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s AT MEFI]NAEREA
— HEA 52 3 (learning to rank)
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Categorization of the Algorithms

Pointwise Regression: Least Square Retrieval Function (TOIS 1989), Regression Tree for Ordinal
Approach Class Prediction (Fundamenta Informaticae, 2000), Subset Ranking using Regression
(COLT 2006), ...

Classification: Discriminative model for IR (SIGIR 2004), McRank (NIPS 2007), ...
Ordinal regression: Pranking (NIPS 2002), OAP-BPM (EMCL 2003), Ranking with
Large Margin Principles (NIPS 2002), Constraint Ordinal Regression (ICML 2005), ...

Pairwise Learning to Retrieve Information (SCC 1995}, Learning to Order Things (NIPS 1998),

Approach Ranking SVM (ICANN 1999), RankBoost (JMLR 2003), LDM (SIGIR 2005), RankNet
(ICML 2005), Frank (SIGIR 2007), MHR(SIGIR 2007), GBRank (SIGIR 2007), QBRank
(NIPS 2007), MPRank (ICML 2007), IRSVM (SIGIR 2006), ...

Listwise Listwise loss minimization: RankCosine (IP&M 2008), ListNet (ICML 2007), ListMLE
Apprﬂach “CML ZDDSL
Direct optimization of IR measure: LambdaRank (NIPS 2006), AdaRank (SIGIR 2007),
SVM-MAP (SIGIR 2007), SoftRank (LR4IR 2007), GPRank (LR4IR 2007), CCA (SIGIR
2007), ...

From Tie-Yan Liu’s tutorial slides
http://www.contem.org/2010summer/slides/LEARNING%20T0%20RANK%20TU
TORIAL%20-%20tyliu.pdf



X MEHE T 5 2] B
—Factorized Ranking SVM [Zhang et al., CIKM ‘15]
o M RSTHEFARER : HEPFIAD M R AR £ PR

[Joachims, KDD °02; Freund et al., JMLR ’03;
Cao et al., SIGIR ’ 06]
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Ranking SVM

« Ranking SVM1L AL =] &2

1

. 2
AGEE wng%n§||w|| +C Z 1 —(w.zi — ;)]

: T ;. T
min —a” Mo — e «a,

4G E A 2 aijﬁquﬁf?ﬁ'

s.t. 0< aij < CV(E.]) epr —— %
o IR T = A A 09 4R [EA L A KAk L4
d;
| 30 T T T
Ch{ d; _"C%ij .

(a) Capturing 90% energy



Factorized Ranking SVM
» KRG E: BEABRRKLEN;; = (v, v))
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Factorized Ranking SVM (4z)
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Factorized Ranking SVM (4%)

o BE457LE @ 3ERanking SVMAE R 69 25 F F Tt &
HEP 52 3] Hik
o EMMATILEESE (MR XK LR ORIEES

2 . a

R E2 AR

Table 2: Ranking accuracies on dataset OHSUMED.
Method MAP NDCG@l NDCG@3 NDCGah
RSVM 0.4427 0.5289 0.4553 0.4392
RankNet 0.404 0.4007 0.3616 0.3388
ListNet 0.4443 0.5134 0.4664 0.4530
Fac-RSVM | 0.4463  0.5507 0.4798 0.4546

Table 4: Ranking accuracies on dataset MQ2008.

Method MAP NDCGal NDCGai NDCGQs
RSVM 0.4713 0.3686 0.4277 0.4730
RankNet 0.4522 0.3410 0.3991 0.4500
ListNet 0.4415 0.3244 0.3916 0.4396

Fac-RSVM | 0.4714 0.3660 0.4289 0.4731 12




A8 K PEHE R 5 5] 3t
—Top-KHEF 52 31 [Niu et al., SIGIR “12]

o RAEATIETAZ T A FA

RER R FREF WA
@)=y ? @ )| (z) ;t
Relevance Score == Preference Order —

(1) MXMHAFETHAE (2. 3RASR? ) (1) INEBHZIFELA

(2) AREH)#¥7 H *E (Perfect or Good) (2)  ARiEF) W48 3T ) 2 (AELBEF)

() IEHZERX—BEMHE (3) IR R —HMAT
FEAMENAFARKBEK
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Top-K#E & 57 5

o ik MNAIMEZEE FARE B | AR X G9KA
AL 69 4 Fr
— A ARE + BT

o 7‘;'.,{{51]: N:5, k=3 Step 2: O((n-k)log k)

