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Abstract: Keyphrases that efficiently represent the main topics discussed in a document are widely used in various document processing
tasks, and automatic keyphrase extraction has been one of fundamental problems and hot research issues in the field of natural language
processing (NLP). Although automatic keyphrase extraction has received a lot of attention and the extraction technologies have developed
quickly, the state-of-the-art performance on this task is far from satisfactory. In order to help to solve the keyphrase extraction problem,
this paper presents a survey of the latest development in keyphrase extraction, mainly including candidate keyphrase generation, feature
engineering and keyphrase extraction models. In addition, some published datasets are listed, the evaluation approaches are analyzed, and
the challenges and trends of automatic keyword extraction techniques are also discussed. Different from the existing surveys that mainly
focus on the models of keyphrase extraction, this paper provides a features oriented survey of automatic keyphrase extraction. This
perspective may help to utilize the existing features and propose the new effective extraction approaches.
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B 5 SCA G (AR SCER . Web DUIET S A 38 4 5028 (R PR 3 K of STAR SR 149 o0 At RN2 88 130 24 615 45 52
SR ) R TR AR, G R A DA S AR SR R R B AR B SR = ) G B 1] (keyphrrases, 4 53R BRI ) — BLLASK
A AR 5 A TR AT A A3 AR V) S S L, ) RURT T 70 A, U T SR AT T3z A T oo & I SeAR R, S
ARG B RINUS ) 2 2R G168 FH AT AR T B S U SR KT S 45 P ST KRR T AR Dk,
S 3 $R B R R — 45 B T2 SRV E AR T, — Se I 9T BRI H IR T JLAE N T RS . RS S AL A
AH AT 1) TR 44 1 s 2 330, 2 TICAT 201307, AAAT 201419, ACL 2014M1, ACL 2015"2, Www 20153,
EMNLP 20164, AAAI 201731 ACL 20171'74%.

FLAE 20 22 70~80 4F AR, B 70 3 B B2 FH 18] M- 180 ST RS A9 (term frequency-inverse document frequency, f #
TF-IDF)#E B o g 1A 10) fa] S b TF-IDF KT 1 5 ) B A 1] 23 Ay 9 B 1) 33K 2 B U 42 H 00 A 2% G M B St i
PR V% BE 9T B AS W HE 3R, 1999 4E, Turney®®) | Frank V255 57 2 40 4k 22 3 R Bl A W 93 22 51 07 vk H B4
R DR 4] 5 9 5 B R TG M B R A U 1) A W B M BT T DG R A SR B v, B B A, N 7E 2017 4 Florescu
2 NUSIZE AAAT R 3303 4 H 56T B LI A 1) 06 I B OGS A $E B J5 7% PositionRank, [ 4, Gollapalli 25 A,
TE AAAT KR SCE AR H B T 2 BN G I B OB i 4R By 1%,

A MBS S ] R VR R R A D ] R I ) AL 4 288 A L A SR i, B S U GR AR AT AR T,
BRIV Rt G 8 1A b 3 N IERE AR A JE S BR AR VA OB AR SRR AR TR IE . SRR IR IE SR 22 2] — A R L s
FH 24 345 B 23 28 R 302 340 50l i 1006 328 S Bt 7] 2 75 D DR B 11 T 0 M B B B D77 ¥ A SR L B ST 4 i b (L
TF-IDF. 5 T 1] B 19 B o 0o P 550 ) Sk 32 S S8 1) 108 47 HE 7, 48 5 348 B 44 B v 9 LA R SR 1) B R 1 L
T4 7€ MR 25 56 A B J7 V0 SR ORI A T 0 M B U7 2 T 2 OIS O R NSRBI I A B 3R AR L B AR TEAR
AR K, H.2% 3195 21 1 43 288 o B2 IR T I 20 50305 1R AE 38 PT RE A7 7E I 3004 19 10 R 8 3 G 1 B O 35 (R S W e
HE, F UM AR R T A W 7 VAU 2L A DR T M T IR T S AR B, A T — 1S BB A
T V7 RV R AR I R T O MBS SR B R SR O VA IS T K R D

R 0 2 A S i H ) S B R 1206 A DA TUAN a2 U] 37 6 O 2 R 0 e E SCHR 231 FN B B R T
BLYE T SCHR[24] 7 81 4% 1 3 Y — S 35 A o D), A S st T e v DU HEAT 7 VA 8 A 5 o - EE M B v ) 2 —

(1) At (readability) ] < B 1] A B B 1% A2 A e SCHA A Bl 08 91 o B 1) BB e — N R LI
VB, T SR I AN

(2) M (relevance) ™ S 1] 0 20 15 SCAY 3 BAH 5% 81 301, A SC L3R S B R AR B FE R 38 1 BB AR 3
T R U, . AR AN A B AN iV 3 A AR S ) SRR A

(3) EE B (importance). ¢ B 1] B 12 % SCRYS P F B (9 3] 38, ik — 2D A R SORY 32 A A B 0 B B
T VB RE O SCBR A LA H AR TR AR — A D6 B AR 1) e B R

(4) 7 5 J¥ (coverage)!™>*. 56 i 1] LAY A5 T STRY ) 3 R 54 10 7 a5, /S Bl LA 7 SORY R T 2
T OURH A 32 AL

(5) — &tk (coherence) ! SCRY 1y J LA J% 48 1 76 15 SCANIZ 45 b B A SR BE, BT R 3R 10 7 A il — AN B 4R 45—
A A5, — i TR A 48 R R SR A B I 2 AR S OGRS (BRI BRI <R R A (e OR A 4
B <RIFAMME”) A,

T R A ) AR (AT AT — A S T W B K P AR B R, 2 % ] TS e DR T AR T ] S DG A AR
BB AR (VWL EE 2 A5 13— 25 R R, S B ] 5 SORY 3 0 10 S M 244 T LA A 6 3 R B (¥ 1t — 2D etk
TE 5B TP T, B 1 DG B v B R AR AR R B b RO T % 206 G S8 1) 114 I AT 2 B A, H A AR )],
H 28 (R 43 B AR 36 8 6 ST A T 2 T AR SR A 0 S B 1 0L St Ak B SR SR AR U T KRR X Bk 1~2
AN 35 A 9 D) Ji R 21 i — o 7 9k e [ R SHE T B 22 %) 3 R AR A U 2 Sl R DR T A S e B BT
I8 AR UG A N R

B UG AT L, — 7 T, 76 24 10T SCAS B8 43 B B2 1) 2008 75 SR B3N T, S04 1A B BURIE AL AE 3T S AR SR A TV
Z B 51— 7 L E A R AR B8 S A 0, 1B 348 BRI 6 B i) 128 A 08 214 A = I R R, A 0 B
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BUAT 0T R AT RGUI BT T EEALE 45, DL T-BF 7038 ARORAE LAk 1 3@ Hh 5 4 (¥ e ke U5 5.

N T REs RGO TR IRATE [ 1 I AR R4 KB 2 (AR SCHIT T AR B N LR BRIES
REHE LA 3045 A SR T [ B 2 ORI 2 AR I T A — 4R 119 /2,2014 4 Hasan 55 AUVZE[E BRit 5015 5 47
£2(ACL)HI 2017 4E R T IESE NPTITE (R 24400 b0y ) R 32 G ] SR EUATT 98 4500k 18 S, AT 3 B2 Bl R SR Uy
PRI KB TR AT TR A (BTE SR 1 T 2 B (4)28), 5 3 B 2 152 MORDGE Z% WL HK) A B (S S i
MBS NHERE . ERMRE . OB AR SRS A TN T A 2 0 i i U B AT
ANl 8 $g BT 1257 A 23 AT 0 7 PR 2R T AR S 3 B T < S A S0 e 0 30 390 4 49F 7 o SR A3 ATV 4 o 485 (B
eI 1 TSN H(3) 20 ), XA A i Ak T A DA S R i ) (B R D) S BE R B R RO R AT 5 5 I
Bl T 255 A BUA PR I A T PR R A0, 238 T 412t B8 A ) S B ) 2 B 32 AR X T B R A 453 SRR, B
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THRBUNE R BAR LI 8 2 AR SAF T ER PR R, WA RS ERWR SR ESE MRS b
R SRR A AN TE.
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Fig.1 The framework of keyphrase extraction approaches
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BRATT A0, 58 1 75 2 1) R A T 24 s SCUA R I P A R M 565 2 39 D0k 0 S B ] 2 Rl (B B SCAR 1) i
AL BR)HEAT VEARELSE. 55 3 T VRSN S 45 F AT ST P A SO B RRAE PR 52 B 925 4008 T P A ARFAE , OnS
BEAT VELNVAAN. 55 4 17 DURFAE A SR S0 PEAN A 21 OGS SR MUK 2 2807 7558 5 19 R ISR 4 . PRAG T 1 Je 4R
P, J7 fEIT 5T 3 T DAl S 56 5 e A 85 4 S0, 0 R SRAB A9 50V BRI 72 7 1) HEAT WP IR0
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1.1 [@@EX
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T 22 St R LB 1 A A T S, AR R AN [ ¥k BT T LA B R 1 S S K
1.2 RRRRIES

iR R S 1] 41 ) A E 2R R BB BRI 1 BT,

(1) H5E B AR SORY B 5 B B SORY A2 K SCA IR 2 i SCAR 2 2 R SCHRAE f2 FoAth SCAY, T Web TUTHT . £ 2
W 5 A I R 2 R 75 A B B SR A BRA M R R 2R oK T SO S T B e PR U

(2) AHe B i S 1) A0k i SRR U] A= T VA VE LB 2 T, L AE AN R U B2 R AT B KT (N EE 1.1 TR
TR B A R B 7 231 5

(3) & SURFAEAE i SR H b B AT H P 0 RRAE 3 R B 1 R B 1) 6 SRRRAE A [R] AR 7 VR FH AN T (R RS AE
WA 5 BT AR SC 5 B [ Ge 4 B 7 2 v FH 380 1) SC AR B0H08 R T R T, CRE % A8 SR v 3t R A FH 1) SC A SRR AGE 1E
AT VRGN G R A LR LB 3 .

