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Abstract

Performance Comparison of Machine Learning Algorithms

for SPAM Discrimination

Fujimori Natsuki

Many other machine learning techniques are able to applied for classification, and
quantitative comparison is required. In this research, Naive Bayes Classifier, Neural
Network, Support Vector Machine (SVM), Bagging, AdaBoost, and Random Forest
are applied to classify e-mail written in both English and Japanese in order to filter
SPAM mail out. Those algorithms are compared with each other from a viewpoint of
classification precision. For English e-mail classification, the dataset ” Spambase” of UCI
Machine Learning Repository is used. Total number of the data is 4601, and training
data is from 500 to 4000, which are randomly selected, and the rest are the test data.
For Japanese e-mail classification, original corpus is created and used. Total number
of the data is 1400 and training data are randomly selected to 1000. SPAM email in
English discrimination is performed under the same conditions to compare the result of
precision. As a result, for English SPAM distinction, all algorithms except Naive Bayes
Classifier achieves the precision exceeding 90 %. Moreover, for Japanese SPAM, Naive
Bayes Classifier became a distinction rate of 42.8 %, and 77-79 % abtained by other

algorithms.

key words SPAM, Machine Learning, Naive Bayes Classifier, Neural Network, Sup-

port Vector Machine, Bagging, AdaBoost, Random Forest
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EHREMAmRAYA v =Xy MBI FERAaAI 2= —va VFERO—DIZEF A —
ANREFTEND., BFA—APNala=r—varY— L& LTHRNIZRsT2—5T, Fl
MEDBHLEL TORWERLa B a—H « U4 VAZTAT LT A= 2 BAERITEY S
5, Wbww2 SPAM A —/LOHMNPRA 2B 2> TS, SCHR [1] TiattfRo X —
NET 740271 EHDH SPAM A —/LvOEIE N 2010 F121E 92.51 %E#z 72 & v 9 HiE
DRINTND

ZAFEA =D SPAM A —VZEFRAT D SPAM A — L7 4 V2 TiE, 7 RLAR KA
A IR EDREITLHE®R, ~y FRA—NVALOHBIEGE R EOFR#Z 73 L, SPAM A —
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WFEET VT X LTHD., WHFEET7 LTV XLNIZL OFENREBERINTEY, F T
RA T T ANEELTHOND T A —T XA X555 ED SPAM A — /L7 4 L% & LT
IRSFIHEN TS, ZOHBFEE T L ITY XAOMT, 82 IZMEREIC R 5 HEEERT
MiZ24T > 72WFRITIEBEICH DY, %< OBRE FEICH L OERMICHE 21T 72 b Dl
2200,

Z ZTARBIETIE, WL DO E FIEIC DWW T SPAM A — V&2 xS s LT,
M7 —%%y FEHWTHNZITV, ZOHBIMROEZEMEAZIT) 2L 2B ET
%4, WEETEHM ST SPAM A—/LDa—/R2 (LLFHELa—/R) L AARETTRS
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F A — T R3HER (LT Bayes)
e —a2—F /L%y hU—72 (LLF NN)

PR— X HZ—< v (LLF SVM)

INF T

AdaBoost

Random Forest (UL F RF)

B a—s3A 1%, Hewlett-Packard Labs (2 C Mark Hopkins & 23:MERE L7z, UCI Ma-
chine Learning Repository 23 CTHflt L T % [Spambase Data Set] &, JEIZ/ERR
L7 BARGE SPAM A —L7—#+& v MEFIH L CEBICHEMTSE 42175, ERL7- BARGE
A—=NVHT—% %y ML, IMBICAT L7z 22317 @80 B AGE SPAM A —/L8 L OYE SPAM

A= (LUF HAM A —)V) 5 1400 @& 3R L, FBRERERMNT 2172 O HEBLHEE |
L IDF fEZ T 72 b O THER I TWD. HBIEER T, 3 —/RZ 20 TEFIE
T — 2 8% 500 ~ 4000 F T 500 Z|AHIZHMSH, FHE2M0 R L2 O BIERE & g4
5. F£7, AAGE—/RAZOWTUTEIFT — 2 1000 OHEIZ OV TEFIEDOHBIFEZ,
P A— N ZDFFEMETICBT D HBIR L T 2.

