—AREm 3L

DBSJ Japanese Journal
Vol. 15-J, Article No. 10, March 2017

B - 7R b - BIEEOBEN
B ICED < ERORIFEDHE
Image Sentiment Classification Using

Latent Correlations Among Visual, Tex-
tual, and Sentiment Features

HEH MEKR £ E—

Marie KATSURAI Shin’ichi SATOH

ERORESEIE, BERER - HBOT—IVIZVIDEE
t, R=TF 1Y IOANNAT7HRRE, 2L DERERAD
BMRRFEE L TEAEEHTWS. fitkLb, BIBENEICEL
EERSHORAAENRFASI N TERD, BRICHESnET
F A MEROFIBICOWTIRER/D LB, ZZTEXTR, B
B TERAN - BEEEWS =D0AIEICED < ERDRIEHEE
FEERET S, BEFER, 5Z5hiBE&KICDOWTHIRATEE
BESUT 1 DEBELEEETMORS HIC, TIVT+HE
DEEZRAET IEBEDAHERMAOHELZE LTS, KHiE
HAHLERTOH BB RBICEDEEROREHMERESY
9%. V79RY=Y 0 2BOTEELEEERT—YEY MC
BEIJCRRICLD, BRFERBRFOERSIBOHZAWEFE
ICHERTEWRE S EEEZR U

Image sentiment classification has received increas-
ing research attention for several applications includ-
ing affective image retrieval, opinion mining about so-
cial events, product marketing, and healthcare. Most
conventional methods focus on the design of visual
features, and the use of text associated to the im-
ages has not been sufficiently investigated. This pa-
per presents an approach that exploits latent corre-
lations among visual, textual, and sentiment features
for image sentiment classification. In the proposed
method, we find a latent embedding space in which
correlations among the three features are maximized.
The projected features in the latent space are used to
train a sentiment classifier, which considers the com-
plementary information from different views. Results
of experiments conducted on Flickr and Instagram im-
ages demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach.

1. FUSHIC

A=t 74 VRV =YX VAT 4 TOYHRIHE, =i
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T2 —FNRAEAREW L 722 EDBREINTVLSE, IN5DKR
EOMGRIHFROHRFAZFHEWICRTHERIRE LTAakT I
ENTE, 2 TREEINZ2—FOEBIZ~—7 T4 v 7%l
AAAICEERRE R EY (1], 72, B Mg 2]
R, BT 4 7TDHE - NV AT 7ADIRH [3] bHIfFE v
3, ok, BROFBTEIERE (RPT74 7, 2454 7)
DOEBESE (D%, BIESE) 1k, %< DL RAD 5 iFEH
e L OEEAMICHER 248D T\ 5 [4-8].
PERIFZETIL, B DIR AR BN Y E, R oI
L SO R HERERINTEL (9], L Lads, &
1E &0 FER S & RO RICHEAET % affective gap 1 &
0, MWHRRHESE ERERE BT 2 0 REETH 5. —T, &
TS X ) BIAEREGRT /) 57— a vy OXXURTIZ, HgEHH D
8§ IRBAX A EDO T ¥ A MMEHE SEHRIHEIICHwS 2k
T, T/ Ty avEEEELTE S EHEIN TS [10].
CDEI BT FAMEROMMIL, HROBIESEOMMATIE
RIEHERDD 2, B, FERIFZE TR & 1T & 2251y 2
BEEOG/IEBET -7 2y MTHR, V= v X574 7R
SN RIMRE RN R ET 28451, HROBHRNRZRZ S
DENDH 5
Z AT, W L EIE O affective gap % I X &
2701, WR - 7F A b - BIEREOIBERN 2B I LD < iR o
B EFEERRET 2, REFETE, V=Y AT 795
HREFDLADT XA P ZIEL, ZNFNroREEZHE BT 5.
IOLE, TXALOBERBEEZMNT 2012, SO EIEE
kEEHTH % SentiWordNet [11] ZE A § 3. SentiWordNet I3,
YT ¥ A P ORBESFICIAC Vs NTE D, WY 7 oG
Za7HEBICOEATRETH 2 [12]. XKic, IEHEHBISHT [13] %
FAWTHEERD S HDAARER~ORETHZEET 5. HE
ICBI2EBES) T4 OFEONMERIMET S LT, BT
) F 4 OHEATINE Z DD E S ) 7 1 L OB ICEED 228
XND. BRI, HOARLEBIC BT 2H7 EMRBIc D 5,
T A FEEDBEBDE YY) T4 2L OHG - bR WESIZIGL
TG EBRZFET 5. 1CRTFIHEE DRI, Flickr 8
& O Instagram 2> SIEE L 2R 7T —F €y MWL, 759 F
V=KD BIE T XV EAE L, KD, R
L7zF =%ty F2HnEERIC LD, R L 72324
FEOEMEETRT,
PlEzFrosl, APFRICE2TAEBNIIXRDED TH 3.
o MRFHY - 7% A MR - BIEFERIE EA TS 2 LT, &
&I U 7 b A A 22/ % 35T 5.

