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Abstract

Aiming at the problem that the sentiment analysis of Chinese hotel reviews will ignore the polarity
of specific aspectual sentiment, a composite two-channel model, GCGAT, is proposed for aspectual
category sentiment analysis. The model is based on the gating mechanism and bidirectional gating
loop unit, and consists of a four-layer network structure; the gating mechanism is utilized to con-
trol the channel output; the aspect category influencing factor word vector and the attention me-
chanism are introduced to improve the accuracy of the model’s information extraction; in terms of
the dataset, clustering is carried out by using the LDA-Jaccard model to determine the aspect cat-
egories and annotate them, and a fine-grained dataset is established. Through comparison expe-
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riments, it was found that the GCGAT model achieved good results, and the effect was better than
other models in terms of accuracy, F1 value, ROC curve and auc value.
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1. 5|8

B LR R, W TE LR VIR HEAT 15 A M I8 2 e B RANME 1], BF i MALAR 22 2T (2] [3]K
J& BITRFE 2 2] [4] [STAITRYIZRAE AL [6] [7]. BEAE B FCRITRN,  SHRLRE 15 B4 A g i e N AT, T T2
S A BT AR AR IR M () — AN RS, BIH AL CHAS 1 2 A 78] [9] [10].
FRIAE NS AT OB EIH , IR R OISR R R, RIEE KSR AR EHE R,
IR EERE AR EEkES, 1R 2021 FIREFEE W AUAF] 4071.59 1270 11]. X ETELL
PRRAE T, PR R AT R R, 5 E RO SO E PR AT 5 18 T RO 2K 22 MKLRL 2
A . G/ 12185 Mgk Stacking F ) SVM AT KNN PIANSE 432688, DL Gk TF-IDF AU %,
P TR AR AR S PG i VPV (1 15 R P 2 SR o R R EA R A 13 i F 5 8% it Hownet AN JE T8 HH 5K 1)
PR A A AT 256, T8 I R JE P AT A7 U] SR s i 9 e VP08 AT A5 SR A AT WAL JE
R AN e e 288 MG 5 Y PTAT . T SR IR AR (14152 P VAR VIR HEAT AR A, —FhR
BT RS RaR i ik, B THEAREME AT 2K, SRR R A A KA R 12 A (Bi-directional
Long Short-Term Memory, BiLSTM)*} 1 Il 25 £ 4 45 24T 15 187 #7

BT UL BB, EHEE VPR BT, ASCER AT TR BIE & 4, HERIH BT H 1) GCGAT
(GTU-CNN-GRU-Attention) B8 iE 47 /3 A1, 28 DU JZ 8RR, 43008 RRIETRENZ . 1B U5 B 32
BUZ | RHIEAE BRCE L2 MG AT 2 o Horp, REAESREUZ ) FH A6 A7 4l 22 45 (Convolutional Neural
Net-works, CNN)FI[ TFEALHI[ 1506 PR AF B AR 77 TH 250 VPR A5 2 AT 15 BRRAE A7 17 28 AR fE 4
B 18 S BARBUZ R B 142 98 25 ¥ 0 (Bi-directional Gate Recurrent Unit, BiIGRU)#HT | R 3015 B
FEHL: RPEAE S 2 e 2 R A S A AN R LRI [16] 5] S A E I, Ol B i i 4ide s
JERATAR ARV . TEBARE T, A ST A B RAE AT IR 2 & S PR VR N R a5, @
i LDA-Jaccard = BV Kt FEAT 5 43 B JE0f e 75 T 00, ARAE A o 14 7 T 288 %o HicHs i3k 47 A s
o ARSCFETTERAIT

1) FIF LDA-Jaccard = @R X6} T 215 AR AUHE EAT 20 BT 8 5 TS50, 57 7 4007 B3 T 5 PR L
BT B

2) ARSCHE R G PR EEAT 7 2R G B4 A, IR tHEE T T T MLRIAI BiIGRU IR FE 2% S B4,
AT AL E A DY 23 I 265 5 R VR P 1 R AE . 7 T S AR AE AN R SOfE BT R 1R A, A AL
B, R0 T 18 B ) T AR 2

