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Information retrieval (IR) has been a hot research topic since the Internet was broadly
used for various applications. Many researchers devote themselves into the study on the
information retrieval systems, but few efforts are made on the performance evaluations for IR
systems by Taiwan’s researchers. This article describes the related activities and researches of
IR evaluation and regards IR as a broad term for other related research topics rather than the
traditional “document retrieval” only. Finally, the author suggests IR researchers in Taiwan
actively participate the global activities for IR evaluation.
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=& d TREC ## 557 /| pF £ W& < 37# » ¢ 42 ABC > CNN - PRI > 2 2 VOA
E ﬁ\_ﬁ; o T A L L E KB HBGE Y E IR % o Primary *P i EEH

RN
W

S
‘“k
A
H( "3_1
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A2 I BFOBE R % 7t &5 R E - Secondary
PEBEEG - REFRELBERE S
] FRRADFERZE o d FEBEFRERZ
E%ﬁﬁﬂﬁm ke ERL 5k r 4 7 R d 1S R e o
5. GIRT (German Indexing and Retrieval Test database )

GIRT =57 P cniZh A #H I IF @ * & L5 + T < (domain-specific context)
S L 0 IR (TR R R ki o £ & @ % GIRT-4 German/English A+ ¢ 15 34
BB TRLS AR CRRFE GRS 8D 7y o M
*t*??“ﬂé LR RARER Y Opd PR AN B DR R H
7Aoo FERIIL SR L AR o

6. iICLEF (Interactive Cross-Language Information Retrieval )

ICLEF ¥ i3 SR AR T R 7¥ F 2%k E 4 oI B UHET Ak
;‘%ﬁﬂﬁ'{nb o F MEEm X @gw;}zﬁ?v EeniT L oo b F - :’:%ﬁ?\.’g;;;&g\gﬁ
ME R ¥ E - B x“‘s& e % (One Session) » 7% T & i B 34 B o1 e h $T

B iR R A E LT ICLEF #-A P %kt 5 - LA PR3 2B

ﬁgfi%%”ﬁ E"f‘“" vaE‘.f:r*ﬁ”Z ) l,(%g_a%i'% * .:‘Z;—,”—i*ﬁﬂ /:l‘ .Abj ﬁvﬁ‘fnih?, o

I R R
Eie R IR AR AT LR ARERARS 0 XY o anER B2 g
»xz®= 4 (Performance Scorlng) By B a2 o B eEs 3 N yj}u{g >
(Recall ) 2 4 # % (Precision) > M1 %2 % & = Jﬁ e F1-measure » 2+ & N 4o P e

# relevant retrieved
# retrieved

P = Precision =

# relevant retrieved
# relevant

R = Recall =

2PR
P+R

F1=

e fapfhtE VA At g PR R %% (Non-Ranked Search Results) » &g 2% 1 7
e pm ik ApM AR 25 P E 2% - TREC i * Buckley (1991)% & #trec_eval
AN NIEG R PR 2% 0@ trec_eval » = R B TG 4258 0 B] 2 £_trec_eval
SR R
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Queryid (Num): 1
Total number of documents over all queries
Retrieved: 740
Relevant: 42
Rel_ret: 40
Interpolated Recall - Precision Averages:
at 0.00 1.0000
at0.10 1.0000
at 0.20 1.0000
at 0.30 0.9333
at 0.40 0.8095
at 0.50 0.7857
at 0.60 0.7568
at0.70 0.6977
at 0.80 0.4789
at 0.90 0.3585
at 1.00 0.0000
Average precision (non-interpolated) for all rel docs(averaged over queries)
0.7104
Precision:
At 5docs:  1.0000
At 10docs: 0.9000
At 15docs: 0.9333
At 20docs: 0.8000
At 30docs: 0.7667
At 100docs: 0.3700
At 200docs: 0.1900
At 500docs: 0.0780
At 1000 docs:  0.0400
R-Precision (precision after R (= num_rel for a query) docs retrieved):
Exact: 0.6905

