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HBET—IZOWT, GRoNZTFANPERDIYE
DK DG % FET B ARV A% (Stance Classifi-
cation) DAfFZEI, WT4E, SNS ETHiA e —H =23k % 72
HMEITO DB RIZ R BIZ0o0, IHFRITHETD
NTW3 [10]. #E, ARVASFEIBWTE, HE5T—
TIZDWT, HERREA TER 2 TR 2% 58T 50,
AT, EVIEWAEHEAAZ LT, 21— —0DHEX
ICEWTERNEDET AR 2IRET 5.
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BEEMEARE OB L U T FbhTWB A, AifE0M
FET BRI, BEEDOEERT D OB IZENE DD,
ZHZET A ERD, 22—V —DREIC L > TEL LMY
WZHRBEWVWIRMTH S, FIZIE, TEE] 2w HEEER
TG, MEE] LS HEEERICERERES 5, T]
WEED -V —] & TEAEEDO -V —] THEKD »H
ZiEMmIE LD, TEE] (2BT 2 5 kb B o 72 Mmic s
2rEZoNE. (FIZEX, BADOL—F —ITRITIZET
55Kk, BHNOIZ—Y—3EFERIZET 25 ENE LR
LZeNFHING.) £REZDI SRV —DFH K
W&o THET 22 e TEE, BEIROEEWEREZ Rt
T2, A L&D SO IFYT 5, %, SNSD1—
P VR =T 2= A% RELWHEI VLI L VHFTE
5. F£z, RERZAIE, RO MY ZHiH - 7T AT b
HHEOMEZD LS IZHED My 7% 7 AT b 2
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IR T WS BEGEMDAAZ VW FHEERE
5. KHZ, Twitter 204 & L, SEMICHETS 21—
F—D7O7 14— IIEREM VDI LIZED, DEEED
M ExEBET. HUT2HEAPVGE/FO - —IE, 7
07 4 —)VIEHRICHELT 2 BEE 2 5l T 2R H 5 Z &
PG TE B7-0, HEEHOIAAIZ, 2—F—DM[f1% X
X, KONFEIZERHBRARY MVEEPAREIZR S Z &
MBI T E 5.

2. BEEMR

XEPS D= a2 —F )VHEGEHDIAAERIZDONTIE,
word2vec ([8]) ¥ GloVe ([12]) Z¥ifE & U, % < D5
MribhTWwb. @, XEEZNREL U ZRESRERID
BRIIEVWTI, XEZHFEOV A LRZ, KHRFELH
UHFEOBREFE T 2ETNBERAINSD, RifET
&, Inze7u7 - iEREFMATE BIRICHRY 5.

FV T4V TOERD AR Y A% 35T % X A2 (Stance
Classification) &, EIZA VY TA VT4 RXR—=FE2HRIT,
k% IR SE MR E X N T & 72, Somasumdaran 5 1%, 4V
TAUTAR=FDAR VY AFFITBNWT, EREERE & X
AL —IVIZ X DR EFHED R T Z4fiHi U, Tblackberry
U FEE S 2R MRIEF — A — NI KT LN
W] FE2 WWW 55 O Distant Supervision (2 & 0 7#
BT 5FEEZEEL (17). Hasan 51, HintEiE & S3E
WREMEIC L, £ SEOWMADET VERLTWS.
[6] Sridhar 5 &, Probabilistic Soft Logic(PSL) % H\W\ T,
Wi e SENREEEET VLTI LI D 2K
WGz AP o BENHEZT>TWa. [18]. Anand 5
i%, Unigram, Bigram, K&, KFEHE, FOK~%
BRFEMEH VAR Y A3 %17 o 72 [1]. Ranade 513,
sentiWordNet &, KFHEEXHKIE~— 7 — Cbut"E) &
FOT 4 R_R— PG ZHWT, -V OREMPEFD
BENEEZIT>TW5 [14]. Murakami 51&, 2 X > M
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DY U IIZBBEPRE Vo2 T VRS L, 2EDY
VIORSEDP S E I —DARV AEMEB T 5 FIEERE
U7z [11]. Cohen 5l&, LDA % SVM % W7 BRFi%E %
HBEEL, —MMEODH 2 EHERFIEEMET S Z LD
LEa@ELTWD 2. £7/2, WWW — D FEH %2 6 R
e U7 TlX, #lxiE, Mizuno 5%, ¥V — 7 AR
TGN 2 AWT, 2720285 WWW LD XED
BREERETEIVATLAREBELTWS. (9]

