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Feature Set Splitting for Co-training in Text Categorization

ZHANG Bo-feng SU Jin-shu
(School of Computer, National University of Defense Technology,Changsha 410073, China)

Abstract In the area of text categorization, co-training method always needs a naturally independent split of the feature
set which is hardly to obtain or rarely exists for most of the corpus, This paper presented the quantitative description of
the conditional independence of feature subsets given the class,and suggested a strategy for splitting feature set locally
in this sense. Two algorithms respectively based on sample clustering and graph partitioning for feature set splitting in
the precondition of independence were proposed. Experimentation on two corpuses shows that,in the feature divisions

produced by our methods, the combined effectiveness of the co-trained classifiers is improved by applying the unlabeled

samples. As a result, the applicability of the co-training method is extended.

Keywords Text categorization, Co-training, Feature set splitting, Locally adaptive clustering, Graph partitioning

W EIZR (co-training) BAEH A AL B ¥ I, H
DFHEIEE B R FRB AT LR RS KB TFHE
&, BEREMNZBIESEHEFT HAMEMTY, A
TR R BB IR i H P, AR M RN RRAS AR AEE I B A
4381 (splivy . SCBR[ 23R B0 Fo b v) R, BMEIEFRIE R FE AL 43
ENRFAFE AT LGE S PRI 3R 8 r RBCR k&
H LAl R A AR IE A R B/ 48l BRT, BR R
B AL ST R PRIV SRE R AFAE AR 2 B A EBRARF L

A ICTE T AR KT Sl s B E B AR v, 4R
SATRERIESE BRI , 25 th 4 DI B TREA R IR B nE 2
BASAE B B 43 B B A R B ORI TN 5 SR A2 ST M A
fEESFE T, F BT e HFHRNGNMR. Bl
TESE R 53 8], BRIV Sl i R AR ERE AR K KB T LA Naive
Bayes™*1 J9Ji§ )2 (underlying) 22 3 7 B B 7 6 853 R, 38 F
BRIIER,

b EI %

R e — RSB AT HE R A ISR RS 0 2 5288
B S IR R MR Cview) XA I AR T RE A 2

BIR B 2008-04-28  AFZEFK H AR S (90604006) BB,

BLEE BHEAT ST 2% 5T, I L AE B B TAE R[5 40 B 4 4%
K% Hep B M RE X RN ARFAFIEFE LW XA RR,
M R W T8 8 I B B AR EE R A AR TR A 43 14
AL NRE K TS BN E—RER T, BVER
SrRAETE B O MARE P I RIRERA, I A RIRE
EAPHEN N EREMETIREFMABREES S,
Frok iR B L HRE R BN B SR UFENIRES
R, B EF-REFTREBOXSHEECHRE L
AT B bR R 4R b R M A8 B msR , ol A R T
&, HRIW R &M . AR A Naive Bayes R R
7k RIGERE , RARN DR BEF N REDFLSHA
& > BIAN AR R R 2 25 3850 Y A9 5 T AR IR 26 5 19 )5 e A i
FeItHME

Kb THEF F3GHe U TS A MU G in g
GGDEER C={crasman ), EREREAES K L=
{((dysl) s (dasla) 5= (diLis ey )}’ﬁ* L€ CHRAAE d;
IR (BB HD , RAREREAE R U= {di+1 s digezs s
dini+u 1 D=LUU KA G, & ol FRE 295 BT IR 18 1 45
MEEEH V={v 0w, um}. BV, VOIRERHIETFEF
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SV H—A 438 (split) , IRA V1L, V. CF 3%, R Vi N
V=0, ViUV, =F, H3&K d X FE S UHRIERE
£FF bEre, a0he e dIF R S{F, B F Ll
e e

SCERL3 TR HH T B I 4R Bk 38 , BP IR SRR SE 1Y
NEELER I ARGETHEMA, 3 H B R PAC
(probably approximately correct) # B F 0] 2 3 &, W JE B
SrARTT LGB SRR R AR BIER . SIE 1 BRI EE
Email #28™ , Kh G —BITRRXFEBMEEE LW5E
BFRR, ORISR A FHE B SRR LRS84 30T
PSR FRSEFE LMY, gk Remdks
HIR2E: P 25 o L B A () B TR R TR O AR AE , VE B A R R 28
LAHE S NEPRFHEER TR B RARRT &AM
CnE S o) WRFES o HRARE HiR. ARZEHE B
FEFEBRZREEMA SR T BA FMEM At nE s
c2 BRAFIES o MAAHRFE) , T B S M FFE R B R4,
Bl EFREE(EEDOM 5 h, HRBEEEMEERXTFHER
AWk, Fot, HAREE b F A A2 — B E LUE
S FERN TR LSRR, R BRIE b WRER e 8
BEHRIFHERBE.

