creative
comimons

C O M O N S
& X EAlI-HI el Xl 2.0 Gigel=
Ol OtcHe =2 E 2= FR0l 86tH AFSA
o Ol MHE=E= SN, HE, 8E, A, SH & &5 = AsLIC

XS Mok ELICH

MNETEAl Fots BHEHNE HEAIGHHOF SLICH

Higel. M5t= 0 &

o Fot=, 0l MEZ2 THOIZE0ILE B2 H, 0l HAS0 B2 0|8
£ 2ok LIEFLH O OF 8 LICEH
o HEZXNZREH EX2 oItE O 0lelet xAdE=2 HEX EsLIT

AEAH OHE oISt Aele 212 WS0ll 26t g&
71 2f(Legal Code)E OloiotI| &H

olx2 0 Ed=t

Disclaimer =1

ction

Colle


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/

2
018 82
4

L
~H
xmv_.o

—

A



.t-_ﬁ"J-':.-*
E l; ﬁg

M=t 8

SECHIL MATICAL LIMNERSTY



i
INd

AR

SRS

]
FA) A el 2] & (supervision) &

=
i

o)

(supervised learning) %}t

s

1%

<

A&

1

< (reinforcement learning)©|gt 7| A
o

St
ol

o

2

=z oA

=2

o

|
—_

SHA =t

piKe)
o [l

Hr

4 k.

1

—

b wpge st

°

(continuous) 0. &2 | g

o

A2
=

(incremental), <1

S|
&~

1)

0|

2] #e)

=

(e}

24 Aol

=2 A
1y a

j glof Hejo] whgo] 71 mA oz

9

=
o

ATATNES
orelA g17] gzolet. 2

=]
ay

Tor

iii



He4 A=

JEH AL,

H: 2009-30810

S}
ot

9 r_|'| '@} T

SE:

v



Al
o
P
Jhu

a9 &

1.3 = O HAA 4 .o

I A7 H#73

2 o] A= HIA

01 BAFA A AL L.

2.2 omA M) AR ..

3.3 B AFE, 9] TE|T HAF L.

3.4 73 5% FuEe T £

iii

ix

xii



4 7HA] A& A 7t AR St 19
41 mf2I X BAFIRA 19
4.2 ZYREE 20
43 BE RS2 EE L 20
4.4 ANZRRFOZ .. 21

5 Ry 7|9 73} skt o AP 25
51 BBIAZ L 25
5.2 & ARSFAFEl TBAY ... 28

5.2.1 WA EFE 29
5.2.2 H|ELAEH 30

I Ag 33

6 AR} 719 do] A A4 & S 35
6.1 AJO 7|EA AA ... 35

6.1.1 ARl .. 36
6.1.2 KA . 36

6.2 AL .. 37
621 HIOTE . ... 37
622 HIWRZA ... 37
623 AFHE 39
6.2.4 AT L 41

6.3 AT 2 . 42
6.3.1 HIOTE .. ... 44
6.3.2 HIILRZA ... 44
6.3.3 AP 45
6.3.4 AT .. 45

6.4 AF3 .. s n 46
M=-1TL

vi



46

15| K =

H]

6.4.1

46

el

r

6.4.2

47

47

6.4.4

49

=734

3 AeF9 2911 BH #

7

49

=
Hr
et
!

50

HIOTEl .« .

7.2

o1

s

ot
il

o1

93

732 BAF

93

7.3.3

53

Hl W %

7.3.4

56

W
st
il

59

)

K

o
)

61

24 =9

ool A SA%

8

61

62

zel

o

ol
X

fvzel

N

ol

s

=]

8.2 TD 7]

63

0

!
of

o

8.3 TD

65

Y =9

=
=

e AR BH &

9

65

68

_5_1

68

Hj

10 A4 =9 % FE

p——

vii



10.2 28 7|8 Zrebalsal o] Aalol BAl ... 74

103 B AT ES A . . 76
10.4 73fetsg ol gst Aol Al vl . ... L 76
Za 2 7
References . . . . . . . s 79
Abstract 87

viii



3.1

5.1
5.2
5.3

6.1
6.2
6.3
6.4

7.1
7.2

8.1

8.2

9.1
9.2

2t B v 2 (blocking maze) T}A|o]| A Dyna R E2] A5 T 28

TD-Gammono]| o] 85 AZFT 2 . ... ... ... ...

67 A2 o] F oA nf2 3T BAF IpFol oA L. L L
671 A2 o]FojF uf2F X BAF IOl oA 2 ... L L.
TD W o] A A Aol wE 74 BR . ...

SA 7a-gof w2 TD "Wl (replacing traces) 2] A5 18T

TextCNN B& .
Sh<5 dlolEofl et AYel ghe] Fo] 2= . ... L.

Stanford Sentiment Treebank tf|o] € 2] A ]3] Alof tjs]] 4
H =74 ¥ (annotated), Hlo]= ZH& Ff(Bayesian), 12|31 TD(1)
719t =4 Zk(significance traces) 2] H|o|g E5
47)9] 2= gstol tigt 4007 AehE o 2 EE tho] ‘spiel-

berg’®| A FAA FFH AT Lo

Distributed Memory of Paragraph Vector (DM-PV ®&) . . . .
W& Be) A7HE Aol W e g AT L

1X



2 M e et

SECHIL MATICAL LIMNERSTY



A

)

o4

6.2 TDHMT 1 ¢ 7

45

48

e

)

6.4 LSTM 7|5t B4

50

51

52

setaom L.

