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An Analytical Study on Performance Factors of
Automatic Classification based on Machine Leaming
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ABSTRACT

This study examined the factors affecting the performance of automatic classification for
the domestic conference papers based on machine learning techniques. In particular, In view
of the classification performance that assigning automatically the class labels to the papers
in Proceedings of the Conference of Korean Society for Information Management using Rocchio
algorithm, I investigated the characteristics of the key factors (classifier formation methods,
training set size, weighting schemes, label assigning methods) through the diversified experiments.
Consequently, It is more effective that apply proper parameters (3, A) and training set size (more
than 5 years) according to the classification environments and properties of the document set.
and If the performance is equivalent, I discovered that the use of the more simple methods (single
weighting schemes) is very efficient. Also, because the classification of domestic papers is
corresponding with multi-label classification which assigning more than one label to an article,
it is necessary to develop the optimum classification model based on the characteristics of
the key factors in consideration of this environment.
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automatic classification, text categorization, performance factors, conference paper,
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3} 87 A5 (effectiveness) WAt 7S
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dlole]’, TS RSN o] 8RR AR 2] (tokenization), FEN4 w4, 80 AA
A AR HA AR/ H|o|EHo] ) & 5 AARIA T ARdAE] FAS AA
oz Asif A¥S Ttk olzfst AFS 93 719 JEgE sk 1 4
FARGS (E DolA B vleh o] gt 3 8 9 A% A EE BHe) Zolrt 3
Srdle] g7 v A2 AT HEE 7+ 51.9670 2 v A F Hell &3, A 7]
A=o] 9o,z M3 5o Hapt Qo] 2% 5636712 BA] &tt) o] Al
= B3 do|E{(imbalanced data) 27 & & F 7] kel 7]1%38F Reuters HIOJEAMEY g
UTH AI-Salemi et al, 2015). =207 FAHE OHSUMED Ad #3435t
A3 TS A =] sked]e] = Hlg] vk ) Qo] B FE s AR
TR(Me=Ay 1AL sts] get)3] =wF,) <] o] Ao R AqtRel T 4 JtHYang &
T U 4] Fafoln, 259] Lok Pedersen, 1997). wehA £ Aol A= FHu)
A] =) vls] Ao w #e Holrh gto] B 22s gHs| fld ARAAS
ol 7} =79 AEY 255 o= dof FYSHA L AA AEAGFE BF ARSI
(1) A Zsinge 27 HF EA
- W 25 e A= - a
T (aamuaan) (FATAD) 24 | zag | OO | ME
1 | ARz AR A 28 5 33 9.46
2 | ABRAZE/HolEM o)A~ | Ho]EM o)X 22 2 24 6.88
3 | Ael/AREA el Mol/ %2 AHEA )/ 2 oF 1 0 1 0.29
4 | Z2/AEL AQl/2Z; AHEAQ)/Q ok 2 1 3 0.86
5 | QFAS/AEIIN 2 - 0 0 0 0.00
6 | AEEF AEBF/2H 2 HY 6 0 6 1.72
7 |MEYA/AHY - 1 0 1 0.29
8 | APHR AFAH 52 12 64 18.3
9 | UOAEEMA/EMBARES | UAEEM B 15 5 20 573
10 |A&a#s 2EEX AE-Lo}/ A A2 7 0 7 2.01
11 | E5/vE ol HE/v b o] € 8 2 10 2.87
12 |&% 2R 4 0 4 115
13 | EMF/ARAHAS TAH/ARAE S 46 13 59 169
14 | ZAM3Y - 0 0 0 0.00
15 |24 - 3 3 0.86
16 | 71239 NEHE/ = 19 2 21 6.02
17 | ABRAHA A HAH A 35 17 52 14.9
18 | AR AR/ EA B 1 2 3 0.86
19 |o]gxAT - 26 6 32 9.17
20 |MA A A8} 0 0 0 0.00
21 | EAR RS B34 B ateul 5 1 6 1.72
2 |78 71 EHES A 1 8} 0 0 0 0.00
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(E 3) mztoly HFo IE 22X 7|=

& (baseline)2| Ms:

ZHEF0 AF=Z(pIn0) vs. 2H/EXES A2 (plm)
T mac_precision mac_recall mac_F1 mic_precision mic_recall mic_F1
pln0 0.7045 0.6602 0.6816 0.6 0.6 0.6
plnl 0.5847 0.6466 0.6141 0.5692 0.5692 0.5692

