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A Study on Automatic Classification of Query Mail using
Backpropagation Neural Network

Young-min Kim* * Yung-Cheol Byun*# - Sang-Joon Leex* - Young-Bo Hong*#**

ABSTRACT

For increasing Internet Users, the increasingly asked E-Mail is needed to be classified automatically. This
thesis is proposed to automatically classify the asked E-Mail of KORNET queried by users using
backpropagation neural network. This experiment is use of the 490 asked E-mail When selected keyword
number is 70, the recognition rate is highest, 73.1%. Even though the Classification rate of the asked E-Mail
is less than the iris recognition and fingerprint recognition, it is affirmativefor an asking User to satisfy

with a quick reply.

Key Words : backpropagation neural network, query e-mail classification
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Tabie. 1. Keywords for each mail category

114844 [dAEAAY 24 AHRADSLAE,..
L2188 S5, 24 YA 2R A2 T 89,
P3lEHelA (¥R, $% AR TR,

L 4(#A A, ALE YY),
PoEEy A RE AR AN
CpiPCHZIA [PCALH Y FelA,.
P TlolHE A HAEY FE 0B,
B #9),2% 29 ,GRICE%,.
L oluE ol ba, 72 A4EA FY,.
SR wA3E, WY M NNTP,POPSMTP,.
{ 1LNIC #7te 59 9 3y 5 setol,.
i 12(UMS UMSFAX 03030, ¥ EE...
BHEHI LAY |TCP AP RYPF 4.
14| £ 2 g 29 [ENTER WINPOET NTS,..

o2 FF FolA oJWE FF WEE HE Fg 5
o Zo, AUEE By @3 uet gAAA dof
HEF7 254 g2 uazt d9E dolg
7Hed e 7MY @l s #rke i
HA st

l]h:ez B SN2 WA | U2t GURE - eeaint oA
L B 21 23 21 18 24 21 821
i LES4) 12 21 1 14 ) 13 833
' 2@ 15 14 13 13 12 21 853
9y 22 % 21 15 12 24 521
ojuE 12 0 15 14 12 2% 872
°= U] 2 22 1 12 . 9 628
3= 14 12 22 17 21 18 304
43y2 \6 25 13 20 24 n 503
LE2] 17 17 18 12 7] . 2 594
&7 t2 [] 1 14 12 .. 18 378
L 3 14 1 17 4 i5 .. v 543
bl 1) \6 13 H] 2 2 U] 587
43 21 18 " 20 20 . 17 s24

Fig. 5. Kevword frequencies for "ol E" category

150

olYlE FR9 ey dol: FH, H2EE, AE,
x|, olWlE, i} T8, ARHFI, ofekAd, I
54, 9tey, 53, Y §9 JNHssg ogedw
3 AEY 3§ d59 F1HEA A A
49 7IH=E oA NESTE B8 o2 FFEHA
HEF7E & €22 7|9E AHez FE35id.

32 STHYE o ¥ UBY 0|8 BR

Mo

N7 G5 Pated, T nzie] VoY g 2
HolM BF5 14 7HA 9 B F(Class) F FUZ B
Foeid 71958 A5ow 229 % 54 weE
FRger Bt o|F Hd WA 14 FlAY BF g7
of tiated HWIESE 71202 AY Y JY=E
229d 14 719 devY BF(Class) 2 1A
2Fe 19 kil dg #5 St A 18 o
gake] AT

S 1 .=__:fji
ki K (1)

oA fue ki 719=9 ¥xs gil(Fig 58
gujgte, K& 71959 WES 3 Hg AESFE
4uidch 4 (DY s 54 FHe A9 Y
A A dehde AYEe dY 27 A 939 5
3¢ XY & AFE FAFd 4 Dol 9
# oA REe A AYs Hee SLE 4
21& BEFc

0< Sh<l1 )

5 ¥R Ao Uy 2AF dshte Jd=s
9 oY 2/ A 589 qTE Yz 99
A 319 AHe 27 2A%A Y=g A
& Bo, <E >4 F¥ ¥ 7Y 7= 49
T As 'Y 9= FEE 6816812 st o
ug olg de@rt oY 14 7je F-Fel 47} df

& S s 2AsY AYSF F23



oMul AFULS 0|FE Komet AHBX Ho| oilgl XtE /ol st A7

Keywerd Telat st
F requancy

L3 Y3 88) 1
k2 o[es .13 0.087
k3 e a3 0.068
k4 s 633 0.830
k8§ ke 826 0.024
k8 -1 814 0.002
k7 MBI 803 0.085
kB “wyn 504 0.872
kD Hergal 687 0.882
kiQ £ 577 0.847
(3R] YN 580 0,826
ki2 L1 543 0.797
k13 L L 524 0.789
k14 L fuil] 521 0.785

