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Evaluation and analysis of feature selection methods for e-mail filtering
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Abstract; The nature of content-based e-mail filtering is a binary text classification problem. Feature selection methods re-
duced the feature dimension before classifying e-mails in order to reduce the cost of computing and storage, while filtering some
noise features to improve the classification accuracy. Feature selection was an important factor which decided the accuracy and
timeliness of e-mail filtering. However, every feature selection algorithm had different performance in the same environment,
and was affected by classifiers and data distribution. Combining characteristics of e-mail filtering, this paper evaluated and an-
alized the following aspects of feature selection methods which used to filter e-mails; classifier adaptability, data set depend-
ence, time complexity. Experimental results show that odds ratio and document frequency have higher accuracy and less com-
puting time when they are used to filter emails.

Key words: e-mail filtering; feature selection; Naive Bayes; SVM

0 3§

B IR P9 1 R J , v, IR A AT S i A £ 1) 22
Jra, Rl P28 TP e (8 B S S AR 2 1 P A I ]
WA T FH P felE T AR 14 4 8, 505 1T ISP (4R i, o P
BRI R fE 5 . Symantec Intelligence Report {i7s 2011 4F
7 A B A A ERIE A SR 77, 8%, B 6 Ay BT
4.99% ) v R ELIE B4 S R 3 MR v B S A Y 2011
AEERE — 2= vp [ R b R AR O VA A s < v T R B
o JEISCR S SRR 1 5 13,8, S5 BB 5 B 40. 1%
AT 66% B PR T IRVESR 2R B S R 5 B Ak B
BB PRI 7.9 min'™ HULAT L, SR E
T 54 | S ] ) T )

AT LRI N AR 223 e LA 22
Fift SRR MR AR, AN T 28 1 24 B0 S DR HOR (B TR
AR FET SN AL IEHAR B R IGEROR FETAT
BB MBPFRBIEOR A, Hoh JET i N A g R
PRl ek DB ASCR - | REAS S IR 41 a7 R B A AR A A2 A L AT 93

B, 2011-08-12; fEEEHI. 2011-09-13
B (20087728) ;b & 4 B KA A F EF 8RB (ZR2009GZ007 )

A AERCEI R AR T A T B EAR L, I BT
TE A G SHEROAR LA 2 B3 IR U000 B v 2 A 4 Il R A o
BSEES

1 HEXHR

SETGEH BB A 83 BB B ARG MR 123 Ay 5 ¥k MR 4 0
B, S SCA ST SN 2 — . FRAEREREAE Ry SCAR 326
(R E IR R T R AE S 2 B0 5 A R B 2 R AT
i), M TATAE 07328128 5 ) 123 [ 52 4 B8 | A 2 R T 3 114
[FIRE T4 D7 R PR RE 22 S (A AR [R]— 1 TR S v AT AN
)72 AR | ELIA)— AR e PR T A [ o S o R R
AR, BEFES I8 — B SCAR 7 AR, —ERE AR
RAIE PRI AT 5 R P IR S R P K
L1 ERHEERETE

FURIT, SCAR I3 280 FH R RAE 8 5 05 VA AT STRBUER (5 B
i TSSO AR B SR UESRAL 3355

1) SCRYHIEL ( document frequency , DF)

DF /R YIZRAR A P & RAIE T Y SCARKCH | 2 e TR B

HEEWE. BRAKXAFEL TN B (60873247) 5.0 Z 4 &4 8 013 50 LA K9

TEZ RN A (1987-) , 4, b RITRA B LT A | 2 B85 7 &) A M 442 B33 JE (sdzhjing1987@ 163. com ) ; 3] 3 £ (1960-) , § , %42, 1%
F L ERR T QAL O T A ML REIR MA&Z LT REE, HFHE(1987-) , 4, MEAR A, B R T @ H M&AZ Bt i,



