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A Review on Authorship Identification Research

ZHANG Yang' JIANG Ming-Hu'

Abstract Authorship identification is an interdisciplinary subject of inferring the author of unknown texts based
on the known texts. The traditional research of authorship identification is generally based on the empirical know-
ledge of literature or linguistics, while the modern research mostly relies on mathematical methods to quantify the
author’s writing style. In recent years, with the development of cognitive science, system science and information
technology, more and more researchers pay attention to authorship identification. This paper mainly reviews the
methods and ideas in modern research in the field of authorship identification from the perspective of computation-
al linguistics. First, the development history of authorship identification is introduced briefly. Then, the stylometry,
authorship identification methods and multi-faceted research in this realm are expounded. Next, some evaluations,
data sets and evaluation metrics related to authorship identification are explicated. Finally, some problems in this
domain are pointed out, while the development trend of authorship identification is analyzed and forecasted com-
bined with these problems.

Key words Authorship identification, stylometry, writing style, evaluation metrics

Citation Zhang Yang, Jiang Ming-Hu. A review on authorship identification research. Acta Automatica Sinica,
2021, 47(11): 2501-2520

REAE AR, S FE BRS8NI AR i ok BAE XA, HEWTVEE VAR — BB, A LR
IRZAEHE, NTEA L Pt BRI R T g5, 2R/1m, A WARHNERE B2 JH)JE (Authorship attribution),
AIFESREUE B A i 3245 Bz IR Pt B8 Ho O SO P S RS R IR S
FLAE  REARAT JE 0 258 Vi B 55 )™ E S AT B PR L] DL AL RRF R DL ok, #E e B4R
i (R, HET S SRR B LB s R S TR, B B 44 S
5 SRR VE M AL, 6 T 44 ELIC ) A 2 g R Ve,

DL B A B NATTI IR 8 267 A2 3 A AR 2 19 1140 LUHT, BHEFF H0F S IR B2, #
M. AEFE B 4393 (Authorship identification) XIEH 2SR S T HL R AR 2, VR 2R ) M Ak T 55
FRAEF VU, JIBIL 93 BT ARSI S R A I3 S B, {235 — 00, 75 B 904 il it

i%:igsfﬁiz(t)zggg\}jd A%gﬁﬁftl ﬁ1ﬁ4 Qgéé-g?;mociepted February 9 1$%$E/J§Eﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂi%ﬂ+@ﬁf i% H’]’VE%E”% ;HJ
2021 o T AFREZ BT I EWEK, Tk = K WSE
fp%iﬁe?if%\lfti(cﬁ)rzlg??\(f)gtlirﬁﬁgcience Foundation of China @I% 1&)\ 19 Lﬁéﬂ, IZJT%EE}__‘ZjJ‘E:JkT Lﬁ?/i%’ $+
(62%2%% s e @ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁé%ﬂﬁx%ﬁiﬁ, éﬂzj—c%ﬂa@;%ﬂg@
Recommended by Associate Editor ZHANG Jia-Jun {iﬁ %ﬁ&ﬂﬂ @J ﬁE%‘ H %IJ it ?Hi EFI . %g%iﬁﬁﬁ éﬁiiﬁ
1. JHHREE NSO BT SAE 5 22SE 80 % Jh3T 100084 £ BALAME B 1E RS 952 Mendenhall®, 4 ] Fi 7

1. Lab of Computational Linguistics, School of Humanities,

Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084 T AR AE 1 2 % 905 o LU R R R S8 AN R AR b B AT 1R



2502 =l 3

S 47 %
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€, MIFARREAIRE LR, BN SHREZ W
(IS

P TR AT WA K RIRIEFET 17, K 2 R A
H AR TR NI PIAN 5 R 2EAT 1, e — AN

[ J& #7 A ST (Digital humanities) 75 [, 1 % —4
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RN - N B 7 SR I A L E S W0 D e 32
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M A)Y%: n-gram MH&A)VER R 25 T R R0 RAEA)TE
A LT A S, BAiEul, A)iE n-gram 2 RRHE
R)E I AR IE 1 n-gram, T A BIE XA R
[ R IR . AT Rt 4811 n-gram &
K SCA SRy A5 B T A)VE n-gram N2 X))
EW B E G R EVE B RR. Rk, 5155 n-
gram FALL, AJ¥% n-gram FAJERIR G AP 2E ]
VikrNash

Sidorov %P F|HE T )L K & (Syntactic re-
lation, SR) #RZEMI )% n-gram FRAEFEEL SCRF R &=
ML (Support vector machine, SVM). frZ& JLi-H
(Naive Bayes, NB) A 732548 J48 FEAT/ER 1.
SEEGEE R R, 52 MALS N n-gram ML, T
SR ARZEHIF)E n-gram 345 | BRI R. 3F HAE
R ZHEDL T, SVM ZALT NB Ml J48. fJi% n-
gram FERFEZH A 1 AR M =445 4 0 e 200 T 45
K b, § R T n-gram FRAERILERE. [0 55 52
BT — Py AV A AEACURE BE Y L%, Bt o T DA
T I A R R D) D B TR A R SCAS R AR AR
FEEE.

S EAR R R, S EATE— PRI T AR
)% n-gram FEAETEAEE R A FIM A . Posadas-
Duran 07 2 1 7 —Fp 3L T 58 8 1 A)% n-gram 1
R ILHIER & HJE 7. ZJ71EFI SR
P25 POS #5258 UL SR AR R F)¥8: n-gram S5 RFAEZ]
HEE FIS/E RS, FHFIH SVM #4770 28, sLt4h
REW, 5e B AL n-gram & HLFHF n-gram A
BN AR FRRAIE A8 A 7 0T DLEE /N R
AEFRBEAMAERMEE R, /£ RIPRECEF,
Posadas-Duran % X A8 £ Fh2E T 4)3E 1T n-gram HF
fEHI T PAN 2015 {E & SR IAEAE 55 FEE &
WRERAE S b SRR, fEEE B IuE L%

A AR TR 2 R, TS A P PE O
PG TEF M EG RS B IR S+, 1R
FRIMA NFRFAERT, #5035 n-gram 55 HA Rz € 14
SCRFAESS 618 P AT BAIRAS R 4F B4 R (BAE T 4F
B AR BRI, AT A FH U AN e 2.

1.4 JBXFHE

W SRR A2 R4 SCATE 5 Frai & i = SO $2 HL
FVRFAE. HH T 15 SRR 5 STAS ) P9 25 A0 =3 jRH O 1
0, FHALE T BB EE B AR ER BB AR R
% TR SCAREAIE AR AE 25 15531 0038 PN 1149 . F 20>
I FHAE SCRAIEREAT AR 38 00 A AL A th e
SCRFAEFN 45 130 AESERIE 45 A ek, A
PEEAEF R A P HER .

Gamon" $#& 1 T —LERRIE A R I7E, FHAL
T —FPReaE A s SR B ) T SEiG e R
HIVR BEAE 5 0 AT REAIE T DAYE 5 55 F (3R E AR 5k
R R 22 b O A R SO H
FIH HowNet HIRFE, $& H—Fh & T-3870E Lo
(AR ABLBE DAl 7 3, R Zh e 1A BA AN B A 3R] 7T
BB TR IEE AR, Argamon 51 7
SE (1)) B U ) A FE SLDIRE, $2 H — PP YRR
T30S 25 SEBRUE B, XSS RRAE T T 1 5 A &
Sy A E FE 7 RAE 55 B HEAE . Hedegaard
A1 Simonsen™ i H J& T HE4E1E L) 73 2R 280 T A
F Y IR)E, FEEE AT B PR SO S . 4
KRB, MTRIESCAR &, HEAS A I, 3 HAE
T FHESE () 4 & 7 v ] DU AN T G b 9 07
L TN T AREHBESUA, SE AR A n-gram W& 1.

