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Abstract

Syntactic information plays an important role in sentiment classification, using GCN to model the
information can help the model learn sentiment keywords. However, such models only use se-
mantic information to assist learning syntactic information, and capture sentiment keywords from
the perspective of syntactic dependency, ignoring the semantic perspective. In addition, such
models rely on syntactic information and do not consider the negative impact of using syntax ex-
traction tools on classification results. Giving the aforementioned issues, a dual-channel classifica-
tion model is proposed. The model uses a dual-channel classification to reduce the dependence on
syntactic information, and adopts an attention mechanism to capture semantic sentiment words,
thereby improving the ability of the model to obtain sentiment information. Experiments on two
commonly used Chinese sentiment classification datasets show that both Micro_F and Macro_F are
improved compared with existing model. Comparative and ablation experiments illustrate the ef-
fectiveness of dual-channel classification structure to improve the model’s classification perfor-
mance.
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1. 51§

SCANR IO IO ARG AN B M B LW FU T A B KRR A IR, TR 0 B SR X I 1
WAF SO KR SR NE G [1], Ferp 45 38 KA 1 ORI SO S o 38 I 0 X e 542 8 A o A
A UASE G B ARKT - A SRS BB T R W 45 F 7 B VRO, AT BT U BRI A R A i R R
SK[2], BRI SCAREE BEAT B B U R A B2

2. ExIE

SCAAE A R ) SRR FT R B T L BN DL AR GeHL AR 2% 21 7. Bhutekar 55 A [3 144 CAS] 1
553 9 L] T 4 AR 2 1 AR A SRR 2R, SRR RHRIARASHEAT 73 R BIIG S . # 5 A [4]
RAET IR SOR P G TE A, BRI SCARBE— AR T4, I A 5 th 248 11287 71
K (Class Sequence Rule, CSR)FEHUH FURFIE K SCHEB AN SR . SR, 7R A SCAREHR I, 13211H1A]
B I DA R BN AR 7 VR I 9 ) Haz fete 2

TR, IRPESE S TR SCAR S I I 5], 27 RIE B &R ZE 7R 48 I 25 A R v g [l
FERNGREAL, N2k H AR P AE TSR IGR X5 W SORFFE. B, S435[6°KH Word2Vec f&A1%: 2]
B HIPAS I SCARFIE R R . X145 AN [7]LL CNN-BILSTM #7443 fik Fi A 1] /1) G R AE SR B8 30 18 A SR
FE IGERRHIE . 1AL, Pei 55 A [SIEHG 1] MEARTEFI I A AT B AN TSR AL, DU s SCATE SO
BAFE . AR, ERBER R AESOR IR B R A AL B, 2 T ORI RS B .

B)RAE B REW AR s B T R AU Z A R AE G 2R, A7 B T35 B SRk 23 ZRABE R S 1 TR O i 1]
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Figure 1. An example of the dependency parsing tree

1. BLEKTERIRES]

1% LSTM (Long Short-Term Memory)iX ¥ (51 8! AR GRS AL BE SCA T HIME B, HJCiE B B A)EAS
BIX KRB AR o B0 B X — R BRI AT Ab B, Kipf S5 N[10]52 H 1 IR0 242 ) 25 155 1Y
(Graph Convolution Networks, GCN). Bl J57E1H B RAF 51, DUAIEMKAEI A 3 250 A1 GCON A1 5%
Bz RE . HA, Lai S A[11]5H —Ff i SCAIRLEE 57> 25 Syntax-based GCN, iZE M ] GCN
WEERANEAE R, R AT B RS B R IR BRI ) 115 B 1 I OGP SRR I A3 2B AT 55
Hf3 7 SOTA. Fifif5, Shou Z¢ A\[12]7F Lai ¢ AW FUHEA b, B2t — P m) 6] 1 40k B 18 IR AT 45 1 25
A DSAGCN, Z AR AR OR G b #5% Jo ELEA INE ) J2 R M s i AL 2 211 UE B, i 3G i vk
R B S S REAE S, R T AR Y B AT A R A VEAR A (S B R IR I OB . etk I,
8 FH GCN b B Y 2544 1) A)95A5 B AT DLAERERAF O 22 A1 FE A R IO B n], T A7 B T4 s i ik oy 28
R HIPERE

