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Methods for assessing machine translation quality : TER scale as a model
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Abstract

This study aims at finding out to what extent one of the metrics for MT
evaluation, namely TER score, is reliable for the production of an objective
evaluation of MT, for a possible substitution for costly, exhausting, and subjective
human evaluation for MT. Therefore, an introduction to the metric is to start with,
followed by a discussion of the method TER. Then, TER method for generating
MT evaluation scores is explained. Lastly, an experiment of TER is to end up
with.

Keywords: TER score, MT evaluation, hypothesis translation, reference
translation.
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