A2 1SSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software,2014,25(3):506—527 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004517] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [E B2 Bt F AT 58 T RS A7 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

A R B R E N 5126 R 5RE
mEAY, IR & #L BHRES

LR T TR A I A S (AR RS R B, B 200062)
o @FM??M&F@"li%ji(ﬁ%@%ﬂ&k?))“@ FEAR  541004)
WIHAE#: B, E-mail: xlwang@sei.ecnu.edu.cn

B A MAEREEREMEME R P A R A 2 (user-generated content) th B W 45 5 ¥ E P A PR

wEAR P AECNEREIRS T AL MEAMEEZN A EIEEE Cone N3] 2011 F498ER4E,64%89 A F £

B"J %4’77!77\ MAAE AR PR R AR P RAAER, MERALGFEL N AATENES T2H
WRERE . FRELE IO NK 3ANF @R T BIFR LR AN 580 R R A, AT

rzé‘wmz&% FESe R ah bR R AR KL T TR BT R 6.

KEIE A PR R A R 4 3 BT

hEESES: TP391 SCHRARIRAD: A

T M R MR R, E R FR SRR, R B R P DR IR 0 BT R DN 5 45 S RIE 5 SRR BT 2 iR, 2014,25(3):506-527. http://
WWW.j0s.org.cn/1000-9825/4517.htm

35| %0 Lin YM, Wang XL, Zhu T, Zhou AY. Survey on quality evaluation and control of online reviews. Ruan Jian Xue
Bao/Journal of Software, 2014,25(3):506—527 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4517.htm

Survey on Quality Evaluation and Control of Online Reviews

LIN Yu-Ming™?,  WANG Xiao-Ling*, ZHU Tao!, ZHOU Ao-Ying*

!(Shanghai Key Laboratory of Trustworthy Computing (Software Engineering Institute, East China Normal University), Shanghai 200062,
China)

(Guangxi Key Laboratory of Trusted Software (Guilin University of Electronic Technology), Guilin 541004, China)

Corresponding author: WANG Xiao-Ling, E-mail: xlwang@sei.ecnu.edu.cn

Abstract: With the development of Web2.0, more and more user-generated content (UGC) occur in Web applications. These contents,
especially reviews, are opinion-rich and play important roles in e-commerce. According to the Cone’s survey published in 2011, 64% of
users like to read the related reviews on goods before they make purchase decisions. It is vital to provide users the accurate, succinct and
true reviews. This work surveys the research progresses on quality evaluation and control of reviews focusing on the prediction,
summarization and spam review detection. At the end, some potential research topics are pointed out based on these analyses.
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(China Internet Network Information Center, &k CNNIC) & A (1) 55 32 Y&+ [ ELIBC W9 4% & bR 0 G 11 2 i o
(http://www.cnnic.net.cn/hlwfzyjlhlwxzbg/hlwtjbg/201307/t20130717_40664.htm),#% %= 2013 41 6 J Jic, [H 14 ¥ 4% Iy
Y PR LA B 2.7 42,58 2012 SR E K T 11.9%,; 55— J7 T, BT F P TR AR R A AN R AL T
Joi 2 A0 Ak 55 22 J T A EL AT HE K (0 225 0 (L. P 0 28 7 et 1) 1 v (R VP08 T A 7 S IR 45 1R ik e . e T
JARES S5 AT AT LA B ARATT ) sE RS T Al A T A SR, DA L T A 1 I K P 32011 4R, 3% [ Cone A T
£ 38 £ (http://www.conecomm.com/contentmgr/showdetails.php/id/4008) 45 it :649% ) I 7 4 3 i 17 1352 7 i B0 HH 56
TG T AR T an {5 2, 87% M) H P AR R 12 T € IV S5 A0 T T S 5 TT 80% A F P A5 R 13 T 47 5 I 1T ik
S BT T W S R 1) A T R B R R I A VR A N 4 i (word of mouth, A FR WOM) A% 34 (1) 32 %
AR — T UGB AATT T A 7 i B S5 A TE A AL, R e EAT B0 1 1 8ot AR T P O B 8 . A i IR 45
JTUEE A it BT 52, DN T4 v 7= ol P A . L PN 90 B0 R B E 9 3 W, FH P PR R T il FR) 7 e 8 5 R AT LR R g i 4
)EH[]"G]'

AP AR TR A EAR K S0P, RS BUVE TR TR DR A5 Re i BR s, 1) D18 11 ) 52 2
AR — R IR 55 Y S A PRl . e . 7 33l 1) PR LA HE B 1) N FH A (ERVE 90 358 SO TR IR A T 4R 31 1)
PR RVEIR X — R, o) DS A R 18 T BOR R AR S P8 (4 5T &, F TR E 5 Pk R A\ 20 R BLBOGR U
{70 D R TNV & 7o 1IN o S S R 7 o 8 it S N Rl = I O T e 11 B S MO U Y - AR A B g D ¢ e )
FEARHE L, Ho R 26350 43 FR R BV ) ) A AR T ST ) AR B B 7E S B B H R R D BRI N B IR A
T X MAUCR R PR ST, P PRI SR P IR V10T 8, AR 5 4% 5 I HE 7 VR AT Y o ) LAR I 98 S
()PP IR B BEAT PR BT VP Al AIPP 18 5 45, FF AT HE 7 2 7R PR 5Tk iR A D AN S8 VA 40w e P 2R s PR
BT T DATE By PRI AR I 2 )5 56 1. 20 A B S R VRIS o S B VS AR . T K B R SR, LA
A ATTEE X6 5 1 R 5 ST A VA T (A R R AU 1 W A, 30 T g At R T U 1 R 45 N P 4 v o 1 3 A B4,
BN RGE . W1 TS5BS I RE R4 4%.

BB X WT&%@H@H&%WFH

PR HE B

PR R PR : : PRI A s
R .
| B R i

HNZIR . BRI
PER AT A

Fig.1 The framework of review quality evaluation and control

BlL PR Al 5 4 ol 0 HE 2R

FL BT, K 22 20 i 0 3t 0] T 7 48 16 A BEA Ak 0 202 o BB 0 % B SR P 40 o sl il 42 o D P 7 26 PP 1) ot
i, USSR VR b PR VE 18 K HE P AR 75 T 3R I S R 1 U ik B AR BT SR T (B R A A AN 08 AR 51 - 42 1)
HEy AT e S SUN R AR 2w R PR I8 UL P 8 5 32 B RVE IR KR T VR iR IR SR R e &
FEAEATEEAN 2 PP IR TR0 A5 01 P VP8 o AR - 2 TR A [ A A BRI 98 A0k 3 84 mp A 1P 8 R
BT PP B g ORI P R A i 3 AN
(1) VrigiiE (review quality) AR PR AT R, FE VAL T SR AR G810 v A B AL VP I8 1Y 5 A
VPR T A R
(2) VFiIR & 4h(review summarization) XS PEIE P AL S AR S EAT AR S, th T PP Hodls ORI SR A,
M H IO B B T AT PEAR, e VIR R 45 LU K 77 3 0m P ROR JR VR 18 S R A A A T
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HR PV T B A
() iV ik (review spam) A 2 P Y R S s O R R A IR BLDE 18 s B VIR 10 R A
(spammer), JS* AT G B AR IX L2 PP 18 (N )T He At 7 ml0Rs 2838 B i AN 15 ) AR A0 S Rt T B Y
PR IR AR H SO T Bt I (1 2555 22 5 T DA 3% 0 5 i AR SCHP i S PR 2 4R O AR SO 18
N B BT b RS A PP 18, AL B AR 0 VP48 AN — 5 il B R P8 s e B SR VP A8 AR R Al T R
HORUE VI8 A SUR, LS ey b R P8 0 5 R ).
AR SCLAPP R A I 5 7 R AR S O F2 2k, 508 T PR SR A U L 42 SRR VRIS TR VP AL L PPIE S5 AT 3
PV R I0A5 7 T AR S AR SCER LY A T AR 2 T~ B8 4 4 4 A A VR T R I A 1
NRE LI G RIVETTEMEBAR . PR RS 5 54 H BT /R — 5T s b o 8 4226 6
T B 4 30, IR AUAERIE TR B (0 A ek A AT I B

1 & FiR

W26 1T PR B BRI B R N T 75 3200 PP 18 38 45 AT 5T A VPl 20 A AN ZERE 9 KR
IS IR) R 3% i EL 7 By . H R B3 o S I 5 R AT X SRAT 55 () B2 g R 2 — AN I ge P YHg K i
DAL L P2 1 T R SR VI R VPR SR VP AL AN D I8 R 45 55 T AT 1 R e R AT A 4.

