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MEUIKE CJOB, H3BJICYCHUH TEPMHUHOJIOTHH, TEMaTHUYECKOM MOJCIMPOBAHUM, a TaKKe
BEKTOPHOM TpenacTaBicHud cioB (word embedding) ¥ MOKYMEHTOB, TMOJYYCHHOM C
MOMOIITBIO UCKYCCTBEHHBIX HEHPOHHBIX ceTeld (word2vec, paragraph2vec).
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1. BeedeHue

Krnacrepm3anuss TEKCTOBBIX [TOKYMEHTOB, TO €CTh pa30HWeHHe MHOXXECTBa
JIOKYMEHTOB Ha OJIM3KHE MO CMBICTY HOIMHOXXECTBA, SBISETCA (hyHIAMEHTAIbHOM
3amadeii  oOpaboTkm TekcToB. Ee pe3ymbraTel HCHONB3YIOTCA KAk I
HETIOCPEACTBEHHOTO aHaJN3a HCXOJHOTO MHOXECTBAa IOKYMEHTOB, TaK W IS
nHPOpPMaIMOHHOTO TIoucka [1], ompenenenus cmama [2], TIOMOIIM B MPOBEICHUN
CyneOHOMEIUIMHCKUX IKCTePTH3 [3] ¥ COMMOIOTHYECKUX UCCIeTOBAaHUN [4].
Oco0oro BHUMaHHS 3aCITy’KHBaeT KJacTeph3alus HaydHBIX cTraTeil. B HacTosmee
BpeMs MX KOJHYECTBO HACTOJIBKO BEJIHMKO, YTO MPOYHTATh BCE WX, JaXX€ B OJHOU
o0nacTH 3HAaHWHA, HE TPENCTABISIETCS BO3MOXHEIM; Oo0jiee TOTO, BO3HHUKAIOT
CepbE3HBIE CIIOKHOCTH MU C CaMHM IIOMCKOM HY)XXHBIX CTaTei, OCOOEHHO IpH
OTCYTCTBUM  YETKOTO [OHMMAaHWsS  TNPEAMETHOH  00JacTh Wi  caMou
nH(OpMaLMOHHOI NOTPEOHOCTH.

Bo3moxHOe peliieHne 3aKI0vacTcsi B HaBUTallMid Ha OcHOBe kiactepoB (clustering
based navigation) [5] u apyrux MeTOJOB HMCCIIEIOBATEIBCKOTO MTOUCKA, B KOTOPBIX
4acTo UCTOJIb3yeTCsl KIacTepu3allysl Kak OJIMH U3 ATaroB [6].

K HaCTOAIIEMY BPEMCHU MMPOU3BCACHO MHOXKECTBO O630pOB 1 SKCIIEPHUMCHTAJIbHBIX
CpaBHEHUI METOJIOB KJIaCTEpH3aLMK, HO B OOJIBIIIECH MX YaCTH HE pacCMaTPHBAIOTCS
COBPEMCHHBIC MCTO/IbI, HAIIPUMEP BCKTOPHBLIC NPEACTABJICHUA CJIOB, MMOJTYYCHHBIC C
noMmompi0 HedpouHsix cereit (word embedding), a Takke He y4YHTHIBaETCS
cnenu(ruKa HAYIHBIX CTATeH, B YaCTHOCTH, TOT ()aKT, YTO BO MHOTHX MPAKTHUCCKUX
MPWIOKEHUSIX HEOOXOIUMO KJIACTepHU30BaTh CTAaTbH, TPHHAJIC)KAIINE OJHOU
mpeaMeTHOW o0xacT, mo Oollee Y3KMM HAIpPAaBICHUSAM, IPUYEM TIONHBIC TEKCTHI
cTaTei He BCerJa JOCTYITHBL.

JanHas paboTa Tpu3BaHA BOCIOJIHHUTH OTH HEAOCTaTKA IIyTEM aHajW3a W
SKCIIEPUMECHTAIBHOTO CPaBHEHHSI KaK KIACCUYECKUX, TaK U COBPEMEHHBIX METOJIOB
KJIACTEPHU3AlMU TEKCTOB B MPWIOKCHHH K HaydHBIM cTaThsM. CTaThs ycTpoeHa
crenyrommM obpazoM. Bo BTOpoM pasiene mpHBOAMTCS 0030p CYIIESCTBYIOIIHX
paboT, B TOM dmcCie IPYrHX OO30pOB M AKCIECPUMEHTAIBHBIX CpaBHEHHWH. B
CIIEIYIOIIEM pa3Jielle OMICHIBACTCS METOIUKA SKCICPUMEHTANBHBIX UCCICIOBAHIN.
YeTBepThlii pa3zaen MOCBSILEH pe3ysibTaTaM 3KCIIEPUMEHTAJIbHOTO CPAaBHEHHS U HX
obcyxnenuro. Jlanee NPUBOAWTCS 3aKIIOYCHHE, MOABOJAIICE MTOT CTaThU H
Mpeasararoiee HanpasjieHusl JajbHeiel paboThl.

2. Cywyecmeyrowjue 0630pbI U 3KCNepuMeHmasbHble CPagHeHUsl

B GosipmuHCTBE 0030pOB, IMOCBSIIEHHBIX METOJAM KIACTEPU3AIldd TEKCTOB,
JOKYMEHTBI TPEICTaBISIOTCS Kak BEKTOphI, B BHae memka cioB (bag of words,
bow), tak 4ro KmacTepuzamMs JOKYMEHTOB pPacCMaTpUBAEeTCS HWMEHHO Kak
KJ1acTepusaist DOWBEKTOPOB.

Tak, Andrews u Fox B pa6ore 2007 roaa [7] ONUCHIBAIOT CIIOCOOBI IPEICTABIEHHS
Habopa JIOKYMEHTOB B BHJI€ BEKTOPHON MOJIEITH, B TOM YHCIIC PA3IMIHBIC CIIOCOOBI
npenoOpaboTKN TEKCTOB, a TakKe aJrOPpUTMbI HMX KIACTEpU3AIlNH, TaKHe Kak
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moupukanud K-means (umm meron K-cpennmx), EM-anroput™ u crekrpanbHas
Kkiactepuzauus. Tak Kak OJHMM U3 TJaBHBIX HEJOCTATKOB IPEICTABICHHS
JIOKYMEHTOB B BHIC MEIIIKa CJIOB SIBIISICTCS] BBICOKAS Pa3MEPHOCTh M Pa3pEKEHHOCTD
MOJy4aeMbIX BEKTOPOB, aBTOPhI TaKK€ MPEACTABISIIOT METOABI TOHMKEHHS
Pa3MepHOCTH BEKTOPHOTO ITPOCTPAHCTBA.

PaccmarpuBast  pasmenmtenbHbie  (partitional)  amropurmer  kimactepuzanuu
JOKYMEHTOB, B YaCTHOCTH K-means, Gomee meranbHOo, Huang mpezacrasiser
OICaHWEe M CpaBHEHHE Mep Omu3ocTH Mexay bow-sekropamu [8]. B cratbe
ONMHUCaHbl IIECTh PA3IMYHBIX Mep OJM30CTH, MEXAY KOTOPBHIMH HPOBEAECHO
JKCMIEpHUMEHTATIBHOE CpaBHEHHME Ha anroputMe K-means; mydiine pe3ymnbTaThl Mo
METPUKaM YUCTOTHI (PUrity) U SHTPONHHU MOKa3aja KIaCTEePU3ALHs, UCTIOIb3YIOMIas
B KauecTBe Mephl Omusoctu kod(h¢unment Kakkapa (Jaccard coeficient) wu
kosddunment koppemsiuuu [Tupcona (Pearson correlation coefficient).
Sathiyakumari u ap. [9] Takke paccMaTpUBAaIOT KIacTEPU3ALUIO JOKYMEHTOB
TOJIBKO MPUMEHUTEJIBHO K UX IMPEACTABJICHUIO B BUJC MCIIKa CJIOB. Ounn BBLICIIAOT
YeThIpe TPYIIbl METOOB KIACTEPU3AIMU TAKUX MPEICTABICHHUN: Pa3IelUTeIbHAas
KJIacTepu3alys, epapxuueckas kinacrepusanms, K-cpenuux u EM-anroputm, xoTs
BO MHOTHX Jpyrux paborax K-means BKIIOYAETCS B TPYIIY Pa3IeTUTENbHBIX
anroputmoB [10, 11].

Kak BHIHO B BBINICYMOMSHYTHIX paboTax, KiIacTepu3alus JOKYMEHTOB OOBIYHO
CBOJMTCSI K KIJIACTEPH3alUK UX BEKTOPHBIX IPEACTABICHUI B BUIE MEIIKA CIIOB.
Knacrepuzauuu BeKTOPOB B 00IIeM cCiyyae, OE30THOCHTEIBHO K TEKCTOBBIM
JIOKYMEHTaM, TaKXKe MTOCBSIIEHO MHOKecTBO pador [10, 12].

Bonee mMpOKUil CHEKTP BO3MOXHBIX BEKTOPHBIX IIPEICTABICHHN JTOKYMEHTA
pasbupaercst B ogHO# u3 rinaB kauru Mining Text Data [13]. B wactHoCcTH, B Heil
OIUCHIBAIOTCSI METO/IbI, UCIOJIB3YIOIME B KAUeCTBE MPU3HAKOB JOKYMEHTOB 4acTo
BCTpEUAOIIHECs] HA0OPHI CIIOB, a TAKXKE METOJbl TEMATHUECKOT0 MOJIEIUPOBAHHUSL.
Kpome Toro, o0o3peBaroTcsi MOAXOABI K OHJIAWH-KIACTEPU3AIMU TEKCTOB,
UCIIONIb30BaHHUI0 TPadoBBIX METOJIOB KilacTepu3alMu (B CIydae €Cld MEexXIy
TEKCTaMH CYLIECTBYIOT CBS3M) M HMEWOUIeHcsl 3apaHee HHGOpPMalMU s
KJTACTEPHU3AI[MH HA OCHOBE AlITOPUTMOB YaCTHYHOTO 00ydeHus (Semi-supervised).

B HexoTopsIx 0030pax aBTOPHI OTAEIBHO BBIAEISAIOT METOABl TaK Ha3bIBAEMOU
ceMaHTHYeCKO# kmactepusanuu. Saiyad u ap. [14] cumTaroT ompemensrOnM
OTJINYMEM CEMaHTUYECKOW KJlacTepu3alMM OT TPaJAUIMOHHOW, OCHOBAHHOW Ha
MEIIKEe CJIOB, WCIOJb30BAaHUE CEMAHTHYECKMX OTHOIIEHUH MEXIy CIOBaMH
JIOKyMEHTOB. ABTOpBI OTHOCST K METO/JAaM CEMaHTHYECKOH KJIacTepH3aluu
HECKOJBKO TPYHII alTOPUTMOB: aJrOPUTMEI, OCHOBAaHHBIC HA OHTOJIOTHSX, TAKHX
kak WordNet; aaropuTmpl, HCHONB3YIONIME B KA4eCTBE MPU3HAKOB JOKYMEHTA
HAOOPHI CBSI3aHHBIX [0 CMBICITY CJIOB; a TAK)KE aJrOPUTMBI, OCHOBaHHBIC Ha rpadax
KOHIICTITOB FJIM WMCHOBAaHHBIX CYIIHOCTEH C CEMAaHTUYECKAMH OTHOIICHHSIMHU
Mexnay HumH. Kpome Toro, X 3TOH TIpymie aBTOpaMU OTHECEHBI aTOPHTMBI,
UCIIOJNIb3YIOIINE JIATEHTHOE CEMaHTHYeCKOE WHACKCUPOBaHHE, XOTS OOBIYHO OHH
CUHUTAOTCA METOAAMH TEMATUYCCKOI0 MOACIIMPOBAHMA.
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3. MemoOdbI knacmepu3ayuu GOKyMeHmMoe

Kaxk mpaBmuito, mponecc KiIacTepu3aliy TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB MOKHO JIOTHYECKU
pa3lenuTh Ha JjBa OCHOBHBIX 3Tama. Ha mepBoM 3Tare TEKCTOBBIC NMPeICTaBICHHS
JOKYMEHTOB IO  ONIpENEJCHHBIM IpaBWIaM  IIEPEBOIAT B  BEKTOpPHBIC
NpeCTaBIeHNs, s TOro 4roObl Ha BTOPOM 3Talle NPUMEHUTH K IIOMYYCHHBIM
BEKTOpPaM METOJbI KJIACTEPU3aLUH, OCHOBAaHHBIC Ha PACCTOSIHUM MEXIY HAMH.
Hmwke Oynyr cHagama TPEACTaBICHBI pa3iIMYHBIE CIIOCOOBI  OTOOpaKEHHS
JOKYMEHTOB B BEKTOPHOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO, a 3aT€M — METOABl KIacTepU3aluH
BekTOopoB. Kpome TOro, OyayT OmECaHBI BO3SMOXKHBIE BapHaHTHI NPenoOpaboTKu
TEKCTOB W MEpHL, C TIOMOIIBI0 KOTOPHIX OOBIYHO OIEHHUBAIOT A(PPEKTHBHOCTH
KJIaCTEepHU3aLIH.

