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Blog Clustering
Student : You-Chou Chen Advisor : Prof. Chia-Hoang Lee

Department of Computer and Information Science

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Discovering social interests from user's blog content or social tags is one of
the interesting and challenging problems in social network research. We tackle
this problem using blog clustering based ‘on the tags of blogs. In blog
representation, we employ the tags of a blog to represent the blogger's interests
and discover user's common interests-using blog clustering. In this paper, we
propose two kinds of approaches to tackle this problem. In the first approach, we
employ spectral clustering:to cluster the blogs in the concept vector space. The
construction of concept vector representation is similar to dimensionality
reduction. First, we regard the Web.as system-corpus to measure the relevance of
two tags based on the hits returned from the search engine. Second, a balanced
hierarchical agglomerative clustering, which takes into account the size of the
clusters, is proposed to aggregate the tags that are relevant. Finally, the original
tag vector representation can be transformed into its corresponding concept
vector representation. The experimental results show that the F1 value can be
improved a lot as compared with the clustering in the tag vector space. In the
second approach, we propose to employ multidimensional scaling technique to
perform dimensionality reduction and then apply K-means clustering in the
reduced coordinates. The experimental results show that our approaches can
effectively cluster the blogs with similar interests and it can be applied to other

social network clustering easily.
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FoR o AMAY
2.1 #%# Z (Tag Cloud)

FRZ[1]L & i PR AM AR AR et 0 v R 33 0 A iR

BREA S T FERT Y PRRRETS AR A 7 E - BEANL-
Bz g o BERT UG BRI Lo A SRR Ao X 5 e

Hedld B BACE S 0 T O E Hdp e SRS B DT -

Hefez o ¢ - B el AR AIVER R ] - R
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2.2 Multidimensional Scaling(MDS)

LY BTGB

Bl 2-1 Multidimensional Scaling # |

BFLRYY R AT UEDICR 2-1 TRGBA o F - Bagiti- B
EomE - B aniE N A IR > FEAET Y N A AP R 0 FEHARIT
FAPMRARR FERARR AR AP R AR M e m AR ER* P T TR LB
Foif & - B &2 4E o Multidimensional scaling 1%{’* kpra & - &gk
- B At # (a2 B F Rt I R RS T L RIT R A
8Lz fF enpEdt o 12 T 3P Multidimensional scaling shkm32[2] :

BRkavbiEABed  Playbz B oot 5.

d*(a,b) = (a—b)T(a—b)=aTa+b"b -2 x (a"b) 2.1)

ga%@xmﬁéﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%i—%ﬁﬁﬁ&%:

X=1|X2 Y2 Z

X3 Y3 z3

X1 Y1 Z1]

F1# 2 X ¥ 2 K48 gram matrix G :



x'x xTy xTz
G=X"X=|[y"x yTy y'z (2.2)

z'x 2"y z'z

RFLIY LG RFELD

D=gx1T+1xg"T-2xG (2.3)
xTx xTx xTx x'x yly 272 xTx xTy xTz
=[y"y ¥y yTy|+|[x"x yTy zTz[-2x|yTx yTy y'z
27z 2Tz z'z] [x"x yTy 2Tz z™x zTy 2"z

X'x+xTx—2x (xTx) x"x+yTy—-2x xTy) xTx+zTz-2x (xTz)
=[y'y+x"x-2x@y'x) yy+y'y-2x@'y) y'y+z'z-2x(y"z)
12Tz +xTx -2 % (zTx) z"z+y"y—-2xz"y) zTz+2zTz-2x (z7z)

(2.4)

X X 1
BHe b gi GZgi@r 2 Fe dlylylal=|1]-

zTz 1

R (2. D% (2. 4)7 500 s L DA s — B A 2Dy 54 H e EE 2

&2 pEdpenT = o

FEN e T g FIGEL X K F B D chiE 42 - Mul tidimensional
it 4p

scaling ¥ ik 4F &2 5 >Multidimensional scaling ¥ 14 j& & Freerd
D % £ et X .
BRELD s nxn L e gL - Bedm > mi- Boxl e

m"* b'L'rJP 71—% L 1/no e A E DT 31]33%;

mix1=1 (2.5)

#ETR A e EmE 2 REELM:

M=I—-1xm" (2.6)



RBEE M I B D e Mew R e G

G=—§M><D><MT (2.7

2. DF - B P &Pt FE#P o SRBF P 4o lUEL G RTEL
X ABRELXF i » B X SVD A 2@ 5 X=USVT » 1245(2. 2) %
X=UzVTi »;
G = (UzvhH)T(uzv™)
=vzTuTuzv?
=veTzvT
= VAVT (2.8)

= VVAVAVT
= (VAVT)" (VAVT) (2.9)

A, 0
(2.8) 5 &' G eheigen-decompositione A= | i "~ i ] v d ¢

0 - Ap

Ay Aoy, Apa%E'E G 2 eigenvalue ¥ A1 =2 A, 22 A, 20 55 ELG
#_positive semi-definite > #T &L G 1975 eigenvalue ¥ = *t %3t (> 4E
V2w dv s E8LGAE ;2 &R S5 1 2 eigenvector » 1145(2. 9+

oo B X =+/AVT fjﬁ.ﬁé Eraerl X > e §_g v * Multidimensional scaling
KRERAYF - BEBOLEF APEY E - HEFLGERHE IR
DAPTRZ AT KR EMERED 128 3 A MBRSFFE > - T
R RS TR 2 & WIS R IL VR ek 3 S-S
THEDERP g BEEGH Y - A

G= VAV = L viv;T+ A,v,v, T + o+ A Vv, T (2.10)



