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BRI &, WA (bag of words) o) (Bl —Joih S HEAY) ol — i SORYElCE — AM1Al IR 7 810 ik
K ARG, I HARS H a2 o RIS Y. SRR S A — S8 B AR S5 (A1 ad-hoc 15 B R 19])
WAR 7 AN ROR, B2 ToVE R 1] 5 1] 2 (B A8 SORIEC. ST IE ) R, 2 70l 58 (n-gram) (7 4
B F ] 5 AT no— 1 AN BOAE SSE, lId 25 R 5 2w A AT A 3] SR A T S AT R A
B X AN IT N TR S HAN TR, 53 SN LSBT i) JR) BRI AE T LR 1 SOOGTER B 1AV AE R
B JEAS R SL B, ST RS E A B A UM (proximity-based) 772N BEAR G b 221 i 785 75 (1) 2 45 =
T8 SCRHR .

XA S 5 2 o1l SRR L, TR R 5] pE R (latent semantic index, LST) 8] H 5l
FEANEHRA S — AN 5 5 E 0 (SVD) 43 2RRAAE [F) B 5K ) T2 [ v JRRRAE XA “TEER)” T
R TA) e T SRR AR 1) T A A ARALA RS (f3] fan e 1) 8 A AR T R B AR 52 AR B )l ix MR
LST 1 B Z1 1 22 SCIRRIAT SCIA] 564 JRy 1R ORI, SR, PRt S A Ay 0100 [ vt it T ik 73 )
RNV M, AN [ B LI R B e 22 X A T AR T SO S AR AN 221 5 AR B ik 4
BN BENE %1 ] 7] 5 1] 2 A1 SRR (1725 1), (EUR 08 SCARABL PR L SE FE A 00 SR S5 7] T S B 2 FH AT 75 22 1)
B SCHER, BIanfE S B RS, MR (relevance) A SRS A T AHALE (similarity).

N SE G R B SOORHK, {5 B A R U 7 A 13- ] Markov FFLI% (Markov random field,
MRF) BG5S AR 12 FEAG TSR A DG HE RS, MRF A8 45 JE AT )i AN R ) 4 (Ll s AN %
AR AL R 2055 ) 70 ) S5 L SRS AR SR 0 4, AR5 THERLE IR SR P . (B AR R AE T SR
FASME B0, R R AN F I (BRARFAE ) 15 A5 21 1 70 BN INAL, FEAS e ML AN RIS Sk
G — B — bR A A5 S AR AL 2 T 1181,

[FEREEH X — [, Sordoni 2 131 $H —Fh i F1EF B4 (quantum language model, QLM), iR K]
I 870 5 I B R AR SO AR PP 71 (491 v il A SCRY) i) 59 [ R OG &R T St i, 7
BTE S B BEEE T (projector) R BAMABHANH G (AT LEERIEAERN & T), MR
A DU R & &SP (observed) BEF-a (Bl AN ifia]) HILAMERS, 2500 F0 SR Bl s B 1 2 5
B BT AR B R AR T 751 3R 45, SRJ5 R R AN BEHE FE Y Von-Neumann #E (VN-divergence) 115
U FISCRIFI A S, SIS R WIFE ad-hoc 5 B R T, M —Joih SR RAEE T MRF K& 515
M, BT S RO BT RS PR RESR T

JUE L, AT HE T SRR T AR IR A AR T oS BRE F ) e, X e RAE — E AR IR
il 7B TR S ARG O . SRR, B TR SN RRCRET: ', B
SRV S AL i I R PR O A SRt (1), (E NS BT L1, XM SRS A hd vz g 1] 44
R 2, REEFE 25 S R Aot Lk, BT RS AR AT ad-hoe (G B ZEAES T, ZR
RS AR T8 P 4 8 B lIA], SRJE R4 IR R AR, R 40 i 2 SO AL BN E B0 18 1 S AT
55 A b g, AnA] RO E K RS B T, 85 B0 RO v 0T PR P I 2, % 8 40 2 5 AF 7 11 ) R

2 ETESRENMRER

N T I T R R S A A R, A BN SR Z R R ROR R 1R SORIRIEA T,
ARG RGeS, DURAE B R E S, DUOVE 715 5 AR A E B R YU E %
FEH ), BATRARA R T )2 AR U AR I .
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2.1 GHESEE

GG S AR O Gl RO TE AR AR AL (A AL, A AR, X gAY 1
A R, DI EIRERTE F G A RGN B DR B ARG F B RO AR R, IRAMETHR ) T R
2R 1E], BT DA FBOR AR S AR B ok I, T E BRSO BRI I3 93 i D9 10 G 232 B 2% A 23 1 e AL
BIWITE n-gram BRI H R T Markov {513, IANNEEAS B R 5HATH n — 1 4Md (EF30) MK, &
Bon BONBERIRIM AL —B B SR (XN —JeiE 5 AR, s 1A 51 R et Shoar 1, BEE B
B IR, B R AMEARIHR & n-gram BRI 1T HARE T REHOBII YT (B0 E T ST
R KRR R ), HENARER R TR & PAFE R I AR (B an 6] 74540 18 UK R ).

TR F AR A 15 16) B3R ) MR T n-gram RS R 1 K TUAR BT SCRI ) el f. BT
PR RE AL I BT — L ) R B 2 A, SRR S AT AR & (a0 ae]) SRBR) BR S, 2%
PN OCHRI bR SC. Bl e SR e B2 R 390, AN RO I ZRaB R GT (0 sh 22 k2D, 5 B0KS FE I B AIK,
P2 A BT AR AL )RR T2, B FAR B O AR A 7] B AC AR R G v 1 5 B IR Al o )
FREAE AT VR AIRE AR 3 A LA )RR SRS U, TR SR T 5 A A R R B AE i R n-gram ALY
R SR B  B 2 SR  [RI N, A7 L R S A T T R LA B B[] 5 4 P v A5 ) R 3K A ] R AE —
SEFEIE b, BRI T HAE R IESC AL BAE S5 (10 BARZR) i 2.