3) YUK IE VPR HEAE I SE gt AR, GCGAT M8 A AR T H A AL

=
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2. HXIE
2.1. TERES T

R WSRO ST 5, WF R F80s 2 T Gt AR S 2 5 7 i3 AT 7T, Kiritchenko [17]
R T SVM BB FIA L. TBVEA n-gram FFAE 5T IS B0 HT, JEAE SemEval2014 $i#lE 4 FHX
137 AR VERE . EHT (18RI & 4 IR AT B S0 4T, K TF-IDF 77454 S ANRHE 23 FC AL
At SVM 1 Ry 2588, X Bkt E1T 2028 . BT Mikolov Z5[19]1#2 i Y word2vec AL FRAL T —
T 7 B AT 00 o A AR T i, IR 5 3] O VEAE IS A TR A5 3 T T2 R o AR SE SRR E S [20]
FHER IR /N T4 570 MGU 5[\ CNN,  #EA7 SCARIEE M. Tang SF[21152H 7 —FBE 7 IR
TP A2 RS, A ) A R AR SR v TR U 17 Al M 23 R IR I . Tang &[22 3@ 51 N\ 5 THI 28 71 (14 17
s, JFOSOHEE SR LSTM AR, AR A BILE A8 F A% & SIS D0 F iR 45 5 . Xue AT Li [23]32H
T—FA AR ARG, B CNN R GRU Z56(F 1, X i 46 SCAR ] [ S R0 5 A 77 T 288 551 1 i) ) 2= [
AT AL B, $2 1 77 T S0 5 IR 7 R UE A 22

2.2. PIGEEELFRBRS

Xof S B AE 2P IR BEAT 1 B AT ORI ST, Yao [24]52 H—Fh T CNN-LSTM A Y Xof o S )
VBT . AR EORIBZ BR[25 58 F LDA 5 U AY 5 4 e 5 I AR 45 4 (1 57, PR S V7
VBB AT I 2 SRUE I T RS [T 7 2 18] 24T 58 A28 73 M o 5 M8 [26] 73 Joll 312 Hh AL S T 5 AUk 1 175
] AT TAL s 27 21 PRI 0 I PP Ve AT IR B2 AR I M o T B B S5 27 1 B0 PRI IS T T & B0
WM, FEAE S SRR Z 5207, SR AT LDA [ 3@ & R AR I M i

3. &=E

ASCHH B FEETF T HENLE A BiIGRU [ GCGAT A 4 JZ B L5 MM, 203 FREREZ . B
A RRIUZE . FHIEE B ES T EMN4EREE . L0 CNN 1 BiGRU AEAMR, ML/ aE 1w,
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Figure 1. GCGAT model network structure
B 1. GCGAT fRER Lk 454
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3.1. FHEREUE

FHESIUE AXNCEIE LS, Hor, G0 1 XA FHNFERE AT RESE I, 3 3E 2 X0 A N 77 TH 6

3l 5 T R 2 1) ) R PR RN RE BRI AT RFAE SR I o B RUZ AT R ARSI, R 1T g e, 1)
WL ReLU 1 GTU (Gated Tanh Unit) [28]FFf, HAt GTU J& 5= [ THEHLH P t R B30 s 3L,
¥4 tanh BUE 705 sigmoid WUE R ICHISE A, AU PRISIGE FE, 1088 st B vk g, Hoat AR A (1),
By (X)=tanh(X *W +b)®5(X *V +c) 6]

ARG HOE BRE R BRI GTU 5 HI1EIE 1 B, AR5 RARE, IR £ RO 4ihL
JEPPAR B diE B r 1 17 FE e v B 7 1 7 R 1) SR I IR, T GTU s bR SO O (<1, 1)
A UL S I R R ) 2K, TN OS], e A A S AR EWMIEL, ARERIY 0, B
MUK T 0, 3X 5 ReLU i bR BB ISR AR MR, i IORH A ReLU f2 3838 2 (i, 753077 ms
fiE, 22 Ja s — 3 AT A A5 B B A 5 IR AR SO 25 TR AR O RS AE A B o RSN 2 o