HREXFQIDFR > P UMEL G LR Edtosad > 75
Mg Z Ag 22 Ay STHSE & 0 B PR R G Sl ] o R A
P AR B R EE LD BIPX = g VAVT ¥ i 7 |G — XTX]| &

,J~ o

w B 2-1 7L REEED L

0 25.00 16.00 9.00
25.00 0 9.00 51.98

D=17600 900 0 2500
9.00 5198 2500 0
FEM 4T
075 —0.25_ —025. —0.25
M = | <025 075 - <0.25—0.25

—0.25 —0.25- 0.75  =0.25
-0.25 -0.25 =0.25 0.75

f* B D #aEE M k3B G

IHTIVY 4
-4 13 4 —13
-4 4 4 —4
4 -13 -4 13

G =

#ipd G A f32S VAVT 7 18

29.035 0 0 0 0251 0.661 —05 0.5
A—| 0 4957 0 o y_|-0661 0251 05 05

0 0 0004 0 —0251 —0.661 —05 05

0 0 0 o0 0.661 —0251 0.5 0.5
.. g 100 0 o
e L R I R D &

1353 —-3.562 —1.353 3.562]

X=IxVAXV= [1.472 0.559 —1472 —0.559



y,= (-3.562,0.559)

V4= (3.562,-0.559)
ya= (-1.353,-1.472)

B 2-2 B =ik g B iR

IR 2-2 ¢ 7 AT LR & By ~y, iR 18 0 & - B BRR R

PR R TR o T P S

BisHEP(2.7):

FA KR 229 FUFR FHSRAER S 5T - B MEE
- eRTehA R B e AR BOEERRS R AR le o AT BT BfET Uk
fRAE BRI L0 F - iR T LR EfEaY B L BB BRE P

S BEL RBET IR R T NS

Xm=0 (2.11)

4 (2.3)7 ariE D=g1T +1gT —2G » %7 & ~ —§MDMT :

—~MDM" = —~Mg1™™MT —~M1g™MT + MGM” (2.12)

8



#7T kzp Mgl™T & M1g™T ¥ 2 04
Mg1™T = Mg1T(1 — 1m™)T

= Mg1T(1—m17)

=M(g1T —g1™m1") (1Tm=1)
=M(gl" - g1")

=Mx0

=0 (2.13)

_g
M1g™" = (M1gH ™"
e ¥ (ngMT)TMT
= 0™™MT
=0xMT"

=0 (2.14)
KR8 H-MGMTE B2 -
MGM™ = (I - 1mT)G(I — 1mT)

=G-Gm1T —1m"'G + 1mTGm1” (2.15)

BHQ. D7 w6=X"X> 2. 1D7 wXm=0> NV 'l%ﬁr’ (2.2)&
= 0w

(2.11) k%P Gm ¥ m"G % £
Gm = XTXm
= XTo
=0 (2.16)

3



m'G = ((mTa)HT

= (G'm)"

= (Gm)"

=0T (2.17)
F502.15) ~ (2.16) ~ (2. 17) ¥ 4=

MGMT = G (2.18)

Bofs 0 8(2.12) ~ (2.13) ~ (2. 14) & (2. 18)%5'§'J:—%MDMT =G> #F# -

2.3 Spectral Clustering

Spectral clustering ¥.- BAFHRE 2 » v {2 8L Fenjp i R #-73
b eh— e gha s @ b <R B b2 Bandp i R AR AR 3 P D
BLe3 8L R endp i R P AK MARYF c g = gk B 3P spectral clustering
AARE[3] -
2.3.1 &P

B3k 7 - & Bl(undirected graph) G = (V,E) > B * * ixf (edge)t %7
€ (weight) » V= {vy,.., vy} £ 8 (vertex)*12)* v & > wy = v; & v 1pid
g b enjgd o H Yo wi =02 wy = wy ’%’wil-:oixg\, Vi—,‘:’EV]‘iFﬁ'ﬁé@‘@#E
oo

7_#weighted adjacency matrix W:

W = (Wj)ij=1,..n

10



[

G ¥ = BELv; € Vehdegree T& & :

7_% degree matrix D :

d, - 0
0 - d,

DitemEdl v ftdmt iE 3 dy, .., dye

Bxt - Vet 2 Ac Vo Bl A3 & (complement) %32 5 A >

it
S

indicator vector fa = (fi,...,f,) € RY 4

{fi=1, ifViEA
fi=0, ifViEK

BXA~BcVEANB=0 > AlZ & A B2LF weight 5 :

i€AJEB

2.3.2 Laplacian matrix

Laplacian matrix ¥ 124 5 unnormalized £ normalized - § % P
unnormalized Laplacian matrix > & ¥.% % :

L=D-W

11



FEELEG TR

(D#>rort cho £ fFERY > THRF & 2

n
Z Wij(fi - fj)z
ij=1

fLf =

N| =

AL

f'Lf = f'Df — f'Wf

n n
= Z difiz - Z flflwl]
i=1 Lj=1
n n n
1 2 2
i=1 Lj=1 j=1

1% .
) Z wii(fi—=f;)
ij=1

(2) L &_ symmetric * positive semi—definite >

Fla DE W ¥ 5 symmetric #t L+ & symmetrice ® d (1)¥ 4L 3

semi—-definite °

(3) L% | eigenvalue 5 0 F 4p¥3t 0 2 eigenvector 3 1 -
ECAZLN
Lx1=(D-W)x1

=Dx1-Wx1

]

=0=0x1

dptv s (0 %5 L2 eigenvalue o ¥ 15 L 5 semi-definite s #7114 %73 &b
eigenvalue '@ *3tE2t (0> d 0¥ &> (0 % | 0 eigenvalue °

