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Emotion Recognition of Chinese Microblogs with Syntactic Information

HUANG Lei LI Shoushan ZHOU Guo-dong
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract Emotion recognition aims to predict the involving emotion towards a piece of text. Automatic emotion recog-
nition is a basic task for sentiment analysis, In this paper,an emotion recognition for Chinese microblogs approach based
on syntactic information was proposed. One distinguishing feature of the proposed method is that the microblog’s syn-
tactic information is employed. Specifically, we took advantage of POS (part of speech) sequence and syntactic tree to
represent syntactic information in order to extract POS sequence pattern, rewrite rules and bigrams of syntactic labels as

features for text representation. Then, we utilized the maximum entropy algorithm to perform the classification, Experi-

mental studies demonstrate that our approach is very effective for emotion recognition.
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FEE BN A B 258 X JLHE Web2. 0 1K B, %
RArRHZE5ERKER, MEFENMAERED K. #ig
(Microblog) £k % #4784 9 Web2. 0 FIE IR, 1 [t LA Sk
ZHT AMNKHEE, AEERI AN ZEAEBRE LB
HEFE, BB SRR EN TN R
ZECHIE/BRMA YR EAES. AT EEEX
RIXAFERT  ARK—BIEFHBEROILSFER. 4H
MarxEgENHEBRNEEFERAERMME. 5
BRI ET AR RIS IS R A B4 . L.
B 5| RAELESH RO FLREE S, B, SRS
& 45 S AT BT BA R W BLS M E AR A

—BE , BEINERNERESFD AFE RIS
%, 4R (Emotion Recognition) B+5318 1t % SC 4 #17
P HIMZE XA RE SR IEE. TEHFHIHXERET
R

AMR—BRREL AERR. FEH

B: A AEBEHEIMGEET. (AHEH

FIFE B #9.2015-12-01 R4 HEA:2016-04-26

AXAGERINEREL, ZHIES. BXEREA
BEWAPRR, R EIHE.

1& 4 4335 (Emotion Classification) 235 75 1§ 2R B i) 2
b3t &8 4 SR AT A AT AR 4 BAR S BI R
HIE, BIANE X UK MRS . H BRI EE RN
HIERAERM. A XESHRMIGECRNEERF .

BB, BT LA I 45 1R R ¥k 18 % 8 FR A 4% (bag-
of-words) AL , 3 FR W 4 o SCAARAE #E 17 XA KR X 2 B
TXAMIBEL EFEE., HTREXAENEEN R
AT 140 NFERD , H W w5 B8, B a0 fa] 7543 F
ARt fE B EBEREE. —MA Y a3k
F R KRB B XANARER . HEFS s aEE
BEMSRIT b 32 /R SCR B AIER G B . MXT TR n-grams 4%
fE, FEFF S CANBLSREMES, \TURTREZM X
FEL . MUEMSAEENTOEER. CANMEERY,H
PEFR P @B ST U R0t B T S0 4 48R B
A,

B, A5 322 R A R ) 45 B 9 O B R 5 Bl 4R B 180 S
AREERAIME. AEE B Part of Speech (POS)

AXZER AR EHES(61331011,61375073,61273320) % B,

# FE1989—),8, Mt 4, TEMFE T ENARIEET L, FRSH, E-mail: 20134227029 @ stu. suda, edu, cn; FE 3 111 (1980 ), B, #H &%,
FEWEFTEN ARESHE R BESK (967 —), B, 382, TEMR F RN ARESLE SR 0TS ESE,
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PRGN RAR B, FHE R POS RPN . EE MM
M_TAERE. SREREN S 0REREEVARE
I SCA R IR AR

I 2 H N ABETHMERTIE B 3 WAL LE
TR 28 4 WA AEERITE 58 5 P ELRTE
HI KRG THATIT s BGER HEE, H AT — 2 TE#AT
Y,

2 M|XRITIE

AR, R KM B R R, AR B T BB R A B R
BEREAEPH—-TRGARLES . 22 TENIIRARE
JFEXE. BEMNMRARP RS T H:- FEHER
B e EE MR RS R AL T
HBE LA RHE RO,

Pang &0 YK HLER 2 X i 7 vk LA BIE BT
Xt e PG B AT IR BRAR HE A HI . Davidov 205 ££ Twitter
EBEFT 50 F Twitter BRAEH 15 BhEERAFIE R 1B BT L, 7
B SRS RERIE R N-grams FEX Twitter #1758 4>
%, LS @d3imx s X a2 WK R, HRT
EEBEMBEBEN D E. Li SOG4 891745
2 3 FA RS RE (E 45R) 5 P ) L 1% R s Ak ARAD) 35 LA e
BRI, 7 A B 1R R 1 SR R SO, HE T X IR A 1
BT OB E DB H RSN R RS
PR SCAREAE , X A G A AT R R AT BB A0
TR EHEFEPHAE.

