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Abstract: Summary-Based retrieval is based on the hypothesis that terms in summary should be more important
than other terms not in summary. Recent developments in the language modeling approach to information retrieval
have motivated the study of this problem within this new retrieval framework. In the proposed research, two
approaches to summary-based retrieval, namely ranking documents directly (SQL) and smoothing documents with
summaries (SBDM) are investigated. Results on TREC collections show that, with the proposed models,
summary-based retrieval models can perform consistently across collections and significant improvements over
document-based retrieval can be obtained. There are two main contributions in this paper. On the one hand,
summarization method of retrieval-oriented is examed and effect of this method on information retrieval. On the
other hand, the new retrieval model for summary-based information retrieval models is proposed.

Key words: information retrieval; language model; summarization; summary-based model; smoothing method
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AT R SR AN SO AR R A B SORS AR I R I AR R AR A W R AR 0 SRR B A T
AE 55 1P i SRAH I ST B3R I ELURHE AN FUZR A (1 SO 2 85 A i SR AT DG BEREAT T HF 7

FESCREFN A SORS AR SCRETT A6 19 LA 7 -5 BUS SORS PR B e 2t Bk 38 45 P Sk 7 R T BLRE K 28 4
SR BT AREAS OB (K — 40 2 o6 200 T 25 2 ) I A SR [ R, DA W S R A 0 )
SCRS A AR 1Y BARCIRZS T P A P I 1) 32 4 S 3 ST K 2645 Sl RE PR 2 B 7 22 0 R 17, S A SRS )
AR TAT PR J LA 0~ AR MR AT 50 W SCA e 17 5 2 AR G 45 SR P AN AN Bl S8 1) >R ) Y 4 3 B CA I SC
R R R P AT I, AL DAy SCRSAR R AR S AR SRR 20 F5 %8 Dt DR, AP 30 W o A AR e Bl A 11 )

oAk 18 STRY A DG 23 1) A ) ] R A kg A2 A DG 1, WK T B R 2

[ B, 25 53k SCRY A ASAH 9G4 A1 5 8 DG RAS B 138 o0 2 1 R T4 i K R K M R R T A D 2 )
B VF % 25 R B R ISR T A5 R B4 L e — ROy Rk ok BEUS K R (passage retrieval)™M X iy vE )
F AR SR SR T SOR AR OCAT S W 0 A 10 TR+, AT A P ) DUAR 25 S H A By SCRY A S T
e SKAB IC AR X P 7 V2B R BE RS 25 SCR A S0 SR O He A A AR R P e AT 0 35 (W3

FATRI, 2 AR R AR R I SO IR W 2 — AN )7 A 7 P 4 5 19 A 06 137, I8 L P AR AT BE A R X
AR RS A ORI WAE DG HL XA N 3Z% 5 S0 0 3 U — 2 IF LA A DA B E R W E . 5 — AN
JIE VT 25 SURS & 22 A T80 11, ARl A2 100, 36 2 SRS (9 5 AN SRS I 1) 18 22 S L I A R R A A )R [B] () SCAY
W AT — B a0 A 5 A S B A DGR BRIk, AR — A 1) I, T AN A R B PR S T 1), 2% ) 3 A )
25 1 (¥R 2.

ASCHEH T — N8 kS Z A A I B I SO RS 545 U8 T SR DG A5 U8 38 7 1) B e 7E AR 3 SRS AR B
53 WE TR H I AE T 98 A SORS (R %00 30 40, ) I S AR 2 0 (45 8 S PR R AT 45 A 3R SCRY 1 11 2l ST 70 5 g
T A, B8 52 X AN T B

T SCA TR 1 2 AL T 405 S 1 SR SR e i e TR v b B0 T JROCSCRY I B bR Y DL R g R S R A
U 17) S IV 1% S5 B i SO 1) P 25, 345 B 5 8 o 2 A At — 20 B 3 SORS XA o S, SCA R g 4 ik — A
JER SRS AT S [ TS J BT — 2 Skt A 32 1R R DRI AT T RE 8 A by R SRS ) AR

