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Text Segmentation Based on Hierarchical Dirichlet Processes

Li Tiancai, Wang Bo, Xi Yaoyi, Zhang Jiaming
(Institute of Information and System Engineering, PLA Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou, 450002, China)

Abstract: Text segmentation has important applications in many fields, including text summarization, in-
formation retrieval, and so on. Topic model is an important tool in text segmentation. However previous
text segmentation methods based on topic model generally rely on manually setting of the number of top-
ics influencing results significantly. To solve the problem, a novel text segmentation method based on hi-
erarchical Dirichlet processCHDP) model is proposed. Firstly, texts are modeled with HDP model to get
their expression with topic vectors. Then, the topic vectors are used in C99 segmentation algorithm for
text segmentation. Finally, two optimization strategies are applied to result optimization. Experimental
results show that the presented method can omit manually setting of the topics numbers and improve the
performance of text segmentation.
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TR LA e 11 A G L T 1 LB 2 A A R /N R DG . SO A BIE A B R UK B 3
T AR 2 SR T L AR B R T SO T LA /NG R B v G 2R 0 oA
TESCA B 4 2 il 5 SCAR 73 AT LAAS 3 SCA P A3 5 R (] 000 T 1) o SOV TR Gl A 3 Y SC
A BN AN 5 ) R0 % A O L T FLI o T e B S A T L B R R T

H R 5 B SCAS 73 1 7 A TR IR A 0 5 vk LR T S R AE 1 O R RR T 3R R R Y O
B F 1A 3R 4R 1 7 T N O A [l — 32 R0 1) YA 1) 8 BEAE ) — £ R BE P . 1997 47, Hearst ™ 42 1
T TextTiling J5 i » 1% J7 1 5684 SCA 43 11 € B2 /a3 e 51 o s 98 2l 20 1 3 H S AR 4R ) 91 2Z 18] 1 4% 5%
AEACL B, 38 5 AR ) B il 4 i 28 AL iR E T SR B . 2000 4E L Choi 7 48 1 T C99 Bk, 18 53 18 e A A
T 22 V) A SRR ARL EE A5 B R AL R R TR I R A X AL R B ) 2 R AT A e R Ak A 1 R
TCN R S 4rE] . 2008 45, Eisenstein 555 42 7 —Fi 56 DL AE 42 (1 SCA 4r #) 5vk . 2011 4,
Kazantseva 55" $ 2 575 (Affinity propagation, AP) FIF 3CA 431, 38 1T 5 F A UM % 15 2R 25 19 3C
7K 43 #] ( Affinity propagation for segmentation, APS) Jy i, & F1E & FrAE A9 7 A SCAR il & A
P s U B B R AE AR . 2010 4R, Yan S5 557 ) AR R0 o T 2 RRRAE(E BOR T E O 4
i i T WordNet AN 58 & P A1 B 3 8 4048 . 8% WordNet JF 20 %1 IS 45 SR A9 ok s 4E A R . 2012
A AR A AR T — R R ST SCAR S AR AR ) SR R PR TR 5B 4 R G B 3 i A
F [E] 7 SOMH O B IF T o 1 o Bk TR T SR AR 1 5 v BUE SCAS b i1 1) B & IS 1Y L A R AR 5 R 2 fE]
Y5 2, DRI T 40 1) 5 SR ) o 8 8 B 5 56 08 5 R IE 19 8 R SR T Al e 40T 1 3050 R R 1L A2 B R
P 58 A 1 R R DA R S el Ry R g B o ol A5 LA AR R A 25 JC VR IS T T A A B A . Rk B 2
1 27 5 PR FORE 8 S SOAS T SCAF L1 2 RIURE T 1 SCAR 43 810 R B T AT i 45 2 . 2008 4R, 7 i 55
T T ARG TEE A3 BT (Probabilistic latent semantic analysis, PLSA) 451 I 1 5t F ¥ 75 2k F1) 72
43 it (Latent Dirichlet allocation, LDA) A8 I i SCAR 4381 J5 7% 38 32t 52 96 &% 3% F PLSA #2701y J5 vk
S5 A BEALPE K 0 A T LDA SR Y 7 % 43 8 i o B A WD R . 2012 4F, Ridel 8 X} 5 T LDA
BERY I SCA S BT — R HN 5 IR TextTiling 1 LDA #RIFH S5 45 $2 1 T TopicTiling Jy % . i
TS LDA RSB B — YRS 2 1 3288003 A FE AT S8 1T DL 8 e 21 2000 A o 32 8 1 U RN SO R
R R, M E A R AR R T B E A E, 2013 4F, Du AU RR M T O 4 HI R (Topic
segmentation model. TSN J7 % « % 130 A% 4 W P RO IS0 AS 0 7% . 9 25 4 1 3 T
AT o> HE— 2D B R T SCAS o3 B A A

