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Query Expansion through Feedback in Japanese
Information Filtering Based on the Probabilistic Model

TETSUYA SAKALY GARETH J.F. JONES,"t MASAHIRO KAJIURAT
and KAzZUO SUMITAt

This paper reports experiments in query expansion through relevance feedback and local
feedback for online Japanese news filtering with the probabilistic NEAT system. The expan-
sion terms are extracted from either the full texts or the headings of the relevant documents.
Using the standard BMIR-J1 test collection and a separate collection, relevance feedback is
shown to produce an improvement of up to 18% in average performance. Local feedback is
shown to give a smaller, but still significant, improvement for the BMIR-J1 and BMIR-J2
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collections.

In addition, using the query complexity groups defined for the collections, we

compare our relevance and local feedback results.
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BRE L TEELRRELRZL T 5.,
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HBASHEIr O RELG*HBERTLERIZOWV

THEL 2. 2L C, BAEH %iﬁ*ﬁéﬁx%rtxqimﬁﬁ
DFA IV IV E ‘/4>%}~ﬁ\n TEHRMED I TR
EHICHCON TV EHRE - #ARE D LICL T
%D D & T NEAT f)wu\#ﬁ%ﬁlﬁ%%ﬁ—m N
E&RL 7. NEAT i3 1996 £LLE, 2 —Yh Bk
BH2 ) 2FHEELBHET A Ve WWW TR
BT 2ER7ANT VT - ACBNTEERS
NTW5h., FLAIZZOR, EXRERICBV AR
RSN TV HHEFIRFET )V (probabilistic retrieval
model) 2 #T { RFE X172 5 X 9 IZ NEAT Dk
ZIARL 722,
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Wk 3) THo/ & o MM IR EREGE A5 — b
WEEL, SRIKHLTLLUNY AT 4 —F v 2
(relevance feedback, AT RF) BLUO—H)L 7 4 —
K3y 7 (local feedback, LF LF) & MEEN 2 iy
AT A LI L VRBESEGEBEAL, RIEER
EEHA. 22T, RFIE, REKROEUEFI LR
THHpEPEL—FICFMSE, ZOFMEHREH
WTHHIRE SR BIET 2 HMCh 2V, —F,
LF ¥, 2—¥FOFEERSEO N R VHAC, T
BREHERDO LNOXBELT ERTH L LIRETSH I LI
L) RF ERABRBEEZIT)BDTH B,

Reg LI BT 5 RF OELRTIE, HAFBEHRERE S
AT LEHEATF A 2L 73 3y BMIR-J19#%25 &
CINE FRBORTENELDMADT AL s
¥ 8 ¥ TCIR-N1®"#3% 28 8 X O FHEi 12 A v
LI riCLy, WELBE—DOF A aLrarviH
WSROI HRT X Y IERT 4 V5 ) T DE
By A2 72k L WEECOFMEE 1T ). T,
LBELEEPLOATIEIER L, XEORKL OADPLIR
REGBBOLOOH - LREFELHAHT LI LR
&5, —J, LF ODEEBRTIE BMIR-J1 8 L UF BMIR-
IO* X FMERATS. T2, M7 A—F N0
FBIIBWT, FAMAVL I a Y TEHRSINTNWS
BREBEERT NV —TVHUOTH 4T .

2 BTARWFLICHET LERMAIIONWT, 3 ET
ERT ANE VY7V AF L NEAT IC2WT, 4 B
TARBLCHV-FAMIL 7 aviionC, 5 &
T RF DERIZOWT, 6 BT LF OEERICOWTH
N, TETHERBIUZEL, 8ETILOERRD.

2. EERMEAE

2.1 BARERBICBIBLLINXT4—KNNys
HESZWNRIZLZ RFICOWTINFTE L O
R ENTELDIZER, BREHREICBITS RF
DEFZENDT . T 9) T, TR ETL

F R RBEEERE, b bREEMGCT B H e R
FEONIMRARERRFEDOHBROA TR, BFOREFZNE
HDOFE (term reweighting) Vi b AvH 2%, KHwT
BHIED, & QCHE2RFEOMNMOA LIRS .

