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(57) ABSTRACT

A search engine identifies a list of documents from a set of
documents in a database in response to a set of query terms.
For each document in the list, the search engine determines
an information retrieval score based on its content and the
query terms, and also identifies a set of source documents
that have links to the document and that also have anchor
text satisfying a predefined requirement with respect to the
query terms. The search engine calculates a personalized
page importance score for each of the identified source
documents according to a set of user-specific parameters and
accumulates the personalized page importance scores to
produce a personalized anchor text score for the document.
The personalized anchor text score is then combined with
the document’s information retrieval score to generate a
personalized ranking for the document. The documents are
ordered according to their respective personalized rankings.
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PERSONALIZING ANCHOR TEXT SCORES
IN A SEARCH ENGINE

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is related to patent application Ser. No.
10/646,331, filed Aug. 22, 2003, “Improved Methods For
Ranking Nodes In Large Directed Graphs,” which is hereby
incorporated by reference.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates generally to the field of
search engines for locating documents in a computer net-
work system, and in particular, to a system and method of
personalizing search results produced by a search engine in
accordance with user-specific parameters.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Search engines provide a powerful tool for locating
documents in a large database of documents, such as the
documents on the World Wide Web (WWW) or the docu-
ments stored on the computers of an Intranet. The docu-
ments are located in response to a search query submitted by
a user. A typical search query includes only two to three
terms. As the number of documents accessible via the
Internet grows, the number of documents that match the
search query may also increase. However, not every docu-
ment matching the search query is equally important from
the user’s perspective. As a result, a user might be over-
whelmed by the enormous number of documents retrieved
by a search engine, if the search engine did not order the
search results based on their relevance to the user’s query.

One approach to improving the relevance of search results
to a search query is to use the link structure of the documents
in the database, such as the links between documents on the
WWW, to compute global “importance” scores for the
documents in the database. These scores are used to affect
the order of search results when they are presented to the
user. This approach is sometimes referred to as the PageR-
ank algorithm. A more detailed description of the PageRank
algorithm can be found in the article “The Anatomy of a
Large-Scale Hypertextual Search Engine” by S. Brin and L.
Page, 7” International World Wide Web Conference, Bris-
bane, Australia and U.S. Pat. No. 6,285,999, both of which
are hereby incorporated by reference as background infor-
mation.

An important assumption of the PageRank algorithm is
that there is a “random surfer” who starts his web surfing at
a randomly selected web page and keeps clicking on the
links embedded in the web pages, never clicking on the
“back” button. Occasionally, the random surfer re-starts his
surfing by randomly picking another web page. The prob-
ability that the random surfer visits (i.e., views or down-
loads) a web page is a function of its PageRank. A web page
may have a high PageRank if there are many other web
pages pointing to it, or if some of the web pages pointing to
it have a high PageRank. For example, www.espn.com is a
famous website reporting sports-related news. It is conceiv-
able that there are many web pages over the Internet having
links to www.espn.com. In contrast, www.gostanford.com is
a website that only reports news about the sports teams of
Stanford University. For the purposes of this explanation, we
will assume that www.espn.com is more frequently visited
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by WWW users than www.gostanford.com, and we will
further assume that www.espn.com has a higher PageRank
than www.gostanford.com.

For each link in the link structure (representing links
between the documents in the database), there is a pair of
source and destination web pages. Source pages are also
sometimes called “referring” pages. Further, many links in
source web pages are associated with text that describes the
destination web page of the link. Such text, commonly
referred to as anchor text, often provides a more concise and
accurate description than the destination web page itself and
therefore can be used in determining the relevance of the
destination web page to a particular query. FIG. 1 provides
two examples of the link structure between different web
pages. Each of the source web pages 110-1 and 120-1 has an
embedded link pointing to one of the two destination web
pages 110-2 and 120-2, respectively. An anchor text “Sports
News” is associated with each link, characterizing the key
feature of the corresponding destination page. When a user
submits a query for “sports news” to a search engine (such
as the Google search engine) that considers a web page’s
PageRank and anchor text, the engine may return both web
pages 110-2 and 120-2. If so, the www.espn.com web page
120-2 would likely be displayed higher in the search results
than the www.gostanford.com web page 110-2 because page
120-2 has a higher PageRank than page 110-2. It is noted
that the Google search engine, as of late 2003, determines
the position of a document in a set of search results as a
function of the PageRanks of the documents in the search
results, the query terms, the documents in the search results,
and the anchor text of links to those documents. For pur-
poses of this discussion, we have assumed that large differ-
ences in the PageRanks of two documents often determine
their relative position in a set of search results.

When using a conventional search engine, the ordering of
documents in a set of search results may be less than optimal
for a user with specific personal preferences. In particular,
documents of highest interest to the user may be positioned
lower in the search results than one or more other docu-
ments. It would be desirable to have a system and method of
making the order of documents in a set of search results
more attuned to a user’s personal preferences, and it would
be desirable for such a system to be computationally fea-
sible.

