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Review of Word Sense Induction
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Abstract For many natural language processing tasks, such as machine translation, information retrieval, using word
sense other than word itself as feature can perform much better, However, word sense disambiguation requires a large
number of marked corpuses, at the same time, there are some problems hindering its application, for example the absence
of some word senses. Therefore, people pay more attention to word sense induction, This paper introduced the related

works and development of WSI from three aspects, which include the introduction of WSI, the related WSI methods and

the evaluations. At last, we summaried and outlooked these works.
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WEE EE R R, BRI B B ERETLR,
0 F PR IREFINE  B5 B8 BA BB  RAGEE
FRAL R R BMRE T UR KRB ZEHEANNTHERS.
W23 B (AR E I A BN SR, I WR " E M &R
BEHRERNOE L MAREAEE X EHE. Frtd T3
FYIHY E B, & PR AL 1R AN BT L BE, 20 B X R B
B BERR R TTASREADR S SRAERE.
B0 TR 2IRIER K A T kA LR AT R 4%
LR HARGT §iRE A A Bt R E T E YR B
B LIEE NSRS B shiRBURE AT A k. miE 08
PR EH D -FEEYEA, EHEAKRIERF 8 31RK
& SCRATERE R iR 30 T B B iR S TAEE HAT#H—8
MLE.
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1.1 AXBHNEX

8 X JH 44 (word sense induction, WSI) X ik if] X & B
(word sense discovery) B 18] ¥ [X 43 (word sense discrimina-
tion) , B MIERLEE B B 31 iR 5l i 2 SRR X, b R 45
Z X AU REEZIEN L FXES RB LT XHESH
B8, BRI E K% e B 3R BUREZ SURZEER 1
W SRS, WUBEIA R, £ GRETR BT SUS BT EE X
HRIEIEH.
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1.2 HXANFERS %

Harris $2 /-0 85, B A S B A AR B30 SO i
BE BB BT e, S, mER R, S AR
T M BT SChE, — MRS AR, 10 (D3
REA 1A 13 HEEPE KR A% Phone, (2)3ERIEFETF
RIERBMANL., MES HAERYHER TP, WREF
XA, I (DRI N, EFTFE. OFEREE
HYRET AR TR E S,

XA N EET FRBEHTHEN. BE.E
a4 AR 8k F S AR TR B T R mET E
Mg (HRBEE VISR E S R B R B RifT. 2T
SRV O B AR SR B 5T R IR A

FT AL Jay B 7 B R FRRAE ) B & & SUIA] ) SE
BT R, R R E A RLEEHE N BE A HITRE, K
BEME, BB L LR MR —ME S KB RN
BUR %% i S8

RTE B s R BRI TTE MR A B 5 [ h 347 5
ARG AR TR R B ERATIE A KR St
A MCUEESSERERNARISH, AXPAATEEF R
FITHHEFAACESRRE, YR FHIE, HinE A8
PR E NG 5 AR Z R A R B B BUE.. HET
AUEE A REET , B4R 2 SR M SEBIAE A48 A, SS9 2 ] i A 10
BEERIRE.

1.3 AXBATMERR
1L.3.1 BshsFLiKR

ESMASURMPBFFE IR T 20 42 90 FFAAKR, KEHERA
FEEARHS, ZRECARE. R, AT AR AR
B — BTG F &, SemEval A4 TR LA HT %
SemEval JR4 4 Senseval, B & —A8 1 Fi# LE B REW
T ¥ B o 4 41, 3 s 2 4 PP KA DG T B SR B 5 ) ST B
AR. Ei ACL-SIGLEX # B #)/NRIZE I S BEH, 1997 4,
Senseval R 3r, 3+ T 1998. 2001 F1 2004 SE BRI A 4 T
Senseval-1.2.3, Z/GH T Senseval H 5 iF LIE BN E %15
S BTI RS B R B £ , Senseval & 5l S EIETFI &
SemEval, 3F 20071 . 2010 4E 2 0 T SemEval-1.2, H
ETHXENTSE, B8 BRIEE TIEE S E G X X
B R BT IBTSE

RSB, FERI RN A AT L.

