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Abstract: To enhance the reordering capacity of the phrase-based SMT (statistical machine translation), the study

leverages the head-modifier dependency structure on the source to model the reordering. The model is added to

baseline model in the form of soft-constraint way. The proposed model explores an approach to utilize the

constituent based parse tree that the parse tree is mapped into sets of head-modifier relationships. Experimental

results show that this model improves the local reordering significantly.
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Xt 55 A o 3 B BRI 4 Lt 78 Hiero™ 1 TG, BTG s iy i AR L vpr B 00U I A B 4615 35 2 (R BLE
A DA B2 803 A S 1)) 61 T8 3CA7 73 R R 1w A6 3k 0, 76 300 38 00 0 £ b BB A0 S A T B 1K) 24
WA F AR KL AELLRE P ARL 877 (5 H 55).
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I L G, e A FTE T AR R AN RIZR I AR F A AR 5%, H T IE T AT I B 58 R M REE, AT
O R DR LR, SCRR [O AR 5 45 R W, I LS ANRG £ 5 4 1) 92 0 g R 1) 140 R T A% =5 b 0 vy L i 0 28 110
PERE S TR IR B, — S ST AR T AR ARAR . N-BEST® O Ty i 3 i 1 28 7 326 i 2 47 K T SR A
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SCHR[BTIA o WL B4R D — S S B AR 5 AL BRAT 55 60 T B P el 2 1) SR N 0 B e 7 2 S A (1
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Aty SR B i L8 52 0 AT AN T LA P T T 0 e R (R0 3 U ) i BT DAAS ARG 38 52 0 AT 0 B A, i o A
AR 0 D R B KL B S R A XA A b, SR A AT T ARAT O 4 A B 5T K S - Chiang™ A
Marton™ i 5T T J2% VA v 00 ) o f 305 15 138 < ) 2k 4 ) 30 S I 5, Xiong ™2 hke v M7 BN 3] BTG A2
w1, Zhang M LK B I 175 RIS BTG B2 v S eI Rl S 36 W 454 5 252 00T U 2 SR 7 20 S0 L 25
BRG] LU R4 b B P

ALV, — AN TROEFI LS B R S8 Moses Dk 2k K 5 158 4 AU B RR AIE LU R 8 20 N 21 it
f I e v, ) M R T T R e R Y R A AR I ) O R R T T R R R L AR S TR AR TAE A B,
ARTCHR T ARER I — PO AV o — R AVE I e A J3 T A -8 M 3] AR AR A7 4R 5 BE T A S LT — Ak
T rp - M ] ) TR B AN RIS AR AR SR H AR E A A T AN FE R 2R AR AR
T b LB TR 7 Y () A7 v LU AIE 10 T Al B AL o5 R0 330 53 A A i o e

1 ETEENNFIERE

Moses! & F il 5 B (K 56 T 46 8 IO ML B B 1% R G2 — 70 1% B R P A rh A 28 10E 1T 56 T beam-search
8% 28 2R, T 3R 2 A Q) B PR 45
epesr=argmaxp(elf)pLu(e) &/ @
L p(elf ) e %5 TE BH A5 25 | 471 i = HE SR B8 (distortion reordering B%#% monotonicity)F1ia Y Ak EHE FE R 4H A,
PLm(€) 2 AR 38 (101 5 58 70 o9t L 45 A 5] A5 70
FE 28 2 (L) ARSI e A1 B R AR L 3R T R R R T R ok R Y ) AL
TP BT S T — BRI TR U5 5 R0 H AR TE S A P 25 5 LR A [RDE 3 1A 380 35 0T 66 L A A [R) 1) 4 b
JE 5 FL % T HE 7 AR AR R T — AN AR Y S B S e B A S HE P B T LA i AR S T e T
— b 2 A B R A DI R TR R R AR TR S SRR T A R A AR — ARV (1 R £ T HE
PRI A I T O ARTE S R Z ML R GE S R Z R AP AN EE N EH R EE T
ST N TV IE B G v, A A AR Ak L 4% A P B 1) T HE 7 8 7 28 5 AL LR A SR 30 S v Tl P o) R R 1

