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A Matching Algorithm Between the Tweets in Twitter and SentiWordNet
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Abstract: In the research of the Twitter sentiment classification, a method is widely used to obtain sentiment values by
mapping tweets” words with the synonym terms in the sentiment lexicon. However , tweets are usually written informally,
which contain slangs, abbreviations and special symbols, many words in the tweets cannot be found in the terms of senti-
ment lexicon. Lower matching rate directly impacts the performance of sentiment classification. Based on the features of
Twitter, a set of matching algorithm between tweets and sentiment lexicon SentiWordNet is proposed in the article. In
this method, tweets are processed by data cleaning, alternative processing, POS tagging and word lemmatizing, along
with some algorithms such as named entity recognition, hashtags word segmentation, negated context recognition with
Word Clusters and phrase matching. Experimental results show that the matching rate reaches over 90%.
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G2 FITIE I AIE IR AT 55, Mei 55 RilG 32 ST AR IE AR AR B 58 1% 18R 28, I AR SR A S
R B 2 S SR IR A S T ] L TR B 2 2] B B ST, Socher 48R M T TS IH
K et o 2 X 4% AL U R AT R SR R . BN — BT BT A A T Twitter 15 B AT AR SY , LS00 2R
BiA¥ SemEval ([E Brifs SR FE) PRI AN iU, inAE AR IR ECNUCS™ (M5 TR 1) Coooolll ™45

TERFY Twitter 15 B HT T, AR SCHERE LU T 26 T imDBUREAIE 1) 2t 5 66 T 17 SR AR AU ) 2 A 1 S 2
B, IR B I MERE LS AR Twitter PR BARFAE [] £ 1) 5 12 A2 380 175 Ja i) L v 2 DT e A () B3]/
AP BRI 2%, A 1) B SOR G B IR] A A . [RBPE T — 0 T Twitter BT FAEIER, MBS AE
wR W, HIEXSCARG BRI ; 73—, 7E Twitter $E 35 1F R ML 2 (8], 777F FLinl i) e bk a2l
Kot 45 TARSE I 1 22 AN ], X 6N [] S BOm) VT e SRR AR, DCACAS 3] 1Y) B st B A AR 11 18E 1P 2 A
5 %8R 1Y) B 1) B TR 2H 0 23 iR AL B R PR TR] i b HE SO B AR E BT SO BB I A PR AR AL X e
FEUE BN EE R AR BAL

BEXT 1R Twitter 4 35 % 8% an] 3 22 (8] (%) DT JC (] (51, AR SCH R T — 25 DU BC Sy« i e A0 34 SOk
P&, 5 HESCH A B (URLs) . @ (at_mentions ) \RT (retweet) #E 47 5048 175 Uk , X 2 1% 475 (emoticons ) 45 5
(abbreviations) {17 (slangs ) #E 47  AC AL L, X 96 SCHIR) (1) Z FIE A& &% A 8 2 5 51 1 51.17] (elongated
word ) VETRJE 8 J5E 5 BBl G815 J8kin] B SentiWordNet 15 5 , B i1 AL 46 iy 24 SR AL PR XT # (hashtags) P2 AE
Wrinl b PR FEF SentiWordNet #H R (177 41 A K 75 7€ 1] 7] (negation ) 4b #E 25 DT L L%

1 SentiWordNet [1J4] %

H AT He 3 i A7 B9 9€ SO BGR B 3 24 GI(General Inquirer) (http : //www.wjh.harvard.edu/~inquirer/) |
LIWC (Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count) (http://www.liwc.net) . MPQA (http://mpqa.cs.pitt.edu) . Opinion
Lexicon"F1 SentiWordNet (http : //sentiwordnet.isti.cnr.it ) 5§ .

