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A note from the new chairman

Jan J IJdens

How else could | start but by As far as the BCS-IRSG is

thanking Mark Dunlop for chairing the
BCS-IRSG for so many years! Mark
has been very successful at making t
BCS-IRSG a great forum representing
all IR researchers and practitioners i
the UK. We are sad he is leaving, but i
is great to see Mark is taking up a
exciting new research postin Denmark
I am sure he will have a great time an
he won't manage to stay away from th
IRSG for too long! :-)

Apart from Mark's leaving, the
1999 IRSG colloquium also saw the
election of one of the largest
committees the IRSG has ever seen. |
believe this is excellent news as it clearly shows many of

concerned, there are exciting times
ahead! Over the next year or two a
number of important issues will come
to the foreground. First of all, we are
reviewing BCS-IRSG membership. We
want to start formulating what the IRSG
is all about, what you are getting out of
your membership, and how we can
make sure the BCS-IRSG serves all
members as well as possible. The
second major issue for the next two
years is the future of the BCS-IRSG
Colloquium. Over the past few years it
has developed from a pure UK
colloquium into a truly European event,
attracting speakers and delegates from

our members are willing to take an active role in keepingmany different countries. In 1997 the IRSG ventured

the IRSG alive. This year's committee consists of peoplé)utside the UK for the first time to hold a very successful

with a wide variety of backgrounds and experience: | amcolloquium in Grenoble, underlining its European spirit.
' ver the next years we want to formalise this by turning

sure that together we can help the IRSG stay active an . .
relevant to you. the BCS-IRSG Colloquium into a true European IR

conference, hopefully under the umbrella of the BCS and
lan has asked me to briefly introduce myself. So here iCEPIS jointly. The challenge is to do this while at the same
goes: time making sure that the BCS-IRSG still serves all UK

After an MSc in computer science specialising in IR | MeMPers (that's you!) in the best way possible. We will try
spent nearly four years as a Research Assistant at the Robi&HExtend the activities of the BCS-IRSG in Britain, e.g. by
Gordon University in Aberdeen, working on object-oriented ©79anising more workshops and co-hosting/sponsoring
IR application frameworks, and the use of probabilisticmee“ngs togethgr with other organisations. I_would like to
inference networks. In Aberdeen | was also involved inconclude by saying that I personally would like to see as
the lecturing on the MSc module in IR. many members as possible being actively involved in the

BCS-IRSG. | ask anybody who would like to have any

Since 1997 | am working in the Information Technology input on what the IRSG could do for you, what we could/
department at Sharp Laboratories of Europe in Oxfordghould change and what the IRSG should be all about to
where I hold the position of Senior Research Scientist. Mysend me an email (chair.irsg@bcs.org.uk).
current research interests include information management
and retrieval in general, with specific interest in multimedia
information management and cross-lingual IR.

| wish you all a great summer, and look forward to
hearing from you soon!

Jan
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Who's Wh(;\_

IRSG Committee Contact
List 1999 - 2000

Wondering who you should contact
about what? Well, here's the current
list of contacts.

David Harper

School of Computer and Mathematic
Sciences

The Robert Gordon University
Email: d.harper@scms.rgu.ac.uk

Chair

Jan J 1Jdens

Sharp Laboratories of Europe
Oxford Science Park

Oxford OX4 4GA

Email: jan@sharp.co.uk (or chair.irsg Monica Landoni

@bcs.org.uk) Department of Information Science
Vice-Chair University of Strathclyde

Mounia Lalmas Email: monica@dis.strath.ac.uk
Department of Computing Science  jonn Lindsay

Queen Mary and Westfield College gchool of Information Systems
University of London Kingston University

Email: mounia@dcs.qmw.ac.uk Email: lindsay@kingston.ac.uk

Secretary Andrew MacFarlane

Jane Reid Department. Of Information Science
Department of Computing Sciencecity University

University of Glasgow
Email: jane@dcs.gla.ac.uk

Email: andym@soi.city.ac.uk

Kerry Rodden

Computer Laboratory
University of Cambridge

Email: Kerry.Rodden@cl.cam.ac.uk

Treasurer

Margaret Graham

Institute for Image Data Research
University of Northumbria

at Newcastle Tony Rose
Email: margaret.graham@unn.ac.uk Cahon Research Centre Europe Ltd
. Guildford
Colloguium 2000 Email: tgr@cre.canon.co.uk
Stephen Robertson
Steve Wade

Microsoft Research Ltd
St George House, 1 Guildhall StreetSchool of Computing and Mathematic
Cambridge CB2 3NH, U.K. Unlversny of Huddersfield

Email: ser@microsoft.com Email: s.j.wade@hud.ac.uk

One-day events Informer Team

Mounia Lalmas Jon Ritchie _ _
as above Department of Computing Science
John Davies ) Ja.ac.

lan Ruthven

Department of Computing Scienc
University of Glasgow

Email: igr@dcs.gla.ac.uk

Information Access Research.
BT Laboratories
Email: john.davies@bt-sys.bt.co.uk

Ayse S Goker-Arslan

School of Computer and Mathematical
Sciences

The Robert Gordon University

Email: asga@scms.rgu.ac.uk

Committee
update

Careful readers of the committee
contact list (or those who attended
the last IRSG AGM) will note the
ever-changing face(s) of our
committee.