. 694 it AL R R AR

%29 %

AR PR, 1207 AR M 7 1] w5 5 8 A/ R A B %
YIS T DA 2 IR R 2 A, AE SE BRI
RORAT  BEa b T R RE 3 . B SEBR I v, A 5 1s)
AT e S S, (AT A Ay R DR L

2) {5 B3 25 (information gain,1G)

I RS RS TR P vk R SORRRIE ¢ AE SO
T BRSO B 2 22 TSR AN (1) o

1G(t) = —ég(q)log pler) +p(t)§llog ple; o) +
p(0) Spe; [)log pe; 1) (1

1G A 5N FFAIE S A5 A7 5 X 2 500 T 1) 5% ), [] 2% 1
FHOE LR BRI Y AP 0, 0 1e] T PR A — 2] v o SR
A M A SRR A AR . i TARTE SCA R
IR FFAETRIN 232 09 STRRAE A/ N T HA R A T4, 2 e HOR
PG BL BRI T {5 G 25 (AR, JU IR AR AR 70 A0 FREAIE
SRS I TR

3) CHI % i1 ( Chi-squared , CHI)

CHI GeiHEGRAFAE 5 S A el IR 43, 7T JBE LR A
R Z RIS e, HARDBR Ry, R I0T 5 2 001) =2 ] Fy e S e
AN FHORAEROR  THRERHIA(2) .

N x (AD - BC)*
(A+C)x(B+D) x(A+B) x(C+D)

o A FTRIFE ¢ 525 ¢, SCRERIBLRIUCEL, B Rk ¢
BT ¢, SR IR, € F ¢ ZESCR R BLIMTRRAE ¢« A
B IR, D FOR ¢ FESCR SR ¢ #RA H BLAG IR, N
BSCREL

CHI J7 VA F THRAIE S FEm 1] T e PEAE 48 1 20 SCA
HHY AR g AR ) R G A2 531 SCAS H s BB 48 L A v 1Y
ia), FESEBRN HT O AT SE MR, TR PR 28R ) iR 1ng Ak
VAR RE R, (RMRAE SRR X 40 i, Hopit ) T
PR AE 1]

4) B5 B (mutual information , MI)

MI FERERFIE S 2 25 B AR S BE , 06 JFH -2 A5 EOR B
FHIEXF B B DX T HRR N (3)

p(t ‘ )
p(t)

AR QI ] T YA — S v R B AR e (A
A5 R BUBAAR A R ARG, ol TR AR b R S R
FFAE R BRI, (N AR 22 g A0m) , 3 i 75 A7 R AERRAIE
WO

5) R4 I (expected cross entropy , ECS)

SE U e T SR AR 45 7 e iE ) T 28 2 [R] 1
PRS2 SCRBR R, 28591 X 43P, G547 L1 s AR, (EL 9%
A5 TERFAE TR 2R AR B B0, TR R BRI R X (4)
W5,

CHI(1) = X p(c) (2)

MI(¢) =i§1p(€[)]0g (3)

pler)
6) SCATEHEAL (weight of evidence for text, WET)
WET #i AR LR 15 45 € FHIE A6 1R T IR Z 18] 1 22
S, RS SRR BL, EFC AR 1) T 356 6 5 28 S SR O 11
FRIE, 3958 T RFIEZ (] A9 XA 2R FHEK(5) IHARHEL,

ECE(1) =p(1) 3 ple 1) log (4)

p(ei) (1 =p(ei))

WET(2) =p(1) X p(c;) log p(e) (L=p(e,1t))

(5)

TR (odds ratio, OR)

PR H et HRRZEH, B T HAE R A HARZEGIZE N
SARHER IR Y pos 7~ HARZS  neg #ndE HARZSHT,
KA (6) IR,

OR (1) —log PCH1Ew) (1 =pCilen))

(1 =p(tle, ) )p(tle,,)

(6)