AR SCAH 9 4% J 3R] B SentiWordNet FH KR B B 2% 8 58 BT (ISTD) B i V7. SentiWordNet 2 T
WordNet, JJRESE 23 AN [ Tl P T f) 44 [) SCin) 2% 7 A [ B 17, G 3.0.0 RREL S 17 117 659 Zkic =%, &
ZRicskH POS(inlE ) (1D (3R] 2545 ) . PosScore (IE [n] {EJ8%{H ) \NegScore (1 [n] {# /& {H ) . SynsetTerms ( [7] X ir]
) 2545 )Ml Gloss (FERE)6 T Y, . SentiWordNet Kiirl 1434 4 28, Bl 4438 (n) JEZ510] (a) Bl (v) A (r),
WIS, 13X 4 iR PETE SentiWordNet H1 43514 82 115,18 156,13 767.3 621 251 5% . PosScore . NegScore
PEIIAEL0, 1] 22 18], W] 33 45 1T LARI I AT PosScore . NegScore fH . 7 SynsetTerms H1, 1] LIAT 24 [R] X
ia], BEAS BAR] B £ R Ho e ROR —18 22 SO ANE, [)— B3] (18 4 A AN ] R] P 3] ST A
[7) B4 17 B, 7F SentiWordNet 77, £ 22 B 217] “break " 2235 65 4510 5% . SentiWordNet 2L 55 T 155 084
NS SR L 206 941 A7) SR, - 344> L] sl Rl 2 X A 1.33 ZRID Rk

(RIS, 2H )i ) S im) 24 9 AT A& — > B, 0 7] G J&— iRl 41, 7E SentiWordNet Ht, A4 3 —4>HLia] (—
TR A 85 567 A AL & A PR B A DL AR 69 517 A4, 3R 1R T HARM 40

#&1 SentiWordNet H1#) 517 5 H S

Table 1 Distribution of words and phrases in senti wordnet

T ZH 2 5] EALIEAS pIZZ2TIE SN IRGET st
— 3] 55387 18 093 8433 3 654 85 567
A 51687 3039 2674 447 57 847
=] 8574 262 306 285 9427
DY i) 1530 52 89 80 1751
FLFA 312 3 14 12 341
N 82 0 5 2 89
L5 24 2 1 0 27
J\FHH] 24 0 0 0 24
JLF 11 0 0 0 11

it 117 631 21 451 11522 4 480 155 084
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2 Twitter i&% 5 FrAiE e b it

Twitter |4 MESC (tweet) ANHEAE 140 AN, Al UE LA A) 5, 8i— M) 1 — AN . DUTR &M
o A 4 S A5 5 -

f5l 1 Netflix?? RT @Pink_Dagger: I’ m watching the ORIGINAL X-Men cartoons I used to watch on Sat-
urday Mornings---.#throwback #iamhappyagain

B 1 HESCHA 17 AR AL Twitter — 2235 1915 F 4E1E , A RT (retweet) . at_mentions ( f5i] 411
@Pink_Dagger) . hashtags (] Ull#throwback . #iamhappyagain ). # SCH A H B T 58405 UL RO 5E SCHE 5 RRAE, 40
455 (U'm) 7 A (H 24 X-Men, H 4 Saturday) | 2l11a] i} 2% (am watching). 111 & 5817 8% A] happy &t
T hashtags (#iamhappyagain) 77 .

5l 2 Are you waiting for Nokia N9 getting released in US--- well, that may not happen. http://www.wizard-
journal.com/tech—news/nokia—n9—meego—smartphone—release—date.html : (

B 2 G 15 A L BR T 1 PR — S RRAE SR iR A URLs (5] 40 hitp : //www.wizardjoumal.
com/+ ) FENHERFZ (7 F5E W “not” I EIR) “well” K — LB M) 4] 204

ZEAHR XA EA RT.@ # URL RIEFF5 % Twitter £A MR, R E Al 14 lol (laughing
out loud) . fmi (for my information ) iX %&£ 5 {3 B YT AR u” r(you re) X FERYAR S |, HLia] PF 5 R AT
WA T E 2 B0 FLR) (AN 1 looove it) BEZE 55 IIETE

BEXSHE SO E R R, ST O Twitter SEAT RS TRAL B . 38 TUAL 3] 322203 Sy LATR LD - Kt
THUE AL JRl VAR 1 SR ik 5
2.1 HEER

B IE Ve B TAE 2 S B 4E SCH (%) URLS itk . @A 280 RT FR%8, IFXHE SO NE AL . IE RGBT )
PSS HESCHR B URLS @A RT Bn 86 AN 3 K 52 i 4 ST I3 S R AR A 28, ] L MCHE SC P g B
i . 1 hashtags {8 55 A9 36 U5 S, T REAU & — L8 20A], 40 1 5 hashtags HPA 15 18R “happy”, R L 77
4 hashtags PR E T2k .

