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Diversified Search Evaluation Measures That Align with User Perception
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1. [FL®IC

B2 OHEEFREBELZZATVWEI Y 2 THREL YV VX
HABRINTWS., RETIE—HOMEI T VI LT
K& - il - HILR ERR 2 I 2 TOBEREBRINDS &
127> TWB A [31], MKKER (Search Engine Result
Page: SERP) OREARERIIV 2 T A=Y DIFVIDEY
ArTHY, TOHDOM LIFMAR L UTHERETH 5.
Yz TRRLY IV ERRAT B0, 7T 0T HOKH
H2 TV ZNRIIAFIZE AV HET — 2 2 INEEL, !
nDCG (normalised Discounted Cumulative Gain) [30] 72
EOFHFRIRIZEDWT SERP OB 2 E &L, KR
RHEEIT>TVD. IOITHETIE, MBIV I VIZA
HENBENI ) OBERIZH S 1T Ok« REN %%
L, SERP IZ& EN 2% LT 2 MRk RL ML
(search result diversification) [26], [30] D#ZEAHEA TH
v, ZOHKMIZRHL L 72 MEBFHIHEEES W O iRE T h
T3 (1], [3], 5], [8], [9], [18], [22]. Z#v& DF L\
L, @AM (relevance) DA EZE[ET 5 nDCG D &L S
RHECRBIERE & 13 R D, @AM 2R (diversity) DY
TUARERT D, BB VYV OWRPHED EHMI
A-HOlEELEDLILTHENS, o DN
N9 SERP DOEH BT 2HWr X, L — Y OEEEDH W &
BHITRETHD. AAETITZ OB AL S, MBHREL
AL D 7= & DFHiFE R 2 MREES 5.

Z RRACBRFM R AR 1, MR 7 T ) ITABES 25
OHBEERPEBATHHEDL LT, SMBEROMER,
B L UOMERENEOBEAMEHER K% S £ 12 SERP %3
fliss. fHehdr7T VI, FlZIE “apple” (R¥h
REDP) OLIIZLEHICERT 2BHREZELE DX,
“harry potter” (RMBLEAZIGAYID) O & 5 ITHMEREX
DFMEDR AR+ 272 DHH 3 (9], [30]. D & > Ll
WHEISKFiO 7 7ua—Fik 2 2ickilgnsd. H—
Intent-Aware 72 FHHEFEEE [1], [5], [18], [30] L MEENZ H D

1
a)
b)
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IV I F—RERHLIIZET = TR=V D
L HLEREARETH B [1].

AMEHEST ST

%

Zhaohao Zeng!
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AN

b)

Thbh, —HOBFARIRBIZED & EHERES Nz RBU
(Rank-Biased Utility) [3] £ 2DV —7IZ@d 5. H
i%, Dt-measures [18], [22], [30] LFFENBHDTH 5. H#il
Z ¥ ERR (Expected Reciprocal Rank) @ Intent-Aware
I Td % ERR-TA [5] I& TREC (Text Retrieval Confer-
ence) DERMAMEB I X7 THWSN [7], —7 nDCG D
Dt-measure BX T % Df-nDCG & NTCIR (NII Testbeds
and Community for Information access Research) @ [E#
mRAZTHWSN 23], L L, —BRIZZHRLBERT
lFEA IR BLFHM AR & D M TH D, COfEIE

DREEEBEOI-—FDORE L AT 20 RHTH 72, K
WoEIx, ZOMBEIZN S RS X 2RI 5. BAWN

I21E, 52 507z SERP sHzx U CRFMEREA T L 72
BES O A, 15 A OHEHHE USHZ N U2 HW GEA
M- ZEMEENTNOBSL S T UZHN) &Nz —
I osreEaEbl, MEMNSELBIE([19], [32] 1I2&D
Df-measures D7 70 —F OEMEERT.

BEER TR

Z 2T, MREIMMEFEAE N3 B FEAM I B S 2 BEAEHT
RIZDWTHHERT 5.

2.

2.1 2—HICEE LA VRRFTMEIEZ O
MR FE R I3 2 3 D% < 1F, EHEED 2 —HF D¥
WHZRAF LR W AR T T E 2. RbEL{fThiiTw
5D, HiHfEEOFIIEIZ LD Y AT LAEZN TN
TV IDFL, T UF I OBEME & IEAAHBIRECT E
B2ETHZTHS (18], [30]. LHL, ZOHEIXEED
WPREDRELT WS, BTWARWArERYT Z AR
Z721C, EOWENELWLEHIS Z otk v, £
7z, ZOMUZ IR K WS T E 2Rk UCHIEE
71 (discriminative power) OHIEN B 5 [16], [18], [30]
i, évz%Aﬂ DWW THEGHIMAE & 17 5 7285
bﬁ’bé HD pvalue ZHIKT 5T LI2&D, uﬂﬂﬂﬁ*ﬂﬁ
EEEERLLTEEDOTHSD. UL, HEHNZZEEE
ﬂﬁ%@ﬁﬁtTN%%E%#T%M%éﬁ+ﬁ%#?d
BTz, TOREIZE > TH EDIBENEL WA H
ST, 2o, HIBIREIIT L7 FEMEEE D

-
—
ZEL
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’
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51T H 5 iRl (swap method) [18], [28], [30] % &1
DWTHFAMKTH 5.