1.2 BRI

F: W S £ TR 3 RS s o R 1 R 1] 22 N R = /N
A A, HE B A AS TR A5 — 5 T [R]— L FH R S5 Hh
REARNTH ., ansCiHk[ 7] %F X BE3CiE AL Ruters- 22173 HLAE T DEF/
IG/ML/CHU/TS HFVRRERE 5 7 i iy MEfig, S0 25 A R . 16
Hl CHI fe A 5%, DF 5 1G . CHI BPEREMIL , 7675 AT A E
R AR IR T AU 1G AN CHI; M ] i [i] 36 456 4 A7
TAPERERZE , 59— 71, [Al—RF R0 FH AN [ g FH 4ok
BFPEREWRANIR], GnsCEk( 8 T8 % H ST BT A DF/CHIZ1G/ ML
PUFRITy ik, A B R 4518 5 SCHER [ 1] 34 IR, B CHI/IG/DF #ig
1 AR 85% LA L AOFAE 5 STk [ 9 ] T i e Y 40k Y SC AR 4324
ST TF-IDF/ECE/1G/WET/MI TLAVERE 6 87 9% , ECE A
WE2 RV S 25 [ ) R 305 28 00 1) G R (AR SRR fedir
1G P25 AR A B DL AR P R e 22, DEAh, I S il
RO AT NI, | 2R RAE ey 0% A0 17 3 5 v 0] XA
XA B REARBA D I JE AR A

FRAF BERE T BUA MR M RFAE F T2 28 o 28, bk
REIRSZ P 2SRRI, SCRK[ 7 ~ 9 ] 2R T KNN 432 88
BT, HICHR [ 10 ] R Naive Bayes WAL 16/
ECE/WET/OR S FRES 7 ki & RSB M RE et . Sk
[11] LA RSP ) E R Naive Bayes  SCAHIRUEE J7 i P&
P ARSI 2 7%, B AR H 2 ) IX o3l N 2 2R 3R
ORI 1G AT ECE Hiyk , DF AR 2% .

£ LTI RRE RS M R 22 B A 1) SORTE R B d
AR R RS R R, 2 FE A R ANFEAE
RN SATEAT A o TSR E me U o BRI, AR AR SO e SCHig
Pt UE I RAE e 3y ok B B9 S el Rt R i A
S SCAS R RR AN | W SR AT A AR BE AR ST E AR R i U 1)
PERERLAEL 5 A SCA /MRS BT AN

SR, BB B [ PN 2 2 T I R — R e 2 B 1 A T
e v A R FH B LG sk 12 ] ekl B A Gk 13 ]
PEHIET Bayes JHEELAYFREBERE 7 v LIS S 1 SR AR , i
A A e MR 2o 9 403 ) B 55 43T i o UL )
o B, 548 T IR REAR A 5 2 2R A R 3 4 72
Xof it e b 3R st e ELA R

2 ERHE IR B R T ER TR

2.1 IFMTEAE
2.1.1 iFpiEH

SEER ] CCERT (1 2 & PRI TSR AIL I B 22 1oz 24 )
ST SCHBPREAER | TR R B T IR i 3, BB A =X L
BRI AR T SO g RS 8 P IR A S



%28 A

5 WRAF AR P AR AR B O R g AR TR 5 AT

+ 695-

2005 4 6 HUEEM AR 9 272 4  Br3l 14 25 088 f,
7 FATEERA IR 9 024 55 SR 20 308 55,
2.1.2 ##HTh

SR FH Visual Studio 2010 ( C#) TR BIRBLEEMEE 6 1%
A RSB T Weka T AN SVM™ T H.,

MR Ao 8 S — > B A 2RI, 5 e a3 SUARFIR HFAE
PEPE SRR S CHEER . TEAT & SE B R B AR
L BIARE AR R E R e A Sharpl CTCLAS 1A 2 4t , HH
TBUHERRA G 1K 97. 58% , Wi 12 SCAS Fe R SR il 4k 25 i)
BERY REAESEREA 1. 1 948 S LR R AR B 5k LAY i) 5
A TR 1 109 Sy 18] 18 BUREAE FH 4328 5 40 20315k FH R
PR ROR A B2 R A AN DU RN S R AL

