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W e show thatin problem sofauthorship attribution and otherlinguistic applications,a M arkov

Chainsapproach isa m ore attractive technique than Lem pel-Ziv based com pression.

PACS num bers:89.70.+ c,01.20.+ x,05.20.-y,05.45.Tp

W ewish to pointouta num berofinaccurateand m is-

leading statem ents that Benedetto etal. m ake in their

paper titled \Language Trees and Zipping"[1]. First,

they claim the technique they used forconstruction ofa

languagetreedoesnotm akeuseofany a-prioriinform a-

tion aboutthealphabet,butitdoes,both in thealphabet

chosen (Unicode)and in the setoflanguagesthey chose

to experim entwith;second,they propound Lem pel-Ziv

(LZ,gzip)com pression asbeing applicableto DNA anal-

ysis,where the usefulnessofLZ isquite doubtful;third,

in practice their de�nition ofrelative entropy and dis-

tancecan yield negativevalues;fourth,theclassi�cation

perform anceofthem ethod they useissigni�cantlyworse

than otherentropy-based m ethodsashasbeen noted in

prior work;and �fth,the classi�cation speed is signi�-

cantly worseaswell,which showsthatits\potentiality"

isquestionable.W e elaborateon each ofthese pointsin

m oredetailin the subsequentparagraphs.

Noticethatthe\LanguageTree"(LT)diagram [1]does

notinclude theRussian language(Slavicfam ily ofIndo-

Europeanfam ilyoflanguages;288m illion speakers).O ur

com putationsshow thatonceRussian isincluded,itdoes

notclusterwith the otherm em bersofthe Slavic group.

O bviously,certainCyrillicalphabetbased languageswere

leftoutofthestudy [1],which \im proves"resultssigni�-

cantly and showsthata-prioriinform ation abouttheal-

phabetisbeing taken advantageofto achievetheresults

outlined in paper[1].

The LZ com pressorm akesfew assum ptionsaboutthe

input string,but in practice,we do have a-prioriinfor-

m ation thatwecan takeadvantageof.Biologistswidely

usean am ino acid substitution m atrix(PAM 250orBLO -

SUM 62)in search forsim ilar biologicalsequences[2].It

is not at allclear how a substitution m atrix could be

im plem ented with the LZ algorithm . Thatiswhy com -

pression is not widely used for DNA analysis,although

�rsttrialsforitsapplication go back to 1990 [2].

The quantity SA B [1]de�ned as\relative entropy" in

(1)and rede�ned as\distance" in (2)can take negative

values. Negative values indeed appeared in our study

which showed that the \LT"[1]reects signi�cantly the

structure ofUnicode or vice versa,and its relevance to

languageclassi�cation should besupported additionally.

A traditionalde�nition and estim atesfor(relative)en-

tropy via nth orderM arkov Chain on letters[3,4,5]al-

wayslead to a properpositive num ber. M arkov Chains

are also traditionalin textentropy analysis[3,4],com -

pression [6], authorship and subject attribution [7, 8].

In [5], the classi�cation perform ance of com pression

program s was com pared with the M arkov Chain ap-

proach [8].82 authorsoflargeenough texts(� 105 char-

acters)werechosen.Afterwards82 one-per-authortexts

wereheld outand used forcontrolpurposes.Theclassi�-

cation algorithm [5]had to determ inetheauthorofeach

controltext am ong 82 alternatives. The corresponding

num bers ofexact guesses for 15 com pression program s

and M arkovChainsarepresented in thefollowinglist[5]:

Program (num ber of guesses): 7zip(39), arj(46),

bsa(44), com press(12), dm c(36), gzip(50), ha(47),

hu�(10),lzari(17),ppm d5(46),rar(58),rarw(71),rk(52);

M arkov Chain approach (see [8])69 guesses.

Clearly, gzip is signi�cantly outperform ed by other

com pression algorithm sand the�rstorderM arkov chain

m odel[8].Noticealso thatin practicalim plem entations,

the gzip-based approach [1]is signi�cantly slower than

the �rstorderM arkov chainsm ethod [8].

To sum up,in naturallanguage processing (and,per-

haps,in other �elds)the nth orderM arkov chain m od-

els[7,8]arem oreappropriatethan an LZ-approach [1].
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