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RESEARCH ON SEVERAL KEY ISSUES IN
BLOG SEARCH

ABSTRACT

Facing the ever growing complexity of web pages and the increasing need of
more intelligent content analysis technology, we investigated two key problems in the
blog information retrieval system, which include web page content extraction and text
sentiment analysis. The main innovations of this thesis are stated below:

Firstly, to eliminate the space and computational overhead of the state-of-the-art
DOM based web page content extraction method, we purposed a SAX style algorithm.
This fast and robust algorithm utilizes the page level template structure and site level
noise block dedupe to extract the content of pages.

While being tested on TREC Blog06 dataset, it reduces the dataset to 12.5
percent of its original size and gets a 33 percent improvement on MAP.

Secondly, the feature selection problem in statistical sentiment analysis is
investigated. Features including term n-gram, part-of-speech, negation and synonym
expansion are tested. We found that, in word leve sentiment polarity analysis, all these
advanced features need to be accompanied by position information in order to take
effect, and the statistical classification model work well enough when using only
unigram feature on sentence level sentiment polarity analysis. The best features
combination achieved an 88.6% precision word polarity classification and an 83.9%
in sentence level.

At last, we introduced a blog opinion retrieval system we developed with the
techniques above. We got great improvement in topic relevance when we innovatily
use the site-level noise removing technique to extract the web page content and
combine the document\paragraph level relevant score. In TREC 2008 Blog Track, our
system is chosen as one of the baselines for our good relevance retrieval performance.

KEY WORDS: blog retrieval, page segmentation, content extraction, sentiment
analysis, feature selection
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2.1 3|5

MRAREBENEESNERRA, CEES HIML S5, @d%E
(HyperLink) 2t S A HAAR TS5 FATME. &Y HTML &5 £intEd
FFIEIES (SOML) BEM—Hy B, BRHRAREHLER, Bl
H. BEAMSIRE.

BEE EBEF B R R, R HIML A AT B S kiR
FIER, SERRIMNRADENNEY SHRES B HIML UEEE £ 1R iE
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RSB R (Document Object Model) B—FFE 4 . B85 LXK RIE
4, ERAIBARN XML f1 HTML 2#, RIRERD—FF API BH X REXIXH
FHRICESHIEW (Query), #F (Traverse) FE (Manipulate) #1E.
7£ HTML &+, DOM HA [ ALl <htmI>372 A5 2, # HTML MR
FRBERANETRR, LTI 08 BT R E 2-1 s
T4t

Document

Root element:

<html>
I
| ]

Element: Element:

<head>» <body>

i [ ]

Element: Attribute: | |  Element: Element:

<title> *href” <a> <hl>

Text: Text: Text:

“My title” "My link” “My header”

& 2-1 $t% DOM #4:#

&80 DOM, AfT9T AR IE B4 HTML 1B b —Fp R 45 H4b OB AT b 28 . R
RAEBRREH, BRASE - EMET R, HEFBET RIRERE,
AERCE N BT EFER KT

DOM A B e T B o K# 42 MR AL EH L TR RIFIEEX, RS
M IT DOM BEMHEERERE, L ®EER T RSN EER
ST, X{F1HLL DOM AZRINE L RENAERREIELET & .

2.2.2 SAX

faj#a XML # 00! (Simple API for XML) £ —F 2 {435} (Event Driven)
f XML @0, 5 DOM MEXREERE, B XML XM~ TR
TEATRRT o
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HHEE DOM, BHFAFEERNFETRIEN HTML WEIZH, SAX REE
SHANBEZHAE, FIREFEROBITER. BR3P HE N MA,
DOM BRI BT RERE ERTEMTFONIogN), T SAX MEFIEZREMNH
o(N).

SAX R ) BEFELEXFN NSNS KEH R, B
DOM # XPath R HI1H S & H#RE.

223 CSS

JE& X (Cacscading Style Sheets) & H W3C & X F—F ik A XML
M HIML XEER &R CRRMEA. BE. oS0 ENES. N
FEEHMRECRAAA (L HTML 3 XML 5% 5XHHER (CSS) 48!
FFR. XHERTRECHMTIRYE, FEXAENEHEMRE, SEERLE
SHAE X XK BN, FHERKKIEL RS,

CSS 4T HTML M THIRZA, BA—F0SE s ey 200 U i 87~ 1T
TR, REETHEAKREBNRESSEEL VIPSPISEHATHER
CSS. '

M T/ CSS &5 8 8 B FE <style>#r B ¥, 5 JavaScript H<script>Hr% —#E,
XHEEHFEEREPER. BEEEIE M I ERIRXKHEAE.

2.3 MRSHMALENEERS

2.3.1 HIML {F & %k

W T R E A — HIML X4, ATRIEEMEFHEXEERRTE
BT FHKE HIML 778 . I FEFIR

. <Zcru>
I have a bike: [J I have a bike:
1 have a car: D <input type="checkkox™ name="vehicle” value="Bike">
1 have an airplane; il <kz>
I have a car:
<input tyre="checkbox” name="vehicla® value="Car">
<kz>
I have an airplane:
<input type="checibox® naxs="vehicle® value="Airplane”>
</Zerm>

B 2-2 HTML R & A} 5 KA
it %, REBHRERBERBAA ENRERZHERTF<CNS"ZREIH
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AHT . R TR RENSFHIERFHFERET RIFOERS, FBEFHHEIR
A HIML RATHE. ZIPMRUERFENERRRFEEME, KT XM
BU#AT DOM fEHTHIAERE -

2.3.2 EHRS|

P T IE SCRTE & R AR M T A (5 B B R 30, SURA 54 AR 19 B .

HX@B2RETF, BRAETHRINBERESLERY 5EST X, BRER
MEHEET R, AS[FiE 5 i) Tokenization F¥EE AR, fltnt TERIES WHEHE
% Stemming, True Casing S48, MALIERES AT EN AL

ESHANBESBHBUNREER, —RELER TR BB RELE I E
B/, BB E—; —k HTML MK header F 4K #H Language FE
FKARRM T ER . EXFMRIZER L NN AT EFBARL, KEERT
HRRBZEHES, REMTPREBAIFE Language FREEIFEHIR.

KRBT ENLIT R LB XEHETES RN, 80 ERY, FHEXK
Konheim"H&HH T —F A K-gram FHRFFIAFHENIRGIH %, WEHRATHRE
SRR K-gram $51E, 2 TR KR Z P07, B 8, Beesley!™!
BT F KRB DR RO BT ERRA, WA TIREFHOKR.

2.3.3 Spam &3

51T Spam HHMEX . —MigEFN. TEHNHKXKE RS K0GBEF
FRMITA, TEFETH TG, FHER. ELIRIEN Blog REF. KM
MAEEFEL &, FlRfaldhE. 5—HiEVREHERERSIZEP MR
EHE, UEATFRHEERBRITH. X Spam F R tH# M4 SEO (Search
Engine Optimization).

ZBEX P Spam M= KB X EFLXAIG A B EZER A,
X B HBE—RITR. XTSRS B KK Spam H =F:

 PostSpam: 2 Spam BTH—%K, BEERHAEMNHNESAE, HLER
iz k. AAAEAENEMAEELX, ARERETH#HE

e Link Stuffing: 3t Spam J& % —3. 1T Google /.1, LA PageRank!™
AR HEESNERBE T I ZHRE HESTHREE — P
BEHMESIH, NbREERE, A TREMEMNERES, BEAFS
EMTARMERMHE. XEEBREEMLTHRER, £8ER
Spammer 7 1A P, eI P9 A8 AR R 5 M T E R X MIRAT 9%
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#id, #EU-HRERTERM M ERNTAFE.

* Keyword Stuffing: #:2€ Spam /B T8 =28, BAAEMNTFIERTRREAER
BREBHF AR5 ZXCBANHAXELIFRE S ZARANERA |
Xtk XEXBEABEATR, WRBAERER 0K divIzEF, REH
BERENEMATREHRA .

Jindal®%& A% Post Spam # Link Sutffing fiRMBES RN A XEUE
234£%5, Fetterly™# Henzinger®WIFIA T 5 R EEMHEARRHIXE Spam.
% & Link Spam, Wul" " TrustRank 1 Bencz url?ff] SpamRank 5%
AR MR R A HR L AT M.

2.3.4 IECHIEN

RARARELFETRIIUER A AFEN LR, HHRE Web
200 4R Blog s, A EMEXHBHER L LB RETAN BN — B2
23 &—MAER Blog Will, RATTLMBKEE, REMHMKXHL A
PRERE RSN, I EERLE. MTTTLUREIN A 6324 FH, MEXR
A 3072 74, & BKBER 48%.

| ] Ritw
EX
=
# | ®
R E m
hEAX
B 2-3 Blog R @A X ABTIER

EXMRMESMRERSEXNTKER, REYEX. Gibson™,
Bar-Yossef 0145 A B AT BILH, SRt P TE 113638 B SMERLEHD, Btk
#5840 7731 28 Chakrabarti®I2IBI1 Deng Cail®% AFIF] DOM RS 12 B
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KM TARRT A, BHRRRXRNE D KETTERN T R#T 0 K,

2.4 HTML XK EZ2HBEZENR

AEWRET —ERMNETBEAMUAMNIE BB ERE, MRIE
TREC MR o F FH i iEF A%, Spam T8, Blog WA HILAKETFHARE
BERRBOCAE RMESEEET T .