22 BHRAE

B AL PR NS FRAGAT S AR A48 5 1R A B3 2 AR HE SO R R RIS S, JCIE M Senti-
WordNet H VT HCH] , al R HA2 G 1) s 6 1) 175 SRR F A5 A DX 23, i ) sl © ik, : (8 ® R
fura], 739 1815 happy B sad A AR N5 5 1a) L 2855 19 LRI 7E SentiWordNet T IEACA S]]
SERE ) BATA] Bl iR HAE SO AL B, A T will” AT “T 117, F “Tomorrow” 34X “2moro” . FH “oh my God” AR
“omg”.

2.3 EMERRE

TE SentiWordNet Ta) $1L rfv iy B ] 5 1) 25 X6 1 AN ] 4 Tl 4 A A [] 99 15 8L, LB AE 55 SentiWordNet a4
VCBE AT , 5 22 0 4 SCH i BEA B iR R4 T IRl BRI . Python B9 NLTK $24E T J T %= KA 2 (Penn Treebank )
TPERR AT S RO TRIMEAR TE &% pos_tag, 7T 58 MU /3 TRIMEARTE . 7858 IR BR 15 30 35 S0 X0 7 ey ) 4
Fetbe i SentiWordNet Jal Ly 24 JE Bl 4 FIAIVEST 5, 4bFs NN NNS NNP NNPS 32 n(#43) Kf T IR
JIS ¥y a OB, A ATE 4L SR Z 50, FRTEN o(other) , VRN HA iR .

H pos_tag HEATIRIMEARTE , AT — L2258, B AN 3 44 3Rl 7 A v AN [R) o2 8t B, ) DL sl R4y i 2%
a0, 75 NLTK 2RI . — SRS 7 s SR I I i) Vs 8 (9 68 - X NLTK Bl PR T
F bR AT RE R R 10 B 1) HOBOA SentiWordNet FPfEATVERC 21, 40 SR 1) S b oAy 33 A a5, BRI TIE 1
(), 75 IS TR I DA 221K I D 3 6 T4 g DR B 2RO AR 4T
24 RAEER

B SC AR ) 2 FIE S A 2 TR PR (elongated word ) i R ELTE JFIE | ghia A ad 22 o
203 AT B 4R B = ANFRERBOE S, A B RO 30 IR AR B LR e s GO AR A AR R R
R

— 43 -



B AU 4R (T AR ARRR) 5165553 (2016 4F)

AT RELLEHE SCH Y BRI AT BE A M VT BC 21 SentiWordNet i) Sl H (1) 1) 2% , 1717 ) 1 o ) [] SR 25 34
2 B TR TR 20 POt R P ) 3 T A S Ak B, gl SR A AR — A e R 1Y AR T AN S 1A Y —
I X E B EEM, I NLTK #2459 —28 stem T. 2 (f145 SnowballStemmer , PorterStemmer , Lancast-
erStemmer , RegexpStemmer EENVIERASEE S T . X B I A9-2 NLTK $13EF WordNet A4 )7 T H Word-
NetLemmatizer. {5411, #.im] “files” 254 WordNetLemmatizer Ji5 i J5 A “file”.

o M2, WordNetLemmatizer SR 1A M2 44 1178, > At i) 14 1 2R 3 feff FH 34> T HLA S, b
WU S XA BT (Y A

AN, AR B A ) BaR) AR T B R R JFE | DL “interest” 5, 7E SentiWordNet H1REA “interest” 1] 14
Sy ghin], A H A 2205 34 TP A “interested” Fl “interesting” TR TR 28], 457 — MO S A0 U
“interest” , W ZE SentiWordNet H gt 215 DT B hy a5 18] 18] P4 F4) 36) 5% . 45200, “an interesting show” H “interesting”
IR, R B XA E SRR ; “be interesting” & BUAE AT IS AR, 3X 4> “interesting” W ZAETAIE & I, 8 J5 N
BfiiA] “interest”. FH AT UL, 2 A5 FE LR A0 D, 5 A0 B3] (9 TR P T < T DRy JT O3] | AN IR Jit 5 T
9 VBG (gl )44 18] ShialgEA TR ) B VBD (ghiaid 220 3 VBN (Zhinlid £018) , Wi 2 ik I