8 H GCN BBLA)EAE S 0T LANA] T B R AE 7 TR B I OBl , SR CE 17 186 40 AT 55 A FH )
EAE BRI O] 20 T H— 1, I HAEIZ R o SOR g it 2 (191 1 BILSTM)FHX) B R 30 X
Ir) £ (1) F EAE H R A B GON 2 S A)iE(E B, BBE 1 ik — R FE SUE Bk A bR ST SUF B R 4 5 17 Jak
53 AT 5570 ) EE A 5 SRS O A] . A) - R AR RS (1A ST B BRI ) T IR SR 1, X 1 ek
I3 FATSSWIHE R AN 0] AL o B 50 25 2R F v R ML S A 8 SO AR A (11 A% J86aR] [13] [14] - Zhang
S N[13 18 FHVE R AL A - 2 8 SO IR B, 46 H0 5 B PR IAIE SCRAIEZET Bl R 18 58 B AR 1)
THRE R, BJart Bbriadt T Esr 2. Later S N[ 141452 T HVEE 1M 4 SANet, 7E1H BR800 H
IOAIE T SANet W] DA I AH AT B 22 R BE S RG] lRIL)E R, AR CTESIN GCN REBA)E(E B
[ B 38 01— 2% A8 P v A WL FREE, A A TR LA OV o SIS O BIAI I RE 7). SCAMEE I BV I
il AN B S SCAR B R AR B IR AT S5 DT R K iR], IR TP ECEAE,  F S AR IR BT 1R M &
YERA)FIGIR IR SRR, HEMHG SR RS XE B2 .

FHNHTFRERAE R A &, A SO R A s D AR TR B, BT ML AR [15] [16] [17]
o, WA O 2 ST 32 BOE 8 A JTYE T R (F14n: LTP [18], Spacy Z8)#5 3, X 48 T H {4 o i 1%
A AT B i 2 S PR ) 40 AT 5 R AR HERA 1, T B 3 ) 9245 RN e 6 S S 2R ) 1 o B T DL I IR,
R SCPR Y — P 1) Ao B R TR 43 ST 45 A R I 43 AR Y (DCGCSA, Dual Channels of Graph Convolution
and Self-Attention), EMENEARAEFN T SCIE AN A1 B2 R A A BSOS HR Bd FR rh, R] Re PRI i 1)
HEAS BXTE IR FAT S W AT 520 o A AR WUEE 7 R A5 0, — SRIBIE B T @A g B A K )
FAEE, A FBIEEE T N B SCE UE B A ik O RS SIS IERAR], B4 R R — ML
HRHCRBUT . 456 V0B TE 73 845 R R IR AL 0 R M Re AN IR T B — B AN 1t g, AT ZE AN AN 7
THI SR IO IR R B A A 5 [ F 9 55 PR LR Ay R I T2 o AR SCOTRRAE AN = ANJ7 18I
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1) 2 H—FOSUEE 73 28 DCGCSA, A5 AL i BB E ML AN T RS AEARAE AL B R S0 X
TR ORI R B 2 P e, 3 W] LS R XGE R L ok 55 e 1% ) FVEAR BT SR )

2) BN — SR A P S LR R 3E A o AR AN AT UM FH 9 i 25 5815 1K) B AT S 1) R 35 B 27 > )ik
1515, ERENS SN 70 0 F) FH AR TS S e B 5V E R 5 17 2R 55 DT RR R TS S OB a], 3 o A 7R A 4
15 B B Re

3) I NIBIERUET R E, P 7 XCEE L], AT TE K 88 R Tk, R ARIE 2
R 1% A B
3. WiBiE KRR

T GCN Xt HENLE A/ ER R, B & R A AL ZkS (8], DCGCSA KH 8 71 R A S
BiLSTM {EJy4hd e, 3 52 g i &5 0015 15 1 OC B 1] 3 1 9 2% (Syntactic Dependency Sentiment Key-
words Channel Networks, SDSK)F1iE S B OCH 17] Il 8 % 26 (Syntactic Sentiment Keywords Channel Net-
works, SSK)FBUEIE 72K, SAREL M 2 Fis.
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Figure 2. The framework of DCGCSA
2. DCGCSA 12!