1.5  XEEsTHh

AT MRFAE SR 3« SREUHE 57 P B T2 B 5%
HARTTTH R LA R SCARRRAE. R 145 H T ix it
J7 T bR AR RS SO R B IR AT R R
FhHEUSE 5 ARE 5 AL BRAT 55 3 8 T U B R TE I, T
AT R B SCAR KRR A . Daelemans [X 43
T AT DA AR A B B =R R R A RO R
FEAETR AN G HTR. 20 R0 32 A A & A4
b H T 3 A B S5 o R R R (R
ZEUEXT AT 2 AT B ) R R T G RN B
TNEARG LS, BENSTA 2 BRI 1) 6 TAEE A
MNE BBE AN N B AR KA S5 7 1 A En iR, 4 X
AT RbRUE, SCA 7 SR 5E Z 4 BB X 2 20
T 1 IR BT B A R 2R U R, T A 1 ) B
PR TR, BRIk, BF S0 0 m) T IE 35 5 SO AR N 2%
To R BVRFAE SR AT AR IR, T HAh B 2815 5 A3l
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Table 1  Comparative table of stylometry
SRR S EA SRHUE S RS K
FAHHE PR, TR negram, AR WA, W E AR TR e e
A, S, AT E R, B n -
R o, MR P s EEERI Y A HR " E R, AR R
e SRS T AR, TP ngram, Bl VR AR TS B © R L R R LA, AT
= 93k negram, TS5 MG AT 23 25 58] Nl
. o R, SRS O 5,

i S 7 S, 1 Sk A, T B S TR i @Tﬂiﬁ@q‘? fERA 1 72
B4 53R WAL, BRI, UK PR p—
TR SCAR N BB U5 — A2 A28, Rk
SCAR SIS B REE I8 A SRS A R B R ), A T BT
e B SR R A A B LR R ), TR AT R E 2
Sy HT BORFAE 3  J VR Ve M A B B A B0, 06 R LTI TS
FEMSCAH LIS R R S 17 R A0 s
1£55, & WA R A2 Hm] . 057 5 DL R & Fh ok R
FEEN RAE [

. .. Y
2 {EZFIRAFAE l
— MBS, AR A B RE AT PA A A AN P (5 R R

BB U B RN AR E A B R B EX l
M SCARRFIE SR, 58 AN D Uit A2 2 57 U RFIE 22 "
N He » Yo Ay »RDI AN
W 35 VA1 LR PR 90 3 S R S — A B B 1 PUNAR

FH K53 #T (Authorship style analysis), 55—~
BNVE# By 2B (Authorship modeling). 7 L&}
i, A B 0y ARt i H SCAS 2 ST TR A 2 A R A
R, B 1 7 — iR E R K e
TR B SOA 28 1 R AE SR I A URFAIE 1) B, X e
AL ) B 45 5 4 8 R 0 R RR 2 i I 2515 B4R
H RN B  Z AR AT DR R AR 1 SOA.
REER B SCA I I — MR AR BT 2R AL )
&, P 2 B0 AE R R AR ) 2RI e ) e
HI AT A5 27RO S5 ). fEIX B, EASCA L
FRAEFENES 5 R R0 SCAR G i PR R AE B A8 T B[] —
MRFESE. ZIRAR LR R T 48K 2 B R
Jt, AT LAY R AR AR AR SR AR A BB ST
PARIZ IR KA IR . 5 T AU — LA I i by iy
MESESCHUEF VR IR IR 5 1%, IR0 iR AN e %

FEARGNIEE RN BT FU R, AR B R 32 2
KEEM R T R AR. BE THEHLBOR AT A R
Sk, whitE Rt TIRZ ERUE. WK E T
Koy, VR B B T 0 N FE TR B A (Profile-
based modeling) 1 TS24 {1 i A% (Instance-
based modeling). —3& &5 TN SCA M EAE#H

K1 AEERRER

Fig.1 Flow diagram of authorship identification

IHJE AR B I AR, AN A R AE R TR B A B
BEALAEE WA A Rt ab 3, RiefafE—
AR IR, ARG IR R E R R
585 T A T SE A ) A LA T SCA
WAL HE ) A SCARREARA B SRR
WAFOLT, BT S @R S L8R S BE A A
&, BOREETFEZALE. Hik, B8 MEEH
Z AR ] 8w LUR A SRR 7 i 2 SRR
i, FET LIRS AR 5T, BEAME
A B A BRSO RE AN T 508 2 1) A A5
oA R,

BRI Ab, 38T LR f A 200 2 75 A AR
T AEAE 35 R0 7 1 3 R TE B 1 753 (Unsuper-
vised method) A4 W5 B 11777% (Supervised meth-
od). Hor, Jo B i 77 A8 H 0 2 ToAn i i) £
PL BN SR R RSSO VR A R
S ARE R B, BanFhER DU, SRR AL, R
T kAT BT M N 26 55 A I B B D7 vk ik ]
CAIE— 35 4053 A ORI 0 7 1. S S Bk



11 34 HRIESE: AR VAT FL LRk 2507

MR NG, BETRAG AT 0 A 1K) 72 Ak
Tk, NIRRT R A AR Y B ) AR R
I A SR SR BRI VR D PR i R L R R 5
AR L iU | & S e ) - e S D R T S
L PR kT AR Ty A I 2% 5 SR T ) 7
. ATRAIX A > 275 i R 7 i,

2.1 EEBGE

TG B 1 7 102 N TE AR (R8s v 22 21 ekt
BN TE SR ) 5325, B B FE AR SRR X 45 e A
BEATHERR “Hegi”, TR B ERE P 451, BoE
7 2R S5 /N R e 4 45 31 1) 285 SRl A2 B AR Joi 1 45 4101,
T B T EAE BRI A FR, MLEs E 2T
HEAE P . 5A BRI, B
D7 VE I 7 B 2 )RR A R I . A
VEF R A, W 50 R 2 B T hR i i SCAR AT i
g, R 2 ik A W T, BB R IER D,
AFR oy I B A RSN AR LS TV
2.1.1  BEFE

RIS MRIEAE A PIA R s H R o s+
L HVBAR A T IR AR RO <SR AR
EATEE AN, 5oREERRRZ, B
BEAE Bh S sE 0, kLS B ST
g3, A5 — SR B TR AR AR B, T A [R) S Bl
HIAE A . BB FEAR EEL BRE
KRG REE . AUt &R H Rk
WA R ).

Jin F1 JiangP" Af FH I T bR s3T5 RFAE A SCA
R TTIEMT FEIACHE Z ) B 3 Rl i) @ 1% 07 2 i
B TR ERERAG B, [FIB B AR 4 ek
SO 5 B R 0 Kullback-Leibler B T R KB
BAIR LIRS, Ward 2R T kIMEER. 5
T Kullback-Leibler #(FE 1) Ward JZ R0 LA
F 96 % PIHERf%. Hacohen-Kerner A1 Margaliot”!
155 F B A in] (7 DR R] ) e sk g R (AN T
Retr]) A7 2248 B e B 3R] DL K K 304 SRS AN I B i
KACTEIEA TR AR BIVEE R . S5 45 SRR,
SAETA] (5 DRG] ) A2 RACR I i B AR S 3R, JHEE
R EER T kB RE, mE RS 98 %
IRERE, JF BB R8I 40 %. Fifield 55 32—
FhRIFH 2 AN TR & O A 7, FRRR
THABRAZ MR SCAR BN H. ZITERE
AT m R, B REAE AR T B #% 1
B, fERFE N E T OhR s, DT HEER R T R — 2K,
8 m AN EHFRCH BRI IMEE NS R, e

(R TTVEAE D AR B DL 2R I H BRI — i,
A1 e st

Mansoorizadeh 5 % F& H15 n-gram. 8 AR
% n-gram. A AR AT S n-gram SEENRHIE, 4
B AN RV RFAE AL SR AIE 25 18], FFR FE T SO 2R
SIS S5 IR, AR B 7 VAR FE UK, 1) AT g
HE AR O 5 e B EURRE 2 () b BRIk, ARoRI T
VETT DA B 2 2 R SR 2R 077 LR AR I SR 2 8
W T1%. BagnallP! {1 ] 22 KGR 22 0 2% S AR
B T, ZITEAE 2 G S AR L S
IVIRAS, DUAH I8 1 0 204 B B, R ph 22 R 25 1)
i L O R R PSR SIR A AR, PR
VA [A) AR A Ry, AR — S8 PRI ) @ 1 AL 3R 30 R 4
{EAR M 5 HoAth T L3 AT EL L. Agarwal S6P°0 K SCRY
FN AR LT RS BRI R N TR & (1) TF-IDF AL
S R R RATEE T8, 45 1K, o
PR TR REBEAUE S S i 2 A% b
HAERGRIMEE, #id PAN 2017 fE#H KBS H
AR
2.1.2 EHEEERGE

