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E T % it 45 4E Y Quality Phrase 1Z 38 /5 7%

Boow e, RERYY, FORY, KAR', BEER™

(13T G TG R 2 B L 5 4K 25 (8] 22 22 B, £ 2 FE , 050024 5 2. 307 b Ui 7 o 25 1] b 45 b 157 4 8 He 20 b7 5 5
g TARWFIE L, A K, 050024 5 3. WL E KA A0 4 W 4% 515 Bl 2 5 LI, A1 K, 05002454, JTdL
TR 2R B TR 22 B, A1 2%, 050031 5. Jaf Jb Uiyl K 2 R 2Bl 2 24 ¢, A K, 050024)

i  ZE: Quality Phrase 2k A M XK FBA E FPREA ZFXEEGIR, I F L B EERFESHY
Awh, R ALK E4EILE T = HFEFLREERE R S . Quality Phrase 49 4F /£ F - 34 o Be vy
FIA . AR B K T %t 4 48 69 Quality Phrase 4248 7 3%, ¥ 98 % N-Gram 42 3% . $ A 425 MM &
AEFNEIEHGHEAES RIETRAEEFGR TN LR R EREE R ERNFE, FAN
T Quality Phrase # /£ & 69 5B, 5t H B EZ A A Z H i BEN B FR SR T Lp ;3 Bziise
& 09 45 AE n B F HOAF 5 HE A, 3R Quality Phrase, 52 3 28 R & A, K F 431 #F 42 49 Quality Phrase 32 &
FEARRGH T BRGNS RAO LB E4EZIE S FAL A E B ®E & Fl1-Score % 31
BT 5.97%,1.77% A2 4.02% .

XKFEIR . L AIEIH; Quality Phrase; 46 3F 45 45 1% 3£ 4215 5 4 42 m AR
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Quality Phrase Mining Method Based on Statistic Features
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Abstract: Quality Phrase mining is a process of extracting meaningful phrases from text corpus, which is
the basis of tasks such as document summary and information retrieval. However, the existing
unsupervised phrase mining methods have problems of low quality of candidate phrases and average
distribution of feature weight of Quality Phrase. Therefore, a Quality Phrase mining method based on
statistic features is proposed. This method combines frequent N-Gram mining, combinatorial constraints of
multi-word phrases, and spell checking to ensure the quality of candidate phrases. The public knowledge
base is introduced to add labels to the candidate phrases, and the weight distribution of Quality Phrase is
realized. The penalty factor is set to adjust the weight ratio considering the mutual influence between the

features. The Quality Phrase is extracted according to the score of the feature weighting function of the
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candidate phrases. Experimental results show that the Quality Phrase mining method based on statistic
features significantly improves the precision of phrase mining. Compared with the optimal unsupervised
phrase mining methods, the precision, recall and F1-Score values are improved by 5.97%, 1.77%, and
4.02% , respectively.

Key words: text mining; Quality Phrase; statistic features; candidate phrases; feature weighting
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LR O R 1 R ok T R Y A S5 AR A SCAR BN L ancE L H AR B Ak S PRI A L AR SCAS B
P 2 7s MO SEAL AT LAAL B TE 2R SCARIZ IR AT 55 00 1 ZE 0] R, ) 4 AR Y 2 28 ML 1) SUAS 3R T v (2
BN T A I AN G 3R 3k o0 B i OO HAFTE 4R BCIOME Y 0] 8, PRI, 30T JLAR i AF 98 D3] 3
L B A8 Ay S TR R R SR BTN SCARTE A I 3R 7R o DA SCRY v 425 4 1 A AT DA Bl AT T i 2
fife SCR 325 i AT LA B R SO BRI B R AT D B MR X

FORZ 8RR T H R S A iy B 3 ARE U 5 R BT TR VA RN 0 R A2 I L S
X Twitter £4 $2 H 38 F 43 BE 10 18] 4 b 7 43 #HE 22 HybridSeg, Shang 2822 JLH1 1R PR 3815 Quality
Phrase, # 8 T —# [ 3 {b 50 1542 P8 HE 42 AutoPhrase, JT 7 & POS(Part of speech) 51 5 i) 4 15 43 1 45 4
HE— G4 R PR RE o Lin S50 T RE A& RS £ 37 NURE 0 ) 1 SRR (TS ML AR 6% 3 A O A 3L
TR o HJE BT IR A RN 0 R R A N A b R B HARTE 5 RN E G o B 5 TR R TC O SO K
PRI 0 52 R 7 T B B 3 9 J iR 42 08 o Noraset SR T30 2 Al R B0 88 VA P 22 I 4% 18 5 B Yl
I 30 2 (B VT BE 35 BHEE T 9 N-Gram #3 . Chi %PV 7EAZ 48 B A X 1 0 B TR 18 SCA S5 KA A 3¢
FRAN R . SR, e TR B U vk A B R A B A R AR A AT AR Ry s B RN T
AR 22 SO RIS, o 1 el 42 8 B T e b M R A2 08 O o iy ik A EUARLR TRk RS 4 L A
KB /NHEF SFe 4 1 6 1 BT B . Parameswaran S5O0 DA ECHE A rb S SBORE 8 194 ] 25040 Sy 8 T 008 0y 40 [ 20
R SR BE RN AR FEAE NG 8 A R i U & . El-Kishky 28748 H AR 4 2 51 4% 8 K F fe /) 3 F5 B (A
9 RLIEAE Ry e e, B NG 1) b b 4% B Sig 7503 #EAT G OF , B B — SO R R iU TR AR B . Nedelina
SEBIYHE Topical PageRank 383 , B 3 8RR S Pk R0 TE ) PR 45 S PR AR A o 00 3 PE AR 4348 B, e JECHE 44 it
J7 4 UL I

BOHE 9T 6 i e B A 1 0 A2 i S5 4R I . SCRR[9-11 2L F Seq2Seq 280 , ¥ 15 5 19 M 5 Y Rl A 3] 3¢
R A L . SCHR[12-14 R 9845 Hhpp 28 DG B A 18 1Y A8 U7 1 o Debanjan S5 7 1 ik A B2 BOG 5
Fi1 . Florian! 1S3 1 5L F 22 3 1 1 T W B OC R I B B . Zhang 817N N 1 75 07 4 B3 OC i e 1
P& IBORE AL rh G e T Twitter Ui £ .

