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(An Internal Segmentation Method for the
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Abstract

In on-line character recognition,

to segment input character is important. This paper

proposes an internal character segmentation algorithm. The internal segmentation algorithm
produces candidate words by considering possible combinations of Korean alphabets. In this
process, we make use of projections of strokes onto the horizontal axis to remove ambiguities
among candidate words. As a result of experiments, the internal segmentation algorithm

shows better performance than external segmentation algorithm as the gap between sample

characters becomes smaller.
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Fig. 3. A flow chart of external segmentation.
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Table 2. Character recognition rates of the
internal segmentation method.
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