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The Development of Topic Models in Natural Language Processing
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Abstract  Topic models are receiving extensive attention in natural language processing. In this
field, a topic is regarded as probabilistic distribution of terms. Topic models extract semantic top-
ics using co-occurrence of terms in document level, and are used to transform documents locating
in term space to the ones in topic space, obtaining the low dimensional representation of docu-
ments. This paper starts from Latent Semantic Indexing (LLSI), the origin of topic models, and
describes pLSI and LDA, the fundamental works in the development of topic models, with focus
on the relationship among these works. As a generative model, LDA can be easily extended to
other models. This paper makes a simple categorization on topic models derived from LDA, and
representative models of each category are introduced. Furthermore, EM algorithms in parameter
estimation of topic models are analyzed, which help to understand the relationship of works dur-

ing the development of topic models.
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I 3 T B B Gibbs SRR T Bk AR AT AT
PIAS B B i i 2 AR R E E A K

ne 4 a,

e = (13)
DI +a.

RSO TESA Er & EEE . —
T IS () Y SCRY IR A 1 A TR ] A RO
6.4 LDA Z¥fhit5 EM EEBKAR

LDA W S8k o5 A 270, RATR T LB H]
EM 532 1 HE 22 5k 17 JL .

1£ Collapsed i Gibbs R¥E s, i F ¥ 2% 0,
A, 1 BT 25 BT LA B3R EM B3 v A ik 2 AR

) M B B AR 25, T BN T A AT R A A
RFEZRFREX QDI HES A N REN S
TSR AT I B FR AR . 7F E B R P 15 3] —
NG F AT p (2| w) BRAE  HIR T LT 551K 1 2
B JF At M 2B BRECR AL . 5 245 1 1 & . ] EM
HEZR A% Collapsed ff) Gibbs J7 BBl . M 45 BE (1) 2
AL RE ELRPRA ML T UATREREE
ZRM M B IR, AR e )G 1T — IR M B3R 15 5]
P s E S50,/ ¢, BPA] L X FPAE E 2B R S 5
3 B R FEARE 5 50 43 A 9 T 3 AR ECHE (L9 18 1)
Kb FRFR A BEHL (stochastic) EM, 222 K% EM 1Y
— AR

i FH A5 43 DL Sy 4 07 o 109 B AL 3R vk
KX LDA S BT Al BT R T EM 519
HEZE TEAH N 2535 2 7% SCHR3 . 191,
6.5 LDA f1pLSI X%

LDA AR UF e X pLST #4717 DL it iy
o RS HEAS TR AR T RS L g
S b TEE 3 s o, BUE TR 8 ks o B, 15 3
(5t 2 pLST RS, o5t 2 i, pLST & X 2 8 VE i K
ISR AE T T LDA 275 2 80/ Jo 5 40 A W18 00 T
XS B R G B Al 1. B XTI 3 R i 2 B A,
Girolami™® Ff pLSI J& LDA BiBIZE o JE50 K 1 1
UL Y e KOS B B e K UAR Al . R o X T
Dirichlet 434 e Jy 1 B 5550 28 2%, B D i d5c K 5
Akt A KALSRAG TS5 4. XRE, pLST AT A4 A
LDA fJHESE.

Z L LDA & i b pLSI 8 #1519 2
B AL, g2 H O E LDA 4l p (= [ )l p(w|2)
BT AL LR 8 B 0 Fl o) 5 E TSR
FOP AT s AR pLST A A AT S M 2 ok Al i1, X
FERE . F AT pLSI & R F| LDA Z24E# A
KA.
6.6 LDA BRI EENH

55 LDA SR AT DUVE Ry —Fh R 4E 9 T A i
T LDA BB %k 58 15 - BE 05 15 3 — > SO 7 &2
RILZS [A) ) 48R, — BB 7 1] T 25 (] o 1) SO Ak 38 AT DA
At LDA AR Y 5 1 75 32 880 25 8] H 58 i b an SOy
SRR

WA T 2 AR Y o g S8 T AT LSS AR
IRl 3 g Ccollaborative filtering)™ | B A] 8% SC Y 45
LB TS SR 43 B A AT 55