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



1122 Journal of Software #t#F%4% Vol.23, No.5, May 2012
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BEEHEFRA B 2 SRR s SR (7 B PR A T (o) 5 B B A TR (eg,ea) TE ZE MR 20 B HRAR, 52 U
] FE-(monoton), 71 55 2k m B3 40 V8 B 3 (e) 55 M B0 VB (es) FE AT 0 f 28 _EARAE, 58 X AT #e(swap), ) 5 A ;8 3
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Fig.1 Distortion reordering model Fig.2 Lexicalized reordering model
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IV R “must” 78 5V V7 BRI B made” (R 22 3 T VB A5 ININ A 46 A7 TV V7 LRI B0 00 20 5 T 5
JAH B, HE 25 INNY I B8 3% “preparations” £ “ /v V” [ 88 3 “made” i) 2 30 3 A 1A R JBE = s AS R 1) B R St —
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JFET (LUF R m i 7);5 HARE S 2GS WA 7 w7 (LR R s 8 7).
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Fig.3 Afull parse tree
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Preparations must be made for handling different outcomes

Fig.4 An head-modifier dependency relationship with alignment

K4 A 5515 B - 1 56 R

N TS B M ) R A S PR R AR SO G 4 L e R P R T S IR T M R AR L A T R
B R 2 T R () 2 TR TG A AN SO R ROl HE e B (1 2 R T (T SCIRTRR A 2 R TT). T
ANE S SR L A R R R T (I O 5 e T 50 ) A TR P ) P 5 S L8 T 5 ) T e
TR R AN 1 B0 M 2 IR TG 2 [RIAR R U AT R PR L s R A2 Lt 1TG B . BTG L f
JP AT | L P2 TR P S 2R 3 o R VA1 DA B R 2R (1) T P BTG, O PR A AR IO B R R I AR D L HE R I 2
WAL G A SR TR e AR R (1 R A B T R ] AR 2 IR PR T R RE B b RE PR A (1 TR0 5 AR O S R T X R I
5 MK JUAAE T AR SO — iR A7 45 b 1) TR P IR AR A A7 46 F P N UE0E 5 T 2 %1 46
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MAT RN 55, 328 B3 A 4 e/ I EEHE T L0 AE AR SR B8 AN E VR VE = 58 X 5F 16 B ARTE S A A E
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AL IRE 0 AT S50 D= (), r()|1<i<sn}, ILrp d ()RR EIRIE 517 25 58 | ANA AR AE T 58 d(i) AN A,
r(i) 2 1% MAF IO B R AE DR ZR (F SOR 45 A € ) HARTE S P91 E=(erey,....em) o e RORHIRE S
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TR AG) A FE AT )R HESTE S S | AN S A RS AT AN RS bR R R
F#31 4 0=(04,0,,...,0m), 21,05 {m,s}.
221 FEEEHT R EH AL

TEAZASE IR T 3 PR YR 5 i A A ) P v &5 UV D R (R A U R P 28 28 m s, 58 LR

Q) 24 AY)>d(ATL()),i>AATL())) I, 0i=m;

(2) 4 A (i)<d(A7(i)),i<A(d(AT(i)) I, 0i=m;

(3) 2 ozm If,05=s.

MR LA b SCRT A HARVE 55 0, 28 (1) B i 5 e 30 &5 AU A 0, 2 SL(2) 8 i & r e JE
g5 S0 AT I A5 H BRTE S A (1) 5 () B 4h 25 L0 B RSB BRI GRS U S m 28
B AT AR SO 2 R s KRB EHE 7

BIANFE R 4 T, “must” B0 5538 78 Y TE 50 O b ANV, D S AV VT Y R B PE R “made” 7E TR TE
TNV LE NN A AR H RS TE T i must” [7] AR 7E “made” i) A2 0, R e must” B FEHEFE 2R RN m; [
PR A %0, “Preparation” i S HEF 2K AN s.
222 FEHIPEE S HAGTT

