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Abstract

Track public opinion of drug safety and from online media news is beneficial to the health de-
partments and pharmaceutical companies judging public opinion and making decisions quickly,
accurately and efficiently. The medical news from December 25, 2012 to April 29, 2015 from a
medical network is obtained by the Octopus collector. After data cleaning and manual selection,
the experiments data are 5667 medical news including 8 categories of drug safety topics. The Ha-
doop platform and Naive Bayes classification algorithm are used to track drug safety topics. The
research results show that the Naive Bayes classification algorithm based on Hadoop platform has
better accuracy, poor recall rate and the best overall model when the F1 value is 0.57.
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1. 5|8

TR, SH4MARNFMABRES, MR, maEE. BA%. XS imnsEsoad &
FHOEARIE AE 2 B AT, ShEE DBOREZ IR TRASGHE, 77 TS A RIVEE . e
HEES A S AR VIR . RO IIGEE R, B 5 AR AREE RS 25 . Bhoh, (5 AR
2 B RPN A (1], PRSI E T R B B Sall. AiRkERH, &
90% ) 24 ih 2 A SR S AR B & NI ROR (2], BRIk, 3B VI 206 KR 25 i BB 5 B AT ib 3
FERAGWURME D, EPIERE BRI M. WO, R EAERES. AR AR, FREASES . Hdk
SRR R, BT IR S5 S EAC B LR ANHAE, oA RO BN 24 il 22 4 B 7 2R 1
H . Hadoop SR WIEARE, M 70 KEHHEEATLE MR . ik, ASCHIT 7 5T Hadoop
2 e B T R AN 0%, SEBL T 29 e AR BRI 7 58, RS BB 7 SR BE ST, XA
Ja B SR AT [ 3]

2. IR

R I (475 2 [ 24 it SR WA AR e A bR B0kt b, SOEIER A SOl 25T K8l R 409
URA DR B A SR BEAT 24 i WX 2% SRS T 7T, A9 1 17 24 PR 28 SRS RS . KT LR 51 3 3R, X BURFR 1 e
BEALER ., BARIRIE . bk AR EE IR TR LA .

OS5 S SENLRE R SEN LR B 16 DL SENUAR B HOR ,  BE PR il REUE ¥ A SR K VAR B, 10 R
A7 W JEE P X U AF 7 AT R 2 AR A (R IR B R RR 2 (A I TR AT 7 RARRORIT T, 43 k) 5 35 A AL X fE AL
FAALIRE IR AR BUR & Z0E R AR R, W TEUEE R B RERE, SRR E
PRI RR R, ARG, RIS RAFAE A G WP SRR A 2 IR T, AR 3R 2 i B
WHHT S s BE A RE B AAZRSR, LR R e 4 it

K BERE[ 6 A5 K EHE I AR SGHOAR ST NBUR I SR I v, I HL BABRATT B SR S B T TR R B AR &t
XL HEAT A B SR BIPED IT, VAN R B A A AR, x4 A I AOR B 78 56 35 BURF I RE B8 1 0
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TS SCIR AT R RO I, A 7 I BUBURF I RE RS |10 B i R Hh A R AT AT
PERIS5 8 .

AR T 1R ] SCHR IR I 0 77 QR ER T AT 5000 T SR R S P R B U AR, Afkdls AR AR
VR4 S T 8 2R iR AR SR TR ORISR S I 1o FRATT I SRR T 5% AP ) B R 9000 L ok
AN REEII TR, A3 T SR A RS I GN IR L, 45 L ] B AR SR S R B ST 1A
iy AT DUN R S0 ROR A AT IS I TR I S5 4 ie .

FRMESE 8152 1 — et X o R i A (R g AT 7 WA I PR 759 s oxeh PR A F R R Al 1 AT 9
ZEp: 50 S R S AR SR R SO 2 A Y LR B R R SRR S IR R T AR AR, JRR B t /N2
Ky BEIZHGE/N .

