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Authorship identification of text based on attention mechanism

ZHANG Yang, JIANG Minghu'
(School of Humanities, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: The accuracy of authorship identification based on deep neural network decreases significantly when faced
with a large number of candidate authors. In order to improve the accuracy of authorship identification, a neural network
consisting of fast text classification (fastText) and an attention layer was proposed, and it was combined with the continuous
Part-Of-Speech (POS) n-gram features for authorship identification of Chinese novels. Compared with Text Convolutional
Neural Network (TextCNN), Text Recurrent Neural Network (TextRNN), Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) network and
fastText, the experimental results show that the proposed model obtains the highest classification accuracy. Compared with
the fastText model, the introduction of attention mechanism increases the accuracy corresponding to different POS n-gram
features by 2. 14 percentage points on average; meanwhile, the model retains the high-speed and efficiency of fastText, and
the text features used by it can be applied to other languages.
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WARSZAF Rz WA R . AEE OB AR AT LR 107 A B iR
SR RAG B 3B BB AF B A TE K IF B A 1 X T4 B
156 0o A= A B EL A B S AEFR I, R B
P9 Cauthorship identification) B # 1 # & £/ 14 J& (authorship
attribution) , & H R 1% 75 4k P (Natural Language Processing,
NLP) 450l B — A B 23 32, Jiiag BB S VR R TR SC
AR — 28055, BRI A AMTRA T S 5. 5%
U 322 S B R SO TP B VR TR R IR 5 1 T 15t
o BELE T DL b YRR IE 3R L S L I AR T Y SR R
AE SR XS , LA A2 B 2% SCAR PR . LR R i 12
RE , E IR GRA E BO SCRR I R IR s VR, I 1 ST
R 8 He— SO R OB BB HL U IR .
MG A B 5 i B A SCAS XUk, 7T LRRHVE B 1R 43 Ry
FGAE PN IR EZ R MG fEE U 2 5 T30

%5 B #5:2020-10-08; &[5 B #7:2020-12-15; 5% A H#5:2020-12-16.
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TN W)L TR0 A AR SRR T (Y 2 R e M I o

AR SR BT SR IR U 8 H W] L
53 R RICCAREE R ST TR AR A AP gR . 3
P 25 9853 S BT 9% 3 R A 38 XUA% 23 AT (authorship style
analysis ) FI/E & B 17 4% (authorship modeling) o E AU,
Y KUK I3 A 2 S R RE RS B A AR 2 5 R IXUARS 1) SCACRRAE 13
P, AN APRAE JRNCRAIE )RR o SCRAIE S . 38 s
B AR SR IBCAS A BURH N R RFAE ] e, LU TS T
A BRI FEAT AL AR B O AR 2 AR AR 4 HA) ik 2
SCASRAE B U Az B RRAIE 1] 2t 8 7 AH 7 (9 A5 78 33F 1y 5 0
SAAEF RS RE . AT AE B AL S h SOAS 2 57 T
VEF AR A . 8 M AR TR SR A T VR U A Y
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IIHY JZ T A 53, V75 B 0y AR 32 B2 43 S i 7 0 i 1) 2
1% (profile-based modeling ) FI % T~ 52 9] A4 # A% (instance-based
modeling) o 7 2 I SCA Y AR 2 H AL Y
P, EAT R XOIE T FE R TR @it B MEE 1Y
JiT A SCRRR 2 B R AR B R B, A A Y AT SOAR
SR A RS AR AN R SRS BRI I 27 , A 2
ZAEE R ER o XRE, BT i SOA HUR BR AR AR 35 (5 B
B — U R 2 A AR DR BE o e B TS ] (2
B B BT A SO 2 A B SRR L, 1
CAHA HE MR . TERXFPFOLT , I SOA T 2
FEEAEE B TA SCR AT WA Re i € 5 1Z A & B AR L2
JEo DUt YRR LA TR , BB A R B X I
YRSCARI R R H A T e @i [, AL RE R4S A PR
Bioim B IR SCAR I 8 8 R F R TR BRIy A A5 1 52491
BRI 2 S LA S SRR A R R — A
S HER AR TR TR R A

