a % % b
gAddn FRENTYE
e-mail: lovejun02@hotmail.com, cdlee@dju.ac.kr

o RE

Automated Text Categorization
using high quality Bigrams

Joon-Young Choi and Chan-Do Lee
Dept of Information & Communications Eng., Daejeon Univ.

2

£ dFE vlola

2YFE 4
28e ARAAS
4 8 12%, F19 6.25% #4L&

2 AT AE BA

u3id. ojsh g

F3HAutomated text categorization)®
Azt e AAA WE) BFH
3 9 Jles ged (1] Bus
“’rv‘r 4 T*V} 718H3

2 2
...,HE_..

FROR 31

3 -’FX—}%’OF 7131%}
v &o] £7 544— Az =ok dog
FsAdol ®olA R AFe} REgon B

E AFEA “‘12-9} Al2do] Qi)
EAETE 71ee $4EE EAAAS 9
gt indexing, SAEA 5713 U4 F&, oA
P53, WY "9y § oddsiA AgHolRa i
Tl dAFAR: ZEY wdd, o &9
Apt¢, Damarau, & Weiss[2]¥ Reuters-21578 ¢
oJElel X 87.8%¢] Precision/recall
pointS R & g,

(2% 1]AM 2E biep Zol AFEA Ui
3L 3A A2 F& 34, 453 ‘Z}Q 34, W
g3 Aoz Yy A4 F

F BgolAE
2ol 3 ARG Bag 43UL FEetol o

P

o9

fach
ric
N

break-even

0

261

g‘];

BEg 083t AFEMNYFH A4S FPNNE dnddy ALS X F
71&9) *1‘"1 ‘%TE} AN FY FHFE Ry QHE nojad & d1dFS
g3 A3 Reuters-21578 data set2 /N ‘401
739 BEPL 2.07%, F1& 1.40% 343§

Td3y, o] ¢
Abgsle HAg Al gol+ o]
£ BY 3, Korea-web data set> BEP
ﬁéﬂt SAE AR ARt Boj+utol

W25 A2gol o Agdolt A HolEh

€ 93 term frequency, document frequency,
mformat10n gain £ 7t AP W g5 o
Ao M olge zAAEE o] &3t olv] EHHE FA
g WHFH3e T,
Naive Bayes, maximum entropy, neural network
59 Mye ALERT. o]BA A Do FAE
F3 N2de ol&dd qRE EAE BT
Eﬂ ARgg, AFEMETHY A dA F B A7
g AdE

9l =71

25 7](classifier) &

i"};ﬁ”ﬂ FHL ’ri’.

A4 32




Hi19 HE X2 ” =
2. T(phrases)& AlE8 A wWF 3
Lewis[3]& & A48 EAUFIHE g3z
E Ze BAE B89 FJ dolig o UyR A
g 7MARSE S Husn vk olg L ofE=
dNF0e %, ey A4 Foye] F7 5 R
FAA F9o] O ZA FHE3r) dPolnt a1
AT FE AESRE ou 9] oujde £9 F
(& E°] “computer"t} "science”F @Ol S #4]o]
Z Alg3%E Ay “computer+science” § o] F
€ Mg AS 2 2A47F A4 BE EAYL
474 24% + Ah. 9 ATRS0] A9 BA
FES #H4syl d3d xFgenm e,
n-gram(297t n/l 2 AA)S BOWO F718
9 F4eE A MAESE B9FE g 4
T A#EC] HuHI o
Miladenic and Grobelnik[4]+= term frequencyol w
@ do]l & 5/7AA dEAHeE FAAAYIY 4Y
& ZAxt dol o 37X do] E& 0L
4 AeEdel AASES  RAFI  eon,
Fiirnkranz{5], Schapire et. all6], Schutze et. al[7]1=
&g ARE wustan g,
FUAME AFEAEFE d771 Jdgsoixx
ded FSEAE ATz Yl dHdes @
€0 WXL PE AFY FAHEC] Ut A5
€4, 4ol AFZZ FEIV] YA £
W& BAZZE AL xAL FA} on] F9 F)%o
(function word) 27t AP so) Ao} g}
¥ =Ee YA T3 #E dFEHAY B 717
oA 538& 7HAE Utk AA, AE dolg v
ol1@o R X &= Aol ofig} g wojo] uio)
WS FAGo2A ulo]laBo] NI glE 90|
Aely Ak THS 2L 4, 24 TN
o171 €3l F/iete wola#@ F£E AA wdolf9
2% Wz A3 A, vlolaW MAI|FoEA
% document frequency, term frequency 2% oju

=
=

2} information gain% ALggd, A, 33 EA
HE wrse

3. o)W & A

o] ¥ EL EAMeo IAF(df _seed * FA 9
F) YEhds dolg seedZ 3 ©1E 2elzh @
oJFE UEhE wolade 2538 F WNESI)
A71% (df_thresh = W30 *i‘-'}‘ﬁ A9
tf_thresh * ZE EA9 $£)E Z3stzm, =3

lAh}H

262

103 H1& (2003.

(ig_thresh) 2o} ¥-& wu}ol
Ftste] HEE FYE
9. [2¥ 2]l velad F& ¢3nHEY drz=
oltt. pilot studyE E3d df_seedE 001,
df_thresh+= 0.005, tf_thresh 3, 22]3 ig_thresh&
gole 1%e] FHFEe Dot #e
gainF2 A&k

{ 2401 23 5 UEILEs S0iE)

information gain®] 71&

EEER SR CET

information

FindS =
Set8 = {}.

