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An Opinosis and MRW Based Sentiment Summarization Framework

KANG Shi-ze ,MA Hong, HUANG Rui-yang
( National Digital Switching System Engineering & Technological R&D Center , Zhengzhou , Henan 450002 , China )

Abstract: In order to produce summaries of online comment text, this paper presents a novel sentiment summarization
framework which can produce abstractive summary based on Opinosis graph and Markov random walk model. This frame-
work first convert the original text into Opinosis graph and use the Opinosis graph to mine the features of the original text,
which can be used to classify the sentences. And then this paper adds a sentiment layer upon the cluster-based conditional
Markov random walk nodel, and this improved model can judge which sentiment polar of the sentences in the same cluster is
representative and select the proper sentence to produce abstractive summary based on the factors of sentiment and cluster.

Experimental results show that this framework has achieved better results in ROUGE ( Recall-Oriented Understudy for Gis-

ting Evaluation ) value compared to the baseline algorithm.
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2.1 Opinosis [&|
2.1.1 Opinosis & &9

B 1R T Opinosis (B0 BR. —2H A
LA FAT KRR FEX N Z =151,
Hrp A 2, RE DSV TR S ). B 2
e Z MM T — A BT, Hdh A BT w, A
> B3] BRG] B IO () SR AR 2 (AN § service :nn |
{good:adj| ). B4~ 150 w, JE i Opinosis [&] H1 1) —4~15
5 v, 0, RS A BRI AR A A —
ASEAIA]  Z0 RUEA)AR R (SID) SRl sk BT 7R )
P45 F1E FE 1% A) BT H B B 4 5 (PID). At
BN RSN ML E S E (LA (PR %5 B4
W1 FR T E AL E AR B Y | SID: PID | ST 4L %) 2H B 19 51
o — ]I LG S5 R 2R A ) il sk .

Ei%1 Opinosis B HEE

A RTHE Z= 1511

Hith:G=(V,E)

0. fori=1:n

1 w«—Tokenize(z;)

2 sent _ size«—SizeOf (w)

3 for j =1 :sent _ size

4 LABEL«w;

5. PID«

6 PID«—j

7 if ExistsNode( G,LABEL)

8 v;+—GetExistingNode( G, LABEL)
9 PRIWPPRILJ_ U (SID,PID)

10. else

11. v;«—CreateNewNode( G, LABEL)
12. PRI, «(SID, PID)

13. end if

14. if not ExistingEdge (v;«—v;_, ,G)
15. AddEdge (vj«v;_, ,G)

16. endif

17. endfor

18.  endfor

2.1.2 # A Opinosis Bt EBKETE M

EX(BETRME) IIRMEELNEE, KER
IFEARTORYE r(q,s) BB ZBEEE SN ES A T4
B, A BEAR I TR PR = BRI AR BB AR 1E

r(q,s) =nqﬁnq+,-“ﬁnx (1)

Horfin, = PRI, N2 Wi4L SIDs (1958 45, IF B2k Wi 24
SIDs X} Ri ¥ PIDs 22 /NFS 8 o, 0,2 o, >0.

BARITCRTERTER RN B A 2P0 h 18
B AR B N2, T S8 o, 5 0 36 FE A2 48 TU A i) 7o
VPR R 200, BRI, X T — A0 T o, B o, Z A
MBE#2 R, (E(PID, - PID ) <o, B S80I —1F
RN AL,

Bl 1 /R — 5T U4 S0 A] Y Opinosis [&]. 40
B 1 BT  £148 Bt 2 1) = A Tl ke il — > 28 W B 4.
H Y58 10 PR AR LR B AR TUAR BE AR L B R B s i
FEAE.

