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New technologies of intelligent text search

WANG Zhanyi'?, XU Weiran">, GUO Jun'~

(1. Pattern Recognition and Intelligent System ( PRIS) Laboratory, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing
100876, China; 2. School of Information and Communication Engineering, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Bei-
jing 100876, China)

Abstract ; To adapt to the massive amount of information on the internet and the need for accuracy, efficiency, and
individualization, a set of technologies of intelligent text search including information retrieval, extraction, and fil-
tering were proposed. First, new technologies of information retrieval were illustrated including the subtasks of en-
terprise retrieval, entity retrieval,, blog retrieval, and relevance feedback. Second, the subtask of entity linking and
slot filling related to information extraction was introduced. Finally, the subtask of spam e-mail filtering related to
information filtering was described. These technologies were converged for application in many well-known interna-
tional evaluations. These include the text retrieval conference (TREC) and text analysis conference ( TAC) spon-
sored in the USA, and these technologies of intelligent text search were proven in practical applications such as
public opinions on the Internet, short message opinions, and the campus object search engine ( COSE).
Keywords ; intelligent text search; text retrieval; text analysis
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3G BN 8 T AE. SCARRE RS (text retrieval con-
ference, TREC) 2y SCAR R G B ABUH T &
BREERRBEARWBEFAE, R W T
FIUAER I B 9L #a . TREC 2 i 22 E B F 8 AR
)7 (NIST) fi L E E 5 &8 (DOD) Bk A £ Ip, Bl F
1992 4¢ , ¥ E H BT RN KB RR T
T ) R B B R S X E B R IR
XK TREC, A A T 58 &R L1 F 4k 22 5]
HIZEWE , B R T IR R R R SLhRRE H RUR
WA R ThIR LI FE AR LR EE.

TREC WSS A FF IR B 22 4~ K & 5] 2010
AER 75 A~ AL HR R 2 AR AL I E B AR B
HFEIRANFI BB RE AR, M 2005 EFFHS M
TREC ByZWPEI H-BUE T 5 4F B 57, 4n bz 3% HR
g el R EERR SRR X5
%. e, ZE ARSI T E 2K “863” 11 RITi B H3¢
A432 ,SigHan 43R] . TAC F1 v SCA 1] 18k 43 7 &5 PE
. P XA SRR T BT BRI, i
R T B SEbR A . BT PRI R RSO R HT
FoAR , —BL PR R G R D U T & R , A SEBR
MAHER T R

ASCUABUBPE A 2, A A B ReSCARE
RFEAR. B 1 HoUelR ChRER EERS
RHMMHR B ABIN BIEBRBFBA; %F 2 #5
PLSCARD TS BOTE B4 85 BB R ; 58
3 FR o LABL IR MR A3 08 A B A 845 BT U TR AR 5
F 4 WANABU EREAR AR O LRMHRS,
W EERMEE RS A GRS RA RENR RS
BRGS R AGEMEERD.

1 BERZR

1.1 IR

AR RS TN 2005—2008 47T T Ak &
R (enterprise track ) TEIMES" , R B 892
MRESVHTREEFPHPRRIT N, FEES
BRAERE R (2005—2006 4F ) *) | SeAR & &R (2007—
2008 4E) [ f1 & K & & (2005—2008 4E) £ 5. K
BB FRREE SIS, EMENR IR
RFRE—FEWER. Bk, € RERTFESBRH
T RIF: — R E A EREPH TR, R
BERSERMHELE. EXNIMREEREZM
HRAH , 0 R s EEA & SRR A ERA
A5 F JCECHRAE FRIB RS % AL, X
Larsaiai.
1.1.1 —BEsss

Z R HER LR Y 3 TS BRI A SR OB,
HEERMEROMHEXE. (1) ,RRNE 1K

B R EER SO, SR — R B 30, 3
BHAM Q MK D, KAHRE S....(D;, Q) 5% 2
Bt B SR E A B9 % K E; AKX B SURE A 56
I Se. (E;, D) s BRIG LB A W B MR EF ]
BEFNE REFIRE Soue (E;, Q) , RV LLSE FIEE )
HRHERHFT.

Scnre(Ej’Q) =

KN, B 1 BRGNS, HTH2 B
BRSO EE.