M RIS T 4R 1231, 1 3 S 10 $H R 3 5 gk AN S5 SR rp e B3 (10 ) AN ) R B A A
— AN, T 53 e v 11— 28] R R S IS T SO i, A A K T YRR R ) S T AN 2 S B
U — 28 A I T V2 AT 0 SRS TR N AR ER S IR 40 B AR B8 2B e — A s P ) ST SR 35 B H P AR H AR R
87

HARVE 2 BF ST IE 22 R 1 1 55 7 R NN T8 R F A e A4 i 4% 2143 W 1 S 4 151 4H 3 2 7 kAU AXL R % 13
TE—— SO 52 1R A0 A 1 P R T A5 R K SR D0, A S A v A s e R 2 ) DL R A B H W R 1R, iR
VAT L (14 75 5 2% WK S8 28 255 6 0 A8 1T AL £ 465 S A AN 52 4005 B 4k PR S A 5 A R g 7 T AN R 1 S
AR 3 DA R SRS 2R T R 28 38 1 AN [ 288 R P SCRY AR ST T B S T 2SR A R 1R 2 A S

VFZ IG5 2 ) P ST e o3 6 2= 1 g 188 Sk [0 ¥ T 7 0™ JR ) ] 18 32 M SR o 15 788 i) g AT
SR IR 4 3 X LA FH S AT A v 4 . 52 6 &5 SR 3 1 i o A 90 1) SO RE A AT b 2 THS R I Mk gk T 9
Bl P a3t 47 AT D& ) W, ST ik [T £ v 3R (1] 1) ST A 510 2 H I R A SCRY 38 4 M T 2 1 (query-biased) (1) T3 . 5 1% 4t
IR 2R 2R G AL 1L SRS ok BRI R LA 0 1 M B, 3% 7 924 1 PP AR T Aff 100 AR G B 0 7 3 4 D 9 #8245
T TR 10 5 A B B, AT B0 IE M A SO b AT SR G R AR

FEAR A 2R AU, SO 25 /0 I AT W Bk N T — R R A T AR B, 5 — R T A R 10 S5 A B VP 2 2
75 J5 A B 5 T T AR 22 TAE G A P B AR 2% 4 TR SO 1 ST ok 35 By P R AT 54 250 1 R S T AR
AR AT I T AR B 5 THT () ST, T e FH S AR SO 4 SO Ay SORYS IR BB AT A 2R OR 50 R R 1) Tk i

AL AR T A I N SRS 40 B BRI SR AR TR 2R M R I S 1 ST S B SR PR I ARSI A
Tr HH A 9 B A SR 110 A 3 2 A 2R AR TR K, DR O 4 3 A R R T T — AN B R,
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T AN AR A G ZRASE R rp AR IR 37 ) 96 PO AL EE 0 47 2 PRl BT ik, AR SR T W R ik — b B 1 SO A
(context-independent) SCi, B[V AE Al SCHE I AN 25 18 2 1 m b I FR) ] (R0 155 0. 573 — i fhv L3 2 40 £ SC A, BB Al I
8w P L IR 7L TREC-2&3 1) ad hoc T:45 1 S50 3 W1, T SCHM e 6 4 ks 28 R 2% e

1 SCHIHERK

AR ST A HR KD S A e 2R R 55, DAL AHk SR £ il 7 95 2 T 1 A 2 01 A R B A (R ST il IO v — o ot
ATA5 R AR 5 725 B SO, g — o R g w20 2H R S . b A S R S AR DT VR DAY
X SV ZR b AT B B ) AN R S B 1 SRS, AR SCR I R — Bl s 7

bt ) 7 KR ST, 3 SO R B ) 2 SRR A A D 9T 2 I 4 5 24500 B e HE B, AR i 30 BCHEAE 1T B —
HOR ) ) 7R SO E ST B T AR 22 PP ) i T S A A DT A S A SR T A R 1]
FESCRS PP BRI g S ] R T AR SO T B ) S YRR R AR A 1 DA Bk R R AR

