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11X I

RO ENER (SMT: Statistical Machine Translation) T3 £
SEMOFFRIEE 2 ERTT LV TREL, TOETIVLENRKK
IR DR RIRT H 2 & CRIERZ1T 5. R, SMT TIE Noisy
Channel Model (28 CEEMER L A XD EHE) S S
BLEFRERLIIHEIL, ZTNOOMENDL LEHEEN THIT
7= UL, EHETIEAA ZOEHIC & 5 Fs % — L
L7z Log-linear &7 /L A3 i & 72> T 5P, Log-linear 7 /1
I IHERENAR & BT T DD B L F O EAEIEHES LT
JECHEIL SN D, Log-Linear 7 /UZEBWTHEDO & WEIRR %
1T T OIIT B IR D EAZWYNRD D Z ENEEL 25,

ABLREEOT Fa—F L LTI dIc, RLHEICLDF
EBRESNEND, REOASCK LT L 0 EENREE L
e Wi B I L 57 7o —F B R E N T\ 5 (MERT:
Minimum Error Rate Training)(B). MERT TlI AT LGN
# % BLEU™X> Word Error Rate(WER) 72 & %38 JL#E L LT
WD Z N TED70D, RLHEICL D2 FELY LEEW
BEOHICBNCLVEDARTIETHS Z LRSI TN,

—77, BERFEESE TR INZZ L OT T Y X NIRRT
U A 7 /M (Empirical Risk Minimization) {253V CER L &
N5, BREREGY R 7 /M & 135 BRI D ERD T —
X DRI HA L DB OMER & g/ M+ 5 8 EUET
H 5. MERT IZ L 258 & Z O EAEITESNTH D3, BHEY
% & LCBLEU DfEDOHZEZEZE L TND I EnBEEEL L
TIIRRER BRI L & 72TV D RFETIERERIG Y 2 7 /s
B35 < 38750 1 5T % Support Vector Machine(SVM)®
DOERILZE D AN, Rk~ —2 VFEICESNWZ SMT D728
DOFEFELRET D, REFRITRRN ) R 7 e/ IMEOFEARER) 72
ERIIZ72 B - TVDH Z &6, MerT(Minimum empirical risk
Training) &4 35 2 L1235, #2550 BB BLEU &
7P TR IEAMBE L EE L TV D720, B5E O H#F
T& 3. F£iz, |EBEONRT A —HH{EEIL, MERT OfgwEibik
MNEDEFFNHTED=0, HEFIHRHTHS.

LUF, %5 2 f#iClX SMT IZ81F % Log-linear €7 /L, 2 3 i
TIX MERT |2 & %58 OFSEAICOW T 2175, 48T
VIR TR T % SVM 22— & LB FE (MerT) 2 ER
fbL, % 5 #ilcBVC MERT &IRETIEIC K 2 ERER L2 R
T B OHCIIERER A EZ - ETELDEIT).

2 FEEHAOBEMERERIZ 35 1) D Log-linear €5 /L
AT AOBEMEIER TIXIA IS 2 S e ICHHERT D 1E¥%
€ = argmax Pr(e|f)
L, RUMHENPRRNERDMERRTHREE LTk
%, Log-linear €7 /WL Z O&MATHER %

Pr(elf) = py (elf)
exp[ X wh(e, )]
T Xpl ) Wnhm(€',£)]

LLTET LT D, Ziud M FEEOZEMEEE h 2RSS
Ehw THAEL, 2TofERMe Ik TESbShEE

RoTWD. 7 a—FOBRIZIEW TERBEITSNER N0,
KA TRIERLL 2D,

€ = argmax (w, h(e,f))

3 Minimum Error Rate Training(MERT)

MERT | & 2 #5 8 EAOREIL TIEH I3 E S HER» SR
Sh LB ER/IMET 2 X 51278 %17 5. MERT Tl
SRBEIHISN D EAE L U C BLEU O & 9 ARl REZ W5
ZLHTED. —KIC SMT TiX BLEU 2 R#E L L CHE &7
272, LUTFTIXBLEU 278 &R L L TERELETT .

%, BLEU [3ERAE S & SHEEREIC 1T 2 N-gram DER Y
% corpus L CTH 7 v N LTS T HRETH S, AT
EBHERr OB T —2 % T = ((f,r),...,Es,rs)} & L,
AT — 2 £, IZxF 2 K-best HI1DHEE%E C, = {&,1,...,8x)
L9 2% &, MERT 0523 X

s
W = argmax BLEU({rS, argmax (w, h(é;, fs))} ) (1)

é,eCy 1

ELTETZENTXD.

