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Micro-blog Topic Detection Method Integrating BITM Topic Model and K-means Clustering

LI Wei-jiang WANG Zhen-zhen YU Zheng-tao
(Department of Information Engineering and Automation, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract Recently, the development of micro-blog provides people with convenient communication. Because every piece
of micro-blog is limited in 140 words, large scale of short texts appear. In the meantime, discovering topics from short
texts genuinely becomes an intractable problem., It is hard for traditional topic model to model short texts, such as prob-
abilistic latent semantic analysis (PLSA) and Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA). They suffer from the severe data spar-
sity when disposing short texts, Moreover, K-means clustering algorithm can make topics discriminative when datasets
is intensive and the difference between topic documents is distinct. In order to improve data sparsity, BTM topic model
was employed to process short texts-micro-blog data for alleviating the problem of sparsity in this paper. At the same
time, we integrated K-means clustering algorithm into BTM(Bi-term Topic Model) for topics discovery further. The re-

sults of experiments on Sina micro-blog short text collections demonstrate that our method can discover topics effective-

ly.
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Py ook AR AXHEAN
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40(100) 21 8 21 17 22 98
100¢200) 40 2 42 8 42 20
100(300) 63 2 64 2 64 14

AU R A N A ARG R, AR R
AFEFIFIRE SR, W2 4% i BR A SR B S0
mRSFEERPAREIRIANERHAFTIFI. BE
LCS B BRI U » #6589 HL R B & (5 Bt AT 1
RSB R A Y Y LCS BB n .

HRiE REEKAXTHRIEESTHENEGERERN

RLFL, WG B R EEFILRES., REBFIIHERK A
FRFUT LR BE BIFFIH A E R, AT AT #— 2 808
RE0%. RERFFIHERK AT LIRBEFEF5
[E): 0. ;-
FXEHBRIIATREEEH N, Bl shA MR R B
RFFIH > FeMe , FEEE A B0 RS TSR 2 RTHE 5 M BTF
P NI . AP ERE T ZEAXFFH, BT
WS BRI, ERRBHHBRR AT FIELA.
STEEHMCERS N TSI, Ed LRI T A E
KRR EHE, BATHE T A XBEEA RS AR R BHR
TERBHBENELERSRA.
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