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Strategy of Anti — Spam Based on Bayesian Filtering Algorithm
LI Wen-tian

(Center of Information and Network, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650093, China)

Abstract: Based on the traditional Bayesian theory, Naive Bayesian filtering algorithm and its six processing
steps in anti — spam are presented. The algorithm creates three Hash Tables respectively by gradual study of
mails, and presets threshold accordingly to determine whether a mail received is spam or not. Examples are given
to prove this algorithm is a basic strategy to anti — spam. Finally, problems and future improvement of Naive
Bayesian filtering algorithm are pointed out, which provides theoretical basis and practical reference to keep away
and deal with spam.

Key words: Bayes theorem; Bayesian Naive Algorithm; anti — spam; Hash Table; network management

0 5| §

B 190 245 LU R PR 7% R PR S B TSR G, vl I UHCPRAE 2855 i 15 D0 A5 21 R U g {HJ2
V2T (R 5 R 7 s He g S s SR 7 I 28 P R P2 B DR B R e 22 |
AR SR YT AN R A AR P DA A T NI R AR TR B ] RS
71, B AR Z BN 25T 3 FME B2 bl A —LE R AL ™ i e e P N T SE R A i
DERLN EUE RGEESR FL P BLRAT FE RS, R B IF 2w, 00 BB R A A Wi, F P a2
VAR SERLIN . PR, FFE R A Shad i 0 v B R S R E i i 5 0 5T 32 A AR T I A
TR PR TR F S i85k T Bl T2 TOB@ S, DM inA Ge o 3k T LR 3 ]
PN BB R E ARSI MR P REA T G5 B = T i BE R DI RE , ol A RS S RO RCR: | Pk 3L
T3 R T A .

1 NHETEENEBFENX

DU BUR SR I — R0 I5 0% B — S e A 2 R AR BOR Tz e s i E 2K
Az AURE DL S R XRL Y N Y SR X R AR (I p X1 Y] RN ETE
TIX BIRERIT Y AR (T p 1 Y1 XY 2R) SRV X MR (p 1 X 1), FHERLL Y BIBER (p{ V). B H]
NAFBUTF

¥ B H#9:2004 - 12 - 20.
1EER T 2\ K (1973 ~ ), 3, Wit BYEIASY 51, EBUF5R 7 ) T EALN B L. E - mail : lwt@ kmust. edu. cn



553 2P R T DL IS i A ) S R R SR 69

P{X!| x PlY/X!

Py}
X —ARE A E SO VR E REARZS [ S. Yo E BIZE1E, X, X, , -, X, 0 S I—AN K43, B
W—5E A, B P(Y) > 0,P(X,) >0(i =1,2,---,n) M

P{X,|P{Y/X |
P{X,:/Y} =

Z P{X|P{Y/X,|
Il ﬂfﬁfrmiﬂa%ﬁiﬁiﬂ;&ﬁﬂmﬁlﬁ/}ﬁ%éﬁéﬁﬁw AR Z i D S AR R T DL B4R L ).

2 MENHETEE

ANZR DU R A5 R AE — e DU S AL A At L 3 S B 4% PR R Z RIS TEAEAR AT B & | RS2 4 ST 1
A3 0 —Fp T Ak DU SR, XA AT SCAR /3 2 AR 2R H T 12 i . AR S DL B R A 2, % T 45
FEWHE (0, ,0,,,0,) BTHEC(E=1,2,-,m) RN,
rPic,! xP{d/Ck}

Pid|

PiX/Y| =

1 =1,2

’ ’ b ’

n

PiC/d} =

Hr Pld ZP 1dsc,'t xP{c,'|

EEJ:JET%D %ﬁ#ﬂ&ﬁ#ﬂ% USHR A28 5], FT LAE AT PiC/d ) BESRR 58I, B 3RoR 2 ks h
HH I A BT 55 i) s (ARSI R R AE 0 ) DT O O, TR 2 2% SCARY & T3 €, 28R MRS, FRATT VT 38 Se 5 A
KP{C,| MEAMUMEP{d/C,| KEDGHHR P{C,/d}.

