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Abstract A categorical sequence is composed of finite symbols which are arranged in a certain order. Nowadays, cate-
gorical sequences,such as gene sequences, protein sequences,and speech sequences, etc. , widely exist in many applica-
tion domains of data mining. As a major method for sequence data mining,sequence clustering has a great value in iden-
tifying the intrinsic structural of sequence data, while it is also an open problem due to the difficulties in measuring the
similarity between sequences, This paper proposed a new similarity measure for categorical sequences,and introduced a
length-normalization factor to address the problem that the existing methods are sensitive to the sequences length, and
to improve the effectiveness of measuring sequences similarity. Based on the new similarity measure, a new clustering
method was proposed, where directed acyclic graphs are constructed according to the similarity between samples and a
hierarchical clustering of categorical sequences is performed by graph partitioning. Experimental results on real-world

datasets show that the new methods based on the normalized similarity measure are able to improve the clustering accu-

Vol. 42 No. 5

racy significantly.

Keywords Categorical sequence, Clustering, Similarity, Normalized variant

1 8|8

145 5 R — 4% — R UF-HES T B4 = 88 A6 A
YIFFGEE TP ATRFRIEDD . ERFES B, B
8 B ROR R 2 0 R 5 B0, X B B 4 AT F AL AR B AR
HBMEE, RERHEZH BN ETRANEETRREAN
A2, RARIEEIE S B SRR AT IR 4 09— Fh B
B K BRERR—EE AL RTHELUN, A
RIS AR AMMUERDY . RS IFFI RIS TR AT
WAEFF—MEE I, ERFHNESERETEES
HEMEMH. AHEXRHEENRLE . FS5FIIRENE
LAREZS [ EAR U B B O BERti e . SR T, AR TRUER M B
B, 5B A AR FH WK B B8 5 AR B B T

PR H #9:2014-02-18 iR 4& H #9: 2014-04-23
716224) Bl

% RIS EREE S BFIKELRSRE,
ESCE BN S MM R ER - EAERE, YHHE
B RN B TR R U Hxd .
A& B E A B RIEFSIEF R ERA S RHR S RB K
B, B, —RFFIE LA — A BRBLR IR RR AR,
XA, FF R AR SRR AR F A S RE—XRFIIH G
B2 EAHUES . B8, TR P HAREB I EE
55 B HBIE R FH XM E T 5T 7 R 898 B ok
WEAER s A1 » 120 7 5 3F 47 7 2040 0 4R 1 48 T R B B9 B F 1)
B IS O TR AR W 5 (1A L A
RIS FBE, WA, A THRERIT 5, U
457 B 0 B BT 5 LoX 77 B AT AR R (E R
LS AN RE 5 T R /M BE R AN Ak B R 8 IR 2

AXFERFERBFEESE (61175123), T THE BB (FE )T 8 (JCYJ20120617120

W W1987—), B B4, TEBF T H IR E  E-mail; zhanghao_study@163. com; BRR € (1972—), B, 8+, BI##EE, TEHFR Fm R
BHERE ML 285 3, E-mail ; clfei@finu, edu. cn; 94881965 —), B 1§+, #42, TEHR AN AT E R BIRESE MBSE .

« 114 -



S, BERBNE FIIRIMKEZRRE CHEMUEE
BHHEZERN—NEEEE, KW WA WFI X,
HWN-gram™) | SCS™ 45, #7288 T XA F DR GEH BAL P
i B 25 S AR L HE I B SR A R A T AT

FRRERTES G ENMOEER I %, £ T HR
AHEMBEFTE EFFIRETERELERBFHANRER
EZ— HPXUERREZREREBZHRY . BRAR
REMNROE—MEERY N MEFR, EESIFHEMUNE,
HIRAE K. A 3 FIEN AT EER R h a1
& e SEEMTHEES . ML T2uEnTE
B, B R BE RRE A 0T fge A A SIER
FELR S AR, B T A S IR A PN R U, R B L
F 50 S A R BE S, SCRRJR T 7[R 28 51 By 3 ) B B S HE R
B AT BB E S A S AR AR T IR H /DN, X R 2 43 B 5 K 45 B
ATREBREAN—ABXED, B TFRERELFTENR T
R HRERGEMERNRREHS  ELENAP BRETFE
AP —1TRAERFHEEIMEREE BHIOEHERE
LRI RALER, i TASHLEERNGER iR
BT EA BB, B TR 5 R 25eT, BUA #9 Nogram™ |
SCS™ e ME B A P AT R R IR AL R .