2.2 ZHEEKER

5 (information retrieval, IR) J& H 2R 5 A B — AN B BHF 55 5 1), JLE AL R 2
AR, BIATEFE . Google 55 181, {5 BT 22X T F P IS B /R (8% HAWIRRER), K
5 AR IE B HR GEE B ORRER). (E B R RAAER RS B RAME BB RN, 1
AT BB 15 B 7R R B SRR L. JA ] E A iR TR Gt ik R BiE 5 B AE (S B
FHIRIH, LA EATT AR SUHCOmE 1 1 .

FERE AT ARG TS 5 AR AL AT, BHA A O 5 A — 2o 20 35 Bk AR, i A SR AR
U7 6] [ AR AR (9] £ A7 JRASEAY 1200 Jdi LK) — B RAR Y, el B ) R R A /R KA, AR5 5
AR E AR RIB SR, X Rk R 5 A MR g — A R (RUAR SR FH O AR 1),
EIRAE — LG ] 5 P R G vh 45 21 D S, (B0 T30 A R PR R U, TR X5 BAH SR AR . 17)
R ER (vector space model) 21 138 AR Ji BHUAZ B A5 18) RSO 20 R os L — ANl i, Al R — A
Z G| BUME R LA TF/IDF {8 221, OR8N iR, 85 180 vh 5 80 A SRS 2 (8] 1) 2 1) 9 AR B
RPZAABE R 7 2K, SRFFH OIS 7y XA VAT DO SO AT HE, O Bl TR R PERE.

MEZ AL 245 (probabilistic retrieval model) 23] B VOB MR R G AN E PRSI AR AR Y IX S
R R IR B A A E R REL. Gl — S AR (19 4niR] ) 2 (AR ML L RG] U AN SR A
K2 ), FIH Bayes AT H SO S WA THE A XFOEAMES TR
BLili, GIANTERF &AM AT T, TR MR R T DR R ks R 25 2R 23 ASEoe A 2,

MR R AR LTS R R PR RE, Bl H 1) BM25 B2 BUAE R RGTH — MR
FHIE 241,

T E B — M TR G A R, 5 MR R (AN [F] 2 AR AE T H A A R J
120 MR R A Q AR R SCRIEE D, T F AR BRI D AERE W Q. I,
T E R A O B T SO S AR A AW R (RN p(QID), ONE W EMATE). I8 Bayes
PRI R AR B, p(QID) B AT AR 55 (1)t SRR 5 L I SR (KSR R A5 1 SR AE
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3 H AR R B, 7R SCRY TS (smoothing) 2 5, HatE AT UL fE 3 AME B
FMAHRFE, BIEM (term frequency, TF) ¥ [ SCR4AZE (inverse document frequency, IDF) BA A& 3L
AKJE (document length, DL) [26],

ATLEH, B ERET SR RER A M E, (B DN IEE R, BIAEEE 624
THAZ I, JEVREAR R T 2 (0] B35 SOOI, g B8 g b 200 8 15 SO (R 512 AN R 2 v 1] 2 8] AR08 SLO%
), WA EAR H R Markov BENLY (Markov random field, MRF) g{Cdh i 5 #5284 (12 78k 1 S04
[PIAH SRS, MRF B8 3L B W A R S (B AN . 2 AN R in 45 40 ok S0k
(RAH SN 73 B, R 5 R F Bt 405 7 4 3 643 B B8R R SR P USRS MR 20 3. 9 1 BB Sy
ARARALRE, EARTE SORHK, B0 0158 BTG S R 27l ml & 2 M UISRER MBI B AR, DA S
AT 2 AR B SR R AE SO R, Ak, — AR ZE 28T v2:, B0 Latent Dirichlet Allocation
(LDA) 28 1 Partially Observable Markov Decision Processes (POMDP) 29 25 th s F F- Seidh i 5 4%
A AHGR BR TARFE TS SCRIAE S B, RO A E KIS B (BURHIE) 15 2101 20 B 2 1
B, FEAREA WAL AN R AR A S G — B — P E UL (principled) 15 5 BEAAESL 2 R B8],

2.3 ETEBRRER

o, WEEIERE, rifE TE RRREEE 7 IS (quantum theory, QT) HIE Y T7 ik, K
B E o, DL RTELRY (40 U 5 A AR B HH SR R 1 R ) KA A5 SRS 2 il R PR 78 LA
Wt 2 U, B S BREIFARWARE TR BT E B R, s i3 b A& 1 20
FIROURL 7. BT B R EY] A BE MG B R SN — il M — R4 At
I G ERFE.

van Rijsbergen 7EHICHR [30] H T GUPE IR HORH A% S5 EAS ZAR R (Bt Af R AT L ) 4 [ A
RUFIME A RS A AE) 48— 1E Hilbert [ &2 [ h ) &1 ) # A HESE . BARCR U, &3NS
B REATTER (FIana), ORI 2 8RS B45) 524t 17 7E Hilbert BEF AT JUATEIR. 1£ van
Rijsbergen HIEK T, ML H— &8T5 B R M TAE.

