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W% 3] T12)  Graham Neubigf'P)  Sakriani Saktif! 7 #3Ef

BE : 7L —AXR—Z2FFTUB VT, FFTUEEZ L9 2% 20 ICHEEERE A ickg Rl o Fik
PREZIN TS, FIZIFTEHBITUCE T, BiEE HARFEOEIICE DV %W~ 2 WP, HAGED
B 2 LURGE 2 7 A $ 2 W% 4T 9 Head Finalization[1] 1%, 7 L —AX—2AFIROKE % K
BICBEET 2 2 2PN T WS, 20X ) RENHTABSEE O EIcERT 2R E LT, 71—
RAR=AFIROWARFZETNORFI LRFHERFZIC X 2WEDETSNTEL, LrL, 774X
v FRBEOWER, BLBIE O A X 2 BIERIEREEE S Head Finalization DEELEETH D, Ih
SDOMPIE 7L —AR—ZFHRICB->72bDTIE R WEEZI NS, 2T, AfiTld Head Finalization
DEHEHEPEDOBRERFREEICHRL TR 202 EEL, WA 2 ORED I 2 WifiEE R — AR

it i

XL THARTH 2 0HEZT ). FROFR, ¥

TRIFUSEED 0 B9 2 2 & 2R L 72,

1. FU®IC

ABEIER T X, HBOHE» 6K S 7 L — A0
BERtER 23R L, HIVSEREE L CEYIAEHE 5 £ 9
CWEANFZET VT K DR 7 L — A DB#E %2119, 7
L — AR — 2 HEMEIIR (phrase-based machine translation:
PBMT)[2] 235K Hw s T3, PBMT 3EERE T LD
FEPEZTHY, L OZENTHCKEZ T 5 —
Ji, TEREW - HEEMN R EROW S ICZ L & v ) REN b
H5., ZOMEZMRL, BFHEEZm ESE 57201,
NS DIERE AW HIEZ EH  2 FEIREINT
Vwa, B2, BEEoiRE2E L CHINEEE L O RS
A2 HY 29 < T 2 EILEE [3] 5, ZaloEOA—2 - B
FADTEREA D RS 9 7 D OHTALEL [4] 72 12 & b B L
D ELTED, MBI O GRS TV 5,

FHCHEH ST 2 HTAB D —- & L CHEFNERE 2 [5)
DBEIFS5N5, PBMT OWRKEZE TV, REROI
REZIERZ EMEICHET 2 LrREETH 2 2 L0 5,
gk & HARGED & 9 IREIEAK & { 272 2 SRENCIEBIR
WEMET S 2MEbH 2. 2070, HEEXZHNS
BTG EENEN M OV 2 2 AT R 2 LTS
PBMT (2 X 2BER%Z1T9H 2 & T, BTG KIR 12 88 =
N5 EDHBENTWS, Head Finalization[l] &\ 9 F
HEix, EHBIFICE TR RREENITUBFETH D,
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R — AR U CHERIRTALBE 2 8 9% 2 &

SR OMEN G IOy =it ko
T, PBMT OFIFEEREENICIA L9 5 2 L2316 4
T\ %, Head Finalization DB DOF T, JEFED F
A DORRBICEE S & 2 FHEF AR ICHEH S
Twb, Lo, HEEEXEHARGEISEVEEIIEREZ 5
WBDIAC S, X BAGEISESCE T 5 720w i Dl
bk, BUEAIODFEA &\ o FEEIEORRME & 1ZBIRD 2, HEE
WK 2RI DT> T g, 2D &) RIiRZFZDAD
PG EERBEE L Lo TR AEARH ), o Dk
FIRTALEIC X 280583 PBMT IfR> b D Tld v &%
A6,