FZITC E ; Pentium® Dual-Core CPU E5500 @ 2.8 GHz,
2 GB N1F,320 GB fifif,

2.1.3  iFMdEAR

ISR A 21 A B A 38 5 FF SCAR S AR 6 A, B
HIER ERR S T, 2 JE SR XA 2 e = A 1S A
U A ST AR TR IR R

H R (SR) Ky

(7)

R (SP)

Sp = spam — spam (8)

( Tspam - spam T T ham - spam )

n

F1AEN

_ 2SR xSP
“ (SR +SP)

FILERIFRAIR (HM)

HM =

F1 (9)

Mham - spam

(10)

A 2 o P IEBRTRU) HHS FR) LI, e o 5 I
PRI R B A R g A REAS B4 T S5 S0
1'1\:1%(0

3 100 2 S B T 3o 8 A R B R R A B RE T, 3 T R
AP A 5 D s B o3 s T A IR 1
B3R AT REPE T R0, U BH L S AR A IR AR A
SRR T RE A SRR /DN s BB R 4[] A Aty 32 1 9 D
ST A R SR AR R
2.2 EMAE

FEAF e R 3 P AR a0 o AR AR T SRR T4 , [ B
380 5 R AW 7 DASR =5 A S TR M R A T 288 3
FAEHE 2 ] () — A AT, HE B S/ JE RSO B A &
ELEMOCR o RROE BRI TE M SR B0 rh s B e A7 X 4 fig
FIFRAEIT, — 7 784325 2] i B v S8R /0 2 B 5%
2, B3 SEBREIAE 1 43 A 55 R A B v i R A AR A
FEAKSAR 3 A1 2 A5 -, X R LR R 3 1138 & e e
YR ESPRIC IR IESR & B 2525 o) — Jy I, fofl X 40
RB TR IR 2 G, A0 BB 4 228X SCRS A H e i A B
ic, Bl —A RAFAFIEBE B FEIL 2 IR 55 T4 25, B e AFE A4
TPt —ME S T2 E BRI R AE &

MR A2t BB A SRy SCAR G2 1 — A 1 FH AU, 7625 18 BRI
PR o 26 R B A3 I 1 [ i AR AR B R 1 1 B

Faca) P AT A 23008 10 EFRp 0 (M RE R —
BIEH WR PR RPN B MR T B 255 5 b ) BRAF SCA /N,
W RE A Ol SO KR T R 20 ; o) TCie s B iz
G5 SR P i, WA BB AT SR R F R R it
SORPFAEZERR I 1L PR T 275 18 3 T 73 e RO 4R 19 1t
P, b5 ISR FS 8 A B 4T

1, BB PR AL 8 R — R RE R BRI T R N B A
WA ) 2 Atk AR IR TR RERE A SE R HAR N5 b) IX
I RRAEREAE ) B, BERE AR [RLHAR A SCAARIX 23, HLREA )
FUMETEMAT ;0 ) K LRt , 0 AR T 4R 1 4 BN 1208 T RE /)
o) X R B T A o S B B B IE A 5 e ) I ) 52 A
G, BB AL B BE RS2 1Y o Fh It AR SORT e i b 2%
FRIEREFE )T 1 O PERE PPN 2 20E HOR M AE RS W 2 Bk A
FHAE

3 HERAW

PEREVE A 250 R ] 5 RS SCIRE Y 5y AT , B e i
DA AR BERLAIIR HERE 43 H R ] K1 (65 ARk R
BRHIAR 5 WA IR I AT i, sk i B b 2 g
FEAFVPAN 1Y Dt 26 LA SN ZRAE AR 5 AR A Bhdf O3 A A — B
BG5S S A IR AR 6 AR AT 2 R eR B AT
WA,

3.1 SERBEVERMEST

ANZR DU SR ] S A L BT A A IR o 2 de i T
MR 1 43 000 (AR YRR PR SATE R By s
PEREA FITANIE] 2 PR R i A 3 e FE A ke |
MO ARARAL 5 IR 55 T 03 R M R AE VR I A PR A 1 40 A
5 BB 7328 dn i 22/, o0 2R ARG BE i . PRI e AR
SRR AR I 5 A2 A L IEFARIC IR IE R