*2 P At H AR EHHH OB NI Lo T, HEEAGRLES
& F I N— AV AT AR - BWRE Y AT AR T~
Y- AT — XTI V—T7H, 199349 A1 HHPH 12
B 31 HO HARHHEHREY BICHEL - SHRREmm T —
yN—2 (FAMR) ZFA.

*3 | ARRFHEE CD-ROM1995 FEhfi% FIA.

T AR AL S - 7 & N— AV AT ABIRADS, HiER
WLIBRASARE & O FAEIC L Y, EHHH CD-ROM’94 7 —
YRR HICBERL A EHREY X7 LAFMERF APV v a
¥ BMIR-J2 % Fl1A.

L D

Bk BREOA D FXRY VI FEPREEINTE

D, TERFCBIT ABREREST AV I8y
BMIR-J1 # HWTEHB SN TW A5, TRHETICRF
DEBRIZOVTOREIZ SN TRV, ICHK 10) T
X, BHEED WWW R—V 2 BRESSRE L RF O
BN FELIERL 2 P REESNTVWEY, 22T
W7 AMalL s yari A RENEE ST T
WhWizk, FOEMEFRHEHL Pk oTWiRwv, X
B 11) T, B> ORETLERIEMT ANV ) VT
2BV RF OFENFROBAPKRET SN TV,
ZZTETFAMIL 7Y 3y BMIR-J2 D0 10 4
DRBERZ HOZEHMEL »MTbNTB 5T, Mtk
EETE LV NVOFHERRESELN TV A Lidw
WEEW,

2.2 LLINCXT 4 =K Ny JOFHERE

RF OFHi % 179 B, WHIREEGL 74 —F Ny
7 BORBEMOREBEL A—DORERFZE L AT
Bl TL ) L EESRFMITR AN LS
HM5NTWE, ZhiE, RFIZBWTidz—Fpro e
DUENFERTHEDNEVIEHEFE525NELDT,
ERTELREBEHRO LRI TL B LI IHRES
BEBETITPRFER L) DRFBEO B VIR
FRERRBLIERBEENOTH S, TD2DH, RF
OB IERICET 5 720D FEIT N OPRES
NTWBD | Rank freezing 35 & UF residual collec-
tion £, H—F AabrvavyeRENREL
THWBD, 74— RNy 7 BORFEERP IR
BICBWTT TRRBEEINLXEFEINIHAICE
NEEBALTHFEL &) LW IEZHIEIFE
TH5D. —F, test and control HEiE, FAralL 7
varkZo4EL, RAEEEEHC, bR A%
HizBWwWA DO THAE, TITEETREIE, 2L
DVFTHROFFEICBWTD, 74 —=F Ny ZICFET
BZYELT A= F Ny 7 BORBBETFMEICH NS
HEPFER—DOF ALY avilBT AL W) ER
THETHLETHA.

BEEM 2 BHME TR ERDOBHRRR L IBL D, F
WMTANG )T RBARBET I WiEROTNRE
WA 12, RTINS IV TIZBITSLRFEEZS
BAWCEEED L) 2HWERORKEIIHEICRIS &
VW, ZZTHOZ A2, BRICEELXELFAL
TT7 4—=FNy 7 %247, FAHET 5 XEICT
AREREEAALIEAZLTH S, LEAICEET
LERIIBHELDIIBIEDLEEZONLD,
ZO¥ A7 IIHETCEEN R RENZICHNT S RF &
DY —RRICIZEEL VWEEBZOND, ZXTHRAE S &E
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WKBWT, REEREZXEFL, P OoORBEARONEE
BOBITENELRDL2O00F A ab yyarik A
72 RF OFFHEEERZ 7). S50, FRXEOARTSL
HEAALZRFIONZ, RELEROAZFHEL 72
RFIZDWTHEREITS.