AL 27 53 10 7 VE SR Akt PV 1 P9 0 8 A0k R 42 11 10 85I, 38 5 SR H ) 4% (bag of  words) P HE 4 ke i
PR AL AR TP PRI AR TR 1R TR S 8 2 s U BEAS PRI R TR A m g RS
RN AR AEAE VE e Th X N AL, e R AE R B ot P — R i L v Fr={fyFy, . o b TS A P R S A
FEREAT VP18 K T VP Al N, SCRR[14TIA 0, VP18 4 B mT BLIEAN U5 T L S P4 10 i, DAL 08 VP 18+ BB )
A 52 A R AR A O, DR R A T R AR I AP DL R AN i(L<si<sm) AT DU R R R — A
PPAR IR B, T4 AL B B00E R AP A8 BIC LK — A S

FFAE 1 AFE 2 o HFFE m

R ~Vig Viz o ... Vig
X2 Var o Va2 o Vo
RS n Vn,l Vha oo Vn,m

Fig.2 The diagram of review vectorization
K2 PRig A s 2 K

VS HEAT 1) A4 1) B 4%, A 0 AR I 4 A2 DR 119 20 BR300, 5 1 A TR 3 R AU 28 2R RIRR AF R B30 R IE 2R A 2
KA 2 A RPRRAE, E 1E— 20 W] 43 D 3 F Y PR R AR R S 28 PR A 38 B )R AIE S4B, — ST IR I (unigram) £l =
TG 1] TR (bigram) 45 , 1% S 4RF AL AE P18 JEAT 1) 52 4 19 BT 40 5 5030 1 TS 18 2 R AE o 00k A 5 e A ) AR AU AL, 481
TF-IDF(term frequency-inverse document frequency). HFAEZE SCRY H 2 75 H I 25 e 5 2R (R E 3 82 2 45 TR ol et
2T 0 581D 40 AT 1T 52 )RR UE A8 0 P S T R DA B VTS B AR ORI N VRIS KV 4 5 T VR I
W22 FEVE S 45 I A) T LE VPR i A B A5 55 T IR R TR e B 5 VA AL 9

(1) STRYA = 3 {E

THEAE AN TR I (term) 78 SCRYS rf H B PR 0, W 8 ek 180 AL P 3] A by SR AIE X o 7 ik 1) — AN SR A (B T A
(917 TRAS B 4 3 AR A T (9045 S5, 1T LG Ak 110 43 2R 1k RS 7= A2 g Wi A1 e AR 1, SCRY AT 3 i (L 1) 5 VR e
B AR AR A =2 ) F 4 17, 5 L 20 R 3 2075 B 4D ] T T A2 W 55 ) R, 0 AR T it v 43 288 (9 M AfG
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(2) 15 K4 25 (information gain)
%51 0 S o VP A 9 I B 5 45 23 2 ok 2 A0 1o IR R DA A ol 1 £ R RO, 130 D A% e T R
£H{C,Cy,...,CIRREMM S A It 15 B3 & e Ll
k k k
G(t) =-D_Pr(C;)logPr(C,) +Pr(t)>_Pr(C; |t)log Pr(C; |t) + Pr(t)>_Pr(C, | T) log Pr(C, | T),

o Pr(X)2h X IR .

(3) H.{5 K (mutual information)

A AT ke B A B0 S T bR A ) G 2R (10 A A R, DT Aff o2 IR 698 Tt ] DAAE SRR AGE, G SR [45,46]. 441
L K VAR IR B PEAS AR — AN = S ) O5T i e/ o R ) PR IS A T R U AR It R R 2R B
KA

Pr(t Al) <D AxN
Pr(t) x Pr(l) (A+C)x(A+B)’
oA le i mn, B AR YA O ¢ A 1 LR IR RSB S t HBLE T R BB EL,C 9 1 I € AN IR I
HON A PP IR RSB B 5 8 0 ] ORI A A8 PR 1 1 H A RN B B K AR AR e IR 21 :
lavg(D=Pr(1)1(t, 1) +Pr(12)1(t,12), Imax (D) =max{I(t,1),1(t.12)}.

(4) 7 4iit (i statistic)

X4 288 10 0330y 3% 2 B AR I € RIS IRY | () A AT B DU €t SR S A Rl 4 g KT
2 1T il S L WA RN ) L1 0K IR R IR W xS U W PV (<AL B T B UM N W <

, N x (AD — CB)?
2 )= :

(A+C)x(B+D)x(A+B)x(C+D)
N VRS SELA A L IERI IR IR ELB A t HEHE LR IR ELC | EME t SR Yk, D
HAAEE t HARTRE | R4

TR Tt 00 55 2 o7 At T LA S i A 5 (3) H B 880 7 A8 e K 7 R

(5) iA] LI 5 & (term strength)

SCIHR[A8] R FH 3 ot 777 2 308 3 1] 0t 7 S8 %% AF DG 1) SCRY Hh HH T ) ARG 236 R A7 e ) S B AR I o Dy AR R
— A DG R SRS, TR B ¢ )R R e R

I1(t,1)=log

S(t)=Pr(tedijted;),
o B DG SR B R R AN ORI R R 2 G R T R — AN K SO,

XFF B3R 5 AR A £ i, b A S A . HAE R 2 Gt A B SOR A A B SC R[4
SCA Y2 ) L E KNN(K nearest neighbor) 1 LLSF(linear least squarest fit) il 4335 7732 ExfbE T ik 5 FhAS[R]
R IE 8 7 Y A8 A AT O BB S v 2 B0 v A S 080 2 2 S ] O 5 ) R0 i 9 B KA 2,
o] T 5 PE A3 SRR 22, 1T A R R B 22

FEVTR T (0 VT A7 5 42 R 0 v 8 5 5 i i) T 4R 289 PR RE AIE, R R IXRE IR IE W 5 B R AT 45 B
BB W0 0% AR (HR 0 P 2 R T LU R — AN RO A S AL T e TR B RRAESERL BRI AT I Bk
Ja AR Z I RS ) DUE S [BIH . 2 S EEALAS 2 2 1 7 V25 SR gk we A - TR0 — /N PP 11 5 5 T, m) DU g [ A 2
3 BZ IS I 28, AR T AT PP 2 08 T it i Cy IR 2R AR 2 8 T U A% Cy (M2 ALk e A0 G 1) B
AR Y, FRATFE i T P P 25 o R AT 1 40 1) 23 B R 1.

2 TREBGNSEHOAE

P BRI AT ATHER KPP IR, ] LA A 0 R sBOR A« PRE SR VPl . PRIR S BLIPF IR
RO DL F 18 HE P 7 JUAS I TN T A\ 249 SR OB Sl BB Ve N AL, B R 5 | S A A ARAT T AT
A4 I VF 1S PR O VI8 R VP A R DT A8 S 5 T 7 1 e PR A D R R il S s 8 1 DA HE R S K 45 R )
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PR B 152 21 B A BE T P8 IR 55 1 P B A3t
2.1 MNLRSBR B

B N 200 SR B SRl A P A T PR 1 2R RS B 3 P 18 Dl BE (1 9 3t B BRI 7 8 28 AT O sl R
M FE (0 B AP ST ) T R RSN BRI VP i

R 2 v 7 78 5% 0 aali B AR VR O 0 SR it R T 1 3K Rl R L DRAIE PP A8 & T 6 A I 7 i ) B
SIS, 53— 5 1T, AT DA i R R R AT B PP AR (0 RS DR W A S R P A D IRV e AN 3V 1Y
B E Rt R RE B AT 9 A 1 R SR VR S 1R A K 2 P AR I stk Ve R R 1 A AT B, A
T /DA B A A1 3 T PR RS AR AN A T O, B 2 0 A T A TS T A R 4 T e A 15 5 i R A

R HR Gy 194 3 VPP IR AR B 135 38 0 JE PP AR 0 O A5 A7 T B AT 822 K A RS S R (O SR B S i B 2
O i EEPER A STk i) AR R — T IO IR T P 45 T S W 5 ORS i (  Jal, 1 n Aea i
kAT RS R G (VPR T 45 T AN [R) S ik 189 1 9527 AN [R) 55 20 1) 44 2 R ) o 10 22 il 6 58 B T
st T AT UV FR) I S 8 P 2% R o 0 R DT A5 A R DA T P 0 B A I 2 ROl T A R DR 3
VR T 9 b A BT AT 2840, DL R AT PRI R R B L AT TP B AN 28 RO P B 4 T AR A i 45
ANOUAT By 9 3l 57 PP 38 IR R, 3 AR 58 P 4 D 9 A K S AR JEHE (ground  truth). B4, ) T 7 SR PP I8 5
(K)VE B IR T AT R R RBCR PR R 1 45 T A Ah 28535 4 10 L1 78 55 199 it £ SN 29 R B O
TR FA 4 i

Table 1 The ways of review quality control on some well-known e-commerce sites

Tl LTRSS P AP R R R T Tk

EES P8 KB sk AR BMrie HSRE SN
Amazon J K JiE =20 Hi v v v
eBay 100<K: & <3500 74F v M v v
TripAdvisor K ¥ =200 74F v v v

IMDB 10 47 <K J% <1000 4™ #37] v J J v
WE v 0<KJ¥ <500 F v v v
KA VEM 50 F <K JiF <2000 F v J J J
T O< K <140 F v J
EELL] v 0<C K/ <3000 7 v J v