T S
SRS BT ES A AR Z-9-(plnl:
Hlﬂ Zoltt 242 7]

(20059 ~2013)
Hol 7jWog AK
3ol *}QE]~ Itfidf

o
i
>,
oo
o
H
N
O{N n:
&‘El —/ @

[e)
(Log_tf*idf) & 4
7IM Ao AR o) LE}E}—[—7}7<] *3%
Aol A B st Zo7t des & 5 A
tl = w3=2 Fl(mac_F1) ¢} vlo]a=2
Fl(mic_F1) ¥AplA FAEdS 238l 4
SHT AT ARS 7359 A5l o

=7 e

HE AR 1d¥ Frlste] AwESIT
(E HE EHTEe] 2715 H 14(20139)
HE A 99(20058 ~2013) 74 A=HA

o8 I BAIR 71

3 (baseline) & A%

ot} mjaA RS} mlo)laE HF F1 BF 54
o]/d-gq 61/_\_;5:]6—1—_0_ /\}g}_b—

(20093 ~2013)

AL AA F£F o]0 7 A=
o, o] F 73 (2007 ~
o= AR Aol H2 de=
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t

)

e

i
;

vs. plnl) #
_]

7169 ~9d) & 3l 4



Aol A 2E AR A5 220l B A7 43
(E 4y stE-Ee| AR Z710| w2 22X 7|28 (baseline)2 Ms
T= 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 8 94
pln0_mac_F1 0.4825 04402 | 0.4827 0.394 0.5223 0.5201 0.6524 0.5398 | 0.6816
plnl_mac_F1 0.4416 04616 | 0.4798 0.4995 0.542 0.5555 0.642 0.6446 | 0.6141
pln0_mic_F1 0.5385 04923 | 0.5692 0.5538 0.5846 0.5692 0.6 0.6 0.6
plnl_mic_F1 0.4615 0.4923 | 0.5538 0.5538 0.5846 0.5846 0.5846 | 0.6308 | 0.5692
2 AT 849 oS AFESIT 3t 7R RS 7IHES AEs9S W, ST
Huke M3 A$(pln0) 7} 2R ES T 5
35S 37 AF(plnl) 3 AR tha e
4.3 715X 7Y A ) -
Aot e R SHANME 2 7t
B ATlA 7hsAFe] 7o et g ZX)Ro] 7IHER HI ASo] 6192008~
A 7Y 7HAF 71 (single weighting 2013) ol 9\ (20053 ~2013) 7kA]  ThF
schemes) 3 2% 7254 7% (combined SHAl Uebdth T3k (& 6)2 T 7R
weighting schemes) & J-2-&to] $883}%th o 71¢] A5E vlol32 H Fl(mic F1)
A, G 7R RS 7P £ 2 Al o2 st 7ﬂJqLO]\jr 7}75} EEATZ

U EEAH 7]
otf/okapi_tf) <+
) E'-ﬂ'zrxéioﬂ HES

Z3F SoJRIL(tf, 1tf/log tf,
AR (idf), E& el o
3+ 32 (chi/7Fo) A+
= AR
Y 7 AE 71 270 o
A5 Zgate] AHEs H’i‘:}
(& 5 &Y 7k
A2 3t Fl(mac_F1)
A71M 7Pt & Ase =

oF
. jac/
%]:

WO
HT

1:1
_,_.
O

242
]

od 7}7Z1 (Itf, otf)

ol

HE

f=

Zél‘@ﬂ 715@ 7IHE9 Hh"]

A IV
X oo rlo o

L

2013'd) 7HA]

s ‘JrE}Ur (3 5)%} FAKSH
Fe Btk
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(E 5 B 7ISRFo 7[He| ds

=22 G Fi(mac_F1)

