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Extraction product features from online reviews based on

word-vector-representation

Li Liangqiang, Yuan Hua, Ye Kai, Qian Yu*, Tang Xiaowo

(School of Management and Economics, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China,
Chengdu 611731, China)

Abstract: The implicit product information in online reviews are of great value in e-commerce. However,
text mining on online reviews often faces the challenges of feature extraction and classification of feature
attributes. Referring to the advantages of word vector model in semantic expression, a semi-supervised method
that combines word vector representation and K-means clustering is proposed, in order to efficiently extract
reviewed features from massive online text and categorize the extracted features in terms of their semantics.
The experimental results on a real data set show that the proposed method can efficiently extract text attributes
from massive online reviews. Moreover, compared with the classical models, the categorization attributes

extracted by the proposed method can better present the reviewers’ semantics.
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I, BT SR R i1 P A2 DR 5 B Al R AT 7 55 SR 1 ¥ 45 ). XA A A LR AT A8 T B P 3
W HORFE, LA I SRS AE BEAT a8 1R VA S R A ST A 43 BT 450 f) — A A D 50 5 91,

T [ P 22 P 1 PO 2 R PR TR, 5 2 7 AR TR 23 Y & 2 QTR RHIE OB V)5 B, OF R a5 T
SERFAE UL 10, FE MR ST, S (T3R50 & AR AR AE S IO V5. BUBCH AL R N AR I3,
M\ ] 0 4 ] B Rl R IR A T ) 0% SR AT il B S R BL 2% 27 20 T VR AT R 2 4 DL R A
T AR AR S AT RIS (-1 6) R SCAR I BT B TR B, N AR — SR R I S PR Oy vk, (H
EHRCEARTN. 5340, TR 44 1 A1 4 ) S8 HE A7 AR5 E b 5 T RO 9, Hu 551 385 76 44 1] ik b s AiE 15
SNSRI RS2 I8 1 750k, M T TP RO AR, J5 22 tH IR 21205 K ot 117191 Popescu 45194k
KU 8 v 00 55 Y B 42 U] M 42 ] R A D (00 7 R RFALE, ) IR B 2R 51 B 55 T A5 SR A R R ik 14E R AL 3k
ATPPA. Li S5OV 7 5690 % 4% 1) A0 44 1) 3 (R R AE S DOy 1. 22 52 A5 0T M0t T SRIBR I I 18 T o S
PRE T SRR IR, BUS 1B AR

AR PIBCH B RFAEAR 22, A0 A XX SR AL 1A BEAT RS R O P S 58 9 BRI 7 (5 K45 /2. Carenini
S5 ] WordNet 3K 75 9 1) 78 AH AU 6 B SR AT RFAE VA 26, Guo 55 P252 t T mLSA JG i & 5%, Zhai
SR T — b2 B 1 SC-EM HVEBEAT RFAE VA, il SERGUE M T 2 S 1 AT AT PEAD AR 57 1. WU
SE2317E SC-EM B9 BlbAT T G, AR AR EAL SimRank TH AN [RIRFAE 2 18] AR AL, 43 31 7 56 47 ) 4y
RGERE. X SR A WA S FE BRI A A AR A, SR 5 56 T AEACURE B2 S VA 28 Bl a4 24 (¥ D7 v JR O
R, IR A (topic model) e R PR Y SCAS R i 7 il RFALE (K381, A2 — € R L B U
TEEAT S, R, AR 2 2 THIR SN TR U T T SO o AR ALE P2 48 (51516251 ok 1) ] 77 it J P
AEFRFZY 1826 2T R S S o 18175 VRS AIE il E (281,

UV, ER A #RI T 3 E BRI R 2. (B, IR B R PR A 88 rh, AR S oF
T AT DA IR L ARER R A DR P 2% 290 KLU, E SR A 0 B s b R P A 1 7 o R
T W 749 5 T Bk, 15 5, YRR RS A S AR S0, € T PR SR S RL I AR IE #E DL A 7 KR A%
R, AR B PPAR 2 B 0 [R) — AN RFAE A 10 208 07 SBT3 2 7T 2 AN — REES) () e L e PR 1% 5
Ll B A TR AR 1 TR <SP Jm k. S R R, s SR s S R 45 17 7] — AN PR XS
R AEEF BB, X SR AL SN2 A O R AN R AR SR, A2 DR AT Fe 12 B8R R 1 SCR U REAT
RFAE YA S BE A5 35 73 M e ik A 1] JRI20240 (B, FE R PR v (AR 246 S SORAUL IR RFALE 1) HL S 1] SR AN
— AR R SRR, B an T AR AN it 8 F ) PRe A el QR A il e A 22 B (R PR 17 00
A7 B A% G 0 75 3 AN 2 BEARARR AL Sl B A o A8 B2, 10 LS5 UR1 D88 0 1) ) AL R ) £ T SO R A 1R
PRI R0, 7R S SR T ) T VSRR I A i L ) b3 ) R, AR SR — A T ] [ AR A
dt JEVESHERCS V25, K636 70 T v e S SR R R AT A S SR mT B A k.