L EFREREHFE . XS EFHEERER R
FEAE ) B8 6], SRR I R B R AT 1) A4 . HoP 4%
EEBMBLRE R EXE, ERFEEFEFE P, LIEE,
N-gram, FA{E R B HE AWM R, Zhang** & A B —F
BIR BAGFERFT TAHS . B2, Elshamy™) i fi 258
FEAE , Kern" )4 45 15 45 #9400 IR 4K 77 55 R AR N AR1E , Jurgen
AR S RE 2 ) RO SR B e . B RT3
FRIEFEF,F—B LT XmBR Y BT 30 B Rf R
FRBIEE S TRAER, FE S T/INAELER, R
XKEpgd, TEW K P K-means, J2 K FE 2, Repeated Bisec-
tion™* (fiFx RB) & B ¥k, 3+ A Fi 7 #1388 K 1k (Expecta-
tion Maximization, f§# EM) BB, B K-means ¥ 85
the. HTHRBEFHEER, Wang 5 AB7%F K-means B 3%
FTHGE, B TETREXEENHE PO EEEFE. &

.« 24 .

BREREST, B RN T EEERAW, 1% UPGMA,
McQuitty’ s Similarity Analysis'*), The Sequential Informa-
tion Bottleneck algorithm(f&#% sIB)™ ,sIB Rt RAMRAKE
# Information Bottleneck(IB) ¥1— 4, B &R E FE BB
i, BERIE U 03] B ¥B B A 15 8. Pantel 1 Lin'™ 4R #25)
NI B T Clustering By Committee (4 # CBC) &
.

2. BRTEKF . XFEE R RENCE MR
ST X RE R TR REE YR 7R A
. RAEHT RN AR U 4 R S R 2 B B R RS54 1) S
PohEESED T HUEMMMESERE. SETHIE
i, BARE AR IEBUREME A 45 A RHEZ [l ) AL B B
AU , 45 A, SO R e, TR I L BANE S AT I IO AT
HIUAERE ST =nal Zoud L E RS
B UIRRRA R B . MR TSR, BiRE 0
(SR S 48 A ST 22 (8] G A DL B BN A, Agirrel™) Fl
Klapaftis™® 28 A 20 95t 64T 791 5T, BB TRIF NS
B W ERERRE %43 Chinese Whisper (CW)P! | Nor-
malised MinCut, i B 3%, Markov Clustering (& ¥y
MCL)®3)  Hierarchical Random Graphs™® &, Hh CW i [{
BEE, MBI,

3. HAT . BEENLES AT A B R E R W
17, FTF G HE R B 7 S AR T SUR GR35 R R IR
Brody™ % N\ ¥ VK BL it 357 05 B2 B3R LR g b, U8 T
BIFMRS. BEZREAFTEHLANRIER LR, Yao 5
AES 4 Brody ZaE FRHE T ESE I HHHTERL, 2 E
M F| 75 55 i B (the Hierarchical Dirichlet Process, f&f #%
HDP)P S t17i LIH 45, HDP B4R 38564016 A 5113
o 18] SO, PR 5 Brody B9 B GUHHE . Apidianakil®! % 3
FRUE BB R SUAPHAT T B BN B
53
1.3.2 BASZRR

X TFEIMNER AR R IE, ORI AL L
HBeH , X TR LD, ERIEILEA K BERK. 3L
A ACHREA BN, MBS BT REE, BARIFNE
X, T SO R R A BT R, R M2, bl ATk
R BRBFEFA—EE AT BT EmA e
P, R P A AE S ISR,

#& CIPS (Chinese Information Processing Society of Chi-
na) and SIGHAN §)%# Bh T, 2010 4890 T 88 — J§ CIPS-
SIGHAN w3 A BRER A 2 (CLP2010), CLP2010 B4 &
THRBEHBEES, FAXAHEERE DI, CLP2010 §)
AR T PSR SR R R I AR T A
W5 AT SE ST 17 3 T SO ORISR R .

