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Abstract: In this paper, based on the investigation of domain adaptation for feature weight, the study proposes to
use a co-training framework to handle domain adaptation for feature weight, i.e. The study uses the translation
results from another heterogeneous decoder as pseudo references and adds them to the development data set for
minimum error rate training to bias the feature weight to the domain of test data set. Furthermore, the study uses a
minimum Bayes- Risk combination for pseudo reference selection, which can pick proper translation results from
the translation candidates from both decoders to smooth the training process. Experimental results show that this
co-training method with a minimum Bayes-Risk combination can yield significant improvements in target domain.
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OB oW T R AEEE T R AEAR T 694K B & P A, SHAT AT IZ PR B T R R E N S kiR
AL R B R AR 33 69 F AR A B AE E L AR KL AT AEACE 699 it A2 & K R AT 4G
ATRAAL SOl AR R T 4R fb Mt AT R 89 R ek o ik R B EAF FL H—F R G T WRIRE I %4y k%
f%. 2B 45 REBA AR D Dot 7 R 2 G ik a0 YR ) 45 77 ik, 7T vAE — R AR JE IR R AR AR T 49 ARIR B 15 5 19)
MR ERRG T A AFABRANSEFLERORE.

KR AR EE, R DR R S AR B E AR D S50 et RS A ke

h B H %S TP391 CRKPRIRED: A

WA EI 125 (machine translation)Fg {7 FH v S AL B sl b — PP s 5 I SCE R S — MBS M CF 2 A TH
A AT T 2 H AT B 1 32 2 — B 4E 1991 4F Brown 25 A$RH T 5L TS i L2 B01% 7 113 3k e se
A3 T WP T, 5 1 T )2 B9 vE . I, B8 11 B 43 8 95 (statistical machine translation) 4 T HL25 B3 1) E
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AT J LA M I T — s I G v ML B 03 R 4, N AE 2R B . R aKFE LRI . O BEFE LRI,
H AT AT I8 T HL2s B3 5 22 1 Och A1 Ney 7E 2002 4E 32 H 1% £ £k E 45 1 (log-linear model), 1% 4% Y gl
AT RHPRRRL LV AR R A e i B e A R P A 2 i 3 SO ) T 1A SRR R B S A
BT IRE T AT AR SR I 55 T T U AR ) T SH ) 1 3 S A N B e AR AL T R
exp(Y, A 1))
> exp(> L Ah (e, 1)
Homp f RORPEE S A7 e/l e RORTETTRER HARE S A7 h LR I HRRE, AR R R AEA E
AT FRATTTT CLE B, 2T A A P 358 A 8 75 LU S LAk
1) FFE h/E R ERENEEE . TR RCAOME AR A T N e A X O MR e M K R ) R VE R (P SR 3R
I 3 A 2 AU e A ) ARSI B b v 5 SR 1500 L (R SR RIS 5 B R ) S 1145 21, AT 134 3k
IR AE 2 s AR R I 4K
2)  RFAEACEE A A /N RO 08 T R A A 3
oAl B VP FR S0 BN T SR RIS 1% /N BB OGE R — M R — AN E S N 2 T —ANANE R H bR
W5 AT AR AR AR AT AR /N B VB RV RR S TT R B T IR EERITT R i o 7 — 1 B 2 1y A
FIF R AR B (— A EE T A7 N T AR 1 H RS S 07 )RR R 1) S 2 v g Bk ol R 52
M ERAE 5 R B (53 T )k A AS[R) As i 76 I 44 S8 vH 19 B I REAE h o] B0 AN IG5 ik 4R
(BR3 TF R AE); R, 76 FF R 45 B A4 A5 2 1 Re A A 5 A 2 A7 76 AN 3T A IR 4 17 15 00 TR A A s AN [R]85
YIERUT IRAE Y A DR R L i M B AN I S Bk b 4t dsk B 38 I i) /8 (domain adaptation problem). £ A8 3¢ H, FATTRR
I 25 42 BRI A L 00 Ak B 3 R i 780 R I ) A0 B 38 R ) R, PR T A R () DN P A3 1 3 Y 1] A A R AE
A [ A, 1 35 N ] R
TREAIE (14 A3k 1 A R [ 0 R A AR (1 43K 1 3 BV ) A, g 8 T L 3R R A3 1 I BV i S P A X
PN I ST A M ok, 3 [ B2 025 B L o 0 8 I A0 P 10 3 1 1k g B0,
B ST AL 2% B0 12 10 A0 138 Y 1) LR 2 S AR T A B AR Bk T 1k, IR B Ty vk o AR v AR R AT ) AT
B Y 1) b BT B4y R S
o TV AT P () R 2R ) AR A R TR AR R 1) 7 3 55 24 T ek A P AR P T I R B 3R
P2 A0S, P T B A TR N A AR TR A ) A A 1 U1 R B S A5 ATk A B PR AR TR RN B S AR R AR R
H TR A T A TR R A 1 S I A A — R S S5 A S LA AN R U R A b R D R R AR B R B
AR A TR S I AT O N ) H
o 2Ry R ) SR A Y 2 ST A AT P A 2 DO 42 K 00 A P 2R VI R TR TR o R A AT
W IRYRE 5 BB RE . T R AR BN R AR BE AT A0, AT 21 149 198 3T A F B N 25— A0 1 0 PR 20 B
BRI A S T A AR 3 T AR IR A A B R AT R ) A (L) B DT A A A Y e K A BT
71 H bR Rt
SV G FREAE R 4003 15138 Y. () 81 2 28 A7 FEAR 22 I 90 AR, 4% 10 6] 4R iF A T 1) 4088k [ 38 . i 78 PR R R 0
L /b Li,Zhao 25 N ik T 4532 5 4 77 vk N e i AN, DT AR kARl 1 B T 1) AT 5 33 87 i) A2 1% 7 925 0 ik
R AIE 22 7] Py A ABLBE A T e 4 R 346 38 A3 ATT T 114 ) - ) A3 P 1) T 6 4, 5 P 2 4003 P 1) T R 4 SR s
AEAEE, AT S BLATUER, 1 38 3 1) g 1)
AR T FF R BRI B 1 7 305, AR SC R A IR BB 43 T R 52 2 5 R B 18 1 5, T 2 5 DU 4R I 5 2% 18 3
IS INE) TF G, LA N H b 4i3sk oy Y A A 1 50 A 75 N 0k B i 1) 003082 BT 72 19 s 03 8 U [) )1 25
[AIAE BT, P AN AN TR AR A 25 A8 FH SR B X J7 AR A 8 140 3F SCAE Dk 1 2 2 38 S B AR AR 8 I 381 TF R 46 0 O 5 9T 1B AT
R AE R [ Y 5, P A 85 A T W 7], 328 20 4w R A0 B AR 10 28 SO N B R TG A VB N ES 25 BRI 1R
0% 35 5 T 380 T R 4 R BT IS FH e /s DI 30 RIS 1) 2R e Rl 7 1 K R S AR R 2% TR 13 SCREAT R AR A R
HEJF S5 1) o U 3 SO IEAE e S 25 13 30 i3 — 2048 T B AR ATk P AL 3 3 3 4 SR 1 o o

pelf)= ()
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AT R
1) ERAEH T ORISR 5 A e 8 o B 3 A A ) 40K 1 3 B )
2) A RS DU RS 28 G R PR 5 3R R e A 2 2 R S A A ) DI R B I R R .

