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WE REETERISRAE—AMENEKNES, HEWMEHE L T OERTE LK RANE
B B TEFZENERRB T ZAERARS LR T XWEME, &0 K% E A & e T Ff B AR
TR, HEFEREREHRE E T XEXHTRSNES. B, RXRE: (1) 4F. BFEZEEKAE
WAL T %, (2) £ T A7ERE S DAGRU (dynamic attention gated recurrent unit) #7452 H #7718 & 4
M k. B YR A R AR B B A ) T f B AR SRR AT IE LR, Re Oy B AR SE R n BTGB A
&N BANF RSB T ER N FTXEEREREA UL ERLZERA RS, ANTTERRHMFERLET
XIERAFAE, EEA R A TR B E R ERER. AXEAE SemEval2014 B F 338
% Laptop, Restaurant F#ATEZ R, L2 RKH, £ THAEE N DAGRU WA AT & TA7 8
ERNNEAERFEERSE
kiR EEANA, GRU, FROT, REF, EREEALHE

1 5§

K2 BARTE IS (aspect-based sentiment analysis, ABSA) A& 1 B BT Ak i S RbAT 45 1~3)) &
FEM B AR TE 5 AR R B AR 73 B 4 58 0 48 R SCAS (55 TR ), 35 B AT 1 AR A2 VR Jim W s A1
& ABZAES T, B — AT AL TP R E HARSEAAE (aspect), Herp i H AR SRS G 51
AR, 55 1 H BRI HEIRT B 25 A HARSEAR B B (BB W, ). R 1 B TR
TR E) T, BN E) TS T HARSER, RAPEE 2 50y HARSEAR, 265 3 Bl H AR SR A1 Bk
P PLR 1 HEIa)T () AB, BERSER “food” MUK MM NARLI (positive), T “service” JTH K
] (negative).

1A 2 — MR FH 2 TR B AR 2 2 53 U0 RIVR B2 2% 3] U732, B, Kiritchenko 55 191 1 &
JENLER S X T T — BN THRHIE (A4S A BOW . 15 Al 3L, DL A I8 SURIESE ), T IX Sy

S| =X, B2, X, & BFaSEREN GRU 1FeE BArE &2, FERE: G ERE, 2019, 49: 1019-1030, doi:
10.1360/N112018-00280
Li L S, Zhou A Q, Liu Y, et al. Aspect-based sentiment analysis based on dynamic attention GRU (in Chinese). Sci
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Table 1 Examples of sentimental classification

Sentence Target entity Sentiment polarity
. Food Positive
(a) Great food but the service was dreadful
Service Negative
(b) Except Patrick, all other actors don’t play well Patrick Positive

A YNGR SCHF AL (SVM) SRIEATIH IR AT, BBV ) TR EE K& B AR R SR 4 s Y
PERE, ERME BRI AR R =N I ).

FHECZN, RIS 21 68 H 341 5 R R RHAETE i S % O e JE AR AIE, 8 S KB N AR A . 4,
Tang %5 ") R P~ LSTM (long short-term memory) X _FSCHIUR SCHEE 743 B 3E 4718 L mig #5329
ANE SR, P AN SR s B B AT I B 2K, 207 A8 LSTM M A) 71 B 30fE
B, AH LSTM X A) R IAVE:, XA 2 m] 58 25 2Rzt i 2 ] (0 155 JR% A5 5.

T ARG B ] (1) 1 SR JE SRR, 3 I (attention mechanism) # 5] N1EE I HTES
. i, Wang 55 B R A LSTM R4 A 5l i) ESUE B, FER R 2I0LRInBCR F3RAS4)
TR, Wz A) 7 ROREATIE RN, HARAE R ) R 2 AN (1) BR) LSTM R REIRE B 3CfE
B TESRBCN SUE R (2) Wy S LT = i T8, LR A I RE R, HES 5]
NI B . Tang 25 01 YONRFIE T 7 2 E N AZFIRFAE R 5 B AR SSAR IR AR PE 8 06, TR R )
BUATHIIN T AR R B A5 2., T B 22 7 B WL RS i A SR R, [ % SR s Tt
HIER. XA 20 R UL RESR = 1 B AR SER R AU LU R, 9900 A5 O S, ELRO A) B il
NXHATERE. Chen %5 10 5211 T RAM (recurrent attention on memory) fif#k R SCiE SGREUFIE =
2343 B R, JE I 2 S R R A Ko B B L RRE, JFEid GRU (gated recurrent unit) 4%
ERIIRIGEIR, B H bR S B i R 18 7] B, A J FH I A 175 K ) 2 00 ) s S AR 17 JK.

