M E  EMFXARBFEEZRAESARHAR

EMEXAKRBFELZE AT EEARTR

ki KEE F P

WE . LemFMBHEATIEFNA T HMAKES AR THSREARR ST HRES LML
BRI %Ekéﬂ%ﬂﬂk R LR R E A & A N T SN e A i R L IR ORI I N
KEENANFNERFABOAAT LT Z 0 ETAIREILR MZBIRBE AN LA,
Pﬂ%ﬁ%%‘é%ﬁ;yX&PZP P 25 A A ARSI AT SO ) T ik | 3B AUE R AR VA BB U AR R T
R, ALEANBTERFABIARKEZE T BAF E BAETEH KR AL ETL L
MAETFAR LA GRFIEMPGRGHRERF G IAZERR.RET 2P LA KHMIEGI R
B iR RRERMEIARBENOHRE T ERAAARRIFTTRZ,

KEIW: LARKE XA MBEFIT RAEFT HEHLE

—.3l5

T 42 Rl 2 0TI A4 1% 8 SR 58 SCHR R W 58 8080 22 Jm) B T 108 55 i 2 B0 H | e 5% i 3 i 25 45 4
EEHE (structured data) 1 7E R ECHE IHAC, THEALEOR B9 A Wi 4w (5 75 Bodls R AV T I £ &, SCAR K
Bt © 28 U TR AT DU 2R 43 BT 09 RS O BB 6% X I 4% ¢ R 1 28 5% B 4 S JF I 5 (Loughran
& McDonald,2016; Teoh,2018) , X FhEZ5#4 L ¥ Cunstructured data) 78 2 B % S5 88 L e Ji 52
i3 b B o B LR AR 3 T SN e 3k Jr U S Z2 Ak T H R A v ] 5 o T 55 T W 88 Wy
F18y o5 1 BT AL B PR v MR NS, 2016) o SOAS R B8R 7 4 il 2 U b 0 A s i F S (. S
AI3HT (textual analysis) 248 . 18 JHRFSE 1 5 242 48 SCAE BN o DI SCAS B AT 21 15 26 1 0
B SUREAE DL AR AL 1 8 SCARFRAE HEAT 43 B o 38 2 X b ol 28 ) B 5% SCAR | W0 48 A A i 3 A 38 I 4% SC
A L8 AR R AR HLA e P2P W 28 15 BF SCAS S5 SCAS B 04T 42 8 0 23 BT L W0 50 35 B 08 DA SCR Y 48
174 (Loughran et al,2009; 8 PRA: 25 ,2018)  SCA i 1 45 FiE 4 (Li, 2010b; Loughran &. McDonald,
2011;Garcia, 2013 ;Davis et al,2015; 7% B = FIRAER . 2015) YA K SCAAE B 11 3% U (Antweiler &
Frank, 2004 ; JiF ¢ 24 F 52 #i, 2012) 55 J5 T80 & FFWF 5T, DA Sy 4 il = €00 ol 4 18 07 3= a5 (0 0 52 oA 25 e
TS

SCAAS T BB 9E A B K B T 5, Jones & Shoemaker (1994) L & Cole & Jones(2005) 43 il % 4=
TFSCAR N DL E S BLZ T8 5 43 #F (management discussion and analysis, MD&. A) ) A 56 SCrik g1 7
TR, B Li(2010a) & B TR ALE F % H AR F AT LD GE T2 1Y RAEA SO 43 #r i IR
ANTE A T A P 8 SCA A Y. B2 )5 . Loughran & McDonald(2016) %} [E #h 2331 F14x
Filt 00 3, P 8 SCAS I3 B SCHR A B AH OGO k04T T A AR IR . Guo et al(2016) B 45 T HLAS %~ J5 ¥k

x WA TR EHRFEEFIR, MR %A 510632, & F ¥ 4 : jlaquanyao @ gmail. com, zkpworking0729 @
163.com; ¥, PEAMHFREFRFLAETEEHE PEMFRA LA BHFRXE, RE4HD.100190, & F
WR A luop@ict. ac.en, AL Z B R A KA F L AF B (71502152, Ul1811461), B R4A# £ 4 F K B (18ZDA092)
ﬁv R E LA LR (2017YFBL00210D 9 - 8, BB %4 R FX EBR . 2H - HEAPREKENZINE

o AXEAE2019 BRMEBEREBRMARFTFFHLE 209 PERFERMAKAFAEFLS F - ABEFRE
# % Seminar(J- M)A 2019 PE“LRARF"FLRE RS2 FRWFL RAMTR/ANGKERL, XFTAER.
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FEW 55 SCA KB 43 A R B9 R . Gentzkow et al(2019) M A T SCAR R EHE B9 40 b7 7 12 DL R A 22
Pr YL . Cong et al(2019) i 1 <5 filt 117 37 v it Y f) 9% SCSCA R YR, JF 1338 17 1l 28 19 4 A6 07
55 G AR R AE SCAS o3 M U A B2 o A SCAR 3 M7 W 9 25558 D T [ PALBIE S A A ] 5 4 (2016)
HETR TR N AD e T SO 2 03 M B AT O B BORE SRR L OF B AS T R BRSO O . TR AR
(2018) £ 3d T & SCSCA RALAE 70 M 7 28 3 = 00 <5 = Ul b A9 07 11D 4 B DA PP SCOSCAR SRR . 5K 27 55
FIR T E (2018 LA S SCHK by 3 DA 160 268 3857 1 K504 19 285 1 B 800 5 00 268 5080 LA R 0 2% 38 1 B0
PUANT5 TG ARER T 587 5 A e 3z P R 4% B 2 4 B 7 A B L BT N BB N A

LR ORAE L LIESCHRAE 5T 48 SCA 70 A 9 2207 125 {EL i 2= 50 SCA R K80 42 4l A0 R A0 5 5 1Y
PR A0 . AR SCEBAE LT 5 MR T LIRS 15 00 PRAI 41 1 SCA R B 2 4 28 B A 5 ik
TR T SCA B TERL AR, UL P AR L SOR s LA B SO B R AR B, R A 4 T N A 4 ey S
AR RACHE A2 i 1) 32 B SCAS S BRI, I ARG A [ B SCAS A JE R R, M B T < % SCAR RS0 9 [l Y
SMITFEHE R DLAEE 38 SCAS R &G 1Al 78 6 Al = 40058 B9 0T 52 07 1) A B TR, B L R TR OR
AT 50 8 B2, S0V SR B T [ PN T 5 o — 2 4 R SO DR 7 <6 il A1 8 T = LB A 2

ZERMEXAKRYEZESRINAGE

T 45z il 22 SCAR KB BIE 5 P, T 303 1008 7 2 2R TN T B 352 19 05 0RO SO B, . (LB SO
WO A R ZTT A A AURE I AR T HLER U B RS 2t oy T D) 3 3 B i 8 7 4 2 531 i 32 31 ) 24
PRI, 22 B0 35 T U K T AL A BRSO RBUHE 09 3 A v o i%d i 32 A0 4 iR AR, SO
A TIUAE B, SCR 2 7R LA SR B AR B . SRS o BF 5  FAR 30 5 0 RE il JBC RS SCRY 45 il 12 1) R A
9 AH S A 2 A 2 PR 20 b BRI AT T TR

SRR i
i
el |l m | = SR
it B fr | A | 1k I‘% .
Ut lFIEIE | 1
bl g | | 5 | ESSES i
i o
s SRR i