BEAS U 9 3B FRR B A 28 A 23 (E R4

h T SR SCRS FWR L 5 40 T ) A SO, A SCHE TREC 1 SIM B 45 B A 17 /N IR (K 51256 DL T SOy
8 A SIM SCARY A e B AL X 50 A SRS Ay BE AR T 5 3 48 SO v A S 1) 0 A P B SR (1
B b R A R SR F o A 2H R 4 55 AN [R] B 2 B0 I FEACAR L AT SIE 6, LASRAS B B 1) SC A 22 42 R 30 B
SRS TREC Hdls 42 ARSI, BURBE AR SRR/ (E B F a4 5 RE ARG AL J8 1 AT AR iR ) — S50k, DM e s 36
ECR-9'

I T A SO BRSO P T B ) OV
11 E@ETF

AT, P AE AR A RSO SR A ) R T SR A i A 0 3] IS4 T AR AT RE A R 3K A SR
5 A R AR E K v S T A R AE RS 1) 7 P B O A A SO — A ) L R A R T AT g
Ale 1 AT W LR TE AR R B 22 O 1 A Al T T A D PR ST, SRS IR A R S TR L Y ] R
AT S FEW 54 T R

TermQuery*
QueryScore=7TOtalQQu2}y .

XL, TermQuery="] 1 % 2 1A (1A KL Total Query=2 1) (11 1A] (R K H .
1.2 kREEF

S PR AR AR A S IR S ) 3 LT 6 TREC SO 0 g B 73 B X AMBRE AR B B ik R b, 1) S A 9 5
— AP R R A ) e IR KR

(SRR N 5 -3 IS V7 o &

TitleScore TitleTerms

TotalTerms '

X W TitleScore=t] ¥ [ b 15 43 ; Title Terms=3C A4 ) A8 5 bk /UIR] 1K) B Total Title=Fy 8 b A0 2 (4 1] (1 20
TotalTitle = V1 — ALK F & 0 T B PR AE AU F I3 AN T B PE B PR A 2 5 Bl 2 1 L T

1.3 RNERATF

Edmundsont® & B4 -5 6 305 e B 8 1 0 TSR T R AT R TR IR RS ) 1 S
R R AL E R 45 FU 4T 20 IR RUR 6 TREC Hdi 4R AF T lFEWF T F TR W], — A TREC SRS I If ) 1
HRERE BRI G T SO A 2 1A B A SR LA AR OGS SORS PR 1 79 A - R T ) 2 st A7 0 {1
1

HeadScore =———————,
NumSen + SenPos
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b HeadScore= 3RS F) 1A 37 & 43 8, NumSen=3C R4 L5 18 7] T (K B0, SenPos= 41T 1) T 75 SCRE IR AL &

SR AR, SRS P B 9 o RO, kg A B 1D P9 A B R A R DR b, R A BV (R b Bt % 45 T AR BL 2 . 73
{EL AR, 25 T TREC SCRYIE W 45 04, SCRS — e 2~3 B, K2 B BUb T 34 0) 1 EE B A I SCEAR AR
73 BRI 25 18 BV S R M, SCE N B AR AL A SO AN T % 18,
14 ERRET

AT E SRS TR T SCA R ) 1, T R R e R ek SR TR B ) B4R S EAT 20 B AT
3. LuhntIE 7 v T 03 ) 3 32 1E M4 Tombrosdel®t TREC SCRS A8 B4 AOBIF 9 2 W1, 06E 1A v S5 KK 1Y
TREC SCARY R i, 5% AR 1] o I PR B A 7. v A5 B8 SR 418 SRS v ) 5 B/ T 25~40 2 1) ) - H XA
RSO, L E A R R A

SignMeas =7 +[0.1x (L — Ns)], if Ns <25
{S@mkkas:7+mjx(NbLﬂ, if Ns>40'
/E\:‘:F‘,SignMeas=$E‘ﬁf§§,Ns=iﬁi*@ﬁm%%ﬁ H:
25, if Ns<25
_{4Q if Ns > 40

