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Abstract: Opinion retrieval is a hot topic in the research of natural language processing. Most existing approaches in text opinion
retrieval can not extract knowledge and concept from context. They also lack opinion generalization ability and overlook the semantic
relations between words. This paper proposes an opinion retrieval method based on knowledge graph conceptualization and network
embedding. First, conceptual knowledge graph is used to conceptualize the queries and texts into the correct conceptual space while the
nodes in the knowledge graph are embedded into low dimensional vectors space by network embedding technology. Then, the similarity
between queries and texts is calculated based on embedding vectors. According to the similarity score, the opinion scores of texts can be
captured based on statistical machine learning methods. Finally, the concept space, knowledge representation space, and opinion mining
result serve opinion retrieval models. The experiment shows that the retrieval model proposed in this paper can effectively improve the
retrieval performance of multiple retrieval models. Compared with referenced method based on unified opinion, the proposed approach
improves the MAP scores by 6.1% and 9.3%, respectively. Compared with referenced method based on learning to rank, proposed
approach improves the MAP scores by 2.3% and 14.6%, respectively.

Key words: information retrieval; opinion retrieval; knowledge graph; text conceptualization; network embedding

Bl FLER Y PR R R 4 PRI T KRR bs . 1R S A S AR IR B K P T IR e AR A -y
AR T BOA M AE S ERRO AU R R B TR AL S RS SO A v ke R L S A T AU OGO L
A FH P (8 R B S R 10 SO, A2 1 SR o A B AT s L ) R 2,

[ Fr 3 A 46 K 221 (The Text Retrieval Conf., &% TREC)7E 2006 £EJT- 45 51 A {8 25 W AAG 2 193RI, 2 ) 9
BT KB AW 50K 2 7 T A 9 B0 5 AT 1 0 R 2 A N BB B B4 ok R AR R I £ R R T 3R
1315 25 ) A 5 0 08 346 AF 56 SRS SR G 05 398 A 58 SCRYAR 0 W0 s 43 70 AT 7 . 2 Ja B 7 32 /A O B 5 0
LG A R ZE— A B (unified relevance model)® 7124 R A Bl 24 45 JE AR 2 RIUL 254 40 45 11 5t Ao
T T B Y AR A 3 10 S5 ST AR R AT HE TS SR I T HEF 2% I8 (learning to rank, fAiFK L2R)EO Fil I 2
I )R AL RATL 8 55 ) 8 5 9250 HE ST R AT i 1] Pk A 2R

{H R HE P 5 ) R I A 1 72 A N R R B RRAE 7S A, 50— A S TR A R i FE iz e 0 — e B,
PR B S EARIAE 3 AN JTTH

B — FEARE T, R R A A TO AR B R SRRV AT AR . MRS T A8

1 :10s5 update gets android like notification bar!? apple bowed to google!

B:los5 5745 22581 Android (38 KN 13E B ) 2 Rk T

IR AR B “apple\ AL I A AR Y T VA IR ) R e 3 A B IE A IR OK L R, R 4 — A G AE
B Z AR Bz AL

B TR SUZTH, IR 2R A A 3 ) SR B A HL el e 51 e B g 1) e A R, B R
FARBOVE SR Y T I 44 1 0 03 A5 B 5 R AR 22 A7 2 37 UG e Ay 3 R, G v 5 39 2 1) £ 3 SR AL,
ZItE Rz A,

B = TR AUZ T, b 2 T L (0 A v S R T O e ] L 1 7 5 R PR, DI v Ak R SR R WL R I
I8 Z W Rz AR

BTN bR ) A, AR SCHR T R A SCAE A A 5 N 4% R TR B s ke R BB A BN R B A
3BT 25 1) R0 SCAR PR RE A 2 T 0 7 oF I 22 AN MR A 1 SR A PE LA b SO BRE R, DA IR St S IE % 2 T Y HE 2L, 4R
e R AR AR Z AL R B8 7 FG o T 5 e T O 2% T Y X 4 s o 20 0 R R L b i g A0 1E
5 YA AT 2 6] B8 SUAS SRRV s 455 B 4 (015 S 2 18] v 3 {45 78 45 S 1 1A DT IS H RV 2 (8] BT
FRAEFR B FT 51 72 (18 SR AUl 5 T 5 TR e 300 G 3 ARG o 2 () o 1) v A5 DL — B FR 5 (0 208 BE B 4 i St
SEHZ AL BE 15 G I 51N KR 2K DL 32 45 A L (Naive Bayes support vector machines, f& 7 NBSVMs!*H) i
25 R0 22 9 2% (convolutional neutral network, % CNIN2Y 7 v 424 S0 A (W0 A5 BRI 7 25 T W0 A0 38] S 7 k92 Ak
REJTA MR HI 2, — B3R T WA AR R MR T B 3 PR ER s 5 W s @A 75, AUl — D0 3 234
TERL T 48— AH SRR AL DA R T HE 7 27 T IR0 sk A R A G SR B 25 AR WA SR tH W 3 SRAFIER R 5 W
RUBRE AT DUA &R s W R R B PR RE, 9T BN BAR I R 3% 5 b R B PR T A bR IR 4R A 4R i)
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JHEY R AR R B BV RS ZRORS L, A — Rl I P PR AR K W s K 2R 5 9.
AE L WA BECAH TR R TAEEE 2 51 Je o/ 2 A SCHA e U R A0 7 VR R R 4 ik A
DRI A5 .55 3 5 N SL I B 5 45 R M 3 5 o A S BRI IEAS SOV A Rk B8 4 T i 4.

1 HMXIE

AT W0 A5OAS: 2R 5 2 A4 5 7 THI 17 P 2. — 7 T & Qo) x5 SRR 2R o 1) SO 5 A SRR AT R AE R OR, )
7 T 2 e ) R A R A i A 1 1A 5 A 2R SRS TR A A A T et I R T P 2 AR K 40 A 4
H 11 B Y A O T 78 TAE.
1.1 $HERTR

R G 15 S5 2R A Y 3 BN 1 10 1) 5 5 A 2R SR W S 1) A v 4 i o s ) R AT AR BB B, DA BE R
[7] SCAR 22 16 AR JSE , MR A0 AEACL S 45 SR 3R (a1 SCR 4% F 145 B AR 2% il BM25(3% T Okapi BM2501) fil
VSM(ZE T vector space modelt™) {H J& b 24 75 32 44 2 J T3] SRR O 44T 26 7, To v P HE 4T 18 X HE & J2 T
{1 43 4 3 L E T SCAS R A D S R T, 7 A I R AE 2 A B AR 5, S SRS AR 1) 3 SOMTAULRE 5 TR
e 2 AL 77 PR DR 0k, A A 7 ok P 2R R P« S MR 2 e R O 248 3 o B AR Stk SCAR AT 8 SO AR A R SR 11
B SRR R 7R, B F A R AT 55