F LRSS 1A BB B3k G REE S 5008 www.amazon.com, www.ebay.com, www.tripadvisor.com,
www.imdb.com, www.taobao.com, www.dianping.com, www.douban.com, www.dangdang.com. % IMDB 4+,
XL 17 ) I ) 2012 4F 12 H.IMDB [ 97 [ it 7] Jy 2013 £ 12 H.
2.2 EREITE
PR BTIR T — A TR M, AN [ (00 A0S V18 5 2 i {1 10 2 1 A AN — R SCRR (718100 15 O VF 18 Ji& JT- AT
G L B (T R) 5 D1 182 224 30 A5 B0 507 5 155 A1 RS 15 A T 57 55 T i) 9 £ 155 8 3k 7 20 RO 4 O, DA
ABATT AR 8 225 0 ) 15 0 I R T A AN JR BT B DI T 2 R 98 % ol 8 o P9 U 4, AT s i 0/ T )
G PPAR S8 SN < RE B A 3 R ot )4 L2 1 S5 Sl B 9 A D AR O 2 R SR AR T 18
PR TR PPAL 0 AR A — 5 Y0 N G PP 8 0 5T sl A A O 0 PR AT 23 2, TR0 H i R
W AEBCEER L, T DO REAT I 98 . HE P SRR AR AR 7 R P8 A7 T B SR AT e vt H AT K 22 200 ol
i B PP BT ) 2 TR AR EL IR Vil 5 AR AE A SR AN ST B AR D, I AN 24 1 AT BER U T P AR vl BE SRR T
PR A S A AT 0 3 it AT O L, DU 3 Aol i AL R 7 56 5 I A P 0 6 A R 1 18 PR B 52 o, DR G A X b 1 60
o P T A 0T T4 10 R B I 24 5 Al P 1 8 S5 0 ARG PR AR, WA T 0 A6 3 288 FH 2 1 5 o 490,
XTI R B PR BOAS A1 SCRR[81RF I g8 3 2K:
(1) S TR T R
(2) MEAHMEEEZ VPR A SRR E 2 K5,
() KATRIIVEIR R 5 15 B 2 A B
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PV 157 8 52 22 ol A 2% CRRAIE ) P 5% mig o281 A 40 3o 4[] 25, W7 D U4 10 5% 0 04T 37 40 sl P N PP 8 P 28 11
i SEAE S VPR R 1 DN 3% LA
o EVEPRAE: R 2 R VRIS P 2% i 1 (part-of-speech) ()3 (O ET B EE LL ) RS AL SIS A BT L BRI
bl Ase 2 (e v ) 1) T 25 ) Bl ) 56 ) 1) 45

o B SURRAE: R R BN P . A BRI R i A A R e A L YRR
W I B R 5

o VPR AITCHREAE IR h T ARy o DPR KT I 1 S 1 P XVF 4 VRS 52 T8V o TR AR ZE
PRR IR RN TH) S A7 FH A3 R 2

o SURMGHRHE RS T RE L ). BUEMEGE . KNE FREI LU, R A

o FTEEVE AT SE A PE S AT RS VP MK RE L AU 0TS R AR B A th T LA T R T v e AR,
41 ARI 4545 (automated readability index)®. SMOG 43 {# (simple measure of gobbledygook score)®?.
Gunning-Fog & #534%:;

o FHAUMERRAE X JSRFAE 32 B2 LB B VP 5 HAR VI 2 IR (R A BURE B 1 B AR R AT cosine AHABL
FF. KL(Kullback-Leibler divergence)H & % .
MVF VR AT 61 55, 5 00 PP o 2 1) DR 3% 3 224
o CPIVR ALV AT VRIS I T VY4
o VP AREEIL T HELEL . AT Top HE. MR Frairie AN T 50 is S b 2,
o PR MR R S P PRSP SR I A ARV AT PRI RSP 3 A R R 1
1H 5 JT A PR NP3 3 W 25 8 7T LU WOZ PR e A 1 vF 4 2 105

o FLATHFAE. QTR VT IR N 2 AT 4158 W9 2% G 3R T8 4 AT LA Tk D6 V18 N 2 T 11 D6 R IEAT S A5, 1 S RFAIE
AAEVEIE AL IO . LRI PageRank {2544

o VP ARILRI0 KR R b I VP V8 5 32 VR U N 1 R 56 5 7 5% 0 e AN ) 7 5 4 A TR RE B AT 2 A A
T (G E Y XY, BRGNS N AT B R AR S R ) R CRBRORR ) X2k
HL RS IR PP I8 DR Lk, 76 150 T VP 18 0 ek 1) 00 ASS 20 I 1 214 2% P8O R (¥ D 3%

XoF T AT S L (R 75, 52 WA PP I8 5T i 1 DR 3R B BT AN [] . Nelson HE 75 it 23 k9 28 AR 56 1 B (experiment
goods) F13 & 7 & (search goods)!®® 44 16 1k 7 i 2 45 0 4 20 5 5 B0 32 2 J5 A R SR IO 245 L IR 7 o 201
HLRG 7 O A5 3 2R AN o I T2 D K 2 gkt vT DAMSCER 310G T 5 i A5 S I T SR (17198 HE ond AR PE R

VP A3 (KT AR A X PP 20 78 P AN B 3 (60 7 48 58 AT S VP8 1A 08 J3E %98 2% i o (K0 V7 48 L A58 Pk B K97 8 5
Wi 51K

FEIX LB IR Z (K JE Atk b, SCHR8,13,56,571R FH 43 2 1A 7 v T 0 D1 18 5 ek, A A 0K DF 18 U e 1) T A 2 — 43
I ) 750, AP 000 PP 148 1) e v MG (A FIOE S ERE ISR ). o0 Dl P IS 1) 0 AR 5 A6 T 0] LASRAS 5 HEAff 1 b
T H g A L SE Y (ground  truth), DA A B VF 1 5 28 3 10 184 0, K 418 V9 25 ) fF) it 2 A8 45 ok BRI, AN [7) 11 FH
R T A AN [ R PPN AR, 75 S A 1O, T A 28R AN R A R VA 5 — T T R 43 R R S 2 5 B
SRR PF R R (RO R 1 B, T e M LA P IR SRk 4 B SOk SRR [8,56, 571 R (¥ 2 A 43 %, W i
P 52 VTV 11 T s v S AR H SR [L3]5R T 1) 2 o A7 A 1) 40288 B0 4 s i 1 A 28 I At 2, T 1ol i P ik
PRI A Ab A5, P oy UGS [R)— 2B R P 1R BEAT Hl 7 AR LA 10 75 SR JDUAS [R) 808 (R VP 48 ) ) 32 5 4R 1 K
AN R VT

SCHR[9-12,14—161 4 T [R1 U101 D7 2 DFAik D ¥ 10 0 o, 33K P 7 325 PR AR 4 1 12 B A0 T 00 b e eV 148 i A% 1
N5 PR AE AR A 2 1] 1R G 21, i L e [0 A1 00 D 2k A ) 34 488 284 ) o 431, L P — D5 T T AR 8 2% 2% DF 148 1)
JBAEHERE, 5 — 7 T e 0 o T DA S A 2R R K TR M KT 0.5 B A v Tt
WA, 3E TT LA F 22 B Y ASE R0 4 11 5 EAT R SR [10] 7 7 5 b 2l PR A Bk AR 5 AR KUk
FUR F I ) IX 3 AN DA 32 1A 2 o [l DR ASE 80 F0 0 7 32 5%, 1 F 1 i 19 60 DA 3%, 2 )l Jod 22 4% 1) & o 40 (radlial
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basis function, f&i B RBF)BEAT 8L &, A FH i 5[] Y- R 700 S PP 48 R et 5 38 ) 1) 2 1) ) 5% B HEA T S ARSI RE RO 7 v
T I 2 AN [ 20 Y 1) v 500 AN TR (4 A v 55t 2 LA AR e 0 404 8RB A U 9 D A e R A T G TR
T4V T A L R I PR 5% I AR T S TS AT A DU AH b S B b X S R 3R B B AR RO a i A
—EFR R E PR T RNA 5 AL A

& T 2 ZS RN RN UE 1R J5 3 2 A SCRR [T 0K A5 VP Al VT8 5 — AN B2 0 5 U0 P18 22 [0 1R AH ALV 1 Dby Joi o 1) 4 o
b, HoHR R UL A B VRS AE — AN N 0 SO R R b 45 A 5 7 DS £ R A ] 3 1 R S X R G
WA f J7 iakE Ge TON TARE A I R 38 e o TN N AE R B 4D 2 A i 51 A P A AN — 0] A SRk [10] 7 5 A
SCAHRRAE (R IR b A P 2k [0 U5 TN VT8 1 5 A AR R 20 T Ve A AL 4545 I SR i VTR T 1Y)
PEASHERG L. 55 3 R — 25 40 M VP 48 A S A () e AR R A AR,
2.3 Pt R4

— Gy SRR R AT RO VPR MR AR T GRS T (VIR VR R A O T P A R
SR A5 260 24 A7 00 A D1 1 AT A 1T T2 10 GBI B40) VP 8 sl VP 08 42 0K T P VTR R 45 TS R 1) T P o, T
WD P VPR IR S T AR E RV R AL 0 A S

F P VTR A2 — PR SOAR A% 48 1) SCAS 2 45 43 32 43 T 28 3k DL 45 (extractive: summarization) Fl 4 5 5 45
(abstractive summarization)®® Jiii B 45 A2 30 i 76 S SCA R - SE B A 7. BOUR SRR I AN R AR Y
SCAR, T SC R [59,60]. 3 A 7 12k L AR 1] B T 12, EL 2 S 2 SORY &5 I ] A HE BT 4 8 3o K AR 1 8 23 SCRA 1 B
G A G G T N SCR AR 2 15 B T = AR B 1 ) HEAT I8 &5 X P A IR A B K, R SR B i R TR
SE S A G AR, AR5 K SR SR B (4 R ik ORI S8 v 2 TR BB b AR R AN BT 0 SCAR, T Sk
[61,62].

