WEAT
R R AKCT IAE IR, T TAT 05 i )
RAAKCE I RE SR .
1.3.3  HEX4SEE#(BR K)BE B (RND)®

HEE A3 (] ) FH G B 2R 38 AT LG i Garg 45(2018)
& I A X R B (relative norm distance, RND)
KAt o AH R EE B SOFRAH X MK EG 24 (relative
Euclidean distance; Bhatia & Bhatia, 2021), }1&

¢ FEB (norm) & L MBI AR I, Fe0% 1) B A 2 1) o A I

BRRNEMNESWKE, T eESEP YRS, 7
T 5t A 0 B5CHE A TR SCHE B ., A X R
(RND) 53 E 7 M 2 R 5 28 a8 1 ) ) A X o SCHE RS . b,
X B (B AR ) FE B B P MR R, & e st
PR BT A 1 S 2 )k, SRR AR R BRA Y R] ] 4
5 A B ) i RKCIGHE B 22 22, BREAASIROE A9 RND,
FJE TR FTA B RND Z R, 45545 R 6 A (BRAl A 3
Ta) 1] 2t (9 R R B /N R L 1) ol i RRCHE ), 56
WO 5 B M B R L 2o M B % . RND 5 A
relative norm distance(W, 4, B) =

z (Hw— mean,_, aH - Hw— mean,_, bH)
wel

B S —A~ B AT (B 5 ML ) 0 2 T 1 ) (L an
B £ ) 9 3] 1) e RRCHE B 2 2%

RND Y SC-WEAT 2&1bl, #BH T it B2 51
Bt &S —x B A e R, RRMBm oy
[ o SC-WEAT HUH F 7 FHX 15 SO, A
BB BRI SR A A X B R B 2%, T RND %X
B FR X SCBE B, DRI BO{E R /N 3 7 ik AH
pOpEY A P = Rl R PO TR S N
SN, 5T T AR 55 B 75 oK 38 3 —
S

Mz, MR A AR X RN R X R AE,
TFoR 2 ol LA Ar b SO iR U B . Bk
M, AR ST AN REE 1] 1) A G e Pk B B R A E
SRR ER 2 S 0 RAE, I ELRR M B AL AR
B OBRICHE RS . BT RIZAMLER WEAT 5 SC-
WEAT , 5 WRFCHE 29 /) RND 45 32 i A8 3 [l
B SRR . RIS ATy B AR Fr ik, PR
BLREE T HARE B ORI IF IR AL B AT
R o

2 ETHRHEARAREOLEZHR

FI M Mikolov 25(2013)F U i1 i i A 573,
Fiil 2 Caliskan %5(2017) 5 YRl A $ AN H
TSRl Dok, B F i Ap OB
TR TAEN KRR, NAEW RGIET . I~
FRHIMr . OoHERfERE . tHSAE . AR O HEE ., JETE
DHL BUAGHE, U OFREE R Z O BRI T
5 S5 A & I — I B iy AR S ) A ] ) A
UL R Bt A AR CEREEIRR . B,
T T B S 28R R A ) B T T A o
2.1 HELERERER: AROEMIE

T ) ST DL R R A e B IR R,
55 5 FH IR A ARLBE PEAG 1R R A A5 A0 . 97 7830 L)
S, N, —IAESE AR 2R ED 4 P9 25 (stereotype
content)ia] F T, i FH 18] ) I T 45 G 18] i AH
RLRE, & IR — 4 B N 1) A BLBE v N [ 4
) 4 TR AEALLBE, LA DL 3G R 1 3] 28 1 PN R — B
R X 43 %4 (Nicolas et al., 2021), I8 A W75 E
BlRIAR DL S 40 25 4 R Rl e P FE A SO, IR 4G
G FIT I — i B RS IR R, thinse
AEA B (tightness—looseness; Jackson et al., 2019).,
A B M (authenticity; Le et al., 2021)% . ib4h, T
TN ZRiE 5 B, HHRERENIRAANIT R T
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WantWords [ [7] i] # - {5 (https://wantwords.net),
A LUHS B ST AR E L TR L FEC B
TR A5 O RS e kT YR, B, AR AR
JE Al B 4G A0 2R, B e A Tk i) i B v AT B AE
TEM W 25, 42 e R AL L 5B L RUE
RN, BB sR T 58 10 & W ] S

