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FEIEDE I IIEATBE T H % 234 T O—EHFE
ZRAATICRKMTERWLWEWS ELHZ T»
%, ZOMERERT 2012, BEFETE—
HHFEOME 2 FIRNICITY 2 L T To—58ul
ERAATICKEIE L Z ENTARETH 5., BE
FEICED < HEEH S A 7 A % 7 MERESH
FEEROFER, AT & OB B W TIRETFE
DPERTFEICEHN, mOMEBEREE~T 2 L 2 hfE
LT,

2 R’EFE

AETIK, LT 2HEFHMOFERICET 2 A2
7 DFFEFEICOWTIRR S, BEFETIE,
Tk L FARRICHIBEIRR S A 7 2 DI TH 5
BERC E AFTIERR S NI IEL WERXCTH 5 2 IH
REAWTRAaT 2HET 5.

2.1 FBEBHTIDIRTE

Uiz, mEHEE%] (Longest Common
Subsequence : LCS) " &3k %, Z DERIZ 1%, DA
ToXDcHEIEIY A vy T urss 3y
7D 2 KITHEN % KT 5.

0, 7=0 or j=0
Di,j: Wlax(Diﬂ,j, Di,jfl), Wli:f:nj (1)
Di1;1+1, M= n;

Bz, 2| E LT “glass guide of the
plastic mounting panel P”, FERXX L T “a
glass guide molded in panel member P made of
resin” BB SNIEEICIE, A4 F vy s
FZIVIDO2RITHHNEERID LS Ik 5,

F1LVLCSOMEIF4 RS, LL, 204

W27 55 (LUE, LCS OENRE SN S Tl
e LCS R EMER) F 2 @0 FEET S, £1D
LE, TEEBES S N EH LCS OfEL B
TAEZRLTWSY, 3L 4N2HETOF
FET 2570, LCSEHEM 2 DI L Tnws, %
NZno LCS % LCS & No. 1, LCS &
No.2 £ LTI IExRT.

LCS #2#& No. 1
SHRER © [glass guide] of the plastic mounting

[panel] [P]

FHER3C  a [glass guide] molded in [panel]
member [P] made of the resin

LCS #2E& No. 2

SHRER : [glass guide] [of the] plastic mount-
ing panel P

BWER © a [glass guide] molded in panel mem-
ber P made [of the] resin

NN OB ORI IESEE S 2R L TW B,
FSEERSr & 1F, —BEHFELESE L T 5885 T,
P OSIEER E BRSO TRI—ICHFFEL T 58
53 CHB, LCS DN 4 L) I L IF—BUEFED
BNATHLZERZERLTWS, 2L T, LCS
DIENRFE CThH->TH EBOFID L 512 LCS #%
BIXEBFAET 2560 5. REFETIIHE
B35 2 FIRHNCERE T B 72 o1, HmEa 2 —
BICHRET2LENDH S, £ 2T, LCS KR No.
1L LCSEK No. 2o, L@V EEbNS
LCS EE—DODARET 5.

KT, LCS P EBFAE L I &I BT 5
—BOWREFTFEIZOWTAERNS, ERoBhics
Tl¥, LCS## No. 2 OI@EERS “of the” 13Xt
ISEIRDSERAT L T e, et LT, LCS %
# No. 1 OHEE S “panel” & “P”7 1ZGEIMR

XK1 :5A4F3Iwvo70553 250 2 RITEFING

7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
m; a glass guide molded in panel member P made of the resin

7 n; 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 glass 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2
2 guide 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
3 of 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3
4 the 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 4 4
5 plastic 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 4 4
6 mounting 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 4 4
7  panel 0 0 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 4 4
8 P 0 0 1 2 2 2 3 3 4 4 4 4 4
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WZhb, Lizdo> T, LCS & No. 1 25EIRE v
L2 ENEEF LW, 2T, BEFETIE, £7T
D LCS FEHIc LT, LFOR(2) & (3) 2 Aw
T score ZEIHE L, score DEN D K E W LCS
B2 —BICHRET 5. LUT D score 1335
DRI LAMEOEREZAVTNWS,

score:cegum(length(c)ﬁ X pos) (2)

— G G
pos—<1.0 | . |> (3)
H(Q2) D ¢ IFHE S, g IFILBL DR S

%’5<Eﬁ/\7x —¥ThHV, 1.0UEDHEE &
% .2 (3) D pos 1ZZMEER L BRSO O L5884
DN R MLED TN ERIRT 2.m & nidZh
TN L Z2RGROBIHFERTH 5. o & ¢
BEER E 2RI B T 52 TN EFNDOAETH
%, ®W(2) @) BZHWT score 23k % L, /N7
A—% BOEE 1.2 £ L4, LCS &£ No. 1

