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Abstract: The system combination performs under post-processing, but the paper introduces a translation model

combination, which combines two mainstream translation models (Hiero and MaxEnt-based BTG) during decoding.

To the spurious ambiguity and consensus problem, the paper introduces new decoding method to solve two

problems. In experiment, translation model combination is significantly better than member model, and the new

decoding method is better.
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W OE YA AASKSRANSEFNEAE ERITRE T ERATE T RRRSIFEE AT AR
% 2 G b B AR (& R ALY I T 4295 69 LUk Hiero feds 545 Xk BTG) B A EROABRETNELR
& AP AL 7 & ) B P 3R 6 R AL ik R T A LR — B 9L R R 4 R AR B SRR e AR E
BT T AR R BEALAL 3 09 MR AL 7 AT & AT T A4S G MR AL 7 i (Viterbi A AD).
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PEEHES: TP391 XHEKFRIRED: A

RGRIA LA R T N-best 25 5047 Rl &,/ BT B 3 45 SR 70 HL COAF W, B PO B0 45 SR S 0T
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R R SRAFHOb5 35 ML R, (5L 3 6 7 40 J2 7 WL T 3% 10 )5 &b B L ke b AT il 4 A% 5 PR 7E J A0 B it
BRGER A 1R J7 VA 7840 % FE Ak T 11 435 06, T ELJ A B0 L 0 Rl A5 AR B 78 43 % PR i A1 8 R 2 )

AR 1) PR Rt 5 30T LR A5 3 Jr, Liu TSV P8 P ok 5 J 19 /N84 () il #, F4R 0 T W R A ) 7 1 (LA 2
FOAE S B I, R TE 5 4 e R P ) SRR I 8 R 3R 0 2l LU s — O A A ke 5 A
00 ] 16 AR 5 000, TS 80 it 25 160 D 0360 HE 48 2 N-best | 282 N7 11, T AR 2 7 38 7% 57 K4 22 4% v PR 1) 36 ik |-
Jiang®I7E Jfi G Fty 3oL R v S 1 52 5% M3 FH XU 0 5 A2 A 0 O, T 7 A S0 i kAT 4 1k Duant®Mi T
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H (12521073)
WeREIF ) 2011-02-19; 5 X i) : 2011-08-31; € K i) i) 2011-11-02

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



2348 Journal of Software 3k#F%4& Vol.23, No.9, September 2012

7 TS IR [0 A T M 4 1 R 5 AR 7R ) P4 A T 5% 0, 9 o 0 3 A 7R AR 2 T LA R 1) £ . Duant™ M2t T 7
PRI 0] FEAT R AIE 16 45 31— S8 3 2 1R F . DeNerot ™ 2 7068 R [ HESL Rl iE n-gram J5 5 MESR 48 101 Sk ) 5
ANKEE IR AT T 4 R A5 30 45 5L Duant 2t 2 75 8 P HE 48 N (ELAS () () 23 3k P AN ASE 2R (1 n-gram J 6 M 2 i
ITERMRES 2R R, AR T W B s MR 2R I 2.
2 1 Loty JEUAB R3S 70 a1 160 M 252 23 4 ol 0 38 00 £ AT 5 0 T s AR RS MEE 200 g T b de K T
A R e A 5 A 26 S0 LU 25, T 1R A 2R 5 P A 4R T 94 5 0 il 5 T A A 24 SR D e K o 28 A i 250 R B
U A SCR T X MHESE 454, 5 LiuCl ) TAEASR )2
o IRATRA T AR BRI T KR i BTG NI Ak i v 1) SCFGIS8Y A Bty o A 70 2L 17 b
{1, R A P L B b A A AR
o FERRRL TV b Liul S A AR v th B SR 1 (o R T T AR 00, T 8 2% 8 B A e — 0k i) A 17 23240 f
B 10 535 By 08 ORS00 2 AN [ 1) £ 5 R A8 e oA s 1 v R0, B AT A A H AR B R4 2 2R A T
AR FR G, LR W AUF B T 45 & PRI 7 VR 1A 20
o [RII, A T UF W AR SCER U7 3 A R0, 43 S0 A TR P R0 L e A 4 (AL B R VT AR T R SR S R
TEJ7 VA RO R e 1k R 2k R G B [ B A vl [ B A ML B 3 R 4 R e A SR B il
T I 3 AR
TP BRI GE—AE — AMHEZE R AR SCHS 1 A AL EE 2 5 A 2 5 A PR b R R 7R R R A Y
ATV 3 A G B O 33 SO B — S R PR AR R P R 5 VR A A R 4 TR SR g5 R A i
TP S A T P A B AL s B I A 44 ) OF DU AR 48 CWMTO09(Chinese Workshop of Machine
Translation 2009) 1 NIST09(National Institute of Standards and Technology 2009) 47 Sz i DL F 45 5 161 47 25k .

