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Abstract

E-mail has become one of the most popular communication channels for people to
disseminate information nowadays. However, because of its convenience, speediness, and
low cost, some people abuse this channel to spread information for advertisement and
promotion purpose. This often causes users’ troubles in managing their mailboxes. These
unsolicited and undesired emails are referred to as spam (or junk emails). Spam filtering,
therefore, is an essential issue to help users get rid of annoying emails. The purpose of this
research is to propose an appropriate classification approach to filtering spam with skewed
classes and drifting concepts. An Incremental Cluster-Based Classification method (ICBC)
is proposed accordingly. ICBC first clusters documents into several groups, and an equal
number of keywords are then extracted from each group to alleviate the problem of skewed
class distributions. In addition, ICBC also possesses the ability of incremental learning that
can adapt itself to the changing environment with drifting concepts and avoid the cost of
re-training. Four experiments are conducted to evaluate ICBC. The results show that ICBC
can effectively classify both Chinese and English spam. It can also deal with the issues of
skewed class distributions and drifting concepts. The feasibility of ICBC is thus justified.

Key words: Spam filtering, skewed class distribution, concept drifting, incremental
learning
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CH AR R HIY G IRA] AR E PR RS FE 8 EF R E T E AR
AR BN - 2 hATTEANGEEE  FEARMAECHRFERZARL  AHFK
HREERE RFTAL BHEREY HTEBA RRGERF  BRRAPUEHRTAF
¥ KRB REMFTHEREMS - BB IRE4HEALHF S NG 2/ EREA
R H G HZE -

LR REIREGEAR > FSEERER VO ERME - T kL B H
KAGLFB K BE - SR ELZBEFMLECGLHF LT FHEA KA B £
B AR F I RA TR R B ) R EATE AR 0 BIE o HART A K — L3 RAEAF
19 34 32 A8 A 04 32 3R ER A 4 T AR RS A SR 0 B & 3 3R BN OF Y B A B AR Bp e MR AR
BB AT S0 RARE B 0) 24 0 REALE 4 £ 8 - 18 R I35 R B4 42 K (anti-spam
program) &k B R L A B o & T AR - TR IE 7 kBB EF R R
AT 0 BB ATEAE 0 3E 3L CH 3 3R B AE BOIE B 0 AF AL 0 ARG F) S B HE 0] 6 K
#E o AT £ B IR A A XK E (text mining) °

1o oy 7 2 3R B AF 09 — e AF M 0 K 3Ry 942 K 3t B U5 A A8 B R B (Fawcett
2003) : & &R &6y 28 5] 5 M (skewed class distribution) * Ff 38 6494k 4 28 5] & 45 £ 3% B
P E B2 BB 2R RKGER » @ FRAZIRP PTIIER B BK % 355 E
HEA o —fRey R AR BA NG TR AT RLEWRE > FERKBER VAR
0 B & FIBAK 0 dn i N AR R 6Y o FA 45 SR AE F L Tk R AR 09 £ % R R (Weiss & Provost
2001) ; HR & £ R 7E 4% (concept drift) » H £ 2 T 4 @ [ % 7174 (e.g., Viagra) s F & 1%
(e.g., TFET )X FAL MR LS+ o R AL MW 420 0 % 69 D AR AAF R A H]
BT ey & o

AT B o Bp & St ¥ B R B AE - 4R A 0 0 B 7 R 4R 5 R B R B e AR
2o BRI A RIEA AL AR B G A AKE X 2FRA
i (Jain 1999)F EAT IR IL - M Xthbr o s BB T R 6 > B4R BB FF AR RML4F
B RARBEA NENIBEN > HARKKLR  HAZRZHNRA L 0 AL
KRG H (A PR R AR R » o sl oA B M o) 3% B ROBRAK 049 Ak AR T8 R IR B 0y 82 1L -
AU RPTIRZ Ty kAl & " A5 B & Ikt 2 k3% X 9 #87k (Incremental Clustering-Based
Classification; ICBC) ; » &0 P » ZIAVFR T F HZIETALA M -

