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Research on the Subject of Information Retrieval: A Comparative Study Based on SIGIR Mailing List and Conference Papers

ZHAO ZhongWei, CHENG QiKai
(School of Information Management, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: Traditional discipline topic research is mainly based on the scholar papers, but the research object is too stereotyped. In this paper, the SIGIR mailing list
dataset and the conference paper dataset are constructed with the SIGIR mailing list as the starting point, and the discipline topic structure and discipline topic evolution
of information retrieval are compared and analyzed in two datasets respectively. We found that the research content of information retrieval is deepening, and the
research methods continue to flourish, and the core research topics are splitting gradually, at the same time, we found that the SIGIR mailing list” s research topics keep
ahead than conference papers’ . The academic value of the SIGIR mailing list in the discipline topic research is revealed.

Keywords: Discipline Topic; Topic Structure; Topic Evolution; Co-word Analysis; SIGIR Mailing List
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