T, EE BRI S, MIFEREMERENEE TR, ZETTHWARWE K, IR T
WENTFI, RIF P B S A B 1 22 5 2 75 2 v A8 NS > i STAR (R AH DG PR A B 13U A 58 T 25 1 1] 19 7K
FPRURE (order effect), LARARXT R &FF WIS B2, Zuccon 55 B3 R TEEM R (IR) FHISCA
HEFP 3 A7 B ) X % S IR AR 2 8] ) [RIAB 1, 3 SRAE U B2 STAS A SR Ak I 2% R ST 2 TR+
. Sordoni 5 B4 LT & Sy A ROREE T 5000, AT AR T2 RIS L XS, K A 43 A
FEAFBERE, WEFCRAN R B B BT30S Ak, N T IR R il ) 3h A5 B R K, R % R
[ 135) [y R ST T B & N B TS S AR B ST Session Search HP KT TR] (AN ER B ME . A AR
M ET IR TI1H, Zhang 55 B5~3T & TGP SERGAEAS B R AR PR A w3 R AR AL F 0 2
K. SCHR [38] #2 HI M F SEAH SRS o< 8 AR IR B T I 21 2, i G e RO O AR B R ) 1]
HIENETEASM JHERE RSB EE B T —E 0 EE TR

BEAh, WA 1t 15T Hilbert 25 7] (045 B A BB AURIHESE. 140, W LR - 194 B/
SRAME B GRS DL 725 8], FeRlE A F4ERE R B SUEE (B, ST AR5 7 et s
45). Piwowarski 55 B9 | 5K £ 7% (] 5 AR 25 1) & 2% (M M4 1 2 115 B &R J7VE, BEJS Frommbholz 401 J
TEEFRMZICRRY T LIRHESE, R&EAFImE LAER Hilbert 7%, Sordoni 5§ 13 7

1) EEWE, BATHRE TIERR, A4 XA TR E TR
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THERHEZ T Y TARGUE S A, R TR i S,

H A, &7 5 AR AR B AR RS 2 B, IEA BT LA. 53—, K2
ITNNE T A E TR A, 5TFEALNIR R S & T8 BHSCE T F A g — ey
HEZE, DR T — B inth et . EUF AR IR 2255 oW 4tk 140421 3F BRI U MO T 871t
BT R R, (B R TSR, 1R R R TE B R SLIR MOR EoRAE
RIM RIS, =, BETiHSHEARERZ G, BOYHE R RRABOR, I AN G F
BRI, FrRVEERZAESS b (B0 A 3R EAEST) RIUAME. XL AR T & 7E B R E T
T E B RAE TR T BIRE R ). BRI R, A B NS BT A AR R SRS SR
R GUK IR FEENHL, B D ROR & AR 715 50, BT &, IATEASE 3 47, N HE T
FABER, AEEERRNAREFTAEEFIIRR. EH 4 9, TN H 3 DRI E T
EEREA,

3 BTFHFEAERNELA

RPN HET I A TR R 18] e H 5185 @B IECR. 20 4D 30 48304 5K von Neumann [44)
W ETHIRHEAT A B, HREZRN S A T MR E 7%, X — AR R IFARE, S22
£ T Hilbert 75 [A] N MK B B0, BAVENH 4 MEAET A, JF HUH AR R
15 5 AL 77 THI PR R S

3.1 KEZIE

AL (BETFENE) R NETFHREE — A Z4ErpRE =0, H j0) = (1,00 # 1) = (0,1)T
FE KA 7 AT R AR A TEAE JE, UPIRAS 25 (8] R T RORA T B IS RoR, sl (1) Fios:

|¢) = 0) + B1), (1)

Horr, o M1 B /2R E A SBUB I BERARIE, (o2 A1 (82 T, FrUAHRZIH—1k, B2 |o?+|8)? = 1.
TEAG B R, F P SCRY AR S HIBT (relevance judgement) W L& T B INARR 12 |d) =
alry + Bl-ry, Fr, |r) RARAER, |r) BARAMR, |of? R TR R FIMEZEE, |82 R IRAE R
MIMERAE. 5340, — AN 2 Fha A aT LR B2 A ERoR 18 than <R x4, e BERT BLZ K
F, WA LR TN Hutk, FAUEH—HBEREEFE (Jc1), |ca), ..., lem)) Fax— B2 i 3,

1 (2) P
|p) = auler) + aalez) + -+ + aumlem)- (2)

A Ml R s 771, 1WA & (word embedding) # A LB AR —Fi & NSRS

PAGE AR (BT 2INEA) MM, ZANmENMRES. REATHEMEEEELR. £
B %, DN RGEWIRELE M Hilbert 75 8] FIH LR p K. %5 55 M 75 200 2 AN 5
(1) FIERE; (2) N 1, B tr(p) = 1. AR LRI AR AE 2041, 7T LAy R & A 05 AR R S 43S
R85 BREAERE. nTLLEE N (3) HIME BEAERE PIRAS A AIS BUR GZ. R % FEHIE p 1777 % T

L p A, M1 RIREE.

o, ] =1, pure state;
tr(p”) (3)
<1, mixed state.
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B 1 (MEMREE) "REMNEN _H/LART

Figure 1 (Color online) 2-dimensional geometric representation of projection measurement

E A, W R AR AL, AT LA — A A BRSNS FAR BIAERE, B p = [¢)(¢], HH [¢)
R ANBINAE. WRE EAEFERR G, WU 2 A ARSI INBORAS B AR, B p =
> pilta) (i, Fer 30 p = 1. B BARRE T, M AER ST A SR FIWTINS, WA e A AR, 2
HA LT, &2 EhE RS, S8 TlE, 870EinREs — e K8R54%: 2] 5
R RAIASHE I P AR I e — . 38 1055 OB B Rtk — @2 GAEd R Tl ES
Bp#e B — A B AR S5 3.2 AN RA N B T E A B

3.2 ETFNE

B2 A (R % RO, L35 — R . B MELAT POVM WSS, 76 5 T4 2 B
SRR, B2 ) — R

B2 (B A ARG ERA, W Hilbert Z AR |¢) = S ales) s,
L = |eg)(es] FRAAEZ A ERO— NS MR |v) B, B8R P(eily):