A @ —» SRR ;@

A1 XAKRHEIHAELE

(—)ERIREL

R RO vk E AR (DF TUEE., SRz W ZEEFERE R AT A, (2
P2 AT, T SCAS o 4 2 18 DL S SCAR RS AR B IR M, K 2 802 3 e i I dm R 08 & 48 A I 4%
i T8 B SC A K EHE (Loughran & McDonald, 2014 ; Blankespoor et al,2014) , %75 ¥ —J5 M E 4% &
s b A ICSC AT B I3 — T THA AT D38 o 2 B2 1 7 6 SCASAS SR N 2 AR R AT R B, DA AT R — 2P
G316

(D)X AR TAL

G BRI AT 50 3 75 B0 SCA HEAT 7 4b B, 3% 5o A8 32 22 A 458 SCRY AT L SCAS 28 v 5 800 1
W L SCAS B 43 iRl AR v TR ) AR 7 (part-of-speech tagging) LA K45 iR 25 Bk (stop words) HA I8,

L. SCAS AT, 15 BB WA 1 BN, Al 75 2 DUH + SCR 9 I8 =X 100 sl R s 10 4t 2 FF & A
FHOCAR LR SCRY . AR, 33X 28 SO AU SE 3 1 L A A7 6, (8 352 3 76 H 150 2% b B s (H X JF RN 3
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R HLas v DL A Sh AL IR, SE R ML AT B . R T LT {5 B B R A A SORY B SRR Ol B A%
. 3CHY (richly formatted documents) , X EESCRYAU & CARE & . RME A REZFMABKE, BH S
LR A RACH B 458 IF 208 56 A i HE ORI RS 204 31 DL 52 IR 4 13 3 D 32 . A SCR i s XOR &
o R 22 B4 BT S BRI A5 B B 88 SRS R PDF A8 3. IR i A 8 A XSO &8 2 1 AT SCAS T Ak
PR SR — A0 RIAR IR T 1 5 BN A

TEHEAT PDE SCRS A At 1 o 7 v 55 S0 2 WA 05 T . — 07 T, PDF SCRY 19 26 BUAS 52 — > Al 3 i 2o
YA Word 3¢ Excel By Z i &5 44 SCR 5 11 2 PDF SCES 5 BAR SCRS 9 HE s =X 4 0 ok 42
AT 45 LAORAIE (B SCRY N B S5 A0 (5 B s st b B8 T . 53— 5 T BT IS B SORYS SR SCAR 4
BT B B Al AN AE B 19 PDF A7 7T RE 23 45 J5 252 (0 SCAS 43 By S 7™ T A 2 0 DAL 0T 4l 2% SCAR R
BT | T B R SR S A AT T RO

2. XARALE B P imse, —J7 T, W58 T 2z FHEALRR P X SCARfF B A7 € 7. o,
MD&. A #5558 £ B BFFE 0 G2 0F 58 B30T Lhaz i 1E 00 3 ik =Xk a2 0 1 45 4 45 1E SC i MDA
PR3 B TF Sk G B R T 20 o W SR IR Ol . 55 — D THD , T 58 385 0 2 X SCAR v e TR O TR )
WA BEAT IS UE R R (Jiang et al.2019)  EEALE & SR PRICH H (HTML) L B XA &
(JavaScript) S0 DL K B F 45

3. XAy i, FEYESCSCA Y R B ZS A% 4 E R A Bh e B T 4Rl D3 Ab L ik BT DL o R B E
Ji (lemmatization) F118) T2 I (stemming) X} PR #E — 2 R 43, (H P SCSCFE 2 (81 25 4% ) 43 . i
HARE A & B Al 37 ds FH A /B 5 AL, IR WS 3 5 X SCCAR AT B TR il b B, H
Al KRZHF R T Python JF IR “jieba” H 343 1) BB e St 4 b 08 45 45 L 47 B b 4 ol B 4 DA B
SRS IR MG R T 43R . v SCSCAS A3 R A R A ME A B DD A0 B0ORE BE | Bz SCHR] A R R R R B AR
13 WKL FE R/ o 45 S AR T i 2 S8 . 004, 25 2 B LA 2 20 7 00 0 J LA 7 A2 2 7 B X
SR DU 2 38 A 3 0 A i A . B AN AR A < Jieba” g3 AR) I Sy 1 R R A3 O RS B B2 L 0 2 R 4
K ey LS, B X IR (AN R 44 B L i 44 DL SR N 1k 44 P AT DL B g S B DL B
3 1R 3R BT I AT

4. Mg ARE TR SRR IE SU(E S MY EE A VR R AR 9 A0 44 18] | Bl a] | B2 IR AE ) A v
SEX )43 J5 1) i R AObR TC . R PR AR T L TS LRE 98 TR R 1 B R 2 I BR RS BB S, 1 T g
TN T VL 254, BRI S AL SCor A B ME B . b 08 SO ) Pk s 1 O T B A K 28 L e S PR TR A )
PRI 43 T3 TV R 7™, fig 2ot ) R AR ok 48 ) 1 B AR AL, AN — ing” ¢ — ness” FlY — ment” 45 #
XPRA AT 25 T T AR R o AEJR i SCaRD SR X R 1 AR B A RV, A O R SOk R
WM R SE EIE S DUEREES.

5. AR MA KR, A TR SCARIZIRAE B ARG B 8 7 X SCA 45 IR AT B BR . 4 LA
SR FE X ) 1B R G M AR AR AR B A Gk B OB B R LS T SCAR B R B 4R L PR T SCAR 4y
Brod AS . 7838 SCSCAS 482 ) 35 A0 45 56 18] (the ) L 3%18] Cand s or) LA K 81118 “to be” 4% (Gentzkow et
al,2019) . ABAEH SCSCA Y, SR o SR 2T AR 2 4 R BR T bR AR S MR IR A S LA i
FIHE P72 B8 ¢ B 1Y HETR) R AR T4 LU S ARG 55 . D381 45 T R Ty SRR AR A 98 i N R e . i
W0 2B 58 SO IR D B U 0IA) DL RRR GE BOAR R X A T A R SO R SRR

(Z)XHERT

SCASHHE T T 8 010 v A RO T B AL AL A PRI DR O X SCAS B8l i AT P4 B L I
HE SRS A5 B DUREE 19 5 SN oR ok, TR TR 58 N L s 1 S HLEAT B — i o br . SORs R
TR FE ALY 1 = (word cloud) (R4S R (bag of words, BOW) .1 {#k A (word embedding) il 32
R T (topic model) ,

OFATTEAN 2 GBI T R ERTME PDF AT TR i H M 3 DA SCO TR LR T 53t , A7 D4R 1 32 35 ] LA R AR5 3R 1L
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Lo &, Ji o — M SOR RB 1 AT AL R AR . SCAS ] AR 2 6 o SO b FE 55 2% 10 Y 28
PRI AL S LB A5 5 2 38 R, 1T BB % (8 AT P 5 A= AE R 19 A0 i JR R P A MRS AR o i 2 5 1Y
RS B . 18 = B R BB A5 5 8 18] 3 76 SCAS v iy B A9 400 2%, > ] 3 1 000 38 45 e g, 25 DLACK HL R H
LR,