—F, EETIE, SNS, HFIZ Twitter ZXRE L2 A X
VASEDOWMENEA L > TWA. Rajadesingan & I,
VYA — bEREFIA LU 72 7 SOUEIRIC & 5 Twitter #:5
BITDAR VY AREERELTWS [13]. Du ok, #F
ffisf iz & - TEEAFE% attention mechanism 12 & > T
FETLFEEZEFEL & (3. Ebrahimi 513, Hinge-loss
MRF ZHWT, KABGRPY 1 — b OB ICHED <
WERKMLDD, VA= DTRVEEETLFEERE
U7z [5]. Sasaki 5%, {700 MEIZED TZDTF—<IZH
B —HFEIDT - HHEE LB V] Lo il
TANRY) T H AR AFFUTENTT ) FIEZREL
TW3 [16]. SemEval2016 Ti%, YA — MDA X > A53HH
EITD RAIDPREINTED, IRV EXZAT T,
RNN 2 WY AT L0, INUVEL X AT T, V—
IWR—=ZADT /) T—3a vk deep CNN ZHWZY AT L
N, ThEThmERBEEZERLZEREINTVS. [10],
Ebrahimi & (&, SemEval2016 @ Tweet A X > A FHIZ X}
L, Sentiment, Target, Stance % [FIFFIZ € F VLT 5 Fik
ERELTVS. [4

3. MERE

KR TIE, ANZ (t;,p) DRT D SEERI NS Y A b
95, 2T, 4 I3EYA—b, piETE 71— LD
XFZHITHD. t;, p TTNTNHFEIISMIN, TOXK
HEE% 1, piy CRHT D, &XT %, X7 MLOFHEIC
w3,

AFETiE, HWOIAADHWE, 7707 1 —)UIEHRNE
Z6NTVWRWY A — ML, KORVWRTZ MLELZ
515D TB, ZDH, TANT—=XIE, o7z 1—
FREMBEL R NARZ ML, DY AREL, Kt 10T 5
HWHIAART MVEHFE TS, Zhuzkb, 7a7 1 —
VERPAHE LR WY 1 — %, FEOp-EDALTE
e, TANRY TR T A MIHAWS Z L HAEE
5, ZOMERETIE, VA —NOEERRT MLE, YV
A —NDADERP SHWET Z2HENHE, ZOLE, Y
A —MROHFERT MUIZ, HorUoOLELPT VW H
T4 —IVHEEOEBIEGENTONIE, LDRBVWARY ML
KFEB/LIENTELZLEZOND,
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4. REFE

REFIETIX, word2vec & [AlBk, Nagative Sampling %
F M U7z Skip-gram € 7 )V (SGNS) 2\ 5. ZD7=d,
AHTIE, £ SCNSIZOWTHAL, TDEBRTOIEEL
UTREFIRIDVTHRS.

4.1 Skip-gram model with Negative Sampling
(SGNS)

SGNS D A a7, s —xizE81F5, “input word”
wr 5D “output word” wo D FHIFERZ L LIZEHX
N5, word2vec DFEIEIZEWTIE, wr DPREEZE, wo M
XHRFEE o TWB. & (wr,wo) PDRTIZNTBHAIT
ik, IRTE&HINS.

K
log oVl - Vuy) + Y log o (—v],, - vu,)
k=1

Z 2T, K & Negative sample D, v, & v), IdZNE
W, TATIRZ M) THHRZ Mv] XN 5 ZfH
DRZ MLVTHD, o ldT7EA REBTHS. Negative
sample wy, 1&, FEFERAT Y FIZEVWTT VX LYV T
vrENS.

SGNS Tif, ZoM#KzHmRAT 2 &IT& 0 EERE
N7 M, &l 2135,

4.2 TO7 4 —IVEROBEENRY MLADIEDIAH

SGNS Ti& TAARZ bV THIAIRZ ML) &nwd =
FEDORZ MLV EAWTWED, ZhiZdl, EFET
&, TR MV vg, TRXCRN 2 ML) vse, 1770
T4 —=IRY NL) P, 1707 1 —ILXERAR Y ML) oPe
DWUFEDRZ ML RN,

MU, ZNSPUEDRT MLIZDWTHHT 5. b
UTFOHFTIE, wENREE, 2 220X RFEL T 5.
AXRY ML - KXXARAR T Mb: RXAR T ML &KX

XARARZ MviE, SGNS LABEDRZ ML THDY, TR
X7 MV TERBEENENGEER, TASOURRZ b
V] TRESINZFLOEIPOHET 2, L WVWIKE
IZHEDE, ol Lo ONBIZE D AT 2EHKT S,
TAT74—=IRI M- TFOT 1 —=IXPRARY ML E
FMEFBE, TR 7 4 —RT MR TREENE
FhEx, BT 4 —VXRNRT Lot TRE I N
IREEDP SHEET B VD ETIMICEDE, P & e
DOHNBELTARAITEREHKRTS.