1 A E Ry MUSIE MY (5] /T

FEIX 7 FRATT A i — 2 v - R 2R 11 SIS, SR 1 BH AR IR AS B 1 8003 11 I I R AT S W G T AL B R
SRR AR B PE RE IR AR SE e vp AT T PSSR L AR A3 58 1 AN 2 T 45 5 % 4k 507k (bracketing
transduction grammar, & 5k BTG) /A7 A5 8 MM, JLAR 1 S K] Y R e R 2 5 2 AN S D1 22 V0 i £ i 1Y
%2 (hierarchical phrase based decoder,{#i#x Hiero)™ . F A 14f I (8B I 2R 5 NIST IR 50E 19— &6 4> (AL Ak
LDC 5 W38 1) B0 2 A Gizas+X0 XOE W L 3EAT X ) 1/ 10 5%, 48 H Grow-Diag-Final 1) /723t
70 kR T, 5t SR P b A S il BT VE SR A Y (BTG A ) 3 Pt ) 1] 90 1 A A5 75 TR20 g A Y e A o8 - 0 g K
7 25 T H 4 (http://homepages.inf.ed.ac.uk/Izhang10/maxent_toolkit.html)£E [F] £ 1 808 I 255 Ll 145 2 17
B H B TR Gigaword Hdi A I 215 21 5-Gram 15 5 B4,

Table 1 LDC numbers of training data
F 1 JIZHdE LDC F41%

LDC R A
LDC2003E07 Ch/En treebank par corpus
LDC2003E14 FBIS multilanguage texts
LDC2005T06 Ch news translation text part 1
LDC2005T10 Ch/En news magazine par text

LDC2005E83 GALE Y1 Q1 release—Translations
LDC2006E26 GALE Y1—En/Ch par financial news
LDC2006E34  GALE Y1 Q2 release—Translations V2.0
LDC2006E85 GALE Y1 Q3 release—Translations

TAMER R EA WA — & NIST 2003 F M IFAE(NIST03), 55 —/ME& NIST 2006 4 [f1 T AR (1) Web
2 (N1STO6Web). Al 1458 I (1) 3l 4 /2 NIST 2005 4 [ PP U4 (NISTOS) Al NIST 2008 4 T3 £E 1 Web ## 4-
(NISTO8Web).NISTO3 I NISTO5 s A& 7 Fil £4fs, & - [7] —4tdsk; i NIST 2006/2008 4= APl A 40 & 1 — 3 43 i
Ve 3000 P 020 0 5% 45 4 1) Hd s (Weeb i) A T DR B8t 4 sy B R AT B $2 7 NIST 2006/2008 1)
Web $df i 43 HEAT 9286 M 454 . TT R AERIIR A 4811 45 3 IR 2.

Table 2 Data set statistic
F 2 HRfEg

Il 246 NISTO3  NISTO5 NISTO6Web  NIST08Web
f]FH 497 996 919 1082 479 666
% 12042230 23 959 29 423 9 246 14711

NISTO3 F1 NISTO6Web 43 545 A JF 5 4, A0 ] de /N 5 2 1 25 OV 1 2B AE AL EE 4R )5 )T NISTO5 il
NISTO8Web Kl 45 71 H1L 25 B 125 1) Pk BE (PEAN Fa A5 o BLEU4). AR AL 2% O BI 3 45 S L3 3.

Table 3 Performance of BTG/Hiero on different test data set
R 3 AEAFITFF R FI PR LE b 1 W b g nd 25 10 v B

e BTG Heiro
ik NISTO5 NIST08Web NIST05 NIST08Web
NISTO3 36.06 18.47 (-3.29) 36.51 19.82 (-1.51)
NISTO6Web | 33.90 (-2.16) 21.76 33.23 (-3.28) 21.33

MR 3 IRATAT LA 26T NISTO5 (R4, ok [ A — 438 1) NISTO3 53 A1 o FF R 4 M AT ME R >k
H A [E] 44811 NISTO6Web 15 4 I & F2 I, B B ML R A W SR 10 R B2 (4F BTG fitd #% L~ % 7 2.16,7 Hiero
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RG2S BN T 3.28). [ AR, 24K ok F R A AT A NISTO3 4y JF & S I, % T NISTO8Web 3l 42, U 43 731
NE& T 3.29 F1 1.51.

AL B 1 R 3 ol AN TR P AR, 1 335 8 e R AE 1) 1(a) o E 5 T s R R IE B ZE S AL A R b T
W i PR A 3B 98 S v I e R S (X L B AR PR SCHR K R e 13 B i BLEU ¥ 98 30); R s ARER 5], A 4
T AL 0 135 v 3 RS i 1A A % B S v 2 e A B S A T 3 S T Sk R B AR AR 43 T A Sk R B R OR BT
RAE PRS2 R AEAE [ B AT 1(b) s T IR SE F 1) 15 47 80 40 A7 15 B0 (4% T R om IE 1, S T T 3R 471
). FATR I, o T — B3 T MR B RRE AR A BRI R AR B IR A B 2 AN TR, AT AE IR 4R F
(R 5 P 0 S THI 0 5 R 4 b (R SR AR 20 S TR A7 A8 58 K I 22 5 3 DA FRATT 75 B 5 3R — T R AR e R AT 13 AE R
AT fit 1Al A 2 e S AR S 6 MR 5T 003 4 190 SRS — B30 o, Ll P 2(c) H (9 4T 3 4 21

b e &S
L ® 0%
II.:=.:. :?lzcg
- = A @
'Y I \“ OS>
. v&#:} 2265,
O
.ﬁo ' OO o0
® “%~ ‘ C}O CDOO
P o °
¢ .. o 00
() JFRERAE L2 I8 m (b) WREH A LR Sr 2RI () P IT A B AR I B AR 1) 2 6

Fig.1 Decision boundary for development and test data sets when domains are different
B JF AR R 18 AN [R) U B P 2 2 T AN — S e

N T PR AR AL AR (10 U, (1 S e, BRATTREAE SR 2 A5 S 2 PP RN R K 2% 20 T ik, %5 ) TR AT
AN T3 A T By, AT R LUR PSR 4 475 R oK S B Al 5 345 19 1) H .

