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Abstract: Different from previous works such as hand-crafted patterns and rule based methods, this paper
proposes a novel method that uses syntactic paths to automatically recognize the appraisal expressions. In detail, the
syntactic paths are first automatically collected to describe the relationships between the polarity words and their
corresponding targets. Next, an edit distance based syntactic path matching strategy is used to improve the
performance of the exact syntactic path matching method. Experimental results on the camera and MP3 player
domains show that (1) syntactic paths are helpful for appraisal expression recognition, and (2) edit distance based
syntactic path matching method can further improve the performance of appraisal expression recognition.

Key words: appraisal expression; sentiment analysis; syntactic path; polarity word; target

H E: IR TOHGEATF ARG T & RE T AT B2 RN T A 3RA 7 k9%
7 ik B BRI 6] ik AR R NG R AR At F AR 3E A 691540 K R FRE 1 H 6] SR AR R MR TE B R B
WM LIHIRGY A Gt A, I IE R R B SADARAAR MP3 355K 5 AN LR 6 b, T F BATUR. SR 3R 5 R A (1) 40k
B2 BB AR AR BRI E B Z ] 49 K B TR BRI R R RN AR KA B;(2) AT RBIEE GG
R IIF B R R Bt — R S RPN R LIRA 69 R G e

SRR AR A A ) AR R R AT &

FEESES: TP391 XHRFRIRED: A

B Web2.0 MEF R R, ABKBZWH S5 3 HEMN N A @& RSP BB =4 T KRERWE
15 R W PE R A5 B, a7 0 R — 7= i B — TR i W PEIR D T S A e e AT AT 0 R R R
HUE AN E S B, BT (sentiment analysis) Wiz 1y £E 475 843 1 PR B L4248 (opinion mining), #& — T X}

PRIE A BT B0 S22 R AR BT UAE 55 1 T2 — A 2 22 BHER 5 IO 98 0, 1 35 22 TR A PRl

« FEETUH: EK B RRHERE4 (60803093, 60975055); IH ZK i B AR I S v KII(863)(2008AA01Z144); i 45 24 K L 2 B
LRI 45 42(20070213046)
W R TA] . 2009-06-03; 15 5[] : 2009-08-19; 5E K i 7): 2009-10-22
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PERIBE AT 55, 3= 2 T Ao 80 PR E SR PR AR P AT 4

E LR T A b S0 D300 5 K5 VP AR 3] 8 10 TR0 408 Dk 155 S 43 7 £ — J0KRE A 904 25 1) B AA ke i, 1
A P A5 5 325 URUM) P AR 3] T 4R 1 25 PP A 3 8 5 BT R 0 AT 19 RE LA 55 A9 A ) T SR IR R R AR 55
o BIF AT 2 R P W R 5T 5 5 B T AU T 4 0 TSR T 4R 5 4y 0 iU i R B
AR I m 2 A VA D] FR AU P A i A ) e 2% (1 1 SR 0 L 8 JUDHE VP A 30 1 D 7 SR (R R AL BB 5 FE At Ry

W TAEZA T LUT P/ )

Prol: tH ILAE AR A0 vh B TEAN 3 15 I A — e B SR I HH — (%) A7 S8 v 1k A 24 P 3 8 L OE FH T A
PP XS G, A A A (B R VP AR 3 A5, 76 155 8 “Well, this camera did a bad work.” 7, 1] i “well” I “bad” F. it
K TG A2 43 0l Al A SO SOAR I AU v 4 (%) VA 1] 0 R E T wel I 7 121 1% ) AR AN B A0 A AR P40 00 5, DR b A
J& T AME BP0 38 0 AR B VEAN 18] 15 “bad ™ E A TE A X B “work”, & A A A B VAN 3 1

Pro2.: 17 8% 1) P9 175 286 0 1) 1 AN A ASC Bl 155 D 0 o ) PP A0 1) 5 R S, T 2 Bl VAT 9] 9 5 L T B A 1) PR AN ) B
L[] e i )4G0 W, PP 1 “long™ & T~ 1 R SCAH QB PEAR Bl REFEAS [R] ) B S0 rp @ T AN [ 1) A7 St 1) 2. >4
PP TE “long ™ B AT VP X % “life” i, 1% J8f1)“The battery life is very long.” 5% ;T 24 A 18] 3 “long & 1 VT
X6 % “startup” i, 1% J& 1) “The camera has long startup.” 217 3.