AR —FFTR IR TR, TR E EE
FHF A4 4T B XRS5 B it ER E e E, 4t
iR A EATE R 3R MNFEF K BT S SEWE ., %
EROEM L RDTETREROHERBIBRREETE,
B AR E -5 F 5 M T B B 8 A B 5
AR B RS B S, TR SR R A IR Y SRR BE L R AR R
FAP IR E R E B RIS B MRRL RS, FHRE
B oy EE e SRR AR B R B R A (] B R 1
HHELA T HRAE B A E G ER A 5 RIE B EIEERE ™
AHE B R T S5 5ER B B SUR 48 72 ) BE R AT 2R R
SRR ORB AR, LI RFY, A CR M SCNS B i
(Sequences Clustering bases a New Similarity measure) 7£ A~
FE4SUEM R FI SRR LS T RIFIBERHER.

ASCEE 2 WA BARTAE; 58 3 AT N P 5 thX %
BT 5 4 IR R RE AT B S VAT
TIIFEMERERIN BRE BEL0 HAH B RRBFR
Jim.

2 fHxIE

WNRTRTE , AR B B — R TT ik B E R 4 7E Y
SRFFIRE DA 2 818 E N XHE, X2 HNARFS
S RAERERE) , B SRIFEE RN R . L BH 75
KEAR — 45 i, X 2 (R R AR 48 7 ) (8] 0 AR (ol B B 7R
EIME. ANMR] R B3 o SRR PR BER B — -5 3 A BB/ NF
FIKEREREFIIBEZRTERRNETEREZ—. T
HEHN RIS REETRERM T,

WA £ THERMANAREERGHE PSTO W BEF
) %, CLUSEQ!'Y . DHCSM S Bk # M T M B ik
HTHSFIIRE. PSTRTRXANERE. FHRHEKE
FEREBRND/RARE, B RANHSFSEE
BRAGE IR C ER KRB, A M S B B R IR RA .
BLART7 B R B — S 5 HAR 2 X S0 7 51 ) T SR SRk B
BEMREHEMENRROH T O BT HESMERER

PR = A — AP 5| R E RN R E R IZFF S5 &1 260
RARUED, R, ST RE NS R B S T g8 BAR D
BV, XRS5 A S5 MR R K A, T LA S TR 36
BRAESHER FH B ETEEASERURBER ;I H,
REF BRI P OEE R, B, T HRER
B T R 5 B) AR BB A e R v L e AR A PR
R EEMNEABHEIREFFILENFTEE,
TLECRIAF 5 B B £, 5 3 I G AR U A e . (B AT 7
EVCECAF 5 88 BT I 39 2 %) 55 5 1< A n 1 eI 1 37 K B
BRI N TR R, SUFF TR PR
PRI R AT S 5B B/ E R (L HRE BB simO),
WM 1 PR (=2, BF MR ZF 82 RAA” “FFF”;
& (=3, FFSMICERFER/ &8 R “FFF”; 3 (=>4, FFFIM T
BlFEAF Nz TR EMR SR B/PRKE [ BES. N
HW M, R, B CEA S 584508 0] gE i
%, RWXFE 2 F 341, Rig S2 5 S KENESD IR
A BEY) AT B ER A sim(S1,S82) =5im(S2,S3), B8R
% BRI A RO A B R K X A U AR
S1:AACFFF
S2: AADFFF

B 1 B AR 7R 8B 5

S1.AAAA
S2: AAAADDD:++++D
S3. AAAAEEE-+++E

H2z AHFAFHFSEKERRE 3 F5I

WK FF T EERA N-gram!) JED S (SREBIERD)
SCS (BEFHE BRI E) . N-gram™ & J H B
BEMAXKFSRHNMEOREEWFFIRMHELIE, AT LE
BHEAADAIER N EESEUSEERRGEN T
¥ EDOBLEITEHA R R B — RS — RN
BORBHRAERBOCRITEMAME. AN, Ngram™ 1
EDUO ) L ge R BB FFE ) BT 2 R &N A SE AR, 3
HE#I&FHEL EMERMAERI A LT, BE
BT EFE R4 EAER X, SCSRIEEMNAS
B ERRT BiRE R MR LR S BB 197 JFFIER
AR B RE S AR B, LU E B R SR , R
HMFEEMNTFAEYFI IR BN FED, AR
SCS™ 733 #95 B0AR K i %8 B 7 42 TR oK He 4% BRI M, T EL 77
HE- 5SS 5L RITE, TREEE,