3.1. XAmiEH

BiLSTM /& RNN (Recurrent Neural Networks) ] —Ff, & XA LSTM 4, M IE [ FR [a] P > £ B
FEUF R ) SORA) T B R SCHE B R . AU BILSTM BN CAGIG &, FeHCCAIE UEE. X+
YHE SRR TP X = [wl,---,w,.,--~,w‘XJ » BiLSTM %t 1145 SR 2 B0 201 M5 B IR AIE ) i A 3K (1)

b
x|

H:|:h1""ahi"“ h ]:BiLSTM([Wv”.’m’.“’W\X\:|) (l)

ot w, BoR AR FRIIF IR, | X| FR IR TRIKE, b e R BN # A B A R RE 1
B, d NIARNGERE, H e RYM F R g 32 AR B ) T RS AE 1l
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3.2. APERRXRIAIRBEMS

X TG RAESS, ANERAEN BEAE ANERAE G R E QTR BINME 55 B a5 . AJRARAE R )15 A
AR, T R T R R ] 5 1A Z AR AR R R o BT X AR AR AW AL i — 5K B Graph = (V,E)
Horr, v RANEKAER R TR R, E R EWNEZ AT KRR, TRSER
%ﬁf’lﬂ%[iﬁ,---,h[,---,h‘x‘ J FHE——XNRKR. BRI Kipf & A\[10]F1 Marcheggiani £ \[19]HIFFT, 7EK
175 Z rh B Inam] [ B AR AR A S AR A7 AT LA 58 GCN Iz Ak RE f1. I “0” « “17 . “17 . “1”
AFRIETIRAF R R B IRAF KRR SRBURAFFRAE BRI ARAF R R . MRAF 0 Rl & LB AR RS
TN, AR RN, A AR SRR R A (K] 3).

Root
lﬂm % | 4| ®H | BH| &7

i 1 0 0 1 0

=1H
SV DV E-{io} 0 1 0 1 0
% H A 0 0 1 1 0
AD' RAD E)E] 1 1 1 1 1
wnT 0 0 0 1 1

HET WRT

Figure 3. An example of the dependency parsing tree and adjacent matrix

B 3. QAT R H BIERE M R 151

ZJ5 GCN FIFAEAREHERE A SRIUEAT SCARZ G B IA) TRAE 2, WARKQ):

1 1
Z= ReLU(f) 24D 2H6?J )

Hoif, ReLUREBOTEH, DN A MELFE, 659 GON MZM% IS5,
HT WA BRI DA TS, K TRLRR Z SRR 85 2 . il 2 S
A FIRBRLS yose (ARG). J0H, ZeR™, yoo R

Z= Maxpooling (Z) 3)

Yspsx = WSDSK2 +bgpsx
Ho, MONTRIE BRI HER, W g € R NEEBEZNNESH, by € R NEEREZEK
E.
3.3, BN IERRXRIREEMLE
B = PRI R SO SUE BRSSO 7 91 (R RS B R O e 41 ) HoAth B im], G A S
BT 2 [A] A8 TR T A6 1 BE B 0 5] DA =y I B R . X SCAR P A AN CARR S, BEE
FINUH B S 3R B N B A AR RS O BEFERE K. [EAERE v, WAR®@), H, wo, wr. W e R .

