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HA2 Bo|, dg 7iAsE dngFol FA FFH9 ofdd Algsn o, E3] AdaBoost 9
7L Rry dndEe AAAY A4 doH AlEHALE 9 vuY FL HFE Hole
Aoz <4z U, Y AFARANY B2 dudFL BF dolg EA AREE 714
I pddte BERAE Znte s dta Q7] Wi bR PR E FES AIEY $ Qe @
o] Qt. o] =F oM Yolr o)A EFAE ¢ TFAz AL Bagd 79 g5
dneEg At jolu dHlo]AE AR Ry ¢ugEe dold sFH ALNE AE
Hog ARG 4 918 W ol FEHoTL uiglE MK (confidence ratio) & AA
& 2 7] wEojch. TREC-73 TREC-8¢] Ax o3 E& (filtering track) ol dl3llr AHs

23 F2 45 g RAFU

1. A&

Adr s odg AR FoA " APTG
A% "eg 3le AtEoA AdE F= AL 2
ulgith, AA FAe Hi A FtE AR Ane
AR P Fopoal 4 Fagt F&EoF F o
7F H2lth TRECE ¥EHg E&#L =Qlsld & ¢
TALE o] oo FHojdta Qo (8],

A ZFA A" Agate] FrngE Za gy
o] gz ggde MEE FAN & | T2
A BME vjugo sy A7 1 AlgolA H8
A gy, fEE o] =&y TEHUL
T ¥ ShgEld TEsdo] o ol ulx ¥t A
o2 NAYY, Tg EME AHEAA 2 A
Zherg wasiy Fag AxE a8dx @Fdd.
o] 72 TREC ®jx] ¥E]y =& (batch filtering
track) A ZFAsln s Ax Yo,

AR e BA B duglgn 1do] dus

of k. AR olde HEe YA A
A PR guedel wasn. A% 4FHU 3
W Fel s}t AdaBoost @melZolch [1).

AdaBoost &= Ztzte] <F st At (weak learner) 7} i}
Mo 7hdol A ZRW REE AZT Yoz FqHT
th. olgA MM HEHoz wEolA EHAS)
o ul#Algt =X (weighted voting) & 34 |t}

Be dFAE o] AdaBoost & T4 EF ol AL&3IRA v
& C4.54 decision stump & A&t tf o} 248 7}
A RARE ALEEA Ede ddol AU [4] [6]. o
EEdM e YolH wolx EFAE o ggalE AR Eo
Brge st 98-S #3519}, BayesBoost 2t o] &) o}
F o] HPL 53R ARE AJEFE B olye} volu
ol27t &F 2dd AL ol&dd AA2HA MRS
AL ¢ e 331 AT G, fEe o ¥ye
TREC-73} TREC-8¥M el E o] A g3t 2 458 I
o} [6].

2.3 47

A A3 T R FHAA AFH go. AR
714 s g3oln, 8 v R AW B A
B A4 BHdN 2 R ¥ dFE Rocchio ¢elE i
DA d#@Ho g}, L < F o] Rocchio €adl
Z Zivtslel M AH = dynamic feedback
optimization, query zoning, pivoted document
normalization® o] 2 WX A djojc}. 71 A ot Ao
AME gt Wie] B4 ERo AIEEAEH, dEHQA
Zol k-HZA g, MRE e 94 (support vector
machine, SW), uolB Hlo]x B{FAFol}, HIoE o
2] A o TdEAE FolA FAL stux s AEI)
olFolx 3 glEd, olddE HUF 7Al, FaY, wY%

T— 3,
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o] <lr}. Schapire S& AdaBoost o Rocchio &
REUTER-21578 2 TREc—son A v, LF1&%
wol daiA F wiol e nYde R

3. BayesBoost & o] 8@ EAl o3

3.1 AdaBoost

AdaBoost & &) M9 of gagAE YA ¥ 7
st Eol 7bE A udHe FHE sl wiom
Al Schapire ol 9slA Aoz AXsHAG [1].
zhzbef 7tME {-1,11e] @& Ze h &3 dtn, #@
7t AHEAE a, g g d, HEHY 27

zah 2 534, A7IM a2 7P Agel

o9 $48 9He AHASE AlfstE FAoEy
A7t A5 g 7t & AT FFsa |h|§ A
e, h o 3E ol ¥Fo ¥ ZWNE Y
s Aoz HMPcC [5]. B AFAE] 4.5
1} decision stump & ¢F 7}H 2 Alg3do] AEL &
o £& ANYE Beoy (4], o QF ol 2%
@olo] £@d R UE AIREe] BFE &ty o
tro} g2 7bgx ARE ALEA E—@t}—‘e 9o
At

3.2 Yol dlo]x

EHo d¥Hoz AEH
o g Bylolnt [3]. 47N E 2 @olEo] M2
Seolgtn A AT. ol dA MAe dolEs}
Be z}om YA 2P T BT Yoln Ho]
2 BA BRAN £ 458 29 23U,
tpojn uﬂo}aow FHARL of" WF ¢, oA
| dol w, 7t 2d¢ ¥8(6,, ), oW ¥F
7t E¥Y /86, )8 A Aojg. Az
obzist ol & £ A
1+ 3 N(w,,d)P(c;|d,)

IV 1+ 30 SN (w,.d)P(c, |d,)

_ E'_,P(c ld,)
K |D]

