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Abstract: Automatic keyword extraction is an automated process to identify terms that best describe the subject of the document.
These terms can be in the form of key terms or key phrases representing the most relevant information conveyed by the documents.
Keyword extraction techniques can be Statistical based, Linguistic based, Machine Learning based, Graph-based, or Hybrid of any
these. Each approach has its limitations and strengths. This paper focuses on Graph-based approaches. These approaches rely on the
exploration of network properties like Degree, Structural Diversity Index, Strength, Clustering Coefficient, Neighborhood Size, Page
Rank, Closeness, Betweenness, Eigenvector Centrality, Hub, and Authority Score. In the proposed approach, the graph is constructed
using semantic linkages between the terms in the document. The semantic linkages between the document terms are extracted using
Hindi Wordnet as a background knowledge source. Further, fourteen different graphical measures are applied to extract the keywords.
The experiments are conducted on the Tourism and Health data set of the Hindi language. The results of the proposed approach are
evaluated and compared with the state-of-the-art approach TextRank as well as with the Human Annotated keywords. The result shows
that the closeness centrality measure produces better precision and recall as compared to other graphical measures in case of matching
with human-annotated keywords while authority proved as a good graphical measure to produce keywords, matching with TextRank.
The experiments prove that the proposed semantic graph-based approach performs better as compared to the state of art approach
TextRank. This paper also explored the correlation between different graph-theoretic measures using different methods of correlations.

Keywords: Automatic Keyword Extraction, Semantic Graph-based Keyword Extraction, Semantic Network, Hindi Text Documents,
Hindi WordNet

1. Introduction
In the era of the internet, a large number of text

documents are accessible through a different set of sources
as blogs, e-newspapers, e-libraries, etc. Automatic Keyword
Extraction is a process to dig out representative terms
from such digitized contents. Such automated systems are
helping to regulate the documents without the assistance of
a human.

Several keyword extraction approaches have been re-
ported based on statistics, linguistics, machine learning,
graph or hybrid approach, etc... Each approach has its
strengths and limitations. This study focuses on graph-
based approaches. The graph-theoretic approaches have
been proved more suitable to find a significant relationship
between terms as well as their weights. Still, it suffers from
few limitations. One of the limitations is addressed in this
study is concerned about the semantic linkages between
terms of the document. For example different semantic
relations such as hypernym-hyponym, meronym-holonym
are not considered in keyword extraction models which

leads to the extraction of the inappropriate keyword(s). To
undertake this curb, several research studies investigated
the use of semantic depiction of the document for different
applications of text mining but this aspect of the document
is still less explored.

The semantic Graph-based approach has been found
appropriate for text mining processes, as these emphasize
articulating distinct readings of sentences as different for-
mulas that detain their instinctive meanings and structures.
In this study, a semantic graph-based approach for keyword
extraction is proposed. The objective of using a graph-
based approach is to develop a new automatic keyword
extraction method using graph modeling flexibility and
analytical efficiency.

The prospective of semantic knowledge for automatic
keyword extraction is a less explored aspect of text mining,
specifically for Hindi text documents. The proposed study
discovers the role of Hindi WordNet [46] ontology and
represents text documents in form of a semantic graph to
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extract keywords from Hindi text documents. The study ex-
plores different graphical measures for keyword extraction.

This study mainly encompasses three research objectives
as To explore the role of semantics to extract keywords
from text documents; To analyze the importance of different
centrality measures to extract keywords and to verify that
if there exists any correlation among the centrality measure
through statistical analysis using Pearson’s, Spearman’s and
Kendall’s correlation methods.

The proposed work is different in the sense that it fills
the existing research gap for a detailed study of WordNet as
a tool for automatic keyword extraction. The other different
aspect of our work is that it constructs a semantic graph-
based on semantic links between document terms while
most of the studies conducted earlier rely on word co-
occurrence graphs. Apart from this the target corpus will
be in the Hindi Language wherein very little work has been
done as compared to the English language.

This research paper is organized as follows: In section
2, related work is presented for different approaches being
used for keyword extraction along with their strengths and
limitations. Particularly, more emphasis is given to graph-
based approaches. Section 3 of the paper presents the
proposed approach for keyword extraction. It includes the
proposed methodology and step-by-step explanation of the
algorithm to extract keywords using the proposed approach.
Section 4 discusses experiments performed on two data sets.
Further, it discusses results and performance evaluation of
the experiments, this section is concluded showing the com-
putation of correlation between different graphical measures
and result implications. Section 5 presents the conclusion
of this study along with future work.

