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B wEo Y1, FFHe2E B oujE oFste 4EE Fol]l o
A} AIYREL T o7 7tA BRoz FAHXY, /B v HE REL L g
713528 AT Yol FFdH Ue FRon <& M dojzd
(Language modelLM)°] Al4RtH2]. & dojrdold oW dojdd s AT
#gze 248 Fed ol 1 dojdg Ao ¥ FEL Adn g ol ¢
2|7} AME3tE To] Eolile AlgE V] R s Aelth. F $27t A}
£33 Te EoldE W dAsd LAHY welA o]g w2 o] &Ed
" LEo] AlEIEEL EIME A 458 ¢ AL Aok IARLL 7FH
714k gH(rule based) A3 B4 3 Alstatistical) A F/HNZ Y& 4 Aot FH
714E Ado|2de ojE AEshrt ddo] B 73 & wEr] WEd viay 3
3z gt AE7F xPo] Wol Bt dio] Utk W FAHAZ Jo] 2dL o™
EHAQ FHL Aol GuFA @3, AVN7t 222 gGgdolgzYE 2 73
2 S5y o JFDsiA, B 49 SAgdelgE aFgE dFo) Utk
o] =RAE A Ao 2de vAHE B4 FE clustering €S d
& 718t o8 24U HEE ARE £

o] =29 FAL et Utk $A4 23N E dojndd dis] dgsta 3%
A& leaving-one-out(LO) criterion[3lel w3, 4FNME clustering €2 Fol
s At 5 e UNAY corpusE AAEA o] dnYEFE HEE Z
Tlof) R LolR T 6FNAE SN HLF AAE FAJY Fom 7Fd
A dee get

2. o] Ed(language model)

dojmde ¢elel ol dojde] dis) I dojde] VY FEFPE Fo@r
Z oW goldWrt 2t do] w9 g2 ojFHIu", W=w,,..., w,°11, o9
gge 953 2o

pm= T otw oy, ... w0, 3

2 o] A¢ ouE “U %me) Vi G To] AW BB BF A% U
Erolabe @olzh e BE, “UEolate wol thgd] “Smel’ze Qo g
28, ‘Ut %zo)” Ggd “Doeke @olzt U &F, o] ZE BEFEY F
o grke gulolct.

olAl o] dojRdo| oFA AXFHAYA 29 F A ‘20}11} $542
A Nade 44 ngeeldy Aadg, AEFY S A48 F %l— Ned
A2 HEH A2z AJY & Utk §F A5 AEFHA Boj9 @
Solmg /HdHY o) A&H oz QA ATd 5S4 YA A=Hol H
E Aotk ¥AY oA ‘U gt IrhHe § 23S JAsHE $4 A
A dolg A uok ok $AH FF AS ‘Yot dojE Ad=
ANFPGH I o] & GBS YAT W 27 AL o AL p(dJd BoE
GE) ol 82 €471 € Aotk 2822 o] HEFE ol &8t 4A o5
olg AT + gl

o

I8y 2E 234 & 9 Ae Aed A UFU B getv E(parameter)
Eo] ZAFHEZ o] BEFAAM ojd dolg el YEd M9 dojitez
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th &9 A3 o] 2AHapproximate)Ad & U
p(wal ---- wi—l)zp(wz{wi—Mr'--vwl’—l) (2)

oldd Rdg AAZ (M+l)-gram Edojd d&d Mo AZSFE FngEol
BolA B2 bigram(M=1%! A$)3 trigram(M=2%! A$) Edo] F2 Wo] 29
t}. = bigram9 A-$o) oW ©ojr} TAHAT FA 1 ©o] wE gl o™
o7 UL $ Qe I FERS FAsE A FolR trigrame] FfdE o™
= o] 2o od gojst U F JEuA 2 EFL HAste A Lol