T SR, i 5 4%l 200 R R R 1 g S R A TR e 36 11181 S T e R S ) B E A SR T AR 2
T 1% 88 Dalton 25 A TVR FH S (1 A8 56 45 A1 AT S0 -45 00300 10328 122 (00 368 45 A0 A0 1A J i RSO AR ) e = 8 iR 4
2 if]. Xiong 25 N UEUEL H il F freebase $HU 15 7 ) AH 55 (1 SE 44, 48 5 ) P Ik W 8 2 B () J7 VA 19 B R 1 g
i WangUOIE H S A HE 2 (A5 TR A8 Bl 260 3R P 3 ot S A AT AR A 0 R 3 1T G Il S 81 e R o ) — 4L A
B b AESUAR Sy AT S5 EIUAT 90%-+ [ EAf 25 3 iz POV M A 0 e R R Ay S A ) G M % a4 1 0K R R O
187 FH 6 L 98 2 (random walk) ) 7 V2545 5 11 £ 435 35 4 A0 9] PO ABE 8, B v e R AR HE A S8 5 A % 35 ) P e
TR PR R L v MR T A 0 T2 ) 452 2R 5 122 2 1k e

A 2% 2 7 27 >0 2 THT 170 60 R PR m 1) S PR AT 6 2R 1 3 2 1 241 7 %2 56 R 1R P 6 7 Bordes 45 A 4R
) TransE LR PVG 6 7 732 Sy AIY 8 K S iR A v 196 3R r MR M Sk SEAR h B R Sek ¢ BRI AE, N
) 5 he+r NAZSEIT [A) & tH2 TransE Joik b 4 0 R (U — Sk SR B2 A B SEk . Z2XF—. 20 £),H
Uk, Wang 5 N2 T TransH A8 A28 GF Sz fh /8 R[] (1 96 2R R AT A F (K26 7R, 43 RO P 1 TransE R B A5 45t
TransH A5 47 75K S 1 R 96 2 WS FE R — 308 3028 13X — B, Lin 25 AR H T TransR A5 427D s f 0 ¢ 2245 331
AR S 23 )R 5% 2R 4% ), 35 7E ¢ 22 43 [A) $h 47 #135. TransR % TransE 1 TransH 1R £ giidt (B AT 1748 2 505
% TR AR IR, Ik Ji 258 AR T TransD A 1 1281 i P A 3505 1) B A SR RS AE B AR vk T TransR
IR B 2% PR v I 1) B 5, 01 SR Y T TranSparse 458 8 291 S S [ 5 2% FEE () 56 2R A5 FH AS [0 A2 1) 46
R AT 2R AE, DA 1E % 56 R L4 B0 RILA IS He 25 AN g, 524K F1 56 2 ] BEA7 76 AS 7] B3 3L, DAAE: Fr A
R0 1 V8 SIS S8 1k, 0 R T KG2E #5274 B0 4 w5 1 embedding 47 A1R %R 2 5.

FE B — ¢ 2 AR B 7R 4108 Ahmed BHHR T GF 515 12 I 4% 36 o Al X TB o, 308 3o 4 ok Aoy 4 s 2
71 B 248 55 1) 17) B 23 1) Perozzil® 2 Y T DeepWalk, 4 7417 s WA B3] K5 6 W4 2% 1 Bt WL 3 A2 1A B A2 0 R ) 1,
FRAF IR 321 A word2vec SV 4N AR 5 (9 1 8 267 TangPHE 7 LINE, B 32406 1 2% () — B 4
ABLFRE R K AL HE AT B A A B T R 4% [ 5 440475 B JacobBXR Y T LSHM AR 7R 75 Il 257 453 1 1) B R
B, RV B 5 B8 T o 2 R Hont B 501 SRS 4 28 B8 .

1.2 HRER

EREPUYR ke RPN RS S
81 R R RITVE R DI BOS AL 58 1 B Bl A% G 45 B R 77 1459 3 2 R 6 SRS, 55 2 F Bon) /8t
HSESCRY TH S 245 4 4810 4, Zhang 25 APV 28 R P44 45 5 RG2S AL R A 1 377 R i AR 4t = R O 1 SR,
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B S [ B AL (SV M) 4 2 B8 6F 32 FIUFH 56 SCRY HEAT W A5 43 38 9F B HE 7. Santos 25 A\ B3I 2 ) i o i LA 5
TR W ) K AR S 0 AUE A I AR IE 5% Rl F] DFR(divergence from randomness)4h i ¢ £ Y
Fh 5 45 3 SCRYS PR A5 K R VR4 Wang 25 N P H A5 R A 2 205 T3 B 4 4 S0, Hashtag (8] 93BG
REERFAE SR 3 Fh AR (1 03 R S5 AT W A 40 2.

552 B ER G — M A R AR T B RS A A W s A5 e SR HE e AR T R B A 2, R
AR S R S B R R RA BB A R A48 fu1, EQuehi BT H i M 5 A R AR HE 22 (1 W A
TR I T RS A AR W A5 K R R SR R 5 0 A A 4 A RS R T B SR 1K HE A5 4
ZhangP H — 3 4 gt 1 A s R 3 5 — k4l 4 7 3R (quadratic combination)$F 3 B 55 457 5 W s E S
54y AEZAR R BS0OU 5 3R] 2 45 50 43 A (1. Liaot® 2% B 1 WL s 3 BT 2 W A5 A5 B 10 22 Sk o S B T 5 R U
R BLEE AR JE K FL RN AR AR A SR (107 TR A IR AR RHL B 2 ST D5 vE T R A T R 2 D R O O A R
B, Huangt i it 25 1 41 96 5 2 1 JE 55 AT & 11 1R R e S R 2R 5 0 A 4 I 1 R B I e AR —
ANGE— 0 SR R AR A R0 43 G5 — W0 AR R MR 2208 T FH P R SC AR AE U4 T AR AR AN i T AR E
(R TVC AL AN A8 A F[R) SO A1 — 1] 22 SC%5 ) .

55 3 KITVE R ¥ S (learning to rank, fATFR L2R).LuotH B SCRYARAE | 17 32 48 1E A 32 W0 1k AR AE SR
FHHE R 27 A8 700 0ot SO AT 00 A 22 Kim OV — 35 R 7 12 3 5 0 R 85 R A £ 3 001 A 5 o i ok SR )
MR . — AT O R HE R 2 ) SR T 5 B R A AT DBV B R RS FE B T LT B R E M Thr i
HOHE ) 2 U 2R TR L 3 — D5 ¥ 10 IS FH 37 S MR S 6 7 R O VR T 5 RO PR IR ELZ B AL B X A R 1) i), L AR
JRICRS B R 1 22 7 5 2 S R VPN B

AR SC AR SRS 2R B R SR ST 3 R PR R, A BT DA B R R R B IR LA B R AL 2 3] O Yk R 4
A 1 AR B AT A A R AE R R IR A5 B 2 3] SR AR IR AE BT DA 5@ P AR v AR (R A S 2R A
A, LUk I T 17 S [ 7 FH 3 5% 10 38 W s A R 1 H 1.

