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8 ¢
Yl Al F7hE SlEulo] Abgate] o)A ®EO] Ao] HAuk ol wel AbgAe] Aslt
gAE Azoz Q1A 9 FFse WHEC AFHY o3 Utk 97 4] (opinion analysis)<
Gagofol| A= o7 Agrh BbE] Hx| G EokR o7 Ao dad A9 2 =S| nu|sith 2
B g2 dojAd A 5E T4 o3 E AN ol &d Mdsts WS AAS L BAE 2 A
W) gFS o upgke] whabo] =ojdity
1.A & 2 =R T oFE ARKNES o] &3lA
Hesh= 2 7EA9] FEzEg HE AAE
Pe] m= Q] AHY AREAES] A=l Al ko 2 o] whake fisA =efgit)
2a % xdETY Fag BEES AASHA HAT
AREAFe] =2 theket o mE Fol HAL o] 2. 349 A+
el ARAEe] Asiy ojHdE AEom Q1A U
FEohve WHEel AFEHo 2x drk. ol T4 o3 E FHFIEE oY Wl
ATES A AA T vgE FokolA AEo=E ATEHAgH. [1]12 dis HEA FEAF AHE9
AE Fysta ¥4 gt SHE HEAE F AoAx Aty AEAEITEF WHES o] 85k
AT} e s TR WS ke WS AdTsksith
oA ¥4  (opinion analysis) #oF=  FIA (2] ©ole] F7]dHel woigh §1 o] A
(subjectivity) ¥4, 74 (sentiment Y+ polarity) FNARE AFsE E AH HAY|E o] gs =
A o)A %4 (opinion holder) ¥ WA F&, ¢ Mol Fd W]l 4 seed WO EIY
Lolrb = oA el Qokol) wE A B3 o= 59 Pointwise = Mutual Information (PMDE  ©]-&3f
SE&EoF & TYe AR FAZ Ui 5 QT TS WH = AES stk
olglgt AFEo] Fojub dEA A= AE UA [3]12 F3d Wdo] LH doEY HEFS
LAFN FE ka1 FTHo] T TE AN E o]-g3sto] ol FoJolEol U Wol Hakv= U
bt AF7F HaEa vk oo uwhel o Al TG WIS 9t wHEs ATt
g tgst Ad 2 =50] s o] gARE of A Fol ol omn xZQ1 WordNets ©]-&3t+
ghoojoll = 1e| gk At Eo] mH| g A o)t} ATE AT [4]l= "ojEel disl “Good”#
02 oA FEHHE oz EAo] 2ol oYk “Bad’ebe]  own7b dwiy 7beAlE WordNetS:
M & T3 ]3] (subjectivity lexicon)¥ o] 4] ol-gall Aitste] wolo] FHRAFES wWis= WHE
AToF 1 ARSI A o3 e =A<l AR FHZddl= dojE9 Abd A9 PageRanks
oulE FAT uw 2ol oy g Hgo=, o] &3] WordNet synset o] FAIEE  AXsh
o359 FAMEGEYU ouAHH o] dWrF o= WordNet®] R= synsetd]l F#HA HA4E& 55t
o] 37t zt= FHAe A7l (strength), =8 B H73 W T 9ot [5,6,7].
22 TR ek (polarity) 3 22 HRE x g3 storols Oige®E 3 AFdE e ZHH
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Aoz FHAH FHE FE3F3 [8]9 appraisal
theory ©I %7%5& ez A}gx7) JEE £ Y=
s [917F 2

[miug% golel FHE FHY IIE TE
Aojo] Fd Ao &&st= WS AAe=d L
U ES A AVHARE v, 3 HA A =3
o35 AHHE ol&ste] i ddER AR HAs=
Folil, F WHAE tddole] wAE T o3 9
Adojz W El

o9 she U, adgn A owAE

LEAst ol FHd B¢ ERVIE o8
' TEH VASHSE 5T

H

I=]
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] St UEAE
BER712 wt=x abAolr) [1118 Al A o)
Aol HAYtha  HBusAg o] Wy 8l
LAY BRI E5E B FAA o3 E A
Fato] o] 3o AEA Ao & = A "ok
B =EE [11]e] Age F A g2s fste]
M FEsEe v WS AmREa o] uhe
oS o A AA7 JEA] Ao Ert

@ Qlofo] FHuolgl: T 3T <ozt AL
FosEe ojgs oe dojz wela: WHe
EESS

WA Sk AAsE FHd oY W9 @
ot gae AN EA dole] wol W.ol
FHdE M FES PSIWy, tidddole] wo] Wy
o] Mo $HE TCW f) {WoWe b 588 o W,
b EBe b BEe e P

P(S|Wf): ZP(S’WS|Wf)