12



(4) L 75 eigenvalue % 2 F#c> 2 0=2, <A << A0
Fli LA - BHfEL > 700 L2 5 eigenvalue % 5 F ¥ ¥ d (3)F

v (0 i3] 2 eigenvalue °

7T K#IEP normalized graph Laplacian - normalized graph Laplacian

T N N A SR
Lsym — D—l/ZLD—l/Z
—';’E
L., =D"L
B Logm & Ly £ F 7 75

(1) #2049 o § f € R P WA+ 825

1
symf_zz 1](\/— \/—
R
fTLsymf — fTD—l/ZLD—l/Zf

= (D7V2f) L(D~V/%f)

n
1 E W..(_fi __fi )2
ij
21,i=1 Vdi V4

]

13



(DLpyu =M & Lyypyaw=2Aw > ¢ w=DV2y-
EAN

Lyymw = Aw

sy
o D7V2LD~ 12y = \w

PN D—1/2D—1/2LD—1/ZW — w—1/2w
& (D7L)(D~Y?w) = A(D™V?w)

< L,u=2Au

(3) Lyu=2Au < Lu = ADu -
EAN
L. ,u=Au
< D 1Lu = \u
& DD 'Lu = ADu

S du=2Du

(4) Lyym £ Ly, & positive semi-definite e
d (1)¥ 4v Lgyy » semi-definite » & F 1345(2)¥ 4v > F A & Lgyy, 0

eigenvalue » P| A~ #_L., 7 eigenvalue » #71 Ly, e7¥73 eigenvalue % =

WE (0> d ¥ L, » semi-definite °

(5) Lyy 3] i eigenvalue = 0 2 4p¥>t 0 2 eigenvector = 1 ° Lgyy B
| i eigenvalue % 0 ® 4%t 0 2 eigenvector % DV/?1 -

Fi Lewl=D"'L1=0=0x%x127 L., % semi-definite’ *t2 0 % Ly,
2 B| e eigenvalue - 4 (2)&2(4)¥ &> 0 + &_Lgyy, 5] 77 eigenvalue *

Loym 4Pt 0 2 eigenvector 3 D21 -

14



(6) Leym ¥ Ly, 5773 eigenvalue % = F 8’ 2 0=4; <A, < <A,
F] % Loym » ¥HHEEL > #7100 Loy 2 %7 eigenvalue ¥ = F #ic> 2 d (5)
Fars 0 & Leym B] 2 eigenvalue o o (2)7 50 Ly & Loy £ 5 AR IF 5

eigenvalue » #7011 Ly, 7 F 242 F o

2. 3.3 RatioCut ¥ Ncut
%%~ similarity graph G=(V,E) » 5 7 #*7F VAL T L k¥ > 7

LT & cut 40T

k
1 _
cut(A,, .. Ay) = 52 W(A,, &)
p=1

HeY b AJU.LLUA =V A NunA=0-

spectral clustering «np ﬂ—fﬁ»{b A= & & & (partition) Aq, ..., Ag > 12
B cut(Ay, ., Ay) BB L E ASEPE S FFEE LA HERT D2 (EEF - BHP
BenBcE SRE A 5 ST SRR Y R e "v?—&'jjf‘uja RatioCut £

Neut shdi 3 o A W] T3 40T

cut(A,, A
RatioCut(Ay, ..., Ay) =Z (%, Ap)
2" Ayl
< cut(A,,A,)
Ncut(A;, ..., A =Z¢

p:
B AR AAY Bk E o vol(A) =Zoli :
i€EA

ET X,T*u? R BRRT de iR 45 0 RatioCut ¥ Neut éhdo ] B ' 6o e
- &P > R k=22 R FikiERERF HREEk=2FI -

e e AP RatioCut:

15



SRS SR SE SR

min RatioCut(A, A)
AcV

FLEED R f=(f,. ) ERVS:

&I/l . ifv €
fi=

- |A|/|K| ) ifVi € K

RIfE3 J‘z—r,ﬁ_rﬁ?:

(LfL1
AL
n N
=Nz ALy Al
L LaglAl L (1A
i=1 ieA ieA
Al jA|
) Ifll = vn
AL
n _
Al _ |A]
17 = D62 = 1A T+ Al
= Al N

=|Al+|A] =n

16
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(3) fTLf = |V| - RatioCut(A, A)

AL

n
1 2
fILf = 52 wi(fi — )
=1

IA 1Al
|A |A |A |A
1€A]EA EA]EA

= cut(A, A)(IAI w +2>

— (1Al +|A] |A] + |A]
=cut(A,A)< A + Al >
cut(A,A) cut(A A)

A Al
= |V| - RatioCut(A;A)

= [VI(

V] & =& s #7245 fvRatioCut(A,A) i [ g4 g »t 45 0 f @ 1 fILf

E G B o FI T LR E AT A T AT
min fTLf subjecttofl 1 f; £&%(2.19)  Ifl =+n
C

e iz H - B NP hard «0R* 38 > (25 P52 F 2 ok fdid > AT f g - &
Ao A FER T o 4ot 7 BB R 1 A

;2]}{:11 FTLf subjectto f L1 ||If]l =+vn

d Rayleigh-Ritz theorem[4]¥ #v :

® fE3® L2 eigenvector  »

AR A, 2 eigenvector TPV o e H oA G ARV 4r o LAREY A 2

17



eigenvector 2 1 » e B F| 4 fAAIH| & £330 1 » 97 0UsaBfp 3t A, 2
eigenvector ° F& f s % f 4 = indicator vector ° )’I.%? i %ﬁé fEIA =
FAV A S 3

{vieA, iff;=0

Vi € K, if fi <0 (220)