A4 7]

o4

95

SOl AFEEH B Zh .

S}
ol

7.5 TextCNN

56

7.6 LSTM

57

58

7.8 ADR &7 ¥HA| A2 A9 23

61

<
T

‘,:AWO

<
=
T
a

—_
._01_

9.1 DM-PV &

Naive Bayes L& 2]

5

e]HEE ¢

{Jm

Tor

X1



75

102 AR B2 ok Asbe Aab

L=

xii



A1

=

oA

1
5]
52 A= (stimulus) 7t 7+

s

Tor

o thFEA Q1 AFAFQI Skinner+= 1]

S
=

Tor

. 719] §7 A4 Verbal

o

o}

H

S} (reinforcement) o] 9]

Tor
2!

B
o)

Behavior (Skinner, 1957) o]|A] o]&

787 et it

=1 T
al
OHI:

#+Q1 Chomskye] 2]

St
of

o]

(poverty of stimulus) ¢10] AR-gof o

fol BA4 e By

S

Tk 19] 27] BARL B4} 2] 92

A

s
—

2 Ao

o] GrolA qlglot 1 14l A, Alelst

]
™

b =

ol

<A
e

o
T

she] &3]

A9

T} (Chomsky, 1969).

g/

ol
ol

Tor

Hol7] e, &

ol

B/

o

—_—

(quasi-regular)Q

a

X
;,A_l

a8y a0 & %27t 1



A
N

T
o

o]

AR Al

3

A Lol A

)

N
_Z.._

Gl
or

o
,LE

g

St

S5t 41

il A 7t

9

2I¥e %

R

HE

TH

5%

o I -7

S

1—

k)

o]

St
=

oA $-27} 7

e

247} ohulA] Het. whetA of

]_

:[L

<% (reinforcement learning) 2] Q9 7id

51
51

et

S
=

o] BAH(reward)

g ol A Lrebg Tt (Skinner, 1938;

she

a7

piKe)
&=

A

Thorndike, 1911). Thorndike

ApALol A WAL

WAL o =) o

L
S7} Eold 55 4 Wz

Aokt 1ol

o de= Al

=
—

3

HolFodo. 282 19 A

9] &rAl (exploration) 1}

512 (exploitation) 2] & &}

bl o e sh2

o

)

1jo

-
ol
N

ol
B8

Al =]

1) 25
A oo A

25

ol o] & ©]

o] A

olch. utebs] @A g Abole]

2k
=2

—_
ife]

B

7.

Z 3} (balancing) 7}

= A (credit assignment

o] k= Ak,

]

R

bep

Ife]

problem)”7} 5Q



-
Ne
w

X
rlr

JL‘

iy
EN
™

}":
o

ol
D
=
o
=
t+
(@]
o
=
e
=
o
=
=

©

ol

Flo
H

.

iy
EN

™

}%
=
@
=
o
E
l¢)
2

tal conditioning) 719-& B4 s+44 dSe Bt Pusigct. 10 faw

FAA7E A4 PE= Sl S0 MehE 7istal o mE HAfol met o]z

Zlo] it Tolman (1948)
R3S Ajtet=dl, o] By LA FH E2A B it AEE

A T 4F (mental representation) © 2 THE0o] & stal o] & A4 BR AHE

Mo
-
il
i)
o,
ol
ol
rr
fu)
rO
o
l
4
)
=
’6\
S
oE]
E.
ot
3
E
o
S

g sEAow Feattn dPdrt. o

©
My
K

ok Y Qo] mootd = A= 7] AIshS WellA
(planning-based reinforcement learning) -2 23 7|9t 733} 5h<5(model-based

reinforcement learning) © 2 =3 t}.

of A 7] & Higfo] H Fa3t o] 22 7|9k Bellman (1957)¢] nf2 31 A7 3}
A (Markov Decision Process) 22 T1+= o] R-& 595} A|(dynamical system )
oA o] ool HE 9] 35S XA 02 FA 5= A (optimal control problem)e]]

2-g5l2 shnt. o] 2jet tholuj ] =2 ey Wy o] METHs Hr g 79}
=

10
n:l>
Jlm
L
z
JEJ
to
=
=
=
o

B

(oW
]

5

@]

=
lit
of
2
2t

fo
z
ol
ul(f
rO
)
l.n
A%
Elz

supervised learning) ¥} 25} t}

Z
-
2 Ho = Aot 12]ar 80 tho SARE Al ZFA} oV‘(temporal thfe.‘[;ence
—i .