AXFH 2R T @ F HRF BRI - AR AR EFEIEZ 48
Bt - $ B ME AR RATRZ Tk T Boflsl kg X ok, - Fun g
RERFEARFF RPTIE T TR Z 3 o F B E B R RO BRLR KRR T REOIFF 5 7 &) ©
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A e R K AR B R 2 BEASIRAS 2 FE AT R IRER AR 5 SRR X A8 B A

— -~ R EE R 2 i(skewed class distribution)

H AR RGN M AR AR 0 — R B E T RIKHE Ve B AT IERE
TR Rimig e Ve BARBERIA T ARy o Blde > DEFBRAGWARESE 2
B FRERAAR] » F ke BT - AR AR EIEARRRF - AR F SR ey SRR K
AR AR S 0 o B R VA RR R AR AR R - 04 T iR - B v AR 0 ARIR &3S e Y Bk (over-
sampling) (Honda et al. 1997) ~ % 'V % # /% (under-sampling) (Hart 1968) ~ 15 € % #2454 %
A% A (assign misclassification costs) (Monard & Batista 2002) + & % #-#8 % & B € 7% (multi-
classifier committee approach) (Chan et al. 1999) o f ¥ - 3&jw b 8k 2 I XIE mg v #8
Bleg et B 0 Ry S BIEBAR RIS T S 09 R EOR Y g YRR ER
BlBARE o ARy RN AR EE AT H TATI AR BH A RKAMERNRAGE
#oo Bt 5 AR AAN TR TR GURAZNER Y s RaSR mE S AEER
B eA R B4t 2] 7 X RE 2| A kAR A - R oy AR -

— - S iE(concept drift)

BT HENBLES > REES>SERED)E R OHRA o EHILTAR Kie il
BIPT AR o TR RMACAMN SRR R »HBET TES R4k - =258
ACTEEHMMmBEF  — RO HRE X R XA R o RAEBEARE 30 M &g
BB R L T AR ) o Bl AP E S ey RAT TR R M S 0 RE e TG R
FRFORATH R mR R BEAHBAEZHNIRA LR RN T E - — RRES G RE
(Stanley 2001)°T 5% @ L BP oML &8~ P LIBLARSS - RER MRS - F—F
| AR IEFS 69 N K (Forman 2006)7T -4 @ TR 0% ~ TR W ~ 8l o

e o BRATEAZANA R 2 ABER Y LA Lk % F (RIREEAD)
BYRETT ©

= EENEE

BXPFEREZNERLSL T A MBS EIREF - 1£15810(Generalization) ¥4 8%
3R 3% Mb(d'Alché-Buc & Ralaivola 2002) » #2 4] 353040302 & T AR VAR P o 3k & A v 0y
RARBREETR IR B> AL REERER - HTRA>EABSHEEE > Wuet
al.(2002)#¢ & — B oy 7 ik B S B A - AR KX R ELd o) A « S8 5 k3R R B s o
BAHRBALEBER > HAEBHHEY>ASERAERKA LR - LF k@ 1577 %
— By AR —mEE>BITHIRELID > R E— 2B ECII %%
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%o —HHE R DI EBIDF IR B0 2B Clo 0 5 FHD A R IE A WAEF G ¢
DPADN ° {238 % & % — R T RDEHE S » FT A B HDpADN 5134k F 5485 : CIP
ACIN » 3t 5 314§ Dp A DN o A IE B WmAEFA 5] o M85 A FGE 2 AAEI ka8 E
H 3| 5 2] A #H£ t9F-measure 1A 538 ho 4151k o & e hny ROE AT T AT A — B Bh ey
AAHRE AR PG FHRALORERTHER S HEHBO AR RENTALE S
,.ﬁ( °