Q=HW°,K=HW"V =HW" )
A E I O ABEAERE K 55 IR 55 S A B2 RV R A AR R, JRR A BB R v (2
H(5)):
a= [a Jyyead ] = Attention (Q,K,V) = Softmax[QKT jV %)
1 By Jd

DOI: 10.12677/s€a.2023.121014 138 B TR R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sea.2023.121014

AR

TBGE AN B4 FAE SUE RN (A (6)), Hdra, e R, 0eR™:
O=a1+a2+---+am 6)

B O N AR RIS BAR v (A7), Hdt ygge € R
Vssk = WSSKO + bSSK @
Hh, W € R, by € R 3 B4 VE B2 HOBGE AR B o
34. L EH
R T A# SDSK Al SSK BE& HA RORAEAEF, K 95/~ [0 40 H AR I Softmax 75 2155 71 T /) ¢
LR y (ARE®)). HA, y BB R
y= Softmax(}/ySDSK +(1=7) yssx ) (8)
DCGCSA i FH 28 X Jid5i R KA A SDSK A SSK IS4, T 2 il ek &£ i 2R FIVAsF: 58 128 8 17 L, DCGCS A
{5 FHBEMLIEASH FERT 4610 BILSTM BB AR, FEAER R BB I IE AL 3R (A 7(9)):
1 M r 2
Loss ==—3"3 y, log(p. )+ AX W W, ~ 1] ©)

Hrr, NEFEAREER, (AREARRG], ARBEIGIRR, ceM .y, RFFTERE, WRRINiFE
AMIFLIGNN c 1, BEO0.  p, RonTRINZRGIN i AR T I ¢ B, 22BN R %L, 125
RLFERE, WO BILSTM (A AR R, Gt o BEAURE i EAT 73 57 (B 70, PSR IESE B IS FERE R A6 1L W

3.5. {AREB
AT B H U DCGCSA #EAY ) SEELAN T, AN AL Zh AR AL an 1 4 Firaw

SOk 1 TR I AT 55 YU I 4 FAR
A L ARpEgiin M: b i isAn S ket B YIZRAEEG B #UEBiRy
th: modelpin: TEMIXAE ERE/NRK Losstest—min FEHL
Whaft: — D Hisds: BiLSTM (); — P EIGRM R 4:GON();
—MAEAERPRCTH LT P(); &R M4 FO();
for epoch=1—FE do
FIRHLAL AN B INEARERE L E8 Bateh;
for XAJF%| X in Batch do
FIEAHENE A « LTP(X);
for ii] w; €X do
h; < BiLSTM (w;);
end for
H o [y s by oo
Z « GCN(H, A);
yspsk < FC(mazxpool(Z));
Q, K,V « HWQ, HWK HWV;
[a1, .y @iy ooy ax]) = Softmax(%’/‘g%) -V
O—ay+..+ai+..+ax;
yssix < FC(O);
y < v yspsk + (1 —7) yssk;
end for

if Lossiest < L0SStest—min then
Losstest—min < LoSStest;
modelyin < modeliest;
end if
end for

return model,,,

Figure 4. Pseudo code diagram of DCGCSA
4. DCGCSA fARE R EE
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4. LI R R 4
4.1. BIEE R 4EEIER

ARSI K Lai 25 N [11]3CER AL E s FE A SMP2020 209545, Lai [111503E 4 A T EdE4E b
THES TP IO AR B s NLPCC2013 Al ICHU A Bk, SMP2020 FUHE 55Kk B A FF AR £ L
Joet 4 [ A 2 AR b K 2 2 OIS 4 0 R0 4 - 51236 PP 5 2% SMIP2020 Hidis 48 vh i i AR 25 (8
FEIEFRES), FEILIRE T4 € RN REEFREVE AL I SR BN . & 1 24 Lai [11]H0

SMP2020 M4t iHE 5, FEAE Lai (11185 7 RIHEFREE, R4 SMP2020 (7 5 KGR, Hrpir
H N/A F5'5 RN B S RIS AR 25 -

Table 1. The statistics of the datasets
= 1. EESRIHER

—— Lai [12] SMP2020
VE: RES PlE RES

gt 395 49 1220 210
iR 2256 235 8345 1508
KE 3943 425 N/A N/A
A5 3100 385 4990 900
PR 3737 370 N/A N/A
HR 5541 595 N/A N/A
i 1030 113 2086 374
TR N/A N/A 5378 1018
Mit 20002 2172 22019 4010

TEYIRL s B A S R VRS, SR G Micro F{Eﬁ‘ﬂ Macro F {EAVE VAN EI:EI*T Micro F{E
S WA TR SoF AN R A 0 8BS, Macro  F B WU TR St i 4 B 4K (1) 23 25 1