2.3 O—ANT1—KNNy ¥

RF 32— P EMEP DT BO %+ 4374 B0 5
EOEIRBRBRIIHL TIT o T NBT L 2RiREL
TWh., 0L b REFFCELVEBAR, 12—
FOFMBFHREFDTICLF 2479 2 &I L DiRERE
EFRMECTEAEEENH L. LF T, EBTHS
ERGE EN T2 MO LHFHDOHICERIIZIER TR W
EPRALTCHRIHEED DY, iz ) A X2 &AL
FEIHLT 578, —fICRFIZL OB LED %
W, —F, THIREEROBESD SERERVIEAIC
B RFICEVCRIRSEETE L. EE, Xike) kX
T LF OFHENRENTWDS, 72721, BEE
HHRE L7 LF 2 o728 S ETIHmE SR T
Wy,

%8, RF &IZERY, LF 32 —FOFMiEREF
BLAWwkd, HMERET— 5 LHOFBHET— 5 24
BEEd, filo rank freezing % residual collection
¥ ORBREFMREL AV 2LEL LW, Tib
b, T4—=FNNy 7 BOREERLPREBRER
ZUTEHAT AP TED. HLid 6 EIBWVT,
NEAT %° LF 2§ AIOEREICBWTH Wk 9) 2 &
DIERFFEI 2 REEE T ERL TWwBH I L 2RT.

3. BT 12T RF L NEAT

3.1 HALZXFL

NEAT OEERY A7 41d, XERELREEFHL
BB EECESEBMADLED AT HEHL,
NEDTVFVTEITHID. 728 21F, MEED text
OB LSRR SN B L XBOA XKD ZFOBRE
FEOTvF U TONBERY, head MDD L ITE
BINBEEXEORML DA WRERL, 22T,
RFEFEO< v F 7120, XFFI~w v Fv 7 L BEEE
RYF LTV HE*, —#IZ NEAT ORESEHIHEE
DEHPOHEE S, X#EdDAT7 SCORE(d) &

¥ YRy Y I IETH, 2 [T Y] SRR
MLT 7V y—] LI EEEUXENvy FLTLED.
I XEOHERBATERICH L TRRBE Y F U 75175
SR EYERTES, %, BEEBFOBEIRETEAV
DT, BEEYFIIPZITR ATV —] LI REE
Koy FTaXELRELTURNENSS. XEhD (27 )
F—1HTRA/TI 5~ DX CEBTERTVENI LA
ZUHLTHE, TOLIHIC, WYy Fr M IEHNTHS.

HAREEEHRT 1V 5 ) 2 712 BT BRELERE S L DR 2431

BEMICEVERINZA2T7THLUTO L ) ICEHK
Ehb.
SCORE(d) =

Z we(i)scorec(i, d) +Z wm (1) scorem (i, d)

D o lwe@]+ ) Jwm(3)]

(1)

Z 2T, scorec(i,d), scorem(i,d) \IMRFEIMHIZED
IR FHOFBOXEFw v F 2 7 BILUF
BEIYF U 7IEICRATTHY, w(i), wm(d)
X, TIN5 SCORE(d) it A E5ELRET S
FHEATH L. BRLTHE we(i) = wn(i) = w()
&35,

3.2 BREFIICEILVIFTL

HN— a3 D NEAT IX, text 3B LU head &4
DHRIZDWT, BERVAFLADZAa7ERDOHIHHIC
HMERRBETIVICESS A 7ERE2FI I EHNT
g5, HETIC, 2RLED text £HEDHREZH
TZBAIIE, BRIV AT ALY QHEREFVICETL
VAT ADE VB CREBESEXTE LI LD
PoTWn5E, £ZTERBILTIE, BEEFVIZHETL
NEAT (281} 5 text B LU head &tk A% ik,
DY ETHRREMEROEERET).
MERETVICEDI{ NEAT i, 2540 &1
IR ENTMREEt BIXUXE 4126+ 2 0%E
A tw(t,d) EUTOL ) ICEHT 5.

tw(t,d) =
log(|C|/df (t))  tf(t,d) » (K +1)
(1 bx L(d) % |C|
K 01”+Sj;ﬂ5)+”“®

(2
ZIT, CIIRENRE 2 5 LELEE,
L(d)=X#d, »2VIZZORML OXFH,
tf(t,d) = XFE AW, HHNNIFORBLHBIZBITS
WK + OHBERE, '
df(t) = XBEAS C OB TREEt 280 EDH 2
WERHEL D%,
K =tf(t,d) OFBTRET B0 RBHITHRES
noEH (0 < K),
b= L(d) DEB BT L-DIRBREICRESL
SEB (0<b<L).
FERET NICHD { NEAT Tli, MELGHOE
P FEOEFICIVEREN LA TRUTFO LS IC
%5,
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&1 FAraLvIYar
Table 1 Test collections.

