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Research Advances and Prospects of Learning to Rank

LI Jin-Zhong" 2 LIU Guan-Jun®*?® YAN Chun-Gang® * 5 JIANG Chang-Jun® %5

Abstract Learning to rank utilizes some machine learning techniques to train the ranking models to solve the ranking
problems, which is a new research hotspot in the cross field of information retrieval and machine learning. More and
more approaches of learning to rank have been applied in practical systems, such as search engines and recommendation
systems.This paper summarizes the state of the art of learning to rank and looks into its future. First of all, the problems
of learning to rank are described. Then, the approaches of learning to rank are classified, and the categories of the learning
to rank approaches according to different machine learning techniques used in the training process of the ranking models
are analyzed emphatically. In addition, some representative standard data sets of learning to rank are illustrated, some
successful applications in different fields for learning to rank are summarized, and some software packages of the learning
to rank approaches are summarized. Finally, some development trends and challenges of learning to rank are prospected
and discussed in the future research.
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o5 BAR RN FE B AR, LA i B2 A5 B HE
7. HEF 25 B R AR 22 58 br i H iR & 51
SRR R G5 P Im ) A% .0 ), HEP AU E B
156 48 R AN R A AR, HHEP HERe AL
% LRSS HLERM ) A 8 R 5 | BRI R G
RIS, PR, EXTHE SR A9 2 B Al H G i
e —.

R s B & HE P B8 28 M X R
PR F VR HE e T A G PEHE e B
A0 35 A AR A A, o) A [A])ASE AN A A R A
(BM25 FIgit i 5 BA), dEZEHE PRI E 24
#% PageRank 2 y£M | HITS #3:P | TrustRank 445
¥ BrowseRank #3:1 FI ClickRank &y:0! 2
W T HE A% SR AR AL

XS AL 58 A HE P LAY g i g AR — i g N T
MK 28 B 25 ) B HE A A v BT 0 S B 1 — 28 24
HEX RIS SHON 5\ T B g el W Es 5—T
T, RS X AN ] ) HE P AR AR AR A5 HE 7 &k
RAFE| T —E W PEREPE T, (R AMAr K5 [R) HE 7 A A
Tl 7 — B DARE i — N e TE LI G — HE P AR AL,
HAG TP, [, B 52 HE PR R HE 7 FRIE
PIRWTE I, HEPRRE O A e B TR, B8y
B2 ) A R T i S P T AR BN e 22 4R AT O 2 1
HEFRHIE. THLERS: ) HiEH AT B S5, fil
B MR ZE 5L, 8 AR ) Ty = S i U
SR FEMIE SR, WA T KRENFREZERA
] B BLAR 7 > B AR RN GHE P LA DU A B A R
H RS HEF RS, O B AR TR B R 5L
g As, — HEF %> (Learning to
rank). HEFE S g A LR 2] T EAEHE AR 2
BimsE EHATINGR, B AR RAL, A fEgeHE
J7 B AL G HE P AR L, HEP 2 S B AE T
Xt R 2 HE P FRAE AT A G Ak, XA R K & 28
H a2 2], i BAF B — A m ROk e . E ik
Hep AL,

HE7 27 3 25 B R AL 24 > 52 U — Ak
FHGE. LA, SIGIR, WWW., WSDM., CIKM
& = Py T 2 W Learning to rank fER—/~3
FLHY Session Bf Track, Fril27E 2012 £/ SIGIR
Ka b, AR SRR A KO Mgt X
T A4 T Learning to rank Jy 1 B8 3¢, SI-
GIR2015. CIKM2016. KDD2016 1 WSDM2016
G ERAEE (242E) 1WA, T Learning to rank
FHEME B, 2010 4E, Springer #F) Informa-
tion retrieval DAFFFITE X AEH FFIE T “Learning
to rank for information retrieval”'?. [f]4E, Yahoo
24T Yahoo! Learning to Rank Challengel'®! [,
. VEHMAMERGIEAT]. EERGEN KA

TR 95V B SRR KRR AR T HE R 2] o7kl
PR A R A SR AR A A

MR 22 > BB ST % AR 3L, AURA H Y
BRI E, BEA) RS NS, R
HEF 2 AR AR A UG T R R AIAE LAl
SRR T4 NS H AR, BAEHR 2 > BB
Ik FP AT AV 2 AR 1A DA 1 S A THIIR AR
KT U, ASCHRAN T T BT ) AT IEE,
H SO HER S ) 1 A R S AR RFR AT
MERIEAT T RE, DAYl 5] .

ATCER 1 Atk 7 HER A R 56 2 X HE
P X DT IRIEAT T Ar 2 A 3 VRIS B Ao I A
THEP A BARSE  TrIEN R EE L. 5 6
TR T RIS 5 T A ST T RS

1 HEF5 Sl ik

HE 27 > R R PR ) R AE g R XK
= HEFRHES T A A ISR, B 325 S5 AL
Wrdads DA AR HE P AL

B 1R THEP S i — A BB HE SR, % HE L
W AT S P = AN E ST — BdEE . AT
MrFabr. Hipss ) BdE s E 2 AaFE 4% (Training
set) AL (Test set), ¥ W ALFEIRIELE (Val-
idation set). YIIZR%E R YIZRHEFRIAY, Juk4E
e B HE P B (A A Ik 4R, WU g4t ok
TEREHE P ASCAY ), T 000 0 D) P A B e 2 e B O HE
FPRE R PR, HE e > Bda e th o T 4R HRAE
BN AT T R0 AH PR B . HEP RRAE
Bl © fR T AW - STRIXT (¢, d) BRRIER R, W0
tf, idf, BM25. PageRank 258 AF(H; #H bRy
By 8T SCRY 5 %0 B A A SRR B, AN
HArE (0 F1 1) 2 HAryE (0. 1. 2, 3. 4 45). HH
KYEFRHERIEZ R H N THW A€ (BArd), ©
AR SRR RS (R hRi). HEp 2> ik
MHE 22 2] B 48 v 2 2 I SR ICHE P A A, = L
A Pointwise, Pairwise fll Listwise =&, Tfi®H
LR 22 > BOR F B BAL. MM 2%, SZRF )
L. Boosting. #f. W FR2=>J L. DUk fk 55
VR HEP AR I W e A T R HE P LA A 1 g
nfE SR E T H W HER R (Precesion, P). A [A]
& (Recall, R)., “FK5EEH (Mean average pre-
cision, MAP). IH—fe¥rdn BRI 25 (Normalized
discounted cumulated gain, NDCG). 22 |5 HE
¥ (Expected reciprocal rank, ERR) 4. HAIHEF
SOJHERRA S — 2 2] RS (Learning system) #l
— ¥ # 4 (Ranking system). E5%>] &G4,
TS HE 2 2] O Mg v 5] HE P BB - e ¢
PATERMHTF AL FeEr R g, AN ER
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A HE AR R RS AT HE e T, Hd A5 R
KR IEM AR AT BB BN HEF 7 S HESOR A,
RAPAFHE PR P RE B R T 2k (i 3
IUESR, WIS T YN GRAEMIBAESR) . HEFo 2] 5k
FIPEAN HEAR. T2 —Bi L b, ARBHER 2> ik
TEA PR Fa AR AR RE R BUA BIr 22 52 A Al 4K
G/ E S O T R A = 7 2 N T 11 = O w5
RER IR A AN

2 HIFFIFEDE

M) B e B, A8 AN [i) F  2A ofE TT DA IR
A HER 2 2] 5 R R A R TA) B 28 28, ik i i A2
P AR AR A R L gs 2 > BE AR B TR], vl R4 B
W 2 FrRZG).
2.1  REINBURHEGIRY 93

iz BRI R A 2R I A B R 51 1) R[], Lt
AL K HE R 2 > J7 3k 4y 3 K2 Pointwise
(FA3CHY) . Pairwise (3CRYX)) . Listwise (3CR4%1)4).

