ISSN 1004-9037, CODEN SCYCE4 http:// sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 41,No. 3,May 2026, pp. 795—813 E-mail:sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/j. 1004-9037. 2026. 03. 013 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742

AR A X AHFE SR SIS B F R e M E B IR 72K

AOE, K M, X H, RER

(LR T RFOEH AR B SR TR BE, 1 200093)

W E: ALAS RS T AR ORI R G F 2R 2 X4 M 2% kLR B
BRAFAEF G A it iR A E—F M, AR E T RS LAFIELSFTREE T LAy R
(Linear attention text classification by combining text features and word frequency implicit factors, LTTW )
BE L, FFFINLMBEEE AMA R IR KB AR, B A A A R B 4B % 5 # (Nonnegative matrix
factorization, NMTF ) A 73] $71 4B % P 32 IR 8 4 I8 B T, VA 3 235 L4585 B A, F) JA TR 45 B2 A 4% R ST
AESHAE L ARRE TR MELAFFTHIART, AL RAKEEZ NN A
HHMRERRMERFRGRKIAFINGRBHE, ALEMNTRBELE LRATT ERBIE,ZERE
TLOTRBOEDEEAHARATELRELARTAREAT X, AL AL BRI KB LA L 2 F
RERY, FREAN,ARKBRE THIAALT ANGEE EEFELHFERR T @O RL, ZHEE
AAE RS A AR LA REF YRR G IR EE  AHARIFT IAS LR
KR LA R AR EEANG ;AT ; LRI EHE 5 %

HESES: TP1S3 XEIRERG: A

SIRMREN: g, 38, 308, A5 Al G SOR SRR 5 TR0 s R 7 A 2 Ve TR 0 SUAR 226 [T ] B R A S AL 3, 2026, 41
(3):795-813. SU Zhan, ZHANG Xu, Al Jun, et al. Linear attention text classification by combining text features and
word frequency implicit factors[J]. Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing, 2026, 41(3):795-813.

51 B

SCAR IR 2 H A SO KA A 3l 0 B0 B0 2 B4R A8 s O AR TE AL B4 S N R T
ZHREEMHEARZ — HHE R Z 0 T H R AR % U 5C R 24> S0, s 16 73
A R RRIC A AR G A B S A A R O T L SCAR Gy AT 5 — UG HE I SRR B R
[vil I} 5 2 BIF 2 A TR, SCAR 53 288 400N 1) 5 B B R A 7 A W i 0, 9E — 20 5 1 0 SIS ) o 8 P R

)z
1 GE R AL &% 27 2 J7 1 38 2o 1) 1 B0 1 SCARIBURRAE AT 52 B SCAS B9 A s A 7328, K@ $2 71 17 SCA b

PR RR . X R 2 Bl B A 3 R SOR WU B R AE AR O K A 2T, R
e GERILAR o T J7 YR AE 73 28 B E B PR FRR E Y D T R BRI S, (5 HGAE S B 15 R AT T I — 2 1 K R
BRU o B 5 3 Sy ok o B AR S T A I EL A W B R AE AR . LR, el TSR AR A R L A5
T3 WA TH X T B 73 AT 55 F A4 Al AR AR Sk R 2 BRI o oAb, X DT YR TEAE NS T SR Y
JFHUAE B BT SO L B i) AR B 0 TR 1 L 3% 5 Nk AT i B O RO R g e 20T i T

HEEWE: FE A AR E4:(61803264),
I 5 B #: 2024-12-04 ;81T H #1: 2025-02-18



796 R E B L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 41, No. 3, 2026

BARGE BA RGN S RES 2 SCMESFE R AL, A5 X SCA 2 & i SR B R AT A ROGZ R — TR
APREE AT 55 . BEE SUA P R ER M R, U R R R E BT

(DIRFEEERIR R o 4R, I TR E 2 B INE R SR AL 55 Th A8 T2 . 51E5%
T3 AR T BT R0 R AR S [a] , % B 2 o7 3 o ) A R 22 AR 2R T 4 254, RE 68 I 2l DS v 42 T
SCAR (9 B 0 R AE 0 R00H 42 SCAS PV 2 T8 SCRAE L 1A | TR 2 o) A0 700 file 0 Ah 380 22 o 245 700 (1) R AGF , 5
o LB S5 ) G5 — 01 1 dgk s ), AT A IS — PR 2R R Lk — b i AR il 08 il £ 2 e B SR U
D% fife 8 SCIBE SCRVE I8 JE A5 [a) 81, DA 1 552 300 5 fin 4 1 FURS 19 23 28 R0OR o B Transformer #5284 11y i
i , BERT (Bidirectional encoder representation from transformers) "’ | ERNIE ( Enhanced representation
through knowledge integration) "'l GPT ( Generative pre-trained transformer) "' 45 — 28 %] Jk J 4i )1| 24
W SRR AR B4R o TR BB TE T N AR TE L B8 T B TR 2 o) il R TR E R, B R
THT TS MR, W 3w 7 SOR I S T R

(2) AT P o B R LA 54 A1 1 1 1 LA R o0 S5 I Ak LG SR A 2 1, A6 2R ) T 4 JR R ) A8 A 2
REEL g N IX — PR, IF 5 3% T A 1) B e A R R e A 3 R T BILA DL R AR B R A O
R AE A F 3 SCA B R B . Tiao % RS T BER IR 45 H K , Sheng 25 BT T 2R VR R 1 AL 26 SC
ARG HE R o B TE AT R BR 6% AE O e v A R A [ I SO0 Ak T SR R e R ) R AE A BT
R M 2T 2 OUUE 55 I B Iz N T

