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Overview of Web Spammer Detection
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Abstract: With its rising popularity, as evidenced in social networks, online shopping platforms and email systems, detection of Web
spammer has already become one of the hottest topics in the data mining field. The main challenge of Web spammer detection is how to
recognize spammer behavior patterns by examining spammer features and attributes from big dataset in order to limit the proliferation of
Internet spam and insure quality of Internet service. This paper presents an overview of Web spammer detection, along with a comparison
over the difference between traditional and burgeoning spammer detection approaches. The key techniques and evaluation methods are
classified and discussed from several aspects. At last, the prospects for future development and suggestions for possible extensions are
emphasized.

Key words: Web spammer detection; social network spammer; online shopping Websites spammer; E-mail spammer; spam bot
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e 5 3K 218 o 28 7K ZE 5 1 3 U B TR T K, 9 AT — 2 I R R ) Gargari 2 N7PIZE SRIREE o Jin A 44
BEUR 2 DAL S35 7K ZEAR ) R P 9 2% 7K A2 A P B AR QAR BLIX — ARpAIE 72 e I 20 7K 5 TR0 HEAff 6 0 Ak 8
X AR 2 A bR 2 3 Tl a5 P B P % K AT T 4028 Zha S N H TR P AR A 28 I St —— AN I () R 4% 7K 4
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SEPLNT Y 48 K ZEAT Ny () B Hayati 55 A TESCHR[76] 4 th R 7K ZENLA8 N REAT 7K ZE4T 0 I B R R ARR AR AT 3R
S FELE SCHR[77] 70 44 FI0E T0 48 B R T 1 4L 2300 28 I 4% 5 B I 4% K ZE AL N TRIREAE, IR AR 4 JEAN R AT b

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



1512 Journal of Software #4F3F3 Vol.25, No.7, July 2014

KK ZERLA NI A 4 0l Sl Ao giEblas Ao AR HLas AL SR8 HLas AN .2010 4, Hayati 4% \AE 3L
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R 5 M, HG— S A b R e T TR P AR
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AT A, SCHER[ 10212 06 T8 2y i 41 58 40 355 99 28 7K 22 R 00 (R 00T T 5, L 07 25 D A 30 i I 28 7K 22 1) R 3 TE 5
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BRI JCAT 2 5 056 PP AR v ARLBL A, 1 5 7K 5 1 TR ) A5 0l 465 v F e 82 I A AfF 9 2 T3 255 R P 4% 2%
RFAE LA iy H UM R T SCHR[ 103 138 3 43 B 1 1 A 288 Il HE e AT 28 90 3R 3R 7R 10 B mP A 78 110 T LT R 45 44, A
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Jo B SCHR[104 1) F 0 268 7K ZEAT Ay SRR i B LA 3 P 0 3 P 28R 6T [ Py 10 7 R 3l 18 % 1) Y 8 7K 4 1R AT AR
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T2 BUANPE A 1 ) 5 SR 10T A K B e A 8 PR T 1A I PR I 4% 7K AR 75 32 00] 7 R e D v 7 7 45 1A
2K BN R 22, FE U0 B LA LS. F 7 1 55 AT ) 4% K 42 U050 vk B B B T I 2R OK ZEAT AN G R
AR (0 75 3% W 4 72 L B FR) AT A5 AT D A0 5 28 2R I Y v P52 T U050 0 e A, DR 0, 2 2% MR T 1) 44 it 7K 2
YR T 105 R 2 B 450 v PR A 00 24 1 4 [0 4 A B R o 58 R 2R R AIE 1) I 45 7K ZE AR 7 3R BLAS B

HEAZ A 245 AU ) 225 7K 25 YU BIE FOME LR, DU PRI G SRAN S PP A (RS S 3 AT D RO AR SRR AL (1 2%
FTRRAE 199 208 7K 22 VR0 75 125 RE 08 8 1o 0 4 70K 6 (1 VR ) 3 B, Xk 3R 2 e 5 ) 4% v 16 o 4 7K 2 TR ) R B e A 4K
W2 R Ay 5 B 22 L B R, T I R 9 296 5 M A T 47 K B O I e 1 R £ ek AT AR A 5% K
o O e S Bl W 5 | g g A T 1% 20K B R e SR 2] 7R B R A i U T T TR SORFAIE IR 5 R AT IR
oo AELKE A Y 7 Y B 0 PR i, I 4 K B A T SRS AN IR A S 45 4l ) 4 K A PR AS B R A, RIS B £ 3 AL
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WS AR e
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R T 1) W 5 7K AR B HER 20 A, SIS 917 ¥ 19X 6 7K 2 i R A AT R 4 R R K A ek 7 R, HLUAT D A
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LI 2% K 5 ABAE 52 A A A 19 2% v DA b 5 35 D 190 286 7K R0 SR B 2 IR W AR A8 I 46 K 42 R i 503 T 5
REAIE AT Y00, I A B 3 I A e T ) 0% 7K 42 P8R AIE, DASR v L T MEAf 6.
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Fig.3 Domain and methods of Web spammers detection
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SCHRT6TAH A2 I 14450388 1) 10 48 7K 22 YR BRI 9, i R S AT 2 48 77 i — AN R & ISP I H O B
FEVIGRAL T ) . FREEAF ). AR, T, bALst. Y IP. H 1 IP LLA SMTP Hp3Crb s b ohik 45 i 1
BF LSS IR IR 8] BEER R 28 SK(2009.3.1~2009.3.28 F1 2010.6.12~2010.7.9), P4 4N 15 [6] B P, SMTP W33 #3542 (1) 32
SEEY AN 5479 A 63 000 000 AN 15 A1 5 389 AN 5000 000 /434