SUMMARY

In a method of personalizing the search results produced
by a search engine, in accordance with a set of user-specific
parameters, a search engine produces a set of search results
in response to a query. The search results identify a set of
documents, each of which is assigned an information
retrieval score based on its content and the query terms. In
some embodiments, the information retrieval score is a
query dependent score that does not take into account the
user-specific parameters. For a document in the identified set
of documents, the method identifies a set of source docu-
ments having links to the document. The anchor text of each
of the identified source documents is examined to determine
if the anchor text satisfies a predefined requirement with
respect to the query terms. After identifying the source
documents whose anchor text satisfies the predefined
requirement, a personalized page importance score is com-
puted for each of the identified source documents according
to the set of user-specific parameters.

A personalized anchor text score is generated for the
document by accumulating the personalized page impor-
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tance scores of the identified source documents. The per-
sonalized anchor text score of a document is combined with
the document’s information retrieval score to produce a
personalized ranking for the document. The personalized
ranking can be used in ordering the document in the search
results.

In one embodiment, the personalized page importance
score of a document is a personalized link analysis score (a
personalized PageRank is sometimes used for this score),
which is based on an analysis of the linkages between
documents that are directly or indirectly linked to this
document. In some embodiments, the user-specific param-
eters includes a list of use favored websites, or includes URL
keywords suitable for identifying user favored websites. The
user-specific parameters may be provided by the user, col-
lected from a third-party having such information, or
derived by analysis of the user’s previous search queries and
the documents selected by the user from the search results of
the user’s previous search queries.

In another aspect, a search engine system is configured to
personalize the search results produced by a search engine,
in accordance with a set of user-specific parameters, using
the methodologies summarized above.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The aforementioned features and advantages of the inven-
tion as well as additional features and advantages thereof
will be more clearly understood hereinafter as a result of a
detailed description of preferred embodiments of the inven-
tion when taken in conjunction with the drawings.

FIG. 1 provides two examples of the link structure
between different web pages, the two source web pages of
the two examples having the same anchor text.

FIG. 2 is a simplified diagram illustrating a search engine
system that utilizes user specific information to produce
personalized search results.

FIG. 3 is a conceptual diagram of a method for ordering
search results in accordance with a user profile.

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of a method of determining a
personalized ranking for a document in a set of search
results.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart of a method of ordering a set of
search results in accordance with a user profile.

FIG. 6 is a block diagram of a search engine configured
to generate personalized search results.

Like reference numerals refer to corresponding parts
throughout the several views of the drawings.

DESCRIPTION OF EMBODIMENTS

Referring to FIG. 1, assume that a user named Adam is
looking for a website covering Stanford’s sports teams. For
the purposes of this explanation, we will assume that Adam
would prefer that the search engine return www.gostanford-
.com 110-2 ahead of www.espn.com 120-2. To achieve this
goal, one approach would be to allow a user like Adam to
instruct the search engine to personalize the rankings of
search results by providing appropriate user information
such as the user’s background information or a plurality of
favorite websites. For example, Adam may register with the
search engine that he prefers web pages whose URL
includes the term “Stanford” over other web pages.

In FIG. 1, source page 110-1 (www.stanford.edu/ben/
index.html) has a URL that includes “stanford”, while
source page 120-1 (www.geocity.com/cindy/index.html)
does not. If Adam enters a search query of “sports news”, the
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query terms will be found in the anchor text of both of these
source pages 110-1, 120-1. Furthermore, based on Adam’s
registered search preferences, source page 110-1 should
receive a higher score than source page 120-1. Described
below are embodiments of search engine systems and meth-
ods for ranking and ordering search results in accordance
with a user’s preferences. Using these systems and methods,
the web page www.gostandford.com 110-2 may be ranked
higher and ordered before web age www.espn.com 120-2,
depending on a variety of factors that are taken into account
by the search result ranking function of the search engine.

FIG. 2 is a simplified diagram illustrating a search engine
system 200. The search engine system 200 is implemented
in a client-server network environment, which comprises
one or more client computers 201 and one or more server
computers 210. Prior to any searches being performed on
behalf of users, a network crawler 220 (sometimes called a
web crawler) locates and downloads documents from a
document database or network 219 (e.g., the Internet or an
Intranet). In some embodiments, these documents are pro-
cessed by a content indexer to produce a set of indexes and
databases are generated

The documents downloaded by the network crawler 220
are stored in the server and analyzed by different compo-
nents of the server 210. For instance, when a document
arrives at the server 210, a content indexer 213 generates
inverted content index entries for the document, which are
stored in or added to the inverted content index 208. A page
importance ranker 215 computes the document’s page
importance score. In some embodiments, the page impor-
tance score is the document’s PageRank, which is a score
generated using a specific link analysis methodology that
propagates rank through links. A document’s PageRank is
based on the PageRanks of the documents that have links to
the document. The resulting page importance scores are
stored in a database 209. In other embodiments, the page
importance scores could be replaced by another set of
scores, such as scores produced using another link analysis
methodology or scores produced using yet another page
importance determination methodology.