FBER (Topic modeling) J2& i i % 15 4 ik
AT Hr, 2 AR ASE OO R AR, fESOR
5 BRATIS,  48 7 1 A L] ) B R IR AR
2, DABRTA] [ o ) o ) R A R SR [ PR A AL
JEE T = A A P SR A R AR DR ) R R SO
A, LA ) i 4% ) r ) e B O A A o S AR
Z 8] EAHABLFE 0T AR Oy 2 B E WG AEAE L A
(Latent semantic analysis, LSA) FIy&7E 2k F] 7o 75
I (Latent Dirichlet allocation, LDA) &3 @l
T2 DA S AT THEAE 2 R 0 Hh e B

1) LSA

LSA WSS RN HAR - SCARFE BE, it
X FC AT A A 40 A, AT 5] AN SR S 31— MK
Y TR S A], DT S8 I B3] R SCAS BT AR o7 1) 26
k. A RIBETE A LSA I TAEE AT T, Nakov?™
Sl LSA SR 7048 [ SR 5, IFSR R % 07 V6
X Ve BL L B 3 R ILEOC RE k. 45 KRR,
FE—MAE LT, A LSA wILAX 43 By e () 8 [ 4R
ARG T R R UL AR M. RN, S5 4
9 E B K IO R R B iR At TR T B SR
Satyam 55 fEFE T FAF n-gram FIGTHEAL |3
F LSA, PASRAS SCRYXT 2 18] AR B, 5 4e FH SR
FEACLEE B 8 vt 2 A >R o BRI 1% 07 V238 47 I [RlAR
B, BAAYERR S R Z BT VEA Y, FETE ST/
SCACHRIR B T R BRSO, A P8 PE S SR I S
HHRCR R AE.
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S 47 %

2) LDA

LDA J& 5T DUH-3r B i i U A e s o
ANSCRS S AT DA IR A TR B M 2 o0 A, FE H BT
A SORY 1) 32 843 A1 B 2L A A R R KR o B A e 2%
[F) B A5 VR 32 R T DA R D B AR 0 A, I
L3 ) SRR 3 A R A AR R R BRI o B A S 2.
W5 E R LDA #F70/E #1159, Seroussi 25
FIH LDA X SCAFIER AT @B, HA AT LDA
FEoR T 3 SCAS PR B AR SCAR AT 43 2. S ok
RRW, MG TR B2 B SEER, %
T VA PR R I T v IS AT I TR R R BRI,
Savoy!™ FH LDA e & SCRYE AR R 3= 8 7 A7 (1)
RA, B HE A0, ARYE SRR
BT RERIER TR, LIS KR, BT LDA
(K153 2575 AR T35 T Delta BN 202577 %, [HN,
FT LDA 7 A5 FETE 2 AR 7] DL LB 4
(G M. Anwar 2500 ] LDA 5 n-gram 454
(1) 5 1A B IR VB ) PR I B 4 R o, IR
FiZ 3 B3R 7 -5 Bt 09~ 77 AR Ak 5% B 25 8 ek st
ST . A RERY, TR TR R AR
PIFEFE, 75 6 000 N SCRSZH B B 48 Bk s 1
92 % [ F1 I &=AH.

BRENEE

A W B I T ¥ AR B B0 v 2 ST AR AR S
(7732, iR R S 2 R N R H O R &R
RIS ZRY X6t 25 52 B N7 AR AR R S TR AR
JE R, A B 1 7 2 2D (R N B B S
Mgt AR 5 MBI A b, A R
0T LA S 56 R 2 ) e R o v o 3 R v
XA F O E R AU ) R A R
D5 VE T DA% B AR R 8 R — 2D il 43, bh i m] D43
R A5 Y b5 S M oA A TR | 2 e A TR 5 | 4 e A AR
SR SRS BRI | AR s 72 5 ) ) A 7Y
S ARUNITIEA WU I 70 N AR T RN ) )
7, R A SR R AR B T
221 H@AEE

AT U e S SV B RE R A A, R SR 1S 5%
PEMEZR 3 A5 10 7 325, (0 MG B 2 S b ) MRS AR Y S AR
AR TR0, AR 4y S B E AN DU ik

FINEE DU 2 J2E - UL 7 5 B S AR 2 1 T
& oy 7R BRI, B R AR R MR
B FERISE IR CL AN DL R, i Dl A S
BFEARR T PRGNSR, BN G RAER
BRI 2%, IXFE AT DA RS 1R 5 d /N 02, A ik
2235 R AN DU B S0 2 B 4 IR . Zhao A

2.2

Zobel™ ZEHL 55 M /E# 1) 634 & L&, KA IhE 1A
A POS FRZEAENFFAE, 18 A2 UL i 7 ik 4T
YEZ R, 25 R, LA RR R AR (1) 73 2R R
BT POS #r& LA 3 IRA 4SRRI HEsE,
Ve BA AT R0 I 5 /R Rk, I B B A bR st 2
DL 5 IAE . Boutwell® {5 FH AR 2% D137 4
Ko, FIHET 75 n-gram HIRFER) @ E & £5:
TR RN AEAE VRS B R, BRI, 4 S0 Ek
FH RS B RAE— A S IRDOUARFHE, AR T1E
FURON. ERZENBTY, EEZ2A AR
R4 L S B MR W R #6432 = 1 50 %. Altheneyan
HI Menail®! {81 A fiif B pb 2% DU, 2 0050 2= DL
W, 2 AR FAA S FIAN R DL 3R 2 A8 B YA AA Fh 2 T
55 4 7 A TR Rz AA SCAR A RS2
SRR, 2 EAEFAN R VWA 2] T i
AL 2 97.43 %, ‘B 5 2 TR R DL Hrid & H R
W 7EEE G4 HJE. Howedi A1 Mohd™ &7 FF n-
gram F 53] n-gram {F N SCARRHE, {#HFMER DLt
W oy AR AT BT RAA SCAR IR R0, FF5 3 HF )
EALEATXS G, SRIR a5 AR, Ab R DL Hr R AR AR
T FERENL, T A 1-gram AR DA
BT e m HER R 96.67 %.
2.2.2  HHIAEE

FINTT 17 B 2] SRR 28 03 A R SR ek 2
795, R B 21, AERE 2R A A )l 52 AR 1ol
AH o £ B SRR R L SRR kAR T VA
FHER I 2 55 ) ) T 1

1) SCHFIREAL

THFIA BN A E EE R B — N R 12
TH, A3 45 7R 2 Hh B B X A 40 2 T feal 1Y) s AR 43 S T
2 [A] ) R B9 B K7, Diederich Z5% ) > i n &4
W E AR ATIER TR, LIRas RERW, X
KM EAE RIS P4 B A RIFrge, A5
BURFEIEFE, I H o] DU SCA BT A B3] B A 2R )
. Schwartz S5 F H SCHF A EALI FLRUME BAE
HERRE R B REE A, g5 RR, BUNME B R
AR OF R 0 3 3, AN HE SO IR T DUE — R
HIVFLSCAAE 2 RIAE 55 B AE R IR ). Mikros Al
Perifanos™ $2HL 2 2 n-gram #¢ 58, FIFH 2 K HF
) 520 REVE AT 70 25, FRAET A 10 se B uE AN
500 2% S BRHE ST AR B VP4l 7 K Re. 45
R, 5HAS n-gram FREHAM L, Z 755048 T
B AERA . L1 S0 SR H SRR EANLTVEE A T
Facebook %7 4 52 % 28 1l ¥~ A & B 43 36 I ) 7.
MR 2E BB IR, FEAR RN FRAEFTH 7 A5 5 X X
VE B Bk A UK SEIR, 7 A St N AZ 1) 3CHF Ir)
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BN BLIAR] 79.6 % KIAERZ, it kITArTs
2. Martin-del-Campo-Rodriguez 5™ &5 &£ 41+
F n-gram 5| AFR S FF5 n-gram 1N SCRRFIER
7N, MASEISCAREFSEAEFF 463 24 SVM #1711k,
FFTA SVM 45 ST S5E AR AR e e fF 2 8.
TEER X RS AR #1101 PAN 2019 52389, It
FERA3 T 0.642 11 F1 43720 Soler-Company Fl
Wanner!™! 5 F T [7) 52 [ 19 AR DL &AL &
TS SRR ) 188 MRFIEM BRFAELR, FHR A 7
WAL ) SRR I LT R . g5 SRR, A)vk
MR V5 RRAE B4 F AT DA SURRAE RS b 3/
T 200 A, TR S5 RATS IR Rk B =K