SCHR[ 7142 FE 7 T 45 2003 11 D0 4% 7K 42 TR I 9T, 1% S IR 20080 46 72 MAPER 93 www.resellerratings.com U 4E (1]
KEVFIRAE B IR O VHE RS . PFIR A VERTT I 20 B LA A VT8 2 32 I IRDRI V48 £ 1 I B 1 55 )
PR TR TS HA #R A AR 2010 4 10 H 6 H b A A 1), B A 54T 343 603 A4 PFIRE . 14 561 AN Mk M 408
470 & VPR,

SCHR[8] A A I 245 453k 1) 45 7K ZE YR IVATE 9, 12 SCAH P AR 50 o A 2011 47 2 A 21 3 A 8] Twitter B R AT I{F
J,3 148 371 /1Y 267 551 4% tweet. 4 317 161 W22 F1H: 963 181 4453 (W H /.

SCHR[ 10472 %68 [ Py 19 4% 7K ZE A YR 530 R B0, 3 LA Sl 161 P 170 0 il Tl A1 B 148 3 1900 O 2 19 4 7K 42 1% 3C
WCAR T IR P 1) D sl i YR R A IR G F3Q K il 1A T R T8 % 7 V1, 1 S 40 BT I 24 7K 26 1 50 36 50 i 4
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FEFHLR AT P RO D A P 33 PR 28 R A 38 AN K 0T 8 2 KRASE 190 4 7K 22, R bt 25 ok i 4 X 28 1
KPR 5 B S A HE B 552 AN P T 20 738 4 PR LA 223 AN AR T 220 45T IR BT IR RTHE N
BRI 22 R IR T LAV 7 B 4 VPR T T IR AN Ao/, R b A B8 5 ) 8 BT 4R 15 /N % 22 e i WD, T 4% K
ZEATY B 1) F R RT e ) B A VE S

ASCAE 2RI T BA T ) 24 K ZE AR ) S B B A v = F AL K 100 7 45 VTS HE, 1X Le A4 A FE VT
WH ID. WA A HES . PR RN VP8 B AR 2GS B BUs TR 2013 45 4 H 12
FH~4 H20H.
2.6.2 AT RS

¥4 255 7K 42 U0 45 I DA i b O 2L U HE R o, SR Precision!® 1011 16:19.21,25,75,82,571
Recal]l3-10-11,16,19,21,82,97] Accuracy[l‘lﬁ‘zz‘“] F1113:10,11,16,19.21,22,25,71,73,75,82,97] ppRI18,16,21,22,71,73,74,89,98,110]

5

ROC!®16:23 63 TLIS8898 10 NDCG@N!'> %1% H i NDCG@N J& 1 N Thsic HE )y Ve B 1k i b, i 2o At J LA g
oY FRE W BEFEHE NDCG@N 2 70 N Lw ic B0 52 Jm %o 3008 B2 b A7 AH B H A ek BCHE 7 1R 1 f 1 6y = 1 b, B
J7 b E B BRI i B A T H b R BB AR IR BE 2 BT Precision A1 Recall J& i 42 4 S8 K R HEVEA $8 4%,
PEAN B 3290 S 96 1 HE R 5 AN 4 B2 F1 {4 Precision 1 Recall 1A Y58, & 5 SLU0HER R A R R 455
RILI PPN FEHR. Accuracy  FEAR PP — AN 20 S48 10 R I, B IE A 43 8 00T & LU 45 .FPR (false positive rate)(fi P
) FE bR AR R A TN 23 S MRS A 1R g b, BT, i 1 K BT P o L) ROC (receiver operating characteristic curve) i
2, A1, KF FPROEBH 1) A0 TPROELBH ) VE A x/y AR Al AR Jsd P T 28, A2 48 T 55 BH 14 770 0 BH vk 35 6 SR I IR DR AR
TR 0 2% 7K ZE RN PPAN 7 1R B LA 2 > A0, I 45 7K ZE AR ) SR A N 2k N kA B S92 A0 B 2 48 7 K
£ VP BEVE IR 8. B T P 25 K 5 VORI 9 v, Bl 2 24 T R IR 5 i, R 0 SR ek N T PP A AR R K £
1 S 26 45 SR (1 L A B U2 9% UL L st of VP A VR 500 8 SR 1 4 280 R0 S L N P A D v I 4 7K A LR 5
VA (10— P 25 5 v AR N AP AN 7 VI PP N R 38 i I L VPN 45 SR 0 00 . 2 iy, 2% B B AT 1)
I 28 7K ZE R VBT A T A R B AR i, D1 % s Atel I 28 7K 28 I 1) 52 ) PR AS [) G B A R 45 S DT 25 H
TR AT X 4% 7K ZE B TR 2R VR RS 3 4% S, LR 2 ANEE 3L b * 3R R VP ) At A TR 31 SR A TR S A ).