PBMT DA OBIER T & LT, SCORESRMTRE SIS
DOTHIERZ AT ) B — AR 6] 25 5. G — A
BRI RS 2 AREERIRTALER & LTI, BESURDZERIZ X -
TOMBEBEHREHFET 74 AV FOMNIEERET 570
DOHIIE [7) BREI N, FFEE 2R ELIETws,
AR — ZFHFUS R LT b ERE AT O A 81 3R 8 S
TED, BB L 72— s o MBS, BRI
BIS 2 BB O IC OV T O MEET 2 RHhasd 5. Ly
L, MEBEN—AFRTIREARBFZAMEOME G D,
RNt R N 53 2 S E Gz o 7B ABE T H 5
ZED 5, HEENRIAE AR U B8 £,

Z ZTOARRTIE, V=IO BT % R
R—AFFUHER T %2 2 L 2METT 2. BN, Head
Finalization OAUIEAE OREEE PBMT OFIFUEE DM
FICEHBRL CO 202 BEET 2 & &b, HiER— A
BRI L C O FAED MBS ENTH 2 %20 5, &
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5z, Ta—FRICHw HEE LCENT2RE, V7
FflFE LT — 2 lh AN GE OIS IZ D W
THWET 2. EEFCTHWAL Y A 7128 2 HHTRT,
Head Finalization 12 81} 2 WOV 2 DAt O S PBMT
OFFHEDOM EICHFSE LTS 2 E2HERL, MiEX—
ABHFRIZH LU T H Head Finalization D #taaETALIE,H
MTHD I EDRThoT,

2. Head Finalization

Head Finalization 1%, 3EHBEFRIZE T 2 3QEOA—F %
AL 22FiEThHD, BibT 2 HAGEO BFHIEMEICHED
(VTN =N K BAREEZ &, HEREREICBIT 240
%179 . Head Finalization 1T & - CHIH X 7 9535
L HAZEDONRT — % 2T PBMT OFREF L 2%
He 52T, MFREESRENICH BT 5.

2.1 BAFEOFFHFREMICEDSUNER

YEFEIZ X9 % Head Finalization O %2 X 1 12K
9. Head Finalization D% Z UHE, HARFED FF#F
B, EFEREMT 2FEOBTICEIN D L) BN R
HWEAMNL2bDOTH D, HEEORSIRDKIEK G, — F
CBWT, 201/ —FOhoTERZRKEICBEISE S &
WHILDTH S, K1 ORKRTIE, FEFELA-OTVREHH
FANDOEE KR TRLTED, ZOEENT/ — FDSiH
THdEZICANFZZITH. B, Bty VP(HRE
D/ —F)DFEFHFTHS VBD 2 KRICBEHIE S LT,
“John hit a ball”(Original English) %% “John a ball hit”
D & 5 I HAFEFEIED 955 (Head Final English) IC & #2 X
na,

2.2 BERICBIT DU
Head Finalization TIZ,
D 3 ODIIEELTH

(1) HEELBLE DR A

(2) &l “a”, “an”, “the” DHIFR

(3) HEL

(1) BB O AL, GRS WIEZ RS 2 LT,
BHERIF O BIG O RALHREIC 2 L2 HMWE LTV 3,
BRI, BCBEHRE2RAL T, HAEOHYE] T3
M3y (F) 2 T2y (HIUKE) ICHU T 20T D 3 D0l
A EAT 5.

o va0: X0 FEEB)E O F &I

o val: ZDfhDBEF DB

o va2: Bhad o Hikg G

X 1 OFTIZ, B “hit” OFEE %3 “John” DHEA
WCFKE LT 2 va0, HINFEE &2 “ball” D% AICHN
WaEM5T 2 va2 AT 5,

72, HAGEICIIHEFADFES T, AioiER

FEDMARFEZ EBIRD BT

Zic X 5

2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2014-NL-217 No.5
2014/7/3

Original English

John hit a ball

Reordering Head Final English

John a ball hit
Add Japanese Particles
John a ball hit
va0 va2
Singularize,
Eliminate Determiners
John == ball hit
va0 va2

1 Head Finalization 34

B E RO 720, (2)(3) DRBEZTT, KD H
KFES LW RERT 52 LT, HEEMNGEZID ST
5. oD $NTEM T % 2 &T, “John val(wa)
ball va2(wo) hit” &9 HAFFIEWXBEFL NS,

