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PART I: 
Introduction to Text Mining



Why text mining

• The amount of text published on paper, on the web, 
and even within companies is inconceivably large 

• We need automated methods to 

• Find, extract, and link information from 
documents



Main ‘problems’
• Classification: categorise texts into classes (given 

a set of classes) 

• Clustering: categorise texts into classes (not given 
any set of classes) 

• Sentiment analysis: determine the sentiment/
attitude of texts 

• Key-word analysis: find the most important terms 
in texts



Main ‘problems’

• Summarisation: give a brief summary of texts 

• Retrieval: find the most relevant texts to a query 

• Question-answering: answer a given question 

• Language modeling: uncover structure and 
semantics of texts

And answer-questioning?



Related domains
• Text mining […] refers to the process of deriving high-quality 

information from text. 

• Information retrieval (IR) is the activity of obtaining information 
resources relevant to an information need from a collection of 
information resources. 

• Natural language processing (NLP) is a field of computer 
science, artificial intelligence, and linguistics concerned with the 
interactions between computers and human (natural) languages. 

• Computational linguistics is an interdisciplinary field 
concerned with the statistical or rule-based modeling of natural 
language from a computational perspective.

Definitions from Wikipedia



PART II: 
Clustering & Topic Models



Main topic today

• Text clustering & topic models 

• Useful to categorise texts and to uncover structure 
in text corpora



Primary problem

• How to represent text 

• What are the relevant features?



Main solution
• Vector-space (bag-of-words) model

Word 1 Word 2 Word 3 …

Text 1 w1,1 w1,2 w1,3

Text 2 w2,1 w2,2 w2,3 …

Text 3 w3,1 w3,2 w3,3

… …



Simple text clustering
• Clustering with k-means algorithm and cosine similarity 

• Idea: two texts are similar if the frequencies at which 
words occur are similar  

•    
• Score in [0,1]  (since wi,j ≥ 0) 

• Widely used in text mining

s(w1, w2) =
w1 · w2

||w1|| ||w2||



Demo
• Reuters-21578 

• 8300 (categorised) newswire articles 

• Clustering is a single command in Matlab 

• Data (original and processed .mat):                                                                                            
http://www.daviddlewis.com/resources/testcollections/reuters21578/  
http://www.cad.zju.edu.cn/home/dengcai/Data/TextData.html

http://www.daviddlewis.com/resources/testcollections/reuters21578/
http://www.cad.zju.edu.cn/home/dengcai/Data/TextData.html


More advanced clustering

• Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) 

• Also known as topic modeling 

• Idea: texts are a weighted mix of topics

• [The following slides are inspired by and figures are taken from 
David Blei (2012). Probabilistic topic models. CACM 55(4): 77–84.]
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time. (See, for example, Figure 3 for 
topics found by analyzing the Yale Law 
Journal.) Topic modeling algorithms 
do not require any prior annotations or 
labeling of the documents—the topics 
emerge from the analysis of the origi-
nal texts. Topic modeling enables us 
to organize and summarize electronic 
archives at a scale that would be impos-
sible by human annotation.

Latent Dirichlet Allocation
We first describe the basic ideas behind 
latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA), which 
is the simplest topic model.8 The intu-
ition behind LDA is that documents 
exhibit multiple topics. For example, 
consider the article in Figure 1. This 
article, entitled “Seeking Life’s Bare 
(Genetic) Necessities,” is about using 
data analysis to determine the number 
of genes an organism needs to survive 
(in an evolutionary sense).

By hand, we have highlighted differ-
ent words that are used in the article. 
Words about data analysis, such as 
“computer” and “prediction,” are high-
lighted in blue; words about evolutionary 
biology, such as “life” and “organism,” 
are highlighted in pink; words about 
genetics, such as “sequenced” and 

“genes,” are highlighted in yellow. If we 
took the time to highlight every word in 
the article, you would see that this arti-
cle blends genetics, data analysis, and 
evolutionary biology in different pro-
portions. (We exclude words, such as 
“and” “but” or “if,” which contain little 
topical content.) Furthermore, know-
ing that this article blends those topics 
would help you situate it in a collection 
of scientific articles.