YT b, BRATT R B, DA 1 1 B L T AB A (R VA X S B A L (40 “bad-work”, “long-life”, “long-startup”) 7 1 &
A R ) P A0 W = SE AR A SRR S B (PPN A 5, VP X 5 9 17 P AR B T (appraisal expression). i BV
W 8170 AT LA AR I 18 23 A U ) — A D AR 45, 37 DA A B T 9] 8 o R — P A 0 G IR A B P B T b, 0 T
Prol, 1 B PEAN 5 70 (1) PR T DS Bl 35 A OB 1) 1F A 1] 25 “bad”, B 31 200 T (8L 1) VAN 17 35 “well”; T % T
Pro2, W AT LA 3% Bl LT SCAH G V740 17 “long™ $8 1) T A& 16 1K U7 0 X S, 4k 10— 35 L 5] e 52 DF 000 1) 15 190 47 J AUl 1)
R R0k A7 A DT B G 1 Rl AT DA AT 28 b S By ST IR S 0 B 1) 5 LA 45, RT LAEAR A I8 40 AT 1) — A SRR T SUAT:
55 AN SCHE TSR PN 5 T0 B AR S0, T PR A ] 2 R (B SUZ SO AR R SR A T R IT.

15 T PR TT (KRS B Bloom ™48 A 1 YR 32 Y, Wiebe F1 Wilson!' 4 %9 #2 i AHLI HE 4 Private State. %t
JA R — B850 B 08 X BT 55 73 S PR AN A2 3R S SR AU I A) v ) PR e 2 Ak T B BR B IR N B Bk &
(PR 17 O AE I B TSR R T VR P R T, S BRSBTS S AR R
FE IR I — AL AT 45, R A0 3 Z T (96 22 48 HE 1 6 TR U sl ot ) U 1240 i i ok 1 500 5 )
P PN B T X B T VR R OB s T U B HE A 280 bl T AR SO U2 T A I, 7 R AN

BT OA IS BV B 0 TR 5 VEAFTE IR G b, AR SCHR T — P RS T A0VE B AR 1R U v B B TR 1 g g
PR 155 JEPTE A B T A SR B 11 ) 925 8 A0 2 F B B VAN 1) T8 TN VA X S (W) — P AT ) 40 92 45 4 T SIUE B, e T LUAR
L B 3 PP A 1 T VAN X G 1R R 00 RS B AR SO I SE AR T —Fh B 3R A K AVE R R I T E,
AR TR 5 R AR ORI G G 550923 5K B B BRI ) o IR 1% SR AN B ek — 2P AR SRR T — PR T g
R P 3 B A UG T e S S A4 v 2R 48 () M e ST IR 45 R SR I AR St ) B T ) VR B AR 1 D R R T T
A 5 TG PR R S A R, B ) vk B A e 0% R L b X I VP ] 9 R AN 6 S 2 () ) 5% R R A 9 TR B AR AL
FMP3 B JBCA 5 A L 77 i A5 47 I ) DB L F-score 43 5illis 31 82.87% 1 83.22%, i & 8 T LAAE (1 AH
KITVE.

ASCE 1 WA AR TAE S 2 WA G FANES RN BIEN B ICIR A 5 vE S 3 WRIZE 4 35 Rlx 4
SIS I8 1 B RN S8 &5 AT R AN IR 2R 5 T R Al LR SRk TAER JR .

1 tHXEXIME

AICHRFFAES S Hu 2 AP Kim 25 AP TAEAR S, H A HE T 3RIOPE A 17 15 S LT84 (0 DF Ay
XF G AT S 3 e K A T SR EONG A R PR R G 4K T Hu 55 NG ICEE VA e G Bl (R A B A D Hk)
PR IR I Kim 558 AAEER B PP 0 S %0 A & AR [ N S 6 0P 0 3] 1 (LR AR A TR VR 22 0 Ko,
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R 5K TF 6 R AR B BRI LIRS 889

118 22 IJ A% PE AT 1 18 R PP o G2 8 B 536 B 2, E 1% Ji ) “Well, the picture taken by Cannon camera seems to be
good.” B IFAB M PP X B “picture” (I PP 17 T8 FF AN & B FL I (1) “well”, 10 2 B AR 326 1) “good . [A] B X
EHAIRKM R R E.

S A, 2 S gk R DA B T RV AR 6 B 2 18] R 5% R OR SRS IV A 7 UG Kobayashi 28 A5 U T
—ANFAL R PE A B e = Tt 4 (evaluated subject,focused attribute,value), H: 7, “focused attribute” % W i &P .
JGH BIVE AN X G value 5 B VE A 18] 05 ARATTRE VP AN RHE FPE N B2 s o R 8 AN FLELA AR (W
(Attribute) of (Subject) is (Value))RHiid AR M, b T AU I 1 a7 o FLAB A ¢ 2R AU A5 B 76 17 2% 1D, £E B DT FE (1)
TERE P A2 TV AR T DR S PR B PP 1) TR AR I RN X B, 7 BN L O 5 S A B T R R K

