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fhr 3, 230

(1LEWBTRY (HFE TS AR, =/ B 650500; 2. R T K% ZmE A T8 E S50k E,
=~ B 650500; 3. s K [FE%GE, = B 650500; 4. = F K H 15 B B A R A A,
=r B 650040; 5. #1d0 T 24 0% 5 BE AR SO, WidE 228 432000)

TEE EXME G ) Ok N SO R TR 2 SOHE, DL SR 1 1 BRI R R BEAE A & W 4% S ) 5
43 ) A6 1) L, R — F 2k F R 3 58 3 3 R ( Enhanced Representation through Knowledge Integration ,
ERNIE) FI X 4 & 77 L (Dual Attention Mechanism, DAM) [ i 1% 18 43 /7 45 4 ERNIE-DAM. & 6 il I 31
117 TR YR T — A 5 SRR L A 1) AR ) A A7 SRR O U 5 HLRCR ] BLSTM I 45 Rl 4 34 22 I 4%
3 K SCA R SCAS AL AR A B HEAT A, AN IR 43 2 T AL A 0 TR OO R B B R
SCOC AR ARG BARRE, I H34°R H ERNIE Il 2B BRI SCAS 1 3 A R AE 3R s S Jm i b R 306 R ARRIE AN
T RARE AT D ALG, IRBUR A MR- 0] i R . SRR A5 R W, FiA AL COAE2014 F weibo_senti_100k
BAR AR L0 S HERR R4 BITR B T 94.50% F1 98.23%, [R] At B i 14555 TR W R 32 T 280 44 422 X 46 v 9 A 20

KHRIA: FEEOTHT; TR IE IR KO M4 i 2 T

& 525 TP391 XHkFRERS: A

Biti 5 . 0T | Twitter 2541285 6 1P &
Jr AN K, BRR R 22 ) P AT DA X St 38 6
K7 B OO RN R L AR AR, R
AT R B A TR IS SCREURE. e
SO & T RSO R, BA DiEA ., MR ™
2590 2 LA K 1T SCF BAT BRAFRE L, PRI A i
T B R T B R BRAR . andel 4% LS
SCAS A IX SOk i AT T, 424 b S A A
PrE A AF B, AT BUR PRI | 7 i 5 5 R 2% BELfFg
Wi S A F B & P,

5 B AT 7 1k T A A TR R LA ik
FETAEGHLAR > (0 7 M T IR 2 S W7k
BTG A LY D7 g L B b — g SR D
ik, T B A S B, IR A
N BT A — S0 D) A ] A P38 S 1) 19 S fi i)
P10, X FF A5 ) 38 AL I IR L A I P R
FNF ARG TR B R 7o ] e, 7 AR I a2
FPEfE L AH IR T 4 = T 1.13%. Zhang %64

Wks B EA:2021-06-05; %3 A#A:2021-10-05;

EEWB: FR AR A4 (61462055, 61562049).

fEHEML #W(1997-), B, = A, B, FEE ARG
= BEEE ™

=

X E YRS 0258-7971(2022)03-0480-10

A R 15 JR ) SR 3 B F I SCAR 15 SR 43 28 A
i, A LR B R LR & T 10%. Xu %5 13
T A B S AN B | S SRR R 2 S TR
A A A A, R R R IR S A Y
PRI AT SCAE I A 2. SR, 25 T 1 Je ] St
1) 7 ik 7 EE AR 1 S 3] L 4 A A RN T F Y
U, N T AR, SCR B 2.

B TAEG LA 7 S W7k N TR,
FFKe 3k e AIE WS Ry 22 4R AR AT 1) 1R I D — A1
Fedn, MEfe DR TSGR LAY A TR K42
Tt H B 5 288 SRz ) i AL (Support Vector
Machine, SVM) . #pZ Il 11 (Naive Bayes, NB) Fll
f KM (Maximum Entropy, ME) %, {5 411, 475 & 461
PE i —Fh T SVM Z4FERlG A RS 2 U Iy
R, WL Rl A TE S I T SRR E S T
TR 25, Naz R T —FpF H SVM
4322 AN n-gram FEAE AT Twitter 15 8431 09 77
. SR, B TAE G HLAR 2 2T 09 7 YR MO 15 1B R

MI4% b H #A:2021-12-31
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W WA 2T ERNIE FUSEE 772 B A e A bt 481

RINE Y | Bt N A R it € SIS ¢ =i wZ S D
SCARHY R SGEEAR R, 5 T 4 R ERPE.

