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Abstract: This paper proposes an approach to spelling correction. It reranks the output of an existing spelling
corrector, Aspell. A discriminative model (Ranking SVM) is employed to improve upon the initial ranking, using
additional features as evidence. These features are derived from state-of-the-art techniques in spelling correction,
including edit distance, letter-based n-gram, phonetic similarity and noisy channel model. This paper also presents a
method to automatically extract training samples from the query log chain. The system outperforms the baseline
Aspell greatly, as well as the previous models and several off-the-shelf systems (e.g. spelling corrector in Microsoft
Word 2003). The experimental results based on query chain pairs are comparable to that based on
manually-annotated pairs, with 32.2%/32.6% reduction in error rate, respectively.

Key words: spelling correction; discriminative model; reranking; log mining; query chain
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BRI B AR AT 6 77 ik KT A iR AR AT T A T A TARZ SR P AT 45 RAR L 69 M 48, €5 A AR
AR IR EEIRT 32.2%F= 32.6%.
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HREESES: TP391 XEAARIRED: A

PEERZIEAIRE X P SR A SN AR T CAR TN SR EH 1 ARESA T IE# S,
WO PFE R A 2% S HARAE 45 8 i M H IR - 55 58 AR O R P 'S AR SRR AR T A5 9 SCSCAR R IE IR
R (K ks the PREL T teh) [ 1) B BRATTAS 5 R A — AN B ] 5 9F B S — A PR ] 1) L1 3% (L ks form B A
T from) e uE U, AT AN BRSO R P S A E S, I R T H AR L VRIS AR Gk R I
2 L8 ARSI H b S 2 AN S 1R AT LA B SO AR A B R (HL W Microsoft Word FiT Aspell) w18 5 8 1 J
1 AEIX e i H— o B (8 R 2 5~10 AN)SE IR #R I LA —FpRg B 7 RIS b T 0 B AR ) —
AR Z O HE 228 — 7 1 2 U P 26 41 72 1, BRI 0 7 5507E top-1 1R ME ff 2 (top-1 accuracy, 2 EHEfE 26 —
r (R REAS L A81) b A, T BT 5/20 AN L F P T LARAT IR B G0 top-5/top-10 (R #E /5. Aspell™
& H T EEBRAT I — AN P & P S ROE R T SCR[2] 1 1 S8 56 o Aspel | 75 LR F 1) top-5 vHEAf 5 T
T 85%, 1 top-1 AL A A A F] 60%

FATTH T A TE 55 AE 0503 Aspell X i3 Hl 7 (0 77 925, DAL 3R A5 T 1 £ O 1 o ff 30 AR SC ) 2 B G R A

1) KT —AAB BT Aspell [ 51k 85 A AT B HE) P, LL— L8840 R RFAE A b F0405 . ol 3 /S R A
(ranking SV M)ELA7 52U 1A T 4, T LA BATT mT AR EILAS S AT 11 22 Tl 5 08 1 AR R A5 BT AN B A ke, e 42
TS AR I SRR 2 ST AR n OGRS ATRURE RO (TG AR R T A S0
IR I T ERARL T A

2) B TR H G T A RIS R IE DR — R g i3 R 2 R A DI okt R
FH S 56 45 T LSS IF.

L IR IETCN DAE DEES R AT A A O AR B 2 1 FEHE T ) AT A ST IR VT A e e A
5503 7T IX T A B o Rk AN 22 51 A v H AR EE T E B3 IO SR (R G R S T A SR AR SO (1
BB ENE