An anchor text indexer 217 is responsible for generating
an inverted anchor text index 211 from the links in each
document received by the server 210, including the text
surrounding the links. The links and corresponding text are
extracted from each document and stored in records identi-
fying the source document, the target document associated
with a link, and the anchor text associated with the link.
When a sufficient number of such records have been accu-
mulated, an inverted anchor text index 211 is generated,
mapping anchor text terms to the documents that are the
target of the corresponding links. In some embodiments, the
inverted anchor text index 211 is merged with or incorpo-
rated in the inverted content index 208. More information
about anchor text indexing is provided in U.S. patent appli-
cation Ser. No. 10/614,113, filed Jul. 3, 2003, “Anchor Text
Indexing in a Web Crawler System”, which is hereby
incorporated by reference.

A user of the system 200 first submits a search query 203
through a client 201. A search query typically includes a set
of query terms, which identify terms to be included in
documents that satisfy the search query. The search query is
processed by a query processor 205 on the server side. Based
on the search query, the query processor 205 generates
search results 207, typically a list of documents that satisty
the search query 203, and returns the search results to client
201.
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Within server 201, the query processor 205 communicates
with various databases to identify documents that satisfy the
search query and to determine how to order the search
results. In some embodiments these includes the inverted
content index 208, the page importance scores database 209
and the inverted anchor text index 211. For example, the
database that stores the inverted content index 208 first
returns a set of documents identifiers, which identify docu-
ments that contain the query terms of the search query.
Optionally, the query processor 205 may submit the same
query to the database storing the inverted anchor text index
211 to find another set of documents that satisfy the search
query. It is possible that a document may appear in both sets
of documents. Finally, the two sets of documents are sub-
mitted to the page importance scores database 209 and
ordered in accordance with their respective page importance
scores. In some systems, the ordering of documents is query
dependent, taking into account the documents’ query inde-
pendent page importance scores (one example of which is
PageRank) as well as the position(s) in which the query
terms are found in the documents within the search result.

The search engine system 200 further includes a user
information database 206, with personalization information
for its users. The personalization information for each
respective user is herein called a user profile. The term user
profile is used here without limitation on the particular data
structures and methodology used to store the personalization
information.

In some embodiments, in addition to submitting a search
query 203 to the server 210, a user can also submit user
information 204 to the server 210. The user information 204
may be in the form of a user profile or a set of user-specific
parameters characterizing a user’s background and prefer-
ences. In one embodiment, user information 204 is submit-
ted to the server together with the search query 302. In
another embodiment, user information is submitted to the
server separately. In yet another embodiment, the user
information 204, is derived by the server 210 at least in part
from search queries previously submitted by the user and by
the documents in the search results that the user chooses to
view or use. In some embodiments, when the server 210
receives (or derives) user information 204, it stores such
information in a user information database 206 and associ-
ates the user information with a unique user ID. In other
embodiments, the server 210 receives the user information
204 with each search query and does not retain such user
information for use when processing subsequent search
queries.

In some embodiments, the user information is used to
compute personalized page importance scores for at least a
subset of the documents retrieved by the network crawler
220. The Page Importance Ranker 215 generates a system
page importance score for each document, as well as a set of
user-specific (personalized) page importance scores for at
least a subset of the retrieved documents. The Page Impor-
tance Ranker 215 utilizes the user-specific parameters to
compute a personalized page importance score for at least a
subset of the documents retrieved by the server 210 from the
network or document database 219. In one embodiment, the
Page Importance Ranker 215 accomplishes this task using
an efficient link analysis calculation method taught in greater
detail in the co-pending application Ser. No. 10/646,331,
filed Aug. 22, 2003, which is hereby incorporated by refer-
ence. Conceptually, when computing personalized page
importance scores, the Page Importance Ranker 215 boosts
the page importance scores of documents that are deemed to
match the user-specific parameters, which in turn boosts the
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downstream documents linked to those documents. From
another viewpoint, the Page Importance Ranker 215 boosts
the page importance scores of documents of each host whose
URL matches one or more of the user-specific parameters.

In some embodiments, a document is be deemed to match
(or not match) user-specific parameters solely based on the
URL of the document. In other embodiments, a document is
deemed to match the user-specified parameters based not
only on the URL of the document, but also based on the
content of the document, and/or based on the anchor text
content of links to the document. When a document is
deemed to match the user-specific parameters in a user
profile (e.g., if the URL of the document includes any of
URL keywords in the user profile), the document is assigned
a personalized page importance score specified by a param-
eter in the user profile. For example, the user profile may
specify for each URL keyword a particular page importance
score adjustment that is to be applied to matching docu-
ments. When a document matches more than one URL
keyword, the largest such page importance score adjustment
is applied to the document. In other embodiments, the user
profile may specify the adjustment or assignment of person-
alized page importance scores in other ways.

Note that the personalized page importance score of a
document is only a function of the document, the user-
specific parameters, and the link structure through which the
document is related to other documents. In other words, the
personalized page importance score of a document is a
ranking factor that is independent of any individual search
query submitted by the user to the search engine. However,
it should be noted that in some embodiments the server 210
is configured to generate at least some of the user-specific
parameters based on previous search queries submitted by
the user, and thus a user’s search queries may indirectly
affect a document’s personalized page importance score. For
example, if a user has submitted many queries related to the
standard aptitude test (SAT), the server 210 may update his
user information and incorporate this information into the
set of user-specific parameters.