AR, A RE 2= T HARN R, ok 2
T 5% 4 8 DA A B A 28 ) 2% ( Convolution Neural
Networks, CNN) Fl1fF 25 4 25 % £ ( Recurrent Neural
Network, RNN) {36 iy T B2 2 > BRI N FH 1 S0 A
5 IS BT U . Kim 55080 A R 28 26 % 1
AT TIG B2, Bk T HAERR L T T p 22
P . X & AECT -G 0 ATR G PR AS AN TR KL
BER SCARFRVE B B 2 A, DLtk 2%
2 ) PRRIEAE B, SEI 45 R B 0N 0 SR iR
TE G5 TR G5 0 IR AR FRAE . Song 28UV & T —
B 7 B BUER CNN, B AT DL A i 3k 3 FhOR )15
F O (BRI | S RO AN ) - ) B A
FRIE R4 FRAE PR A iR . I R U 4 O T
Ji A I 2 119 155 8 ( Model based on Asp-Routing and
Doc-Routing Capsule, MADC ), 2k Fit il %38 SC AL
15 TG B%. Abdi SEU2 4 T —Fh 5L T K R
1812 M 2% (Long short-term memory, LSTM ) fy#& 7Y,
AR B 2 R RS T TR IR IR Y
HERRIE R T 5% PAE. O3 T 5850 % & CNN I RNN
D, AR SRS 3R —FhJE T CNN-LSTM £
T IG5 1%, FEXE & A B & 18 SR B SCARTE
VI I ) P U BRSO B AR . Madasu
U T — it Py 5 AR 726 15 2% ( Sequential
Convolutional Attentive Recurrent Network, SCARN),
B T LG 4i R CNN R LSTM 4P R Mg, i T
T B I HL AR DT G sk 9 B ) 1o, — 26t
GE A R I B N 3 SCARAF I A3 B Sl
fian, S NESEISTHR 7 5L o ) i R OR A I
454 Self-attention I BILSTM A H 3¢ 1 SC AR 15 Ji&
IBTR. Lei A5E06) £t —Fh 217 B e IR A
Y AR AT DL = B AE IR (1 Rk dn] i | 5
i), AR RR)) o R A i s R B, JRE
TS B 4 (Movie Reviews, MR ) 137 1H #7515 &
4 J£ ( Stanford Sentiment Treebank, SST) F 425 1%
DL b B HERA R

TEVREE 2], — > A 20 BB XS SCAR A 7
] 4617, Word2vecl!8 15 4 FH 2R 15 7 Ab 2 (Natural
Language Processing, NLP) 3 35 (1) 7] ] & T H., i
U o4 = ol ol N8 5 < 0| /B s W B A2 T A
A% 1) 3 A 2CRRAE ) i, (AN R4 1) ) ) ot v 485
WA AR SUE B H& Word2vece TGk RN 1)

() 22 SCPE . XT3 A ) B, A58 N B33 4 T 4% b i
YRR, 38 2 X O G R G, AT DL v 22 0
NLP 55 ByPERE. ka5 $1h —Fh45& ALBERT
I 2 AR A 5 4 B BF #2819 4% ( Convolutional
Recurrent Neural Network, CRNN) [ §# 5% 3L 7 {5 8k
4317 ALBERT _CRNN, 5216 45 S 4 41 T4 45
J7 1. 2018 4F, Peters %5 201 i 1 T 1 F B ik A
( Embeddings from Language Models, ELMo) & ¥,
PR XU LSTM 5 F AR %= ) BF R
SCE B AR A FR, (RO 18 FUR R AN T 1)
T B A A T DR, JEAS R BLE B S b AR )
i, [A]4E, Google Y Devlin Z£21 #2£ H1 T 3 Trans-
former A% XX 1] 4 i #% 3 7~ ( Bidirectional Encoder
Representation from Transformers, BERT) #& %!, fifi Ff|
AT 58 KAFFE P2 HUBE 7 98] Transformer 4t £,
3 1o I 5 Y (Masked Language Model, MLM)
AT —/A) 35 W (Next Sentence Prediction, NSP) ¥
A TG W TN AT: 55 K AR A5 I SR AL . 2019 4R,
Sun FFR2VHE T 3T IR R 1S L3RR (Enhanced
Representation  through Knowledge Integration,
ERNIE) £, #H%¢ T BERT, ERNIE fiff H 51K 1) rf
SCNZRiE kL, I et T #ER% S i . ERNIE A2 AU 7E |
Zrad ARl L R SR A TR RS, AT RALE
AR i X b 2 > B SR 22 ) 19 S e i SR RN
T SO G 2R, 3 T B )i URIRBE ).

