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Subtopic Taxonomy-Aware Framework for Diversity Evaluation
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Abstract: To evaluate search result diversification, which is supposed to meet different needs behind a same query, a number of
evaluation frameworks are proposed. Although most of these frameworks take the probability distribution of information needs (usually
called subtopics) underlying a query topic into account, they usually do not consider the subtopic taxonomy information. In this paper, the
decay function is first introduced to take the subtopic taxonomy information into account. And then based on the decay function, a novel
framework called the subtopic taxonomy-aware (STA) framework is proposed to define the structure that the taxonomy-aware diversity
evaluation metrics would have. The decay functions used for the informational and navigational subtopics are also discussed. Experiments
based on TREC and NTCIR test collections show the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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22 5 [ 2 SR EL B Y I A R I 2 T L P A L T SRS A L 3 2 ) ] IR R AT 4 8 R 51, BN
B ZR T R E R T R A A R (B AR A8 2 0 A R TR SR I BT AR T, B K ) LI T R
R BT B A B R [ A A 2 ) T (B R 7 ) I L B A 2 [ — A 7 30 3], A ) 7 AT B 40 = ok 2 AR [
L LG P R G R AT T A A < L A 1 T R R R N S A R A DG IR R LA A
] e T LRI 28 3 S i K B (0 9 BT, 1T A 1) TP T e R A SRR I . 5 — D T BT
P, FUHRAT 45 4 R 5 10 25 W 3 4 A0 B i, L S e i 1k 9 T DL 3 T R | 1 e A £ A 3R] A B 3R
YA DG FH P 7 v TR ) B 22 IR R 5 I 0 e SR 1 ) R, AF S N1 E T 2 R RS R I 7 v R ok %
MBS RS A R 2 5 B 50 Th Bl 2 B AR 2 78 T 60 P 4R A8 R — AN A5 3037, 1% 5 150R
[ &5 P RS 2 45 SR (i 408 6 L mT 6 55 i 1 007 B0 2 RN 0T 8 22 BN IR) P P 145 B8 75 SR, HL s KRR BE 1) 22 B R
2 BeP R LA B LAE 2 RS R 7 iR IR S, — AN 2 90 3] T R 5 (9 P 5 340 2 R e PR 1 A 0 1) 1 e
(subtopic).

T3 5 T A BRI PRI 5 vE A ANAE A A A R 5 A R 45 A IR KV Am vt AR R S 1 S H0 AL s
Tt b7 4 A T A A% e R B (WD, AR 2 R AR R ) I VE I 7 325, i - P(precision), MAPEL MRRE,
nDCGIMA%: 1L g 3y A A AW 6 A P 2 B O I A 2 4 SR AT VR I, R L N T AT 2 AL
Ky 22 25 S BRI A B 9T AT AH 4642 H -nDC G Intent Aware Metrics(IA 2537 75 22, i nDCG-I1A,ERR-IA
25 B3R D#-measurest® IS5 DE I 7 v, DU P 2 RE AR 22 45 SR A DP I ) 0K PP Ay A B — AN A 3R T g
A8 2 AN AN R AUEE 1) = P, ELARS 2R 4 SR R 0 T %o Ik e i AT S AN [ R BE )R DG A2k, 9 LA R PP — A~ 2
FEAL RS 2R &5 I 4F I

SR, b3 VPN 7 V20 2 T — A T A R BT, S R 288 28 1) 7 9 1 o R AN T D SR ke il 2 T Bk
WAEBEAT ZREAGVEI N, 9 R % FE X RE (R AS ). 41 5 ) Broder 25 A\ PSR U i e IR . SRR AN T 45 25k X
A3 A — > 1 ) 00 A [ B DOk 15 28 T ) P A A 4 3 0 Ao 09 T (L i ) BRIl 2 T 1
5 B 75 3K, HLICAR Y 55 67 35 B G 1 P TUAE 2 RS BR AT 45 vh W 2 B A 2 DU AR 15 6L I 2 7 PRI Hh 73 3 4
5 15 B 2R E T 4521 7 B, 22 AN A 2 I T S A T A P S B R R SR T RS R4S AT
TR 5 e EAT 0 A T B 5 32 JE A S AR S e A0t 5 0 3] 1 1 2 B AT 0 28, 0 0 2605 T T 2 RE AL
2R AR PP, B AT 25280 58 oA B AP0 4 SR AE AR SRR [17] R A 5 A5 B i R P T 2 R P A S AR L B
5 7 T B0 VT 0 A AT AT oA T X 3 S T VR PR P ) %5 pB A R A b 3 1 AMAH G IR SRS AE A S
o ERATT 5 R8N AT BE 7 4 MR A A R B e 2545 B IR — A AR R I VPR S AE RN T A
FERI A 07 TR 1R 00 805 R AT 22 FEAR RS 2R 45 SRL DI 1) 75425 BT 0F 1 114 &5 ) 3 3ok 5 1 N 308 ik i 0K 4 3k A [
FEI A ) 1 7 PUAE 2 RS R VDU AP 0 P, 02 A HE 28 o s ) 7 2 TR P 40 27 05 A B T LU B I 2 4%
A VT 77 903 BEATART 43 28 5 0k 34T B0 i SC 37 e SR TR VT 77 325 U ] LR 0 S (] 288 28 1) 0 1 s PR OO
M2 REAL R R 45 5 0 T S (0 2 ALV 7 V84T ) Be, Fe A 1B 58 T 0 4] 76 % R A5 RSA S 28 4 Ny #5
W75 B - 05 VR DR R A S S SO 1) 38 9 o 50 B 5, D SR B0 1IF T BT AE 48 T B VP 7 vk L B