3.1 MeTopabl Ha ocHoBe bag-of-words

HawnbGonee mpocTeIM MpeACTaBICHNEM HOKYMEHTOB B BEKTOPHOM BHAE SIBISIETCS Tak
Has3bIBaGMBI MEIIOK CJIOB. B 1aHHOM cioy4ae Ha OCHOBE Habopa JOKYMEHTOB
CTPOUTCS CJIOBaph M3 BCEX BCTPEUAIOLIUXCA B HEM N-TpaMM, TJie N MEHbIIIE WIH PAaBHO
KaKOMY-TO 3apaHee 3aJaHHOMYy 3HauyeHHo. [IOKyMEHT mpencraBisieTcss HabOpOM
MPU3HAKOB, KaXJIOMy U3 KOTOPBIX COOTBETCTBYET O/IHA N-TpaMMa M3 CJIOBaps.
BinaryBOW. B mnpocreiiiiiem, GUHapHOM, ClydYae NaHHbBIH MPU3HAK MPUHAMACT
3Ha4YeHue | B ciydae, eciii B JOKyMEHTE BCTPEYaeTCsl COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs N-TpaMMa,
u 0 — uHaue.

CountBOW. Ilpeamnonarast, 4TO 3HaYUMOCTh IOSIBJIICHHSI N-TPaMMbI B JIOKYMEHTE
TeM OOJIblIe, YeM Yallle OHAa B HEM IOSIBIISIETCSI, TOT METOJI YYUTHIBAET KOJIMUECTBO
BXOXKACHHUH N-TpaMMbl B JOKYMEHTE, IOMHMO caMoro (akra BXOXAeHHs. Takum
00pa3oM, KaxIbplid MPU3HAK [TOKA3BIBAET, CKOJIBKO pa3 COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs N-rpamMma
MOSBIISETCA B IOKyMEHTE.

TF-IDF. Ins Toro u4TtoObl CHM3UTHh BJIMUSHHUE JUIMHBI TEKCTa Ha €ro IMPHU3HAKH,
UCTIONIB3YETCS HOPMATU3aIis KOIWYEeCTBA BXOXKICHUH N-TpaMM Ha pa3Mep TeKCTa.
Torma xkax/aplii TPH3HAK MPUHUMAET BUI 4acTOThI N-rpammel (term frequency wmm
tf) [15], xoropas cuMTaeTCs KaK OTHOILICHHE KOJIMYECTBA BXOXJICHUMN
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH N-rpaMMBI K OOIIEMY KOJIMYECTBY CJIOB B JOKYMEHTE.
ITockonbky, kKak NMpaBMIIO, 3HAYMMOCTH IOSIBJICHUS B JOKYMEHTE pPa3IM4YHBIX N-
rpaMM pa3auyacTcsl, IPUMEHSIOTCS Pa3InYHbIE CXEMbl B3BEIIUBAHUS IPU3HAKOB.
Haubomee mmpoko mcmonp3dyeMass u3 Takux cxem — 1F-IDF. OHa ucmnonezyet
HPEINON0KEHHE O TOM, YTO 3HAYUMOCTh N-TPaMMBl HPSAMO IPONOPLHOHANbHA
4acTOTe €€ IOSBJIEHHS B JOKYMEHTE M O00paTHO IIpOIOPIMOHANEHA JI0JIe
JIOKyMEHTOB B Habope, B KOTOpPHIX 3Ta N-rpamMma BCTpedaercs. Takum oOpasom,
HanOOJBIINI BEC MOJyJYaeT N-rpaMMa, 9aCTO BCTPEUAIOIIASCS B OJTHOM JTOKYMEHTE,
HO HE BCTPEYAOUIAsiCsl B OCTAIBHBIX, 4 3HAYUT — OTJIWYAIONIAs 3TOT JOKYMEHT OT
ocTtanbHbeIX. [IpW3HAKM MOKYMEHTOB B 3TOM IIOJXO/AE NPEACTaBIAIOT COOOH
MIPOM3BEICHUE IBYX BEIMYUH, YaCTOTHI N-TpaMMBI U 00paTHON YacTOTHI TOKYMEHTa
(inverse document frequency):
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D
TF - IDF(ti,dj,D) = t,f(ti7dj) - log #1

|(dj > )]
rae t f(t;, d;) — gactora n-rpammet ¢; B tokymente dj, ) — Habop JOKYMEHTOB,
|(d;j D t;)| — Bce Takue nOKyMeHTHI B HaGOpe, B KOTOPBIX BCTpedaeTcsi N-rpaMma

t;.

BM25. Whissel u gp. [16] sKclepHMEHTANbHO TOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO JIyYIIHE
pe3ynbpTaTel B KJIACTEPU3AIMH TEKCTOB JIEMOHCTPUPYET OPYyrod BapHaHT
B3BCIIMBAHMS 3HAYNMOCTH cJIoB: MeTox BM25. B Hem orpaHnunBaeTcst 3SHAUMMOCTD
Y4acTOTHI N-TpaMMBI, a TaK)Ke OHa HE TONBKO HOPMAIIM3YETCs 110 €ro pa3Mepy, HO U
OTPAaHMUYNBACTCS CBEPXY, YTO IMO3BOJIIET N30€KaTh MPUCBANBAHUS CIOBY CIHIITKOM
Gosbioro Beca [13]. 3naueHne NPU3HAKOB JUIs N-rpaMMbl t; B IOKYMEHTE d; B 9TOM
METOJIe PacCUUThIBAaETCA 10 cieayomei Gopmyre.

, tf(ti,d;)- (k1 +1)
de(tz) : . _ ] |dj| ! . ' ;
ki-(1—b+b ) +tf(ts, dy)

|davg

rie |d;j| — anMHa IaHHOrO IOKYMEHTa;
Habope; k1 1 b — CBOGOIHBIC TAPAMETPBL.
CTOUT OTMETHTb, YTO B METO/AX UCIOJB3YIOIINX B KAYECTBE IPU3HAKOB N-TPaMMBl,
Kak IPaBHJIO yIUTBHIBAIOTCS HE BCE M3 HUX. ECTh HECKOJIBKO cITOCOOOB OTOPACKIBATH
He3HaunMble N-rpaMMbl. OfMH U3 HUX: HE YYUTHIBATh T€ N-TPaMMBI, KOJIHMYECTBO
BXOXKACHHH B HaOOpe NOKyMEHTOB KOTOPHIX HI)XKE, Y€M ONpENICNICHHBIH 3apaHee
nopor. Jlpyroit cmoco0: oTcopTHpoBaTh BCe N-TpaMMBl B CIIOBape IO YacTOTE
yIoTpeOJICHUsT M YyYUTHIBaTh TOJIKO M TMEPBBIX, IIe M TaKkKe 3aJaeTcsl 3apaHee.
Tperuii cnoco6: He YYUTHIBATH N-TPaMMbl, BXOJSIINE B CIUIIKOM OOJBIIYIO JIOJIO
JIOKYMEHTOB M3 Ha0opa, IOCKOJbKY TakKHhe CJIOBa, Kak MpPaBWJIO, HE HECYT
CMBICJIOBOW HAarpy3KH, IO3BOJIIOIIEH XapaKTepU30BaTh JOKYMEHT. Takke MOXKHO
HE yYHUTBIBATh CJIOBA, BXO/SIIIME B 3apaHee MOATOTOBICHHBII CIIMCOK CTOI-CJIOB.

davg| — CpenHss UIMHA TOKYMEHTOB B

3.2 Bag-of-terms

lonomazoB [17] ucmonp3yeT TEPMHHBI B KadeCTBE MPU3HAKOB JOKYMEHTA JJIsl
KJIACTEepU3aLMN M KiacCH(UKAIlMM JOKYMEHTOB. B TakoM moaxone 3HAUYUMBIMHU
CUHTAIOTCS HE BCE N-TPaMMEI, a TOJIBKO OIpe/IesIeHHBIN Habop 3apaHee BBICICHHBIX
TepMuHOB. [IpH 3TOM, OCTPOWB MAaTpPHUIly BXOKACHUH TEPMHUHOB B JOKYMEHTHI, C
HUMH MOXXHO OINEpHPOBATh TOYHO TakK K€, KaK ¢ OOBIYHBIMH N-TpaMMaMH B BBIIIE
OIMCAaHHBIX METOAX.

MeTompl KTacTepu3allii C MCIOIBb30BAaHHEM H3BIICUEHHBIX TEPMHUHOB ITOJIE3HBI B
cillydyae JOKYMEHTOB HEOOJNBIIOH JUIMHBI M3 Y3KOW NpeIMeTHOH o00iacTH.
Hampumep, D. Pinto [18] u ap. KiacTepu3ylT aHHOTALMH HAay4YHBIX CTaTed
UCIIOJIb3YSl OPUTMHAIBHBIE METOIbI U3BJIEYECHUS TEPMHHOB.
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3.3 TemaTnyeckoe mogenvpoBaHue

Jpyrue crnocoObl W3BJICYEHUs MPU3HAKOB W3 JOKYMEHTOB 4YaCTO Ha3bIBAIOT
METOlaMH  TeMaTHYeCKOTO MOJCIMPOBAHMS, TaK Kak B HHX  KaKIbIiA
pE3yNbTHPYIOIIMIT ~ MPU3HAK  MOXKHO OTHECTH K  OIpEACICHHOH  Teme,
NpE/ICTABICHHON B Habope NOKyMeHTOB. K OCHOBHBIM METOAaM TEMAaTHYECKOTO
MoxenupoBanust otHocstes Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA), Nonnegative Matrix
Factorization (NMF), Probablistic LSA (pLSA) u Latent Dirichlet Allocation
(LDA).

LSA. Meron LSA (raxke HaseiBaeMblii latent semantic indexing, LSI),
npemtoxxeHHbrii Deerwester u mp. [19], ucmons3yer Ui NOHMKEHUS pa3MEPHOCTH
METOJI CHHTYJISIpHOTO pasnoxenus (Singular value decomposition i SVD). SVD
MO3BOJISIET OTOOPA3UTh JaHHBICE B HOBOC IPOCTPAHCTBO MCHBIICH Pa3MEPHOCTH, B
KOTOpPOM Bce Oa3HMCHBICE BeKTOpa OyAyT OPTOTOHANBHBI, a Pa3OpOC MaHHBIX B
OpPTOTOHAILHOW TMPOEKIMH Ha 3TH OCH — MaKCHUMalbHbIM. B HeM W3HavaabHas
marpuna AaHHelX X (kak mpasuio, TF-IDF B ciydae kiactepusaludél TEKCTOB)
packnansiBaeTcs Ha 3 caenyromum obpasom: X = UXVT, e U u V. —
MAaTpPHIbI, COCTOSIINE U3 JICBBIX M MPaBBIX CHHTYISPHBIX BEKTOPOB MaTpuipbl X, a
>, — JwWaroHaJbHAas MaTpWIlA, COCTOSIIAs W3 CHHTYJISAPHBIX 3HadeHWid X.
PesynbTupyromias ke MaTpuila, CTPOKH KOTOPOH COOTBETCTBYIOT BEKTOpaM
JOKyMeHTOB, umeeT umeet Bun 1 = X'V}, tne V; — nepsoie | ctpok mMatpuist V,
COOTBETCTBYIOIIHE | HAMOOIBIINM CHHTYIISIPHBIM 3HAUCHUSAM U3 Y.