2 MANXFHSUEMERTHUSIEE

AR SO — T il 5 SCAME A 5 I 2% 3 s B AR R S R e R TR 2 ke P R SR SR
FIHE &5 & b TRV R P 190 5% 3R 7= B3 AR R 0 U P o 671 i R 2 BRI 4 1 5 AR i T 0 3 e B 1) A o O
B8 1 07 2CHE Hh S 1) A0 2 g 1), A F A 9% 2 20 B3 2 00 1) B BSOS [ R R A DG BE A A BB BN
NBSVMs Hl CNN 5 ff 73 FI VA T SCAR W A5 70 i Ja K SCARE AL A IR ROR R WL R AS 0 45 R AT
DR, HEAT I SR R A Y 1 T BRI AR SCHE IR AR AR R b A T A R ZI B R B T S
— AH ISR (R WL AR B U 2 DA % R B VI ZRAE R i T 2 SO R I s R R VR AT W A R IR TR
SR R AH 9T VR B R
2.1 [e)REEA

NT BRI AT R FE TG AH SRR ) W AS R T A 1) R A R s — AN g WA
T={t;,i=1,2,..., MPCH At U s3] B FepP 7, MO0 1] B iR /N) Rk R SO S D={d;,i=1,2,....N}
(e, dy s 3OS 1 I SCAR P9 N SRR STREAR K/ PURCRTR IS G=(V,E) (L, V 27 R I o 71 i 4R
B ALFE SEAREE NN & 45 B 3RO R0 1R B b R IR 46 B B9 2500 3R 7R — AN SEAAR-HE 42 X6 (entity-concept pair)), 115
AR R SO d 580 q 19 FE B G ER 5 Le=(d,a) 1 d; I AR 5 1opn=(d,q, T); AR HE AT 2R A5 RLIG AH C B2 15
G RO A 03 — R A 13 31 B 4 AR DR AR 545 43 Rank(d)=(d,q,G, T), FF AR 448 AH 50 097 43 A e B HE ST
2.2 ETMRERL TR &K

SCAME AL H IR 2 i B & VR P A 2 L SR e A SR RO S A A B K SR R B R SRR
e 55 3] TE 8 (148 25 48 & _E %) (bags-of-concepts, fii #& BOC).

#1:10s5 update gets android like notification bar!? apple bowed to google!
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P:10s5 B 3715 #2410l Android ft 38 R0 A 13 S ) K Sk 1)

15 bk S A A il g AR B Probasel®™, 128 1] 3 & “apple\ I X AN SR A “Fruit\ K S F “company\ A
] S, “googleVA i IX A S AT “company\ 2 w7 A A . 24 “apple\3E B 5 google\ s k7 [F] i BLAE SCA
38 i DU 37 A AT P2 HT HY 3% ST A R 1 “apple\3E SR A 5 T I HE R B T “company\ A F] X — A

Y5 5E RS A D={d;,i=1,2,...,N}, A SCFI ] Probase #EHE & f SR ML & 45 & SCREIAR G S i X R R N
—MERES d=(CLWa), (G, (CoW), 51,2, N=1,2, K T wy TR o B T % SO AL, e
TR o WHZSURY B R RE S 0 A S AL I RE A P A SRR B . R L
221 BT A R R VLT A SR R

TR AR SRS, S T BRI SCAR ) SR DR e g S A A R N T 22 9 SRk 1 S A, A
AN K A ORI — T, S A 2 1A A A AL 45 n“apple inc\3E 520 B AT A A5 T A Sz 4 YR 1) 45 SR “apple\3E
Frinc\ A F) 7B # “apple inc\3E R A &, 2y =3 i 7E 1A Jo Hp H A ST B “apple inc\3E R A ]I — sk A
AH, SR P 2k T 1 L ) 98 v e K WG P A8 v SR R 0 A8 o SO P ) S 3Rk AR B3 Probase H IR BT SE A4 (Y
1 200 J3A~SEAR)E 9 VT EL i i UG Bk 2 v, R 95 R X 88 (http://tartarus.org/~martin/PorterStemmer/) Xt SC A4
] S 43 ) A0 R B AL B B R AR R R

BoR BT ) R K UL IE A SR A4 1R i

BN SCRYEE G SRR 4

i B R SRS B SR A

WIGR A5 SR 1] A A 1] T AR R - SR B A B 1) AL v SR B KK (L BRIV AN ) 9 maxLen, i HE S

PREE L entitySet Jy 7 4 S SCRYBEAT Q1 F AL 3.

Step 1% SCRS R A T HE BUAL BE, 15 B SCA s=s55,...5n.

Step 2:1F 8 s WA RITE AN, WA nidn R n &T 0,%% Step 7; 405 n<maxLen, Ul maxLen=n.

Step 3:HUH! Str=sn_maxten. .. Sn 1E J9 15 3% 5245,

Step 4: T F str A& 75 76 1A #i A 2 %% Step 5,75 1, %% Step 6.

Step 56 str i\ entitySet 41, s=s—str, %% Step 2.

Step 6: 1R str K2 T 1,5=s—str,#% Step 2;75 W ¥ str & /234 (19— /N1 = 34, 5% Step 4.

Step 7:%i 4 entitySet, 45 .
222 FET AR DU SRS B () A A A B

25 B SR SRR A E={e;,i=1,2, ..., M} A& A2 51 B 192 F B Probase HH ) SE 44 -HE 4 X (instance-concept
pairs)HE2H H 55 BE 4R % S AR A I RE S S & D9 VT A HE S8 SCRY ¥ 22 7 B8 0, R P AR 3R D0 b 3 A5 0 kAT VA
w « P T,Pee 16 @

I o S BN R 1 5 B0 e 3RS S U A M AR R A RE R R 4 SRR AN
R 2 R] BT, 382 5 0 AE 238 (A D9 3 A M AR IR SRS I AR B R 0, BRIV A e A I B

1EA (L) H, 48 &, B B AR R A 08

P(ei |Ck):

P(c [E)=

n(e.c)
n(c,) @
HAn(e;,c)F o e 1 ¢ FEBLIREL n(c) R o B IR B X B AME #R AT LA Probase W B B8 iH &4 2.5
AT R e S SAL G RIS 85 W& 1.
Table 1  Samples of text conceptualization
R1 SCEAMSA RS

XA M
FESRE H AR BARAG | (1) “T0 AT AT BT R B AT B T RN AT
e B30 - A B (2) “F AL T AT 2T
RS 2K, | (3) “SRIEE R OGS O T H L R E
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Table 1 Samples of text conceptualization (Continued)

® 1 CABEBEEDI(SE)

SR [
(1) “i0S5™ R4, ok AR R B % ..
0S5 B F AL | (2) “Android”: REL, FHLERME RSB 1% & B REFAL...