A TR SCAR AR BRI R 51N 1] B M 2 1 B0 A W] LU Rk SO P A BT U R
v 20 2 ) b 1 R, T R HOE [ 25 R8T R R TE R TR A AR SR SCR AR R GEH — MR
fiEiA] [7) S AN K-means 8 IAREE & A TTIEBEAT 7= iR YRR 2K, 1% 75 5 VR AE i B SO A J Ml L, 3 R 72
RJm P HTE SCORRE AR BT AR L.
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AL T e A T il B P SO KR S T, 3 1 SOR B BEAT 70 1R SR AL BEAS B RLEE D, e Je i 1 15
RO R o B AT Nk, A5 BT A RNCRRAE R B4R V(D). TR AR AMES &S D hoy
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Fig. 1 The research framework

1) AL E

TG, ARG TC H R e MR 1 55 Dl b TR 9 28 3 ROAE R PR B AR T, ARG, X PRI SOACE

AT B 534, 431 A S 22 R T U5 S AL Y f s, BR8NP SOAR S, = 1,2, ., |T) R
RIEANHFATCR Sij Hf Sy
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2) FAEREENEGHEER

3R 2 G, N T SRR ] 2 [A) 5¢ 3 B AT SR, R 1R T 3R ) B R R R SO A T B B TV SR
43 BT A B i L TR 7] B 42 one-hot representation J7 VA, X Fh 3R 5 v — N e K ) A TG vE S AR R S A 2
[B] PR AL s e Ak, B 25 5 R AE 4 B0k AEP2. HintonPSIE 1986 4E42 i 1 —F distributed representation ] 1]
) B R U7 i, HAE AR AR R v RN s WU B — S K4S n) & a] b 25, 3 PR 1A £ )
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JE R AE [R]—f) 7 o IR AL SRR 2. XML R AR I 25
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B 52 RVE AR 2 —. Word2Vec H CBOW #: 8 Fl Skim-gram 455 84 P F9)I| 45 77 v X &F — A 1id] 55,
CBOW #58 i& FH L& [l () 3] R 0 s HR A EE, 1T Skim-gram A2 H s, SR F0IN ] Bl 3] HE 30 PO AR 2.
— fcHh, F T IR s & 2 AR A = 2 450 TN 2, FR980Z A 2. (H R 4 N 2 R0 Gt 48 I 28 A5 1Y
ANE], HHN BN SR —NMEE Y K AR, 1 A & RS —AME R &, g
FEEAT 5B, INZRak BAR e IRAS I, 3K A e B At A 1] I 0] 2 PR R AR [ B 3] ) S )N SR R A0
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(b) 3 —ANE U ) FHEAE AIE S (context); i N 2158 N Tl 1] 16 2 1 A R3], K B0 AT T A8 1) B2 28
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FET e, AATTRT RL N K B AR B 2 1 5 30 S A 250 v M B b )l 5 1] ) . 52 00 o)) A 2 5 25 {1k ) PR
FELFE SN TR, A2 4 1) B T S, TERLEE A BORIA ) B e R 0, B M AiE S RIS, 1
BHER R TGER s; 7] DRI —A K 4R80T Q%I E RN s; FIRAE R &)

S; = (5j173j27'--78j1()- (2)

Al [ B I R A TR rhons B85 4 J i) 5 1A SR DL A S8 T 2R Al B3R AT B, e R AR AR S TR —MA
Heg 3L LA 6 R B0 [, 3 S5 VEAE AR I3 A [ SCim] A v B A 2 A 3.