In some embodiments, due to storage and computational
limitations, the number of documents for which personal-
ized page importance scores are stored by the server 210 is
limited. For instance, the server 210 may store up to N
personalized page importance scores for each user, and
furthermore will store personalized page importance scores
only for those documents where the personalized page
importance scores differs form the system (non-personal-
ized) page importance scores. In another example, the server
210 may store up to N personalized page importance score
adjustment values, each for documents whose address or
URL has a prefix indicating a respective web host. When the
server 210 is processing a search query from a user for
which it has a user profile that includes a stored set person-
alized page importance scores, it retrieves page importance
scores from both the page importance scores database 209
and the user information database 206. Where a page
importance score for a particular document is found in both
databases 215, 206, the page importance score from the user
information database 206 is used (or, in some embodiments,
the adjustment value from the user information database is
applied to the system page importance score). Alternately,
the server 210 first retrieves page importance scores from
the user information database 206, and then retrieves page
importance scores from the page importance scores database
209 only for those documents for which a personalized page
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importance score (for the user who submitted the search
query being processed) is not found in the user information
database 206.

In some embodiments, a personalized page importance
score is determined for a respective document at runtime,
while the server 210 is processing a search query. In
particular, the personalized page importance score is gener-
ated by determining the set of documents that have links
referring to the respective document, determining personal-
ized page importance scores for the referring documents
based on the user profile of the user, and then computing a
personalized page importance score for the respective docu-
ment as a function of the personalized page importance
scores of the referring documents. This methodology may be
extended to the “grandparent” documents that refer to the
referring documents. While the personalized page impor-
tance scores produced by this runtime methodology may
differ from those produced by a Page Importance Ranker
using a full network link analysis, it avoids or largely
reduces the persistent storage of personalized page impor-
tance scores.

In the remainder of this document, when a document’s
page importance score is retrieved or otherwise determined,
the source of the page importance score will be understood
to be either a page importance scores database 209, or a
personalized page importance score associated with the user
whose search query is being processed.

The personalized page importance scores of source docu-
ments having links to a destination document can be used in
many different ways. For example, the personalized page
importance scores can be used in a method for generating a
personalized and query-dependent ranking for the destina-
tion document. Such ranking can be used for ordering the
destination document in the search results or for other
further analysis.

FIG. 3 is a conceptual representation of one embodiment
of' a method for personalizing the ordering of documents in
a set of search results. In this embodiment, the system page
importance score for each document is the document’s
PageRank, and each document’s personalized page impor-
tance score is a personalized link analysis score. A search
query 203 is processed using a set of indexes and databases
208, 209, 211 (FIG. 2) to produce an initial set of search
results 302. These search results include a list of documents
D1, D2, etc., and a set of parameters for each respective
document, including an Information Retrieval (IR) score, the
address or URL of the respective document, the respective
document’s PageRank (PR), and a list of source pages that
refer to the respective document. The Information Retrieval
score of a document is a query dependent score assigned to
the document based on the prominence of the query terms in
the document or in the anchor text of links to the document.

In some embodiments, the source pages listed for a
respective document are limited to those that satisfy a
predefined requirement with respect to the search query. For
instance, in one embodiment the predefined requirement is
that the anchor text of the link to the respective document
contain at least one query term of the search query. In
another embodiment, the predefined requirement is that the
anchor text of the link to the respective document satisty the
entire search query, which may be a Boolean expression
containing multiple query terms. In yet other embodiments,
all source documents are included, without respect to
whether the anchor text of the links to the respective
document contain any of the query terms. However, limiting
the source documents to those whose links have anchor text
that includes at least one query term is preferred because this
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ensures that only source documents with anchor text rel-
evant to the search query are used to personalize the ordering
of the documents within the search results.

Next, source document information 304 is extracted from
the initial search results. The source document information
304 and the user profile 306 of the user who submitted the
search query are used by a Personalized Anchor Text (AT)
Score Generator 310 to generate personalized link analysis
(LA) scores 312 for the source pages that correspond to each
respective document (D1, D2, etc.) in the initial search
results. In some embodiments, the personalized LA score for
a source document is its personalized page importance score
(e.g., personalized PageRank), while in other embodiments,
the personalized LA score for a source document is a
function of its personalized page importance score. The
computation of personalized page importance scores is
discussed above.

An accumulator 320 sums or otherwise combines the
personalized LA scores for the source documents that link to
each respective, thereby producing an anchor text (AT) score
for each respective document in the initial search results. A
search result ranking function 324 is then used to combine,
for each respective document, the AT score and the IR score
of the document to produce a set of final personalized
ranking scores or values 326. The documents are then
ordered (326) in accordance with the personalized document
rankings to produce a final, ordered set of search results 330.

FIG. 4 is a flowchart illustrating the major steps of such
a method according to one embodiment of the present
invention. Given a candidate document with its content
known, the first step 410 of the method is to determine an
information retrieval (IR) score based on the document’s
content and the query terms in the search query. If the user
information is also employed in determining the IR score of
the document, the IR score will be user-dependent or per-
sonalized on the user. Otherwise, the IR score is usually
user-independent.