1 ETHEMIEFREMS

A8 (B iz AR) N 19 28 70 A5 AR TT 4G 78 29 OB 2% HR 1 VF 22 S ASE 1) 01 79 381 7 8 L BT TR 4 38 R R ol
A I 68 ] R i 5 mT LA FH 30 25 0 SR it e 1) )2 A 35 2R 2 ]t gt 2 30— AN K IRl AR o - 1) 84 i iE 2 o8 T30
TR Bl 21— AMHE AL T, BT 5 TN B R 2
1.1 8 &

o FBMEAT FABEE AN R UK H=(V,E)V S35 USRS ECV <V 2 I A R EREES.
o ML ecE £ =Iu4l e=(T(e),h(e),fo), 3, T(e) eV A2 BT M5 (A FE 1731, h(e) eV & ki
BB E S — M RIT(e)| 2 R AR 6 %
o TR S BIUAH ISR R S FT A T(e)RISL T AT A h(e) HRAR A A 5 5L RN SR T RS 2 A
I AR T
o JUHCTATE Lle|=[T(e)| &1 o H witk|e|=0,/F 4 f.eR & — i E(fe & — k%) [, Fefr4e
h(e) Pk hy Y515 m A I T A 1 d K e Ok B (M e e O IR R W, e A 1
Ay TE DU B (%) .37 &l (word lattice) il J2 Je 3y 1 i 1A,
o TR o S T A TR R A, A R U)K Y — 4% U (S ) TR A 1 A Sk R 3 PR A R
B R SR AR R I R AR R 4 R, B S AR A
1.2 FAEIEFERE
t A0k SCFG il BTG 51 NGE vk HLas 8128, 4 1 55 40 1 30 W B A 280 (1 il 7 RV B S0 45 HH SR AN A
BRI
1. [ IR L (SCRG) 2 — /N L4l G=(2;, 5,N,R,S):
o RIS Ay YR TE T u AN H 00E T 0 A& LS AT (GAE . BE) TR
o NAFZLEFF S NN WD) =T,
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o RcNx(Ziu(NxNum)) x(ZU(NxNum)) ' ,Num & %7 145 & 6 T4 — A B (A,u,v),(B,n) e NxNum BE Hi 21
FEIETE S R Wb R M I H AR S R e R AT R (A, u )RR B A—(u,v) A (Bn) R R B
VE 7, A 15E L —> SCFG [ L2 G=(2, 54,N,R,S) MU I AR L& Z5 75 S YR O & R il AR 75 24

S—(SX,SX) (1)
S—(X,X) (2)
AR 1 GRS 1 36T SCFG Y Hiero!> 8 12 Y 4 8 A T LA R Ky
X—(yu X; you X,,have X, with X;) 3)
X—(X; zhiyi,one of X;) 4)
AR GL AT LU AT LA 7R
X—(beihan,North Korea) (5)

2. BTG(#E ‘5 L 3 3R TG (R e i 5 S0 I — PB4 E BTG R — /M IEL &5 77, ok JAA T~ i
3 i

X —5(x* X?) (6)
X —25(XY, X% (7
X—(u,v) (8)

FI ) (6) H T R 7 A I P9 AN AR AR A, I (7) FH 138 5 A 9 9 AN AR AR R 23, 0 (8) FH T A B URE S 1
PP [ VA SC TSR A IR A B R B T BTG s A A 7y 113241,
1.3 FFBEIEh & RS