P RINLO 1 o 58 A Atk 1t B PR AR I ] P BN 3R S8 L RS I S AR SR BORBEAT 1T TE, Rt T P R AR
REORAFAE S B BT T T35, A5 1 AT DUR AT SRS T A S AR a3E 4T 1% REUAS: M0 F) 7 3l HE X I8 R R A
FAF MR, RS KR INZINE M S IR B 85%, IR ATIAR] 75%, HHAMIEAHELL, K
BUAVE BT T 14%HI4538

i BRI M A B T 24 dh 5 B I BUR ER A Y 5 B A R Z AT B BEIT, Wk 1 P
s (HAXT T Hadoop (124 fy %2 4= B 1) U FBUBR B AR Y 5 SR Ik Fe LD, AR S, B & Ar e 2
HITIBIE 7T, ZRSEERIT 25 T Hadoop (124 i % 4 SR (1 10 BLER B S 71 5 Bk

Table 1. Relevant research literature on drug sensation topic tracking

= 1. AREEESRERE X TR SO

BHRA RN SEER
- SRR SCHR . T REOHE R G I Ed A0 S 0334T 24 i I 4 BRLE 1 4 (4]
i

SERPUN B SR CIIRA . A RREHIET R E S (6]~ [7]

BUR R EERIE ARG R, W TS RIFIMERIE; SRR TE R UL, MR,
Rixp s SEEBRSL RO AL I BB R A TR A S IR ST, AR R EIR T T T R A [5]
TR RBAA R IR, EFHRH SIS Rk

S AL RIS | JRERRFAIE e T R ORI J5 [9]
FIii.
BRI 9 5 B R AT TR I B 77 ik [8]

3. ET Hadoop Fn#hZE NIHErEYIE R ER ERAR R
3.1. ISR ERERE AR

T A ERER (Topic  tracking) ¥ A BT AFE Bl AATTE L A8 AR 2 A1 (1 A 22 145 B Hp 2 531t 8 280 0 0 e o 3
AW HER I ERES, IREEANTRNGEE. R FAME: 158, LEEANFIFMZ0 N R
52 RERMEA . FAE, IR R MR R &R 5 R, 8 AW, BRI DL ke 5. HRiE, T
B[] B AR Dol , i 25 R TR AR R PE B R0, G B AT AR AR AE R, 90— e SCEE T
M — R . TEEA IS R ER AR — TR AT AR, TERZFERMEE A, 006 R 2
Kk,

3.2. FMRIUHHTS

k2R DL 77 2K (Naive Bayes, NB)SLik+ 70 il 1, A 5 SCBl; AR VUM ) KRR a8 s Resb e
o /N, e AT LR AR B 22 AN 2, SR AT DA IS BEAT ISR, X TS RIBEE BB A, B
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LHWH T ORI RATFN R DU (NB) 70 SRR 9 24 i 2 2 B 5 ALK 70 R A5 TR ) b
2o FALER 2 Ja R SCASK IR AN IS 0 452K, ARG A5 0 3 SRR > SCAR RN, IRl AT, e JE Al
PR 73 4 S AU XS A R 2] o

T2 2 AR S R, AT DA AR 3 DU (NB) 73 28 S0E (K0 SR — 20— 5 S I 24 i 22 4 BT SR
o2, R SEILZY dh 22 4 B TR R A BRI . (EL ol T 24 22 A BRI AR S B ORI EE R 55
e ACE A LA AL 24 i 22 4 B A5 B A BRER

3.3. &F Hadoop BYFP R DIMHHT 4> 2

Hadoop 1EN—AEEW A RS EHE1IF Gt I 1, el i X 24 5 22 2 BUE 5 BT /A i AN Ab 3,
REMEAT RS im B AL BEACR . ARSI SRR AR ] T MapReduce, RJ PASEA R4 kb 2% DU20r 4328
Bkt 24 e A EAE R 25RE 1. BE ) MapReduce, HALE Map fil Reduce, & 56H ] Map eR%E
BB R G B AT IE VA, A5 TR M Reduce #HATEIE N T, SSIUEIE & IE, SR RLEER; Hit
A LAk > B HE R B, R S EE A B L . A HoAiE 3 T Hadoop (124 i 22 4 B 175 R s A 1Y
H5HEE, SRR 2 e A B BV ERER o ARIE ST 24 e A B SR R RDE LR R L AN SIS
RUR R S BN KRR AT ISR, M AR 43 2828, TR T2 b 22 4 B A5 B 1 70 SR A #E A H

