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Abstract

This paper exploits machine learning methods to separate robbery and intimidation
cases, and predicting their sentencing by considering defined legal factors. We
introduce a framework to fetch 21 legal factor labels of robbery and intimidation
cases, then use the labels for case classification and sentencing prediction. Our
experiments show that the legal factor labels can indeed improve the results of case
classification and sentencing prediction. We then discuss the influence of these
legal factors in both case classification and sentencing prediction tasks.
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Local label ffZL;JF:,EV"EEﬁ’» 256 0.994 | 2.105

R L’#Zﬁf%fr 4 0.480 | 16.363
MR 3 0.136 | 18.482

Behavior_tfidf 2897 0.996 | 1.776
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L g 23 | 0.947 | 5998
B O EE | 23 | 0797 | 11258
bk [ 3 | 0225 | 18178

H gy 4 | 0151 | 18.442
e 14 | 0.627 | 14.705

g e 17 | 0597 | 14.968

# 18. LOO R H VT fiktl 7]

e ¥ ®’8r | PCC | RMSE
Fact_tfidf 3270 | 0.987 | 1.978
Local label T@r‘% VBl | 13288 | 0.996 | 1.634
Local label {525Vt | 13048 | 0.995 | 1.935
SR 13300 | 0.995 | 1.935
R 13301 | 0.995 | 1.935
Behavior_tfidf 10407 | 0.995 | 1.935
7 Y 13281 | 0.995 | 1.935
Bl - RS | 13281 | 0.995 | 1.935
e 13301 | 0.995 | 1.935
HY g 13300 | 0.995 | 1.935

e 13290 | 0.995 | 1.935

IEE S 13287 | 0.995 | 1.935

# 19, G775 &% Forward selection F gL VR ikl #lig f!

HERE Fj&8 | PCC | RMSE
E R 13304 | 0.995 | 1.935

Fact_tfidf - Behavior_tfidf - ‘%Hé%’ * ’D’E%F—;‘F%Sf”gﬂ“ 12954 | 0.996 | 1.602

=5 {Tes Rl M - ﬁ]krér ’:’l'?éﬂf\'j’r%?r\ Leave one out (LOO)!'] *I'] Forward selection
FS R R B 0 SRR IR NI 14 0 15 2 16 RERT A (K 16) [rEE
PCC =0.954 » RMSE = 11.4761 V5Nl « ALISEPHST 355570 5 4 AUy Gim 3] » =5 P02
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SR SEE- B DTN VT SR o GBIV SR NI 175 18 0 195 R
“r'l:/\ (& 19) HZIPCC=0.996 & RMSE =1.6022 V3l o AT Hags-- ([ E ] puids
VR Iﬂ‘ﬁ@ﬂfﬁ I&[F’iﬁi R E R ] T R

=5 AR BT > R BT SRR OB - R PR Ui 20 < 43
i i #F TF-IDF ) & tﬁ“%”‘ sy * 21 /uw'apwww 4 i 1§ 2 TF-IDF
i R - SIS TZE TR-IDF H lé’ﬁﬂm (Y[ 22) > TS LT FJF Cilalis
SREH g -

7 20. FERYEGFEVRIZF 2 EI T 10 Fif BT AEET

itk BFIVES

e e g e
30.7969 bkey_§Fi§Fl 56.62879 ftfidf_pLE|
27.9362 ftfidf ?&ﬁ, * 53.65348 ftfidf_i=9f
15.52409 ftfidf [y i 11.02504 accomplice_3~5
13.78044 ftfidf_?.f,’E?j‘ 8.084648 ftfidf >~ 5%
13.12859 ftfidf_ﬁ[?“ﬁﬂrﬁ 4.883647 ftfidf & %IF%%}
12.0484 ftfidf_PEz—?J 3.959793 ftfidf_—
10.61914 ftfidf_|O 3.877146 ftfidf fF]t
7.996218 ftfidf_ 1 LR ]’ﬁ 2.892254 ftfidf s
7.991696 ftfidf i[> 5US 2.532131 ftfidf_F{ g:=
7.470467 ftfidf_#H 51 2.511225 ftfidf 3=

# 21, FEIFiR GV BV fbl FIZETF-IDF g 10 it BpiomET

itk FETHIVEA
B Her i Her
30.7969 bkey_§§i§ﬁl 11.02504 | accomplice_3~5
0.555235 bkey %Wl 0.719344 | victim_1~2
0.504492 bkey fril 6.15E-01 | vkey_ fiuffi
0.503787 property_ & {F 5.80E-01 | vkey Vit




