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FEBRFIHEFLES RE—MEREFEATE RRAEZLEN T HeaBd
AT XFEL 0 KB AR F#E(Word) sy & 15 48 % (Porn Tendency) @ % i@ F F »
m#;&@E&PEmMmmem 4% 48 A o A & 15 (Porn) ~ Kk #% T (Unsure) #2 3k &,
H(Non-Porn) = 48 - & 15 AW A ERB AFENELE > THAMK & HBIE MK
HoAARHHTXARAXBAW BT —BA2% ERERBET ARBIELLA
= M R R AR AR B R R o
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Classifying Pornographic Web Pages Using a
Chi-Square Based Statistics Method

Lung-Hao Lee

Department of Information Management, Yuan Ze University

Cheng-Jye Luh

Department of Information Management, Yuan Ze University

Abstract

With the rapid growing of Internet usage, inappropriate materials (e.g. porn, drug,
violence et al.) had been flooded on the Web. The open characteristic of the Web allows
users to access almost any type of such inappropriate materials, consequently having
various negative effects on the users, particularly on the children. Thus, web content rating
and filtering mechanism is a worthy and pressing issue. This study proposes a chi-square
based statistics method for classifying pornographic materials. Given a web page, its
textual content is first split into a list of tokens, along a porn tendency weight for each
token. The proposed method then calculates an indicator value (I-value) for the web page
by combining the tokens’ porn tendency weights through properties of chi-square
distribution. The resulting [-value is used to classify the given web page into one of three
categories, Porn, Unsure and Non-Porn. The web pages in the Porn Category are finally
collected into a black list. Currently, the proposed method can classify English and
Chinese Web pages. Experimental results indicate that the proposed method can detect
pornographic web content at a superior precision rate along with a very low false positive
rate.

Key words: Web Content Rating, Pornographic Black List, Inappropriate Web Content
Filtering, Chi-Square Distribution
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R TE SR AR A BIEFRRARE c BETE A AN S
' izuﬁ%k&} IR R E 6 4 ¥ & 32 (Balkin et. al. 1999; Goodwin & Vidgen
2002) —H R —EBZFZABNRA S LAZT ARG MBRAMEE T2 2455 B
EeoREFHEBERCSEE K RE - BEFAR FVFRLEARRKT
HEZHRETRGPE  ZHRTF COELER > SBARNRE  BRA S
&L R A

AW B I E o W3C £ &L 1997 sF42 & Platform for Internet Content Selection
(PICS 1997-2003) - f & # B W & 5 & 09 1% A4S - N B 3L H T LR L HAL ] 2 oY A

H(labels)H N A A K> % > KA W I BAHEE EREHNERIR - G EHW
MEMNBEFE HEBRNEREFAFEGOBERARTT > RIEHT I LHFE Lee et al
(2002&2003) 4538 &+ 4% 1 4% A PICS % K #9145 11.0% B 1A 48 % 98 42 1 % »
Blhe IS HA T EH  BUT MBS RMARBFEM TFREBATERSTITH TR -

KB A 2005 F 10 A AL EETHEE N B REELME > T ERLELN TR
Ak 0% 4 sk Py & BB B %% The Internet Content Rating Association (ICRA 1999-2006 ; #k
HEFARI) Aol R EAFE  HEABRRNERBUE S L35S HMIRE  RAA
A ndE  BRIBANEESLRHE  HER  RER > LARWHAE - Hlm kB
TLEAAHARMAARM TR PR LRHE -

KRB EHREAENESBRZA  REZO L BRAF BRI BGEENE (]
e s R FeF) MAWIERMAGNEMAEHES 0 REBETL R
By B % o BIBF » RATR G IRGIR A HESE N BT AE B A R FE - Lemi (£
AEwEn  R#ER) $ VAR AR CE  BHNBEAZ BT R RE S -

A RAB T EHEBANETRELELBEOERETE  RE—AAFTH LAY é'f*‘
MEMARG TR - FEHE—AEEFTHXFEy  ERALKFRBFTOT TS
Bk S E B —EA 0 3] 1 X M ey & 354214 (Indicator Value, I-value ) - Jﬁ-ﬁiﬁmﬁ{
{fi (threshold)#¥ | AHRF =MBEZFEMGEF—EEMN > AFTZW@EREAEHE
(Porn) » K #E & (Unsure) 2 Jk & (Non-Porn) - B & REAT » AFFRATIR By & 154
BARR] 77 ik B % L G R R AR T B IR R A F o