Android fIEZIESY | (3) “EME A AT TR, X R TR
EREABHARL T | (4) “SER"AF, S A AF B E L.
(5) “waA A F B A F) B E Sk R

2.3 {EEM% KR (information network embedding)

25 3ok SCA R A Al 3R A5 SO AR F 9 M A R PR B T ) 3 AR AR T S AT 2 LAVG BC O =, TG R Ak B A
& 2 1A 8 UL, 451 4n, “Company\2 & " Fl“Organization\21 21", “Company\/A 7 ”#& “Organization\ZH 2" i) —
A FRES, EATEA = 5 SO U E X {5 S 75 A 2 UG C B 3 2 25 2% I 4% R 7R (network  embedding, fAj
NE) A DA 0 45 47 55 28 7 BUAG 4 1) 22, ) BN CR B 1 A0 22 1) G973 o AR BA A5 U8 A 7 0 ¢ 2 ) B T DAy 200
N 2 22 ) ) SCRE A TR b, P I % 32 7 50 e MR 8 UG T ) e st B i S B ) o B v2 fh e

Bl 1 ATz N Probase 45 [ — A B . B A 15 5 B3 3R 7 TR I 465 10 53 30 e P 30 D AL R i 3% B O 7
AN R OC B BE 51 40, HE 5 “Company\ A &) 7 AT “Organization\ 4 23 45 3 A1 3%, 7£ 38 X | “Company\ A & " &
“Organization\ZH 3 [1) F &, PR b0 & AT 7 2% 2 1 SCAREBA 9, 36 S R A6 BSE |l 2 42 AT IR0 A LA 1 . ) 48 3 7
AT DULR B T 252 R BRI AR BA A IS A58 73 LA 50 S0 R P P 0 i R 4 2 ) M B S0

Apple Apple Inc

Microsoft
Fig.1 Samples of Probase network
Bl 1 Probase & [ & #1451 7
IS A Gt 330 ol R 4% J 0 AR 1 ) 24 s BT,
Xof A 26 v g — 2530 (1,§), A — DN IBR A R A SRR TS A v AL vy B — B AR B :
1

V)= 3
P(::¥)) 1+exp(-G; ,u;) 3)

W.

Horp, 0" e RTZHT A v B4 7 B3R M0 45 80 v AT vy RO S8 ARULRE 52 UM PG, j) = V\; G W RIRMZ G
TR BABUSFLR T AR B — I AR SR DU B AR R L
O=d(p(.), p(+)) 4)
HHd( )RR RS A KL BEE A NE AR d(-,) FH 20 —2e 5 5, v DLAS 2
0= > w; log p(v;,v;) (5)

(i,j)eE
B /M H AR O, T BUKE A 46 i (B R B d 4R B s ] {0, e RO =1,2,., |V LS,
A DA B — N ) SRR AR U, AR I BLARE— ST R R A
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24 MANABMEUEMERFOUSQFIER

W ERTTVERE T SCAR MRS AL AR R X 4 R R RAE S5 A SO HE— B R R R R HEAT SR R
T3R5 R B TE SR B 3 5P A X T AN AR B U SR B 10 A [R5 450, BT 0 A A A A [0 7 00
R E 7 R B A N TARTE BB 1 0 B A A SR R T A R A IR I 4 WS AR R T
B N CARVE I I SR B0 1 1% L, 0F 98 38 A4 R 25 1 HE P 5 SRR T 1) W Ak 2% 7 2. TR ok A =4 ) i 5 20 3k
PR AE R R WO T PR AS [5] BOW R RS 38 T V2, AR S Bk 82 37 55t R AN [R] () 4 L -5 7R RO ek 28 98 BA
%y
241 FETFG—H MR (unified relevance model) A0 ke 2% 5 ik

FE DL (R 78 TAE A DA R B8 — R 2 A 4 SO B AH 5% BE 15 40 W0 R SCRS W 45 43 (B

pdlaT)=> p(lat) o« apt|d,a)p(ald)p(d) = l,,(d,q,T)l(d,q) (6)

Hr,d BoR—RF O, T RS, q R B UK, o Ron W s FIACE . 2 30(6) 7T BL4r N 3 4
D p(t 1 d,q) TR WL AF A0 Dopn=(d,q, T);F8 A% H 7 228 SORY 55 285 90 ) 5 A R FEE 1A e =(d,0).

(1) AR

ALY A S FE R 3 Fho7 st S A B (R SORY 32 A DG B L 3 T 4 3RO B AR BZ AR AL
TR A AR R A 52 ARADA S 1 22 P AL

ARG S A E] d = (W), (O WD (G WED), T =12, K T = (0 W), (G W] (G WD)
171,20 kR T X PR S AR R AR S A 3(7) R R R 5 A 3 R DG B

Irel(va):Simsoc(d‘q):O'[ > \’\’id'wiq]vi:lr2 ----- k (M)

cedncjeq
HoAr, o(x)=1/(1+exp(—x)) & — > sigmoid B %L
JE I [ 286 3R T AR SCCKS 2 1R 1 SR R e R R 4 S 1) R Y ) L AR S T LR R R R AN T AU A

:
R g = 22 o U R N R A B 6 B R N () q R A A | Q)|

19(@)]
)
T q A A R A 5 TR B, S 1 0 B d :Ll’(MLd()d') R TR AN 0 B (A TR DL
_ . dg
1o (d,) = Simye (d, ) = cos(d, §) = —— ®)
1d1ld|

WO Ab S5 55 N A T R ) 4 3 7 0o S8 P g 1) 5% T, AR S0 I A (7)) R A X (B) e M BT 1=(d, )
lrer=(d,q)=ASimgoc(d,d)+(1-2)Simye(d,q),A<[0,1] 9)
(2) M mitE
WL SAF I Nopn=(d,Q, T) ISR T 9% P32 T4 S8 (0 00 s 4238 7 B2 b AR S8 % e 7 6T i HLas 2 ST 10
N APE A 7 VSR AR A AR (U 0 Ak B 7 A8 F NBSVMUEIRT CNINE2IPEG i 43 26 e MO 2B 64T 1. B4 2K,

I 3 00 A A 9 W e 15 03 FH PR U1 00 )2 R 4% /R (Cornel 1) K 24 3R I 1 S VP AR 4 B 32 L AR5 1
f)F 7% 5000 4J.
B 1 er=(d, Q) 9 SCARS T £15 53 1opn=(d,q, YR AL, 7T 75 SCAS foe & FI WL s K RV 43 A 50

Rank(d) = p(d |q.T) = Scorel

242 HETHPH I L2R MM SRR %
HEFF 24 31 52— PO IR 2 19 77 v A P ML S 2 ST 3 R AR 48 7 bR 28 B B0 RURH G4 AE B 3 72 A — AN R (HE
Fo) AR S0 A T SVM_RankEVHE 22 39F 47 X0 5 46 22, 3 A HE 42 75 [+ 286 B3040 ehaigle 132 i ). SVM_Rank ¥ 4
7 A0 45 5 — o6 43 2 A R R — AN q, 78 H BT A O SOR AR B AT R AN AN TR bR 5 AR 1 ST RS, AR T LA
B I (O @),y )i =1,2,.m Forb, (D) Fe7 SR B AE 11y e {11} 7T — A

(d,q,T)-Scorel,, (d,q) (20)

opn
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R4 L % HEE T, G SR X % R RR B KT X, Wy L7 -1 AR 5 AR LA 453 2% B 2
mini[l—yim,xi(”—xi(z’)] +i||60||2 (1)
P +2C