At step 420, based on the link structure associating
various documents, the computer program identifies a set of
source documents, each of which having a link to the
candidate document and certain anchor text associated with
its link. In one embodiment, the anchor text in a source
document needs to match at least one query term in order for
the source document to contribute to determining the can-
didate document’s personalized ranking. For example,
assuming that there are three source documents D, D,, and
Dj; having links to a candidate document Dy, if D,’s anchor
text matches one query term T, D,’s anchor text matches
another query term T,, but D;’s anchor text does not match
any query term, then only D, and D,’s personalized page
importance scores are considered when determining D,’s
personalized ranking. In another embodiment, the require-
ment that anchor text contain at least one query term is
dropped and therefore any source document having a link to
D,, including D5, can make a contribution to D,’s person-
alized ranking based on its personalized page importance
score.

At step 430, the computer program calculates a person-
alized link analysis (LLA) score for each of the source
documents identified at step 420. In one embodiment, this
LA score is the same as the personalized page importance
score of the document that is determined by the Page
Importance Ranker 215 (FIG. 2) on the basis of a set of
user-specific parameters. Therefore, in the example shown
in FIG. 1, web page 110-1 should have a higher personalized
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page importance score or LA score than web page 120-1
based on a set of user-specific parameters provided by the
user.

Once all the source documents’ LA scores are known, the
computer program accumulates them together to produce a
personalized anchor text (AT) score for the candidate docu-
ment (step 450). As discussed above, this personalized AT
score is different from the conventional usage of anchor text,
which is based solely on the textual content of the anchor
text associated with a link to a candidate document. Besides
the textual content of each anchor text, the personalized AT
score is also a function of the personalized page importance
score of a source document that includes the anchor text. In
one embodiment, assuming that there is a set of N source
documents having links to a candidate document and the ith
source document’s personalized page importance score is
ps;, then the candidate document’s personalized AT score
can be defined as

AT:Zps;-at;

ieN

where at, is the ith source document’s anchor text weight. In
some embodiments, a source document’s anchor text weight
at, has two possible values, 1 if the anchor text contains at
least one query term or 0 if the anchor text contains no query
term. In this case, the candidate document’s personalized AT
score can be computed as

AT = Z psi.

ieN

More generally, the anchor text weight of at, an identified
source document 1 is equal to a first value when its anchor
text satisfies a predefined requirement with respect to the set
of query terms, and is equal to a second value when the
anchor text does not satisfy the predefined requirement with
respect to the set of query terms.

At step 460, the method combines the IR score and
personalized AT score together to generate a personalized
ranking for the candidate document. In some embodiments,
the method computes a predefined function of the IR score,
the page importance score (PS) and the personalized AT
score of the candidate document to generate the personalized
ranking:

Personalized Ranking=F1(IR score,PS,AT score)

where F1 is the predefined function. As noted above, the
page importance score for the candidate document may be
either a system (not personalized) page importance score
(e.g., the PageRank), or it may be a personalized page
importance score. The personalized rankings for a set of
candidate documents can be used by a search engine to order
search results or for other further analysis.

In some embodiments, the IR score for a candidate
document is also personalized using a personalized IR score
generator 622 (FIG. 6). In particular, the IR score is per-
sonalized by adding to each search query a set of terms
obtained from the user profile. The added terms (herein
called the user profile terms) are treated as optional terms,
not required for satisfying the query, but which contribute to
the IR score of the document if the terms are found within
the content of a document that satisfies the search query. For
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instance, the IR score of a document will be increased if any
of the user profile terms are located in the title of the
document, in the URL of the document, or in the first K
words of the document, where K is a predefined value. The
resulting IR value is herein called a personalized IR value,
and in such embodiments the personalized ranking function
is applied to personalized IR value, along with the page
importance score and AT score of the document to produce
a personalized ranking value.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart of a method that may be imple-
mented using one or more computer programs executed by
the server 210 of FIG. 2. The method orders a set of
candidate documents based on their personalized anchor text
scores in accordance with the present invention. At step 510,
the computer program identifies a list of documents that
satisfy a set of query terms. Such identification process can
be solely dependent upon the textual content of each docu-
ment as well as the relevance between the textual content
and the query terms. Once the list of documents are avail-
able, the computer program performs the steps 410-460
described above for each document in the list of documents.
If a document has no qualifying source documents (step
420), the personalized AT score for the document is assigned
a default value (e.g., zero). In the end (steps 580, 590), the
documents in the list are ordered based on their respective
personalized rankings that are both user-dependent and
query-dependent.

