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Abstract— Text categorization is the technology which
automatically assigns the given document to the decided
category. Recently, various methods have been proposed.
but most methods consider an individual word as a symbol.
and the meaning of word is not taken into consideration.
The Naive Bayes classifier, which is the most typical tech-
nique by using probability, also say it. On the other hand,
the technique of extracting the meaning of words is studied
actively. Recetly. as the technique of extracting the latent
meaning of a word by using probability, PLSA(Probabilistic
Latent Semantic Analysis) and SAM(Semantic Aggregate
Model) have been proposed. This paper propose by using
Naive Bayes Classifer and SAM, a new text categorization
method based on latent meaning of words.

Keywords— Text Categorization, Naive Bayes, SAM

1 U ®IC

XEFTHIIGZONXEED L2 LORDLNY
FIVICEMMICE YL TEIERTH S, FOFFEEL
TR PWVEMETFVICEIFE, BEKR, 8-}
R §5—2vr, MREAVAEFER LS LDFENR
REINTW2 [5).

PR % AV 55K S AR % XESEFEIC Naive Bayes
PEN DB, OFETEIHITTI)NEILNLTT

NEEFEVIVHRTREFEORFIE ALY, T I THER

BIlRF L LTHRbI, £20ERCHSIIEESINLEV.

—77, HREEOERRPLES L T 2HHi 0 A ISR
ERTVE., Z0FRHELTY V=T AR EDKEE
HELHWCFE HROBASHLBEMLICAL
LSA(Latent Semantic Analysis), FEFE T NVIZE T/
PLSA(Probabilistic Latent Semantic Analysis), SAM(

. Semantic Aggregate Model)[2](3] % &HH 5.

ABWTIE, SAM 2 AV THEOBEMNEREZEL
EXESRFEERETS.

2 HBEREHAVAEXESEFE
CKETRBEREAVWARN L2 XETEFETH D
Naive Bayes 52DV THBET 5.
2.1 Naive Bayes 4% (1]

Naive Bayes 8 Tid, #7573V ke K52 607

TTEHEwe VIEWIIHTEVIRELEL.
DEEHTT) kDTTXEdIHFERTIHEES

n(w)
P(dlK) = me(wM) 1)

ELTWA, PWD&E?kﬂ@i%ﬁitT%%$T
b, n(w)IXEJIIBITHEE u@ﬁﬁf%%(i?
dORIEIXBIIBIII2EHEOEETHS). =

*T 169-8555 MMM MR AAR 3-4-1 FRBAERTHHEY
¥ 27 4 L% School of Science and Engineering, Waseda Uni-
versity Okubo 3-4-1, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo, 169-8555 Japan.
E-mail: matsuiChirasa.mgmt.waseda.ac. jp

T
Shigeichi HIRASAWA

CHOLEAND T T kVRET BIE P(k|d) (&

P(k)P(djk) _ P(k)P(d}k)

P(kid) PA) . P(F)P(dIF)
w n(w)

Pmmwwﬂ(ﬁﬁv

wlk n{w)
Ze PP ( n<u‘.),))

(k) [ Pl

. 2ok P(k')HP(w|k')"(w) (2)

L fRE{L 31 5. Naive Bayes 8T, X&#H dH
Ui 0% P(kld) 245 7)) SE BB L, &
WA T ITYILHET S,
2.2 Naive Bayes $38 & 43#681R
FUTEONLEHEBEOESY Vietw & L7 X, Naive
Bayes TIXDHIZHW A BELZ EIRL T Vi T/ L
V(C Viotat) £ 52 & THEMEENMET S & éﬂ'c
Wa (1), BT ZOBEORREHEERE LR, —fix
ICHEBORIROEREME L L THEREZRE 5L (3) AV
Lis (1].

