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Abstract: At the fields of spam filtering, information security and Automatic Abstracting, text orientation identification is used widely.
The paper established the mechanism based on Semantic Comprehension for text orientation identification. Firstly, it acquired the semantic
orientation through computing semantic similarity the vocabulary and tagged vocabulary in HowNet, and then used the derogatory or
commendatory terms as feature, utilized SVM classifier to identify the text orientation. Finally the article dealed with the negative sentence

via matching negative rules, moreover identified the derogatory or commendatory intensity through degree adverb.
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Tab.2 The result of experimentation
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