TEP SO AR, RS EE TR
Fik. EREEED, TEFEHRAANE, LW E N
gram IR GV RIE, T HHITH A . EREEED, W
FAT K-means, 2K &I, Locally Adaptive Clustering (fJ R
LAC%: , 3-8 T Expectation Maximization(f§i#r EM) %A%
Bk, Kb Komeans BURM W EIT, ZRRBRRBOER N
AR, Zhang 5 AP BRI B ZITAME R A
fiE , 3535 H 3 B4 A, HEATIFIEM &R, (# FH K-means, Expec-



tation Maximization (f§ % EM) . Locally Adaptive Clustering
(EFR LAOB S AT ] LR 4, R Xt & A4 Rt fr A &
ERGAE CLP2010 Byir) A HIEAE R8T RIFMLE R, F-
score NI —, L™ X84~ @ B 4718 875 A&
AWEEEATARA S, 5B HEEWR=T4H. &
AN =JCH AR RIS R BELBRNE , W T BLARE 19 &
=[],

P LR, B TR FEERED, FEEER
25, Chinese Wispher(f§#k CWYEH:, Xu 4 ADYHHEBRER
T8 S ) ST A ) SR A BLARAE 10 B, B TR ARAE 5 Il A s AR 4L
FESHE R, H-ET I R 2 . k-means, B R BRHAATIR L IH 4, 1%
BEME R F K-means FIERKE, Zhang F A1 H
P e BT AR SEBIME 45 2 SR 2 18] B AR RURE A DR st AL 5 1S
CW BT A, (B2 B TIOR8 B iE R D,
AR B EA XR, 3 B AR ARG S, Bk
RRKEREE.

g LETR , BA kR AR BIREE TSR RE,
WY RNEEERERBRY. AT EERHNH TR
HRMBER, T R BT B R , B iR UBFgE i
HREE BENERERTRIERENFE L. TP
] IR R AT R RIER T K, B, RO BEXNHIEFT
KAWBRREBIR.

1.4 RAXBRXRTHEN

i) X 4% (word sense disambiguation, ffiFR WSD) £455E
22 SCin] 1) LF0 R, AL 32K 25 SCIA) i SO R B B o L
M) S, A B . (HRA BB w i SN B —
AR

L BFERBNESAT TR AR ENEREHTINE, 3
B OB BB AR T YN ZaE ke, R AR TEER X
BRI,

2. 1A ST BCRAR R F el AR = B HA T 17 S
TR, X IR RAE T R R, 3T F Ol SE 5 i 3
HiniE A, FEAE TR LBk )R,

3. REIREERIN T 22 SCiR) i 1) SUBORLEE — A —HE Ry, 36
ST B R BB I e — i) B 3, T R AR 48 Bk R k8
EE e SCFRLRE

W SUE M5 IR TR B X B B . B B BIARAR
TEER R SCR MR S, R R MBS, RFRH A e E
HIERR AT VISR, T H.2 38 Ay SCR ERH B 313k
B9, BEEAR IR B AE R B S AR B R SO R R SUBR EE, B
W, W AR SSHBEEEHRY M REEHIRE.

BT B M8 B, 15 S B SRR R, 1935 P B A gy B
B RBBELHWRERAERNES TEENLEZ M. #§
SURAREES B 3hi Bkl P FRBUA T R 1R L, TR K
REES TEENITESE S0, WEFRERELGTT
fE, B St s 2 TiE R IR 4 K B8 X B AR TE 1R 342
BT, FAARBEEERE SIS FERR.E
R AT AL GEE AR OB RS ARIES TR
KRR, B BREF LB PRI —NF,

B2 ANARRTEETFMARES L HEAERE
RABF ST IR , 12 515 SR R B 50K, X B REE P RIS B
ROBH A ERNENER.