FLa—sN 22T D SPAM HIBIEERZ1T\V, Bayes £7 VAR 5 FEIZOWT, H
BIENHERE 90 % &2 x 5 Z L& mT. £z, HAREI—/RAIZEITH SPAM 555 T
1%, [RUT 5 FEOHBIFEN 75 ~ 79 %, Bayes ET/MIONTIE 422 %L 7eh, HLa—
XA DRISMETIZEB T 2RI & AR RERAYIZ 10 ~ 15 %fRWEER E 72 5.

RimXTlE, § 2 BCTHRIFEREZITIICHI-> THRALE 6 FEIZOVWTOT LAY X
LOFHAZEATYY, H 3 T SPAM A —/VHBIEBROFEM, 6 X OHAKGE T —/ S ZDARMT;

HEIZOWTIRR, & 4 3T SPAM A — VHIBIFEBROFER L ZR AR5,
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AETIE, SPAM A —/ VHBIFEBRITEM L7z 6 DO E FiEB XU 1 FHiFIEIZS

WTORITETNTY X ADFHAEITH

2.1 FTA4A—ITRAXH%EE

FA =T X5 %ads (Naive Bayes classifier) &%, A AHEEIZHES < Bk 78 Fik

ThHhoDH. A AMEITHNON LA ZAOEHIE, UTOHATRIND.

P(A|B)P(B)

P(BI4) = =5

(2.1)

ZZT, P(A),P(B) 13F4 A (b L<IE B) AT SR, P(BJA) 3FS A ¥k
L7tk OFES B BRET HieEERT.

BilE LT, 100 @D A— D SPAM HBZ1T5 & 9%, 100 @D H 5, 40 @A SPAM,
60 #2)S HAM A—v &9 %, 22T, Bg # SPAM A— W HHBlT5%%, By % HAM
A—LNHEBIT 2 F 5 L35 L, P(Bs) X SPAM A —/LOHEMSE, P(By) X HAM *—
NOHBIERTHS. T2, P(Bg)=40/100 = 0.4, P(Bg)=60/100=0.6 L7 %.
F72, AWFFECITEEO HHBEE % 5t SPAM B %2475 DT, ZOHTH RBICHEED
HBUEZ WS, £4.11%, 10080 A —VHPICHBL L HGEE ZOHEO—fITh 5. =
DT —F %&b LI, BHEOMNBERTHD P(A),P(AIB) #KkDbH. ZIZ T, TA—1]
EV) HERIZOWTORMEREZRT. ZITHERA="2A—1" &L, [ A=) LW HEE
WIS 5 Z L 2RT. koT, P(A="4—1") = (5+11)/100 = 0.16 TH%. P(A =

A—=/"|Bg) 12 SPAM A=/ DOHT [RX =] W) HENBETLMRETHD. I,



2.1 FA =T XM

term SPAM | HAM

A=)l 5 11
EALKL 3 14
LW 13 2
VL 20 0

#2.1 100D A —/VIZHE L7-HEO—fF

P(A =7 A—/"|Bg) = 5/40 = 0.125”, P(A =7 A—/"|By) = 11/60 = 0.1833 & 7z

5. 322212, TZETICROEAHEREZRT. LLEOHERND, HiE [ A—/1] © SPAM

SPAM HAM

P(B) 0.4 0.6

HEE T A =)L) (ICBET SR

P(A) 0.16

P(A|B) | 0.125 | 0.1833

# 2.2 ROfERO—E

LLE, HAM & L& 2#ET 5. £ SPAM & LS0#ETH S, P(SPAM| A—1L)
1%, 0.125 x 0.4/0.16 = 0.3125 L 72%. #\C, HAM b L X0iETh s, P(HAM| A
—/1) I, 0.1833 x 0.6/0.16 = 0.687 L 72V, P(SPAM| A—/\) > P(HAM| A—L) C
(2= ) 1 HAM &SRS, 20k 5 R0, BT 5 ¥EEy FIAT7—#
Ty MCEENDHERS) ETT5.