3) $FEIRI I8

MR SORS 24 B VP8 AR AR TR, S0 SE T B 12 i 2 il ) EL T i 7 ik, (R, AR L N %
JHETAELR PR IRFAL T2 30, W2 32 BRI AT VA A B (R .
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AR MR Bk B T W71, H— RAELIFIRSUAR T, FEA R A 1) 4 8 #8 /2 FH ok 3 ik S8 AR (RFAE);
TR AR 2 RRAE A BT B A R AE RS, SR PRI Wi (UMD AR F E ) (RGBT H P RN
AP AN R G RE R A B IA R, S0 T A 1) Il 8, 2% 6 28] 44 1] A1 44 1] 6 0 CE AR AAE i B ) B
B, DL TR FE IR SCAS o B AR O SRR AT 2 AT A2 — A AT AT I B P R R I LR SR 1y
25 B R B PR G AL TR AN B 4 1) I 28 44 Tl RS AR K. X R 44 1] — RO AU S LR 22, 49 e BE T
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SIS AR, QSR 5E AT LS 2% ST 0732, W25 5 52 31 40 1) R R 52 .
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AR FLILEFE 5> K-means J7EE RIS EIE, BN BAE REHE 5 h St 187 52, vH B B2, IF BTk
PEIATH SIS R Hp R ACR At e & BRI R R H . W3R, =4 K-means B 5 2 R07 A [R5
Fga, B E R T 2RI, T N, B UGS AR T S R b oe] i B A R s AT
% C; IO ¢; Z 1842 5% AR S A (sum of cosine similarity, SCS) Rl & 53R

k |F]
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S 1 VLA AN — 7 K-means JESEMI R, b, B VLRSI 18] R 28 08 O(| DI BEAEE R,
—4» K-means {8228 2N O(|V (F)|). 7E#FE SRS e b, B /N AT DU HIZE 1000 PAA,
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TEAL G 00 B AR A2 40 A v, BB ) 50 A T 1 SR B 2 56 R I 0 (%) 4 LR oK. AE B = S 56 R Y
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B R/ MR 5B th 78 0 % SR B S I R 3R, B U8 15 A0 1] AH S 1R A LR ) 2
. Cui ZBN a0 25 JUR IR B N-gram BEHE = SCAR (15180 70 R HER R (HE, B8RSR R F I RIA
RI, IZRRCRIEA TS B BB, ORI & 119 7] B DU BT KA EE 5] N

AT FEH Word2Vector |- B [ 25 #8275 28 L SCHRHE S 1938 BBl N AT IR R OUH B, A S 8w % H
FE VTSI B T Js AR R Ja8 1 At B 5 SR 2 1] — AN (0. Herh, 4EfE 280 KW B K 100, 456 S50 Edis (1) 5C
AP, B R RN E R 5.
34 $FERER

FIH SCS WA kAR — AN S IE R RS EE k. 24435200 B RF I B (0 281k R 55 (Fa )i, &
KIS FERT LR, B 3 145 R EBoR: (A LE 40 PLERE, SCS 1A fh#a 3 EL iRl IR, AN 56 % FH A
9 60 IR ZE S, X SR E kARYE SCS AR 35 (K13(d)) A K PR 3R 75 20T LIUEAE 10~20 Z[A].

KRR T k=10 I, JBYEIAZREE F LA X BE A OGR4 ik 37 (5] — A~ 288 H ) ], 47 HEE 3]
AR PP AE ). INFE 1 H ] DU B[R] — AN S H SR (R R AIE 1] 5 e e eSS R ] A B 2L A 50 N 58 25 1R 1 SCAH
BRI B S AR TE S B 1 B R SOIE B IXFE, AL T A0 LA AU AR SRR AIE 1] 1) S5 4 18 SCREABL A 1)
THREE . Hn)th U, 3R 1 W SRSEE I R AT B i AT BRI