(4) W BEEUT VR WA 5 TR, SR R A2 BOR SORT 43 A M R T S R 2 vk DA B b B o M i
S5 AR FH 1 SCARRAIE S5 244 78 B AR IR DGR R R BT VE PR A A 28 L3R 4 15

(5) VPl PRI 772 M RS o S X S B0 &5 AT VTN VRAG 7R . FRBR AR B I A TR AR SR VR LA S 1Y

RSP IR A R T ORI A BB IR
2 R SCHEIRAE R

R LT BT A 1) 5% B 1) B2 B 2 380 i T Aok 39 96 B ) £ i, 1 1 3 S 1] A= o P o 5 2 5 T 40 0 ) 39 o
i) 2 E 20 R 20 A MR A 4 8 T B AT % 30k S B ) 2B R T VR EAT IR AR 5 R RS T I AR [ i 3 O B i A
J 7 R AN [ R B B H T VR 5 e G B 2 B R, AR RV RR A SR R T KBRS 4 B oy SOARE L i
AOEE A 2 T 2 B B ] T B 2 SRR A T B AR R NN AW A SR LA % 34 O 1] 97 3k 7 ¥k KK
A4 4 Flr

5 3
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Fig.2 The basic process of the candidate keyphrase generation
B2 i 30k G B i) AR L AR AR
W 8 A HARBAEN I F.
(1) 73 & (spliting). DL FH A RIEF 5 9 73 FR A5 00 F S04 R 45 20 2 B8 745 A 5 755 0K B 7 B
(2) 7> (tokenizing). X 3l T 73F A1, 737 UK SCA B U153 Dy HL3A).
(3) 1A MEARIE (part-of-speech tagging, i Fk POST)L 48 Fi POS Fn ARy B3] () 7] 1.
(4) LR JE(POS filtering). H3 44 5 1] F) 1] M5 AR 25, JEF AN A5 A 1) 1k S KA B3] 30 5 S O B T 25 1) A 44 3R]
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(5) n-gram i ¥ (n-gram filtering) ™ Etx6f SCA 43 B S A REAN ST B toF 030 A7 38 75 45 B BT AT (¥ n oG R
W F NGRS n<<3), 823 4% B — 5 IR0 57 34 Hh 4 2 SR 1) 22 o0 T 4L, 50 B ) AT e v PO AT 2280 R R P R
B (AT FRARRAE FAL1 ) A2 v 1 ] 4R 23300 3o 3 SR 00 56 22 7 ) 20 2 o £ 288 S S o A B,

(6) %1 6 18 43 P (NP-chunking)*>). ¥ 56 4 17 38 5 & 44 17 5 05, 0 75 WAL M AR TE 5 ) SCAC 7 8 v 50 1 42
TR AT A% T ALV I U] A R TR R R ) AR X, T 4 ]+ 4 A 2 DR SR AR I L 45 A
T SRR S 44 1) i 4,

(7) R UL (POS tag patterns)™. %45 11 1) 56 A J AR 5 4% 3 4035 40 o ), 25 BRI S8 1] 1) 3 1 52 41
T B HE A LA [R] 2 A AE T, 3 P A8 2 T T B 0 4% 42 1) 4805 BSR4 W 4215 R 145 31 58 4 1 )i 3k %
R, N AR AR T 4 TR AT A R A 1R A 7R R S A ) DT TC R U SR [35] 45 B )i 2 AT IR Sk AR I
% TR A, KR T 4%V A0 3 T LR — S SR 44 ] . B — 2 b, SRR (36,3745 P A TR R 240 TR 7 41 A A2 3R
SRR AR 2 oA 28, R P TR B 24 SR SR AR ) B Bl X

(8) Hil T (stemming)®™* 3l B 1637 -, S 354 B AS I 37 25 T 31 52

A 5 36 5 B 1A) A= 1 77 2% BH O A H AR 2 T R, 3K 4 T vk 22 TR AR X ) 3 AR IR AE 22 e ] 2H AR R ER YT
B B RSTER.

[1] 5 Fl+n-gram 3 PE+HOE T Z 7248 n-gram 198 R A2 % 2 76 18 20, P 0= SE IR 8] 5 HL AT LR VG 1
EMCIEIR NS

[2] Z3 V0] P A 1e + 44 TR A G 2 S+ B 1% 7 1k R AR 44 TR R AT AR A AT 25 5 T o 48 1) S 1 1 o0 B
B2,

[3] Z3 v+ P A -+ 1] e AR QTG T+ B3] = 2% 77 v 75 AR A7 32 B DG B 1) 1) SC RS 2 501 s SCAH S Fr) T e K
U321 stz 00 5 A, LB AR ] 167 1 A SR 8 3 7 5 SR [ £ D T 1), G 2 B T 97 446 HH 44 1] 3 B
A GG A 44 R A E

[4] 5333 VAR Y 3] P e+ R T 0% v 22 BT 26 T T ) D B 4] 2 B v el o 4] P T AN AR B R A
)R 42 1R R 5 R ] 9 P R T R AR R AT VR 4, B o HE 4 E T ) B R) AR A Je iR 4L n-gram
3oL R A 44 ) 4 3 FR O ik 1% 5k AR R M I A B (post-process) 04,

AT SR — S SCHR A [T 20 BT 1 5 398 DG B 1] AR ot i 5% O B ] i B 285 SR IR s e SRR [42]0 bE T A R 22 06 1]
A AR 7 2% T B O B 1 4R B VR ) 5 T, S 6 45 SRS B, 44 ] T R4 M VR TR S T B g vk SCHR 28]
YT LG AS [R5 3 5% B 1R] AR i 7 v S A M R TG B B T v R s T, S B 4 R R W M e DR B R AR il v T e
T 3 B 5 T B R T M 5 VR S I R /N

W T bR B AR A A TR W] B R BT S SO T AR B K 45 S LR NLTK(Python)
(http://www.nltk.org/) Fl 7 £0 48 K 2% (1) 18] 4 5 yE T2 POS Tagger(Java)(https://nlp.stanford.edu/software/tagger.
shtml); &1 X 71 S0 35 # K% ) THULAC 32 ¥ 43 #t T B (Python)(https://github.com/thunlp/THULAC-
Python)f1 & H K 2% /] FudanNLP(Java)(https://github.com/FudanNLP/fnlp). 4t 5 ¥ T. K 2 ) NLPIR (Java)(https://
github.com/NLPIR-team/NLPIR). 5 /R i Tl K 24 LTP(C++)(https:/github.com/HIT-SCIR/Itp) &5 £ & T AL

3 FHEEX

REAIE 52 SC(CA PR SCHRAR L9 R AIE 412 Bl RFAE AR A G B IA] 1 B 4R B S B 0 R 2 — TR AL . S 2 58
S S8 AT B b X O B U] AT 9% B ] R RR A AR SOREBILA SCRRTE H A BRI A 25 09 0 K25 1 K2
6% 30 B VAR B X A0 30 S B 1) T 5 S, 308 (S A M S B Al 4R O VR v 5 2 S Ak ad O i ] TR 45
PR AR AL, 368 5 (5P 3 1R %) O M B O ] 4 T3 0 L A Ak e S 1) 22 1 9% AR A AR A BA B 3] 1 e g
O FERARAE; B 3 A A0k i 5 B U] 10 T R AT, R 10k 0 DG B A STRY T 18 23 A1 A8 AT MR A I N AR O
FrP A RS 4 JOR AR 7 & (embedding) F5 4, A F IR B 2 ST AR 22 2) IR SURFIE Hh 22 A5 1 Bl & 1
IR A AN [F] T A Lok SR JR 0 43 0 3343 e R R TR AL A 10, BRI, T B 1 AR A TR Y
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FORFAES 55 2 2 A9 1] 5% ZRRFALE 7T DA Ay 2 1] B 2 B R i, EL v G oo 2 B AR A P A DA 52 1) T P4 s R ARFALE
553 RPN P T R SREE B 4 28R 2 VR AE b 2 A5 A R SRR AE . XA 2 R A B T A
[ R [ K SRR 5 28, 1t 1T 92 L B (K0 RCRRALE.

BEA R CUA SRR Hh VR 22 R AIE, SR T X S8R AIE A 3 HH K 22 R 2 108 H A SO b R B SO AE B 0 7, 2
G OU T IR B B AR B BT s SCRRRFAE 2 AR 67 THI HAE 22 KRR FE b SRR AR D SR B 1) 5 S0 2 i S A
THE D R AE A ST T ¥ A8 30 30 e 5 65 R A 9 1 A ] 22 L ) BT, L 3 2 o 0 ) A X BEAT W20 20 i, E LS5 18 1
LA 1, DAE 5] RS AT 78 35 38 2% 0k 1 48 Y 58 A R R AL, JF 7R MR AL b SO B G B iR S B 7 vk s H R R B L
T

Table 1 The support of different types of features for criterias that a keyphrase needs to satisfied
L A SRR SC B A 75 P06 A2 1 R AS HE U ) SCRP AR

KK EIES AT HH R HEE 5 —Ft
T AHURE AT * -
i 346 5 B 1A R AT 1 B RAE e
55 RHE ok *
A0 R FE R AE & ol
A B S R R AE 1A 8] 9% R AFAE § ok ok
+TextRank 757k G B ERRAE ek
T RRRAE T RRRAE prak ok
L ONDES Embedding 1] & W2 20 %o BT

T R R

3.1 Rk K EIRFE
3.1 AR

SRR 5% () B AR AE J 3203 2V W3R 2,90 I AN FRAE 2R . 45 o RRAE R AR AN TH 5 A 30 BRI 3R 2 | 1
SERIAAT B A 32 T SR BN R AR B REAE ()32 H 1) SR B 00 R HEAT T ZE R

Table 2 The features related to term frequency

=2 EBUHREHE

0 | e FEAE £ FR HEAN

Fl.1 F 1432404 TR d)=fp,d)/|d| f(p,d) ]I p FECRY d I BLRIVCEL | d) D SRS d LS B B
TF | Fl1.2 PEE HF(p,dI4)=fp.dI4)/|d/4],d/A Fom SCRS d G PU 42—, |d/A N HAL 55 1 s iR 2
(F1) | F1.3 tot He i gt logTF(p,d)=log(TF(p,d))

F1.4 T o) SES(p.d)=Y.scounip/(sd)/|d],sub(p) F 7 p I £ £7 I B4R BT T O 4 £

F2.1 LR g 0449041 IDF(p,D)=log(|D|/df(p,D)),df(p,D) BRI D HALE p HISCRS H, B SCRS R

DF
(F2) | P22 | oRsesean st fpriesse DF-AV (p,n,d,D) = ¥ 1cr, (1.7 081, D)) X Byt n.ay 108(A(t,d)), T, To(p,n,d) il
. IR >4

Tr(p,n,d) 53 WZRRCKS d i p A A K E N n N E
T A3 SR A AR
F3.1 [9,14.?17154%4&5%3?4,5%759] TF-IDF(p,d,D)=TF(p,d)*IDF(p,D)

F3.2 %} % TE-IDF*) logTFIDF(p,d,D)=log TF(p,d)*max[0,log((|D|-df(p,D))/df(p,D))]

. o o IDIDF-over(p.d.0.6) <] if TFIDF (p,d,D) <0,

< TF- -over(p,a,D,0) = :
) /K TF-IDF p 1, if TFIDF(p,d,D)= 6
tr. | F34 513 TF-IDFP” CitationTFIDF (p,d, D) = ¥ g, TFIDF (p.d'.D), Cy 5| FISCHR A 44
DF 33 R ap—r ContextTFIDF (p,d,D) =X, ., TFIDF (p'.d.D), s, %71 p BT )T
(F3)

TFIDF(p,d, D)
max TFIDF(c,d,D)’

F3.6 TF-IDF H{E*) TFIDFRatio(p,d,D) = comp(p) NULIK p () 518 IR SE A

cecomp(p)
d N .
P37 | BB EEEE® | DPM-ndex(pd)=1— max LD a3k d A p HEG I
sesup(p,d) f(p, d)
F3.8 DPM-TFIDF*”! DPM -TFIDF (p,d, D) = DPM -index(p,d)x TFIDF (p,d, D)
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Table 2 The features related to term frequency (Continued)
R 2 MU R RIE(SE)
| S RHAE A R IEAR
ity | F4.1 K Dice R %L GDC(p,d) =|p|log(f (p.d)) [ (2, d)[Secccomp(p) £ () [PI p P 5 Hiii 4

:éfz F4.2 5 LER (i 14349) MLE(p,d)=pr(p,d) = f(p,d)/zpvg,,d f(pd), Pa ASCHS d W7 E B 5
RHE F4.3 KL i fir[43:49:52] KLD(p,d,D)= pr(p,d)log(pr(p,d)/pr(p,D)), Hr, pr(p, D) = f(P»D)/Zp’EPf(P'aD)a
(F4) P JYIEELE D BT SCRS A I S B ] ) B