£y

3



learning) 2] &< (Sutton, 1984, 1988) Tt 7}3} §H59] HALof| A S Q3 o] HE
= oY=, A7k} sk a1 g8] &2 Watkins 2] Q-learning (Watkins & Dayan,
1992), Sarsa (Sutton, 1996), REINFORCE (Williams, 1992) 12 11 Actor-critic
23 (Witten, 1977; Barto, Sutton, & Anderson, 1983)x} HHSH TAE 712 ¥

73} ot dnalEe] ANELS 27 Yol IS st

ro
)
e
Mo
A
N
mltl
i
1o,
.l
%
O
)
i
rlr
o,
oll‘
o
N
Ju
ol
el
;8,
“aﬂ
=
D
]
3
2,
o
o
—
D

Aot E9s 745t o2 71 Aoty Hopoll A shute] st Heitty oz
Ape) oo A WS giek Je ek S WHES roboticseh 2L

522 optimal control BAJe] A Hlolet £Ae o} 5] 2 go] YA o}
= g

2% 5458 %A Aol A7 A7l $8F 4 Y7 vz o] ARo|
8 571014 ujolck. st



A

94

=
-

7HA] 4

s

il

Z
ad

uid

A 7}(sentiment polarity value) 74 0]

Zo] THA of
2 A o)

A

Azte] 7|

B/

Ko}
y T

ehe A2 ol Ay

3ol o

=i
=

Fe el 7

Hrgs

foiry. et

FoEliER Aol

S

K

)

jant

i

o~

{Jm

Tor

Tor

—_

He A B4 A5l 9 9

]

@)

A 7] (training phase) @} A& A] 7] (test phase)7} W2 Q)]

Tor

ol

£ A

2

2 9l (incremental )

™ 4

]

AN
AL2o

=29 AAE 74

1.3

Tor

2

Tor

{Jm

Tor

A ]85

o)

Aloll 2% 58

=
jLE

9

=
=

TollA ol 24| 71 o

%

i}
=y



o017 glrt. 181

olu] 7%} st -8l o4 SAtetw TE I19] %
v Flo|z o]afo] Fratt. el Wl Expe] TAlo] 43
A70] o] 27 Zeiogt T4lo] QIetr uhxu} PEQ] o]

Ag Ang.

tlo

ng
i
o>



ATH

A7 73



2 A & et i

SECHIL MATICAL LIMNERSTY



A 2%

Aol Aele] A

wapo] Ael=| 1 ofnl7} olsfEl HAge] sl Fagt ool sl ek,
PG AR 9L theolof ujz4 B0 o]z} HelEi 417} ohw
242 9ol 1WA AAH R o]a7t Loliher}? o] AR et Be A
Zks}7] Aol AX o T G 7HA HEE AL Ser} B o) Ay
olafst7] SIS 1 Bl B4 725 Holsjof shehs Zoltt. Telw

2.1 A A= H38

19] o] EAA 7L A 02 o] 2ol A] o A 91718 Bkl A
ol 5 Wol o]0 Tk 714K 4k 1Tk 2¢] 7] o] (working memory)-&
AAshe] §4

of & Zlo|t}. JEut o] A2 2 7]<ell & FEe Ate dEdS A

d

gl

(o]

Mo
oZi
0,
N
i

o
=)
i
R=)
N,
)

o Lz B BaG RE JRE B

el

S

o]

)

o Az

2~
T
A

I
1o
re
-
i,
i)
il
Mo
Bl
o2l
1o
of
>
e
o
o,
9
in
djm
o,
>,

b
=,
20
o,

-



o7 7o) ofet 7t ol Eg A eiAulA wHkE 240 BeATHE 5
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JE] o]g o] 54 7Fs o 7
No Yes

Yes | Markov Chain, MRP MDP

No | Hidden Markov Model | POMDP

Markov models

3.1 AFe] Mol B4 oje} oA 1 oo ME vl A Ry Tuw
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Pss’ :P[St+1 :S,‘St:S]
o R el S0l uhek A% A gk v € RS RISk B gholc,

e v €[0,1] = Bt tigt Z4f H](discount factor)o]tt.

4.2 712 32

7HA e vl Bl tidt A& AEste 7= StER AHisol Het

7b2] ®¥7VE stel 8okt o714 st shso SR E 222 (optimal) 714
_/'}_

MRPON M= T A8 spq1 2F BA fErepn 2 A H ol 2He o, P(-[S) ol
)5 27k 1217 MRPE A7 T2] 2018 2 ol @ UsHepisode)o] that
ZH = B AF Zh(discounted return)-& ofgf o] 4418 E35) A o]gict.

T—t

Gt = Z"}/kilRH_l (41)
k=0

V(s) = E[G:|S; = s] (4.2)

2H] 7F= 2 " (Monte-Carlo methods)2 MZ5 4Fe] W2 7|9to g2 MDP
£ s Z2stee A2ie 7= o] oA ool E= gt UsH(episode)7}
gz wojopt I HE 7H3] g5 AUlolEY 4 gloH, Aoyt FrE7| A
EEEERE PET

HHH.C ol 5} Tk 22 A9k A 21 A (incremental ) Q1 HH © 2 of A Xt}
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(4.3)
(4.4)
(4.5)

0<a<19

=

(Tk — pe-1)= &
=

1

k

4 AT1R,
)(Gt —V(S))

HEk—1 +
(cnt(St))

St
=

H BAF Zh(discounted return)-2 4] 4.1%

* ent (S

V(St) + a(Gy — V(Sy))

FAgS)
7HA 2 ot et Fo] Ao HE=,
Rig1+Rypo+--
Al

o
AX
3
ohdl 712l

O~

T
Gy
3]
V(Si+1)

=

=

V(St) = V(St)

ol ot

R}

bt

F

A
L

4.4 A7z o

o}

7} g

=

0|
oy
s
jant

1)

Ife]
ol

o
o
ol

=0

g 7SR

X
T

251t

T} (Sutton, 1984, 1988). A]
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=
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=
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=

—
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6
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golt}.