1€ Pointwise 5, $ill g e v fg— A2 i)
TR A SCRYE NI RAR, Hfr A2 B
SRS, AFEEA ORI AYERE. Pointwise JiAIEHEF
I R e 4 R TR (B, ) . [l U A) A
SN0 N S NP o 2 =2 12 VR I 2t |
TR Bt 38 ] L

1E Pairwise AT, R ZREEH 45— A1)
AR RSB )7 % R 1) SCREGHE R — AN 25
FEBI, Hoim A2 O X, Pairwise J7 i HEHEF 7] @
FEE BN — A5 RN, B ESCRRT Z A

D ¥ R 2R, SRR R S . YIZRHE P A2 Y
b KB SR HEFP S5 3% AN I 0 14 Al e 0 R
2, BRI 522 2] Ja ZRAR A SO i
J 5% A A EATT B L S SORX B4 i e 2% AR 2 54— 3K
F, DS A5 R 58 42 IR 1.
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1E Listwise 773, A2 BN SRS B8 3C
FYXF, T2 — SR 3R, R — AR X
1 A SCRY A HEF 25 R R A — IR, o
T4 T M2 P8 T R — AR R AN R SCR Y A1 Ok &R
Listwise 77 % AR 7 =X B2 i SRS HE T )7 51 i HE
JPRCR, INGHE P BLRLR H bR 2 45 1R 5 H
S 2% H SCRYHE P 7 B iz B 4. Listwise 7%
WA R4 A2 B3 T HE T 21 R 4 2k
(1) Listwise 77 &M B2 ILE BR R IO 8 R
Listwise 3. HiZ& Listwise ¥4k %& T Pointwise
1 Pairwise Jy¥ERIWFFE B RS, i E X Listwise 1
I BB B A 2 101 2% SR BT SR ASHE P LA, 4
2 DR ESOR 185 SRy FH T A S 0 4 SRS 1 5 LS S
RS2 B i 2257 J528 Listwise J7 ¥R HE P15 4Y
P 5 A5 B R I PE FR AR E R I, RS
T MV E B HE P BB A R S I HE P LAY,
H A AR R e UE B &R TP S BRI P 1
M (i NDCG %) mfiifk B F5, FRataEid 4 mLds
25 2 Dy R A SRYE 22 > HE P A8 DAKS 782 B Ry
JE PR KA S L HE AR A,

FR 1 NHEP 22 i A B s . FEARE AR, B
AW E R A R 4 DRSS T
Pointwise. Pairwise il Listwise = KKH/F=%>
Tk LERAEWmAERFEN, BT Listwise HEJ7 2~
2 T E W HE P LR A M i 28 T Pointwise
1 Pairwise 33Xk 2eHE 24 > Jy ka1l 24,
Listwise HEJ7 2% >) 7 ¥4 CSCHIT AR R0 538 i 2 1Y)
Ik
2.2 RERHSFIFEIBEARB A

M A VI R A Y i SR ML 2 ) B R IR [,
BAVRHE T 22 2 I 53 R PA R LS BT AL,
T m g, FEF Rl BT RY L.
B 1L I =i 7 N = A I = = R U B
P2 3] Dy R A HE 2R 3] %

2.2.1 EFRMNBHFZEISE
JHNAL (Perceptron) J&—Fh 2 JEHy 2t H1 51

LAY ) I A A 25 () HHRE S 45 3] 43 Sy o 451 0 A7 45
KA AR w - — b = 0, ¥ AT H 450
FE A S A RRAIE ) AN 2R 1) JEAILAE ) B AEIB K
—ANBENS R U SR B 58 A 1E B R PR 4 i IE L T3
A3 R T-TET, BV AE I 2 ) SR dpe /M XU DA AR AR
BUSH0 w F1 b, AT i 9 5451 S PR Rf . S
B2 2 M 45 5 SCfRF ] AL Bl

PRank!'6) 2 BT BAHL A HE RS 27 > 07 VR AL
RZ—, B Fh 3T BN R i AE 2 ) Lt
MW HE 222 k. B A A AR AR K
T AT BN HIL IR B AR 22 o) 2R PR A, g B
BAEFH P E Rz Mo 25, BAERE — R
R 20 I A 191 9 o I B 3] BT 2 L) kA XTI
FEAMLELZY. PRank J7¥A1 H fr 2 i/ MEFHET
0%, A B HE Y R W] pe R BT Bt
BRI RS, FE5E ¢ kA, HE P BIALR
&M g MRS HETE of, L 4
f n' = mingeqr ... g {r : w"- 2" = b < 0}, I3k
BHESCHEPE . R HE P B ot 14021
Wy ot ARy, B2 w' - ot BETE L B R
J7, WIFAEEL w F b B9 E DATE B HE 7 HL; 5 ,
WE W = wh Ve b = b EmE A, '
WIS RRES R, &%t H(x) = mineq,... i {r :
wi .z — I < 0}. PRank J5¥EE M, HIE
BRPERI S EAE RIS EAS 3] T IERH.

SCHER [17—18] &5t F) BN AL 5 1 HE 7 24 2
Jivk. Gao ZNT 3R T HFENHLA E A LDM
(Percep) PAfe/MEHEF 5136 oA — BOUR X Y 4L
. Xia 25080 Bhxd LA “IEB7 HEF R4 )0 45
B X R HEF X 5 vE R-LTR, #F—3 ek & & 4
JPAREY, SR T BT S5 AL B AL HE P 2 ) vk
PAMM.

BT AN HE P 24 2] J7 ¥ R R Ho 5 T SR 0,
I AT B b Ak B B R e Sk, (B SiGH
B, Wit BT AL HE T AR S B R AE T
393 BRELI) 8 SR AT e/ MB35 PR K

%1 Pointwise. Pairwise fll Listwise HfJF=%>) 7 iEXTH

Table 1  Comparison of Pointwise, Pairwise and Listwise learning to rank approaches
&Sl LIPN Vel A 2 F AL % LS
AL I 5
Pointwise AR O(n) gy, JmlIH E % BRSSO Z TR HEITRAAE, 2% PR R]— 221 SORS R) 1 5%
Jp = FEE, ey 7 HR MBS, AR AT B, I )R
Pairwise H A W F R O(n?) N ] B SO Z [ i e 5 R, RSP T Rl — 2238 SCRY )Y
R SR KEME, HARZESCRTE SR 5 & LR ALE, BeITHE M
FISE. BRI 2%, IR, fR e o > ik
Listwise Jt A AR K B O(n!) Il A 1A 45 % JE ) — ) RN ORI S R R, SE AT A HEF ) 52
M EE A SO JoE. B 52 2% HE DA T I i ] 4 4 S AR R AR 2 MR T ST

IS

LELIESISE PR € O RS TR
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MM %% (Neural network, NN) S0 TG
IR 2, v — SR RN A Byt 85 SR SUAE Ay A %
AL R NN By 3 282 7 4 I ghde A
T, G AR P 2R N 2% T PR — 2e JE Ak, R
F i — R LA 2 B B BRI R LB n dE Do
. BRI REE R s LT Z (Al
FAE” DA DI RER 2 TC I BI(E, Fo2g S A
T — LA vk, R IR, DARRE]—A fE
o R DD 5 3 S HSCR 1) fi

RankNet!*) & Bt 22 [ 4% () HE 7 2 3 7 1
MR RZ —, LI BT B — A ORI R, & X
T A E TR A Pk pR R, 1 A 2 I 2% A
BE R Bkl B d M — A3 SO R R R
RankNet ™, 255 KRBT /57 SCRY = Al 2¥, &
T HESARIEM 2 HARMEEE P, BRI 0R o 4
TESCRY o FIE AR S, BTl PR KA f A
SORf a2 A2 5 B P, )
Puo(f) = [ZRUCSIEos: FESURY R b XA
2 eRECA H BRI 2R AR BUAE 22 2 1A) Y A2 SR, B
Cu = —Puvln P — (1 — Pov)In(1 — P*°), i
KHMWZMA C WA, 5K R A/ T
RankNet o, B 28 [0 26 B T 2285, B F T Bk
AT R W mE. ik, 7
IR (o), 2}), P°) LA 240 M 4 K
War sy = f(zy) sy = f(a7), W C° =
—P""InP"" — (1 — P")In(1 — P"") 182k,
ETHRITEAEHM LS4 BT RankNet 1)
I GREI S 45 A8 35 1 ORI, BRI 75 5 Sy
K A B 25 R R A 22 ) 4% R AU

RankNet AMYFERIE 2 — MR EFRRAL 1
HARSE— AN T HIM R G R HET 2 > i,
ik © 2/ RankNet $AR N H T H R 5[50 5
(Bing) 1. T8t RankNet, FFFE #1141 T
FRank #1 LambdaRank ZEHE)F22>] ik PAB SR
T4 5. FRank?” 5 RankNet [ X 5I7E T
JIT o FH B4 2R BR BN ], BRI 2 fidelity pRELAE
SR % LambdaRank?! J2 3T RankNet [
BT, RS EE R B XTI AE B RN Fa
Fr NDCG, %2 A2 b B A i ST 21 3R A K
FHR ) NDCG HUH #2240 1 100 K 1 2 451> STRY )
FAIAG BEE, AT A SO0 0 i %] BB A% 22 (1) ) AR X6 I DA
e KAk NDCG, Ay 2 i b4 #1940 B 35 2% R 4 RE 5 i
L PR HEIS AT BEAH — 2

SCHR [22—25] SR BT A M 2 1 HE AR
J7 3. ListNet!?2) 25 289 2 T80 B2 R B HE
FPee 2 vk, BRI R AR — N HES AR R 1) A,

xRS bR HET 9136 5 B SCHE T 9 3R 4 B R R 3
A2 [ LR, SR A K-L 8% ok w8 CHEF i 2%
PR ListMLER M3 52 B 4T 43 o B0t 55 B 5k
HEJF 51 R IR 071, AT 25 R e A Ak S P BRAELHE
J 9 2 B KRB R R Bk B B HE R AR . Kia 25124
657 i 28 B0 ) 4% Sk 15 2R 45 SR 2 AR A B SRS B 0
P, BT SCRY A R R LAY, FE K RHET AR I HE
BER, Wt TR 2R S vk R-LTR-
NTN 1 PAMM-NTN. Rigutini 229 $ 4 7 —Fp
T R MM 4 (ConpNN) (147 HEF 2% 2] J7 ik
SortNet.

LT 28 I 28 B HE T 2 ) D7 YRR ) B T B,
e W 7 5 i AR P A B B, (HR AT IS4
B2, WHHENE, 755306, 2 rERei 2, Al
RERA AR HH /M.