1 fAXIfE

B A A T 1R 00 T 98 5 12 1F 1 30 1 S0 3 T2 AT SCHR[3,40. LT8Rk BF 9 N B i TR 2 Sk B EBF S
BE S B B RIE T RE 0 SR IR AT DL R A B HE R R (— B ek A A R i )Y, T Soundext D
metaphonel® W5 F 1~ & &5 4% 15 (LG Ak phone 25 Bf i fone). Bt ) R 5 i 15 11 B0 00 0 447 (U R B 48 0L 1 ) B 5 B
S F AN ORI g Ts H L L, Soundex T 7 AME9,Phonix T 9 AN, 1 SCHER[7] FEI & 14 4> .metaphone
J%J& 8211 double metaphonel® AN % 18 T 7 REHEE 702 18 T % 5 N 2. th T3 S 59 3k L e ot o) B2 LA 1o i
B E A AR 58 A FEAT A Bl 92 5 0. 2 6 I 8 ST 1) 24 B RR F 22 B MR & R Gt JT & Hi K Phonix
%t Soundex HEAT T 2 KL 2E T Phonix (9 & 280132 22 1] 1 A 4% U3 EditexM 4 & 2% 18 T Soundex 14 4 2 4
WK LA Soundex 7 BEZL IR 4 4 #1, © S IR 4 — AR AR I 18 1 100 Aspell & — AR I BF S R, e
KT NI S P 125 5075 R metaphone B2 Aspell #1145 R 4P (01 B8 X 2 U2 th T B 455 5 18 T BN 5E 81
metaphone 57351 IspelIT 2 i 305 ol 2 55 s 4% 3% 16 24 Jle e 4 T LSS N — A 254 B 74 A e AN I 3 1)
TR MR W — AP R AS SCER I R G R B T 2 RS R I B, 1 AN A AR T — W
M.

FEBEE R AT 45 HP FH 380 AR 80 2 2 Sy U R 55 01 19 28 33 J0 0 (0 9 0 B 455 SCHR[13,14]. 305 S8 4E 0K, 8 i
WL 22 2] J5 vE A N B AT 26 0 % R B T R 80 e vk 5 vk R 350n] B4y o 15 288 1 48 B 2 (generative
model) F1 1) J] 15 &4 (discriminative model). £F 3 A~ 4538 7 2 B 1 A BB R 3 B W A 38 A5 2 (noisy
channel model), £ 4% SCHR[2,15—17]. M5 {5 TE A AR 48 DHF 55 1K) AR O AR 2 40— B SO 10l A5 W R A5 3 S8R4T
TR I I R e AR I R P S R T PR S TR TR W RE IR R PSS, B B K S W R (R A AP S B
ik JE 1) 54 35 ik 2 )P (candidate|input) (4 i 32 7 S G 30 [ 38 i A i UL 307 28 3, -8 A A 8 3000 43 BF 24 25, T A
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kA F AT AKX EHF OB RET % 559

T JRTE 5 A 20 (kB A 5SS L )P (candidate) 55 17 6 ASE L (BB A 44 45 455 21 ) P (input|candidate) [ e B A A 43 Bkt
FEAMBEREBEAT T 43 V) A5 SR 0T DU JE T BRI n JC3E VRS HEAT A 15180 T 435 108 R 780 D30 55 01 &5 oy <7 )
3 BB g 2 B 7 S (K R N R S 7 B A 1) 2 RSP S R IE B o SCHR[L5] e T A S R o i
TS B AR AR (WS 45 ant 288 ent) HLAT S r R i kT 4 S = AR 28 Winnow MV sl 22 10 2 [l B 58] 7 99
AT 45 v ke SCHR[19] o #55 (A5 B X bR SCRIURR SR T3 T ST AR 1 5 VR AR SR B R — AN RE SR
(confusion set, Lt il form 1 from) (¥ F 18] £ i AR SR HH ISR — AN SRk DRSS 2R, B vy LR 5% ol s o R 35 LA
A (1 7 2345 358 TR] Ik B A 7 DI 0 R 4 B P 2% 20 SREm (R 5 N B . IRRIAE) 19 3 1 2 55 AN RRAE
of IV ASUAEL PR 36 G R A 43 TR ATT R A8 4 LA AT (9 22 Pt 155 A0 10 B A 38 ) — AN A5 280 o 2 5 LIRS T 3
HRBOR.