BB NE 24 iz, UTEWHEMEEREARTRTR

HTML S 30 HTML }5% HTML 44
i) URY; Xt 7 5 E
A 4
™ 51 3L | HTML X & HTML
A HHEY P9 T Bk
P4 BT R
Spam
y
Zp s
B 24 MR AMRE &AL
2.4.1 BT EREE

REKXKEHHRELERY, LA K-gram FRFFIENFENGIH KBTI
B RO SRS E R, (BRI RS BB A T YISO AR . TiZE
B FSIRES, RLBRINES AT RREEE M EST.

H T WREAEE TREC IR F B85 i I 305 Soa% ick 38 150 B, A TFRIR T3k 4%
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—ANEE: REAEASHEEENARTELH, BREMESMERMFEREH
MAEE RSO LR S AR RRE.

BAIX Reuters-RCVIPICRIE AT T 43t . 4 MIREBS 1GB RXHEX
7, 3t 810000 i Hi Reuters K& HIHT H L& AL G 7RI ZBR ST BB RFFH,
XA ICHAT Case Folding, LAZE 4 F13RAT1E b 42 R ffF 4 2 3C Tokenize.

Z8:it, X IHE 179258204 4 Token, HFEH WA 30 MERFEIH
BT 57400379 ik, HEXH 32%. TREMNEX T XN

“F5 SCREIESCP IR 2 SCH BT 25%, WIRINT 30 JE 3 30 30y

HEHWmT,

WA FRES
Hiti: f/KRE IsEnglish

1 EX StopWordList = {We,W:,.wW}, BHEEFEN MK 30 MiF
2 WHEw EFRES PRIHIRE N Ci, STHEREKAIN

. 29¢

3 Ratio= ZN—'

4 If (Ratio > 0.25)
5 Return True
6 Else

7

Return False

2.42 HTML ¥R & 357 8%

AT HEN HTML 153%8, BRXEAGER, HARTEFEXEPEENAIRTE
i HTML 855, % RH) HTML A RLTEEIE:
o WEANHE, W<i><b>word</b>
o BAEXAFHH, W<a><b></a></b>
o FHBMRETIA
* K/PNEHR, WM<SCRIPT>
 BHHWEHEXRMAE, W<br>
s RIREERAAEEY, W<STYLE.../>
B X e e firh, B LA CSS Al JavaScript & B HIARE AN 7 i) S & b # L E
BEFLE. HABRAFE—RIFEN HIML $4EFW HTML Fix®), Html
Tidy[50]%, (A R I EBE R 2R R EELENBHNTH GRS MTEER,
5 7 R <style>F<script>HIXt ¥ . AHRITIBE T W TFHEE:
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BL—A Stack g% Html # <style>Fl<script>tr & HI 0 750, MBS AIER
NZEFFEEFHMREREBRENFRELBASGRIFE. € XH % MatchTag 0
—Fo

HI\: Html, TagName
#it: HtmlPageMatched

VIR R Stack
VIR TempTag

While (TempTag = ReadNextTag())
If (Name(TempTag) == Tag AND IsStart(TempTag) == True)
Push(Stack, Tag)
Else If (Name(TempTag) == Tag
AND IsStart(TempTag) == False)
Pop(Stack)
10 If Isempty(Stack))
11 Return HtmlPage

O 002N A W=

12 Else

13 Foreach Tag in Stack

14 position = Index(FindNextTag(Tag))

15 Insert(TagName, isClose = True, Index = poesition)

16 Return HtmlPage

2.4.3 M AMBE Z

£ HTML FRfEP FEE =K E15:
a) FIHERFTAE KX AREMN T EAT LK
b) FXTRISCAAT R
c) BHAKGE, DARENFER
AT HE HTML RBRIIEX, RAIFEMRE b BKFEPHTLAR, &
X ¢ BIFEHIT B, FliE<p>H<br>BEhFRH ', &l H&#60;
BERBRFR<.
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JERUS BRI L2 AR 3 Blog ¥ 3 It X it B¢

e X E i CleanHtml #0F

Ei\: Html
Hith: Text

—y

SE X FE MuteTagList = {to, ti,.tn,}, BEFE a LR E
EXFH Dictionary, FHF K Key HEXKFREAS A 0 FIEH
P HTML #5328, Value J¥REEXT NI F A

SilentCount = 0

N

While (TempTag = ReadNextTag(Html))
If (TempTag in MuteTagList)
If (IsStart(TempTag))
SilentCount++
9 Else
10 SilentCount-
11 Continue
12 If (IsSelfClosed(TempTag))
13 Append(Text, Dictionary[TempTag])
14 Else
15 Append(Text, ExtractText(TempTag))
16 Return Text

00NN bW

| 244 RAXAHHE

HTML 30538169 B H 2R B R 3% P 5L 894 /IR 2305 Bk, A #F
MPITEARER L. B HIML - <p>. <li>FHER IR BETE, EX
A8 1 i <table># AACTUHE, TR <tr><td>bR3E R B2 LA F 02 F4R
&, BE%E CSS HIHI, B RTHIBHEER MM <div>irBiR RSB .

2-5 B— LB Blog A div EXFHE, RIXEE 2-3 FRMNT. K
FH div FERN TR BRI N XRAN T HETH Blog RitEFAFHRKIL
R, 3 KB 1R A0 KRR AR X AR, FE X SRR R o 2 A ST+ 56 A <dliv>
PRETIFIN A B R ATITH

15



JEREE R R L2 AR

Blog # 7 () X 82 13 BB 5T

@ <div id="container”)>
@ <div id="1eft">

& {div id="content”) Container T EHEL
& {div class="navigation“> ‘
<{div class="clear”/> Left e FEZE
# (div id="post-471" class="post*> e 4 B
i <h3 id="comments”) Content WA
# <ul class="commentlist”> Navigation FHE
4 <h3 id="respond”>
¢/ div> Post-471 1F3C
(div> Sidebar Bk =t
@ {div id="sidebar"> - —
# <div id="header™> Header 1242 i R
# <{div id="search”>
2 <div id-"tag"> Search BEE
{div id="side-bottom"> </div) Tag Tag ii‘
</div>
Sdivd footer RRAL T

@ <div id="footer”>
@ <div class="copyright“>
div>

A 2-5 $£%4 Blog A @ div £ K4EH
fE 221 EL5HE DOM ERMHEE, dTHET DOM HEKHE
FRFESAATEETK, FENBEREESFEEAFD AN KRN COM 3R
DR F LR B ERER UL RS E RN T EF . T SAX BE IR
MIGETE2RAE. AT RRXANEE, REHT —MHET SAX HREVIFHE

& <div id="container”)
divd
& <{div id="1left">
</div>
@ <div id="content”>
fdivw>
& <{div class="navigation”>
@ {div id="post-4T1" class="post’>
& <div id="content”>
% <h3d id="comments”>
& <ul class="commentlist”>
# <h3 id="respond”>
</divd

B 26 2GRN E diveh

%o LB EAFRR, RPN
Bt M AT 8.

ZHEEMEARRT MR 2D /7 div
PR TEFRENSEH. B 2-6 firnERLE
2-5 FHIERSr div EHBEFZEMET. &
X Content I T B K: EFE— K HILKIBF
RS ZMNE 2-5 F Content HIF4H, F
Navigation 3R [8] &8 53, T3 R 2
98 T M Post-471 $ 45 5 % Content SRE5 R
A

16



JE 5B A W22 12 5 Blog K% 5 (F K i 5L

SEBLIX — ¥ e SegmentHtm! HiEk T, F_LE MRS ILECE A —REF bR
BB RN A% A55 9. BRIARY SplitterList 45 <div>M<body>Fr4%s, 7EALFE
Web 1.0 RUAE 71 i Bt 7T LL B D A <table> ., <tr>Fl<td>Fr%5 .