#7T REP 4oe £ Neut 2 B B 2 422 & RatioCut 2 -] B 22 4

e F A AP R f=(fy..0) ERVE:

vol(A) e A
vol(A)’ e
f = (2.21)
vol(A) —
- |/, lfVi eEA
\ VOI(A)

ple F187
(LMDHTL =0

AL

iy
o=

= dlfl + -4+ dl’lfl’l

B vol(A) vol(A)
_<Zd> vol(A) . dl) vol(A)

1€

=0

18



(2)fTDf = vol(V)

AL

n
f1Df = ) £,
i=1

vol(A) __vol(A)
= vol(A) m + vol(A) vol(A)

= vol(A) + vol(A)

= vol(V)

(3)fTLf = vol(V)Ncut(A, A)

AL

1 n
fILf = gz wi(f )

ij=1

2 2
1 vol(A) - |vol(A) 1 vol(A)  [vol(A)
T2 Z_Wij <\/V01(A) % \/VOl(A)) -- 2 Z /- <_\/V01(A) B \/vol(A))
1€EA,jJEA IEAJEA
vol(A) vol(A)
vol(A) T vol(a) )
3 __{vol(A) + vol(A) vol(A) + vol(A)
= cut(A A) < vol(A) vol(3) >
cut(A,A)  cut(A,A)
vol(A) * vol(A)
= vol(V)Ncut(A, A)

= cut(A, A) <

= vol(V)(

AL LR R A T Ao T
min fYLf subjecttoD f L1 ¥ f; 7.%*%(2.21) » fIDf = vol(V)
[
B ™ 0 AR R BT

}Iel]glll fYLf subjecttoD f L1 fTDf = vol(V)

19



Boisif=D""2g i r:

min g"™D~Y2LD~1/2g subjectto g L D/?1 > ||g||? = vol(V)
g n

Ho > DTV2LDTYZ = L, 0 2 o fak Loy, AP 43T A 2 eigenvector 5
DY/21 > #r114345 Rayleigh-Ritz theorem > B~ g 5 Lgym 1A% A; 2

eigenvector > Bl f = D™Y2g o B tid4rk (2.20) F | fRV A X AEA o

20



2.3.4 Spectral clustering i# & i

-l @4 %A B#G L spectral clustering /& &2 o 4~ % 5 Shi

and Malik # 2000 & 74 I ew B2 (5] 0™ & H m#48 :

Spectral clustering according to Shi and Malik

Input: A set of point X = {x;,...X,}, number k of clusters to
construct .

Output: Clusters Ay, .., Ax with Aj={jly;€C} .

L.

Construct W and D, Wj = exp (—||xl- — x]-||2/202) ifi # j,and Wj;

=0. D isadiagonal matrix and D;; is the sum of W's i-th row.
Compute L., =D"L , L=D—-W .
Compute the first k eigenvectors vy, ..,V of Ly, .

Let U € R™K be the matrix containing the vectors vy, ..,V as
columns .

For i=1,..,n, let y; € RX be the vector corresponding to the
1-th row of U .

Cluster the point (¥;)iz1..n in RX with the k-means algorithm
into clusters Cy,...,Cy .

CBIFEEEN NP E > AR R LA R R g 2 5 RgE G

k o f1* Gaussian function 3% * & B2 Fefpin ik » S B L W o 1%

W ,T};? WU E Ly, 0 B Ly 2215 ,T%’v’ M8 L., 2. eigenvalue ¥

eigenvector - & ¥ B % k /| ¢ eigenvalue *7¥ & eigenvector vy, ..., Vx

I};:,\.éf:“i U > _‘/E = I fva"_\’{_ U= [vl vk] ° fz‘_E-‘i. U TFIL— I/B; n)(k :I‘_E"i. y F\ TFE‘H-

ELU AT IF kR LB PR TP APT RS E Bg- BATSRE B

FHM TR ER T k-means TR A HEF T LIRSS EHES o
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Ng, Jordan, and Weiss % 2002 #3217 ¥ - B/gE2[6] =B /FE 2

2 Shi and Malik #7#& &1ehj £3% % F > H BB 40T

Spectral clustering according to Ng, Jordan, and Weiss
Input: A set of point X = {Xq,..X,}, number k of clusters to
construct .

Output: Clusters Ay, .., Ax with Aj={jly;€C} .

1. Construct W and D, Wj; = exp (—||xi — x]-||2/202) ifi #j,and Wy =

0 .D is a diagonal matrix and Dj; is the sum of W's i-th row .
Compute Lgym .
Compute the first k eigenvectors vy, ..., v of Lgymy .
Let U € R™K be the matrix containing the vectors vy, ..,V as
columns .
Form the matrix T € R™X¥ by normalizing the rows to norm 1 .
6. For i=1,..,n, let y; € RK be the vector corresponding to the
i1-th row of T .
7. Cluster the point (¥i)i=1,.n 1D RX with the k-means algorithm
into clusters Cq,...,Cx .

A
i
-l
=
(\x

e

[N X ST S | y . 2 -
BB E e S AR L, A L0 3t

IFREE U E - Brle B RIVIER G103 EET o R

o
P
)
-l
~
3

ik Rk Bhx (AR > B % k-means ¥izidt AR A FH oo
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TRRUE 2 H R EE o IRELE T U A T

TRILY fIY P EE - B AP N E R R BB L R 2

ke

FPA- BRI E SRR TR RS SR A BRI ROERR
e bEB S L REa F 0T RE S AR AL S FE 0
d A Ad S o L EREAMS (e B Halgky §FSCED AR

dAZ A AR EA R LA TARY AR amh o 6 kRS

R Z P ArPE R 2 ARG B
Fied BIGTRMLG EAFORRD B RERT ek S B RO R E
AFEPAR R ORI & v P2 B AR I ARR S RIS A B RS R 25 5 O RPN AR 1Y
B#-5 R Tt A v BANETIRTRIR A Y DI B LIRS B FIEE 0 2R (S