2. FRAEA R4S RTALIE — P T fE SCF IR AR P N B R 2 LR SCAR B AR A T A
T R G RS R 1A 1 BB — B SO ) AL R T vk IR AL L M R OR
% (one-hot representation) LA S ] — 3 SCRY 45 % 3% (term frequency-inverse document frequency,
TF-IDF) , SRR EEERAE R0 BB P SORY ™ SO B 78 28 T 25 Hh 10 07 117 0 SO K
TE 4 Filt 27 v B 26 T 3 T A SOAS SCRY AT LA T ) 3L [0 SO R B T R R TR
SRR R R Y i B R AT R4S AL JS A5 B P AS SORY 1 IR 4% ] & 43 B < (1,1, 1,
1,0,1,1, 1JAI[1,1,1,0, 1, 1,1, 1], Herp #1707 43 53] e 7 SCRY rp A7 Tt B e . KT, SO v
FEAE A 1)1 XA AR R B BIL 23 3 B, R 22 BOSCAS o HUA B /D B0 18 w288 1 48 K 22 B0 iR AR 2
BT . PRt T RS — A 0] T T A R B 4 b 3R 7 A4 1R TR R SCRY P 9 AE A . Loughran
& McDonald(2011)iz ] TF-IDF J5 i 7155 1 45 R i 15 75 SO P A . JLEEA A 30

z'df,:log% 1)

Atlog(tf), Ny
tf —idf,, =] (1+lgla;)) 8 df =t @

0 HoAts

KD df, & X RHAEHE SO, N 2R SCR RS A SCR BB id f o i3 SR It
R, R f NG AR IRE BRI a, N A SR A IR TE R f —id f
MR %55 5 A SO rhiEiE o BALEE . (HR TR AR B AL AEAE DL T [n) R, 50—, Z08% 1 SCRY Hh 3] 3 S i)
THZ B BT LG R, T RE 23 7 AR I8 S5 B ) i 1Y) 48 RE Mk T SORY rp 3] o 0 AR L Y SR rh i) TR A
ik Z2 W) AR AT e A 4 R ROAE

3. BN, TR AR GEECR T A ] Y B 0 R S ) A B A i 2 ) s T A BR .
3 o A AR R AT DL IR i B S R AR A 3 25 1) o 2 ) rh Y ) i, 38 G ) 2 (R Y R RS RN AL ok R
JN SCARY IR E Y R S T TR ORE SR AR LR DL R A IR B 0 e R TE A Bl SCAR S
Word2Vec £ AR J& 8 H 4 A AR , 5 CBOW (continuous bag of words) fll Skip-Gram 4 22 [
LR AT AT L3 3 I 2 ol b 2 000 4 4 3 B8 22 )i 2 B Y R SOAE B DT A 1) o B A IR
Yefr A% HAL S 208 XS B & (Mikolov et al,2013), 7E Word2Vec 4% A, 38 4% A I 1 g
AR IR Z (8] 2R B 6 R e S LAY ) T it & “ Ring-queen = man-woman™ , NE 2 P,

A

woman queen

.4 4

.
man king

Y

B2 FHAER A

4, T AR &E T EBARE LDA (latent dirichlet allocation) ## %I (Blei et al,2003),
LDA AR AE RAUARE B Hr 3R I BUE B R T8 W B LA 2 2 7 v . B RO SO A A 36 A~ 25
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BB — 20 ABUE B SCRY S AT R 0L A4 SRS A 78 SCRS A F2 R A R il IR R 5 R RGE A
A T A X R ) ) T 3 AT DA b — 2 Al R 3 T X N ) 3 1 A3 A R A e R X PR
A 3 ARG 3 SCRY 09 54> 980 1 o BIDAT A5 H A SORY 4 3 R 43 A R A 2 A 1) 1 43 A

Huang et al(2018) 4} LDA # 8 HAT LA A 16 0 % BB v Ik 1 3 3l 2 1% 10 )= FR 1 L RE 6%
X KA SO SCRY HEAT 432 5 LU, LDA 5 8) e 68 S 438 7T 2 H B A FT A i 1 9 SOAS 32040 28, kR T
N LSO TN s 55 LDA B BN 5 SR 58 & g 3 43 288 000 190 56 4 7 AR L B¢ 60 D0 A G S )
SR 5 TZA AL (1) Jry B E T 035 @S0 7 X om AT A8 E0 P &, 3% 25 52 ) 32 80> By ik 4%
HE T 5 W) 3 A0 A A AT SCAR Y R D

(P9 ) 32 45 B9 45 1iE e BX

H T, 7F 4 il =7 450 b B 0 SORY B R AE il By TR 3 A 4 DU A D T SCAS AT 2P (textual reada-
bility) , CAE 45 (textual sentiment) , i X & Bk P (textual relatedness) L K SCA AH ) P (textual
similarity) ,

Lo SUART 3k SOAS Y T 332 S e 132 o B SO A JEL R i o A 2 SO T 32 kIR I 4%
B2 ME L PR SCAS Gt B8 T A TR AT R, 2R T 23 5 e B 4R BT A B AT A . Li(2008) 4 2K 55 45 4L
(fog) N B T SCA G Hr v o 48 Y 28 55 48 BOBU/ N Iy AF 42 19 7T 32 18R . 55 4, 23 T AT T 4R 4
P FEL(You & Zhang.2009) FIAE R HL T SC#S 19 K/ (Loughran & McDonald, 2014) % ffif & 45 4%
BRI BE . DLAE 22 B0 5% SR FH 2 55 98 BOR M i SCAR W 2 (11, 2010b s Lehavy et al,2011) ,fH X Fh 7
A EA — L a) B, 514, 40 BRSO B A 1 IR BEALHE Y I8 4 SCEE A 5 4 T T B L B2
JER ) SCA 5 B HLHE Y J5 1 SCAR T 31 55 14 2K 55 48 %058 42 M [F] (Jones & Shoemaker, 1994) . L4k,
Loughran & McDonald(2014) #ff 5% #5 Hi . 2% % 45 $07e 0 & fg ol SCoAR il e vk i B R BR M. 1E a0
Loughran & McDonald(2016) 48 HY , 24 17t 4 b A7 S8 45 88 T 2Pk s o o6 28 51 5 2% 1 RAE 48 mT 52 1
TFRRMERY . 2520w HAT Z 80l 55 IF , A8 55 254 52 2 1 23 I AR 7T B 23 DX SRl 55 52 2 1 T o 8% e
DL ) 332 R PR A A, PRI, A e 0 W AR A SO AT N 2 2 R A il 55 A AR PE R
R

2. LR, BET, U 4509 38 By 1 3 B 40 45 73] 4 35 (dictionary-based approach) #14 Wi
B HLAN 5 2] 7 ¥ (supervised machine learning) ,

i) 32 4 o P 4 ) MR AIF 5 SOAS S 4 s R AR R R 5 s . — BB E T R, st T DL A
KW BAT AT G . 53 Ah A6 A g i) B, 4 ml S 0 TR G S FE R A A 2 R N T
i) L P A Ao R v A R ol ) T T A W SCAS Y 3 BT . B S SCSCAR R EANE 2B T
Z IR B S 7 (g da] i, 45 40 Henry i8] #t (Henry Word Lists,2008) . LM i) # ( Loughran and Mec-
Donald Word Lists,2011) #4278 F 8 7 1] # (Harvard General Inquirer Word Lists, GI) , X
B IR W5 3B W 1R] B (Diction Optimism and Pessimism Word Lists) 4%, 454 L1 F il #, © 7 SCHik fE
% o W {ACH B 1 25 (Tetlock, 2007 3 Tetlock et al,2008; Solomon et al,2014) | B, 32 W SCARTE S E
P (Price et al,2012) DA K W 55 i 45 09 18 1% 74 (Feldman et al,2010; Merkley,2014) #4750 8. &
X Hf SCSCA R B L K 2 B2 8 A 2 75 e SCin) M K A 1) P2 1 B Al A E O Y O i R T AT 5
(TEE =M. 2015; B PRASE.2018) o J3 4h, WeAn AL 2 (2019) 1 i i) dt 2 41 A1 IR 2 2 ) |0k
P XoF 45l 450 Js 1 X SCA R AR TE 2SO 1 v SO AR B, 33O R T a0 A e BT
N FAEHR VB T A A S8 WA 45 48 B 58 08 A Ak T0I E i 28 R R S A £R R L R E AR T 3
2 DL LB A KU

