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1 EL®HIC

EE, AR =2 I\J:“C“ﬂ'l}\i)iﬁ HIZ WIS %
12V =YY IVAT 4 THRREITHER L, xRS
W B MEANDERMNEFRICHEFEIND LD ITE o7,
INSMEADERDOHFTELDOENMERD—DE LT,
B - Y —E AE OGRS BT S5 S. FEAME H
FFHEPHFNCR UEL Z BT DICHHTE S
ZITIEEL, IRMEETH DB - AIEHAREIZE 5
THESBOWEFICSWTHSERBERE 25, 0k
&, FEMIER 2 i U P S BT A E D4
FRCHRER & ) IEF IR I T E /2 5, 12].

PRI AT L EICELSHVWONG EFEY VY —
AL LT, s U IEFEMERBORHEN LI 6N
5. Bz BT L, VA —NOWMMEHEEZ X A7 L L
7z SemEval 2013 Task 2[7] IZEWTZ < DSIIH N
MPQA, SentiWordNet[2] ¥ZFHL TW1d. o2&
£, FRHAHTICB TS EEY VY — AOR I HHL X
NTHWdZeELW. R, SentiWordNet (ZI[A]
FiaE, EALEE, FALEESFDOBIRAY WordNet[4] DIfH
<‘:b’C ENTWDA, WEEHEICFIHING & X

&, RYT4 75 2 AT« TEOEBREL, TFA
NHDRY T4 TEE - 2 AT« TEEDA AT DEEHE
DOHEMARZNEL UTUIRUIEFHAINS.

AFTI, MIEHEIZBWTEFED Y — ADGE %a%

FEHMBIRMEZZE L2 ETHAL 285808 Iz
WTHRAR S, HAKIIZIE, WordNet @ synset! & &
O SentiWordNet D synset 5 DFRPE A 3 7 % fii: 4|
EDH#EME UTHHLU 585 0%R 28R %, Word-
Net @ synset % 7 F A MO HFEIZHE ORI 2121
lemma( 5 H UGE) 8 I2E & X N2 25D synset DB
WRMEZRIE T 2 MENH D, HlZIFHEFED “like” &
WD HEETHNIE, WordNet ([ZIEZHAGED “Ufd” 12
FHLTDHED, “PTND" IZHYTDEEDED 11 D

UEBEDHEAS L UTEBHINT WS, WordNet 12851 5355
bl
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synset WEZEINT WD, XR/RICIKUTEDLDEES
DBEFVE % fRIE T B 72D Dk 4 BFERIZREMFEI N
THY [8], ELETIE WordNet % 5 5RIZFEZE DB
EMHT S 2B Z V. ARTRET DI FIRIIBVNT
WordNet @ synset = FIH T % & FI2iF, FEREIRME
DffM%EFT>7~ ETHEMEE UTHHAT S, AR THHA
FTEOREFEORBIIUTD 2 ATH 5.

1. WordNet DFEE # ERMEEZ ZRE L /2 L THAT
52 L2k, MMEHEDMERED M ET 5.

2. BEFD WordNet D% ZEFEM SO R ZHWS Z

L&Y, REFHEEARGINSEICHEHATES.

ARTIE, 2ETREFILTH S WordNet DiEFH
DBEMRM: %2 B R U 72 E FiE 2 M5, 3FETI,
RETFIEDONR % MRS B 720D1247 > 723 M EER I D
WTRRS. 4 ETIE, ERFEROBZREZBNDS. 5
HTIE, FLOBLUS5BDELEZBNRS.

ﬂll

2 FE

2.1 ESERMEETE
REFROBBREMEMNE FE L UTE, JERIED 75 71

&% AV 7z Agirre 5 @D Personalized PageRank (23

DR 2HVS. Agirre 5DOFIETIFBATOR
1239 < PageRank N7 ML Pr 251584 5.

Pr=cMPr—+(1-c)v (1)

KD clFHE/ AT A—=ZTHY, 0-1 OFIDMEIZEEE
T5. MIE/ — NEDOREESERITIITHY, J—
Pj@%/—ﬁim@%%%@%@A@Ji UV
PELET AU ¢ DA ZIREL (outdegree)d; (ZhG U7z
1mhﬁfb&7Mi0:&i?é v IFESEAR Y
NVTHY, BHOD PageRank TlE—FRAEZE W5

M, Personalized PageRank TIXBEHRMERARIE D SXRIC

BT BEEICHINT D /) — RIZNA T ADBENS &5
IZRET D.
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Agirre 5 DFEIZE VT WordNet[4] % KHIFEF & U
THW2 & Xz l;l: J — RiZl& synset & VY, Word-
Net OB EZR I N ) — RENTIGZY V%2 ET
5. FEZODBEIE @ﬁiﬁb(ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ? 1%, WordNet &{k

‘)*ﬁﬁk*ﬂ%7771‘§3\_% Gr3dLr, FFTFA
MIZE EFN D58 L IEH < synset & ‘) 1‘%5@*%
2R Z7 Gp C G EMHT L. KIZGp iU
TR 2 —EREHFDIRL, #REUT :fb?}’bé )=
RDZ V7 %X T 5 synset DEERBRMEfEH AT &
UTERAT 5.