1 MR

VR ) ST B D %) A 2 A B M ) A
T[] et 2 (] F) RS R S AR DU ) AR A, T T R R AUAR
JUEERILA R e B B 2K 051
L1 EFHEEE

SETF AR 0 A 1 o | AMESRAR R AR AN [ B AL AR
ZI B R o AR PN AU R 7 04 35 A0 3R ) AR
Mosteller 257/ H U1 307 5 WL 52 G 3 N SCER MAE & 1A 8
(PR o O I 7 753k e — i A 57 A A P M SRR SR Atk 1 A 3R A
R BARSEU, DUM$0r 07 1 2 AR S S A 25 2 32 S Al o
CHMIELOLT a2k DUk A = LR AR g TS 1Y 5 Btk
RGBSR N 5 SRR — 28, SR T LA SR 1R
/N,

58 I DU 7 2 EA T AR SC ST o Zhao S5
PERELNAE W AN iR P (Part-of-Speech , POS) 25 AE R FHAE , fi FH
ANZE DL 37 7 i U AE 2 s Raghavan S50y 44V 44 AR
R SCTEIR S I R SGENE R 43 28 IR 5 B AT
125 VA& s Boutwell " fiff AN DU 73 2 25 | BRI T 745
1) n TCAL A (n-gram) B RRIE RS B A 25 4R GRS R0 S 45 1)
E & Savoy[m F)JH B& & 2k R 58§ 43 A6 (Latent Dirichlet
Allocation, LDA)JEEEA SCAYEEA S T804 iR &, B4 3
A T8 AR 43 A0, AR SCAS R R o AH I A VR I )

1.2 ETmETEREE

FE T ) g [ 1 AT T SCAR P2 1 AL BT Ak Ay 1) s
V) v g 1 B T] s LA o 5 ] o P A R A B SCAR
P SCI AR AU , T Lo 13 YR 3 SR ) ) 2 [ A28
18 H 4 B 52 FF ) 2 HL (Support Vector Machine, SVM) Fl i 42
PR 2 SR 2T 7k AR 43R A R PRI 5 1.

1.2.1 ZFHHEM

SVM 2 AE PN G R LAY —Fhor ik, B i SR A R 2
BN — IR R 2 ST, (45 0 288 P B B X A A S T el 1Y
SR ST 2 ] R R B K . SVM YR 4 B S REAS 48K
TCIR, 2 2 ORGSR A0 5 , 18 G H 2E SCARRRE B
£ N2 BIAR Z 05T 4 W& k. Diederich %5 VR SVM fiff
5 18 [ i 4R SCA B VR R0 5 Sehwartz 67 FH SVM ATFSE i
IME B AEHERRERL LR U Mikros 5185 G 2 K n-
gram, F| Ff 2225 SVM TF 5% A Ji5 41 3C 9 45 25 42001 ; Posadas-
Duran 587 35 BE A 1L 6 R ARZE L POS b1 2 LU B IR AR 1) A) 1% -

gram FFFFAEZ I SCA KU , IF T SVM BRI AR
1.2.2 #A2mM%

25 I 2 2 TR SR AR BT A TT W R B R G, 4
14 2b R RE T3 AR I o 3 0 2 > — ZH N AR = i g e g
0 BT [ 3 B AN 0 PRI, AR R0, pfis
I8 £6% 2 A0 20 4 i v i 28 0 I 45 ) TR AR AR A . AR 1ok
U, P 25 IO 26 B30k R 005 388 3T A 3 PR AN, LA ARG A AR 4 M
B, VAR A4 JFAT AR A 22 L A SRR, B
DL, B R — e SEBR I AL A% i SRR TE RS RS DA Y
(), ot 22 O 245 B0 ks EL A AR i 1 A FR g

