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Abstract

E-commerce review data mining has practical application value for improving operational efficiency
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and user satisfaction. Addressing the characteristics of massive e-commerce reviews being collo-
quial and fragmented, and the shortcomings of traditional keyword matching methods such as in-
sufficient semantic understanding and obscure topic model results, this paper proposes a struc-
tured analysis method that deeply collaborates with a pre-trained language model (PLM) and a
large language model (LLM), constructing an automated process from unstructured text to struc-
tured decision support. This method uses BERT semantic extraction, principal component analysis
(PCA) dimensionality reduction, and K-Means clustering to obtain representative samples for each
topic. These samples are then used as a small set of examples and input into the DeepSeek model via
prompt word engineering, helping the LLM accurately adapt to the characteristics of e-commerce re-
view expressions and improving the accuracy of question extraction and structured output. Exper-
imental validation based on the Amazon product review dataset shows that this collaborative method
outperforms traditional baseline methods in clustering quality, question extraction accuracy, and
structured output performance. Its output can directly provide data support for e-commerce oper-
ational decisions and have significant practical value.
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1. 5]

HraprEs T, BWETE BNz OHETREE, HFPWRefEHN UGC (User Generated Content, FH &
AN R IR L AR, AR R EE IR S 2 Y IR, R R R A A R R
WU E YR R OB R UR 1] BEE RIS O R 5Kk, B—R s BT DB KR, XK
VR HA S H)3E 5 2 RE, TN T HXE URIR IR . — R R OURRHIE, HRWER 2 1~3 1)
Wi, BAR SRR /b (P34 8~15 AN, 1 SUAE S BEIRAR, AN BE SOBCE i b, & HERAE L
BRI R S8 FHEAGHAE, PR 2 R H W S3RIE, BHVEIEELAW, FAAERESS . G &
A, HEaESE FEE @ a7 REVRICIE R &), SRR GRIR S ZTE R T, MUK
WAL O TE o IXERHIE(E1S NI E ARG WA TEIR T RE TR AL O R M gs Ml i A &, BN
FHL T A At A 12 8 R OB P K

A R PRI 20 M 7 N IR o AT O I R 56, R ELAE DU 25 A0 VT I, HE AR 2 K
B AT R A5 B35 2 5 TN VL AL B IR Se i, 51 Wik A TF-1DF (Term Frequency-
Inverse Document Frequency) 4 & il i X OB i 1a] B S i) @R 1 [2], IR R AU A2 2 RTTRHIE, 8
X PR IS . Attt R, HMEDLE SIS E R Z AR . S B T RCR W
3751\ LDA (Latent Dirichlet Allocation)&5JG i B 3= U AU g VR e 3 /UK B, s3I & B 246 15
YN[3], HIZETTVEEE TSR %, RIS A ST FREX 4 ERG, MR E hFEE
G5 BOR BRI AR ST N R I, ML E RO N B AR R, 5 RR N AT R, SRR, T
FRE ML ANER DU 355 AL Gl 28 2 S A A 1R 47 I8 40 28 T 025 B T S B4 R P 4l L DA 2 1 P v
HRHTE UKAF R R, IR AT R 055, M LA A2 1 L 23 #5245 F A i o X 75 oK [4]

T4k, LA BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers) L3R 1) Il 4515 = 45 7Y

ik
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(Pre-trained Language Models, PLM) P4 2 ki 5 15 7 (Large Language Models, LLM)FIHGE K E[5], AdEL
T SCAR TR 1T R AR . PLM B4 08 KM BN SOE XFRIREE ST, WA SRR A i RS VPR o SO R B
FHEAME A TR0 8, & RO IRIRZ1E 2 K LLM WZEAS Bl B S5 R4k A o7 Tt 3 4 %%,
REM SR HME G LML AN R AR . T LRI AL 5, AR PLM 5 LLM BRI B R V8
il SR AT ik, RIER SRR B AMES, o0 TTEkEss: (1) M8 PLM + LLM B[R s Hriifs, @
it K-Means ZEEIRITFARACEMAEA, W HAR N D BERGIBNSER LRSI T LLM 4k, SEIAIESS
P VTR B2 A1) AR 2R 10 B B s (2) 4@ J0 I B 58285 S M A i Hh ) T R PR vl F P, BRI
TRAS: (3) BT SRIGIHIE PCA PRAEM RS M S0 a, SRt nr M) TR T %,

