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121 Hpt4pi e & i%)ii% i #-4] % 1£(BERT-DNN,GRU-DNN) & %3¢ 8 4 3. ©
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= >
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B AR T AL T RS AT T R -
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FRAETRNEY gk e Sof LY AR AR * ki B G3E &~ 47 (Latent Semantic Analysis), # 5 8 &3F £ A
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¥ Ren L@ = F 24 $(Gibbs Sampling) kB EE S KAIR T AT o F A S E L kS B E RS
G R BV AR F iR BEGI(MEIF 2019 itk R Y PFS L G SHRBFIEN I B FRRME
MAT B AT Nk H SR AE o
@ fE T 2rER K (Gibbs Sampling) f B & Z R IR T A4 F AR S
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2212 "gtp4 P D R B2 ARSE B I Wy R RF PR Wy F b I s F oGy
PR A A AT R E A wy Bt & A RE e g
P(z;|z_q.W.D) (2-1)

2213 HKETF B3 wyhl B F AT o LWy s A g w - BATL AL ;@ -
2214 RS L £ B ATnF WA F X LA T o
2215 2 MEAHRGHIA 234 EX B4 PAWAFO 2 X BAMDT AT @lears i -
222 Topic L &% EEE

AR A T AT R R RS S AT - B AR iE § hd AT ¢ R A AT
SR A A R IR A R A TN AT AR PR AR L BB
ERA AR ihe FEH AT Y Y2 Y (ME G 2019)4% * chi 4adicE = = ;¢ Topic coherence(Roder &
Hinneburg, 2015)

Topic Coherence 33+ 5 A 3R 30 3 FHEGPH P R B FHFEER - H 2 4o ™ 254(2-2):

»}

coherence(V) =Z( -. SCOTB[:UE! E) (2-2)

vyuy)eV

SN [N £, N L 5% 193 v - a1 5 JEN [P UN o [ v
He V ZFZAENFREL D ZELFENDAE? S FHen A3 EA F@AMEGS 2 B a2
UMass coherence score s 3+ 5 = %407 (2-3):

score[:vz-,vj,f] = log(%) (2-3)
vj

Ho D(”f’ Uf] 2T V)R Vi g, D(vf) 5P V) e fhEcE 7]t UMass coherence score 3+ & #

BB i BT - BER FENAFERFIRA- B S > BFT 1 R £3 FHARPH > BHFRPEFE
> NgRpEIT A HEent F R e
2.3 7R Y

BLAFEREY AN AN GERRIAFED A O FEFERAEY Y S HEEY - B L1 4 G5
B e W 5 B0 2 S S B et T A 2 el B0 0 2B PEA ¥ R A ¥t Frank Rosenblatt(1957) 87 § ¢
i AV EHCR] o A pE R e AR S R e I (Perceptron) o b 2 HE R T AR 0 E AR 2L R %g( e
7> 5 2018) » # 3| David Rumelhart et al.(1986)#% I ei5] & 1£49 5 4 g i & 2 (Back Propagation) 4 jbribrk it A2
PR AL o 0 AHTR SRR RS S R Fenfr g BT SRAEH B RV RY p RF IR ﬁ&
= {LEF A 5 e it (Recurrent Neural Network,RNN), & 12 7F 384 3% — 4 &2
2.3.1 & z=# M (Long short-term memory, LSTM)

£ st YLHF A & 4 i (Recurrent Neural Network,RNN) #2% ¥ £ B % & (a3 o 4p #0Y  # 59 RNN, 2

FaH-A] w24 RNN e & 3 4 (Gradient Vanish) B 42 (Bengio, 1994) o Jr F] &30 ¥ ex 27 SEaK R 40 5~ anf 4] > %
HOR b PR B @R T RN @ F — AT HE Memory-cell JB-it o 4
Gate, Forget Gate, Output Gate)+r + — B cell k4| Fmen@iE o & Gate i § 2 38 4o w0

¢ Memory cell 2= % = B R i (Input
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Input Gate:i, = o(W; - X, + U; h,_y +V;* C,_y + b;) (2-2)

Forget Gate:f, = o(W;" X, + U " h,_y + V- Cy + by) (2-3)
Output Gate:0, = a(W, - X, + U,-h,_y+V,-C,_y+b,) (2-4)
Candidate state:C, = tanh(W. - X, + U, -h,_, + V.- C,_; + b_) (2-5)
Cell state: €, =1i,"C,+ [, C,_; (2-6)
Hidden Output: h, = 0, - tanh(C,) 2-7)