BUE o, , Fs 5 j SRR BT SCRY b i) 1 S SR X Sy i B, A

Pid/C,} = Plo, ,0,, 0,/C, HP w/C,|

BE N, R VGAEARLE PR T59 ¢, RAYHEFF ééﬂt N R YIRFEALE b i IR F B, BB R
P{ Ck% j‘jl

PiC, | =Wk

3 NHETEREE R AR AR RS TR

20 Sl W R A FEe R0 A S0 kg I35 IS =1 7 35 S A4 | S 7 i 30 AR 424 4% 1 s 3% g
P AHS TP B
B0 FRIBUR I S URIHE A P ) Al SR 10 A3BACD2, $ #156 S5/ESA TOKEN H: JFGei i
£6] TOKEN R BRI TR, B4 e R 3 743 S A BT 35 A s 3 R -4 v A g
= BB X N — AN A B8 3R | hash_nospam X W ARSI HRA-4E | 17 hash_spam X 7 357 %
ﬂMﬁF%. FPAEA# TOKEN £ B ARG SC &R IR P

TOKEN KL
A3B4CD nl
$ #156 n2
SS143 n3
KUKU nd

VUL ARSI Ay R T TOKEN 8 H BLAYMESR P = | (JE TOKEN & i 52031 ) / ( X 7 e A 3 9 1<
JE) | ;
A Z55 75 JE hash_nospam I hash_spam , #EWT 2487 >k B9 BB H BE S TOKEN 8305 2087 R
1Ry B IR A R R B ik =008



70 BEHEIXZZIR(EIM) 530 &

A S LM B 1,y oo, FEFE TOKEN 83, ) P 1S/, | R e MR rf 3 B TOKEN R o,
T, T2 M 4= Ay i 3 A 24 ) .

& P, (t,) = (t, £ hash_nospam FHY{E) , P, (t,) = (t, 1E hash_spam FAY{E) N

P{S/t,} = P,(t,)/[ (P, (¢,)) + P,(¢t,)],i=1,2,--,n

SN BT I A5 2% hash_possible 17 TOKEN 5 ¢, 2| P{S/t, | BIBLE, T R .
TOKEN £ BRI AR

A3B4CD2 plS/t,)
$ #156 p1S/1, )
SSI43 P18/t
KUKU plS/t, )

— A3 R S S AR P A2 Ay o SRR A A R 3R N, B R S RN b A 1) 2% > 3 R B 4%
MR ST A A 36 hash_possible 7] LAk iF— 355857 21 A BB Ry 7 S HIRAA R T BEVE. 24587 21— R R, 422 18
55— R TOKEN #3. #51f) hash_possible 13%]i% TOKEN & (88 %5 % iR 2F 345 %) N 4~ TOKEN
B 1, .1y, 1, ,hash_possible XTI R ME R P, P, -+, Py, P{S/t, 1y, ty, 1, } FRTERRAE P [R A H BL £
A TOKEN 8 1, 1y, -+, ¢, BB R AR ERIAER. HEASHER AR P{S/t, 1y, t5,,t, 1 = (P,
# Pk Py) /[Py Py s Pyt (1= Py) s (1 =Py) s oo (1= Py) ], PUS/ty ity 1,000, |
TUE HRELAS 50T LA W A2y 7 S s A7

4 DIRHHETEIRE LG

BN —E &G R TR R A F—E S <R R AR R E B ARIEIRE A A
A% hash_ spam, iZPG AR P AGIESE R .

Po D WGH R T IR GITHREAREAR R T i B3R 0. 33 A8 SRR ER S 0. 33, D B
HEZ A 0. 33, ARAEHEAE B A2 % hash_nospam , %M Ay & P HIC R

Pool WGHE D RGPS EAR R D kM ELAIER R 0.5 FE M BRI 4 0. 5.

LR RS Ay 3, HEA PO TOKEN . TOKENT . 35, TOKEN2 . % , TOKEN3 . I, TOKEN4 . /| *4
MRS ) 3 92 B S HIR SRy SR O3 R . P = 0. 33/(0. 33 +0.5) =0. 398t “ 487 I} . P =0. 33/
(0.33+0) =1, ¥ “Th" 0. P=0.3/(0.3 +0) =1, I “HBF.P=0/(0 +0.5) =0; i Al £55 =0
Fiv 4% thash_possible , b

7.0.398 %5 .1,30.1,4.0.

Yo R — S A T AR, FR AT AT S 2B TOKEN 53 TOKENI ; ), TOKEN2 . £ | #r i) 75 32
hash_possible GRS

PSSR 2 =1, P (B3R ) =0

B MR S B IR R P REE S P = (0% 1) /[0 % 1 + (1 -0) = (1 -1) ] =0, Hy gl #EH iz bR F
Ak B SR

