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1 (EL®IC

AFSTIEE MHEAL D FHli R B H D 72 8 D % 5 FE K
MEEEDIER S & OFHE HIEIZDWTIRR S, 17T
HHEDOEWZIRINT E 5 lemma N — ADHEGEREE
% BEBRIER & R B 2 FI W T SEEICHRR L, I
TEEMEROBRIZSFEZ LA 20 %2 5Emd 5. &
%122 SEEREE DO VERE 2 S ARSI B 72 & D FFMl Tk
ZIRAD.

JEEE DR EEE (2B B 5513 synset & & O
A7 %&MAUL7 SentiWordNet % Fi\W 7z Fik [1,2]
ZRIULOEUTHELS AT D, 2, DEIERBZ
R U 72 6 GREEERESE (Bilingual Lexicon Induction:
BLI) [3] i3#EEEE DL SFERETIEL LTHHVS
M TE%. Huang DS [4] TIEHEBITH
UEEAMAT ] 2HALEE & U CEIRE N5 B4 (Hubness)
T 5 FHREEZREL, OMMERED S KD kR4
AR TES LS U. 2ok S ik EED
1-2 SEEANDHRIRZAT o 725813V < D MFELET 523,
% S B OMIMEREE & i — L UE TR U 72t 5eid A e,

DR R WEEEILRO Tk e U T 2 S0
DFEEEZ S LIZUTMEREDOFRE 2 Fl 3 5058 [5]
X, NIVNA—NRARELEFEOA VT NI T T %
TEHT %% (6,7 i 5. WMEREIZBIT 258D
%  IREEDOIER S & UTE RPN O TR 2 e
LTEHT, BBEEHB I ITHEORBRPMMEZ a7
DIEHMUPEINTOARW, £ 2 TR IIREOEE
ZIER U723 KA OFH i 2 BT XL, IR
DENZRINT & 5 lemma N— ADFEZEZER L 7=,

2 ZEEBMEHSIFRK

2.1 1BMEFEE

S MBI OFTH S TIREG X 6 N7 UK U TRESTiR
Mrafrw, §HiiERE 2 M U 72 Wi O lemma, H34H
MERELFE UL 21T, Mk BEE, oK%
ET D, BEFEEIR 1OLSBRERIZR>TVS.
BRI, G, B A50GEERE LTEE
N5, KFETIEKR TV —LDOEHRENE L -EED
MR 8] 2 R— AR L7 DEHWS.
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1. mMEREEOH]. lemma, fHFE, 7 L —A0DH
IR UBERE (4) & 72 3R3T (=) R B D 4T 2,
M7 L — LD RIS & e B %2R,

lemma, it M TV — LA
friendly ADJ +  obj
love VERB  +  nsubj, obj
unfortunately ~ADV — o
noise NOUN —

HEOFEREH IIREF T34 < lemma XR— AT
SO U 7=, MRS 4 EAE R RO & 2R
TE, HEORBRZ2ERIZTEZHOTHS.

2.2 IBHEEEEDLEEEIR

Kim X TIIIEFEDOMRMEFEE 16 SEEIZHEL-. B
MENEHZFNETNHOCCEEZER LTS %
BETABZLIZED ANV IR LU, HEOE
WHEIZDOWTLL IR S,

BIRZEZAWLEHEEN KFEOEREED S bIBA
a & B F & M S FEICEIER S £ 7212 Watson Lan-
guage Translator! % F\\7z. YEfFE:RS & L CHEED
WHEEEZBCT v TV — XRS5, HlZ X “He
is [ADJ].”, “We can [VERB].”, “We can [VERB] XYZ.”
EWS X EAERR L, [ADJ], [VERB] D5 % shHeHH
D lemma (ZEZHR 5. K1 D “love” D& DIZ, 1
7 L — AT obj ZFFOEGFNCITZEZED HINGE ‘XYZ %
1109 % . BHER#% D 30 % Universal Dependencies (UD)
[9] DREfFMT % % FI\W THEURIT 9 5. D FEREIHE
ERAUIZXE D@D S B, BHE W 1-2H41%
“He is”, “We can” OFIFRFERZ L{REL, IELE
HENTVWD EASNDXDHH S FERIAH %z il 9
5. Z D1 [ADJ], [VERB] D5 OFHFRAE R D lemma
EREIEINT 5. 7272 U 558 T & ITHESURITar OME
BEIZRO 23D D, ELWV lemma DI hianwZ e
D570, 125X FHREDOKBEK L lemma 25
U745 KD ez vz,