TCIR-N1 BMIR-J1 BMIR-J2
CEOHH HAZESNE | BAREHHE | SHHHE
FATE 1995 1993 1994
LEEK 5,048 600 5,080
RBRERE 56 60 50
W/ ER | 15.1 10.1 33.6
score(i,d) = Z tw(t,d) 3)

teT(s)

ZIT, TG) B i FHoOLGobLICRBIN
REEOEETH 5.

HEAY A5 L LERIC, R @) IXFH~vF 7
Ry F UV TOMADHEIIOVTHEBR IR,
BHIICR (1) KX ) XFDAaTHFERINS.

4, FAMaL I

FLIEABLTHW T A ALy ary OBER
T, B4, BMIR-J1 B 12 0&RFEERLH
WT LF OEBLZ o7, ZhiZonTid 6 ETHBE
F%. TCIR-N1 3B ADMBICIERL 727 A b L
7 avThY, BMIR-J1 & 56 BOMRFERL L4
LTWwa3dD, FLrld, Thb 56 8ERAWT, WA
FPab sy avoXEEEORFEEFHIC, b9 —
FEEMAIC L7 RF OFEEBELIT-72. ThiconT
25 ETHETS., £1 254995 L9112 BMIR-J1
BIUTCIR-N1iZ & bW HAREFHOGEETH S
A5, BTEIE 1993 FEORLE, HEIE 1995 FOLET
HH0, FObRTWEERIIVLPOENEDH S
LEZONG, COXIFEEHE - SHMERT - 7 B
BENY v 7552 TWw5BHT, F4D RF OFFf
HiEL, REROWELRTF A ALy v arEBWzEE
M HREDIER7 15 U 7 OBREICEIL T3
LEZOLND.

K LTIE, FAV ALY a v ERVRERE
DEMRE L L THBREOSH CEEN L ShTwn
LEEE - BARMBEE LU 11 HEHEAEY EIC
BHwab, F7-, 7.3 #§TiX, document cut-off value
(dev) P ICET CRBERERO LML 15 FIEH L 12°F
B AR L B FHED WBAICIT).

5. LLINYZT 4 —F 1Ny 7OXR

5.1 #HIRREGOER

¥, UTOFIETBMIR-J1 & TCIR-N1 iZ3%#

% 56 DRFE RIS 5 MPIRR KM © /L /2.
(1) WEEROZFMEHREERTL, %5 85
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REFEZ BT 5.

(2) HIHLZFEE text &40 L ICEFIT 5.
(3) &FAravziyarixdLlX (2 DER K
BIU b % 11 AFHEAROBA» ORBEILT 5.
(4) MFLMBIC head FHEEML, FEEAT
w=202...,1.0 2 ZLSE 5. BHT HFET text
FHOLOLEL ETA.

BMIR-J1 Ti¥ K =1.0, b=0.2, TCIR-N1TiZ
K =05, b=06 £ 7% o72. BMIR-J1 Ti head &
Bae w=02 TRMTLILICLIHRVALNT
DT, ThEMEIKRELEEL LT INITIAL & &f
i}72. —%, TCIR-N1 Tl head £HEOFEIFTRS
N oz, text £HEOIDL % BRESESE
MER RS & U T INITIAL & &35 72,

5.2 HBRREGER

RFIC & 2MEEABHOEERTIX, 3 TCIR-N1
»ZEAIC, BMIR-J1 % 3Hili A I vy, XiZ BMIR-
J1 #%BHEIC, TCIR-N1 ZFHEHICH . BWED
AAET A PIL 7Y a Y ZRBHEEI/NS L, B
ST B ERERE T I EAHL WY, AT
DEBERICBIT L —EHREZRTILICLVERDOE
BHLEOLI LY TELLEZONS,

DToFHTREEMHRRAZITo 2.

(1) %#BEaL 7Y arDEBRIEORILD S VE
BHL»S, m=5,10,...,50 MOEE, #dT2
REBEFERHEREICESCERBT 2.

(2) text &%\ i& head &0 b LT LEERFE
T BEHIL 72 b 0 REEMN INITIAL 120§ 5. &
BEAT w=0.2...,1.0 &3, FMHEIL
7 ¥a Al T 11 MESEEROB A L REft
T 5.