The committee was elected in a
block-vote with the named positions
(chair, vice-chair, etc) being selected
by the new committee. Jan-Jap
IJdens was installed as new
chairperson and Mounia Lalmas has
taken over the vice-chair position.
Grateful thanks are due, from all of
the IRSG, to Mark Dunlop and John
Lindsay for their sterling work in
these positions for longer than some
of us can remember.

il

New members to the new
committee include, Ayse Goker-
Arslan, Andrew MacFarlane, Tony
Rose and Stephen Wade. Stephen
Robertson joined the committee as
the colloquium chair for the 2000
Colloquium to be held in Cambridge,
and Kerry Rodden was appointed as
member with special interest in
student affairs.

Other snippets

One-day events are featuring
heavily on the horizon with a one-
day meeting on Artificial intelligence
and Information retrieval (organized
jointly by the IEE and the IRSG) to

sbe held in November, the Text

Retrieval Conference (not TREC, the
other one - organized jointly by the

IRSG and the Institute of Information

Scientists) planned for October and
a one-day workshop on relevance
feedback to be held in September
http://www.dcs.gla.ac.uk/tfMore info

in the next Informer on the role of

one-day events in the IRSG’s

£ activities (and how to run one!)

The proceedings from this year’s
colloguium will be published in the
eWiC serieghttp://www.ewic.org.uk/

and, of course, the membership
fees debate rages on....
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Mira ‘99 Rep O i—

Report on Mira ‘99 choice being one of balance. between the searches performed on real
conference In ‘The application of work tasks and simulated information needs.

Glasgow - 14-16 April 1999 in connection with the evaluation of  The importance of relevance

interactive information retrieval assessments and relevance assessors

systems: empirical results Pia was highlighted again in the paper

_ ~ Borlund and Peter Ingwersen of Royal Negotiating a multidimensional
Mira was a EU-funded Working school of Library and Information framework for relevance spachy

Group, initiated to investigate IR Science, Copenhagen, outline a seriesilvia Gabrielli, University of Padova

evaluation techniques in the curreniof experiments on obtaining relevanceand Stefano Mizzaro of the University
environment of interactive, and to agssessments. of Udine.

lesser extent, multimedia IR systems. . h h hod f ;
The working group was comprised of Given that the methods o Ih ihis paper, they report on the

fourteen core European groups Withconstructing test coIIecFions, such agesults of. a group activity, or

reqular outside participants such a%hose used in the Cranfield model andjgmonstrgﬂon, carried out at a previous

Rayal Fidel (U. Washington), Annelise '2t€!Y in TREC, do not adequate'Yere} meeting. This demonstration was

Mark Petjerson (Risoe) and Stefand GPresent the experience of users igesigned to investigate Mizzaro's

Mizzaro (U. Udine). makmg assess_mgnts agamst dramework which categorises
situational, dynamic information need, relevance on a 3-dimensional scale:

Mira set itself the task of how can we generate relevance _ _
developing evaluation methods thatassessments within a controlled nformation needs: eithereal (a

take into account the fact that evaluation environment? lack of information that has not yet
formed, even implicitly, into a need for

* IR techniques are beginningtobe  In previous work Borlund and information), perceived(an implicit
used in complex goal and task orientedngwersen proposed using simulatedepresentation of the information-
systems whose main objectives are najyork task situation: a work task requiring situation and the possible
just the retrieval of information. situation being a sort of ‘cover story’, means to satisfy the neeékpressed

* New original research in IR is OF @ description of a situation that(some form of request for information),
being blocked or hampered by the lack¥ould promote an information need. or formalised(the actual request put to

of a broader framework for evaluation. e Simulated aspect - the work taskan IR system)
This lack beina highlighted by the Situations are created by the evaluators ) .
g g Y not the users - is important here. As the *Information resources: - thigpes

difficulty of evaluating new media, the
y g work tasks are only simulated they carPf resources that a user can access

role of interaction, the change from hen experienci

i Hot, | : - periencing a need. These can

static to dynamic evaluation and othersP€ applied to a number of users, g'Y'nqg/e either aset of documenta single
experimental control. The potential

The Mira ‘99 conference was the difference between simulated and reaflocUmentor information object, and
last workshop run by Mira and took theinformation needs is a major theme ofS0 CONCeivably be an object that it is
form of an open conference with this paper. not an actual document, e.g. a

keynote speakers, papers, group in thi Borlund q summary)metadataor asurrogate
activities and panels. n this paper, Borlund an : ]
_ P . Ingwersen describe a series of *Informatlt_)n use context th_e