XRRREHNERGEESEE KL B,
BM25 4. WE L X E, MIX LA HEXE
Sewe (E;,D;) T LMERF(2)

Scnre(Ej’Di) =
N+1
n(f;) x log if) +0.5 (2)
K :n(fy) R D, PE—L LK 2 F AR
HPBREL, N BRIBRHED ORI E,d(f) B H
T KA FFHRFE SR .

ZBr e R BT M, A IR YR B TSk
B, B E BRSO AR, il € R A SRR
REMWERE R, T IEB RS, A 73R i
BB IEHE.

1.1.2 35Z25BER

LREBEAN EEZR BRI KSR
B EFXHBRZERN &R, BFITEERERN
MR B E T XA RMEETRAERERA T 1
“BO”, FElwlEERE ORE. ZEHFIIER
LEERFEN L T X R SR ERBEWHRRNFR, I
LTEHE — T R F R TG — R E iR E
FREU R BUBT Y SO, X UM R B 2 ER
FHRAR BRSO, Bk R ERR B SO BRI
EEFMERNZMEXE. XERERA

P(E/Q) = ; P(E,/Q).

A E, FRmERERARKISC. 55, 2d R
SRR A, B D RRERE KAE 4 150 A
BOREBIF- R 1AM T _BiiF T R4k 2 FiE
By RE HLA.

R1 2HERBRREBRXIEL
Table 1 Comparison of two kinds of expert track model

B OA MAP Bpref
ZhrHEF
BRER

1.2 SF@R
TR, PR LB ER (entity track) 2 2009

P@10

0.183 3 0.418 2 0.308 0

0.216 0 0.518 0 0.340 0
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4E TREC FERF M — TS ETUEHER
M 2005—2008 SEEFZRREFS RKIETHK. 5EFX
REML, ERAEHEEENHE. F2EHEER
SN PARIFARIRE &M & F RSO, T2
FERNTE A SRR e BRI Sk, B, SO R I
DAE 55 & A 3% SE 4K 2 3% (related entity finding,
REF) . REF T BLff 00 B2 : 44— A Sk,
ERIENAF ERT . BRLEER, REFHRE
TIZ BRI, il 5 BB AR B o4k, 3%
SR RR S RN BT BRI S A LRI R R Xt
FHEAEW, Bk TR MHET , B8NS
BE—MER. EEN TAEEERE 3 N 4%
BANEE), TR R S I SR AR R R R AR A, X Sk
AT s A B SRR T — T

1.2.1 ZEHARHHE

5% FRERELREEMEFZHY, LHRERY
AR M A IR SE MR LK, MAREES
EERNA 2R, X E B SR B AR, &
W, LR EES VETEITAET N 2 F. &
FGeiH #9772k 4 40 5% K4 ( maximum entropy ) ' 8%
£ A4-WEHL3% ( conditional random field) ¥ A4 . 3t
55 A4 ST TR ok BT R0 B T vk 45 v
i 4% SCR TR B, IR B U A A BRI SLAE.

T B M TR R R SR, v LUK LR
RIRAMH, BN B RS MR
K MEEAAERIIZEHEETR P EREHN
T, XM AR L2, 38 F HA
B ARHE. SR V5T T8 X4 B B K X S T R A
B SRR ok . X RNk T DMR IR 2R, {H R 5
PR E A, BT R SO R RS BIA R B &
REIET N(N =5) Foct, fRE TSI & ik
T TEMEUE 5 B R e R BUAE R 59 o ik,
N W LARIE SRR3R, B R RN, X E
REEFRNE . MREEER P E ML
T XRS5 AR SR S B B B S R, an 3 F 4
214 (organization) , LL“ HZR” [ “ A8 " F I L B HR
%, RER X BLARAE XoF N 1 SE A, B 57 52 pk 1A] B, BT
FA T EAMBUGH )« ok B gt W st ug , i3 st
3z,

1.2.2 ¥E&ER

AT SRS R TT LUK SR R R SR HE
T. R RRES T R IEE R OO R =E
RR PSR T 2 FPEE . SRy P ORISR
HLO R,

SCRY OB SR d BRI ¢ FIiik e 1Y
Bre , ZEV A SR FEOC B A 3F ¢ d I FER TN
eq FMIXRER T AP LEBBETERRE

BB, ARIZATE F & RGBT L. 5 1
B BB 1) I SR 14 R O BE e B R 1 S BN
HERRI LK. 58 2 By Beit 3 o PR SORY Y R SR Bl 2
— MR, T LR MR RIS e Sk i i
AR EHAE 1 BrEtiFET.