3 :%‘ 121: *E 77jlg

AR SO R AR SR ) S AR AR AR I 2 iR HE SR
T Pk SCA 5 B AL Ol Opinosis 8, F 1 ] Opinosis
P2 40 R R HE AR 25 X0 ) 1 iR AT SR 28, S & M AR SCHR
HE 8 35 I JEORIT 2R 2 1 2 A R B SR I L i A A AR
( Sentiment-ClusterCMRW ) 45 & 52 2K F 1 B &£ 2B 1)
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Input :

SID:1. FHUFHIRAEL , K/ARILE , BRI A .
SID:2. FHUMNBREM . HHEZADMHE .

SID:3. REFHMZLFH » SIBEHIRENR .

%11 OpinosisEl7R{il, FHLFIRT Wk

FHEAREE i -
——{ opmamten T i

2 BAHESE

3.1 HEmRZEERE

IR IE AR 25 S 57 twitter HP hashtag [#) )3 & , hash-
tag & DLAF 5 “#7 JF 3k BT OCHE 7 s T HT T OB 4
twitter 43X 42 hashtag {5 A HURL 19 800 tweet 317
o328 BT R U, AR SCRI T Opinosis 24 1 3C
A TR B B v A R T A O R AE AR 25 Ok X SO i AT
k.

e SR R R 22 H0RT LR IR FAS B U 3L
FIEARA 23 M = A1), PR IHG A SC R i 5k s 25 o il
£ IR N RO e 3 A4S S Tz R SCAR R R
FHIEBRAS , B JC DR I SCH A6 0 Opinosis (8], 2 J5 B E
B o HH o, BEE 9 2 M Opinosis [ Hr2 4 B 4 %
RN 3 I LSRR TEE R T o MERRIERN
FHEAR A ARHERR S H, = { (hy,w,), (hyyw,)
oy Chyyw, ) E R by S RRAEARAE w0, DI hR 25 1 #%
RICAFEER R ACE. TEE, IR — R KB 3
MR HITURMEE W T o, WEZ AR N AR BE A
o3 TR WA AR ], R A —
FE B 1 S

248 R IR IEAR S e G H, BRI TR G A&
PR BICRT LA 43 Sk 450 55 e i ) 1 3 S50 S8 AR5 AE 37, AR Sy
TR FRE RN A X /IR E T S %15 R

AR SCAE FH M. S b v SC RIS BE ) 20 A FE R ST
PRI , 2 b — i R 7 RS AR S iR
BE 5 B R TE R IE 2 IR, LA VR

G H.
311 FHERERE

H T ed 5 —Se A AL R A R EAT 1A — 26
AT LA AT R HER M R AR U ZE A AL

N TR H R BRI R 2 S, BRI Ak 2 1Y
TrEE M — IR

Hik2 WMBEREREE

G H = | Chyswy), Chy ywy ) e, Chy yw, )
Fithh:Cy = {ep e, e, (m ARIIRIEHAED)

0. € ={h}
1. forh;,in H
2. if X F €, FIERE ¢; A sim(h; ,¢;) <oy (oy FARSCE E HIHE
TLEE I )
3. C,=C, +1{ h;{
end
end

Z J5 {8 Kmeans 505 0 FFAEBR 25 04T B2, HAAl
RUF

HIEH C, PR E R RO, Z R H
AR AR H f 3 1 R 2 o0 T TE IR — 2, i
PRAEIZHR BTN RIS O AR LA K T B o, , AR R
JER AN (2) s i 4 5% I B H 350, b b, L e G
S by Ry e TR ] dE SRS 50 B JE HOBTH AL RS A
KB RIE L, 32 R ABOR B B R T A L
A8 1k BERFEABRZE AN C, v iy i A SR 26 O AR L
RS/ T A, WK HE A ol — 2K,

sim(h,,c;) = cosine(h,,c,) (2)

BATTLANS H h b8 RGBS C,
XFF C 28, HAE A th SR A Y .
3.1.2 AFE%

X TS R B A, P A T 2R E
o B 48 ) DA S R T SRR AL T A 2R A R — ¢
fEZE .