2 WEHNETZE

ir R Y 25 05 3252 i1 Blum A Mitchell 76 1998 4F 2 Hi (18 I3 732 7 1 T 11 AR 1 75 Ab 21 1) %% A 458 Pierce
1 Cardie # b 7] Y1 25 5532 I P T 42 ) 2V TR 590 K5 R 1 65 R RIS T 369%7); Sarkar A1 Steedman K¢ 1 A Y1l 457
P T BE vt A0k A M, A0 300 M B VR B R R 3 [l R 3 43 30 7 5 35 (0 42 ¥ Hwa 45 4R T — R 1 B [ )1
5 1 3 Bl W B ADVE ST 7 2 VR AT AR — 2 N TRy L,

W [R5 07 1 2 2 4047 2% ) (multi-view learning) i) — Flr, B A5 & 20480 48 43 P A 78 43 TU 4R (sufficient and
redundant) [0 £ (view), R AN i 2 TR I8 45 1190 i 1k 4

B BB AR AR LA IR ) AR U, RN R 7R AN B A AR R DL — AR Sy
K

0 ARG AR I A — A B M SE A A AL S — AN B AR

B X5 2 AN 454, Wang A1 Zhou fE T 8#E— 25 140 B AW ATRIE BT T L BEPIAN 03 2888 BT 10K 0 22 =, B mT LLE
S WA IR I R4 g i, TS 9 A B P 1) 52 4 4 Rk vy 20,

R )Y 5 05 02— P A 5 A S % L 2 2 SR T B AN 70 26 8 £ 00 £ @ DR £ OmT LURAT & — Py 2855
95, B Al oy LA BOR 22 57, HLRB S 48 RE A — AN B0 FE W W) BB 15 B 4 T ok A0 vl AR AR h 3k
PRI AR L 0] FE I RE ARSI 2 3L A 43 S8 38 00 F R 4R T B R I 25 1) SE A MR 2 5 5 R I 5 1) B AN 43 2
BT LU T — AN 4r BB IS B GBI SRk B ) — A0 A bR i L (W REAR) 5 Bh B B2 i 1k e, AT A 75
2 55005 [R5 00 5 > 2 2S48 0T LUK 2 =) R s

B I R SR A FEAHE AL B 2 i SV I B N — AN B S & (%, ) He ~ — R AR (5

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



MNP A F A @A G IR EIE R I %k 3105

Prte s DY s AN ST KRR PR A [ A0 A view® AT view?; 1 28, A THIEAR L ) F5 3% ORI c@gIF &
B Ly B Lo AR B B 45 {06, v Hoy CGFF 1 AT) 8R40 BIAERT Ly A0 Lo K A3 view! AT view? (1) P /4 2548
ORI (55 347), I FHUNZRAF 1ty cOUR @t AR A5 s (K B B A Ox F MR B 4 47), 20 50 cre@ iy Tt
SR PR PR K AR PR ) A R A HE VI ZRAE ARSI B LofLy v 54 568 . R AS AR A i Bl 4R 5
BBk (58 54788 J , FRA T BT A T R B Ly R Lo T VI 2593 2685 ORI ¢ I T AT AN Rk A%, 1 A bk 1 0t
TH R 217).
Input: Labeled data: {(x;,y;)}_, . unlabeled data: {xj}'j*:“m, a learning speed k,
each instance has two views: x, =[x, x®];

1. Initially let the training sample be L, =L, ={(x;, yi)}::1

2. Repeat until unlabeled data is used up:
3. Train a view® classifier ¢¥ from Ly, and a view? classifier ¢® from L.
4. Classify the remaining unlabeled data with ¢ and c® separately.
5. Add c¢P"s top k most-confident predictions (x,c) to L.
Add c¢®s top k most-confident predictions (x,c®) to L.
Remove these from the unlabeled data.

Fig.2 Framework of co-training algorithm

B2 BRI R HERY
3 HEZEHHNREEFNENEINSES %

AT W [R5 v R B0 G TE AL B 126 (P RE A B U 25 b oK1 5 A 41 T B 8 T LA 3 R R AE
BCE 72 A KL)% H T 458 —/MNFIE 5 0]+ F AT 50T B8 B 3% 35 5T e IBR BRI\ T3 AT e (10 128 i3
SCH T R G0 B e R R B SR A e R I A R 6

exp(Y Ahe 1))
> e Ah (e 1))
A5 BEER 2 FEAS 52 B 28110 € IR RE, T A ALt
€ = arg max exp(ZiN:l/%,hi (e, f))=arg max(ZiN:l/?,I h (e, 1)) 2)

XoF 2(2) TP S BRI 25, 38 5 A LY L g N I 2R, MIRA(margin infused relaxed algorithm)?2
S S B /N R R o g U 2507 905 BRATTRAE B — W gl A 44,
31 St EEENR/NBRENGFE

F/NRTR R U SR (i Och 78 2003 4R34 e % B 122 LUV F8 4% OB % o BLEU) M Ik B AR 1 S50 4 5
L AR Y B R B T G ML B R LT B BNV R R R AR S BRI R A R SR
AN RS A 1 41 5 2R o/ R A (A2 BE T DL BB 8 o dp /N 8 5 48 (10 2 f K BLEUL). 43 e IR 5 A0 1 £ R — Al
AE AR B30 o, A MZIRTE 5 7)1 f XN IS 51350 v, AT BB AL E(r,e) R 7 HF R AN B (FE A SC A A 1) 1 1
HR W T4 BLEU).