i Lefi o R A28 28 A5V E 2 B U] . Bagnall™
i 18 24 14 25 M 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN) [A] B X
JUANE B W5 AT #4855 Ruder 252 1] FH 45 A8 p 22 K0 4%
(Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) & FARAE 2R 55, 5
DRI SCAS HEAT PR H T 5 Shrestha 55 P FEF4F n-gram 1
HARAE R CNN Xl SCHEAT A 2 11 531 5 Jafariakinabad 452
T FH AT VRGP 1 25 10 8 DAIRIHAEAR 28 1 41 e 2 2] I A e 3R
7, [F B 1) F CNN R S5 14212 (Long Short-Term Memory,
LSTM ) P £ T 5 v i) P AR 28 4 S0 RIH S0 Pt
1.3 EFHEUENEE

FEF AR (1 AR 1Y) AR TR N SCAR M SC
AR 22 [R) (4R BL 1 B A, SR U AR AR A ARURR B2 A AR T R 9 A
BV IR AT S v B B — PR 2 RS AR
g K-5x 4B (K-Nearest Neighbor, KNN)# ¥, KNN fy3EAs
JE By < AR A T 3 e R I R A v 55 T e A e
VT EAFEAR, FRREEAT P I R ZHORE AR AT T .
PRI, A5 A R DL R 1 BE 8 o 2 KININ s LAt 5 1
RLEE B9 53 25 Tk e . KINN AS 5 24 FH I 2R 800 e A 7
432, T LUAAEIA B Bl ISR A

A IF 5T 3 R R T A RLRE B 4 R B ST AR R .
Jankowska 552 8 538 F n-gram M SFVEE BAE MR B £ 2
MG MIEIESE, 3RS TR MR ; Burrows™ $2 H T Delta
D5 ¥ 5 V5 T A TR R A SCA 535 RLE (1 Z 5 BRI Delta
{8, JESCAR S L 25 LA 551K Delta {5 A9/ & 3 Eder ™ i FHIE T
KNN [ Delta J5 BRI 5E SCA ST XHEE H & 19 5200 .

2 EEAH

AR, [ B TP (attention mechanism ) 8% 72 i FH 7F
BEME HLAS B B BN SR IR = 55 h . i
JESC, BT HLRE B AR W AR B 0 v AR R B
AL, ANAER B R, Seii i it 3R g A5 W i ) G5
S TG RG] 3 S (5 8 HEA T R B, e 20 BRI AR Y
Bl o R TE XS I B {5 BT M, 2546 1 56 1 — L8 535
B, T 2200 X ) 2 AR B o SRR AIL R ke
BABLG . TREE ) BT 3 SR Encoder AT Decoder
TR AT 290 b R AN R AR HROAS [] P AT, AT el A5 A T L
SR HERE T
AR FBE 1 2 AL 0 TR B b 2 R 46 R A TR IR
A, EAEF R RARWE R BRI SCARZ T
1) A PERR T I PR ERHARIYERRZE n 041 (POS n-gram ) 15 E4HE
HEFEH B AE 91 483 Embedding J2 55 A6 BRI 59 18] 5, SR )5
TEU AL JZ B, B2 Attention J2 B T A [\ AUALE , e
Zol i B2 858. Hrp, Embedding 2 HLLE |
Attention JZ TR HJZ R4 BT DR B f 22 P 4%
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Fig. 1 Flowchart of authorship identification
2.1 Embedding /&

P28 9 265 1) 55— 2 & Embedding J22, T A . B
i A S batch_size 1~ POS n-gram ¥ 31 , iX 28 7 271 DL L7 4 5
(KB R EB, I B EA 9 5 A seq_length T3R5 .
Embedding 2285551~ 5| L B emb_dim 41 ) i3t , DB FZ)
AN R RFIE 2 6] A A B G 52
2.2 R