In this short, personal, view of experiments designed to evaluate th&°Nt€Xt in which the information is

Mira, I will only outline the papers that applicability of this approach using US€d: This dimension is constructed
form the proceedings of the conferencgelatively novice searchers, in affom three componentpic, taskand
(soon to be available through thejaboratory environment. Their main USer attributeswheretopic refers to
electronic workshops in computing finding is that, based on a number of/°MaiN, €.g. ‘evaluation in IR/,
series, http://www.ewic.org.uk/ The  empirical attributes such as number ofOPIC*task gives more information
proceedings consists of three types Ofjueries issued per work tasks, searcRPOUt hOW the information is to be
papers: invited keynotes, papers bytime per task, number of relevance!/S€d: €-9. ‘évaluation in IR for writing
authors who were asked to present aissessments per task, simulated wor@ "€PO't for the Informer’, and
the conference and papers by authorgsk situations can be used in place ofPPiCttask+user attributesncludes
whose papers were not presented at th@al information needs. That is, from 4eScriptions about the person with the
conference. There was no qualitythe analysis of the selected attributeginformation need, e.g. ‘evaluationin IR
distinction made between thethere is no significant difference O Wiiting a report for the Informer,
presented/not presented papers, the I’'m in a hurry and the next issue is due

http://www.dcs.gla.ac.uk/mira/workshops/
conference
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Mira ‘99 Rep O f—

out on Friday’ supporting how people perform behaviour necessary for user

i jon i i evaluation.
The framework does not only information in relation to actual tasks.

classify relevance as an abstract entity Brajnik distinguishes two levels of Their approach was test in a
but can also be used to classify IRinteraction: prototype collection construction
systems as to what type of information presentation levelthe part of the exercise, using journalists who are
seeking they can/are able to SlJpIOOrgystem with which the user interacts experienced in selecting photographs
(perceived information needs using to illustrate news stories. The use of a
sets of documents with topic and task navigation level the part of the standard test collection is mollified by
information, formalised information system that controls the interaction, andhaving the relevance assessors based
needs using metadata and topidhrough which the user navigates thgheir assessments on a form of
information only?) This paper information space. simulated work task (as in Borlund and
discusses r_evisic_ms to the o_riginal He stakes a claim to the SecondIngwersgn)._ln Tamperg papt_arthe tasks
framework, including the deletion of T . were varied in order to investigate what
the original Time dimension and pawgaﬂon, level being the mOStattributes the journalists were using in

) ) important for the success of systems :
discusses the importance of the selecting photos.

framework th ¢ IRand compares the notion of a
wor € user access 1o navigation level with other approaches The paper discusses in detail
systems. It also discusses, briefly,

. . ; .~ Y'and models. He then outlines thefindings from this exercise, in
experiments ca_rrled out to Investigate, -1 rs that must be taken into accounparticular the context of the photos and
the ISSUes raised by some of thqn evaluating task models in relationtask were important. That context of
dimensions. to navigation, e.g. predictability, task (e.g. layout of page affecting the
In a second papeteasuring the consistency and customisability. choice of image) is not surprising, but

agreement among reIevange Judges ‘The perceived similarity of photos 'that the context of the image became
Mizzaro considers the issue of_

: ; . important - journalists rejected similar
nsisten bet I seeking a solid basis for theima es because of the text caption not
consistency Dbetween re evanc.eevaluation of content-based retrieval 9 P

assessors. The importance of this i the content of the image!

igorithms by Eero Sorm
relation to new features of test 9 y unen,

collections and evaluation (such a M.Markkula_, K.qarvelin, Uni_vgrsity of ‘The Word—_association
multimedia, partial reIevanceSrampere' h|gh||_g_hted the d|ff|cu|ty_ of m_ethodology’ by Marianne Lykke
L i _extending traditional IR evaluation Nielsen and Peter Ingwersen, Royal
a?sessments) is discussed as '.Sarev"?Wethodologies to new media, in thisSchool of Library and Information
of consistency, or lack of cc_mastency,case, images. Unlike a number ofScience, Copenhagen, investigates the
of relevance assessments in IR. image retrieval systems, the Tamperaise of the word association test. This
Mizzaro outlines different types of approach is not based on evaluatindamiliar test - an examiner presents a
possible judgements (binary, scalar, oretrieval of images based on textualsubject with a word, the subject has to
weighted, total or partial ordering) anddescriptions of the image content butespond with the first word which
describes that problems that may aris¢he difficulty of evaluating images comes to mind- has been proposed as
using the different types of relevancebased on automatically-indexeda method of capturing the colloquial
judgements. He then proposesmages. vocabulary and mental associations of

measures for calculating the agreement .. approach to evaluating thisthe users of IR systems.