T SR Y J7 15 EROAR B A A O B i SCAS A3 I E A BE B H ORI S Oy Bk RO T 3
BN TR E . Riedl S8 H LDA AL (1 5 B4 B0 SCA 43 1 45 52 00 52 i AR K, 2 0 S0k B 18
o 1R 23 3 A AN AR D 2 3 ot SCAS B il A AN 8 5 4 T AR 2 e AT SCAR G A o B T 3 A
WX GHRER X . TEAHENMER S X TZA R 5 B FE B8R 4 AR 5 0 g e g5
2o R LAAEWR S rh 3 R O e 4 3R A B S s 2 B0k TR BBt A B0 a0 Da SNk 3
NGB 43 B T A TR G 32 8440 Ried] 851 5@ 23 £ 50~500 [ 38 Bl P % 32 804 B0k 47 3 17, 0
Choi BHf S S A A B0l 1005 47 b & AE 20~160 22 8] 4 32 A K 64738 17 » 1 2 AR PN B4R
B B SCA G FVECHR SR 0 e UL E A B0 80, B LT D0, S8 32 RIUBE Y RE 6% A AR SCAS 438 Y vk
AE S ELE B0 A [ 1) B 4 S e 0 2 e D0 32 RIS B AT e — > A A5 fifk o g )

%t LDA B8 3 BB BN TR B R, Yee D T 20 2 2 F) 78 75 1 72 (Hierarchical
Dirichlet process, HDP) 8, Jij gt 9 % $2 1y, 5 LDA BERYAH 1L . HDP 58 RE % 1 2l 28 i 3 R A 45
HATEIFp) & oM . BRI AR SO HDP BB T 7 SCA 70 5L @ 1 — i ik 3 HDP AR ) SCAS 73 31 07
Bio B S HDP #8580 38 BRSO TR 32 8023 6] 1Y ] & 8RS8 e f £ 8 ml & T C99 43 1 53 vk 52 3 3
ARGy 5 o A A AL SR X S5 SR AT 0L . SEIR A5 AR W] T AR ST ik A SOt R R
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1 HDP #&H

1.1 HDP B EKRIE

HDP 58 B — fift 4 2 8 DL S A0, S 5 F 2k A1) 50 & 1 B (Dirichlet process, DP) , & 5k A v & i
IR G B AL Y 22 )20 X %088 O S8 552 B 5 288 0 #f 1B 25 T RE . 1T EL RE % 1 3 A 0l 2 A B, AT 1)
FARE TSR &L 1 7 s 3 F— A8 MO SUAR IS4 0 SO I 2 RURTOR I8 T 2 00 A H X PRI T %
AR Z ()] ASE BN O R 2 A B IE . RSB R b BN H A RGO B 5 1 AR R A
G,~DP(y.H) .y WRESHGRIG U Gy RHEDATLL a0 HRESHL.
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0,1 G ~G, .z, |0, ~Fa@,) (D —'@
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1.2 CRF #3i&
_ E 1 HDP A Ju) K5 5

HDP B 7746 % i 75 ASCh I R F P EEAE L | Ditocred eraoh of HOD
£ (Chinese restaurant franchise, CRF)#53& ff HDP £ A1 . CRF #5 1%
Hp [E % 78 i #2 (Chinese restaurant process, CRP)#7J@ oK . CRF #i H i ik — A~ E & E AR — 3
AVEWEHA—MBERECARRY—A0, —ERRER DA EEEE RNk FREILERN
— XM E MR AT AR EZE B LS ZEENER . G- ERIFRA LS 2R
F HKETRANTEFT 2K . HEAERE ) PE MK« £n. 7 CRF Mg 5 % i
— L A AL S, MG TR AL . BUE x, PE3FE I — 52 F 0l W E R 4 7

) n_ﬂ{l f/l (»TJ, )t %ﬁ@iﬁﬁ
p, =t |t k) cc { _ (2)
apCay | 67 o, =" k) st ="

" RIRNRE 2 PR R T AT L

K
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y+m..’

