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2.2 Lexical Reordering Model
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o plei—1, ;) = pr(m|fi—1, eim1)pi(m| fi, €5)
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o p(otherwise) = p,(d|fi—1,ei—1)pi(d| fi, i)
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Fig. 1 Example sentence tree with phrase
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WANCEA R 2 — "2 2 OB R 21T -
fo. A—RADFEMESE 1ITRT. o a— 23S
SRXOHET 54 A b [8] ZBHOTERE W72 b D
T, 794 A FRAAT7DOENIED D5 900 X & FF
filit v M (BIREROBUL 1 272 5), KD 1,000 X%
TRy TAY My M, BV E2Fzy b LT
Anie, Zoa— NI NTCIR-77—2 ¥ ay 7 (9]
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Table 1 H3REEF=— XA
# of sent. | Total words | # of entries
E/J Train 10M 273M/257TM | 797K /282K
E/J Dev 1,000 39K /37K 4,971/4,614
E/J Eval 900 29K /32K 3,967/3,683

4.1.1 KHEEEREER

9, BHHRORRERZIT>72. 7V — AR~
AFHRET VD HEEITIE GIZA++ Y — V¥ v b [10]
%, FIEETIVOEEICIE SRI language model Y —
VFEy b1 2RV, FEETIVIE Sgram THY,
Kneser-Ney SE#Ab [12] Z AW TWw5, FIfRT 22—
TA VT DIDDONRTA—FF 2 —=7121% 1,000
DTy T X hzy k% HVYT minimum error
training[13] 2003) 247 7z. HEEOHSEHTIE Char-
niak N—=Y [14] &, AAFZEOC T AT = a v
FE15] BV, Fa— FIEIRA D E ICBEFE L -
Pharaoh[17] F7A#i7 21— % Td % CleopATRa %
W37z, CleopATRa 123 IST-ITG HfF CFa—
T4 VT EITITIAY XL [16] ML SN T 5,

ERRICHWIEBIEANE 2SN T 5 Hl# o 4
BoRIFRICRTIEY ©H 5. Monotonel :FEJE
ANFEEZ 7% L, No constrains] :2EIEA R Z il
¥72 L, MBMJ :IBM i, TITG) :ITG ),
[MBM+ITG] :IBM & ITG ®ffH, NBM+LR] :
IBM & Lexical reordering model ®fff, [1ST] 3%
HETH 5 IST-ITC OFMEER, BM+IST) :IBM
& IST-ITC Offf, MBM+LR+IST] :IBM, Lexical
reordering model, IST-ITG DOffF.

# 2 ICFHMRE R 2R Y. ITG Fl% (ITG) & @
H#gITB T, #2539 IST-ITG (IST) i BLEU T
2.67, WER T 539%MREMNM EL T3 (RFPX
). WER B SR BRI K E <, Al
K37 1 — PNOVIRFEIEANRE KT 5 E LT,
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IELMMHATBZ bbb, £z, ITCBLY
IST-ITG X L IBM 20ffl L 72%& (IBM+ITG
& IBM+IST), BLEU T 1.57, WER T 4.63%® %
fElM_E, lexical reordering model ¥ IBM & OfffH
(IBM+LR & IBM+LR+IST) €l BLEU T 1.03,
WER T 5.12%D ETH Y, WITFhos T RIS
WER IZBW TR ERMRER EEZRL Tnhs.,

Table 2 3 HRFEFRIERIC BT 5 MEREFEAM

BLEU | NIST | WER | PER

Monotone 24.91 6.95 | 79.97 | 42.02
No constraint | 26.83 | 7.19 | 81.10 | 39.52
IBM 28.35 | 7.29 | 78.35 | 39.25

ITG 27.59 | 7.26 | 80.29 | 39.15
IBM+ITG 28.50 | 7.30 | 78.01 | 39.29
IBM+LR 31.17 | 7.50 | 76.30 | 38.61
IST 30.26 | 7.41 | 74.90 | 38.93
IBM+IST 30.07 | 7.41 | 73.38 | 39.05
IBM+LR+IST | 32.20 | 7.61 | 71.18 | 38.15

4.1.2 BIEEAEREER

e, WL a— A& HWTHERL M OFIERE
BRET-> 72, HAGEORSURITICNE, (R0 2T
CaboCha[18] Z W T XHiE OfR Y ZIBIRE £ 9
HWH L, Zh% bracketed tree IZZHAL /=,

% 3 ICEMIS R 2R T, ITC §il#9 ITG) & okl
IZBWT, /%K IST-ITG (IST) 1% BLEU T 1.21,
WER T 3.81%MREM M EL TW5, £/, lexi-
cal reordering model & IBM & OffH (IBM+LR &
IBM+LRAIST) Cl%, BLEU TIHRER EIZR SN
o7k, WER T 4.47%0METH Y, HIFHR
EkE, R WER ICBWTKRE MM EEZRLT
W5, MR EASERRIER &L VNS s R e LT
W, FEEENCSURATE, HATELR Y R RT O E o
7, BLORETITEEAZHALL T2 DITHL,
AAZZE TR RUBRPSERT LI LICE-T
REE/BTCNDLZEBEXLND.
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5 F&o

AR TIET U — AR =25 HHER (PBSMT) B0
LEIEANEZ OFN & LT, BERICORREEEH
PRHTHFERIREL 2. BEFHETH S IST-ITG
9, 1TC FRWOIERTH 0, ITG TIIRFEL %2
OIERTTX OARRESEBRER VAL Z 2I1ck-T, &
VIRV Z5ZX 52 e TES. e xid, ITGT



Table 3 HJAFEFRIFRIC BT 2 M REFEAT

BLEU | NIST | WER | PER

Monotone 26.29 7.25 | 76.42 | 40.85
No constraint 26.20 7.18 81.41 | 40.76
IBM 2787 | 7.34 | 78.16 | 39.94

ITG 27.01 | 7.24 | 80.43 | 40.50
IBM+ITG 28.16 7.35 | 78.04 | 40.07
IBM+LR 29.93 7.54 | 77.27 | 39.12
IST 28.32 | 7.31 | 76.62 | 40.67
IBM+IST 28.14 7.32 | 74.13 | 40.40
IBM+LR+IST | 29.77 | 7.50 | 72.80 | 39.73

WA HENS R BRRUCKL, 22780 oHEW O
BRADMAEDEZIHT, IST-ITG TlkZh% 8
FEOIITRS T Z LW TED, IST-ITG 13 HEEIE
RIA—=NZAEFANFEERT, FTHHMTITG LV Y
BLEU € 2.7, WER T5.7%, HIEHHTlZ BLEU
T 1.2, WER T 3.8%MEA M EL Tnv5, IST-ITG
2 WER ICBWTRHIC KR E MR ENR S h, 7
O—NUVREIEANBEZ DD OfHE LTI EL
BVTNDE T LR TE T,
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