?ﬁ:{vece:njugsgfcznn?egrgg‘rfec’fojfui%zﬁind of system is to construct a test This paper starts by outlining
difficulties he describes collection to evaluate systems based oprevious attempts to use the word
' how well they retrieve images that areassociation methodology in IR and

The invited contribution, already known or found. This reasonshighlights the difficulty of evaluating
‘Information seeking as explorative for the latter restriction are in the papetthem. In particular, the nature of the
learning’ by G. Brajnik of the but the former restriction - moving test and difference between
University of Udine, presents some ofback to test collections when others ar@incontrolled (completely free
the fundamental problems e§ingIR ~ moving away from them - is motivated association) and controlled (subjects
systems and some fo the techniqueby the argument that automaticallymay only give words of certain classes
suggested to evaluate the usability ofndexed image systems are sasresponses)make cross-comparative
systems, in particulalask modelsf  primitive, there is a lack of real usersevaluations difficult.
evaluation. These models concentrat@nd performance characteristics may

: . L Lykke and Ingwersen give a
on evaluating the worth of a system innot guarantee realistic system

Informer Vol 9 Summer 1999



Mira ‘99 Report———

comprehensive and interesting reviewuser, irrespective of the similarity tothe  interactive search models
of the approaches to using theoriginal search request (SAR-represented by interactive IR models
methodology and their correspondingprecision).

. . set of situated actions these
evaluations. They also point to the lack . . : . T
. . Heine then describes how the twoinclude actions, decision, judgements
of concentration in these evaluations

to the use of the methodology ir]paradigms can be integrated into onghat occur throughout a search episode

examining how well the methodology combined paradigm. These dimensions are discussed in
supports users in searching. To ‘Can rule-based indexing supportdetail in the paper. This provides a
investigate this aspect, they develope@oncept-based multimedia retrieval inframework for measuring change in
an evaluation framework involving real digital libraries? Some experimental state or action of the user. The focus is
users from a specific domain andresultsby Ulrich Thiel, Andre Everts, on the information-seeker rather than
application of simulated work tasks. Barbara Lutes and Adelheit Stein, ofthe information of documents
GMD Darmstadt, described athemselves.

Michael Heine, infTime to Dump . . -
, ' : sophisticated architecture for digital
P and R; starts by taking 2 Jibraries that not only support a variety The keynote papeRrocess and

philosophical look at some of the basic Putcome: On the evaluation of IR

; ! . f access methods but a variety o . . .

- msinth finteraction I
issues mvglved in thg more Standaragupport tools (such as thesaurii) ancf'ySte s in the age of interaction, GUIs
Cranfield-like evaluation methods, in

. .~ and multimedia’ from Stephen
. . media types. They then outline . :
particular challenging some : . I .~ Robertson, Microsoft Cambridge and
. ' revious work on indexing images, in .. . ; .
assumptions surrounding the loade . . City University. In this paper
- . ; ,_particular their own system for . .
terms ‘information’ and ‘relevance’. : : . Robertson examined the notions of
Heine bases his approach to evaluatioamOmatlcally generating index rocessandoutcomen traditional IR
bp escriptions based on an adeCtIVé)

of IR systems strongly from the

rule-based svstems evaluation setting and discusses their
viewpoint that information cannot be y ' limitations in new IR evaluative

seen s as an observable entity capable In‘Toward a theoretical framework environments.
of being embedded in documents oifor IR evaluating in an information-
‘information’ objects but must be seenseeking contextAmanda Spink,

as an internal process. University of North Texas and Tom

. . Wilson, University of Sheffield
He uses this position to propose a

new paradigm - the searcher adaptatioﬁ:

Note 1 These descriptions are
based on the draft proceedings, check
with the final, eWiC, version for

. accuracy of content and titles
oposed a new evaluation measure -

e Information Problem Shift Note 2:This is a personal view, not

and response (SAR) parc_ad|gm, .Whlch?pecifically this is measured as thea definitive one
reassess the basic Cranfield notions o : : : .
change in an information seeking

recall and precision. Recall, under the roblem stage after IR interaction. This
traditional Cranfield model is removed b g .

Yvork has a strong basis in studies of lan Ruthven
and replaced by the number of reIev"’mlnformation seeking, again reflectin [ ity of Gl
documents thainform the user. This g ag 9 University of Glasgow

. . ira’s grounding in the move of
step is motivated by the argument tha{vI g gm .
.evaluation from static to dynamic
as relevance (although he regards this . .
: information seeking and from
as a meaningless term) can only b . .
: Taboratory to real-life searching.
assessed dynamically we canno
evaluate effectiveness based on In particular this work is based on
assuming a preordained set ofa previous model, integrating
relevance assessments (as in thformation seeking and definitions of
traditional definition of recall) relevance. This model is composed of

o three dimensions:
He proposes a distinction between

standard precision (Cran-precision) in  time - movements during and
which all documents were assessetietween search episodes, including
against an original, pre-search state astrategies, tactics, feedback and other
regards conformity to statement andactions/states that separate stages of
precision in which documents aresearching

assessed as to whether they inform the

Informer Vol 9 Summer 1999



Lumis ‘99 Repor

Workshop on logical imaging, neural networks, and so on. Computing Science, University of
Glasgow and P.D. BRUZA, Distributed

i Logic plays a very important role
and uncertainty in the representation, access, angyStems Technology ~ Centre,
models for retrieval of information. Logic has University of Queensland