g o)g ol 4¥T s E A 4 A4 Axde F$ wef Qe &
ol 471 20000702+ bigrame] F$o] ZE "ojnitt 7 wold fi e @
47} & HEF}ES APHFL Yedn 20,0002=4x10°7, trigram®] A
20,0003=8 x10 ?71e] serigst &AFn ol& Ydo] ¥AHIF o
Yo}, AAZeZ SAHAANE $85Ed olH At Zol A B4 IR
AFAY 5+ Aok

o8 RAHY) 9 ALHE 2do) 26 AT Rl oriM SRS
EXo) #AIE PoEL Fo| ¥ 1Fol Bk olFA FAo] FAY doEd
2E #AL clusteringo) g &+, o] 2FES FFe S Y@ ¥ 2
gavint sre] ESL QAN 3 GEZ NP FE5E A7, BddE g
g 948 dx S92 A% 2A do

Gu-Gw)=g,8 oi® o wg ol Fd2 Gw)=g, AHAIE &5
3 sz GI7t 229 +8 Jvehdg 38 of 4] 4HE

Hwiw,, ..., wi-) = plwilwioy, ..., wi-1) (3)

= pG(G(w;)IG(w;_M),...,G(w;_,))*pa(w;IG(wg)).

Geb |GI=1000 o2k bigrame] 79l 1,0002+20,000=1.02x10¢1, 2a=
trigram®] 72 $-¢l 1,000 3+ 20,000=1.00002x10‘7§¢] s}etulelg zech ol
9o} Aso v B o ¢ 249 FAolh olHY o] LUL o|&A A%
Yolg = B BRL F9F7) dEd 24AYY A%o AL F o] W
We Zxd oA &L &) WEo) SUH T2 &3 e Qe
§ un &L A7 HI, e gL B4 A Bt goAeg g
Holgg 29 4 Y= FUE Utk Qo= ojeprjstd HE o FfuoHR
B&4e AT e 2 237 wiEA robustdlths €9 eltH4).

3. Leaving-One-Out Criterion

AAZ 7t Agte BEL T4 BE BolER FAHW, BAA o 24
@ wolsd Wal oF WolEg ol¥A %o ABAY AYA, & clustering 3
ME e ohgas, 2wl me $494719 45E Be 992 WA o
294 73 AR clustering FEE FE Rol AFHT, o) AFLE RopF
£ e de 977 Bol WY ATHE67).

22 leaving-one-out criterionoll W3 getrzt )7t oW HEAAY FF
< BrtstaA & dE H2E dolgrt Yook @tk & o] HAE HolHE
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s tolelstE ohE Rolojck SRAT Yoz dojHe Fo|l FEI A
G ALoe AN £38 vHolH FAA dutE gF HoHZ AE3n AvtE
H2AE HoHE Algsfo & Ao watM 2 Hrhdst 24 debd & Ao
Leaving-one-out criterion® °] €& Wy 71€ /gL AA vloletE “retained”
part T 3 “held-out” part T z2 Y¥FE Aotk A FAA T2 &3
3, Ty 2 %718 8te Aot agx A dolgst & 44 25 held-out €
H7tx] wrEsld o AAE HEH RS YrIELR AMEde Rojth

1. e AESG AJAIY.

2. YoiA N-1719] 4E2 ggd.

3. AN & JEZ HEERT.

4. N7e] 28 4Fo) & Uy AYHEE N5

1Y 1. Leave-one-out criteriong ©]&3 J7} ¥4y

F" o= gh”N%l_thf(gl,gz)*log(NAgl,gz)—l—b)

b*(n+ T 1) (4)

+ ny,r*log (- Tng ot D) )—ZEINT(g)*log(NAg)—l)

4] (4)= Y}2 leaving-one-out criterion® AF&3F ¥ 9] optimization criterion2.
2 ArgsiA 2 Aotk 4714 N{g; g)& training corpus Tol (g;g) #°l
Uehd 3I4E 23le b d¥Hoz FHAE Aok myr, 1,7, 74,75
Ztz} training corpus TAlA & WS ¢ Yebd bigram¥, 182 YERG bigram™,
29 o]4 YEhd bigram*# e AFE ujgd.

dAolrde] Hrr|Eol B EFE(perplexity’PP)eHE o] v} o] EREE vt
2 od o] Hol & & U= PEPE gulste AR o] EFEIF REFE
Padol 71 A ovjolxm wA SAAHALHEY AZdA B we o
2 4o 47] W&o F& dojrdelgn & 5 e AotH2l 99 A& o
ERAEE T35 AL leaving-one-out criterion® HAE3ta] @&3A Holztn
g 4 AoH4l.