M) R E AR o SR
NumWords®
TotalWords '
b, WordsScore="1]) ¥ 8 L1 53 {8 ; Num Words= SCES 1) 1 P A, 75 o B 1) A4 Total Words= SCRS 7)1 P AL 35 1)
AT RO i E
15 AFHE

BT L A U8 3 17 6 T3 7 A2 SO 0 5 70 ) A AR 20 (8 oF S5 0706 A U 7 I B & B i B
BRI 3 28 ek S TR ARAE AT N T A PR, ) 1 R B B N

SenScore = 4,QueryScore + A, TitleScore + A, WordsScore + A,HeadScore ,

o, 4, + 4, + A, + A, =1.SenScore=1] Tt BB IE /3.

i N Y R A Y [ R R Ao o i E L VAL S R R O D R E N M o e A L D A P R 1
2 3 LLIRAS o A PR SO 40 Al I K R A 75 K

TP AR A IE I ST T T AR TR ) 4 A B 0 20 ) TR 4 A B A o 20 %
5y S AT R AKX ) S o A A SRR FRIR 55, T AN o AR AN SRS A S ) SO PR 0k, B A R SR A R R —
AN 232, B ORALE SCHH B A R TG SR R T] P 3 iy R AN A S A ] 1) 0 s /N O b AR SO T A SR S 58 1 E
PR S B2 DI 38— A g e PR A 30k . S AR P v Tl SR SR BE Y 150%.

X TR, U SRR IR 3B AR DIASUR 0 45 21 B5e 28 (8 7308, [R) I, %o SRS B A ) 7 42 B 49 230 (B 10
B 7 A AN SORY (1 ST 38 e AT AN 1) 2H B, T 3800 38 SR ) 1 A AR 15%.

2 ETXHMEBEERE

GEVE i S RS AE BT T BE R ) AR R T A SR A TR R R o R
S0 8 0 7 A O A SRR o S 2 o 0 A SRS ST — N B D AR I e e SCRY AR AL D 7R
i) O WA RENE B /NR STRHE R 2 P(Q|D). I 3 AT I AR R B 4 2 A BL(QL) A R AL % P(Q|D)
A DA T AN (7] £ 5 A - R R 38 PR 5 92 IO A R 52 e — AR A LT R A R, T, A AR T LA
LRI RN 1 MR 1 e R T

WordsScore =

P@ID)=T]P(1D) @
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Sl g, 2 AR 5 § AP (g D) SR B
P(w|D)= AP, (w|D)+(1-A)P,, (w|Coll) o)
FCHR Py (wID) A w HEILAE SRS D v MR A8 o, Py (w] Coll) el w H BLAE SO PP R LR At .2
ST B TR I 5T 7 v ABUR 7 9 6 2409 41, Jelinek-Mercer T8, AféI 26 Hi L O~1 2 [ (34T 2 4. i 4
Dirichlet prior f] Bayesian -1, A#% 2y 2 (3) 1154
2w (W.D)

S WD) a ®)

2.1 SQLi&RE
KSR R M 3 S B0 A8 9= A M0 IO SCREATHE P B P(OLS).PLQIS)
YDA (L) A (2) SRR B oK
PEI9)=I]P(4 1) @

TXHL, (g, S) R S 5 R
P(w|8) = AR, (w]S) + A=) P, (w|Coll)

_,_ f(wS) B f(w,Coll) 5)
Zf(w’,S)+(l A > S, Coll)