2.2.3 BETXRFEENHHFFEIGE

SZFFm s AL (Support vector machine, SVM)
= —MEERIT¥ B VC 4 (Vapnik-
chervonenkis dimension) P& fil 25+ XK 5% /ME
JRH . ERbLaEE S k. SVM B 2B AR eSS
EWNGREART, fE-—A n 4EE-FTH/E N AR
T, St fb o Bk Le i, A5 e BIA ) Z a1
B B R KA. SVM W] B JERANAILAG — ek
HERCAS, B H bR i 8 — A AR Ik 5 Al
43 FF ELRR 5 ) B f5e A ) 2 B dn O AT T

Joachims®! 7 1H T —FhE T SVM AL E
HEF2% 3] )73k Ranking SVM, % 7 ¥ MH P i A
J7 9 HgR R i 7 5 2R N GRAE AT, 5 HEF 1]
AR — A T AE T R, A SVM A1 25
Hop iy, 255 n NI {q}, FIEA2i
MR SR (), () DA BRI (¥ S AR
Yy BNNZEEEE (=), 2(7), y), 37y, M Ranking
SVM f Ak MR AT ¥z stk 2 ming, ¢ L [|w|” +
AT Sy 60 5.6 Yo (2 — 29
1= €0, 60, > 0,0 = 1, ,n. Mo Lo’
BRI w B AR %8S T i ME IR
N4k Hinge #i2% pK %%, B min,, Z:.L:l max{[l —
YD, (w, (20 = aD))], 0} + 5 ||, i i LR 85 ]
B max, —3 300, D00 ey (e — o), e —
zY + 37" g, st Yo iy =0,0< a; <C,
i =1, ,n RRERMUSE of, LR EHT
B f(2) = 200, agyale, ) —2()). A%, Rank-
ing SVM 443K 7" SVM BYHEZLFNFEME, H H ARk %L
AERALIT SVM /9, 5 SVM HER FBET 2R
2% Ranking SVM B2 o S5 {4 M ST H i)
1), AR SRR R o SCFE SCRD6 iy Hinge fi 5.

BT SRR & WL HE R 28 S 7 YRk A SOk
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[27-30] 2. SVM-MAPP" 735 LT #4545
JPEAE I IE (MAP) 19 B Fr ek £, DALt
T—A5T Hinge W% RECEE ) MAP 19 H
FreR %, R ZERI1E SVM [HE 22 3 350 - HEF 7 ¥,
[F) Hsf 5 A5 I s o 50 HP P St A B RN A AR A
BHURAEN] (1-AP). SVM-NDCG?® J5%: 5 SVM-
MAP J5 2540, (HER A A 2 o Ao 5 R )
(1-NDCG). Zhao %29 $iH T —FhiR EEAR i 27 >) 45
46 SVM 1 HET 2% 2] 77 32 PAIR] B g e >0 A 350k
AEFHE 2 3] IPCAR IR, % 7 YA — R G 1) 2
SHEZET, BT 554k SVM 24>, A [R] i 3R15 R
LR VR RS R S A AL B A HE AR R, i 4560
HOHE 27 2] R A VR — A g5k i > i, BT
iyt SVM %1t T —4> Bregman P Ef ek £ DAY
HHEF R, IR HT I & T — A
A ST RESE, $R T eSS 410 Bregman #EES
PR HE 2 > Y.

BT I AL HE P22 3 O B T B
WA, BIRPIZILEE T, BT /IMEARE R
A A5 B R W HE AR 2, (AR R R HE 2 > B
PRt AT RN

2.24 BETWMRFEINWEFFIGE

e BR 2% 2] Hl (Extreme learning machine,
ELM) W] 40k — o B4 7 B, PR A S0 B2
AR 28 00 28 1) 27 3] T . 5 R i 48 R 25 A 1,
ELM 1) 32 2R i 2 B 45 2 2 B8O S U SR
JoK, T HAB AR ST, A Bkl i S8 A
ILZ HIAT DA B ELM Bk AR 2 5 e 45 e I 2%
W2 45 M S BRI R AL, W B A2 SRR R 2
R IR R I IR 2 45 U B (E SR 5 15 M 28 5 A
i KRB AR H -8 =0 iTER
B AR B )il 8 = HTO KARRAT I 2%
B EAE 8, Hih HT 2 H 1) s H.

TR GEI R 2 W 282 3] SRy, IR B 3R, 7
M N TIRERZ M INGESE, H BRE S
Al i, 1 ELM B3k Hf iR & M )2
25BN, TEHPAT AR, TR 2R I 2% 1
AAE DA R B oo i &, W BEATLW) 46 by AR
P, 27 2] — USRI A5 BRI A0 it AR, RITRT 345
ME—M i LfE. ELM ByRschs Foh) SRR Z M4
RILEERME T — G — R T R, B/ MG £
[0A) 254" e 3] T D] ) 28 1 S5 [ R 45

Zong %61 [ B ELM, M Pointwise I Pair-
wise WML 3% 3T T Pointwise RankELM Hl
Pairwise RankELM WfhHEF 2% 2] J5 ¥ PAR PR %
PEHERF 22 > A0, 4 T LPEREALES R ELM
2Rk AR AR ELM. 7 Pointwise RankELM HE

JPeg 2 TR, R AR RERLAT S ELM, Soiids
Bk IR (o1, y)), P22k D A 9458
BEHL > ICS 4L (a, b) BRSSP IT S REUZ o i
M H = [h(x%% T 7h($:n(1))7 T ah(iﬂﬁl(n))]T, It

. _ |HY({+HH)'T, N<L
WA HAE § = (44 HUH)HT, L <N
AT S80I R 90 Y e R R f(x) = h(x) - B
T & 2 M N A% B9 ELM, 3 50 00 3 FF A 1Y 4
W Qpv = HH"™ QELMM = h(l‘z)

h(z;) = K(wi,z;) fﬁl’) = h(@)H'(G +
K(x,z)

HHT)Z'T = : (£ + Qeen)™'T. T
K(z,zy)

7 Pairwise RankELM HEF#3 7 EH, 5 Point-
wise RankELM “R[A g2 1) FELMEREVLES AP,
Pairwise RankELM 2 ¥ 7 %6 14 w ¢ fif A ) SCRY
KA R, AN Laplacian FiFE, it
W RCE B, R4k 8 = (5 + H'LH)'H'LT
AT, 2) FE&MENZ Y, Pairwise RankELM
M B w fFAEER SO X RN E R, If
TH A 1 Laplacian 45 [, T3 HE f(2)keme =
K(z,z;) '
: (& + LOpun) LT KAFEMEEA
K(z,zy)
[ PR f ().

Chen 2P {21 T —FP#iiz  ELM 19HEF
2%3] )7 ELMRank, %5 5 #9417 ELMRank
WagkA T ELM g3t 174, 8 xRk 235 6 g
41, ¥4~ 7 ELMRank 972 {547

FE TR ST AL HE P 22 30 O 3 75 3 W 4%
I BUE S, S8k, TR ERFA RIELS m2: ], R
—REE AT SRR U HA TR . YISk
SR 2E S A AL RE A B S T RE
SRR, AES A B B B
2.2.5 ETFNMERHEEFZE 5%

DltHr (Bayesian) Jy A& —FhE TRE LT
MR . 258 s T OB B A ] B B AR 3R AL 22 2
AR A S5 B AR k. R
LA ARMSEWEREE SHEASEE, A5
WA DLy A XA R R IRAE R, S st
() LIS e I 248

Guo %3] 21 T BLM-Rank, —F Il -3 4%
PERLE B HE Y24 ) vk, %07 YEAE DU B A HE
JFEARERIHEZE R, i — LM R AT HEA
H, T FEAR BT BAFE A Pairwise {4,
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R M T HEAILER VL 2 i Kk BLM-Rank #1146
AR, HAE GPU Lse®l 7% ¥ BLM-Rank
T RMINGEENE T = {({zi; )}, vy e,
F Pairwise Il 25 A% FIAL 8 1E A )7 % 9 1 25 4
't = {(zij, vin)ld; = qiydi,q; € Q,d;,dy, € D},
RIGIRHE T iy Pairwise Il 25 £ DATE T KF
L [y W T 2 T i 1) AT BE BIL I, ﬁﬁt’l\ﬁfﬂ
(xi,j,TﬂUi,k) eI, IKEUHBAPAT w = w+ -
(i%%%%%@m—mﬁ— w) PAPRAHRE w,
B are A MR R AR F($i,ja w) = wT$i,j~

A — ST DU g HE 72 2] 753, i Cos-
sock 2B g HERE A ) BT DM e AL R
Xt LS e A T SR HE R ARG T4 M Wang 2505°)
PR T — Ay B bR 1 HE 4 ) B AL RankBayes,
AR AT AR AN ZR DU B 25 S 3.

