259 9 b)) lel 3 o g Cugd LWl
w3y b)) 0 10 S g R

C'R'H isieE
JPSRGatas tiks s,
Lsr'\a“;‘;’_ \D": Koo ub WRSUING,
or ORI ol Vi STUOR YERR
JHAS PREGY L;ﬁagggkﬁi) Y0 K §(HOO
GQUESS PSP i.
NEE 5

£E HA,
= P e BREE N ey, R
] S LYY RS Koo 1 B B T
LS’ wfo J ?: R NApy, 02y %,

I op 4.0
EASaR <o ARD wiag TOO B o223

. . / o 5'«";\53 P‘{‘,P‘FEWGDOQR ‘AT 'f{.]o
Ol J.:‘ Sle M| S )\.’3 S 919 oS ia 95 m fﬂiﬁf%éﬁ.?l“hei"f‘l&:?{:ﬁ%;;%)/&;\j‘



40AR0

(idiolect) s 5 oL °

oz 31 Sb) polie 6,8 8w 53 55k S 85 3 4 jamie (o s
3 gi o S alyT 5 oy sws it le claols

How oo s
experts = 7 %

use i e, ooy HE (FB9>) FPb (wlbb)
Language N oo, o ol (ooTag oSl ) e bt
e W e S S als 2

fo solve = ~

i s, TR o gl 5 S5l wlidlyl
crime - S e P8 o

e~ el
N.W'f::—-‘-h ﬁd—h—.m«r—w
——— ..___m_p_.j*'wﬁ-;,
it e, [ PSR P SR




(idiolect) s 5 0L ©

S SU) ele S ) 53 5 5as S a3 5 4 et (o s
3 gi o S alyT 5 oy sws it le claols

gsi‘f”"’ Lsuoj‘j

1S s> Slre sl g
eeeday 09 ¢ plad ilsl o9 > (L x5 (99 >



Q * &
1S g s oyl >
‘JJ})@)KQUIAJJLS.&\}-&%}AJ‘JEJMLSJPJLSLboj‘j \
s gl gies Gl ojlg 51 Suelas b () e gl adly LY

(Kestemont, 2014) .;ﬁf )P alf'\'.sj.é-\.} b a g glaolls S s sy Y

Regre w(m [ ath Duration
“’K ade Regression

Ny 9
The kmght attacked @ \l}é(& on @ donkey

4 Fi '\ ation First-Fixation First-Pass  Total Time

A = ol goms sl oSly | I¥D = (g) 55 Sla o3l5 S5) 2 e oS Jlaz]
(Carpenter & Just, 1983)



B G

LS plaze SOUSS i1, 513l laylis 5 Al 5 oo (6 g Sla o3ls LT @
NI P PPNUNPHCEL G Py

u.:.f»lisj: cu.:.:uli ) Sosws wojly 3l ola Jlgax ©
TS oSS S 51y b okt 5 0550 Ll 5 o g (3 by

sl s odins 5 O g2 385 ESKKE (gl e 3 33 90 SldST [Slus @

o



B9 9 )

b oy 55 SBT 20 6 0 S (655738 5 oy 550 Ozl

Vafa il 5 5l eslizal Lo Sy 0 g0 (2o bl 5 5,55 o g (gl ikl LY
Frov dever Brves u;:ﬁLgucu,‘,sw)ﬁu:iuﬂr\.?;uua&,’\éﬂfaﬁs .
Gl adS Ve g Yune Py
L:aJ?lg(lqu'\@ﬁstleLS.MJLSMJRLSJBT)B.&\DJJ’MJ\.&;A.

Sl g (65 1 5 (2l gme Sl 0 5ly o (O st S sl 5 Sla o5y =l Al
Aol 2 (S5 S o5l Y
Lgc\.:.wbuLg‘ﬁl.aso.>\.>Lg,)ﬁ«&\@i?&bﬁ»,«&‘gudy‘}:bﬁ»r\.?aﬂ.

O o ol

Burrows (2002) Ws ulie slul » glad s fos .