BNOR, TATLLE O E B 4 ER, i
A TR AE O BB 5T A 0 B AR N 4 P S A
21 LT SCRAE AT 5T AL T 0 SOOCIR AR 5T
22 EFENRIUEMHR
2.2.1  #BEIERFT A ETE XN TR E 3

i ) AR R E AL E R L AR, BE
FHA TS B % 28 AR08 U TR % 3h . Bk UL,
TE A28 RS A 25 (AN D e Mk L4z £MRT)
IO SRR G T S Rl b, WESEE AT LU A
Ivi) 2 5 4 P T) 55 2 198 R G ol 2858 Bl 22 ) 1 e
oK ZR AR (TR] 14 P 2 i S S AR ), i T K A %o
At TRV B SCRNER: SCOG 0 T e S M i 0 31
Ban, —3ikF£T Nature WBFFEHH TMRI id 5%
B A T S B B I B, AR 43 BT B X S A Y
B A8 43 KGR I — R G SRR AN A B A 1R
P b g S B R, DL A S i) ) i, 3 TR
AR X S R BE I 38 S () 2 0% B ) 7 310 B
SRIGRIHALASF ), & B T X Flif S ) b gt
I4) o 2 i A5 7 A AT AR L I S I XY
PO, U 3 A I DX 7 T SCRAE o LA AR
FH(Huth et al., 2016), 522 LM, H—THR
o FH A o ) (14 1) ) B 2 2 s HOE R R (e F
~ TR R T WEER BT 18 LER), Rk
PRI T X Pl SO 2R Jn) S A4 I BILAS 2 > B R A,
FE TR0 5 22 10 DX A 33005 (Zhang et al., 2020),
222 T3S 45 TE 25 4 B9 A 0 F B

1] [ AR PR T N S TA N T 1T % 1 R 3 ]
IR R A8 2 i X . 56 1) 1) 2 AR (B A
B AIL A 2% = A5 BB TN AT A0 A5 2 I W SR
T AT LARE N2 04 52 A0 4 Wi 0 47 3 o 1
S HE (Bhatia et al., 2019), BF5E 4 W 25 37
[ 2t D (A A T A £ (S 4 R — AR ),
B TSI AS [7) 25 40 B9 DA 1 S &5 SR 738 (3
YR A Y 2 NVF S Y ME), a0 1] 5 (ridge
regression) 25 L L H EEAL AN 2K S B AL 3 T 0
NATTRE 2 A N F0 L Ath =5 0 B A P o 0 2,
— TURFF 5 3 gk S 08 AR R, RS A 4

4 ) ) 2 OB T AR f5E, HELIX 28 AW B AT R4
BT IR RS AR i, A BB ] LIRS A 4
1) [ £ TR A AT SRR A 2 ) 40 - 7 (Bhatia et al.,
2022), XM, W5 E B ] IRIEF Y 4
T (%) 18] 1] 2 T50M AT XUES: R (Bhatia, 2019a) . £
il AR BF (Gandhi et al., 2022). S{RfREORA
(Aka & Bhatia, 2022). &4 #E A2 ILIET %
(Zou & Bhatia, 2021)FIAKIHIWT, LA SAEZ2 N
JRUBS IR | AT Ry . AL UAT R T 3 Y A
3, B4 52 29I HI T (Richie et al., 2019), X SEHF
FEAB A BB A 4 1) a2 b i UM R, IRk
T @ A7 o WA A

UEAh, B 5T T4 AR 8 1 AR 11 i) 2 22 57
P I SURRAE 4 B (FLn K/ . R - R,
1A el e AN RN BE L 43 ) iR 7 A% (semantic
projection), &5 &AM, ik il LA B [n] & 7E
AF R 2k B b A% A7 B T AT A 2 X 3 = 4 A i
JEME B FI W (Grand et al., 2022), XFh 77 B
PR AIE L, A AT 28 5 0 RAE,
AALZELT X S5 4 JE v [ sh AR A, i LR SR
T A e Y R U B AR,
223 EEMEREEMOERE

WA 505 S b i) 1] B A S AL 2 o B (1
WIS, DA ST TR A ST AN (A 2
O B At RO B PEA . i dn, AFSE A BERT
B, AR ERES T A R B4 N R (T
e ol R Brim i, K5 A B TR 2
RN A5 45 43 2458, MO A A [ & B8 4k 1y
AR EX T (H.-X. Li et al., 2022), G ADHF
FIRAEMNFBE, ETMIFESEHZFERP AR
FEAE R SCAS, R ] 1] 5 A6 (E R AL R 27 > B
P A A 1 o0 B A B DR 250 RS ot B B, ) 45
AL FEE L . A AR % (Kalyan & Sangeetha,
2020; Salas-Zarate et al., 2022), [RIHF, 7E1a] ] 5 3
fikh 2% R P A9 D 2R AR B RIEA T o (B2 45,
2022). ZHE{E R (Lin et al., 2020)%, figdk—
i v Xk o B AR PR3 1 2 A 1
23 ETIBENKBHHAR
2.3.1  EEMEREANEOE

