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WAL R, T LA B A G B AR & DA MR T SR AR SC I L FIE B, $Em kB
REJs A5 BN ) AN DL R MK L RIBR AT e, A RO HAR P b = A At 23k 25
B2, HERIS LRSS0 TAERZRARFE AN TSER, 0 S m03R AR A A Fe b a5t
SN, BRBORIRFEC, BRI R TAER SR, Bk, s ASEHE e A sh %
FISCAGT Tk

VLA, RIHNLERF 2 kAT BRI SCAR S R AN, F B 5 T AR 4 SeA
FEAE ) 2 ARAS AR J5 SR FH B — Zp SR EAT SCARR A 8 02, . Lim SE[RIBS ZEARAT . 2L
FURIEESR | H ARSI TS Sh AR B R S CRRAE (f) 8, i ke 3 L P SCAR 028808 5 Stutzki
SEG| NEFI IS AU A EARAE, T SE35 0260006 5 STRASE G M S A e iy 4iadk o
PR, FHESRI R BALFE R AR | R R, SRR E AN R DL . M s
W% K- 485 . BEB R ke — 8 LB, W8 R SCA S 25 38 BB 8 AT BT Y 58
W, W Zhu X A5 KEICIZME ( Long Short—Term Memory, LSTM ) BYJERN EHIEE T RbIRSE
PR AY S-LSTM,  FIH] S-LSTM Hr il A2 A S A s A B AU rh 25 2, il il 1 A 5ok BT
fRSCA Y5 Tai K S ZEE T AEW A KEIHCIZ M ZE M4 (Tree-LSTM ), #545HE LSTM I 77
CERIUUATEE LS, 1RO B RIAR R IR T s WIS R T — R TS A 4
24 5 BE LR AR R B SCAR 0 2880 R T3 SCHLB G Rl SCAR 20 26875 15 Wang Y 4578
LSTM [ 2E6f; 5] A attention, LLMARPAR ] R S0 BXTEA MR EE M D%
AT attention [ XL LSTM B2 ( Bi-LSTM-ATT ), % LA 100 ™% F| 1 F 2500 1F R 2K bR 25 (1)
BB B2 R SCABEATBE RSN ZR AN 3250 05 Raffel C 2548 H—Fhid TR 50 2 R 25 1)
AT A B I RERL, JE T attention ML REBSAE SCARR MG BL T, A RURDAE B 2 I F R IIR
Ll 1] ST

RS AE VN SRR R I AP IR A B IS T8 RCR R W R 45 Hh B Y A B 4 0+
BRI SR R e A, HYREE R A B T FESEPRAY SO AR R, B
EE (S Of EIE AR AT N 1 1Bave 7 T U SN YR ER N (e R alll A DO B & N e SN M 7y = 84 ]
T, BRI R, GRS ARG T RIRERSE, MR RN Aln e, P, R
Fap s [P R ARy 4 5 A3 SEBOR 1 5 — I R . R B R SCAR AR I E %, AR SGE L BN CR:
BE L BEPLIERAE DL R 55 RAEIX = O BB AR BRI TAb R, SRR RO 28 I 28y o3 28 2k
LRISCABAEHA TR, X s, FHRTRISCAS A 273 28T AR R i B A A B 1

1 SRHENESHIENE

1.1 ERMEMES

BRUPZ L5 Hinton ' 2 AT 2006 AF42H A — R E I BOR B R—FRE . 220
(AN 2 = 2 s S N IE N A A NS SEEF TN o I/ = = 20 N N2
BAR T e ngpist 7. Kim 76838 FIEFMIZ M2 ( Convolutional Neural Networks, CNN ) ZbF S A4y
Kb, B R AR . BV R R AR Y ARSI 1 PR,
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FAJZ LR bAk)Z EERLR

1 CNN HEFEA

(1) FIAZ . EZOEEHR AR AP B, (326, S A2 B iSO 1) e
M, DR ARBA T

(2) BRUZ . HTRBOOR A FRAE. HESa 7 UeR 6 B 55 A2 1 SO )
PEAT R AR SRR, IR R —E AP RN B 2 DU LA TR] — e B D A=, AR A A= Y
RIS

