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1 LI

e FBSIREIER T, HEDHGE»r S %5 7L —X
MIOBERIERZGIH L, HINSREE L CHEb) 2580 &
%3 E)ICHNELZETFNVICE BRFNGE 7L —RAD
BEIZ1T9, 71— AX—ZAEWHIER (phrase-based
machine translation, PBMT)[8] 23/ < H\w 5 41T W
%. PBMT EEIRE TN OYEEVBEGTHY, %<

S THRIVCEETORRDARETH 5 —77, THHE
) - SEEEN RO ICZ L E W) TN b H 5,
T, WAREZETNIC K 2 REEED I~ Z R D
HEEDHEETH D, gk L HAGED X ) ICFEIESK Z
CHLZ 2 SEENCIIRIFKEMET 5 2 &6
Tw3,

2T LT, BRSNS — VTSR DI R D
&2 0 DG — ABRHER [24] 1&, SUEREED K E
Wi 2 FEERC B WT PBMT L O b IEfEARFIR % 92
T2 2% 0, MaERX—AFERO T S REH
DHDOREX @ E Tz, RIAARERSGE (STSG)[3]
IZHED < T2S(Tree-to-String) FHER [9] 13, FEALER &
Wi 2 2 W ICAT ) WISy — v 2 f§ 5 2 & T,
FEEASK E B2 2 FRERNC B VLT b SREE D> D
ZRISAIRECTH 5. — /7T, REUBNTORERZ v
TRERZAT 9 728, FRIBDREEE IR ETin DREELIC
RELSMEAET 5, %H - HIEREROHERICE T, X
DHEDEWEITE TV Z WS 2 &T, T2S OFIR
FEEEDS £ 2 & L S NTE D [16], WECENT
MOREIZEELZELED DL R>TVD,

RESCIRIT DIEIE % D 2 72 DYl > H H 7% Tik
& LT, HEAH (self-training) 23281 645 [11]. H
CEE T, 3L DB ED T TIVIC X O RESU#T %
T, ZOFERZHWTETVOFEE 21T, FY¥
BHLETMIC K DRESURT 2179 2 & T, bTase
DT —F ~OHIGZE T 2R 6 1, TG
W ET 2%, McClosky 5%, HO2EEIC X b RIS
DIAE DRI X B KA D bi-gram DIFENTHEE DA L
L2 s, BEAGEEDSEE & 5272 5 URCHNn s &
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FICHEMTHD EWME L T0D 12, 2D &) L
fEtTan o H O3 E, MRz VTR 2179 6t
ER—ZABROKEEN LISV EFG T2 EEZ 5N 5D
Z DFEE BRI OB TIIREE S LT VL2,

Z ZTARMIETIE, T2S BIRRIC B 1T 2 WESU#res o
HOEHORRIC OV CGREZTTH . FERCIid®kH-H
PERERZ W R E L, 2 DDHEM Y (FE3T - Wikipedia
AU NG ET . EEROME, WURENTEOH
CFEICE D T2S DRSEIRE M LT 5 2 & W0
mI N,

2 Tree-to-String 85K

T2S UL S FE X DR TR R 2 FIH T % 2
T, 2 SREMOBIRZ AR SEIGEIC K DR 5 C
EWTE, IEMERRERDREE 2 5. By — ik
PBMT @ X 9 ICHFEFITIE K, BB x 2&0 L —
WHFIH L TR SEXDOW I AROME & L TR
2. UM oL, ESHZRELR 250 NP 281708
Y —VICEEEATED, x0, x1 1Y T F 2 EH
DR B Y — v AR OMER 2 Z 8 L CIRCE 4
BT 5.

