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Abstract

Abstract

Machine translation refers to the technology of using computers to automatically
translate one language into another, and it is one of the most important research di-
rections in the field of natural language processing. In the past 10 years, with the
rapid development and wide application of deep learning, neural machine translation
has achieved great success, replacing statistical machine translation as the mainstream
technology for academic research and industry applications. Unlike statistical machine
translation, which builds statistical mathematical models, neural machine translation
builds models based on neural networks and uses gradient descent to update parame-
ters. Neural machine translation models generally contain a large number of parameters
and have powerful fitting capabilities, but they also have the problem of being prone to
over-fitting. NMT models tend to over-fit specific samples in the training set, even at

the expense of performance on unseen samples.

In order to alleviate the over-fitting problem of neural machine translation mod-
els, researchers have proposed a series of regularization methods, including word em-
bedding regularization methods that constrain the word embedding parameters of the
model, perturbation regularization methods to improve the models’ robustness to noise,
and label smoothing methods to optimize the training labels for models, etc. These
methods have achieved remarkable performance, but there are also problems that need
to be improved. In order to further solve the over-fitting problem of neural machine
translation, this paper proposes the following three methods respectively for word vec-

tor regularization, perturbation regularization and label smoothing:

1. Word Embedding Regularization Based on Semantic Relevance

The word embedding parameters of neural machine translation models account for
about half of the total parameters, and have a large redundancy. Some regularization
methods propose to regularize the learning of word embedding parameters by sharing
vocabulary or enhancing the alignment of source and target word embeddings. How-

ever, these methods usually rely on the morphological matching between two languages
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sharing the same character system or the assistance of external alignment tools, and have
great limitations in terms of application scenario and flexibility. This paper proposes
a regularization method to enhance the semantic features of word embeddings, which
is completely based on the intrinsic characteristics of bilingual corpora, and is applica-
ble for all translation directions without relying on the guidance of external knowledge.
Specifically, a training sample for machine translation consists of a source-side sentence
and a target-side sentence, which implies both the monolingual and bilingual word co-
occurrence information. Based on these two kinds of co-occurrence information, this pa-
per proposes an auto-encoding training objective to simultaneously promote the mono-
lingual and aligned relevances of word embeddings. Experimental results show that our
method can greatly enhance the semantic features of word embedding parameters and
significantly improve the performance of neural machine translation models.

2. Perturbation Regularization Based on Prediction Difference

One of the manifestations of over-fitting of neural machine translation models is
their poor robustness to noise. Adding a small amount of noise to the input will lead to
a large drop in the performance of the model. The perturbation regularization methods
improves the performance of the model on noisy data by applying input perturbation to
the training samples. Its hidden premise is that the a model is always more fitted to the
original samples than input-perturbed samples. This paper find that this premise does
not always hold. This paper proposes to analyze the fitting of word-level samples by
using the prediction difference of the target word before and after the perturbation of
the input. It is found that the model is relatively under-fitted to a considerable part of
the original samples, and perturbation regularization training for this part of the sam-
ples will damage the model’s performance. In order to alleviate both the over-fitting
and under-fitting problems, this paper proposes to train the neural machine translation
model with the prediction difference caused by the input perturbation as an additional
regularization term. On widely used datasets, our method achieves huge improvements
over existing methods and significantly improves the model’s robustness to noise.

3. Label Smoothing Based on Conditional Variational AutoEncoder

The relative sparsity of bilingual corpora and the training of hard labels lead to the

v



Abstract

overconfidence of neural machine translation models on known training labels. Conven-
tional label smoothing method uses an average distribution to smooth hard labels, but
its prior is obviously not optimal. For machine translation tasks, the smoothing label
for each target word should match its context. This paper designs a smoothing label
generator based on conditional variational autoencoder for neural machine translation
by utilizing the characteristics of conditional variational autoencoder that can encode
data labels into a latent variable space and reconstruct them based on given conditions.
The generator is able to learn a latent variable distribution of word-level labels given
source and target inputs, sample latent variables and generate new labels in real-time
from this distribution for online label smoothing of neural machine translation models.
The experimental results show that our method can better alleviate the overconfidence

of training labels and improve the translation performance of the model.

