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A Survey on Automatical Construction Methods of Sentiment Lexicons

WANG Ke! XIA Rui!

Abstract Sentiment lexicon is an important tool of identifying the sentiment polarity of words and texts. How to
automatically construct sentiment lexicons has become a research topic in the field of sentiment analysis and opinion
mining. We review the existing sentiment lexicon construction methods, for both English and Chinese languages, from the
perspectives of lexicons, corpus, and the combination of the two. We analyze the advantages and disadvantages of each
method and point out some special problems in sentiment lexicon construction. We furthermore summarize the evaluation
methods and review several competitions related to sentiment lexicon construction. Finally, we discuss the prospect of

sentiment lexicon construction, and present some problems that remain to be solved.
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Table 1 Common sentiment lexicon introduction
BEE 1] it 44 i1
. Yo I 2 A K GR35 T WordNet, ) WordNet Hag—AN[R] SCIRIEE 430 45 HEIE  UFAZE AL
SentiWordNet o
15 A7
o ) General Inquirer #1A K 2 S 1 — 2K B RS TH U ARy, UG 461 R U T Cnd il g (38 4
38 General Inquirer

Ji) ) AN SRR ) | e HRE I E PR AT 32K
Bing Liu A&ATHI— 3K SESCR G I, ARSI, S8 T IR R EERE, M5 L RAL TGRS

Opinion Lexicon e
WAHE R

TR A HE O 37 P LA RS ) 3 1 DA OB A A X 5, DB s 5 s 2 el LU & B B
B Ak 2 1) () 26 28 A 2 R U R, b B RS T 1R 4

KRBT R A5 S RS S R BRIV R — A P SO I BEIE AR S PR — A P Sl
i, EAR VIR . RIS R RS R

HowNet i /&1 it

F3 DUTIR KGRI A A

NTUSD

SRS T VS K2 R AL B ST 55 1 o S SR ) L

TEAS[RRE FE B 126 0 BT A 55 h 0 836 A [R) 1) £ £,
bt

1) 1] /R E GO B A BT AT 25 v, 0 ] el v it
A7 1 AT 1) ) DR P ek R R A SR A T U ] L) A
. ] e BAT )R] SRR AT RE D, BERE P
SE R ZINKE S SCAS IR A B 43 AT

2) FIF /RN A TR T, RIS AR
AT DL I 56 2 I A Sk ] R 45 0 B0 sl LAk
A7 ] DU e v LR 2 > O vk, ) R K
Tl LA D o B IE, AT SRS 43252

3) JEYEE A BT AT S5, W7 S H 8 M 1] XS
I PR I An] RN i AG JBn] ASE FH n] / RE 1R  VEH
T AR U, Tt R 1 T S (A T ). Ak, AT L
T PRI TR T AR T i S A AT bR S, FRATTKEAE
55 5.2 TR R4S

ZREPTIA, T A 1 TR A 1) A7 K ] gk
AT A AT, T8 BESRAF IR ey BV 26 55 1] Lok
TR A IR R TR AR A, 3 mT A A
Wi EYEY . AT SRR AT S5, 2
L SCA A A 5 155 B ] 19 AR 15 T AT ) A
Pty P AR H 15 I, I ) D A A P AT A
I8 v A R RN 5 I R L, B B OGN
=X

P T A7 ] A R R SCAS 2 b ) T S LA
H AT 5T LA AR TE A PR — A
W, Liu £ESCHR [3] 2 H0 e o] S e ity
T T2k, 52 A, ARSCEAG A = ANRE R
—ISEAR ST VEVS IR A BEX R TR AT TR AT
SVEEFIAZS TR AR SCER T A 4 e S U T v
ZAN, R RT3 TR B A B

FUHUIR; =Bk TSR I AR 2Z 8k, AR SO B
Sl p S KA B YR AT TR, T RS T A
SR BE VP AL ik, LR R B A A A4 K PN B

o

ARSCEAT AR . 5 2 R T i S
BUATBEUR. 58 3 1, FRATIBIAT 1 9 SO R i A sk
FEMIBUR. 5 4 75, FA13E IR 7 Lo S R
SRR, 28 5 1R S T IR SR s R R
[ 55 6 T4 T R SR RE VA 5 IR AT DG .
g xS R s AR T R

2 MEFRIAREIR

A8 20 (%) 30 FH A Je ] i, ot i o N A
(. N TR Ty 32 B2 il B 3 K i AR SR R
A B IAT ) B, N TR GE R Rt 1R ], A
SR AR Pk B BT, A ] B, A, IX M7 Ve 2
FARHIMROR. 26 1 RgE T e S0 D i 1 e i)
M. RSN TR AR, BAMNES R,
Eb# 3% 44 1K) 2 SentiWordNet!. & HE WordNet?,
JERE SC— B0 1) G AR ik, 4y S RH N R I TR A 00
MRS 2, F P BE W] UKS #f 5E 47 15 2645 45, T
PAFH — A ] 1 15 50 3845 0 3 s % 0] (01 A 20
General Inquirer (GI)® # I\ K & 5 1) — AN 15 J&
7, RS 1915 AN S, 2291 MR R, &
W5 AN VB F NG A L R WA JE AT b
AN B2, (TR o B P e g R N . Hu
200 R — 315 868 8 Opinion Lexicon® 7.
WA AT, i) A S A A 2, HL g S
2006 4>, Wz i) 4783 4.

'http://sentiwordnet.isti.cnr.it/
2http://wordnet.princeton.edu/wordnet /download/
3http://www.wjh.harvard.edu/ inquirer/

4https://www.cs.uic.edu/ liub/FBS/sentiment-analysis.html#lexicon
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Table 2 Summary of the lexicon-based approach
Jiik ik 22630k

SRy R A ORI AR, TR SURIRPE SRR SGR . (Hu 4%, 2004)1, (Strapparava, 4§, 2004)14), (Neviarouskaya, %5,
&Xlﬂglﬂ“ﬂ%g, ﬂﬁ]‘#‘ﬁq f”ﬁ%ﬁ?@?ﬂ 1%@%‘%:@ 2011)[5]7 (Kll’n %, 2004)[6]’ (Blair-Goldensohn %’ 2008)[7]
] gt

AL PSR S AR L R SR (b5 iRl (Kamps 4%, 2004)1, (Hassan %, 2011)11, (#167°14%, 2009))
BERBERREL, FUNTPTAN R AL ALY, AT 2 AR S
T HIRRAE.

By ek o 5 SCIR R S A DIZRATERE, SR RIAARE X id (Andreevskaia %, 2006)1'°), (Baccianella 4%, 2010)0',
HIXK . (Esuli 4%, 2007)2]

FIA P SR ] LA S B = e A B
AR S AR (HowNet) $AE 15 8o #7 F i i
0, Horb & T TR SCE W I vEA I A B,
SCEENZ A 43 )k 4569 A4S, 4370 A, B TG AR A,
HowNet I8 2840 WordNet H%Hs i, ‘e 7 —
i) 5 0] 2 TR (R KT S 2R M . R B T (1 SRR Y
AR PES NASTR) A B2 Al 3R — AN v SOV B i, £
E AT NI R ab S W B [ W Y- N 1 e
B ERTEEAMNEEA W) Ekman 1] 6 KK
RO R I EA Y, JF HAE Ekman 154
by ZARTE A I B i, 6 IE T Rk
(T I 32 ST MW N NS Ol P S
7T ORI 21 /N IR 1. 34 5. 7V 9 kY,
9 RN R, & 11229 AN XA, 10783 M2
N BT R AR g I IR L NTUSD?, 2 —
AN R 1 B ) B 2810 78 Xin], 8276
AN S|, 5 HowNet ff ARV AA B — A T
H 117 ST AR B 5 ) = AN T IO ]

3 RROAHEBHMERE

e N TG S R 156 JR ] gt B % L8 5 e (1 T
P, AESRAESE P AT b Al LU o 2R 8 AN [R) S0 1 1
SR, UCGE AR S RN, N AR IR S i
LB RIIN T T3, L, AR A 2 AR A T
Tl ] L[ 5 S AR AT, It A A SR 4 1)
T 1A i S AT, AT =28 BT AR
JiVE BETAERE R TR LSRR R AR
Zitr .