play | 67, =0k = )
B — 5L T BT B RS AL A0 A
ph, =k | £k ") o {m‘”k"' (x5 k B )
Y () k=
S IR o A F (0, ox=(a, sall o i), = oy vall § with £, =0 6= (1, all j.0) k= (k, 4
all o) vy FRAEN j P ARTESR T ¢ IFIEFESE b WIBUR B omy BTN AN J R EHFESE b B3R 750 Fom
AEEPAFRZAEH . £ G 323 W0 B 1 26 08 0 Al . b bs 08 %28 8 A i E 378 9 . ) n
x =k =k o n DRI BRI IR T BRI B O AR ER § ABED) am ) RN
P A B P PR R B T RCH ORS¢ ks ) RS IR A W B SCIR IR 4 . R
PEANBAR R FE T 5 ¢ AR IR ] 0 HAR B0 % 52 ] T3 & B A RIAC SR T 755 20 31 SOAS Hp g — 4 1]
w4 Bl F 8 IDE (et R

2 ET HDP BEM ARG EITTE

2.1 FIREE@MERTFIAK
HDP #5850 75 45 Yk A A rp #8220 a5 A Oy 4> 3 23 FiE 2880 1D PR T LAl A A 1D A 3l 3

fi () + 7m fi () (3)

y +



ERH FATFTHEKA LT LK S F 411

TR ICA T T O — AN AR A ID SRR SCA ) X X — S BRI T A A

244 1943 5 A (34) &2 (34) W (34) #dk(34) &3 (34) HI(34) F# 34

245 %2 (34) L (34) LT H (34) 78 (34) DA (24) BB (34) Lk (24) FFF(34) A (24)
FEA(34) E&(34) & #H(24) £ (34) 33 (34) WA (24) K& (34) 4(24)

247 R B (0) W37 F @ (37 FA(0)BLAA (37 ) H (0 RAL D HFHF ) BRWO) k0 4
B (0) % % (0) #E(0) & A F(3D R X)) HFH#(0) AL (0) &0 A(0) EA) ik £ L (0)
Wk (0) EIE) E AW FHH0) £ R A FQ7) B RO 237 £+ B3 F4£0) HKIiE0) £ .5
(0) #&(37)

BT S AE L B TS R B #iAsIC B ID Z Ah L B TR ER L T — A A ID, a0
LD 53 Ai W] LLR BLA)F 244 0245 28 TR — ERRY , A R OC T B I 1Y SO Bl X
W) v ] Y S5 TD R 2 bR 0y 345 /0) - 247 R 0C T 5 & v ik, Horp AR 43R 1Y 328 1D g AR
WA 0. A BB A B AT 32 TD XA 1) X SCAS 04T 3R I A8 M A b AT SCAR A3 R AT AT Y

A G5 1 SCAS 43 0 B335 A PRI AR O R AR o SCAS 8 B B R AR AR A 26 1301 1) 2t L AT SRR R

s =(w, »w, s wy) (5
KA sw, FRoRNL @ AT HRE, — A (Term frequency, TF) a3 i8] 55 -3 S04 45 %8 ( Term
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TJo B E 2 8] RS AR TR R R AT 244 F 245 F4R B B VCSC TR R 2 R AR A
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HIE AT R

S =t sty 50 5tx) (6)
K, R F M ID, FESCA LA R s K o HDP 88 [ 3 28 7™ A i E R4
2.2 CY99HDP LI HIE

CO9™™ 2 2 B 1) 3 1) VI 5 4. 1 SCAR 43 8 % 1% 7 B R DA R) F S BE AR B 3 3 ) 1) o s ) A5
AU A SRR TH AR 1) A 0 A SRR AL AR B0 ) F T A AR ARLBE . FR 2. 1 AT R Oy 1 TG0 B A RRAE 2 RV AE
T SO Z S R I AR S R i HDP 80 0 45 21 7y 3 R0 ) 5 A ) ) A Ry ) F I 80RO 5 i
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TSI TS
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2.3 DEILRKK