— M E  H AR LDA SR HUE ARy AR
155 19— B 97, 5835 WAl 5 1 LDA #8554 34 2 25
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BB B A SR R
7 LDAREIR R

H A, 35 UL R A O i T A/E K2 &4 LDA £
RUBEATAE B, B J2 K LDA 28 Sy B A HE A A
RUB) —ASER . BAR A7 7 — S8 f LDA BEAL G
P2 06 22 1) FE UL Y H A Ay 1) T 26 43 A 1Y) B
ZEPTA Y 35 AL A T X R DA rp 9 32 8 9 U6 58
i St BRI A L LDA B 28 %5 i A 4
FLp™ ok S W 3 R R A 3T AR 1) Kk e

T 8% LDA 97 R 9 pF 58 TAEIEH 2. A3
HOXE DL 4 T B FRATTN X 2 TR AR TR I 42 L
BRI — 2 BRI TAE.

7.1 MSEMY R

FATT N IE L AE T R R A 0 P 4 S B0
B EB TR DI ZE 5 M & XN E SRS
A X E AT TR (5 5455 7 T 4 30 B 1Y) B
S L.

16 LDA BB rp B8 45 A4S SOR Y 32 A 32 0
fii 0 R A\ Dirichlet 434, 3 B A %A [6] 3 88 2 8] 41
R HEAT 20 . AR AE B SE AR R R R E R
(B 47 76 A DG PE ) R AR 3% 3. 76 2004 4F, Blei %%
NPT R AR R B 45 4 9 J2 9% LDA (Hierar-
chical LDA). 7EIZ A BL h B v g 45 A g AR —
AR A R R SRR SOR R SR
HEF 5 G BE AR 5 AR 5 F BR A J2 0 P L R R R AR
AN VRS R DA 3 R 1) A 2R 4y A AR
BCERLIA] B O B AR R R SORY . AR R A — R
SO AT DUIE R b Al 3 i 32 8 A5 O S50
LDA #ERIAEAN ] 3 8 80T 8 52 52 90 15 3 09 Je ff
A K — 2. Blei £ AP F 2006 4F X AE LDA
() 5 il b B 1A O¢ 32 A AU (Correlated Topic
Model,CTM). 5 LDA A A iy 4&&, CTM M X} %1 1IE
SO F AR R A O FEATRAE L B RS R
F&— U7 25 L A B X R TA] A A DG M. Li
NP ERXE CTM R IR A EMUR SR AL,
T PAM 8 (Pachinko Allocation Model) ,i%
5L AU B A AR E R A Y 56 R RO B — A W G
FRPE i A ] L T R Y e CERD AT A
B R BT A (R R E L RD A8 . PAM
FZ G LDA A g — A~ DO S« 1 & 19 3 8 Al g
2 T I A A S5 A3 A1 Lt AT RE R LB () F AR AR
G AT ZE G LDA HR G 4 A4 T AR i i) 148 5% 73

fii. Z )5 » Mimno % A" X7 PAM ) TAE F 42 i
TZE% PAM # 5 (hierarchical PAM) , jZ 4 Bl A] )
FGSEIEZE % LDA F1 PAM 25452 3k . i 5 PAM
R e i Sl i R 2 A ) I AR AT

Wang 55 A7 ) LDA BRI in 7 — A 1E
L0 (L ) sy (i) B AT 2% o i A5 3] T S R B [ 2 Ak Y
F R (Topic Over Time, TOT) , % #AA N I
JEAE 22 53 A 52 ) B[] 45 8, 14 52 0 o T B ) A2 58 Al A
beta 43 i . 4 — 4L FN [0, 1 ]Z [A]. Blei 5§ A" #£ 2006
AEFEH T Zh S F B LA (Dynamic Topic Models,
DTM) ABATIN A 32825 B I ] A2 4k, FLG 2 — By
LR Al RAR B BRI & 10 fis. Al LAE 3], 328
MR 3 A1 0 B8 S50« L K 3280 v a) 30T 14 ME 238 43 A1
ZH B AR )22k o HARE T 1 — A i 1) 7 i AR