BN 2 H BN T O R M WE ST (H OGS R B D AR REAR G5 KR OB o PR, AR SR
Quality Phrase 42 #if B A5 , 51X 5 T 58 1 1Y 8185 2 48 47 76 05 28 40 35 BT 1 AN 5 . Quality Phrase £ iE AU E
BN 24 0 () R, 48 O T S8 1T R AF 19 Quality Phrase #2 4 J5 7% (Quality Phrase mining method based
on statistic features, QPMSF ) o 1% J7 %K 5 % N-Gram 424 | 2 18] 5 15 1) 414 M 24 SRR 8038 4 18 10 D 5
R A AR 25 A AR E T 38 S B 1Y BT i 5 5 A AT R o A TR N 2R M AR A5, ST BT AR B R AR X
Quality Phrase BT #k T B2 (9 A [6] 2 43 BC AR R 09 A TR 5 o5 i IR 39 6 o 1) A TR N ASL e 5075 40 HE I, 42 B
Quality Phrase,

1 #HXEX
EX A i B Pk i SO SOR o NS A SR (0 BT B KR DAy 49 AN ) W B3 e A 2
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MWP=d[iitl—1]=wyw, w0 BT IR MR T 2Z 18 85 A

E X 2 Quality Phrase, SCA SRS d HRE % 38 38 45 8 19 32 R 5 S, W] DAAE S 58 36 0 SCER T T B
) J5 15 FX 4 Quality Phrase.

FE X 3 Quality Phrase #24 . 5 MAE E A B AT B 09 SCASTEBHE C Ui Mk W 18 B 18 3C
IR BT IR R A ) v, B IR SCAS SCRS P Y O 6 R T — e Y T A ), e AR
g v e BUISHEA T HE Y SR BEAT A0 5K B AT m A 5 4L Quality Phrase fI94E & QP ={ QPy, -+, QP,,}, Bl
4 Quality Phrase 1248 (25 3 . Quality Phrase 42 4 7] LLVE Sy 32 80l 485 | SCAR 43288 DA B {5 B R R 45 S0
55 1 e fil

EX 4 5 EAE B PMI(Pointwise mutual information) o {15 &5 8% M #L 2% & P,, P, 4 & 4l 57, PMI
WAL TEAEWERE p(P.P) S MK p(P,),p(P))Z [ 1 22 5, M 1 7 WA~ BEHLAS 5 22 (8] 9 AR SC M, B
RRH
p(PIP)

p(P.,P))
PMI(P,;;P,)=1 =1 =1
(Pab)=log "oy Py ~ 1087 py ~ 187, 0p)

(1)

2  Quality Phrase ¥ ¢} # |

TE TR IZ IR BBk, “Quality Phrase” M WA — A3 IR AR 1l . A SCIR A SCHR[18-21 ] A 5%, &
G545 B % WL 1 5T RN ME DN B AR E R MR e B ] TS 2619 Quality Phrase 2
P75 o TR U I R 2% U g FL A B S, O R R 0 Ok A HE N

HEW 1 e AR R PR SCAR TR RHE C b S 3 I 300 Y B /P )R T 5 R 0 B £, D
TP R B L R AR TR S N AN AR b

NGETT I AR BE R, e 00 1 H AR AR X PR R AT R R R Y, i, — R R
X2 F]“deep learning” , I 4 1% F1 1 & Quality Phrase (1 7] GEPEML K o

W2 HAEHE. GEPHEAGHREN, YA YEE AP, P, i3 P=POP ) H
function( P, P;)=true, H D g5 1E P i ¥ 50T L P, P, P &B 2 41k, function J& 54~ 45 2 4e 1
ENER(EAER CRTRER TR SE) T A K KA, GE P, P RER A T .

AR Hb U, 21 G P e SR A A 206 ) B ) o e v S () B b A S, )3k A A 4B Y
L] B S 1 T LA IR R — B B . AN, New A Y ork 2 [A] 3 BE LE Y ork B H B A S R T G L K Gk
[ 7 CHE SE e AL I AE #E 4T Quality Phrase #7248 I, 4% New York 3R 51 2 B A 20 & P o ) 1) 1

A SCR IR B8 v 9 B EAH OGS Rk R 41 G PR A9 A R BRAR function. B B AT LU & — Bl
BLAS B A5 o5 — D BEAL S & 045 B R . i BAR BT AR R B R EAE R X — A S N B
GHMEN R b, o AT, AR S R S — S0 n] DLBR AR ON AE P IS DL P 3R AR R L
Pl B HE SR K U P P R B B S, T LRI EE P R A A,
p ()BT O o AR TR PR v s B A U B A A e IS B LA .