99 Si9T &0

bgos 5 Sl pole (5 05 Gimen O (laad gis g 5 Yo Sl O ge
ESNUET) C""“'@" Ls‘m.‘:’.gs‘*b‘*“”gsbfﬁ‘ LS\'GA&f.LiJ‘

dlas V00 Slus= 510 3l

Q\f.lmu.iy C.A:!L’a Lg\..d: oj? o

Y e _
e e e

1+A7R: A ol Gl g dids —
1Y F44 B kol —
K2R} c ol
FFADF D e oyl —

YFYYy E



wolu 3 sl 0319 YL

S (ol (gdalus S y2 51 6y giws 6 g ojly  ®

JL 2 gdome slae ]l s

e “.-‘.i slie]
<l cla d»L;:'n.-»l..._u ;:j-L:tuq-;.o‘_}'@

<l o Aol gd Lol clals

b 62 o (S (o) 8 5 2o y) Jladl
e il T e gl e e

. er ,.Jlll‘ﬁlll L&_r; hsl.l.ll._,r'hbﬂ Jlﬁajllj




1/5 +1000 +1000 +1000

Aevean Yoo >\~~~>>Y~u~>>v~~~> \c...

Adjusted Rand Index :abad sa S8y b ) )

a+d
a+b+c+d

RI =

EMaJ;rAV_gA;A.E.,bJ.&r.AJUhg.L:.gd.E.:i:J:ar.aa\fJ_b;_é:g- a

tin 03 S otV stuail 53 Jgos S eaU svaih )34 placds b ) : ; . .
EJ.:_.AUJ?(.AL.&U&.LQ«E.:L);JUUJ?VAV54;1@.L:J34§£b£_é4- c V
.Mojfl..a,:évgg&@).\rmjlj_g.tq&:isjar.aé’_,f_bc_é:y d



‘5‘ aolS Aoooo u,}’g

Documents
Cluster Analysis

C | Fakoohi.t«_2

Fakoohi.txt_1

A | Jihakalam.bd_2

Zbakalam.t«_1

I | | | | |
2.5 20 15 1.0 05 0.0

20 MFW Culled @ 0%
Classic Delta distance

PC2 (18.3%)

0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6

-0.4

0.6

Documents
Principal Components Analysis
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2

aalanxtgﬂ_?_

= Fakoohi.txt_1

- Fakoohi.txt_2

0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
PC1(79.7%)
20 MFW Culled @ 0%
Covanance matrix

{’.t.u.n" :'lg.t't_{ﬁ‘gJJ'.\u.\ 71" ajb

0.6

Proportion of variance explained (in %)

Principal componen

10



PC2 (16.1%)

-0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

-0.3

Documents
Cluster Analysis

? Sagrkt 7

i) =y

03 02 01 00 01 02
PC1(28%)

PC2 (16.1%)

-1

-3

GS' aolS ‘0000 93:‘0

Documents
Principal Components Analysis

Parsania.b¢_3

el 2
AP
P
A Parsg%glgﬂ gﬂsﬂﬁ

Pardeansamta td_7
Davari.txt_2 Sadrixt 3
D et E
Davari.b¢t 1 .

Davari.txt Sadrbdi 1

Sadr.txt"2 C

PC1 (28%)
20 MFW Culled @ 0%
Correlation matrix

S 93 (5 g s 01

11



‘5' aolS Aoooo 0.93:‘0

Documents
Cluster Analysis

C Fakoohi txt_2

Fakoohi b 1

A Zibakalam.bxt_2

Zibakalam.bd_1

[ I I I I I
25 20 1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0

20 MFW Culled @ 0%
Classic Delta distance

PC2 (11.4%)

0.6

0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4

-0.4

Documents

Principal Components Analysis

006 004 002 000 002 004 006 008 2
| | | | | | | | 2
Fakoohi.txt_2 =]
2
A s
= =
Fakoohi txt_1 =
- 33 B
L= =
i £, . o
= '_—'\;-..9" I_- - N -)_I-)_-;J N g_
LAl - — G @ o
oo =
LN d i o 2
e ."' ';-_"J,:“Bamqr ‘xt;:é_ S g
il J,_.-';L': IO A aalt Y 4 © > =
3 Nyt T S e A4 5
N e
- 2 o
Parsania = -g
32 S
_ =
Gkalam.txtj -
.- o
bakalam txt_1 = -
I I [ I I I ==
0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 -

