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22 QEYe S48 43N HEN XN (E-Mail)2 AAnES HLHO JHHME AHE oKD U
Ch. J2iut B2(8t0 HISO0| X @t 38 018 AL 22 AL MO HYFO0 £OtH 22, 0
® oH=Eoly fer gt AREOI MAISHE =0 E35], 2M 2RH €2l A0/ HIOIXI 28K
(Bayesian classifier)7t Jt& W2l OI8L0XID A=, FUE HBMSOHA HDE 248 458 20|
WU RACH 2L R O ZHEE R0 USO, XMW, M0 AT QA AB, =AR MYH CHE
EE8 S50 JHYC00F Sl= &, EM, EHYS AL ANAZ0 AR E H, AWM, ZEHE A0
d= Y 2RO WSO M@ 39 IYS WER0 OECE B 59 SHE0 UL & =20ME 0
A SHEQE XHE MY B9 U0 Hg 3L 5, SNz A SO g 2502 3
#E BRI RI=E FRYY Yoz W2 XY Semantic Enrichment JIYE 0I5 AW Hg
BEE AAEE HOHSICH o8 23, RSHE AIARO HOIXIS 2RIE 0S8 28 AMAHED X

B0 4.1%, HEBOIA 10.5%, 22l F-measureOlAl 7.64%2 SsBAS SAUCH

.A E

22 QU MEN HEON HXIRBE(E-Mal) &I E4,
L2, A D2 B HHME M8 XD AT IH
L &, =40 AN B2|3lD HIE0| §X %= HEE 0I5
O B2 JH2olL HRIEE THESY AN AR SUER
o2 sty UM, O ¢ W F;Ista U= FAHolct
[1]. mOetd e Abla SHES HEEXCS RHRE 59
SHE, 28 ASXIES 201K S0 A4y 3D ¥ 2
g, SRR Qo Tpale HERE U AW HYE XRE=
O AlZE X6t 82 BB8E A1 AL 22 =25 9
SOMHIA SHO0 208 TAF 20 A MR X 84.4%I1 A
B oottt [2].

Ol218 SRS sHEE |8 LYo BINZ HI2M 2570
B0l OiBEl= HIOIXIS ®FXHBayssian Classifier)= H&&
2 HEIE0UA HluE Zus ds8 28 + As UHEFQ
YOI X ERE FAM= MEN MR o8 s
Ol BR3IH, 28 A0l Al2H0l AR&E 24, J2i2 W0l
B2 Ho 22 288 98 CIoIEHII 21310 2= 889
T HoOEE SHE 2D UCHL 8 =22 DXL WAl
E 2X=® HZ3ID ¥ 2#Z2 X (Ontology)et HIOIEBIOIA
FOIA HEZOM fE Semantic Enrichment J1Y & XHiot
8t0 ALZBICH &, H2 49 COoig = 2{04 Mol
CHEHO, 2CH 82 20iE F&s I Dissic® 2t o
OHEs FIIGHH E88 JUHBORAN JAUATO HHES o
AJls 2ES oSN AECZ 458 SYSIALL

2. AW HY EHY 45 S48 9B WYHES

2.1 H™el SH(Pre-processing)

giolXigt ERAE 01256 HEE BRI 01X HalQ
ES8HE Rl 2B COoIM, BE OIS 22 MYl g
BHES MESHN =0 [3].

- HAE O 24 (Text Lexical Analysis) : JIEHSZ 2
NE CHEZ HEdl= WHOM, =X, SI0IE, 2283, U
A22% S8 FEE BC2M SMHUAM Sxdis QUIER2 =
$oP AR = UAZTE JREE= YROICH

- 280 HAH (Elimination of Stopwords) : 2MUAM BIE
I U B2 COES 86/af BEARE NMSIAIIIE R0
E £ Ul 28 ST SHEEUA 80% 0la2 2AH0M 2
O SHE COE= FMOILI 2RE ol 20 A= HoZ
2=E = A=0 OlE S EO0(Stopword)et B YBIEOZ
XAl 2AL ESA 82 8802 2T 4= UACH

- AHY (Stemming) : AH(Stem)OI SHUAM B FALS}
HOIAHE HAHEID d= SE0IL. 28 AISX0 28t 2og
O1R CHOIQ ZAAIS B3 RAS0 ZEE SOt &H 8
2 dXIsHXIe, P2 yHoz olg AM Ao Hs28 N
BtAIDl= R0l € 4 A=, 01248 2HE 2 HHES A
HOZ CHMSHH aiE & £ UCH

- ANAZA (Thesaurus) : AlAciAB OO AIRYY 20
£ A0S A CHE HE2E MNIst= Oy T8 LB
E, 2 Mg {8 J|(Mone coj2te A, 5 S901,
SIAOH(D M0 =6t 80), 2N S HB LIEIH
QIHE S0 ZMAl o EHE R0 90IE &LiEH!
A =2 AMEECO.
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2.2 HioIXigt R X (Bayesian Classifier)

BOIXIQH 28 Xt= F0& OIOIE 0l h3l OI0 S&5e FEE
HIECE BER% ol #EBX0 YHESZRA, gudoz H
M A ZF0 &0 MR 20 A (1) 2L

