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MZBELTOMERATOMDAAEEZHWTHREL, SSL
I long short-term memories (LSTM) [17] Z AW TREIT 52 &
EHEZD. I51Z, WOSL & SSL Dz abEs 2T
CWSL #RBIL, X512 CWSLIZHIT BHEOFNT & > TRAE
B FRIEER (= XEBRATORY 3 ) 2EKBHT5. Z0LS
7% SSNN % FB1 3 2 ECHBEIZR 200, [€5%->T LD &
S RO A2 EBT 50 THD. %K, #HE D Back
Propagation %12 & 2 ¥ B TIE Z D & 5 & O IX5EE T
ER\. I T, AFFETIE SSNN OKEIZE 1) 5 il 2 %
B9 % 72 IZ Joint sentiment propagation (JSP) learning D¥¢% %
5.
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1) AWFE IR K iE= 2 — 5V % v b7 —2F 5 )L SSNN
CIEEND, ZDORYFITHECET 2 FHUKEROI % £ ¥
O VF AV MOFNE WS B R, SHHARE R =2 —F )L
2V NT—JETFINEREL.

2) SSNN (2 81} 2 & @ DR D FEE D=8, JSPFH & W
SFHUWEEFIEEREL /2.

3) ETF =X EHVTAFIEOZ LM 2 MGE L 7268, AL
WHAGEIZH GBI L AN RTIETH L Z L PRI T E /2.

2 SSNN: iBMERE—1—Z L% v b

AHI I KiE=2—F 3% Y b7 —2 % T )L SSNN: Sen-
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2.1 SSNN D#ERR

SSNN (& Word-level Original Sentiment layer (WOSL), Senti-
ment Shift Layer (SSL), & L T Word-level Contextual Sentiment
layer (WCSL) 725725, L¥a— Q = {wl}, AHT 3
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Wem ¢ RvXe .— [welng’.” 7wsmT]T r¥43.
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ZZTCE(a,b) lda & b DM D cross-entropy &3 5.
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2.3 Joint Sentiment Propagation #&

M EzE 2, AL TIL Joint Sentiment Propagation (JSP)
FH (Algorithm 1) Z#2E 9 5. ISP #H L THFELVF AV b
T % W= #)#1L (Lexicon Initialization)] & [SSL ~®DHlfy
fTEFE ] ITX ORI N5,

Lexicon Initialization

9, X9 DX LML ZBIEMIZTS 2 &2 HIIZ,
BAN D &5 mgiiife e FEENAT .
) ) d
W PS(ws) (w; € 8% (10)
0 (otherwise)
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Algorithm 1 Joint Sentiment Propagation Learning

1: for ¢+ 1tovdo
) ) d
). wP PS(w;) (w; € S%)
0 (otherwise)
3: Learn SSNN using the gradient values by 179"t ;
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AHITIEET — X &2 FHWT ISP 2312 & - T SSNN D
MEBFREH L S 5% A) WOSL, B) SSL, and C) WCSL (2 5 1
2 IRFME D i & FEM T 5.

3.1 7FRALT—%4

LEa— L ZDREVFAYNRITDT—RELTHRY Y
F vy —HBEOTRIZEAT B AL FDF—&Z+E v b (EcoRev 1),
RRAUVAYF Yy —HEORITESICETZ2IAVIDOT -2y
I (EcoRev IT), 2014 4 9 A ® Yahoo Finance &R KD 3 X > k
DF =X+ v I (Yahoo Rev), Sentiment 140 ' %\ 7z (Table
1 21). mD 3 DIFHARFEOT—X Ly N TH D, Sentiment
140 IZHEFEDOT— Ky b ThH 5.

3.2 ERBE

Lexicon Initialization (2B WTIXHAZEDFF A N F—X 2
WBIGEITIFREFICE Y 2 EMRER DL > F A Y MEEE [7] %
FIFAL, Sentiment 140 % A\ 545412 1% Vader word sentiment
dictionary (Vader dict) [6] ZF]H U 7=.

SEDOERTIE, Ly FA Y MNEEOEZ S0 A > 54
(SSNN 50). 100 {Ef# 5 4 (SSNN 100), % L T 200 HFEME S
4 (SSNN 200) 12 DWW THRGEE L 7.

3.3 FEM@EE

ARFEERTIX A) WOSL, B) SSL, and C) WCSL DM % LATR
D FEHET VA L 7=
A) WOSL D
AFEMTIEE REBLEEHEEY XN Y7 — 774
F U AE R B FEMMEY XN RO LEX HGE
FEPE Y A b (http://quanteda.io/reference/data_
dictionary_LSD2015.html) ZfH W7z, 2T 56 O HEEMR
PED 2 MZIEHEEE Z DR Y X ARBHERIZET 2 Y 2 MG
ENTWS (Table 1 2) .