ERFFIELEE R T EFE - RMRA, NRE
BB BB K EX A ERER T RNREG. B
SR N-gram' R FIBR DA I B RS P B K FFI 8 K &
(LCSR) R TH BR R AR i 7 v, (EX RO B BR T 20 2 BRI
A, R FEE R ERFGEE: X F S.S: S,
BAMKEBRIS | >S5 1>S: |, BAXM TR LT, 5
I, EATZE MR R RAF S R BT et %, BT
sim(Ly,Ly)>>sitm(Ly , L) M TT REHE ELER K. 3 B BE ]
BRFEERFRENEERE MAAF LT ERFRE
RUFBOHAIETI K R .

SEXTEA 5 LoX B 15 38T 5 R 8 ok B 3o A B BE 5
ey [ R, A SC AR T A LT B F 8 e S L, A A
HERTFIHKEX BRI, £03%T B T E M8

« 115 »



165 7 0 B T B0 5 S O O R A 0 e LA 13 8 O 391 2 Y R 26 1)
B, AR BTN R AR . RE 7 PR B (A BE
BB A RS R AL A R MR R E S AM
b A B e B ot L R 4 BT (R SR T SRR

3 KEMEANFIIBUTER

A BB R F S B s A Bk P
UCEEAF S BB K B BUE M AT s R EE T AT R 19 3 4
PR, 38 T R X 3 ME R ATE B 73+ F LAERA
3.1 FmEoEER

BT TSRO ER T E, SIATEREAE X,

EX T B—AFF S=s5100ws. , HA

Dsiersion BRAKERN LHFRER S H0<lisim—
I+1;

2)% i<i<i+l—1,'}'1ll7§ Sj €S

D ISIHERFH S K.

EX2 BAEFH X=z1 2, 5Y=013, ,HP,

DXFVYe Bz =y WA X0 =Y, H T BRE
SR FRBIRKE [0k~ 1,

D% F =y, 3 X, Y8 X, =Y, Hx, €
Xt sy €Y, UBRE T Frx, 5 v, ILAE.

EX3 I X 5F5Y ALESR SIMX,Y), ES-
IMX,DFRFS X 55 Y fAEGUE & ok ERER
+.

FEECEE RS EES IR D TR FF S 3EE
RIS B BORB B BF 5 R I AE U, SRS B R
FMUERR SR TR AREERMNFFINRMUE. FES
Peh, £REFIIFHERE - RERL RS HEMNTFIK
— RS, MAES S M5 ILAL. 46 UL 5 80
BUTBEINEEERRFSHIE, WA 3 iR, HELRE
RS S1 5 S2 ZR7E I BUER 4 MR T B
AEEEWREMS. FIOFEFTIHHRFS K, FFE5IHE
FTERER 4 W55 5 KPQE, 15 X 2 THI, BiFs | h 5
K ICAC, X W 51 i) K 38R 5 HALRFS VT B, BT LAY
RS K BEERWILR. R, X FRF R
5 G, EAFRIIPEFEREN 4 /S & CDEG, Billh
EX 2 T, FFFIRFS G LR, XENFEFF FH G
REHMAFSICE, Fr LABFI RS G AHIEEH T,
M3 S2 hF4F & CDEG #8 CDE E L 5 HEHF ST
B, BTFHEREERILE, S1 455 CDEG 8 CDE
FEES S2 h#F5 A CDEG i) CDE L. & 3 FiRmfFsl
FAEEE MWLM S G 124, T LUE BT 50
ERGHERBINFS BITE T, 5189 53 0T AC 2
REREAEXT,

R

§2: TE GEFMNRSFFF

3 FFFIRFERNRERN ST

3.2 HEH%
HEIAR U BE BT S B ROR AN E
HiE 1 WFSIMLEER
BATLX=% % Y=Yy, Vno
Bl X 5FF) Y BRBUE SIMX, YD,
.« 116

L1 &% SIMX, ) =0,3F X PHE—IFFE x, 1) flag(x)=
0, FHEXHT Y HEME—15 ;i flag(y)) =0,

