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Using sampled included studies obtain different effectiveness with real seed studies in all our experiments
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Our Collection Consists of
40 Systematic review topics
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Motivation
• Seed studies are used in SR Boolean 

Query creation.

• No SR collection with real seed is 
available, previous research use sampled 
included studies to simulate seed studies.
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Real seed studies are much 
better in query formulation.
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Using sampled seed studies 
overestimate the real effectiveness.

Using QLM method is effective for 
ranking snowballing documents
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