Table 2 Different detection rate of Web spammers’ target domain

T2 A HAR AU 2% 7K A PRI ST IR 0 3008 bl

CEFERR R H AR 48, W55 1 UM (%)
74 2012.4 R M 1 %5 BT H AT AR AT 98.50
9] 2010.4 [IZESIRIN FET IR B REAE 98.20
1 2008.4 Youtube BT H AT R 98.10
6 2013.2 i A4 JET IR RRAE 98.00
2 2010.12 Facebook BT H P AT A REE 98.00
84" 2008.6  BookmarkingSys T )7 3 REFAE 97.47
3 2010.7 Twitter JET G5 G R 96.40
22" 2011.11 LS 5T H PR REE 95.40
79 2007.3 liges T R R 95.00

Table 3 Different detection accuracy of Web spammers’ target domain

T3 A HAR AU 2% 7K A2 AT 5 R P00 RS LX) L

SCEN fRRE RERI] H 5 4k W55 1k UK (%)
16 2010.7 MySpace T AT MR 99.21
76 2010.4 WIEHLAA FETH AT DR 96.24
22" 2011.11 liges T H PR REFAE 93.00
25 2012.2 AR5 FETH AT W HRRAE 91.00
104 2011.11 Sina+Sohu i1z FE TG R 88.79
84" 2008.6  BookmarkingSys 3T )13 R 86.11
19 2012.1 AN JETH T REE 85.10

R 48 (1 W 2 7K ZE AR T 2 A ROM PR A 1 R PPN BUR R DL, 1T Web 2.0 199 2% 7K 42 U0 AT 58 AR R0 2%
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TEVEAN BOAS KL 0T L R 45 0 2% K A UM IR PP A AT R AL LA A0S 199 5% 7K R0 PP A R R AT B LT
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(2) HEAZ W 44 453 i 5 K A2 RIE AT

a7 D i d ol T 6 o ) NG e N = A d Rl 2 3 2 S8 I R I N 8 4
F PR HE—A RIS Je A 207 & e 40 4 B X 48 00 PP 8 3 R4 1 D0 48 BRI A6 4 19X 4% 7 7K 223 331
AR R 0 2% 7 ZE R I 9 11 B A5 R B T 45008, LSt L AIF 9% 11 9 Al B S ek 2 IR 4% i o R 4 4.

(3) M &K 4 AR ) IR

Web 2.0 P28 7K T 545 e A~ N W45 K ZEAR LE, U Be— 52 BUAR, 75 199 25 7K 78 ) T /i — 72 1 20 R 45 40 ) 4%
38 AT A O A I 488 7K 22 ik 25 04 1 4k 5 2 2, G AT Mo 5 o R IR O 2 o S M o ) I 4 K 2 T A
P4 4% 7K 2 YR S IF A L T B () o i 7 1 UL T 4 I 4 K 4 T A 2 T LA R I R VR AR % U T O B
R SR B A DR 3 ) Y 4% PP 32 T 1) K ZE 3

(4) PIEE IR ERFIE R E X

P 2 7K ZE PRI 9T Hh K ZEARA AT 1R R SCI2 B, TRUAIREAIE 1 58 SO 38 31 099 24 7K 22 RO 1R 30 1t T AN R) A
AT 265 7K ZEAT R AN TRAH ), B8] 1k Do) 28 7K 22 30 T HS PR 1 A AN RUAH 7). 20 BT 2 360 25080 e S0 % 7 4 v 1 I 4% 7K
TERFAIE, 48 3 0 48 7K ZE TR ME A 2, A2 9 28 K R AR 7 I Al 2 —.

(5) WL KZEPN S RPN

W 2% 7K 22 R 5l 2R I TE ol L PR AN s AR R A B AR 4 1 B 15 4 T X PR F8 AR, W1 Precision,Recall,
Accuracy,ROC %51 4 F ol i 72 0 25 7K 2 R (R 3 I R T VP I 488 7K 22 00 46 L B 90 465 4 TN 0P AR
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FEIN, 2 19 45 7K ZE U] P T B A0 ) 2 —

(6) &8 7K 45 TR il 45 SR (1) ik e
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(7) LI Y B RL 22 4 i)
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PRI TUIE Ry 7 2 A7 199 45 P A7 A 10 KR 7K 42 R0 TE SR MBI 8 5 e, D10, D) 285 7K 2 AR BIE 98 406 450 43 A P P 7=
WA AT R KRS NGE B AR TR S B %025 5, P AN W48 7K ZE R 500 78 341 5 JE R o
it B AN AA IS, TR 0k, S5 3 5040 23 B a4 5k B 88 B P A AR JE I HERS 2 57 199 445 7K 42 7t T 8% 7K 45 R T 5 v 1)
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4 LHERIE

P 6% 1) A R R R AT H A T T v B A SR AN A A I 4 e 4 L8 O AR IS B AT AL S WS sl i —
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