Jegadeesh & Wu(2013) 4§ Hi . 76 ) Lk v 36 £ 5 385 149 AN 5 72k 2 /0 I 40 ) 1) 1) B — A T

@R T HEARZ R 2 HNTHER T — R 0052, 01 a2 22 13 53 (perplexity score) (Blei et al, 2003) FlJZ Wk Fi|
32 7 1t 2 (hierarchical Dirichlet process) (Teh et al,2006) ,
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B, ARG R SUET 2RO RN TR LN SR R A SOAR R 2 BAAR A A

Pos = FUN  1ETAR N5/ SCAS TR B, (3
Neg = it . B Th 18] A AN KR/ SCAS BLREL (4)
Tone = (Pos — Neg) (5

(Pos + Neg)

ARG H Tone HEFZE W IEEIERIEIS, —1<<Tone<<1, 4 Pos KT Neg Bf, Tone K, M
T 156 B A% B2 05 VR N aE i . A ARAR ANSE AR (2016) FERR MR RG 56 b F — 22 R T TF-IDF Jf
A IR R SR 1) B A JRy BR M TE T, — O T A B R R S SR Y 1) L 5 AR DG 4R
3ol 18 AR 33X R e S R At ke ) R S 1) LTI ik T BRI T T A SCAR . 53— T ) ML AR
IR TE R AE 1 S HER) , AT 25 2008 SCRG 1Y B S0C &R

B 7R S 2 3 T s A W PLER 2 ) IR ORI AT T 2. Hoh A M HL AR 2
2 T3 ¥k R AR WA BR 25 0 E IS 2 43 g U 2 4 AT XA L ) I 2 SR RN 55 1Y L 9K i 4 11 ) A B i
FHE D AR b, A 032 B T 25 SRR PPA LAY . 7E G il SO 45 4y b s A B
BLAR 27 21 T3 vk A 2R DL 37 0 S 4E 1] FE AL

FNZE DL (naive Bayesian) f& —Ff 56 F DLt B B8 A9 A MR HLAF 2% S 330k . B 58 i A I 2R 4E
5 2] SCRY IR VA 28 5 28 L 459 3 SRS A 288 19 2 B0 B 58 DL R SR AR 38 a0 A o U, AR AT DT I 7 2% 1 AR
IR C M SR 8 T AR SR 2R 5 B S5 R . B L T A KR 30 R % SCR A o B Rk
Ja WAL R K —Z&, Loughran & McDonald(2016) 38 13 TAME D M-y vk iy = M s i %8, X ik
S SCAG3 it vhdsc ity 2 HUBUGA Y 7 12 22— s LR IZ 7 B BE T AL 2 20 o8 1) 13 SCAS , (i 45 F 5% R a SO
15 B A P BE s B Je o SCAS B FLO 1) 0 e HE B T RS N B M . SR i A S R TR AR A
rhoin) i g AR BT AR BB SR PR AR AR ME ST . 7R 4 Rl s S AR DLy i E &
Iz i 3BT SCAR M P (Antweiler & Frank, 20043 Das & Chen,2007;Li,2010b;Jegadeesh &
Wu,2013),

X Ff W L (support vector machine, SVM) J& — Bl 5 T G2 115 2 B8 25 44 KU Je /N J 3R A A
WBHL 2 S SR . A SRR Ay OB TRk v 08 SORY 3 5 A% o B e S Sy v 4 T RRAIE 25 JR) P —
FEA R AR5 AR I 2R B L 7 AR 25 [) vp 3 3 d A0 23 25 A0 B - T {145 & BB S T BE 22 Ml 19 6 5 dle
TE A 43T [ B 4 %) R 28 5 40 5B B8 P TR R I . Guo et al(2016) 48 Hh , 5 AME DUt 7 75 75 A
Vb, SR 1) HE AL AE 0% 9¢ B B A A AR A SR SRINORS 2 . AN R DL 7 A A2 S TR IR R T T AT SO L BT
TR M E TZ 7 2 H O AN [6) 38 B AE 5] oR B8 55 19 SCHR 1) 1, DATIT BB 06 3kt A ok B2 UL 10 ) R
1T HL 3205 ¥ TR FH A bR B D 26 S FT 4 [0) J8E . 32 5 12 1) i i 1 T« 40 R 45 SR X A% ok B Y 2 4% 11
A IR M L o L R [ e % 1 B AR (A% PR . Antweeiler & Frank (2004) 38 % 7 75 % 5 BX M)
JBCER B E R SO 2 kAT T3

T AR M  AEs A B LR 7 T DT s R S MPE N BB A Ay ROR B e, HF#
T3 0 28 SRR 1% 7 125 B BEAS SRR A g I 4 B8R U0 93 S /N 4R O L BE HILE R 4 A il 2k
AL TN AR | 78 G HEflt b X A0 B 5 AT I 25 LI, O AR B 5 SR XS B AT e R, b R ]
LSE 2ok — Z8 90 48 b5 X5 485 AL (14 53 S8 AP BEAT PPAS B 40 TE 58 RS EE L DR FL (AR AR

Henry & Leone(2016)48 i, 51 L4 Lb A7 Mo B HLAS 24 20 r ik i Jm BR M T Mk R & A
T g 4 B I 2R A 3 b P ) vk R A 3R] 5000 6 T 5 B AR ORI A XS IR R AT N T g
B e i v, G B 45 2R 25 B 2 BT N 5% B F2 04T Ry 52 ) T S W L g 2 2 19 2 R RCR L 5 HLFSE
MOPT A e 25 . IR AAAE LA R B B X 1 A 100 1) L% SCAS SR 3, A B LA 2 T O AT R —
G B H AT RO 43 28 T R Sl R AE 20 R 1 B LE AT A R B A LT

3. FELKR I, I ORI AR R — )i LR SO IE SCRRE R B . BRI S L
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S BB — 2 OC SR i) 3R] 3%, SRS B8 1R 26 v R AR SRS T By TR, 1 T TR0 SCAR i 5 OGS 1)
B AR TE LRFE . #10, Loughran et al(2009) # #i& “ corporate responsibility”“social responsi-
bility”“socially responsible” 45 X8 1] YU 128 W) X T8 8 AH C AR A HIE &L . I6Ab, 2= F i vT Ll
FHiRN R AFEA AR 6 25 ] v i) 1] 1 22 (] 04 BE 5 CRD 35 32 A SO AR RIPE ) ok Ab B3 35) 15 18 SCOC 3R 1 [
B, N, Li et al(2020)38 Fl Word2Vece $ARY & T AN ) 2 B Al SC A6 1 56 i)

4. SAARMME, FHT, 322 05 T A 5% ORH B BE 98 b o 4 Bt IV 55 4R 4 B9 A AUE (Hoberg &
Phillips,2010,2016 ; T HETCAE . 2018) Fl L SCA B UFE BE (Kelly et al,2018) . fRBEICA o, Hl d,
X IO B SCAR ) 5 53 R @ = (o s w0 s w0 ) ob= (o swy s+ swoy, ) s MIUSCA dy 1 dy (4% SEABLEE
HHEAXWT .

aXhb o E;’wai X wy,
al x ol St X D

Forf o FRFAEA B s o s o AR ¢ FEPIAD SO F A . %28 sUHUELAE O R 1 22 1] o 50 { b
R SR AEBLBE K

