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Abstract: This paper presents a general detection framework, and develops a variety of content and structure
features to find high quality threads. The feature selection algorithm, which is a combination of genetic algorithm,
Tabu search and a machine learning algorithm, is designed to attain a better assessment of key features. In this paper,
an experiment is done that focuses on the Tencent Message Boards. The experimental results, obtained from a large
scale evaluation of over thousands of real web forum threads and user ratings, demonstrate the feasibility of
modeling and detecting high quality threads. The proposed feature extraction methods, feature selection algorithms,
and detection framework can be useful for a variety of domains such as Blogs and social network platforms.
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Fig.3 Comparison of three series on amplitude and duration between a high quality thread
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A SR R, SR PR AR A A D TR T E 28 () — AN AR AT, T AN A 4 S R A1 B A A T M 48 31 v
P T O T LR ) AR B A R AR A S o BRATTR S R A W S mT BA U B
A 1) 5 40 B 58 AR AE S 36 U R 850 41 B BRI P s 72 mT BAA ] 629% ) v o i 0 . L o 7 3 AN )3 471
A ¥ B 43 39k 43.83,41.363 3,50.408.3X F W], 24 32 MK 3 AN IR 7 51 19 58 R AR K AH BV 1 B AL IR, 3 ) LA
Kl kg v e 2 AL A5 D Ay ARG e 2 R A A [ 4D ve JB AE  A E AR 22 T e 2 A, U A AT e A
AETEA SR
321 /PP

/I ik 25 45 9 200 ot — (25 5 (1 i) R IRLJSE 3 T 7 9, AN AN Ak AR RN T R L A e Y R A AR, T
HTE R TN O KNS AR AR L B B T AT S (R i a5, P AR A 5 A B T N U R A A A
F R T ERT ) 3 3 30 RTAT 6 3 S 2 (1) T /0N i 2 40 140 2 v 08 ) BT AT, 7 v A A P R R AR B
T LB LA [R] 0 RS W 52 s, DU ) 14D 23 % 28 0 B 08l 3K 78 0 AR B T B3 B 4 1% 4 B 1) SR ARL PR ARG A0 4
B IR Gy 0 5 T w8 A0S 43 L AT 8 o (1 I ) 43 3% S AN A (R A % 40 % 0 AR IG5 Tl 3R A 5 Tl 11 4
IR R WS 5 AR /NI P A I B IV 52 2% B A 2k 1k BT TR) O(N).

IR AN F 1 10 P2 B33 AT o0 i 5 6 PSR, A P b 7 32 mT AR — T D7 9 D e D e P e o L3 AR 4
XA T 0y AT BN AN T 41 34 5 I 1) ) B K JEEAH [R] AH AN A7 AE 23 RS IR 8. 53 — Bl 02 25 T Mallat
VIR 2 R /N O3 -5 4 P2 220 3 o 5 9 40— Y A 380 K 79 A 1 31 340 2 40 T T D) J B K P 1 — 23
Tk PSR A T AR il 4 W B 0 TR S IR v T DA BN [ A RUBE TR 4TS RS BT R
AH 2 T A5 0 08 R84 S AT TR PN 1 I () 4555 AR SCR T Malllat B507%.

/N s R B S A /N U O AR T DR, AT A AE LR AN R S /N, G Haar /N . Daubechies(dbN)-/N i
A+ Meyer /NEFN Symlets /N T AR /NG IEAE IEASME . BSCHE M PR R R AR BRI AN [ 1
R KT 1Rl — 15 45 SR A 7 (1 /) ik 355 o 380, 20 T 3% TR AN T 11,

Daubechies T iiF B, 2 A5 B STHE RN FRPE (1 1E 2SS /NBANE Haar /N H Haar /N e AN 82, S J=) 30 7k
22, S5 R T T B BT I H. Haar /MBI K08 1 ¥ Daubechies /i A4 Daubechies /N H A7 IE
AR PR SR E R R A Mallat PR R R A5 T A ST B I )R SIE 5 i T B IR A 1
P, R AR 3K H Daubechies /M.