Bl 2 - trec_eval 3 =4 238 Y (75 %

Bl 2 7 & =% @EI4Ae > “Queryid (Num)” 5 #& % R° 38 chsii ] % 55 5 “Total number of
documents over all queries”= Retrieved #LP ;z ?*Hﬁ Z oA SLAE MR R P AR e )
740 % ~ i+ > Relevant n\t“fﬁ FF RE T ApRE e i 42 K o Rel_ret 3P 324k % &
Stk 40 AR RE v i o cArk Y AR DR 2 FEARF DY E S B>
& % 40/42=0.9524; % i‘%f; EY 40/740—0.054lo T A P “Interpolated Recall-Precision
Averages” ~ “Average precision” ~  “Precision: At X docs” ~ 17 2 “R-Precision” % - 7§ 4- %4
#k E I E &R T 3 5N e
® “Interpolated Recall-Precision Averages” &_ ;‘; e 11-point Precision»> 12 p A ;& e 30
3t A H T Recall T #9 ¥t Precision » H 2+ 5 A @ § 12 “Precision: At X docs” %
B Ea @ Ghg ¥ )3 %% % 3> B 3 R4 %12 Raw Data £ Interpolated
Data % #l P-R & 4 -

® “Average precision”E_1 T 7|3 N2l E A 0 H 3 F TI0E E Ak tatik g
P =7 Precision o

$

iz #Doc;(i)

I

Average Precisionj= AP(j) =

&7 TR A HBRT DN Sk a2 Bk
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#Docj(i) # 7 TR Z J A HHEPNAARI  AFIE AN 2 g
PEo B de R d e o
“Precision: At X docs”# 7w ¥ % 10 X § < & FF e Precision » &]4c “At 15 Docs:
0.9333"#4 7w 15 5~ =3 14 K 4p B > #7124 Precision _14/15=0.9333 -

“R-Precision”B| ¥ % 7 &% 1% R & <~ £ pFehPrecision * R . 434 K 35 2 it 4p B
% B fico M 2 55 6 R E_420 Atk % 42 B < % P Precision
0.6905 » # 353 » % 42 5 % ¢ § 42*0.6905=29  tp B % it

% 3 : 11-Point Precision &3+ &

Doc Retrieved| Precision |Relevant Retrieved ALRRC — Interpolated D_a t_a
Recall Precision | Recall | Precision
5 1.0000 5 0.119048 | 1.0000 0.0 1.0000
10 0.9000 9 0.214286 | 0.9000 0.1 1.0000
15 0.9333 14 0.333333 | 0.9333 0.2 1.0000
20 0.8000 16 0.380952 | 0.8000 0.3 0.9333
30 0.7667 23 0.547619 | 0.7667 0.4 0.8095
100 0.3700 37 0.880952 | 0.3700 0.5 0.7857
200 0.1900 38 0.904762 | 0.1900 0.6 0.7568
500 0.0780 39 0.928571 | 0.0780 0.7 0.6977
1000 0.0400 40 0.952381 | 0.0400 0.8 0.4789
0.9 0.3585
1.0 0.0000
Sample Sample
1.0 -« 1.0 -
09 r 09 |
08 08 |
0.7 07 |
S 06 S 06
2 95 2 05
g o4 f £ 04t
03 03 |
02 I 02 |
0.1 01 |
0.0 S 0.0
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 0.8 09 1.0 00 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1.0
Recall Recall
Raw Data Interpolated Data

