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A Study on Weighting Topic Model
Considering False Recognized Characters by OCR

Abstract: Recently, the digitization of paper-based documents is rapidly advanced through the spread of
scanners. However, tagging or sorting a huge amount of scanned documents one by one is difficult in terms
of time and effort. Therefore, the document retrieval system using the texts in the documents, which is
available by OCR (Optical Character Recognition), will be useful. The aim of this study is to extract the
relationships between documents using LDA (Latent Dirichlet Allocation). It is reported that the perfor-
mance of LDA declines along with poor OCR recognition. This paper proposes the method which defines the
reliability of the recognized words and weights the words in LDA based on their reliabilities. First, adequacy
for the reliability is confirmed through the preliminary experiment. Then, the experiment to classify actual
OCR documents are carried out, and it shows the improvement of the performance for the classification of
documents by the proposed method.
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DZETID, XEDF>TVWETFA MimZLTIEL
CETFELT BT LIFTERY. OCR OMRER F 5%
LITONT0BEE00, AMEEETRTFHI TR L,
RIEICNEEZRENZ AAHELTHBD, TNH2RD %L
kT BT LT HEL L.
TFANEIRD O XEDOFR DR ERA S TEE LT
WEZRATIETE AT (pPLSA: Probablitistic Latent Seman-
tic Analysis)[1] IEIENT « U 7 LEd5314 (LDA: Latent
Dirichlet Allocation)[2] 72D FEw 7 ETIVHME TN
TW3. INHOREY ZETIVE, XEICHBT 2 HiGE
& Z OHBFROERN S, ZNZNOSCEITHIENICAT
92 by V7%, MEXIHETSIENTEEFiEL
LTHIBENT WA, LHL, OCRICKBDERD ZBTE
IKHLTrEY ZETIVEEAT S E, MYy ZHEEN
BEME TS 2T e MEINTNS [3]. ZT TARTI,
OCRICE > TEFEINTTFA M LT, &ENZ R
EwZ7ETIVD1DTH% LDA =292k, FEY
2 OHEEMEREZ ) L X8 5 FEIC OV TRGTT %.
AT, OCRICK » TRREERE NZEBD Y, SHELL
TAHRBATICE > TVBHENZNT LICEHT 5.
Z T, XENDESNSHEEORMOEHEZ, N-gram
ez OV CER LTz BT, LDAICK L, (SEEA SO
RO MBI Z EAST 2 WA 2175 SiEZRET 5.
ARTIE, SHENICCEBORLBEGRZEEST 2 > AT
LZREST D, ZITHEIRTE, BE5NELEDFE Y
IS, CERMOBEZAERL, Thb5% 2 2o b
ICHlE T 2MEZRET 5. THEI NIV ERFET 5 OCR
SRR U TIBRZ TV, [l —1EE S )L OSCEME < IS
EENS 2B L UTHGd 5. 7EkD LDA
&, IBEITZEMNFICKS LDA ZiH U 7o Rz i
U, DEREOH TRETEMENTVS T E2RT.

2. TEREAZE

MY 7 ETIVEHOERREROMIEIE, ThETIC
B CMEENTVS (4[5, L L, 2hE0% L Omfsk
T, ELWTF A MEREZFOXEZ-ELTED, &
D7ZEZT OCR SCGHICH LT My 7 E7)V 2 Uizt
HEHFEOHRLSNZV. FOHRT, OCRXEICrEY S
ETINWVEEH UTEMREHEENTNE D0 [7][6], FER
ORI 27 Ta—F L LTI, BEEEORE Y
TORETHD, TREMNRPTRNENTNS EIEFFW
i, 7z, OCR DFSEN MY 7 ETIVICHZ 55
BTzt LT, Walker 5DOHENH S [3]. T
DWFE T, HAGEGERROFEZEL, Kalik B
K UTLDA Z#EH LT3, HBC K- T, RiR
WEWBIEE Ny THEEDHEREE KT I % &0 D AN
IRENTWVBD, BIRINICZ OREZ RS 2 HiEIC DN
TRENRINTWERW. £z, HAFED OCR XHEZETE
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LT hrEY ZEFIVEEMA LGHE, CThETICRYE
5750,

