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[ Abstract] With the development of big data technology, strengthening the application of judicial big data has become an
important means to promote judicial modernization. How to deal with unstructured data in judicial big data needs to be solved
urgently. To this end, a text topic OLAP system oriented to judicial big data is proposed, which includes offline data processing and
online query parts. In the offline data processing module, a Span data model is designed and a variety of operators for this model are
defined. In addition, a rule—based text administrative division classification method is designed, and a topic cube is constructed. In
the online query module, the keyword search method based on the inverted index and the largest unique subject range query are
realized, and functions such as scrolling, drilling, and slicing are provided. The system is tested on a real large—scale data set, and
the experimental results proves the rationality and practicability of the system.
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