Keywords: Regularization, Word embedding, Robustness, Label smoothing, Neural

machine translation
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1.1 IREBE=EEX

Pl (Machine Translation, fij#x MT) g8 HHREALR—MiES (I8
WH) HEIEER —MiEs (HARES) WEOR, 2 B RS 3R E 2 it
T2 TEHLZHRIRE BLDART, ARG S S S A 2l EiR 2 fiE S
WEE L R T B RIMA KRG, MEERBG. &0, b, FF
AT WG, AL XF R R RA WG, 50 Fidid AN T REdE 7
B3 A2 3 A SRR e DA L B SE 7R . FEBL TR, JEE TR (Booth)
FIEE TR # (Weaver) T 20 20 40 AE AR ik BR TR H VTS BES T
WAL, JFE T LR TR P .

LA R A E RS ME. AR TAAES N TEIRRCRAG. A = Ry
s, BLEs R T AL TR, BRAARCER . ARIE RIS . 54Tk
AR ELI I FIRS 2 1A (G A JRE , WL 3R o P S A5 S0 R0 1848 .
A, ol “Aam-REAET 1 @i B, ATITE AR, TAL. BHIREAL.
WD RARAE . AR s 45 i (5 B8R I SR RE S S o A% 3 25 T
SR EATIRIE, AT S B R o i RO B . E R Y ELI 0 24 ) B I A Al
R, BB, ARSI E AL k. B AR S XSS R S, —
S L T LA B A A T GIHARGR G A RIS e T ] AR LR A
TEHE RN, 2SR AR AU & B AN ff% . Youtube S5 HUARARAE
T RIS, AR I S L) T AN S . AL I AR 7 T DA S e
B, BLERRIIEERY) 2, R T A H AT P BRI B K, BT
HLES B 5 A

PLAS BRI HA B R AR M LSRRI BORR S T35 527 T ELE 4L
2GR 2R R N LR BEA A AR S AL ST Oy 10— ALE
BIPRBORMHES: , W DM ARTE T LTI T R R, E 2R L
2 3] [ H B S ) A AR LA SRR A o BN e W9 TP 0131 Transformer
BLHY (Vaswani 55, 2017), AATERLALTI . DLt il 55 B SR 1E S AL BRAF ST S,
15332 B A (Olabiyi 4%, 2019; Viasov 4%, 2019), 1l EAE AL S Siek
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FEA T EE SR (Carion 25, 2020; Dosovitskiy 2, 2021).

H 20 28 50 SFAUE ML BE R GEUMEA DK, B ZA TR BHFEROR UE
11T ARWIAEGEE . # IS LA B A A AR S, AL BN & SR AR AT A
G REZAB B AE 20 HEAD 50 A4 2 90 AEAURY A SR, Mlas it B A TIES
LRGSR AR (HUWHEE 3452, Rule-Based Machine Translation) .
AL g B AU TR 2N SR, PIAREMR (L ™ BRI B S5 118 5 M
W, AP SRR, BRI ZE BEAGRSESE T . 20 T4l 90 4EX%), IBM 1y
Peter Brown 25 A\ 35 T S48 #1548 (Statistical Machine Translaiton, SMT)
(Brown 4§, 1990, 1993), ZAAF I GETHEC: 7 vou BRAE 55 hAT %E, BEAgl
IR i KAk (Expectation Maximization, EM) H S M K& A4 358
TR GETHLES BRI G5, AT AR, T R i 7
S IBCACRR AL T O I I R 007 . 21 S R, Geitdlde i Bt
TRl A B O B R A TR AU B (Koehn %, 2003, 2007a), FH45 iz T L
WA TEL RS . & REIRM A EF 0 R LR TR (2014 4EpA
HI) FRET G AR AR .

