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Abstract

This thesis investigates the use of machine-learning approaches, namely
learning-to-rank algorithms, for information retrieval (IR), with special emphasis on
their theoretical foundations and the associated features that are used by them, such as
the lexical features, proximity features, and probabilistic features. Meanwhile, we also
consider the application of these approaches for spoken document retrieval (SDR). All
experiments were conducted on the Topic Detection and Tracking corpora (especially,
TDT-2 and TDT-3), which are the benchmark collections widely adopted for various
SDR evaluations since they contain tens of hours of mainland-accented Chinese
broadcast news documents equipped with topic labels and orthographic transcripts. In
the hope of discovering more useful speech-related features for SDR as well as
analyzing the problems caused by speech recognition errors, a large vocabulary
speech recognition (LVCSR) system that can output a word lattice consisting of
multiple recognition hypotheses for each broadcast news document is established.
Moreover, we also deal with the problem of training the machine-learning retrieval
models with unbalanced training data, and propose a remedy for it. Finally, the
preliminary experimental results seem to show that the RankNet based retrieval model
outperforms the support vector machine (SVM) based retrieval model for the SDR

task studied in this thesis.
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T 34 % (Information Retrieval, IR) & > j&~ £i2F B R4 FHE ¥ 52 F
FR) TS rE R ¥R ER R OB ITE TR BTG R
(Information Need) [Manning et al. 2007] - F it % F#KAEF 1 * p & F M 7 &

“L(Automatic Information Retrieval System) & § ¥ #73} chip & Fil4e & & v
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LAY 5 7 4 #24)(Hidden Markov Model, HMM)#& i * »t 3 2 # % [ Miller et al.
1999; Chenetal. 2004]} » v % WE M F & 2 g ais A > ¥ 27 U@
g% B+ i x B % (Expectation-Maximization, EM) » $H#& % oA 70 0 F
PBElg R R T Rl e A MR T BN EE Y NS LR ENAF]
b0 7 % BUEF5" (Supervised) s 255 3¢ (Unsupervised) § 0 3R EF F i L
1 B 5 ¥ (Machine Learning) = ;2 2 "3 > 3% > ik & G AE P { d2 2ok o
T RS - €5 TP F 0T 2R3 o 220 B F 2 % (Private
Information Retrieval, PIR) [Chor et al. 1998] p ¥ 8_5 7 itk & F M PF % >
FAL - § o~y BRI G AL o bl s 0L ~ FHAPM - B A FHE 2
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AR > AR FTAAE S L L p G K A [k E 1999] 0 ¥ -
hod TR DEFFE PRI EFR DR A B RR T LRER DD FHF
BV UK ROTAT LG T A ST S
1. %< F (Pure Text) :
B E IR U F AN S TR L oY FE AR
B2 B R T AT T SR E R B amR AL A 2 o
#l4e e [Luhn 1958] ¢ 3% » 2 i ¢ J g 5 (Word Frequency) & - 78 25
g;gm#p*a,pya;«j_av ZERMomd W F 2 EE NI LBE D D
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AER DAY BT AR R R 1T AILY o bl 0 972 4 19 (Parsing)
[Keselj 1997] ~ 37 1 #3x[Meteer et al. 1991] ~ p & 4 & (Automatic Summarization)
[Hardy etal. 2002]% - & & A1* L BIFenp RFEZ Bkt 2 2274

oo S ERI ST T T R 2 e g fle

2. Bl f(Image) :

Bz 7 A&7 A 50 BRrdp o - BRY B TR §REFLEF
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§ i BB & 3f%(textual annotation)- &]4-> # Art and Architecture Thesaurus (AAT)
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11 QBIC[Flickner et al. 1995] -
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FAOFIRATRUET UG F I AR v R 3F3d o m 2 /AT - fikk 2
BB F R v Py F S 88 5 5 (Speech Recognition) 3 fie » 4
%5 AR TR e = BE 4239 (Keywords) ~ 5 % # (Phone Strings) 14 2 3 8
(Word Strings)#73; = z_ p < ###ic(Context Features) » 4out — & » 35 A4 F A
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TR R TR G B 42 F #7P-(Keyword Spotting) [Meng et al. 2007] - A
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2 e v Sl 1 P 5e 28 e E ik 3 v 44 (Literal Term Matching) » @ % 3533 4 4E 2\ %

SAPMEOIOR o GHef ~ AL TR S o PRI NG T8, -
dREf e o g Wy TERBRFTEAL B AR S R F o R
AEAR M RD ke

# #1996 & [ > Sparck Jones F 3t 4e i M- F hF MMk R E R A

FE % % 2 ¢ [Garofoloetal. 2000] > A7 35 2 B gy kg o 35 2 i
Wk AP $3F 5 FREREUNE Tk & $kanig & [Garofolo et al. 2000] - p &5 1t 3
3 e C - BT e sn(Audio Stream) o A HE P B 1L E R SRR

(Automatic Speech Recognition, ASR)z_ {8 » ¥ 2 #3|- B L § FRIER TS &
B (Speech Transcript) o pt ##& 8 & % endk > 38 ¥ 12 §_F % (Phone) B =& 3 (Word)
B[Ortmanns etal. 1997] > & ® » § Z B @ Hl» 7 0 * S fa=> ;8 k75 L3R

BT MERES ) - B SRR HOERE R DB F ERF F L A ORR

BEROIAF O FZ R F - BHOREEL TP NT N bk oy Faw o R
Frte g i {5V i B % 5 3k B % [Garofolo et al. 2000] - 3 F <
¥k g dPEF 2 X5 ¢ 4p e 2 (Topic-Relevant Documents) 2 w i i¢ * ﬁi%l
v HEA ~ F 4 39 (Spoken or Text Queries) - :F 5 ~ 2tz k| ¥ L E_f @

B 8- K2 FREF 2 B W3] g Query-By-Example o & 3
7 i § 3% 5 34+ (Large Vocabulary Continuous Speech Recognition, LVCSR)$: = ¥
AF RAIFF EAEEHp R AR AHAIMNER Y - R A T

% (Text Retrieval)ié * csi§ H03) o 3T 8 & % > SEF3E 3 ped kil 5 &
BIER IR KT ES g—h?}?fgku % 4p% 4 4 4 B en % [Zhou et al. 2006] » A

7



LR § PR &g BN e R ook o
3 Eray Yoo g @ @ mag 3 (Term Frequency) ~ £.F 3
##(Function Words) & Jﬂz EFiMEFETR O Bk SdY Rt Ei

AR AFF Y2k EY 0 AR €% F|A 467 2 [Mamou et al. 2006] > % - >

R h@E HE 2P F3F 5 ka5 % 2 (Phone Sequence)[Clements et al.

2002]  H- o FAMES FASEAPREAF IR EMBI I TR R

Wk v 32 ek % #4274 % [Garofolo etal. 2000] - 3 5 ~ ik & X
Flp #3F E pieng B4 £ [Mamou et al. 2006] « F] 4 0 fp B dE B ciE A2 ¢ o

Aot 2 R TE TR FERMEEOT I SEHEFOTAF ARG S

RS ERR Y H 2 FRADAE TR E > € R EFHR R DN EMN D

NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology) SDR (Spoken Document

Retrieval, SDR)Track :* & 3145 7 < IR ip ez 5 < 24 24 7 o NIST SDR Track

FE LA R IHBATHE D LS 58 B [Mamou et al. 2006] T §

HER v PRpAL T - LRHm 27 - BERBRA TR 230

PP B 2 Fend fE S o @ 395 NIST SDR Track 3F 2 87 > 522 H (~ s

FE SRR RS e 32 00% ;5 F]#t o NIST SDR Track 3% % SDR €. - i @ f#;4

z_ i 4g[Mamou et al. 2006] - X #] » NIST SDR Track i 2535 3 4 & H v *

P 43% % (Spontaneous Speech)y#:# F [Meng et al. 2007] > @ fp # ¥ F F 3F

v f % P R $EATH 4ot B % [Saraclar et al. 2004] - @ ¥ o

mly
Nt
—ﬁ
k3
=
‘?ﬁ\
4
1<
E-)

TRABGAFFERE > P D ERZED T AL OFERF o A 2
BEFETPODIEIFF KL AEZEDNFAZEMRIERTRE
At R PR e E T e R R RB I 2 FFRLG R A e o 7R
TR 2 F Y REALLTNRES Y A A Ak A TR B %7
LEWEY e E ok

AAHTHFENWE T2 o T Y B 2 dapi s
WEEY S N ehig 2 A 0 B A R hh I E a S ko B (Relevant):E 3

8



2 G R FEE R B

14 *sm~> 3P F AR
AT AN EHBESY L0 AT KA L Y - O A 8 Y (Learning
to Rank) o iT B £/ » R FYE* 2 FMAeE b o 2N £ ang4g > AT
MEFEZFPFA NG oHY Y ST ERR Y AT ARE PP ESY
WAl 2 g T BT IR E S F G LR ¢ TR AL P AP
MRS A F PR TSR & A DTG T Bk
L 2he BPpAFYud IFF2 2Rk L % 25 &0 la
v RSV > AF AT 2 g oer§es o
2. A i A it (RankNet) ;% & /% [Burges 2005] » & * & f chpd i
PRI HHE R T G TR o

3. B3ER Y WAL F T R REA Dragon FRSER B FR B 23S

&
T

o REm A H R R LA T AP RE S SRR E (Large
Vocabulary Continuous Speech Recognition, LVCSR)##% & # # 2 '@ & #7
B v i g o

4 AR EAEY Y ERN YRS L B IBESVMEES ¢ 2y

B BARBEN DR AAF > EA P s TR R EE 0

H R F o
5. S ie e e HYHGERE 7 G E 0 S TRk E Y Y IGE R S

e

THFR AT BEARF B2 B E T AEE s A PR/ N2 L3 VR

o

BT 5 A KD PGERER 42 27

15 =3 p 3 2

AHTETROTRIT 5 - FRHREF YN TARE P 2 REEFVAE



TP A B Y (Learning to Rank)= 2 ¥ '3 2 2 — et v £ #%(Support
Vector Machine, SVM) /i %2 « 5= ¥ #1222 $Z 3 L mE g~ 2 &
B I A FPEFVR NEAHFTRATEGE S 37 o 1A
FoRZBEZEL KRN ABIEAEL > - R E e (RankNet)iE (725 > = B
WHIHGERF TEREEF L - 5T FALF 52 aEMR O NE TR
B2 ELTYRAAERAL S FERESL 2 AE Y ~ Dragon

Sal S ‘ 2, % > R z -~ 2 > ~ >
SIRERRLEI EA LA AT 2 A PRES R EERE ¢

10



2. 2 RRAFS

2.1 # 5 & % (Learning to Rank)

SHE SRRV I HLAPES VR A LFARARLL A AR
TR ER o BBEY 3 &P K LF Y s FEB B 7 A

P BB A - BREAKRL R EM AT o AR R KB A (6
dro 2 ) FAK AL T AL E - BEARM b LT - BRW A
¥R AR AEE AT 2 B & B & A 3940 B~ #(Relevance Score) o & 12 ik
PEAR B A dic o] (PR R o AR B A oA S 1 4 p B R A% X [Xu et al. 2006] -

R APEREYRYNFTARE T FTARF DR F Y RES 5
WEA o B 1970 ERF > TR ORIE S G- KX 2R BEE 7 AN

(Relevant)£r 7 4 B (Non-relevant) @ ik i 2 Bk b« EE Y a BT #

B e % 07 ¢ - ~ 7 4p & ¥ % (Binary Independence Retrieval, BIR) - %]
[Roberson et al. 1976] ~ Rocchio’s w 4& ;% & ;2 [Rocchio 1971] - » - AR AP ik

¥k WAV BT A R BREAR S - 484 4 B 42[Nallapati 2004] o H :-4p B 55w
(Relevance Class) 2 R 4 7= » # #p B #f %] 74 R (Irrelevance Class) % 7 © #& % #-— %
ciRdERE - BnREEREZ B d=(X,X,.X,) 0 NETF BITFPL P i
oo X, H- B AR SE FFLY RiBE A mdY o RlEAa s 10 F
2 % 0 * $+#c4p 2 B (Log-likelihood Ratio) #a & # B 2. 3 35 (& o p* ¥t #cdp A

1% b~ 232 (Bayes’ Rule)™ 14t ™ 2 g 3k o

PRId) o PEIR) PR)
P(RId)’ ~ " P(d|R) P(R) 2.11)

B Rr 25 - BRAG)RSMZ B B > QLT L

log(—=—=

P(x, =1|R) 1— P(x, =0|R) P(R)
I“H _uRﬂwa_mumﬂ

|x1 i:x;=0

(2.1.2)

o XEFREM A PEZEDFORY AT e BB L T @ - R

11



(Uniform) 5 - 2. & > RI¥ {345 & * 4 4p B v 4 (User Relevance Feedback) - %
ERFHW AV EAMGEHE AL LS PR oA PP~ FRELT
AETREFZERNEY o

Tk 2 BAEAR 5 - f& 4 #F A 4E(Classification Problem)ps » ,T&'v" PRI -
I B EE P 2T - A 1980 3 1990 # & B » [Drucker et al. 1999; Joachims
1998] #- BH Y 2 22 - it E» £ #%(Support Vector Machine, SVM) » Ji& #*
< % & #(Text Categorization) o #-& — B2 HFEHLY 2. % BB F B ¥ 4
G2 i iR Ai(Labels) o ¥ 5 v EHEK 2 IRFHEFIR FED - BA
Al e RSN Y 2 RREES SR TE AR T R - Y
AN BRERT AR N F R R R E o M BAN S 2 EMA R Y
ALE W et o B 2001 & [Berger 2001]3 P i * ' GEHL IR BB 2 it
Ho 2P RAFE 2 EHES D S 2 IR R c 8 R 2 R
AR TR A A o 2004 & > Ramesh Nallapati % SIGIR » & ;% 4 % i@
IR B e A > B B & E(Maximum Entropy) ~ X # e £ #2. F5
;- 3] (Discriminative Models) & * »* ¥ 3t # % 3 &+ [Nallapati 2004] - # # 2005

# > NIPS(Neural Information Processing Systems) 4% =] &3 & & ¥ g * *> T &

Tk

P ByET A3 € 2 2007 & SIGIR » w3 ¥ o ByRR R B Y 2 € 5 2007 £
5 2008 # > SIGIR & B AEEY F3%Jjph> 5 - BRAR P hpitihy " £2AEEF
V2ZAPMRA - d B 7 R PAREY AT AR R IR I E < hEAR o
PEEY A -AEFNEY  #udie gz B 278 Y [Liu 2008] - iF
EREREY AT RZAORY > S RIFUL ZZ B> o FENIR
(Point-wise Training) ~ = #f ;% 2" % (Pair-wise Training) ~ & 71 3% 2" st (List-wise
Training) - B 2.1 B 7 7 2= 20> N AT R FFA L 208 o T RA WA

R Sl SRR L

12



- ) /
ListNet
. . .. [Cao et al. 2007 ]
Point-wise training ’
SVM-MAP

. . .. [Yue et al. 2007]
Pair-wise training .

