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AnHoramms. Kiacrepmsamust TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB IPHMCHSETCS BO  MHOTHX
MPWIOKEHHUSAX, TaKMX KaKk WH(POPMAIMOHHBIM IIOMCK, HCCJICIOBATENbCKUH  ITOWUCK,
onpezeNeHne crama. JTOM 3ajade MOCBSIIEHO MHOXKECTBO HAyYHBIX paboOT, OJHAKO B
HaCTOsIIee BPEMsI OCTAETCsl HEOCTATOYHO H3YyYESHHBIM BIIMSHUE CIICHU(HUKN HAyYHbIX CTaTeH,
B YaCTHOCTH NPUHAJUIKHOCTH JIOKYMEHTOB OJJHON NPEAMETHON 00JaCTH MM HEOCTYTHOCTH
MOJIHBIX TEKCTOB, Ha 3 PEKTUBHOCTD KiacTepu3alui. B nantoii pabore npemiararotcsi 0630p
U DKCICPHMEHTAIBHOE CPAaBHEHHE METOAOB KJIACTEPU3ALMH TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMECHTOB B
NPUIOKEHUH K HAyYHBIM CTaThsM. VICCIEMyIOTCS METOIbl, OCHOBaHHbIC Ha MEIIKE CIIOB,
W3BJICYCHUN TEPMUHOJIOTHH, TEMAaTHUCCKOM MOJCIUPOBAHUM, a TaKXKe BEKTOPHOM
npexcraBireHnd  cnoB (word embedding) M MOKyMEHTOB, IIOJyYE€HHOM C IIOMOIIBIO
HCKYCCTBEHHBIX HEMPOHHBIX cereil (word2vec, paragraph2vec).
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1. BeedeHue

Knacrepmzanus TEKCTOBBIX TOKYMEHTOB, TO €CTh pa30HWeHHEe MHOKECTBa
JIOKYMEHTOB Ha OJIM3KHE 10 CMBICITY MOJIMHOXKECTBA, BJsSeTCs (DyHIaMEHTAIbLHON
3amaueii  0OpaboTkm TekcToB. Ee pe3ynbTaTel HCIONB3YIOTCA Kak UL
HETIOCPEICTBEHHOI'0 aHAINW3a HMCXOJHOTO MHOXECTBAa TOKYMEHTOB, TaK W JUIA
nHpopmanmonHoro noucka [1], onpenenenusi cnama [2], TOMOIIM B MPOBEICHUH
CyIcOHOMETUIIMHCKUX SKCIEePTH3 [3] U COIMOIOTUYECKUX UCCIICA0BaHmi [4].
Oco6oro BHMMaHHS 3aCiIy’)KMBaeT KiacTepHU3alus HAaydHBIX cTaTedl. B Hacrtosmee
BpeMs MX KOJMYECTBO HACTOJIBKO BEJIHKO, YTO NMPOYHUTATh BCE HX, Ja)Xe B OJHOU
o0ylacTH 3HAHMH, HE IPEACTABISETCS BO3MOXKHBIM; 00Jieeé TOro, BO3HUKAIOT
CEepbE3HBIE CIIOKHOCTH M C CaMHM IIOMCKOM HY)XHBIX CTaTei, OCOOEHHO IIpH
OTCYTCTBUM  YETKOTO  TIOHMMaHWS NpeAMETHOW  o0nacTh WM caMoW
MH(POPMALIMOHHON MOTPEOHOCTH.

Bo3mokHOe pelieHne 3aKiodaeTcsi B HaBUralMu Ha OCHOBE Kiiactepos (clustering
based navigation) [5] ¥ Ipyrux METOJOB MCCIIEAOBATEIBCKOTO MOUCKA, B KOTOPBIX
4acTO UCHOJb3YETCs KJIACTEpU3aLMsl KaK OAUH U3 TanoB [6].

K HacrosimieMy BpeMeHH NPOM3BEICHO MHOKECTBO 0030pOB U IKCIIEPUMEHTAIILHBIX
CpaBHEHHUI METO/IOB KJIaCTEpU3alnK, HO B OOJIBIIEH UX YacTH HE PacCMaTPHBAIOTCS
COBPEMEHHBIE METO/Ibl, HAPUMEP BEKTOPHBIE NPEACTABICHUS CJIOB, IOIY4YEHHBIE C
IMOMOIIBI0 HeHpoHHBIX cereit (word embedding), a Takke HE YYHTHIBACTCS
cnenn(rKa HAYIHBIX CTaTel, B 9aCTHOCTH, TOT (PaKT, YTO BO MHOTHX IPAKTHIECKUX
MIPIJIOKCHUAX HEOOXOAMMO KIIACTEPH30BaTh CTaThH, NPHWHAAJICKAIINE OIHOMH
IMpeaMeTHOH o0aacTu, mo Ooyiee Y3KHUM HAIPABICHHUAM, IPUYEM IOJHBIE TEKCTHI
cTaTeil He BCeraa JOCTYITHBI.

HanHass pabora Tpu3BaHA BOCIONHHUTH OSTH HEJIOCTATKH ITyTeM aHailu3a |
SKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHOTO CPABHEHUS KaK KJIACCHYECKHX, TAK U COBPEMEHHBIX METOJIOB
KJIACTEpPHU3alMi TEKCTOB B NPWJIOKEHHH K HAy4IHBIM cTaThsiM. CTaThst ycTpoeHa
cnenyromM oOpa3oM. Bo BTOpoM paszene mpuBOIUTCS 0030p CYIIECTBYIOIINX
paboT, B TOM 4YHCJIE IPYyrux OO030pPOB M O3KCIEPUMEHTAIbHBIX CpaBHeHUH. B
CIIEIYIOILIEeM pa3jielie OMHUCHIBACTCS METOIUKA SKCIEPUMEHTAIbHBIX HCCIIEIOBaHUM.
UeTBepThlil pa3zien MOCBALIEH pe3yibTaTaM SKCIEPUMEHTAIbHOTO CPAaBHEHUS U UX
obcyxnenuto. Jlajgee NPUBOAWTCS 3aKIIOYCHHE, MOIBOASAIIEE WTOT CTaTbu H
IIpeyIararoniee HarpaBieHus AajlbHeined paboThl.

2. Cywecmeyrowjue 0630pbI U IKCNIepuMeHmarnbHble CpagHeHUs

B OonpmmHCTBE 0030pOB, MOCBSIIEHHBIX METOJAM KJIACTEPH3ALMH TEKCTOB,
JIOKyMEHTBHI IIPEJICTaBIAIOTCS KaK BEKTOPBI, B BUIE Memka ciioB (bag of words, bow),
TaK 4TO KJIaCTEpU3alMs JOKYMEHTOB pacCMaTpHBaeTCsi UMEHHO Kak KilacTepH3anus
bowBeKkTOpOB.

Tak, Andrews u Fox B pabote 2007 rona [7] ONHCEIBAIOT CIIOCOOBI MPEICTABICHHUS
Ha0opa JOKYMEHTOB B BHJE BEKTOPHOH MOJIENH, B TOM YHCIIE Pa3InYHbIe CIIOCOOBI
npenoOpaboTKH TEKCTOB, a TakkKe AITOPUTMBI HMX KIACTEPH3ALlMH, TaKue Kak
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moaubukanuu k-means (wim metof k-cpemnux), EM-airoputM u CreKkTpaibHas
KJ1acTepu3anus. Tak kak OAHUM U3 TJIaBHBIX HEAOCTATKOB MNPEACTABICHUA
JOKYMEHTOB B BUAC MEIIKa CJIOB ABJIACTCS BbICOKas Pa3MEPHOCTb U pa3pCiKCHHOCTDb
IMOJIy4YacMbIX BEKTOPOB, aBTOPbI TaKXE MNPCACTABIAIOT METOAbl IMOHMKCHUA
Pa3MEpPHOCTH BEKTOPHOT'O POCTPAHCTBA.

PaccmarpuBast  pasmenutenbHble  (partitional) — anropuTMbel  KiacTepU3aIlUH
JOKyMEHTOB, B 4YacTHOCTM k-means, Oonee neranpHo, Huang mnpencrasiser
OIIMCaHNE 1 CpaBHEHHE Mep OJM30cTH Mexkay bow-Bekropamu [8]. B craThbe onncansl
LIECTh  pa3MuHBIX ~ Mep  OJNM30CTH,  MEXKIY  KOTOPBIMH  IIPOBEJCHO
9KCIIEPUMEHTANIFHOE CpPaBHEHHE Ha alIrOpUTME K-means; JIydmine pesyibTaThl 110
METpPUKaM YUCTOTHI (purity) ¥ SHTPOITKMH MOKa3ajia KIACTePH3ALHs, UCIOIb3YOast
B KadecTBe Mepel Omm3octm kodp¢unment Kakkapa (Jaccard coeficient) u
koadpdummenT koppemsiun [Tupcona (Pearson correlation coefficient).
Sathiyakumari u mp. [9] Taxke paccMaTpUBaIOT KJIACTEPH3ANUIO JOKYMEHTOB TOJIBKO
MIPUMEHHUTEIBHO K MX MPEICTABICHHIO B BUjie Melka cioB. OHU BBIICISIOT YEThIPE
IPYIIBl  METOMOB KJIACTEPH3AlMKM TAKUX MPECTABICHHUN: pa3lelUTenbHAas
KJIacTepu3alusi, nepapxuieckas kiacrepuzanus, k-cpenaux u EM-anroput, xoTs
BO MHOTMX Jpyrux paborax k-means BKJIIOYAeTCsi B TPYIIY pa3ieiUTeIbHBIX
anroput™moB [10, 11].

Kak BHIHO B BBINICYNOMSIHYTHIX paboTax, KiacTepu3anusi JOKYMEHTOB OOBIYHO
CBOJMTCSI K KJIACTEpH3ALMH MX BEKTOPHBIX IPEJCTABICHUN B BHJE MeIIKa CJIOB.
Knacrepuzanuu BeKTOPOB B 00IIeM ciydae, OE30THOCHUTEIBHO K TEKCTOBBIM
JIOKYMEHTaM, TaKXKe IMOCBSIIICHO MHOKeCTBO pabor [10, 12].

bonee mMpoxkuil CHEKTp BO3MOXKHBIX BEKTOPHBIX IPEACTABICHUM JOKyMEHTa
pasbupaercst B ogHoi u3 riaB kHurk Mining Text Data [13]. B uwacTHocTH, B Hel
OIMMCBIBAIOTCA METOAbI, UCTIOJIL3YIOIINE B KaUCCTBC NPU3HAKOB JOKYMCHTOB 4acCTO
BCTpEUaoLIHecs: HabOpbI CIIOB, a TaK)Ke METOABl TEMATHYECKOT0 MOAEIHPOBAHUSI.
Kpome TOro, o6ospeBarorcsi mMOAXOAbl K OHJIAHH-KIACTEPHU3ALMH TEKCTOB,
HCIIOJIB30BaHUIO TpadoOBBIX METOJOB KJIACTepH3alMK (B Cilydyae €CIH MEXIy
TEKCTaMH CYLIECTBYIOT CBSI3M) M HMEIOUIelcs 3apaHee HHGOpPMaMu s
KJIACTEPH3AIMY Ha OCHOBE aJITOPUTMOB YACTHYHOTO 00y4eHus (semi-supervised).

B HekoTophIX 0030pax aBTOPBI OTAENBHO BBIICISIOT METOJBI Tak Ha3bIBaEMOM
ceMaHTH4ecKol Kiactepu3auuu. Saiyad m ap. [14] cumraror omnpenensromum
OTJIMYMEM CEMAHTUYECKON KJacTepu3aluu OT TPaJULUOHHON, OCHOBAaHHOW Ha
MEIIIKE CJIOB, HCIOJb30BAHHE CEMAHTHYCCKUX OTHOIICHHH MEXIy CIIOBaMU
JOKyMEHTOB. ABTOpPBI OTHOCAT K METOAaM CEMaHTUYECKOW KIacTepU3aluu
HECKOJIBKO IPYIII AITOPUTMOB: AITOPUTMbI, OCHOBAHHBIE HA OHTOJIOTUSX, TAKUX KaK
WordNet; anroputmbl, UCIONB3YIOUIME B KAYECTBE MPU3HAKOB TOKYMEHTa HaOOPbI
CBSI3aHHBIX II0 CMBICIY CJIOB;, a TaK)Ke alrOPUTMBbI, OCHOBaHHbIe Ha rpadax
KOHIICNITOB MWJIKM HMCHOBAHHBIX CyIJ.[HOCTefI C CEMAaHTHYCCKHUMH OTHOULICHUAMU
Mexay HuUMH. Kpome Toro, x 3Toil rpymme aBTOpaMH OTHECEHBI alTOPHTMBI,
HCIIOJIB3YIOLIHME JIATEHTHOE CEMAaHTHYECKOE HHIEKCUPOBAHHUE, XOTS OOBIYHO OHU
CUMTAIOTCSI METOJIaMU TEMATHYECKOTO MOJICTUPOBAHMS.
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3. MemodsI knacmepu3sayuu OOKyMeHmoe

Kak mnpaBuio, npoliece KIacTepu3alii TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB MOXKHO JIOTHYECKU
pa3leNuTh Ha JIBa OCHOBHBIX 3Tamna. Ha mepBoM 3rame TeKCTOBbIC MPEACTAaBICHUS
JIOKYMEHTOB I10 OITPeEICHHBIM MPAaBUIIaM IIEPEBOIST B BEKTOPHBIE MTPE/ICTaBICHNUS,
JUIsL TOTO YTOOBI HA BTOPOM 3Talle MPUMEHUTh K MOJYYEHHBIM BEKTOpaM METO/IbI
KJIaCTepHU3alliK, OCHOBAHHBIE HA PACCTOSHUN MEXKY HUMH.

