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Short Text Sentiment Classification Based on Context Reconstruction

YANG Zhen? LAI Ying-Xu! DUAN Li-Juan! LI Yu-Jian!

Abstract Synonymy and polysemy present a challenge to effective natural language processing, especially in the situ-
ations of context absence and sparse feature in short texts, widened semantic gap between low-level text features repre-
sentation and high-level interpretation. In this work, short texts were reorganized into special context, i.e., the implied
internal relationship such as time and space, and a novel two-step scheme for semantic orientation detection based on
the special context was proposed. In the first step, the short texts were reorganized into special contexts by the implied
internal relationship. In the second step, the unknown short text was categorized into a special context and labeled a
polarity tag using the inner semantic orientation classifier. We firstly discussed the effect of special context after a senti-
ment classification framework based on naive Bayes classifier was presented. Then an enhancement classification method
was given using field concept, which was expanded to special context. Finally, a special context reorganizing method
was proposed based on genetic algorithm. Theoretical analysis shows the proposed methods can reduce the sample error
and approximation error under some constraints. The experimental results in real corpora show the effectiveness of the
proposed method.
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SEYROL Sy oy T AR B A ok T KRB B A A
FESAL X B GRS, 0 2% JE SCAS A R,
HREGH CA T R 25k ELRT I
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Table 2

Performance of naive Bayes classifer in ChnSentiCorp corpora

IS BEEVEY

LV

LV LR

G PR IE T PP AUC B PEANY

E T PP

FlERS P R P R P R

P R

AUC

G P

IETVEY

P R

P R

AUC F# AUC

0.8093 0.9421 0.9312 0.7782 0.8600 0.5225 0.9828
BEM £ + £ + + + +
0.0009 0.0003 0.0004 0.0010 0.0003 0.0007 0.0001

0.6211 0.6376 0.6279 0.6104 0.6240 0.9243 0.7820
WY £ + + + + + +
0.0010 0.0018 0.0011 0.0018 0.0005 0.0005 0.0009

0.5587 0.6450 0.5803 0.4905 0.5676 0.7194 0.8711
RES £ + £ + + + +
0.0011 0.0014 0.0013 0.0015 0.0006 0.0009 0.0006

0.9569 0.6474 0.7336 0.9707 0.8090 0.7601 0.9615

0.8564 0.1020
+ +
0.0060 0.0007

0.8109 0.9359
+ +
0.0008 0.0004

0.8366 0.6600
+ +
0.0010 0.0014

0.9474 0.6967

0.5424
+
0.0006

0.8589
+
0.0003

0.7656
+
0.0005

0.8290

0.5142 0.9753
+ +
0.0006 0.0001

0.7962 0.4453
+ +
0.0017 0.0016

0.8950 0.9150
+ +
0.0004 0.0004

0.8529 0.8795

0.7601 0.0785
+ +
0.0078 0.0005

0.6152 0.8864
+ +
0.0008 0.0005

0.9130 0.8925
+ +
0.0004 0.0005

0.8755 0.8483

0.5269
+
0.0005

0.6657
+
0.0006

0.9038
+
0.0002

0.8638

0.6431
+
0.0004

0.7162
+
0.0004

0.7457
+
0.0004

0.8339

efiER £ + + + + + + +
0.0003 0.0012 0.0004 0.0006 0.0005 0.0006 0.0006

0.0003 0.0012 0.0007 0.0001 0.0004 0.0009 0.0002

+ + + + + + + +
0.0003  0.0004
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Fig.1 Short text sentiment classification based on

context reconstruction using field information
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Bk (12) SR GRS R Wil E
X 4 H1(¥) Bias-variance 70 fi#, €,(f0) Fle,(fIF) v
PAor il

e,(9l) < (12)

Sample error

5p(f£> = [Ep(fg) - Ep(fF)] +

Approximation error

—
2":p(fF)

(13)

Sample error
N

—

eo(fi) = [eo(f) —ea(fEN] + &p(fi')
(14)
B, WALRZE W T RGNS ST REST, MO
Ak PR [r) A5 T b 502 TE) RS, AL Tl RE 2.
PUER — i o 20 SEVE R T U ) e dE 509, AR AT
iy AR AL (RIS Ak, R AR R A () 1) I s B
) F, {ELARTE [n) U 52 2% BE RIS, — sy SIS0