4. Clustering &3 &

olal: @A F3 optimization criterion® ZIL AA A 7 optimal@ 2
2 mapping &4 & FohNE7t SE clustering ¥2ZFE Lotrz, o EEd
A A e 4 o AejdA HAe HE Folrte greedy XA FLE
N x7) ZAd &3 local optimal solutiond &ol Fot 3 o tojs}
o= Z# 20| mappingsl =37t & B9 mappingdl= FFE F7] wWE
@ole]l £A7 m$ Fadth ANAE MG NEs B2 dolRE ¥z AL
S goje o clustering® st WHE MY
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Algorithm 1 : Clustering()
start with initial clustering function G
iterate until some convergence criterion is met
{
for all w in V
{
for all & ,in G
{

calculate the difference in F1o(G) when w is moved from
gutog u
}

move w to g , that results in biggest improvement in F Zo( G

}
}
End Clustering

29 2. clustering €128 &

5. &9 <} <eF corpus ¥4

5.1 =8 o2t ¥} corpus ‘

FZENGANE Y ot AT SAHAANGA AL /ML v ATHBL °o] A
292 Rty Y8 3o day EFEL £38T, 08 EAEA &
o] @ Y& A&y, ojRe2RE AYAY corpusE AYHAT. F DolFE
% 28570019, ol 2§ AAol /E FA £ F 245000000747 W=
t}h ol 59 dok Ala"A Aol & EF FoA ER FEo] A7 WHE
ot} WA ol& EF sty FEAAZR w$ YE ol qrldME o
&3 e Wyoz WASHAY. &, ¢ 14,., 1292 MONTHZ, 14,., 31¢
& DAYEE ooz WA HFa2¥(heuristic)dA clustering® 3 F& ¥
corpus& AP 28)x YA AA training?} testo] 2Y corpus A= Z7]
I 229 A& go] 29 UE Pz AAstd @ gk 2¥A A
g corpusel M 4/5% &Fol, 1/56& HAES ol &3%t. 2 A} T corpus
9o BA 4= 22235092, Bl&E corpusd F3Z4E 5731749

5.2 Initial mapoj] 2t AH

Clustering ¢ 22]2& A7} greedy &8 E, & ol AFAAN 743 $& ZHE
Bolg Rozut $3& 3t wol7] @& 2 ZAJt local optima A+ UL
o F Xx7] ZPAE B JFL wEY qUIHE o]§ HU B A3 27]
Z7A, Z initial mapg B/IAZ F3 HAE 3 B3tk Clustering €32 FL
leaving—one-out(LO)}d & Al&&th. 99 clustering ¢nFAME BE
GOl EL 3tute Zead 83slm ARE st=d vlE], 2 WY oE uniformly
distributed, & maximal 22 Fo] g GAEE TFIHA ¥FE & W,
random ¥4& ol gsted 7 wolgel Yoo Fdzel YIHA ® Wy, 12
heuristic3}7 %<& & HEe Ags) wokth ¥ 1o B ups} Fe) 7] A
© 2 heuristic 37 #3L & whge] drte Fee] ¥FE . AFHE Y
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yr £o Z27E RYoen & PYUEL 17 FL& FARE Ho|A RYY 237
g %7] 23 9 cluster® 237t 4¥S TEGE AEE $AT F AU
#72 heuristicshA 27] &AL F1 d&¢ 3 & 2 S Y AAN Y
2 gojso Y27t FRol FEHIT U7l AE heuristicdtA & SH2EH
25 fAACL