PEVR ML S AT (O A5 TR0 175 e 43 ) 3BT a5 44 g — iR B A VP8 45,8 1 AR T U PP 11 A5
AU S50 1) 491 412 5 5 14 (possitive) it 2 75 52 1 (negative). Pang 2 A SSLIE U s 4R ) e S50 — 432 1) B, O 25 UK
A ML 2= ST 7 100 IMDB. | FE R VT I8 (100 50, 2 unigram  REAIE H IR 5 45 (1945 B FT SVM (support vector
machine) 1) #5 e i B 5 i 1) 7 28 MEAf 53X Pl MR B 10 2 ) D7 5 10 JR) BRAE T 75 2 2l I b N b v 0040 %5 4 sk
(9 00 51 310 084 0OLpeg — A AT v PR DT 48 6 TS P 80 5 — AN A A 2 ST b AT BRI TN TR BdE 1 T
Y& 41 Dasgupta 25 AR Turney 25 A 188153 53 SR F11 236 Mot A58 R0 TG A6 (10 2 23 J 0 A D PO W1 o i 8 1 2
I o 1% 2 2 (spectral clustering) 1) 77 2 b i W0 A5 A K0 VF 8, 28 U5 R — A T2 802 3] 3 Bk i /D B W AU AS W1 ff 1)
VAR B BRIV, 5 B BT bR B AU 25 2 A 43 28 8%, 3 DL A AR (R FE AR EAT TR J5 35 8 — S0 R 6 o
B A 7 R LAl L — A A SR A R 5 R SV R R A AR S A A B LA S (pointwise mutual
information, AR PMI)EL VP A A0 0 i RV 1 (0 00 A 228 3k b 07 0% B AR AN 5 by A AR B L AR R T Tl 1 35
DA KA ) T A R L R T R R A L SRR [690 40 A ) 1 i 4 L LA T AL G810 tf*idf & AR
PRAE R 25 3 P K0, 1T Delta tfidfUCURT e MITELR 5 1 B 0 43 17 452t A0 0 R A0 AL R L A, 5
AIE R B AR T 3R TR R R A ML B — 2D 2% S8 T 3R T SRS IR 40 A1 17 D0, BRI A A AT ) S 5 v
HA T AR SCHR[72] P 0 R4 M HEAT T IR A T Y R

SERENS 1R TR i 10 T2 B DALk, R R R R AR (A RS W RS AT IR A AT A T K R S T
P sty R I PRV 8 A 5 2R B AN T B (0 BT AT DF 8 B R S RN REAE (K07 VP 2 B SERE VRO I SCA R
BIX ARG S H A 3 4P B

(1) AR P R IR R SRR AL

(2)  VUMNTFIE AN b AL A R A

(3) X A RFAE AU RREA TV S AT AT AL .

SCHR[20,24] 368 ek 490 55 T 4725 41 169 7 3k DAV 18 v il A 32 14 T ot R A, R T G o B A4S A T 4% D e 0L XA 5
T RE NS HR T 28 W AE VR UG R IR 7 R AL L2 30 O AR S 1) 7 it R A T I SR AR AT IR [ ik, SCRR[73]
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AILE SR PR B A S AR B A A G 513

A FI0540ATDF 40 5 10 AR 5 3007 A RS AE 3O 7 V06 3 B 08 5012 FUAT B 1, BT B FL 0
P 5 0 I RS . AL 35 T RSO sk ML 6 75 V7 FE PO T LA T HE 3 B SR [25 13
DY 3055356 3 B 7 (B 1, 0f scanner) 1 5 1264 7% ) HT 56 10 44 5 ¥ 9 6 5L £ AR 5 B3 B
R A AE AP B A T T MR AR R 75 0, (LA A5 T 30 96 R 7 T OO 3L 2 T3 L
A7 85 SR (200 I b A 6 75 2 T WordNet 3 5 R 2 7 (B B 1
7526, 91 01 perfect,poor 45) 1 7 SUIAIE R R Sl LA 1T 0 000 4 LU X0 5 0 L 5 15
S 1 PSR 57 A PS8 T P 000 A 35 SCRRT261 R 4 S U047 DF 8 0
B 0 5 55 R 1 077 000 P BB R 0 ) F 45 56 R T 22 5 445079, T LS
S PP 4 77 350 7 i 5 R0 7 8, FLAT 28 5 FLOL A 45,

ST G0 VP 1 .45 0L 5 A5 L 0V 4R P 00 10 5 -0 5 B 245 0 S0 DA G
R 0S8 1 2 SCRRT2TI VI8 P T K A L B (TIOR3 o1, B B
(A B RIIE o VA0 7.5 B S R O 050 3 AN 714 HE %1 TR A D 8 o b 25 A 0 T4 B 4 1
TR, T A T 3 5 O 4 SR A 55 VF 1 6 LA 2 . R 0, SCR 2114 7 R YA VT 145
st L 2 LA B R VP 6 66, 3 B R 645 VB DA O A0 e R TT R
7 R, A T 2 00 0B AR o O SR [28 ] SCR[20] R 3530k — 2% 1 T 49200 A 4 R
DV S 06 L 1 R, 0 A6 K10 0060 S 0 K00 0 500 S BT P 5
24 HERAT

VP 1 26 SR 3 VRN, 5 P 0 A0 1 V1, DA U 5 W % PR B 314
BEAR B A TSI U8 00 90 0615 TSI RO VP U sl V8 10 A 2 0 S VIR O A #5007

P TE R — A VF VR A AN b SR VP8, AT 388 RS v 500 AN A2 R LAV A S 0 280 SR ) TR 5, 3Kt 2 B % 1
VRS U BIE S I W ) Pk ke —

B SRPP R B H AT DL Sl AR W] DL A 2l 50 490 D, B KRR T T A T AR e KR e R 2 R
SR AR A QR AT R RE PEAR S D — T, ST DA 5540 T R Al 15 R PR AR AR T 1 7 SR A

VERTEE P S s VE R I Y 4 X VP 18 T I ARSI 0 B, S b S PR B AR IR R 0 S - ZEAHR R 3 28,
(1) A0 3 VP
F T, K 2 B iF 73238 S B A v /0 0 0P A 1 UM B R, SRR [32 K8 1 S VP 18 A b 3 B D kMBI 5
(FE)IVFIE;@ FURVIE T b AORE 110 AN S B A 5 PP A& AR AT VF I8 (1 21 35).3X 3 FF
B 3 VP18 5 QO ) i 5 2 o KDt 2 e RO FD S A o 35 PP AR ARG T 596 55 R A/ i EL A 5 I
)5 85 3 VE e BRI 40 AT R AE A
o VPR RFL X SRR AL S W] 40 23
o SCAHEAE, B Gt AL 5 I DR B AR . B iR . KRS P RERBIR L O — ARR e AR
ROE DA | VP15 LAY 1 (SRR S 4 P 1 i ot R ) RO AR DU BE 25
o TR, A A T 0 R W BR] (R ) (0 LA A 1 () FRD L A1 A
o JUHEUEERL, BIINPFIR KL . PRR AR . BRI BEE B8 A PR SRR R 0
—ANECME— VTR . PRI R A IR B ) A
o VPR A IPRFAL X REFAEH A PR N B A BB 5 Mg s 28 8 1k 4 (A 3 ek
A NHIR) « AEPEIR kL AR AT R E R PR AN A A IR R 5 1A PERR R EL AL PRIBA
(P BIVF 23« PFOX PR HEZZ | 2 10 B A R A () O (17 38 BT S8 ) AT R ES 1AM PRI KB B
Bl AR B TR 2257 RCRAN IR il B D B o DF 8 T BV 23 22 57 4
o A FRFIE . IX SRR A AR i A S VP IR R PP R VPN BORRAEZE L R OB RS L R
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BB HEA A (R ) AE — PR P Bl B 2 A I SE