LDA is a statistical model of docu-
ment collections that tries to capture 
this intuition. It is most easily described 
by its generative process, the imaginary 
random process by which the model 
assumes the documents arose. (The 
interpretation of LDA as a probabilistic 
model is fleshed out later.)

We formally define a topic to be a 
distribution over a fixed vocabulary. For 
example, the genetics topic has words 
about genetics with high probability 
and the evolutionary biology topic has 
words about evolutionary biology with 
high probability. We assume that these 
topics are specified before any data 
has been generated.a Now for each 

a Technically, the model assumes that the top-
ics are generated first, before the documents.

document in the collection, we gener-
ate the words in a two-stage process.

 ! Randomly choose a distribution 
over topics.

 ! For each word in the document
a.  Randomly choose a topic from 

the distribution over topics in 
step #1.

b.  Randomly choose a word from the 
corresponding distribution over 
the vocabulary.

This statistical model reflects the 
intuition that documents exhibit mul-
tiple topics. Each document exhib-
its the topics in different proportion 
(step #1); each word in each docu-
ment is drawn from one of the topics 
(step #2b), where the selected topic is 
chosen from the per-document distri-
bution over topics (step #2a).b

In the example article, the distri-
bution over topics would place prob-
ability on genetics, data analysis, and 

b We should explain the mysterious name, “latent 
Dirichlet allocation.” The distribution that is 
used to draw the per-document topic distribu-
tions in step #1 (the cartoon histogram in Figure 
1) is called a Dirichlet distribution. In the genera-
tive process for LDA, the result of the Dirichlet 
is used to allocate the words of the document to 
different topics. Why latent? Keep reading.

Figure 1. The intuitions behind latent Dirichlet allocation. We assume that some number of “topics,” which are distributions over words,  
exist for the whole collection (far left). Each document is assumed to be generated as follows. First choose a distribution over the topics (the 
histogram at right); then, for each word, choose a topic assignment (the colored coins) and choose the word from the corresponding topic. 
The topics and topic assignments in this figure are illustrative—they are not fit from real data. See Figure 2 for topics fit from data.
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Technically (1/2)
• Topics are probability distribution over words 

• The distribution defines how often each word 
occurs, given that the topic is discussed 

• Texts are probability distributions over topics 

• The distribution defines how often a word is due 
to a topic 

• These are the free parameters of the model



Technically (2/2)
• For each word in a text, we can compute how probable it is that 

it belongs to a certain topic 

• Given the topic probability and the topics, we can compute the 
likelihood of a document 

• The optimisation problem is to find the posterior distributions for 
the topics and the texts (see article)
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problem, computing the conditional 
distribution of the topic structure 
given the observed documents. (As we 
mentioned, this is called the posterior.) 
Using our notation, the posterior is

  (2)

The numerator is the joint distribution 
of all the random variables, which can 
be easily computed for any setting of 
the hidden variables. The denomina-
tor is the marginal probability of the 
observations, which is the probability 
of seeing the observed corpus under 
any topic model. In theory, it can be 
computed by summing the joint distri-
bution over every possible instantiation 
of the hidden topic structure.

That number of possible topic 
structures, however, is exponentially 
large; this sum is intractable to com-
pute.f As for many modern probabilis-
tic models of interest—and for much 
of modern Bayesian statistics—we 
cannot compute the posterior because 
of the denominator, which is known 
as the evidence. A central research 
goal of modern probabilistic model-
ing is to develop efficient methods 
for approximating it. Topic modeling 
algorithms—like the algorithms used 
to create Figures 1 and 3—are often 
adaptations of general-purpose meth-
ods for approximating the posterior 
distribution.

Topic modeling algorithms form 
an approximation of Equation 2 by 
adapting an alternative distribution 
over the latent topic structure to be 
close to the true posterior. Topic mod-
eling algorithms generally fall into 
two categories—sampling-based algo-
rithms and variational algorithms.