Foli{li5E Tl Och 12 & » THER &7 line-search® % IV 5.
ZOFKIINRTA—=FDHD 1 ks aaTEEL, FEEL
TV I RILOFE(LEIT S FETH D, £7, M IRIL~Y
Md ZEFHTH. 7217 L, X7 b didmE{bz1T 9 )T D
BN 1 THORTIZETO02E 5. ZThE AW TRE(LEITD
WIDEATTHD a it T HRBEICE L 5.

és,best = argmax <W + O(d, h(ésa fs))

é;eCy
= argmax {(W, h(@,,f,)) +a (d, h(,, fs))} @
8,eCy ———— —_———
intercept slope

Z LY 4% K-best DFRIIHEEN @, #EHh7Y Log-linear &7 /1
IC X BAE (Score) DEME LTEHRTHIENTED. Zh
X 1R Y

o

Score

2P

BLEU ; 2
1
SCORE

1 6-best (2 & % BLEU fE D Jmifi
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1 1% 6-best HJDEATBLEU EOFHZHIW-H D TH Y,
HMNEREER L TND. a DEREDLDZ LI12X > T Score
N b mOE (1-best) H 2L L, Z @ 1-best 7»%» BLEU OfE %
FHETHZETBLEU kLT 2 a2¥RES. K1 D EKX
1L (2) @ argmax, TEMAZ (1) © max OEEICHET 5.
ZOFETITRELEZIT> TSRS L TiE s e — 30
RN GES NS, L L, (kORI ORITEZE
LTV, T A= B2RIZBW TS v — L7 i
FRDMRRE S ALV, 2 2 Tl b a7 9 T A — X OHIMR %
BB Lo THEEAE S T & TREEITV, T A —X2FRN
RIS = & AT 7. BT OB = — FioRT
Algorithm 1. Minimum Error Rate Training(MERT)
input initial parameter w,
input S -size training data Tr = {C, T}

generate X random parameters wy, ..., Wx
forx=0,...,Xdo
w'=w,
b_scr* = BLEU({rS, argmax; . (W, h(&;, fs))}?)
repeat
form=1,...,Mdo
d=1[00,...,0.0]
d, =10

w’ =Line-Search(d, w,, Tr)
b_scr’ = BLEU({r,. argmax ¢ (W , h(@,. fs))}f)
if b_scr' > b_scr* then
w=w
b_scr* = b_scr
end if
end for
W, =W
until no change in w*
if b_scr* > b_scr or x == 0 then
w=w"
b_scr = b_scr*
end for
return W
function Line-Search(d, w, Tr)
I={}
fors=1,...,5 do
for all &, € C, do
&,.m = (d,h(€,,f,)) //slope
&.b = (w,h(é,,£t,)) //intercept
end for
i=0
best; = argming ¢, &.m [/&.h breaks ties
X; = —00 l
repeat
i=i+1
bestib-8ub )
&s.m—best;.m

best; = argming . {
_ bestj.b=bestiy) .b
L™ best;y| .m—best;.m
until No more intersection points found

add(l, x’i)
end for
add(I, max(I) + €)
Xpesr = argmax g BLEU({r,, argmax; ¢ (W + (x —
ed,h@,, f)})
return w + (X5 — €)d

> Xi-1

> Xi-1

LBl — R TIEATINNT A—2 LT Z A ER LT X E
DINTGA—=ZN Lo TREERBELTWD. £72, M IRILD
T A= 2% LT, 1 RITT D line-search (2 & 2 Few{b 217
W, BLEU &b RE LERTETEEHR TS &0 ) 1EE
BNRG A= DN 2L 2D FETHRYVIELTND.

line-search Tl & TOFIFT — Z (295 K-best DfffE ST
LIZR LT & 572 1-best ZHIET 2 line 2RO TS, 1-best
ZHET 2 line ORDFITHEAMNTHE S slope DR H D 2K D
(B85 H %6 1T intercept DFEWVH D EFRS), ZOEMRICT L
TS x EEEDO/NSWR R EFFOEMREZRD, 4 EILZEOEMR
IZXF L CREDZR LD b x FEAEN K E WA RO THR/AND x JE
EERFOHEMEZIRSLE VW IMEEER AN RONDL LMD ET
MOIETZETITY. ZhEY, D a OE (x FEFEDAE) (2%t
LT, &2COHlT — #2815 K-best [ZF T 1-best 23K F
HDOT, &TOH 1-best N HEHR & 72 BLEU DfENHKZR K E 25D
LEDaERODIENTES.