2P UVW 5 EE e ht-1 2 % - "5k cooutput, Ct-1 % % — B #5535 & memory cell shiE Xt 5 § T g~
#.b % i £ i > Candidate cell state 3 § 3 F¥ [ @by » T3 B anfE i o BB 415 £ I e R (LSTM) it *FL*&
PR YRR R BV 1 B A A S LR B o

d 3 LSTM s ifaf igthenat 2 > FPt A S 7y @ 224 > 8 % Jz%(ZOlg)ﬂz— LSTM s>t T pE3g Bl 3
S f R ALY - Badjatiya (2017)R] vt A e et A SRR A E R TEHY BV G F A RSN O P RESFFER
LSTM Ap it B 8 53] 2 § $ud5 eh4 B o Wang (2017)R] 24 LSTM i * &® 2 ik A ee » B3 9% 4 %
< BEom 4v 0 AT E(Optimizer)ic § »xicd LSTM ch& 3 o Liu & Lane (2016) & * £ 5 /A & 4 #4192 LSTM ¥ 1
A kg2 R B4 #E (Intent classification) £2 1 32 . (Slot filling) i* 4% °
2.3.2 Gated Rucurrent Unit(GRU)

GRU(Cho et al., 2014)¢ £ “& 4l 3o 1R (LSTM) - it 43 ARJZ R iAo 8t 5 A #5103 (RNN-based):8 7] st &
WA E m R RASIE R TR R A 2 Ap ot £ e e R (LSTM)siE B #5410 © § Update Gate,Reset Gate
&% 1 Gate(Chung et al., 2014) » F]p* Z & o' h % dcd v £ 2@ e B(LSTM) S 7 2% - m GRU 1% Gate iF 5 %
#1122 7% (Chung et al., 2014) 47+ :

Update Gate:z, = a(W,x, + U,h,_,) (2-8)
Reset Gate: 1, = o(W,.x, + U,h,_4) (2-9)
Input: A, = tanh(W,x, + U, (1; - h._;)) (2-10)
output: h,= (1 —z)h,_, + z.h, (2-11)
24 WU % *}ET{‘%‘E‘_@_ htlpal’—lﬁﬂijﬁ&%m%ﬁ?ﬂﬁ%, ,ht;fﬁ‘;’i@"}fg %»T»Lamléﬁq;{} @ GRU & £

‘B (LSTM)h £ B g2 = 2 T A2k (Chung et al., 2014):
Lap ot £ @ty pe i (LSTM) » 3% i LT & RO HA R G )
2. 40T £ mp s B (LSTM) > "k A £ 5 cell
B u L ATY W ANERGK LR P B2 M2 D~ OF (h,, h,_,)
4wﬁ*£%$%ﬁﬂﬁm,ﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’aﬁ’uﬁyﬁmiﬁﬁ%w—@ﬁ?%m&$ﬁ ik h._y
2.4 #w & (Word Embedding)

A g e R T2 > F Leaniti2 L3 0 BRGSO BHC (BOW) kel o 2 b f6 2 2 A Y B T
A BRI o 50 RJTI AT G 33 E PR 2 B 0Bl B > Hiton (1986)4% £t 4~ $73¢ & #x(distributed
representation) e 4 o H ¢ & 2 & & M eficA] F Mikolov et al. (2013) #t3% d! e word2vec(Skip-gram,CBOW) -
Skip-gram =1p & S8k s F§ v PRSI & F 9P k Maximize #iTE R e S 0 A7 CBOW R F 2 » %gd T A=
ER TR N LS - = s S

miE 3 * A Mikolov et al. #% ) 7 f $##%(Negative Sampling)h= ;3 » ¥+ T 2 ehiP @ 4R 5 I $k » (Positive
sample), B AR B f Rk > RS T RFEINGDE FRANE T HEAFTR KRG P RS 1%5‘2 LgR U E AR
WF~ R AT o

B2 28 Skip-gram, CBOW & * e 2L B4 > e § H &+ ek 2L 430 17 5| e & & #c(Word Representation,
Word Repr.) § %] % 3% 42L& (Corpus) s ffic~ /| kex g F 1 & e & F o
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2.4.1 fastText
FFRAGF AL AYRT R ASG 9o pF o word2vec ¢ § 1) hF 4 £ f(Word reprenstation.) AL /L7 E7%
P ei@ f8 o 4p 3t word2vec, fastText % g ¥ & ~ & & hin-gram T3 > #30@ 4R 5 d - B3 & & (Subword Set)

B EA o FHiTiE L A% iE word2vec ot R PES X%EI'JL‘E'%;;???’%\&{ » %%1/\\’2\3 i 3 HiEm 71

BRE R R F A NRehF 2 FB3FS AL %1 (Morphology) £ F R AL e A ER R Y 0 S
A4 #F 0 v FAp 4L Word Analogy iz asd B {4 d R P E PEEERE S ] SRR
(Bojanowski et al., 2017) -