AX AT 2 Hde T F B 4T AT R eG4 B XBRIR T 0 A EBIRY - &
W RGBT RARFTFXFarN Tk HFomirb—EBFr el eREans
Myik FUBRAAEAARGEAAREERETRIE  RE - FANBERAFRGRR
AR EEEKRGF RS G -
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— « {BI81FE) (Web Mining)

48 76 AR By A& — B & K RHR B il 48 48 ] R b 3 R Jo sk 6y BT R - Etzioni £ 1996
FRERBEBMEELES  EARAEARS RPDEHR - ARH R0 BATEHRY -
FBBL T 4836 IR By S B BT AR BLAG - 3R 5 B A H B AT RAABRIR B A B 0 5
#A IR (Jicheng et al. 1999 ; Kosala & Blockeel 2000 ; Liu et al. 2002 ; Srivastava et al.
2002 ; Kolariand & Joshi 2004) - 2B &F FAG3% (Ao B 1 A=) KREET A5 K485 N
wiEH (Web Content Mining, WCM) - 48 3% & 4 3E£# (Web Structure Mining, WSM) #2
4 3 ) B ¥R (Web Usage Mining, WUM) =48 -FA83% - L » T w3y 24EH | 414
BEHRERGRE > &4XF  Bh > BEEPRFFETTHRY " @B EHRIRY
RIAERHEB X &R REL BB L &R ARG RB&EN TR
Bl T o 2 4 sk ik 4 s o ik 4 0 T 4k BB K o AR F AHR B 6 H AT 4 30 8%
¥ P IEEAE R H AT L B AR

Web Mining
Web Content Minin, Web Usage Minin,
| g | g g]
\
| Text] | Audio | | [ Video | | Web Server Logs | | |Application Level Logs |
v v Y
| Image | | Structured Records | | Application Server Logs |
v

‘ Web Structure Mining ‘

Hyperlinks | Document Structure

' '

Inter-Document Intra-Document
Hyperlinks Hyperlinks

1 WBRENM A ARE (fEcL 8 Srivastava et al. (2002))

AR BT E > HHEEPULFRIMAEITEL > L hAa—EEEHE
AR ARENWEENE P EE Ry, BABEBRN ZERD R o LR &K
SRR EBHN ARG EE R LR E > B> BEAEBRERIEY - Y
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oy 0 F S A H LM T IR AN EEEBRN AR (BRE R 90 5
EMEA R 92, THMEFA R I shBAEBRATEREY A TRMAEFIA LRGN E
B Tk AT R E ek | -

- aeRRESS

(—) EC#RIE 47 737%(Log-based Approach)

BEFFEREMEEN R ERAN K - £ %44 proxy server %K web server #9325k
HMEHIH  ARFEFELE BRE RI)-FEMEA (R2)0Hka as
SR -RR FPE P LARKREEMEER T O 14 4 Proxy 9B B0k AR S
R K M b S S5 R E AR % £ %(http://tanet110.ncku.edu.tw/) » ) 2k i JE
FEHEEA o THAMAEF AR DA AT O E G IRAT LB - A6 F 5
Mo AR R H R F A AT 300 ER G AR EHMEE  ABAR VB L EEI KRR
WRAR LRGP HERRAITHR XN EEREL AR R — B BRI HKH -
AR EEEA S BREIANEA L TLERLABALLAE —T 4K (Flm i AE
FEEE —E)R TSR S AR R 0 R kAT A R B ST L R i
B BSOSk TR @ IR By e T R FA R e R o

(Z) ABESH7AE(Content-based Approach)

RIFHEHE CHARAERATR > REIITH EXTRAE > & =5 K

1. 4 X F o #

BAaT@ A RARFTHRALXF O FTX  BAXFARE L L85 N TR
BHAREGER G RRAY KX - f B SCF Mo A7 69 AR BB T A A 8503F 00 2%
At oLee et al. (2002&2003) #4314k 40 B 64 X F N & 3% 0 558 % A oy &4 Bl 4k 7 R
S M B MA@ & (term frequency vector) © B i @AM LA A M TR E
(weight) » KRB H A XKW A K FF » RAGE B AT L EERR - % RS LA ER
TiE 95.0%  BREAR(K SR)AI R ML EB T WAL  HER I ERFTEXERE
%L —BAHFECERNE ZARAEEBRTHET AR T AKX 1164 £ AW
AR R B 85.67% o