2, A A & FRAE 8] (9 4] AR B TR AIE 2
M R SRR SRy 3.2 TR SCT 4R Y Sentiment-
ClusterCMRW #2570 (1 iz | 2.

3.2 WEAN-ETERMBERNEZGI/RAXME
ML EE S ( Sentiment-ClusterCMRW )

g TRV Rl AR AE S 2R A5 R L) ) 96 2R LA B 1 R
fi AR SCHE Wan' ™ 4 A 38 T R 9 45 1F 2 R B G
BEALYFEAR AL ( ClusterCMRW ) (9 5L Al 1 Rl A 1 17 S
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I\ N /N A
NN AV
A A \
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U
AAAA AA A
3 SRS A LB
AZZ)RERBRIT IR R G =(V,,V,,V,,
ELE) PV =V=to {20 FH,V, =C={c| 2%
MESRAKA,V, =D = {p | RAFEANEA , P AT —5) 71
TR py =1 - 1,0,11 (=1 AR, 0 REHE,1
FRRAR ) 5 38€ LA — 17 It P52 e 1R - 0 Rl A B H X
M) F R ] v, RS B — T B = E = {e; 1o,
v, eV | FRTARFZ BN, E, =1 e,lveV, e
V,and ¢, = clus(v,) | FoR—0)FRHEPTELRZ MY
KIK. clus(v,) Fmtd 5 A] 5 v, 192K, m(clus(v,)) € [0,
1] RRE clus (v,) fECALE D h g EZE, iE (v,
clus(v,)) e [0,1 ] KR )5 v, FH AR 22 8] (4 5C 1
SRIZ. sp(v,) Fosh)F v, WG B
M RAAEIE DR S )T v, BN 0, 195
PERER AT LR AT
p(i—jl clus(v,) ,clus(v,) ,sp(v,) ,sp(v;))
SGi—j 1 clus(v,) ,clus(v;) ,sp(v,) ,sp(v;))

(Rl

;f(iﬂkl clus(v,) ,clus(v,) ,sp(v,) ,sp(v;))
Af Y f#0

0,otherwise

G =71 clus(2!) ,clus(v)) if Zf¢0

;f( i — k| clus(2!) ,clus()))

0,otherwise
(3)
Flijlelus(n,) clus(v,) ) R A1F o, BT v, 2
R 7E2% SR 2 P /) 11 R 2R 0 T I I 5| A .
S =" Telus (0], clus (0] ) ) FoR ¥ 15 R R AL T A1)

Ty . R Wan (9 7 25 5 52 (F (" —
Jlelus(0) ) A EBRE (i7" Lelus (o)) ) HI 312
FORIFR AW AR INT
fG" " lelus (v!) ,clus(vf) )
=A - f(" " lclus(2))) +(1-X) 'f(igﬂjglclus(vf))
A ) - (eus(r) - (o clus(2!))
+(L=A) « fG'—") - W(clus(vf)) . a)(v_f,clus(vf))
=f(i">7") + (A + 7 (clus(2))) + w(v!,clus(2’))
+(1=-)) - W(clus(vf)) . w(vf,clus(vf) ))
(4)
Hrp a e [0, 1] 20 28 3] HARZEAX 7041 i 45 5 AL
O ORI R B DL S ) - B R oG R I R AT
I AR SOR AR 5% I BE 09 7 k.
SO ") FoR AT R R 5 A7 o, AT o, Z
Vi) 18 32 AL, V2 R Al T W S 2 ) ) s o A 5K T
JETTHA.
G SR S (5)

S iﬁ_’je) = Sim(:nsine(vie’vf) =79 0
lvil x lv;

7 (clus(v)) ) FI T clus (o)) (ECAKES D o
A, i Y 7 ik s T R RN SR B R K
FAEIE.