Thttps://lanugage-translator-demo.ng.bluemix.net/
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# 2: MPEREE DRSS BIER & I EER Bl VTR
ﬂﬁbf:ﬁ%ﬁk%ﬁ’bb’ﬁﬁé‘bf’ﬁ#id) AR BIER,
DEEB, AFHIRT. & BEREFEVPFEL RN

EERY, WEE i)\?fﬁfﬁkbf’ﬁqﬁiéﬁﬁb\ HARGE
IEBIER 2 W THER U 728 T AF CER L 72 Rt %
mz7-.

e TS
L B #ERE AFF | MSL
HEE (en) 3385 | 1727
T I T (ar) 499 409 820 | 1173
F = 33k (cs) 1491 1051 2052 | 2138
R V3 (de) 1906 879 2399 | 1913
ARA VEE (es) 1665 992 2001 | 2332
74 7 NEE(fi) | 1101 593 1393 | 1390
75 v AGE (fr) 1375 961 1926 | 2652
N7 F 1 (he) 490 549 880 | 1169
1Y R2UT7EE(id) | 641 520 921 | 1121
1 2 T EE (it) 1512 942 1902 | 2284
HAFE (ja) 385 - 2080 | 225
#EFE (ko) 584 - 584 | 621
* T v REE (nl) 1030 842 1521 | 1887
FU NHIVEE (pt) | 1787 849 2082 | 1791
07 (ru) 1374 1003 1947 | 2340
RV IEE (tr) 286 436 664 | 653
HEEE (zh) 737 - 737 96

FEARGFACEFEORER & lemma DA L 541 &
LT, y<®3 0y NEFETIEBEREIEO iR
be BhF & I BRFAZH WL EPERILOEFE L
BhEhEE & HicEEEH Wz ERH B, Tz, TIE
TREX AT T A GEOEE LB R OB ER (5 TH)
DOIFIZRKEE D lemma & RAFIZA 5. BHERETOKEE
DTV —L%ZDF FFREEDOZSEOHETE AV
578, FHEREDSCEFERNT U, FRPEEE D S A3
FRETD ] & — B U 72D AREE B U 7.

PEFRIFZRAWFE/EN X2 Multilingual Word
Embeddings(MUSE) [10] DFIFRF A~ D% 5557 #1&
BaefAwCcltiEEz 1 SETOMERLEZ. £33
HNREFEO KRB O N S, WEEOMMEREIZH S
lemma & @ cos FALUE B EWEIZEGER T ML E 5D
BEd 5. EBEARLBEEDOFFHZ UD I—NAZHWT
FEd 5. MUSE TIZHGEIIREEO £ £ 5l X b
FHADREANEL TR, FZTUD :J——/\";UbWB%G)
BEORBEZEL, AL lemma % #EE L 7z,
ATZBGED F T FA R ST D TEHGE & iﬁlbfb‘fﬁ‘%
BB WHEEE 1 D2 REEIEML 2.
GIHREREL T SO DR % ¢ D HAEE D FABLE A3 &
RAHMEP I N TWS uLm.b#bﬁ&ﬁﬁ
Z AW T HREEDOMMEGE % M SEEICIRR T 5 & Z1T
FEEDOMMERE & A Ui 2 /e Db CHEEE S &S & mb\
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MEFEDOHIEDS < 1%, FEFEOMMERE & A UM % Kf
DRI D o2, Fhz, SR UELLE D
1 W HAEE A U R BN B & SO R 0 B EE
Hillo TRHEZITEMEI NS AR EL R 5720, 1

BEED A% BEEITEMU 7.

F KRBT — N 2% TR S Nz Bk B

IFHENHRMNBEVEELEENTWE., 2T
UD I—NRAZHANTRBEED —T 5 HED GG
lemma ZE[ DM TEZETHED 7 4 VR Y V7%
277> TWb., ULDALEEIZE>TUD O—/XAD
YA ZXNKEL B E., HlZIEA Y K3y 7EEXMD
SHELIERTI—=RNADYT A XDINS W=, DEk
BICHATE 2588 BUIZ < b o Tz,

BEMILER PR 2BERED S TN ENREE 2 /F
BUENS &ALz, GEEEE DFRIERE K & 4k
WHRTHE LU M2 R O5GE MG & & E»
SHIERU 7z, &EDHEIGEX, “think” 7t & FHHZRBLH
HOBIZZ DT/ — FE2HRKRT 272DV % HEh
EEREPOHIR Uz, fEkL 7% SEHEOERN %
F21ZRT. WEFIEE U CHBBEIER» S T 5
7 AERR UK R B % 226D 72 Multilingual Sentiment
Lexicon [13] (BARE MSL &509) %7z, MSL Tl
MEFEOREEFREINTE D, BrOFHLER
2% LT 5772012 UD a—s82 % HWT MSL Dffi
MEFEZ lemma A UK 7 U — L2 {5 UT-.