2. RelatedWork
Various approaches have been proposed by many re-

searchers to automatically generate keywords from the
document(s).

These approaches include statistical-based, linguistic-
based, machine learning-based, graph-based, and hybrid.
Statistical-based approaches concentrate on non-linguistic
features as word frequency, TF-IDF (Term Frequency-
Inverse Document Frequency), word co-occurrences and
PAT-tree, etc. [7]. A linguistic approach utilizes syntactic
analysis [18], discourse analysis [30], and lexical analysis
[8]. The resources used for lexical analysis may include
WordNet [26] electronic dictionaries [12], POS taggers [9],
stemmers [2] etc. Machine learning-based model [41] train
data models using different models like Hidden Markov
Model (HMM) [37], Support Vector Machine (SVM) [44],
Naı̈ve Bayes Classifier [15], Bagging [18] etc. The popu-
larly known model based on machine learning is Keyphrase
Extraction Algorithm (KEA) [40]. The hybrid approaches
([34], [5], [10]) coalesces any of the above two or more
approaches or heuristics like length, position, features of
words, Html tags nearby the words, etc. in the document.

Hybrid algorithms are best designed to take the finest
features of the above-discussed approaches [43].

A set of studies found using graph-based approaches to
extract keywords. Such studies focus on either frequency
of term to document or co-occurrences of the terms in
the document ([31], [23], [24], [39], [28]). Using different
Graph-based approaches [25] there are considerable studies
available for automatic keyword extraction ([14], [21], [24],
[27], [35], [42]).

The TextRank models proposed by [24] originated
from PageRank and initiated text processing depending on
graphs for sentence and keyword extraction. The scores
of every node indicating its importance are derived from
the importance of its neighboring nodes. The performance
achieved by TextRank is favorably compared with the n-
gram approach based on a supervised model. Further, the
study presented in [6] compares several centrality mea-
sures applied to French and English data sets with Tex-
tRank and attain analogous results. A graph-based approach
called DegExt proposed by [21] explores the sequence-
based co-occurrence graph. It is a language-independent
approach and it surpasses other approaches in terms of
computational complexity and implementation simplicity.
The approach introduced in [45] explored the significance
of closeness centrality to compute keyword candidates and
exhibit preferable results over the bag of words approach.
The study presented in [1] also put the tweets in form of
a lexical network and uses centrality measures to extract
keywords. The performance of the approach shows good
results in terms of computation in comparison to KEA. In
the study [4] a co-occurrence network constructed and the
frequency of co-occurrence of terms was considered at the
first level of selection. Further, the node degree to node
strength (weighted degree) ratio is measured for each node.
It is observed that this ratio overpowered other standard
centrality measures. The study in [27] put forwards a
different technique for automatic keyword extraction based
on a graph as well as the influence of word embeddings. The
paper compared three diverse methods for weighting the
graph of words to measure the effect of word embeddings.
In the first approach weights to the nodes are assigned
using word co-occurrence. The second approach is based
on co-occurrence with word embeddings to measure weight
and the third approach is based on Weighting with word
embeddings only. Once the graph is constructed, the node
ranking is done using various graph algorithms such as
TextRank, HITS, Centrality Measures, Degree, etc. The
experimental result shows that combining the use of word
embedding with the above-mentioned measures neither in-
creases nor decreases the performance. A recent study,
presented in [38] is a comparison of nine different centrality
measures (Betweenness, Clustering Coefficient, Closeness,
Degree, Eccentricity, Eigenvector, K-Core, PageRank, and
Structural Holes) for graph-based keyword extraction. The
study constructed the graph, based on the co-occurrence
of window size 3. They demonstrated that the measures
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produced the similar type of results. Further, they also
confirmed the correlation among all graphical measures
using Pearson’s and Spearman’s correlation coefficient. The
study also proposed a new research path on multi-centrality
approaches for combining graphical measures to improve
the results. They conducted the experiments on three data
sets as Semeval 2010 and Marujo 2012 [18]. The results
exhibit that the proposed approach outperforms as compared
to different centrality measures used separately.

