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Abstract

Text sentiment analysis is now a hot research field and topic in natural language processing (NLP).
This paper proposes a new sentiment analysis model, which is based on the multi-head attention
mechanism with Bidirectional Gated Recurrent Unit (BiGRU) and Convolutional Neural Network
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(CNN). First, the text review is represented by a word vector matrix, and then the BiGRU-CNN
model is used to obtain the features input, and introduce the multi-head attention mechanism for
feature weight distribution to obtain distinguished and important feature information of the text;
finally classify the final sentiment polarity of the text by Softmax function. The experiment was
performed on the car review data set, and the experiment achieved the accuracy rate of 90.76%
and the F1 value of 90.25%. The experimental results were improved compared with the existing
models.
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1. 5|8

Bl & TR B AR 2R, — i B AR vy 9 g S B, RIVRROR R 22 (1) 904 2 3 3 PR A0 A% 8 T I L
FE, WEE. BUR. VI 2EMPEISERT &, R NS RFNEEER G, WE T RE
(I RVRIARS 770 SUEEIE, ¥ %53 7 _EREITIPR, A S VAR LSO T VR B0 K 2 ILE R
RIHTHT o SCANE B AT 2 B ARE 5 AL FE(NLP) 1) — A B ST A, 15 18 B AT 55 @ 0 SCAR AT 1 1 4y
FAHIWT . R SCAAE BT, — J7 RS T P S e 15 2, 3 3 B A% Pkode AN S 3136 20X
FR 7= s o — 7 T AT LA Bl R 2@ 20 A PR B AT Sk A SE G s 2 90 9 T oK, SR R

B SCAS LA B A A T AU HR B, SCAR IR B AT B A (0 D7 VR R i T R ) T, R
P T 25 15 B S (1) VA TE SRR I T — S DU I R, ARG IR ZE B ik, BT L5
BT VAT AE SO I H )iz A AN 7 AR — B ], #ZE HAT, T IREZE A CHT 2N
AT 45 5 53 A A T B

BT AR HL ) 7V, i R AR O AU e b A AT I R SR A 1], AR B TSI B L
AN LR AT B S B M bR s (R B BB PR R FE, Wi )= AN TS, A Jdn] S ) g T
My SR HFRE S RHMESERURE N AT P[2], MUK S A m] S AT SCARE & T (0 7 VR B B RIR,
BT 7 1k RV T L8 25 ) AT SUA S B M 43 SR 1K 5 ik B

FET AL I 7 VAT SCAE B4 BT AR 55 B 7R R E N T TR, W AN X SCATE R HfE
HEATRFAE T #2 (Feature Engineering) ASEHURFAE, N T 0 SEAR S AT I B M 0 AnvE S . RATE Lk
N L& TAEEH B MRIEOL T, ERVLES S SO KTk SCRFm &ML, Fhas DU-r, BEALAR
MREE[314 AT SEILS SCAH A BEAT 15 170 2R 1) i HERA R A AR o (H R T VAR AT RR AR SR L, 3k
175 H REMRHE T

FH T DL R SCARAR 8 i TV BB (R AR AE , BRI 22 (1) 22 38 4 P IR B2 2% STAH S I D kAT SUAR
B FATS . BREIPE ML (CNN). FEHHZE LG RNN) [4]. AA [ HEIEHA S M 2% (BiGRU) £ kit
1ML (Multi-Head- Attention) 55 75 17 843 BT 7 35 R I HE AR08

ASCEEH T —Fn] BN T SCAE B 53 A A R R B A D) I SR AR A AR, R JE T2 Sk R I HLH
(Multi-Head-Attention Mechanism)f] BiGRU-CNN {71 ,
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1) A5 FH A [ 9206 PR (BIGRU) AT FH A 22 I/ 25 (CNIN) M 45 45 IR AR HE S, B BiIGRU-CNN R RUAE S,
BEATRAAEAREN . AR R L T 2 b R S A BIGRU HRE M35 AR X 2% J5) SRR AE SR B AR AR 25, 3R
TREAL o KB

2) 7f BiGRU-CNN HERUHE ALl I 5] N 22 3k & S HLH] (Multi-Head-Attention) . T2 Skt /)
BUEI R ER, 5] ZALH REa51 X 40 B M3 4 SCAR VRS o 115 85 B, RISRERI 5 i SCAS A kAR 432
SEIL M E BRI B INZRIER ST, BB S T SR T A R SRV i 24 R 4 R
HE BRI, A RBERT T A RHE R IE Be ST 7 R HE % .