NMF. Xu u mp. [20] mpeanararoT HCIONB30BATH IS KJIACTEPHU3AIMH BEKTOpA,
nony4yennsie MeTozoM NMF, B kotopoM, kak u B LSA, maHHbIC 0TOOpakaroTCs B
HOBOE MPOCTPAHCTBO C IEJbI0 MAKCUMH3HPOBATh pa3dpoc Mo Ka)kI0W M3 ero oceu.
Otmnuuss NMF ot LSA cocrost B ToM, uto B NMF HOBOE MpOCTPaHCTBO MOXKET
ObITh HE OPTOTOHAJIBHO, a TAKXKE MPUHUMAET TOJBKO MATPHIBI, B KOTOPBIX BCE
3JIEMEHTHI HEOTPHIATEeNIbHBI. Kak yTBEp)KIaeTcs B OPHUTHHAJIBHON CTaThe, ITO
MO3BOJISIET JIOCTHYDL 0O0Jiee CHIBHOTO COOTBETCTBHS MEXKIY PE3YJIbTHPYIOIUMU
OCSIMH U KJIaCTepaMHU JIOKYMEHTOB.

pLSA. B pa6ote Hofmann u ap. [21] BBoauTcs MeTox probabilistic latent semantic
allocation (pLSA). Ha Bxox Meroay momarorcst Habop cioB W, HaGop TOKyMEHTOB
D, a raxxke xommuectso TeM | 1’| B 3ToM HaGope. B pesynsraTe OH reHepHpyeT JBe
MATPHIBL. DIEMEHTbl MATPULBL P yy/|, |7 COOTBETCTBYIOT BEPOSTHOCTH TOTO, YTO

OTIpesIeNieHHOE CJIOBO OTHOCHTCS K OTpe/IeeHHOM TeMe: Pyt = P(w|t). DnemenTsI
©)|7|x|D| COOTBETCTBYIOT BEPOATHOCTH TOTO, UTO ONPEIC/ICHHAS TeMa BCTPEUACTCs
B nokymente: Oig = p(t|d). DTH MaTPUIBEI CTPOSTCA C HOMOIIBI0 MAKCHMH3AIUHI
JorapudmMa npaBronoo0us cienyonen GyHKInum.

L(D,2,0)=> > c(w,d)Iny _ duibiy — max
deD wed teT 2,0

e c(w, d) — konnuecTBO BXOK/IEHHUIH ClIOBa W B 0KyMeHTe d. 3aTeM B KauecTBe
IIPE/ICTABICHHS JOKYMEHTOB HCIIOJIB3YFOTCS CTOJIOLBI MAaTpHIBl O.
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LDA. Jlpyroii MeTom MOIETHPOBAHMs JOKYMEHTOB C IOMOIIBIO TEMaTHYECKOTO
mogemuposanusi, LDA, npemnaraercs Blei u ap. [22]. OHu BBIIENSIOT HECKOJIBKO
HemocTaTkoB PLSA, ¢ KOTOPBIME CHpAaBISIETCSt HX METOJ. BO-TIEpBBIX, KOJINYIECTBO
mapameTpoB PLSA nmHEiHO 3aBHCHT OT pa3Mepa oOydaromero kopiyca. Bo-
BTOPBIX, HESCHO, KaK OLCHUBATh BEPOSTHOCTH JOKYMEHTOB HE M3 O00Ydalollero
koprmyca. B ormuume ot PLSA, LDA nemaer mnpedmoNioKeHUs O CIy4aiiHOM
pacnpesieneH BEKTOPOB TE€M M BEKTOPOB AOKyMeHTOB. W mias Tem, m jams
JIOKyMEHTOB IIPEIIIOJIAraeTcs, YTO MX BEKTOpPA IOPOXKAAIOTCS PACIpE/IesICHHEM U3
napaMeTprUuecKoro ceMeicTBa pacrpeaeneHui Jupuxie.

3.4 Word embeddings

B 2013 roxy T. Mukosos u ap. [23] mpencrasunu Momenb SKipgram (Takke 9acto
yIIOMHUHAETCS Kak WOrd2vec moerns). Dta Mojieis, 00yueHHast Ha KOPITyce TEKCTOB,
0TOOpaXkaeT CJIOBa B BEKTOPHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO HEOOJNBLION pa3MEpHOCTH TaKUM
00pa3oM, 4TO PacCCTOSTHHE MEXIy HHUMHU TEM MCHBIIE, YeM OJIFKE 3HAYCHUS ITHX
cioB. Takoi 3¢ dexT mocTuraercsi ¢ MOMOUIBIO MCKYCCTBEHHON HEHPOHHOW CETH,
HATPEHUPOBAHHOW NPE/ICKa3bIBaTh M0 BEKTOPY CJIOBA €0 KOHTEKCT; TAKUM 00pazoM
CJIOBA, MOSIBJISIFOIIIMECS B CXOKMX KOHTEKCTAX, OTOOpaKAIOTCS B OJIM3KUE BEKTOPA.
WVAvgPool. C mnoMomipi0 Takux BEKTOPOB MOXHO IOJYYHUTh W BEKTOPHOE
npeCTaBlIeHIe JOKYMEHTOB: Hampumep Xing u ap. [24] mpeanmaraioT CTPOUTH
BEKTOpa JOKYMEHTOB HPOCTHIM YCPEJIHCHHEM BEKTOPOB BCEX CJIOB B 3TOM
JOKyMeHTe. B skcriepumeHTax Ha 3ajave Kiaccu(UKaluyu TEKCTOB JaHHBIN IT0IX0/
3HaYUTeNbHO mpes3omen LDA.

B 2015, 4epe3 nBa roga mocie MyOJMKaLMKM CTaThH O BEKTOPHOM IIPECTABICHUU
cmoB, Le u Mikolov [25] ommcanu aBa MeToma BEKTOPHOTO TPEACTABICHHUS
JOKYMEHTOB 1oJ] o0muM Ha3BaHueM Paragraph Vectors. OHu HCTIONB3YIOT CXOXKYHO
¢ word2veC HeWpoceTeByl0 MOJelNb, MbITAsCh MO BEKTOPY, OTHOCSIIEMYCS K
JOKYMEHTY, IIPeACKa3aTh BCTPEUYAIOIINECs B HEM CIIOBA.

B nepBom merone, HasBanHom Distributed Memory (PV-DM), wueiipocets 1o
BEKTOPY JOKYMEHTa M HEKOTOPOH II0CIEA0BAaTEeILHOCTH BEKTOPOB  CJIOB
TPEHUPYETCS MPEICKa3bIBaTh BEKTOP CIIEIYIOIIETO CIOBA B JOKYMEHTE.

Bo BTopom metoze, Distributed Bag of Words (PV-DBOW), ueiipocets 00yuaercst
NpeCcKa3bIBaTh BCE CIIOBA B JOKYMEHTE 10 €r0 BEKTODY.

Takum 00pa3oMm, ocHoBHoe oTiuune PV-DM or PV-DBOW cocrout B TOM, 4YTO
PV-DM yunTsIBaeT HHGOPMAIHIO O TIOPSAKE CIOB B TOKYMEHTE.

3.5 KnacTtepusauus npusHakoB

WordClustering. Slonim u Tishby npeanararor ucmoib30BaTh B KauecTBe
MPHU3HAKOB HE caMH NTpaMMEI, a WX KiacTepsl [26]. B takoMm moaxoae mpoBoguTcs
JBa IIara KJIacTEePU3allM{: CHAadala KJIACTEPU3YIOTCS BCE N-TpaMMbI B CIIOBape,
3aTeM KOJIMYECTBO BXOXACHHH N-TpaMM KaXIZOTO KiIacTepa HCIONb3YyeTCcsS B
KadyecTBE TNPHU3HAKOB U KJIacTepU3allMil JOKyMeHTOB. [Ipm 3TOM N-TpamMMbl
npeAcTaBIsIoTcs B Buae cromomoB TF-IDF  marpumer u  moryt  ObITH
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KJIaCTEPU30BaHbl JIOOBIM METOJIOM KJIaCTEPHU3alldM BEKTOPOB. B opHrHHAIBHOM
cTaThe IS Kiactepusanuu ObuT ucnosb3osan Information Bottleneck Algorithm.
WV Clustering. Bmecto mpezcrasienus cioB B Bujae cTonomnos TF-IDF marpuist
MOKHO TaKKe HCIONIB30BaTh BEKTOPA, MONyUYEHHbIE ¢ TIoMomIpio Word2vec. Takoii
TI0/IXO]] HCTIOJIB3YIOT B CBOCH crathe Qimin u ap. [27].

3.6 CemaHTH4ecKasi Knactepusauus

Hekoropeie paboOThl BBIACISIOT B OTACIBHYIO TPYIIY METOIBl CEMaHTHYCCKOMN
KJIaCTepU3allui, KOTOPBHIE HCIIOJIB3YIOT CEMaHTUYECKHE OTHOIICHUS MEXIY
CJIOBaMH JJIsl MIPEICTaBICHUSI IOKYMEHTOB.

K Ttakum MeTomaM OTHOCSTCS, B TOM YHCJE, aITOPUTMBbI, OCHOBaHHBIE Ha
outonorusix. Hampumep, Hotho u gp. [28] wHCMONB3yHOT OHTOJNOTHH, YTOOBI
HaXOJUTh B TEKCTE CHHOHUMBI U BOCIPUHUMATH UX B KayeCTBE OJIHOTO DJIEMEHTA,
TEM CaMbIM COKpaIllasi pa3MepHOCTh IPOCTPAHCTBA.

Choudhary u Bhattacharyya [29] npeacTaBisiioT Kakablii TEKCT B BHIE Tpada, Ybu
BEPIIMHBI COOTBETCTBYIOT CJIOBaM TEKCTa, a pedpa — CEMaHTHYECKUM OTHOILEHUSIM
MEXJ1y 3TUMU CJIIOBaMHU.

Takke K CeMaHTHYECKOM KiIacTepH3allii OTHOCST METOJbl, HCIIONB3YIOIIHE B
Ka4yecTBe NPU3HAKOB JIOKYMEHTA JIEKCHUECKHE IETIOYKH — HaOOpbI CBS3aHHBIX I10
CMBICITy cJI0B B Texcte [30].

3.7 MeToAabl Knactepusauum BeKTOpoB

MO>HO BBIJICTUTh HECKOJIBKO OCHOBHBIX IPYIII METO/IOB KJIACTEPH3ALUH BEKTOPOB

Mertopl  pa3feNUTEeNbHON  KIaCTEpPHU3alMM  UTEPATHBHO  IEPENPUCBAMBAIOT
00beKTaM METKH KIIACTEPOB MOKa He OyJeT HaiiiecHo ONTUMAaIbHOE pa3jieieHue Ha
KJIacTepbl B COOTBETCTBUM C OINpPEJCICHHON (YHKIMEH OIM30CTH MEeXIy
obbekramu. Kak mpaBuiio, KOJMYECTBO KIACTEPOB B TAKMX METO/AX OMPEIENSETCS
KakK mapameTp 3apaHee u 0003HadaeTcs Kak k.

B kiactepu3aiiy JIOKYMEHTOB IIUPOKO HCIOINb3yeTcs Mero] K-means, kotopsiit
W3HAYAIBHO CITyYalHBIM 00pasoM BBIOMpaeT IEHTP Macc IS Kaxaoro u3 k
KJIaCTEpPOB U MPUCBAMBAET KaXKJIOMY JOKYMEHTY METKY TOTO KJlacTepa, pacCTOsSHHE
JI0 IEHTpa Macc KOTOPOro OT HEro MEHbIle. A 3aTeM, Ha KakJOH HTepaluy,
AITOPUTM  BBIYHCIIACT HEHTPbBI MacC KIACTCPOB W INEPEIPHUCBANBACT HUX METKHU
JOKYMEHTaM 10 CXOAUMOCTHU, TO €CTb HCUBMEHHOCTHU METOK BCEX JJOKYMCHTOB.

B ommmume ot mpeapiayiiero Meroza, K-medoids BeiOupaer B KadecTBe IEHTpa
Macc MEIMaHHBIA OOBEKT W3 KIacTepa, TaKUM o00pa3oM, pemas Mpodiemy
YCTOIYMBOCTH K BEIOpOCAM.