_ P(D|H)P(H)

CIJIA, P(H)= HS AIE®&8(Priori Probability)0l2, P(H|D)
= DIt FUHRE O H ArZ& & (Posterior Probability) OICH
[4]. =0T dIOIEf D= E59 a0 & HLOIM,
PHID)= AFZXI0 QA8 A, =A% B CHAH Has W
SE HIESZ2 2 & &3S 2 0i8tCh

2.3 282X (Ontology)

SEZ2X = 8 oigte A Ml S8 IR ALY X
A BR, HAMEEE IS 8t OlF SR8 R4AZN, =
A S0 e XAES S350 Ol BAsES2ZM of
FCIANOIQ@ 22 HE BRS HARE &8 & ATE 3=
21010H A EEL 2 =29 AEB @ EE2 AIALS A
F, BREHI 222 U2 0ldistn Seg £8E = AT
®ToFE H4NO IHQAFY JtLS B > ACH

2.4 Semantic Enrichment

Semantic Enrichmentgt A2 CI2 0159 HIOIEHIOIAR =
B4 AN MBS A ARZOE gHOoITH [5]. 220Ut
2 MUE o ST BN UM BO0HNME H2EO
AZED Q= JIZ0IN, 2 =29 MAHWAE SHAE I8t
o MOl SEZXE JIUCR & 2RO H3T2 O ey
# SEAINLD A0IES2 AH U CHHER TIHAIIE &
&= S =0

3. ®FZ XY Semantic Enrichment® A28t AH D
2 HHY Hds 4 iy

Hotsh= MAEE [D21]] 220, &#SH0I6E S8t &
it 282X S I, D20 FER A8 Uy digs =
B8t BEli(Legitimate Format)2 HBAIH BR85l= 1Y S
AR 0RO &RCE.

Supervised Learning

(Training Phase)

Spam Categorization

. ™
\Spam Ontology;

BRE

Non Spam
Categorization

(Test Phase)

Test Set ’ pryeras T S
B ura H Hipo Ay Non Spam
: E¢E i '-Jx> Dayesan

Semantic . H i

1| Concepis H H H

Semantic Enrichment Classfication

(2a] ANA® X%

Spam

3.1. 59 (Training Phase)
2E 2N 27, AD HY HEYE AMM AMEN &0
RS 2 =RUANEs SS5CHE 6 JI2=222 WX

o 2RIHE AIBBIA20, JIEN BaEd AL/ AL Ot
S0l OIFOE s TEA ALSIO 2o AR/ =2l
S o{f|EQ otLich A2 S5t ERMXZ KNEHN F=
SIACH &, S5H0XE HeE2 20 A= 2FMX 0
FOXNM, 2H2Z DAML+OIL Halg Sal [J&2]e 20| &
EEZNE P43 &L

<dami:Class rdf:about="#Email_add">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#Spam*/>

</dami:Class>

<dami:Class rdf:about="#Aduit">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#Spam"/>

</dami:Class>

<daml:ObjectProperty rdf:about="#Email_add">
<rdfs:domain rdf:resource="#Spam"/>
<rdfs:range rdf:resource="#Spam"/>

</daml:Class>

[J&2) DAML+OILS OIE® Spam 22Xl 0ff

3.2. EFY (Test Phase)

HEE B AW/=AE SEZ2TDF FEEHHT ¥, N2
MOl THEUS O MAES & SHZ PHE Semantic
EnrichmentZ & S HOIXISH RO s 28I & 0
20 & AUASE XEE MEIQ 2HE ASH SO [6].

= Structural Information : & SAE JjBte] HLE RDF
2 HEBADDIE A28 A od, ofEN HEsE RMI JE
0 DAML+OILE FdE RS2 Y A0 Hgdt=X
B BO3 Bl & AB/=20 28219 2 ALY
FAL TIEgE S g BHAZ FHEEe F=2 BYa
Climam -m C/:Nons‘pam ' ;F-fﬁf)” %u.

- Semantical Concepts : SEZ2X W JNEES =M WS
EY CHOED OHEAID 2HE €36 SHOID, 94
HE 2 22 HEE SUAEY 22AF 0IREH0 CHa
ol ZaE 22HE SHOES FIHEnrichment)AI2ICH Ol&
A B22M S2A0F XLls SO0 I8 DN Z 23 Q
= QOUEO ERM XA S0, Ol 2 2R0 e 2y
(Legitimate Format)2{ 2A{Jt Z= ZI0ICt. OIE 0, [E1]
S AW/=AH S IiXi2 22Xt AFE X0 S8 Aol
S0 U W2 2 2ER XY T3 S0(Terms)2t 2 ©
Ol &0l CHE && Pl (Frequency)® LIEHHD UL 229
M O ={dt, d2}, Fspam0ll TSI, Topamd YR, HEY C
Ol S8 20 AV Topan=6, Thonspam=8S Z I A
N Z0, Ol 2 HoIXIQ BRI Sd =AROR B25=
#210l & &Lt