2.5 BERT

¥t word2vec B3 Al e B R B PR AN RZE AL S RF LR NFTRBY T A A4 R R
& L (F==pr 0 2019) o Fpf *i“mw ol R gy ] o i &_ELMo (Peters, 2018) ,GPT (Radford, 2018)3?"5“
fRA- LR AE o e 8 ELMOGPT eh# B v HB B RAI N 4 g H = 2 aif & 0 FIM AT R A o OR JEPF xS 17

EN
o
bl

R

A+ it B 42 > Devlin et al. (2018)# 41 7 Bidirectional Encoder Representation from Transformers(BERT) - # #-3|
44 * 7 Transformer <7 Encoder ¥% 4 o @ BERT & 5 & fifd £ > & 5 357" S (pre-train) 2 23 (fine-tuning) iy £
Yo @] 2-2 FT5F o

o —— — ~ u ™
NSP MaskLM M;{‘%‘ N ’/’ﬁNLl/ﬁER.’_{QuAD

/ \ [

[ - \ | |

Start/End Span \

BERT ............ o - BERT

Tok 1 PN | ™ s || e | TokN =0 L oM

Masked Sentence A Masked Sentence B | | ‘ | Question Paragraph

/ \ \ x~ /
\ Unlabeled Sentence A and B Pair // \\ \_\ \\7 Question Answer Pair .
Pre-training Fine-Tuning

Bl 2-2 BERT 7 F &7 R B
7L %k Devlin et al. (2018)
B3 Lrs B (pre-train stage) » BERT ¢ iz H p &3 (MLM, NSP) % I p#i& {7 training » 2% (fine-tuning)
PEECR] E_R BB A e 0T PEIE 5% K E (7 423 (Devlin et al. ,2018) o
d 3T BERT ¥ iz R 7 fp e ™ PEHCA R (7338 » Pl A4 0 SR hp o X KHF(2019)#%- BERT e * * 48 B
Rged 22 9 FsF At e GRU 2 s % $amen 2 > B %2 21.19% - Chen et al. (2019)#- BERT
&t & B~ s (Intent classification) 2 #; 3 = (Slot Filling) <%" 8 + » i% i Joint Learning 77 3% % tgenec d 7 #3] eh
# 1t (Generalize) iv 4 -Adhikari etal. (2019) | £ #-BERT i& * &% i & 4 ¢ > F 5% % % A or 40 38 4 e0HC3] > BERT
i 33 B 3] BAFeha # 2% o @ Song et al. (2020) B E % * Pooling v & £5 & BERT p 3R*E K cniy d1 > o -1 i ¥
A A 1T % p fR5F T 4 (Nature Language Inference) shge it i 4 o
3 By

AR HRN AT T A S 2 A S R U R TR ARG B B

Fho e FITRTALARAS o ARSI T FRAIE 455 ] HTML it
TEFHE S FER ?B?ﬁi‘éﬁﬂliﬁam'pfﬁ&o Bt ﬁrtiwda;ﬁd EDA %k & § FA #4507 i i
WP BB A R TR AR AR TE 2 A R TR RDIRHCE] AP E 2
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#3) 5 BERT-DNN 2 2 GRU-DNN © % {s #-izd B3 i % =3 h ik ke 784 -
BHCANRIGE I B 0 T RS B Y U B chd e AR AR R TR B ORTORR Y 0 e ehiin ] k3 SRR
B F L 8eny § oo RT3 i Az4c ] 3-1 0

T

FEal & 3
Data Collections

DIERRR R H 5]
train/test splite

4 ﬁl"*%‘é‘:\ ,"‘/- 55’1'?3{%4:\‘.
| seixzagee |- = = = = = 4| wwxzmgse | |
Data/Text preprocess ! Data/Text preprocess+ '
: y i E E
| EDA- | : i
1 FEIEI ; ; :
: BT g ! i» BRI, ;
H feature engineering« ' feature engineering« i
1 pagrie || ] 5
i Build Model i :
% 1 i i y :
3 wmsgase|_ | _ _ 1| REEA ;
i Model selection« i : Model Predict«

R A
3T

B 3-147F % findz

322 FEFHRFAR

ORI HNFFERME L FH ;43 BAlage > 272 B FAAE DT HEFIRIL -

B A FAREY TR ARt Hg S K,ﬁz HTML 48 « 2 585 s F 05 - 2 ¥
G AN AR A L B 2L ASCH ehE Ao R Y T A o %ﬁﬁfﬂ URL i 5 2 & r27()”
Hm eRifa F o 3T K4 python spaCy % @ ¥ enicd]ie {7 ¥750 * 3 31 (POS tagging) ~ 775 B
J (Lemmatization) 1 2 & 9 ek s (NER) 5> 2 R AJE < 5 o