4. T NB #1 Hadoop HIIERAIRERE 3%
4.1. THEINE R ME G

AR RN R DL 37 3% e i v B S MR R R 2% P S T X 24 22 4 BRI L Y 2 2%, BvE bt
AU AR T AR R SORIAE SN R h RO EEB, RISEIGHEZR P (a) = 2K a FOCREEBUEA
PR AR FIREA B SRS B TSR A 30 JE 0 o R A 28 S v 2% 3 T A SO b H I g o B e v
In—2Z MFE AR TR S G B S A B R REE RS Gt B A SR e BRI AR 4R PR

Step 1: DocOfClassMap: REUYIZRARE A Gi vt I 2R R A B s A28 R Sl 3, At
S HIR B TR, IR HdE #% <<class doc>, wordl word2 ..>, FJEFIHI<EH, HERSGEE X,

Step 2: DocOfClassReduce: X EUESEATIEIA M P73 F 24750, X 2R — IREIASe AT A, RS 1HEAT
PUHR, M SR AT BT

Step 3: GetPriorProbably (String docNum): 4 A IREE R FLIOMER, ZE & R AU H A 2K
RSCRSLE S B, RISREGHERE P(a) = 28 a T SCRE S B0/ RIS AL I REAS I SCRS 8

Step 4: GetConditionProbably (String wordCount): AR#E iR ERAE R H R M2, s im it it
SRAE S SR P AR LR SRS I R G T N — AR SR A RN ) S GBS AN A R S
T A B
4.2. BEERR

AT R

Step 1: #ATM4 -

cd /usr/local/run

hadoop fs-rmr/jobs/naive_bayes

hadoop fs-mkdir-p/jobs/naive bayes/input/data

#ilE NAHE Excel SCHFFRTE H %, b A% Excel S3CHFF] hdfs
hadoop fs-put 8 /~25 5] xlsx/jobs/naive_bayes/input/data/
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hadoop fs-mkdi-p/jobs/naive_bayes/output

Step 2: TRALEEHHE .

ParseData.parseTrainDataset (dataOrg, trainData);
ParseData.parseValidateDataset (predictOrg, predictData);

Step 2.1: parseTrainDataset fEHT Il ZR4E .

Step 2.2: parseValidateDataset f# AT 40 1E%E o

Step 3: £ Hadoop “F&FIFHEIEVIZ SRS, Fim R,

BayesClassify.main (new String[]{trainData, docNum, wordCount});

Step 3.1: DocNums_Map: & 4% 7k Mapper, 3= 2L I 2R 40 %5 280 44 (125 : DocNums_Reduce:
4k 7K Reducer, RN HE X Reducer, FEV BRI R S H A reduce BREL, SEILGT I ZREE &2
SO ] I G RN SR LR SO R

Step 3.2: WordCount Map: Zk7& Mapper, SZHU Il 2R3 %18 1)i25: WordCount Reduce:
4k 7K Reducer, SZHLXTIIZREE % 280 N iliB i [ I Gt A28 M iaiEscE .

Step 4: % FERU MR SCRBEAT 43300, i BRSO R4 R .

Step 4.1: WordMapper: Zk7k Mapper, SZHU IR AE RIS & SR ARG 125 s WordReducer: 4k 7k
Reducer, SR AR 2045 % 200 N )G I IF G it B 2K N lEE R

Step 4.2: DocOfClassMap: i AKCER K, W #% :U<<class_doc>, wordl word2 ..>, &
HashMap < String, Double > classProbably N5t 36 % ; HashMap < String, Double > wordsProbably A% {4
M=% . DocOfClassReduce: G Jj4rt, Z4ME=R 5 KIS i 58 5 tempClass 11 tempProbably .

Step 4.3: GetPriorProbably (String docNum): 115 /EIHERE, ZEHAS KRBT E RN KM SO E S 2K F
i T EE A

Step 4.4: GetConditionProbably (String wordCount): 5 2 M2

Step 5: FIFANR R E LRSS, HEIRMTER.