3.1 ETERENAZE

SR B AT e JT IO SCRRE (Hetn
JE3C ) WordNet), Ji 14254 e 3] L5 3] 2 18] FR 2R 3%
(nfR] s Je s EAZBLUR P LR AR ), it e R A i
—HRIE PR P R . BRATIAESR 2 PRI

Shttp://www.keenage.com/html/e_index.html
Shttp://ir.dlut.edu.cn/EmotionOntologyDownload
"http://www.datatang.com/data/44317

TFE AR =28, e SRR ELL . BREkE
R LY i
3.1.1 RAXERVEZE

T WordNet f[R] X e SC| 5 R R v )
AL e N TRyt e X W OB 4R
&, SRJE1E WordNet i SCEIAFZEH, A4 e AT 11 [
S s SRR X AN G, R ) SR s
TIPS, ROCHTIN 55— 84, i 554K,
Fay gt — AN A — o A ) T 230 . Je o N T3
£, THBREE 4> (K3, A e B . Hu 250 76 545
M P PER I, SR TIXA k. B2, 15 IR A UYL
HAE AW, — 241 5 & 3 (Fbin “beauty”),
B4 F A B AT g0 1 B ). Strapparava, 2514
TETEZE TR Al b N T 44 18 F— /N 43 3]
RN TR A 0 1) L A4S 380 I J ] LS A i
Neviarouskaya 2501 38 5 A B A 73 AR R,
A5 7 B L SCAS T S v A5 S 5 3L

RGNV PE T ] 590 2 A I ¢ REE SR O, —
iR e A T UOER G, RS IERBIE R R
S, tetn “good (%f)” E& Rk Tk R S iEAR
2, Al Re a8 R SE A R 13 “bad (38)”
[good, sound, heavy, big, bad], X5 i M4 2 T AF
ok T LB E. b T HERRIX LT, Kim %50 7F
IR R ARESONE L AR U NG T e B 7| R s R AT
Jeg ¥ X TR A7 PR RE R, T 4 E O . Blair-
Goldensohn 217 75N T — AN PEi S S, TR IE A
X RYKRR, &6 EERATY &, 7Y RE2IN
R AR, WA R, MTTHE M T EIE IR S A 1
HERf 2.
3.1.2 EREEEZX

T3 SCETRPZE da] [A] ) R OC &R, AR AN
T Z AR ] BEAEAEAE T 22 JT 2K . Kamps 250
A, = REERARARL IR A1) e A T e [R) SR kAT



498 H | 1k

F {4 42 %

i HR B0 /D AT PN 3R AR AR AR BT 75 1

ORASHE B 9 2 (R ARACLAE, O FH R B Ak 32 1 £ 5 Je

05 Ji)

d(t,w™) —d(t,w™) 3
d(wt,w™) (

Hdr) d(t, w) ZFaAREBNE R ¢ 38 R SR iEAR
B AR R w BT s > I, wt M wT
ARG SCR RN SO, vHEEARIR L AR, R
SCA A HLAT DAL, R LA Y AN 1] TR P
AHAPE. AR, B rUEAE S (Pointwise mutual
information, PMI) &5 TR e vh v A 1] 2
) FR S A A S A ADLYE 5 . Hassan 500 AR
WordNet 45— Mg il (7] ¢ R &, 456 CAG Bk Pk
(R4 S, SE MMEE R w, (NET S) JFA,
el — e M EE ), AREE v, (BT S). X
B2, v w, B0 S W SCR -1 1~ 3 7
Bk, CLRED B e i) w; B R .
313 BX¥RZ

—Se SRR 2 T IR OB S AR AR EE
(1% 1 SCA) R SCAR AR A P AN S0, T8 4 3K 6 4] F
SAE R LA Bt — A o0 2RI AR B, An-
dreevskaia 210 [ | WordNet H (][] ¢ &
FURE SCHATY . Sebrid —8B2 i3], X HAH 1A
KAMATY R, T J); WordNet 1 [FBTA B L, X
T SR B A R 1] 1 B AR )R AT Ik P B 2 S R R
KA . Baccianella 250 A T2 WAL 824 2],
SEi 1t WordNet 4 &4 46 br s (00 o~ 175 1B 1] B 1
M. SRS AT FH i R SUVE R I, it — A
=R (S WXL ) 4R, SRR A )
TS, DA s o) Y. ARy () S i) 4 v e A 3] BRI B e, e
Ja BN (Random-walk) i 2 i (115 57, TE
JE A I . Esuli 2502 A A [R) SO R RS SRR 2
A0 [FRE R ) AR AR, an SR ) SCIA) B G IR R X v
A5 T3 — AR SCIR AR B3], JUJIA k3 A4 5 A B

SO(w) =

.

CREPTIR, BT AR B VAN T A T
B AR EE — AN 58 28 15 SCEMRZE ) e st 1
BN A L I HoZ i) LR E 55 S 21 R R ()1
JEAR], T8 R, AEXDRS R A S I LR, 1
TERBONSEH . ARE XT38 LA G 15 5, R
WordNet [ AR FEA 6= ) Jeil Al HIX K07
. BIEAE A S T 20 e 1 073, BT AR A L
W Z MR E RO R, MEERREIE 2, fiEs
R, AR DA 7 R e e AR . Rk, B
TRRPE IR 7 VA8 0 L BESRAT — N8 (1) 17 Je 1] B
SR, 15 T8 R0 VR P A7 A0 A0 Y [ 0 (FRATD M A 2
5.1 TPEQIAUR), [F—IiiBAEA RS (FE AN H 3
@) R, Al RERA AN s B e, T A
PTG A
3.2 EFEBNEWAE

T8 FH 1 12 1] B B W A R 0 A I A BT AT 45 1 75
SK.BRIM, A 1 R e S A R 1R I O3 BT AR 55
BN T P S G B AT (PR T A A
T L. AT S ] SR AR S A O R R A A Y
TG B AU e IR R SRR . BT
A AR 22, EU ] AW I, I ] 18 AN BE
A B K SR, RIS, T AN R R 1 S A P 22
S, R A Y 1 SR B FH T Sy A 1] SR PP
(1) 43 P 26 0 o A, BT DA L St el o A0 3 1)
N LA ] kA, H K 20k 02 2 T R b AT
A A Je ] AL 7

TR T8 AR &, AL AR S 3R
3 B o, B TE R R T vk R e Bk
) )15 2 — s B g nTRT A KRR W)
3, TRV, FEAS [ ek (g vt b mT DAAS 30 Aiel ke o 11
TR B B AT SR . AR S T TR R
JE () IR A v, R R B S
KAEAAEILINE, Wik 3 iR,

3 FETURRHE M A ST VA A
Table 3 Summary of the corpus-based approach

Jiik s

W

22 3Lk

\

B, SCAS TR A LS B A AR T A g
R (WIF A ) WA SRS %
FEIFER BT I, T SOA ) BRI IR, AT
B i ] F i S

AL PN

Hid AL B HLFAE R, WA BTz e e
AR, TV LA R T A I B A
AFRE.