o VIRV =3V MU THMBICHEEE L 723dE 7 LA &
M{RT—% X v b ZHAWTIEETE & D FEREZT\», 7
¥ 2 B L OBRIEEREEAOEREE R T

AXOBRIILLTOME) ThH 5, £7, 2FEITE L THIERDK
HAEB LN A=Y UIRROMERNEEFIHT 5, 33T
H{R - 7% A b - BIFERE oM EESAL, 4 EoEEES
U7 4 QMBI RO ERE S FEFELRET S, 5HTU,
B S LN EFEGR T — 2 2y b RO IR T, 1R
FEOAEZ AT 2. REBIC, 6EIIBWTALZE LD, &
BOHAEIC D WTHET 2.

2. BEEMRR

2.1 EROKIETE

Hifg & RE OB EF LI, KR TF—s2 A4 =7 -2
FRAF 4 PRRE2 XA PBEEL Iy 70—>TH D, M
AN BEEINVERNE LRSS )BT TH B, it
Fk b, BEOHEDLIEMBEHOMICE DS, BESHEIEL
TERHE T 7 A F v RO G AL S LT E 72 [9, 14].
NS DL TIE, BT OZEMiN 2SR & 7 % i/
IhF—F v b [15] BHREHITICH S Twvw B, —J, ik
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PR HRCTILC AV N TE L X 7T 4% SIFT §f
ME E2REFICHVHKADH S [4], Lo LEDS, Z
o DERFE & IERE ORI IZK Z & affective gap D3FLEL,
BN 20T R Cdh 5. RIS i, V=T X )V AT 4TI
RS N-MRP DG Z oW 2854510%, ik 2 HIRGHEC¢lE %k
$, HROBRNEZRF - BT 2 EPEETHS, 22T,
ﬁ %ﬁ%% ﬁ%%%/ /@m&ﬁ%k?/t/7t ZD
RS R 2 PRI (mid-level representation) & 9 3 TikAME
EINTw3[5,6]. HlE LT, XHK[5]TlE, EiEICBET2E
i « ZEARTH» 67225 1,200 D 7L —X (H : “cute kids”,
“disgusting food”) # Flickr D7 ¥ A b5 FABITEH L, KX
%ﬁ%%mw1%7v—%®ﬁw%%¥%?%.é%t,%@@

W03 2 3k R D HEZ N7z 1,200 RIGDOX T k)L % ik
Bie LRSI R 2 A E T 5, FRkIC, STk 6] T, E
MR T —F X—=2 %2 AT TFORERNELZFEHL, mghoR
Iﬁn/uﬁgiﬁ’(fi%% FEZERE T2, DLEORERIIZEE, Wb G

VZ3E U - - IR ORRICEHL TR, FL—=V
ZHRE LT A Pl O F ¥ A FEROFHIC OV TIFE
%#mtw Z ORI, WfRE T XA N RN

BIEDETEZREL, 208 E2WEET 5.

VTR e HREER S A 7 C CNN 2 X 2M:f8A A3 X E L
<, HRDOBESEICE\WTH CNN 235FH X 1UhH T 5 [7,8].
BRI, B D7D CNN 028 [7] %, MFD CNN
PO NI REBEOHH [8] BT 55, ASLTIE, ik [8]
EFRIBED 7 7'm —F T CNN IZHED S MR E EH L, REF
HRIZEAT %,
2.2 Eff - TF¥XNOHEBEL
CNETHET /) T— arRraRAE—FIURBDHEICE
T, H{RE T XA FOHBEAPRINTE XL [16,17]. #FH D LA
DMFRIZE VT, JERGFCEEE L & U RS OB Rk
WKNT 2EEES ) T BADEEZRL 2 [18]. 2 2 TAWF
FTIi, HROBETEEEBEOMBGBR T /) T —> a VIIEE LT
B2, PL—=vJ7HRE LT A MRS DT ¥ R MEHRE
STRARCE A U 7 BR O MRS RREE I D T,

