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Abstract: We investigate performances of some text segmentation algorihtms which use HMM. In general,
HMM applied to a text segmentation problem uses the word unigram language model to express the text
segments. In this paper, we propose new multi-gram language models for a state of HMM, and evaluate
them by experiments. From our evaluations, the highest performace model among our proposals is a naive
probabilistic vector model for a sentence. In addition, the performances of all our proposed models are higher

than that of well known HMM which uses the word unigram language model.
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Fig. 1 Text segmentation via HMM.
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Fig. 3 Baum-Welch algorithm of our method.
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o Tl (FA—THAEKETIV) % H\:7: HMM.

o FiE2 (XEICHHLAZVWHELZEELLET L) &
A7z HMM. (E&A/ 8T A—% m=10"3, 24t (1
LOFHHEER 26) | (77— 5 EROHFEORL )
22000) DfEIZHED <).

o T3 (BT VUYHAETIV) % M7z HMM.

o FA =TS XA EHTFE (ERT— 5 4
FERETIV).

B4 Do, Da, Dg, Dg IZBWTREFESEKLETH
LHFELZ 7T AKX D HMM OMfe% Lol - 72, $Ri2,
FANTF =401 DDOEEDFE L 12 D510 ET
% Dg TlX, X=X T4 Y OVEREN 0.5 THLHDITHT L, it
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Table 2 Evaluation by co-occurrence agreement probability.

Do Dy

testl  test2  test3  testd FIY test1 test2 test3 test4 Yy
k1= 7 & (GERE) 0.861 0.869 0.861 0.867 0.869 | 0.773 0.791 0.770 0.784 0.780
FEL1L (F1-7) 0.919 0.948 0.943 0.953 0.941 | 0.835 0.879 0.871 0.889 0.869
T2 (m=1073) 0.956 0.958 0.956 0.958 0.957 | 0.882 0.886 0.883 0.888 0.885
F:3 K7V v 4540) 0.914 0.916 0.905 0.914 0.912 | 0.817 0.826 0.802 0.818 0.816
Mg 72T (Fdifd 0 %#) | 0967 0.969  0.966 0.969 0.968 | 0.922 0.927 0.923 0.929 0.925

D¢ Dg

testl  test2  test3  testd Y testl test2 test3 test4 Sy
HiEa1=7 74 (fEkiE) 0.750 0.771 0.745 0.761 0.757 | 0.742 0.766 0.737 0.753 0.750
FE1L (F1-7) 0.796 0.842 0.831 0.853 0.831 | 0.775 0.821 0.808 0.831 0.809
T2 (m=1073) 0.824 0.827 0.826 0.833 0.828 | 0.782 0.782 0.783 0.793 0.785
T3 (K7 v 454m) 0.773 0.787 0.756 0.774 0.773 | 0.753 0.771 0.737 0.754 0.754
AR T (Fdimd 0 #H) | 0.897  0.905  0.898  0.906  0.902 | 0.882 0.893 0.884 0.892 0.888

D16 D.

testl  test2  test3  testd FI testl test2 test3 test4 SE
W=7 7 n (k) 0.745 0.774 0.740 0.755 0.754 | 1.87e-2 1.91e-2 1.87e-2 1.87e-2  1.88e-2
FE1 (F1-7) 0.761 0.804 0.786 0.807 0.790 | 1.96e-2 2.05e-2 2.04e-2  2.05e-2  2.03e-2
FH2 (m=1073) 0.700  0.700 0.698 0.716 0.704 | 1.93e-2 1.92e-2 1.94e-2 1.93e-2  1.93e-2
F3 GRT7 v ¥ 5046) 0.737 0.763 0.727 0.745 0.743 | 1.91e-2 1.94e-2  1.89e¢-2 1.89e-2  1.91e-2
e W Fi (Bid 0 EH) | 0.862  0.881  0.867  0.874  0.871 | 2.18e-2  2.19e-2  2.19e-2  2.17e-2  2.18e-2

FEAT0.757, FFEL L 2HBENEN0.831 &£ 0.828 TH
D, MR LA SN, FE3IE 0773 TH Y, [ERE
2N, b ntfEm b o7 UL, b
BOPATH DR % V- FEIF LT, wih
b T BMEREE %o 72,