G BRI M SRR b 2 &
WA T E R A ), F2 55 SRR L AE Aok 22 I 25 v
N AR JR IR SCik [9, 157 BLARET X RIS SC
A B AH DGR IR T 0 R AR T 5 T R
15 1853 BT, B JF A il e 2 CHERY [R) R 52 SC
Mk [9, 16, 23-24] B 2, A SCTEG I A BT IRATE
B P B EEA B, 454 ERNIE B 2R Y e %
MG b SCE B AR B G0N 1Y S A RRIE %R DL K
HA T EEME RN 0, 42 7 —Fh
F T ERNIE F1SUE V& 7 AL B 345 8% o b
B S A5 R R W, B BB 7 COAE2014 Al
weibo_senti_100k F4f 42 - #4953 28 el 5643 5l ik 2|
T 94.50% 1 98.23%, [A S0 AE 1 K17 18 9 5z
FHEI b 28 19 28 v (0 A 3501k

1 ERNIE-DAM & HrisEy

L1 BREBRR e CAPaEE KR
JEAR B, A0 AR Bl B TR 5 A B S O A
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S5, N R A U e I A N, A T RE PR B R
) BRI S R A AR A, SR S | T A 0
55 55 G WA ) ) B — RO R AR 3 0] | A5 B | R
3. 225 30k [16] MR BT % (19 J7 i, AR 3L
BRI IR | R R I A A A R R R
JE R, I3 i B AR I SCAS rp S B 75
AT R B, BOE AR ORI I T

AW 1 3 A SOAR, 7 S AR A A,
UIERETHIREN YNV EEE Se i

A 2 3l 1y BEANSOAR, A 2 i i) PR
R ECE R ], BN ARl R, K
TER— D BAMA B RE B A, R R
PNGERIEISE Sl

AU 3 3l 1y BEAN SO, A 2 i i) R
i), LR T AR U K R S ) A S, DURE = 2%

YER— B AZIE BAF B ARG, I e i)
5515 B n] B R DI BT B I R S RLmY,
A T R A T, L TR U B R I 3R A
5 ], TUDRKE =35 S — AR A A B IR AE 4R
B, KRR R ] 17 ] ) S A T IR S AR
A mER.

1.2 EEME AT H ERNIE-DAM #8I7E
I S50 FE SR Z L FHERRIUZ | FRIERLG )R
G G 12 4 A0, TERE m 254 H A fr 2 A~k
FHIE I HE T BLSTM 48 v 2 S ALl A4 1 i 1
TR SCARY bR SO R FHIE, JE T 2 H N
26 RN 7 ML )38 1 0 47 5 SR U SCAR
B 0 AR B 1 R ARAE, I L2 R ] ERNIE il
YRR ISCA O ) B AR R . ALY
HARIERY AN E 1 PR,

1 ERNIE-DAM !
Fig. 1 Model of ERNIE-DAM

L2.1 AR WARGEFESOR LA E
A G B X T — I SO, R 1.1 35 i
JEAE B AR ORI, 48 UG 2 2R SO TP L 5 Y

T RE B BN, PR SOAR T B 0 = BT AL

A R B B R B . KIS SUAR I J%
15 B 53 R B SR BE AT U0 43, IR T A B P —
A 93 KR 5T S [CLS], BIX = {[CLS], x1,x0, -+, X},
E ={[CLS],ey,e2, - ,em}, T x;Ml e 53 5 3R P8
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A FE RS B A i . SRS i A F) ERNIE
Y g b | 285k ERNIE fi 163155 )5 15 2378
SCAS B A 1) B S B X ORD R SRS B R AT 1) SR
IEE:

X=x0x0 DX, (D
E=ci®ey®--Dey, 2
o, @R BHEARAE, nfllmAr M F RIS A G
A B
1.2.2 HERRE
1.2.2.1 EFTX kAR 1EECAT, AU

T SR A P =2 ) AL R SO SR &R, iR 2
ST B A TN B Y 43, X T
4 I 2T i A AR PR ISR BLSTM 4%
N IR AR LS A 0 7 P8 SCAR ) R 3¢
TR TSR, LISRIUCCAR B LR S0 R AFFHIE.