Foreach 81EM ZE
{

QE SO ES 012 BL510f W A= ASOHE HA
For each 21 S0i(w1, w2)
iftwl € Sofw2 € S) //wiw2d T 8 A0
add bigram “wi+w2” to 8. //w13} w2 510l (b0 QB2 1aEi0f)
T8 Bo W=
}
Foreachbin B8
{

For each JtE§ 2 ¢
it (b2 £ < IEIN2AN CH KBt 2HA S
OR (b2 4 < & BAMS % »tf_thresh )
B2 WA bE HASCH

if (IADX A b o infogain < ig_thresh)
fig_thresh({SH0{4:2) 1%00 S E8H= & 01t 2H= information gain)
BY TE A b8 HMHECL

 df_thresh)

} .
BE &2 //HI0I QB2 OIZ5t0 MR =t x5 28

a92. volayP F& 2uIF

4. ME
¥ 23L& Reuters-21578 corpus ¢+ Korea-web
corpusE A&t 4¥& 4k

Reuters-21578 corpust 198739 Yeld Reuters
FA3A Y] EMES Eol £F ¥R corpus{H
% 135 H4Fd 2M460FAZ FHolnh 2 o] A
P dB HAE EA7 9= ¥FE A9
Uymx 93 HF 13343 EA (9592 &&FA), 3751
HAEEAM)Z 488 40 F2EM d4¥ezs
e, ZAY, A g4 HE EAEFES
2 H2EE FAAFY Korea-web corpusE o] &
3tk ©] corpusE 2EFH(79), FEE(9), EF
B2 Uolx Jeoy, AM FAH = 4726024
3150 52X 1576 HHAERME AL &4 BF
HE AYe APsA.

o] Ay RYE $7 AL EnFEL WS-
A EZ Ao}t Reuters-21578 corpus, Korea-web
corpusE 7FA31 AEEY A2 “computer+science”
3% Zeo] B MNIE veldlE vlelaAES A
AR FE3APL, volaPe F& Yol F9
vlal A QA% information gain X9 w }g
¢ 23 gL 57 =& €98 AT F&29
HolZWES BT FAH

o

=20
T

information gaing %



j193] St=RS X283

7 AR =,

o

A4 AAE AL A
4 4 A
o) 73 & Ao F7tale] Niave Bayes

=2

=

bl

-~

ke

2571

SEAIZ A (8119 Zo] Do AL A S
B} recallgtel F7tstg )
¥ 1. Recall and Precision

Recall Precision
o] |doj+ntolut| ©o} | ©o)+nto) 2
Reuters | 0.810 0.844 0.715 0.708
Korea-web | 0.710 0.718 0.813 0.809

Break-even point 9} F1 A4t A3 gA] g& 2
Aol tEte cholel vlolaWE T ALEE o A
Sol #A4stg

E 2. Break-even point and F1 measure

F1 measure

Wol [wol+uol 1] A E(%)
Reuters 0.759 0.770 1.408
Korea-web|  0.758 0.761 0.359

Break-even point

gol  [wojvupol 1[I E(%)
Reuters 78.35 79.97 207
Korea-web 73.96 74.28 043

[£1], [E2]9] W4¢ =2 nd (29 3% 2
o] hepfol ey,

Reuters
100 e ;
e ] e Unigran s, oy —
(38 \_\
= 60k \
H \
£ |
é |
40 f ‘I |
!
i
L 4
20 \ ]
&
\;
Y,
o = N )
’ = h s 8 00
Recall (%)
Korea_Web Datasst
100 '
\nigrams only
Unigrams and bigrams ----—-
50 F
g *f
€
s
& st
20
o L N
o 20 40 &0 J—eo

Recalf {%;

1% 3. Precision-recall graphs

BYBRSLEHSE

263

=8

& H10H H1E (20035

[E1], [(E2]9t [=2¥ 31 oM roAZ- ge
Korea-web tl&F dlol€ ¢ Reuterse] Z}zte] 9
Fold e doly gES T 4AA wHelE %
o2 YJehfolad Reirt. [2Y 3] A AR vo)
2#+3o] 9 recall-precisiong YEFHE Rolx, HA
& ol g recall-precision® el 16
o Z&4< 2 e 4L AL

