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ABSTRACT

1. INTRODUCTION

CEAS2006- Third Confeenceon Email and Anti-Spam,July 27-28,2006,
MountainView, CaliforniaUSA



2. EXPERIMENT AL EVALUATION METHOD

2.1 SpamCorpus Collection and Preparation

2.2 TestinglInfrastructur e
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2.3 Overview of the SpamEvolution Study

3. EVIDENCE OF EXTINCTION

3.1 Signi cant Environmental Changes
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3.2 Individual Filtering
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Collaborative Filtering

4. SURVIVAL AND CO-EXISTENCE
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4.1 Signi cant Environmental Changes

01/06



Percentage of Spam Messages

Percentage of Spam Messages

4.2

0.6 - 1

0.4r 1

Month

FORGED_OUTLOOK_HTML ——

0.1

0.05

0
01/03 01/04 01/05 01/06
Month

Individual Filtering

0.3

SUBJ_ILLEGAL_CHARS —— '

4
8 025 1
[+
@
()
= 02} i
£
[
Q.
%)
% 015p 1
(]
(=2
8
& 01 i
S
[5)
['

0.05 - 1

o ‘ .
01/03 01/04 01/05

Month

4.3 Collaborative Filtering
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