XL T A k///////«\\\\\“
M>d@ 5 Mxﬁ 5

Step 1: O(k) X3
Top-3 Ground-truth X4
Overall: O(n log k) X2

X1, X5
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1% 22 $2 B (Topic Distillation)

» Generate a short top-N list, even when a very large
set of on-topic documents are available [Craswell &
Hawking, TREC ‘03]

« EMMXMATRT, MAFEXT A
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BERER SN
(Search Result Diversification)
« WERERX SN
— AR 8 AL & & & % 89 -F 454 (subtopic)
« &4 “programming language”

Java Java
C++ Java
Python Java

= 2 & B T A) A4 A8 A B
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WK R PR
— Relational RSVM [Qin et al., WWW °08]
— Continuous CRF [Qin et al., NIPS ‘08]




Relational RSVM—#HE 542 A&
[Qin et al., WWW “08]

o HEF AR T LA — AL F AR
f(h(X; w), R) = argmin,{l; (h(X, w),z) + Bl,(R, z)}

o R F T &AL I E] A
LR =) > Ryels—z) n-{yir

f(h(X; w),R) = (21 + BR2D — R — RT)) ™ (2h(X; @) — fg1)




Relational RSVM—#E 5> 42 A

& BT A8 < RO
— FBA Y AL L7 AR A B R

1O O 2
l2 (R; Z) — EZ _ Z‘ Rl] (Z] — Zi) R;; = similarity between i and j
I E

f(h(X;w),R) = (I + (D —R)) ™ h(X; w)




Relational RSVM—A% 4L B 4%
» & FRanking SVM#& B 475 £

: 1 T T
ming,g, 30w+ 158

sit. VgeQ,Cf(Xq,Rysw) 2 15 —64,8, 20

) TR cq:(é bl _”1)

ssmpm.  J(Xg Rgw) = (21 + 5(2Dg — Rq — RE))_l(Qqu — 9q,1)
tank A f(Xg, Rgiw) = (I +3(Dq — Rq)) ™ Xqw
o FAE AL

— E%: BRNLFIA, FiEZE
- H%: AT ARSI, KEASA AR T X &
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Continuous CRF
[Qin et al., NIPS ‘08]

o B TCRFmE LAE- LA X A

.I!-(I..Fl I{Q

1 (9) (9
Prv 1) = gty P {szwgqu +200 B,y )
i k=1

o &2 B FPhAR K R

K1
* B
Z(l:Ir) exp {Z; —ag(yi — .'I-'Lk)z + IZ:; —EST:,J' (yi — yj)g}
o B R TiEAR I

K 1

Pr(y|z) = Z(la:) exp {ZZ —an(ys —zin)’ + Z BR: ;(yi — yj}}
i k=1 %

Pr(ylz) =
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XAHFF B X

s WEZERXRZHMNL

— KT 2EMAILE 52 3] LA 69 5t [Yue et al.
ICML “08], [Li et al., WWW “09], [Liang et al.
KDD 14]

— % ZHEF 52 3] [Zhu et al., SIGIR “14] [Xia et al.,
SIGIR “15]



Structured SVM
| Tsochantaridis et al., ICML “04]

7 & BAN A

y* = argmaxyey W - ¥(X,y)

1 N
Sl +C ) &
i=1

stw-¥Y(X,y) —w-VYX,¥) =AY, ¥) — &
forl1 <i<Nandy; € Y;\{y;}

Ay, V;): ERAAE Ry, 5 R ERAEEY N E2FELT). T AE L
AR EN] B 69 £ 7, A BIERAL RN E N,

o A THRIKHESFF 2] VT AA s — AP 4578 09 22 41
FR =] AR
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SVM-DIV
[ Yue et al., ICML “08]

RXESHNL, TFEMRME

- FRILETE, BE ﬁﬁﬁé’]%ﬁ?&fﬁ
min —||w| —|— Z{;}

w,£20 2

s.t. Vi,Vy € Y "gy“] ; W

wio(x y ) = whe(x y) + A(TY,y) — &
TO ={Ty, -, T}, TTAFANALIEEENTEAES
y: F T LIRS
A(T®, y): TO Wb Ky s X A% F £ 69 -F 354 49 tb )
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SVM-DIV— & & L A% 12 45

* argmaxyey W' Y(X,y)

« W H K

Algorithm 1 Greedy subset selection by maximizing
weighted word coverage
1: Inmput: w, x
: Initialize solution y « ()
cfork=1,...,K do
T «— argmax

2
3
1
5 v yul{r}
6
7

rrdy WTIP(X: j} U {d})

- end for

A F ek F ey A

» return y BARA T —/N




A F Structured SVM &y H %
[Lietal., WWW ‘09, Liang et al., KDD “14]

e fEStructured SVME AL &S B ak b 3euls %
PR F] 254 )
min %Hw\\%iZs@,

w,£=>0
. 7 X AyD Hyuy
subjected to: a-NDCGZ £

V?,V}’ S y\y(t)agz > U'-

lelf(x(t'), y(i)) > WT‘I'(x(i),y) + A(y(ﬂ,y) — &;.