EERLMAI A BFEZ > BEDS AR LI PE R o

3.2 & bz ‘f#_
S Y L F D BT R AR D BRF R ke
T g A AieRy Y wd%ﬁ—lﬁ% Eaeihgt o A 0 I
SIEF e R E R ERR 2 Fenfpink o AT RZE AHmH2 & *
BB N AT Bl AR A e R IR RS
FoORBBERFALT LR FY OINERIGmAR R L AL kBT S & i

Heo Bl 3-1 5 % SLinARMR] -
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Blog tag cloud
collection
\ 4
Preprocessing
A\ 4
Tag similarity Tag coordinate
computation representation
Y \ 4
Hierarchical clustering Blog coordinate
representation

A 4

Blog vector generation

Y

Clustering

Analysis

B 3-1 % suin47H
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A R e 150 B e RE R RER T SR INE R AR
A u AT P (novie) ~ * 25 (travel )& it & (health) » % - B#F= & & 7 50
BIVE R AR BATROIE T e § iR AR R E G 24T B - Bipt

Hedt? o 2068 BHRAE M- Ko £ 379 BIRMEFAR2 AL 0 4

—

EAT AR 10% 0 SUE B ER T MR R Y p T R R EAF SRR AW i
g

AP R PFREP s AR EAERT § g F - BT ] AT

2

ER F A AT A HIE K S -

3.4 % Bu®

d TR - AR GR AL IR p A A ARG E R ] AT R
G SRR SUE RIS LER AR g IR A AN - SN R BRE ST TR
ZL*‘E””*%—%@*“‘J% o BRI AT FaRiiE R o F S T'F—‘Fkl’ g1 * 72008, 2009,

2010, -+, i R4 kg ER

o

PrendE i BT e A RLOPRE RN L

P - MR P ERAL T ZERF LT - iR R AR o
R pH-BIA R RERE FFE-FARAEZREHTRT

o r 2 P (vord) e S nfR ik A R TR PR RS R B R

SRR R R AR v R AR TR ARG AL TR

LR RS L

3.5 & "'ﬁﬁ‘-éﬁ‘ & efdp i &

F R LARF I F R - BMET L EFIFRED TG ERHES D
R R ] ’wfmfﬂﬂ?mé* TRIL o Ah2 (&% JF 31 HF
Altavista[T]k§ess B p iR - R B35 TR 1, 2 THRR2, 2R
%’ﬁiiﬁﬁm§éﬁ»
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{£4 1 NEAR 154 2

E'J;}f'%T%]?g#%'ﬁE%”ﬁ FEM TR R e |

Laefrme 3 TR 1, & THRE2,-

2. THG 1,2 THK2, AR Tt IMPR AL A 10BOF Ip o

& Peter D. Turney[8]edk =~ ¥ » @ & * NEAR:#FE + %5 PMI - ¥ » 385
FlEFs gw i@ o b ipit2 R adicp > RAEFSIHFHOF D e | Hp e

Y
'—;}. .

hits(#-4 1, 4 2)
EF hit Bz (5> 3 BIEK 24P fJ‘zfii&”{% &

Similarity(#5 1, %5 2) = log(hits(H& 4 1, %4 2))

AR B AR Y hit#hen &5 logaR FILF] 5 P o5 e L T ik

ek

FOLE R P log VR B ESE] 0 S LAY o
SR R S AT T R AT A BARR - A IR oA R

PIC P erp i RARR |5 etheafp R ZEF &% igd s FIL af - BAiE
o — g3 AT R RRER LMD gfﬁ’wwaygﬁf
F-Adm e Boykim » P gy y a8 T4, fela2a
g TR 2 Fenfpiuig > 255

Similarity(2 =%, ©¥+3k) = 4,99

Similarity(2 &2, E3) = 2.46
BEeB o)+ 9 P lg Do dek g - BIvERA 7 " 22 Bk a ¥t
BIMFRBECAHe 7 TR Iz T gn @8 BARA P REFLH
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2 Peap i BIRAMERAE BRI > TF > 75 g o T+t

R F A T EBAET AR AT PR kehp RS BB -

EY .‘|...l- . ’ —
3.6 #IMFER M E 4T
Q%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ#éﬁ’ﬁiﬁiﬂﬁiéﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%

{ﬁ-@%ﬁﬁ@%—%ﬁ&°ﬁ&%pmﬁﬁhf?n%’mﬁ‘%%gﬁ%

FMEAT - BnRasEeor- BINER? & I EBELE-PEE LT EY
AEAZERZ AR TE faj’@ﬂfmﬂ BB NBREF HEE L 22F

W
EE’@{i%£€*iéﬂ’@ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ{ﬁ&lﬁdé;’fif
PEF it o BB RE T BK AT Rk & 5 {action, animation, comedy,
fantasy, airlines, hotels} > 2 3 =B 3E A B & C> A &2 B #idy it ehi 35
FEALHED Corfy b en il JEAFGE > A7 0GR A ¢ 7 k4t {action,
animation} ¥%jZ & B # 7 #& 4t {comedy, fantasy} %% C ¢ % #&4#{airlines,

i AT

;\\

hotels} » B3R ?ﬁA’B"TEC?”?tLé’E‘%

A=(, 1,0 0, 0, 0

o]
|

=0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0)
C=,0 0,0 1, D

F* P domik o 2 g% distance & 1% * cosine similarity k3+
BINTE R B adp R R 38R A BT B e 00 R 2 3R A B C e i R gt AL
- R AT A R T G PREER T NFNE R A8 B A AR T ahe AT
ML R F - B IRE R AR R A TR e BT R B AT