MR user-series,reply-series LA % size-series [14F &1, FeATTR VU B35 < (1) Daubechies /1Nt :dbd. i 2 ki Ek
R, S K P A 3 S R DT 2xN=L 2L P N 2 Y SR I R R R, X R ) 908 9 % 6T 4 iy L
ZIN B BR BT R 3 T B O I U R TR R /N D R I S T 2 At g 2 AR U, /N T SR TR K T
TN BRI S e

1992 4, Wickerhauser Fil Coifman %5 A 75 /N3 A% #6136 il 4% H T /)N 048 3 (wavelet packet transform, &
PR WPT) M,k — 2D i R T /N 78 480 11 B 5 /0 ol 28 4 A LU, /) 8 6730 e B A 1] B o) 45 5 1) v AURIAKG AT
B0y AT o i R 38, O 4755 $ (A — T SN0 00 1 0 8 9, BB L R R b s AT R (A S AT S T I A
Ja BN HIT ; T GE A AR Bl 3 AT 15 5 D RRAE, 1 38 Y b 38 AR B A 7Y 46 2 45 5 AR A D B, T 38 v TR 5
PR INE A543 B 238 /N A 2 R IR 58 4 — SXOM ] 5 B, Horp A ARRIRIE 1T (5 5 D AR R an 155 5 80 1,
2,3 FR/INBE AL R 2B (R R 0. R IR (F 5 S Sl /ML o iR 2 S5 T AR R A

AAA3+DAA3+ADA3+DDA3+AAD3+DAD3+ADD3+DDD3.

AR dba %t thread 19 3 ANBFINIF AT /N B4 i 5 TE AL SE 3G TR T 3 J2 4, 5 B ) i B AR B
ZRU0 0 2 1) AR B 5 w5 B & /NE AT 3 B R B AL LEE A 2 AN R L — AN R RS S
/N FREL 53— R ARSI R A SR 2 PR A AN REE 3 R A 8 NN R RIRTE S S

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



Mk Fme M&EIENG SR 5L 1793

200 32 /NI 2 5 T 1K 14 A/ AL Z H:Cr0,C11,C20,C21,C22,C23,C30,C1,C32,C3,C34,C5,C6,Car. MH LT,
X 73 i PR 28 BEAT /N A, T T R B A I I AR B RC10,RC11,RC20,RC1,RC22,RC25,RC30,RC31,RC 5,
RC33,RC34.RC35,RC36,RC37-15U7;L(”,C30 %ﬁﬁy‘gﬁ‘l RC30,Cs1 %&ﬁ’r@ﬁk RC31ééﬂ/J‘&@ﬁ\ﬁ@5ﬁ+@ZE,@ﬁé %47:3' S
LA IR N
S=RC,+RC;,
=RC,, +RC,, +RC,, + RC,, (7)
=RC,, + RC;, + RC,, + RC,; + RC,, + RCy + RC, + RC,,

S
J

A4 A 4
DA2 AD2 DD2

| AAA3 | | DAA3 ] [ ADA3| [DDA3] [AAD3 ]| [DAD3] |ADD3] [DDD3]

Fig.5 Wavelet packet decomposition fully binary tree
Bl 5 R oe 4 — S

R E G S A AN R B SR L W B 3 2 A T R B o R
eng;=wentropy(RCj;,‘logenergy’), j=0,1,2,...,7 (8)
BEXTRE— 2 B S TA THE S AT RS AR TE B — AN /NBCRFAE. XA, 3 22 R0 ol LUE B 3 AN /NBURFAIE. X
3 ANRFAE T LU S 4 531 v i A TR AL B AN I 1) B 5 BRI 3 SN AE wi(i=1,2,3) i 5
Wrr:

1
den, i=1
=0
3
wh=<>en;, i=2 9)
i=o
7
Den,, i=3
j=0

T P 3 H R R R e A IR e A AN I TR A, B A Suser I TE R R B, WK 6 TR B
B UAT R E R B SRR TSRS 217~ 91T 25 3 21 8 MEM R%(3,0),(3,1),....(3,7).

I TET B, RATRBI T4 3 2108 M E%(3,0),(3.1),....(3, 7). MEM R B ETTLLE !, s i s
R E AT 3 20 8 AN A EARTER N 2t Pk X SRR BN B I B Tl AN R R AL
D0 T 4 2R 5 A T o 9 1 9 25 S ok 2 e B A P B e A T ) 2 e bR AT 3 RN
W FRATTRI 2 2K (9) T4 23 1 (AN A — S ) e — AN IR (R AE X R, — AR/ N B, B R AR 3l = A 3 AN /NI RRAE
wfi(i=1,2,3). %5 — A thread 41 3 /NN 18] 55 41 Suser, Sreplys Ssize, 11 5 — A I [ J7 51 38 7 A= — B /N U, o Ay DS — >
HSF T P A0 I — AL/ AE . Suer 72 A T 3 AN /INBAFHE 1A W (user); Srepty 72 2E [ 3 AN/ NBRFAE L 4 wi(user);Ssize
FEAEI 3NN REAE I A wi(size). ] 3 v i T 3 8 I & 2 TR AR AT wf(user), wi(user),wi(size) b1 EL 35 L
Pl 7(SusersSreplysSsize 25 X N — B /N BB, AR B AT 3 J22). AN A0 I 1Ak BB AR A 1] LA A b o v R o
AR ) 22 R P R AE B R PO B 3 AR 9 — AN SR 1 S B AR AR R AT AR AR 2 TR T S R R
7 2 g N YR A S TR S ORI Ikt R B IR AT S A EE 22 T T AR A, S A U ) v B L T L Bk
TNPREAE A FRATTE G T T W BAFAE . 53R R AE SR 35 B U0 e o i 3 A A 4B e — A E AR 3 By
B SusersSreptys Ssize \L77 A2 (11 9 AN/NBAFAEIL A Fuyaveten, W
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Fuaveler=Wf(user)uwf(reply)uwf(size)
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Fig.6 Sy and their corresponding reconstructed eight coefficients at level three of wavelet packet tree
6 i R S ACT R A Syeer LIEAT/NE AR E B ZJGTERINE 3 )= 8 M REL
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Fig.7 Wavelet features wf(user), wf(reply), wf(size)
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3.2.2 B AR

