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Building a MindMap with Twitter Data
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In communication, it is important to get to know the common interests of each other. This paper proposes a method to extract
keywords that represent the interests of individuals from their comments on SNS sites. Those keywords are visualized as a
MindMap, which can be used as a communication tool. The effectiveness of the maps is evaluated in three examples.
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Figure 1 The evaluation graph for the 1% Loop.
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Figure 6 Feature words.
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