Hepapxuueckas xiacmepusayusi TOAPa3yMEBaeT IMOCTPOSHUE NEHIPOrpPaMMbl —
JilepeBa KJIacTepOB, B KOTOPOM KOpPHEM SIBJSIETCSI KJIACTEepP COCTOSIIMIA U3 BCETo
Habopa MaHHBIX, a J€TH KaXAOH BEpPIIMHBI 3TOTO JepeBa COOTBETCTBYIOT
pa3lielieHHIo 3TOro Kiactepa Ha MOJKIacTepsl. JIeHAporpaMMa MOMKET CTPOHUTHCS
JBYMsI CHOCOOAMU: CHH3Y BBEPX HIJIM CBEPXY BHH3.
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B mepBoMm cnydae, m3HauadbHO KaXKIbl OOBEKT BBIIEIICH B OTIENBHBINA KiacTep,
HamOosee ONM3KUE W3 KOTOPBIX 3aTeM OOBEHUHSIOTCS B OAWH. TakoW IOAXOJ
Ha3BIBACTCS AarJOMepaTHBHON KjacTepu3aumueii. B oOparHomM momxome —
AUBU3MBHOI KJacTepU3alMM — CHadaja Bce OOBEKTHl OOBEAWHEHBI B OJMH
KJ1acTep, KOTOPBIH 3aTeM PEKypCHBHO Pa3JessieTcs Ha MOJKIacTephl.

Memoowr knacmepusayuu ocnosannvie na niomnocmu (density-based) onpenensior
KaK KIacTephl IUIOTHO PACIOJOXKEHHBIE TPYMIBl 00BeKTOB. OIUH W3 IIMPOKO
UCTIONIb3yeMbIX MeToJoB 3Tod rpymmsl — DBSCAN — paboraer cienyromum
obpa3zoM. HaunHas BINOJHEHHE Ha CIIy4aliHOM O0BEKTE BHIOOPKH, OH ONpEIeIIsIET,
€CTh JIMI B OKPECTHOCTH paauyca € 3TOro oOBbEeKTa KOJIMYECTBO OOBEKTOB, HE
MeHbIIIce 3apaHee 3a[aHHOr0 mapamerpa minSamples, u, eciu ecTh, OpeenseT
9Ty OKpPECTHOCTh Kak KiacTep; Jajiee Bce OOBEKTHI, JIeKAlle B €-OKPECTHOCTH
KJIacTepa, IPUCBAMBAIOTCSA ATOMY KJacTepy. DTO TOBTOpSETCA OO0 TeX IOp, MOKa
eCTh HeNOCCIIeHHbIe O00BeKTh. Ecmm B wHTOre OO0BEKT OKa3bIBacTCA HE
MPHUHAIJICKAIIAM HAKAKOMY KJIACTEPY, OH IIOMeYaeTcs KakK ITyM. € Takke 3amaéres
KaK BHEITHUH MMapaMeTp MeTo/a.

3.8 Mepbl oueHKkn 3adhpeKTUBHOCTHU

Jns onenkn 3¢dexkTUBHOCTH KiIACTEpU3AlMU TPaJULIMOHHO BBIIACIAIOT JBa THIIA
Mep: BHEIIHUE MEPBbI, UCIIOJb3YIOIINE TOMOIHUTEIbHYIO (BHELIHIOW) HH(POPMAIIHIO
O HACTOSIIIEM paclpeieieHNH OOBEKTOB IO KilaccaM, ¥ BHYTPEHHHE MeEpHI,
UCIIOJIB3YIOIINE TOJIBKO HH(POPMALIMIO O CaMOU KJIaCTEepU3alHH.

Crnenys 0630py Amigo u ap. [31], MOXHO BBIAEIMTH CIEAYIOIIHAE OCHOBHBIE
IPyIIbl BHEIIHUX Mep 3P (PEeKTHBHOCTH.

Mepbi, ocnosannvie na conocmagnenuu mrodxcecms. Purity, Inverse Purity [32], F-
measure. T Mepbl OCHOBAaHBI Ha METPHUKAaX TOYHOCTH U TIOJHOTHI, CTAHAAPTHBIX
JUIst OLICHKH (G GEeKTUBHOCTH UH()OPMALMOHHOTO TIOUCKA.

Mepul, ocnosannvie na noocueme nap: Jaccard Coefficient, Folkes-Mallows Index,
Rand Index (RI) [33], Adjusted Rand Index (ARI) [34]. Meps! u3 manHoO# TpymIbl
OCHOBaHbI Ha MOZCYETe Map OOBEKTOB, B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT MX NONAJaHUs B OJIMH U
TOT K€ KJIACC/KJIacTep WU B Pa3HBbIE.

Mepui, ocnosannvie na sumponuu: codctBeHHo Entropy, a taoke Class Entropy
[35], Variation of Information [33], Mutual Information (MI) [20], Adjusted Mutual
Information(AMI) [36], Normalized Mutual Information(NMI) [37], Vmeasure
[38]. Mepbl W3 JnaHHOW Tpymmbl OCHOBaHBl Ha MOACYETe MHap OOBEKTOB, B
3aBHCHMOCTH OT UX MOMNAJaHHs B OJMH M TOT )K€ KJIACC/KIIacTep WU B Pa3HbIE.
Mepui, couemarowue ceoticmsa npedwvioywux 2pynn mep. BCubed Precision [39],
BCubed Recall, BCubed F-measure. 3t Mepbl YCPEAHSIOT CTAHAAPTHBIE METPUKH
TOYHOCTH/TIOMHOTBI/F-Mepbl A KaxIoro o0ObeKTa; Kak MoKa3aid AMHIO U Jp.
[31], BCubed F-measure ymoBieTBOpsieT BCEM MNpPEAJOKEHHBIM B 3TOW pabore
AKCHOMaM, B OTJIMYUE OT OCTaIbHBIX MEP.
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K mactosmemy BpeMeHu TipemioxkeHo Oosee 30 BHYTpeHHHX Mep
3¢ pexTuBHOCTH [40] U TPOBEIEHO MHOXKECTBO MX cpaBHeHHM [40, 41, 42].

B skcriepumenTanbHoM cpaBHernd 30 mep Arbelaitz u ap. [40] mokassiBaroT, 9TO
mepor Silhouette [43], Davies—Bouldin [44], Calinski-Harabasz [45], 0606mieHHBIC
uHnekcsl Dunn [46], uanekc COP [47] m SDbw [48] moOKa3bIBalOT JIydlne
pe3yabTaThl, €M OCTAIbHBIE MEphI, NMPH 3TOM mpeBocxoacTBo Mepsl Silhouette
cratuctiyeckn 3HaunMo (tect Hladdepa c yporeMm 3HaumMOocTH 10%).

4. Memoduka 3kcrnepumMeHmarsbHbIX uccriedoeaHull

OOmas cxema pabOTHI HCCIENTYyEeMbIX METOJOB COCTOMT M3 3 3TaloB, KOTOPHIE
noapoOHO omucaHel B noapasnenax 4.1-4.3. Tlompasmen 4.4 moOCBAIICH
UCIIONIb3YEMbIM Ha0oOpaM JaHHBIX; B TMOCICIHEM IOJpa3fielie apryMEeHTHPYETCs
BEIOOp Mep 3 dexTuBHOCTH.

4.1 NpepobpaboTtka
Jlns npeaBapuTensHOM 0OpabOTKM BXOAHOTO TEKCTa MPUMEHSIACH ClEdyHoLIas
OCJIEI0BATENLHOCTD JIEHCTBHIM]:
1. TokeHmsanms: ucmois3oBanach Oubmmoreka NLTK (Natural Language
Toolkit)? [49]:
2.  yjaneHue 3HAKOB NPENUHAHMS;

w

[IEPEBO/] CJIOB B HYKHUI PETUCTD;

4. ypanmeHue CTOI-CJIOB: HCIONB30BAINCH CIUCKH cTom-ciioB u3 NLTK u
Scikit-learn® [50];

5. CTEMMHMHT: HCIONb3oBaics cremmurr Snowball (Porter2)* us 6u6nuorexu

NLTK.

4.2 Bektopusauus

OCHOBHOE OTJIUYKE HCCIICAYEMbIX METOJI0OB 3aKJIF0YAIOCh B CIIOCO0E BEKTOPHU3ALUU
Tekcrta. BbutM wccnesoBaHbl crenyone Meronsi: BinaryBOW, CountBOW,
TermBOW, TF-IDF, BM25, NMF, LDA, WVAvgPool, PV-DM, PV-DBOW,
WordClustering, WV Clustering.

Meton TermBOW mpencrasnser coboit Mmogudukanuto merono CountBOW u TF-
IDF, B KOTOpBIX BMECTO CJIOB PACCMATPUBAIOTCSI TEPMUHBI, HAMICHHBIE C TOMOII[BIO
metozoB CValue, Weirdness, LinkProbability, NovelTopicModel, DomainModel,
KeyConceptRelatedness, Voting, PU (cM. 0030p MeTOIOB H3BICYCHUS
tepmuHoioruu [51]). Mcnonb3oBanacek peanu3ais OHOIHOTEKH ATR4S® [52].

2 http://www.nltk.org/

% http://scikit-learn.org/

* http://snowball.tartarus.org/algorithms/english/stemmer.html
% https://github.com/ispras/atrds

170



Tapxomenko IT.A., I'puropseB A.A., Actpaxannes H.A. O630p 1 KCriepUMEHTaIbHOE CPABHEHHE METOJI0B
knactepusanuu tekctoB. Tpyast UCIT PAH, 2017 r., Tom 29, Beim. 2, ¢. 161-200

st peanu3arm meroaoB BinaryBOW, CountBOW, TF-IDF, LDA, NMF,
WordClustering, WV Clustering, TermBOW wucnons3oBanace oubauoreka Scikit-
learn.

Hnst peanmmzanmu metomoB WVAvgPool, WVClustering, PV-DM, PV-DBOW
HCIoNb30Banach oubmmoreka Gensim® [53], mpemocraBnsromas METOIBI LI
TEMaTHYECKOTO MOJICTMPOBAHUS M MOJYyYEHHsS BEKTOPHBIX MPEICTABICHUI CIIOB
(word2vec, doc2vec).

I WVAvgPool ucnonssoBanace momens Word2Vec, obydeHHas Ha TeKCTax
anrTHiickoi Bukumeaun (Ha despans 2015 roxa)’.

IMockonbky anroputMm K-means, BbIOpaHHBIH B KadeCcTBE OCHOBHOTO MeETO/a
KiIacTepm3anuu (cM. 4.3), ocHOBaH Ha EBKIIMIOBOM pacCcTOSIHUH, KOTOPOE YIHTHIBACT
JUTHHY BEKTOPOB, W MOCKOJIBKY ISl KJIACTEpH3alMU JIOKYMEHTOB IO TeMaTHKaM HX
JUTMHA He BakHA [§], BCce BEKTOPBI ObLIM HOPMAJIU30BaHbI B L2-HOpMe.

4.3 Knactepusauus

Beuim  mcciemoBaHBl  CIEOYIONIME — METOIBI  KiacTepu3aluu:  K-means,
arJoMepaTiBHAs KJIAacTEpHU3alLlys, CHEKTpaldbHAas KiacTepusanus (MCIIOJIb30BaNaCh
peanusais 6ubmmorexku Scikit-learn). Tlocie mpeaBapUTENbHBIX IKCIEPUMEHTOB
OBLIO PEIICHO He MPOBOIUTH Hccienoanue anroputma DBSCAN [54], Tak kak oH
MPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBAJI CIUIIKOM BBICOKYIO YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH K BEIOOPY MapaMeTpoB
(min_samples u eps); kpome toro, DBSCAN noctatoyHo MHOTO OOBEKTOB HE
OTHOCUT HU K OJHOMY M3 KJAacTEpoB, IIOMedas UX KakK IIyM, YTO 3aTPyAHSAET €ro
CpaBHEHHE C IPYTHMMH aJIrOPUTMaMH KIIaCTCPU3ALNH.

KosmuectBo kmactepoB K 3amaBamoch B KauecTBe MapameTpa s anroputMoB K-
means u arJoMepaTUBHON KiacTepusamuu. J[Is Kakaoro ucciieayeMoro Habopa
JaHHBIX (UKCHPOBAJIOCH MHOXKECTBO BO3MOXKHBIX 3HaueHHMiI napamerpa K, koTopbie
nepeOMpaiick B TIpoliecce MOWCKa Jydmrero Habopa mapamerpoB. OcraibHbIE
HapaMeTphl allTOPUTMOB KJIACTEPHU3AIMH HCIOIb30BAIUCE 110 YMOIYAHHIO .