B 1 Email 43357 B0 FFAE S 5331

SRTITE SRR F o, KBB4k 45 4 AL S0 A 1 43 26 [l R AR
MEFE RS P 44 AR IE 2 55 T2 51 10 B Nk sz 4031, B L ]
YNl B4 B LR BR 20 B 5 4 A 9 P TT (S04 A 28 4R AiE AT
A$EH2H) anchor words 43 5IE BB 43 #1™) B Email (HR {4
LA A2 IS IE 2 BB AR 2 30D SR 2. AT
ESCER(2 ] sE I & B, FEAR IR TE A 48 A3 1 ST PR A R B
T HEIVIGERR ST RS ARIBRHR BT, A EIEREE M
HLAEIBOLT , WA coEM B 55 /) Naive Bayes 4328
BHEREBRRK IOUNER BUERESTER 4. B
AR AL ARPENHEET , 4 B EE LA
RE/NAEEFR LR TR E B RVISGE AR k.

2 DAk RTR A B ESR S B

ERREE AR MHEFEEE M REH TELIH
KM FIEE S E BB B R FRTEAER, BT F3RE
BMLHEGTHREERMAEFEEEHFELTRERE
SR A B FROSAE BT DI S S R R Y 4381 (SPL,
split in the precondition of independence), ®f F4F1E 2 8] B
[ B (co-occurrence) 36 & % i K 1iF £8 0] By S ST RIETE R
PR EE TR b, B RN RIE T ERITEARSL
FefF T LSS HYETER B 5381
2.1 $ETFEMIrtE

B R—A B RS EL WAL ER R ER T E
BIREE, BB a8l B0 — iR BEFNETHARY
FBE R, B R ABE SRR AESE 2 18] B R B AR FRAR R Y

K. TTEAMARAE 2 8] i (R BR 3R 1 5 58 SCPA- MR 22 [R] B A
Kk, It — P L MHIER Z R AR

BT H6s€VRBFEMHE EXLEMNELEES
c€EC T MABMXEEL HRIE c TRMEXERER.
Nc(t95)2
rc(t,s)={_———_Nr(t) K N@N(>0 -
0, otherwise

Hop N, G, O FRERS] ¢ FEIQERFE : fl s FSCRE
N.(OFREH c PEEERE CV HIXRE. FEBE
AR -

HHE1 0<r.(t,9<1, r.(t,)=1 4H{XY : fMs FEc
REEARP REFN SR, 7. (6,0 =0 BENYEIIBREE
o AR A o Rl H B ,

MR2 r.(-, HO=1RFELV EH—-TFMXE.

HR3 #Fr@)=1LUXEM vEV,r.(t, )= r.(v,
$)o

COHEWE. Y O LR AE S s AT TR
FIFESEHE T 7. (2, BB O B, BANIFESEH ¢ F MM E M
Hig,

EX2 BT,SCV REANESHETFE, ELEHE
BERG € CTHRGHXRE HRNE c THEXER
w:

_ 2eriest (£,5)

AT LAE SR A R R R BB T HEENMEE.

HE 4 HESREFE TS SV 0<G<Km, 0<j<<n)
PAE RN, 0<e<<1, % R.(T, ;) <e (0<irm,
0<j<n) ,ﬂﬂ Rc(Uo<i<mTi ’ Uo<j<nsj) <Eyﬁ‘#’ myn>1 %
HFH. '

DORP U B PR R AR 38 AR IE F 4 4 B & 35, HIH
H 2R Bk ERARST K,

RATEAFESE MRS c FTRMXREBRR AT, DEXH
FRESE TH S &£ H T SHE7E c TREHXRERKF
BE, AT TR FIERES EEH TR A3 (R
FRAFE c FTHMSIMD N—FEBZE. X R (T, 98K,
U T 5 S fRREREZ AR REMHEENE, B0 TH
SHETE c FRAMMUEBHNERRE RZVALTHER
ML BER I — R IR .