A7 10 75 9 58 5 B
AICE 1A CA KSR R RVEI A X TAE S 2 AR I 2R R VPR S 55 3 Y

TR AEHTHE SN 42 AR B AN @ TN 10 1 R P AT 0 I N2 PR S iR B 26 4 o T P A 2 FEAL
RPN A 5 DLRCASCSE 0 (s 4 . SRl R . SR E R S22 BT 56 B A HH R A RSk AR,

1 fAxXIE

TE X A Gk 38 485 AT VEII I, FRAT A AT AR U A A 2 i 1) HO0S R 25 M — 1 — /S A v R L 1T 2 5 1 11 S
P2 WA 36 2% 2 IR PR AR SR P AT S5 bR SOR AR S 55 0t 5 Y O~k 2 8] PR B 7 s R =1, 00
UEARVE IR RT3 1 WIFR O 20 bR AR SORS AR IIAH OG5 4, mT LAV S H 2% SORS AR PP o 1K) SRS
14 35 (document gain), B i K G(d) M VI 5 VR I A [, G(d) I 7 555 IR AT B AS [ n /e nDCG %, G(a)
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IR AW

22h—1 (1)
Horpxe J30RS d RRTESE G R, G(d) O TE SR A PRI ORI AR 5 A OGP 2R 934G T I 2 5 PR
SO (R 98 25 2 Ji )l ARRAE AN [ R D0 5 3, v S50 — MR & AR % VP 5 3P (14520 Bl P A nDCG [
A A K(2). AKE)PR.

G(d) =

p@i - Lo/ )
DCG @1 - 2Ol )109(r +1) )

> G'(d,)log(r +1)
Hdrd, BB REGRTIIE r NI I(E)NIRRM I d, 52 RS AE IR e 20 B0 Y d, 5 A AR OCHT,
J(d)=1i 75 J(d,)=0.G" (d,) 1% 5 25 0D AL 56 0 B9 1 R ARCHE A A 45 1) T 00— A R 22 5 SR P 5
N2 KRR KT 2R 45 Rt AT PRI I, P T A v 1) B 1 I R AN T R AR S VR O v I AN —
AT AT e 2 HABAAS AU, R 23 65 V0 1) SO 7 22 4% RS A ) 23 T8 R AR OGP 9 ) 3R AT A i [ A 4
AR P AR DG g, AT AT ATH S SORY G TR — AN AR A W T = W s B SO 2, 108 Gi(d). G FEA R
Z AR R VFIN 7 i B AT AR 1 X, T TR 23 S A 44,
1.1 @nDCG
45 1] a-nDCGM AT VPRI 7 16945 J6L 75 SR WA iy Nugget. 55 25 3 AT 2 4> Nuggets i 1 #5 £ 4>
W= RN SORAB AT fig 5 2 AN IXFE 1K Nuggets 4 ¢, a-nDCG I8 25 (8 T SCRS b HE B I o, BT, SO R 5 5
A~ Nugget A AH JC T4 A = bR v 9 A8 O IR 28 (PR 0 PF 0 I A B b v 9 AB SR SO A S 5ok & R
a-nDCG ¥ A 75 18 30 R 5 A Nugget AH G ENBE 6 U2 bR i A AN S5 ). a-nDCG [ SCAYIE 238 G(d) 1T 4%
AR (BT E.
G(d)= Y (1-a)™ 4)

s;€Cy
P, C, RRm30R d B4 10 Nuggets $55 N, RoR 0 T30k d Z R I SCRYSE AL 3 s, IR SCRY S o A R (4) 8
e A BT G(d,), W v 455 o-nDCG.
1.2 1A %