2. Bk o #r

AFFEHEFBAMBREARE  REBA TTREABEZFERAMOGITD > &
Bl R EGRITE  BE G RE R MILIRFIEEE L GO - AR L EEE
RELHEWEN K EANE—B R G THFRECFRRMA R R HEZE R
AELEHB R  RERFEHEAEFEHBRANREIWERRHA G ZE L EFHAA (Chan
et al. 1999 ; Smith et al. 1999 ; Jiao et al. 2001 ; Bosson et al. 2002 ; 387k B0 & 90) - &
A8 B B VE 2R & » Duan et al. (2002) 4 & J§ 48 &4 %) % B Support Vector Machine
(SVM) a8 R A B2 ey 455 % & 87.3% - Schettini et al. (2003) 4 & Classification and
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Regression Trees (CART) A & SVM ## it — B etk it AeERECHER H 4
$HE 1500 B FBRT - R TAMAL TS L 89.4% o Arentz & Olstad (2004) 8]
FERA—EIHEHER R ERFROEN TR HAMME—BRe L EmHREML - A
RETZEREH OSWHENEO TN BEBARRLFREAFE  BriEHe
BRSO BRERBET  ZH E0EEEL 89% -

B R 24 % AR AL HRARBRY > B RARJE G ERE R LER
RGBS EEER c EAEBEENHEE SISy RELRXFHBHAY
VAR % BB F AN B 4 sE ROEAAFTP 36 ¥+ e b 3@ F 45 JA AL 3R B IR 09 424k
FEMLFINENFTELRG > TROEXAS TG AR THERE R RERMK
B K o Hr (Torres & Vila2002)° % 4 » A BRBREILX F oM BT LS4
AR E A AF M G R A ERPRFIBIE R AR H K -

3.8 X E&E e T
Hammami et al. (2003) #2%$ Web Guard 2 % 245 &6 X F N & B A N & URL
EHEFRa T BA AR EEKEEEES> & EF4E (Normal URLs) #2442
49" (Suspect URLs) » 2% ik BER 69 M #E 5 2B 95.0% o B & % A(R 93)#] Bl A L8
e T X 169 EF X FEHMTH  ERREEBERLE N FRE MM ATH
o RE—ERATHRARELE X AEBRXEXFrMOTR - ZHRRBEBHARA
HERIBT > FIRAEAEL & 84.51% SR A(R 93) R h — B E & X FH PG EHMAA
ik NE—FEoMGEBR S EEBE KT AR RS G Z A E ALY T
KRAEH AR  33F 0 RIZH B X H oy B2 245 Web Graph » 3L 3% F eyt & A2
o S B AR AL - AR R B % &) (Graph Partitioning)éy ik b & 1549 8 £ B B
Yoy FE - I A EEREREELS 88.0% -

)

f

<

& @

Y

%

#®1 GOBEREIEHEALR
uE3 2 T ik 5 2 e gk
HRE 4+ ¥ proxy or web server &4k () A F TR |EEA X T 5T
(K& 90) ¥R A B o & B B LB A |BH A R R B4R
RERFA A3 S EE4 Py proxy B — T 8y 4 M|k Bk A
(R 92) oy B8 A R AT o B T A S AF 82 | B o
FHMEEA BAEE SRR T AT LM S RRAER
(& 93) XM L ERAE o (2) 3 e M b o
Lee et al. (D)X F o Fik - (DX FERE N |BERLMHE Tk
(2002&2003)  |(2) 8 4b 48 49 % - HF (2) &6 X F 5 47 84
BREAR ()& F o ik - ALK ©
(& 88) Q) z— A EEFE -
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Duan et al. (1) B B > # F ik - (B B »># 7 X|(1) B 1% K 2 b X
(2002) DA R FRCER Bl BAABTHAN EomEi®

Support  Vector Machine
(SVM) famARE -

Schettini et al.
(2003)

() E K o #1 F ik o

(2)# 4 Classification and
Regression Trees (CART)
PAB SVM 4k & 1k
S e

Arentz & Olstad
(2004)

(D) B R >4 FikE -
Q) A A & B E 0k E AL
HeFHHaE -

By R AR — AR
A BB R
B -

FEMAKRE
o GE OB
il

IEE VN |
SRR R
Ko B ER

#H -

Hammami et al.
(2003)

(DB X &M Fik -

(2) 3% & Web Guard # % 22 4% -
BEEXFNE B HARMI
URL M 43 # e & -

REMFA

(B Xt b 5 iF -

(R 93) (2) AT B 16918+ X 1 % H
¥ o
(3) #% & — 18 A4y AT 4F £ Aa R IR
Hik e
¥R 3 9 (DB X&seaM ik e
(K 93) Q) AR 2 BRI

A8 M B O X B A8 A4
]ﬁ o
(3) #4449 & 49 Web Graph o
(4) ] A Graph Partitioning % H