C(3) ¥51C, text & head £HE ML RFEE

HER*RAAS.
WRERH ALY U TIX, rtf + idf, rotf * idf,
rdf xrw O 3EEEZERL 72, INHELUToME R
POLEHREN S,

rtf(t) =Y tf(t,d) )
dER
ratf(t) =Y tf(t,d)/L(d) (5)
dER
idf (t) = log(|C|/df (t)) (6)
rdf!t2+0.5
rw(t) — log | R|—rdf (t)+0.5 (7)

df (£)—rdf (£)£0.5
[CT—df ()= |R[+rdf (£)+0.5

22T, RIEMBIEBES, rdf ZFORFFELEE
FRLEOH, rtf JEBXETORREFEOH,
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text :1, x—H—, BEF,;

text :0.2, HE, ¥, 12X, AR, b5, FUT, *fE #H#E,
BHER, £ANK, (TR, &, AE, $#iF LER, TEE,
B, #%, 55h, #E, B, RE, KO, XK, %5,

BYYT, Eh, BEE, NI, 8

Hi1 RESNZTO77 A V0H
Fig.1 An expanded profile.

rotf (SR IEBXERORBIEEE L LEO LFHT
EHAL 72FkDMETH 5. —F, idf 1 inverse doc-
ument frequency & MHIN, FEDOLHFICRET SR
FKELERT 22010 BOCBVSL R BY, F77,
rw 13 Robertson/Sparck Jones relevance weight &
M, BERRBETVICBWCER SN 2HETET
H2Y. T, EMIEFCETHERIBEONL
B, $%DbEL |Rl=rdf =0 TH55E, R(6)B
LUK (7) &0, rw T idf EPABEERT DT
5.

2L, K 13) 1I2B81F 5 NEAT OEAY A5 A
% H\7: RF OEERT, rtf, rotf, idf #EHIHRE
FEEREEE L THCWBEX DD rtfxidf HD 0
i rotf +idf DX IVERHTHAZ L ERLZ. &5
2, JCER2) 1B AHEREFIVICET S NEAT 2 A
W7z RF DEERT, rdf, rtf, rw 2 EIICH WS
EIDY rdf xrw DI IVENTH DI L 2R 72
L oT, RFILTW ref*idf, rotf*idf, rdf rw
1, RADEBREROFRLMFRERNERETH 5.

B, [BFA-T—] LOIRBEERIIHL T
RFICE W REASNIZREEZGOER L RT. Z0f)
Tid, REEMRHAICEIY m =30 BORKEL &
U2 D text £HN w=02 THMSN T3,

P EDFHETRESNIRESRGD D b, SFHEHT
Ababrya il 511 SEYEEEOBEH,
BB TH - 72RFEFRM % R-BEST L &ffi)7z.

6. O—AHILT7 4—K/Ny IDEER

6.1 MEIRBERADER

BMIR-J1 B LU J2 OFEARERSE G #n2Fh 5 &
MR FETERL, INITIAL L &7 4. 2o
MR, BMIR-J1 1220V Tid 5 EEFERIC K = 1.0,
b=102¢,%ol. CITEETREIT, 5 BTIX
56 FORBRERO AP EbOI 0I5l , KETIZ
BMIR-J1 DEREEK 60 2 tho TV i ETH 5.
BMIR-J2 122V T b ity P34 50 B2 ko TH
D, RETORBRERIMY X7 4 L EHELETERT
5. EEE, BMIR-J1 OMEPFHRETIT text % A

BAGEBR? 1V 5 ) 7B 5RBESHER B L URBRSETME 2433

W7272 T 11 B EAHE 0.525 RS, &
MET T 9) OREME 0.513 % LA - T 5,
%38, BMIR-J21I22oWTit K =05, b=04 &%
Y, ¥£72 head &£UFORBRIIE SN L o727 text
FHDBD L 7 BRFLEG % INITIAL & &7z,
6.2 HMBEEHEHR
LF 2 XL 2MFESMGERIE, BMIR-J1 B XU J21C
LTINS, DWTFOFETT 7.
(1) MFREMSINITIAL IZ X ) 8% L217S.
(2) VHARFHRED LA n=5,10,...,20 XT&E%
BUEBIEL T 5.
(3) b ELFABCRESMERZTS.
D EDFETRBSNIRELEGEDI L, 7 A+
Lo yaiints 5 11 AEEEROBED S RE
TdHh o 72MFE LM% L-BEST & &7 7.