—J7, LDA K U CERMII 2175 Fikld, Wilson 5
ICKS> THEENTWVS 8. LA L, ThIIHEHEER S
JEEORERIZ 5 L TETIVOMRERN FE®ET L
MERTHO, AHEOHNE RS,

3. Latent Dirichlet Allocation

LDA I, XENEBOBENZ Ny 7 EFL, Th5
DR ZRENUTHEMNEREINS C L2 NE LT
TIVTH%. Blei 5D LDA]2] TiZ MEw 7 DHBEZIE
NaERIEL, TORNMMIZT U 7 LA TIREL T
W5, %7z, Griffiths 513 T D LDA Z4i3E L, HEED M
KET o V7 Lz A LTz LDA ZELTHD [9],
R HNBENTWVS. KEETlE, %#EOD Griffiths 51X %
LDA ZERHd 5.

LDA IZBWVT, EDEEBIEUL TFOXSICETIV
ftEhs.

(1)&REY T te{l,--- , THZDWT, BFEN ¢ %
T4 )T LRI TERT 5.
¢¢ ~ Dir(3)
(2)BXEic{l,---,D}IcDVT, MY I 0; &
T4 )T LRI TERT 5.
0; ~ Dir(«)
(3) XEFICHEHTBHFEj e {1, N} IZDWT :
(a) FEW T 2, ZZHUMEICHES THEKRT 5.
zi,j ~ Mult(0;)
(b) HiGh w; ; ZZHENICNHE > TEKT 5.
w; j ~ Mult(¢,, ;)
C T, Dir(") &7« U7 Lofh, Mult(-) &2/ Mi 22k
L, a & BRENEFNDT 1V 7 LORICBT 2N A 78—
INGA=RTHB. £iz, TIFENEY 78, DIFEE
B, N 350E i ORHGERZRT.

¥, FEYIOHEEICIE, BRICERERMIESN
HFEELTHONT VWS, FTRAY YTV TN
%9, FTAYYTUVITR, BBMEIDNEY Y 2
Z, i I SN OIEREHOTHEET . XEIICEEN
DHFE DL, FEw T HICED Y TENTZEDDORE
Nijp EEL, FRABICOWTORMERATO (1) TX
9. Ny D55, iffl 1 ZBRVIzb 0% N &L, &
AR (HEBOMEED ZV 2358, FTRY UV TY Y
JICBIFB Ny 7OFEHRIZLLFTREINS.
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B2t VERENBHERE 0, FEw s ¢ h D HEE j A
RS NS HERZ (;5§ E9sLe, TNk (2), X B) T
FNENKRDZLHTES.
Ny +a

) = LT
" Nigy + Ta

(2)

t_ N(-)jt"_/))
J N(.)(.)t+Vﬁ
4. REFE
4.1 BM
LDAICREESNDE MY Z7ETIIE, XEAICHETS
HEEORB L ZDRIDERN S, FEv 7 E#HEEL TV
5. HRBREDDNBEEENEINTVAENSEICBNT
&, BRERDEIZ1T> THEEDEIMZ1T 205N H 2 M
MO TF AT, NEYEEINZRET ST
O, BOoNSHBOERLBROZGATEEDERS.
CTCT, “AIa=T 4 VATL” L0547,
Ra=TAVATL” EFERH LB ONWTIENG. ﬂ&
RELEMRATAR MeCab[10] Z VT, ZNZFNOXFHNH L
CTIERERMN 2 T o TRz, B 11Rd. K 1(b) DX
IS, DGR E UTAREYNCYI D HENhTn 5
c_ab‘ﬁﬁu ITZ%. ZTTARTIE, BT 285080
BEMEL, 1 DOHGEE L Tk-> 7z ET, HEE N-gram
MERZAWTRE S, WK 2 EREEN L ORHEERZ H
W, HEEORBOBEEZERL, TNE ey 7 OH
EICEHAT S, DB THEOFBEEIC DWW TN, HHT
ZOEBER N N E Y 7 DOHEEIC DWW TIERS.