M 4 Fmr DU H SR PE AT RUAE S X500 v 0 e = A 0 o 3 R — A 3 AR AE. FRATT R 5% R PR AIE
A DA i O AR A DR L 5 R MR R (R F A A A D ) B 5 A R 5 e R (R v A R
RO U 0 St 2 R0 N T3 1) v 38947 7 98 R, T e S ) 81 3k 6 5 e 2 L ) R R I U 41 v 98 K s (burst) 1
AT, R AT T 58K S AR, BATIA 6 50 kAl b A B b 2 X031 s ot 2 805 U o o 32

G 95 A I #6017 FH B3 22, 5 R 00 7 P 5 7 3 L858 5 T 2 TR 88 S A 0 123 240 A % 5 S A 0 e 02
JE T I 10 136 37042 408 15 55030 2 3 A sk 125270, A b 33 6 5 o A 00 £ 82 T S 490 8 L S 0 5 % (buirst), I 6 4
burst WA 4 T RE W M 45 burst IR, A% SCHEGT 5 A M A0 11D ) A% A% 380 8 48 ORI bR Bk 1) 7 4710 _E 1Y) burst AH
SR

TR UK DN 2 BN 4 AU P — A T ) B, O HL R T ST AR 2 4 T 12830 B R I v A AR %2 i L
S IS D6 1) o R 00 3 30 R AT O AN R L e A I ] 3 70 v 3 R a0 A /N TR 32 g TR G G ) A
LOCIB i gy o INF [11) 2 0 e 45— A 125 A0 s T (L, L 2 3K Tl 925 2 6 T J 908 36 8 O WA 10, AR S B AT 1T 300 B2 41
K 8 IR T LOCI J7 i 5 FRAT1 BT SR 110 120 00 R Aan ) 5 425 1) 22 S Mk FRAT T3 S 06} 3 471 v A — A 120 00 AR A o1
B AN IR A B S Yt 2 s 00 e T R S I T R
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Fig.8 Comparisons on computation of sample grade between LOCI and our wish

K8  LOCI J7ik &5 JATMI R A B A s R 75 VA AR v SRR A B BB 1 22 5

LOCI J5iEI N, I 8 Wit 2e s A7 WA Bl 9 IR A s (K B R ARLRE — 00, T JRAT T A 2 AN —FE 1. LA G LOC
0 Je s PR S S A R, DA O T — 8 P ) A A — R,

U1, Syser FORE AR BT R AR BR BT T AN B NS 28 1 2B e Ja T A Bowl ok B AR AR 7 At 2
Ui AR BR A — AN SRR H 7 (user) 9N A P BIANBORT LA O B — AN X BAEL. L2k FE I 1) 7 51 P A A b
A P AR LE U, Syser HIREAR KR AL R, B EE 2 ¥ 2 5 R A P ARKR T A A U, AR bR T — A
RN KRB KRBT LA O B —MEKIE. 200 Wy 20 e e 2 )5 B 3 05 (0P 81 L (A — AN s (X, Y) 2R s P 30k X
HIRECK Y. B 4 (Wi Heas 5 9 fros

Pl O Fh (1) [ Ay e 5 R 2 AR S R A K B O Y R A R burst. g T TR N FRATTHE R AL AR 7]
LR 8) T 100 A B AR T i P R IR A ZOER B /N #E 1000 LA P 5 T vy 9 e 3 AR OB IS P R K B
1k 100, EoBr A - S0 i 100 19 R BAR 2> AR A U8, 7 AR S 00 B 1) P P P B30 B i 70 K 2 BOR N BT
R E XA ST 51 v R I TE K Sreply, Ssize 23670 I 175 100 A 2 ABL.

e T 5 K B I T80 2 81 Sicer s Syepiyr Seige » FATTBE T — Foft 1 AR A KL 0 550925 oK o S5 Rk A I 1) 41 () S
TREAELBEAS BT I (8] 32 41 (¥ B EAEL od(userr),0d(reply),od(size) 1 2 i 5t 10U ) 3 NRRAIE. 0 HE A ) S0 8t
T 10 .