RIS TN

(Hatzivassiloglou %, 1997)[*3] (Kanayama %%, 2006)'4],
(Huang %, 2014)5, (LR, 2015)116), (Xia %, 2014)017)

(Huang %, 2014)[*3) (Church %, 1990)18]] (Turney,
2001)191 (Turney, 2002)12° (Turney, 2003)21) (Krestel %%,
2013)1221 (Tai 4%, 2013)[23] (Wawer, 2012)1?4 (Glavas 2%,
2012)[251] (Bollegala %, 2011)[2¢), (Velikovich %%, 2010)27],
(BAZ R4, 2013) 281 (B A%, 2011)029)
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3.2.1 EREKRZE

FE T B R A I B ) TR 2, Horhig
25 B 149 3l A2 AR FH g H R R R A W i R
M MEIC R Hatzivassiloglou 45131 P4 R 45 T
eaaahioR e B WP IBUEE 2 S W S R N T M A€
UEBH T 33 50 5 1 R R R R, 2 Ja S TR E RN
T ORI 48, PR BITE 210 1 2 de . Bk, &
SEPE I H 3 1 I B 0 TR 25, bR L s A ] (1) B
P, AR T 506 AEAS R IE 10] T o B ok, A%
log £k M [ U455 7R SR fify o 3 1) 15 i 10 PR A i) LA AH
() A2 AH S IR IR M, B A SR R B = AR A
WA 4R, B 28 T BT H bR ek IR 0 385X A
HFh

PE) =2 (\clw 2

d(l’ay)> (2)
z,y€C;,x#y
Hodr d(z,y) Rt o, y FEE, 0% W S A 1)
PRI, B S Im) B BR B UK. |Cy| RSB A1)
WK, @ PRSP ] IR B AR RN, (RO,
YHIERSSRCRBAY. Bah A1 (W Cy 3 Cy), #
O fH kN, A D ]S EE B N, B A e
Co I i) By BRI, WAL Bh; 453K, WA,
I JE iR 2y, B WA YE. KanayamaE 4 565
FHFOUAELL (betn “T think + v7. “not + v7) Flfy)
P T a8 RIS ], gevtaiE kb, BTRSC
S — SOME VR Aff M8 8, BEE A, O 17 J
FEEE S ) A A A ) 175 SR EAT — B, Al 4k
HH LA 3R] B A A R Al v, A 1 B T A 1
fo (Eean “but”), WEMEA 25 S, DL TG %
A%k, Huang 21 ) FT & i) 4] B B 1] 1] £ 4
PICR, JFE G EAs LR E B (: “X7 Al
“unX”), A4 A RO L RFERE, A T RCEAR
& (Pointwise mutual information, PMI), Ji W i
ia] )1 T A

TR FR VORI 1) S T I I SCAS 1) A TRl
Ak, LA W oh i ] (R R AR Ak, ORIV
TG TP A TR, HoA) 1A 1 AR
PCHITERL, G A UEE, O AT W A BN
(R TEAN . SR B, RIS g ] PR IR R OC R
5, W BETE S RL b I H L 1) B L
RELOL (R, SR RVE LA AU ] L, 7
i AEAT B e e 15 B 4, BT R Ik 1R HEAT T
K. BRI AR 2 A AR, IR TGl R R
PR R e AR, AR T ] S AT BE L4 B i A
2], FLAEE], AT X B L AT
175 SR B ] SR PR P A S o A

3.2.2 REHIVE

Z A5 B (Pointwise mutual information,
PMI)!S 25 SR A [ 4R35 5 Ak B i) — AN LA
oAt A B S IR IR AT TR VA i S N o
Xt (3) Fros:

p(z,y)
P(@)p(y) )

) p(x,y) Fomidl o f oy — il HIEE, p()
Bt o MILMBEE, p(y) R y HILEER.
pmi(x,y) Fowia o My IR (EHOK, Pt
SRS EIE WU NVACY SN S N U

A PMI, H e R AT A1 R LB, id
AN A2 UL SR W — AN (AR E. Turney % {4 14
B IR S AR ] ) B R AL, S W — A1 1
JE&Mi 7] (Sentiment orientation, SO). Hil 5 77l
i (4) Pros:

SO(w) = pmi(w,w") — pmi(w,w™)  (4)

o w B B S ], wt R w ™ 43R
JRIE AN A . 7 SO A5 KTBIME, 156 0H 1 ER
TE T ] B UL Ay T T ] A AR LR, Bz )
g AT ] R AR, DA SR A e Tl R AR A2k

BT PMI, 5 8 1) i v 50d vl DAAE B HoAth 48
RS E]. Turney 252U R — M) 5 H AR UL 1]
PG BGE T — 80 BAR, [R5 & T 3 AE 8 o b
(Latent semantic analysis, LSA), $24 3CRS 87
P L. TS A 1 SO-LSA, MWK E TRk H 1
A, Hok ks (5) Pron:

SO-LSA(w) = Y
wt € Pwords
)
Z Isa(w,w™) ®)
w~ €Nwords
Horbw e IVERTE], wt M w™ 3l RN IE
A R T, Pwords A1 Nwords 43 5337 1F 1
WML 4. Turney? 3T AltaVista 8%
518 NEAR #:1E, 2048 5N “excellect”
A “poor” HIILBLEE (MG AR 10), JFEET LA
AR B ). SR A ) SO BT RA
SO(w) =
1 hits(w NEAR “excellent” ) hits(“poor”)
©8 hits(w NEAR “poor” )hits(“excellent”)
(6)
Horp, hits B R G1R ML R, EARE
2, XHE) SO 5 E3cgdilgs iy PMI A1 SO H)
R SiprREli = i

pmi(z,y) = log

Isa(w,wh)—
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Je EEAN DA R ZIT M EAA L, $ T A
TILIUE B (SO ) T 7 5. Krestel 522
56 A LDA (Latent dirichlet allocation) f ik}
I3 R IUAS T8, V8 i) A H E DF I R 1 e
1], Z JeaHs LR 5 sigmoid B#5IAE] PMI (¥
vHEL T, 15 20 R ] BN AT R A WA . Tai
260230 g T B LB S HL A5 B (Second order co-
occurrence PMI, SOC-PMI) i Wr ki SCATE ) o
W MALIC FR. SOC-PMI A& £ Fi SCA ) — Rl Ab 2
Jiik, BEW AL B —EEHL, W AL C I,
i SOC-PMI, FATAT LA E)3H B C AR
%. Wawerl?! JLF Turney (AR, N E F 1
] R 28 O 85 AT RS2 e, TR T A8k
B T7 3, S A AR 2R 5 8 AR 8 il A ke
R, ARBOE R, AT ERAG gk i), ook FA i 1] SR
MR kAT SVD #8449 210 [H¥E 7 R R 0K, 3RA9 12
W7 Fh i, HT SO-PMI it #. Bollegala %261 F|
AR VEAR AT H A5 SR FRVE HTE R, SEAR
5 ] P IR ] 0 A A aze i), A HTAR R
N E SR s ] kS H I P AT ] AR P AR
P VPR AR BB, I FH A AR 1], A LR AL
FEAE MRk R AL, AEH] PMI, I oh 8%k 1] Ly
L 17 JR T 8 A S M A W FE AR P, ey RS 1 A ] S
Velikovich #5271 FiJ K £ ) G0AG) il g, SR A5
FANHAR QI RN, ZJERH N JeOE
RFAIE i) e, A o e ) PR % 521 Ok A e ] ] £ AH AL
P A BE) G R LR S TR WX AT B B
N7, Kaji %50 BEF1X — EAR K 5% 71
ARAT L THMI A7 T 1) 3]

PMI J& i i 1] (o] AH SR — P 207 k. it
PMI {H, FRATTRE W (454 AR B3R ) B AR (AR ALAE
FEIET B 77 (AR 3.3.1 19) o, PMI w4
P38 T AH PR KRR, PR FH AR e 4 .

