Visualizing Information Retrieval Study
Results for RAT
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Introduction Some Visualizations

To retrieve a desired information from the web, the user utilizes a search engine,

where the results are returned, listed 1n a specific order or each result has a specific
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rank. But the question 1s, which search engine to use? According to the statistics
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from StatCounter (2024), Google is the most used search engine with the highest B Rec
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users with the best possible results? If yes, then how precise are the set of results? If
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no, then how would one compare Google with other search engines like Yahoo! or
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Bing? Moreover, how can one assess that a developed information retrieval system
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1s efficient? If a search engine provides information faster than its contemporaries, g
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does 1t also mean this search engine returns the best possible results?
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Evaluation of information retrieval systems, 1n this case, search engines 1s
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important to answer the questions outlined above.
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1. What are the measures available 1n evaluation of information retrieval systems?
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2. Which of the measures can be implemented in Python based on the sample
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3. Which measures can provide some valuable insights to the project administrators? 0.8 — ronines
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1. Project administrators should be able to upload the RAT results in form of a csv file g
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for analysis. 0.3
11. A list of measures 1s provided for selection and visualizations are displayed v
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accordingly.
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111.Each of the displayed visualizations could be downloaded individually for further Postion (Cumulative)
use.
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