SRR SR TE S R Z, SO R
ORI TR IR B S B SR, SR 5 TRE B A
BAHE. 530 O EREIARR, SefR O R R
1 KRR

gl SO R LR TR, 2 R R
A, LR BT SUEA SRR B X B
i BT SCRR O R T, R R BRCSE AR R JE FY 150 4N,
BENLEREN LR E &, BB— 3K
SCRY. S 5 SR SR —— X N, R A ] X ST
RE A B T LA BB SR AT HER . HEF R
B LA AT R MIE S A BM25 4.

1.2.3 #HEEZR

5% FAN, ZRFBE-ANFET G, B2
M LR A LRI EERYHEEE
A 3 1) T SRR 5% SCRY Y RE SR B, UM
REBRIEN ET, X5 BT O MANE;
2) il B, ok 5 30 URL 4 g, 3Rl A8
PUESRIERET3) FIHS A RIMRER, W1
BRIEHF RN XGRS EHES.
B R A X 3 ROk M EANSE, BRIR
BWHSEERHYEM.

1.3 BEARE

XARERSW TREC M 2006 FEHIE T H%
R A 55 (Blog track) , &) R XK HWL & B K H
SEMMHEPESITR. EF R R M 2008 £ FF
TR R X B & ) R B 2T , R T 2009 4E4R %
WS , S ERRmm D R 3 KA
) ( personal ) ” B “ ‘B 75 1 ( official ) ” ; “ T&A 4317 B
(in-depth) " B{“ ¥ R I iR B (shallow) 7 5 “ B WL &
F ( opinionated ) ” 5% “ # A 2 32K (factual ) ” , L H K
RIEBE X T E R IR R BB B —2E%F
BRI TR ITRENEET. 252N T 2007—
2010 EW B R R RS, I T 2009 478 2 TIF I
B EBUG T % 1 AR RS
1.3.1 ¥ %4 (Blog distillation)

W& A T2 0 B HE 1 AT, 48 TR
HEENEETHI, XEBEAEEEER, ML
L FERNEEFESMHRBOAE, TiISakER £
{5 BNz M BB 00 T SR FUMTRE RS HLAR B i — 2
TEERE P R R, B B E S Sk
— 6 55 UM S R T, TR T R e . X
R HEE RS R AE A o] A R B Y SR
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7 2009 F1 2010 M B ER RIS+, EH M
ARk BRI, #2¥% H B /E Learning to Rank
)R, B 2 SO HER , R — & BRIk
BEFHHER. 43X —RE, R A Voting BEI""
B—MEE BRSSO E R X MER N IR,
A BRSO TR R A S et K, R s A
RIS EBE , K A MK, HEr i
i

BARB RN B BT BB0E LA SR B
A Indri 837 K5, HIEH Q 7 Indri BHFTEH],
RS Se: A BonHE . B IR R 3RS
HEHRE, X (3):

Sews(B,Q) = 3, Seue(p,@)/1 Bl (3)

AP :BRA—MEE, 8% B PH—RIECHp &
N Ser (B, Q) FAR—MIEEM M RXMER 5,
S (P, Q) AN Indri Hr K45 i) 18 SCHY AH G 43
8, | BIRA—NMEET HEICHEE. BIREHHEX
BT, HEZERT 100 8 N 2 5 B &
HREEZ.

1.3.2 A AL EF (personal vs. official )

BEENIGEHENAMARN T IRRAEBEM
R, SR BRI P T REAA K B RE A Rl
KSR, BImER LA AR 2 SUR R CE , XL
FANAN AL ROARBBRAARLENL.

BERMAHAKR R, TREC PEH 2009 4F
B ME) — WAL, R R R ). 7EiE
BRERD, 52 5IEEME IR, BXHET A
NHARR. B2 FEHIRAT 2 FARFE KT
BTN HEARR.