DEDXSIZ, 73V XLREH (A —7) ThHIEnbFA—T7 A X8R E

X 5. F72, #HEANRER LIS WA 7=0itE a2 2 h 1K<, Mozilla Thunderbird
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DEIBRA—T—DUREA =T 4 VHITHEHOONTWS., &6, A —T7A X354

o
0

X, T — 2 22 < FTHET 21T EPUEMERED M L35 &V ) R AR > TV D,

22 Za—J)ILxry kT7—7

21 BH—lE=ax—I1lxy hTU—7

=a—7 /%y hU—2% (Neural Network) (%, David E. Rumelhart 7% 1986 (2424
Lz, Ny r7uany—a RTINS, A ORI 28 U 7B 78 50
—OThDH. =a—INFy M —=7IZFREEHET L EIRBEENET VO 2 FEOET L
PAEAET 5. SEIFERTHALZOEIBERET LV ThHD. BEHET VE=a—T 1%y
FN—2 O TChbRbEFHINTVWEET AL THS. K21 IEH—PHE=2—T v
Xy bU—27 LT, AU ERLES S [3].

Y = ¢o(ak + Zpwnrdn(an + Xiwipx;)) (2.2)

ZIT, oldmERBKTHY, @EIIT A FEBEGHWONS. aldERTHD. £,
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FODRAZEDDLFEIL, UTORT v 7.

1. T — 2k =a—F L%y hT—2ICANT . BAIOBKETIE, #HE0OEMINS
T VA MEBMTEEND. ZOEAERANT, 1 EIBOHAEIT.
2. HIFER L FETF— 2 2L, RAUCL Y BAOFEH 1T .

w(j+1)=w(y)+nxd xR (2.3)

22T, w(i+1l) EiFj+1EIEOER, w(j) &% j EEOEA, nXFEER §
IHRETENEED R D, HAOKREFENT —2 LoZEOBE (HWRE), R
TR R AR LTV 5.

3. EMENEONDET, 2. 20 IRT.

2.3 HHR—IRHFZ—TI

x1

YR—rRo4—

x2

2.2 YR— "_J H—= 2 OB



2.4 ¥ 7 (Bagging)

PAR— F X7 2 —< > (Support Vector Machine, SVM) (%, Vladimir N.Vapnik &
2 1992 FITIRE LB FIETH D, SVM 1E, mikoeFHE Iz B\ TR S O
R ZEME MWD HEE AT L 2] ThD. FBT—F e EM i~y e 7L, W2
T ADT —Z [ OBEEEN R & 72 5 o3 BEEE - 2 KD 5. S BEEMRIC —FiLWE 7 T X
DT —=Z JaYR— X7 2 =LY, @R— 77 —HOERE (v—Y ) 2K
ft+22&LT, REMOFET =2 L TEWIVEREAZ AT 2 LW ) FEa o, [X2.2
2, 2 WOLZEMICEBIT DB DBERTRE/R T — % O~ — ¥V VR KALOMIK M %4 ~7. SVM I,
JLx MG BE T RE R I o o fge & LT SN, I—x BB EHWSZ LT
IR BERTREIC R L C O AR EFIE L kol

2.4 /N\F>2J (Bagging)

BEDIT—XRFSYFIZHE

A
= HHE N

e

SRR

U mrzmn

2.3 AF 7 OMIKE

S
L

o Y ik 3

¥ (Bagging) 1%, Leo Breiman 7% 1996 FICRE LIZEMFEHOFETH L. %



2.5 AdaBoost

FH LY, ERREREROFEEREZML G DY, BEOR EEXLFEIEORKTH
5. NEX T TIE, bootstrap (77— MARNZ v ) LIMEINOEHOFET — 4%, HZ
BN DT =2y oY 7 U U ZIBEIC RO EERER L, LTFOFIEIC TEEET
FEAZm ESES. K23 U FICRLET AT XAOBMBEZXRLELDOTHD

1. n EOMEN SR SN2 28T — 2 25T 5.

9. HMF— ) HETHHIEE VT m B L, T k& 8Ty SRR S,
3. BEEMETL b AR L, HIBIAAT

4.1 ~3. % BEEVEL, HWHIEFA%E B M {hi=1,2,.., B} kT 5.
5. L FOBAZENT 4. TRLAHBIEF A OSHKIRE &0, RFEBHET 5.