Z]
=1
pLE

H7] o
21

°

Fapol chole) 2 T Ay s n

%

=
=

O
=

=

I BE AZFA]

o

8h4) o

<]

Sto] A 2k

|
435

=

=

S}(episode)
o]

o]
=



Sutton (1981, 1984)2] TD(\) &l 2]&2 &7 S L (eligibility trace) 7
S T {J5to] &4 78 (trace-decay rate), A TrEtu|E & E5) 71 ¢
SIS TD Wt 28| 7HE= WS H 34 S5 (incremental learning) o] 2h=
o T hofl A Feiet Aoz Hrh wh=ot mhE|u|E A= 094 1704] 9

t 2] TD

(0)9] 747 4= 734 AL

V(S) = V(St) + a(Rir1 + 9V (Sev1) — V(St) (4.6)

2L A7} 1o]2hd o] ‘o W2 ZH ZHEE W (every-visit MC)'¥} F
Sizl=Tl, ol & ofE AEi7t Aot oA S & wivit Bk HH S
ARtst7] fiet = Zhe et A" g} oA SRt A ofuiRtt. whebA
TD(\) R32 &4 galeolzte meing g £d e =4 TD MC Afo]

i

13} 2t} (Sutton & Barto, 1998).

Algorithm 1: TD(A) with replacing traces

1 Initialize V'(s) arbitrarily and let e(s) = 0 for all s € S;
2 repeat

3 while s; not at end of the episode do

4 observe reward, r, and sy41;

5 § 1 +9V(st41) — V(st);
6
7
8
9

e(sy) < 1;
for all s € S do
L V(s) < V(s) + ade(s);
e(s) < yAe(s);

10 until the episode is terminal;

TD() F1e|5e Azge] A 57t Be 39 4T3 2 AEE 4o
A

Hl g aTsteh SR k] A

A 917] wEel) 5]ukek(sparse) ME o] o], whebA 2 Aol Ak o] 2 £AT
L)% 28 AFEFIGE), B S0l HlofEle] B2 47} Nolehd ¢l S4



dueEe] A g ALt B s O(N) o] "okt

Algorithm 2: Fast TD(\) with replacing traces
1 Initialize V'(s) arbitrarily and let e(s) = 0 for all s € S;

2 H < new hash table;
while s; not at end of the episode do
observe reward, r, and S;y1;

¢

3 repeat
4

5

6 01 +YV(st41) — V(st);
7 e(st) « 1;
8 if H not contains s; then
9 L insert s; into H;
10 forall h € H do
11 if e(h) < 0.001 then
12 e(h) < 0;
13 remove h from H;
14 continue;
15 V(h) < V(h) + ade(h);
16 | e(h) < yAe(h);
17 until the episode is terminal;
TD(\) Bgoll= A=27HA] 59 A4 &4 & (eligibility trace)7} 913 71
FAH 02 Aol T L = ‘replacing SHER 1 F 13} 291 A AA =
Atk ‘accumulation” EXE = 1 o] AL Frofl 1-& Hofl FH A7 = HH Y
SAE2 el 477} P}
e(Sy) < e(Sy) +1 (4.7)
THd X = 10]11 ‘accumulation” SHEE AFEIITIH, o] = & ‘every-visit
MO 3 S it 1213 A = 10] 94 BHE SYOR replacing & A
SHd, o] A2 A3} Yol A A5 T A& wivt gh& 7BAIShH= first-visit MC’
Hpy 3 ZobAint.
Z]Zof|= True Online TD(A) & 53] ‘Dutch’ S E b= A2 FI T
A A= A} (Seijen & Sutton, 2014; Van Seijen, Mahmood, Pilarski, Machado,
e oty 2 AR A wpAlojB = g9 A RFo] gl 27 =)

A0 "l"_- L : .li
23 L I L LB




& Sutton, 2016). o] SAH L o] A

e(Sy) « (1 —a)e(Sy) +1 (4.8)

ShaL, oW A @S ALESlE A= o2 4 BA 9

Aol 7Vt 544 0 2= ‘replacing’ EX L7} E ]

elo] otjet AEH 2
AFSED Aol © Y2 Ao 7 Bl Hrt} (Sutton & Barto, 1998). T3+ o H

AAAl s A A4 7ol i ofl w2751

]
T ZA Y BE 0 o)) gho]l Adeddt.