AdaRank
RankNet [Xu et al. 2007]
List-wise trainin B 2 i

g [Burges 2005] MCRank

Discriminative Model [Li 2007]

[Nallapati 2004] PermuRank
[Xu et al. 2008]

Rank Boost Lambda Rank

[Freund et al. 2003]

[Burges et al. 2006]

Ranking SVM

[Joachims 2002] IRSVM

SoftRank
[Cao et al. 2006]

. . [Taylor et al. 2008]
Original Regression

[Herbrich 2000

2000 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

v

Bl 2.1 ~ i% .\»,.uﬁ T ‘J-—\.—‘,lléﬁ; j=2 )"]'\"J'”ﬁ* A»m;fﬁﬂ pié'g\—r 2 F iR

2.1.1 % 8L 3% 2" S (Point-wise Training)

iE BRSSP B R AL 3 & fPae i s (Regression) & ¥ f - B4 4

(Classification) sr7F* 3% - & 2004 # > Nallapati 2 # 7 R-# % S B3 R * L7 ik

% _+ [Nallapati 2004] - )i* H - FAi% g PR - Nallapati B i 734 & k3L 5 =
SRR T 5 TApBE 2 T dpR B BaE o B K- BYRAE -

B2 Epdt s - et)3 (Instance) » F A A8~ & S ApM > R~ SE 3 AP B3R

B+ ARR) > F 5 AARM o RUBA L AP ARSI F -1 RS R

El

VIR IR A D AT che 2 W T B O & a0 @ Nallapati

o

LERET BB - BYRERE - B ET Y - me R A AS AL
BwEd 6 BHATES oA E - B R IV LR PRFERY ¢ i Y
BREp R o BT B L E B 1 PBGER T AL R 2B R

oA D SE FRFE TR AR T SE A R RA hE

s R S REFEER S SHL AN B PR R M2 2 B g

13



7 Nallapati # o) &0 % 2_ #b » 2007 & Li % % 7 NIPS[Li 2007]» % 217 % = &4 &
OB BN DI > B B RGER A, S b Ak AER 0 T2 @+ Gradient

Boosting i& {7 4 #g cds 17 o B] 2.2 5 & 2L e Fom & BI[Liu 2008] -

- Gradient Boost

|
|
|
|
dz 1 d, 1 | SVM
: R E 5 II::> Model
' |
|

f(a.d;)

T2 R

|
: dl f(qll’dl)l

|
|
>
| . |
> Ranking N . |
2 7 : Function bd, f(a,'.d,)
: : | :
) |
|

A

1 dn f(QJ,dnﬂ

o
s

(T

Bl 2.2 &2 R2 n { B

PIRFERY - THEB/EHE | AR vEELES £ Gradient
Boosting i& 7 3" o {F R RAA 2 18 o RlFEAFE Y A v VK
AT LGP A A RREEFREGPM Y 2L RAT AP

M o) @IRAELETiRELS

2.1.2 = %3\ " S (Pair-wise Training)

T VR ARG - A4~ e £ At fF(Ordinal Regression):af AF o
Salton ® %! > § w2 - A3 B 2M G BE 5K =t aip B 12 [Salton
1968] ; 7= > A R ARM - A ARRE S fAKES] 0 A Ak B R APM - RAPBE

FA AR SRAPM R TN e Tl B F ABASE R AT Ao 2 PIRT K fip

14



MR EER o 4N BE Y 0I5 A 1995 # ffw ##% 1 [Caruana 1995] > %
PRI R LT BUR SR F W 24P § F 4 0= 2o & 2000 # [Herbrich et al.
2000]4% 1 3 A i frﬁ“fi#x,g » 2002 # > Joachims i& * 3 A |hi frﬁ“fa% 417 Ranking
SVM [Joachims 2002] » £ - Ff2ie jFg B E* P F e & b oo SHI2HA g
AHHE-BARA Y RIS SFDTEZHG T WA RPREY R
dogrd,ch BM ko FF % dPPREEEFNd,» Pld,>d, » F 2P 3
d,>d, > #¢d-d,2&~ 2 &5 "d ispreferredto d, ;- $3+5% - = & » 48
F- B R ST PR EE I E- 2 2d o d =(X, ) Fia

oo d o d = (X,y,) AP L EEA B e £ 8% X,

QAT e R T P A

+1ify, >y,
X; —X;,2= )
=1lify; >y,

Ao IR T L Bl R 2.3 AT e

r—-——=——=—=—-=-=-=--
ql qm I
: — ~—r | Ranking SVM
|
I 1 d, d,—1 Rank Boost
: L L : RankNet
p d;d; -1 d,d; 1
. _ .: M@%
H : . q, j
: dn,]_dn—l dn—ldn 1 1
PIRGE R roa 0.
| — |m === ':
? I | f I,d
PIEEHR : ;jl | I d, (q,',d,) :
[ ! f(q,'.d
L [j> Ranking [j>, d, f(a@'dz) |
| I Function 1 - : I
: - : |
:dn 2 1 pd, f(g'.d,) 1
S | L e .

B 2.3 2N e T 7B



PIRGEHY - BURAHEIEL S B 2 EEHIRIGGER A WS i £

‘-\\1-

TR e FAYRAEqY cd AR 2w Bld —dHRor 5 +1 0 F 2RI

T

e

—lefhiemz 6 A% 9Ty © E 4> ¥ 124 4 Ranking SVM & 73" » 8

Y

Fl- BURBCA] o i 0 BIFEFERGY MR T EINERE VT RE &
B REPERRETTRIKRELS AT AR ZEEEY OFE BT P
F LA NI 2 LR ﬁz 7 Ranking SVM ¢t > % 3 RankBoost [Freund et

al. 2003] %2 RankNet [Burges 2005] & -

2.1.3 & 7|58 2" s (List-wise Training)
BAINVRIBITHEAARF N2 5 2007 # 0 SIGIR 5 7 K%< IR
# 4 - B d Yue & 4 3 1 en SVM-MAP [Yue et al. 2007] » 3 Ranking SVM &
Bt PRAHTIONAT TR AR EREL T - EEd XuZ A B
AdaRank [Xu et al. 2007] > = RankBoost ezt @ > R % 3] 7 T 354 3
(Mean Average Precision, MAP) 2 =it 3£ & % # »x £ (Normalized Discount
Cumulative Gain, NDCG)iF# iz it - & 2007 # ICML ¢:x} > Cao & % » #-
RankNet z£ @ 7| List-wise Training » % ¥ % = ListNet [Cao et al. 2007] - == ¥35%2"
BB R S R A B PR BAEERL BE O E - BT
BB ERE RAFPIRIE L SEHNDR O m R NIRRT ARG B
PRS- B ¥ - Fq o - BRIFE LG LR 2 & e (Pairs) 0w H
FVIRAANDL NPT A MG R T Ft S TR G RNV AT

AR R FE L AREOT S H R R AT R Y R G R R Rk e

2.2 + # » & #%(Support Vector Machine)

TP RBEY Y 2 gAY TEY L FASR TR e F]P 0 10T A
AHIESEWENL - LB BB I - A5+ &R (Large-Margin)sns 45 B o

16



d Vapnik 2 # % AT&T Bell 9 2% 3 2 B[} #7% I 3 & 2. Hjie[Boser et al. 1992;
Cortes & Vapnik 1995] -
Enfae gz F2? > B3 g sl(Classes)2 FALEET 10 % nlaahe £

oo blAdv R F MM R L LY oL 1%} L 8_4 38 R F < 2 (Documents)#t
B g RadE R P T UL LB A4 M (Relevant) g &) 8 £ 27 425 7 4p
i (Non-relevant)sg & ; =+ — ‘3’&)’;;'3? M -2 kAo oon Bk AL

NEHFIFR I E-EPLTHRBRF LA E 2R 27 » FH ATk
(Decision Function) - 12 % 8 % (Margin) (& - /&% S #c > - B 42T % (Hyper-plane) -

T SENEEY SRRSO S TR ET SRR DR E L

N

S BAELPE > AT 3BT % % - $t % (One-against-All) [Vapnik 1995]# — $f-
(One-against-One)si= ;2 kA% > 57 A1 R+ B> N TR F B S B
W0 A d - W20 A AT R A B A HEN] ¢ A ERE AT
L ST AT 2 BB AR fLz 5 L 42 £ (Support Vectors) - @ b4
ToiAHd RRER2 L § e fe PIFEZ 2B R o 4o B 24 A5 0 s

AR OB ALY o F(X) B Al ARSI A N e B2 i L

}"» o
® o f(X)
e e :
° o
¢ e m
e .
o e
|| O A
A
A
s A
TR a
A
F g

B24 LE>EH7LHED)

17



FEFEBOPELNS DA A2 ER B e S kS ot e £4
TEREAREY o A A e BT Bd RASLHF Anay FF Y gLy
LEZ T A BT BRI R AL ATy OFTREY P REGE g PLE
R UEFEAZERE A PR AR A K EARTEL DT
A3 BT HRBETA A UK RAAGE IR ET UG EE FAER
TR R MATOT AR FER F A 53 B o

T AR RRR AN RS R e L ST A 3 (Linearly

Separable) s 4- ] 2.5 #771 °

B 25 v EHT IR

E

%FF’}IF‘&" y; Bt

e

TR ) FRERY R QADAT R X

J4:
=1

Tl bz gk dt(Label) > B+l -1 B 25 ¢ o AP BEXRF A LSS
f(X)=W'X+b > @ W % iz iz ;2 » £ (Normal Vector) o & f(X) #r25 % 2
BTG b bt FHEY @B BEX O AART G b P 8 X T2 FERER L X o
Flp 0 AT B XD X BERET 0 T L X I AT G 2 R e d 5(2.2.2) &

18



PaEX s X t- BEXE e EALrZ e E  SEHE 0 (T LEHX
24 FR(223) BE B3I F(R) 2P 0 APT A N(224)F PR o N

(224)° >v B 2H (X)) A AR FT(X)F M E Bk Sl ¥ 7 €38 r

(w
1

g
-

2 BER o Bola T 0 TR () =W X+b2 f'(X) =50 X+5b 5 4 I 2

F224)7 P EEI PSR o FP > APE L LIRFRL TR o

D:{Xifyi}i’\il (2.2.1)
R=x+r-y. (2.2.2)
W
X=Xy (2.2.3)
W

|W| 2.2.4

T % VT/TX+b| (22.4)
LYW R
W [

~ A B BEAEC NS BT L A g 2 @

Wi

e B2 T
Pl B (Margin) e o % FABEX 5 - A &w £ AP y(W X+b) 5 Sndkeh
# % (Functional Margin) » 2% ¥ 2k e 5 10 7 % y(W X +b) =1(%
BRAE P GRPHR RN LR L ARSI AL E D)
AHU LS B TR Bl S Y(WR+D) 21 0 10t 0 AT @ e Y

FEREE 2 o d 2T FRERTRALER B TEH 2 Gt 2

U [

b Wy W0
ﬁvlfo‘l‘_]pkﬁx'\ﬁ"fhl?qpa}‘]' &&]1“0”77"-?,1‘1\/\/\/\/%\»,‘10
W] 2 2

Flet o R A g EPZ PR A SERE > L5225
— T -
Minimize )
subject to (2.2.5)
y- (W W+b)>1

19



[Boser et al. 1992] o A @ » 4 TR BT 2z 7 Fenia g 284 cnt 3 & F | Upw >
TR NAEE R RfR e AL o SR 3R B F AR L RfR e B AZ[Boser et al.
1992] o #4712 » ik F -3 (2.2.5)F1 % H v engimie 7 S fFends ¥ o § L3510
Lagrange Multiplier sgtjbr » gt » 280w 2 (8 3]~ B Lagrangian [Luenberger
1984] :