BRI H B 2 B U] AR e AR S 2R RS B, (AR E R IR FE e R I
ARG R, BEHE, ZiEE U b —Rd sy ae s & HEER R A 1) — S5 B, A5 R ROR X g
15 BIRD AR GE B E B B ) A = i 45 SRR SE AR w. B, T3 1 AT (b),
FAiR] “except” FIEHIE “don’t play well” —#ex] HFRIAR “Patrick” P2 AWM AIE K. (B2 ER I
i _F— R R B “all other”, ABAAVIER IR _EREERE BEtAEI /D> “all other” FEANIK
TR BRI

AFETZ AR M EET A7 SURBA il LA B TE R 1L DAGRU (dynamic attention
gated recurrent unit) FIE BT, B, I —ANXA) GRU R A) 5 SEAREHATE U (HP
A ghD), M3 SRR AR )RR, X B XM GRU FISRERREA) I 1R S &, 1A 4 il 5k
RELL SRR R A B RSB R, IR 7R RoR. R, KRR REAICIZER (memory), FIHIZ)
# DAGRU 2 IHLHERBGCAZR R 6 BYE BRI SRR h . BUE, 7R SRR B B
PR SEAR I K.

AR B AR IHLE] AT LA H R DAGRU HGHEHE & 45 A SR RoR, St
RFTR RS A 5 BN ER I 15 845 B Chen %5 10 SR GRU $ull& 2 kR ISR, B
EZERER AR R, 0 ESCRBE T, E—UEEs Ra TR AE R 45 R 1k
e, DA SO RS SO E R D 25 R, R 2 B IR AR T e R IR R,

ZARAILE SemEval2014 B (BN Bl 4E: Laptop A Restaurant {75256, SLI6 45 K, LT
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BASTER 71 DAGRU FIUR A L3S T An ey e = D R ok U B35 &, HER R 18 3 76.33% F1
81.96%.

2 MxXIfE

R € H AR IR K8 T 4R BB W AES5, BRI A) 7 i) B AR SEAR G B . A AR
EEX SemEval2014 B H AR ST B AR PUNAESTHEAT BB, 2R 5500 52 007 rh A B b S 4 175 b
Y, T I7 1 — o D9k B HLas 55 2] O iR BE 5 2] T V.

WLES 22 S TR IR LB 17 ] A AR B IR AT AL, 45 S HLEs 2% > A BEAT 5 Pt
ELan, Kiritchenko &5 1 F| 1A AR5 BOW . 15 1A i, DL T8 SUREHT &6 A8 B3 U5 A i P AL, e i)l
ZRCHFFENL (SVM) SREEATIE B 28, XK T7VERBUET, (A 45 A TR Bt S, 7204
KENIYI.

NFENR IR SR T, AR VR LA S THERIE AR Y, 2 R 22 N 2% i ] T I LSRR RIS — 2 K
R, Hean, BIAFHZE M4 (recursive neural network) M~131 | JEIRFFZE LS (recurrent neural networks) 4]
FIRTE LSTM (tree-structured LSTM) [0 4§, ix SLFET R W2 [ VAR T R SUE B, K F &
Ak T ) S — A S

Jiang & 161 B IREENA 11518 28 B ARSEAR RO 2, IFUER] 115 B AR 40% AR FHIE
HARSARFT SR, N T I BFRSARIN(E B, Tang 25 7 $2H TD-LSTM, £ H# > LSTM 43 H%f H
PRSEAR ) R SO HAT EEE, DA FE SR, Wang 45 (8] 2 HH 5L T attention ] LSTM, i#id LSTM
Gt )1, FIH attention fi3KGmhd 5 ) 7 2R b i HE 2445 B