F DUt HE 2 o) O B RS A
fith, VR PR 5 BRAEAERE, H M, Ak
TR SHET T B n0A R, SCRplEs>), B
PRSI, X A B E 1k e AR U

2.2.6 ETRAVHFFEISGE

$27t (Boosting) J&—JE A RF552% > dR 32T+ R
SE TR, IR A TR 4, A
B IR AR DA 55 242 ) #R I HL A% 2% > 5 ¥ Boost-
ing PYFIEELAE 5l 2 ) Hhe, H T /RS Z: %
MATIE IR Rt — 5557 20 4, B 5552
i B R VR B G A o A, A T 5 A ) AR i
N GREARTE F— R ER 228 E A%, A
HT GRS N REING T 55224 W
RIS, B 2555 ) 2R A H B 8 s 4 e 1y
5T, & H5X T 552E > 48347 AU & PAR)
— AN AR S AR AR R R M AR B BT
RankBoost % 2 3F AdaBoost 3 HEF 2%
>) Iy, /M SE IR ) A3 2 R U 2R HE Y
BEAY, Fo o] H s 2 il ad 45 & 2 A 55 HE 7 2 18 B
ZME—HEF AL, RankBoost 42 Pairwise HfJ¥2#
S, SRR TE AL SR 7 X ] B ik 22, B
&L 2 Boosting HEZL, 7E4 )2 BT, RYEHT
— By Br iy 2 A LR B A DI R i A . HLAOR
IEE RankBoost H¥AET70 10 Dy Y5557 4% he,
BRI GGHETAS he - v — R, MEEFEAER o € R,
ﬁl_ﬂ Dt+1(fL’0,IL’1) — Dt(ﬂco xl)exp(at(ht(ﬂco) ht(“l)))
SR AT, A Z, mﬂ/\ﬂ @CI? wa, il
AHP Y H(x) = Zt:l ahy(x). B _EA]H,
RankBoost HEJ727 2] J7 ¥k & BT 24 Bl SCRDA Y 431
D, K2 I SGHET A% he, HEEBEXT B 55 HE T 4%
IR o, PASESEAT ZeHEAUE BN
AdaRankP7 2 —Fh T Boosting B ¥EHEL .

B H b/ IME E SUHEAR B R PR HE D b 45 5l
%@ﬁmLmM%Hﬁ#ﬂﬁ%'ﬁﬁ%Tﬂ )|
SR R ) EL AR OS2 S HE T A, AR
PELH A2 55 HET 25 DA THE 7 .

%T%ﬁ%ﬁ?%jﬁ%mﬁﬂﬁ WESH
B AN E . BEA IR mEE, AL
%nﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ% EIRl—Emz LEE ST, 5
A PR IR I 2% bR EOR B Bz AR = A2
TR R st I A

2.2.7 ETWHHIFZEI 5.

B (Tree) & B A R AR BHR TR 4
A, BRI FREAR TR Z AR “— X 2" 1
RIE R &R — B, — B —MREE AL BT
WEREE A 25 . RS SR 4R, 4G
FENT R TAE ARSI, A5 R R S 85 S . AR
&R e U N I s S P SR g O = N S |
g rirp. T g P IIGRREA, AR L JE PR
FIRPIRGE A AT ALY, TR 2 DA FEA Bl ] )=
RHEA G AR T VA

E TR HET 2 > B R 2 — & Lamb-
daMARTB3 =39 %95 v: 2 T RankNet [#) Lamb-
daRank fJ#F# iR 4<. LambdaMART 75 #)
FH Z B B A A (Multiple additive regression
tree, MART) Hft LambdaRank J5 2 i i 25 W]
25 DA AL H AR R R, D0k 7 A R T (0L A i a2k AR
¥ (Newton-Raphson) #ff & & —ANHF77 w5 1) i
fH. LambdaMART Jy ) 5 A AR 2 U1 25—~ 55
BERU AR I, AR — A5 BIA p B — A AR
AN ASEZRL F) T B 5 AR B AR A ) e AN, Lamb-
daMART M4 5% ol $5 43 s Lambda (BEI A) #0
MART P4, A J& MART 223 1l 42 vh el I )
BREZ, RA MART £404k A DA ZRHE /PRy, B
A ¢ FRYEEA SO (di, dy) WOREEE & R
Nij = ool o [AMy| FoRAH R d; A
d; E"Jﬁlf)?uﬁ}:ﬂf%liH’Jl?ﬁiﬁ]lﬁgﬁ%l‘@ M (M
AR B & b — L85 A SR 4R A, e
—bIr I B AT NDCG 45) Mdlcds . B S0Ry
d; Hﬁﬁgﬁﬂinﬁ)\ = Z] {i,j}el >\z] Z {jiYel >\zga
Hop I FORKAW g TRYFTA ORI <dwd ) IR
Frfefr. MART B 375 ok 502 (A SR AR AR B pR &L, 1
A 2 B, AR UL A H AR 451 2% bR B
BE N, 38 3 N W 8 2 3T S 1 ] VS AR T ST HE A
BF, Bl Fe(x;) = Fe_a(x:) + 0>,y (2 € Ry),
Hopn FoREIE, v FoREE k DINGHEBIE |
A4 S 1. LambdaMART J7 i HE 4L
AJig MART 53k, HAFTET NGRS A
BRRE, FRR RN X P R B AR, T e SR
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PRUEIC R BE PR B, DARR URHET 403 2K R EOR ) ok LB
DA Ry [ .

LambdaMART ¥ fi# ok 55 br HE )3 7] 28 b 2
ZHUEHE — N EE R HTF = e
RFZ—, FEHIRT B2 X% I 3% EA
4¢. Capannini %1% JF % T — AN A 20 & T
W2 ) 200 2 RRESE B . R Y ] HR AR A
iy CH+ HEZE, X 2022 5] 3% 60 45 Bf B 32+ [n]
JIH#f GBRT. LambdaMART. Oblivious Lamb-
daMART . —Fi75 5 Oblivious [0 T4 14 FRARETE.
Lucchese 2541 $ 7 —Fhh i 4 R0HE R 2 ) O v
X-DART, %745 H CLEaVER J7 3 H i i) 5 kL
demg ARk DART, fp 28R L SR S a2 HET
A,

WAV Z TAER T W HE 22 3 ki T T
WFE. Chen %12 (i F BEHUBE EEHR T [l A1 25
JF R Kocsis 218 47 iy T —FhHE TH W 55 s 1 HE
JPeE ) I3k, Asadi 2 B0l BR EESR T 11
WREAT HEF 24 3] i AT R PERE A L. Yin 25060 R
T FEPR T P SR 2 B 01 R R B 1T THE P>
¥k LogisticRank PAFFATH 45 R AHEF. Lucchese
SNl HE R ST 453 T — Rl U 4 Y
i 7 B QuickScorer PAFLSHEHEF 0. Dato 249
PR TSGR [11) B9 TAE, $24 T —ANFI A Oblivious
FI Non-oblivious [a] 54 fill A £ B A5 1Y HE 7 eR %K
R SRS HEAT A B4 BB VA RE SR, B AEXT R A
Web 1825|4511 1] ) £ if) 25 R AT PLd HE/ . Luc-
chese ZE16) FHH T — AR AL T T [ AR SR AL AL
A S HE P AL B AE SR, R HE S R R ) IS
W= 21 Ak, FH bR 2 B EHE R R S 52 HE
J¥ R . Mohan U7 7y T — Rl TH0 b5 AL b
FETF LA B HE 22 2] A A T Web %, %
T AT FEALARMORIAS BT [l A, T 5eas
BEMLARAR 2522 3t — D HE T R4, TR R S E R
T S5 $2 T 1] US4 1) 00 2 (L 40K 8227 ) S0 1 HE 7 o
¥ de S& 418 3R T — BT Boosting L
FRMCHE 722 21 1) 38 HHE 28 DAY 41 A I AR 4R B
2 >). B H LR AL AR N Boosting 7 A 1Y)
5557 > g, MR T8 o BEATLAR AR BT P A B TR AR AR AR
PATR: T $5e 2 NIE AR B v B — > 55 2% > 4 19 52 W) 1
38 35— T ] SR A R O SR A T DA R AR 2 A 1
FUAE. Tbrahim 4EH9 R Hofs 1 BT BE AL AR ARG
Pointwise # Listwise Hf/F2#>) )7V, B RF-point
A1 RF-list, &1t T —M e BT EHF AR HER
FT REHLARARRY Listwise HEF22 > ik, it T
— PP R Rl A (] 43 SR T 2] BLRRAR ) RE L AR AR Y
REHEF2: ) ik, RIRG RS E TR EN 5
Y Listwise H PRI EH ) Pointwise H#p.

BT RT3 O i BT R, B T R,
R, 2 2] WK IE H AT, AR A 3 2R HE R B A 5
W o 77 A A R 2R ) P R S MBS, AT e 45 i
DUAFAE A 3] 3 5 k25 TR 2 — KM A 2 5 PR
G, A, B R IEROCAR B L g U6

2.2.8 BETHUWEZNHFFEIGE

P4k, (Evolutionary algorithm, EA) &3k
H T K H R A I R &R —A B, &—
PRI BHE LRSS AL P AL L 5 R i 48
REY:. EA WETEERE: FERREMENSRE
H, — B2 MR U — AR (BURSE) SRk E] ) —
AP AR (BURREE), PR AT iR (BURRAR)
Yk Bt — 25 R AR DASRAR Ak r i (Bl AR 4R ).
EA SRR R E 2R LA S — A
WG VRO S4B R sx A e R, B4 ETX
FR B MAZ A A P 3 25 B W Ak AT 2R L
VEASKIURT A 5 3 o 2 2 0 4 Tk 2% 1 D 25
B, A WRFE AL i A5 21 B8 AR R 24 Wi T
IERPAT I EAE.