Hmwxe OynyT cHavama MpeACTaBICHBI paszIHMYHBIE CHOCOOBI  OTOOpa)kKeHUs
JIOKYMEHTOB B BEKTOPHOE MNPOCTPAHCTBO, & 3aTe€M — METOJbl KIaCTepU3alnu
BekTOpoB. Kpome Toro, OyayT OMHCAaHBI BO3MOXKHBIE BapHAHTHI MPea0OpadOTKH
TEKCTOB M MEpbl, C IOMOILIBI0 KOTOPBIX OOBIYHO OICHUBAIOT 3(P(HEKTHBHOCTH
KJIaCTepHU3aLUH.

3.1 MeToabl Ha ocHoBe bag-of-words

HawuGornee npocTeiM npeicTaBiIeHueM JOKYMEHTOB B BEKTOPHOM BUJIE SIBIISIETCS TaK
Ha3bIBaGMbIi MELIOK CJIOB. B 1aHHOM ciyyae Ha OCHOBE HabOpa JOKyMEHTOB
CTPOUTCS CIIOBAPH U3 BCEX BCTPEYAIOIINXCS B HEM N-I'PaMM, I/Ie N MEHbIIIE HIIH PABHO
KaKOMYTO 3apaHee 3aJaHHOMY 3HaueHHIo. J[OKyMeHT mpencraBisieTcs Habopom
MIPU3HAKOB, KAKJOMY U3 KOTOPBIX COOTBETCTBYET OIHA N-TpaMMa U3 CIOBapsl.
BinaryBOW. B mpocreiiniem, OMHapHOM, ciiy4ae TaHHBI NPU3HAK NPUHAMAET
3HaueHue | B cioydae, €Clid B JOKYMEHTE BCTPEUAEeTCs COOTBETCTBYIOLIAS N-TPaMMa,
u 0 — uHaye.

CountBOW. Ilpeanonaras, 4To 3HAUUMOCTb IMOSIBJIEHHSI N-TpaMMbl B JOKYMEHTE
TeM OoJIblIe, YeM Yallle OHa B HEM IOSIBIISIETCSI, STOT METO/I YYUTHIBAET KOJINYECTBO
BXOXKICHUH N-TpaMMbl B JOKYMEHTE, IOMHUMO caMmoro (akta BXOXKAeHHA. Takum
00pa3oM, KaxXJblil IPU3HAK ITOKa3bIBAET, CKOJIBKO Pa3 COOTBETCTBYIOIIAS N-TpaMMa
TOSIBIISIETCSI B IOKYMEHTE.

TF-IDF. [Ins Toro 9ToOBl CHH3WTH BIMSHUE [UIMHBI TEKCTa Ha €r0 TNPH3HAKH,
HCTIONIb3YETCSI HOPMAaIN3alysl KOJMYECTBA BXOXKICHUI N-rpaMM Ha pa3Mep TEKCTa.
Tornma KaxapIil MpU3HAK IPUHUMAET BH]I YaCTOTHI N-rpamMbl (term frequency wim tf)
[15], «xoropas cuWMTaeTcsi Kak OTHOIIEHWE  KOJMYECTBA  BXOXKICHUH
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH N-TPaMMBI K 00I1IEMY KOJIHYIECTBY CJIOB B IoKyMeHTe. [lockombky,
KaK IIpaBWJO, 3HAYUMOCTb IIOSBJIEHHS B JOKYMEHTE pAa3JIMUYHBIX N-TPaMM
pas3nuyaeTcs, IPUMEHSIOTCS Pa3JINYHbIE CXEMBI B3BEIIMBAHUS [TPU3HAKOB.
Haubonee mmpoxo ucmonszyemass u3 Takux cxem — TF-IDF. Ona ucnoms3yer
MPEANOI0KEHHE O TOM, YTO 3HAYMMOCTh N-TPAaMMBlI TPSIMO HPONOPIHMOHAIBHA
YacTOTE €€ MOSIBJICHHS B JOKYMEHTE ¥ 00paTHO MPOTIOPIHOHAIBHA J0JIE JOKYMEHTOB
B Ha0Ope, B KOTOPBIX 3Ta n-rpamma Bcrpedyaercs. Takum o0pa3oM, HauOOIBILIHIA BeC
MoJy4aeT n-TpaMMa, 4YacTO BCTPEYAroIasicsi B OJHOM JOKyMEHTe, HO He
BCTpeUaromasicss B OCTAIBHBIX, a 3HAYUT — OTJIMYAIONIas 3TOT JOKYMEHT OT
ocTalbHBIX. IIpHM3HAKM [IOKYMEHTOB B JTOM IIOAXOJE IIPEACTAaBISIOT COOOM
MIPOM3BECHUE JIBYX BEJIMYHNH, YACTOTHI N-TPaMMbI H 00pPaTHOH 4acTOTHI JOKYMEHTa
(inverse document frequency):
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D
TF -IDF(t;,d;, D) =tf(t;,d;) - log ————
(Za ] ) f(lv J) g|(d73tz)|
roe tf (i, dj) — YacToTa N-rpamMMsl ¢; B oKymeHTe dj, ) — Habop J10KyMEHTOB,
d; D t;)|— Bce Takue JOKYMEHTEI B HA0OPE, B KOTOPLIX BCTPEYAETCS N-rpamma t;
J y p p p p

BM25. Whissel u np. [16] 3SKcriepuMEHTaTbHO TIOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO JyUIIHE
pe3ynmpTaThl B KIAcTEPH3alMHd TEKCTOB JEMOHCTPHPYET Npyroil BapHaHT
B3BEIIMBAHUS 3HAYMMOCTH CIIOB: MeTo] BM25. B HEM orpaHnYuBaeTCsi 3HAUUMOCTh
YacTOTHI N-IPaMMBI, a TaK)Ke OHAa HE TOJIBKO HOPMAaIHM3YyeTCs 0 €T0 pa3Mepy, HO U
OTPaHUYMBACTCS CBEPXY, YTO MO3BOISIET M30€KaTh MPHCBANBAHUS CIOBY CIHIIKOM
6onpmoro Beca [13]. 3HaueHne IPU3HAKOB TS N-TPaMMBI {; B TOKYMEHTE d',' B OTOM

METO/IE€ PACCUUTHIBAETCSI 110 ClIeAYyolIel opMmyie.
. tf(ti,d;)- (k1 +1
de(ti) ) ( . J) |d<-\ )
kl * (1 - b + b * |daia|) + tf(tmd])

rae |d;| — miMHa JaHHOTO JIOKYMEHTa; |dgyg| — CpeaHss JIHMHA JOKYMEHTOB B
Habope; k1 1 b — cBOGOIHBIE TAPAMETPBI.

CTOWT OTMETHUTD, YTO B METO/IaX HCIIONB3YIOIINX B KAYECTBE MIPU3HAKOB N-TPAMMBI,
KaK TPaBUIIO YIUTHIBAIOTCS HE BCE M3 HUX. ECTh HECKOIBKO CIIOCOGOB OTOPACHIBATH
HEe3HAYNMbIe N-rpamMbl. OUH W3 HUX: HE YYUTHIBATH T€ N-TPAMMBI, KOJHIECTBO
BXOK/IEHH# B HabOpe MOKyMEHTOB KOTOPBIX HIDKE, YeM OIPEICIICHHBIA 3apaHee
nopor. Jlpyroii cmnocob: OTCOPTHPOBATh BCE N-TPaMMbBI B CIIOBape MO YacTOTe
yIoTpeOJIeHHs: ¥ YYUTHIBATh TOJILKO M TEPBBIX, I/Ie M TaKKe 3aJaeTcsl 3apaHee.
Tperuii crioco6: He yYUTHIBaTh N-IPAMMBbI, BXOJSIINE B CIUIIKOM OOJIBILIYIO JIOJIFO
JIOKyMEHTOB U3 HabOpa, MOCKOJIbKY TaKHE CIIOBA, KK MPABUIIO, HE HECYT CMBICIIOBOMN
Harpy3KH, MO3BOJISIOIIEH XapaKTepU30BaTh JOKYMEHT. TaKkKe MOYKHO HE YUYUTHIBATH
CJIOBA, BXOJISIIIME B 3apaHee MOrOTOBICHHBIN CIIMCOK CTOI-CIIOB.

3.2 Bag-of-terms

l'onomasos [17] ucnonp3yeT TEepMUHBI B KadecTBE MPU3HAKOB TOKYMEHTA I
KJIacTepu3aluy U Kiaccu(UKaluu ITOKYMEHTOB. B TakoM moaxoxe 3HAYMMBIMHU
CUMTAIOTCS HE BCE N-TPaMMBI, a TOJIBKO OTIpEZCTICHHBII Ha0Op 3apaHee BBIJEICHHBIX
TepMHUHOB. [Ipn 3TOM, OCTPOMB MATPUILy BXOKACHHH TEPMHHOB B JOKYMEHTBHI, C
HUMH MOXKHO OIIEpPHUPOBATH TOYHO TaK )K€, KAK C OOBIYHBIMHM N-TPaAMMaMH B BBIIIE
OITMCAHHBIX METOAX.

MeTobl KITaCTEpH3aMK C HCIOJIB30BAHUEM H3BJICUEHHBIX TEPMUHOB ITOJIE3HBI B
clydae TOKYMEHTOB HEOOJBIION JITMHEI U3 y3KOH mpeaMeTHo! obnactu. Hampumep,
D. Pinto [18] m nap. kiacTepus3ylOT aHHOTAIlMM HAYYHBIX CTaTed HCIOIB3YS
OPHUTHHAJIbHBIC METO/IbI U3BJICYEHHS TEPMHUHOB.
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3.3 TemaTnyeckoe mogenupoBaHue

Jpyrue crocoObl H3BIEYECHUS NPU3HAKOB W3 JOKYMEHTOB YacTO Ha3bIBAIOT
METOJJaMH  TEMaTHYECKOTO MOJICTMPOBaHMSA, TaK KaKk B HHUX  KaXObIHd
PE3YNBTUPYIOILNI IPU3HAK MOYKHO OTHECTH K OIIPENIETICHHOM TEME, IPEACTABIECHHOM
B Habope HOKyMEHTOB. K OCHOBHBIM MeTOZaM TEMaTHYECKOI0 MOJEIHPOBAHHS
otHocstest Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA), Nonnegative Matrix Factorization
(NMF), Probablistic LSA (pLSA) u Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA).

LSA. Meron LSA (raxke HaspiBaemblid latent semantic indexing, LSI),
npennoxxeHHbid Deerwester u ap. [19], ucnons3yeT Ais MOHMWKEHUST Pa3MEPHOCTH
METOJl CHHTYJISIpHOTO pasnioxenus (singular value decomposition i SVD). SVD
MI03BOJISIET OTOOpa3HUTh JaHHBIE B HOBOE IPOCTPAHCTBO MEHBINEH pa3MepHOCTH, B
KOTOpPOM Bce Oa3HCHBIE BEKTOpa OYAyT OpPTOTOHAJIBHBI, a pa30poc HaHHBIX B
OPTOTOHAIBHOM TPOEKIMH Ha 3TH OCH — MAaKCUMaJbHBIM. B HeM W3HaudanbHas
Marpuria gaHubix X (kak mpaswio, TF-IDF B cilyyae KiacTepH3allili TEKCTOB)
packiapiBaercs Ha 3 ciexytowmm oopasom: X = ULV rne U u' V — marpuupt,
COCTOSILIIME M3 JICBBIX W HPABBIX CHHIYJSIPHBIX BEKTOPOB MaTpuibl X, a > —
JAuaroHaJibHas Mmartpuua, cocrosias u3 CUHTYJIAPHBIX 3HAYCHUH X
Pesynprupyromass ke MaTpula, CTPOKM KOTOPOM COOTBETCTBYIOT BEKTOpam
JNoKkyMenToB, uMeet umeeT Bug 1 = X'Vj, rne V) — nepsoie | ctpok marpunsr V,
COOTBETCTBYIOLIME | HAMOOJIBIINM CHHTYJIAPHBIM 3HAYEHUSAM H3 3.,

NMF. Xu u gp. [20] npeanaraioT MCHOIB30BaTh AJIS KJIACTEpU3AIMM BEKTOPA,
noxyuennsie MerogqoM NMF, B koTopoM, kak u B LSA, nanHble oToOpaxarorcs B
HOBOE IPOCTPAHCTBO C LEJIbI0 MAKCHMHU3HPOBATh pa3dopoc MO KaXIOH U3 ero ocel.
Otmunst NMF ot LSA coctost B ToM, uto B NMF HOBOE IPOCTPaHCTBO MOXKET OBITH
HE OPTOrOHAJIBHO, & TAK)KE IIPUHUMAET TOJIBKO MaTPHIBI, B KOTOPBIX BCE 3JIEMEHTEI
HeoTpuIaTenbHbl. Kak yTBEpXIaeTcss B OPUIMHAIBHOM CTaThe, 3TO IIO3BOJISAET
JOCTHYb OoJiee CHIIBHOTO COOTBETCTBHSA MEXIY pPE3YJbTHPYIOIIUMH OCSIMH U
KJIacTepaMH JTOKYMEHTOB.