H T M7 B R MU S R i T A0, — 28 % attention HLAIHE IR H. Tang 45 O #0077 —

ANRBEICIZIN 2, 2 MR B AR E B attention THEZ ALK, 18t Zeth 7 N G IX 2815 B, 538
T attention FIHERATE. Ma 25 171 fi FIPHAS attention W4%28 H 3R HARSLAA S 1 SCHE B
FRIFTE A H AL H AR, il AN ER R BEAT 1 B, Chen 45 101 42 HH A HIJER attention
SER IR S R, Il GRU XY attention 45 RBEATARLMEAL &, sk 2 B8 4 3 SR EL SR 28 SOA 15
J&A5 5. Huang 25 18] fEBIHL28 B2 BLAR FH ) attention over attention (AOA) ML AR 7 5 4yl 4k HX
B SUARIIE S B Zheng 25 19 2 HA# ] rotatory attention mechanism (LCR-Rot) $&¥iH N H A5
SRS BRSO MBCE BAR R, PAEHAT IR B 28, A Rt 1 itk ek B R 505 B

AN 75 R HARSEAR DL R = BOR R, B T — AN T Eh AR ) DAGRU KT &Gy
FAGY . B Sl G g D[R N 25 18 H AR SR 5 B R SCR B9 B A BAROR, fHl DAGRU
)1 B RN B AR SRR R IR E H AR SR TR I RS 22 2 R R 45 Bl R & SRR, BE
FH Softmax 7y &R#EAT 73K,

3 ETFmHEEEH DAGRU gyiES!

ASCHTHE A% T 3280 2 /1 DAGRU RS ARHEZL & 1 iR, EEHLAT 5 55504k
(1) BNE. AEFZBAY RSN (55 B3R FE AL BF 1), DAROG I ks N AT ) B i N B A
(2) 18 X ImiL 2. BH GRU, XS T B R SCE X mhy.

(3) iC1Z4 (memory). 4hi)ZFr A e Z R .
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B 1 (MEMFE) ETHE5EET DAGRU RE S HFHERE
Figure 1 (Color online) The architecture of DAGRU model

(4) BIAERESIE. S HUCE N ER attention, [ ] SEARR R B AIE attention {H I F)F15
B, B AR,
(5) S0t 2. FURDIASVE Iy A0, R 275 (A RO

3.1 HWAE

BRI, — AR EBIAFE A, AN AR 7 A B AR AR SRR B
THREERIEER, T ERRAF AR REE A, R R REIRA T S MROZRE. AT IRA R
WHEENRRN S = {w,we, .. wi, . wn}, FH w; € RS NRIFHE ¢ AR F 1 ERR
(i € [L,n]), n AETREE, do AiATAEYERE. X7 HArgedk (HARSEAR AT REA I —N), i
Term = {Wy 11, Wry2, .. Wrpm }, T, m NESREAKEL, 7+ 1 A ARSEARER PRI E. (L8
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FIRNIG IR IR P = {p1,p2, -, Djs - - P}y T p; € R NEE 5 A3 5 H AR SLAAR AL & 117
BRI (5 € [1,n]), dp AL EFEYERE. FFX A R R FIBEATHHE, (F 9L )= %A

3.2 EBMHRBESIEIZA memory

PEIRFRZE 2% (recurrent neural networks, RNN) #& H 2A1E 5 AbHE 5 FH I £ W 4555 0 | 78 Ab 355
A H 5 A MRS, (AfE4 RNN M DU PR AR, #1060 1X — A, Cho 5§ 29 $2 4 T GRU, 18
REARFRR R 1] S5 A A K SO 8 /. GRU T RE R K5 N 5 51 RS e — AN K e 41, 3X AN e 91 A 2 v
JFESE R BERNTIA X = (21,22, .. 27), BIRFIIN H = [ha, ho, ..., hy], Ho T RFFIK

F£, W GRU #] a0 M Ak A
T = U(WT[xta htfl] + b’r‘)7
2z = o(W. [z, he—1] +12), (1)
hy = act(Whp[xe, e © he—1] + b2),

hy = (1—2)®hey +Zt@}~lt,

Hep o, NEE], 2 NEHI], hy NEIESTH, o N sigmoid PREL, act N GRU WIBIEREL, Fhx ¢
REFIN A%, ¢ — 1 A% E—rhZ).