B Dy 1BV T, T2 BL O3 2EkEZ TS
VEREL e o7z, Dy D kK HIZKE LS 22 1ZEEEN/AIE D
WEE LB R E T 5720, HRIGETTA2ENICH 5.
B2, kDVPEBRETED 12 82 Twb Dig T, F
Wz 2 DD LGB E X /2 WEEHEiE B, HEEL
=775 (k) 1, Dig 2B HMRED Dy TOMRE
N ELTWE ZERs, HlSE W) LD b, T
UGG E A ToTnA EMRTHIENTES. D, I
LTI, TRTCO|/ETEICBWTHERES L0 5 kg
Loz,

FRICFE L, #Hliid ) =ECh Lk H\ - Fik
WCEWEESEONTBY, KB 2REFEOR
WEATRE T2 E VR B,

3.4 NENMEESERICLIER
ELLEEFEHENTVUETFA N T =% ¢, IZBWT,
BHOUNHOEROXEFESOEA% B, L35, [AkIZS
ETNT) XL EHNCTHE LT FAMT =5 ¢, OB
DYNHOERMOXEKTDEEL B, £T5. B, B, D—
HIZOWT, K, BHE, FHETARL. IhEge—i
DIEREME. $bb, FEpldp=|(B,NBy)|/|Bxul
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HHZE & r = |(B.NBy)|/|B,| TEME S, Ffliid
CNOLOMMEHF =2/(1/p+1/r) THbE. 512
Bl =U;ep {i,i—1,i+1} BB}, = U;ep, {i,i—1,i+1}
&L HEE p = [(BiNB)|/|Bul, B3 r = |(B.NB},)|/| B |
BLXUOFMHEEF =2/(1/p+1/r) TRD7=b D EFIATEC
L DAER LA,

EH5I12, t, &t CHILEEICOESINTWD LEDOHE]
BEOEELTS.

F 3 IIOEINEFUCHET 2 MREY, T 4 ICHHEFED
PEREZ R, HBOGSRET ATV T X410, 2 SCEHED
BELFELTHA.

TE—HORETIE, THE1BLO3OF flEIdHEkEE
L7, FE2OFMEIE TR 7225 HEE RS LRE
FHEOFTERDEHENMETH V), BHEOEK A F HEOMK
TIZEELTWA, 2L, FEIMEOIRRID RN &

ERL TWa S, RiAFE QA CTIIRETFEOH T
T bOOREREL Y BENF i 2o T b, RERT
&, £7FAMIW0MEOEEL G0, SEMEIRT
NCTOETH L. L7zh>T, DENED—FTIE, Mg
Ui A FHET A0SR 9 v, ERIESD
EVRKEL 2D, T2, b FEOPMAEZHNZT
NT) X LOWREICIE, RETFEOVWITNOIEL T
W2l d 2 EHMEIC BT ARR L FEETH B.

RIERCHBM LT E LT, B2 9 4 (fEkEE)
ICEBAERIIBVT, BEME, BHEIFGVI L0
Fohs, Zhix, )& ofEx5EhnE s L TR
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Table 3 Evaluation by absolute agreement.

AR DOREE HIERETR DA

testd  FI testl  test2  test3  testd P

testl test2 test3
Rk =7 F & (fERE) 0.200 0.202 0.194
Tl (F4—-7) 0.258 0.372  0.351
T2 (m=10"3) 0.393  0.362 0.381
T3 K7V v 454i0) 0.253 0.245 0.229

Mg VT (Bdid ) 5E) | 0.541 0.568  0.537

0.195 0.198 | 0.246 0.255 0.244 0.240 0.246
0.390 0.264 | 0.371 0.496 0.492 0.535 0.473
0.392 0.382 | 0.541 0.490 0.554 0.528 0.528
0.230 0.239 | 0.342 0.330 0.314 0.313 0.325
0.558 0.551 | 0.620 0.647 0.619 0.651 0.634