2 WXA/EEAREAR

2.1 ETHEERARIASN

FTRPAE ) B 117 SR 9475 B, B e BB b AT 4R IE
R, BRI B bR SCHEATRIE RS R K
AT AR,

TEREEE T, TBW KB BEE . o i
FRRHE A EE R VEBESEWE RS, E(S B Fisher’s
left sided test™ FFFRFEL M. EFXRIEFE, FEH
—Hr EF XXMM G LT X EFRERESR, - kT
3 B R Y 25 SCIRI BT TE SE 5] b () SEBUARRAE SR R &2 SUIA] Y
S WAE B B SCm B, R A R 2 SR AL ER B iR
Bt BLEY L BARAE R RAE £ SR 261, kR, £ iF
b i B EER S M A — N B R B OR R R, T &
ST P S 060 O 2 e %o i S ) b B BT T A SRR 1) SR P
¥WkFmn, ERBEE D, TEW KT K-means, R FEAE.
CBC.sIB.RBE B4,

BUBA T4 £ E A Pedersen 1 Bruce'® . Schiitzel,
Purandare™®? , Purandare 1 Pedersen™®, 53 8¢ T 44 Fj 3L 38
THEAE N EBAFIE. Schiitze R R HIFL B ER M —
SEE KA YN GRER P ZE it R 1, T TARIE BB K , A
SVD Fe it 74t , Purandare™ %t Pedersen, Bruce # TYE
F1 Schiitze I THVEFHIT 744 . /bl B Pedersen I Bruce T
YEvi ¥ B 30 i 1o 52U AT 22 B50H 0 BE T8 J B 1 MeQuitty” s
Similarity Analysis RERE &, ZRKB L ERRK. Ffd@
%47 Schiitze f)— 28 TAF , 4 406 A 1 ST (0 Y11 85 4 3K 2K
BEARA BT SO IE B SRR B B, Btz
b, Purandare Sk ] T 22K BRI AHRAE , 40— JCHRIE . —JOHFE
Pl R BE . WA RN T R AT B A . AP
GUIT% A 5% AH (DL BE N 18] B2 D0 R R BT b O B PR REARGE .
Purandare 1 Pedersen"*! 2 4t b b 8 T 70 M B 18] U3 ) 2
RO eSS E AR IAT TR B T 2 /E AR
ARG, BT, SR RALER NABER B LR S
FNEATERR BT R MR, SRRV A/ DSEER A
REER T, Zhr BT SCmEF RBAISS & R EF, — B
RSB e T S A R R (R 5 E KRR
t,—W EFXHEMET UPGMA HiEREBERELE S
LS I ERRENT , B A RHAGE R RS ORHIE R, el
RIER P AL ILE, BT —Fr E T X BiEfEE LT,

5 i, [F] i, Purandare F1 Pedersen 25 A f# F§ Perl &5 F
KT SenseClusters™ T B, B J& FFid) X B 5189 % 38 T IR 4K
4, AT LA Tl 28 i 2 SRR S HMB A RIBSE
% . SenseClusters B EFIFMEEBTEF B EMHUERRF
B AFMREEEULRENITM %, EWMA the Ngram
Statistics Package ™ 33474 fiF $2 5L, 8 F} SVDPACK™ T
B R X RRAE 25 [ REAT M 4, FF 4R 4 T A CLUTO #y 82
HE XR—- N EEMERTENRET AN, Peders
en® %)@ F] Senseclusters 2 T 2007 4EF1 2010 4£ /) Sem-
Eval, Rt B sh#E BB AR PK2 1 Adapted Gap Sta-
tistic, B+ PK2 A8 BB S AR SOBAEIE . Niu &AM
A Cluster Validation J7 ¥ L 8RIRIS B M HERE FOREEK .

Pinto" A T AP BEARKATIR AN, AEES

. 95 .






Clustering, Hjff GAAC) FIHIA , T K EBE, EXERA
—JUAS AR — SUAR R B R 2 R A KR AE , (8 R A% B4 28 (Infor-
mation Gain, fEjF IG) R ATRAE L, FF L 8 + 2 WLk Gl
BEEAEFEES . KRG, #H EM.K-means, LAC 3 #E 543
FIRTERIFEATRA, BIERELR, KBS AN B 5 B 1 4B
BAERE, X HOR I, R — B RE M, B a s H AR
GAAC W8, 4T KR . L 4E CLP2010 24L& 1)
B EHAT T8, TR H L, EM 3578 78. 55 % /) F-
score {H , K-means 2y 78. 49%,LAC gy 78. 95%, £ fir i & %%
REPHYAIERINE . WNFRATLUE S, ERRRE L BUS 388
BAESHEREAHBE. MBEANERRERKBT
79.33%0H) F-score {8, HEA B — . BEAERM L BRER
B —BHEFEAT T W AR TSR @R R R,
SERFA AR A RE R E .