Ferh o iw, S) e w H AR SCH K B ofOw, Coll) 248 w I SCREER Hh (W 8L 5 2 (2)—FF, MR R I8 R 2L
2R AN R R~ D7 I XA 28 BOOAN ) (478 3. 3 (4) MR () Rl 17 AR ST 2 1 AN SO, AR AR SCRR I
SQL BERY XA & — Ao BB I BLAE S8 T A 1R S 28 0 A A,
2.2 SBDM#EZ!
ALY A 2 AN SR A ZAFE R FH SO ™ AR 1 SO P SRR Y T AR AL L R
P(w|S)=APML(w| D)+ 1— A)PML(w| Coll) ©)
=A[BPML(w|S) + Q- B)PML(w| D)]+ @L—A)PML(w| Coll)
L Py (w]S) & SCHERERL AR B H 238 03 T AN [ (03 5 v, B AT R I 2 808 2 ORI B ok £
Tk SCAR AR 2R T R 5 P SCRMARE 2R R T SRS AT
AT LAIA g I AN 0 9 B T Tk DAL P M b AR g SR (12042 H 0 B R R R IR B A
SCHER[L2]4 t 17V b 58 1 W B, F SCRS BB A1 SO i 5 B ad i — A Dirichlet prior, 88 J5 4E C &V 1)
SCRTE FRRLEE 8 5 AU SR AL P TR A ST vk b SCRTE SRS 1 B SRR S
RS8R 5 A1 505 2 W B SORS SRR TE 25 P A0 ORISR P 3 1) SRS AR Y R SO 58 2 MR AR 2 SBDM
B 3(6) 76 S0 Hh A T AR A SE g 4 AL
SBDM Ky 22 B S AR 10 B 1 P A 22 AT 0 2 AR 90 a0 8% A R ADURE B R AR AR T3 ) T
F(2) 4 th bR AE OBV 5 R n] L I bR o 18 SORS T 5 B B e fl SBDM LA B SC A oy 2R A5 25 FR AT
AT IX T I 1 EL IR
SBDM A ] LUEAE & 3 NE IR AR SO L SORY AR e A 4 B2 DL R SORS A A S A 9 SORS A X AN
VRS AR AR R AT SCHER[ 1410 7045 BT BT 48 TR A X 3 AR IS RIS X AN (1 T 0 R
P(w|D)= AP, (w| D)+ A4,P,, (w|Topic) + 4P, (w|Collection) ,
o, 4+ 4, + 4, =1;P(w|Topic) & 7 48 52 1 1 VRS RY  SRH SO A8 B 84X 32 U 284 0 H R ARCR ABL SR Al o1 22
AL TR P(w]S) 4, AR (T) 2 T 53— A7 NI T- ST A R SCR R A SRR LAY 0 SDM A5 A,
P(w|D)= AP, (w|D)+ AP, (w|S)+ AP, (w|Coll) (7
Hp, 4 +4,+4,=1.
[A 5 SDM s 3 A0 73 B 2k M4 (i, DR LU AN 48 B T Jerlinek-Mercer -3 2 4b, FoAh ST B AR W o] G845 I 7E
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RSB ASCR XA BRSO A N 2% R 405 AP ¥) SBDM BERYHEAT LLAR.
3 RES5SH

3.1 MK

AR 6 DMAIFI TREC(disk 2 &3)E#ii & b 23 76 Al 14 th 0 SCH AR B kAT T 55 503X 6 4~ TREC £dls
LHZEEEWNER LT O LR )7 X8 — b2 Porter Xt term 347 stemming; 2Bk stopwords. 2 i3
TRECdisk2 F1 disk3 [ topics 202-250.

R0 E I ARAR R 11 20T .

Table 1 Statistics of TREC collection
Fz 1 TREC #¥ise )=k

Collection Description Average document length Number of documents Vocabulary
WSJ Wall Street Journal (1990,1991,1992), Disk 2 313 74 520 126 446
SIM San Jose Mercury News (1991), Disk3 237 90 257 146 529

AP Associated P_ress (1988,1989,1990), 261 158 240 194 799
Disks 2 and 3

PAT U.S. Patents (1993) 2985 6711 110 029

FR Federal Register (1988) 958 19 860 148 753

ZIFF Articles from Computers 171 217 940 227 886

3.2 BHIEE

FESIEIG 75 SR T O 5 B P S 4R S AP I RS20 I 2545 . WSJ,FR,SIM,PAT Fil ZIFF H
PRI AE, FH LR ZE I 24 AP A3 31 2 B0 5 78 JLA Ecdis 45 1 b [R)RF BEAS 3005 22 1 5 1L PR Bl 4R 5 1L
A% 0 E5 i SR A L, ELAT IR A TR (R4 1 DR ok 7 LA s A L 25453 30 16 2 B HE AR IX AN Bl 45 3R

