39 %

o
e

9 R

Computer Science

Vol. 39 No. 7

2012 4F July 2012

—HMETHXRGEHERKLRESR

SRHFC EMME A HEE
(R AZERZENFEETHEFR %W 110819 (ABEIVSELAAFRARFEYE TEH&)
(T TFAFFEEFK KM 110036)°

B E H4AAGERRRARAESTHTRLAER YA, BB T A TFRARSGZ LR TR, H
WT RiGEASBHETHERENE F EMASE, F R —FHE T IBRRF %, REGEVBLHLR S S
WBET R, AR THAF R AF T AL B GEAZ MM ERNSE, FaA et Bri s, FESRER T
BER 69 A RO Ao T AT,

KBA BARE MARM.EHNIHRAREE.THTA

hERSHEE TP393 XERARIRES A

Information Retrieval Model Based on Relative Feedback
KIM Kwang-hyok? WANG Xing-wei' QU Da-peng'® JIANG Ding-de
(College of Information Science and Engineering, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110819, China)!
(School of Application Program, Kim Chaek University of Technology,Pyongyang, DPR Korea)?
(School of Information, Liaoning University, Shenyang 110036, China)?

Abstract In view of the existing information retrieval systems which are difficult to process document retrieval problem
according to query demand, this paper proposed one retrieval model based on relative feedback, analyzed the decomposi-
tion of the query words,derived the correlation feedback mechanism and normalization process, and further expounded
the document extraction method. Through relative feedback and query expansion, this model can overcome the problem

that traditional methods can not calculate the similarity between document and query word, and can effectively deal with

document retrieval. The simulation results proved the validity and feasibility of the model.
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