Y T LE:
(RFREH)2®@
A Hf

CHWEELABH P TE -

LA LR S
LEEE R SRR
SR o

= FHEXFRH

A B % R A 8 F F 4 #f (Chi-Square Statistics) % = % # & ¥ & & 4 & ¥
(anti-spamming) 48 W #F % » J& T 41 1 i8 doF AR
#% 4 » Graham (2002) 32 — 18 B K35 R & 4805 % 2888 8 £ 9 sk 5 a¥ -
EH#E30 4R A oY B F 5 4F (ham) S35 3R 5 4F (spam) o sF L A — AR P A8 F 6

& 98 & (word frequency) » K A& £ B K B &

FARAE R KA P B R PR AR T

=)0 A B R&SHE R k@R F3F 4 & B BLeo #% & (combining probability) » K
BT B L IRE TR c R AT RE RBE T OB I3 0R AR AR S
ey AR > A TR RHBAFNEETAEINAR R EMF AR -

32 » Robinson X8 & & Graham F k894 % » 5 ERXRESMEH F7 0 LI
ek R — HE A H R 2 B 3RS A T R T AR BU R IR F B 5 R A B
SRMARI AL PR —ERBAERGER R EFE R (cutoff) 4y E
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¥k o 33 > Robinson &k ‘& 3X#] A F sk 4% [k € 22 (Central Limit Theorem)(Ross 2004) 3t
AEANFRAGESRE  BARTARKXE > EFEAMREREMS 29 E4E - RE4A
R & 89 1~ #E € (Unsure) & 3% (Anthony, 2003) - % % - Robinson (2003) 32 & — 18
Chi-Square based F3) &4 7 ik 0 BAER R4 R I T LA F 5] 1B 7 2544 91 15 3R #
HehmEd - PRREE DG TELH S 0 S AR LZEF LA AFNHEE
Ba T & OE B BT BB AR o

% » £ % 5] Al Robinson (2003) Chi-Square based 533 45 & 7 ik £ 35 3% #1418
MO FE R MRAE B REAAGMEE LTI LEESNFARAPE LRI &
BIRIERA AR R S IRE AR o AR 0 A B4t 4 Effective Size Factor (ESF) &4
BE A A A AR 4 A0y F 35 3 B (Robinson, 2004; Meyer & Whateley, 2004) » 12 B &7 % j& 7
B R ERE P& o B AT 4k A Robinson (2003) 7 k845 3k #54F @ 83t £/ SpamBayes
(http://spambayes.sourceforge.net/) #2 Bogofilter (http://bogofilter.sourceforge.net/) °

5~ FreREAN A

— ~ Rifiiiz

HEEREECHEZLFRAZWE 2T © Ak RAMEA Web Crawler #¢ 43 I 4
% ENIRR EFHEFAMOEE > BRAFPERFHHEEUEINREH > &dk
M & £ Token Database @ M 4h48 B Al & AKX E 4 KB RAN — @& HixegF
7o EAEME - H A AR E Kb — 18 & 354214 (Indicator Value, I-Value) » A 4R $% st
— &R A B 45 & & F(Porn) » K2k (Unsure) X & JE & 15 (Non-Porn) = {8 #&
BN ATEE®E MmN &5 2 4 B (URL Black List) ¥ © J& T &AM #F 4n 30 8 518

P -

Crawled
Web
Pages

Training » Classification

A

> Web Token ];JlR Lk
Crawling Database .
List

2 RENBOBERERERREE
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~ -« {8E#EEY (Web Crawling)

Web Crawling % 54w 8 3 ff7 - B8 KRR AHL FFFEMATALRE
BEEMEET Pl BFEIR HEREF > REMNHEFIE Bt FERYY
49 bk A R AEAE T 493k (Seed URLs) » A & & A4 H A R egA4E 2 - Kk &
TN FEAE THEEME RN TIRRE R > A CRIRRTRER T RIFEE
(Embedded URLS)Z Ht th & » #4T F — b ey A B 1E o w55 & 15 48 35 A i b ik 18 4h 36
MEETFTRGFMN > BB T L ERE NI B GIIE > TAREEK S
Bl EHEEE -

1. Gather Seed URLs

l

Seed URLs

Available 6. End

2. Grawl SeedURL
Web Page

Y
3. Generate Web Page
Data Set

Y
4, Extract
Embedded URLs

A\
5. Append to

Seed URLs

3 HERRENSER

11
7’

#ll#%(Training)

