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NAIVE BAYES CLASSIFIER K OAWH 13 BAPIAHTIB
®UJIBTPALII HEBAXAHOI EJIEKTPOHHOI NoWTH

Po3rnanyro npo6nemy knacuthikayii enekTpoHHoi KopecnoHgenyii Ana BH3Ha4eHHA NPHHANEHOCTI TUCTIB 0 HebawaHoi
eNeKTPoHHOI nowTH. 3anponoHOBaHO TP NigXoAM ANA PO3B’A3aHHA AaHoi npobnemu. JleranbHo npoananizosano Naive
Bayes Classifier ax Hai6inbw ehexTHBHKHA cnocib, wo Aac 3Mory 3 BHCOKOIO TOYHICTIO KNACHGHiKYBaTH IHCTH | BOAHOYAC €
EKOHOMHHM BHpILIEHHAM CTOCOBHO BHTPaT 064MCIIOBaNbHUK pecypciB.

Kniwouosi cnoea: Naive Bayes Classifier; o6uucniosansHa edektuericTb; Rule based classification; Weight based classification;
(hinsTpaLia cnam-nucTis; Knacudikarop.

Bemyn

3a ganumu Jlabopatopii Kacnepcskoro, y 2018-2019 pokax momrToBuii criaMm mopiBHAHO 3i cBiToBUM Tpadi-
KOM CTaHOBUB y cepenuboMy 53,8% (craTucTuky 3a 6 micaiir so6paskeHo Ha pucyHKY). [lepiri miciia B peii-
TUHTY IKepeJsI CllaMy TPaguIiiiHo mocizaoTh Taki kpaiuu, axk Kurait (15,82% ), CIITIA (12,64% ), Himeuunna
(5,86% ), Pocis (6,98% ) ra Bpasuaisa (6,95% ).

Vueni 3 KamidgopHilicbkoro yHiBepcuTery B BepKii migpaxysaau, 1o Ha IiATPUMaHHA CBiTOBOI Mepe:ki
IaTepHer goAcTBO BUTpauae 2% Bif 3arajJbHOTO 00CATY BUKOPUCTAHHA eJIeKTPoeHeprii muBiaisairii, To6To i3
crokuBauux 16 TBr Ha onpaioBanHs inTepuer-Tpadiky npunagae 0,32 TBr eneprii. Taka craTucTuka csij-
YUTh, 110 Ha 00pO0JIeHHA HebaKaHol e TeKTPOHHOI TTOMITH BUTpavaeThesa maiixke 0,17 TBr is cepenuboio cBiTo-
BOIO I[iHOIO Ha esieKTpoeHepriio (2018—-2019 poxu) y 0,166 moi. 3a 1 KBT - rof., oTike, Ha CIIaM-IIOBiTOMJIEHHS
BUTpauaeTbesa 282 MJIPH SOJI.
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aax (rule based classification). Bu immiemeHTyeTe CraTucTuKa He6GaKaHOT eeKTPOHHOT moNITH 32 6 Micais

IIpaBUJia BUSHAUEHHSA KJacy JOKYMEHTa 3a oTo TeK-

crom y BurasAzi if-then-else sBupasis. Ileit migxig moske OyTu MPUNHATHAM BapiaHTOM, AKIIO BU MIPAIIOETE
3 HEBeJMKOIO KiJIbKiCTIO JOKYMEHTiB, KOTPY 3JAaTHi OXOIHNTH i peTejibHO IIPOaHAJi3yBaTU, OCKiJIbKH YiTKO
KOHTPOJIIOETE IPAaBUJIa, 3a AKUMU KJaacudikaTop yXBajioe pimenHs. AJje el migxig Mae oueBUIHI MiHycu
— 1Jig Toro 1106 BubpaTu 3HaUMMi A Kiaacudikailii cioBa, MOTPiOHO BOJIOLITH €KCIEPTHUMU 3HAHHAMU B
npeaMeTHii obaacti. Yu € y Bac, HaIpUKJIaL, PO3YMiHHS 3 MPUBOAY KJIIUOBUX CJIiB, AKi J00pe BiApisHAIOTH
JTOKyMeHTH (hiHAHCOBOI TeMATUKU BiJl TOKYMEHTiB eKoOHOMiuHOI chepu? BoueBuab He 3aB:K AU (DaKT HAABHOCTI
a0o0 BizcyTHOCTI Oyb-AKOTr0 OJHOTO CJI0BA € BUPIIIAJIbHUM UMHHUKOM JJIS YXBaJIeHHSA PillleHHs.