B 1: XSRS B ENEE
- RRBERE
SRR ik — AT 2 & % & K (hierarchical) & % & K (partitional) % #£(Jain et al. 1999) °
o 1K 5Bk (e.g., k-means) AT R 46 A HARIF TR 5 R EFF o ik @37 —B-46 2 #F
IFEE ey #E A > 4o % 2&(Squared Error) » SEAR MR AL ARG o TRRP 0 BB FREE X
M F AT A I F )RR ER 0 5B 7 K -
B Koo BRIk RUARIEBE 09 AR K LT o & B & A (agglomerative) ¥ o R A
(divisive) W # - RAA B 7 X 2 &S RAMUG AH ER—FF BB EGE— T
BEZE ARG AANE B MR ® K o REABE T F X E LT o
2 ¥ — 1 4575 (Single Link) » 524212 & % (Complete Link) & 35 i 4 7% (Average Link) :
B—ibsbik BARBMR R oA —BFOY R BT e dk - bR R B AR B M S BF ) 3B
Ao BARELE AR BRI EEP o

BARE L AAREBAR R fo A — B Oy SR im Bh ot S SR A SbK Rk B AR BE L S AR 04 3B
Ao BAZEL O SRR MBET -

Pk ik 0 BAREMR R Fo B —BEOY BTOR BhT S sk 0 SRR B AR EE L & Ay
Bk 0 BARTE MO RIRUL BT -

AR 0 o A (divisive) 5 BF ik L — B4 RAF TR A AR S B — & 0 34 R X
AR > 54w ¥ 77 2% (Mean Squared Error; MSE) » R & s BAKMF o shiBfz @ — Ak

(o
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AT B ETAFOMSEL KA 3 — P48 E A 151k - MSE#93t HE 5 K4 F :

Z(Xi _C)2
MSE =-*

A Xi KTBAME - CRTAPw » NRTHBF A AHE R -

h ~ HiRER B IE AR

B AT IR F R 64 15 3R A B8 T ik R R R SRR 09 4 A #k (Kiritchenko & Matwin
2001; Lian 2002) ° £ & A 8 387 7% BF » A5 A & 04 85 78R (5 48) B ARk 2 53R B3 ok~ AR
R OE AR B8 BARBAE R F R 2 ey s 0 BF &R A ey BB E
Ve orsany A o

Wk A F S XK AT AR A R ey iR s (2 R FRY) - kA
A (CN2 ~ Ripper) * #& % £t (Boosting Decision Tree) » # % X (Naive Bayes * Bayesian
Network * Rocchio) » &% # X (Support Vector Machine  Self Organizing Map) * & % #] X (K
Nearest Neighbor) °

H o KMERILARE FOAT HHEKNN)BARZEX (B R)NEY X - 2R Ee
IR — BT ISR A4 - 48 A AP R AR 5 FR A B o AP SR R 3 AT R 5 E e
BEMAETOBX 0 RBAGEFIREN - LRAZETHNRBELXTATER B
MRE KA S M2l > 3 A FEIRIEPIN L LM oy —EE o F kAR
ot B 0 B & St i) S S ) ¥ E R o g ARAE DI AR $6 ] SR B D R AT TRRNME o L %
HeSRAY T AR AR A R R I A e tr] 0 KNN3 by KAE 5% 22 69 9 4R 86 4] i AT 3% 2
VARAF AR Se g Fa 5] -

Payne 2 Edward (1997)%] /i i% 8 X % 43 5 (CN2) 2 8 B9 5% F o feT 5 22504 > 3 B2 3h
— BB % &HMagi - Magi & @ 5 A4E A & SLE04F K] 09 Z By (e F SR 64 77 KRk
RATEEA YR IL T X BA—FERIEAARX o #F 2T 42 kR A8 PIBAL R 1 FaT ey 8
Al > 4 5] & FARA M PIAE (predictive threshold) & 1z #8 '] #8 {4 (confidence Threshold) ° % FAA]
HOR WG A TARMEPIEAL - B FARZEAF T AL ey 30 B RS Z 5F 1 W 25
HEAE + AT H3RARIEZFA R 09 R 3 X PUTERF A R) - HF LA & -

