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An Emotion Similarity Calculation Using N-gram Frequency
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Abstract Existing methods to estimate emotions of a sentence can estimate a few kinds of emotion, and many
methods use a dictionary that emotion weights is related every words. Our aim is to propose a method which can
estimate with high precision using feeling expression (modality et al.) and can add new estimatable emotion easily.
we gave emotion weights to N-gram to use feeling expression. To propose such method, we proposed an emotion
similarity calculation. This method calculates similarity between represented emotions from two sentences. In the
emotion similarity calculation, we use similarity between an input sentence and classified sentence by emotions.
Classified sentences are in emotion corpora. The calculation formula is based on BLEU. BLEU is machine transla-
tion evaluation method. In this paper, we propose a new emotion similarity calculation method. This method can
estimate with high precision compared to the past one. This method uses N-gram frequency dictionaries made from
each emotion corpora. To examine the precision of the method, we evaluated ratio that emotions of highest emotion
similarities corresponds emotions of the input. Emotions of the input was decided by human. As the results, the
ratio was improved 20.59.

Key words affective computing, similar calculation, example based, N-gram
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1. FAMNE

B, AOBMHEEX ST L CRIFOEILERYT=—
V=V M RTARYZBARTIREREHE- TV [1]. BiY
OELERTI LT, ARERSA—DRSEE LI
DT B3RY, HaeREHFRFR — 3 VITHEL L RB~BIT
PEMERHI LRSS, 0L IRV FVRT A
PHETADIIE, ABE SVoBFOL XITY 5otz
EBEBRA00%E FHTIMNERDS. ZOFUICEIE-—
UV b RAT AIADRBIRIBELY, ADBIBEZBEL 2R
BAELSEBHOTCBT LN TES.

ZDEIRT—D Y b RTFARERTBD, RaiEe
BEPLELFORMERET 200 HOERE BRL TV
3. SENOBIFEHET ADIIIIINRAT BN HEE
THHMRLEL BZ, BUERL LA b BN & HEET 5 EHF
EHELTVS [2],[3]. ELThETICI»bRBIGLEET
A B AMRIIThh TV 3.

BRDL [(4] ik, BROBEROBIV—LFATDIb, ¥h
KAAIBYTIXESPEHEL, BULEKRILV—LF AT
IS T B R AV TRES OB e T 2
ETHFEERRBLTVS. ZOFETIR, HOPUHARL
TR ROMIZ, = —PORFRERIC L, BB
THFBET—FEAWE. FRERLEX 5HEL, HoL—
AFAT ZWRT DOICLERFBETH 24FCHHE, BEAH,
B ONBIEL 25,

Jianhua [5] IXBIH & KRBT 5 L EX b 3 HEMC 1 DU LD
BENELZMHEL TRE, HAXBNTHEFEENRIAL T
WA BN EHET S “Emotion eStimation Net(ESIN)” %25
LT3, ZOFRETIE, BIECBEOMELEREATIHE
ORBEEHACTHEL TRIHEEICAVWTRY, #ETES
BAF OB joy, sadness, anger, surprise, hate, fear ® 6
BETHS. MEIHETIBWNEROBEREXNT, #
ETIBBOMELLELHZ LR TEBLELDRS. HEL
TWAHBEORERIZIE, B2 HIL TVWBHE (“unhappy” 72
Y), BEZRTE (very’ R “so”), B¥ERTITHORBE
RTEE (“hate” % “asperity”) %, Zh b LSADOPIETEY BE
+5.

BHS (6] RXBRIT 4T L RHT 47 DVTHhERLT
WAPEHETBDOY Y — A LA THET 3 FEYR
RLTWA. ZOFETIE, PROHBICBHEE (RPT 4
IWRYT 47 0) 5L TEE, BBCRROBIBRNME
HEMETS. EENOTEELVOIPEOMEBELRELLT,
BOERRCOEBOBMBMHELZZRAL TS, ZOFHE
TRIFEBMEER T ET A HBIAEB/L 0TV S.