FRATZ>FE4Ha
Y ____

eSS 2SN
NGRS

Figure 2. Feature extraction layer structure diagram

B 2. $HEREEEHE

3.2. BUERRRE

B UE B B BiGRU 4 B, SR 2% ST IERRAE AN 5 TR REAE 1) B F S5 B, HEAWE GRU,
— 2 M7 HAE S 2IE R, A — 2 AR s AN 2 S B AT % G E PR #2424 (Recurrent
Neural Networks, RNN)FIH: %6 i 1217, 2% (Long Short Term Memory Network, LSTM), GRU 5| X\ T &1717]
AT TR ) o N Ay, I 2025 a0 1] 3 BT

Figure 3. GRU structure diagram
3. GRU Z&#[&
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o, x o b FoReZIREN, b oy, FoR BRI, SEEH AR AKQR) 3) () (5)-

(6)
=W, b @
z=o(W. [h.x]) A3)

he=tanh (W, [, xh,_,.x, ) “4)
h=(1-z)xh_ +z,xh, (5)
v=a(W, h) (©6)

e, w,, w., W, R, 2 GRU MSHL [x,y] Rk x My AR BT B, ZomEA0T, 2,38
AN, b RREIEERE, - RRIURRE, 0 s sigmoid B3, tanh K tanh BT,
3.3. FHEREENESEER

FRAIEAS AL 43 iC J2 B S ORI RN LI 2R, J8 0 i Kt 3R A5 B S AR AR AE R, T ERD
MU 53 B A RV RFAEAS ST T T 2 00 A7 et i) B sl B, DL ORAIEAN I B OGBS B, . R JIbLE HAC
B AR T DLE ) 5 X 7 T R0 PR A7 SR A L DT 2 D ORI T S E A, AT B i o AR R 2,
HEITEIMAN(T).

Attention (Q, K, V) = softmax (QK T )V )

Hrr, @ FoREB AP R AN R &, KRR ORI AN &, @17 @ A K ARSI v SR
—{AbEE, 1RE)V R JIRGE.
34. EEEER

AR SR 5 T 2R T AR 5572 DU 70 R4 55, T LLIEHEHLA sigmoid it A 4 12 R AT i
AR, RN REAE A DB 7 LR Rt 4 R AT DR N N o 15 AR PE TN 5,

HHERAKIMAK().
1
V= - ®)
Heb, P RRE I AMFERTE,  w, b, 755l R s E R .
4. ¥iE
4.1. ¥IBIKEL

ARSI H] )\ SRAR 883X — B R AL AT N2 AN F0T T 6 SRBGH S VRIS s, 98 R i
X 8] % 5E 4 150~300 JoZ I8, TBRE AVE A AEALat . RIRIRINGE — & SR ab He s i 2ot
B BEEE. BERIOAEE . U RBREBEE KR T 300 K G, ARSI 0T A A

4.2. BIR&EES

K e A PAT VI 5 VF8 B AT 70w A 25 AR, I3 jieba 0iA) U7k, {5 IR AL SR G TS
FmE 2 A scfs F Rl R A A A A R 4 S s A 2 o o 2545 TR 5 10 20 e 25 SR ALl i) s, T
LDA-Jaccard f8IIZ%, 7£ 1~20 DB AP B E. IIZREIR & 4 Pos.
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Figure 4. Topic-consistency, similarity change map

B 4. £/ - —BE BT LE

RIEE 4, —BUER S 2bE EEEE e s e B TP, X2 EEE0A R — e, £
A — B IR B iy, FRAREREAT AR 00— B TR A AR KR, H 2 ff 32 [R5
RN, ONRERIX RSB L, ASCEINT Jaccard ARALLPE A HEL, @R 5T 32 @2 8] Jaccard AHAEL
PE, SRANT 8 A YRR . USRS B, —BUWER 9 Jaccard AHAUPEE 2 18] 1 2 (15 21 5
K, I HICH ) — BB T 182, Jaccard AHMMEEEEE AL, LS EEECh 5 B, & FE@AN T
—EMEABIRE AR, AR AR T R AR, PrRAIEE 5 A S S A BhiF, % R