Approximation error

7 LA TR P Bl A s, A3 T R 0 A BCHL
(). SR T S B A S Ak 3L ) — A P 1 s
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— S0Pk, DRI Ak R AR T A . B e, (FF)
<L e,(fr).
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HERL, — AT A 5 2 AT 28, ook
AR Ay B B N EE 2 C 2 AT R R
SR et SV T I RE A B a2 A A 3 R A A
SN Es, X B BT, A TR R T
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B/ FE A BE AT 5 JRUSEAH [ PR RE. (R mT 45
[eo(f21) = e, (fi)] < [eo(f2) — €, (fF)].
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pe] R IR SCAS ) B TRV R R G I O RO L T4l 4,
J8 R A B SE P ¥ A

AJ L2 R ) S SCAS B T 2 i) 45 DR 35 40 i
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1) bR SCJE 2 R ff e e b FL 06 SCAS
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Il s BE

Bl 2 JETRRIR BT SCRIRL SO M 2 KI5V E R
Fig.2 Short text sentiment classification based on

context reconstruction using special context
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WRASIA). T M A ) 7k, HE T 20 RS /MY
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BT SE R BN SOOCER R T R R 401
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W TR 2 Ho o A 8 1, FRATTE
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BAEN (16) H—PESH

His = Aa,0) + | 3 log Pwler) -

Y log P(wky@)} (17)

a b a
A a,b) = max (b’ a) X [log (a—l—b) _
b o b
- log (755 ) —log (25 )|
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(18)

Hr, a, b 73 AN A AR REAS I 2R, A (a, b)
PRI T 0 FEAS I3 A7 AN KI5 (R A

s (18) FirR, MFEALMTING, X\ #iTh 0, 24
FEAR ) ABRAN I 7, FRUEBOR, AN 2. IR —
ok, ERAE 1R SCORR LS, ) BURSE Kl 2 FoRir)
P BEAL B R, REAT R SCACHE R 0, 384y
AR 2 5 TAEREL AR,

4 SIS

T SRR R 1 Bk R, SEER T
MVER Fabr SRR IORE E (P) AR (R). #ER
& (Auc) FPFEIUERZ. R 10 1R 10 558 XSk
(10-fold cross validation), f#f T TMG T.HAj®
HEAT T HEARE A RAEANE Uk, SVM LA H 1) 2
libsvm T.HAB4,

T SE VDN I T AU U g K1) S 1R STAS A AR A
RITEvERE. B o6 1 B BUd ) H & 7 R E i
ARSI, SR LA T =M R 24 RN
T B A A e R, T O B R (R R
AHELL 3] Naive Bayes 739545,

S SRR 3 B, VSM + NB, NB + NB,
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Table 3

Short text sentiment classification performance based on context reconstruction using field information

e BN

W5 PEAY

HUR P

G PP HIRD AUC PR

EIRA

AUC IR IEmEvE  AUC Py AUC

Iy P R P R P R P

R P R P R

VSM 0.7902 0.8947 0.8784 0.7624 0.8287 0.8447 0.8084 0.8162 0.8511 0.8298 0.8062 0.9194 0.9061 0.7792 0.8493

+ + + + + + + + +

NB 0.0006 0.0004 0.0005 0.0007 0.0003 0.0006 0.0007 0.0007 0.0007 0.0004 0.0007 0.0004 0.0006 0.0008 0.0003
NB 0.8129 0.9412 0.9302 0.7830 0.8623 0.9227 0.7832 0.8115 0.9340 0.8586 0.8945 0.9168 0.9148 0.8926 0.9047

+ + + + + + + + +

NB 0.0005 0.0003 0.0003 0.0007 0.0003 0.0006 0.0007 0.0005 0.0005 0.0003 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.0004 0.0003
SVM 0.8129 0.9412 0.9302 0.7830 0.8623 0.9227 0.7832 0.8115 0.9340 0.8586 0.8945 0.9168 0.9148 0.8926 0.9047

+ + + + + + + + +

NB 0.0005 0.0003 0.0003 0.0007 0.0003 0.0006 0.0007 0.0005 0.0005 0.0003 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.0004 0.0003
PCA 0.8878 0.9241 0.9208 0.8834 0.9036 0.8210 0.8034 0.8077 0.8245 0.8141 0.7798 0.6262 0.6877 0.8235 0.7246