(3K ICAIN . SR RAER ) I — A R S HOR B X KOSCA AL B ) o A& SRR 2 T A
#,41 LSTM(Long short term memory) "™ Transformer" " 75 &b HJ K S A< B 1 115 3520 %6 95060 %50 , PR 0k 4o ]
P A B K SCAS RO IS B . Beltagy 23R T —Fh HEA% 5 204 BEK SCRY Y Transformer B | i i
M L T A 7 B R R AR T35 S 2R A 2 KOSCAR r AT 55 P RS T 5 IS . 3k SE TR 9 2
T LLAT 880 G fiff % 2 2 T RS R I I 4 SCAR 7 97 IR TR, 418 T SCAR 23 S I A A8 FIAk 38

SCA 3 24T 55 70 Pk K FEB 14 [ F 02 T 0 25 3 22 D« () TR R B g A 10 S T T A Y
W BERT %5 B AR TE 42 Jay oy SCRERE B 3R B €8 BL7E TR0l 0 1) FH Jm) 0 4] 490 45 G B Re AIE 1), Re AiE 2 T B2 T
BEAN L, JC IR 0 43 I W SCAR 43 AT 45 v i — S0 T 435 0, 3 0o 0 RS 0 O 8 0 5 (2) U Rt A v 1
T AR 0 4% G830 T AL A T B A A B R R R TS, ELTE R N 3 b B S
U B, 5 BORRY 5 B B, RN T IR AR (3) B m] i R Y L B TR B 2 ST RO Y
S 2R VRN, FE A A BIL ] A A R BOXE LA B . AN el 4R T SOAS o SRR Y BT A R 1A P RE
i TSR A5 D 10 TN B ol DA — S PR

BT T R A5 Y B AN R S B AS Va0 PR R, A SCHR T Rl A SCOAS R 5 DA R PR B R 1
71 30 A 4y 25 (Linear attention text classification by combining text features and word frequency implicit
factors, LTTW)RBERL . B XS FUUI A6 50 G ik AR 25 Bk A, AR SCHR 1 308 ot ) 300l 4 9 SO AR 28 15
A R AR [, SR o8 R I R AT Al SRR i, IR Y B AL TR R SCA N . S XIME SR TE R
FIBLHI I RCRAR A w55 7 Bk A, 78 38 5 5 1A 2R M i 3 0 ML) A 280 AR i R 4 £ SCAS S B RR AIE 1 ] 1) 42
e A5 R X B Ak S 280 ShE A T N AN R AR T USSR R ] R

1 HEKXIE

ORI 1 it — K R PR i 22 A R A e (At R 2% P T SO0 e e RS i B P B A 3 5
RIHSCHE R W 53 Ak DR 224 B/ IN B B (0 AR SR ORI S B 7 A ORI 5 A LUK, Al B
WA 3 i 2 v — ol UL A A8 DR T A SCAR G AT 45 v AR 80 1 U2 0 o g R A A A L
2 B 0 W S 0 2 0 A o) T B B0 S () SR R RE L 30— T TR A IR X S A R e e
) R 22 B 4 A B TR A SRR MO HERE . Mao %50 B e 4 L A 6 B 3 gt T LA U AR Y



FooE F oA RS M T &R LA £ 797

MRS BURI S B, 38 o8 25 R TU AR AR R 75 ke B2 /8 43 25K BE o e AR SOy, AR B8R [ 43 it B T 1 6T ) A3 B
EAT 53 M 3K REASASU AT L3R AV 1) 90 R A ) 48 2 [ Isf 58 R I 1 B A1 e T ] 7 =R 8 SUARHRAE

BERT /& H Google T 2018 448 1 iy — AP Bl 2518 F A A, 25 T Transformer 4244 . BERT A9 4%.0»
B 7 T OB 10] 4 B 25 25 44, 12 465 A8 1 455 78U 8 0 () e OC 1 SCAS B )5 SC AR B, il AR 1R A% B 1 = R AU
B FURE B b B SCAR O 3 RO PR T BERT B S 19 8 7 SR A A2 2 (93 O B B R STk, A
MAE A B H ARG 5 AL FRAT 55 Hh JR B ik LB R I . A SCHs BERT T ZR A58 Y 1 A7 00 >k 4R BSCAS
E, [ 25 2] 1R SCZ B ER B IR 06 FR |, R KRB T LR SCA TS SCIY B A fig

T T LR R — i R B 2 ) BRI TR R R B A 7E Ak PR i B SR AR TR AR O YR R R B T 22
WS T 0 i R a0 B S (R B AL, T LA B % g R IR R A A R R 0
T HRE T AL 55, AL A% BSOS 2 AN RO BT o AR R BN ORI B TR TR AL
H A RCR . Zhai 8570 48 H 00 JC G 7 A8 e ol o 1 FH — R 90 28 vk A i A B AR 5L BUR TR G i
FFEBIA . X — A E AR T A A B AR R R A Y SRR AR ) AR K B AT
F R O, XA A AT 55 1) RIS L B Transformer A1 24 {0 78 T 540K 0y il B A W35 10
P TEA SR MR R O B F T Ak B RS S A TS R R I R R AR AR Gk B SCA O
FEAE AR T AR H Y .

