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g o]&5x vl PMI(pointwise mutual information)®} SO-PMI(semantic orientation from
pointwise mutual information): HlxF w231 7ASA FAS AT F JuisE o] gA| w9
39} 71 o13] Alole A Fol WS HHE Zevs dho] k. B =EdAe A
ARS BA A YElUE 2R S B A T 53 o3 9 S4 3k HAR Js u
Bd £ A+ oy S 297 ¢ NPMI(normalized pointwise mutual information)E ©] -8 3} o]
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1. MB of W3 34 4 71+ A3 JFH 74 23 V1FE o
7+ E A (sentiment analysis)& & 23U mloly A AFAe] PMI 39 Aeols 3 FFdTE 34, &
(opinion mining)°l A 7Hd FL&3HA BHA L s #oF FdIFE B4 gAgdolegta Add 4 Qi
22X, 54 FA, AE, FH A T s AlgEe] wke PMI$} SO-PMIE Hlx4 wEx 7HAsA 545
S FA wE RAog TRIAY HEE o433l FA ek g odvke Aol AR o3 ek T]E o3 Alel €]
= B4 ZE(strength)E A et=d o] &5 ). A #ro] W WHE ztets ddol v PMI 2 3
Ao AEE olw o3 st B4 HAdA dnpEel e = HE S FEUEE A AU VIE o8] =4
=S SR BT 5 9] Wi e A, g T 92 W U o ey, 24 g o
Ao e A 8 okl ofF T wE 1008 A gt Az7F o A vEbd 5 Qlvk JATE AW 255
T 804%e R4S 28T F At old T AL SO-PMIE o] &% 7t X0 &S 54 Hol A4S
2 2487 9e) dEHes o139 ZA(word polarity) A3 Aad o, AT o35 ke 54 AolE Al
S o] &3l=E AT A datA A7) A& F Ak sHARE o3 S Fhe
PMI(pointwise mutual information):= ©3 ¢ A& He HAE A rss B w43 He e ez W
At dubd o AbgstE W olth & o4k gEW &3 = o
Z(discrete random variable)®] H¥AS FdsH, A 2 =dodlAE 4AAd Ao AFS A A YEE
o] EETE Y A =Y FEo o AT JREE S A AT A A4S A3
T AUrh weEkA] oW o3 e 54 Ao E BEREE VI A H2 F58A o137 2o e Greg Siegled]
&= o3 9] PMIV} 4F5AFE o3 FAo] E7] wio, BAWL(The ORIGINAL Balanced Affective Word List)
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PMIE T3l 54 Aoz BFHAE 7% o3 J¢4 of ARNH tFe] ofF AdE e, 53] of
o3l 2AS EA3 F SO-PMl(semantic orientation 3o FA4 @ dAE QA Ve F AdE oEHRs B
from pointwise mutual information)E ©]-&3lo] o] 3 9 317] 918ll, Gerlof Bouma®] NPMlI(normalized pointwise
2SS 3dd = ok SO-PMIE= ¥ ]3¢ &4 7 mutual information)& ©] &3t o3 o TS A 3A
dor BREE 7F o3 J&dFH9 o3 F4E& ol &3t ct.
o S AAgst. S Bt sk 2] o3

- 1333 -



2015 FAH|stagtnrls| =

rax
|_I

| 223 H|25(2015, 10)

2. 28
A EAE A A TR AlEQ] ZEANA tEF
o] 2Av b g FHEAT FYAAA FHEE A S
A4S 457 9% FEE A58AF, A g9 A2
< AL E & 2dE A AR E JHEsAT AR
S FHE7] 9 HAAol= BAWLS oA 74 4o
2 ERd o3 A4S Ae3t9a, SO-NPMIS o] &3}
o] 7S B8
o3 FALE EAEY] HAlAE 3 =d FES
TFaef gt sAE ol 2d FES 4 F sV W
woll, Web-PMI®] ©]3]e] ZdREE o83 =3 &
FA IS ol &3t [ 1149 o3 29 &d &
AA B8 N F 27F eEbd 289 & hits(z) 2

pmi(m;y) =log

ol zok 71F o3 yo A3 54 pmilzy)= HA
—coE Hul —logp(z)et —logply) & & #HS 2
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npmi(zy) = [4 31" A3 z9k 71F o3 yo o3F
FA pmi(zy) E 213 9 71F o3 y7t A e
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npmi(zy) = Hx - 138 Hd 1 Alele] gre=z A 3}
7] wiEel, Mol Aol s £ B & de oF
AE dJxE 2T & vk