2009 F FER A THENM AW X 43k, B
HE TG/ HEANEENBEBRE, — RSB HARRK
WAESCEB T RALE, AR T IR BB 5 B
DUAR R ] A 4H RH 48 FRTE SCEE Hb B BB AR
M BERGHRKBEHTIT O, B RBLSBHE
R FATHEF AR R, RP W] 2 345 B4~ AFH K
HE.

2010 £ EFRA T HTHGE IR DRI,
BN NHR R REER— MK RE, £
gl FI RN = T TRk I E S B A
AFNHLF BB TR . 754 2R B AT S — A S0k
FHEREZER AL T, SRS A VSM R ATIX 2 4~ iA
STHXEEHTITHAHE" , BE A FERA
MARWTEE.

1.3.3  &3AW,E 5338 F 3 (opinionated vs. factual )

BRI AESEWEAF I 82—
AR ERS, FHEBRE B X TEREN

TR~ BHR— 1 F LR ERIEE, R
SRR HITHY

S TE 2008 F1 2009 4EERE A T [F]—FbF Rk 4
A X TR R LS EITA R (4)
|Npos—Nneg|. (4)
N, + N,
HH: N, N, 53 AR WU 2 WL 1S3

58 2 4480 ,2010 SFBERRPEH T 2
FIRME T, FE N 3 MR

DAAFERNE5ERE R B a4 EWiEHE
R VLR R B E A B S AR IR E T Bk
HEXT N B A A & MBNE & X 43 B = i 0, 4B
A L TR 1R S 25 AR B I 15 8 18] R IR
SR WA B AL O T AR R A 2
WL, R A B B — 2P X B g B 1R 4 R W AR
il Ui

D) HEMSERSHEMERS N TEBIE
TH] g AR B A B 1A ¢, 78 AH 36 SCRY &2 138 TF-IDF
HUE wy(t) , BN A— AR E AR B
NE w,,(q) K52 MEMNEDEER N
MERS S, MEUWER Se-

3 HEF. BRI ETRIAEGREEN
MXRMED S (B,Q) ,RGH S...(B,Q) xS,
Seoe (B, Q) x Se, 53 FINE g WL B HEFF FZ VLI HEFP
HIRAIZ .

1.3.4 FEAIH¥H 5 % EH# & (in-depth vs. shallow)

2009 SFH KRB EERTRESES. BF
BT L-of RECEFECHEREM . RE
BREE—TBETEERXCSREECHEEE, S
E— M REENEE MR E SR E SR ERHE
P &ElE—MEE KR BN HFESHMEE
ERER MR EE S AR RA SR

1) R4 L-Qf REGHTE— R EURERRE T

E(L-Qif) =
1 +In(1 +1In(f)),

ld Jqe*
(1 -35) +s

FH L, B, 40 A 2 A o i B3R 7R 1 S0 P Y R AR
MR P ERR, 2115 f, f f, Z 80, E473R T
A AbH ( stemming ) , HAE IR ¥ 18 1) & RE 22 4L
R R ] —iR T, B0 “ selling” 71 “ sells” /2 “ sell” F¥J
AEREDE , X A AL 3B AT LL4R S & W TR 7R TS Y
BaR;l, AECHKE; L AF—&A T 2%
RS PR ERBEH S s REHN0.2.

2) RIBIESCH L-Qf REPHITREREWTIRE 5
Br. R —&E T, B L-Of REHENECHTT
HeF , BUZHE R BU BT 45% 358 N R MiE 3,

S, =

teQND
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Ja 45% I A BRERAN . RS- HET
REFREXSRE R ECHERNZE, I3 &%
BE TR ELTH &, B REER TR
BEAER S,

S; = See(8,,Q) =

; Sindepth(piao) - ; Ssh,,nuw(p,-,Q)

A S (b, Q) ABERETER, N T X3 T HE
B, S B,

3) SHEMMRXELEREHBARLITF. —
MEFTRIRIE DT B AR G R RE UK T 3R R
ST, BB R IG 2% T A WA RIAE K, BT AR
HTLUTESIHEE.