—HCEARITRRT 5 FHER, XOBEHUEZ2HETIFE
EROVANTVWS. XOBELELHETSFELLT, TA
& [7] #2368 N-gram ¥ AW SREHEE{ToTWS. Th
IIEREIERSC O B BEEFETH S BLEU [8] & RIL & AW
TW3., &biz, MEORFZ LICEHMT 21TV, BEEERH
BOMEZMESETVS. 3#8 N-gram ZHNTWRZ L

T, BEMFECHIRALEBTES. LaL, ADXOMESEN
PIRVRE, RETHIBHENLEL BR>TVRIC bbb T,
RENFLELBB 5 —ANFETS. HluE, AhxeL<T
BRPIE” LNWIINEZBhLLE, AAXE “YFEE LD
BUEER, ANXE R LoRBELRALIERS. h
3L Y K EEATVEN, XHEOMBRAR-TS
e, “GERE LOBKEBEL, AKXE YRS L oBERE
BRCIERS. RETHIBRHLERANDIEE, hboH
BB R IZ A2 B =& Tiz AW

BEICR 41X, BLEU 23 & XOBBEEZHET 5 p 0K
L U TRAWSBIHEETE [9) ZREBL TV 3. ZOFETH,
BRI LIZXERFLLa—~R (Bia—1R) 2AW, AH
XL BHBLEEDFH IR T EN 53— RO b BRIEE
HETD. TOMDI—AOEENHEE TR BIFORES
D¥|ERY, BEBREOBMNEETRL LS. TLBEHEE
OPRCNABICIA, BECHBTLY OfBEDTTHA
LTWa7i®H, XHBTARICHT 35EL FOHBLAOBE
E¥RTEX VT 4 REICETNIBFERBADERTE, BiFH
ERHEOH LRI TES. ZOFETHETSEEEY 9B
SR LS. M1 ICRTEEEH AL AV RIS ED
R, FE, B OXEFHRDTHEL a—1RD
HIZ, ANXEBBBLL 8 H 52 61E, AHIRREHT
BRBAHIT B LB, v
ARCTIE, BT —/ RGN BiFE N-gram O HBBEEER R
B 7§ (N-gram HBSEESHE) 2¥AL L BLEU %, #%
OBREHLEHRICAVWEFERZRRTS. ZOoRBELEAT
5T LT, HRFHICHAEERERM LTI L2RT. £
7 2 BCBREIEHRICAV EBI#a—/3X L, N-gram H
BUAESE, BUWREEHAERCOVWTRRS. ZLT3®T
WBFHIC L HRERDROPERER L RS,

2. BRRGERN

2.1 @Bfa—/1R

REFETAVD2—/1RiL, Web ENBIMRL 3Th b R
5. BB XDOREFEERRAL THBLHELEEBIFS LI
SEL i, FETIBREOBITIURENR RO, HEL 128
HOBMERBKOBEELERL T, LI 2EEULLHE
Liz. ¥k, DL 20OXDOBEOHBIINEE LMK Tolk. %
DIDBREOWBEEN VD E DOXDBIEEHET B L Vo
Ei & o TV, BEFo TV AN TOME L ST
R1DFEYTHY, A8 ADIEECHEERETok. i, I
#5583 EIC Yahoo! DIBTIR (http://messages.yahoo.co. jp)
ThHB.

2.2 N-gram HBHFENS

N-gram HBBEFEL X, FBFa2—SRZBIT 5 N-gram
OHBHEELZBRLEHETHS. R2EEBIFa— R
B} 3 N-gram OHBRFEO— 25T, HILE, BFATH
DT oxD ik, BUOa—RRCBITAHBMEEN 3 LA
Y, Ry, BUE, FEOBEa—RICBIT B MBSO &
pof=.
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Fig.1 An emotion estimation using emotion similarity

£ 2 HBHa—RZBIT S N-gram HEFEO—
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Table 2 Part of N-gram frequency on the emotion corpora

e i

§

¥
.
e

3 0 0
<& T>—Hi</BF> 2 6 8 15
<&F>TH 2 </AF> 0 4 1 0
<BITD>fTi</BIT> 0 5 0 0
<BHEHER>Te v </BHBHEEL> , <BhFI> 22 & </BHER> ,<EE B>, </EBE> 0 0 0 8
<BHBHEI> 7=\ </ BhBhEE> , <BhEF> & </BhEE> , <BIEE> RV v</ BhE> 0 0 0 4
<R T>RiRR</ 4 Fl>, <BIRE>T 3 </BIRIE> , <BhF>da</BhE> <>, </BE> 0 0 2 0
<BhF>IX</Bh> , <BhER>IX</BHER> , <BHEE>IZ </BHEE> , <BHER>IL</BhER> 5 0 0 0
<BhF>I</BhER> , <BhEA> Ik </BhER> , <BHEA>IZ </Bh >, <BhER>IE</BhER> , <BhEE>IZ</BhER> | 3 0 0 0