Peily) = (WILJy) = (eil)” = af. (4)

WEERETRGIREN
11;]%)

S o)
Horh, a; RMERIRIE, o2 ZHEER, WL Y, a2 =1, (e]v) BonFIERMABUEH.
N TR R R NI AR, Bl & B 4 T L RN W 1 TR, Jer) A Jeg) XIS FEAR
BT, AN ERERR. BETRFERES [v) 2—MEFSNERNER, Bl ) = ailer) + azles),
P AR T B, TR A3 BIHEZR pler|v) A pleal). pleily) = af FRRIZET RGHIIR
BEA BN ETERFM o FIMEZE, plea|y) = a3 BRZET RGURERA RN E T HEARFEM o KM
PRI B0 B ) = R AR TR, T DAA SRR R RSZA BV EE. G BRRY, BihA — M
RINAEW ¢ M—FH ¢, FH—HmERER ¢ F d, ¢ B d ZTERARBIE A2 (6) Wi F:

(5)

cos*(¢,d) = |{g, d)|* = p(qld). (6)
793/ 1] i) 2 PR ARL AUt 7T DU AR S AR AL RE SR 220 i
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2 (MEMFE) ERt _4E=ErERE

Figure 2 (Color online) Unitary evolution 2-dimensional spatial diagram
3.3 BEEK

— AR T RGERIEAC T L — A AR Ok Z ), B R GEHPIRZS [v) 2R AL, BT
TR BRI AR T RGO T —FhO7 i, BRI IEAL.

N3 (W) RFEENZ] ¢ PPRE © MRFLENZ] o FPRES ), TLEE— U JF
(RUPERERE) BEAT RS,

[') = Ule). (7)

A A SR R U = [ ), — A R, AR AR () = [ar, o] %
R WA, TR RN

cosf —sinf| |ap
v ]

sinf cosf as

FEEFIE T @O, WA — DN E R O, Tl RS R R . B —
MNXAFA, S = (w1, wa, ... wy), TS g RE— M 7] DL — AN A B o, B8 5 R
FrE B R, F B B AR FPAE AL, BN — N AR AR, — B, BA) AR,
SR 5 I S ME AR TS A) T IO R 2 (perplexity), IX /& —A4 Markov 8£f{id 2. Sordoni %5 3] 7F &
TREZRMESE N I & 15 5 AR THE BN BRI MEZR A, AN RE 68 FH R H) 117 51 (1) 2% A1
RN T @A) TIFAIRER, SCHR [45) BT B A A B, B0 R] DADRh &7~ B @ ) 1 PR S
ARE.

NTAET EWERAR, BT A |er) M |eo) B — AN gEM 2 MIREE, W 2 Frox. “SET7 X
A APRAS A & [vg), “H7 XM ZEPRASF R |ve). BEFNBA)FIRE T M P E SN k=" iX
AR T BOEIE, )5 FPREEAE IR o) L, ME0E K7 X RA 2 EPRAS, WRAEAT
A PG A4, B AN |ur) HPRZASTTARA] |ve) RAMARFCI &, KR A BEAR 7 A5 ) 7~ () B A4 S
XF TR A B, < XM IR TAE <K T XA E AT < I
B —Josk R, k=" 5 “$ g MM, TTERRAE 9k =" F1 <L 77 HILFKMET “B
I SRR, B o s, R R 2 — AN AL, RS TR o)) ZJE A [v) E

B
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3.4 E&8&E4%
N4 —DNEERGIRESZT AR B Z DT RGHPIRS S Bk ERE RN, BB EZNT RS
H5 N1 B n, TRS i FPRESHEN ¢, MEENRGHEREN 1) @ [1) @ - @ [1,), BIEER
BRIATE AT R, 25108 10) = [1,00T 5 1) = [0,1]7, skKEHZEN

1x0 0
1 0 1x1 1
0) ® 1) = ® = = : 9)
0 1 0x0 0
0x1 0

TEB TR & @B R, X BB NI TRSAG], S = (0w, w,), BN
wi BT RS, AR w) o5, BAEN T REMKRBERE —MITHI S XFHE AR
4t |9):

18) = |w1) ® [wa) ® ... @ |wn).

T ARTEE, RIRLLA) T ok = /SE T /7 Sl BN B — AN HFASRIR (one-hot), 4 A4 ik =7
KR Jwy) = (1,0,0)T, “SET7 IR Jws) = (0,1,0)T, “H” X/ |Jws) = (0,0,1)T, AARXNMETINES
RGMPRERTRN (w1) @ [wa) ® |ws), BAFE |w;) AT LU A R FRIR.

4 BTESHEEMFEANE

BT ERET Y ABRR, AT G SRR OUR R 718 S A 1S B BT
RN E B 10 B U E R SR, (G R RSIE I E TR SR, BRSO SCR SRR
RO VLG 7], B 3 3] 5 SR 2 TR AR DL, T SRS 28 0 5 SORS 22 T (R DL RC 733, AR UG i 73 HodE AT
SORGHERE . A5 SRR U BT R SR U8 ERAEH] TR T AR 1A 2, 23 AR, 1A iR
AR R RIS, AR SR RIS JRITBUR, SR )5 S 43 T i K ALLR o ) 3 FEHE R4, DU SRS
AN UL FE bR K. V5B AL BRI R i SR, R U A R R A T iR T S AR AR T S
] LA N B AR, SR 20 ) 7 b i ]t B A BB M, AT 25 5 >0 K 10 0 A
Bl TEE AL TR AU ) RS S A O A T A 2 BN 3, E AT R AR 3, BN AL, EER
AT A, AR SR SR T R E R, ARG, AR B B IR U B T S R,
PR, B SRR B RS I S T REE AR A UL IE, WIF TR R SO 5 R SC 2 TR DL A ]
L, AR EUE 2 (R SOARTE SUE 2. A Bl iR B, BRATTHE Y 5 e £ I 4% 1) i 39 i i 5
Y V6] 207 A1) T IR B LR R[] 5 ) 0 (18 B 2 7 AR 79 A BB B35 R IR 9 0%