EA Jf9E B 42 40 BOR g A8 ) BAR S8, T2
B T SRR A 100 AL ) RE A B s 1) 4 R B 1) G B 5%
BRI B A (] 0] BRI A EE i S e v R Be I Ak
Jr, HAER Z 80K O N #se e 2 H P = a
1bfR. EA MFEAR—RE—HWIR IR, 8
R HEA H R R U 5 S nT fidk, v H
F H AR R B T8 B, AU ESR HARREUE
ey, HEARLGMaRIIEET), RinAREZm
PGSR T HE P22 > b R A SR Y
TRV HE T2 2] Tk, 4 R BUZ i FHE 7 B ALY
BB [P0 3 B 5 o B Ak B AR R 38 T TR R

B BT A SRR R HE 2 ) AR T ik
Z—2 Yeh 400 57 j i & g A4 R BT 22 >
75 ¥ RankGP, % 5 VA RHHE P AR B R R AP o i
AME (), — DMK T 22— e HET R 2L,
3 AHEME X — N REERIE T = (Sy, Sey Sop), HoH
Sy FRFFTARCE, TRIIGELERFHE, S. FoRTiE
SCH)SEHUE, EHER € [0,1], Sop FRBEARBALE. 1
BEE SR —A XS5, B R4 R R B
o, AR TEE AR 4. — . xR, R A
TR B A% g R AEA AT HE P B AL i 22 3] FEEAE
AR, WA AR R S B R
R AN AR, TR ORI, 6 PR Y
{5 MAP B3 [ B pR B LATEAN Pl o A A AT
YA LR TERE. M ZE o, K= —ANE
FEAE LR AA, PANMARAE Ry fe i HE .

32 BT g B B HE P 22 2] O R &, Lin
201 57 143 2 2 M REST L g0 L ik i RankGP J73%,
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P THEF 2 I vk RankMGP PAZE 3] HEF pR 4K
Keyhanipour 202 $ 4 7 —Fopr G HEF 24 > J5
& MGP-Rank, % 7 i MAE R B AES IR, #E
F T R R AL 7 AR AE SR R 7 AR SRR,
i —Fh o 2 1) 2 RS S R AR AE QL A R de AL 1)
HEF R L

4 RankGP J7 ¥ARFist 4% gn fE . T80Tk
JF5 3 TR AT, SOk 1 3 T B A HE
23] R k. Wang 26630 $2 T — R 5158
o R —A it i e HE 22 ST 5T b S Y
FLEMESE, FFEETAZMESE, $2 T — Pl S LK)
(HE BB P35, He Z5PY JR T RT3
BEEPR A HE P27 2] i RankCSA, HIZMALE
B RN TEREEM HEIR (MAP) PA%E 3G RUNHEF
. Diaz-Aviles 255 Bk T REALIELS, $2
T M IR > Ok SwarmRank BRI
A5 BRI PRI AR UE DA ST HE P B A
Alejo 2001 31T —Fh I TR TREAL YR HET
27277 RankPSO PAE UL AL RN B o 1 )1 2 HE
JF 5%, Bollegala 2507 $H T —Fpdt 253 1k
FEWHET 22 2] 7k RankDE 22 3] HE7 s AL AT
Ik R ) SRS AT HERE . Wang 26080 37y 17— Fh
T E A AR AT HE P22 S HESE CCRank, H
P2 S 3 Bl 2 ) B R5CR HLIRIRHRRRRS B2, JF SR
=AML E (GRHR e . ERLRIAE TR
JUmZEsrdeik) BHEF2% > 17 (RankGP . RankIP
il RankGDE) 528 7% HEZE. Ibrahim %09 jz ]
HEAL RN B 1 HE P 27 > 7 ¥ ES-Rank DAfFERHET
£ 3] W. Tian 26000 Fi ] Z AL BEESG B 4154
AT AR, R OB AR A BT B 45
B, R T R AR A ST G T B R AR
ZER AL R R g, — 80T T ETHAT B 41
F 5 0 HE 7 2% ) J7 ¥ RankBCA. Li 2061 fi ik
T MR TASEEAIER X 2 H R
UL K TRV AE 2R 1 DRSS SR i B HE 22 > ik
R?Rank, DAJR] A0 38 2 A1 R I 3R EUR 50 Fn e
e B A 2

HT I BEHE T 2 > AT B E R
R PP AR IE, FEAE 2R 2] P HE P B2 T 3RS
XTI PEN P RE. (H T2 A Rk
£, IEE TR E AR S ISR R, 7T
()27 > B[] W] GEAHG RS T2, T bk
T HA KRB AT, B AR 2807 i 4T 1
ik, MM m e, 1 o, AR IR S AR
B, FrAR T BRI HiEE A
iR B HE 7 > Th) .

229 HUHFFEIEE

Moschittil®? B9 7 —Fh B A 1B EANE X450
TR EE B HEE2E > Jr vk, Adlon %068 T
—FA IR PR B ) BT i HE 2 > Jr i, Niu
ST JF e T SR A R HE 2 3] O IR AL
RAHCER, AT B HEF g —A top-k 1R, I
BN T A 5E R top-k HEFHESE, $R 4 T A TR
Pointwise, Pairwise 1 Listwise IR &H)TFS
5, IR T AT SRAS m AT SE Y top-k RS,
WAl 1A 30 top-k HEFF 25 S BEAL, X HEY 45
SR TP o ) R4 R S DA 4

A —BEHF T HE 2% TR 5% H) @ TAE. Zhou
2041 1) 71 4l B %9 ot 47 HE ¥ 2% >J. Macdonald
SE05] b R G B R A, R HEF 2 > 7
A [FHEF 2 2 TE R, A TR T Qo] 5 44 5
FHEE S DIIKBUA 3 HE P . Lai 251990 @i
— AR Primal-Dual BE AR B HE T 2 > 7]
. Lai 2507 b p2p ST M T — P iR AR i
Tk, Ma 2068 SRS S T — Rl i I 5
B 5. Wang 2509 BEgg TAMEL B R A
A e WA HE 22 S T8, Ae 2 I ESE TR
A ) P B 1 e . W 260700 3R T — b
Listwise JIIZx%5 4 2 > et HE P BEALA 23 1 1|
iy . Joachims S5 ) HI A (i SR B 42
T HmHEF2# ). Calumby %7 ¥18 752 H A
BRRRG A AHF2= MK, FRgEH
TEMRA . Boprdt e . B EH A Bl S ST ).

K2 RGE T SR HE P 2 ) 5 R JE 0.
M 2 FTLAE W, [F—HEpae 2] ik, MNAFMAIEE
ff, 4B T RSB HE P22 2] ik, BATZ IR
KERKNEEN. WKIEAF AR, HFE2wah
ANFEFPIE, Q4555 R0 HE 27 > 4T 45 2K,
W] o AA R % > . B Y] 2
PEHEF 222 W EMEHRT S L et HE 22T L A
PEACHE P22 S M 2 By 27 > 07 ik R
HALP U], o AT, BT, BT
JPERNE . BT e AR T 2 B AR A 2
Tk REAEARRE, BN, HigtHrEh
Y T X A IR AT A T i T b 4 2 pR R (TR AL H
i) FRARRTRTR 2% sk R (TeAk B o) #4757 DA 2R
PEREDE BRI HEF AL

3 HEFFIBIEE

H Bl CA 2 JF i 5 HE o > Bods 4k &
HWALYE: LETOR. MSLR-WEBI10K #i1 MSLR-
WEB30K. Yahoo! learning to rank challenge
set. Yandex internet mathematics 2009, WCL2R
PAIZ Istella LETOR i1 Istella-S LETOR 4.
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Table 2  Categories and instances of the learning to rank approaches

eS| Pointwise Pairwise Listwise

S PRank LDM (Percep) PAMM

FUIEAYTES RankNet, LambdaRank, ListNet, List MLE, R-LTR-NTN, PAMM-NTN

FRank, SortNet
SCRg L Ranking SVM SVM-MAP, SVM-NDCG
PR 3L Pointwise Pairwise RankELM,
RankELM ELMRank

U RankBayes, BLM-Rank

Boosting RankBoost AdaRank

i) RF-point LogisticRank LambdaMART, X-DART Oblivious LambdaMART,
QuickScorer, RF-list

Bia S RN RankGP, RankMGP, MGP-Rank, RankCSA,
RankIP, RankGDE, SwarmRank, RankPSO,

RankBCA, RankDE, ES-Rank, R?Rank

LETOR" J2 p faf 85 W I AR 9 52 T & B9 /N LA
HEp 24 S 5t e, T 2008 4EF1 2009 4E4 3% T
LETORS3.0 #1 LETOR4.0 i, LETOR3.0 &
OHSUMED #1 Gov i —Se% 3R 4, 41 HP2003
A1 TD2004 %; LETORA.0 k7 T AR K
Hade MQ2007 F1 MQ2008, $24t T 4 FhHEF ik &
FRIESE: BT . LB . PR G . 5%
HEF, MESHE T 8 4. Qin 207 sty
22 K4 LETOR #4717 REAN A HEA, 38 ]
PEFRSCRYTE RN A 4L, ANl ) SCRY R4 T SRAE, Anfn]
PEIHEF 2% > FRAEFI TR B DA S A il 43 #4525