LSTM fF A1 B 4 22 9 45 RNN AR 1A, BE4%
ARGy fife D RNN 576 7 1| a7 7 (06 3 T
IR IR H M A5 ) L, O HLELAT 50 0 K B B S
FHEERE A1, 76 AL 51 4k SCA Hp A 3 732 fil Y,
LSTM i 25 [ £ B I Il (46 315840 °F BR

Jr=0We-[x;,hi—1]+by), (3)
i = o (Wi [x,h_1)+by), (4)
0, =0 Wy [xr,hi1]+bo), (%)
¢,= tanh (W, - [x;, h,_1]+be), (6)
¢ = fircmy +ip ¢y, @)
h; = o, -tanh(c,), (8)

b, xR Y RTS8
R, Wi, Wiy WoHIWCHALE 248, by be. bofilb,
R, ook sigmoid 37 PREL, tanh A XU 1E V)
T PRI, fRRRIBRERTT, Y b — B 2 A YIRS
o IR RE A BN X T, i T ], DA M
I 20 ) 4 R IR 5, PP R S0 B RL L WA PR o A i
T, P T A 20 B IR A e, WIS A5 N % K
H A INBARE .

A1 F LSTM H B3R SCA i) IE i U5
Bz % ) E CfE B AR, R e AR SCR
BLSTM e difi 4k 3CAS H ik s 4~ T [l A BE B 1 X
WA F . 7E BLSTM 1, B — B Z0 el i 3 AR S g
H1 I 1) LSTM A% H RSRIR [) LSTM (59465 4 I 4

W WA 2T ERNIE FUSEE 732 B A e 184 bt 483
FE PR A
c_ |3 &<
he = h,,h,]. ©)

AT BB PR SO TSGR A B
BLSTM #8804 th HE = (kS S, S VoA B RS
SR e A T AL X — P 221 ) i ACER S
RSHEAT AL, M5 2 PR SCARY b T 30k RAFHE
ve. R IR IR IR BR:

2 = Wio (ReLU (Wi hf + bpy)) + b, (10)
L an
D exp (@)
t
e = Zathf, (12)
t

A, Whis WMy, b WALE S EAR &, ol

i ANRZS RS A TR,
1.2.2.2 BRSBTS UM S B RS B

Hh B R B 2 ) RO B 1 IR R | TR AR
R AN 55 LA SR AE D RE, MG SR T 5 h—#F
FEAE R I T SRR G 2R B0 [, P38 SCAR ]
BE A 2 A IR, ASTR] (7 SR Xt P38 SCAR 1Y
175 SRR ] P 1 52 I R 0 RS —FE Y. R R 4
4 4 N E T T BRI 45 6 10 o 15 18 s B
AT Gy, DR U, 3 (15 BRI 7 Sl w5
2 11 4 T IO 46 X 19 AR B A T G

kS = ReLU(Wp (ReLU (Weye; +be1)) +ber),  (13)

Y, Wer, Weallber, beo 4 46 2 I 46 (1 KL B S5
Fi

ORI He A FERE RV (O = (S S B
iy A TR ML T, 38 o 2 U S S
B v O S, DT R R A v, T
BB iR

u; = tanh(Wy hi; + by,), (14)
exp(u,TuW)
e wiulV 15
B S o) )
1
v = Bk, (16)
1

A, W by MAE SR &, uy, M softmax PR %L
AL S 5K, B AR R AL .
1.2.3 HfEge )z FHERLSZMHNEE L
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SO R AFAE ] 2 A BARAE o] S AT R, AT
PR BT B AR ] i s Ry 1 T A (Y 52 2R A
TR, SRRy m PR 2 o BT SOCR
AR 7] v AT RARAE ) B ve i 4E B2 7 1) PF4E, 15
R AR RAE 7] 57w, QT R

v =[ver°]. (17)
1.2.4 HAREE MERERS R A FE
[f] dev* i 1o softmax 732 i, AT A5 2R 2 5 2 Tt
RV SRR TR S0 1 7 2 45 3, T =X
B