A 2o 3t
¥ — I o
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S 5o}/ Hrh(state-space planning)
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o (Sutton & Barto, 1998, p. 237),
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Direct RL
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Cumulative
reward

=
=

2
T

o2 A7t o= A5 o]

(function approximation method)o]2t1l
(parametric approach)} &

Time steps

28

&
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H (non-parametric approach) &
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5.2.1 43 P

Ao SA AY 2ApEI BAY 2AbEoR ¢

EERUSTORY

Z
b ofefet 2t

=
o

£ ol 7}

of o] Hg

gt &

H

=

—

E

V(s, W) = WT¢(s) = > wii(s)

i

ol

4 (Stochastic Gradient Descent)

©

89 85 7187

¢}

<

ol
<

=0

2 theat 2ol

| sE W

z

27

o

Wt @[ (Rega 9V (St W) = V(St, W) | 0(S)

Wit

](polynomials)-& ©]

4]

S
°©

oz

tod, FBF (Fourier Basis Function), Et¥ 79 (Tile Coding),

]

3|
“

Fe e fE

S

EEEPA

SHIE A
b

= "%

sh

&

sl

71211 RBF(Radial Basis Function)

Tor

A

A9

=
o] JLo]th(Tesauro, 1995). 1

=5

0| A= Backgammon©| 2}

HF =2

5.3 (Sutton & Barto, 1998, p. 263)=

2]
=

s

A1

A

Al
o 7] A

Q1F 4

o] TD-Gammon X of| AF&%

=
—

@ Z}(temporal-difference error)

2 70| e 1

(deep learning models)
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AL 9] gh ZAPH 2 AFSE]| QI thH(Mnih et al., 2015; Silver et al., 2016). £73]
Covolutional Neural Network(CNN) ¥} -2 1 &2 A|Z}A Hlo|H ol g} o7
2§ 7551 (LeCun, Bottou, Bengio, & Haffner, 1998) o] dL-5of| 4] AFejjo|
g St ZAPH O 2 AF A o7 o] &5 th(Mnih et al., 2015; Silver et al.,

2016).

5.2.2 H|R4Z HhH

H 252 g AP O] g E A Q1 B2 7)o 7|8t $h4 AP (memory-based
function approximation) 0.2, o] {2 ofH Ao thgh Ae o] oS uf,
719 &0l AAE k< oA (training examples) & Q1&35to] o] E2HE Fo]A
AE Zh(query state)ol] Tt G- | =3t (Atkeson, 1992; Atkeson, Moore, &

Schaal, 1997; Baird & Klopf, 1993).
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oflh
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o
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ko
zQ,
o,
HL
N L
B
jub)
flo
o
1=}
Sl
k]
B
ol
el
rr
ko
ro
o
A
)
)

719 71 2L Fo) Fold et ke S 3 vt &3] w0

predicted probability
of winning, V,

TDerror, V=V, —

hidden units (40-80)

backgammon position (198 input units)
1% 5.3: TD-Gammonof| o8 A7 =g :
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S AolM e Al 54 g (dlE =1, A AB)E ARl 7 ol et

N
4>
%9,
o
=
o
of
)
ro
ub)
o
I
o
=
i)
&)
o
i
i
_\Tl_‘

A A H ol =4H (local) oo A k& & 11 I of] gt AR = HHTh=
Holt} (Peng, 1995; Tadepalli & Ok, 1996; Friedman, Bentley, & Finkel, 1977).
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A 6%

AZEAE 7E o] A =4 @t S8

ol A BAE] 5

ol
rr

Fe golo] 7138 Blshe AF B4 Agdt. 19T
sy

7| A Woh= 7HA] et E| A E o] A A A (emotional) SH

rﬁ-l
ria
)
filo
10
a=)
e
i)

Ahelo] A2 Q7oA B4 tholo] 714 24 Zhe 5] ‘semantic orientation’o]ek

foj72 811, AFH o7 o] /gL HAE O] 7HA 79 (sentiment class) EFE

Jo

23t o151 (lexicon) 2] §F @ A7 AT E Q] © 1} (Hatzivassiloglou & McKeown,
1997; Wiebe, 2000; Taboada, Anthony, & Voll, 2006), H| A= &1 2]&S &
3 AFszAH o7 Aol = A EX It (Turney, 2002; Zagibalov & Carroll,
2008). & o] A2 HAEof TAshE ©ol=9] o] oJn| Bk (sentiment
orientation) -2 744 =4 Zk(sentiment polarity) =4S 738} k59 A|7F 2}

S5 (temporal-difference learning)S Fafl HA|ZTC.2, & 22121 (on-line) B4

F-olong o HAEL AR TAHE 7HA= shuhe] U3} (episode)

2 QEA s dodER o]FoA
oh. et olE "IAET) Zhe tho] £7 Tebyl 11 "9IAE = whol o] A Y
UmwmuwwwwaQﬁZ$%ﬂ%*H}NJtﬂmﬁ}ﬂqm’k}ﬂoil

-"'H.

35

(8]
|I ]

== |



0~ 0 o0 0 o+

Wy W, 3 Wy ) W =W ) 7
% 6.1: 67} A2 o] ol nlE T wA 3] oA, 7} el Yol 025
°® 19| 382 WolHrh. 2 SPIHE o] HAH %A ofF o] 4 Fol AL A
&2 771, =237 B9 A9 BAY o] AT F 7 S olm] g

19 6.2: 67 AR o] 20| A nf2 I T BAF 714 9] o4 2. o] uf2 I X HAl 7}
—10] Zoltka 744 H}.