2. xIE

ITAER,  RR R 22 (A 70 N D3 2 25 A FH R B2 2 ) A SR VA REAT AR T 55 A 3 450 43 8 4 A FA)
Fio SR EVNFHE TR HZ AR 1B Z RINLES 5 S OB, R I E R BN, H
A EH SR UOCAE AR, 75 & AU A R I 1R I

Kim S5[5]E A BT 4 I 28 (CNN) AL 7 VE AT SRS IR A T AE 55 il B AR S oKl
BRAEARBUOCAARR ML, B 5N B A e 15 2 W ) A S M o X R (6972 Hh 20 Sl 4 =7 2% il R ]
gonlmEAEN CNN ZHHN, 3T ORI BT TS . B2, CNN BIBUEIERRIE, T2 CA LR
55 KIEHHOAZBALSTM) ST T —FhJEF£ 40 RNN (7 14501, 7T ASRENA: Rifs RAFE. TANG D
S([71HR AT LSTM BEARLHAT SCAR 26, (RS AR, MR, JFHEAE T R SCAR T
A RS IEEE R . XTAO Z 25818 XU A K IHIC A2 (BILSTM) B B B AT 7E A S A ATAE 55, TR A
TRERT, JEREAET BILSTM AL B SCIZR5: 2] B 7 SCARFT G SCZ B B REFE BBk, REh
7 LSTM Kyt s, {H BILSTM M5B 0%, kiK%, HMELSTIHAT NS Rk sk, 2ilgk
LR R BE R KR, BTt A KiK. Cho K 25914l I I TE A (GRU) M 4 HEAT SCAIE B4 #r
f£55. GRU MZE NS5 801 5, b LSTM M &h i i S50 5, th LSTM MIZg Y 2244
b, R RIS 15 b Re G e BN ZRIN ], 78 SOARIE SCRFEA P2 P RE A8 1 38 SO 2 Ry v SURFALE
BAREE[10]42H T —> CNN-BiGRU #E4Y, RRE R0 28 X 2 5 X0 [m) [ T4 0 214 48 X 248 AR 45 6 1) SO TS
T TR, AR 2 A B R A N 2% (CNN) M THE TR PR 22 9 2% (GRU) % H A3, AR AR 7

IR P AR T AE SCA TS IO B DA S TR R B RS, AH R ARSI 22 2 0 B4 1 1 SOAR TS
JERRHIEAR B o VMU L1]R]T DRSS B 25 B A B AN B PR O o AR AE[ 124 XA LSTM 5
%2 = NI S5 A R AL AT SUAE B o BRAIREE[ 131 GRU HIl CNN YA P 28 15 R SR U SO AR
FREHRAE, B S SINTEE VLI BORHIE R, S R R RORAR TS

ZE FRTR, CNN BEALE SR A /) SR RFAE 5 TR B 5, 11 BiGRU 57 [0 4% &5 4y fi B i 1 753
TR SR R . ik, AR BiIGRU-CNN - /Y25 HE 48 2 S 3l #if N ACFE J5 () SCARRE, DA
AR BOCAS Fp F1 ) R BB A AE AN 42 SRR AIE s 51N 22 Sk B L AN [ 72 [) LA e SCARFAE B B, 58
TN B B BT R .
3. =&

N T SEIAHRZE VPR SCAR B TS B4, RSO T — B EE T 2 SR LI 3R GRU A1 CNN
4] [0 2% 455 74 25 #) (Sentiment analysis based on multi-head attention with BIGRU-CNN), HARWIE 1 s, %
WZAETIHEZL LGS )2 1R JE BiGRU 2. CNN 2. b2, ZkiEE 2. B 2.