A5 BPERAZ Faopin R T EEE 204 310
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action |animation | comedy fantasy | airline | hotels
action — 7.89 7.9 7.48 5.92 7.08
animation - 7.98 7.09 0. 24 9.45
comedy - 7. 44 4. 85 6.4
fantasy - 4.62 7.18
airline - 7.21
hotels -

% 3-1 Rz Fedp i

Er

BREA 1237 ugRme B {action, animation, comedy, fantasy}
ZBap i BRP RS 165 Bis{airlines, hotels}z FFedpin B~ #F -
Tewe PEAMR 2 AL IR B s BIRA TR 25T TRy
B L I RBRERES  ABIERENERBRARKR AL A RT3, K AT
v E 7&{%@{%_%% SRR ], A3, ee) o FPL o T LR R PR AR 1Y
B E > BAWES EARE - A F iR HHNES KR
- BAEERAPUAERE T ALFER AL BTN EENER F- BER
PR R g AR IT A AL o B B ¢ R AR AR R A S F (A

HiFL2APEE3 6 1w VIR 32 L %

action animation comedy fantasy Il airlines hotels

clusterl cluster2

Bl 3-2 fRito 2w s
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d B 3-2 ¥ &v > % - ¥ % {action, animation, comedy, fantasy}Z® % = ¥

{airlines, hotels} » Vi #m & & 77 2 ff fcha— Bid ez soa & - BHE

i

—_

SA- AR S RAF - BAEAE- BAR PRERABECH R

Rt L S

=
1l

2,0)
B=1(2,0

(@)
|

= (0,2)

dopt— ko Frpt e B AR R EINE R Bendpin g > T L EDIIRERA
2B R A S CRT gl da b il DA IR A B0

BB Vo fds AP i eh AT > A IREARRC Ay ik VY - BAAE3.6.1 H

™

o ARG A 3 e in o B

3.6.1 4k 43

45 R AR T i A A Ap IR n1 A0 A3k & * Hierarchical

ETIAS

clustering[9] k& = 4l enps & M % o - Bde® - BIRFIE- B2 o

—

LS

BipF X EEAPWMAE KRGS BH > - EFF T - BHEL L -

7
“~

F_L

PEEEF RPN AR A& G =72 > 4~ % _Single linkage ~
Complete linkage ¥ Average linkage - *# = i * 1¥_Average linkage °
Average linkage sHifp B8 g H s = 2> B A BA= kP pF o B A7

N FAREALY o (AR AP HE ) 2 Tiamin o 4 5B 3-3 2 R
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(o)

Bl 3-3 7 Fpnn 3 %

Yol 3-3 i n A ER R FIL G - BARREH LT R R e 0R SR 1
TIRE R g AR R - A Bty iR - BAE X ARGE

AHEFEZHRE G IS o RIR R RS R AR 33 e HE

1111\L

Fo& - BEY OEREKERTIE L BB EAFGP e 5 BB

Rl A BHEY LD E SRR B LN R ML B 2 S
F2ARREE § S - B R BEEEET O 0k A A2 AR B
& 2 (s iR R KE NS A BRI Bl S BH S L ki
PAZS - Rlied B iR AT R R G ER A RS BIEREH

Tt et B AR R D N AR B S

N — (size(g;) + size(g]-)))f

Similarity(gi, g]-) = Original Similarity(g;, g;) X ( N

# ¢ » Original Similarity(g;, g;) #_./% * % * Average linkage #73+% ) % chfp i
B N3 i endic g > size(g) 2o 5 gie B i il » 7 [ 5 -

B 5B 7 URB DA FEFRRAFE > T A 43 BFELELEAEREKEHS

4

»

BE2 T A R AR B 3-4 5 F ATenAp 1R RPE BAp e BE L

E2_ A
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81

82

of
(D (2)
B 3-4 * 3rerdp B kP E B AR chd B L

B 3-4(1)7 3 =2 BF > A% 5 g ~g, & gz 4k @ * Average linkage
R E 2 B edp i B BE AR LR A Bl R S 513 B Spg0 B ¥ st A g & g,
Z MR D S1 > Sp3 815 0 LR A A g ¥ g, L B2 (S 7N BER
Mg, gy b E 2t TR BREERE R AR EDFA AR g
adjust(sy3) > adjust(s;,)’ B *® ’adjust(sij),ff‘u{gi Bog SEAF LS fp R

LV éﬁxf;ﬁs‘%ﬁﬁﬁgz—,‘i’gg’éfﬂ‘@' &k Ao @] 3- 4 (2) -

ETAS

TR AT MR E S AR G Y AP R T A U v
PR E S N E AT R R S kot e

Fob AR T AR IR E Y SR R 120 HRF A B
£3-2AIMBI X At e §LRRL R F - ROk kS ARG T B
B¢ 69 BEAY MM AT A PIGERY 5 655 B Y NI Ao
MY 67 BARAYT NI AR IERY L6 BERARFILAT FE %
S 10 BRI AR R AT o JEY A 327 BT B - 4

84. UM A e ag iRt > B - < g B4 B E T B ORR > A F

ARG 94, FpR AL B AR ekt -
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### Movie Travel Health M&T M&H T&H M&T&H
775 69 655 67 6 0 10 0
546 462 56 46 12 5 5 4
470 14 26 443 0 0 13 0
455 103 196 203 16 9 29 7

12 0 0 12 0 0 0 0

% 3-2 120 % > Frendp i B 2E 8 S 2

BTORBLER Y Bedp R E S R e R A & 120 32 A HR R 4

337 MH I X e T2 PRI PF o APT LI K- %ifj* #2236

B B0 T R 91 4% B P28 9t Ay NI AR R 0 41.5%
SRy MR AR R 0 338N R NI AR Y c Ko A ER e g

112 BB 0 FIT AHRE 5 S R

g S M T | M&T M&H T&H M&T&H
2236 647 928 755 34 14 57 11
12 0 0 12 0 0 0 0
10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 9 0 0 0 0 0 0
T 0 0 7 0 0 0 0