J(x)
— \m7 2
p(x) S () 2)
x'€Pop
T Pop 3R SCARTERNE T A 560N 1B MIENES . WL, 468N /R RERR N
) true PMI(P;P))=a

function( P, P;)= (3)

false HoAth

KM 3 5B, AR TE P AESCR SCRY o T RE 8 3R 3K R 1 0 R sl o 1 1 ME A DB e U R A
BEEEN B an, — R B8 S0, “text classification” X — 5 15 % kb “the paper” B A7 B 4 W5 Bk,
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AR SCAR 5 386 SOR A 463X — GE T HE R s A5 B PR R ME & . ST P A 0 SR AR ] LRl TR Hh SO
SCRY RS A W SO H HUAE X B0k R
ID|
IDF(P):IOngGD:PGdH
WM 4 gt XA AR EIEP=d[iit [ —1]=w,w, 1w, RSB, Y
HXYAFHEEIEQ=d[jj Tl 1]l=w,wy, w11, it~ 1]
T
6 R PR U ) R A R A8 3R Gk — A S8 B LT, A, SCA SCRS v [R] IS A7 7E “ Naive Bayesian
Model”“Naive Bayesian”“Bayesian Model”3 871 . A 4 , iZ#EM 1A 4 “Naive Bayesian Model” j& — 4>
SE L [ e 1 B U A B I SE B 4543, “Naive Bayesian” #1“Bayesian Model” AN J& F 58 8 i 5 i ol
AAT ARG 53, BVETE 1) TN 28 B AR A . 9K, QR SOy v i B Naive Bayesian”, [A] I 3547 1
B SER K S T4 “Naive Bayesian™ #IA b i i 52 &
A SR 58 B A T W 6 AR S5 A ME 3R 00 Il . (B TS P, AR TR T B T 58 8 B R0 TE P, I 2 551
B P(PoonlPos) TBRTERTI T Py BB IE BL N Poo HBLMER . S5 MER R, TG P, R E 8. AR
P(Pew NP)

(4)

PERER A AT, p (P oo Pas) = 2 TV IT Py P, TR IF H B BE R, AR B P 1

p(Psub)
B, 4B 35 50 W 305 Py HY B ABE 2 HL A 5% T B 46 p( P [Po) — f;((i)’ W I

1 _ S(Puw)
P(PeomlPar) [ (Peom)
ORI P, BB E AT BER 1k — A, S8 R A A, I 58 B M R A0 20

S (Peom,) S (Pyy) S (Peom,) o S (Pan)

P = X ot

ijf(Pcom,) S(Pew) Ef(Pmm,) F(Pen)

BEAS Z A R A0 A (B 12 L Y S 0 OB LA T A L Y S R R
Quality Phrase 2 4l (1 F 4 5 2 I SCA THREZE 4 BORF 5 _E 348 44 ol U] A9 2 0 oK I &5 49 1 ) SCAR
RO e e AT T S

3 ETFHRITHENREEEZERE

T X TG 235 #8) A SCAS 18 ) 22 fu] lAGram:‘ Transactions ||on” Knowledge ” and” Data “ Engineering I
fe ORI S T ik . A
SRR AL B R — Fh 2 L 7 3k 2
N-Gram o 7 B8 . B 2L A AR 2 3-Gfam1| Transactions lon | Knowledge Illand | Data I Engincering ‘
B SCAR SRS 114 A 7 42 IR 3 DY R A7 '
KN K N6 D s 4E B R 2
MK N &G . Flan, JH N-Gram
X “Transactions on Knowledge and
Data Engineering” #4757 i $2 B 25 SR W8] 1 fr (LA N=1,2,3 ) o BRI O s R A 25 2 R AT ]
— AN AR R R o B VR R R R R SO SORS RO S 0 f 2 7 A R R 0 R RO
SR JLTEAZ AT R RIXE o DRI, AR SRR B v DU il 5 31 N-Gram B S G R

{2 % (135 SR FUAE MR, R0 P B2 2 o

2-G’ram:‘ Transactions |on|| Knowledge || and|| Data| Engineering I

F 1 N-Gram if 5 #5 R i)
Fig.1 Example of the N-Gram language model
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3.1 3REEN-Gram B
ﬂi’riﬁﬁﬁ‘/ﬁm FHE] N-Gram % 75 4 BU B b, v] DU 8 3 SCAS TR Hhosi 85N T L £ 1 1) 15 7
|, AT 8O A R R R AN SO AR 1 R g AR R T R G E B N-Gram 28 5k . K
Wﬂ@]z/\%ﬁ{ﬁﬁ%ﬁi%‘% B LA ARG SR B R AT B AR B TR B R BT A AL Y 81 R AR
A 3 55 2 A SR MR SR AT R O B T AR SCAS TR v I R R AR Bk 1
Fis
Bl ETRIE B E N-Gram #2485 1%
A SORIERLE C 0 BB f, e KRR o
8 TR T SR frequence
1. index = null /*#¥I iR L R 5| F #3+/
2. frequence = null /*¥] 1 f M 5k 7 M e +/
3. /R R rh R Y R 5 R A B R e/
4. fori=1to |C|do
5. forj=1to|C[i]|do
6 index [ key ]= index [ key JU[ 7,/ ]
7 end for
8. end for
9. /x4 B BE pl /N B R 1 326 AW e Ak 3 1/
10. for len=1to w do
11. for key in index do
12.  if lindex [ key ]|= /. then
13. frequence [ key ]= |index [ key ]|/*Ji % 4 1 +/
14, /RH R AR I 2R DR AT B I o o g 3R/
15. for [ m,n ]€index [ key ] do
16. newkey =key@C [ m,n+ 1]

17. index’ [ newkey ]= index' [ newkey JU[ m,n + 1]
18. end for

19.  endif

20. end for

21. index =null

22. index = index’