LquM=5WWy§hdmmwﬁmyn (2.2.6)

A A=(agmay) 5 - BHB>NQ25) 7 5 - BiEE s F72 54 @

(Non-negtive) zi» Lagrange Multipliers 2. = & ° ;%(2.2.6)2 & & f# » T 5 ¥

Lagrangian - g (Saddle Point) » b ¥ Bk € & | it WW oz 5 TALEE R
2

20 ET B[y (WX +b)—1] & 1 o ¥EBERIE AT

(1) #HW kA -

AL(W, b, A) _
ow (2.2.7)

(2) #b ks

oL(@b,A)
b (2.2.8)
:zaiyi =0

(3) #-74(2.2.7)27 £ (2.2.8)5] » 1%(2.2.6) :

£ 41 (2.2.6)i (7 45 12

Mz

'\(226)— W)?+b)+2a

i=1
N N
=E(W W) — *TZa y; X —bZ:(Jtiyi +Zai
i=1 i=1

#-38(2.2.7)2 8 (2.2.8) > 51 »

20



N

=%(WTW)—WT W-b-0+) a

. N - (2.2.9)
=—ZW W+ a

2 =

1 N N N
=2 2 0 Y YR X+ D

2 i=1 j=1 i=1

200 8-k a Azbagr (Non-linear) & &) 7 ar e 5 REF B2 Fp3l »

T v

KKT % i (Karush-Kiihn-Tucker Conditions) » #-3%(2.2.9) 2 4525 5\ 32 » T
B A T 50 (228)2 B AT LR L - B L K AT(Dual

Problem) 25 3¢ -

Maximize Ld (A) = A~1—%A~ D-A
(2.2.10)

subject to
A-y=0
N

;_F’T ¢ y:(ylx---ny) y m DEL— f]}ﬁ—]—;fﬁ_NxN,’fEl‘i s D v 5 - ﬂ} Dij = ylyj)_(lT)_(j o m
KKT ig 2z 2 ¢ - & i% % : Complementary Slackness Condition » # 1 4& % 12
- q;;ﬁ :

o[y, (WX, +b)-1]=0 i=1..,N (2.2.11)

#2107 APT @ 7 g e >0 [y, (W +b) -1 § §

o

Hooa [y, (WK +b)-1] T E N Q225)2 %> AW 2§ >0 B THLEX

B

1 F AP d gl AP REOX T AR -

B 3 APHIEREZ-EW DR g AP T UL B A Sl

b4

f(X) = sign(i y.a* (X-X)+b*) (2.2.12)

i=1

Ao X5 - ATFOR R BN (2.2.12)F 10 AT FOR B B0 B - B
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3. 7

h

Ut & % AR R AT

BEF MR 2 3 4od 31 AT

B4 5 ol (1

v Z B
(Vector Space Model)
RRE R R
(Latent Topic Indexing)
# Al
(Boolean Model)

# %
(Language Model)
BdpiEL
(BM25)

RS T AR
(Hidden Markov Model)
HITS
(Hyperlink-Induce Topic Search)

[Salton 1988]

Proximity Models [Furnas et al. 1988]

[Baeza-Yates 1999]

[Zhai et al. 2001]

Probabilistic Models [Roberson 1995]

[Miller et al. 1999]

[Kleinberg 1999]

Graph-based Models
PageRank [Brin 1998]

231 BAFARE 2 A

' 4837 B H03] (Proximity Models)#-F 3tk & FPREAL 5 - 3 8 A& > 22
0 MR 2 B 3L 5 ¥ & H04) (Probabilistic Models) #-< i * jp B padt B
Graph-based Models 1] # <= i FFp i {22 E B A FREFE R 2 73] - o
BT RS2 FOGFRN A BN B - N E - A Sl

3 % o 4 BM25[Roberson etal. 1995]% 4 & i $8cg £ B8 > £ A g £

\\\?{r

Beritd - BEF A AMAE S N B ot e KB 3F S el & B0

RS

A RF - BES R RN T U B o T o R ISEEY T
it A AR ARG senfiiid o o35 Bl - B { § skindt B 3odic(Ranking Function)
PRI BAFTARFZER Y PEFY 2L L HOPAE T > B PR Y

¥ oenik 2h38 0 g (Point-wise Training) » 3 * H ¢ cht v £ 8 (SVM)H RE



7[,'@ ;rlﬁﬁ ? qra,mﬁ],;;7 %g_ ,gﬁ%@% ’E’u%f—[%ﬁ%éié‘é o

3.1 Learningto Rank A F 24 2z F a0 &

AR R
B G Y RN o NPV EDIYEER Y 2 A B e -

o i TAF/ 2y o FEHE- 2T A5/ 24e B FHER - F

B B2 s $erg T A3/% BHE R Y PIHGER S BB D AR
FRWE T LM Rl TR/ e T ERE G R L Fhe e

ELAAnm o B DA P ) B 2 AR

Herg Th/e 2 @FERSTFLE PP EBLES ZIHiEFY
Foo BYURP DA EEVR- BRHEOS R REFES ATEAF 0
MR ST 2 B9 g a2 B s pM A A M) Forx S
2t TR ERSAPM A AR RI IR F T2 R EARAE B
RATHCA T e g AR

P AR EEY 222 0 3R & A sihig g 03] < F i ¥ Tl
£ % (Mean Average Precision, MAP) £ 351 vE ¢ % 4% JE ¥ (Normalized Discount
Cumulative Gain, NDCG)#x % 3= 1 & o & T A3/~ 2 4e | 7 #75 o i
HGEEHEP 25 AP LERHRaTE 1 L2 FRERGF AL Fl 5 A

B M E BT AR E 2 AN BRATARE P EF APL FFER

B T35 x5 (Mean Average Precision, MAP)

TR - EEATARAEE TR 222 - TS PR 1K
Foa e B AR AR o2 W E R R AR E T eF Al
v iR RS R ARIEE N Y P2 P LA T g o FARM Y L AR
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TR L RAR G o T AR 2 RN R kv B2 2R

S

om0 P&

BOLER R PR T oS i T mFARE R R AR ki

HdAR S AP che 2o X P gl kv B A w B PRSP LARS G o G
Tiofrrdz mo o A PLEF BERSF2ZEE LT - BAABE  HmF(p@n)
—zg-r/;“li‘—"—r

bl g NaTEng e 229 FE ML 2k
n (3.2.1)

Bol k4o %S - BAW SEEA S BLE Y B2 B R T

{d,.d,,.d;.d,.d,.d,,d, d,,d;,d} > @ 2 1AM < & 5 {d, d,d,d} o BIEA

EEEMMMER

{AnRE, AR BE, 7 ARBE, AR BE, 7 AR BE, 3 A BE, 2 A0 BE, 7 AR BE, AR BE, 7 AR B} 0 F1 P @1
1 P@102 i 5 {1,1,2/3,3/4,3/5,3/6,3/7,3/8,4/9,4/10} «

3 H - PR HP@N AT BRI T L E DT o S

> (P@n) xrel(n)
AVgPI n=1
THEQ s PR 2 v P
(3.2.2)
1 F5%nkp~ 254
rel(n) =
0 otherwise
TR Ang:1+1+3£/14+4/9 —0.7986 o %3t 474 k B chh 3§ 2 T HoH
FEF ¥ 47 =2 0
k
> AvgP,
MAP =1T (3.2.3)

B 32 YRR R 4f & £ (Normalized Discount Cumulative Gain, NDCG)

P@n# MAP i 444 Tinh T2 ApB | A fER G 6GTR « AT S &gk de
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iR B 4 8 ¥ (NDCG)[Jarvelin & Kekaldinen 2002] 81 7 1 A2 4 % f8 K = 2
MR AER - Ft o AR AFEE T EF Ry g Tl 2 T2
AAM ARG TR > AT L TARM 2 TR AR SR BT

P L 2l F o2\ .
e o H3hE B 4o

21, j=1,2
N@n:ZnZ or(i) _1 L (3.2.4)
" llog(j+1)

jrE ey jaror(j) sty B ELEK Z 53505 27 o r(f) 2
A BASARRE S ARG o Blde TARME ) Al G 1T A AR ABEEE O
MO R R R R RIS L 1o S - BT o i3 R M AR R 2 B enp 2
FEZERPBMA S TT Rk B AR AN R L AR > TRE MK
r()fd AR EFLIEBA-E 2 d A s k- AP rt Tl -

iR A ERET R HEHY- BEARAEREE W 10 KB
{d,.d.d;,d,,d,,d,,d,,dg,dg,d,} © FAApMe 2 Br(j)=1"> F 2 B
r(j))=0-:210% > 2°¢ 2 {d,,d,,d,, d } 5 An R o Fpt » 510 f5 = %2 A #ikc
~ {310,1,0,0,0,0,2,0}y - & W = ¥ 2 %X H K F 7

(1,1,0,—2,0,0,0,0,———,0} - 445 - A3 =8 10 2350 hit

"log(4)’ log(9) ’

N@10:Zn(1+1+%g(4)+}|/0g(9)) ¥t B 10 v 2 d gt

LB WP @R B2 N@IOF R -

W Tod g Rt R AR RE 2
LA ? o AP Nallapati 0 - BAHB2 E4 5 T4k, & T2 48
2t 47 b [Nallapati 2004] « F1- » Bid § b 24 B R Sl T o 58 i SR
WITEHEF RN AR ARFEZ MG F IO my et LRI FES S
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AP O REFA BRI E S AL KRR AP FRI S RF{omit L
FAFEE TR T APM - SRBEMM G APFR R A AR AP
Rl i g BET o RF TS R 2T LR R R £ iR Rl
o AR BIREP CERY ARG LR HEY A RRE - B34
BMoHEABRR A4 40 s 53 BEBFLEZA-B)ERr L pais > HY A
A2 DR oA R BaRBRPE LSS L2 54 L IBAL SR oA
BARM Y S AR AR 2 L2 B Lo 4T AT

A:0100000010

B:0011000000

I R R E S FAPANES A EHER R R E

Fov@a32-897, -1
MAP NDCG@10
1
A | (w2+209)2=0361 (E)'(“ }I/oglo) —0.6505

1
B | (3+2/4)/2=0.417 (E)'( Hoga* %095j=0.4653
%32 AR RIS E LTSS AR RAHRES

B} hd i AER & AR ER R FIEE o d T oo F AR R Ao

SRR AEIE E - R R e 0 S0 TR A B 51 G A
FARILL Lo B TIoM S 2 ki B AR E T O BT 2
WG o

3.3 F HiFH

A< % 7 A 2 TDTE4[LDC 2000]> 4 ] 5 TDT-24=TDT-3- TDT (Topic
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Detection and Tracking) = # B B [ #% L ieF7 7 3+ 314 4 (Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency, DARPA)#73 e4 e7#= 7 o Bf*+ » TDT-2 2 TDT-3 F 4L
LA TR S & 33

TDT-2 © ¢ 54 #7 &4 3B (XIN) ~ £ F2 3 ¢ > B #37# (VOA) 11 2 5 &
P2 (ZBN) s AHm P B ITEAITEE F WL F Y 2 RAEATE > TR
TDT-2 ¢ F W23 ¥ 2 R#FFATROE S FFREF - FRZF ¥ 2 RHHFFATE AT
EAFTR PR D 1998 & 10 2 6 2 FF o HP > ER2F P 2R IEAT
BlP1p322"19pFasrB> 2T -TDT-2 7 @& 7F 20 B 2 48 (Topics) »
F AP - BATEAATE 0 AP 20 BAMITL 20 BRIFEAE -2 20

B2 REerp b = 20 F ARTEALAT

e
o
H
{w
ol
=
38
She
N
Eu
W
2
[7.
i
<
‘rF
3

FRZF P 2 ABATRAGFR R A MM frEHLF Y 2 R HRAT
Fxﬁffﬁf&g"rﬂﬁl"*\w“{”f BERL R IHATRE R M LA 8 16 B AT

TP TR DPREL o YIRAE 0 RE T RTEARTE & 813 PIATH o

TDT-2 TDT-3
1998, 02~06 1998, 10~12
giew 2,265 1, 3371 B,
T —_ 2 =
A 46.03 /| P2 E 3 A 98.43 /| PF2_E 3 4%
R A DI A Rl A IR A
%3 16 B 831 47 B 777 B
AT EA AT FTEA TR AT EAATR AT EA AT
&»'} & 5 € 3a &»'} & f, € 3a
ER R
LA 23 4841 287.1 19 3667 415.1
Pl A
LR 183 2623 532.9 98 1477 443.6
gRlRA
AP M 2 2 95 29.3 3 89 20.1
S S
33 FH&HFMFT
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e g TDT-3 ¢ aifEabirl M2 2 W23 ¢ 2 RIATH - 08
FHRPEEE L 1998 # 10 P 1 120 2 - & TDT-3 ¢ #.&F 60 1 1487~
T60 BREAT 0 F - ALY L - RIATEALRTE o AP RRENS T HER
ZFRIATRAEM DL FEAT BT F R TR PRIER 0 TR

L RE Y RTEAMRTE L TTT RIATE o

3.4 g P
PHGERY > NpEY 7 X 42 e £ A 5 M PE R c(Low-level Features)
AP 3T B 3 #c(Proximity Features) ™2 % % & 3% #ic(Probabilistic Features) = #g o 12+

(A ST E R SRR

3.4.1 " FE 4 sx(Low-level Features)