S =
{Smre(bx,(?) X Spom (B, Q) s Seoe (b,,Q) = 0;
1= See(8,,Q) X S (B, Q) ;800 (b,,Q) < 0.
HAH :Soom (B, Q) HEBE I KA.
1.4 XK

HARRBHR TREC 7 2008 4F % 1 B9 — BT L
55 BARUES R X T — AR E B, X O
RGP BURE O, BRI R E RS R RE RS
TE — AR B 5 2 A S BTG R 3O, S AR
ICC R R, M E AT B R E AN
BB BER. 2008 42K T 124869 Rocchio Bk,
AP IE SRS B O B . 2009 4EAE R AR EBERA T XX
A% ESHBBRRY BN TR LR
7. 2010 4FHYHE 2 RABHTE 2009 4F 5 A B R 2 b
AT SRy J& 3 R 2 2K o
1.4.1 ZHMAEAE

2010 4F AR BT IR WA 1 FiR.

WA 45 R
K-NNA-2E

7 A R

RS R

IR i) o2

AR

Bl fHXRBRE
Fig.1 The flow chart of relevance feedback

1.4.2 FRAFHK

¥ RAEEA 2 Fh BB A R E
Her AR B A" A A KL B RS B8 F
I Sk B TR R R B R IR 10 45 B L AR
JESCARSN HAT T B SR K.

B SR R B AR R
RERBE— MY ST A B A B RO M 2R
SRSHAREATHE R . 7R 3630 RY A B B A SR 43
A (S) :

P(t| M) =
P, (1,d) "R % P (1)ReD | £ (1,d) > 0;

f—“,f,(t,d) =0.

c

(5)
K P, (¢,d) B ¢ 7E3CRY d i IH — LB %,
P, (8) Bl ¢ BPHFBA, R(s,d) B—A R RS,
B ¢ 7ESCRYSE B BIRR ¢, RARESCRYR K.

— B 545 E B SUR R M X, X
SHERPIERH A Y B S S B R B T X 4
S SCRYFNAFE 3R B, T LUK i ey 4 52
AL % HEP) R Y BEW —
B4y, R EE ST R 1) X SR &
FT A4 SEARTE  FRvE O R4 3 B 5
A;2) BT fir £ SR B RS X Sk BEATHEY L 18 3)
TSR B IR 20 4% Soik;3) X 20 M4
Sk e B R RS S I P S AR R 7R A 56 SCRY 4R AN
FARRSCRYSE PR B B Sk 4 ) H B R RS
AN SR S SCRS i KL BERE ™, 403 543630
RYBE B B E 5 AN A BIY BAE S .
1.4.3 ¥ R#Ay%k

B E SRR BUL YRR, A R B
L BB ARG R BRI BIRET KN
J7 ek, BB R IR R R ORI B A, 1
BEMEBEIEFRMmL. Y BRS LR,
432528 3R Al LIBSVM 4% 4E Yol 5 T, BB % i 2
YRR AT TR IR 5B R > B B 2L BRAR
JE FIEE B SEARAE , YN ZRRE AR YT 2009 4E TERC 4
% BT BB

BT BAXHR G E WA R, B B
ORI RFIRY R 2 b, AT B, i
BRI SEY BEA DY BIANE N v iR
[6] % 5 L0 DR 0 25 90 4F, BV IE R 4 4 AE ) - w
R B R R EA 2, R RS R BS5
FR. e B w =0, 01.

{8 F LIBSVM Y BEAT SVM BN SR AN TR #5218
BT R BB AR TE 7 B , %F 2009 4E 402 AR B -
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JEVRIFEAT T AR, 4 38 42 1E S RE AR LE 451 AS 1 9 1 [)
RET R S KPR, B G #5191 PN HEARAE AU SR
A, 2 131 AMAdEAR,60 M IEREAR. 7RI Sht 72
W SREL T A X TR 8k, R P i S 4,
HRIET—HBEEF 12 NMEHER, &EHRBIHTFH
VETR 2R °569.268 34% .
1.4.4 /IR

PRI 25 & W R 452 TR R AARE SR SCRY 4R B il
Ky REESTERY R RS R &R
T,
combine (query). (title) #weight ( 1. 0 #combine
(query) 1.0 #uw (query) 0.2 terms 0.2 #combine
(named entity) ).
Hrf“query” N RIGE ], “terms” FyiE 5 A 4
B SVM 43255 B9 B8], “named entity” JyiE i KL
PR BB 42 K. JRIG A R E R N 1.0, 9"
JEVRAER N 0.2.