2. XTI
2.1. BTSRRIz

P DAL P A2 (A% O FARLE T H P S A5t ROk HE U FE P e s, i D04 ™ il 5 iR 55 4R Ak ke
FARYE . FHAE T 2 LIS IO R VI R, 383 P 0 PR HEAT T8] 52 8 i 1), B0k R g Sk
BB, TeRoE AR N AR [6]. RiJa, SRBEIASET . MWD ECSE VAR M R R
i, FLSCBUfT R THEERCRE R, (B E A AR B S U RGN R AR, DU g AL
RS PEF IS St. NIRTP T BSERERE, #8230 0F 70 51N U RS PR SCAS AT e M 3 U B
A ZIITFAE—E R Ll 7 N TR R, (H b T p PHE SO W BUE . RIBkER, £
R SR BT PP AEAE A7 A RS X EEAN R A5 IR, A R MK, XE DL EL RN Dy m] R
RIS . SR, BUA HR AR o) L2 0 T3 V28 1 SRR AR IR S 5 45 SR S5 K A /K1 T T AT A7 W 8
eIt

22. XEBURTEDFEGZE

o OB SUER TS A S TIURE ) R A1) 5 43 8 SR, A SO VR TR HOAZ O AT IR . AR B
ESPEAY . TF-IDF i3 AN e e 38 2 a4 E, Z0ETE Ik . Word2Vec 25 f A4 il [ S A 7Y B B 0 3 412
AL 1) o A 25 SURFAE, (EBRZ BN SCRAIRE ST, ME LGRS — 1R 2 SORIE LB U355 [7]. LSTM (Long
Short-Term Memory, KA HHICIZMZS) . BILSTM SR S5 2% 3] J7 v BRI FE 1 T SO, (EBEZY Il 2R 4 it
KEFREEIE, HrTEREPESS . MBS M, 76 F RS A SO VPR 20 Hh S A2 BR8]

2.3. MINZGESEREEBRTTHNA

DL BERT JfR& M PLM, X bR SRS K BHE RIS, w78l A ORI EE
N, BB F R PRI R RS SORER B U BREE B, TEVFIR AT A AT 55 h R A T 4% G2 777 [9] -
FUPREU RS SCRRAETE 75 S 4 N TARTE, W BLAE N T AR S50, & FiC F RS VR IR bR i BOAS =1 13% 55 - BERT
BRI, [CLSIM & Al SAE ) s RN % OBk, e & PR UM AR R UER, é
We FEL RS VPR SO L B SORZEIIRSAE, (HIUAWEFEH, PLM 75 HURS A SCAR VPR A B R 17/ R PR, o
HIK[CLSIH & N 4EE Lk, SaETIREEEWS, AU RIS, 450 Rty RT510
FEIE, MR TT B — 0 58 #[10].

24. KBSHEBEXAEHESTHINA

BEE RIE SRR A R B AR RE ) BRI AN BRI, AR SOR G T AR 55 R S 32 3
2O, NP S AR T . LLM BT A TR AN, af ARG R Ak SO A
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ok
REFT

HUSEAR . RAMES:, FAEBEDT . nRREREIEW SR . RS s0h, LLM O AT~
v B PR VRIS B AR RO YRR I GN AT 5%, RERE A U 1B A RIS & Rk i I [ 11] . (HAER
FEAR AN AL/ T R 5 BB 2w 22 . R, BT LLM SRS H0E R HEFFERS A, B4t
HHF PR 2 P AR R s T SR, A DLIE O R KB S i e R . RS i A AR MR
il (Few-shot Prompt)#2 7+ LLM T IERLHE[12], (HIE LR 53R TR A& 20 A fF 3Tt
THE BRI A e85 25 (0]