[, 76 Twitter A VFZ 5 & A H1E TR 50, WA F R SRR —F AR B2 A RIE
AP, i1 looove” H BN 0] ¥ B &2 Fil “hahahaha” th 2 AN F R E & . 1T LAR A IE W 338 =X D L 9 77
A FIaNE MK AT (w) Qw)\2 (W) 7, 1T APERCE] 745§ A — DB E FRERRE , (W) (w{2))\2
(\w) 7 VC LA A4S 5 B: 1 E 52 (40 “haha”) AU AR UCRHE , SRR A B 52, B 28 5 9 Rl 40 35 78
WordNet H . FHIX R , ASAUAT LS looove 38 J5 K love, hahahaha 34 )5 ha, i 0] £ B goose | retweet iX
FERELTA] . (HAR “Tololol” XA I FAF H , IR D fi 28 “lol " AN 7E WordNet Hv, 5 H BB IR B JUERE

RN USRS
VERCAA kA FE i 24 AR AL B BT iRl Zb BE NEG bRy R4 VE RS , IR R AN 1 s

31 AERkLE o
TE Twitter F, AfITJ I Z AN IELERY 15 7B R S B BT

RR— P an 4 SR
f5l 3 Me and @hayleyrose booked in to see A Good Day To Die

ESCTAb FLCER UE . AR
ARRR . RITERR: . Gk )

Hard on February 14 2013(Valentine’s Day). l

e, “A Good Day To Die Hard” 278 B 52 24 (WP SC 4 “ R
HHJEL” ), “Valentine’s Day” &1 A7, ¥ J8 T — 44K (44 52
), MEE& A S i 53R . SR BT R T L “A Good Day To
Die Hard” J& % SiA] , A2 UM “good” FEAE & A 1E 7] 1%
JkIA]

NLTK 42 fit 7 — F 3£ F CONLL-2000 Chunk i %} & ffy
ne_chunk () J7 R U504 44 SEAR B 0] DLAE 490 0 4 S 4k s
Valentine XM 44 524K {H A GERF“A Good Day To Die Hard”#5
TR —A 44 SR

H T SRR T B T80 B i 44 SR TEAR SR R GEP R T
— ol B T S 44 S A S R TR v L R D S A 44 52
AR, — e s3] (44 18] (Bhin] AR JE 2T (R Bk R
5, R (18 A ) NG X 8/ NG Y $E AL 45 1 (a
an . the) 717 (in ,on .to ,of \by .as .for) Flli% 1] (and . but .with .not ) 5§

WA 5 AR R AURS L I, I E i 44 SRR, B I SC R B A7 AE (1D Pl
PN L i i ], R O RS OV S A B I R 5 sl (2) 16 A B 7R RS A AL 2 ) H 2R

FAB A AP A L b
KRER I, ST RGN Hinz
WA R, BRTE N i 44 SR

l

Xofhashtagie X i) fe K PERL Ak ) 6 2k
Wrisl, PR R IR A 5 Wl 2 2R

1

J T PRI 75 40 7 7F Twitter Word
ClustersZZ&Hr, FryE R g im 1T 3¢

1

Hitweett YA 1T BERYTRIZE 5
SentiWordNet H1 )] 2k DL L

1

M SentiwordNetim i 4% H 5 (EL,
o iitweet M IEEOFHI, UE AR

B1 EEEZENERTE

Fig.1 Basic flowchart of matching algorithm
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— B, SRR AL FRAS B () 5 24 AR, 7E SentiWordNet HONAEFE , IR I JA 2k — 34 R & 00 in]
32 HriRAbEE

hashtags H1 A9 ZE, W3] 1 H [ #iamhappyagain , 9 SCHLR] 2[RI A 25 4% K 4, 75 L6 HAE Wrim] AL 2R .
TEWriRI A B rp R TR d R DE AL i ™, 3 aok 5 Al iRl 3 i) Mg E AT LT, I T e R 25 "R DAY
P DE L8 3R, B 2k A5 0 in) . Ao, 42 BEOBU m] die R DE L i, 2 0 47 Jim 20 0 4 3 1 DB 1) 45 2R J2 1 am
happy again” ., “ia mh app ya gain”, il 5 $& 3] max_frequency BYAH N 7] F-, B )5 1% 8 B A& b Wrial 45 1 . X Fp
W) i YRR R LA
3.3 NEG#riE

NEG ARTE , BRI HESCrp i 75 58 A A TARTE . ARE Pang & L7, — 57 | T 3 (negated context) A A
T T TF IR BIbR AT S 4 1) — B S