Referring to FIG. 6, an embodiment of a search engine
600 that implements the methods described above includes
one or more processing units (CPU’s) 602, one or more
network or other communications interfaces 610, memory
612, and one or more communication buses 614 for inter-
connecting these components. The personalized search
engine 600 may optionally include a user interface 604
comprising a display device 606 and a keyboard 608.
Memory 612 may include high speed random access
memory and may also include non-volatile memory, such as
one or more magnetic disk storage devices. Memory 612
may include mass storage that is remotely located from the
CPU’s 602. The memory 612 preferably stores:

an operating system 616 that includes procedures for
handling various basic system services and for per-
forming hardware dependent tasks;

a network communication module (or instructions) 618
that is used for connecting the search engine 600 to
other computers via the one or more communication
network interfaces 610 (wired or wireless), such as the
Internet, other wide area networks, local area networks,
metropolitan area networks, and so on;

a system initialization module (or instructions) 620 that
initializes other modules and data structures stored in
memory 612 required for the appropriate operation of
the search engine 600;

a query processor 205 for receiving and processing search
queries submitted from various client computers, and
then organizing and transmitting search results back to
the corresponding client computers;

a user information database 206 for storing user-specific
information of a plurality of users, the database
includes a respective user profile 306 for each of a
plurality of users;

a set of databases for use by the query processor 205,
including an inverted content index 208, a page impor-
tance scores database 209, and an inverted anchor text
index 211; and

search results data structures 302, 330; these data struc-
tures include records 640 that store information con-
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cerning the documents in the search results for a search
query, including an information retrieval score 642, a
page importance score 644, a personalized anchor text
score 646, and any other values required by the query
processor 205 to produce search results listing docu-
ments in a personalized order in accordance with the
requester’s user profile.

The query processor 205 includes a search result ranking
function 324 for ordering the documents in a set of search
results, and a personalized score generator 622 for generat-
ing personalized scores for each document in the search
results. The personalized score generator 622 includes a
personalized anchor text (AT) score generator 310, as dis-
cussed above. In some embodiments, the personalized score
generator 622 also includes a personalized information
retrieval (IR) score generator 622, also discussed above.

The search engine 600 also includes the network crawler
220, content indexer 213, Page Importance Ranker 215 and
anchor text indexer 217, all discussed above.

The software modules of the search engine include
instructions for performing the steps of the methods
described above, for processing search queries and produc-
ing search results that are ordered in accordance with
user-specific parameters.

FIG. 6 depicts the internal structure of a search engine 600
in one embodiment. It should be understood that in some
other embodiments the personalized search engine 600 may
be implemented using multiple servers so as to improve its
throughput and reliability. For instance, the network crawler
220, the indexers 213, 217, the Page Importance Ranker 215
and the resulting databases 208, 209, 211 may be imple-
mented on distinct servers that communicate with and work
in conjunction with other ones of the servers in the search
engine 600.

The foregoing description, for purpose of explanation, has
been described with reference to specific embodiments.
However, the illustrative discussions above are not intended
to be exhaustive or to limit the invention to the precise forms
disclosed. Many modifications and variations are possible in
view of the above teachings. The embodiments were chosen
and described in order to best explain the principles of the
invention and its practical applications, to thereby enable
others skilled in the art to best utilize the invention and
various embodiments with various modifications as are
suited to the particular use contemplated.

What is claimed is:
1. A computer-implemented method of determining a
personalized ranking of a document that satisfies a set of
query terms, comprising:
determining an information retrieval score for the docu-
ment based on its content and the set of query terms;

identifying a set of source documents that have links to
the document and that have anchor text satisfying a
predefined requirement with respect to the set of query
terms;

calculating personalized page importance scores of the

identified source documents according to a set of
user-specific parameters;
accumulating a personalized anchor text score for the
document as a function of the personalized page impor-
tance scores of the identified source documents; and

generating a personalized ranking for the document based
on its information retrieval score and personalized
anchor text score.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the personalized page
importance scores are personalized link analysis scores.
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3. The method of claim 1, wherein the predefined require-
ment comprises a requirement that each of the identified
source documents have anchor text that satisfies a search
query corresponding to the set of query terms.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the predefined require-
ment comprises a requirement that each of the identified
source documents have anchor text that contains at least one
of the query terms in the set of query terms.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the personalized page
importance score of an identified source document is a
function of personalized page importance scores of another
set of documents having links to the identified document.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein the personalized page
importance score of the identified source document is inde-
pendent from the set of query terms.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of user-specific
parameters include a set of URL keywords, and wherein
calculating the personalized page importance score of an
identified source document includes determining if a URL of
the identified source document matches a URL keyword in
the set of URL keywords, and assigning a personalized page
importance score to the identified source document in accor-
dance with that determination.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of user-specific
parameters include a set of URL keywords and includes a
numeric value associated with each URL keyword in the set,
and wherein calculating the personalized page importance
score of an identified source document includes determining
which URL keywords, if any, in the set of URL keywords
match a URL of the identified source document, and when
at least on the URL keywords is determined to match the
URL of the identified source document, assigning a person-
alized page importance score to the identified source docu-
ment in accordance with the numeric value associated with
at least one of the matching URL keywords.

9. The method of claim 1, including calculating a per-
sonalized page importance score for the document, and
generating the personalized ranking for the document based
on its information retrieval score, its personalized anchor
text score, and its personalized page importance score.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include information concerning websites
favored by a user.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of user-specific
parameters include information suitable for identifying web-
sites likely to be favored by a user.

12. The method of claim 1, wherein accumulating a
personalized anchor text score for the document includes
summing the product of an anchor text-based weight of each
of the identified source documents multiplied by its respec-
tive personalized page importance score.

13. The method of claim 12, wherein the anchor text-
based weight of an identified source document is equal to a
first value when its anchor text satisfies a predefined require-
ment with respect to the set of query terms, and is equal to
a second value when the anchor text does not satisfy the
predefined requirement with respect to the set of query
terms.

