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Abstract

Uyghur is a language with scarce resources. How to improve the performance of Uyghur
sentiment classification model in the context of limited resources is a problem to be
solved. Aiming at the problem of poor classification effect caused by the insufficient
generalization ability of existing Uyghur sentiment analysis models, this paper proposes
Uyghur sentiment classification model (TA-CAP) based on Temporal attention capsule
network to solve this problem. We conducted experiments on the Uyghur sentiment
analysis dataset and conducted experimental evaluation from multiple evaluation in-
dicators (Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1-score). The results of this experiment show
that our model can effectively improve the performance of the Uyghur sentiment clas-
sification model.
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VRS ERIES, —ERPAFRMRNERZ—, BAESS Bing N a) 7 5 BUrH R 5 &
Vs, BT — MR SR RS, HARR IR IR SR IB R N R E - BFT4E B /R G
TR BN A RUNMEREEEENE L, AMUAT I BEBUGTE T RN A5, MR
WE— D TERMSBIAE, LA LR EORN T BRI, BEIEDHr5FE, #BBURHD
[T EAR R X sh e, AT R R ZE - RIS BT i EE DTN S
GitHlgs2E>) 7515 R E (Rish and others, 2001; Genkin, 2007; Joachims, 1998), Wiebe (1999)
K FHARNER DU ) 7 V2 R 6 SO B B AR 4T 73 321750, Das (2007 )38 i 1438 5 24 3A 28 1)
ik, RN ERE RS RGA M, 25T A RAIRME R IE R, &F @i B ORE
JETARE I AR M AT BT AT RN - A AP EE M T E ZE (Wiebe and others, 2000;
Turney, 2002) )7 ERI T RAFAFATRE ST - W RTTIEZM T SURBIE FIUT LR LS
B, B RIEREAE -

ETREF IR NEERRE BB RS RBR, WHETRNNs (Bengio et al.,
1994; Cho et al., 2014a; Hochreiter and Schmidhuber, 1997)#)77 ¥ 7] BRI #b M BEEZ H HREX
FTFXEER, BZRNN(Recurrent Neural Network) NEEHATITE, YU FFEA IS, JI%RHHE
SRR, SXTCEEG N TUIZRAT K, T B2 SO BB 5t B0 BE B A0 ) ] 3 5
HUARFEREEK - T CNN(Convolutional Neural Network) (LeCun et al., 1989; Kim, 2014)]
T3 ER] DU SR BUK SUR R 31 MG BRI, JF 7R B 8 R B 3 R IR AT DAORIE B =1 A TE AR
R, BEETONNKREANRREHICIEREE, B EEME S 1EERNER . L
FYE B REE R REALRE DA TRNNR AR E (ERf{Het al., 2017; THET Eet al., 2019)1H
& T RNNR T IEAE ORI B FIB R 25 5 & s SUE B E L, I BETAIZALEE A
B, XNHEEIRIERE SRR AR, BE/REE—MRAEXNESEES, HFHE—
MBEIEMRVE S, Rt TR ERAEBORINZ LR LA IERBEE ST « FHXTIEIRIRE, AR H
T TA-Capl&Zl, FREE4EE RIEEIRE AT TS, 45RO H8 Hh 2 A EU
BARUTEES RBR L BENRA, BRILZIN, RIGRHRR T IAYEE RIEE BN 25
p S:0)=21 8

2 MXIIE

HERIEBTH/RFIER, B—MRGEEHFBWIAESEE, IS 745 /REE
HREZ A (Natural Language Processing NLP) 1T H FMEE - VA FI4EE R iEH R
RGBEFEFET RSN 5 8715 (Tuerhongtai et al., ) AN TIRE 3T HI 7
% HEETIRE SR ECS SR ER . EWE (2017)38 H T & T Bi-LSTMAIA# A K485
RIETERBA TS, #FSVM (Joachims, 1998), RNNLURCNNER!, 4R RE LT - THEE
B (2019)ft4 T B0 E AR AR A & DL EE MR, 2 T E TBI-RNNIIFRS K1
B, BRERTT TR RAR -