W R N AT L A A N JE I P51 b S B AN B K 23 91 s K I 25 48 A 200 Ne(rq, K N=-K) K<
N/2 2 5 5 KOITAR 228 N-K UT 48 i R AE A 2 REAS 1 H #E 2 4 Self_Dist[r;],rieR. AL, Self_Dist[r])2 r;
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F1 Ne(ri, K,N=K) /1 15 s 19 55 2 F0. [ Ne(ri, K, N=K) 15T ofNe(r;, K,N=K)]J& Ne(r;, K,N-K) i i 000 1 BE S 1 34
HFARE 2 MR YE V) B RS, 540 RS S0 B0 B #7458 — (R hn vl SRR, A ] 5 471 L i i B A
A AHEAT L3 RS K258 1,2 K RS AN R U S B0 A AT 52 56 T KO8 B R NJ4X R R Y K
76 NIA ISF N b s 5 et 0 SR I T DAk 3 e i B FL A 0.62, 0I5, 3 AN 36 51 A 1 0 AR (B4 39k 43.83,
41.3633,50.408; 1M >4 K 4% 1 & R S A AR BT, 3 AN 57 77 51 110 1 40 A 1 L JC 18 ] 1 B 008 AN 3] 0.62 (1 FL (. i 1]
10 JIroR (LR W 300 0 40 o B A — A 50D B B (30 m DA o B b R I 2 T S AT B AT 1) 21 28 Self_Dist[r],
outlier_val[r;]/&: HEH AN T B2 50, Hob, Self_Dist[ri]2 44 X BE 25, outlier_val[ri) & AH 5 H 25 2660 BE B ¢ H T[]

— P A RS A R A R B S TN [ A R A e A, I A B R T AR AN [ A 2 I HEAT R A
Lh%s.

High-Quality thread Low-Quality thread
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0 "T?} 0 L
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0 0 L.__
0 500 1000 -—100 0 100
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Fig.9 Results of time-to-frequency transformation for Syser, Sreplys Ssize in Fig.4

B9 B 4 P TA] 281 Suser,Sreply:Ssize 28 I [ A AL AR e e 2 i TV G HAV BT P 471

Input: R=(ry,r2,...,IN); /ldata set
K. /lthe maximum outlier numbers
Output: Outlier_val[ri], rieR.
Method:
For each rieR do
Compute  Self_Dist[r]  //self _Dist[r]= Y c-r)
rlsNe(ri.K‘N—K)
End for
For each rieR do
Compute  ofNe(r;,K,N-K)], g[Ne(r;,K,N-K)]
Self _ Dist[r;] — g#[Ne(r,,K,N —K)]

Outlier _val[r]= oIN(r), K, N - K]

End for
End method

Fig.10 Outlier detection algorithm
B 10 BRE AR %

R8P 5 P REAS s 0 B AR, BATT AT LAV S50 51 1) 80 AL AR U B R AN 5, 2 A s (1 S A2 o
R BB B AT l—— FEFRATHI S W H 4 BB E BT A 7 B R B L, B R A B R
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KT 4 WY B R R, 75 AN I B s AT T 2 B ok v B0 P 900 1) R A P R DR 48 P2 0 o ) A e G
PR AN A 2R e RO 2 R PR A A I B AR AN AT AT B O R R IR TR R Jy A1 11
BB, IXRE, A thread (1) 3 AT A1 Sl Sty St 1 A od(user),od(reply),od(size) i v 5 ik 7.
TSR 2 VS B, 2 T SE B OF HL B 0 6 — AN BE RO IR, 5k 2, 280 K 28RS
B EIRSHK LB K, A0S A — AU S L BRATTBE V1 2 B AR U S5 R 08 0 A FR AT 1 0 i s ) A
— AR RORS A AR T LOC AR AR % B e v 53 B9 30 et KR, A9 Hh 10 R A/ LS 1) 7E S 36 b 4 LOCT 32U
YR HE R AT () B E ARG 0 SR B I R AE AT 7K L, S0 5 SRR 2R B R 100~5 000). 3,
LOCH $2HR I TR RAFAE N Foyier  FATIISLESI TN Fougtiors S5 560 B4R BEAVE T-58 4.1 15 (1 52 30 B4l

Table 2 Average precision, recall, F1, and accuracy of F,...-C4.5, Foutier-C4.5

utlier
for varying amount of training data
2 ARG LI 73 2885 Fyyie-C4.5,Foutier-C4.5 1
SERER R CEEIA IR, SFY FL DU IR

Classifier Precision Recall F1 Accuracy
Foutier~C4:5 0.37 0.46 0.41 0.34
Fouttier-C4.5 0.58 0.62 0.60 0.56

M 2 BF 5 BRT DL FRATT 0 R A s A I SRV E SR B 98 R RFAE B LOCH 2 B ) 58 A FRAIE TE i i i
BUR I B S AR BB, F1 DU IEAf 3. 5056 45 3R 01 BF 0HS AN B B ORI R (E LU S T3 B 1Y
VR TR T e A v O R R e

g4 BT N AL Score(thread) . ZNBEARFAE, Fuaveler 50T B e 0T 3 R T 1) 35 ZRFAIE. Fagt.