7 T PR AR TR R A SRS P AN ) R AR B Sl T ) ) — AN 1T 0, B AR AR B LU b SCFG F1 BTG YR
B 5 N ] B T DURIRIRAE 5 10 R — A5 B (span); 7 H b# 1% 5 1, BTG Al SCFG #B4: il — 4~ H AR E =

9 T Ui B X BRSOV A 1 s R R BTG AR, Sk /& SCRG 1y ).,

a pen on the desk the pen on the desk a pen on the desk the pen on the desk
0~5 0-5 0~-5 0~-5
/aEH\J on the desk apen
2-5 N, 0-1 2-5 0-1

F P
(s

|\S/‘;

(a) HHET IR ABTE I SCFG A Hu i 1 12 (b) HIHET B RR 1 BTG A e Bl 1 2 151

a pen on the desk the pen on the desk
0~5 0~5

(C) PRI A R ASE 2R i 8 Pl 0 s 4 7 X

Fig.1 An example of packed hypergraph of translation model combination
1 BV F A 0 15 1 4]
i BB 3 JEE = “zhuozi shang gangbi”, xF F &l 1(a), 7 fEUCHAC = SCFG K0
X—(zuozi shang X;,X; on the desk) 9)
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X—(X; gangbi,open Xy) (10)
VEEC F Rl AR R )
X—(gangbi,the pen) (11)
X—(zuozi shang,on the desk) (12)
X 1(b), T BEVCAC - BTG LI
X —2 5 zu0 zi shang/on the desk, gangbi/a pen (13)

e 1(c)F &I, T SCFG 1 BTG #84:fi“a pen on the desk”#1“the pen on the desk” AJ LAFL=z b i1
SCFG H1 BTG HHl 2717 &% (F 7 B 7).
2 ETENFEIREHFIEE

HLA BT 12E R 40 M FEAAT 55 20 — AN N YRE 5 007 f BT 24 1 B AR TE 5 A F e X FE HLAS B e A Y
1) 3k AT 45t 2 0 MR P (e|f) it AT S ABE, A A5 70 i 30 o R el R o) B 0 o RE AT 8. IR bk, 1 e TR B B I N R & AR
=S d kKR SCFG Rl BTG L) T 42, P(elf) T LAAS 21 4 T #E 5

plel )= p(ed]|f) (14

d

P AT A S (A4) A7 T A 3 iR AT HE 5
P(e,d|f)=P(d|f)P(e|d.f) (15)

33 (15) 52 3 (14) P25 B A7 TR T (AR AR 2 A DRI 3 AN DR 3R A TR B 48 2 A T
980 p(eld, )t 2 VB 25 RIS TP A0 [ 8 5 1 T AN B 2 B 25 0 T R B, 7 LA 1A s
T 2 I T LA TR AT DR T % 18 A BF SR S 0 1258 1/ TR0 p(dlf), e LA 5 76 4
TG HE 51008 3 SR T 5 i 01 T 0 P TE A B A BT 04T
yh(e, f,d)
ple.d | f)=p(d]| f)=<

zeyh(e‘f,d)
7.d

(16)

H h(e,f,d) 2 RHAE ) 52, 2 R AE AN I [7)

TEARSCSEIMN R G R T BL R RHIE:

o BUmIFHENEE: gelf) T g(fle);

o BURARTCAL BHIEAR R lex(e|f) K1 lex(fle);

o IETHAGS Im(e);

o TR FEH B A 20 Num(Rule);

o AR EH M FL A £ Numword (Sent);

o MR I BAEE )4 20 Numphrase(Sent);

o LTI AL BT (A% D (e, ).

TEBH PRI 25 o F 203X 9 AMRRAE, 1T P9 A A BN B T 8 AMRFAE. /1 SCFG B b T T B T 4%
THERM I BT K MEZE D(e, HRIHARR) 8 ANMFHETE BTG AEAIrh {7 B T Fi i 72 F 8 I i 4 4k
Num(Rule) ) Fe A i1y 8 ANERAE. BTN R AL T 5% T D(e,f) A1 Num(Rule) ¥ 7 AMERAE , H: 52,330 5 AN A1 40 S e T 7
3 R e A U (15 O, 3 A R A R F 1 MR (1 — SUREAE . BT BA, AN B EL (¥ 8 AMRHAE HL A mT Lk il S
(19 9 ANRRAE REAS S PR A B 53 RS2 1) il A5 15 20