" #iA: Html, SplitterList
#y: BlockList

WIaE AR #R Stack
TempTag = “*
Position = @
BlockList = []

While (TempTag = ReadNextTag())

If (Name(TempTag) in SplitterList)

If (IsStart(TempTag))
If (IsEmpty(Stack))
Push(Stack, TempTag)

11 Else
12 Block = Html[Postition:Index(TempTag)]
13 Append(BlockList, Block)
14 Push(Stack, TempTag)
15 Else
16 Block = Html[Position:Index(TempTag)]
17 Pop(Stack)
18 Position = Index(TempTag)
19 Else
20 Continue
21 Return BlockList

O 0NN RN~

—
(=]

2.4.5 Spam W E %

7 233 PHPRICELFIE T A Spam 1T A M —E4F4E, AFWRAIVES
FIX LR HEFNRNT Spam SCEIIEEE TR —RF1E KN, FRH BhE M1t
FTHIHT

Keyword Stuffing &5t [E3CHBUR A FH—2 Spam 178, BRAITFEEE XX
2 Spam HE1TAE . Ntoulas!M A%t Microsoft i Live Search!*!& % 5| % ¥iE %
17 Gt RI—F UK TED T 3003, R 127%™ 5T IEX £ T 1000
1, 230K B IX B 2000 A BT %3RS 2 Spam AIMEEEIL T 55%.1E 2 7E Ntoulas
BZE v P AT KB Spam MR AR KE BARFRBIIMXHE, AREMESR

17



JETR S e K2 24 38 3 Blog ft & P I X BT 5L

RKHIBsh, BoiLUARE G HKIEE Spam 7 KHER R BB BT 60%. BEE
|| Keyword Sutffing ] Spam SCASE % #ASTE Keyword Z A1 _E#R =, &
B RThs fUX B MER R H E— 5B RN

Rule 1. W3S BB 300 WK TAR R AT, HIKEA Spam

LR EEERIER RS FR T MR EEERE, NARFE, B
HIRFABRETEHCEN R FARNNE, TE2X—IUER, HoAEMTH
<title> F B fE & Keyword Stuffing fJ H #5. %41 Yahoo Research # fit )
WebSpam-UK2007 $#E & IRATR A, L<title>FBRKEIT 10 HIR EH BT
90%¥¥] P TR Spam HiH. KitE XA T:

Rule 2. WRCAMMREKERD 1083, H¥HA Spam

54— 2 Keyword Stuffing ER — T E KK H A, Bl W freemp3,
vediodownload %. XHEMMEEREANPAF SERT R LRFEEMZHE, B
FUERNERGRERRE T XBEAEERIIRE, BERIHAEBAINX
BAKE. XX Spam WERRABRXXRAAIFRERMNERER. 4
Reuters-RCV1 $4E £ B L AN FIHEK R 4.5 bytes, TRE T E=4MN:

Rule 3. R HiaKiEit 8 S/hF 3, HMiH A Spam

%t Keyword Stuffing KB HFM[ IR, MEXRXBAATREESD
B BRI % R BATTRT DURBAAMFIE. — N S E e X P R BT S RIEE
B, B—AR SCRY B A R E 2 4 A3 Reuters-RCV1 BHEEPIH S,
EXHRMWTF:

Rule 4. TRFT 500 FIERE & X KEAHEIL 15%, HEHA Spam
Rule 5. 0 R CASHAVC T 35 A0 500 MESUAIAR R 60%, HIEH A Spam

55— Blog FHE LK Spam & Post Spam. 4 %1iX%E Spam HFER7E
Comment F B F—£HENKFE, RMOFESBAACHBTIH. 8N
Comment 15 A B BT AT AL B, X 4k Comment 7 (74 3L A< (Anchor Text)
7£ Comment EXHHEE R, XS FIAL 158 % T B4 5 Comment )&
' Spam TS iR M Blog MItE B & X MM F:

Rule 6. WMRXHP RE—KHE, Himl RPH AR ZFE T 80%,
HANH AT EER BT 20%, HI¥H A Spam

2.4.6 Blog M 71 #) IE SCHBX B 5%

hTHRFHHREERTFHEXER AMIBLMT KENITE. AR

18



JRF KT 54 R 3 Blog H 3 = (X 5 i & i 4¢

TERAREIRTE SCREUT i, FF 5 A REMBOR AT B X BT ERTE 7
FIT Web 2.0 k&2 h KB2E &R R S TImAR R, @ig
4347 I 3 R R SR 34T TE SCHER

2.4.6.1 E£F DOM WY A%

Xt F A Blog Fl, ALK ——HwE 2-7 Ffixé) DOM H. F—1
Blog 13k /3] DOM W #N % H ARG B4 BR RERIRE TIXMES
K, AT UL R B I S 1R IRE B AR IE L.

LIX —HER SRR ARSI AT THE, FEE B R KR KR T
#. CANBEEEEPIgRENRIEBEO(nn, + L2+ 1,*°L), HF o L5
FARBIRADNRY SR, BERBIERY DOM MM ESITH, IENEEER
RN AELRHE

( Root ]

E‘ 2-7 DOM # @
24.62 BFFIAZ

WHBR XA TFREEIRE RS, DOM BB, BENEHIE 4N
WREMENR—EHES, BARTURKBEEENERE. TEAZHIEX
FIEWT, RATTLUFA 2.4.3 FREIM HTML XS FIEEE, £8 2-7 BI85,
R 2-8 BRI SCARIFS.

BN ER KN N N
B 2-8 A %14 DOM #t

%t 4% Fr 31 B B K T3 (Longest Common Subsequence) 5k 8 24
%0([112)1 ﬁ:‘] l,jbﬁﬁu i %&Eo ﬁu%%ﬂ&@ﬁf’f?, ﬁﬁl?’ﬁ_\—z DOM W

ORI, RREEERERKARR.

%7 TR R BB R CURR S 07 KR AR R T DOM P gk AR R . £id
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L3R s KB E AR Blog @ R T HIXRABETR

—RERSRAESHH R, MF— Blog FREKMT, BIEMIIELEZEFH
L, FRFIRIK AT BB Vi PP e % W E MR B A EMRRIEH AR il
MEFIHHE R AIHESRH AN aE SE B AL 8T I AR 75 15 B .

2463 BT 2N EKREERAZE

I PR R A BT B BB A EE vt B R s, FhBOR BE % LUE
A ) R T R BN AN ), R A T 75— Fp R R 3 A T DB AR R
B et 4 i I T EAT 23, P 2 0 H SR A P B AT B R AR LA SR BLIR BB
ZHRARR. 2ESMRINER, XEBFATREEFTHNRIE: MIERE
B MYEK Spam i¥ig. AR AIXNEESIAREXT Blog MIU#HITAERE, WK
BT IREFHME.

H %k CleanSite I'F,

BiA: HtmlList
. TextList

AllBlocks = []
TextList = []

Foreach Html in HtmllList:
Foreach Block in SegmentHtml(Html):
Append(AllBlocks, MD5(CleanHtml(Block)))
BlackList = FindFreqBlock(Al1lBlocks, Threshold = 2)

OV 0O & WIS

Foreach Html in HtmlList:
Foreach Block in SegmentHtml(html):
If (MD5(CleanHtml(Block)) in BlackList)
Continue
13 Else
14 Append(TextList , CleanHtml(Block))
15
16 Return TextList

e
o= O
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JER BB KT E 2R Blog # % (X R BB

EFZE ETHRIHERENNXKERDH

3.1.3|8

RKEMERMEM, HEMABBOEHEL I 2 Web 2.0 FACK EZHF m.
H—TE, “FAREEYWSE"XRAREBFERFRRE 5. TR
PiMgeit, 80%MELEXMN A F BRI RiTE, 87%MHFEH RN SR EIE
LS W, 80%K Biog fE# ¥ &R &P,

AP IR A BRI TR AE T RO XML RS, R X ARET
BRES LB X AEEMTOFR. BELNHER, Carbonell ™
Wilks 1% 5> Bt ORI AR ST HEAT TRRS: BIAHEREK, 380K
BRI T — et RIS R IR BR L X BB+ a4y, b
FETHERROPIBEITEER BRRN A RES LB AEER
1 Web 2.0 R )R IEEAE LUK Z KN RS R, X—8UfA @R T R
REIH .

B, BETHAHEEHXEER AT ERFANER. EMERMXAE
BrRABHREANZ A, AEREMTERRREEXS SRR E ELIE
BHENAZERMT RN REZENEEXHET, AT EHFONARSE
MEEBRREHTLE, FRINFEIAEZHEE, EXLENERFER. B
BEA SR BRI CAMT PRI EEE RS, RREHESRHEURMERH
FHEEBBROS TSR THRNANR. AXESERANERSXER, XEAK
Unigram. At & % WHRHEA A R FBUE 8 28 07k R AL B A5 B R E R XHE &4
BT A HEAT T 504

BEEABRALRMT:

B2, AMAMXITIRIAE

F3W, MEEXEDEPT ENAKPANGTER

B4, XEFAFIEEFE T A R AR R I N 2T 2

85, HHEALHNNE TR BREIT T SR IERAE D RBR
KRG R
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L3 R e KB 24 2 3 Blog R& P X B N A

3.2. BT FIHRB A ZEREA

ARG RS VTR B U —RIVRHRM AT LTS, HERHEXA
“EM/EM. “IEE/AE?, FREOMZATLURE. A FHER . FEKX
F5RKABELFMREEMPIAEY, FEEBEERTER TRBARANAK
Fo FTEBR T SCAE B AT R 2 AT, H L E R A A —F A4 AT
£,

TEAR G SOy p, FRRGFRSREFRIGERZ 2K 3%, &8
HEE XM E RN CARITIRE . REKETHRERE XA S REB TR
Wi 3-1 Biow,

; XARR :
| L] mwmm L] it 4_.[ |
HFAE R EX WEHE A

LERE S TS O ¥
3.2.1 XA T RHERE T EER

ATiEHENRELE X E, FEIEBRE SHLBTHENATLURAIAEE R
BAIRR, EXESED, BEANXEARSERRR M BEZREL (Vector
Space Model, VSM). iZ#%! i Salton! 1% A7E 70 SERIBH, 76 LATAINLES 2
AREERETHEPHERE ZHNA.