PLSA. B pa6ore Hofmann u np. [21] BBoguTcs Mmeton probabilistic latent semantic
allocation (pLSA). Ha Bxox mMetoxy momarorcst Habop cioB W, Habop T0KyMeHTOB
D, a Taxxe xomuectso TeM | 1’| B 3roM HaGope. B pesynbrate oH TeHepHpYeET JIBe
MATPHLEL. DIEMEHTBI MAaTPHLBE! P|yj7| || COOTBETCTBYIOT BEPOATHOCTH TOTO, YTO

OIpeIeICHHOE CJIOBO OTHOCHTCS K ONpEIeIeHHOi TeMe: Pyt = P(w|t). DnemenTs
©)|7| x| | COOTBETCTBYIOT BEPOATHOCTH TOTO, HTO ONPE/ICICHHAs TeMa BCTPEUACTCS B

nokymente: g = p(t|d). DTn MaTpHIBI CTPOATCS C MOMOIIBIO MAKCHMH3AIMH
norapudma MpaBIomog00us CleayIomen QyHKIINH.

L(D7¢7@) = Z Zc(w,d) lnz¢wt0td — max
deD wed teT $,0

rae ¢(w, d) — KonMYecTBO BXOX/IEHHIT ClIOBA W B IOKYMeHTe d. 3aTeM B KauecTBe
IPEICTABIEHNS JOKYMEHTOB MCIIONB3YIOTCS CTOIOIBI MATPULIB! O,
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LDA. [Ipyroifi MeTonx MOAETHPOBAHMSA TOKYMEHTOB C IOMOIIBI0 TEMAaTHYECKOTO
mozenupoBanusi, LDA, npeanaraercs Blei u ap. [22]. OHu BBIAEISIOT HECKOJIBKO
HeocTaTkoB pLSA, ¢ KOTOPBIMH CHpaBiIsIETCs UX MeToJ. Bo-mepBbIX, KOJIHYECTBO
napameTpoB pLSA nuHelHo 3aBUCHT OT pa3Mepa o0ydaromiero kopiyca. Bo-BTopsbix,
HESICHO, KaK OIIEHMBATh BEPOSITHOCTH JOKYMEHTOB He M3 oOyuaromiero kKopmyca. B
ornuuue oT pLSA, LDA nenaer mpeanonoXeHus O ClydailHOM pachpefencHuu
BEKTOPOB TE€M M BEKTOPOB JOKyMeHTOB. M 1 Tem, u Uil JOKyMEHTOB
NIPEANoIaraeTcsi, 4dYTO MX BEKTOpa IOPOXKAAIOTCS  paclpeneieHHEeM W3
rapamMeTpu4ecKoro ceMencTBa pacnpeneiaeHuit Jupuxie.

3.4 Word embeddings

B 2013 roay T. MuxkonoB u ap. [23] npeacraBuwin Mozeins skipgram (Takxke 4acto
yHOMHHAaeTCs Kak word2vec Mojienb). ITa MoJielib, 00yUEeHHAs Ha KOPIyCe TEKCTOB,
0TOOpakaeT cjoBa B BEKTOPHOE MPOCTPAaHCTBO HEOOJIBIION Pa3MEPHOCTH TaKUM
00pa3oM, 4TO PACCTOSIHME MEXy HUMH TE€M MEHbILE, yeM OJIM)Ke 3HAueHHS THUX
cioB. Takoi 3¢dexr mocturaercst ¢ MOMOUIBIO MCKYCCTBEHHON HEHPOHHOH ceTw,
HaTPEHUPOBAHHOM MPEACKa3bIBaTh 10 BEKTOPY CJIOBA €r0 KOHTEKCT; TAKUM 00pa3omM
CJIOBA, TOSIBIISIFOIIIMECS B CXOXKMX KOHTEKCTAX, OTOOpaKaroTCsl B OJIM3KUE BEKTOPA.
WVAvgPool. C nomomplo Takux BEKTOPOB MOXHO IOJIYyYUTb U BEKTOPHOE
IIpeCTaBJIeHNE JIOKYMEHTOB: Hampumep Xing W 1p. [24] mpemiaraioT CTpOWUTh
BEKTOpa JIOKYMEHTOB IIPOCTBIM YCPEJHEHHEM BEKTOPOB BCEX CIOB B 3TOM
JOKyMeHTe. B skcriepuMenTax Ha 3ajade KiacCU(HUKALNKA TEKCTOB JaHHBIA MOJIX0[
3HauuTeNbHO NpeB3owwen LDA.

B 2015, gepe3 aBa roma mocie IMyOJIMKAaWXA CTATEU O BEKTOPHOM IPEACTaBICHUHN
cioB, Le m Mikolov [25] ommcanu nmBa MeTona BEKTOPHOTO IIPEICTABICHUS
JOKYMEHTOB TI0J] 00ImnM Ha3BaHueM Paragraph Vectors. OHH HCTIONB3YIOT CXOKYIO
¢ word2vec HeHpoceTeByl0 MOJeNb, IBITAasACh II0 BEKTOPY, OTHOCAIIEMYCS K
JOKYMEHTY, IPE/ICKa3aTh BCTPEYAIOLINECS B HEM CIIOBA.

B mepBom mertone, Ha3zBaHHOM Distributed Memory (PV-DM), HeiipoceTsb 0
BEKTOPY JOKYMEHTa U HEKOTOPOH IOCIIE0BATENbHOCTH BEKTOPOB CIIOB TPEHUPYETCSI
IIPEACKAa3bIBATh BEKTOP CIEAYIOMIETO CIOBA B JOKYMEHTE.

Bo BTopom mertone, Distributed Bag of Words (PV-DBOW), Heilipoceth 00yuaercs
MIPEACKa3bIBaTh BCE CI0BA B IOKYMEHTE II0 €T0 BEKTODY.

Takxum o6pazom, ocHoBHOE oTiimane PV-DM ot PV-DBOW cocrtourt B ToMm, uto PV-
DM yuntsiBaeT nH(GOpMALIUIO O MOPSIIKE CIOB B JOKyMEHTE.

3.5 Knactepusauuma npn3HakoB

WordClustering. Slonim u Tishby mnpennararoT HCHoab30BaTh B KadeCTBE
IPHU3HAKOB HE CaMU NTpaMMBI, a UX KiacTepsl [26]. B TakoM moaxone mpoBoguTcs
JIBA I1ara KJacTepU3aliy: CHaYalIa KIIaCTePU3yIOTCs BCE N-IPaMMBI B CIIOBape, 3aTEM
KOJIMYECTBO BXOXKJICHHH N-TpaMM KaXKJOr0 KJacTepa HCIONB3YETCS B Ka4eCTBE
TIPU3HAKOB JJIs KITACTEpU3aIliH JOKYMEHTOB. [IpH 3TOM n-rpaMMBbl IpeaCTaBISIOTCS
B Buzie ctononoB TF-IDF mMaTpuiisl 1 MOTYT OBITH KJIaCTEPH30BaHBI IFOOBIM METOOM
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KJIaCTepHU3alul BEKTOPOB. B OpHUrHMHAIBHON CTaThe Mjs KiacTepusaluu Obul
ucnonb3oBad Information Bottleneck Algorithm.

WV Clustering. Bmecto npencrasnenus cioB B Bujie cron6bnoB TF-IDF marpuier
MOHO TaK)X€ MCIOJIb30BaTh BEKTOpa, MOJyUYeHHbIe ¢ oMolbio word2vec. Takoit
MOJIXO0/] UCIIOJIB3YIOT B CBOEH crartbe Qimin u ap. [27].

3.6 CemaHTH4eCKas Knactepusaums

Hexoropble paboThl BBIAEIAIOT B OTACJIBHYIO TPYIIY METOABI CEMaHTHYECKOH
KJIacTepU3alnH, KOTOPBIE UCTIONB3YIOT CEMaHTHYECKNE OTHOLIEHUS MEXKLY CIIOBAMHU
JUISl TIPEJICTABJICHHS JIOKYMEHTOB.

K Ttakum MerogaM OTHOCSTCS, B TOM 4YHCIE, QJITOPUTMBI, OCHOBAaHHBIE Ha
onronorusax. Hanpumep, Hotho u ap. [28] ncnons3yroT oHTONOTHH, YTOOBI HAXOTUTH
B TEKCTE€ CHHOHMMBI 1 BOCHPHHUMATh UX B KaUeCTBE OJHOTO DJIEMEHTA, TEM CaMbIM
COKpallasi pa3MepHOCTb IIPOCTPAHCTBA.

Choudhary u Bhattacharyya [29] npencTaBisitoT KaXaslii TeKCT B BUJE Tpada, IbH
BEPILMHBI COOTBETCTBYIOT CJIOBaM TEKCTa, a pedpa — CEMaHTHYECKHM OTHOILCHUSIM
MEXKTy STUMH CIIOBAMH.

Takke K CEeMaHTUUECKOW KIIACTEPH3ALlMH OTHOCAT METOJBI, HCIOJNB3YKOIINE B
Ka4yecTBE MPU3HAKOB JOKYMEHTA JICKCHYECKUE LIETIOYKH — HaOOpBI CBA3aHHBIX I10
cMBICTy ciioB B Tekcte [30].

3.7 MeToabl Knactepusauum BeKTOpPoOB

MO3KHO BBIJIEUTH HECKOJIBKO OCHOBHBIX IPYII METOAOB KJIACTEPU3AIIMA BEKTOPOB
MeTomp!l pa3genuTeabHOMN KilacTepu3alii HTEPATUBHO IIEPEPHCBANBAIOT 00 BEKTaM
METKH KJIACTEPOB IMOKa HE OYIeT HalICHO ONTHMAIbHOE pa3/Ie/icHHe Ha KJIACTEPhI B
COOTBETCTBUHM C OIpEICICHHON (GyHKuuedl Onmu3octd Mexay oObekTamu. Kak
MPaBWJIO, KOJIMYECTBO KJIACTEPOB B TAaKUX METOJIaX OINPEAENSeTCS Kak mapamerp
3apaHee U 0003HAYACTCS KaK k.

B xnacrepuzauuu JOKYMEHTOB LIMPOKO MCHOJIB3YeTCsl MeTol k-means, KOTOpbIi
W3HAYAILHO CIIyYalHBIM 00pa3oM BBIOMpPAET IIEHTP MAcc Ui Kaxaoro u3 k
KJIACTEPOB U MPHUCBAUBAET KAXKJIOMY IOKYMEHTY METKY TOrO KjacTepa, pacCTOsIHUE
JI0 LEHTpa Macc KOTOPOTO OT HEero MeHblle. A 3aTeM, Ha KaxJAOW WTepaluu,
aJITOPUTM BBIUMCIISIET LEHTPbl MacC KJIACTEPOB W TMEPENpUCBAUBACT HUX METKH
JIOKyMEHTaM JI0 CXOJUMOCTH, TO €CTh HEU3MEHHOCTH METOK BCEX TIOKYMEHTOB.

B otnmuue ot npeapiaymiero meroa, k-medoids BeIOMpaeT B ka4ecTBe EHTPa Macc
MEIMAaHHBIA O0BEKT U3 KJIACTEepa, TAKHM 00pa3oM, pemasi mpodiIeMy yCTOHIUBOCTH
K BbIOpocam.

Uepapxuueckas knacmepuzayus mnoApasyMeBaeT MOCTPOCHUE JEHAPOTrpaMMbl —
JlepeBa KJIacTepOB, B KOTOPOM KOPHEM SIBIISIETCS KIJIACTEP COCTOSIIMM U3 BCEro
Habopa [aHHBIX, a JeTH KaKIOW BEpIIMHBI JTOTO JepeBa COOTBETCTBYIOT
pa3meNeHnIo ITOTO KIIacTepa Ha MOAKIACTepHl. JIeHmporpaMma MOXET CTPOUTHCS
JIBYMs ClIOcOOaM¥u: CHU3Y BBEPX HITH CBEPXY BHHU3.
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B mepBom ciydae, W3Ha4aNbHO KaXKIBIH OOBEKT BBIIENCH B OTACIBHBIN KIIacTep,
HanboJiee ONM3KHME U3 KOTOPBIX 3aTeM OOBEAMHSAIOTCS B OAWH. Takod moaxon
Ha3bIBACTCSl AarJIOMepaTHBHOH KiacTepu3anmeil. B oOparHoM moxxome —
AVWBU3MBHOI KJIAaCTEPU3AalMd — CHayaja BCe OOBEKTH OOBEJAMHEHBI B OIHMH
KJ1acTep, KOTOPBIH 3aTeM PEKyPCHBHO Pa3/essieTCs Ha MOJKIACTEPHI.

Memooul knacmepusayuu ocHosanuvie Ha niomuocmu (density-based) ompenensor
KaK KJIacTepbl IUIOTHO PpACIOJIOXKEHHbIE TIpyNibl 00BbeKTOB. OIUH U3 IIHPOKO
ucronp3yeMblx MeronoB 3toid rpynmnsl — DBSCAN — paGoraer cienyrommm
o0Opa3om. HaunHast BBIITOJHEHHE HA CIIyYallHOM OOBEKTE BEIOOPKHU, OH OMpPEICIACT,
€CTh JI1 B OKPECTHOCTH PAIMyca € 3TOr0 00bEKTa KOJINIECTBO 00HEKTOB, HE MEHBIIIEE
3apaHee 3aJaHHOrO mapamerpa minSamples, u, ecid €CTb, ONPENENAET 3Ty
OKPECTHOCTP KaK KJIacTep; fanee Bce OOBEKTHI, JISKAIIHe B €-OKPECTHOCTH KIlacTepa,
MIPUCBAaWBAIOTCS ATOMY KJacTepy. OTO TIOBTOpSETCS IO TeX Iop, IOKa eCTh
HemocemeHHble 00beKTh. Ecim B UTOre 00BEKT OKa3bIBAETCS HE IPUHAICKALIM
HUKaKOMY KJIacTepy, OH MOMEYaeTcsl KakK IIyM. € TakXKe 3aJaéTcs KaKk BHEIIHUH
rmapaMeTp MeTo/a.