T i i n, T i
ZHA, B | W T(x" y') > E W U(x ) - p+ &
#ﬁ%i@%ﬁg yE}r[i:'

AN LARER]
B ER

EAER T

g?'—/]\i*ﬁ 32



A F Structured SVM &9 5% (4

© TR

Algorithm 2: Greedy subset selection for prediction

Input :w.x. u
|
for k=1,..., K do
T = arg maX,.,cx rgy wllx,u,§U {T})
Y +— ¥y UAT}

e L B =
b

-] [‘E'[Lll 1Y

%)

33



£ FStructured SVM &% & £ 64 5] 21

o« AEZXFME HEZNGLIN—HK
— Ik RRFAMAEA K argmaxyey W - P (X, y)
— T SR, AR R A
« JR
— Wk KA B A4 Sty ey M 3t 4T 432
18X
_im;%%ﬁ%%§@ﬁk,Xﬁ6&mﬁ@%
.



A SZHENBER T R RBEF 5 ] E ik

BART: BEAEANEERZHBEA
F 49 3]k KA % A8 X & (maximal marginal
relevance, MMR) /& ] =)l 5 W T i #1342
st % HEALHE 09 £ R AR AT AR

B AET: A A& KM R[Zhu et al.,
SIGIR ’14] & £ # B[ Xia et al., SIGIR
15)3%ATAEAL
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« MEZERSZHNT T RO T X
— 3T BEFREEM-LEME AL LHE- X R (L)

MMR = Arg max [ (1 — ) ax Sim, (D, D]
D;=R\S D7

8% & A% AR B

— HEA R AR AF, R KA %48 % & (maximal marginal
relevance, MMR) [Carbonell & Goldstein, SIGIR 98]
s EERAPFPRLEETEAEM M TN

s

A0 B S E )
X2
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* ZHER 52 S) A A%

AT

fs(Xi, R;) Z[(%TXL'J'F wihs(R)|VX; € X\S
I Y
| ttredre || AT




3

K R HE 5 ) AR AR

o ATH R

fS(Xi = (1)7’1:Xl' + (1) VX; € X\S

A, 5 A S AS 4 % 7 A
( * T ] (%%%m&ﬁ ]

o HE/F: P I AL
— {5 B st B 69 47 - AR BT AT n—1 ANz B L BT
YB3 4G LS

f(X, R) = (fsy, fs1s -+ s fsn_y)

39



#¥15§:¢§£fﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ)(i

fs(xi, R;) = {wp, X;) + (wg, hs(R;)), Vx; € X\S
o HIER FABXMHEFF 3] PTIE B AU 454

— LAY IREAD /IS B4 A VSM, BM25, LMAIR--

— 45K & /PageRank{i 5F



A% K R AFAER

fS(xiiR') — (W‘l") xi) T (Wd, hS(R)> vxi € X\S
- R N XN X K7W, Ryj 73 #E TAife LR A
% K2 45 4iE
- Ri: N X K4E 1%, 5 L ALiF= AL AR89 X &
AR [ [ AEK e

A1
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R e & hs(R;)

fs(xi, Ry) = (wp, x;) + (wg, hs(R)), Vx; € X\S
o R hE, WN X KFE it A K4 IE B =
— Minimal: hS(Rl) = {mln Rijl , .., MIN Rin}

XjES ijS
[ — 1 1
— Mean: hs(Ri) = {szjes Rijl ) ---:HijES Rin}

— Maximal: he(R;) = {max R;j1, ..., max Rin}
S

XjES ijS
S
@
(3 ]

\ L \
SR N
" ' \
LR \
‘ Py \
‘ .t \
H i \
@ ' ‘

(a) Minimal (b) Average (c) Maximal

42
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A8 R MHEHEF 52 3] AR
VS. &k A HEFF 5 ) AR A
X MHEF 5 ) REHFF