2) R

WM (Decision tree, DT) EHLAFF 2
WEFLHI T2 —, A — P LA Ay B il () i 30 25
BCRR BT VA 9 2 2] 5 E. YRS RE AR R A IR
AR A4 —H 5 BN, B AR R RS
() o An i, IF BT m w A A A K @ e B A
BRI G e T R SRR 4 2R T VR 5T
AAEE . Frery 50 R £ T ORI LAP 7R
AL PSR BB &5 57 2] 5 I53E4T PAN 2014 /3
SRS, EIT RGeS ) SLIe R
B, A6 3 R0 Ja M 2 R KR v B A S e TR R R
LHERATE. Digamberrao A1 Prasad™ {8 F 7 51 i
AMEAGE FE T ) e SE R AR S5 G, (E AR &
5 ) By B SR AT R R, IR T AN E AR
HEVPAL T2 71k Re. 5 R R, BRI 45
/NI RG BE 2 FRAR, (HZ VAT DOE A T, &
Pl SNBESFEZMIE S . A M E R A
BEHLARM (Random forest, RF) W FAEE &4y H)E
o] . BRGS0 & 2 AR PO 7 25 4%, Bl
I B R I T RRUGE R R R R AR, 4R G
VEE P A e Ak . Rk, BEATLAR AR AE Ak 2R B> AR
H AL S B IR R RIS 4F, EAEA R
W EA TEARI R ZE RN 4F (1) F 5330 Maitra 5™
I FH BEATLAR AR 73 2 25 AR 5 25 T B 1) R JXUAS P AR A %o
RFSCAEBEAT 732K, 133 7RSS 3.

3) kAL

kT2l (k-nearest neighbor, KNN) %% 1) H #5
FERERT R IR HHLAR 5 2] A AR A2 R T e X
Fz—, Bk, BEET SRR B B 4R
GREAR T SMAAFEAR ATk ADNFEA, 2R )5 F o
TIX kAR AT B 8T S, SR &
ANFEAR H 1) K 22 HUORE AR 1R 28001 S Tl &5 . 2 B
AN T S P UI ZR B0 SR AT 7028, mT DAE AT B
fE VIR ™. Gt S R kIS8 7R T

YEF R MBEFT. Halvani 5 R T kI BH 77
WS PAN 2013 EE IR AIMESS. 2075 H ki
B3 AT B SR E IR0k 5 AR RSCRS 2 [A]
0 DR Al 22 53 30, WA 5 D K 285 e 1) AL 7 A
FHRE. ZEREIES ML SR R 5T
JEFME ML &, 78 PAN 2013 /EE R HIMES E15
F T 80 % WISARMERZ, fEA NEUE 5 B AE
RIE T7.50 %. Anwar 55 FIF LDA #RIESTA n-
gram AR RCOCRS ) R ER R, AR5 8 FH AR a2 AR AL
FEATKNN 73 K387 0 28, FEAME FAEAT AR 2511
THOLT, B AT 75 9605 A0 5 /R R VE B [ 18 L 3R 1S 4
NI 4E L. Sarwar 252 3 FialyL ., AR 45 1)
SERHE, A AR kA8 7 248 i 78 218 SRS I 1
FUUN. LIRS BRI, AT A R A A —
T ASE R 2 IR I R R HE AR R

4) P 4%

g M 4% (Neural networks, NN) J& & H 4L BE
Jefs BT ET S HOE R G, HMN A AL B AR
PR IAE i 3 B B A ) — 2 I R A I R SRS
(4] BRL G () 7 2 9 B BB R 1190, ok — e S BR AR 15
SR SRR AN 2 - FIU0AS Bt ) [ 8L e 2 P
A R AR AL IERE ). A L R H w4
LEITVER T SCAAEE R . Bagnall™ i FH R4
WX 28 [R) B 6 TLAME 2 A8 5 BT 2218, AMER 11
SCAS FHAR T 3 A PRORAS B B SRR SRR
g5 SR, PRI 2 N 265 ] LLECRAE S B A iR 0
FIA TR 72 TE BRI A R
IR, HF HRe G R E IR B AN I LS YR .
Ruder 55! | FH G A0 48 WX 25 HE AT OB E 2 S 4y
)&, DAL ERRRAE BOE 5 AT POk T %77
ESSE T AP BEETE ) R T SR KU R 3
BE, P8 TR R, Qian &M fH 129538
BTG KA T2 ) 485 R 2R A o 28 28 = Fo % i 2 5]
BEARLUAE R B 4y, A8 FH AR AR I 28 SRR S 1
g5 SR, SR BT 1B A B AEAE 3 S iR
AT TR IR AT, ZEAR IS AEAE 3 S 4 36 U ik 3]
IR e I HERA #. Shrestha 507 T H 2 T 7 FF n-
gram 145 AR 4 28 X 258 0 HE SCHEAT AR 2 R ], @
T Al VTN SCAR B B AE T 43 2 A ) B B SR B v
BERL )R] etk S g5 IR, B E ML AE
HESCHIE R 7 T A IR G I vERe, 55 n-
gram T AU 455 7 514 7] LS iy /E 3 1001 1)
P fE. Jafariakinabad &5 5] N A)IEG IR 28 X 2%
K Gmhith J2 Ik S5 K SCRS A 3. B AL B S A
A VbR 2R P A A 2] AT RE R OR. BE R, (EH
TG AP 28 X 280 1) 1 I FJVE R R BB B OCRS 3R



2510 H | 1t = i 47 %

S 2k AR A)VEE I 4 I £ LE RS FE T TR T 3.1 IR

H EIEEY AR N IR R _ .

ATARRRA AR, {2 O 4 S 3 2 B R S

2.3 XTEEaR HRE IR, B E ST R TE N AR DL K
e 1A ks o

U R S AR S iR g, oL ER IR FRILRAT, T - R A

e B 1 s S IR H B, HPUT 8 RIEE A E.
e iE e, AT AR 1 U7k AT DA A B S A 4y 2K o N ! " s
e e - . e r) g e, R N EE S DL R B 2 50 0E T VI
& I AT D% Rl LSS LAt B AR R B BT 55 . o e S, .

o e e e e W E AR Rl T Hor vk mvEmbE, H R mah T b
AN N LA AT TE M B T R R B R k. B e \ f IO
KRB T RN B AR, % 3 4 H MR B I SCARREIE f BB B RE 2, STk, — 4%

e *X’E" N {4 ’ - iR WIS € e S NANV S (= r - s RO (= <Rl
TA MBI ) b it i
AL R R .
3 ZEEMHR Luyckx Al Daelemans® 7E—/ANG 145 fifE#&
JiER TR AT R 7T, S2ah &5 B,

W19 14 IR B I I G e T e DRSO, S8R 2l

. o < el 1 et YIRS SRR, REGVEREEE T . DhRgiE Al
B FAEE R LR, fEEIRA Easnd—H 24 .y P o b e

. S e et e RIVERHIE A A v DU R PERE RS s, 1k
R . TR KR BT, (EE R 20 o RO o -
HE e, SO E NI — 0 — i - Bder BT KAL) Delta JAmI A
L T T 1 AR e e, et kokety VR HISCRREAR YR N SRR,
WU T 245 A A W70 5 2, bl Khomyt-  DVRIEE, S MRERAy 5000 4, i 2500
ska I Teslyuk ™ i F 7 [ & 2 55 4F 34 B0 G i 4 ] FIFEAS LT AN Re SR AL v 52 A U0 45 . Kop-
AT E % ), Grabehak 25090 8 B3 1 3 pel S50 B IR AR I & Fh 4R 3E 1T 52538, DABE
Simnpson 2 51 (1% 18 ke 2 7 57 AN RE A S 75 1 /) —1F FORBAE RN KA 5 R )38 in) 8, [R) N A
F TS . Srinivasan Ml Nalini®" &8 4] 450 SEREA RSF S IEAE 2 H . Mk AR & 1 2
il n-gram fEAHFAE, M 4 FEARRBOPLE S 25y SORBLLLECRRSCAKIZ 520, 558K, T
AR T PR AR . £ B AR 1R AR (1) 51 A B 22 A BB ATLAREAE 2 7T AFE K204 4
AT e AR L, T THD A N CHR R B 0 ARG b SEI R = R . Luyckx 1 Daele-
BIFFC R 5 92255 = AN 5 TH R AR 35 IR A 1) 22 J2 T mans® REHITTTT T 1E 52 IUB RN BOHE S R
L. A 2 R ) 1 BE R AR AIE I B 1 R ). S 2 SRR B

