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Twitter (233 1T 2 L&A F] AR O FHA
L AN
27 RN EFE K T
1. [FLC®HIZ — WL, 2RO 1% THoT-. LB T 25

Unicode 8.0 7> 5 il 4 & ffi + (skin tone
modifier) 234V, Twitter 72 £D SNS T
FIFANILE->TWD. 23— RiKRA > U+1F3FB

(Fitzpatrick % 7 1-2) 75 U+1F3FF ([d
XA 6) £TO5HIEOIGEMTPHESN
ThY, "= L5 \MET HTFO%
WCHWAZ LT, loBEzEHIEHZ ENT
& %. Ljubesi¢ &1, R o Huts B SC5H
PR A L 2fE R, ek, lma—e vos,
a7, A=A NT YT EORIETOREN
RTFE LT, B2 A7 12, ZA47
3 P T W5, McGilll2lix, kEICHBIT 5
Twitter TOLEEL T OF K ZF~, Z A
7 1-2 OEIENDINWZ L EZR LTS, Zh
B LA AL A& 1 O R R BLEE & 2372 -
TULRu,

AWFGECTlE, Twitter TOLEAERRF OF| K
MEPHAE L.

2. ERT—4

Twitter Streaming API #HW\W T, 7r~7 ¢
—/L® description ¥ 7213 name ([ZHLEAKEL T %
1 DO I ER, VA — NEH 10 PLED 2 —H
T U LTHAS Lz, #IRNE 2017 45 7 A 12
HNH TH19HETTHD., AFETIE, 20
a7 4 —CBITFAIBEN T Z A TICLD,
a—WE 5 oD N—FIHTH. BAT 1-2
DOa—HIL 37.0%% HDT=N, ¥4 7 6 D1—
P 25%DHTHY, F—TFTLDIEHH&E
NRONT-. KT NV—ThE T % A2 5,000
=P EEY, VA — FERK 3,200 B L.
=770, 36 2—HITHONWTIE, 1EEOROT A
v IR IR DY A — FERGTE )
STz, VA — MEHUIE 83,793,030 TH B.

3. REMR
3.1. YA — b TOF AR

EF, 2P LiL, VYA —bERVEY
A — FARIXNTALGEN T Z2FHA L THD 0 E
o MMz BB T2 2 E ATV RN

An investigation of skin tone modifier usage in Twitter
+ Kimitake Wakayama
Nagoya University of Foreign Studies
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LTV —HIZoNT, HAMHLTWBAL
s 2 A T ERHRTZ, =R A T T
SHELUERERER 1 ITRT. A 2 BREICE
WTHEKE 1% THEENRD LN, BHD
a7 4 — )L THWTWAALEERM 2 A —
FATHRAT DEANENZ END.

F1: VA4~ NERT+2A14T (%)

YA — FNRRSCTFHERI T DX A T
1-2 3 4 5 6

1-2 | 84.5 12.1 2.4 0.5 0.1
24.9 63.5 10.2 1.1 0.3
5.9 10.1 73.2 10.3 0.4
1.5 1.3 13.2 82.9 1.1
10.3 4.5 6.8 21.7 56.7

NA g —
o [Ut | e

YA — NANOPLEERi 3 ED L 5 e
TN THWDL 0T EZ A, TTO
— X 4 7B W T, “lded hands”
(U+1F64F) 8 1fLic7e 7=, Zhzad T AL
1L, PHDIWIEBICET 2R CEREHDTND.
AECRE, BEWREOBENEZEZDEAIC
INHLDORLTIMEDNS T bbb,

3.2. 7074 —I)LTORAKKR

a7 44— )V CHLBER TN ED L D RIS
FIMH TN TV DN, ZO/E, VA
— M T oOH HMEE & F I “folded hands”
(U+1F64F) 28 1 ik /potz. VA — FNIZE
ENDRILFLEDORERBFEBNELT, 2FA4T
EEtD 3 L3 “baby angel” (U+1F47C) L7¢-
TWahEnbITFons., a7 40— aF v
J LA, BRHLRABWNWDLI EERLT
Ha—HFHWNENR, BHDOZIEEZRLTND &
BondbDbdb.

wiz, a4 —)VEREYL, TuJ 44— T
DO L& R IR O BB 2R, e o
4 —)VEH % Facet+ APIVIC A1 L, A&
(Asian, Black, White) #:Kk7-. Face++ API
WCEVEREEN TR, &L, ERE
BEFINTWDERERLE T EEITINRNE L
7o, BIRT, EREEN TV RWERT 25.5%,

U https://www.faceplusplus.com/
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BENEBEENTWEDIX 9.1% Tho7-. =o—
AT ED NI INTZNER 2 12
IRT. WA 2FREICBWTCHEKYE 1% THE
ZEMED BNT=. 728, Face++ API OMEREIZE
L, Chakraborty 5[3]237 /7 —% 3 4Lt
B L7ZE ZAHT9%D—E Lo Tn 5.