EEHFFAEE AR BERILS G 0 AP ARSI BRI FHE AT 3 B hieg o BERT-DNN ¥ i¢

"[SEP]” £k f k& 8 2 FH - FH - 442 ER] T4 empty] 7R K~ GRUDNN ¢ » &4 i

P13 [SEPHEAFR L H o @ %&“n’iiﬁ*ﬁ"]{i«fi%é‘ B EL44 Rl "[PAD]” R EAE o

e &mﬁffk*mmﬁﬂWWﬁ#A& F00 KA L B o k2 by AL 53§ Batch
Normalization #3 ;2 k&7 & ] o

3w £

*FF g Bt fastText,word2vec :# + & -
ERAOEF > AP REY B RSP RE
M SEV RS e BRI RS o

F e £ A2 gensim Bk O B GE TR 1T A Wiz 2 word2vec £ fastText 2. CBOW ¢ Skip-gram #i3] » K,%
TRl R R R > B SR B T AT

AT S A5 B P EE 5 50 B3R £ 100000 > "R F H 6 ¥ o
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3.4 H3FH
3.4.1 BERT-DNN

B A& BERT + #4138 4 » #@ F HTML 802 34f i=a & & & & - B = (Company profile &2 Benefits
Job Description £2 Requirements) & 4 %4 » I k- i BERT > jgu* (95| L PR BLemim F 1 T % T2 e £ ¥ #K
2 feeoriddk & Pooling Kt k& H ARG E o %ﬁt”ﬁfg ;2 AMie B AR EY G
(concat) s g d e 2 % & B fF e A A f o

foted (AL (Title) 284 d o8 FAEHET B F RS STUAP R P R 2 k@I Ak

e

5151 Mean pooling 67 % o 18 FI3% AT chd fic o & 3B 4 st B AR TR IR 7l 1 0 i 4 o
Bs AP HTML = & 420+ 3 ST HOT - R 8~ 1 2% 2084 &3 H5 1 & (Output layer) % i
7RE 0 LRI ET o 2t HOA] I fEAc ] 32 °

Manual
Feature

Pooling
layer

Batch
Normalization
/ Embedding
/ Title Jayer

= o
Description layer
=
layer

Company
profile

J

—| BERT

Pooling
layer

# 3-2 BERT-DNN 53] 7 1 )
3.4.2 GRU-DNN
3 % Her BERT-DNN 4p it » 3 & 7 e cnBh o2t #8540 A 50 5 4 % T emie o £ 4031 2 & § <h
GRU %3~ & & ffc» fifAgsna (Title)R| AL 4k * 373 e v £ 403112 2 Mean pooling % # P~ 2 fi » KE 15 #-
A 548 pooling i vé s ¥ Description 14 i 3 Attention block i& 1735 ¥ < #73] 8 H4rF] 3-3 -
% Attention block 284 » H & & = ;2 5% Scaled Dot-Product Attention ( Vaswani et al. ,2018) =35 ;x » query &
Title en4 #x > @ key £ value P|_Description eh fico @ 3+ 5 {8 mﬁ;—l A TN Fend TR E R LR

Attention block mﬁ%] Ao AL HEAC ] 34
Feature Normalization
[ o e Frpg L[ Fiea | Ataon

_—
—7 o

=1 -
profile
Dense
Benefits \_’{ Embed '—-—l

] 3-3GRU-DNN 7 45 [l




Query

input
Title
Embed
Output
Key,value Dense
input \—1

Context /
Embed

B 3-4 Attention Block
35 WA= HE
d AP RO R A G ERBBRE DT TG ZRAEAT BT Y RE RS AT TEFETH DR
& 3 AF ondptR o D TR A G g LY ST (He & Garcia, 2009) » ¥t 24 ik * 7 TNR,Precision, Recall,
F-measure, Balanced Accuracy edp 1% % fir & H#-3] chs 2 o
B& AP G — B~ & 8 auR 7 4L (Confusion Matrlx) KEATHALHFLEELL P TRENOHEERE (£
3-2) AP FH LA~ True BIFR 2 B3] A48 5 & /e @ False Al F 2

% 3-1 ;R 7% 4&*£(Confusion Matrix)

Actual Positive Actual Negative

Predicted Positive True positive(TP) False positive(FP)

Predicted Negative | False negative(NG) | True negative(TN)
7L %k Johnson & Khoshgoftaar (2019)