B T 75 SCAS AL B A (0 R R 9 R 4 R 5 1 B R R 5 A v DF S A At SR TR Ik I, R Ok £ B
PES B WA R M EEAT 98« TR VAN P B Ta) 1 IR 2R SR [16] 7 I Ze T Hdin R, 20 2 0k 10%~15%
12 B — AN B AN AN b, A ) TP B 5 A O 1 K 8 ik 1] (out-of-vocabulary ) i £ 1 1 2 4/
F 3 A TR BRSO BN A PR O SR 45 2 B 5 A% 1E 7 SR T AR K I 5 A 5 TR R 51 3 1
BB AR IERIF ST 35 B 5 T MR 205 0 A TR 12160 LA AR Ty 9 e oF B A 3 1) P 5 A M o T R £ 3, 8 0
) R B (L a3 R 1), e AR REAR A b AR B S R I A,

B3 —H2 12, P SCHF S O 5 T FF 4 M AR mT B2 B8 SR [29-31]. 1t T3 AN & B 8 507 B - S i
T B R TR B R (D R R B R A ) T (RN R (B AN
FHIR 5 I A 447 i N 325 T B S N 3105 11 290 DL T SR [219], 3K 2 R 45 X L 0 VRV 4 v 1 B £
PN SCPETC b I R 5%, SR T 05 S ik 1 S i EAT 2 O

2 [B) R IR

21 EHFRIEEX
AN HEHE Y ) BT DA T R s g A S BEUE R Y (baseline, 2 VE A iy 2 1k B U UK IR AR AR ) AR K
N-best 5% (RI e P HEHERE BY ST 70 HEAA PR N A7 FRAGEE), Bty b e AT 70 e AR 2R v 7R 453 2 (B AN 2 5 S It
P, AR S0 ) B AT AN AR 2R SR S 0 A U A A 0 0 3k 0k i EAT BT R L AR v B R B
IR B S e HR A4 R AT BE A A, AT B i R ek kB A e LR
o YIZRE 2 — AN (7] Re S B R DSBS UER AT I B4 TR PE S R IE AR & ok I A A R 7R R {q,a}
KHLq KA AR (R E RS, a T %5 45 5 X R (R bR 2 22
o BFOREAE A N 2 AR Al E MO A e T AT ] o SRAERIREE T D INGRREARRYEE | MK
1%,C(0)={Ci1,Cip,... } AR HMA 0 XL KB AE 5 A 0T Aspell A2 BRI N AN B 15 4 ik b 55 5.
o b(c,q) e HEAMERBT R X I g IBELE ¢ BT 1P o 2 UK M IR B 15 D JEHE 7 B B I — ANRRAE A AN
FHAZAS L, U Tl 7455 2 (reranking model) sl 57 4% g — AN HEF 4 84 (ranking model).
o PR b H B K AN AE (BR HEUE RGEHF P RRIE 2 A ) eg(c,g) R KR s=n+1,... . m. B iR b iX 4t
RFALE P  A 32 P AT 25 R 00, i 2 A IS S A I PR 9 328 [ 22 PR 61X 43 T K PR R A1 L 475 28K
o BERZELtH—A m 4 ) R R 7R o w={w, Wa, . Wi b IXAN BR BT AR R A
f(w,c,q):Zn;Wrbr(c,q)+ Zm: w,e,(c,q) (1)