HEL A GRU R A3k A) 7R sl i B S0 X, ANRRAR 2 S S, BT BAASCHE w2 2K F W
i) GRU (BiGRU) #ifidh #uii] 7 41 i bR S0 3, By AT IR GRU MG 1R GRU $HER 3], N 778
Foow, X EARE FH X R GRU M BIGRU 1 SUgmfg A F:

h¥ = GRUx (h* |, 21), h¥ = BiGRUx (hi*, z¢). (2)

ARSCAETE N A) T SEARIBE A Zmhd, DRI IR R B N B FRsLiA, 1M A& B WA B il L gmid

R BAARERAE R BR] R A AL B T A AT PR, S8 5 Bl IS BiGRU, W1F Fok:

hts = BIGRUS(hf—lv [wt7pt])a (3)
i wy, pr AN ER] TG ¢ ANE R E TR ¢ MIBERE (¢ < [1,n]); by € R2 N
A FIRILEE t MRZIRAS, d AR GRU )2 s,

E/RERERNZ, X 3) D&M T AT SLEBA WD, i fUEH—1 BiIGRU, S5 HFx
SERFRAGER) T, JFEE R e B EI . X B, BEA gD A TR VENeIorm m, HAEH &2
FEEBANATRE R, UL R IUE B, 1812k M 5 Hbs sk R T bR A 10 Fos:

M:{hfvhgaahfaahf}v T:{hf+1ahf+2avh£+m} (4)
3.3 #T DAGRU #i&F=EHE

BRI R ) attention T HE G ADAHRIE B, AR HINA attention H1H], 18t =% R LLAT
attention 15 /2., HEFR AR R BB TPLI0, Jlb SRR eS| 38T B A S i i 4R 7R IR
P, AR R TIOI BE vEAR . ] 1 TR T AR R I E AR, E e, K B AR SR A Ttk
H 2 RAERVIGEIRES I AR R IR Termg € R24, 5 HIEE I IME oo —H2EAN DAGRU. &3 K Ik
DAGRU &, 53R A IAREK IR Termy. AR U T Frw:

Termg = Pooling(T), [Termy, ar] = DARGUrerm (M, [Termy_1, ax—1]), (5)
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(
ak@d—l—af_ a;_ B __ _oak”*1 _a:_
t t 1 f 1

Softmax ]

A

2
ak

?

)

Term,

@)
@)
@)

& 2 (MEhEFE) DAGRU #tE
Figure 2 (Color online) DAGRU unit

HA, Pooling NI EREL, Termy, oy, N k X DAGRU BIBAMNRERSHE (k € [1, K]). ALK
WIEAE oo I, o =1/n,i=1,2,...,n.

DAGRU MISEIL S 2% AT 45 DON U SRR A BBl 72, K 2 #5487 DAGRU W
HRSCHLAATT. B Termy 1 5 apy — @ —NZ 2 AWML (MLP), 1520145 F—B 2 sSeiRfE &
FIUE R R v, AR AT

ri = MLP([Termg—_1, ag—1]). (6)
AL SIS S MLP BARRIECN
MLP([TeI‘Ink_l, Oék—l]) = actM(WM [Termk_l, Oék_1] + bM), (7)

Hoep Wy NTIIZALE, by AR E R, acta, 95 ZIRAIHLIIEGTE 54

BAAL r SRS M = {h{, 83, b7, hE}Y B Dense JEAFEICLL A b AR (4553
sty 23t softmax IA—1KFRIR ay, BIUHTAOIE B 08 FRFHTEE R OB X TAZ RN TR AT INAGR
R B HHCAZAR R s IGHIN GRU, S8 T S0 BB Termy,_; #33] Termy:

Sli = actD(WD[hf,rk] +bp), O‘;c = neXLSk)j,
Zj:l exp(sy,)
u (8)
ar = {ag,ai, .. aph, mi = Zaihfv Termy, = GRU(Termy_1, mg),
i=1
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Table 2 The statistics of the datasets

Sentiment polarity Laptop Restaurant
Train Test Train Test
Positive 994 341 2164 728
Neutral 464 169 637 196
Negative 870 128 807 196
Total 2328 638 3608 1120

