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NTWs. ZHNITH LU T Input Method &, F— AN
XU TRFERNC T S N Ed R e R E A E R I 1
5728, =a—J)VEHET NV EEMT ST, BF
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M1: =2—J)NVEEETFNE Viterbi 7a—5 1 v 7
1Z & % Input Method

WTHRETS 5. =a—F NV EFHEET I & Viterbi 73—
T 4 ¥ 272 & % Input Method ORE&ER %K 1 1245
T. 2 D=2 —FNR=ADV AT L LB, &
THREDR MV A Y ZIZZEETIVIHEREFD72DD
softmax JHE /> & 72 5. Input Method TRHEARZEIR
72 A2 xt 3 % softmax %R & @#fb§ 572012,
Rl t 1B 2 Ty NERE V, 2R T 25 IRGER
N (incremental vocabulary selection, IVS) &5
TR —FEREET L. V| LB, KOfERY A XD
1% K & /INE <, softmax DEEE V, IZRET S Z
LT, HREIX M EKIEICHIES 5 Z EBiIfFCE 5.

2 FER

AR L7z &k 512, =2 —FIVEFEE TV T softmax
DD .ﬂ“'ﬁﬂl NEBFEL U, FHIFERY A XK
SWHEGIZHE TH 5. Differentiated softmax [2, 4]
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XD EBERAHIEL CTWS. FHEEEN D> T
57—RIT74ATA—-X—T&, MHElLINEN
JBIZ & > TTRTDOEERITH T 2R FHE % W1
5 Zenfrbind (10, 6, 11]. HEEHEALTIE AR < XF
B T Z 1T S character-level RNN [8] 1%, #B#EY
A X% KEIZHESTZENTEEH, EFE2EUHA
FEXHEGETIIEER DT T VX FEDEFEITHART
HIIRh R AZ N X 0.

softmax D I A+ ZHIHET 2R DT 7o —F L LT
RO D 5. BWMBIER T, BEXPEA 505

&, BEFETICANGEDRERARIR S 2 ZeATE, ¥

v MEEE T softmax ZFH T 5 I N TES [3, 7).
7272L, Input Method D56, HELFERIZF— AN
Z ko TIRA TN 272012, OB R Z I
b9 B RMENDH B,

3 REFE

Input Method (Z 81} % F X722 F — AJiZx LT
Za—FI)IVEFEETND softmax B EZHIIKT 5 &
VGEFGEINZRE TS, 7L ITV XLz T7 LTV 41
IR, I LSTM RRED WX B 17 5 Bl R D
WA TH D, BERHATORERKZED7-ODH
& lookup #BEFL LT [ 2EHT 5. WKt $TDOA
IR (xgy oy ) T BT T 4 AFEHE D 1EZX 1O

EIIHHET B I N TE S,
¢
D, = U match(x;, ..., z¢), (1)
i=1

22T, B match() X, MAANRIIZT Y FT
2T RTOHERKRT. 7z 2, AJRSH [HLT)
EEZBHE, D TE, U], TUKL, T72] 12—
TEITRCOFFENE LS. Bl F o BATII N
B, WAt FTOANRINIHN LTI RTOATRER
HODHGEZ GUFRR V, 2RO & 5 ITHHET 5.

V=D (2)

KB (m—g,wy) % FEAM S 2 72 01T 6 B 70 R
plwg|m—)) FTTIZEHEIN, M TFryad
NTVBZeRHFEEINS. LAL, M2IZRT LS
2, V, BBREFRINDEDT, AiORKATHE I N
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1: Initialize:

B <+ beam size
IT < hypothesis dictionary
V samples from vocabulary

t <— current step t
2: V; < sub vocabulary with Eq. 2

3 Vi VUV

4: Vix < empty set

5: for k< t—1to1do

6: Viix < Vi U (Ve \ Vi)

7: Vi V4

8: Re-compute the logits on Vg for all past hyps
9: Evaluate II[t]
10: II[t] < best B hyps in II[t]
11: Update LSTM state for II[¢]
12: output II[¢]

softmax 3 IFHEE w ZEERVWIEARH L. [
%S9 5 121E, 9 TIZEHR E 17z softmax 437 TR
T TCWAEEIFHZBIET 2HERH L. BINIhi
FEFED logits # A RHZEMT 2 Z 22k, WEl kT
DEWHERZEIEST 5 Z LA TES.
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Y exp(h, Wy) + Y exp(h] W)
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V,\ Vi DRIQFERDAESTH S, EBIZIE, KK
ICARRT BN RS0, BERTRTOEED
MEE Vi 2B LTHS, ThoDlog T HT
FEHET 5.

BAIDAT Yy TOFEEIZDZ VNI VDT, TRT
DERPOH VT VT LY TRy bilERELTV
EUAT D, BWBIFICE T2 — L% —F L3
Iz, RIRHBOHRFEZ GBI ZFMT 2 0ENH
3. VeV, 2Tk THEORHREZEL
5.

BEREIRETI NS L, )] © B #EK0 LSTM
RIEEFEHT 5. BOEREKO [t AEHFEHR L L TR
xha.