7%57%%5??7 ?[//V’Zi/’ifd//;%;//#g;?/‘ ;;éﬁujjx;gyﬁ/ﬂﬁﬁzg// o
/C/

0.439038 bkey -t R 5.48E-01 | bkey %
0.406706 tool_F=AEL 5.32E-01 | bkey 5
0.38426 | property = i&}*%&fﬂ E'JFF”}, 0.509546 | tool_#¢}
0.351021 | property_ =+ £~ FJJ 0.328142 | property — " I'J ™~
0.325931 tool 1§} 0.110464 | property Xl {4
0.322338 property A &y 5.92E-02 | bkey T4
2. B FEH SR
e 4 IS
7 iR ey e 12 . e e g2 ,
S| T S R1005 21 BT FSZPET.26 [
FEL S| BRI 91 A E AT H2210.35 i
W& | Gty 152) 71833 ) BT 145 ]
sy | VPR AESE IR G| GG i R G
44"7 ﬁéﬁ e VR FRE E’Zﬁ%ﬁgf/ﬁﬂ“ ;@/ﬁﬁﬁﬂ"ﬂféfﬂxﬁ%i 11.5 /i
#F T HZF81.08 [~ 2/
M“}‘IL G APEIT ~ B o F RIS TSRS T 1 | G AT~ TV~ 2 L
] i & o N ,’// ST IR @
Y| a6 i [T £ 10,91 7
e
g SRR e BT U AT | R BT S ;ﬁ/}/ .
e LI LT SLET2.07 [l FE,L%/;?S PR H T A
- 7 21552 [l L]
ﬂ?‘?”ﬂff/f%‘# i ARt ﬁ?‘?”/fﬂﬁ* eV %fjffl/f/
YEK] Py s Ty R A~ A | B~ FE T 957095
‘ D ) H ST 12 12,23 ey
]
UM | AU TS 1~3 AT ILEEAY [FE] | HIY3~5 < 1~3 T A8 46
B Jit*]
15 M Pr1~2 AT 1527853 [l

Fbr

ff’ﬂf_:g/— Lgr1~2 ~ 3~5 Aj\j‘zj}z/ﬂ774 7

[//
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6. IJFIpfEs S R 51 5 BV

i e s LN et D I (R
AR > IV R EYPUAT e ST At Fﬂr:t' s PISTYRIEE S R 53R BIERR] o AR
2113 (A (R0 140 (e S TS (iR m4$>’ﬂ%wmﬁwm;@mk
ugr‘%ﬁr:tl FARE R e (1 Local Iabelfrﬂ el N TR R PSS P ER R TR

SEHVED ) TR T AR SYFaE w;jaﬁfwifpbé%wj ] - Svpuin e ¥ B (4-fold cross
validation) 53 fjI'] F1 score ~ PCC '] RMSE |;L?“ ]Ff[  F 23 24 ST T l‘%ﬂr, )
R BEVUSENHIEV RS o

7 23. FIEpERIR 7 A

e e F1 score
Fact_tfidf 10034 0.797
Behavior_tfidf 2897 0.592
LRI 23 0513
I B 12954 0.801

£ 24, FIPHEEIE (LT
' itk AR
PCC RMSE PCC | RMSE
Fact_tfidf 10034 0.073 | 114.251 | 0.019 | 45.812
Behavior_tfidf | 2897 0.067 | 117.284 | 0.016 | 49.533
i~ ﬁ@ﬁ‘fé%ﬂ 23 -0.015 | 127.017 | -0.003 | 51.074
EI’??J'% & 12954 0.085 | 112.144 | 0.022 | 44.823

e | HeE

7. ﬁ",ﬁ%

7&@{@ POl %*@WWV R Lic el 'E*J?FQ?'F" f’iﬁﬂiﬁﬁ S WO R e
WIEFL 5> TIRIR=HAR PRl i 5 o proe > 25 PIEaggin juss v il
2 H ol AR A FéEL_E"‘ {7 ey i"u:ﬁq%ﬁ',[ 73 ?}TFJE*E'E"*J’FEFWFE; o HT% B
ﬁﬁ@%iﬁga%,ﬂﬁﬁmw%iﬁﬁ@HBEW%WW%woﬁa»ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%
%*“il’%?ifﬁi‘ K BV ey @ & *'J[”‘J?ﬁ?rf*arﬂ ° fﬁ\”i?ﬁﬂ”%*Fl""““[/“l'ﬁl“h
[ () ‘9[?%1?% Elgl}ﬂf@r%l local label fi PFF 70 ) ﬁf\ﬁucl% A - (2) HREEUR
@qu | R }qzjﬁ'“ A [ 53 K R YL - (3) Tpmi R
SAEYT R [ 55 ifEIE?E'Iﬁ'J TR e el RlRE B%J/ﬁﬁf R o 1) l":E'FJ\E'J/
Ly
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