Frast R U1 T

Flas=Score(thread) UF yavelet W Foutiier (11)
o Founier=0d(user)uwod(reply)uod(size).
33 HEEFESHER

FEAEIEBE R B R X REAE B A b B — AN RRAE 6 3 B P kAT VAN, 50 B AIE 4R A v IR L 25 PR AIG 20 2R 45 1P e
FRRFAE AR AR B B8 00 J5 VR AR PR S T I DR AR BRI 2 By R R T A B AR R AR R 4 v e rh T A A
(KR 356 6 7 9 24 ) (R AT Y oot s B 1330 A SR — P st 4% 5132 (genetic algorithm, i FR GA)AIZE 8 R
(Tabu search, fii Fx TS)H &5 45 IR £ 18 R S s GATSE,

R AL Gy SR80 T HRATHIHELE Qi R 5K H . Naive Bayes. SVMs. I kM. k-NN 25 7B X 8673528 v
BAVIERE 3 ANEREBHER 5B R H M . Naive Bayes. SVMs HH4T 5250 FIF C4.5 S0k #E 11 ¥ oM ] DL
53 75 BRI 1 350K Naive Bayes AJ LU HUHE 25 58 HE QL I 3K, SVMs 3 20 A N FEAR 241 45 F AT LU BIR 4 3%
Pl ss

4 TWET

FATREAT T UALAH S RS20, 56 UE b 10l HCPR) A AR A L 5 R R A e o T R0 B R RE A T U

ST Y R IE R G R REHE L 110 53 28 B 1 4 Sk i, FRATIA H R 1T 4 A2

HEAEA 7 J8e TR S AR TR R A B 4 H

ol sk b S AR A %L

BEAER 2 I T T A

B B T A A B H

B 7 I U A S

Bl b e R R A

(1) 1E#fiZ (accuracy):

(2) HEHZ (precision, ik P):

(3) M=K (recall, fij i R):
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2PR
4) F1: ——.
“) P+R
ASCHTA BS540 S fE Windows 1 & 1247 ) HL#S id % b :Dual-Core AMD Opteron™ 4bF 3% 2214HE,

2.21GHz,8.0GB RAM.
41 KL

TRAT A S I B AU T B R 1R RS S I 2 — AN A SRR R M 2R iR 12 AR 2.3 AL P RE, A
TS AT O T S A B 3R AT 5 R X 6 000 A 35, A 5 000 AN R IR, R 1000 1 i 2.
6 000 N Ze 5 B L3 3.6 000 AN 3 i 40 4 135 625 ANl A5 7 642 N P 2 5308 SR E b pra s+
SR /N A 30 382 574Byte FATTXS 6 000 A 3 EAT w1 i 5K & (AR BRI R LU AR 2 4% 9 Ho b Hi ok
I 45 AN B8 AL T P R, e 4% B 2 K2 B P IR S bmiE g B w2 BRANS B w2 £

IR [ — AN S S AR, A R B 145 R TC AR BEAR AR JE 2 0 2 0 v [RT iy Py 7 R 8 A1 4 A ke 3= i rp 3=
i B Y A T 0 2 R 1 R R S, N R 5 T BRI SR A R 5 AN AREE B
2 S ATV s v o R I B e A, I AN W] DABE R v T R A I R AR 2 O D B e, AT
S S R — A T AT I 60% (1) 1 0 ER A 45 Y )L PR A 2 R A A WA R R R AT
6 000 > 2= 3 ¥ b v A5 100

Table 3 Statistics of experimental data Table 4 Distribution of labels on 6 000 threads
F 3 EREWMGHEE F 4 6000 bR 45 R
Name Value Categories of high quality threads Number of threads
Number of threads 6 000 High quality threads with less than 20% votes 3126 (52.1%)
Number of reply posts 135 625 High quality threads with 40% votes 542 (9%)

Number of authors 7642 High quality threads with 60% votes 234 (3.9%)

Size of posts (Byte) 30 382 574 High quality threads with 80% votes 475 (7.9%)
High quality threads with all votes 1623 (27%)

