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Some Popular Metasearch Techniques » rank the documents according to these average scores.

Weights Implicit in Evaluation Measures
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Evaluation Measures
Problem : Computing the weights associated with R-precision

The table shows the mean average precisions of the metasearch
algorithms associated with average precision, R-precision and

> Average precision (AP) is the average of the precisions at requires a prior .l lfnowledge of R! precision at cutoff k, where k =10, 20, 100, 1000 and compares
relevant documents. » Average precision (AP) those with CombMNZ And Condorcet algorithms. The results
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