TEX AL Gk 2R 4 AT VI I, MAP,rnDCG,ERR 45 J7 VA #I B e A~ £ 1 ] AL — AN W= 8, i 2 A1k
KRB B BEAS A WA AL B T 22 MR NS5 1 1 2 181 3 T RE IR 22 5 Agrawal - 265 A\ WS - 0 A% B vl 7
E A2 A 1] R B A TR R O 2 BE A AS, 2R 45 SR 1EAT VI, AR )5 K VT DU &5 SR FeOn) 3 7 355 T ) B 2 P
BB AT S0 22 R AR 2R 45 VP IXRE [ VI TR SR R LA ZRPFI J7 72: (LA measures). 401 S 3L Hp (1) 7% G v
R 2 nDCG, XS B (1) 1A 2K 538K A nDCG-IA JLit 42 LA K (5).

nDCG-IA@! =Y P(s;|q) xnDCG(s,) @1 (5)
s;eC
Hoi,C A&l g T BEES nDCG(s) R 1% 7= B s, WK R 45 R AT VP I ) nDCG 18, P(sig) A T =

S,H{M‘Xﬁ
1.3 D#-Measure

TEZ AT R PIVFIN T Go(d) 3R 78 SCRAR XS T 25 )3 19 A 7 2 B 13 35 8 Re e il 2 — AN SORIAR XS T
XA 1 9] AR ARG 25, Sakai 25 A BIOHR HUKE STRYIN 35 G(d) RS N A A TR RO ER 2k kA O 15 B RE

S8 PPN 7 325 T ) SO B 25,459 2 PEII TV D-Measure.D-Measure BUAR 2% 18 T SCRY 5 A il il ) &1 R L2 T
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A AH LI R 2 B ok AR R &5 P T 24 R0 SO 2 AT B SCRE AR A RIS IRy SEBLIX — A5 Sakai ZE AR
I-rec, WL2A X (7), Ho N, RORAG R &5 R AITT 1 AN T 5 5 b — A 250 1 2 A 26 1 P T 0, 4% D-Measure
1 1-rec £ PEINAL 153 2] D#-Measure, H 2 A6 G s UL 2 2(8), oo A4 P4 81— i 13 4 0.5.

GG(d)= Y P(s;|9)x G,(d) (6)

s;eC
I-rec@I = % @)
D#-Measure=AD—Measure+(1-A)I-rec (8)

1.4 DIN#-Measure

A S (6)FT LA H, SO I 4 R 36 25 R 28 RE AN [A) 2RI )+ 3 IR I 22 e L S S vl IS b s A
iff, DS b 5 220 (0] B 2 6) N 1R B R 19 0 BT A2 P TR 5 SR TS L S8 e sl D) 5 2 0 22 R A G 9 0, DU g
i 4 T M 78 75 FH P 1R 4 R S R AR b k0 0 2, Sakai 7 48 7 R 22 R A0 R 2 45 SR AT ST 0 INF, R 224 42 RS
FK5E BRI ST S E IR BT ST S EL AN 1 N5 2 A DG M T, A 8 5 82 5 2 A1 DG
P BT 138 2 R O.E VA3 SO RN ¥ 4 Jm) 14 2 A, Sakai 25 AR FH 20 24 2(9) i 7 IR 7 1 e B8R i ik 3 28 7 3 T ) ax
FhREvE, o N, RN DRIV S T 2B s A P 0Tt o T8 B 255 3Kk, 4% 1E 5 iR PRI P 0L 3l 2
A (L0) A& A, C R R B R G BB TR EE S, M C, R B A T B B ARG 0 X R v 545 3 1) SOk
I 25 %% ¥ D#-Measure H 4 518 25, B 45 51) DIN#-Measure.

1, N,=0
isnew; = )
0, N;>0
GG (d)= 3, P(s;19)G,(d) + 3. isnew,P(s;| 4)G,(d) (10)
s;€C; s;€Cy