ARMGETIE WOSL D %4 %2 WOSL 2253505 ) A b
BEE DM & BEEMIME ) 2 N O D —BUE (macro Fy )
ZH CAZFHME L 7z,

B) SSL %A

1: https://www.kaggle.com/kazanova/sentiment140

AT TIEATD &S R KEEIZBT 227 D&EDT — &
y b (1 FERES D ZRL, 0RF3MMEREZRLERT.)
EENTNDOTFANT—RIZEHLETIMEAREL, SSLD
WM& FEAM L 72 (Table 1 28) .

(1) In total, we are in a bull(®) market.

(2) This room is not clean™.

(3) Products in this shop are too eacpensive(l).

ZORINEF =Ry hEAWT, R7OfEE s2 1513
5N RVESERIZ BT D HERRV —B T 20 L > I,
SSL DfiEfME % FEA U 72, FEFEREZ 13 macro Fy fHZ W 7=,

C) WCSL D1
KT TOL S ke >y F Ay Mzl T5272&D
TRy EZTNETNOT XA NT—XZEOET 3 MEAR
LU, WCSL OZ4MEZFML A (R 1SHR) .

(1) In total, we are in a bull™ market.

(2) This room is not clean ™.

(3) Products in this shop are too expensive™ .

ZORIGEF 2Ly NEHWT, XZOflE R 155
SNDBXARE Y F A Y SORY X AR T 2 HERE R —
BT 208> & EHIZ, WCSL OfEIRVEE FEM L 7=, FEifE
212 1% macro Fy % W=,

3.4 R=254Y
[SSL ~DHi# ] DR %E R 57
®1Z SSNN DFER L LR D SSNNB*e ¥ SSNNI™ ik
REHKRLUZ., 2056 OREILX SSNN L H UZH, BTOAIZ
EWARDHD.

1) SSN NEBas¢ T3 Lexical initialization %\ 9", ¥7z, SSL
~OFIE LAV (bbb LY, T2 LY, 2 HWTHH).
2) SSNN™™* Tl% SSNN 200 & F#D J5i% T Lexical initial-
WXV S D3 SSL ADHFIFIIE L 22\,

[Lexical initialization] &

ization

3.5 & F X

SSNN D& J& O fig UM D FHA D 72 80 12 % J8 DFHAM 2 B W T,
SSNN DFFHi R & T NENHIET 5 LT R % Lt
5.
A) WOSL WOSL O FEAfi 12 3\ T i1 PMI[14], logistic fixed
weight model (LFW) [21], sentiment-oriented NN (SONN) [11], &
O GINN [7] DFER & KT 5.
B) SSL SSL DAl 12 3 T & NegRNN (frequency odds method
[12] & Bl IZTRRESINT WS WKL Z H S %5 RNN O
AEhE) OfERE KT 5.
C) WCSL WCSL O At 12 3\ T I& PMI, LFW, SONN, GINN,
Grad + RNN [9], LRP + RNN [1], and IntGrad + RNN [20] D% 5
EHE LU 7.

3.6 #& R
2 MFMFERTH B, SSNN BIE L A EDHAITE W T
OFFELDEEWVEREEZHELTWS., Zh&Yy, APEICE-
T SSNN DM % + 3 I EB A e 2 & SRR T & 7.
£z, SSNNI"t ¥ SSNNBese OfEHE% Ll % &, Lexi-



3 1 Dataset details

Text Corpus EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets
Training
positive reviews 20,000 35,000 30,612 650,000
negative reviews 20,000 35,000 9,388 650,000
Validation
positive reviews 2,000 2,000 3,387 50,000
negative reviews 2,000 2,000 1,613 50,000
Test
positive reviews 4,000 4,000 7,538 100,000
negative reviews 4,000 4,000 2,462 100,000
vocabulary size v 8,071 11,130 33,080 71,316
Annotated data EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets
word polarity list
Positive 348 337 422 1,843
Negative 391 387 372 947
sentiment shift tags
Shifted tags 872 859 378 429

Non-shifted tags 3,762 3,740 2,391 4,504

word-level contextual polarity tags

Shifted Negative 776 756 227 169

Shifted Positive 96 96 151 260
Non-shifted Negative 1,491 1483 1,187 1,294
Non-shifted Positive 2,271 2179 1,204 3,210