R ) ik AR ARLBE 7 Sk 0 1 SCOGHK, I Bl
LITBRTHAFFE 2, W5 T LA RER 54
AR, HAT B R R EURERE ) . PR
1] 46
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T, KR )RR R R bR S0 B AT 55 A
ShGr, WRFTE T DL UL DA A AR 1) & U 2
CEIFESIRADRE J) o BEREE S T R HOR AT 55
(Divergent Association Task, DAT): Jiti il i+ 11432
IR 10 A AHE R AT RETC R M 2408 SR 5 F
FATTN G5 (4 18] 1] 2 1530 330 90 G 9 22 1] %) 4 7% B
B XMAR R B 2 0 T 2T R
SRR S AT LA WA AAE 22 KRB 1 BAE ) BE B 4
TEEY, 1 SRR B RO, DN AN AR Y K R
Y5 (Olson et al., 2021), 2L, HAlHF o &t
PR T R 1 SCHE I 1 R AR 4R 09 7 7 (Beaty
& Johnson, 2021; Heinen & Johnson, 2018; Johnson
et al., 2021), IXLEZEG 1] [n] d i SCHE B3 04 I 3 7
AN T Al G TR JRR: — 7,
I T O VP B R P, RS T R
Ty — 7, SEFREI T SRS R H 2
FYNAIL, JF 5 i R, $E T
SAEESEE, A BT ORI

oy, TRV AE ARl A = Y 1 SCOCHK g B A~ A
PRSI A ) o, BRSEEEAE S R
SR BE P G T ) B SCAR 5 AN [R] S 3 SCAR 1] 114 1
SCRHLEE, &5 R R BN ) T e 5 5 i X
T AT 1 26501 (Bhatia, 2017a). (2RI 2%, F
FEL R T PRI TE CRERON, BIAMARTE L
PENGBEE — 45 th IR, i) TR 5 2 a3
B 12200 SCRH AT A9 2% 48 (Bhatia, 2019b). I, 18]
Ta] 255 0 3 SOCHRAR S A B TIPS M Aff
PRI T SR AT 111 15 358 48 O
232 FEMRRASOE

A (14 1) o) 3 R e — R P A Y K
BESCA TR BRI 2 L R 1Y, 35k 4 SCAS AT R 28 5 A4
B BRRRIE . B, BT ) i (H AT R 2R
il ) )T R OGHK, A1 45 WEAT . RND 454
AR RIE PRI 1.3 79), ATE T TSR A
B OBRRIE, BRI S . ZIREN A .
FEox R UL TEAEAR 22 . OO BRI R AE, UK b
WIIG T L R RFIEAR

1 WEAT #2112 /i, Bolukbasi %(2016)%& 3t
P 513 1] B 22 22 (40 “she—he”) 5 B i) [ & 2 24
(4n“nurse—surgeon”) {4 4% 5% AH {LL BE e L N\ T2
W PE B -1 2 EN % . 2 HF &, Caliskan 4§
(2017) % FAE Science WWFFTHE— AL H T WEAT
Hl SC-WEAT, AR SRR FE 2 A, I B

TR IS 2 T2 M 25 R, -
HUN RS IR an— iR B AS BE | A BRI O L
PSR =R ZIA BN G B S 2 B 22 Al B
S5, XU R BIHRA T — RN
BN WEAT SR 00 4 4% 284k 20,
G e Xk AN [ 208 114 285 B R0 S5 — 0 22 B B 4
(Jonauskaite et al., 2021), XA G HR b 0 [ £5 44
Y A 435 BT 2 B ED 42 (Agarwal et al., 2019). A
&5 Ay 50 W (Kurpicz-Briki & Leoni, 2021).,
VAR P RO O L (Rice et al., 2019) . 7 [l 4ft
20 f T % Bl DL R 531 220 Al I 42 (Bhatia, 2017b)

SRS AR b i 1 ) 20 AR ED B (Xu et all,
2019) . AR & (collective concept; PERSON/
PEOPLE) Y E I 2% (Bailey et al., 2022). FEFRAS
B GPH) FIREBR 5 & (2R B2 Z 1H] ) 56 & (Kurdi
et al., 2019, Study 3). ik 2HZLEBE H A% 1 -4
T 2R EN G e HE 5 2 PR SR A B 22 ] 4 AR

520 (Lawson et al., 2022) ., A~ [\ BCA 0 ) 555 R
PR I S X8 BT PR AR A ) BRI 285 g 22 XS BB
5 AR AA 1 7 % 2 BE i 22 (Rozado &  al-Gharbi,
2022)%:

[EH}, WEAT H1 SC-WEAT i 8% F TR BER
M IE A 25 . —TWF ST WEAT %48 7« 30—
Ml B FRIRRT <38 SC 3 ST A 32 S0 R 4 A
X SCER R, BRI H I (vs AN HHE L (vs. T
F) I R 0K, BT Tk 22
FIMIAETE SRy, $8 78 T REAZ Y 33— A JE
2% (M.-H. Li et al., 2021, Study 3). 5 —3#F 5%
Mg J SC-WEAT £ %¢ 1 “1E 526 H AR i) F1 [
AN )& R R A R IR R, S5 R R BLIE X
St A (vs. B IR) IR TR %, 4 HEN E L3
MURT BEAZAE A ™ B 3500 (R 45, 2020),
AN, TR R T T A R A B A