4 3-3120% > Eefpiu g8 > 2
Fd B 120 ¥ )T O o AT R R 2 N g iR R
ST o DR Y IR R A NS IRR R - AERRIER @ i Eendp
REE R A R R e - B 0 YRR E BRI 9
A I ;I&{;;?%;é B2 R s R R e B oo
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£03-4~3-5 A AR Y B AR WA S RAT S A A 5 250 ~ 500
21000 ¥z 7 > ied BT < FE kil o Jhd oA T T EP 0 7

Fod s E S I MAYE SRR TR BHE O RT5.

i 1 2 3 4 6]

250 415 358 348 332 259
500 237 189 188 142 140
1000 12 68 65 64 58

£3-4 R IO MBIE S E AW BT S HE AR

i 1 2 3 4 6]
250 1980 14 10 10 7
500 1434 86 19 18 16
1000 718 42 39 32 29

%35 R Bedp A E 2 A EME BT 2 Fakit

3.6. 222 MFERE

@A - & ¢ » %% Hierarchical clustering i& B 4 x5 & /£ cnd ¢

F_*

-BERR m&{iﬁ‘: PER M GRS 7 UG RE L E R R
Heod NT BT o i ix iéﬁﬁﬁzjﬁf& 2V ER AT B OAR 0 4o

3-9:
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-----------------  BERRRREEEEEEEEHE
————————————————— el S BT E

Bl 3-5 TR EH B K

BB 35 ¢ R ERSEEL(A B C D B} RypAR RS R B
Bz fs o vELERES S 28 {{A B, C D}, {E, F}} 3% :{{A B, C
D}, {E}, {Ft}et 43 {{A«B}, {C, D}, {E},o(F}} - #2273 -

B AR X2 (8 R AR R 3T A 4 by B T
R ER A S X FE =k o BEP ARRT T AL G A8 Ay AR
Penifg > #r0 a5 X B Aidhe

A B - BIERAARF B XX E 0 BXRRG 0B oA
oAt F e X e v N E l Fn2Z Bahize- BE o - fj,};{gf;’?ui{:a
A R E o AT - BEHAL- BRARE - BARDENEINE
R TR LA ZAR 2 FH B BRI I BEERF - BINFHRTe 7 aER
2{A, C F} 28 * B35 HEE X =3hFRT » PIWETH 5§
27252, 0, DeFBX =4 M ER2ze L2725, 1, 0, Do

AEWEE - BIE R E 218 Bt - B T‘ﬂ;’ﬁ-rﬁ' TR B AT
iR FIEF S & - BIOEROERBEE LRI AR 57 @A TR @
BFRZRLE LA ENLEE  HNUERe E I RS LRI T BRI 5 3

Bple LBEARNER AL B v e 7 5 BRAE 100 BHRA > A5



{a;,a,, ..., as}

e

7

{b1, bZ' ey blOO}

TR RN A T - B R AR CE § 5 B

{ci, ¢y ., C5}

P

BN R MR e B R e

g1 = {, dq,dy, ..., ds, ""bll bz, "'lb100’ }

g, =1{..,¢c1,Cq) e, Cs, o0 }

J

Mg PR A Ben 105 BARAGI T DA A B0 B - BEY A
R CHMERAA T S BEY G ERUSRSE R A B Che B A T2 AN G
A=(5, 0, 0) ~B=(100, 0, 0)£ C=(0,/ 5, 0)° 4% & ™ &k At 5N 2 B eh
Ap R R Y TREAE ) N AR R R etalp i BT BEALARE % A Ap iR A
REHLAR S (% FAp iR AKR 0 RISEIER A S B B4R S 050 3UIEH A C o
BEAL X K5 To Fp kB L S A 2 C eh A AERUAPIT e TG R B L

T RS A RREE A R GAFH DT R R e r BRI B

i

R oo r bk b+ kg g r R (8 A=(1, 0, 0) ~B=(1, 0, 0)~C=(0, 1, 0) >
TG Eeh g Bl F R R EES R S A Ap i R R U R A & B G fdp inaha

' 2

;mé»ié_%%‘u{&““KZfémra’zz\vr/z °

&
o
A
s
=
e
=
e
]
s

V- BAFIMERSDZORELE - BRI - BEEhEEe

Eap AR N A AR 2 B R 0k ph IR 2 B endp U ARR o
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3.7.1# * Multidimensional scaling & # #& &2 &

Bt E R R R L B dp A §5 0 g2 i Multidimensional
scaling 4 B¢+ & - Bif- B L RS  fipig - BLR UL L > 75
fohdhe ST PR R E S Y AR S A R A e AR L S
AR B A%% o 2 Multidimensional scaling ¥f4p i & éha & k|4 £.4p & o 7
% - Multidimensional scaling * ﬁa?] R B8R R 8L et 0 B o
AZAD 0 R AR S PR R RS R ARRIT 0 T EERAR ] R A AP IR ARR 0 A B
BAR S R A AR IR AR F]t g B AP & fend 'T%i]ﬁ{#&#ﬁ 02 R 4 S FERE
100 R ARE &k A AR] GREAE 0 F 20 4R 02 R AR & AR L DR o

;[HBQ B F o ;\3 :J‘Z—ﬂ'l fJI&ﬁ*&G\'ﬁE’%ﬁ :

distance(ty, t,) = (Max Similarity +1) —Similarity(t,, t,)