FERETEER S, AT E D HFEERH—AEEICHEKEAEE
i, P8I AXE d HEEBRFEWEZR D F, RKAAME
d = [(x: W), (t: Wp), wor (twi )] Eot (ke = 1, ..., N) K SCRZE LB — AN,
w It LR

22



JE A K224 18 3 Blog £3 % P 1 X 8 i E B

EXFHNRALESP, FEMBRACAS T HRIFMR LG, WEHE RS
e~ N EEHIAEwy .

3.2.2 $51EHHEN

AT S E 8 v ) R R Y IE B AR — R FI B 1) R

ERHTHRTESEREEREENMES, Bl E—FERRITKEXRI,
3 o SCSCRE 48] XSRS Tokenization I Stemming. SCREHAIPERRIE
HiE RS FREBERE LESERTHIOTED TR

323 4510k

HTFBERESHERE, AMIEESERTHRLHMKERLXFIERSR,
Unigram. Bigram. Trigram. ¥k, firda SSkbriE, EEFHMNRESEEZREN
PERERRARLT . (BASMERIS MR S AR RORAE, PRI N4y 2K 3% VI Se R 43 20
-

Bt 35 PR LR AE SR N SCRS AR FE LA 4 Il R _E— M EE R i)
B, ERRANZRSRFMERIERE, HEEEAETIREEI N REBE
BiEFE.

B T R A R EiAR 4 R A 5 BT AT BRI S, AR — 24t
WEET AR RIS & LA EERE )T 5 B {5 8 (Mutual Information),
{5 B2 (Information Gain) Hh2ZEi U4 fLfh,

324 EIHH

XA RRNAERE, BIMXAFEEUI N EBERR. BT AR MSFE
AR ERERR, RFEELXEFERUBUE . A REFHE T E 7 X
NEA B KR AE o

ERPXARETHE T EERARANE, AHNE. TFIDF NE (Term
Frequency and Inverse Document Frequency) N E. 5 BMHNESE. Fif—FH,
M ERSD T LN MTHTREMRSEARTT R BEEBTRM, £7E
H T LABE X 4H#71%% (Latent Semantic Analysis, LSA) R/8R K —R4FE MBS
%, REFEREXESRFEBRREFWLIEZHEH.

3.3. HF4ER



JE R R KL AL X Blog f % ¥ X B [2) SH 7T

XARFRAEZ G, AT AETAHEE M5 FER BT IS 2 K.
LB X ESREERENENHS (Naive Bayes, NB) B4 P8I ¢ 348
(k-Nearest Neighbor, KNN) 31| boosting!"”. #j% 3JP, AT #Z Mm%
(Artificial Neural Network, NNet) '), £ £ /NP 5 14 (Linear Least Square Fit,
LLSF) 11 g5yl | i EHL (Support Vector Machine, SVM) 141172
%54, Sebastianil®F1 Yang!' 2% A 43 %t £ M F G623 R E U A4
R EBAT T MR —MGAKh, AENM A ERAE R, FEEFENAT
ERA B EERE: T SVM FVERE L KB EREF. AT RE B B F A8
Fifh 88, BEANER DU TR B KRBT A 4
AT TFTXRRBAE, HAMNXEFRRFEM—TEIMRAE.
A& d MEFFRIEH ¢ H—AUE d MEFFRELH oo HIXFFFELR
BREAERRA:
—A3rAd AFIFEIEHC, HAFFEURERRETRN:
d = [(t1:wy), (t2: W), .., (En: Wh)] A (3-1)
Kbt (k=1,.., N)ASTEZREE—MFE, w bt SE. HWCEd N
KRR REEN Ky K T R ) - -
' ¢* = argmax, P(c|d) A (3-2)

R, #70REREHEHAET ST REREE P(cld).
33.1 HERHATER

A M- A (Naive Bayes Model) B —F B EE A K 4E R (Generative
Model). 5TFCHNHKHIHIBER (Discrimitive Model) AAF, ERSERHARZE
BTt SRR Pcld), TiRDFISTEMFUUREE P|c)FERIEE Pc)i#tiTHh
i, BRI AT R, BREREE

P(c|d) = P(d|c) x P(c)/P(d) ® (3-3)

PN T EIRXA d B— AR, AoEmx o fiskig, Hmmumgs. F

B (3-3) bR EMRAFER (3-4),
¢* = argmax, P(c) x [Tz, P(ty|d)"¥ A (3-4)

ERF LB ERAER Pc) M EABURBEZE P(d|c) T LARF B KR it
HRARE.

Fi 3 U SRR (R R KR A TR SC B R E i . REE M F A ML RRTE
BSE XA B HE HFARIL, ERXESLRBRTUETFEEEEOUR. EH
FEFBETFNFES Pd|c)f P)FBENSEHITERRL, BMENEREE
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JesR g K212 Blog Ky & 8 i E 5T

Gt R M P E S AXEHE —E £, REAEHERZRETHR ML
i B R ALK

332 mAIEER
3421 ERBEREESNAE

B KM (Maximum Entropy) FEVEHASHEY, HEKFEEN. HFE
X —ANBENLE A RIBEER 4 AT PR BT, B T A 4% 2 238 E i &4
A RHOERABBEMERBRR. FiiF “AEEEERER—NMETR”,
XREMEHREN, BEMMERYS, TRARRER/D, MENBESHHE RS
BX, EmXasEifa “BAH”  fiekid, REERELBNIHEN,
R RERIB .

BAKREMLARE, ZEMBSMANGHRT, XTROSARSEN
W R EFE RS COmRRHEN b, BATERETIA . A hERE
FERERMT R ERMR, XEMASRMNESUMBINRAS T LR, %

BAHENERR LRBEERASTER, MEXR ERBIMOERZ —,
WIS B KRR, BB R BN 5, —H R B AR RE KA
FIEEMIB. LTF, DellaPietra JLHEHFR R, KT OS HiE (Improved
Iterative Scaling, 1IS) P71, {F/8 & AR AV ZRAT (A AR T HAKER, H Y
KEBRKHEE N T ARESLESRCY. FRH, Ratnaparkhi %5 8 AR
R IhE R T B R B F B F KA AR R A 4 W DI, X B KA
LhERLENATRIET BXBEAKRS. e, EEREBESLE, XXF
BB P RTE S @M AP s, SeAk K8, G
AL A, BAHERNENETEYEENMARE.

3422 BXEEREHR

b & M TR, SRR BN F R P(cld)itiT v, &—
P 8 B 5 #) F) AL EY (Discrimitive Model)o

SLEVGAEES D RAKFBHIEFIFEES C, B—AUAKd € cEE
B—AEEA, BoHBTERER = [(t:w), (t2: W), ..., (tn: wa) | R EFFEE )
S R KA B B N SR R R B {(dy c1), (2, C2)enny (di C)yoo- (@i Wi} o FTTFB—
MER (), BIEINARAESES EMBERURSGH, ATUBHESMEANIR

P(d,c) =f% R (3-5)



b3 B e K3 B0 - S 3T Blog K& 1K B BT 5T

Hp, #(d,c) AREE A )ENHFEF KL TxTTHMHER, 55
BRI ERE S, B~ MFETER R fild,c). FEAERRBRKIAT fuld,c)
BEE XA —MIRRE, B, EXEERERRF, « RO RE—ITBEN
EMMEE XHETORGH, NIRRT REWNT:

fk(d,c)={c1) A T woe

AT R B fuld, o) BB SREAR @, BRI, RIER (3-5) FiE XA L
R, AL AMEE fud o) LR A B E N -
E(f,)= e;ﬁ(d,c)fk(d,c) £ (3-8)
deD eeC

MINERFEA SR P 13 B S MFIETU LR A B E, B AP RS &
ZBmiR. BXHBESHELEEZ ——REEMMIRMASHE, Hit, EX
RGO MEEIRA B B, SIIGEAES P HNAER S fHEER
F—B, EIWTHRERXER:

Ef)=EWf) Vfi K (3-10)

i 8 K4 B AR B 5 — AL BARR X R s BAEAERT EMMERIR, BNEER
RMEHRELSHRNE, EEESNSH. WEAEMEBER P(cld)SHEaT L
RIRA:

H(P) = = Yaep,cec P(A)P(c|d) log P(c|d) A (3-11)

BRBEE BRI R B RBEHE, ARATRNER. KT ..