Horp, [x]. 27 B8 2 max(x,0),C>0 F& — A~ R £, m 2 7n STR X4 ||-|38 7 Lo VAL
AR 3 P PR ALE 2 5 5 2 ST TR £ SR 2R 100 PR HE T RS SCHR () SO AR R LR AE L 3%
ANRFAE AU K343 73 R AIE
Forp T HE 22 20 B4 R 200 R RS AL FT LA SCAS B 1 00 5% s [ 12 1 55045 21, X S AR A AE /) 28 T A
AR IS, B BM25 /350 ARy RESAEE. B SHRE@HMERRL@)mA. 1
FORAT SO SR I NI SR I N B A5 3 4 20 AL 0 OB AL
FE SR b HE R o 2 HGER A T B SO IR 0 3 FRFALL 7 U5 A D BN AL, A 375 SCAS R AL RFALE
P& RIS AE W R A5 2 AL
o SURBEE ALK AL IR (12 SO AL 35 IO MR A ORI IR 2 A B ik A SRS 4 A i MR 2 3] P AR s
i SCRS A T 28400 ] 4% (bag-of-words) 15 2 1) 2 7 5 ¥k MR 28 1] P 1A 4 — MR8 75 A7 A, 20 3 SO
RFAE 25 (8] ) — 4
o IWERRIRARFAESR B2 ) 00 25 20 2 2045 B K I 4 2R AR R AIE, 0 ST Hh B R B R0 I R )R]
VB R FE ) 2% 2 0 45 SRR B 1) 1 K 27 BRI SR I SR IO (LA D9 SRS RO ARRALE. e DA 3K B Y R 4 o
RFAE R 24 P2 55 b SO R I 26 3R 2 ST 3045 R AIR A 27 1R 4 AR [
o W RAF I RFAL A 8 M FH A ST H AU s 20 D 9 P W 4 SRS RO s 45 TR B B AR AE AN AT — 4
i P SR ARFAE, 45 6 HE PP 5 21 O R AR R SRS EAT HE PP, Ok B AR B2 FrO A 2R 45 2R

3 KBERSHR

3.1 BIBEERITMNIER

AL SEIGAE P AN B 4 8 2 AR B 2014 S SCRR[6] F AR AR W0 i 200 S 1E 47 SR 06 X — B R LA 49 A
1A 3 308 j ST (FE T SCH FR U HEAF 2014 Fdn 48 ); i T3 — Sl £ 0 2 B 50 ASOR YRR SR AL 1% R
S5 0 R s R 9 R B £ LR L 10 /A W 1K 9 SCHERF 29 634 G A id A, SR H 22 it (pooling) 452 AR 5 X 4
AN B A SCRT R AT AN B AL R ) & AR R &G R AT 500 % SO N G2 it i S5 45 B 22 bt &
7 172 SCRY.5 AAARTE N 50 G2 ppits b ) SCRE EAT AR ARYE A S5 0 R A WA OGO LA S L AR BRSO bR 1,
Ay 0. AR 2R M 22 B0 Ji D0 S5k 4 s SRS 2R A7 4 B 0 2 e b A0 ) SCARS SRR VE D 0.7F SOR X — £ diE Rl
PR IR B B A B S I S A5 B 2,

Table 2 Basic statistics of datasets
R2 BIEEAGR

B4 R SORIEEIAS RS ORI R A
HEHF 2014 49 3308 590
¥R B 10 29 634 1810

TR 85 SR SCAL Ky 2% 494 3 T F) Mean Average Precision(MAP). NDCG@10. R-precision(R-prec)
£ binary Preference(bPref), B A&+ 2 Xan K

Nd AP 1 r_zi- r
MAP =&l Ap =~ 3" S (12)
. PI '
NDCG(n):ZnZL(z“U —1)/log(1+ j) (13)
R
" R,
Rprec:ZE1J (14)
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BAET F e I RAAL Y P % R T WL B R o0

bpref :%Zrl_ | n ranked h;gher thanr |

A (12) Ny 2 i 1 B, N A 0 SRS B 25 3 1 A SRS s W A ) 3 R SRS, T ri=1; 5 1, ri=0.
ARA3)F,Z, AR E T, BRI 55 21 NDCG(n)AE A B T-3EAT I3 — k. r () 5 10 2% 3% [3] S0 RS 1) 3
o FEHSR, A 2,5 W, A L.
A (14) R 5 A DG I A A UL SR B Ry R R 4 R 5 A ST VR A A R IR 4
S R SRS, U R 1,75 0], 5 0.
23 (15) R A& 5 7 W AH 2 1 STRE AN, r A2 B B 3 — /N AH 2 STRS,n ranked higher than r|;2 HE4 LL r 5277
[ FEAH 56 SCRY Y B
IR VPN FEAR T MAP S — AN B (R bR, 7E ARSI S SR S50 R, SR AR MAP BT AN R 7 vk 2 TR
XF i Hefth 3 MEARIAE NS H T bR
3.2 LIGXfEL
N T BRI AR STV I A RO 5 M AR 3043 ) 5 AN T ISR E R W S AR AR Y DL K TR I GRAE R
He 2 ST R AT % L
o WA RAELY
(1)  SIGIRO8PY: 5 T st (19 5 — AH Fe B B 3 1k — VRl 45 J7 208 32 RO ALLRE 500 5 WL s 48 20 45 4 A% IR
HG W SR AR 3550 A3 A SRS A5 G5 B R ik BM25 LR T 1] S8 I R 20459 43 150 284 43 ) v 4
1) 5 SRS AR 5% FE AN SRS 1 W A 43
(2)  SIGIR08+Lexicont®: ¥ 5, J& T 5 J5 [&1 11 50 WL s 37 76 AN 7 25 ¥ b R0 00 2540 A SR e B JL R\ SIGIR0SE!
PEH IR
(3) SIGIR08_KG+Lexicont":7E SCHR[6] A9 KLk -, 1 FH 40K &1 1% freebase A SCA i 5 5 FH F 45 )
TERY R,
(4) BOCHX:A L7k, 2 T ML B TT S 7 1) 5 SCRY B AH D0 B 45 & A RIS 454y 7k 3 s Je:
BOC+Lexicon,BOC+NBSVM,BOC+CNN;
(5)  NE+XA L5, BT W 48 Ton tF BLAT W 5 SCRY AR G B2 R 45 & AN R s A9 40 7 V. A RE R 3 PR
NE+Lexicon,NE+NBSVM,NE+CNN;
(6) BOC_NE+X:ZR 3L J7 ¥, J F MRS 2L R I 28 R R T S 20 1) 5 SRS (AR R BE A IS 2 (3) 1B (4).F 3
FhAZJ:BOC_NE+BOC_Lexicon,BOC_NE+NBSVM,BOC_NE+CNN.
o HEFHIRA
(7)  AAAI201289: 1k 5 2 5 07 ik R HESCRRAE 1 & 5 A0 AU 1 R A0 11 5 HE e i Y
(8)  WWW20L50% /2 57 05925 B 1 475 J0 (7) B 30 (R 400, I N 77 A [RDWR 3] S 45 380 0 0 A P i 28
V) ABS 28 S04 1) 19 25 ) A SRR AR 2% 3 SR AT 1 B K SRR A
(9) L2R+X:A LT, B T 15 BAR R B0 H FIRFEAN 3B NN T A SCHTHE 1 3 R AiE R 7R J7 VA A
1B, B SO S AL SR AE(BOC) . M4 KRB E(NE) S M 5 73 45 4E (Lexicon,CNN Al NBSVM), I 7
S5 SRS 08 43 S0 %o AR SCHE H O REAE R AT 4 A o AT
BT b7k, A SCHEAT T BUF 5 ANSEI6. 520 1~ 3 A4 — M SRR f S ag s 1 XL T AR SO IR
FEWE VRIS B 45 00 2, SEG 3 0T T AL G — ML VAR SRR B S 4. sE8 5 N HER ]
I (R SR 06 S0 4 LUK T AR SCRRE 5 B HE 7 IR AE 1 SR 00 45 TR S 06 5 A dT T AR SO AR 4 A IR SE 6 45 3R
S LTG5 — FH DR (W SRR RN L S
N T SR AR SCHR (R AR AE G — A DG B IR W S AR R 5V R RO R B AR SR AR U vE AN R Dy A
PR AE st g .45 R L3k 3 Ak 4.