3. &

AL G PR SOARE fUAR T[] HE RS AR S5 M AL 0 BT PLM A LLM IR FE U FAEZE, i K-
Means RIGRIVREBMEREA, F A /b B il N 2R TFE (Few-shot Prompt)#ii A\ LLM, ik LLM HE 47
HiE TC RS VTS I ZRR R A, B R T AR FE [F) RIS I I HERA M . HEZLAZ OO B 1B UROR(PLM) RoR
ZARAL(PCA, Principal Component Analysis, 38473 #7)« P18 38 58 28 5 AR M AR i B (K-Means) |
Few-shot Prompt H4% 15 il 45 # L 4L SULLM) DU KB Bt . B0 B NSO IR SCARSE & X = (), &
BERT %ifi% 5 PCA [44E45 538 U NAEFE Z 5 i#id K-Means 2E BRI B R EREA, BAREE
FEAA )9 Few-shot Prompt =B LLM, 515 LLM K5k >11%38 B P8 I i) BUERE 5 20 S, 52 %,
SRVFR I SRS 32, AR S, BB ARSI R .

3.1 ETFMINLZIESERIBENRT
NIERHE R PR 5, RA BERT AEATE RS, 1ICAREL T, (1) - MEEFIFR x JeiEiT o)
Wl RBRERRR A R BT AL, JE N BERT #5715 3 BRBOR A5 5 R«
H, = fo (%) e RV,
Ho L NFPPIKEE, o NFRAERE . BAERR, $REL[CLSI & M B 1E AP A Z0E X RoR:
h=H/ " er?,

[CLS] & Al @& #E 5 PRIR 4 e b SGE S, BB RHE i VR PR ZEE L SRS s, S

B R I[CLS] M i, T B AARIE SCR IR F B«
H=[h;h,;h ]eR™.

3.2. T/REEMLL: PCA R4 SR AN

E%F BERT [CLS] M & 1= 4ETU RS M in) i, KA PCA Xl CRIRHREREAT B4Rl SEBE X
FAENE JE 51+ 5 RS () T4 . BARSZELELFE SE X0 768 4E[CLS] i &4 ME# AT bR AL AL BR(AME N 0. HE R
1), VHERENN; FHIE PCA Byt B 250, SRIFFHMEE -S4 &, EE07 Z ik Bt b
5 84.75%M LRy, W diE AR PR B 128 R4 T30, S EIRALS BB SURNFRFE Z -

Z =HW, e R™,

Hor W, I RT d AN 32 R R BRI B RS A R o T8 I R B 7 22 SRR IR 2 R A3, PCA RERS 7E BRI 4E 2 (1) )
PR RS, AR SCHIE PR EAR 4R 25 0] A S ISR 4, N R S RS M R (I T b ) o Jk il . e &8
FERE G TR Z FFE.
3.3, B ASK RIMEHEAIER

A LLM ] Few-shot Prompt #Js2 $& 4t & B 7~ ], 7535 T PCA P45 1 128 k15 XU NHRE 2 R H
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sar

5

K-Means SEBEAT JC B IRR, Reil UL PRI R 70 A — F: % . K-Means AITEAL H A5 N f MEFE
AR B LT T R 22 Z AN

N 2
min$ |
i1

Horb 2, WA T R PPIREVIRGEROR,  y, e {1 K} NIBRAREE,  p, XS RIAE ARG D  N O isE REEFERL
TR I E AR ZE, AR SCAE P s [X (8] P9 48 R B AR ek, I DLRR B8 R B e KA 9 i Bk ) -
K" =arg mngiIhouette(Z, K)