MR 25 05 R MAL)Z , TR HPR A HEA R AE2E AT
BINEY . BT —h SR8 L L seq_length MNEG| AR
G| S I 1 emb_dim 2 14 1) ik, 5 22 T R AU H0EE 23 S T gk
He S AMRZ M o ST, ] RUR b A48 X R AR AE
HEAT 4y 40734, 38 2L VB pool _size I (B 1T LA il 4320 K/
BB AT A NN, B pool_size KIEA N, TR
NASREAT— O F I35 o IR, PR 7 e E R P 1Y
[ o T o 22 ) 4% PR3l ) 352 ) i N Tl B 152 A% Ry 3% )
) 5% o
2.3 Attention &

P2 26 155 — 202 Attention 2%, TAKJZHEAT TRFE
A X AERETEAR R BE 1B/ N P B S ) i S 0L, A
T 412 e o 22 X 2% ) 8 24 5 SR A AN [ 37 1 Y 1) £ 2 45
IrRBI TR, A B AR XTI TCRE R 1o A SR TATE
RIHUHIAR L AN AL B ) i 2 5 A R OAN . T )
BLA 7S A 2 i

attention_vector

A

| Dense2 |

}

| Concatenate |

‘

hidden_states

2 RN ER
Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of attention mechanism
Ak JZ (4 % H R T Attention J2 RS, BV 2 A B
ERE R, BEIZIRE R, 25T Densel 58] Wh_. Densel 2
TCCE R 4 T A 22 I 2%, B A T 0 B U RS b,

PEATLR AR e . Lambda A E X1 eR L, BRRUZ R A R,
23t Lambda BREUS 2 o h_F B 0 X 50HE T 10 & 2 BT 51
Y B 2R A TS A e H AR R P A BB Z IR ZS , I Ho b, =

hl:-1:]

Score R FICH T334 B> A i) 45 FH AT 36 1] 2 22 1) A A

Kotk o DI Score BRECA LT JLAE R
h'h,
Score(h,,m) = h{Wh, (1)

v} tanh (W b, + W, k)

SR IR —FIE . BN 263 b s U P h,
AT R . 1R Ok 2 T JTALEE (attention weights) 193155 o
R JIRUE B Score PRETZE 1 softmax pREIS R, THE AKX N

sxp (Score (b, b,
. - exp( core( )) 2)

S

2 exp (Score (h|,E))

MR i 2 A ] DI SRS A B, B 5
FHEBENNE o, 5RHEZRE b SFRFR. FFHRE
F) A EE 359 A 9 FR A 1R SC ) i (context vector) , T 5E 2
Xh:

¢ = Zah h, (3)

FAAYTETE 71 M (attention vector) i 224 B R Sl i ¢,
FE BRI F I B2 RS b, 3G A . Dense2 JE&3TE BRI 4L
W tanh [ 42 3% 42 i 22 I 28 SR 6T DF42 IS 1) 1) 1 E AT tanh 28
e, FEREAMEAITEARXN:

a, =f(cl, h[)= tanh(Wc[cl; h‘]) (4)
2.4 WHE

P2 56 U2 25 )2 TRAN 52, ASCH
F 2R B0IE PRI softmax [ 2 3E HE P28 48 SE 25 B
R R AR B TR 2SI A

result = softmax(Wﬂal) (5)

A SCW A R R SCAS 43 25 (fastText) ™ i i 2 K
softmax, X A% T BA 10 (A 1L AE & 09 735 BUNAT: 55, 38
19 softmax R AT 58 R 177 55 350 19 40 2 . BbAh, = (5) dnT LA
1%

result = —% ,g‘] ¥ (softmax(CBAx")) (6)

Horp o N IR BEAR A B 2, TR 5 n AEEAR A — 10 5 RO HEAE
R AR T YL (S R = N U K R (T S 2P| EZ S
Embedding JZ 4 BRI 8] 5 5y, R 58 n ASEEAS KT R 1) 28 R HR 25
AR A LB FC 5373 38R AR JZ X5 7 ) 43 2H S 359 A A TR
B | Attention 2 X 7 A4 43 Tic A5 T A9 A 60 I LA R i 1 )2 6o g
B EL 2% 20 A4 318 15 B T B 28 ) AR R B