B wacTHOCTH, A MHHLMATW3alMH LEHTPOB KIAaCTepoB B K-Means mpuMeHsuics
anmroput™m  k-means++  [55]. [lns  monmydeHWs yCTOWYHBBIX  PE3YJILTATOB
coBepmranioch 10 3amyckoB k-means; w3 10 monydeHHBIX —KIIaCTepHU3aIUid
BeIOMpanack Jydmas (MUHHMHU3MPYIOIIAsh CyMMapHO€ pacCTOSHHE  BCeX
KJIaCTEPU3YEMBIX OOBEKTOB JI0 ONMKANIINX IEHTPOB KJIACTEPOB).

4.4 Habopbl AaHHbIX

3KCHepI/IMeHTaHLHO€ HucciIieJ0BaHUE TIIPOBOAWUJIOCH Ha Ha60an JaHHbIX 20
Newsgroups (20 NG)° [56], Krapivin (KR) [57], aurorauun u3 Krapivin (Krapivin-
abstracts, KRabs), TREC GEN 2007 (TG2007) [58].

¢ https://radimrehurek.com/gensim/

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

8 Bepcus Scikit-learn: 0.18.1

® http://qwone.com/~jason/20Newsgroups/
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Ha6op manubix 20 Newsgroups mpexacraBisieT coboii 18846 HOBOCTHBIX cTaTew,
KaJas M3 KOTOPBIX TocBsmieHa omHod m3 20 Tem. BkitodeHwe storo Habopa
JIAHHBIX B HCCJIEJOBaHUe ObLIO MPOAUKTOBAHO €r0 YacThIM HCIOJIb30BAaHHEM B
paboTax, IOCBAMIEHHBIX KIIACTepU3aIMy TEKCTOB (Hampumep, B [8, 26, 59]).

HaGop mammbix Krapivin  cocToUT W3 HAyYHBIX CTaTeH, MOCBSIICHHBIX
KoMIbIOTepHBIM ~ Haykam (Computer Science). B kadectBe oXmmaeMoit
KJIaCTepU3alui  CTaTeil  ObUTM  WCIOJNB30BaHBI  TEMbl  BEPXHErO  YPOBHS
knaccudukamn  ACM  CCS  (Computing Classification System)™, kotopsie
MPOCTABIISIOTCS CTAThsIM BPYUHYIO dKcriepramu. M3 Habopa manubix Krapivin obutu
B3ATHl CTaThH, MMEIOIIME POBHO OJHY TEMy BEpXHero ypoBHs. Takux crateid
okaszayioch 1478, KOIMYECTBO pa3IMYHBIX TeM: 12.

IMomumo ocHOBHOrO Habopa manHbIX Krapivin, Tarke w#cHomb3oBaics HAGOP
JIAHHBIX, COCTOSILIMHI TOJILKO M3 aHHOTAlMH HAay4HBIX craTeld. DTO OBUIO CIeNaHo
JUIL TOTO, 4TOOBI OUEHUTHh 3()(EeKTHBHOCTh pabOTBI METOAOB B Cilydyae, KOTAa
JOCTYIIHBI TOJIBKO HC6OJ'II)H_II/IC YHYaCTHu TCKCTOB.

Habop ganusix TREC GEN 2007 coctouT u3 cTatei, MOCBSIIECHHBIX TCHOMHMKE.
HaGop maHHBIX OBUI COCTaBJIEH Uil MPOBEICHUS KOHKypca IO H3BJICUYCHHIO
cymmocteit TREC 2007 Genomics Track™. Oprauusatopsl HCIONB30BaIH KOPITYC
HayuHbIX crareit Highwire Press*?, coctosmmii u3 160 000 crareii, B3sTbix 13 49
JKYPHAIIOB, MOCBSIICHHBIX TCHOMHKE.

W3 storo kopmyca OBbUIO BBIAEIEHO HECKOJBKO THICSY CTaTel, KOTOpBIE ObUIH
MPEIOCTABICHBI SKCIIEPTaM B JIAHHOM MPEMETHON 007acTu AjIs pa3meTku. Pazmerka
3aKJII0YAIach B HAXOX/ICHUH B CTAaThsIX OTBETOB Ha 36 BOIPOCOB, (PMKCHPOBAHHBIX
opranuzartopami. [10J0KUTEBHBINA OTBET HA KAXK/IBIH BOMPOC 0003HAYAET HATIMYNE B
TEKCTe CTaThd ONHCAHHS HEKOTOPOM TeMbl. M3 3TOro MHOXkecTBa crateil ObuIH
yIaNeHbl Te, sl KOTOPBIX ObLIM JIaHbI OTBETHI Ha JiBa U Ooiiee Bonpoca. OcTaBinuecs
CTaTbU OTHOCHIIKCH B OT/JEJBHBIN KJIACC B TOM CIIy4ae, €CITH IKCIEPTaMu ObUIH JIaHbI
OTBETHI TOJBKO Ha OAMH Bompoc. MTorossrif Habop cocTtaBiser 2325 crareil.

4.5 Mepbl achpeKkTuBHOCTHU

B xome 3KCIepHMEHTaIBbHOTO HCCIICNOBAaHUS OBUIM HCIIOJNE30BAHBI CIETYIOIIHE
BHetnHre Mepsl dddexrusroctr: Adjusted Mutual Information(AMI), Normalized
Mutual Information(NMI), Adjusted Rand Index (ARI), V-measure. Msi
UCIIOJIb30BAJIM HECKOJIbKO Mep 3((GeKTUBHOCTH, OCKOJIBKY (1) Ui JaHHOM 3axa4n
HE CYIIECTBYET €AMHOW OOmenpuHsITod Mepwl (cM. moapasznen 3.8) u (2) ato
IMO3BOJIACT MPOMU3BECTH CPAaBHCHHUE C HCCICIAOBAHUAMHU, OIMMCAHHBIMHU B APYTrUX
paboTax.

IIpu 3TOM B KauecTBe OCHOBHOH Mephl 3ddexTtuBHOCTH ObIIa BhIOpana AMI mo
CIIEYIONIMM TIpuYrHaM. Bo-niepBrix, Mepsl, ocHoBaHHbIe Ha Mutual Information u

10 http://dl.acm.org/ccs/ces.cfm
1 http://trec.nist.gov/data/t2007_genomics.html
12 http://home.highwire.org/
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Rand Index siBastrorcst HanGojee momyspHeIMA. Bo-BTOphiX, B Mepax AMI u ARI
BBOJMTCS TIonpaBka Ha ciydaiiHocts (adjusted for chance [60]: mpu cpaBHeHHH
CIlyJaWHBIX KJIACTEPU3aIMi 3TH MEpPBl MMEIOT OJIM3KOE K HYJIO 3HAUYEHHE, B TO
Bpems kak 3HaueHHsT NMI moryT OpITh critpHO Gombime O Tipy OOJBIIOM KOTHYIECTBE
KJ1acTepoB). B-TpeTbux, Kilacchl B HAYYHBIX CTaThsX OOBIYHO HecOalaHCHPOBAHHEL,
TO €CTh JIJaHHBIE NIPEJCTABISIIOT COO0H HAOOP Kak OONBIINX, TAK U MAJIBIX KJIACCOB, a
Pomano w gp. [60] mokasamu, uro B Takux ciuydasx AMI seusercs
NpeANOYTUTETBHON Mepoii 1o cpaBHeHHI0 ¢ ARI.

Takxe HCONIB30BAIUCH CICAYIONINE BHYTPeHHHE Mephl dddektuBHocTH: Silhouette
Coefficient (Silhouette, SC); Calinski-Harabaz Index (CHI). Ilomumo ux
MOMYJISIPHOCTH, BBIOOP 3THX Mep OOYCIIOBJIEH TEM, YTO OHU XOPOLIO MOJAXOIST IS
ONTUMHM3AIMH MAPAMETPOB aNroput™Ma K-means, Tak Kak OCHOBAaHBI Ha MMOXOXKHX
npeanoyiokenusx [61].

Croutr oTMeTHTh, YTO MeHbIIeMy 3HaueHuio wmepbl Calinski-Harabaz Index
COOTBeTCTBYeT Oojpliee 3HaueHne OHddexruBHocTH. [Isi BCeX OCTaNbHBIX
paccMarpuBacMbIX Mep BepHO oOparHoe: OoJbliiee 3HaYCHUE MEpPhl COOTBETCTBYET
Ooubineit a3pdekTuBHOCTH.

5. Pesynbmambl 3KcriepuMeHmarbHbIXx uccriedoeaHull

B nmaHHOM pa3zgene omnucaHbl pe3ynbTaTbl 3KCIEPUMEHTANIBHBIX HCCIEAOBaHUMN
METOJIOB KJI1aCTEPU3aLUU TEKCTOB.

5.1. CpaBHeHue meToao0B

B Tabmurme 1 mpencraBieHsl MaKCUMaJIbHBIE 3Ha4eHUS Mephl 3ddextuHOCTH AMI
JUIsL pa3HbIX HaOOpOB JAaHHBIX. JTH JaHHBbIE OBUIM TOJY4YeHBI MyTeM mepebopa
pas3IMYHBIX MMApaMeTPOB METOMOB BeKTOpM3amuu ¥ mapamerpa K (kommdecTtBo
KIacTepoB) aiaroputma K-means, u BeiOOpa MakCHMaabHO 3HAYCHHS TSI KaXKIOTO
METOAa W U1 KaXIOoro HaOopa NaHHBIX. [IpeacTaBieHHBIE 3HAYCHUS MOXKHO
CYHTATh MOTECHINATHHBIMA MAaKCUMYMaMH JUTSI UCCIIETyEeMbIX METOJIOB.

Ta6n, 1. Makcumanvroe snauenue 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 0.4911 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 cootBercTBuM ¢ Tabmuueit 1, manboasnime snauenus AMI umeror PV-DBOW,
PV-DM, BM25, TF-IDF u NMF.

MoxxHO BuzaeTh, 4TO 3HaueHWe (yHKuuM 3¢pdexrnBHOCTH AMI Ha pasnuuHBIX
Habopax npHu (UKCHPOBaHHBIX METOMAX CHIBHO oTinyaeTcs. K mpumepy, s Becex
uccieayeMbelx MetonoB 3Hauenne AMI Ha HaOope nmannbix 20 Newsgroups Bwiie,
gem Ha Krapivin i Krapivin-abstracts. BoamosxHas mpuuiHa — GOJBITHHCTBO TEM B
20 Newsgroups cemMaHTHYeCKH JaleKd APYyr OT Apyra (IIOJUTHKA, CIOPT,
aBTOMOOWIIN), B TO BpeMsl Kak Bce cTtaThbu Habopa mgaHHbix Krapivin u Krapivin-
abstracts mocBsmIeHBI KOMITBIOTEpHBIM HaykaM. Takxke Bce MeToAbl Ha Habope
nannbix Krapivin-abstracts paboraror xysxke, dem Ha Krapivin, omHako pasHuia He
CTOJIb BENIMKa, YTO MOXKET OBITh OOBACHCHO TEM, B aHHOTALMAX IBITAIOTCS KPATKO
H3II0KUTh CYTh CTATHH M HCIONB3YIOT ISl 3TOTO CHCHH(UYHBIC TEPMHHBIL.

5.2 Busyanusaumsa maTpuvubl OLUMOOK

Jns BU3yanm3anuy pe3yiabTaToB KIACTEPH3ALUH MPHUHITO HCIIOIb30BaTh MAaTPHILY
ommbok (confusion matrix) — marpuily, Kaxkaas CTpOKa KOTOPOH COOTBETCTBYET
pacnpeeneHno 00bEKTOB KIacCOB, IPUCYTCTBYIOIIUX B pa3MeTKe Habopa JaHHbIX,
MO KJacTepaM, MOIYYEHHBIM C TOMOIIBIO HCIOIB3YEMbIX METOJOB, a KaKIbIH
cTos0er — pachpeaeneHnIo 00BEKTOB KIacTepa Mo KiIaccaMm.

UeM WHTEHCHBHEE IIBET MPSMOYTOJbHMKA Ha IE€PEecedYeHHH, TeM OoJbliee
KOJINYECTBO OOBEKTOB KJacca, COOTBETCTBYIOUIETO CTPOKE, OBUTH OTHECEHBI
METOZOM B KJIaCTep, COOTBETCTBYIOUTHH CTOJIOITY.