2.2 ETEMNAXAH

ETE N R R RN EMIFEER 2 [ P 31T 8
CREERETEPREREEHTRAUASN., EEZERT,
25 RRT LA SR B SR B AE , AT LB SN SE B, s ARE
FRZERZEMMECEER. M4 HES UA ML,
XTI E AT R E , TARBIRBFHEE S XS £ LiF
4 S 8] 5 4 R OB 1 45 3 B R A 1) SR S A o &2 SR
X,

T ILIE R SUANRIE L LRI E R RZ L
SR FE — 1] SCPE— A G, Bl dm, 3 R OUE URE, SR E AT
W27 AT 2 “EH” B A X S i [ CSE R A B
B, “SESRVRIRKR LA — Xt R %R L. B BRI
BEHEARIH, W ERER 1A 13 HREFE KK EE
iPhone.,” , 33 B 3L B 1) 5“4 B8 3 AS il — R R B F 7= i, 3
ROMERK RN, R “HE7II, WHR, XHiFEIER
DFEAE B S, FF AN IR 28 SR B — 1] ME— A, AT 53
WX 5, IR T AR Y1) SR 49 ML 8RR

Agirre R T " E T XHBRAFTE . FAEXTHE
B B A B /AR R RIS BURRE I AR 1 B . 2
SFBBTNE . F—-NE, §eWELBE FEAE TS
B LA P A E 1 the HyperLex algorithm'™ 1 the
HITS algorithm** SR KBS BB B FEEPOE. REIT
B 3L P A BNV A, B /NAE U AR Y SRR B RS
L BEFHE SR UREERRBEIE PO,
RIEBIEE/NME B HiRA S L FXRF— bk
BoamE, BEM BT XhEEM M ES M ERFY. bk
TR R EAERERT R R O ) B BTA L8 R E
B, BT 8 0 X R84 R D s RS 45 R Z JE] B BE
By HAPLENEBSER 0, SFEA LTI EHIFES
Xt L e R R A L . TR RS A, B
TR L. HOH SemEval-2007 $E MBEECAE . T 3R
BEGNER GARLEEN B ETXmBIHTERE,
AE_HED, M ABSmERITTE LT CZ R,
—A~ BT SCHERUERE 30 AT 3B BUS A B/RBLR B
BT kB2, KRS SemEval-2007 v i B8 T 7 i it
HAb RS

Klapaftis 2 X151 F B 4 38 89 5C #1145 0 45 &> Jaccard
RPFEEERZRMMCE., RbESEEREEREH

A2 R PR G, 84 T2 TR KEELE & Chier-
archical random graph algorithm)™™, i # gk Al gt — 4~ = X
AT LR B R K Lk B A R SOREE B 83 L
WiELR .

Wgk SR LR IR B IE R, 25 A A U BB R Y
HFH . Dorow Fl Widdows™ % A {5 2 — A~ 35 BLIR] 15 o — Xt
L 25 SCiR) i —Fhi] 3L, R A R O 4% R MR T 5 0 L iR 4,
I SCHERE /D 3 R B 2 TR R 45 0. SR A48 A% B 9
2 VRSB B0 T 45 8 BAE, VS PR 1k L R R 5 BT Y
HHREAEAFTNANE . T DRBRBRE LR T
[RGB 755 S8, B 2 S0 8 o X AR UL BLBE 8 R i
BAREMRBR L EBR, SR T SERBA AR, % 30E
Pl T M RRGR, KRB BT S WordNet H1#)i7]
SMHIPCEL.

