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% 2: BLEU 12 X 2 BIERAS 3

Bl cz-en de-en es-en fr-en
VAT AN 14.09 1562 21.79 16.79
K| 23.44 2410 29.97 29.17
CN 23.70 24.09 3045 29.15
CFy=oo,h=c0 2413 24.18 30.41 29.57
CFy—oo,h=2 2414 2458 3052 28.84
CFy=c0,h=1 2401 23.91 3046 29.32
CFy=5,h=c 2393 23,57 29.88 28.71
CFy=5,n=2 2382 22.68 29.92 28.83
CFy=5n=1 2377 21.42 30.10 28.32
CFy=4 h=oc 23.38 23.34 29.81 27.34
CFy—4,n=2 23.30 2395 30.02 28.19
CFy=4,n=1 23.23 21.43 29.27 26.53

23S Ty SOV (h = 1)

ZFER | cz-en  de-en  es-en  fr-en

CN 2,222.68 47,231.20 2,932.24 11,969.40
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CF,—5 254.45 651.10 302.01 477.51
CF,—4 286.01 802.79 349.21 575.17
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