3)

Q32T+« dE Rk
SRT L B, — %, *

(a) “AI2=T 4 VAT L OfffTHER
= = ZEE, —hE * *
= A, ﬁz*ﬁffu ok,
TAVRTL B, Rk k

(b) “AIa=FATYATL" ORHH5E

1 MeCab IZ X % JEREEMNT DAL R

4.2 HFEDEHEE

HiFh N-gram i L1, H2 N HOHEE JEHER) HBE
BLUTHEHT 3L THS. T OMERIIKEREIZ a—/8 A
MoELN, HRENGVEDIE—RNICEZ BT S 5%
BN X — 2 TH Y, RO EDIFRE RSB X —
THBENSITENTES. AfiTEIN=2¢ L?’Cw%
Bi-gram f## 7%, #‘Oﬁﬁ HNDOIZRER DR L,
EBEHREICHNS Z T, HAHGEw ZHRKT 2IERE
FEM ity -ty T%%i&%ﬁ%%i%}: HEE w O Bi-gram
MERIE, AFTEREINS.

p(w) = p(t1) x p(talt1) x -+ X p(taltn-1)
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= p(t1) Hp(t,—\t,-,l) (4)

HEE w 1251 2 R OMITEEANE pr(w) = p(w)» 12
X0, HiEE w; OEEE m(w;) 2K (5) DK ITEET 5.

arg max log pr(w)
weW

CCT, WRXEEATORHEFZET. &, plw)=0
DEE, mw)=0~&7%.

m(w;) =

4.3 Weighting LDA

Wilson 5O HEANHF T (WLDA)[S] TiX, 3 Hid LDA
AFEREE Y, WERCH U THEA NI TOF TR
TUYIETY, FEwZRHEELTOS. Sk (8] 1Tl
Hid SN TWiEWnbE DD, TORERATFIIZEHHEEE
PNCFBUCHER LIz 6 D2 WA 5. BRRICiE, 3 filc
»H% LDA Tix, 50\l DHiEE MY 7k, FNF
NV XIT, TXTD 1-of- K7 MVTEENS, DFD,
FEDOHFED N Y ORITTOMEDH 1 T, ZDOMDIIT
MIRTO0THBNY bV TH%. WLDA TiE, %40
RIS REUEZ B O YU TB T LT, WiBOERAE RNE Y &
OHEEICRKMELZ T ENTES. My 2, XHilCTE
NBHHFE OB, FEY I HICHD Y ToNZEADE
P T B L&, FTAYY SV TICBIFEREY 7D
HHE (6) TRI T LN TES.

—l
w) o My +B8 Mg, +a
l
Mgy + VB M+ Ta

(6)

p(zl|z\la

AR TE, WLDA BT BEAIC, 4.2 TEFE LGS
DEFEEZHAVS. EiEOEEENEWVEZEMA L
vy 7@?&%%'?5 TET, OCRYEIIBIS YD
OHEEMERED I LA T E 5.