B 3 Rdedicyp & Ay

— AT R E EERIE D TR REF LR DA B AT B LS S E o p
WAL TR P
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® T ML FEwSBERAEE X (5Ranked Answers) 0 % - B ArE kA 5L
#i<(Reciprocal Rank ) ¥ & 3% B* 38 4 o0 R4 5 975 PR 4 T 154 ( Mean
Reciprocal Rank » f§ #tMRR)
® FhsEEw- BE %o A5 Precision o
pERREEamEe 2 SO RFER BRI D AN R M T PR A B R
3¢ o )4 SUMMAC i Categorization Task > 3=fz + R u/;' R HAEL J}Tiu"‘ EaVE
& JproR— B Topic > 4% & 72 A2 PR 25 MH s R E e ﬂ It A B e B
(= ﬁ»aPrecnsnon) NTCIR #74ihp # g R=R 75 0 > F'JJQ FEm FRAF R &
“Rank” ¥ “Revision” = IE—%E] ’T—A\ Rank ez=s A #Z TN M BTN 2V M
Revision I £ ik 45 3 & 7= § % >0 THIF ~ 36~ > B’wkj ;t..ﬁaﬁ:ﬁ_i’f*%’i ER-R OF & 8
FEF M REMESER o (Fukusima & Okumura, 2002)
;q_ s eEL > 3V 5 Discounted Cumulative Gain ~ Weighted Mean Reciprocal Rank
A L sl

FogFrRAT /]?c (van Rijsbergen, 1975; Jarvelin & Kekaldinen, 2000; Eguchi et al.,
2002; Buckley & Voorhees, 2004)

= ~NTCIR &= %

NTCIR = &8+ 7 v > %7 B NTCIR & Aigiv? > ot bk gF
FIFFHMFARATL NGEK T RABEL RPN o

ZP NTCIR e=s & » % — B » %ﬁ*n\ﬁ;ﬁ*’ NTCIR enE &2 B e £ » % 4
R E k52 NTCIR 23537 p ch@dcE » M2 R 7P Fehb v o d £ 47 03
Hd %- BE4 o 22 NTCIR BB E R RIEE TR TSI L > HP £ g«
Feom g i AftEr 4o » NTCIR =i igd > B d 5 - B 20 B EF Y
il S %= E+xE 5445 -

% 4 1 NTCIR At & %22 B} Bcdp ~» o

NTCIR 1 NTCIR 2 NTCIR 3 NTCIR 4
Period 1998-11/1999-09 | 2000-06/2001-03 | 2001-08/2002-10 | 2003-04/2004-06
#Groups 28 36 64 76
#Countries 6 8 9 10

'imcmﬁ%‘mﬁﬁ’W“’“W&LWQm—:iaﬁ
_\L’J’JLLﬁﬁg’l/ﬂﬁ‘Q\BQ\gﬁq‘ﬂvigg,;m*ﬁ

e o (Chenetoal., 2002) #f¢ =@ 3 » ® = ;g?;ug
%‘Fpﬁi t#endrci 01443 T 0 31%; p Y BE TR
; <% 01010 ﬂf;* 52% ; % ¥ B5iE T oUHk & chid o s 0.0258 0 T i 3 88%o
.

]
Sk R R B S E M R 0 A B Y BT B

’;;_m@ﬁ,\-ﬁg—’;ﬁ_‘é:};_;\ﬂé_p_:;’(?‘ ,mﬂvﬁ,\g_ GRSzl
?é‘bn\ﬂvm %%ﬁ;zm‘/% I&%‘i&%mﬁmﬁ_;‘wﬁ,z‘rg -
E{ﬂ?m?w‘ﬁ“@& PR EARM Y Y KA T

T
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# 5 1 Mean Average Precision (MAP)

Doc C E J K
Topic (#run/#grp) (#run/#grp) (#runf#grp) (#runf#grp)

C 0.2086 0.1055 0.0891 N/A
(34/15) (3/1) (4/2)

£ 0.1443 0.3476 0.1602 0.1134
(16/6) (29/15) (11/5) (6/2)
0.1010 0.2149 0.3029

/ (5/3) (1/1) (30/13) N/A
0.0258 0.3148 0.3084

K /1) /1) N/A (17/8)

TR FOF R e g N R AR 2R H g M eniEiE e
El ﬁk NTCIR fr# ci3® iz S % 247 0 F 40T cd= 9 B3 o