; i proved over centuries to be a verySome uses of fuzzy logic in multimedia
mformatlon SyStemS powerful modelling and reasoning tool, databases querym);),gDUBms, H.
(LUI\/IIS ‘99) providing a degree of formality and PRADE and F. SEDES, Institut de
correctness that can be very useful forecherche en Informatique (IRIT) -
manipulating information objects. For CNRS, Universite Paul Sabatier
the task of retrieving information, logic
University College London, has been used to build models tha
England provide a rich and uniform
representation of information with the
aim to improve retrieval effectiveness.
Classical logic is one possible
approach. Other approaches includ
belief revision, situation theory, Two applications of probabilistic
5 July 1999 possible world semantics, abductiveargumentation systems to information
; logic, conceptual graphs, conditionalretrieval, J. PICARD, Institut
logic, description logic, and so on.  Interfacultaire d’'Informatique,
Universite de Neuchatel

Measuring the effects of and, and not,
and or operators in document retrieval
systems using directed line segments
M.H. HEINE, Department of
Information and Library Management,
éJniversity of Northumbria

part of the Fifth European
Conference on Symbolic and

Qualitative Approaches to
Reasoning with Uncertainty

http://www.dcs.gla.ac.uk/lumis99

The purpose of this workshop was

to promote discussion and interaction The , Ipformann SySte”?S , . .
among members of the Informationcommunity is made of people coming  To allow for maximum interaction,

Systems community; in particular from different .fields: theoretical each p.resenFation was scheduled for
among those members with researcﬁomp“t(?r science, databagesA_Omn mcludmg quest|ons.. An hqur
interests in logical and uncertainty'r?fc,’rm‘f"t'on, retneya!, hypermedla, discussion allowed further interaction
models for the treatment of semi-didital libraries, artificial intelligence, between the workshop participants.
structured and  unstructuredt© mention just a few areas. In thisFollowing the tradition of previous
information. We believe that a very workshop, we have succeeded 'irworkshops on Information Retrieval,
large part of the information that will gat.herlng aheterogengous communityncertainty and Logics held in 1995
be available in future will be of this T"iS was reflected in the papersand 1996, the exchange of ideas was

nature. But what has uncertainty andPresented in the workshop: very stimulating.

logic to do with accessing and A logical formulation of the Boolean ~ Organising committee
managing semi-structured andmodel and of weighted Boolean Fabio Crestani - International
unstructured information? models G. PASI, Instituto per le g .

Computer Science Institute, Berkeley,

Uncertainty plays a very important Tecn(_)lo_gie Inf(_)rmatiche Mult_imediali, USA
role in the representation, access, an{fOnsiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche
retrieval of information. The A geometrical view of relevance
representation of information objectseffectiveness in information Retrieyal
is often uncertain. For example, thesS. DOMINICH, Department of
extraction of index terms from a Computer Science, University of
document or a query to represent tha/eszprem

document or the query informationT . lassificat . Queen Mary and Westfield
content is a highly uncertain process, ©X- Passage classiication using College
upervised learningy. Bl, Faculty of

The data describing the redness of . . |
9 nformatics, University of Ulster and

red object present in a picture store
in a multimedia database is subject t MURTAGH’ Department Of,
Computer Science, The Queen’s

a certain degree of uncertainty too.”". .

Probability theory is one way of University
dealing with uncertainty, but there areA logical approach to query
other approaches, such as, fuzzy logiaeformulation motivated from belief
Dempster-Shafer’s theory of evidencechange G. AMATI, Department of

Mounia Lalmas - Queen Mary
& Westfield College, England

Mounia Lalmas
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SIGIR " e

University of California at

Berkeley
August 15-19, 1999 DL 99 and will be held on Saturday Document Expansion for Speech
http//WWWSImS berkeley_edu/AUQUSt 14. The WorkShopS are: Retrieval Amit S|ngha| ATT Labs-
conferences/sigir99/ Multilingual Information Discovery Research; Fernando Pereira: ATT

and Access (MIDAS) Labs-Research
Customized Information Delivery A Re-examination of text

Preliminary program S .
Y Prog Recommender Systems: Algorithm§@tegorization method¥iming Yang:

Tutorials and Evaluation S_cho_ol of Computer Science, _CMU,
The Tutorials are scheduled for Evaluation of Web Documentxm Liu: School of Computer Science
Sunday August 15 and will occupy half Retrieval Distributed Retrieval

a day in the morning or afternoon. The
accepted tutorials appear below;
tutorial descriptions and instructor Exploratory Workshop on Music
biographies are now available. Information Retrieval

Introduction to Information Retrieval.