N T IR NS VA 15 T R VA 0 B 2 ) S i e R, 43 2 2 AR A8 FH AU3A 5% R Bloom 25 A VR
Stanford Parser T LHJ# T 31 45U (linkage specification) ik P-4 17l 15 5 {74 X 5 2 0] 1) 2% & (4
target —= s x4yl polarityword ). Ah, Popescu 25 AU F Bl MINIPAR Parser T LHIE T 10 444
A7 AV A R AR SR SR B BT 5 7. TR, 18 P PR 0k R 7 45 N3 T AR A7 AR A BT &5 e BAT IR A2 F AT %
7 (1 DT i BRI T30, )5 88T 95 B A SBV,VOB Hil ADV 3% 3 Fhgh #9545 t SBV MR A% 1) — S8 190 U4 ) 5 Uk
PO S TC B IR AT UG AT ) AR RN T 58 22 068 PRA 0 G RN VAN I 15 (R VR 2 0 2R 92 4 T Al
PR ) 2 i F Ay T VTSR I A AR R € 2 5 T i 2 mOON T A FR ARG, HAR A FE T

FE 1% B A0 WT 1) FE R AT 45 WF 9 7P, 08 A7 — S8 9F 5 2 800 T VF M Ji 75 (subjective expression!'* 5, appraisal
group!" Y FRITRB FI 43 28 YA 5 58 A4 2 4 IR — A YRR 3R E, il “very  good”B{“not terribly funny”. B4k,
Moilanen %5 AU7F1 Choi 25 NHE B T 4043 X 7t (compositional semantics) (R HE & 41 518 AT RN —
2 3], 300 3 A EL A ok 3 38 SR ol 55 BT 1) . G 6 175 R A0 [T did [not]” have any [doubt]™ about it.]™” 1,1 i “not”
Fi<doubt”#B B 5 15 52 1 & XX E 15 58 Ron 1 5E, R I 17 88 ) e 4% S 18 S A] 1 “not” Fll “doubt” i) 20 & B 4 21
G S TG AR T, DA B X LI A BUAR DGR T & A7 B8 S8 yB 70 100 i 2 (%) D 0 980 0 BP0 000 0 A A R ke T T
BH) Prol fH 2 [RIFE 2008 T Pro2 HEpFA i8] v A2 SLVTAN X6 S 48 e 0T 175 I8 A 40 e 2 S5 475 I8 o0 M AT 55 () S T

2 ETaEBENERTM R TIRA

2.1 ARERTE

PR B AR S FR A0 A VR BB AT P AT R A) R A 9 S5 M AR A S 3 I AR R 48 A0 TS S5 M ) T
R VP AR A A UT A 6 G T F ik g5 A4 1 ARSI R T Send BT Sen2 ) f ik A%

Senl: The camera’s image is perfect.

Sen2: The camera has very perfect image.
/ S\\
NP\ VP D/"\ /V\ '
/ ‘ \' T N AU NP,

RB J

The camera has very perfect image

The camera’s image is perfect

Fig.1 Examples of syntactic paths
1 Ak R

TR WS Senl (1A B4 AT LA & B, VP4 5 % “image” FI AT 18] 7 “perfect” 1] I A1) 1L B AR 3R T — FhRe ik
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< EREXRR”,FR N NNINPTSIVPLADIPLIL M E A7 Sen2 A0 i, VEAM X 5 “image” B VY411 14 5
“perfect” 2 [l (A5 B AR MR T — R i -rh 0iE 55 R, 284 JITADIPTNPUINN. 0] UG H:— 7 1, f ik
P 12 AN R 8% R H VE A6 B B JLVT AR ) 1 2 1) 1 R0V O R 53— D T B AR SCI Ak s AR L T E sk
(10 77 2, b At T T S 17 g 2 R 0 B Sy A T, D R 5 B 2 I )1 00 R A (B T v T AR SR S A R

2.2 MIERERERE

A0 58 P (ARG R 2 2 Sk v 20 IV B AR 1) A il 5 )T B AR I 2 A

AL AR 10 A D B R 5 T B e 1 S R T VPR T T R DA o B L R AR SO B B (0 VPN B T K
H T Hownet(http://www.keenage.com/) (1) 9 SCIFA 1l Mt L4057 4 490 VPN 1A 15 . T HEL 7= b 90338 1) S 6T
G Bk 4% 9] (9] T “image™, “lens™) B AR 1] (8] 41 it “they™), PRl b, A SC 8% 5 175 18 A1) v 3 11 S 4% 1] (NOUN) B
A1 (PRON) F4 ] 35 A9 7 3 TR oF 5™ 04l i ] M 3k 4n R o

e NOUN: NN, NNS, NNP, NNPS

e PRON: PRP

BT AT AME B PG 0 AV ITE . m AMBE VER X 502577 2R nxm AMEEANVEBR R TAK
P VR A5 R e v L IE AT E I A0V B AR AR SCAE B AL AR A I T — A5 20 000 AN R 1
ToN TR (9 AL ™ 3R O 2% 0 ) J2E vl AR 5 A5 JBK g T8 3o DC P PP AR ) e 4 b DA 3] 3 ) 4
AT A 3 VP Xt 5, 308 T 20 3 EC 5 A 10 T A 0k 3 ) 10k A e ok P 9 A PR 0k i ) 9 8 A K 1Y)
HL 2y %82 2 00, 2L v () — 28 ol 1 40 /N 1 22 030 0 R B R AU VR B 4R, T # 42 “JITADIPTNPLINN 5 % 1%
“JITADIPTNPLNNS” by T Phidk AT AR VE I AU T 4 A SO 7 3 R Wb iz 4k