BB W AR T . —WUF 58 5 T I i
REH S T 36 R B e kN R 98 1 R
(Donald Trump)F17$7 B - 52 A (Hillary Clinton)
N4 1) 5 AR AR R BOPEA (IR . RE )
T A yiR] ] £ A AE X A s AR LS, DA A R R AR SRR
N3 B9 — AN B9 A& 45 (Bhatia et al., 2018), X2
G TT AR AR 42 i ST, Tl & AR A AR
N A S BRI, Tk AME G R T A
MELLH T A RN R, WA B TR 5S80A
NP Sy )
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B T WEAT 455 125 1 #0 ak B 1AR 22 T )
FESOBRRE, A AP — LIRE T 2R
% ISt BB 4 . R IR AR,

G, TSI =A, HETA P
FEAR I WEAT I 1 24 6 ZE B9tk 22 2R BN G e
T UL, K BREE T RHIE AT e 23 2838 AR A AT 4
S, Hoh, —IBFSEEEER 25 AME T, RIE
B MR- ZIMRED S WEAT 43 850R 1 514k
O3] (AN waiter/waitress) ) b 471 2 6 1E [a] T30
IR )2 THI ) P Bt S0l 3Rl 20 AR B 42 TAT 4558, 16
A RE S N At & A F1(Lewis & Lupyan,
2020), 55 —IWFFE K 45 FE T 40 N SIS
& (gendered language; #4170, #fid) FIIE 25 17) 4 KA
FHMEZ 4, kil . PP )M EHEIE =
(genderless language; 1) i AN X 40 B BAME, X
WL R P, R T ERE S 0 B L
WEAT 53-8, &R AEMIEST PRI T ERM
PRI, UL — T35 5 B3R R W] B8 23 iR
#12: 1 W.(DeFranza et al., 2020), X607 531 F id)
A B 7 75 UL 3 Z2 08 A I 1) £ B Y R BT IR,
TG g gl T I R LA L R W B )

HR, XFHSINVA AR, Bt mom
55 R Fl WEAT 5 9138 3 7 M 50 204k B g 4 )L
HRRFEIAMERN, o, —IHF U L A
BB IE N SRin) ml &, T T M 2R B4
1) WEAT 4348, 458 BRI ZIR NG AAAE T A
[F]4E ¥4 1918 5 "7 (Charlesworth et al., 2021), 55—
TGAJE 5T WM A S 7 X0 iR, TR T iRlE A
()4 ) 41 P O AE 3 SRV~ ] A R R WEAT
DR ERE, SREM 2~5 FIILEELAT
PE AL HYTE 75 235 (Prystawski et al., 2020), X4k
W5 IRl R ) R Rl ik A vk AR 3, T i S Bl T XF
BLAN JLREAR 0 BRI

)5, T SOCH P Iy B v AR, R/ F
% A AL ] R T Ak S A S S fb s # G AR
it. oS ERIE AR OB . M
B WY B 0 A (A 4F, 2020, BEREAT S,
2018, 2021). VIFERFFE 2 HIE A5G .
R . R R RWIFREIE S ZIEA L
IR G S B K AR I, T BEER A
o SRS Z O R IR T (SRR 4F, 2023).
R 85 F ) (4 3 1) i 2, R AN AR AR B4R 4y 4301
THE R B R8I TE B [ 731, W] DA% 54t

S MW ZIRENS . SRS L. X
50 BRI OC R A5 D W AR AT .

WA WFFE EEA T HistWords T H i)l 2k
I LA 4 Sk B 57 1 6] [] 4 2 (Hamilton et al.,
2016), #&J5 A &4 BT B SR B bR
(4n WEAT =k RND), 4r#rZIH EI 4 5 0 0 (1) 25 4k ;
SR IO B NE RS B AR S Gt S BB R
B B R RE BT, I oA 10 48 18] A 25 (R /T
W5 E sk, T, HREBRT: £H
23 (R 1 0 Z20 AR ED G2 R RR R ZIAR EN B2 7E 20 it
% i 55 (Bhatia & Bhatia, 2021; Garg et al., 2018);
FES AT @ P4 B (7 - . Bt fk
TETE A R RS SO R 4E B 22 ] 1Y) 56 R AE
20 42 A8 1k (Kozlowski et al., 2019); 7 [H LA
KBNS MR B ZI MR ED G2 25 I 2005 F| 2015 4F
H 48 fk (Kroon et al., 2021); AfIXF 14 254 S HEA
(CELAEATIER] . R . AF0S . RV RIEE B2 1
FEAA) I 2l EP G2 N 25 B 3800 DA 1800 %1 2000 4F
)75 {k (Charlesworth et al., 2022); JEEAE S JEE
B4 AR — T AR R S AR e 2 B (N S B 17
- 1800 F 2000 4E Ak (Xie et al.,
2019), WAk, —HAFSRFI A A iR (4 2t
) EARLEE, ARl R E A, E
MRS Ay BT FRl R A A3 BT, 878 T 1800~2000 4F
DA (risk )Mk & B TR AR ZE L T, 1% B Rk T
We, 250 BG4 B B, 1 SCIZ T T XL
%6 4 A 385 F0 BB (Y. Li et al., 2020). 1158 T3¢k
FARTE, Hamamura 55(2021)% %5 7 E A A E
SR E S HAD 10 M AF . WK, BT
LA RN TAE RES)Z A BER M 1950
| 2000 4E (78 1k, MR HE T HL45 5 09 5B 43T AE
A, AN N 3 SO Rk v N 1232 IS B AT
WAz Sy de), JFH S EMNTIERST) . IRINER R
SE T T A IR R AR 79 T %% (Bao et al., 2022),
2.4 NG