HFFH X PHENS «  EF Y FIR-AE52E
I FILBELHIRFS v, HIRE flag(y) =0; IR FF) Y PFEE
52 SRS 4 flag(y;)=1,SIM(X, Y)=SIM(X, Y)
+1,

HB 3 SIM(X, Y)=SIM(X, Y)/ESIM(X, Y),

3 X 5F5Y 350 | X Y NS, B3 X FE4
SRS Y P IFRALEF S, §ETERARFI Y F
REAEZMHANFS EETFWBER TEEER|Y M
By MRARIMBEMNAS  EBTNHER T REAWX M
FRFSHEN DL -1 MHSREMS MUEE 1 (REE
REHROX - Y| T, ELHEE 16, RAUTER
SIMY BB A KRB % LRETHHER . BiRE T
B m MR F SR, B BENFEIIBLN miTH =
BB RIIBE BANE  TTEEREIIRE AL
HEMRANE RE EIRAFFILES S, AFERE
B S R — R BRI B R BE, R —
MEESRBTESZED TREANKS, BAERKTESS B3
BT FIRAERIALE b, mARMARY B, BRI N EH
TFEARRERILE., ¥ RN, AR N NRFSREITE. 3
A BRI RS B 1 et E A E s O X - Y] - TV
AR OUX| - Y] « Tv/m),

AT 8 Sk R B B AR S A S R BT R R B
BT REWMFIAUETEN —ANEERNE, FiftdE—
AR, THXSH T ORERTHN. REBEE 1,
1 P 3 B R DL B 5 W9 e 271 ) G AR5 B 30 o4, T DR G B
HMREFEFEMKENT WHEFHE. NFEH¥AES.:
I K BRI EREN I MHS T S8R,
METFE T T, B -5 DL AL B9 BT 5 BE R & , A R B UL i 47 5
BB, B H TR T B, W BB E KRR B ILED
WIS T T B/het, aTRER 2R £ AT E R MUTE. B
EREEW LA RBERSHEAMLE. X ERIECHS,
TIR M REECAE R T E: RSk (141 E 2 1,54
Fih m MEJMTSHABRMFET X 5EFF Y, X S5Y #
1) B AL R BN 42 P (X, YD), M B R 2P (X,
VX EYMERALRFHROMEKE Kxy il H TR
%:3

Koy = 10BUX I+ Y1?) +logy (1—Axy ) +0. 57

' —logAx.y

Ay =max(3(p$)*, S (pHH)

B, pf Mopl B MRINFSEX MY H M

HRAE L B 447, 78 SERRRL A R LR 7 sk T BB
JEE X TF—AMERE, REEXMFEI(XL, Y M Kry . REK
H 3 B E Y T B9 Kave » DX [E] [ Kave — 15 Kae +2] 3
AMEUL 5. 3 WHERIIES 447 .

3.3 MMHEF

7 LCS(BRAITFHFFD 4, LCS WK B F T3 i
Emdn. FEE, B 1 AR 2 SRS HANAE RS
BEE TSI K BRI, WA ERRTFR—EHF
B, AT RE I K BEAR KT A B MOAHBUE . BVE AL R W /N T

5 2




Fil BEXTARUBE B B — b 7 kY B B SR A LT Ak O
B sim(X,Y) /max(| X |, | Y1), BI 5503 AL B i AR 10
BRELXBIES P B K SRR BT X O A T A 1) B
A AF3IAFF XY ZBEIXI>YI>ZL,X5Y7.X
5 Z MR HARLES IR siml=sm(X,Y) /| X|.sim2=
sim(XL, 20/ 1 X BTFIYI>1Z1, B8R siml > sim2 B 7T BB
B sim2>siml BT REME S, BE A, B max(| X |, [ Y DYER
ML HE FH A R/ MRS R . T EH S AS
HMFEHETF  ESIM(S,,S:) .,

stF 3RS X, Y. Z,BIXIZI|YI|=|Z|, 8 L E#4
WA, HITE B F ESIM(S, , S, )i UL TR .