IR L E B R 5, 0 BT PRI A% O 17 RIS D7 BB . WU ICIE A D A R 55
Foft o BRI E UG , W HUERAR v BR B % PO BRI 4 SRR SCRIEFI R R R Ay AR AR A AT 15y Few-
shot Prompt 77, 79 LLM S35 i A il BRI A 55 7 2K 2%

3.4. T Few-Shot Prompt § LLM [a]E#R B 5 4> 2%

ASCR M2 TR 1977 30 AT DeepSeek KiE S 1M, K 3.3 77 K-Means RAEHIMRIMEFEANE N
Few-shot Prompt 7~ AR, DA LLM FREAR SR ZE M. 13Tt h il e s 2 AN s
R AR R, R R SR VPR SO o AT e R, A pOKT B 1) R 5 Q

Qi = LLM et (Xi )

SRR AN & 1 s, B SRR U P A% O 1 A, e A PR IR BE A5 2, AR
e S I At SR A I S AT bk o TP RBSR BOE RRR SR P SRS 5 DR 5 A R P ) A 405 5 10 SR ek it
TR, UL 3.3 FRRA RAF AV SE R, 45 SRR A 1) g ROARSZ A SCHI . AR LT
] A PR AS :

G = Loasary (00 Vi (1)), & & (7= IURE, MR ICIS, B IR S5, A% v -}
FESRAF ) AL & Q M 2REE R C Ja, ARERAIZAR AL B A S i A 45 R -

S = {5 — THA — Ak ).

SERIEE T S B FE: (1) WMIRRMZIREEH, BRI 2% 0] 5 285 1) 380 7 245 1) 2810 L A7 i) R0 S 48] PR 53 O R
(2) MRS R, WsSn 2RI i B S AR (3) BRI N SRR, HT
BN T HE AR5 PSR AT .

TERERLVE FH B T TR, AN SCHE 1) BB BB Bt 2B iR S 805 0.3, LA BEALYE; TRk
MG L BORRL S BN 0.5, DASESEBLAYTETE A 5 RIS B REYE. BT LLM T [R —
DeepSeek APl #1158 /%, PLARIE SR 45 B — 35k 5 a] B3l
4. KEWE
4.1. BiREMREE

ASCRH Amazon B VPR BHE SEAE 9SS0 B SRR . 1z AR ok BN EI R L 2R I P TR
A, NEBGE N B RMEHEZ A, FEHLIHE 5000 29 SCFIRIE MR, SiETk. 2 H.
K B BT AR BE S FH T S50 . AR SCSREG R TIZRE 5 A7y BERT (bert-base-uncased); i KA KN
128; AR KRR HINr= MR PIRECE . EERS . Mg . Hofh 5 K% AR T HIE Few-shot
Prompt R~ % [ € 4 4 2% .
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DeepSeek

216 3:0E | 5 K5 S LA SRR A

Figure 1. Problem extraction, problem classification, and structured organization of prompt word templates

1. [EJRRERER, [EIRRSY RSB LR RIARAR

4.2. EIEHR
K LA PR bRt 7 iR AT VR4
(1) REFESR: HT RERIKEIEENT L.
a) %25 & ¥ (Silhouette Coefficient): #ijE LA 5 [FIFE SBR[ 5 RAR 070 B8 1
b) Davies-Bouldin 54: %M P4 B SRR oL EE B 2 b, BR/INRIR AR B R 2
¢) Calinski-Harabasz $5%k: %877 2 5N 77 2 2 W, BRFRIR R 2kt .
(2) W RAR R T 4R RSV b A SR
a) #EffZR(Accuracy): TEAf 7 EFEAREL G A FE AR T b A7 5
b) FEHfZ (Precision): Fl Ay IE AR A A S bR ok 1E 1 BRI 5
¢) AEIZ(Recall): SZFRA IE IR AR Hgk IE 8 00 4 1F 1 Ll
d) F1 0% R 5 G RERITRRFIE, sia i Jshag.