A Y EH PR R T4 O I — /Ml

POIF.E.D, A A =T p(o,] (1) @

Forr =AM ) 1 PR i 5 KO B m 2 AR K 0 AN B ARE F K T AL

MAK Q)T LA A S TR B AR HIAE F bR 8 5 i 10 R I8 0 0] 10 T P 6 2B AR 7 5K
o e ()R e A N S O g AR R R AR EAE T R R r()E A S R LR SOOI A B
P M2 2 B0 AN U A b A S R A A7 T P AR O AT SR T BE AT B K R AR 20 () 1 EAT 38 ST 2R
BB AVEA A PO MBI S5 R ) _ETR SORE () BEAT E S IR T A O B AR A S R I R SR E A
SCHE AR AR Y A RS KA R B AN R BT BE A AR A 5% 2 SC(BE il 1 10 £ R & B % R), 1M A2 7T
LUHR 5 28 etk B K S At E AT 5 S M ITASE Sk P A 2R (1) 2 S0 v i R A2 45 500 R R gt r () VR AR5 3.

YR 3 B PO MEMAKAT r()=(C1,Coy...,Co), K BERT L ME M AT K R I B R SCEES RS TITER ¢
(L<i<n) g MAF G5 A6 Fh 5 WA T PP 0 bR SO A SRR HE PR BRI T HR R S B DL B TR SO SR T L PRk ()
{5 SC(EL B WL p L MBI AR A7 6 28 VP 19 LT SO) A S M AR SCREHR PP AR o S ok (0 — S R AR r()E
S, A T e 2 A v I R e A 2 A T R S R, A S T HE AR oh R B R A AT R R
SCAE ()R SRS S T 2 R 3 1 1 3 43 BT AR R TRO181 SR Y — S i ) 3o RS2 op A T 50 bR S, ORI 512562
B BATER v ()58 I BARARAF 7 1) diry B EE s PE m_pos. FPC &5 s PE h_pos. SC&5 R AUIE
Fr%% label, #5245 s ATVERRRE p_label. AKAF &) b (1) G2 1R . o5 45 il Pk s_pos.

R 1N 2 YRR i KA G ZR S A b T LA A U 5 S ) ] 7 A SR Y AN AR S L
KAFRF.

Table 1  An example of head-modifier dependency relationship

R L R S

fi r(-) Dir m_pos h_pos label p_label s_pos
WA r(1) . vV vV VP P NULL
1 r(2) ik vV TOP  TOP TOP  NULL
[ r(3) - CD M QP NP NULL
F r(4) - M NN NP VP NULL
i r(5) « NN vV VP VP NULL
) r(6) « PU A% P TOP NN
P 1,0 (@) 7 & mT BLR T e T e
p(o|r(-))=p(oldir,m_pos,h_pos,label,p_label,s_pos) 2)
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7E BT R b 0 T 8 0 MER S BN  AR SCHE RSB v R R b S I EOoR:
F(o,dir,m_ pos,h_ pos,label, p_label,s_ pos)+a

p(o|dir,m_ pos,h_ pos,label, p_label,s_ pos) = - 3)
F(dir,m_ pos,h_ pos,label, p_label,s_ pos) +2x «
o FCY A Gevt FAAE I GREBRE b BRI A ook I3 DR 7 AR SCR A R 2
1
4)

“= C x F(dir,m_ pos,h_ pos,label, p _label,s_ pos)
Forp,C O P B AR AR SC g B X C=5.
FEA (8P PR abE 48 o 2 ) (9 38 K AL /) I AN A A SR 2l vk B R T 2 1 B
Rk G 22 (B, A T2 8052 211 A1 (1 58 W/ i A — e RE S G2 T 2 s i X AR K (B AR Al o
FRI 52 .

