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TABLE II

OVERALL METRICS (SECTION III-B-4) FROM MODELS CREATED TO
EVALUATE THE CORPUS. HLA - HAMMING LOSS

Model Precision | Recall | F-measure Hla
Title (T) 0.717 0.701 0.709 | 0.161
Body (B) 0.752 0.742 0.747 | 0.143

T, B 0.751 0.738 0.744 | 0.145
T, B, Comments 0.755 0.747 0.751 0.142
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CLIFF’'S DELTA FOR F-MEASURE AND PRECISION: COMPARISON OF
CORPUS MODELS ALTERNATIVES - SECTION III-B-1. TITLE(T), BoDY(B)
AND COMMENTS (C).

TABLE III

Corpus Cliff’s delta

Comparison F-measure Precision

T versus B -0.86 | large*** -0.92 | large***
T versus T+B -0.8 | large** -0.88 | large***
T versus T+B+C -0.88 | large** -0.88 | large***
B versus T+B 0.04 | negligible 0.04 | negligible
B versus T+B+C -0.24 | small -0.12 | negligible
T+B versus T+B+C -0.3 | small -0.08 | negligible
*p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001

Fig. 4.
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Fig. 5. Comparison between the baseline model and other machine learning
algorithms
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