CrasKkiMo, AKIIO MMOBEPHYTUCS 0 3aBJaHHA BU3HAUEHHA CIIaMY i TPOXM MOMipKyBaTH IIPO Te, IKi CJIOBA €
mobpumu Kiaacudikamniinumu osuakamu (classifying feature), To MOKHA 3pO3yMiTH, 1110 HEMAE JKOLHOTO CJIO-
Ba, HAABHICTDH AKOTO rapaHTyBaJja 0, 1110 TOBiJOMJIEHHS € CIIaMOM.

3arajiom, OyIb-sKe 3 BiloMuX cmaM-cJIiB Hexall i Majio KoJiu, ajie 3yCTPiuaeThCAd B MOBCAKAEHHOMY KUTTi.
Tomy yxBaJiroBaTH OCTaTOUHE PillleHHs, OPi€HTYIOUNCh Ha (haKT HasgBHOCTI a00 BiICyTHOCTI Oy Ab-sIKOT'0 OTHO-
T'O CJIOBA, iless HempOAYKTHUBHA. MU MOKeMO YCKJIaJHIOBATH IIPaBuUja, T0Aal0Ul BKJIaJeHi YMOBHU, ajie JOCUTD
MIBUAKO 3P0O3yMi€MO, III0 MOKJIMBOCTI JIOAWHU B (JOPMYJTIOBAHHI TaKUX IIPABUJ Ay:Ke 00MerKeHi, OCKiIbKU
CKJIQAHICTDH IPABIJI 3POCTAE EKCIOHEHIIiaIbHO 3 KiJIbKiCcTIO BUOpaHUX I Kjaacu@ikairii ciais.
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Weight based classification
Kinacudikaiisa Ha ocHOBLI Baru KOKHOTO CJ0Ba, AKa BU3HAUATHMeE IMOBipHICTb, 1110 MOBiJOMJEHHS 3 IIUM

cJI0BOM € cuamoM (rabu. 1).
Mu 6epeMo KOKHE CIIOBO 1 pO3PaX0BYEMO CyMapHy

Tabruys 1 i
Ta6xmusa sar Bary JOKYMEHTa OKPeMO [Js KJacy «CIiaM» i Kjacy
Cono SPAM NOSPAM «He-cuaM». CymapHa Bara BUBHAUAETHCA AK CTEIiHb
Bar ycix Bimommx ciaiB moxkymenrta. CioBammu, s
Ioxasyio 0,99 0,01 AKX y HAC HeMae Barm, y mpoueci riacupirarii
3apobutn 0,40 0,60 MOXKHa 3HexXTyBaTu. Yusa cymMapHa Bara 0yie BUIIOO,
Iomomora 0,99 0,01 Tolt KJjac i Bisbme ropy. Ile 6imbin mieBuit migxinm,
Cobai 0,01 0,99 OCKIJNIBKM BiH IHYyYKIIINK 1 yXBaJO€ PillleHHsd, I'PDyH-

TYIOUKCH Ha BCi BiloMi cj0Ba B TEKCTi.