7. BREIUEE

7.1 LLISCXT4—KNNy ¥

2 BIUE 3 IZ, #FNFN BMIR-J1 BL U
TCIR-N1 # MR I AW BED RF OE L EE
Y. BHERREMT 11 SPEEAEOBIEIC
RChy, [BEHEE] L [(m] OB ERICZoTW
BT T 4 —F Ny ZHIOWEIRE M ERL TV 5,
Tolzid, 2251, £HEA w =10 O text
b £BESR w =02 ® head &M4H 5 % 28
MB M) INITIAL L &SR, AL T
rotf «idf XD BE SN 20 BORBES &MGE
Hw =020 text FHEDD LICHTHINL 72D D
7P R-BEST L ZfHT 6N TWA I EWHARNS.
(M| oz, INITIAL 2 &# L | C 11 &F
BEEEPMBHLL 2h%2RL TV, 72, ®2
X TCIR-N1 233 5 INITIAL ¢ R-BEST 0 H
W BEEMBETH L. DT, MRICE-> THEES
Fros.

e BMIR-J1 & TCIR-N1 DREDRITEM 2 4£1&
L b5, R-BEST @ INITIAL (25t
LA EFIFAE L, BMIR-J1 123$L T 11%, TCIR-
NLIZHL T 18%TdH -7z, TCIR-N1 % A2 H
WEBEDHERDIT )N KEVDIX, TCIR-N1T
i3 INITIAL O#EFES BMIR-J1 O FRIZHA
T oD THBEEZ LN B*,

T REREETFAMIL 2L a v o8 WES - EROSHEL
LlkEEEN S, $7:, BMIR-J1 OFEBITHILBFARIC &
NIREEN TV R DTN, TCIR-N1 OER LTI RN T
Bz, REWEOCFMMEIIERL ) bENEICE DL EZ
5N%. THit BMIR-J2 IZ2oWCHERETHS.
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%2 RF O&S (BMIR-J1: K =1.0,b=0.2)
Table 2 RF results (BMIR-J1: K =1.0,b = 0.2).

Ft (w) SR A m 1lpt | MRS
INITIAL ratf xidf | 20 | 0.570 11%
+text(0.2)

(R-BEST)

INITIAL rdf * rw 20 0.569 11%
+text(0.2)

INITIAL rdf * rw 45 0.537 5%
+head(0.2)

INITIAL rntf x idf 10 0.532 1%
+head(0.2)

text(1.0) - 0.513 0%
+head(0.2)

(INITIAL)

text(1.0) - 0.512 -

%3 RFO#% (TCIR-N1: K =0,5,b=0.6)
Table 3 RF results (TCIR-N1: K = 0,5,b = 0.6).

&t (w) pidispisid m 11pt | FlE=®
INITIAL rdf * rw 30 | 0.507 18%
+text(0.2)

(R-BEST)

INITIAL rdf * rw 15 0.462 7%
+head(0.2)

INITIAL rntf xidf | 30 | 0.451 5%
+head(0.2)

INITIAL | rotf+idf | 5 | 0.449 1%
+text(0.4)

text(1.0) = 0.431 0%
(INITIAL)

text(1.0) 0.410 -
+head(0.2) -

o MEFEBHEEEL L ClE rdf xrw 7WRDELEL
TEHETHo72%, T2, rotf«idf & rtf «idf %
HET 5 LHBEOIEIIPEELTBY, XHFRICLS
FHIADD 2BEAESTH S LB Dh o7z, %8B,
FHTE rtf «idf OERDVIZERL TV,

o MEFMHEBICIVMAML 2FGDEAL w DR
BEIY, REBEFEBHEELERE m 0BIZTRTO
HMEHIZOWT 02 THok. K3 (LE) X, £3
@ R-BEST (rdf * rw,m = 30,w = 0.2) BLT
(ratf *idf,m = 5,w = 0.4) [T IET SRFELRHED
mEEREL, w rEHSEHFEFERL TS, 7T
IRRIZEABLTH B LS, w DEDFEHMEIL
—fZIZ0.0 L 02 DHEICNETHLEEL LN A, T
NEEERNICERT %L, BREOEEFIMRE
ENEEENSFDILUTTHHLEV)T LIRS,