3. MEN—AER

fran X — ARERIE, COWSCE#HRZ VTRl 2179 F
HETH 5 (6], Mab~N—ABHRTIE, BIRAY —2 2/
RO ROWEGEZFAVCTEZ 5%, 7L —AX—2H
NEDBWORFEZZIEMIIT) 2 E2TES, DUT, HiE
R—2ZFRO FT b TS FEM O R ORECEHRE vz, [
WIARERCE (STSG)[8] 1239 T2S(Tree-to-String) #H
FUZ oW TR 3,

T2S #FUIE B X O URTRE R 2 FIH 2 2 & T,
CEEMoPRE MEENSREGIC K DA 5 2 EWTE,
IEHER TR IR E 72 . BRSNS — 17 L —AR—2
BIARD X 5 ICHFEFITI3 7%, BB x 2 &L — Vb FIH
L CHSEXOMa ARG L L TEREENS. Dol
1, EEHANER 250 NP 28F Sy —VICHEESA
TED, x0, x1 IS TEF 2 EMOMHR LBy — VA
ROMERZ B L CIRCEERT 3.
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S ( x0:NP ) ( VP (VBD hit) (x1:NP) ) )
— x0 13 x1 27>
REEX DI ARE VS Z L TR »ID 2 RS
A0y bbb, REREMINS %5 T L TRIFUCLEE
iR S A S N5, —T5C, WESURNTDORTR 2 HICHIER
NG =V ZERT %70, BERKEEED SR ST & DO REEEIC
ELTLEI LI TAY Yy b H B,

4. MBNRN—ABRICH T S Head Finaliza-
tion MDEF

2 fiiTiiX7- X 912, Head Finalization TIZHEE LD
REEZDIMC S, BUDE oA, HEaoHk, BBk
Vo RIS LD o OB S ToTED, 7L—X
R—2ZFRUNDFERTEICE WTH Z ORI T
%. AR TIEIHEER—ABIROHTYH, FSFHORE
[ % T2S FHFRICH L T Head Finalization Z A3 %,

FERTIE, T2S O L U CEA L 284, BFUS
Y —vDHRMEE L TEML 725680 2 DODFEOLR L i
POz,

4.1 T2S X9 2 HERTNIE

PBMT icxf L T T 2856 L HERIC, R1ITRT 2D
DRI Z T2S ORI E LCHEAT 2, DT, 2o Dl
B WM L RS N2 2RI O W CHEIlIS B R 2,

|1 T2S \ISHEM T 2 HEEAIATAEE
QLPE 4, JLBRNES
HAGED TREREIEICIHED WA 2
FELBE A, WE IR, B8k

Reordering

Word Processing

4.1.1 T2S Df=HDEFIAENREZ

Reordering 1K 1 12/ L7z & 912, HAFED BFREEZE
PEICHD VT, HEEX % HAGEOGEIIC AL 2 LT H
%. PBMT & \F 2L, JHEE X2 HWSEDEIE
ISV B 2 T, WA ETFNITET 3 EHEEoEIHE
BEIMEEENT 2 HIVTHW Wz, —5T, T2SIZE
\J BRSNS — VI3 S EE X O R DOMEE & VT ERBL
ENBED, MSHEDEENPKE B 255 THIHNE
Z DOMEIZ D 72 {, PBMT OB413 EHFIERE A
DRIRIFIFTE I,

LU, SHEOEAF 2 S FHERIR I~ 2 [ 2 52 A1 3
LAY, BERE 7V EBR ORI LICHERS 2 2 &
NEZoNS, HZiE, IBM Model  HMM 72 £ D HiiE
X% T 2 Tk [9] EEEIEICHR BB N T W B o,
TEEMOBIAINEDL T EIL BT IA AV FEENK
EDHIFCE L. COBEEZLFFBEOR LIcEF ST 57
O, AL E LCEHT 3.
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Original English