Sampling-based algorithms 
attempt to collect samples from the 
posterior to approximate it with an 
empirical distribution. The most 
commonly used sampling algorithm 
for topic modeling is Gibbs sampling, 
where we construct a Markov chain—
a sequence of random variables, each 
dependent on the  previous—whose 

f More technically, the sum is over all possible 
ways of assigning each observed word of the 
collection to one of the topics. Document col-
lections usually contain observed words at 
least on the order of millions.

limiting distribution is the posterior. 
The Markov chain is defined on the 
hidden topic variables for a particular 
corpus, and the algorithm is to run the 
chain for a long time, collect samples 

from the limiting distribution, and 
then approximate the distribution 
with the collected samples. (Often, just 
one sample is collected as an approxi-
mation of the topic structure with 

Figure 4. The graphical model for latent Dirichlet allocation. Each node is a random variable 
and is labeled according to its role in the generative process (see Figure 1). The hidden 
nodes—the topic proportions, assignments, and topics—are unshaded. The observed 
nodes—the words of the documents—are shaded. The rectangles are “plate” notation,  
which denotes replication. The N plate denotes the collection words within documents;  
the D plate denotes the collection of documents within the collection.
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Figure 5. Two topics from a dynamic topic model. This model was fit to Science from 1880  
to 2002. We have illustrated the top words at each decade.
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evolutionary biology, and each word 
is drawn from one of those three top-
ics. Notice that the next article in 
the collection might be about data 
analysis and neuroscience; its distri-
bution over topics would place prob-
ability on those two topics. This is 
the distinguishing characteristic of 
latent Dirichlet  allocation—all the 
documents in the collection share 
the same set of topics, but each docu-
ment exhibits those topics in differ-
ent proportion.

As we described in the introduc-
tion, the goal of topic modeling is 
to automatically discover the topics 
from a collection of documents. The 
documents themselves are observed, 
while the topic structure—the topics, 
per-document topic distributions, 
and the per-document per-word topic 
 assignments—is hidden structure. The 
central computational problem for 
topic modeling is to use the observed 
documents to infer the hidden topic 
structure. This can be thought of as 
“reversing” the generative process—
what is the hidden structure that likely 
generated the observed collection?

Figure 2 illustrates example infer-
ence using the same example docu-
ment from Figure 1. Here, we took 
17,000 articles from Science magazine 
and used a topic modeling algorithm to 
infer the hidden topic structure. (The 

algorithm assumed that there were 100 
topics.) We then computed the inferred 
topic distribution for the example 
article (Figure 2, left), the distribution 
over topics that best describes its par-
ticular collection of words. Notice that 
this topic distribution, though it can 
use any of the topics, has only “acti-
vated” a handful of them. Further, we 
can examine the most probable terms 
from each of the most probable topics 
(Figure 2, right). On examination, we 
see that these terms are recognizable 
as terms about genetics, survival, and 
data analysis, the topics that are com-
bined in the example article.

We emphasize that the algorithms 
have no information about these sub-
jects and the articles are not labeled 
with topics or keywords. The inter-
pretable topic distributions arise by 
computing the hidden structure that 
likely generated the observed col-
lection of documents.c For example, 
Figure 3 illustrates topics discovered 
from Yale Law Journal. (Here the num-
ber of topics was set to be 20.) Topics 

c Indeed calling these models “topic models” 
is retrospective—the topics that emerge from 
the inference algorithm are interpretable for 
almost any collection that is analyzed. The fact 
that these look like topics has to do with the 
statistical structure of observed language and 
how it interacts with the specific probabilistic 
assumptions of LDA.

about subjects like genetics and data 
analysis are replaced by topics about 
discrimination and contract law.

The utility of topic models stems 
from the property that the inferred hid-
den structure resembles the thematic 
structure of the collection. This inter-
pretable hidden structure annotates 
each document in the collection—a 
task that is painstaking to perform 
by hand—and these annotations can 
be used to aid tasks like information 
retrieval, classification, and corpus 
exploration.d In this way, topic model-
ing provides an algorithmic solution to 
managing, organizing, and annotating 
large archives of texts.

LDA and probabilistic models. LDA 
and other topic models are part of the 
larger field of probabilistic modeling. 
In generative probabilistic modeling, 
we treat our data as arising from a 
generative process that includes hid-
den variables. This generative process 
defines a joint probability distribution 
over both the observed and hidden 
random variables. We perform data 
analysis by using that joint distribu-
tion to compute the conditional distri-
bution of the hidden variables given the 

d See, for example, the browser of Wikipedia 
built with a topic model at http://www.sccs.
swarthmore.edu/users/08/ajb/tmve/wiki100k/
browse/topic-list.html.