R EI 25 MR 1

Js o

Table 1. High frequency words for each topic

= 1. BEE THSIA

F Fe AR

1 %I“ﬂ’ U‘E’ Hﬁi? {E‘E’ B'%T—;'L’ J‘E.%’ E" EE@’ j\(’ éiﬁ’ —ﬁ_ﬁﬁ’ Z_\‘ﬂ}’ %’ /%éll? 1‘{_?;? Eﬁil“ﬂ’
Uihf, & 4TH, @ Rl sl R, Bg, b

) W, "ra, ANME, K, L, XK, NEM, B, EEE, R, B E AR, 35 M
O, HLESA, B, B, WG kR, TAEABL, BRE KUE. MRk, — R,

3 B, B, VO S, EAE, i, g, ARE. B5IE, AT, dewh, 554, BUM, BAT
1, AT, BEE, WU, rEh, KZESE, GE, ], BN, 10, fE, 5

4 Wegs, DilRl, fedk, &FAR, fE. WE. THL O ROK, A, AL B B, TS, K BE,
A, W, H2E, TR EE, WL B, gL REE, ik

5 AR, T, WSS, BA, R, SE, R, O ATE, PR, WRSEE, Tk, W, &

Bt R, . A, #FiE. AE, ER. SRA, B BIR, L, bn

WL 1, 2l

HBRERE 5 DTSR AR B E IS RSB A B, SOE R A
TR, JFRE RN T TSR BN A R W 2 B
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Table 2. Various categories of influencing factors

2. BHEEANTMER

J3 35 FAISES

MU R, BORE, AR, BB, WRER)E
IR 55 JE 3 Mg 2], fre, ik, ¥4, KB
i B B, SR R, Eu, IR
AR AEF AT, AR, Mgk, ASZuh, (R4
T T, B, B

FEHHEFREL R T, R ADNITIRAMAE S 4 Fibrgs, H, -2 REAW X —J7 i), -1 &
TR T, 0 AR PRSI, 1 ACRBIR G

5. KBS 5
5.1. SYIRESITNIER

AL word2vee BEAYYIZRiA [l &, BRI SHORE . WM ELEHCN 300, YIZREVEESE skip-gram
Hk, WORANA 1S, YIGREEON 20, B/NASION 5o B ISR I A & GCGAT BAL 4 N AT
Wk, HTH S AT, AR SCERH N T RN —IK, REAFE] S AN NGREF RA R 25
Fo VM FRFRERE Ace [EAT F1 14, LLK& ROC HIZEAT auc {H . Acc fHA F1 A K H A X AAK(9). (10).

TP+TN

Acc = ©)
TP+ FP+TIN + FN
F1=2L*R (10)
P+R

Hr, AR T HIFaER AN TP ROREIER], EPFINCA EFI LRt N IER]; TN £onEap), BRI
NS BR R B FP RONRIES, BPFIN Dy iR SE bR fufils FN o Gupl,  BEFE A £
SEFR AR, ARAO)TH) P RAKEHAE, RFERAMZE, ZFHITEAAXNAKAD. (12).

TP

P= (11)
TP+ FP

R= TP (12)
TP+ FN

auc {H 7 N ROC 2R 5 A8 b fil R THI AR, ROC 28 RS AL AR B BH 2R, RV EL A7 431 v ) Ay I 431
FINER, bR R IR, RIE RS A v IEGIRMEAS, 5 A B A .
FATIAR AL B3 16 % Adam TEAL 28, 22 ST R EE N 0.0001, i it #0145, i 511% £ Spatial Dropout 1D [29]
F1 Dropout, —FH{H¥JEE N 0.2, Spatial Dropout 1D F 563 & 1 BURFAE AN J7 THURFE R AE (S B HE4T &b
B, Dropout FJ %05 155 BURFAE 7 THIAFAE AT B R SCRMERIRFIE S BBEAT A0 BE o b TR f2 22 7p A,
It LA 2K R B0k 603 RS XA, tHE A XA AKX (13).
loss = —ZZy,." logp/ (13)

Hep, i RRF)TFYAY, jRRDERG, y RRERSIE, JRRTNE.
5.2. »fHCsEIe
AT LA HE: SVM, CNN, GRU, BiGRU, BiLSTMe-aspect, Al GCAE [9], H:i-aspect
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FETR BB e N 1] ) B B B TR 2R A R DR 2R ] [ i, ARG Lh Sz o6 SRR R L 3, FI1 (0L
% 4.