(15)

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2908 Journal of Software 1 3& Vol.29, No.10, October 2018

Table 3 Comparison of our best approache and benchmark approaches on Tweet 2014 dataset (1)
R 3 ACAMTTIEE RIS 2014 Hodls A R SRIR 45 Lk EL (1)

Jii MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
SIGIR08 0.330 6 0.406 8 0.405 1 0.4108
SIGIR08+Lexicon 0.3420 0.474 1 0.4347 0.4130
SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon 0.3655 0.499 6 0.4477 0.4235
BOC_NE+NBSVM(4¥Y7?TFZ\) 0.387 7 0.502 6 0.444 9 0.428 7
BOC_NE+CNN(A X J7i%) 0.374 7 0.523 6 0.447 1 0.406 5

Table 4 Comparison of our best approache and benchmark approaches on extended dataset (1)

T4 AR TT B G HMETTEAEY AR R LI 5058 45 R (1)

Ji ik MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref

SIGIR08 0.3177 0.425 8 0.278 5 0.2771

SIGIR08+Lexicon 0.3305 0.4710 0.307 8 0.2611

SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon 0.3310 0.490 3 0.3910 0.3030

BOC_NE+NBSVM(A 3L J5¥%) 0.3617 0.504 1 0.4195 0.3540

BOC_NE+CNN(Z 3 7 i) 0.3158 0.524 2 0.390 4 0.3177
MSEES 25 LA LA 1,

(1) BESEH R AEESE FA 3 R 5, SIGIR08 £E 4 ME bR L # B KAy, 3% B SIGIR08+Lexicon
I SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon /72 4H b SIGIR08 R A AL, IR b, Ji5 452 S 96 3 T2 I 9 F ) vk LU X 7R 4k S
2014 BRI 3) MY B H IR 4E (N E 4)F,SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon 5 BOC_NE+NBSVM (A3 J71%)
FISR56 45 R T SIGIR08+Lexicon, 5 B 5 N K0 1R 1% 23 1 A 7 23 ) R STAY 42 038 315 B AT A3
e A Y ) R A B 7 3T B R SR A W AR R R RO B EE R R R I A S
7 RF EIE N R AR AL — 2 5 F R FIAE T AR SO U 54T 45 4 75 A 4003 0 2408 4 kAT
YN AE T W s A 2 AT AR 3 W AR tH AR — B R ZE U R B T B IR W 4 1 7 %, H
T 7 E R DGR AR, KA NSRRI RE 2 IR JE AR E A X — 8L R e A SR A T
HT NBSVM WML si45 43 v 57 2
(2) FEHERF 2014 HdE £ F (L3 3),%F EL A 3077 BOC_NE+NBSVM 5 SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon,BOC_NE+
NBSVM 1L T SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon,7& MAP. NDCG@10. bPref $5#5 L¥H — 42T BRI T
6.1%- 1.0%. 1.2%.7E 9" & Hdis 45 P (W3R 4), A3 7% BOC_NE+NBSVM 1t F SIGIR08_KG+Lexicon,
7E MAP. NDCG@10. R-Prec. bPref ix 4 MMEh5 L7388 TH T 9.3%. 2.8%. 7.3%. 16.6%.uHi 4
ST AR LT AR R T R ANOR] LU 88043 i R P 0 (945 UL 5 3R ) e T A oA e 3 SO AR 4R 1
5T AR T G I 2 T IR ST A (3 ] VT R V2 R R SO A 8 ) R T T S AL R
T B A% 4 v W UK 2R 1 14 .
SEEy 2:458 — AH AL N [ AR R PR BE X B
SEH 2 L A L A4S 40 TH BT VE 2 6 T R AE O BE A9 43 XA R PR RE IV 5 . S5 45 2R 3% 5 1R 6.
o E AR A HUAH K BEAS 3 2 G AN [F) W A 43 1R 22 S A
TEHERY 2014 HdE 42 b (0% 5),SIGIR08+NBSVM. BOC+NBSVM. NE+Lexicon. BOC_NE+NBSVM 43 7
HU A5 M B ) B MAPZEY e Bdis 42 7R (W3 6),SIGIR08+Lexicon. BOC+Lexicon. NE+Lexicon. BOC_NE+
Lexicon 435l B4 AH BL (4 5 i MAP, 35 B AH R AR R A3 0 85 & AR s A3 5 T B R RS R A A RN 2 R
PETE BT B0 48 P ST HLAS 5 o0 L A4S o 0 T 25 T3 e B R s 15 a0 (R FE T TR AR SE R SR HL A 2 ) 1
WA YRAF 57 FEARA T 5 TR S W S A5 4. — 5 TR R e 20 42 i il kb K TN ZRig el 0 —
Se R I ZRE RS IR 8 R 0 B M, S 802 AR ) A8
o RIS R R AT oy 4 A IR 32 RBUAH DG BE A5 03 1 22 R k.
TEPA SRS b 2R S T7 V35 B AR D7 1 55 v MAP {R, U B 2R SC 7 ¥ B A A0 T A 28 1) S R V2 A i AN
TR ARG J7, 35T 5 = AR R Mk Ak R B AR T LUK B AE HERE 2014 BUHRSE R (LR 5), AR SC 7 BOC_NE+
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BAEL 5 BRA T AMAIL S W % & w0540 & 2909