PC1(75.1%)
20 MFW Culled @ 0%
Covanance matrix

ﬂ&M@JﬂMJ s\ 05‘3

Principal component

12



justed Rand Index

2 2 R 2R R 2 B
Lo T T N i = e . ¥ = I

\ =@—tri-gram

\ === bi-gram

=== mono-gram

50000 10000 4000 3000 2000 1000
words words words words words words

Crgin THols Mo wlal p Ay Soad bosd asll Dl i8in jlaged.OF-F S5

13



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6

-0.2

-0.4

S g0 (5 3 gwd (50 31 g

-0.06 -0.02 0.00 0.02 004 0.06 0.08 -0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2
I | | | | | I

sl S 5}
P By
-J_lqi_.llj_‘.}:n. Jm D=

J

0.4

'..-.;'A-ILJJ_J_
PR
lchlss ¥ SRR
M‘&_ﬂ_’u‘-ﬂmh‘@ﬂ_aﬂ ..hl'l'h’ M

0.02 000 0.02 004 006 0.08
0.2 0.2
I

-0.4

>
|

-0.06

@

0.4 02 00 0.2 04 06 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2

04

-0.2 0.0 0.2

04



S o0 (S 9 gwd slao 39

42.97

e EHOY 2 HLs EHe ) B 2 ES)) me s

B C A

& N 35w (50 35 9O S none ko L 2 (S ST 90 B gp s ol OF - F LSS

15



S o0 (S 9 gwd slao 39

WS da e mdd e mdae o e

6.23 6.16

B C A

Sk 3 o g (S8 ot 3D e s bt (Sl D P g el ol OV-E

16



Sy o sade 231 5w LB (glaodins i Slajlid 55 LSl 5 oo () 52w Slaojls @

S s dw@mjdw&js 6&03‘}4{@@&@& Sogwd glaoyly @
S o s g ok &

s (A g cpl (ialoST Lol 5 Comd) O e 553 S8 (g1 2 Loy (gaiaS™ @
Wl o 3lg Fue
(Holmes et al. 2001, Eder 2013) o315 0t ++ G Ve e oo )b b la_sags 45 —
(Modaber Dabagh 2007) o315 V+ ++ 554> (S - lo Q\f.\;ﬁws) LR r.b.. 33—



I W

L 2

Burrows, J. F. 2002. Delta: A measure of stylistic difference and a guide to likely authorship,
Literary and Linguistic Computing, 17, 267-287.

Carpenter, P. A. & Just, M. A. 1983. What your eyes do while your mind is reading. In K.
Rayner (Ed.), Eye movements in reading: Perceptual and language processes (pp. 275-307).
New York: Academic Press.

Eder, M. 2013. Does size matter? Authorship attribution, small samples, big problem. Literary
and Linguistic Computing. DOI: http://dx.doi.orq/10.1093/llc/fqt066

Faili, H., Ehsan, N., Montazery, M., and Pilehvar, M.M. 2016. Vafa spell-checker for detecting
spelling, grammatical, and real-word errors of Persian language. Digital Scholarship in
Humanities, 31 (1), 95-117.

Holmes, D. I., Gordon, L.J., and Wilson, C. 2001. A widow and her soldier: stylometry and the
American civil war. Literary and Linguistic Computing, 16(4), 403-420.

Kestemont, M. 2014. Function words in authorship attribution: from black magic to theory?
In Proceedings of the 3@ Workshop on Computational Linguistics for Literature, April 27,
Gothenburg, Sweden, pp. 59-66.

Modaber Dabagh, R. 2007. Authorship attribution and statistical text analysis. Metodoloski
zvezki, 4(2), 149-163.



http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/llc/fqt066�

	شناسایی هویت نویسنده بر اساس زبان فردی: پژوهشی پیکره‌ای در زبان فارسی
	مقدمه
	Slide Number 3
	چرا واژه های دستوری؟
	پرسش ها
	روش پژوهش
	جمع آوری متون
	پالایش واژه های پربسامد
	Slide Number 9
	متون 50000 کلمه ای
	متون 10000 کلمه ای
	متون 50000 کلمه ای
	Slide Number 13
	واژه‌های دستوری ممیز سبک
	واژه‌های دستوری ممیز سبک
	واژه‌های دستوری ممیز سبک
	جمع‌بندی نتایج
	منابع