2 FAEATEENEREEENSHEUARREREITIENNAE

AR R G HE A e 2 ) A 4 T RS R 2 AT 4 SR AN ) (9 2 AR S IR HE R S, L2
WAIE W $ e 4 R 5 R R T (A R T B O B R b, 7 2 BE AR R 4 VP I iy T, Sakai 25 A () T AR
W15 UE B AT S bt T 72 12k o 50k 3R 3 A4S 7 v 2 P e e, B0 T 45 81 B B ) PP YR X e T AR R R R
BT, T 07 A b R ) R P B 28 B AT 2 R R VPRI AR S S T SR A BT e
T P AR 30 R 2R 4 S A [ 28 2 )4 S SR A2 10 T A A DG T L1 1 22 1t B AT R TR IR AR Ak 3 5
51N ok bR BOR H IR X R (R AR R TR P R B VI 5 ik I SR i 5 R e AN R T BT R
A B SCRY 3 25 (subtopic-aware gain, i #% STA-G); fiw Ji, LA STA-G B # I A V7N 77 4 A 1) SCRY 1 25, 15 21 71
F )7 = B 2R S B0 2 RR A R 5 AT VR 10 5 v T M7 i ST T R A L & 1 B
(RN [ 43 248 5 3 i B A TRV e DT S 43 G AN AR T B A4 1 7 T 1R 23 2K vk TR b 12 7 32 AR 4 )2 1T 5 ST )
&) 72 E AT BT 2 R R R 45 VI 1) 77 728 12% FLAT [ 45440, /28 Subtopic-Aware HE4L, FiFR STA
HESE H R GEAE B B 1 Fiom, AT TEs STA HEZE R (370N 77 ¥: 5K A STA-Measure.

STA HEZ2

T 2
R v 7 ik

:|')| STA-Measure

Fig.1 Procedure of the STA-Measure evaluation framework
K1 STAHERIR 4K
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2.1 TR

7. STA-Measure 1, Z il bR 50T T+ 4038 76 3 — 5 58 1R 23 2R 77 1L TR AN [R) 2 B0 1 e it A R FEE B A A K
TR S o ) A A A, IR 1 T PRI T A TR R KT S 48 SR T 1 i R AT S U IR I A A B R R AN e i
G328 T3 VR N 1) 3 Y R 5, S I % A 2 ) T A B ) S B DL R AR ) e e R W ) SOR AR A T R B
FATTAT UK HTE XA TE SR il Sa), Forb e &1 3 8 s, 2B BT S, B A T~ 308 d AT SO SR i T
Silsa SN RS S, B ORI L BT R s AR IS 825 s, AHOC B SCRYS 038 25 HEAT 3£ 05, IR (1,5 )
PV A% LA B R AN 1 1

76 STA-Measure HESE 1) 52 B B I HY W24 8 S ik 88— e o0 A ) 1 i L 0EAT & B 40 S8 10 07 125, T i
3R AR — RSB REE, 5T SO IV 1) 3 Y5 o
2.2 X

58 X T Ik ek 2 J5 , STA-Measure  HEZL/E TH B SCRE IR 3 &6 I, AT SO A & 58 7 = B A
KRBT Gd)), 1Kk B S, T SR (W5 i — 5125 i, NI 0 55 SCRY 38 3 Ffr 2 i) 2 SR BIAE 0 R S, P i)
SCRS AT A T A A T AL T SRS ) SO 5 45 2 B S k.

SEAE 2.1 7T T RE D R B s L, STA-Measure & X U35 STA-G 4

STA-G(d|Sa)=G{d)xfils:,Sa)-

5 B, SRR B £ (s, S) HAT S 1K 2, TR HE R P ) STA-G sz b bR 8 T — R H A ik 7 5 26
BUE ROR VS SCRY 1S 25 (ALY BT B R 454, AT AR T 07 U I BT SR 1) A ) B I 4 2807 B B K
T g T I P 2 ek R 4K
2.3 ZHENIFNIEL

TEXT STA-G HEAT — Mt )8 L2 ), BT o] LUK B 2 FEALRS R VPO 5 V5 h I ORI 25 G(d) B 4k
STA-G, I R 1] 1 125 BRAT 20T R 170 7 3307 0 D7 v e S 0y J vk ) Bt BRI T 00 1 2 [ R 2R B4 R konT
Z AR R IEAT VR

B4, A% D#-nDCG H 1) GG HHATH &, 73 51

STA-GG,(d|S,) =Y. P(s; | ) x G.(d) x f, (5, S,) (11)

s;€C

SR JE 2 50(1L) B 4 D#-nDCG i) GG, RI NI 13 2] STA-Measure HEZE T (VP 7 7% STA-D#-nDCG.
2.4 STA-Measure5INBIEMN AL E R

AR B, TR £ (s, S) 1B KA 200 1, W) STA-G it 2 3B A oA o . P J5 4 SCRYS 3 235 110 24 £4(54,S0) 28y i 1 JE U
M} STA-G 1B 464 2 K (10):
f@S)ZLé%ﬁ%M%w;o

KRR 0, Mo B R F N SR EN, > 0

BRI, LA (R T 75 v T LLG VE R 4E STA-Measure HEZE R 3038 i o 50k JEFD b6 B0 — ARk T .