Gen 401 e — A0 B 4% 2 45— 32 B A ) 1R 09 B0 40 b 2 (9 21, VR JTNINP S5 8Bk 4 )7 il 43 i 280), il —
A PR

5 RS LR 3 A () PR P25 B o A 28 R B — AN g ¥ B A3 bR A A IR T T 1 R 9 T R, T DA P B
M) — AN ARZE BT AR 2, 58 2 A P U e P 2 P A F AR R AR NNTNP TS L PLVPLADIPLIT i i3 (1
PP GRPEA 1] 15 D] ) 110 9 6 2R 56 4 1l AR A2 1 i A0 s A “NNTNP TS L VP L ADIP LTI i A% 8 I A A o A2
A P A TR A 199 ) - 45 R R AR AR, L T 1 T R R [ 0 25 B A3 R 2 AN TR (X 58 A AN S e A A A TR )
PP A TE AN DR X 5 2 1) A9 9 2R AROHTBLE IRt B AT AT LAASE B — A b ) W PLORARE BN FU 7+ 1 34

Gen2: i1 R 3L A7 B bR 282 1K T ARBLI 2 SO — AN A I bR 206 & AT 140

W 3 BT, 2o A7 AN A 1 45 040 2 58 A R ) B0 AEL H A7 340 7 PO 2800 1) B 2 “better” F1 44 1] 52
Hrimages” 1A FH, T 35040« A7 PR A A0 B 458 V0 AN TR ok W SR B AT 1R B, 320 0 <7 <0 RLAS 6 - 1Y)
“JIR”LE VLB 0 (1 Th B AH [R], 110 NN FINNS™ 2 01 g B8, 58 45 n DL “JIR” U — 0 (R AR 28 T AR 5 4
“NNS”H 5 — 4k AR 2 NN AR B B 4, 10 vE B 42 <“TIR TADIP TNPUNNS 7] #% 72 44 4 “JITADIJPTNPINN”. H 44
M A0VE oy S S AR L3 1.

8 0 AT WA R0 E B A2 58 B T W2 A2 05 AR SC R H 48 Pl A v i 42 1) R ISR, 5 33 Bt 1)
PR 5 ok 308 BUARE g A0 5 A 30 ) 9 1% 20 A ol 0 9 B 450 T 3 Tl 3 o % 1 o4 S0 iff 5 ) Yk R AR E R P 1) D R R T
R — AR

o AR AT RASR ] LA PR o G 3R B 7 2, Lt A 3] 44 1% 9 8 (a0 ) ) i R T A B A 6 ¢ 7 B DL LA i B T
1) 42 B AR B A Ay VAR 6 5 ) AR SR A 2R VT A B G A B g vk TR 1) i B g vk AT 5 4 3 P T L At vl A 1 3 8 Cln 0 i) ) 802
TEAE A VA 0T G017 100 BRLG, PAN S R SR ECS  FT LA AR — AN PR B e, AN 52 Wi A S5k IR AT

wen XU AR H T — AL NS B AE L PP 3 epinions(http:/www.epinions.com/). & o BEAN G BOA) (1S B K S AE 30 A
WA KA A 2GR CPE 3 AN, K2 DLW ) AR SO B 15 S ) A VAT Ao A0 21, S5 s e T P 4 11 B0 S THI 33,
HETT AR SRR b HEAT TE 4R 3 M Ak Bk R g vt
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R 35 KT 8) iR AR 0 T BRI LR A

891

PP 1A T L T BCIE AT S BC 0GR IR PPN X B TR0 AL — R I FUVE DR AR HLIK S8 )9 0 AR 2 AT A AT i

(K1 ARSI, I A2 AL E EE .