3.8 Mepbl oueHKkU achheKTMBHOCTH

Juis onleHkH 3G (GEKTUBHOCTH KIIACTEPHU3AIMUA TPAJUIIMOHHO BBIICISIOT JBa THIA
Mep: BHELIHNE MEpbI, UCIIOJIB3YIOLINE JOTIOIHUTENbHYO (BHEIIHIOW) HH)OPMALIUIO
0 HACTOAMIEM paclpeneleHnd OOBEKTOB MO KiaccaM, M BHYTPEHHHE MEPHL,
HCTIOJB3YIOIIIE TOIBKO WH(POPMAILIHIO O CaMOH KJIaCTepU3AIIHH.

Crnemyst 0030py Amigo u 1p. [31], MOKHO BBIICITUTH CIEAYIONIHE OCHOBHBIC TPYIIIIBI
BHEIIHHUX Mep 3G (PeKTHBHOCTH.

Meput, ochosanubie Ha conocmaenenuu muHodxcecms: Purity, Inverse Purity [32], F-
measure. OTH Mepbl OCHOBaHBI HA METPUKAX TOYHOCTH U MOJTHOTHI, CTAHJAPTHBIX JIIS
oreHKH 3P PEeKTUBHOCTU MH(POPMAITHOHHOTO TIOUCKA.

Meput, ochosanuvie na noocueme nap: Jaccard Coefficient, Folkes-Mallows Index,
Rand Index (RI) [33], Adjusted Rand Index (ARI) [34]. Meps! u3 nanHO# Tpymnibl
OCHOBAHHI Ha TO/ICYETE Map OOBEKTOB, B 3aBHCUMOCTH OT WX MOMAJAaHUSI B OIUH H
TOT e KJIACC/KJIACTEP HITH B Pa3HbIE.

Meput, ocnosanmnbvie na sumponuu: codoctBeHHO Entropy, a takxke Class Entropy [35],
Variation of Information [33], Mutual Information (MI) [20], Adjusted Mutual
Information(AMI) [36], Normalized Mutual Information(NMI) [37], Vmeasure [38].
Mepb! U3 TaHHOH TPYIIBI OCHOBAHBI HAa OJCYETE Map 0OBEKTOB, B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
WX MOTIAJaHNS B OJFH U TOT e KJIACC/KJIACTEP WU B Pa3HbIE.

Mepul, couemarowue ceoticmsea npedvidywux epynn mep: BCubed Precision [39],
BCubed Recall, BCubed F-measure. OTu Mepbl yCPEIHSIOT CTaHIAPTHBIE METPUKU
TOYHOCTH/TIOIHOTHI/F-MephI s Ka)k10ro 00beKTa; Kak mokasanu Amuro u ap. [31],
BCubed F-measure ynoBieTBOpsieT BCEM MPEAJIOKEHHBIM B 3TOH paboTe akcCHOMaM,
B OTJIMYHE OT OCTAJBHBIX Mep.
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K HacrositemMy BpeMeHH npeyioxkeHo oosee 30 BHyTpeHHHX Mep 3¢ (eKTHBHOCTH
[40] m mpoBeneHo MHOXECTBO WX cpaBHeHUit [40, 41, 42].

B skcniepumenTansHoM cpaBHeHnn 30 mep Arbelaitz u ap. [40] mokassiBaroT, YTO
mepsbl Silhouette [43], Davies—Bouldin [44], Calinski—Harabasz [45], 0600mieHHBIE
ungexcel Dunn [46], unmexc COP [47] u SDbw [48] mokasbiBaloT Jiydinue
pe3yJbTaThl, YeM OCTaJbHbIE MEpbI, NPH 3TOM INpeBocxoAcTBO Mepbl Silhouette
craructryecku 3HauumMo (tect lladdepa ¢ yporHem 3naunmoctu 10%).

4. MemoOduka akcrepuMeHmMarnbHbIX uccsiedoeaHul

OO6mas cxema pabOTBHl HCCIETyeMBIX METOJOB COCTOHUT W3 3 3TamoB, KOTOpEIC
monpoOdHo ommcael B mompazmenax 4.1-4.3. Tlompasmen 4.4 mocBsimeH
UCIIONIb3yEeMbIM Ha0OpaM JaHHbBIX; B IIOCIEIHEM MOJpa3zeie apryMeHTHUPYeTCs
BBIOOD Mep 3PPEKTUBHOCTH.

4.1 NMpepo6paboTka

Juis mpenBapuTenbHON 00paOOTKHM BXOMHOTO TEKCTa IMPHUMEHSUIACH CIeXyroIast

MOCIEA0BATEILHOCTD IEHCTBHIA:
1. TokeHm3ammsa: wucmoin3oBanack OmbOmmoreka NLTK (Natural Language

Toolkit)? [49];

2. ynoalieHWe 3HAKOB IPCIHHAHUS,

TIEPEBOJI CIIOB B HIKHHUU PETHCTD;

4. ypaaneHue CTOI-CJIOB: MCIOJb30BAIUCH cUCKH cTom-ciioB u3 NLTK u
Scikit-learn® [50];

5. CTEMMMHT: UCIOJb30Baica cteMMuHr Snowball (Porter2)* u3 6ubauorexku
NLTK.

(98]

4.2 BekTopusauums

OCHOBHOE OTJIMYKE HUCCIECIYEMbIX METOJIOB 3aKIII0YAIOCH B CIIOCO0E BEKTOPHU3ALIUH
TekcTa. beumm wmccrnemoBanbl cienyronre Metonsl: BinaryBOW, CountBOW,
TermBOW, TF-IDF, BM25, NMF, LDA, WVAvgPool, PV-DM, PV-DBOW,
WordClustering, WV Clustering.

Metoa TermBOW mpencrasisier coboit mogudukanuto metonos CountBOW u TF-
IDF, B KOTOpBIX BMECTO CIIOB PaCCMaTPUBAIOTCSI TEPMUHBI, HAHJEHHBIE C TTOMOIILbIO
meronoB CValue, Weirdness, LinkProbability, NovelTopicModel, DomainModel,
KeyConceptRelatedness, Voting, PU (cM. 0030p METOAOB H3BJICUYCHUS
tepmunonoruu [51]). Vcnonb3osanack peanusanus oudnuorekn ATR4SS [52].

2 http://www.nltk.org/

3 http://scikit-learn.org/

* http://snowball.tartarus.org/algorithms/english/stemmer.html
5 https://github.com/ispras/atr4s
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Honst peanuzanuu Meto0B BinaryBOW, CountBOW, TF-IDF, LDA, NMF,
WordClustering, WV Clustering, TermBOW wucnons3oBanace 6ubnunoreka Scikit-
learn.

Hnst peanuzaimu  MetonoB WVAvgPool, WVClustering, PV-DM, PV-DBOW
ucrnonp3oBanack o6ubamoreka Gensim® [53], mpemocTaBisomas METOAbI LIS
TEMATUYCCKOro MOACIMPOBAHUA W IOJYUYCHUSA BEKTOPHBIX HpeI[CTaBHeHI/Iﬂ CJIOB
(word2vec, doc2vec).

It WVAvgPool ucnons3oBasiack mMojmens Word2Vec, oOydeHHass Ha TEKCTax
aHrmiickoit Bukunenuu (Ha ¢pespans 2015 roga)’.

IMockonbky anroputm k-means, BbIOpaHHBIA B KadeCTBE OCHOBHOIO METOJA
KJactepuszanuu (cM. 4.3), ocHoBaH Ha EBKIMIIOBOM pacCTOSHUM, KOTOPOE YUUTHIBAET
JUTHHY BEKTOPOB, M MOCKOJBKY JJIS KJIACTEPH3AIMH JOKYMEHTOB 0 TeMaTHKaM HX
JUIMHA He BakHa [8], Bce BEKTOPBI ObLIM HOpMaIn3oBaHbl B L2-HopMe.

4.3 Knactepusaums

Boutn  uccnenoBaHbl  CIEAYIOIIME — METOIBI  KiacTepu3aluu:  k-means,
arJoMepaTvBHasl KJIacTepH3alys, CHEKTpajbHas Kiactepusaius (UCIOIb30BaJIach
peammzanust 6ubnmorexu Scikit-learn). Ilocne mpeaBapUTENbHBIX 3KCIIEPUMEHTOB
OBUIO pelIeHO He MPOoBOIUTH MccaenoBanue anroputMa DBSCAN [54], Tak kak oH
IIPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAJ CIIUIIKOM BBICOKYIO UyBCTBHTEJILHOCTH K BBIOODY ITapaMeTpOB
(min_samples u eps); kpome Toro, DBSCAN mocTaToyHO MHOTO OOBEKTOB HE
OTHOCHT HH K OJHOMY M3 KJIACTEPOB, ITOMEYasi WX KaK IIyM, YTO 3aTPyIHSIET €ro
CpaBHEHHE C IPyTUMH ajJrOPUTMaMH KJIACTEPU3aLHH.

KonmunuectBo kmactepoB k 3amaBanoch B KauecTBE IapameTpa Al alllTOPUTMOB k-
means ¥ arJIoMepaTHBHON KiacTepu3aunuu. [ KaXIoro McciemayeMoro Habopa
JaHHBIX (PUKCHPOBAIOCH MHOXKECTBO BO3MOJKHBIX 3HAUEHWH mapaMeTpa k, KoTopsie
nepedupanucy B TpoOILEcce IMOWCKa Jydmiero Habopa mapamerpoB. OcTaibHbIE
MapamMeTphbl AITOPUTMOB KIACTEPU3AINU UCTIONb30BAIKCH 110 YMOITYAHUIOY.

B wactHOCTH, I MHHLIMATM3alUMM IEHTPOB KIAacTepoB B k-means mpuUMEHsUICS
anroput™ k-means++ [55]. st nosy4eHus: yCTOHYMBBIX Pe3yJIbTATOB COBEPIIATIOCH
10 3amyckoB k-means; u3 10 moydeHHBIX KIacTepU3aIMii BHIOMpANAch JTydIIas
(MUHMMU3UpYIOLIAs CYMMapHOE PAaCCTOSIHUE BCEX KIIACTEPH3YEMBIX OOBEKTOB JIO
OMmDKaWIIMX HEHTPOB KIIACTEPOB).

4.4 Habopbl AaHHbIX

OKCHEepUMEHTAIBHOE HCCIIEIOBaHNEe TPOBOAMIOCH Ha Habopax maHHbIX 20
Newsgroups (20 NG)° [56], Krapivin (KR) [57], annoranuu u3 Krapivin (Krapivin-
abstracts, KRabs), TREC GEN 2007 (TG2007) [58].

¢ https://radimrehurek.com/gensim/

7 https://github.com/idio/wiki2vec

8 Bepcus Scikit-learn: 0.18.1

? http://qwone.com/~jason/20Newsgroups/
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Hab6op mamnsix 20 Newsgroups mpeznctasisier coboit 18846 HOBOCTHBIX cCTaTew,
KaX/1asl U3 KOTOPBIX TOCBsAIIeHa oqHOH u3 20 Tem. BkitoueHue 3Toro Habopa 1aHHBIX
B HCClieloBaHHe ObLIO MPOJMKTOBAHO €ro 4YacThIM HCIIOJIb30BaHHEM B paborax,
TIOCBSIIEHHBIX KJIACTepU3alluU TEKCTOB (Harpumep, B [8, 26, 59]).

HaGop gammbix Krapivin cOCTOMT W3 HAy4YHBIX CTaTred, IOCBSIICHHBIX
komIptoTepHbiM  Haykam (Computer Science). B kauectBe  oxxumaemoii
KJIacTepU3alUl  CTareid ObUIM  HCIIOJIb30BaHbl TEMbl  BEPXHETO  YPOBHS
knaccupurkamn  ACM  CCS  (Computing Classification System)'’, kortopsie
MIPOCTABIISIOTCS CTaThsIM BPYUHYIO oKkcnepramu. V3 Habopa nanubix Krapivin 6sutn
B3ATBHl CTaThbW, MMEIOIIME DPOBHO OJHY TEMYy BEpXHEro YpoBHA. Takux crarei
okaszanoch 1478, KonM4ecTBO pa3nUyHbIX TeM: 12.

[Momumo ocHoBHOro Habopa maHHbIX Krapivin, Takke HCIIOIB30BAICS HabOp
JIAaHHBIX, COCTOSIIMI TOJIBKO M3 aHHOTAIMH HAYYHBIX CTaTel. ITO OBUIO CHIENIaHO A1
TOTO0, YTOOBI OIEHUTH 3(P(PEeKTUBHOCTH PabOTHI METOIOB B CiIy4ae, KOTJa JOCTYITHEI
TOJIBKO HEOOJIBIINE YACTH TEKCTOB.

Ha6op manaeix TREC GEN 2007 cocTouT W3 craTel, HOCBAIICHHBIX I'¢HOMUKE.
Habop naHHBIX OBIT cOCTaBIEGH JUIA TPOBEACHHWS KOHKypCca II0 W3BICYECHHIO
cymmuocteit TREC 2007 Genomics Track!'. OpraHu3aTopsl HCIOIB30BAIN KOPITYC
HayuHeix cratedl Highwire Press'?, cocrosmmii u3 160 000 crareif, B3aThIX u3 49
JKYPHAJIOB, TIOCBSIIIICHHBIX T€HOMHKE.