4——64

~ DO OO
g

@Ot O

Bl 10 Bhs

7.2 3INLETXER

T RS R 5 53 ) o Y BT S AT AC
() 5 B BRL 3] F 0T AR ASE AR A I 2 4 SR TG O SR . A
NN S NS Sl O = S W 3 R 1 D = | S Nt
WEME R XA T LDA 19 Al 58 $e 1 ] X
Griffiths 8 AN™" 3 0 A7 DL if HMM R §ilf 4 h) 32
k5 B A LDA SR8 /R IE LR I W &
Zia1E— 4R E T HMM-LDA B, BLE 11, %
R R0 03 IO 26 - — SR D RE F2 38 b AR im] 322
A RS s — R M RN, R 44 iR By i) A
A HLARTE SO L S5 A9 2 SR IR B R R R A 3K
) REE FE NS 2 4 JF , JF AT DA HA3 s = 2 ) 1)
AR, Wallach™" Ay, 78 42 i ad F2 v, — 4> B
AR TR LX) N ) AR L A 5 R — A H e
5 32 B R 4% (Beyond Bag-of-Words) i) 3= 1 A5
BULX AR AT LA e LDA #58 F FL i) — 0 20
AL 45 4. Wang 58 AP0 35 B 51 A ) 32
BIF 3 T TNG 5 (Topical n-gram Model) , fE
=N R E R S i el |51 PR Y LT ST TR £
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A ST HLAZ A — > B A Y 32 R R L LG 4 white
house 7£ white [ 3 /& By B 0 32 38 T 1 4 2R
white 32812 B0 L I 2 032 43 B A~ B ). 12 A
(14) F5 B 08 ) R AE 2« = FUAS T L2 1) 30 ) A 38 43 A
AT DA 1) 26 R0 48 ) A 28 43 7. Gruber 4§
NPT B 32 U JR A R AR (Hidden Topic
Markov Model, HTMM) , 5 ¥ £ %t & 4> B {5 48 &
— A R AT (] A B L) Dy B G TG
R RV R] ) 3 P B Y e S ] A F R )
T UM, % B Bernoulli 43 45 X /) 5~ 38T vk £ £
. Boyd-Graber 88 N5 1 1 /) 7 32 B Y (Syn-
tactic Topic Model, STM) , % 5 5 (1) 47 (7, 2 7F 126
T2 R I AN AN LT R A SORY 1 2 A ARE A8 A3 AL T L
B SR TE R ALY p i RS R, O T
BERY, B X 18 BT AR AT ) 2 40 15 B A B
RIYIN 25 5¢ LG T 4R A5 1) 3 8 [w) i 52 3008 SORTA 2 1
FR R G L I HL 32802 (8] 1 5% B A St g A o ok

11 HMM-LDA &%

7.3 HEMEFEES

AN XS BT LDA A58 [ T8 ) 45 5E AT 55 /Y F
FELARIEAT G, W S oy 28 A& F AR 3] LK
1B 5 G 40 BT L N 44 T B IV J 40 1T 45 ) A

Blei % A Xt A 42 I B4R 0 T B
LDA #%I (supervised Latent Dirichlet Allocation,
SLDA)  IZAE RN ZR 18 RL i SCRS S0 B 12 7F
MLIAE A LDA #E7, H 2 5045 5 A — 4~ 5 3C
R4 32 B 2 00 A A G ) IE S LMk 4 A . X T8 SCRY
A LA 2o 2R R A T T SORY I 2R AR S 2R SO S
APUAE 2008 4E 4 Y Labeled-LDA #5270 , i 455 71
SRR B I Ak I T T SCA 4 R AT 55

Steyvers 2 A8 3 0 4 3 32 WS T ( Author-
Topic, AT) KB MEE A — A A5
B R A e R BE ML — AR AR X R E
() 32 A 28 43 A A2 R — ) B O i AR B A
B OB T OB AT DL 2R 2 A [ 58 .

