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Background

Subjectivity of human annotations can
cause discriminative labels when used

for video summarization

A proposed solution is using action
localization datasets

A supervised method for video
summarization is DSNet framework.

Framework has two approaches,
anchor-based and anchor-free
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Sample of Breakfast Actions dataset []

Methodology

Verify the previous research with
TVSum and SumMe datasets

Evaluate approaches with Breakfast
Actions dataset using F1-score

Evaluate the framework with
correlation coefficients

Results
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Conclusion
Dataset F'1 score Spearman’s p Kendall's 7 .
TVSum (AB) 0,622 0,985 0.108 Breokfos’r Actions dataset bgrely
TVSum (AF)  0.596 0.197 0.276 improves the accuracy of video
SumMe (AB) 0.503 0.035 0.041 summarization
SumMe (AF) 0.508 0.048 0.062
Breakfast (AB)  0.6446 0.106 0.090 : o
rrelation fficient lower
Breakfast (AF)  0.6003 0.078 0.056 COIElgiion Cesiiicient we

compared to TVSum

Correlation coefficients comparison between different datasets

Similar results among the two
approaches
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