ZHALRER IR IL, DMK I T ¢ BGA6N
7= N TORMRREM ¢ DWER Pr(ilq) &, MERX i HOD
XEdDFEH VNI p;(d) 2 ERB U THESH L LRED
NG VA% FMIT MDD B T2, (R 7 R R
I AREMETH S, —BUET A b (intuitiveness test,
concordance test) [17], [18], [30] 1%, Z D & 5 724745
BERED & O EBIIIZ D2 D R T WEFZREEE E N 50
—HITE0EERIT DHETH Y, LRRAGMERITHMHERE
DI B R AR [29] X2 Vv ZET IV (6] &
DFEIZ VSN TS, UL, ZOHEEH £ TH
MRS 2 R e R dHDTH D, ZOIEMEKRD
- O¥Mr & —ET L RALIZR.

AP R R AN 72 T AN EHE Z2 W< O DA (axioms)
IWEOREL, IN6ZH7-T &S ICHHNfaREZ &ETd 2
T7a—=FnH 5 (3], [13]. #IT, BEAFOFHMEEEI W
DRI E 72 AL, FHHFEEE D LLBFHE ik L 0 S
5. MO AR ZH ST B I L IZIE—ED
BEVHID, FOHRBLEZLNEHTTAITHED, £
BRBPEL—FIZ L > TRYIZHETDH 251k D
RMATRSD. BIZIE, Amigé & [3] BERRILMRIEIEED
FODICHEL AL, TERBERIINT 5#HE
MERZMETZR L TME (TRbbEENIEEED) TH D)
O DD XEPERORREM Z R 29 Z &3k
W] 7 EDH E D BIFEK TR VKA IS 55 DM
Ho. EEE AW, 155 ACM SIGIR 2018 12 TAH
7 7o —FI12 & D IRE L 22 RRAGRERGTHTERE RBU [3]
», 2—HIZ LD SERP OEFHIM & D—HUL &\ 5 Bl
PoBTUHRETIERNI EEZRLTWS.

PlEoigim s v, RIS AN 12— Dk %
BT 2EDITIRSTWEDNE D PIRGEET 57-0121%, A
DOV 2 B L B2 UFHi 2175 Z L AR TH %
EEZOLND.

2.2 I—YICERET 2RFRFMIEER O

WREEFtI AR & 2 — DR Z 5 LD O & DDt
& LT, KEDHEEOMO™mEEZ 3> b — L, 21—
I & 2 TEWRB DR HR P 21— F Dl R A D% 53 H7
T5500H 5. HlZIE Turpin & [27] 1, —fEdE A3
DK FMfEE T H 5 NG E (Average Precision) 18], [30]
DiEfk & =PI X BB E DB & L Tw
5. —H4, Al-Maskari 5 [2] &, FEAMFEEED @K1 —
FIZ L MBS L1 —VHRE I H2REYVEL S
ZB5EHELTWVWS.

AR DB D, MEFHHFE X HE & © 2 — YR %k
BT2E0L LTHRELY Y VOFERPHBIZHNSNT
Wb, 2D ehs, KMFROERE, H25IHhHEEA 2

DD SERP (ZX U TR U72EE DHWi A2 —F ¥l & —
WITBZe2BilTr22ThHs. 207 T0—FIZiHdb
EWEATHIZE L LT, Sanderson 5 DHf%EDH 5 [25]. L
MU, 2010 £ 4HEDH S OWIZEIE, BAEDTK % DBISH» S
TRLUTDOETARATNTHS. F—I, H5I1E400%
FRALMB NI L 2 > TH 53, BirOEE 2 RE L
TV, BT, S ERRICH W2 SERP xfidb 3 H
9 TH Y, EBRER» SHERERVIF o TVARL.
BT, Ho0ERTIE, HEHIHMES DY HIRTIER
KZENIZAHET 2REEHOOED2DAZERLTED,
WIND SERP 28k D MR E WAL WS Bl 5D
ANFIZ & B4 2 IETE T WA [24]. 2K UAHE
BT, ROREI N D258 21 HEOLHIRE
FMIEIEZ R H 2 LTH D, 1,127 % ® SERP &% %
U, % SERP M9 2 AN - ZRREZNZ O8I
HEOCHETRIVE 15 HDHEENPSINELTWS.

F% H ACM SIGIR 2019 12 8\ THT - 7= i £ [24]
TlE, LR 15 ZOHEH I LD HEHEROLEIIZE D
SERP WMIZH 4 2 IEMEE O DED - LT, KIHEHEED
MW WIEfRY — BT 20 EhEHERMLEZ. LHL, Z0H
ETIE, HIZIX 15 H2ED TH—0 SERP DIZS R
CHIE U Tr—AY, 15 4H 8 LD RRIZHEL 727 —
ARFEHTERN. T 51T, FHiifED ER (EZFTa—
FOHMWHTED < T EDATRED) DA RIT T\, %
ZCAIRTIX, SERP W29 2 AT HEAE o | it A3 %
DHEZ DN & —T 202 R —HRIZ & 0 FEli 21T
5. 51, AxOHEED TR0 /e Rid
Zrizk by, RFEMAREEDHIW & HIEH DY & DERE
FREHINZ EELERE [19], [32] (I X DS DN T .