As the above-discussed approaches ([24], [21], [14],
[27], [38]) mostly are based on a co-occurrence graph that
focuses on the positional and lexicographic equivalent of
the terms in the document. These approaches have their
strengths and limitations. As lexicographic-based similarity
considers the only word-to-word matching and it does not
take into consideration the meaning of the words to measure
any semantic relationship between the terms. Therefore,
such approaches are not effective. In such a condition, an
approach is needed that considers lexical match as well
as semantic match of documents words/terms. To get the
semantics of document terms, some background knowledge
source is required to find the semantic relationship among
document terms. Ontologies [16] have been proved as an
effective tool for the same. There are many ontologies
available depending upon their suitability of applications,
domain, and language.

A few studies ([19], [22], [36], [11]) investigate the
role of the semantics of the document to extract keywords.
The study discussed in [42] suggested a semantic network-
based approach for keyword extraction and to comment on
the nature of documents for text documents. For keyword
extraction, they performed experiments on the documents
related to specific queries. The approach considers a set of
relevant documents of these queries. The algorithm identi-
fies keywords of each relevant document by applying graph-
theoretic measures such as Eccentricity, Degree; Centrality,
etc. the nodes with a maximum degree of these measures are
considered representative words of the document. If these
extracted representative words are presented in a query or
are semantically associated with the query, then they are
considered as the relevant result of the experiment. They
performed experiments on 50 queries and obtained Inspiring
outcomes. The experiment depicts that the eccentricity and
closeness centrality of a node provides a fine base for key-
word extraction. Another approach based on unsupervised
learning mentioned in [35] makes use of Wordnet-based
semantic relations to construct the graph. The approach
extracts nouns and applies Depth-First search (DFS) to find
related Hypernym-Hyponyms [33] and pertain betweenness
centrality measures and closeness centrality measures.

For this study, we are exploring the semantic graph-
based approach more exhaustively for keyword extraction.
Hindi WordNet [46] ontology is used as a background
knowledge source to find semantic relations between doc-
ument terms. It’s a kind of thesaurus that is organized in

the form of concepts. Our approach constructs a semantic
graph of document terms. The nodes of the semantic
graphs are representing noun terms of the document and
edges symbolizes semantic relation (extracted from Hindi
Wordnet) between the nodes (document terms). Various
type of Semantic relation is defined in Hindi Wordnet
[29]. For this paper, hypernym-hyponym and meronym-
holonym relationships between the document terms are used
to construct the graph. In our approach, the reason behind
considering noun terms only is that it is observed that most
of the meaning of a document is conveyed by the content
terms only and as the objective of the study is to extract
keywords, there are least chances that other POS like Verb,
Adjectives or Adverb can be keywords for the document.

Any natural-language text can be symbolized as a se-
mantic network where nodes can be used to represent a
concept while edges can be used to represent some kind of
semantic relationship among concepts in the same. Once a
document(s) is represented in form of a semantic network
or semantic graph, a set of measures from the graph and
network analysis can be applied to perform quantitative
analysis. Further, its outcome can be utilized in several
potential applications of text mining such as to detect
closely related concepts and discover the most dominant
concepts. Such a concept generates some meaning of the
text and provides a method to understand the text’s structure
in a better way [32].

3. Proposed Approach
The proposed approach is applied to construct a se-

mantic graph for a document or data set irrespective of
any language or domain. The only requirement is that the
linguistic ontology for that language should be available.
The following figure shows a Process flow for the proposed
methodology.

In step 1 this approach accepts a text document D
as input and then in step 2, document D is preprocessed
by removing stop words, and the obtained preprocessed
document is called D’. In step 3 after preprocessing all
the remaining terms of the document are tagged with their
respective part of speech which leads to the extraction of
unique noun terms (N1, N2. . . . . . Nm) creating a master
list of nouns of the document. In step 4 semantic graph
G (V, E) is constructed where V = v1, v2, v3. . . . . . , vm
is set of vertices in the graph, each vertex represents a
unique noun term Ni of the document and E= e1, e2,
e3, . . . , en represents a set of edges symbolizing semantic
relationship between vi and vj. To find semantic linkages
between vi and vj, semantic relationships provided by
Hindi Wordnet are used. There are many different seman-
tic relationships defined in Hindi WordNet as Antonymy,
Hypernymy-Hyponymy, Meronymy-Holonymy, Entailment,
Troponymy, and Crosslink relationships as Ability link,
Capability link, and Function link [33]. For this paper,
two types of semantic relationships namely Hypernym-
Hyponym and Meronym-Holonym are used. The reason for
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Figure 1. Process flow of proposed methodologyt