. ) e ] o M v
I(K:w) é;P“““k“(PHMPMﬂ) @

ke
b %

3 HEOERKIHHEMN

HIEEOHEN L BRI T 25 & LT SAM #°%F
BoOIlL s TRESN TS [2[3]. SAM ISHFEDEK
DR BFIRBLE (IR T2 HHE LTRE
SNFETHSH, ZITIRSAMOMELHBAT 5.
3.1 SAM(Semantic Aggregate Model)[2](3]

SAMDY 774 ANETFVIEIRIDENIICHRD, 2
N3, HH8FEw LHHEFE W HPHETLHE, HED
ﬁﬁm&§%771ceC@ﬁ&%ﬁmtt%fWT%
h, IoLE, BEEw LHE W DERERY

Plw,w') =Y P(wlc)P(w'|c)P(c) (4)
YEXD. Nww) 2EBOF— 5 12515 HEEK
DEANE &+, ?—9mt§

L= ZN (w,w") log P(w,w')

L BAIZT B P(o),
ROE I ICREHE
E-Step

Pg%j@EMT»jUXAK;D
T&A.

P(w|c)P(w'|c)P(c)
Yo Plwlc)P(w'|c')P(c’)

P(clw,w )



1: SAM®DY S 74 HNVETN

M-Step
P(c) = Z P(clw, w')N(w. w")
P(w|c) = 2w Plelw, w)N(w. w')

P(e)

3.2 SAMOH4HE

SAM IZHEDOL OBAENLERRYERL LTREATS
ZENTES, LI LEEw EHEE DS (v w')
LLEE, HEORY {(wow)} HED LI IZEHAT
A —BIIRDLEIENTELVWEVHIMEYFDS.
ThbLEEDRFINDES F LI FOEH,, FNIIdL
HEY EOINSD, INHEHERMIIEZADOREHE
e FIFEISBRRORBATEIN TV S (3],

4 HBEOBENEKREEBLANF/BRFE
DRE

Naive Bayes % I Lo, @EOXEFTHEFEIIHE
DEREZEETHEBLLTHIR) . AR TIZ SAM
FROWTHEOBEN 2 EWR*ZE L, Naive Bayes €
TUEIRLAXETRFELRET S,

4.1 SAMOXESBENDOEA

SAM (3D B8, —fKMZ BREOLEN LI
2 (w.w') DHELEBL, BEOMEN L ERE ML
T5, KR TEIXHFTE~NOERE2REL, v7T)
TEHEE (w,w') DEEEXEBN L TSAMIZE D LE
LHEREZHETS.

SAMEZHWTH T T TEIZHEOHRE LTI FIA
3, UTFD35TH5%.

KEBEFTRAFELLT, 5973 kIIBITA
Fhi#e (w, w) V2 LT, B A £ L /S P(w. w'|k)
8B EHNTED, RIZSAM TIREHE (w,vw') 1F
BEWVZHAVELTwAY, 2HEEZZEZTWALD, b
DRV zidx = { o (wi,wj), o (wj we), > } &£V
IVHEBRBOBEZRIEL YV 2D D, Lo T—RVOHESE
REZIEE FNEEROBEREER LEIEOSND
LEZOLND, ‘

B i%i2 SAM TIIEHE (w w') ITEWVIIHIT L RE
LTv:5 7%, Naive Bayes T THV: 5 5 5 EHA
rHRICERATES, FLIT4.38, 445 TS,
4.2 SAME2RWAHTITIITEDERRBOET

AFTIVTEIHKREF-IEBALHE, 10
SAMEFNEIK2DEI BT T T4 HLEFNMELT
ZXBIENTEL, 4 P(zlk) = Pu(z) £WVH &I
RETAL, A7) kOTCHENERLEE L2

B 2IBEDODTSSIT4HIVETL

RIES P (w,w')(= Pw, w'|k)) &
Pulw,w’) = 3~ Pe(w|e) Pe(w’ o) Pe(c) (5)