T A (term frequency, i FK TF)A& 48 7 BTG 7E 45 78 SCRS P H I 00 9028 388 3 A S 1] AFRR v, G 7E SRS o i 2
L Ry, A B IA F T AR MR RR K B R ATU(TF) AT A= R 22 A 50 BLRBRRAE . SCRY TR SR BB 0 o BB pe & %
§ 3], 4k 1A Ai(head frequency, f@ Bk HE)*U& — BE& 432 1 HSR A 7 A BIE T 0 MR 390R0 X 43 FE % #0iA]
Hi(log frequency, FFR logTF)*hX — MRS WL 1 Hi e b F — 26 22 T ] 41, 5 85 75 16 1 1w S50 O K T 28 425 37 350 v /]
IS, T 72 SCHR[46]32 H T F A 50U (substrings frequencies sum, i #X SFS)K 4 B 7 & % o 18] 41 1 25 B4

b IR TR AR AN 5 0 1 DG BRI BT PR SORS R 0%, 0 R B 5 TR R R 1 06 R, D G, STk (4715 N T 3
SCRYHIE (inverse document frequency, i #R IDF)>K 15 & 18] B i) 2H B £ I SCRY 7E #E AN 5 RE 2R Hh A 00 26 0 SO A
R T 2R IH 1% VR EE AT S S 1A ) L 22 R SRS AR (document frequency, {5 FR DF )i 1 H & FH 7], SCHR[48 ]38
H T SCRY AR R AT 4248 K (document frequency accessor variety, fii #X DF-AV), i\ i DF-AV {H & /)18 i 84 0 fg
E¥ES 2TiH

TR - 385 SR AT R (TF-IDF ) V485 & 1) AU I8 SRS AT 2R ok 7 B 10k 36 S 1] (1) o B2 32 T A AR A b B 2k
B H F BUARFAE 2 — T A [ () 82 F 3% 5% 8 9035 78 TF-IDF {2860 B 3R B 7 JLA AR SCHFAE. A T #2 = TF-IDF
111X 43 & % 1 TF-IDF(log TFIDF)*ix — &4 42 7 H R M S i,y 7 45 BHURLEE (19 TF-IDF, SCHR[ SO i 75 71
B BUK TF-1DF # 4k S~ #i /R {8 45 347 /R TE-IDF(TFIDF-over). AN, 515 k45 Sk i 5% 82t 7] $2 BN i, SCBR[50,51]
53 71¥ TF-IDF H S iHIa B & 205 B A RHL ST 51 9% 2 00 51 B TR &R I 51 F SR Hh i 38 5C S 1] Jir 72
K38 A), A BE 3R H 5] 3C TE-IDF(citation TFIDF)A1 L~ 3 TF-IDF(context TFIDF). A T # & £ 7o i % S48 17 15 41
R 20 22 8] AR G B B, SCHR[49142 H T TF-IDF LU/E(TFIDF ratio) 5 K 46 1 8 U (DPM-index), B # /&
M TF-IDF (¥ B 2% &1 f5 & 2 AN TF £ % & 0L Ah, SCiik[49]i4 4% TF-IDF 5 DPM-index MHZE G #EH T
DPM-TFIDF, Z 4541k 7] [7) i £1& TF-IDF A1 DPM-index FS2Br& X.

FE T 1K 8 JE A KR AIE , — %8 JHC Ath 1Y) 3R] SR DG RFAE B £ 1 K .Dice % % (generalized dice coefficient, &
GDC)PO V] sk 17 B 2 o1 41 1) Y BB 585 ) 38 SS Al (1) Dice R R R K BUAR A 7 (maximum  likelihood
estimate, f&FK MLE)* /U H b SCRS e (017 457 15 bR i 1-00% 358 6 5 1) ) M ) B 8244 KL % (Kullback-Leibler
divergence, fi F KLE)!**2 i it 1 fi% 34 5 8 17 A X T 48 AN RLE 19 45 B & (infomativeness) K /).

3.1.2  KEERHE

KPP (length feature) 2 i % 3 JC 17 4% B J& FC BT 7E A1) T 0K B R DG B A ) A B a5 /N T35 T 3, (i
36 55 B ARG B R B ) X G . 53 A0 38 A ) TR A A S BB T B i O< R BT AE ) I
e RE R, JHC i g B ] 19 T P A A A K B R A L 4

(1) Wil (length, 7 Ay L1)1432:4546:49,93,38,58.60031 () 1 {5z 3 S 1] e & 23] OO 2

(2) A FK S (sentence length, &7~ A L2) M8 2 Bir 40 25 15 328 e B8 3] (0 40 1 2 1) B0 B B %R AE
HE— B URAE Y 3 ML S 18] K (average sentence length, %7 9 L2.1)*4), K 4] (longest sentence length,
oo L2.2) IR0 i 46 1) K (shortest sentence length, %7 4y 1.2.3)14%),

3.1.3 AL ERHE

7 B 71T (position feature) ' FH 15 1% SC BRI 78 H AR SCRS ot AL B (0 70 A7« 195 8 A5 8 b ok 1 TR Ry G 4 1)
2 IUAE SRS T i — SRR I S B B a0 AR SO TSk o BV B0 T Sk S5 AL B IR ARG T B Atk
o7 B 1) 1R, 58 A5 ] RE R A DSB8 A AL B AR R — AR A AW BT AT B RARAE. SR 3 B TS OG E A 7E S
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R AN G] T H H IR A7 B SRR AIE A BB AR A S R T AR R A T S X o7

Bk R0 BRI 2 A 38 — ST R KRR (9 A A B AR AE, B AR R

(1) 2-means i & (2-means position, 7 7~ A P3. 1)1 5 1% 5 4 1] 48 SRS o 45 7k L L8457 B (posd(p,d)) N
N AE ] k-means 5092 X0 5 30 7] 1EAT 58 28 )0 SRS G5 SR T I 6 ELRFAE

(2) A& 75 H ELAE A5 A (occurrence in title, 7% Ay P3.2)M>4540) H L7 A 1 e 14 fi% 32 26 i 1) 38 5 O A AT A R
R R PR E AR B HIE R . BRG] B R E

(3) 754> K BLFEFR B 1 (occurrence of members in title, 775 4 P3.3)*46) 5§ — 4% 4E 2840, i it h £ 7T
i) 2L A S P 1 2 D B ] PR 3 3 9] 75 H B AE SO R A

(4) 5 {7 B [ 2 (section occurrence vector, %7 /9 P3.4) P %45 4E 1 B0 BB STk, A8 FH 2 K 0/1 [ R
i 14 B 1] 2 75 HA I AE R 43 SR P e Y

Table 3 The position features of candidate keyphrase in a document or sentence

3 B SR A AR SORAN ) T e 0 BRI

Kl | w5 FRAE 44 FR HEAR
PLL | o AT\ Ep(p.d)=pos(p.dyd\pos(p.d) 9T p 16 SRS d v vtk DL B (B p 02 17 )
1o 149 FS(p.d)=sent(p,d)/|Sql,sent(p,d) 5 1 & 18] p (#16) T4 3RS o IR A B (R 6D I 4)
P12 | HAATAE RIS d AT A
ok | b — AP(p.d) = 1o pos (|, posip Y p 4ESCHS d S £ kB B B p
(P1) TESCR d P I n IR
PL4 | )i I H T LP(p,d)=pos 1(p.d)/|d].pos (p.d) )3T p £E SR d i i LY A7 B
P1.5 7 8 s g 14:43] SPAN(p,d)=LP(p,d)—FP(p,d)
PL6 B 7 4 A5 101 PDF(p,d):mp/mabxm,-,p LR B my, 55 30 b T B ] o O I B v B B A
P21 e SP(p,d):(Zses(pvd)pos(p,s)/lsl)/lS(p,d)l, S(p, )RR XN d FHIERE p WATHI4E
£ ch E,|S(p.d)|F s F A7
B ez | esEE | MSPD= max (pos(p] Is)
P23 | ARElES | NSP(pd)= min (postps)/]o)

3.1.4  iEERHE
5 S FHIE(linguistic feature) 3= FE /& 45 M\ % 14 B8 18] 1) 04 1 (Lt 7] 2 558 ) R g% 39 S48 1] FIT 76 1) ) 1 1) ) 0 55
75 T $ B P A SR I A o 9] oL B A 3 5 R S
(1) WHEFFFI(POS sequence, s Ay Lil. 1) T % REAE AL 18 4 1 16 3 5 B ) (£ 3 272 1) 6 ) 46 ) £ 8 35 1 1)
P 471 TR DG B 1] (1980 1 4 R 2 AN — o (R (I D 4 T R, MOZ RR A B2 JE R R R ARAE,
RE A T 25 1R BE AL I SRR SR vE > 029 e
(2) JE %5 (suffix sequence, £/n A Lil.2)PiZAFAE AL T 1 P 7 511, A 6 1 1 6 Ay B3] 1) ) 4% (B
-ion. -ics. -ment), M T 5 287 41, TRIRE DG SRR 1) J5 48 P i o 2 380G — S TR B4R
(3) 75 NEAG % i (proper noun, E 7™ A Lil.3)F G 1R 375, N4 M4 5L G H o Sk,
(4) 75 NEETRAE R (special format, % 7n A4y Lil.4) 405357 e mite SC HAR R HLAE . KNS L QRIS
A S5 AR A B s SR R bR A R E 1A% XL
B0 R BE I B AR T B
(1) #HAE % 451 (dependency parsing, 75 A Li2. ) ARAF 5% 2246 6) 1 b iml 15 22 18] i 35 98 72 2 2L i 4
B B 3 55 ] 80 ) R R 43 (i = O B S 1) ALEE . SCHER[63 1K 22 o iR 4 R BT LS BARKAE Ok R A
TEREHAE T S&ARBENLIA 77 .
(2) &% T35 H (number of rhetorical device, 7~ A Li2.2) 75— L6 3 F 37 50 o b % — s T

do
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FECUNT EG L B AT AR R DR R BRSSP 38 R DG HR R BIT AR B R T IR S R TR RO 2 ORI A —
s v BAT BUF I X 431
3.1.5  AMEBAEIRERFAE

T ERANEE AR SCRS B S RS R T ] £ 2 ] R B AR SR X — B BT L A B A0 R R SRR L
i 346 SRR 1] 1Y) A SO 2 S B8R, 1 SE R AR AR A5 0 1 R RHAIE (external knowledge-based feature). 4}
EAR EE R 4 T AL, R TIEA WSS . WordNet®12% T rb BE T o 5L 7 B R AE 32 B A3

(1) #7594k 37 % (Wikipedia term, 3278 A E1.1)P3%V 5 5 4F Jg 2 58 77 1A 4% 117 15 2 e 4817 50 7T Rk
LN

(2) 4EJE H BEOCEEIA B (4 3 [ R S B R B 4 T b bk http://www.ntu.edu.sg/home/axsun/datasets.html)
(Wikipedia keyphraseness, 27~ Ay E1.2)™ 4k 3 T o 14 % 122 1] 4 0] 4049 1% D THT () S B, 1265 HE 5 SR A 35 1%
396 B 1) ELATE D 42 11 1 DT 45 B B DA B a2 M Gk S AR 1Y) LT B

(3) 3o 5 1 RHaE 2451 (inverse Wikipedia linkage, %7~ 4 E1.3)P8 851 F IDF #54iE, F A 7 B i i 5G4k 3
JITAE R A T R DT 2 B o5 B U A E ), et B A O IWL=log,(linksTo(A4,)/N), e links To(A,) N 4
FEE R R B L SRR p BITXT B B 4E S B R DU 4, BN AR E R SR

Bk A, SCHR[60]4& HE T 15 AN 2 T 4 2 7 R UARHAE X LA P — — 21 48 2 T8 R 5] 3 A 45 2R - WordNet
S5 HAR AN R E1 IR TR BRI AL A

(1) #3353 (score by search engine, 7~ A E2.1)P3 L% 45 52 5 g 30 52 B/ ol 48 RiFAE I & 5
R RSB Web TLTHIMECH .