4.1 ERERGOEMNEFESRE

N T BRI RIS ORI, Sordoni &5 18 $ H—Fh{E BT R SIS BB SR, IXFNE SR
AR B REZR A AR, BLRCR &7 ) 2 i 85 B A0 R AR SCAS PR 91 (4] 4an A v ) R SR ) v i) 3] 2
B AR AR B, X LRI | B 7 )5 A B ) B NS A BRI B AP, faj B, R TE S A,
BT (projector) RN BN A B (4 &, 26 FERE R R DA SR AN AT I (observed) 775
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(e ) HELIMERR ) X N BERE R (R 5 SCRY) $E H RO AL TR 5 vk A, 1 LA A
T—M RpR W {751k, SEfi & —M Expectation maximization (EM) 5k, SR J5F|H B A% }#%EM?
(1) VN-divergence T 5 2 WA SCRY A DG, FIFIAH OCHE I R /NATHER . 1K, MIEANH%iE S
Rt

4.1.1 BEMIERT

FEAE FH 22 SRR AR B I, PEA RS (AR — MRS, TR TR @E S, FEASmZ—
AN Hilbert 73 [A). P b A1 i3 75 7T DA H HOG B Hilbert 2% 18] 425 8] i) £ A5 A MRS B #5557
BRI I RE AT AR Ay B AR ) 17 RS BB SR A (AT, B ] 10 2 ) [ B RS A —
MBEVE T, B CRUT:
map(w) — II,,, (10)

EHEP) weV, V gFHES Hb 11, = |uw) (U]
Ban, IR/ N =3,V = {&T, 185, B}, Rttt d = (G5, BALY, 8400 M 2
AN {IL, A1 T}, WS EANE P 28 A A & one-hot Ko, B4,

0O 0 O
=10 1 0|, 3=
0O 0 O

0
0 (11)

o O O

0
0
0 1

Iy Al T RIS 2 3OS d X REAE 7L 2 A o (AR T 4

4.1.2 1REFIESIRZ BREEIX RRT

N T 2RISR PP 208 Z R, T BLR AN T AR B S TRk EROR. B, K
ZAAHERI A, B K = {wi, ..., w,}, X R EF B 2R T

map(K) — Ky, w,s  Kuoi,oow, = [k)XE k) = Zal‘uﬁ (12)

KTRE a; € R, BT k) AT, o FIBUERER R >, ai® = 1. 7 HSEEIU T E S
W E RO R, WRIEH FIATE V. BHGAA K05 = {ET, 85, B4} X 3 MEZ K
KRR, BOUHT Kias = |Ki23)(Ki2a], HH |K123) = /1/5lur) + \/1/5uz) + /3/5|us), KER
NN 3 FoR, B IREERIRIE a1, ao R ag BE ST /175, \/1/5 Rl \/3/5. |u1), |u2) FH Jus) 53
RG] BT CTREY M B Al . BREEHE T Kz BIFRERIR IR

1 1 V3
5 5 5
Kias=| L 1 V3| (13)
5 5 5
V3 V3 3
5 5 5
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3 (MEMFE) BEBRBXANKE K 23) HEBTERER

Figure 3 (Color online) The dependency |K1 2 3) is represented by vector space

4.1.3 NHERT

EAEGESHEAR, — B R B2 MAKFAER, EETIESEM G, R CHAZ N ETEF
PERoR. BB SR 1B ety Py BER M AR TEMS (B M ANBIEsiEg), 8 ETH
P — M E TR, ZORRR N

Py={Il;:i=1,2,..., M}, (14)

SO I, = u{u] B § M T, |u) (u] TR u) BISMEL, MR SCRS d b sk LA AL,
lus) E4EEEN N [ Hermit X0 )&, N 273 K/1.

4.1.4 ‘KA

X M ANE SR H AR SR Py = {11, ... Ty, For T 2 i im0 2 ) 4 ] [r) B
MR B E T, R E T BB — M7k, TR 5 B — MR R SO (1 % FERERE p. 1E
X TAE 18] w5 AR 2 e K AR T, PRR BT LA E SRR i — AN ML BUR s B R iz k.
RALIRAL TH AT LA Bf— A58 S 38 FERE R p. AE B 1%, vh 55 1] i) 4 ) pE e mT DLas
Gleason 48] g ¥ {15455 B

p(IL;; p) = tr(pll;), (15)

Horbr p(I;; p) RORE ERERE p IR AANA SR 206 B &R T (BOEHET) IO, 83X+ i 1A
Bl X I A T AN IE R AT B MR AR RIZ 5T, T AR R BLAA e 2

M
Lr,(p) = [[ tr(et). (16)
i=1
R ABLIR e B0R T LA R N
M
maximize, log Lp,(p) = Zlog tr(pll;), (17)
i=1

M SR A B D 3 FEHE RS p.
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4.1.5 [DTECERE

Kullback Liebler (KL) #UE 77 VATE VSN [F] 1 B A SCRY R oR 77 TR ARG 1, X 3458 % B AlE
ZRep i Ry BRG] 7). ) KL BUEZ T, L7 87 (RIS~ 2% B
BEIRT VN HBUEE). 2 AN SORS 43 B AR A H 3 BERERE p, #1 pg. Sordoni 55 130 4 HE (VT EC VY43 B HCN

