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1. This research aims to improve the performance of aspect extraction from online consumer reviews.
2. The proposed method augments a frequency-based extraction method with PMI-IR, which utilizes web search in measuring the semantic similarity between aspect candidates and target entities.
3. Experiment results show that the proposed method outperforms the state of the art frequency-based method for aspect extraction and generalizes across different product domains and various data sizes.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides evidence for its claims through experiments conducted on Chinese online reviews. The article also presents both sides of the argument equally, by discussing both the advantages and limitations of existing methods for product aspect extraction from online reviews. Furthermore, it does not contain any promotional content or partiality towards any particular product or service provider. 
However, there are some points of consideration that are missing from the article. For example, it does not discuss potential risks associated with using web search in measuring semantic similarity between aspect candidates and target entities, such as privacy concerns or bias in search results due to algorithms used by search engines. Additionally, while the article mentions that supervised learning methods generally outperform unsupervised counterparts, it does not provide any evidence to support this claim or explore counterarguments to this statement. Finally, while the article discusses various data sizes used in experiments, it does not provide any details about how these data sets were collected or what criteria were used to select them.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Privacy concerns associated with web search
· Bias in search results due to algorithms
· Evidence for supervised learning outperforming unsupervised learning
· Counterarguments to supervised learning outperforming unsupervised learning
· Criteria for selecting data sets for experiments
· Methods for collecting data for experiments
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