W3 storo kopmyca ObUIO BBIIEJIIEHO HECKOJIBKO THICAY CTaTei, KOTOpbIE OBLIH
MIPEIOCTABIICHBI DKCIIEPTaM B JAaHHOW MPEAMETHOMN 00J1aCTH AJIs pa3MeTKH. PazMeTka
3aKITI0YaNIach B HAXOXKJEHUH B CTaThsIX OTBETOB Ha 36 BONMPOCOB, (DUKCHPOBAHHBIX
opranuzatopamu. [10J0XKUTENBHBINA OTBET HA KXKIBIA BOMPOC 0003HAYAET HATUYNE
B TEKCTC CTAaTbH OIIMCAaHHUA HeKOTOpOﬁ TEMBI. U3 ATOI'0 MHOXKECTBa CTaTel 6I)IJ'II/I
YAaJICHBI T€, ISl KOTOPBIX OBLIM JaHbI OTBETHI HA JBa U OoJiee Bompoca. OcTaBiiuecs
CTaThbu OTHOCHJIUCH B OT[[eJ'IbeIﬁ KJIaCcC B TOM CJiy4ac, €CJIU OKCIIEpTaMu 6I)IJ'II/I JaHbI
OTBETHI TOJBKO Ha OMH Borpoc. MToroBelit Habop cocrasiser 2325 crareii.

4.5 Mepbl 3achchekTMBHOCTHU

B Xo4e skcneprMEHTaNbHOTO HCCIENOBaHMsl OBbUIM HCIOJIB30BAHBI CIEAYIOIIUE
BHemHKe Mepbl 3 dextuBHOCTH: Adjusted Mutual Information(AMI), Normalized
Mutual Information(NMI), Adjusted Rand Index (ARI), V-measure. Msl
HCIIOJIb30BAJIM HECKOJIBKO Mep 3¢ dekTHBHOCTH, ITOCKOIBbKY (1) A aHHOM 3a1aun
HE CYIIECTBYeT €IWHOW oOmenpuHATON Mepwl (cM. moapaszen 3.8) u (2) ato
MO3BOJISIET MPOM3BECTH CPAaBHEHHE C HCCICAOBAHHMSAMHM, OIHMCAHHBIMH B JPYIUX
pabotax.

IIpu >TOM B KawyecTBe OCHOBHOW Mephl 3ddekrnBHOCTH OBLTa BRIOpaHa AMI MmO
CIIeYIOUINM Tpu9YrHaM. Bo-mepBrIX, Mepsl, ocHOoBaHHBIe Ha Mutual Information u

10 http://dl.acm.org/ccs/ces.cfm
' http://trec.nist.gov/data/t2007_genomics.html
12 http://home.highwire.org/
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Rand Index siBnsitorcst Hanbosee nomy sipHbIMUA. Bo-Bropbix, B Mepax AMI u ARI
BBOJUTCSl TonpaBka Ha ciy4aiHocTh (adjusted for chance [60]: mpu cpaBHeHUM
CIIy4alHBIX KJIACTEPU3AIMH 3TH MEPbI UIMEIOT OJIM3KOE K HYJIIO 3HAUY€HHE, B TO BpEMs
kak 3HayeHuss NMI moryt ObIThb cuibHO Oosnblie O mpu OOJIBIIOM KOJIUYECTBE
KJ1acTepoB). B-TpeTbux, Ki1acchl B HAy4HBIX CTAThIX OOBIYHO HECOAIaHCHPOBAHHBI,
TO €CTh JIAaHHBIE TIPEJICTABIAIOT cO00H HaOOP KaK OOJBIINX, TAK U MaJIBIX KJIACCOB, a
Pomano wu gp. [60] mnokazamu, yTo B Takux ciaydasx AMI sBasercs
MIPEeIIOYTUTENIEHON Mepoil o cpaBHeHHIO ¢ ARI.

Taxoke HCHoNB30BaAIMCH cieayIone BHyTpeHHNne Mephl addextusHoctu: Silhouette
Coefficient (Silhouette, SC); Calinski-Harabaz Index (CHI). Ilomumo wux
TIOITYJISIPHOCTH, BBIOOP 3THX Mep 00YCIIOBIICH TE€M, YTO OHHM XOPOILIO ITOAXOMASAT AJIS
ONTHMU3AIMY TapaMeTpoB anropurMa k-means, Tak Kak OCHOBAaHBI Ha ITOXO0XKHX
MpeAnonoxeHusx [61].

Croutr oTMmeTuTh, 4YTO MeHblIeMy 3HaueHuio Mepbl Calinski-Harabaz Index
cooTBeTcTBYeT Oonbmiee 3HaueHne dddextuBHOCTH. [T BCEX OCTaNBHBIX
paccMaTpuBaeMbIX Mep BEpPHO oOpaTHOE: OoJiblllee 3HAYEHHE MEPHI COOTBETCTBYET
Goutbieit 3 PeKTHBHOCTH.

5. Pesaynbmambi akcnepumeHmarsbHbIx uccriedoeaHuli

B JaHHOM pasfeyie OMNUCAHbl PE3yJIbTAaThl 3KCIICPUMCEHTAJIBHBIX I/ICCHGHOBaHI/Iﬁ
METOAO0B KJIaCTCpU3allui TCKCTOB.

5.1. CpaBHeHUue meTO4O0B

B Tabnmuue 1 npeacTaBieHsl MakCUMalbHbIE 3HaUeHHS Mepbl 3¢ dexrruBHOCTH AMI
JUIA pa3HBIX HAaOOpOB NaHHBIX. OJTH NaHHBIE OBUTH TONyYeHBl IMyTeM mepebopa
pa3NMYHBIX [ApaMeTPOB METONOB BEKTOpH3alMKM M Mapamerpa k (KoiamdecTBo
KJIacTepoB) anroput™a k-means, W BEIOOpa MaKCHMAlIbHO 3HAUCHHS AJIS KaXXIOTO
METOo/a U IJIs KaKI0ro Habopa JaHHbIX. [IpeacTaBieHHbIe 3HAUCHNS MOXKHO CUUTATh
MOTEHIMATbHBIMUA MaKCUMyMaMH ISl HCCIIEyEMBIX METOJIOB.

Tabn, 1. Maxcumanvnoe 3navenue AMI (k-means)
Table 1. Maximum value of AMI (k-means)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.2586 0.2402 0.2041 0.3581
CountBOW 0.2957 0.2453 0.1598 0.4018
TermBOW 0.3123 0.2659 0.1266 0.5038
TF-IDF 04911 0.2826 0.2705 0.5051
BM25 0.4261 0.3069 0.2824 0.5291
NMF 0.4438 0.2642 0.262  0.4882
LDA 0.3391 0.2831 0.2237 0.4155
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WVAvgPool 0.141 0.174  0.1608 0.2847
PV-DM 0.5901 0.3014 0.2483 0.56

PV-DBOW 0.6735 0.2773 0.251  0.5026
WordClustering | 0.2188 0.2296 0.2059 0.4193
WVClustering | 0.1159 0.0875 0.0613 0.1636

B cootBercTBHE ¢ Tabmurei 1, Hanbonsmue 3HadeHnss AMI nmetor PV-DBOW, PV-
DM, BM25, TF-IDF u NMF.

MoxHO BHIeTh, YTO 3HaueHHWe QyHKIMU 3PdexTnBHOCTH AMI Ha pa3IUYHBIX
Ha0opax npH (GUKCHPOBAHHBIX METOAAX CHIBHO oTiamdaercs. K mpumepy, st Bcex
uccieayeMbIx MeTonoB 3HaueHne AMI Ha Habope manHbIX 20 Newsgroups BEIIIE,
yem Ha Krapivin u Krapivin-abstracts. Bo3smokHast mpudrHa — OONBITMHCTBO TEM B
20 Newsgroups CceMaHTHYECKH JalleKd Apyr OT JApyra (TOJWTHKA, CIOPT,
aBTOMOOMIIN), B TO BpeMs KaK BCe CTaThH Habopa maHHbIX krapivin u krapivin-
abstracts MOCBsIIEHBI KOMIBIOTEPHBIM HayKaM. Takxke Bce MeEToAbl Ha HalOope
nmanHbIx Krapivin-abstracts paboraroTr xyxe, yeM Ha Krapivin, oqHaKo pa3Huiia He
CTOJIb BCJIMKA, YTO MOXKCT 6])1T]) OG]))ICHeHO TEM, B aHHOTAalUAX NbITAOTCA KpPaTKO
H3JIOKUTD CYThb CTaTbU U UCIIOJB3YIOT AJIsA 3TOI'O CHeLII/I(bI/I‘iH])le TCPMUHBI.

5.2 Busyanusauuma maTpuubl OLLMOOK

J1st BUu3yanusanuuu pe3yJbTaTOB KJIACTEpU3alUu IIPUHATO HCIIONIb30BaTh MATPULLY
omubok (confusion matrix) — MaTpUIly, KaXaas CTPOKa KOTOPOW COOTBETCTBYET
pacnpeiencHuo 00BEKTOB KIIACCOB, MPUCYTCTBYIOIMIAX B pa3MeTKe HA0Opa TaHHBIX,
Mo KJIacTepaM, MOJIYYCHHBIM C TOMOIIBE) HCIIOJNB3YEMBIX METOJOB, a KayJIbIi
CTOJIOEL] — paclpe/IesIeHHnI0 0O BEKTOB KilacTepa I0 KilaccaM.

UeM WHTEHCHBHEE IIBET IPSAMOYTOJNFHHKA HA T[EPECEYCHUU, TEeM OOJbIlee
KOJINYECTBO OOBEKTOB Kjlacca, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEIO CTPOKE, OBIIM OTHECEHBI
METO/IOM B KJIACTEP, COOTBETCTBYOLIHMIA CTOJIOITY.

Busyanuzanus MaTpuibl OmMOOK B CiIydae, KOrJa METOJl padoTaeT UACaIbHO (Bce
O00BEKTHI OHOTO KIJIACCA U TOJILKO OHU OTHOCSTCS B OJMH KJIACTEp), MPEICTABISACT
co00¥ KBaJIpaTHYIO MATPUILy, Y KOTOPOH B KaXIOH CTPOKE W B Ka)IIOM CTOJIOIC
3aKpaIleH TOJIBKO OJTUH KBaJ[par.