KO EDRGE B TR T AAT F KX EBIRIE 0548 B L8 T4 - 2%k
EHORTHAMEREN LA REMRALFIRGE  RREVARARE L GIE
PR EHFE®EE 3 —Fd, REEVARARLLIFEHEWRLEEEFHEE L
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BRI “REER” - A RAGFL  HFFAAG > FIALCHERIEEHFYHZ LS
—EHCCREER” WHEARNBT AR LA FROEENE R R F R T
WEFHANEE  SENZAMKAET. ROABETHOARIC S &HFRIEEH,
REARSBARLBFAZ - Kb EHFHRFGINREH > AMETREF LR X
oM E N A (Lee et al. 2002 & 2003 5 ¥58 48 K 88) Hldm A X F 2H & £ 0 &
RREANCHEETARE A0 6HEMEsE AR EEBRER L EEEETRER -
FAk e EFFEECMEAEG BT KA WBERNEZS  WRERZOSHE  BR K
B MiBEFRANNNE BASTNUEEANET SRR EHFHET » Flde
ABRRETLME MEHES > wRIECHIRE>EH G RFMAYTH - kB
1% & % 89 token &9 &, 15 48 %) {8 (porn tendency) & H iR £ - LRz AR RAAWHEE € &
AR RAMRA S EFHER - AR RMRKAECHRFEEERAMEE 0 AR XK
Ik AGHEEGERNE - AT AAPTEROAELTHEERT A %K B FER I
WMARGHERIEEE - kB2 Fm b e E 4 T -

Tokenize Data Set
Strip HTML Tags » Using Candidate Tokens
as Dictionary
Y Y
Tokenization Calculate Porn Tendency
of the Candidate Tokens
Y \ 4
Drop Insignificant
Calculate TF*IDF Candidate Tokens Based
on Porn Tendency
Y Y
. Determine
Select Candidate Distinguishable Tokens
Tokens ;
by Tunning

4 FllsRiirz
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(— ) Strip HTML Tags

B RMVABRINREH T M EARRK R Y T £<title> » <meta> » <body>HN &
HMAXFAE - EXFRIZHREBE > AHFREBFENE ROz naH)48 8 69 & 1FHR
FEHEXFRNRETET IR -

( — ) Tokenization

T B R AR X TN B METFEIRIE > B R A TREEE M FE » K%
ﬁ@%’%&”@@ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂo
( =) Calculate TF*IDF

KA 4% A F M & (Information Retrieval) A8 3%k ¥ % A o945 8 &k 7 F Ao #5877
3t & TF*IDF (Baeza-Yates & Ribeiro-Neto 1999) - TF*IDF 4% K %k -+ 518 539 & 349
JREMIRE I BAEGNKRE  LCRAZFALAARSHNEE Y > LAZWEAE T HIA
HEERSG -
(P ) Select Candidate Tokens
KAV F 69 TE*IDF g KB NE RS/ EFT @ — TR EHFF 0 flde
TF*IDF #5 % #4 1000 18 533 » % & Candidate Tokens o

( /2 ) Tokenize Data Set Using Candidate Tokens as Dictionary

5B & 5 3 & % R 36 489 Candidate Tokens ;R&- i — 1B T3 » BH 2 46y
Il 4k B HH R — R B3 R FE 0 % & 33 3k Candidate Tokens 72 & 51 3E &5 50934k &
¥ B ER -

(7%) Calculate Porn Tendency of the Candidate Tokens

K& &RAF & & 1538 o Candidate Tokens &9 &, 1 #8 & {4 (Porn Tendency) + 3+ 3 7
K A&ARHILF WA » B4 & 1384 {83 Candidate Token 9 TF*IDF + X & 1 354
18 %] Candidate Token #4 TF*IDF /w Lt JE & 15 4R 418 %] Candidate Token #4 TF*IDF &4 48
Fu o B4 3R 3% & 15 3 o A — 18 Candidate Token 1 &7 3t L i 4% 73 | 44 TF*IDF
ﬁé7m’ﬁ%m?’@%ﬂ£#@%% #y 4 TF*IDF & 300 » 8]“15 &35 18 5 0 & 1%
tay{a 2 700 PR A 1000 %734 0.7 o

() Drop Insignificant Candidate Tokens Based on Porn Tendency

I eEmaad X7 FTRAT@as—talREGAE > =T
A¥FHFHE O HSRTHAES»ZETHFHE  EEHERASZATEEAFARALLE
HHE A TRMEM K AN EEMGEMRIKEY FF R IAL EFHMAE N TRMEEIK
&AL A T R FE AR EREN e BRECGHEEEFH G EEES
B2 0.6 JpF 2 BANERGF GRS AT GRS EFFTRERAL EFHES
MTRMEEEHE TS RELARENER Pl X LR EFHHEL L E
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MG RE P L HAEE BMEFR > FAREFAFEERA KRR
e ed  FFARKRMBREZSRAARECHEMEaN T -
( J\) Determine Distinctive Tokens by Tuning