A2 % 2 MR AR %4 A [Liuetal 2007]7 =ik & * 2 10 f iLps Fpc A
= & Nallapati #% 112 6 &4 #<[Nallapati 2004] 2 2 [Baeza-Yates & Ribeiro-Neto
1999]% A Bz Fric o “,f P10 et R EERY BR R pr 5
P 4 e o

B LFl:

HAE PRSI W APRI R FAREA[AR D
2 F o F N AR ARG T E s AR s - A E kP 2

Moo TR APE R L - Fk HEF A7 554340

LF1= Zqiewc(qi ,D) (3.4.1)
P o Qiaarwh e DavEa@bi g ihigEy g Hmang o
c(q;.D) 5 q; IR D ek #c o
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B LF2:

LF2 $fz47 18 1 (Normalization) - £ 39 ¥ &% I3~ 2 9 o=t Hedk 3 F 28 4%
oL T Fla v 2 AL hE E:)I* Eck oo f IR Hs PEIRS X B
A0 aA F 2 2Dy 2 D ¥R R S eemodf 0 @ LD, hk & D] 4 o

D, & B [D| > BIFFHEHRE AT 5 305 q D hE R A 0D, o H i
g473554342)-

C(Qi’[))

LF2= Zqieww (3.4.2)

=

Qi haTER L DA ARk s g 5 BAHT B Y AR o

c(q;,D) & q; 913 D =k i

Dl s~ 2ER -

B LF3:

LF3 = & = &z (Inverse Document Frequency) » 4o — B3 i 4 5 fRix <

#\y
+

AR HELP VAT A E - B R OB REFLL o bl T B

TEE- B MR GRAPRE R AT R BE R B pE T
P pRanR AN 2 E o bldertiog e B4 ¢ IR A R REAMATE e 2

FE R NI Ao R E - BN RGBT e B AT U EE 2

ARG - B AT H#cE &7 %4038 (34.3) -

: : N
LF3= idf (g idf (q;,) =1lo
2o cono 10 () () .
QiAW E L Di Eanp b Lo g s Ay Y Amane
NE#HREY che R 8805 F IR > 55 & idf(g) » 83 pF > %230

QS RGE F 2 RLEY RS
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o W AFMEAE Y ot BB R T oA R AR Y Y ¢
I FI o RSP EEMGEALE Y 20t b (T s i R T LB R e

rf T e BEE £ 7 et (344) -

C
LF4=2" oo Iog(c(lh ,|C)) (3.4.4)

Y Qidmanpg s Divdapf st CLEMFHE |C|A

HEETH o g5 hHE Y 2F 3 Amae o ofq,C) 5 q IR AKEME R
e 2T OLE IR - PR RFME R e T A bl R
B¢ IR AR R P R E AR 0 AN LTI D F 2 AR

<o R R B RE

B LF5:

LF5 # LF1 £ #c it cnis Bl % B G et B o 2 38 47 % 5 54 (34.5) -

LF5= ZqieQmD Iog(c(qi ’D)) (345)
He o QLiamand b e DA~ B e g5 Az BY g M -
C(qi' )F" g HIR Do
B LF6:

FPRYELF22 LFS § X - k- h¥FY 2~ T EFLEY T2 110l

DU AFMEALY B I AR S RA AV ot R Bl AR

TR ITLRBMEYEEHT P o HHE LTV E(3.4.6)
¢(q,.D) [C
LF6= log(1+— ) (3.4.6)
q.e%r:wD |D| c(q;.C)
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Yo QiAW ks Die damah s CLEMERL

LR ICliEMFRE AT H q 5 Aa8e 2 2 Amana > og,D) 5 g

NIt D s dic 0 (g, C) 5 gy IR A BRE R R chk B o

B LF/:
LF7 2 LF2 # pc® inge B % F G e F o 2 e 47 5% 5 55(34.7)

LF7= > log(L+ C(TBF))

0;€QND

(3.4.7)

He QLaddwE s Divtawh s D s DL c(q,D) s

0, 413 %D et e o

B |F8:
FPFEY s LF2 o LF3-LF8 4 j g, M3t 5 5~ § 2 j #ode % DR, i 5 o

PIALS 2 Q8% ¥+ 2idf(q) ] - BB £ 7 5 5 £ (3.4.8)

c(q;, D) . N
= log(l ——idf (q; idf (g,)=1lo 3.4.8
LF8=)  o.olog(+—— D) (a;) (a;) gn(i (3.4.8)
e Div g sy Di*@D2EA q5AHEe #E G Amams

c(q,D) 5 q MDDzt NLAEREY che F 88 niH Imq 92 F

o B o
m LF9:

LF9 #- LF3 5}'3719({15 L’J”# F%] e [ l\:nkfj'ﬁip% BE o ﬁ &%‘3 % 7T )( r-r )(\‘ (3 4. 9)
LF9= lo |df idf (g, )= Iog— (3.4.9)
> oo 109 (idf (g;) (a) )

Qi t DavBempht g shaHes By imemr N3
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FAEY e RSN MR P R R B

m LF10:

&4 LF3 % LF5 > #5847 & 5 (3.4.10) -
N
(a,)

Qitwawef st Div i s cg,D)5qMmaDhid N5iE

LF10=3 o c(q,,D)idf(q,)  idf(q;)=1log (3.4.10)

>

FEP e F B ni G MR P R R ke

m LF11:

Fo L RAREP U E 0§ L ST 2 Bk RARERE - P& § T
Wb o f[Singhal et al. 1996]5%= 3 ¢ 5 WP 2 LR SNFTARET AR 2
s E X > FI R AP T R EhERREEY 2 - i HERE A TNESN

(B411)-#+¢ > D[ 5~ #DzZ &R -

LF11=|D| (3.4.11)

3.4.2 #p i1 B ¥ #x(Proximity Features)

B Proximity-VSM :

W & % B #-74)/% [Baeza-Yates & Ribeiro-Neto 1999] & 1968 # ¢ Salton # ! >
L& * & SMART(System for the Mechanical Analysis and Retrieval of Text) 7 3t
xR e @ 2 FHRZ P DANRE A ey B2 AP ARR > pt %
A hfee B BApM AR T L AREE Y Eapt Lo & F FHCEZ D
i - EArf 3y F” wE AT BRI EREfrAE e E AR S B A ik

BB F A GRAAM Y o - B B EV LT A3 A R
A Fu
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d] :(Wl'j’wl,j""’wt,j)
A AW[ e BT LT A3 N A
q ( 1q’WZYQ""’Wt,q)
Bt dorg AF AR E A G R a Bl w
SR S
W, =tf,  xidf,
§ oo ey
"' max, fre
, freq,,
: N
idf; = log—
n

i
He max, freq & B2 itd P NIRAFFEF Rl RS0 A

20

L
~
S
N
>
N
N
<

e P ooon Bl A

Frequency) » & J& 7 @i endB] T il 4 0 4ok @0 it Mip e & ¢

F P B - R blderens Ft o idf, EARE 0 A AT R IR AR
e o @ s Fp s Hagmwnd 3o, L FARLIER -
22 ENE e § FE A Axiz(Cosine) 32 i £ 2 i 2 4 34 chjp
MArR » H 4o
t
i eg D Wiy X Wig
- hd i '
VSM-0:  sim(d;,q) == = t'zl t (3.4.17)
X
B St S
i=1 i=1
Sld 2 g ae b BERLZ B BER - F3L 3 e B

i R B I
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(3.4.12)

(3.4.13)

GREELE ’zé’#w

(3.4.14)

(3.4.15)

(3.4.16)

N 457 2
# oo tf,; & 3R (Term Frequency) @ 4% 3#7i

Rt A% % 5 idf, 3 £ ¥ 48 5 (Inverse Document

rb

T

R



»

O

ek

d, 2 Glep B2 A9 2 & & Q4% ] > B3 B chsim(d,,q) s Ak F 5 F 20 O4%

Aot Easim(d;,q) s AR e E R A A B EDP 20 2 EeAHql
Ll B2 8 UL B B TR Ut sl PR BRR B T A
wEEE o
FAERALY) Ay L RF R Z WA R £ ahu ¥ A endkc
B N e

xy g Z‘,(Wi,j)zx(wi,q)2

d. e

VSM-1:  sim(d,,q)=———= (3.4.18)
P S S
d'. . q Z(Wiyj)lIZ ><(Wiyq)lIZ

VSM-2:. sim(d;,q) =— = (3.4.19)

d

><|q|= S 1242 S 12v2
Z(Wi,j )" x Z(Wi,q )
i=1 i=1
7(34.18)2 FBALNAHE L E W EFAK P NELS T AP RFL LT

{ivagae
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M rE

T

0.6

0.55

0.5

0.45

0.4

0.35

0.3

pal

51

0.5548

VSM-0 VSM-1 VSM-2

B 327 %> TDT-23#% % & /& B < # VSM 2. MAP

—VSM-0 =—VSM-1 =—VSM-2

0.8
o7 \\\W\/—
J—
) /_/v—”"
o5 / '/_,_—_———f-"-
04
03
0.2 T T T A A
1 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 91 100

%

B 3.3 F %> TDT-2#F F & /2 B < i+ VSM 2 NDCG ¥ s

A BT B P A P B 5 cip 004 B B
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- BRG0P B R RE N W EREPRET LI DT
¥

PAEZ 2 VSM-0- AP FicG 2 kA e ST LB i VSM iz §
o B S WREM S - PG E TG AT ARG A ER Y AR

- gxﬁhgfhea?l{(&#ﬂz)éﬁi L) 7 g*i‘}')"' G g s ]é_if’;ﬂ% °

B Proximity-LSI :
ERFFTARAF  CFEIAHE 2 4@e P 2k REFEIPEED
FHRAEDER cbAe: TER, M2 Ty a@a tx23 ko e iiEa
FHLEG - 2enfp ARk > @ & L % 31 (Latent Semantic Indexing,
LSI) [Furnas et al. 1988]4* ¥tz it dgie Fecie P F aF mw» L2 4 HF LT &
FARB T FR o EBRF LRI R LL ML AN RE - P2 g2 B3
TR E FIRNAR DT EY A P REER T L G FL T et -
%’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁao
ERGFRL R iEE > F A AR BEEEL D Mox 2 & 2 480 »
A chig v o At xidf o sefkeaE g ¥ 5 - B fFenaetL(sparse matrix) o
Fahpaprlie (74 B @A f2 (Singular Value Decomposition, SVD) » 4] 3.4 - @
TS B %ﬁ&:\ﬁﬁk7 BE AT E00B420) 2P X5 Tex2 i, o G-
MxNzZEE > mit @88 nit 4~ 2hdce FEAfRE T2 D, % 5 ¥

3 = & (Eigen-vector) #7 e = 2 s£"L 5 S % HF & (Eigen-value) & = 2 % & 1t

(Diagonal)s&* o T, 2 M xrz_4* » S A rxr4e'e > DI 2 rx N4 o 27 5 r
SR L G
X =T,S,D! (3.4.20)

By BT gd SR AR AR A R iR e
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ERHEEENIRET M o F o Ak - BARK  FEH KA MEITR A D
frEaEd o 4o (34.21) e kR TS 1 Aon % LB AAT . 30 A JARR

ﬁ)%o

WHTAHIALENTHORE Y .ﬂjéﬁﬁ?’;ﬁ;‘mfiﬁg}‘;@ug ]t & i F

> %
t
S, D,
B3 X = T
rxr rxN
MXN MXr

B 3.4 ELH B A fET L F

FRRFTARRARAPF > @ % P BEARRAR S > BRIk X T A A I rpF A7
TRAMAEA TR 2T FHEL ey A2 B FARSIREE
AREFIANR K o T o AR KGER > T A PE Y i 0T
PN B Rk ki c ERFER AT R HKOERT o £ @ D

¥z 2% B35 i EHEKkisERT LB o

M x N M x k
B 35 B FH B EL RS AT R B
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X =T,S,D! ~ X (3.4.21)

B RS ARKS PP AT IT, NS, 2 Dli oA E AP T S, 2 Dig—

HErEeRds Ae 2GRk Bd APT LR DishFed D¢

HE-F2iEyi-lekadmiffe g FPAPFTUEY Lo g iFi2iEe g
def* a2 APFLE: - 2o 240(34.13) L Hpt e 8 FHEHE
HahdEo 50550 3422) 0 Flp o MPRT W IE ] RAF L DA o ILE
qllxk = (q)lxm mek (3422)

TR EEAEe RS AV URYREIEE N BE YR AR E
R 4758 558423 - #hini® i b 4 A% f - RIS 2 A%ApHE -
doq

ld]<[a

FRr A ESBBEAVRI A PRIEFEL R BE - BT o

sim(d,q) = (3.4.23)

[pa8

WEFER AN TR R PRR RY APESEBUEREL R

o

0.6

059 L 0.5875 0.5886

0.5786

0.58 | 0.5764

0.57

0.56

0.55 |

T ok R

0.5418

0.53 |

0.52

0.51
300 400 500

aR

B 36 F2%> TDT-23% § /& B < i LS| & 2% 2 MAP
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G TDT2 B it fre 2 H i 12 TIo4Ermd + 4of] 3.6+ 3301 s
BAFE X RAcB 3.7 A7 o KB 36 P AT U F i EBE SRR 0 R -
i B T ES A s P maRE A S F T L i TR E
Mom wR3T7¢ o APL T Fe ARLET S 300 BB RRAFES

sek R 100 2 @A 200 & 4F o

|— k=100 — k=200 —— k=300

0.7

0.65
06 LA

=
(\

iR R 7% &
S
{

=) 055 ff
05
0.45
0'4 ] v
1 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 91
¥

Bl 3.7 2% TDT-2:%F LAz B < ¢ LSI & a2 NDCG

3.4.3 ¥ & -7 (Probabilistic Features)

B Probabilistic-BM25 :

B iEfe¥iE £ &L d Roberson &2 Sparck Jones #t#% 11 5 d H K| 4 BML > 2
@3 BM15 2 BMIl: & ic% &7 BMI15 2 BMI1l )= 8 - chanfe > T 5
BM25[Roberson et al. 1995] > @ 1998 # Beaulieu f- Jones #-# J& * % Okapi 3 3t

WE ks ? > @A 7 p A e Okapi BM25 0 H 8 £ 7 4 5 4 (3.4.24) -

| =
S

G5 43QY chE - B on(Q) 9 2 # D & §qPa Bk
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2dz~ 2L R awrgl 593 v 2 DT 2 LR f(g,d) 5 g RS

f(g;.d;)-(k+1)

Score(d;,q) = i IDF(q;) - (3.4.24)

f(g,d;)+k-(1-b+b- ‘ ‘)
avrgl

IDF(q,) = Iogﬁ (3.4.25)

dd =l K2 Db AB 2 28k @ 5% (3424)7 2 IDF(q,) % % 7 5

El

4=

(3.4.25) - BM25 3] » # W@ * 7 s Hcr { Y R LR TP
EREFAREL 50 Ff e 2 adrg ah 20 E N RE e 2l g
WY & .