T T S G A 2 SOAS KBS A2 4 A0 BR AN T3 ik m] AR B R 9 SCSCA R o B ) 2 DO A T
SCASHY BA PR A L ARG T 9 SCOCAR KRB S Hh SCSCAS B Y AL B AR A A . AR P S0
AR B HEAT SCA FRAE A BRI, B9F 50 3 T B R AT 0 i) A B T B o SCR] T OR X ) A P R
BB SCAS BT R AN SOR AR . 7RSO AT DT T A Z R0 S5 R S 1R RO
SCAHY AT R b AE ATz A T ) 55 2 0n) 9 1) A [, DA TS B0k A AT A S AR
S

(6)

cosine similarity (d, .d,) = I

S EMFEXAKRBESNT

A SCHE T S B AR AR AN [R] SCAS AR B SR YR A 21 46 il 2 SCAS KB (9 9 58 N 25 [ AN 53 1 SCAR 2 A
FEAAFE . LA w B EE R SO B g i A S U IR IR UL 5 A L W A AR HGE L 422 M
2 SCA DL R AR RGO . BERT DL L SCASR IR, B AR SOk iz T SCAS 2 8 5 125 4l BCSCAS R AR () Gn Rl s
PE B ASEVE AU A SCRRIE S L FR IR T X B SOAR R IE S Ak R B R E T AT o Z E

()X EHAREELAEENHR

2 B R 0 SCARAE B RE A% S A Ml B SR AT O A AT R T A R A IV 55 R B R B DA R ) B
ST AR IR F A HE X R R R SR AR O R B L L BRIV 55 A L S S I SOAR DL SR TR
W3 A B 55 LU 3R T2 o W9 J ASUTE T SO B AT 32 P 38 SO ] A S AR B &

L. b7 8] B % A0 Tk AT 50, AT e Pk 35 v Y 2 ) B BR SCAS 8 65 T A b 1) 5 W 5 A% GA
2 FEE . Li(2008) 1z F 2K 25 15 H iy 2 1 I 55 4 4 1 n] ek BRI 55 i A R P AR A Aol A
T fNFEA . Lehavy et al(2011) 45 42 i 4l 08 55 1% 45 19 AT 332 M 18 6% [ A% 40 A 0 28 4% 3503000 1) 25
B L B v 20 A U 2 A TN B HE B . Guay et al(2016) & B, W 45 4R 5 7T 332 M 45 25 19 28 ) 4338 3
B BB 75 5 =Xk JBUE AT R A TR RS I . Lo et al(2017) & FLAS 3 3% 25 0% W& Ik Hb 45 455 W 45 4 5
AFEE L DA 5 B R 45 98 3 X bk SR A PE A . Bushee et al(2018) 4 HL 3 25 I SCARTE 5 19 & 2%
PE X 53 A5 B AT FNR A B4, & B B3 BB 08 [ AR AR 8 AN X B R B2 T VR VA 1 4 23 I il A% L
AR

2. B NG W E AR EAE AL, EEIE R, = E TN A 6 B R SCARR
HAHE TR F T 1000 Ak 2 BRI B SE T 3 19 A5 fk . Mayew et al (2015) #F 5% & B0 45 4l &
MD& A #8431 1S EAT 3G B AE D BE A% T000 A b 9 1 = MRS R RE S 20 B iR J7 . Davis et al(2015) 48
WA B Y AR UL 2 S R T S BP9 1ER . Allee & Deangelis(2015) % %8 T HLGE 231
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BT RORE BE Lk A A TR AR HIORE B2 15 A Ml R ke ol 5 0 A B3 1 e 3R O L T LR R4 R
J3 A8 25 5 W) 3 BT D R 45% % 35 W05 BLIEAT . Bochkay et al(2020) FF & T — AN Wi st 3 < i) i, BF 98
PR, A B A O 2 AR R o R S Al A R B R B 4y W R RN, IR A i N 4 T sk
Jiang et al(2019) 3F /A G0 45 i 4 L B W o6 2 T SCAR M T 22 B 28 48 b o 5 HH 1% 20 B 45 46 A
RE 8% A7 0TI 1 S0 2% 5 FLIZF8 B 1) T B 7 068 A FH 1) 2 O 26 1 A o AR R A 4

3. b E) HE A AR AR R . AR RN R B R SO AT R B ARAE, — Dy i, T
Al 2 1] WF 55 4 45 P9 2 0 R RUAE AT DA 98 AS R) ol 2 [R] i 2 &R . 9 4, Hoberg & Phillip(2010) &
B G2 W 55 4845 v 7= it i A 58 4 AR AR L IR 4 P 2 =2 ) R A O T T T R M, LT I SR
4. Hoberg & Phillips(2016) A4 AN [7] 2A 5 W 55 i 45 7 i 4 34 358 43 1 A Bl g 2 17 2 m) R 1Y)
i T S5 Fe ot F LA I3 T ULIE BT B AE (A7 b 300 20 b o . 59— T T Ak 22 T R A ol AN [ s 4
WA 55 4 45 B AR DL ol B0F 58 A b 3 88 A7 S AR AL 2 T 2 ML (Brown &. Tucker, 2011; Lang &
Stice-Lawrence,2015),

4. k7] FE KA B U AEFE R . A — R SCHRAET XA F i R SCAR 1 SURRAE R T 9T .
B4, Buehlmaier & Whited(2018)3&F MD&. A #5431z AN D37 75 e Al 2 1 Rl ot 29 R F5 b, & 3%
Tl 29 SR 2 W) B BE 0 25 45 55 . Bochkay et al (2019) AR 4 HLIR 23 1A 98 T 40k CEO 15 B 8% 1 X
¥ 48 1 CEO M HTIEME (S B EE 1T o0 MR WA B S e AR 0T o R 9% SN0 TR 256 A8 19 CEO B4
] T4 R AT EPE AR B MR ER Y CEO 705 23 88 Jy T 2 90 o0 KRR B 19 AR WA 8 . Hanley &- Hoberg
(2019 LDA BHEIFT Word2Vec £ AR, A 5 WARATAF i v 52 55 RURS A OC 19 18 )81, I 45 & # ot
028 S B 9T Kk B0 L & A 7l B 58 1 RUBS 15 5 A Bh T A4S A b T 3 I R 1k

(=) X 2 3 R B A9 B 5%

W0 25 B i 0 A BIF 5 R S T S B L T R R SO RO B L B e SC IR i B R (AR R H
) (AL 2Bt ) LA B (4 Rl 4 ) 4

Lo BEAR X EA BRI AT . 0 SCHRAR 35 T 28 WA K A i 1 %) 250 s % I 67 T [ BF 9 I 44
B XS R EE T R 520 . Hillert et al(2014) 3 T 32 [ 45 ZHRAUTE 1989 — 2010 4E[A] & R 1Y 2y 220
T3 SCEEHEATOR 5 2 B o AR 2 3 2 Jom T 48 % 3 0 O AL WS 25 1 T S IN  E EAA G T B R A | o
F iR . Baloria & Heese(2018) 45 1452 %] FNC(Fox News Channel) 5 A 45 [ 4 48 186 gl 09 B 35 57 5%
0 A My A R 3 T2 et G 0 TR S, T A R S5 RS 70 T 3 2 TE B Al 45 O T 44 5 A T sl e £ T
BERHZIE . Frank & Sanati(2018) 5% & U, B S5 T 3 A7 48 6 - 118 J8 S NE 3k J88 5% TR 9 J20 R 17 AN A2 1)
PR 4, TF 187 ) b ok S5 BB £ o B R L o e el S 5 R IR RS . A R A SCHRBIFSE T A
155 &5 06 A K B e 169 000 4 FH (S00,2018)