« ¥ i1 BHH o XIITN/FHEA A%, N-14
(&£ F 5 489) TR

. HMRATH, HETx o ATHREF ELAHE X F

Fols B K4 Fo i HE Az B
o BATH MK B HE o B XABLE
N Y 20 o A0 E M AFAE+ S HAL AT
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A A £

o 4 & X AM1& B 47K % [Zhu et al., SIGIR ¢14]

— BT A i AF T AR

— 35 FPlackett-Luce #£ & 2+ W T HE /3 47479

— R KA RAE

o A MM N [Xia et al., SIGIR 15]

— Rk CEH7 HeF A CHER7 R TR T 69 1]
— AR AN

— | F] 25 M) RS MU R B AT B AL (T R R A 0K



A% A E B ARk 2L
|Zhu et al., SIGIR ’14]

)l]iﬁ\ﬁ» i;]tﬁji:};‘xajiﬁi 1: Initialize So + 0,y'" = (1,--- ,m¢)

2: fork=1...mdo

3 bestDoc < argmax__ ., fs,_,(z, R)
4: Sp + Si—1 UDbestDoc

5 y'" (k) + the indezx of bestDoc

6: end for

{

: return y' = ('Y(1),--- ,y'"Y(n))

B ARl . A AR 69 03T 3
L(f(X,R),y) = —log P(y|X)

P(YIX) = P(xyq) Xyca) = Xy 1X)
= P(xy() [X)P(2y(2) IX\S1) -+ P2y (2)|X\Sn-1)

47



A % A AN E B ARk #

e Lucefz Al

M

| Ur (i)
P(m|v) = H
Un(i) |

Vil | ECRCED + U—( M)
’- l /I" l) /.|_\1|

A FlucetE A i+ H A — 7 A FEBME

P(X, | X) = expit, (Xyw)3 P(X, | X\S )=— expi s, (Xyiy: Ry )b

yd n ' y(i) j-1 .
Zexp{ f, (Xy0)3 Zexp{ fs., Xy Ry )3
k=1 k=]

o BAREH (A BMEE AT

N, exp{aw; X}, + g hs<i>(R§i()j))}

> log!{ = 0 >

= ZeXp{a) ngk) + Wy h3<) (R I()k))}
—




Fl ATy 289 AR AL

i lr - r { } {
T Xy XPAWT Xy T s, (F o)}

U' (i)
Z& jexp{wr {H-l-w'dh 9, R;fk )}

(R )}

y(7)

ttJ o T 2] T
Xy(5) exp{wy Xy(i) T Wa h

[ T () L . (2)
PTG, e (B

[ I
q —1

(&) T (i)
Zk‘ _} (Ry{.i’\,) E}ap{w yfk]—i—u'd h'q[ifl (Ry[k,l)}

E.!, - exp{w Txt{}k}-l—wdh }{R;}kj]}

k—1

o (R explwTx((y) +wTh o (RE))

Xy(5) 4 y{JJ

ol T8 o Ty
expiwr X, ;) T Wa hS}‘jl yf.ﬂ}}
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X A HER 5 3] 5 (R-LTR)

Algorithm 2 Optimization Algorithm

Input: training data {( X, Ry N
parameter: learning rate 7, tolerance rate ¢
Output: model vector: w;,., wa

1: Initialize parameter value w,, wqg

2: repeat

3. Shuffle the training data

4: fori=1,....N do

5% Compute gradient Aw, " and Awg™

6: Update model: w, = w, — 1 X Aw, ",
Wg =wg — 1N X Awg'

7 end for

8:  Calculate likelihood loss on the training set

9: until the change of likelihood loss is below ¢

50



Hook 4

s BB FINERTF I EREN S
A B A A8 A AR AR Fe S AR AL 4 AT

! )ﬂMMRJ%BQ’E}ﬂ F BT e T a3 AT 7

'L /‘j % WT2009 WT2010 WT2011

Method ERR- IA@20 a- NDCG@20 ERR- IA@ZO a- NDCG@20 ERR- IA@20 a- NDCG@ZO

0.164 0.269 0.198 0.302 0.352 0.453

ListMLE 0.191 0.307 0.244 0.376 0.417 0.517

MMR 0.202 0.308 0.274 0.404 0.428 0.530
XQuAD 0.232 0.344 0.328 0.445 0.475 0.565

PM-2 0.229 0.337 0.330 0.448 0.487 0.579
SVM-DIV 0.241 0.353 0.333 0.459 0.490 0.591
StructSVM(ERR-IA) 0.261 0.373 0.355 0.472 0.513 0.613
StructSVM(a-NDCG) 0.260 0.377 0.352 0.476 0.512 0.617

R-LTR 0.271 0.396 0.365 0.492 0.539 0.630
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« RAIRAT “EH” HEF T Z2AEE
— KRBT AR AR “EFH7 Fo “AER7 HER
o IR AR MHEF, AR RWAZE I —HF
— TR AR AN S R AT RS

— ERRERXSHENF, w RN EN A a-NDCG,
ERR-IA%

B K FHEF 5 3] o AERAC TR RN
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B AERACTEN N
| X1a et al., SIGIR ’15]
o MWK K I AME

9. A F 2 AHE
R K5 TR M) 64 HE

|
OF f
mm [L (B’ (n) J; J (n)J)J— ;]E /% /fz’ii;%i

!