(2) Har b P PP IR R AT

AHE T 457 T 1 (R A T, 57 35 P18 SR AT 3 1 TR B o R e, K1 g 3K 8 A1 5 il R AT by PR I (1) T I
AT IE W TR PP 0 3 SR R A 2 (10 R ) 3 e PP AT O R BR RN SCRR[401E X T 4 FRbr IR VF I8 (1 & A AT
DB RARAT 0 BERE R SR ALAT O — BRIV ZE AN L RV i 2 X 4 RPAT A RO T I VRIS 1
SCAS A ROR () VE 23 1) 2 S5 PR R A 3 SCRR[391E AL AS 1 & VM — S8R5 R AR RSO B R PP 18 R A 2 1A
NAF B AE B b 2503 2825 LR ) B2 R P8 8 e A 38

(3) A VP8 1 A [

7 S 0 R A A S P8 BT H AR B 12 5 R DR 18 SR T AR A i o 7 2R 1 — 1 PR e AL
RR[42] 7, 15 56 0 I A0 A 342 4 6 i 28 1107 P BA AR 5 £ 2 S 8 AR B (R A N AR I 1) % 1y TR A VF
IIZERL . BIARAVER ARBURE . B 5t F 5 PR AHAARE . A A o B AR VP8 A AT I TR) e DA 805 7 ol U
WEB L] ORI AR IR Bty AR B B2 ) B At b ) A 328 17 35 P8 R A [ BAEAT HE .

25 FitHFRR

T J0 ik S B A B PP Ve A SN, VP 0 P AR 44 TN [ £ 2% A K PP A8 Hk P S s, mT A A2 T
FUAN TR 75 2 P 0 5 0] DU 285 VPR TR VP Al . B VP IR R I B VP 8 B A R I 4 R Al T U IR AR SN
RO PP 8. H I, R 23 I 3 PR PP 10 A T B A S R i N B P VP8 R AT HE P 70 9 5 T LA e 2 xd
PR HE R BTG T W L R AR BOHE A SR 38 2 45t T — SE VA0 HL 1 1 95 190t )R e SR R Sk s A

Table 2 The sort modes and display contents on some well-known e-commerce sites
2 ROy L E AL R A5 W T RO PEIR HE R T VAN s N

F s HE P AT R Y oAb HE ¥y
Amazon N N
eBay J J K
TripAdvisor J vEar
IMDB J v R PSR VEor
e v v R 5 WAy iR
KARSLVF I v v VAR
G J v
EEIL v J PEE 1 1] 5 5

3 THEREIT SIEH MEE R A

PRI TR I VPG 55 P B RIS 2 B S AE VPR I BT VA« PPIR R 45 DL PP A I 3 ANy T, A ot
THLERE ] SORIZHE . D 2 M A B SR T8 5 A BE AR 22 Q0. H AT AEIX 3 A7 1) BT 28 v SR P ) 9k s
RN l&l 3 pros

B 3 P A

VES T VR EAISaElE| Logistic [7] ]
0 o R R ) / §

SVM rank
Bayes 7325 4%
[t

SVM [ 14

[ca3
tin

Fig.3 The techniques and models for review quality evaluation and control
K3 PRI IR DAL L 2 ) mh A T K g i A 2
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AILE SR PR B A S AR B A A G 515

75 A AR, 35 TR R U, AR TR IR 4R S={(X0.Y),(X2.Y2),- .o KnY) 1 H HF X eRM(A<i<n) F 7R iR
P TR0 58 HOREAE RS PRI HEAT 7] H A4 )5 1R 45 3Ry 2o it B
3.1 EVINH

R U 2 35 27 39— A H A B ECK SRS X W 31— AN 4 S RO AR y, & T LA - 10000 A N\ 7258 0 0 i ) A% 22 T )
S 2R IR T 4 N A R (A A A AT i A A 0 B 2 A R A AT, [ 0 ) ) 2 S A T e S
FERRFE B AL b4k — 4 R Bl th £k A3 JE B0 08 LU SR /N I 358 22 SR AU U R IR FE AR, R BB AR 47 b T0 00 A o v 090 %
R 1 — B R

y=f(X)+¢,

FEr ) BK A [0 U1 o 40, B D AL 22, — AR EESR E()=0. 1% 1 22 T W Al ] 46 0] 4 %2 anl y, — FOX) |87 iR
i=1

EDYRRICO

311 kR
2R P [RL V 23 AT AR AR A2 43 B 6 G AT DA R 7 Ry — S5 i R 2% 10 2k bR 2. T 25 5% B bR 2 2 P IR R (Y
HEY B 52 Wi, DR ot e i A P 1) 22 DU R P Rl e B LA 500

f(X):ﬁO+Zp:ﬂixi+g,

i=1

o, By Ry 1B1EH K B R B R E ek BE AL R 22

L W [R] JIREIRY ) S A R R /S R B K ARLBR A 25y kL

VP8 1) 5 F8 B DAFR A2 ot 5% M D] 25 110 28 1 4 6 (A SCHR [20,17]) B FT e A 22 J6 28 1 R U PR AR 282 (ST
WR[14,15,771).Wang A1 LiulVet F b Ui &5 1) 80, 380 5 40) 1 55 SCAS (KO MTBLEE « A1) 1 55 35H8 IR AR G A 119
8K DL B A B R e MR 21 6 DA — AN 00 A D VT I8 e 45 1 o (AL T S o I e 5 g [R] 22 F HH A  TD f1 28
PEOC R BAER 2 WA B il 2
312 ZIisn AR

S 10 0 L5 5 I PR 2% 0] (10 G R 2 AR £k R I, TSR P 22 30 X [ 00 43 ke TR 1 1 5 e T, 22 i X [ 0
1) 5 KA A2 T S sk 0 536 W AT 35 1 o R TG et 1 A7 i 3. 22 T Rl A A R (R T 2008

um:%+iimﬁ+a
s

NS H 0 15, 2 T2 B A B80S R A0 S 5 BN Gl &R I T x) 5 1 RS [R] (1 gt 3 A B i 5% FH 4%
P R 01 R 2 A T B R s AR AN 2 45 2 T R P e s E T A AR AU 2 BB AR R T
R T 0 st 7 T U1 2R ) A A DG, 4 B A A (1 0%, 00 200 S V15 H [T R
313 R AR HR Y

17 7] %25 0% $4 (radial basis function, {8 #k RBF)J& — ™ SEAH B 41, & A SRS N 1) £ X ORI R0 i g2 AT
PR, — ok

RBF #(X |11, £)=f((X—) 2~ (X-1)),

v f 2 30 R K, 20 B4 o R B R R 10 I 5 AR, (X—pa) ™ H(X—pa) g X B 0 A5 a2 ) PR B S

SCHR[L11R FH 22 55 e U742 1 55 R B0 V7 48 1R LMl B RS A0 5 1 JXURG 230 9 36 A 7 ABE, A P 1 508 254 48 3 i)
R R 52, 7RI 3 AN AL 2R I A b 3 V- VP 18 o 2 1 T 455 28

ky ky
H= pzuisﬁ(x | 14,07) + qzviw(y l7i,&)+r1- g Attrd

et AR VPR RO FIPE S, R v 4 3 R IR AR x L B RO RRAIE [y 2 5 4 SRS 5 6 1)
I kg T kg 20 e b A BE AN 5 A UM S AL 1) RBF 199 258 (14 7 0020, Ui, g AT 0 0 002 L D AR BERE R 285 T 4> RBF (1)
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BUAE . rfe RS B (spread), vi, s RIS 23 5l 5 AR USRS rh 285 § AN RBF (OBUAELy r O 025 B8 RS VP8 1 R A )
T11) o 2 VTV (R 0T 5 (1970 T T 3 ) K A A BT W), 42 sk 7 P e (0 o ) (0 32 4 2 S 560 3 B -3 BT % o I I [T 35 e
FLA TR PP N LMk R VR 2, 1 5 AR IR 1 T e ) e 22
3.1.4 Logistic [A]]7

Logistic 5] J5 hy i 2 284 [m] Y= A5 20 LA 5T 43 MR 2 45 R 5 5 el BRI 38 2 101 O & M — b 2 28 | o 7 v AR 1R
BRI B MLAS & Y RO AR A 1,2, .. K, S0 DR 35 170 2 X=(Xq,Xa, - X, 1), B T DR 2% AU 17) 2 W=(wy, ..., wp,b),b
Sy B IE I 4 Logistic [A]JHAH K