@saneai&4yw(=2“x<1ﬁ—-QL—34)+1”
_ i_l 1.2 o 9

43 Q%ﬂ X (1.0— | INILS

£ No. 2 O score I 3. 4461(::2L2><(1 o——-——

Q%m”xu0|—_—bt;5 L7535

T, score DfED L D EW LCS £ No. 1 23
S, Hob e HEE VIO HEL A EE & 2 D,

2.2 ROAF7DETEHE

2.1HiTHRARI kD1, MEFETIZERD
LCS BEENFET 2855121, R (2) & (3)1cHED
E—BIC LCSREZIET 5. 2L T, ZD LCS
B X v HEEHMEE L COMMEEA2EE T3, %
OFHERXRZUTORW@) & (5), 2L T, R(6) 2R
7.

RZ( DN @' Deecnumlength(c)?) >% )

mﬂ

P=< 2% (a’ ZCE;ﬂnumlength(C)ﬁ) >% 5)
AE score—(l—];ry;)z%. (6)

K (4) & (5) D Xeccnum length (c)? 1X Hx D
WY T LB ONAEORIITH B, Lizhi>
T, bl 7Blogs, gk Sglass guide”,
“panel”, ‘PR EK S, e OISO

fEELTIE, 289 A —% B 232.0 DFE, 6(=2*°
+12041%0) L2 %, HIZ, BEFETE, REX
N LEER S 2 &, BICHBIRIDELET 25
B, WO TLCS FEE—BITREL, IWE S
Nz EE S 2 W CRROFTEZ1TS. T72b
b5, BT OBE OFIRUEZ1TS . kL
72l DEE, Sof the” Mtk TIHEES L L TH
ET 20, 4(=22°) BEo5nd, ZOXDKH
T2 PE & 2 IR I FEIE LS B 70 2 H@E o3
ThHs., #LC, ZD&> KEBEIEOREL 5 ILFEER
S EDRE, ZXa7 KRS 20 EEHT 2
72D NRNT A= a ZHOTWS, 1) £ B)D
a' D HRLEOREERT AT I Thb.
LR U 7261, LCS BRI EED < Haa@s a5l o
PEAEZ 2 BT b0, A8 1130, 1

L2, 87 A% a3 1.0NTFOEEZET 5.
1.0 DBECE, A7 i OEPEIMLTY o
B1.00FFeRn5, X, FEENEZS T
THHBEHSODEADPEDL O RN L EERT
%, W2, 0.0 1EL RBIFE, A vF i OED
BANCE-S T, o DER/INE L B 570, FEIED
Fp BT DOV TIE F DEN/NES K B 2
EEREWRT L, 2OLIWNNT A—F o FEEED
F70 2 BTN T 2 EHA DT NT A —F &
LTHwsNS, /2, @), B)D RN—1 13
IR DR ZER L Tw b, ERofITiE, »
7M1k R THBLENTbR S
W, RN—10DfHEIZ 1(=2-1) %5,

WER, METEOR, GTM, ROUGE-L, ROUGE-
W, TER 7% ¥ OFEIE%* % 5& L 7z HEFH T4 T
W, FENEASK & < B 2 @S (B2, “of
the” X NICFEY T 3) BEHIN, AT TIIK
ez, FBIEOGRIDRWIEFEL EDFREC
BWTIX, FEEHOE L 2 @RS EMEL TH K
SREE 3R oy, HARZER EDZEIEOH
HKIDPHEWE BBV TIE, BEEHET 2 LI
S HERMEOS T E 52 2 enb b, DM
IR LT, EFETE, EBHOENE S %
TARAIATEKMEREZ BT A=Y g 20
THIET 2 2 & TRILL TWn 3,

FROBIDBE, a D% 0.5 £ 32 &, 28!
(a ‘Deccnum length(c)?) O fE 13 8(=0.5"%
6+0§x4)kﬁ%.ﬁﬂ;aﬁ@)aﬁxwaﬂﬁi%

8 5 3

Nz 0.2357 (= 1920

£0.3536 (= 820

W25,
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REODyFP/REVEBESNS., EBROHIT
1%, y DfEIX 0.6666 L7 2%, DR, R (6)D
AE score Of#E I