BB GEYHARRAREEE - BB &y bl 7 MBS HIE R LY
Candidate Tokens B A 37| & h LI & ey 3] 2 H BFH &HBFEINL A0k £ -
R AN 38 8y Candidate Tokens 89 & 1548 @y (E 1R 55 RABAK » SLBF T AR N384 84
4 | RAKATA] (pre-testing) » FAR 45 AT A 64 4 R 4% B & %R #] 89 Candidate Tokens » 3t
M Em o ZibmRARNAEE  AIRSBEAHRINGLLRETRAMAMER < £
FAA 1B R T 04 579 4% & Distinctive Tokens @ 4% 7% % Token Database F - # & 5%
BRAL ) 69 By w8 L o

+ 2 #f(Classification)

BMEITHRELANRARALB LA ERXCRAXEN CERIFEHERE - &
AR MEE M E kA HTML 28 > REHXFNEME > Kb HRA
Token Database ¥ ¥ — 18 3] 5273 » VA & A48 5 75 ¥ J& ¢4 & |5 #8 & {4 (Porn Tendency) ©
AeEtaG AR AR ENBA FTAEGEMGEE NN 03] 1| Moy T RMA -5
£A1# A Robinson (2003) ey FHF o Beh kR A A &EIAZME - AR &M F4
Kde F AT o

}1:6‘[—2*m11]bwgnj (1)

S:(f{—z*m[la—fwwgnJ (2)
1+H-8

I = : (3)

A fw s @A FAGEEMEGME  naFARKED > [[/(w) BRXBEMMETE

n

—21an(w)}é,ii4»;L A W& 2n #9F ok (Casella & Berger 2002) - C' & Inverse

Chi-square Function » i% & C' & th & 6944 8] & p-value - HA2 X (1) » % A 43 F
#4 Likelihood Ratio Test (Casella & Berger 2002) » B % B S~ H & n A5
FemEa AR T o RFEE S KB p-value KK A JE & B % (null
hypothesis ) : :2& & (W) A B L > M EZHIE G BRAIEST - A S V¥ EBFE
Hm e @ERBETRL - EEHEERLY > AAREECHEEN R FFLET
HRE B > EIEEE L FIARM AR BB THERLIERE B -
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Ho : The fiw)s are accurate, and the present Web page is a random collection of words,
each indenpendent of the others, such that the f{w)s are not in a unform distribution

H:1 : null hypothesis is not true

—2111Hf(w) - Zz (2n) H=0C-2 Inl_[,f(u'}.:‘.n}

7 (%,zﬂ) 7 cl—g,zn:n

if H (known as p-value) < & , then reject null hypothesis, else accept null hypothesis

5 FHREARE

FAE KRB I-f(w)(RF Ik & HEGME)IRA f(w) S & nBFF G EEFHEEML
Ky p-valuee g HSWE Kb % B TEB 5 AEKXOG)RKGF & H15424 (Indicator
Value, I-value) °

Z A2 K (3)Z B A 4m b3 3+ (Meyer & Whateley 2004 ) » o 7~ 4% i 48 4 vt % 09 4k 1%

(%quI:HL) CEBRAMAHRS ¥AFAA | K $AEEE 04 ElEn

FEEFH s EMEEV LT 09 Hift ST 4 4 H=0.001, S=0.0001 2% % H=0.0001,
S=0.001, Z AaH b Fayst A F K AT TAEFHRL L BEO TEFEFHTLO
WA GHMEEHFMMTRAXEZRF  AETH —EREZNMEE BRI L
eHERIFEEHFHRA -

FTRAQUWERERBAT IHASEF I HFRZBAEMEZTAN@EALARANE
HEER  HERRA S IMAAFABBEEHE 1 Bk 2 FRAEALAHY
FEHMEAR HERAS IEAFAKZTHEELO: TEAMMEEL “REL(F &
S et e i T AR [EE %7 0.5 it -

LT EFEEABBEFANDQG)UAE R TRMASASHEHE” “FEEy
BRUkRER>ZMAEFE G A » & Classification BB ML T E5H L2381 - fhﬁ&
MBOEEZT » KRIVERAGERBEZ BT > Bkt BEBE B F2KRQ)4HH
I-fw)th JE E A B R B T — B FEiiz > iy 2 ()E7AR—K
FE-BOXHFEFEANECHEHEFAELTER 72 ()F2 69 HAL L 742
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KQFAEFY SHERFR AEBFAKXC)YE TACER 1 Rk 7 7
LIEECHEEANTER  HHACHREMEASL AHATHAHR ]  SEARM
R H AL > B3 4% TEAFZEA 0 bR R BARERTHEE » AN B
AFEAAmOFEHREBRTEHEEGN ST @ RA(DQ)eFEAEEHEY H
S H AHE T — e — A AR T IE®A0S LT AT EEwE 8-