3 STA-Measure 8957 BB

STA-Measure {F 43— AHE AL J7 v 32 5 S0 T AR 4 25 0f) 1 7= B I 2R RS R AT 2 R A R 45 BL VPN 1)
TR N AT (G5 h T AR SR S S I R I U A R AR AR A S SCER[L 7] BN SRS S A
W T B AT 2 28 A LA 11 40 20, FRAT W 44 1O 1 36 9 bR BT b AT 1R
3.1 TRERHAITIS

T2 Ik bR B AE AR B RVFIN 5 VE AR SOk P C & T AR H 2 F5E.

o Jarvelin 5 NFESCHR[11]9 5T nDCG HEAT I 57 W) 472 Hi 16 2 FR SCRY BT 2B A7 B 108 AT %5 Yk 1 R %L
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A)=1/logy(r+1),
Clarke %5 A JRAESCHR[12] 7 6 kAT T g,
o  Chapelle % NMHREH T 56T SORY T 46 A7 5 10 2% 80 080 0 ok 50 A(r) =1,
o Clarke % A\ J5 K M5 T 46500 o 5. A0r) =1 (0< p<1).
AN TR T 218 308 ik R 5L AT AN () 1100 S0 il M 5, B 1 0 8050 Dl R 2, A SCRS AL o R84, s gk ) A AR
Ll 25 1 (30 500 R U B0 B K S I 1) 2 BB K T 8 s ok b B BT e+ 1)) = B 8 B R 8
H T AL A S PRI SR A2 B A VT PR R G SCRS R 5 P o8 SR A5 B0 2 IR B 5 5 S SR I 2
T 1) S Rk G 2R, DKL S ok R 5011 11 A 8 P T SRS O 7 7 6 T 2 SRS 2R S
h T A BEAGX RIS, AR 5 1-rec ALK U5 ik, R S, 88 G P IR DG SCRS HEAT U4 I v B ok
e gk PR PR A NS SO I 2 HEAT L9 B ATTRE LS l; A S B B i A R s AR G R SR B, DR b3 5% 1
SCRSAT L 1) L 0ok R D R BN (S, R AR R
Jiog (5::84) =1/10g,( S, |, +2)
S (s::8) =11( S, |; +1) (12)
fﬂ(side):ﬂlsdli
2 bR R log,r 1B 53 M IR fioglf, FH R HURE A AH 5C SCRSECRE (10 19, HC I 1 4% A i # A 1&
AR LAE B
o Siogdy A1 kR 5 I 2 R G SO Kl (1 1, S S U R A v 4
o CUAHICICRIBUR LB e MH T IR R T
7 B FIXAE IR SRR 1k DL B bk 5 25 8T A ) T R R IR T8 AN SCHE SES T 73 T froglfs AT fRR BAE A
15 S T2 1 e VbR 0, I B T (1 2 80 8=0.5, 8 7n — MRS W AR DG SO 50%ME e i id. B
SIS WA 3 T 2T 20 1 5 L AGH F P 5 K 0 B A 0 5T B Al 2, R ok, S R A R R AN
F R 0 ok ) 2 £ o . Ay o, FRAT TSR FH R R X R
(c—=1S;1)e, 0SS, | =c
JolsnSa) = {O, else
Hrhe RARUH o DO AT E BAH T, BRI L 7 0S8 45 ST I, T 5 252 1) SRS 1 3 26 1 92
BEEPR AR 075 SEG b FRATHR =23 2 PR A Gt SR AR 4B A 0 D AH OC I SO AT 50% KM A 4 i A, W) =2 I 7E
SERINE LA LA SCRSREAE I AL H P LSS IS B FE SR T 2 T IRATI AT LA Bl ifiog o/ 50 1, 42 (1) 8 TRFR 8 52
MR 384 TR A H. f, AEAR DR SCR O 1451 2 I e B B o O TR f, 385 ) T ik S 0 28 7 2 P 1 0.

