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A phrase table pruning technique based
on fusion strategy
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Abstract: This paper proposes a mixed phrase table pruning method based on fusion strategy, which combines
relevance pruning method, significance pruning method and entropy-based pruning method. The proposed method
prunes phrase table based on phrase hit counts, which could reduce the risk of useful phrases being removed from
phrase table by using any single pruning criterion. The experimental results show that our method can achieve as
high as or even better result than baseline system, while keeping only 3.8% of the phrase table. Compared with
single pruning method, this method can achieve the quality in the same level with fewer phrase table usage.
KeyWOI’dS: Statistical Machine Translation; Phrase-based Model; Relevance Pruning; Significance Pruning;
Entropy-based Pruning; Mixed Pruning

1 Bl

SR LS KRR, AT TGt 1458915 7772 [Koehn et al., 2003; Chiang et
al., 2007; Knightetal., 2001; Liuetal., 2006; XI#, 2003; Xiaoetal., 2012; 5ER%,
201215 ¥R T B TERIMHLEEIER S, NERETRIEEL, ERE TR
BEAY, FTHI — MR E T )8, BPYIZRS IR R R 2y PE K o B K IR B AR 2R AN
PR TIBITRA (FERENAHERE, HELMRER, LUK EN WA RN E1%
B, 1 H R BB AR ], LR S BB SR A PR . hAh, PR KB R
B, fE—E R B2 TR R RIS 5, BEWnre A BRI A7 A7 25 1) () R &%
FRERRESIEE . S5, AR ERATRES T — IR, ATOUR B, TERIREIA
AR K — B 5 B FD SR A B A SE PR = X, 2T X UL TE — M Id ol B
AT e (10 R T R 6 R AN R s B[S, 2013], MIRR LT M RETE XS, FEA S
XIEHE RGN R AR . BT O, WAl AN B B AR B i I RS T, MBI R v

L LR AIAREE T AVE AR (A E R B TE AR AL oA A A A R e A U %
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530 3% T A R 0 0T B R UDAT - DT A AU DR B P B T AR RS R A BT |, o LU
B TRE Z —

HAT, FZRBIEARTT LA AR, — SRR, N T hemid s, xhe
RAEEVATIEE, BFE:. (1) HMEBTE; (Threshold Pruning) [Zensetal., 2012]: 455 VA
VE SIS, max(p(8lf)} RO ITA B ARE B . B B R 4 AN
SHIE R fimax{p(B|1)} ML T A RS AN B, S ZiE . (2)
7 BT L E AR BTA, (Histogram Pruning) [Zens etal., 2012]: fEfEfdid e, T84
Y5 5 RN B s B R, AR B AR B KIAT KA, MR BB B B mT RE iz

S REAR AR MR AT, EAE RE R SR E S I R TR, AEE (D
BT B B R, (Count-based Pruning) [Zens et al., 2012]: B4 X AL T A
B B X e e, A 6 AR ] DATE A G R G A3 81, XAl 7 VA BRI L bR H I
R AT SR . (2) FT IR R EFEMEZ 187 EL (Probability-based Pruning) [Zens et
al., 2012]: K ik [ BH RS T S AN BE A RE X I e . (3D AHOCHEBYAL (Relevance
Pruning) [ECK et al., 2007]: Eck &5l Gt igadid #2 i 83 (n-best) 45 R rh A1)
FLVEX AR 7, SRS THEARE N RAEX 157 IR EIRH, REAT K DN REEXE N
AR, (4) HEEMESTH; (Significance Pruning) [Johnson et al., 2007]: Johnson
S NRIFH S35 MRS 56 25 B — SEAN T SE R TE 0T, IR B4 kA R 1 B R o X R BT AL 77 A RS
e TR R, JOREE R E . (5) ETRIMEIEL (Entropy-based Pruning) [Zens et al.,
2012; Lingetal., 2012]: Zens, Ling S54Etxf&G15 2 i FrA FaE s, WK ) RE ) 2
T Al DU BN AL R TR RIEAT G, BRI AR /N . RO S B IR R Z
WAET, EHIWTHRFLEXN IR, BIBRCR AR . (6) FETBEE TV B AL (XL
&, 2013]: XUFVERIFHEIE H EHFBEEFNE Uy BERSH, BRS80S v, A
TR B A BT 1%-3% IR AT3E T, BRI ER A BE .