2B N 2005 4F 6 H ikl BEHLIE A R | S 3
1F4& 2 000 FVE M IZREE 3T AIINZRiERE B BEHLAMIR 500 45
TR, 25435 °% FH Naive Bayes\SVM,ﬁ’%E"J Fl 54
BRI 5 Pse SUIRUER BIEANET 1 ~4 FR,

100—— e 50
= 90 = WET 40 =
I — e E| % 2
Z 70 E g2 25
60 1024;@3&;;05010 0 10%{3&%%06070
B AR B2 AR D2 a
F14E HeA HM{E Hd
00— %
oo| e | § -
S e B3
= 70 "'ﬁ E 10 e b
053030 40 50 60 70 01020 30 40 5060 70
Lz FRIF L%
FE3  SeRpmEpL R B4 TR AR
FI4H bb HMA{H HeE

LEN AR ~4 AT AR AN 458

a) NI 2EER FRE BT FRIELEE T, 0285 i &
FMEEA3 I 2B RS 90% L) L, Ak IR 2R 1R i sl , H
F1 {HYERF7E 80% LU I,

b) FARHE SRR L AR AT WA R 4B 3 £ FL
RS S A= s G ch %) 3 o8/ G PPt B (il i Y
BN A5 R R D (AR f a3



+ 696 it ooE R OB R

%29 %

o) FAFIEBE BB AE R BURFIE S 5 R 30% ~ 40% IR
G5 TSRt F1 B IR B 5 5, 73 MR 44 1) 4 [l %z 3
100% HA- BB 2 AH T AR

d) OR CHIIG \DF fyPERER LS, WET MI PERERS 22, 1445
W5 SCAR 7,10 ] A S2 580 45 KM — 2, B A R4 2o AR o 2
— A SCARGI N H L ) B R S A L 3 S A Sy
A FITASIR] 3 SR AT AR LA AR S B 25 5

) S RHIE BB A  AEAN R DL /0288 EEREZE FACK
M7E SVM | F1 {H8EHTE 87.92% ~98% , HiA| 227850/,

£) FEANZE D07 4325 28 [, OR | DF AR % UF b Y6 538 4 S
SYRIEFE SRS R4 530k 10] A —2L,

o) TESTHFI LAY 52% I, OR \CHI RERS AL UT M A1 i T
HAEH IERbRIC RIS

EEXT LIRS0 2598, 45 & B A BF ST R, AR SCE T
30T

a) FREAE 1 8 550k 22 1) A R AE 370 3k B A K B F A 0
fiE, 401G 515 ECE SRk AERRIE I 2 (014 e AU . STk
[ 15 ] LR RHIE 1G .CHI WET 5B MI 2Z AN 1 RHIE % 55 50k
IR AESE A Fp A AR AE I (5 60% LA b, DRI, o ax s
TEBEFE AL T3 28t HoVE e 0 SR ALY, B AR [ — 432
b BRI L T et BE AR A S TP AN X R I

b) ANZE DU TR AN 2 (a) & HEAE 22 6] A B
ST, SO SBR AR R R IR B E B i | A SR A 2E  IZ
IRER 5 (b) AR A SOARHR 2 3 T BT AR A 7= A 1, B
TRAMR S 2851 2 (A7 A ——XF R SE 2R (ELR 3 30 () R
RSP, IEF MRS A iR i ) VRS
BEERZ TR, IAh IRA R 520 2 [ —— X &R
ARMEGENT, SRR KR 2 . TGRSR A