Hrp, Wp NATIIGAE, bp NWE &, actp N Dense = HIHUE K%L

238 K X DAGRU J&, 153 9LHR& RN Termy MRZITEREIE ap, HF Termy 1FNRENE
SRR R AE.
3.4 WMHESERNIIZ

o = B AR LR A A Se R s TS i, A AN &R 1R 2 — Termy,. RRAERT
S, HFRSEAR Term HUFEEMAE S y BIBERON p(y[S, Term), T 1 S A THE 2 X F

p(y|S, Term) = Softmax(Wg - Termy + bg),

(9)
g = argmax, e o {p(y[S, Term)},
Hdr, We ATTIIGIE, b AME E, C = {positive, negative, neutral} NIFHEFEHNES.
AU AS A8 S50 % R B0 AT )1 25, R B A
L==>"> yllog(p(y: = j|S, Term)), (10)
i g

Forb i BB i MEARTAR (i€ [1,N], N AREAREED), § WEREER TR (€ O), s NE @ MEAR
HSEARZE.

4 SRS
4.1 HEESHLE

AR AE SemEval2014 BN EHESE: Laptop, Restaurant F3EATSZEG.  H bR SR B F BARE 5 A
M YRR, &8RS E RS ES TR 2 k.

FEIEAT SCIGRT, X A ER AR AT T DUT TAL 2

(1) Restaurant ZLHE5E PI1E BIPEIEBFE T JE (conflict), HITAH IR SCHRERA B FEIX Fei 2%, [RIEAR
CRERR TR RFEA.

(2) FAREER A L H K H Keras H i) Tokenizer 431 T H.

(3) HIRl5 H bR AR B 0 B S0 A AR 7 BP9, (R SR 2 B UE, SeR 2 G N IEA.
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Table 3 Hyperparameter configuration

Parameter Value
BiGRU hidden units 64
DAGRU hidden units 128

Dropout 0.5
Recurrent dropout 0.5
DAGRU layers K 5

Batch size 64

Learning rate 0.001

# 4 DAGRU B#H5EXHHEMEY
Table 4 The impacts of DAGRU layers and encoding®

Layers Laptop (%) Restaurant (%)
Joint encoding Individual encoding Joint encoding Individual encoding
0 74.92 56.27 80.09 67.50
1 75.70 72.57 80.80 80.18
2 76.02 72.88 81.07 80.18
3 75.86 72.88 81.16 80.80
4 76.49 73.04 81.25 81.61
5 76.33 73.51 81.96 81.07

a) The blod number represents the highest result.
4.2 REWEL

A [ R BN ZREF Y GloVe 22) el ) &, [l BE4E LN d = 300; A ASFE 1] [ 8] i )
1], BEHLRIAR IR [—1, 1) #9220 A5 (5 300 ZEREHLIAI &, A7 & A R HFERE, AR [—1,1] #9332
I ATRENLRIARE, 4EREDY 50. AR BT AL FE TR BENLAT AR LN IR AN glorot 451704 IR, T T
mEEEWEN 0 FE.

4.3 HREBBSHLE

ASCHEIAE A Keras S, SL38H 8 IS HE R 3 Bk,
FIAh, BRI R MLP 305 R 2500 B 281 pR 0o, oAt R ReLU B3G BR 2L N 1 e id #L4
i DAGRU fii fil[Al— &S, BRI F RMSprop 23 4L 514

4.4 DAGRU B# M

S E IR T A A E R N DAGRU XML R/ER, Eid 2Bk DAGRU 83 0% DAGRU
2 HAR R L, YEM A NHERT R (accuracy), 45 R WIFE 4 AR,

SERGH RN 0 B 5 3T T SLER LI EHCH 0 Ron LBk DAGRU BEERIE L. B R E2
BT A gD s, T LA
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(1) FERNEAREE L, WIn—/2 DAGRU, #EE DM 74.92% F1 80.09% &% 75.70% Fl
80.80%, 3 AlHEFt 1 0.78% A 0.71%, 1X 15 B FH 5y 2 A ML RE 3R 1S K E A (S .

(2) TEW N EEREE 1, N1 31 4 2, b5 E 38N, 458 B30 FIE. 5 Laptop Bl 4E, fmdh R
TEHUN 4 WY 76.49%, H)ZH0XF] 5 JE, G5 58N 76.33%, LLEECN 4 I R 0.16%. X Restaurant
e, MEHCN 5 MR R 81.96%. X TIXPANEELE, 22 DAGRU K mE LR E 45 Ry
PR T 0.53% A 1.16%. X P EAZNAE B NG Re PR BUE 2 PGS B, [ELh KB, A1
PERELE Bk DAGRU BEEE 23 il 4 1.57% F 1.87%.