4.2 LTk

BATEEH T SR A U HE A A SRR AE NI ARIEIERE . X 3 AN A T I I AE 4
TEIERIZR . HERR DL A B v Re, FRATHEAT T JLALA DG M SE 50 1 Se e I 2R B JE & 2 il 8 3803 B A
B3 BB A B2 100,200,500,1 000,2 000,3 000,4 000,5 000.5%F T HEA B2 IREAS, T 1 56 U1 25 3 402584
C4.5,SVM,Naive Bayes, 285 7E MM EX 3 2r KMtk ae s g &5 R an il 11 fras. /b 3 Fhoras
Flast-C4.5,Flas-SVM, Fia-Naiive Bayes #B7& 753l RS A A RFAE /N IERRFAE DL S 58 RAFAE bl S 43 28488 o,
Frast 2 70 K45 AL, H Fraq=Score(thread) UF yaveiet OFoutiier- MKl 11 I Bt Fias-C4.5 H A B AF HITERE, K
FZTEVI ZRAEMUBLIA 2] 500 I FL 5t O &k 2 0.94; 3 ALRE VIZ AR5 K FL I BB 4R 28 PR FFTE 0.94 /¢
A XL 500 AU YIZRIEN T Fla-C4.5 O 4R T, 2 K INGAEA N T FL 0k B8 i 32 0 % 75 ).
KE5FIH T 3 A REFEMRAE LR RIEMR, R, BRI K FLAE 5 PR LG H Fa-C4.5
FAT W FLAE 0.946.75 3 B2 (1) 73 S8 8 vh DL Siom 43 2540 BT S 47 V) 14 fig . Naiive Bayes 73 28 4% HUR A 1]
A% v AR L HE A 2 A, I 43 [ o Joi o =3 R Jo 7% 4 AR 240 0 0 = R Y A o B o R A [ 3 A S o
FH rhOR AN I A 0 R O R H IR gt A O T Bl P A N 3 RO T T L AT O ) B R kR
A — A =, AR O 2 R A0 53k ) M ) R i R 2 DG AR 1) 3 RBLAHU:  Naiive Bayes 43 58§ BURTRIE T
o Tk B R PO A R AR N (B A I3 22 ARG R e T A2 S L 00 W P 3 B 5 R . SVML 43 S B T B A
T C4.5 5 Naive Bayes 7> 882 [a] (B2 7EH Z | ,CA.5 5 SVM M LL A XL K 6 5l T 3 Fhr2as i
SP- B3 R I i) 5 S 247 00 3% ISP D) (U1 542 B 2 100~5 000). I\ 38 T Al L HE SVM 4328 85 (16 11 25 5 1) 5 300 3% I ]
KT C4.5 432528 55 Naive Bayes 4325 a4 1Y S s 18] L5 0032 i) 1R) A 24,
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Fig.11 Precision, recall and F1 of Fj,4-C4.5, Fj,-SVM F-NB for varying amount of training data
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Table 5 Average precision, recall, F1, and accuracy of Fj,+-C4.5, Fjas-SVM, F.-NB

for varying amount of training data

F5 EARFINZE LI 2KES Flasg-C4.5,Fa-SVM,Flos-NB ]
SERUETRE . SR AR, P FL DR R R

Classifier Precision Recall F1 Accuracy
Flast-C4.5 0.918 0.976 0.946 0.899

Flast-SVM 0.908 0.961 0.934 0.877
Flas-NB 0.797 0.988 0.882 0.795

Flast'C4-5x Flast'SVM: Flast'N B

Table 6 Average building time and testing time for three different classifiers:

%6 3R Flas-C4h.5,F1as-SVM, Fiasi-NB 11135 S AR ) 554 0 5 1)

Classifier Building time (ms) Testing time (ms)
Flast-C4.5 450 78

Flas-SVM 36 000 8 000
Fias-NB 590 96

#

5000

R AELE P D T 6 AIE il AR Al 2 m MR S AU 0 T 2 A 5 R PP AN RS B OGB4 F.GATS-C4.5 L8 X 1 iy

6 MRFIE WA 7.

Table 7 Top six features selected by GATS-C4.5
RFAEE 5775 GATS-CA.5 I HUIFI T 6 4MFAE

x7

Feature

The third feature of wf(user)

The

od(user)
Score(thread)
od(size)
second feature of wf(reply)
od(reply)

M 7 AT LUE R KPS AE od(user),od(size),od(reply) 4 s a3 U B 9% & M 2 3 U B DEAS 1Y)
FHER F . IEFRATT T LA v R S SR S A A S IR R, i T e 2 AN ) ) 4 PP A7 AE 5 R VR