*K2 BB TIENE
Table 2 Comparative table of unsupervised method
ik o i ik
k R k% B 2K L B B AL
JERIER FA bt K P RE AR B 5 AN BR AT
BRI O RE R AR VL ¢ -ON LIETl SNIA- 7
LSA SR S TR FIHR SN AR
LDA LDA K SRR A i TAARE, A gy
£33 HERTEMILE
Table 3  Comparative table of supervised method

ik e B & 5 S Ttk M ES

NB PR RES KBRS A, RO BOCRURGE T, KRR = i

SVM R S BRI, BT BOMETE R A& STk, B R S #

DT FUIRR SRR, B TE R IR AR R i Hh o

KNN b HEE 4, REAR F 1 th

NN 5 WA TN bR B 2 M i i
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FE/NEE AR B SEIL 95 9% HERG 2 10 7 VR TC AR KL
a5 LK B A s RN ERE, JF HEE%E 115 2L
RGN, TR A AR GRS BAT SE R L
FEE. FERZHEDLT, F1F n-gram B 45 R 2
P HA STAFALE.

3.2 R

YR RN 08 0 R R R LR IR
LN RIS AR RS, X R R S SCE RN
BRI SR, — NI AN F S, SCE PSR,
F LR TR IE S S E S FmiER R
B Wer)E e, R — AR AEAS R 2R R B E AN
[F) 32 8L 1 SCAS AT e R B HH AN [R] AT SO (R,
— L S R P 3 AR RN 5 AT A, A
RILTE— M ) EAE. Stamatatos!”™ B 7L F 45T n-
gram 7F 75 R FNE5 32 B4 4F T IAE = R, HH 5
ST A I T AT B g5 AR 2l SR A
BB R 2 (B A1 2 25 22 i) 2 4F n-gram BEHE
B4 A R SCAS (1) XU JE M. Markov 261 $ig ) —
ARk B AR S H R H U, DR ERF n-
gram fE#5 FEER T E I PERE. g5 RRH, @il
PHAT T B TRUAL P 25 BRI 3 24 SRR AR B &, ] DA
BERE TR n-gram {E85 EH&E T HIMERE. &
AT E BE W5 AR 5 2 Ry 2 15 B A SRR ) e A
AE ) n-gram, BEMHE S HEZE. Rahgouy %™ &
TSR AN [F) R s T 3 P AR IR 2H A AT 50 85 AT (1 A E
WU Z 58 B SCRS ) TF-IDF, Word2Vec il n-
gram F7n K YIZx = Fh IR A 7Y HA B B AR Bk AT
TR . ST A I s A I IS A% 15 2 R B A A S 28
AT IR, DUA B RCR. Sgn gt R, %5k
EFARSIX A AFES.

PLEIX JUAS SCE A n-gram FFAE5 SCAS 3 U
SiEHIEEA. PTLUE H, R R BRI H, n-gram
FEAEATY SR B8 78 4 H PR SUARFAIE, 3 11 SR AT L4 1
WO 25 R WA B 5T e Rl B 2 PR A RHE
it 708 B VE R ). Mikros Fil Argiri™ @14 T
FH LA 2 78 AN AN [F] 32 8 58 5 1Y) 200 G IR A
JIES BT 1) 2 S0 A R R R R AT T AR B
VA i R — B T A ) XU R Y R R
fiE, DAARIT SCA = U AR 35 V3 @ B 52 mm . S 25 1
KW, KRBT ES A FBEAIR KKK,
TEAEE AT SOZEEAE . Sari 5000 X% 4 N s
LT 0 M, DAERTT AN [F) 2 28 [ R 0E G e 36 st 52
B XS S22 A I AE R . B S A AT TR )
M5 o B 2508 B BR300 7 v b, 7 4 AN
LRI EIEE L 158 T EFES R, ALt
T 2 B A FEAT B 5T, Seroussi S5 XTI

31 7 SVM. LDA. A 35 Bn @i A DL S AN 51
(AR 2 SO F U R 25 4 PR R IR R B
FEON AR T LDA, iz SCE AN ETT R
VB OB AR R Bk sk DA | 3 R /v, Seroussi 55
NAE T — e SCED it — B R R I 5eE 1Tk
Yang &M R H 7 FEIEREAL SRR AN AME
RGBS AE XA, 52 i eEE =R T
TEANTR] B A, A5 BT B )45 J2 0 BRL 33] I P 0K
PRI T B M SCAS AR SR ICEE 2 145 5. SEI0 45 R i,
5HARIA L, 1Z 5153015 T R R

— UL E RS E S N AIEE A, Halvani
SN0 B — M E B IS UE 7Yk, TN EE S iR
At —ANE B, T332 R 48 BT s IR ORI &
S0y, FEAer 2205 SO A ISR PE MR A S A
5FET 16 FRRAANREA 8 L 28 MERE L
FISEIG RIS T 40T 75 % M A B R . HTi%
TEAW B ARE S B AR UL LA F 2 &
A LR FE LY R BHNE 5 B B2 E. Bacciu 561
P JE T4 Bn] 0] T F0 2K L OCAR W) n-gram fF
RISCARFFAE, FEA8 4 A 1 B 53 SR A8 0 AN [RE Fh 1)
SCASHEAT RN SLIREE AR, Frd M VAR L
THTA ) @R AR TR LA A S AE
PAN 2019 fE#F HFEFE PR T 0.68 [ F1 7344

A I 538 I SCAS 2R L4 5 32 URE O A5 S )
TEFATVEE RS, Stamatatos™™ $2 H —Fh & T3¢
AR R R4 R A B 7V RN
AR E M, FHRFFSEE A AR A
R CAGER, [FIIH 25 5 5 UG B AR B 1 i A
ATE R RR R L. SRI0 s IR R, 5 HAMES &
VA8 T BRG] DA 35 5 e A A
LI JE FE 3 5 4 B0 IE P 5 3 A T AR T
1257 — R CFE | Stamatatos™™ FRF H 3T 04
RE A RS 3SR S BE S, R
AT MR AL, REZ iR Fr 5 1E
N N RE A DG I (1) SCAR 25 44 A FH 7 4 s B
RN Y (1) 52 43 00 R SUAS IR 9 1R 1 15 4
FIMEF AT S5 b SEae 45 AR, 7Eis 1 81k
FE RS, IR R TR RN R R
MRS R FIEE S H I8 F, a5 | —
ROk pERe. RV L FH A MEE S AES,
RSP SLIG ML, IX R R RAEE S0 A
JiE R B 3 B L R
3.3 HERAE

Y3 VR B A8 SO s A4 JHAth A3k ) FB AR AN 7
VERENE L B AU B 7T AR R, AT PR A — L b
ECRRIR I ATV — BRI BB T 2 I B A
AN B SRR SR 1 A 2 AT SO, A
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I3 R FRE R I 7 3 TR 40 T 32 RN A AR R
TR TR 7%, EATAME B SCA R Rl 8 S AR
P

1) 467772

FEA8 77 1 2 A 3 AR ) A0 7 — ol SRR 1)
FiF. —AE O, VR F R T T B AR SRR
TEWHENER AR, T 48 77 ik 4 1 € SURMIE,
TR LA LN R e 46 SRV AH S B R A R
B At BE 58 AN RO I R . R e 4 07 ik AT R
WO — B8 By - A s 4 B2 ) 2 Ak 3 SO 1Y
B B i 250 2 47 A s 1) IR 4 2%, )
FH I 48 22 5 1 5 SCAS RN i SRS 2 18] 128 UM,
ORI A8E 53TiC 25 Y1 0 STAS H A A8 SR /)N 1R 210,
JE4E 777 1) AR T DAfET R Oy, a0 SRAE — A Sep i ap
DA 25 b R 4 53— AN SRS, TR A X PR ST BN A
SRR . BA)UE UL, a0 SRS SCRIARARRL, AT L
FH AN SO o T 5 it M AR O o — AN SRS R4 T ik
AN 2% T E s B AR AT R AR BT S R, BRI 3G
ZH WS H AT ARG BT N I B AR AR T S
IRV P DA R A SR 25 2 4 i) o),