TS ANEE S AT f FEIRRE P e LR S JE S ARt AU

S
E(r.e) = E(r.&).
s=1

FEGEEHLAS B 2 b AT T A BRI R 2 K (2) H AR IE B AAE T R AP 3 T NI H A7 3k
AT AR B 2 23 153 21— N-best 8 1% SCAE & Co AT H AR B UAL S 2, M AH3X S A ) 1 sk 13 S0 AR 15
FPUE I OV SO PR R LA AR A S B R 4 A5

€=argmax p(e| f)=argmax
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A =arg max{i E(r,,é( fs,ﬂ))},
A s=1

#

§(f,, 1) =argmax(3" Ah (e, 1,)).

eeC;q

S5/ A 5 T T MR P LT, 0545 R 4 TP R L P BLEU 740k 5, R WD 46
SRR IR HOREA ) T HE AR, A5 5 1% 1) T N-Best (k36 5, 98 5k U YA A ST % LT
BT N-Best {53 3 10975 4 CHF G RVER AT A TE 10 50250 th AT IS8 42 A A AR 8 T390 91 1
A58 097 10 Bl 5, AA T P 335 2 Il 7108 B8 SO A0 1 5 P BLEU {1 B 925l A5 A T 1 0 SR U
AT 1 % 050 52 A 4 A AT, U — o0 (R T 24 7 I 00, P0G A 2 A
e TR A B0 OO0 N-Best {7 1 S0 T 7R R 4 B 10 36 16 50, 7 LA o T R 15 BB 5 1 A1 A A, 30 3 7
TAT 2 YRl MR AN SO B 3 R R4 T — M 308028 CF JLHIIRE N 1 AR )
N-Best 5113 (56 2 17). Lk 0 145 i/ bl 9 1 25 5 4 80 97 00 AR T R ST A (4 6 47), RS b
WAV ST 4 7)Y T M S8 T BT B MBS R 5 A7), B EA AR B 0 1
S 3 1 (38 8 4T).

Input: Development data set { f°,r° };

1. Initially let A=random(-) and C’={}

2. Decode f?® using A to get N-Best list: N

3. While (C; #C{ UN;)

4. CP#£CIUNS

5. MERT using translation candidates C; to getanew 4

6. Decode f® using the new A to get N-Best list: N}

Fig.3 MERT for statistical machine translation
K3 GritHLas B R A dw /N R AR 2k

3.2 WMENNZIERT &/ EIRFRIIZ

ARG D [RI U 5 05 10 2 Ge v L 8 73 A S AR BRI 25 b H AT ERATAE T 1) BTG fifid 541 Hiero fiff4
i 85 S AIT 5T AU PN AEIE W L AL OIE 77 PO PR B 85, DT RE 908 (R TIE M8 s i 1 i £ 05 SR AT — 5 O P S 4,
ST UMRIIZR T VLM 8 L AN SEAMR 5. BTG #4345 1 Hiero fiffith &5 & P Pl S B 1 i A ASE 28 (o A SO v BAT A
T A S A (10 AR R 45 R HE AT S5 BRI 1) I 6 Y HE 2R AN SR AR A 45 20 200 S 4, B A (R o A g A 2 L
K 22 S BT, BTG A T 5 00 VA A5 A, il Hiero FR9 9 3 A5 280 Al ik 22 U 6 4 5 DR ), O 3801 8 3 )
JP AT X A ol 7 i s A7 A RO O 22 57 45 5 O R I R D7 VR 26 2 A R A 8 A 2 D R U 77 TR A B i
(K315 D01, BATTHE 1 A AN 1] 1) At i 8 75 11 28 501 Dy T 50 A P (R 9% 45 2R 2 T 010 Y S AN [ 1R 0 R0 O R SR 0
IAS R e k-4 € R REE S DIVAS BN I iV 6 8

P IV ZRHE ST ) doe N ORI ARG ] 4 P4 58 SR AR TP R B {8, 3 AN A {51 et 3 (R 3
RN S HF D AS GG, RPN R & R IEFIR), LUK S 5 B R R 10 PSS 4% BTG
A Hiero, BAITE o4 4h 16 BTG Al Hiero (T K 4R Lore AT Luiero A BUUATT S AR {17, 17}, 4 EUCHT 2 5T ) Kcdfe
U NIRREE R 1 A7) 885 41 0 AR AME S 38 BTG/Hiero fif FIARHE ) d5 /N B R I 25 7 1R B 4E Lare/Lriero
AT IR Agrol Aniero(H 3 AT AN 4 47), A N R RFAE AL HE v/ Aniero X I TAEE U BEAT MR i) ARG 104 14
N-Best fix % P 3L Nbestgra/Nbestyiero(5 5 17 F145 6 47), I MDA ) N-Best {5 326 15 3C H 328 45 B 2o 1A 1 SCAE il
RN S 830U gy 10 e (5 7 AT RIS 8 4T) 45 LA g B0 10 TT 2 4 X ) 50 1 T 2 B — 2 W R — %
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P YNZR I TF R 4 (Lare ={{5 530U i b Lisero = {1 R HO U e 1) (38, 356 LA B4R I S S A2 404 1), A
T3 30 T UM RV 10 E ) (9 A7) 555 M0 FF S 07 T 10 T R 4 T SR U (05 AL T (2 3 4TRSS 4 47);i%0d
TR AT (3 2 17).

Input: Development data: {f°,r°}, and test data: {f}:'}, two decoder (BTG and Hiero);

1+t
1 Initia"y' let LBTG = LHiem :{flsvrf}' and U :{flitl}
2. Repeat:
3. MERT using Lgrg to get the feature weight Agrc for BTG
MERT using Lpiero to get the feature weight Apiero for Hiero
Decoding U with feature weight Agrg and BTG to get N-best List: Nbestgrg
Decoding U with feature weight Aniero and Hiero to get N-best List: NbeStyiero

Select best translations for U from Nbestgrg: Ug

Select best translations for U from Nbestuiero: U ro

Let Ly ={{f151r15}U0Hiero} and Ly, ={{f15'r15}UlJBTG}

© © Nk~

Fig.4 Co-Training for statistical machine translation

B4 i GEvh LG B U R 2 00 2507 0%

5 hRHE W RN 25 7 VAN ), BT A A2 36 45— 38 20 W 4 R0 R A8 o 380 O i B v T 0 9 A P
T [) B e 1) T 3R 3 S TN B T R A v G 3 5 3 1A DU s In 21 T R A b 2 5 0 [N 5tV RE AR 2 B
U 1) PE BB i E R 5 T e T, A SO E — 25 (10138, 12% n) A2 5 48 R 16 AR HP AR N 16 23 BT, I 5 U S 7 U
A I 13 S W I I 25t A 2 A5 v ) ) ) ) G SR T 22 8 D 22 I e 1 T A T — N 1 PR A0 A I
o e Ay S RATTREAT T 10 IRAGERAEIX L, FRATT T e 1) e I 3 SCHR 1R 2 N-Best 4136 v i - IR 4 />
PEVESCBR T B LT 4 AMBEIE B SCVE N HES B R S T iESN A N — 19, RAT PR A G /D DU KB R 48
Fili-G ke B BEE S 2 0 SC I B IR 1 2507 2.
3.3 m/NURTETRURS: BY 4 S E IR SR T

B /N L7 I 16 1 5 2% 36 S0 6000 P02 4001 40000 e /N DL S0 R R il 45 230 24 41149 80 BTG AN
Hiero F 4t (1) N-Best i 1% 13 3CJ5, B AT 148 A DL 17 XGRS T HE P (19 5 V50K P A N-Best %1 13 51 8 Hh (1) 40 346 235 SC T8
FI 03 HEFF SR 5 3 B A3 0 fe v (A 8 B SCHE M HES 13 3.