Bai% A (2018)E #7E M T FF A (RNN) K & FRE RN FH BB &, 20 T A5
FH M 2518578 (Temporal Convolutional Network, TCN), H7EK&i@BHESH M T L5, FiEE
TERLBAERE . TCNA] LUREUE 75 B BT LRIEE BA S E R X 7] DUR I g ok
T RNNsIRBYIIGRIS (8] 4< LUK KPR B AR (R, [R] B AR T CNINAR A TR R BT 15 R
AN

e FE M 4% (Sabour et al., 2017)FHIRE 2% >) Z Xhintonf@ i, & F N H T E1§ 5 R AE5H
G T BEMRER, BERYERENHTNLPAUS, B TH XA (Yang et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2018; Aly et al., 2019; Vu et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020) . ZWRE, FRIEM 455
SRR E R KRR, BARRREZ W LRSI ATH & M TATAE AR A7
B5R - REM L CHOESSET HIME FISMENLH (Zhao et al., 2019), AT LIFEYIZRLRE FoMES
FCR W], AT LURHIRZTE USRS 23 18 USRS, AT 2 ME L, i aT DUES
A B BERINZ AR DL EREYE - Wang (Wang et al., 2018)#& H T RNN-Capsulef®ZY |, If
RN AT RGO RAESS, BUG 7RISR - HET, BT I0gE M4 i G M AL A i
REEE/REBREFRBESTEM, WEFEERE, A CE4EE /RIER RO KA £t
775658 . HASUREMTEARS TRERIRFEMBRIE, BAEE T ohaS sk i i g m 241
RIHEIN T Z3K3ER IHLH (Vaswani et al., 2017) IR £ 418 WE BRI RERE T, N
i Ri 7554 & N: DR 4
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3 TA-CaptaZ!

B B A\ R TR 38 5 W 4E B /RIBSCR RS, B B R BB ERFIIRZ, TA-Capl&
B =AM B DE D MR AER, % 52004E FICBOW (Mikolov et al.,
2013)1d 7] & E I Word Embedding® a1t ; 5 0 ME [EE R, 911605 Y Word
Embeddingi( AB|TCNH#ATFIEEL, @& EY KE () IRBCRRI R IRINE UE R, HE
Pk F R K, TCNFIITLKESKIRE, 7] LMRIEE UGB LGB EEASHE
%o BT NEBNIRERL, WS T8 B B 2 4 E L6, 8 AR M 44K
ZUEE U SEAR BT & 2 A B = B SR, BRI N EEREZR, i softmax
HRBBE R R - AICETHEH pER S E W Figure 1R
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Figure 1: TA-CaptsAigs4 K]

3.1 WHEHERE

B (B AR W 4% (TCN) H 2SI R SR B R LR ERERE (He et al., 2016)2HA%, FRE (Long
et al., 2015)7—Maz A& BT (R A SR A PP 9B, By 2] 10 A\ 2L 25 i A\ R i — B 220 e
NER, XTI T 2B R H BTERBBOEEENER, ZIAEHR (Oord et al., 2016) 7]
PAP"RSUR R B, HF B38 B AT URIGE TE IR fIBE B H B AT LUOFATIT &, TR &Ik
ROR, FERIGRI E] o« BRILZ AN, ARIGEIIA T FRZEHER R ORUE 24 4B BRI, 1Y AT LUA %
BUFHIMERE - RN, FrZE L& E N:

y(x) = ReLU((x) + ) (1)
ForPy (o) N, 6 A A ARCLUEL (Nair and Hinton, 2010)Ey4 H 180 F% -

3.2 EBNKER

FEEBHIREZT, BANETONERPICKEE, HHREEEANE, L2 LEE I
HlBd R A Figure 2:
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Figure 2: ZLFEENTTELE

H A s AR H AR

Q* KT
Vi

HAQ, K, VaRIRE TEMME(Query), #MEKey), HFE(Value), /dp WAEHEF,
FA SRR T SRR/ o 236 B 7 (Multi- Attention) 523 T Attention L I ZhEE, TRT T 1EA!
KEBZNMARMNEFERRES, BLEREDVLSEA LGS ZLHEEhEQ, K, VHE,
WJE, R H A ) TP - ARSUE A P = SkERE ILE], 7EConcatid FEHITE A
wmR:

Attention(Q, K, V) = softmax(

NV (2)