B, BRI 5 ok A I 1) R
R T A& s XIE R, MHZES T
W ANEOHMITHNEE . OHET A LUR A
il [ A SR AR (AL (1) i) . SRR AR L 4a X A
LB B BR 2T | AHXTAE U s IR, R A AEW
T 4 06 R TR 0 BEANAT O B G S HOL A
P2 BT X SR B S . s R SURUR G
AFE B
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®2 WAEEECEFHETHEAER. ARHSNFANENER

W R SR BT AR £ HHIE L
W
0 B8 22 T BOR LA L) B A B,
72y = :nE' IF
PRI kfir i AR A I . i 2% MK
\ 8 LSS S8 SR R, SRUAT
i SIER=e=Y: FH Ui A o . 5 A S
I L L LT UTY s Sk
e A O B ] 1935 IR
%R
A {1 0 A 2 S R 6 L4 WA 67, ‘
AR A IR , L L S s
HARIE  ATLHIDLE . K EH e i X s B
IS0 (WEAT) S0 1y i 5 S0 35 0 A R0 0 9
HISHIBE AT R IB0(SC-WEAT) . H WRE A RE FIMIR R, WRER R 250 305 X ORHEaBi
X 52K %) B S (RND) W NG . I 5L
3 i B KR SK Z AR 43 14 3] ) I R F 5 S A

AR Z OB E IR T 1879 ARV e 7R 78 [ 3¢
e RN B3 — D R T . RE T
TR, A LA B S, AR
FHAO e NE OB ST 18 T — DA SRR,
B3 o A L A e A ) BS54 S SR 5
WU SRS R R B R S, 1 I A e 1
4 RO B 2 FESE S WF T A2 0 B 5 47 D 1
T ARk, RIS R AL B 1T
HE BT — 24K, OHEERLR
2 RO FE AR 2 T R T A 28 — A iR AR T
o AR, BEETHEAL. AT BEMARIES
Ab BREAR B 58 AR, Gl SCA T A A SR
RARR NI O HAAT MR DR T R B . 1
N E BRI AL B SRR, TR A T AR SR AR L
HE RS AR TR Z R . A T et iR
T ATE LG B2 B B RN, A SORT )k
I A 7 7k B A 0 325 G5 114 25 ol 7 P R4 7
TESREEENA . THETHES, BRI E
Je REZ TR D B N T B A R, RS
I Fr FAIG e s R 32 R, i i 4 ]
ARAWEFETT 18]
3.1 EREHRAAEFROEZFMRHELRRE

N T T R G M A R ) iR A T YR A O B
SABIETE b B R, AR I A S 23 B A 41
R, FATHE T — I T i) i A B0 B2 BF 5T
MR RHESL (18] 2)0 WA 2 AT, Sk b, B
TR B O B 2 0 S R RO B I [ 5K

T T8 SCRHIE ] 1, FRIS IR Sl 43 19 [a] LR HE
B HE 5 U] Ay 1) 1) B g P8 PR O 1]« 7R 1) R A4
AR, RS AR AT S, T A&
) F T i dif 04 3R] ) i, RS R T LUAR PR F
g% B0, SEBUA 240918 a3 B HE A5 SR I R 0 2R
MRS, ALFE RO EFNAT A B AR AT

32 RMANFAEMMRE

SAEGE %5 A0 BEANAT A L O A 4 B
W5 AR E, TR A DT R 205 T AR 3

B —, PR MAAML, i im ATk LA
T B B A [FIRT, SRl A B Ak
) TR ZR 37 3] ) o2 B, D) T B — 5 3 1 3
BHLED AT SE A0 o ARG AT NSRS . a4 .
IR G T TN THEE, REB®REK,
R BAB R -

B, FEARMRFTM R 11 R SRR R K
PSR TE RN 2559 (Fb U Common Crawl 158 2
BT ZFRIE . KB M TS, T
SRR AR AR LR, MR ik, FEAHE
— LA R, HUSERARZ, W %™
¥ . REMEEA RRIRUERE AR FE .