3 MRELAE

DS D0 A5 G v L8 B 5 SRR P ) T A v R0 A5 U0 S 0] 38 3 el R R AT B, BT A B 5 8 o ML 5 13
(I T A 020 5 A8 B b oRE 2 O RE AR O A . — AL R R G HOAT 55 R SN IR 5 F0 7 f BN
HIE & )7 e Bt i, M HLES B R AU fE I A7 H 1078 5 ik {ed b 4k th e e 1R 13 SC IR e e il 1 el

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



x| F MG SR T AR e B AR B A 0 R 2351

AIEAG N b AN R

55 1 AR AR Y (SR RN ) RN 5 Y,

82 B NIEE T AT AN W RS S B

55 3 5 FRECAT IR

548 AT R IR B RUETE F B B PR R IX AN BERR O B R AT PR ARG T IR A A Rl

TH BRI S, o) — P T B Bk

o5 5 P oG R B ST .

H T AEFIA R D 45 BEAT Rl B SR AR D 1R R 2 (A2 B B ARTE 00 U R RLD 1) B0 2 — FE IR T B 4%
HEZE R AR T BB 1) S B4 18 2) e rh 3RO g M A D ) R K o B i A RO 18 o
ﬁg[19—21]-

i FR AR 1) 2E A B R 1 DL AT P S

1. thisk et

BT A L 3 PR N 2R A7V 22 AN () 1A 9 3 (191 38 20 B8 445 0 B 0 2 2 ) 5 R ). D UL, 9 9 5 RS 1) 2 IR 2 1%
P 2B e I A 5 SO BB R R 7R R T, 8 B 3 e 1) R 8 (AR 1) a2 v S T AT 1 IRk, KR 4 R G AdE ] Viterbi 12
LA AN AR PR S R OFREAT T 52 BT 4.

2. —EPEARRY

JIT U B — B AR S O T AR I B e 4 R 5 AR N-best 25 B — B0 e AR i — BUE R IE R B AN e
RG] (1 — S R VR 2R G5 9 10— B g A 2324,

FEARTD 28 2 LA CYK SIEBLA b K0 7 8 8 R T AT 14, RATR A T beam 481 R g, 1 5L 2 11
RS FE PG — LR L (W HE I B B AR O S LR 1 B 2.0 Tl EL R — AN S PR SCRG
BUAE BTG 45, 2 T S5 SR FH P b A 00 FRATT 1 5 DA i O 150 SC A B0t g 24 s CEAT #E 3

& =argmax(P(f |e))

=argmax(zd€D(e’f)P(f,d |e))

17
~arg max(dl\gg?(f)(P(f .d |e))) n
~arg maX(ZdeD(e.f)nND(e) P(f.d |e))
A AR B B B Rk R R AL 2 sCREAT #E
& =argmin RISK (e)
=argmin > LOSS(e,e)P(e’| f) (18)
e'eR(f)
~argmin Y LOSS(ee)P(e’| f)
e'eT/(f)

T G AR i 6k T A AR A 5 AT U I s p(elf)FR s Bl R 5 AR B H RS E S AR, p(e,dIf) i
ANBAEAES G MM Z,D Rk T RESMEFES A HES W E A ND(@)FR R N-best FiE45 4,
RISK ()2 A i H AR 8 5 1) DU 397 XURG: 2R 28, LOSS (e,e") /2 A T w5 5 /I DLt S0 U (1) — A 483 2K B 8L R () & 2 5%
BB 2% 1), T (F) A2 360 AR 162 205 1) A 770 ok B 8 S0, BRATTAHE — S0k At i o (R0 905003 55 2810 ) b 55 T IR R A 23R 70 il 2
R R RE E AR TE S 1R, B

pe'[ f)=> p(e.d]|f) (19)

deD
BRE A AR G210 Viterbil® s 2K A A5, BE fi 7 v At 5 v A1) — SB0VE T 80, SR04 Bk Oy 0B S35 A g %t
PR (il 50 R DR O AR 22 (R4 ok B T AN [RD A B EERRY
&% 1. addEdge(e).
Threshold pruning
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1. if e.score<bestCurrentScore[e.start,e.end]—beam then
2: discard e and return
3: endif
[*select decoding strategy*/
4: select case:

5 Viterbi:

6 if there is a matching edge e” in chart[e.start,e.end] then
7: if e.score>e”.score then

8 replace e” with e and return

9 else

10: discard e and return

11: end if

12: end if

13:  Crunching:

14: if there is a matching edge e” in chart[e.start,e.end] then
15: e.score=e.score+e”.score

16: end if

17: end select

[*Historgram pruning*/
18: if [chart[e.start,e.end]|>b then
19: select case:

20:  Viterbi:

21: if e.score>e”.score then /*e” is the worst edge in chart[e.start,e.end]*/
22: replace e” with e and return

23: else

24: discard e and return

25: end if

26:  Crunching:

27: if e.target==e".target then /*e” is the n-best in in chart[e.start,e.end]*/
28: e.score=e.score+e”.score

29: end if

30: end select

31: end if

N T B Db ST FRATT S N SEE 1000 T [ — 70 e AT TR A Viterbi A1 Crunching 1 fif it 75 i
o NS Viterbi, FA 13 B F 1S40
o WIRJE Crunching, FATHE MR/ RFAEAF 53 AN, 24 9K, T8 5 A5 R0 0) 405 110 45 2 FARFAIEAS 73 AN 75 22 I .
H % 2. joint_decoder(sentence s).

//Load BTG translation model
1: LoadTranslationModel(BTG);

/[Load SCFG translation model
2: LoadTranslationModel(SCFG);

P
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[*for all lexical rules with the matching source side on the consecutive sequence of s do Generate a new
edge e(addEdge(e))*/

3: initializeChartltem(s);
4: for span=2to n do
5: for start=1 to n-span+1 do
6: end=start+span—1
[*For each middle position, combine edge[start,middle] with edge[middle,end], using BTG/SCFG rule
to generate a new edge[start,end]*/
addEdge(e)
8: CompleteChartltem(start,end)
[*use loss function regenerate the overall score*/
9: If decoding style is MBR then
10: SortHypoUseByL oss(start,end)
11: end if
12:  end for
13: end for

BRI Bl S 0 R (5% 2R CYK S e — M L AR e AR 40 i 5 f8  AE 2 f AS Hk i 2%
TP 20 R P RS % FR P 20 ) TN U 5 B2 A N-best 81938 LR T T MIBR A%, A4 T 53 2K bR ORI 2
73 B E (A 23 RORs A2 ) N-best 133 FO8THR 2, 9145 2 — AN 4520

4 £ B

AN T HT SCFG BB LT BTG FHEEHL A A& (RFK 9 TMCOM) LA B 5 T B AN B A 1) 51256
Xof He 43 A7 6 T BAAS Bl AR 78 JRAT 1SR H 1t Chiang 25 AJT % 119 Hiero 22 ¢ 115180 ik 4 2% 1) MaxEnt_based BTG %
GRS A R GUH L MR K3 TR R ADTE M GE T HLAS B8 R 45, LU RS2/ CWMTO9 AT NISTO9 il fr)
BPE A AT R A A ST B OB TR — b kA 0 R R TR B I R VR ) R S A E IS S it
HRER G, IC B B SCFG F1 BTG MU 7 58 UF Az 19 /N 6F T B 18 B 1 552, AT T 3K T A [l Ae =2 1) 6 360
PRV e R 1) 5.
41 SRI1LETFCWMTOE R Ay SLIE
411 SEGRE

AL S B RS CWMTO9 THIl AT A iRk —i8 23 Il 2542 3L 3 804 000 )% (s fu4h CLDC-LAC-
2003-2006. Ji 77 £ sOm AR BITRSF B T R MR T K 2445 BA R AR 45) 45 5 8 1 XU
TR DL SCER 4> I E AL ) RCVL #B48 T R AR NJLAET CWMT PEIIAE S BEMLE H k3t 503 A1) k4 &
CWMTO7 3t 1002 i) A KR PO AEAS S0 f) T 5 4 N JESC %530 152 4