WIS IE T L ) il AR DG, T8 FH B, o
TR TRk, AL 45 8T [ 75 R A5 B A
FCIZE B % R, 1B IR IR AT LAANER JE Mgk 17 2 nl

. BRI S HOBUT Gevk AR R, A 2 B
MILBLIG O, Ty B ARTE S IE (ke 7 1n)
) AR, R E R A E—E M. W “RVIA
B, Wit 07, KRB BTG &, A “AH” M <57
(AR 2 B A & — 3. T R RE L, At 1R RS
— RS 7, T RFE IR E KRR, WKt <l
7L PkA 7 I IEROC ARt R R AT
3.3 MIRESERESLESNAE

FE TR I 7 ik ae M R R TR R, G
Hb TR AT IR A TR SR N TR, (R SRR T AR
(77 VAR G, LEAERfR 3 R0 0 F P B — e 1 sk
PrLk, BHTR 2 0750 AR EERE B 45 Al k. %0
PR RERLZE AR AL 1 0] 5 a2 TRl (R DG &R, AR
LR AL AR AE I TE O R (R e X BA .
A, TR R D) 2 SRR AR B S G AR TR PR O
A, BB R HHE R HRR RS R
2 R IAT SR EEAE A SE B R, SRS A 1 A1
WA, L GIERETHES . ARE R, 153 HAbLR
GV T (R AR, A BN B Oy S 3 1R AR A7
W, AR — RT3 40 0 JUR R BT,
x4 Prow.
331 XEREEFBEZ

FEARE BERAS R B0 T, 36T 18 1) 77 v
TR O . N, 2T E AR A R
o] [A] (R AHABABE A A P AN JE B A a2 (AL, DA
I3 CRNAR A PRI R] 46, 5 A SR AR A 1A 3] 118 A7 S fet
). Peng 253U 58 H WordNet A1 [A] X id] < J X
i, R EAT YR AR R SRIBGERNE T ] “and”
A “but” R TE A, I 5 M [R] 3] 5¢ R M
Bl “and” PIRROC RA R — KOS R KL, AR e SCin]
RKAMERT “Dut” KR EE—ABRBIHFE, 6]
BRI 1 AE 5 FE 43 i (Constrained symmetric non-
negative matrix factorization, CSNMF) 5y H| Wr
W, Mgt il . Tai 250280 i B T 200 i,
T AEEAT S SLAR ) B AR VE T AL R (i AR

R4 GIRPE SRS A A T i

Table 4 Summary of the combined approach of lexicon and corpus

Jiik ik

2% 3CHk

KRB
i .

[ i

RILEAE i DL SO

VL] 5 ] 2 1] B ARABL R 2 A At 1 ) 5 AR T, T B i
TR, S5 G B, IR AL AR, H A A ] (0 4%

N S R AS AL () T, S > b i 2 SOAS
BefIRR Y, PR A A EE R, ARSI R A0 I SO T B

M B 3C, YNk ), A SO IR R £E 17 23 0] LB

(Esuli %, 2007)*2)] (Huang %%, 2014a)15) (Tai %, 2013)23])
(Glavas %, 2012)[2%] (Peng %, 2011)3%, (Rao %, 2009)13%,
(Xu %, 2010)083 (F4%4%, 2010)34, (44114, 2013)65)

(Volkova %, 2013)[36] | (Zhang %, 2014)137], (Weichselbraun
%, 2011)38) (Gao %, 2013)39)

(Tang %%, 2014a)401 (725 2014) 41 (A4, 2014)142)
(Tang %%, 2014b)43]
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WAk, SR JE R WordNet 4 4 1ii] 55 i) 22 [H] [ 5%
2R, A HAAE A BT s S, SR L2 rp B ] [ 1 08
FAM IS O R, GEvhAE— AN VSN ] S i 2
LA, I E LIS EE R, 85, 46
WordNet. &E#: K&, Ll SOC-PMI 44—~ 4H
BLREHE B, 5 Jio R FH BR 28 A% 3R 500, ke 40 BB R S i
PR IR 015 B [RIRE A FH AR 28 AL R TV I Ie
SCHR [15], BATTSEAE FAK A7 ¢ 28 P BIAT 38 FH 17 J% i)
S PRI R R R, RIS B EORR A A A T )
A IR A s B iR B2, 2 S AR PMI A4 g 43 O
PEOCR I, Rl S HGE R AR R L R OC R, i
W “and” 1 “but” &, LLARAIEEA LRI, W
“X7 R “unXT R SCATG IO B sg i, T e X
LYK RHRE, DS S 20 [ A OCR R e
il FHBRZEAL AR, 15 2 H AR W 15 5. Glavas
2 R AE T VAR TR AT, 3RARTE SUZ A
P, R A WAy A AU RE B, [R] I AEH PMIL Rl AL
% 45| (Random indexing, RI). FfHLIEE H %L 3K A
BRI AH DG, 2 5 R AR AL S PR AR AL R R, &5 S el
T 4, fif F PageRank | W7 LAt 1] (1) A5 /86 7).
Esuli 2502 i 18 X, Mg (7 XA [ ¢ R s, LA
SN B, DRGSR C R i, { ] PageRank 5
W, AR B0 W R PR 4L B S e s TR
W, Rao 256208 = FhLF B B 507k (Min-
cut. randomized mincuts. label propagation) fi
TRFEG, 3 R X =R R, 0 AR KN AR P 1 1]
HEATRR L, AR5 R CA T U5 A — i B () 1]
iff 0 A R0 ] P 1 SRR 1

K ZR P M B[R] s R R R R 2 v )
R R AR OCHFE. %7 VA RN 2 R T sk b %
N LI 0T ] 1] O 2R R 5 i), P 0 e VR 8 st 1)
LU T4 45 S B, T OGRS,
B2 (W) AR S A A A5 5 SR SR IR AR B AR 15 22 12
AR, P B VLIS AT S5 3, MO T W) b
A ) . VAT A I R ] ISR A
N EL AL

3.3.2 BaFUEZX

H 287 (Bootstrapping) 42— B HLA%
2 o) B, R PR R D B BRI A AR R
A, W ARAREREA AT T, R AR R R
AN BbRESE, IIZEH — MR 583 1) 53 25 8%
Volkova 251361 FI| ] Bootstrapping HAR, ] B4
A0 3 OUAE R R D A 1] ) kg R AL — A
TR L B A A0 R A). 5 RS e ] s
T, A AR O 1 /W X WA R R
X/ SC R b PGB B e i oSO JE T

8http://nlp.stanford.edu/software/lex-parser.shtml#Download

W I SCRIRE R, 3 U £ T 48 s (R s on 2134
dirp s HF R kI Zhang 407 DU EATARZE K
SCAS I FH A 2 U b N, T H Bootstrapping
SV, RETCARBESCAR IS, SR I 4 U 3T AR i A 25
VBRI B ANE BT B, {1515 1 BEN I IR — 2
FEA AT 50 B 45 245 IO BERIAR AR R &R, IR
ik 326 B ] e I AR FH AN 1 I8 R B TR AR M A e
o fige 6 A7 A BB P, RSP L T —AME BT
BT, Weichselbraun 25381 1 561 F ) 46 175 18
T g5 A, T CSCRY S A A AR I E
15353 B AR 3E B8 23 SCRY A v ok 2 2 A DL
1T/ W4 8 11 i = A SR = T TR ARTET a7 S v i1
MR HE 44 = BHT me AN SRS o B EGE i (B4
R SR, BT R AR T n AR, REZ
W, Fa B — AN e B 5 A . Gao 209
W PRI 5 5 A B R T M B v 43 2R B8 11
242 A B2 B PR SoiE A LA B S X, L
M FHE SRR R R M co-training AR,
S AT FH DS RN LA IS S AR vE B SR U o 2R A%
Cg M Cp, IMEH Cg. Cp 21025 A £ L ok
SO MR IA, SEBCE SRS n A, SR R,
e SR IUE S FE = 1 m AN, s bR B
P oy A,