3. MRXRFMIER

TREC Tl&F & U T Intent-Aware A aHififa s [7], NT-
CIR Tld Df-measures [23] D3% AL DFHIIIZ W 5 1
T&E7-. WROAHK 7 Fu—F 125 < RBU [3] $#i#
B 5. AR, 3.1 f#i TE AR FR AR 0 FEAfE % 72
9 nDCG 7% & DHERB O FEAM I DWW THE 5. X
12, 3.2 fiiT Intent-Aware 223 AR & OF Di-measures
OWEEZBRS. T, #lZIEnDCG D Intent-Aware Fi)
12 nDCG-TA, Di fiilk DE-nDCG @ & 5 12 £33, &8,
AIFETIX 4 BETHHT ST —XE2RALTVWED (T
TSI, ARHIZETHN— U TR WHEREBEHi RS £ O
ZRALBERFEM R AR IZ D W THRGET L 72 Wiltgi & 1, BRI
HEOFHZITS Z MW TES.

3.1 BEMDOHEERE L R RB TS

AL N ¢ DELFIZRAG (gain) gv(z) 2525
DET 330, AWETIE 2 =0,1,2,...,4 25 DA
HET— R %D 72D, gu(r)=2"—-1=0,1,3,...,15 &
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5[5, ZHITHED EFHE R D SERP & & UELARMK) 722
SERP O r fiOXFEIZG X 2818 % TNE N g(r), g*(r)
LT B E, RERMEHiTEEED FT 21 RdIC AR D BB IR H
WHNTE nDCG IEMATFD &S IZERTE B [18], [30].

> 9(r)/log(r +1)
o1 9°(r)/ log(r +1)
AHETI, 7 TRRBIZBVTIIRERED 1 R—VH
DENREEETHLILrol=102T5.
AHfFETH D nDCG BIAOHERBLFEiFET %, 4T Nor-
malised Cumulative Utility (NCU) [18], [21], [30] ® —F&
LLUTHBTE S,
l
NCU =Y Ps(r)NU(r)
r=1
fifge LT, 52507z SERP O Efir b AX—1 U,
"BONERICHEE L 7ZR T SERP OEEZEIET 2
-V OREMEEZD. Ps(r) 1X, T—H» SERP OF
r AT LRI 2R ERL, NU(r)iE, 20—
PHEZ & 5 TD SERP OFAAVE (utility) 2K 7.

nDCG = (1)

(2)

£1 NCU7Z73IV—IZETHIHEEEDOE LD

P AR Pg(r) NU(r)
Q I(r)/ min(l, R) BR(r)
RBP (T=pp" " | 9(r)/ 9V
ERR Pgrr(r) 1/r
EBR Pgrr(r) BR(r)
iRBP PERR(T) pr

£ 11T, AWFZETHES NCU 7 7 2V — 2@ % iFffi+e
BiEx v Q18] (18] 1, LR Py(r) X LT, F
YIRGRE & [FRRIC 2l A SR EO—Ra &, AR e
UTLATFDO 7L ¥ NIt (Blended Ratio) AL T\ 5.

_ D1 L(k) + 37— 9(k)

T+ 22:1 g* (k)
I(k) 3% EALOXEDPIFEELHEDLEIZ 0, THI
NOGEIZL1ERE7I57ThH5S. 7LV NI, K
& (Precision(r) = > ,_, I(k)/r) &, nDCG IZf8l7z nCG
(normalised Cumulative Gain) [11] Z#i&G L7=E£DTH 5.
RBP (Rank-Biased Precision) [14] %, Z—%%' SERP O
HErfimro® (r+ 1) MIZEBT MRV EIC—-ETH
LZEYWVWIREDTIZ, ZOMERp 27 XAXELTH
. AHAVERBIZ ZRGE RKRIG gu,,., (RFEDS
B Pmas =22 — D IZEODERELZEDERHVT NS,
ERR [5] DFIEER Prrp(r) &, & (r—1) £ TOXHEI
HUTa—¥e LRy, % foXXEFThE
DHERICE D HEN R - ET ML,

BR(r) (3)

Ponn(r) = Poa(r) [[(1 = Poae(h) )
k=1

ZZT Poar(r) = g(r)/(gvmas + 1) = g(r)/2* £ T 5. F
7z, ERR CIEEB r fiOXEFEDANZ DA —HRIZL 5T
BETLHLEZDD, HEHEEBIZ/r&h->sTW0a5,
ERR i, fio$gfE & 12¥7%2 0, informational Tl&7%: < nav-
igational 28R [4], [17], [30] (b BZ < DG X
HTEHRLHEDHEELHFEE LWV E WS ER) ITH# L
TW5. EBR (Expected Blended Ratio) [24] I& Prrpg(r)
& BR(r) ZflAaHbEHDTHS. iRBU (intentwise
RBU) [24] IZ Z#RALMERFAM 562 RBU (3] Dff R T
B, BIEHERIZ Porp(r) %, BREBEEIZZZ—¥A
FBrMNETCOXELZFANEFTIOBEKTH S pr 2 HNWT
W3, T, WL p X RBP LRAMENRTAXTH .
AHFZE T, RBP [13] 8 & U RBU [3] OREFEHIZE & D,
p=0.85,0.99 IZDWTHET 5. iRBU I%, AR
BXEOHEMEDHEREZ AV T VR VIR H 5.

- -
— -

3.2 ZIRMLRRTEIERE

EHALRZBETF A ML 7Y a3 v TIE, FRE I g
I BMBEXDES (i} AL U, SHREEX i DR
Pr(ilg) &, &XEOMEREN i BOEE L )V o, BEX
LENTVWS. HEMEREXMICERL z; 25 LIZFHELX
HERBIFENIERL 2 M, &35 & &, X7 % Intent-Aware
BHEEBIZDTDO LS IZEHRTE 5 (1], 5.