SR ST MRS T S AN DL AR — B AR REA R R A
AT W LR 2R XA A A R AR I
AN BEAR - BT ) 1A 32 10, RIS P BRI 20 A APt 15
FRILEREE R,

o) HREMEHUE I T4 1122 S #HOe i F2 82 >k H
T2 XU e/ AR S U] 38 2 ) s e A A S TR [ A7 50
2 AF BRI /AT R Heg S B Sk 7 TR AE 2SR
3 O A7 AN =% NI | 57 [ e eV € K3 S S T A TR AN
FEARYI LRI MR D8 S5 704 FRAE AR L, S 4 1) LR 5
IR R AR, IE S PR 25 RRAE 1L 45 R 5T BE R RAE 0T (1Y) 22
St AR A (A B U T T T 22 5%, e Al AR 2SR AR
PAX 53,

3.2 BUBEE&RBIMEST

MR 2ot e b, 5 A O T 28 1 43 A A A AN 4, R
ISR PF R E A ZT 2 T A3k W, CCERT W E 118 4L
12005 4 6 J {3 (b R B2 Ay 2.7 157 Ay
JE2.25 4% AR B IAEE A AR NI AT IS, 1 2010 4F
55 3 ZRE AT H 3R A o AR i BRI 88% , k3¢ IR
PR E IR B H Y 4.8 45,2010 4F 4 Z2 i\ 83% , MoK
4.8 1 a2 R S A LA AR
LRI G b 2 (R g H E B AR AR A, R,
7 FRF 1 i L R O 430 59 (0 LT W A2 14 AS ST A

H—E WS ETT

AR SCHLHG I 2005 4F 6 H BERER BEHLIERC 1 000 FE A
H A ) 2 000 .3 000 .4 0005 0006 0007 0008 000 FEHL
VRIS AR T 23 2 i 23, I VI i Bl v 45 Bt ML il B
500 f FHF VTN, 25 BB S s i AT S BasfE., B b o2
BN R S A SR AR SCR T SVM AR 202528, HOBU R 7E T
SCHR[ 18 ] X EL43HT T SVM  NB  KNN 45 7 3k 7 R AR 43 i 2 4
LT R B o 28RO S8R A Z IFOC &R AR A 2
1 SVM Fl KNN XA 7370 (ot PE 2247 T NB S5 71k, B
5.6 SEBEHLEEICAENRCE 1000 5 B IREE S 000 F5 5 URELE:
EHRISIE

X S 5K 3 K 6 SR 4 ] & AR PR A 143
FMEREAN R EE R R4, Horp 718 5 AR PERE LA UF /) OR il DF
AN FLH R B BB/ A 1 R A 15 0 AR X B, 7
30% FHFAEEL 1 OR 9 F1 (A FF% 1.35% ,DF [ F+0.88% ;
40% FHEL4ERE, OR TRE0.68% ,DF TIE0.7% . TTEAE
MR (iR 2R AR FREFN DF R 3 A K 2 A8 IR B
P I PEFR OR R DF P EH 43 10 AS P-4 44 110355 7 fig

1AM R
100 80
Az e——a =
80| HA =P e~ =
i H R e
6015720 30 40 50 60 70 015720 30 40 50 6070
FRIESEEY% FRIESEHY%
[ N i E6 AP
FI{E H4E HM{E e

X RIRSIIES I, I SCAA AR 48T . DF MR R RRIE T £
A SRS E T 43 LA THET R TR ) 2 (AN A DG T
AR, TR A SCA T I BT ARg AR e A AR SR
a5 A 25 T R SO I e 2747, AT 575 DF
S PRI AR N, HAR LS By ke T Ee Tt iR
AR RE SCh FARZS RS RIAH O pR AR, (H M B AR T
AT TP ERB A HL TR S 1 S A ZE B i SCRY A AT O, I
AN PRI S TR (AR AR AR 0 T MR
3.3 HEEFRE

P 2010 A7 U 2 FE v [ 7 R AR B DR A i 05 R
78. 7% WY FH P IAA “ WSOR HIA e )™ < R A P g 1 2
BRAR'T | RAE e O S Ao B TR N () A2 4
RGBT 02 3.1 S A R R BB S AR R T 50%
FRIEAEEL L 5 RSB 1a 17 [a] A F- 39 (8.