@ Precision 3 #7% #073] f ] 2 i 4f @] (Positive) ® 3 % vt G E_1 mren(3t 3-1) 0 Recall R £ 78 3T E 7 T AL
e S P BOAIERIE AR enG § 5k B (5Y 3-2) o F-measure B E_% jg 7 Precision ¥ Recall 933 fo T i:vﬂz ] mﬁﬁ
AR P Recall shE £ 4 (58 3-3) o @ TNR PRI EGr& $30E 7 FTAlenf sgw P > HASERIE /2 50 b (50
3-4)# ié > Balanced Accuracy(3-5) | 2 _#- TPR £2 TNR it {7 T 357 ¥ (Johnson & Khoshgoftaar, 2019) -
b T 40T 2k A 7 (3-1-3-5):

Procision — 17
Tecision = o —p TFP (3-1)
TPR = Recall = ———
TRt T TP Y EN (3-2)

F (14 B?) x Recall x Precision
T measure = B?% x Recall + Precision (3-3)

TNR = v
“TN Y EP (3-4)
1
Balanced Accuracy= 5 % (TPR + TNR) (3-5)

4 BB
LIRHRTHE
AFE R TR TR B 5 EMSCAD (Vidros et al., 2017)  # 3L e B 47 % T 2 Workable ¢ Mr»i«:%& o B E P
% 2012-2014 & ch1 ivfn R 2 (JobAd) - ¢ &2 £ 55 17014 £ > 3572 1886 4 > 17880 4 F# o &
e et > RITH IR L b R R A BRI G R PR S A BRE 2P Fx?ﬂi o PR B X
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1T BREAE AR ok 4o

341 FRR R

Tl Wit A

it

$¥
hs

{231 (Title)

1R 2

3 78 i+ % (Location)

1 EEE T Ay i %

#R ® (Department)

\*]P\aKaKFmﬁl‘;,(ﬁ, "'K)

Frk # [Fl (Salary Range)

1 FF # F(ex:$50000-60000)

> 7 f§ 4 (Company description)

£ % html %4 2 7 #& (Company Profile)
R 1 ¥ it (Job Description)

BT BREE R F e

i% i+ & $(Requirements)

1 iFiE 8 f(ex:E 5 )

#8571 (Benefits)

B A BB R

z B (Nominal) % * #8457 (Employment type)

Ex: 2B~ OB~ 95

& 5% & F(Required experience)

Ex: g ¥ 4 ~

# Fr & F(Required education)

Ex# L sl - FlHrE

A ¥ | (Industry)

Ex:p ot ~ g~ IT

B4 4 ] (Function)

EXAER ~ 14 ~F 7 R

= e &3 1 17 (Telecommuting) F7F %> Bl 5 L(True)
2 # logo (Company Logo) %7 =& logo > Bl 5 1(True)
Bk B AL (Questions) FRIEWFF 28 B 5 1(True)
3% 8 (Fraudulent) 7 A4 4% 4 (label)

42 FRE e 3 AL
421 FHH T
AEE SR TS L 208 LEF TR S LY

1 ﬁ:rd]—,.,,\ B Pé;n’f B koplEEA Im?"'Lﬁ‘bJ Flpt A s 0.8 87 0.2 00 i eh jE k2R

g o

DGR i o B 2 2 (T 14,937 X o
% 1 £
PR R TR

m

G2t 5T R R R HCU A o AR 4R 3 Fold KEs A & 4 f (StratifiedShuffleSplit) o=

k3R 0 = Fold A B #3412 0.9 #7 0.1 0t bi 7 2 »
BRI L BOREETR E kR A g 4 0

ﬁj&‘ﬁ%\? /v\jgﬁ:wif—r—li’llt‘ﬁ’]f
FAE hd fodeo 4-2 -
ﬁﬁ?—% eff AE - AP gk * Random Under Sampling 7 2 (He & Garcia, 2009) - #-§ ##

TR ERLa A REL AR R R AR o JRORGE A R L SR R
# 4-2 & Fold F# & ¥ #ic

Fraud(Positive) | Legit(Negative) | Total

A sk A B o B
fOPVRIEE > 51 2R T
u](Negative) 3 4L 5 ficds %

Train(Each Fold) | 431 10323 10754
Val(Each Fold) 48 1147 1195
Test 120 2868 2988
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4.2.1 % F % KL