Fig. 6 Keyword points for “o|#E" category( S &)

Fig. 6 442 %A Fig. 5904 T& oylE ¥

7 79=e] da ¥e Shs T8 Aotk AR
2 14 M9 BRE BFd i3 As 27E 7ELR
7t 254 49 10 A9 F9EF 28 A9 32
e 714=E & Wet 4 A4S 9% 112 A9 79
= 4¢ 4 U

Fig. 7¢ 2% (Class)d] 47} 30l2 £4 2718 7]
202 A 4719 FHSE 328 ook

Mail Category Keywords based an s:-
ci abcd
c2 a.cul
Cc3 a.b.gh

Fig. 7. Extracted keywords using S %

Fig. 79 4% a b c d e f g h Z5 8 A9 7
et AP o] F ay BE RFo veikon
b C13} C3ol yebtt) o] o Fig. 7elA at u%

BRolM Meet M ¥7lE AT BE B F
of YJehinz e vdg £7YE 4 Sl W9
gth mabd MEHe] & Y=g HHAFoA
ANES Eol1 719 £E o AA Yl A% A
g A7HE Zo]7] $i5td 4 (o] o M= HE

g ANGT fAE 140 2R 53 A9=k)
7t Uehd dlE4g vehdt 48 5o} Fig 7oA
ag] MES( foa)E 3o,

Mg (3)
9 B o8 ShE A g HE:Foh

0< S% <1 (4)

A 330 oA o2 Fefxe] FFHOZ el
© 719=c a3z F4rt A AALEY, v
2 93 § Fazdw dehte Afels Ay 2
A5 18 48 4 Uk S BAS SA A
Aol g¥ez Fojd B4 WHE ¥ £ Yo
718 Fig. 78 a b, ¢, ¢ e f g h 29 H5E
143, 1/2, 172, 1, 1, 1, 1, loith el& AR 7749
FP=E A Afe= 2 A UolA, F b,
¢, d e I g hE 53 H8 22& AT 71==
A9E ¢ o

o|NY 54 ¥y $&& ¢ 7=t YA
e e s 71929 &4 F50 e 53
HEE FAY otk 718 2o WY Fol 7|4=
c, e g hol 2AE AS A4YY 1ges Fox
t 5% ¥ElE Fig. 83 2ot

Keyword| bl c | d|e|l f|&8|h

count (0| t | QO] | O}t (|1

Feature Vector : “01 0101 1"

Fig. 8. Sample feature vector string
99 39 02 o) vy =4 Axe AYEst
ZA&A Gee gulss, 1& EARL Yulgct
2 AFdqas A4 She 2Ase daw &
4o EX 9El@ FAse] ARPe) P ALg

151



Zdgooyd

Ao Fig. 99 71239 447 728 AAEd
o Al oYM FEsle T =] Fof mel 4l
A e F9) g x5 S AHEHY, 28 39
kL FE ERSL2 dE Y] 27 £ 1470
ot &4 29 x= = ¥ F =9 47} nd
2§ 2en+17]7} et

Fig. 9. Neural network structure for rmail
classification

€ M Moz AAY U4E 9 =&
Fol sFste 54 el A4S Dol A g7k o
FA vbAA dHE FHEAL 2Y Az diy
Me g AellA At

Iv. &sd &

2 drelMe Aesl: dY BF Wy FFE
7] A&te] Fig 103 2o} #5541 Kometdl {48
Ho UL ol fsld EA 2% 4 EF UYL &
83}t

HYd ¥ FAA 40WLE A 2 REe Y
ol d3 15X14789) dlde & o] (Training
Set)2 AMRE AT uniA 0X14709] HY L
H A5EE FEl FBE U7 48 4F ooy
(test set}2.& AME3}SILE PENTIUM I 650014
Cr+E o] &l 719 & % £3 e 74 ¥
g5 FHsAed, #8449 54 wWEE MATLAB
2 offae] g 9 BF AP olgdh