AR R T GIZA++3 %1 55 T EL PR SR B e A 68 10 300 368 55455 JL 3 V8 5 MR 1) 28 S0 4 7 B ATT
SRILM T RPN ZE T — AN TG I 5 B SR (0-F3 5EvE 18 1E (1 Kneser-Ney 5% i 1281, 51256 Jip 4% 84 111
R AE BT 349 5K F SCHk [27] H 328 10 g /N A R e I O VR EAT AL TF L e O VA AE T R 4E B AR XTI R A5 BLEU
(bilingual evaluation understudy)83 4T f5 P A6 AR, SRS S BT 04T 14 2%

AR BLEU A J 13 3050 i PFAN 5 b, 7 NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology) & J5
W b kAR ) mteval-vi2.pl Ok 34T TE 5L SE G 45 KM BLEU 4 20K H A %% I il A 75 ¥ (bootstrapping
resampling) Pk 47 5 2 PR, MR TR 4 Zhang %5 N (14 S B0 4n S VR R T, U AR BT AR 5 SR 1 AL A
95% 1) A i
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412 RHERE

AR S5 SR FH BRI S ) L (R v 22 48 42 HeiroS 18R BTG i 2 — AN 32 AT I L T FAE ML 2 B ik &
4t.Heiro 5K T 8 MNBATIARAE, T BTG R T 8 AMRFAF (& T 55 A0 (1 1 i A 78 (¥ M % - D (e, F)) A it 1 1) 23
Ferh YR BB N 5,10 H bR TE S BB KK E ) 3.6 SCFG &R 48, WU A 18 A Al K 10, M0 Hh i 4
AR LR LR BEE N 28 ARV UEE = 009 A 3R & 25 75 AR 48 i i ) BeamThreshold % & & 30. 11 ¢
BTG H 4 5 Aot T AL b By GISBAS ook e 37411 g 4 81
413 SEIR4ER

RLIGH T 3NRGEMTFRE BB /N R B GAG T H R IEA E (. SCFG/ITMCOM RG34 % 14 /¥
H A A A AE Y 1T 2K LT Pharaoh [RFAE. L 4: SCFG 22 48 148 W) 22 2548L T Pharaoh F (1) 55 15 B0 B 22,
SCFG A% I 1)V 1. B A3 1 R AE AL T Pharaoh [l E,SCFG R 4t (1 M Z ALl T Pharaoh 1 5 18 AN £
5 pp, BRSO B T 51 S A AR E 3 N REE— BTG B T %A BN EUE 1 BN T HL it AR 2y
fESh, 5 Pharaoh FIRFHEAR A LR 1 IS REMNE 0T LUE H,3 N RGEMIE SRR EY LR K, R VG
R — AR T AR

Table 1 Feature weights of combination and individual model obtained by MER training on the development set
F 1 BHPRARY A A0 ORI £ I R A Bl fo /N B R 2SI R AT R AE A R

System P(cle) P(elc) Pu(cle)  Pu(elc) Pim(e) P.(e) Word penalty  Phr. penalty  Rule penalty
Hiero 15785 0.3478 0.5581 1.6139 35701 - 3.946 3 -0.453 8 -2.9890
BTG 0.897 1 0.1363 0.4666 0.3329 04952 2.9607 2.960 7 -15157 -

TMCOM 1.3831 0.3898 0.4739 15392 2.9534 6.2300 3.2841 0.287 6 —2.418 8

X2 BT 3ANRFEMIMER LR, PR LUE H

1) TMCOM #4t & & Ml T BTG Ml Hiero.7F BLEU-4 43 I, TMCOM £ 4t Lt BTG 5 0.0116(0.2659—
0.2543) [ 4 %5 $R 1, BIUAR % 1 RS 12 &1 24 4.56%(0.0116/0.2543); Lt Hiero 5 0.0070(0.2659—0.2567) 1] 4
SFERTE, RIAH X 1 BESE =54 2.72%(0.0070/0.2567). 0% Le 25 R R W] 5L T SCFG Hl BTG [HIHLas H 145 7Y
SR RCH A [ (9 1 )7 45 A AT AR A SCHR H 1) TMCOM (1458 ) B8 6 A5 285 b 4 18 P 0 S0k T b
RIS

2)  [A,Crunching-MBR 7R H Viterbi fif AL () £ S A 383X 2 R g 3o 1 A R 7] 1358 438 %, Crunching
I T ARG, 1 Viterbi A AN 3% U 7 45405 [E) I, MBR B 5 3 1 340840 B33 8] 1) — S0bE 36 40F A 75 55 3L
b 58 3 T 3 B A AL PR 8 2 R A B %

3)  [ARIRATETA LG H, BTG R4MTEAEEE T Hiero. = HINZE T BTG IUALSE AN AR IR TE &/ H b
B MM Hiero SRAF MR ANIELLIEE T/ H PR E S 087, 1X — sl BB SOE W ARE BAME.