£1 BiW=a— 203
Table 1 Count of sentences in corpora that was classified in emo-
tions

&Y 2304 | B 1354 | 2EEE 1173
T 1002 | HE 838 | K& 620
BE 332 | #x 331 | R 330
#FELAL 269 | BLERAE 253 | EEM 247
¥ 241 | 3@ 207 | &F 199
& 199 | B 138 | &h 129
R 93 [fEL & 86 | Mk 75
R 65 | Bt 64 | % 57
ByEL 48| R 46 | Eh# 23
e 22 | I 18 | FIH¥ 17
34 17 | v 14 | & 14
oS 11 | {8 3|#y 3
37 1| %y
2.3 BLEU

BAWELIEENERIL, BLEU 2~—XIzL7. BLEU i
BRY A7 ARHAL EEROBREH S, 27 L0H
RAEBEL L CRMET 57 ORETHS. REFIETIE BLEU
#, XRATOFLIEL L THS. BLEU % AVvVi-BliIRO 2
RATH5. £7 BLEU RBRMELZ AMISEWFER =27 %
HES LW BERHDEVHZ L, £LTBLEU £ AV
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BEEHEIIREEE T CRLCRRALERCE D LB,
bThHB.
BLEU RO L SICEHESN T3 8]

N
BLEU = BP - exp (Z wy log p,.) (1)
n=1

TITwa it 1/N L7225, [8] Tit, N =4 2EFAICANT
W5, pn iIXBHREIIRSCE AIC & B3 BIRIIC B 53l N-gram
EOBEE (N-gram HEHE) THY, BP iERERIIN A
L HBRNITHARTHRTE B3 LIZ K BHARORFALT 4
&%, LIF, N-gram BARY, HARORFAF 4200
TiRR3B.

2.3.1 N-gram #A®R

N-gram &% p, 1%, BRERTE AIC L 3HR08 LT
72 N-gram 2 ¥ hig¥ FoTWENERTMETH S, HFh
N-gram 33BUVNEY patd KEL 2B,

N-gram BEROHFITIT, BRERS X7 2R8HALE 1
DL EDOBIRIL (Candidate) &, AFicL Y ARLE 1oL
DRI (Reference) #AVS. ZZTRHILLT, KDL
72 Candidate & Reference &3 &% 5.

Candidatel : That dog is on this bed.

Candidate2 : This is a cat.



# 3 Candidatel IZ8i} 5% 1-gram @ Count, Counteiip
Table 3 Count,Count.ip of 1-gram in Candidatel

Countip 1 1 1 1 0 1
Count 1 1 1 1 1 1

# 4 Candidate2 281} 5% 1-gram ® Count, County;p
Table 4 Count, Countcyip of 1-gram in Candidate2

Countoip 0 1 0 0

Count 1 1 1

#£ 5 Candidatel IZ8iF 5% 2-gram @ Count, Count.;p
Table 5 Count,Countg;p of 2-gram in Candidatel

S S L

Countesp | 1 1 1] o 0

Count 1 1 1 1

# 6 Candidate2 iZ3iF 3% 2-gram @ Count, Countcip
Table 6 Count,Count.iip of 2-gram in Candidate2

) T R ﬁ

Counttip 0 0 0

Count 1 1

Referencel : The dog is on the bed.

Reference2 : There is a dog on the bed.

= 5o Candidate, Reference % VT, pn RO X ST
EHEINTWS.