* %92 Tl rntfridf 2 R-BESTIICRASRTWAD, rdfsrw
LOMICEEEEEV.
Y 4y = 0.0 i INITIAL & ZHfich 5.
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-—
oo [T : T RBEST

sH T

0.50 1.00

2 RF (TCIR-N1) OBHF - HEEMHR
Fig.2 R-P curve for RF (TCIR-N1).
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Fig.3 Relationship between w/m and 11pt in RF
(TCIR-N1).
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&4 LF O#% (BMIR-J1: K =1.0,b=0.2)
Table 4 LF results (BMIR-J1: K =1.0,b = 0.2).

%1 (w) pidupri n | m 1ipt | AL
INITIAL rdf * 10 15 | 0.553 5%
+text(0.2) rw

(L-BEST)

INITIAL rnt fx 5 15 0.530 0%
+text(0.2) idf

text(1.0) 0.529 0%
+head(0.2)

(INITIAL)

text(1.0) - 0.525 -

#®5 LF O#R (BMIR-J2: K =0.5,b = 0.4)
Table 5 LF results (BMIR-J2: K = 0.5,b = 0.4).

ZM (w) BUEE | n | m 11pt | [6) 13
INITIAL rdf * 5 | 10 | 0.482 5%
+text(0.2) rw

(L-BEST)

INITIAL rntf* 5 5 0.477 4%
+text(0.2) idf

text(1.0) - 0.459 0%
(INITIAL)

text(1.0) - 0.444 -
+head(0.2)

BRVEEL T ) BRERER; S 7. Ulrs
Bo& D& LERE BT I L wS, BAl,
72 & ARFEBRROBRBEMES BB ATY, FBX
b BRSO RCIRFEEL ) Tl T A2
I2&D, BWEZR T/ RF b5 A1REMET 5L 22
TWwb., TODITE, W OPDEBA»5H% 71
YL ERBRINCENR, COXBESIILT
idf ITBCIRFFBOB S IE ) BASRRTRELEHL,
BEHC IR T ET 2 LV 7P a0 —Fi%
AHN5.

7.2 O—HIT4—KINy

R4 BIUKRS5 I, TN BMIR-J1 B LU J2
239 A LF O ELERERT. RO RFIZRUER
XEBE n DT A= 0 Mb o722 L 2 BRIFIEE 2
BLORI LEMTHS. T2, @4 iZ BMIR-J2 2
BT % INITIAL ¢ L-BEST OB - HARMHH
TH5. LT, MERCH->THRLIED 5.

e BMIR-J1, J2 ®¥A L 12 L-BEST @ INI-
TIAL O 5[0 EFIT 5% TH Y, #id ) R-BEST
DAL BT 5 ERRIT/NEV,

o RF OGE L M, RFFEREILMEZ HRHRIEIC
WRBE rdf x rw,rntf « idf,rtf xidf L% 5. &
T rtf * idf ORERDEEMLTVEY, 22207
INITIAL L) 3 WEPET T2 - 2dH o7z,
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Fig.4 R-P curve for LF (BMIR-J2).
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HMEINZLBY REOBELD DLW, T%bb,
LF CHERIEIC/ AXFEINHOT, EREH
2§ L B R BRI SNTL E ) TR RE S
“oTLEHIdbNEEXZOLNL. H5 (E) BE5D
L-BEST (rdf * rw,n = 5,m = 10,w = 0.2) B X
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XU (rotf xidf,n = 5,m = 5,w = 0.2) iIZxHET %
MBEEEO m BI w xBEL, n 2RS4
FEELTWS., BHom OBELTERE n OWKRII
) AXDERICORBE LI LGN, £z n DR
OBRBHEE MRS LT THEI LAHNIN S,

%5, F4EBMIR-J1 BT, LF 2 BR3E/2
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Fig.5 Relationship between m/n and 11pt in LF
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®6 dev=15 BB TPHEERS LUFEHREHR
Table 6 Paired sign tests for precision at dcv = 15.