5. RER

HIDIT, 4.2 TEREUTASBEEOZ Y2 2 72D
TR ZITS. T T, BEEMIWEFECTENS

FRARERHRE DB G %, F-measure Z W THETT 5. Fiv
T, HROWEAHGEZE U SCEDHERZ1TS . 185

2 BRSO B e A R PERERTAM R & U,
TERFIE L IRETE L 2 KT 5.

5.1 BANE

AREERTIIANIEE UT, [HHRUEZES 74 4
KEOFHFLEH W, Z0955, 4y avit31 X
H(T—2D, 6Lvaril4d8xXdFH (F—%2) »bHix
27—2%y FEERL, ZTNEZHAVTIHEZTT- 2
T—RICIE, B LEITTAMDIAEN TSR0 DR
TFAE, XEHBICHLUTOCRY 7 MYz 7 EHN
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5T LTEBND, ROZGARTFAM2HELE. £
DB ZFLTF A ML, HIRIOREEIH G CER,
FHEERE, OCR OililHRMENWIENGENS T
EERMEL, XHEBRICT AL/ A XA T OCR
ZINFB LT, REALEHROTF AN 2ER LTz, &
B, TNTNOXHFICOVT, BLTWeky g v 25
FOIEMIN)VE Ue, £, FBRICayEa—% ETX
ExWH B, BT EFEL OCR XFEMMRLET HANL
WS ERREL, #tviarnd b A LIGEAR Y
BOXHEFRD ORVTF X MRz, 5801 OCR Tt
HWMENTTF X MEHZ AV

OCR DHGERRHEROERIEIC I, BMEIRE & D7
ICHBWT, HEEDRD KL L THVWSENS, PER(Position-
independent Word Error Rate)[11] ZH\>7z. PER &, H
OHBNEIC K SV, EfHEGEREEN S DRDRTH
5. LIBARI T, HGEER#E#EZ (1- PER) x 100(% | C
L9, A XD HEBRITH T 2 OCR XHDHGER
WHRIIK T5% THo Tz,

A, OCR Y7 h 7 x771cid Adobe Acrobat[12] 72
T REZZMANT AR 1E MeCab[10] ZZ Fiu /2. N-gram ffERI,
Web HAGE N 75 L5 1 i [13] ZRWCTHEH L.

5.2 FlERER

THEERTlE, 4.2 TERELUIEHEOZ S M 2539
3. HET—RIIE, 5.1D0T7—2ty bD> B, KiEak
RONLEFEBNSZNZTN 1000 i82 T VX LI L,
ANFTRMDIERZ T N)UF Uizt Oz nwiz. b
&, N-gram ICH D FEEZ AV HLE, (RELFED
FRZ (7] IC K 2 EDHITITY, B IEERE (FHaidbaic
X0 0.30 L&) 2 FlEl- FHEE, HBEFHBEEE 1 O
HWEEZHM Ule, i ENICHGEE RIS TN 5 iRibaki
FEOMEE R, HHEERE RS, F-measure & W TG L 2.
F-measure &, #HEE & MEROHFAITEIT, EmNMHIEE
ENREZRITIEE TH 2. HEEORMERZ WRR, #
ER% P, %% R, F-measure # F £ L, ThZh
DT =2 BE5NTAERZR 1ITRT.

EFTHEARICOWVWTEHT S &, ([HEEEDORZEICK S
FED, N-gram I KA EEEZAWS FLEEHRLT, #
UMW E Tm> Tz, 2hud, EBEEREDORZEICK S
JTETIE, ELLEB#MEIN TV A EE S DHESRREEIN
TV ENWFERTH . —75, BEEZHVSET
&, BIZICK S TREEMOEHEDHEZRRFT 57, [EL
(R EN TV B HERIEIRRN IS, FRaliiaizird &
MTETV. MRS OVTIE, BETEOREICK S
FHiENELIEo7. Thid, 2L OFRGERHEZ 1LY
HIRE T, (EEEDOREICK > TIFEALEDRI T L
MNTEZOHTH-oTz. TNH%Z F-measure I K > Tl
9% &, N-gram I KB EEEZHWVZ5ED, EEEE
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xR 1 RIS PERED LR
Table 1 Comparison of Performance to Extract False Recog-
nized Words

(a) ARFERRHAERMIMERE (7 —& D)

Low frequency Reliability

WRR | P R F P R F
72 | 0.305 0.924 0.459 | 0.568 0.674 0.616
53 | 0.452 0.956 0.613 | 0.756 0.809  0.782
47 | 0.508 0.936 0.659 | 0.806 0.754 0.779
40 | 0.508 0.958 0.664 | 0.837 0.794 0.815
35 | 0.568 0.947 0.710 | 0.879 0.804 0.840
30 | 0.566 0.957 0.711 | 0.823 0.807 0.815