vy’

a(clus(v!)) =sim_, (clus(2!),D) (6)
w(v],clus(v!) ) FHFHrm)F v, B clus(v,) Z[H]
(3% B0 B, A e 1) 7 VAR T o M AR SX AR L

w(v!,clus(v!)) =sim__, (27, clus(2?)) (7)
B ZOBATIH— A M LA
M:].:p(iﬂjlclus(vf),clus(yf)) (8)
T fdE M OSBRI TR E R 0 AT
PN A TTRA A 1/ VIR 1] B
BETHERE M, )1 i HE R e o] (i He 5 2 B
(/0] 45 BT LAFRIE N 15 PageRank SRS 128 14
£

(1 -p)
SenScore(v,) = * ; SenScore(v,) + M, +W|L

(9)
BRI

A:/J,MTA+(]4”_/|L)8 (10)

/H\:EP A= [Senscore(vi) J vl x1%ﬁﬁ/ﬂ¥ﬂgﬁ\§&@% e
S LR | BB L. w SIS R 320 0. 85.
LRI T B K B DR 2R A = b+
LLZI8) 00t S by 04 OB TLE U A
G A 0.
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4 LI

AR SO M S 3 v S IR 1 20 A4S F2 TR Hh S
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ML B LS D0 IF HARGRIHS 70 A 12 328 1 WL
S IR B A AR S B AT VR 23 i
3 B GEARTE T ZAE R S bR e, K P 25 SR Y
{H. [ B E PR 4 R J7 22 B, 24 3 AR Iy 22
K TIZ BE I 55 559% 800 S2 00 45 . 5250 45 R R W
20 A F AT 2 AN EUY S A5 Ry 2 RO HE K
HA& . L R PrE A - X 46l R 0. 95% , 54
FHAS S5 Al ) - e R 79 1% PrscHiz .

AR S Hp S LR e SO R A TR
Python f{] SnowNlp J%.

A3 Afi F§ ROUGE ( Recall-Oriented Understudy for
Gisting Evaluation ) >k 7 5t i 5t L &% £ iU 2N L5
B BE 2 (] (1) — S0Pk, ROUGE 3& FHLEs i 22 F A T 4%
BEZ Y n oeR I, I HoE )z T PR T AR
{fE. ROUGE-N gt~ fir 7 () n S0 A3 Bl )i «

ROUGE-N =

z Count,, (n — gram) (11)
gram e S

Se {Ref Sum|n-

2 Count(n — gram)
Se | Rel Sum}n—grame §

Horpn £R n LI K E, Count,,,, (n-gram ) 7R #F FEAL
TEMS R B Z LI n 07 58 10 d R

TEA SC Y 56 55, fd ] ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2 Al
ROUGE-W. #f 5% % H{'" ROUGE-1 I ROUGE-2 5 A T
B U L 22 8] Y SBR[ B B B ) ROUGE-N
G HCE FHFPPAL 5 2 (4 30 1 7. ROUGE-W J2& 5 F AL
K AT I .
4.1 fLERL
4.1.1 FBANEERMHEREXTLE

R CH4 PageRank \MRW L M ClusterCMRW A4 fy 3
WS Jor PageRank ™ 3 S —Fi By 1 732 1 B WL UF
SERER [ R o M R R R ) T2 T e R
A SCHEFF PageRank 4 Sy JEUER 2. T MRW 1 Clus-
terCMRW #[ 2 #4 2t Sentiment-ClusterCMRW 1 3L fill

B TR HER . SCRACR IR 3R 1 PR
F1 EANEEMMERER

Bk ROUGE-1 ROUGE-2 ROUGE-W
PageRank 0.3534 0. 0536 0. 0841
MRW 0.3512 0. 0549 0. 0828
ClusterCMRW ( Kmeans ) 0. 3654 0. 0897 0. 0872

