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[ Abstract] In order to solve the problem of the lack of resources in the Chinese—Korean bilingual parallel corpus and the low
accuracy of traditional sentence alignment algorithms for cross—lingual languages, a method of Chinese—Korean bilingual sentence
alignment with multiple—features is proposed. Firstly, Bi—LSTM is integrated into Siamese Neural Network to construct sentence
alignment model, which is used to extract the features of Chinese and Korean sentences and align them. After that, sentence
alignment features are extracted based on the features of corpus and integrated into the input layer. Compared with the traditional
Bi-LSTM and the Siamese Bi—LSTM with different feature combinations, it is proved that the Siamese Bi—LSTM method with

features has better performance in sentence alignment task.
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Fig. 3  The length relationship between aligned, unaligned

Chinese and Korean sentences
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Tab. 2 Original corpus format
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