HEA 2T LS, A FAT ISR A A 2D | IR S Ik B 1AL
i, PLASEIEIEA T E M 2. 2013 47, Kalchbrenner I Blunsom 71 ]
WAL ST AT “nids-IRisas” 44 (Encoder-Decoder Framework )
IR ZAL 25457 (Kalchbrenner 2%, 2013), B J5 Sutskever (Sutskever 2, 2014)
. Bahdanau (Bahdanau %, 2015) % A 4> #|5| A Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM)
FIYERE IHLH (Attention) , figpke T RE R 4y Aof 88 ST 0T M1 B B0 174 7). 2017
4F, Google #t i T 58 2T 2 1ML Transformer (Vaswani %, 2017), X
P T A LSRR 2R B, R RIESE T T BB . I, Transformer
AL B S . B R BAL, RS0 4 4R HL, 2R BN D A L2
BERBFFT AN H] EEAH 2 L T Transformer AU REAY .

P ZHLER B S R A AL B B IR IR 8 Tl AR, XU
HET AL A H S AT a2 N, B LA BB A T A
IR B o —SUXE i 2 R A e B i T AN 32 & E 90 5 [ 288 IR 4 w92
BoS Bl 2 iE S LA (Dong 48, 2015; Luong %5, 2016; Firat %%, 2016; Lee
4 2017). A FE1E1% (Cho 22, 2016; Gu £, 2017; Ma 25, 2019) FIZAESHL IS E%
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(Calixto %%, 2017; Zhao %%, 2020; Madhyastha %%, 2017) 8. [6]BHE N —T# 52
A, tZHLgR BT R T LRI AL, B A i UL A ) AT (Belinkov
&%, 2018; Zhao 4%, 2018; Vaibhav 4%, 2019), W] fi#EReM: a8 (Ding 4%, 2017, Strobelt
4%, 2019; Voita 4§, 2019) #13FE B [ HAL 28 E11% (Gu 4%, 2018; Shao %, 2019; Zhou
&%, 2020) 55,

WA (Over-fitting) &4 28 0 28 A5 213 A7 AE Y — N HEAS D, 2 F SR
XS YN GRAE 400 A AR B v T3 ) 20 A AR U SRR R IS . O T a4
IR, WFTEE AR — LT JR R M AR Y S Z A JEE T PR R R I S SR 1
WA, XRITEGFRNIEM AT (Regularization Methods) o X T 24145 #
B, BRI 10 B SO TR EE R . SRR Y B 22 RN G in A8 2
ER RS N NP oo we Y TF ST 1 v < (B o [ e N S N 7 s L
PRIBRZE V- S IR WL T vk FEJG S R, AR SO0 Bk M)A T 1t —20 Y
IR T IE AT

1.2 #HRIK

ATRE AP AL G B A AR B, LA A = ST 5 1) = AN X
AL IR T 4

1.2.1 BEXREFEHE

é/ﬁ\/?ﬁé—/l\/@Xff X = {xl,xz, ---XI}’ Y = {)’1»)72, ey YJ} s %Elﬂéém%%@h%ﬁ%%ﬁ
VA U ERASEAE 2 Vi 1) 1 AR 00 T 1) B g ) - PO AR -

J+1

p(YIX,0) = [[ p;1y<;- X. 6). (L.1)
j=1

Hr, 0 RFBEGSEL, TR 230 R0 ) -1-F H AR A T IR EE S yo Tl yig
433 BOS 1 EOS, B4R G fF M Z5 4T (Beginning and Ending of the
Sentence) .