¥ 2% LOBHSY AEAS Boly] 98 S2HY Wid we ARE dEd
Aot} Heuristicdtdl EaA28 AAE 497t 73 FXAT &&s] LOYET
HEHPL ALAE FAE 2FE BPow, initial mapS heuristic3A F3 LO
g AH8Y AS A0 Fe FHE E F AAG

E 1. Initial mapo] W& 82y A

Initial map Iteration ¥ PP
Uniformly distributed 4 7.604733
Randomly distributed 3 7.603224

Clustered as a singleton 3 7.247550
Heuristically clustered 2 7.241603

¥ 2. 2828 Igqd g 23

Model Num. of classes PP
Class bigram by heuristic 46 7.241490
Class bigram by LO 39 7.247550

Class bigram by LO

7.241603
trained with Heuristic Init. map 4

6. #4AA%e) B EAH

otM ZAHYT Ao TLAHS oty 8 AAY A5 ITAHLY A2
o} LAY A5 SN Nade ZY2d AF bigram modelE A&
o] N-best 4 A3 W7l wZd o] SH2HYHE Ao B ¢S ¥
=

AAZ o] heuristicd A clustering® 347 PPE 713 @tov, S48 A4 ENA
*+ heuristic initial map2.& A1Z3de LOo 98 clustering® A-$7F M F&
448 L By o= PP7l wrinstd wtEA] SA4AAEe] FUnE B

22 AAMEtE Qo o] AFE ol g dFAME AFE v A9
Aol e ojuw it E4L AN ¥ ded EHF BT

R b
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A7) WEo FPHoE AAEY TV STyxo) £ GolEolH HuHxE
ey osE FASTE AUt ofy] WEd 18 AHE UEd o)
o

3 Qoindd) BE $AAHE

Num. of [©olQ4E(%)|&3AN4E(%)

Model

ode classes Topl(Top5) | Topl(Top5)

Class bigram by heuristic 46 93.62(9757) | 75.17(91.22)
Class bigram by LO 39 93.58(97.68) 75.00(91.55)

Class bigram by LO

66(97. . .
trained with Heuristic Init. map o 93.66(37.64 75.34(91.5)

7. 2E

Aojnde zt golSd] EYa Aro s|ug od #Eze Fd3e AR
Ao QAAA BL FFL sHAY £ 1F BAF doRde @&
corpus2HH 222 FEFRS AR FEo ddol Adel WA FRE €
Basl Qe AHol A= VY Be o) T4 corpusE YRE FrE THl 9
. olg nesty] 18 AAY mdo] Zeid gAY dorRUW= AFoZ FH
Ag ZY2g 27 99 leaving-one-out criteriono] 21th o} AFAXNE ol &
sddo At HEAF 7] 8 oA adde] EHozRy HAI 4§
corpus® BAH W, o1& Ao P AL, WAE A28 RN ©)E
heuristic® s wlms) 2 23 wzy {448 @748 myAL, Y A%
heuristic3}7 227t 438 789 5 Q& F=2 ©&dr] WEel heuristic
g AgpgE $2 A% 224 copusE Aoz AAAE A& AHEEA
G o7t BB ALHE TEL $JY corpusE AHEIUR 4o
heuristic3t Al SH2AE F717F i8¢ Yooy WM LOWEe ol clustering©]
S838A 2d Helrh

T automatic clustering ¢z Zo)M initial mapol W& ZAE WEFH BkTh
Initial map2 2 hewisticstA 2H¢ 2AE F3 109 Wwies tee & 25
7t 71} & 238 BQY. 2oz o2y ARE AS5SAAAN2H @
ANA B 27 G0 S4U4E AL B £ A, QoRddNE S
A B BT F Ae Pio 27EE AAY F AN

gozr 4A 3% AY copusel o LuAZFE HEH 2T, o§ v
A5SHAAN2AE BT el
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