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Abstract
We explore an extreme case of text classification. The short statements in micro-blogs were
collected, and were associated by a category based on the sentiment indicated by the
associated icons. We evaluated different methods that assigned the categories with just the
wordings in the short statements. Short statements in micro-blogs are harder to classify
because of the shortage of context, yet it is not rare for the statements to include words that
may be linked to sentiments directly. In this work, we considered two polarities of sentiments:
negative and positive. We employed the statistical information about the word usage, a
dictionary for Chinese synonyms, and an emotional phrases dictionary to convert short
statements into vectors, and applied techniques of support vector machines and probabilistic
modeling for the classification task. The results of classification varied with the classification

methods and experimental setups. The best one exceeded 80%, but the lowest just made 55%.
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eyap = argmaxP(d | e)P(e) = argmaxl_[P( te | €) P(e) (7)
e€E ek 1
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[BRIE2S 20 (@)F6) [ )] HZ]] Bernoulli {55 21k ] -
emap = argtglEag(P(d |e)P(e) = argrgleabxl—[P( b, | e) P(e) (8)

IS IR AT ['ﬁ,afﬂ? (Maximum likelihood estimation, MLE)7} H[J['Fflaf*l‘g VS
P(e)H1H1 =ASFP(ty | €) o bit BHEFESFRP(ty | e)FI P( by | e)FRZV Laplace smoothing
I RSSOV 3l A R & B LR -

3.4.3. B3k 5] B K|

1, Fl A ’?ﬁ*ﬁm IS RT Y fFA%E Bernoulli naive Bayes =L Multinomial naive Bayes f5.%|5F
FIY s TPt pr s po R IR0 F ) - (R RTRCIReT) ) Ra R
S S Sl TR AC SR '%Hﬁffrﬁ ORI (= TR IR Fth
T O~1 BRI BT o TR B KD O A TS T T S T B ¥ (S
B TIIHCE  RERRLT IR - 5 TRTHIEY 5B 1 S AL
T THARIT G 4 0 o rﬁHUﬁEh TR 5T Ry RRAE LRI T [l i
}H & AR T [T RESHR LRI -

35. HIEZ HAME] (Hybrid %)

Eoq ki '.iﬁi (15 5](hybrid model) - ﬁif!lf, [ FEAR R ‘J IR S 'J?%H o Eﬁ
HERI Jppm KRS o ] R T PR PR B 7 T @Flﬁw :

Hybrid (SVM,NB) = A x SVM(CKIP) + (1 — x) x NB(NTUSD) )
HHIISVM(CKIP)RLER ™ | CRIPSR] e [l [ At M 1 FARRACF | 1) SVMASLE 5]
Ful‘]?jﬁeﬁj}z;ﬁﬁfjﬁ% mﬁ&%}fﬁ“ﬁl[ SVM(CKIP)=1> F*IE[[?E“?EI]JE 0: NB(NTUSD) fls
HINTUSD ‘I‘ﬁﬁ:ﬁ?ﬂi;ﬁ&“ el naive Bayes 48560 [ A i HJ[?E it 73 FEAGN 0 53 RY e
17 - iL_}{f]’NB(NTUSD)FQ COURINIGTEE > T ORLFY T TESERSTRE S VI — M) ERREE
OREG 4 ISVM(CKIP)AINB(NTUSD) s i £ PO A S -

mkinz error; = mmZ(Reahtyl prediction;)?

alli all i

- mxinZ(Realityi — Hybrid(SVM, NTUSD);)? (10)

alli

E‘lﬁ??ﬁFl'ﬁJF'J@;IEF‘F‘ﬂﬁEU FE R B A [ E R ﬁ PIEEE T
£S5 ARET « Hybrid 3 [ EEIMO ] |*%SVM(CKIP)*DNB(NTUSD)J%Fﬁ/ iR
i HER S DI el £ POMF T U AR £ T R R T RS < ST

B R lﬁﬁrﬁﬁ FOMEET [ - ’“L“‘J*E “(10)5@ A R PUAEA (minimum. sum
squared error) » ﬁg[”f‘j"fﬁ Ff’ﬁ [ PUREEIL « E fl1error; fY G e R 15 i 2Ry
I HREE S Reality AT TR VIR > 0 PSRBT 1 AR
AHKRR]  prediction; 155 | ATEYRLAIEIR 5 1 Hybrid (SVM, NTUSD), it -