Figure 2. Semgraph Key Extract
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using only these two relationships is that as Antonymy is a
lexical relation indicating ’opposites’, Gradation represents
intermediate states between two antonyms, Entailment and
Troponymy shows the relationship between verbs. Though
Antonymy’s relation can be between any two nouns too it is
observed that considering Antonymy for keyword extraction
doesn’t seem much suitable as it conveys the opposite
meaning. On the other side Cross-links establishes rela-
tionships between different parts of speeches like ’nouns’
and ’verbs’. Hence, as for this study, we are considering
nouns, only hypernymy-hyponymy and matched with key-
words produced by the proposed approach. In step 8 well
known Fleiss’ Kappa statistics [14] is used to compute inter
reliability among three human annotator In final step 10, the
performance of the proposed approach is evaluated using
precision, recall, and F-Measure.

4. Experiments And Result Discussion
This section of the paper is organized into three parts,

wherein the first part is about the data set and tools used
to accomplish this study. The second part depicts the con-
struction of a semantic graph for a document and extraction
of keywords generated using the proposed approach. These
keywords are further matched with keywords generated
using TextRank, and then with human-annotated keywords.
Further, results are evaluated and discussed using evaluation
measures precision, recall, and F-Measure. In the next part
of this section correlation analysis among eight different
graph theoretical measures is carried out.

A. Data Set and Tools Used
The experiments are conducted on two different data

sets Tourism data set and Health data set of Hindi language
provided by the Centre for Indian Language Technology
(CFILT), IIT Bombay [20]. Each data set consists of 152
documents. Each document of each data set is consisting
100 sentences; each word of each sentence is tagged with
their respective part of speech, synset id as in Hindi Wordnet
[46], and word id in that document. Though the data sets
used are small but suitable for the proposed study. As Hindi
is still a resource-poor language, still there is no benchmark
data set available for keyword extraction; hence this data set
is taken for this study. The experiments are implemented
using Java as a high-level programming language on the
meronymy-holonymy relationships are appropriate. Each
relationship is assigned a weight to quantify the relationship
between terms. Here weight Wi,j = 1 is assigned if (Ni, Nj)
are related with hypernym-hyponym relationship and Wi,j =
2 is assigned if (Ni, Nj) are related with meronym-holonym
relationship. By applying these relationships between terms
(N1, N2. . . . . . Nm) the semantic graph is constructed. As the
graph is constructed, in step 5 few graph-theoretic measures
are applied to compute the importance of each node vi
in the graph and sorted the terms in descending order of
their semantic scores calculated by applying graph-theoretic
measures. The top n terms are considered as candidate
keywords. In step 6 the candidate keywords selected in
step 5 are compared with keywords extracted by using the

state-of-the-art approach TextRank. In step 7, the human-
annotated keywords are collected by asking keywords from
three different human annotators for each document. These
human-annotated keywords are Linux platform. The Hindi
Wordnet APIs are used to extract the semantic relationship
between document terms. The Hindi WordNet 1.5 is a
system for bringing together different lexical and semantic
relations between the Hindi words. It organizes the lexical
information in terms of word meanings and can be termed
as a lexicon based on psycholinguistic principles

The design of the Hindi WordNet is inspired by the
famous English WordNet. To construct and visualize the
semantic graph the graph visualization tool GEPHI 0.8.2
is used [3]. Due to the unavailability of the gold standard
set of keywords for tourism and health data sets, human-
annotated keywords are taken as gold standard keywords.

B. Experimental Results and Analysis
This section is explaining step by step results as per the

proposed approach on a single document. Here document
0009 hin tourism.txt is taken to illustrate our approach from
the Tourism data set. As every document D comprises 100
sentences, one sample sentence is presented as a reference
in Fig. 3, to show that how the input data is organized. The
following sentence is from the Tourism domain.In the above
Fig. 3, the ctx-1 is sentence id, each word is represented
with some information with it, the word itself, it’s part of
speech (POS), word id in the document, and its synset-id as
per in Hindi WordNet. As per steps 2 and 3 of the proposed
algorithm, stop words are removed to obtain D’ and only
noun terms are extracted.