Ridel %1 i AU LDA B AL IR J5 — YR RE 1 25 SR AE S SORY i 3278 BoA — 8 19 R B e i
H¢ LDA Y Gibbs 3 UORFE Y45 R 2047 Ge it - X A4 18 1 B A7 45 21 b Hh B0 56 de g 1) =280 1D A O
FR 1) 0 1D AT DAAT 8588 8 SCAR R RS E L . 5 LDA BERUAR[R] . HDP A8 R 45 vk 75 31 ) 32 0 40
S AN [ 114 DR G 325 36 ot o B AN Bl A 2 ID BEAT S8 5 H e & 10 8 1D, A 3045 & HDP R
PR AT AR T PRGOS 23 45 SR AT 0 A A SR - (1D fE — I HDP AR R 8 1 5 75 o X A [m] 2 AR B
B AR LGSR BEAT SCA S0 0 A B (9 73 B4 R BEAT G0 e R BUBE RO T o o0 O AR O fe
1 3 FIOEEL 5 (2) JEAT 22 0 HDP A8 R A8 ) YRR A8 75 31 1 dic 28 SR AR 45 R B AT SCA 70 1 X 45 20 19 73
BERBEATGE  EFRBMRRT o B0 FO B & BB TR R RO 4R AT i SR
HOARBL . Az B0 S ZEA M ROCR el o X ¢ A2, BURG S /N 22 5 0 22 A% 10 23 0 i i R 2 38t
T — 26 T 114 73 ) 4 5 R 2 T B e 28 0 ) 4 SR B MR L T

3 ZWRITEZH

3.1 BHIRE

FY T 08 SR SCAR G A B AT 2 W Y B A L AR SCS B A R AE T RIAR AR Y SE B B
TR R

(DPRF Hi . 76 1998 48 1 7 Ay AR H 4RO A HE At [ 4% B Choi ™ 08 56 1 50 22 i1 SCA 4 51 8L
P sk e AR 4 AR Ty o T o To s Toy T ORI E R BEAYAVEUE « 1y Z 18] FL A i
J7 OB 3 147 T CN R H O 38 B EELZE B 10 A [ A9 SCAS - AR SCAS 4R L 3~ 11 A4 1
T — A BEk K 10 A Bovg & ke A, L — AR SO . il TR BOR B RN SO, THE A A 3=
R PRI LT S 1R TR R R SCAR R R R S AR SORE 2 8 SR 2 O PRE Bfis 4R BRE Bk 1
BiR .

=1 PRFH#ESE
Tab.1 PRF dataset
\wlxljil\:% T3—11 T[%—S T(i—S T9—11
BERKE  3-11 3-5 6-8 9-11
SCA B 400 100 100 100

(2)CRA Hdln 4 . 2012 AEARHTAE SCHRL11 I % I 800 3 o [ 5 Ui 8 R Hp (9 38 43 SCAS L Jd o A
TCARIC JE AU A B B A . AR SORR Z B E AR C Oy CRAL L A48 3 ANl 4 . BAR (5 Bk 2
IR .

%2 CRA¥ES
Tab.2 CRA dataset

G5 SURAEC EEANEC TG SFIROCFHRIE SURFH R

1 7 66 1982 30 10
2 11 83 3 236 39 8
3 6 45 1 886 42 8

3.2 EHIERR
R T AE T A B B AT X B AR SO TR 0 SO Ay El AR R PP AT WD (WindowDiff ) £
AN FE R .
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P,=P P..+O—P.) P um D)
AP e B R b BP0 43 J& AN [ 1 SCBEVE MIAE A 5 P 2 5 18 00 B 45 SR B — A B ik iy i
Pl e JEFIE T BIGE RSN — A B & MO ME R s b IO L0 I Byg P K EE I —2F . A SLm i G
mAESCHRLIT, 12 i 3 I P, =0. 5,
WindowDiff 0] & X K

N—k

WindowDiff (ref ,hyp) :ﬁz (| b(ref . sref ) —bChyp,shyp.,) | > 0) (10)

K re f ARFE I F shyp FRFSLIE B0, ) FoRBEA) si A sj 8] 13 AR s N ROR SUA
1) B sk B S E v B P R — 2k,
3.3 IWEESERSW

