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A Comparison of Answer Ranking Methods in Question Answering
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This paper describes a comparison between two answer ranking methods in Question Answering (QA). Oneis an analysis-
based method. The other is a statistic-based method. In the analysis-based method, score based on similarity of syntax
information and structural distance ranks answer candidates. The similarity of syntax information is between a question
sentence and extracted sentences including important words from a question sentence The structural distance is between
answer candidates and the important words. In the statistic-based method answer candidates are ranked by score based on
TF IDF of answer candidates. Experiments that evaluate these two methods were conducted with 103 questions of QAC1.
The results of experiments showed that the analysis-based method is effective to detect only one answer and that the statistic-
based method has lower time cost. From the results, a hybrid method having advantages of both methods is examined.
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