AT S HIE RN, N 100 JF46, LoD K 100 364,10 18 5256 & 00, 24 51 4 000 2245 I PERE T 4R R B4 2 000 /o471,
5 B AG 5 IS IR P B AR A A 1] 1 s,

0.29 -

0.28 = B

0.27 + __""B._,

0.26 7 - 8 = T

0.25 1T F = . R e

0.24 . 7 % "R &

0.23 7 B .Y B

0.22 - ¥ B e

0.21 TTT T SE TS ERT T 13T T 188 EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
O O O ©O 9 © 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9O 9o o9
S © © & © © &6 & & © &6 © ©6 & © © oS
4 ¥ ~ & ® © o 4 n ® 49 ¥ &~ © ® © O

4 Hd +H4 +d N & N ™ o o F F <F <

Fig.1 Parameter testing of AP
1 AP HHEAESH SR

3.3 SRt

S (R E 143 56U AN (7] 18 SCARG 75 120 A R 1 e IR R I, B 2 0 A 6 S A AR () R

TEHS 2 F4r S b B 1 A SR AT J R AR fa] B IR SCH LY SQL Wy LA A SR R R SCRHEF LASRAS 51T A
T PRI 4 AL AR AP FI WSJ Hin 4R b AN S35 J7 V250 SO AR B 53R A7 S e AT 140 ol A Dt 30 S R A (i
S B S B RS I RS IR S 575 R WL T AR SCR BT () B L 45 R EAT B 50 2 A SEe A S
PEH A SBDM LIRS 56 5 T ST A AS 2R A ol sk LR O 6 52 k. SBDIM RS 7R 5 45k Y A v ST RS O ASE 284 A,

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



AT L T SRR 2335

FRA TR IR A SCHR HH L T 10 SRR R 5 1 SCER B F) SDM B AR EE 2 75 A WY S P L A A T+,
3.4 KWRERSH

3.4.1  SURRTRL RN

AR SCH S SR T AN 7] (¥ ST el 2 D7 v 6 2R 0 5 i S 6 o R A S AN SO 4 St FH SR B B K AN [ v
S, P A LR 7 V2380 4T S AR 26 J— A SCH 026 B 4 Fh S s N SQL A R 4T K 2R S 06 5 e 45
SR 2. pR T DR b S Sk ECSCRY 1 R g, TG Yk BRSO I, AR S0 R AT R X R g i ARLAE
3 JURN T VA R PR IS, IO T X A7 .38 2, Document R ATV SCRY . Luhn S 45 559290 75 V5. Query %
TR B [N 7 7 75 Title 3R b3 8 -7 77 Combine &8 )RR S 7 V2248 ok 3 1 J5 A4 7 1) SC 9. FR Hicdi 4 i) 3C
PEEAT AR T LL FR S2I0 45 51 Title — A% 4 4.

Table 2  Effect of summaries on IR (average precision)

R 2 SURIRRLZR K0 (1 B %)

Collection Document Query Title Luhn Combine
AP 0.274 0 0.158 8 0.1352 0.1217 0.1650
WSJ 0.216 5 0.1392 0.118 3 0.1155 0.146 3
SIM 0.2371 0.144 0 0.116 5 0.112 3 0.1536
PAT 0.320 4 0.1850 0.1952 0.193 6 0.2810
FR 0.152 6 0.1245 0.078 5 0.136 0
ZIFF 0.180 9 0.054 0 0.052 2 0.040 1 0.058 5

WRLR 2 W LA ) DA 6 R 2% o R e A I 0 T S b I ) 7 ) R R SO T
DX 590 - A B A0 10 SR S 7, ORI T TR i A 3R 1 S TR
3.4.2 SQL AL