TN SCAER) S ={w, wy,e oo wyeow, o Horbt, w RIS HI—AHd], o RoRA)F S h g
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Figure 1. Model structure

B 1. RBVEEHE

3.1. AR

FBRARNE, RN LB CARER] S RN — M HEER X o

ARG, R AR TR — AN T (word) e S — /N ) B (vector) . & FH IR AN 772 Word2Vec
[14]. Glove [15]. ELMo [16]F1 BERT [17] A< A% A [ &K 12 Google JTI 1A ik A T A

Word2Vec H' [ Skip-gram f& % ,

Word2vec A PFRERL, 43 51 Ak 45 78 (Skip-gram) AE L2 R S A R (CBOW), 33 5 b 724 F300 37] 1)
7 A IF A o PR Y FHIN 3] 1) 7 3020 i A 48 3R] AR TR e RN 1 RSB ke TR 24 1A

s B R 3 T 4 9] R T S PRI 3R] o Skip-gram A SER IR I 2 i

TEAR SR ZESCR PR BB M S i ol ) 7 S P RS 53] w, 8 Word2Vece H1f) Skip-gram 574
O —A 100 4E0)iR] W) & x, RS 30 R R R T O E P, BRI n AT S R 1A
s X, BARRIR ()R, fEHZE R EERE X E IR Z . BiIGRU JZ 15

X=w®w,® - -dw, (D
Hrp: @ FoRAEDHERAE.
Intput Layer Projection Layer Output Layer
T
Figure 2. Skip-gram model
2. Skip-gram & &Y
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3.2. BiGRU &

H T BIGRU |2, FEEIRERRRICCAT M) R SCRIERD 4> JRRFE .

GRU [P 25 B 70 N UL fiff e 17 38 U1 4 22 X 48 A TR (RININD A7 (K6 58 1 2 1) B, e T DL 5 22 Wi
ZIH 7 S AB B REME A HT BO R R REUT AR Y bR SCRMIE . AR SCAREE R, i T AN S T A R
UM ETA, AR ERAT S A BiGRU R SRR B N SCA ) bR SCRFAE

GRU R A HLfAR A LSTM BEARLAR R, 8 TALEEF A5 B o XF HLAR R, GRU #E2 BT A 24
BAH LN R — RGBSR TE IS8T RT], M GRU B8 A 8 8 T TAEE XA =
AR TURESFRGBURAS G I, 8 GRU BB MR, SHED, BHRGRIAITE . XT ¢ i
ZIRIEIN x, » T1RRRE WK Q)~6)Fi%, GRU MBLE I 3 Fis.

=0 (W, [h.x]) @)

z=o (W, - [hx]) 3)

Jy = tanh (W, [+, ] @

ho=(1-z)%h_ +z%h, (5)

=0, 1) ©

o NEED, BHMAGESRBEEE: 2, NEHT: W 5w, WEUEEFE, o~ sigmoid

R O
& F

Vi
]

h
r Z,
! o
tanh

t
Figure 3. GRU unit structure
3. GRU BT4Hy

J

X GRU (BiGRU) [181A L $E—ANIE R GRU Al—ANx [ GRU, I A I 4\ BN & 7 9 1
GRU, HPIE[ GRU Ffljz [ GRU, Hri, IE[A GRU HFAHEFHIEM(EE, &M GRU T 43751
fER, AN EAIILEE, 15485 R MAER .