d 3t he FHEY égﬂg#z;&agm

A ERANEAL DT R AFLHEY 32978 2 L% F RS e
IP S RGBT AIT I o ik xis i & drk 4-3 0
3 43 % 39 AJLE b
< ‘?”F EIR TSP SE:d ‘Lﬁ“l FH)|
Required Skills: High level knowledge of: Red Hat Enterprise Linux and IBM AIX operating systemsRocket (U2)
UniVerse database technologyJBoss (WildFly) server technology. VMware and related infrastructure
technologiesStorage Area Networks and storage devices (preferably IBM)Basic understanding of: Windows Server
platformNetworking concepts — Layers 2 and 3 — preferred experience w/CiscoStorage transport protocols — iSCSI,
Fiber, FCoECloud computing — SaaS, laas, etc.
2 FFARS-EER PG b
Required Skills High level knowledge of Red Hat Enterprise Linux and IBM AIX operating systems Rocket Uni Verse
database technology JBoss server technology. VMware and related infrastructure technologies Storage Area Networks
and storage devices Basic understanding of Windows Server platform Networking concepts Layers 2 and 3 preferred
experience w/Cisco Storage transport protocols i SCSI, Fiber, FCo ECloud computing SaasS, laas, etc.
3?@_‘;’_.&5’ BT TR - iR R ‘Lﬁ et
[['required’, 'skills', 'high', 'level', 'knowledge', 'of', '[org]’, 'and', '[org]’, 'aiX’, 'operating’, 'system’, ‘[product]’, 'database’,
‘technology’, '[norp]’, 'server’, ‘technology'], ['vmware', ‘and’, 'related’, ‘infrastructure’, ‘technology’, ‘[org]’, ‘and’, 'storage’,
'device', 'basic', 'understanding’, 'of', 'windows', 'server’, ‘platform’, 'networking', ‘concept’, 'layers', ‘and', '[cardinal]’,
‘preferred’, ‘experience’, 'w', ‘[org]’, ‘transport’, ‘protocol’, 'i', '[org]’, '[org]’, 'fco’, ‘ecloud’, ‘compute’, 'saas’, 'iaas’, ‘etc]]

A3RBELVEFEILE

ARL IR B ARG AT 3 R4 F AV EA R R FIE KRB FRE > BB Y (R 41)
FRASF I o ERF R AR TR 28 Vidros etal. (2017) 474 O pLgh- X% etk &
BT 4 & s fodk 2 (Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test) k3 A3 i 23 i ulenL B> Hig e 8 540k 44

Total word number of text in company_profile_WordNum Total word number of text in description_WordNum

e

QOccurane percentage
Occurane percentage

a
a Jm.-_.
2 1w £ ES) ) 0 0 r9 =
Word nums Range Word nums Range

Total word number of text in requirements_WordNum Total word number of text in benefits WordNum

e -l

Occurane percentage

Occurane percentage

o1

nos

e A 0 hl—-
] 20

a0 o EY w00 50 20 20 10 50 0

) 0
Word nums Range Werd nums Range

Bl 41238 % H
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F 44 3 H B otk T
Wit Kolmogorov Smirnov Test | Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test
KA p-value K p-value
Company profile | Legit 0.8202 0.0 -21.08 1.17e-98
Fraud 0.5 2.94e-111
Description Legit 0.999 0 -4.44 8.93e-6
Fraud 0.9882 0
Requirement Legit 0.8566 7.43e-285 -9.309 1.28e-20
Fraud 0.7559 0
Benefits Legit 0.552 2.94e-111 74.272 1.93e-5
Fraud 0.5 0
‘$M’"¢$ LAE T o AR dd BRS R R Y G G LR kPl
A e3p ¢t SJ » o iz P Vidros et al. (2017)sF A 47 > B4 o 2 Logo 1 =7 TFH R b SR pb o @
EER b AT 543%  FEF K AP T AR e Ry Al T AR A €T
A3 G o PAFRFHE P TRELBRL TR S 4 BERSIFHERPEFT L7 TG 3 F
e Bfs w1 (TR R0y » AT > WIREZho @ ] b2 APt 2hi2 ch 5 7 6%t §3a B 2 ¢ Bk
Fo e

= # Logo i3 i 1 fezg B
Legit(%) Fraud(%) Legit(%) Fraud(%) Legit(%) Fraud(%)
4 82 27.7 4.2 7.5 44.86 38.6
& 17.9 72.23 95.7 924 55.13 61.37
B ITHFHER RS G 0 8 468 47 hA gt P T U e ApROT & E ] 28 0 4
P12

P E sl (F R AP

g lagsmTe

% A5 BoE Pt Gl L R

ﬂ’%§”$ﬁ$ﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁlﬁlﬁF%W ' iE

a1 [T;‘J rrn";lv?.f_:b s F)T]l}bjxﬁﬂ"",;;ﬁgﬁft&ul ﬁ»ﬁp&lﬁ'

SRS PR o

4046 F R bl

G unspecified | Some high school course work | High school vocational HS diploma
Legit 15.13% 0.08% 19.3% 1.6%

Fraud 15.69% 6.72% 37.21% 6.27%

%5 vocational Vocational-degree Associate Some college course work
Legit 0.66% 0.09% 3.01% 1.2%