1+0.6666) ><O.2357><0.3536>
0.2357+0.6666°%0.3536

0.3065<= (

%5,

3 4REFHMSEER

3.1 EEBT—%

FEE T —2 121, NTCIR-7"™ O BIFRS X 7
7—%, WMT10", WMT11"™ o H#3Hi & 2
77 —%%Hwiz, NTCIR-7 7— % TIZ, 14 O
EHER > A 7 293 HAFESL 100 3% FFEC 100 XX
WEIER U7z, 311,400 OFRX 2 Wiz, %72,
ZWEROFIX 1 TH 5. AFFHMiiX Adequacy &
Fluency Ol & D 3 2 OFHME S 2RIER>C I
U CHERFETRHIII L7z b 02wz, 3 O3
FERICH L CTE A 97 Ml % el 2 NTFHilh &
L7,

WMT10 & WMTIl e BWTidF =28, K
A VEE, ANRA VEE, 7T 2 AFESEEEICEIER
L7z R e Lz, IR0 T NTCIR-7
CEIBRICI TH .

3.2 XHEHFE

FER X, £ TOBR 2RI L T, “to-
kenizer.perl”™ & “lowercase.perl”™ % FivT
HifREZITo 7., T LT, BEFHEIES L HE
Ty A 7 A% AWT, ANFEHl & OEERE %
Ko7z, HEFHIY A 7 A0 2 EHliFER L L
T, YAT AVULE VOV DOFHBIRE % R
iz, FORE, YATAVWVIEAET < YOIHE
RAHRAMREL, Xy~ vz > R — )L O IEGAEBE R
xR,

B2, BEFEROBYME 2R T 272012,
R 1T o 7o, IR U 7- B EhEHm T
BLEU (ver.12), METEOR (ver.1.4), RIBES
(ver.1.02.3)™), TER (tercom ver 0.7.25) T»
5.

B, BEFRCBU 2 HEFHE Y A 7 LD
FTRA—F a t B OMEICIE, THEBICHEIX0.1
El2xzxnEThHHwiz,

3.3 ERERCEE

K2 NTCIR-7 HFlWIe Y AT AV ~VIZB
3R 7~ OIEMMHREFREE RS, £3 12
NTCIR-7 ZHWI XV _RNVIZBITF B 7 > F—
DONERIAHBIRE 29, £72, R4 12iE WMTI10
PHRAWESY AT AV_WIEBITA2AET7 < DIE
PIAEEARR %L, 251213 WMT10 2 w723 v ~L
BT v F— VoM HBEREZ RS, ZL
T, R 6121FE WMTIL 2V Y AT AV ~Li
BUO2AET7~rOEAMHEEIRE, R 7121
WMTI1l ZFHWEXVvA_RVIEZBIT A7 Y F—v
DNEAIAHBEI R E % 7~ 3,

F6 EXTIWZBITS Nindiv” X 1 D OBEMEEIER
VAT ALV NIRRT R & 725 T
W5, “comb” 1% 2 D DEEMMEIER Y A 7 L DFHA
BOE LG NIFERO TR & 7> T
5, tB, £5 X7 T, BLEU BFEEL W
23, BLEU 133> 2 7 A L~V T O B BEHh % B
ELTRESI N TW 2 HERHEFETH Y, XV
ANVZIEFFES WS EDBLLASNT WS Z En
5, WMT10 &€ WMTIL 2BV TIEXLVRILD
FHBIRE KD T g,

FL2PORTIZBWT, £4 D WMTI10 ZHWw
T2V AT AV BIT S AE T~ > OIEAAFHES
RED PR EFEDERF B HARNHE L 25

K2 INTCIR7 ZRH W AT LLRIVIZEITA R

E7 < > OIERIHERFREL
Metrics cﬁiiﬁiﬁ» ufﬁiié@ Ave.
RREFE 0.9912 0.9253 0.9582
BLEU 0.8505 0.8242 0.8374
METEOR 0.8022 0.7538 0.7780
RIBES 0.9121 0.8374 0.8747
TER —0.9473 —0.8769 —0.9121

£ 3 INTCIR7 #RHW XL RILIZEITE5 > F—

IV DIBRIAEREREL
Metrics (1,4%(;j Zgrllltaefl}c]es) (1,40§1§eerrlltce};ces) Avg.
REFE 0.4138 0.3503 0.3820
BLEU 0.1146 0.1491 0.1319
METEOR 0.1838 0.2060 0.1949
RIBES 0.3558 0.2950 0.3254
TER —0.2664 —0.2605 —0.2635
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4 IWMT 10 WS ATFALRIVIZEIT2AET7 2 > OIERIEREE