SR, BB R 4 AR 5 P A o] b 3R Il R, BR {0
FREEBC . 31 BE T 1R B4 A Sk ME—RAE & Y iRlA)
SCL P A B W B (R R SR T M s, Klapaftis A1
Manandhar'*) $2 t T8 BB AL, 200 R 3 FH A 30 3 A
B £ RS PIRE ST B, A X e AL B RE A R A A
BEANBLARE - HEHEN. BlEaEPMhEaeR
REWE, FAE RS SR B G2 A ZEMER.
B 1N B — RS, U e — 2B A G A L BRI, X B PR
EFIEMAECR 2,3,4, 4B NEHRTHUE, W@ 3 B

N

A3 mE

Hh, v B, e AEH. RE, BAEBHK Hyper-
LexX B EoR AR B P B PO A BO B EERBGEE F
HIRmEEFE X EOHEERREE R RS SRR
EERERNBARES . REREETREANEH R
R, B E P BIHR,

Meanandha I Klapaftis™® {5 5 B3 15 g i H 3% Fe e —
Sof BE 25 LR B — i8] 3, B FRlE R Bl M ) O — BT
BATE, HIEEH OB ) LR 8, Bl SR
SRAE R4 4 T A ER (3 PR R 45 S M S (R R AT IR AL
B X RO A A Y B R R R 9, OB R AR L B
R RLZHE HE R B S, BEL 3 RE P EM AR
REMEZ WD, AT ERBEE N /. &5, #H CW
(Chinese Whispers) B SE 3 B R HE17 R, ERW R T
B S REITE, E S IR T  YEAE B, SR8 1
X HRELEGEHETROTEEDN, ZRGEET SemE-
val-2007 R ALHIERNEATIE LRGN, A Rk 1 frol,

o« 27 o



#1 T SemFEval-2007 iB¥ LR 4R

Unsupervised Evaluation Sup.
FSe. Pur. Ent, #CL Recall
UBC-AS 80.8 83.6 43.5 1.6 80.7

Col-JC 78.0  88.6 3L0 5.9 86. 4
uoy 65.8  89.8 25.5 11.3 81. 6

Het, ColJC BRIEZXEMEN RA LR, UBCAS £
Agirre 1 i 1) B Z 45 2, UOY W 2 Klapaftis #1 Mana-
ndhar B BEBBRALEER. WK 1 HATLUEH, Col-
JC RGFES MV TEAR T IS TR # ST, UBC-AS R
RIS BB S PR B R M, T UOY A8
£, (BRBE R,

ERABRIE NS KL BB — & W BUE 7 5 R &, il
Korkontzelos % AT &t 33X — IR FEAT T 0k LB IAE
TR S, NP iR My s 3 BC A O 45 s T I 6 PR i3 R A
HER. B NTHEPHES LW, BRAEiET, #H
BEFESHER AN BUR AT L L. X FHE—H
X, G BES MR BRESMERGEN
BB RL Y e B A AR, A D X w44 18 U X
BIAXHERGER . ERRGERRERANE. BE.EH
CW BERBTHE A . HF B RABERE RS,
RARAEZFNEXEN . B4 48 THRUHARE TE
WML .

Sytem

1. nouns and collocations of 4 instances of “chip”

A | Company, customer, potato, sale Col: {3,4,10,11}
B | Card, company, computer Col: {1,3,5}
C Card, market, pentium, sale Col: {1,6,7,8,9,11}
D | Cheese, customer, market Col: {2,6}
I1. Vertices (legeng)
1: card 2: cheese 3: company 4: company_potato
5: computer 6: market 7: market_pentium
8: pentium 9:pentium_sale 10: potato 11: sale

. ]/Vz .= l(fcheese__market + fcheese_marker )

2 f;heese

Sonarte

Cluster A
“potato crisp”

Cluster B
“miecrochip”

4 AXHAARKTIERBELH

H, Part]l 2144 1 T BAREIE “chip”# 4 4~ F BV RE
B2 RS, Partll MIAH TREBIKEBT AL A, A BT
RS, Hp, & L BLIRE“ company” i A F
4,5 “company” , “potato” i &) F X B A /] & X, “ company™
AR X, A, “company_potato™fEH— g5 . HHFEE
SemEval-2010 HBUS T 33 ST, a2k 2 Fidl.

# 2 &F SemEval-2010 i EHHLHRE R

Sytem VM F-score  SRecall
UoY 15.7 49.8 62.4
KSU KDD 15.7 36.9 52.2
Duluth-WSI 9 41,1 60. 5
KCDG-POGD 7.8 59.2 59.5

HA,UoY RBRXERALER, HAYEE TREH R
#9773, KSU KDD & Elshamy™ $2 H 2 F 3 %5 6] 1 &
4t, KCDC-PCGD & Kern") i FfGiB A MR AR R AE

L] 28 .