+ + + + + + + + +

KNN 0.0004 0.0005 0.0006 0.0003 0.0002 0.0007 0.0007 0.0006 0.0008 0.0004 0.0013 0.0012 0.0010 0.0008 0.0005
CLSI 0.8764 0.9233 0.9191 0.8698 0.8965 0.8178 0.8173 0.8174 0.8180 0.8177 0.7667 0.6332 0.6875 0.8074 0.7203

+ + + + + + + + +

KNN 0.0005 0.0005 0.0006 0.0005 0.0002 0.0008 0.0006 0.0005 0.0007 0.0004 0.0010 0.0009 0.0009 0.0007 0.0005
CM 0.8828 0.9283 0.9244 0.8771 0.9025 0.8176 0.8166 0.8166 0.8172 0.8169 0.7587 0.6371 0.6875 0.7978 0.7174

+ + + + + + + + +

KNN 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0005 0.0003 0.0007 0.0007 0.0008 0.0008 0.0003 0.0012 0.0012 0.0008 0.0007 0.0005

0.8359
+ + + + + + + +
0.0003

0.8752
+ + + + + + + +
0.0003

0.8752
+ + + + + + + +
0.0003

0.8141
+ + + + + + + +
0.0057

0.8115
+ + + + + + + +
0.0056

0.8123
+ + + + + + + +
0.0061

SVM + NB Zill#oR: 5—FrBeRHEET VSM
L) A R IEIEE 43K, BT Naive Bayes 702K
28 OVO 2, T SVM 42288 OVO &k
R TTE; i BeR H Naive Bayes 7; a8 AT
SN I A ) T A B I BEFR AR VSM. Htv ) 125K
FA AR %R 25 53 FR T 3 R R SRR FH ) 2 () AR 7Y
(VSM) K7n i SCA S (A v iy ) i, AR e vk —
AR 0 ) Ry ISR T A o R SCAS, I b
A HL I - Al H o ) R (1) A AR R S, R LA
AU —28. 3T Naive Bayes 430284 OVO 4
By 2K R4 ) OVO SmgBol JEAT £ 7 2K 4k
R AARMGE R R R AR Z M1 25— Naive
Bayes 75254y, 100 AR FIAEAGATREE 75K,
EGARIEEARNZEY). Naive Bayes 202K, 56
WSO, 2RO ST (R ), AR
B P)RIIVE REAE, ANEE I DX 7047 2 n] . IX 28 35] (1) Ak
R LS T AN [) S RN AN [R] Bl A FHAH Y. 1 1k gk
ITvHEL B Sy, S PRSI, “+7 R ¢ =7 Py
PR, XF o B —Ta ke, A I ZRiE R vk
P (P S,+), P (P |S,—), P (P |S,+)
AP (PHE |Sy,—) BIEER, SR 5 R H 2 s 2 ik
AT, )5 Naive Bayes MU HEAT P, J&
T SVM 73248 OVO LR 277 10 2 AT B W
RKFEARZ I ZR—A SVM 5r 228, il i % A Jn b
AHATHEER T, B E R PR S, AT
FRRIs S 4% B, S b R 2 2 M #% SVML. i
T ARG I Gl m e R e W EREAE, DA

o] o YR E R AT B 4 AL P AR A AL EE T B A
N SCAR 43 S RNARE P K, R Ak B TR SR vy, — 283
A2 RNk BE M) 43 051652 222 (W75 bk, 1 n
Naive Bayes fl KNN 4. [K Sz if b 1731
F AT (PCA) 7k 3T HRMWAEE LR
51 (CLSY) Jiidi BT RAEHLEIR Y (CM) 1
JrikREdE, R K 548 (K-nearest neighbor,
KNN) 73 2R2804T ¥ — 20 RI ik rkfe.