2 &0 B EOMFMEPIRREY, MELTY
L ENMERTE . X 51T, SSNNIM ¥ SSNN DR % H
#5395 &, SSL NODfilfh WOSL K& U SSL D ffEfRME D [ iz
BPOWCHIfEEY, AHTHDZ e bn 5. Kz, SSNNIt
Tl EcoRev II & Yahoo 123\ THEME S HE DY BT K & < kK
LTW5%, SSNN TitkgEx2 oz e TcET WS,

con Initialization

4 FRIMERE O FTE
AHIT I SSNN O FHIPERE & SBRIKIC FHIT T 5.

4.1 F¥ {f 45 R

SSNN @ FHIMEEEETFANTF—RIIBIETAMT—X&
DRI XA DL ORRE T E 20 % FLHEIZFEMG U 72, FEAfifE
FEIZ 1% Macro Fy % I\ 72,
tb 8 F & SSNN @ #f B & logistic regression model (LR),
SSNN?Baese SSNN'™" convolutional NN (CNN) model [10], a
bidirectional recurrent NN model with LSTM cells (RNN), word
attention network (ATT) model [23], hierarchical attention network
(HN-ATT) model [23], sentiment, and negation neural network
(SNNN) model [5], and lexicon-based supervised attention (LBSA)
model [22] DFEFE IR L, SSNN O FHIM:RED Al % 17 - 7z.

4.2 Result and Discussion

FHRIZR3IDEYTHD. SSNN I 2L DHBARITBWT
LR, CNN, ATT, SNNN, K& O'LBSA kb b @mnwigeszhdz &
MTE72 (p < 0.05 in five trials). ¥ 7z, EcoRevs IZEWT

&2 fRFUME BT B Rl R
(A) Evaluation Result for WOSL
EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets

PMI 0.734 0.745 0.793  0.733
LFW 0.715 0.740 0.766  0.725
SONN 0.702 0.724 0.725  0.705
GINN 0.723 0.755 0.754  0.735

SSNNBase (525 0472 0516 0.493
SSNNInt 0720 0.750  0.755 0.731
SSNN (200)  0.778 0772  0.776 0.755
SSNN (100)  0.788 0777 0777 0.751

SSNN (50) 0.779 0813  0.767 0.754

(B) Evaluation Result for SSL
EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets
NegRNN 0.536 0.626 0.564  0.558
SSNNZBase 0.350 0.440 0.495 0.365
SSNNInit 0.480 0.800 0.500 0.710
SSNN (200) 0.806 0.804 0.662 0.713
SSNN (100) 0.804 0.813 0.668 0.713
SSNN (50) 0.800 0.798 0.690 0.729
(C) Evaluation Result for WCSL

EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets

PMI 0.578 0.548 0.575 0.631
Grad + RNN 0.578 0.621 0.601  0.681
IntGrad + RNN  0.607 0.621 0.625 0.679
LRP + RNN 0.597 0.518 0.579  0.638

LFW 0.549 0.545 0.578  0.587
SONN 0.555 0.542 0.566  0.600
GINN 0.569 0.555 0.577 0.623
SSNNBase 0.538 0.582 0.549 0.716
SSNNInit 0.546 0.719 0.566  0.780

SSNN (200) 0.726 0.739 0.649  0.764
SSNN (100) 0.713 0.727 0.640  0.760
SSNN (50) 0.723 0.720 0.662 0.784

HN-ATT & FEFEE O FHIMEE. % L T Yahoo review (285 W TIlE
HN-ATT £ D £ EmWHEBEZ T Z A TEL. ZNSDRR K
D, +oIZEWCTHIMEREZE SSNN 1355 Z L 2R TE /-,

# 3 FHIVERE D AR R
EcoRevI EcoRevIl Yahoo Tweets

LR 0.878 0.879 0.741  0.785
CNN 0.894 0911 0.757  0.820
RNN 0.922 0.932 0.749  0.837
ATT 0.924 0.937 0.750  0.835

HN-ATT 0.927 0.940 0.750  0.837
SNNN 0.918 0.928 0.752  0.827
LBSA 0.922 0.940 0.762  0.832

SSNNInit (884 0.924  0.753 0.828
SSNNBase 0920 0928  0.737 0.827
SSNN (200)  0.927 0940 0779 0.835
SSNN (100)  0.926 0939  0.776 0.834

SSNN (50) 0.925 0940  0.770 0.834

ARTERCRIZEIZB T B iHMliEBROMER L D, ISP EE I L -



T HIERE S SRPIMERE® OF R D SSNN 2 EH T2 Z 2 I TE
52 EBPREEE 7.

4.3 SSNN IZ & B AIRAEMHI

BA21Z. SSNN I & B2 W HLFEROFEREZMEN TS, M3 A
HAZEROEFED L ¥ a2 —I2k L TD SSNN 2 & % 7/ #1/k#lT
HB. ZDLS7% SSNN I k2GR EZ H L1z, 2—H—
W ZOFRFERICOWVCHAT 2 Z L AREL 72 5.

Bz, HFEOHIZ R THADL L, “great” BRI T 1 THhH 21
HTF 4 TIZRELUTWE DI EBRIND "not” 1I2LD5HDTH
52 EWNEAMO SSLIZBT 2 A bk R» SHisTE 5.