testl test2 test3

OIS AR O

testd P testl  test2  test3d  testd P

HEE1=7 7 & (ki) 0.763 0.745 0.767 0.768 0.761 | 0.939 0.953 0.967 0.956 0.954
FHEL (F14—=7) 0.506 0.502 0.477 0.482 0.492 | 0.732 0.670 0.691 0.660 0.688
T2 (m=1073) 0.242 0.233 0.217 0.247 0.235 | 0.345 0.312 0.323 0.345 0.331
T3 OR7 v v o3Ai) 0.564 0.573 0.535 0.559 0.558 | 0.761 0.761 0.752 0.748 0.756
g VT (iid Y ) | 0739 0.746  0.742  0.726  0.738 | 0.848 0.855 0.863 0.857 0.856
ELE—HOD F Ml RIFEO F 1l
testl  test2  test3  testd ¥ testl  test2  test3  testd ¥y
HEEL =7 7 & (fEkik) 0.317 0.318 0.310 0.384 0.332 | 0.390 0.402 0.390 0.384 0.392
FHE1 (F14=7) 0.342 0.428 0.404 0.431 0.401 | 0.493 0.570 0.570 0.591 0.556
FH2 (m=1073) 0.300 0.284 0.277 0.303 0.291 | 0.421 0.381 0.408 0.418 0.407
Fi: 3 GRT v v 55046) 0.349 0.343 0.321 0.326 0.335 | 0.472 0.460 0.443 0.441 0.454

g AW T (Bdid ) 5E) | 0.625  0.645  0.623

0.631 0.631 | 0.716 0.737 0.721  0.740 0.729

x4 THEROMR

Table 4 Evaluation by precision.

gy

testl  test2  test3  testd P

HEEaL =7 T & (fERE) 0.713  0.750 0.723 0.733  0.730
Fh1 (FA4—=7) 0.725 0.772 0.749 0.775 0.755
FFE2 (m=107%) 0.523 0.548 0.516 0.569 0.539
T3 (R7 v v 454i) 0.691 0.730 0.691 0.718 0.708

ARpIEE R W T (s ) ) | 0.804  0.847  0.828  0.835  0.829

LTWAZERRLTWS, T4hbh, Ml pHshi:
BEDPEEIRENT WA, T ORERIE, 2 CEHic B
T, kOMED6, 8, 16 LZALL THMEELMET L Tk
CEDEAITERSTVS, TR LIRRTFHTIE, K
FEEHBERONT Y AEHLEEENTEY, 2 T
L ARERESTHE LR,

SRR X BEHIICIE, T 1 ORDERDEE Eo T
BY, FE2BIU3IETE->TWS, FICTE 2 3RE
FHEOHRTHRNMETH 2205, 5EINEOFRR AT %
WA, XOSHERIIEL B b 0% E R B B RER
EBELTWAD, HERFEIR 2 SR OKEH I R AT
EVEE o TWVAD, THLDEIRENE CIRERN
HP L TEENTVEZ EDEMITE RS TV,

4. hVI(Z
TXRANET AT =2 aryi HMM = HW T T
WZBWT, FIREPRTSIEET N 2 EEOHEIRZ 5

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

TTFNETEHEERR L. FOSE, HEROHEL=
T LESHETINVET AT, BETHLI L
HER T & 72, RETHEOR# L LT, HHROHEEZH
1T AR Z KD H Z LT E AP, n-gram (12
LB FFICHNTEHEOAMPENZ EHITONE. FE
B, FEICET LEHERMH, RIS HEERER & b1
HEEL =77 L% W2 HERFEISCOERKRER R L, W
TS K 2 6 T HEEMRECTH 5.
REFHOFEMEIE, TN OHEEOFMREIZB W
THERFHEL BRI, FRMEIREZE VL. Ll
Hblid ) OBHMATUE T T TY) X LOVERELC
B L h o7, HEL=7 T LICEA0ERETIE, &
LB DL e VNS RBEDLBES N D@D H - 72
B, BEFETREMRENTVE Z LS, FHliERD S
kot

SHOFEE LT, ¥k ) EFHOFERICKRREF LY
WAL ZEDEZONL., Hilid ) FEHORMA T,
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WA 7 — 7 12§ A LEIE, CRF 7 & DA E T VH
A BB TEVWERETRLTEY, RFEICL2HE LD
HEEL F L TRV Hikr ol TEiuL, X Eikg
L EIRREEL LN TEL EEDNS.
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8% BRE (ExA)

1996 4 B AU E K7 K7 b XA E
FHFERHE LRI T, [F4E ()
THI Atk 2001 4EFEAGERE KEFRFPE
B e RHE L RIS T
it (L%, FERRETRYEHF
(Bh#0) . 2009 4E RS R = dEHIZ,
BUEICE 5. ke, BWEE, ARSHELEORZEIC
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