AT FERIE 2 58 ZRBIREOR . 7258 ZRBIRH R, & A BT A R] LA R
TEI PR AR, (HRJE (1) - (5) #Rd: T8 — e T BB BT kY, nl ARGV 2 AN
FFEZAEN], (ASEbR EANEHE G FHREE N 4G 8. PSSR % (60, BAER T
MBI, AR BRI E BT A E N B 7, 1 ELIX S BTk 7k B 2
KT I CHATEANER DU, BRSH, RUREE B A0 B B, BRTFAZY
FIPE H SRS R ), FEARR FIS R T B — AR R BT AL

BEXSRA BRI, AR T — PR G SRR, B BT R8O FB I B A G BT A (3)
VR (4) FURIEIR (5) FARBHTRG o SBAK SR B R AR Az B R0 4 1 ik
ITHORG, SRR SRRG, TEAUE R ALY) 3.8% /2 45 AT IR RATIE T, BEEmE MY
BA N, ROMAF RIS IXFP BT 22 i N AR Y b 5 YA, P AN JE0E X 1) 4 e AN FEAR
R — (R U], AT AR B SO R o 22 B R R RS o B AR U, FRAT K R 5 R BT b
I B R — N AR EE ), M SSME BT R . B B BT R AR BT A 2 T = AN R4 25 58
(AR FIMTAEND o X TR A b AN E X, RAASRE L EHERE, 847]
AWK ANFE R SR I, TR B R R RAERT, T DUE A DR IR A 2B 7
RIBLEHE (SIS R B, X M7V REE A 20 22 B R 15 3= H I TR BB, R AP
REHIRER .

JE B EATHIRAERIUIT < 55 2 WA GAR ORI BUBCEOR , PEAH/ N AR SCR FH AR DG BT AL,
BRI RRE B R R, 28 3 A AR SO IRk G SR BT R 7 V5, ALAERLS SRR 1 AR
SRR SR BT RS, B 4 WA SR R K i, e — A S
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2 BIRBARNA

2.1 #XMBTHL (Relevance Pruning)

HIX B BE[Ec et al., 2007111 b A2 30 A 8 3 e Izl 17 B0 B 4 P
BN HNGERNNZRBIE RS, FHAIZREREAT BIEAY, AERE T AN (1) 5
FHAL (2 -

n count(pp in i—best)

Score (pp) =X, (D

n count(pp in i—best)

Score (pp) =X, (2)

THE S AERIE (n-best) S5 R A ELTEXT (175 77, #0845 70 A s B B0 OR BE 1T K A
FLVE XA i 28 (P B 7 J5 R RSB o A DG MR BY B 2 25 FE 1 R 1 T B 0 DU 0 7 S5 o 3
I PRSP AURE, A PR 0 v P R TR AR AT ) T o SR 2 B TR R Tl P, 3B R
KEES IR R B R, IR IR B R G0 IR B o A S Ad AR G PR BT A
Jiik5[Eck et al., 2007]0&H AN [F. Eck HURT K ANS43 5t m 1 A0 18 X A e 44 A B e A R
ALK A Z TR AR, B R I S Bl (n-best) FIFTA REXT, 1EAE
S35 5 e TR 2 B A () 3

22 BEEMHH (Significance Pruning)

T BRI ) S SRR P RS A E BRGS0 AR B ST P [Johnson et al., 2007
Ling etal., 2012]. HARERZ, MBS GIZE) S, FEARZIA BRAEX#S
BB [R5 0 SRR, AR RAG 9 S RF (8 0 L 55 S RE I RE X s 2L, Firbh, RBRh
S5 SCRFVAEIE T, X BRI Y B IR AR e AN . X HLE T 4 NEH BRI B, 4y

2
(1): C(F): JAHEFOTIE.
(2): C(B): HArMiBeqIHIE-
(3): C(F.&): VRAAESANH AR TEESL ISR .