Busyanu3zaiust MaTpuilel ombOK B ciiydae, Korjua MeToJl paboTaer uaeanbHo (Bce
00BEKTHI OTHOTO KJIacca M TOJIBKO OHHM OTHOCATCSI B OJIMH KJIACTEP), IPEACTaBIAET
co00¥i KBaJpaTHYI MATPHIly, Y KOTOPOH B KaXKIOH CTPOKE W B KaXKIOM CTOJIOIE
3aKpalieH TOJIBKO OJMH KBaJparT.

Ha pucynke 1 uso0pakena marpuua ommb6ok ainst meroga PV-DBOW na nabGope
nmarHbIX 20 Newsgroups. MoXHO BHIETh, YTO METOA JOBOJIEHO TOYHO ONpeAesseT
KJIACCHI: MPAKTUYECKH I KaXIOW CTPOKH W IS KaKIOT0 CTOJOIA CYIIECTBYET
TOJIGKO OJIMH TEMHBIM KBajpaT. B COOTBETCTBUU C MaTpullel OmMUOOK, OOJbIIHe
yactH 3 1 4 kiaccoB (Hymepanus ¢ 0) ObUIM OTHECEHBI B OJJMH KJIacTep. ITO MOXKHO
OOBACHUT, WX  TeMaMu: 3 Klacc  MOCBSIEH  ycTpoidctBam  IBM
(’comp.sys.ibm.pc.hardware’), a 4  kmacc —  yctpoiictBam  Mac
(’comp.sys.mac.hardware”). [Toxosxas cuTyauus Habar0gaeTCs ¢ kinaccamu 16 u 20
(’soc.religion.christian’ u ’talk.religion.misc’), a taxxxe 17 u 19 (’talk.politics.guns’
u ’talk.politics.misc’).
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Puc. 1. Mampuya owubox PV-DBOW (k-means) na 20 Newsgroups
Fig. 1. Confusion matrix for PV-DBOW (k-means) on 20 Newsgroups
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Puc. 2. Mampuya owubox BM25 (k-means) na Krapivin
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Fig. 2. Confusion matrix for BM25 (k-means) on Krapivin

175



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

Ha pucynke 2 m3obpaxkeHa marpuia ommbOok mist meroma PV-DM nHa Habope
nannaeix Krapivin, HecmoTpst Ha TO, 9TO Ulst 9TOW MaTpHUIBI OTCYTCTBYET SIBHAsS
CTPYKTypa, ISl Hee MOXKHO BBIACIHTH HEKOTOpBIC 3aKOHOMepHOCTH. Hampumep,
MOKHO HAOIOIAaTh COOTBETCTBHE MEXIy KJIACCaMH M KIIACTEPaMU: IPaKTHYCCKH
IV KaXIOW CTPOKH MOXHO BBIIEIUTH CTONOEI, B MEPECEYEHHH C KOTOPHIM
COMICPXKUTCA TEeMHBIM KBaupar. Kiacrtep 3 CONEPXHT 3HAYUTENBHYIO YacTh
00BekToB Kitacca 1 (Tema BepxHero ypoHs knaccudukamumu ACM CCS: Social and
professional topics) u kimacca 5 (General and reference); kmactepy 5 cOOTBETCTBYIOT
kiaccel 7 (Theory of computation) u 8 (Mathematics of computing).

' ' ‘ 0.64

=

0.32

True classes

10.24

10+ 40.08

B,

0 2 4 6 8
Predicted clusters

Puc. 3. Mampuya owubox BM25 (k-means) na Krapivin-abstracts
Fig. 3. Fig. 2. Confusion matrix for BM25 (k-means) on Krapivin-abstracts

Ha pucynke 3 u3o0pakeHa marpuiia ommmbok it Metoza BM25 na Habope naHHbIX
Krapivin-abstracts. Auanornuno nabopy manHbeix Krapivin, y martpuisl ommbok
TSDKEJIO BBIICIIHUTD SICHYIO CTPYKTYDY.
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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

Ha pucynke 4 m3obOpakeHa marpuia ommbok mis Metoga PV-DM Ha Habope
maaabeix TREC GEN 2007. KommuectBo kmactepoB (20) HaMHOTO MEHBIIIE
KonyecTBa KiaccoB (36). B cBsA3U ¢ 3THUM, B HEKOTOPBIX KJIACTEPAX COIEPIKUTCS
Oosibiasi 4acTh OOBEKTOB Cpa3y HECKOJBKHX KJIACCOB. 3HAYMTENbHAs 4YacTh
00BEKTOB MPAKTHYECKH KaXKIOTo Kiiacca Obljla OTHeceHa poBHO B 1 kiactep. Takoe
MOBEJICHHE METOAAa MOXXET OBITh OOBACHEHO TEM, YTO KOJHYECTBO KIIACCOB
CJIMILIKOM OOJIBIIIOE U HEKOTOPBIE M3 HUX COJAEPIKAT TEKCThI, ONMCHIBAIOIINE CXOXKHE
TEMBI.

5.3 BHyTpeHHUe mepbl 3hPeKTUBHOCTU

Bo MHOTHX peanbHBIX 337a4ax JJisl HCCIEeIyeMbIX HAOOPOB ITaHHBIX HE CYLIECTBYET
UHGOPMALIUK O PACIPEACICHUH JOKYMEHTOB IO KJaccaM, M3-3a 3TOr0 BO3SHHUKAKOT
TPYIHOCTH C BHIOOPOM MOJIEIH U MAPaMeTPOB ¢ HanoOoJbLIeH 3P HeKTHBHOCTBIO.
OmHMM M3 TOAXONOB I PEIICHHs 3TUX OpOoOJIeM SIBISETCS ONTUMH3ALUS
BHYTpeHHUX Mep dddextuBHOcTH (B yactHocTH, Silhouette Coefficient u Calinski-
Harabaz Index).
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Tabn. 2. 3nauenue AMI (k-means) npu nodbope napamempog ¢ nomouvio
onmumusayuu Silhouette

Table 2. AMI values (k-means) when selecting parameters using Silhouette
optimization

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.0378 0.0343 0.0108 0.0946
CountBOW 0.2114 0.1589 -0.0012 0.0863
TermBOW 0.0692 0.0203 0.0161 0.2878
TF-IDF 0.0451 0.2404 0.0096 0.1565
BM25 0.0765 0.1769 0.1977 0.1241
NMF 0.0217 0.1301 0.006  0.1941
LDA 0.1371 0.2021 0.1561 0.2616
WVAvgPool 0.0706 0.1194 0.1074 0.1657
PV-DM 0.4757 0.2351 0.1774 0.4716
PV-DBOW 0.6551 0.2515 0.2437 0.4467
WordClustering | 0.0421 0.1333 0.0394 0.1756
WVClustering | 0.026 0.0181 0.0415 0.0152

Tabn. 3. 3nauenue AMI (k-means) npu noobope napamempos ¢ ROMOWbIO ORMUMUZAYULL
Calinski-Harabaz Index

Table 3. AMI values (k-means) when selecting parameters using Calinski-Harabaz Index
optimization

20NG KR KRabs TG2007

BinaryBOW 0.2581 0.1687 0.0023 0.3327
CountBOW 0.0355 0.0103 0.0145 0.189
TermBOW 0.2961 0.0723 0.0151 0.02
TF-IDF 0.0264 0.0789 0.0015 0.2267
BM25 0.3197 0.2155 0.1148 0.3886
NMF 0.4365 0.2285 0.211 0.39
LDA 0.2195 0.1765 0.1545 0.2651
WVAvgPool 0.141 0.1573 0.1608 0.2671
PV-DM 0.449 0.2315 0.1804 0.4712
PV-DBOW 0.5962 0.2044 0.1987 0.427
WordClustering | 0.1991 0.1985 0.1899 0.3971
WVClustering | 0.0363 0.0161 0.0496 0.0352
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B Tabmune 2 copepxarcst 3HaueHus Mmepsl 3¢d¢exrnBHOcTH AMI mpu moxGope
napameTpoB ¢ nomorubio onrummsainus Silhouette Coefficient; 8 tabiune 3 —
aHanornunele 3HaueHusa s Calinski-Harabaz Index.

Vcxons W3 NPUBEACHHBIX TAOJNHI MOXKHO CHETaTh BBIBOM, YTO Pa3HBIE METOIBI
XOpOIIO ONTHMH3HUPYIOTCS pPa3HBIMH BHYTPEHHHMMH MepaMu d¢dektuBHocTH. K
npuMepy, Juis moucka mapamerpoB PVDBOW myume moaxomut Silhouette
Coefficient, a s BM25 1 NMF — Calinski-Harabaz Index.

Jns OLEHKH CBSI3M BHYTPEHHHUX METPHK 3((GEKTHBHOCTH M BHEIIHHX ObLIA
nocumTana panrosas koppessis Kennamma®® [63].

B mpunoxennn B HaxomsaTcs TaObmMIBl ¢ pe3ynbTaTaMU BBIYMCICHUH PaHTOBOM
Koppensun (21 u 24), TaONHIBI ¢ ONTUMAIFHBIMU 3HAYCHUSIMH BHYTPEHHHX MEp
s¢p¢dextuBHOCTH (Tabmumbl 19 u 22) W TabMMIBl C OTHOUICHHWEM IIOIYYEeHHOTO
3HaueHuss AMI,  ONTUMH3MPOBAHHOTO C  MOMOIIBID  BHYTPCHHHX  Mep
3 PEeKTUBHOCTH, K MAKCUMAJIBLHO BO3MOKHOMY 3HadeHuto AMI (tabauist 20 u 23).
Jnst OONBLIIMHCTBA METOJOB KOppeNslus ONM3Ka K HyMO JIMOO 3HAYHUTEIHEHO
OTJIN4YacTCd B 3aBUCHUMOCTHU OT Ha6opa JaHHBIX, OAHAKO B HEKOTOPBIX ClIy4dasx
UCIIONIb30BAaHUE BHYTPEHHHX Mep J(QeKkTUBHOCTH NO3BOJSET  Moa00path
napaMeTpsl METO/1a, PU KOTOPBIX 3HaueHue Mepbl dddpexruBHocT AMI 6a13K0 K
ONNTUMAJIBHOMY.

5.4 BHewHne mepbl 3hhekTUBHOCTHU

Kak Obuto oTMedeHo BbIme, B pasgene 4.5, Uil 3agauMl KiIacTepu3ally He
CyIIECTBYET OOIEHPUHATON BHEIIHEH Mepbl »ddexTuBHOCTH: HapaBHe ¢ AMI
yacto ucnonbs3yrorcs Normalized Mutual Information(NMI), Adjusted Rand Index
(ARI), Vmeasure u mpyrue.

J11s1 OLIeHKH! TOTO0, CYIIECTBEHHO JIM BJIUSET BIOOpP BHENIHEH Mephl 3()(heKTHBHOCTH
Ha ONpeJesIeHHe JIy4IIero MeToja, Takke ObUIM BeIYMCIICHB! 3HaueHus mep NMI,
ARI, V-measure u koppemsius Kernamna mexay aumu 1 AMI, cM. punoxenne A.
Ha ocHOBe npoBeeHHBIX SKCTIEPUMEHTOB MOKHO C/ENATh BBIBOJ, YTO KOPPEISALIH
Mexay AMI i octanpHBEIME MepaMu () (HEKTHUBHOCTH JOCTATOYHO BBICOKA.

Taxoke MOKHO OTMETHTB, YTO Ha TPEX M3 YeTHIpeX HaOOpOB JTaHHBIX (KpoMe Habopa
naunbix  Krapivin) Bce Breminue Mepbl 3((GEKTHBHOCTH HMEIOT MaKCHMAallbHOE
3HaUCHHWE TP HCIIOJH30BAaHWM OJHUX M TeX ke MeTomoB. Ha nHabope naHHBIX
Krapivin NMI, ARl u V-measure npuHUMAmOT ONTUMAIbHOE 3HAYCHHE IPU
ucnone3oBanun Metoma PV-DM, a NMI — mpu BM25 (Bmpouem, pa3HOCTBH
3HAYCHHUI Mep JUTSA 9THX MeToI0B He mpeBocxoaut 0.02).