XU AL FE 0 SN 4388 BE (Ren-CECps) LBFSY T 41
FREBERITE: 3 W T AFRFE G 351 iR A+
FDSHMEL RS H . Aman %0066 B2 T RA RSN
EHITATREHE AL H 52, W3R (accuracy) KB T
73.89%6 . Quan %08 F e SUIE 45 iF K} (Ren-CECps) BF 3T
TETRER N TREE ST, KB T EFH YRR,
BRI ET 72 NLP&.CC2013 H Ui 48 AT PRI %5+
BT RTRIBBE R B O R, Maeda FIfHH 3
5 15 KAg I 2, 7 Twitter BB L AT SR BIBR.
R LUE S F o i A B S IR AR A R Y R
FER 451 S, 3 2 19 ) SR IR 4 AL A B9 S B
PR IR BRI 2E,

EABERT ST R 2 5% F 2 T 1% A 1 A O B2 TR R AIE
AL B MR 2 > 07 AR HATIHE R F. AR, By TS
RIBBHNOE.MERERE, A 0 F R R A REE
P 5 AL 1) VERRE B 8 T SUASTE 5 1 78 1 1 R Y B
PR R B BRI A N EEIRAMES B 56
AR P S IS AT R R R U AT RS S i — 25
AT EHERAERE.

3 ERBESSIR

B HBRIN AL, 5 U 4 ST A LB AR B
MREHIATEE R BB E . A SCHIERR IR T B i g
(http://t. qq. com) , IS TRALIE APTE 4. HIBRER
FHEFBESZ S HEENE A HEEIRERBITINE, &

AEEDFHIRR R B0 B B4 EE T U RERE
H2BE . SV EEESES . PHEAREREE S
B4 . WM BB T RIEEED. ERERRES,REHE
W EMENBERS. Bk, 8% IRMIE AP Type
FEREGHAHERERNRNBIEAER, R AR FERIF
WEOEFEAF B EROMIEHAT IR E, ZESED
ST 15540 SRR A R IE S RaE , Horh 6548 RN H KM
FE3CA, 8992 A TLAE S HUE AR .

ERREAED, BAMISHTEREERE  REERE
MRLERE -, —-BERENBLE R WRBER—F,
B EESESRE BRB-BNRESERENBLRS
R, AT AEBELRNCTESEEMESHEERLE.
RIS AR 45 A AR 8 B 89— B (Kappa ) Y K
0.72, BB TRIFH—BHEHR. XTFHENEFENEER,
S % 3CER22].

4 EERRFE

FEG BT YR BB 2R S 8 R PE I 3
AAFE 47 CAR FE AR, kB BOW (bag-of-words) B &,
BOW #EEIB BT F—A4~308 . Z BT 09 B E0UF AiE . )
BEER BHUNEERE T MILHNES.

A SCHR BT AL ME B U B4 RS B R 4
R SCA R AE(E B 8 H AR I (POS) 5 FI5
A) M (Phrase Structure Parsing) ¥ R R MBI FHHEF
B. BETE, 8§57 POS ngrams kit POS FFo| R £
YEHFALE , ] B 7E ) AR P 28 B EE 5 A0 ) (Rewrite-rule) it 2
TCAEE AR & (Syntactic-label Bigram) 4% 4E . 48 J5 R 35 3 8%
FHIEH SCA 5 AL R SCARRE 1 B R 3 2488, S X R A o
FFATHE.

4.1 BT POS FF Il iA R

POS n-grams R A B AIEE L™ . &30
POS B3R R F 48 POS ngrams, &4 POS F5
AR — % B ¥R A8 B IR il & 4 1) i) HE AR B F 51 (POS
tags) . AR THEAFA K n-grams JF5], RITEIFREE R
ERARE XXX BENFINERX, FRIBERNNKERRER
REEKER ), POS FFFISRAEHE L RER. B
S0 P 48 2 i B /D 32 ¥ (Ninimum Support, Minsup)
F1Er /MR B (Minimum AdherenceMminadherence) 55, iX
SRR R AR RN ER R B R ERTRE XA IEE
BRI,

BEMEERREITHBERRERIRBER/DZHN
B/MERHE POS oI, MAMXFRBEGETEAMNT
BAT SR HH), IR MR RS AR
BERBEN. —PIIER RN, CERAIREF .
B B0 4K B8 O ¥ R & 14 HE 3R (Symmetrical Conditional
Probability, SCPYAU . XIFRFMHER B i Silver 2, A
FHEALZEFAF R PGARR, SCPHEARIT .