ALM:E:EUMM; (5)

E, AEWNT TR —-FICXOREFENAZRBU I, 23—

P OHIIOFEZGFIET 537 A X e (Amigo & [3] 12t
e=0.01292%) 20, UFOLIIZERTE S [24].
l

RBU = iRBU-TA—e>» p"

r=1

(6)

7205, iRBU O Intent-Aware BR7H* 5 55153 & s U 72
LDTHD. KB, KHFEOFERIL e DIEIZHEA L. 2

Dt-measures ¥, £3 SERP D r fiDXEDMREEX
VIZBT B A LA TR U MR gu(a,) (=27 — 1)
4o E, ZOXFEORFGE G(r) =Y, Pr(ilg)gv(z:)
ICkDRDB. £/, EXFEERMBIZELDY—-FLTH
18172 SERP 2 €& L, e b &IZHANZ: SERP 1D
BEXEOHRFIE G (r) 285, ZNb% g(r),g"(r) LA
(28> THERBLGHIEFERE M %5 L 72 % D% D-measures
CIFY, D-M O & SI12KFLT 5. —75, #FHZ SERP D%
BRI D A% Il 5 FHfifEIE & LT, 2MBEERID 5 H SERP
IZEDAN=INHDDE|IE % KT Trec (intent recall)
%#%A%. NTCIR INTENT Z 2% [23] Ti&, D-nDCG %
MEANZ, Trec ZHEHNIZ & o TEHALMER S 2T L2 FH L
7z. Df-measures |&, W& ZHEREELZHDTH S [22].

2 e BIUVp BEDEZFTOY A X1 O SERP (ZX3 555 11HIX
EBMTHY, RBU DR/NIFELLRN2DTHD.
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ATasklist @ Logout

JIVY:CC3EERA

i Query: “Kokoro” by Soseki Natsume ]

RAR:ERRG:A-Jo0Y

<BAR [CC3) EB¥A

1 (BE#®A) NRZE GYIEZN) &
il

J | S
/101013

=BG [C03) -1
e

SEEHA T3 | Valuset() (U1 —t7w 1)
http/valueset p/amazon/index/keywords BEE = 5

E8Ra/orJuIJog

EBRA [Thns]
http:/www pluto-am com/book/lisy

Blog ®IR &AM

fcar26.ntml

BHROBRRET > 1YW CORUITUEANUEELES, LDZDOI-YEHRESIEI0ELES

Assuming that multiple users
entered this same query, o=

which SERP is likely to satisfy
a higher number of users?

T

WTNORREREITUC2BELTLEL £

BARELT, ESS5ORFREENLDITIICHEL CTOEITH ?

VWTNOBRREREITUC2BELTLRL

DIRFHERTIH ?

Overall, which SERP is more
relevant to the query?

*’ﬁ RIGHT

[ Both are completely irrelevant to the query ]

B 1 HE&EPHNZ SERP EBHT S VX7 2 —A [24].

D4-M =~I-rec+ (1 —~v)D-M (7
AINTARZTHY, AFFETIEINTENT X R 27 I
A=05,75.

4. SERP BHF¥IET—%

AFEDEHMIE, 2 2D SERP OWTFNAENT WS »
&\ S LA MR ETATFEAE O H W AMA % D 2 — H Dl &
—HT R ERMLL, T —TFOEEIE VLR
Nh, BEOI—FOHWIZEZETHEDIIZDNEHS
MIZTBIETHD. DD, 7V TRESHEILZ RS
Td % NTCIR-9 INTENT O HAGEY 7 X A7 [23] 1242
HEIh-EBROMBRERL, AXA7 THEINZT AN
AL ryvavEAATSE ZOFANIVLIY a VIiFEKR
REE DR Pr(ilq) B & OCRBERE DL ME#EAMEHE
HWREZELTEY, " OMERKIZEL TWS., "3

NTCIR-9 INTENT HAZETF A haL oY avik, ME
LR TH B8 6730 HIEDD 2 T R=U o HAEI—
XA clueweb09JA* &, 100 ORI =) 2 &8, &K
R TVIZITFEY 10.91 FOMBEX S L CHERI(FHI L
TW3, £/, BHEEXEIIIMREREITHEASEL XL
z=1,... . 4 PRI TVWE. ZORAZIZIZ 15DV A
TLAMBIU 27280, 15%14/2 = 105 FD YV AT LD L
BOHRETH 5.

*3 TREC DEHRMB R A THEINT A aL sy a v (7]
1 Pr(ilg) OfEHzES > TWiRW,
*4 http://www.lemurproject.org/clueweb09.php/

12
F257

FREOTF—=2%% LI, BAITMHIZEATD & 512 SERP
EITHITE (preference assessment) 7 — X Z{EF L7z, F
¥, EEINTENT =& &b, 100 7TV x105 SERP %t
= 10,500 :®D < 2 =V, SERP1, SERP2> @ 3 Dl % /¢
U7z, 22T, & SERP iXaiikd@ ) EAL L = 10 D
D T R=VERED, I, 1EIFEAE U SERP N &%
5720, FE (10 FhoEAEXEROEIE) & intent
recall (SERP THN—TE TV AMBREMDEEG) OEN
Wb 0.1 A ETH B 3 oflosaEHHE L. Zhizk
D 3 DI 1,247 FHIZAR DA ENTZ. T 51T, clueweb09JA
DI LT R=ITF—=RIXFI— ROMENPH D E DR
CEBRELULKER, RIIZ 43O ) 2N N—F 3
1,127 £ 0 3 DfilHMF 5 7z [24].