XYL B R L I SO A R AL AL SQL AN T SR MRS R i 45 W W OR AE R 3
1 AP+DM R bR UE I SCRY RS 2B (B8 2 FIURIER 4 5112 5200 (AN 2265 R G001 SRR 2. S 00 1 I 7 2
o A% IR TEEE 1 PR B0 s () R X (2)HEAT BT SCRY I ARL 28,7 2E — AN SORSHE T 41 3R AR DG AT 3 T SO G 2=
R G RE, 27 2 — AN HEE S 36 A7 R UMER) TREC 11 0T I VERG S X P21 46 8 S 4E AP Bt 46 E I
SQL BRI LT A 118 2 4038 1 1 31 3 S 40 DL A Bt (0 S B0 B X A S0 5 TN 11 1 AR € 4 D 1
(Bayesian) - ¥ R AL -1 S8 B0, 1) DL 39738 15, Dirichlet prior ¥4 2 000,SQL ik 388 JL T2k 51 5 43 1k
RE XA 2 B0 S AE T SR R At 3R A e AR P RS AR 3 MR 4 WT LU I 4 AP b BT 309 A
R SQL AN UWHL TSR S 2R AL HAB DR E B LT S 8L SQL [RIFE AN L T SCR4 iR 7 4 e 4t

Table 3 SQL vs. DM (11-point average precision) Table 4 SQL vs.DM (average precision)
%3 SQLvs. DM (11 £-FH%) = 4 SQL vs.DM (T %)
Recall AP+DM  AP+SQL WSJ DM WSJ+SQL Collection DM SQL
0.00 0.660 9 0.614 8 0.6117 0.516 2 AP 0.2740 0.1650
0.10 0.524 8 0.4213 0.464 2 0.359 8 AN 0.216 5 0.139 2
0.20 0.446 5 0.3116 0.381 4 0.279 8 SIM 0.2371 0.154 4
0.30 0.3917 0.2375 0.3035 0.186 2 FR 0.152 6 0.136 0
0.40 0.3312 0.186 2 0.2459 0.1328 ZIFF 0.180 9 0.052 2
0.50 0.2838 0.1435 0.185 0.106 2 PAT 0.320 4 0.2810
0.60 0.2196 0.100 8 0.159 7 0.080 2
0.70 0.1759 0.044 5 0.104 9 0.026 2
0.80 0.1038 0.0157 0.077 8 0.0155
0.90 0.060 1 0.002 6 0.051 4 0.012 4
1.00 0.026 0 0.002 0 0.031 0.010 8
Aver. Prec. 0.274 0 0.165 0 0.216 5 0.139 2

22 S 5 SR T SO AR I SQL AE I 2R AR AN PIAR AR AR S 3 SORY (AR AR 1 Rl T AR B AT X
SE AR R S IR 5 AR SR I 5 2 AT S0 12 SBDM J#EAT LL K.
3.4.3 SBDM 5z

XA SEY B AE VPN BE T 3CH% (1 SBDM RSB FIARAE SCRA LAY 1) A0 55 IS AE AP BB 4 1IN sE0, TR 3RkAT
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Fig.2 Compared SBDM with DM on AP set
K2 AP %fli % SBDM 5 DM M LL 4

N TIWIETE AP i fE AR SBDM AR ) 5 L 2 M0 T AT AR AR A AL A SCHE WSILFR,
SIMN,PAT H1 SIM #dfs £ E o3 i T 586, 45 R WoR7ESR 5 b 3d i SE9e A AR DT A1 1) 5 Ao i 5 1 2T
SCHE R B A SBDM W R I T2 T SCRY B AL 51 Un e FR £t 5 b P MERf 248 = T 8.39%.