Z Counteip(n-gram)
Ce{Candidates} -gramecC

E Count(n-gram)
Ce{Candidates} N-gramec

Pn =

@

= = © {Candidates} % Candidate ® %4 (Candidatel,
Candidate2 # EH L T 5448), C % {Candidates} DER
(Candidatel % Candidate2), n-gram % C IZ&¥h 5HHT
3 nBOBERNLELN B XFFNL T5. Count BIEIX, 1
O Candidate 235 n-gram O MBS EIREL, Countqp BI%K
ix min(Count, Maz_Ref Count) %#i&$. Maz_Ref Count
BASIE=T D Reference = L 12 B n-gram O HBEZE RD,
ZOFTRLBVHEEEIES. BREIRI Candidate 25, A
MBPAR L 7= 3C Reference & #£iBA N-gram % &> TWizifhid
Count.lip it 01272 3728, pn FLERBBIRSC L ADBRIA
Y hiz ¥ il N-gram 2> TV A 0HEL 25,

N-gram &% p, 2RD2HL LT, BRERI 2T LD
WAL BIRXAH 5 Unigram OEEH p; & Bigram OFES

R p, ZHET 5. X 3 I Candidatel IZ33 5 Unigram ®
Count & Counteip Pffi%, # 4 Candidate2 iZ%3 5 Un-
igram @ Count & Countu:, DIEZTT. 23, 4 2K (2) »
&, Unigram HAEp, 1 3/56 THHLWHZ LRbNn3,

% 72 % 5 IT Candidatel iZ %3 % Bigram ® Count &
Countaip D%, # 6 IZ Candidate2 IZ%f 3 5 Bigram @
Count & Countcip, DfiERT. £5, 6 &X (2) b, Bi-
gram BEE p X 3/8 THHE VDT & NRbMB.

2.3.2 HEROXFNT 4

Z Z TiTHEEIIR 3 Candidate 53 ADFHIRIC Reference IZ 1k
RTHRTE 52 LITL BHEARDFVT 4 (brevity penalty,
AT BP) Iz oW THAT 5. BP #HHT 5%, FER
SREHF B IEV Reference & Candidate D7 2 ¥, HAlx
¥, Candidatel OFEMBREDF bV DI Referencel TH Y,
Candidate2 DFZIRREN H bEV D b Referencel THhd. T
DX IRRTERUHL, £7ICE ¥ 53 ~_TD Reference
DOIBREDOBFa% r, Candidate DFBRHOBTE c & L
T, BPRRO LS ICEREN 5.

1 if e>r
BP =
{ e(l—r/c) if

Candiatel, 2 & Referencel, 2 7*5H BP #R®» B4,
c=6+4L%Y, r=6+6L1%230DT, BP=¢"1%10<
L7%. ZhiX, Candidate2 RETE 570, HAR~TF
NTABRBEDN D L EEKTS.

b LIEHBSREAS 3 L 5 @ Reference BIEEL TWEHE, W
FHhoOXbH Candidate2 DFERBREIT B BIEL 72 535, [8] Tik
BP 3B FET 5 & 51T Reference 2 BHL L TWADT, R
%A% 5 O Reference # Candidate2 D7 DAFEL L TBE
ZriThs.

2.4 BIFSEEHNSL

ARCCRET S BIFELEL, 2 00XRRALTVWAB
ERYNIEYEEILTWARERTHTHS. REFETIAE
WELEEZBWAZ LT, FXIEANIHEY BRBL 3L
Y ORBESLL TWaAahERDS.

BEELENERIZHBNT, N-gram RIEORFE1T 5B
Az, BBRRIFEFIRVCHBBROSKATHS. N-gram
BXBD L S REICRICHBL edy, Lok BIFRTIAWT
Wiz,

RBAF L EH BRI N-gram HBSEES AW BHIT,
N-gram O HBBEERBT 2 —RRAT LIZBARNIE, SBEH
BEBRWIOELL LTRSS Z LN TE, BiEEEEL EE
BEHENTERLEXLLEDTHD. BT, “To&y L
WHEEFL, BLVWEERLEATHAL EfEDhLTY,
BoTWaLEIkbEVEDARVLELLAS. HBIC,
CET, ARDT, YRE, B O 4BEOa— 2095
5, &5 ¥ AT 838 3GRBIRL, N-gram HBFEEZRWTH
fo. K2 ICHBHEET — & 0—BERT. B, BEBERONK
ICRBFDZ T TVWS. ZORED, “THo&ED X, BW

cSr
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Da—RRATOHBRFEERFHNZ LRDRPDS.
BAFECIERERE BLEU AR—RitR2oT5. R(1) %
bz, BIWSELEES 2ROLBYICEHETS.