(2) I EERFE (feature of lexical chain, 27y E2.2)M00, — L1k 5 i 15 S04 2% K1 (W1 WordNet' ), 1
W LT P Sk A= 1 3 s ) 5 18] [/ SRR B TR A6 2 28 0 3 YR, SR (6715 1% 38 6 1 T 8 ) B I 49 K B A
A, FUABLBR DR 3B AT i A O B U] SCR (660U TE SCPT-73- A0 DU B 45 o] Y1 A v ) g o O% B U] 3R AT VP 4

(3) <A FF (keyphraseness, 7 75 A E2.3)P% 8 %5 AF Jhy 162 34 24 B 1] 75 1| G B2 B4 50 00 30 P mh AR Dy S it 1]
HH I8 A e, B A 30k S B 1] 72 A0S R mh 4 Sy S B 9] HH L R B DLFE SR 1 R B

(4) #7575 4538 7 # T (dictionary lookup, 275 A E2.4)1%70 4yidal ia] g 2 AR 56 4538 P9 10 8% F 5V ARE i
G, T B TR AR A T B 2 X I 4003 1) 8 M AT Y1, AR 3 ] B v R ) 0 DG B 3R B R B JE AR R S HE Y
FF i A SC A 22 (THUOCL (http://thuocl.thunlp.org/))V B & T 1T W40 %5 2 A4 7~ it

3.2 1B SR

3.2.1 A [A] G RARFAE

T {5 14 2 ek B 1) R4 B8 14D 3] 1 v 9] T 1) 9% R AR AIE 32 B2k [ T ) L BN 1] ) AH AR B A 5 T, e R B TR
B DG B IA) BR HL T v P R 2 T T R T v R R SR EIUREAE 3 A AR R SR

(1) FEBLKH (co-occurrence frequency, &7 A C1. 1) 2 H AR SRS v i fi% 34k B i) X 6 [ 52 K B f i 2 7 11
R R] A 3P O 00, AR K, T B 7 A 32 R 9] 2 ) PR T SR R BT TE P v e A o T I RRALE

(2) Bl I K B (citation co-occurrence frequency, 275 A C1.2)MN SCHR[ 10745 5 K AX G5 i B Fr SCAY Py fige ik
BRI SLILOC R YR B A UH S B AR SCRA 51 FH 9 &R I ORI B v 2 T £ HY 2 RRAE

AH A ] ] AE B BSE A AR i T 1) 5% AR RRALE, T DA EL WA A X SR I 6 RAER RV pm Al T 18 & AETHE
i) 2 16 F R AL BE B, 1 2P L 4 HH 3R] ) ) S5 3 7S, 1T DA B A0 30 U (a4 35 1 -804 2 5] B i i 4 R 0%,
LDA 5 78 3l 3] £ 3 0 i B 11300 MR LA A 3] A% TR ABE RS (B Word2vee 5 AU 52 30 45 B f0) 3 HRN 1) B
(embedding) 145 4R J& il FH 4% b P 120 155 8 46 b 1 50 980 10 900 M ADLE, L AR B R i bR AL S AR 52 AL YL KR
FEEGA. S H4E B (point-wise mutual information, f&ii#k PMDEY, #H7t4k 4 ¥ P 2 (normalized Google distance,
T FR NGD)! 14 i At L A 37 [ ARABL P R 4 -

(1) F AR (topic similarity, %78 Ay C2.1)) {10 5L 1A 76 32 10 ) 51 (R AR ADURE, 8 FH A% S A BB SR 15

(2) V8 SUHIMLLE (semantic relatedness, 77y €2.2)°% O8RS Al ) FH 48 5 1 RS a8 2% 5] S A i 45
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SRS (0% e B TR G FEVE L R AR AR R
322 PR EERHE

G St % 34 S ) PR, SR [ 7310 A LB o BB B 9 A (centrality measure) SR $2 B S 4 1], B 326 AR 48 8 A (B EX
top-10 [ {5 3% SR S S B IA] IR 48 T R AR AR TR B A S(LER 4) RIS (https://github.com/boudinfl/
centrality _measures_ijcnlp13).

(1) BErp Ot (degree). 1% 46 b 2 W £ v 2 19 o E B A o 16 R 1) i b AE S SR IA] SR X e A O — Bk ik B 1]
REPENORIYE (g =N S EARS- A LPIL N PN

(2) Bz (closeness). 1% 4R A il i v 5757 5 L5 X 45 rh HC At BT A T A IR BE B IR S I (B SR A BT AN R
TN, LB O UL W2 T OB BT S B A e A LS BT A O B i) S R, — A a2 B3 9 e 0] v
b 7T ST 380 B AN U D T T T R e v O R A R, L R S R

(3) S Hrh Lo (betweenness). I SR 7 55 108 £ tp =1 A Dy <Rfr 2 1) B R B2 3 3 WA Dy ] 11 o i A T R G
BRI TR AT — AN AU B B AR B £ X AR T R

(4) RPAE )& 0 R (eigenvector). AZ AR AR A D I 286 v — AN 5 55K B SR Bk T HG 408 S R I R AN
A JE T AR E N S BRI A o T B DR 3R W gk a2k B 3] F K IR i g K

Table 4 The features of centrality measures

F4 PLERRHE

] RRE 44 FR HEARK
C3 i b Co(W)=INWII(VI-1),V={wi,wj,....} 9B SRR 5 | V19 e P 1s sB0 N (w) R R w; AR () 50 5
: - A INw) R EE PR EAN
C3.2 B 0 Ce )= (V] =1/ S, v doin (919}, in(wi ) 0% £ w31 w19 ST A2 K 2
- - C00) =2+ oy s v e (00w 1) [0 00 ) /(] = DV = 2)), 000500 F 7% 45, i 0
BRAREH, o(w,wilw) R R wy B wy IR IEBAR P 20 al wi IVERAR IO BH
C3.4 FREEE PO | Cp(w) :%Zw/.eN(w,.)e(W,-,w[)XCE(W,-), e(wy,wi) A w; Bl w; B IR A8 3

3.3 EHHHE

U S TTUA 40 TR 3R B ) 5 3 B 5 S0 A 3 B (topice, 2R 4 50 8 TYMEO% R AT BE 78 o5 R BRIk
PR BT 32 A, B AH T 0, SR P 2 R G v %) R B A AR A D, D okt ) e e K T SR A A [
SKBAFEBGHAT T 4 1T 70V WL 08 5120 78 S B il R B e 3 P 1) SR 3 R AR R Y 3= B2 LDA (A
AT EAHEH Python 5P Gensim(https:/radimrehurek.com/gensim/). Java [£] JGibbLDA (http://jgibblda.
sourceforge.net/)f1 C++[¥) PLDA (http://openbigdatagroup.github.io/plda/)), F| F iZ A5 B AT i 52 5i] w fEF @8 z
953 At Pr(wlz) LA 8 z TE3CHY d 53 A Pr(z|d), B A4 S 3 WL SCHER[75].

3.4 jEHTmRAEE

bR P 3 DG B A RRAE ] PR 5 MR AR DA B S RURRAE 8 B 2R AR, B R B AE 3] B %k A S 2
Word2vec!”" V)5 vk [f) £ H 4 49 0T DL R BE 2 ST BRI 2 A B RRAE A 2 2) 18 B b & 40— 10 1A N ) &=
(embeddings)!"L it b, 45 1 T LUK A P e ) (6% 3 O B L TR 2 T 1 5% 2R R A 2 45 ol A 4% 3 5 B B3] 1
fiE.2014 4 Wang 25 AP ot i i 5 51 N 30 5 1 52 B rb i Sk 436 56 i 34 B3] 2 1] FRO 38 309K 2352016 4Rk 3345
VTP 95 5 33 V9 041 2 X 4% (recurrent neural network, FIHR RNN)2 > e fm] A He bR S0f5 BT R BUHE SC A i
S 3] 7] 4, Wang 25 AUV 4 32k P43 1) 351 18] B0 N VR S A5 & 4% (deep belief network, f& #X DBN), 3k i 11 & fi%
T LI 2 (B (AT X2 GO AR R G R IR ) 2 v AR B 1A 5 R Al BRI 2 [R) 9 SF B AR UL B U A E A
HITE X2 2 B B A0S B A AL #E 4T 9E 23 2017 4E Papagiannopoulou 25 A BN Sz v ffr 5 6% 12 B0 38] 6 17 5] 52 0
SPIMEAE NS i, AR G T B Ik B IR (3R] [ B 5 2 ) i (R] PR A AR R, AR AL RE AR D ik AR B BE S
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X7 T BT FE A D R T I T 1) S AR BB B2 2 >3 BORIE T2 BOUR N A P 3 N ) R AR AL 10 5% B 3] e U7 v
K2R 2 2 1R,

4 KREBIRRELG A

SR ) $ M5 1 2 AT Gy DA M B RIS P KSR AT DR 2 B ik i OO B ] (1 19F 7 e b AR B
J7E rp R RS T RORRAE DA K 7 345 I 1)l S8 D 2 R VR AR R G R S B T B AT AT AR B AR AR T
IRPIE SRR A R AL (BN 22 B AR A8 R A 22 A TR AE SR )« %k b vk DA S s P ) e 46

41 BYEEHGE
BB TR N B — 2R AR O 95, L B SRR KT A L BB AR S A bR T A T

I3 S A% AR IR O B 1) AT M B SRR U Vo O B R SR AR Dy T 43 S IR LR AL Gt 0 S AR ok b B R P BR
mr.

o R AR B S B R 1 SCRY S 2 SR I G S R R K 1 R v % i 5 B TR bR Dy SR TR (B IERE AR, A 1
R 7R) B AR B (R AR AR, T 0 SRF ), B A i 6 52 B 1] R SR AR R8I0 N Yi(Y;€{0,1}).

o TR % S M RFIESE XX e RY) ARG RIS (XY} B2 2] — AN KR M FX—Y.

o dRJn F 2 2149 B B BR A F 6 I A rb AR 0 s 5% B A HEAT 7 258, B DL Dy S B ) Ml S

T T R, A D A A B SR B R AT 55 LA 43 D AN B B A AR BOR T B BR EBIE ST
B, — Se ROy B RRAE 4 A0, B DA W7 25 % P 2 L 2y R B8 W E(E TR A M4 R L AN Weka(http:/
www.cs.waikato.ac.nz/ml/weka/)); fTERF A4 e B B, LA 404k A R A& 357 R A 8 32, 1 22 3 A0 B H At 4 2
JER S BARFIEE T R/ F A BB 5 RS BB ] [ SR, 8 A 2 [A] 9 22 5l 3 A vh T8 F B ARR AR
Moy 2T E.