BM25 ¢ 7 -k 2 basf £k % 34 5 & TDT2FHREY » & * 2 F

PGB T T T oM R A %kS % c B 3.8 L TDT-2 AP » & * % e

>

SHR AT AR EE B APTIER RS § FHEKR

WM

5 01dbxas 001 ¥ nFREFmTofmy 2 0 ERAMELS S

B oo #Rm o — AL BM25 ek 75 k=2 b=0.75 iot ok T F @ AP ekl B

HA LA k | b MAP
BM25_01 001 | 0.1 | 0.01 0.5846
BM25_05 001 | 0.5 | 0.01 0.5521
BM25_10 001 | 1.0 | 0.01 0.5156
BM25_01_050 | 0.1 | 0.50 0.5559
BM25_01_005 | 0.1 | 0.05 0.5856
BM25_01 010 | 0.1 | 0.10 0.5857
BM25_20 075 | 2.0 | 0.75 0.3515

% 34 F %> TDT-23% 5 H/rfg B < 2 BM25 & 48 4 #c3k 2« MAP
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—BM25_01_001 — BM25_01_050 —BM25_10_001 — BM25_20_075

0.8
o l(\/"\
¥4 06 VA'W
!
pu=S
58
% 0.5
q 04
0.3
0.2 HE N NN

1 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 91 100
(a3

B] 3.8 9 %> TDT-2:3% % 1 /g B < = BM25 % 46 %8 #5 2 NDCG

Pk A od M WURED S igy;nfﬁ IR EE D AR B > HF R
BA- TR R TSl PR TR EA T e
FR ot ge B Ao R A - BM25 £ 38 S8k R % A By

S M BB EEK TG R - PRATR

Rl

B Probabilistic-LM :

3% 7 #73](Language Model, LM):& TRk E Y HAZMAEBRE- B4
Hgad WHFHA 0 d - Ko 2derd 2[Zhai & Lafferty 2001] - % % - B & 3
q > BR-Rl2id > APEREFL GFAEEH I p]g) o F 1 pEEEF
p(d]qg) > 2V PV e amdgikz 1 7 U FRT RS

p(d{a) e p(ald)p(d) (3.4.26)

HY > pd) i F w5 APE g 4R 5 - &k(Uniform), 7= = - g2 2 ap(d) ¥
tk o F o G APEE R p(q]d)z ¥ o w[zZhai & Lafferty 2001]¢ -
#p(gld)# 1T # i+ (Smoothing) == 2 : Jelinek-Mercer LM » # #c 5 3¢ % ¢
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p(ald)=Q2~-2)p,(q; [d)+2p(q; |C) (3.4.27)

B o G- TR Sl HEA0-12/F ;05887 959 C 5 W3

N

AR pu(gld) Z 2 2dA2 g v *q i td i RAags 2d
BRF VLI E S p(q |C) s BEREREAE 2 S o uT o A
PREAER P nd e P TDT-23F 407 > i g5 c% o 4 35 5 T35

FFES 24 7 i o

WA L4 | 4 | MAP WA 2H| 4 | MAP

LMO001 0.01 | 0.5517 | LMO0OO7 |0.07 | 0.6108

LMO002 0.02 | 0.5872 | LMO008 | 0.08 | 0.6106

LMO003 0.03 | 0.6026 | LMOO9 |0.09 | 0.6113

LMO004 0.04 | 0.6099 | LMO010 |0.10 | 0.6133

LMO005 0.05 | 0.6110 | LMO020 |0.20 | 0.5940

LMO006 0.06 | 0.6104 | LMO090 |0.90 | 0.4421

# 357 %> TDT-23% 4 L/ B> & LM & & & 58 7 2 MAP

B 39 SRR AL 2 8% g% d » APFT uF §AKET5 01
PEooa fd Pl ot g ot o @ Ak T<0.1 o Tiop R S R 0 g ) 0.1
P TopmE S { AR M 24T p(g |C) R 0 LY Ay R ek

PG [C) > pm(aid) @235 FREF R -
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—LM_01 —LM02 —LM_09

0.8

07\'\9‘ — —_—
: N —

=
I
=

0.5

AR RS

0.4

E=]

0.3

0‘2 \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

B 397 %> TDT-23#% 5 L /zd& B~ 2 LM & & & %8t £ 2 NDCG

"v‘\

BRG] P AP R EER A2 B Pl E R LT Pk

ERK TAvE 3.6 97 o H P oo K518 3 S5 24 i A B G e 11 3 8

170 @ BM25 it 5 ifcenh 4 i ] b #F -

B B Pl - PR

1 LF1

2 LF2

3 LF3

4 LF4

5 LF5

6 LF6

7 LF7

8 LF8

9 LF9

10 LF10

11 BM25 01_001 |%#k < : b=0.1: k=0.01
12 BM25 01_010 |%#x < : b=0.1: k=0.1
13 BM25_10 001 |%-#k < : b=1; k=0.01
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14 BM25_01_005 |4k = : b=0.1; k=0.05
15 BM25_01_050 |%-#k 2 b=0.1: k=0.5
16 BM25_05_001 |4k = : b=0.5; k=0.01
17 BM25_20_075 |%-d#kk 2 : b=2; k=0.75
18 logBM25_01_001 |%-#czk = b=0.1; k=0.01
19 logBM25_01 010 | %%k 2 b=0.1: k=0.1
20 logBM25_10 001 | %-#ck %@ b=1; k=0.01
21 logBM25_01_005 | %-#ick = ¢ b=0.1; k=0.05
22 logBM25_01_050 | %-#ck = ¢ b=0.1; k=0.5
23 logBM25_05_001 | %-#ck %_: b=0.5; k=0.01
24 logBM25_20 075 |%-#ick 2.0 b=2: k=0.75
25 LF10

26 LLM001 S8k 2 4=0.01

27 LLM002 Sk 2 A=0.02

28 LLM003 Sk 2 4=0.03

29 LLM004 S8k 20 A=0.04

30 LLM005 S8k 2 A=0.05

31 LLM006 Sk 1=0.06

32 LLM007 Sk 1=0.07

33 LMO008 Sk 2 A1=0.08

34 LLM009 S8k 2 4=0.09

35 LLM010 Sk 2 1=0.10

36 LLM020 S ok 0 A=0.20

37 LLM090 Sk 2 4=0.90

38 LSI_05 MR hM

39 LSI_10 mE 10 A

40 VSM-0

41 VSM-1

42 VSM-2

3.5 )»#"r?’ﬂ’w‘j

4036 P i Bod T 4

a’dxﬁ

THEREIFTRE K 2Hv 73

7 2 3.10 #1352

i

*#k < @& * LIBSVM[Chang & Lin 2001]# % # % 1 & - LIBSVM ¢ ¥ 12

\\\?{r

TS 3y

TR

s



¥ WP

-t B % (kernel) 7 2% 4%« 4] & 5 RBF(Radial Basis Function)
-W hE R - R
-b A WIF2 PR

4 3.7 LIBSVM 4 #cip

R*PIAEFEWLERET €F 5 - FHDEIEfH v i iE B A JEE

Ao gegt - KRR B AR BT o BB % o blde o R - Bkt chEFE

/i %+ 1000~2000 » ¥ - #Fpct, shig g4 >t 0.01~0.02 2. & » 4opt - Kk ’?Jg AR

FHC AT S o Tt 0 AP IEEE - BRI G 3 T R - Bk

2o o 2 - TR (det 0~1 2 ) o degt - o s el 7

g ‘&E',TJ—Z ¢ AR~ 0 BEWAHE 2 o & LIBSVM ¢ 7 uig * SVM-scale

Pl fhratk o R0 1 R HE - B ER TS o e o &

- BAAHEIF - R Y - ke &0 NPF F piai g (F 0 7 i
BAXA > EFRE ST

”’T}s v 2 s RBE L RGEFEILH T Glde o ’}5 16 B & :9 FF > jT‘,/’r;:LL\*A\ 2]

Bk ey e P o Tl PR E — B B3 i T 0

gt 16 B &3 A W EH e 2 HiE 7 16 = g # 1F o A[Liu etal. 2007]¢ #
N B B S RAL B BRHE- BT NO R 2 s N s
£(35.1)

X9 —min{x® k =1,.., NV}
max{x" k =1,..,NO}-min{x® k =1,..., N}

(3.5.1)

Ao X i B Bd HEI- BABIZEY - B AH @Y L0

ot PAGE F0 5 (F o
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~

36 LEw

I

B R

-
(\x

rjﬂi}
B

3.6.1 4 % F B % %

LA d ST XA TDT-2% TDT-3f AR~ 2 220 1%
RN R HSVM AR B A R Tk i) o A B
S2P 5 APEE Y VSMBM25 2 LM £ S8R T 0 @Rk 2%
Ea gz 4t g o 29 5 VSM 5 #c & 4L VSM-0 2 #& % & % 3 BM25 5 %k
2k=01>0b=0012%2%% LM 3 28X T5A=012H%258% -

B TDT-2

B 3.10 & 5d SVM 't » B R ch T o & B g % S F i o
KB 3107 s AT g Tk mF R VSM 4 e BM25 2 LM 5 £ -
B 3117 Eaer PIESDER AR E S ch % > 5d SVM 3 e d)
ARAALE > pimF 1 F 3 & % 5 e oomin PR o Tt AP IR

SRR > R TDT-2 3407 » #2534 ol & vuat o

0.6133

SVM VSM BM25 LM

B 3.10 § %> TDT-2 % 5 & Fadg B = 2 SVM 2152 @ ks 2 = /2 2. MAP

47



|—=SVM —8-VSM — BM25 — LM

0.76
0.74 .\\
0.72

0.7

=

0.68 -
0.66 —

0.64 A/

0.62 -

PR A REE

0.58

0.56
NDCG@1 NDCG@3 NDCG@5 NDCG@10

B 311 ¥ 2% TDT-2 34 & /gt B < % SVM 2052 @ %4 % & 2 2 NDCG

B TDT-3

0.66
0.6572

0.655 |-

0.6498 0.6505

0.65

0.645

Ty FE
o
(e}
N

0.635
0.63 -
0.6259
0.625
0.62
SVM VSM BM25 LM
R

B 3.12 5 %> TDT-33F 5 L g B < 2 SVM e g side % = 2 2 MAP
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|~=SVM ~8-VSM - BM25 — LM

0.8
“ ’\F —
—n
0.7 A 4 —
e
il 0.65
'
5358
_ﬁ& 0.6
vy
YT—\ 0.55
-
05
0.45
0.4
NDCG@1 NDCG@3 NDCG@5 NDCG@10

B 3.13 F %>t TDT-3: % 5 & #/xdf 8 = 2 SVM 2" & 4itg 2 = ;2 2. NDCG

B13.12 559 SVM ' is » BV iCa] cnt o S 7 @ dde 2 2 vt o
IR 312 ¢ o AP T IR SYM D RCE] el & 2ki 3 2 IR T
FES W BM25 4 » e g VSM 2 LM % £ < B 3.13 ¢ E e Rl 35 f ) B
MEE SRR > 5d SYM DR A - 2 RE AL > wE Bl ik

=1L VSM iy 5 4F o Fpt o AR IR s S ] 0 A TDT-3 3%

) ‘?5'3

E-
W

IR

—\\

T A e & A o

3.6.2 I A2 3t3,
dAe o B @A 5B A HE e R B B - AR O W e F 2k L
%gfljﬁiﬁ}ﬁjfﬁéﬁié‘; o 11T *sg#%\tb ;J.g: y 3\ ,Fuggﬁ,p;b % o

d A Ee BRI TR 3N A RS F o AP AT 35k

S iEe BA ML RES W% A PG ARALL &Y SVM L PHGER A



2 SVM 2 I3 A SR /S 2 157 o & TDT-2 eha 4 1

FENEA) 5 4

3.8; & TDT-3 ehA #g i Fafi25 5 4 3.90 # ¢ # 2 3 (Precision) s % B4 B 3.14 -
TN U
N
\
\
\
F A o iRI 4P B J
~ -
4 > ; 5>
precision = FARM Y B RN BRI E &
TRARE v 2B
B 3.13 Hras 7 AW
d £ 387, A TDT-2¢% >Rt Ew EWTpEE R mF 52 98.8% 0 v
Lo RREE A RS A O BRR R L AN Y BT R FL A R ®
RAFELIApM 2 B pkRt e a R AP FR 3 HAVIEHEA
HPREFN > REAIM 2 2T R EGRGEN Y 15 4931 F 2 i o R
_‘!:;4}1 468 g\;)’t( —}’\ﬁ:uf‘%f*}#g?ﬁg?l‘mﬁ‘}ﬁ'{(“)”ﬁ +iﬂ#—f}§ 49310%Q