gk o B KA &8 X (Bayes Probabilistic Model) 4% & & i 7> X A+ - #8 F - Sahami et
al. (1998)1& Al X B B IX.7%(Naive Bayes) R - #7 323& %4+ » Androutsopoulos et al. (2000). 4%
ARAEBRFEZHEHFONXZIHRRERLREFE»ES - A ELBRTE > FTAFHF
% w7 AR R B Kk AR % 1 tb ey K (baseline) o 128 R L B Kok 7 £ ¥R AL A
B9 L ¢ TR BPARER FA 7] S A P A — #— 84 Bl 1% (one-to-one correspondence) A& F 7 i 3L 6%
#8 % % 48 ZH% s (Nigam et al. 2000) o oy BRI E BAR A — ABSF © PTAi% R ey B

U b #85 X % % #Weka (version 3.5.3)( http://www.cs.waikato.ac.nz/ml/weka/) # %% 538 7 &, °
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K #4834 (Bayesian Network)#F 72 2 %) A FR A 345 2 o 3% o

Drucker et al. (1999)4% F % 3% )& #(Support Vector Machine; SVM) 2k i# jj§ 35 35 #- 4
S g1 H e = 4% 5 %8 7 7k e © Ripper » Rocchio & Boosting Decision Tree © #4748 34% i —
Ju(binary) 89 7 X R R FEAFHB @B 0 SVMA R RERME - sHERMB T » SUMA
boosting decision tree #9 TR BR & R » B Z AL o LuoiZincir-Heywood(2005) 42
YASOM (Self Organized Map).& 3 84 % B 4 #7 % % (SOM Based Sequence Analysis; SBSA) ff]
VAR E IR B o Hb R S 45 S ASOM & 3E 2R itk R T iR A B F X KNN 4
F8% o LERETSBSAM RIA LR A B Kk &1 -

Delany et al. (2005) #% & — 35 3% B 488 & 4™ ECUE ° b £ &4k A §817] X (instance-
based) % 4 H H A7 R EHME A 09 IRAS o Fh oy B H SR BB CR B R BIRE A REF
& 4F) » ECUETT PAMRAE A 24 4 09 45 T B AT AL R » 36 A8 8 & B R B4 BL 4 09 K
Y o 12 Ak A 09 R KNN#E A ik (Delany & Cunningham 2006) @+ — B H 44 3% o a5 7 5
HH#eAH 0 ECUEsL L /A T Gt R 3 EAT AT B HERGAZF - KFFRATIR B0 %
ICBC /ML & 7% A5 M A8 £ 04 R B FMECUE - 125k £ % £ 3] £ ACBCE k38 X Huts B #f
B MIE TR R R EHEY -

%~ BEA»HEZNHAE

AUt RITIRT F 8 " AR ERZ B A2 REICBC), » ERAMRIETER
A Z A FR AR E - AR BRI BREETRS - AL AHRTELLSRE
Bt IRB RIS BRI BB R - SN B A T

—  fia53 MR B P B

AP B AT R EZEHINRE TEHAF AR - KOKARSBELIEHZ
SEF R AN EEEAEAT BRI o AR 4% AR 25 by 3 4k I AF P B 4 F (A0 ATFIDF
VEFIBT) - 38 FAR A B FAE B B ARAR o 125 XA BB KON R — 0 NERFIFRF
ey AR FHABAR) > B AL o B LA A AR 0 BN N 6 XA ek
FEHRSHBF RN T - MRS R -

