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K1 AHOSPHOEZTH»DEE
Table 1 Clue words Ishii et al. defined

FIHEN FH» D 3 (1]
campaign, challenge, forum, goal,
Group participated, task, track, work, 9

workshop

adopt, algorithm, applied, ap-
ply, approach, approached, based,
category, characterized, classify,
clustering, detail, details, de-
velop, divided, employ, employed,
engine, error, evaluate, experi-
ment, explored, extract, feature,
Method focused, function, group, idea, 54
improve, method, model, mod-
eling, including, label, mecha-
nism, obtained, performed, plat-
form, predict, program, propose,
proposed, provided, re-rank, role,
search, suggestion, system, tech-
nique, toolkit, trained, use, using,

way

achieve, analysis, best, effect, ef-
fective, participants, performance
Result ’ ’ 14
prove, reason, reported, research,

result, show, waste

Data collection, library 2

Equation | calculate, formula 2
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Fig. 1 Result of citation intention classification by Ishii’s
method
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R 2 BFETEDU TN EOMHE
Table 2 Number of clue words obtained by each method

FHtp 0 FEORE S
M@ 16| @ (5)
Group 78 13 14 86 87
Method 823 | 417 | 422 965 970
Result 67 22 24 80 82
Data 7 8 8 8 8
Equation 8 2 2 9 9
&t 983 | 462 | 470 | 1,148 | 1,156

FIHENZED 5. 3[%%1‘&0:?%#0%@%&&:%#‘
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I Z1E, NTCIR-9 DFsCHIZ “In [2] we can see the task
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Fig. 2 Accuracy of citation intention classification
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Fig. 3 Result of citation intention classification of “Group”
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Fig. 4 Result of citation intention classification of “Method”
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Fig. 5 Result of citation intention classification of “Result”

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4

0.3

0.2

|I|I|I|I|I
0

(5) E#bw
AR

EEEEX nEEE nffE

6 Data O 5| AR X5 5 R

Fig. 6 Result of citation intention classification of “Data”
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Fig. 7 Result of citation intention classification of “Equation”
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Fig. 8 Comparison of result of citation intention classification
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Table 3 Classified citation intention classes and their numbers

DET T A
Group | Method | Result | Data | Equation
T Group 114 3 3 0 0
L | Method 56 761 65 9 4
5 | Result 6 3] 101 0 0
; Data 5 6 10 9 0
Equation 0 6 0 0 19
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