ThhH, SNISAMEAR, EM7LT) Lzl T
UFDL ) IcHETES. ‘

E-Step
o Be(wlc)Pe(w'|c) Pi(c)
Prlew.w’) = S Pe(w]e) Py(w [2) Pe(@)
M-Step
Pi(c)= Y Pil(clw,w')Ny(w,w')
(w,w’)
o Pr(clw, w' )Ny (w, v’
Pe(wle) = Z(w.'w) k (clw. w') Ny (w, w')

Pk (C)

Ni(w,w') (&7 T kB THE S M3 (w, w')
DIETH 5, '
4.3 S¥ERA

Naive Bayes [Ft:, 777 JTLIZSAMEHV5
REETNVE, AT7T) kESZONLTTHE (w,w)
EFEWIHTE LTS, COLEHIFT) kOTFTTXE
dVERT AHERIE, XFHdrHEORY I = {(w,w'))
LT |

' e ot n(w,w’)
P(dlk) = P(d)ld) T] (M) (6)

Y]
(o) n(w, w')!

Thbd. ZBn(w,w) IXELIIBTBHE (w,w') D
HETHN, Plww|k) JEENLEREY ZE L oHER
KGN EFHOTWS, ZZTXEIVERLILE, #
7T kKRBT AHE P(k|d) 4,

P(k) T] Plw,w'ik)ce?)

(w,2w’)

P(k|d) = 5 O
S P [T Plwwk)ees

" (waw’)

Eé%.l0ﬁ3%$ﬁkﬁﬁﬁgdé,1§%ﬁﬁ
5,
4.4 Naive Bayes & DLL#

Naive Bayes € 7L OMEXIZ—ZICH 3 TR E N 5,
CHNRATT) kOTTEHEFBwIIEWVIIHRLTH S




K4 REETNV

CEERLTVA, —A, REFEOETVOBREEI,
HFT) kDHBLERY I A cIERBLAEHE, K40
IINCEKHETESL, ThIHFTY kOTCHEw I
BEERI IR A ML THEWIIEBIMITHEILE
BRLTWD (28, 7)) kDTTERIFTRAcD
BMIHIRERELTVAW), SOREIZLD, 57T k
DT TOLRHER Pw,w'k) %, BB w »EEKRZF
A cIIFIBT 2HE Plwle) D5 HixERLTHIETE

. 5. BEFHEII Naive Bayes EFVOERR N2 ED, £

D RHEN & ARIEF LR L VR B,

5 XBRAHE
51 XRF—2%

ERF—- 2 LT U EFEHMALET— % [7) AV
B, WHIAFTIEIZONF T, FBITH 9500 X H,
TAMHOXEE LTH 4500 XEEX AV

HIEr L TH A RMEIZFAOAEL L, £HTELN
7S BERIL 44460 TH o 7.

5.2 FHEIE4R

DPEMEOTFMERL LT, FENTA I uFEHL~<
s OEE 4 #HVWE, FERATI)TLILELNS
BT, BAELERROFMEA*TFE LT LEE, U
ToLHiEHREND,

Fﬁ_ﬁ%$x§ﬁ$x2
T AR L BEXE

FEDO~ 4 7 0FEHE, 4V E>OXEFEL LT 1A
TGS A7-O—FIZERELIPFITNAIBIE L F
HLib,

ERE = E5H8K/£7 A N UEXK

—%, v OEHEEATF T FEEXFH LD
NT, ATFTI)TEDOFA N XEHDEVEMbDRWE
ETHb.

L&, Flaio~4 7 0Py E%E, FlEO~ s oF

TR FEE XA

53 XL—I LTk
AL—3v ¥k LT, Naive Bayes 7 THWV A
P(w|k)i35 77 AL (6] & A7z, FEFED P(w, w'|k)
FEEICE NEA Y, BHIZT T AELXBERATE S
V., FIT /(BB x HER) *MATEIT1 &%
BENIAL=T T &0
5.4 BREFEOERT I, DEREH
ZBAFTYTEMTNT) AL,k EFTIREFE
3, SEEICHYOBMAELELTS, F0H, BRY
SAMEENT L) 10 EEEL, EMTLVITIXLD
INHEMHE AT v 78 % 150 £ o T 3TV, b A
LB o Ry,