Table 5 The list of summaries of supervised keyphrase extraction approaches

R5 AREREERDEAL YR

e 5l TN FEAE F EFAE X | )
el I RACA #H | Fre(F) Len.(L) Pos.(P) Lin.(Li)  Ext(E)  Others | J7i% Hir sk
1 KEA, 1999111 2 1:F3.1 1:P1.1 #9 LW
2 Turney,2003!%%! 13 1:F3.1 1:P1.1 1:E2.3 10:- #1 J
Mz | 3 KEA++,2006[2] 4 1:F3.1 1:L1 1:P1.1 _ 1:C2.2 #1 Wi
met | 4 Nguye_n,zom[ ! 6 1:F3.1 2:P3.4 3:Li2.2 #1 12
) 5 Maui, 20095 9 1:F3.1 1:L1 2:P1.5 3:E2.3  2:C2.2 #1 17
Wi 6 CeKE,20145% 9 3:F3.1 5:P1.1 1:Lil.1 #1,12 19
7 CeKE,2015!%4 10 3:F3.1 5:P1.1 1:Lil.1 1:E2.3 #1,5 19
8 KeyEx,20175¢ 7 1:F3.1 1:P1.1 5:Li2.4 #1 N4,J
it 9 Turney, 19997 12 3:F1.1 2:L1 2:P1.1 5:LII.1 DT JE
10 | Joorabchi,20131" 20 1:F1.1 1:L1 3:P1.1 15:- #3,5 78
Sk Liu,2015" - F1.1 Ll LIl.1 E2.4 Cl.1 M
12 Hulth,2003F7 4 2:F1.1 1:P1.1 1:Li2.1 1
13 Hulth,200415%! 4 2:F1.1 1:P1.1 1:Li2.1 #12 11
Wi | 14 Ercan,2007'%! 7 1:F1.1 2:P1.1 4:E2.2 #1 J
Pl 15 | Krapivin, 20101 20 2:F1.1 1:- 2:P3.2 15:Li1.1 NB 13
16 John, 201654 9 2:F3.1 Il 1 2:P1.1 1:Lil.2 1:- 2:T J5
17 Sterckx,2016!"*! 9 2:F3.1 2:L1 2:P1.1 2:Lil.1 1T N
18 Wang,2005™1 4 2:F1.1 2:P1.6 W
SCFE 19 Zhang,2006""! 8 2:F3.5 3:P3.2 1:Lil.1 2:- #1 J
FiHE | 20 Jiang,20091¢! - 2:F1.1 1:L1 3:P1.1 #1 LW
Bl 21 KeyWE,2010% 8 2:F3.1 1:L1 1:P3.2 1:Lil.3 2:E1.1  1:C2.2 J5
22 Chen,2016!*" 10 1:F3.1 1:L1 1:P1.3 2:Lil.3 5:- #5 5
24 | 23 | Haddoud,2014™7 18 11:F3.1 2:L1 5:P3.1 DT 15
19 | 24 | Haddoud,2015"4 18 11:F3.1 2:L1 5:P3.1 J5
o 25 Sarkar,2012%% 6 3:F1.1 2:L1 1:- #1 ]
WJ;{‘, 26 AE*2015") 20 6:F3.1 4:L1 8:P1.1 1:Lil.2 1:E2.3 #5 J
i 27 Zhang,2016) 1 Embeddings T
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Table 5 The list of summaries of supervised keyphrase extraction approaches (Continued)

5 AT MR RBA RO A S PR (5

. FEAE T BRI S|,

K ) 3 AR
AR | # =R %H [ Fre(F) Len(L) Pos(P)  Lin(Li) Ext(E) Others | J7i% HiER
%k | 28 Zhang,2008™7 22 1:F3.1 1:L1 10:P3.2 1:Lil.1 9:- SVM J
Babl | 29 | Bhaskr,2012( 11 L:F1.1 4:P3.2 5:Li2.5 1:- J5

% 30 | Gollapalli,2017!"! - -- -- -P3.2 5:Lil.1 1:- #1,5,6 19
B | 31 Ding,201174 - -:F3.1 -:P1.1 2:C2.2 N
Mk | 32 Boudin, 2015 - -F3.1 -P1.1 -:Cl1.1 5

(D) ¥ 46 458 C (Jounal,J) B £ (Email,E) « T T (Web, W)« 37 [l (News,N) . #f 4 (Twitter,T) . & %12 W7 i 5 (Medical
report,M);(2) MU R IR %A FRFAE$E 5 (3) X bb 5 ¥k b (K0 4 5 6 N2 $2 B ¥k A & 5 B L AR 1 3 280 255(4) B3l 46 R IR 9 5 6F 12
()RR T EREE 6 % 52(5) B 0t 5 BN 36 BHPRRAE = 7 A W

4.1.1 WIHIM B

1999 4F, Turney Vi 46 SR I A W B 43 28 5 i B B S B 371, 20 S0 K 3l AT L H X oz BB 5 AR i N 381 30k A 3192
(genetic algorithm, FiFK GAP)FI C4.5 P SE B AN 73 28 38 33047 6 B 1 ik FD, S 65 445 L 3% WA 3ok A RV AR 2 A 1)
R [ 4E Frank 28 NPUERG GA 4 25 2% 1 ki 18] 6 1] 78 248 =K ) DL 30 23 2K 28 (Naive Bayes, {81 FF NB)$2HX
g, H 7 3% KEA(http://www.nzdl.org/Kea/){X H] 7 TF-IDF FIAH X AL B M EFAE, 2 BURUR 5 GA 20 88846 R
S % B T HA H1K.2003 4 Turney Dy 7 4 B 4@ B A S8 17 H A 18 SC— 50, 8000 7 48 F S B R A (A
PMI)f 7 NB 48 2888, 06 He 7 4 AN [ 8580 (1) S0 42 [A)4F Hulth 2R 158 5 RFIE (L2 3.1.4 114\ Bagged
VRS 43 2 B8 S H X S5 4 1 BN AS T AN B B4R R 2004 4F, [/ —7E 2 HulthB®%) bk TAE#EAT T4k, T B A
8 3o 2 RN [ (0 0 LA SRk 90 e =l O B 3 AT R TR PR B R 2005 4 Wang 25 ALK A S Re 1 AL
(support vector machine, &% SVM)RAhHEL Web T T H [ S48 17, 3 ZATH T A2 F 67 B P9 28 4 AN FHIE.2006 4F
Zhang %5 NPUERRERIFE SVM 49 2K 28 -4t B 58370 S A — s SCHR A8 7 5 2 (R4, 40 POS . ContextTFIDF %%,
412 ¥REMBE

(1) Ahz= TLn-Hy

DU 37 D7 2 R Ao R B 2 I A B BRI R DR 3L LA S B B AR BOROR R AP IR EL 1999 4E
KEARHY 3 H DU BF 783 AN i b 2238008 B A 7] AR5 HE SR AR TH NB. 7 728 (B U R  KE A+ VR i 45 5 4T3 )
] 3] 15 B (A grovoc(www.fao.org/agrovoc)) T 545 3 SG F 7] I 15 MO8 RAFIE, R 5 454 KEA MIRFIESEFI A
NB 53R B OC B 1A] . SCRR ST N 7 1 & 4 AiE, 1 547 (1 POS FRAE(Lil.1) 8 SCIA S 1 5 4 (Lil.2) R 1iE
25 Maui MESCHR[S 71 FERE b3k — 0 7 R ARAE 45 ) 2 & — s M 4535 B BHR BRI A 305 1E, AR 5 R T NB
JiEA Bagged R, TLI0 &5 FAR B AR 5] N AP ERRFAE KB B NB 5 v B A T 2E 0N B 1) A0 38 B R AE
Ji Bagged RS 7 B T S AT (45 B .CeKEP Y 5] N 1 51 Al N 48 SCERVE NP B B4R AE SR BUUR, JE 4R B 17 32K 9
ANEFAE.2015 4F, SCHR[84]7E CeKE [RIE R b 51 N T 417 B (B2.3)454F.2017 4, SCHR[36] 8 S5 A T 17 #1 s ok 2 4
SRR T B DG B R AR USSR AR U5 AN [ 119 43 R R SR BRUOG B8 1] NB. 7 v IR SR B SR A A

(2) BALHZ:

H 1999 4 F 8 4% S SR BB 1] LAk, 2013 45, SCHR[60] A ZE T B R} o il B — S5 4138 0 R R AL, 45 & B
fhAETF 20 ANMFAE A GA J7 iR BRI .2015 48, SCBR[69]HEHN B2 242 Wrdlk o vh (b e s i), B 56 1 3 N BB Ty
1% PrefixSpan®®, C-Value®''LL K¢ TextRank!**V53 i Wil FE IR G518 & i JEELIE s i p Bk 3 A
5 T o} ik 38 S BRI ATHT 4 ARG R GA S 3] ik 3 R I B 7 iR B I UF o I 2R MR L.

(3) WM (decision tree, i FK DT)

9 2003 4R FH e SRR $2 B DS B LASR, 2007 45, SCHR[66) 7 T WordNet AE i i Y0 48 I 5 X% Hp % 35 5% 4t il
1953 BURHAIE, SR Ji5 45 6 DL B AR AE, SR ] Bagged TREFAIREUCHE1A.2016 4, SCHR[ 1410 T SRR B A IE A T
AR P ARE R 4R, (5 F Boosted #R SEAM S X OCHE1A].2010 47, SCHR[85]1 FH BEALAR Mk 73 25 25 (random  forest, &
FR RE)SRIEEURML 18 S0 B SCBERL AN T SVM 507788 1T A HE IR 2016 45, SCRR[54) FIRE(E Al RF 432588
AR 1.
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(4) ZFFIE AN (support vector machine, & 78 SVM)

ZITVEE 2005 SR SCER[6114E T LAK,2009 48, SCHR[861IA g 43 288 75 125 H A T 3k K B 1] 114 AR5 AL I
VA1 Ay S e ] ol 5 3 B AT — o B R PR T R 7 9 O i i L S T MR IR R M HE R SVML AP
2010 4F,SCHR[53]M8 F SVM 4325884} SemEval 2010/Task-5 VFMIAT 55 32 B 4172016 4, FRAZ B2 AT T
5 L R SOR 9 SG BRI SR IO VL R A B RO SR M T 5 N SRR R AN AR e L — AR
IE,45 6 R 5 AN E FAHERI A SVM 43 2845 52 U4 1]

(5) # %54 (logistic regression, [ % LR)

SCHIR[44,49]% H 12 %8 [8] I 43 28 48 R 4 BROC B8 IR, 76 7 28 2 T 0T R AIE 2R 4T 25 A0 A0 A A T4k 2, S e 45 2R
F AR T HAth 73 S A5 BUAS T AN R B BRI A X At 5 5 A8 LR 43 R385 OB A 1 AR D

(6) MPZE 2% (neural network, fi] FX NN)

2012 4, SCHR[8 8] M A 4t D¢ Bt 1] H B iRl B A7 B K BESE 7 THI 8 LT 6 MFAE, SEIG XS L T 2 JE 48 I 4%
SA(MPL). C4.5 Al NB 532, MPL HUISBL4T A S 90 R0R 2015 48, SCHR[451 BRI HT NN G 75 BE 28 SCHR R 4T 2%
BRI FEEL.2016 4, SCHR[ 7818+ 58 FE SCAE JE 5 Y — AN VA B2 348 A o 22 190 4 (RININ) SR S B G 8 4] 1% 07 15 0. 47
P FRIEUZ 56 1 )2 R RIRBOCER NG 228 2 22 T 0SB R H T FUARTE J7 v SR SR B DG i 17

(7) %ABEHL3%(conditional random field, & #X CRF)

2008 4, SCHR[621E 56 CRF &1 SCSCRY S OGS Ba] A F B 0. A28 . POS il MEARZE S5 AFAE, I 5
SVM. £ 48 i 2Pk [F] I (MLR) S J7 VEHEAT bL X, 5250 45 SR R B ,CRF AL T HAh 771%.2012 42, 5CHR[63]F% T 4 A A
B AL ERFAE 1 PR SEARAE AN IR R 1 1 2 06 R IR VR RO REAE (Li2. DRI SCAR T B T N 1]
4H 1) 43 B (chunking) R AiE, 22 1 2 PR AELH 6,73 3 T 3& T SemEval 2010 ##E 48 1 e RHIE L 5 .2017 42,3C
BRI — D4 fe T HRRESE L 51N T % R ATRRHAIE . % S8 R 2 48 F AR A O SRl SR BBV I 45 S DL R 51 3
REAIE, ) P X 245 B D 58 W BHE B R B AR S 40 A W U 3 171 92 15 CRF FIARIE 45 R

(8) —Je#E LI (binary integer programming, {5 #% BIP)

SCHR[24,8912R F — Jo B BRI 7 2 AR BB IR VB W h, — Lo LA 5 VR 2 AR 98 k4 70 B B #5400 11
i 34k S B R A D S BRI A AR TF-IDF $8 broFs HE 44 SERT AR N DS R], 1X 2 77 ik 1) R BR 1P 7E T A N Jm K
HEAT HEDRT, B, 302 H 2 T 4 JR HE T 1) B O K1 DG B8R S B V28 12 7 12 1 A B R o SR F A I B B
IRt U] B HX O 2 T AR e % B IR R A G LR M BR R b iR AT RSO R SCRR[24 )% TF-1IDF B AE N AUE, SCik
[89]H FI AL /& TF-IDF. TextRank A1 LR J7 % R A5 I HE 4 48 45 10 3548 3% 77 46 B AN 2 AR BA A, BUAL EE A T 9 Jee
22, 0 SBR[ 891K~ (A A Jo AL H WU 5 it — AP e .