JairSCP (wn we ***w, ) =

L), (1)
oy DI CER I CIRREY)
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Hep, fCun-w)RAR T wr -oow; HBEIRE n KIFFIH
KE. JFIIH fairSCP {Hik#, R\ ZFIIBEE.

AT HENE POS FHIIS A B, R BB X
5 W D=1{d1,dz ", d, } AWM BRIERRIE CRY 5
B on FRERP MG REG T={0,5, o) RA LR
W (POS tag) B4, [ Fon AR EA . BRME RN AN
By 1Pk,

¥k 1 POS FIEXIBHE
BiA B4R D. dIAVERR I F ) M SCHS S L MR R S T

18 E KB/ minsup MIB/MEBY minadherence
i BT R B/ SRR B/ IV B9 POS FP3IBER (FR8 2 SP o)
UK -]

SRR D T MR c€ T MR EL KB C
R £€ Cr, 2402 22U > minsup i, 9678 s
AR Max-length—1 K

S1)Cx=candidate-gen(Fi—1)

S2)% TS D F g3 d,deD

SHXF Cr PAEBRIERFF] ¢, c€ Ci

HcAEFEXHE dH
c. count+ -+

SOMF c€Cks é’a?ﬁ}ﬁﬂ%rl—t?minsup it 344 Fi

SHIMF € Fi, i 2 fairSCP(H) >=minsup Bt , 378 SPy
BA&1E 8 SP= LkJSPk
H¥ candidate-gen(Fy—1)
C=0
3tF Fu 1 BAPERFH cic€ P
DREFERE T HERRE t,t€T
2)EFFF ¢ BWHARE (AR AER, 3KE ¢, 308 A C,
4.2 BEFRZEMITHHEEIRG
43t (Syntactic Parsing) & H S8R5 & AL B SR 5
KRR B2 —, RERT 5 BTE A F 1A 454 (Syn-
tactic Structure) B4 F AL Z BIMIKEERR .. AICGETH
wERIEES N, IR E B BN oA S R, AT
s BB R
FIH Stanford Parser A% 4347 TAX B MG A 347
B AERAEARER S E T X AR EESWHNE., in
MRFRITBRBEE E—B#ENBIA RGBT —RITEL
O AT ARE RS AR B RSN INE 1 R,

ROOT

/IR
&m 7(%»
VP ADVP ADVP M
Ap v ,{D VP/P\NP

P
h{N x}J NN;
& S'J}\ wF BE

E1 EiEgsmn

D hitp; //mallet. cs. umass. edu
D http; //nlp. stanford. edu/software/lex-parser. shtml
3 http;//nlp. stanford. edu/software/tagger. shtml

ROT E R EE M ST AR, T IR B AT
HMEPNB. BEEGEESHD UL PREGRIERERHFT
RPERETHTHAMEERL AL ERBETFH R
C,icfE P—>C. B 2 1 EHWEERNA . IP—>NP_VP_
PU,VP—>ADVP_PP_ADVP_VP,VP—>VP_PU_VP %
PRER A LB R TSN —Fh s, 2 BE 1
THITHRER. B 2 FEAHKN oL EERERRE IP-NP,
NP-PN,PN-VP %,

1P NP PN VP VP ADVP AD PP P NP ADVP AD VP VV NP
NN PU VP PP P NP NN ADVP AD VP VV NP PN PU

Bz B 1PEEEHaNerER

i FEAR, RENGIESHR P IRRES B A
TGRS .. BARNEREERBENT R,
HA SRS D: AR SO B G o+ M EXRRBER, n— MK
HA
B SO B HE A2 T 1 BB B Crewrite-rules) il
ZIEA) AR (syntactic-label bigrams) ZH ¥,
.
X FEESE D EMIER R d,deD
a) WX SCHY d YRR
b S i 5 ) Bt
HHEARBTHFHR
W EAREMABIAERIRE HTF) labelSet
HHERERERTR
B S EMAR LT ARS PSet
IR IR TS labelSet G BTA _STABAREMARERE T
d) t=rewrite-rules(PSet)
¥ t IMABIRAERS Ty
DB d PIERE Ty R HH N
B RGAUYWE B R E
B rewrite-rules(PSet)
| Xt F PSet FA KL A ¢, € PSet
B SR BT R ESHN
#rMABEEANES ¢
BABBEEANES