Figure 3.Excerpt from Document 009 hin tourism.txt
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Figure 4. Giant components of the semantic graph
constructed for document 0009 hin tourism.txt using Gephi

couldn’t be included here as part of this research paper.
Among 103 semantic linkages 100 Hypernym-hyponym
relationships found and rest 03 are Meronym-holonyms
relations.

As this graph is constructed, in step 5 a range of
graph theoretical measures applied and among resulting
keyword (with the highest semantic scores) top 25 keywords
are extracted produced by Out-Degree, Degree, Weighted
Degree, Weighted in-Degree, Weighted Out Degree, Author-
ity, Hub, PageRank, Clustering Coefficient and Eigenvector
Centrality [25]. Table A depicts the resulting keywords
extracted from the proposed approach. Here, only those
measures’ output has shown which is generating the best
set of keywords for document 0009-hin-tourism.txt.

These keywords extracted using the proposed approach
are compared with the keywords extracted from the state
of the art keyword extraction approach TextRank and also
compared with the Human annotated Keywords. For this
paper, human-annotated keywords are considered as gold
standard keywords. Three human annotator’s suggested
their own individual set of keywords for this study.

Table B exhibits the keywords extracted by applying
the proposed approach and ranked using four different
graph-theoretic measures. It is observed that graphical
measure Authority is producing the best results matching
the keywords generated from the baseline algorithm
TextRank [24]. Authority is the measure to compute
the importance of a node in the network. A vertex is
considered an authority if it has many nodes linking
to it. Authority is mathematically represented as:

Here yj is the hub centrality score. The TextRank approach
is an unsupervised approach that is based on the co-
occurrence of the terms within a window of N words. If
two lexical units co-occur within a window of N terms
then an edge is drawn between these two. The score of a
vertex Vi is defined as follows:

In Table B, the keywords highlighted in bold are those
which are commonly extracted by both approaches viz.
TextRank as well as the proposed approach.
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In the above table, words highlighted in red color denote
the common terms extracted as keywords from both systems
generated as well as the Text rank approach. Similarly, the
keywords generated from the proposed approach are com-
pared with human-annotated keywords and it is observed
that Closeness Centrality has come out as the best measure
to generate prominent keywords. Closeness centrality is a
measure to indicate how close a node is to all other nodes in
the network. It is calculated as the avg. of the shortest path
length from the node to every other node in the network.
Mathematically, the closeness centrality of every vertex is
formulated 3 as:

In the above equation (3), dvu is the shortest path
distance between vertex v and u. Similarly, another measure
Eccentricity also produced a good set of keywords having
the second-highest precision, recall, and F-Measure when
compared with Human Annotated Keywords. Eccentricity
is defined as the maximum distance between a vertex

to all other vertices in the graph. It is computed as:

Table C shows those measures which produce the best
keywords and has the highest precision and recall when
compared with human-annotated keywords for document
0009-hin-tourism.txt. To measure the quality of generated
summary we used well-accepted evaluation measures i.e.
Precision, Recall, and F-measure which are depicted as
following equations

In the above table, words highlighted in red color denote
the common terms extracted as keywords from both systems
generated as well as human-annotated. The performance
evaluation of the proposed algorithm is done by applying
precision, recall, and F-Measure. The following Table 1
exhibits the performance results for the Tourism data set
while Table 2 represents performance results for the Health
data set.

As the evaluation results are shown above, system-
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TABLE I. RESULT ANALYSIS OF SEMANTIC GRAPH-BASED AUTOMATIC KEYWORD EXTRACTION FOR TOURISM DATA SET

S. no. Algorithms Compared Avg. Precision Avg. Recall Avg. F- Measure

1 Human Annotated vs. System Generated 0.4742 0.46274 0.4636
2 Human Annotated vs. TextRank 0.22751 0.23247 0.22924
3 TextRank vs System Generated 0.23142 0.21428 0.21703

TABLE II. Result Analysis of Semantic Graph-based Automatic Keyword Extraction for Health Data Set