FEHDO3IOMF—ZIZH LT T2—F ¥ 2 T4
&, BEfEHAZOEHRE TR, HHaFE%ER () &
FOEHRAT. - HHRBAFGEL (KZEW) ICET 5 HAGE R
174 TO¥ER I5/EMAL, £HICE3DMT—XIZ
RUTHEAM - 2D 2 DDOE S S SERP EIFHIE %
ToTHoo7z. M1IEZDEEDZOIZHEZFIZIREL
1T TSSO EDA VR T 2 —ATHE. ZOHD &
512, HIEHIXEE EHo s ) (% OMBEEX TIXR
W) & R7z BT, EAWTNO SERP A3 E U\ AHNEIR T
5. HEHIZNT2EMILLTD2DOTH 5.

CEEM) @Akl T, YE50RBERBLV 7TV IZ
WELTWETH?
(ZHME) EROMBZVYva—FRIORLITY) %
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ANU7ELET. 0D FE2HEIEEID
ZEH S DMEBFER TS H?
%y, FREMOIER, £AD SERP Ofi#E, 7TV DJE
FIESHEZFIIH LS v X AR U, ik, &
EMREF TNV EED 1,127 x 15 D75 &, iS5
NV EED 1,127 x 15 DIFFIDMEE T E /2. £FEIF I X)L
& LEFT - RIGHT - EQUAL DWW TH 5.
RRGEIFHE 7 — 2 OfFEM: % Krippendorff @ o [12],
[20] 12 & 0 ERFHET L7z & 2 5, @AM DWW T 0.406,
ZRRMERITIZDWT 0356 & RIFRERME o Nz, X5
2, 15 NDHIEHED S H 1 ADT—RE2BRELVUTHE o %
HETAZLIZLDBHEEDEDF = v 7 % ITFo72,
WENOHEHIZOWTHMBEIZR S o7z 24 F
7z, EEGVERE & LRI OBIRE RS 2D, ThE
NOFINZDONWT, £TD 15D 7~ s [LEFT O
fE#y RIGHT DEE D] 25%E L, %D Pearson tHEH
REC (VY TNH A An=1,127) %5 U 72455 1% 0.898
(95%C1[0.886,0.909]) & 7m -7z, Tbb, @EEMEOE R
5% DHEH I END SERP X F 72, ZkIEDE R
PobHL L DHEZF I ENLERMVEE TH - 7=,

ST ATHERE DR T 5%

52 51z < 2T, SERP1, SERP2> @ 3 Dff iz %t
U, #&#Hii#f% LEFT - RIGHT - EQUAL W hh oD
W Z2 9. 2RO YEE DL T N —H LT
W h%&—E#% (Agreement Rate) L EHT 5. FHEH
AN - ZRMEICE D SEBNICHEE T oT, —HE
L2MBEERTES. £/, HEEZI5HVEDT, I
N—BRONREE RS, —8KE 1,127 40 3 Dfflicon
T L72b D% MAR (Mean Agreement Rate) & IT.5.
51T, ZRALMERIHG RSB A & 2RO %2 %5
B eNERINT WSS, KETIE, Fiddk
DI & FIRHC BB U 72— 8R %2 TR RE L 5.
9, BRD 2 D& T NVATH B L, FHIEEH
HAEMEZRREICOWTHUHIN 2 FLUZGADAEFEL
72H3 DT NUEEEERT 5. HlZIE, 5 328icon
T, »H2HEHDOBEAME T~V H LEFT, ZRRME#EL
Z ROV RIGHT & U < 1& EQUAL T» 25412132 ¥
EHEDTR)VIERAE NG, ZOME, &3 OIS
5 7 OVEUEEYE 13.10 (/N 5, K 15) &7z, o
T, ZOHBED—HROHRI 3 DMl k> TELT 5.

AWFZETI, A REMERE W A 2 — 3 O Hllr &l T
ENFLEHETE 202 ER/IT 5720, [H%DHEHZD
EIF S NOVHEED RO~ Th s L HRL, Th
SIZDOVWTH—HEREZFHET L. (HRHCITHEEES D
BT AU EEND. ) ZOB, B IRHEE 01 OES
VAT 5 NOVEEZR Olrel, ZHRRMLELF T ~VEE%E 01div D &
IITRET 5.

5.

x 2 BUEECIHEAMNLZHMEOEEHED B EHEIC

#HH U2 & iHliEED MAR (n = 1,127).

