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ChaSen 2.4.0, based on Japanese morphological
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SMART information retrieval system
extended to use language modelling with
a uniform document prior probability
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Number of ranks with centre IPU
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¢ Only runs on the manual transcript had higher

scores than the baseline (UMAP metric only)

¢ TextTiling results are consistently higher than C99
for all the metrics for manual and ASR runs

¢ TextTiling has higher average of precision (in
seconds) for all types of transcript, i.e. it locates

retrieve relevant content for C99 runs
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¢ Removal of stop words before segmentation did not //-”

/ \have any positive effect on the results /)

.
—

This work is funded by a grant under the Science Foundation Ireland Research Frontiers Programme 2008 Grant No: 08/RFP/CMS1677

Further information: http://www.cdvp.dcu.ie/lISSCoS/

_sfi



