Technical Report on Attention and Cognition (2026) No. 18

B EEM D IAAZE B DR TP EESNSAT RBNEIZE 25
B WEAT O Y4 MEICE T2 P EAIRR

/NEF B KER
EAN

BRI - BREEE
NN N

Ft

FEEHE
FEEATIR

At
=

%

AR, BREHWOIALE T VICNIET DS A 7 A ZHET 5 FEE LT, Word Embedding Association Test (WEAT) 73

HEHINTWAD., WEAT 1L, IAT O %G L, HiEMOBERWELEN SN, T A% E

BbT5FETHD. WEAT

%fﬁb\t\_ﬂif@ﬁ’”i % DEBET WVITHRBIANAL T ABRPET 2 Z E2WME L TE 72, LnL, HEEHDIAAL
ZERNTIEIA T B DRFEOROVEIAR > T2 [RGM) EMHENLBRB Mo TEY, ZOZEMBIELD /A

T AWEC B 525NN H 5. AOFETI,

RS 5 AR X

D ZEM O F DR IERT% T WEAT A=

TR LT, RS LT, BREMHEZICAFEAL T AOR a7 NKIBICHD L2, ORI, WEAT CRIIENS

INA T AD—ERBEIRIEAS TlE /e < 22

Keywords: word embedding, WEAT, implicit social bias

F:ﬁg - H %

HGEHOIAAIL, HEEZ mIRITOEEN 2 N LZEfH]

WZ5BT 5 Z LT, HEEEOBEWRIBIRZ BIERMICE
By 5H ﬁ?%@fﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ’iﬁimf » 5. GloVe
(Pennington et al., 2014) { fﬁ%éﬂéﬁ; HLDIA T~
EF UL, KRBT % 2 b a— <R 7‘6%@0),\
BN F— B35 2 LT, BEWRAIHELL L7
MZERIN Tz Iz @E%éﬂéiﬁfoﬁ%fﬁ%%mﬁ‘é

T, 20X R RBBESHEa— " ATEE I
@a EHOOIAZDY, N EFBEL LT N A 7 A 2 4

HTaZ N i&ﬂ:éﬂ’@z\é Caliskan et al. (2017)
i 2 D BERERIT 351 D Implicit Association Test (IAT)
DR & HEER 6O A A ZE 12 A L 72 Word
Embedding Association Test (WEAT) % B3 L7=.
WEATIE, #—7% > MiE& (B : 18, BHR) #FRT5E
EBMEBEE (] P, AR 722‘%?5 @F'ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&’)ﬁ\%ﬁ
R MVOIELEDZER NG, AT ADORE % E
ET2FETHS. 61T, GloVe@J:ifa?ﬁ?%E"Voﬁ
%%ﬁwﬁﬁ%?wmﬁwf,yiyﬁ~,A@&E
DB TANGFIETDHZ L xR Lic. ZOFRA
%, BREETANFET —X2ICE ENHE20RA%Z
WL T2 Z 2R T EHERMALE LTASERZ4E
Wiz, WEATIFHE, SihT7T /L ONFNERHG D 2 72
DT FEMBITHET DEBEMR RO TRFEZELE LT
EH & T\ 5 (Caliskan et al., 2022) .

— 5T, HFEHOIAHLZERIZITRY }\/I/bﬂ%n:_@ﬁ%
WESRIZ R > T 5 TEGM LI 2 Bign
WEIN TS (Mu & Viswanath, 2018) . F5PED
RIVWVZER]CIE, EPRAIC I B 7 BAGE J\TF'Eﬁ’C“%):Hj‘
A Viﬁfﬂ§ﬁ§|—1< 72 57238 U (Ethayarajh,
2019) , T OZERIIEZLNBWEATIZ L 531 7 ZE
’ﬂ”i.“%:i‘?zéj EMEDRD 5.

AU TIL, El@ﬂ:’ﬁ?ﬁi X 5B GO IEMN
WEAT R a TIZ T T A et L, Miiahd A
T ADEBMEFHMT D2 2B ET .

BORMERT —7T 4 77 7 b XL TV D A REME 2RI T 5.

Tk

WEAT WEATIX, 2% —4~ v hEE v b (X,
Y) L2floEMEEE > b (A B) MOFE%IHY 7258 A
MEAZRETS. £, Higw & EMEEY FAB L

DEETERE s(w,A,B) IZLAFD X9 :E%émz&

s(w, A, B) = meange, cos(w, a) — meanyeg cos(w, b) (1)

Z Z Cceos(w, ) 1T HGEw L aDMDIAZ T KL
DatA FEPEEZERT. RIZ, ¥—7 v hiEtk
v b X &Y OEGEEDEREEZRTHREMRT &
SX,Y,AB)ZLTDXEIIZERTD :

