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My first INEX…
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My first INEX…

• There must be a good reason
– Apparently, something in XML 

retrieval urges the organisers to use 
alternative recall-precision graphs…

– But what?
– How is the graph computed anyway?

?

IRFest INEX Methodology Workshop, Glasgow 4/19

My first INEX…
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Robertson’s compatibility argument

(. . . ) there is a strong compatibility 
argument for researchers to use the 
same methods as each other unless 
there is very good reason to depart 

from the norm.

From: “Evaluation in information retrieval”. LNCS 1980, Springer, 2000
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In this talk

1. INEX should report the simple, old, 
well-understood precision at document 
cut-off measures

2. I volunteer, starting today   ;-)
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A recipe for well-understood evaluation

• Take INEX 2004 runs
– Report average precision at fixed document 

cut-offs (5, 10, 20, 30, 100, 200 and 1500)
– Report average overlap at same document 

cut-offs (for same topics)
– Only use binary quantisation functions (no 

generalised quantisation)
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Example 1
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Example 2
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Example 3
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Example 4
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Overview of best runs
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Example 6
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Example 7
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Example 8
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Overview of best runs
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Conclusion and open issues

• Report precision and overlap at 
document cut-offs

• No more generalised quantisation

• Can we combine overlap and precision 
meaningfully?
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Raghavan et al.’s conclusion

“Thus, our results here suggest that the 
intuitive-PRECALL method, for averaging 

purposes, should take precision values over 
many queries at fixed ND (number of 

documents retrieved), and not NR (number of 
relevant documents retrieved).”

From: “A Critical Investigation of Recall and Precision”, ACM TOIS 7(3), 1989
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Homework assignment

• Read the section on propagation rules 
in the INEX assessments report
– Consider the query: I want all stuff on IR 

that is not related to database research
– //*[about(., “+IR, -databases”)]

– Is the INEX propagation rule for 
exhaustiveness reasonable in this case? 
Explain your answer


