NLP Final Project
Spring 2013, Due Thursday, May 9
For the final project, everyone is required to do some sentiment classification and then choose
one of the other three types of projects: annotation, sentiment classification experiments and
implementation. You may also propose your own project and you may work in groups.
Required Part 0. Sentiment Classification
For this part, you are to do at least one experiment in the NLTK on the movie review data in
which you compare the baseline performance of using just word features with some modified or
additional features that you implement.
You will need to write a Python feature function to generate the features that you choose. One
idea is to use a stop word list to restrict the words in the word feature sets; other ideas are to
vary the representation of the subjectivity lexicon features or to use positive and negative
emotion words from LIWC.
Note that you will first want to develop your feature function until it works. Then to do the
experiment, define a random raining and test set; define the regular word features, run the
classifier and get accuracy; and then define your new features, run the classifier and get
accuracy. The important thing is the two classifier runs are made on the same training and test
sets so that you can compare the accuracy.
Include a description of your experiments in the final project report, together with the feature
function code that you wrote and the accuracies of the two classifications.
Now choose one of the following 3 options.
Option I. Annotation and Analysis of Data
For this task, you will annotate data in a corpus and compare your annotations with other
annotators. Two corpora that are available are described here. You may also collect your own
data for annotation, with the permission of the instructor.
A. Twitter Health Care Opinion Corpus
For another research project, a number of tweets have been downloaded from Twitter that were
tweeted on the topic of the Obama Health Care plan. For each tweet, we would like to have a
label that says whether the opinion of the tweet is Positive, Negative or Neutral towards the plan.
There are also some tweets not on the topic of health care reform and these can be labeled
Irrelevant. Tweets are stored on spreadsheets in groups of approximately 100. Each tweet set
will have two spread sheets; one will not have opinion labels on each tweet from previous
annotators, and one will. In this corpus, each tweet will have two label columns; the first
column is the opinion label that you ultimately decide on, but if you find it difficult to decide
between 2 labels, you may put a second label in the next column.

For each person, the process is to read the definition of how to annotate. Then choose one set of
unlabeled tweets and assign labels as best you can, using the second label column if it is hard to
decide. Now compare your labels with the labeled version of the data and count how many of
yours agree with the previous annotator. Compute the percentage agreement (the number of
tweet labels that agree in their first label divided by the number of tweets).
Now continue and annotate a second sheet of unlabeled tweets and compare your results with the
previous annotator. Did your percentage agreement improve?
To complete this project, write a report that describes what you did and what your agreement
percentages were. Include in your report an example of tweet of each label that was easy and an
example of one that was hard to decide. Discuss why the hard ones were difficult.
B. Twitter politician emotion corpus
This project will be to annotate tweets for Jasy Liew’s research on emotion in politician’s tweets.
Description of task: The purpose of this annotation task is to identify if political leaders are
emotionally expressive on Twitter. Emotion is defined as “reactions to situational events in an
individual's environment that are appraised to be relevant to his/her needs, goals or concerns”
(Zhang, 2012). You will be provided with a corpus of tweets from US Senators. For each tweet,
you will have to annotate 1) the polarity (positive, negative or neutral), 2) the strength of the
emotion (on a scale of 1 to 5), 3) the emotion tag, and 4) the emotional cues within the tweet
that made you assign the emotion tag to a particular tweet. You will be provided with a code
book containing more detailed instructions and examples of the annotation task. Before you
start the annotation task, we will meet and discuss about the code book and corpus. You will
then be assigned a small sample of data for the trial coding phase. Depending on the
agreement rate, we will meet and discuss the disagreements to ensure that we have consistent
understanding of the annotation task. Based on the annotation task, report your analysis about
potential features for machine classification of emotion and a reflection of this annotation task.
Examples
Message

Polarity

Strength

Emotion Tag

An amazing night in #Ohio
http://t.co/v2cwsrOq

Positive

5

Happy

Arlen Specter - a dear friend
who served his state and
nation with honor and
distinction. RIP.

Negative

5

Grief

Option 2. Processing and Classification of Sentiment Data

Emotional Cues
amazing

dear friend
RIP

For this task, you should choose to work on classification of a data set.
Based on the data and the task, decide what level of NLP processing is desirable and carry out
any NLP processing needed, e.g. you may want to run special purpose Tweet POS tagging. Read
the data into the NLTK (either by reading the file, or using a PlainCorpusReader) and write
Python/NLTK that defines features.
Produce the features in the notation of the NLTK and use one of their classifiers to train and test
a classifier on the data, or produce the features as a csv file and use Weka to train and test a
classifier.
Available Data:
Twitter data annotated with positive, negative and neutral opinions towards health care reform.
Twitter data annotated with general sentiment from Sentiment 140
Subjectivity dataset from Pang and Lee contains 5000 each objective and subjective sentences.
Product debate corpus and Political debate corpus from Wiebe at the MPQA data web site.
(Others are available)
Available Resources:
Twitter tokenizer and POS tagger from Motif.
Lexical resources: the Subjectivity lexicon from Wiebe, the LIWC dictionary from Pennebaker
and the ANEW dictionaries from Florida.
Stanford POS tagger, named entity recognizer and parser(s).
For Tweet processing, the paper by Kouloumpis, Wilson, and Moore, “Twitter Sentiment
Analysis: The Good, the Bad and the OMG!”, ICWSM 2011 is recommended to read for ideas,
both for processing and for sentiment features.
To complete this project, carry out at least one experiment where you use two different sets of
features and compare the results. For example, you may take the unigram word features as a
baseline and see if the features you designed improve the accuracy of the classification. Write a
report that describes the data processing, the features and the classification experiment(s).
Option 3. Programming Projects
Write a program to process text and discover lexical chains. We will work from the paper:
Barzilay and Elhadad, “Using Lexical Chains for Text Summarization”, 1999. We will identify
a subset of their algorithm that is reasonable to implement in NLTK using WordNet. More
details will be forthcoming.
Write a Python program with a window interface that allows a user to specify a file or directory
of files to process. The program should use the Stanford Named Entity Recognizer to process
the text. There is a Python interface to the Stanford NER by Dat Hoang at
https://github.com/dat/pyner. After the NER processes the text, the python program should make

and display most frequent words, pruned by a stop word list, and most frequent named entities
for the categories Person, Organization and Location. More details will be forthcoming.
The programs should be well-documented in a report that is handed in with the code.
What to Hand In
If you are working in a group, you should choose a task for each person. If you do annotation,
hand in the annotation data. Every group should hand in a report with the description of all that
you did and the discussion of the results. As usual, submit these documents to the Blackboard
system by the end of the day on the due date.