NT PRSI DAGRU FIVER, ASCH i B 7 X7 g i (0S5, JkT 2 A A2 6 FH 7 A
BiGRU 437l HAR SRR A) 74, Sk B 5ECE alid 4510 — 80, RIBhAHE B LH GRS IR &
RS R, Ha S R HZE DAGRU 2054 TF 0.94% A1 1.43%. (EAEBER M52, £l L,
2Bk DAGRU 545 R 5 )2 DAGRU MAHZEECR, 75K 16.30% 1 12.68%. X &K RTET
DAGRU BEEIE DL, AH24 T B 3 A SRk R oR 25 FUE K, 115 1 43 2841 2% 75 ZE RIS 25 8 4] T A H
FRSZR, 2 B0 A 2 A B B AR SEAk, AR LN SUE R, Bk sr gnid gt F s R IR(K.

I BT, BARSARERE S SRR, et s R A RER, FHEEE — 2
DU SN, 45 B AR, KL, TR E: (1) 3h&EE 1 — ZEReE AT IZ & A H i
HEEGER; 2) SISEENAFAZE L ER —EREE FIEIRFRNERG R, ARZEREZIEREAN
[F). SR, St it — B st RO, shaEE 712 BARAE IR I 2h A 1H 5y B U ECE FH r s B 2 fik
NSERFR R (HEH0S 2 RS R, IXATReA DL R (1) B EE R TR 2 g Rs
AN E MRS (2) 25 T AR 2 CRRELT KA E R, WSS ERE EN R 2R
SRR IR G NS

4.5 B EHwIEEN

WA G A0 5 S G 5 L SEBR 25 ik 4 FoR, AT DLE H:

(1) /£ A DAGRU HHMIEILT, WA EIESE b, G R IMIgmLIES 7 18.65% F
12.59%. X YLHERE g ) SR RORFIN B T A TE R, CEead 77— E E.

(2) 5I N\ DAGRU #EHE, BEA Gilis 5 80T G b 1 45 5 22 BEE /. 7E Laptop #UfE4E I, 76
DAGRU HEHZHAHF (ZHEA/NT 1) IEOLT, P a5 R ZIRREFE 3% ifa, W i 4 R Al 22
2.98%:; MifE Restaurant FH54E L, A A 250 B 22 FE - R QR R — AT, HEAEZECN 4 WAL
Mg R THCE i, AR A AR 45 b H LI B A A (R 0 50T R e T 0 42 o0 A A — 2, (A
b, A GRS T AT gD, HLE A AR I A f e LU ST G D i 2.98% A 0.35%. it
G A iy SR 1) R SCME B S B 5 WU v = B0 5., AN 6 B8 b 4 531 ST 1) 7 K.

4.6 SHMEHTERIXTLE

A3CH HHTAE Laptop M1 Restaurant £t ERIVELF R R HEAT LLEL, HAE M EdEE L DA-
GRU E#G—H 5 2, TP RIRAHERI % (accuracy), WIF 5 Fras. WERHATE H:

(1) VREE 2 ST RAE o N HRFE RS L T S REIRAG B 45 R, A ST 45 R v TR B LA 2% )
LR e E. R A TD-LSTM 7 KAl F N THRRAE, HAE Laptop 1 Restaurant #(#E4E I
HEW R 73 I8 2] 75.63% M 68.13%. TMERZALER 5 > IT VAU B N TAFER ST B I g, L,
Kiritchenko %5 1 #2H11¥] Feature-enhauced SVM, 14 T n-gram. AR, LUK I 8 1A] 81 S5 4FE
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Table 5 Performance comparison of the models

Model Laptop (%) Restaurant (%)
Majority 53.45 65.00
Simple-SVM 66.97 73.22
Feature-enhauced SVM (Kiritchenko et al.) (%] 72.10 80.89
TD-LSTM (Tang et al.) [7] 68.13 75.63
AE-LSTM (Wang et al.) [ 68.90 76.60
ATAE-LSTM (Wang et al.) (8] 68.70 77.20
MemNet (Tang et al.) [ 70.33 79.98
IAN (Ma et al.) (7] 72.10 78.60
RAM (Chen et al.) [19] 74.49 80.23
AOA-LSTM (Huang et al.) [18] 74.50 81.20
LCR-Rot (Zheng and Xia) [19] 75.24 81.34
DAGRU (proposed model) 76.33 81.96