B 2250 7 4 6 ORE F—2ZEE T 5 2o nftFk
B 7 RIS IEXERERE 00T [19]1 35 %, HER D IEHEMHBI 0 hr 032 5L
EOIEOBERDAEZET LT 2 DI L, ZERBOIERIE
BEMRZ A 2 A — 2 OVIEERBI T [13] 7 4 — 7 IEXEMHES 4
Br[20] BSRREIN TS, L Lads, s oFFEIFIERIC
L DFIHEEPCATR Y ZHELET L0, KEKET—%Xy b T
DA IZNEETH 5. 2D, ik [16] Tlk, —{biEH¥EHEE
HTIZX L explicit feature map ZEHA T % 2 & CIERE ‘Ii’i’l_
LT3, —J, SR [17] D & 912, BIZOIEHERBISHTIC
H CNN ’-Pﬂx"i;-a_ ETXA MO ZRZ 52 2 EITEIL f*{ﬂ
ZHEEA, A O—BACIEXERHEI b &2 Vv 5.

3. FHEN

ARETIE, WERETFTXIATONBEL oL X,
T ¥ A MR, BREENRSEER T 2R T 5.

3.1 EffSHOEN

RETETIL, FEiEEH%E U< CNN K [21] 2Hv5. CNN
KR L 1Z, H2 Y A7 Il TTOHEEHI N CNN ICHE%

ANL, &feE»rofMoNIHNZHERIZL ORI PLVEIET,
ATlE, ILSVRC2012 F—% v k 3 2w T¥EHI N 8

J& CNN [22] iciHitg% AL, TEEHDOHT L %3 4096 KL~
2P NEHAVE. BoinfR7 FIVES IR LIRS % 58
L,mzAﬁ«mm¢5 CNN R E T EMGERER L7 b Y
4 bRk & Dbk & RMREREE Y A 7 ClEBE EE R L TB
D [17], AXDFEERIZE T HIERDETGEBL & R % L 2.

Shttp://image-net.org/challenges/LSVRC/2012/

HHERRFEL,

% 1: SentiWordNet IZJER X 11T v> 5 synset & &IE 2 a 7 D,

POS Synset ID PosScore NegScore Synsetterms

v 02708707 0.125 0.000 vacation#1 holiday#1
a 00534250 0.000 0.375 obscure#2 dark#8

n 09376198 0.000 0.000 ocean#1

n 10112591 0.125 0.000 friend#1

a 00013887 0.000 0.250 abundant#1

n 07126383 0.000 0.625 moan#1 groan#l

n 06696483 0.500 0.000 laurels#1 honour#2

honor#1 award#2
accolade#1

3.2 FTFAMNSFHOEHR
V=)L AT 4 TORIRICIE, ¥4 ARy T, BEE» LD
B, MRS ELSDa X v 2 EREA T X A FBSERET
%, 22T, aX Y MICIZEROZE MmN 2 B IEET 5
7-® [23], HRNEICNT 2 BERIO A% M T 2 2 & Ix K
TH 3, LD TEREFETIE, WEEEEMUNArSDa Xy
FEBRSL, WRY 7 EFHD S T X A MR BT S,
I—YPE L MRy 7RSI, HBORER ) A4 X
WL ERILHONT WD, ZOREEBRT S7-012, 7%
2 MEED SO N HEEROBREEAT S, BRI, D
TOIEY DFETT F A NEHEEXOCHIIRT 3

1. BoW+SVD. &H{&HOT ¥ A Mo By b EH L,
Bag-of-Words (BoW) X7 F V25T 3, &% % nsRy
FIVIEFERICERIL & 72 2 720, RICHIRD 72 HIZA /8= A
91D 7 & DR EAHST iR (Singular Value Decomposition:
SVD) [24] Z#H T 5. BRI, 7% R MREDOTHIX,
%X, =US\V, O TofEL, XuuHlE#ZOT751% U,S, T
T, AXTIE, SVD THLNSTF A MRBORITLEE
1,500 £ 9 3%,

2. Skip-gram. 7—% v FHOEGEE XY FVZEETRT T
&Iz Skip-gram [25] Z > %, Skip- gram IEAHERITR L
XD FAHEEOFHNCE AR 2 Sl icEGT22 701
TH B, 2015 4E 12 H 30 HIRF D HEEK Wikipedia 430
FHA 2V LR a—SRICB VT, HEFEED 5
A D HFED 472 8RS 5, %&«7%»@%%&%4%
WZEEE L C Skip-gram % 272#E L, HigEw o LEKERR Y b
Loyw) ZEHIT 5. 2RI, BHEBOT XX Mo iRy b
Wz L, RADOTFHIR7 vt e R %7 X% A MR &
T 5.