S (x0:NP ) ( VP (VBD hit) (x1:NP) ) )
—x0 1 x1 2§

SO AR%E v 5 2 & TR 72 <
%Ay FbdHh, WREMINSSHDE I ETH
FUCHEEZ R D i S 5. — 4T, HSURNTOR
REFICEHTORY — v BT 2720, FHTUREEDHE
XIENTERDORE KA L TLEI E VI TAY v b D
b5,

DX RIEREZRENT 2 FEL LT, HEOM
XARDIER % —DDIE T 7 7 W& TIREF L 7§ U %
AJ1E LTH % F2S(Forest-to-String) #HER [13] %%
HoH, UKD, WL ODLDORESIRDBIRDTH 6
FEEDE T 21T 9 72 & ORESURITRE R 218 IR T %
C EDYH[REL 72 B [25].

All Rights Reserved.O O O

Copyright(C) 2015 The Association for Natural Language Processing.
0000000 O0O0oOooobOoooa



3 BXEiflcklT5ECFE

WESCRNTIC B 1T 2 HO 23 ISP 2 928k, Char-
niak KX D WO THESINTED, WSJ] a—,%2
[10] 1T & b 238 S N7 WL SR E B3R (probabilis-
tic context-free grammar, PCFG) 1% L TH 4 H
PiTolt TABEORERIR N7 LT
35 [1]. 7z, iER{bAREASCGE (lexicalized tree ad-
joining grammar, LTAG) ¥ X 0VGE#&(l PCFG 128
WTIE, BEURNTE TV DB T — I DN E vk EIC
BOBEPIEEI NS HDOD, +okBEDT—7IZk
DEEINLET VISR L TZHOYEE OS5
s\ 21), UK LT, McClosky 137 X)L
LDOT—% 2R R 5 2 & T, gEdefl PCFG
DIEEZHACFEICIDEHEL T3 [11]. ZoFE
T, WSURNTRESRD n-best DV 7 v F ¥ 7 %17\,
ZofEREZACFEHICHOTW S,

—J}i T, PCFG-LA (PCFG with Latent Annota-
tions) (3 HOEEIC X > THRNTKE R E S 1 B3
2ETNELTHISNT WS 4., PCFG-LA Df##T
KX, FE b PCFG & HER L CH O HIC X 2
FHOMWRPKEL, RBEOTF—FICkoTEHEINE
FIACHT 2R b RENT S, ZoMEfE LT,
PCFG-LA ’EFSERET L TH -0 HCEEICH
W ARESCRDKEEEDSEZ 2R, EM 73 Y R4S
L0, EfARLHBITARK L 7MSCORDW 0> & 4
BXFEHAZEETE L 2 EEFEIT TS, AT
1%, ZNhZzEE 2 CPCFG-LA I L CHEEH %17
VW, HEER—AFEROKEICRIE T HEZHE T 2.

4 MEHEBERICEITSECPE

A TR R 72 H 2B EIC X B ESURTREEE DR | &
FATHIZE [16] I X DG ST\ %, BESURITIEEEDS
et — ABERIC ST T B2 BB T 5 &, WT
OIS IRE S I QUEIEN i o o X N A C E S i
b EEZOND, KUETIE, ZoRRz2ERL
T2 LETFRHNET .

R — AWFUC BT 2 HIHIZEZ O MBI £7
EL Z5\v0hs, BREEWRITIIZE E LT, HANE~E
Z [23] IS 2 HESURNTER IS L TH D EE 21T,
PBMT OFFRIEEE % ) - S 705 %1TF 613 [6).
ZOWETIE, EEOHAEE I A TRENE S E
(targeted self-training) DOPEFHAZHLH ANTE D,
BB DRESURHTIA D > & SFRE~RE 2 DREEDS IR
bE 5 bDEERL, FURTEZ HEEH 217
TWw3, WEICLBE, AOYHIETEDHHRERL,
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# 1: KFTT * NTCIR7 »F— % NR

KFTT | Words (En) Words (Ja) Sentences
train 10.6M 10.9M 430k
dev 24.3k 26.8k 1.17k
test 26.7k 28.3k 1.16k

NTCIR | Words (En) Words (Ja)  Sentences
train 99.0M 117M 3.08M
dev 28.6k 33.5k 0.82k
test 44.3k 52.4k 1.38k

BECEEIC X D ER 20 LB RETH 5. A
WHECIRER O H OB ICERZz A, FROE
DIFGEEN— AT L THR/ SN2 EZ1T .