Naive Bayes Classifier

Aue Ham moTpi6HO 110Ck Kpailre i 6iabin rHyuke. Take Bupinmenus — e Naive Bayes Classifier, i gia iiporo
€ HU3Ka IPUYUH:

e BiH IIpocTU B iMIyieMeHTAaIlil Ta TeCTyBaHHi;

® IIPOIleC HAaBUYaHHSA JOCUTh e()eKTUBHUM IIOPIiBHAHO 3 iIHIMNMU, O1JIBII CKJIASHUMU KJaacudikaTopamu;

® Ha HEeBEJIUKUX KOPITycaxX JOKYMEHTIiB Pi3HUIA MiK iHIITMMK HabaraTo CKJIASHINNIIME aJITOPUTMaMu KJia-
cudikarii vacro icrorua, a inoai Naive Bayes Classifier moske 6yTu i 6ibIII TOUHMM.

B ocuoBy Naive Bayes Classifier moxaameHno Treopemy Batieca, sika qae 3Mory BUsHa4aT AMOBIpHICTE Oy aAb-
SAKOI moAil 3a yMOBH, ITIO CTaJIacd iHINIa CTATUCTUYHO B3aEeMoO3aJie’kHa Ionaid. IHakie KaKyudu, 3a GopmMyJi0io
Batieca Mmo:xHa GiJIBIIT TOUHO PO3pPaxyBaTy MMOBipHICTh, Y3ABINIM 0 yBaru AK paHimre Bigzomy iHdopmairito,
TaK i JaHi HOBUX cmocTepe:keHb. Popmysy Baiieca MoKHA AicTaTy 3 OCHOBHUX aKcioMm Teopii iMoOBipHOCTEH,
30KpeMa 3 YyMOBHOI iMmoBipHOcTi. OcobauBicTh TeopeMu Baiieca moJisirae B ToMy, IO AJIA il IPAKTHYHOIO 3a-
CTOCYBaHHJA IMOTPiOHA BeJIMKA KiJIbKicTh PO3paxXyHKiB, 00umcIeHb, TOMY 0aiiecoBi OIiHKY CTaIX aKTUBHO BU-
KOPHCTOBYBATHU TiJILKU IIiCJIA PEBOJIIOINI] B KOMII'IOTEPHUX Ta MEPEKHUX TeXHOJIOTigX:

P(d|c)P(c)
plefa)= 2Pt
P(d)
ne: P(c | d) — imoBipHicTs, 1m0 email d HanesxuTh Kiacy ¢, came ii Tpe6a po3paxyBaTu;

P(d | c) — imoBipHnicTs 3ycTpiTu email d cepen ycix nucTis Kaacy c;

P(c) — 6e3ymoBHA IMOBipHICTH 3yCTPiTH JIUCT KJIACy € Y KOPITYCi JINCTiB;

P(d) — 6esymoBHA HMOBipHicTh fOKYMeHTa d Y KOPIIYyCi JOKYMEHTiB.

Omxe, Teopema Balieca m103BoJisA€ MePEeCTABUTH MiCIAMY IPUUUHY i HACTAILOK. 3HAIOUM 3 TKOIO MMOBipHic-
TIO IPUUYNHA MIPUSBOJUTH 0 AKOICh MOMi1, IIA TeopeMa Jae MOKJINBICTL Po3paxyBaTu MMOBiIpHiCTH TOTO, IO
caMe IS IPUYNHA IPU3BeJa 0 HUHIITHBOI moii.

Ockinbru MeTa Kiiacudikallii mossarae B po3yMiHHi 10 AKOT0 KJIacy HAJIEKUTD JIUCT, TOMY IOTPiOHAa He caMa
MMOBipHiCTE, a HAWO1IBIN iMOBipHMI Kaac. BaltecoBuil KiacudikaTop BUKOPUCTOBYE OIIiHKY all0CTEPiopHOTO
maxkcumymy (Maximum a posteriori estimation) nyia BU3sHaYeHHA HANWO1JIBII BipOTifHOTO KJIacy.

s peasnisaiiii 6aiiecoBoro KiacudikaTopa HeoOxigHa HaBUa bHa BUOipKa, B AKill IpocTaBieHO BiAIOBiT-
HOCTi MiX TEKCTOBUMU JINCTAMHU Ta ixHiMu Kjacamu. IloriMm moTpi6HO 3i0paTy TaKy CTATHUCTUKY 3 BUOipKHU,
AKa BUKOPUCTOBYBATUMEThCA Ha eTali Kiacudikaii:

® BiTHOCHI YacTOTH KJIaCiB y KOPITyCi JIUCTiB; TOOTO, AK YaCTO 3yCTPiUAETHCSA JIUCT TOTO UM iHIIIOTO KJacy;

e cyMapHa KiJbKiCTh CJIiB y JIUCTaX KOXKHOTO KJacCy;

® BiTHOCHI 4acTOTH CJIiB y MeKaX KOYKHOTO KJIacy;

® PO3Mip CJIOBHUKA BUOIPKM; KiMbKiCTh YHIKATBHUX CJIiB ¥ BUOipILi.

CykymHicTs i€l iHdopmarliii HasmBaTIMeMO MOAEJLII0 Kiaacudikaropa. ITotim Ha eTami kaacudikaiii HeoO-
XiHO AJIA KOMKHOTO KJIACY PO3PaXyBaTH 3HAUEHHSA HACTYITHOTO BUPAa3y i BubpaTu KJjac i3 MaKCcuMaJIbHUM 3HAa-
YeHHAM.

Wice +1
log +§51 |V|+Lc

ne: Dc — KiJbKicTh IMCTiB y HaBUaJIbHiN BuOipILi, 1110 HaJIeKaTh KJacy C;
D — zaraJsibHA KiJIbKiCTB JINCTiB y HABUAIbHiN BUOipIIi;
| V| — kinbkicTs yHiKAJIBHUX CITiB y BCixX JIMCTaX HABYAIbHOI BUOGIpKY;
Lc — cymapHa KiJIbKiCTB CJIiB y IMCTaxX KJIacy ¢ B HABUAJIbHIT BUOipILi;
Wic — ckinbKu pasiB KoKHE CJI0BO 3yCTpivuasocs B IMCTaX KJAcy ¢ B HaBUAJNbHIN BuOipILi;
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@ — MHOKHHa CJIiB JIUCTa, AKUH ITlepeBipsaeTbed (30- Tabruys 2
KpeMa HOBTOpI/I) Mopens knacudikaropa
Hexail y Hac € Tpu aucTH, AJA AKUX Bigomi ixmi Hoxaznux SPAM NOSPAM
KJiacu: Yacrora KJaci 2 1
[SPAM] mokasyio, K 3apOOUTH; Cyma criB 6 3
[SPAM] momomora cobarri Yartri; TTokasyio 1 0
[NOSPAM] npusiT, K cupasmu. BapobuTu 1 0
Mopennp KiracudikaTopa HaBeaeHO B Ta0JI. 2. Iomomora 1 0
s mepeBipKu Kaacu@ikyeMo TEKCT « TPUBIT, AK cIIpa- CoGarri 1 0
Bu». Po3paxyeMo 3HAUEeHHs BuUpasy a4 Kiaacy SPAM: Ik 1 1
2 1 2 1 Yami 1 0
log| < |+log| —— |+1og +log =—-7,629. -
3 8+6 8+6 8+6 Mpusit 0 1
Temmep BUKOHAEMO Te K came AJs1 Kiaacy NOSPAM: Crpaen 0 1
1 2 2 1
log| = |+1log| —— |+1og +log =-6,906.
3 8+3 8+3 8+3

VY usomy pasi krac NOSPAM sBurpas, i 1ucra 3 TaKMM TEKCTOM He Oy/Ie II03HAUEeHO AK CIIaM.

Bucnosxu

1. Y pobGoTi mpoBeneHO KOPOTKUI OTJIAL CTATUCTUUHUX JAaHUX MPo0eMu HebaKaHoi eJIeKTPOHHOI Kopec-
MOHAEHIIII. 3 OIJIAAY HA CTATUCTUYHI AaHi YiTKO BUAHO IrocTPy IpobJieMy i BeJInKi MaciiTadbu 3aTpart Ha olpa-
mIoBaHHA TPadiKy, II0B’I3aHOTO 3 JOCTABJSHHAM CIIaM-IIOBiIOMJIeHb.