(a) AR MAR | (b) I J ~IVEE MAR
D#-nDCG 0.7484 | 12rel (best) 0.7724
D#-RBP (p = 0.85) 0.7439 12div 0.7708
D§-Q 0.7434 | 02rel 0.7620
D§-EBR 0.7374 10div 0.7590
D#-RBP (p = 0.99) 0.7330 | 04div 0.7545
I-rec 0.7330 15div 0.7475
RBU (p = 0.99) 0.7308 | 03rel 0.7411
D§-ERR 0.7250 | 02div 0.7406
RBU (p = 0.85) 0.7228 | 0O4rel 0.7383
D-Q 0.7199 15rel 0.7362
D-RBP (p = 0.99) 0.7159 10rel 0.7362
nDCG-IA 0.7159 | 07rel 0.7329
Q-IA 0.7119 | 09div 0.7154
D-RBP (p = 0.85) 0.7102 | 07div 0.7121
D-nDCG 0.7101 11div (median) 0.7105
D-EBR 0.7100 13rel 0.7089
RBP-IA (p = 0.99) 0.7097 | 09rel 0.7087
RBP-IA (p = 0.85) 0.7095 13div 0.7026
EBR-TA 0.7052 | Olrel 0.7026
ERR-TA 0.6973 | 05div 0.6995
D-ERR 0.6894 | 05rel 0.6933

01div 0.6899

03div 0.6880

11rel 0.6870

14rel 0.6866

14div 0.6748

06rel 0.6437

08rel 0.6380

06div 0.6352

08div (worst) 0.6198

PAED & S IEHE U 72 &3 Hife IR S & O&HEE D MAR
D% BT 5720, ML ELREO—-FTH
% Tukey HSD ME %475 [19], [32]. 7z, AWFFETI,
p-value (IZ& EFE 5T, MR (effect size) [10], [19] % i
MY BIT TR ERT — X &R MY 5.

6. BREER

212, BHEEDEAM - ZHRIEBFSNLA—BIL
HBICEB L7 MAR OfER &R, (a) & 21 FEOD
LA IR ORGSR, (b) A HIEH I L 2EAMES
FUOERRMEER 7 NVEORIR TH 5. it e, H
RN K DI T NOVEED S5 B MAR W75 O ( [best
HEH] ), BERED ( Tworst PlEH ] ), B LA
( Tmedian ¥IZEH ] ) 5257405 24 fFIZDOVWTHIGD B 5
Tukey HSD #E (B RIKHE 5%) &17 - 7zkER &R 31K
T. INSNSBUTDI &b,

(A) £ 3(I) &Y, best HIEHIX DE-nDCG ZfR< £TDIH
1%, & & median - worst HEH EREHNICARIC L
[Ho>TW5,

(B) £ 3(I1) & v, &2 D A 4 {512 (Df-nDCG~D4#-EBR)

*5 GRS U T WEHTi 24T S 728, 30 i 15 ALDELF T X
VI hRME e R,
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*x 3

#£ 2 1IZHIET % Tukey HSD MUE DK R DOHKE. K4k & U 72 DIE L RRALMER M F 1

21 3B & O best - median - worst ¥|EETH 5. HREKUE o = 0.05 (2 THEHRNIZE
BREOAERLTVWS. (MEDOHIK L, (IV) B LT (VID)-(IX) OFMIZERKL T

5.

¥ AMAR/\/Vis X D HEITE 3 [19].

) ZOGEES BN (EOIRLZARL) OMESTIT Ve, = .0225 THH, £FRE

Comparison AMAR p-value | Comparison AMAR  p-value
(I) best assessor > X (X: median, worst, all measures except Df-nDCGQG) (V) D§-nDCG > X (X: worst 12 measures)
best assessor > worst assessor .1526 .0000 | D§-nDCG > D-ERR .0590 .0000
best assessor > D-ERR .0829 .0000 | D§-nDCG > ERR-IA .0510 .0000
best assessor > ERR-IA .0750 .0000 | Df-nDCG > EBR-IA .0432 .0000
best assessor > EBR-IA .0672 .0000 | D§-nDCG > RBP-IA (p = 0.85) .0389 .0000
best assessor > RBP-IA (p = 0.85) .0629 .0000 | Df§-nDCG > RBP-IA (p = 0.99) .0387 .0000
best assessor > RBP-IA (p = 0.99) .0627 .0000 | D§-nDCG > D-EBR .0384 .0000
best assessor > D-EBR .0624 .0000 | Df-nDCG > D-nDCG .0383 .0000
best assessor > D-nDCG .0623 .0000 | D§-nDCG > D-RBP (p = 0.85) .0382 .0000
best assessor > D-RBP (p = 0.85) .0622 .0000 | D§-nDCG > Q-IA .0365 .0001
best assessor > median assessor .0619 .0000 | D§-nDCG > nDCG-IA .0325 .0015
best assessor > Q-IA .0605 .0000 | D§-nDCG > D-RBP (p = 0.99) .0325 .0015
best assessor > nDCG-IA .0565 .0000 | D§-nDCG > D-Q .0285 .0162
best assessor > D-RBP (p = 0.99) .0565 .0000 (VI) (X: worst 11 measures)
best assessor > D-Q .0525 .0000 | D§-RBP (p =0.85) > X
best assessor > RBU (p = 0.85) .0496 .0000 | D§-Q > X
best assessor > D§-ERR .0474 .0000 (VII) (X: worst 8 measures)
best assessor > RBU (p = 0.99) .0412 .0000 | D§-EBR > X
best assessor > I-rec .0394 .0000 (VIII) (X: worst 3 measures)
best assessor > D#-RBP (p = 0.99) .0394 .0000 | D§-RBP (p =0.99) > X
best assessor > D§-EBR .0349 .0003 | I-rec > X
best assessor > Df-Q .0290 .0124 (IX) (X: worst 2 measures)
best assessor > D§-RBP (p = 0.85) .0285 .0161 | RBU (p =0.99) > X
(II) X > median assessor (X: top 4 measures) D#-ERR > X