152

4FE-ga¥
WP 7| Learming Duta Mowber Test Duta Mamber

AN 15 20

ad 15 0

[ lial 1] 15 n

uq 15 0

0% A3 Yuny 15 n

Predn N 15 20

b1 S 15 20

[ 1 L] 20

#8va L5 20

nuins 15 2

wE 15 20

L LR N ] UMy 15 20

EAI4Y 15 20

feanaw 15 20

Tom1 210 220

Fig. 10. Query mail of Komet for experiment

F1YE7 A2 $EHn oo wEg B4 #Hes
Aoz FASHEAE 29 oY EF&L o83}
o 7Y & ot g B dPoMe M A4
AL wlel o FEEe JHNE FF HANEA
EFE&Y] WE duysit a9 de oY B F
£ 2 N AT BN & JI9E 2 54
He A4E Frleigoh &, 1EH & AL W
Md /&% ¥¥ F e 54 P68 7AYo
k:Lisv=4

MY BFE A7l dAM AA Fig 109 &g
HolHg o3l AAY w2 Sk Fig
e B34 27 TR0l 42 005 1+ ¢ 3o
2 Hdf 600 epochs TE & FYY FS 2 H
7t B4 @tez sEgons sgol sysie 33y
% 438 voEch

Fig. 12& 600 epochs 71219 &g +38 3
Fig. 109] 2807} HI2E dlo|eo] dis] ¥ 7% H¥L
T8 Ao},

44 43 JNsY #E FNESFE QAo
AA gL F7HEkdd. A 719=9 £7+ 65709
8078y Aol ol Qg vy A go) 4
WHo2 ti BAsged, ol g s vy ®
Foll FEHo2 &3 /Y=E 3o EEE
23R | &elich

LN 7 & HUL 7Yt FEHA gL
o2 st AR FAY B4 dge] 7|dstgoh
FIHE7t #2532 e olfE 7)Y FEHA
e olf7t 2949 67%8 7hA w3tx, HE 7



HMol MAUZ 0|2 Komet AHEXA F2 olE AlE 2RO 2 AT

Y7 $EHe AN NI Wyl /1 23
e %A, 7IE 24 AAY FEA A8 23
4o] 50690

Fis Ean Toohs Wedow Hels

NEPB NAr, 20
Perfumpnce 135, 36087 9-004. Dot te :,-@!

Fig. 11. Ermror raie according to times of BP
learning

Reooqnmon rate ancoramg to the number of kayworm

R.counlhon rate +—

8

2

8

~
[=]
s e

Recogrition rate
5§ 8

25 30 35 40 45 50 55 e0 €5 70 75 80
The number of kaywords

Fig. 12 Mail recognition rate according to
kevword number

4Y A% 719=5t 0AY Y A4ELE 1%
A, ol HF 3F R AFEA'S YL R
Aol S48 ARdAd S EFE RAoAR 88 A
dM IHHY ZAHE 4L & AU AqsiE, A
2 Adeide FHE AE U4 T F4 4
zo) w2 N2EE "a g 3y ok AP o

4 WolATtE A&H B2 sels 447 8
Fol $g87] dgolt

V.28 &

E w2dME #5%4 Kormet B F9 oY

z H4E 2 MBS Uw 87 449 Te8
o Ue FFAE WUL ANAAT. Ay 2
F oE 9 ENY ERYE 2 AR 4%

ol A= AYHs Jor UL EFE F
EJYEE ARHoE #E £ oy Fe oY
5 &9 E&3oz &Y% & 3o

AEAQ) YAl AF FHFFIE dHsn
AHQ wylez Y=g Hds}y] Ao BIFA
Kometol 4 4 7A€ Fet A8t d9f g ¢
deen e Y $34EE ddez dF 24
By F4 1NEE BN, FUS FAA
Wel M et vehte JH=E Ad9ge 2
A HQ 5AE F&3 AU, M2 dE Fd&
olde doyez FEHA ¥ 7i¥E A4F=2
% 4 220t ddes FUA Uehte 7]
Y=g 952 2A& et AAY JHez 4
|34

14 789} He) oY el s 210 749 S o
oleist 280 7H9] HE clo|¥] F 2F 490 7B} 6
ole§ olgstel AYL FAY A AL Yol
o8 HE@ JY= 7t 04d BF TB1%A
AgE 4L & AU ol F& 2WAM TFH
o ARz oAARNh dustd, HA o ddy &
Fe AF U4 32 FA QA o] w2 UHE
g 922 37 Eoe A=} di B}
ALY GAe viekes AHgate] g7 Rgsh] o
Bolch, =% @¥a 90%7t Wl gl met ¥R
gol @Al A Buio] AW AF M7t FEH A
€ ez g8ich

BTy 22049 498 tgH o #4 &
Ue} widel ofd] kA M2 Aojd uEE FEY
A%, B4 gol, L ] £¥ JA=E ol &3
o F2Y AY 294 7hedel wobd & Ao *

153



Zdo g o

¥E-BEE

T Ao XY oy dold 8% 9944 ¥
el g

d1& & dAfode gy BaH delHd Z
Asted 71 =g FF3 A HAAL A2ge] A
oz 7I9EE 4AY F e 8L T YA
oot webd de wd 3 fAE AN 2 AR
7195 2R W #¢ d77h gadd 28 @
A ARE e o Jl=g AEE ¥ FHF
du2E Hel 4 HHY 9= A9 Py &
& A4 desto

HNE2d

1) M. Blosseville. G. Hebrail, M. Monteil, and N.