H¢ o Max Similarity £dp#ng Hesl® > Ap7 A& 3R 07 BARF 2R - Max
Similarity + 1 &k F1 2 % £ BAP A B Be08 BHERIER T 0> F1i 07 T=
APk BHERAFES A Z 0 KBS B O anigig fi-%? v AR 02 R A =

BEd -

3.T.23 FivE 2 ik
B R - B RAIRARL (T AT R DR AR PR IR R -

4r% 4] * Multidimensional scaling # # 2 & A fkan/a g £ = 2 > RIIRE

v

2 B AS B2 o BRT - ERT 0 BER BERORES YL

(XIIYII Zl) N (XZ'YZ'ZZ) AT (Xn'Yn'Zn)
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PIZEE H 2 B (xy,2) e LGB gt 2 Bifen? g R0 03

X1 +X2+"'+Xn

X =
n
_Yity2ttys
n
Zl+Zz+"'+Zg
7 =
n
G ETEL B(xy,z) A R AIRERL AR

3.8 & #

e S Aol T ié“’ A g oA HE KBRS
*Eh v ¥ * kmeans ¥ spectral clustering K Bl:FE_F it #-7 b AR5 3R %
s B

F & * spectral clustering % » € & & -5 415 T2 Fap vk > &
¥ & * spectral clustering El??‘r‘a’fi{’* Gaussian-similarity function %3+
Ty Rprgh Beafpivk > Bk

Similarity(x;, x;) = exp (@)

3.9 4 4% 3 %

*#~ 3 * Fl cluster evaluation measure[10] k&G & {8 & ¥ & % hF
Heod WA ETRPLE T 2 BASIGER A WA
o hAARGFLHEFEEFE > T2 gﬁfr’iﬁi - BIE R esEE] ) U R ¢ 12
PpifE BN B enfp R MG aRRER A A Z R RS FEORE
BER R o S BINERG T e AT A
1. True Positives(TP): & st BNt A bl — 3> @ 153 BT S L5

Wl - B ARE e
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2.False Positives(FP): % se#-a BN bl — 3 & Hi5a BINF R L
SR

3. True Negatives(TN): k sii-rd BIMEFH A 47 3> A & BINE RS F 7
SR

4.False Negatives(FN): & si#-m BaRjT 4 &7 3> Lids BIRE R L
R

Flp oo ,T%? 8 precision s recall £ Fl» & W] 2 &40 ;

TP

pFECISlon = TP n FP
s

FeCal = TP +FN

AL 2 X precision X recall
~ precision + recall
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Frd o fRERES S G
419 %FH

AT 2 FHRFAL R EDIDORE 2 INERZERE

,
Wh
i
I
i\4

Y

Kt

%

A A AT R R R RN B - Bapume FO0BINEHR A
= BAER R E T e iR e A R K G 2447 B o AT R Y N T

P \

Mg SRS HELEENE R o

1.29 %5 %
AN B B S BB o gL RIRE A @ * hierarchical clustering
BAPMBEBONEREE » B BE T 24T BARE REATIVER» E 0 B85 &

% 4-1 - &7 % pl:E @ * hierarchical clustering #-4p i & & &8 & & h

F_*

BECAPLUREY XA BARDEBRRLEFINETROT Y 27 F s FHIFE 2
EIRER A TR R B8R 4:2-4-3 8 4-4edets o K-t * Multidimensional
scaling 3+ & 1 kendnjE Ak~ % kmeans & spectral clustering ¥ 4 #

HEEAN T HER R L 450

4.39%%%

&k £4-27 > (a)® % spectral clustering according to Ng, Jordan, and

Weiss » (b) ™ % spectral clustering according to Shi and Malik -
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W precision recall F1
kmeans 0. 366 0.671 0.474
(a) 0.497 0. 710 0.585
(b) 0.479 0. 749 0.584
Z4-1 24T BemitZie R 2 b o HFE 22 8%
aRr precision recall F1
250 0. 769 0. 805 0. 787
120 0.817 0.831 0.824
60 0. 791 0.807 0.799
30 0.545 0. 692 0.610
10 0:553 0. 683 0.611
3 0. 329 1. 000 0.495
# 4-2 LA AR AR e & *F kneans A ek %
1.2
1 B
0.8 7’!//‘}\"
06 / M —4—pricision
»—q —B—recall
04 ‘/ N F1
0.2
0 . . . : : .
2447 250 120 60 30 10 3

40

Bl 4-1 247 F2& 5w £ @ * kneans » 32 ¥ 5




aR precision recall F1

250 0.796 0. 824 0.810
120 0.829 0. 841 0.835
60 0.791 0. 807 0.799
30 0. 564 0.642 0. 600
10 0. 560 0. 624 0.591
3 0.329 1.000 0.495

243 LA R B FE 2 ()N HNEE

1.2

0.8 -

0.6

. /

0.4

/ v \ —=—recall
F1

0.2

S

2447 250 120 60 30 10 3

W42 22 Fagkae @ % FEiZ(a)»FE2d RE
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aR precision recall F1

250 0.771 0. 807 0. 789
120 0.829 0. 841 0.835
60 0.791 0. 807 0.799
30 0. 564 0.642 0. 600
10 0. 560 0. 624 0.591
3 0.329 1.000 0.495

244 L R B R FEZ (DA NS

1.2

0.8 -

0.6

=== pricision

0.4

/ v N\ —f—recall
F1

0.2

2447 250 120 60 30 10 3

W 4-3 267 b @iee £ % 552 (b)A 2 o RE
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wE precision recall F1

kmeans 0.870 0.874 0.872
(a) 0. 857 0. 86 0. 859
(b) 0.870 0.873 0.871

L 45 $HE0H R A H o &
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