25 5 — /NS T R) A dee b DU U R GE A A a0 R A B A RAN N-Best BIEFEFIR P IR e
AT 43

mbr(e) = > P(e| f)L(e.e),

oo 2 7 ] o (0 R 93 30 500 AR 8 040 2 4 ] e A 000 6 5, 9 LA AT A 2
S I 45 R GG N-Best 51176 1R P (elf) SR E 2560 7 £ BB FBRIE 35 40 T e OBA 2, A4 T] MBR T4
I 5 T 0 R 0 06 5 S M A PR T R L. 24 P(elf) AR T 33 s AR T LA I, T LB S M 3400 45
Hi (e T BTG Fil Hiero 414875 i E4% b e J97 BA (AR S 1 53 vt P (elf) 10 PO R 15750 53 A1) L (o) 5t 2K B B (3
LA 0T 421 BLEU), %451 B8 H0RS B T 9835 58 55000 12 P 64 01 2 10 B K 1 46 708 26 O AT 5
LIS KL 0 28 i 2 B A FREHG N-Best {6 16 S P40 UM DL RE 0E AT T M A, 0 28 0 A 0 8 AT L1 1%
34 P S A 5 75 50 5 6 14T 4 CELAT N 0 DL 3R ).

5 FER R T B 4 075 7 AR A2 110 N-Best 3 3 512 o i 8 S5 1608 50, M FE) T35/ DL 7 0
Ko 1) FRGEH 25 7 S04 %/ R G N-Best B B2 047 il & A1 TEHE K 5 BUHT 0 N-Best 11915 Nbesteom
(3 7 47), 3 BT H N-Best B 514 Nbestom T HEHERLIF 19130 Uy 10 HES 5 B0 (4 8 17) R HES %
VRS U gy PR A1 0 B0 0 T R 302 G0 0 T RS 10, 5} — R B AR B O TF R 2 Lre A1 Lo
CRIEVT 55 3.2 55 b U1 25t 9/ A5 5 0 7T 2 S TR 4 096 25 5 5, 0/ DL B0 PG 1 4k 5% 18 S0
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)5, IR 3 T R B e 4 FERD) (B8 9 A7) JFREAT T R MR MR RN R 3 A7) T 2R OE,
U comy T HIHES H 13 SCWEAT ok B BTG %33 (9 72 32, 47 9K [ Hiero fifh% 48 i) 1% 3¢

Input: Development data: {f°,r°}, and test data: {f}:'}, two decoder (BTG and Hiero);

L. Initially, let Lere = Liero :{flsvrf}' and U :{f:‘"}

2. Repeat:

3. MERT using Lgrg to get the feature weight Agrc for BTG

MERT using Lpiero to get the feature weight Apiero for Hiero

Decoding U with feature weight Agrg and BTG to get N-best List: Nbestgrg
Decoding U with feature weight Aniero and Hiero to get N-best List: NbeStyiero
MBR combination of Nbestgrg and Nbestyier, to get Nbestcomn

Select best translations for U from Nbestcomp: U

Let Lo = Lyjero ={{f" 30U o}

Comb

© © No g~

Fig.5 Co-Training for statistical machine translation with MBR combination
KI5 dge/)s DL RS R e Rl 1) B 1) 22 500N 2507 vk

4 SRRSO

4.1 HEIIGH KRR S

PAMEHMUNZAR . TP REFMIRE S 5 1 W HOIR K —FE W mT ik, NISTO3 £ NISTO5 #4234 4 37 [a)
BT NISTO6Web #1 NISTO8Web Wil 24y 9 45 18 RL FoAMHE AT 4 4 T8 RLEAT T VR 4H S50, 33 v 41 S 560 11 S 46 i
W2 450 1 41 S0 v B AT AT A2 NISTO3CHT il 35 k) 11 24 TT R 4R, IFA8 . NISTO6Web (% 44 55 4+) 2 5 Hr [R] Il 25,
T 25 NISTO8Web (M 45 15 k) IRt [RJ I 2 1) 280 AL 28 2 2 S50 160 A 1) 2 NISTO6Web (199 25 48 68} ) 41 2
RAEFEAEH NISTO3(H I T8 1) 2 5 Vi I 25, 3 55 2445 NISTOS(HT [l i k) b I3 by ) )1l 5 (1 25 SR

Table 4 Two settings for co-training
R4 FRGRPHARE

FFR&E R FIERE B ANRE
SEEGE 1 NISTO3 NISTO6Web NIST08Web
SEEYEE 2 NISTO6Web NIST03 NISTO05

PATVo B T 9 FACE N ZR 75 vk (B 4 B ) g/ DU 7 JRUS: 2 23 il 00 e R A N 57 v (n 11 5
JiaR), H g5 IR 5 FFk 6.+ Baseline H5 123K 3 W45 R, Co-Train $& 12 A8 FH T [ 48 v #1235 B0 125 1) B )
BCENZ (I 4 Fros) 4 5 MBR-Co-Train $i 1) 52 48 F g /> DU 357 KUBS: 28 4 il 1) B [ A DI 2 (un 16 5
TR JE A T SR L R B ) DR 30 KU 3R G m A e B R IR P R e R AT T LN T P AR B R

o MBR-ReRank-Co-Train. 751X 241 bt S8 v, FoAl 148 A a2 DU 307 IXURs: 1) S HE 5 7 9% BTG A Hiero 1)

T HEAT B HE T, 08 B IO T 4 SRR &5 AT 0 7 v S 25 3
e Top2Combin-Co-Train. XA 1K BTG i 2% A1 Hiero fif i w5 HH 1) 45 Bt b 8 [ 358 T A B0 3 Ak ok 2 i 4
MHES RS0 IR IR S B R 1R S0 S 5 P RIBCE I 25,