Y = softmax(wv* + b), (18)
L, whHAE S, b &, y e SO R T
IR 195 S 1) O ABE 32 40 A
1.2.5 EAN % FERELNZRA R, A SOl
FHAE SURAE Ay 2% RS, 388 2ok i 39 3 1) 2 1] %48
$9: (back propagation) 3K BT [ 28 285, 40T FiR .

D C ) )
L= —ZZy{lg}\{, (19)
i=1 j=1
Ko, DA IGRERLE, O AR 2B, v A
SRR IR, A T 14 155 SR 1.

2 IR

21 BIEE  ASGEEBA NI BRI T
By BRAE 15k [ COAE2014 155 2 rh SCiT il B
B, JEH 7000 £ bR A AT SS TR i aE,
HAEm TS 3 776 4%, i mITFE 3 224 4%, A0k
B SR BENLTT AL F57 = 379 He Rl 43 1 4
AR 4. $dli 42 2 5K H weibo_senti 100k i 4E,
A 119 988 4 B v 17 Bt M 1 #1528 Kl
FoaE ] 59 993 4%, I PFE 59 995 4%, AR SCH AL
PAERENLITRLG #58 = 1 = 1A He BRI 4 i 28
IIEAE R . TN A B (5 B R 1 R,

R1 BIMEENEXER

Tab. 1 The relevant information of two data sets

) Kpi i s ‘ . ‘
HensE Pl A4 iRAE it
1E [ 1 1w
COAE2014 3776 3224 4900 - 2100 7000
weibo_senti 100k 59993 59995 95 990 11 999 11999 119 988

.

A5 TR R A0 I ) | R IR L 7 R A,
W% 2 P, Horb, A5 IR B 3% B T K 215 JRK
T AR | %0 HowNet #1475 K %% NTUSD, Jf:
¥ = F A I R R R S E T OR A KM
HowNet. 7£ 43 i) 2, A SOR 5 IR 8 IR AR R A
SE Sy r) T L (AR SCA 1 B B RB RS VR —
A TEBE I IE T HICAFAE.

*2 BRERE
Tab.2 The data library of emotion resource

TRGER KA ey

TBEGR 37795  BEER. AR, B, BAEN
RN 219 BB AL Bl BRI AUk
T ETH) 58 RLKRAEL HE4. (B

22 HIETAE PR SUR PR Z R R L
1, S 1 RO R PR RE, DA, TERC AL A
HIT e 20 ok L6 R AT O, AR v e )

ATC R 1E ) & 58 2C U e 19 7 3 R s 2 s Uk
MAFIE SCA I BR URL, @+JH 7 4 | 5% & il 45
T e, RO T SC, KNG FaE BT RLA
B TG RAR2E hashtag W — 60 & BRI AY
T B R G, TR AR SO X ER A B AT T
RE.

23 SEHEE AU ] PyTorch IRE 2% S HESE,
J A LR Adam® Ak ER, ZE VIR Bk H
“Early Stopping” i, % £ 76 M i 4 b R 8 e f
()25 A N B A SE IR 45 . SR e KK
140, 15 BUE BAE G RO ERE R 40. B 5
1 AR 4 2 B4 batch_size 43 %)% & N 32 Fl 128.
P A FH A% G 0] ]t R A Y R 2R I 4% R
Word2Vee 2R H] Li 4200 {ifi J v SCRE BL I 254
A% Chinese-Word-Vectors, 7] [n] & 4 J& fy 300 4k, [
BL) i b <UNK>3R 78 K& s e, 2 F 0] 6 1k
<PAD>F R 1) 4 FFEB 535 BT A B 1Y) 2 2] 2R
0.001, dropout 4 0.5; BLSTM ¥ 4% fit [ i 27T >4
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128, JRECN 2; CNN BB g IR 2,3, 4,
UE I #R KUK 256; FastText FP Uil Z 50 50
256. TE FUI ZRAs A e (4 i 22 1 28 A5 8L v, ELMo
K H I T. K A9 ELMoForManyLangs, 7] [n] & 4 i A
1024. BERT X H Google i) BERT-Base-Chinese i
YIRAEAY, 5 ] 5 45 B Ry 768. ERNIE R H A 2 Y
ERNIEL.0 Il A5 4L, 5 [n] 12t 4E i Oy 768. 2 2] %
4 1x1073, dropout 4 0.5; BLSTM ¥ £% [ 2 5 . T
ANECH 256, J2HCH 2.