3. 4. $HEIEFFNEITE

3.4.1 N-Gram

TEE B RIEBBER P, RRCARH—MEEENERFERA, XA]
BB R — AN D /RARBEHLE R . 4K XARRE A —/MAFFIRIE, KRS
BB — AN D/RATRE. ZD/RTRENSIMMAREMRE —EE, BRE—
Fh e D /R AT RBEHLEE

RIED/RAIKRENE R, SAMANHBBEREN Z R Sl H e N A5k
FWMAER, ZXHEFBRK N roRTRE. REFTHEKFH LARBEEALF,
BE N MEUEAR, S+ H MK N-Gram 1E:

Unigram (N=0), RZIAEFFIPENATHEIMSL, 5HATH SRR HT
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Jb s B HL KRR - 2 A 8 S Blog I ZPMXRIIEHIR -

HiARER;

Bigram (N=1), fRiEERFIhEAMATE HIR 5 EE— 15 W
Hx.

Trigram (N=2), R AEEFF &M T H 305 267 394 5218 T5AH
Ko

R N-Gram FER S /R RMEF B EF, 4 R 8 2 R AR R ERLH
MBS PRERK. Trigram DL R IER FBEER ™ ERNEIERR, MIlZ&FEAR
MBEEFFEEEMNEKR. HEXFFRKEEEATEE REA Unigram 3
Bigram #¥1E .

ARG, T EREN N-gram - —BFESN. Pang ZAW
RIAUEF unigram FHE )5 KB HITIE BB KN ERER T bigram. 2
Dave % APAREEARRI LR HOIEE bR IE 4K bigram F trigram 46 7T
PAERTB tE unigram F T HIRBL.

3.4.2 Unigram R ENEIHH

AR, EAXAFHECERERSTPRE L. BEAUREEN T LR
fiE. FI#%, £t XHAC Y Unigram FHESEATRUET B FREITHRIHRER S, BRS
AT B LA B E WA Unigram $5MEAUE THE .

ATRRBHE, LA E Unigram $FAER R AR T

XAEEEDF, dRTEEGPHEIRIE, (REEESPH—AFHE R
if(tk ,d)RNFETIRAE, € X hiAT o HRELE d; PRIREG dft) R
E, EXAXEEDF, HIIER o XFH:; RrEXEESTHEEN
BB Plwy d)RNEAM 6 EXE o PHRNEME, W& FICARENEE W
F:

1. fRE

AR E R R E LRI T, 1 R d; I T 38 4 W wtnd) H 1,

EBA HBN wt,d)h 0, BE:

_ {1 tf(tp.d)
w(tk,di)—{o e di)} R (3-12)

2. HSINE
HRANERGERAALHIASE, BRI SECHIKME, FEHER
THRAEACHEZMHER . RV E R R —MATCE SO SR R B = U

Ry, BE:
w(t,,d;) =1f (t,.d;) A (3-13)
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JEREB KM FA i Blog REFHIX R AEHA

3. B—HASNE

EFAVCANE BARSR A T RAAIC N SR EE M, 288 T X EKEE K
RIS o BSOS dp P I T 1AL £ =K, FIFESCRS d) FHRMIL T HIC £ =K,
B2 do MK EER d) FT%. ZEHIERT BAR 1035 30K d; KRR Z R T 30
doo EH—H M, WRFELEIH dp M do RRER B =B RAISHR d),
ARACOEKTE X E B HLESMR, HREREHBMAER, B2 EEERELT
WEARUREXME A, BTN T 3— RS E BLH B S KRR
W, BE:

N — _ tf(tedy) _
Wt d) = 5= e a & (3-14)

4. TFIDF L&

AL £ A B v R SORS P A 82 S ST ) B AT 5 18, FE ELBI ANBEA ORI R
FAENBARIRRAE . ZEXT SO AT U A%, BRATISCIE B R AR L 1 R SO A 1 8k
AER- FARENC, TMARERA XS ZHARMAIEEMAE. XFiamg
WHBRERIEN to EXH do FHAT L, X d BBFREE. BEFNW
B ¢ RN XHE D NERXHEHANERE, ERAM—NMEXHE D
PHBAIRD, HMEMPESH do PEKUIMEIL ¢ RBBLHEREME. TR
AIBIA—ANE 2R AR (Documents Frequency) S3 df(n), #3
RSB tf(te, di) 555 LAE AR HIALE

PrHER) TFIDF S E W T

tfidf (ty, d;) = tf (t,d;) X log (df"(’:k) & (3-15)

TFIDF 25 EREZFP B EANES:, EEFTEXAHLE LRABEF. EH2
7EF SR AE 2 SCA 43 2 02 B 75 I AS G 18 28 B4 A R AR E SO BLIAl 4. A SR AE A
W F K] 5 1 TFIDF v+ 8 5

tidf(ty, d;) = /tF(te dp) X log (E%) ® (3-16)

ERXp, WEREA o1 ,d) T A E BN BIALET R, URE IR
S P4 (AT S SRS 434 - B, 0 RIEEZ BT SR 900 B R AT T i — i),
ATHRABNESXARKEEX, FXPEFNIEL A, FEMFLEABHT
TFIDF {E#TRZA—LAE, EREMBIH TDIDF REHEED, 1]XEIA.
Mt BE TR ARMTFHR, TFIDF AR KTk R gkl

. Jvtf (tea)xlog()
w(ty, dy) = —edd () R (3-17)

——
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JE SRR A8 3 Blog 3% 3 iy % it i BRI

5. RRBNE
IDF(Inverse Document Frequency)f IEME—% [ B X2 /s B HIBUE
Bk, EX—HE LA RENERRT EERMBEEN, AERRPHER
WHETENEN, RE-BXHEFHAMGICHEREN 1, FERFEXHEPEY
BLEENCAS BAR 0, KE AL A AT 0 f 1 2] 554 RN SCRY AR E ¥ IDF
AR, HEEICEEE T ME BETEE R TRICH 2 mfER. EREMTHHE
ARWMTF
N
Entropy(t) =1+ Zm’—;fgo-;—z)i
pij = z;"::(tt;(‘:f)d,) A (318
HEEBRRIE, ETEMEEHL& TFIDF PN EEAZERE T BRI
Ihe ERAMTENL S LR PITSE R TABBMTEE L, H/RNENZER
fER TR E. HERBFEFSNENRKR, “ENCHAKNESBEAR
X EEER TN O EBOARNE, MEBERIMTHEL, FER;—BKM
WL 7E F i BB AR % 77 78 1T 9 W “go000000000000d”,  “bugfested” 2. 2 1 H
HE R &R R R O M B T RIS B ) o

3.4.3 Atk

SCREHIECKAYE (Part of Speech, POS) BAHE MM Azl —AN
FHAFE. BRI GACHE"RERB ENANEERRA, 4
REEHRESHREBHERORE. £FHEIZCSEHTANIIA, HZAERF
i (Part-Of-Speech Tagging) HEEHIRE AKIRE, MEREMED—FIFEE
ATET .

EAMANARFELE. A, BARE. 8liF. RFE. MEAREEsH, A%
TERAE R EREEE LWL 50 2] 100 FIARAAERE, Flin NN RERE
¥E, NNSREEHZH, NPRERPEFLZALTE. XERBEITTHE
BERREAR, FEHIT €S RE S I AR bRER .

Mullen™™ #I Whitelaw!™ 8 & £ A & A @ A5 B 5 45 1T,
Hatzivassiloglout*% AiE B 7 JE 2017 B 1R SF O 5 BY B W4t 43 AL S R AL 55«

344 BEiA

-

X R HAE R RURE B AR 2 K P —NMREEM R, BAE R
HIEFE ST AR R E. FIRERXE B BRAER
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Jb 3R o K B SR A 8 3 Blog REPH X IETR

XA, NESRETHXAZENAREXRAEEETHL, BREE
R EEER.

BEAMEARTEFREZEMER, —MHEREXHRRPAE BT EHFE,
MRIEE AN HIER— N ZFE, ZERCEFMA; bH Ay EER
WE— MW, T80 T R P A A RV AR B I — MR S R B — A
ARIEENC . #ltnf)F«1 don’t like this book.”, TEZWIEA 1 MIHEM TN
“I-Not don’t like-NOT this book”

HEEATRERNEEAR S, R TERESHERM:

HRAMEEEENFAKESETHEAAR. HWLEEEER No MiFEiC
wonder %&BRERIAA“No wonder N EABREBEE XN, HIMEFH “not
best" XM T BBHRREREEXNIRE, IREEHEBRES PREMRZH
ZRBEDH NOT #IERFERE L. Kennedy i Inkpen!™ R EAEFE B E A
FRAE ] AR B G BT RIS R LY 3%, Eit—PMBERMTUREIANEE R
HIBES T,

B EARTEEA B —ANEERE T AMNBEHBESABR, SKETR
RRFABESN. EELBRETMABEER BREHRINIXEEEE .
M IFR BRI T B SRR R T R PR, BARERETA
IR 3R'E R 0P Y I 16 B8 160 1) 166 P S R A WU