(b) FHFFHEEMILTERE (7 —% 2)

Low frequency Reliability

WRR | P R F P R F
77 | 0.292  0.910 0.442 | 0.569 0.763 0.652
66 | 0.443 0.952 0.604 | 0.728 0.765 0.746
57 | 0.530 0.954 0.682 | 0.782 0.803 0.792
49 | 0.601 0.948 0.736 | 0.823 0.770  0.795
43 | 0.626 0.969 0.761 | 0.858 0.813 0.835
34 | 0.670 0.937 0.781 | 0.896 0.808 0.850
30 | 0.692 0.940 0.797 | 0.917 0.814 0.863

DIRRICE B2 KEL LRSHRE TS T COD%%
N5, RET B HFEDERIZICE O TEEE DKV
YNGR R 2R LTV A T MR T L.

5.3 NEDERER

BT, 5.1 TNz 7 — 2T T 5 3CE D kG I H
DE, 1ECRFik L REFEOMRELRZ T /2.
5.3.1 ALY AT L

FERIC BV TRE T B ALY AT LSOV TS,
AKYATLTIRET, ANMENLEELFHICTENS FEY
IomZEEET 5. MYy I ORLIEZREHERE L L
T, Jensen-Shannon 1HRE [14] Z FW T SCE R O Bk
ZatHd %, X (7) TEE NS Jensen-Shannon R,
Kullback-Leibler f§ it 2 AL L7z DT, HER74ilH
OFFHHEREE L THOW SN TV [15].

K 2p(z di
D(d;,d;) = Z {p(zkldi)bg (p(zk|di))(+kp(ik|dj)>

k=1
2p(zg|d;
el o (G s )| O
BRI, XCEMOMEEREGRZ 2 oo Fm B gt
5. KVATLTRE, ZotHlOFELE LT, 20T
REERERE (MDS: Multi-dimensional Scaling)[16] % F U
%, MDS Tl&, jtZEfIicHT 27— X HOHER Rz T
BRI LMD, ARXITZE M ORI 7 — &2 72 1
VIR EMNTES. X&E d; & dj DLZERTOMEEZ
lij, AIHEACZERCOMBER IF, £92 L, SCHEDFEEE
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x={r, eR%i=1,2,...,N} (N:7—=%%0) &, @B
DAEEBER/MET BT ick>TRBENS. 72
L, FI#UCZERIC ORIy &, 17 = ||lo — 2yl O2—7
U R cE 2 5N%.
N—-1 N
E() =Y Y (i;—ly)? (8)
i=1 j=i+1
51 D7 =% 1 ZMvick EOABHERERO—FIZ R 2
WRT. KICBWT, “1E-47 75 EId & X HOMIHE S
L, ERINV (v ay) glictanidziio T3,

25-9 6 |0
25-8

B e =

28-3

or—<4
=1 |
=1

2 AIR{EREROHI
Fig. 2 Example of Visualization Result

5.3.2 FHMEISIE

AIEY X7 BT 5 HNE, Lz xEEELIC
BB L CHRT 52 & T, I—PITSIERMDOBIR O
BIRAMRT L TH S, KT ZFHMEERE LT
ARETE, ATHEZERICET % kOEREEIC X % Tk E
2RV [5]. TOHETE, H2XEICHTEINVE,
Z O kDL ETNIVDZHRTTHITS. 2L TE
XEDHH, ELL INUVHBHEE S NI CEDEIG R, 7
FERSIE L BT . DHERIEIE, RCIN)VERFOGED
WIS, BB TN EFHOCEMEL ICHBEENSIEE
EUVMEE RS, ARBRTIX, k=5&LT, TOkIHEE
KX 20BREEZHO TR Z T 72, 753, X2 DOfIT
&, DFEREEIERN 8T Eixo Tz,