ey

le\J-ha\noON

FZE{THTEs

ETECE MI CHI IC OR DF

FHAERESRI K
Bl7 AR E T

&7 o, DF 132 5052 24 2 {5 AIG, OR \ECE X Z., CHIIG ,
WET JFAE 24 BEANT R, X 5 SCHk [ 10 ] Hr & F i) 52 2% B2 1)
A —3, HozBmhE 5 1.1 W S e e s A
o 8 e BRE A

4 LERIE

ISP 1o I R R 4 R RS DA IS R A B v BRI X



%28 A

5 WRAF AR P AR AR B O R g AR TR 5 AT

+ 697-

AYHE TSR BURFHE AR | PR AR I AR 5 43 AR e A 2 e
PRIEFT 2SRRI T 258 S IR AR G =2 IR] 2 g
PR g RE M EZE N R, Hol o FRACRRAE 2 (A 4 5080 43 28
AETT S FIAEAS L TR | TRl 8 5 43 s LA 25 4 S e
Pk,

AR SCHFFRE I EES T SCA S 2 bl R SR 5300, 40T
T HAR G I ST N TR e i PR RE 2 L AR
SCTEANE DU 3T S Rp I AL A 432 Lo a5 R e e e 5
BX SRR R 5 B & FIRTE A3 2548 I R |
HEWRAERFAE 80% DL I, Hisp OR CHI IG ,DF fyPEREEAT,
WET MI PEGERE2E . IFFE SVM A28 88 1A HT T 45 54 1 6 B
LA A | 25 SRR AE MR A R AR AL A A A - B P R3S A
JT R B, OR \DF FREIR RN, 52 AN H 5006 A 52 /N s 4
KHE P ATI ] b, DF TR fR L CHIL G 1847 I [ 3K
LERHIEA N E  OR TR JE PR R T,
Sk
[1] Symantec Intelligence Report[ EB/OL]. (2011-07) [2011-07-227.

http://www. symantec. com/content/en/us/enterprise/other _ re-

sources/b-intelligence_report_07-2011. en-us. pdf.

[2] ¥ EZBERWBLRIEA P, 2011 55 —FE F E R
WE A 4K LA & 4R 2 [ EB/OL]. (2011-05-24) [2011-07-227. hi-
tp://www. anti-spam. en/ShowArticle. php? id =11129.

[3] SFasf 2k A, F AT REAN S Ayt HFER[]]. i
FMAF RS L&, 2009, 46(9) :1586-1593.

[4] SEBASTIANI F. Machine learning in auomated text categorization
[J]. ACM Computing Surveys,2002,34(1) ;1-47.

[5] B2, 4R, FN.F. aEclxFLiaARE MG TS
ME[J]. HHEAET R S K&, 2002,39(10) :1205-1210.

[6] Ui R4z WiFF,F. A TR RFa B KNN LA £
[J]. 3 EAA | 2009,36(11) :213-216.

[7]

[10

—

[11

[

[12

[

[13

[

[14]

[15

[

[16]

[17

[

[18]

YANG Yi-ming, PEDERSEN J O. A comparative study on feature se-
lection in text categorization|[ C]//Proc of the 14th International Con-
ference on Machine Learning ( ICML-97). San Francisco: Morgan
Kaufmann, 1997 :412-420.

AN, RTE B Y], JUAY S AL AR SR Uy Sk oF LR T
(BRI [J]. HEMTAES BA, 2003,29(22) :146-
148.

S A KR, IR A. LA R PRI E T ki 5 K&
B[], b RETEKRFFIR, 2011, 43(1) :319-324.
MLADENIC D, GROBELNIK M. Feature selection for unbalanced
class distribution and Naive Bayes[ C]//Proc of ICML’99. San Fran-
cisco: Morgan Kaufmann,1999.258-267.

S RPE ER. PR R P EEFEST[]]. P L
S8 F 4, 2004,18(3) :17-23.

