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Research on Spam Filtering Technology Based on Bayesian Algorithm

Gu Wei
(Xuzhou Higher Normal School Xuzhou 221116)

Abstract This paper analyzes the content filtering technology of spam and realizes that there are many differences be—
tween spam filtering technology and common text classification and mining problems. In this paper, the filtering method
based on bayes is improved, and the integrated weighted model is designed to make full use of the structure information
of the mail. Based on the integrated weighted model, a model was established for the mail head and the body of the mail,
and finally, the results were integrated with the weighted method to filter the spam. By designed to improve and expand
the bayesian filter in the latest standard data sets on the test results show that compared with the classical bayesian filter

Bogo, filtering effect has great improvement.
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