— b2 N R A7 7 VR SR R SR B A R
. Cerra &M Af FH PR IHE 46 8 % (Fast compres-
sion distance, FCD) #ff 7t & T & 4 (AR Lk 14 B2 B 7
EANEE AT T THIFIRIL. FCD Rl sk 7 g vp 5
WINESHE, ®R SR, PLE AR AT A
R Z A R, SR R R, AR
HE 1, AT AR Se vl 2 K RNE . A IS G PO
AR SRS BT . A T Se i 55 T R 4 1
Jik, FCD 5 A MEAR, AR % & . Hal-
vani M B2 — 2L T R 4 A Y 1 H 5L s A
VE# SO Bk 773, oo 25 BRI, 5 43 VT T Tt
WS B A A R AL, T 4 1 A 5 N
AT e 2SR, CEEE R BT A I SRR IR 5
AR R IARE . He T R 4 B 1) v e i ik
TR R EAL B 2 2% 1 VF 2 077, IF BT LUR
B oy N H BARE F b

2) PRV R 7R 7 1

TR AR R R A — I L R P 51 61 R )
T3, B R MR B SA SR H i)/ 5. Licht-
blau 55 FH 28 ik 4 ik Ak B2t (1) B RFAE A S A% G2 1
A WA FFAE AT IR F 0. IR ERE, X F
FRAE AT LAR R 2 1R ) 5UEHT 1) 73 SRR AR, 5 28
VEZ R FE st 7 — PP g BARR UL, Licht-
blau 1 Stoean!"! ff FH 4l & VR i i X% 7R M SCAS =
AR AR, SRS FH AR N GRbLAS 7 = 73 2548, F
FH BT 5 B AR Y VR 3% 8 AR B2 IR, PAIX 73 AN R SCA

MOVE . SOt gl BRI 1% 7 VA0 905 FIH 4 418
BARLE FIR1G T A NGRS R, BB 32 SRS
4 B R A R 36 IE A5 R SR R A B R A R
A, AN, T IER DT 1000 FRF R SCAR WA 5
UF IR B, DRI AT L R B BE 44 H T IR A B
R SCARMIES . MAE 5 —k CFEH, Lichtblau Al
Stoean!"*! P Y FH VB I Ui XK 7~ b SCAR B 4 T
1%, FE¥ UG R R m) i, S8 I A S o st — R
ANRST . AP Y 2 2 2] 584 3 M SR [ RFAE,
H TS FEARGEAT 202K, IR EE R, 1753
AW AE b B o i 7 vk B B T AR VR
T % 2R (R B VA 925, 5 oAt B 3 P 1 2 1R 31)
JiEAR LG, % VAT DARAS B AF B AR L 45 .

4 HEXIEUNTE

WE & TR A e, 4 SCA K EIG N, 1R
VR R T E e I AT 8 ST i 1 ) A T
B2 MM E SO, PRI R g8 — B S A bR
HEREAT KAV s 30 o T B SR AP b v
ARG, KA R B EENHLtER R AR
SRR 71, BRAE LA, BRI WL T U S
SRR IEN BT — SRR L R
FEFATZ RIERI PRI XTI PR w5
KW VP AN SEE S 5 T A 5% AU 52 K
KA EEN DR S IIE. 1EE S Wik fE&
S0 5 S AR A R B SR PRI, DU N EE
TN RIRIE FEH AT (0 5 A R AR,

15 SHIETFN

VB2 B 4 B iiE SUTETPRAE 5 Bk, S 20 SCARHL
UERTFE 1) — A2 3, B R 8 P SCR 2 75 R —
EFS . PR 1R S50 % K2 (Conference and
Labs of the Evaluation Forum, CLEF) 7E
2013~2015. 2020 FFHLULAERE S 43 S UETEI, A/
T EORIE 2020 FEHIEN. LE 2020 SEFVFI
A 10 MRIIREE T 13 MRS, THAAHL R
AR LA

Boenninghoff 25115 $g H —Foié fih 28 R AiE 2 B
5t @A A 7, SR B A
2 SN IR FE 2 S RE SR A SRR AL, SR AEE R 4
S 53 At R AT DU 30y R 791 40, DA & AN SR
ZTA) AR . VP 45 SRR, P th i) T VR AE /D
RUEGHR SR AN R R e A 3 A 1A e 1) e A 1 e
P43, Halvani 5519 G #6655 5 DhRETR] 465 8]
ok YRR S 5 A0 R B U N ST RAE, 4
BT GG HRE B 1) R B R K DA SR T AR SR R IR R 1)

4.1
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BB AL B A R GERRW], Ik AA
MR vE e, ETAE R ITETHEA S =
Kipnis™ $& H —F 0 BB 190 K070, %55
PIAS SRS 2 (18] f B3] — T o3 O A AR A 5 R
W p 8, IR R R e A &8 — )
Hegirh. WAL 5 ORI R R R TR 2 56
oA, K BUR O AR AR 5y 125k L
B B RS IR B e TP AT T A TSI

2
4.2 AFE SRR

VEE Bt MRk SRTRRAVE 3 MR, A&l i 0 SeA
)53 A R 3 H HAE R AT Re 2 1A N B B AE S,
FLFEAEAR T W 15 B BEKE, et
P4, EERUIE. T E MM 2T EE
Z BN SR R, AR MR 7 0
VEE A BEAT 20 dr. [RLikk, AR 38 R 000 b 10 XA 40
J7iE] DL BIVE S MR b sl JLAE, 1R ik
REARFRE, X158 TIEE T TR K2R H
AR & 25 DN (1) JF g, Rl J2 CLEF F{E Bk
RIFE 1815 (Forum for Information Retrieval
Evaluation, FIRE) A2 vFill. CLEF 1E 2013 ~
2020 fFEELE 8 tEH L TAEFE MR PN, T FIRE
£ 2018 ~ 2019 FEHZ 7 AHR KV b1 T4 SCHF
%, ToE——F4¢, AN R Bl 4 F9F
D ehHE A% AR SE AT B VR B BEIR 7 1.

CLEF fE 2017 G40 23 1 1 HERRAE 2 1 001
AHE F RPN, A 3 MOT I3RS TR IR Ak 45
R, BN A RERZE R, 5552 Basile 55
{755 F1 TF-IDF n-gram H& 23 FFm &A1,
Martinc 5020 i ] Z 5, B3R fA P n-gram 24
YR 5 [R]H 7 2525 DL & Tellez S50 i ] R 175 157
5 NG B AU R AN AR AR (1 B4 B SR I RS RE
[l MUK 5E AT 4. CLEF 7£ 2018 4E4H 41 7R ¥
AR PR S A B RGP0 B VTN 3 A s
g5 B0 K B Takahashi 8512 F1] H B3] N\ FIAE
IRAR 2 28 U SCAS, [R)I R 25 T TmageNet 1)
B N 25 1 5] 1% ; Daneshvar Al Inkpen!'®?!
T A AR n-gram AU 25 SCFRF IR E L
Tellez Z5M i FIAN [ ZE B K n-gram 11253 HF ) &
ML, [F B 45 A DAISY S5 757 7 A0 o 1] 43
BERAT 739K, BRI &, LRI iEVIR IR R 4
77, T — S I TR BE 5 2] B 7715 IR AE SRAG AL 3507
CLEF f£ 2019 F4 2 1 FIWr e i R O /E 2 A
WAL (W N BE, #fE ) DA AR 4
N BIHERE, 1€ 32 N BIAERE 44 5 M AR )

PRI, FE28 —AMES R, MERE IR R I 4 AN A A
T B M T n-gram 5 X FE R ENHES. T
Mg R, G 7 U R B 5 21 73R 18 T e
MIHERR R, IR 22 2 7kl IR IAEHE 4, Bk
KUl G E ML, HES 11 A 2T A
{£%%, CLEF 1£ 2020 FHAH LS. X p o — i 3|
W AFE LA 10 FpO7v%, Hod 2019 FEM R AER
A1 2020 F 1 AE 75 2 Radivehey 556077 ik
B A 2-gram 1E ARHIE, | TF-IDF #H47H &E4L,
SR 5 A% 38 4 [ U A SRR 1A EHLEEAT 4328 Hodge
Al Pricel™ E# POS Fr%%. 15 F 1A 4. i 44 SLAR R
TSR AIE I 12 48 [81 U5 BEHLARRFN SR 1A 241
AT K.