2 Word Processing Di# %l

4.1.2 T2S OfcHDHFEICET B 0E

Word Processing %, Head Finalization 12 ¥ 1} % 5Ll
g o s oA, a0 Hlkx, BREAL oL 21T 9. Word
Processing DA% X 2 (2R T,

FEDBhER DR A, TR OHIERTIX, i SOR D2
WIRZAT > T 5, BUBIFI O AT, 2.2 8ilIRL 7
3 ORI “va0”, “val?, “va2” Zf#&m/ —F &L
T, R 2 — F VA L by 5, X2 oflcld,
g “hit” DEFEL S NP / — FORRBICEKZH57
% “va0”, HINGEEL 7% NP / — FORREICHWIEZ {45
T2 “va2” AT 5. EFEDOHIBRTIE, #hi/ —F “a”,
“an”, “the” & &b DT / — FZHIKRT 5. floga,
“a? % DT / — F L L BHICHIFRT 5.

Word Processing 13 PBMT IZ#A 9 % 84 L Rk, 9%
FESCIT R B 2 A ) AR HARTE IS I8 W & HIFR§ 2
WIRZATH 2 &T, TN DHUFEICEIT 2 FERIkRE %
52 EZHBELTWVS,

4.2 WAREBZIL—IVICRESERINY —2ICHT 2RHED
NI

411 8Tl & T, T2S TIFEEEIKRE S Bz 25
N EHOIEEATY, B ICE T 2 MEOMEND
B, 2D, “EHEROFEEEZEDT % 7 O O
& L T Reordering Zi#HA L Tb, WRHZDREEIKIF
kg2 2 iR TE R, 2 TANIE T, AN
BAN— VIR IR Ay — iR L TERE2BINT 3,
Wi 2N 7 REEE 2 R i0E, T2S OBIERE T vIck
W, BEDM RIS ORI Y — > 2T 2 fEEE L
L CHIHTE 2L D 5.

PBMT % T2S #liRTi%, HFFEX f 2352 5 N7,
ETORRENE ¢ oh»romB EEBLNLRE e 23K
b B0z, BEFRKEE O FIcL o4 2 FEE%Z W T,
AEFIZE T VIC k> TERET 2. (1) Kk T, h()
Fw X hEAPTENE M IOtoREREKTHY, 3
ET MR, 7L — ARIEER, GEALBIEER L v o
TRy — v D R UL 2451 2 DIz > F D H
WHls,
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RS BHER

PP

o G =

x0:JJ x1:PP
B 3 FMExEmy 28y —v

+£ 2 NTCIR7 57— R

Average
Dataset | Lang Words  Sentences
length
. En 99.0M 3.08M 32.13
train
Ja 117M 3.08M 37.99
En 28.6k 0.82k 34.83
dev
Ja 33.5k 0.82k 40.77
En 44.3k 1.38k 32.11
test
Ja 52.4k 1.38k 37.99

exp(wh(f,e))
e exp(wTh(f,e))

A4 TlE Head Finalization DR Z )L — W IZHES
ﬁ]]nﬁ'/\ﬁ— W L THT 72 2N A ) % HF-feature %

BMT %, Head Finalization @jfl’\ﬁx_}l/—)bti HAGE

ée = arg max

(1)

D EFFBEMICHE D W TG R HAGEOFENIE DT 5
72, BEUEER LD DRI V)HZ). Z DR

A= AZHEI IR Y — IR L TEMN 2 52 23 &
D, FEINI T2S OFF Y — v DT, ZFiEDHGE
WRREZE L bDEZ I TRVLLDEXATZ Z &
HH[EEIC 72 B,
BAKRIZIZ, K3 DX, FHEEMDEDIAIC Head
Finalization 2@ L 2oL — L E ¥ x 0N L, HIY
SHEMON—NVEE x DD T 2HF Y — okt
L T HF-feature 2387 5. KEE-HINSFEMTL—L
R x DA OISR ) — F OBEENIEEZ IS 2 L TE R
Wz, V= LVEE x DD 1 DT OB Y —vizown
TR EDEMEITD A,