W,eTC (Ws )

o171 PSWJWpEs wAl 2%uXA P(S[)olM St

=HA el 7Hdete Wi Agslad, fee As

ok g2 A de st

P(SIW/)= > P(SIW,)P(W,[W,) 1)
W, eTC (W)

T2 (D2 A PSIWoS P(W W) + 7N g

o] FojAt}t. P(SIWE WL 7= F349 gé
aglar PWIWpeE  diiddo]e] woj7p EXdoj=
Hogd gl

A

gl

PSIW)E tiaelofo] ou] TEHHo|e
oFeld  Pe 4 Utk HHHd FEAdol:
FRgel AEE “olF AW, d A 5o B
Wy BE gk gol A5AQ MY SR g,
POV W @ o] Aelsl g ol
TeEs @ we gL 9o e Fos
o) g3l FRALES gt

N

B 7l

First Sense (FS): FS& 7% natvedt W o2 ALz 9

tdolx= 1 Qo] we on)g] TA R
SAE U dukE el A A B bt A
HAo] FAE 2ujo] wWo]E AMEs= A QFE

A5 s A el
Al Z=glo A 3 HA Tl &
lower bound®E 712 <

thelgel gl wewre

AR B,

[12]= om
Aeists Aol 75%9
ithar 535 [13]2
mﬂog 58%° 5=

FS = thgat 2ol 43k 4 At
if SROW,, W,) =1

P

rs (W1 IW {0 otherwise

o714 SR(W,Wp= W, o FHTo] F W <7
A5 YERAT

Uniform Weight (UW): UW+x A WA onuks
AEsl= FSeb= &8 EE 9ulo] thsfa H53H
F5S5 HEujsls Wyolth FSE &3 oo 3 ghof
g ool & woldwt figatE Wb, UWE

7bed RE wojeh tigAl7l= WRolth NS(Wo=
wfel ojm] sjeEehar b UWs vh53 2

1
P W,)=——
UW(\Nsl f) NS(Wf)
Sense Rank (SR1 & SR2): FSe UWo] =wkA <l
PReolEd SRE 1 Fe "ok WyeR Wil
HA o1 W, 9ne SA oHE ol&d HAFTE

253k abe el

NS(W,)—-SRW, ,W,)+1

Pors W, [W ) = Z(NS(\/\/f)_SR(\/Vf W) +1)
W' eTC(Wy)
B (W, |W, ) = NSOW:) ~ SRIW, W.) +1)

Z(NS(\Nf)_SR(\Nf W) +1)?

W' eTC(Wy )
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3.2. B dloje] FBA e

74 (DY oz THE 27 ot ol
wole] Fwdel o4 1 wolrh wdm & gt
FHES o$HEmE Fuel /b He wole] P9
o 5o AWAe] ol oleld WA wekal]
A3 TgRlel wole F¥y HBL wEgqom
AN b PUES AN B

S(\Nf)z ZS(\NS)Wt(VVf —)Ws)

W eTC (W5 )

S(Vvs)= ZS(VVf)Wt(Ws _>Wf)

W; €TC (W) (3)
PageRank(PR): PageRank+=
grapholl 4] authorityl+= node=

A EAE gz 3 fHAAdA
I 8= 2 (Dol A

tojE  Alolg]
“@ojEo]  graph]
S gdlol e dol&
Q M2 o Erk
bipartite graph’} i, F
2, B¢ A&
WA o2 ALbstHA 3 4 Aok (rank  sinkE
¢ 3 smoothing factor® F7FA o2 aysjjof st}

random-walk model=
directed 2=
el a ol

1
L

Sgl= olEd FuE du AWAol "i oS
Ael7] 98 outlink’t §1E  nodeE  AAFAH
SHAIRE o] W2 iteration®] WHE WA W; o F34
g% ®stE PHeBrE AL 9 iteration©]
el W o FHA FEF R A A9s

oot g,

EdgeWeightAdjustment (EWA): ©] EWA W2 PR}
2ol (2)¢] A& ol&sANt Wi FHAE FES
stk dixl WY g8l A TS AE
shEotes stoh aEiA (3 A tiale]l ofEe
2o 2 dlalgcy,

S
W, W, )= — W)

D> SW,)

W, eTC(W,)

4, FHAY 77
T 3= a2 AAR AEHd ABA ERHRTF
A5 [15]e] e T34 %< 2 7HA] Fe=8
TS AR FHY BERVIE TFESIY Atd
oz F5% o3 A& wHstaxt skt [15]9
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51. 48 A=

ARl At oz T
Automatic Opinion Finder Systeml
[15]+= 7]€ AFoA 75 AdS
JdfE sAdow +PIALt. ol
ol wole} wolse EAL
aga T4 (polarity:

T3 E o1 3,

AL 6,856
(Strong/Weak),
Positive/Negative) &=

AR

}

Ol

E 1. 37t 49 51184 dd 5344 44+,

P

FAA
An; & Any
Anl & Al’lg
AHQ & An3

7+t (k)
0.47
0.59
0.41

LA &
0.74
0.80
0.70

U http://www.cs.pitt.edu/mpga/
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435 A& F-%k
FS UW SR1 SR2 FS UW SRl SR2 FS UW SRl  SR2
HY Fo|~gihs o] &3 4§
F384 72.41 67.25 66.85 66.48 37.06 67.65 70.00 68.82  49.03 67.45 68.39 67.63
7 2 64.49 79.07 76.74 77.27 46.62 2297 22.30 22.97  54.12 3560 34.55 35.42
SRS 68.04 69.63 68.78 68.64 41.51 46.86 47.80 47.48  51.56 56.02 56.40 56.13
829 HY & PRYYH A& 49 (2 iterations)
T304 75.90 66.86 67.43 67.24 37.06 67.65 69.41 68.82  49.80 67.25 68.41 68.02
2 2] 64.22 74.42 73.81 75.00 47.30 21.62 20.95 22.30  54.47 33.51 32.63 34.38
SR 69.27 68.37 68.66 68.81 41.82 46.23 46.86 47.17  52.16 55.16 55.70 55.97
Felag HY & EWALH A83 45 (100 iterations)
F384 7391 67.39 73.91 68.62 20.00 36.47 20.0 41.17  31.48 47.32 31.48 51.47
7 2 56.54 63.10 56.54 65.59 64.18 43.91 64.18 41.21 60.12 51.79 60.12 50.62
SRS 60.28 65.12 60.28 67.17 40.56 39.93 40.56 41.19  48.49 49.51 48.49 51.07
WS 93 ApdomE Yoln o] Aol AQith. SR2S AHEo] FSol  10%4xE  HAAW  wkd
XAl EEC] AlFdh= AMHEC] AR QI YA AHES 30% oo &S vk F-3te 4% UW,
Faz 32 F de FG3/3G AP EC HlEA SR1, SR2¢] ¥ So] FSHETF A4 A =th
SAEIYE ool Jiey EFAE welx #E4 PRojly EWA  WWE HEse Ag, AFEL
45sicta wekEc gite] Ae ggsiga T34 2 ERolA 53]
As HATES S #HUF EAERE 20020 7€H-H FSe] 749 PRES ARgste] 75.90%, SRIZEWAE
129 Apole] Foldw ® JA} F 515 FHOR  AREEl] 73.91%° AEES Witk PR WHLF-#E
TAE 3B A elth. o] BAHEL daols AL A3 x| fowA FHEH AHes 2% I
ool s Al WY ARl s ATl W EWA UHE ASEs wole W
FHAARA oz FAHA A W FA AdES dA3 gAYste] F-gtol HAAdgoz w@ol
AA=E Hlwsty] 98] annotation studyES SHH ST Yrolx = =dA ARMEE We]  Aes
Ax = Ax &3 J7luk(Kappa) #[16]0-= =AU AxEXE gEvaus ddo] HAR O A Zo
® 1o YU A FHAEY F3RA AAE T T dA-st & 9w E wolx grevia dhdo] o}
HA FAxe] AX& Ity gho]l 53] wlg- Yt
ol F¥AA ERFY 7lFEel Aslyl oHa itk 6. AR 2 ¥F AT
AFol 7F Jes HoE
HEHor Ahgsts H7HEAM = 51149 24 T Al BoE=Re 3] o B4 AlxEle fES 93
o] FMx7} B Foss 148709 A#H, 1707)<] A AR i Aoy Ads 8T F e
T34, F 318709 BHFo 2 FASAT Weke] mAom Ty ool WYy
mzeE) weka, @ 7R @edt FElagy A wy
5.2. FHA &F F7 H% 5SS B3 ol oFE AEHS Bt TE o
o3ESs FHAH BF EFVIA HEs HHo=m
TH719 Ao o4 24 ERAdTY RE 28 F2E HUtel 2 oo 2y o ByEe Adds
ERAASS S4AoE B olfe T34 939 ghobatAl F Ak
A AT FHe FHAH B ERFol wkgol o o 20 WHES EUZ AHE T o3
Aot Aztely] wjEoltl, Aletd FElay WREwr o] WS sfdtelal whEojx o3 A WIS o
AFEES Aol FSAS AUz Fud e AeslA g 5 e BHS aFsof o
AE AFES ¥ XS Holn U A& vl AFRE 7€ AT dgE ¥E Zyany
HA3 otk wlE 2 99 WHE UW, SRI, 9 AFEgSoniy 44 FR 5 JdE FHA
A 25 FE3e YHE A7 vt

? http://endic.naver.com/
% http://www.donga.com/
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