24 WEMIEER SO E AR bR A R
#ifi % P(Precision) . 4 [f] % R(Recall) . F1 {f (F1-
measure) FIERG R A( Accuracy) . H A SCfH Y
PR 0H A 40 L B, e DA felE I 4 B Y FL
ERIUERR 2R 4 1F RS2 g 45 R 0 P8 . P8 4
FE SR

Tp

= , 20

Tp+ Fp ( )
Tp

= , 21

Tp+ FN ( )
2PR

Fl= —— 2)
P+R

Tp+ TN (23)

T Tp+ Fn+Tn+Fp’
A, TeRR A2 FR 8 IE ) HLF00 Sk 1F 1] B8, Fp
Fm SEBR A G ) AE S A T 1) A ECEE, TERR S8
Ay A ) LS50 Ay 172 1) () 558, s SEBR R IE
) {EL TR A 67 ) B . T Fp. T FNRYTRVEJH
Mense 3 BiR.

*3 REEM

Tab.3 Confusion matrix

S2pR
e
1E 1| 1]

i SFOTEREBWE SR

NIE(Tp) NIER](Fp)
g SEOTERIEN SRS B0
” S (Fy) Ja 16 (T)

25 SRWERESLSH N TRIEA SR T

HARME, AR SCIRE T 3 AR, 5 1 AR
A [ A5 7 B 15 8% 43 25 PE B, L f ERNIE, ERNIE-
DAM & HI A B2 & A i b SCHUI 25455 ERNIETLO
R AT SCA ) AL, AR B H42R Y Li 456U
¥ Y Chinese-Word-Vectors ¥4 2847 7] &, I 7E |

SR B AT O, B 2 A S H A AN )3 e i T
X AR SCR A5 A 2 PR BB A 2 ). 55 3 2H S IHIE
AR IRAF B LLA X T A5 IR SRR I 5 .
2.5.1 o RHEE 3t £ % FastText: Lk [27]
P B SCA S AR, AR ZER 25T Word2Vece
Hr ) CBOW A7, 3 2 X 88 AN A 7 [ 3] [1] 125 A1 N-
gram [i] 15 OE- YAk 5 75 30 A) 7 20R .

TextCNN: SCHk [8] £ H B R 25 [ 2%, 38 43
&R AR RS 2] 130K,

LSTM: SCHk [28] $& ) 94 4 i ic 42 o 2%, Hie
e B 2 B2 A ) 20m.

BGRU/BLSTM: 3Ciik [28] A1 3CHk [29] 42 Hi Y
I TG R BT R B S A2 o 286 ) R ) AR R, P
T Jei B 20 1E S B AN T ) ) B2 i A R A .

RCNN: SCHk [30] £ 76 20 45 TR b 28 I 2%,
BLSTM #5781 4 Bk Z1 Ay e A vy 1 P2 22 I B K
AL AS BT FR.

BLSTM-Att: SCHK [31] 4 1 95T Attention Hl
il Y X 1] K S A e A2 2%, SR FH i T ML X
BLSTM 4% B 21| 19 B 23 % 1 I BCSR Fn A5 3 47 7
FR.