4 RER

4.1 EBRHRE

BCCWJ 2 — A D 5.8M 3%\ T 3F1ifi 52 bk %
fiote. T—=Xty bD 70% %8, 20% %A%
M, 10% Z@HfiHICAE Lz, T—X &y MTHE
T2 611k #7320 B3ED 5 L HE EAL 50k 35 (ER
97.3%) % Input Method D% ¥ L7-. LSTM E&
ETNO¥EIE, Ny FH A X 384, dropout MERI
0.9, Adam FE/LDFHEK 0.001 TITo7z. HDIAA
BB IUORNEORIEBIZTZENE N 256 Xt & L7z,
7z, Viterbi 7a—7 4 V7O — AlEIX 10 & U7z,
4.2 FEEFTE

LSTM EFEE€ TN & n-gram SEETIMIC LS In-
put Method ZH#¥EE %, perplexity & XIEfR & T
U7z, n-gram SFEETNVIE, Hy bATELT
Kneser-Ney itz #/H U 72, fEMifER %2 £ 1127
. X1%2ABL, LSTM SiEE T VI trigram 538
EFIZX LT, perplexity & 68.11 225 41.39 N &
#40% HIPE L, 1-best IEfEERB LT 10-best IEfREE
ZNENH 10% WELTWDE I LDHERATE 5.
4.3 EEFE

LSTM S&EE 7V OB IRGEFERIZ L 2 ETHED
HII % AT U 72 ARFHETl, SEEE TV OMERGHEIC
MBI % s U 7=, LSTM E38E€ 7 )V ClE, LSTM
& softmax OEEI %, n-gram SFEETIVTIE, i
D look-up IZET Az NRLLTWDE., TT«
AR ENLFLEAN DIRIEVED @\ D T A & 13k
MUT-. EERRERIX, ¥—A bo—2 Z & OB Z
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PP topl | toplO
hit % | hit %
uni-gram 833.55 | 26.95 | 45.85
bi-gram KN 99.30 | 51.15 | 78.10
tri-gram KN 68.11 | 55.60 | 79.65
LSTM baseline | 41.39 | 61.20 | 88.30

model

10 2R R RAM ARG S

AT, F7z softmax IZE U2 HBERKREE HbOETRT.

F 2 IZFHHEiFE R 2 R Y. IRETFILTDH 2 BIRGERER
(IVS) A3, XR—=AF 1 > Ta % LSTM (LSTM baseline
w/ batch) @ 84 DB HEE 2 EH L TW5 Z & Al
BTED. 7L —204720D7 75 4 73R, 50k
DFEHET A XN UT, ErErREHETH - 72,
IVS ¥ —A bu—27 Z L2 A AR 3ms
TH Y, HAEAMEDEWT NS ZTH > THERHL
B RER L RV TH B, IVS IZ & D softmax (29
BB RMAKIBICHIEE 1, BELEHEIXIZEALY
LSTM BADHD &5 TWnd.

IVS 2, WS DRDY 7)) ¥ 7 FiEEEA U 72 3T
H17 o7, Y2 TINE400 T top sampling & uniform
sampling Z#H U 7254, top sampling @ A W3ENR
EDE N o7z,

Softmax DEE &% HIJK 3 5 fik & U T Differenti-
ated softmax 23® 2 H%, ARFLHD & 5 I FEEEB A K
EWVWEEITIE, ZOHIBHMRIIRERNTH > 72 (D-
Softmax[2], D-Softmax*[4]). FE%e#z M4 5 ke
LT, X% 5\ subword X—AD LSTM »% 5.
R g & HDIAARE %2 FNZE N 1024 ¥Rot, 512 IRT
EL7XFER—AD LSTM (FEHeE 3,717) D FLfi %
7o 7z (Char LSTM) #%, AJIAY Y RXR AT TIEX
FR—-ZADT T —FIFBEHRENEL, E—LaP 1 X
Z50 FTREALTCHEHALMELZNRL Z LMW TER
» o 7z (Char LSTM w/ large beam).

5 &bWIC

Input Method 1%, HAGEXHEGEREDAIICE
WTHRLSTEHBRSBWEDTHY, £F—AhB Lk
U UTEBERD 5 L 32 RE<ERZ-T

Ly — 254 X350 IZHESNTWS.
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total time | softmax time | top-1 hit | top-10 hit
model

(ms) (ms) (%) (%)
tri-gram Kneser-Ney 0.0025 - 55.6 79.6
LSTM baseline w/o batch 526 513 61.2 88.3
LSTM baseline w/ batch 87 84 61.2 88.3
Char LSTM 63 21 53.2 79.8
Char LSTM w/ large beam *! 152 55 54.4 85.2
D-Softmax 38 35 60.8 86.8
D-Softmax* 37 35 60.9 87.5
VS 3 1 58.8 86.9
w/ top sampling 4 2 60.1 88.2
w/ uniform sampling 4 2 58.9 87.2
w/ self-norm 3 1 60.1 88.2
non-incremental VS 11 2 58.8 86.9

20 SO RPAM RS R

LES. ARTIE, n-gram SHEETIVIVEEDOEW
LSTM S#EET IV EHARBEDOATIAY v RIZHEHT 5
Z e EME L7z, LSTM S3E€ 7V, softmax D
HQWMEREOR ML Ry 72 R B 0, BELULZFER
FEEGEIN (IVS) 12k b, R=ZAF 1 > D LSTM SiEE
TN FEREDOHERMRFLERNS, 1 7L —0%72D
SREETIVHEERMZ 3ms (2 E THIRT 5 Z 2 n T
STz I, HERIEA R Y 2 DFNA ATHEBLEE
BUTICATIAY Y R&[FEDS Z e TE 2 FEMAAHER
LRLVDOEETHEENZS.
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