B RGRERLE F 35872 J) o Tl G P o AP BT e R A R AR 2

e R S S e

' FELAM B B oo
TDT-2 I F£Z | Precision 1 ¥ iR~
B AE | BRE | BRI AE| &R
PPGEAL | 92.8% | 0.4030 | 1987 2044 | 48366 | 944
Rl:EER | 98.8% | 0.0833 39 429 35752 120
%38 #%* TDT-235 4 D /e B~ # SVM 2 R % % % A 47
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. FEIAM B FEL AR
TDT-3 T FEF | Precision * ¥
TRl FE | BRl4ERE | BIRIE AR | R4S
DR AL 94.5% 0.5927 796 547 13171 259
PR 99.5% 0.2500 236 708 157354 139
%39 &% TDT-3#% 5 tA/rfE B < 2 SVM 32 F %S5 447

Mt 397 - HRBFRAETDT

3o

WEAPM 2 PR BRIRT G odm R AL FIR R AV RGEALE

FAL FRAM e TG SR

2287 k&

WiEAls 5 157493 K)o Flpt A TDT-3F 4L ¢ &7

CEERC R Y

B2 W

gl R -

R o LR

A TDT-2 ¥ > #2349

EJ_‘J—\ ) i\ ]FBJ}B» m_‘r:ﬁ %ém
" ﬁl%‘}"
R R g S ot

R T

'*‘lﬂ ’ I" /?Jvéw'f’

£ 99.5% > e &>

TR PR Rl FL g BTk RiE

St oo

LREFHY %5

Fi S 91 3 ot

) B E L A ARM 2 BT ARG R

A

=3

A

A TR Sl

FEX 5 I ARRE o PRSI A

DREXRAE - TR TomS o Ra o a[Yueetal 2007]¢

| QBTN

TS et FEF T 7 - 2R M- Tt e el o WL g

=% T
/i‘ B

B Bt @5

FTEA P AEE

=L YT

/

4 a3

85

SRR

T oA R

Ei—f Z_ bt ﬁ&

% 310@) 5 - & 11 Bl ©# i

L FES 2

FaAp MR

A AR EaG R L AR

R

1343 £ = i o Pl £ 5
£ 13430 F ¢ 2 il
IR AR A R e

FEF B TIoM RS R

SAR B Y B R o T 0 AP RR L A 8 T RS

i FE TR

R

Miaxz2to4ph o

g A

® 5

AXB 7 A

S

T RS 4ok 310(b) 0 BE AP LS

| B & GO

Fi 5

T
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FUREETALNOE LT 2R, v 202822722265 F%
LMY Rl AR iR v 21l LAEEER 225 e 24 232

25 FHL AP Bt FERR o M 2 E 1 SAEIRER 0 F o I RE R #ic

58> VERERFSIAES E8/11=073 7 % - AR S5 DT HHES
% (1/3+2/4+3/5+4/6+5/11)/5=051; % - A AE ST » g PHEETE L

*emE |1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

& FEAD B R
w1 |1 0 0 0 01 1 1 1 0O O

% 4p M =0
(a)
&= 1 2 34 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
SREN A
s»-# (11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
BARE
2 i KB
B 1 2 34 56 7 8 9 10 11
PR SE
(b)
T o FE S | A & 1AL
o
BA e 0.51 0.73
E -]
BA 0.56 0.64
(©)

% 310 R TR X 1 opr ¥ \#" ]

X 9B L 102 FFpF v BRI REIREFET/11=064 > 7 H TS5 mF i

(1/1+2/6+3/7+4/8+5/9)/5=056 - # it £ 2+ %2 % 3.10(C)od ¥ & >



PrAESRARF XA a FETEEES S Rk o

HO R H R A A B2 R A P SVM S U 2 R

W LA o ol R AnTER S E L TIOMAEF L0 G T APK chl R oo gt b s A

S OBIRFVRERE AP 2 BB A A2 P H B LR o 2 d 3 SVM -

B AL O3 Bk {34F A #E B2~ [Manning et al. 2007] c F)pt > A E 2 2§
SVM & & hficll B AT« 38 3 A BRI T B 0 § 7 i L5 PSR M S &

B 2 dp R 2 0 AR LR AR N AR ALK T T A AL R o
dE_o o ﬁ’»qﬁ e £ F] 5 SVM T 7 i & x"?\;m%ﬁ%i—é,.l‘gﬁj o F] ﬁﬁ?‘lj‘
FLE SR > T Z Bh(E L ki p L

1 s o

2. PIBGEM TR R L -

3. PR TR U

w o AEEE LBEE F 2 B T o R B AR AT 7 B

‘}FH:U—» 7'] °
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4. g

Fr g o APREHA Ba e RAERHT cF A EE S HN PP REL
FVRZIPGF A B R R R AL R F o S HYYGER Y AP M Y BARRE T 4P

BEo R TR A % o DR TR -

4.1 ¥R - £ R e E(RankNet)

PR RS - A HN PR R kP RagA (5 e B (Neural Network)[Burges et al.
2005] > # 2 5 A - Al BHE RPF L LENSBPS 0 - P RPS
(Target Probability) » ¥ — #& & _£x% 3¢ ¥ 5 (Heuristic Probability) - 3 34 7 5 = &

vedgd o HE- A9QA T PRBFP, LA

1, drd M
P, =41/2 ,d&dFinh (4.1.1)
0, dptd ek

FOR SO R R T 0l 2 G M (0,0) £ BT R S e
BRI RIECE B P RA

f(q.d,)-f(qd;)
f(a.di)-f(a.d;) (4.1.2)

e
l1+e

Pi,j =

PR RSP A 2 AF F(qd)p kdo @ @G P i RGP 4

5o REM P BRRERR Y T 3T % (Cross Entropy)[Burges et al. 2005]
Bt o (RS f s S B ) IER Y (A5 PR3 dc(Objective Function) » i i

* RE LB T % (Stochastic Gradient Descent) &k 1T 5 B/ it e B oo Fpt > BB

BiE- Bty e (d;,d;) > BB R T_E - B2 A S0 #c(Cost Function) C;:
C.;,=-P; log P.i —Pi log P, (4.1.3)
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A
C,;=-P,logP —P, logP;;
:_EJMQRJ_@_EJWMQ_HJ)
=P, logP,; ~log(l—R, )+ P, loglt—P;)
::ﬁﬂbogﬁ"HJ)_|°9HJ]_|09@"HJ)

=§Jb{ﬁL—q—km@_HJ

ij

(4.1.4)

PP B st (412) "~ 54 (4.14) T E

i,j

Cuy <o -1 -too-e)

_ 1 1
= PI] IOQ(W]_ |Og(1+ ef(qui)_f(q'dj)j (4.1.5)
__5 Iog(ef(q,dmf(q,m,»))Jr |Og(1+ef<q,di)ff(q,dj))
1]
=P, (f(@d)- F(a.d, )+ logft+e" 1)

AN AR K i SS =o OA

2 ] o 8 10

2 0
f{q_.d.l:J—f['q,dl. )

M4l P, =1 f(a.d)-flad)zc, 2 mam
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2 0 Z
flg.d)-flq.d)

m42 P, =1/2p - f(q,d,)- f(q,dj);t? Ci ;2 M i&H

(1) P,=1- 3rd»vd, T4phk > = & Sfcw i ff =
Cij= _(f(q’di)_ f<q’dj))"‘Iog(l"‘ef(q'di)if(q'dj)) (4.1.6)
f(q’di)_ f(chdj)lfi’ Ci'j i R4cB 4.1 P11 0 Vv g & Ci'j ‘,ﬁ oo B

fla.d)-flad;) g > v fa.d)m flad)mge-

(2) Pyj=1/2> Fd 2rd FFipht » & & Sodgew - ff &
Cyy == (f(@.d))- £(a.d, )+ logla+ e 1) (4.17)
f(q.d)-fla.d;)eC, om iR 42 57 > 7 C, od | N R A

f(q.d)-f(a.d;)=0p » w5 f(q,d,)s f(q.d;)erL e -
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2

F

i M EDS ASREFHRD TR

f(q,dj_l—ﬁq_di}

M43 B, =0p - f(qd)-flad)ec, ~nam

(3) ﬁi’jzo »Wdtd, LA AR 0 R A T A

C, = Iog(1+ef(q’d‘)’f(q’dj)) (4.1.8)
f(q.d,)-f(a.d;)gC,, M hicM 43 57 > 7 £ & C {1 0 F

f(q’dj)_f(%di)fé’}* v WS f(q,dj)éﬁét f(q.d,) s gE -

F ;Ff B2 A S B S EN ISR ' A - - - il e e TR E "'FR{ﬁpj{“‘

PR eR P e 4o B R R 2R F B (Frank)

[Tsai et al. 2007]-& % & & et e & * 2 2% & 4 4 (Fidelity Loss) i® % = & & #ic

BB RS PR RERRESH SRR RERITE ARG

v ;‘24.: o

42 3VHGEALF T GRS KL enfR i ok
[Nallapati 2004]® # !> Ttk 5 4 - BELF 7 T R E R JE T 7 4pRE 2 2
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e, 7w TR MY ) ARROTRY ERFRE L T

CRNEE FNIEE A TV RSN SO L R E R

PR BT S BN F o o o AL BB RN RS T G

RE D E A g bt TR TP TR T LR F PR

\_.

aR
LM RS FEE R I LB S BT R TR GuEY > @ 2

BATGEe 5 AT AKREYRLY > E- BAFAH I ELEERE  BE
el ’43"7 B TRGEAL > Ao 4.4 -

Riphas 2 Rk hass e P A tiem

PR Bwing 2 i R Bwng 2 it PR Bwng 2 i

CEET

ﬁvq/? = &1’

Bl 4.4 e 2R R

;Ra oo+ ilﬁffﬁ" PEIS &)/ K 1;1] FL 7 T fgFenpd B AR A R D
LRRFAT RN EHEY o D GHT R B KO F BT AE o )

LL "Q;,_‘FR LF\:%\\ /'('j\r:&fﬂ;'% ,»15 i\a%t ,rlﬁ _}lmﬁtﬂb’a};\‘ FI]I ,rl
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TR BR o AP A S

4.2.1 g 4v & H3 R g (Up-Sampling)
FR(O)a- ol MR ANE T B2 Wenip M G0 B M ot (42.0) 907

0, d 3z gerelevant document
R@—Mﬂ:{ qreley y 4.2.1)

1, Otherwise

AR RO S 6T 6 5 BT
ML

41 (Symmetric) : R(q > d)=1<R(d —»q)=
B2

vE#% 1 (Transitive) : if R(q - d,)=1and R(d, > d,)=1=R(q—>d,)=1 -
P 1 d % R(Q—>d)=14d EF 17 R(d, >q)=1>2 R(q—>d,)=1" %4
BE27#ER(d, >d,)=1° k=7 #R(d, >d,)=1" 2 R(d, «>d,)=1
P RIRT A F qEdi 2 daodph o Pl di 2 dar T S ARBE T A/ EHE
FCFPE T A Qs KB A T BIDTR TR i E o
W g enk-means iF ¥ 2
k-means[MacQueen 196718 - B f# /-~ #H R ALy B2 » H @ * w2 T AL g Y
20 M BARANAZREY A REY AL KFE o HIBREL  LTEKB
o 2h(Centroid) » B BRI A FHade kR B o BT BEARE PSS SEAR Y ] o
Fid ko AREOsHEES §AMF BT IR E - BEL

R R S LGP 1 S O LR R g R A

}

_.\‘\

0

FAOTHBEYLAGEREZ S TERF - RS FE /T K> R EATES
T BE o XTenfTc BE2 R 0 T OIS - PFERA HE S APt KB E
AL HE - FTALE KT 2 F o (Barycenters) § wATEOE o BE o G R0 k
BRF B AT R R TABE RS o S VR E B Rl -
PR en o BB BT - RO B R b - B
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D:= i &
% 4k & £ MustLink = {(d;,d;)I3C,,, st.d; eCyy and d; €Cpy J< DxD
7 ¥4 & £ CannotLink ={(d;,d;)|if d; eC, thend; ecn}g DxD

Con-Kmeans( D, MustLink, CannotLink )

1.4#%%C,,., C, 2 k BFom

2. if Violate-Constrains(d;, C, ,MustLink , CannotLink )= false
#D ¢ #rd md, 1Rt KB B
IeApiz2# C, oo

3.u-7 -#Ci v 2 org g d, BTio f RATT OB

4. £45(2)% (3)E 2 Jeace

5.w g x2{Cq,.., Cy}

Violate-Constrains(d, , C , MustLink , CannotLink )