1L VBT S TR - 8T O R RS A ISR VRN T
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AT O GRS 7% SR 711) 2 T SIS 11
BV ﬁiﬁmﬁ AP - PRSP o TR TR o3 R

BE IV 0 *[J 1 BT ?@zmﬁj =5 i%[ ’P”’E}p ﬁfg Fl Ui F'Fﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁT’
4, ERIIFT

N '&'_f—:t' —ﬁf_
1 FREEEIE *e FEIEEY]

I P TR el FIE S
By Fiﬁ‘U le Ehol A | IR R 4649 5T | 46.7% | 535127 | 53.5% | 10000 =T
25 fWdp J:FFFE;HRD B! #Qrgﬁ nf,ﬂ 2281 5T | 45.6% | 271957 | 54.4% | 5000 =T

YRV o T 5 TR WG 1903 5T | 44.6% | 2364 5T | 55.4% | 4267 =T
A R TERL P R A g 8833 5T | 45.8% | 1043457 | 542% | 19267 5T

ST T S

9 EZJ;L%_F&/E—TF[‘—f zyppjglifﬁ EH F”@ F'jd gl[ EJJ: cp —\DJ %p%‘]?ﬁ ‘:ﬁFF Y IR
PERE] < FS IR 19267 S U (= R Fﬂmﬁ 110000 =T [rﬁﬁ”an

Bl FI28 5000 STEHR] I"Eﬁr'biﬁiﬁﬁﬂ‘i*%ﬁﬂ: Rl i T 7 4267 TEELREEE

il

Bl 55 P DF,HQ(E'E‘”FW F5 i [EE (Accuracy) ~ K (Precision) ~

J[[p'} (Recall) A1 F1 55 Gkl gRssf o L3I YEFEss 1L ) 15 - pl]?E THATED
pl[?“@‘ IRE SFIEH N IEE SHI(E- I e A A e B L (GBI TR &
(e 73 TR TGS R IR 2k s e 2
TR wf va‘llﬂ) IR IR L B TR G IR IR IR FL 53

Eﬁ'ﬂiﬁ SRR e 17 ik
2 X %J[[H[gk X *%7]]"‘5};
% [H[} +)[%’fﬁ£}

F1 538 =
4.2. ErEgsHE

4.2.1. CKIP_SVM

(11)

“ CKIP_SVM TA{[1 > 10000 ﬁg"?%%*lﬁ;@ CKIP #i Eaf [ ]8T 80556 A Ty - 15
WL R EEOAE - F R R Y PO R R e PMI score 1 ERERAFIENE 1
HE] 10535 74 B & F/‘(FWS) > ELFIETETEE 11 PMI [F%:{m 0.62 » fik i (A4
I—f e LN F@/&Hﬁ[[”ﬁa‘&ﬁ”ﬁi =5 = 5 HE Y [ f' I[—Vﬁj Eraer ] 26 I[_Vﬁ st
g o FPEEH| LIBSVM10]f HEF%E UF%-~ Frji Radial Basis Function (RBF){#£} [ﬁ“f‘;; 7]
1E] o RBF 1% o [Re i e Epyl e CRly » 22UV R I pu i
o PR R LIBSVM [0 512 11 Grid B9 5 110000 STRHEFRI 159

L EEPICH Y ST IR 1 A10.25 |F£[rf4 rj;g”QWngHHI ’Iﬁz} podet - fifi79 78.39% o

F2 ELH|B| 4267 i?ﬂﬂ%ﬁ"gﬁelﬁ’?f%:Uﬁmzfp}f'f%\'*'—— TR 5053 R T ) 3
RS~ flplER ~ F1 o A e s 52%2 56%F' > Ui il am
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%~ CKIP_SVM 1* Confusion matrix