5 XBERESH

5.1 X@igE

BEPLEERA % (IE . OB 4 5000 MENKRIE
wo Hod, YighREA Sl 8000 AEHI (IE . Sk 4 4000 ), |
B 2000 BEBICE \ fAREAR £ 1000 ), 28 T RBUA%E
fE, ERE BRFEARES LBLEEFT RO AKME Fuo-
danNLP 3 AT SHAHRIE

BRI 5 205 B (ME) , B B oK
MALLET #l##% 3 TRAY . AR S, XL TR
HSEEBERENINBRIME. AR P ZRE MR
AR AL B IR FER IR TR R Ak 3 T, Nk 1 BT
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5. b, A H A Stanford Parser Aj¥k 4347 TR KB
T AR /7 5138 1 F1 A Stanford Postagger T &% 3REL; {#
FAAG R EAE A B P R ARAE(E . B ks KR IEME 0
1 RFR, EFIEEREE AP B A 1 RFER B, B
0FmR. LW, R #E# 2 (Precision) . 8] & (Recall) i
F1 {H(FOER G RER M EIR.

F 1 AERERE
B AR W
Word_U TR AE (7] By — TCHAE)
FRAE+ 4 B A 1
Word U +POS_P (POS F 7l L AKAE)
, HRAE RS 2
Word_U+Syntactic_T (EB AR BE+ = 74 RAFEBAE)
HRAE+ 4 ERHELS 3
WO%UMZI:P"SFH (POS K7\ M A MAE+ B 5 MIHAE+
yntactic_ AR AR AED

5.2 XRERRGH

AT I EHATEB I, KT T @ LA 2T

« ME-WU 4 4E 26 F R %61, - KB R H R B K HE
¥ e R EE RS

* ME-WU-+PP RHE% I ARHE + A EH A 1.5
REEE AR BEE;

« ME-WU-ST . feAE 6 FE IR 1E + AL RHEH & 2,5
REERBREE; :

* ME-WU+PP+ST 44 8 FR AR + A1 2 49 IEH B
3 REBME B E .

Hr R RAA IR R 1.

(D AFFRE R L RETR

B 3B 4 4 T AV GRS BB R 1Y 800 MR
i 2026 BIRAE AR B 1% 5L T R RIS I/ 9 A W) 8 A0 O 1 1)
EERANNTRER,

CIME-WU 5 ME-WU+PP 8 ME-WU+ST & ME-WU+PP+ST

B3 AEERIIRGER

080
o078 0777
076
074 -

072

070

Recall Fl
CIME-WU = ME-WU+PP M ME-WU+ST @ ME-WU+PP+8T

B4 HIEERFMIRGR

ME 3 FTLUE i, BEE R HERRE AR AR IE R A, B
TEELRIA 53K F1 EERFRE , BIRRFE . 7 PR R4
WHRMIEARSS & B B 20 280 BR BT , A T (LG8 P R AP AIE (R

ZHO W F1EEET KA 4%, N H (Precision) &, 4 2K
BRI A R R ETE 1 ~20% G A
BE &K (RecalD F , FEH W R AE AT W RER A, B 18
BAFISARMREBR T KIBENRA.LH 7%,

MWE 4 T LI, IR G R SR BI6T 4 RSB ER A
BREMEM INER . NEREE, BB RERE NG
BAHSIE RN , T BB R e R AR R T FRFAE
A PR AE AT AR R AE AR S A B IR DB 45 28 B0 1 F1 fER
BB RRE, AN FRERERTEEEREOBRRE TY
2%.

X 3 FIE 4 FTLUE B, BEE A AE A AR Y
A EER HEE AR E R A B R (Recal DI E] T KIBEE Y
VI LT M IR A1 45 5 M T8 2R (Precision) I 32 7118 &
BOARE., XRANEERERIEXEAREESERED
% b, R B A RE AR M A B, Rk R A s
SRIECAR MR R, IEAh, BN RIS E A& F R
ERHHBERNAEBELI LR H T AR RERE(FI
) : DI BURSHAE K 5 2 B BORFRAE | 51 AR IE S & 10
FRIRFITHEELEHOIRIE TR G BERRNBE: D%
BURRHE A E AL & 00 7 R S B BUARAE L i A AR
A HEAS & A REV S B HELI LRI HH.

(O RREVNGRED KNHRBIER .