(4): N: XOEAEEXEE.
W R S AR (A2 p-value fEL, 5 LUF:

g o s . r
| ch \ w—oh ‘l
cif s - ey

Pu(C(f. E))= A (3)
p — value (C(f éj} = Xioc(7.a) Prlk) (4

Vg e, SHTERT p-value /N To BT, EWIARERT U A H LA AT REPER, Bl
MR Z KT B LR o 3, 24 p-value K Fra BT, 50 B K6 1 X Bl [ H B AT R4/,
YEIIZHE TEXT NAZ AR BT R o R BRI AR N A 045 B Al Tz s ] SE k.
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2.3 %8I (Entropy-based Pruning)

TR BIR )7 V5[ Zens et al., 2012; Ling et al., 2012]34) b i) 2 58 58 Kot 22 18] (R AH EL A7 1
S 488 405 1140 AL 738 A A DRI R T 2 75 TR s L DU B 1A 7R Bt i R X 0 A 2 B i () %
e, WZFETT LAY L. LW

P, (81
PEf)

D(P,IP) =-%; P(f.8)log (5)

Ak (5 w1, PElf) FoRwsR s, P(E|f) FURRIBLBAE. WM HES,
4D (P, IIP)> & I, JoRUTRENTR , BPERUR ORI 2 SR, T LA R AR AT B4
s, 4D (P, I P) <& I, FoRWHHIE, WRREOARIZERRD, MK R %
ST £

SR 7 ML T DAy, 4T 0 T B P 2 A/ B 6 8 0 4L 4 T
A REAR SR TR AR (ORERI o) LUK AR T o DRORTEIAITE I, MR
TR, RIS F R, PRI R R T LS S RO R 45 5, IR L
AR o

3. ETRERISHEIERBIRIR

3.1 BHEXkIR

FERFHSZFr A & HL SVM (Support Vector Machine) % 20350, & —Mo7iEE 24>
KB RN —X— 2, TERHRZ G — A 2Ka8, R k K, HEI%
K(k-1)/2 D53 285 o 0 — A REBEARGEAT 20 80, FEAS 7 BN AT FIWr, FHEH
A A4 b — 5, a8 S 2 MBI E M Z R FOREAR IR e 2 0 o XA 51 1)
— PR 0 AT BE L IR AE B BRI B, RIAEAE 2 /N IS ) ) ZEEAH R R 00, DA T S i %o A 2601
FEARBIZEAHAE, 25 KL

AL EEARZEARL, SRR A TR B B A BT R M R AR — AN B, A n LLEER
— AN R IR AU SE R — BT ROR AT BR S AS BB AR B 5 2R, TR R B — B BT A
RIEH RFERE T — I &, EA R AR, EAREIEN T E, S EIEXT T
R, DR Z N R. UK CHRINGL AR, 0B hrEAR,
FHME, XEAE ) RARE B — IR B8 SLbr b, AR TR =Mooy 258
CEFPAN R (P S —BY R 73, o0 B FR B X (AR, TREAITAR) , RAZEMELSVM [1#
TEARBER I E R EE R [FIRE, BRI =50 RE8 o 2R, B AAFEAE SVM IIREER I 0L

32 AR

RICIEFE T AHCIE BIAY . EE M BB AR BT R AR I U], A0 A5 4 0 B 1)
XF, W FERETS I = AP A B (2/3) B SCRE, ERATEUA R E R A
1), TR, TUEHEES . 2 OERIX =M E AN R %, R b2 o
S B BURCHOR W BT RO I, 3% = b BT R 77 15 e A7 2010 0] R 15 R 4T BT A [Zens et
al., 2012; Ecketal., 2007; Johnsonetal., 2007; Lingetal., 2012]. J:k, PArgfFmix=
Tl B 2 A R HE I & B ANIR], S R 2 AT AN (5] A7 52 00 47 o A S BT AT FH 1 S i v 1)
TV X E SR R PRI AR P2 AR A, 2 T A D P R TR T R A E o BB TS ) S R
T A2 4 5o PN BB YR 5 AR TS (A EL ST, % D ) R 6 A R S P e T AR B
(43 ) T A ) 52 T Ko 2 T PO AR ST, o U T ) e B X IR TU 4R
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TRBEHIAE R TUAM, S BT R AR I UAM,, B EVE IR R M., BT AR T A
Mz, EAMICM, MM, MscM. HAR#EM1, Mo, MsIIFE R X 5 51, MinManMs A& H
HIESEERT, AT,

W TAT I EIEXNPr, Pre M, i (1. 2. 3), & XHRH:

if Pr € M;