43. XL AE
JEEN 4 ZEFELR 5 VI AE BT R v A 1 «
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sar

5

1) TF-IDF + K-Means: & 4t5 TGt HpIER 7%, ] TF-IDF S2ICCAKRHIE, 28 )5 H K-Means 3
TR, KRB RN IS .

2) LDA EHURAY . 222 U G WA 32 U BN 75 1 A IR AE 2K R 5 B 43 BiC (Latent Dirichlet Allocation)
HEAT AL, O AR i R

3) B nE + K-Means: i/ BERT $2HUE X Inl&, 1L PCA F&4E/5 11 H K-Means #1756, H
AAEF LLM A 5l E Bhfifg

4) JCERIRI R 2 BT OB ] UL B B ]

4.4. KWERSHH

4.4.1. BRAEFERILL

FREEE N 5 I, FFGEREFEWE 1. TF-IDF + K-Means SZiRJCH g 20T, B R
AL 0.0243, FEEIFEGEER; LDA R AR FRIVER, HEAHv. BERT H# AR Calinski-
Harabasz R &0 & 5, UEH bR S0 XCGRARIIA Rtk o A4 LLM 35 SOR G, SRR R R IR
fh: B ZBUS 4 BERT J5942 T+ 115.9%, Davies-Bouldin #5441k 35.3%, Calinski-Harabasz 15404
253.04, WEMRT K RELLL, FETERAETE LIRS 500 .

Table 1. Comparison of clustering quality of different methods
1. FEIFENRLREXLL

ik B R Davies-Bouldin Calinski-Harabasz
TF-IDF + K-Means 0.0243 5.1167 75.64
LDA iRy —0.0404 9.0108 31.86
BERT #t A\ + K-Means 0.0328 5.5850 39.62
PLM + LLM (4 ) 0.0581 3.1307 253.04

4.4.2. BREGALIHER

eI 100 - REEVFIR, 28 DeepSeek $EHUA R A 67 4>, KR/ Ailnk 2 ffion. Kl 2 %350 F 1
R 31 500 AR BT TR AT 3 o 7 i o 8 0 A o L B v (58.29%) » 2 - S8y LRI XAUR AN
SHAATT s PITBCIE L 13.4%, RaE AR FUIR A IR 1A A AR R 5 e AR 5 R
L3900 6.0%. 3.0%; oAb A 5 EE 19.4%, AR AT L. 4L A R BRSO AR IE
B s e, FEEIL T AR SR

Table 2. Problem category distribution statistics

2. [ERRAH G

Ir] R 531 e it L (%) F R AL 1]
PR 39 58.2 CIBRIRBE . iR AT stale, bland, tasteless, misleading
LMLV 9 13.4 AR, ALk IR melted, damaged, unavailable
A # i 7 4 6.0 PR LEA R I B AR overpriced, expensive, not worth
Bk 2 3.0 VBN ] unresponsive, refused, rude
HAh 13 19.4 ALK ) S5 ) wrong size, allergic, expectation
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FHIERRAA T FiEE 57

(0) =RFEE (n=39) (b) Ywmmes (n=9) () BERS (n=2)
IR/ XUBE 19
g i
ST | s
w/5% ] " AT |
AR | " ETH |
TR 1 -jz e |
maw/mawn | |
IEIEIR
Tt/ sz R
0 5 1’0 15 2‘0 0 1' é é 0.0 04‘5 1,‘0 1.‘5 2.'0 2.5
wE wE e
(d) HisiEE (n=4) (e) Eftr (n=13)
asmis | 7
A 2
S GRIA | 2
R EF | 2
BOLTE | 2
WS | 2
0.0 0.‘5 1.‘0 1.‘5 2.‘0 2.5 0 é 4‘1 fl) é
e e

Figure 2. Distribution of sub-problems under each problem category
2. FiEREHEF T FiElRE 57

