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KAV NE X DERN 2 EBE ZFHET 5 X 27T, HEE
DEVRZEZRT 5N TED, BB 2T L0
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Whole Alignment Similarity
This is a PC
That is a personal computer
Maximum Average Alignment Similarity
This is a PC
That is a personal computer
Hungarian Average Alignment Similarity
This is a pc  QNUD
That is a personal computer
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3.3.3 Hungarian Alignment Similarity
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M % TLBR S TR U 72 A O 7 & FEIRA SCHERUE D 2
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3.3 HiTHW S HEESEEIIX. Google News I — /%
A [8] (HLEEHE 30 f5) % H W T word2vec IZ & - TH#
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archive/p/word2vec/).

AREBRTHEM U BRI SCHELE %2 LR T 5720
2. BLEU, METEOR. NIST, RIBES %#f#fH L7z, %
7-. BLEU, METEOR. NIST i% Asiya Y —L-¥ v k [5]
DFEHKEMH NV, RIBES i, NIT 33 a=r—v 3
VERIEEB R DNy r— Y O version 1.03.1 %
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2: HEET T A A Y MTHW S BEEHLUE OBE 2 £k =
W7 R DA TR SCRLUE & N T3l & DAHBEE (WAT2015)

W7z (http://www.kecl.ntt.co.jp/icl/lirg/ribes/
index.html), 7272L. ZNSDNRT X — X — [FEHETHE
BEito 7,

4.2 ERERFER

2, 3IFHFEDHLLE ORIMEZ Z/ SR A
FalAl & OSCHEALDOMHBETH 5, KD whole I Whole
Alignment Similarity, maximum /& Maximum Alignment
Similarity, hungarian | Hungarian Alignment Similarity
& NFiMi & OMBIEZ R L TWS, WAT2015 O T — X
Tk, —HORMEZ R\ T, Z%E LT Whole Alignment
Similarity A3 EEERHIZEROAHEE 2 R U 72,

1 &R 2 FRERMSCHLES U < 13 BBl RE &
ATl & DAL TOMHBEDMEEZRLTWS, £1 &K
2 OFERII TN THROBEL L 28R 2R L TWVWD, R—2A
T A 2 &7 % AT O BEMENEREEA R & HEi L TH . S
AL DFHMZ B W Tk, Whole Alignment Similarity A3
KE WM 2R Z & 2R L 7=,

K3 LR A FRBRASCHLES U < I3 E Bl RE &
ANFHili & DY AT LEALTOMBOEERLTWS, K
3 RADKERIIY AT LB TRE L LFEREZRLT
W5, VAT LBEATIE, HBIZIT - ZBFEOFIED /A
NTFAM & OMBEAE <. SCHALD RN IF &Rk A ST
BIEEWHHE 2R T 52 e TE b o7,

®5LRO6IE VAT LARMOHBIAERK & 72 % BIfEI
Fa—= v T Uiz EDEERKSCELLE & NF3Hli D 32
HALDOMHBE DM Z R L TW5,

5. ER
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3: HEET T A A Y MTHW S BEEHLUE ORE 2 £k
BT D & RRH UL & N T34l & DFHE (NTCIRS)

TR A SCRBLEE & YAl R Uizl
One-hot RIUTEED < FRMSCALUE | 0.211
XDTRBUZ D < RRASCELE | 0.097

Whole Alignment Similarity 0.332
Maximum Alignment Similarity 0.235
Hungarian Alignment Similarity 0.092

BLEU 0.220
METEOR 0.248
NIST 0.204
RIBES 0.261

1 RERASCEOES U RFEGREZ 7 & AT
fili & DSCEALDOFHBEDfE (WAT2015)

TR SCHBLRE & 3l RS FHBE
One-hot R < FIKRIKSCHLUE | 0.180
X DIBRBUTITED < RIS | 0.022

Whole Alignment Similarity 0.343
Maximum Alignment Similarity 0.171
Hungarian Alignment Similarity 0.075

BLEU 0.225
METEOR 0.211
NIST 0.150
RIBES 0.368

2 RERASCEOES U < IZFHBRER 27 & NF3
fifi & DSCHAL DB DA (NTCIRS)

L DB TH 5 A, Whole Alignment Similarity (whole)
X, BMEZZET 522 2L > THBNERSNTWS Z
EWRbrb, WAT2015 DF—X+& v b Tk, BfE%ZE(L
T ETHEPAZS AL TS D, NTCIRS ®
T =Xy b Tl WAT2015 1Z ¥ DEWIER S iy, £
7z. NTCIRS ®F— &+t v b TIXBIEAY 1.00 DFFIZ Whole
Alignment Similarity FIEDHBEDV R AL 05 Z & 2 K4
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TR SCBLEE & B HHBE
One-hot &RBUZEED < FRIISCHLUE | 0.983
M DI ERERBUTTED < FEWRISCALLE | 0.979