4.2, IRMERBSHITE

ARSI E  4E R 40 Ubuntu16.04, CUDA 10.2, 435353 Python3.7.9, ¥R 5 2% ] HE 42 Pytorch1.4.0,
CPU A Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-9900k CPU @ 3.60 GHz, GPU A GeForce RTX 2080Ti. DCGCSA HI# 3%
WE WP 2 Pis:

Table 2. The hyper-parameters of DCGCSA
7 2. DCGCSA 12EBSH

SR ZHE SRR ZHE
YIZRAE RN 128 HE R RN YEE 360
R NGRS 300 BRI E RN YRR 360
BiLSTM % A\ 4k 360 WIaEAE 2] 3 0.001
GCN 23 1 &S le™®
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Bric 2 BB BN, ARSI T B IS E AU Ry ANIERR AR R o IR S
A=0, WEy (yHEEMNOR 1, SKNO1), REEBHA (AHEEM 0 F5x107, HKHK 10 HH
WUTTY, TR y o KIS SHOR, B CEAS [0 5 Hh S e 8 T8 AT R0 A pR IR AL RS A -
TEA=5x10". y =041, #f3 DCGCSA 7L Lai [11] EMHERERM: EA=5%x10". y=05H/,
{73 DCGCSA £ SMP2020 _F P RERAR -

4.3. LI HIE

KR FIACHE . Bn SR AR K B G, 78 SO0 AT S0 B SR HEAT AR L AR . 2P JCH URL FIHRAE S
] BRI BRI B A AL P . e TR TP A KRB R A, MRS A LA RS TSR, B
NTRNRGORER, S50 RTR R4 b 1R s B s b A MR S R S

FPEMAFR B AR 9 T IR RN GRSV RS TR, FEAR ARSI ZRai s s TR T
HLTP 1814 A AR A7 B AR RE BT SUARAF BT 81 S0, AT BRI R, BB
FISCAFEPAT

PERL N SR BRI SR T B S 200 580k %%, BX best M7 BRI SR 3 Ik, B3 IR Micro  F
Fl Macro _ F [ FMEAF N &SR0 45 K

4.4, FERIXFELSCIE

AN T VP DCGCSA TERE, X EL T %450 A S 7e ih iy, H g b (% Bb g s i 4 51
BT RSk, 9 7 E AR PP DCGCSA PERE, 3&hn 7 EXdE 4 SMP2020 Xy ks, Hrf N/A
RFER AT LI

LSTM: Ji 58 A[20]f FH LSTM £ J5 — 2 i th [ B AE 8N 0] 7 (1015 LR, WA R E 08 UE B

LSTM-CNN: Lai [11]5 A BiLSTM 1E R4alidas, $-BCCATFHINE LERR, FRH CNN #E4
SCARFE BT SRS BB A)FRIE RN, 7R ERE T E R SGEER, HRARE T IURIE
DEEISE

BiLSTM-Self-Attention: {fif BiLSTM {EA%idas, MIE/REANTT mSRBUOCA T I 11E LRR,
S B R AL T S B S 2 S R 1) B e (A .

Syntax-based GCN: Lai %5 \[11fh&AEE S, FIHAES 290 E 25 BOCH R, - H—hdh
4 GCN Al BiLSTM HIAEAL . ZBAY I TR AV AAE S, AU A)2AE BRI S B . 5 4h
ZTERMAE SUE B E BN, FURFHE SUE B R BB 2 2] A0S B

DCGCSA 432K RTE y Al 2 BURACE R M AI(A =5%107°, 7E Lai [11]%F y =04, £ SMP2020
oy =0.5). XFTERERSE B a7 3 fis, DCGCSA TE P MG S EHE S T A 3R «

Table 3. Results of model comparative experiment

3. RENLESLINER

o Lai [12] SMP2020
Micro F Macro F Micro F  Macro F
LSTM" 73.42% 68.32% N/A N/A
LSTM-CNN" 76.42% 69.89% N/A N/A

BiLSTM-Self-Attention 81.63% 78.25% 68.10% 64.20%
Syntax-based GCN" 82.32% 79.93% 68.05% 64.40%
DCGCSA 84.48% 83.00% 69.57% 65.77%