(3) Wfb)=. HEZEABR 2R/, WHURXEBURIE AR B it — P 5, #
IR AR IR BUTR . i TERUZ P L MG BRI AR IS SR i A , A7 /e R AR AR,
T ZR PRI I, R B

(4) &R PR RRIEE TR S, AFE—UAb B, 00 EAPAR BI R RRAE
[ B A TS PR, A3 BB SOR TR AN RSO MEAS , S r 2R v b A T AR (AR A

1.2 AEBIEEHETRI CNN SEia

TEVMERIBESEH, CNN BERE FE S M B i ALy s 0 SOR AT /020 SR, ISR g & R SC
AT I AR PR, FESRBEPIAN T . —R2RE R AR, BRI Rl E L
REARGE BT HERMALE; AR —MEIL T, B — IO REA b A7 1226
WAKIBGTI G, BN EIE

MG L e T RS, B R MBI 2 ) 7k, R bR ORI SE H E 4e
JEAE R — R rp g — S, 75 B0 R R A A [R) SRR HEA T I 2R A BESRAT ALy iz AL fiE
A P AR A RO 22 B AR, R 2 i) FoRE B E B R, X R AT
PR, WA ARSI S AT I, CNN YRR AT — e 20K, (HAESk
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Prebr, BRI o BRI S Ay, B, AR ERRS I SCAR B SR ] CNN 2328,
HAE AR KA 2

1.3 IEEGHEERIIETS X

N T AR BT RS CNN 23S, T2 AEE A CNN i A JZ Z i ik 24T 24 1
AEAbEE, E A =27, AFEERENLZCRAE (Random Under—Sample, fijFR RUS ). BEMLL RAE
( Random Over—Sample, fij#K ROS) PAMZES KAE (SMOTE+ENN ),

(1) FEALRCRFEE . WSUAAEA I Z AR A T B HEA TR 0 5, Sa s B AL DA A K
PRS2 B AR AR SR Y 4 A

(2) FEALERAEE . RMICRAEAHXS LR, XA IR RAEATAN AR, Jlad 52 ) D B
AR B SR SRS DB R A oL

(3) L RAE . I AR AR AR 2 IR ARXTEOR, BRAl i R BT RAEFR AN REAS it
POIERG A ), A AT DA GEERER G R, R IR it 17 100 RO RIS AR A T AR N (b 3L, DTt
3B B B B R

2 JEIEEHER CNN 7l EKiEE

BT LIRETT, FATHE T AR AR A CNN LRI SR p I, s 2 s o

’y EBRZ

s aE l
el S B . —
sz || s ‘ e o T
i i 7 AR
T

BRGN R % _
Sy
:

HAZ

E S
BUESE

i 1 e

2 IFHIEEIEA CNN BRI A H£EE

21 HESEW

Bt K H 19 R BE AR PR, Phua S5 42 YT — i dR G 48 ML R A 5 35 (Edited Nearest
Neighbor, ENN) '/, LB BRI Y 3 AT AFEA 1Y 2 ANl 2 A DL ERAIR I
FEA . 2T AR ] LU R R e /D, (R 2R A T BB R IR, 2R
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TR AREA R AR, PITTAS— 2 RERS T i 0 JEIER R

LAY FEAL L RAE ISR B BRI RFEHOR (Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique,
SMOTE ), 3% pc AR FENLA AR (H A7 i, MR BERFEAR K (K>1) iS4
FEACH, e R AT (9 — A, TEX T AREA I BERLER PEAR L, F5 8080 N LB REA
5 BIEHLE 1 OIE4B Pub, 4359115 JEUREAR Pub, BB/ S (1) HERFREAR Pub,, . rand (0.1) g 0
F 1 Z AR REHLEL

Pub,,, = Pub, +rand (0,1)* (Pub, - Pub, ) (1)