BT BT g, AT A SBDM AR L b5 0 SR 2% 11 At 48 SRS AR (g i % ) B L (SVM), MR R B AT
(Okapi), ifs 5 B (LM))HEAT T L% Okapi 574K H] SCHR[15,16]H0 (17734, I HsATAH G [ 45t 51 SBDM 3%
H AR B R 6 g KL W:SBDM Joie 7EWRAN FdiifE B B AL T SVM. 5 H BT AT 138 75 B
(LM)AH Et,SBDM B S s A T LM, W36 50X B DM 2 LM, G 145 48 3 45 A0 SC i Ay b, D4
FRILA SO A1 . SBDM L5 ik 22 A5 2 (1) 1% 35 Okapi AH LE, 72 FR,SIM F1 PAT 44 183 sl A1t T Okapi, ifi £t 1At
AN SR WA FRATT 20 BT 3% LA B A SORS A PR B0, S ARG 8 A oy, T g 3 J I A 22 B 1 J IR A5 55 H RTF

flegg LM B [F 45 40, .SBDM AL T~ LM KLY
Table5 SBDM vs. DM (average precision)
%5 SBDM vs. DM (P34 #ERf3)

Collection DM SBDM Increase
AP 0.274 0 0.2725 -0.55
SIM 0.2371 0.2410 1.64
WSJ 0.216 5 0.2199 1.57
FR 0.152 6 0.1654 8.39
PAT 0.320 4 0.3344 4.37
ZIFF 0.180 9 0.190 7 5.42
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Table 6 Compared SBDM with others models (LM,VSM,Okapi) (average precision)
%= 6 SBDM HHABIA ) LL i (LM, VSM,Okapi) (T34 #EH] #)

Collection LM VSM Okapi SBDM
AP 0.2740 0.263 6 0.284 2 0.2725
SIM 0.2371 0.200 6 0.224 3 0.2410
WSJ 0.216 5 0.1919 0.2317 0.2199
FR 0.152 6 0.1332 0.168 8 0.165 4
PAT 0.3204 0.2359 0.306 8 0.3344
ZIFF 0.180 9 0.098 2 0.2127 0.190 7

[l AL 0 SBDM A 55 SCER B f¥) SDM( K (6)) B AL BEAT T X LS00 725286 1 3 Al 4 AP,
WSJ,ZIFF | # /2 2,=0.1, H 2,=0.3 Ik REIE B e L. W3R 7 T LA 1, SBDM B B W 415 J- SDM FE 7, 3= %2 K]
i SDM #5781 B8R H 3 {1718, i SBDM 1] DL B R 3% sl 35 22 Fh 13 s vk,

Table 7 SBDM vs. SDM (average precision)
%7 SBDM vs. SDM(F- Bt )

Collection A Ao SDM SBDM %chg
AP 0.1 0.3 0.258 5 0.2725 5.4
WSJ 0.1 0.3 0.206 6 0.2199 6.4
ZIFF 0.1 0.3 0.1795 0.190 7 8.7

A

ALY T A TE 5 R RHE 2 A0 ST A, ZRAR TR — AN SR DA SO A TR AR SR A R B R AT SO K
R, AR SCR A P SRR JFAE TREC B 85 Eoud 4t I SRS EAT 1 Pl i s 56 /T LAAS
LUR S50 1 56,16 5 BURUHE LR 10 SO R ZRBEIRL I T AT 1 A SCHR R P AN B 28 v SBDM B 28 /D3R A5 T 45 i
NS [RURE B 0 45 R B 28 A I 0 N AR 5 2R LK 35 1 ST RS 2R 2 LU s oA Y 5 7 SO RO B 20 B A 2K
1401, SBDM B ) 1 BE — BOH sl T A% S bR HE SCRBERY BT AE Okapi AN 11 A ¢ 2 AT BLRE 2 1 155 0L
I, SBDM A5 th F LA . 55 = 6F T S AR 2R oK U, I ST 0~ SCRSARE 7R B T4 T ST A8 2R AR SR A Y
ST 28 BEAR AT Y ORI ST T A R~ 0 ik, OF HoAE — Bl 4 L3RS I S HRe v & 1 T I A 4k
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