MultiHead(Q, K, V) = Concat(heady, ..., headp) W (3)

Hr.
head; = Attention(QWiQ, KW vw)) (4)

head, Elhead, FZorh 2L BIERE TR, WORIRS Concat/5 HIFEFE MR B RIFERE, 43
RN RTINS ETRRE R NBIRFE R, ERCEE R AU 2 5 T oA B Y
Fik, EToABENEEIRER NS

Algorithm 1 25K HE %
Input:
AN IR M Ry, BT RS R AT R & dy, = Wiju
Output:
Bt B SR E R E L fy,
TR EZ EEA (14-1) ZAICEE . W1 Lb; = 0
Wiatn =0
while n < N:
¢ij = softmax(b;;)
85 = 22 Cijljli
vj = squash(s;)
bij = 1j); - vj + bij
n++
return vy;

Hfs RS, o, R RIS G AR S . AT BB (7 S R LU
AR, 15 BT [ By, - Wiy € RO dFR RERIER I o, #0815 R R4
B ey A RE, ST R R ORE R, R B, WA R0, Hoy, R ETI A
*iajfumm b, RET BT isquash bl $h SR P FE AR AR, T LA e B S s
TESLICE
Isil? s

(5)
T4 s 112 1] 5

vj = squash(s;) =
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3.3 RAY%EIREERAHE

TR, 1B RBGR RERIT PRI SR R RE B, 7R U ] & H I BRFIE 2 5 SE3R
CERSERGEN, Rt — PR E R AR R R T SR IS 45 R, ARSI B @ p4E
ERBERGAMS (BESHEE/REERAEMA AT |, ECKFMBENERGE, 1ENE
JEFFER H iR AN (Word Embedding) @4 (Concat) R SCAA IR A & H . fl& 5 SO
A A EAE AR AR, LR R dnfigure 3FTR:
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Figure 3: Bl & 45 /KB RUFILAILILTAE

4 SERELEERST
4.1 TERHRE
MEREBERETHRHEIRES, HRLAFNHEE RIBHEEOTESHERE, B xR
LB BRI 5T A R ATHEST - AU A rp E R 2B vE B BRI 5T A B AL I 2 S 4R R
PR E R REIREEE (Tan and Zhang, 2008)H 11600055 (30001E[FI1ERE, 30001 [AI1HRE) P
BB, AR E B AR S AT R A ST B e A\ IR % S TE 7 2R SR TR R AT B
R, HI7EURAT MAIEE R R, M 5] IR N TARE BRI A, AR Z b RiE
R RIBANENTAE S, 0T A TSR E S AR 1R BLAR « AR YR SR8 5 A A 4 DAL
SRR RO P E R PR R BRI 2 IR B BRI ZEH A, B2 IRFECCMT4:
TS BRI PSR, BRI CCMTHE & N AE L 2 BRI S5 B R A BT
A ICAE FH10% (6004%) B RHME AN IZREE , 90%(54004%) FITERME A IZRE, HA7EY
SR HPAMEU0% FIBR F R 2 NI UESE - FERIE B MEER ST, RSO RHEAT T 4018 -
FAF R« FIESCARITAE T EERIE o« BRI Z AN, FER 1L W48 iR 5 45 B /R V8 9 sl TE B e 42
T 200w 4B /RIEFEIERL, HFEACBOWEELET IS, FIZH/E #12004 (dim=200) #717]
" & A T#16{t Word Embedding -

4.2 LRIME
FEA S T3 AOEME 0 Table 1F7T7 -
TR | AERE
GPUH = Tesla K80
BIERS Ubuntu 18.04.1

GREE 24 THEZE | tensorflow 1.15.0
WIEES python 3.7.4

Table 1: Ef¥E{HA
4.3  PHATEIR
FEARICH, RAEPREARE: K2 (Precision) ~ 43 FZ (Recall) ~ F143 % (F1-score) LA
R (Accuracy ) REFEFIMTETIIF IR, BRICZ SNRSORIC T T B MR AR IR0 72 4 Bl
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FEBR BR8] o« AR fERR R 9 TR IE R A 45 3R o5 PR R A 1) BB R 2R S T 9 TE RV RE A Fp SE
EPEZDRAEIEMEAR, ARy SEFREA R IE A I A E R A IR, P15 800
NERE T RERMA BIRILER, BT B AT

y B TP+TN ©
Y = TP Y TN+ FP+ FN
. TP
Precision = TP+ FP (7)
TP
Recall = m (8)