Table 2 System performances
Fz2 RYMARe

Model CWMTO07
TMCOM-Crunching-MBR 0.2659+0.0073

TMCOM-Viterbi
Hiero
BTG

0.2608+0.0089
0.2567+0.0101
0.2543+0.0089

2 BT BN RGAENNRE AR /N B2 e be A /] LG B, BEE He i3 K, R G R TE e 2 B Wi 4 =
[ Hrp B AR R 1,2,3,4,5 % N kR B 43 il 10,30,50,100,200, 1 H. 35 T4 B f B 1245 200 o & 8 3 T A

L,
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25.0 e -u- Hiero
T E— TM-COM
245

24.0

Fig.2 Translation result of translation model combination at the condition of different stack
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Table 3 Comparison BLEU results of individual translation model and translation model combination

on 2005 NIST Chinese-English test set
3 £ 2005 4 NIST tp2 bl B 3 D0 4 b 50 B AR 000 R 1R ASE R il 15 1) 0F L 45 2R (BLEU)

BLEU-n n-Gram precision
4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
TMCOM | 0.2624 | 0.7383  0.366 9 0.1836 0.0954 0.0514 0.0283 0.0164 0.0100 0.0061
Hiero 0.2465 | 0.7289  0.3477 0.170 7 0.0853 0.0423 0.0202 0.0099 0.0050 0.0024
BTG 02418 | 0.7411 0.3487 0.165 2 0.0800 0.0398 0.0201 0.0105 0.0055 0.0028

System

Table 4 Comparison NIST results of individual translation model and translation model
combination on 2005 NIST Chinese-English test set
F 4 AT 2005 4F NIST Hh Sl 28 B0 PR PP I AR _F SR AN Bl BRI R PR AR 70 Al 25 () % EL 45 AL (NIST)

NIST-n n-Gram precision
4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
TMCOM| 8.3468 | 6.3703 15728 0.3215 0.0648 0.0174 0.0059 0.0022 0.0008 0.0002
Hiero | 8.2179 | 6.3659 14885 0.2929 0.0562 0.0144 0.0045 0.0013 0.0004 0.0001
BTG 8.1325 | 6.2653 14808 0.3101 0.0606 0.0158 0.0051 0.0015 0.0007 0.0002

System

M 3 TR 4 PRRATTLUE % g S SEUe 1 45 B — 2058 T8 TR 0 i 7 2 I R S B p 45 1) R
AT AR R M I B A R A 5 580 1 A L FRATTIE AT £3 DU A A e
1) Sgie 1 RS 5 CWMTO9 A8 1) il ZiiE bl WA 75 AL & CWIMTO7 il v8 ok T 52 58 2 B FH i
£ NISTO9 [N ZhiEFl MR TE kL A NISTOS. 2545 199 20 512 56 15t W, 3 B2 1) 300 12 B 70 il 15 6 9 F F
TUE R s A AR RE 8 BUAR Aw r P Re L A
2) SIS LRISREG 2 fT AR AR G0 BRI A M A I A L BRI AR 2R T S A 2 AE R — AN n-gram A L
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R TSR,

T3A ERLAF A T3 3 Y n-gram RS BRATT AR B AE 1-gram~4-gram RS SE b A DB AR A T VR I
TR Al 5 1) R W] 8 T A RGEEJEAE 5-gram~9-gram KR fff J52 L A FHT S 900 Ak ) 77 32 0 3 3 A 2
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bl B B A AR A B S R VR R ) A %, Ui W] Hiero A1 BTG 75 A sl A B2 5 i 14 41 47 75 Bk B, St 2R
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