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Abstract With the rapid growth of Weibo, sentiment analysis on it has become a hot topic in Natutral Language
Processing community. This paper proposes a Chinese bag-of-opinions model to represent Weibo sentences based on
dependency grammar, in which every sentence is represent as a bag of opinions. We calculate a sentiment polarity
score for every opinion, and then get a weighted summation sentiment evaluation for each sentence. A confidence
value of a sentence’s polarity score is also defined. With it, we can extract sentences with high confidence score as
labeled data which can guide further analysis. Experiments conducted on the evaluation set for Chinese sentiment
analysis at NLP&CC 2012 validate the effectiveness of our method.
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