= i =Sy (1)
weWw
DB E KT

AXDFEERTIX, Fid BoW+SVD & & O Skip-gram (2 & % 7
¥ 2 MREOMREE 2 N F NG T 5.

3.3 RIEFRITHOHEN

REFLETE, 7FA P25 0BERIOMEZHBIT 2720

RO AR & LT SentiWordNet % V%, SentiWordNet &
1%, WordNet [26] IN®D synset & IMEIZ4 5 [HFELESITH LK
T4 T AT, FHT 4 T AT EMNE L REEREETH D,

T ¥ A b DRBE ST TIA L He S TWw3 [27]. SentiWordNet
IR I N TV 5 synset L EEA 2702 R 1ITRT. 20
synset DIEER 3 7 2O THEDRBER a7 2B T2, BE
iz, @, 7§>$ w DB T % synset DS, pos,, neg, & ZiL
Ziisynset s KNG ENLES T4 7AAT7TEBLORS T4 T A

TIT, W IEHELy F WICEEN A HiE

4https://dumps.wikimedia.org/enwiki/latest/enwiki-latest-pages-
articles.xml.bz2
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1 1 BEZER] . W, | THRMEH
POSitiVe ‘. christmas [ ]
° ;. 0¥ 2 S = Deork "a|m
-
e ° Negative s
[ LU ¥a u ;.
L . x
happ)_/Iove dS:at R S i
Wt nice if)?gst X
z —
FZNEE T2 NEE SentiWordNet REEEE

B 1 RETEOME, R, HOABEEANOREY, iR EBICHED CEETHE V) =20 ATy 7o MEI 5,

% 2: SentiWordNet 2> 5155 11 2 I EIEEOH], X (2) cEHHEIN
AATIZED RS T4 TERBRAT 4 T L ARSI N HEE
b4z 10 9 2R T,

BT 4 7HE | Aa7 || Bz || x5« 7HEE | Aa7
estimable 1.50 1 miserable -1.91
healthy 1.48 2 wretched -1.82
gracious 1.47 3 unsound -1.80
happy 1.45 4 deplorable -1.73
fortunate 1.44 5 nasty -1.68
lucky 1.44 6 unlawful -1.55
majestic 1.42 7 atrocious -1.50
superiority 1.33 8 painful -1.50
brilliant 1.32 9 lowly -1.50
urbanity 1.31 10 unhappy -1.50

a7 ELALE, HiEw ORER 27 2R TERT 2.

-1
Pos(w) = ( Z ri”] Z riw(poss — negy). (2)

s€@,, S sed,, ¥

T, Y IEHEE w 0¥ synset s HCHIN AN 2R T 5, K 1
DHITIE, s =“027087077, w = “holiday” & L7z& &, r¥ =2
L%, Pos(w) DIEDPRKEVIZERFE w BRI T4 7 THH T L
ZERL, HIVNIWVIEERHN T4 7 THE I EE2ERT S, K
(2) % H\>T SentiWordNet F D HEEDKIF A a 7 %2 EH L 72
12, 23 EA7 10 & LT A7 10 ffl & 7 2 HEEZ R 2 ISR T,

RIZ, HROFFELY P WHREZoNn/-L &, TX A 2o
BIEA a7 XA THIET 5.

SentiS core = Z Pos(w). 3)

weWw
Sk, HERy b W HICBIEE?S I EEEENE W & Ak
L, HEEBDI A aTIC5 2 582 RES Lk, Bonfiizx
AOBMBELBICHEDE RS T4 7RAT 50 NEEHT S,

T if SentiScore > T,
s=1{ SentiScore if T > SentiScore >0, 4)
0 otherwise.