H(x) = arg max [{ilh; = y}|

2.5 AdaBoost

T —%
FRFF—4

$ iy S

2.4 AdaBoost ®7 /L2 U X LD



2.6 Random Forest

AdaBoost 1%, Yoav Freund & Robert Schapire 7% 1996 FICHE%E L7 EM%E F1ET
boH. FET-FEERIHEIL, ENENEHRFERICTFEIEZOZHRE LD LD
STCIIATEI T Lo ¥ 7 ERUTHH. AdaBoost TiE, 8T —XICEAEAINT
HZETHEEBEOR 2K ->TWD. ZOEML, FJIEN 1) (F—%%) L7250, 2
FH LD FEBEICKT LT, fioFEEROBRHEBIRI TS, FEREMETh
FERm<CEREL, #HBI LT WRRT — 213t LTy —F v 7 2470, 3B AR S8 5
EWVO KRB H 5. X 2.4 13 AdaBoost OB ZXIRIE LT D TH L. LATIZ AdaBoost

OFT NI Y X O % 7T,

1. N %87 — 5 2 BT 5.
2. T OTBFEME LT 5 L IUET 5.

3. Bk wy = 1N 4%, (HIHL)

4 EHERNTEBEIT, 953 ¢ 2HRT 5.
5. BEESORLEBIRE R 5. BRI,

6. RUHIBIEA FIUCIEEHE b OIEIE o 2k B
T, B wigy REHTS.

8. 3. ~ 7. % T [0 5T

9. EIFEEEEEE o TEAMT L, ZRIRE L > THRFAEKL T 5.

2.6 Random Forest

Random Forest I%, /3% v 27 %% L7z Leo Breiman (& > T 2001 EiciER S iz
EMFEFIETHS. ¥ 2.5 1% Random Forest O EZXA/lL L2 DO THS. T AN
T—ENnb MOT— MR NT T T NEAERT D, WIS, ARLTET—RARNT YT
YTV ERANTAEEDOR FEREEERT 5. Z0R, ok /) — NZiZ7 o asr7
Uy T ENTEHERCD. BHIC, ER LTI EHIC L 2 FEBREOSZERERY . H

LA MET 5. COWEERICT A T — 4 BB DT, SEET) D LATE B,



2.7 EMETE

S L BEDNIT—X hx FSyFI=HE|
= Yo g
- EE N
5| =

g
)
E R
L
EZ O S
U mmamn
2.5 Random Forest O
Random Forest |38 FEERE <, RITEDRKRENT —Z (23 L THIETH D & 5 R

EROTWAHT2Y, SEIOEBRTHWS Z E2kd7=. LI FIZ Random Forest @7 /L=
AL OB Z7RT.

1. 8T =26 BHOT—HANT v T HERTS.
2. HZT— AT T ETUELY T T ENTEHE T A AT 5.
3. K EWAE ERKE, K2 OFEEROSZHRAZID , MEEKET5.

2.7 KERTEE

PAE B T LTl T — 213, Sl 7 — 2 Z W TIE LS A TE T L0 E 5
ZHEL, ZOMRESGEICT AN =2 20T 5. LrL, M7 — 2 B FELRVE

H 7T — X DOSEEIZIE, REKRE (Cross Validation) EX WA, X 2.6 1%, 8 AE|Ixs:

— 10 —



2.7 EMETE

viii.

ET—2 ST —A
X 2.6 8 /EIZZZEREIE DO X

BMEEDOH AR TH L. LUFICZERTIEDOT VT X LOBEZRT.

L 7—4%y M a @I2HET 5.

2. 1 DHOT—#&iHliT — %, R0 OT—2 %37 —% & L, 5HEOMET 5

3. 2 DHOT—F &R T — %, KV 2T —2 L L, RHiE1TS. ZoLE, 1. TH
WAl T — 2 AR T — 2 L 72 %

4. TRERIZ, aflH ETOTF =& 25T — % & L CRHlid 5 £ TH v k7.

5. 4. ¥ TOFMN TR EMHER EOFEICH T 2 EEMEZFHL, To7r—2ty M
%9 AR 7 fRREE 4 5
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3.1 ZEEIRE

KERZAT O DO > THELIZEREIZIR 31 DLBY THS.