1.0
—log
0.8 _—
—p
0.6 -
0.4
0.2
0.0
0 3 6 9 12 15

Fig.2 Decay functions of fo, /., fzand £,
Bl 2 BEWRA B frog g1, 227591, 53 0 2 8 o K61 Nog,r R a 112k
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4 % I

4.1 BHENRREIFN A EBTEN
ATV FE T LEA 7] 22 FEA A R PP 07 9 1R e IR 3 G S92 T B ) g P70 05 2 A £ EAT VU Sakai 55 A 42
T Discriminative Power2:q B PEIN 7 i 11X 43 fi6 g, 2L BRI A F B PP 325 43 Bt 22 AN C A A R
(RS 2R R Gt HEAT VPO, DR 1T 00 &5 R PT PI 4L 98 )5 38 Bootstrap (187792 373 B e % AN R S8 PRI 45 2R
B 2GR R VR 7V R 8 1 25 X 00 AN ) R e i L 5 R [ A, SR A9 8 i, T 2 W i P 0 T R R B AT X 4
fit /{0 Discriminative Power 7/ 3 ik [, B0 g H BB 1 VP I 77 VA& BT BAT B AN [ AS R R GEIX 43 e ),
FEAFEL HIXRE AKX 53 R 77 I A5 )3 A7 Wik 0. DA ot AR SO 36 R T Sakai 42 Hi ) Intuitiveness Test™M ™y 2ot
VEN 77 15 AT PR
h T A B VPN 2 B VI 2, Sakai 7R SCHR[L7] 48 B, v] LA S SR Bl — 28 L v TP AT BT OGN
FE 7 TR (L A R AL SR IR OGPE . 2 AR MR SR I VR U7 VR R PRI A 3 4l SR RE () 7 vk 75 B A 05 ] B 4R
i Gold Standard Metric, B}, 38 < 5. 3 FH A 5 LU IR VE I 7 v 23 Tl 5 A (R AGr 28 85 SR BEAT VI, AR J5 LU e %o L 1)
T35 B bR R R T 45 R T BOME ;BT (0PI 0 vk, 2 W A T R <R oA T PP PR 12
B SCHERIL7]0 R 1-rec AR Do A 2R 25 R 2 REPE K B G b e TR L EF-P VR 9 VR A 2R 45 AR DGR 3 4
FrAE.EF-P 2 P YFII 7 v 19 0 AR VI 5 A 2R A i 7 s R B, 2 A 1 AN G SOR i fE PRI BRI T
BB, 4% P IR E SCHEAT . T CAIE PR P X Fofr i 7 A 4 A7 50 SO Y &8 HEAT 8ol 1K) 0 vk EAT 9 e R R A 1
B A AR UE, B TR 2] RE IR ] R 7 ZE R SO A A R A I U T AR (P ik T VRN A R 45 AL
FHOGHE). Rl e A A SO FRATTR A 1-rec 45 4 PRI 2R 45 AL 2 REAG AR 1R (1 38 S b vBE, i L EF-P A b PP IUAH G 1R
YLK 4 AR UE. Intuitiveness Test 97803 8 L4032 1.
3% 1. Intuitiveness Test 532,
Disagreements=Correct;=Corrent,;=0
foreach pair of search system outputs (r1,7,) {
foreach query ¢ {
AM=M(q,r1)-Mi(t,r2)
AMy=M5(q,r1)-Mo(t,r2)
AGM=GM(t,r1)-GM(t,r,)
If (AMyxAM,<0) {  1IMy 45 36 (ry, 1) Z TRV RN BRI 55 M R[],
Disagreements++
If (AMyxAGM=0) [IMy 5 GM {1l — %L,
Correct;++
If (AMxAGM=0)  IIM, 5 GM 3 W —%L.
Correnty,++
}
}
I(M1|M,,GM)=Correcti/Disagreements
I(My|M1,GM)=Corrent,/ Disagreements
Hoh GM Ry 1k $ I BB bR v My Mo 4 R U I PR AN TN D7 V6 IR T(M Mo, GM)>I(Mo| M1, GM), N 7R My
b My BEHAT T30 G b, B My AR TP 00 3 < b o o P 00 1 5 12
42 HIE&E
A S R £ 2 15 TREC 10 Diversity Task il i, 2 25 28 I\ FT A2 (10K 2 45 41 0 ¥ 42 TREC 10 (1)
Diversity Task 3t [m] 2 3¢ & KAl 50 A& 3CE )], 45 2 2E A 75 2241 ClueWeb 09 JiT €& 1) 10 A4 5 3L G b &
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XA w R R AL 1000 AN LI 2 FEA RS 2R 45 AL B AT TR REAS S R BA R AS I RIX 50 /> 5% 3C A i 1] (1 4
R RAE N — W &5 R IXFE A 32 AR 245 R AR A SO Sz i FRATT AR 32 4 25 R B HLA L 20 20 45 394
P WG4 B %F 4 4 Discriminative Power il Intuitiveness Test H 2 %11 (AN 7] 28 G H %o, DRI it A S 65 1) 504
I 5 20x19/2=190 IR R 4 i