1. for each (d,,d,) e MustLink
if d, ¢C return true

2. for each (d;,d,) e CannotlLink
if d. eC return true

3. otherwise return false

Bl 4.5 F *4] 7 kmeans iF & 2

T WwE Bk ck-means A FE 2 A - BEA AR F chp &L B TR KFED

i# & % [Wagstaff et al. 2001] -

4 &g % B i% (Clustering Algorithms)id & 4- k-means — 45 > & * & 228 B2
i v [Wagstaff et al. 2001] o 7= T » & #EiF B2 § @ % - B Bk FTAL
ARt AT ERA T T e R (Labels) o A 0 AF mEakRY o i
STORLBEG PG T - A B e blde D VO TR AL A HATY o

B SHeans s 2 0 TR o ek R 0 4 &2 & [Wagstaff et al.
2001] - F]et > F *Lflerrk-means > jx W E 2% 1‘]& AR REZ PO E A k2 A e
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B G U k-means A S Tl BE2 B AT A A AU % R
(Must-link) 14 2 7 7 a5 (Cannot-link) o & f 4855 * 4] ot & B AL 8L JF 230 —

VARSI A BT A e - oo m L Al

Kil>

B4 A H P

(Transitive Closure) % 5 - Bl 4.4 # 5 3 4] k-means 2 iF & i# - £ 2 C,,...,,C,
2 kBEFeg - #&F HDY 25 - Bd; »hwd BETV- BB A4
T BARITNC 2 W o & E A T
(D&d; 7 2 a2 ¢ 8y ¥ 977 Bhd, LF 7 B3 C|
(&d; 3 * 7RG UFI 2 & FEI GF2 77 Bhd, LF B C
Fod At o e Bld, P i R C R R SR d

S4BT C H o F DY st B ¢ bdy RH2 (50 AHC,.,C P 2 o Bk

b

J—ﬁ%%ﬁ—m%ﬁ‘,u,&,olﬂlll7-}5%ﬁ %iﬁ_ Pefrz 88T — PR 2 ’Fﬁ‘:u%mvig‘g"‘
PHEE2 T T st > B RA2 CL..,C, TEATE2 AHEE o A w2
Pz RanE sy A e R > bt § AMustLink B >
C MustLink B » B]« ZE 4 AMustLink C z_ ig it 7m0 » 2 P2 B £ 2.7 » dogt

13 EFAAHEAZ PA(ALEFAH2Z EFBCLEFAHZ LRI F) o

422 " F 5 RF AL gk E  (Down-Sampling)

R0 F BRTRE AL ARG AIRTR Y 2 Ap R e e hE e
Ao BENENLgy F#ErE 2 % % o Brendan J. Frey ##2 % 4 £ 2007 & 315
gpen T8 | (Science)p T + & 1 = ;% [Frey & Dueck 2007] > % % B i i@

v£(Affinity Propagation);x & iz -

B Affinity Propagation
;ﬁ d FARLEERF ahT 4pdaE > ¥ A 4 B R & Mengh(Examplars) 0 T OF Kk R R
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3oomas(ik)t A ded 2 Feadping o {HAER Sd s REAd PR
B aAPpagr ¢d e ided e sl r(ik)ieE A
(Responsibilities) > * % =& d, £ 73 % d, &2 & £ d, 5 ali,k) 3 % fe 4
(Availability) » #* % =€ d, $#d, h2 pe & o r(i k)2 a(i,k) h i 3727 5 i 30
(42.1)%2 ;(4.22)2 BFen 3 B > - B4efr > 574 it fe4 a(ik)Hi 00 £
g et cit R o i B Bt R R o

r(i,k) < s(i,k)— max {a(i,k")+s(i,k’)} (4.2.1)

k's.t.k'#k

a(i,k)«mins0,r(k,k)+ > max{o,r(i’ k)}} ik
i"s.t.i'elik} (422)

a(k,k)« > max{o,r(i" k)} i=k

s Telik]

DTS TREE S sk o Aulmsi k)~ r(i k)2 a(ik) > 2 mp 2
e e g

(1) s(i,k)%d, if &~ &d e :

dars(ik)p - Ba®T p FHE 0 A EARLAT TARE X A d sk d

Rofhiamui & oo s()RIT R 2 A R() 4 8 s E- B 8
'»)il;"f‘ll/f';"‘ %”Lryd ,S(II)—‘JJF#EF&,,LZ\AI@;WN‘: }ﬁé}%'mft\

BRI FA AR o RAS(I) R AR A RAOEFF R 0 &Y TR
# 5 (1 =) ih4F gfe i (Preference) o
(@) r(i,k)5 di$d, s ~ a4 o 0 R (421) A7

dNREEY R B R r( k)7 AL d, BBERRIE T
VR g o - dd 3 o0 d o shd, gt 4or(ik) 0 & d sHd, sk B
s(i,k) & & o Bt > d 2tanke A os(i k) B3 2 607 e g i 4 pré 7
ek free g o Aoy NI - BRI R B et fre (S d)
P odac e d, g e 4 r(i,k)iﬁgﬁﬁtﬂ‘dﬁi('ﬂé d, ¢ & fd 5 e &d,
FRFEA REHd) wdHd e (k) FE A
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max {a(i,k’)+s(i,k’)} - @ r(k,k)<s(k,k)-

k's.t.k'=k

ax fa(k,k’)+s(k,k')} > % d, =

k's.t.k'#k

2nR(R) 4 sk k)derpiees @ 4t 0 BT R d nfleRi 4 -

(3) alik)s d, $d, et pe - 4 £ (422) 1 A7

ali,k) v @i dd EHd BRPEDOAS > ZAPLLE min 2 max &

Boali,k)er(kk)+ Dor(ink) alik)®d, sfiara 4 r(k k)4t =g

i"st.i'elik}
doivied, cdgesir(ink) o wEr(itk) s f EEAMA2( LK) ErEd &
BdoegEe a0 Lad FE (45 41F) 2 E2Fb > Fa FRd %
Bges o agm 530 BRI EERr o d BR AT F RS mEEEd, 0 AT
WU BRE R R g (R A D) L Mo 0 Bkt B E AP o

w > max{0,r(i'k)} o @ d e gtp e ket alkk) o T iEE L W R

i"s.t.i'efik}

i 4 e T > max{or(ink)} -

i"s.t.i'efik}

wpai,k)TRELEd LHd BREFDRS 0 RE R T Frey %

A

=1

BEAIFFBLERFE O IAL s B T TRRAEREL, § R

B L0 BB EFALRES > RIFERF O - BREERUIAS (£

fed ) BARFIL P FEFA (AN 0 ’;J'J;H(;gw)f]&ﬁﬁ o Wk

Lpedalik)x#p 2 00 T d $d ERAfd o Fa B Bk

EHEERH S o b+ 7R 5 A RORFo BERENFIRY > HEED
JAgEN

¢ R

B A mE gL FBRRD EH N R TR DRE R

d, =argmaxia(i,k’)+r(i,k’)} » #d, =d, > 7 d i pe 4 LHL o pld g
.

v

=7 HA o
(3434

1 N(421)% 8422 @ wrlfcac MF VR T TARE 5 A 4

BLinficp A B P § & B4 4 @ (Preference) s(i,i) %ok
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S(i,i) e ] ARG T K enE R Belcp o PR i s(ii) g

AP 00 R S(i, )rﬂL" =2 g, T FOHCP o
A0 R B BT R 2R s(i,k) 2 s(k,i)7 23 o 2T \?} "

BRSO P ET Y DR AL

4.2.3 L #7732 AR
A0 TR »ﬁ P bR A B S R E B e

FTeMe B TR ARAC T
1 ¥ B33 2 B - LB FTAHE I F Y A BRI R % T

Suppose d; €C,,d; eC,
if R(d, <>d,)=1thenC, =C,

B f A PR o UG AR 5 '] e k-means[Wagstaff et al. 2001] &

3 WA= %2C. % Ns B2 p¥EC o ; v A4 N(N-1) BT &
i f [

BNPE:
P T 42 (Positive Training Sample) -
B HE-FHC M GEREFEEZHCEINLL AL > wHC H

» 3\ ZNN BF & ""ﬁ?‘f"°
j#i

4. $F - FHC, o JI* P b3 EBE i F AL o Bt Ha TR S42

koD - BAKEEM o

5. LRI A3/ CHEMEES A FEM KEA .
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5.1 Dragon * :#® i 5 FEE
Dragon = # 4 i § 3% § 7 E[Zhan et al. 1999+ TDT 4L ¥ et 35 5 44

CRARE NI A kN R

72 5 (%) CH WD

TDT-2 Dragon 81.05 63.33

TDT-3 Dragon 76.95 59.68
#. 5.1 Dragon * # & it 3% 5 753 RS

52 éga:—k < PR

ol

P AR HEE A

FRF A AT P 2 AP RAFE S PR A A8 T A L W ed2(Front-end
Processing) ~ #-% -4 (Acoustic Model) ~ 7 £ 2= > (Lexicon Construction) ~ 3 3 #-
Al (Language Model) 1 2 3% 2 #t4F %l 3% (Tree-copy Search) % » & & 5.2.1 3 5.2.4
Bem GlHieT BINPRHF A RS AR Y AR EF IR L

FEZ 4rd 5.2 .

* 5 (%) CH WD

TDT-2 TreeCopySearch (2-gram) 61.38 41.71
WordGraphRescoring (3-gram) 62.29 41.82

TDT-3 TreeCopySearch (2-gram) 57.40 38.61
WordGraphRescoring (3-gram) 58.48 38.82

1\52 f»_ﬁﬁ—\—\]‘i‘iﬁ—aﬂv‘\‘:?ﬁgippq F% Fé_—_jf‘

5.2.1 = #} 2 (Front-end Processing)

A YA B BT S R L e Sl B KPR i
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B o B TR - e Ephgie s Ao RHied 134
ehe i EHF B kB et - H - BF 21 - P enpe b Bic(Time Derivatives)#73) =
130 W AE Pier B ot o B0 13 Genth i G GECE MY 18 B
A ik B e (Filter Banks) chiy & (0 45z ik 1 o o pF o 50T R I 0

T 3 s en®l 55 At @ % B4 % T 350 3 2 (Ceptral Mean Subtraction, CMS)-

5.2.2 %% 27| (Acoustic Model)

ATt d 23 @R AR S T 4 H03(left-to-right CDHMM) » # ¢ 5
112 B + 4p k¢ (Right-context-dependent, RCD) #* #3|(INITIAL) ~ 41 B+ {5 5 %
4p B (Context-independent, Cl)3g+ #-73|(FINAL)2 1 B# 5 #5-73|(silence) » = 154
#sp2 B(INITIAL-FINAL) » @ & BH-A kiAW 52 326 B2 % > 5 -
SRR E L en3 2R & 4 F #73](Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM) » # ¢ & 3 3
R EAF O BEA G 1D 128 B3 F o d i 161 B B35 03 7 S 408

* ¥ Jb 31 chgk A3 & (Toneless Base-syllable) -

5.2.3 3# & 2£ * (Lexicon construction)
d > Dragon (7R s B8 % % o Ahv 128 4+ LDC ¥ L G A#H R

‘v~ d Dragon 3% § FER R AR 2 ¢ 3B it A 71681

5.2.4 3 @ #4F @4 = (Tree-copy Search)

AAS AP RAFEFS FER FEAEYd 23 4 (Left-to-right) ~ 5 1=k #H
(Frame-synchronous) 57z & #4F @ 3% = ;% [Aubert 2002] - @R 7 & B 4 4
(Arc)# % — B INITIAL & FINAL 2538 5 ¥ £ #7] » d #HH(Root) 3] = -
A (Leal) s 2 7 2 - Bew s - LR AR e B L F AR AR 20 R

68



R T A BR R SrR Y aie AT WAEE
B R WEPE B IEE P Es licdkF 2 e W (Tree Copies) » # B3 R A
& 7 engE 7 WA ¢ & *L40(Language Model History or Constraint) o 7 %
1o HFEPEA 2 07 % 2 (Partial Paths)de % 5 Ap b e 3 A L § AR
Kl — Bee AR AT B RSB T A A & & =k (State-level) s g vt &
FERBIIEH - B BHIZY 0 FF 7 R 2RIC REMP R R A - B
AL R FRFRA AR KERP T R 2BIE F LG AR

T HCAIE Y 0 Bl 27 £ % & (Recombination) » i B A dck 0 XL i

FRAEL SR A2 AT BRI RAMFE S PR T AT LG AP

BSd 2% v o Wied o ®d BT kg
BB T AR A & Be(» RS R WA T NG BE) A B TR o ¥
L B RS T S SR (1 e T L St P P Ph
Flut o f 2k f 5 (Beam Pruning) HRiE B T #4 BoR ek i 2R A
RERE - AREFTRABTFERPFT EE - B A WM kLS
(Internal Node)™ ja& F v iy 2L i & BN £ 2 975 e ond o Wl 5
TR E b Ay RE - B RPN IR E SR KD g A
(Language Model Look-ahead Score) [Aubert 2002] > £ 4c F p 8% 15 & 8L A £ 30 F
P A7 R A% ehi2 25 4 $ic(Decoding Score) 2 #-5 w0 57 4 #c [Chen et al. 2004, 2005]
¥ AT 0L iz o
Ak SR ¥ 9 H g 7 #0430 % 5 (Word Unigram  Language Model
Look-ahead) kit » $+5 — B @47 WP IR & 8L € B AL (B ER
FBT AL R S B @ F T WA T RS
A S BanE T A g A e g0 BE BT € sedid B e A e
Wags 2 il F F b (e i S8~ &R 2 F7 0 ahigiEie) 0 e
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TR WA Y R E P E ke B R 20 5 40H B S 305 A
oo RIEE B TR A BPE e FAFEL Y LB L Ao
= @ (Trigram) ~ 3= & (Fourgram)is 5 #0-3) % > £ AT 7 - P WS G R 4140F