5. HER

F2EBiCl%, Reordering & Word Processing D HIALIE DA
AADEICE D, PBMT OBRFREED & DR L 275
LT %, T2S I/ LTk 2 D DRI & HF-feature
DBMDOMAG DRI L 2HHREE L AR5,

5.1 REREMH

F2Bi T — &1 1E NTCIR-7 R aT MBI 7 A F 2L~
YarvoEAFIRT -y 2 Hw, EET—7ICBL T,
HH T — % (train), fFET—% (dev), T A LT —7% (test)
Dtz 2 1[TR T
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SERERI D ST $ 2 BESCENT X Enjul10]*! 2, HAGE
o HEESENC X KyTea[11]*? Z Wi, HINSHETH S
HAFED FEEE 7L SRILM[12] 2 H\»> T 5-gram T¥H
L, &FEDOFEAIL BLEU 23k & 7% % X 9 I MERT(13]
ZHGCTREL L7, HEET 74 AV P EME Y — Lk
LT GIZA++[9]*® ZH\ 7o, FEERIC BT 2 BIFUEE X
BLEU[14] & RIBES[15] @ 2 > ® F By #fAii K EE % v T
572, PBMT & Moses[16], T2S (% Travatar[17]** IZ
ELINTw2H0%5T7 41V FORETHOT,

5.2 KERIER

FFRGIR 2 £ 3 IR T, RhORTIE, EHRE %D T
T7=F ATy 7 - U 7Y L8] VT,
SR DR S & L 2285, MEHAE RS2 wE
fEEZR LTS, F7, “ IFKUIE T 756, “7
FfToTwAhnEgazRL T2

PBMT D#IFRHKE X, Reordering ZWH L7z 2 D05
T CBLEU & RIBES 2%t b i %> 7. Reordering i#
HF T, Word Processing DRIRADHER T E Zedpo 7273,
Word Processing O & % # M L 78412 BLEU & RIBES
f)‘lﬁj ( &Ot,

T2S OFMFUEEE XA 258 L 2\ iREET, PBMT O
OROLEAET I bRVERLE k-7, BLEUIEZ27

IR TH D, 5 ODFMETTROENEE o7z,
RIBES % Word Processing %@/ L 72 2 DDA T Tt
bEWRaAT ERo T,
5.2.1 AIMEOHE

HATIE AR Z DRITHIETHER SN TS LI I, Re-
ordering DI L Y JHFFEX %2 HW S OREHIED
F7-%412, BLEU & RIBES 28K & S ERT 2 & H0
I NS, £72, Word Processing DA %8N L 7854,
BMLTwRwhEa LKL TBLEU 22 725 L7,
Word Processing (28} % 3 DD (BigA O A, i
DHIER, HEAL) <o, @INRIFREE D ME %
N7y, EOHIER, HEB(LONE OB X 2 FHFREEE

WEIIMER TE e o 7z,

l%m@mgwﬁmu;ofPBMT@@%%E@ﬁ%<
BEI NI, ZNEIIWIINIZ, T2S 1ITn LTRSS
Roenkhror, ZOHEEE LT, T2S 25MFZ 2B
L CHghEd s T ch 5 2 & &, SR OFEIEHNT
DLIEILEET7 74X MIEEOSEEICB LT, MR

2 EDEBEH SN0 I EBET o NS,

—7, Word Processing & T2S 1Zxf L T H ERNICHERE
LT3 Z 29557, Word Processing % M L 7z

*1 http://www.nactem.ac.uk/enju/index.ja.html

http://www.phontron.com/kytea/index-ja.html

https://code.google.com/p/giza-pp/
http://www.phontron.com/travatar/

*2
*3
*4
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= 3 3 ODMHMOMAAGLEIC L B EHRFEDREE