TER B s A2t T SO P I A i %2 Twitter Word Clusters 5 & HIAX MR
E f;(_ff E’Fﬁ 7||j< ﬁilﬁl ﬁ/} 7|§ ‘g—é\t g Z’K i ;T%FH CMU &Eé ﬁl\: Table 2 Word Clusters Associated with negative words in twitter
) Twitter 18] 2 2% (Twitter Word Clusters) "™ %% Jit RIHi et TR
;’E;’r&%ﬁ?ﬂ_‘:ﬁ_fiﬁ‘[ . ﬁﬁ\ﬁ]}ﬁﬁﬁj’ﬁ%g Brown gé% 00111100 53 don’ t dont dnt don’t dun idont don’t -++
&*'MM 56 345 753 /I\T'ﬁiqj%mm 1 000 /l\$ 00111110 76 can’t cant couldn’t cannot couldnt -+
.‘LEJ E‘é% %:z 2 &‘U Hj T‘ Twitter Word Clusters |;F| 5 001111010 28 doesn’t doesnt doesn’t dosent dosnt *+-
7R 5 4\%%&$1ﬂ1‘$% ) 0011110110 29 didn’t didnt didn’t dint ddnt didn -
%:Hi"‘jgﬂﬂqj illliﬁ?'&itpﬂ@ﬁ/l\ﬁiﬂ%%:@ 0011110111 58 won "t wouldn’t wont shouldn’t -+

FAE PR R 5 AR B 21 U no, not, never, seldom , hardly , few, little, barely , scarcely , nothing , none,
rarely, no one, nobody, neither, nor, without N ER I A S R 1 == = 11| b 3 N NG o e N SR ) e N SR
FbR A5 HT — A B0 FR S E BR SC, K i R A BRI AR _NEG” , B ARV B o 5 17 Ja
{5 AR
34 RACTHE

T VERC , e MHE SCH R B 5 SentiWordNet A8 B9340, FH“ 73 #E H130] . SentiWordNet H1FR T K
YA RIS S AT R B R R 22 R A HE ST PR A R 4 ] DU XA T 2 A O —
A, TIAS 2 73 ) EAS] £ DL

5l 4 Today for the first time I noticed how gorgeous it is when the sun comes up over the Washington Mon-
ument.

TE XA SC A AR 4« “for the first time” F1“Washington Monument” , H BL7E SentiWordNet H,
H1 “for the first time” M &]1A] , PosScore=0 \NegScore=0; “Washington Monument” >} 44 1A , PosScore=0.125 .Neg-
Score=0.125.

T ZH A VRS ) tweet T AYRES AT BEAYIAIZL S SentiWordNet H Y TR 5 VC L , 15 VG C 1] 2H 1Y fe K1)
B m A, Ph—A> tweet BPF-ITRECN ¢ A R tweet MITHEE ZER
(m=-1)Xx({m-2)

5 .

WeHE=C (1) TR 4 v, m=4, tweet FUTAEL ¢ Dy 20 A, AR tweet {752 57 IRVERC

4 I

4.1 XKWAHE

SR SemEval2013 AR, Horb ] Twitter APT W8 2 TrainingB_output i 33k 5357 4% .

K PRI A AT LUH : — M5 125, 48 RO g — M SCHEA T R S T Ve AR AR T 5 5 —Fh Oy 12
R R A SC R DEFL S5 BRI TE U AR bR e B IR SR Ak, 30 A TR AR AL B 5 S 1) b B Ay 44 S A A
PR Wrin] b BT 20 DG LSS
42 KRS

2 3 PR DL BRR O S Gl bR i AR AR N B G T 2

(1)

(m-—DXt-m+1)+
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MR 3 AT LU B, R A SCHO D e Bk I, 9 SC8OHE 4 Hh B i) ) B 4 08 1 1576(116 578-115 002)
A DR R iy 44 SEAAR KD B 1) 21 DS Jg A RO B — B PRI EA T T A 5, T R A C AL B L IR i) Ak B4 B8 I T
A3 B A RO ECE 2 TN B, SR AT B s [R] A, 24 T Sl sk 2 1) M A B TR R i S e n T
1 423(65 955-64 532), B A G bR 1 S HoAth 1) 14 17 35840 B 1) mi 1) 20 B n T DEC , 488 1 AR W 19175
JEAH .
*3 WRHERTHORICREST