2.2 REFE

REFIETIE, 0D BT E TR EE D <l
MHE 2 1TD. MEEROBHEIES (RY T+ 7, %
AT+ 7, =a—bMIIIVE) BFE5INZTFA D
LEMEMEL, 35 % Support Vector Machine
(SVM) T##45. TF AL HIBTLHE ML L
TIHMUTZHW5.

UNI 7 F A MU HIBLT % §i3ED unigram % /N1 F
DEME UTHWS., BfTHDLE VRO ENFE
MTHEZeHOENTEY, 3HEDFHHFERRIC
BWTH UNIDADFEEER—AT711 LT
AT

POS HiFhE®D unigram & fgA DA EDEZ /N1 FV
FML UTHWS. il EIFd &, A (1)) D
“9ike” THIVUX “like-JJ” 12725 . Agirre 5DF
ECIXREEBHRMEAEED & S I MHERE AV
728, 3 EDFMFEERIZ E W T S I OR)
REMRTD2-DITHNS.

WT 7 F A MIZIBLT % 8EE 2 R IZFE R IBEM:
fRE % T o7k R % 0-1 DfEZ IS #E ML UTH
W5, 1 WT ZEE0H% 539, RIFOFI
THhivX, WordNet IZ lemma HIFAET D AL
“Yike” B LT “video” TH V), FEEMETRMEAREE % S
79 % &£ TN5HD synset(01824736-v, 01824736-
nE)NAITMNETHRLNG. WT FEMETIE, Z
N5 synset & AT DRT #FEMEE UTHIHT 5.

WP WT EMWDORMEIZ, FEEBERMEREAIT &
SentiWordNet[2] DARY 7« THRMEA 27 % i)
GhEFEEEME TS, flz LTS L, 1
D “01824736-n" (FIAZETIE “lFty” IZ854) T
1, SentiWordNet DRV T« T A I 7 1%
0.125 TH D 7=, 0.442313 x 0.125 = 0.0552891
DFEMEEIZREIND.

WN WT EMORMAEIC, FERBEWRMEMEA T &
SentiWordNet D A 7« Tk 2 27 % #HiF &
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THFR | liked an example.org video http://example.org

BB | | 01777210v  0.355679
phsserl, 06277803-n  0.163343

Synset-id Score Synset-id Score

01824736-v  0.442313 06277280-n 0.688655

01776952-v  0.148101 04534127-n  0.103199

FRtE &
01824736-v  0.442313
01777210-v  0.355679
01776952-v  0.148101
06277280-n  0.688655

%

1: WN sl

DEREEZ MY 5.

1BEST HizEMZ, FEHRBIRMEAEEO A 27

AL synset 3N FVFEMEE U THWS. M1
OHITHIUE, “like” D “01824736-v” & “video”
D “06277280-n" #HHI 9D, WT LU -5
WTHBH, 1BEST Tl EALD synset DA%
EUVWEEREREL, N FUEMEE UTHIIEL
TW3.

3BEST H.GEMEIZ, FEHRBHRMEMESROZ TN

EAL 3 DETD synset /N1 FVHFEMEEUTH
W5,

3 =5

HIEF— 5

AREBRTIE, 4 FEOFE T — & 2 A RUREFE
OREMRL . LFIZETNTNOMEZ RS,

SemEval-2013 SemEval-2013 Task2[7] @ Sub-task

B: Message Polarity Clarification THW 5172
8015 DIFEDY A — b T—& 2. T—ZHD “ob-
jective” T E=a— NI IVBHEE AR L. T
NOVONRIE, RYT+7:2968, 2 AT+ 7 :
1190, =a—hFZ ) : 3857 TH 5.

MovieReview Pang & [10] (2 & % 2000 {4 0D i L

Ya—F5—4& F)VDONERIE, BT+ 7:1000,
IHT 17 1000 THhDB.