3 B anHOIi 3a/1a4e paHTOBast KOPPENALUSA NPEANOUTHTETbHEE OOBIYHON, TAK KaK GOIBIIMH HHTEPEC
IpeCTaBIseT OTHOCUTENIBHBII HOPSIOK METONOB IS JBYX UCCIIEIYEMBIX Mep; IPH 3TOM KOPPEIIIUs
Kennanna npenocrapiser 6oree HaJJGKHYIO OIIEHKY, YeM paHroBas Koppelsiius CriupMeHa, 0COOCHHO B
cllydae HeOONBIINX Pa3MepoB BEIOOpKH [62].
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Takum oOpa3oM MOKHO CUHTATh, YTO BBHIOOP BHEMIHEH Mephl 3((EKTUBHOCTH HE
OKa3bIBaeT 3HAYMTENBHOTO BIMSHHS Ha OIpeneieHue HaubOosnee 3(GHEeKTHBHOTO
MeToja.

5.5 lpyrve metoAabl Knactepusaumm

IMomumo k-means Takxe ObLIM HCCIEIOBAHBI arjiOMEpaTUBHAS KIACTEPU3ALUS H
CICKTpaJibHAsl KJIACTepH3alus. B CBsI3M C OrPaHHMYCHHOCTHIO BBIYHCIUTEIBHBIX
pecypcoB OBUIO MPUHATO PEIICHHE MCCIENOBATh APYTUE CHOCOOBI KIIACTePU3AIMU
TOJNIBKO JJISI METOMOB, MMEIOMINX BBICOKOe 3HadeHme mepsl AMI ms k-means, a
umenno: PV-DBOW, PV-DM, BM25, TF-IDF u NMF.

MaxkcuManbHbIe BO3MOXHbIC 3HaueHuss AMI mpu ucmosib30BaHUM arioMEepPaTUBHOM
KJIaCTepHU3alul  cojepxkarcss B Tabmuie 4. AHaJIOTMYHbIC pe3yJbTaThl JUIs
CIHEKTPAIbHON KIIACTEPU3AINU COJePIKATCS B TAOHIIE 5.

Tabn. 4. Makcumanvhoe 3unauenue AMI  (aeromepamuenas kracmepusayus)
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. Maxcumanvroe suauenue AMI (cnekmpanvhas knacmepusayus)
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 Tabmmmax 6 um 7 comepxarcs 3HaueHHs Mepsl d¢dextuBHOocTH AMI mpm
NPUMEHEHWU arJIOMEpaTHBHOW KJIACTepU3allMM M MpPU  ONTHMHU3ALUU  Mep
s¢pdexrusnoctu Silhouette Coefficient u Calinski-Harabaz Index, coorsercTBeHHO.
AHaJlOTHYHBIE JaHHBIE JJIS CHEKTPANIbHOW KIIaCTepU3alMM CM. B Tabimmax 8 u 9.
OnTuManbHbIe 3HAYCHUS BHYTPEHHUX Mep A((EKTUBHOCTH, UX KOI(PPHUIIMEHTHI
koppermsiun ¢ AMI m otHOmeHus 3HadeHuid AMI, TONXy4eHHBIX C MOMOIIBIO
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ONTHMHM3AIMH BHEITHUX Mep, K MakCUMalbHOMY 3HaueHuto AMI mpencraBieHs! B
TabynIax B mpuioxeHnu B.

Tabn. 6. 3nauenue AMI (aenomepamusnasn knacmepusayus) npu noobope
napamempos ¢ nomowvio onmumuszayuu 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

Tab6n. 7. 3nauenue AMI (acromepamuenas knacmepusayus) npu noodoope napamempos ¢
nomowvio onmumusayuu 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 0.266 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

Tab6n.8. 3nauenue AMI (cnexmpanvuas knacmepusayus) npu noobope napamempos ¢
nomowvio onmumuszayuu 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. 3uauenue AMI (cnexkmpanvuas xracmepusayus) npu noobope napamempos ¢
nomowvio onmumuszayuu 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

Jnst kaxaoro Habopa AaHHBIX MakcHMalbHbIe 3HaueHus: AMI npu Kcnoiabp30BaHUU
k-means (tabn. 1) Beimie, YeM 0pPU KCIOJB30BAHUH U  arJIOMEPaTHBHON
Kactepuzannu (Tadm. 4) u creKTpanbHOH (Tadum. 5).

CpaBuenune 3Hauenuii AMI, mony4eHHBIX ¢ MOMOIIBIO ONTUMU3AIMK BHYTPEHHUX
Mmep 3¢ddexTrBHOCTH, MOKa3biBaeT, 4To0 Habopy manHbix Krapivin coorBeTcTByeT
Oonbinee 3HaueHne AMI TpH UCIIONB30BAaHUM ArJIOMEPATUBHOMN KIIACTEpH3ALIUH;
JUISL OCTANIbHBIX HAOOPOB JAHHBIX MPEANOYTUTEIbHEE UCTIONB30BaTh K-means.
OTMeTHM, YTO arjoMepaTUBHAs KIACTEPH3ALUsl MOXET ObITh MOJIE3HOW B Ciydae,
Koraa TpeOyeTcss U3MEHSATh YUCIIO KIACTEPOB M HE MEPECUUTHIBATH IPH 3TOM BCIO
KJIaCTepPHU3alMI0,  TOCKOJbKY  arjioMepaTuBHas  KJIacTepHU3alus  CTPOUT
JCHAPOrpaMMy JJIsl BCEX OOBEKTOB M TO3BOJSIET MPOU3BOIUTH pa3OUEHHE M0
Pa3HbBIM [IOPOTaM.

CpaBuenune 3HaueHuid AMI, BBIYHCICHHBIX MPH ONTHMHU3AIMU BHYTPEHHHUX MeEp
3¢ PEeKTUBHOCTH, IEMOHCTPUPYET MPEUMYNIECTBO K-Means mepen CrekTpaibHON
KJIacTepHu3aluen.

AHanoruvHple BBIBOJBI MOXHO CJ€NaTh TP CPABHEHHU AarjoMepaTUBHOMN
KJIACTePHU3AIUH U CIIEKTPATbHOM.

5.6 Bpemsa paboTbl

Bpemst paboThl MeTOI0OB, B Cilydae MpPUMEHEHHs Kiactepu3anuu K-means, Ha
uccieayeMbIX Habopax JaHHbIX onucano B Tadiuie 10. OHO ObUIO MONTyYEHO MyTeM
MyTeM  YCpEOHEHHS TpeX  3allyCKOB; 3HAYEHHS  IapaMeTpoB  METOAOB
COOTBETCTBOBAIM  3HAYEHHSM, NPH KOTOPBIX MAaKCUMM3UpPYETCsl  (YHKIHA
s dexruHOCTH AMI.

B tabmmme 11 comepxwurcs aHamormyHas WHGOpMAIWs IS arJIOMEpPaTHBHOM
KJIacTepHu3aluH, B Tabnuie 12 — aist CHeKTpaIbHOM.

Konpurypauust Beraucaurenproro yerpoiictsa: Intel Xeon E312xx (8 CPU), 2GHz,
64GB RAM.
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Tabn. 10. Bpems pabomer memodos (¢ cexymoax) npu npumenenuu 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
WV Clustering | 566 355 27 916

Tabn. 11. Bpems pabomul Memo0os (8 ceKkyHOax) npu npumeHeHuu

aeﬂomepamueﬂoﬁ 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

Tabauya 12. Bpems pabomul Memo0o8 (8 CeKyHOax) npu npumeHeHuu
CHEeKMPAIbHOU KIACMePU3ayUuU
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
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6. 3aksroyeHue

B nmamHOW paboTe paccMOTPEHBI M OIKCIEPUMEHTAIBHO HCCIEAOBAHBI METOJBI
KJIaCTEpHU3alMH TEKCTOBBIX JOKYMEHTOB, B TOM YHCJIC, HAyYHbIX cTaTei. Kakmpri
METOJl COCTOSUI M3 TPEeX IOCIEAOBATENIBHBIX JTAIOB: IIPEABAPUTENbHAS 00paboTKa
TekcTa (cM. paszen 4.1); BekTopu3ammsa MpenoOpadOTaHHOTO TeKcTa (CM. pasmel
4.2); xmactepu3anus BEKTOpoB (cM. pasmern 4.3).

OKCHEpUMEHTANPHOE HCCIEAOBAHUE IIOKA3aJ0, YTO JIyYIIUM METOAOM (TIpH
YCIOBUM  ONTUMH3ALUM  IapaMeTpOB C  IOMOIIBIO  BHYTPEHHEH  MepBI
s¢dexTrBHOCTH) siBisteTcst K-means ¢ Bexktopusanueii Paragraph Vectors mist Bcex
Ha0oOpoB JmaHHBIX; Kkpome Krapivin, mis KoToporo Jydime —oOKasamach
arjomeparuBHas kiacrepuzanusi. CTOUT OTMETHTBh, 4TO 3(P(EKTHBHOCTH Pa3HBIX
Moaudukanuit meroma Paragraph Vectors (DBOW u DM) cunbHO 3aBHCHT OT
Ha0bOpa JTaHHBIX: /I HOBOCTHBIX TEKCTOB M aHHOTALMK Hay4yHbIX ctateii DBOW
3Ha4YUTENIbHO TpeBocxoaur DM, B To Bpemsi kak Ha JBYX OCTaJbHBIX Habopax
naHHbIXx DM Heckoubko nydmie, ueM DBOW. Ilpu aToM Kitactepuzanyst aHHOTauui
Hay4YHBIX CTaTeil oka3zajack MeHee 5((eKTHBHOW, YeM KiacTepu3auusi ITOJHBIX
cTaTel, KoTopas, B CBOIO OuepeAb, IIOKa3aja 3HAYUTEIBHO MEHBIIYIO
3¢ PEKTUBHOCTD 110 CPABHEHUIO C KIIACTEPHU3AIMEeH HAYIHBIX CTaTeH.

Take B fgaHHOW paboTe ObUIM  HWccieloBaHbl  Mepbl  3ddexTuBHOCTH
kiactepuzanun: kak Baemrnue (Adjusted Mutual Information, Normalized Mutual
Information, Adjusted Rand Index, V-measure), tak u Buytpennue (Silhouette
Coefficient, Calinski-Harabaz Index). B wactHOCTH, ObITa MOCYHUTAHA KOPPEISIIUS
MEXAy BHEUTHHMH MepaMu 3(QQEKTUBHOCTH; MOITYyYCHHBIC 3HAYECHHS IO3BOJIIOT
cienatb BBIBOJ 00 OTHOCHTENHHO BBICOKOH B3aMMO3aMEHSEMOCTH JTHX MeEp.
BHyTpeHHHe Mephbl MOKa3ald JOCTAaTOYHO BBICOKYIO 3((EKTHBHOCTH (XOTS M HE
CaMy0 BBICOKYIO CTaOMJIBHOCTB) JUISl 33/1a4M ONTHMHU3AIHMU APAMETPOB METOJIOB:
pe3ynabpTaTel  METO/OB, ONTHMH3MPOBAHHBIX ¢ Tmomombio wmepbl  Silhouette
napameTpsl, coctaBuiud oT 82% nmo 97% ot nyumux pesyiabTatoB. Kpome Toro,
BBISICHWJIOCh, YTO JUIS ONTHUMM3AIMH Pa3HbIX METOJIOB JIy4llIe MOIXOJST pa3HbIe
BHYTpEHHHE Mephl 3((eKTUBHOCTH: Tak, Ajasi BM25 Bemme xoppemsuns y Mepsl
Calinski-Harabaz, B To Bpemst kak anst Paragraph Vectors — Silhouette.