N
es = BP-exp (E Wn logp,.)

n=1

N
= BP-exp <Z %(1 —ew) logp,.)
n=1

ES = max _es 3)
Candidate€E

ZITE%, R3BFHELIE ES 0BT 5B
22—/ R (LA TargetCorpus & FE5), Candidate # E D 5
bLO—3 LT 5. ES ~DASL R DBEHENSRITL, ew &
Po OHEIAVS. iz ew RKOMEY IEHL .

nf g(n-gram)
Z nf g (n-gram)

E'€{Corpora}

ew =

ew(n-gram) (4)

1
U = NgramGouni 2
n-grame Input

Z 2T Input ZBEHEEXNSRL, NgramCount % Input 5
5HB5h 5 N-gram OB, {Corpora} % TargetCorpus &
BFRTOBIHa—/ R, E % TargetCorpus, nfx ZBiFa—
RR X T8 3 n-gram OHBBEERETBSKEL T3, nfx iT
N-gram HBABERESE AV T n-gram OMBHEZ ET.

ew IXT_RTCOBiF=—/ 2D 5 b TargetCorpus IZ HHE$
3 n-gram ODHBAREIET. ew ik, BIFHEEXNHX Input ©
N-gram A% TargetCorpus iZ% < HBLL TWhIE k& <22 5.
cwBKELRBL, ES bRELRBZ0T, ew iBiHHESN
#3C Input DBAH & TargetCorpus IZ T 2 BN —FTh
T BAPSEEIEE BES 2 RE KT L Vol ffilEFoRL 125,

F e BIELEH AR TR p, 2RO IHAX, X2k
i+ % {Candidates} % Candidate D& & Lz, EDD p, ik
WO X ) ICHLENn 3.

Z Countciip(n-gram)
C€{Candidates} N-gramecC

Z Count(n-gram)

C€{Candidates} N-gramecC

n =

Countcip(n-gram)
n-grameCandidate

(%)

Count(n-gram)
N-grameCandidate

7221, Countuip, B83KiE min(Count, Maz Input_Count)
%iET ¢ L, Maz_Input Count BISIXBAEHEE MBI H
% n-gram OHBEHEZRD, ZOPTRLEVHBBEIRT L
¥5.

3. F M K ER

3.1 REFXE BLEU OB

WRBEENFERFIEL R, PhiZy BiFEREREZ R ES
BB LB TEINETARDLOOMEIBREZ T o7, FHES
2 LT, leave-one-out cross validation #% AV . RO
FIRILTO®EY TH 5.
[step 1] BFZ LIZHELE, WL OPDOa— 2 RABTS.
[step 2] AELZEZI—1ZAD S b—ohb, X&—oRY H
L, ZOXEAAETS.
[step 3] &= —/8AZ & D N-gram MBFEEHEAT 3.
[step 4] Ha—RAT LR B RE VWAL ORBEELE
ERD 5.
[step 5] BARBLIEER Mo IEBE T — R RTHIET 5848
EFHATS.

step 220 5%, BEAAXEZELTHRYVIELTTY. BiF
T—RAMERHZ, XEREER~OSMREBDTNHOT,
ANXOBHIT 1 2B EL 5. ZED), AHXDOBIENRE
NBEO—ALH b EETHBRTHITHERI & L. FIXIT,
AN OB B L “HE THY, HARKFO—{re =
A /e L “BO ChokBAIIRTIE Liz. HABED
—{IA R, LA R, SHIA B OFAIIRRE
L. & “®E & “BU", B0 BnPhb—IThorkz
BAREE, ANXORIGEEFCIEMIZ, ANXOBHELILR
RBEBHERHBAL THWBZ EhbkBe Lk,

IOERIZLY, REFEE AV EBIFEERSIRERD .
F 7=, step 4 DBIEBLIE %R 5HFT% BLEU 2RH 3 &
SIEEEL - RABROERLITY, BLEU 2 AV BIHEERT)
BH RO, FROLBIFELIE L BELU X, N& 155
6XTOLDOTHS. FRXTIXIN =1 & LRIFREER
ES1, BLEU X BLEUL & R#EET 5. 28, BELELRD
BB, step 3 THHEL 7z N-gram HEBEN L AN HBIT B
N-gram HBBEFRE EL 5V,

HBIZAW a— 2%, REENRZVWEY, BY, HE,
FAT, £838XTHD. FHERVEERAIX, FHOXITIX
Bi#EHEVRIL TORVIREVOT, FHOITL T
HoX L OBRHENEL, FROXRALOBRMEEEC k&2
BORRLNT, ZOMHE BLEU & ES OEBRITI>Z AT
ERVEBXTDTHS.