42 EFEWIREAGE

T B ) O B TA] R U v H AT A A BRI B AT B — R0 BB U vk B T VE S IR T SO R
A B LB R (BT AETE LI R, R B A % SCR h AR TR SOORER) B rT LR A T8 2 1) AR (S .,
DR B EA5 T 5 T 2 B0 SR 308 A0 T LAt T W B O 9, ELAE — S L T B A B O kU s i
— B LURAER TERARE TIZ 9, N 2004 4F Mihalcea 25 A OHR AR 1K) TextRank J7% % 2017 4E Florescu
2 NI ) PositionRank, 1 JLAE R 703 M4k 2 T 22 BLAR R 5 7 v 8 1 ok BT TR 2 5 i3k 4T VE 4T
MG R T AR A R MRl F3R A 7 .

BT oo s IR SR I 2P IR

o S SCARHEAT TRAL AR s o338 AN DR B 4 1A AT 258K R R V= {w i wa,. . W)

o AR SORY H BRI T I B B AR R SR B OG AR A SRS X B 1) B3] [ G=(V,E), He L E S B A [R] R R O R

RA 8w, B w; I 7R N (i, w) B wi—wy B LI 56 2R B 4 31 |81 2 4h 38 A HoAth g 7 0.0 2017 4R
Tang 25 NV 5017 ] (0 S I06 B /N6 S 90 0 L B 56 R BEAT 0 3, R A B K T4 58 MR O L B % &% A 4K, Shi
2t N5 & 53R B3 (knowledge graph)H4) 2 fig ik B 37 22 8] FAE S 9% Bk ir] 1.

o ff S FPHEET 7 V200 SR AT VR4, R TE B R(wy).
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WHER FAFAEIR B o A AIA RIR AR 4R iR 2059

o AR VE 0 2E K 2 Je T A (n-grams) EUE FF top-n 1 A .

3T B 3R B V2 38 8 S FH O R 2597 43 T8 4R 9 :PageRank 73 3 (3 T PageRank 592: ) A1 H Ay 00 i
HEARIR(E WA 3.2.2 7). PageRank B FL4R 12 1 FH PRk 42 445 4 o 326 U by o B J b % 5 9% B {2 B
RLAUL P E e A s BERE B AL U 1) B T 4 s AT 9 (BE R AE A5 R T SRR RS N &0 s AR B BE AL U [ B =R
X+ B H AR — 1 5wy, L PageRank 7330 R(w) 15 W F:

1
rwp-2 3 S

Hort AR )6 Z2 50,38 5 IUE S 0.85;0(w)) 37 15 5wy B HH B2 5 (wy) 9 B8 J B2, 08 1 BIUEELA 1/N,N A B A R
SMELEH AT BT E HE T PageRank HUEIR I T — RAI ST R BU7 V2, T T BRATTX AH 2 ) R B 5 vk AT
18— e, [l 8 5 AR [ 30 1) i B B G e50adt Je FE A 48X R AR B TR N T AR IR A D73k T B3R M A 7 1.
4.2.1 TextRank J7i%

5% PageRank 59 ) 5 & ,2004 4E % T PageRank 511 () TextRank J7¥EM0 ¥ 45 442 1 H KM% T PageRank
FEAZIT A T AL I R R R A, BT & L I SR IR B AR T

15 B AR SCRS d %F B )3 B P AT R — 2 B e(wi,wy)=fireqa(wi,w;), Fo 1 freq (wi,w) T Am L I (wi,w)FE d
HI LB EL, 5 BEARXT R, O(w)) = S, €W W), T2 5 w; 1 PageRank 43 # R(w,) 50 F:
e(w;,w;)

Rw)=21 3, /
o, OW))

Rw;)+(A=2)-r(w)) M

R(w))+(1=2)-r(w;) 2

4.2.2 ExpandRank 777k

7E TextRank 7732 H i BRI A B br SO B S 1 8 30, 8150 B B A SCR B i B E BEA B FE X — R
FR,2008 £, b 5T K221 /N4 NP 1 T ExpandRank 753%.3% 77 R Bl -5 H AR SCRSHE I 1R SCRYS 5 SR 2 Bh #4)
] B B AR IR T A8 A T B RS R R T A S IR IOUR 5 B B 2 R T A T TextRank J7 V%,
ExpandRank 5 1% 2 B2 X0 fig 36 SC H 1] 2[R AL . e(wy,w)HEAT T 12K,

25 5€ H bR SO d ASCRYEE D E Sedid AT A SO SE D ARt 5 B AR OR o FHIE T SORSE D 2R )5
FIF H AR d 5HARIE SRS Dy 8L B T 2 URUE e(w,w) I EA T

e(w,w,) = > cos(d,d,)- fireq,, (w;,w;) 3)

djeDy
Horh cos(d,d) NSRS d Rl dy Z TR IR SZAABLIE freq (wiw) 75 120 (wi, wy) 72 3RS dy v B SEELIXCEL.
42.3 CiteTextRank 77k
K5 ExpandRank J5VEH AR AR B 22,2014 4E Gollapalli 28 A2 T CiteTextRank /7% 8 2 H 5
H AR SCR AR I ) SCRS B R 38 1] [ (A5 8 1, T S o = I RH SCHR R i 51 BT SO 51 A SCHR AR 51 S
TR K 18 i 1] I 1) A5 8 2 B e(w,wp) T A B UK
e(w;,w)) =2 > 7, -cos(d,d,)- freq,(w;,w;) 4)

keT ceCy,
Hoh, T 2R RRFME S BAREIETIH . O HME S, FRE T EA b RSO S, e & E N
IR G Rom B AR SO d 51 F I SCRS 8 2 8 FH SRR 15 A8 [R) 8 704 SRS IR A L.
42.4 WordAttractionRank J7 7%

N T BT BT 2 B (AR UK AR ,2014 4F Wang & NP VK R )R 51 ON B 0% A R $R IR R 45
SENNAPJ5 7% (http://ml.nec-labs.com/senna/) /£ 4E 5 5 FHACHE 55 b i 3035 1) & 1 2, S bk {6 34 L 3] ) 75 SCAH 9%
PE(E SO BRI 1 (8] 51 /743 #iattraction score) (IR EE e(w;,w))5E XA
_ 2 freq(w,w;)  freq(w,)- freq(w))
- reg(w)+ frea(w)  (d(ww,))

For freq(w) R w; £ 3CRS B RELd(wi,wy) 0wy Ay 1R8] 1) 22 1] (R 19K DR B2 8

)

e(Winw/)
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4.2.5 TopicalPageRank(TPR) /7%

IE WSTR[ 751 B3R, 6 B ] B 1% J BIE SCAS [ 32 . a3 A K 2 [ 50 oz g = A UEK ) PageRank(topic-
sensitive PageRank)" 7 i i T S 1A #2 HUHh, T~ 2010 4F 42 H T TopicalPageRank J5%. TPR J7 i (3E A B AR &
BB 2 A IS AT Y I 4 1) PageRank 5092 454> 3 U 5G 1) PageRank #5234 8 44 15 1% 3 BUA 0K
B SCHH G BE 1) B i) AR BV an R

* H5E, R LDA 8RR o H AT w 7R 38 2z T RIS Pr(wlz) LA R 38 2 £ 308 d R4 A0 Pr(z|d).

o SRJE, TFHEEA HIE w, £ F B 2 T H) PageRank 7 R, (w)), B AR E AU F:

Rw)=21 ¥ V) )+ (1= 2)-Pr.(w) (6)
T S 0wy o
Horb Pr(w) R s 598 w 7R E 8 z T B E S A, SCBR[ 751 B A e ST 3 Mk LTk,

(1) Pr(w)=Pr(wlz);

(2) Pr(w)=Pr(zjw);

(3) Pr.(w)=Pr(w|z)xPr(z|w).

Ty HMJARLE e(w;,w)5 TextRank H[1)AHH.

o I, THE A A w, £ T 38R ) PageRank 73 8 R(w,), 1T 5 A R UTF:

k
R(w) =3 R.(w) Pr(z|d) )

42.6 Single-TPR J7 7%

2015 4 Sterckx 2 N3 TPR J7 ikt B KA 2 38 H T single-TPR J57%.1% J7 54 TPR J5i% R4
A B BN B A A TR AL RS W B 9RO BT 32 N LR B S A X T TPR 77925, i 7 VR OR M AR T H 5
&2 HOCHHA R BUSC R 5 TPR J7 k41 BRI & 5% BT A 32 806 R AN B aa] (1% 5% ) 44 20 21 B8 J5 M 26 w1 0]
LB Z(Z=K) T K4 A [E A Prwl2)=(Pr(wlz)),....Pr(wlzy)), X% d B X B AR E 8N Pr(Zld=
(Pr(zy|d),...,Pr(zxld)), T 2, H A HEZE r(w)iZ BT A H &

P(w) Pr(w,|Z2)-Pr(Z|d)
> L Pw) [Priw, | 2)|-|[Pr(z | d)|
5K rw)FRN TextRank 77271 (1524 30(2), 715 5117 w; [) PageRank 7340 R(w)).
427 SalienceRank J5 %

2017 4F Teneva 25 APSHR HY 7 4% TPR 5 ikFT T KR SELHIH 795, % /71545 single-TPR # [/, 2 7F 3 8
34T — K PageRank 128 5, 35 [N [F] 2 ACTE T4 AN % B 1R 75 BT A 22 /8 T 1 8B 3 R A BT A [, Z 05 V6 &2
LR PR B8 % i B R E AN [ 3 T (9 IX 0 B e R A U R

r(w,) = (1= a)-CF(w,)+a - TS(w,),

CF(w,) = Pr(w, | D),TS(w,) = KL(Pr(z | w)||Pr(2)) = 3" Pr(z| w,)- 1og%|;;f) ©®

Forip CFOw) B w, TEERME D BRI, TS(w) v Bii] w, TEFT A /8 EAEST X 3 J8 2 0, Pr(z) A BE L%
I — A7 8z TR 50 r(w)fRN TextRank J775H A 3 (2), 1HE #.18] w; [ PageRank 7241 R(w)).
4.2.8 TopicRank J5 2%