MSLR-WEB10K #I MSLR-WEB30K?2 2 1%
BOE BT BE T 2010 4FFF & 1 R A FH G 3R RIS
(IHET 2 >) Bl 4. MSLR-WEB30K & FASREK
B mT R H 2 S B4, ERET 3 hE
AEHIF 300 Z T4 RS, HA 100 Z4EHE TR,
MSLR-WEB10K &M MSLR-WEB30K H1ptfL %
FER—ASTHRSE, B 1 TAEIRF 100 27
ANSORY. AEANHE 2 ) B SE AR AL 6 A i) — SORY
el o B B HE A 1 s DA S AH S 1 W bR, AR
FMEFIWTAR T 2 MK 5 M. Web #8254 Bing
— MRS IR, AR
HECRE AN 5 AR5 AEAT 5 97 (folds) 22X
BSE. FEREANEEE SO, a0, B0
SRR — AN - SRR, B A S SR R A
KUERRE . S5 DA SRIE A - SCRYXT Y 136
YEHE P RAE -

Yahoo! learning to rank challenge set® J& 2010
2T Yahoo! HEF27 ) Bk i F€ BT R i HE 727
M EHELE, 8 Yahoo! learning to rank challenge
set 1 fil Yahoo! learning to rank challenge set 2.
Chapelle 253 AN T AR 2, S H
L SRS ARITR O P 48 AR vE U AR, (HIA 1R R X
Legrif) . URLs FIHEFRHAERGE, UEEHE TR
1H.

Yandex internet mathematics 2009 $i#a4E* 2
i A& 2 i ol Web #8722 51%8 Yandex it £ 7 1)
HTF “the Yandex internet mathematics competi-
tion” AYEET ML > B9 HE ¥ 38 28 9 HE 7 27 > Bals
A, X EEEH Yandex PEAl GORF AR — STRYXT 45
iE 1o £ FHARH A 25 AR e R S B0k R DA T2
M FMmER. [6 Yahoo! learning to rank challenge %%
P —FE, ARG AR R 4G SO Y URLSs, I
HAR GBS R AR T UAE R

WCL2R® 2 f K g 2 P K2 G i
2010 4 R R RA KRR BAE ) T T4 7 > B
FEMEERR A, BN — DI ST R [
TodoCL H &5 4 B sl T 85odi 45 8 3 PERRAE 4 AL
kR4 > Bidia gl Alcantara 2571 % WCL2R i
728 ) B AR AR AL T PR Rl i, L3S A A SR BGE
b BAAH KPRV, WArAs w2 ) AR AR
IR gy € S

Istella LETOR #11 Istella-S LETORS® 2 &=
KA ISTI-CNR f Istella [FPAZET 2016 HEIF K1)

'https://research.microsoft.com/en-us/um/beijing /projects/letor

2https://www.microsoft.com/en-us/research/project /mslr/

3http://webscope.sandbox.yahoo.com/catalog.php?datatype=c

4http://imat2009.yandex.ru/en/datasets
Shttp://www.latin.dcc.ufmg.br/collections/wcl2r
Shttp://quickrank.isti.cnr.it/istella-dataset/
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PN . e 3 T SR AHE 22 > 0] 8
A KACFEAN AT T ) R RIS S 36 () HE 72 > Bl
£, Istella LETOR & H A k. HA Fa] F
FH B HE 7 2 > a4, #2280 %. 20 % AR = X1 4
B 2R R 4 Istella-S LETOR 2%} Istella
LETOR w4~ i -2 R A2 103 AMHEA T TG
KNI TG B — S FH BN HE I 2 2 B 48, #%
60 %. 20 %. 20 % MR I GREE . Bk
MALE.

3 WA SR FRAEAEL. A
GRARERRYEIX 5 A T7TH L T & P HE 22 21 5k
PRI MG B MR 3 iR, INIUEHET
F R Z, AR SCRYFIRRE O (AR AR A X
BN, iz KHBHE T 27 > B a4k

4 HFFIHENR

MR 27 ] TS AR T BEE . Tr iRk
PR TT T, B IERBOR B Y 5 B A R G
ol A DR S s (A HE I TR HE R AR 22 52 B b ) T
T G F A0 T, 3 Web #8738 R 40 s HE
¥, ZEARR. TR, DA IERS.

I 452 T EREL. 2 R ES A, A
YRGB 5.
41 Web#%

Web #8252 i ) U5 ik e H il el 2
Y SE PR Y 22— B SRICE 1) — SRS A MR LE HE

*3 s Bk

FRAE DA S anrr 25 A HE 727 21 5 R N SR HE P B 8 DASR:
= PO Web #8 R85 R H 7 B 5, o ET
HEP2£ 2] 1) Web #3211 F 24155
1R 2 44 89 K W 2 5 40 Bing, Yandex,

Yahoo. T LA M 45 R 518, #OB T HEF
T P AL B R AR, Wk
¥ 2% 3] 75 ¥ RankNetl' £ 3 F iy 18 &
512 Bing 24 PAXS Web #8245 5L 947 18 b HE
J¥#, HEF 25 3] J5 ¥ LogisticRank!® £ 5 T # 52
1RG5 A 8 R 45 R HEFE. Zhang 407
TE W 2% 8 2% 55 P 37 s SEUE R R T AL FE 4R el
4. RankBoost. ListNet. List MLE #1 SVM-MAP
X 5 MR HET 2% > r A s, Macdon-
ald 207 5 Web 8 & HWF5T T HEF25 S AL o] i
Rtk Kang 277 B Y j8 0 i 1 A6 200 g 4 1 1
HEJP 2 S B, X Web 8 2 Hh i) R SE AR BT S {4
HEF.

42 HERZK

FHHEF 22 2 7 30 T e R g vh 2 295 o
PR SR ) 1) $298 P A i (652) iR eeE
JPRHIE? 2) iz FHET 2% ) 5 VR WHar 8 i SE R,
PR TN 5 F P 55 SR B A, DASR 47 &R
SERPERERI A P R Y

Karatzoglou 4 [ & 1 A [6 2 51l i HE )
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Table 3  Datasets of learning to rank
LUEITES AR SRR FHEN R MRS SR e
HP2003 150 147606 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
NP2003 50 148 657 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
TD2003 50 49058 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
HP2004 75 74409 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
NP2004 75 73834 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
TD2004 75 74146 64 0,1 LETOR3.0
OHSUMED 106 16 140 45 0,1,2 LETOR3.0
MQ2007 1692 69 623 46 0,1,2 LETORA4.0
MQ2008 784 15211 46 0,1,2 LETORA4.0
MSLR-WEB10K 10000 1200192 136 0,1,2,3,4 Microsoft LTR datasets
MSLR-WEB30K 31531 3771125 136 0,1,2,3,4 Microsoft LTR datasets
Yahoo! LTR challenge setl 29921 709877 519 0,1,2,3,4 2010 Yahoo! LTR challenge datasets
Yahoo! LTR challenge set2 6330 172870 596 0,1,2,3,4 2010 Yahoo! LTR challenge datasets
Yandex internet mathematics 2009 9124 97 290 245 0,1,2,3,4 Yandex internet mathematics 2009 contest
WCL2R 79 5200 29 0,1,2,3 The TodoCL search engine Istella
LETOR 33018 10454629 220 0,1,2, 3,4 Istella dataset
Istella-S LETOR 33018 3408630 220 0,1,2,3,4 Istella dataset
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J5 3 DA B TR M B, Shang 21160 51 1 B 4R
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412 HiNHA

Saleem 2 M8 i FHE oo >) Jy v T Tk
b 55 5 M 1) Web IR 45 1% #%. Deveaud 2119 j5
T HE 25 3 O PA B B B AT 55 JE T I S
¥, Zhou 250200 rHERR2E S RV T % R 5Lk
. Chen 02 YEHEF27 ) AR 18 X 2 BEHE
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PRy, A8 41 2k B BCE 1k B AR PAFE S HEF 22 )
NSk AL HE P AR,

“https:/ /sourceforge.net/p/lemur/code/HEAD /tree/RankLib/

8https://github.com/hpclab/quickrank

9http://quickrank.isti.cnr.it
10https://bitbucket.org/ilps/lerot
Hhttps://github.com/yaschool/ltr
2http://yaschool.github.io/ltr/index.html

5 HFEFIRERHE

PCAE R, P22 S 07 iaAG AIGE & J, - fefig
JUiz s T AR 2 1 S B T R A e HE R )
BNV 20K O T A S B HE T AR ) R
TR AR H ol e HET 2 3 s
RankLib. QuickRank. Lerot, L2RLab. ESRank.
LTR. MLR-master il SVMrark 2

RankLib” & — A FH & T Java HF 1
Her S kR R IR, SRE TR E
B i ZE K A AR N B Al B K22 A /E T H Lemur,
TR ARz R . RankLib J& By 5 g% 1 26
R W58 # vdang JF & 19— HEF 5% 2 07
B, YHCAEIT 8 Fmir ik, w
5 MART. RankNet. RankBoost. AdaRank.
ListNet. Coordinate ascent. LambdaMART #l
Random forests. ‘B5L8 T4 25 BRI
B, [Rl i b it T 2 FhihaT 07 XK L vrA .