AR SR 0 T T G T IR UAR B G ik %) g DAL N T R TR AL, SR A T T 0 HL R R AR 2
A3, B 7E i i F 5 SCARSFAE B AR5 52 22 B, 38 B $E T SOA 73 28 RO RCR FMERG R 9 H Y .

2 AXTHE
2.1 [EFEHHIR
SCAR S K 9 16RO LU A < 55 RO 9 Dy ={(0)) L 3ET 1 SO C R R HL C=

i=

GEL0. T, p)op SR B 0 S8 U R B 4 A

B, SCARSI AT 55 0 H R 2 o) — F B BET R 0 — 1 HSHEA
AT B B E R SCAR 4 B LA 8 . A% SO ) 026 5 Table 1 Symbol specification
F1PR . s B
Do ERET
2.2 HEEBHEIELR W Vi
B g A 56 AL R B R T B T R , i
B SR R B S S BRI 1P S Wi AR ASTIRE
HE PR A 0 SOR RS SR A R SRR BB sy e TR
10 8 BB O 5 R BB AR BOCR RO B
SRR A TR T RO OB [T R AR R
8597 B HE AT AL B AN OB A A YR, R
S R ., 5 B

AR SO R AT A B A LA IR A O 3 3B S Hu SCAB R B A TR

WORCHE  H P A U4 D, R AE Do Sk b 0 K4 fy” ﬁﬁiggﬁi

=4 4 4 R RS 1 . . w SR8 952

BRSO R SRR DI 0 O OO 1 TR 0. BERT B4 i
170 6 2 3% 5 4 0 A 3 — 2 B L R 45 10 6% L AT 47 1 5 ", s AR
SUBIE L o B 1e 10 LG9 4 o I A Ik p B

IE4E . Y SCAR A Ry RRAE




798 R E B L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 41, No. 3, 2026

~
Sentence A Sentence B

(BRI - —
A AL @ '
Data ¢ € | == | @ W ::
1 2 » W, ,,..HEERT ::
I e e = M I 00-0 L.
T L T T | REERE L b
5 HEAS
W, | X [ X X, K
v,
g G
H,
"""""""""" wEER

Bl BEAE RS R

Fig.1 Overall structure of the model
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K. 6 RIR KN Ry p 09 B 200, T X5 A SO A5 7 AT R RS . BAARCR UG, B FEAS 1Y logist {H A
logist, ,==z;, 1+ b, (17)

S b, A 5 2K p I 0 B
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TE 26k 4y 25 2% 26 W logist J& , ff1 FH softmax bR BIUKS iX 26 logist 5% 30 N HE R /3 . softmax bR LAY 2
X
logist
g, ——PUoE) (18)
2 exp(logist;)
i=1

Kb d, FRBEAR R T2 p BIBES . softmax B B0KF logist 54 4 1E 5, I8 © AT — 14k, (45 574 25 71
(O ME S A 1. A TR0 T A ke MO 330 A7 255 B O L A5
y=argmax(d,) (19)
TEN S ot A b, A5 o 5 /N A 58 SR 02 K B 3 B, 2 SRR 2 4 ik A8 780 50 1 28 6 43 4 5
PUSAREE M 22 5, HE U
l:—éi S log( piy) (20)
i=1p=1
AP BRHEK KN 5y, , B ELSERRAE 1 onehot 41 5 p,, SRS 780 TUI0 (9 28 59 p Ao 36 . 3 ok e /MR R
R B TR0 ik 5 6 2 A A I MR S 6, L3R T 40 S M
308 o 35k i 2k T LS 7 A E ) i e 380 245 ) s ) ) P A R DR A7 4k MR e O
i softmax B 50K logits % Sk HE 2840 A , 8 T 58 ALY 26 1F 55 o i3 B /M 38 U0 Jc L AR 4 L) 2% )
T FE I 280, 8 FC R VI 5l 8 oo A B 0 43 S P R e 20 S T il AL SCAS 1 o 1 4325
3

S g

3.1 KGR

A Sl T ok B AGNews 24 IF 805 48 19 37 1] SC AR L Yahoo! Answer (123 IF £ 45 £ il Stanford
Sentiment Treebank 2 (SST-2) M2 TFEEHE . AGNews & H FEZS IR K2 & A0 1938 8 0 S 5 s 48 T o
T A B R A R R B P R R B T RS SO 29 30 000 AR . A S A
TR AL 60 000 25 /E R INZRAE L4 000 Z54F Rl ik 42 , DL S 4 000 Z64F I #i4E . Yahoo! Answer (4l
B — N RIUBEY I) 24y 8BB4 W 35 T 10 B0 4k & 5 30k Bl R HE UK A E R
b GRS HIR R BRSO LS o AN I A 29 140 000 AR IR1 24 SCA o AR S50 DA P BEAIL
HHHL 60 000 251 R Il 2B , 4 000 Z54E R AE | DL & 60 000 2 A H4E . SST-2 J& — 4 H T 1 & #r
19 28 BUBCHE 4R | 32 T X SCAS BEAT 43 28 (R ) A9 RN 0 ) 17 J8%) o 32088008 B 40 3 I HL S PP P 4R B
FYF I CAR TR AE ) SO 1 AR A . AR S
WA B AL A R 53 681 A5 4 Ry Il 2R 4 L 4 000 4 A4E Ny