2.2 BEss

SPI By H ¥ F R BB I MFE FEFEA ST E LM
FUBILTHEILRGREBREZEMIIENSE, B,
ITFFE LT E AR,

(2)V 21813 JHEE (Qocal) FRAF L 1 11 K18 89, A 30
WX TEH T RNEESHS (rank) , 7 R EAE
B A REREREBTHEE V() ,i=1,2,-,|C|,M V=
UiV(Ci) 3

(b) i B RS V() BEARMZL

(OBNLHFFEE VO FRZBESNMETRE
POEs e IL LA

HL BT RERHE R B, 7T BRE MR SRR E &
Z BT — N RERFFESERFIERE (D Fb), i (o) i B
E—RERBN, IWEREX LN RERNE EEHKT,E
MR TR (T MR B L R — IR T SIS,
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L BB, i 2 fiw, RERBENRMSTEE V
(Ci)B(Jﬁ§U<V1 (Ci) \ Ve (Ci)> ,WZ%J~/I‘)%%M}%‘J ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
PNTHEZETE ¢ TRMAXEITEED, BRBE . TV
(eHM—ASPL, IRA V,=U;Vi (), Ve =U:Va (), H1R
W(OFMETT 4,(V1 VOO BR V IR Y26 T AR BB/
SPI. HA, B (D RIET 8B g, B (DO RIET 7
HRA R, MR (O AR 4 WRIET RA-FEAEEE
THRIEMM . REFHMEFESFRAEE ERIET 2R/
FHER S BB FE VL F1V, PESHIEH —ERENE
TSR RIEARFE , AT R BB P22 T HHER .,

[ w@¥ER 1
[Vile) 1 — 1 ileg) | e

TR J
[ #laq)
T

B2 REFAER R B

3 WHEESBRIGE

FATRAE T IO RIEFE T I B E 53R B
FHE S F R BEE c€ CHRTIRIE T V(O AR
THEES SPLRE, AR c B RRIN EEAE
i VORI —R 5 8R4 5, iR & R LU e M R AR, 3
V(OTE ¢ FHRRBKELHATARRITAE . HEFITHEARY
BVO={vsms vl to
3.1 BTFUARENBEESR

WRBAEMBETERE T  HXESHBH (clus-
ter) s R RTAAH B AT RBARFR T A R R ff B 1 £ 8, 5X
a2l 18] SCAS B A CRR — B ST P L B I BRI X
BEEMAR,L,EAUALHE VOR—-TERDE, X 58K
SCRR B R EIR BARRY, HEBMTHARAE EEE
ROHE, o] LB FHE 5 B H B B TR E M &
Fl, XEWEH c FEHERERRWHRGREETE, S

d=c|V(©)={x=(z1 22"y Ty ) | X BFF ¢ bRIERE

ATE V(o EMEREERR)
% H LAC(locally adaptive clustering) B35 5504 ¢ BbREE
BEAED BN A, HEEAS SR F RS
DU L, EGTE B E x= (21,225 s 2jveo | ) BAE
& w=C(w,wr, s wivior ), x B w ABEMMA L, &
¥R

Ly (w, ) =(DVP wix?)T €))
Ho 2O =1, 84 w >0 ZIE 7L v FrEfSE: 45
AUHFA MBEXRYEERE, RNIBLEF AN SMEN
BIEEHTAHE. SRITEN:

Vi (o) ={w |wi>we , 0<GL V(O | } 5

Vo (&) =V, ()\V2 () @
Heb w=(wjisw s wiveo) G=1,2) BB THWER
B BRATHER VOH—TRE SPIVI©),Vz ().