B, AT E MR . 16 ) H Rl A ML 2
AL ASIIGRN, &R AE T, &
SRIBE T ARG R A A=A N, HXHEF W02
k. Ashfk . TFFREAE WA, Bk
Ay AT R B AR E A . A SR 3L T4k A 3R
WE W TTIRE S Z 2 E WA . FH S8R b
i 22 2



896 DI L= =i 2 %31 %
BRI B
KABIEARL R
« ZIERN > TH) R S — 2R
o BT E]
liﬂﬁﬁ&kﬂ_ ‘ Ti&)‘(iﬁlﬁ 7 ‘
v ] \Z
B Al B
o I B * A [ R AR E
—Word2Vec e RMBER R
—-GloVe * AL DR SY F R
—FastText L, _gﬁgﬁéﬁig‘lg HiR o RO IURAE
* B2 [ & ] R b Il . .0 EERF
et et T T O BRI
—GPT —HHX AR
—BERT —WEAT/SC-WEAT
PPN —RND
' ' —
v 2
T[] LA — > NLP FlEfE:45 & ATR FHF=
B2 ST AR AR B O B2E I . B ARHESE

S0, WESRASRATEA . AR A
A2 A 1| B S i = N i B 5 B o VT
WIFRS AT LUK 58 4 — B a5 . ik, 76
A AL SRR NG AT G AL T R T, ik A
5 B A

SR, WRX EERIE , BESEE 1E B )
A LA BT AT 2 1) 3 MR A I 1 1 LI R, AT T
PLR GBI R0, A0 SR B A Z (1], T
AN B AR, ARG AR . A R

S8, FEIE TR SR A R R, EAR
X T — e AF 5T 32 AN SO TR S 30, il A
IR B B AR, (R0 SR 5T 3 R LR 50 B B 4K
AN S U AR E, B RILHRE S
SCAE AL SN, BRI P I A 1 K
SR RE ) 5, D3l AR AN T B 0k
3.3 RAWMAFEMNBR

SRR A I Z AR (B, OB
WEFE B AT TN B

T, T HLEE S S SR AR U R
WEEE B AR Z R, 5 AR REE R
Jead AR AH 22 LI, PRI i) ri 0 LA 3 SO IR IR
FE PR sl . BbR . IR S #E AT RAE
(Lake & Murphy, 2021), -1k L4 5z e A3k
I P A = X B R

LUK, AE PR A R, R B L A B A

P ARE R AP B R i DGR Y, PR A X FEAR AR B
Y T ] ) g A SCRZSS S FVE I ke,
LT I 4 I 2 0 1) ] B SB TAACIC 1R
FHARAE AL A A5, 100 T 0 U1 2 7 3] 1] S
kT B P A R RRAE RO AR A )
B TR T BRI 00 B, R AR AR 2 HL A R
T R, AR BAE RIS b e BRUIR] 1) R R i, 22
SR ARIE TR R IR 5 A 9T I REAE £ AT S, &
A5 2 1 4518 AR A6 TE A

UK, WEAT. SC-WEAT., RND %7k —#t
T RO TR ORE B2 H e I 0 1) [, A B B0
T AR R AR A A, ANREIR TAT —AE
AR B HE £ (Caliskan et al., 2017), MIEFh
Bk, WEAT 851U 5 ¥ F LAT 5545 58 5 1 2%
HAMN, ERYIE AT LGS A SR AN Kurdi et
al., 2019; M.-H. Li et al., 2021; Rheault & Cochrane,
2020; Rozado & al-Gharbi, 2022),

dR S, H AR T A O B A A
(Du et al., 2021; Durrheim et al., 2023; Richie &
Bhatia, 2021) #1154 i (Joseph & Morgan, 2020;
Rodman, 2020)J5 AAFE— B R A T B R4,
SRFEME IR UL T, BFFEE S A S
FTREFE R . AR SCIRIER, AR R AR /D&
<39 1 I8 i A R 1 R N A T P TE e )
KRl AT RIS 8 SCAR G5 A T 12 (ARl 33 434
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FRABAL BTSSR, T FE /34248 SCA P 28
Y0 B LA (Arseniev-Koehler et al., 2022; Y. Li
et al., 2020),

34 AHRNOCEZFHRMNEEEHR

TR A 7 AR O B2 B 5 b i B R R
WA, (HORMKIRFE A —Se B A SERl M R . T
TR FRATTRE S b G B LR s 1 = [ R AT 43 A
e
341 WMARHMBRARELE?