S. no. Algorithms Compared Avg. Precision Avg. Recall# Avg. F- Measure

1 Human Annotated vs. System Generated 0.404444 0.405409 0.404603
2 Human Annotated vs. TextRank 0.259259 0.266431 0.262554
3 TextRank vs System Generated 0.191111 0.181069 0.188034

http:// journals.uob.edu.bh

http://journals.uob.edu.bh


Int. J. Com. Dig. Sys. 12, No.1, 367-381 (Jul-2022) 375

Figure 5. Comparison between different Algorithms for
Tourism Data Set

Figure 6. Comparison between different Algorithms for
Health Data Set

generated keywords are the keyword generated through
the proposed approach. The set of keywords generated by
the proposed approach are better matched with the gold
standard keywords as compared to, match of keywords
generated through the TextRank approach with gold stan-
dard keywords. The following graph shows the results in
graphical form.

C. Time Complexity
In this section, time complexity of proposed approach

is discussed. The major part of proposed approach is
construction of semantic graph using Hindi WordNet
relations. As the semantic relations are extracted for each
noun term and total number of noun terms are considered
as n then searching for semantic relation for all noun terms
to all other noun terms takes nXn times i.e. n2 times. So
the time complexity to construct semantic graph is o(n2).
Other statements in algorithm for comparisons, assignments
and computing values for all graphical measures takes
constant time, hence ignored to compute time complexity.

D. Result Implications
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It is also observed, that the human-annotated keywords
are subjective, due to different preferences of annotators in
the selection of keywords. Depending on each annotator’s
preference, the selection may lead to a set of keywords
varying from each other. It may decline in precision and
recall for human annotators vs. system-generated keywords.
The study in [13] focuses on the benchmarks and suggested
three different types of annotators; author of the document,
reader, and professional indexer to extract keywords. As
there are no defined guidelines for annotating keywords, it
is difficult to generate a reliable gold standard of keywords.
In this paper, Fleiss’ Kappa statistics are also used to
compute inter-reliability among three human annotators
which outcome as fair inter-reliability amongst three human
annotators Authors and Affiliations

E. Correlation Analysis among different Graphical Mea-
sures
In this sub-section, the study finds the correlation be-

tween different graph theoretical measures used for ex-
periments. Since different graphical measures produce a
different set of keywords we are not analyzing keywords
word to word but using correlation here shows that how
the keywords generated through these measures are cor-
related. As in statistics, correlation coefficients are used
to measure the relationship between two given variables.
The correlation coefficient produces values ranging from -
1 to +1 wherein -1 represents a negative relationship, 0
represents no relationship and +1 represents the positive
relationship between variables. In this study, three different
methods are used to compute correlation coefficients i.e.
Pearson’s correlation, Spearman’s correlation, and Kendall’s
correlation. The major difference among these methods is
that Pearson’s correlation coefficient method measures the
linear correlation between two variables while Spearman’s
and Kendall’s correlation coefficient methods are rank-based
[17].

Pearson’s correlation is also known as Pearson Prod-
uct Moment Correlation (PPMC). This method de-
notes the linear relationship between two sets of
data. It can be mathematically represented as follows:

Where x and y are two classes of observation and n is
cardinality. Tables 3 and 4 show the results of Correlation
between eight different graphical measures using Pearson’s
Correlation coefficient method for Tourism and Health data
sets respectively.

Spearman’s correlation coefficient determines the
strength and direction of the monotonic relationship
between two variables unlike the strength and
direction of the linear relationship between two
variables determined by Pearson’s Correlation
Coefficient. Mathematically it can be represented as:

Where xi and yi are different observations of two
variables x and y while x and y denotes the mean of x
and y variables.

Tables 5 and 6 shows correlation coefficient results using
Spearman’s correlation method for Tourism and Health data
sets respectively.
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TABLE III. PEARSON’S CORRELATION COEFFICIENT MATRIX FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHICAL MEASURES FOR THE TOURISM DATA
SET

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.743958709 0.874572787 0.908057989 0.906753968 0.90247858 0.90247858 0.864293884
In-Degree 0.743958709 1 0.725562307 0.719862983 0.713238148 0.709095088 0.709095088 0.660493418
Betweenness
Centrality