A7 N(w,,d,) & 4 d, o @o] w, 7t Y2
T 34E guigtn /r/e dol ARy Az, /e
2N Y H4E o). o olgdte e B
A7t goled g3t go) BHE & 5+ Urth
P(c,|6)P(, |c;;6) 6,8,

P@d,6)  P(d,]6)

#FHo2 argmax, P(c, |d;0)7} 21 247 &
oz WF ARE gl 78y Yojn wojs
Tt 48 27| wfd JEHog gL doyg
AR oA oW £ Ang 9 4 Yo

ol wolat £4

ewnk,

P(Cj Idi;6)=

3.3 BayesBoost ¥ :gE

volr #olaes &8 Rdoly] wFd AHEE =5
T Ad2E Wyl 8 & Ud. B /1FA AR E o
§3817] o& o Decision Stump & o] &3t A B o F
S A%E& d 5 Aot ol 2L AL nYHA o] =8
9| A = BayesBoost ¢ E & A4t o] FmEEgA
2t o ggAtE YolB #lo]Ag o]Folz Ym volx )
o]~9 £8& o]g3ld
h (d,;6) = tanh{log( M]}
P(c, =-—l|d‘;6)

2 89t ojs} o 6}919- W 7Hde &35 [-1,1]0
ok olgA ad o & ANY 9 FAHHHA Py
22 ol HER Aito] HHF ojFo] 3T, a & ¢
53 2ol Adtde

a =%1n(1”) r=3.D)yh (x)

4. 49 ¢ 43
4.1 4% =4 9y

A Ao E o 71 Wiol A% 23L 9% ¢
o2M Agdcth. a2 dEAQY Aol precision/recall,
break-even point °o]t}, &y} HIZ TREC A} linear
utility® F3E 93 Wyez 248 AL Agstaot
[2). 2822 o =FdMx HAFAHY ¥ A linear
utility% A5 ZAo wWyom A LUt Linear
utility = ©&3 ol oA},
Linear Utility = aR, +bN_+cR_+dN_
A7 R, & F#&d ¥XF A4 HfHrelevant) T4 9
NE, N, & 339 EAFAA Hgeta) @ 249 7)
T, R & F&HA ¥ BAFAH g B9 74,
stAgo2 N & FEHA 4L BEAFAM APty &
gTAM NrE& Jeilth a,b,c,d & EF A5t}
Aol x e TREC UE Y EHM AL ELF1 S 53
-’F o8 Ab&3Hqc)
LF1= 3R, -2N_

o

4.2 TREC-73} TREC-8¢] dld 4%

TREC-7¥€e]g E& doje] A& 1988 -1990d 9] AP ¥
2ofA} ol ARIIAlL EY 1-5008 o]folx ct
1988 7IAHE S dHlolElZ 43, UtiAEg HAE o
ole{Z 3}¢ich TREC -8¥EHY E& dolg A& 1992 -
19947121 2] ®lo]E] A3} £ 351 -4002.2 o]FolA 9
=, 1992 & E=dolyd dolHZ &, 1993 -1994 2
HAE dolel2 &3tk o)A Ed Wy =y i
AP EY 43 AR YAse Ao}k o] d@elME
EH 9] ‘description’ FBE AF&stA el
A2z 2y BLo] AHE & F 339 vo] Fo
A] TREC -7 9l 4} &= 5250 @918 TREC -89 A = 4079 ol
g €A WEel wets F&35ch 100 A o F&xE
G5 ¥ olg Ro} sty BHAZ wEUL) wag
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sl TREC-73 TREC-8 MEly E&oA 714 FL&
Asg d RE A E M. wg A 7
Fold vy F& A5 B SWakE vaE &
A= éﬁr—ﬁ TREC-7) tisis &= H 1, TREC-8
o disixe X 29 Uth 7 aYPNA xF2
positive example® 7§45 y% & BayesBoost 249} t
olg velllz 94

5. 48

BayesBoost® T & dugZsd v& vuzd £
& Mee BEAFEAY. 53 positive example 9 F
7t BE&EFE C}E kA g TG HEaels: B
of FAck @pirc ol v E gt FA &S A
g .‘10‘1—r°i\_ﬁl, o]= TREC do]E] Al o] positive

example @] =7} vi¢ 7] wFolch ol A
AP°H1 2 F= e A vepdd. dole st 2&3
2 AT B 204 B 4+ Ud%Eo]SVMo| ¢ F2
X —:——g— P Fc) Jaiq—SVMw dlolg] 4271 A
= 29x F4 g 4982 Holg AL
o},

58 o ox &“

2

Edd o 49 A3 As

5 49 37\19}4 )2 23 2 SVM el ]

NaiveBoost-ATT (Win:20, Lose:15)

BayesBoost-Pirc (Win:16, Lose:22)

2000 g
1000 §

-1000

BayesBoost-NTT (Win:19, Lose:16)

1500
1000
500

-500 ®

BayesBoost—SVM (Win:17, Lose:19)

100

-100

wo g Ay A% A8 2
Aol SVM o) wa 2

.TREC -8 ¥YEY =
Z 49 370ske) wm

b
-V-lm

BayesBoost-ATT (Win:13, Lose:11)

200
100

-100
~200

BayesBoost-NTT (Win:13, Lose:11)

200

-200

BayesBoost-Pirc (Win:13, Lose:17)
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200

-200

-50 |
#atel 2 B dA7E e 7] 2(98-119) ¢ @A A
HALE Y .
a5
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