Metrics cz-en de-en es-en fr-en Avg.
(12 systems) (25 systems) (14 systems) (24 systems)
BREFE 0.6643 0.7115 0.6381 0.5635 0.6443
BLEU 0.7203 0.7885 0.3890 0.6862 0.6460
METEOR 0.5594 0.8538 0.4330 0.4957 0.5855
RIBES 0.4895 0.5423 0.6615 0.5200 0.5533
TER —0.8042 —0.3700 —0.5429 —0.3983 —0.5288
&5 I WMT 10 WXL RIVIZEIT 24 > F—ILOIERHERIRE
Metrics cz-en de-en es-en fr-en Avg.
(2,481 sentences) | (5,031 sentences) | (5,289 sentences) | (3,852 sentences)
REF 0.0610 0.0553 0.0194 0.0384 0.0435
METEOR 0.0711 0.0703 —0.0024 0.0299 0.0422
RIBES 0.0415 0.0394 0.0205 0.0411 0.0356
TER —0.0700 —0.0209 —0.0036 —0.0412 —0.0339

6 I WMT 11l WIS AT LL~NIIZEIT 2 RAET Y > DIERAEREREL

Metrics cz-en indiv de-en indiv es-en indiv es-en comb
(8 systems) (20 systems) (15 systems) (6 systems)
REFE 0.9048 0.1722 0.7857 —0.3714
BLEU 0.8333 0.2309 0.8204 —0.1739
METEOR 0.9286 0.5308 0.8321 —0.6000
RIBES 0.8333 0.0406 0.5393 —0.0667
TER —0.9524 —0.1985 —0.7250 0.8286
wercs | il [ Eeent T
FERT kR 0.7750 0.6377 0.4840
BLEU 0.7730 —0.1449 0.3898
METEOR 0.7998 0.0857 0.4295
RIBES 0.7337 —0.0857 0.3324
TER —0.7564 0.0286 —0.2959

o7

1z, Z DD TOMBERBTREFEI RD
EWEEZRL., BBEFEEFIRLCBDTO AL
KOMBERE 2R e o720, BLEU IR\ T
2EFHICEOHBEREERL WS, 2T En
SEEWER L7 EER T — & DIZITETICB W T
EFHERERFHEICHANT, BOHBEREERL
TWb ZEWHERTE ., ZDX D TREFEN
FOHEIRE 2R T 2 E N TE-ERF L LTI,
FLicbhRI L5112, EEE2EEL, »D, £7T
DIEILFH A AT ICRKMIE L I ENTETW
LlzbeFzonbd, Lrl, RHEET LD
EFHERERFEEOEBTCRR OB WEERL
Te S ANF7HM B IZFER b D ThH - 7z,
L7e3-> T, HEFHEY AT A& L TIEHEDOR

MBS TS, XV ThEWAHE
REEGD 20IIE, BB, WXk & OR8]
o OEPMEE R T IC K2 0END S
EFEZ NS,

4 FrH

RIRETIE, BBEIRY AT ADD DI
HERHMIFERE2RE L2, BEFHRICESLLHH)
FHIi > A 7 &% AT EREFHlEER O RS, R
FHRICHAT, ANFFHM & OFITE D mwiHE %
ALz, INRREFEORYMEETRT LDOTH
3. S, X VIZBWT XD EWHEERE
B LIODWEERTI FETH .
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x£7 IWMT 11 2HWVWEXLILIZEIT3 45> F—ILoOIBREEFREL

Metrics cz-en indiv de-en indiv es-en indiv es-en comb
(2,205 sentences) | (4,350 sentences) | (2,687 sentences) | (1,792 sentences)
REFE 0.0199 0.0491 0.0421 —0.0297
METEOR 0.0342 0.0516 0.0844 —0.1006
RIBES 0.0002 —0.0306 0.0306 —0.0046
TER —0.0289 —0.0435 —0.0412 —0.0270
Metries | (3 ontences) | (1265 semtences) | AVE
REFE 0.0369 —0.0328 0.0441
METEOR 0.0320 —0.1396 —0.0054
RIBES 0.0236 —0.0512 —0.0046
TER —0.0364 —0.0931 —0.0386

B

MRERHM EER CHEH L7z NTCIR-7 77— % 13 H
REFFFRIFREERE (Japio) M UESLIEMFAMIEAT
(NID X v#ftanr, ZZIELT, BHox
BRT.
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