Table 3 Number of word in two schemes

ARF 5 ¥k L) 5 ATk AL i %L NGRS I sl AL
— T 116 578 37 857 6663 15 754 4258 64532
VT RS vk 115 002 37706 6633 16 989 4627 65 955

PAF 3 R AR SCVR B S92 AR AT AOHE SO A 208 Sl 4 i) 1 ) ol 418 2K 65 955 A2k,
A4 TR JT 754 SentiWordNet Ji it b 1) 2 AH DT BC 25

M 4 FTLE RIS SCH— R AN DL RO 5 | 4 S0 B 5l gl sl 2R O VR RO R A2 5 1 20.8% 5
TEVCBCE (4 BB A 5% e AR il b T 4 i 2% . DEIREARAT LU DI, R B2 38 i X hashtags
1 P9 AT ) Ak B TR 3t DT 2E DC B L Bkt NLTK BTl AR i AR S AR BIUR 33 rp B 22 114 B4 L] 21
1 e A TR AR — 2

BN, A5l 45 SR B AL B, K — 28 24 TR 5 IR A — S, BUSR A TR B s JG IR D IR (H A e 17 3 28
245 S AT AT B T ORI 3¢, B T T B K 0 M

®4 EERAR
Table 4 Results about match rate

Pise YL LR/ SentiWordNet DL it 3] 8§ /i) Hor, DL S 3 2H A P

Ik A% A UNIGES iR it
— Tk 65955 45980 69.7% 0 0%
MRS 65955 59702 90.5% 2961 5.0%

7 5 B HBERKERFEA uOttawa RGE " AYLE R IEAT I FL 8L, X B8 E R R B8 41 %) SemEval2013 1%
% B, ®:T 148 (BOW) 5 SentiWordNet (SWM ) ] B DT Jig 515, 435148 F SVM (SZ 435 [a) 5 ML) Al MNB ( £ 30

FANZE DL ) B X I R SRR HEAT 10 738 ®5 BROWHEHEER

B{ﬁﬁ]ﬁ )ﬁﬁ% ES J E/‘] ﬁﬁzlgi /2% % i j][] T G Eﬂ%@i ( match- Table 5 Accuracy results of sentiment analysis

ing algorithm, MA) FYFRTT . EX Jiik SVM MNB
MFE 5 GERATDIFE N FEARAT RS, R ti- uOttawa BOW (tf~idf) 58.75% 59.56%

idf A 3R 4% 5 1k R A A 4% +SentiWordNet #5125 /) BOW+SWM 69.43%  63.30%

ééf% H]%{E& F uOttawa EI/‘J *H %éﬁ% , ﬁ'ﬁi j]ﬂ T Twitter our system BOW (tf-idf) 58.12% 58.74%

5§ SentiWordNet VEECE )5, 45 5 T /54 . uOtta- BOW+SWM 68.80% 62.96%

wa %%%J&H T ?f%#%?ﬁ}a%é}%ﬁﬁ% . Ig] Hﬂ‘ , EZIKjC BOW+MA+SWM 72.24% 65.13%

ARG X — DU B LS, SVM  MNB FERL it ERA R AT IR 5 T 3.44% .2.17%, if LLFG H DU HC 3k
X FHET SentiWordNet 5 FUAH BT A R
4.3 [l

SRR SR FH BB X155 B ] 3L SentiWordNet G i A9 4 ST 7 b B 7 3 W1 Sk A0 1 — B B0 4 SC ik
FEJ5 % (HAE S 51 T il 3 A3 Hr & BRAT SR AT AE LT ) i

()i 5 FAEF SR . BT Twitter BB EREE T, IR R BN SHEERES fHE %
5 WA VEZH0E GBS SRS 1ok T AL L Ak, xR B RS RIS A RS
L B R

(2) A5 52 M) HIT 4SO R T A B — A5 a2 1) H B, T LA SO 8 1) S b s A 5 Z B 5 R =2
Gb, bR A A — e T R A | — PR B A5 L BN A A e RME A A E A S
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Sy 45 . Twitter $E 3C 55 1% /80A) M SentiWordNet VLB 015

“t AR A BB A B ECR B2 B (A not only---but also-++ ")) , A 1A £~ 15 W H
TE?XXE TAE ML (U1 neither-+ nor-") A A 1552 Tl {HA 75 2 1 Bl e A1)

5 gnln
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