3 XfSFRIRETALEE

A R T U ARAE SR T IN T — AN A G 0 SRR R A H AR TS T IR 0 T R 5 & A e S B Y5
T LB U 5 R R I SR DR BRI I I AR A DG FR B LR T i 11 A0 A7 e 1 I R N, R R 1) T
5 AESEBR BT %5 0 B BRI G B0 SR DL LR B2 2%, 2 6 — % 22 T 50 55 B 1 e 1 ) B 2 B 2 AL
T 3CHR[19] B v, 2R SCAE I e R R AR AL st A2 2 6 A D0 T 1 R 55 4 A AT T R A 3R I R AR S
FIRT AL =24 TAAR LU H
o TRIALABE Y 55 SR (190 R AR B 5 v I R AH [ 22 55— LA B — ) 22 IR % 55 5 R i A D — 3o — (1 %
T G e AT A 4 S ) T e A 28 T A 20 e i N 81 2 o 2 o
o ARG BN 55 85 M T B L AE TEHE AR b e EEHE Y SR G B T HE R I SR AN RS S R A
LR 7 JO] ) B0 128 5 0 A R R A (B AE H AR 5 i A7 TR 5 00 55 ), AR 8 L B 7 2
RS SN SRR H BRSPS A7 AR B U5 5 ] kB AN 5, DA S R R T R R A s
Mgk s T HE P A,
T4 AR SO S R R SE VRS S A Fe(fy . f, B ARE S 8 E=(eyey,....en) A EE S T £ 5 H
PRI e A7 AEXT 755 F, U Nink(i,j)=1; 75 1, link(i j)=0.
AL TAL B 6 G 4y N 3 2 T DL 55 (1) 58 S, AT DU XAk R R k7 B AR S S il 2 A X 5F
il (U B A Linky.ro.={filfieF, 3 link(i, J) > 1326 U5 5 0 A 2 A0 553 (0 1 A5 i 1
Linky-ron={eileicE, 3 link(i, ) >1 };7E H b5 i &5 5 AR 77 6 4 5% B0V 1% 5 3 B 464 Linkyoo ={filfieF,
2. link(i, j) =0 3 AL B )RS Linkyror MRS Linkyro. BEAT BITALHRHG H A9 46T B (0 BEI X 4 7
Linkyue 35T R AR A0 5 B H AT 2 AR T B
ASLAY A g UL LW RT AR BRSNS G e LT BATR 3 Ml A HL A
o Operationg(f): 17, fe Linky ron; %35 1 A4 1] Y0 PR AR KA 00 B 1) £ 6 H AR &5 it 1 — N B 3R] e,
Rl ey=argmaxiP(eilf)link(e;,f); Z 77 f 78 H bxif & it (1 2L A X 55, 4 link(e;,f)=0, H. i=m.
o Operationy(f): 3" feLinkyyo I ERAE 4 £ 175 H bR 1 5 i 5 38— A0 551 e, 78 - R A 55 (1 1] 1) i 72
R BRATTN A & A ) 5 4R B F S0 (0 3 FLA 6 5 IO 5 3], 4 [ — 0 A7 A 7 i A A
U P4 058 5 ) B 00 20 3 38 2 0 3 oK LA BRI X 5 3 e 1 A F IR 5] B4 link (eiff)=1.
o Operationg(e): H: /e e Linky.1o.1; 1% A 5 Operationg(NEEAE AR, A S EFATATH F 450, R E N e #
PR 5 ity 3 3 — AN 55 190 f=argmaxiP (file)link(e,f;), 1% 38 75 2 e 7E MRS FI I 25 P 1 o EEHE) P 2RI
X 5518
TR UL b SRR 1 AR ST IR SO T ) v FR) 0T 55 45 ) A Ay T 2 10 X 75 U D e, AR S T Ak B
SEAE TR Rl — /N X 55 4 4 110, 9 HL s 4% M — 5 B3 8- AT, an 0% 1 R,
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B3% 1. XA AL FLEL I (alignment pre-processing algorithm).
BN URE RS F R H ARIE S S E.
i 14 0 T Ak R X S S A
1. foreach feLink;.ro.y dO
2 Operationg(f)
3: end for
4. foreach feLinkyy, . do
5: Operationy(f)
6: end for
7. foreach eeLinky.t,.1 do
8 Operations(e)
9: end for