0.874572787 0.725562307 1 0.949229563
0.943813908

0.946936927 0.946936927 0.93318685

Degree 0.908057989 0.719862983 0.949229563 1 0.987385742 0.996392069 0.996392069 0.955432294
Out-Degree 0.906753968 0.713238148 0.943813908 0.987385742 1 0.989798596 0.989798596 0.954589998
Authority 0.90247858 0.709095088 0.946936927 0.996392069 0.989798596 1 1 0.959047028
Hub 0.90247858 0.709095088 0.946936927 0.996392069 0.989798596 1 1 0.959047028
PageRank 0.864293884 0.660493418 0.93318685 0.955432294 0.954589998 0.959047028 0.959047028 1

TABLE IV. PEARSON’S CORRELATION COEFFICIENT MATRIX FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHICAL MEASURES FOR HEALTH DATA SET

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.846362 0.863758317 0.76734 0.84337 0.784257 0.784257 0.77225112
In-Degree 0.846362 1 0.945616262 0.902645 0.970988 0.9103246 0.910325 0.89737434
Betweenness
Centrality

0.8637583 0.945616 1 0.868074 0.941313 0.8760474 0.876047 0.89273689

Degree 0.7673395 0.902645 0.868073767 1 0.918721 0.9906427 0.990643 0.9717754
Out-Degree 0.8433701 0.970988 0.941312605 0.918721 1 0.9149031 0.914903 0.89049391
Authority 0.784257 0.910325 0.876047418 0.990643 0.914903 1 1 0.9715039
Hub 0.784257 0.910325 0.876047418 0.990643 0.914903 1 1 0.9715039
PageRank 0.7722511 0.897374 0.892736887 0.971775 0.890494 0.9715039 0.971504 1

TABLE V. SPEARMAN’S CORRELATION COEFFICIENT MATRIX FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHICAL MEASURES FOR THE TOURISM
DATA SET

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.7605282 0.961213445 0.94368 0.941025 0.939574 0.93957402 0.96413
In-Degree 0.7605282 1 0.761842979 0.74856 0.754439 0.73528 0.73527994 0.747215
Betweenness
Centrality

0.9612134 0.761843 1 0.96008 0.963302 0.954522 0.95452217 0.98905

Degree 0.9436769 0.7485589 0.960084695 1 0.946545 0.986462 0.98646235 0.963072
Out-Degree 0.9410248 0.7544393 0.963302206 0.94654 1 0.944702 0.94470229 0.966529
Authority 0.939574 0.7352799 0.954522166 0.98646 0.944702 1 1 0.963581
Hub 0.939574 0.7352799 0.954522166 0.98646 0.944702 1 1 0.963581
PageRank 0.9641301 0.7472152 0.989050084 0.96307 0.966529 0.963581 0.9635814 1

TABLE VI. SPEARMAN’S CORRELATION COEFFICIENT MATRIX FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHICAL MEASURES FOR HEALTH DATA SET

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.909266486 0.955776186 0.875444804 0.939190063 0.87013499 0.87013499 0.884639039
In-Degree 0.909266486 1 0.956111526 0.883566802 0.942763698 0.88537658 0.88537658 0.88344732
Betweenness
Centrality

0.955776186 0.956111526 1 0.91409234 0.973446688 0.91130559 0.91130559 0.922475211

Degree 0.875444804 0.883566802 0.91409234 1 0.894207097 0.96554629 0.96554629 0.986466538
Out-Degree 0.939190063 0.942763698 0.973446688 0.894207097 1 0.90411615 0.90411615 0.900307487
Authority 0.870134988 0.885376578 0.91130559 0.965546293 0.90411615 1 1 0.97378105
Hub 0.870134988 0.885376578 0.91130559 0.965546293 0.90411615 1 1 0.97378105
PageRank 0.884639039 0.88344732 0.922475211 0.986466538 0.900307487 0.97378105 0.97378105 1

http:// journals.uob.edu.bh

http://journals.uob.edu.bh


378 Manju Lata Joshi, et al.: SGAKE: Semantic Graph-based Automatic Keyword Extraction...

TABLE VII. KENDALL’S CORRELATION COEFFICIENT MATRIX FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHICAL MEASURES FOR THE TOURISM DATA
SET

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.67886972 0.913412546 0.89499822 0.888640662 0.8889581 0.888958 0.916315878
In-Degree 0.67887 1 0.660457174 0.67482918 0.680847861 0.6660882 0.666088 0.649413204
Betweenness
Centrality