R2 BIRERER

Table 2 Data set information

DA LA K 4 000 25 VE R F0 4L o S i DR S 0 235 e NGE WAE B
N B2 HOHE A 0 AN TRD 288 550 4 A B R ) 45 A 2] AGNews 60000 4000 14000
BB PR — B, 3R 2 BN T AW L B 4 Yahoo! Answer 60 000 4000 4000
1) 34 B Hhe 4R SST-2 53 681 4000 4000

3.2 EMIERR
7% S A R 56 £ RS %% (Precision) 73 11 % (Recall) Fl F (B FE R 3E M #8655 0 A SR HEAT 3P4
0 23 S A RTINSy TF A AEAS oA 22 /0 S S  TE ), S e T A R A T S T T A v
BB, AT kN



FooE F oA RS M T &R LA £ 805

Precision = P (21)
TP + FP
A H B M (True positive, TP) SA 485 # 1E 5 70 Sk 1F 28 A9 BE A ; BB 1 (True negative, TN) Sy A5 #Y
1F B T Sk £ 28 B R AR KL ; I BH PR (False positive, FP) Sk 45 U A 1528 i B £ 200 A 00 Sk 1F 28 5 48 H
(False negative , FN) Sy 5% U 45 15 HboKf 1 SRR A 500 2
18] RO IR S PR O T 2 B REAS AR IR I W T A 1 2K A RE AR BT o 0 H ) e T A R AR
PR 35 R R A
RecaH:L (22)
TP+ FN
F (" (F, score) 2% 7/ A s 5 R 43 [0 56 (1 9 AT B4, FIOR 25 & PP AL BE A 1 MR Rl . 4G B R A
[ RARSEA, F A e 08 32 A 5 47 i il ek, S o
Precosion X Recall

F,=2X 23
! Precosion + Recall (23)

3.3 xE*E

F T I e TE R R B APE , A 0% £ BERT .ERNIE . BERT-CNN #l PS-NET 3% 4 Ff 30 74 43
HBFAE XS LA .

(1)BERT ™ — b X5 i) I J2 728 e A0 3l 3 b= 7T S 114 0 i) 24t B 01 45, (4578 19 SR T8 75 Ab BRAT 55
HhRE % B ) A S RS

(2)ERNIE" . 73 B 42 1 ) — b 5 B0, 254 7 A IR BE A7 P 25, 196 9 1 485780 76 b 33 5 A 0
P 5 SOARRT R I,

(3) BERT-CNN" . 45 & BERT #F 47 $5 1F 48 B 5 % B bt 25 W 4 (Convolutional neural network,
CNN) $& T+ 73 SRR 1Y | B 8% 45 418 SCAS 14 4 Jay F R 8 REAE

(4)PS-NET™ J&—Fh &5 4 75 28 JRZE 8 L R4 T D1 F0d B0 DI 0 1 A A 20 W B 2 ST ME SR e AR %
TR SCAR 43 28RN LAt SCARIZ R AT 55 b B 5 42 o TS B M R
3.4 EWHE

AL FE T Py Torch VR 2% 2 HERL B /E & %£3 ERSH
4 & Windows11, CPU & 14th Gen Intel(R) Core
(TM) i7-14700KF @ 3.40 GHz, fit /1 i & £ A

Table 3 Model parameter

24 KA

NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4070 Super GPU, RAM BERT 5 i 4 i 7683
4132 GB. Dropout{H 0.1

X152 o 45 5K S0 B A B T 1% pe s

B AR R JH 12 )2 89 BERT Base-Cased 1 4 Pefb 2 Adam
WYIZ5 1 5 AL, e B4R 2 Oy 768, 35 110X A 3 B R 5
10" S8, IR AL R R /N8y 128 4 Adam 55 A 10
AT AR AR, 22 2] g 2e— 50 X T 5l RS 5 10

e AL BB A3t i 10 A AR 104>, 38 20 A4~ B 9
Bt IR A SRR AIE o B SR E AR 3 IR .

4 KLBERSHWN

4.1 STHHER
FAEIR THE 3B LRR 7 LAy S &5 20 o il A A A e . MW g5 Rl LI A
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L LT TW 5567 B A H000E 46 19 BT A VP Al 8 b8 CRE Al 58 1 IR0 F 23 80 SR B 6, i — B 0 iE T
HAE AT HAL 55 I sk RE . 7E AGNews B S, LTTW B9KE i 2% A [l A F 43 %0053 51 35 5]
93.73% .93.71% HF193.70% , & 2 & T R I AE M X AR PS-NET (92.95% .92.99% #92.93% ) . 7£
Yahoo! Answer 3454 H , LTTW 23 5 B 17 70.91% .70.96 % H170.87 % (9 i 55 , [ BEAL T 3¢ B0 45 4
) PS-NET # %1 (70.78% .70.75% H170.69% ) . 7E SST-2 84, LTTW BIRE #K \F3 BUR M F, 5
B0 3ok 93.81%.93.95% 1 93.82% , 4 T M i % B 45 HE A9 X HE A A ERNIE (93.01% ,92.84% Al
92.92%0) . BMORFE  LTTW FIETER IR F FURMF, 08 B2 REGaE. Sl Byph kT +
Prog LR T iff— B AR T AR M O 42 T TR AL B2 fh g ) .