5 & AN FF AL BT A7, 18] S(a) 2 — AN R AR AR S5 5 R A8 H AR 5 i A0 551 eq A1
es, WV T 1A fy 76 B ARTE 5 S AN AFAE 0 5530, B ARTE 5 ey EUE B OmATAE X FR I f A B 5(0)
Operationg(f,) # A5 M4 B EME AR EHF es 1E 24 f, 78 H Al 53l IOX 5510, 0F £ 55 £, 55 e Z 1M HIXS 55 181 5(c) R
Operation(fa) 15 K e 11 4 f4 £5 H b5 i 5 i AR 55 ], 72 A2 Y50 5 S (006 55 RS AC-); 181 5(d) M Fi] Operationg(e;)
PR L f VE N ep BT T (WVRHE 5 98], 70 B ARIE 5 0 (R0 S5 WU 50 £, 5 e Z B IS5, 7 4 B A
B 0 5L A7),

f f, f3 fa /fs f1 f% fa /f5
€ € es €4 €1 € €3 €4
(@ (b)
f f f3 fa 7 f1 fa f3 £4 /fs
€ 57} €3 €4 €1 =7} €3 €4
(c) (d)

Fig.5 An example of alignment pre-processing

K5 At S55 a2 7
4 EBIEGI GRANKRET

4.1 REMIILR

FE U5 A S (¥ TR e B 70 2 7, 0 S MR A I S A i Ak B AV R A i A B 45 2R R H A ) [ X
F 4R AR ARG O R ) 22 PO R T 5 0 5 A VR o WA e A B A 45 R 1 T A3 D D b 5 i 0
TR R 55« AT 26 ¥ v 5 TAHE e R0 il B2 s B) I it (1 8 v A el et o, 22 W 0 8 A 50 5 o 5
70 H i S .
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4.2 HEERRERD

AR S Al o R SR P 5 SR (20 1) AR 8 B S0 30 AR A Ao R o 2 SRV AR T e BRI A I 7 A Rl
IR TN A 2 R D 5 1A A, LB BT TR 5 ] 0 R R A I B I R b, L R B A0 (K T TP
0 AR 1R B P T R e ORS8N 3 B 9 1) 50 20 46 380 L 350 2 1) D DAL, 2 i A PR B 1 1) )7 5
AE A SR AR R o AR AN 2 ol 3 (AT K i R b B R 10 ) A AN AR A AR S B HE P AR o N B g
SR R AL T ORI O (S AR B R K R S e e A DAy REAS AR RS R R U L A A, LR TR
o I EH A5

AT SR R S I T R A 40, T S T O S R Y R 6 T R 2R A AR b s R e A
158 S ARFAS B bR 15 5 i 1) 1] (0 5 R 28 7R 1) i B bl DL AR R R e AR AR G R . BARE B AEE 5
Z IR TF PRV IR (32 R 0 4 AURMB M 45 s 2 TR B BRI ). B A T 5 ot ) A A7 5% & T LA
TS0 A N A IR 9 43 W AT 3, 6 55 R DA CRAE AR S 1 SR o B PR R R B A A AT I AR R SR T iR SR IR
JP AR5 T —A bool ZE R A4 index KA e 4 A A BRI I 24 Y50 5 R 8 1 A1) 48 B0 2 1 index SR AH Y.
(2 T AN B B true, 75 UL false FRDR 2 05 03 AN B8 45 4y, A SCT DATE 578 AN B i 1) J s op A
A ] F) FEHE S 2R 2.