ZIT, TRBfEDRI X =2 ThH D, ALTIIERIC T=15
EBGELT 6 s 0 ERZBGET 2N, BEESRRICNS
SR EDHIUEZ P 0 TH B, [ARROBIEAMIC X
D, R@) VEADME L ZHEICENT A T AAT s, bEMT
%, BAEHIS, RO EEFERBUL 5 = [Spo Sneg] THEI NS,

DR, Wi, 7¥ AN, BIOREEEZzZNENA YTy 7 A
v,t,s TET,

PEH SO PMIRR T, WERONANL 2 I8 L 75 o i~ TR

WG Z L TE 72720, ALTRIANIC X 2HEANT 28T 3.
St PREFROMMRICE Z B WEOWEIISHOYEL T2,

4. BHEY ") 71 DHEBEICED  EROEIEE

AT, Wi 7% A b RIGEE &) 2o DMIEHOEER 72
RN HED  HGRORE T2 IRET 2, HETEROMEZX
1ITRT, LD, FL—=v i) o migdse, 7% 2 M
W, REERME 2T T 5, Kz, EEHBISOHTZ LT
BESY T 4 O HOAAREMAOHELZEH L (4.14i), Hohn
BT BRI RS S R O S R 2 T 5 (4.2 ) .
DI, #£27 v 7OiM%Z3HT 5,

4.1 Ef}, TFAM RBREBZAVCIEDAHEZROHETE
WE, n ROBEBE7 NN EHBELY b Q &, i, RD TV
L 7TFAMEHEEY b Q,BE5Z6NT05ET5, I
ZRLADLYE n(n=n +n) KOS S, 3 DG CHIER
R 7 Fov, 7% 2 MR by, B X ORISR~ 2 b
NEZNFNEETE, 2ot sE, BEIVAEHEGE Y M
DWBTUE, BIEERM s 2 EMR T VG D TRAECHE S 12
%, BARIICIE, BIE 7 RAUDRRD T4 TDEE 50 =1, FA
TATDEEE sy =7 T 5, ZOBRMIZED, BIET N VAHE
HRDT ¥ 2+ 0o REBEDPRFEL T BEAICYH, EIGHREZ
flio Tl ETF A FOMHBZIEZ S, DhickhBonz&e
Y T 4 DB % 2 F N X, e R, X, e R™d, X, e R
TRT.

WRETHETIE, Z2ODFFY T4 0 OHOAARZEMZHEE
T3, —MLINIEHEMRER ST EZ V5, BRI,
RAD X 2, F—DHEGRD & ORI O BHEE% S5 T/IME
T5IET, iBHDEY Y 741237 2575 W, e R,
d=d,+d +dy) 28T % [13].

i 2
wmin ST IXW, = X Wl (5)
i,je{v,t,s}
subject to W/E;W, = Lw/ X, w; =0, ©®)
i’jE{v’t’S}’iij’k’lz19"',d,k¢l, (7)

ERIZBOT, Al BfTHIAD7RR=Y 2 VA%ERL, ¥;
X, X; ORIDOITEATI], wy 1375 W, O k FBHDOFIR 7 +
N%EFRT, R (7)) ORMLIZ—AGEAS EREIRE T 5.

ZODEDES) T 4 123 IRHEHBI TR, WTED 7 1 R
T IUIRRPEIR T ) T — a »C, BB E EEoT X
A MNEBMOMBEZERT 27015 nTw 5 [16,17]. A
FIZBVTDH, TFAMroHoN s MHEOREEEAL, &
TS JEICHE L 7 B IA A 22 %2 3k 5

4.2 BOHAHZEMICEK T IERDRIBSE
THEE L 7255875 X D, #HDIAARZERIC B W TREITY X e
w1, s)) IR TRINS,

Pi = XiWiDp. (8)

220, D RREAMEZ ARSI S ORATIITH B, BRILDOE
BRI BT AEEHOKREZIICE > TRIND D, T X —
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# 3: Flickr 8 X O Instagram 7—% v IR T2 777 F
V= v Xk B 7 ) F—va ViR RPF4 7, =a2—+ 5
IV, Flld=a— b7V EFHIIL 7 ABOfAGDE L, MIET
LMK E R T, £, T/ T — YOO —BERE T B
e

X2 7959 Y= I THOEA VI T2—ADATY) — v
Tav b 2=V S BRI U R CRRIE IR % 5T
fiid %.