PBMT T2S
HF-feature Reordering Word Processing | BLEU RIBES | BLEU RIBES
- - - 32.04 68.95 38.67 78.51
- + 33.08 70.07 38.97 79.31
- + - 37.53 77.54 38.30 78.35
- + + 37.60 77.67 39.19 78.90
+ - - — — 38.83 78.23
+ - + — — 39.18 79.38
+ + - — — 38.43 78.54
+ + + — — 37.83 78.37

R 5 BEMICBT 2RELS N HF-feature DE A

. Word
HF-feature  Reordering . HF-feature DA
Processing
4 - - -0.032579
+ - + 0.0385629
+ + - 0.117788
+ + + 0.0902383

2 ODFEM T Tied RIBES 23 &> Tk D, (+HF-
feature, +Reordering, +Word Processing) % & { 22T
25T Word Processing # 1% (2 RIBES 25 < 72 o 7z,
BLEU R 22 7 Tl Word Processing DM IZ & 2 A &%
I EOSEDR S s o ey, £ 4 OFIFREEROH)
RS K ) B OBERIERE D 1) 1 ASHERR C & 72,

5.2.2 T2S lcx¥9 % HF-feature ¥R

HF-feature OENNC X 2 BIFRKEE O HISHERTE T,
HF-feature 23BN L 72 Z 12 & o> TR EMET LTL
F 961D H o7, HF-feature DIHERE L o 72 FH & LT
1%, MERT IZ & 2 5lflds LF TR B o Ie iy 5
N5, £5ICESFMITBIT 2 RS 17z HF-feature D
HAZRNT,

(+HF-feature, -Reordering, -Word Processing) ® &4
Tk, AOHEAMPHEESNTEY, FELBINL #FS
g —VINEBEARLRINE» 5. —Ji, (+HF-feature,
+Reordering, -Word Processing) D& ClZ, HRIYE
HADBHEEINTE D, HF-feature 23BN L 7-FFR ¢ 8 —
YT a— FRHOERS N T E2 2 Ltk D, R -
Tw3 I EbEZ6NS, HaEaFEEZHvw T MIRA
2 & Bl [19] 2179 2 & CTRIFUEIE S M B3 24k L,
MERT UADRELTEDOIR b WE SN THD, Iho
IZOWTHIRG LT BN DH B,

BB L ORI A T, FMEOBMITHEDRE S FK D
=2t L TEZONS, SHOFEHETIE, BFRAY—vD
HIVE DN — VEE x DM DA ZEE L THRIEDE
MEFfotz, ZOBHAFETIE, V—IVEH x DStoEHE
DHFEDOW O DIEMES 2 HWITE R\ 70, 5HRIZ DR
ZRE LT BEDLNDH S,

2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

6. HbHHIC

ARTIE, HEEERRTLE O F15TH % Head Finalization
D PBMT 123§ 25052 X D FEfllic i35 & & big,
Meah N — AR T2S 1EM L 72, MR 2175 LA
WMZ T, EBIEEOR AL & DMEEICEI§ % AP 2 1T
9 Word Processing b Head Finalization O ZLP D HTH
BRHEE L -5 TED, Word Processing 1% T2S O HijALH
ELTHHEMTHS Z L 2HERL 72,

Head Finalization DM REE Z L — VIZHE S BHER S & —
VTR L TEMEZBINT 2 FEIC oW TR, mEho 5k
PREDEBIMNTER EMERDS , SRR TXEHE
TH5.
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%+ 4 Word Processing DI X % T2S OFHFURSE T D SEH]

594 another connector 96 , which is matable with this cable connector 90 , comprises a plurality of male
contacts 98 aligned in a row in an electrically insulative housing 97 as shown in the figure .
SR D=0V axry 90 LG HER SN2 MFaxry 96 3. KR o k) i, fk o7 ov

797 Wit avs 7 98 2 B K L TR S 1 3,

- Word Processing

D=7V axry 90 BMTF a2y 96 13, Mt R § k9 i, HERMEE o oDV s

971 —Fic W S EE O MR avy st 98 L s MK S Tw %,
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D=7V axry 90 LMF axry 96 13, Mt R § k9 i, HERMEE o oYV s
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