Pornographic Web Page

(Reverse Horizontally)

-2 [T £00) 5 2(20) -2 [0~ f )5, 2° @)

B 6 ‘&5 WEaREFREEETEE

Non-Porongraphic Web Page

(Reverse Horizontally)

~2I]] f(w);l-- 7% (2n) -2mnJJa- f(w))H~0,zr2 (2n)

B 7 “FFeFEEeREREEETREE
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Unsure Web Page
(Reverse Horizontally)

-2/ (0~ 2°(2n) -2~ fo)~ 2 @n)

,

B8 “REEHECEEEEEEREE

AN AEAF — 3G E 0 R IEAT R B FE) B R ey F 3 &t e A AR 18 7 A2 K (1)(2)(3)
PIE > JoJE &% # J8 Effective Size Factor (ESF) (Robinson 2004 ; Meyer & Whateley
2004 )EEMA A B X T AR fw)E B ER > Bl D % ERR L
200 0 & A 1B 48 B 48 v B e 2 14 3% & 325 18 tokens - Bl & d K By HEA 0 RKAFR R
AT 200 AR M A AR K(DQR)B)HWIER - Kb &HFE4%8 M - # 2 ESFayRE A > &
W50 5 1 XK TEM (fw)or If(w) ) R HEHRFFomFRELK &
HAR, BHFARKEGHES @FEFHMMTHA 0 Bp [MEG55 0.5 Bl & XK 52
L& CEHETR FENH  BRBAGKEBERIEE 0 AR TR A T EOEAE
B BFFomTAELGEMST  HE-—cHBHEaEAREE ZANFEE 4 4248
A BREATFAHRBRS S00M@FH - a0 F T HRABEERFMAL S R4K
BERBETIS0MFFA LAY EE (FREEZFA R

o AGEERTRFG
KERMEROEEEY 04 ERAHORTIRARES - HA - &I 4
/ﬂg g‘%@'}%?f leé ?ﬁégﬁﬁﬁ@;ﬁj‘_ig‘%%q% o
— - REEH

EEBEFFEE>HEGOTET  ARBAERNALESH > SR AMEMAA
(Threshold pair)¥2 # #% 5 33 (Effective tokens)#g @k o P4 a4 (L, U) A 4% I-value
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BEENA R 1 TRERR “EF7 “REL” 1 e = EERH R T
B REp 0 = I<L B2FeFEBE;L=1 = U h4%2E; U<I =1 56%
B B4 AR —AAAME  ARINEAAEAZEENFARRHEN EIHFMHESME
2% REELSGSVRANTH FB T TS EROFET AR EGHRME  REERF
T R RS R R R A R EAE B4t o

KRERTES — R T > RE—ERAAERG T ARRIIREHFEE
TAH(RREZFA RO -ZARERE AR FTHANEKEB 4 150 @ AP#ME 4% (035,
0.65)0F » TR Mt A MMM E X TERARRKZ - B 9 &4&FF T
BAEAEAZXFARBGEHERT » ZARBEBR I GHER S -

—REESE

A#F %4k A MySQL - Apache » PHP + GNU Wget % # 5% T B » % Windows 2003
FELEEEAL  EHHFXMEINHEAMRRNE>ATR - 2 K000 ESHAARE
R BEERBGEZ > 2R AR KX FFL 150 PB4 4(0.35,0.65) - K#F R EAE
A %o R - M@e W R % L5 oA X KA WA
http://black.mis.yzu.edu.tw/antiporn/ °

Simulation Results of Precision Rate Achieved at Various Configurations

Precision 4
Rate
(in Exponential )

Threshold Pair 04 e Number of Tokens

9 ETRARMBEHMS TRVEHER 3D IL8EEH

=\ BRI

AFRADNELZGH FRXEE AW IERH £ (false positive rate) L4 aE £
(precision rate) & 3% 1& £ % 69 3L AL o
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(—) IE:2¥|Z(False Positive Rate)

AurRA 2005 Fehy— AR EAM > HAZRK O HMEE BT R REHEI
ARMEOLTXHEXHMEL 500 % HihGg—FmBEE  AALHE LT —
BEEH TR 2R ZE AT ORI ATHE BB B kT &% o8 EE;
LARRIATHEGERTAR » AR E R R FIETEER -