-l.l
f(Pr.M;) = Iﬂ, otherwise

(6)

23 (6) Fon AR R AR AN B — DR R ) 5C A o Rl SRS B B 52 LA T -

c(pr) = B <0
A (7)) KRBT E M FIEXS A BB R, EMNBUEE4M, 2550520,
1/3, 2/3F11. fEARH, MEEFIEXNFICE KT 128, RATHEZEIEXRE, S ER:

T

3. 3 HARLIH

AR T AR BT RROR . FEAH VR BT R o, FRATE A B B B ikl gk A7
BIVE, BN THZ AR (n-best) FHEF4ER, 7En-bestsh Frb, (RN IALE
SRS, RN FHE S, TS REE G X R R, T SRAS7E 0 26 S bR ) A 45 F 1)
FLEFNR . AR IX —RE S RN SRR RAE R AT IEIE, 15 3 5 2 15 T A O B A7 A Y
M1,

wofF BT AR BT R, 41143 FIMoses[Kohen et al., 20071424t fHH N 1 T B A1,
TR B R 75 B S A 2 1A A BT, BY RGOS R R RO, RATEGE T SERRIK
TR, FIHZEREEAR, 5 7. E5 RN EE X EE A MRS
Jei o ARYEICAR 2, AT AT B A8 ) R A S 4 () BT R R B ML AT M

ERLG BRI, N TSEIAR (7D, ARSCRA TEMITE, RURA S B RRY,
HE BRI BT R AR Y, PRI, ARE XSS RDOF IR L . X3 2,
AN ST YT R RN B R R AR BT SRR, ANE S R S R B RS, AT
G RATI AL B AN, NOAZPE IR o RN, [R50 0 v] R AN [ AP BT B AR SCHRE, BrbA
B e B2, AH R R T N 7 EEOR B —

4. SEI
AT, BATEHEAT b B R AR 10 RO 0AIE . S8 A 4 F TR ¥ Moses B A1 R
G NI E R ARG B, FIE K B N7, 15 S A S CIE S A . BRI 2R K
i FHWMTO6 (1) 1E-J51E (Fr-En) 15kl 1ERIEAE BnE1FR:
R1BREREE

Corpus type # of Sentences
Training corpus 688,031
En corpus for LM 1,003,349
Dev corpus 2,000

TATE BHE HWMT06-WMT13R Mk &, Hh 2k 7 EE HWMTO7TIR A, JL74N0

UM AR B B AR B G B AR, R SCE BT R, DU A
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R MR IAT N S BRSO SHE L. SEERENE SR 2ps:
2 WRERER

Test set # of Sentences
WMTO06 3,064
WMTO08 2,066
WMTO09 3,027
WMT10 2,489
WMT11 3,003
WMT12 3,003
WMT13 3,000

AW TEA K. (1) MBI SR, BRI I ZRiER I 5 2 ORI, 1
XPINGRIEREAT R, 15 21-bestml20-best (MBI ZE L, ARYE 2 B F 45 R b 1 AHEX 75 B
S JRAAAEIE LTI E, BRRAMEIR,  (2) EEMIESK, WeHHEENEIE
S EENEAS 2y, ARG S B 1910%. 20%- ...« 90%FKIAE 1E KSR BT 5 AR AL, (3D
Wk S8, (RIS B m10%. 20%. ... 90%HIATIEXH S RIBTEAA ., (4) FhaEl
RS — o REAR SR BRI TP LA B UF 45 2R (1-best) 7355 AT EG {51 xoh 17 1 E 228 BT A A
IR B AR AT RS, ARG B RS . (B) RGBT RSRie — . BAH PR BT AL
SEI6 P 204 B i 5 B (20-best) 43 TR EEASI X 7 4D 2 L B AR AN AR BY A 15 31 ) A 1 AR A E
IPRlG, AR B R AR