ICBCHE P 32 B Z 2 SR ER4F » 2 ) #F I & B0 0F B35 R BR PR AE - BE A7 - M A 2
KA ERAE A 0 WAV R — R A R TR o BHE— THMREIRKE O
BF o Aot VAR AR TAR R G IE B o RN AN 0 BN N R 03T AR R 5 o
£ o Bu—AE 5 JE D FT 5 % (Sebastiani 2002) £ 5k SAF B4R B AL TR BB
B 2B TR & 7 R LR R R LR T & o

e

2 RRHAR BB TR B RIE L AR BT T -
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ABEORILAAR B 3ATw o G AMIFRA FHR B FRER - THBRERA
D AR R B 6 He RS o KB 98 4% A McCallum(2002) B 5 & 9 bow » 42 & 4 71 $h 52448 4%
F 5 RR FAR YR o Al 4E B Porter stemming algorithm(Porter 1980) 2R 22 o 3% A4+ ¥ &
T2 2 4 A ATFIDF B 05 do db A5 S X B 08 B sb T oA LT B T35 2 4 %
FHEREKT O Pl 0 XD TR T R(Wil, wi2, ....win) © & —FF 698 B T by XA N P
X RaEFY T o A TESR TN & XA HB X RMSE)E
AFI BT R & B da 5 THF o KRBT R0 9 B AR 5 R A (divisive) B & 5 #F % » YAMSE{L
R R AR A ZIMSEM S PIEAAR AT 5 R 0 RGeS EAF Y B A A
KA A FE(TAH K)o T ¥ % K (partitional) > FF 04 R B R 5B R T 4L (FEQ)
BREERAOBE - EXDPFERTERAZIN SRR TR EN LA BN EE R
¥XEHEEATREGRM) -

B A5 BN R CF AR R SO AE S ST R R b OSBRI ST b S R R A Ak
Wong & Chan 1996) » A3 I F -
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B 6 : RAMEEZTEE

WA LR R — TR Bk BEREABHA G ZRLEA L 247
HRL ARG R FREHA R THBN GRS AGE A ZIEHERT
MR G R RS EAZ R 0 HUR KRBT AR E AT IR LA BT 0 B AT I AR T
JB BN (B R B35 A RULEE » AN FET AR S E o RS sE
TR EAZ R o IR IGZEH SRR M AR YE > BAMERAE LT R EENE
o BB AR R 3L IR B R AT EAE 0 KR ARRIRIE 5 AR AT il m b o 48
B IRIGEY o T #E G H AR H 2 B & L 1R $ 3 R R AR AR AR Z BURE o

ABFRABTTEETR TR -AZLGBFEXTHENR > TR _AWAFK T X
Bl PRI G RBEZHRMREL  SHE—MEANEATE  @BFXFFQhip—
R LFRAERFAAE T X AEORX c BR— BT R E LR TR
BRARERZHANER TR 222N REFE T AB R R(EFIH P IR ELET
B RS REA AR s BB AR RAMFRLTEAIR ; TR T HHR
3G H oy Ay R AR o dAAKNN B AT & B 7835 3% B 4F o 48 B 48 % ki (Delany et al.
2005; Delany & Cunningham 2006; Fdez-Riverola et al. 2007; Blanzieri & Bryl 2007) * # A& #F
T2 AT ZABE B B AKNNAE &t fL 8 o

—  EEB—

KRB B A 69 35 XA #HE & A Spamassassin® F BT 69 3F 15 R A (B 4 VA ham 4 &)

6 Spamassassin #8#F & #} 4 - http://spamassassin.apache.org/publiccorpus ; IR EF 9452 A - & BF
8624%tham * 3, S
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% R IEFA R (3£86243) » % 2AE. M. Canada’ ¥20024F1 A £20034F12 A th 3 54k % & 48
%] o P E. M. CanadaPf 124 e Sk b 2k 6L > A SRS A %A 5 KRG+ > flie g
R R X X ARKRAIK 0 T IR IR A text part 0 BARFF R AAZ K i
AT BB EFE 0 2 Y FTMIME W M A 3% Xtext part®y i 4F(3£152133%) » 5 A &k B8
AR Z B Bl —ERIRS o KT AR A s 00 do sk R 48 0 IR BP0 AL o BE S dh IR
BFHBA B LRI R 0 3BTRS oY iAo