Whole Alignment Similarity 0.814
Maximum Alignment Similarity 0.995
Hungarian Alignment Similarity 0.656

BLEU 0.531
METEOR 0.973
NIST 0.998
RIBES 0.721

£ 3 BERASCEMES U IZEMREA a7 & AT
flie DY AT LABEAL OB OME (WAT2015)

TRIR A SCHRBLRE & SHAl RS FHEE
One-hot RBUZHED < FRIKISCHLUE | 0.543
XDFBRBUEED < RRISCELE | 0.645

Whole Alignment Similarity 0.515
Maximum Alignment Similarity 0.657
Hungarian Alignment Similarity 0.097

BLEU 0.075
METEOR 0.482
NIST 0.159
RIBES 0.861

F A BERKSCHELED U < IZFHBIRER a7 & AFFE
flie DY A7 LBRADOHBEDOMHE (NTCIRS)

TR S BLRE & S RS FHB

Whole Alignment Similarity (B : 0.30) 0.263

Maximum Alignment Similarity (B : 0.33) | 0.223

Hungarian Alignment Similarity (Bf# : 0.35) 0.068

£ 5 VAT LABMOMBENRKE R LBEICF 2 —=>

7 Utz & & D& TERI SR & N\ TF-314lfi 0> ST Hi AL o #H B
DA (WAT2015)

TRR I SCREBLRE & SAIRUEE FHBE

Whole Alignment Similarity (Bif# : 0.68) 0.304
Maximum Alignment Similarity (Bdf# : 0.32) | 0.152
Hungarian Alignment Similarity (Fff : 0.38) | 0.073

#6: VAT LEMOMEPRAKE RABEIZF 2 —=
T Utz & EDOERERISCELE & ANFFAM O SCHAL O FE
Dfi (NTCIRS)

TR U7z, ZNIFHFEDZE—HOAEHT Z & 2B
U, ZEO—BOA TS 2 A0MHERHZZ L 2R
TW5, RIBES R E DMl REIL T T A » T N7\ HLEE
XEE LR WL RETdH 52, RIBES » 2 TOFHii R
EORTRADIHE L 72> T\Wa 728, NTCIRS DF— X
TIEBFERE2EZBLURWES BEWHEIIZ RS Z e H
FHIEND,

Tz, K1 LR 2 IZERMNSCELUE £ 72 1 X5HEi R ET
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V—htU7V AN AFFHEDETY — M L7ZY XA DX
BAOHEZH 725D TH S, Whole Alignment Sim-
ilarity ¥ BLEU & METEOR 2 K& < L[> TW5%, %
72, WAT2015 O F —ZIZEWTIE, RIBES &\ TW
%, RIBES |& WAT2015 OHERE & NTCIR8 DAHE R
BOENKE VWD, — T, Whole Alignment Similarity
WBZELMEEZRLTWS, THid, Whole Alignment
Similarity 23D KA A VIZHZELUTEHET 5 Z & 23R
LTWa,

RKILRAWFVATLHEMOHEBETH 5, WAT2015.
NTCIR8 DF— Xt v MIBEWTIX, Hungarian Alignment
Similarity ZFx %, BLEU. RIBES, METEOR. NIST &
PRl U CRERI S U 132258 U 72 MBI 2 R L T B, FE
12, XOoEEREICHED < BRI SCHEME £ Maximum
Alignment Similarity (&, XHEAOHBETIZ METEOR %
RIBES IZ X7 \Wb DD, ¥ AF LA Tk METEOR
% ER 22 R L7z, LA L. Whole Alignment Sim-
ilarity l&. SCHEALOMHBEDHEAIZE VM E D 5T, ¥
AT LHAL TR TS & HER U TR W B % 1R 3 %
ZEMTERD o7, THIE, BERASTEBED Y AT
LBALZ a7 BT, XE2EEETHRIIXD
AT VLI WP ERTH S EHEZH5N5, Whole
Alignment Similarity IZ XEPEL L5 &, 237 KL
72 B45EA B 5728, BLEU % RIBES @ & 5 12 XEIZA
FIT 4 NI BIZE->T, BLEU ¥ RIBES ® & 5 (2
D= RZAHATY AT LB % Bl T & 2 REMED B 5,

#5EeE6IE, VAT LEMOMBENRK L R LEEZ
AWT, XHALOMBEZH - 72 fERE2RLTWS, SCHAL
WCE b E L T\Wanwrzod, HEIEER L &2 L AT,
fEIXEL o TWB, UL, Y AT HEATHYEZIE
LThH, WAT2015 D KA1V Tld, FOXRGHELIL D
EWHETH B Z LA T B,