T R 2 S L2013 4F TopicRank 73k T HiSK, 1% 5 12:% 45 K ] TPR Ml single-TPR J7 92 i £ 1)
LDA 3 A B 0T i 14 £ 7 3E 4T 5 AR 23, T A SR FH U2 4k B 28 U7 ¥ o M 3k SR 1A 1 AT 4 2R (AR R 230 B )5
K143 J 10— 0 30 B 1A SR A S — A 1] B o 08— N TR, ) 3 56 4 TR T A B ey ) IR LR T B A St

e(w,w)= Y Y d(w,w), dw,w)= Y o
wiec; wiec; piepos(w;) pjepos(w;) |Pi —pj|

Hodr e RRFEHE pos(w) TR EIE R w WAL E. 2 5 PageRank HEX AN AT V45 5 )5 WHES SE AT

r(w) = P(w)= | ®)

(10)
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BT 2K 530 v i ) 5 e B 39 0% SIS 3 ) DA -3 HE LT L T B ;3 HE B R R A B0 SRR P,
42.9 TSAKE J5%
AR, T R A 32 845 ,2017 4F Rafiei % AP 757 A0 1 R0 32 FUFA 45 45 () J7 3k, 8 2/ 76 M0 B 3] S 0
Bl b g S A [R) 3 R = R B e A T SR R
e.(w,w)=a-Pr.(w,|w)+(1-a) e(w,w,) (11)
SR AL A X 5 vh (4R XOR IR 3RS 8 N AN T B (T AR X)), oo R e bn o 5 7 B o0 A) 82
T 32 8T Mk B3R 19 52 30 topic_socre(w,,z), 5 Ja VT SRR IR BRI R B £ /T B 0 B R A RO R(wy) =
Z E7Pr(z|d) topic_score(w,,z), H-¥i Ib 40 BOW A% IR SR AT HE4 %016 TPR 5k — e, R BN H IR R A=
530 o E AR K
4.2.10  PositionRank /7%
2017 4F PositionRank 75 ¥EU 2 T H 3k, 1% 05 585 1 30k BRI 7B SC RS v A vk S B A2 B N B PageRank A5
HI A 5 single-TPR J7 %2200, 54 X B JR ME R r(w))iE AT T 1B LB AR T
= ;M( ) (2
oAt posi(wi,d) 5 E BT w, 153X d P E kIR BRI &
42.11 SEAFARER J7i%
IR R T B B U VR B 18 SO B ME 2 1), 1 TextRank . CiteTextRank 5 J7 1 AR 41 52 B 15 A& 250 1 1440
H e(w;,w,); WA B LE B A #(w)If, 40 single-TPR. PositionRank %5 J5 % 4 il & 7£ CiteTextRank J5 % H1,344L
Hoe(w,w) X BARMN 3 MUEFAT TERMEA G HERYSH 7, WERFLEENEKE S TI6,2013 F
Zhang % AP 3] B i (1 22 A B0 (AFE 580 (038 SCHVDURE « 78 48 3 & R E T 1918 SCRTBLEE 5) F0 i i
1 AU 2 SAUE (0 TF-IDF A7 B L G5 i) K 55) il 1] PageRank HEZL 1 SR J5 DL /M AUC Jy H b7 i
B2 S AN SRR 2R MR A 10 R B S L BRI F W] B R I (s, w) R LRI REAE 1) D xR R R B
T6] 50 cop 1) 1 PP R oy o S PR SRR AIE 1) A, R L P 2R 80 ) B s, T R TR ey wo) RV JR 6 () 43 )
e N AR5
1 1
e(w,,wj):m, r(wi):zm (13)
f/ME B AR AUC 58 SUH

ZkeT Z/gr I(R(Wk)_R(Wl))
AUC = » Seh (14)
|T T,
b, T, R T, 20 A IE . SR AS B 1) R 6 B8 K B R ROwi)>R(wn), M I(R(wi)—R(wy))=1575 W AR R .
42.12 MIKE J7%
2017 4 Zhang %5 ANV W T W AMZ AL £ 4 R S 2 b A R U 8 SEAFARER 7110 & , MIKE
D3RR T AT LUK R B A 6 % AN A AN SRR A B PageRank HEZE A LA B AT DA F A 4% 16 B 3R] ) 3 R
DA B Ak 36 B4 2 [ 1) EE B DG R AT I X R SAA E ey, w) FTER JR AR (w) 23 % 0 R A Sk

Zk wkayk P.(w, )zk (Dkaik
WrES e o r(w) = - (15)
Z Zk i Zi(P(Wi)zk¢kaik)
/MM E bR R EUE U
min__ a|AMR+(1- )| (1- BR) (16)

©=0;0=0;R=0

Herh, Po(wy) N BRI 22 AR (8): M i B G R FERE, Y e(wy,w) TH A5 2R D953 7] 1T 70 i) By, Dy 32
F EEL MR 1) s B 9 {6 G PRI 2 TR B R O AR I [ R e T BRI L R TR AN 1 E’Jf’]%.
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4213 HFOERFEL

2013 4F Boudin! 74 t 7 vt B B 77k % 775 UL TextRank 77 v T 12 63 B 9 L6l SR 7 2 Fh o i B
FEARCVE LA 3.2.2 F9) R TS B T A 2 B AR IS BB AR A 2 eI 4 I R top-n 1 DR S
4214 EFZEMITIE

R iR R HE B (1 B PR )R A — S VR R I T 2 I 5 1.2007 4E TN NN RIS T
{6 35 BRI BT A D TR L AR ) B B R L AR SRR I 4% AR B SR PageRank VALY
X% 38 B3R HEAT V43,2017 4E Yan 2 NUOE B3R T4 B 3Rl FH 3R K07 v 0] At i B3] 1647 4026, 36 H 2
F- 3 R R 5 B N (1 O 1 S 4 2 1 B e L R 4R, S 48 NP1 ON SR TR - 1] 1 o e adk 4]
5 50 P H 0 SR (entity )R AT T SRR I R IX R Oy 20T R Tk 3 B 1A B AT B T 1 O B 1] ) B R
4215 T B (hypergraph) 1) 772

2014 4 Bellaachia 2 A\ O3 3 52 9 £ e (16 iS4 H % S 3], K141 S (0 3= 70 I i i) 1 958 1, 1 8 D, B S S
P4 (32 R AN ) 71 520 ) B T 140 A 5 B B 7 ¥ AR ¥ e A R A SC o ) SRR, R T 2% BRI TR e Ak B R A 2 )
PEAS R (U IRAT JE) X DG S il 1) 5 i) B2t 7 5 8 R 19 O 1 2 B ¥k T T o, AR AR R 1k i R ) I
o SCAS/BL B A 3 L) R P A N R L T FLR s SRS B R AN E R 2 SR 5 PageRank HIAMEZR T
AN 3 B3R 1) 43 H0 DR 2% 5 vk 5 T T £ 5 9 P PR R A A 2 LRSS RS A0 O O S T I AN A A B A
R TR SR 5 D JE S L0105,

DA b BE A R 4 T I A R B 0 B T 1 % B R B X v, B R D7 R AR b A BLTR LA D TH R T
(1) SE BT A 78 VAR B AT 47 R (0% B 1] I, S e FE AR BSOS, 51 SRS O (2) T ] P R A R 22 (K S
% 5,41 WordAttractionRank 7 72 ¢ S 75 4R35 ERF R S8 1 2 o1 06 3k 2 35] ) 3R % 1) o, AR T AL ] ) 110
SO A, A DBRank 75313V B 4601 1 S i B A S SO Ik PR BT A B 2 [ (30 48 A A LR TR
BB TR R AR EAE L PageRank THSIHE S o () FE MRS (3) H8 0ok ik AL ] 1) 6 A EURN A B A5 R, 43 il
TPR J7 iM% 45 2. PositionRank J7 iU fin 1 47 B A5 5.3 T % B BK ( J5 75 K #E 5 T4 PageRank
THEHE S b 1 B S R (4) R 2 4 7 S R B — AN G — RO, i 5 % SEAFARERPVRT MIKE! Y 3 F % &
6 1) 7 VR R AR [F A& B PageRank 1B AE 42 b (1 %% B8 ME 2 R J Jd AR %6, 0 EL 5 24 Hh A I 1) 2 50 ST A A 2
SR ZEG(5) E2 A 75 K I 2 PageRank 53k 1547 AH T8 3 1530, A T 5 106 20 BAL 3] 37 3 6 VA Tk 2,
i [ Bt ] P g POt b e St s S T £ 4 P R R B RN E B30 2 1) B TR L Figueroa 5§
NI T 3 T 455 I 15145 3% (error-feedback propagation) (1 B2 U i

43 HthRmEGE

4.3.1 TF-IDF & J7i%

TF-IDF Jj ¥4 S Ab 2 10 J0 M B 4R B ¥ RV 12k 7 B {H L4 B0 A i U3 DR e oy J SR 4R H ik %2
B OB R R T VR A L S 06 1 R v, I 3R AR T B R B R A YRR AR BOE B (1) TR IE G
R ) TE-IDF {8;(2) £ n-grams 17 41 3+ 5 TF-IDF {5 A 10 A1;(3) AR5 TE-IDF I INAIEL top-n 1 <48 1] .
4.3.2  HET ) SRR

2009 4E Grineva & A'HE 7 CommunityCluster J732,1% 77 17 HOM 5 8 B ) — > 58 28 32 0 o 1% B S 4 4]
SEgR 45 RRW,1% 775 TextRank. TF-IDF 55 77 V5 AH b, 78 CRAIE 78 Aff 26 1) [F] I, B A B8 4 1) 43 [l 26

[F) 46,35 He K2 X 50 2 NPPHR I T KeyCluster J792:.1% 7 VE A [\ F 5 & 1M 5% 35 1) — A 32 b gk B
SRR, T A2 AT SR 2 3 R P B AR I 1 e A P A S I ORI A [R] T SCREABL R X 4 3 B R AT SRS R S
OB B S I H L TR A DR o 1 e i AR R A o B 1) 4 1A R 1 R AR S SRR RN R R T
(4 5 24 = R o 3 O ) L B X A SR R A M 2 A G M R T A
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5.1 HiE&E
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o T B G B ] 1) SRS B, TR L OGTE LLR JUAN ST HER AR, DR X S8 i b2 52 3 5 AR U VE I S8R L
(1) SCRY4E A SCRY 2L B (#documents);
(2) BEAN SR R A A (19 $) B (#gold keyphrases/doc);
(3) SCRYEE oot i) 2 £ (#eold keyphrases);
(4) SCRYEE A 4 A o< B 1A fY) n-grams F%0 H (#uni-grams #bi-grams, #tri-grams, #>tri-grams).
AR, At — L G - Fi Fn AR TR0 % PR BT VA S HUR .

(1) BEATAYH Tokens £ B (#tokens/doc);
(2) EAN SO A i 3% 5 i #L3A] # H (#candidate words/doc);

(3) FAMEE LSBT Tokens % H (#tokens/candidate phrase);

(4) A4 B Tokens 31 H (#tokens/gold keyphrase).

T 5 (B T SR BUECHE R, AR SCRE B T A R A AR B0 A SR 48 K L URL 4%, 7 LK 6.