Fraud 0% 0% 2.24% 1.34%

5l Bachelor Master Doctorate Profressional

Legit 52.83% 4.68% 0.33% 0.85%

Fraud 20.6% 8.07% 0.44% 1.34%

531

U S L S =

2P ER e w il

5 £ SRR A
F,Efnﬁ Gl T

’iﬁ» T 5 i) *”’%])‘ kB A A




F 47 1 T 55 ok B

53 %) Not Applicable Intership Associate Entry-level
Legit 10% 3.9% 22.21% 21.3%
Fraud 13.8% 4.06% 7.31% 43.4%
H 5 Mid-senior Director Executive

Legit 37.46% 3.55% 1.3%

Fraud 26.42% 3.65% 1.2%

433 A BEA A7
“$ TR R hEE| B AT ﬁ'%ﬁr‘ Er B TR RN E L Es T L ptheh
Prired 502 - BAF AR > A5 £ topic coherence score(U_MASS) k & % £ if § 01 J#kE -

The u_mass score for evaluating topic Model

-154

2.0

25

Topic coherence score : u_mass

—3.0

—35

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Topics Num

B] 4-3 2 &7 #-%] 2. Topic coherence score

Bl 4-3 % =4 b o AEHcE = > ehi T HCA| 97 @ o Topic coherence score. & JB] 4-3 ¥ @ 4 1 35 #cE 5 2,35 ¥
EFRAFHIIEA o d WAMKEE VA ERE BAAOAER G F BB T AER S BN G
Fol oo FRA P ERE D ARE 3175 B A AEKE o
44" RHEAN B # %"»3&%2 ERFRA

LIFEEEVAEY Ao B ERA AR RORES LR DR F AT LR - Al R kit
Fgﬁ’igﬁﬁ?%ﬂ?%ﬁ BRYCE DN B R £ AF SRR PR DR D
3Fold v 5% AL A o A AR RIS 4 SR RS 4R 256 MR A 4n e BT S 512 08
WA LR Dropout i 0.1~ E 4 v AER 1280 3% B ¥ PHBETH c AGET K EFR 0 WP £ E
# > BERT-DNN £ GRU-DNN # * 128 £ 256 i1 CBOW » t'E 504 R €256 522 512 5t - @ 5 7 @ L 2 AL
FRFAT A PRAES A KW RE R LA L 6407 LT EHIF - Lehfe i 4 0 A % Dropout
1 03 v FREEFTHS G RLRY B RY PR FEFTHDOUG > BRI S hF s
o Bl o RET R R RHCPNITT S A BT L 2 A R TR R HCHCI R B e B AL S ek 4-8 4 o

A

~o

B

e

1

,%F\

ml4
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# 4-8 GRU-DNN 2 BERT-DNN " di&

Test set(3 Fold StratifiedShuffleSplit )
Accuracy F1-score precision Recall TNR
GRU-DNN (%= 4¢) 0.8621 0.5822 0.4786 0.7694 0.99
GRU-DNN(#~ i%) 0.8253 0.6105 0.523 0.733 0.988
BERT-DNN(4~ 4;) 0.7874 0.435 0.3334 0.6277 0.9837
BERT-DNN(#- i) 0.7876 0.4197 0.3141 0.6333 0.9839

mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ?éﬂcmuomq_%W&uéﬂaﬁa»ﬁ@aﬁﬂﬁ4iﬁ
Hoeed 79 5 5%k > fp ot BERT-DNN R E02 F P A e o % 1 2R b it S 8P B4 > AT g &2 4
=y (Vidros etal., 2017) =73/ s es B & 4 -3 (Random Forest)rt i o o »d L5 {4145 % BB FA S 7326 > &
PR R TR B RS SR AR B R R R Z BRI R kAo d 49
% 4-9 iE A7 A A U R

All DatSet
Accuracy F-score precision Recall TNR
GRU-DNN 0.9733 0.7713 0.649 0.9686 0.9986.
BERT-DNN 0.9436 0.5976 0.4384 0.9394 0.9973
Random Forest 0.8269 0.4098 0.282 0.751 0.9028