PB4 19 SCAS R L G it A7 2k 43 9] o A S 56 T A B R R R AT TS I LBk . AT 548
Fe2E B PSR AT LB, A SRR BUR B 5 Bl oy ik 847 X L S8, 43 5l & Hearst £ 3 9 TextTiling J7
B Choi 4 1 9 C99 J7 " Eisenstein & H ) BayesSeg J7 5™ AR #i 4 th ) CRA J7 % il Du 4 )
B TSM J5 k™o DL X by ik 45 R 4 ilic i TT, C99. BayesSeg. CRA Fl TSM, P4~ $t4f 4 1)
C99,BayesSeg Fl TSM Jy i i F SClik[ 16 ] 52 56 19 2 80k & . PRE 484 B TT J7 3k fi T SCHk[ 7]
TSI S EBREE . A T B UE TSM X 32 804 B0 AR f b 72 92 56 P B T SCRC17 P i 10,
25,50 Z AN, BN T ERAECH 80 WS . AN SCHUT AR M Uy ik i 45 g o CO9HDP, SEEG Hh HDP 45 7Y
HEAC B N 11 000, Hoftt Z 806 Yee 2578 SCHRL IS TR A BE B . O 1 3831 5 AN 10 1k 55 s 1 1 i L 20 331
& COOHDP-1 Fil CO9HDP-2 1 ¥ 4 5L 55, Fo v COOHDP-1 X hi AL fL S W 1, 4 HDP A5 5 45 i 72
£E1 000U L AR B — YR AESE S IE 0047 SCA 20810, %t BT A 40 30 45 S 0047 48 1115 21 e K 19 40 1 25 5L 5% 0t
FTVE43 s COOHDP-2 Xif b fI A6 S W 2, 5 A g SCAR AT 11 3k HIDP A58 78 fE A% 5 ot A vk el 5545 38 1) dje 28R
FELE SR AT SCAR S F, X T 7 B 45 R AT e 1115 B e & 0 4y B 25 R I 6171 4y . HDP #8075 B3I 45
BB AZ 817 2 () B iR e 2R oA T e AR 51 A I 2R B4 19 52 ), AR 30225 SOk 15 ] A (9 S 56 ik
B 7E PRF $086 4 oR A 10 4738 SUSRIE /9 J 3 » A U 08 F 90 Y6 1 8508 FE 1 91 25, 10 26 1 $cdis A 1 DK
T E 3 P A A . T CRA Bl 4 SeAR /0 . R A 10 7 58 USRI 199 0 06 23 A7 76 I 25 50005 5t
A TR) R, BT AR R K 1R SCAS B L B 5 3058 07 e g ik se s
3.3.1 & PRF # %4 Legsfib 55

FE PRF S 4 L7 o0 s, Has Rk 3 fron. % 3 ol LLAE i, C99HDP, C99HDP-1 FI
CO9HDP-2 {43 1 25 Fe W] @A F 4 Ly C99, TT LA K BayesSeg.

XFEE C99 5 COIHDP fy 45 5 nl L & B . 4l A 35 80 1D AR 8 1) I 3 /i SCA A F SCAR 43 310, ] DUAR 5 3¢
ARSI PERE . A CO9OHDP 5 CI9HDP-1 F1 CO9HDP-2 {5t b A LA H i Bl T 1Ak 55 W 1) 4% S8 32 47
FARMEHN MR, XFEZEER I RAFEHRGE KRG RN CAIITRR. ST T 2R
T8 ID bR 3 1 3 R TR A B A T 2 UCR RS AT o B I S5 R AT S T DA e —
BV ) v O R A 0 O B 0 B R R . X CO9HDP-1 Rl CO9HDP-2 g 45 3L ik 7 %
L& B, CO9HDP-2 Ay 45 R Z L F COIHDP-1, 3% F B2 Ky COIHDP-2 H {fi F 4 1< # B 11 e 2K R BE 45
SRR S SCAS I 27 He a2 AR VR B0 2 Bt 49 2 7 A o o DR T A e 8 F) SCAS 43 o B 4 g — 8,
M TSM 5 C99HDP,CI9HDP-1 Fl CO9HDP-2 (425 S %f H 7] LLE i TSM 7E 3= 84 3% By 80 Al 50
BB e e B A, e H R A A B B R 80 B, TSM £ T.o s Toy L K FE 45 R E#R G T
C99HDP,C99HDP-1 fil CO9HDP-2, [A Jy 80 £23% F PRF ¥¥E 4 i i /. 3 A%k, 22 L 5 0 F - TSM g
B R P A (R RE . T H TSM R 8 5 B S A R REREROE D FRIME S #F W RE, N
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T KA LY TSM B F A4S e B &R 50,25 F1 10 B H 43 31 0 85 5% AN W7 I &, X BB 24 TSM
Hh A BRSO RS O AL BOR e TSM S R 2 AW B IR F R E S T
C99HDP.CI9HDP-1 Hl COGHDP-2 Hy 45 A X W BEW] 1% I T5 1 A3 1 T b A~ BOR A B4 %8s it 47
A PR A [R) IR B 25 SRR T A A D7 AR T DN AR b B0 it 50 5 AT A g 3 150 T A e ) 20 1 R
HEAT 7380 BR) X JEE BOR AT T E— AP BiE
®3 PRIYFEELMIEER
Tab.3 Experimental results on PRF dataset