FIRE 7£ 2018 fE2H 21 7 iR 7)) 5 /R #535 FH 92 15
SCAAEF B 0l AR08 B PEI, 2019 SEZHZA T T
B o7 AP V5 R F P I AR W L PR RO 5 AR R DL
PR AN [ 28 2R 118 ] A1 3 B A 000 (1) P B
BRI RLREHERF I /E# MR . Siagian 1 Arit-
sugil™ HF A n-gram. FHF n-gram. HHE
DA DhRERAE N AREAE, HA8E FH SCHRe T EALEAT 2.
ZTIEE RO ER, TR AR RN IE RO =
M ZEEHEA P AL A S —. Nayel™ FIFHZEET n-
gram 1] LRA5E Y 42 OO ACRRAE, A8 Se v 7 2
A SRR RN 2 BRGNS AT 2. 45 AR,
R4 R ZHUE LT, etk Ras /8 7 &= M HER
ROXUHSIES SO ML, R FERAES
) S5 AT S5 8 B LE B A 4 B ) SO SRR
Sharmila &Y 435l {5 F B 18] A2 47 1 n-gram DA
KGR, 43t TF-IDF IiAL, Ffd A 32 e &
LA fast Text #EAT 4038, Z 0716 BA BIFIMERE,
FEIR BRI o HE 4 25— e/ iR HEAZ 55 =
Ej & AR AR L, IBUER N SR AS I AE A 1 AR,
iR DT PT i A 25 7 5000 4 R 11 i A B ) A F I A Y
HAAEALE.

4.3 1EEBMREETEN

YE& G438 ¥E (Authorship obfuscation) X f&
MRAEEIRIE, —AEHE A B PuiEAE S5, HH B2
TR BAE RS B S A iR A3 A T ek 2 b
M LAEAT 2, B TR R0 AR B VR o PiAE
%, X T Horp — UL S50 &, SR o7 v 1 BTl
IR R ) — WUE S5 v e 0T <
J170E EARE R RIAR LG, VEFIRIE R D 52 2B 50 ¥
() I3, 18 B IX M A 0 1) D DRIAR 7T RE A 8 TRVE 75
BURE UAE R TATSS, T 25 F 50 38 a3 N2 803 s >k
IR KBRS L MPRT AR KRG, VR IR LA



2514 =l 3

S 47 %

AR A AR — ol i A R SRR AR VT
LIRSS, TR B IRIE IR T EPPAN 22 41 DA,
I T XA E A S B AT VR, H AR 2 HE
FE N THHMTH . 2016 ~ 2018 4, CLEF iE4:4
L TEHIREVENAL S, =4 T 7 FIRE 7%, R
B ZUR I A . ARy R B L LA
FCI 51, AHAEE B AR R ) S — e my DU
B Py

Mihaylova &4 X SCAH AT L3R B & £ 17
HIAS FIRRAE (R)H& B A 452 ) ) PR 45 ) b AT VR
A7, SR J5 A5 FH 22 Folt 2 T 0 DU R0 Bl ML 1) SCAR B4 K
H AR SCAS (1% SEREAE 1) B B R 21~ 357K (RIS
PRIFF SO & YR se M. b A, AthAT]a8 220K
WL 75 75 0 B ST A A A B 5 VR TR IR 48 3k 18
T HERBAEERE, /£ 2016 ~ 2018 $EATHI 7 AR
EaPHAE S 58 -4 F 0 REIR. %5k
(49 8 Ty 1 B 22 T 1 B ARR AIE i SR A 3 5 4 AR 1 1R
W TT IR G W IR A T M, BEAR R P R E T
5, W [EANES Ty R ) IR 2 IR B SCARFALE
Mansoorizadeh &% )\ WordNet [ 3K45 ] X ia] 2k
B ¥ GG SCARH Y 200 AN E W] AT e iR
SRS SCFIANT7 THI R AT 5 55 46 1] FH A 325 46 3a] (1) AR AR
B, MR R R SR, AN T2 B —A
A SCTA]. MNEEAR Lot 1% 07 B i T XU SCR 1
T AIVRRAE | %58 /0 19 2030 BE A% PRAEAR 1 1R SCAR i &
[i) B R DA Ao 5 1 4] Y AR AIE 19 4 3 R 30 O VR IR AL
Keswani S50 5% B 2 TAE IR BRI 7 7%, B deif 3
RNHFENE S, B R EE S BRI 9EE, DLk sl
TEZRE. ERERE RS, i TREs A ER
DA BRI R A i) SRR R T, 1R PR R) K DL A
B S g e AR, BARZ T IEEAE TR A R B
— M, AR LA HH AT 77, S5 G AR
S EE R R UE7E 5 SCA I = RT3 N IR BRIE
I H .

Castro-Castro "7 #i& tH — Fh7E T B 115
AT )T BRI v, TR A e o R SRR
DL S A3 T A B ) b A7 )k AE SR el BAR SRR
SR 7 M BT K I R A B e 4 i 1, A FreeL-
ing &7 SiA], FFE I G BEHE S A B ER A B R AR
10 LS I B A K F A1) . T3R8 TR =i
RWEMERE, /£ CLEF 2240 090 FrHE 4 58 —.
Kocher Fl1 Savoy™ {53 F 20 N, X L)
TPKe 5 4 1] 5 7 30 B OA] 3, B e T — SET 2R A A
HAR] B EE PP RGN R. SRR, %07
VAR T R A e i s oo AR R I LK B iR
s, EPRIE R GG SCAR = ET$E T, 7] Lk 3] —

JE IR L. Rahgouy S A CURIA 3OS A
FMEEAREGL, RJE MM R G THE B A B Xk
X IR UE SCARBEAT E [ e e AN AR TY . %07 3% ek
A ) FACRE L B G A — SRR R E A, JFARYE S
J5 s B O AE AU S R3] H B AT R B B ) AR
AR ) BT B S 0 T RE A B R HEAT PR X
TR SCRHEAT 10 E S AN F B iPAl oR 105 R A
R

5 BUREFIENIERR

HIESE

B BHES MR, AT IBES ARG, 16
THEAE %, dokhl o fa 0T 70 1 JE i K s
5 SL. B R AR B A RN AT DU s A
B, B iEul, R E R KBS B B R
e bR B R AR . B AR 3 1R A A 5
WEFLE D, W FUARXVE S H AT, 2R U 40
1, WA FFRIDOESE . B ANAE E RS
PR el LA R R, A — L AT 58
£, N A IR B A TR B 4.

1) IMDb62 £i#54E!

£ 5 FLIC W HL 5 BTk A 62 AL
62000 £ HLFZIFIC AT 17550 N8 S s 1, Hrh &
AMHFEES T 1000 2 HEZ VPR LLRAS [F S 1) 9
LU

2) T H i 42

(5 19320 Fr/EH 1) 681 288 Ffl & i, M
I 1.4 12508, PR 35 5% SCEEF 7250
AN L]

3) P AR

% Dixon. McTiernan 1 Rich %5 =4 K F)
W SRVERE A B A e, Hop Ak H Dixon [ 902
AR, R E McTiernan f 253 N CREATR E
Rich [f] 187 /N 3CHY.

4) HLF- IR HopE 4

L5 K2 150 AN ) 50 I E s aE, H
K2 PR Enron WIS & FEN A

5) CCAT10 $4E4E°

PIEAERES 1 BT, 5% 10 ffE#H
(1037 1) & 2o i, Horh AL AEE A 100 e S0R, &
! https://umlt.infotech.monash.edu/?page  id=266

* http://u.cs.biu.ac.il/~koppel /BlogCorpus.htm
* https://umlt.infotech.monash.edu/?page id=152

5.1

" https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~. /enron/
*https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1hIIWVSt0dfy8fz8d4w RzZItl-
LCo5BH1?usp=sharing


https://umlt.infotech.monash.edu/?page_id=266
http://u.cs.biu.ac.il/~koppel/BlogCorpus.htm
http://u.cs.biu.ac.il/~koppel/BlogCorpus.htm
https://umlt.infotech.monash.edu/?page_id=152
https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~./enron/
https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~./enron/
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1hlIWVSt0dfy8fz8d4w RzZItl-LCo5BH1?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1hlIWVSt0dfy8fz8d4w RzZItl-LCo5BH1?usp=sharing
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3£ 1000 F SRS,

6) CCAT50 $f gk’