5 SEERRVETE
5.1 REREM

FERIIEH - HEEERZ R e L, 587 ) —H#ER
% 227 (KFTT)!, & X O NTCIR-7 FriFHEmEiE 7
Abravryay 2] DEHFRT—7 2 Hlvi, %
Bir—2IcBALT, 8T —% (train), FET—%
(dev), TA LT =% (test) DFffllZ R 1 1TRT,

T2S 13 Travatar [15] 2 ICFEEIN TV LH0% T
7 3V F OFGETH I, BEET 74 X v P25y —
JLE LT Nile [20] 2 2R\, HIWSiETH 2 HAGE

BEGE 7T VIE SRILM[22] % i\ T 5-gram TH#E L
7o, FEERICEH T 2BER L IX, BLEU[18] & RIBES[5]
D 2 OO HBRHIREZ ATl > 72, SKFEEDOHA
\& BLEU 28K & % % X 91 MERT[17] % v T
WAL L 72, HAGEDHGEE I KyTea * 27z,

RESCARMTIZ PCFG-LA €5V [19] & Hv> 72 Ckylark
[26] ° 1T X DT> 7, WEEEE X O HAGEORESUENTIC
&, WSJ a—,82[10], JIDC a— SR [14]iIckbh zhn
FEBInE T V2GR, IDCIERHZIFa—
NATH 570, Travatar DY —)L¥ v MMIEEND
FFEL— L& LT PCFG-LA %38 b1 72 5
WAL 72 6, MESURbTER O H 281X, WSJ/JDC
DET ML DN S N7 KFTT & NTCIR @ train
F=yDAREHTITo7, HEEBICHWSE T—%
i train 7 — % D LA 5k~50k F TEL S ®, KEAF
2B 2 RS L 2 3l L 72,

5.2 SRERRER

FRE R 2R 2 1T, RROKTIE, 7—FALb
Ty T VG IE N EHOTR=2F 4~

Ihttp://www.phontron.com/kftt/index-ja.html
2http://www.phontron.com/travatar/
Shttps://code.google.com/p/nile/
Anttp://www.phontron.com/kytea/index-ja.html
Shttp://odaemon. com/?page=tools_ckylark
6ja-adjust-dep.pl, ja-dep2cfg.pl
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# 2 HU¥HO T -8R EYH - HREFERORE

KFTT(EnJa) NICIR(EnJa)  KFTT(JaEn)

BLEU RIBES BLEU RIBES BLEU RIBES

WSJ/JDC (Baseline) | 21.91 71.63 39.73 79.16 19.91 67.74
self-training sentences (k)

5| 21.53 70.94 32.36 76.39 20.37 68.04

15 | 22.05 71.97 41.20 79.80 20.30 68.16

20 | 22.53 72.24 41.14 80.50 20.49 68.14

25 | 22.14 71.55 36.01 77.78 20.40 68.82

30 | 22.23 71.57 41.19 80.32 20.48 67.90

35 | 22.34 72.04 41.12 80.10 20.51 68.59

40 | 22.17 71.89 40.99 80.19 20.63 68.58

45 | 22.70 72.28 41.51 80.23 20.86 68.23

50 | 22.37 72.26 40.96 80.43 20.59 68.67

4 BECbTER O H OIS X % 58 HBIER O AR O g4l

source e comprises  a

plurality
an electrically insulative housing 97 as shown in the figure .

of

male contacts 98  aligned in a row in

Reference M o k92, Mg "oy 7 97 NICHE a2 98 % S 45 L T Bk
I3,
Baseline Wl o MM arvy sy 4 i By X ¢ AKX I "3 k9 I