AR SCH SRR F R ) GRU I 268 AT RN S8 R R X Hp 2% 3] T SO SCRFAE, B4 SR 18 SURFAE .
FEMZRE R, 1% 2 [F] A5 F P> GRU o SCAR 8 91 AR I J 1 IR b AT A, %o T ml ) S B X i,
1E GRU [ GRU 3753 (BRGCIR A 20 B0 B/ RO R, HHEE b R " A3 BIEGEZ b, KR B e 20
HEFHE H . BIGRU BSR4 fron, BARKITHEERE AR (T)~(10):

h =GRU(X,) @)

h'=GRU(X,) (®)
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Figure 4. BiGRU network structure
[ 4. BiIGRU M#&45#4

33. EHE

FBEEREGHZ(CNN 2), EEIEERARHCAFFF ) CNN J& ERHIE .

il BIGRU J2 i SREUE SCA Fr 471 A 8 1A 4 R R AURFAIE » AELR AR I 1 SOACH JRy BORFAIE T AR
PRZE R4 CNN A6 45 7T AFE 70 4 S SCAS R BRI, PRI EKs BiGRU J2 (% i 170 & H AR 9B B2 i A\ BAER
IO Ry R -

XFTHANFRE H BRI H N

vo=f (W Hy oy +0) (11)
Horbe f 9 Relu BORREL W ONBBIBERERE, k VBB KA, m NERZEE, b NiWE
i o
Hyy o G HRAERIE TRAE S v, BRIV = [0, -
34. MiLE

BN, DR B R A5 B B SO R BEAT R AE R 4R AL BE, - AT A5 B A AE
W R 2 RERIHHZ A

WOLHIAC AR A RN R R . FEASCSERG Y, R TR 2 b — 2 A B AT B AR
BEBEAT &k —max SORMALRAEAF B R 1, RSB0 m B A S5 2L 2 KMt A L o B EAE T
T

[ =max (v, Vi, V) (12)
L:(113123'"sli""slm-k+1) (13)
ot m iR, B
35 ZLERNE

BHENZREBNR, HEEDREZIION S SORFP 5 NS HIR 2R 78 7l SCA K
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FHIE, SRAERER.

& G 3 SN L] B SV = I HLH (Attention) AT E V3 & S HL# (Self-Attention), 32N —Z 1 3K
B = A5 BN R TRE T AR SCREARYAE F 1) 22 Sk i3 LR SR IS BAHA T AL Gt B A 2 B 4
A ER, BRI 2 SkiE A, RIS BT SCACTS B0 1) 3 24 B VR A 1 155 B AR A0
HREE . AR L, Z3REBIHZZA HIER JI(Self-Attention) [ 19415, BAHIERIHHA =4
RS0 9: Query HiFE(Q). Key #FE(K)F Value 55FE(V), HM BRI IE 5 s .

A, WAk Ef it mE L OB BER I Query A5 FE(Q). Key HiFF(K) Value 55 FE(V) =AM
B4 N, Attention FRITH 53R FH 46 7805 A (Scaled Dot-Product) /73, 5 U13(14)~(15) 7R

0=K=V=L (14)
Attention(Q,K,V) = Soft ma){?/_lz ]V (15)

Hrfh, 0. K. Vil ik 25 AR L 50N REREREwe . wh L w kRS E), \/Z%Jéﬁfiﬁl%
@é&%'ﬁ%ﬁﬁil‘ﬂ% O+ K. VIN4EEERHTA

2 SRR I TR IS AR

1) O K. VIR EFREHAT 2 ME A 2 1 Sk(head), A head [20]% B B A 6] 25 (] 3£ 4T
HISE LR 2 U], M TR 4R R IR 467 4% IR [ 4 O 13

2) #A head SN —HALEIEFE w2, wr . wr T BEE T EAR A EE .

3) Pt 2 EATAR I BB R, PREG PR S BRSO R IRE T

4) ¥ Bk 3) A RIS RAE N 2 N .

B E R (16)~(17).

head, = Attention (QW., KW v (16)

MultiHead(Q,K,V) = Concat(head, ,++,head, )W (17)

Linear

T

Concat

AT

Scaled Dot-Product Attention
A ? A 4 ?