3.1.1 LR

R TICHERDRETRYT. K7 XY, BLEU K K B#ERD)
BOBPTRSFEREN Lo/ BLEU2 iIT~, BEBFHECLS
HEERTHRO TR HFERN Lb o7 ES2 TIXHEERTHERH:
20.59% M EL TWAZ Latbd 5. N-gram HIBEHHEER BAF
BOEHRE L THE, HERDBEH LSEII LR TELL
Exbh3.

¥7= BLEU, ES & HiT N = 2 0L 5 Fb#ERT B
L, FO% NBKEL RBZONEBRRIBIIMAL T
5. ES OHERIERWPLUIBRAL LT, KOZONEL
bha.
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Table 7 Emotion estimation success ratios

BLEU2 55.61
BLEU3 54.68
BLEU4 50.53
BLEUS5 44.77
BLEU6 41.61
ES1 74.62
ES2 76.20
ES3 72.02
ES4 70.11
ES5 68.50
ES6 67.67

—2 8%, ANXLORFBLERRLRERoka—s
APOXEHBLIZE Z A, NBKEVE &I BIWELIER
BbURELRDI—RRPOIXOESHEL 2 56/ BLEU,
ES ¢t bizRbNiz. BIFELERZLRELL RSB —,ZH
DXDREREL 2D L, BHRLERZLRELS RDa—-
RPD LR LA N-gram DBVEE Y, FRBIFOBMEHEL
BEOERNEL 2D, ZOTDAAXOBIGEL B2 5BHEMH
HBHEO Nz T <RY, TOMBRNBKEVIZY HEE
BRIEENRBD LI HEZbN3. BLEU L RIC, ES b Nas
2 LY KREL 2B ONTHERDERHEPIL TWBOT, N
RREV L ZITHERSRE T 5 ERHK BLEU ORX A KIZ
hdrLEZIDBNS.

ZoBIE, NRK&EWe E, HIRIT 6-gram RE Xz —R
PCOHBABEL 0IcRBZ LHREL Y, TOKR, EST
@ N-gram BARIZHT 5 EAH BLEU OEHLELL 2D,
BLEU & R#IZ N 83K % { 2 3I2oh T ES bH#EEmMSh®R:
BPLIELBLbNS. ZOMEERRRT DI, AH—Y
V7 10] ¥ RBFHCEATIILNHELBNS. N-gram ®
FNEBET BHIC, /T —FITHEEL 2V N-gram O HBL
BRFROIMEL L TEnSERERMONTEY, Z0f
BERRTHEDIZAL -V T LEINBEERBRINT
W5, TORA—V VT ERRFECEATSHILT, EST
@ N-gram BARIZX 5 EHSN BLEU OBHRLELRB
ZENERTE, NBKEWE EOHERDIRERBECEHL
Zxbhb.

4. & T U

AE, 2 20XNKRAL THIBRERENIZEELULTWS
PEHETIFH2BHELEHEFEL LT, N-gram 3
SREEREE % BLEU ICBAL = FREZRRBL L. EROKE, #
RFHEIT I, HEEREED 20.59%m ELI-Z L 2REBLL.

ASHOBEE LT, Bifx—20#LF, BLEU B0
LLBERH B [11], [12], [13] 2 AV Ve BIFRRLIEEH BRI X HH#E
BB, RA—Y Y %AV N-gram HESEOFIAR H
Fohd., EERBEFETCRANEREL—2DOXE D LITBF

EFHEL TV, RRITIIBUEOBIHRIBI BEOBIFRB
ICHBERTHI L bELLNS. FIXT, BEOBIFRER
GELVW REBTHok L &, “RLV BHERIT 558y
RICL72HE, BEEOBFIRYIC “RLVY biFTi2L,
Hipd “ERK ThHhHZLbEILNG. §#-T, REOH
NRBEOBFRBOFELAVEBHEEL KRS L5, #
RFEPRBFEL AV BHHEEFEELBRL TV &0,
X [
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