23. index'= null

24. end for

25. return frequence

BEE T DABC AL B ) SCASTE B R SR SR, A 1~2 2500 Uh Ak T 3R 58 3~ 8 A (i H U2 1 0K

SCATE R v A AR 1 R S S B AR AE R 51 F B3R 55 9~24 25 1Y 5 A1 J2 1R PR AR 8 3 1 4 B A
INBIRARYUGEAR , B2 A5 BE Sy Len () J85 10 AN s JE 00 Bk, DU LB R I R BE R Len+ 1 B 035 20 78 A
B, T L R R HR R 2 T 1 B R R L D B A I TR AR . R 1 w0 2 — MR/
NHB R 2 X I ] A2 2% BE 7™ A S o R T U A A o O 0 i L B 12~ 19 2P R R BRI A
AR I3, O 2 S o 1 e o (R BE RS I 1) 2R 5 A5 S DR A7 B ) 2R 5 M8 R >4 K B 1) BT A L
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AW B L AT Rkt
3.2 ZRBIEAGHAR

317 92 4 A5 300 110 L 0 A AT B M U A e AR v A R R RN B T R E AR T, A
FOPE B BB BN, D SCAS T R P i R0 o o B AR R b T AR L (H R X R Oy X e e 2k
LR O 22 B0 SCRE T B A R SR ST 5 A I B /N, T AR IE A 38t ) B 20 A
BOSCHRL T A B 22 5 e iy fole U R B 1Y 22, O IS 2219 Quality Phrase 42 47 R i ] B9 FE . R
fitp A AT B R (L AR B ) R, AN SCAE Ak 08 L T A2 40 O B A AL 5 PR 2 SR 7R AR T 9 S L T R
Geit i SCRE G pR R, BR U/ T I A T B W R T R R Y B A

F 2H 5 P T O AT R BT R A AT 2 T L G B A R B — A R B L AR A
A FREE R G XA B SR E R Ay B E 0 R B T B )2 AR AR e IR T
SRRy Fe KR O R g — 22 7 A 8 S AR 48 BT (] BB S B S R i B 2 R ) 3EAT B O0F  Ab 2
it B AR A5 R e O R A R H A AT R /N TG P Ak 2L AT .

T 1 LA “ Automated Phrase Mining from Text Corpora” A 1 , 1 40 156 B 21 & 1k o W) () o7 1 0 7 . 3
LRI IR BB E P B (E o = 3, R LA A% o0 B, B e A AAE l— ot U — 0T
AT 2 WA AH 4B 5T (Automated F1 Phrase, Phrase il Mining, Mining 1 from , from £l Text, Text f1 Corpo-
ra) i PMI{H , 1 U K AH Text Al Corpora, ¥ 24> Huia] 5 IF 8] 1A FAIT . 7RI BEAl 1 EAT 55 2)2 kX,
T 5 A0 46 28 96 ( Automated Fl Phrase, Phrase f1 Mining, Mining

6
K1 from, from 1 Text Corpora) ) PMIH , It B 318 2% 1 R sl PMI=3.3

Phrase Fll Mining i % % 2 Ji& fix K , % Phrase Fl Mining £ Jf 2] [7] g 4t PMI=3.5PM1—3 ,

— AT W3R4T 3L A IR B3 '
8 JE ) A IF B9 590 4 from F1 Text Corpora, #5 4 JZ 5015 H 2r h PMI=6
Phrase Mining fl from Text Corpora 2 [B] {4 42 i1 & L4543 & F (1) I |——|
Automated Fl Phrase Mining. #% /)5 , T % ¥ 0 Automated Fl 5 Automated Phrase Mining from Text Corpora
JG Phrase Mining from Text Corpora 2 [8] B PMI{H & 3.3, & T Phrase

S 00 B L, R LT LA PO IS (A 2 SR AL KA

FIAR BT 9 PMIT{E L bt 84 1 Fig.2 Example of combinatorial judg-

ment of phrase

3.3 BREEHERE

A M E N GE T 24> B DA b B 1] 4 R A I, AR T BRI Y S5 Sk 23 5 TR % 3R R O 4 A RS B
SRy A R D AR X B TR AT DR R A R R G , AS SCH A Trie B iR A FRA S5 49, B R A H G A SRS
ok /D A T ] B R B BE Bl 9/ A5 Y L BB TR B 42
T VB 32 Root

Trie BLia) A RN B A 3AEEAME T : (DR SAE S 755, B
HREAT A A0 A — AT AR AL LA AT 5 (2) DR Y i 3 e —
SRR T2 L 0 A R R T U L B AT AR (3) B
WA TR A N FAEA MR . K 32 L adj, adv, auto,
but, bus, from 1 feel 4 41 ¥4 HE A Trie P18 28 Fe A o o€ BE 4G 15 42 I8
14 B 1) Jo o P G A o AR v, S A A PR OR) SR Y Trie S5 44, SR 5 K
BE 1-Gram J& & 7F Trie i 30, 25 30, I A A468 358 J 15 3 3