Experiment T T T Lo Ave
P, WD P, WD P, WD P, WD P, WD

TT 0.2681 0.2811 0.2831 0.2927 0.1516 0.1728 0.1912 0.233 3 0.242 6 0.2605
C99 0.2711 0.2835 0.3004 0.3089 0.227 2 0.2586 0.2084 0.2699 0.2601 0.2816
BayesSeg  0.226 0 0.3833 0.241 3 0.4055 0.2091 0.3753 0.1543 0.3067 0.2155 0.374 4
TSM(£=80) 0.047 0 0.0670 0.0510 0.0720 0.0330 0.047 0 0.0520 0.0600 0.046 3 0.063 9
TSM(,k=50) 0.057 8 0.079 7 0.0689 0.0874 0.0579 0.0813 0.0384 0.048 0 0.056 6 0.076 5
TSM(£=25) 0.0835 0.1217 0.1007 0.143 0 0.063 2 0.0907 0.0616 0.0770 0.0799 0.1139
TSM(,k=10) 0.1385 0.196 1 0.1615 0.216 2 0.097 3 0.1379 0.1111 0.1374 0.1320 0.182 3
C99HDP  0.0622 0.0669 0.148 1 0.1498 0.078 1 0.0805 0.0601 0.079 0.0764 0.0824
C99HDP-1  0.059 9 0.064 7 0.144 3 0.146 1 0.0599 0.0727 0.0593 0.078 3 0.0719 0.079 4
C99HDP-2 0.0435 0.0524 0.101 2 0.1108 0.067 7 0.078 0.0508 0.0569 0.056 2 0.0650

3.3.2 JE CRA ¥ 4%& Leyafk 256

B F PRF £ 46 v i) 5 SCAS KBS /DN sl 1 388 0 552 360 1) 4 17 R AT SE M AR SCIRRE T CRA 0¥
LM LA RN 4 Pron, WEAHPATLIEH /A CRA BUE4E F 17195058, CO9HDP-1 il
CO9OHDP-2 fEF- 5 R % L ARAR T At J7 125+ 3 b WA SCHR 1) 77 32 78 Ak BHAS [m) 50808 48 B 1k BB AR e o &
IR SR, AN, TSM 76 CRA B4R 4 L 045 R E BB £=80 PySL 2 .1 H k=
80 SLIG ALK P, 4513 & F BayesSeg, TT,CRA,CI9HDP,COIHDP-1 FHI CI9HDP-2, 33 i3 Bl %F F A [ 19
B 4R 2 U R 11 S5 A 32 RUVBUR RS ) A OB T 2 A B0 1 D 1k A A R B0 I 2 DR R 2 A B

R4 CRAUBEEHNIEER
Tab. 4 Experimental results on CRA dataset

Experiment ! ’ ’ Ave
P, WD P, WD P, WD P, WD
CRA 0.116 0 0.146 0 0.102 0 0.126 3
TT 0.142 0 0.153 0 0.124 0 0.142 5
C99 0.1591 0.1893 0.1346 0.1944 0.2002 0.3071 0.158 1 0.2211
BayesSeg  0.144 0 0.163 9 0.147 2 0.1657 0.1257 0.1925 0.1409 0.171 9
TSM(k=80) 0.117 7 0.1595 0.1514 0.187 3 0.167 6 0.204 2 0.145 6 0.183 4
TSM(k=50) 0.118 3 0.1516 0.1012 0.1327 0.2170 0.268 8 0.1351 0.172 2
TSM(k=25) 0.1245 0.1969 0.1134 0.1308 0.1240 0.1369 0.1193 0.1516
TSM(k=10) 0.127 4 0.1857 0.1057 0.1150 0.1550 0.176 1 0.124 4 0.150 9
C99HDP  0.1138 0.1587 0.1414 0.1805 0.1370 0.187 6 0.1323 0.1759
CY99HDP-1 0.0701 0.088 5 0.1051 0.1228 0.098 3 0.1404 0.093 2 0.117 2
C99HDP-2 0.0431 0.0785 0.0484 0.0813 0.0607 0.0994 0.0499 0.0850
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