Table 6 The datasets

R6 HIEEIIR

AT B 5 fi it URL

N1 Wan 2008!!"4] 308 & DUC-2001 https://github.com/tapilab/is-karthikbmk/tree/master/data/DUC2001
i N2 Marujo 20121541 450 1545 25 ) };Btg;f;&ggg:gv:gil/l %r;lle$/Aut0mat1cKeyphraseExtractlon/blob/master/
M | N3 WikiNews 2012 100 % WikiNews https://github.com/adrien-bougouin/WikinewsKeyphraseCorpus

N4 Reuters-21578 21 578 fi Newswire | http://www.daviddlewis.com/resources/testcollections/reuters21578/

Wi FAQ!177] A B, AR SCHY | https://github.com/zelandiya/keyword-extraction-datasets

J1 Hulth 200372 2 000 i v SCHG 2 https://github.com/snkim/AutomaticKeyphraseExtraction/

12 Nguyen 2007°" 120 RRHE W 3 https://github.com/snkim/AutomaticKeyphraseExtraction/

I3 Krapivin 2009%>'%1 | 2 304 & & 16 ¢ https://github.com/snkim/AutomaticKeyphraseExtraction/
R 14 Nguyen 20077 211 M AHE IR http://wing.comp.nus.edu.sg/downloads/keyphraseCorpus/
Scik J5 SemEval-20 1[?09] SemEval 2010 https://git.hub.<.:0m'/snkim/AutomaticKeyphraseExtraction/

J6 SemEval-2017 SemEval 2017 https://scienceie.github.io/

17 CiteUlike 180°%'"1 | 180 i &L X https://github.com/zelandiya/keyword-extraction-datasets/

18 wiki 2010-107] 20 fE 4EFE RIS | https://github.com/zelandiya/keyword-extraction-datasets/

19 Caragea 2014!'%°% S B R ) S http://www.cse.unt.edu/~ccaragea/keyphrases.html

5.2 I AIRRR

B L HUSCR VR H8 bR K BT 23 AR X T 45 RPN PR AR R X 4 R A R As TR AT
F AL IEH 2 (precision,P). A [0 3 (recall,R)F F {H.(F1-score,F), i+ H AR EARITT:

P=|CY|E|, R=|C)/|S|, F=2PR/(P+R) (1)

Horp € N IERR IR B S8R O 2 A E B S Al 4 S bR i SR B A (R 4 . 75 LA TR R 2 0 TiX 3
ANFBFR I GEH J7 3 ST 43 J9 W (micro) A% A (macro) B3 A O AR 45 - 5 15k S 4 B SRS 20 B AN R AR
P T 4948 5 T 5 0 )2 56 2 4 i A 465 S v 16 TE ik o S8 31 50 R, 73— bk T VRN R b . — Bt 5, A 7D A 52
R RHAZEMG T TEE RN IERE. BREERM FESEKT RS 72

LA, E T 4R E O 4 38 S B SR W — N R O H IR S B R ) O B ] 5 R S B b
FEMIECH ANULEC. AL, SCRR[4 1132 1 T R IERf 2R (R-precision, R R R-p), 23R A& 75 SCRYS A 5 B 1] $& HU 2 H s br
BB — B DM IE#E P2 R IEHRIME N 1.0 B, RN R1G S AR ) SR s 1.

BEXTAT 7 45 S VT A FE R B 6 T 35 181 50 5 S (mean  reciprocal rank, f&FR MRR)!MAI 0 4F B & (binary
preference measure, {f K BpreH!' 2L IX i AN 5 R & 1 o< B 1A A HE 44 45 2 A8 I BLORSCHE A A R A 4
SE. L MRR R BE RS SCRS SR 1 /N ot 32 T %) 5% B i) () HE 44 15 U, T Bpref DU FH R 32 HE SR I &5 SR Ap 4R
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FRE 1A 5 I HE A s oL B AR R A T
1 1 1 |n ranked higher than r|
MRR=—S =, Bpref=—13S1-
P&y P % E
Forb,r, NOCRS d 5 1 A IERHRELSE B FEF,n ranked higher than #| 7R HEFIZE IETRIRELR re C Z BT A iR 42

1A ne(E-C)M#H .
53 MAFENIHLERITEL

A LA SCHRYOS 3 A Y 22 i R [R] D7 R 0 SIS b L SOk [49,84,113]1 3 B AT A
B 7 SCRR [ 147 B BLF5 A MBS O vk A B 358 T MBS O v MR ok i A B O v R SR R A F T B
VI B EURCR A 22 B A 2 A ) S 2 VE A 5 R TT 2 D SCR [ 114, G H mh et 4 7 37 B SRS 1% O i ] 42 L, O M
B TPR J53k7 FAE N 0.271,45 W8 J79%: SVM J59(4 45 7 TF-IDF Al LDA = 8P MR AE, 35X P MR 5
To s BRI A IO M F BN 0.339 R B A T J0 B B 5 7, A B SR V2 1) 00 R s o A SR 1T e AR
S AR B S T I R B R R B 3RS AR TEAR A K, HL 2 3 43 31 16 3 2 bR H052 BR T I 25 504 1R 4 38 TT RE AT AE
FUE e RETF -

A BRI 7 VR 1 5206 45 B 43 2 B H AR SCRY B 4 L BRI RFIE DA R oy A REX 3 THI 9 52 0 A U vk
T S22 B R 0F Bl R 7 rh AN 7 TR G R T R A 3 AT TR 4R E 8B B B T 7 S AR AE
B (R AT 4R T, 23 BT AS [] 2 SRORR Y 11 8 280 SR 552 o IS Y o, 75 S AR A0 A5 2 SR ) 475 950, 402 B 82 £ [X 4 &
RIS AE 338 117 328 FH 3@ 24 1) 43 A% B 4 R 0% 1 i %o T O M B DG A B2 H 7 v, 2 T R I 3 U VR AL T HeAh
B Oy v, LA 3 L] P £ R R BRI AR A ek

BRA 13— $E A0 52,2016 4 Boudin'' Rt T 4 g ¢ B iR $2 B i (LS A B AL B ) Python 1R
(https://github.com/boudinfl/pke) S B, A J& LEHF 7 $ A4t 1 (HF1.

6 ARFMRFGEIRTTFDLE

33 B RH S FE A R 5 R SR AT B LA T T JR T A SR E

(1) ARERF2d — S B T S0 B A SR B 7 SRR,

XA I AR T 92 H b 2R T R AT T 2 B AN W FZ A S R SCRS AT S K0 A1 S SR R R R AR G AR
SEVRFAE, A i B 28 5 71 B, WordNet H1RE L 1828 5] 845 A0 8 118 S ICA B T 9% B 1) S A R SR RFAE. T 6 T
BT 1R R S B A B2 R 5 3, TR RE — 2% T T A 7F 7 2 20— AN IR I 5 H A SCRS A 5 B SRS DAfEE 61 245 2 = SE
F & (903 5 b 2 1] P, A ExpandRank 177208 F 15 H b SCRS AR BA ) SORY 48 K B 74 2 17 F€) | Cite TextRank!'”!
JTEA N T 51 FH SRS B oK ek Bl kg 3 o995 P4 L T 4, AN 18 A A B O A TF MBS R SR AR 4R By vk, AN W 42 4 O 2
B 5 H RS SORAH S 1 57 VR AT LA T 5% B 1] 312 B RCR i L LUK 2 BB 72 77 1], A A5 R R th 2 4

(2) FhEBUA I 2 45 S BTS2 TH R BURCR.

A B A W SRR 35 2 R R PR 6k 2 S B ) 1 i, th B0 9] J] e o4 R A 5 T 22 T R ) S B R SR U
1% 3 R M g 326 5% B 1) 22 [R] P G 2R ARG ARt 1] P& o i O AREAGE. U A0, B3 1 77 AN [R] S 2R R RFAIE 6T T i
SR ) 95 G A 10 A T U 0 SRR R R AN [ DR O 5 S LA 1) 2 4 S URFAE REAT i, DA S v 4R UROCR R
% SEAFARER $REHUJ VAP B Uk S5 50K 9 R ALE A4 RFAGE PR S [7) 28 2 0 RS il 45 1) ) — b 7 ¥2% ol B 17 =2 7
FRAESE LAIAAE T2 B8R B A AL FE R AE Rl 31 PageRank HE R AL v S Sz b 0 UR 0 47 s A B (28 530 K1) 73, P DA
W FIE AL LR AE A 0 S AR B R £ B 41 SEAFARER J7 MK 9K F B i BHE B AR T A M B3 R bR i AR
B H i HAF AL UL & 1) R A it SEAFARER TR AR TR 1 — S ARG O F 72 B 46, B X sl IE B A 1 2 4 57
AR B CRE A S B RS B — AN G IR A b, HIX S5 B ROBLE R 0% 8 0 B ST B I A
i B B 5 Sl A B 25 3.

(@)
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(3) Ul o7 5] B aURF AR 3R T 5% H ] 42 HUCR.

LA, AR 2 ST R B T KR HEB R Z N AR5 Word2Veel TNy 32 AR K R F 1 378 2 ST B
ARAE AR 5 b FRAT I S R AN SR (W WordAttractionRank 7 VAP 437 4 5 7 RF AR 45 i i
SENNA 5 VAP0V 5] 1] i fARHAE, AR J5 R P ) 16 45 HE 52 T DG it 1) B EDUSIC L, A0 T 76 12 SR vl ] 1) B B2
S 5 1R] 0 ) R B P ARFAE £ A2 SCHR S SR A AE L7 T B AN 2 298] i) B ) 2 20 2% DR 2 2 iR A SRS v 22 2T
AN B N GESE T3 B b 2 20 AR ST R AR IV R0 2 2 BORIE BEA A3 B 2 1R BLAE AR R 5 ST R 13 5
KA AR MEOU T, AT BL2 il HIAS [ B 27 2 2 BOR R 22 ST IR RN [0 2,308 T 9 T $ BRSO o 3] i B ) P 2ot
1 RSO R T SR 18] RO ARADLE . by b R AL £ 3 AN T 1] B SR AR O B RIE 7E 2 1), R SR T RE 2 O — A L E
WEFET7 6], BARH A AT RE H 3R AT 5T R

(4) BT 2 B A PR JE SO B H A A 1 R SR HUS 9

AT H FR) S0 1] B T3 12 0 A et f T R 285 FR) SR, D SCORS R AN AR ) 3K 28 5 3 A BE AR U 3
FA F 3 R0 25 T E 0 9 SR, st HG-RANK! O 7 v042 8 P FH S 1) 9] o B 1) 285 A R E R A 52 ) 4%
FH K 2 A 2 PR R R RIS T R IE ST SR AR A BIR i o X 3 S5 R S KR 2 A 7 SR AN
0 LA e S A 1 HR A AN W7 5 Fo A A AR SR ng 2 il 25 5 B XD L S A ) S B 1 2 R i) RELE TR I —
AN E RIS TT 1),

ARSCVEARERIR T T [ SCAS 1 3 50 8 1] 3 HUEE AR, el 58 % 5% B ] B2 0 vk o A P FO R AL FE8 X BILAS #F 7
BRBEAT R 3 M+ 0 LERIE 25 I T LURFAIE Dy 3K 5 Sk B A S B 1) 41 U7 326, TS T 98 6 0 st et DAAE 5 A0
RUESR T A A% 2 5 QTR AL (14 38 SOMUS JL R 2565 A F X R AL A 1R AR A K A5 B T F 90 3 £ B2k Ak | 32
HH S A AR R D5 35 e A 3 X — LT BE FOBIE T 1A BEAT T AT EE A SR, 0 B R A s A Sl [ P o % B R B R BOR
R R AR FE.

Buf A O A SR S SHE ORI PR R 5K
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