Figure 2. Real inference with LDA. We fit a 100-topic LDA model to 17,000 articles from the journal Science. At left are the inferred  
topic proportions for the example article in Figure 1. At right are the top 15 most frequent words from the most frequent topics found  
in this article.
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problem, computing the conditional 
distribution of the topic structure 
given the observed documents. (As we 
mentioned, this is called the posterior.) 
Using our notation, the posterior is

  (2)

The numerator is the joint distribution 
of all the random variables, which can 
be easily computed for any setting of 
the hidden variables. The denomina-
tor is the marginal probability of the 
observations, which is the probability 
of seeing the observed corpus under 
any topic model. In theory, it can be 
computed by summing the joint distri-
bution over every possible instantiation 
of the hidden topic structure.

That number of possible topic 
structures, however, is exponentially 
large; this sum is intractable to com-
pute.f As for many modern probabilis-
tic models of interest—and for much 
of modern Bayesian statistics—we 
cannot compute the posterior because 
of the denominator, which is known 
as the evidence. A central research 
goal of modern probabilistic model-
ing is to develop efficient methods 
for approximating it. Topic modeling 
algorithms—like the algorithms used 
to create Figures 1 and 3—are often 
adaptations of general-purpose meth-
ods for approximating the posterior 
distribution.

Topic modeling algorithms form 
an approximation of Equation 2 by 
adapting an alternative distribution 
over the latent topic structure to be 
close to the true posterior. Topic mod-
eling algorithms generally fall into 
two categories—sampling-based algo-
rithms and variational algorithms.

Sampling-based algorithms 
attempt to collect samples from the 
posterior to approximate it with an 
empirical distribution. The most 
commonly used sampling algorithm 
for topic modeling is Gibbs sampling, 
where we construct a Markov chain—
a sequence of random variables, each 
dependent on the  previous—whose 

f More technically, the sum is over all possible 
ways of assigning each observed word of the 
collection to one of the topics. Document col-
lections usually contain observed words at 
least on the order of millions.

limiting distribution is the posterior. 
The Markov chain is defined on the 
hidden topic variables for a particular 
corpus, and the algorithm is to run the 
chain for a long time, collect samples 

from the limiting distribution, and 
then approximate the distribution 
with the collected samples. (Often, just 
one sample is collected as an approxi-
mation of the topic structure with 

Figure 4. The graphical model for latent Dirichlet allocation. Each node is a random variable 
and is labeled according to its role in the generative process (see Figure 1). The hidden 
nodes—the topic proportions, assignments, and topics—are unshaded. The observed 
nodes—the words of the documents—are shaded. The rectangles are “plate” notation,  
which denotes replication. The N plate denotes the collection words within documents;  
the D plate denotes the collection of documents within the collection.
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Figure 5. Two topics from a dynamic topic model. This model was fit to Science from 1880  
to 2002. We have illustrated the top words at each decade.
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problem, computing the conditional 
distribution of the topic structure 
given the observed documents. (As we 
mentioned, this is called the posterior.) 
Using our notation, the posterior is

  (2)

The numerator is the joint distribution 
of all the random variables, which can 
be easily computed for any setting of 
the hidden variables. The denomina-
tor is the marginal probability of the 
observations, which is the probability 
of seeing the observed corpus under 
any topic model. In theory, it can be 
computed by summing the joint distri-
bution over every possible instantiation 
of the hidden topic structure.

That number of possible topic 
structures, however, is exponentially 
large; this sum is intractable to com-
pute.f As for many modern probabilis-
tic models of interest—and for much 
of modern Bayesian statistics—we 
cannot compute the posterior because 
of the denominator, which is known 
as the evidence. A central research 
goal of modern probabilistic model-
ing is to develop efficient methods 
for approximating it. Topic modeling 
algorithms—like the algorithms used 
to create Figures 1 and 3—are often 
adaptations of general-purpose meth-
ods for approximating the posterior 
distribution.

Topic modeling algorithms form 
an approximation of Equation 2 by 
adapting an alternative distribution 
over the latent topic structure to be 
close to the true posterior. Topic mod-
eling algorithms generally fall into 
two categories—sampling-based algo-
rithms and variational algorithms.