McCallum % AW C#E AT BRI SEaE L 488 T
£ % % # F 8 B ( Author-Recipient-Topic,
ART) &l 12 B R, i B g % B A7 J7 1) 1 19 3¢
R CHE AN d 5~ R A7) B e 325 3 F0 42 52 5 4 (pain) B
JS A — i SRS 1 3= AR 8 43 A1 1 e TR R o AR
73 BR AN AT L3 i 45 2 W] — A N TR 2 & TR R &
PR €8 B ) 3 REARE 8 53 A T FRATT A AT LA
TS R 8 A A HE AT RS ) WP N B AH TR
ML 2 A A5 AUl A SR — 2 A AR Ry 42 52 3 I R
W 1 I BEOR B B iRAT I R HE S I E EF A A
EAFATIN A AT HA “ A7 B B B X A iy 4L 25 A
o RIS G 2 A BT A ) 425 56 R 58 A A ]

©O

Fo12 fEHEERZH LA

Boyd-Graber £ AN # 1 T — 43T Wordnet
B LDA #& & ( Latent Dirichlet Allocation with
WORDNET, LDAWN). Gl FATTFH — A4~ i WA 5
G A RFIR — A F L ERTE LDAWN Al fE
XA — A R, 5E LT — A ] i 4 (synset) [
SRR . AR AR B R D S R A
O ARG AR % T A R O A e B — > L )
RS LDA B ik A0 R, 47 >k . LDAWN 3 #% 1
— 2% L entity Jg ML A S Wi DT (walk) B2 filf 5
A ph B TR B R A I R FRATT T LA
FEIN A o RIS AR [R] 0 — A B3] ol 3 0 SC(F2 8D
AR S 72 2B B 3% B i) B 1T B 7E Wordnet Higk £ —
A A AR

Nallapati 28 AMY 78 2008 4E 2 1 T Link-PL-
SA- LDA BERY, X T4 25 (1) D 3 42 b 1) SOk Al DL
DL 5 e SR A 36 A A TR 43 T 35 4, — R 4%
BEXS A # 5  H SCR A i — > pLST LR 5 — &
I3 WER XS B 5 SCR Y — > Link-LDA 81, %}
T SR T 5 SRR A A A B A 4 B A L]
1M HAE BT A /Y Link, i Link fr 4 6] (5| A 59 3C
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R4l AR B AE pLST A AL I 2 ik feft HT A SRS

T E 4 DL — A N2 A 2505 ik AF
1E N4 11 B 5] {5 . Bhattacharya 26 AN 48 T —
ANFET LDA [0 W B 14 S A T fige 455 70 oF Ak BN 44
AR B ) 2 AU A F 45 H (bibliography) 5 B /E
o AHEAT ISR 58 O 2R AT LAHER — 25 H
SEAR G T VR 25 Bk 44 ) X 0y 1) B S5 S AR (FE 25 5244
AT — 5% B BT A R A4 E S SR
FY B3] L A T AR A 4 (group, AH 24 T LDA #6884 i
1 320 /Y B 8 i B AR — AR SR
WEA oA T AE & 51 B A i VR & SR Y R
(attribute, A] DL H O 15 3 1 42 44) 22 5 e 75 22 0E
BENR A4S B E S X IEIR e
BN A I B SR SE R A 2 H . Song NN 4R
T AT BERIZEL LDA § e A, il T 0
N (N YiRr S (W G SN DRSS (E o A o
J& SOR A R AR BN T — AR B AL AR AR
NI 33X AL AT LA 3] 524> 3 0T 1) 201 1 A
A3 A5 I8 AT LIS B2 T AR IR 44 R A S
PR A Honl DL i 3R 28 Jm 1y SR 3 Bk A7 A
. i A S, Song T IEF R R T SR BN
75,1 Bhattacharya i 77k H &2 RIEEHE A B
L,