Table 5 Bleu scores for setting 1
R5 OWHIRE LMER

. 3 [50S4 o 2R A
R (NISTO3) PERIES E(J«Mu_k%(NlSToeWeb) I & uﬂuk%(NlSTos_Web)
BTG Hiero MBR BTG Hiero
Baseline 25.96 26.35 26.67 18.47 19.82
Co-Train 26.64 (+0.68)  26.76 (+0.41) 26.81 (+0.14) | 19.27 (+0.80)  20.06 (+0.24)

MBR-ReRank-Co-Train | 26.72 (+0.76)  26.92 (+0.57)  26.75 (+0.08) | 19.43 (+0.96) 20.18 (+0.31)
Top2Combin-Co-Train | 26.57 (+0.61) 26.93 (+0.58)  27.09 (+0.42) | 19.04 (+0.57) 20.21 (+0.39)
MBR-Co-Train 27.06 (+1.10) 27.47 (+1.12)  27.61 (+0.94) | 19.32 (+0.85)  20.56 (+0.74)
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Table 6 Bleu scores for setting 2
F6 ERWHE 2 M

TF 9% 4 (NISTOBWeb) B3 [ )1 25 ¥ A A (NS TO03) a5 2 A AR (NISTO5)

BTG Hiero MBR BTG Hiero

Baseline 34.30 35.11 35.17 33.23 33.90
Co-Train 35.10 (+0.80)  35.02 (-0.09)  35.46 (+0.29) | 33.99 (+0.76)  34.47 (+0.57)

MBR-ReRank-Co-Train | 35.07 (+0.77)  34.94 (-0.17)  35.28 (+0.11) | 33.79 (+0.56)  33.91 (+0.01)
Top2Combin-Co-Train | 34.91 (+0.61) 3559 (+0.48)  35.58 (+0.41) | 34.00 (+0.57)  34.49 (+0.59)
MBR-Co-Train 35.12 (+0.82)  35.77 (+0.66)  35.92 (+0.75) | 33.94 (+0.71) 34.57 (+0.67)

M 5 SIS ECE 1 4 BT LUE B, B R R I 05 1 AR T DL PR R BTG R s R (48
NISTO6Web 42 T 0.68,7E NISTO8Web 4w T 0.80),H J /A GE & 3% & /5 Hiero i i 2% 1) H: e (75
NISTO6Web 37 T 0.41,7F NISTO8Web 425 T 0.24). FA143 51K Baseline A1 Co-Train )% ™ i fith 25 11 B4
PERAITT MBR RERMA RAR A SR ERE MBR B T Hiero M5 # HITEREIRTHA B, BT LALE
NISTO6Web %44k - MBR R4tk & 1 PE BRI T B AR R /D (R H 0.14). A% 6 1 szib v & 2 [ 5080 45 KAl
AT LAAF HE AL 45 1. o0 AT L BT FRATTIA Ay 1 25 2 138 S IR O 2 5 el i TR0 1 5 8 SR 1) OGS PR 22 Hiero )
BAESAFARE LA T LG BTG fifidh 2% 58 47 F M 6, i LA 448 1 Hiero i i 4% (3 3CAF 24 BTG L #3105
ZESCI, T LA SR = BTG 5 2% I BH I it AR 10, 2 FH P 8 A LU P BB 2210 BTG fRIE 2% 1 3 SR 1E A
Hiero f# i [F1E 225 1% SCRT 0 Hiero i (7 B3R T+ JE 3 1 BR (e 1F (M 45 SR 2 /53R 6 11 NISTO5 %d 4k |
H 057 NE AT, BB E SR SR Z (FE NISTO3 #HkE EFRT 0.09 ANH 4 ).
MBR-ReRank-Co-Train FJZC R AH EL Co-Train )8R B8 Tl i — 25 R A7 &2 25 (1 2 5. [7] Co-Train —#F, 7
MBR-ReRank-Co-Train H',{fi ] Hiero fif i #5 18304 BTG #8819 226 3 SO, 7T LUE 3538 =) BTG fif il 2%
1) 3 i &, I 2 U AN 8K . Top2Combin-Co-Train £ BTG ¥k i L BANGEMS Co-Train JRFELF AR 1M 34N Fds 1)
FRPUHT T 350 BT B, o/ DL 07 JXS6: 28 495 a4 £ I R AL E V1 5 0 9 AN (E T DA 8 2 2404 o BTG A i 4 14
PERE (Bl 45 B AER 5 [ NISTO6Web H¥i#E 1A 1.1 ANH 4 i W3R B 25 7SR 6 1 NISTO5 ¥ L
0.71 A~ F 43 AT HETE), 1 0T LU 25 42 5 Hiero fif A5 2% 19 M 6 (s 4 R0 s 22 49 301 2 3 5 1 NISTO6Web 1) 1.12
AT AR 6 B9 NISTO03 _E 1 0.66 4N T 43 10).

o/ DU 0 SR 2R 296 ji 6 1 B TR BS540 B DA L I A 7E 5 AN B0 4R B3 300 B8 i v e
P i a0 DU ST XU 2 6 j 5 11 Bl RIS 5 U7 2 2 BT LA RE 5 42 v BTG R Hiero fi# %245 1614 8, FR AT T8, 32
B Je DAL s DU U XURS: 2R 8 R 9 AT LA BTG AT Hiero #5138 45 it 45 SR mP o 6 388 1 3 9% ik e 1
S 2 2 S0, 1 R R UE 2225 1E S RE S AR B A0 10 S 50N 2 b R IV L 50 A6 BATTE = AL, 2 5 R
xR A (NISTO6Web I NISTO3) b 1144 BESR T AH Lb 5 2 IIR4E (N1STO8Web A1 NISTO5) b (¥ 1% fE 42 71 2 K
— Y X A T B R, PR R S 5 1 R I 0 AR A R S AR AR S ) — 40U, (H 2 L B A AR A7 A 4 1
KN ZEF T aE 25 7 PRI, MO B 43 20 (055 40 AL T 5% 22 B8/ B0 ) 14

h T RE RN MU ER B[R] N R U 2R R R ATTAE T 6 AP BR T SE6 R 1 9 o 10 Y R ZR(1E 4 5
15)I) BLEU {148 4. 3L o BTG(06Web)/Hiero(06Web) i 1) j& BTG/Hiero fif il %5 4 NISTO6Web 4 ¥ 4% 5 k1)
BLEU {f ¢ 1k, BTG(08Web)/Hiero(08Web) 1§ 11 /& BTG/Hiero fiffih #% 7 NIST08Web 443 4 1) BLEU & 481k,
M 6 T AR B, 24 T 18 R Fse /0N DL 307 IRV 2 26 il B SRk 867 2 4 1R ST 90 ) I 5 2 R N kel R RS
e, R R AT e iy BT BRIE T R E IS R SCAT G B T R SEIR R 2 S0 R 10 WP FIZR(E 4
)M BLEU {H 1072 4k, B4k th £ FIFEA TR 2.