3.4.5 RiRH R

TERE AT Al WordNet 2 K10 F ST R DGAY BN EEB BRI,

EXRENERRESRE, EFE- N EEAENHAFRIMERME
(Al BB “Fb F 51”7, Andreevskaia Al Bergler®l LU 5% K 2al, FH
WordNet ZH PRI N, R XN EFXRRAERYT BIER, BFEIHEXEPHOEER
AT 32 AR AN U BT o SLA AP 2N — S5 X B B T 7 LB 7 AT
NAZRP N — AR R LTS EERBERBNIIREM ESIANES
EES I,

FERFEANOE WBE RSP, MR Ty Ry A B A gt T30 AT
562 35 R B 047 i ) AL

e,

3.5. 5.4y



Jb K HR b KSR 22T R 3 Blog % T (Xt i E BT

351 BIEESTAS

AL B AT SR B X AN 4, AR A TR BB R 2,
SRR AFEERLS T ASIRE. |

LA P A S R TR 4 B R B T RATE TARIEM Blog AR, RATRY
AE SN, SRIEREBREETRE EEABRERGRACEE 3
ABESE, MEPLAERL T A%, FARNGFEACKBNTE. TH®
LI 180 36 R B AR v, RATE LB o M 28 H 15 BARRIE P YA T BLREHL
AR Hh Y A S b AR VI 3

A 31 AL R BATER B RSB LA LK T

3 2 1 0 -1 -2 -3

70 982 357 - 303 511 29

2% SCRH 9 P46 R B9 40 T4 IF T /R T o AR P S 2 SO U™ P A E . %
BEE 5331 MrERIERE MM, 5331 MrER A ERAKXEFBHR, £
#3C & H H ROTTEN TOMATOES 3%, 3

BAE M Stanford POS Tagger XAV #EAT A MEFRIESMY, 7 s 145 4E W&
i RATF TAREE MRS AT HINT ' _

ASCH AR AT AR B R 2 2588, 100 IER, AT 5 IR
K% (Cross Validation). SZXH B 8 UA5r KATHER F4E A V5.

3.5.2 BEMICIEF AR

EERAHERG, MWHEREE, EEEIRYNEDSFREEFNRE
AR : BN —AMEAE o REVE, FHENEENRFT LR, HFHBEAMER
PARLEEHSENIE . DR MFERTIEN, BAEERKBEENES
BH—AENE: T—NEEFERREB - MR E.

AT, BTRXEERSIIN, RARKXAR MRS EREM
Hik, B FRREHFA R REERIE. Bk, BIURID BFEEF R4
ERERRABERNTRN.

HEE 34 WS RFEEEMNETE S, RIEH TEILH
Unigram $5E (Term). EMAFIE (POS). FHEFARIME (Neg) FFIHY BIF
iE (WordNet) ] 4 FHFGE R HAUE T E A S .

ERATHRAINAERDPRLE P, HATECH Unigram $FE 3 F i RALE .
HFER MRS TR S, PR Unigram FFEREBREEL. AT
KBEALCHETXER, BIONSIATUEHFSERACAFOMITH, FELRP
BA BT B MEATCHATHE R AR E T E, RER AL E S B NE R
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Bl e T e ST Blog B & ¥ (1 X8 5] BB T
HI AR AR
£32 AR FEARERESRER
features Word Sentence

sentiment-2 | polarity-3 | polarity-7 | sentiment-2 | polarity-3
Term 85.46% 82.79% 68.50% 98.04% 83.90%
Term + POS 89.58% 87.00% 73.00% 89.38% 75.61%
Term + POS + Neg 91.08% 88.60% 74.85% 91.27% 78.13%
Term + POS + WordNet 88.70% 86.04% 73.13% 89.40% 75.94%

BAVE A X LEAF AR L 36 T ZE B R EUE £33 T 15 B/ L 18 /& (Sentiment-2),
I/ /S E (Polarity-3)MIE 2k (+3/+2/+1/0/-1/-2/-3, Polarity-7) =F533%
£%. GRNE IR, ARIEEFNAESY, BRITTUER:

st F AR AEE RS LES:

EE BB 2 R B IR, (EREMRFIEA S KIS LB
ERARGREZFER—BHI,
REREICRERFEEE T RRARE, ERRAMEAACHERE
R MREFCHREEXRR.

BINEYEANE AR AT DB B AR B R RS 0 R, XS

BT 332 3 f Mullen™ " Kennedy )it R BUAE .
FAY BAFEE R K R RS RIEM. BINSHELRT =R
WordNet F" R, B H MU IEXN 2 KB R AT W _EFERAX .

X FAITFRAE 5 KA

AERACSEORNEERRE LT ESEE, R5ARNSKES
B RIEFHR.

WHERIEE R P R g R R EH

B e AR E RE B A IMA RS R, (EBRUEA unigram FFAER)
HERHRRAERT,

RS RAEFFRIRA—H, FAY REEHBIAEASGETHER
TISIATEZ%H, ZAIRIINSERRBRELIFARL. SEFHE
EAPHEXRERRR, RSGAT BREAERETHIRIHREI RN
REREEZH.

B X ERBARH T, BRATAT LIS RETNRBIA BT ESTEAR
FIRHFEA & . ERZEAN unigram ECFHERERA WA X R, BRER
HEREENTEEREENIAESRHIE,

- BAZRRRHAIE | 75 S 1A S MR E A SXCA R R AP A IE— R Y 55
RAEEIEANBCR . RIEE, SEMMFENCERFREEHIANAEO)E,

32




AR R F L8 3 Blog Ky % (93¢ B i) EHFHL

IMEHERT U B R B KM R EREATRAULRT, BEEARETE,
B ER R BRI S RBAE A,
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R KT F A Blog & (% B B

FME  BlogMWEHRERSE

413518

Y& A A SCRTAR B AR MR 23R, A 3CHEE7E 2008 21 T TREC Blog Track
PRl AT LLZPIA EL, IBFRFEHTNE.

4.2 TREC Blog ¥l 1148

421 iR RERIRK

fE EEM AR ROFRNE, 72006 F, EEEFRFEB AR (National
Institute of Standards and Technology, NIST) FHHIL ARSI TRECEIM AR
FIFRIRE o, HK3IAT Blog & E (Blog Track) *7, X B #97E F x4t
Blog FIfE BEREHRITHERENAR. 24, ZWMECRIIEIT=ZE. EX=
/) Blog VR, FELHAMARME (Opinion Retrieval Task), X%iFHITH
5HMERREFUNEEFARET, KR RMETELREMELHSE,
7 Blog W AUKY &R & T8 B AR AR w0,

£ 2006 £Ef¥) Opinion Retrieval fE%, ILH 14 NMEAI SN T 2007 A
2008 £, BN NIER T 20 X, Hh TREC FIWIFREMH BX Fal AN S
FEHH. EXJLEHTPRP, ERBFEAMPERERTTREANSRRERE.
XEIREFHR T SIFRAMTERP A E. TRURNE R . BE=FR
PR i 5 TS0 & sy i 7 O AR Sy, X BLIRN Blog M AU TN A9 PERIILAR
UEHP—SBARHEMNTIEREWT:

FEit % JLIE A Opinion Retrieval f£455, 48K % %15 PR8N AR A B BX
BTk, B—B, RA/AYN Ad-hoc 5 BRZREA, 7 Blog XAEF I
5% 5w EBAXMICAE, KBAAXERITHRF R REHEXIHIIR: BZBER,
it — M HET %, SR BRIRBMFIRETIERNEHRTF.

EE—BRMETEHXREP, SSPRAMEERT —ERRKNITFRERRF
ET A, 0 Indi®. Terriet*O4%%, JHidiX e T A5 SCRYMIRFI ML R
5|, XRTEAZMMEAHERZIERA TFIDF HEZFRIEE, E5HKEE, N



N TR e 2R Blog Fr % it X B B80T

S HEER P 545 o R RN el T DT FUAR R R X T i A A S 4 A S LA A BT 95 B
HHERAEXEENZW, —ERMROETUCERARD Spam £, M5
By R, MXRBEIABRENA.
R B B EME AL T, HERTEREE T =5
o ETRMHAGE: MBSO HRA3ERMET IirdrFRE R H
HRESERFIR, REAXETOFRAURNARIMCEEER,
XESCASREAT I RAEIT S3 . REFENBET EFMR R RS Rk
THEML, HHA—, ERENRGEFERET —LEHR, BREFGERE
LR R KBS B H AR R T A I Z AT
o ENHTHIE: WM XANFTRTAMINE. AEIHTEER
B, EREFERE. AR, BIAEARNEE. SREARAER
RN XA RRA R P RABAH R,
o WHREDKIE: MA—LECHNE/ENERTR, XANLSEINTIE
(BRRGEPREERFFREND, NEHERMSRR, XX+H
B A A AT HBIRT S BT B iERE B RE 2K
HVIZRERRIR, FECHKERS Blog BIERETHIA AR L
8K, XETERERKETRARS. ERHXRTENSTRRNLZ A
R REKFEHRAEE ESERAMNGERN RS X.