F4 THWHER

Table 4 Experimental result %
AR Bk Precision Recall F,
BERT 92.60 92.58 92.58
ERNIE 92.88 92.83 92.83
AGNews BERT-CNN 91.66 91.63 91.60
PS-NET 92.95 92.99 92.93
LTTW 93.73 93.71 93.70
BERT 70.73 70.68 70.68
ERNIE 70.28 70.90 70.12
Yahoo! Answer BERT-CNN 70.23 70.49 70.10
PS-NET 70.78 70.75 70.69
LTTW 70.91 70.96 70.87
BERT 92.54 92.48 92.51
ERNIE 93.01 92.84 92.92
SST-2 BERT-CNN 91.86 91.12 91.97
PS-NET 92.86 92.91 92.88
LTTW 93.81 93.95 93.82

25 FRTIR LT TW 75 SCA 3 2545 55 vh 0 R AR T Jr A X LU ASE T, J0 FLAE RS i 2% 4 ] 38 45 OGB4 b
LRI E R T HAR SRS AT S i AR N A
4.2 HBLEIE

N T HE— 3 A3 AT AR A AN B B A R AR ST T 3 R R A AR A SR I B AR A Y A S BE
SE R HEAT LR, S B AGNews BUHR A o SCIR 25 RN SR 5 /s o ARG SE g 45 R T LUK B, R %
AT B (A BE 14 T RR A I AN [8] , (EL 2 0 SR 15 G o AT A — R B R 2 T MR BE R B L X R WX
SERTHL Y 5] AR B L.

LTTW-M A 22 5% T ) 957 IR A6 e, A8 ] BER'T T 5 280 0 R4, 28 4 P v 2 Ty (L 4k 3 )
SERLCA G RAT 55 o SEI S R, R BRI R R S B AE i R AR R MERE I W TR,
Hor AGNews Bl 48 1R % M 93.73 % [ 2 92.43% , Yahoo! Answer #5452 ) 70.91 % [ % 68.40%,
SST-2%Ha 4 M\ 94.94 %6 BE 2 93.25 %6 o S A5 I [A] J A s A7 Ul 2, L1 BB 0 35 B o 3ok 3 B ) At g PR 5 A
PAE TR e - B SR L G o i B SR e SRR R AR B iR T AR IR (1 % A S
ARIRfHGE S o IR RIS BT B e HRAE A U PR IS S B0 MR R .
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x5 HEXRBER

Table 5 Ablation experiment results

GRS T Precision/ % Recall/ % F./% Time/epoch/s
LTTW-M 92.43 92.41 92.39 106.45
LTTW-L 92.84 92.81 92.82 108.43
AGNews
LTTW-Att 93.27 93.13 93.15 111.63
LTTW 93.73 92.71 92.70 109.87
LTTW-M 68.40 68.31 68.37 124.60
LTTW-L 70.18 70.05 70.12 127.18
Yahoo! Answer
LTTW-Att 70.83 70.80 70.69 132.55
LTTW 70.91 70.96 70.87 129.37
LTTW-M 93.25 93.15 93.18 86.25
LTTW-L 93.61 93.51 93.57 87.51
SST-2
LTTW-Att 94.61 94.86 94.72 88.32
LTTW 94.94 94.84 94.89 86.77

LTTW-L BRI e B T M 2 T ML AL 7E il BERT Byl 25458 BU K¢ AE 5 18] 45 R R AR S,
BT ARG AT S5 . LA R R, LR E VLRSS B A REA T T B . AGNews
Bt B BRGE 5 2R DN 93.73 %0 B F 92.84 %6, SST-2 %t 4hs A2 A\ 94.94 %6 [ 25 93.61 %0 B[] B A< W AR 3 o
XU I LR M T L B A5 A SO I A R R G R 0 R AR K SCAR B A ) v G B S 3R 2 )
M OIS For AR 55 BOCHE T . RMEE R N OURZE GO RT3 2 22 a4 7, R T T
TR XoF K I B 0 G R ) RS RE O

LTTW-Att BB 26 M 0 2 Ty WL e o 1L G i 22 3k A 2 D0 LT, 45 5 BER'T B I 255 A e AT
5 9a) 0 B B R AR, 22 25k [ TR I HLR AL B S AT SO A AT S5 . HIRES R BoR iR R Lk A
B WL RS e M v B AL S B PE RB R G T B, Yahoo!  Answer B4 4 19 1 8 % M\ 70.91% F%
F70.83%,SST-2%4a 4 M 94.94 % F& 5 94.61% . B A A A Fir 3 in , 7€ AGNews 3054 1 ) 109.87 s
B ZE 111.63 s, 33X R 23k [ B I HLH 26l 42 4 MO OC 3 05 Th R 0 R4 R I E A  Ae BL
I [0 3 A A A, T 4 M 3 R T WL B % LA B v A A5 R A K B B RO OC R L R RE RN AR 2 Rl A B T
SR B P-4

25 LR T Al 0 45 SO UE T LT T W AR AL b & A58 B 1) 5 2 5 Dk o ) A B P S B Ao #h FE
SCARE SCRFAE SR FE TR BV B L 2 PR VE RO AL A REAR T 5 52 2% B i TR IR RO R T e R AR OC R
AT (A% 0 75 53 AT 55 v R B INAR 52
4.3 BSHEIAT