JyJ7 A TR B U] STA-Measure 1EAN R B 45 LA vk, AT TIE R NTCIR 9 % Document
Ranking 1T 45 P2 e 4247 1 45 S A4 T AR R SE 36 3% & X 2 :NTCIR 9 9 Document Ranking 1T-4% i) 2 3¢ 2% % 4 100
AN A R, FFESR S 56 AL SogouT FTAL& IR 1 42 H SO T A B F X AR AN 2 i3 3R 1] 22 BEAR A R 45 A1
X ANE T TREC 10 Diversity Task A7 4 ] #92 3C 2516 3] 15 95 3C W 0T, K Ik, B NTCIR 9 Document Ranking H2: 3§
HHRAT B R R G5 BT S B B U 4 5 RTA i TREC 10 BRI i B 46 B & AN A Al kE 3R AT NTCIR 9
() Document Ranking f1:45 #2581 24 240 &R 45 R BEHLE$E 20 41, 3PP p 190 AN [R] 2 G i L o0 4 Dy 52
Usaiob- e/ T8

43 LWHER

BT AE SCHR[15,17] 7P AR 38 L ) SESR R W1 AR BT 1Y 2 FEAL A R &5 SR PP J7 3%, D#-nDCG,DIN#-nDCG
7 Discriminative Power Al Intuitiveness Test [ 3 H be At 77 72 58 A 57, DR I A S ) SE 36 v BRATT SR P X 1
T7 AR R 6 L PPN 77 1525 [E 3] DIN#-nDCG AF 28 D#-nDCG 1—/M FE(ILER 2 747), [ S R T os v sk 44
KAl N [ 2 20 A i) 1 o P R TR e, AT Tt X D#-nDCG #E4T STA-Measure AEZE N9 . Q12 3 ik,
BATH S A6 R I L300 R B8 T 23 D0 frogfs AN f R0 BUYE D0 45 JE 288 1) S0 ik i B 3X AR AN AN P LA D#-nDCG
HEAT SR bl U A AT A4t %) 26 U bR P A 0 i L3 T LIRS 7 42k o A A e 98 R B DIN#-nDCG 14T
LG AT R G 768 10 2l STA-D#-nDCG. 250 45 R W% 1,555 LW log, B F R4 R IE B8 &I 73 m K
St 97 ) frogdfs A £ R W B R (UK T R LA ).

Table 1 Experimental results in discriminative power
#%& 1 Discriminative Power [{] 5256 45 5L

TREC 10 %¥#i 4k NTCIR 9 i 4

PRI 7%

Cutoff 10  Cutoff 20 | Cutoff 10  Cutoff 20

STA-D#-nDCG(log) 68.42 69.47 72.11 74.21
STA-D#-nDCG(f) 68.42 68.95 71.05 74.21
STA-D#-nDCG(r) 68.42 69.47 71.05 74.21
D#-nDCG 67.37 68.42 68.95 73.16
DIN#-nDCG 66.84 66.32 70.00 72.63

M 1 AR LAE Bl ik STA-Measure HEZ2Y™ & 2 Ji5 1) STA-D#-nDCG,TL 1 K fiog f BL f— 7 IR AT A
— PPk R, H G TREC 10 ##E4E1E &7 NTCIR 9 ##i4E B, 3L Discriminative Power [FJ{H #5751
D#-nDCG H1 DIN#-nDCG.IX 3K #:4 J|& J5 1) 2% T AN F R Ge ki tH 101X 43 B o T4 % e IR B b vk, BAEAN )
Bryite b B RasE P 2% [ 3 192 D#-nDCG Ml DIN#-nDCG J STA-Measure HES2 f1H5 Bk B 2K, B, 20 591 5% 0 T %
R0 7 R A Db 3 ok pR B 5 A R SR 5 Y T M AR SCAR ) S R R B T A R R R, AR B
TR R fiog % bR BT LA 5 X 43 B, DXL A Intuitiveness Test 5256 o BRATTA % HE LA fioq 18 0 5 AR 7
P %) 368 ik R B R AT S

NF 2 h B A0 LLE B4 TREC 09 4R R NTCIR 9 SR 4E |, 016 K F 1-rec 15 R 45 5 2 VLN
(138 G Al IE 2 R EF-PE A 2 45 AH S VE VP 1K 3% S b vl STA-D#-nDCG #B LUK LG I P R V7 7 V53R
IR TIN5 B bR — B T 45675 B AR X b 5V IR 22 Bk VR IR AR OGP VR DU B8 7, B AT 14 R SCHR [17]
J71:,% |-rec 5 EF-P 22 ISR 26 1 AU B AR 4 Both I35 G hnvE, I DL EAT Intuitiveness Test S256. W&
2 PIRATTAT LA W2 [R N % 5E 1-rec A1 EF-P I, STA-D#-nDCG # B A3 S A (1 45 R 3X RIFE ST, 50 3 W5 h 34T
P2 HH 10 32 sk R B4 R F- STA-measure HE L HEAT 22 FEAGAS 2R 45 JL VT I N, B0 23 0] LA B BRI 28 bR 3501 o 22
JBLER BT BT 75 v D#-nDCG 5 DIN#-nDCG.
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Table 2 Experimental results in Intuitiveness Test