B3k 2. itk b SR 280 (1357 v (algorithm of identifying the reordering types in decoding).

i N TR S 1) R T 5 RIS 55 1RO 55 BR B0 AC) R AT () RS TE 5 o A M A7 65 M R B )T 5 o 1
W RG] CH 1 Clil=true FIRVETEF T IOEE | AN g bR M 2 BRI 10 H AR TS 5 e (0 R 2GS b B PR
FEVR T 55 3 (K10 55 PR 40 057 B, U 25U P SRR A 0T o 9 A5 5 4 £y 4 0 2 £

B T L R AR o AN AR IR A0 5 1 ] ) R 2

1: fori=1,M do

2 P<AY(i)+S

3: if (d(P)<P) then

4 if C[d(p)]=false then
5 O[i]J<m

6: else

7 O[i]«s

8 end if

9 else

10: if C[d(p)]=true then
11: OJi]«s

12: else

13: O[i]l«m

14: end if

15:  endif

16:  update_word_index(i);
17: end for

FELL L5k BB % update_word_index(i) K H AR TE S H AR | AN ZEIEE RO N BT T iR R 5 E N
true. b 27 1 1] 5(d) T 7 (K10 55 45 #4) (440 0k i A 3R 48 40 (90 06) 55 45 R 2 R v A A v 7 A B e ] e LU B 2
8 £ A f, X5 Y AR Z BN true.

AR R v i DL STV AR 2% o] LA ST A AN T R e T R R 3 T HE e R e e A
2L VA A5 5 0 T 45 K AN S0 T e 2R N 383 26 e e v
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5 SKIIREMITIE

51 KWEE

JoL VB A B Rl G 23R H LDC2003 F#E AL i R A 7 7.06 M SCIR AT 9.15M R4 SCHRNIST MT-02
YE R Z 402 2 I I R &8 NIST MT-05 5k 4 X4 3% Gigaword 5B f) Xinhua #843 IZR T — AN U751
T B B R 181M 1 0 3L L 15]

T A5 B A S R THE AR (U SR iE R B 64 A Stanford parser(2003) %t LDC2003 i} ) o SCEB 43 3R 4T
56 A T 43 B AR 5 A8 FH SCR [20] 7 11 o O MUK 56 4 R VE AR 5 A D AR AT 5 48 T AR AR 56 4 ) ik g ) 8 LT AK
FERR.

TE SR 2 31 1 2 ST ik R b AR SCR A MERT 145 L B AT U5, 70 I 2 R b AR SC IR 28 R GE R T
RIRFAE:

(1) B FBEBURE;

(2)  HLHh B FEHE PR AE

(3)  FETHMEBURHE (7 WL SCHR[22],5 AMRFAE);

(4) AN EHE PR BUREAE (3 UL SCHR[14],6 MEETE).

PR AR ) TR PP AR A AR AE SR B B R 2 FR YRS S 0 M A T TR S TR TR A 4 4 AT 1R R ) AR SO AR
P R 5 0 AR AT 7 0 SR IR A m RN HE P IR AL s i T RE— P I IX A ol EHE A m 4l 43 YR E S
h FE AT I (B ] 45 A o0 &5 A A2 ) B m T 7 20 A5 0 A A A7 (8 U ] 45 R A o &5 R0 ER A )
FA [ - EHE A o A g TEHE T s 40 TR s IR L AR S EHE PR A AR SR RGN LA
TR :

(5) 4 REH TR (4 ANFHE, 23008 mTmT s sTEHE R TAR4r);

(6) 4 KEHETIAL S T E (4 ANRFAE, 73700 m*m™ sTR sTEHE TR A AN 5.

T RS I R P, R G0 1 BR O BE R AR K/ ok 200,beam-search BT PR A 1/100000, 55 AN 58 & 115
(span)3m 2 2\ 50 AN BHIEHEE, H il B (1 B KRRy 6.
52 XWERRITIE

2 NARSCEIEAE LDC2003 I A G R — AT S Ge vk, 38 2 B IEAE 5 I o Ac KA S5 IR T 4
0,585 3 FIAN A RAE G M EHE T 70 H AR 2 T LUE tH EH PR m v T Ao 2 B K2y 374, F 4
JPRI s KA LA AR U6, WA SO 250 B HEF LR B AR SO IR BB Bk b, 2 50 B ve i 78 9
AT AR B R - R S 2 ) R 22 R R T B — e R LR T SRR T e B AT
FE— 5 Jr B (10 70 120 A 1 (23220 7 e 5 0 9 (0 8 R4 45 R AT AR e i 8 31— (P .

