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Earlier implementations of PROSIT’s IR model

• Best system at TREC-10 Web Track
for the topic relevance task

• Search engine of the web site of the
Italian Ministry of Communications
(www.comunicazioni.it)





Adding bigrams to PROSIT 

Technique: Lexical affinities

Implementation: Generation at run time

Results: Bigram scores ineffective when used alone

or combined  with final unigram scores, better

results when used to drive query expansion



Reranking PROSIT’s retrieval results with
Coordination Level-based Matching 

Technique: Documents partially ordered according

to their CLM + ties broken with PROSIT scores

Results: Partially good results only when using

full CLM



Retrieval effectiveness of FUB runs

PROSIT PROSIT +

bigrams

PROSIT +

CLM

PROSIT +

bigrams +
CLM

CLEF 2001 0.5116 0.5208 0.5127 0.5223

CLEF 2002 0.5019 0.5088 0.4872 0.4947



Conclusions

• PROSIT’s IR model highly effective

• Bigrams moderately effective

• CLM mostly ineffective