FIEFTHE AR A RRA L EFF 0 B E A —MEIERF| (False positive) o IE3R #] &
(False Positive Rate, FPR) 893+ 5 4o 42 X (4)F7 77 + 3 H % J& 4 MASAHF B 10 4
5RIEMIMARTRE RG> HAE Y ERAIFENF1.5% 3] 2.5% M M ERXHEE
8 -F- 3 2R A E(1.99%) w& ZHA P X4 B 093 R A E(1.72%) -

Number of Non— porn Pages Misclassified

FPR= *100% 4
Number of total Non— porn Pages Classified

Trend of False Positive Rate

2.5

—#-—Chinese Web Pages
—<— English Web Pages

False Positive

1 i 1 I
1416 218 Elal 416 a5
Sarnpling Date

B 10 ERMRHEHBE

(Z) #5%E=R (Precision Rate)

¥ #E % (Precision Rate, PR) 93t 5 dm 7 42 K (5)PT 7 » & 4% 09 45 4 F M G 44T -
11 887 » 5 R B RO ER AN 955% 5] 982% M > f B A 44t ¥+ kx4
B0y TR 5 5 5 97.56% $1 96.44% -

:Number of Pages Correctly Classzﬁed*1 00% 5)
Number of Total Pages Classified

PR
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Trend of Precision Rate
100 T

: —# — Chinese Weh Pages
995 550 0 2050 0 A2 B 8 AR A A S L GRS B A AT ...... e EnghBh Weh pages 1

Precision Rate

Sampling Date

M BEREBEE

BRERERERTHRMEF R R 2T o XX oK 485 £ A EHEHE > 2
H OIS FHEE FIETHR 0 RXEEOHERSL 97% 5 Bl & X3 AH 491 £ A B
EHE R 9 FH A HEAER P XM BNEERS 98.2%  PRXRHY 24 FWE -
REABEB RO T XL XFHERSONEEFT Y BrRMNEFERADSE > F
FERMAAFT T XF oA E - BrERIMMHIT R Lee et. al. (2002& 2003) thix
ARG ZZICTINRTHEERIE XX rOHERNHE 2% MEARFRHZLK
RIT AP XEE -

&2 PRRXEEDEABEEELR

Language Number of Correctly Incorrectly Precision
URLs Classified Classified rate
English 500 485 15 97.0%
Chinese 500 491 9 98.2%

- BB ARREE
B AL A R R LTI SR T8 AT S 1 851 <

—  KEER

A RHUEHTEEAATHEREHENRE  RRE—EARNEHFEBEN T X 4%
MBI TFNE B FramasEhg s pvalue BEA > HE B HE @0
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LM I AXRFARE  BRIMAO>HARETA=ZBEEHREN  TRA
# B HBee F5(Porn) » “k#E 27 (Unsure) » ¥1“3k & 15" (Non-Porn) = fA %8 5] -

AFRHHTRXEEERERBET » FH kAR L0 S F A8 1K) B
RAE - R REFWARHRXB@E A TFHYEEE L 7% AR R RS
M HLAE %9 IE B A B F X E -

Z v RRRE

RAVREATH A8 7 @ TR REHFR
(—) BRZEER

AFRBWMARREFXEEIHEE, ARBR/XRELSAZLAGHEE > #lw A
XX BERFEAP R X 1B X R ARA )M ILEGE A (B e dR R 3 TR
MEBEF REFTRZUEREHEZLE -
(Z) RETREGZTEEH

B TR A& 4 R AR AN TS 6 2 UK o 2 AR R OR R 4R AR TR HL A R AR
WPl e~ FfiBE S o) — R Tk BITTRAIFER AT R KA °

B

AR wm BAHE L 23t E NSC 93-2213-E-155-035 44 8h » 45 LB -

1. E&kE~REBH - REN - HREF - 2FA R B TRFITAERE E R H
QR 50 2004 5 & % e R e B AR S @ (TANET 2004) - % F 3 EF3tEMK P oo
E P o

2. FRFZ -MBEALZ - FAR R M TEAHEAREBNSRENEEEE > BEN
ZJER 502005 F & EEEEAT S B P B RZEH o

3. HMER-E2HE - F el HFTF AN R 2 TREAABH R RAETE
Re&Z 404K 50 2003 4 &4 @R @B & (TANET 2003) R EF3HEMH ¥
INNEE 7

4. REME RS NLEETLATHNREIEABLZIAT —UEREREEXE A
o] » PRERKLEANETHESRATFALH I °

5. SREMZTHAE - BiER > R 92 TTANet R g EMF E o475 2003 £ 58 w@%
43 w3t & (TANET 2003) » A EFHEHA T o X9 -
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