Table 3. Comparative experimental accuracy

= 3. WL ERRER

model Wiy .55 FA 21 fr B S EA TR
SVM 0.7999 0.9405 0.8234 0.9119 0.9582
CNN 0.8365 0.9108 0.8524 0.8887 0.8861
GRU 0.8524 0.8897 0.8897 0.8987 0.8921
BiGRU 0.8752 0.9526 0.8908 0.9329 0.9520
BiLSTM-aspect 0.8783 0.9602 0.8811 0.9381 0.9651
GCAE 0.8772 0.9586 0.8984 0.9388 0.9696
GCGAT 0.9049 0.9661 0.9160 0.9554 0.9796

Table 4. The F1 values of the experiment were compared

= 4. XTEESEES F1{E

model Wiy 1555 4 1 fr B A2 fSE A TR
SVM 0.8032 0.9417 0.8280 0.9141 0.9595
CNN 0.8214 0.9088 0.8566 0.8861 0.8899
GRU 0.8308 0.8816 0.8427 0.8811 0.8792
BiGRU 0.8723 0.9513 0.8889 0.9327 0.9511
BiLSTM-aspect 0.8691 0.9586 0.8767 0.9349 0.9636
GCAE 0.8811 0.9596 0.9018 0.9423 0.9710
GCGAT 0.8995 0.9647 0.9124 0.9527 0.9753

B2 3 A% 4 W LRI, SVM AR RNLER 5 o) R i) —Fh & LB, TEMRSS A B, 28 108 (R AT 4 i
X = AN 2R TR HERG R A F1 A LL CNN AT GRU AR, IF BUERA M F1AEAEIR S5 A 23X — 7
o B4 14 0.9405 F110.9417, fEATIBERX —J7 2] B4 508 0.9119 F10.9141, fETH8ERX—T7
25 _E = F S R AN SE R, 2051 0.9582 F110.9595. CNN FIVERAZAN F1 A8 £E IR 558 23X — 7 1H 2%
BRI, 43518 0.9108 A1 0.9088, TH5HAFH L GRU MIHERZE A F1AH 70 3 T 2.1%H0 2.7%.
BiGRU [W#ERIZ L GRU P4 TF T 3.6%, F1{EE CNN FRHRTF T 4.7%, FHAERSE 31X —J5 2%
B _EEAS T AR, HERRA FLE 2508 0.9526 #10.9513, #HET SVM, 25T T 1.2%F81 1%,
BiLSTM-aspect T BiLSTM 5| A\ T J7 H s2 M K 2 [l 2, R o0 R e gk — D3R T, JLHER R AHER
T SVM “PIJTH T 3.8%, F1HAHELT CNN PIJETF T 4.8%, TEMRSS & BN HE X w9 4> 77 TH 28 )
HERIR A F1 AR T 0.95 L. GCAE FEALE I [ 19 ML 2 ) 77 T {5 S A B B ERE, Ak
FEF+ T CNN [IHER A FLAA, S538APIRF T 5.4%H 5.9%, TEA EALEGX — 20 b F1 (AL
BiLSTM-aspect [f] F1 fEI&Tt | 2.5%. [FIF, ] DLR L& AR 7 I A 48 E i HERf 26 A0 F1 EARIAF] T 0.8
Jedi, HEEE 0.9, X ULUIZEIE A R FREASCHR IR L 5 S B GCGAT B 55X La gAY
25 RATST R, GCGAT BB [HER R A F1 H A prde s, it 5 e,  GRU MIHER R
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BHRTF T 6%, o BiGRU MIHERR TR TH T 2.4%, Lt GCAE HERI R PRI T 1.6%, FHHAESTT
T 28 A1 B 2K R I HER R AR ) T 0.9 DL b, 7EFHRE X —20 i, 1A% T 0.9796. GCGAT #i
AU F1MEEE SVM B FI T4 T T 5.2%, tb CNN () F1 P37 T 6.8%, L BiLSTM-aspect [
F1 - FIRTHT 2%, 7EMRS ). SRR 8 tix = AN 285 F3iE#] 7 0.95 LA E, BEARTE
WX — 7 28 B S AR, HR20A 3] 17 0.8995, EM] T GCGAT BLAY (14 24 1

