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D
o Top 1000 Top 3000 Top 5000 Top 10000 Top 20000 Top 30000 Top 50000
=—=TF-IDF ==—FastText =——FastText + FFNN BERT =——BERT + FastText
19 2: BaselineE 7} Al EAE0] JFH| L 218 =
¥ 1: Baseline= 7} A2 D=2 A ®
. TF-IDF- FastText: FastText + FFNN- BERT-
Top 1000- 1.3022%- 1.2593%. 3.5646%: 0.7898%-:
Top 3000~ 3.8233%. 4.2049%. 12.4013%. 2.2839%.
Top 5000~ 5.4406%.: 6.4461%.: 20.7257%- 3.6926%-
Top 10000~ 8.4968%: 12.4013%. 33.2764%: 7.4280%:
Top 20000- 18.0283%- 23.6286%: 50.3735%: 15.5176%:
Top 30000~ 19.8835%- 34.6425%.: 63.2657%: 23.0736%:
Top 50000+ 22.8148%: 53.5326%: 79.9360%- 40.7044%.
Top 100000~ 30.0809%: 93.8527%- 98.1857%- 89.2423%.:
Total 100.0000%. 100.0000%- 100.0000%- 100.0000%-
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24.4610%-
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