3.2 ETESRNBEESE

BAT, YR VORH—1438L EHEBINHEH>FEKR

NEBHENBERT A

R.(T,S)= Ztle:lrfffrlréj’ﬂw jV([lc) lz Z;GT,sesrc(t,S)
o€ P et sesre (£s5) v (5)
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H ik, EHE V(OB SPL AT LIER G Be —TUR R /D,

& SLLARHIESR V(O ATARIMR R B K G =V
(©),Eyw), i ECV(O) XV MR, (t,5) €E B HAL
Yt,5€ V(A 7. (t,9)>0,w: E-~R" il FHNE, w((,
M =w(t,)= r.(t,9),{t,»EE, B GRIEEEN.

Cut(G()) =T, S |T,SCV Iz, TNS=0 H TUS=
Vo
HPEEFHENITERA GOBH—F (cut) .

B GO VIO c THXRBE, TLUEE R G
F—MNVO W SPL Z R F B G(o) B ¥ & F /M E| 43 8 (ba-
lanced min-cut partitioning) [AJ&H7 , B] .

minimize f(V;(c),V2(c))

subject to (V1(c), V3 (c)) € Cut(G(c)); (6)

Vi) =V |/2,i=1,2
Hi £,2V9 X2VO >R, (T, = serxonew(t,s) , B
PP A B AL E Z A

B P B/ R 4 B R B SR AR R — A NP B2,
HEACPRAT MeTiS % A4ES, BLH T —% 2 (multi-
layer) B Ay SR 7785, R AR B RE B AT HBER.

4 TBREHK

4.1 7E WebKB FHEIRER

WebKB EBHE IS T WX E 4 BIR%MIHTBILREN
v E TR 1051 MR BMMX NS, 8RS T i
M4 B TR anchor text AR AMTAAFHNE. CHER
[2, 3] MR F R M P IRBIE T2 ARTRAMI (5 &
BIW 2220), WebKB A FUE TR MEEMNNAERXE
PR, X AR AEE A B R A ENNS) FE B A F T30k 2 2K0
RIS, A28 AT LAC fiE 48 (GP) i b 8 x4 45
TEE #1783 5 NS TR SR #THE .

FEPLPEIE 263 B (5 B 25 YO REAVE AR A, FE 1
SEYIgaEA R, FELPkE 17 B IEAIF 61 BB (a3 5 &
B E AN A B 1090 1E AR R, TR B M R IR T
BA, et S S5 AT BN EHRE N R R
E AR EREETAEAE(AFESE8 PR WM&
(stop-words) IR MBEXA R B F /AT 3 KHE. AESE
FEFEATLL IG AR R SRR M FHEASBR LR
VERFIEE#E, (R RARIBTE IG BBl B M IBIRARENEBINR
FEFIEEE , LME Fi17 B30 SPLL

F 1 BESRERSEE T E RA X F 5 R/
FIER - HP Ree Vi, VO REBLERBBMEE V FEMTEV:
MV, ERELRNTHERBHHME. TUBEREERITE X
FHHEHBE LT, BaSIM RN FEEIRFEPRAERR
BRI ST 1, T 4R 3 10 0 0 ST 0 b 385 , LAC T 8 i o7 4
BE, R VO EFT V), X5 VI-)
TRBERBASIERBE LA X IATFEMEBREEHR
— A EREIR R, R H R W RERE LAC HHAE V(—) L #45r#
WAr M S HA B B .

#1 HEEHTEMIE

No Split NS LAC GP
V()| 459 459 459 459
Vi) |5 [ Va(+) | N/A 109,350 172,287 228,229
R+ (V1 {(+),Va(+)) N/A 0.272 0. 451 0. 210
[V(—)>1 734 734 734 734



[V1(=) 1, [ V2(—) | N/A 334,400 501,233 366,368
R—- (V1(—), V2 (=) N/A 0.136 0. 148 0. 093
Ravg(V1,V2) N/A 0.116 0.129 0. 079

# 2 DIERZ (error rate) H 4 L B{E LS B T HE LA

- ESSE B RIVIGRETRB A BOR , FE 45 HH T Naive Bayes

FETE 2R 788 MR M YIGRAE A LRI E W 78 Mr kR
F LRI ER . KR RERE SCOxt BT A WA AR
HESERAIGE S AR AR E . A F R HIR
FNIRE S T h=h &h, RIVEIRZSLBE T
ERPUETBRRANE. BRDH NS+, S EHFESR L
GRISY RN b, T W ST b 8 BB R B I SRR
¥R RAGET , hREYIGEE T RARERSRI T R
GAELCBIn A BB EI RS RBR,.GSHERS
NS 45 RAEH R , BBUR B B PIRH 7 35 T RR B IR PN 2
GP BN RZ S KA HOR LB NS R T HE
FHER S RBOMR NG, LRI SR ETRAFE
SRE ST, AT B8 PIIRE 0 888 B EAMA:, BRI IE A 3R
BECRRITERER T .