H 28 2 B R — B e Sk s 1 7 3, AU
b I RR S B, AT DAY R 45 30 Ay 3R] 115 Jk it
), TR R S A AR TR AH LR OC R B R
BT, AR E SCRNRE RIS OUR, %Rl
L, ABXHE R A S S B A, g
I R, LK RE, WRTTLIEHWAE
g L) U E A OCTE. B, WIGARRTE B s IR FE.
P ARV A2 T o AN T 326 A QR A5 At 3] 1 17 SR
(1, Pt A HI e by 2 5 v BOCHRAN K, BAN & 1
e A AR M 1 B, U2 A5 A3 A ) W AH G )
T R T, B BERAR, sl . B
JEAR R H TS 0 A B ) i s R ) B N
P 155 % i 2 P T iy A ) 7 k) ) A7 SR 1,
ForR AT 8 22 485 (R 86T, D2 S0 I 482 1K) A, A
SRAT 15 T ] (P A 2 A

RERTE

WAk, B ol 2 0 23 FITER 2 ) AN R Je Al
RN, “id] [ & (Word embedding) 4 &% T H
SR 5 AL PR AT (C0F5 I Rk ] AL ) A — AT
T, Tang 2540 15 ki) UL (1 Fg A0 A o 1] / eV
(K195 Ky AT 45 AT 148 ] Mikolov 251451 42 H 11y
skip-gram B K4 KB SCASK N i (7] 5, JF
FAA] ) AR R 7)1, A =4l «( Rk,

3.3.3
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F {4

42%:

WRTER) o, mEWYE ) R RN, ok
PRI ZRAE, sl Urban i SL4™ B Rh 110 i )5 3k
4, ® A Softmax regression 4328 4 LT 46015
PN SCA SRS, T AR B 3m] ) 522 040 BT LA PR, 342
AR R T M T A g % (Recursive
autoencoder, RAE) {15 B PR #E A, 1450 1Y
S SOAS e R I A S K ) i (RA3] ) ), DAE A7 ST
AR RFRE, ARG HAE N, IR, H AR
T EHA i LBFGS Hk 2 kAR i
LRI I A AT AR AR e A DT P ] R e v ) 1 S 1)
Wy BHAE42 4 1] word2vec Il i 1) &, FHA8
PR T AR BT AR A o i), AERL B B el
U I AR AR EE KT 0.8 IR A %3k I, PR
PR TP AR L R R AR AR LR, AT
BB 23 ) TN AR f S A BT ] PR 1 TR
0T 1) AT 1) —— 2840 ) & I 2507 VAR B 45 2R, 1R
AT RE W TP A ) B AR ], 38 SO A AR A % 56 4>
A, Heln “df” A <R Tang 25181 L T —Fiogr
()75, IR R A 99 I (Weakly-supervised)
(1) tweets T EL, fEAASEM I EME M4 451 (look
up- linear, hTanh. linear) C&W [FJ5EAHl FA% T 2k
o, B ERAE BRI ] ), SR T = kA
1) Bhn— softmax J2, #1575 4 ] 0] f 2
Y, JetEAT — I I 28, an S S, & A
(1, 0], Wz L2y [0, 1]. 2) fEE A L iyl oK it
A, R (0.7, 0.3] IXFERIEE R, BATH AL
ARSI, PrLAZ:46 T softmax 2, {UKEEHH
(R I R, A A TR i) F4) A7 SR BT ). 3) T P A S 2R S
2 L8 T ) AN, AH 2 T IR TR, AR A
5 =AY PR R A G K ek 5 R .

FERHALLJEE VT SR SO 5 T AT T Rkt g,
HATT R BN S5, H, 2R TR B o) I SUA KR
SR U] 5 35 5 R 14 SCA S AR AR B M 45 4
TR P 27 31 L5 15 Jn] S i 4 AR TE AR BRAE 55
EAFRIER AL 58k, — SRR 5% 5] TR
R LUACRUR, 4518 JUE T4 P TE R, A
HATIE AL

4 PXIBRIREAET R

FR, o SO R ] i A i 5 SRR AR 2D
TRA IR IX LT 04T TR, [RIAE 4L R T AR e
SRR L ROR L TR R AR 4G 15 =280 AT
B, RS TARXS NANER 2~ 3R 4 2.

4.1 ETFHREMAE

A SO R SR S T, R e A B DO T
SCEIRPE AR Rk, AR AR 55 S R 7 iR KB A

R Z. Wi F45EE FIH HowNet #EATHJE, 4G
PRI 5050 5 00155 T8I Al i Al 1 U 1] 1 A
AR5 K FH A E SCTGRE BT AL, 43 H B — AN 1]
(1) A7 AT ) {1, g R B — AN BE At A7 IR . A
2£:46] [ i A1 ] HowNet 1 NTUSD P A%, 4351
K F S ARARL BE R0 e v L 3 ) 7 =K, 1] 1
AT k. PRI ol R T Y, SEIREL
HowNet 930 T, R4 LIt SentiWordNet
Hof R, RIS TG-S0 B, B 245 BN Y
TP SC I AR I

4.2 BETFiENENEZE

2 B B8] S AR R SO A7 AV AT R 3 A L
XIARAE S BT 10 45 S EAT BY R RN I, BYAE 3= B2 M
FROCAR A B (EetnBhin] &A1 4528 DEC. DEG. P
&), HIFFREIER A R R AT RS
A3 A A —A, T7 AT, PR — LK A7
JE DU AT 45 TR ] P b BRI M ) e LB ok Rkl
&M TG SO BGR . Turney 1) PMI-IR &
ER, O TR R BN RN A A ] R R R, A
MR, WX R TR R, RRBMNE L
THE PMI A, M 4R H 5 O %0 s BT i, 74k
[) S ] L. B 92 BEERS) A5 H] Turney (19 84, A
FH -] 55 Ay 3] ) 7 BERE R R B 25 R, v S5 3] 1)
SO-PMI, W] (¥ 175 Al k. 26 A= 450200 s i
WA S B 52800 B M, B MI {5
KIR) 10 % A5 A Fhv-nl; FE oA 110 5 %A 801
PMI AH A Aff 52 Tl 3 (R 15 S AT 1) . 2 i P b S ik
FR I 1) SO-PMI KA i 17 14 el k. B
BT YO TE R AT R VR X 5 (W HEE . BT
V) =R ) AR A [ — A 15 k] B 1 S [,
VPR S P bR SO 32 —8u. Btknr
DI R TR R % 78 43, 18w | ) bR 3
R AT LAV AT 2 P9 A1 Sl 1] (10 1 Je it 1) 5 3%
XTI mT B LI ¢ R S s O, AE BN AN
T RTE TR BT A R R (e AR AEER
) AT T Gt br, RIS 22 280 8 PR K &R

