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Background

● Medical equipment user
manuals

● Subject: Ultrasound probes
● Data

○ Training: 4 bilingual
○ Tuning: 2 bilingual
○ Testing: 3 bilingual

● PDF format



Initial Goals and Objectives
Errors

Less than 10,000 parallel training
sentences

Less than 2,000 parallel tuning
sentences

Less than 2,000 parallel testing
sentences

Poor sentence alignment

Too many sentences longer than
500 characters

Not enough unique sentences to
build test set

● Productivity ≥ 22% HT

● Cost ≤ 22% HT

Quality Assurance

● TAUS quality guidelines

● SDL LISA QA



PROCESS







Productivity gain - 25%



RESULTS
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PEMT VS HT

PEMT = 39% fasterPEHT PEMT
words/hr 382 816
time for 1000 words 2.6 1.2
time for review at 1000
words/hr

1 1

total time 3.6 2.2
time saving with PEMT 1.4 = 39%

PEHT PEMT
translation rate $0.12/word $0.09/word
subtotal $120 $90
review rate $0.06/word $0.06
subtotal $60 $60
total $180 $150
cost saving with PEMT 37.5%

Efficiency

Cost

PEMT = 37.5% cheaper



Recommendations

Continue training with medical equipment documents; wider variety of material

Continue training with only PDF and TMX files

Add more documents to training data set

Try new combinations for tuning and testing files



Recalculated quote



Thank you!


