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In the following text, please check off all boxes where a "paragraph break" should go
(where the topic changes).

S1: please remember that there 's another field trip coming up this Sunday if you 'd
1 like to go you could sign up with Larry Henderson by the end of the week .
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coming events category Lorna Simpson is going to be speaking at the University
4 Museum of Art tomorrow night .
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5 and she 's a contemporary um ,
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6 photography conceptual artist who 's now moving into video ,
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and is very articulate and interesting .
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since we 've been spending all term on dead artists here 's a chance to hear a living
9 one.
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and her presentation i think is at seven thirty _
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is there a question ?
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Discussion
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esolving Differences
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Resolving Differences
In Segment Count

2aders mark just a few boundaries
rk many, what does that mean?

bly, fewer bounc
1Ichings; m:

11ng | q
* lving each anr

b



tatistical Significance
Reference Boundaries

h sement criterion makes theoretical
Cl statistical significance difficu

late random agre
irically for

and same numbers C

—




References

, R. D., and Moens, M.-F. (2002). The use of topic segmentation

zation. In DUC 2002.
A., and Lafferty, J. D. (1999). Statistical models for te
earning, 34(1-3):177-210.
. (200 XLexical EpisodesXXX. In Discourse MDA book.

. and Jin, R. (2004). Discourse structure for context questi
L 2004 Workshop on Prag
, Wiemer-Hastings, P., and
tation. In Proceedi
Y. Y. (2000). Ac

s of 1 ges 26-33.
997). Passage