3 IR

ARSCHEIRGE S R BTN 5E 10 S 7R R I Z35/N AR
i (FE48. 7 MBWE NiERIEATHISY . AN FIVEE AT RSN
F 1R,

LEE e MR VA (P S E A (S e s A/ e/ £ =
SCRYS 1000 F I BEHEAT 8 . BRALPEZAHER 1000 4~ SCAR
Fro s, Hod ST 4 0 UE 4 Al i 4 19 H B 4 BN - 54%
6% T 40% . VEZH 105 V8 KUk 322 S e H il 1) ) 1% 7 =8
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L S, AR HES 1 R AL UR] T O AR AR KRR
g T HEERAME . L, AR SCEFE POS n-gram R FEAT1E#H
P, POS n-gram 7EAR KRFRSE S 11 5 1) 18- T AN e
(77 2, ST BLVE & 1S XS . Z 15T n-gram AYBFSE
REFET B BHE , R TG AL a2 > BEBUAR 45 5 14 53
KT XLy A AR Z BRI A . C R . AR
FELE n-gram FHE , A4 BLR A -

1) POSHRZEFFF - pnvnfxdvrnux,

2)FESE 2-gram 4F# 1 s pn . nv .vn .nf \fx \xd \dv .vr.rn .nu . ux.

3) ik sk 3-gram FEIE . pnv.nvn, vof nfx  fxd . xdv.dvr, v,

B SCRYER s W e 4 L AX FE — H POS n-gram J7 471, 9K
S SR A AR I BT A, T AR BV RRIE T 51 o RRAE T
H1| 2538 7 Embedding J2 5% A6 MR R (19 1] &, R )5 2 5 I 2R
AGERE . T POS n-gram #5540 Bl n) iR 1) B2 B A B
AT DL LI L POS 2H A (9 AH I PR B2, DAL M3 A 9 n-gram ¢
TEREFR R LR AR . 38 n-gram FRAF 1] LARAEVER TR ML
FC A A3 AR B (R A TE I R A TR 715 2, 5 T 14 82 n-gram A AT
PAFE 3 RAETE ¥ 5 5., 10 RE 3 i o] 4 22 [ (14 BE 5 1A B0 A [+ 17
PEFETL Z A AR o S AITR T, A SO SR T JZE £ n-gram 47
TE R 455 T n-gram FEAEFE 2R R BP0, B REWT DL i
Ve IR )Y 7 =X, SCREE i $2 BAS Rl R T 4 22591

x1 EEBRIER

Tab. 1 Scale table of author corpus

fE& 4 SCARK/NMB fE& %2 SCAK/IMMB
E 3.6 X 3.4
e iE 3.1 BEEIR 8.8
P 4.0 XE = 4.6
Tk 3.2 AEH L 3.4
ki 10.3 Tk 4.3

AR SCZ G U SCRY Ry B FEAT IR, SORS o B8 3R T AR A5
Y POSHR ML AT R B . O T HE A I Al
6T P 15 F2 R Bt 2 W A Al ) B AERE /N R RN RTIHEL
) RESRNIRMNA G o F 2 BCE W) A A ) B G
100, /Mt EE R/ 30, JAIIECK 20,27 2] 52 0. 001 T 1
SEAA POS n-gram S AEA IR & 1O SR XA, & nlL1~5. F¢
S, 2 =1 TR LA 1) PR AR A A S 3 S RFAE . 43
S SCAS B FH A 22 ) 4% (Text Convolutional Neural Network ,
TextCNN) . 3C A< 1§ ¥F fit & W 4% (Text Recurrent Neural
Network, TextRNN) \LSTM . fastText FI A< SCHLRI X % 42 (1) POS
n-gram FRAEEAT IR0 2 . R 2R T 5 TP /3 JEBAER
] n BT HYSERL5 SR, 1 PR SR AT Il