2. ZFHBERHZMWAT , BARIRIE T IE 5 E AT BUR IS B Baker et al(2016) #1145 21>
FE VR B A ACERPE B IR 38 L 38 SCAR I 4 B AR b T 28 5% UK AS 1 2 M 48 X Ceconomic
policy uncertainty, EPU) . iZ$5 $UAE W% 14 2 H a2 5 Mo 18 378 28 3F BOR A R i 2 P . B JS . Gulen & Ton
(2016) 32 FHZ A8 ORI 5T T 4 55 BUR A B 2 1 68 A ol 8 96 1) B2 i, & 0 22 0L 446 5 TR O S 1k 2 B2 i)
THOWLA M 14 I 45 e 5, k) 4l #8 % , Bonaime et al(2018) 3 TiZ 8 5UWF 58 T 48 3% BUSK AN 7 M X
Al I A 1 5 T e B 28 T BOR AS H E E  _ TE2  b 52 5 1 A (B RN AR

3. AR @) iR B Ao AR A R AT R . WA IR R IE I AF A AR U 17 AR . Gurun & Butler
(2012) F§ 1A F 4 T8 AR b 2> =) 7 10 e 4 FH B /0 1) 5 o 1) o B I 1) R PR 7E T AR M R AR
THEZEI ., AR R, 5 0 A Hb 5 OR f 5 A BRI VAR OGS Ah. i g Lid
FEAEN B 5 MR 3 ] . Ahern & Sosyura(2015) 3 o %F 2 7 I W4 (9 3% =5 A7 IR 55 K 30, 14k
T Qi ] T & A BT A E A R R R R IR S S R ROR A IR0 0 R, i &
B ST A M B 3 B SRR S W . Kogan et al(2019) % B0k A5 8T I 23 32 w5 BT 98 R I 2 1) 58 5 ik
F AR 8 BN 1 >4 R ABORT 1 B DG 5 BORT I T 7 7 & b T A TR X I 52 58 By i R A R U S 1 1 B2
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i) 25 AT

(=) X4t 32 W 4% ST AR R

Wit 58 D0 45 T RS 2 3 T B R T A I S 8 35 5 A 58 I 4% ) A 4 i 2 T I AT 5 L
FEAZ 9 2% vh i) SCARAR 25 ISR T 37 8 6 2 2 % U R T 98

1 A WS LAKEERL, B, Antweiler & Frank (2004) LLAfE B2 I 28 I 4536 35 B9 0 1 H
WFFEXS B, S I LA B 47 e 1) 5C U 2 98 B BB 08 A7 300t T e 5575 Wi i 58 R0 117 37 0 3 1 0 il 11
2 SRR ER S B IEAH IS, Chen et al(2014) DL AR i 3% Seeking Alpha b B SCE=E FITEiE N
Xt G HEAT B9 R B, SCREFNTAL 19 1 AR A% F0IN £l A R i IS0 2% . Cookson & Niessner(2020)
i 3% 26 E B SRR 3R Stock Twits MG 7 FH A5 B #EAT 0F 58 & B, R 29— 2 By 858 35 43 B2 th
A TR 5 5% G 3 S o i L A B 40 I8 mT LAAT ST B S T 3 v R A b

2. R MEAT B E A R, A A WA DL A 22 WO B R R M R A fF 2. i,
Blankespoor et al(2014) & B/ G AE Twitter 1 & 77 Hr [ 19 5 12 BE 05 FRAIR A W) S2 00 3L 32 2540 L 45
SR . W R A S M 8 (5 BAL 7R 10 iR 42, BE 8 D 1k 450 %8 3 4K UM LI BB ) PR AR
HAG B FA . Jung et al(2018) 20 H T A5 % 1500 K4S Al #E Twitter b AYMH B & i i il B0F 58 &
B, SRR E A R 25980 Twitter 1Y & SCaE, XF T 45 9% 2 A FE J AR 19 2 i) R L 28 AR A2
NITE NSNS TN i S EPSE i Z i T

()3 EREEHHHAR

T8 EL I ) AR S e i e F 75 5T o 00 28 48 R 5 B8 10 45 0 8 X RS OGIE RR E A  8dB iR . Da
et al(2011) BR BT 5™ e 55 4 Jo] 119 20 A0 2R 4 500, R D TR 58 g 48 R 3 e DU o 17 R0 A DR T
WFE 36 th o iz 1198 295 B RE 08 T K il 2 o 50 9% 387 OC T B L 48 2R 45 B0 3% n 58 08 191 00 oK e 1 & JBC AR
9 b 3k L B —4F YR BEMY Iz . Chi & Shanthikumar (2017) 38 i 48 2 {07 8 K6 56 1 4% 8 & % A 7]
DX B S B DG T B 100 ¢ A5 08 38 A7 A A b (s L™ 5 D 43 9% 38 W0 o) T DG 3 A il 194 M 2%, 3K ol A il g
W73 2 W T S 0 LA A A RN . Ak s A SCERIE B 5T 1 4 s GBIl O RIS B S I T
MK F ., B, Da et al(2015) 3 & # & 118 A1) (948 28 5 5 [R] 9 17 37 e 4 =2 8] 09 s 2 OC &% 4% 30
A BT A3 T AR R R 8 R G B TA L O T RS B FEARS 54, & Bz 48 Bomii 1 i 52T 3
I A 30 B e S ) T I A LA R S ] S 4 DA T SRR A A S R 4

(E )X EMELLARHHAR

A 2R EE T A SCARMEAT TAF5E . 6140, De Franco et al(2015)1a A 2002—2009 4 [&] 437 i
et W 58 R B, AT MR A e 0 3 A AR T B 4R s S A8 B it . Hwang & Kim(2017) 4387 1 414
A TE S v X SN 8 1 AR BE ROAR i 1 T R X A A1 5 e L B 9 R B AE AR R R 3 T AR B
IR, 200 ) R A T e B 2% B AF B JROAR i )L 4R S e AR M B AR ST 4 L A R R AR
W25 WTIREAR T A FEIME . Green et al(2019) 158 Glassdoor I 63 T X% 3 09 9F 9 (5 B 317 F
GER I, BT 32 B9 IR 5 Al i 5 B 15 R0 R BB O AE OC L I Re 6% TN — A 2R S Y R T AL
4. Huang(2018) & B 5 it ( Amazon. com) I+ A9 3% & 7= W18 ] LTI 2 &) B 220 25 . Chen
et al(2019) 3 T 3 [ % F SCARBHRIT 5T 1 4 BRHE Q15X 6 A7l i B (8 52, Ryans(2019) 12 ]
FNER DT SCAR 73 2 05 vk 55 2w R Ok D A WU 55 AR R 7 UL AR A0 o o 1) 90 R R 23 Sy AR IR
6 B R A T A 1V 36 Rl 1) 360 BRI R D8C(EL R0 360 R, WF YT 100 360 BR 5 0 55 41 5 BT R W AH OGP . Ban-
diera et al(2020) Lk CEO H & A58 SCA il i Ml 2 ) B 206 CEO R 73 403 7 Fn“ 5 3 7
W5 T CEO 17 8 5 K& .