D#-nDCG > median assessor .0379 .0000 (X) other
D#-RBP (p = 0.85) > median assessor .0334 .0009 | RBU (p = 0.85) > D-ERR .0333 .0009
D§-Q > median assessor .0329 .0012 | D-Q > D-ERR .0305 .0053
D#-EBR > median assessor .0270 .0348 | D-RBP (p = 0.99) > D-ERR .0265 .0434

(III) median assessor > X nDCG-IA > D-ERR .0264 .0446
median assessor > worst assessor .0907 .0000

(IV) (X: all 21 measures)
X > worst assessor

1%, median ¥EH ZHEHNZERIZ LR >TW5.
(C) 5% 3(IM)-(TV) & b, median ¥lEH B & U4 21 f51E
1%, worst ¥IEH ZHAMIZERIZ ER->TW5.
(D) 3(V) &b, £2128WVWT kY 70 Di-nDCG I,

D-Q BAF 12 i 2 I AR IC ERl>TWwW 5. [

BRIz, 2 3(VD)-(IX) IR U &HEIE, ZhENn ™

11,8, 3,2 D IBIEZ RN A ZIZ LR > TW5.
(E) % 3(V)-(X) & b, D-ERR X, EAfi 12 f§4% (Dt-

nDCG~nDCG-IA) Z#iEIHICARIZTE> TW3.
7B, #&3 &0, #HZIE Di-nDCG & D-nDCG DEDR
REIX AMAR/\/ Vg = .0383/1/.0225 = 0.2553 (FEZ%Ef
2D 1/ARE) O XS IZHEHTE 3 [19).

—f, #ABIUOKSIZ, HEEDWEAVEEIFHET —
DA, BLOLHRIERIFHET — X DA EZHWTEEL
7= MAR OfER %2739, (MRETOHFR L, FMALHEHRE
MROKITEETS. ) £9, BALBRFHET —5DH
ZRAW MAR OFfERIZLTOHED TH 5.

o best ¥IEH X, 2TOHEIEE L O median - worst HIE
FH R ERIZ EH > TW5.
e median HIEH 1%, worst HIEHE L UFFK4 D Q-IA LA
T 6 fBiZ & I AR B> TW 5.
o ®2148EL L, worst ¥EH ZMHICARIZ EE -
TW5.,
e X4IZBWT Yy 7D D-Q X, D-RBP (p = 0.99)
PAN 16 2 MEIICA I LRl > TW 5. Rk
i, D§-nDCG, Dt-Q, DE-RBP (p = 0.85), D4-EBR,
D#-RBP (p = 0.99) i, TNEFN RN 6,6,3,3,2 4D
BRI AR B> TW 5.
e D-ERR I, A7 14 5% (D-Q~D-RBP (p = 0.85))
EHFICARIZTE > TW3.
WIZ, ZHREBIFHET -9 DHERAVZ MAR OER
BUTO®YTHS.
e best ¥IEH X, DEnDCG 2R 2TOHEE, LUV
median - worst ¥ EH EHEHNICERIZ LR > T\,
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K4 HEZFIZLZMEEMEOEZHERERDAEFE L 7= &M
D MAR (n = 1,127).

(a) Measure MAR | (b) Assessor MAR
D-Q 0.7345 | 03rel (best) 0.7600
Dg-nDCG 0.7202 10rel 0.7565
D§-Q 0.7201 | 02rel 0.7433
D#§-RBP (p =0.85) 0.7146 12rel 0.7423
D§-EBR 0.7117 | Odrel 0.7421
D-RBP (p = 0.99) 0.7055 | O7rel 0.7315
RBU (p = 0.99) 0.7023 | Olrel (median) 0.7196
D#-RBP (p = 0.99)  0.7015 | 15rel 0.7393
I-rec 0.7015 | 1lrel 0.7117
RBU (p = 0.85) 0.7007 | 05rel 0.7073
RBP-IA (p = 0.99) 0.6990 | 13rel 0.7054
D-nDCG 0.6984 | 09rel 0.6746
D§-ERR 0.6981 14rel 0.6661
D-RBP (p = 0.85) 0.6974 | 08rel 0.6554
RBP-IA (p = 0.85) 0.6968 | O6rel (worst)  0.6384
Q-IA 0.6941

D-EBR 0.6932

nDCG-IA 0.6929

EBR-IA 0.6849

ERR-TA 0.6788

D-ERR 0.6723

K5 HEHIZL2LRMUEOEZHERERDAEFE L 7= &M
D MAR (n =1,127).

(a) Measure MAR | (b) Assessor MAR
D#-nDCG 0.7347 | 12div (best) 0.7542
D#-RBP (p = 0.85) 0.7331 10div 0.7484
D#-RBP (p = 0.99) 0.7276 | 04div 0.7444
I-rec 0.7276 15div 0.7429
D-Q 0.7273 | 02div 0.7208
D§-EBR 0.7262 | 07div 0.7171
RBU (p = 0.99) 0.7208 | 03div 0.7054
D#-ERR 0.7159 | 09div (median)  0.7042
RBU (p = 0.85) 0.7093 | 0l1div 0.6990
nDCG-IA 0.7015 11div 0.6946
D-RBP (p = 0.99) 0.6971 13div 0.6832
EBR 0.6941 14div 0.6771
Q-IA 0.6938 | 05div 0.6668
EBR-IA 0.6921 | 06div 0.6363
D-RBP (p = 0.85)  0.6920 | 08div (worst)  0.5993
D-nDCG 0.6914