FR2 FEEREEFREI L B %

Tab. 2 Comparison of accuracy of different models  unit: %

FHE R 1-gram
TextCNN 87.03 86.78 88. 63 86.95 87.95
TextRNN 85.73 86.80  84.50  85.15 85.75
LSTM 83.60  83.98 85.60  84.05 83. 88
fastText 91.53 90.88  91.40  91.30  91.48
AR AR 94. 00 93.05 93.70 92. 65 93.90

N2 T LAFE Y, A R 20 B T 00 o At 3 DA ARG 2] v HE
JEMRUC R : LSTM  TextRNN . TextCNN . fastText A4S ORI

2-gram 3-gram 4-gram 5-gram

AJE DL, £ XTANE] A9 POS n-gram $FRAF , 48 SCHEH 3L 7R
B AR BB T4 345 T fe s O ERf 2 o X ] — B0 R
[ X5 107 £ A 6 238 22 3 K, 3 13 W % 7 R 3 22 POS
n-gram FRAFE AT H SN BAEZ B ST 5 n (BN STk
INT oA XA KA B4 o AT DA —> A B2 A7 2R
FELEPOS n-gram FRAF T Z2WARE 1T SCRY B9 4387 5145 S8 A i
FEWCAF B ML n 7E 1~5 2840, IR A 45 kA5 B 45t i A5 4k .
TEXAFMEOL T, 3 A PR RRIE DGR 1Y fig ) BBk TR
HIIINZR i T AR GG RAAE2H G 9 A

ARSI BT B I HLI 0 B 22 R 28 0 M i A2 AR
Attention J22 Ut 2 00 )2 450 o A SR HEAT TH LS g, X 4L
Attention 2 , W BT HL6) T i A2 Ak 2 A i 2 =2 4
F4 o 3 AE— D2 fastText B W 45 25 44) , DX TE T2 R 2% B i
H 28 T 338 1) softmax , 1] fastText % H 2R 1 2 )2 K
softmax, X122 AL X R T BB AT B ] 7= A2 5 ), T AN 4%
SN AR U A R 2%, DR AT LA B B2 P fastText 1) S50 44
PEHATX T . 5 fastText I A5 AT HE AT LUZ B, InA
Attention J2 57 , AN[F] POS n-gram F¢fIE X 0 (1 #5572 3 &
T2 144 E . X T Avention HLIT 45 kb F AR [ 7 &
1) 3t 20 A 40 BE T AN R A AR, 2 T (5 A5 1 090 2% i B 47l 412
SCRYAS [ & 43 7 S5 e L 74 1 28 DR, DT 22 e 7 W ff 36
BEAT AR IR A 2538 - 1 B T L RE 5 A 280HE v vh S/ Vi
VR U A TR 52

4 LhiE

AR SR — 0 35 3 8 LA 0 e 28 X 446 12 0 4% 3 1ot
TE fastText A th £k )2 Al )2 2 BIES N Attention JZ 155 . {5
Bl 2 SR, 2 R 2% R A% 31l 312 SRS AR [) 358 4 B AR B %) 1 2
K, R AR B T fastText D37 0 R 045 5, AESE & 144k
POS n-gram FEAFFEAT 9 10 A7 VEE PO L v, A% SCRLTR i) o
iR it T TextCNN , TextRNN , LSTM F11 fastText 3% PU 5 I
FERL, FE AR T INTE T S WL Y fastText 2755 i 2. 144~ 43
o SCIREE R M M 4 B AT R L RE S AT AR
fe R SCONBUYE B R ARG SR . LUS T RAFE LU LA T4
Lol JEA AR

1) 2RI At SCARAE 5 T 1 2 7 AL e 220 I 28 1k A7

WY
2) 43 AT S2 R A 7 T 2 1 TR 25 490 SRS K B i A4
BESE

3) B v AR | L A i 3 T IR 55 1Y Attention B

R HETFH]F 1 Attention.
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