M 3 RS0 25 T LA B LR 45

1) T80 JE R 43 16 =B 7 V2 1R 1 4 A
BP0 TAE P A 5B B EAT 23 I RS DL, 1k RE 20 ) 4
T+ 7T 0.2398 %, 4.9526 %, 4.9526 %. T VSM [
JrPEREERTHE N AN B, nT AR R AL B R LA G, SK
5 P A A 2 25 TR 513 4 (Term frequency, TF)
(1) VSM #58, JA BEAT R e P e A 2o e

2) NB + NB 1 SVM + NB {3 —#f 45 r
RE, 7T AR PRA Ay o SCAS IR At it 22 S ok, B
AR ] 3 M. DRIk P RS e A [ Al R
TF DX BG IR, sk 4 KL SO R — R Lk,
DA it 55925 i 00 A3 — RE U R R . (2 R B
152, M OVO SEREHEAT 2 7335, X1 k A0
T ENG ko« (k—1)/2 MorRds. WARVIZ Naive
Bayes 73 J a8 AR I (KT8 7 SVM 40 K285 1A
fr. XA G EEAE LR 0K ik ] Naive Bayes
S REEIAT OVO R EZ . &5 NFEHT
&, NB + NB fil SVM + NB JiE{E AN 1) 75
RN o 1 3w B 2 R Al ) R R EEAT 43 SR IR 4 R
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X TG ARBL T WS B A 5 ) LB B2 R ORVEIIHE T BN SCOC AR I SCA AR 1

3) HEGWAT AR TR 4E8 A ] KNN 23360 K073beRe. 55— BeBIAN ) b7 ST i) 43 2K 1)
SRR, B TR TSR RIS T R 2R K, e T A A A R S
o HorREE R WoR BRI 7r Kl v /2148 KR, RJGHT Naive Bayes 7034 OVO 45>
PR R R R, AR U PPN S R AL 2B, IR LRAL TR IE) B SCRREH P RE; S TR
fi&. % 3 i PCA MFE4EHCH 400, CLST Jrikde  BLED B R SCA TSR RE, o T 75 8 EE AR H 1)
$k 300, CM J7 440k 200, KNN 732K him 4l JEAHESL—3 Naive Bayes 733835, (HiE T3
HOkFEy 2. EPHE 2l LR R B AEAERERY B BOUIT AL BN SRR K, 3647 12000 F# 30K,
Iy R UERZ AT R WRFEAA kA BRI, FHEAR K200 HAR

4) BAHH T CLSI + KNN, CM + KNN,  [ffiges [ oA 4. 2 18 $UBAT (075 R 1, e
PCA + KNN FiEEBAERIAFYEE (10~1000)  HEREFIRCE, LI HASAMEH — 24 2. BATEH
IR 5025 0 43 R . KNN 202805753848 12000 5% 3CA FH K-means 777554 30 A2, EXT
HOEPE R 2. SLIOH 10 Hro173y, g5 R 3 iR, Bl 01X 30 ANIRHHAT AL, XFEAR A R R R A6 A K30,
o2 SRR IME, BN AIMRACRIUE N ) ORI T AT AR, A kA S i s
TWHL =MOT RS BRI 2 26V RE, Mg H X W R FOERECRh 100; HEALARECH 10; ZwAd KA
T 100 J&, /KRR, EREBRARE MBI,  30; R T AREIEE T, 8% 0.9, TXHTFH
RIEHT TR, PCA, CLSI, CM JjikfEsr B X, BN 0.9; R MAEN 0.1; K L F 30K
il B 4EF) 400, 300, 200 ZEIN, HWAG T EAFI - E0E BRI AT A N R e A BRI 23 49 20 AN [

fie. X RHANAER 3 S EOE LA TR SCUAEAS [F ) S0 I GAH ) 22 2K 4 SR A (S
T OVO W51 Naive Bayes 70 284%), K bt
ol e kI Td T 7 (S-SR 26 10 A 65 7 B BT IR — K, 3 R
08 * EREREEEBEE PRIESUE R R /INGIE S 1 AN b ST IR 1) ] 431
Lot | = WL HINF 4 BR, k = 3,4,5 R FIHE
078] | LM+ KNN] SEHE LRSI 3, 4, 5 MARRIIRR. T SCARS)
%0‘77 ) AR K, BEAE FE2RH H I n, SE S %
Sl UL TE, PUER R T SARFRBIEH. Wi
074 i ER T LIS B LU 458
0.73f 1) =F & BUE T BB AEms k2 A0 T4 ] 42
TO0 200 300 400 300 600 700 800 900 1 000 HVE RT3 SR I, PERE A T T 4.8687 %,