Mei % ANUY T — A 3 B R A B R
(Topic-Sentiment Mixture, TSM) , 1% # %I {1 2A. 7]
ORI R, — 2R R O Yl R
the,a,of), 75 — Z 1 32 AT 5 1Y B3] 49 oA v 1
CAP 4432 & 280 B T8 A0 A7 T = R 2. PR da) i A= ik
T 2 AR IRHIE 38 70 A A DU > RS 22 ) e 2, i 7
FEN PR LA EM TR Al B A 28 i i)
TUARE 3853 A1 . M A o 30 155 JE I BsF ] ) 20 285 A8 4 i A 7
TR I e PG ) 7 Ak AR R
(38 2l FEk & (burst). Titov 48 AN T —4~3C
AFNFFAE Caspect) PFA A TR & B BY L A — F S0
] DA g 3h 3 1 (sliding window) B 4E & ¥ B, 1 &F
MESE 0 X ES R A TR T 7R )
T 10 PP A R ¥ S R A AR 3R 0 A T R B SR X iz
— ™42 JR) A M 2 A3 A BRI ] DL R R 2 A
W2 A H A B A AT LD 4 SRy 3 A AR R Ay A
PR AR SRR PR B TR R b L 4 Ry JE AU R TSk
{4, 4 London hotels, seaside resorts, M Ja) #i 7 &1 X}
N THRE S L location, service , room 45, VE # 8 ¥%
B AR AR AT 20 1 A 000 R I AL B AR R I AR E )
SEAE T I8 1 SCAR S R IR AE TF 43 1 T30 45 5 XA

W Bt A R ALE A T OGRS Ok Lk A T LDA #E
R R I W B 2= ) v I B Y 32 ek I R
{14 [] 7.

Doyle % A\ 42t DCMLDA 5% 71 46 ) 3C 44
rh B3] F 48 & (burstiness) B 42 (BRI B0 33 5€ 9K K 4
D . FFRE LDA SERAH e, DCMLDA A R v 43
D SCRYERA R B K A F 8, K o 2 sy 38445
WIREE A5 X F — 30, oT DLk & K A~
WIS e B4R B T burstiness B4R,

TE delicio.us [ ufi 4 A 5L I X W 47 T A4S AR
i (tag) . fHJ2 , 78 3 3k 645 30 B B B SR FH A A
HEHA—E TR N T 30k b iy B F AR L
HEAT LT . Ramage 48 NN T — AN 2 AR SCA
Jr2RA% R Labeled LDA BEBY. fF & 25 & SCRY 4R
A A AT RE AR IC iR B ARIC (tag) X R — > 3
L ARV — 4> SORY Y 3280 9 A B30t =& SCRY s
IC AN E. IR AR5 FATTA BE X 44> 5 1) 0 1 G
Xof IO 3 R, DA 60 AR . R T UL AR IR AT
T 3CA R B Csnippet) Jf BURN £ 45 40 SC A 73 2K 4%
%

Gerrish 55 Bleit*® $2 H 7 DIM #5# (Document
Influence ModeD) 3 iH | SCRS 4R & w5 B 52 W 77 1
SCRY . Z D5 R T Blei 48 ATE 2006 4242 1 79 DTM
B 40 SCRY A5 e BRI ) 2R A7 U0 s 9 X6 44> SR
B o0 — > 52 ) g B BB e 3 GE SCRY Y R e ) JF R
& — AT 55 DIM B8 1) fe K7 8 2 30 ]
SCRY ] Y 5 TG 2R IR AL B 8« — s SCRY A8 52 1) )
AR U i S N 8] 7 v ) 2 R 52 33X A4S SORS Y 52
M. 52 30 45 SR ZR B, DIM R AU 45 3] 1Y SCRY 52 i g A
S| 2 3B AR5 1A k.

BEO0F AT 55 19 AL AL 3 £ & B 2 AR
[F) 27 2 LA 55 BB S AFAE 2 R AL. HE X))
A RE RS A AN [A] A8 A (] 2 O 0 60 O ) AN
[[. 76 B ——F 2 AT B LR 1.