TE SR HE T IX A AR 2 0 38 02 M N TR 5 1903 6 3R 1 D R EAT A7 A 50 (0 R0 D B
ATV Sy By (R S AR AR ) T 2l e 1) I8 1 SCAS B 16 ik B 42 AT BUA A 005 R AR I — Al R B 5, A
U, TR 2 4 X 4 I U, A SR B R B ZE (20 000 A5 IR ) i PP A 1 i S FL O IEAT LR R I VP A X 5 2
[F1) ) 1) 925 B 450t S A U T 5 KD T T 90 0 65 ) 88 ) 0 R U0, 3K 288 T 0 ) P9k B AR A TR I v L R UK
B2 PG vh At 23 0 A B, H 3 DIATY ] 1 A0 IS 26 JE T IR A7 AE RS IC K R B VPO 0 2 ) 4 vk %
TR BT 5, AE AR T 3t A0 2% L TG e, PR K S 8 15 F) 92K B A R 3 8 T (DR SR 7 b 72 K
HORHZE _EZETT (KX S8 )R AR (e iz A A B ) IR B 6 B 0 0 St S e 32 B 4 1) LE A AN T P

The camera’s image is perfect

The camera’s image would be perfect

Fig.2 Generalization Genl between syntactic paths

K2 AR IZ AR

The camera has very perfect

] Genl

The camera has much better image

Fig.3 Generalization Gen2 between syntactic paths

K3 kAR Rz R p

] Gen2

Table 1 Generalization of similar syntactic constituents
F 1 MR PR Z A
Generalized cons tuent tag Similar constituen tag
1] JIR, IS
NN NNS, NNP, NNPS, CD
RB RBR, RBS
VB VBD, VBG, VBN, VBP, VBZ, VV
S SBAR, SBARQ), SINU, SQ

2 HIH T — Lo A S AR R AR ), T B 2 BU4E T R R AR A R e R B CH ) A
AR T A VL FC AL 56 20 A A v A0 5 . 25— A VR 1 8 A 5 R L I B 4 O DA 6 B R 2 4 v g 1)
AR B S L FE B 5 — B “Position” FAKS IR T PEA 1] 15 A A0 32 B A2 P A L, “Front™ QAR VR A 1) ¥ A7 T
PN AR () B T T, RO PP A 35 8 5 T O AR 0 B B < Back ™ AR VA 3] 1A T A A2 (K B i 1
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Table 2 Examples of frequent syntactic paths
R2  RPEEAR R B

Syntactic ath Frequen y (times) Position
JITNPINN 26223 Front
NNTNPTSIVPLADIPLII 17 528 Back
NNTNPTSIVPINPLIT 5413 Back

JITNPTPPINPINN 5142 Front

2.3 ETAZEKRETRAEBRITEMBTIRA

— MG ERVEAY S IC LIS P AT AR PR RS R UEAN X G AR S ST R R AN R B P LA 2.2 ) BRI
) R R PEAN G T AR B X PN 1 U AH RS C IR VRO 0 B, AR SCR B T — iR vk 5 428 ff UG TR (exact
matching) (1) 77 25 A8 E ZEARBUIE A D 3 — PR T8 Wootariy FTIETRIITEAN I B Wigrgen TATTE S0 18 R R AT
FRESI BT SREAERS AR T W0, FAD TP I 505 E AR R G242 17 BARART) 7 7= A IR 3 )V B A%, T R AT
PR 02 AN R VZ K S A 3 ) 15 B AR08 4% 5 3 I A I o TR Y g 9 B AR T AT 190 DG B, DC T 58 40 v 1 i 3
VL I A58 T 2 0 PP A 6 5 h 8 28 1) Wrarger- A 8RN SR T PO 5t D T PR 7 925 TG ¥ o, Dy T TR ) 9 B 42 o FR) A
— SR AEER AU Wty 1011 AT P AU A A AN E PR 300 15

BRI A v B AR ORG A DT T 1) 7792 R AR R ) R A7 B g o R SRS B T IR R AT AR A TR AT Y A
5B B2

Lim1: )2 8% 42 AN AL 2 46 PR 4% AUV BR AR, I A B 160 25 T 0 P SIS I 0 12 G 2 S 401 TR Uk, ) 2k B8 420 K ff L 1
HE e T RIS I RV FR T,

Lim2: 755 HT 28 B 43 Bt 45 B A 58 s e (1 40, 1 5B 3% 44 i) Charniak Parser FIWER 2/ 43 [RIZRAE 90% A
T0),AFAE — LR RGBT 0 S0V 0 T B3R (1) 1) 72 23 AT 4 SR P A Bk, DR L AN R £ (B9 2D ) bl T4 3R 1) 1) ik
I3 BT 5 R R BE R PR LT

Bl 4 g5 T OX P ROAS A IR SE B 20 3 R AR A S (M98 43 IR BT Lim2. FRATTm UK I, PRAN 1 ¥ “poor” FTPE A X
% “color” 2 7] ¥ 1 i 4 4 g “TITNPUNX NN, (185 15 0 0 35 3 B 46 9L 5 35012 0 0k 4 A 2 A A 10, BV 9 AN A7
TET A VE B AR A A R 2R FE S 10358 20 e it T Lim 13PN 1] 15 “poor” FIVF A %) % “quality” 2 [8) [ 1) ¥ B 2 %
7R A <TITADIPTNX NN, AR 1% 146 42 2 TE A (100,05 b 1 R B0 A A1, DR e AR AN 7 0 3k i 4 20 v DR e, B 1 4 vk
PR AR B U T () 7 V24 25 A2 i I A0 i 0 P 4 I PFRAN 5. I8 “poor-color” Fl “poor-quality™.