M 2, SMOTE Jy ¥ il ik N A OB i D BCRFEAS, IRMBIREA T, (1525 2R EAKL
HOAF M. SR, SMOTE 553200 54> U/ BERAE A ™ A AR TR B0 5 B R AT, T %
SEHLARITREA I A3 AR, OS2I S A T A A T R R

LR MDA B 2 SMOTE 5 U AR MU AR S 5, JeFIH] SMOTE Jr 5 /b 2k
MY SRS, SRI5 A ENN 53k SMOTE i3 = A (MR s, A FR SMOTE-ENN J5¥
HH AP —FRIBIREA, SHFGTRY 3 MU REAS PR T A B REAC RO 2 E, s BRI
SO RAAREA, ITTASIREAC S ARG it . 1>

B A 1 A Ak Ak B H 3 python RS SS = 5 J&E imblearn, KR A A& F| H imblearn J2E 1)
RandomUnderSampler PR, I E RandomUnderSampler ) replacement=True S8, LA
% (boostrap ) i, 3L RFEFIF imblearn ) SMOTE pR%L, i kind PREGRE R borderlinel
FR I B P BEIUREA G2 D HCEREA a ok H TS . 81 SMOTE-ENN J5i, Wl LB &
TBLR G RN

2.2 NAEERNIE

—BRUL, WS ISR RIS R B S SO R AR 23, ANRE B IV AR 2 M 25 A
W s A TR B, K THUAE BRI AR 6 55 PSR

(1) 43i) A3 python HAY jieba S XF SCAS HEAT AR BR, 1 i J5 2 AN AT DAAR 4 ol 22
KA E SCIRBLES T, [ T3 B H A sl SR T DU iR BE g ) B B 2R A] SRS
(Hidden Markov Model, HMM ), #J LIAT ZUREAR S5 R 45 1A R

(2) £ME HIBRAR I TC AL LA 1, LOSBRITR, femarialdick.

Zoak SOARTIAL B, ARAT SCRY XS B Rl 45 28, S B IA] i SC B IR) . BARERAE D, BT X
SR A R ST —SE B Y token TR ML, TR LR A B AT SO EAT CBEAIERT M, EURAMNEDEY
JrA “BUE IR HAL N E (R, PRIEREA SCAR AR R FIAR A IR . 25 18 0 3K 10 1) AR5 T 2l
PR EL, XU RER A R TR TR O, A S keras HEZR R [ 717 A 6] 1] )2
(Embedding ), 4 “HCFIIR" 5600 “HRAIER" , SR RARE R b Xl x5, x, ], H
xR § A BRI 4 3] ]

2.3 EREMHCENEX

P IR R 28 P 28 1 ST, K S ) ) o R PR A 5 SR D B AR 22 I 2% R A, AR
&R Wik, BER. s, REedEsint . SERZETRERSEAR, B
JE Al — 2 WP BB P A R BUE AL 20 RR AR AR 5 B R N E VTG, THRITIR
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N=Y R R WO A N MBS R, EIER AN PR

B G R AN TEE N S AR S p 20K sl BERUR RN, AR RHIEE B,
A2 B

WALZ R R AL . BT Ik UG, 35 R 4R Z HTA Dropout, DUEREALZEFF
B E ey 5 LT AL A% Adam, SR categorical _crossentropy e, RIS
A TR S accuracy 45

a2 TP AL B A PP bR AR L B S B 5 R b LA S A SR I AR VA HE I, AR
SERRENE HAAFIWRIAIVERE AV LA IR, Syt — DA S B R i e 4 AR 22 0 2% 1) 2 AR g A3t
M

2.4 EENHERGE

ASGETE S, KA SR 2 AL B, R RERS SR e SRUER R BEXT IR A A
P, TR A Y REAVERERT , L5807 1 AR R 5 B —FE BR S 25 3T DB B AR st
P, ARSCRARIBHREA PN SE bR W WLATRVE M4 a3 1 Fs .