UERd Tk HokTh o] 32 Algo] S XA HH st A= ¢

UWhs A3 o frAbstot. e Al AR A o7 Qojutd of

1 ol tigk 244 olsiE stz ZF dolrt b wintrt 11 Y-8

et B gk r € Ro] ookl 74 5kqlet. 19 6.17} 717 6.2= 2 A7 A

AR mtE R B WS 671 AJEl O] AalE BRARE AR, &9 Afol=

FH oA 25 #lo]Eol WhE HAFgho] Fo] A=A ] of i ol

.@
rulm

l

6.1.1 AFe]
Aol =t 28U 58 of7]A4 TolE g

> =
42 Aot A H o= dojH o, I 249 Zo] o &AL L (phrase)
2 5 ok ot 2 A oA= Holo T
I F91E dol 2 HYot=dl, 2 239

6.1.2 HA

B r2 T2 Aol =257 A7 A H o3 wintot o ek ARbA I A4
B2 Ao A HAE] e A Bl 1= J A (positive) B2 F-A (negative) &
sheld], 2 Ao e 34 Bl 1= Aa 2 +12, 34 H 1= -1 2 §gsto]

B4 o2 Rostlrh. W @ BAE el A Holrt A& A oR W s
wfntch 7 Bk Fol x| A Spech, B
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6.2 A3 1

o] AL AR 2 BH45 ol 3l 2T AR FA @l whet 2pd A (feature
189 At §oln|3e Hol7] 91 Aotk ol 5L
A2 ol gake ER0| 7 B4 A AL A oIS AR 2= A K}

selection)& §Fo

o
N
x

& Pedersen, 1997; Sharma & Dey, 2012; Uguz, 2011). 2 A3l o] 4.2 A7t
2P G S-S ol A A WA o] 3 ATt 71E HEH T

el Ao 2 A= iy AET sitke Ag Holalx st Aot 1

2
o o o

6.2.1 do|H

Polarity Dataset v2.0 1,0007]2] &4 stg3} 1,0007]2] 4 43tE 2=
(Pang & Lee, 2004)0]H A &7} =]of gt}

6.2.2 HI 27

Document Frequency o[ ©oj7} El2E HloJef A HA oA 5743 2A]
o] 4+ 7FeiZIck webA o] B4 HIEs} 2 thol dlo] el Aol A 1T Bx F o
ATk & 5 Gl 2 A7l A= 9 10,0007 ARIES 74 o952
AR A= sl

Information Gain IGXt 77 8t 74 B35 gA| oA A7 A & de] o] &
W ohtE, SAE ] 54 ol o] ZASHEA ohyAe]
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W HAE 2R I AR oSS WIE B9I2 249 o F £ A Do
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Significance traces A4 4.40|4 7|&H A4 S& L (eligibility traces)= ©]

HAE s o] W et o] o] Folxd Al 9] £
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@]
=
=
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ol

idf (w) = —— (6.1)

ol il 24 W= ol whol w o] o] FobA BE RAA B Hriw
10] 5|31, 1 && ¥9r 7} uf$ Zobd 7 e o Ax]A Hop B A1l o]
g o] gste] ol ol o] £& Bl (frequency) e} 14 (recency) S oF&2] 11
A2 A (saliency)S Htedot 2}t o}t 44 6.2 o] wWeko] 4] siginificance

traces} 1 o 7| A Y ] Q)c}.
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Traces A
Accumulation 1
Replacing 1103

1
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Significance
True Online TD
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Method NB Accuracy
(1) with accumulation 0.84
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D(1) with Dutch 0.83
TD(1) with significance 0.83
True Online TD(1) 0.78
Simple Averages 0.64
Document Frequency 0.67
TF-IDF 0.69
x? statistic (CHI) 0.66
Information Gain 0.83
6.2: TD W7 1 9 A2 A g 5ol whe 4 27 Avte] 4o
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State Event Example
0 Unknown event CTH 1 &.
1 Drug related event | epocelin 1g Fof gt
2 Abnormal reactions | IX 7}2]-& A SHE Q]:both arm
3 Doctor related event | 2JAFo| A & S Abxxx
4 Subjective response | A Z&:Eo| 7HH L Q
5 1 & 2 event Tramadol 22 & L& 2ﬂ SF
6 4 & 2 event =l A 7420l Al 222 a
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Min DF | Max DF Proportion | Gamma | C
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Parameters Value
Embedding dimension | 200
Filter sizes 3,4,5
No. Filters 128
Dropout Probability 0.5
Batch size 64
No. Epochs 20

¥ 7.5: TextCNN st&of| AR 25 7F

Vector 2§ (Le & Mikolov, 2014)-& F3l pre-trained ¢+ 399} 12 %] oF2 7
.]