™
S

L 49 ¢ ¥ iR F 2 BERT-DNN 2 2 GRU-DNN 47t Vidros etal. (2017)4 * ¢ j2 2 £ B & 45 - &
A gt %Y GRUDNN thi it BERT-DNN &4 » wedtsh ™ it &85 ~ #5573 I § B - 4 > BERT
based ~ ;# % pre-trained FA fLPF A § B L F 3 IE%F;“ PR AR > k18 4 & fine-tuning HER) PR RGER S 35 AR 2
PR Rl FI AP ERE 5 K FREIFEFREY M A RIHcP IR - B ST
[ERAY S A B
S.5mBdik
5.1 %%
4IRS P B 2 PR A A i BT B R R B R e T 2
?ﬁﬁi’ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@mﬂowﬁﬁ&l% $pgtmems > RG2S A RET 1T E REF
S BARpE A A EaEAr > BHERAT P TR P RABUEDE R o A A R T RIEGY AA R EGRY
Fou B AL R RV AN R A BRAT > & B E S BATR SRR Y o B 3] Vidros ¥ 4 2% 2017 & Fpk 0 g
Bodn FiT Rl e AL B EMSCAD A i brR FC S it b 0 SRAT T 7 ARE o
EAFETFRALIETHORPAL? BT IHEYBEEY O ZRFER F AR FAEY Bk
R o AT E FREY |3 fEH7] % # BERT-DNN & GRU-DNN % &2 » i 4 * EMSCAD 7 # &
KL F AR ETRELVRLE - '*,4rt THERN RO FER AP TR BEA YR Y FARILS E
¥ 7 A 3EH57] LDANER 2 57K token 3 A4¢ 42 4 B 2 ki F AT » TR R AP B R HA S ok o
AEF s = AR R GF T FEK EHONER S > ARSI SR Y o F IR A JER D T
WA T O BV A A B o e IR N E 2 TR 5N 2 T S £ (pre-trained )pF e
TORR e oo #5k BERT-DNN Zitdc i iplenit 4 2 2 2 GRU-DNN © F]pt A kFT 5 2w 7 fidoim 41 % 2%
o B ForTRITAE A B TR AR IR R TR -
527 % 41
AR R e e Ay e L 3 ETE R eNR 4L > e d 3P EMSCAD TR B E kA E Y o BREZ ToEie
A AP 2 TR DA R e ¥ d N FRAY L E O BFEF T AL WA g FH R rﬁ:%rip*
R AT AFRFIFTHY 2T HEONMA Y I E L EAOTHENE FRBE R 2 E R

s 3
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i APERFEROTHR R EEARTHREEFE DN 7 5 AREA 2SR Y L ERETMEAL - P s
AT B BRI AR TR FI R e TR Bk
gk o d 3t AR F 0 e BERT-DNN 053] S8 i ~ 0 FIob G UOBEEA] PR/ 1K i PR Re & Ry -
S53ARFLEER
* KA 7 hie 7 EMSCAD FAL & ch F I aJLpr > ¥ 45 % { iR %737 > 2 (BPE, WordPiece %) &k g2 45 F ~
?L@ﬁié?%i?&yw&”ﬁp FHEABIRTRD B RAIE FRMA A BN R g AR
=& 3??""‘%3‘?"]%?] Lz et aed ORI AR o Ft o fe AR BUHCA] S AL i & B et AL chi A
GE o BEA %Eﬂ"?#ﬂr}ﬁﬁ W2~ o
EPEFTHHE =G 0 AR T S350 E2 7 (Vidrosetal. 2017)3 e FE Ap B A 47 5 % K7 H# 0 7
PAKFET R HIFER L BB SRS A 3T Ry 2@ gy 22 (Joint learn) k e & 07 Adp 3 iE
g ORIAE IS P ehde b 4 o
AT RN EHE? > GRU-DNN ¢ 15 2 A £ RiBL 7 $RE L T E A > BERT-DNN A 8.7 5 S8
i A ERAMAE RRE - HARFEL V- HFEHA T RPAFREREY 2 bR EE Y LR &
dogp * T A 3T AV EE 2 07 CNN, Transformer % f24-pr 45328 6~ 5 # * Network compression p* g $o s &k
FOWAFERES c ART R S e k22 - B RL DR EFHAR K
6. 3“«‘{,’ < 1;&
LRI A
104 * 4 g7 (& p &) - 104 %Uiéﬁé >4 o & p ¥ B p o https://www.104.com.tw/area/104safety/pl.cfm
pH KRB (R W) mp Y o P IS AT R B L o A R B T https://job7n3y.bola.taipei/#
T ok$pF(2019) - A BERT# 7 A2 S AT P ERFERAY R SR EFFn1 i mL%2 -
q_;FJ:TT(2019) AL PR REE R RS LSTM BAFER PM25 ER 2 b c Wz S A F 71 /s
ERIER TR
*7e7(2018) o 1% 5 HOEHCAIR - CNN fr LSTM 5 # e p - WRIEL HAARAZR - N2 FEFLH
1ARE AL H S e
ME (2019 A EF R F A FREFRXARFE 2L A Ew 2 FHMB-F2? LA FF1£F tplamhz -
Frlafh(R 109 & 7 7 12 p ) BHE 2 KB > BHPATFEIL G TR S W BERAT o B AATHR R o A 109 £ 7 7
12 p » B~ : https://udn.com/news/story/7320/4695705
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