4.4.3.LLM RIERN S &ML RE

HEEL 200 25 N LAREVRRXT AT an & 3 . SSHiAl/BN] . TF-IDF + @45 [A 5 (FEFRESE | 5
P28 IR UF IR — 4 2) BB R B A U i) @, KEfER . HIRI2. FL 108 05 ¥R OGHal B4k B FL B,
BRI TR EEEMLRES), TIEIEN SR R SR O s (0 T 280 E o AR SO R 24
AR, THRAN LWL, MR ERRIU S, Xaeh 2R sity, e Rt S se i BB R
FHRL . HONGIEE R, LLM giftbi H e tt. — 8k, EgESERk 1.0, BERERIN 5 4
—RFH 20 NTRBICEFIERE 4 T, AGRIES R, "N RS HT IR AEE N B g .

4.4.4. jERhsELG

NIRAE PCA [E4ERIA Rk, S2bxtEl 7 128, 256, 512, 768 PURIA[EIZERE T HIRAEIERE. 45 %
4 o, DURRoE X B ) B R R ISR A A 25 Horp 128 YR NRIUE AR, AR TR0 768 4Egkfz, I
FRJEE R B O R AR LT 20 15.9%, [F] i AT (R ¥ 84.75% 145 X5 2, HAFE 5t 5 A B# (K £ 83.3%.
ZEERFTINIUE T PCA FE4E SN /E LBRTUARMEF | $R T IR 5 1 R 7 THI IR 25 A e 28k

5. &g

ASSCEE R FL R PP SCA ARSI« 18 SCRE A A S m) e DL R GRS B SE /oK, S 1A T30
YIgRil 5 AL 5 A 5 A Ol R ) B R VA8 TR RELEE M AR A T3, 3R 7 — A ANARSE AL SO B 5 H 1
RASCHE A ST, IR L SEIe 5 B SR IR I0AE 1 IVERA Bt S A . 45 REEH, KT
Spif S A TR RS SCROR R ORIE SR T 1R RS SCEREUS R AN, RES T8 7 A I
AL 1 SO AR S5 A HERE 5 T A AN 3o 3E— 2D A 4B LV B s 38 3R WY, A8 JRAIE 1 2815 UE R
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1.00 KRR/ N B %
1.01 FRERARE (R
TF-1DF + jB48[EY3
0.90
0.83
0.8 A
0.75 0.75
0.71
0.63 0.62
0.6
1
&
0.46
0.4~ 0.36
0.2 A
0.0 T T T T
HETER TERER BEZE F1
Figure 3. Problem extraction phase assessment
3. (o) R BN B 1T
(a) BEERE vs YEJF (b) Davies-Bouldinfi# vs 4ERF GEE/N#LT) (c) Calinski-Harabaszi&¥( vs 4%
3.95 1
0.070 1 370 1
= 3.90 1
8 0.068 %601
@ % 3.85 4 3=
] £ = 350
Y £ <
% 0. 066 3 3.80 4 -§
2 Ej < 340
7 0.064 537 P
= % 570 4 £330
E 0. 062 = =
5 2 65 320
0.060 260 | 310
0.058 3.55 300
128 256 512 768 128 256 512 768 128 256 512 768
HRNYGELE NYERE NG

Figure 4. Trends in the three evaluation indicators under different dimensions

4. FNEMEET =/ MG IR E LEs

HIPE R, 8L PCA K SUIRNYERERE 2 128 4, AMUAREWS A RMHITTRMEAS . $ETH R SR (FE 5 R 4L
213271 15.9%), [FIIS 5t 3 BEARAF 0% 5 THROT 8 (L8> 83.3%), Bl 1R 7n 2 M AL M £ R 5 1 g T
7 T A R . RORBTFURT AR 7 TRt — 4R e . — 2 BINE 2 W ZRil 5 A 5 0 SR A AT
XL, AVEAE T B 2 AL RE 0 — R DTN T T R, 2 i R 215 5 PP IR B % 5
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