Ha pucynke 1 n3zoOpaxeHa matpuna omubok it Metona PV-DBOW nHa Habope
nmaHHbIX 20 Newsgroups. MOXHO BHIETh, YTO METOJ] IOBOJBHO TOYHO OIIPEIEIIIET
KJIACCHI: TPAKTHYECKU JUTSI KXKMOH CTPOKU M U Ka)XIOro CTOJOIA CYIIECTBYET
TONBKO OIWH TEMHBIH KBaapar. B cOOTBeTCTBHM ¢ Marpuiell ommbOoK, OOJbIIue
yactu 3 u 4 xiaccoB (Hymeparust ¢ 0) ObUIH OTHECEHBI B OJHUH KJIacTep. DTO MOKHO
OOBSICHUTH WX  TEMaMH: 3 KjlacC ~ TOCBAmIeH  ycTpoictBam  IBM
(Ccomp.sys.ibm.pc.hardware’), a 4  kmacc —  ycrpodctBam  Mac
(’comp.sys.mac.hardware’). [Toxosxas cutyanusi HabroaeTcst ¢ kiaccamu 16 u 20
(’soc.religion.christian’ u ’talk.religion.misc’), a Takxe 17 u 19 ("talk.politics.guns’
u “talk.politics.misc’).
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Ha pucynke 2 nzo6paxxeHa Matpuia omndok st Mmeroga PV-DM Ha Habope 1aHHBIX
Krapivin. HecMoTpst Ha TO, YTO JUIs 3TO MaTPHIBI OTCYTCTBYET SBHAsI CTPYKTYpa,
JUISi HEe MOXHO BBINEIUTh HEKOTOPBIC 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH. Hampumep, MOMHO
HaOJIO#ATh COOTBETCTBUE MEXAY KIIACCAMH M KIACTEPaMH: NPAKTHYCCKH JUIS
Ka)XKJI0# CTPOKH MOXXHO BBIJICIHUTH CTOJIOCLI, B IEPECEUCHHH C KOTOPBIM COIECPIKUTCS
TeMHbII KkBagpar. Knmactep 3 comepXUT 3HAYMTENBHYHO YacTh OOBEKTOB Kiacca |
(rema Bepxnero yposHs kinaccuduranuun ACM CCS: Social and professional topics)
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Om : : : . 1.0 Taba. 2. 3nauenue AMI (k-means) npu noobope napamempos ¢ noMowbIo
m onmumusayuu Silhouette
0.9 Table 2. AMI values (k-means) when selecting parameters using Silhouette
: ’ optimization
i - 20NG KR  KRabs TG2007
m . BinaryBOW 0.0378 0.0343 0.0108 0.0946
10} -. - i 0.7 CountBOW 0.2114 0.1589 -0.0012 0.0863
| TermBOW 0.0692 0.0203 0.0161 0.2878
i I 0.6 TF-IDF 0.0451 0.2404 0.0096 0.1565
§15 . 1 BM25 0.0765 0.1769 0.1977 0.1241
< 3] 0.5 NMF 0.0217 0.1301 0.006 0.1941
520 .- _ LDA 0.1371 0.2021 0.1561 0.2616
'—
§0-4 WVAvgPool | 0.0706 0.1194 0.1074  0.1657
m L PV-DM 0.4757 0.2351 0.1774 04716
251 ® 1 B> PV-DBOW | 0.6551 02515 02437 04467
B = lo.2 WordClustering | 0.0421 0.1333 0.0394  0.1756
30 '55-!. i ' WVClustering | 0.026  0.0181 0.0415  0.0152
I 40.1 Tabn. 3. 3navenue AMI (k-means) npu noobope napamempos ¢ NOMOWbIO ONMUMUIAYUU
Calinski-Harabaz Index
35k . i ; | 0 Table 3. AMI values (k-means) when selecting parameters using Calinski-Harabaz Index
0 5 10 15 — 0. optimization
Predicted clusters JONG KR KRabs TG2007
Puc. 4. Mampuya owubox PV-DM (k-means) na TREC GEN 2007 .
Fig. 4. Confusion matrix for PV-DB (k-means) on TREC GEN 2007 BinaryBOW 02581 0.1687 0.0023  0.3327
H 4 w306 5 PV-DM 6 CountBOW 0.0355 0.0103 0.0145 0.189
a pucyHke 4 nu3o0pakeHa MaTpHLa OMIMOOK 1J1si Mmetoja PV- Ha Habope AaHHbBIX
TREC GEN 2007. KonudectBo kiactepoB (20) HaMHOTO MEHBIIE KOJIMYECTBA TermBOW 02961 00723 0.0151 0.02
K1accoB (36). B cBSI3H ¢ 9THM, B HEKOTOPHIX KJIACTEPAX COAEPIKHUTCS OONIBIIAS YacTh TF-IDF 0.0264 0.0789 0.0015 0.2267
00BEKTOB Cpa3zy HECKOJBKHX KJIACCOB. 3HAUYNTEJbHAS 4aCTh 00BEKTOB IMPAKTUUECKH BM25 0.3197 0.2155 0.1148 0.3886
Ka)JI0T0 KJ1acca Oblia oTHeceHa poBHO B 1 kiactep. Takoe noBeaeHne METo1a MOXKET NMF 04365 02285 0211 039
OBITh OOBSCHEHO TEM, YTO KOJHUYECTBO KIACCOB CIHIITKOM OOJBIIOE M HEKOTOPEIC U3
HUX COJIEPXKAT TEKCTHI, OIMACHIBAIOIINE CX0KUAE TEMBL. LDA 02195 0.1765 0.1545 0.2651
WV AvgPool 0.141  0.1573 0.1608 0.2671
5.3 BHyTpeHHUe Mepbl 3chheKTUBHOCTH PV-DM 0449 02315 0.1804 0.4712
Bo MHOrux peanbHbIX 3a[adax sl UCCIIeAyeMbIX HAOOPOB JaHHBIX HE CYILECTBYET PV-DBOW 0.5962 02044 0.1987 0.427
nHpOpPMAIIMU O PacIpeesieHn TOKYMEHTOB 10 Kiaccam, 13-32 5TOTO BO3HHKAIOT WordClustering | 0.1991 0.1985 0.1899 0.3971
TPYIHOCTH C BLIOOPOM MOJIEJIH U [apaMeTpoB ¢ HauboJbiieil 3G HeKTHBHOCTBIO. i
OmHMM M3 TIOJIXOJOB JUIS pEIICHHS OJTUX NpoOJeM SBIACTCS ONTHMM3ALMSA WVClustering | 0.0363 0.0161 0.0496  0.0352
BHYTpeHHUX Mep 3¢ dexkruBHocTu (B uactHocTH, Silhouette Coefficient u Calinski-
Harabaz Index).
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B tabnume 2 coxepxkarcs 3HadeHus mepol dddextuBHOCTH AMI mpu momdope
napameTpoB ¢ nomoriipio ontumuszanus Silhouette Coefficient; B Tabmuie 3 —
aHanmoruunbie 3HaueHus s Calinski-Harabaz Index.

Hcxons u3 mpuBeneHHBIX TaONWIl MOKHO CHENAaTh BBIBOJA, YTO PAa3HBIE METOJBI
XOpOILIO ONTHMHU3UPYIOTCS pa3sHbIMM BHYTPEHHUMH Mepamu 3(dektuBHocTH. K
npumepy, ans noucka mapamerpoB PVDBOW iyume noaxozut Silhouette
Coefficient, a myig BM25 u NMF — Calinski-Harabaz Index.

Jnsi OLEHKM CBS3M BHYTPEHHHUX METpPUK J(P(EKTUBHOCTH M BHEUIHHUX OblIa
nocuMTaHa paHrosas koppensaus Kennanna' [63].

B mpunoxennun B HaxomaTcss TaOMMIBI C pe3ysbTaTaMH BBIYMCICHUI PAaHTOBOI
koppemsitn (21 u 24), Tabnuubl ¢ ONTUMAIBHBIMU 3HAYEHUSMHU BHYTPEHHHX MEp
a¢ddextuBHOCTH (Tabmumbl 19 u 22) u TaOMUIBI C OTHONICHHEM MOJYYCHHOTO
3HaueHuss AMI, ONTHMH3UPOBAHHOTO C MOMOIIIBIO BHYTPEHHUX Mep 3 PEKTUBHOCTH,
K MaKCUMaJIbHO BO3MOXXKHOMY 3HaueHnto AMI (tabauust 20 u 23).

Jnsi OONBIIMHCTBA METOJNOB KOppeJsiiusl OnM3Kka K HyJII0 JMOO 3HAYUTEIbHO
OTJIMYAeTCs B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT Habopa JaHHBIX, OJJHAKO B HEKOTOPBIX CIy4asx
HCII0JIb30BaHNE BHYTPEHHHUX Mep 3 (HEKTHUBHOCTH MO3BOJISET 10100paTh ImapaMeTphl
METO/a, TpH KOTOPBIX 3HaueHHe Mepsl sddekruBHocTH AMI  OGmmsko K
OIITUMAJILHOMY.

5.4 BHewHne mepbl achheKTUBHOCTHU

Kak Obuto OTMe4yeHO Bbllle, B pasgene 4.5, uisg 3agaudl KiacTepU3allMd He
CYIIECTBYET OOLICTIPUHSITON BHEIIHEH Mepbl 23 dekTuBHOCTH: HapaBHe ¢ AMI uacto
ucnonb3ytorcest Normalized Mutual Information(NMI), Adjusted Rand Index (ARI),
Vmeasure u apyrue.

J11s1 OLIEHKHM TOTO0, CYLIECTBEHHO JIM BIHMSIET BHIOODP BHElIHEH Mepbl 3 dhexkTHBHOCTH
Ha OMpEJeICHUE JIYYIIero METO/a, TAaKXKe ObLIM BBIYMCICHBI 3Ha4YeHUs Mep NMI,
ARI, V-measure u xoppenauus Kennanna mexay numu u AMI, cm. npusnoxenue A.
Ha ocHoBe mpoBeIeHHBIX KCIIEPIMEHTOB MOKHO CHETATh BBIBOJI, YTO KOPPEIISIIHS
Mexay AMI u ocranbHbIME MepaMu 3G GEKTUBHOCTH TOCTATOYHO BBICOKA.

Takke MO)KHO OTMETHTh, UTO Ha TPEX M3 YeThIpeX HAaOOPOB JaHHBIX (KpoMe Habopa
naHHbIX Krapivin) Bce BHemHHe Mepbl 3()(GEKTHBHOCTH HMEIOT MaKCHMallbHOE
3Ha4YeHHE ITIPU HCIIOJIb30BAHMM OJHHMX W TeX e MerojnoB. Ha Habope naHHBIX
Krapivin NMI, ARI u V-measure NpHHUMAIOT ONTUMAaJbHOE 3HAYCHUE NPHU
ucnoip3oBannu meroma PV-DM, a NMI — mpu BM25 (Bnpouem, pa3HOCTB
3HAYCHUN Mep TSl ATHUX MEeTOIOB He npeBocxoaut 0.02).

13 B nanHoii 3a1a4e paHroBasi KOpPEJAIys IIPEANOYTHTENBHEE OOBIMHOM, TaK KaK OOJbIINIT HHTEPEC
IpeJCTaBIsAeT OTHOCUTENbHBII HOPSI0K METOIOB AJIs JBYX UCCIIELyeMBIX Mep; IPH 3TOM KOPPeIIsIIus
Kenpganna npenocrapiseT 6onee HaleKHYIO OLICHKY, YeM paHroBast koppemsius CImpMeHa, 0COOSHHO B
cilydae HeOOJIBIINX Pa3MepoB BEIOOPKH [62].
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Takum 00pa3oM MOXHO CUHMTATh, YTO BBIOOP BHEIIHEH Mepbl 3((EKTUBHOCTH HE
OKa3bIBae€T 3HAUMTEIBHOTO BIMSHUS Ha ompeneneHue Haubosee 3(PPEKTHBHOTO
MeTo/a.

5.5 lpyrvue metoAabl Knactepusaumm

IMomumo k-means Taxke OBUIM KCCIICHOBaHBI arjiOMEpaTHUBHAS KIACTEpU3aIUS U
CHEKTpaNbHAs KJIACTepU3alli. B CBS3M ¢ OrpaHMYCHHOCTHIO BBIYUCIUTEIHHBIX
pecypcoB OBUIO MPHHATO pElIeHHE MCCIENOBATH IPYTHE CIIOCOOBI KiacTepHU3aluu
TONBKO ISl METOJMIOB, UMEIOIINX BBICOKOe 3HadeHme Mepbl AMI mis k-means, a
nmenHo: PV-DBOW, PV-DM, BM25, TF-IDF u NMF.

MaxcumanbsHble BO3MOXKHBIE 3HaueHH AMI mpu MCIIONIb30BaHAN ariioMepaTHBHOMN
KJIacTepHU3alliu conxepkaTca B Tabmurme 4. AHAJIOTWYHBIE pPE3yNbTaThl UIA
CIIEKTPAIbHON KJIaCTEPHU3AIH COAepkKaTcs B TaOuIIe 5.

Tabn. 4. Maxcumanvnoe 3uavenue AMI (aenomepamusnas Kiacmepuzayus)
Table 4. Maximum values of AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.4281 0.2642 0.2264 0.4481
BM25 0.4999 0.2918 0.2495 0.5092
NMF 0.2837 0.2334 0.1918 0.4361
PV-DM 0.5089 0.3024 0.2204 0.5112
PV-DBOW | 0.5883 0.2928 0.2173 0.5029

Tabn. 5. Maxcumanvnoe 3nauenue AMI (cnekmpanvhas kracmepuzayus)
Table 5. Maximum values of AMI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.4086 0.2455 0.2355 0.4348
BM25 0.4812 0.253  0.2832 0.4914
NMF 0.3905 0.2519 0.2323 0.4401
PV-DM 0.5092 0.2781 0.2281 0.5209
PV-DBOW | 0.6072 0.2519 0.2316 0.4964

B Ttabmuumax 6 m 7 coxepkarcsi 3HaueHHsT Mepbl dddexruBHOocTH AMI npm
MIPUMEHEHUN AarjOMEpaTUBHOM KiacTepu3alud H IIPU  ONTHMHU3AIMK  Mep
a¢¢dexruBHocTH Silhouette Coefficient m Calinski-Harabaz Index, cooTBeTcTBEHHO.
AHaNOTUYHEIC JaHHBIE U CIEKTPaIbHOM KiIacTepu3anuu cM. B Tabmmmax 8 u 9.
OnTtuManbHBIE 3HAUSHUS BHYTPEHHHX Mep 3(QQEeKTHBHOCTH, MX KO3(D(QHUIMEHTHI
Koppensaun ¢ AMI u orHomenus 3HaueHHMA AMI, HOTYYEHHBIX C MOMOIIBIO
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ONTUMH3AINY BHEIIHUX Mep, K MaKCUMaJlbHOMY 3HaueHH0 AMI mpenctaBieHsl B
Tabnuuax B NpuiIoKeHuu B.

Tabn. 6. 3nauenue AMI (aznomepamuenas knacmepuszayus) npu noobope
napamempog ¢ nomowwvto onmumusayuu Silhouette Coefficient

Table 6. AMI values (agglomerate clustering) when selecting parameters using
Silhouette Coefficient optimization

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0385 0.0158 0.0155 0.0911
BM25 0.1516 0.1949 0.2057 0.1755
NMF 0.0517 0.0598 0.007  0.2559
PV-DM 0.4126 0.2751 0.1481 0.4638
PV-DBOW | 0.4836 0.2353 0.1413 0.4626

Taon. 7. 3nauenue AMI (acnomepamuernas kiacmepuzayus) npu noooope napamempos ¢
nomowwvio onmumuzayuu Calinski-Harabaz Index

Table 7. AMI values (agglomerate clustering) when selecting parameters using Calinski-
Harabaz Index optimization

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0482 0.0111 0.0129 0.227
BM25 0.4141 0266 0.1973 0.3804
NMF -0.0 0.0003 -0.0005 0.0007
PV-DM 0.3608 0.2076 0.1281  0.4406
PV-DBOW | 0.5256 0.2226 0.1794 0.4431

Tabn.8. 3nauenue AMI (cnexmpanvhas knacmepusayus) npu noobope napamempos ¢
nomowvro onmumuzayuu Silhouette Coefficient

Table 8. AMI values (spectral clustering) when selecting parameters using Silhouette
Coefficient optimization

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0347 0.05 0.0135 0.0936
BM25 0.0787 0.1704 0.1155 0.2172
NMF 0.0306 0.0814 0.0092 0.2632
PV-DM 0.4176 0.2411 0.1785 0.4528
PV-DBOW | 0.5945 0.2409 0.1726 0.446
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Tabn. 9. 3nauenue AMI (cnexmpanvnasn kracmepusayus) npu noobope napamempos ¢
nomougvio onmumusayuu Calinski-Harabaz Index

Table 9. AMI values (spectral clustering) when selecting parameters using Calinski-Harabaz
Index optimization

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0247 0.1218 0.0058 0.2122
BM25 0.4383  0.2303 0.2266 0.388
NMF -0.0001 0.0017 -0.0014 0.0006
PV-DM 0.2991  0.2225 0.141 0.4549
PV-DBOW | 0.5372 0.2298 0.2041  0.4205

Juis xaxkmoro Habopa JaHHBIX MaKcHMallbHBIC 3HadeHHss AMI mpu ncnoiap30BaHUN
k-means (taba. 1) Bblmie, YeM MNPH HCIOJb30BAHMH M  AarjoMEpaTHBHON
knactepuzany (Tabi. 4) u criekTpansbHOH (TaduI. 5).