0.913413 0.66045717 1 0.91147801 0.910703855 0.900823 0.900823 0.967643569

Degree 0.894998 0.67482918 0.91147801 1 0.912330518 0.9732006 0.973201 0.917279484
Out-Degree 0.888641 0.68084786 0.910703855 0.91233052 1 0.9113097 0.91131 0.919390226
Authority0.888958 0.66608821 0.900823041 0.97320058 0.911309721 1 1 0.916939153
Hub 0.888958 0.66608821 0.900823041 0.97320058 0.911309721 1 1 0.916939153
PageRank 0.916316 0.6494132 0.967643569 0.91727948 0.919390226 0.9169392 0.916939 1

TABLE VIII. Kendall’s correlation coefficient matrix for different graphical measures for Health data set

Closeness Centrality In-Degree Betweenness Cen-
trality

Degree# Out-Degree Authority Hub PageRank

Closeness Centrality 1 0.8485335 0.929894323 0.8382129 0.886818 0.822930 0.82293 0.866740
In-Degree 0.8485335 1 0.8930163 0.8458952 0.908041 0.852857 0.85285 0.826180
Betweenness
Centrality

0.9298943 0.8930163 1 0.8787961 0.922135 0.866273 0.86627 0.914390

Degree 0.8382129 0.8458951 0.878796053 1 0.864611 0.932273 0.93227 0.947777
Out-Degree 0.8868183 0.9080418 0.922135679 0.8646116 1 0.878695 0.87869 0.854590
Authority 0.8229301 0.8528569 0.866273518 0.9322738 0.878694 1 1 0.924484
Hub 0.8229301 0.8528569 0.866273518 0.9322738 0.878694 1 1 0.924484
PageRank 0.8667400 0.8261800 0.914390541 0.9477773 0.854590 0.924484 0.92448 1

The above-computed correlation measures (Pearson’s,
Spearman’s, and Kendall’s correlation coefficient) exhibits
that most of the graphical measures discussed are highly
correlated. It is observed that measure Closeness Centrality
and Authority are highly correlated with other measures,
while In-degree is comparatively less correlated with other
measures. The authority and hub are the measures that
are circularly related as Hub point good authority vertices
and similarly, Authority points to good Hub vertices, hence
they are completely correlated to each other and score as
1 through all correlation coefficient measures. It is also
being experiential that In-Degree has the least correlation
with PageRank measure while on the other side Degree
has the highest correlation with Authority and Hub in all
the correlation coefficient methods. The reason behind their
strong correlation is the fact that Hub/Authority rankings are
’Degree biased’ i.e. they are strongly correlated within/out
degrees of corresponding nodes. To compute the correlation
coefficient we have excluded those measures which have
shown very low precision, recall, and F-Measure. Such
measures are not shown in the above methods of the
correlation coefficient.

5. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
The study proposed a novel semantic network-based

approach for automatic keyword extraction. The approach
represents the document in the form of a graph where
vertices represent noun terms of the document and edges
symbolize the semantic relationship between noun terms.
To get semantic relationship Hindi WordNet is used as
a background knowledge source. A set of graph-theoretic
measures applied to extract keywords based on their seman-
tic scores. The results are compared with the state-of-the-
art keyword extraction method TextRank as well as with
gold standard keywords. The results are evaluated based on
precision, recall, and F-measure. The analysis shows that
the set of keywords generated by the proposed approach
are better matched with the gold standard keywords as
compared to the match of keywords generated through
the TextRank approach with gold standard keywords. It
is noticed that the closeness centrality measure produces
better precision and recall as compared to other graphi-
cal measures in the case of matching with gold standard
keywords. Another graphical measure that came up as a
good measure to extract keywords is Eccentricity. On the
other hand, Authority proved as a fine graphical measure to
produce keywords through the proposed approach matching
with TextRank. The proposed approach is independent
of language and domain. It can be applied to the data
set of any language and any domain. The application of
keywords extracted can be constructive for Topic Detection
of a document, Title Construction of the document, Text
Summarization, Semantic Indexing, semantic labeling and
similarly to comment on Nature of document.
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In this study, we have also computed correlation coeffi-
cients between different graphical measures using Pearson’s,
Spearman’s, and Kendall’s correlation coefficient methods.
The correlation coefficient scores show that most of the
graphical measures are highly correlated. The proposed
work can also be applied to other languages and data set of
a closed and open domain as well.
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