Multimedia Indexing and Retrieval Comparing the Performance of
Database Selection Algorithm¥ames
French: University of Virginia, Allison
Powell: University of Virginia, Jamie

Accepted Full Papers Callan: CIIR, Univergity of
B. Croft The order of sessions does notMassachusetts, Charles Viles: SILS,

Introduction to Machine Learning for necessarily reflect that of the final Univ. North Carolina, Chapel Hill,
IR. program. Travis Emmitt: University of Virginia,

D. Lewis and Y. Singer User Interaction Kevin Prey: University of Virginia, Yun

. . . . Mou: CIIR, University of
User interface design for information \jisalization of Search Results:Apassachusetts

retrieval in e-commerce ; ;
A. Marcus Comparative Evaluation of Text, ZI?’A Probabilistic Solution to the
and 3D InterfacesMarc Sebrechts: Selection and Eusion Problem in
Content Based Image Retrieval The Catholic University of America, Distributed Information Retrieval
Manmatha and Ravela Joanna Vasilakis: The Catholic X ) )
. ) . . . . . Christoph Baumgarten: Dresden Univ.
Multilingual Information Access University of America, Michael Miller:

The Catholic University of America, of Technology

P S(_:hauble_and J. Klavans John Cugini: NIST; Sharon Laskowski: Cluster-based Language Models For
Implementation of High-Performance g Distributed RetrievalJinxi Xu: CIIR,

IR Systems University of Massachusetts, Amherst,

A. Moffat and J. Zobel _U_S(_ar reveglment - @ comparison OfW. Bruce Croft: CIIR, UMass Amherst
initial queries and ensuing question

Medical InformaticsW. Hersh development in online searching and-S! & Theory

Inside Internet Search Engines. in human reference interactions probabilistic Latent Semantic
J. Pedersen and Chang Ragnar Nordlie: Oslo College Indexing Thomas Hofmann: UC
Automated Text Summarization. From Reading to Retrieval: Freeform Berkeley

E. Hovy, Lin and D. Marcu  Ink Annotations as Queriesene A similarity-based probability model
Theory and practice in text retrieval G0lovchinsky: FX Palo ~Alto for Latent Semantic Indexing

system evaluation. Laboratory, Inc., Morgan N. Price: FX Chris Ding: Lawrence Berkeley Nat!

C. Buckley and E. Voorhees Palq_AIto Laboratory, Inc., Bill N. Lab/ U. California
. . . Schilit: FX Palo Alto Laboratory, Inc. i ) o
Advanced machine learning techniques Using a Belief Revision Operator for

for IR. Speech IR & Text Categorization Document Ranking in Extended
Y. Singer and D. Lewis  gcaN: Designing and evaluating userBoolean ModelsDavid E. Losada:

Worksh interfaces to support retrieval from University of A Corufia, Alvaro
OrksShops speech archiveSteve Whittaker: ATT Barreiro: University of A Corufia

Most Workshops are schgduled 1EorLabs research, Julia Hirschberg: ATTLanguage Analysis
Thursday August 19 and will occupy Labs research; john choi: ATT Labs
one full day. The accepted WorkShODSresearch, Don Hindle: ATT labs

appear below; workshop descrlptlons’research; Fernando Pereira: ATT Lab

due dates, and organizers are NOWesearch, Amit Singhal: ATT Labs
available. One workshop is joint with | . .p ’

Cross-Language Information Retrieval
based on Parallel Texts and Automatic
ining of Parallel Texts from the Web

Jian-Yun Nie: Universite de Montreal

Informer Vol 9 Summer 1999



A New Statistical Formula for ChineseUniversity of Stuttgart, Jan
Text Segmentation IncorporatingPedersen: Infoseek Corporation

Contextual InformationChristopher The Paraphrase Search Assistant:

Khoo: Nanyang TechnologicalTerminological Feedback for
University, Yubin Dai: Nanyang lterative Information Seekingeter
Technological University, Singapore Anick: COMPAQ, Suresh
Teck Ee Loh: Data Storage InstituteTipirneni: COMPAQ

Singapore Phrasier: a System for Interactive
Information Retrieval Based onDocument Retrieval Using
Context Distance and Morphology KeyphrasesSteve Jones: University
Hongyan Jing: Columbia University,of Waikato, Mark Staveley:
Evelyne  Tzoukermann:  Bell University of Waikato
Laboratories - Lucent Technology Term Relationships

Summarization & Sentence Selection . . .
Combining Multiple Evidences from

Summarizing Text DocumentsDifferent Types of Thesaurus for
Sentence Selection and EvaluatioQuery ExpansionRila Mandala:
Metrics. Jade Goldstein: LanguageTokyo Insitute of Technology,
Technologies Institute, Mark Takenobu Tokunaga: Tokyo
Kantrowitz: Just Research; Vibhunstitute of Technology, Hozumi
Mittal: Just Research, Jaime Carbonelfranaka: Tokyo Institute of
Language Technologies Institute Technology