R HT A ZH SR M B0 oy AT Tk 45 T

A

A S ASORI F SR R A A DAy o o 5 41 5 A1 2] T A
I, 62% (1 1 J9 o 32 18R] DA 4 (1], 9 LA 9 (] ) v o o A e (A R 24 2 A1 O o 3, v A 608 1) 939%.
XN I Dy T U B K A0 A T & R A AT AR D SR R KSR AR 6 AN AE R N R AE
wf(user),wf(reply) th #% & H AT T503E , 76 wi(user) A 3 NMRFAE, 55 AN REAE X B /1N 38 A0 A% 45— )2 1) 995 (L AN . wif (user)
BIEE 3 ANRRAERD A /NI 55 3 )2 L AT 22 5000008 (5 A0 A3 ECAG /N 9 B Re 1 AT DU H /N R A mP K38 4
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A At I /N R AE P A7 R AR KK T 4 wif(size) P 1) 3 ANREAE BEAT — AN 32 v 3k ol A2 e 784 (¥ 70 4 R IR
TUAR PRI /NBERE AGE T LA Bl B AT TAE il DO A1 I 29 4R KPR v ST 40 41, AT T ol BB/ e A I gl vy LA 2% 18
IR 8] J3% 371 Seige, 3T T I [0 RF AAE S P A RATAR B0 45 5 2 .

AT HCBURE T I R S BB AE AL 20 2R A 5 R T A R AR A ST 2 SR AR A M L 22 R 3RANBEAT T L
AR S50 e b AT TR 5 P P R AR I 1K 20 28 4% C4.5 JES7 T 5 G HFAE 1 73 2K 4% Foelecr-C4.5 I
FEF A REE [ 5 2888 Fra-CA5 LI ARRTE VIR AR ) 8 /MR 4 HEAT, S 36 P AN 45 S a2 8(VI SR 2 MiAR S 100~
5 000). % 9. [l 12 Jrox. R, FRATTAAH OC LA rh 2% STRF 508 $2 Hh (10— SRR AE, DL AR Db BEHERFAE S5 BT 1) 4h
I A EAT T o B U A4 G PR AR 3 b S P B B R T R U R
A, 3 A i A S PP R 3 R P B P [ 52 8 06 R T, 3 G 5 T e i R AT

Table 8 Average precision, recall, F1, and accuracy of Fgec-C4.5, Fias-C4.5, BASELINE-C4.5
for varying amount of training data
F 8 TEATNZEE FUIZRM 7324 Foetee-C4.5,Flas-C4.5,BASELINE-C4.5 1)
SERE R P A R P FL LU IR %

Method Precision Recall F1 Accuracy
Fsetect-C4.5 0.911 0.99 0.945 0.903
Flast-C4.5 0.918 0.976 0.946 0.899
BASELINE-C4.5 0.705 0.735 0.702 0.73

Table 9  Average building time and testing time for three different classifiers:
Fselect-C4.5, Fia5-C4.5, BASELINE-C4.5
RO 3HAND A Fereer-CA.5,Flas-C4.5,BASELINE-CA.5 11 V-4 £ A ] 5 6 ) ) i)

Classifier Building time (ms) Testing time (ms)
Flas-C4.5 450 78
Feelect-C4.5 380 77
BASELINE-C4.5 350 78
.00 10 ——s—=—o—s—a—7 1.00
0.95 0.95 0.95 | s ..
0.90 [+ A Rm T 0.90 o]0 S— & Feeler-C4.5
& Fyelecr-C4.5 Flas-C4.5
S 0.85 e select - 0.85 last
S Fias-C4.5 3 080l | _ o8 —~ BASELINE -C4.5
‘g 0.80ft BASELINE-C457 § T L 0.80 s s s
£ orsl. = 075 1
0701 0.70 ; e ey
' 0.65 bt 0.70
0.65 1o 100 e ] Pt b
S 10210 ) URD [t s s ity
0 500 2000 5000 0 500 2000 5000 0 500 2000 5000

Fig.12 Precision, recall and F1 of Fgge-C4.5, Fia5-C4.5, BASELINE-C4.5
for varying amount of training data
12 3 F 932588 Foereer-C4.5,F1as-C4.5,BASELINE-C4.5 fEAN I 54 FIOUERIR . HIR%, F1