s=n+1

1% HLbi(c,0), - - ba(C,0q) 7 A FEAE R [ W1 UEHE P RFAE, 15 en41(C,Q), - -, €m(C,0) A2 FH AE T HE T Hh 11 B IR AE o i
RS e T — & h(e,q)={b.(c,q)....,bn(C,q),en1(C,Q), ....em(C,a) ¥, I8 A 5 L HE % 1) 45 H &
f(w,c,q)=w-h(c,q).
FETORMHLAS 2 AR5 w2 -4 — AR IR ERe % BRI R IFMERe ) S 80 i woiX AN A 2 il 72
SRR LI 2ok 58 B R TSR Wl {3 ] Ranking SVM k2 33X A ] .
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2.2 Ranking SVM
HE T 0 B2 48 5 o A 2 — 2N G 4 B — S AR UE R E AT T R A IR, B AR A A SR IR AL 2% 2 ST A
TP AMEBZ T 1 ] 022 AT A e HL 8% 2% AT 45— 2 Rin] ), Ranking SVMPOV s 4K AN ]
X G WS BN READ 5 06 &R bR AT A i OC RS 3 A A — e 4, At SRR RIS B R HET IR -
3% L8 I 9 Ranking SVM 1] LL 5 1 /& % e %5 I (ordinal regression)SVM (i #i) 12,
ff [ Ranking SVM ¥ —™ S Wl ek P 00 (i 2 40 7 0 AT G2 4SS, AT 3 HH HE P 19 29 WG 3RSk [20]
AT siihi H & (clickthrough) i fifi 5& B P g 17, 1 75 SCHR [2.1] SR FH T 2 1 e P MO 20 L 4 22240 7 T LA e
1070 2K R B Hef M A AR — N BTN o IRgE ¢ A o B PR A W, e mT DA ek o R T
Ci>4Cj (2)
P E 1R 50 BRI 2 W 45 B N QI3 ¢ BU ¢ MR SE 900 28 A AN U RE A i A5 2 AN X FE IR,
X Ranking SVM, 1] LUK 3 (2) 5 3 2 (R AE 26 2075 h KA 08 B 0 — > 22 4R R A 1) 1)
w-h(c;,q)>w-h(c;,q) 3)
X TG — NN INZRRT, EIR LU T DIAEAL e 05328 SVM 234 Dy (A1 I 26 i — i e P ) e 20 e o =X
w-h+b R 5 b, RS I, T A3 2 (4), 12410 2 Tk 2R AN hi—hy S
w-[h(ci,q)-h(c;,a)]>0 4
I b A1) B (margin) AR SRR R 5t AR i, AT A0 VF S 26 i 47 29 oRORl 3 Jie, b b vl B ML e AT B 3
D& A A B K I 1 T L A D R R O T (R, C R I % 2 R [ B Y e T
R —Z240):

. 1
min,, . EW~W+CZij &

subject to (5)
vq,i, j:w-h(c;,q) >, w-h(c;,q) +1-&;
Vi,j:g 20

2.3 HEREMHNXNEHF

A SO FOA I EEHE P AESE SR Ranking SVM 2% 2] H bR 5U8R & X AN FHE P HE S 4548 1 2R ALT STk
[24,25]H H1 T~ HERLIY Aspell 5o 45 AN 535 (14T 73 M LA SR, 2 AR RE 0632 1 A6 HE 44 R(ei) 11 o b sl FR ik (b
Aok 39 A0 REVHE RS R (R HE 5 R 2 AR AE T N A,N=1,3,5,...), 1 AN & — AN S B4 AE.

AALS 00 B AR A PEEGER L 5~10 AN Lh A 7 % B 5 AR 30 DR b AN B 8 R R B 5
A ) I 5 TS G 0T 25 8 1 A (B T 5 2 2 EL A R [ )l AR ) B e 2 o7 25 RS AT e 4w i >
PR A TR D AR R I 0 AT AN 20 0 NVAZIE R R S BN P S S AR XA R R A
SCATEFH 5 1R Mg ST = (0 5 e T AR5 45 B A R A op B A [RGB W3 A [ (R 1 P S 4 0 T AT 5%, —
AT 5 UL TR S S K b HE 8 SR AR 5 1 254, A8 e (inflection, i A2 BB . i £, L0 E 44 2
SR A B 3 AL, HART D £ 4 S Bl T E LI A B (0 Perceptron. 35 ) AN BERF BN FE AR
1) 2 ANHE 7 29 R 20k R, T Ranking SVM BB AR B M A 211X — i, B 4% X Ranking SVM HIPE I 2.

2.4 $F{ERRIR

Ranking SVM A LUt H §T bG5B R F B AR LE B AR HE A 21— AN e — 19 580 ) A 28 v 3 28 4 A 0, 8 v
BEE . REAHAUE. FET R n J0vE VAR 5 8 A AL B (M RRE SRR L3R 1.

gy 1 TR M R Y B A5 23 E S AL U AR AR AL VIR A SRR S B A
TSR G R P 2 4 R CSCRR[A5] 1) 5 VR VAR M B T A BRI n TG B VA AR B, TR v 2 SCRk[26] A U
19— /N78 T KR A 31649 double metaphone 4735181 metaphone 4737 8y ot il A
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Table 1 Feature templates

x1

AR

Category Feature

Description

Aspell’ s initial ranking  C_lsBaselineRankTop(N)

Ranked top-N from Aspell candidate list (N=1,5,10,...)

Noisy channel score C_NoisyChannelScoreTop(N)

Ranked top-N with noisy channel score (N=1,5,10,...)