S(X,Y,AB) = s(x,A,B) — s(yv,A,B) (2)
SX, Y, A, B) WIEDfEE%E & 5356, XIXY &Lk
LTttty PALEDECESGL TS 2 L%
R FEFRIENLMELT permutation test (2 o THE
i 5. Fiz WEAT TIE, /A T ADRE A KT
FEIEEE LTOREdEZENTS. DREdT, W
Z =7y MERIZR T D EHEEREDEE, 2
Z—77y NEEOHATRE OIEERZ CEER L
fEE LTUFDOLIITERSND :

de meanyex s(x, A, B) —mean,ey s(y, A, B) 3

h stdyexuyS(w, 4, B) 3
Z OB REEOHIRIE Cohen (1988) D FEHEIZHEW,
|d] = 0.213/h 72205, |d]| = 0.51FHFEE DRI,
ld| > 0.8ITRERBNR & HRSND. WEAT T
%, ZOMREdEZ—0 Y MRS REEEM

A DOIERTFRE, ThRb b AT AOREZE
THEL LTERT 5.

http://www.L.u-tokyo.ac.jp/AandC/


file:///C:/2/1/2/

INEF - BFR

HEMAERIC L D2 EGEME RIT%EEMETD
729, LG HATHI O EAE S FRIZHES < ZCA (Zero-
phase Component Analysis) H Al % HFEH DIA A 22 [H]

W L7e. HDiABRY MRS GEITH A £
L, TOBAMEDHEE Z=VAVT 3%, ZZTV
ilﬁ«ﬁFW%ﬂ ZFFOBEAATH, A XEAEE %
ﬁ AT FE ORI AT TH DH. ZCAH ’ék%@?ﬁ&ﬁﬂ

WIILLTFTO XS ICTER IS -

wW=vA zVT (4)
BHDIALART M x 1T x' = Wx~EHIN5.
ZOBREIZL Y, BHEORT NVES DI
ﬁﬂu%ﬁﬁﬂ&&@,wﬁﬁ®ﬁM%m&%ﬁ
DO —(bNZER SN D, MERELT, K
m@i%%fﬁ IO YA R R E T R
DI A, KV EHFRZEM NS 5D, ZCA
A ki, B#ag 7 fLrEoes fLVEoO2—
7 ) % %EE%E%Eﬁid bW E 2D, JLOMBEE
B2 &l mifiid 2 R FF 9 5 5T, EEM
Eﬁ@%ﬁ#*@%héﬁgﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬂﬁ_ﬁ
LTW5.
Fhrx ﬁnﬁﬁﬂﬁ%kaLT ST
(Caliskan et al., 2017) & DB ATHEM:ZEE L, 300
WILDGloVeX 7 MVEEMA L. Ha8iTré A
EATHIOHEEITIE, WikiText-1037—# & v MZE& %
NDHFEFED 9 HGloVelZ Uik SN TV A5 HEEDOHE D
AR NVEER L. #EE S Atk iTsl %z
WEW@@@E@ﬂbﬁﬁ“ﬁFw_%%b H ol
SENZZEMNCBT DA T AZWE L-. HEED
XA T 2%, TATE L OWEATDJe i TAFZE TREHER I
HANENTHWALLTO3fEE Le : OFfE-R H vs. R
Rk, OFE—Ings vs. PRk, @I —nm v/ RT
AUBNGL-T 7V HZRT AV N4 vs. =P, D
OII b % 2 THEIIZBIEE S D RS M2 EE S <
NRAT ATHY, WEATDZ L HRRFED 72 6D D~— R
?4V%#kbf%%¢é.®ﬁk@ﬂ47z%ﬂﬁ
THECHONLN, AFROEERFSETHD.

et

B8

ABFIETIE, HEEHLOIALZE R O RITIE A WEATIC
E DA T APEJAF E”i“%:*ﬁaﬁbt H &L
KD BITVEAIIER, HAR—Ieds A TXODxJJ%'%iﬁ‘ﬁ

2L, A@“47X#ﬁ%bt; 1, PERDOWEAT
TRE SAUI /A 7 2 OIS BIFHEIT B sied 2 HgfoT

FT —T 4 777 Megtel b, £-FNICL ST
INA T A KFAM S 40TV D Al %%Twﬁé
itaém%%fffﬁﬁkiw% A47
ITHERF S NLT=— 5 T, A@A%T}#ﬁ%bt
K@ﬁé.:@ﬁﬁ@,A%fﬁ%éhéA@ﬂ
AT AN, HFEHDIAHRTET VOFE T T X
AU7au, R 7o B RSN & 8 2 7= AR S R SUIRIC K
FLTAERLTWSIRERZRIB L TND. 5%IX
ANEOITENT — % & OxfIi oz U, @wﬁ&ﬂ
M CHIE SND /31 7 AL ARIOBIERIIEE & O Bf%
%*ﬁdﬁ”é)&%#b‘bé

Table 1
WEAT effect sizes (d) and p-values before (Raw) and
after (White) whitening

Targets / Attributes Raw (d) Raw (p) White (d) White (p)
Flowers -Insects / 1.434 0.0001 1.456 0.0001
Pleasant-Unpleasant
Instruments-Weapons / 1.699 0.0001 1.419 0.0001
Pleasant-Unpleasant
European-African / 1.068 0.0002 0.244 0.3311

Pleasant-Unpleasant
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