Hawunbonee NIEPCIEKTUBHBIMU HaIIPaBJICHUSAMHU JlanbHenmen paboThI
npescTaBisieTcst yay4duieHne 3(pQeKTHBHOCTH KiIacTepu3alud Hay4dHbIX craTeil 3a
CYET UCIIOJIb30BaHM JOTIOJIHUTENILHOM HH(pOpManny, Takoi Kak rpad TUTHPOBAHUS
W MeTa-JaHHbIe cTaTel (aBTOpBI, TOJ M MECTO H3JAaHUs), a TaKXKe IPOBEACHHE
9KCIIEPUMEHTAIILHBIX HCCIICIOBAHUI Ha APYrUX HAOOpax JaHHBIX.
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lMpunoxeHue A. BHewHue Mepbl

Tabn. 13. Maxcumanvroe 3nauenue 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 0.327  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
WVClustering | 0.1218 0.1145 0.0918 0.2357

Tabn. 14. Maxkcumanvroe 3nauenue 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
WV Clustering 0.0309 0.0462 0.0457 0.0797
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Tabn. 15. Makcumanvroe 3nauenue \-measure

Table 15. Maximum value of V-measure

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.2651 0.2606 0.2244 0.4266
CountBOW 0.3009 0.2817 0.1954 0.4862
TermBOW 0.3268 0.2971 0.1494 0.5416
TF-IDF 0.5132 0.3038 0.2925 0.5593
BM25 0.441 0.3266 0.3052 0.5818
NMF 0.4594 0.2876 0.2751 0.5242
LDA 0.3503 0.3145 0.2472 0.4737
WVAvgPool 0.1507 0.1963 0.1917 0.3599
PV-DM 0.5951 0.3371 0.2698 0.5921
PV-DBOW 0.6804 0.3077 0.2739 0.5745
WordClustering | 0.2272 0.2513 0.2297 0.4733
WVClustering | 0.1217 0.1138 0.0842 0.2353
Tabn. 16. Koppensyus NMI u AMI
Table 16. Correlation between NMI and AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.8732 0.8936 0.8435 0.8322
CountBOW 0.8146 0.885 0.8795 0.8667
TermBOW 0.8504 0.9248 0.8553 0.8971
TF-IDF 0.873 0.8965 0.8802 0.8675
BM25 0.8543 0.8159 0.8361 0.8414
NMF 0.9888 0.9839 0.9831 0.9683
LDA 0.9272 0.8805 0.8925 0.7455
WVAvgPool 0.9556 0.6429 1.0 0.3778
PV-DM 0.6958 0.8092 0.807 0.7053
PV-DBOW 0.7591 0.7557 0.7281 0.8148
WordClustering | 0.9171 0.8467 0.9009 0.8481
WVClustering | 0.6904 0.8701 0.7316 0.8282
Tabn. 17. Koppensyus ARl u AMI
Table 17. Correlation between ARl and AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.8044 0.705 0.6674 0.6839
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CountBOW 0.7926 0.82 0.7872 0.6469
TermBOW 0.6179 0.8523 0.6653 0.7201
TF-IDF 0.804 0.7125 0.7862 0.7533
BM25 0.6993 0.5223 0.6292 0.6537
NMF 0.9632 0.9396 0.8919 0.9307
LDA 0.8447 0.7526 0.7281 0.4306
WVAvgPool 0.9556 0.1429 0.5714 0.4667
PV-DM 0.8454 0.6851 0.5785 0.5199
PV-DBOW 0.8409 0.5855 0.6952 0.8459
WordClustering | 0.704  0.6146 0.6279 0.603

WVClustering | 0.6919 0.5548 0.511  0.6823

Ta6n. 18. Koppensyus V-measure u AMI
Table 18. Correlation between V-measure and AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007

BinaryBOW 0.9163 0.903 0.885 0.8432

CountBOW 0.8607 0.8959 0.9296 0.8707
TermBOW 0.8792 0.9322 0.8769 0.9196
TF-IDF 0.9114 0.907 0.9222 0.8864
BM25 0.8711 0.8312 0.8498 0.8695
NMF 0.9902 0.9843 0.9833 0.9714
LDA 0.9336 0.8904 0.8986 0.7898
WVAvgPool 1.0 0.7143 1.0 0.3778
PV-DM 0.7241 0.8232 0.8224 0.7255
PV-DBOW 0.7922 0.7702 0.7553 0.823

WordClustering | 0.9267 0.8652 0.9079 0.8724
WVClustering | 0.8267 0.867 0.8091 0.8192

MpunoxeHue B. BHympeHHuUe MepbI

Tabn. 19. Maxcumanwvrnoe snauenue Silhouette
Table 19. Maximum value of Silhouette

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.0558 0.0358 0.0294 0.0906
CountBOW -0.2097 -0.0487 0.0262 0.0429
TermBOW 0.7047 0.4581 0.5768 0.3947
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TF-IDF 0.1663 0.0432 0.2043 0.1179
BM25 0.0042 0.0305 0.0124 0.0609
NMF 0.1116 0.3627 0.1915 0.4467
LDA 0.3224 0.5262 0.5115 0.5448
WVAvgPool 0.0575 0.086 0.0496 0.1133
PV-DM 0.0287 0.0301 0.0309 0.0612
PV-DBOW 0.0209 0.0194 0.0241 0.0667
WordClustering | 0.179 0.187 0.1601 0.1893
WV Clustering 0.9943 0.9139 0.9953 0.9953
Ta6n. 20. Silhouette: dons om nyuwezo AMI
Table 20. Silhouette: share from the best AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.1462 0.1428 0.0529 0.2642
CountBOW 0.7149 0.6478 O 0.2148
TermBOW 0.2216 0.0763 0.1272 0.5713
TF-IDF 0.0918 0.8507 0.0355 0.3098
BM25 0.1795 0.5764 0.7001 0.2345
NMF 0.0489 0.4924 0.0229 0.3976
LDA 0.4043 0.7139 0.6978 0.6296
WVAvgPool 0.5007 0.6862 0.6679 0.5820
PV-DM 0.8061 0.7800 0.7145 0.8421
PV-DBOW 0.9727 0.9070 0.9709 0.8888
WordClustering | 0.1924 0.5806 0.1914 0.4188
WV Clustering 0.2243 0.2069 0.6770 0.0929
Tabn, 21. Koppenayus Silhouette u AMI
Table 21. Correlation between Silhouette and AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW -0.5274 0.1205 -0.0203 -0.3558
CountBOW 0.5133 0.4969 0.1228 -0.2095
TermBOW -0.5763 -0.1145 -0.2712 -0.0788
TF-IDF -0.048 0.0594 0.0475 -0.0838
BM25 -0.4191 -0.0713 -0.1088 -0.1785
NMF -0.3425 0.0162 -0.4528 0.0746
LDA -0.0394 0.3323 0.1509 -0.047
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WVAvgPool -0.2889 0.0 -0.2857 -0.1556
PV-DM 0.1476 0.3013 0.0118 0.191
PV-DBOW -0.1241 0.5092 0.0961 0.3275
WordClustering | -0.2188 -0.4654 -0.3628 -0.398
WV Clustering -0.3363 -0.1768 -0.1346 -0.4956
Tabn. 22. Munumanvhoe 3nauenue CHI
Table 22. Minimal values of CHI
20NG KR KRabs TG2007

BinaryBOW 47.07 475 1.79 7.13
CountBOW 0.13 0.79 1.38 13.86
TermBOW 0.23 3.08 5.39 4.8
TF-IDF 0.07 0.76 0.67 4,74
BM25 2328 43 1.92 5.28
NMF 43.9 1096 6.03 16.05
LDA 733.99 173.67 154.37 162.48
WVAvgPool 47.1 3221 39.87 27.14
PV-DM 3766 7.49 10.76  7.67
PV-DBOW 4141 5.63 9.93 6.52
WordClustering | 122.93 24.97  9.79 26.79
WV Clustering | 3.16 4.08 1129 1.0
Tabn, 23. CHI: oons om nywwezo AMI
Table 23. CHI: share from the best AMI

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
BinaryBOW 0.9981 0.7023 0.0113 0.9291
CountBOW 0.1201 0.0420 0.0907 0.4704
TermBOW 0.9481 0.2719 0.1193 0.0397
TF-IDF 0.0538 0.2792 0.0055 0.4488
BM25 0.7503 0.7022 0.4065 0.7345
NMF 0.9836 0.8649 0.8053 0.7989
LDA 0.6473 0.6235 0.6907 0.6380
WV AvgPool 1.0000 0.9040 1.0000 0.9382
PV-DM 0.7609 0.7681 0.7265 0.8414
PV-DBOW 0.8852 0.7371 0.7916 0.8496
WordClustering | 0.9100 0.8645 0.9223 0.9471
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

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007

BinaryBOW 0.4554 0.1761 -0.2598 0.7134
CountBOW -0.3365 -0.2167 -0.421  0.4362
TermBOW 0.5576 0.5057 0.4136 0.4147
TF-IDF 0.2611 -0.1347 -0.2672 0.394

BM25 0.3607 0.1787 0.0412 0.3957
NMF 0.674 0.6169 0.6563 0.4737
LDA 0.0706 -0.1319 -0.1211 0.1978
WVAvgPool 0.3333 0.0714 0.5 0.3778
PV-DM -0.1389 0.182 0.0952 0.2801
PV-DBOW 0.2415 -0.1614 0.143 0.1151
WordClustering | 0.3194 0.5193 0.5287 0.6116
WVClustering | 0.3388 -0.0908 0.1729 0.2168

Tabn. 25. Maxcumanvroe snauenue Silhouette (aenomepamusnas knacmepusayus)
Table 25. Maximum values of Silhouette (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.1527 0.0398 0.2064 0.103
BM25 -0.0043 0.0244 0.0067 0.0832
NMF 0.1168 0.3687 0.2088 0.3005
PV-DM 0.0214 0.0219 0.0204 0.0531
PV-DBOW | 0.0105 0.0163 0.0153 0.0581

Tabn. 26. Silhouette: doas om ayuwezo AMI (aenomepamuenas knacmepuzayust)
Table 26. CHI: share from the best AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0899 0.0598 0.0685 0.2033
BM25 0.3033 0.6679 0.8244 0.3447
NMF 0.1822 0.2562 0.0365 0.5868
PV-DM 0.8108 0.9097 0.6720 0.9073
PV-DBOW | 0.8220 0.8036 0.6503 0.9199
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Ta6n. 27. Koppensyus Silhouette u AMI (aeromepamuenas xiacmepuszayus)
Table 27. Correlation between Silhouette and AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.012 0.0991 0.0595 -0.0959
BM25 -0.2995 0.1244 -0.1574 -0.1661
NMF -0.3646 0.0037 -0.4792 0.0569
PV-DM 0.0373 0.3053 0.0781 0.0347
PV-DBOW | 0.0331 0.343 0.2689 0.3275

Tabn. 28. Munumanvroe suauenue CHI (aenomepamusnas knacmepusayus)
Table 28. Minimal values of CHI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0837 0.7698 1.1986 5.6026
BM25 245886 5.4675 2.9236 6.4625
NMF 1.0 0.7676 1.0 1.0
PV-DM 27.4417 6.6093 7.5673 7.3344
PV-DBOW | 32.5286 5.1623 7.7801 6.3808
Ta6n. 29. CHI: 0ons om nyuwezo AMI (aznomepamusnas kiacmepuszayus)
Table 29. CHI: share from the best AMI (agglomerate clustering)
20NG KR KRabs TG2007
TF-IDF 0.1126 0.0420 0.0570 0.5066
BM25 0.8284 0.9116 0.7908 0.7471
NMF 0 0.0013 0 0.0016
PV-DM 0.7090 0.6865 0.5812 0.8619
PV-DBOW | 0.8934 0.7602 0.8256 0.8811

Tabn. 30. Koppenayuss CHI u AMI (aznomepamusnas kiacmepuszayust)
Table 30. Correlation between CHI and AMI (agglomerate clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.3629 -0.0076 -0.088 0.4156
BM25 0.4256 0.1569 0.2492 0.388
NMF -0.4744 -0.5008 -0.5042 -0.503
PV-DM -0.1619 0.0978 -0.1447 0.2549
PV-DBOW | 0.3022 -0.0272 -0.1425 0.0557
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Tabn. 31. Maxcumanvnoe 3nauenue Silhouette (cnexmpanvnas knacmepusayus)
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 0.3372 0.1822 0.3306
PV-DM 0.0234 0.0265 0.0308 0.0552
PV-DBOW | 0.018 0.0084 0.0221 0.0643

Ta6n. 32. Silhouette: dons om ayuwezo AMI (cnexkmpanvhas 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 (cnexkmpanonas knacmepuzayust)
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 suauenue CHI (cnexmpanvuasn knacmepusayus)

Table 34. Minimal values of CHI (spectral clustering)

20NG KR KRabs  TG2007
TF-IDF 0.0887 1.4317 0.4466 5.9291
BM25 29.3736 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: 0ons om ayuwezo AMI (cnexkmpanvnas kiacmepuzayus)
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. Koppenayus CHI u AMI (cnexmpanvras kiacmepuzayus)
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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