Table 2 Distribution of reordering types
F 2 HEATRE A

+ (%) = (%) (%)
m 27.61 47.75 75.36
s 3.69 20.94 24.63

R 3 AARRGAEBINSHCT HIPERE, b baseline £ AL 7E fif fith il # b R HIHFAEAL 1,2,3;baseline #5257 i
Rt R R AT AEAL 1,2,3,4;H-M BEALAE AR I R o R AR AE AL 1,2,3,5;H-Mym B4 75 it ol i o SR R A 4
1,2,3,4,5.

M 3 H AT DU Y ZEBRNS R I AS ST BB )5 B 28 AR 4 (0 P RE 2 H0AT 2 35 (M T AEBA 2 4L
N ASSCHE HE R R AR R G RE AL TR AL B HE Rl T R AR S A R R BE 0 A R 7 BRA Y
P2 R 7, 122 BRE 1 £ G0E 2 2R 00 () T P S 5 PO Vi ) P SRR A AR B T B R (R R e ) (EAE
PR EARUE T RGEMERE. A T BE 2B WFFUA SCRERY 1 42 Ja) T 1k P 8 0, A SCHG oK T L it 52 BRI Y TR, L 3% 4.

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



K T PSSR T HE A AEA 094295 SMT 1129

Table 3 Performance on default setting
*3 BOAWETHHER

BLEU% NIST

Baseline 27.06 7.7898
baseline;m 27.58 7.8477
H-M 28.47 8.1491
H-Mmn 29.06 8.0875

Table 4 Performance of different distortion limit settings
&4 LG R PR GIBCR A PERE

Dis-Limitation 5 10 15 20
corpus NIST-02  NIST-05 | NIST-02 NIST-05 | NIST-02  NIST-05 | NIST-02  NIST-05
baseline 31.60 26.96 31.97 26.74 31.68 26.12 31.08 25.31
baselinem 32.52 27.99 33.31 27.74 32.76 27.10 32.11 27.18
H-M 31.97 28.55 32.39 27.64 31.91 26.65 32.26 24.74
H-Mm 33.33 29.00 33.71 28.31 33.31 28.49 33.61 28.35

WA 4 RIEE] 6 o T B BT TP BRI, H-M 1 baseline 3R 1 A B4 40032 BR ) 0 8
HIVRE R0 PR 4090 ) 8 baseline A1 H-Mu 110 RZEHE A ¥ BEBE O 1 22 31104 baselineq, 1 A T
baseline,H-M, FPEE G T H-M, B804 5112 7 B THE 5 B 8 2610 1

33.8; 29.0
. 33.0_ S ~ aﬁjlmerm e 27.5] N
o 326 - baseli D 2701 -
5 E —m—baseline Y 651 -
3221 > o . —t5—H-Mm T
—a—baseliney, S
31.81 25.5] S
v "~ 250 o MM N\
49 T~ 24.5] —=—Daseline
31.0 4= ' ! ' ! v ! ' h '
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Distortion limitation Distortion limitation
() FFRAE(NIST-02) (b) WA (NIST-05)

Fig.6 Performance on different settings of distortion limitation
K6 AN R YA R R R ek fE

tHi-T baseline,baselineq, 74 A HHEJ7 it 3 A7 £5 52 1 =i IRV K 1Lt 182 Ay BRI £ — G i B Ay T B e —
R b DR UIE I 2R G50 A 3 T SRS P AR SR S B A H-M R G BT W Sl 58 B A i, LA
R b RGN BE B B AR K B ATTIA D 3 bl AN SO T P AR R A P A 5 i ) - 1 4 A
F) TR PP A 20, B - ] 0 80 28 T A2, TR P 45 00 A S A7 22 4, 2 b 0 TR P B 5% T T R
AN EHE AT o R B R RE A PR DRk B A L R B R R TR R ZETE AR P BEAFAR R