® jpftiEd o 3F § MFR g 8 5050 (probabilistic model )> @ o R AF ek R ke

® % & (invertedfile) & % & * chR sl i -

® tf/idf-based Z 31 EEH 30 MAEE S BHRR Y 3 o

® % ;&mﬁ%&E (Query expansion) F {%4F itk & 4§ »c o

® i AT UG piik g AR a3 Fn R oo

° H:ZH2pr> 23518 = F (Character) & N-gram #ixif ; BiZH 2 pr > % 3l
B oo E o

® % %2 BLIR (Bilingual CLIR) 4= MLIR ( Multi-lingual CLIR) =% 38 p 115 B &

B 3 7 Mgk 3P i & (Dict-based) i 3N 5 5 3 g S BEEEL A
(MT-based ) ¥ 5% 52 g * mwFA R 5 & (Corpus-based) sgsi#—= 5% ;2
&g * MT+Dict-based #s:¥—= ;8122 1 = MT+Corpus-based #s:¥—= ;¢ -

® L EDCIFRIERH* UL LA chipds s § 2 dF o

O £ R PL G A et N R 4rg T oA e (select-all) eri g T
i X i (select-X) 3% o

® L ED)TRIEPHEF P ERFNIN G VFPE T

)

=N %;ﬁ

T AL EID AP NT TR G ,‘@“_\ﬁm?‘}*k, (R ARl N - 4
HER E T Y RAE 0 4 ﬂui ?H"*ﬁx% B iiﬁim&?éﬁ«ﬁm’ M eie o T R 7
& % ---Jt_‘g:m"t"\:' P AR KRB LA o AP PO R e R @%‘ﬁ%’fﬁk" 8 ERBTR
FROBL S ROp A EREG SR B SE E&IP\ AT B PR AT B L g iR
S isgESEOREET 3F -

;img W E Ak EFA Y A B @3 0 NTCIR~ CLEF &2 TREC #* & Ttk 277 1

Kk o B G L e F o G R A R RS R R R R R b
}a,ﬂu%dﬁw:%%#ﬂé?%’fi %i%*ﬂ%ﬁﬂ%ﬂo%ﬁﬂuﬁﬁ
X AEG ARTE R S Eﬂ’ e v 'lééwﬁ A iRER R AERENGY

=2 SV _LE'E'“’—T—IV.‘L% P P F Jfﬁ? i '?“L'm'%‘{'\tiﬁﬁ'{ﬁm? RE
#ﬁ—‘m’ﬁ“ém*ﬁ?ﬁﬂ E%q—g’l’_’z—@ %ﬁ:—«»*ﬁ I &i_‘ ’J:-]"J-\. Fg?l,(j‘_\f'j:é’
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PRKER O RE PRAEIE R RE Y o PRABEREHEACRT * 0 Query
Expansion sdrim & (7 o it B F amEE % > VB LTk R IR T L R A iR
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ% fq—\’é‘ fgm: A m%’f_ LL ¢F 3&_@ .T—,p i’imk = 5@1.}: lﬁ]]!z\ Vi ‘L*“{’;Eﬂi-?‘g‘—
%?%i’ﬁ‘% BATAR RS G v N E BT AR A ] MRS D
&R o

KEFRF FTARRFREE DR T FAP 582 A B BRES - 7 285
Fﬁ—m— EEoFF L o ReE S Iﬁlmde-wﬂimm b 58 TR R R aRER o
Flt > WRIEHEEEY AT B P T SRR E 0 _—;_?}i'? "’"fl’% #* rﬂ:}ﬁ:
MR HONE A HF e Bi%Ac et o oY F B ATH T B F
¥irenmmah  BpKEF m%ﬁwﬁﬂim%‘?iﬁ?m;’?sua“\ﬁ'—tﬁ‘r%ﬁﬂ #:ﬁv'*’
ﬁ%?fag\mi)’;’ﬁéhﬁ%mﬁ_)’;j\ﬂﬁw SRS S }fﬁ"’i"g ?mﬁﬁ LR
R FE TR TR o

ﬂ

g
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