Pl (2 x Precision x Recall)

Precision + Recall

4.4 XFELAER

SR, AR T H M T 2 RAE S ST R M 55 B 156 F IO R B 2 ) R R AR
FFF SRR BFEE TRNNEFEA: LSTM (Hochreiter and Schmidhuber, 1997) - Bi-
LSTM - GRU (Cho et al., 2014b) « Bi-GRU, #TTCN (Bai et al., 2018)JiER! FEFCNNH)
AL TextCNN (Kim, 2014) AN TARFEM L5 HUREAL:  Capsule-B(CNN-Capsule) (Yang et al.,
2018) ~ RNN-Capsule (Wang et al., 2018) -

4.5 ZEEEE
7E ?Lﬁfﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂw\glomiﬁ’jéj\%’ﬁ H K HAdam LB TE NI ES, AR SUfF

FA2004E 17 [a] E AT LA N KERE , SRASLIFE R AIVLE, BRZE R L& b (R iR FE N O 10, e
WEAEREN16, ShABHIREN=3; BRIt /MO FA S50 E W Table 2 iR -

Learning rate | 0.001
hidden_layer 64
dropout 0.5
batch_size 64

Table 2: ZHXE

4.6 SERLGR
ERIESE—EBO T, LIREE R Table 3 FI7R -
e Accuracy(%) | Precision(%) | Recall(%) | F1(%) | Train-Time
LSTM 88.50 87.85 89.86 88.85 13min29s
Bi-LSTM 88.33 91.69 86.73 89.13 21minb0s
GRU 88.83 89.46 89.17 89.31 11min28s
Bi-GRU 87.67 87.22 88.92 88.06 18mind7s
TCN 89.16 90.09 89.24 89.67 59.9s
TextCNN 89.50 91.37 88.81 90.07 58.5s
Capsule-B 90.00 90.73 90.15 90.44 1min28s
RNN-Capsule 90.16 92.01 89.44 90.70 18min29s
TA-Cap 91.67 93.92 90.46 92.16 2mind8s

Table 3: AR SLIGLE BN

SCRSEE SRR A ST I H R RV R L AF AR . A ER . FIEUR L STIRE 2 S 1
B R T REM SRR E THERT, FEUIGREKGHE, TA-CapfRALIZRE KHKE H

B SRR, ST ST PGS, ., 20214681 13HF15H
(c) 202 e L AN TN
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TR MR SR BT, B R AR R a A, (R FENGRR KA & 7 AR T — 1 EefE R F
5, A BE BRI IR LI BB

JFER N 1LETRNNAER AT DERBUT )R8 E B, (ERNNA K SRR R, 25
SERERPIESR, THERNNsTEHITIHE, EILUIZREAEREK; 2.8 TONNRIBE FEREL
FRBFAEE, HCONNILERFHIREE LT XABFERE, Rttt amsiE B ERSE
BRI R AE; 3. TCONS RIS EE A TEHE B /R IEIF B BAES HRICR I T CNNAIRNN 5 i
ML P4E 4 (Capsule-BFIRNN-Capsule) , HJRE AW TCNIE i 25 7 B F AT DUR G # 5K BUE
FIERBUIGE AR R, #FENGERIE G RMESR, FILERLER I 5 n] LR IERE SV
WhlE, MMERGRA TR (L ERE L R B

4.7 THRERSEE

AN ERFTTA-CaptE T L BER PR RER I, JEAT TIHRESER, SCAREE SRR AETCONSE Y
FREAZ SKIER LS B RE M 28 7] DL R MRBI ISR &R, SKIEEE R AN Table 4FT7R «

ki) Accuracy(%) | Precision(%) | Recall(%) | F1(%) | Train-Time
TCN 89.16 90.09 89.24 89.67 59.9s
Capsule 90.17 90.41 89.84 90.12 54.1s
TCN+Capsule 90.83 92.01 90.57 91.28 1minl15s
TCN+Multi-Att+Capsule(TA-Cap) 91.67 93.92 90.46 92.16 2min58s