L™, JMY: H A ARz AHJM 7 1
M &G HE R g B AT E A8 AR
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A AN A N

o EIHEIESE LR KK a9im N E

-

N
2 (1 —[E(X(n) y ](n))]) B F E &% R,
n=1

M VA BLAE AL
|

E: AF#ee—Hmrmal, L5
LHE X EBIEA gaht b ryS A
TAREMLER] Z A6 — BB, F AT
#- /& W] & a-NDCGA=ERR- 1A, —#X & HLE € [0,1]

54



A FE AN A N

N
z (1 _ E(X(n),y(n),](m))
n=1

[-1: 7= & £

5 & £ ¥
y+(m: M)%##/%(a-NDcezl)‘ z
N
2 e (E(X("),y"',](n)) — E(X("),y_,](n))) [[F(X("),R(n),y"')]S F(X(n),R(n),y_)]]
tey+n
=y _/
S 1
Y_(n) /‘f%‘iﬂ%;ﬁ}zﬁ’(a'NDCG<l) F(X, R, Y) éié] é&%d;ﬁ}zﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂ
A FLuceE A = 3L :

F(X,R,y) = Pr(y|X,R)
= Pr(Xy(1) -+ Xyon) X, R)
= [15 Pr(Xye 1X, Sr—1, R)
_ rm-1_ exp{fs,_ (XuRymn)}
a r=1 le\{l:r eXp{fSr_l(Xi'Ry(k))} 55




A FE AN A N

N
z (1 _ E(X(m,y(n),](n)))

n=1

4

N

Z max (E(XM,y*,J™) — E(x®™,y=, J™)) - [F(X®™,RM,y*) < F(x™,R™, y7)]
y

n=1

+EY+(TI.);
y—ey—(m)

‘ EFR(E€]0,1])

N
z z [F(x®,R™ y*) — F(X™ R, y=) < E(X®,y+,j™) — E(x®,y=, j™)]
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(PAMM)

— HIEA R AR EHHE Ryt R iRy
— B AR AR, and wy.

1: « F(X(n),R(n),y+) — I.J'(X(n),R(n),y_
2NEAF < E(X®,y*, ) — E(x 0, y=, J™

3. then

4: calculate Vo™ and Va)(")

5: (w,, wg) < (W, wg) + 1 X (Va)ﬁn), Vwé"))
6. end if

— #RBE: return (w,, wg).
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ﬁ%ﬁ%

WT2009 WT%QlO WT2011
0.164 0.269 0.198 0.302 0.352 0.453
ListMLE 0.191 0.307 0.244 0.376 0.417 0.517
MMR 0.202 0.308 0.274 0.404 0.428 0.530
XQUAD 0.232 0.344 0.328 0.445 0.475 0.565
PM-2 0.229 0.337 0.330 0.448 0.487 0.579
SVM-DIV 0.241 0.353 0.333 0.459 0.490 0.591
StructSVM(ERR-IA) 0.261 0.373 0.355 0.472 0.513 0.613
StructSVM(a-NDCG) 0.260 0.377 0.352 0.476 0.512 0.617
R-LTR 0.271 0.396 0.365 0.492 0.539 0.630
PAMM(ERR-IA) 0.294 0.422 0.387 0.511 0.548 0.637
PAMM(a-NDCG) 0.284 0.427 0.380 0.524 0.541 0.643

e R-LTRALF & #Structured SVME A 89 F A3} BB 7 %
« PAMM#FR-LTR
« PAMMZA B T2k 2 a9 3- 4 /& N
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B 22

o XTHEF S 5] B HT ST R AR K P HE R 1T R
B XZHR, VUMEFRE A0 G RHEFAE
o AOKMEHEFF )
— Factorized RSVM
— Top-KHE 7
c XAZHFF
— B R X A HE PR I ARA
— A THREER LN X R IER
« 3L FStructured SVM &9 7 3t
« R-LTR
« PAMM
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