422 FNEIE. EFSHRXKRER

7E TREC Blog Track ¥l , K FAIR Glasgow KR Blog06 H 4% £,
ZHAERWET 2005 F 12 AZ 2006 & 2 A6, M 100,649 4 Blog L RERK
3CHS, HA permalink SR A IFIIF AR RXT 5 . Blog06 i £ AF R T
X 41 Fir,

4. 4-1 Blog06 ¥.i8 £ KB %t
Permalink .
Feeds Documents Homepages Bit

& K %= YN & A K/
753,681 38.6G 13,215,171 8B8.8GB | 324,880 20.8GB | 148.2GB
7£ TREC Blog Track #] Opinion Retrieval f£5-%, &4l 3775 # K A 50
AMEWEBR (topic). XM FA topic, S RAAFTEREMN ZEBRETH A HE
WM A ) Blog X E . AW/ BArETE R &S0 My 2 L5 (Named Entity, A&
W4, HHEZ), BATUEES (AR, FREHRRE—NEMH. %EH
AR A : “ATUEER X7, H X AEHEE®. Blog Track PHIEWE
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JEHTHE e K B -S4 183 Blog Ky = 9% 2 1 BB A

Bk R 53 TREC WEMES HAHEL, B 4-1 2 2007 FH—/NFR topic. A
topic B & LA R JLEBS:

1) topic &5, XtN<num>FB:

2) topic FRRE, Stii<title>FE, BRFEEMEWEIR, 7E baseline RFEPIN
RAFAEZFERE B

3) topic #iid, XtRi<desc>FE, XM TR E MR A

4) topic PRk, XfMi<nar>FB, XtEBEWAARKIF TGN,

<top>
<num> Number: 1048 </num>
<title> Sopranos </title>
<desc>
Description:
Find opinions about "The Sopranos”, a very popular, long running
television program.
</desc>
<narr>
Narrative:

The Sopranos is the story of a mob leader and how he balances his
life with his personal family life. Opinions as to whether mob violence
should have been glorified on television are relevant. Documents
expressing the attraction people had for watching the show are relevant.
Positive comments regarding how well the male lead performs his dual
life are very relevant.

</narr>

<ftop>

B 4-1 TREC ##®} Topic +#

£ Opinion Retrieval f£55%, & MNSIERMN B LR 5 MIRERIIR,
HPBFE—MUEFA BB FER . FMAR SRR . BEEITH
BRER, fEREHE (baseline) R, UMEXNEEERZREWLE. MAMA
PP E R AR RGO L. BREIRREREN, 814 topic &ZIREIE 1000
AMEBARXERR AU EEHF AR S TR KRN ME; MEDFETR
IR R RHATIER, Ll-1~4 S0 O TiRc -l 23R%K: -1, %
REHIBT; 0, AAESK: 1, MXEBERAMAE: 2, HXBERFREML; 3, HX
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Jeipr K2R iR 3 Blog 2 %  (f1 ¢ 8 19 I 5T

HRAMAFTEAMAERA; 4 HXEAEFEARL. B, 2~4 FRig i
YR EAMSERSR, ERAREBETPARN, CANZX=RIIHEAERER:
TARiE R 1 B3CHS, ZE@EENESRRPAFRMHEXRER, BT,
HFTAERSHEARTHEAATRE R

7F Blog Track RIVFHIh, S Ml TREC i ad-hoc R EES, TEXRMU
TILIGER, X &SP REFTRITSE R &

o FIJHEMZE (Mean Average Precision, MAP)

MAP A EAMER SR R BN KRR EE, B

i

LTS
MAP(Q) = =240 A (4D

o Ry BB Q FECHE S P ARSI BE rg AR R H B R,
#Doco() HEERRERP, B i BHXIEERREN, ZiioHRR B
X.

o R-#EHIE (R-Precision, R-Prec)

R-HEF IR 2T Ry MEX IR KR BIRT HER R, B

—_ Ra
R—Prec(Q) = ¥Doco Q) K (4-2)

o H 10 TiAERMAZE (Precision at 10 documents, P@10).

P@10 fERI R R A0 10 B3O PRI SR,

K, MAP fE R EEFEHERIERR. ZEVAIG, A TREC BEAHRAR
trec_eval JIAPY, AzhAER ERIFITEIE.

4.3 Blog M2 AR5 EM

43.1 Blog XM ERS

A XK Blog MAREREXAKRBEIE (two-stage) IR RHEZMEK,
AT 4.2.2 TR, ZER B2 Blog Track P4 KE KBV REHT KA KM AR
RREE ., TR EENBREATHE M BR—Blog TERETFE.

fR# TREC Blog Track MiFRIZEXR, HAFERX —MUEAEHIEEN
<title>F B84k, FEANMAR S RFIEIEH B30I21TH) baseline R4, fEAE
SRS BRI, A S e A Indri B AT HIEKIA trec-web 4514 HTML #4758,
5t Blog06 B £ AT E5|, FHAUEA 07 E# 50 4 topic H Ky <title>F B
FA%IE N B H)A, 8% baseline REE Pris07Basce MR RER. RIFEHIFNL
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JEsER R 2 AR X Blog By 3 i1 < 5 9 AR 5T

BRI, ZRENEENGEEFNT R 4-2 iR, TP RIS H T 07 % Blog Track
TR AR SR R R R E.
4 4-2. TREC 2007 Blog ##——title-only & 3z #7245 2[5

Group Run MAP R-prec | b-Bref | P@10
UIC uicle 0.4341 | 04529 | 04724 |0.69
UAmsterdam | uams07topic 03453 | 03872 |03953 |0.562
IndianaU oqlr2fopt 0335 |03925 |0378 |0.576
UGlasgow w0gBOPFProxW | 0.3264 | 0.3657 | 0.3497 | 0.552
DalianU DUTRun2 0319 |03671 |03686 |0.6
FudanU FDUTisdOpSVM | 0.3179 | 03467 | 03501 | 0.454
FIU FIUDDPH 0.3053 | 03498 | 03475 |0.492
UNeuchatel | UniNEblog3 03049 | 03438 |03266 |0.516
CAS Relevant 0.3041 0.36 03779 0.446
gﬁtﬁ“;f UALRO7BloglU |0.2911 |03263 |03134 |08
UWaterloo | UWopinion3 0.2631 | 03344 |0298 |0.49
CAS NLPRPTD2 0.2587 | 0.3088 | 0.2956 | 0.456
Zhejiangu EAGLEL 02561 | 03159 | 02867 |0.428
BUPT Pris07Base 0.2466 | 0.3018 | 0.2835 | 0.456
KobeU KobePrMIRO1 | 0.246 | 03011 | 02744 | 0.44
NTU NTUManualOp | 0.2393 | 02659 | 02749 | 0.486
KobeU Ku 0.1689 |02417 |0219 |0.254
RGU rgu0 0.1686 | 0.2266 |0.2163 |0.288
UBuffalo UB1 0.1501 | 0.2001 |0.1887 |0.266
Wuhan NOOPWHU1 | 0.0011 |0.0071 |0.0072 |0.008

M ERGERTTR, BA 07 FWRARZH R G R R RY BRAITEREFH A
B, FL®RAIE Blog MY, Spam I, BEWHESY B, BEHWSFE

43.1.1 Indri HXRRFE

F XA LM Blog FEAARMERRF S AT Massachusetts K225 Carnegie
Mellon X¥3EFF RN Indri FRRERRL. ndi RERETEFTHE
(Language Modeling) 'I5#: 8/ (Inference Network) P& I RIELE
B, XFHHBEARACLAEEBRREZF R ENHRARNA, RIAWEIFHK
FIR RIEEL , Metzler F1 Croft KB ES RN MXRHENLE SR T
5 BREF[94].

Indri RERZEFBRANEHNUENES, BB IFNEERNEN &
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Jextims K L frid Blog £ % 1 (K K Bt i EEWF AL

-
o EWELAIMN (#weight #EIEFF)
o WHIMMBER/ER GHIEMEZEHEXFE (#owN, #combine, #filrej
F8RAER
o AMFIE Xk, ELE, ANEXR (#syme FHAEFD
o DEHIENAYIE/R. HHATEE . BE S E K L8 (10 Bush.author, #date:before.
#date:after. #date:between. #less. #greater. #equal FEEIERF)
o T, B, W (field). XHLEH R E XM RFRERMIRE
(term.field. #any. #combine[field]( ql ... qn YZFERIERF)
gt4t, Indri H#EREFX TREC £MKXA. XML, HTML K ¥%i# 43 &
HIfERT . RTIThAE, I EFRAEPEMA TR doc. pdf &L AW XIS HFF.
FEf, Indri REERFFEERR. BURH, FEAMELEENPER] F
ITERKLERE D AFEE, CHIIENAT TREC TIKHA T (Terabyte
Track) FMI=1I,

43.1.2 MIE B TRE

Hi T Blog06 $iE&E P, ERINEE Blog M RAEH Z4EL, XM HIE IR
BABNEB/RAEE. Indd BHFK HTML M RARTTERIGEE TR E 2K
HTML #RE MR LB 5 05,0 T 2248 HIML £ ER S TR %, RS LR
BERGHIRNRMREREN P EERA.