C_UniFregRatio_GT_(N)

F
requency C_UniFreq GT (N)

The unigram freq. ratio of candidate and input >N?
The unigram freq of candidate >N?

C_EditDist_LE_(N)

Edit distance
a C_EditDist GE_(N)

Edit distance b/w input & candidate <=N?
Edit distance b/w input & candidate >=N?

C_QryinLogLex_&_Namelist

Is input in log lexicon or name list?

Lexicon C_inTrustLex_&_Namelist Is candidate in log lexicon or name list?

Phonetic C_DMPKeyEQ2Input Do the candidate & input share the same double metaphone key?
C_Len_LE_(N) The length of the candidate <=N?

Length C_Len_GE_(N) The length of the candidate >=N?

C_LenChanged

Length(input) != length(candidate)?

Letter-Based n-gram C_NgramSimilar2Input

Is Similarity,-gram(Candidate, input) >=N (N ranges from {0, 1})

3 REER

3.1 NSGEBTERBNEEMALIRTIEE)

AN I AR S5 T B LR (N AR UE S G20 R BEAT YN k38 X L YIS (b R e N 58 B, T

VERE I FEI KB A SCIR R T

i SR IX BRI VAR AT T SCHR[21] 52 Hh i 15 1 B A
SCAR Y P R 0 A B8 S5 SR 48 2 1 T R —
AEAE 22 00 25 W JEAT AN AE S50 T 1 — A 20 77 51 A
TR P SRR A 2 W 5, PR XA B TR 5

B SRS Y St

AR SORF IXAS 2 N FH 80 B 1A P Sl PR A

SRREMGAE IR G A H A A SO ZRR [ig 42, KD T A7)

1% |User session

Search engine

Search (“messenger download”)
Were you looking for “messenger download”? D
Search (“messenger download”)

Results for “messenger download” D

EIIZRR . w1 PR A s A O AR SRS
messenger AR A 5B FROAS 1K) R BCRE R At ) 9 22 5 | 42 M
2525 ) “messenger download”. 3% 2% 5 | #E71 3 [ 45 W1
W g5 A P 38 T — A $F 5 i i “messenger
download”.—FF 4, % H 7 Al fig 8 31 N 2%, 5 oK Atk ] A
Rl 20 F (R Ab A5 B R A ) (95 s S n DA ek
1E 7 B AT A i) 5 (o S 15 B AR B 4 L ol i — -
I 1542 400 20 B, 3 4 4% %) U] 45 XF (messenger Fig.1  Query chain
download,messenger download). i Jll Zx % (resipi,recipe) 1 frif

W A] LA A7 Al IR ke 3 2025 R AN B 5 A 0 6 EA_E 3007 FAT ] L R B (messenger, messenger)
F(resipi,recipe).

AN Ny A R ST R A B FRAE A F A P R s i R R T R B 2 RN A N R (B R
G PITTEH IR ERER) AT H B QR AR 15 B M I (E p e fUh R 518 B g i
FEEB RS R EE)N ST IE XS BEANAEE SR HETHET T —NERTEH 498 H
JRrPER T AR 0 AR . 22 i DU DS 4R 1R 52 6 2 W, 3 P AR YO R N R i B S 5 AR /S T A v I
X TSRAG T 53T N bRy YR 155 R AH 3 9 1 fie.

AT MSN SearchP® R4 5 A F (25 i F & HPORAE T 5 R M3, 25t 120 A4S S0PF, 25 1500 J5 AN 55 30 #F
W id s — /NS E A 1P L A Sk St e o — A P s RS B R (s T A B no ol
VEL YR AR )0 IX LA )R AT 40 2 RE AN AL P TR v b TR ACHE BT S TR N 1 R ) LY I ) B

Search (“resipi™)

#OfResults==0 or irrelevant results D

Search (“recipe”)