% 2 Intuitiveness Test (1] Sz 45 5
TREC 10 % ¥4
P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG|
D#-nDCG,I-rec)  STA-D#-nDCG,I-rec)  D#-nDCG,Ef-P)  STA-D#-nDCG,Ef-P)  D#-nDCG,Both)  STA-D#-nDCG,Both)
1 0.29 0.57 0.43 0.57 0.14

P(STA-D#-nDCG]
DIN#-nDCG,I-rec)

P(DIN#-nDCG|
STA-D#-nDCG,I-rec)

P(DIN#-nDCG|
STA-D#-nDCG,Both)

P(STA-D#-nDCG|
DIN#-nDCG,Both)

P(STA-D#-nDCG|
DIN#-nDCG,Ef-P)

P(DIN#-nDCG|
STA-D#-nDCG,Ef-P)

0.875 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25
P(DIN#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(DIN#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(DIN#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG|
D#-nDCG,I-rec)  DIN#-nDCG I-rec)  D#-nDCG.Ef-P)  DIN#-nDCG,Ef-P)  D#-nDCG,Both)  DIN#-nDCG Both)

1 0.33 0.67 0.33 0.67 0.33
NTCIR 9 ¥#i 4
P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG| P(STA-D#-nDCG| P(D#-nDCG|
D#-nDCG,I-rec)  STA-D#-nDCG I-rec)  D#-nDCG,Ef-P)  STA-D#-nDCG.Ef-P)  D#-nDCG,Both)  STA-D#-nDCG,Both)
0.848 0.608 0.846 0.329 0.483 0.238

P(STA-D#-nDCG|
DIN#-nDCG ,I-rec)

P(DIN#-nDCG]|
STA-D#-nDCG,I-rec)

P(STA-D#-nDCG|
DIN#-nDCG,Both)

P(DIN#-nDCG|
STA-D#-nDCG,Both)

P(STA-D#-nDCG]
DIN#-nDCG,Ef-P)

P(DIN#-nDCG|
STA-D#-nDCG,Ef-P)

0.807 0.635 0.849 0.316 0.501 0.202
P(DIN#-1nDCG]| P(D#nDCG] P(DIN#-nDCG| P(D#nDCG] P(DIN#-nDCG| P(D#nDCG]|
D#-nDCG,I-rec) DIN#-nDCG,I-rec) D#-nDCG,Ef-P) DIN#-nDCG,Ef-P) D#-nDCG,Both) DIN#-nDCG,Both)

0.898 0.555 0.648 0.631 0.568 0.347

5 & it

ASCE SR T IUAT 10 22 FEAAS B 45 RVP I 5 12, 9 28 1 I 2 kAL DF U o O R 2% 18 B AN ) 28 28 7 )
TR AR B SR AN R R T AR I AR R L, A ST TN T 35 0 bR K, T DA AN [R) R B AT of 1 R PRI A B
SRA G AL TR B A AR 5% SRS B 5 110 98 Jon i A A PR 3 i e e 5 R SO Dl R 0, SR B T 6 A B 4 2K T
AR BT AL AT A SO Y B TT VR A — A 2 AR A R VP IIAE 28 A% HE ZE A 5 ) J2 U8 SC T AR 2l 1 i
PR SR Y HEAT 20 P AR 28 485 DN PP (0 77 32 AT (K 45 ), OF 98 HH 24 0 10 22 REARAS R VP D 7 VA 4 mT DU MO XA

HEZRI (K — P 1) fo i, B AT 4 LA S 20 3 LS K9 20 STV AR EHE R i 8 1 L 3o o i) R 5K, L i

Discriminative Power  Intuitiveness Test 5246 75 P4 /N AN [F] B4 42 F 36 TIE T A% SCHE H 1) 3 vk i 50 ) 1 11 22
A B VEI J7 AR T AT 19 7 .

LE AR ) TAE b FRATTHE 22352 S 2 1 7 5 TR TEAT 20 1R D7 725, IR IR AL B 10 43 2K 5 vk R L oA
B2 BT 2K, DA R B0 IE 2 RGP 1) 26 980 bR B0 R0 0T VR 7 YR R
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