4.3 FIREFNEREHLESAE

SRR T R A R B s LN, B
L 25 BRI Y 9 SC R 1] i, i B ML 2% B 2R 30 R PP
VRIS I () B PE VPR A ok — R SOk, 5 At
Fh -3l 1) PMIL; 2R Jio ) il 2 8] () PMIT {i, #4)
TR I, 5 B b 5 A 0 B0 0 9 S 1) AR I AR
FE3E B S0 b TR R SCEILA R
B MR A A . He 250500 i Y 18 11 i) i
PR MBS BE BRSBTS TR S5 R 2R 1
A, FERFTVFIR IR, £ 5825 18 SCRY IR 3 A4 1
&, ARG 5 S, T2 LDA KX SCRY
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AN FE (RS W S ) AR, R AR L
WER A, XTS5 Xu B8 P AR
HHk 1997 ~ 2004 #5 T KA SCirfial k. BRARDGE 1]
M G5 AN o L ] A AR BE LR RO 1 SR AR
A VYA AEARLE B 236 B3 A v — 0 43 3]
FH T3 ARHE T 2R J00] B8 Bk 1, I N T4 IEIEAR
AR AR AR, B R AR IR TR
Bootstrapping 775, #&H R 16 Pr e () bR SO
3, FRBORAR K, B FSE R A X EUHT 1 15
W), RJEIEM RIS RE. e, RIS AN IR, o
CANEER? g AN RG], T Rl AR A 2 IR
+ instance + M” ) HIX AN B 4k 2l I LA
J&I. AR ZEAEBA N T LT PageRank FEELE
TR AR M T 7 7%, A HowNet 18 SCFHARLEE #4 it
AU % 4% )5 18 ] PageRank Sk HEATEACTH5
TEFFURIEARTHT, 75 18 B — SO A ify g 15 18] i 42 A
AR R B ATREAN AT HE, tHOh PR UFIE AL
SI, O A Tl A AL B L AR A o T R AL AR
R T — e ab . RS R F TR R G
Fa, MR T ] RO AT 52 1 ) SCAS R IR PR AR TR R
Wi, K BRI 20 B AN A, R FH i 1 k] i
155 TS I B A 1) ) ) T 5 AT A .
SIS IR, R L5 TR o Al g5 Gk ok, AR
SR ST

4.4 LI RGR HEAE 5 7 AY ()R

rh SR R R R A O TSR SO, AFAEE L
ARSI ZE R, X e R BRI RN AW R LAY
Al B4, WP SCRTREERE R ks = . a1
SOV B VR 2R O B R T R, 2 5 M 1 J 1]
Py gt () IR 2R i 1 2O AT B AR P R
W HBAT 5835 19 AR E (Wi: WordNet), b
SO I e g AR R T EORIER]. B T %R
FE YR, e IR AT KR A T 1) HLAS B Py 8 3k A mp
(AR « JOPRVETEARZE FEUR, SR T A0 S A v it
FAl WordNet B AR, H it I 5A TE K
Z NI RN E. PRk, o SO ] S AL T A
SCHISE TAEMILE, IBAFAER N ZE 0.

IR, Th 3BT o T HAE e, SO ki
Moy g e TR BT R 3o, AR IR 140 i &R
GEAETFIBCE KL B PEREIE AN ple 2, 1R 28] . R &
SERANBERS IR N . B T ar 1A 4b, JLAhiE 5 a0 i L
B bR AES TR, S0 S TS HER
RAAFAE— 8 ZEPE. X2 G 3 8] v R B
() —ANE IR 3R

BEAN, DOERRE R, 0T R — A it ] g

ANTRT A BEAR, e ur: <o B ARG SR I B, vl fig
AFAE R SCA A W IR v, B “rp [E BRI () 28
[ B, AR IR I Al e “&R: e 2 b
T CBR: g2 oF 2. A <2
7RI ISR A N o <27 RN RER,
10 J5 5 B IR 70 1A N A% <% /b7, ORI fgZD.
DUV TR 5 I S 2R Mt i 5 i v SO Jei) Sy e P g
(KA AL

5 [FRLIR B B XE £ o] R

A A ORI R R, AR A A R 2
SFAAES, WA B 5 TR

5.1 1R R IR HTUBIE R 5] B

O\ T 1R 388 FH ] M A A 2 O R BB, XX A
BEIE N LA SGE R R, F9 3d A R PR, e B
SO, BRI R, Choi 2502 S43R%30 — N )l
WL3E H By 2 U ) 17 B o 25 ARATT AT P R A e ik
Ll (Integer linear programming), FJH %Kik X
(100 A7 A S e FH A7 k] L, 9 P ot i T e R
PETFRIE YA I RE. Huang 260191 i
FHP B 22 ST 7325, 445 3 FH AR Jm] e A W 4o
PN ERLR] PR A . T 38 A SR 2 A I ()
(CEATIE I PX AT N A S aPVATIRZES SNz S S A
W) SCRS TR G &R, A s s () A Bl . Du
260531 ) FH A P SCRS AT S 1 F) A7 Je i e 2 i
AN RFR A U 7 ] . BRI AN AR 23 A AN
[A], FZ R mT DA e T 3L R 2. 6 TR bRl
SRS, AT PN SE AR R W — AN SR AL
VFZ BT (Fuf) 8, A8AIXAN SR sl 2 1E T (Fi)
(), I H—AN B W R B VR 22 1R (FTiD) SOk
o, IS A IXAS FLE R R T (B B, S AT AR
SR OC R, Za A AS BT % (Information
bottleneck method) >k 4tk i d. Li 204
Tk e 8 4 g A A (] R R A2 ] A A ],
eIl ok ko M, 3RAS AR S 1 BRI R &,
ZJ5 AR R R AR A — R T
Bootstrapping 72Ky R ia 48, 56 H B2
i) R 53 SRR H AR ST SR ] 4 2, IR IR
PR i kA8, F Tt A R ¢ R
I UE SR H bR U R3] R 1 IR AR ), 2 ORGP
A I () 1 A )

5.2 B — 1FRIER T el RE

ANE BT R I iR 2 R R 5 AR
Zi Ik, BRSNS R B A T 0 1 IR A
MRS IAR ], (EAESE BB ik 2 A8 (1. Ding
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Table 5  Difficult problems in the construction of sentiment lexicon
WARES L7BaN 27 30K
i U A MRS T, B A Ao (Huang %, 2014a)!*), (Choi *, 2009)°%/, (Du %, 2010)>%,
T e ] BN

AR A BRI GO0 B ER S YUK B i,

T )
R s A A,

P SR I A1 3] A KT B, AT A, BT
FE A 4 R 7 LB I B AN e o e, AR S

i
Xt K67t ) R R

TR R, o e .
WO R Rt SRR L, fE I i P,
i WIS S, A S

AR BN FLEZ A A R R, (HRAEGANT, 4t B C

5 1 ] I
FHE RIS RO, L “b”, FERRIR,

AT AR KA 0 T LA A

[

P i A, BT P 2% I B — %
BT A i)

B A RBIFRNHAG EI AR ] gt

i R B i S A S BT A A PR L PR, A

7 R 9 ek ’ X i
e SR oagia TR, RIS, TGRS o
5 M) s

) 1 RO AR L.

i, XA W AR EATIA I DI X, T e A

(Li %, 2012)54]

(Ding %%, 2008)[55] (Lek %, 2012)%%] (Qiu %%, 2009)[57],
(Balahur %%, 2010) 58]

(Dragut %, 2010)1591, (Wu %%, 2010)[6°) (ks 245 2014)[61]

(Feng %, 2011)[62] (Zhang %, 2011)1%], (Balahur %,
2011)l64

(Brody %%, 2011)[%%1] (Huang %, 2014b)[66],
(I, 2011)67)

(Kim 2§)161 (Williams %%, 2009)[°8! (Esuli %, 2006)[6%,
(Kumar 2§, 2012)[7° (Lu %, 2010)["1, (Mifz~F
2:2009)2), (Gatti %%, 2012)[72