1 I i
L1 L1 11
Linear :IJ Linear :IJ Linear

v K 0

Figure 5. Multi-head attention mechanism network structure
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3.6. i B
FENBERER R ERER N )G — Bt E, 22 R EI RN 2 kiR )2 R E
FEREAT 0~1 7338, S A SCILA SO SCARVEAR BEAT 155 140 BT (R AF 55
2 0E B R s R R S 2 TP ) softmax BREGHEL, BEIEIANG)T S R BT A L 4y
%, A E AR (18R,
Y =softmax (W -Z+b) (18)

Forb, W ONBCEAERE, b ARE I,  Z 2 SkiE =R 1R I R
4. I8
4.1. SCIGIFER

AR B AL 1 TR

Table 1. Experimental environment configuration

#® 1. LEIMEERE

SRR wHE
BIERS Windows10
W1 & NVIDIA Tesla
GPU P100-16GB
B S Python 3.7
TR 2 S HESE Pytorch 1.4.0
i TR Jieba
1A ) E I 25 T A Word2vec

4.2. SLIOEHE

ARG HAR AR K H TR M SCATE, SBIRHEILA 23,000 5%, SUARTFIRHIFPR AT
Ky AR (Positive) M M (Negative), 5 BB R A E BRI SCARVER RSN 1, HOHIE 9 iH ik
FISCARVERARZEY 05 HAIZREEAT 20,000 5%, HREEAT 3000 2% SCACTIIKEN 35, UARRAKE
N 100, ASCHA TR EEMEE AR, A7 KEEEE Y 100, RIS T2 KEZRIEIRH 0 8. 70 #dk

LR 2 P,
Table 2. Data set
=2 BIEE
PR SCA i AR
SRS EHEE B &M /ANT, BEAMEE R, WA, RIHMD)EIRE . |
JE B S A RN IR TR, X R AU
JaE B FEABUARADN, HERAK, By KE RV H IR RSN R R, 0
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4.3. SCHNGE
AR SLIG I S N SHOR B Wk 3 R

Table 3. Model hyperparameters and parameter settings

=3 RUBSYLSHIRE

S8 {21
] e R A 100
GRE-¥ NS4 100
kernel_size 3
batch_size 128
loss categorical _crossentropy
optimzer adam
dropout 0.5
epoches 10
learing_rate 0.001
num_heads 2
hidden_nums 64
4.4. SEWPHAERR
ARSAE AR AR R AR D9 TR AN F1AH .
PR TRARAH S S B 4 P
Table 4. Evaluation index parameters
= 4. THNERRSH
HLS1H Positive HL S Negative
THMME Positive TP FN
THM{E Negative FP TN
Accuracy =75 ;Alf) : 17;];+ FN (19)
Precision = —TP]-;-PFP (20)
Recall = 1)
Fl= 2% Prejc.ision * Recall 22)
Precision + Recall
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4.5. LWERS 7T
BLE 6 L0 SR AR T £ Sk R B ) BIGRU-CNN BURLHEAT R b, 3 Pl sk 433

y\j:

1) TextCNN

AR B B R P 2, F 1] r) BN B 2% b, BRAT IR ORI, A HERER A softmax
BEAT 73K

2) BiGRU

AR B — (1) BIGRU W48 BAL, Kpin] ) S4B 25, S 2R softmax #EAT A 72K

3) BiGRU-Attention

ZAE AN BIGRU 5 Attention 2H & W 28 1518, 7 244 1] In] 2460 A\ 21 BIGRU A58 3R IUUA 4 R RHALE
# BiGRU HHEH A\ £ Attention 214 B i MR IS R E E(EE, BAAEHH ERAT U 25

4) CNN-BiGRU-Attention

ZAA )y CNNLBiGRU 5 Attention 2H & P 48 1584, 1 S0 4 1] ) 46\ 21 CNN JZ SREUSCA = HBAHEAIE
RGBT BiGRU E3RBUC A4S R E, it Attention EHRBUR R E H(EH, AL E SR A N
SCAE A ) 532K

5) CNN-BiGRU-Multi-Head Attention

ZAEA S CNNL BiGRU 5 Multi-Head Attention 21L& WZ5AERY, 18] [7) &40 A\ 2 CNN JZ3RIUCCA
JRERHE, S8 BiGRU JZ3REUCA A R, /a2 ki ) B IUERE S, fEHh 2T
ARG K.