T R k1T > RHAFARA E#EE > KNNERAFFAICBC ° i3 & dib ke &4
B4t R IR At T » VA — % % ik (e TFIDF) Fr #2545 8k 5 o5 AL &-#8 54X & M - KNN
FEiRRBREF AN T > ZWHTAINREH KRB _FRHBFaERRGBHAE
& MICBCREFF CHOFHFa L  RERAATHEEHFRROEEARZE - AF
XA EEFELE  BARREKNNAS Z# 5 X miFegs k-

x1: HEXEHEERHE

Precision recall F accuracy
JF g 0.93177 0.92302 0.92738
ICB .94
CBC 35 38 ER A 0.95762 0.96100 0.95931 0.94730
JF 7 R 1 0.97538 0.92461 0.94931
KNN 5 38 ER A 0.95927 0.98657 0.97273 0.96416

122 3 H AKNNAR G Ao the 17 X - LAt %éﬁ#cﬁﬂ%f’ﬂm*ﬂ’é?ﬁﬁ AT
HALKNNSRICBCH HATHE R » AT 208 B89 36 HEH 6 > 2 R1A 103~ 203 -
1003 & RNk HE R A AR E R B 22003 - 23] fﬁa‘ICBC&KNNﬂk'Jrﬁ'r > 2T
HEFH o A RWE THT o

—o—ICBC
—l— KNN

H AR
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E M. Canada3z 3% 8 #F A#H 4 - http://www.em.ca/~bruceg/spam
8 GAAiE Tk EAEARAS | 45 09 R B 0F 69 4 4% & i i JavaMail APIAZ H o BP Zemail 15 A& i — % 69 Mail
Client% & °
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BB 7 T AR BICBCY ATk & A #8415 7AKNN » HE4E T o 5 & fAICBCA VARE & %
fEAVEL ¥ > MKNNAVA B BAELLH o S 3914k3 A % KNNH R AE S @
ICBCRIE %43t ¥ % B2 B EF RN BT BAFE) -

—_“ER_
FHRAHELRGTEE L RS ELEBM L0 T XASHEBEHE " BHAFLH
B2 P S KO R R e A U R R R R b o b MR AR IR 618 $ 5] AR B AT 4R

BOAE S A R AR IRS03 E D4k 0 200 E AR c TS HEBEK 2 BHRE
Rk 3P ©

& 2 PXGIIRER

#5 EX EIE (R 3 A AE #
Space 50 200
IE g B Computer 50 200
Sport 50 200
Agriculture 50 200
35 IR ER A4 Politics 50 200
Environment 50 200
&3 ANEHETRHE
precision recall F accuracy
EFEAMF | 0.92797 0.92333 0.92565
ICBC 0.92583
LR ERAE | 0.92371 0.92833 | 0.92602
FEFEAE | 0.96623 0.93000 0.94777
KNN - 0.94875
RREAF | 0.93253 0.96750 0.94969

WAk 3TAE AP REXKMBEGFTRT » L EZP B4R IR BIEZ KB
& o R BETRL (1) RAEAAF A R £ T X7 A F 6948 B OF 28D S BB R1F
A 5 Q)Y XEFFER S 0 AR P IR LAk AR MR ARAL C AHAMBRERS 2
BERG  FBER M TGN EBOR(EIAB/IRF EIO% A L) » MICBCHEKNN
ZEERE - R R — P ATABE o

b X AREETREEATS http://www.nlp.org.cn/docs/doclist.php?cat_id=16&type=15 °
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~EBERZ=

AE B A RRRICBCR X E R AL 1 o 1R 4809 38 7 % (B S SR AR UK A
SEVAE R M R E AR B 2E XA B 4R A (item sets) 0 5 285 M I AR BB A M BB R
RN P a0 o KA A BAD > SERAEHR BT > HBXARE£S
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