5 IUR AT HE P AR ) H-Mo AH L, RIS AR A A T e A SO HE P B R E H-Mi, 7L
AR R VERERT B T AR R BE M52 Th AN A 2R 5 B YA S A TR b, A SC AR B A TR 7
BEA R _ETR SCRRAIE, 12 SR AR A K A3 TR SCRRAIE, I B SR P A R A — 2 R S R AP AE TRy
ERTEANRR,

AL T Y M 5 T R R R I e S SR i T AR B B M LA B R G R AL PR
FE— BT N AR T RGP fE.
5.3 X%

AR SCI A P B LRG JRE 5 2E T OB 0 50 R R AR A7 4K DU R 72 5 LN BRI A2, — 22T
R AE R P A T 5 AR AR K15 8. Ding PR B TR AR P (RIS T b o 55 MK AP B R0 5 5 A A 2 p
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PR v 0 3 ) A2 DA i A A 0 e i L P £ A (treelet), e R 9 A RE 6 45 1 i S ALK H AR T 5 RIS
H PRI A G R B N BB o A% IR R I B ) T R — RIS S TR R CFG 30k Lint 8 ) U5
AT G5 M 52 SUT LAURE 75 31 A7 405 10 Ay R A Py B 420, 2% A5 TR0 )1 50 IR 4 BT A T LA L o B 720 4 A7 S Lkt
ISV () bR 5 B AR AR N %7 W A 7 BRI S B Quirk e LinA g B SRty _E 1K 77
T34 % A B 52 2% (DR Weang 8 S ok J1 55 3 F) 0 A O R 1 T 2 T 1 S X R 5 O 1) L AT T HE R R
J5 X TEHE R IS VR 3 AT B ShenlPTI7E 2 VBB AOME 48 R 4R Y T — ANJE T H BRE 3 3t 4 47 45 1 0 il 1
TR G TT B A A A TR 5 2 RV v P R DU el DI R 0 5 S P A A 45 O R A 3G
X T A0 AE S5 A Ty B T v R S I P 5 SCERI AR Vo L B 75 O 4 A 5 ) B 422 I A 4540, O o 5L
AT R (AT W 1 — Pl A A7 V5 B8, A0 DA R A il N 18 2 e v

RS T HE PP AR R 5 DA R T A A 5 0 £ A TR X 0 8 4, SC R [23- 2615 4k A7 45 H LA S s ) Y
T 3 RN 80 0 38 3o Rt vl T A SRR TR A0 A 65 0 LR A 00 78 5 RN B0 0 R R0 v AR S () T HE P T
Shenl74 H p 51 [7) J T3 A 2 0 (R B 1A 200 1, AR SC IS 7R 15 Shent27 RS 7 7 ) Ji 8 6 S8 7 A4 B i
74— WY S R AT, Shen 2 i 55 7 7 R4 1 408 75 30t 160 4 7 485 K 0T T 336 00 U 3 A B0, L8 72 i o 1
ST ) T PR 25 (LR [27] T 705, 3 R O A 41 TR0 3% 5%k, 5 1T 5 P R s o A1), A S F) T PP TR AR 75
SN AT 5 TR ) 6 R DU AT S #1387 o T R DU ) 9k 20> e 38 P 7 2 1) 5

6 HFHitRRE

AR SCAE T o i 0 R VB R R 8P LUK R 53 5 TN T — A 35 T 58 4 ) 32 10 mh o -2 1 46 g 1) T
PR A% TR HE R B L T 58 A RO R I iR i R A TR AR S R T A0S TR SO - K A
R A SC IR A PP B S A A B R A A — 5 (K AR 5C R, [ IR0 T3 P A B8 2R () 1 A 2 v T o — R 48
(P RE, I W1 0 b B I T B 98 2R 0] 1L i B2 PR A0 FR) PO ABURKRE 2 A PR R S PR RERRUE AE — e VB 2 .

BUft AR BRAT RN A SO ARG T SRR B S8 R a0 220 JE FOR SR R . (RS W Hd% . HfE e T
e B R TV R A L o 196 512 56 = LAl 2 U A ) 27 3 7 S
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