LA I N-Gram 238 . 22 18 46 315 (14 26 A Pk 249 oA BA ) S 1B 1Y
PEE KA, 38 3 F G 0T R AR A0 0 BE R R 1A 8 O vk o B A S B3 Trie HUii x4k 4 45 14
BN . Fig.3 Structure of Trie tree
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B2 BTSRRI 00 1 R A A O vk
B BB SR T R frequence, BLIR] 2 vocabulary
B« o 8 3 7 K candidate
1.for word in vocabulary do
2. insertTrie( word )/ ¥ &t Trie Bia] A £ =/
3.end for
4 for key in frequence do
5. 1f [key|=1 then
6. if trielsExist(key )= true then /*$t 5 K 25 */
7.  candidate [ key |= «
8. endif
9. else if [key|= 2 then/*15H K 2 2 F11E Y PMI*/
10. if PMI(key [1}key[2])= athen
11.  candidate [ key |=PMI(key[1 }key[2])
12. endif
13. else/* K BE KT 2 WY 4016 AT 18] 2 9 # A/
14. length = [key]
15.  while length> 2 do
16.  fori=1tolength— 1do
17, /GBI AR B OC ) PMIE K (E*/
18. if PMI(key [ key[i+ 1])>PMI(key[i+ 1]key[i+ 2])then

19. loc=1

20. else

21. loc=1i+1
22. end if

23. key [ loc J=key [ loc ]+ key [ loc + 11/ *& I B IT*/

24. length =length — 1

25.  end for

26. end while

27, /PSRN 2 B IT I PMIAE , #5 K T 1 ) Ay 6% 35 i 1 </

28. il PMI(key [1 tkey[2])=a then

29.  candidate [ key |=PMI(key [1 Jkey[2])

30. endif

31. end if

32.end for

H I B N-Gram 1E R 5035 2 Wk AL 50 1~3 2D 45 5 Sl - M R Fy 2 Trie B0 28 $R AR s USRS 4 26T 0

XA B TR BEAT AR . A RIE R BEN 1, AT EE 5~8 40, il ik §F 5 A A 10 LR Tl A B R IR S K
RPN 2, AT 58 9~12 5 1B A A WA B3 (9 PMIZ 5 K F o, 5 KT B (R U A 68 35 S 15 91 36
MBIEA KT 20 AT ES 1320 B 2 043 32 . W 2 9 0 DB Ao R R B e 5B 15 45 i iR AR B
T Uk ARG 4R B AR 4R P S BT PMIL Y S5 RAE AT & 0F (56 16~25 20 ), 24 KA 24> Boo i, 34T 50
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28~30 115 PMIMH , 5 K F BIE o Jin A5 5 46 05 51 36
4 ETHit431EH Quality Phrase & #F /5%

TE bR o Ve J v A2 I A B Al b TR S B AL Tk AR S M N o8 M A A ) 4 (B D i R
1 A ANFRAE RIS 4 S FEAE X Quality Phrase (19 57 BRFR 5245 3 60 B 1 ACE , 2% JERRAE 22 1) 09 AH 552 5| A
FES N R A B o i S e PR 35 2 1 0 SRR E I AL pR BOAS 0 HE Y |, %6 4 Quality Phrases
4.1 #{EX} Quality Phrase BTk 7E &

£ Quality Phrase 32 it if , Fe A AL B 002 15 20450 20k (& Pk A5 B R 58 M 4 A R R X
Quality Phrase o7 sk #2 BE 19 K/, 845 %) Quality Phrase 5 Wi 8 K B4R AE & &8 K 9AE , %) Quality Phrase
5 MR /N B RRAE o5 A58 /IN A BLER e BRRRAE I A R B0AS 40 E AT HE Y L B v R A A M B .

A SCHRIEZONF BT A, AR BB h .

(1) TR e 38 5 18 M8, PMIL IDF , P, A5 10 i 18 55 3 04 28 501 (DL 28 2Lt e 4 58 7 B o A
e A e B R AR e L A B B, WIFRIE 15 A W BRI R 0) , 153 BREAE A BE 5 1) R AT A0 3% — AV ik
B, 580 4 AR R SIK , PMILIDF , P, FIZE )

frequence, pMI, IDF, P, o
pP= : : : SR (6)
frequence, PMI, IDF, P, ¢,

(2) & XWF 25

ta: 2 Ry 1A 3 T AE T AR IR AR B 1 AR AR AR R

16 JE )R 1B A 3 A B 2 AT AR 22 A0 i FL A AR AR 24 B B A R AR A 2

te: 2 ) Ry O A0 34 0 T8 7E > AT AR AR 48 BE 9 AR AR (B 2

td s ZE ) R O (14468 358 15 16 5% XY A R AIE =2 A0 1 JC Al RR AR 2 8 1 (9 REAE (22 A0

H 4 80, A SCHR HH R AIE DT RRRR B2 A 3R 4 S FREAE XS Quality Phrase (52 ma #8232k 200

la
ta+ tc @

REAE XS5 288 91 431X 53 R 07 4 BBOER T 2000 Ay 1) 3 1 A M T AR R 4 E % R AR (B 22 AN 5 T A g i
TV TE 1 R AR 2 3 O FRAE (B 2 R0, OB RO, Y H AR AR S8 T2 50 1 A Rl R

(3) XF 4 ASRRAE Y DT R AR B2 R AT 0 — AL Ab 3, 45 21 fige 37 0 1 104 e TR 0 AR o £

sig = w *frequence + w,*PMI+ w*IDF + w,*P,, (8)

4.2 BEZEEEMm

% J& B R AR 22 6] AR 552 R A7 TE TUAR I I B0, A5 R JH B2 7Rk A OC 3 B0 & 2 SRR 22 8] 19 A G 72
B A GE T R T3R8 B AR A9 TU A 1 XF Quality Phrase i 5% 9 6 18] 52 0, ol E 40 A0F 51 kAR B, 50 35 ok vk 0
T ATRRAE AL R 4K, 42 B Quality Phrase.