AT, —HsRI T ER M4 (W1Sigl0, Rel20%) M. 45 5 M+
FoRE I, XA E S LR A B R AR TE, HEARIREIERAEL. i
Sigl0, RS EEMAF R A FHES, KREBF109% K IBNMF A ERNBIE, K5
XA BE A R RAER AT I, AR KT E T XA RS, ZBRAEMETIZBIE
FIAEIEST. thah, SZIRZE SR rf fpercentage, Ko BY ARG FHIE R UM RN S IR GG FEIE R S
KANHIECAE . A% fiaverage NAEWMT 7/NASFE R SE _E/3 BIBLEUE T . E5E
¥ (2) BEEVEEIR SIS, fAERIENS A A I GL, RHSig20. Sig30H1Sigd01s 21
BY R AR ] o % S 06 45 SR R A B R o :

3 HEXMBRXWER

method | percentage | average

baseline | 100.0% | 19.38 13.40 100.0% 100%
1-best 5.8% 19.21 1935 -19.38 200,
20-best | 14.1% 19.36
19.30
60%
19.25
40%
19.20
19.15 20%
19.10 0%

baseline 1-best 20-best
average === npercentage

1 AR BT BT 2
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R4 EEMERIRER

method | percentage | average

baseline | 100.0% 19.38
Sig10 9.1% 19.47
Sig20 45.3% 19.44
Sig30 45.3% 19.44
Sig40 45.3% 19.44
Sigh0 54.4% 19.41
Sig60 62.6% 19.38
Sig70 72.1% 19.36
Sig80 81.5% 19.36
Sig90 90.5% 19.35

RE MEIRSL AR

method | percentage | average

baseline | 100.0% 19.38
Rel10 8.3% 19.05
Rel20 17.3% 19.23
Rel30 26.9% 19.54
Rel40 36.7% 19.57
Rel50 46.7% 19.50
Rel60 56.9% 19.47
Rel70 67.2% 19.42
Rel80 77.8% 19.42
Rel90 98.9% 19.38

6 AR —LBAR

method | percentage | average
baseline 100.0% 19.38
comb10 3.8% 19.51
comb20 7.8% 19.49
comb30 11.1% 19.49
comb40 14.7% 19.49
comb50 22.7% 19.46
comb60 33.1% 19.43
comb70 47.1% 19.40
comb80 63.5% 19.40
comb90 90.6% 19.35

19.50 100%

80%
19.45
60%
19.40

45.3% 45.3% 40%

19.35 )
19.3520%

9.1%
19.30 0%

2 O O O

& D5
S o o o
‘Q’b

] ] £
c;)\“’a (;J\% c_‘)\Qo (_'J\% c;J\";é) (.'}\@

== gyarage ==de=percentage

K2 SEEPEBTR TR

98.9%
19.60 100%
19.55
19.50
19.45
19.40
19.35
19.30
19.25
19.20
19.15
19.10
19.05 -19.0 20%
19.00
18.95
18.90

80%

19.38 60%

40%

0%

= JVETage =le=percentage

I3 BT R 4

19.55 s 90.6% 100%

19.50 20%

19.45
60%
19.40
40%
19.35

19.30 20%

19.25 0%

=== gyarage =l percentage

K4 EBIR Ll
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R7 BATRIR _TRIHEE

method | Size | Percentage | WMT | WMT | WMT | WMT | WMT | WMT | WMT
(M) (%) 06 08 09 10 11 12 13
baseline | 2433 100.0 28.69 | 15.48 | 18.03 | 17.20 | 18.91 | 18.78 | 18.60
comb10 | 123 5.1 28.65 | 15.70 | 18.21 | 17.33 | 19.14 | 18.96 | 18.78
comb20 | 315 13.0 28.65 | 15.62 | 18.19 | 17.31 | 19.13 | 18.94 | 18.77
comb30 | 394 16.2 28.67 | 15.56 | 18.22 | 17.33 | 19.10 | 18.89 | 18.73
comb40 | 481 19.8 28.69 | 15.49 | 18.18 | 17.31 | 19.10 | 18.88 | 18.73
comb50 | 686 28.2 28.68 | 15.44 | 18.18 | 17.25 | 19.07 | 18.87 | 18.73
comb60 | 933 38.4 28.70 | 15.42 | 18.12 | 17.22 | 19.03 | 18.78 | 18.69
comb70 | 1251 51.4 28.68 | 15.50 | 18.11 | 17.24 | 18.92 | 18.78 | 18.59
comb80 | 1615 66.4 28.67 | 1552 | 18.12 | 17.22 | 18.89 | 18.80 | 18.55
comb90 | 2206 90.7 28.66 | 15.50 | 18.03 | 17.17 | 18.85 | 18.76 | 18.57