TE A O 52 95 B30 4 AN S 00 R BT — BUW AT 3 T, A SCR G IR T AN TR S B0 R A M i 1 5
Wi, S 6 4 A AGNews B0di 45

B X A Ti) 50 14 ) A0 5 DAL 5% SCAS R I B4 A D 43 0 32 BB 4 B R 4 it Sy 30,2520 .15 1 10
HEATSEHG o SCUG 25 AN 2% 6 BT, N [ 50 dk 11 1) 401 B R 7~ X ASE A0 1 B A S5 . M B T AR Sy 20
B, B R TE BT A VA 45 b vhoRE 2% 93.65 %0 (A3 013 93.62 %0 FI F {H 93.64 26 353K 31 fe fmp , 150 W1 £ 19 el
K F 08 A ROF M R AR 3 S o0 sl T RE . BRI TR S 2 S5 ATIRE R, SRR
ZALBE T T R e PR R Ao DK LA S o3 4l AR SCAS TP A o SCRRAE , S I 59 40 2SRk . BRI BRA
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x6 ARABREFHEER

Table 6 The number results of hidden factors with different word frequency

TEMN $8 5 30 25 20 15 10
Precision/ % 93.46 93.58 93.65 93.36 93.05
Recall/ % 93.44 93.52 93.62 93.34 93.02
F\/% 93.41 93.53 93.64 93.33 93.303

TR YA BEE PN TR A O ML 2 O EE L, o 20 iR LB

Bt g ) AR ARR ] TSR] 0 SCAS R A B8 A T 2 S 32 BB ) A0 g PR 1 ) i DA e A 15 iR 15
FE AR 10 SR AR 10 35 450 15 IR A3 5, w2 450 5 I I AR 15 A0 e 450 5 I A0 5 3047 S 56 . SE S 45 R 3k 7 B
71 e T ARG ) A PR 194 5 TG ) PR P R R AT S R o 25 B D 4 s ORI ARS8 10
B RS RLAE & TG br b3 R IR A, B R RG #2% 93.73 % A M1 93.73% F {H 93.70% . XKW, 7E =
B R A3 B DR 7 =2 1) 52 R 49 i T 6 R 408 o A A7l 102 SCAR wh O B 9 1 A 8, ) I s B DR e 22 70 A1 s A1
WK TR T S B TO AR S B K o 20 e A A R D T ) R a2 B A e L PR RE B A BT R R
R — 20 0] 2 7 150 A R B o DR O D R Y B0 TC O i AR R P E A SC B, R 10 iR 10 A9 TEE
BNEAMTTR

x7 TRYER SRR EF
Table 7 Different number of high and low frequency hidden factors

RUEERZD #1515 15 #1545 5 i 101§ 10 #5115 #5515
Precision/ % 93.08 93.60 93.73 93.38 93.36
Recall/ % 93.06 93.58 93.73 93.36 93.34
F/% 93.03 93.58 93.70 93.37 93.33

T SRSy B UE L T R D AL A4 M B RS E T L AR SO R AL b ) GBI SRR AT T R Gt R T
FAHT o X B S B0TE AT 55 v B9 38 0L 42 2 W B R 0 WO S50 B 3 B R DA B e I e i . DA
TR BT XA O S RO B LS IR 2 A TR 43T

(D BEAITREE (depth) o 2Pk T B8 I3 BB o 8 100 )2 550, WP R HU ) A B2 R ) e % 2 ¢ PR .
FESZG v, A S AR T R 2 AR R 5 2 R R ) R B, DT 5 M S 2 T R A S AT B T Ak
T AR BE SUME B . SC 25 R It 2 A R R R 0 3 L AR RS R R [ R FO A Y R BT R
B X R AN N ME B 2 BT BRI SR AR AU Y SRAERE ) B IR Y 9 4 2 5] R #UA BCS BU)I 2R
AR, AT FENERERYIE AL . 72280 v, depth=1 A9 1 )2 155 0 26 B fe A2 , o Ut WA X T 24 i 4T 55, 7 B 10
R 25 4 2 L3R BT 800 o A B

(2R BRAT N2 B (K)o 2P T 2 0 A (0 R U 1) 2 3 A 70 S0 4R T 1) S B S 0, Pl T DLy o 4
FEAE 2 1] B R Al R . ARSI AR S/ B T K=8.16.32 .64 F1 128 AY L &, LAIFA [ 4k J5 19 15 8
RIBE 1 ST R Z MRS . SEER S R R, K R RLPE RE B A S . 24 K=232 W, A5 750 (0
5 A ] 3R Fy A5 40 180 3k 3 e e L, 3R WD 35 > 1 g 2 ) LAA 807 Al 1 I PR R 8 0 AT R0 . SR
M KAA ik /s K BRI PR RE G BT TR . X — 25 R R i R A 2 T BUE B R IR 4R R )
AIREHG NS R B BRI R