A RATA AR B AR R b A AR R B Ik 0 AT S0 R Bt
[J]. #H5HLm M, 2009,29(10) :2812-2815.

IZ1 0 | Tk AR F . S fH 5 & P L T Bayes 4269 4F 42 ik
k], SEALA 2008 ,35(7) :173-176.

3L T IR 35 3 ik 9 A7 & % ICTCLAS[ EB/OL]. (2002-08-16)
[2011-07-01]. http://www. nlp. org. cn/project/ project. php? proj_
id =6.

WA, A THEFIGHERT XA, EMAL[D]. T M.
T K ,2009.

IHERM,N,EEI. AT AR e TR E]].
#4,2007,34(9) :93-94.

P E R YA B AR s, 2010 S5 v R P B R 3R
WK LA E R4 [EB/OL]. (2011-03-25) [2011-07-22]. hi-

it A

tp://www. anti — spam. en/ShowArticle. php? id =11010.

YANG Y, LIU X. A re-examination of text categorization methods
[ C]//Proc of the 22nd ACM International Conference on Research
and Development in Information Retrieval. Berkeley: ACM Press,

1999 :42-49.

(k3% 692 W)

S

[1] MBAlib. Credit rating[ EB/OL]. (2011-02-28) [2011-03-20].
http ://wiki. mbalib. com/wiki/ Credit_Rating.

[2] #m& KILE A= 0. AT PSNR 5 SSIM ik &89 B4R 3
HALAR[T]. F BB Z B 54R,2006,11(12) :1758-1763.

[3] GENG Guang-gang, JIN Xiao-bo, ZHANG De-xian. Evaluating Web
content quality via multi-scale features[ C]//Proc of ECML/PKDD
2010 Discovery Challenge. 2010.

[4] ERDELYIM, GARZO A, BENCZUR A A. Web spam classification ;
a few features worth more[ C]//Proc of the 2011 Joint WICOW/AIR-
Web Workshop on Web Quality. [ S. 1. ] : ACM Press, 2011.

[5] DAVIS R H, EDELMAN D B, GAMMERMAN A J. Machine-lear-
ning algorithm for credit-card applications[ J]. IMA J Management
Math,1992,4(1) :43-51.

[6] VIEDMA H E, PASI G, PORCEL C, et al. Evaluating the informa-
tion quality of Web sites: a methodology based on fuzzy computing
with words[ J ]. Journal of the American Society for Information
Science and Technology,2006,57 (4) :538-549.

[7] ECML/PKDD. Rules; ECML/PKDD 2010 discovery challenge[ EB/
OL]. (2010-06-25) [2011-03-28]. http;//datamining. sztaki.

[11

fa—

[12

[

hu/? q = en/DiscoveryChallenge/rules.

PAGE L, BRIN S, MOTWANI R, et al. The PageRank citation
ranking: bring order to the Web, Technical Report SIDL-WP-1999-
0120[ R].[S. L ] :Stanford InfoLab,Stanford University,1999.
QUINLAN J R. C4.5: programs for machine learning[ M]. San Ma-
teo: Morgan Kaufmann Publishers, 1993.

BREIMAN L. Bagging predictors[ J]. Machine Learning, 1996 ,24
(2):123-140.

KEARNS M, VALIANT L G. Learning boolean formulae or factoring,
Technical Report TR-1488 [ R]. Cambridge, MA ; Aiken Computation
Laboratory , Harvard University ,1988.

KEARNS M, VALIANT L G. Cryptographic limitation on learning
boolean formulae and finite automata[ J]. Journal of ACM, 1994 ,41
(1):433-444.

JAERVELN K, KEKAELAEINEN J. Cumulated gain-based evalua-
tion of IR techniques[J]. ACM Trans on Information Systems,
2002,20(4) :422-446.

KOHAVI R. A study of cross-validation and bootstrap for accuracy es-
timation and model selection| C]//Proc of International Joint Confer-
ence on Artificial Intelligence. Montréal, Québec: Morgan Kaufmann

Publishers,1995.