(LESIM(X,Y)Z=ESIM(X,Z) X4 |Y | = | Z| &}, ES-
IM(X,Y)=ESIM(X,2);

(2)ESIM(X,Y)ZESIM(Y,2Z), {4 | X|=1Y|=|Z]
ft, ESIM(X,Y)=ESIM(Y,Z);

(3ESIM(S:,S) 5181, |S: | XFMHEER X

B Smin=min(|S; | 5152 1) s Sax =max(]S; |, | S; |),0<C
q<<1;#%5 ESIM(S: ,S;) = Suin * (1— g max/Snin , F [ A EHE
1 FIETE 2 B, Mrs i ESIM(S: , S ) IR S0 B M5 (1) Fid:
(2, 18 g BEE KRB/l ESIM (S, , Sy ) AR B R
(3):q B/NBT, 0 g=0. 01, ESIM(S, , S ) 2 Sumin » A1 BN TR
(3) 3q 8RBT, Wg=0. 99, ESIM(S, , S; ) 2= Spax » A~ 185 JE HE R
(3), LWEW g ZEXELO. 8,0. I5INBERL .

A THERA ESIM(S, , S:) R RHEFE (D, 5 A EH- 1.

EFE1 f(@=lz+ Q=g )RXT x WBERE K+
rH5q R 2>=1,0<lg<1,

JIERR

(DX f(OREE f(D=—1/2" « A—¢g)+1/z+
(—g¢*) + Inq,

(D% gl@=f (0,5 g(@RFH/ g (@p=—¢“" -
Ing. B g (@>>0,87Lh g(@) NI R%L.

(I ¢ WREIH O, DY BHO, 1], BR g(1)=0,FF
P g(@)<<0,BIH f(2)<0,{XY g=1H}, f(x)=0, FriUY
x221,0<g<<1 B, f(@)=1/x + Q1 —q" ) RBWEL.

S THERR ESIM(S, , S:) R B fR (2), B A g3 2,

TBE2 h(t,)=1—¢ —t) » Q—)<0,HF t1,t2,¢
R0 =>1,0221,0<C¢g<1,

ﬁEEﬁ:

(DAt s t)=1—gi—t « A—g)=1—¢i—1, « (1—q).

(D% FaD=1—¢—1n + A—, % fG)IRFE £ )
=—q + Ing—1+¢, % g(@=rf (1), % gl K BB ¢ (9=
—t o g o lng—gf P 1,55 g (¢) >0, B g(g) Ky
HREL.

(IR g IR B O, DY BRHO,1], HH g(1) =0,
P g(@<<0, Bl £ (1)<<0, X% ¢g=18F, f(n)=0, FrLh
W4 21,0<qg<1 B, f(t1)=1—¢i —t - A— @ BRBEH.
EH FQ=0,FTLL f()<0, FTLL A(t ,2,)<0,

4 HSHFIIMBERBAEZ

AR TR LR H ) R U7, R 4 IR R
R, FIREF LA SCNS, HEA BB RS 3
R K BT BAT S 5 E S A DU i i A, 8

AR BRRELER, B4 ME S REAZFERE
10 MEEARR N 3 AR, A B AFENEE., B4R5RIE
A RERAIF A — G5 B0 0 1 38 B, 0% 8 B B
HHRRREARNE S EEFHRANEHN BERNER
BEAR 2 [ B 1 » B R B 45N B0 I R A [ “ B 5
BB MBI CHEF AR R B9 (1. 5,1, 5,2,2,2,2,2,2,2) , 3R B
3AME 2’ 4B BUE, HE 10 MREAR4rh 3 3, InE 5 B,

2

N

N

B4 1B 3P T B % E

l

N\
T =7 \
(1 A 2=
VL)
&)
\
\/

K5 3AFEE 4 ERERRER SR

IR ERE A TER PSR A R AT M LE, HE
XinF:

EX 4 WABREENFHRER, MXHANERE
LR(A,B)}:

LR(A,B)=SIM(A, B)/max{SIM(A, + )| - €P, }+
SIM(A,B) /max{SIM(B, « )| « €P.}, HE# SIM(A,B)
FoR A, B WS B HEUE s max{SIM(A, )| « € P+ } &R
A SEFBRNS [ EKHELENRKE.