7O | & B 22 30K K HUIE B B A 3R o AR

I AT 5 4 SCAS A B R R T A4 - BTl 2 R R B SCAR A B CUn U 55 i Mk B W 2 SO
PR A3 I 22 BEAARIGE A 52 0 2% SCAS | o0 265 45 28 45 KO LA S P2P 46 A5 B SO . [ P9 SOk e o
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PSS A L 4 SCAS R AE XoF sl 6 TR L BE 22 3 LA R I 48 i 0% T 3 SR JT B9 . 5 R A AR 1L L Bl 2%
P P2P 2% {5 B8 1Y) R4S L 1% 208 SCA R T SCAR A BT R 5 2 —

Lox EF S W ELARGSEWAR, HXF LA FFEH, 055 (2016 BF5E T L1 A/l 4E
2 T e 5 A BT AR R 32 22 DA 0GR, R BLAR i RT eE  40 T00 JOR kR AE A O R L U B
o [ 43 BT U A Be A AR 8 L A5 B VR T . 8 PR AR 45 (2018) BIF 5T T AR MR A 5 AE i S8R S N
TN G AT R Z I DG R L ke B A Ml A8 3 5 7 G 1 A1 4 B A7 7E 20 AR 7 i B0 4 B 9 41 315
HIPEBE A H A B 225 ML . A T4 (2018) H: TFAER MDE A w5 KUK #5614 15 B 1k
PR ST & B o WIS AT AT i v JRUIS: B 7 PN 25 1 R R PE R 40 A IR W 31 % A . X 2 ) ik 688 Y JH At S
A MOR AR (2016) 15 5% 3 AR AS UU3) b A RAR EE L G g B S P A B2 5 . Yan et al
(2019) & B TPO 3 B i B A5 v R ff s M 18 1 T 5 5 TPO ) 399 e 52 0 2% I J 2 i S i 25 1 0% 3
SR G L T ELRRAIR T S A K B R iR

2. X2 RIRE 9 AT RN S T E 6 20 AE € E 25 ) P IR 2 RO UE 5
A il B 42 B H R OCCHP R RO b D B ROCUE SR 1T 5 8 R B — PR A A Ak R
Boo T3 IR ER A A R BT IR 28 R ER ) A5 0 4 T I AR A L 3 2 Sk BE 5 v R SR T 3 4 A
TEEMERMERGE . R RF(2012) DLV 24 ACH BF 58 SCAR SE7RF 58 K R, W 1A 155 24 v
Tk SRR I B R N IR A PR MY, VR B s AR (2015) LAV 2 I AR R T R B 5T 0 4 F
FRFSE 2 B AR ST 0 T B 2 42/ TPO S R (TPO MB35 % 4 Lu B AR B i 3% i e, 10
—FTHE 257 (2018) IR WF5E T I 2% A I & 6 I 8 Tl S 52 e . A BRER i mT LR 43 T 3 R )
IR 0 RN B S ) AR R . Piotroski et al (2017) 48 H v [ 85 4 (1% 48 141 4k ke 5 {15 O3 S 1) 7Y
A 2 T BN AR v B B bR L T 5 e 0 R R E S AR R TR B AR . You et al(2018) AfE B
WEB I F B I 5E R BE, 5 BOOR e i S A 2 3 AH L, T S R 1) ) B R i T R % 4R (R T 2 06 F Al T
(5 18, B A 173 5 1) 0 B A T8 B 0% X 28 WA B A T KR . e A, A A e LR B UK R
W 2 Y7 18 » Huang & Luk(2020) A H v [ Kt 22 G2 4 400 @ 17 58 09 OF ELAAE R 08 & ) o [ EPU 48
B R I R I EPU $5 %068 6% T I rh = 09 B SE A A% skl A S O .

3. %A SR % SR B AT AT, ] BE AR SR (2016) T TR SR 1 SCAF ST A L 4 A BKOF R
) R ) T O OT B AT 2 0 A FE R . AR T W RN B 5 R A R S e ks kB 5 3R
BEN PR EEFFMREEBERME T IS, Huang et al(2016) FH TR F M = KIE & 05
BRI, v [ 0 A AR AR MR L B 33X R DL AE R Gkl X R BN R AR TR 300 485K,
I A8 1t 44 BR3¢ B2 W) Jr 76 b i IR 5% v J0 0 BH B . PN 1 B R A0 ik (2018) F 5 & B L AR A 35 BR
W7 FH P 1 3 B A 0 114 8 0 A O T AR 0T D s v R SR AN R R IR B 3 B o (FLIZ R ) 43 B
B [0 f) B T4 T 08 . 53 4h . Jiang, Liu & Yang(2019) 3% B B 5290 b v 480 9% 3 22 (6] 11 22 U £
XiF e S 2% 7 A R

4. ST R IR . FEXE RIS BB T L F 452 R T N R e o i T R
BEAMCTEFR IR W TRFEHE CE SR MM R, G, Gyt fak = (2012) LLA 48 4L
VBN 3 9% 35 G 1 B 48 bn AT AF 5% 2 B, 38 9% 3 O T 5k e 5% 24 B9 A0 25 AT IF 1) M A R L ELX R R
S E NI B R S A E B R R 8 R IEBUR IR IESE . B, v H# OB (2015) 48
P AR 0 B R P RO T B 4% e A XU RIS A L 9 9T B 50 3 R LG
A 2 4 XL JE% R iR B, SR XU B A R L O L RS 2l B E I 4R e A R SR R L R T I i £
B

5. &F P2P M & AR AT A6 AT 5T . 6 TR I A il S0 A A BB 19 1 5 R L P2P W45 £ BF (peer to
peer lending) i E T 57 (9 B8, — 2L 2% 3 X P2P W 28 (5 08 S R I ZE R IF 9. PR &%
(2018) & B0 AT 2 M A e 1) i a0l 38 BB 1) 43 0% 8 A 3 UM B 3R R A A M LT 3 . 2 LD R AR |
(2018) 43 AT 1 A A v e 1RV B B X A 0% B ) 38 1) 5 ) AF 5 e B, B R A R 4 il 1)
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PO 5 A8 ORI R AR G T AR IR b L R R I G R 58 O L S AR SO ) R A
S . BEAh IBAT A D22 BT P2P W 28 fif 6% SCAS OF i R 2% L 25 B8 3003 45 07 ThT R TTF 5T

B 0ok RA b A SCAS B SR PR R AT 70 Ay LA L 3 A 2 3 X 20 A7 DA 45 L AF 41 17360 e VAN 233X
BB S H A SR AT T T2 @

A EMFXAKRBEARRE

ARSCEGE T T G W27 SCAS KRB A2 40 25 BR AN J5 v 3R 17 SCAS 9 35 8 AR L Ak 2 3 7 L S
R FRIR LA R SCRRAAE BRI, 55 Ah 3 AR SCAR H AN [l B9 SCAF 28R IR B B8 1 [0 P 47 46 il 2% SCAR R AR
PRI A . WA SCHORE 0 SCAR R B 42 88 5 70 A iE b T2 9 & B B, AR SCIA O AOk
B0 4 il 2 SOAR KRB AZ 48 5 23 A3 a] LU RLR JLAS J7 T i — 26 SR AR .