CNN-LSTM: 4351 % H CNN & B sy & 4 1iF Al
LSTM #2504 Ja ik fa AT DR, 15 300 73R,

ERNIE: H{ ERNIE # &1 [CLS] {7 & XF I i 4
fiE T AR Ry ) F 2R,

ERNIE-DAM: A< 34 ) 1) 5 T ERNIE FIAUE
TR TG A B A A A,

NTRIBETRY () 43 20T HL 25 SR 4 TR, A3 4
Al LLFE A SCHR Y ERNIE-DAM #% A 78
COAE2014 Fl weibo_senti 100k %¢#f £ I, Fr A 48
FREFIUE T F I A 45 5. A HE FastText, TextCNN,
BLSTM. RCNN, BLSTM-Att, Word2Vec-DAM il
ERNIE £, ERNIE-DAM B{E COAE2014 $iffids
I FLEA RS T 8.16%. 6.94%. 7.28%. 6.41%.
6.26%. 5.28% #1 1.08%, #£ weibo_senti 100k %i ¥
£ LM FUE DB S T 3.23%. 1.50%. 1.33%.
1.03%. 1.14%. 1.01% 1 0.51%. f ikl LIE H, #
LU T At I T A% 295 1) 1) £ R S 1 o 20 ) % A T
ERNIE. ERNIE-DAM # RUZE S 118 SCAR G 18R 43
M55 b HAT R S8 A O 5, th 7840 1d B T TN 25
BT RO AR 5 SCAS P 91 e iy b T SR X [R]— A
) 1A ] o SCHEAT X 43, DA 88 5 14 8% A3 2 i 1
AE. T 5L TR 8 9 Y ERNIE T R85 80 il 7%
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H T BA 8 KERE$EHUEE 11 9 XL A] Transformer 4
T, 308 2o Xl £ 50 v ) S AR 5 A S 0 S
R T L, B T AR RN BE ST, BT AR
ASC 3 B3R 114 D7 Xl RE BCAS: HE G b 3 T G2 47 1)
A R ) 2 O 2 AR B G AR T3 A, T
Word2Vec 81 DAM #i#4 5 BLSMT-Att 54! i
T s, e 4 Lo FLE o slg s T
0.98% Fl1 0.13%, Ui B PF8 SCAS 9 1 J8an] |
JFERNTA] | 5 1) S I B R B PRI Ok, e
o 4% I 75 0 BIL 422 3 SCAS v R 2 YR B 1 B AE,
X1 SCAR YRR AIE ] 2 2 7 7 )19 SR 5 A A T, 56
UE T 55 e iz FH 2 b 28 I 446 v 7 k.

R4 TR FEBREMIIELER

Tab. 4 Comparison results of different classification

models %
- COAE2014 weibo_senti_100k
Fl1 A Fl1 A

FastText 86.30 86.52 95.00 95.00
TextCNN 87.52 87.57 96.73 96.73
LSTM 86.28 86.49 96.12 96.12
BLSTM 87.18 87.29 96.90 96.90
BGRU 87.69 87.76 97.12 97.12
RCNN 88.05 88.10 97.20 97.20
CNN-LSTM 87.66 87.76 96.81 96.81
BLSTM-Att 88.20 83.24 97.09 97.09

Word2Vec-DAM  89.18 89.24 97.22 97.22
ERNIE 93.38 93.43 97.72 97.72
ERNIE-DAM 94.46 94.50 98.23 98.23

TEBRHIE, HF— D4R A 1 1 e
2.5.2 @ EILEAXIELE  Word2Vec-DAM:
418 FH Cinese-Word-Vectors i) [1] 1 47 #] 46 16
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Abstract: Aiming at the problems that the traditional word vector could not represent the polysemy of words

in the context, and the priori emotion resources could not be fully utilized in the neural network, a microblog

sentiment analysis model based on ERNIE and Dual Attention Mechanism (DAM) was proposed. Firstly, we use

the existing emotional resources to construct an emotional resource library including emotional words negative

words and adverbs of degree. Secondly, BLSTM network and fully connected network were used to encode the

text and the emotional information contained in the text respectively. Different attention mechanisms were used to

extract the contextual features and emotional features of the text and the emotional information respectively, and

ERNIE pretraining model was used to obtain the dynamic feature representation of the text. Finally, the contextual

features and emotional features are spliced and fused to obtain the final feature vector representation. Experimental

results show that the classification accuracy of the new model on COAE2014 and weibo_senti 100k data sets

reaches 94.50% and 98.23% respectively, which also verifies the effectiveness of applying emotional resources

into neural networks.

Key words: sentiment analysis; Enhanced Representation through Knowledge Integration (ERNIE); long

short-term memory network; attention mechanism