14. The method of claim 12, wherein the anchor text-
based weight of an identified source document is equal to a
first value when its anchor text contains at least one of the
set of query terms, and is equal to a second value when the
anchor text contains none of the query terms.

15. The method of claim 1, wherein determining an
information retrieval score for the document includes cal-
culating a personalized information retrieval score for the
document according to the set of user-specific parameters.
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16. A method for generating, in response to a set of query
terms and a set of user-specific parameters, a list of docu-
ments that satisfy the set of query terms, comprising:

identifying a list of documents from a set of documents in

a database, each document satisfying the set of query
terms;

for each document in the list,

determining an information retrieval score for the docu-
ment based on its content;

identifying source documents that have links to the
document and that have anchor text satisfying a
predefined requirement with respect to the set of
query terms;

calculating personalized page importance scores of the
identified source documents according to a set of
user-specific parameters;

accumulating a personalized anchor text score for the
document as a function of the personalized page
importance scores of the identified source docu-
ments; and

generating a personalized ranking for the document
based on its information retrieval score and person-
alized anchor text score; and

ordering the list of documents according to their respec-

tive personalized rankings.

17. The method of claim 16, wherein the personalized
page importance scores are personalized link analysis
scores.

18. The method of claim 16, the predefined requirement
comprises a requirement that each of the identified source
documents have anchor text that satisfies a search query
corresponding to the set of query terms.

19. The method of claim 16, wherein the predefined
requirement comprises a requirement that each of the iden-
tified source documents have anchor text that contains at
least one of the query terms in the set of query terms.

20. The method of claim 16, wherein the personalized
page importance score of an identified source document is a
function of personalized page importance scores of another
set of documents having links to the identified document.

21. The method of claim 16, wherein the personalized
page importance score of the identified source document is
independent from the set of query terms.

22. The method of claim 16, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include a set of URL keywords, and
wherein calculating the personalized page importance score
of an identified source document includes determining if a
URL of the identified source document matches a URL
keyword in the set of URL keywords, and assigning a
personalized page importance score to the identified source
document in accordance with that determination.

23. The method of claim 16, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include a set of URL keywords and
includes a numeric value associated with each URL keyword
in the set, and wherein calculating the personalized page
importance score of an identified source document includes
determining which URL keywords, if any, in the set of URL
keywords match a URL of the identified source document,
and when at least on the URL keywords is determined to
match the URL of the identified source document, assigning
apersonalized page importance score to the identified source
document in accordance with the numeric value associated
with at least one of the matching URL keywords.

24. The method of claim 16, including calculating a
personalized page importance score for each document in
the list, and generating the personalized ranking for the
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document based on its information retrieval score, its per-
sonalized anchor text score, and its personalized page impor-
tance score.

25. The method of claim 16, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include information concerning websites
favored by a user.

26. The method of claim 16, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include information suitable for identi-
fying websites likely to be favored by a user.

27. The method of claim 16, wherein accumulating a
personalized anchor text score for the document includes
summing the product of an anchor text-based weight of each
of the identified source documents multiplied by its respec-
tive personalized page importance score.

28. The method of claim 27, wherein the anchor text-
based weight of an identified source document is equal to a
first value when its anchor text satisfies a predefined require-
ment with respect to the set of query terms, and is equal to
a second value when the anchor text does not satisfy the
predefined requirement with respect to the set of query
terms.

29. The method of claim 27, wherein the anchor text-
based weight of an identified source document is equal to a
first value when its anchor text contains at least one of the
set of query terms, and is equal to a second value when the
anchor text contains none of the query terms.

30. The method of claim 16, wherein determining an
information retrieval score for the document includes cal-
culating a personalized information retrieval score for the
document according to the set of user-specific parameters.

31. A search engine system, comprising:

one or more central processing units for executing pro-

grams; and

a server executable by the one or more central processing

units, the server comprising:

instructions for identifying a list of documents from a
set of documents in a database, each document
satisfying the set of query terms;

for each document in the list,

instructions for ranking each document in the list of

documents, including:

instructions for determining an information retrieval
score for the document based on its content and
the set of query terms;

instructions for identifying a set of source documents
that have links to the document and that have
anchor text satisfying a predefined requirement
with respect to the set of query terms;

instructions for calculating personalized page impor-
tance scores of the identified source documents
according to a set of user-specific parameters;

instructions for accumulating a personalized anchor
text score for the document as a function of the
personalized page importance scores of the iden-
tified source documents; and

instructions for generating a personalized ranking for
the document based on its information retrieval
score and personalized anchor text score; and

instructions for ordering the list of documents accord-

ing to their respective personalized rankings.

32. The system of claim 31, wherein the personalized
page importance scores are personalized link analysis
scores.

33. The system of claim 31, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include a set of URL keywords, and
wherein the instructions for calculating the personalized
page importance score of an identified source document
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include instructions for determining if a URL of the iden-
tified source document matches a URL keyword in the set of
URL keywords, and assigning a personalized page impor-
tance score to the identified source document in accordance
with that determination.