QuickRank®? J& — @ m M REHE )7 % > T H
o, mt T s e TR e C+H+ &R
SEBE, BECRE AR T A R BL AL B AT R T
PO PP 43 SCRY I y C++ JE AR, WE T
MBI EM &AL HAlL EZEXT
Ao 7 GBRT, LamdaMART., Oblivious
GBRT / LamdaMART. Coordinate ascent. Line
search, RankBoost, CLEAVER . X-CLEAVER #
X-DART %7J7¥%. QuickRank &5 AT Al 5
e Wb B, BRI 2 3 T FE ATl
Rl B BB Z S ARAT . A #S AT DAAR R HE
A PRAESCHE S BB A, AT DA i 15 A 1 e 1 [ )1
il Be— B K & BT, BUVE Ry — Ak iy ik
P TAEAE AR 2 M R A B sl gidlm 46 1. H i, 72
QuickRank W 353 7 CLEAVER {{b 88, Z A0
ARG 25 2] R BT R — AR B R DAY = D Ak s
(AR N 2 i A e

Lerot " i /2 f ik S 55 B Katja Hof-
mann FIfaf 2= 1) Ff iR K% Anne Schuth 452
BRI LW — DNELHE 722 3 B HESE, %
MR N LAy 27 > i ikis AT ek it Lerot
FRft T ARAE LA X D R AT PR A S 1Y
R, 22— IR, A S T IAFTY
TE L HE T2 > T oA/ SR B AIL T i R . B A,
G T — SR 42 S B . R BT R — B 5B
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fili o PCREAN 23 BV e DA B HE 722 > Wi 92 5 T J 5
5. L2RLab #4403 22 i P RBEHAG B AL N
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B EE R RE B R AR U HE Y, H T AR AL IS 4L
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Hi4d & RankPSO R/ & HyHET 22 > ik,

ESRank'® J2 3 [E i T IUK2AAIK B K241
Osman Ali Sadek Ibrahim %8523 ) 3 T3k S mg
AT 27> 7k ES-Rank 1y JAR .

MLR-master™* % {4, fy 3 = Il Fil 45 e T K 2
i) Brian McFee il Daryl Lim J & 0 —2HEF 5>
HER) T H, 5 Metric learning to rank (MLR)
fil Robust MLR # A5, A T 4541k
SVM HEHE, SZRERRIHEFIENHEN], 41 AUC, Pre-
cision@k, MRR, MAP #1 NDCG.

SVMrankts Sy sl 4 HE P SVM 1 &%
AL SVM 1y — A S, H 36 [ T 2R R 22 1)
Thorsten Joachims 7 B A GNU 4% 2% & {4
(GCC) 1y Linux #AER S LI &L —AF I
WHEF 7 2] J7 ¥k Ranking SVM 5 IF 4. J5 1
B E IR T %R C++ ' Al Python
T RS

FR4 MIFEET . Fr a0k 3 N7 IHgN
TAHET 2 3 R R AF B

K4 HEE IR

Table 4  Software packages of the learning to rank approaches

L ERaR s TR A Al

RankLib JAVA SRR R 2R ) O RS B R N S AR, SREEZ AT A S Ok, B SRR DR AR
2T REZ I ERIEN SR, B8 T ER S . REIFER R Y T, B3 RZ e
FE TR .

QuickRank C++ SRR R 2 ) Ty IR A BRI, $ROE—RR R WY RAYRI SRR AR I HESR . BEOR) ISTI-CNR 1y
F RS Z W) k. SE T ARIB M IINAGEIRE D= R HT R Istella FIBASE
B, MR SR S BER. B IF R, RISTFIRERIE, BT PIFTCE M R .

Lerot Python SR ANELHNT S R, WA R STHREAS TE LR 2 ) TR BIARIRS, R B R T 5 B A 4
G TERAY R, 5 T4 SR E S RSP FITE L 27 2 O vk AT e B S PN =

LTR C++ SCRRRR IS TAFIHE R R TR, (2 H B 0O R 22 ) O iRIE AR, A Yandex $iE 2 #r =
B TV REZ W, o THEHERY . BRI LT B IR IRE, Bk
(EHASE 208 R s

L2RLab JAVA s ML BRI HE T 2 Jr R A W B SR SR B P, T ] i R IR A — N o YRR Sl R A
TAM, AR, Hb PR Y ye R4 WA, SEEARE %
Fret S IR

ESRank JAVA HEHF ES-Rank #7237k JAR . @8 7 E WRR — HATFIE, SAFERIE S T IURS Ak
Gz I Je K

MLR-master ~MATLAB FT AL SVM AESE, A5 M HEP 22 > BRI BRI HE P 22 5 07k, SR 2% EEAE R TR 2
BB MEN. A8 VA R B —, I RLR IR AT

SVMrank C. C++ Ml LMK EANZHEF SVM 9—A1LE, 15 2G5 R~ H CiEFHmN  SEERTIRIE

Python SVMrank g FFR R R AL, J5 SR AR AR B R AR R AR T &

Bhttp://www.cs.nott.ac.uk/psxoi/ESRank.zip
4https://github.com/bmcfee/mlr/
5http://www.cs.cornell.edu/People/tj/svm_light /svm_rank.htmlfReferences
16http://dlib.net/svm_rank_ex.cpp.html

7http://dlib.net/svm_rank.py.html
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O DT (i 6t 95 2= o 1P T - q ARCTE (e 5<% =17
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AR AF PEHE 22 2 T ik AR 5 PR HE P A 2, A
T4 v Py 4 A A T A5, e e T A B
PUATRH R AR A 22 1 I 0T £ B W] A
E A TF R R 75 18 A5 M R HR AR A HE R 27 2 17
AT R B D, K22 2% Web spam dEA7 46 i
08, RIEEA BT % BRI R AR {51, (k%
e RF AR PEMIR AR A R AR R A AE S H AR,
eI 1A AN TR AR AR, BEXE I AF R A2 )
(AR, T S g e 14 B A ) A B ] A5 AN W] A
HEF RS AL RO PR IORI B B . HE e L2 fg £ A R A DA
Y SETIR LR g el E T B
6.44 ZERHFES]

AR, AT R P HE B F ke
W RE, WFFE N DU R R 45 2R T A O A2k,
H W 2 e FHEF 45 50 2 REPE. Bt STy
T, WA T —282 HArHE P22 3 T AT, Dai
2 [196] i b MR 2 30 0 Yl B R R SRR
Ak T 22016 480 2% &85 S I i 1) JH Al g T, o e
ZFEME. ARSI RIE AR, K25 (A
b A ) 1) B AR T A DA AR B T, il
MHEF 2> 77k RankSVM AARALBA S 4L, Svore
a7 e T A BE RIS VE IR H AR, $RAE T
TE 2 A0 o0 i) B e SR b AT A Ak B i e O 2R,
R 2 PR A BT DAS S ) — A B — R R i i
K H LambdaMART HE72:>) kA 04k, Kang
s8] g T MR HE T S R h R H RN S
JrTE (QnVCECEE . BEES. FRESE) MRMEME B
Qi p e th B EEHE AR S . ZREEHET AR S R
E MRS, B 2 R o 2 H FRHE T

IR B AR TEHE A 2] v [ R T A
MR Ath 22 Ty T R AR AR, (AR B H AR H
—/NEE 2 5 T B R R AR B bR R AL, XA R T
AR Sy 4% o £ i s A BRSP4 M TR A, A
Bz SEIS AR O MEAKC . (R, AR
i FH SR 2 7 T R AR bR, 7R SR R i 2
AL H AR R 2 B R HET ) Ok, X2
— A BRI TAE. ot 2 BisHEr A
D7 ¥E e S T HEP L 2 A0 B AR R B0 &
PR VT AN 35 s DA S HE P B2 i s8R RHE 27 2 193K
2 B A A
6.45 BENMHFZES

A ERRR R GOE A — i e
RFAE AR M A I BB A 4 v T2 B 1) s 22 B 153 3 ) A
[l HE PR, A [ B8 2 0 3 A ] — HE P B2 T i 1
RER PR B A TH B, SR ) —HE - B2 uf
PABRAIE Ry B A B4 T R 30 0 R A e 1) A, b

AR S FHE PR, S, WA
s (A SRR, SRR AR RN TR ALY 4F)
IS S T 7 R A 25 IR 7 R e A 2, Al )
TR S A R HE P B, R4, iR R
F R ERCR R A5, LA [ Y 1 33 55110 8
LY LR A B HE P LT i, S5 T 2 4E
JEE TR AR AR 3 Y HE R 5 ) PUEHIA [R5 5K 37 5t
117 32 L R AN [ 37 5 G HE e L. el IR 1 b
W TR RIS, FHRE B I 1 i %) B 37 st HE
TR T DR AR R A R, JUI AR B 2 I 455
S B & AR 2] D53, HEShHERR A > B 1]
AL, DA R AL IR H SR R,
PASE— 25 e i HE P 45 A R P i