BATFFEAETE 8 A 9 /R T SE80 1 E 1 FISEE0 1R E 2 1 5/ DU 07 UG 3R G & (9 W3 1) 911 25 7 325 (B
5)[) BLEU {2544 o e /I> DU 37 XU 22 e pil A 7 7250 LA 25 55 B R) 1 5 10 A ) e 5 SR R e 45 3 19 13 S0 1
Sh ¥ 2 2 VS0, DT e 0% 38 S Jo e 50 22 B AN FR) 13 S (45 MRS 4 480 R 2 T b B i 0 S a6 22 3 EL B OR)AE Ay
12 2% PR SCIN de /N R SR I ZRBCR AN TG 1 5 A2 S b m] DU 3], a5z /s DI 307 XU, 2R SR il 1) 5 ) NS {H g
5 3% v W R 5 0 9 PR s8R T L P AR A A U 5 il 6 LU P AR R A A 38 2 B3l L 8 FE] 9 hE 3,
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s/ DUy UK 28 8 i 5 T VA A 5 T AT R ORI PR RESE TH JLPERE S Hiero R EER% 1 47 RAH ZE A KR
i /0 DU 0 XURS: 28 St a5 (8 D TR U 5 5 9AE 55 5 Ok P) RN I T A e, s PR RESR T FR.

FATAER 10 o3l s T 10 VRIS AL RE b i/ VU 28 G il & (9 45 SR P ok B BTG A1 Hiero fif i 2 1) 1)
T A DL L, 22 Y il 7R de s DU 3T RS PR R Sl 15 O 4 SR K 4] 7 P OR B BTG il 3 10 50 1 B i T
Bl 47 Y B ROk B Hiero fiRhh s BT b 1O L) B LA HEAT BTG AL 4% BT i f) bL HBOR R O I AN
PRSI ), R B Hiero A5 3 0 f 5 1)LLK A/ (78 YA SE 56 B0 BT 25 88 k). ST 3L I DY, 3T 1A i
TR A Hiero HES % ESCRENSIRTT BTG MRS 4% 10 B 13 J50 5, i 304 136 1) bR e ey PR 6 2R L2 5 e /0 DL -S4
DS (4 R GE R & TR IE A A R e R A ISR 0T BTG i iE ds 1 f 1 Bl BL BT

BLEU

BLEU

BLEU

28 - - mmmmmmmm oo 21
27 - 20 4
26 4 19 4
i
25 f=mmmmmmmmmes ——BTG(6Web) I 187
o4 _______ ==m—Hiero(06Web) 17 dicacvancsaas —+—BTG(06Web)
~-m—Hiero(06Web)
. 1 R e 16 4 -mmmmmmm e m e
22 T T T T T T T T T 1 15 T T T T T L L} T L] 1
1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
LRI LA

Fig.6 BLEU scores of co-training for setting 1

K6 ScabBeE 1 LW RIZN BLEU {221k
R e e T TP P R 35 F-mmmmmmmmmmmmm e

[ I p—— e = = s
1T SRR 34 _,"
354 ———— : 33 et et Lt s

34T s G s @ 324 .
33 —+—BTG(03) 0 39 dcsciusas _—*—BTG(05)
—m—Hiero(03) | ==m—Hiero(05)
324 30 f-mmmm e
31 T T T T T T T T T 1 29 J T 1 1 T T T T T 1
1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
IEARIREL ESANY€ 3

Fig.7 BLEU scores of co-training for setting 2
K7 SclBes 2 B FEIVIZR BLEU fHA81L

21 1
20 4
19 -
>
e BTG(06Web) o 184
—— e m
24 4o —a— Hiero(06Web) 17 fmmmmmm e *ETG(?gg\YSb&)
—m—Hiero e
o3 —*— MBR(06Web) 6de
22 T T T T T T T T T 1 15 T T T T T L T L] L} L}
1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
AR AR UL

Fig.8 BLEU scores of co-training with MBR combination for setting 1
8 SLEUCE 1 b/ DU MRS R SRR 1 B RIBCE I 2R 1Y BLEU (A2 4k
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7 35 -
36 4 34 4

e B R I B e
83 on o e Hiero(03) N e Hiero(05)
32 o —*— MBR(03) _ 30 o
31 — 29 T T T S S S S

1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
AR IR EL AR IR B

Fig.9 BLEU scores of co-training with MBR combination for setting 2
Blo  SEEGBEE 2 Fdg/ DU 0T XU 2 St s 1R o IRV R DI 2k 16 BLEU {22 4k

0.5 T===-====m=mmsmsemenenan - 10 0.51 -0.7
7 L09 044 o6
0.3+ - 0.8 0.3 4 i
-0.5
024 0.7 173 R
—+—BTG(03)
o) ——BTG(06Web) | g, o1 _______ =—=—Hiero(03) [04
--m—Hiero(06Web) k
O'O T T T T T T T T T 0'5 0'0 T T T T T T T T T 0'3
1 3 5 7 9 1 3 5 7 9
IEARIRHL AU

Fig.10 Ratios of sentences from BTG and Hiero in the MBR combination results
K10 BEIEARS S/ DU OB R e il & (K 45 R vh I & BTG Al Hiero (R P45 R 1060 1 HE

42 thEINZGEBZE I AENLLER

A5 B FN R 51N TR B8 5 2 5 e AE B (1) Y1 250 DT 88 e A AR 17 A 87 1) 2 i LA R B A
BCUF A5 R FRATA R R R A

1) WA A 1K TN T ARSI H BRI AAE AS 1R B, AT A6 A3 AR AR PR I 2R 1) H A A At

2) AN [ A AT VA8 T T LA MR [ (1 388 38 5 TR v 2ok 88 B Ok o 3 W 1% SR Dy 1 2 2% 3 S, AT T AR

SR BT R AR 0 B AR N AR AR I T

T B H BRI ) RE AR (8RR O3 A — A D SRR H AR I SRy s, B A 22 2] AR, 3R
APHE AT SRR B R IR A0 2% XA T B

S5 RV, A 2% A T5 22 ARG 4% A4 il 22 SRR 45 L. 19 2 20 I I 2ot R ) s il ik ok 1 5 A F 40
UE 1) TT IR 08 A2 VN 5B BR8P I R e RO B IR A TR 22 5 1 2 20 1R I B0 AR 1R AT A8 AT, 5 I AR RS 45
1) {9 B 2800 32 135 S0 PO B A 0 I SCAE A HE S BRSO NI R B4R 4 h 2 5 K — 40 00 FR iE AR 1) )1 45
HAREIEIE M HES B SC BRATIRAER A T MBR EH P 7775 (BIEE 3.3 TR 1) MBR RSl & 777, K 4 1
H—NREFLFR N MBR EHET).