T 7152 549 6 7a 8d 94
tf 0.4657 0.4682 0,601 0.5227 0.564
1tf 0.5248 0.5284 0.6355 0.6283 0.6479
- otf 0.5494 0.5368 0.6638 0.6541 0.657
s only .
(p1n0) idf 0.5295 0.4903 0.6467 0.4995 0.6619
chi 0.4545 0.5973 0.5642 0.5454 0.4838
jac 0.4545 0.5973 0.5642 0.5454 0.4406
mi 0.2372 0.289 0,2938 0.2736 0.291
tf 0.37 0.4149 04711 0.4797 0.4818
1tf 0.54 0.5072 0.6228 0.5996 0.5871
288 otf 0.4433 0.4476 0.6083 0.632 0.5813
(plnl) idf 0.4927 05111 0.6392 0.6043 0.6521
chi 0.3715 0.4873 0.5058 0.4848 0.5974
jac 0.3715 0.4873 0.5058 0.4848 0.5355
mi 0.2325 0.2869 0.3149 0.3024 0.2875
(E 6) o JHEX|F0{ 7|Hel M5: 00|32 L Fi(mic_F1)
T 7}A 549 6 7a 8d 94
tf 0.5538 0.5538 0.6 0.4769 0.5538
1tf 0.5846 0.5692 0.5846 0.6615 0.6
= only otf 0.6154 0.5846 0.6154 0.6615 0.6308
(pIn0) idf 0.5692 0.5385 0.6 0.5538 0.6
chi 0.5231 0.6 0.5231 0.5231 0.4615
jac 0.5231 0.6 0.5231 0.5231 0.4308
mi 0.2923 0.3077 0.2923 0.2769 0.1846
tf 0.5231 0,5077 0.4923 0.4462 0.4615
1tf 0.6 0.5692 0.6 0.6154 0.5538
Zng otf 0.5231 0.5385 0.5846 0.6308 0.5692
(plnl) idf 0.5692 0.5692 0.6 0.6 0.6308
chi 0.4769 0.5231 0.5385 0.5077 0.5692
jac 0.4873 0.5231 0.5385 0.5077 0.5538
mi 0.2769 0.3077 0,3077 0.3077 0.1846
(D2 2 71sR15] 7ol 5ol £ s T A4 PR ST
e SHAE 718K 75X (otf, idf) 9F WA /\]'“Q‘(pln()) st 8 de AT 23
71uke] 71X (chi, jac) & 238 oy 71 | (otfidfjac/otf*idf*jac) & 283+ 750