CpaBHenune 3HaueHHH AMI, MOMYyYeHHBIX C IMOMOIIBI0 ONTHMU3ALINN BHYTPEHHUX
Mep 3¢ dexkTHBHOCTH, MOKa3bIBaeT, YT0 HaOOpy JaHHbIX Krapivin cOOTBETCTByeT
Oonpinee 3HaueHne AMI npy KCTIOIB30BAaHUK arJIOMEPATUBHOMN KJIaCTEPHU3AINH; [T
OCTalIbHBIX HAOOPOB AaHHBIX MPEANOYTHTENbHEE HCIIOIb30BaTh k-means.

OTMeTHM, 4TO arjioMepaTuBHas KiacTepU3alvsi MOXKET ObITh MOJIE3HOH B ciydae,
Korga Tpedyercss M3MEHSTh YHCIIO KJIACTEPOB W HE MEPECUUTHIBATH MPH 3TOM BCIO
KJIACTEPHU3AlMI0,  IOCKOJIbKY  arjoMepaTHBHAas  KJIACTEpPHU3alMs  CTPOUT
JCHIPOrpaMMy JJisi BCeX 00BEKTOB U MO3BOJIIET MPOU3BOAUTE Pa30UEHHE 110 Pa3HBIM
oporam.

CpaBHeHue 3HaueHMH AMI, BBIUMCIEHHBIX NPU ONTHMU3ALUU BHYTPEHHHUX MeEp
3(h(GHEeKTUBHOCTH, NEMOHCTPUPYET MPEUMYIISCTBO K-means mepeja CIeKTpaabHOMH
KJIacTepU3aIfei.

AHaHOFI/l‘iHI)Ie BbIBOJIbI MOXHO CACJIaTb IpU CpaBHCHUU aFHOMepaTHBHOﬁ
KJIACTEPU3ALUHU U CIIEKTPATBbHOM.

5.6 Bpems paboThl

Bpemsi paGoTbl MeTONOB, B ciydae IPUMEHEHMs KiIacTepH3aluM k-means, Ha
HCCIIeyeMBIX Habopax MaHHBIX onmucano B Tabmuie 10. OHO OBLIO MOyYeHO MyTeM
IyTeM  yCPEAHEHWs TpeX 3allyCKOB; 3HA4YCHHS [apaMeTpoB  METOMOB
COOTBETCTBOBAJIM 3HAYCHUSM, IPH KOTOPBIX MAaKCHUMHU3MpyeTcs (QyHKIms
s¢dextuHOCTH AMI.

B Tabnmme 11 comepxwurtcs aHanormyHas WHQOPMAIUS [UIA arioMepaTHBHOMN
KIIACTEePH3aIHH, B TA0IHUIE 12 — I CHeKTPATEHOM.

Kongwuryparms BeraucnurensHoro yerpoiictsa: Intel Xeon E312xx (8 CPU), 2GHz,
64GB RAM.
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Tabn. 10. Bpemsi pabomwl memooos (6 cexkyHoax) npu npumeHnenuu k-means
Table 10. Method running time (in seconds) when using k-means

20NG KR  KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 334 130 9 251
CountBOW 342 169 14 273
TermBOW 130 171 13 327
TF-IDF 340 132 11 501
BM25 264 225 5 265
NMF 4443 820 561 1384
LDA 225 169 13 303
WVAvgPool 202 189 8 390
PV-DM 291 1050 24 2038
PV-DBOW 468 668 32 1666
WordClustering | 882 808 69 775
WVClustering | 566 355 27 916

Tabn. 11. Bpems pabomvi Memo0os (8 cekyHoax) npu npumeHeHuu
aznomepamusHoll Kiacmepusayuu
Table 11. Method running time (in seconds) when using agglomerate clustering

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 1094 130 9 261
BM25 1296 266 9 260
NMF 5212 874 594 1373
PV-DM 357 482 22 1134
PV-DBOW | 645 687 19 1527

Tabnuya 12. Bpems pabomel memo0os (6 cekyHOax) npu npumeHeHuu
CNEKMPATbHOU KI1ACMePU3ayuu
Table 12. Method running time (in seconds) when using spectral clustering

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 163 121 4 239
BM25 177 123 4 307
NMF 2821 840 535 1291
PV-DM 419 904 20 1953
PV-DBOW | 521 382 27 848

183

Parhomenko P.A., Grigorev A.A., Astrakhantsev N.A. A survey and an experimental comparison of methods for text
clustering: application to scientific articles. Trudy ISP RAN/Proc. ISP RAS, 2017, vol. 29, issue 2, pp. 161-200

6. 3aknro4yeHue

B nmanHOW paboTe pacCMOTPEHBI M SKCHEPHMEHTAILHO HCCICIOBAHBI METO/IbI
KJIaCTepHU3alui TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB, B TOM YHCIIE, HAy4HbIX cTareil. Kaxmplii
METOJl COCTOSUI U3 TPEX IMOCIEIOBATENbHBIX JTANOB: MPeJBapUTeNbHas 00padoTKa
Tekcta (cM. paszen 4.1); BekTopusanus npeaoopadboTaHHOTO TeKeTa (CM. pa3aen 4.2);
KJIaCTepU3aIus BEKTOPOB (CM. pasnen 4.3).

OKcneprMeHTalbHOE NCCIIEJOBaHNE [T0KA3aI0, YTO JIYYIIHM METOAOM (IIPU yCIOBUH
ONTHMH3AIIMM IIapaMeTPOB C IIOMOLIBIO BHYTpEeHHeHl Mepbl 3(dexTHBHOCTH)
aBisercs k-means ¢ Bexropusauuei Paragraph Vectors ais Bcex HaOOpOB TaHHBIX;
kpome Krapivin, A1 KOTOporo Jiydine okas3anach arJjoMepaTuBHAs KIacTepU3aLHs.
Crout oT™MeTHTh, 4TO 3()(heKTHBHOCTH pa3HbIX Moaupukauuii merona Paragraph
Vectors (DBOW u DM) cunbHO 3aBHCHT OT Habopa IaHHBIX: JUIS HOBOCTHBIX
TEKCTOB M aHHOTauui HayuHbIX cTareil DBOW 3HauuTensHo npeBocxoaut DM, B To
BpeMs KaK Ha IByX OCTAIBHBIX Habopax qanHeix DM Heckonbko ydrne, yeMm DBOW.
Ilpu »TOM Kimacrepu3auusi AHHOTAUMM HAy4yHbIX CTaTed oOKa3ajachb MEHee
3¢ eKTUBHOMN, YeM KiacTepu3alusl MOJHBIX CTaTei, KOTopas, B CBOIO OuYepesb,
NI0Ka3ajia 3HauMTeIbHO MEHBIIYI0 3 ()EeKTHBHOCTE 10 CPABHEHUIO C KJIacTepU3anuen
Hay4YHBIX CTaTeH.

Taroke B JaHHOM paboTe OBUIH MCCIIEIOBAHBI MEPHI 23P(PEKTHBHOCTH KIIACTEPU3AIIHN:
kak BHemHue (Adjusted Mutual Information, Normalized Mutual Information,
Adjusted Rand Index, V-measure), Tak u BuyTpenHue (Silhouette Coefficient,
Calinski-Harabaz Index). B wacTHOCTH, ObUIa TOCUMTaHA KOPPEJSILIUS MEXKIY
BHEITHUMH Mepamu 3()(HEeKTHBHOCTH; MOJIyYSHHBbIE 3HAYEHHs MO3BOJISIOT C/IENaTh
BBIBOJI 00 OTHOCHUTEIILHO BBICOKOH B3aMMO3aMECHSIEMOCTH 3THX Mep. BHyTpeHHUe
MepBbl IIOKa3aJli JOCTATOYHO BBICOKYIO 3(D(heKTHBHOCTH (XOTSI M HE CaMylO BBICOKYIO
CTaOWIIBHOCTb) UIs 3aJayd ONTHMH3AIMH MapaMeTPOB METOIOB: pPEe3yJbTaThl
METOJIOB, ONITUMHU3UPOBAHHBIX C MOMOILBIO Mepbl Silhouette mapameTpsl, COCTABUITH
oTr 82% 1o 97% ot myumux pe3ynbraToB. Kpome TOro, BBIICHHUIOCH, 4YTO Ui
ONTHMH3AlMM PA3HBIX METOMOB JIyYlle MOAXOMIT pasHble BHYTPEHHUE MeEpHbI
a¢dexTuBHOCTH: Tak, it BM25 Brime koppermsius y mepsl Calinski-Harabaz, B To
BpeMms Kak st Paragraph Vectors — Silhouette.

HawnGonee nepcrieKTHBHBIMU HAIIPaBICHUSIMU JajbHEHIICH pabOTHI IPeICTaBIsSETCS
yiaydireHde  3QQEeKTHBHOCTH  KJIACTEpH3allMd HAyYHBIX cTaredl 3a  cuer
UCIIONB30BAaHMS JOIOJIHUTEIbHOH MH(pOpManuy, Takoil kKak rpad) IUTHpOBaHMSA H
MeTa-JIaHHbIe CTaTeld (ABTOpBL, IO M MECTO H3JAHMA), a TaKXKe IMPOBEICHHE
9KCIIEPHMEHTAIBHBIX HCCIIeJOBaHUM Ha IPYyrUX Habopax JaHHbIX.
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lMpunoxxeHue A. BHewHue MepbI

Tabn. 13. Maxcumanvroe snauernue NMI
Table 13. Maximum value of NMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.2652 0.2608 0.2246 0.4288
CountBOW 0.3009 0.2833 0.1964 0.4885
TermBOW 0327  0.2978 0.1504 0.5418
TF-IDF 0.5136 0.304  0.2963 0.5611
BM25 0.4411 0.3268 0.3058 0.5829
NMF 0.4631 0.2878 0.2751 0.5244
LDA 0.3531 0.3162 0.2484 0.4755
WVAvgPool 0.1509 0.1975 0.1922 0.3618
PV-DM 0.5951 0.338  0.2701 0.5938
PV-DBOW 0.6816 0.3099 0.2758 0.5779
WordClustering | 0.2274 0.2519 0.2301 0.4742
WVCClustering 0.1218 0.1145 0.0918 0.2357

Tabn. 14. Makcumanvroe 3navenue ARI
Table 14. Maximum value of ARI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.1318 0.1687 0.1347 0.1701

CountBOW 0.1126  0.1655 0.0921 0.2358
TermBOW 0.1487 0.1868 0.0785 0.3209
TF-IDF 0.292  0.1957 0.2148 0.3043
BM25 0.1707 0.2113  0.2295 0.3285
NMF 0.1955 0.1673 0.2063  0.295

LDA 0.1878 0.2209 0.1738 0.2698
WVAvgPool 0.0551 0.1029 0.0762 0.143

PV-DM 0.4572  0.2211 0.2098 0.3418
PV-DBOW 0.5677 0.1993 0.1727 0.2829

WordClustering | 0.0757 0.1464 0.1255 0.2183
WVClustering | 0.0309 0.0462 0.0457 0.0797
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Tabn. 15. Makcumanvroe 3nauenue V-measure CountBOW 0.7926 0.82 0.7872 0.6469

Table 13. Maximum value of V-measure TermBOW 0.6179 0.8523 0.6653 0.7201

20NG KR KRabs TG2007 TF-IDF 0.804 0.7125 0.7862 0.7533

BinaryBOW 0.2651 0.2606 0.2244 0.4266 BM25 0.6993 0.5223 0.6292 0.6537
CountBOW 0.3009 0.2817 0.1954 0.4862 NMF 0.9632 0.9396 0.8919 0.9307
TermBOW 0.3268 0.2971 0.1494 0.5416 LDA 0.8447 0.7526 0.7281 0.4306
TF-IDF 0.5132 0.3038 0.2925 0.5593 WVAvgPool 0.9556 0.1429 0.5714 0.4667
BM25 0.441 03266 0.3052 0.5818 PV-DM 0.8454 0.6851 0.5785 0.5199
NMF 0.4594 0.2876 0.2751 0.5242 PV-DBOW 0.8409 0.5855 0.6952 0.8459
LDA 0.3503 0.3145 0.2472 0.4737 WordClustering | 0.704  0.6146 0.6279 0.603
WVAvgPool 0.1507 0.1963 0.1917 0.3599 WVClustering | 0.6919 0.5548 0.511  0.6823
PV-DM 0.5951 0.3371 0.2698 0.5921 Tab. 18. Koppensuyun V-measure u AMI
PV-DBOW 0.6804 0.3077 0.2739 0.5745 Table 18. Correlation between V-measure and AMI
WordClustering | 0.2272  0.2513 0.2297 0.4733 JONG KR KRabs TG2007
WVClustering | 0.1217 0.1138 0.0842 0.2353