E: R RE TR R EIERE S EL
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XJEE BiLSTM-Self-Attention 1 LSTM-CNN FJLUAI: I EHIER ), WA R EBRIUR IS S
B, AR T SCF B SR O A . 4 E DCGCSA. Syntax-based GCN Fll BILSTM-Self-Attention
frsege gt T UL B, W AERNE SO AT 16 B KA MERE Z RN K, WX T3 o AT S5 AR
B, BT RAAHE AN, AEREMAFE AN BN SCUE SO FEA SR A A5 B 20 R RE(DCGCSA) L T F Ay
FER) 73 R PERE .

T I HOAR ARLE N BAE AR  7 R R R I, T LLUKI DCGCSA fEE4E Lai [11]1RILER T-44
PEEE SMP2020, N THRFL=EIXFh 22 R0 B R, W858 7 A 5080 4 R VI 2R AR AR A i B Lo g, K
AR Lai [11IHEIZETE R, XRFEFEFRZ —: 5AMEEEIEE SMP2020 AN 78 50 /2 S BUX F
ST ERREZ —.

4.5. BENERE y

N T PRI IE AT R EL p XA I BE A REMR, AR RFFIEIIL RELA = 5x107° AR, 3@ 2 o B,
LS DCGCSA 1] Micro  FAEA Macro  F 8. 25645 B2 H Ar 2K, WE 5.

. 69,57

—#— Micro_F

---- Macro_F 69,08
] 6

75
68,53 6 S
68
6 68,05

o
©o

o
=]

R R
R R 67
& &
T 8l T
661 65,78 65,77
80 78,93 &
65 6499 650 % 64,88_.5497
9 5 6%.68 2 B
79 4 / “ , 644
J 6428431 ¢
7825 64 83,86
78 try . T T T T T T T T T .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
BIEES 4 REREY
C)) (b)

Figure 5. Channel trade factor action chart

5. BERERHIERE

ek R AT 28y . SR Micro  F R Macro  F T2y HUAB(F T 40 EUAE), ] 5(a) R 7E B0
£ Lai [1115E5045 5, ] 5(b) & TEEIE 4 SMP2020 [aat4h . I 5(a). l 5(b)yalkn, FlE AUl 250
y BUER K, DCGCSA EHPEEE Lai [12]81 SMP2020 [¥] F 1 4y Lb Al S IS8 N s/ Mra s . a4
Lai [11], B8 DCGCSA 7£ y = 0.4 N USRI 70 5 PERe: E8dE4E SMP2020 1, %Y DCGCSA 7£
y=0.5 WS IMRE, M2y =078, BAE Macro  F HELT RA GCN 1 Macro F 18, HI
ARG DL R R AT REAE T EBT DCGCSA FEHE— KA 7 BB b %, S EUBAHUE S M I se 18 4x
Macro _ F fHEHK . I A AR Ak 34 AT AR BB RL ) 40 2V RE B 25 AU R 25 BB Ui A2 48, 350 ek
ARBUT R ALy A4 T 20 SDSK R SSKX e 24 73 S5 45 I m ik B, 1 AU R %0 v] BAC7E SDSK il SSK
Xof B 28 R EE RIS 1R o 57 A, BT R B A& SDSK (113838 vk &5, 17 SSK (iEIE siwk REN1-7,
FrUATERRS DCGCSA H SDSK 1 SSK WM (i & T 3e 4+ K &, TEIk/ Il R4k 15, 9859 SDSK
(ISR 77 FE I 2358 SSKHISAM F1 1% . 249859 SDSK WA [ som F7 FER, AR 24 Tk 38 A7k Bt 40 2%
(IR, 338 T ok 55 S T B Ko A 7Y 3k A 1) 7L THT 50 s 77 T SDSK Al SSK AFFEFE 4+ K &, #A DCGCSA
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Table 4. Comparison results of penalty coefficient A
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Figure 6. Weight distribution thermodynamic diagram of word attention summary in the sample
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Figure 7. Results of confusion matrix visualization
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