INITIAL | R-BEST K=
BMIR-J1 0.310 0.356 | $»Y (a=0.01)
TCIR-N1 0.250 0.296 | 9 (a=0.01)

INITIAL | L-BEST HEX
BMIR-J1 0.301 0.319 | b (a=0.01)
BMIR-J2 0.461 0.496 | »b (a = 0.05)

7.3 MEHHURE

RF BLU LF OROBEWEEEICHL TEBE
2479 . BEREROSTH CTRERBEDEDORE D
12 LTHBEINTOVAFERED Z2HVEZ 2,
RF 122w T, BMIR-J1, TCIR-N1 & % (2 INI-
TIAL & R-BEST O 11 A EAEOMICHES
B -7z (a=0.01). —F, LFIZDWTid, BMIR-
J1LIZDWTIE INITIAL & L-BEST @ 11 53458
EROMIZAEEND 725 (@ = 0.01), BMIR-J2
WZOWTIRAEEEN R o7,

L2L, 11 AFHEARTIIRL, ‘6O LIS
dev = 15 12 BT 2 EEERLHBL, ZRITHL T
HEMELITo72/%, BMIR-J2 O INITIAL & L-
BEST OMIZb HEENH o7 (o = 0.05). dev =15
BT B FIREEEIT 11 AP EARI Y 21—
FORBIZEVBETH L L EZ OGN BDTIx, 2—
FOBEDIS, RERTOLF 3ENHDHEEZ S
ZENTES.

7.4 BRRERIT N —T RO

RT BIUES I, BMIR-J1 23T 5 FNZFN RF
BLUFLF OEGHERERBERS VT HNERTL
72b DE R, WRICBIT S £ INITIAL @
11 B EROBIARENTEY, /- all DFfF
WE 2 BIUOE L OKRFTRLZ 11 SFHHERIC
BT H. TROHS, FV—FT A~C LD d TN —
7 D~F ORFBENES hoTWE I L D05,
IOZEERLIDVHEBEICT LD, V- A~CHB
LTV —7 D~F T 5 11 AFEHEESEDFY
fi% #h#Fh ABC, DEF OfFICRL TV 5, WE
128175 ABC B LU DEF @ INITIAL (25§ %
HEF2RTAHSE, INITIAL DREHEIED -
72 DEF DII S M ERIKENZ EHFFH5E. &5
IZ, ABC &£ DEF O\ EERDZEIE, RF XY $ LF

11 AP AT CEOMET R  FEEE I TV B2,
ERERBEOR L SET 22T, BEET2bLREAN
DESIFATH 5.

*% TCIR-N1 i2#4% 2 RF 3 L0 BMIR-J2 i2%¥ % LF © %
VT HEEERDIEZ ZTIEET 5.
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®T WERERTNV—TFo RF OE (BMIR-J1)
Table 7 RF performance over different complexity
groups (BMIR-J1).

V=7 | REERY | INITIAL | R-BEST | fL¥
B 5 0.760 0.769 1%
ABC 20 0.704 0.752 7%
A 10 0.691 0.778 | 13%
C 5 0.673 0.684 2%
all 56 0.513 0.570 | 11%
E 9 0.511 0.574 | 12%
D 10 0.430 0.473 | 10%
DEF 36 0.407 0.469 | 15%
F 17 0.337 0412 | 22%

®8 WRERI V-7 5O LF O (BMIR-J1)
Table 8 LF performance over different query groups

(BMIR-J1).
Y L—7 | REERE | INITIAL | L-BEST | [L%
B 5 0.760 0.749 | —1%
ABC 21 0.718 0.743 3%
C 6 0.727 0.753 4%
A 10 0.691 0.734 6%
E 10 0.545 0.545 0%
all 60 0.529 0.553 5%
D 12 0.455 0.499 9%
DEF 39 0.427 0.450 5%
F 17 0.337 0.360 7%

DFEDEIPETHIEVIIICEDbRS. Zhig,
LFIZBWTid, L VWREERTH L7 V-7 D~
F OWMEIREERD I3 S OREB T EDE T
NTLEw, TAHEERIEFL AL TRESGRE
HEfTo THRRINEVLDTHLEEILNS.
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T& 5 incremental relevance feedback!® 7 & % #ij$%
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