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DES IG N  G U IDE  
 

This PowerPoint 2007 template produces an A1 presentation poster. 

You can use it to create your research poster and save valuable time 

placing titles, subtitles, text, and graphics.  

 

We provide a series of online tutorials that will guide you through the 

poster design process and answer your poster production questions. To 

view our template tutorials, go online to PosterPresentations.com 

and click on HELP DESK. 

 

When you are ready to print your poster, go online to 

PosterPresentations.com 

 

Need assistance? Call us at 1.510.649.3001 

 
 

QU ICK  START  
 

Zoom in and out 
 As you work on your poster zoom in and out to the level that is 

more comfortable to you. Go to VIEW > ZOOM. 

 

Title, Authors, and Affiliations 
Start designing your poster by adding the title, the names of the authors, and the 

affiliated institutions. You can type or paste text into the provided boxes. The 

template will automatically adjust the size of your text to fit the title box. You 

can manually override this feature and change the size of your text.  

 

TIP: The font size of your title should be bigger than your name(s) and institution 

name(s). 

 

 

 

 

Adding Logos / Seals 
Most often, logos are added on each side of the title. You can insert a logo by 

dragging and dropping it from your desktop, copy and paste or by going to INSERT 

> PICTURES. Logos taken from web sites are likely to be low quality when printed. 

Zoom it at 100% to see what the logo will look like on the final poster and make 

any necessary adjustments.   

 

TIP:  See if your school’s logo is available on our free poster templates page. 

 

Photographs / Graphics 
You can add images by dragging and dropping from your desktop, copy and paste, 

or by going to INSERT > PICTURES. Resize images proportionally by holding down 

the SHIFT key and dragging one of the corner handles. For a professional-looking 

poster, do not distort your images by enlarging them disproportionally. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Image Quality Check 
Zoom in and look at your images at 100% magnification. If they look good they will 

print well.  
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QU ICK  START ( con t . )  
 

How to change the template color theme 
You can easily change the color theme of your poster by going to the DESIGN 

menu, click on COLORS, and choose the color theme of your choice. You can also 

create your own color theme. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

You can also manually change the color of your background by going to VIEW > 

SLIDE MASTER.  After you finish working on the master be sure to go to VIEW > 

NORMAL to continue working on your poster. 

 

How to add Text 
The template comes with a number of pre-formatted 

placeholders for headers and text blocks. You can add 

more blocks by copying and pasting the existing ones or 

by adding a text box from the HOME menu.  

 

 Text size 
Adjust the size of your text based on how much content you have to present.  

The default template text offers a good starting point. Follow the conference 

requirements. 

 

How to add Tables 
To add a table from scratch go to the INSERT menu and  

click on TABLE. A drop-down box will help you select rows and 

columns. You can also copy and a paste a table from Word or 

another PowerPoint document. A pasted table may need to be re-

formatted by RIGHT-CLICK > FORMAT SHAPE, TEXT BOX, Margins. 

 

Graphs / Charts 
You can simply copy and paste charts and graphs from Excel or Word. Some 

reformatting may be required depending on how the original document has been 

created. 

 

How to change the column configuration 
RIGHT-CLICK on the poster background and select LAYOUT to see the column 

options available for this template. The poster columns can also be customized on 

the Master. VIEW > MASTER. 

 

How to remove the info bars 
If you are working in PowerPoint for Windows and have finished your poster, save 

as PDF and the bars will not be included. You can also delete them by going to 

VIEW > MASTER. On the Mac adjust the Page-Setup to match the Page-Setup in 

PowerPoint before you create a PDF. You can also delete them from the Slide 

Master. 

 

Save your work 
Save your template as a PowerPoint document. For printing, save as PowerPoint of 

“Print-quality” PDF. 

 

Student discounts are available on our Facebook page. 

Go to PosterPresentations.com and click on the FB icon.  
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 An automatic text simplification system is a system that takes text as input, 

simplifies it and returns the simplified text as output. 

 

 How usable is the text simplification system that we get? 

 Grammaticality 

 Meaning Preservation 

 Simplicity 

 Overall Usability 

Evaluating Text Simplification Systems 

LREC 2016 Shared Task Submission 

Simplicity 

 Lexical complexity (Lc(S)) 

 

 Corpus complexity (Cc(g))[4] – Ratio of log likelihood of an n-gram (g) occurring in 

the English Wikipedia to the log likelihood of that n-gram occurring in the Simple 

English Wikipedia. 