FAETIZZ O Algoritml DIEEZICEH SNTZRTFTA—F T
HEFRRZ1TV, B Algorithml 217> T\ 5., ZOE#£%E ]
T A =B DOENIRL 0D ETHYIERT Z & Tk a1T> T
W5,

4 Minimum empirical risk Training(MerT)
i ) HH 70 0 1 I [ R &
F. 2 ->%

D XA, IFHAERET 5. Eiz, T —
2 DOEEE

S =((xiy1), s (y) €(2 x D)

L LTERY. ZZCTHERS P(x,y) O F CTHE F 23 abaknl 4
LR R Y 2 7)1

Rexp(F) = f% @A(y, F(x)dP(x,y)

L%, LinLBE, RO Plx,y) IRMTH 27203
T =4 8 INHRD HFERAY AT

1 1
Ranp(F) = 5 D Ay F(x)
i=1

PEEMETEEI D, ORI 27 /M
T2 LI E T 2MRITRRER U 2 2 fie/ME (Empirical Risk
Miniminzation) & FEEINLD. 2 2 CAlliT — & #8inswiz &
FNZ Ry DI/MED R,y OF/MEEFELIRNER EEZ D
&, Vapnik 52 X 28R Y X 7 F/MUJFEELA> 5 Support Vector
Machine(SVM) X = O &2 7= 2B IETH D LIRS,
Rewp \CIEAMETEZZE LB CERLEND. ARETHZ D
SVM % SMT O {bBEIc#EHT2 2 & 2E %2 5.

BER, SVM L2 7 T A5 SERMEE R O FETETH 1208, ¥
T T 7 AOFEREHEENH 2 0 7= DIZE 0—fk(k
D NAT P TN OO #1220 MerT ¢l Tsochantaridis
BT Lo THRREESN-S 2 5 24D 7250 Structural SVM OO
BHLT D,

4.1 Structural Support Vector Machine

AFEE 3 BB 2 ERLEFAKICIHT —2%2 T =
{(€1,r1),...,([E,rs)} & L, AT —% £, (k92 K-best /1D
5% Cy = 1{&,,...,8x) & LT Structural SVM % 2E & L7482
ZTFE MearT OERALZAT .
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411 V7 h~—2 Uil

Structural SVM TIZIER] & HICHTDH AT DFES (v—
VN ERRIZTDHEV) LI R K~ —V UV FEND
L2 EANLEAEH S5, 2 hudaisis — 2 o5 LCRIBS
BirfECThH D Z L xRELCERILENZbDOTHY, Y7 b
~— U U L TCIERRIE S BER FTRE AR BIET — Z ISk 5FR
HLEBT LD, FADERTHDL AT v 7B E #ROVTR
Kok ricERIbEns. =721, 6h, = h(r,.f,) — hé,.f,) &
T 5.

A 1y
. 2
min SIwE + < Zlf 3)

s.t. Vél S C1 \1'1 : <W,5h1> > 1_'5:1

S.t. Vés € CS \l's : (W,6h5> >1 —(fs

NEOIFZL2IEANLIHE 2T » 7 I E I L DRERAYY X2 Rowp
ZRRHCRMET 2B E > TE Y, VIFTEHHKE Y 27D
AT O NG A= LD,

4.1.2 Margin-rescaling

Tsochantaridis & X0 (3) Z Efl & H IR OE K Ar,, &) 1T
Lo TRy =)o 5 2 b aBEL TP gk
A, &) DREZ2Y U TR LTIV RERAT v 7 KO
ExE5257HThs. AR TIHFCY— IR L TAr—
Y > 7 %47 5 Margin-rescaling % i\ 5.

B! RN
: 2
min ZIwWIF + < Zf 4)

s.t. Ve € Cy\ry 0 (w,6hy) > A(ry,€) — &

s.t.¥és € Csg \rg : (w,Shg) > A(l's,és) - &

Margin-rescaling CTiZz (4) D &L 5 ICSHFR & RO A a7
D~v—TrThd 1 HBETAFr—) 7 LzETER LS
5.