R8 MATR_SKWER

100.0%

method | percentage | average 19.60 90.7% 100%

baseline | 100.0% | 19.38 19.55 80%

comb10 5.1% 19.54 19.50 )
19.45 60%

comb20 13.0% 19.52

comb30 | 162% | 19.50 1::2 40%

comb40 | 19.8% 19.48 19'30 20%

5 .

comb50 28.20/0 19.46 1905 0%

comb60 | 38.4% | 19.42 CEPP PSP PSP

comb70 | 51.4% 19.40 FSF S S S

comb80 66.4% 19.40

comb90 90.7% 19.36 average s=mb==percentage

K5 RE BRIl

iR R R UE L RGEEWMT 7/MIRE ERREEE > (BLEUE) ¥
E519.38. B TAHCMEBIAR (GR3) b, HEWVEBIE; (R4) FIRHEIE, (GRS HIARARE %L
NIRRT, R1G T I IR R A GE R . AH ISR B R 7R A8 A R R 1 14,1901
TEOUT, AL IEZE RGEMK0.02/ N BLEUAE . T8 L1 B A 55 407 1) R0 R A2 1 FH 9. 1% IR B TR A
BIPEEE EFH 311947 (R4 o TR SIS 4E R EDIEAR, IF B s A
36. 7% B RS, 3R75 T19.57HBLEUME (£5, K3) .

B BRI AL G B R SR Ae 45 A R Ut 4 (B2, B4, EIS) o bt Ze i,
A — ] (10%) FIBIPRET, Dk ®] 7RI R aAn, BEJS 3N p a8 X I
et DI B . ASZIRZE R eI LRI, Al BT KR b M B R OR A, 43
i FH13.8%F15. 1% 1) A5 AY, BRI 20 EF-$]19.51/119.54 (R4, K6, K8) . AlHEY
T AR bE B B AR A . BRI R /)N, (ER R o = . A BT R VAR T,
VG BYR EARERI PR B BN 2, (R TERI R LB b, 20 5 BB (586, 6.
#*8) . filtn, 7R LLETIAK0.06 1 BLEUERIIFHL T, B IR AYANAR M 36.7%%5 /)N £113.8%,
B K0.03 NBLEUME B UL T, BHIRAR AL RIAZ M 36.7%45 /N £115.1%.

IR S R A B R WMTO06-WMTL3HI 345 5, 78 SZBrA s Bl 42 i i ik sk
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R rpSEIG AR A, RTGH T RGBSR e B . BR T RS A, ASCIE AT
TAR RPN BRI 2E X e, S RR 4R (B AR R R B /), (H R 1R o
SRR B o LI PR AT REE P BT A PRS2 BRI R BT ) RN 0 #3255 4 7T A
TRE TR, FEEEA BB 2 T =R — 3R R AR T A
(753%, anFAE AR AR BT A H R, S TEIIGSVMZ 43 28I 1), SR 75 4R s — BU R
ARG, MR ERUL, 17T RERS 2 LA SCI I AT I AE SR, AH R SEU R AR AR SR A v ik
17

5. ZWiE

ARSCRFRHL e B A0 LB T AR R BT R HOR, 3R 1 T — T 22 BY BRI B BT
% BT =BT BRCR BT R LB A, B SRR DL RSB A, SR FH SR A SR kAT
B BRAR T B B RO AT RO R I KBRS . SRIS R, FE{UHI3.8% 1 FH P 1 AY
FESL S, BHVEDT R A IA R E I FUE R RN —HEN BT TR AR LG, XM TR AE
B ERFF RIS N, R DA TR R AR .

ST G LA B IR A VI ZRTE R AR (AN W0, I 2545 21 ) A 2 R AN
R, RH SRR TG P R o B8] 2 20 b T o AR S rb i H R R B ASORE LA REH 38) BE R RIS
OB AR R I, B R R R BT A Ly, DRIEREME it — D 3R R R B, I/ ME TR A
fif S [6], [ RGAERS AR EAE IR 5o BEAh, ASCH T I =Rl B A BB i
SR T AR AOEAE D, B 1 n] AR 2 115 OB AR R A, B8 F 2 A7k 8
PR O3 R RS )
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