OS Windows 7 Enterprise
CPU Intel(R) Core(TM) 15-2400S CPU @ 2.50GHz
AEY 4.00GB
FIRHYZ ho=T R x64 2.15.2 (HEHENTY 7 K)
MeCab (EREFRMEMTY 7 )

#3.1 ERICHWENN—FRU=2T « Y7 o7

3.2 JEXIO—/N\RZHAWL= SPAM *—)L¥I5IEER

WL a— X2 FH L7-3E3E SPAM A — LY ERICOWTHIAEZITS. FHTS
7 —X% -+ MZE, UCI Machine Learning Repository #&f>5— % &~ b [Spambase Data
Set] ZFIHT 5. ZOF =%ty MIE 4601 BO A =AML TEY, £hLhiC
HERHBUREE, Lo BB, ROCFFME, BRSUFH, U502, Spam or NonSpam
THWMN D725 B8 WO ENE TN TS, 4601 D 9 5, 1813 @AY SPAM A —/L,
2788 17y HAM A —/L &7 5T 5.

AREBRTIE, T — 2 %% 500 ~ 4000 DT, 500 LI ZHIN S HT256 O E MERE

- 12 —



3.3 BAGEa— 2z Mz SPAM A —/L 5 SR

BT B0, #FETHIERETS bOTHS.

3.3 BAREa—N\XZHUL- SPAM *—)L#IRIEER
3.3.1 O—/NADERK

ARERZATOICHT--T, FHATED ARGEA—SANRONERPoTZT0, =3
RMACIERT D 2 &L Lin, RECIEa— S 2ERFIEICOWCHIAT 5. RER T,
HEEOBEMNBEOAZREEL LTHWD Z L 425, M3 1IFUTOFIELZERLIZS D
Ths.

T RERAEMT INNE
@ = | e | == 25585

BN
L - E (OFfE)
| io¢ 2030 - | DF | BEUEREOHE

- SEBAERS, £

£110%Za—/NAD
HigELL THiE

3.1 AARFE=—AERON

1. = "R ZEBRITHAMT D A =L &350 SPAM A —/v % 100 #@EET 5.
2. BUG LI A — et L, HEREZRHHT 5.
3. TERERMEMT L7 R D, HAGETH L HEOIT 2t 5.

- 13 —



3.3 BAGEa— 2z Mz SPAM A —/L 5 SR

4. i, BEEAECETICEWTSCELBLL TV 52208 (Document Frequency,
DF ff) Z#&HiEEMNT 5.

5. FHFEOHBME ORI Z T 5.

6. 4. THEHH L7 DF fE® A7 10 % L O 5. TRE LZHEERTO BA7 10 %% 2—3

ADHFEETD.

F7o, R3I2IEFTAARFBFEI—"AORHE L TORBALHBO-HETHD. 2B, a— 1 AITX
2 3.2 TR LT HEEDIZ), SPAM 7» HAM 7% 7”7 "type” 73d 5. 3.2 ITEBIT/E

LA ARET—RAO—H 2Lt DTH S,

YA b | EE
TR 73
1k Bl
Al RS
2t A
ik | BT

#32 BAAFEBI— STV HEE B
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3.3 BAGEa— 2z Mz SPAM A —/L 5 SR

il o G S

1 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0
100 15.72893026| 2.104697379| 11.35762558 0
101 0] 4.209394757 0] 9.473931188
102 0 0 0 0
103 0 0 0 0
104| 2.621488377| 6.314092136 0] 4.736965594
105 0 0 0 0
106 0 0 0 0
107| 2.621488377| 4.209394757 0 0
108| 2.621483377| 4.209394757 o) o)
109 0 0 0 0
11 0] 4.209394757 0 0
110 0 0 0 0
111 0] 2.104697379 0 0
112 2.621488377 0] 3.785875195 0
113 0 0 0 0
114 0 0 0 0
115 2.621488377 0 0] 4.736965594
116 0] 4.209394757 0 0
117 0] 4.209394757 0 0
118 0 0 0 0
119 0 0 0 0

3.2 fERL7=HAGE 2 — " AD—H
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3.3 BARFEa— /2% Mz SPAM 2 — L5l SR

3.3.2 =XEBRAZX

KRERZAT O HTo o> TER L7e 22—/ 2020% 1400 B DA — L REENTEY, £0
95 800 A SPAM A —/b, 5%V 600 #25 HAM A —/LblgoTn5. MHRERHN 21T o
HEYT, Flfs7 —2 % 1000 @& L THRIZITS. SbIZ, X — A THREEORKMET
HIRIRBRZATVY, TNENDOVERED LLBHRAEZAT 5.
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REBEERB L UVER

X

=

ARETIE, 3 ETHALELEROMRZRL, TOELELERND.