6) BiGRU-CNN-Attention

ZBA O CNNLBIGRU 5 Attention F{JZH & W 28 8584, 44 4a] () & 461 A\ 3] BIGRU JZ 3R BUOUA 2 R RHALE
B 58I CNN JZ3RBUCCA Ja SR, e v 2 0 2 3R U A5 R

ARSCHCEL T T 2 Sk B ML CNN AR GRU B2 (BiGRU-CNN-Multi-Head Attention) 5 345
6 Rl B M RAE VR PRI B 48 B 23R . AR gs AN 5 M 6 Fias. M Accuracy. F1 {HiX
PN FEFR KB, BiGRU-CNN-Multi-Head Attention FIHERGZRIEF] 90.76%, F1 {HiEF] 90.25%, ¥l
TR EOAE Y, Bl IR o B 0 A AR R UE A R T 0.8%- F1{HIRE 1 0.37%.

Table 5. Comparison experiment results (unit: %)

5. WL REBA: %)

H 7Y Acc Fl
1 TextCNN 87.26 86.76
2 BiGRU 87.69 87.43
3 BiGRU-Attention 88.42 88.16
4 CNN-BiGRU-Attention 88.91 88.73
5 CNN-BiGRU-Multi-Head Attention 89.76 89.53
6 BiGRU-CNN-Attention 89.96 89.62
7  BiGRU-CNN-Multi-Head Attention 90.76 90.25
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Figure 6. Comparison test results

6. XTELIXIELER

81 FH BiGRU-CNN G183 T SR 7 HIRFE SR A AL 5 A I A SRR A AR b, RIEAR =,
H.rf BiGRU-CNN-Attention fZ A%} T- CNN-BiGRU-Attention #%, #ERfIZ (ace )4 T 1.05%, Fl
fEHE S T 0.89%; BiGRU-CNN-Multi-Head Attention 18 #H %} T~ CNN-BiGRU-Multi-Head Attention 5% #fE
% (ace H)IRE T 1%, F1EIEE T 0.72%. i L BRI TR BAIE T BiIGRU-CNN 21 AR 454
T BiGRU 1 CNN % F AR £, Bk T & B Bk, S B T SCARREMRIUEIRZE, AT .

G\ 2 Sk B I JE AT SCAE B i A 2 5 A LA SRR A B A L, R e, o
CNN-BiGRU-Multi-Head Attention %4 A%} T CNN-BiGRU-Attention F7 , #ERf 2K (acc 1) 21 1 0.86%,
F1 fH#¢ & T 0.8%; BiGRU-CNN-Multi-Head Attention #5744 X} BiGRU-CNN-Attention #5784, R (acc
fE)FEE T 0.8%, F1{HIEM T 0.63%. 1 LA_E ALY A S i SR B4 Y T 7E A Y vh 5] N Multi-Head Attention,
HApit A AR E, AR RIS S5 SOAREIRAE EACBRRAE,  3E I A3 A5 2 (1) 7 SR e 22 B 1y

5. &ig

AR —Fh I T2 SkiE R IHLHI ) BiGRU-CNN ##:7% (Multi-Head Attention based on BiGRU-CNN
model) FH TVA P8 SCARBHR B B TS . N 7 AT MR ISC AR A5 I, DASRE e A5 28 1) o iy 2
BRI, %77 %K BIGRU-CNN U3 T SCA 7 41 4 J5 5 R SR AE 3R, Hodt BiGRU X 285 i ik
N AL B (] ] B A SR B SO AS 7 41 4 R AEVE 9 CNN Z %N, 385 CNN JZ3REL BiGRU J2% Hi 40 1%
()RR IEAS 2 BINZ ShiE R AL AT REAE A EE 43 e DA 5 M FIAT )2 Uk b A7 B8 SO AR 7 I E A IR o
TERZEVFIREARE AT ST LU sEae, VRN 4R bRs T U 1 B i i Y

TE R —HTAEH, FTLAE BRI ABATB0E, R 2P N7 iE AT Al G 1A [ BRI, b AbE T
DA 22 Sk i I WL AT o5tk — 20 i B B g HE R 2
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