TEWAN B Lk 3] 72.1% 1 80.9% MIHERAZE, & H BTk ZEHLE % ) iE R4 3. ALK
TRBE 5 SRR ARCSR FATAT N AR, MERR 2 LR E N3 252 2] ik il 72.10% F11 80.89% 43l 4 i
4.23% F1 1.07%.

(2) ASCHERIAEIE T 2 B NI R 25 B, R 5 IR T 2R NI PR A Tang
2 O FEH R MemNet DA Chen 2 10 $2 H B RAM. MemNet A5 L1 b 74 B[R 2R PR 5 41
AR SIS R R, AR5 70.33% F1 79.98%. RAM AR GRU {EANEMAK, HEA
EVE R A R A, HgE By 50N 74.49% A 80.23%. ASCHERFFREE T 2t /ML, giathft
L B S s AR 2R A RAM 237052 T 1.84% %D 1.73%.

(3) ARSI BUTE BT TR JE 25 ) B v 0K 31 SR AP IRIIR B 2 S B & Zheng 55 1191 $2 4K
] LCR-Rot #7%Y, 7F Laptop 1 Restaurant ﬁ?ﬁ%ii’jﬁygﬁ} LR, AN 75.24% M1 81.34%. AL
FETRAE YA E i 4 EAH Iz 2 il &t 1.09% A 0.62%.

5 HS5RE

FEE B ARG I FR AT 1 3 S AT 55, B BT bR SCE SR 3L SR BT 04 1) 15 %
ASEIZAR SR (1) A)F BFRSURBEE gD 7%, (2) RT3 S 77 DAGRU E"J%EW‘/\TH
&SI M )71, 1E Laptop, Restaurant b [ISEIG 45 KK, BT )& ERE /1 DAGRU [FIBLIAAH bL AL T3
R RS R B R, TR A B 76.33% F1 81.96%, AU TSR T, FELE R
wr:

(1) BEA Gmid RN % 18 1 H RSk LU B RSB S, (8 B AR SRS —Leif (3 2, [ R R
SCHREIUVR 2203 B IHLEER B 2 115 &,

(2) BIATER /1 DAGRU AEWE 5 M3 attention {8 DL M SEARE IR, $2mVE R 1A 924k 2 R 1 v
T

SR T4 AR ARG B A Bl B s, (HIEE VR 2 ] LB EE I AL 2%, A SCEE TR &
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U P J5 TH I TT: (1) BT A0 HLA SR R [ 2 RO 24 i SRR SR (R P, TRLI AT DA% RE
Brf) 7 HASER R R S (2) BRARASKIRAFAE TR 7o, AW DB AR A HRh 56T, H
PR SR (B H) 7 HEAT 16 I
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Aspect-based sentiment analysis based on dynamic
attention GRU

Lishuang LI", Angiao ZHOU, Yang LIU, Shuang QIAN & Haopeng GENG

College of Computer Science and Technology, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, China
* Corresponding author. E-mail: lilishuang314@163.com

Abstract Aspect-level sentiment analysis is a fine-grained task that aims to identify the sentiment polarity
(i.e., negative, neutral, or positive) of a specific target opinion in its context. Since the sentiment polarity of a
target depends on the target itself and the semantics of the context, the target and the sentence should be treated
equally and modeled interactively. For aspect-level sentiment analysis, we propose (1) a method to encode the
aspect and sentence simultaneously, and (2) a neural network based on a dynamic attention gated recurrent unit.
The simultaneous encoding manner can generate the target representation, which contains more contextual clues.
The dynamic attention mechanism can achieve the attention values of contextual words and further generate
the target representation dynamically. Experimental results achieved on a SemEval 2014 dataset (Laptop and
Restaurant) show that our approach achieves a significant improvement in the accuracy rates over the standard

attention-based models.

Keywords attention mechanism, GRU, sentiment analysis, deep learning, natural language processing
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