BAMERE 2 BT H BTG Al Hiero 34T T 8 % S IIZR, S 45 K W& 7,300 MBR-Self-Train 511 2
H 2 IR ik 145 3 i 2 BLEU 190 37 1024 F MBR EHE 7 1 45 1. A8 MBR EHEP 2 J5 145 1
FHEAT T MBR R4l & 0 . MBR-Self-Train —47 H MBR — 42 (1) 45 5. A 8256 45 5 v ] LU 21, B8 4 B %% 3
[FVRE S0 T I 2 20040 48 v Atsk 9 A A 1) 5k, B DA 27 23 N 5 753 AT LATE E A A0 P o538 1L 268 0 3 4 AL 1)
o AR, BT B 2% AU B AR — R GE R 1R &5 SR b T Rl S 2 T S0, iU L M e AR L B RN R 15 — 52 1
ZEHA.
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Table 7 Comparison of self-training and co-training for setting 2
F7 OERWE 2 LRI AR

FF R4 (NISTO6Web) By 1) Y11 25 1 0 X4 (NS TO3) I AR AL (NISTO5)

BTG Hiero MBR BTG Hiero

Baseline 34.30 35.11 35.17 33.23 33.90
MBR-Co-Train 35.12 (+0.82)  35.77 (+0.66) 3592 (+0.75) | 33.94 (+0.71)  34.57 (+0.67)
MBR-Self-Train 34.72 (+0.42) 3572 (+0.61)  35.66 (+0.49) | 33.75(+0.52)  34.18 (+0.28)

4.3 Z51REIIZa0R & B K/ 3B I 4R B9 20

J T TS 5 E N R 0 DR A 1 RN o Bl IR N 3 2 0 S, R AT 43 S N 2 5 Bl TR0 )N 2 1 000k 4 B
HLIIEE n/10(n=1,...,20) [\ £ 4k 1 A B4 FF & 45, 91 F NISTO05 1E  de & R 45 L AE NISTO5 LIl 45
FAnE 11 Fror, H o Poly.(Hiero(05)) /& Hiero(05) ) BLEU {H25 1k (1) £ Wil (M Bk 4Bl &gk, m
Poly.(BTG(05))/2 BTG(05)(¥1 BLEU {HAF 1L % Wi X\ L & ke 342k,

35.5 A
35.0
34.5 4
@ 34.0
o 33.5- —+—BTG(05)
33.0 4 ——u—Hiero(05)
s Poly.(BTG(05))
BT B Poly.(Hiero(05))
32.0 T r r T T T T T T —
0 2 4 6 8 10
n/10

Fig.11 Effect of different test data size during co-training for setting 2
K11 SEEe e 2 BS 5 R IZR IR AR 1R D/t W [ 1 25 1) 8 i

B 11 AT R L, B R BEBE AR L AE 4/10~7/10 22 1], 5 J5U4R IF & BdiE 45 (AR AR 24 4 4 1) BLEU b
SEAVR IS IR ZE BTG Al Hiero |23 5l 7 0.47 1 0.30. AP 422 Wi s S & Ja 98 2k o R B, R St i ek 1y 52
LA T 5 B ) A B2 UL, A 2 2 5 W R U5 1) b 08 P ) IR A 22 e ok A2 TR 1 5 25
A T8 A IE 0 1 2 25 %8, gl 2 100 11 2 28 30 SO AR A A 08 0 SR K 28 SR (1) 5 28 30 SO 7 n 38 O e B4
A2 rh 23 5 T R AR R ) 2R R

5 & g

AR SCHE T AL W R U0k fff e 6 v W28 B 26 v i S f1 S0 1 2 ) R, R0 3 et A A [ 5 25 11
FESCAE 22 0 S MR AR VR N 21T B 24 v A 3L 28 55 05 AR B (1 )1 5, DAL T A A5 0 AT o 3K 4R 11 40035
AU}, T8 S A0 11 38 BV 6 KA S — 2D 51N T e/ DU S0 XU 28 256 Rl 1) S s S 32 % DR A 1R T 225 9 3,
70T LA 2 5 3 ) I 2 ) 2R L 388 £ A6 30 9% SR AT ) 1 I R G Rl B 1 B S 3 I R SRR A S HE S 5 1%
SC NI $ v T 2 2 R SCRA T St 0 1 R o P I 1 ) 2R S g R A W ) D 5 VR T LA R SR il e
VWL 28 0 3 ) 0 0o R 1) A L AR, 1 3 1 i 8, - 8 35 v b Ak P L 0 20 5 SR 1) e 5 D[R] e, 3
T/ DU $r KURS: 28 8 Rl 1R 5 )N AN AR AT UE— 25 B8 v b 0030 PN WL 25 0 98 1) 5 6, 38 ] DA A5 1 250 7 T
Inkase.

BVES RS BT A

1) E AT T B R0 ZR 10 D5 30K i e GE B3 3 v R A () AR 13 . ) 8, R AT T 1R N 1 K

56 F1 53475
2)  BINT SR/ DU XURSE 1) 3R G R A T YR I A 1A 1R S I A 4 I R B B T AR
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T T S50 FRATY R IR, 2 2 2 S 28 R 2 S W B [ I R PR R R — AN TR R AL AR T 5T b FA TR 5 18
A6 Y B S 10 13 S 396 A1 DAy ¥4 25 25 13 3C, BU S A Y 00 A2 28 VAT 28 AR 20 28 e il 5 D 3R AR SO A 0 Dt 4k
IR R 1 AT VR AR 23 A T A L A BN T e 4R v AT B ) U 0, SR AB VR T AN B3 B 38 10 5 ¥ AE AR R I 5
o FRATPHE SR SRS 20— P8 23 B0 1 (R DR K 2 5 P IR I &, AU 5245 2 S 47 R DI 48R
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