6.4.6 AEEHFFS]

Wit 5 BB 19X Rl ) R e e, ] A )
o 2 KRB BOROR, HIA Mok Z . A HEF
5 ) T AR U S A A e BERE AN, T KK de, Anit
HEy 22 2 TR SR HE P B R I TR B, AT TR AR
K, BERARTE, JCHEAE TR 258 I A B A3 1) 40
BT A S . R T HERFAE R s ERHEP ), %
GERY VARICR R D B HE Y 27 2] T IR R 2ERU M RE
FIBERE, BT m A p 8 540 S T HUSHET 30
SRR R Sl AEPRUE— & HE P ROR I 1§
, HATACHERP A 2] T YR AR HE AR AL 1 o
JE, AR R HE 2 ) R, Wang %0149 gt
REEFRTL, 2T — IR Rt (R k)
FIRER (FIE) HIHER 7 > G HEQCRIRERITHOX P
AE A AR I # 0 HTE BEARE. Cao 4511500 42
T PORBRERSE T 701 e 2 T ik

H T A HP 7 AR Z R ET NN, T
TRRE R — MR AT AL AT, W5 32 B
RUBARIAT - BB AT B HER 27 2 7 ¥R DAIE KRR
AR, AR ER A, KRBT > 2 R
R R ST 2 —, HRBAET RN A IR, Bt
REPRIEA RO RO AR I R HE P22 ) T3
6.4.7 AMBRAHNAITHFF

BA K R 2 2] T 352 PA R AT O K Rk
JPREZ, T KA HE 72 > Bl e i, X2 R
HMELRARUEIL 2 S ROR. BE Z AL A . BT H
AL AT G R 2 A DR S i, T R R AL 73
AT HE P22 2 I ik be it 7 — ST ZaH. W
i T A BE R RIS O LA 7 ) T3k, AL,
MM L. SRRl bR T AR BERLAR
AN SR S A AT i AR B2 4 MapReduce Al
Spark SFHEZLT, FFEMIFHATA, Btk
JPeg ) Jrik. H, BHREANICIT & TR A
AIATHEF %2 Ik Sculley™ Sk FE R B
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Hdnde LT ) R ) Ok i AR
A Pairwise "R T HRFEFEAN, HI AL
A REALIE TR W > g 252 ST P B2, AT 3 755
KHUHE 72 > iy %0%. Shukla 20921 £ Spark 4y
AR5 RS BT ListNet Hep2 2] k.
Wang 45059 $2 17 —BhiL T ¥ ) BEAL S92 i 9 A7
HeFaE I HESE. Tian %00 #it 75947 B 410
SR IHEFP 27 2] 07 YR AMGIE W SR A AT R, 2
o ERe LA A S R

i, TSR P AP AR A R B 2L,
BESRIR A R4 R A SEIIBR T 1) IR, H HiT R
T2 A8 DAL SR 2 28 7E A DR R RIS 73 5 1) T v 2 B
B, A2 A X S BRI HA SR BT
RIVE A FATHE P22 ) T iR B 2 AT 5 Ja Y
W5y 1), R T MR AT . SR AT MR
RIRGHAT =N R RIRBTIL.

FEIEEXHFES]

g b, HEy 22> 7k DAL A B S — A~
FEVFN ST DA K 5 B ATTAH BRI F-Bh A i AH %
PR i i g ) e B R B AR I 2k, R — AP
FR. R XE 2R, BETZEL T EAY]
SEBRI. E e, BlE B SE E B T, BT
BUNOEZREG I, WA/ N ARG, 248
AIATEY. HR, X% AR SR A X, ek
RGN, BEWIFRARER. T, SCRYXT
FEIR) A RH R 2 B A B TR A HE RS 1T BRCAE, A0 HT 1
BRGHR0S HJ I, TRl I &
tH fe DASGR I ).

Suhara 2054 $H T ek R 3] Oy ik, Hof-
mann Z15% Z5 T QAT F-A 5 B KG 2 Listwise
Fl Pairwise 7EZHEF 2> IR A FF K. Chen
2 [196] P T AR HE T S Ok, IR T AE Lk
J 27 2] FR 40t S RIAR N S 87 ¥, Grotov 4153
ST T A S il iy — S 55%, W1 Bandit
Bk PR % (Dueling bandit gradient
descent, DBGD) 4. Schuth 4157 4 f# 7 DBGD
IRRZ PR T, 2 T —Fh 2 B T
B AE L HE 24 2] )5 . Zhao 25100 G i A Hr
RE BERZE T 1), £ th T AP O 3 e e e e HE P 27
.

W, TELHET 52 @ N P A8 B A
H A 2 M E AR B 4R 2 ), BT SR
R RO R AT A S, BB PR A ) IR iR HE
J 4 2R B9 i i 1) e A B HE S . 39 2 o) e R G ] B
TIEAT B, PABUS s R AL T 1l 5. Keyha-
nipour 58] 5 T —FiofE R L 2E S HESE T HAT
HRHERHET 2 S k. RECH &R —SefE Lk

6.4.8

HEF =2 7, (BT H P A2 B4 B A UL AT g
B, ARl AT eI B LA R RS2, T A SRR
75 1A AE 23 & XHE T 27 20 O 3k AT AT S MO
R H B A A E PR
6.4.9 ETRAPITANNMELHIFEES

T GAB R GRS AN FH B A BT iR ] ) 8 R
FERBHET A E R, SR A B AN | F P 6 AH ] A
WEHEAFENER, XEERHE T2 > 7 e b
A RAMERESE RS, BREN XA A A
s B 750K, It v R AN R P AP 4
HEF &5 3L, A, RS NG SR A7 R S R 2
HEP =2 v, Bt & T H P AT e 22 )
T, BLARBI M EAGHEF 2K, X — APk
FAE S, 50 B B e fn] 1A o M P AT R
U P SR W DA B ey i AR P AT R e iR
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6.4.10 HMEXinm

BFHEHE P ) . R B HP ). B SCHE
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P ARE/IN, Fe K B 5 4t DA I 4% i 1)
R, M DA T n] SR Hb S HE A 3] YR R BB
PEBE. b T S ERR SRR AT O HE R 25 S R A IR
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B SURRIE, BT . WY, Session 5 T R FE
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BEHE T 2 ) B . BT RIEHE 327 > B 42 11|
GRUET O] SRR HE P IR, SR IR VB ) HE
BEERRE. H A0, QI ICHUSHE T 2 ) B R AR H
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6.6 HEFZE SRR

HEFF 27 ) M e PR 2 — A R 5 B A h) A,
B Ia%ﬂ‘i‘f{lff? A HEME R TR
EER R G, FRIF IR EEAREE (P).
SIIAEE (Average precision, AP). SFEIHE Y

i (MAP). # % (R). JATHMEF 145 (-
measure) . HEFFE%L (Reciprocal rank, RR). 1
HEF 1% (Mean reciprocal rank, MRR). #l22HkF
#1% (ERR) . HEF kS 2 (Rank biased precision,
RBP). Z## 35 (Cumulated gain, CG). 41 R
kg (Discounted cumulated gain, DCG). FiAH
Pr4n EF 45 (Ideal discounted cumulated gain,
IDCG) FiH—fb#rfn R (NDCG) PAJ—12k

B EESN (Intent aware, TA) B9 Z HEPETEM FEF5,
ill] Precision-IA . MAP-IA . a-NDCG. ERR-IA 4.
X EAE BRI PR R PR E /T T PR HE P22 2
BRI PERE.

Bl HE 7 2 2] s fR oK 3 2, {2 IT
Braa i R PG HE P 22 2 i E i g, (5 PEHET
YR R Elﬁf[‘ﬁFVﬁﬁH’J—IT*‘@?BTT,
MAE S K 75 K HE P b 735 ﬁﬁ‘ﬁHﬁ‘%
iﬂ’] LR R RSE. A, ?ﬂl] %JFXTKH

W s R S VRN FE AR DA aﬂFﬁ?’l‘%ﬁH’Wﬁ
% APREHEY 27 ) B R K3 SR A PE O A v
Hr AT g A B R0 B HE P B AL PR RE B PPN
Fabn, A e A

S AR 2 IR, BREE XY AR
RIS AT, BT E X HE 22 > O R HE A S

B LRI, I8 BRI TR i HE P 22 > VA AR S
PrfEF s N . ROsR Y T HER = 5
S ?iﬁi@ﬁﬂ&@%ﬂﬁ@? BAPHE 22 ) 7k 2 1A
X LRI, AR 7 2% ) B e h A it j@l‘él
T AR AR 4555055 2 [0 LA 43 Ar, el A 56 38
ﬁﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬂ‘?%ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬂﬁ_ﬁbﬂ:ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ

AT HEFPRRAL, AREER M A 3w 2 A B
P27 2 54, SRR SR S T IR A BT B B K JE,

HAESE PR A5 2 K.

7 BRE
HEp 22 ) A B L Hlas s > AR 1248 <5

I R ) — AN DR, e AR R T AR
ARG PR B P A 2 R R E AL AR SO HE
Jy 2 > B S B8 22 J T RIT 98 BOIR AN 2E R BT T
AR AT, HEREAIRT T HE 2 2] R ok i
¥, A BAER PIMLAL 51 BAVEI, REXTEE AR Tl

FEIARE TSN PR i i Bl I R A R SN T
AP SIS AT P B A R AL S B,
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H BRI HET 2 73k, PR i —
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