A0 S, VR B LE ] AN SR IR AN [ SOAR
AR AT AN A R m) . A A LA, K
R P AT I )RR A I 1] R 7 SRR P T A S ).
SEA XA ) L, 5 0 1K) 7 9 el R 15 SRR 1) A7 K
{17 55 g T Y. Lek A5061 9 St A Jag 1 il il
T IS s, WA T 2 ), MR D SCTR I I
IR B A 3R TR B S IR P8 i B s I e 0 i
S ROT AT RS2SR, FIAH] WordNet X1
SR AN e M 3] K30 SR IEAT 45 9F, i R Jeam] 2y
2K, M I . Qiu AP [ R JE P i R
A ARATIE IR A AR, Pl R 2 [R) | Ay
iz 8]« AR AR R AL 2 T8 (DR R, 3 e Jes 1k 3]
JERI AR . foe e, AATTRRAE B3 im] R o 3 B
5K, JFAEARFIE T23 25, i, Xia %07
XA IR P AR B 1 (0 N B R AR AR T R i, 1
INT DA G FA A ) 3 AR SR A5, A AU
)RR REN, T o DU J07 70 R ) S Y A A iR
HEAT AL M. Balahur 25581 48 = Fh 3% 1) 2 4L
PR G RAE A S P15 AR X AR e, = ol SRS 2331
AT BN SCIAT IR A 2] AT MR A R B
silr, BLBGE TR 735, I HL A R 2% 2 )T 4
( @Yk + VP E + and + e I XA ),
Uit i dF B, <Ok enof H2e”, BUR IS5 R
Hid 2 I Ja kA I PR AR

15 =17 H 15 5] R

[] > g T AT 2 iR S, X SR SORT g
SHAAFRTE L, AL, &5 HESEME L

9.3

() 10) B, AN [ 1458 o AN [T < B[R] —F) i, mT R
SFHA G R, e “FROMIRIFH, “fth—A7 A
B, BLSS U . XL U AR H AT AH T
& . Dragut 2559 fii il WordNet 4% & 50175 Bpf M
AR N, e AR R SRS A B ). 5™
A RE A B[R] — S Aa] (R AS [RDRE SRR B 1 ]
Reos A P AN R I 00, DA F A6 22 R0 Re SCIR Rl
KA TR IXAN FL ] R B P, SRS HES H ) [R) ]
BRI TR r et — 2 HH R -3 JFC A B2 1] PRI B AP
W 250600 $ 1 AR 4t AT 60 VRO 5 S A 9 o 11 7
S DO L1 Al R By NI NN AN = 3 ]
A T e PR OS] T8 X e ek ) R U T 25 1 1
R (B R C“HEAT) B, A ] e AR ke )
bR o] PRI SR O e vk S A I ) S v ] X, A
Hilik HowNet, HEMREGR. PMIH, ¥ X 5
TN IR J P I SCIBCEE ke, A A7 B . ST A
T IEGR ML JH S5 N O SR Bh v . s B
25161 g rp e B 5 SentiWordNet 45 &4, %
) (1) BT AORE SCIEAT IOV 5, SR A ME — 1R 2 2 45 47
T2 2103 L H 1.

54 FEFRIRE

NG ] R X L], AT AR
oV N R o I o (B P S = e il N s
CATA R 2 M. Feng 62 BF5T T &
B IR e LG ] M R R e ) R
A IR, T B T I — ORI TR R R AR AR
Ebin “award” A1 “promotion” — 2 1E [,
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“war” | “cancer” — A& M. X LA R T 0
B, FE AR EGA drh . Zhang 2508 $EH T —
AN R 44 1) F1 4G T R G AR 1R T, TR R T
R AR ) UL X B 1) 44 ] RN 44 1] e 2 VAT
T, (R AESE A SO RIS T — 284
Bt <l fn ol — e I, (R AERTIA
PRI I, — B XfF). Balahur %5064 JEF5
TR AT A SO B R, AN TR () e AT My e, kA
bR = A PR A7 A%

5.5 HIFRAIRIERE

Bt 5 DX 28 (1) TG A e, AR TR B T R
1) ) 265 1], 3K 6 4] A 28 2 [H A FT (Bt “HEK),
LGRS T —2 55 (thln: “45017), b FE & H
R (bean: “ERMEFF). AL EA T 5w F i P
bRy TAE, st ae I 1 Bkl 771 5. Huang
2E166] i FiY b ) RIURSE A 45 25 1) 7 ¥ O B0 15 DB 1
FEAR A B3] 1) R ST, W R R T, AR K
(1) 4, RO S HOBT I I Jdkn], s AR 2
ASCRE BT TR ) R TR B 7RI T, AE
TSR TR A M, 2 SR S, BER
IEACTH SR AR B, 0 R A5 R A v IR S I B A
. R ST R PMI-IR J5ik, 454 Rh1n,
R F T ) 8% U] ) 5 SRR . AR D SO ] ) AR T
oA ] 2SR T, LB “cooooooo000]” T
FAEH V4. Brody 21950 3l i %Ha K KIF ST, K Ik
X1 JEK (1) 3
5.6 EEIAEERGEE PR

TR I P 1 SR T — AN R . R B
I R A, AR R, “UFE” RILHE
55 TR B /N T MR AR DR S ) A 1] TR B
SEN B A EERANE. EE R, HEEIE
(ARICE 3.2.2 717) W B SO-PMI M AH K T4,
Fyw] DA B B () B B . Williams 250681 300k,
LETE SR R K, R IS AABUE, 5 10 1A R
NCHARIG, AN FERE SO NIBUE K. 523 00 F 5
o) 1) — 0 G I b -1 ) IR 25, DALk 3R s ] 1Y
etk =k (7) Frw:

Gw,w™) — G(w,w™)
max(G o w ), Glw. )

Hr Glwt,w™) RARKXRE T wh B w™ 5
FEEE S, Kim 25060 B WordNet H 1) ] X i 5% 5
KT SRR [ R B XN AR AR R )] JE
b A R R SR S R AR T S &R, SRIE T
BT PR 5 B DL AR K /N o 1% ] ) 1R I i

SO(wﬂw—)(w) =

PERIG GRS, Tk (8) P
arg max p(c|lw) = arg max p(c)p(w|c) =

arg max p(syny, syng, - -+ , syn,|c) =

(8)

arg max p(c) | | p(file)eormemmaete)
k=1

Forr, f i w J&T e RAEREIA ), count( f,
synset(w)) K fi 45 w W [E) S A 1 B L
Esuli 25090 TA Ay 15 O T 1 17 2 A AL R X,
R —AN [F] SR AR (RO SUAE ] TF-IDF $0K, K
XA SR A HEAT M AL RO, 2 A K 43 i HL
0+ 2. 4. 6 B RIR R XA m i (K 0 [ XA
4Rl WordNet &Y 78R3, HAEH SCHEm)
SLARD 28 DL 07 53 2 85 43 Sl 6 ] 128 AT B 2 )
G G IX 8 AN 2 TN L] R I AR 4T 73 Bac-
cianella 21 F ) 55 [A) SUIA 4R B RO 5 o0 R
SERZRE G, CLPAN BE AL A 535 53 i) SR 5] (1) 72
W A35y, WA m i, X SLEAT R EUm LS,
HEAT PR LU, i 1) 1D e 28 1 TR AT 1) VIS S A 2
Kumar 27 {if i} Hatzivassiloglou 25131 ) AR,
MR VE L T () R RN A T OC &R, A ] 5 B ]
(RVARABLBE, I FH ol 1] P I J26 it R 5 A 3] A E AL S 1)
TR Ay 1% 0] (A 1 I B (. Lo 25071 I R} v
OB [ I I PR R, M OCR M 4%, AR5 A
R AT FAH IE B 1 B X, R I ECK TR AN
BAAR] YT S R AR, 2 e A A R SRR AR R, 15
FIEEAN T IR E . AT P25 20 0 A el 5 ] L), 38
T S 9 T SCRHABLRE V57325, v AN ] 1) X
PR, G B S Bl OOCER I B R AE N
g oR . Gatti 25072 FI ] SentiWordNet kit
TR I R R Ay A T B G 1)
BEHLEAE. 2) BEHLECE 1) —FPRE X, 7E SentiWord-
Net A FRILEE /074 84555, AF R 21 i1 2
3) 3 HIA] [ B — N R ORI IR /W A AR A R
I G R AL 4) 23 e ] ()34 ) W A% 1A
SRR ZIA S GRS . 5) 2 A il R A I 1
JEAS A3 (PP S AEAE D i ] (15 TG L. 6) 43 Jall JE X
R K IR W2 A 53 A O LA B B, 5 P A
TSR g KABL KT Y R S 5 5 8 SCRVEM RS, RIRCR
(PIRE SORT IS (1) 15 Ik Ay B TA] (R A U6 7) A 8) 44 HEAE
R, 1] R R I8 45 43 3¢ LA AN JR B 38 (A ol
LB /7 1% 8. Schneider 261730 i F 2 M e L 2E 18,
44 WordNet S5 HAT Dl g i) Jg Foe S iz SCRI
PERE i, SR IRAT 3] 73 il J8 T IX = 2R A, B
R 5 R PRI Sy ] (RO A P Ak 1] ) 1 S5
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Table 6 Related evaluation contest