F7o. BERISCELUE 2 W3 Z 212 & o TEkgE Iz 3
MTETVEHIZERT TRT, R7DH 1715413 £TIZE
WAT2015 DT —XTH Y, 41X NTCIRS DF— X TH
%, ANFiHlie ZNFNDOAITIX[0,1] IZfEZ L5 K>
IZESMELT W3,

Bl 11 OFHlIRE S HIRIIZE WA a7 2 H L TWA,

Bl 2 1% R A SCREADLE A3 oD BEA R & Bl L T A
SIERREINTWBHITH B, #l2 TEEERIDOZ
AN ELLREATETVARRTH 210005 T,
BLEU & METEOR I HERFITARNA T T Y 7% LT
b5, TNERBEO—EZITTHRL, BET 71 AV IDE
MTHBILERLTVS,

B 31X FERIKSCELUE TH 5 £ < FHliAT & TW Wil
THb, Hl3%2EFEZTHSE “that” HiLABOEN R S
7, BWAFFHEL I NT WS, UL, kS
BEES FL A7V v rhndhTnizn, Ik, =



BEIRLIBZ R RIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2016-NL-229 No.20
2016/12/22

S | FEH

1 HiJ3: In both cases, the postoperative course was good.

ZMf: In both the cases, postoperative course were good.

Z#: No side effect was noted during treatment.

2 Hi77: In the treatment, side effect was not recognized.

3 t1177: Tt is found that the deformation is affected by the pair density distribution.
Z8: It was found that the deformation gave effects to the pairing density distribution.

it is possible to a vehicle occupant moves out from possible.

4 Hi73: The above configuration and operation, the water drops, even in the case where the window is not expected

operation, it is possible to surely stopped, and the operation switch ( dn ) is operated and the window is opened,

ZHi: With the above-described construction and operation, even when an automobile falls into water,
the windows are surely stopped without performing unexpected operations, and can be surely opened by operating

the operation switch ( dn ), thus enabling occupants to escape from the automobile.

#%5 | RIBES | METEOR | One-hot | WAS | MAS | AFiHii
1 0.83 0.92 0.90 0.89 | 0.94 1.00
2 0.23 0.37 0.55 0.73 | 0.71 1.00
3 0.30 0.37 0.64 0.69 | 0.78 0.20
4 0.75 0.25 0.56 0.11 | 0.61 0.80

3 7: RIBES., METEOR & ZEIRFSCELED X a7 & NFFN (Z41) Dbl

R SCHEBLUE A HEE DM AFRAR 2 B EE 3, BBOER D (IZ
FBERFUTFANYEENTVRNILIZEEZHDTH
bEZLNB,

#1 4 1% Whole Alignment Similarity A3 U 12 < W
Thd, Hil41FEITHFEHRNL N 72HIZ Whole Alignment
Similarity I#EWA 37 % 52 TW5, Whole Alignment
Similarity I3 HE L, XPEL BNIER2IZE AT T HE
B FHEIRETH 572, BFEHAIMIGIZZ Wl &5
BDORT OFMITIZFNTWRWT EAEEI NS, —H,
RIBES % One-hot R IZ D < BRI SCHALUE 2 ¥ D%
J& D— DA TFHM 9 2 FHENE L, HIRP{ENA 3T %
EZ2Twiaw, M3»55EaMns@D . NTCIRS 13K /E
D—HZFMT 2/, AFLEWHEZESZ LN TE
%, ZHid, NTCIRS MR >RAEDHETH v, NTCIRS
DT =Ry MIBWTIEREO AT s Z LAk
DEEITH B EREMEDN D B,

6. BHYIC

AT CIXHEEO DRI Z W HET 514 AV Mok
% TR SCREBLRE & 38 FH U 72 B A B GRGTA RN RS % 2 U
Tzo AWFZETERA U 72 BRASCREBUE X, %27y
ALTEENTE, HEMROXHADO AT VZIZE
WTHENTH S ZEWREN, ERTIR, K82 M
LEATIHERITINZA T, BEDT IS4 AV M 2EETLHI &
MAFFM & OFBZ LT 270 EEREELETHLI L
% U7z, Whole Alignment Similarity I$580D 572 0 1375
BTERWH, EXRDT I AV M LB TERMAS
TeIZEoT, MXDENVEEZERTEDLERD, VAT
LHA T, XRIZRFIVT 1 2NTEILITE>TED
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EWHBEZEL N TEL e HAIIERL, £, BFE
TIEBEAF O ZHT 7 U D B B34 RS 2 8l » 28 CElE
U BREAL T BIHEN I NT WS 72D, Hilid H FEHOTF
BICER SCEMEEMA S Z 812k 5T, &0 E W
ESBZENTEAHAHEMNEDLDH B,
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