4.1 HEXA—NAZRAW= SPAM *—)LHIRIEER

4.1.1

SRERRER

Bayes

NN

SVM

N T

AdaBoost

RF

500

0.6559376

0.919288

0.8973421

0.9051451

0.9053889

0.9256279

1000

0.6842544

0.9297417

0.9050264

0.9122466

0.9139128

0.9394613

1500

0.6875202

0.9245405

0.9129313

0.9068043

0.9090616

0.9422767

2000

0.6885813

0.9300269

0.9200308

0.9073433

0.9161861

0.9423299

2500

0.7029986

0.9324131

0.9281295

0.9033793

0.9219419

0.9433603

3000

0.7083073

0.9394129

0.9312929

0.9050593

0.9125547

0.9437851

3500

0.7111717

0.9445958

0.9300636

0.9064487

0.9218892

0.9491371

4000

0.7304493

0.9351082

0.9267887

0.9018303

0.9301165

0.9450915
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4.1 FEXLa— "2 &z SPAM A —/L 51 FEER

SVM D A—ILEHZER L =H5IRER

HOLT7Y | 8K Z2ERA |V TIVN|5TSVTY| Ryt ANOVA | RFS54>
500 |0.891733723| 0.9029505 | 0.86100951 | 0.799804926 | 0.907583516 | 0.545476713 | 0.911241161 | 0.844672031
1000 0.910024993 | 0.90863649 | 0.883365732 | 0.777006387 | 0.9130797 | 0.493474035 | 0.926409331 | 0.860038878
1500 0.921315705 | 0.917445985 | 0.882296034 | 0.790712673 | 0.922605611 | 0.546597872 | 0.930667527 | 0.862947436
2000| 0.9242599 | 0.924644368 | 0.894655902 | 0.796232218 | 0.92272203 | 0.517877739 | 0.931180315 | 0.902729719
2500 0.926701571 | 0.924321752 | 0.899095669 | 0.74631128 | 0.925749643 | 0.540218943 | 0.938124703 | 0.910042837
3000/0.931917552 | 0.931292942 | 0.90131168 | 0.797001874 | 0.927545284 | 0.552779513 | 0.926296065 | 0.555902561
3500 | 0.934604905 | 0.924613987 | 0.905540418 | 0.792915531 | 0.920980926 | 0.522252498 | 0.933696639 | 0.821071753
4000 |0.931780366 | 0.916805324 | 0.908485857 | 0.792013311 | 0.920133111 | 0.510815308 | 0.93344426 | 0.821071753
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4.1 FEXLa— "2 &z SPAM A —/L 51 FEER

Bayes NN SVM Bagging AdaBoost RF
3500 | 0.713896458 0.930971844 0.933696639 0.921889192 0.942779292 0.959128065
3550 | 0.703139867 0.941960038 0.917221694 0.900095147 0.917221694 0.939105614
3600 | 0.732267732 0.946053946 0.941058941 0.911088911 0.93006993 0.947052947
3650 | 0.703470032 0.936908517 0.930599369 0.904311251 0.923238696 0.954784437
3700 | 0.720310766 0.933407325 0.937846837 0.905660377 0.92563818 0.955604883
3750 | 0.722679201 0.937720329 0.929494712 0.902467685 0.92479436 0.945945946
3800 | 0.696629213 0.950062422 0.937578027 0.913857678 0.936329588 0.962546816
3850 | 0.711051931 0.917443409 0.934753662 0.909454061 0.925432756 0.954727031
3900 | 0.697574893 0.932952924 0.92296719 0.910128388 0.915834522 0.938659058
3950 0.74500768 0.935483871 0.937019969 0.894009217 0.913978495 0.950844854
4000 | 0.727121464 0.936772047 0.935108153 0.91014975 0.913477537 0.951747088
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4.2 BAARGEa— 2z Mz SPAM A —/L I SR

L | HAGE

Bayes 0.684 0.422
NN 0.929 0.785
SVM 0.926 0.795
NET 10912 0.778
AdaBoost | 0.913 0.77
RF 0.939 0.793
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