FRIEALERIES 1 BT, B 50 MifEH
(1037 8 & 2640, H A RALEE A 100 530k, &
3£ 5000 F Ay,

7) PAN $¥E 4

A8 B PP BT SCARBGIE A SR - AT 45

5.2  THMERR

PEFEAS (Evaluation index) A&7 & E34 1R
I3 KRB UM AL REOL 5 I A . PEA
TRV AE H ARE 5 AR S AT A VE. )5,
AR AR A PR Fa bt AT LA T30 7 260 1
TS H A B SRR B A BT S5 IR TR AR A AR
Z M, LLWIEZ (Accuracy)s 4% (Recall) 2
#HEZ (Precision). F Ml #{H (F-measure). % ¥
(Macro-average)- fl~F-#5) (Micro-average)~ 32 X #
TAEFFE (Receiver operating characteristic,
ROC) £ NI A (Area under ROC curve,
AUC) &. NHZB— RN HIX LI FEFF.
BT, WA YR 2B E R B, e B T
VR FER, E W e 9l AR o IR T ) R AR %L
= HEANIRER T . B A AR R R
_ TP+TN (1)
TP+ FP+FN+TN

Hrp TP, FP. TN Al FN 53 5IARF EIEZ (True
positive). R IEZ (False positive). 5135 (True
negative) MR 1K (False negative). N T #t—2
LIy FEERAE AN 2 200 B 2Rk RE, A A
ARG R AR N TR P s . —
ME, EaER (XHNHREER) e ORE—RER
S TN TR PR A BOR SRR AR R E
Bl T 7 7 2 I A 78 SO — g 5 2 ) v TN 1
(A AR B8 7 S B T DAy 12 2l RE AR B 1) 1 0
. BAE R MEHER P KA XERA:

TP

R= TP+ FN (2)
TP

P= TP+ FP (3)

AR EAE R AL WAF 1A B B SR A
REM, N T &a HNBARRCR, 28Rl F1ilE
{8 F1IEAL R E SOV E 4 R AR KR AP
18, Ha &

% https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Reuter_50_50
" https://pan.webis.de

2xPxR
Fl="3TF% @
AR AAER A P10 E A 12 1E A 2 00 B A
k=P T PR BRAE. SR, IX 3 DMPEIN IR
WEEEF R B2, N T i iRIX — Bk i, 2 AT
P2t P A 48 bR . XA FRAR AT LSS P
BIE T AER, AR F1IEE, %R
73 S5 4 X6 AN [R] 2R 70 R B4R 73 e e 0. R Al
PR ZEAE T, P38 26 0 v E AN (R VR I 5B P
(A A e A HE AR, IR I BT 35 7 45 31 %
BERMEERER, HREZE RN AR
% P EAR; T35 5 560 BT A VR R PR
RVY, ARG BT S A R A AR A Pl
H1H.
4R RN FLINEGAMAL, 275
WP AE LR AN R 0 TI0l 5 SR JE Al B 45 2
A VAR REVEAN . BT HOF B R R 2%, BRIILAE
VEF AR B S SR AR IR A 2. VR R i 70 75 2
R V5 R R AR R A B 1) 23 SR BRI PN R b
WEAE LT, B ik sk, a4 2000
FEABCR ARG, B BME A S B2 R A K. B,
PR BB e R B 4 R Z R IFA R H
&, AL T 753 w7 2 FH — L AN [R] 28 0 B AL
B2 IR BUR IR AT VR R T 8. BRI, e %
TR S WO AR B 45 R 22 R BOR, FEATt
AN Ty IR WLy RAR RV BARTERE 1. 9 T Il TR
KB ZE A R I, B TR E S AUC 845,
ROC 4t MRIEE Ry Ab bR, HIERFNHN
ARBRIFIHZR, & S 1 AR BUEDN 7 R gz A PERER R
M 7. ROC 2k NI RI N AUC, 38 bx[R N 2%
JB T o R X IE R 7 IR 71, AEREA
APHETRIGOUT, 3SR BEE T 73 K28 B 1R REEAT &
B TIURRR i

6 fFIERYEE

THELHUA H AT 32 S A AR R 3 R 7E Bl
JUHER PR . B H AT IE, fEE R 2k
JEIA— A BRZ AR SR, 2R
FEAR AR R BT FE RENS i 5 AR A RIS 1 7 A0
B 5 H A B ARE T A BT S AR L, 1R 2 U Bk
b Be RN gt IR IR (AT 7 5 B AR X
B, LW IT 2 A T RS ER 7T . H AT IR R
o) A T — A 5 ek B = R /N AR AT
M. XK ST, EE R EEAAAELR
JUAN T3 T £ 1) i

1) K05 5 (10 22 3 A A R AT 0 2 TR AR HE A 17



https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Reuter_50_50
https://pan.webis.de
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S 47 %

L. RS0G5 S U 7e o, e a2 AN
VPSR AR A VG AN A SRR BE SR AR, AE
TR R Sk = SEMERIR B B T — 238 R K
Mg — KBRS, FHAAT TR+ G — Hda 4R,
2 HOE T 2 W B OO R ) B £R 5 OTT 7T
PR RNE R FEURZ A, H 0L 2 HAb R
FOH TR E R SCH) AR, SRS AT (Rl b
BEAT SCEE. AR Z AT T AR5 B OV R e
11 e R bR Bt S 22 7 i R (e i, i)
SR U R R TCIEE

2) LIRS R H AR Z R AR, 110 2 40
AR IX LG R R AT VEAAAUA . A IR U 5
W2 [F) I 52 31 22 A PR R O SE, EAni Rh  38 %
TRAL R FRAE SR, 2 REEN LB RSB E S
H AT U — o WS DL, BF 708 X SEs Bt
IR AN ST M. A AR 52 H 10 7 R iR
ANE, BZHNR s Z 73 REIE AR S I8 4071
RAEEA AL T, HAh w7 R 1
FARMISEIR 7 58, S 3R A5 b s A S 26 240
TSR Z 2 S OA B TR B IS

3) H 0K 22 BOT T AR e A R AT
VAN, TR Z X SCARFAE (3 — 28 A SCAR X
Bt MREZM4LE, Big B se A BT MR AL
. WEFURE RE A R0 1) R I BRI AT
PR B ) SCACRFAIE . X SCASRFAE ) 20 M7 A - T
H MIE K IR AL ik BT U RF AL, BE T4
e B R A IR R . Sz, WASH] TR AR i e,
A R AR T AT RO SR B k. T3 — A
FESRBE, SCARHAE B A0 ] AR M A G, 1 ] A R
P ANVE R 5 SO O B B — 8 AR OG.
WREAT S5 SRVEAR T A VEL RS T U0 2 i SOA
RRAE, BEASFI 15 & VRO A 7C 10 it , AR T4
RN BT .

T REREREE

VEZRBIBE TP 7 i <SR RR” 2] <)
WIAIGE T H 2] “PLas 2 207 Bk i e, H 3 2
S JRIE T RNLBOR B AR, B b, it 5
PLER R HIEE T, WU AT DAL B R SRS, 3%
U EBE N PRI R I ). IR DLK T, &
WU FC BT LUR LA AT RER) R e 3.

1) VEE RO BT TR R ARSI 5E 3. 1 R
WA EAR AT TIRZ BOR, (ENEEAR EORE,
AR A BBIE FC L 0 J R Z X LU 1 R i
A EZERIUAE LT AT — 2Rk =
HERE B, Hode B 1) 22 7 A AR A [RIF 70 2 TRVAR A

] A i U AR 22 3 A 2 3R ol
2%, ARADH N KRR B BV TH 7%, TR
LSRR RMA R T AN A AR R, ROKE
BN AR R SIS i I S e Bt 2k, it — 2D
SER VFIARHE, 515 R SR (AT 7T R 8 A — it
1T HBL ARG TR B AL AT 5T 43 3, BB IR RE
ATk, T A AT A EAME R AR Ty A A A5 2 4
RIBTE TE it — 2 VB AR R 1.

2) JT IR AT Hof A 2% STAS R R B 408 14 41 2 R 3 A
M. BE A TR AN W A e A T SERLIN T2 R
oy R PR AIE, WR 2 SO 1 R
WHFLH R — RAVH PR, S G R EAE A L,
W 28 SCA T B A G R . SCARJE /N R B
BRI . IR LR UK A AR AU A
AEAEE BB AR, 1 2R (v L A
RN, BRI, W8 SOA A3 S RS SEXESE R, F
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