8 FRHHBEZRH—LBEE

SR TR R Y [ QT o AR AR AR T
o) 5 AT 55 Z P XS BT R MG A LR S0
R AR X T A B DR I R 2 R
P8 T A 2 A 0 AR T ) A (A T8 AT LA T 1
FEmAZ. BRI ZAh  JEH IR AR JLAR AT T &
> NP SR

Ho. B T2 R A R RE Y TAE. X
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Ui B AR N JR IR T R F Y B B, B Y
SEPHAE AT B0 O], DY Ok I g A g 250 I R G
Nallapati & AN 42 1 T 347 19 2% 4> EM ( Varia-
tional EM) 3k o Xof I 2 b 78 E 47 fin 3 o LA 1 ]
F £ 4b #1248 A 4 A 303 BE. Asuncion 48 AN 45

LDA F8UFT HDP 8R4 1 70 A R 7R R IE
22 JR IE A PE B HT AR R A A Ak BB OT R A8 Al N AT
Gibbs % #E. Hoffman 28 AP H T LDA A B (R 78
2k (online) 7% 43 U1 i 77 ¥ (variational Bayesian). H
BRI R M RE A AR I A SCHRC52-55 4%,

*x1

FTEEMRPAMBHEFIERCE

B i) A

LR 7 B

il LAt A

2004 4F, Blei % A [23)
2006 4F, Blei & A [24)
2006 4F, Li 4 A [26]
2007 4F , Mimno % A 27!
2006 4, Wang %5 A\ [28]
2006 4F , Blei 4 A [29)

2004 4F . Griffiths % A\ [30)

2005 4, Wang %5 A [32]

2007 4f, Gruber % A\ 134

2009 4, Boyd-Graber % A [37]
2008 4, Blei 45 A3

2004 4F , Steyvers 2§ A [38]
2004 4F , McCallum % A [39]

2007 4, Boyd-Graber 2§ A [40]

2008 4F , Nallapati % A1)
2006 4F , Bhattacharya 4§ A [12)

2007 4, Song & A\ [+3)

2007 4F , Mei 2§ A1)

2008 4F, Titov & A\ [45)
2009 4, Doyle % A [46]

2009 4 ,Ramage % \ 17

2010 4F , Gerrish 4 A [148)

Hierarchical LDA
CTM(Correlated Topic Model)
PAM(Pachinko Allocation Model)
hierarchical PAM

TOT (Topic Over Time)
DTM(Dynamic topic models)

HMM-LDA

TNG(Topical n-gram Model)

HTMM(Hidden Topic Markov Model)
STM(Syntactic Topic Model)

sLDA (supervised Latent Dirichlet Allocation)
AT(Author-Topic)

ART (Author-Recipient-Topic)

LDAWN(Latent Dirichlet Allocation
with WORDNET)

Link-PLSA- LDA
LDA-ER

LDA §" Jg f5 5

TSM(Topic-Sentiment Mixture)

MAS(Multi-Aspect Sentiment model)
DCMLDA

Labeled LDA

DIM(Document Influence Model)

L] A R

il AR 0T 2 R T A DG

ER AU PN S N PN B

n] L B8 Hierarchical LDA il PAM 54 k.

2 L (] 72 £k

T2 B I ) A2 AL, ELI R — B T 2R T SRR

itk HMM R 32 ) 35 4544 45 2 L idE i LDA SR #4578
BEXRAR.

— A~ BRI R TR T O R Y AL L 8 5 T — A LA
A%

VL] Sy B 43 Tie 3 A8

T RN 2 R A R PP AT A RS 1

SR KRS

BEAMEE A — A ZEA A

LT AT AL B X B A T P A SRS CHE Al 7 i)

— T Wordnet 1 LDA A1,

X AT 45 0 I R 4R A SR T A0 G 51 SR
CUEE

T W U S AR A TR Ak BN 4% 1 9 B ) AL

T TR RN WM. %8R T SO A, 1 LDA-
ER HEAY H 2 AR 7 44 iy S 8L

ARGy AT S A A S N R SR L)
L S T KA TN N

FRAT 43y JR T 3 A A2 SRy L A )R 32 X R T SR
T & 107 JR) 348 = AR B T ARFALE

BEAS SRR A e E 19 K A 8L K O 42 )R A%
BRSO A A T AL (tag). T LDA [ Z 481290 2K
.