I FEHANE,TTIEL 5 TABHE KRR, A KRB TE 4 Bl 27 800 b 09 75 58 8 25 F G B
VG AE T LA — 20 A A R A2 . 0 0 A T 28 I AR G 5 T AF SR R AN ASORT B R e T ) B
FE 26 HEAT 53 B 5 348 AT LUK $i T8 35 28 R0 47 40 W7, DT 3R 30 1 A 26 Al I 1 L TPO ., W 55 8 e
o A BT ) A5 D7 T A B A I T T 5 AN ] S S R A 0 X A ol A0 B S T 3 1 e TR B
IR J5 T . BF 5T 3 AT DL A8 45 5% 35 X Al (9 5 T2 3 R A8 Al 9 25, T 58 AN [] £ ol 22 T ) 5 A G
F o N R T7 T 38 W] LLIF 90 B 22 0 SCAR R s o B n 00 A AR S L BURF AR 4 A L 1 55 B
R SO LV B ) SC AT R B 3l Al A BB TE A A k2 BT AT SRR WL L N R AR T
M e 2 55

2. B A0 SUAAS BARIR Ty k. HET . 75 4 il 2 S0 SCAS 23 i WF 58 v, g TR AR )Tz A 2
Joik e bR SO W R4S O ik, AR AR A AR T AL B4 IR (natural language processing,
NLP AT A VF 22587 09 53 1 77 250 T2 B AT 4 il 2 S 0% SCAS 3 B v ol RS 2R 68 i F AL, (H B A
BRIy, Bl (D iy 45 9K #U5 (named entity recognition, NER), NER J& F NLP U (1) &
BB TR BRAS TR A A 38 SCAS vh i iy 44 SRS, DA B2 SO N ] b LN A4 BLAE L BT LA A A
H W1, % H % NER T.H2A7 Stanford NER, (2) X Z$#EH (relation extraction) . i # iz AT W& HHL
Ao 2] O TR DS A S AR X 8 ) v B BCHS S AR R 2 R A R OG &R L JF R e AT A S IR AT A T
(3) A B (summarization) , B FHHSRAIL VL F 40 SCAS I 25 19 2ok 2, 40 8 1 G B8 B T I 4 %2
Cardinaels et al(2018) W58 4 1, 2 T 5875 U B A 478 S L0 4 2 2 0 0 40 8 1) RO R B WA, HL OB V0
B HE 8 (B 5F R Al AN MR B DR ST Al T

3. HIREF I INNLKRBF AR, WA T ETE NLP SUUA 8 0 & . W
2 ) R 3 AL HE L R A 4 W 45 (convolutional neural networks, CNND A& K  4E 5 8 25 [ 45 (re-
current neural networks, RNN) 8 # DL K 28 4K K %5 130 12 B 4% (long short term memory net-
works » LSTM) 58, A2 SO B0 R 26 C(GAND L 5t =7 >+ L& H T AR NLP @080 17 19 BERT , XL-
Net SFBIRY, A4 TR BE 2% ) 5] A SCAR GUB0K 23 JE P T8 5 i 0F 0 4 L [A) I 0 25 32 0 SO (R B4R
B HERRPE . 10, Cao et al(2018) A LSTM #5254 iy A48 Ff 78 i ol $ 88 SCAR A 78 — 3
FEIR

TR 27 2] G AG GEALAR o 2] T R AR R AR 3R MR R S B0 i S5 ) IR A R 2 5 ik 1 iR,
Heaton et al(2016) 45 H TR BE 2% 2 7 1 AE 4 il 405 b i F 98 B DL D03 58— R A 25 08 1 5 )
[ R AH G 1 ST B8 22 B BHE A5 25 55, BB AS A A a A KRHE ) i AR 2 M OC &R L 4R i RE A N Ry LG R
JE 56 = BE S A RO S R 2 A 1 ) BE LA IR, Ak Y U 2 AR A e R e B AR L TR
2o M5 B IBQER B2 W 0 & TR Sl e 2% > ik,

OIATHEANMEER 1 3L 4 52 T 43 Rl o9 SCRRBE 20 BT B9 R 249 170 5 [ P4 399 1038 S0, 18 DL AR SR 78 2R M 5 A 2%
R Y 15 T LA IBR 2R A O
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K1 HEMBFILHRAEF I FEGE

. LT B VR B
(il 4n logistic . SVM 45) (ffil4n CNN.RNN %5)
FHE &7 TE T I OE 50 A FR AT UL I OE  AF G B 7 1 30 5]
5 O I 5 /2 ALK E T T AL B
<Ljf1';f§£%) BI85 K R e B T B T T ik (7 5 5
TREIE 4 1 A BB 6 1 WL B 025 4 1
AN UN KALFEFRE GPU #17E88)

A, A7 AR AR *T M6 F SO gha g, Rl DTS T E Y 1) M SRy 6 R TSR SCAR T AN ] 2 A
A BT, JF A5G A 3 A R SR MROSCARAT B . SR 78 v SCSCAR K 26 53 28 5 T ) B3k (19
RS FERR BB . 2805 3 1B O A 1 9 SO 26 18] 31 L K 3n] R AR O 2 Ok Al vh SCSCAR 1S
2 ) M, 5 30T R Y R R = X SCIEBE A IR, 55 A1, AN TR Sk YR K 28 i SCAE B TR I
B O B AR S BN, 4 AR Tl R TR A 4 28 N 48 A rh B RN SR N A S 1
B2 (WAL A ,2019) o BRIt 07 25 B 0 A (] A o SCSCAR PN 254 A LA 56 P 19 vl S SCAR A 28 1) B
FFHE AR W 5T b 5 252 50 TIE HL B TR By 2
5. Bt AT M AR AR, H HIAE SCA AT 32 M 09l o 5 10, 250 8 5 5 R 55 48 BURIT 4 T
H2 38 5 5 7 I8 50 06 2 2 5 ) mT 2 M ) B PR 2R, A0 SR A IR ) T I K BE RN B2 4 S 1) (1) L
T 22066 185 ) R 32 6 A7 T v YR 0 40 o 152 3 6 SRR R S R B . TS A0 8 P 8 s X SCAS g T 2
AT AN, StyleWriter Z 4 1 Bog 840 (Bonsall 1V et al,2017) i3k T 15 F F KM 1
LA B B SCSCARRRAE . AT 2 35 3R (2018) 48 1 38 AL A% 2 20 O i 4 B i m] ek Fe b B 4
TR L5 A1 38 1T DL s R AR5 5 M R . PR e T DATRODL ) 2 ZE R SR IS b B 22 % 18
K BT B 6 AR e TF T T, I 08 FHAIL % 2 > B 28 J2 IR J3 2 ) I AL, g 4 S 0 255 R0 ff 1) 7] 2 PR FE A
T3Ab BT SO RAR WA MG THE BT RE S A RO T R AR AR . 7 LU R B SR
— M2 B SR B AR MR, HAr AT SCAR By I N AR . AR R AR WAL S AR BT L
SCFE BN UL Ty B . QAT BT TSR v Y SORS 45 AR TR H R U SR e Y T 3R
¥ J5 S AT LA R DT X i R A Bica . SO T B30T 0 SO 0 AR R L ) DA R B A R RN SCAS B
B 8] 45 A T LA A TR E R A
6. 32 & BT R 6 T AR . SCAR RBUHE 19 45 4 0 RR A i 150 FLHE 16 Sy 45 4 10 B0 19 2 2 He 3R
2% s LI AR Ty v 25 M B 5 0 AT 2 A 1 L BRIl N BB 7 e IR SO RS A 9 B o L B R O A AR s — B0
5. O #1830 LABH 5% A TE X BRI A 28 B 53 0 SCAR 43 M1 05 75 5 25 38 (Huang et al, 2018;
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Text Mining in Financial Big Data and Its Research Progress
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Abstract: Traditional empirical studies in the field of finance usually rely on structured data such as financial
statements and stock market trading data. In the era of big data., data types have enriched with the improvement of
computer technology and researchers have begun to introduce textual big data into the field of finance, mainly inclu-
ding the disclosure documents of listed companies, financial media reports, social network texts, internet search in-
dex, P2P online lending texts, and have examined the readability, tone, similarity and semantic characteristics of the
text. This paper first introduces the steps and methods of textual big data mining in the field of finance, describing the
corpus acquisition, preprocessing, document representation and the extraction process of document features. In addi-
tion, according to different sources of textual information, this paper introduces the research progress in financial tex-
tual big data. Finally, this paper provides a comprehensive research prospect on the research methods and topics of fi-
nancial textual big data.
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