#2 WebKB SRR (M)

Splitting Method |L]| | U} h he h
No split on D 788 0 N/A N/A 5.7
NS 78 710 13.9 9.1 7.2
LAC 78 710 13.2 14.5 8.3
GP 78 710 13.4 1.8 7.5
No split on L. 78 0 N/A N/A 16.9

%§ NS, GP Fil LAC 53-#153- 51 BT 18 i) F S R 17 2 U BE AL
BB 3 B, BSRGX B e H BB TR R IR RRE F R N AT
ENARBUE R IR, 233, /B — SRl TRl
FER B, TROHXREFHESHRVIGHEERXR
W 3 FR. TTLUE M GP 23 B2 7 P BR , T NS 4331
X RSB MRI BT, BRI MEX 2 BT 4%
AiEF 48 6] 8 20 7 P 5 P BRI D SR SSOR BB EE AR, —%E
B B I UE T AT A B IRAFIE SR S B -5

12

| ¥ andon

1
Z 10 k=

Error rate
®

R (V0¥

B3 HMREIUIZRECR S MR # X R

4,2 7 TanCorp12 LRYSEIRLR

TanCorpl2 2 BB 18 BT BAREBF58 5 & Af B o 30X
74325 % TanCorpV1. 0 A M TH AR KELES A&
T 12 M KBIRREA L 14150 4. BEPLIEER 4150 AR
A ZERIRM 1 T AN BEVLEE 5%, 4% 503 4
BEAENIRERS, HRENRIRERA, FiEiE . B7E
BARSRIASS , R A RE 1G #rdE 82k 200~250 M4
fiE GE M8 nRE A8 BRI RFE .

TanCorpl2 WA /A AR IFAE S A9 B R BT 430, Bk b
BAEREERT LAC, GP UL RS EE M — A BEHLE 4 ik

BRFERSE T VAV G A R T MR, R B4 H Naive

Bayes J7 ¥ 78R I 23U Skt A< LA B (AR R A A Dy Y1l R

2B W ST BOR L IN3R 3 BB ER A IR O R R TR
REWEF TR EL VIR E GP I8 T RIBEM i E
LAC J7i:3k8 T BIFHBREF , RITA N X SERERL
HWEX, FLE, M TanCorpV1. 0 MR RH, B4
TanCorpl2 BREREAEHRE AR EE, Hit5 WebKB
Ht, 7€ TanCorpl2 b LAC SEBSIRIGE I A R” B 1,
XU TE B KA AT LI AR T, LAC HiF 2
— R LB RO S BT 8

33 TanCorpl? . f4EiR R

Splitting Method JL| |U| Ravg h hz h
No split on D 10000 0 N/A N/A N/A 7.3
LAC 503 9497 0.219 15.0 15.3 1.9
GP 503 9497 0. 173 13.4 16.1 12.2
Random 503 9497 0. 251 16.3 15.2 14.7
No split on L 503 0 N/A N/A N/A 24.1

BERiE ORISR AR B O, Ex
FRAESRE) B RS BB ER RG] THAHEE . &304 H
THRHE R AFIE SR B R B A T MK R B E X, B R
TRRAESE [0 7 45 58 2K 5 T B JR M 32, 3F LU o ZE Rl $2
LASH 37 R ATR A 25 (SPD . RATE R FFIFER 2 H
R EAFNENTHE LRBRERO A2, T
LAC B JRISHNE T B 5 R R-AE 4 5 7 sk AR KRR B b
PRIEFRE B . R MERE LRSI IER R
BT B BT IRR AR AE R 2 BT, RV R RER B AR R IR T
BHARB I EBJOGEEHE, Nt —29 R T o RYIZRE
.
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