;
P(Y =k|X) =P X)
1+ expW, X)
k=1 . k=1..,K-1
P(Y =K| X):T~—
1+ expW, X)
k=1

BUE AW AR S5 w, AT b i B R A T Kl
Logistic [=] Y7452 4 H PR 38 ) LA D VE 18 1A, 75 35 S PE 1 A0 0 o 33X AN B8R w8, 36 W PR a2 47 3
(K M 25 K T321, DR b 1 5 45 1 A B v, 0 05 2 AT A1 T ) 5% W0 T S 75 S M % Logistic [R5 e S35 R 2545
] DL 3% S A A g AR AT DL B AR S T L2 R i e M A, IR A A T A A S B Y I R
AT — 58 ISR, N G A A i BB 1) o BAR AR, REE R MR ZE AN TE ] e S L — 2k
THTHAH ZE AR R IR AE, A8 45 oR K038 19 T AR R
3.15 &SVR(&- 3 &[FT)
R E — AR PR B (XY ), ... oY) B xi € R™ H2 ) TR AL A8 yi e R A2 X 8 1) H Ay 1 (PEAE X B 1)
S3AE), U R &3 [l P )l 22 A0S A eV PR B 4 S T e B U ) A8 A T 2k A
1. n .
WT?;*EW W+C§(§i +0),
WT¢(Xi)+b_ V= 5+§i*
Ay —wWig(x)-b<e+{7,
£& =0i=1...n
Horprw S BCE ) b SRR, ORI A T AR B C Ml e A E S HL
SCHR[O1AE 5 Pl AE (S5 M AL REAE  IRVAREAE « TEVEARFAE « 38 SCRFER T B R 10 ) Y 254k ESR AT SVM [H] 5
FRIEVE (R AT FH L 08, I HLAG A SVYMUM S L T 2k 2 T AN A% i 6 bR B0OX 3 AN [ 104 R B501E TE 18 R
TOUIN L 28R G v A2 1) e R P 1 6 o A SR [1.2] W) 35 V0 AR B AR SR AR 3] 9 A R = U A A PR R it %o)
EE 7 7 B A Ze P R A SVM [, S 86 2 B, SVM [R] U 2 SEBE 2 {8 33X 2 K T~ SVYM [l AR B w3k A 2 A
AL 1 e 07 A% eR B, DA TR RDRE B0 AR U 25 b S i soRb e (5 B8
32 & &%
Iy HIT LS R AEFMERE AL B2 215 8] — A AR B3 1% H A5 s B0 RE 0015 A FF A 1) Wi 217056 8
() S B A 55 [m] ) i) 750 A (] P ot ] 8 B iy L A ) S S 60 R 1 T 4 IS8 20 A e 0 Y 1 490 28
Y Cp 7R i 1 [ ST C) R /s TR IR (1) S .
(1) A2 DL 37 (Naive Bayes) 728
b2 DU 37 2 S IR B 9T A AR R B A A7 1), B R B A o SR s Sk
f(X):argmax[P(Y) 11 P :1|Y)J,
Y={Cy.C/} fixj=1

Forp g RNV AS X 19— Gt (J5 i 58 00 1A 32), POY) AT P (I Y )2 A1 DI SR A0 E V5 R A A 3 AL 3 R
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HOIZE R PRkt R SN S s AR 4Rk 517

F ST AR B AR AR 22 1 0 I AN REARAIE, T LS D A 4 B A DA S 36 O 36F BE 36 2§ (baseline) 24291,

(2) eI (decision tree) 432k

YL SRR 3 AR e — o il R o S 81 AT 43 2 (R AT o A AR 4 P 4 R — ANRRAE B T 4 R
TN AN RIS HEAT 43 0, BRSSO s, e S5 491 0 35— A AT 00, R 0 0 S 1 455 SR 0 52 481 I 380 7 39
PR B 214 T 485 K R PRI 20 R — A 5 e D 3 V), T ) 0 v 4 sl T A5 0 S B ) B 2R A,

R 2 3] 1) A T 2 I G55 P U 0 1 — 243 28R 00 3035 00, R R A 3 I R SRR A e R B A I 3 AP R,
W2 2 50347 1D3U8C4.59R CARTEOL g Sgbaf ft) A 46 T 5~ BRLR RN S UL 0 L B 5 4 200 Ak 29K JASE
(VT8 B0 (H e SR A 43 25200 )38 22 1, ] R 5 S04 R R IR A

(3) 37 # I & Ml (support vector machine, f& #x SVM)432%

S 1 B WL S R o AU 2 225 ) P A T 2 G s e S 0 v s O AT R T O 1 AR, SR
AN P AN ) 2K P B0 st ) B e K PR T TR T — AN VPR SE B X SR SVM 23 28 I A I T 1) v B R ANV
IR —AMA:

f(x)=sgn{w'X+b},

b w R BUH ) &b SR .

FEVE VR IR PRI 55 P il v 200 H A ) A A 43 2 1) RS, SVML 43288 B Tl I A% e 350 19 B 8 T DA
SR B AR G A 1 RN 43 O vk I HIX S s AT 8 IR ) (resistant), BT 23X S ) @ rp SVM 2 R H B 2 1)
— iy LB AB IS5 e fh SVM M ER S b T LAAS F 4 S de DA, L A 55 2 v R B KL D B S R [ R
T TF 55 14 52 2% 1k L H e T 3K 6 5 R i) £ ) B, BRD b 7 20 S U R AR I AR o0 A R B B R 2 A BB g X )
PR T S DAl g 4 I R o AR R A0 o 7 S PO FRORS I o ER T B SR VR BT I LB AR N, SR SRR R
B PR AE N YIRS, 108 75 BETE 2 85 22 (1 IF 0] I 73 B B 1) A, 357 V8 15 76 6 35 345 10 46 R I R 245
F—J7THL,SVM L EAT {5 AL Z AL BT SVM A Bl — RISk SR gt S 47 1 o 3 A A5 e 6 R BE I 2R AR
J2 T SRR U K B I (AR AT AR BE 0 SVM BT S6F 40 28 ) f, 6 F 22 43 28 il 8, H A 5 A5 Bh 2 AN T HE )
ARSI

SVM Rank=®25a ixf 4-HE 7 1] 8525 Ak 4 43 24 100 80K 1) 49 S B 5 G ). SCR[41,42] 48 F SVM Rank i i 1%
17 3 V8 R AT A BAREAT HE 5 SCHR[27] 7 52 S0 T AT (8 ) 54143 R 50 3R 5 448 SVML Rank o P i v ) 1) -1 3
TTHER ARG IR BT K AN VR8I0 2 45 SCR (83144 A BE AL AR bk (random  forest) 3 AT V1 i AT 2T VR B
FHAE 43 2 1 5

BT 1Y AR 43 2 A0, SR [34T M VT V8 19 A4 SR AE AN VF A8 A 16 AR SRR AR 5 A A B2 I 25 43 2 9 R T 10 1) 91T 4
(co-training) {19 7 2 U £ 3 TF 18 . SCHR[21,28] U VP 18 48 H 3k H — AL VTR 1 5 45 i 2 SR IE B 10 VP I8 e %
A [ P 00 R 7 55 BT B 22 00 38 R AL, AN T K PP 148 1D 32 B A Ay V) 1 g K7 6 il O o 1 S A VR 1R 4R
AL B AT 1 B bR R L EESRIE I K AN VRS, AT BT AW A R R s TV R S g /. SCRR (31144
#5751 &l (heterogeneous graph) i R PE1E A« PEIE I X 2 TR 1095 28, IE 3R AN A 1 T BB R ke DR At 1
i N A5 FE (trustiness) . P18 R 24 1F JZ (honesty ) Rl 15 5 F) R] 4 JiZ (reliability), DLt U0 rT5E R F IR R VT8 A
AN 9 7 12 7T U A I 5 Pk A B3 PR R A AT R B0 S (0 VP A BT VP8 11 A [ A L4142
DA% 5 sty i 16 S 530 12920390 ik [26]%6F L T k-mean. 45 #41k[¥) PLSA(probabilistic latent semantic analysis) 14
SERIH PLSA X 3 T Jy VAL 1 S AR iE 2R 28 b (R85 70 i KRR 78 5 2 b, 3 ol J vk 119 2 S S K (IS A 80976 44),
HZ5 R I) PLSA fER N R B

4 MK FR

VP8 1 2 RO A B AR 0 A IR 40 A 0, PR
() VPR UL R, R T P 0 Yk 2 R 54— f
(2) 2 IR A0 M ) 53 0 P o RO o, — 7 T 0L WO P T R 3 3 VP IR i A
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FE BRI PP I8 B Al 25 o3 — T T X S B R P e (N) R i B 5 IEH IR ON)—#E BT T Xk BL
PO VP (10 5 e R 2 A 5 A i 6 S T R (9 VR A

. +.[7,8,19,20,24,26,27,29-31,34-36,40-42].
N G ],

o FIFHVFR AT 4 E o1t 1215210,
o IETRIAKI K Ty B2
o FUHANESIGPE S % Y B — R (11 0 3t ) 25

(3)  AIFIMIAE R A ARAEAF I EHREE LB AR H.