PRI Z 18] 1Y B 7K b AH G R 80k

contribution =

~cov( fi.f)
lohj 7 6/;6// (9)

S RN PIARRAE s cov (i, f,) A PSR AE B BRI 22 5.6, RO, o3 0l bR 22 o B2 JR b A 5% 2R J0E0R
FUVRRAE Z AP MU AR o T A SO B B RRAE 22 6] 52 W 2 2, 5 1E B T 56, P9I B Bz R b A
KRB LR o [ VE AR AR o B4 RFAE A9 T A BE 3153 7 SO IR AE 5 4 iE 25 [8] F o FE A 34>
AT 14 B2 2 38 A G 28 B804 46 X 22 A F 3508, Rkl
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1
p'=5 27 lou (10)

Ao, BYHUE 73 LUT JLFE B0 25 0,'= O IF R AE £, B TCAY , RIVZRHAE B9 BTk AR B R 5 00 585 5 24
0,7 OMF  (E 8RR IZ AL B TUAY , T B B R AL £, 0 DTRR R B 5 2 o,/ = 1IN, R WZCRRAIE 7T LAY G Al
FRAE AT AR, A TOA AT O IR IE o PRI, 51T DR 7 3, ok ek 5 AIE =2 18] 49 A 5 52 i)

0 o' =1
Bi= 1 + (11)
1+ 3*p] it
U R AE A A
w,'=pFw, (12)

532 N 7SI ANV E (1) IE Y&k &)
sig = w, *frequence + w, *PMI + w; *IDF + w,*P,, (13)
54 4. 1R X Quality Phrase 8 57 Bk F2 B A 4.2 35 BRAE 22 1) A0 T 5200, A SO D R T 483 H R IR 1Y
Quality Phrase ¥ £ 75 v Sk 40F .

B3 T HIPRER Quality Phrase 388 7 1%

B LR UL R frequence, B BE BT F 0L 3R candidate, 2 B @ R 584K R Wikicentity,

Quality Phrase A% rankid

i 1 : Quality Phrase 51 % Quality Phrase List

1.for i=1 to 4 do/* TR AF BT HRFR B +/

2. for count = 1 to [candidate| do

3. if candidate [ count ]in wiki-entity then

4 ta+=P [count][ /]
5. else

6 tc+=P [count ][ f]

7. endif

8. end for

9. contribution, = ta/(ta + t)
10.end for

11.for i=1 to 4 do/*HR 4 FE 51} K - & & AUAE */

4
12. w, = contribution,/ Zcontributionj
i< 1

13. forj=1,j#ito4 do
4. o, =cov(f.f;)/8,0,
15. o.'+=p.,

16. end for

17.0,'=p,"/3

18.if p,"= 1 then

19. 8i=0

20. else
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21. B;=1/(14 3*p))

22. end if

23. w,v'Zﬂ,-*w,-

24.end for

25./ %1 4k R T () RRAE IR oA BT 3/

26.for count = 1 to |candidate| do

27. sig = w, *frequence + w, *PMI + w; *IDF + w,*P,

28.end for

29./*4& 45 53 HEJY , PEFE AT rankid (9 5 28 15 +/

30.if sort( sig )= rankid then

31. return qualityPhraselist

32.end if

TEF 3 48 1~10 AL AR IR 20 (7) iy SO0 Bt 2R 6 Mk A5 R A58 2 M 4 A RRAE XS Quality
Phrase (4 5T KRR BE o 28 11~24 2R 4 20 (9) —(12) I AAE ST A F 25 BRERAE Z 18] 19 0 4%, 18 38 53 iF A9 AL
L], 5 25~28 0 M4 X (13) 155 4 > 2 1 00 e AE A ok K075 43, 565 30 20 0 ek 84S 70 HE 7, 16
PEHE A BT rankid (905 16 8215 1E 4 Quality Phrase i i o 4455 3 795 (4 06 16 40 18 42 48 A1 58 4795 19 FRAE ALy
A IR, BRI AR SCHE Y 36T B0 R AY Quality Phrase 32 38 572, i HELL U IR 4 FR o o
BT SRR 19 Quality Phrase 248 J7 ¥R HE S 532 A 9853 - 45 1 43 52 BLX SCAS T8 B P2 14 4 34 T

VB ALHE SR 75 505 0 ) LA KA IR T A5 5L 45 5 5 2 38 20 Al 5 900 38 N-Gram ST TR A2 4 L 2 1) iR 21
B 24 SRR B TR R B SR A ke S B M A TR AZ O 28 3R I EE H R R BB A FR
P 58 P B AR AR , #45 X) Quality Phrase 57 8k 38 K 09 FR4F 5 8K 09 LU, % Quality Phrase BTk /)
FR R AIE o /N B ASCER 5 55 4 R 43 AR A M 3 R 3 1 R E 0 A R BSOS A3 HE DY L $ HRCHE 44 56 T R 1R
Quality Phrase.

b — T ! e  E—
| B oLl A T i
o [RERE BRCi vl |
1 ALI\ ! 1 1
| | |
| P BRI 5T T
| BT ! : EE(&EJ) mo!
A T | SAEnET |
i H%N-gram L : E
i FIESZ R ! :::::::::4:::::::; _____
P IR bl :
- : ] A |
L —— . 3 f '
] £ %515 o BE |
L A PR ] Quality Phrase |
| I o BB :
i s s (1| : |
5 }#Efﬁﬁ sar| | |

4 FETF G IFRHE R Quality Phrase 2 8 J7 2 HE 22

Framework of Quality Phrase mining method based on statistic features
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5 SRIRIEIE