s
DT/ I\JI\NNS % TN
(\J WX\\ N AI‘)JP

| NX ““EC Z’N X}l\ I
( NN I Tafr
| TR
e T

N |

\
| i

The flash pictures produce poor color and very poor quality in general

Fig.4 Syntactic analysis result containing two limitations

4 WEWEALHEED LR

T TS ) 2 AR T DG P PR AN A, A SO Y — T 35 T g SR P ) ¥ I A DG P AV S R B AT A I,
1V 12 2 TP 1) 18 A2 < TT TNP U NN I 1% 45 <TT TADIP TNPLNN 1] LL A3 W13 AR 5 3R ] 4 vp (10 9 AN 15 SRS 2 5T
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FEAE (R 503 5 42 TTTNPUNX U NN AT <TITADIP TN X INN. ] A SO X K AE 843 path(“TTTNPINX NN
2 “JITADIPTNXINN) R4 A B 42 128 vp 15 2 S AR 1 A0 V5 B 4% paek’ (1T TNPUNN"5“JITADIJPTNPLINN")
HEAT G 0 88 1) 5, LA IR AT 2 1) (R ARABLRE a5 BT SR path 5 path’ 2 1) (0 4 45 B0 BN T BOE theg,
WA SCAUTA I 9 path JBITRERE (K VFAR 1) 15 RO UEAR K S 4 T S 4 IR A R VE A 2.

path’ JITNPINXINN JITADIPTNXINN

v v
path JITNPL...NN JITADJIPTNPINN

Fig.5 Examples of edit distances between syntactic paths

K5 fgikie A 2 1A () 2 e i o S 191

G B B SR BN — b ) AR AL AN ADVE R AR path, R pathy 2 18] 54 55 BE B 0 G path,
Wl pathy 0 /NEVEBCRIREA . IERFT S 3 PhigAE 2% 18 B A)3E R AR (0 7 ) PR (T A ed ), A8 S0k 4
AR R I ) TR Y e EC R (5 TR s A S BEA G Cn B S R g aa ) 3 B AT AT oE s A
AN 6 A 10 G B B S R B T AR B R R R VR S e ) B G A v % 4 T TNPUNX NN 15
“TITNPUNN 2 5] () & 460 B0 85 o0 1, 2 B0 FE1 v P R 286 915 708 10— A MHD 5 458 7 5 R Rkt A 0 181 v i 4 0 8 122
“JITADIPTNXINN"FI“JITADIPTNPINN" 2 i) ) 4t 45 81 25 4 1,26 00 KB 2R 45 7~ (1 — AN et 4.

3 RERE

3.1 KWERERITFMAE

H1 T A A TT A AR EPE A B G R T R, A SO S N AR R DT i T A A %
TR LR T ZAHTR A epinion (AU AHHLAT MP3 37 75 s 195 4 S 78 FR) v 7 i A0 08 SIS KD 48 600 ) CKE I
A H P 4 bt T e b (O 1 IV B 70 A SO T Kappal™ Bk U 55 195 44 bt 2 b ik 45 SR 10 — Bk, &
R TR X AN TR 45 R 1K) Kappa {H 20K T 0.8, 38 B W9 44 b3 10— BOPEAR i, 15 BT AL

AR SORPIZ P AN U T AR TE R (R BEAT T VR IO e 20 Hr, LR 381X BOhE AR ML A iy ik £ 1
BATEBL 90% LA L 1ry 1 A 35 A7 15 VP B0 0. 3 3 3 1% SR OF i 51 G2 R R 0 T 4B 1) — A B R SR A B
TG AL T VAP B0 (1 TE A DU AT B T 155 S0 T A SRAT 55 A M o e b, i DR S 5 S ) PR A2 AE 979 ANV 7]
BRI T 894 AME VAN LT IX UL A 100 A2 AT (VA 1] 18 72 ST 70 IR AR IR A 1B % rh AN IS B
TEA O VAN ] i X PP LR 55 A SO ah 4R e R AR AR W 5 B0 L BILAE 5 SR R PP AR R R AN — SRR
B — € A T 1 kR FE R R T B A DR 0 SR I A2 A R PP A B PR AE S O T AR S5
AN TN 3 AP T A P e P AT ] T REDRES (10 ] IR 3 T DAE — 2 b IE AR S PR A S e YR ) R
IR, AR 3 AT LU 78 MP3 HE s IR b R GE 7t &5 45 KAt AR L A2 S EL .