8 KW EE T IEHRS IR AE ALK 3 2528 VLR 5 28 T A R AR 0 2 28 284 2 S R A Sh se bk e Bab
$E i, WA ]2\ 97.6%%E =51 1 99%, IF i % (accuracy) A 89.9%% =1 1] 90.3%.1% = I, I 5 b e ik 35t T LLIA 2
55 A0S AE R RE M R I, 91 ELAE R e v 8 07T £ i JE 18 2 75 28 b R AE 28 9%, B AT T el B )R A A g B 0 L 3
HERRAE Ry AR 2 .38 9 3R W1,CA.5 43 SR AEA RIRFAE 742 b (1 S B I 1) 5 00 3 e 1) A A [, 32 TR R AR AE T4
25 1) Flast, Fselect BASELINE A MR AR 24,38 8 1P 12 T 55 5 i 20 1 2, BT T3 Hh 10 7 0 0 3 A S HE 28 L
B R UT B A 2 T R R0 3 2R 2 15 B T MRS AE A 20 JEBRAT B 7E FL IR KR &, N 70.2%-~
94.5%; FL IR FRATTHR H IR AE 28 T ULE BUBLAR /IS (K I 2R 42 SE IR & (1) IE A R0 F L, 110 2 T R HEARRAE 1) 73 S 25 4t
TINGREE IR, I HLVEREA .
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4.4 Blog#iE & AT

R RH AR RN IR IR 1 F & R 3R H I FR B IE A T Web2.0 JR55 T (10 & FF &, 4l Blog %%.
BAAE BLOGOBEEE 4 bt vy o ik 3 S0 U 30 HE 8 HEAT 17 V0. 57 2%, ) PR AR 00 R ARy B 358 A 2 A
INBRFAE . SRRHFAESE 13 AN SR 5, IEIX 13 AMRRE 2 Pk AT 5 AN TEZARE B0 B o6 13 AN AL Rk £
M) 5 ANMRFAESY BT I3 KR Flas-C4.5, Foeleerr CA5IEFEIIRT 5 MFAIE AR 100K 10 Al LUE H /N IAFAE
wi(size) HE7E 3 BT I, 1X 15 X 48 18 B A0 00 A . X 488 18 s I 32 JBU ST AR K B JF R T8 AR T DA 2200 0K i3 A
Blog 4 4 v it 2 M5 0 8 () SCAR K P R A O, A S 2 3 VE A A A 1) T R v TR A A R K

Table 10 Top five features selected by GATS-C4.5
F 10 GATS-C4.5 FHEE B VLG BEITT 5 NMRHAE

Feature
The first feature of wf(size)
od(size)
od(user)
Score(thread)
The third feature of wf(reply)

BLOGO6 %4l 4 /i 4% F 7 5F (Glasgow) K 27 B it F A AT ) — > TREC $ifa 4, AT M bt B 4 rh 421X 6 000
AT H 5000 1B I ZRAE, R T 1 000 1 A M4 AR I 254,40 5 000 S UITZRAERI 73 i 8 M #843:100,
200,500,1 000,2 000,3 000,4 000,5 000.%f 4 — AN 73 (K U ZRAEHE A L7 K4 Fras-C4.5, Foreci-C4.5, 8 J5 7L X
AR BRI 2 43 S 3% 1 1 BB AR 45 3R 1L (U R AR MR 9 100~5 000). 3 12, & 13 fion. AEIZR P el LUR
H PR 588 7E Blog Bl 45 LI ME BEARAR 4 Feereer-C4.5 FT LS 79% 1 IE 7 2R A1 88% [ F1 . FATHE H 11
e TR LR AE R R IE H T Blog $H £ FR i 42 H I RR ARSI B O v . RRIEIE 8 7 vE HAT Sl A k.

Table 11  Average precision, recall, F1, and accuracy of Fge-C4.5, Fio-C4.5
for varying amount of training data
F 11 TEAFINGSE IR D Fseleer-C4.5,Flas-C4.5 )
SERE R P A R P FL DU IR %

Method Precision Recall F1 Accuracy
Fselect-C4.5 0.795 0.99 0.883 0.795
Fiast-C4.5 0.80 0.971 0.88 0.793

Table 12  Average building time and testing time for two different classifiers

RA2 PPN [ G S 4 00~ S5y SABE I -5 A 00 1)

Classifier Building time (ms) Testing time (ms)
Fiast-C4.5 450 78
Fselec['C4.5 368 76
1.0y 1.00 — - 1.00
0.92 =a Fselect'C4-5 1 0.98 '_ J 0.96
S 0.88 fuossinsassssesnasnias FlasrC4.5 | = . b 09415 Foaieer CA5 -
7] S 0.97 —~ 092 Flast-C4.5
g 084 5] L
< 13 0,90 et
= .80 _ o | 0.96 |- .
: B O ® . o5 B Feeleet-C4.5 0.88 g e
0.76 1 : Flast-C4.5 0.86 |-
0720« e 0.94 0.84
0 500 2000 5000 0 500 2000 5000 0 500 2000 5000

Fig.13 Precision, recall and F1 of Fgge-C4.5, Fia5-C4.5 for varying amount of training data
Bl 13 P> 2588 Foeter-C4.5,Flag-C4.5 EARI NG 4E FIGHERG % . A%, F1
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