# 2wl (%)
a—Fr A7
1-2 3 4 5 6
White 56.3 64.2 41.0 23.1 29.6
Asian 36.6 26.4 24.8 19.4 20.1
Black 7.1 9.4 34.2 57.5 50.3

) TSA4YA4—FDRIEXL—YFA
147

V774 YA —hMZOWNWT, ZOREFHEL—
PNRED2—F X AT THDH0PHT-. BARR
\Zi, YA — FN® in_reply_to_user_id =% &
WCEER2—TE2RD, TO7 a7 40—l
BEff2 1 FEEOAE ENTWD 2 —H %%t
Gl Lic. 2RERa—1E 476,961 ©H b,
W —PHIL 31,858 ThoTz. 22—V XA
Tl BERO—VEAEEEEDIEMEREE
# 3R T. B, ®Lra2—PrLHE—2—V
~DVTT7A41F 2o EH-TH 1 2—Y LD
7 RLTWD. A 2 FBREIZBWTHEK
1% THEENPRD N, a7 4 —/LDfl
BUER N2 AT 1-2 b 5 Oa—WE, Fh
ENRCAATDO2—=VHDOY 774N xb%
WZERGMD. AAT 6 OD—TIZONTIL,
BAT 55DV TTANKRLENoT2. DFD
Ho &R Ua—H 2 A4 F~DRENEZ. &G
b LTHAT 6 OEIGRDRVDIX, a—W
DX EE DTN & EBE L TWD &b
5.

3.3.

#£3: BEK2—TFDXAT (%)

REE2—Y 2 A7
1-2 3 4 5 6

1-2 | 57.7 21.9 12.4 6.9 1.1
24.9 43.2 17.8 12.4 1.7
6.6 8.7 42.1 39.7 | 2.8
3.3 5.1 31.7 55.6 4.2
5.4 6.4 27.1 44.8 | 16.4
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34. YA — A T7OT74—ILANEE

MpLLica—¥Fooh, a7 4 —/Ld lang
23 en T, YA — FOYEL ENFEFETHDH 2 —
FOREXGEE Lz, HFENE D DRRD I
langdetect 1.0.7'% M L7=. = —HIZ L - T3,
VA — MIALEEM T8 1 Db E TV
BEbbsn. ERoKGa—F T 12,783 Th
5. VA —FHN®D URL & 2—94 Z2HI L%,
1la—FnoiEondY A —  MERE 1 S>DOE
& 72 L TF-IDF %R, HEE~7 bz
L7, Zo&E, EHIEEOALOLEA, WE O
BT EMZT=5E, S ICILEE+ bz
% a o 3 WY ORHE~N7 M EER LT,
TN EN DR EIZX LT, Support Vector
Machine (2T 5 HIZZRZEMREIC L DHEEZIT-
AR ER 4 TR T. NEEMTrEZNzsZ L
THEERSE N E L o7, 3.1 BiCTH~N=LBY,
HEDO7va 7 4 — L THOWTWSLEERH T %,
YA — M THWAHEBANE W 2O THS . &
LFIZHOWTIE, =% X A7 2L oF FEH
o Xy LT enEEZLNS.

x4 HEEHE

HERT by | AR B F i

HEHEE 0.41 0.41 041

PEHLEE +#R3CF 0.42 0.42 0.42

FH R LT

Tiéﬂ%‘;ﬁ?; 7] o0 0.60 0.60
4. BHBhHYIC

ARWFFETIE, Twitter TORRIFED LA EMF
FIFRMZRE L. TOfE, a7 —L
THIH L TW D ALEER 23 A4 — F THIH S
n, RELERILZA TDO2—FNENT &Ny
Motz SHITEIBICT—XE2HP L CHA%E
fToTn&EZ.
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VA= bR, ERLIca—4A 7%
HETE 2N EREIT- 7. HifiE COMET ]
https://pypi.python.org/pypi/langdetect
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