Results for “recipe” []
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AR ZE R IDCHE P9 A5 R0 A2 1) IR (A resipi) AN 7 iA] B HR T B GE R (40 recipe) 7E iR i H;2) iR 5 OE
i) 14D 2 P 2 5 4] P K B A Bl A SC M 24 288 Nl H I A i BE DI 2ot R BE LR AR T 1 000 AN AR A ISR 1)
—MNINGES T R UE AW EE I o0 4G 3850k, S8 A T 1000 AN N DhriE IR0 48 R 28 2 Ml
3.2 MR g
ASCAEH Aspell 247 [F) IR £E (http:/faspell.net/test/) 1 2k MK 4. & BL4E 547 NSRRI N LAREREA(E
fn¢theirselves,themselves) (wicken,weaken)). >k T 5 SCHER[2] & t () EMBED R HEAT LA, 4% % SO0, A
B LR A1, BT 508 AMFEASFRATT B R A 1L 2 T A NS R A B E A
3.3 IEMEIERR
KRS B (precision). 4 [B] (recall) f1 top-N #EH B (accuracy) 1 4 PEAL 5 bR X HLAE SCIRRS BB 6 A5 64
H B (48 H B S DL AR DUAS R T N ) ORE AR T A [B1 2R 5 top-1 #EAf B8 6 T B0 2Rl
o S REA B
R (Preciston) = T e+ B B L ®©
o CE AR AR
ARPE(Recall) = AT+ K T B RE A B+ A PR ™
B G I HE A AERTNAL [ AL
FEA S (8)

Top — NHEf 7E( Accuracy o, ) =

N =1,510,25100

3.4 ETAspell¥iaHEF L R(EHFRE)

A SCAEHT Aspell )45 BT R AR (0.60.4) 1 i N-best ki, ix 6 ik A4l Aspell IR P43 IR 2N HEFF . Aspell 7
5 At i 5 ultra, fast,normal,slow Fl1 bad-spellers.slow X S H 115 28 FL A7 550 U7 10 82 15 % (B S A0 i ik vh (P B
A5 E ) FOIE 22 PR 38 A2 /N (CREANFE AN R I 100 ANk ), 4% SE B B T X FAsi X 6 T Ranking SVM [ T
SVM"I v6.011281 40§55 451 2 bR BAE A (KBTS 2 3R AR T T BRAMEL SR 17— b 5 28 S ms B AT AT e 6, I 2%
TR 2.4 71 IR I BERR 26 58 T 16 /NRRAE. B3] ] AT 3] LS8 o B ok 11 MSN Search7r 9 A H I 4t %t
BBC(J&[H | #k A 7)) $2E iy Perl fbk Lingua::MSWordSpell(http://search.cpan.org/~bbc/Lingua-MSWordSpell-
1.010/lib/Lingua/MSWordSpell.pm)# H 2% Microsoft Word 2003 (1] top1/5/10 #Efffi & #E4T VPt % F ] A 1) sk 3k
AR ATV S L T SCHR (5] R I A Y de K B MBS 3on JCIEVERE R (FEARAE S5 T %48
S U RSB AR Y P(candidate) HE 4744

F 2 A5k (ranking SVM) —Le P 51 1 RGUEET T LR (N/A BRI R WA S ALIX TG bk). A7
VATE top 1/5/10 (HERG S L ERE R0 T W R4 i AR X AN R 4R BB T B BRI R I 45 5 N LARTE
RS T 45 R AN ZEAR /N E AT BT AT R 7 R e AR DR PRIR A 0 B B T 32.2%F1 32.6%. [m] I, AR Rt B i T 3¢
ik v 2 T 5 40 1y R ESTR B FH 22 45 (11 Miicrosoft Word 2003)Hf /5 4% F BBk AT 1IN A 33— J7 1 S R B T Aspell
WIEHETAR R, o) — 5 TSN T L4 W 5 {5 T8 AL R 70 9 9 — Sep k. ol T BRI 2 o B 2 JEAR 0K
— L8 XA A A ORI R T T 22—

Table 2 Top-N accuracy
R 2 Top-N e

EMBED? Microsoft Brill & Moore’s  Aspell 0.60.4  Ranking SVM Ranking SVM

Word 2003 error model™® (baseline) (query chain)  (human annotated)
# Samples 508 508 508 508 508 508
Topl  211(415%) 306(60.2%) 312 (61.4%) 269 (53.0%) 346 (68.1%) 347 (68.3%)
Top5  331(65.2%) 377 (74.2%) 429 (84.4%) 410 (80.7%) 434 (85.4%) 440 (86.6%)
Top 10 N/A 382 (75.2%) 445 (87.6%) 443 (87.2%) 448 (88.2%) 452 (89.0%)
Top25 386 (76.0%) N/A 460 (90.6%) 456 (89.8%) 460 (90.6%) 461 (90.7%)
Top 100 402 (79.1%) N/A 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%)
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35 AETFAspell A HEFBIE R (HEFIRE)