Wi

o

o] 7199 452 i=2=Z e Fl(mac F1)
2 AEE Aol A7 T T2 A

S & AFEE T, 79 4R



NNA g N2 AFEFY s 820 #S AF 45
CE 7) X JHEXF0] 7|8e Ms: =22 = Fi(mac_F1)
T THsA 54 6 7d 84 94
otfidf 0.6 0.5538 0.5846 0.6 0.5846
otfchi 0.4896 0.4465 0.6003 0.5882 0.5952
Aoy otfjac 0.4596 0.5304 0.6105 0.5792 0.5401
(p100) idfchi 0.5274 0.5948 0.6511 05981 0.5746
idfjac 0.5578 0.5396 0.6645 0.6183 0.5418
otfidfchi 04753 04757 0.6393 0.5948 0.5766
otfidfjac 0.5074 0.5402 0.6061 0.6675 0.5514
otfidf 0.5427 0.4969 0.6498 05301 0.6366
otfchi 0.3692 0.3774 04557 0,459 04532
I otfjac 0.4805 0.4958 05783 0.5831 0.5222
° (;lan) ° idfchi 0.4919 0.5031 05283 0.5613 0.6251
idfjac 04833 0.5554 0.5862 0.5606 0.5614
otfidfchi 0.4207 0.4929 05215 0.46 05719
otfidfjac 0.4091 0.4594 05371 0.5933 0.54
2] (otfidf/otf+idf) & 2-8-¢+ Zo1th(0.6498). A A9-(pln0) 7} S48 FHEdS A A
Hh 02 ) 7l el JYETRE tha &(plnl) 3 AEG 52 s HoH, 9%
< Ass Hold AT dAT AT Aole Aol 471 SHAAME HAL 5ol 72007
ST ACE Ueigth FUs 2§ 7eAE ~20139) A4 913(200513~2013\) 7KA] theks)
o 7S L39S o ST dTE ARSH Al vebdt) 3, (& 8)2 o33t 23 7154]
(E 8) =g J7IEX[F0] 7|He| ds: oto|3=2 H3 Fl(mic_F1)
T 7HsA 54 6 74 S 94
otfidf 0.5846 05538 0.5692 0.6 0.6
otfchi 0.5077 05231 0.5692 05538 05231
ZRonly otfjac 0.5385 0.5846 0.6 0.5692 0.4923
C(inno) idfchi 0.6 0.6154 0.6 0.5692 0.5385
idfjac 0.6 06 0.6154 0.6 05077
otfidfchi 05385 05538 0.6 0.5846 0.5846
otfidfiac 0.5846 0.5692 0.6 0.6308 05231
otfidf 0.5075 0.4969 0.6229 05301 0.6594
otfchi 05231 0.5077 0.5385 0.5385 05231
. otfjac 0.5692 0.5538 0.6 0.6 0.5385
° (; mT) © idfchi 0.5538 0.5692 0.5692 0.5846 0.5846
idfjac 05538 0.5692 0.5846 0.5846 05538
otfidfchi 0.5385 0.5692 05538 0.5385 05231
otfidfiac 0.5385 05538 0.5692 0.6 05538
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2 132 H# Fl(mic_F1) slo] Td-HEF EF PHY BT 2R W
o= *‘%i 75‘9% It H3 A5 Z2TY el A st A3 (O9 2), (<8 3
A e R FHEATE AR (pln0) 3HaL I 2t} (9 2)+ W22 3 Fl(mac F1)
89 ST Z@ﬂ%ﬂ otfidfiac) & % 7IEO R Td-F ERe BT el F
B3k 749-019(0.6308), L therol St AT 2l  Aol7t gla= HolETH0.6816
FA45d(plnl) S & l ARSI, A 99 vs. 0.6737). Z1vt 3T ATE ARSShe 7
S5 237 (otfidf) & 483 Flo] $-(pln0) o 3T FALAE BF AH
THO.6594). =3 53 2§ 71525 7Y sh= A$-(plnl) & Blwshd, 9d-HE 257
= A&8ds W, SBEdTE AR 73S oF B Bf 7o) At apo|7t Ay a}
(pln0) Boh w82 A A AR ATHO0.6816 vs. 0.6526 : 0.6446 vs. 0.6737)
(plnl) g 7ol 5ol B A5 &1 nfol 32 HF Fl(mic F1) 7152 (O™ 3)
o] 37] FHoM= Aol 613(2008d ~ ANME GA-HF 7Y Fr-HF 79 F
20133) el 99 (20053 ~2013'A) 7HA] Thk A A Zrlle & Aozt /IATH0.6308 vs
SHA U ol Aol At frAkgE 0.6259). 18y 387 TE AREsh= AT
< Bk (pln0) & 583 TS BF AREst
+ 7Z%(plnl) & Hlwehd, ©d-HF 7t
44 W BT u -l E7 bl oha &kl 7b AATH0.6
vs. 06259 : 0.6308 vs. 0.6122). Wb 7
TS AR e @she Wil wet Al Y PAE OE 84 I e
chl-5 2% uH(single-label classification) BlR] ¥, Ee-wE R0 Also] wl-y
3} B ER(multi-label classification) T wRET a9l Aokl ddksle A
E Y Ak 9E-HF B RS oY A7F k. T o]de] dd-HF ERE A
3ol thero] HE FolA she RFE & A= g AdoA et w7 A& 5 o)de] o
Sk W, B-HF i S slE w3 FAEE Mk Afde B Adeel 94
ofe] 7§e] WFE ettt H2o dFolxe T oL E fAEHE R et
G- E7el vel Be-iE 27 A o 223 A4 W (pln0: B=1,
o] vk Ao R HHE nf I Al-Salemi et y=0vs. plnl: B=y=1)3} 5% 271(59
al,, 2015). AAl g7¢] = sk=3]e] =9 °] lﬂl 7]“?7<]T¢1 71 FolA Ha A

F

= ARgsle], 9-EE w
E—’F?&Z el s vl (9=
ST AV Z23R)(pln0) 4 5 °]
?4_%}711 Zq%o}oq L] AAE ¥ 3] S lde AR Bl 91 7 7

N

M o
gr du Hd

o o
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(E 9) TH-8ix 2ER0l 24-8ix H30| M= d|lu: ZHEHHL EHES &
A& (pint), 715X 701 7|8HY M 32 Hx Fl(mac_F1)

T 7}sA] 549 61 7a 8 9
baseline 0.542 (0.5555 0.642 0.6446 0.6141
1tf 0.54 0.5072 0.6228 0.5996 0.5871
Ge-HER s otf 0.4433 0.4476 0.6083 0.632 0.5813
(plnl) idf 0.4927 05111 0.6392 0.6043 0.6521
otfidf 0.5427 0.4969 0.6498 0.5301 0.6366

otfidfjac 0.4091 0.4594 05371 0.5933 0.54
baseline 0.5591 0.5595 0.655 0.6607 0.6737
1tf 0.5681 0.5207 0.6232 0,6798 0.6278
HEo-H3Rs otf 05071 0.5326 0.6836 0.6737 0.6579
(plnl) idf 0.5292 0.5495 0.6502 0.6828 0.6447
otfidf 0.5332 0.5454 0.6618 0.6849 0.6795
otfidfjac 0.4643 0.4506 0.5587 0.6139 0.5569