34. The system of claim 31, wherein the set of user-
specific parameters include a set of URL keywords and
includes a numeric value associated with each URL keyword
in the set, and wherein the instructions for calculating the
personalized page importance score of an identified source
document include instructions for determining which URL
keywords, if any, in the set of URL keywords match a URL
of the identified source document, and when at least on the
URL keywords is determined to match the URL of the
identified source document, assigning a personalized page
importance score to the identified source document in accor-
dance with the numeric value associated with at least one of
the matching URL keywords.

35. The system of claim 31, including instructions for
calculating a personalized page importance score for each
document in the list, and instructions for generating the
personalized ranking for the document based on its infor-
mation retrieval score, its personalized anchor text score,
and its personalized page importance score.

36. The system of claim 31, wherein the instructions for
accumulating a personalized anchor text score for the docu-
ment include instructions for summing the product of an
anchor text-based weight of each of the identified source
documents multiplied by its respective personalized page
importance score.

37. The system of claim 31, wherein the anchor text-based
weight of an identified source document is equal to a first
value when its anchor text satisfies a predefined requirement
with respect to the set of query terms, and is equal to a
second value when the anchor text does not satisfy the
predefined requirement with respect to the set of query
terms.

38. The system of claim 31, wherein the instructions for
determining an information retrieval score for the document
include instructions for calculating a personalized informa-
tion retrieval score for the document according to the set of
user-specific parameters.

39. A computer readable storage medium storing com-
puter-executable instructions for use in conjunction with a
computer system, for determining a personalized ranking of
a document that satisfies a set of query terms, comprising:

instructions for determining an information retrieval score

for the document based on its content and the set of
query terms;

instructions for identifying a set of source documents that

have links to the document and that have anchor text
satisfying a predefined requirement with respect to the
set of query terms;
instructions for calculating personalized page importance
scores of the identified source documents according to
a set of user-specific parameters;

instructions for accumulating a personalized anchor text
score for the document as a function of the personalized
page importance scores of the identified source docu-
ments; and

instructions for generating a personalized ranking for the

document based on its information retrieval score and
personalized anchor text score.

40. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the personalized page importance scores are per-
sonalized link analysis scores.
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41. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the predefined requirement comprises a require-
ment that each of the identified source documents have
anchor text that satisfies a search query corresponding to the
set of query terms.

42. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the predefined requirement comprises a require-
ment that each of the identified source documents have
anchor text that contains at least one of the query terms in
the set of query terms.

43. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the personalized page importance score of an iden-
tified source document is a function of personalized page
importance scores of another set of documents having links
to the identified document.

44. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the personalized page importance score of an iden-
tified source document is independent from the set of query
terms.

45. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the set of user-specific parameters include a set of
URL keywords, and wherein the instructions for calculating
the personalized page importance score of an identified
source document includes instructions for determining if a
URL of the identified source document matches a URL
keyword in the set of URL keywords, and instructions for
assigning a personalized page importance score to the iden-
tified source document in accordance with that determina-
tion.

46. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the set of user-specific parameters include a set of
URL keywords and includes a numeric value associated with
each URL keyword in the set, and wherein the instructions
for calculating the personalized page importance score of an
identified source document include instructions for deter-
mining which URL keywords, if any, in the set of URL
keywords match a URL of the identified source document,
and when at least on the URL keywords is determined to
match the URL of the identified source document, assigning
apersonalized page importance score to the identified source
document in accordance with the numeric value associated
with at least one of the matching URL keywords.

47. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
including instructions for calculating a personalized page
importance score for each document in the list, and instruc-
tions for generating the personalized ranking for the docu-
ment based on its information retrieval score, its personal-
ized anchor text score, and its personalized page importance
score.

48. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the instructions for accumulating a personalized
anchor text score for the document include instructions for
summing the product of an anchor text-based weight of each
of the identified source documents multiplied by its respec-
tive personalized page importance score.

49. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the anchor text-based weight of an identified source
document is equal to a first value when its anchor text
satisfies a predefined requirement with respect to the set of
query terms, and is equal to a second value when the anchor
text does not satisfy the predefined requirement with respect
to the set of query terms.

50. The computer readable storage medium of claim 39,
wherein the instructions for determining an information
retrieval score for the document include instructions for
calculating a personalized information retrieval score for the
document according to the set of user-specific parameters.
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51. A computer readable storage medium, for use in
conjunction with a computer system, for generating a list of
documents that satisfy the set of query terms, comprising:

instructions for identifying a list of documents from a set

of documents in a database, each document satistying
the set of query terms;

for each document in the list,

instructions for ranking each document in the list of

documents, including:

instructions for determining an information retrieval
score for the document based on its content and
the set of query terms;

instructions for identifying a set of source documents
that have links to the document and that have
anchor text satisfying a predefined requirement
with respect to the set of query terms;
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instructions for calculating personalized page impor-
tance scores of the identified source documents
according to a set of user-specific parameters;

instructions for accumulating a personalized anchor
text score for the document as a function of the
personalized page importance scores of the iden-
tified source documents; and

instructions for generating a personalized ranking for
the document based on its information retrieval
score and personalized anchor text score; and

instructions for ordering the list of documents
according to their respective personalized rank-
ings.