AT B BT B — A R U W RN i N Aspell WIAGHE 5 & SR AR LSk B 2 R B R E
BORFRFAE, Hy eI 25 ok 1R 28 G0 P e Gt 2 eh 3 AN A S MEASE AL 1R HF P A5 5, S ) A5 28 (reranking modeel )i
AR Rk — AN HE) PR A (ranking model).

h T B IX SRR 1K) A Ok ATTHEAT TP IR 4k S8 5 (A BERT N AR GRS A AR) A Aspell
BIRIERHE A5 2,6 Aspell 1) N-best i 1% HEAT HEJ7 .3 P IR SE 560 6 45 R L3 3.

Table 3 Performance of the ranking and reranking model
Fe 3 HEFPRAURE HE PRI 0 1 e L%
Ranking SVM Ranking SVM Ranking SVM Ranking SVM

Aspell Q'60'4 (query chain, (human annotated, (query chain, (human annotated,
(baseline) . . 4 .
ranking) ranking) reranking) reranking)
# Samples 508 508 508 508 508
Precision (%) 53.3 64.4 65.4 70.3 70.5
Reduced error rate (%) 0.0 20.1 22.2 3% 32.6
Top 1 accuracy (recall) 269 (53.0%) 317 (62.4%) 322 (63.4%) 346 (68.1%) 347 (68.3%)
Top 5 accuracy 410 (80.7%) 443 (87.2%) 440 (86.6%) 434 (85.4%) 440 (86.6%)
Top 10 accuracy 443 (87.2%) 452 (89.0%) 456 (89.8%) 448 (88.2%) 452 (89.0%)
Top 25 accuracy 456 (89.8%) 461 (90.7%) 462 (90.9%) 460 (90.6%) 461 (90.7%)
Top100 accuracy 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%) 462 (90.9%)

T LAY 2 3t 2 A8 AN TSR ME R R A S RT3 R A PR B R 25 Y T N A5 I i 4 SR A i
HEF B AR B R BRI T 20.29%, 10 N CHREHEF B BRAR T 22.29%. 348 ik, Hi e A5 280 5 TR e B R A A7 A
2y 59 1) Z= B A SN XN I S5 T Aspell R4F 1T 73 S, S A8 17— R 2% 1 3 s

4 EERFNMGHAE

ASCPE T —FhHE T A5 SUBE R Ranking SVM RIF S5 IE 75 7. % 75 I 06 SEMEDE 5 RE R ¢ Aspell (K150
AT FE AR, B MR TR AE R SE top 1/5/10 RAHER L. Tz A A R 3 P A A5 DURE A BN R
ZRPFEREBOR (G AR B A . RE AU . 2T RE n JCTR AN A AR ) B S IR N TR Y1 R
SRR B, o A B A DU DI R0 I AR T th AT T AR AR A 2R

S BN, X — AR AR A AE 5 B ok 2 Kb 5, T LUK 9F 5 A E 2 /i I 9F 5 A A B SR EAT 4 i 4 B iR
PHE I _ER SC7%5 IBRER FRATTIA N IX AT R B 4 Mol W S B B 55— T Tl IE T AR E Z R E S
DX o3 B BEAR I i) 24 1) B2 2% 32 R e ik ) o, TP el $ R 51 R Ay I DF S R BORE R AR 0 Ll i R
(clickthrough) Ay ARy — AN 2210 5 A o iy T4 R 51 5 28 o N A5 103 AR R BN 10, BRATT T LA 3k —
A 4l 73 B ) R R P e G SO A AR IR [P ) 4 2 (smippets, FL 21X 264 B AR R U I B0) IR 0 AL e Ah, B
TBE 11 HTE T AR — DR R L T & i .

Buf ARt AT RO A S T AR LS T SR A WU AT, JC R Rl R A M e S A ROR
(R I ) R85 2 s I A
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