7o A5S Wl3& 4 Fl(macro_F1) 3= 7350 570 7R o] JHEE Td-

Z AN Aol o714 gATdte AR
S =3

CE 10) SHY-HF 2Re S+-HF 2Ro| Mz Hlu: SHEST ARZ(pInod),
JIEXE0] 7MY MsS: o322 ™7 Fl(mac_F1)

T 7VsA sl 61 74 8y 9d
baseline 05223 0.5201 0.6524 0.5398 0.6816
Itf 05248 0.5284 0.6355 0.6283 0.6479

TGY-HERF otf 0.5494 0.5368 0.6638 0.6541 0.657
(pln0) idf 0.5295 0.4903 0.6467 0.4995 0.6619
otfidf 0.5075 0.4969 0.6229 0.5301 0.6594

otfidfjac 0.4091 0.4594 05371 0.5933 0.54
baseline 0.5834 0.5837 0.6346 0.6284 0.6526

Itf 05415 0.5479 0.6698 0.6927 0.669

Bo-wFRg otf 05313 0.553 0.7017 0.6862 0.6536
(pln0) idf 0.4863 05223 0.5812 05976 0.6393
otfidf 0.546 05196 0.626 0.6329 0.6237

otfidfjac 05182 05753 0.6768 0.6792 06348




E offo] PHgle] BU-WF BRE AET A9 B9l ) AEAN AR
2507 BRO A%l ¥ W Ush)  BU-WF BRe B50F 2R AL v
uo BE B 1ENRe] S A oA B Fl(mic F1) HEZ ANE A

o

otf(0.7017)) TETS AREEE A1 (& 1DeME H1
E DT (E 1DE Z2A A WY T 5 /1FE0R 9U-HF BRL BeuE 2
FHA(pin0, plnl) 9 54 olgel SHPHES BT IS A5S WATHIL, off(0.6615) ) off

CE 1) HY-HF 2R S+-HF 2RO 45 dHlu: SEEZSHI ARZ(pin0),
JHEXIF0 7Y Y5 010|322 HT F1(mic_F1)
T 7FEA sl 61 7 8 9d
baseline 0.5846 0.5692 0.6 0.6 0.6
1tf 0.5846 0.5692 0.5846 0.6615 0.6
dd-HFEF otf 0.6154 0.5846 0.6154 0.6615 0.6308
(p1n0) idf 0.5692 0.5385 0.6 0.5538 0.6
otfidf 0.5846 0.5538 0.5692 0.6 0.6
otfidfjac 0.5846 0.5692 0.6 0.6308 0.5231
baseline 0.5986 0.6259 0.6259 0.585 0.585
1tf 0.5986 05714 0.585 0.6122 0.585
Bl-HFER otf 0.585 0.585 0.6259 0.6122 0.585
(p1n0) idf 0.585 0.5986 0.585 05714 0,6122
otfidf 0.5986 0.6122 0.6122 0.5986 0.5714
otfidfjac 0.5714 0.585 0.6259 0.5986 0.5578

(G 12) HY-HFE 2Re E4-HE 2RO Hs Hlu: ZHESL FHES &
| F1(m

o
ARE(pInl), 7ISX50] 7|HE d5: O[22 Hx Fl(mic_F1)

T 7 Al 54 61 d 8 9
baseline 05846 0.5846 05846 0.6308 05692

Itf 06 0.5692 06 06154 05538

H-wRRE otf 05231 05385 05846 0.6308 05692
(plnl) idf 0.5692 0.5692 06 0.6 0.6308
otfidf 0.6 05538 0.5846 0.6 0.5846

otfidfiac 05385 05538 0.5692 0.6 05538

baseline 0585 0.5986 05986 0585 06122
Itf 0.5986 0.5986 0.5986 0585 0.5986

BEHFER off 05714 05578 0.6122 0585 05714
(plnl) idf 05442 0.585 0585 0.6259 0.6122
otfidf 0.585 0.5714 0.5986 0.5986 0.5986

otfidfiac 0,5442 0517 0,5442 0,5442 05034
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