SO-PMI:= #4S @astus s oldlsh a4 7%
SEEE DR 2l =

gastng st o
pwEPW, #4 2174 7
o] L [A 414+

so-pmi(x

4 HN i

34 A

14

& gt
E pmz 7pw)
pwE PW

E pmi(m,nw)
nwENW

71 o3 E
nwENWeE &, o] 3

[4

=

4]

o3 29 #Aol FALFE pmilzpw) 7t pmilznw)

BT} @7 wjio] SO—PMIz)E %5 Ao

BALFE pmi(znw) 7}
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so-npmi = Z npmi(z,pw)
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<% 1> SO-NPMI #AAEAN A3 (F4
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lo

ol HE =4 7
carefree 561 2.523251 | —0.967672
humerous 414 2.522450 | —0.807261
eager 508 2.506373 | —0.543314
vitality 500 2.473954 | —0.954172
stamina 500 2.437379 | —0.356946
pleased 503 2.400760 | —0.642280
devoted 508 2.379411 | —1.056447
cheerful 756 2.361089 | —0.528244
faithful 578 2.341097 | —0.784312
relieved 235 2.309600 | —0.736311

<¥ 2> SO-NPMI ZAEX A3 (FA

A9l 1070)

o e 4 A
solemn 502 —0.621858 2.271372
feeble 499 —0.621154 2.269260

bankrupt 499 —0.621154 2.269260
alienation 501 —0.307240 2.164670
rejected 501 —0.307240 2.164670
cramp 493 —0.741475 2.139603
pathetic 502 —0.109240 2.096887
dud 501 —0.108869 2.096133
ashamed 499 —0.407162 2.060828
weakness 502 —0.428962 2.040384
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2 Aol WA Av)d) WE pARA AR vae
71 938, SO-PMIet SO-NPMI°| #A Zxel 9w E
43,
¥ 3> SO-PMI #AA#4 A3 (42 1070)

o] HE +4 4
humerous 414 26.951499 | —8.511194

eager 509 25.262761 | —1.808055
relieved 235 25.252658 | —7.944914
carefree 563 24.867332 | —11.810782

vitality 502 24.521993 | —11.695669
solemn 502 — 6.555039 | 25.380812

feeble 499 — 6.549045 | 25.362830
bankrupt 499 — 6.549045 | 25.362830
alienation 501 0.356708 | 23.066251
rejected 501 0.356708 | 23.066251

<3 4> SO-NPMI #A4 A3 (%9 1070)

ol Al 54 4
carefree 563 2.523251 | — 0.967672
humerous 414 2.522450 | — 0.807261

eager 509 2.506373 | — 0.543314

vitality 502 2.473954 | — 0.954172
stamina 503 2.437379 | — 0.356946
solemn 502 — 0.621858 2.271372
feeble 499 - 0.621154 2.269260
bankrupt 499 - 0.621154 2.269260
alienation 500 — 0.307240 2.164670
rejected 500 — 0.307240 2.164670
<E 3> FAW A Y BRI B 02 WY
A AAZ A9l 10712 SO-PMI Axfola, <& 4>&
SO-NPMI @stoleh, 74 Zmol uhe old)el w917t %
Ao Aol daidl A E YERdT L ATsr] e o] HA
g, 4T A9l Aol g Bal ofdl7k o= AAel § e
| mE e olfEue 4 At o= ArAA B
o

<3 5> SO-PMI¢} SO-NPMI9] 23 &=
SO—PMI SO—NPMI
=4 A =74 54

H 0.273936 | 0.369434 | 0.037874 | 0.051775

A 26.951499 | 25380812 | 2.523251 | 2.271372

o 3.754108 | 5.421363 | 0.515642 | 0.668727

2t 19.660304 | 37.227373 | 0.274214 | 0.409706

FEEAA | 4433994 | 6.101423 | 0.523654 | 0.640082
<FE 5>A B F 9%0], SO-PMI= HlE=Z 3 of
3o F4 et A A adE wrgd 7] wiel
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