SGNS [k, &Y 1 —MIBWT, W43Ew & XIRE
cDRT%—=DFTDED, w&cFNFNIZOWT, DUFE
DRZ MUh 5 —FENERE N, TOMOEAREZ, 237
EHMARIEDZAMICFEET 5.
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4.3 BHEH

EFIVOMEEPET B0, BREAICKEIEZTH
OUFEDETNEHWS. ZTHENDETIVIE, ETHEAN
727 MVRILOBGRD S bW o0 (HhHWEET) %
Awad
4.3.1 AXBEHETI (ETI1)

ARILARZ MV v EARCRAR Y BV v, RTED AN
I NIVHEOBBRDOAZZERT S, 2070, HWELKIX
SGNS O HEE L kO L 72 5.

AXDEFEw &, TOXNRGE z ThENITHL, X377
oS

log o(vs¢ - +Zlogo i)

EEFEINS., ZIZT, K IE Negative sample DL, wy,
R O BIENZRLARTH D, —DDRTITH
T3 HMBERE, AXHOE w, 220V T, A—DY A1 —
FROEREEZ 2 & LT, LiE® (w,2) DRTIZDOWT
RUGDLE, UTFToRe7is.

=Y > {logo(vi-vy)

wWEL; zEL;,zFwW

K
+ Z logo(—v:® - vy, )}
k=1

4.3.2 AX-7O071—IEEETIL (EFI2)
AKx-7a 74— VEEET LTI, AXE 7071 —
N ZENENOHRTHEE L XIROBEKREFET 51ED0, KX
HHEEE 07 4 — VR HEEEOMOBRIZOVWTHFEH
T5. Ik, KRR bLvE, KXXRZ MLe 7o
T4 =R MVEHDOHEIIHNS Z L THEHT S, K
XDEFEw KN UT, ZOXNREE 2 &2 AXH SHET 5884
WBETNVL EEABKETHED, 77—V HDKIEICL
T, OXMREE, RL 7074 —Lth S5EET 5 1FH
, AXWSBHET S, Tabb, 70714 — ok
m% A—707 4« —hoihe, [ 5ARCHDFED
ZHOXRIA S FHITEZET LV RoTWS, 707 14—
NRDOEFEw &, TOXRGE 2 12U, 23 7B

log o (v3° - vD) + Y4, log o (—v3® - o )
(z BAGEDG &

log o(vPe - vP) + 25:1 log o(—v - v, )
(23707 4 —VEEDGE

lzw) =

YEHS N, 2KOHNEKEL, IN5ERTO (w1
EOVWTRLADYE:, BFOKL RS, *

1 Ta 74— RT MLk, HRBEBHFTZEORS ML (KX
RRZ VRO TO T 4 =V XRARZ bIV) CEGRLTWEH
FEX word2vece EIAIFRIZ, BRAT Y 7T 1 DOKHEE - R~
7 (w,2) DHEIET—2 £ R L7 SGD 12 & DiF->THY,
ZIED D H—IHDANE L 425728, word2vec & [FkkDHEH
AWM R B Z LITERI N,
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4.3.3 EHFFETIV

X501z, EEREHRTAETLELT, VA —bHOD&
HEEIZ, PHNCEHRHEEL 25 TRVHEENRH L L2V
WEDH &, ARLRARZ MV vse(w) ZFIHT BE, Th
BTS2 EA a(w) ZIKEL, NEIZZOMEEZEITS &
WO EFLEEETS., Zhizkb, AXURKED S b,
HELBRFEIZEHLTCPFHZIT > EWD T Ty a vy DR

K
i)+ ) logo(—vt®-oh, )}
k=1

BEr/BTES. ZoL g, E%@&i EFNL, EF
V2 rd, v DBYT B NI WZa, ZRU7ZHDL
A,

4.4 NIX—5%7

NI A—=RDO¥HIL, word2vec & [Akk, —DDHEE - X
IRART (w, c) FHIZTEH ’24?5%‘3{55’9@@55%??& (SGD) %
W5 ([7). £72, ®iE D word2vec & [k, MAHI{kIZ
T—XEy b ESELUTCHEMIZE oy b 2E D YT

Wi % A 5 Hogwild ¥% ([15]) Z W 2. FE O REK
1310 & U7z
5. RER

Twitter API ZF]HUL., 201747 A5 10 HIZ» I T
FURLY T TICEOINEL T X EHHT S,
D5, YVA— DS ("RT @) PEENTWS
. URL 5[ (http...”) BEENTWBE DD H%fifr
OXHRET B,

BHE 10 A EDBEEIZDWTARYZ MLVEFH L. k&
m@m%?wwﬁﬁ@i# g e LT, BiEE2Z0
FERTE LULTHWARBEFEDORY MVEMET LS AWV
5. F7z, RILEUL 50, Negative Sample D K 1% 25 &
L7-.