I T1IO0H TN T HREEOT TROIRY 2L 2
LCWBIRIZEIT 5 AT v 7 B8O MHEIE

&= max{O,Amca)\( {A(ry, &) — (W, Shy)}}

THY, HROFTRLDEDPHFHFTE D LT Thas{b 217
YA, L3S & RRMET DL LD, I TE T AN,E)
ISR LTE > A, &) THY, L35 &1 L35, A, 8) Dk
R N - I G AV LN

AR TIE BLEU # W CHK A, &) RO X D ITEFRT H.
QX BLEU I X 2HED Ay — %2179 B LT 5.

A(ry, &) = O x{1.0 - BLEU(r,, &)}

L2L, ANLEBMRICKTHRMEORA T 255 T 5 2
LB TE W2, K-best DfftES C, DBt BLEU
WEVE & ZIEfEE LTI O®EZE TAITDENE

6hs = h(éj, fs) - h(éxs fr)

L ULCEMET %, FEIC BLEU IC X 244 HET 55812
& ZFIML

A(éz’és) = Q X {BLEU(ruét) - BLEU(rwés)}

L95. Zhik v @) o Ex

N
= + = s 5
min ZIWE + 5 Zlg 5)

S.t. Vé] € C] \ei< : <W, 6h1> > A(e’l‘,é]) - §|

s.t. Vés € CS \e; : <W,6h5> > A(e;,és)—fs
&%,

4.1.3 FaE bk

Structural SVM TIE—#RIZ 2 (5) D ik R o X I %
LT, SVMrmaO7e L 2RI L CRaE b Th S, L,
AR CIZE MBI ZEEMNICR/METE D LWV O RIS E -T2
MERT @ line-search % AT, X (5) BT 2 EREDEET
wib =17 5.

MerT O b2y MERT (231} % fciifb & e 558013 1 T
#F LI ER O

A€, €,) — (w,0hy) +a (d, ohy) 6)
e e —_———
intercept slope

ERDETHD. £, SVMI TS E 2 THEET
HDTIEFHRL, DEPEBIFTEHH7ZT 2R Y 27
L L CHEIKHICIEN LTV < Cutting-Plane-Algorithm! V% fi v
THaE b0 2 5 A3, line-search T & 2 fcid{k Tl
1-best(MerT Tizl (6) @ max) Z4ER L CHEEKZHET D
FRETZORFRIEEBR L TND.

4.2 1-Slack Formulation

KGO IES BOIET —Z I LENTENAT v 7 BHIN
EFe I 7= §S-Slack Formulation & 72> TW5. ZDOERHRTIX
sentence H7 D BLEU (2L > THANFFH SN D Z LT DM,
2 #iCRid L7 & 9 12i@%, BLEU (X corpus B C N-gram O
AUy MREER L TOHLERMEHZIT). £ TRATvIE
% 1 2721 €% T 5 1-Slack Formulation % VT, corpus .
A1 BLEU THMIBEHMNER TE D L 0TIEEITS. 2721,
(&, &,))) = 0 x {BLEU((r,, &}}) - BLEU(Ir,, &,})} &5 %.

A
Vlglflz%EIIWIl +& (7
1 S
N A Ak A S
SEY@, e E) e o ;<w, shy) > a((e;.&,)) - ¢

I (7) DOFE FEMETIARAITIE MERT 0228 By L2 IEHIE
HEBELELOLFRTE 2. ZZT2HGROMRDY & LT
M2 e OFIRFIEIT corpus HALD IR BLEU % Greedy £f
RICE->THET D Z L TRD .

bz BWTH (6) LV sentence HALD BLEU 23 Ao
I CEMPBINND Z L2 DH, ZZ TIREROEKE
MERT ¢ [FE££IZ3 (2) @ Log-linear €5 /V"C{T9. %7z, 1-Slack
Formulation ®# i b R#E Tl corpus Hifiz® BLEU % v T\
%78, S-Slack Formulation & (35720, SVMse 7o & OHER
ETERET D LIRS T,

5 325

5.1 KB

AR TR I AR — X ORI AEIER > X 7 A
Moses & L7, ¥7-, BRETF L GIzA++"?, 575
71213 SRILM D %238y — 1L b LTl L7-. Log-linear
ETVORMENL 14 T, 4-gram SFEET /L, HEERERMESE, )
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FERIESE, re-ordering(msd), AT o, HFESTILT 4 D)y
HRkD.