S ASE iR LA S8 R 85, Duluth-WSI 2 Pedersen™) ZF7] 3L
PRI Senseclusters ARG AR 2 ATLUFH, ZT XL
I 4 S BT A& AT TR I BUE T BT SR
Jurgens!SI R TH R Z B F . Z R A WMk
—MAEATURB FENERNHK, ERERES N HX
S, 3t BT LU iR X aRe . R R —H EmA RN
B e MM E X TRSEGEXH E T3, BREY
WHARE, MREHNEE AT R, FTFHE-AE
FRIRIN B X WA 4R 1 %o R 45 A A UBE R 2 2 W
SHBHILLE . BT XA ITE 8, 6 s sl
AEEAS KA BB ARCUE D BRI & 7, BT
—AREE ., AR RR I R G E #1758, RBCR R
PR R IR X . BJE. R EZ A T 3CIE BT ICMIES
HA 3k AL X 2 I8 AR DL BE , BBUAE DL BE B e AR IV i B R 3
T YA L. TR Dorow) % AR Klapaftist® %
AR TAERISE S, BP RS0 X SR A 2 WK S H AR B Bk I 45

Pas
(=]

HEETRMNEE D, RESBNWEEN THEREEE
BEREWH, E-BRERELBDHER WERRHATRE, lo-
annis® E AR B TETEEETHE T ENS R EE. &
TP ) SC US98 AT o A0 SLUR A AR B 4T
EEFREMERREFESH. % XFEE M Klapaftis
Manandhar®® ) 2-FH WL E K9 ia] SUR G 7 84T T 28U %
{8 T Average Degree, Average Weighted Degree, Aver-
age Cluster Coefficient, Average Weighted Cluster Coeffi-
cient,Graph Entropy, Weighted Graph Entropy, Edge Densi-
ty.Weighted Edge Density 8 fr B ZE @ LA k. A B
AH—HSH W AAE RN E MR EREN—FH,
RIGA AR 8 # B B I B &N F B #1TH
S R PP R ERYE. AE—FRATET A TRB S
RIE, B HAERZFME T ETXHSENE S, AEE4
SRR ST R, E B I BT  EEE
NEBH—EHSE, FREW, Average degree fl Weighted
average degree BEIFHIWIFMEMG ik, BN RB RS
BEBLE N A BB TR S sE M. B2, BEE
A i BRI AR R 3R 15 10 T B 0 S 1 78 ROl i s R
KHaSH.

FE SR OF g, B 8 RS R A, XA
Hel 4 A 34 P AR DB SE M1 S BB 3, SR %
REFEHITRE, RBTHRIFHE R, Zhang FASKE
FRiE BT AE SEBIPE R 4 4, S TRl A DUBE A S 1L, 1
CW B ATie UR%y (BB B TIHE P B AR MR8,
AEERBREFR B X R, I HEARER HEEEE , Bk
RRAGERERE.

2.3 HERAXASAF*

Brody™ ¥ % ARy E T SCRHEE R L TR i7 L A
SR, 48] SR G BRI AR A o, DA T A 38 L o347 ] 09
AL, X B AR AR B2k ) 5 F 4 B A (Latent
Dirichlet allocation, fii#k LDA)S™ Seb47 X A A 5%, [FIA, {8
FAZRMFAESERY, a0 88 T SCIRBRHE VR KRB BT
WERE L R B O KX R U RIS, R
— il FHE SR LA AR, IniEl 5 B,
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B 5 N EREHIEAE R R AR 15 B8R, rg A5 B %
I AR LA 0, (HREAIHA % B 118 AFIE 25
KT ¢, IR E AR BIARAE f, JoT LUR 8] i8]
P BRI IR RS . KRG, Gibbs FREEZRBEA
SEBIE R T8 LR BER, AR R B K AT . &
BPERRYF, i L& YRR, tal F T 304 53 28 5 HAl AR G RE
RUR . (B2 LDA B2 A T30 e i UM EUE 55, B
It Yao #F AU 7E Brody 2l F4R H T TS $0 I HAs A,
i B 43 2 3k F1) 7255 3 #2 (the Hierarchical Dirichlet Process, f&
Fx HOP)™" 3t 471 SUHYY . HDP AR5 AR 4R iR 4 B 3l
VA48 8] S8, 3F BLERAS B9 18) SCE 44 HE BB ER Brody B R 4EHE
BEAHIE .