AT X B TG ARAE 19 Quality Phrase 324 J7 v #EAT 5286 00 4, OF 5 HA R TR AZ 6 7 A e B . A
SCHTA LB A BRAE RS Windows 10 %Ml i (64 (7 #RVE R 48 ) AL #2524 Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-2600
@ 3.40 GHz NfF 8 GB il 1 TB, LW B LM H Javaii 5 5 , 7 & T H N Eclipse Luna Service Re-
lease2,jdk1.8,

5.1 HIE&E

AR SCHEFE 5 A B IBUE SR AE b S 56 19 SCARIE BHE : (1)5Conf 18 AL, DB, DM, IR, ML />4 35k £
FE SCI AR SCAR AR B 5 (2)DBLP Abstracts W4 1 HIEESEER
TR SHLZE S E B R AR B 5 (3) AP News J& Table 1 Data set in general
TREC 1998 4F iy 38 I SCA %548 45 ; (4) AMliner-Ti- B SRR oA K R A
tles  AMiner-Paper®(fiff 77 2= AR A5 B W 45 19 5 4 5Conf 20 000 424
)P bR AL B A IR K 5 (5) AMiner-Abstracts DBLP Abstracts 5209 57~900
S AN AMiner-Paper ff 4l HH ke 1) 48 22 o R} o AP News 1795 26~571
XF 54 SCA VR AT BOH AL B, S BRARRAF AMiner Titles 19229 3~27
B KR B R JE A U B g s Ay AMIner Abstracts il 10571 962
WUNR 1R .

5.2 XfLbE&E

SR E AR SCT5 % A ROHE DA BCR FH AR SO TR 2 98 1 Quality Phrase 4 BE fie i B AR SCT 2 S BUA 1Y
TE Wi B e A A R AT A

T MBI TR AE I oy o 3R T Gt B T R B RN T E A . BT QPMSF HESE
SR 1) T B A O 2, PRk B B T o R 3 2 T M B T S I AR R Bk . TF-IDF & T T4
T 0% 58 7 12 B0 04 7% , TextRank /& 3 F M 45 & (19 £ 3 , TopMine J2: %5 175 32 95 40 3P BE AR 4 1% 3+ 3 8 19
Tk BN, BB IRCHT B9 ¢ 5 A T U ParaNet -+ CoAtt Ml 8t 1 35 R 15 42 4 05 3 CQMine #E 47
XTI

(1) TF-IDF J& 28 B 14 5 15 425 0 0 12, AR o 345 1900 400 3R DA % SC A4 43 % 42 B Quiality Phrase

(2) TextRank®H PageRank W 5T 7 B4 HE J3 53036 477 28 W0 R, & 19 JE AR I AR 40 5 — A~ 23] ) B AE
AR Z2 B 1) J T 158 ] 3 A i) Ll i

(3) TopMine K FH i ] 1 14 7 0K 1R SCRY 43 #10 ml op 3] Jd o sk 2 ) el o, O 7 P SCRY 32 R A= i
B,

(4)ParaNet+ CoAtt 4 I 5 f 1 1 1E 5 29 W 4E WL F Seq2Seq W 2% , 18 o 7 35 ALl 8 /D> & & 218 19
e

(5)CQMine J&— Fiv i 2 14 5 U 15 A2 8 7 12 , 3 FH 30 25 10 0 R B 1) SEVABL4R BB 1
5.3 iR

H Rl 7 18 92 90 40 ) E — AN S8 15 & 75 O Quality Phrase 8 B Fh 7 20 (1) RUYE K7 RBF 524K O B i
(2)38 o8 S L RAEAT IV o A SCHERESS 1R 20, 25 5010 2 90 199 J6 075 B 05 A 48 5 7 R v 6 1) — 26 3 7
A SR, T IA A 32 8 1 2 L TE (19 Quality Phraseo B IX R 07 X7 Az B9 R WG HE M QN 26 2 s o AR EIR VB 4R
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W 3 54 1 ) %% (Accuracy) A B %8 (Precision) . 7 1] % (Recall) Fl F1-Score, YE h ¥ # B ¥ 40 25 049 45 ¥ .

x2 RBEER

Table 2 Confusion matrix

T 2% 2R AR
i RN AN e 5L EH R A
FPAZ A Quality Phrase True positive( TP) False positive(FP)
B E A 2 Quality Phrase False negative(FN) True negative( TN)

5.4 ETHRER
5.4.1 MAABKAHELEFRSE

2 P oA D 157 P T S R A 1) 22 1R U 2 S PR A B o AR L Rk A 1R 2 4 )9 & Quality Phrase
AR AR . o geit B SRR e pR R R AR E T 20 R Y BT o SE IR X L g it
YA EASE B PMILR 7k 5 CHLL T K 55 Sﬁfﬁﬁﬁiﬁ,if’_é?%&i%o%ﬁfﬂﬁrﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁﬂv#ﬂ%ﬁgiﬁiﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ

A BT . T 3 R B BOTE 5 AR R L 0 455 Efﬁ
RIHEAF 0% L L RA R ER REAIMEEMIL. ool
Fel 5 JTDH B A 73 17 4 1) 45 45 £ 4 F1-Score R CHI, - 5
T-test Al PMI {9 % Ho 4% % 80
P 5 v KR S T 2 A PR R 4 5 R R e A
SR P 101 45 P 1-Score (O3 [ 9 70% ~90% L RE R | Uk
U v RS .t e s Aok - LI | I i

. . SConf DBLP AP NewsAMiner- AMiner-
By 3% B b 4, M T R O R 58 CHI - ¥ 2 7 2.96 %0, L Abstracts Titles Abstracts