— AVN(pgllpa) = —tr(pg(log py — log pa))
rank (18)
= tr(pqlogpa).
SEEGRBITE ad-hoc 15 BAL R F, ML —J0iB S AET MRF & PHE SRS, & s s A
AR 2 25 it pe e 7t

4.2 BELEBSEMNEFESER

IR E G A AT DATH S UL A R SO A SC M, (R TR AR SR AR R ANE
e — BB S IL & — AT R A, W 5 R AFTE T IR R . 1S A B AT i S A 145 ff
M TETF AP EAAR, @ ELE S (A 2), BEHE ST IR, T
) BT R RIE, AN R HES IR T LR SEAN [ (1) 5] 135 . E%%in?ﬁi*tﬂ‘ﬂ%mﬁlﬁf?
K R ARIUAEAS[F] I B W L, — ZHLAN [ (R 000 Wt P ot 2 — 2 A [ ()8 R, SCHR [45) 2
TREZR R R VS F A, W@E@E 5] 15 AR S REAY ) P4 20 D0 245 1 5 AR 1Y 149 (recurrent
neural network language model, RNNLM). & HAic4Z M 4% 59 (long short-term memory, LSTM) 54H
b, E95 F B THN PRFRIR 2 (perplexity, PPL), PAKFE [ ) 2 UM Pl B 58 b AR HUAS T 8L 1Y
ROR.

4.2.1 EFHEERAEREIR

o —NFIUNE p (FFEHERE) HIBELI RS2 5 AT IR KRR (A} XPRER, BE N, N8
FERE p HIRFIEAR.

o KFAEMH {\;} HOTES BN P(\)) = tr(plly,) = tr(ILy, p), 2 I0,, IR p $FHEME N\, 4
RIS T S BRI 105, = 10, RIS 103 =10,

o ARG p XN N, R HRES, R o/ &os. B

o Iy plly,
tI‘(H,\ij)\j)’

o, o BE tr(I0y, pILy, ) RN B AR BRI A — b T 5.
o WAL (SEEUR), WL — N U KZE, U WAEMER UTU = UUT =1, A T 2R
B 7E ¢ %) (56 ¢ IRINEZ J5), T RGEMHELE RN

pry1=UpU".
KT E TR TENE, 20 CHR [43).
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4.2.2 EIEHE

B A KEN 0 BATRA, s = (onws,...w,), BHEABIFAIANY N, 4
o LB T B SRS X N AR (e, s w e {12, N} SRR, BT i
A o, DL, AR RS0 R SVBUE L, (il 2 BRI R L T, - 1, =
euel. DBRRBVFEATIRN, TR TR, KU R . 2
AR BT D B 1. TR AT 513 ) O A 2 O R A A SIS 2%

BE 1 ATETNEMNLES &M
1 BN W ERERE po MBI U,
2: M AT R EREHEER P(s|po, U);
3: ?}Hﬁ'ﬂﬁ
BACIMEMA: P(w1; po, U) = tr(pollw, );
BIRICRE: o = risinmny
WAL PR p1 = Up'lUT;
4: BIFNE i=2,..., n)
Bl R P(ws|w, ..., wi—1; po,U) = tr(pi—11lw,; );
BIRIRE: o) = crimos iy
SR IR py = UplUT,
5: LER
P(s|po,U) = P(w1; po,U) 11— Plwi|ws,. .., w;—1; po,U);

P(wi|wy, ..., wi_1;po, U) EF, MG RNTFINIEERER P(s|po, U), Forb, BEEHRE po FEALE R U
HREB A28, VR EE R PR, &5 H— AT K3 PPL PPN E 5 BRI AR, PP FEAS
PR3 PPL LR A

PH%ﬂ%%%jéZ@ﬂwwﬂ- (19)

seC
C RIBRME, |C) BIERER A TN, ZE T B S RN H R 2B —HIF S (po M1 U) Flix
MUK EE PPL.

4.2.3 RS

P2 R IR, 8 TR RAS E R4 R is SUE ST, SR [43] IR N D 4ER)
Hilbert 28] Hancitla = C7, K Hancina MR RS S8J5, R 5 46 102 18 AR 4 1) 23 [A) #EAT Sk B A
B, BUASE T DN 4ER Hilbert 25 Ho = Haneitla ® H = CPN. XA A, BEH 7]
LFLHE U TG) = Ip @ 1L, X I A D 4EFIAAARE, XA BT RS A R SR 1L
FEPA IR G 2 [N 1 ART FLIISRIR, A5 5030 i B S 3R I B AL R AE T — 280 T A
FEANHE R, JRAEEAE VRS B 7 b, AR5, B I ) AR X 815 S A o B 3A]
HIE IR, IR SeAZ 8, KB T P HI 5 BLEN, HEMY & T n-gram i 5875
HE R AR ER, XM AR S T RERNSHFE T

4.2.4 BERWIEREWE

ARG i BB (R AR AR B, A P R R R AT 2 . SR RO iR A AN R 1Y
(DN)? (1S5 ) P R R 15 01 BRI 7 L A RIS — NP IR e ROR. 38 Ry o xt
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TR AR AR B — A AL RERE, IR BRI IR R EORE SR 2 STk, 32 Markov
Y 02 R A, AN SR AT AR IR O — A B 2 4R 3R] ) B AROR, DRI AT DA B B 8 1]
Iea) B ) A — R AR E S HERE. RN B R BRI A w = (o (w), ..., ap(w)), p Fonii [
EILERE. KR AT DARE — AR U = (Uy,...,Up), AT E—N 8000, 3041k T LAZh 2t 2
R P AR 2R