Rk R

3.3817 %, 2.3504 %. T FI gL FRIE RS2
K3 BEUERIANFIAEIL (10~ 1000) AN SITIEIIDAE 1) S by v it 2 g 305 7 38 bR 80, TR I 6 1 7 S 3 v

AR LA ARG, A SRR R, TR S
Fig.3 Performance comparison of different classification B, a7 P 7 FEE B B T S R
methods in 10~ 1000 dimensions 2) B K UGB N, bk e R, FLbE

R4 FETRIR T SORR M SOANG A7 T R

Table 4  Short text sentiment classification based on context reconstruction using special context

P gE GV RSP HUKPFAir
STV IEEVHY  AUC i) EHP  AUC Sl IEIP  AUC SF#y AUC
Jik P R P R P R P R P R P R
ik 0.8604 0.8911 0.8900 0.8502 0.8709 0.9082 0.8269 0.8422 0.9150 0.8711 0.8973 0.8676 0.8755 0.8955 0.8816 0.8745
EFx + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +

k=3 0.0020 0.0025 0.0016 0.0038 0.0004 0.0009 0.0017 0.0012 0.0012 0.0004 0.0025 0.0035 0.0021 0.0056 0.0011 0.0006

FErk 0.8383 0.8711 0.8706 0.8236 0.8467 0.9024 0.8108 0.8311 0.9107 0.8612 0.9024 0.8526 0.8641 0.9046 0.8784 0.8621
LT £ + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
k=4 0.0044 0.0056 0.0030 0.0077 0.0012 0.0012 0.0039 0.0019 0.0017 0.0008 0.0015 0.0051 0.0032 0.0028 0.0009 0.0012

Pk 0.8363 0.8629 0.8664 0.8207 0.8419 0.8944 0.7746 0.8040 0.9075 0.8412 0.8946 0.8620 0.8704 0.8934 0.8776 0.8535
EFx £ + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
k=5 0.0039 0.0106 0.0040 0.0089 0.0018 0.0017 0.0045 0.0022 0.0018 0.0012 0.0025 0.0039 0.0024 0.0053 0.0010 0.0016




14 PRt Je T TR SCEAL RSO AR 500 05T 65

REBC BN, Ty i 5 DR A Eodl R =AW B A
[ R S0, DA Mo ) 23 o = AN AN TR B B S
AR BRI LR, 0 hh—Jri, Bk HUE
g, FARACHE S ARG In . (HSER o AN &
WER A T A DR 8 A 240, s A R R A £ H
SEi R A A S s R dER T ol AT N €
JE, AR TYEREMACR LR G 518, X HIH R 2
HIHEEZ IR

3) Fet BN SORR M AN T IATERER I T
B A Rl 5 B ORI g k. 3K Thi el g
s DRI Ay T 10 MR e A i L 5 R WA, i b T ST
o B BRSCRT A AE; 53 8k T R] RE 2 D D A T
WAL FRHEAT BN SCE A Rk, BARA AR
R SCEA, HE TR SR A HIE, AT T
—EREEE AT T EL. (HE T B8 B AT N & AN
FERIRAFAEN, 10 1R SCOC R W] DU FATTI 5 3K
FER T, DA 532 10 N H S5t

4) B M T I TR B AL B S
(VP 5% 2R AT 2 TR (R OC 3R  ABBON FESCAR TR, 4%
WL 73 1 m ANk Cy, Co, -+, Cy. B AR
FOEEA R n ANFE S1, Say -+, Sy M4 R ICRIA

ISR PR ARABLRE 72 SO
S B S:NC;
smility __ — T J
s =3 e (R

Hrb, SiNC; Fox ER3CS; Mg C; SEFFEA
W, |C5) T C; IIFEARL.

Bl 4 232y T AR et AR S A B 3 2R
REH T 3~ 11 W, BRACEAL R S LA A AT AL
FEAEAR A A, A T A b A, FRATT i it Rl 43R
A5 2 B A 3R R R SCAS A 42 H i o
W SEEPEOY S BES VR REAT R 7 B IS
OB R SCA L HUIR AN (IETET) < FEIPEAT (D)
W5 PR (IET) W5 A (Sii) . BEEPA (IE
1f7)« ASFEVEO (Srhn) BEAT 4R 70

Pt e rp ARR MR, bR LR 2 AUR I
EPBNEE. WA mTam, 2 LR SCE A HH 4% T 3,
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