BT H AR VPR TR 7 T BRI 53 A bR v T B B TR A () ) i A2 (PR R 3at) b R AR DG D8] 35 AN
—FE BN PES AL BAE B T AR B . F1 0 i ORI RO DA B A 0 S0 A R B X PRI T R DR A
B A [R] I R 77k, B PR AR AR IO R R L o0 SRR FE R R R A
4.1 T A

TS B 2 B2 e TN AR 5 56 i SR 2 ) P 2 S L 2 SR [T 4 AT sl 4T 0 e B s I, T
Aiff 8 A — A B ) R A TN M S 1 AR T 1 2 — B A P 38T 5 iR 2 (mean squared error, 5 X MSE):

MSE =2 3(Y, -V,)%,
Nz

e S T 5 BB, Y Ol BUSEAEL, Y, A TR ST 24T i 2 LA U L A0 B T UV B A L
JE£ MSE [ B /I, 158 W F0000A5E 25 1K) Tt 85 SRR AT 5 4 1 R it 5

SCHR[L0]LAVE A8 1F P 35 D1 434 D VE 18 0T & 14 30 SE AR, 1M SCHR 11, 12 LA VE 8 1970 FH Pk 5 238 LU A9 £ DAy 1 S
= AR 0 HE TN 5 A TR PRSP 281 7 5 2 Bk DT T RO ) AR

55 17 7 i 2 MR IR 38 T 1 U7 MY % 22 (root mean square error, fAj FX RMSE) Al b i ~F 1 44 5t i 22
(normalized mean absolute error, i # NMAE)2%:(84,
42 HEEWE

TSR PP 119 5 ot TRO M A 005 3 SCIRI 2 1A B2 BRI, B N 5838 45 SR P 0 S A JEE 6 R G 1B AT DA 51 4
TE PP 18 T R WU I, ] 4 e R A D TR PR 10 2 S T A v (B ) 1 2 R 2 A (B H ) IR 2R
TRAIBA3:90 4 437 S P 18 ) WU, 23 ZE M0 2 R0 AT U B 3 0P 48 O )R I 3 VP ()73 A6 v mT LR
AN 7 A AR A VS L 45 1 P A T 4 2518,

X4 FAT 55, B HE K (precision) . £ 4> % (recall) 1 F-score J2 5 7 i FH (1) & 4 VP4 45 b (http://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Recall_(information_retrieval)), & X
. 1t 1t recision - recall
preciston = tpffp’ recall = tpffn' Fa=t4") (,BZF)precision) +recall’

Horpotp 4 IEAE A TE 80 23 A IEREA A4, fp A SORE A D2 00 A IERE A AN B, En R IERE AR 1% 0 R SRR AR 1Y)
AN F-score A2 T A A Fe 48— R 56 75 I8 IE SEEU SR AL T 3 I BUEE, BRI 1 4 28 (1B
2 B=1 IF, Py B A 1 VR 2R A A 6 1R I FH S35 e A i 34 A8 A 26 (accuracy ) SR PEAL 2 SRR

tp+tn
tp+tn+ fp+ fn’

accuracy =

Ferptn Sy SOREACHE R 23 S SOREA AN L
N T o oy FEEES B (3L 7R AT 3 B A RN R 2 SR A T, R k-4 28 XCRHIE (k-fold . cross-
validation) f) Jj 32 AE V¥ 18 5 5 1K) 40 A F R A FL A4S 1) TSR I A b3 () o 450 24 3ORT 403 224 110 4 . 49, SR
[20TE VA 4 - WU A% P25 4 SRS IS g 7 4 3 A0 2 4 5 SR
N

. N
— correct — correct
Precision ture-opinion = — -, recall = —correet |

feature-opinion N

mining all
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Fr Neorrect i IE A TR HH FR)“RFAIE- WL 27T, Nivining 57 U3 H BT AT “REAE- L 5107068, Ny F5VF18 Th BT AR “RFAE- W
R

2007 4F, SCAK R 251 (text retrieval conference, fii Bk TREC) A7 3 i 1 56F 37 5% 15 143404 74 I 890,2 py —
S 295 - (VT U0 A, T L P 57 35 5448 1 K e (1 SR [43]):

hm% = 5 b , lam% = log it—l( logit(hm) ;' log It(Sm)Jl

c
, sm% =
d a+c

b, logit(x) = Iog[ﬁj T B R Ve R b T 2 VR B R4 S B VR R ¢ R

WS N I PRI MR, d Bl I AR A 15 VIR 20 hm % sm% 4 Sl 4 1 (1 1E 3 VPR R B VT 8
(95 7 26 lam% 2 15 VP8 7 3 VP 18 4 B 40 Ak 26 11 L ART T 3.
43 HEFHEMRE
AN T o S S H P R P IS TR A P R A — N R A R PR IR R Pl S R R X R A
G ANTG BT VP MEAT R (0 K 43, LT A o VR 0] IR AR 7 B DG R 9 B 4 SRV TR A S, kR IR TR
VIR 8 T3 S0P 8 AT e 2k R AT HE R 513K
EVP R R VPl 5 R o F R SR VE A Fe bR B precision@k,DCG(discounted cumulative
gain) ! nDCG, H: 1, precision@k FH Tl 75 3% [ 71 2 I HT k A 45 SR e B2 R % aT k NS SR A o MER T
iR} 4,
precision@k = %“
SCHR[42]1F FH precision@k S WEET k AN VPIE H AR AT A8 2 5 SR V8 BTy (1) EL A (E 2 precision@Kk FEBEAT AR IRL
AT K A5 R AR B A B DGR AVEN AR R HE P VA R R ATl DCG R nDCG Skl i 8L 1Al k AN 45 511
He w3
ko2
G :élogz(i 1)’
FErh reli 4 58 1 AN 45 B (0 AH G B 4 {EL. SCHIR[39145 rel; i U4 VT8 A A Ay 2 17 3 VP 148 TR AT 5 45 3] 00 8 S 480 i S
R [42] P I s SO LEAS R HE 7 3505 e N BAAE Sk 17 3 PF 8 T BA 1K 75 00 1. e AN TR 3R P Sk & 77 B R
) 1) & SRR, DR e DL e 5 )N — AN BRAR R HE 3 45 R AT B4k
DCG,
IDCG, '
Hrp IDCGy A& FAEHEIF If) DCG &5 3L A, SCHR[26] 18 I HE 3451 2% (ranking loss) ™7 i 5 B ARHE 3 A0 950 HE 7 2
IV £ ST 454) B 5
4.4 HEHEZ IR
FEPE (10 5 AS I 0 5 FRRIE 9 v, — e S k181314323805 1+ ROC il £k (receiver operating characteristic curve)
F1 AUC Hh4k (area under ROC curve) P-4l Tl ak 43 25 7Y 1) %R . ROC 23 [A)K5 2L BH M 3% (true positive ratio) Fl11R
FH 2k % (false positive ratio) & X AAR BRI x HhATy 4l & fE I8 T ZCPH 2R AV H 2k 2 ) i i g it 2 s A0 B,
YOI BB B AUC i Zidiz ROC 4 I AR I A, DL 3 - P 45 AH H.AZ XU ROC i 2k, AUC B8 5 LU
A 3R A 2R )RR
ift iy 2 38 5 0 - VP A A6 28 28 2 A LA v B A 2 ) BOH 4 1 VI S B A 28 o 1 3 3RV i A2 A VT iR 4
RO R B BEAR N, R SCRIR[33] I SR T lift iy 2 TR0 AK T 45t £ 7 0 S A 00 5 45 £ 1k R
F T VP8 1T 2t v M VT2 5 &85 1A 4 IR DR TG S5, A B AL T PR 7 3 VT8 A7 SR VT8 e A 38 1R 15 B LA SR,
DRI, N VP A i — ol T3 P 4 T B 22N TRl i 2 5 T DU A, T LUE E AMT(Amazon
mechanical turk) 52 & % T 2 A £ 15 (K1 9705 45 5,38 % K1 Fleiss” Kappa {583 &2 15 % PPAG 0 — S0P R

nDCG, =
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SCHER[29]48 ] ROUGE(recall-oriented understudy for gisting evaluation) i & 1 16 & 45 F R0 AH 6 R ¥t
A FH A 5 T000 A0 HE 3 fE 1 P70 7 Spearman AH 2% 2 A1 Kendal’s Tau AH ¢ 28 #50m0 T 07 A 0000 (1 1k e i 3
REHERE 2 ) () F S PERP28L i Pearson A 5% 28 $7E SCHR[12] 0 B 5 0P 8 A Tk 431 5 28 A8 0.2 1) £ 4
PR

5 HiE%

PP TR I VA 5 R ST U, T 5 A 0 B e, K L 0212202129040 1 Amazon 11y
PR HE, F R FAE T Amazon BRI RAEEE . PEIL SO O HVE IR B A T S8 PR e £ T ad
Amazon [¥] AP 2 I 3RERL, 0 R i85 3k 2% 2 I aF 40 K2 (UIC) ¥ Liu & A T A ATT AN 2006 4F 6 1 FF 4R 155 (1) Amazon
F B9 P 6 S (http://www.cs.uic.edu/~liub/FBS/sentiment-analysis. html), = 24145 4 KR M BE. F 5.
DVD/VHS Fl i 3 2 7 ity e o 38 28 75 it 55 28 BAvHSEHL | R ot S5 b 7 i 3R 3 4t TR AR I —
EE R PSS

Table 3 Some statistical information on Amazon review dataset released by Liul**!
%3 Liu &Aif Amazon YEEHE 9485 BB

T 2K A Ay B VE 1R R AL PR AE ISR
FTA T 5838 032 1195133 2 146 048 6 272 502
14t 2 493 087 637 120 1076 746 1185 467
R 1327 456 221 432 503 884 888 327
DVD/VHS 633678 60 292 250 693 157 245
3 2 228 422 36 692 165 608 901 913

ZEIR AP AR 8 AN 4% (Product ID),(Reviewer 1D),(Date),(Number of Helpful Feedbacks),
(Number of Feedbacks),(Rating),(Review Title),(Review Body).