JaTweet #H#H 6 2MBMEER % M5 U7~ 1204 DHAR

EYA— R NTF—X. SROVOWERIE, RYTF1 7
360, 2T +«7:328, =a—hKhI) :516 Th
%. 3CHk [6] THRAT VB @M E DRl 7 — &

2Z & Training 7—4& & Development 7 —X D 70%12 5%
%F 5. SemEval-2013 Task2 Tk o — MR D F — & 1L Efi
INTHELTY, TOWMIEFEZELVIBTELLT—XTHD.
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Mo, 2ANDT ) T—=RWNGKI T4 T, “3 9
T4 77, “=a— KM OWTNLORMEIZE
MUY A — bt L.
NTCIR-7-MOAT NTCIR-7 MOAT[11] ® HAFE
/v avoTF—ans, 2 NUEDT ) T—4
YER U2 6897 X. FERA L (not opinionated)
F=a— MM E AR U, T VORI,
RYT+47 111, 2 HT747:333, =2a—hJ
)V 16453 THB.

22 TR 2RI T 2121F, THFADOH
REDFRE, fhad X ZfHF, lemma OEASPSHBEIZR D,
Jigk T — 4 (SemEval-2013, MovieReview) DLHLIC
I%, Stanford POS Tagger 3.2.0° % i\ /=, FEZMERE
PERRIEIZIE, Agirre 5 DFE 1] 254U 7~ UKB 2.0%
ZHW/z. UKB OFEICIE, &I WordNet 3.0, Al
IR I WNet30+gloss % FVY, BEZMELRM: T VT
ALE UTlkpprow2w 27 74N M8T A =R TH
W7z, SVM DEEEEIZ1X liblinear-java 1.92° % 5 7 5
W RINT A= THW-.

3.2.2 HAXE

HAGET — 4 (JaTweet, NTCIR-7-MOAT) % &5
<‘:b7’*<‘:33 &, HEEORE, Wal& ZH, lemma
DOHAFIZIX, HAGEORERMEN D Kuromoji® %
Ef#%’?: IPADIC IZ3%E U THW 2. FEZBIRMEARE I
I, UKB O#Z HA3E WordNet 1.1[3] 2\, Z
NUADBREIFHEFELFELCEDZ AN, SVM DFE
KB IOREIIFIHFELRLUEDE AW,

3.3 =E&1

PRETFEZ SemEval-2013 7 — 2 I U THEAL, 5
REMETTOMREZ I L /2. 7 FEHOZ MDA
ADOLRIZDVTORREZE 1IZRT. KFOD Baseline
X UNI ZMEDAZ AN ZHETHY, THIHNDFH
FETIE UNIIZ “FME AT Mg InzEZ 28N
7. P, R, F, ARThTh, #EaeE, HI%E, F
8, accuracy Z&EKTS. WT 75 3BEST DF ﬁ

DT Baseline [IZ{ L TY vy 7V UV 7HGE [9] %
fFoTHEY, *OWElE p < 0.10, **DffV /Ml
IEp <005 DARKEZHAZLAEZZLE2ERKT S, &

Shttp://nlp.stanford.edu/downloads/tagger.shtml
4http://ixa2.si.ehu.es/ukb/
Shttp://liblinear.bwaldvogel.de/
Shttp://www.atilika.org/
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EEWVEREIE WI+WPH+WN ORETHELNTEY,
Baseline ({23 U T F; {ET 0.9-1.6 ;K > B, accuracy
T 1.1%DEE MR ENE SN,

3.4 B2

BOOD 3 DO T— &2 LT, 5 RKEMRE
T Baseline X Eff 1 TR®EVWHEEIELNA
WT+WP+WN DH:RE% FF-AMi U /2. 3K 2 12 MovieRe-
view, # 312 JaTweet, 3% 4 {2 NTCIR-7-MOAT D
WERZRY. [ B LU accuracy I2DOWTIE, 32
DFHI T — 22T DOWTHER EXEFLNZ. £
&%, SemEval-2013 & [FEED p < 0.05 DHEEAKUET
PEREM_EASHERR T & 72D, MovieReview DRV 7+
7D HE, JaTweet D3 AT+ 7TDEER, NTCIR-
7-MOAT O =a2— ~ Z)IVDOHEBER, F| ff, accuracy
DATH >~

4 ER

FEAMSEERIZ & V) WordNet 0D FE 3% A3t ¥ 2 D PERE
M EICEHETDIEARINA, £/, 228 TN
7B BB R ARER ARG R E AL 2 IOV T
1%, 3.38iD POS #EMNRT & DI HFTHEROEAD
AT E DR EISHERTE Ao/, ZD
728, WordNet DFEZEDE AT K D MERER EIXiF
IBHRIZE DR TIE RN EHERTE B,