MERE i ERBZ W2 HED 2 D& flAbabtE
BZLETANLY IR EDR>TWBEI e bhr b, 4
Fﬂi@ﬁf I EFEDHEEIXF U R ﬂ*’&%’)’fﬁﬁp@mb‘
HGERIZAHI N, BIRR CIREEE I - RIFICE X
z’béf@mﬁ‘ﬁ)é NAVEEEHIZE 5 &, KB
SAERR U 72 B2 1E “schlimm” (W) X “bose” (B>
TW3)IRE R VEET I i 2 B EEDHFEL
OB TWRVWEENE S EENDDITH L, FHER,
SRR U 72 B IT IR RS L WM T WD “liber-”
(“over-") X “wvoll” (“-ful”) 72 & DEEEHRE PR R %
R OHGEPHFEDRE D LUTWBENL < EENTW
% (“respektvoll”, “wundervoll” 7% &).

2.3 EEZELDEInE

UD Tlif lemma IZ2OWTOHHERERZHKITTES
3, BREFIEROSNTWS., ZZTIRUD TOES
FED lemma DEHEDENIZflA, FRVEREE 2 ERLT
BSEBOERERIZIDOWVWTHRRNS,

REWNADTE 7T IETETIET—F »oFm

I DOEEFEIZITERE DFiA % 7R L7z Tashkil &\ 5 FE
LEMBRSNTWS., UDDTIETEI—IRATOD
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3 BEBRDOT -ty b +,— 1 3FE/ AR E
BOXDE, XRF X DOFEEDVIIETH 5.

=L Vax i + - | XE

ar [14] | &5 | 250 250 | 296
&[B] LA RFY | 250 250 | 165
de [16] | # FFV— | 297 62 | 13.7
en[14] | LANT Y | 250 250 | 14.7
es[14] | LAMF> | 250 250 | 15.4
fr14) | LARZ> | 250 250 | 16.0
he [17] | ==—A | 250 250 | 14.2
id [18] | LAMT > | 250 250 | 10.7
it[19] | &7 | 250 250 | 15.1
a[20] HEHPERE | 238 295 | 215

ko [21] A 250 247 | 94

nl[14] | LAMZ> | 250 250 | 14.9
t[22] P 250 250 | 22.6
ru[l4] | LARZY | 250 250 | 17.3
tr[14] | LAMZ> | 250 250 | 10.3
zh [14] | #EHEEEE | 253 247 | 35.1

lemma IZIERGEHENDVTWVWE 20, FEERDER
Zid lemma S FHEH T EREL RS I HH

75’?)5. ¥, VAT NREDRIKREEND B SFE

TlkF—FK— F‘)\j]@l"x IREXFEHNDZ LD

5. BIZIER A VEETIE “4” & “ae” LKRT. Kl

muﬁﬁ?%:atibm%ax&wﬁb#mﬁﬁé
END 5.

AR - R B BERZ lemma IZED 5
EIMIFFFEILITHR S, F = IFETITEE DHEH
B “ne-” ZIREAUZREZ lemma & LTW3. fllx
IXHEE “nemily” (L < 2\W) D lemma & “mily” (3£
L\W) &7 D, ‘Polarity = Neg” DFEMEADIF5NT
W5, KXo TREIIZ “ne-” 3D HEEIIMM: % Kifix
éﬁéﬁ&fﬂ%iﬁﬂﬂ?é%%ﬁ‘%%. U UEGEIZ & -
Tld lemma 7 & BEEEEE “ne-” DREI NI VX
hEh, @‘ﬁ?ﬁ@@ﬁ%&)ﬁ&@é.

AV RAYTHETRERICERHE DTS Z & Ty
il - e DAL R ﬂifﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁbfb‘ . A
ITEEGE “beli” (H D) (CHF OHEHREE LT X < fiio
N3 “meN-" Z{IHIL 72 “membeli” (-2 H ) ¥, %
FREE £ T “di-” ZAIINL 72 “debeli” &\ 5 HiEED
lemma (&, UD TREFHHMPH W EFRIN, £
PE ‘Voice’ B3D1F 6N TW5. E7z, “baik”(BW) &
IEFIZZNEZGEMR L U T “membaik” (R <72 %),
“memperbaiki” (-ZEH 2 ) L4 REIRERFODT
BT ULEEROAZZBET L WbIF T, 1
Y R AT T EED FFITK S 7 W IRIRE B & HERE ORI R
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K 4: % S B REE T O FEM R B O MERE L.
TREE MSL
B | MAR HEHE | #HEeE HHE
ar 95.5 36.8 83.5 34.0
cs 88.3 36.6 72.5 32.4
de 94.2 46.8 85.6 56.5
en 92.7 46.8 90.8 45.4
es 90.2 36.6 74.0 38.4
fr 90.0 43.6 76.1 53.6
he 82.0 16.4 76.0 28.4
id 92.7 33.8 83.5 33.0
it 88.3 29.8 80.0 42.8
ja 92.2 33.2 66.7 6.2
ko 89.6 10.9 71.4 7.0
nl 90.8 41.6 73.8 50.6
pt 83.2 32.4 78.1 43.8
ru 90.1 30.4 72.5 39.0
tr 91.2 17.0 64.9 13.0
zh 88.2 24.6 75.7 22.0