 𝐶𝑐(𝑔) =
𝐿𝐿(𝑔|𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙)

𝐿𝐿(𝑔|𝑠𝑖𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒)
 

 

 Syllable Count (Sc(g)) – Number of syllables in the n-gram (g). 

 

 𝐿𝑐 𝑆 =   𝑊𝑛  𝑆𝑐 𝑔 ∗ 𝐶𝑐(𝑔)𝑔𝑛 , 

 where Wn is the weight of an n-gram of size n (typically 
1

𝑛
) 

Overall Usability 

 We also classify the overall usability of the text. We consider 2 types of 

experiments here: 

 Overall Classes – Feature set is the output class of grammaticality, meaning and 

simplicity 

 Overall Values – Feature set includes the values of the individual features used to 

classify the grammaticality, meaning preservation and simplicity 

 

Experimental Setup 

Conclusions 

 

 Grammaticality and meaning preservation give the best results and best results 

above the majority baseline. 

 

 Simplicity is still a challenging area to classify. This is also one of the reasons why 

the overall output suffers. 
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 Evaluate text simplification systems based on: 

 How grammaticality correct is the output? 

 How simple is the output? 

 How much of the meaning of the input is preserved in the output? 

 How good is the overall usability of the system? 

 

 The shared task was modeled as a set of classification problems. 

 Classes: good, ok, bad 

 Training data: 505 sentence pairs. 5 fold cross validation is used in evaluation. 

 Test data: 126 sentence pairs 
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Grammaticality 

 Example: 

 Tell me vs. Say me 

 Tell <something> to me vs. Say <something> to me 

 

 We use language modeling to solve this problem. We mainly tackle usage errors, 

as compared to syntactic errors. 

 

 We make use of the Simple English Wikipedia dump to train a language model. 

 

 Features used: 

 No. of words in the sentence 

 No. of OOVs (out of vocabulary words) 

 Language model score for the sentence 

 Perplexity of the sentence 

 Average perplexity per word, of the sentence 

 

 We used the SRILM toolkit to train the language model, 

 Example: 

 Input: Warsaw lies on the Vistula River, about 240 miles southeast of 

the Baltic coast city of Gdansk. 

 Good output: Warsaw is on the Vistula River, about 240 miles 

southeast of Gdansk. Gdansk is a Baltic coast city. 

 Bad output: Vistula is on the Warsaw River, about 240 miles 

southeast of the Baltic coast city of Gdansk. 

 

 We need a way to handle: 

 Exact matching of phrases 

 Matching of stems[1] 

 Matching of synonyms[2] 

 Matching of paraphrases[3] 

 

 The answer – METEOR![3]  

 Each of the problems is viewed as a classification problem, with classes good, ok, 

and bad. 

 

 The classifier used is REPTree (we used other classifiers, like Naïve Bayes, 

Multilayer Perceptron, SVM, but they gave the same baseline outputs). 

 

 In all experiments, the majority class (good) is used as the baseline. 

 

Meaning Preservation 

Experiment Accuracy (G) MAE (G) RMSE (G) Accuracy (M) MAE (M) RMSE (M) Accuracy (S) MAE (S) RMSE (S) 

Training Set – Baseline 75.64 17.23 36.96 58.21 28.61 46.94 52.67 32.18 49.60 

Training Set 76.04 16.63 36.01 66.34 19.50 35.25 48.31 32.87 48.59 

Test Set – Baseline 76.19 18.25 22.43 57.94 28.97 35.30 55.56 29.37 31.22 

Test Set 72.22 21.43 25.78 63.49 20.63 26.75 47.62 34.13 38.85 

Results for Grammaticality, Meaning Preservation and Simplicity 

Experiment Accuracy (O) MAE (O) RMSE (O) 

Training Set – Baseline 43.76 33.17 46.51 

Training Set – Classes 45.74 31.39 44.67 

Training Set – Values 56.23 23.56 36.70 

Test Set – Baseline 43.65 21.87 40.52 

Test Set – Classes 33.33 43.46 47.83 

Test Set – Values 39.68 34.92 42.97 

Results for Overall Usability 
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