AKX T, HIEFHEORD, 725 2%) v 72N
YA—bIRYVGTIRVERET . TAMT—XIE,
TANEY bROYA = EHN, (T ETOT 4 -
BHITHWRY., VA — N ORREL VY (EAffEE
FIUTIREAMIEFY) 522124, FANTF—&H
DEVA— b ERIRT MLEEFS., Fo/-RT bLE
H 212, K-means B2 fHWTARZ MV EZ S AR v
52T, BERZIMVIZ, Z2FAZDID 23RV I7F
BLEWTES.
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VA= IRY VTR AZIE, TRA—2—F—ZE—D
PEEREFTZ) 2WHIIHEDD &, EEOY 1 — M %2#
LTWwda—¥—IizEHL, oDV — MNZHE—D
TRNVEMNETEEZNRE S DOEELFNITS.

HEI-—F—DHEWDOV A ET, &L, T, FOKY
A =PI EITS. EInIND5E, K&
%D olzb D% Lpee &L, TOEE, T, ANDFTRY VT
DOHiE (purity) %,

max

T

CREETD. (F21ZL, [T, & T, DEEK). ZoOfizT
ARTF=RPDTRTOI—F—IZHLEH LS D%,
SEYHE (average purity) & U CRHliIZ AW 5.
AREBRTIX, "RER, "EE D220 7T THREL
TRonEY A - MEAGZERIR LTS, "RERE,
Moy A — M T7493 VA — b, FEHAY A — 3195/, 7
ARNTF—=X 140 =¥ Thb, "fHE X, BY 1 — MK
8401 YA — b, FEHMAY A — b 4648, T A bT—4X 290
I—YThotz. TNTNDY A — bEBITHL, Ik
REVA—RNIRY) VT RAT 2T, EFHEOHEZH
W5, FHENE, &BFHEICOWT 3EITV, O %E
Hi 5.

51 R
F1BIO2EREZRT. SHOZ T VIZH LTI,
a7 4 —ViEREAWEZREFEYN, MhEanEEx
w~U7z. F72, AT ERWESGEE. ooy T8
Bl OB&I, BEOREVPARSNEZ, Zhizkbh, 7a
T4 —VIEROMASE L CEAERIZ, —~EOWEEDH D
Z D HERTE -,

6. BbHYIC

A —DHFEIZET IV A — b E2EHAICE D DT Z TH]
HOBER AT ZIREL, TOROOFFEELLT, 70
T4 =GR AR U B IARERIRE U2, 2 f
Do) 2HWEERTIZ, 7074 —VIEROFHE,
HEEREAZEII ~EOMENDH D I L PR TER. 5%
X, XORRABR T VIINT B, EFREOMEOREREFT
BOoTW FETHS.
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x1 7T V)=REERICETOHR. TREFERBET V2 &, "AXOAFETIV 1 &R

3. (W) FEAMIEETIVERT.

75 2RM | MEFE (W) REFE ALOA (W) AXDAK | R—ATA >
2 91.21 92.83 90.78 90.9 77.82
3 84 87.25 86.48 83.57 74.72
4 81.95 79.67 78.68 78.39 74.2
5 77.57 79.32 76.68 77.6 70.72
6 75.68 77.59 74.86 77.42 69.84
7 74.02 73.29 73.88 73.96 68.6
8 72.08 74.89 73.5 71.99 69.16
9 74.58 73.22 72.02 70.48 66.81
10 70.78 69.9 71.1 69.89 67.11

K2 JTY)=MEITHTAHR. TREFEBETIV2 %, "AXOARIZETIV 1 &R

(W) BEAMIEETNERT.

55 AR | REFIE (W) REFE ALOA (W) AXOA | R—2F1Y
2 98.61 93.36 90.81 87.54 87.74
3 93.94 85.83 87.87 86.18 82.57
4 87.51 83.42 86.68 81.2 82.53
5 85.59 82.71 84.33 80.92 80.4
6 83.62 82.72 84.24 77.95 77.55
7 81.76 78.7 81.02 77.52 76.91
8 80.88 77.16 79.14 76.63 75.56
9 77.28 77.02 77.46 75.13 76.02
10 79.27 75.03 75.82 75.15 73.44
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