Y p Ik o TEAMITSZ., AT, SCHk[16,17] TR
EAEE LR, p=4 T35,

K (®) ZHVT, BT A EEE&RE Y F Q, 225 P, e R1*4,
P, e R, BXUOP, eRV (¢ <d) ZHHL, ZhozfEaL
72 b DEREINEREITIE T %, Honk b L—=r 7RO
Bl PRI LR 7 LR L CURE R 2 2E T3, K
LCUE, PERTE [4,5,8] L FEBRICHYE SVM 2 w5, T A b
MR G 2 5z & &k, FATELZEY Y T4 oHHE Nk
RS D A2 HOAAERICHE T IE X\, 2D, L0524
HoAAELEIL)E L TREBITVIOMEGZEH L, #E SVM %
PHET 5,

5. RE&

ARTE, RETEOGIEZMEE T 27 »IcFEHZ2{T)H. 5.1
fiiclx, EBMT—% 2y F OWETEZERS, 5.2 HiTHIK
FikzHIL, 5.3 fiCHTLEDEE T FEREZRELET 2.

5.1 F—%twv MEBE

BEY = 7 CARMI N T 2RO EE N HICET 57— 2 v
MW TIN S EERHETSH B [5,7,15]. SCHR [4] TIXHE&R S 7 &
SentiWordNet (2350 & {5 L 7 BN 72 &0 7 oL % 1B T —
ZERBELTWED, HRY TORER ) A X %EZLEID)N
BIEEEIME Y, 2 2 TEAWETIE, 2799 Y —2 v 7 #EL
TAFTTF—F vy F2MET2, £7, GEMEY A b Flickr
% & N Instagram 2> 5, DATFD X 9 IclifR%z INEE L 7= [28].

e Flickr 7—#%twv k
SCHR [29] THRME X 11TV B Flickr DR ID 12 L 72235 T
WRE LT XA MERENEL 72, T2 —F D ZME
Bk % iR 70 BUCBRE L, 105,587 MOERZE. 0
FT—=%%t vy b CORMHEEZ “view”?, “black”, “photo”,
“canon”, “nikon”, “film” T > 7.

e Instagram 7—%tv k
SentiWordNet (2 &k X 11T\ B I&E R a2 7 DE\CHEE ()
“congratulations”, “terrible”) # 7 TV ¥ —7—F& L,
Instagram API” % F\>C 120,000 K DiEi % INE L 72, %
=IO FMEREERRKI0REREL ., ZOT—%
v b ORSHEEECIE “ove”, “like”, “life”, “day”, “new”
EWBHY, Flickr T—% kv McbR2—F D HHEEEZ
IRML B EnZ 3,

Thttps://instagram.com/developer/

A A Z F=%%vF

APT47 Za2—F7L FHTA47 Flickr | Instagram
3 0 0 21549 16364
2 1 0 20001 13351
2 0 1 6586 3361
1 2 0 11651 9897
1 1 1 9449 5270
1 0 2 3701 2302
0 3 0 3290 3858
0 2 1 5010 3558
0 1 2 4914 3260
0 0 3 3988 4218
77— 8K [ 7810% |  8329%

RAe BTy FPOBRLAERS T4 7 - 24T 4 7HIRD

Flickr Instagram
RP T4 7 | 41,552 29,715
FAT47 | 8,902 7,478

BT =51y FMHOmRICK L, CrowdFlower® 7 77 K'Y —
U7y b 74— EFALTROBERIZOE=ZH4D2—
o7/ T—vavifi, BENcE K2 iRdqgy
¥72—AD LI, HRE—KTORRL, BTLE D EEE
FLEEHE (Highly positive, Positive, Neutral, Negative, Highly
negative) TENI¥Z, K747, =a—F+I, FhiFF
AT 4 7 EFHE L 7 N OMA G DR L, BT SIS E &
IR T, 7/ T7—F9=24DHb, RPT47L=a—F71D
B, FRFEFNT AT EZ 2= TNVDOARMERINIGEIT—
Bl ARLEE, —BFIE Flickr 7—4% % v T 78.10%,
Instagram 7 —% v FT83.29% & 7%-o7, WL &g 7~
H&F—%1y MEY =7 TAMT 3 (http://mm.doshisha.
ac.jp/senti/CrossSentiment.html) .