98 BE Yt o AF ZANH AHEH BAES E 750 AN o]

)
patl
i)
32,
&
b
w)
=
o
ux
0%
_O|L
A
6%
rlo
ridl
B
lo,
fin)
o
,
12
>,

AEsto] 7 o]z 9] 2887 14 Fo] A

=)
|
A2 ADRe| A5 Al71E EAT & flthe =214 7ol mE Aot

Long Short-Term Memory Network (LSTM) o] 272 A4 Al

23 olgote] e A gl s £7E A =she 230t TextCNN =

[::: I
A0
TEZ1
T=z2 -
~0
P ,
Heg4 — o S
He26 L . \
&7 - —
X=lg L
tET
A0
=29
1 L J | L |
NxK37e| HAE B4 59| Chs=o| ZEo 112 YW 0|8 Max-pooling &% Dropout, fully-connected S
5 oiwan 29| o SZE Softmax B2 L2

19 7.1: TextCNN 2 -
] 8- 1_'_“ &k 1y
| = y J

95



Pz 2 BE AaeR G50 AFRE 9™, pre-trained embedding

Z
LS

Aol Ao} mi

s = |
=

l

ADR H 31l o] 20074

IS

=]
k=

e
il

of
7} 912 glo]g & A4 91, non-ADR 1E29] go]

ov=z ADR I&

Ell

ofo}
2]

L~E

op

F71A] 2 2007] A&

Z
ol

JEog

o AL AHA

49

A <]

=
=

w2} ‘unknown’ AE]

Azl
7.7 A

=
11—

1 ge 1 At o

HE ®

2

SHE (SH 2~6)3 Aot 7] o Y=l 25

oM

e

M

B
iy
oy
uj
al |

<A

)
—

Ife]

el

s

SjAtefl Al A=t

Io}. g 3

ol 9

=
o

Ho

Hlo
J)J

—_
1jo

o] Azdo] ojn] 4

=
—

F=dl, °]

S

o
e

g

mﬁ o oy
—“lm ST o~
SN NO LS
=
2
emem
SZaV.w.Mb s 4
Sl B2 38 B o
mllgb.mrc
2lg= .28 7Z w0
mC = hnp
Sl 2R T EH
rMsetMm.
SHE S 2Mm .2
Ps.mp o 7
LOEO —
Z, put
A

o ARgE 2 7

7.6: LSTM

I
ar

26



NA
0.17
0.47
0.27
0.51
0.18
0.80

2.o] el gt

Value

Meaning
Unknown event
Drug related event
Subjective response
1 & 2 event
4 & 2 event

Abnormal reactions
Doctor related event

State
0
2
3
4
5
6

!
__i

~
Gl

]_

7.7: TD 7]¥

iz
ar

=
__!.T

o= X

L

o] 19

]

=

ol gk

L

o] 6,652 2] 22t glojHof o

217} 2 ot

°

S

o] FE 827 Lhehdtt. o

S

s

%

(?J__

5 SR o5 AgH 62] A %t

Tor

T

7.7 A]

Ad= B+, JHf 60] =T 3% o ADR

a1

Tor
o|J
e

[e] A1 =
AT RS0

A2

45

ol

A
K
o

A
=y
)
—

1jo

——
Ife]

# ¢ 2R A=

o

I

5to], ADR Z719] non-ADR

(¢

Naive Bayes 2§ 0]l o1} SVM

0.1 7]1=

Al Lt

=

sto] A= d|o]EAll(validation set)o| 4] ADR 743}

ANM 7ee o

7]

B
-
or
I

1

—

/S #tel

7.79] ZE kel
0.125 7|23} 1 non-ADR

iz

[ A T s

o
—

o

o|J
il

uE
id

inia

th. TD 7]8F 224

e

o8

(e}

O._—

Holz&=

oL Aol S

T} o)

o7



State value

g gho] Fo] 1

Method Accuracy
NB 0.64
SVM (linear) 0.63
SVM (RBF) 0.63
CNN 0.58
CNN (with embedding) 0.58
LSTM 0.61
LSTM (with embedding) 0.57
TD-based logistic regression 0.61
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Abstract

A Study of Measuring Semantic Orientation of Words and

State Values of Statements by Reinforcement Learning

Youngsam Kim
Cognitive Science Program
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

In this paper, reinforcement learning indicates a kind of machine learning
methods, which its learning is achieved by maximizing the rewards from an
environment. The fundamental difference of this approach from various ‘super-
vised learning methods’ is that it prompts the learning agent to try different
actions for a problem and find the best solution itself, without giving an ex-
plicit direction. In this process, actions of the agent are taken to maximize not

only immediate rewards, but also successive profits.

The main objective of this paper is to process written texts in an incremen-
tal, continuous fashion with the methods of reinforcement learning. However,
there are too many fields or tasks in computational linguistics/natural lan-
guage processing, and thus only two extensible tasks are investigated in this
dissertation. The first task is to estimate semantic orientation of words in texts

and the second one is to evaluate a nursing statement on patients ir% r-esRQct tol ; | |
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Adverse Drug Reaction. Both tasks are attempted to be solved using temporal-
difference learning, a well-established algorithm in reinforcement learning.
Much psychological research found that our language processing mecha-
nism is inherently automatic and incremental. Thus, applying reinforcement
learning to realistic problems in natural language processing seems to lead into
a cognitive approach. And this thesis explores the possibility of utilizing the

psychological algorithm for the questions of natural language processing.