W FAENFSEFIEMBERRALE L, EREMWE
B AT B RERIE N — R, A RERIMAHLIE R
BT AR R BT B AR B HE B R B KB, BRI R A95X
WA ESEA ., #5, §FRARREEMELE ™
AN, R P — S X MR R IR AR A R XA
R H B TR AR A R — R e, BB — K
EgMEEE. eI EERLE KEBE A HEELAN
B, WA —FHERF R SR B N NBIRHES B 5 £
MELREENBELERSBE. BRUIFEOT AEZL
B B i B 4l B B E DT RE, M A X 4
B, AR DA —AMZ B B R 58 kLB EE T
B, X8, 8 TFEPIEERGIN TS FEIED R
FRI—#,XERBRT L BRREE. B EARBESRET
DB, MELREEERNTEENUTHIERE asE
FEk R T TR FPRSL AR E T B v 2R A R4

SCNS BE F AR mT .

k2 SCNSEHKEE
B CHERE S, BAR k.

Witk MENES.
BB RERE 1RE S SRR A AR L.
o 117



BB 2 HCERENENES. PIh C={FFARESE).

¥R3 HERCHNRFARKNBINELR pyp, F18 SIM(py,py)
=max{SIM(p;,p) | ps €EC,p, €C},p; $EEF] p2» 38 p1op2
BRI,

FH s HECHNEE—TE BELE S, FN, %255, 3,

SRS HEFFOCRENFHANERE;

HB®6 A REEERMNNBIKMIGFHEE R e REGE kK ME
YE A F1{E.

BT MTHRANEE, WRSEEE/NTRME, WKFREE &
B kA BRI A8 kAT ER0EEE, 5 EEE
P ERE A S R — 25 21, A [ 338 I P9 R BE A R R 38 91, i
BERRBE kB, X kAR,

ST N AEA, BETE NON— 1D X R (7] 47 L BE
WEE 2 HERE 1 MERERER ONE « [X] - Y| T/
m) s FEABR 3.4 o, (5 PR R HE P ik XA AR (8] AR (DL EE 3 /D
B KN FFHEF , i [E] B 22 B R O(NElogNY , NZE B AR IKH
WrHEF E RSN EUEN NP ESRER TARNGE, &
BT AR, W EEE X AR A, R R b dy ot 8] | 2 5
O, B’EFE NIN—DRXHRY AN, B IR 3.4 AT
(BN OND Y25, 6.7 BB EI R £ & 2 O(NlogN) .,
2F |, SCNS BRI B 22 B 0 O(N?logN)

5 BWELHRSH

AYHESEIRN ARESE LRI IRNK SNCS B, B
RN BEEE, EENBLRI LB EEEIEN ISR, B
WELRERMFEZNARERNERRER.

5.1 SEIAMiEE

KT BIEEEMARE, R T EE EEMEARX 3
MARSURMFIIRAE. TRERT 4 MEESE, +5H
DS1,DS2,.DS3. DSt # 7R, DSI 3k B F PBIL (http: //pbil.
univ-lyonl. fr/) K9 [F] ¥R % # 37 9 & B K #E E HOVER-
GEN'®1;DS2 3 § F PBIL A4 [R5 8 4 47 2 R 3048 B2 HO-
MOLENS!S}, i3 F PBIL ZEASWTE 7, Bk DS1 1 DS2 4
B ScER{16 A Fr N, DS3 £ 5 MMM EETLE (‘a’,
‘e’ 1,407, u), BEAH LIRS I R A FiE& R e,
DS4 BAEGER AW 51 Bkt iR R X 43 89 “ (o/ B 8-barrel”
EABRFIS ., S#EEENFEASEIE 1 FTH, K NS
REFREEFFINEGAEL REZFEETREIINFEHK
B NCREBIBEFFILANMEE; NCN R EHIEEF
R E PR

#1 TRPEEHHEXER
DB  Description of the dataset NS AEL NC NCN

homologous vertebrate

DSt 285 1307 6  23:50:26:35:92:59

genes

homologous Ensembl
genes

DS3 speech sequences 50 1898 5

(a/B)8-barrel protein
sequences

DS2 251 1074 6  29:28.55:70.:21:48

10.10.10:10.10
DS4

33 871 5 6:7:6:8:6

5.2 ¥ ESEMIER
T MR RO F AU X B R A B, 3 A Negram™! #
SCSH 3P A~ 3 Wi i Fr 51 A8 1001 BE B 07 1 4 Do X L ok 5 o
BUEE T B BE  BE R MR R E AR D s B, L B
BIRAREMMERE. 8 T —P WK SCNS Ktk 6E, 5% M
o 118 »

CLUSEQM X4 8F PST M FFI R KB EAE N Xt B Bk,
B F N-gram™ e N {HH B BE MR EE W, L8 L
BN NEKHEENRE N-gram* 7 FRBREET
BHHMBREEE. TRFIAHENRIE B E TR
H%HE .