A SCH S A B3P AFESGE RS I ERR 5 Blog06 I ERBES TR

ROFESETE SO, Z /e HTIRE X SE RSO IEXCR . AVMERFEIEXCHBUE RS

M Spam Ry E i #E#E Spam M T LAR, EFMBTEHMEPNEETE
MXARE, FBRNBIEES K/ DERAA 15G.
£ 4-3. Indri 89 R & A4 ok fo K I ik 604k

4% MAP MAP {215 R-pre P10

BiF 0. 4341 0. 4529 0.69
PrisO7Base 0.2466 - 0.3018 0.456
PrisO8Page 0. 3761 52.51% 0.4122 0. 6840

Bx 0.0011 - 0.0071 0. 008

LEEF VTS Blog06 permalink R £ A £, BT HTML EATiERZ 5,
%A Indid RERINNRSIFRRESENBLERNT2I0GHTRI, KBER
5| PrisO8Page. BATXANES| ERFA 07 E£IFEIEE Tite FRFHITRE, &
BE 7 RARARESE MR ARCIR 45 AT, & R WE 4-FiR. TUES,

39




Je B i K2 T 22 A R Blog B R+ KX METTA

£ A SCHY DU IE SCIREUE R R B R BT 8 8 Baseline RAMMEREF WA EHIR
o

4313 BERFIMAERERRSAE

A 243 FRETET SAXBEONRE NSRS EIEE, FRZEET
DA SCAEAT B304 B R UIBRTE A BALHATRS], WaT bl e —BaHF X
R KB RS & L E AR RIS, ERA—BoARIEMEBR TR E
MR RAERE. FERIITT WL

BAMVMEAE E—VHER hdi BRRENEIISE, XTEMEL Pris08Page
BURE M2 Y14 ORI P LB % H & 1T R 5], 3R & 5| PrisO8Paragraph.
fEF 07 SRR Title FREE, 58 query RGN K B& AH R
HEE. XERIH, BAAXMEERPREENRES query WHEXESE. AR
44 PETLLES], HRAMRAMRARLEE, FANRRLERLSTURSRE
BR.

A 44 BELAMERKREEE (Title-Only)

A% . MAP MAP &% R-pre Pa10

B 0. 4341 0. 4529 0.69
Pris07Base 0.2466 - 0.3018 0.456
Pris0O8Page 0. 3761 52.51% 0.4122 | 0.6840

PrisO8Paragraph 0. 4543 84. 23% 0. 4935 0.7

Pris08Combine- 0.5023 103. 69% 0.535 0.75
BE 0.0011 - 0.0071 0. 008

B 5B 1% PrisO8Paragraph F1 PrisO8Page HI4E RiFIT &I, WHERMEX
A E IR INIRE T Pris08Combine. 44 T WA BRERF T ER
#, PrisO8combine R ITIKB KB IFHAHXELE R,

4313 BT BRTESK

#4E Blog Track iFMIME, 7E Blog iXHERZRF |, BRTRABINEITH
bascline &4Zt, HMAZLHAILURAMEMEMAEMER, GBEATLN, MR
REAZHTHS. BT Pris07Basee M Pris08Base RS H AL RZEILLE:, AL
RURENAHMTE BB ATUEZENREHCRREXHERR, BERATX
MERENESRUKXBEGEREN, FUSRERZHBEE. FHik, T5FH
i Indri REMEBILERES, MEHER Topic TV BHE, BEFEK
HTHEN—AEESE, RAUE A EAHE:

o ¥/ Indri £5HLEWIET, X&A topic FHI title F Bt EH B WA H
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Je s i b KR8 Blog Ky 3 RIK Bt B 4L

BATIE A%, H5RX 49 Em i AR R E P R E
FREBZBBRERERIREE M

FERAXA G ERKIFITY R

Pk topic fi<desc> <narr>FBH IR KB E, MEHHITALEW
¥i&;

FIH google AT B A X RIRBIEIR, W ERIAFHETHERE,
B4 & T ) BAE et T AT e vt 4 A .

ERAAER TR (Wikipedia) #ATE BT R

Bitn, & 4-2 o5& # EE“Sopranos”, il Indri HHUEWMIES, ¥
BEWEY RASGHAERGENE 4-2 Fir:

<query>
<num> Number: 1048 </num>
<text>

</text>
</query>

Sopranos.(title)
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Sopranos
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)
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1.0 Sopranos
1.0 Soprano
0.2 lyric
0.2 television

)

B 4-2. TREC Blog Track &4 & & 4 L& 14 £ 47 H)

W _EiRFEk, % 2007 4 Blog Track 42 %8 50 4™ topic #1TE Y BML
Wbk e, AR AR TX 4-5. RN, t3F 2007 4E Blog Track JliA
B, ZERENENSRORIT/BEERHTH.
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A 4-5. By R5 KT A5 ditle 3R e sk Rtk

4% , ld WAP 5
Title Only Query Expanded
B 0. 4341 - -
Pris07Base 0.2466 0.3432 39.17%
Pris08Page 0. 3761 0. 4625 22.97%
PrisO8Paragraph 0. 4543 0. 4996 9.97%
Pris08Combine 0. 5023 0. 5478 9. 06%
B#%E 0. 0011 - -

432 BET1HES % Blog WRRRRSE

A1 Blog MAKRRATA T AN BREY, HE—MBHTHXEERE
A5 “HIE” MCRTIER, BRSSO TR AR AT, SRR
FUAXN S RS B EFHRE, KA AN THFIE.

ZE5 2007 FEMVERIES, RATRA T 3.5.1 ¥ RGO TRI CAH B
ST EZMAKRERING T BARMER, LI A8 Blog STRATHIM A,
BT UGBS 5 B S BORTEMME AR A RAR 5, B3I 1 B4
PSR TTRIE S T RITMR R 8.

TEAERIIRS, BHRA T ATHE AR, RATChZ SR AR R
GREAYIG T AT RO BRI K3, BRI TR A B E 5
SRR I 5 B ) E A W 43 2 2R 10T,

A RIZEZE 2007 46 £ EHE A L3R ELIRA, {#/ 2006 48 Blog Track = ff]
EES RMIAF IS . TR PrisOpnS MM T AR AT TESNER,
prisOpnD NI{EFEBRTHME . XFHHMAREHEE, 446 L ABmE
F B MR R RS AE B AN ad-hoc ERKY R R4, HEATH LRI 0 3E 4-6 BT

4 4-6. Blog Opinion Retrieval # %} st 321147}

F323 MAP MAP# 5 | R-Prec bBref P@10

BiF 0.4341 - 0.4529 0.4724 0.69
prisTopic 0.3357 - 0.386 0.3725 0.578
prisOpnS 0.3615 7.69% 0.4 0.396 0.542
prisOpnD 0.3633 8.22% 0.399 0.3687 0.566

EBERMNE, PRI S Ulinois KFRA K BRIFMSHE 2007 FE 1 VER
R R . T SER 2K MAP 155R{04 03453, ®TLAIAK, A3 Blog M
ARZRARZHBAEREESE B L5 ME KT,
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EFLE RESRE

6.1. TIERS

A 3xt Blog RREFH REMILE, XAEBRSFEARBT THEHIER
WRIIE, FEHER EERT —% Blog RARERS. EFFAMNIEFTIRET
—HER, BAREAL. '

T R SRR AT AL, 2 iR B B AT 4515 5 A T AR SR A IR A0 TH 1 )
ZHAE, ACETIAMERBETNR. #5) 2 Blog MITAIEXRNK L, Faf
hRBitie T WEAH . WEAFREH K Spam B FRA, PRMEEICARE
FRAAE. EREABBRARNEABR, FRPHMTHERFROEM L, 7
ZHTRAENTESHRE T R AT CALRE %, DL
e AR SEH K RAES M TREC MM ARFORIN, AFHLHLR%E.

EXAF B ETE, SFHIXHACR N-gram FERILEFIE T H %,
PERFE 7 R W E A R SCA Y R AR AETE 24 A 175 R A SUS B R P I RUR AT
T B A LA AT RA B BARE PR LR, AT LRI &5
AEHPINAY R ELTEXARTFAEEESIARRFFE, MWHREREF M
AEE, EEBAGFBIRE SRR R,

H1%¢ TREC Blog YFIKIFE K, HAGFEGER T LIXFREIK HTML #2477
BREGEEE. XAARRREMTBUEET%; U Indd BERFEAER,
RZHMLERETSURRERER ML SHRREN, FRIRET Blog X
P EBARX AR R AL . 7F Blog Track B & LEIPFIIRER R, A
Blog Mkt R RGIAZ T BAHITEAEAK T

6.2 FEH—THRANTIIE

EEXHTHED, WEERSARE, FTEHE-PHMRR:

F—, ENTEXERRT, BEEMERHIFA HTML REHLER, Xt
FEXHAE div BREARNMEEENENFIERAENA; EE5H ERE
REMBERRHE: RIEKIEXHRE Blog [EXMEE IR Z KRR
iE.
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