BinaryBOW 09163 0903 0.885  0.8432

Tabn. 16. KOPPeﬂﬂWﬂ NMTI u AMI CountBOW 0.8607 0.8959 0.9296 0.8707
Table 16. Correlation between NMI and AMI TermBOW 08792 09322 08769 0.9196
20NG KR KRabs TG2007 TF-IDF 09114 0.907 0.9222 0.8864
BinaryBOW 0.8732 0.8936 0.8435 0.8322 BM25 0.8711 0.8312 0.8498 0.8695
CountBOW 0.8146 0.885 0.8795 0.8667 NMF 0.9902 0.9843 0.9833 0.9714
TermBOW 0.8504 0.9248 0.8553 0.8971 LDA 0.9336 0.8904 0.8986 0.7898
TF-IDF 0.873  0.8965 0.8802 0.8675 WVAvgPool 1.0 0.7143 1.0 0.3778
BM25 0.8543 0.8159 0.8361 0.8414 PV-DM 0.7241 0.8232 0.8224 0.7255
NMF 0.9888 0.9839 0.9831 0.9683 PV-DBOW 0.7922 0.7702 0.7553 0.823
LDA 0.9272 0.8805 0.8925 0.7455 WordClustering | 0.9267 0.8652 0.9079 0.8724
WVAvgPool 0.9556 0.6429 1.0 0.3778 WVClustering 0.8267 0.867 0.8091 0.8192
PV-DM 0.6958 0.8092 0.807 0.7053
PV-DBOW 0.7591 0.7557 0.7281 0.8148 Mpunoxerue B. BHympeHHue mepbl
WordClustering | 0.9171  0.8467 0.9009 0.8481 Tabn. 19. Maxcumanvhoe 3navenue Silhouette
WVClustering | 0.6904 0.8701 0.7316 0.8282 Table 19. Maximum value of Silhouette
Taon. 17. Koppenayus ARI u AMI 20NG KR KRabs _TG2007
Table 17. Correlation between ARI and AMI BinaryBOW 0.0558  0.0358  0.0294 0.0906
2J0NG KR KRabs TG2007 CountBOW -0.2097 -0.0487 0.0262 0.0429
BinaryBOW | 0.8044 0705  0.6674 0.6839 TermBOW 07047 04381 0.5768 03947
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TF-IDF 0.1663  0.0432 0.2043 0.1179 WVAvgPool -0.2889 0.0 -0.2857 -0.1556
BM25 0.0042 0.0305 0.0124 0.0609 PV-DM 0.1476 03013 0.0118 0.191
NMF 0.1116  0.3627 0.1915 0.4467 PV-DBOW -0.1241 0.5092 0.0961  0.3275
LDA 0.3224  0.5262 0.5115 0.5448 WordClustering | -0.2188 -0.4654 -0.3628 -0.398
WVAvgPool 0.0575 0.086 0.0496 0.1133 WVClustering | -0.3363 -0.1768 -0.1346 -0.4956
PV-DM 0.0287  0.0301  0.0309 0.0612 Tabn. 22. Munumanvhnoe snauenue CHI
PV-DBOW 0.0209 0.0194 0.0241 0.0667 Table 22. Minimal values of CHI
WordClustering | 0.179 0.187 0.1601 0.1893 JONG KR KRabs TG2007
WVClustering | 0.9943 09139 0.9953 0.9953 BinaryBOW 4707 475 179 713
Taon. 20. Silhouette: oona om ayuwezo AMI CountBOW 0.13 0.79 1.38 13.86
Table 20. Silhouette: share from the best AMI TermBOW 023 308 539 4.8
20NG KR KRabs TG2007 TF-IDF 0.07 0.76 0.67 4.74
BinaryBOW 0.1462 0.1428 0.0529 0.2642 BM25 2328 43 1.92 5.28
CountBOW 0.7149 0.6478 O 0.2148 NMF 43.9 1096  6.03 16.05
TermBOW 0.2216 0.0763 0.1272 0.5713 LDA 733.99 173.67 15437 16248
TF-IDF 0.0918 0.8507 0.0355 0.3098 WVAvgPool 47.1 3221 39.87 27.14
BM25 0.1795 0.5764 0.7001 0.2345 PV-DM 37.66  7.49 10.76  7.67
NMF 0.0489 0.4924 0.0229 0.3976 PV-DBOW 4141  5.63 9.93 6.52
LDA 0.4043 0.7139 0.6978 0.6296 WordClustering | 122.93 2497  9.79 26.79
WVAvgPool 0.5007 0.6862 0.6679 0.5820 WVClustering | 3.16 4.08 11.29 1.0
PV-DM 0.8061 0.7800 0.7145 0.8421 Tabn, 23. CHI: dos om nyuweeo AMI
PV-DBOW 0.9727 09070 0.9709 0.8888 Table 23. CHI: share from the best AMI
WordClustering | 0.1924 0.5806 0.1914 0.4188 JONG KR KRabs TG2007
WVClustering | 0.2243 0.2069 0.6770 0.0929 BinaryBOW 0.9981 07023 00113 09291
Tabn, 21. Koppeasyus Silhouette u AMI CountBOW 0.1201  0.0420 0.0907 0.4704
Table 21. Correlation between Silhouette and AMI TermBOW 0.9481 0.2719 0.1193 0.0397
20NG KR KRabs TG2007 TF-IDF 0.0538 0.2792 0.0055 0.4488
BinaryBOW -0.5274 0.1205 -0.0203 -0.3558 BMa25 07503 07022 04065 07343
NMF 0.9836 0.8649 0.8053 0.7989
CountBOW 0.5133 0.4969 0.1228 -0.2095 LDA 06473 0.6235 0.6907 0.6380
TermBOW -0.5763  -0.1145 -0.2712 -0.0788 WVAvgPool | 1.0000 0.9040 1.0000 0.9382
TF-IDF -0.048  0.0594  0.0475  -0.0838 PV-DM 0.7609 0.7681 0.7265 0.8414
BM25 -0.4191 -0.0713 -0.1088 -0.1785 PV-DBOW 0.8852 0.7371 0.7916 0.8496
NMF -0.3425 0.0162 -0.4528 0.0746 WordClustering | 0.9100 0.8645 0.9223 0.9471
LDA -0.0394 0.3323  0.1509 -0.047 WVClustering 0.3132 0.1840 0.8091 0.2152
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Tabn. 24. Koppenayus CHI u AMI
Table 24. Correlation between CHI and AMI

Tabn. 27. Koppenayus Silhouette u AMI (acnomepamusnas kiacmepu3zayus)
Table 27. Correlation between Silhouette and AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs _ TG2007 20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
BinaryBOW | 0.4554 0.1761 -0.2598 0.7134 TF-IDF 0012 0.0991 0.0595  -0.0959
CountBOW 103365 -0.2167 -0.421  0.4362 BM25 -0.2995  0.1244  -0.1574  -0.1661
TermBOW 0.5576  0.5057 0.4136 0.4147 NMF -0.3646  0.0037 -0.4792  0.0569
TE-IDF 02611 -0.1347 -02672 0394 PV-DM 0.0373  0.3053 0.0781  0.0347
BM25 03607 0.1787 00412 03957 PV-DBOW | 0.0331 0.343  0.2689 0.3275
NMF 0.674 0.6169 0.6563  0.4737 Tabn. 28. Munumanvnoe snauenue CHI (aznomepamuenas knacmepusayus)
LDA 0.0706 -0.1319 -0.1211 0.1978 Table 28. Minimal values of CHI (agglomerate clustering)
WVAvgPool | 03333 0.0714 0.5 0.3778 20NG KR KRabs TG2007
PV-DM -0.1389  0.182  0.0952  0.2801 TF-IDF 0.0837 0.7698 1.1986 5.6026
PV-DBOW 02415 -0.1614 0.143  0.1151 BM25 24.5886 5.4675 29236 6.4625
WordClustering | 0.3194  0.5193  0.5287 0.6116 NMF 1.0 0.7676 1.0 1.0
WVClustering 0.3388  -0.0908 0.1729 0.2168 PV-DM 274417 6.6093 7.5673 7.3344
PV-DBOW | 32.5286 5.1623 7.7801 6.3808

Tabn. 25. Makcumanvroe snayenue Silhouette (aenomepamusnasn knacmepusayus)

Table 25. Maximum values of Silhouette (agglomerate clustering)

Tabn. 29. CHI: oona om nyuwezo AMI (aenomepamusnas xnacmepusayus)
Table 29. CHI: share from the best AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR  KRabs TG2007

TE-IDF | 0.1527 0.0398 02064 0.103 20NG KR  KRabs TG2007

BMDS 10,0043 0.0244 00067 00832 TF-IDF 0.1126 0.0420 0.0570  0.5066

NME 01168 03687 02088 03005 BM25 0.8284 09116 0.7908  0.7471

PV-DM | 0.0214 0.0219 0.0204 0.0531 NMF 0 0.0013 0 0.0016

PV-DBOW | 0.0105 0.0163 0.0153 0.0581 PV-DM 1 0.7090 0.6865 0.5812  0.8619
PV-DBOW | 0.8934 0.7602 0.8256  0.8811

Tabn. 26. Silhouette: oona om ayuwezo AMI (aznomepamuenas kiacmepuzayus)

Table 26. CHI: share from the best AMI (agglomerate clustering)

Tabn. 30. Koppenayus CHI u AMI (aznomepamuenas xnacmepusayus)
Table 30. Correlation between CHI and AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0899 0.0598 0.0685 0.2033 T 03629 00076 0088 04156
BM25 03033 0.6679 0.8244 0.3447 Bl\/_[25 0‘4256 ;]'1569 ;)'2492 0'388
NMF 0.1822 02562 0.0365 0.5868 NME (;4744 0'5008 (')5042 (‘)503
PV-DM 0.8108 0.9097 0.6720 0.9073 PV-DM '0'1619 ;)(')978 '0'1447 ;)'2549
PV-DBOW | 0.8220 0.8036 0.6503 0.9199 ) - ' e '
PV-DBOW | 0.3022  -0.0272 -0.1425 0.0557
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Tabn. 31. Maxcumanvuoe 3navenue Silhouette (cnexmpanvhnasn Knacmepusayust)
Table 31. Maximum values of Silhouette (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.1712 0.0405 0.2113 0.1061
BM25 0.0067 0.0297 0.0111 0.0504
NMF 0.1651 03372 0.1822 0.3306
PV-DM 0.0234 0.0265 0.0308 0.0552
PV-DBOW | 0.018  0.0084 0.0221 0.0643

Taon. 32. Silhouette: oona om nyuuezo AMI (cnekmpanvhas Knacmepusayus)
Table 32. Silhouette: share from the best AMI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0849 0.2037 0.0573 0.2153
BM25 0.1635 0.6735 0.4078 0.4420
NMF 0.0784 0.3231 0.0396 0.5980
PV-DM 0.8201 0.8670 0.7826 0.8693
PV-DBOW | 0.9791 0.9563 0.7453 0.8985

Tabn. 33. Koppenayus Silhouette u AMI (cnexmpanvhas knacmepusayust)
Table 33. Correlation between Silhouette and AMI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0163  0.0857 0.0577 -0.052
BM25 -0.494  0.0711 -0.4639 -0.0254
NMF -0.4847 -0.1423 -0.5149 -0.0264
PV-DM 0.3644 0.2689 0.2092 0.1384
PV-DBOW | -0.0532 0.1237  -0.0496 0.3322

Tabn. 34. Munumanvroe 3navenue CHI (cnexmpanvuas knacmepusayus)
Table 34. Minimal values of CHI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0887  1.4317 0.4466 5.9291
BM25 293736 5.8227 3.2461 6.6132
NMF 1.0 0.2563 1.0 1.0
PV-DM 32.3986 7.3227 10.2393 7.943
PV-DBOW | 39.4728 5.6117 9.7885  6.8773
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Tabn. 35. CHI: oons om nyuwezo AMI (cnexmpanshasn knacmepusayus)

Table 35. CHI: share from the best AMI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0605 0.4961 0.0246 0.4880
BM25 0.9108 0.9103 0.8001 0.7896
NMF 0 0.0067 0 0.0014
PV-DM 0.5874 0.8001 0.6181 0.8733
PV-DBOW | 0.8847 0.9123 0.8813 0.8471

Tabn. 36. Koppenayuss CHI u AMI (cnekmpanvhas kiacmepuszayus)
Table 36. Correlation between CHI and AMI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.3472  -0.0455 -0.0785 0.4048
BM25 0.3287 0.1476  0.3762  0.3665
NMF -0.4579 -0.4662 -0.4673 -0.4908
PV-DM -0.4174 0.2206 -0.1289 0.2824
PV-DBOW | 0.1277 -0.0259 0.1781 0.0714
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Abstract. Text documents clustering is used in many applications such as information retrieval,
exploratory search, spam detection. This problem is the subject of many scientific papers, but
the specificity of scientific articles in regards to the clustering efficiency remains to be studied
insufficiently; in particular, if all documents belong to the same domain or if full texts of articles
are unavailable. This paper presents an overview and an experimental comparison of text
clustering methods in application to scientific articles. We study methods based on bag of
words, terminology extraction, topic modeling, word embedding and document embedding
obtained by artificial neural networks (word2vec, paragraph2vec).
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