6 FRELR

AEBRLTIANRELALSEFEY, HEOBND
7, BEERIRD 2 DI L TUTOFHERE T 7.
FMERTIIL 44460 EN ) b, FHFBLEIRT 30 % OH
ErHVva,

6.1 FHEOERE

BEFZIIBWT, SAM & FEKIZHEFEOHE THIE
& ARROBIIEIZOVWTERT S,

2 (w,w') DRFIDR SIICFHME L, HEOH
it LTUTo220kRExHLA. BIELT, %
NEIZBWTHE Wy, Wo, W3, Wy NENEFN 1,3,5,2 [
HBLAE LTHBETA.

ERURIZ VB UAREDEEE 1 £ET3FHE

Wy, wo, w3, wq DT XTOABLEIIFLT, £D
HEX1ET5h, T3 —XETHETAE/EL T
TR%HIRHBEETH 5.

(BRI 2 ) HEEDSERICE DK AE

HENHPEZ/LE, ZOREN/NIVEDOEL
E’fﬁg&TZ). Thbb Wy L wo, W3, Wy DENEFND
A DI 1, (wo,w3) DIEEIT 3, (wo, wg) D
HEFIZ2E2n, SAIZ2ODBENHE LTHAEHE
LI En ) EZIZETOLBETH 5.

6.2 HHEOHEIR

Naive Bayes ¥ CIIBEEIZB 2 555 & LTHhbh
b1, Plw, K) DGHHHR- 72 Frs % BEk % %R ¥
AIENEETHL, ToXMEL L THAEHHRE (X (1)
BHwbN 5,

AFETEHREEIIFDOEBENLERELEZ LD,
HWBHEENLLZVWGE, HEHERED X 9 RIFE0RIR
TR IHBEZHBANT A EPHLEZEIOLND,
FOLOMEEHRE LI, B EH T ) THER
HEOEVEE O REHERTHEL LTERLTSE
BT 5 &) FHEEEBIRE R R T, REEERLIE, N
XA 7T kIIBITAEHEBEOEENEET, N TER
LA-HFEOEEDREIE LT, NJ/N:e THA.

6.3 TFHERER ,

FHRERDERZF1IIRT. H8EREOWD 47
B IRMEERPMMEIC L CHERICET I BHELER
Li:F&ETH 5.



g

K1 THEBER

EBNE BSWERE ERE THFE
BRHE 1 e 0.816 0.762
BE1  HamE 0813 0.757
BHTE 2 " 0.813 0.759
BGALE 2 THERHE 0.810 0.756

085
084 -
083 bt e s e e
082 b~ R —

081
079 bevtmrtmmetnic e ottt e

w01t e .

BE77 b
0.76 b -

0.75 S e eee s rrareaiennezee

074 foorreansonenan AN N PRI Res

073 v . . i= NBTEFM |
072 - R . e BETERE L.
D RSO o oof | - - >(2 | S

070

5t el e e e e e o e T T T

pllgaipui S

10 200 304 4% S50% 60N T0% 80
.44

5: Naive Bayes L IR E FEDOHEILEL

RILWVBROBELG o0, B, HEC
ET(RBEREAVHETH o7z, SHEDERNEL
BRflEE 2 &0 b B 1, HRORIREHEARE LY
SHEECEICERREOAVLOHELRLL.

7 AER

FRERTRDS LiEfes Ra7, HROBAE L,
HEILES (MR IRELAVIFEEREFELLT
Naive Bayes S8 & LT 5.