(3) 4t K/ (batch_size) o b KN 5 MR I 300K Rk P i M S 8. FESCi v el T
batch_size=16.32.64 128 F1 256 A1 & , 7341 T A [A1HE f2t K/ N XSRS SPE Rz e bERE s . 25 SR 3k
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B, /N R R i SR E P AP RE B — 8 ®8 ZMEBRISH
SO YA E RN 128 B R E AR, B P Table 8 Linear attention parameter
SRR AL KNS R SPEREZ B A 3] T A BE  Precision/% Recall/% F,/%
KLU A o /N At B R /N ] i S 0B 1 93.73 93.71  93.70
BIATE L 52 AR (AU S5 B I 4 o R/ U 7T g 2 93.47 93.44 9343
B RS AR D1 2 500 22 R M 1 3 N RE T o depth 3 vz.82 92.81  92.78
(4) 2% 3 F(Ir) o 2 >0 FR R 5% W 55 00 Wig Sk 4 93.32 93.22 9324
JE AR AP RER RO BB 2 — . AT Ad- 0 9280 9276 92.76
am 21k 58 , 4 90 0 2% 3T S BE Ry 22 A (a0 4T D0 § 9280 J2.76 9276
W DU R BUR RS AT R RO IR ;i ziij Zi;i 933‘1770
G P R K SRR B O ) B, SR A5 R R ' ) '
1R 125 3l b B LA B U i mes e
128 93.12 93.10  93.09
SR E R 2 X 1077 B, B R A B B A, R T 9302 0292 92.95
by fi e RS 2% CH RRT B A9y o 2 it 32 93.13 9315  93.14
S BB COR B T TR R 2GR paeh size 64 93.69 93.62  93.62
T JBE T o P, S B AP REANER A & 128 93.73 93.71 93.70
NS5 25 AT LU A S B PR AR 256 93.21 93.14  93.16
o B AR AR Y (0 M B AT AU o R A A TR 1% 10~ 93.46 93.42  93.43
(depth=1) . H1 55 f) [ 4k 72 B (K=32) i (i it 2%10° 93.73 93.71  93.70
H K /) (batch_size=128) F I fk 1) 2 > K (Ir= Ir 3% 10° 93.39 93.32  93.34
2 107°) B U5 L 46 i R P e B 2 B0 L ik 13 ii}g 93.01 93.01  93.00
AB S BOR TSI, AR SC R Go b A BT T S G 92.88 92.86  92.85

S0 R AL 1 B 1 R R, DT A P T 0 LT
TESCA A3 A 55 vh g o AR Bt 7 T i Dk s = o
4.4 LIS

LTTW L8 (5 20 A6 38 2 0 B it 5 R 34 BROSCAR 1) 1) A3 o R, OB L 5 09Il 2R ) BER T 458 284
AHRLA , T R0 2 SCAR G 284 55 B MERE o A SCER I A LT TW J7 32 8 56 foff FH R M o0 e B R i B Se AR
HHVRT A R AT ) TR s A AP 3R] £ T AR B R 3K — ek AR AR T SO e Y TR DT 4R TR Y R
TEFRRBE S . ML Z T LS5 Tl A R 1 BERT \ERNIE Il BERT-CNN, 3= BAK #1 T 42 J5 i %
A B 2 W45 PR T S5 S, B AR BB A A B A % 1) ) - 5 A K T AT A B R ) SCAR 43 26 ) 0%
ST AR IO AN LT TW RT3 K i 3By 1) 430 G PR 7 5 S0 RS AL AR R AR AR Rl &, LT TW AL RE %
A A BERT £ T SCHE A A1 SR TR A O 35, 26 RB 5 25 45 1) AR B R 7, DRIE 17 % SCAR 42 ey 1 SR )
BRI AR B A AT o X — Rl SR AE S AT 55 AR BU T B A B SR IAE S0 25 L Y 4 T A
FERR I T H AR 45 52 5 B SR PER BERT MERUA e, LT TW fORE i 5 A B 42 7

LTTW #F— 25 R M v 2 WL R b Bl A 5 MR AE o 2Pk TE B I HLEIAE LG i & Jm T
A1 e (A4 A0 2 LB e NV R D2 o = W /" e < 91 K O N W 4
SRR A R AR AN R 43 T SR O W BRI T O B AR A B R TR A A M RE o 3 g T
PIE LTTW 76 P G852 7+ 4 [R] B, 75 SR OR 0 A8 e A TH SR80 R ol 2 78 R RSN 4R b i 2 JH oy, ek 1
B AHUEERS LT TW FE R 73 2 e 0 1 1 [l OR 22 R P H B e U8 0 o BE T AR . SE s R LTTW
RS B 2 A0 F, 3 8034 5 T ERNIE , 38 4R PR VE 3800 76 A B & R AR B, B8 0% 76 Mg T 52 30 07 06 1) ~F- Al .
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ASCHA A LTTW BEAUAF JEAE SCAR P 2R AR 55 P R B T 2 25 i A0 3 (A 7 — 28 R BR 1
LTTW A 10 3o 5 o 0 ik 2 AR B RO B0 IR 1, 30 Ao 77 36 MR T SCAS ) B 030 A SR A 4 G B 5 B . AR
T, TR PR A AR s P T R AR B B R RIOR, (R 8 BT 55 v TR URRAE (1432 AR fE g vl E 3% 2
BRI o AN [ I AN ) 1 35 9 SO o B0 99 23 A1 R T BEAF AR BOR 28 5, I LT TW 7 A R i 403
SCACIR AT RET AT 0T AN (] A St 47 5 70 ] 8 o1 e, LA DRSS TR BE A8 A5 20003 IO A [) ) 3091 3 A o