TEREB o3l AT v, 1) 1) i 60 2 B AR o
R ol 22 I 5 B B B R A EE s A E A
G o B, ) A RAEE S0, MELL
T AR, LR E A T AR
MR SCHRRAE o S T HE SR 18] [a) & 9 EDURPE, PSR
BT — R AE . - ¢ 73 A BEHLIE RBHA
(t-Distributed  Stochastic Neighbor Embedding,
t-SNE), il ] 18 UL 19 JL 4B L & 4%+ A 280
SUEFTEAEE, 1 t-SNE B3k o] LR i [ 5
AR Yk sk =4z H], [RS8 AR )
23 [A) WP )3 I S (Hinton & Salakhutdinov, 2006;
van der Maaten & Hinton, 2008), & 3 28| /@/xR T
t-SNE R4 f5 (19 T AL 45 5 o vl UL, & 22 5P 1 A1) 1)
) S AN A AR B T IR () A 3 SRR B RS L
KF, K S iE SOCIR A A B BE W

SRIM, t-SNE 4EEAIIR R MR, ARm Bk
W T H. t-SNE 2 BEHLE R, A IR AR AN [

S QR AR AR 1) 52 AN T AR ) 44 PR B
AR T S B, RIS T A O T
ARFRFR, SRIG VT REAN 1) 5 2 R AR 4 R X AH B
J# (Kozlowski et al., 2019)3#E 1718 X 4% 5 (Grand
etal., 2022); BAb, 0] LU 35040 #r . A 1A
B HL % 2% 2 457 B2 (Giinther et al., 2019; Utsumi,
2020).

3.4.2 A X 53 A B 90 B FAE?

1] 0] R 22 7 R E IR RE A E 22,
PR b ] 1] ek 3] o i 1) G R BR AR B Y 25 R AT
RE S Z RO BARE A IR A, EL QI 5 1e) 2 e i) 1%
25 1] fE & FIAL G I (ideal  affect) FlI S PRI /& (actual
affect) B4R & (Tsai, 2007). A2 Al A 240 B
(explicit) AT PJ B (implicit) TA 1 89 1R & (Greenwald
et al., 1998),

R B ABFSE, FHR A Caliskan %(2017)
BT IAT 19 JEUAH 42 1Y WEAT Hil SC-WEAT DI, K
SR X B IR AR T SUOR TP AL S A A
BE R ZIAREN S, (0 H iR A1 2 WEAT
WSk (AL 2 AR A B L PN BRI S o TR
B

h T X4y WEAT {22 Hh 9 4 5 TP B i
4y, WHITE L T —Fh T B8 A fif o S o WEAT
) B b 18 4 S M S 1] (a0 <48 ) Y 461 3R (< B
B CHRA ), A PR R — B B -
), AR5 AR 5 )8 PRl 1 WEAT 535U/ R

][ R A - SNEFRZE AT ¥4k
2 L
WL woman® r;lan
N
N queen
&« king
% 0F e Beiii
€1)11,
% Chinae ® °°
-1r Japan®
L]
Tokyo
_2 L
-2 -1 0 1 2
t-SNEZEFE1

*HAESR F Word2 Vec T Google News | 5 i 1 £

i FIR1E 5 PsychWordVecfuplot wordvec tSNE()BR%Z2 i
Bl 3 3T t-SNE B4R 8% 1] m & ] #l 4k
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MRS, JEHR 5B kiR Y WEAT 23 8U7E M
FRASFE (Wang et al., 2019; EEAGRE, 2019), A3,
ZOrE Ry T B AR B, T ELAR & ) Ea
ATREAE SANCEERERA 14, m/hFiEflinga,
B RATE . ARG, X3 JE i i 1
ALV S — b A A DI ik . L, X TR
W~ A B PR, B R S B X G (W P AN P R
(5>, MR AT RE R LA B AR, )G
SR A TE AP A (A e B | 95395 AT g S Bk 7y
B S B2, RT A A &k X - n] [n] A A K
RGPS MBSy, BRI . B
HYSSIETESE, AR EIRART .

3.4.3 AXTiEREXBIEEME?

) AE AL BE F8 B B AT AR 48 X6 9 (A0 4 5% A AL
. BRICHEB), tnT DU A XA (40 WEAT |
RND). 7EWFFEH, FRATRLIZ A 48 0] 34 2 AR 5
PR SRR b, AR A TR Bl RE AR ME AR I LA
K, H I AT O TR AR B /N B o )
PR, ASRBAT S MR, 024 X (B XE LA B o PRI,
ARG W FEHS e FHARXS (4 37 AHABLEE (40 Caliskan et
al.,, 2017; Garg et al.,, 2018; Kozlowski et al.,
2019). e, 49 RAFER sl PR AL &
BB T BRI, A SRAS DX T b IR AE — 2 43 A,
N 2518 n BEA (41 Hamamura et al., 2021),