&1 BiEEE

B B (TP) Ef® (FN)

Hifl fRE (FP) fEf (TN)

AR PR A T LS PEI R bR, o, WERRAE (Accuracy ) FRTRINZS H A IERA M LR, K
% (Precision ) K F 2B AGUE, A (Recall) HAEK KB A4, Fl-Score {HH
RFNWTR A RS M . ARG AU LR .

TP+T

ACCHIaCF—N (2)
TP+FP+FN+TN
Precision= P (3)
P+FP

Recall= (4)

TP+FN

2TP 2*Precision*Recall

Fl-Score= _ 2*Precision*Reca (5)

2TP+FN+FP  Precision+Recall

3 SCIERASS

3.1 HiERERESIETE
ARSCHEHE A TPC 3R 0 M, A0 BARS SCansk 2 R M incoPat 4=
ERCHVEAR I, DIGORET AR R QAT AR A, RN B CRIARA, I Z L 0
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R, HFRAE 115561 5 AR SR, Zadifiik L mEARG, T4y 114822 84, 259
R W3k 2,

&2 HIERERDEFE

A YN R 15862
B ks izt 19198
c 2 hmaE 27320
D AR 19 17592
E Eieszisiity] 748
F HUCTRE ;. B gl RS fEnk 2004
G LY} 7530
H 12 24567

RSO G2 MR L AR BRI 25, & T RSO . SO FiAE S 75 2]
SER T B IR AR AR s S b S S G A IR TP T MR O RACR SR
FERH shuffle PRECK LG EAE S A SIFTELIUTY o BES M train_test_split pRFCHFEHE 4L A 3k
I3 80% UNZRHE . 20% MHALE, b RERX IR b A TR B fu ab 3. il ey A e e v
T HEFIH jieba X REARSCA BT A4, I Tokenizer BEHO R THAS , (MR 345 —A
G, K SORFFIERHSCEC RE . SRR T NI 2 5 B R SOR B AL B8 . i T4
KRR EA—, KHEIAEZE, 83T pad_sequences PRECK: B 55 SCAR K JE & 72 Ky 50, AT
Sy, NI 0 #hFE. I #TH Embedding 24 RN RIS EE AL R ) o B SEFT RIS
P28 £ SRR eE, T it A S P 2B IR WAL )S R T A, R Y A R R
Kt MR LAK F1-Score fH.

3.2 ZRRHR

ASCEETERMAR LS, PSR AR R, 735ty T AR MR R A CNN SO H 3l
Ay 2 Y B LA B A BE AR Y CNN SOAR B sl 432588, IS & T .

3.2.1 A EdESH CNN 202

Rl 2 A Bt 1Ak BES AR RO AR EAEA NS TR 2 R A TS5, iR R A
69.37%, S50 ak R vh I 28 A AR Y A A AR AL DL K 283 categorical _crossentropy 45 2% pR £
WA RAE (loss ) ZZARANK 3 Frzn . BEE EARERIE N, IR RO MERI Ak ] 95% LA L, 2
MR AR A S, JF BB AN, IZREE AR AY loss (IR B T 40
FEG, BRI R SRR A Sy 26 B T Rl

ARG, X AL EREUERR SN PR 2RIER A, BB U4 200 17326
IERARB, HARIE 4 Fin. aTLVE I, BOAMER RN B 70% BT, &2 0IE
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BRI 70% A A FTH, (HE2E5]E M F BT ERHIRRTR . AREIREA, B F R
R TP A MEA R, 25 R IR I n] REE TR AR I A PR S L, AR Dk
BIBFIFERIMEARAE R T/ IMEARRC RS, IR B P RE SRR, Joik AT HEm iR . TR
i, TR B R — G, A B SO RINE, FTREAAAE B, F 2505 AR 1
SCARFRE RS, TR

Training and validation accuracy Training and validation loss
0.9 ® Training loss
251 —Validation loss
0.81
07| 201
0.61 15
0.51
1.0
0.41
0.31 ® Training acc 0.5
. = Validation acc
0'2 A T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