EAORE AR SCHRE B9 LT TW A AL i 5 R R 53 512 IR A PR 1, O 05 BER'T B0 25458 41 il
BB SRT SCAR AR B AR B o SRR T R0 ML R AR AT e A A B AT AR 4R SO G B
IR A [R) IR 52 T 7 R 9 AR B A5 . SRR R R iZ A R RS B S 4R T SO o R PR RE L, B BRI
2 P O H 1

5 H#RIE

ARSCHR T — A T s PR 5 SOAR R AR A8 2 0 T e R il e A R e BT o [
T 0 S BERT SRR fl& , 39 1 SCAS N A AR AIE 09 = 55 B2, P 4 P 12 25 0 WL A 6 R AiE R A
ol A B A BECAH B SCAR S B R A B9 ] R 2 T TR B Ak B R R T SO SRR B R R

LTTW 5880 5 B2 i 6 AR B 1 5 SO 70 AT 55 0 HAT — 5 WY B I o Jd i 3 431 B IH) 1 42
WO R TR AR B RE T, WT LAAE 2216 5 PR P 0 5 ) 0 S A 18 SORRAIE |, (HR 75 ZARE S TR 08 5 1Y
RSN SCA FEAT b B 5 Rl 5 221 55 BN R R AQ i 5 R A B T 2 01 X R TRl 38 35 Bz AL g
T3 BeAh Sk T T AL AR A R 4 SR AR G AR A [R] IE HA e A AT SR R A SO I B AR
AR BIFTE T LA RE— A SR B T 2208 5 RN 5 05 i, U0 s e A ) s X 5 DA A IR A R P R
BB RO, I i I 15 T T KON A D 6 MR AR Y A AR B IR RN B A S I R AT A5 P B PR BE 50K o B
TEABRAL Y S BN, 40 238 5 PFIE 70 JE AT S BEAR 7 4R BB 92 19 SCfr

AR BE T SCAR T3 AT 55 BRI 57, 36 SCA 70 2 B ME B R A ROCR I 7 KB R . AR SR
AR A AR R T L — PR LU LA T 1l o 8 5, 24 AR 20 3l A B Y 5 F BER'T B0 2 A1 )
3 O A A TR R S N AR 2k ) il P 4% 1 A 0 BEATL A T DL — 25 DA AN R i Y B
[ #5274k BHAN [] 26 70 SCA i R AT B i 0 P o R SRS AR B () 1 e i D LA
e B AR 552 2% BE , (H 7 Ak B K SCA I, 75 4R T RE 8 B AR AT . R ok O W58 AT LIRS A ik Al 1Y
PO SRR, O A 1) W PR 7 4R O 3k, BE— A0 W IR A B R0 0 SR, BT 52 0 T e 28 ) SCAR 73 26
BERL . dRJm , B SO 2R TR &, JH P S T 2 AT fi 88 P 4 5 SRR e g, o OB T L4545 T i B
P73 A B T R B R R AL AE B P B S A T g R SR A, BT R e A S B R R AR
{3 A AT P
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Linear Attention Text Classification by Combining Text Features and Word Fre-

quency Implicit Factors

SU Zhan, ZHANG Xu', Al Jun, XU Wenguo

(School of Optical-Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai 200093,
China)

Abstract: In text classification tasks, effectively extracting text features while improving computational
efficiency is a critical challenge. However, traditional methods often struggle to balance feature richness and
computational efficiency. To address this issue, this paper proposes a novel text classification model, i.e.,
the linear attention text classification by combining text features and word frequency implicit factors
(LTTW), which introduces a linear attention mechanism to capture key features in the text. Specifically,
the model leverages non-negative matrix factorization (NMF) to extract word frequency implicit factors
from the term frequency matrix, capturing latent semantic information. Simultaneously, it utilizes
pre-trained models to extract semantic features of the text, which are then fused with the word frequency
implicit factors to construct a richer text representation. Based on this representation, the linear attention
mechanism 1s applied to effectively capture global dependencies and enhance the processing efficiency of
long text sequences. Experiments conducted on public datasets demonstrate that the proposed model
outperforms mainstream methods in terms of both accuracy and computational efficiency, with particularly
significant efficiency advantages when handling long sequences. The study highlights that the integration of
word frequency implicit factors complements the shortcomings of pre-trained models in semantic feature
extraction, while the linear attention mechanism effectively captures key textual features and improves
sequence processing efficiency. Together, these contributions significantly enhance the performance and
efficiency of text classification.

Highlights:

1. Propose a linear attention text classification model that fuses text features with word frequency implicit
factors (L' TTW). It extracts word frequency implicit factors via non-negative matrix factorization (NMF)
and combines them with semantic features from a pre-trained model to construct a richer text
representation, thereby compensating for the limitations of using a pre-trained model alone for semantic
extraction.

2. Introduce a linear attention mechanism to capture global dependencies in text features. This mechanism
improves the processing efficiency of long text sequences while effectively preserving key semantic
information.

3. Demonstrate through experiments on public datasets that the proposed model outperforms existing
mainstream methods in both classification accuracy and computational efficiency, with a particularly
significant efficiency advantage when handling long-sequence data.

Key words: text classification; linear attention mechanism; implicit factors; text features; matrix

factorization
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