= Aol
[E3]2 Korea-web data WH&F

p=3

24
%4

i

Precision (%}

A9, WA o FAAYSE RelZT
# 3. Korea-web ( i&F diojg )
F1 and BEP
o gol+uto] 1| F1 | BEP
L+
pep | F1 | BEP | F1 | U9 |
FFEIFLE
olst | 8449 | 0.843 || 8449 | 0.847 { 0.434 0
=38t | 69.37 | 0.691 | 69.37 | 0696 | 0.645 Q
2¥=| 7631 | 0.751 | 76.31 | 0.750 | -0.094 0
A+E | 70.19 | 0.713 || 69.63 | 0.717 || 0.529 | -0.79
AA | 7228 | 0744 | 7103 | 07747 | 0463 | -1.72
H& | 5591 | 0616 | 5714 | 0.647 | 4949 | 219
3 | 7528 | 0760 | 75.28 | 0.755 | -0.726 0
ZAJFE ] 8399 | 0811 || 8399 | 0.811 0 0
macro| 73.96 | 0.758 § 7428 | 0.761 j 0.359 | 0.43
micro| 7347 | 0741 | 7340 | 0746 } 0.775 | -0.04
Korea-webol wid FEF 2%¥% 2gade
[®4], (29 4]} 2.
3 4. Korea-web ( &%, &8+ dlo)& )
Fl and BEP
o B0} +1}o] 14) F1(%) BEP(/T
BEP Fi1 BEP F1 FJAE | FYE
FHH| 5368 ) 0562 § 51.19 1 0566 | 0.75 0.95
AFHI12561 0175 || 1358 | 0186 | 6.25 812
qEF AR FEF, 28F 9A Holx
@e olgd go| ARACT FAY AL 2 F 3
o}
Korea_Wab Dataset
10 v Unigrams only ———
Unigrams and bigrams ~--—
o
ot
40 )
20
uO 42.0 4.0 5‘0 8‘0 160

Recall (%)

1% 4. Korea-web (%

BF)



H193l st=2H-BHels

~

FA(d: E3->AE, 944)
ol 7}AA F1, BEPY
a2 ANtE AYgxE

o 52
3@ rlo mo fr

o
b

g3 2ot

)

ok Z& olfE EME BHEI Aol AA o

A
z, st& F4149 dolg F7 AojWel wa} 3
& H749) wol 23 £9 HojR7| YR FHE

s Jx

i)

e
g
o

os'rl‘
o
o
N
&
kY

ey,
o
™

2
N
£ o2 M W

flr oo my rlo -y
1A
-

o #d

&3t ol

o

s WEolct. %,
gojn} vlojade) 72 Yo 1
g3 ¢ 4 3o WEA ome) ofujrel
R

H
b

5. 88

2 AFdAE doj+upolaB L AT AFEA
BTN L AE3la] dolg A Alx"Eh
AgxE AR, AF7AA gD 99
T As BAEFE A2-4A d2 A WFs
g % 5 e PHe 539

gy dF FAY 49 A AR ZisE o
fE AF dolg BN gERAN £8FE 2
TE FAoxpz AHIE 79 Yo @t
Reuters-21578 #<& A4$x & A9 £71 &
oy Ayt gAY es dojAEe AL B F 9

B ¥Fs A7 #AS gsME Adnae 7ty
+ 93 9 A% WFE e B s A
2 H2E EME EdE 3 corpus?t Yojof
Aol

FFATRE B2 BN AT B{ A2de 73
3 ZY 5829 LuADY AL AFTEA 2
§ A2d99 A% Y44 719 sn gk

[1] Sebastiani, F. (2002). in
automated text categorization, ACM Computing

Surveys, 34(1):1-47.

Machine learning

.3 A
EHSGYE

264

=& H10A K13 (2003.5

[21 Apté, C., Damerau, F., and Weiss, S. (1994).
Automated learning of decision rules for text
categorization. ACM Transactions on Information
Systems, 12(3), 233-251.

[3] Lewis, D. (1992). Representation and learning
in information retrieval. Technical Report
UM-CS-1991-093. Department of Computer
Science, University of Massachusetts, Amherst,
MA.

(4] Mladenic, D. and Grobelnik, M. (1998). Word

sequences as features in text leaming. In
Proceedings of the 17th Electrotechnical and
Computer Science Conference (ERK-98)

(pp.145-148), Ljubljana, Slovenia (pp. 81-93).

[5] Fiimkranz, J. (1998). A study using n-gram
features for text categorization. Technical Report
OEFAI-TR-98-30, Austrian Research Institute for
Artificial Intelligence, Vienna, Austria.

[6] Schapire, R, Singer, Y., and Singhal, A. (1998).
Boosting and Rocchio applied to text filtering. In
Croft et. al. (Ed.), Proceedings of SIGIR-98, 2lst
ACM International Conference on Research and
Development in Information Retrieval
(pp.215-223). New York: ACM Press.

[7] Schiitze, H., Hull, D., and Pederson, J. (1995).
A of
representations for the routing problem. In Croft
et. al. (Ed.), Proceedings of SIGIR-95, 15th ACM
Research and

comparison classifiers and document

International  Conference on

Development in Information Retrieval

(pp.229-237). New York: ACM Press.