Keywords: reinforcement learning, natural language processing, se-
mantic orientation, state values, incremental processing

Student Number: 2009-30810

88



	1 서론
	1.1 강화 학습의 짧은 역사 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	1.2 연구 질문들 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	1.3 논문의 전체적 구성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	I 연구 배경
	2 언어 처리의 점진성
	2.1 통사적 처리의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	2.2 의미적 처리의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	3 강화 학습
	3.1 강화 학습 모형 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	3.2 마르코프 결정 과정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	3.3 목적, 상태, 행위 그리고 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	3.4 강화 학습 알고리즘의 두 특징 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	4 가치 예측 문제에 대한 시간차 학습
	4.1 마르코프 보상 과정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	4.2 가치 함수 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	4.3 몬테 카를로 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	4.4 시간차 예측 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	5 모형 기반 강화 학습과 함수 근사법
	5.1 모형과 계획 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	5.2 함수 근사와 상태 표상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	5.2.1 모수적 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	5.2.2 비모수적 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



	II 실험
	6 시간차 기반 단어 감정 극성 값 측정법
	6.1 실험의 기본적 설계 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.1.1 상태 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.1.2 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	6.2 실험 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.2.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.2.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.2.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.2.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	6.3 실험 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.3.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.3.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.3.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.3.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	6.4 실험 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.4.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.4.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.4.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	6.4.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


	7 간호 진술문의 온라인 상태 값 측정법
	7.1 실험 목적 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.2 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.3.1 상태 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.3.2 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.3.3 절차 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	7.3.4 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	7.4 실험 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


	III 논의 및 결론
	8 단어 감정 극성값 측정법 논의
	8.1 TD 방법들 간의 분산의 차이 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	8.2 TD 기반 측정치의 평탄성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	8.3 TD 방법의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	9 간호 진술문 상태 값 측정법 논의
	9.1 문장에 대한 함수 근사법의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	9.2 진술문 상태 값의 점진적 측정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	9.3 진술문 상태들의 관계에 대한 TD 방법의 유연성 . . . . . . . . .
	9.4 한계점 및 도메인 특정적 장점들 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

	10 전체 논의 및 결론
	10.1 희소한 보상 값의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	10.2 모형 기반 강화학습과 자연어 처리의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	10.3 본 연구에서 밝힌 것 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	10.4 강화학습을 이용한 자연어 처리의 미래 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


	참고문헌
	References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
	Abstract


<startpage>14
1 서론 1
 1.1 강화 학습의 짧은 역사 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
 1.2 연구 질문들 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
 1.3 논문의 전체적 구성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
I 연구 배경 7
 2 언어 처리의 점진성 9
  2.1 통사적 처리의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
  2.2 의미적 처리의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
 3 강화 학습 13
  3.1 강화 학습 모형 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14
  3.2 마르코프 결정 과정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14
  3.3 목적, 상태, 행위 그리고 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
  3.4 강화 학습 알고리즘의 두 특징 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
 4 가치 예측 문제에 대한 시간차 학습 19
  4.1 마르코프 보상 과정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
  4.2 가치 함수 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
  4.3 몬테 카를로 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
  4.4 시간차 예측 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21
 5 모형 기반 강화 학습과 함수 근사법 25
  5.1 모형과 계획 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25
  5.2 함수 근사와 상태 표상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28
   5.2.1 모수적 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29
   5.2.2 비모수적 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30
II 실험 33
 6 시간차 기반 단어 감정 극성 값 측정법 35
  6.1 실험의 기본적 설계 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35
   6.1.1 상태 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36
   6.1.2 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36
  6.2 실험 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37
   6.2.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37
   6.2.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37
   6.2.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39
   6.2.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41
  6.3 실험 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42
   6.3.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44
   6.3.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44
   6.3.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
   6.3.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
  6.4 실험 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
   6.4.1 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
   6.4.2 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
   6.4.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47
   6.4.4 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47
 7 간호 진술문의 온라인 상태 값 측정법 49
  7.1 실험 목적 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49
  7.2 데이터 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50
  7.3 실험 방법 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
   7.3.1 상태 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
   7.3.2 보상 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
   7.3.3 절차 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
   7.3.4 비교 조건 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
  7.4 실험 결과 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56
III 논의 및 결론 59
 8 단어 감정 극성값 측정법 논의 61
  8.1 TD 방법들 간의 분산의 차이 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61
  8.2 TD 기반 측정치의 평탄성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62
  8.3 TD 방법의 점진성 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63
 9 간호 진술문 상태 값 측정법 논의 65
  9.1 문장에 대한 함수 근사법의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65
  9.2 진술문 상태 값의 점진적 측정 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68
  9.3 진술문 상태들의 관계에 대한 TD 방법의 유연성 . . . . . . . . . 68
  9.4 한계점 및 도메인 특정적 장점들 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70
 10 전체 논의 및 결론 73
  10.1 희소한 보상 값의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73
  10.2 모형 기반 강화학습과 자연어 처리의 문제 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74
  10.3 본 연구에서 밝힌 것 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76
  10.4 강화학습을 이용한 자연어 처리의 미래 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76
참고문헌 79
References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79
Abstract 87
</body>