Penot,, 1992, Automatic Document Classification
Natural Language Processing, Statistical

Analysis, and Expert System Techniques used
together, SIGIR'92, pp.18-192

2) N. Fuhr, 1989, Models for Retrieval with
Probabilistic Indexing, Information Processing
and Management, Vol. 25, No 1. pp.207-218

3} D. Harman, 1992, Ranking Algorithms, in
Information Retrieval Data Structures and
Algorithm, Prentice Hall

4} P. Hayes and S. Weinstein, 1990, CONSTRUE/
TIS: A System for ContentBased Indexing of a
Database of News Stores, Second Annual
Conference on Innovative Applications of Arti-
ficial Intelligence, pp.193-204

5) P. Hayes, P. Anderson, I Nirenburg, and L.
Schmardt. 1990, TCS: A Shellfor Context-based
Text Categorization, Proceedings of the 6thIEEE
Conference on Artificial Intelligence Appli-
cations, Santa Monica, March, pp.254-261

6) J. Hobbs, D. Appelt, M. Tvron, J. Bear and D.
Israel, 1992, FASTUS : System Summary, Proc.
of Fourth Message Understanding Conference,
pp.169-174

7) R Hoch.,, 1994, Using IR Techniques for Text

i

Classification in Document Analysis, SIGIR'H,
pp.163-172

8) P. Jacobs, 1993, Using Statistical Methods to
Improve Knowledge Based News Categorization,
IEEE Expert, April, pp.154-163

9) L. Larkey, W. Croft, 1996, Combining Cla-
ssifiers in Text Categoriza tion, SIGIR'98,
pp.189-197

10) D. Lewis, 1992, An Evaluation of Phrasal and
Clustered Representations on a text Catego-
rization Task, SIGIR'92, pp.257-263, 1992.

11) B. Masand, Classifying News Stories Using
Memory Based Reasoning, SIGIR'92, pp.192-204

12} M. Maron, 1961, Automatic Indexing @ An
Experimental Inquiry, Jourmnal of the ACM,
pp.267-274.

13} G. Salton. 1989, Automatic Text Processing :
The Transformation, Analysis, and Retrieval of
Information by Computer, Addison Wesley

14) @47, e, =34, 3A$d, 2000, FEAd
o FIYE HEE ol & FAA AF M BF
o A% %, #=ARAY #Y =Fz3, A7
A4Z, pp.1151-1158

150 W. Cohen., 1996, Leaming Trees and Rules
with Set-Valued Features, AAAI-96, pp.199-215

16} T.Mitchell, 1997, Machine Learming, McGraw
-Hill

17y C. M. Bishop, 199, Neura! Networks for
Pattern Recognition, Clarendon Press, OXFORD

18) i<, 1993, A% o|23 38 10, stele a2y
B

199 M. T. Hagan, H. B. Demuth, M. H Beale,
1996, Neural Network Design, PSW Publishing
Company

200 J. T. Tou, R C. Gonzalez, 1981, Pattern
Recognition Principles, Addison-Wesley Publi~
shing Company

21) J. A, Freeman, D. M. Skapura, 1992, Neural
Networks, Algorithms, Applications, and prog-
ramming Techniques, Addison-Wesley Publi-



AMT HZEYE OB Komet MBI Hol oY XS ERO| B A7

shing Company

22) R. O Duda, P. E Hart, D. G. Stork, 2001,
Pattern Classification 2nd Edtion, Wiley- Inter-
science

23y M. Nadler, E. P. Smith, 1993, Pattern
Recognition Engineering, Wiley-Interscience

24) L. Fausett, 1994, Fundamentals of Neural
Networks, Architectures, Algorithms, and Appi-
ication, Prentice Hall

155



	ABSTRACT
	Ⅰ. 서론
	Ⅱ. 관련 연구
	Ⅲ. 신경망을 이용한 메일 분류
	3.1 키워드 사전 정의
	3.2 특징벡터 구성 및 신경망 이용한 분류

	Ⅳ. 실험 결과
	Ⅴ. 결론
	참고문헌