Table 3 Statistical analysis of the sentiment sentence test data

F3 A Ed I ZE T o

Statistics Camera MP3 player
Number of sentiment sentences 600 600
Number of sentiment sentences containing appraisal expressions 553 466
Number of appraisal expressions 894 703
Number of polarity words 979 765
Number of appraisal expressions per sentence 1.49 1.17
Number of polarity words per sentence 1.63 1.28

A S 5 SR 2R M (VP AV —— Yo% Py 110 R FAN ML 181 0 e
PP ST AT VP B ST X4 P A B A R=IACBY|BLF=2XPXRI(P+R). 36 11,4 7% 5 SEUH th i A1
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JUEA B Fom N AR I O oo dE A
32 BE&TR
ARSCERCT PR T A G R VEAN 50 0 0 T VEE A L4 S
o Nearest. /1R 2 5 AT R 48 P, AATTUE AU A A VP AR ) 5 £ i i 1 gt 30 100 VP A o 52 B0 PR e A Sl e —
AL R A Nearest. 2 AR, BATT 1 560 1 A8 FH PP i i (3 L 2R 2.2 1542 22 1) Hownet 9 SC P47 i St
[R] AN PEA v 1] L) P00 s IR BT A VA U 2R S DR 1 O e T 1 42 T B A (AR T 44
R A PE R R ILEE 2.2 ) B Bk H R AR D O B VP R G T AL A O B A BT AN
LI,
o Rule_based A CHIL T Bloom &5 A7 1A g 2 T MU /A AR (1 36 28 RB AR tH T Bloom &6 A$EH T
5 T P T A &, ELIG T M (1 31 4% 0092 00 I OO L AU RIF 9 3 1 0 O Oy 40 3830, D A 40 % e
N HEE RS dAT X P 52 36 1 28, 24 SO Y IR) — VAT ] 1] iR 000 o A7 8k A v B A 1) V7 A0 1 5 5 4k 1 A
FH Bloom %5 A1 31 411035 30 ) g 1 8] v (K P 1) 38 ke H L BT ok B R PR X 5, — B A & 1E b e &
1)1 BT FL .

4 KB5S
{ESE 50 A SOEIR Charniak 613 305 280 RKAOREAT (035 5 HT B0 00,0 T BRI thy s, A5

MEES thyen=110,30,50,70,90,100,150,200 } 7 & - 11 72 e 42 K5 1 T T5C 19 175 J B 0 1 o6 R0 o 1) v i R B, >4
thyay=T70 5 BUERCHT 70 4% d5e 530 %6 1 IR 1) 3 B A P, 2R ek e ok 3 e .
4.1 MEFAERZIETH TR EBIEN 2ITiR A A E TN

K 4 BT A SCHE BT AV R ARG B L G SR S5 PR AN 2R 2 248 Nearest F1 Rule_based X L 525 25
LR AE AN TR AR b, FAT 00 5 VA8 AR bR LI Pk e 0 0 5 T XA R 4.

Table 4 Comparison between our appraisal expression recognition approach and two baselines

R4 ST T 50 U VR AN P A FE 2 S ) X)L

Camera MP3 player
Mgghods P (%) R (%) F (%) P (%) R (%) F (%)
Nearest 65.80 65.44 65.62 60.65 66.00 63.22
Rule_based (Bloom) 85.16 66.11 74.43 84.88 63.87 72.89
Exact path matching (our) 86.19 78.19 81.99 85.53 76.53 80.78

BT 4 IR S5 ST LU BN T A AN AT, R 4 S T6 Nearest (K YER A 4 8% X /& BT Nearest J5 %38 HL
VEAR S G 4 3 AR T TR 0 e 2 0] 15 ) N IR 2 AE B IR ANAZ IR A R T BRI R A H B VAR i)
LA AR, 1 B A BB DA 1A 15 S R VE R — AN PR 0 B gk 5 R BRI SE B 1 RISl 2,58 2
F A R EAC R Nearest 75V H IVE O X G R AR 1) B AR VE O 1] 18, 3 SkARRAB M 96 & . FRATT AT A
FEH, T Nearest FiEMRBRE X TAEBEA 1 A VFA i8] 18 “friendly”, 1% 7 V2% 15 8 21 #E L B ikt (¥ 44 1]
“user” {F K PP 4 G5 0 T I A) 2 B VEA B 9 “well”, % 7 v B A M L5 4 U RS — S VP A R 4
“camera”. AH [t 2 T, A SCHR 1) 5L T A 3 B AR 10 U7 3k U AT DLAR G B f# gk ik 2 ) A5 B T A v B AR
“NNTNPTSIVPLADIPLIT My & I f) 1 HISEH 178 “friendly” 4k H 1E 6 B9 TE A % 5 “interface” 48 B T A1) 1k i 4%
“JITNPINNY My 175 1801 2 #8 AR vE A% EE A 5 75 “bad-work”, 3 2 F 48 5 1R 475 IOE A 5 TG “well-camera”.