3 EEEIRE RIS E R ERZRH loss (E3XLE

Normalized confusion matrix

By 0.07 014 002 0.06 006 0.00 0.00 08
a {009 EER 007 003 001 005 001 000 o7
- 06

g {013 0.04 gy 003 007 010 002 000
— o 05

¥ {006 005 0.06 Wiyl 011 0.02 0.02 0.00
Tn: e 04

2 {005 000 0.06 0.05KUENY 002 0.01 000

=

03

p {009 004 013 001 0.04 A3R 001 000
02

F {004 004 025 010 008 002 QKSR 0.00
01

{007 006 031 011 004 006 (035 000
0.0

T T T T T T T T
o % O B Q9 %
Predicted label

4 IFEBIRERIRIEEN

AR B R AR A S B 45 SR ol UFI LR LA RS (1) Bl B S94 5 15 2 RS2 06 i 245
A (2) Z0 MR SR A PEAN R AR A REMKCEE B — AVERR SR 15 (3) BB R BRIV 1
DU, ARSI, o A BRI RrEE R A Al BEERCR

3.2.2 W EBHRENM CNN 433

I3 G IR REALCRAE . REALIE KA LA R RS R =Rk I A BRI A e 5, s 4k Bl
ARG R R AL B R AR BRI AR RO SE IR A SR BEA TS L, A0 3 B
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&3 42&5‘23& aRAIEL

I S T

0.6937 0.6940 0.6937 0.6932

RUS+CNN 0.7294 0.7284 0.7294 0.7282
SMOTE+CNN 0.7381 0.7406 0.7381 0.7383
SMOTE+ENN+CNN 0.7450 0.7105 0.6608 0.6779

A B B AR A [R) R 2 (A KR D RO REATE A S Jad R BT, M o e A
TRYERE . ARAL TR AR ) SEIR A R E , R =FRA I B TSR B, 732881326
HERRA | ST EA ITR T, HrPER A RO By TR0 I P AR VA (Y LS AH
ZEIT 30 4%, T ELSCA BYARMUEE AR T AN R R IR A Bt 2w, B A AR AR SE B F1-Score fELANE,
T ELZ5 5 RAE B 01347 BT RRAR A RS B

It 2% 4 éﬂi%ﬂ’ﬂ?ﬁ%‘?ﬁ%ﬁl@ WNEE 5 iR o R He o 2 AN R85 i b B AR £ h 25128

BB ER AL, AR, 2o BTt BEAYSC I 2 R rh XA 2B (L AR

. ) i Normalized confusion matrix
Normalized confusion matrix

08 P 054 003 002 0.04 0.01 000 0.00 08
cl 014 002 006 0.06 0.00 0.00
Al o3 oo BEl o1 oo o7 PRl 005 009 0.07 0.00 0.00 o7
06
5 o1 E— (02 0.00 06 c /o010 ) 0.02 0.07 004 000 0.00
5 g 05
T {006 005 3l 011 002 002 0.00 03 2 rq002 010 004 0.00 0.00
[} -
. 04 04
% {005 000 006 001 0.00 E D {05 R 0.03 Ak (U
=
o 03 03
p {009 004 013 0.01 Y 0.01 A40.01 010 002 004 005 [l
02 02
F {004 0.04 025 010 0.08 {010 010 0.03 004 027 0.06
01 01
£ {007 0.06 031 011 0.04 £{004 015 004 0.02 024 0.04
T T T T T ﬂ_ﬂ T T T T T T T D.u
oy & & 2w 9 < % @ L o« 9 v 6 %
Predicted label Predicted label
CNNJEEHEIE RUS+CNNYRA
Normalized confusion matrix Mormalized confusion matrix
c 011 0.02 0.05 0.11 0.01 0.00 0.00 08 AR 001 010 006 005 002 0.00 0.00 08
G- 006 010 0.02 0.00 0.00 07 y {001 K 0.05 0.04 002 003 000 0.00 07
p ool 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.01 06 cloos 002 000 0.00 06
T {004 010 001 000 0.00 05 5 {004 006 003 001 0.00 os
[} [}
£ 5 {007 017 005 0.00 0.01 04 % 5 loo3 ooz 000 0.00 04
= =
e 03 — 03
g {002 008 0.08 0.03 El 0.00 G{003 008 005 005 0.02 QRS 0.00
02 0z
£{003 021 003 004 026 F {005 0.10 0.08 024 003 001
01 01
F {002 0.06 009 005 029 0.03 0.01 £{004 0.04 016 026 003 006 0.08 033
T T T T T T T D_ﬂ T T T T T T T T D.ﬂ
C 6 9 2 v B % % ¥ e Lo 9 6 < %
Predicted label Predicted label
SMOTE+CNNIE7 i SMOTE+ENN+CNNIR A A