Step 5.1: OriginalDocOfClassMap: 15 JF AP SCRS 7328, 132150k 20 K200, Reduce: THHEAFH
WILETE LT &N SEA WL SR

Step 5.2: ClassifiedDocOfClassMap: 12HX 2 DU 11 732K 85 70 J5 5 1 45 S k4 <Doc, ClassName HE%>,
F ¥ H A4k ~<ClassName, Doc>T3%, Reduce: 1515 H & MHHr4r235 5 5N SEE MRS SR,

Step 5.3: GetEvaluation: F|H BT IFANFabR PAN S

5. IR SER A
5.1. SEHgIH

SEEGIE . ARSCTE PC EB A BRMARIA S,  DLARIE 5 2 RGN RAEAT o SRR AL E : Intel
(R) Core (TM) i5-5200U CPU@2.20GHz 2.19GHz, WA7 12.0 GB, #MAAFAETELL 500 Go SLIRFR AR 15 «
Be1E R4 Windows8. centos7.3 1, Java 3535 JDK1.8, /& I.E: eclipse, Hadoop iz /A hadoop2.7.6.

PRI 7ESCAR S, PR — AN D E TAE, ARSCRAREHi 2 (Precision) A 5] # (Recall) Fl
F1SRPPAN G R ER (R, HL R AR e SCR:

Precision: P =TP/(TP + FP).

Recall: R=TP/(TP + FN),

P FI R (I FI-F34): F1 =2PR/(P + R).

TP ARG iH I N 150 A0 DU 23 S A I O T & AN A (1SR E H (BB XS & A4 26
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IERRISCRSH); FN 2R A0AR TR 00 T A& R E IR L S5 RIEFIROEH s FP /245 I 7 2R45 31 (1
AR SHF LS R IR .

5.2. SEROHHE

R ASCRIR )\ TCR R B2 25 NIE R 24 I 3R HL 9888 2 I 24 4 IR Ay 2 W B4 Vst i 488 1) S e e 4
B F e B B S S 2. BT R AR T DL ARSI SO B AR K ek I 8 JR2 i %
LU EAE S 5667 BN R S B . T LAMC A SEIR BRI A i O 2 FroR. IFRI A ARy
W BORBEAT SCAR I TALEE, X5 AT 5 S JE s SRR RO R, e 4T B I8 FH FR TR

Table 2. The experimental data categories of manually labeled

F 2. FILARCHISEREIEL

5 TR S

A1 377 it K
1 2 500 i A
%R 3 511 2y kL
i/ 4 635 2y
i 5 936 2 i
i 6 1073 P H

T 7 1681 i re
T 8 54 2y ik

5.3. ERRER
¥ FRBARAAE A NN EE T NB A1 Hadoop M1l BB ER FLv%, HSLER4E Randk 3 fis:

Table 3. The test results of topic tracking based on NB and Hadoop algorithm
Fz 3. 7T NB #1 Hadoop BYIERR IR EREENINLE R

e i Precision (%) Recall (%) F1 (%)
T 1 2yt 54.0 42.6 47.6
1 2 il ey 373 56.2 44.9
1 3 2y L 66.6 42.3 51.8
148 4 Zimi 56.1 59.9 57.9
148 5 24 i o 21.6 52.6 30.7
158 6 P H 95.0 3.5 68.3
1R 7 gy 14.5 85.1 24.7
1 8 Zifmik 92.4 19.1 31.6

average 54.7 45.2 37.0

H17 3 W1, & Hadoop T~ &5 BYAR 2R VUM 70 VA RENS 14T IF RENS SELINRAE A I 1R 702K . (H
MR K SL IR 45 AR W], AR DU (AR SC Sl O BE 77, BIVRS B BEAR N A2y s TR 90 A A O S 481 D
J1, BRI AARRT L2 HARAF 2 adR, B F1 AR AR e B AR 0.57 b, RIAERE 4.

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2019.911230 2050 THEAURF 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2019.911230

HKICH AE

6. 5RIT

Bt 90 205 1) R A PR AT B, 5 et S A R R AT AR B AR BN C,  TD6 KE M M2 45 2
48 N CHTHCEEE AR 7 24 it 22 42 B ¥ 77 SN 2 2 AN R 2 SERREES TAE 755K, il Hadoop Jufif th K &4
AL BRANAE fif 1) SR 1A 28 AR . A SCUABR 2538 I B, N ARG SR DU 2 9 328, /£ Hadoop
S LA AR ER UL T 500 24 dh 2 AT AT IR, BEOREAS T B MRCR, (B IE TR ER T L
RIHERE A . A [l 2 LR AT X 5545 F1AH

E&WE

THAREIEIE S (NZ17083), EFAES AL TEEIH (17XGL016), 2017 TR ERIKFHMM T
HEEEBTEENR(TERK[2017]119 5), FEHER KZE SERERTHE .
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