VB OXER 2 — /212 IWSLT2008 Tifitshi- b
D% V=, trainset IR 2 H XL EMFH L, EH/NT A —F D%
FNZIE devset4(#9 500 3¢, 7-references), 7 A M IZiE devset5(#J
500 3¢, 7-references),devset6(f) 500 3L, 6-references) % V> T
FERZ4T - 7. devset5 1% devset6 (2L~ TC devsetd (2T —
HTHD.

F72, MerT O/37 A —% LI PHEBROBERNS 0.01 £ L,
QI TPIEBRNSHELT10.0 THEHEL L7z, HART A—H2E
FOBD K-best HA3K1E 1000, T > & LT DI R D3
FA=HIT5 L LT

5.2 EERAE R
SEAl R & LT corpus A7 BLEU # AW CEREZIT-7-.
FERAER AR 1 ITRT.
7% 1 BLEU (T & 2 #IRGFA

devset5 devset6

MERT 19.58 24.92
MerT(S-Slack) | 17.76(-21.82) | 22.92(-A2.00)
MerT(1-Slack) | 18.83(-A0.75) | 25.17(+20.25)

1 75 §-Slack Formulation (Z & 2 il Cldii@ s © MERT
X2 &L LY DFRRBEENR TR ST LESTNDZ END
5. Ziik S-Slack Formulation Tl sentence Hifiz. > BLEU
B LB TR AT o TV =Y, Bl FERICB VLTI
corpus A7 TD BLEU Z HWCRHi L7 Z E RN TH 5 & &
oD, Tbbh, KE(LOBRIZERIT LTS BB E
EEEOFEAR SRR THW = REZE WD B - 72 72 O (b 23 6
UNTHERE L 72 o oD ThDH EEZBND.

XIZ 1-Slack Formulation (2 £ 5 fa@ iz DW Tk %, devsets
TIEMERT LY BB EDNMEL 22 o7eb o, T —& L
HED R E U devset6 TiE MERT LY & & WERRSE NG -
ZIUTIRE T MerT 2% MERT (ZH A~ CilsEE 5514 S HEHE
ERoTCNDZEERBLTND.

6 £t

7R T1X Support Vector Machine (22534 /= Log-linear <€
JLDEEEMerT 2R L7z, ZHiX BLEU Oz &8 L~ &
Rv—VUFRICHEASL DT, MERT OB FEZZ 0% %
EHATDZEMNTED.

1-Slack Formulation (2 & % F£ TIZEEARMIZ MERT @ HIYY
B L2 EAEZINZ 720 & LTHADZ L TE, FE
B SILINET — X 29 B8 259 5 & 5 7o {2345
bz, oL, FRESEE L OMEETIEL Y L MERT IC X
HEBFERDO T NT A M F—Z 259 % BLEU fE& # U B
HIENTETWEEEFAD.

ZODOJER & LT MERT CiiE# BLEU fEZ KL LT\ 5
DIZH L, EFIETIEHNBEE~D BLEU O%&F 50307k
T2 ERFETF NS, ZEMIT 5 H51EE L CTIEBLEU IZ &
LHEREAT—V U TTHERQERELTDHIENEZD
5. F£7z, Margin-rescaling Tid7e<, A7 v 7 B AKE A
sr—Y v /4% Slack-rescaling® 1% i\ 1 3 = & < BLEU filc
LHHEEELVERHTIZ LB ONS.

SOICARRBEFETEEFORMEMAMLTE L 72503, SR
~OFMEEHET L Z LN TERWED, K-best HADHF )
LZMRERA L L LSS 2 55, MERT T3z
AREFRIXOBMREE#Z B E LTV Holzx L, #\#ETF
ETIIBMR & MR cAMBENELEh s, %
BicRENECZEEZOND.

A%, B LR RFEOMBEA 4 Y% L, Buroparl V50
XU KRB a— 22 HWTEREZIT> TV FETHSH.

AE

AL NTT 2 3 2 =4 —3 g R REERTZEATIC B 1 %
EEEHO—BRE L TTolz. AEEOME 252 TTF&-72
[RISFE RS LA B — 8%, i Yedd%, WU NTT =23 ==
—a VRV EENIGUAT SN AT RICEGE L £ 3. FE
I 2 72 o THE, RHAWFIEEABL 4 (R E SRR IE: 15 SR 5s
IT %) OB &2 T 72
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