B 5 4MHEERAYREEHEN
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HRAETR VA PR 4 2L SEB I IERf 2, sk 4 PR, FTLLE I, BAR 3 FlREEIER
HEARIE B 2 K A = RPN PR AR AR AT A BT 82T, (EUR A 28 I SEPRAE Lk F . RUS+CNN F
BRMGE T BEREAR (E/F) 895328808 ; SMOTE+CNN 7EMRIE IE# 48 TH . Hifth 2B 9I1E
TEAN BTSSR, SR PERESR THAFEE s SMOTE+ENN+CNN A ERT R R e i iy, LA R
A5 TR TF B AR AL T AR AL I Z HTER A T T

&4 A BEEPHRAFIERTCS

SR NN -0 RN N - L BN O
CNN 0.74 0.61 0.66 0.69 0.00 0.48 0.67 0.81

RUS+CNN 0.78 0.84 0.69 0.61 0.38 0.74 0.40 0.72
SMOTE+CNN 0.65 0.73 0.71 0.84 0.37 0.46 0.74 0.77
SMOTE+ENN+CNN 0.76 0.63 0.73 0.77 0.33 0.45 0.76 0.86

SRR, 3 R IE TR T R R i o 2R R B R R P 5 R A
2, BRI ISR

RSV FISCAY F S RS R , FER R SE A B 2 I 45 AR AR
BB TP I ATAE R BRI, 20 BRI BENLIOCRAE | BEHLIE SRR LA ZR G R = M7 i Rttt
FTEIARAREE, ARG M BRI AT A 3h026 . F AR IR 10 0 JE IR 4 R M2 K
AL BRECE 7 2R SEIR A RIEAT XL, T RUR I SRR AR A /0 2R AR, AN RE SR — R A v
BFRHE s =R IEA T LIRS 0 JEIEH R, (R — B 5 K IEH R R &
W, LEEREINEAN L, TEUIIRE, ASCHISCARNZRAN ], B2 SO A AR T X
KFNW, BT 2R FVERRSE, H A — LEM TR 0 IR s R, L AISOR
e —E AT, I TR RN e e P A e —E AN s J34h, BRI REE L2
%, AN —ZHAT T 202K, BARTERZHEHIRLE, KRR AR
AL R s B LA T 18]
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Automatic Classification of Patent Text Based
on Convolutional Neural Network under
Unbalanced Data
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Abstract: [ Purpose/significance ] This paper explores the automatic classification of unbalanced
patent text data and analyzes the classification effects of different schemes. [ Method/process ] Using
convolutional neural network as a classifier, using random under-sample, random over-sample and integrated
sampling methods to sample unbalanced data, equalize the training data set, and then use a convolutional
neural network for automatic classification and analyze the index characteristics of the classification. [ Result/
conclusion ] For the classification of unbalanced data, it can’t be determined solely based on the accuracy
rate. All three experimental methods can improve the accuracy rate of classification , but to further clarify the
actual classification accuracy rate of each category, the integrated sampling method is relatively good and can
improve the effect of automatic classification of patent text. In the multi-classification of unbalanced patent
texts, convolutional neural networks can recognize most categories relatively well, but there is still room for
improvement in classification accuracy.

Keywords: Convolutional neural network; Unbalanced data; Integrated sampling; Automatic patent

classification
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