NBSVM £ MAP F1 bPref #5#5 I ik 3 47 BOC_NE+Lexicon £ R-Prec #&#5 b 3k15 & 1L {4,BOC_NE+CNN
£ NDCG@10 #5845 LIRS M E AT REIE L+ (W% 6),BOC_NE+Lexicon. BOC_NE+CNN. BOC_NE+
Lexicon. BOC_NE+NBSVM 7353k 15 T 4 N abr A8, B — IR IE 7 AT InA S R 2 5 A 3
FEURH DR 5K ST, B ) T A SCT7 1 R 6 A R0 v e AR 4 R Z AL BE 0 R B2 AL RE 0, E 1T 2 WL sk
RN
Table 5 Comparison of different feature combinations in unified relevance model on Tweet 2014 dataset
Fz5 G MHRER AR FREA S EHERF 2014 F IR SEE 25 SRR L

WiR/S MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
SIGIR08+Lexicon 0.3420 0.474 1 0.434 7 0.4130
SIGIR08+NBSVM 0.369 3 0.4818 0.426 6 0.404 6

SIGIR08+CNN 0.362 7 0.494 6 0.4412 0.394 9
BOC+Lexicon 0.380 8 0.5012 0.424 9 0.425 6
BOC+NBSVM 0.382 2 0.5012 0.4335 0.4256
BOC+CNN 0.3611 0.4930 0.442 2 0.397 4
NE+Lexicon 0.3819 0.5030 0.447 3 0.426 0
NE+NBSVM 0.378 3 0.5031 0.4370 0.4259
NE+CNN 0.364 8 0.5207 0.4381 0.4018
BOC_NE+Lexicon 0.3848 0.503 5 0.448 9 0.428 5
BOC_NE+NBSVM 0.3877 0.502 6 0.4449 0.428 7
BOC_NE+CNN 0.374 7 0.523 6 0.447 1 0.406 5

Table 6 Comparison of different feature combinations in unified relevance model on extented dataset
F6 G AHRHI R RREH G TEY AR AR b (WS ie 25 5t b

Jiid: MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
SIGIR08+Lexicon 0.3305 0.4710 0.307 8 0.2611
SIGIR08+NBSVM 0.2812 0.481 4 0.287 2 0.2387

SIGIR08+CNN 0.259 9 0.4113 0.261 9 0.2184
BOC+Lexicon 0.3728 0.467 4 0.4150 0.3534
BOC+NBSVM 0.3617 0.467 4 0.402 1 0.353 4
BOC+CNN 0.2755 0.504 0 0.286 9 0.299 2
NE+Lexicon 0.374 1 0.490 8 0.4106 0.3540
NE+NBSVM 0.3479 0.488 6 0.4195 0.3532
NE+CNN 0.304 6 0.504 9 0.384 1 0.3143
BOC_NE+Lexicon 0.374 7 0.504 2 0.4216 0.3534
BOC_NE+NBSVM 0.3617 0.504 1 0.4195 0.354 0
BOC_NE+CNN 0.3158 0.524 2 0.390 4 0.3177

S 348 — FH AR AL v AN [ R AN EE S B 6] L S G

AR BOC_NE+Lexicon. BOC_NE+NBSVM. BOC_NE+CNN ¥ K iS50 M B4 E d F1-Fi 2
AT 4 NP bR D MAP B 8 2 [N b A SEEG B 70 R R S 80 T X 3 MR MAP B4R d 5
#4550, 100, 150. 200,°FiF ZHAMTEHE 0~1,20 KN 0.1.009 0 IR nd: T M4 R R 1) 32 AH G AR 7, A
N1 B R N T A R () AR 0% FE AT A S aG 45 R 2~ 4 Fiow.

Bl 2(a). B 3(a)FTE 4(a)f7m 12 AEHERT 2014 HdE4E o A ST 3 T ALY MAP B8 250 d FIAR AR50,
BOC_NE+Lexicon(in& 2(a)fim) A i 24 d — 5 I, MAP B35 AR K W42 T+ 209 0.4 B iE B0 {H Bt 5 X
FRUE TR, 2 d 25 200, A0 0.4 B HLAS % KAH. 258U, BOC_NE+NBSVM(4 & 3(a) i) B4 2 d 9 150,
A4 0.8 B MAP I8 & K {H,BOC_NE+CNN(I1 & 4(a) T ~)E B TE d 2y 150 AN 0.4 B MAP B3 & K AR B4k
M5 7R A E RIS T, 4 RN 4R d 0 M RS2 M A AR K A B b 138 v 4 15 75 v 140 30 B A 24
Db A S 2% AL S LA (0 ADU)F 4 A £ S e 53¢ K, BT ST AR AR A 1 5 D) 48 4R % (AL 6 T 2 R D S T K. 3 A TR
PR A5, A Y A T A B 4 B I 45 R BRI A S B0 E X MAP IS MRAE 1%/ 4. % JEFIK 3 5K 4 Ak
SCHR R 5 VE AR T A U7 VB T R P K B LA I P 2 1 B R R B e AR ST R R T R ME OV I M e
3.
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03647

7

03687

(a) HENF 2014 Hri 4 (b) ¥ Je Kt 4
Fig.2 MAP of BOC_NE+Lexicon with different parameters on two datasets
¥ 2 BOC_NE+Lexicon £ /™ %4 4 1 AN [6 Z406 MAP (#5210

[5.0.H]
axes

aymn

(a) HE4E 2014 K 4R (b) ¥ J Hd 4=
Fig.3 MAP of BOC_NE+NBSVM with different parameters on two datasets
3 BOC_NE+NBSVM 7£ % 4 & s AN [ Z 806 MAP (115210

a2 02080
B aaxrae
0300 aamme
o By oz
%t ozt
Q3638 Qe
[ o) Q6T
03%80 Q23018
ax02 3062
[ EIF] axw
a3 03158
(a) #EHF 2014 ¥4 (b) ¥ REUHE

Fig.4 MAP of BOC_NE+CNN with different parameters on two datasets
K4 BOC_NE+CNN 7E A Htfi 58 s AN R S 800 MAP (¥ 51
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PAE T IR X AMAIL S M %k £ T e UL 5 & 2911

SCIG 43 TR o IR UL s e FO0S B S
N T BRSO RE S ACRFAE W 2% IR R AR MW )3 45 70 R AR FE M i AT 55 T B PR e A Ut — B
TR T HE R A SR U AR 2R 06 A4 R R R R AR R AL N b A SR R R AT S 5, 1B U
R AL R IR G EAT XS LG SRR 25 SR L3R 7 fnk 8.
Table 7 Comparison of our best approache and benchmark approaches on Tweet 2014 dataset (I1)

FT T ARSCEA A T AR HE R 2014 B SR £ SR L (1)

05 % MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref

AAAI2012 0.4320 0.587 9 0.4912 0.607 6
WWW2015 0.4345 0.592 8 0.502 9 0.601 3
L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM (A 3 J5i%) 0.4420 0.607 9 0.499 1 0.641 2
L2R+BOC+NE+CNN (4= 3 J73%) 0.4417 0.599 1 0.503 4 0.647 9

Table 8 Comparison of our best approache and benchmark approaches on extended dataset (1)
F 8  ARCEAN I IEMBEAL P VELEY R AR A bW ST 25 L% L (1)

T MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
AAAI2012 0.3812 0.555 3 0.360 3 0.566 2
WWW2015 0.385 4 0.546 4 0.3757 0.578 4
L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM($Y7‘T7§) 0.452 9 0.624 3 0.4530 0.616 4
L2R+BOC+NE+CNN(Z 3 J7 %) 0.4417 0.618 3 0.4390 0.609 8

TR 8 W FEHERF 2014 BdE S A9 e Bds A b I N AR SCHR HH I 3 ZRFAIE 5 ,MAP .NDCG@10. R-Prec
F1 bPref iX 4 NP8 bR 35 H $- T+ FEAERF 2014 B4 4 L (W3R 7),4 M8 bR 3k 15 S LB (1 75 7543 3N L2R+BOC+NE+
NBSVM. L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM . L2R+BOC+NE+CNN. L2R+BOC+NE+CNN.7E " Ji 4 4 b (W% 8),MAP.
NDCG@10. R-Prec 1 bPref iX 4 Mg ¥ bk 2| & ALE 0774328 L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM. i8] AAAI2012 Fl
WWW2015 #& H I REAE AN 70 43, 7= A8 B4R AIE 25 [ LU S50 B3 7 2 SC 3 H 10 70 6 14 1 AR Do) 4 398 7 7 A 119 3C
A B 2 25 1) AR SRS KK 4 [ 2 06 4 Mo 1) 2k 2 (V) 6 I 1) i) R

G S:HE T A S R B S TRIRFAE 2H A 1 1 RE X B

TEE: T HEF 5 20 5 2 W s R 28 P AN ) (R AIE 20 4 5 S0 A 22 14 BB 1T REARAE 22 7, 5800 5 B AR AE(R
BAS R IH FHRRAE A o b AR SCHE H B [RIRFHE 4 B (0 W A5 A 2R

FORIE 10 BoR TR 3 B RIHA A EEE LI sLIe 45 0. 0T DUE B o 3 Fl
R 15175 0 R E 6 HE P 2 20 )V R S 1 S K33 E UL 51 0 S I DI 5 5000 R 90 1 B 5 4 5 B IR B T A
F SO AR TR R D) 26 3R AR R AIE 3 BB AT AP THAE Y ) M e SRR AR AR T TR BRSO3 i B SR
R, M I SO SR T G 22, T B SCAS AR A A A AN R 4% 2 TR R A RE W% A 00 e 3 s A 1 T B S AR SCAR
ABLBE V1 B0 R X B0 G T 1 7 AN B0 4 B35 el Y [ ) A P SO S AL SRR AR S X 4 SRR R A AT LEE — 2B 3R T R
2t BE X A 1 A P 2R 07 VA AE BRI S AR A — E B B AME RS EE AN R & B TR FRIE A A,
MAP {8 % % 135 /& L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM.IX it —3DAIE B 7 AR SCHE H 0 77 v RE 6 G Sl e b SCHR H O B W
R 3 A TR PR 1 R, AT 4 v A R AR () 1 e

Table 9 Comparison of different feature combinations in learning to rank model on Tweet 2014 dataset

RO A B AN F R AL & AR R 2014 A SRIG 45 R L

Iy MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref

L2R+BOC 0.438 9 0.602 1 0.508 0 0.647 9
L2R+NE 0.4417 0.592 7 0.504 0 0.611 4
L2R+CNN 0.4354 0.597 8 0.5011 0.616 4
L2R+Lexicon 0.4349 0.590 0 0.494 0 0.607 0
L2R+NBSVM 0.4356 0.586 2 0.497 1 0.606 7
L2R+NE+CNN 0.440 2 0.596 5 0.507 2 0.620 2
L2R+NE+Lexicon 0.4378 0.593 2 0.518 2 0.630 8
L2R+NE+NBSVM 0.4356 0.587 6 0.488 1 0.610 2
L2R+BOC+CNN 0.435 0 0.599 4 0.506 1 0.650 7

© hFFeE

P EAFIFATET  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




2912 Journal of Software 1 3& Vol.29, No.10, October 2018
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Table 9 Comparison of different feature combinations in learning to rank model on Tweet 2014
dataset (Continued)

RO B O FIRHE L & 7R R 2014 b ) S2I6 45 A0 BE(2E)

Ty MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
L2R+BOC+Lexicon 0.438 2 0.604 8 0.506 8 0.647 2
L2R+BOC+NBSVM 0.436 3 0.5977 0.478 0 0.640 4
L2R+BOC+NE+CNN 0.436 4 0.5991 0.503 4 0.647 9

L2R+BOC+NE+Lexicon 0.4351 0.5990 0.509 2 0.652 1
L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM 0.442 0 0.608 0 0.499 1 0.6412

Table 10 Comparison of different feature combinations in learning to rank model on extended dataset
F 10 Hp AP A RRHEA G EY ARG F IS 45 1T L

ViR MAP NDCG@10 R-Prec bPref
L2R+BOC 0.403 3 0.5477 0.4020 0.5854
L2R+NE 0.384 2 0.581 6 0.3928 0.564 0
L2R+CNN 0.3810 0.534 8 0.3541 0.576 2
L2R+Lexicon 0.3830 0.565 5 0.366 2 0.576 0
L2R+NBSVM 0.384 8 0.534 7 0.356 5 0.562 9
L2R+NE+CNN 0.402 2 0.544 4 0.3970 0.5816
L2R+NE+Lexicon 0.4035 0.546 5 0.396 1 0.5838
L2R+NE+NBSVM 0.403 4 0.540 8 0.4035 0.582 8
L2R+BOC+CNN 0.424 8 0.687 2 0.398 8 0.5772
L2R+BOC+Lexicon 0.4230 0.6726 0.397 8 0.5781
L2R+BOC+NBSVM 0.4318 0.682 6 0.402 3 0.5811
L2R+BOC+NE+CNN 0.4417 0.618 3 0.4390 0.609 8
L2R+BOC+NE+Lexicon 0.4411 0.6409 0.4336 0.609 4
L2R+BOC+NE+NBSVM 0.452 9 0.624 3 0.453 0 0.616 4

IE'\ =A

AR T o SCAS R 2 A 5 0 46 R0 () 0 s G BRI 5 AT I 8 AR AN AR SCE 22 AU 1 R

VT F) 5 A A A JE 0T P P 2 AN SCAS B AT 1 S o3 i, A P 90 48 3 70 2 ST 3R S AR T o 4% i M) D A
BRI GETEHLES 5 31 BT VEFZ 30 SCAS BB PR A5 2085 M SOARRE S AR AIE . W28 R R AIE . WL i A9 20 ¥
fIESX 3 JRFAE N T 48— W R AR DL I TR 2 ST IO s KA Y e 45 R AR W 5 B AR b, A
SCTEAE MAP S5 FR 1A B E M52 T AL T — 20 TAE b, & Se ml DLt — P AR iE S 42, 3 KU SRR IO TE R, JF 45
A IR R P SR FH i 313 (end to end) FRRERRY HEAT I 25, LA e A A2 AL RE
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