PRI & BEEOFEREH OS2 L LTHED,
TR R A2 B W THBRRE KD B FIK & 72> T
w3,

LOHIDIENIZEHHAGED “AN2” XA > RX VT EE
@ “orang-orang” (A% ) 72 L DEMFEDH Y K\, H
REEDFEDHEAL 23] I2DWTHE L Difiwdks.
T2 NT T A FER EBURD UD Tl lemma (235 LT
WRWEFEEHD. FEEFEROBROFRD IZAHI TR~
BRI EDEWVIERT 5 DA%, y%%@ﬂ
BRI —REETERT S Z LT, SIHRDSFEIC
WTEH AR M2 e < T h, 1ﬂ®§5§t@ktf%ﬁb
THREBOBED PN v VDK X OJFEK % FHl L s
TBHIENEGITR T,

3 =B

% SRRSO MERE 2 KT 5720, UD 25k
M & U7 ECREE O SOEMAIZ A U, #F
i FRB A 217 o 72 [24]. S RBLOFRE M TIE%
S HEETHEWRER T — X2y AEIEL
BNZ EHPRESRE LTHITS5ND. SemEval-2016:
Aspect Based Semtiment Analysis [14] Tl& 8 S5ED
TRy bAMERE N, ZTOHRTF £ 35 [15] 4 ET
LEZORRICHI 727 — X2y MBERERI Nz, L
UFx 235 EIEEE 2 ERR U 72 16 S8 & HEED K5
EAN—=FTBES i —HEDT Xty MIFIEL
MW, T2y hEBE L. RIITBELE
T—XEy hOERERT. SHEOMICERTOT —
Ky bEGIHLTWS. BFET — Xy b TIREA
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N B B BN F 72 ISR TR D 7 ) 7 — 3 vl
DFLNTWS., XHBMDT ) T— 3 Y UM FEEL
BWERBHZ WD, TRty bOhSiFiE/A
FED Fr 5 DRRMED A G AR EH U THW:.
XHRATOHWEEGHR L HHREZFML 725D %2R 412
RS, UD2.4 THIfHE D StanfordNLP [25] % F\\7z.
FxDHEEANEVATLATIII6EGE R 10 EET
90 %A EDOEEREER L T\W\W5. AR HEIME
WERED D B, ~NT T A FERHERE, FL S HIVEEE
TRy PDRAAUDRFEKNTHDEIZONS.
AW D R A A 2 TS KEET 5550 N A1~
R ORI R VAFAET B [26) 728, 4o Ol
FHATEITEINT 2 Z TN LTS, Foftt
DRUEER D TR, Fx OREMRIH O fdt
&7 T—=varvohEHoTIIL > TED S.
MSL T3k % K72 70\ BAEE AR - TR REE 12 A
STWB I ENZ W, FIZIEARA VFETIE “ir”(‘go’)
BARFED ) A MZEENT Wz, 4L DEET —X
oy MZIFBHEREZ & 20D T Vo7
XRFIEL D 5 72728, S RIOEERT — ZIXUFE/
RFEEL 5D TRV EFED, T OFERMMEZ R 7
WEBDSR - THFRE /AL L FRER S 7z & S ITITE A%
KL A2 0%, EEERIEE RS, £72 MSL Tldks
W HAGERHEFE B W THENEIDMY %<, H
HEMEWFHERERD 1 D> TW5,

4 BBbHYIC

FHER & D EERBL 2 W T S5ED lemma X — A DffME:
TEEZERL, HEEKRDOBRIZEZZFEZ L D lemma
BT AHIRZMEA L. 222 S5ETMREM B O
7= DFHI T — X 2 ARk U R OMREILER 2 17\, 2
KEOHENAVHEGEREER L. 5RITZLSEE
HORRZ X 5124 DFFECMOIRH X X 7 I1Z#H
LTWVWE-W,

S 3Rk
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