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Abstract The research of the text sentiment classification has the broad prospect and the related classification on phra-
ses is the basic in QA system, information security and online investigation. Based on the linguistics, the paper analy-
zes the characteristics of the semantic definition in HowNet, calculates the orientation similarity of words in the phrase
based on the sentiment weight priority and puts forward the concept of center word to calculate the orientation of the
phrase according to the combination of the words in the phrase. The experiments show that it has better result in orien-
tation recognition and some practice value that it can ground text orientation recognition in the research on larger granu-
larities,
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