LB TBIR AR 20%,40% ,60% F1 80 % 4E A I
GrEAR, BT 206 /E A RRREAR , A R EEARF Y
GREAETHBERMR. K, SBAEEHEENNLHE
A5 F1ENTFHEEIBRAER.

F1

079

Q77
075 ﬁ
073 A —
on N i
w 7

069
067 — —
20% 40% 60% 80%
4 ME-WU —8— ME-WU+PP
A ME-WU+ST ~~3¢— ME-WU+PP+ST

B 5 RRENGHRAST AR B EERIIGR

ME 5 FILVE W, AL PR E AV AR IE A 45 5
B R WA AR B AR, AN TS B RS (B RS
LR MRRBIRAT 2Y0~4%.

LYNGRiEARy 20200t , FARIE AR AEAR 45 A Y 23 28
BOR G R E S S I RS R A,
YIGRREA Ky 40 % ,60 %0 F0 80 %o B , RIHFAIE Fil 47 2 W 4R AE AH LS
B RERER TRAMEMIAERS SHARER. BE
YIGRAE 2 (1 3 M , A IR XoF 7 178 48 IR B 48 SR AR A B 18
B AL S AR ARRE S A R 5 R G R Y BAR T IRAFIE
AERENE SN TR RER. B 5 WEREREK
B, A SCHR S SR BB IR B E R R AR
WERREA BB I T #R BRI BUS ST M 2R BE

QBPBRELRER

- BETORFE POS FHIERIEME L+ B8 Max-length
minsup Ml minadherence St RME N, RABEHEE
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%, A E R R EEREEE S, RRERPHE—E
- MR ZEENZTRAB W, B E, BEEE
Rk, K 6 hESBTRH ME-WU+PP ki35 fiZR.

B 6 BLE R AT LUE H, Max-length {825 3~6 8,433
BRBE. RSB RPEILE Maxlength 3.
T minsup M minadherence , 45 ¥ (A Z #i1 K BT, B 5328
PHERER P A B B - EREEHAETHE. 4S8 min
sup [HiRE R 0. 3 X4 H minadherence {HIHB X 0. 4 £4
B, MR BRE. BN S, SRE—-EHEHN.BEED
SRMERBEIRNK BT INER, XULB B R TS
BB

0750
0745

—
yd
0740

—

0735

0730
1 2 3 4 5 6

B ¥ v Max-length

0.750
—
0740 =

0730
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

2% —e— minsup

0750 !
0745
-
(X [T P .

0735 ¢

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 08

## ~eo— minsdherence

B 6 ME-WU-PP FE:ia2eE S 80n BN

DAFBWE LHTREER
T B bR BT AR O Bk B9 B M, 7 NLP&CC2013 ¥
WEAR EHAT RN KR, NS . OEEREA % 5000
AMER TR ER, Hb 80X BB ARME RV GRS, BRI
207 MiEREAR, HALWIFES FRLBRHERF X
REERE 7.8 8 iR,

080 0795

078

076

074

072

070

{3IME-WU i« ME-WU+PP 8 ME-WU+ST 8 ME-WU+PP+ST

H7 HIBHELINIRGR

g

Precision Recall
{IME-WU < ME-WU+PP 8 ME-WU+ST @ ME-WU+PP+ST

B8 TAEERAMIHRER

ME 7 FIFE 8 BySKIREE R AT AR W , BEE RIMERHE 3k
WL I A IR L5 2B A TG 45 251 89 S PR BE (F1 (8D
HEBRBRE . FARE SRS &7 N 5331
BEAL TRARE SR AR IE M S5 B 1 7 SRS KR B, 4%
AiE APEARAE F B RFAEARSS & 1 77 SR 7 P BB B 4 » 4
Xt FAUEE R (RE RGO B9 FLERE T K4 3%,

BT 3. 4 M 7. 8 KB RATLIE B
FAE BRIA L FER RERiER b, 4 SCR H 2 T A1
15 I L A7 3 10 2y SV BRI AR AL B 35— 3, F ELR B
BRIHE LR ERE.

BRI ASCRY 7 —FET G B REE IR
%, HARaRERREEE R R, U%ER 2 0E
WA E IS WEEAEN R RS . ALY, %
B POS FP3E AR AR PERFAE , B B AL AN — ST AT 847
BAERFEMIFE, KRHEREY,ET POS FIIMETFSH
HWARM LA RS A IR R IF AR, SE X mM
AR R B R RRA B R

ET—HRIEP H2IRERBRRREEET LT
BEUHIEE A SR AR B AR S IR ARl . MeSh,
TEERAEER L R ITIRE KB, BB R AR RRE
XHE S o AL F B w .
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