BE—B AT LUK I, B AE IR 55 JE B0 R0 34 B 1K AN 75 T K0 B ThT R A 2R F L BE FE At 7 THT 2531
T FIHERAZE R F1 AR S5, X AT B2 RN TEARTE IR 55 J&) 1R 14 3 vk AN 7 THT ) 15 Bt [ B,
T T I P N T PR i A 35 3 B, T EG AR ) O T 288 A1 S ) A A v I AR TR AT B DR R VTS AR
MARAE— G, AR RAE AT A i) P A w22

$FOREFE SVM, BiLSTM-aspect Al GCGAT 1E % LU 5 GCGAT #i4 Lt ROC £k Al auc {H
XFEESEE LL SVM UEHLER2: 3], BiLSTM-aspect fll GCGAT fRZRIEFE 2% 31 I HLitk N 7 T 2538 1) & .
HTARSCRHZ 3 AE5, BTUAELH] ROC #IZEFITHE auc EHIEHRE “micro” #0, F¢HIG AR
MG BAE— R H S, FERAARERM IR, HIE S TLUEH GCGAT BALHUE T 5 4 12
H, auc{HBH T 0.99, UiBAMIRI AT LA RGP F € 1IEH . BILSTM-aspect 584 BT T 1R 4 1)
R, auc fH 9 0.97, BHIEE LR UEEREZE,

1.0 — T
K I'/ '''''''''''
L e
081 |/ i e
B
0.6 - S
i I
= ( , :~'
K ]
0.4 I
I:
I: —— GCGAT (area = 0.99)
0.2 4 | P SVM (area = 0.74)
3 —-= GCAE (area = 0.93)
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Figure 5. ROC curve comparison diagram

[&] 5. ROC HhZexTEE &

5.3. JHRASCIS

T kS GCGAT AL 5] N B 77 T 251 52 1 [K 35 17] /) & . GTU BU% B3, BiGRU AERE A HLEI H)
AR, T RN GCGAT #BgHAT 1 IH A SEES . Hor, GCGAT/GTU AL 248K GCGAT #8i) GTU
O PR IUS #0M tanh B0 PR 2 GCGAT/BIGRU Y 2 F8 K GCGAT B8 1 1) BIGRU % FR s GCGAT/aspect
AR GCGAT ARAY Hh 1 777 T 28 791 52 1 EA] 2% 1) 1] 1) B2 25 % ;. GCG AT /attention #2842 F5# GCGAT #5
RIr1f) attention ML 2Bk, AU SRR B SCRINE S . SLIRZE R AHERZE L 5, F1EE 6.

Table 5. Accuracy of ablation experiment

5. HEASCEDEmER

model iy 1555 4 21 fir B A2 A TR
GCGAT/GTU 0.9021 0.9573 0.9129 0.9495 0.9789
GCGAT/BiGRU 0.9029 0.9633 0.9143 0.9488 0.9775
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Continued
GCGAT/aspect 0.8835 0.9571 0.9004 0.9440 0.9640
GCGAT/attention 0.8821 0.9567 0.8997 0.9443 0.9695
GCGAT 0.9049 0.9661 0.9160 0.9551 0.9796

Table 6. F1 of ablation experiment
6. JHRASCLE F1 (B

model Wiy J55 il 21 fir B A2 {5 A TR
GCGAT/GTU 0.8595 0.9386 0.8754 0.9314 0.9462
GCGAT/BiGRU 0.8788 0.9615 0.9013 0.9466 0.9743
GCGAT/aspect 0.876 0.9535 0.8867 0.9402 0.9588
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