BRI IR 1 SR B KRR AR T BB R R,
Apidianaki**) % 2 F X0E L8918 F P BEAT T RS K H
BAENLSRBIE MR T . MR 7 X0GE Bk H 8 X E iH]
BB N EIERA BARER, BIEREE S BiRE XA
w BERE, T H AR R N U5 R B i H ARE S P L
Bk X F £ E) w, 78 BARER AR BUHRT R R,
B w E BRERPRENE, AR w BE - FRMAIR
BURES F R0 BT SUE B AR 0 TR &R
PR E AU, MU B —E B, B X P R A
HITE . W HBAL RN RN OB REHBUS T84
HIRC R ¥IEAE #8 g baseline . WEE S~ A Shigkt
ot BB 2 1 A [ LR 28 SLim) R R B R S B e B
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TR IR R SR ) 3 38 i) B, B it TR X2 T PP A
AR BTR B R B8 B I 7 v R 1 SCUA 4 0
Ealo AU RN LA 75 A T A -

FE1 ALEBEGNENRNBRESSE, HEX
RO ARFE AT, 30 B R B AR ER AR AR A —
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Fg:—8, B, LR AR Y EE RS
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A BRI X RTINS
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W HARE S R ARSI A TAR S5 RIEAT LB MRIG R A
SR B o X B R AT IR .

FH: 3 FERABARRL A X AT IT AL, B0 3 L8
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REBNEEBRLSY., XIMEERT. BEFFHRETT
AU LB 5, B

TE R SR G PPl gk o 3228 DA BT BT 1 SR R AT 3
i, BT B ITAS O 0k A0 WO B PP A8 s . A BTG O vk
F B PR 0 SRR 3 [0 SRR AT VRAG , W G M BTG O
7 F-score {l . V-measure, Paired F-score. 4§ & FIMH STk,
3.1 RUEBEmMEREE

TR T ERE RGN RRBEREN -
HEEERER . — e ENRETERESTE— R
B TR — B, XA SR R SR AR AN R X1 B
LHEFRETLEYEN. FHANITRE TG EA Fscore,
V-measure, Paired F-score, 4§ B f14§%5 .
3.1.1 F-score

F-score 58 X : A xE S s, , X RL R LB AN 7,5 48 T
b s XL BIANECH nisne FTonJB F A s FIFE b BIEHIEL,
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¥ (Precision) : X T — 25, Fo 3 43 21228 5 vh
B SEBIFT & 1 LE A
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BB R (Recall) : 5 F— 4K, = — AN H4 3% % )
SEBIFRT 5 9 H
Rs, h) =" <4>
XFFHE s, M A 1 F-score & LR (5):
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FCrr k) =505 b FRGs, ) (%)
Yt FHAE] s, B F-score fHE X (6) :
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TR AN F-Score HE L RAD
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r=1MN
Hr,c RIEBIEn RIHEH.
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BB PR TN 2RO R B R B R SE R, X Ry
LR FEROITM . ERn TREEEERONRS.
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DG I B AT P4, 3 5L 24 18) SCUT 4% 72 45 3 AR e 40 19 1) SO
PR, BT HRBNERE, 2 FBEKE) F-score,

3.1.2 V-measure**

V-measure J& 58RI R P AP 98, BETE

e o FBEHE A:
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BerEs HR X RHNES Sya; BB TEMN s

XBFHER HLBEN RLA EE | S| 2R K,
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3.1.3 Paired F-score
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3.1.5 JFtHd

W E S EEZ BT EEE MRS, R0 IF
o RN, BRRA IV SR h B A AR B — , BRSO BRAT
BERE R EREE X RAAD
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F F-score PR A3 W% F B A MR ERAAT T 0065, 1P
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