(Word Graph Rescoring) » 35 d1 3 F e o0 o A hih 2 ¥ o R WIEF P A

P RAET A A AP RAEE SRR Y 02 T A

53 4 ¥ PR RIME

T2 ARG R A 5.1 0 BAUEITE 0 2 AT S 2 BT AT 0
TSRS B SRS R 2 P T e @R

s £
b

e 2 Vg
P B :
P £ l ﬁe’?lt'i
= :
24y
BR
T

W51 355 > St f e

LF/FaR) FEiFHRLERE HEFHEB EE 2 FeE 0 Uik R
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PR o B A BT FAES AW v FANLEAILL 1
R AL P A FER AN T LB R B B P2 B B RS

W32 P B SRR FRER R S F R AL ER A TV S A2 ke

Il
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(\s.
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b
9
Il
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juss
il
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b
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FILEZE R T
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FIEE v Rtk
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5.4 BEFFHcEFR v 21 aie R ki

HEF BRI EAPAREES 34 &5 F 2 PFHAEM - 1T 2 U RS
Hc? HdpiT R B A S IR E Bk & 2 2 0 A TDT-2 5 d Dragon 35 % #1
EH2Z TR > Hihr Bk BT 2R T o

m VSM

Bz 22 i VSM P HTiakmi k4B 520 d B¢ 7R » VSM-0 1
ABBA frFF IAER Y 2 Rk o R E s ARG AETASES

#+> 2#%A_VSM-0 » VSM-1 & VSM- 273"3“% L7 R AR TR o d P U

0.55

0.5104

0.5

0.45

Y04

g

T o

0.35
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0.25

0.2
VSM-0 VSM-1 VSM-2

¥k

Bl 5.2 § %> TDT-2 Dragon ¥ ZH B 2 2§ © i VSM 2 MAP
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feo FFBETMAES Y & M AR £ HHE - W53

H

W

Ei LR

ETTRY

\

EBERES S FHRTMBFR > VSM-0 s sniz R iF o

|—VSM-0 —VSM-1 — VSM-2

0.7
0'65 7W
0.6

0.55

0.5

0.45

04

\ T

0.35 H

0.3

0.25

0.2 Ll L L)

1 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 91 10

[t A

@ 5.3 § %>t TDT-2 Dragon 7+ £#& % 2375 < ¥ VSM 2. NDCG

B BM25
x> ix 5 BM25 o B & B Sk T chT o S Ak 5.3 17 o

J £ 537 Far Bk TS gt 2.5 k=0.1> b=0.01 ¢ @ T 3o

1
3

e % RO A TDT-2 588 LA © 1 50 3§ BT Ramis

4

2B BM25 ente & sisx o Bl 54 5L AR EZ L 8% PR ESEK

%?
-4

E 25 k=0.1> b=0.01pF = 24+ -
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A A k b MAP
BM25_01 001 | 0.1 | 0.01 0.5490
BM25_05_001 | 0.5 | 0.01 0.4652
BM25_10_001 | 1.0 | 0.01 0.4360
BM25_01 050 | 0.1 | 0.50 0.5094
BM25_01_005 | 0.1 | 0.05 0.5383
BM25_010_010 | 0.1 | 0.10 0.5369
BM25 20 075 | 2.0 | 0.75 0.3248

% 5.3 9 % TDT-2 Dragon 74 B 5 2. 3% 3 < 2 BM25 £ & %k %7 MAP

|—BM25_01_001 —BM25_10_001 = BM25_20_075 —BM25_01_050

0.8

0.7

05
047/\\\v' - —

0.3

L oE ek
=N i1

CRR AR

2

0.2 Ll L L)

[t}

B 5.4 % %7 TDT-2 Dragon 8 BHE B 2 35 © 2 BM25 £ 6 5B 7 2

NDCG
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BLSIHE 2% s B55 5 At FARKTT > TIOMHAI I F R e T
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D MBARA PE S TIOM RS G P AT o AR 5 KA SR ShFER

0.575
0.5718
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0.5672
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0.5567

0.555

0.5519

0.55

0.545 |

0.54

0.535

300 400 500
R

100

B 5.5 47 % >> TDT-2 Dragon 78 B B 2 %5 © i LS| & B AR <9 MAP
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s L AR E
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0.4 it L L L)
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{> B
[haiay
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SO MBEL T AETAIEL B 2 gE S fRD S FR s o

ey
Ly
g:
S
i
= »
o
Ry
N

§om B 56¢ > FaA 5 100200 2 300 Pk E B 50 %
By ot R A HEE - SfrF R L AR Y PRI ko g AR
B iYL 300 ARSI RAFES B E R 0 KB 567 o
A, A S 300 # AR 100 2 @A 200 £ o @ 300 pF

BEPFARPT TR OB Y 0 AR FA T

H LM

254 5 LM 2B AFAET > A penT i mF S % o v UF IR A% BK
TA=009 FenT o m i g o LT IOHMAI S - BTG TamED 2

Ehefg i om BIST P O BLRRARESPERTEI I AER S 2o

BE o RARTY BBEF 0 AT R

WAl eA | A MAP | 7 &4 A MAP
LM0O1 | 001 | 04510 | LMOO7 0.07 0.5354
LMO002 | 0.02 | 05058 | LMO008 0.08 0.5461
LMO00O3 | 0.03 | 05180 | LMO09 0.09 0.5462
LMO004 | 004 | 05253 | LMO10 0.10 0.5456
LMO0O5 | 0.05 | 05206 | LMO020 0.20 0.5415
LMO0O6 | 0.06 | 05306 | LMO090 0.90 0.4345

. 5.4 § %> TDT-2 Dragon 7+ B B 237§ * # LM & 8 58k L7 hMAP
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—LM_010 —LM_020 —LM_090
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0.7
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Q045
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0.3 ] O O
1 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 91 100
[ 4
B15.7 % %> TDT-2 Dragon ¥t B B 2 35 4 © # LM & f& %8k 27 «HNDCG
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6. Bk E B

AZFEHS 7w & 061 SFFEY ERADRY 5 SVM R FIRE 0 A

AR A RFERS TARER Y o ARl R rta B BT KRR 2k
BATA 2L 6.2 S FE Y S HN R Y s RankNet £ T R R A W A

AT RS aRE S 2 Y BTk R 033 % RankNet 2" 318 etk & s 22 18 5L
TR D F AT 2 R 63 E A HN Y RE a2 MR 64 &
Pl ad® 7 T Hr il P2 B % o AR ¥ Pt RenE I B ALT Uk &

PR &R RS AcE i SRR AR TR R L B BM25 2 %

e

Bk w k=01>b=001;LMz %K z5  41=01-

Y

6.1 FEN R AES Y X b itk d

6.1.1 SVM % Dragon i 5 FF8 B B 2355 < a0k & v

gL &P s AN dA @ % Dragon 3 5 RS R A WY TDT-2 2 TDT-33:F ~ & »
Bied a2 chSVYM i 700 R1E 2 R vy o

B TDT-2

Bl 6.1 59 %> TDT-2 2 Tiof S %% > B 6.2 5 % % TDT-2 2 15 vh &
FEEZEE o B TDT-2 47 » APFRIISHAS 1 BM25 £ i 45 > G
SVM 2" ts cnT sodire 5 W VSM B » % 91 0.0221 - foit i B 44 5

#02 BM25 2 LM % 4 o @ SVM 29 UEri VSM % T2 48 o i3 ff et & B w o

B2 X SVM 2V Ui i M /e S e VSM 3 > fe 5 0 10 B REA 8 P ehip B

-\

+ 15’;}%1”ﬁ{ VSM ; o ‘“‘3‘@ SVM J" ﬁ7 TR IFB ”T#?B’»m#*-ﬁ;;é e l@:‘fu?

Atk S RO SRR Uk ¢ FECK L 0 R R & R &
SRR NS > R RPT D HE o5 SYMpIR2 18 > AR TR 0@
RFNRRSSE A BT FHE2Z - > VRE DR 2 7 0 T E R i -
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0.56

055 | 0.5490
0.54
i
1e
% 0.53
M
5l
0.52
0.51
0.50
SVM VSM BM25 LM
R
B 6.1 #h% > £ & TDT-2 & * Dragon i & yRB# B 2 T ok m ¥
=—SVM ==\VSM BM25 = LM
0.8
0.75
0.7 N
e
o
= 0.65
23
7:"’ 06 4/\
0.55
05 r
0.45
NDCG@1 NDCG@3 NDCG@5 NDCG@10

Bl 6.2+ % > 2 & TDT-2 i¢ * Dragon i 4 R B B2 191 LR A E
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T_Ae 59 2K ’f# Bk E g,
m TDT-3
B 6.3 5 7 %> TDT-3 2. L 534

HEES® - H632

I‘L /p pa &—
LS Er &

WE MR G E 2}

o

FEF 5% B 6.4 5 F %> TDT-3 2351 3L B

d SVM 212 He 2 5% o H Tk

FE pc % Bt > 5 0.6613 0 ot TEMFAES < 2 @A F W E S 2 VSM : 0.0381 ;
< %> BM25 : 0.0825; < ** LM : 0.029 -
0.67
0.6613
0.66
0.65
064 |
0.63
gom—
¥ 061 [
Q
5 06 f
059 |-
0.58
057 |
0.56
055
SVM VSM BM25
At
B 6.3+ % > /2 & TDT-3 ¢ * Dragon 3% & y# B# B 2 T o4 m ¥
AOLE 647 5 i5d SYMDIRz thd % B0 R R fErcE o LA MEN o
NDCG@1NDCG@3|NDCG@5/NDCG@10
SVM - - - -
VSM 0.0212 0.0237 0.0150 0.0279
BM25 0.0851 0.0751 0.0429 0.0718
LM 0.0425 0.0289 -0.0014 0.0260

% 6.1TDT-3 ¢ SVM ¢ £ 3 &
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a4 617" ?uﬁ Ao Ak BN ER R ARE B > 5d SVM P ik
< “’Kﬁ&@ SR 2 LT o AR AETE 5 LM B SYM o e H U n B

gl » SVM % ;rsﬁ?‘w; 0

|——SVM -#-VSM BM25 LM

0.85
0.8
- :&
Y \
o 8 %\/‘
= 0.7 ‘\_.ﬁ —
=2
%} 0.65
K
0.6
0.55
0.5
NDCG@1 NDCG@3 NDCG@5 NDCG@10

Bl 6.4 % > 2 & TDT-3 & * Dragon # § FH B B 2 351 LR B A o F

L PR EIERL Y A I &d SVM 2R %% > & TDT-2 R I
IE"_E ’ l/_‘j—_ E’k" TDT3 E&%\ Iﬂ,fl"fxﬁ :' o é_ié*iﬁjfé_%y\’[ ) ;_k TFBE.»’%:?‘& fé_é%

A AR 2 o AR BB LB AR A B i FRE

LR TIORAES 12 L RS LW PR A LR o bRt s
HAES 5B 650 » Tiof s L ER S VAT HBA & FPE 0 33 LF

R PFAL T oS © KB 657 > AT F A AR e aELY
G BT o RS b RARFE I > & TDT-3 #F#L? » & Fian T iopm s
BittgRE S o d TDT-2 Pl] « 27T k> A PR BEAR\2 B R 18

d 3 BB A A IS A B R o R %Y B R R
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FoPr PR LR A RAFRERER P EFF A AP

0.9
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{2 05

0.4

il
03
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—TDT-2
0.1 ' —TDT-3

1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 37 39 41
B o

B 6.5 TDT-2 22 TDT-3 Dragon 743 B i 8 2 2 $U5 AL B ch £ 75 45 2. MAP

Spearman’s Footrule Distance [Kendall & Gibbons 1990]> & * & i 33 dernt B 4%

% o Spearman’s Footrule Distance 4r3' (6.1.1) %77+ -

xe X,yeyY,

N
=20 =Yl 5y CRank List (6.1.1)

Spearman’s Footrule Distance » X feY &~ Wt L1t s BRAE S % - A X B
e hE B HAEX B E L X, 0 &Y BAY EAEDEE Ly, 0 Bt
AR FIARR S EEGHE g v R LR T A
i B 7] engt B -3 - Spearman’s Footrule Distance 4% » P| i & X B3] Y A 7
A%4p 1T » Spearman’s Footrule Distance 4%« » P] it & X B 7[EB2Y E 7| £ B+ o
B 6.6 2 B] 6.7 ~ % 5 TDT-2 2 TDT-3 e 54 5 4F Dragon 7 4 8 ez
& P~ edT g Sk o 20 B eh Spearman’s Footrule Distance « # ¢ > gad A% 2
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AL

] 6.6 TDT-2 Dragon a8 B d 8 2_ 2 3% 4 42 fic2. Spearman’s Footrule Distance
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LR
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Haldy

B 6.7 TDT-3 Dragon 4z B 4 8 2_ 2" 535 4L & #c2. Spearman’s Footrule Distance
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ARG RAHPAE LR A S ARG N A AR LB o T A

P OLF IR R AR BEA MRS H U A B L R P R - TDT-2
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