The Decomposition of Human-WritterContext-Sensitive Vocabulary
Summary Sentencelslongyan Jing: Mapping with a Spreading
Columbia University, Kathleen Activation NetworkJonghoon Lee:
McKeown: Columbia University GSLIS, University of lllinois, David
The automatic construction of large-Dubin: GSLIS, University of
scale corpora for summarizationlllinois

research Daniel Marcu: Information Deriving structure from textdlark
Sciences Institute Sanderson: CIIR, University of
Efficiency & Scalability Massachusetts, W. Bruce Croft:

. . . CIIR, University of Massachusetts
Partial Replica Selection Based on y

Relevance for Information Retrieval. ' neoretical Models

Zhihong Lu: University of A Hidden Markov Model
Massachusetts at Amherst. Kathrymnformation Retrieval System
McKinley: University of David Miller: BBN Technologies,
Massachusetts at Amherst Tim Leek: BBN Technologies;

Efficient Distributed Algorithms to Richard — Schwartz: ~ BBN
Build Inverted FilesBerthier Ribeiro- 1echnologies

Neto: UFMG, Nivio Ziviani;: UFMG; Information retrieval as statistical
Edleno Moura: UFMG: Marden translation Adam Berger: Carnegie
Neuber: UFMG Mellon University, John Lafferty:

Efficient Document Presentation withCarmnegie Mellon University

a Locality-Based Similarity Heuristic. An Algorithmic Framework for

Owen de Kretser: University of Performing Collaborative Filtering.

Melbourne, Alistair Moffat: University Jonathan L. Herlocker: University

of Melbourne of Minnesota, Joseph A. Konstan:

Interactive Use of Phrases University of Minnesota, Al
- . Borchers: University of Minnesota,

Phrase Recognition and Expansion fopohn Riedl: University of Minnesota

Short, PreC|S|on—b|asgd Querle§ baseg/lultiMedia Retrieval

on a Query LogErika de Lima:

Content-Based Retrieval using
Heuristic SearchDimitris Papadias:
Dept. of Computer Science, Marios
Mantzourogiannis: HKUST; Panos
Kalnis: HKUST, Nikos Mamoulis:
HKUST,; Ishfaq Ahmad: HKUST

Content-Based Retrieval for Music
Collections Yuen-Hsien Tseng: Fu Jen
Catholic University, Taiwan

Relevance Feedback Retrieval of Time
Series Data Eamonn Keogh:
University of California, Irvine,
Michael Pazzani: University of
California, Irvine

Web search tools

The site at  http://
www.searchtools.com/searchtools.html
gives masses of links to search engines
(particularly for web searching),
reviews and surveys of engines.
Systems covered include : Java, Mac,
Perl, Unix and Windows.It also
contains a useful guide on how to
choose, implement and maintain your
a web search service.

Web growth and search
engine coverage

Abstract: The amount of
information on the World Wide Web is
outpacing the coverage of the search
engines indexing that information,
researchers report. They say that may
be the root of a phenomenon well
known to Internet entrepreneurs: Not
all Web sites are created equal.

According to the study, even the
best search engine only keeps track of
16 percent of the Internet’s Web pages.
Collectively,the top 11 Web search
tools only index 42 percent of the Web.
Full article athttp://www.msnbc.com/
news/287392.asp
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Workshop——————

Searching for information: Who should attend Correspondence
Artificial intelligence and The event will be of direct Direct correspondence, inquiries
information retrieval relevance to academics and postfelated to this event should be
approaches graduate students working in the field,addressed to:

) ] industrial-commercial researchers, andounia Lalmas, Department of
A Colloquium organised by the  gpg.ysers of search systemsComputer Science, Queen Mary &
Professional Group IEE A4 Participants will benefit from hearing Westfield College, University of
(Artificial Intelligence) and co- about current theoretical and practical_ondon, London E1 4NS, UK. Email:
sponsored by the BCS IRSG  gevelopments across a wide range ofnounia.lalmas@dcs.qmw.ac.uk

group. activities -
' Alison Cawsey, Department of
11-12 November, 1999. Glasgow Contributions Computing and Electrical Engineering,
Aims and scope . . . iot- i i i
P _ To offer better interaction with Heriot-Watt University, Edinburgh
The amount of available H14 4AS. Email:
information is currently growing at an glison@cee.hw.ac.uk
incredible rate; a particular example of

participants, the event will contain
poster sessions. These enabl

participants to present late-breakingProgramme(provisional)

this is the Internet. To use this ;
; ; ; results, work in progress, or work thaty, ;rsdav 11th November
information, whether for business Ofis pest presented interactively or Yy

leisure purpose, we need techniquegaphically. If you are interested in 10-450OPening and introduction
anq Fools to allow for fast, effective andtpresenting your work as a poster at thid1.00 Yorick Wilks. The issues of
efficient access to large amounts Ofgyent, a description of 1,000 words orépresentations in Al, IR and NLP

stored information. less of the work that will be covered in 11.45Dieter FenselApplying Al to the
The field of information retrieval Yyour poster should be submitted. Posteweb