#.Z CKIP_SVM i [i955 s

SVM HHREH | 2R SVM | WER | il | FLOIEE | ¥pEs
(R 5180 il | FIEi TFiffa# | 55.38% | 18.05% | 27.23%
| TP 350 282 FIEI# | 56.29% | 87.89% | 68.62% | 56.15%
B | IR 1589 2046 R 15 | 55.83% | 52.97% | 54.36%

B[S IR IR RN T e T f’niiglhrpll‘ﬁﬁ:ﬁ@ 350 575

AL T TR I 1589 2T [l O A S B,%'J"FLZJF",?FdSI E
PRy PR 9t o SVML 5T REASLESEHIA N £ F‘flE'l‘lﬁﬁcﬁﬁifJf““ﬁJ“Jirﬁ}ﬁqiﬁ’?} false
negative BB i o K PUp[1 v ‘]J”ﬂ F[Jﬂj“ 1“'El|'5ﬁ EHE N ?:ﬂ CKIP '!’&%:j,’*éggmﬁcg\l
<G (B IR BRI 3 PSR > N PSR EE AL o BT 1 i<
I T Bt AT R R+ S T e
EIF s BT 2 7003 HEEIRATE <%‘éfﬁv>lﬂ[ﬁ’ifﬁfzrﬂi (& pe T SEge ) LA il
7 H(opinion holden)fiy £1 IR FILINE - [N iy " R FL "B IR "H[ﬁ
PR W UR LT PlfE TSRy STy ) R W
(U=l o i [“IF“F’» pSES ST B FI I F[iﬁzgu”jf i/ 4 15 HILER
*’fiﬁfﬁﬁf’%rﬂfﬁ’ﬁ. (kL e Bkl flaf o REC T T JEJF]LHJ lﬁ%'ﬂjﬂiﬁrﬂfﬁ*ﬂ{

) SR HURGE S o T b W AJJF' LA ]Jﬂf{ ’?fﬁiq R Ri I
LHJT AL prEfad o Eﬁ”*ﬁ F.tﬁﬁlfﬁﬂiﬁuﬂfw > BTG T AV
Al RLEIEps > T8y LI o pIOE B ERR R TR SR SRR
jﬁgﬁrﬁﬂ—m% IR B U’TF”J“BxLﬁfu

4 CKIP_SVM ¥ i35 Kiadi 73 17

S P BOAETR E G
1 i <FPB> [V <R > G <HR> P N
2 o m’ B Al F <> <VEE> [V <P N | N
3| <AR> VAL <HEES v R F - S 2 A <fIg R P N
4 <HES <HBE> d Ay S JEF> P p
5 <HA>S<HFS TN JEF> N p

4.2.2. NTUSD_NB

“ NTUSD_NB k1 Z5{FIF|5] 10000 275 vl o5 Bl iy s 2 i -
Bernoulli naive Bayes #{ Multinomial naive Bayes [+7Ei 7] @ﬁiﬁ'ﬁ | 4267 ST #E]
YRR AR o PUERBAAE |7 2R T 0 F - ;T;_FTI,HHﬁ)}ﬂ@;ﬁjﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁ.ﬁmg
EJLI'Ef,] ik NTUSD fugEdlr 1> 25 /7 5 VH ,?7};:5 A RS URE T o i
R T A OIS S
TR0 PRIt - BRIl NTUSD G40 o7 &

AT 2800 ST o IR E R 8000 TFHEY » b2 BERTE o AR
- ﬂfl’“ﬂ'm RN [fikd™ > Bernoulli A5LE - Eilﬁpﬁﬁ[ﬂﬂ PHEE RS Multinomial 1502y