B R E RTINS RIS B IR PR
AT PEM DY . R T LREAE R LRSI E M, X B R A
W AR REE VRN SP 45— F-measurel® S PE M 3R
BEERMARNE . XFEERER R NI FG. D
ESLH:

F .)=2* preision(iyjg) * recall(i,j)
+J preision(i,j) trecall(i,j)

He,i=1,2,,e,j=1,2,+k, precision(isj) =ny/n;,
recall(i,j)=n; /n; ;e BLFRRFIEH .k BREEEE .0 B
2% PETERRES  MREANEHE n REIREH  hREA
HIEE n BERE ] PHANEE. BLELERMEME Fmeas-
ure £ XHAF .

F= Z%max(F(i,j))

He N BEASEANE.
5.3 XWHRRBRIH
LHRFHRENTBESNESIBHESE LH#HT T 5 kil
L B 5 R ARE R 9. LR RINE 2 5], SCNS
TEF B AAUE B b, 38 o B AR T IT R 4 s ST R 2
K EE, REERENHE BT TR AR SENK
B, RIGHESIEEWEL T HBES Kar B01E, 7T
LAF Ty 5 Kavk REERE , L T B BOF A 40 B

2 BETARBREFENENTFIHELEEENRIEE

F-measure
HEXF & BEREAEED
DB SCNS N-gram SCS SCNS N-gram SCS CLUSEQ

DS1  1.0000 0.7630 0.7608 1.0000 0.8433 0.7608
DS2 0.8302 0.7065 0.3351 0.7675 0.8590 0.3351
DS3  1.0000 0.8481 0.8421 1.0000 0.7241 0.8421
DS4  1.0000 0.8248 0.8330 0.8717 0.8717 0.8330

0. 4656
0. 3601
0. 6095
0.4927

£3 HMEHEHE LD WBRES Kar HIHE

DB I Kavr
DS1 12 10. 97
Ds2 12 10. 71
DS3 7 7.28
DS$4 5 5.05

MR 2B NIRRT ENET RERNER
RE L, MLTF N-gram™ &5 SCSUEFH B Rk, Hily £ 5] 4
BB TR R G, XWIE T 6 AT R 7T LUA 3t
A TR B BE MBI T 32 38 3 S AR LU FE B e . A8
HFETRAENBERRER, OFI AU ERERET
BRI R LB LR ROMRERIEE . ML TR 2 PH
3AFF L BT A R HE B L KR, CLUSEQM #y
R RN TR R P FS X 7 i L
ERGITRE T EE R,

CLUSEQ™™ R B HIBEHL L BUR 2 b0 1 H S R W 2R
N BRI S0 PRI EE B A — E R A BRI
S, BT LALL PST R Al H) CLUSEQM ™ 3 AW 685 775
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B} BT e K BRI T R DT BLAF 517, T N-gram() R BE3RE]
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SCNS #4750 X AU 2, 8B B T8
HFYW3EX. AMHARTHAGREFEE. EdE® 1 E
T 2 JEB T LUE XA R B0 R ML B T AR B 19 3 M
BRI, BV F A SR T 75K X H R
BHkmEm.

TERE RN . AR TS B XA
ERITBEEAEE,EE AGCT 4 5 1E& RN
PRI ST IS, MR R A 2 R, BT %M
N-gram 5 SCS & % th B ; SCNS &8 I Bh 12, N-
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MFFIEAE 10 MES, KPFFIE  FEEIUFFINEK
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R, A E 8 R eE SRk, [HMWE 2 A LIEH,SC-
NS b [8] FF 85 B Al » ELYE SR BL A i 3 K BE SR AT, B (B) FF
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