5.3.3 KBRS

LDA, WLDA ONA78—=3F A—=&%, ZNFNa = 0.1,
B=01&L, YTV TEEL 1000 FlE Uiz, £
INSORRITT VA LICEZ 20N E Yy 7ICHET
5728, 50 1OV 2 ERE L UTHWZ. LDA,
WLDA I8 % My 78, B XEZHW T PRSE
BICBWT, RETIHKENELZok Yy ZEE L,
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Fig. 3 Comparison of Classification Accuracy in each Word

Recognition Rate

T—R1TT =4, T—F2TT =6TH-o7z. THIH
RELT, HnilieTr—20t vy a v GERS V0D
E—H U7, A, kD LDA ZH W5 751 (LA
[, LDA Fi£1 L&Kidd 3) &, 5.2 THMEIL7z, HER
B OHEERET BB E{T> 72 T LDA ZHWVW5%
Jit (LAR%, LDA Fi2 LKidd 3) ZHV .
5.3.4 EREER

T—2 1.2 ZNFNCBT 20 FREOEZEK 3(a),
(b) IT/Rg. £9, LDA FELICDWTEHT S L, 7—
21 TlE 50% i, 7—2 213 70% Hih 5287
FRSEME T LT WA T EWMRTE. LIeN>T, X
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R [3] THERENTWVS, OCR DFEDIZK % LDA OF:AE
DK T2, NFREEOBMNOHERT S ENTER. £
7z, LDA T 21%, T—& 1 OFBFHRMEONE I BN
T, LDA FE1 X0 ToMEm EARSh 280D, 4
ARINICIZ LDA FE1 EHEDEDLRVIERER ST
ZHUTH LIREFETIE, BE28ROXHICBNT
U TLDA FiE 12 XK & mOaBEEI SN, T
DFEFITHR LT, Xy I OMGEIRELEZAWTEZELEZ
ERLUIISDH B t BEZiToTz2 A, LDAFEL &
RETFE, LDA Tk 2 LRETFHEOM TENENEREEN
HoNt (p<0.01D). FITTF—X 11DV, LDA Tl
DR KIEIAL N 230 RICB VW TE, EEFERIK
REWMEZERE->TED, OCRDEDICKZ Y 7ET
IVOMREK FEMAZ &2 L TWVE T EHMRTE R
T—R2ICBVT, T—X LIFEDHRIIRS NG -
728 DD, LDA FiE 1 OMEREIMEK N9 2 38R AhE T,
RETFEE LDA FE1 OENKRELG->TEY, 7—X
1 ERBRDMEAID D BAER L 7x> Tz,

LA L, efiitgEon EkRsnze00, BET
FICBNTE, NEEEEERRORTE LB TT 2
R CTH-oT. TN, BEFERREHREEOFEY ¥
HEENDWBEMZ 527 7a—FTH b, EildsniH
EEIELLBIET 28D TRV, ELLGE#REINT
W N E Yy ZHEEICHR TH > 721d 3 DFEOERZ i 2
TVWERWTENFNTHZ EEZ NS, 514, OCROD
MOICK o THELES, EZIDMUTWSHEOERREE
HOWTIEULWEEEZHEE - BIEL, MEw 7 OHEEIC KM
SHBTEE EICODNTHETT 2080 H 2 L EZBNS.

6. HHYIC

ARITIE, OCR TRk S NI GED bR 2l
T5FEELT, LDA ZHWS ETHERRE SN TV,
OCR DFRFEHRIC K 5 Ny VHEEMREDIK N ZMA % /5
HBERERE L. BETHETIE, OCRICK> THEE#ME N
s, SEEE LTAHERGMTICE > TV R IGE0N%
WZ EICEHBL, N-gram iz O THEEOFREROEH
[EAEFR U, Fiz, LDAIKEBWT, EEENEWHEED
HIRZEHT 2 BRI 21T, OCR XHFEICHIT S LDA
DOMERED A 72l 2 Tz

HIDIT, TIERICKD, HIBOFRMEEEOZ YLz
FHm L, (REEEREORRE 21T S Tk & ik U Tl yNcERee
AREFEE I TETWA T R ER L. HNT, SCED
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