Trest I 559 W A RE AN PR
FERUH A B PMIAEG AL & BRI BERE BB SRR Z TR i 5 Comparison of combinatorial statistical
ARG B H 1 o significance measures
5.4.2 AREFFITEIBR B 45 R AP

TE A B TR AZ R B BE , AR LS T U N-Gram 42 41 2 1) Ji 7 19 24 5 1k 249 SRR B35 o 1) DF 5 4G
A SRR B IR T G R AR A R AR A T o D R R — A A5 RO i A Y A L A
SCAEAS A IR AR EAT 1 S U5 S0 E o 3 3k A W AL 4 0 B AL, 5 A SCA T RLIZE Y Precision-Recall i 26
WA 6 Bz o H TS0 BT TR 5 A SCARTE 2 A RUREAS [] Bt A2 P L ) 28 1 DX ] o AN AR T

M5 ASSCA TR S LAY PR 2T DL Y B0 A — A o U 4T N-Gram S35 32 4 i, RS
3 R [ 5 0 95 2R 52 050 BV L ) 2 T B G, B MR T 2 o BT BT B (LRI R R T AR
BB 9 K F (E A [l SR ARG 5 A B, A0 B4 B (i s B /N, A [l R AR i, W LAGR 2 9006 AL E2:
K A< R [ o BT DL, ALl P S — 1 o U AR X 3K RS B 3 R [l 3 B~ o A g DR B o
) A 4 T AL, A 22 3 3 ) 25 MR 24 O, T R Y 45 T AR 5 B AR L RS B R AR M — R
{14 DX [5) , HE A 2 7 7E 906 ~10024 , 1 I P TE 70 05 B 3 AN B ST 6 F) 19 B0 T, AN DRI 0 3 00 9 4 IR A 4
FHA 13, FIR AR S ECH G o TEE N-Gram 42 8 F 22 10 5 185 20 5 PE 29 B SR b, 35 n #en) 4
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Fig.6 Precision-Recall curves of candidate phrase mining phase

15 K A n] DLE— 2D im0 5, AR DFE R A B R R 1 — B8 R Y B, S B0 R
TR ABZEA PE4E AR F1-Score /188 02 F @, N DK 5 A SCARTE BLETE 3Rk 20 & (J7 1 D R /R 4
BEN-Gram 248 , 7715 Q@ R R W% N-Gram 1248 + Z i A G 2 0, ik Q@ R R M E N-Gram 2
P+ 218 R 2 A MR 2 R+ i B PE S R ) B A s IR A5 RN 2 N 3 R .

F 3B WoR T E QW HER 5 )5 ik O QHEA T, e 24275 0.07% o i1 T RS 8 32 F0 4 1] 2240 5
&, B L7 3 BB AR UEAE — 7 TH R B AP RIS LT L o5 — O TS B 0 AR . DRI DOKRS f R R A [l
I LEG 88 F1-Score % &, IEQ Tk O#E 2.06%0~10.31% ,F ¥4 5 5.4500 . i@ 5
P @ 0.17%~2.05% 34482585 0.93% o AT UL, 468 38 Jo 15 42 98 0 A B N-Gram #2408 41 & PE 29 AN PF
KA AN A 0 U R AR R B R TR R TR 1Y BT
5.4.3 AXFikL A ket

SEEZ IR O A Z R B A SCK TF-IDF, TextRank, TopMine, ParaNet+ CoAtt, CQMine 55 74
SCQPMSF Jrik X o 4% 05 A8 SCA TR E 1Y F1-Score 20 i fi SL AN 7 B

X A B, ParaNet + CoAtt 535 1Y F1-Score S i, J5 A 2 B8 9K $ie A 56 B J 1000 1 BEAR =y, (L T) if
HEBR T K& % Quality Phrase, 5804 [l 2 7 % AR 1Y F1-Score H BB F57F 29.6%0~36.96% . Hk,
TextRank % M i 2% , 7E 5 8 BHE b #9F ¥ F1-Score J 60.35% , # Bk — 42 5 . TF-IDF Hl Top-
Mine [ G 2 LA L. A2 0 58 & 3, 76 40 SCAS i BLHE (5conf, AMiner-Titles) I+, TopMine 2 4f F
TF-IDF J5 ¥k, 76 K SCARIE R ZE (DBLP Abstracts, AP News, AMiner-Abstracts) I, TF-IDF % F Top-
Mine. P24 TopMine & H A % ) b 8y 5 53X 43 %1 SCA , b 8L B ZE 19 Quality Phrase L 4E A 10 #
P 37 B A R R R B BT N L A LT TF-IDF 3K 3, A 1& 4 TopMine, R4 CQMine
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x3 BREEEFEZEINIHEITLE
Table 3 Comparison of three stages of candidate phrase mining %
B A 240 5 1k RS iR PER G F1-Score
FkO 99.65 80.29 80.08 80.18
5conf VR3O 99.62 85.62 91.45 88.44
Tk 99.72 90.94 90.04 90.49
Frik@ 99.97 92.08 85.68 88.76
DBLP Abstracts VR3O 99.96 91.11 94.23 92.64
TEO 99.97 90.91 95.68 93.23
kO 99.95 92.25 89.21 90.71
AP News HiE®@ 99.94 93.62 96.51 95.05
kO 99.96 95.39 95.99 95.69
) k@ 99.63 83.36 89.02 86.10
AMiner- .
T VR3O 99.58 87.87 92.86 90.30
itles
Fik® 99.68 91.67 91.35 91.51
VRSO, 99.97 90.72 92.38 91.54
AMiner-
LD 99.97 93.13 93.73 93.43
Abstracts
FTEO 99.97 92.32 94.93 93.60
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