Lt pAlpts > SRy Bernoulli FURIFY £ i 1114 Al S Multinomial 44 ]
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#7r NTUSD_NB * Bernoulli #{ Multinomial f51%]iy Confusion matrix
Bernoulli k: (- Lp17| 2| Multinomial 2oEEEl | 2oErsH
(F B8N CpdfE | PR (% F180) TR | EIR
HHE | TP 663 164 R | T 594 100
=30l F‘jf_-rl?;i%f 223 1134 31311} F‘trferr?":\? 292 1198
7 NTUSD_NB {# Bernoulli 7| Multinomial 815|455 Kl
Bernoulli K —ﬁ[flli-iﬁ F1 5580 L‘ﬁ’ﬁ“@ AR
I‘E‘l'[?;ﬁf 80.17% 74.83% 77.41%
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Multinomial K —ﬁ[flli-iﬁ F1 5580 YR AR
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<~ NTUSD_NB * Bernoulli 7| Multinomial 81%f% 55 Kb 75 17
PR FEH] | Bernoulli |Multinomial
1 L %@<?E¥>Jﬁdf'<$J‘Q> P P P
2 fol ™ 2R B P A N M M
3 PRIl <> N N N
4| ik give AYPRTVE RLE <E B> RIEI<T RS> P N N
5 ez iz ’ISJR§Q<;§1FI>E? ’ <‘T\i§1>ﬁ ! N P N
EIT ?5 i F AlLE Ry 4 i IFi Bernoulli 57 [FI Multinomial A8 7|f1-1 1555 S AT 15
F1 575 OJ‘%EE? fh"ﬁmﬂi%xﬁ}l%"
F 1L [V Bernoulli AL E[H1 Multinomial ﬁifgjflgﬁﬂ 73 73 KAl > <Ff >3 [
Pl FAe TR LR NTUSD &40 P l*i IFrif A N [’*‘%FJIF'I’I‘?“‘??}?EHH ’
M e JEU ﬁ‘F‘I*‘]HIEJFE‘E ﬂﬁ?ﬁ Tt NTUSD GEIUF[ 1 ffl 55 {7 k8 =
L“*’F?? EL M > 3] AR VR R e 7J HJ 1 [I U N UG R ?ﬂ i NTUSD

jees IrH[rr L[,, AN E[[?ﬁvfﬂ

7HH2HMFFEE#ﬂ£?M°*

r:[c[t M >

*‘[H[E Jﬁ‘&“j‘ HF ’ ]EH%[U?E[}@&} )ELF[J?P FEJ}ETE@I*EI .

R T NTUSD GEIE 1 Sesb PR T [ ek 53 AR

B FHRAGE | 60 P THER o T 5 AT

3 H E.ﬁjﬁLgFE;J ST ]EEIHQLPEIJ%T;’]T SuYETE FE J I*ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁﬁjigﬁggk" r(ﬂﬁij
S IF"?/”F":&T EFEIEN;;E}%EJ[?JI/ © B0 4 1S [néij}tggfj‘l?bwd R p"uﬁfrﬁﬁ%r

R g

LR s (RN e DRI g L g WA I

FI AT e o B

JP Tf\_r

IR

e SESEHIET RS FIFIRAE  G1f0 S o [RED NTUSD 892 T 5F
ﬁ%@wmqfTﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm1&ﬁﬁﬁi§H“@@%%W%W%<ﬁ@*“%’
PO, S 2 (12) A1 (UYL 5 1 5 56 Pty | €)1 P by | €) 9 i 7 [l
Bernoulli 16733 745 % 1ff]1 Multinomial M55 K14 1 P T~ i -
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Ple=rnP(be=sffil e=1FDP(bi=Tif | e=1FD (12)
P(e=f1FEnP( by :ﬁf’ﬂ e=fIENP( b= T3 ﬁ}le—Flpl)
Pe=TFNP(t=ii|e= LP‘)P(tk—Tﬁ P‘) (13)

P(e=FIEDP(ty= ﬁfd e=fIENP(ty =

4.2.3. Hybrid &

+ NTUSD I?“%’ %i’r'ﬁiﬂ"%ﬂ@ naive Bayes f5.2[f[1 » 53 fJ[J¥f =" Bernoulli 7| Multinomial
?’W*‘E‘@‘} R R N 'hE?F'Hl:E'\ 53 BV 5 R CHF R Tl AT 5 Be (R R 0 15 1) -
et P O N A 2 AT £
F PR BRI BRI R o) B PIRTR RS 53 e U e b 2
53 PSR ELEE R Tl O 5 1> SIS P RSSO EAT A |- il 653 SR sl el o
* 3§1 ffgi Jﬁﬁ 73 if;[;f'r%\l

1% BFME | ORFDN | FIMET | LA | MRS | Olpis | FLoIEE | YRS
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