RBP-IA (p = 0.85) 0.6913

RBP-IA (p = 0.99) 0.6903

ERR-TA 0.6831

D-Q 0.6811

D-ERR 0.6753

e X501y 7 2TH5 DE-nDCG, DE-RBP (p = 0.85)
1%, median ¥EH ZHFICERIZ LR > TV,

o median HlEH B L 04 21 #81E1E, worst HlEH 2K
Iz AEZIC ER> TV 3.

e X5IZBVT Iy 7D DE-nDCG &, RBU (p = 0.85)
AR 13 R 2 MiEHIIC AR EE > Twa. [HRkIZ,
D#-RBP (p = 0.85,0.99), I-rec, D#-Q, Df-EBR, RBU
(p = 0.99), DE-ERR, RBU (p = 0.85) &, ZhZh
TAL 12,12,12,12,12, 10, 6, 2 D Fa1E 2 S EHI A R

IZ B> TW5A.

e D-ERR I, L4710 82 (DEnDCG~nDCG-IA) %
HEHNZEZRIZTFE > TW3.

ULzHRET DL, LRRAMREIHEEEIZOWT, A
IZ & % SERP EIFHIE L D—HEL WO BIAN S LT O
mBFsNS.

o ZRHLIA—YDOREIGEVWDIX DY-nDCG TH 3. @
EE - ZRREN S 2B R L7 MAR B & U RRIED &
BB U MAR IZBWT, best ¥IEH & fiEHHIICE
BEEPZVDIEDENDCG DA TH S, F7z, i MAR
IZHWT, Di-nDCG & median & E % MaHHKIZH
RIZEAl->TWa., §4b5, Di-nDCG DHIETDE
ZHERABEDREERARETH S.

o [HFRIZ, DE-RBP (p =0.85), Di-Q, Di-EBR &AM
CHARTIZIFH AN, HEME - 2RI % % 8
U7z MAR 128\ T median HEH 2 HFHNIZHRIC
LRS- TH Y, FZDERBP (p=0.85) IZD2W\WTId%
PRMEDAEZRL 72 MARIZBWTHRAKTH 5.

e LT, Intent-Aware 721512 & V) H Di-measures
DIFS>PI—HFOREIGEWL. HlXiE, DFnDCG &
XU DE-RBP (p = 0.85) I, HEAHM: - RS %%
U7z MAR 8 L UOLHKMEDOA%ZFRE L7 MAR IZH
WT, £ T Intent-Aware ZRIFEE 2 HFHIZARIZ
ER>TW5.

e X 712K D D-measures % intent recall &#%& LT Di-
measures ZEK T2 Z LIk, ZHMEEZERBLZEED
IV DRBITED I BDIZERTH S, HlXIE, &
2+ %5 VWTFHIZB VTS DEnDCG i D-nDCG B &
O L-rec 2 F¥IMIZ LA > THE D, Kz D-nDCG & D
ZIIRAHPICERETH S,

728, ERRIZHED < LMLl D MAR 238 U
TEVDIE, AidRD LB H ERR A navigational 7 MERE
KNI L 7=l CTH 5720 TH 5 [4], [17], [30]. T/
b5, ERR % SERP DA HHO 18] 2HEL 7RV
OTHB. £/, D-QFHEGHEDAEZHZRLUBEIT Y
TThHY (R4), LRREDOAEFEL-5EIC D-ERR I
RN THFEPENZ &0 6 (R 5), BEEHEDIFIITKREL
RN7ZIEETH B Z e nbhb.

2ETHEAZ L 51T, RBU BAHKT 70—F12&D
HEFSnZBETH 5. Lrl, Bx 0EEERIEL, RBU
& 0 % Df-measures D1F 5 A EHRNTENT VWS Z & %2R
LTWw5. (fiidoib, £512817% DF-nDCG & RBU
(p = 0.85) DAFMEMCERETHS. ) 2D ehs,
SRS —E DO A A 2T Z 21k, -V OREE &
B2 LE-HLAEVWI bR,

7. fE

AWFFETIE, NTCIR-9 INTENT X A2 2R S -5
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Y SHIH U7 1,127 £ SERP MIZx U 15 ADHEH A
MSZIZ4T o 72 SERP EIFHIE OFER 2 FIA L T, 21 H¥EHO
LR ERETM R AR 2 — BCRIC & D @&l L 7z, Tukey
HSD B IZ D B2 DEBMIER LD, ZRMRBOF
flitZ 1F Intent-Aware 72 FHHHEHE Tl 7% < Df-measures, ¥
IZ D§-nDCG R EEAVBIRETH DI hbhrb. 6
2, Zh o OREIFARIZ X5 SERP BIFHIE LKL TH
BOHIRNT L DMERTE . Fix D SERP EHHIET —
R - BAMFEEEOM - —HEOT—XIE—BAELTWS
728, *6 REFFRIIMMOWZEE I & O FH - ERTTRETH 5.
FEE R BIFE PARRNE U 72\ Z & % G FE R AIA Y
IZHIETETWBDENX, SRR X X 7 0GR
AEIZIRE T N WBO TEHELBMETHS. HETML
72k Dz, VAT LDOFREERHEO G MM IEFHMI I K
ELEKEFELTVWERLTH D, B2ld5Hk, Ak 5#
IPHIE 2 £ LM 2 MEET 5 7 78 — F 2 LR LR
BUSND R AT RRFEA IR T 2 FETH 5.
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