WHAREDOHZ R THADE [555] BAHT 4 THORI T+
7Aﬁ%bfwébﬁﬁ#,:h#Tﬁbjtiéﬁ@T%é
Z AN SGO SSLIZET B A LS R ST E B,

Input:| blergh work out be not a great thing to do on an empty stomach after 4 hrs sleep |

Word-level original sentiment
blergh out be

SSL:

[- work out be not a great thing to do on an empty stomach after 4 hrs sleep

[ Left: [BIBHEH work out be not a great thing to do on an empty stomach after 4 hrs sleep ]
Right i@ work out be not a great thing to do on an empty stomach after 4 hrs sleep

thing to do after 4 hrs sleep

Word-level Contextual sentiment
[ blergh work out be not a @8 thing to do on an Effipty IS after 4 hrs sleep]
¥

Output: Negative

Input [ E#53 A Le B £ $50L BSHIL 75 €5 T<h3 A3 @Y AL T ! )

Word-level Original sentiment
|ERZB A Uy Bl & 6520 B5 lllTE 2 @03 5% 50 570 Bl

SSL: [EA'3 ku U+ 0 [ EEE S N S S © <s i D |

[Lgft: 2% A Ur 20 E ES50 B Bl 53 €2 T <n3 52 il =5
Right: | 1 IS 0 o S ! e s (5 o s s ) s i | ]

A 4

Word-level Contextual sentiment

ENB A Lr BUW L 65200 BES EllTE €2 T N3 72 B0 & EE !
(Don't Up . | want to buy more. manipulate bearish opinion)
E =

Output: Positive

X3 SSNN’s (Z & 2 A ffbAEE  (E: Yahoo, T: Tweets) . RkiZAR Y
T4, HEAHT1 TOMEERT.

5 ABEMRE

HBEFPEHETVD 77y 7Ry 7 AMIZET 20 MAaL
ULTWL O OBEMEWLEIT S NS, EEEEETILO
FHFERZHET AWM MAL LTV 2HhD [Za—-F )L
2y M= ET VORI BT BB RIIThTE
7 121,141, [91,[16],[18],[20]. 2T S5 DFEEZHA WS &, HHIC
K95 A JIDEFLE % Back Propagation £ WE THET 2

IZ&oT, ANBEZEDSLEINHNIIKREREEL X
T AT N TES. £/2, TOMOERART 7
O—F & UT I&EORER; AR =2 —F L2y b DI
2 O[11],[15],[21],[22] FEITF o505, LA L, Zhs OREETF
HBRARTRPHRRZ AV Y F LV F A2 b, MRz,
UTXHREYF A Y NMZARUZETHFIREREZHHT L Z
NTERWD, SROBEMNEZERTSZ I8 .

6 bl I

AWFZETIE, FERERZFHAL LS FFa XAV ML RO
&G % DT TE % NN, SSNN 2% L7z, 51T, SSNN %5
Bd 57017, ISPFEZIRELZ. HRELEFEDOT—X &Yy
F2ELWLOPDOTF =Xty N2FALZERIZED, ISP
FENZ L 5T SSNN DEHAETH L Z &, %bmeH“c
& o THEE X 7z SSNN I & W ERIARE S & FHlERE %
L5 HRERBMNORUE L. SHBOFEE LT, HEE - HA

FELIMND S EEAD SSNN DJEH* ISP E2E DD & X T ~D it
R ERETFonsd, £/, SHEIEHEEL VDLV F AV b
DA FYLIZERZ L TT T3IAME] ZOWTERL =2, 2o

EZHNRFEFEZYRONIIOVTIEALR L W EL &R T 5
RBERH D, 0B, KL [8] DEARMILTH 5.

7 i

AH5E1Z ISPS B EE JP17]04768 DBk 2213725 DTH 5.
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ARHITIE ISP ZH Iz oW THERMENT 2175, £3, PN()
B 501 Z2IRD LS IZEHKT 5.
PN(w?) = 1 (sign(d® — 0.5) & R(w?))
—1 (sign(d® —0.5) = R(w?))
(&4 01]

.| >0 w?
wh (A1)
{<0 (0S(w?) <0)
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QT ThY, QT FIT - ZNOL A —DEATH .
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[ 02] Eq(7) is satisfied.
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N7 EED ISP EHIZBITAHEFERIZA=0DEHETH >

THE YLD,
ZDAEIZ & b, WOSL, SSL, & UF WCSL #2255 12 1%
ST 2LV FAVNERTEIDICRBZ LV bNS. F7z,
ZOMIIZE D, BV F AV M HEREOE L BLVEETH D,
IS FHRITKREL, DSl C S  THEIBENDHLI LN
bhb.

b, il 03 IXROMmEE W CHARGETH 5.
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