[ RE N2 4 HR AT L I, 6 1 AN 4, JE 28 5256 Rule based H 52 3 250 S4B 41T Nearest. 3 1] 32 Jz e HE
DA PP 17 15 A PEA 0 % 2 8] ) 5% ZR 3 L o ali 2 R A AT TR 17 I g o O B U (15 22 5 ) I 5 A e L )
R R T 2 A R R RLN R 0tk LA Rule_based FIHERIE P4 s 0 7 (815 R ARG AHEL T 3,
7 I P AR A I A AR ST HE 3 T AR B AR B T AT AT R AT R A T R R X T R IR R,
XA 3 W T A SR 9 e A A R BT v B AR 4 T R ME B, B R A b A DAY B RUDT
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R 5K TF 6 R AR B BRI LIRS 895

PR G 2 B A0 D6 2R, B BB 0 SHE JUVRE Aff 246 1 [) I oo 1 SRR A 20 56 W 3 19 73 [ 88 LR A 48 1 PR A 137 15 AR
VAN X G 2 18] 1) 9% F AR A A 4 T 3R I 10 A SR A0V B AR IR SR B T ¥ M 58 B T 38 R R (W —Fh A B3R X
WK 5 JiR, HTIELESTL Rule_based Ji ik F TR (KR35 58 R AN 5 B, TEIk UM 5 k) 34 15 8% 4
R AR TR VT A SR G AR S IS AV R AR 10 T V0 U e LA T S v E K R K R AR, A B MR H S 2 (VRN X
G RIVP A i ¥ 2 T (10 0925 5 2R, 40K 110 1 v 5 DT B G R 1) 4 [ R 43 i A 4 i #4200 TADIPLPPUNP L
NN”HI“NNTNPTSIVPINPINN, fit % #E 1 4% A5 Ay 3. 51K 4 (015 B F A0 B G “satisfied-picture”,

“drawback-speed”.

Table 5 Comparison between sentiment sentence examples

RS HEALEIXTLE

Number Sentiment sentences Standard appraisal expressions Syntactic path
Vs . .
! The interface of this camera is very user friendly. friendly-interfige NNTNPTsLVPLADIPLI
— A A
2 Well, the camera did a bad work. pogorke JITNPINN
3 Very satisfied with this camera’s picture. satisfied-picture JITADJP{PPINPINN
The only drawback is the speed between shots. drawback-speed NNTNPTS{VPINPINN

LE EPTIR, IR 4 R 5 vp R s A0 S8 )R N FUTT AL DAIE B A SO 3o 2% 5% 1) 72 6 A7 ) 40 4 SR a6 B
F10 3 5 e ) ) 925 R A A DK 20 DR S 49 v R4 1 RN 0 A P A T % BIIE T B o ) 925 i A2 AR U ¥ 2 T AT
(K. Ak, B AR ST o 0 ) g 9k B A8 A A R AT L AT SR PR, (HL 3R 4 J o, I 6 i A ) 3 T MIP3 58 T 25 40
B, F AT T AL I S5 36 20R 3 AL DAIE WY AR SC IR ) 925 e A ELAT AT 3 1, mT AR 7 By 3 A8 i 21 A Ak
SV I, 5 B AR AL ) 3 b 7 R SE 56 45 SR AR B MP3 H5 I IR ) 45 SR AR AR — 28 7 A A SRR
LSRR AT S 560 X4 TERHIK) 22 31, MP3. 43 T8 AU (1) 8 A8} 45 05 A9 o Dl i i Ak PR SR B O SR % — 48,

X 4 R AHBLAN MP3 R 5 s A 0T PR S 56 45 R L5 8 DL, 36 T R vk R AR R Al LG P 1) 155 SR P
ISR T E R A 1 R WA, 7000 78.19%AM1 76.53%. 4 1 Bk — 2D i 41 [ 3 3t o th T VA R A RS
B ST A7 5K K Lim A1 Lim2, A SCRH T35 T2 45 1028 1) 1) 3k B A DL B0 SOVR R S0l R I E fE.
4.2 METHIBHEENEERELCEEZ/ITMN

e S P (1 ) 92 B AR LG P TV R ) B ARG A LG T 2 SR M e A D — PR UG P, S b A
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K 6 filiid T KA S HL theq AR, I VPO B0 UM 2R 58 70 A 45 1 A AU _E (1 8 REAZ 1L it 2k
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Fig.6 Performance curves changing with 4., for appraisal expression recognition system
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F183.22%. [, A4 (01345 31 T I8 25 I HE T RS B VT C A0 73 (0] 26 43 T 38 i T 24 3% 0 7%. 9 7 Ik iz il 7 &
MRS GE BEVEA S T 7 B A0 A 50 45 R the=1 W5 BOP B0 IR R AN R RELL
FPVE B RE R VS TIC 7 1 M e B2 2 S 2 1 (S AH AL DU p<0.05; MP3 5 JiSL 2% 4 42k :p<0.01).
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Fig.7 Performance curve changing with t4,,, for appraisal expression recognition system (¢4.,~1)

on digital camera domain
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