[B1] AW/=A
Tspam

1]
o
%0
Jor
i
it
[
=1}

ds
2

Lt [(B2]e 222 20|, AISKN s SSA0A
LB/ =AW CHE S&®OI0| Otd, 24 2R NS=E 2
AN &0 € N2 S22 LE SR, R4 AlA
HE 2R U 82X 02 588 08 UAOR AR/=AN
o #82 ZAAR HHEAH =CH Tspam={C1}. TNonSpam={02.
C3,C412 HHOI Sl0T &, 222 URS 2O Jiss e
o SAE HEI! RO MABE Enrichment UHE® $HEIH &
O [D33]. &, 2 28 2L 2 S48 0 2oz
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M ioIXICH i3t 200 MBATE B = A= L2 0ICH
[H2] AW/=AB 229 ZYANX &3 2
ggory . T:pam

TermeNJBi:d Co Cs Cs Cq
ds 3 0 0 1 1
dz 1 0 1 0 1
ds 0 1 0 0 1
ds 2 0 1 0 0

Total 6 1 2 1 3
Spam : Cy={dy, d2, de} ={3,1.2} =6
NonSpam : Cp = {d1 dz, ds, d} ={2,1,1,1} =5
Ca={di do, d} ={1.1,1 1}=13
Ca={d1, do, ds} ={1.1,1} =3
#g = SZSHAE &6 Enrichment & =4 %

[J&3] &2 BHAE E8& Enrichmentt®

[Q33]: 20 28/=AY T % BAHAE 22 Spam
2l B2 Ci=6, NonSpam& 3% C=5Jt &0, WOIXIS EF
@ &8 O 2 ABAE BREM. I, 2230 W ADE
”2»‘-4 CEHZXNE ASBEOZM FREDI LA D0, ¢
= BIOIXS 2FAl 20t H&s ANE 28 & YN =T

4. A8 Y D

4.1 N

2 =29 48%® FA8A IS 5.0, Micorsoft Active Server
Page 2 MS-SQL Seiveri@ AIEMA PBEAUCH, o/88H
2 BIEIY4 2.4GHz, 256MB RAMS| Al AE0IRALCE.

Edoly X HAEN M HOEHES +3E dH %92
Hoi0d, CICIEIES 78S [HI]D . HAEW #o 2

E HOlHE EdiolY HIOIHEO UEM 2 HOICH
[E3] o6& 34
Training Data Test Data
Spam 329 148
NonSpam 247 53
Total 576 201

42 o8 I OIE

Hetsts Al2Eel 2R dss BOMS W60 ZEc

(Precision), & E (Recal)ill Fi-measure HFAIE OIR3}
F2H 222 Foe= G #Ch '
2Ho2 BRE &M AN #
Precision = )
2loz 2RE M
2Bo2 RE OH AN &
Recall = 3)
Y AU o
2 + Recall *+ Precision
F1-measug = ——————— )
Recall + Precision
OIIA, & (4)8 Fl-measurel 22 242 28 &0 2
88 20|8Ch

43 &8I K B4

282 Enrichment UHOUA FItEE SO M0 WS 3

o LHet=E
THOll =gk AlAETIS HsH

21 At %g[J%M]E} JIES HioKIe BF
w[H4] F JIXZ2 #5104 RCH

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 1
= el s
-~ Recall

12 13 14 15 16

L ---¢- - Precision

~a—F1-measure ]

[D&4] = Hel Enrichment® | LA B30 Bt o#
ol O 20l Enrichment® {8 XIo| AHUS SN
£t 92, & FOIGE= 2014 KA SOIF ST YT Ot
Z B2 Mg B0, 0 AUE AISSI0 oS 2
2 JIES HOIXIQ EFXCHE OISE AAHNS 28 45
Zie= [E4)Q 20CH

[H4) HIOIXISH 28X MosH= AIARS &5 HlR

——_____| Precision Recall Fl-measure
1| Bayesian Classifier 89.21% 77.5% 82.94%
2 | Semantic Enrichment | 93.33% 88% 90.58%
Improved Performance | (2) 4.1% | (2) 10.5% | (2) 7.64%

8T MEE, Jeld Fi-measurelll 28t &XX DFIt

HOIXiet ERXE OIS& AMARBO 22 4.1%, 10.5%,
7.64% EE ZTUEW LE = UAYE, 0= ALR2Z &
03 229 U882 0ltie + ATE 22N 284 ds8

BUAE = USS SA0IBHCH

5 &g i’ gE g

= =22 J|Z0 CIOIEHOoIA 20k A W& Semantic
Enrichment g S8 &) AW WY ZHEE AMAH
Of HBotD S S0 Hds2 HOIGIRUCH 2RI 288
DAl ol DIsiME HEHZ 5102 229 Ugs ol
= UA B22H JNIESL HIOIXIS 2RAE O/ AAEHE
Ch Al 2UE 28 4+ URUACH J24LL AlARS HAsH 2
S¢S F & UE ESEII FHO| AEN 28 ORI
20 AEEA 28 Ls8g BRI o= &, 8A3D A2t
o S0 M2 AMAE AA0 O &, 12l 280 Al
Ol AQ%= B S2 &% B Sl ALOE 2A0ICH
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