2 EREMH

—BBH T AP AR ARG RRREXRE
SCFH BERLEL 2 0 7E A Fh SRR R W T . 4] R ax
PR A REE TR 5 BB R , 2 MR SRR
BRI S R, 32 2 B SCAR 3BT & I (text analysis
conference, TAC) BhK A& SRS B A HHERURI SCER 23
#7E. TAC 2 IAD (information access division ) 2HZH
B — AT, AT B 2008 4EEEIR IR, BEHT T
38, &% ¥ 2 M TREC $F il B Question Answering
Track REER ™. 4 B 2009 FE L L2 4F
BN T VT ) STk KB A ST R 2 TUE %,
FHAETEN R BUE T BT B BSR.

2.1 EEXREFREIBER

SRS (entity linking ) i £ 55 AR G —A
query BRI S RSO 3R] KB o f o — 35 s A
BXTN, B R 5 (RARET R AL KB Hr
AN ) . B KB (knowledge base) 3X M4 &£
A BUITA 19 KB 35 55 query PRI R 45 B E 7 42
BEEIFEE , — query HE 1 4> title (F57H) F1 1 X
RO,

DRGEBHRER REETECRHUT IILIHE
e SRR R A 44 LR B AU T B 3
A 2. EARBEE, BN E— LK query #
PR, BRI EESIR, R E—
AMBEE SRR THE I AR BLEE I T 43, T A5 B B
RIGER.

2) TRRER. 2R AR TE R R B SO,
MR T B EERRR D KB, 824 e 2 5 2
AREESZ Y B, S H T B X KB #r &5, 76 TAC

PRI A Indri AESET R I TR,

#if]
Indri
01
. € FE :
“”‘” = SRR i
i iR
t ¥
| [WEs Ay Jig
wE E}: ERE
g
SN
g

B2 SEXBRAmRE
Fig.2 The flow chart of entity linking

3) f % SEARIR B TAC P H Y query #fJE—
AN IF R E AR RER LT 3 MRz —: A
& A CHANE A, B EFEHANZ query ZHF
— I BB Sk, T (8 5 2 AL 3, 72 TAC ¥
e R T AR KA SR ALY A 48 SRR ) T IR
TRA.

4) Al 7 k. I, THEXT 1A query 11
AN SCEBEATAUEE R TR, R T BUT 2 ®ios s

a) ZET VSM AEY i AH DL B )T -

V(S,)V(S,)
Sin(S1,8,) = | V(S,) Il V(S,) | )

Wy X Wy

nnnnnn terms;tj

b) 2T KL BERSHOARAALE 21
Du(PIQ) = 3 (P() - Q(i))log G

5) SR RERR . 7E 2010 419 TAC PRI,
BEMATHZHN, XEHUHE AEERE T
S SR IR BE 4 LES , S A I A DG A4 3 BRI, 3R
ATHE.

2.2 EEEFEEZREEHA

SR FE (slot filling ) 4F 45 BRZE MR R F 4R
5Bk () HXME R, EHT B AR SRTE
HEN—RIBHE. BRIl 2 2 Agf4d
L, NZ LA 26 BT EER, A8t
A 16 FpEMHEFEER. B single 1 list B[,
HH single H HREE —MNMEEM B, WARAEH;
list R LAE BB RNESE, MANTFL.

1) R BHAEZR. SR RGN B RAEZE




. 46 - BB R & % #®

BT1%

4 AERT L R - SEARR BRI iy 2% LR IR BB R |
RARMPUE LR, G5 RS, A 3. SRR R
BRifid Indri Ke RV , SREUAIZL ) SR B HE 5K B RIT
25 VM RSO BHAH S B AUE. i 45 SERR I IR
(A NER TRARN AL 4 HANM
2 , 5 P A ) AL AR AR G FE R b ). 5Q AR i Bk
RESEHIRTE AR DR, AR IETE G —4
RARMBUE S5, 783X — B o R Bt 3R FH 22 T MR AR
W TESETRITH . ZRIEFES XA
PR S R BT O0 18 tH B R 4R

RERE
Sifk || ASE | mTGtRTE | gm
A s I - +
SR PR T g
BRI ]

B3 ZERRHRE
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