(IR), and more recently, the field of Submissions should be sentto arrive by » 30 unch and poster session

artificial intelligence (Al) have been 1 September, 1999, to: Alison Cawsey, , oo 500 b Eovinqion e o

looking at this problem. The IR field Department of Computing and - : e
has developed successful methods tElectrical Engineering, Heriot-Watt current image retrieval techniques?

deal effectively with huge amounts ofUniversity, Edinburgh EH14 4AS. 14.45 Carole GobleA picture
information, whereas the Al field has Email: alison@cee.hw.ac.uk representing triumph or similar:

developed methods to learn the user'ﬁzegistration classification based navigatioand

information needs, extract information - stration f H retrieval for plcture archives _
from text, and represent the semantics or a registration form (when 4.9 Theo Huibers. Intelligent

of information. ave_lilable) please contact: IEE EventSniormation retrieval agents
Office, Savoy Place, London WC2R .
4.45 Marc Moens.Personalised

However, both fields have suffered0BL, Tel: +44 (0)20 7344 5732/5733, . i .
from the fact that each community isFax: +44 (0)20 7497 3633, Email: information objects
often unaware of the work of the other.events@iee.org.uk. Delegates musEriday 12th November

This event brings together the twodrange their own accommodation.

fields of Al and IR, to allow for the Organisers
sharing and combination of techniques
with the aim to improve the search

9.150pening and introduction
9.30 Karen Sparck-Jone$R lessons

Mounia Lalmas, Queen Mary & forAl
Westfield College, University of 11.30 Gianni Amati.Learning by

rocess.
P London, England examples as relevance feedback, and

The event is composed of pjison  Cawsey, Heriot-Watt relevance feedback as learning by
presentations given by 'eadi”gUniversity, Scotland examples

researchers in Al and IR that are

i it i i 12.15Lunch and poster session
looking at developing efficient and Keith van Rijsbergen, University of p

effective access to large amount 0fGIasgow, Scotland 13.30Keith van RijsbergerQuantum

stored information. The event will Venue Logic: A new paradigm for IR

present both theoretical and applicative L\ b idic i g . 14.15Stephen RobertsoRrobabilistic
results on the use of IR and Al e uilding In Glasgow IS retrieval: Thresholding for automatic

techniques to seek information. Thiscentrally Iocate.d with excellent fiering
; ' —_— . facilities. Seehttp://www.iee.org.uk/ .
event is a first contribution to bridge . 15.30Yves Chiaramellaba
SEC/building.htm
the gap between the two research 16:15 Discussion

communities. 17_30C|osing
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Competition

Springer-InformeR

Prize for best student paper in IR '98-'99

The Informer in collaboration with Springer-Verlag are pleased to announce the laupch of
the third annual competition for the best student paper in Information Retrieval. Thigis an
open competition for any student in a European academic institution who has publighed a
paper in a refereed journal/conference/workshop in the period 1st November 1998 - 1st
November 1999. Springer-Verlag have kindly donated a prize of £200 worth of Sprihger-
Verlag books (full catalogue at <http://www.springer.de/cgi-bIn/
SFgate?bookdealer=Springer>).
The winner of the competition will be invited to present their paper at the 22nd Annual
BCSIRSG Colloquium to be held in Cambridge, hosted by Microsoft , and will regeive
£200 towards their travel and accomodation.

To enter

1. Send a postscript copy of your papemformer@dcs.gla.ac.ykncluding publication
details (conference name and dates/journal name, volume and number)

Rules

1. The paper must have begaublished or accepted for publicationin the period 1st Nov 98 -
1st Nov 99.

2. The paper must have appearedrefereedournal, conference or workshop proceedings
and should have a significant information retrieval content.

3. The entrant must have been a student at a European institution (university, college, etc)
at the time the paper wasitten.

4. The entrant must be the main or only author of the paper.

5. Each entrant can only submit one paper for consideration.

Closing Date:November 12 1999

N
The INFORMER

ThelInformeris published quarterly by the British Computer Society Information Retrieval Specialist Group.

Editorial Team: Jon Ritchie/lan Ruthven, Department of Computing Science, University of Glasgow, Glasgow G12
8QQ. Tel: 0141 330 6292 fax: 0141 330 4913. email: informer@dcs.gla.ac.uk

Advertising: Jan-Jap lJdens, BCS IRSG Chair,Sharp Laboratories of Europe, Oxford Science Park, Oxford OX4
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Informer Vol 9 Summer 1999

10