W Ah B B Hh b B HE 7 S A DGR B IR R R A B R IR S, DL K& amazon H P
LS S R 1D P 4 PRRBCRT] P H R4S

AN KT Amazon EIRTEIREHE SR B 5% 4 ke WK 22 1 Blitzer 71 2007 4F 8 J1 &AW, ‘B2 25 Fh2S AUR b
BT 18 B 4 (http://www.cs.jhu.edu/~mdredze/datasets/sentiment/i% 34 45 1 5% J5 58 97 1]k 2009 4F 3 H 23
H ). 3% B0 45 B (1 %85 LL XML (extensible markup language) k& 2 424, 5 40 F 08L& 7 LL M5 08 ID. 7
ID. Fidhda. FRE., AHMHEEGER. P TR H . TERRRMER, PP A4S TR AR
A7 ERIVE 10 A 28 A0 R o R PR A 8 T AR T B AR bR v B o, DU BRI TR I PR IR AR A E VRIS, —
R TR VPR AR 5 8 P8 AH I AR RN S 1 PR AR i AR S K, e A DR TR REE T 64 A
PRy 5 BIVFR RN 367 AMFRiAA 1 KRS, P AS M PR b 5145 7 1 000 MFRid A € KIS 1 000
ANFRIE 8 PR IR LA & 973 194 AN ARARIE MIT I8 Z BR 4 1 — 2L g5 B LR 4.

Table 4 Some statistical information on Amazon review dataset released by Blizer
x4 Blitzer XAiHI Amazon 18 R S5 B

A R 2 PriE B R PR A 5E VP 1 4L AR IR PF i 2K
25 1422530 21972 16 576 1383 982

TripAdvisor & 2Bk K K F IS M b, S0 1L 1000 J5 (K3E M4 51 & 2 500 J3 45 PFi8, iX SePEi8 5 M 5]
WRIH . B, WA A VI L SCHR[13,35] R TripAdvisor _FHIVEISAE S S5 B 4 BT MR 9 SR8 B0 i
T JH P 4 R U i 2 W B800 T R AR VB VP48 1) 1 3R My le 45 ABSUN TripAdvisor E415%} 20 4 Chicago
XK 2R EEE T 6 977 ANVER, MER T i dE 5 B, JE0E . KE/NT 150 M RFRIRLE Uk ok — kP
PRI T R AT PRI K R 1 2 124 ANSVERAE N AT 45 PRI, AT EL 400 AN Sl AMT ZREH 400 /i
MR IRV M 35— A V-4 1 B8 4 (http://www. cs.cornell.edu/~myleott/).
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FEZS /R K20 Pang 76 2004 fERAT T — MM IMDB 3R B 5% P 18 $ds 4& (http://www.cs.cornell.edu/
people/pabo/movie-review-data), L 4 & T 320 MEH (F/MEE I %2 20 MIFIR) TS I B2 TR, X SUPF i
T —ANEET R VRS BRI 4 2R BEAT FRvE, B 579 3] T 1000 AN € A 1 000 A5 58 Y HI S PR IR A% AR Ik 43 28
i E B T — e B AR P B VT A B E PR BB T AR K K Mass SR N RAT T —ANEER
) IMDB & % 45 4 (http://www.andrew-maas.net/data/sentiment), i% £ 45 4 #1104 7 25 000 > 5 (9 PF 18 A1 25
000 /M75 5E PRI, )AL 4E T 50 000 AN Je bRy I vF e, 2 o 78 IMDB [VFE4r &R Ze ek A 14 7 20 LA B IEe 1y
HE VR, K 4 73 LU VPR AR A 75 8 VEe, R R $R 4 T R4 PP 10 URL 4L P &%

Ak, [ A1 35 44 LT T 45 W0 - eBay, IMDB, resellerratings(http://www.resellerratings.com/) 4% (i i I )
PP HH T V7 V8 5 B -5 42 R 9 2028 3T [ pAy F v 2 . 420 Ak T R R I 0 A v A 1) BB
JR.R 5 MR T X L E R Fnl B R s .

Table 5 The available review information on some well-known e-commerce sites
F 5 [H NI R4 TR S5 Mk BT ISR AR B
Amazon eBay TripAdvisor IMDB 5 KAV B HHM

R OR SR v v J J N J N J
(ARl v J v J J J J J
HEFE VIR J v v J
Wt H v J J J J J
AT K J v v J N J N J
PR PE 2 J v v v v N J
VEIR I TR v v J J J J N J
HHERE J v v J J J J J

RN RN S v J J J v J v

LA P X PF I8 (1 20T J J N v

of T it (ARG AE VP 3 J v J J

6 SEESRE

AR P A IS PR Bt A D M P AR 52 B A XS AT R K M 2
SEFTAR S EOUE ve ATET  8 A5 R e S e R e P SR AR 0 L R PR IS TR 8 2 VR R A
Ll 32 H bR, BTN AT LUAS0h 3 AN PR TR VPG . PRSI S M B R VR IR A D 18
Joti PP A 2 R L VP R B VS A T PR TT VPR R S 1K FARAE T4 L SR ik A i (K97 I8
DS PF R ST I 2 1 R R B PR BOX SR VIR R A AN FEARSX SR VI8 AN PE 8 A P R 52 i AR S0 24

T 5 JUAE R I b EAE XA SUE T WS 8h A, G581 3 AN B IF T N A b A B 7 VA B, LR TG
DA b AN H o

PRI BRI 55 P2 B AL — AP A B K A PR AT 5T UK, 1% U O BE ST AR TR AG B B, R
SR AT O AR T 5 ISR AT T 5 AR 2 (1) PR Ak i

(1) FF R ERPFR R A PRIR R B AN Bk, ) S T PP A R A R A

(2)  VRIR TR B AR DT 5, A PR BT IS BUER VR E — AME AR AT TR 17

(3) R UEIEAEME LARI, BL A VPl AR HETC RS

(4) VPRI SCRRARZ — AN A AN DR M (¥ 1) 3, 1) D0 2% 75 5 A Bt R PRt — 2B 3t e 7 i AL SR

(5)  BEIRPFIR A ATH IIAT Ay M AR, PP V8 N [ I 25 Ay 3 VP 18 A0 IE W 1P 8 I o TR 2% 2 11 B 3 A 7 3

PP AT BB IR 2%

PR R AN PR R B )RR R ARE SR Bz, Bl B4R 2 A R
RIS, AECR BB AR K A A AT LU 8 LR L AU T

(1) FRARPFE RO ICARAE L, 75 SEEAT MU 0 1 18 ) AR (3 ABL R AR A 000 e ol 2 v SCRE AU ARG

() MEEVFIRE Ve AR SR VPR B 10w AT i AN B
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(3)  SEIN M AR 2 PP A8 AR 0 vy S B 0 o3k o D948 2k ) 7 1S5 e, A 977 R 22 ) O 5% RIS
(4) TP VR B K H S bR e DS 20 S v ) ) e A R A
(5) T ARRFAEROTREN . 2 SNV O V1S SR A I 4 B 1 SO ) G5 M A 15 I
(6)  FHALAT WA 4 1A 3T,y Ve WL R PR A2 AT AR B R AL TR R i A
J VR8s B AT B R U s 20 Ty 2 ek AR 2 (R B S T AT K (1 L B D A8 20 A A i B
(K5 A 58 3, 1A N AR E— 2D HE)
(1) VPR e T R R e SR R K R T AN A B VP18 AR it 4T AT LR R R 1 ME
PEL B PEAN R BE L
() I AL AR SR b (K0 PP IR AR 45 5, A7 By T3 v T 07 B P il 45 I
() HAbBEAR b (it TR YA SE) PE AR (05T 20 A MU 2 0, A B T A ML RTBURE 8 ) BE AT B 23 AT A
B v S A 0 N XT RE 7, R I v A e o R ke SR
(4) ML TR K VA8 T 1) 190 255 3% BR R e i oK A R Al 0B AT 7 4 B A P R R SO0
V8T AR RORUE T P VPR RV AE B < B 2K A MORTIBSORT 08 1 45 AR 165 41 3 A LA E S 1) A A
FESEZBR RN b XSS 1T PRI R R Bl P R ROHE | B R BT 2 R R AR R BT I BOR SR T H R B,
AARZ P B TN R k2P IR R BT
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