P44 B &5 P Py 25

TREC 2008 3 0 AT ] ) TR A
SemEval 2010 18 oA PR A WA AR L SR 28 T AT 1
SemEval 2014 4.2 S e AL R A (R L W S Rk IR AL,
SemEval 2015 12.1 R AT e A g

COAE 2008 1.2 3 T2 5 S T U R I 2347

COAE 2009 1 75 ] PR TR B 232

COAE 2011 1 AT 553 ] P AR L AR

COAE 2014 3 Uy 3 IR SRR T4, SR A B R DU 0 1 1, LA S A 3] o (1 75 SR 1 2

6 fHRL R HERETTE

FRA K N ] St 0y 1 e VA 7 00 R PR
TIEAN APl 70, E VAL T I AR R 5
P U] PO 3 T DAl D A7 ] st 17 P 38 17
OS5, T I 1% IS5 M &5 SRR DPAT ] B P
HE.

6.1 EEIFEAE

LA VP AL 5 30 R R ] A 5 BE AT
VAL, L — b Uy vk 0 B i g L (T
50/100/200) B3 A3 1A, A T340 W7 55 08
I U] ST L 15 S 1] P AR A e 7 TR A, DA I 3] ) o
i 2 SR Al o A L AR PR . R B HE R A B A
J B R S P I, I 44 R I AR S oA A
oo ] PP R VP AS JC Ok TR

Tl VA 10 5 vk e AR ] L 22
N ZEARVE BN ] AT LU, TG (Presi-
cion). H[H[# (Recall) # Fy {H:

right_hit
P=———— 9
all_hit )

right_hit
=277 10
R all_related (10)

2x P xR

Fl=——— 11
! P+R (11)

Horr, right_hit WHOIESRBINEH, all_hit JB%
K Z 2 a5, all_related K NAZKTRBIHIEH .
FE T AR, 3k [5, 8,31 —32, 56,62, 74— 75]
ST I AR (T GT) BN AR &5 R
XTEE, SR DAk B AR A ) SR ] PR PR R (R, A
HEAT N THRVERF, JCIW S B B (AR, Eh
THREN T E R, 8 T 2 kappa Zivl BT
FidE — BRI, KA AR 45 5 5 nm 4E.
6.2 [EIEFEIFEFE
] SR BE P AF IR, I8 T DL g5 A B AR K B R
(1) 8 AR LR BEAT VAl . MERRLF 11 90, REfE 42 =

SCAAE O3 AT (R 25 TR b 4 R TA) 4 0P Ak 5 Je ] iy
MITEAIRZ, fE @ s B A AR 25 vh, — i
s, o B PE B IO B I iR, g5 bR SCER BRI
7 I U] SR W A7 SR R AR, S AR X b,
ARG BIRRA Fy AR, PP AS [ 15 18 1] 32
[P Pl

7 18K i) M2 TG B ) R R T AT 55
(¥ . Kaji 5B FiH A e (¥ i g, 56t 5
AT 0) 7RG KOy 2, I 5 HoAd 7 VA 1 ] i
HATHEREXT LE. Choi 2562 R A & 1ERfiHL (Con-
ditional random fields, CRF) J5¥%, 7E0) ¥ 1I1H
IR RAT S5 b, REEE T2 A A 3] 0] &5 R = A 1
SO, B A X i, TR SR B A
() 7 vk A il ML e 55, R LLAS 3 1R 155 Sl 4 A
FRAEBEAT SCAC 4325, ok LR 43 R 2 1) s 1ok
1l 2V PR AP IR A S TO) 6 Ll T R O G 6 1R J
T HLAE R SCANRRAIE, 388 3 S ) s LEA T SCAN IR J2%
SRR TERE, WA B BRI A LR DT RS 1
SERGPHET. EREDS @il 5 COAE 2008 1155
AR AR AE R ST L, A B AR R ] AR R
KRR AR By AL

6.3 ERIMEXITNZE

H 2006 2, [HAAMERA IR R T —
ZAVE KTl vELEZE, W TREC (Text retrieval
conference). SemEval (Semantic evaluation).
AR 43 PP (Chinese opinion analysis eval-
uation) 5. FAIAEE 6 T RE T IXLEAE B 1T oF
e 55 A ] SRy JEAH SR A 55, TREC £ 2006
FEEHRGINT HERRTES, L2 HEELT
AR5 IS 1 R SRR 28 S SRR 2 31 1) SO 4
JR0 ) IR A2 PR ANV U 3 RBURH SR LA 1 St ey 7).
SemEval & [ BrB it 18 o A AH SR, i 5L o6
BT ] ST B PE Senseval & RET SR, H A28
W R SUAAE SOMALEE VB3 38 SCor B 2 8] A (b
HEEZ TS, COAE J& i B S0 fF B aE s
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TR R LML B2 20 v SR I AT I VT 55 2,
WA FIIRES . AN [FIRLIE (15 T AT 45

7& TREC 2008 1% & AL 45 , Lee 2578
DLV 34 K #1 % (Mean average precision, MAP)
0.4052 (1 LSBT T B bf (R e G, A ATT 7 by 2 15
JETA] SN A P b R R I VRIS TR, R 4h
£ SentiWordNet K| Wr B i (R B 1), K5 4 ~5
RN, 1~2 BN X, 25 EM 5
oA T p(pos|w) Al p(neg|w), FIKE w K1
). Xu 25607 78 SemEval 2010 4, ifiid HowNet
VL PR S SR P ARBLRE, SR 4 i
P (e, W EGE ) BhEE, 2R RO A
oSt b U0 B W T T R ST A )
5 VIR IR AT AT, U045 4 3T 5 s N, )b LR
JE, VIS B bR A, 24 1 15 J ] ST
BRI, 3 A ) 7 R R A (4520 R4 T
JAT A T I, AT A T AR SR AR s A A TE VA A
€, WA)T S, B P(S;) TR SCmAUS 5.
a1 %27 0.953, 134 0.936 g, 1E
SemEval 2014 )1 i 4 53 #74T 45 1, Toh %580
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TR AR RN . PR B, MR O
BRI SR RIATH 785 2 S A0 FH R i A 3% 5 v
PR AR A R M AL i T A0 R M T T
R iR PE, VR 4> Bk T S R E A B
R AR A PR 55 SR 2 Xt R A R ) 15 S, A
WA BGR L g LR SGERSR e IR, B
SENGRTERE (ZEI0A /B IIEOL R, Fy 2 5008:
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IRPRAN S R TE R, DLAERfE 0.7934 1 0.7869
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KR FI KR shinl BRI A MRS, R E
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fi ] i) R AR A0 T R A5 SR R S 1
WAFRR, JFEEOTE SN, i B pr kb i) R
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100 ANA| I HERER, R 1A)) 0.88, P@Q1000 4 0.925 )
Wgi. £ COAE 2009 H, fRi&83) N Thpy:—uk
175 I R A5 W AR VR S Bl 3R], 2 il 2 AN E R
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WRAR FHULILC R et © B8R + PRI
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