BR B E D NPy 97 98 o MR S T w3,

self-training 45k o~ § k9T,

sk o N9 7 97

i — gl AlE e W o

B 9y 52k 98 5o MR ST L B,

2 3: NTCIR(En-Ja):45k O 7 A b 3§ % %5548
DRELCRDKGE

self-training sentences (k)
F-measure

20
85.64

25
74.83

30
88.57

EHE U 7GR, BT BEDSR O S i BfiE 2 R
LTw3 (p<0.05).

FEROFER, SBIERY 2 7 12 B\ TSRt H 2
I D BLEU & RIBES 23] L L7, 2z nddE
BgettIc 81T % BLEU 13K T, KFTT(En-Ja):0.79,
NTCIR(En-Ja):1.68, KFTT(Ja-En):0.95 XA >~ + L
7L 7z (Baseline vs self-training 45k).

—hT, MAEEIREINRVEELLHES
7z (ex. NTCIR:25k, KFTT:25k-30k-40k-50k). # 3
& NTCIR(En-Ja) I2&\» Tl d BLEU 230> - 7
self-training 45k D7 A P X Z LR L L7- L DK
AR BT BHESORDREEZ R L T 3 (Evalb? 12 &
DEHY). BIFUEEEDMKD> - 72 self-training 25k D&
THZB VTR F LIRS 2> TE D, HOEYH
WX BFEPESNTWRWLWI EBTL S, KT
1%, train 7 —F BT L ENDITER 2D F FHECUE
Wran DA ICNCTE D, BITEEOmN LIcEFE$
27— 8 AR TE Ty, BT (4]
D &) ISR ER DR EE I 2 7 — 8 ZiEIR L,

"http://nlp.cs.nyu.edu/evalb/
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RIS L TRE L RRDBB oD L) 1Kk D LEZ
55,

5.3 BCEEOMR

F A HBR ORI OS2 7T, RSO 5
DHEAFIC X > TRB DO THEEED & 9 L4sltoiR
HoUENS SRS, K1 13K 4 DFSELD
TESCRMTRE ST H 5. Baseline I8 1) BHESCKRIT 45
fiJ “male contacts 987 732 DDLEANICHREENTL
EFoTw328 (M 1(a), HEFHEICKD 1 DDA
DG E LTIEL  f@fr Sz (K 1(b)). ks
FIFZE [12) THE STz L 912, WST & NTCIR
2B WTHERE 2 SURTHAT O EAED TG H
M ELZERTHZ EEZEZOND, 2D X)) RHEUR
BRSO M FIZ & > TRIERE 7OV OREEERFIC X D B
BB 2SI, BB SE SN L E A 5.

6 &HHHIC

AWFZETIE, T2S BHERIC I T 2 RSO R0 H CW2F
HORPIZ O THGREZ T > 7. HOEEH ORI
IZKE W E EINB PCFG-LA € FVIC X B RECfapTas
ZH, 22008RY 27128 \WTHEH - HERR%
o7z, WEU@RTaR o B A2 E oRhH 13 T2S B
R b e n, RIEOBEDA ET 2 2 L3R
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/\
NP PP VP
/\ /\
PP NP IN NP
IN NP N‘P VP NP N‘P
/\ /\
JJ NNS C‘D JJ NNS CD
male contacts 98 male contacts 98
(a) Baseline (b) self-training 45k

B 1. HOYE I X 2R O 8GE

Iz, SHROFBEE LT, o SER F2S FERIC
NI BRROMGEEE FEL T3, £, TR T
FENHCEE ORI INTE D, HiE—2AF
AU LTI D &) A Z WS 2 EHFEZ T
E7\0,

g'l.

i

REFFED— i, JSPS BHfFE 25730136 DB %
TN L 7z,

SE
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