V(w) = [Jur.
i=1
B IRE, B T A 1] ) B s B [ B — M BB, DRTEABAT AEAR 22 IO S50 225 ST (k.
4.3 BIEEFEEHE FIESRKRE

FRETFIESHEAAAEL N AR B, RTS8 18] BN 1S i Ik, 3 2
M5 (one-hot vector) /NI, IXFPFR R R et om0 I UL K A7 B4 B, HAREA St 451
BB B @B ok, 58 =, s il H B E 1% LR MR ROR, 1% AR R A 20 i 15 3, IR A it
WZRRAAT B, & A REE I v )9 27 =) T7 55 213K A5,; B =, ANRE R SOR IR ULAE, AR
SRR, MR ITHEAT I, Fr At AN aelca itk ANTMBR S ST RO, O 7 @4 Rl R,
UUHC A R AP i 2 45 G R AT AL, 1R & T8 SR R IR, i & B S AN H.
BHEF T L E BB SRR 2, SCHR [46] 1R 45 GBI NS (convolution neural network, CNN)
IZRI 15 5 A HESE (461 B Rl i) B DE AT 45 . 1% 11 o AR AR 5 75 22 W BT 1) 2 P A B R
VUHR s B AN Y it FE G — Ak, IF BAE M ESS LiZiE SR AsIe 45 A 3 T state-of-the-art B S
EIEE S U EVE

4.3.1 EEEMENATFERR

S5 35 0 TV 2 0 10 4 ) — A PR B — T 5 LU R A (8 i o B
(word embeding) (52 71T th 5 — -8 3], BORERT BLGEREA R 11 SUI BBV B REA IR, £ T2
RO one-hot k. M TAT N AN, A d 4RI R ORISR, 407 A
jvi) KA, F Ju) € RO ARAE A REAREROPE R, BATAT LU (20):

p= Zpini = Z Ailvi) (vil, (20)

OB Yps = 1, p R AR,

BRI 4, TR, BRI, A T A RRA R, 7 AR A 4 A
AR, 2 (20) S8 BERETT AR — MO T 85 8T RGRAHIARL 3 HAE 1 A0t dik
] 5 0 Z IR R 70 (20) PRI py S 0 G L2 8. e L 2 078 S0

4.3.2 [EASEANKERT
N T BCCAULED (1812 A0 (UL ED) 5 B E B SCA 2 TR AR LI, 35T o 48 I 5% 110 ity 38 iy 15 5 A5
0P 78 Y AR AR 2 Sk B 1) 2 A 0k AR RRABL: 28 P AR A i T ke 92 285 8 6 R PRI BB & 3R, K I [l ) 5
BRI FEFRERIN pg T pg. I (21) 152010 H) 5ZE A BAE KRR, 0)F) 5255 Z R BG RN
W 5.
Mga = pgpa- (21)
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DHEEEE —]. e
L[ [N il
\\ |
S I I |
\
\|
N O I =
LT T [ 1
L]
S - P
Sentence Outer Density
matrix product matrix

B4 (MERFEE) ENOTFRBREREERR

Figure 4 (Color online) Single sentence representation by density matrix

Single sentence representation Joint representation Matching

CITTT] )
T N
. = X trace

.
X diag

l
O

5. o

Sentence Outer Density Joint Softmax
matrix product matrix representation

5 (MERFE) 7l 3 ERATHEEEMRRT, £ 4 BRHKERTR, £ 5 EROEXLEINL softmax ¥
HE

Figure 5 (Color online) The first three layers are to obtain the single sentence representation, the fourth layer is to obtain
the joint representation of a QA pair, and the softmax layer is to match the QA pair.

T 3 I B 15 7= BEE X N3 A AR, o 5 PRI S 20, AT LAAS 51

papa = D Nidjlvi) (vj][v;) (v)]

.3

=Y Xy (wilvg) i) (v,

4,9
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For X\, RN FERE B VRHIEAE, |o;) AR FIRHE R & £ (22) 1, (vilvy) RN [v) BT (v
Z B HIALEE . PR (v|vy) = to(Jui) (vy]), PRIERT DL HE 328 p AR Y 2 2K

tr(pgpa) = D iy (vilvs)*. (23)
i,J
I A5 R B 6 A 2 70 2 N ) A1) 58 R E R B, W] DATHSR IR ) 5 250 2 TR VS AR ARABLRE . DRIk
A FE R R A 3 (23) IXAE—FR I8 AR R gm it 77 32X, THEL IR A) 5 25 A) 2 B)E SCHIALLYE, AR 5 3E T a) dl
B FILEE UCHD. X bR A — AN — AL I o) 5 25 25 AR AE R o vk, R4 VN i (19
(RN T2
4.3.3 FI LA ZELEME

ST 2 R TR S AR I 1PN IEILEC R R, B RO R N AR g 5 5 T
U FERERE pg AN po ST, 113K (24) From:

S(pgs pa) = tr(pgpa)- (24)
XA AR 2R AT AT S BRI A ) 1 2 TEARABLRE . 3 (24) W RARIT RN N
Ttrace = tr(qu)a) =tr ( Z )\i)\j|ri><rj |) ) (25)

Torace W AP TE SCH BN, FE3X HLAR R In) UMV ZE068 8025 2 FEL B AROARLLRE . 534, 1 TR S M 10
XALITCERI N T F 8 FRIEE R, X ALICRN R Taiag, Tang X NAF KX A LZT0 R Ko
ALLBE I & AN [RS8 2. R IERR R B4 e SN

ffeat = [Itrace;fdiag]v
X A 2 I 5% 1 5 [ A% A 451 2% bR B

L=- ZN[% log h(Zfeat) + (1 — ;) log 1 — h(Zteat)]

HA h(Frear) A2 softmax WE)Z 2 G (5 HE, v £ FE A IIARZE (label).