WordNet DFEFHEDEAFIEIZDONWTIE, HEDOFE
% 33HDOFER 1 THEEL 2. 20D & SFEZBIRMED
W% 237 THALABE (WT, WP, WN)
DRIEMN, EAAERE N FVEMETEAL 25
(1BEST 3BEST) % EH>TWa. ZOHERKE LT

¥, REFROBBIRMEZ SUIRD S 56 2R RS D DAL
b\,ﬁ, F 7 BB BRI FIEOREN AR+ TH D
RN EIFONS. FRIZ 2 sUH DRERBEBREMEMNE FIED
KEREIZDWTIE, WordNet D & 5 72 KEIK R :.Eﬁ’)
VA MNGE L U iERBRME RN LS
PHIGNTHY [8], 7@LM%%’E%)\LK§%I$
) A X% GEATOZHREENEZ OND.

HAFE WordNet @ lemma % W72 H ARZEX IS 2
DWTIE, HEFEDY A — h T —4& (SemEval-2013) T
/Fon-FRAMERM B, HRBFEOY A — M7 —
& (JaTweet) TIHMERTEI AN/, TOHERKIZI
T—RDOWEFIEDE, T—XDOBRBDE, HA
& WordNet LI —%2 &L L [3], TFARNSD
lemma DT REEMNT#R ITHATT B Z LENE
ZAHNDM, TOFMIESEMRNTOMBENDD.
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RKYF47 2 HT47 —a—bIN

E3 P R F P R F P R F A
Baseline 0.634  0.655 0.647 0.441 0.399 0.419 0.680 0.687 0.684 0.632
POS 0.631  0.652  0.641 0.431 0.394 0.412 0.677 0.678 0.677 0.626
WT 0.650**  0.660 0.655"* | 0.454* 0.409 0.431 0.685  0.698"* 0.691** | 0.641**
WP4+WN 0.644**  0.657  0.650* | 0.453** 0.413** 0.432** | 0.684** 0.692** 0.688** | 0.638**
WT+WP+WN | 0.650** 0.661 0.656** | 0.459**  0.413*  0.435** | 0.687*  0.699**  0.693"* | 0.643**
1BEST 0.646  0.652  0.649 0.438 0.411 0.424 0.680 0.688 0.684 0.633
3BEST 0.646  0.662  0.654* 0.451 0.405 0.427 0.683 0.692 0.687 0.638

# 1: SemEval-2013 2 x4t & U 72 fHili SZER D K5 .

RYF47 2HT14T
FME P R F P R F A
Baseline 0.851 0.849 0.850 | 0.849 0.851 0.850 | 0.850
WT+WP+WN | 0.857 0.860" 0.858** | 0.859* 0.856 0.858* | 0.858"

* 2: MovieReview % X4 & U 72 F-li SEBR DA .

RYT47 AHAT47 —a—hJN
FM% P R F P R F P R F A
Baseline 0.591 0.625 0.607 | 0.497 0.506 0.502 | 0.566 0.537 0.551 | 0.555
WT+WP+WN | 0.591 0.625 0.607 | 0.522** 0.506 0.514 | 0.574 0.562* 0.568* | 0.566

# 3: JaTweet & X4 & U723 EER D& E.

RYTF47 2HT14T —a—hkIN
FE P R F P R F P R F A
Baseline 0.114 0.117 0.116 | 0.133 0.201 0.160 | 0.944 0.918 0.931 0.871
WT+WP+WN | 0.138 0.144 0.141 | 0.136 0.186 0.157 | 0.943 0.925"* 0.934** | 0.876*"

# 4: NTCIR-7-MOAT %34 & U /- 3l SEERDFE 5.

5 HHYIC

BEFHEIZEY, WordNet DEEH % BBIEME 2 Z & (4]
UDDEATEHZLIZ&Y, FIETO0.8 1.6 K1V, 5)
accuracy T 0.5-1.1%DH AR VEREN EAHERET X 7-.
F72, HARZEIZBEWTE HAGE WordNet D lemma [ (6]
WEHANDZ LTk, HFEELAROEREREZE
EUAZMINER TS 2 2R/,

LSHBOER L LTIE, WordNet D%, LAz, [7]
NAFEEDERE L D EHENICEAT S Z & 2ET L
TW5. 5EE A L7~ WordNet D EE 35 1335 BN
R A T OF AT I HMAEEETHY, £V 8]
HMAERERAT 2 221k XL R HEEDM L
MWEHTELHEMERHD. [9]
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