7.1 EBRER

EBRERLRSIIRT. HEIILHER 444603809
LAHICHCEROEE, MMIHELRT. REF
i#EA% Naive Bayes 7 L D b IERR, FH FEOWA
IZBWTHEXLwWOXbR S,

MEL DFEBOBEEZRLIEER 70 % KD Naive
Bayes 7L REFEOHSTRHEL R 2 IRT. ERE
T13%, FHFET1S % DHMENE LIRS,

TLAFHEBROER (R &b, FOREDOBRNIE,
BFRORIREEAVTH, REFIEIIHEL 30 % THE
70 % % v /- Naive Bayes 4D FY F % Lol-
Twb, L%ViEH T Naive Bayes DR R D &
[ & Lo/ DIXEFVORBNEBRDIDEVZS,
T/, HROBE, FHBRREICI VREFEORE
DOELREEILLAZI LR RWVWEWVZT A,

7.2 EE

REFFEIIBID [BEMNEROERE] ICHLTEE
7. SEAERIAVEERT-YT, 7Ty [#
£ ZBWTSAM * AVWTIRELCHEED S b, HEE
(Bl () TR ], THAL LA @ P(w|c)
DR 6 I1IRT.

6 &9, [BH] 13EWRS TR ey, c3, c1o THWE
ERLTWA, TS [#E] 8T [H4] &
KEL3ODBRTHVWONB EEZLNLSL, 2T,

A28 [#EA) . TIEA) AEWR Y T R g, c3 TEVEED

OO L, (WG] (€430 3ERS T R ¢y TR

£ 2 HEH 70 % BROIEE LI

Fix EME FHFE
" Naive Bayes 0.812 0.754

RETIE 0.825 0.769 .

ora Ll

: ﬂlnmﬂ

O @ & co o8 oo & o o o

cood com
"A 1)
ooos |
cooe
-
oo
oo
- [ - il
o -] o o o o @ o o oo o a -] =] o 123 <) < cy oo
oOM G 1121 .
1A vxav
oooce N
200t
€0008
I" 800
<00 ﬂ .
- 1] n 0l e o- n

S @ c Ce T o0 O o oCo

6 HEIIBITLEEED Plw|c)

o QO & 6 o o7 W o cie

EALERLT, BRI SR e THEVWEERT. =
DEHIIREFETIIMMOBELORERERSL 2 LT,
DL % (B 20d, BEIVLEREZEETE
L OBEFMEL-EEZ NS, 12X LARNIER
I AR A Lol b, BRI T A s DL
—BLTHEI#ELVWIDLE LR oM,
8 FELHESHRDERE

SAM & Naive Bayes EF NV % H\W T, HIEDOWBIEN
FRLYZE L XEIEFELRELL. EBICZL VS
BEHEEOMLEMNE O, ' .
L2aL, KASAMIZBIT A LEEEICET AE
BELTBEST, BRI IANORERS52F, £/t
REEZEMERERY, FAELUETREELS
v, BHERRLShETINGDOSEICELTIZSH%DE
BE L7,

9 By )
EED—ATHBBHE, KFFEETICHN, &
ELOTHE, THEEBN I LAERARYETIENE
ENOERICEH L LIT.

SENE

{11 A.McCallum, K.Nigam: "A Comparison of Event
Models for Naive Bayes Text Classification”, In Pro-
ceedings of AAAI-98 Workshop on Learning for Text
Categorization, pp.41-48. (1998).

[2] HEEARH, BEME: "EROBENRIR, HRABEZS
t('xff%[)i%, HAT B £, 2002-NL-147, pp.77-84,
2002).

(3] i AM, HAAME: "PLSA 12X 2HENHAZEHOF
fili, 1GERANFRFE LI RIME, BATHENTH LS, 2002-
NL-153, pp.41-47, (2003).

[4] Y.Yang,”An Evaluation of Statistical Approaches to
Text Categorization”, Journal of Information Re-
trieval, Vol.1, No.1/2, pp.67-88, (1999).

(5] &84 3D HKEEFED IOV T 17 10 BEHLLEOHK
i, BIRE/E, (2003).

(6] 4t BFZ: MEERMBET 7N, HEKELME, (1999).

[7] CD : B E#94, BEFHL, BHT V-,

i
-

e et