A AN BTSRRI R G B4 R 26 (R TR RS R G B AR, XAt i 17— MM 4%
g5k, SRJE UL ECYI 2R, X FE — e RENS A B MREF AU SEIRER. O 1 22 ST RE AR A3 R &R,
KT —A> T HERI G 42 100 2% SR B & 2 1) T2 BRFAE , IX BB 2R SO 2 (R HARABA R . 3 A
SRR, B 6 . S R 48 ) B S R A A 5 U] ) B A AR IS e M T PR,
R T PEFERE BRI ) A, S AR S JI S 2T RE D), £E WIKI-QA $dla 4k P9 1 B 25 42
THT B TR EEAACR, JHE TREC-QA Hdifk PY EREGA T state-of-the-art 1 5 BALRCR. H
e, Lk i R T IE S A, RERIRE T I 5HamgARIKSR, EF 2t —PEEs
I,

5 KRKE=R

U TF P 28 R ARE S AR IR I AR A, BT 1 IRER B ] DU ABOE S 84
FATAT DUAR S, A Ay @ g T 15 B SRR N % = 2 A B R, W 7 B AN 2R R,
SEN R A ULVE BT BE NI A, B2 R SR TAE R AEHIX AN 7 gt 4755 ). — S8k
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Single sentence representation Joint representation Matching

m = ~K - - =~ ~
8 E EEREE
| | < Col-pooling
u T ]
) NRSRC 0
Pq T~ S Connect D
P q Pa - ~ JaN ~ ’j
EEEEE . J \ [
D:];l:]j : { -~~~ Mga \\ : D
LLITT] . | 1
5 N P
|EEEEN
Sentence Outer Density Joint Convolution Pooling Softmax
matrix product matrix representation

6 (MERFE) GFHRRM QA AMMEKERT, UK 2 EERHEMEREE
Figure 6 (Color online) The single sentence representation and the joint representation, and the rest layers are to match
the QA pair by the similarity patterns learned by 2-dimensional-CNN

Language Quantum
model mechanics

Neural
network

B 7 (MEREE) ESEE HENENETHENFNLER

Figure 7 (Color online) Language modeling, neural networks and equivalent class diagrams of quantum mechanics

ity B3 K B R 146 (NNQLM) IF A i i 2 M 2% 58 il S R NERRR, BILE
DEH TR T I AN Z AR R, CAMRICNE HATTT 787 15 S 4 2 A
R FR B0l Ll RAE Science IV [55] 1 & T 2RI BB S P M E8 A BE AR K, SCHR [56] 22
ST BT DI S R P ST TR AR ARIRG AR R IR B AR B BB AR 2% (K B — R A5 T8 T
HIPER, UER 73R B R 2% (1 SE L 5 K B A5 A ) B 7 22 PRI R B R AR AFAE S PE Y, SCRR [57)
LT SRS R BT 2 A I R S TR P A I 4% 45 K 2 T B 2R, XA IBR AR T DA Bl K B A R A
SCHR [58] $ T —FhEE T ROR R BR VR R P AR R G5, AR RES ST T 4R 5 3 JR 5K 0 gt 2 (8]
HISEHT G AR. SCHR [56~58] HAT 57 2 &1 22 PR3 bR B v 4 K B 4 Al 5Kk 0 i o] A 1) — Ak
PR EE R, AESCHR [56,57] Ja KT, FATIFE N i) o 1 22 AR bR BUR R (78 SRR, 2R R
SR BRI (B (W ACHL, #7815 710 5 A A F R 2 I 2% (1t i v 1591,
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N TRAFEF R MM U BT 5 = AR LS — AN 7 AR R, JATHT
PALEARR (7 7 AR Fp s LR 2. 8 S BATRT LAY 1 2 AU oR BodE AT 18 5 A, ] (138 o 4K
TESKERE R E T2 R R BRI E & R4, MR — RPN, &1 2R RS sk &
BRI, BATTE ZXTE AT IR, 325 AT AR BISKE M2 R, 5K W 2% £ Bl A7) B AU
[T, TRERETEDR, P LA SR 2% SRR AR T 2 W 2% RS 5, PR I 48 AL — D TR AR IR 25,
FEET T, BRGNS (A 5540) MR R L H ARG 5 B R Z AR 55 h R A7 A
. DRI AT DA Sl Bh ok e P 2% SE R T 2 K 5 i, P, BT i S AR SO A AR
FE55 M A PT RE. SRR 1] & 1001 fRy B, R R FRATIAE AR ¥ A b T BAARTF 58 52 O BT

UL,

6 R

AIXMNETRABEANT, Wik TR T /% 4 MEARNE LI SIEFERNKR. R)5, B TIZAH
&R, AN AT 3 METIESHEY, 2026 BRI T IORILR MR 715 558, 1550w
AU T THELIAE P A 2R R 8 SRR, DURAE B Bl R B VL RO AT 55 7 572 10 o 21 s 1) B 1 1
B, NN R TR E R S R 2 T A R R, BAER B e TR e, RURI R T
ZARPR BRI, ASE R PR NIRRT = FH R IR LN RS R, BAE
MIEGH PR A SEERN S8 &5 1, AR 5, FF O N T 5 2 0 3 R/1E 5 A B S

SE 30
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Abstract Language model is a fundamental research topic in areas related to natural language processing. In
recent years, researchers have proposed quantum language models based on the probability theory of quantum
mechanics. This paper aims to review the research motivation and the current progress of constructing various

quantum language models. First, it reviews the research problems of classical language models. Then, it intro-

duces some quantum language models in information retrieval and speech processing, as well as an end-to-end
quantum language model based on neural network architecture. By analyzing the advantages and disadvantages
of each quantum language model considered here, taking into account the essential connection between quantum

mechanics and neural networks, we outline our vision for future research directions.
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