BB LHEONIZE T, WAl UL DE S DSERIE RN I 8 %
FAE$ L DR H 553 [30], AWMATIEwNLF X T 4 THET
DPERIRTEI T S\, BHUIC 7/ T — F TSR 3% & %o
FHBZ R L, BEEAEHL L&D AZERIHCS, B
N7 =51y F OGS EL 4 1TRT, K26 AN S
k9IS, V=2 AT TICERY T 14 7 LR LA RO
T MEASH o7, FERTERY T4 7 - 2HT47LbIC
RU#EzE Y 7Y v 753,

5.2 WBFE
AREETIX, UTOFHkEEoMILEZ1T9.

e Random: 7 A M % 7 v & M HEHT 5.

e Low [4]: HSV fat 2 + "5 4 &, SIFT ¥ Bow % fifi
ALER7 PV ERGTEE SVM 2453 2,

e SentiBank [5]: {RXFEICHE-D < 1,200 o 7 L —
ADFAER 2 PRIRE L L, #JE SVM 2457 5,

e CNN[8]: CNN D% 7 @hr 656415 4096 XL 7 b L
ZHOTHIE SVM 248§ 5,

e CNN+PCA : CNN D% 7> 5556415 4096 XITDFRE
Bt LB a2 L, 128 RIGAHIW L 72 H & 59F
SVM %2487 %,

e BoW+SVD: BoW+SVD 2 &k h EH X+ 7 1,500 KILD T

8http://www.crowdflower.com/
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— A% EH S

#5: KT =5ty MBI 2BESBHOIEME, 5 HOFRTDN

BE L O RA 2 R T

F—=%xX v b

Fik Flickr Instagram
Random 50.39 + 0.69% | 50.54 + 0.65%
Low [4] 66.99 + 0.52% | 64.24 + 0.60%
SentiBank [5] 71.61 £0.18% | 68.50 + 0.61%
CNN 69.80 +0.34% | 66.48 + 0.55%
CNN+PCA 77.51 £0.38% | 74.35+0.72%
BoW+SVD 7246 +048% | 73.32 +0.17%
Skip-gram 73.01 £+0.23% | 72.76 + 0.28%
CNN+PCA+BoW+SVD+S | 80.43 +£0.31% | 79.15 + 0.31%

CNN+PCA+Skip-gram
CNN+PCA+Skip-gram+S

78.58 +0.29%
79.30 +0.33%

75.89 +0.32%
78.45 +0.24%

LC(V+D)+P(V) 77.54 +0.30% | 75.01 +0.39%
LC(V+S)+P(V) 77.84+0.30% | 74.72 + 0.38%
LC(V+T+S)+P(V) 78.38 £0.34% | 75.57 £ 0.50%
LC(V+T)+P(V+T) 79.28 +0.51% | 78.60 +0.71%
LC(V+T+S)+P(V+T) 81.20+0.43% | 80.04 £0.67%
LC(V+T+S)+P(V+T+S) 81.25+0.34% | 80.17 + 0.32%

¥ 2 MR W THYE SVM 2451 5,

e Skip-gram: Skip-gram 2 X % 400 XJLD T ¥ A %
F\WTHYE SVM 22485 %,

e CNN+PCA+BoW+SVD: CNN+PCA(128 X o) ¢&
BoW+SVD(1,500 XJT) % & L7X 27 LV TEIE SVM %
HETE, 200FFY T4 EHOEFIETDH S,

¢ CNN+PCA+Skip-gram: CNN+PCA (128 %Ji) & Skip-
gram (400 RJ0) ZHiA L7227 MLV THIE SVM %2428
5. 2200 ) T4 2H0EFETH S,

¢ CNN+PCA+BoW+SVD+S:

CNN+PCA+BoW+SVD (2, $#EFIETH 7RG RERHE
(2KI0) ZREELEXRT MLV THEE SVM #2283 %, =
DEYY T4 ZHOLTFETH 5.

¢ CNN+PCA+Skip-gram+S:

CNN+PCA+Skip-gram (2, BERTFIECTH V7 B TER
(2%70) ZfEAE L7 FIVTHRIE SVM 28§25, =
DEY VT4 ZHCIFIETH S,

HZFEDOHEIE SVM D243 1213 Liblinear® Z 272, SVM D3
FTA=F ClE L=V T =D/ AN) FT—=ra v
THREL 7=,

X5, METFHRIIBII2EEDESY ) 714 ORREZHEET 2
7oz, Eh S AHAGLE T EICHERZIMET 5. HlE LT,
HRRFEE L OVT % A N E O T DIARZER % R - 56
% LC(V4+T), =MHEOEM TR T TH AL LR %2 RD - 5E%
LC(V4T+S) & L TET. FEEIZ, 7 A FEHROBEBGRE B A%
L 72856 % P(V), HEREE X7 % 2 MREESE L 725
&% P(V4+T) £ FKidd 5.