R 1 AU BB R EAHER

Table 1 Extracted attributes and the associated feature words

S Hetgk A ARG Ha it
ErE(143 468) o HEE@9336)  FAE(80 975) FY5(78 945) FELHIL(71 902)
BEEL(118 447)  18Z(5330) JBiE(75 524) 55(62 326) i [E] (68 213)
HML(112388)  BUR(4 971) A7 (32 719) WIE(36442)  FEHL(31 214)
TS 547) B|1%k2 225 AE(31339) Bl k(5317)  Bid(5 631)
KA (4 266) MR (1 121) i (5 861) Tk (5 307) H.(4 375)
1183 933) 471(869) T4 (4 860) BEHL3 113) HAHL2 934)
HE%(3 060) ¥ (814) H (2 440) FFHL(2 560) B2 426)
B#(2 425) T (638) W (2 023) (1 818) L1 993)
FEF(2092) B53k(154) &SR (1 065) 2g(82) JNIF(T 751)
Je (1 634) 77 (154) K/M960) H#(77) KJE(1557)
TR A g RN AT IESS (G YR
HAREQT915) E(59 273) (93 482) BLfE(2 516) = A\(43 305)
P9 535) E=HL5 3691)  #r#g(22 154) 7 (926) HA (14 404)
YIi(9 533) H£59(6 402) A (21 556) JR2%(899) Z(10 978)
1%(9 394) AR5 104)  MrASMEE(15868) I h(852) 154510 772)
(5 590) ] 17 (4 543) (S 173) FHEB52) 218 226)
TEH(5 056) 77 (4 541) 183 777) F£(303) [7] 54 (6 790)
KB4 981) Z#6i(4 156) FEAT (3 166) ALH(202) B4 912)
#R(3 383) EIR(3 931) % J1(2 240) 1 2%(119) 2 N%K(3982)
T (1 221) Fii (3 712) ARG (1 894) EH(117) HU£(2 891)
£ J5(535) S (444) SEAAJE (882) F(74) ZN(1432)

3.5 SGRITM

ISR PR AR A 1) B B8 2K 7 15 ( K-means +Word2Vec) 5 = i B ({78 26 PR 10 4 12 98 77 7 LDAL,
s-LDAM®! F1 HLDAU'SIE4T T L. fE St Ry, MEASTEDREEE h BEALINE 10 % BIPPiR/E il sl ge. TN 2%
J¥ (perplexity ) #1732 #E i £ (macro average accuracy rate, MAAR) # H SRAE i S ARFAIE A 25 I RUR TR .

1) W 2%E

PR 2 P F bR 7E ORI 55 AR B v P S I 2 R 03 5 AL g SR, SR T S AR, ) R B
AN

-1
17| 17|

Perplexity = exp | — Z In p(Wy) z Ny ) @
d=1 d=1
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k
Horp W R R 1IA1E, Ny RoRSUAR d KEE, p(Wy) = S (0(Z:|T)p(Wal Z;)) R T1E W, A
=1
P d BIRER(Z; & NZRUT TR 2R ).
PR B B 0% 72 AN 75 BN LI AE O 0] SR 2R 45 SRt A7 A il . @i 1B 4 1945 3, ] CAAERT,
TEFIRE S A H BT, A SCHEH 1 5 1 I 2 2T LDA |, s-LDA, 1 HLDA iX = /MR [K ik, A
SCHE BT TR R,

2) "V EIHER
WARM o For BB ECRIEH, b R BCHIECH , W HER: Ry

p=a/(a+Db). (5)

BILA |C| N, p; N § FEIERZR. AT IERTH 55 7% o iR E 38 (6 IE R 5 5, 251 35 1
F(MAAR)HE 5] N B A s256 /I
c|

MAAR = LZ ;- (6)
ICl=

£ Top5, Top10, Top15, Top20 A1 Top25 iX JLAN 7K~ b, 8 i {8 FH T 6 oo 56 0F AR SCH2 H 10 792 S ik fe
J7 5B MAAR HEAT LUAL, 2 7R T ANE TR 25 HEm 22 45 S RIR AR SCHE H 1) 77 A 1E MAAR f61r
FRFRTHE =AM TR R LG T B TR p [E /N T 0.05).
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Fig. 4 Comparison of perplexity

F2 BTERESRIER
Table 2 Average MAAR

Top5 Top10 Topl5 Top20 Top25
K-means + Word2vec  0.8285 0.7357 0.7143 0.6727 0.683 3

LDA 07236 0.6842 0.6473 0.5217 0.5636
HLDA 0.6281 05983 05135 04162 04743
sLDA 0.6334 05952 05323 04277 0.4882

LA R T WA MAAR X PMEFR ISR AR, 7T LLE 1A SCR H T i T 18 R AR PR AR AL il A
FERFAE BRI AR A A AR L.

=

LRIE

Web2.0 f) K A5 9% & REE T IR R IR TE A RAE LR VPR, IR EEIHR TP 4 5 8 £ M, /£ 7
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