Sentiment-ClusterCMRW
( Opinosis )40

0. 3789 0. 0931 0.1032

MR 45 R SEERROR AT LAF i, MRW Fll PageR-
ank H TR 1 48 I 3R R A 1 Z ) B 5C &OT HLAR
S P ML A A5 28 PRt S 9 OR FE BCAR . T ClusterCM-
RW A3 MRW A1 PageRank 2225 J& 1 /i) [f] f) 3R 285G
R PHANRRFEENE, KSR POR A X MRW
PageRank 4. 2~ SC 2 H Y Sentiment-ClusterCMRW [
THIE TR TAEA DT g B ) & HA R
P, I SEEROCR 5 ClusterCMRW AH LUAT BT #8551 24
SR 5 LKA S 2% 4 2w 1 m) T B ) A G,
PRI S AR SR A GEAE Al U] 1 B R 0 26 1T LS Ji A
KA RHE Y B I BT HACRIRER 0 AR &
LW R 1 ) 5
4.1.2 BETRYE o WERHFMN

4 FRIR T BEARTURTE o BURTR] R B 0 52 35 1
#1545 ROUGEL i F1 ROUGE2 {8 4 5 1. M 5 56 2% S
FIRT AR ), 24 o BUE 15 ~25 Ao 47 I SEBRCR B0 Y
o BRSNS LI RORFE 25, PTREM B R AR Y o B¢
/NI H oy AR E DS 25 AL 2 (A 02 1 TR EAR
RBAEM UK SH R E X A C G
AR RSS2 iSRRI AT I [A] Y 8 K5 T2 o o K
FHROR I R o (Hd /e S BOF 200 %
FRFIESS A B , DA TS A BP0 2205 L B8 /.

4.1.3 BREEFOXMERANZM

5 IR TG A - 0 A [R] (1 {6 B % 52 56 2F
fibr ROUGEL {E A1 ROUGE2 {8 1) 5 il 7EHUE Sy O B
AT 25 BLATE 4K b ClusterCMRW 55 750 R 41, Ji [K] 2 A
SCHT T Opinosis [ HFAE SR 287 I AH LE Clus-
terCMRW #5 8 B i ] 1) kmeans 58 28 75 2 5 Jii1 1 [m] ¢
fiE. 18 6 WU BN SEERORFEA 22 BB 0 5 /9 T =5 1
e AT RE A I RS 0 (RS T e 8 B AR A
180 ¥R IR JLAS BT R s AH I 2 0 JRU{ELRd /& ) el 17
JERPRIZR i 19 LR A DR AR AEG ™ SR I 1 52 i ) 2 5 B 5
BRI ) BEATK.

4.1.4 EHFSEHANNERBHZ

6 FRom T4 280 A HUAS [R] A R %of 552 6 20 SR
s, NI LA ) A B IBUEAE O Fl 1 2Z i) B (i
i i TS AL f (il clus (v,) , clus (v;) ) [l
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o 0092 NS o 0001}
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& 009 2 0089/
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"o 15 0B 30 335 0080 5T 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
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i TR AR 4325 PR 36 ) 14T PP 56
B S S S TR PR TR TR TR L5 LAWY AR SCHE I 10 77 2k 5 HE B A L AE ROUGE
@ R T— (B BA B3 i ELAS SCRR S AR B — i
0.095 PPk, FEHE T 25 09 A v FR AT 25 B8 dn fay 388 axk %o iy il
- B/ S5 B A HE PP {0 A B 4k S B A 1 A R
S TRk
o 0.085
2 (1] MHEE, E R, 5% 11, % JE T PageRank (9} 3 230
008y PO A (T ] P SO A% B4R, 2014, 28 (2) 185
0075t - 90.
Lin Li-yuan, Wang Zhong-qing,Li Shoushan et al. Chinese

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
0
(b) TN TXROUGE{H (1521
S A IR DR 0 8 SR g 2 i

TR ARSI HOR A 10 2 A HRO 51 w5
RO 2 O ) T IS ul H AR 26, 18 A B B (R 19 52 5
HOR.
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[2] i, X X, B sk HOME. 5E T AR 2K 5 7R 43 A1 A
RUR 2 SCRY S A 22 [T ], TH B HLI T, 2014,34 (6)
1636 — 1640.
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