5.3 RSO MEESE

AR LEEED»S, PL—=r HERIET A G 5
AL 5 EREE L 72, BARWIZ, Flickr 7—%+t vy FTlE, &
R ICR L 6,000 ROMIERE FL—=> 7%y b, 2,500
DWEfR%ET A2y b & L%, 7% Instagram 7—% & v +Tl3,
F SRR ISR L 5,000 BOmRE L —=> 7%y, 2,400
BOMR%E T A by b &Lk, FEOWRETHoEEE LT, —
B OFRTIC O EFRAXDEMRE TN T 3,

1EL RIS HMT 2 7B D B
7 A MG D IR

http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/ cjlin/liblinear/

IEfE = 9

ETORTICB T 2 EMBOVEE L OEHERFAZE 5 1TR
T, X&), ACEDOESY) 74 2SS, REFHRIIK
FHREIDIEBERCEBZOHETE TV L2025, RS
LC(V+T+S)+P(V) DR A5, T A FHIRICT F A MMEHRH 4L
FELZVEATH-TYH, TF 2 MB LR v
MDA ARZEB DR LICEHRT 2 £ Wz 35, ZERTXTHFH
ATME RGO TNOFELRENIKRE S EL LD, #EF
HED LC(V+T+S)+P(V+T+S) il b mwkEZ R L 12,

PREFICHER DML [4,5] % 72 35E O MR IZ TR [28]
THREE L 7278, AEFRTIZ CNN FEZ v 5 2 & TIE@ERH
RELMETZZ E2MERLA, 29 L% CNN Fga oA M
%, CNN+PCA 7° Low % VSO #EH L T3 Z 26 b5
PTH 5. 51%1%, ImageNet THEIEEHFAD 8 CNN %7 7
LA vFa—=v 7L, BESHEICELL G EE2ERT 27
ETH D,

Flickr 7 =%t v F O—RIEDFRTTT A FHIGEH SN o
VI T4 7« a®VAMEDH L, LC(V+T+S)+P(V+T+S) i
o TRY T4 TERBRT T4 7 LI N B 24 K]
B2 3R T, HiERF v 7> 3 vd Flickr 21— ID IR L,
RGBS FI N MR ZERT, OThOMRS R T4 7%k
FERNT 4 THEEPERINTEY, HE2ERITHLOH0D
EABAA v ERDZEBRS ) ELDHETETCS, —HT, K3
OB T 4 TDF %S OWROIREL 72, S%IL, 2%
FHCHEE L MDA RZER 202 2 LT, FESY T4 DR
5 OHEERERIC—EHMED A S N B « 2 5 Th gz
AL, kbt EnLEe s,

6. HHHIC

AT, B 7% A b - EEE &V Z oD DI ERN 72
HABIIC D MR DG S FE 2 RE L 2, REFETIE, &
EYY T 4 D5 DR S HOAARZM DS 2B L, 58
S COF - B EERE 2 T CRESEER 2B L, AXD
BEICIE, REFEOWEEZFMT L7201, 777 RV =2
JRBUTHELEZRE S IR ETFT—S 2y P 2HOTHEE
fFote, FEBTIE, RBDES Y T 4 % H o BIESEER0E I
R, REPEIRL 7/ 57— ¥ DFMIIE R R 2R L 7=,

KX TIE, FERMEICR VRS T4 T2 T4 TD=y
T ANED AR BRI L 7. 5#1%, Plutchik 22E T 2 KB D
B [B11 1D BEE Y 7 AD AN L REFEE IR S 2 FE
<H 5,

RETETHV 2BEBOBRTIC >V T LA 2 HENL L FET
b5, Kz, SR [6] D& ) ITEBER E2RTREESP, XFR
W L ERER IO B EnwR D, FRAOERTII,
RO BIF I BT 5 CNN R oG HALHS o7z,
S#1%, ImageNet THHEYFEHINAZCNNZ7 74 vV Fa2—=
YLD EREET B L E b, X b IREICRML
BT CH 2 02 Eim T 20 H 5,

HHROBIE S, HRRE - HEC T -y~ AA =), Ea—
2vaAVEaL—F A VIS avIicEMEENiTH B, SHIT
REFEOIGH & LT, BiEICES iGBRTFELHAT 2T
ETH D,
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