P SCRG AR & Hh R A 52 I 0 9 SORS . A 8 2 B0 18T S
EILEEEVE PSS

T3 A AN B W]t Y SO SR R R 1R
e a. Hp— AR E LA BIEA B R ARIES
PRI B R T KB SR B R ATk S
BERY Al . Ni 28 A5 £ xF Wikipedia 42 H 7 — 4>
ML-LDA #5 #1 3 M\ ¥ 18 5 10 55 Rk v 3l B3 8. B —
A FBUER XS I 2 FE F . XA AR FIE S 103 SCRY AR
RENS S — 1) Uk RN 18 G 1515 5 10 W 45 1.
Mimno % AW™ #2 1 #9 PLTM 5 b3k % A L. DL B
PRI T AE B (5 04 18 R 2 SRS 900 55 19, I L 7
BRI A B BRI Jagarlamudi 48 APV T
JointLDA #5681, F A [v] Bsf %of PG FE 2 17 F1 9 15 1 R F
FIoR bR ZAERUE R T — A NGE TR B A I 2 4
Jai s A EEAT DUR AN FE E IR A AL AR
FERL N B 25 18 5 1A5 SRR h BUS TBAE  AK

MR B KRE A AN T 0T S SORY.L R LY
THEA Boyd-Graber 28 AP 32 i MuTo %,

BRIt Z A0 i — 2 TARE IR A IH A E 47
J5. AN Zh S5 NSO HEH T CTRE BB, % 455 70 R
% fl A B ] 1) A1 8 R IR R BRL ] ) S A AR O R
& — i IE R B ML 2 20 O i TR A R SRS B
1155 X R SR A AT . SCHR[61-62 1B 3
R ZBE A 1Y B3R T s LDA 88 vh 56 T 3¢
R ST B 5. T AR AR AL A2 A B A SCAY HL A A BL Y
F A

EMAEHEN LTELAEREZ A — 52 AT
A LB 3k 2 A L R AR R S B U ) 3 AR A A TR
FEFNBE FABAESEAT BB 0E R T 32 R T 1 AR
Ay,
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9 BEMRE

MU Y ) e Bk 245 R R 45 AR Z AR
AHEBENBRRME LN 78 LS b, 3 7 Bk
S T 3% 52 P At 2 BRAE 2 AR R v ) 32 L. LST i
Ao X AR ARLRE R T R A 1) R T — AR
e R 1R T 25 [ B SCR AR 0 3] T RS T S ) (2
23 E] ). MG 0 25 8] 2 7 B S (F ) A% [ A2
— RRFELSL pLSI — HF| LDA &—ZH. EN1HM
DX A T o (0 A 18y B A 05 7 114 H A o8 R0OAS ] o3
TR SR BA BT 2200, LDA 28U B A g 2%
AR B L T R i AE AR TR AL B AR
ZALS5 . X T BRI L R 4 2 e
5 U 1R 1 JOUABE R A1 R A% SO 1 R R O3
Aii. H1 38 H G SR ARG B % - EM 505 4% 9
TE U 9 2 R0 i b TR EM SRS A 32
BERYAAS B BEAY B AAGE AT B B T 1 2 AR Y
14 % Ji& v 5 T LA 22 (] 11 G HK.

IR IRT NI F 1A A T 2 R B A7 A
il A A A B Y L T R R s A LR R
TE4 Ja 1 F2 REURE T O i v o N ATt 28 %0 08 5 i 1) it
A AR o A5 S8 DA TR 8 0 B RO € LA A 3 U A°F
S BR [] R A 32 AR

2 % x #
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models. As a generative model, LDA can be used directly or
extended to form other probabilistic models.

Basically, LDA is used as a tool of dimensionality reduc-
tion. The number of topics in LDA model is normally far less
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such as collaborative filtering, similarity computation of
words or documents, polysemous analysis, and text segmen-
tation can be performed.

Besides using LDA directly, we can extend LDA for
particular purposes. For example, by extending parameters
of models, we can obtain a model which fits the true distribu-
tion of corpus more; or add contextual information to con-
struct a probabilistic model with syntactic features. There al-
so exist plenty of task-oriented research works such as text
classification, author-topic model. word sense disambigu-
ation, link analysis, name disambiguation, and sentiment
analysis.

Recently, the research works on LDA grow rapidly. and
form a hot spot in natural language processing. This paper
focuses on LDA, and gives an introduction on its origin and
current situation. We hope that LDA will receive more atten-
tion, and applied in related fields more extensively.
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