Sampling-based algorithms 
attempt to collect samples from the 
posterior to approximate it with an 
empirical distribution. The most 
commonly used sampling algorithm 
for topic modeling is Gibbs sampling, 
where we construct a Markov chain—
a sequence of random variables, each 
dependent on the  previous—whose 

f More technically, the sum is over all possible 
ways of assigning each observed word of the 
collection to one of the topics. Document col-
lections usually contain observed words at 
least on the order of millions.

limiting distribution is the posterior. 
The Markov chain is defined on the 
hidden topic variables for a particular 
corpus, and the algorithm is to run the 
chain for a long time, collect samples 

from the limiting distribution, and 
then approximate the distribution 
with the collected samples. (Often, just 
one sample is collected as an approxi-
mation of the topic structure with 

Figure 4. The graphical model for latent Dirichlet allocation. Each node is a random variable 
and is labeled according to its role in the generative process (see Figure 1). The hidden 
nodes—the topic proportions, assignments, and topics—are unshaded. The observed 
nodes—the words of the documents—are shaded. The rectangles are “plate” notation,  
which denotes replication. The N plate denotes the collection words within documents;  
the D plate denotes the collection of documents within the collection.
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Figure 5. Two topics from a dynamic topic model. This model was fit to Science from 1880  
to 2002. We have illustrated the top words at each decade.
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problem, computing the conditional 
distribution of the topic structure 
given the observed documents. (As we 
mentioned, this is called the posterior.) 
Using our notation, the posterior is

  (2)

The numerator is the joint distribution 
of all the random variables, which can 
be easily computed for any setting of 
the hidden variables. The denomina-
tor is the marginal probability of the 
observations, which is the probability 
of seeing the observed corpus under 
any topic model. In theory, it can be 
computed by summing the joint distri-
bution over every possible instantiation 
of the hidden topic structure.

That number of possible topic 
structures, however, is exponentially 
large; this sum is intractable to com-
pute.f As for many modern probabilis-
tic models of interest—and for much 
of modern Bayesian statistics—we 
cannot compute the posterior because 
of the denominator, which is known 
as the evidence. A central research 
goal of modern probabilistic model-
ing is to develop efficient methods 
for approximating it. Topic modeling 
algorithms—like the algorithms used 
to create Figures 1 and 3—are often 
adaptations of general-purpose meth-
ods for approximating the posterior 
distribution.

Topic modeling algorithms form 
an approximation of Equation 2 by 
adapting an alternative distribution 
over the latent topic structure to be 
close to the true posterior. Topic mod-
eling algorithms generally fall into 
two categories—sampling-based algo-
rithms and variational algorithms.

Sampling-based algorithms 
attempt to collect samples from the 
posterior to approximate it with an 
empirical distribution. The most 
commonly used sampling algorithm 
for topic modeling is Gibbs sampling, 
where we construct a Markov chain—
a sequence of random variables, each 
dependent on the  previous—whose 

f More technically, the sum is over all possible 
ways of assigning each observed word of the 
collection to one of the topics. Document col-
lections usually contain observed words at 
least on the order of millions.

limiting distribution is the posterior. 
The Markov chain is defined on the 
hidden topic variables for a particular 
corpus, and the algorithm is to run the 
chain for a long time, collect samples 

from the limiting distribution, and 
then approximate the distribution 
with the collected samples. (Often, just 
one sample is collected as an approxi-
mation of the topic structure with 

Figure 4. The graphical model for latent Dirichlet allocation. Each node is a random variable 
and is labeled according to its role in the generative process (see Figure 1). The hidden 
nodes—the topic proportions, assignments, and topics—are unshaded. The observed 
nodes—the words of the documents—are shaded. The rectangles are “plate” notation,  
which denotes replication. The N plate denotes the collection words within documents;  
the D plate denotes the collection of documents within the collection.

hZd,n Wd,n
N
D K

qda bk

Figure 5. Two topics from a dynamic topic model. This model was fit to Science from 1880  
to 2002. We have illustrated the top words at each decade.
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Summary
• Text mining is concerned with automated methods to 

• Find, extract, and link information from text 

• Text clustering and topic models help us 

• Organise text corpora 

• Find relevant documents 

• Uncover relations between documents
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