5 TFEie kit

BRI D8 A PEREPEAN 18 b 22 N HE AR A2 |, A4 R 3 (BISR MRS ) 3) TE A R (B R AR
XER) KA I MR ) B (T BB PE RV RE ) TR iR R R 45, DL SR o fek i )
FNER DU AR AT A RIS, 2 SR vh B ) BB D Y, 2 R B T BN BT I R S
ABEIEH 1247, ] USR] B B 3 395 T LMB IE s i A7 AR DU Bk B0 25 I8 A ik IR e )
SRR AE A 5, AN 228 fik T ot DL A0 TBM. (19 Mertz AN J2 5% FH S MBI, T %5 JE& (T IV
T FREERRAGTHAHSC AR A AN ZR DL S350k A At ARt | 4n s AR IR 7 F) i N XU B30k



553 2B ) % < T DU STk B Ak 4 B S S 71

5 (A I — RGBSR I AR AR R, FEAE M 2 5 TR HABSR AR TR, IS I AR BT BB, A i B
Z G N B IR ) AT REPE A (8 [ Iy 5 R P4 R e O B VA B PR B T REPESE N, T AT L REAR Y
SEBRE NSO, £5 6 AURE AR b G 2 A5 HE S8 T4 A R GRS R TR B SR 5 U8 R 4.

6 %% iE

=A

DS 8 A 2 P AR 1) O 42252 1 I R =1 7 3R A2 ) 8 110 >k B 1Y 3 R B
IR o3 25 T A T a2 A e TS 5 7, DA T AT 208 BEL L a7 3 IS4 DL i ol i 050 0k BB A% 2% ) 43 FR s
I B2 5 A A = ) g 2 1) 2 )2 A ke SR i), I 5L F sl s 381 LA ikl v e i3 — 2 20t 1Y
GG, — G A DL it S sk AR AR AT LA ) Sl PR ) 5 A A S R A2 s 3 B 474 S A BRME A ), HL L 28
— it SIS, BRI B AR R ) R R SR SRR I B T BORTCIE R P B 0 YR A B S HoR
FHES G 773K, DS HE B AR T-BOR JEAT DL 5638 i 45 BB A AR RO AREE , X 4k 25 45 AR A R 40
S TRRE , 38 A T [ R R B IR A LR SR R | 58 35 [ N B B R A 22 T 5 IR R 45 i R
I IR 55 1 P MR 45 A 2 T4 3 B 3 35 IS A2 AR A 0 P e e
SE A
[1] James O - Berger. il 1sRit K DUNM-Hsrdr [ M. BT956, R 2. dbad . P E ST A, 1998. 17 ~ 19,130 ~ 146.
(2] IR MRS SHRG - 45 TRRIM]. Jbat . S &2 E M RAE 1994, 18 ~ 25.

[3] A% BTN AU 4 DU ST R 5 g8 [ 1] LR A2 ,2002,29(8) 250 ~51.
[4] W&Che. IETNERB ML I8 5T [ EB/OL]. http://www. nlp. org. en/docs/doclist. php? cat_id = 17&type = 10,2004
-11 -20.

1111111111111 1111111111111 @111 1111111111111 1111111111111 11111111

(E#% 67 )

(AX+BW) +(AX+BW)" +eDD' (AX+BW) +&TDD' (E,X+E,W)"
(AX + BW) +& [TD,D! - X +eTD.D" 0
E X + E,W 0 - &l
BT, T, IR RN S e, W ORAERE X B, S 546 K = WX
IERR A H L AMEEIAE R R (14)  FHE R R (6) A, + BK B A HE,
+ E, KB E, JF%5ES y = 1 W = KXEATLAT.

3 &it

=A

ARSCHIGE T Delta Tl T 1Y EAT IR DX 5 20 TR AN B 5 2 1 2R 2 0 68 R A e M 0 A R
PEd R, USRS I T R D R B SRR AT il ST AR — S e f R 45
T RG D RENIRSSES AT RER ARVl A 3211 Delta BTN & RGeS SUBHE HI 25 13T,
AR T )T figp i FE AR

SE .

(1] kvmas i, OBl R S8 Delta 55T BIE AWEFE 5 A REL T ] . 45 BLIE- S5 0 ,1998,15(2) : 153 ~ 160.

[2] PiouJ E, Sobel K M. A time domain approach to performance robustness of sampled data systems using the delta operator
[C]. In; Proc.31st IEEE Conf. Deci. Contr, 1992,1968 ~1969.

(3] ki, A, Delta 57 RGERIEHRIERE ST [J ], A 211742 ,2000,26 (6) :848 ~ 852.

[4] ks, RAE, M. Delta 597 R GEIRE X WU s e B A S [ )] 42 515K ,2001,16(3) 1337 ~340.

[5] Khargonekar P P, Petersen I R, Zhou K. Robust stabilization of uncertain systems and optimal control[ J]. IEEE Transaction
on Automatic Control, 1990, 35(3) :331 ~361.