Table 4: A HEAYSIIGLE BT I

SCISLER UL, ARSI H R R SR & RN BT, R DR A T A 4 FT LSRR THE T Fi2
WIERE LU B B2 L TER HVLHER RIERIZ 8 LS BATEES . AT L — P R HE
R RAEREAE ]

4.8 LRSETLREE R TR
4.8.1 BRENE

Z B R HE R MBSO TR 38 45 R A LR, IRBERI AR T AN SR ARAE, B
BZALBE ORI, BRI ARAIE S T ERFE A EPIRTE N EORE I B R, EHMSEE
EATIBERT, RIOEE T ANEORZENECRHFITNE, F060 R E (Accuracy) LR F1-4>
(F1-score) AR FEAT I, F1AEONRERMA BRI 345 & MERH 2 AT LU 07
B EREAIIITIR, Figure 4 R EENEOS LI M iR 2R A 5200

921 —e— HEWHE (%)
—— FI-9% %)

91

90

89

1 5 10 15
REN

Figure 4: BCHENEO SLIREE R AR
MFigure 4 F R LU HiFlE BCEE DM EUsE 0, B RO ER R AN 1- 0202 H L7, 7R
FE N EET 1000, ERR M- 7R R A -

4.8.2 TCNE#

TONT LURBEI AT B, 7 FLRIEE BRAME S, 0% 3R R T 1AL
HEiFFFRAERENZ D, HRIEHMSEAZREI T, ASCHNZEOHT T hHER, =
KL R uFigur 5HT7R -
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Figure 5: TCNJZE00 SL56 45 5 17200

HAFEnZ 0 A0 BT 5K Rd = 27—, WERABFLUE N, BEEZEEm, SRR
RMFL-280ZE LT, SREEO3, Bld=4p9if &, BRI ERRFIF - E0A B & E A
Y EECHES 3R RIS, IR R DL BOE A TR -

4.9  IAYEE R EAR BAFIENS SER A5 R B R

SCAR BB A AT DU I SO B AR (R I R[], 2% PR B UG TR R IE 2 %oF SEGG 45 FRa
M, ANSCFES PRI E N T S R R BT AR R i E i 2 L S F 1- 0 B R o « SOG4
Rinfigure 6 7HTR:

JRIER
W AR R E RAFE
94 92. 67
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g% 88.5 88.33 88. 66
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Figure 6: 74t A vEERf 28

RAER
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<|R 88.06
“gg

86

~LSTM Bi_LSTM  GRU Bi_GRU  TON TextCNN  Capsule—B RNN-Capsuel TA-Cap
R

Figure 7: BAIMIAAIF1-70%%

LIS LE R KA, BB ROIE S BURHE o] DUR AR ) 40 KRR, YRR P8 10,981
B m, FIDECFEEA0.931E 7 5, AN 38R H A (TA-Cap ) ER K DL K FI1-H 5 5l 4%
F1DE D H292.67T%F0.68 1 H 47 m.2292.81%, S /RIBE BUFIERIA 2 [F SR 7] & H r] LA
ARG ARG TIF G BRI RER, T AT LU AR ) 4 R -
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5 Mk

A=)

BEREBRTEER, WIAESEE, WENAES RIEH RS R M TR E,
TEMFTNELETE - AR T —FH T4 E /RIEE R RAES FIHTREL(TA-Cap), H
B W& R B T4 B R IE B B BB R AL RE A 2 S BN 5 R A ER RE, Fbi¥
ST, AR T TA-CapiRAIFE R, AHIEGIRIRE 2> 7, AR SUR H AL
JTER LB E TR E IRIE B o KR DL BE -

E801)

AR TAEBRE| HERA BT S O d & BB H (20174725 ); FERIZABEE R Z 06 A

BRI RIAZK BB H (2017-XBQNXZ-A-005); E K B R R 4 % B 10 H (U2003303);

E 2K AT A 1T RIT0 H (2018YFC0823404); A [E R} 27 [t 75 50 F F # H AR BB I H (1 2019-
XBQNXZ-A-004); #FsgmZR51#HAATE (B At K [2017]6995 ) HIHEH) -
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