2. PosriigHyTO TpU MeTOAU KJaacudikairii Tekcrosoi ingopmariii, ixHi cuabHi i cadki micisa. ¥V pesyabraTi
aHaaisy MeTo/iB HaO1IbINT IpUBaOIUBUM IJ1s1 BUKopuctanus Budbpano Naive Bayes Classifier, ockinbru meit
MeTOoJ, IIPOCTUH B iMIIJIeMeHTAaIlil Ta TeCTyBaHHi, Ipollec HABUaHHSA JOCUTH e(DeKTUBHUM TOPiBHAHO 3 iHIMUMU
OiJbIN CKIAHUMU KIacudikaTopaMu i Ha HeBeIUKUX 00cATaxX HJOKYMEHTIB PisHUIA MiK iHIImMu HabaraTo
CKJIAMHIIIIME aJropuTMamMu Kiaacudikaiiii uacto HeicroTHa, a imoai Naive Bayes Classifier mosxe BuaBuTucs
i 6isbmr Tounum. TaKkosK HA IPUKJIALL posTiIAHyTO pyHKIIionyBaHHa Naive Bayes Classifier.
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A. A Tingmornnstem, 0. H. Tkaveko, A. U. TonyGenko, A. B. [pobuk .
NAIVE BAYES CLASSIFIER KAK OMH N3 BAPWAHTOB ®NJIbTPALUNA HEXXENATENIbHON 3NIEKTPOHHOW NOYTBI

PaccmoTpeHa npo6rema Knaccugvkaumm 3eKTDOHHON KOPPECTOHAEHLM [N1Si ONPELeneHns NPUHaAIEXHOCTA MMCEM K HEXENaTesbHOV arlek-
TPOHHOV MoYThl. [TpennoXeHb! Tpy nogxona Ans peleHus [aHHoA npobnemsl. LetansHo npoaHanvsvpoaH Naive Bayes Classifier kak Hanbonee
3GhhEKTVBHBIA COCOO, NO3BONSIOL C BbICOKOV TOYHOCTBIO KIACC(MLMPOBATL MACLMA M B TO Xe BPEMS SBIISIETCS 3KOHOMUYECKUM PELIEHNEM
OTHOCUTESTbHO 38TPAT BbIYNCIATE TbHBIX PECYPCOB.

Kniouesbie cnosa: Naive Bayes Classifier; BbiancnutensHas athexTeHocTb; Rule based classification; Weight based classification; cunsrpa-
LMS crnam-nicem; knaccudmkarop.

0. 0. Pidmogylnyi, 0. M. Tkachenkoaptev, O. I. Golubenko, O. V. Drobyk
NAIVE BAYES CLASSIFIER AS ONE WAY TO FILTER SPAM MAIL

In 2018-2019 years, mail spam was sent to the average for 53,8% of the previous traffic. Persons ranked highest in the ranking of spam is
China (15,82%), USA (12,64%), Germany (5,86%), Russia (6,98%) and Brazil (6,95%). From these statistics we can calculate that on average
electronic spending is about 0,17 terawatt, that is, about $282 billion is spent on spam e-mails. The article describes the problem of classifying
e-mails to determine the affiliation of e-mails to spam. Three approaches are considered to solve this problem. This article considers three methods
of text classification, their strengths, and weaknesses. As a result of the analysis of the methods, the most attractive to use is the Naive Bayes
Classifier due to the fact that this method is easy to implement and test, the learning process is quite effective in comparison with other more
complex classifiers and on small document cases the difference between other much more sophisticated classification algorithms is often irre-
levant, and sometimes the Naive Bayes Classifier may be more accurate, as well as the example of how the Naive Bayes Classifier works, and it is
considered in detail as the most efficient way to classify letters with high precision while being a cost-effective solution to detect spam messages.

Keywords: Naive Bayes Classifier; performance; Rule based classification; Weight based classification; spam filtering; classifier.
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