H TR AR BLRE T i IX A3 e G, WIS i
N TR 50 sl P R 52 B i) (e ST ) WA X 43 FF
(Bao et al., 2022; Grand et al., 2022; Kozlowski
et al., 2019; Lee et al., 2021; Nicolas et al., 2021),
AN, A A B R (<3 Y T R AR
) (30 1Y) T )R B T A R AR, RS AT
VLK I SCim) | sz SCm] () 1) ] 2 e %o AH 81 31 22 5
Wit SRJE LA B E T BN H AR IR ) i 5 i
22 53 1) it (AR U (Izzidien, 2022), AHXT 48 bR 820
ZRN AR E T, O E T, flan,
—TGURIF 5%k 0 R 3 1) 198 246 XoF AH RL B B A7 A2 T R
@, VEE N —Fh Al By R R S R Ak
W4 hn(Hamamura et al., 2021); {HJ2, a] A9 X} 4H
RLRE AT B W A B AT B #4(Bao et al., 2022),
3.5 AHmNOEFMRARREE

TR AAE S — TR 2% Y F R E AL BLER
TEL BRI E Hh 480044 Ak 22 /s R T v
Jo FHEFATRE AR AEB T I 1, H
o, TP O, B = S B 0 B

2ERFE
351 BN ENIREEREE

BAR HRTC A I ) 1 OS2 R4 T 4R
RAFF LR S1), B T8I E 41K 1L
IRHAE, Lbanf AR Rtk A0y, BOK IS Fh AR
FAZE [ — E R NIRRT X, )7 224504
I 2345 AL B (fine-grained) A4 1] 7] 2 B9 B 56
JEIF A 48 . HistWords ] [/ it 22 114) Bsf () ar B3 3
AR CEE 10 43R SR ] 1) 1), B IE] S A (o
SCil ] A 5 5 MAEAR), MELLT R AR ITE RS
oK, L L AE 5 v R A () 30 0 B O vk,
e 2 RPUR R IR (B 45, 2023). A}, HistWords
WEHMER T AHREBER, BRigas 5T
oAb F R 5 A ()] 1) B 2R o R T S IR 2R R R,
KW FA W EAH FHE 2R IR MR, W (AR
Hf ). CHrmlbes ), s, g DUAE 5o fr i
W[ . HAT U ZRin] ] i, AT SR B — 2 5
PRAMEE AR SCAS B R R, B 5 AT B ] ) i B
Fadg vt R 3 4R S B R4 Kl G & —4F) 4
T SCAAE 2 A 1 SO SR 2R3 1m) i, A ST
TRk 4T W4k (Garg et al., 2018; Lawson et al.,
2022), LAk, T {3 1) 5 EL AT B R AT R
B i e AN [) Bsf 8 i) 2 2 (] 49 % 5% [ 3 (alignment
problem), —JB ] LIf# ] Schonemann (1966)4% H}
1Y 1F 28 % £ 7% (Orthogonal Procrustes)f B4 X 5% J5
(Y. Li et al., 2020; Hamilton et al., 2016; Rodman,
2020).

T AHEAN g RSN, BATC AR
1) ] e JE LA R 405 = R4 (- Grave et al.,
2018; Hamilton et al., 2016), #Ht/>—A~ 5 A1)
/A8 /T /LG 4 23 () A0 A B ] 1) B, X PR
il T 18 ) AR S N 2 R T AR . 48R,
ARAT AR B i, A RS . A AR SOARTE R

T A AT YN i) i B A A — o KU, R B R AR )
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Using word embeddings to investigate human psychology:
Methods and applications
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Abstract: As a fundamental technique in natural language processing (NLP), word embedding quantifies a

word as a low-dimensional, dense, and continuous numeric vector (i.e., word vector). Word embeddings can

be obtained by using machine learning algorithms such as neural networks to predict the surrounding words

given a word or vice versa (Word2Vec and FastText) or by predicting the probability of co-occurrence of

multiple words (GloVe) in large-scale text corpora. Theoretically, the dimensions of a word vector reflect
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the pattern of how the word can be predicted in contexts; however, they also connote substantial semantic
information of the word. Therefore, word embeddings can be used to analyze semantic meanings of text. In
recent years, word embeddings have been increasingly applied to study human psychology, including human
semantic processing, cognitive judgment, divergent thinking, social biases and stereotypes, and
sociocultural changes at the societal or population level. Future research using word embeddings should (1)
distinguish between implicit and explicit components of social cognition, (2) train fine-grained word vectors
in terms of time and region to facilitate cross-temporal and cross-cultural research, and (3) apply
contextualized word embeddings and large pre-trained language models such as GPT and BERT. To enhance
the application of word embeddings in psychology, we have developed the R package “PsychWordVec”, an
integrated word embedding toolkit for researchers to study human psychology in natural language.

Keywords: natural language processing, word embedding, word vector, semantic representation, semantic

relatedness, Word Embedding Association Test (WEAT)
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