X AR b, AR B A AU ZREdE B4R (Likelihood)
WAL, BRI T (Gradient Descent) fie/IMEIZEEE D T A
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FEA ) AZ R (Cross Entropy Loss) :

£(X,Y,0) = —log p(Y|X, 6) (1.2)
1
L=LD,6) =5 D, 4X.Y.0), (1.3)
(X,Y)eD

Hp 24 D = (X, Yo oo, N RIZEEE D #R/b.
122 EARERILEY

24 Bl TR AR AL RS /2 Google 22 1] T 2017 4R Hi i) Transformer
PR (Vaswani Z%, 2017), ZAZTH 7 RNNSearch %4 (Bahdanau %%, 2015) [
“Onf e - 284 (Encoder-Decoder Framework ), Ff-GUFM IS T T HEE
JI¥LiI (Self-Attention) F1Z23¥EE SIHLHH (Multi-head Attention), NI ZkiH
J&Z i RNNSearch B2, ifif HAE WMT Jeif-80E . Sif-TAIERIRE 55 FHUS T
DI AR BERCR , 2 H B 2L BHEp i B L (Baseline)

WE1L1 P, Transformer BiZY AL & — gt #F (Encoder) F1— i #y
(Decoder) , #if#sFIfEISZRERH N )2 &SN, Hh bt — 2l 8
HE S 72 (Self-Attention ) FIFIHRMHZ M 4% F)Z (Feed Forward Network, FFN)
A, fs— 2 BRI T2 AR I T2 (Cross-Attention) (]
PR 26T )R . Transformer (434> 1Z#PA & MR ZEZEHZ  (Residual
Connection) Fl— 7t k)2 (Layer Normalization),

Transformer 524 1) [ Y 2 ) A1 A2 SCHE B 380 R T T 4 s B 2 0 Pl Al
(Scaled Dot-Product Attention) . {&[1.2 (Z5) s, ZEHCEARYEE J7 i ) =
Q. Hm& K. {EHm & V IL[FTTH:

T
Attention(Q, K, V) = softmax(

)V, 1.4)

model

S, doger RAMPHBORAS LI . oy T HBRIE RS ILMAG 435 RE ), Transformer
MR T JQER B (Mulii-Head Atention) . W12 (4) Fim, %
S LB LR OB EMLA 5 I Q. KA1 V BRFE] b A T2 (49
ATy Gt ) GRS T U ST R 5T, R AR
BEBE. WA, IS SR AR AL

MultiHead(Q, K, V) = Concat(head,, ..., headh)WO
(1.5)

head, = Attention(QW<Q, KWK, VWV)),



B1E 5F
Output
Probabilities
-
Add & Norm
Feed
Forward
e | R | Add & Norm ﬁ
AREHS o Mutti-Head
Feed Attention
Forward 7 7 Nx
—
N Add & Norm
f—>| Add & Norm | Masked
Multi-Head Multi-Head
Attention Attention
At At
o J . —
Positional o ¢ Positional
Encoding Encoding
Input Output
Embedding Embedding
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1.1 Transformer fJERIGER) (Vaswani 2§, 2017)

Figure 1.1 The architecture of Transformer (Vaswani %, 2017)

Hopr, W WEL WY R QL KL VS | AT B, WO
ES RN WALk TR VS IVl

Transformer B8P 2505 BEHAT , XA EARRBIEAMZ M4 (Recurrent
Neural Network, RNN) HSHEE TIPS HUR A TR BN B E R, 2R A
TG AR B AR, 3 TE 5 AR B bR B 57 [ S P 3 B 4 (Positional
Encoding) :

PE,. . »;y = sin(pos/10000%/moder)
(pos,2i) ( | .6)

PE (05 2i+1) = cOs(pos/ 100002 /dmoder),
Hrr, pos N ATRIRAE ] T HITS, 20 F1 20 + 1 N E IS 4ERE . TEfIA
2, MEHEESImE AR E R, 25 RSMEEITTR.
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Scaled Dot-Product Attention Multi-Head Attention

Linear

MatMul

!
Mask (opt) Scaled Dot-Product h
Attention
I 1l I
Ll Ll Ll
( Linear].][ Linear]_][ Linear]J
Q K Vv
Vv K Q

1.2 Transformer [47{1: 3 JyPLi (Vaswani 2, 2017)

Figure 1.2 Attention Mechanism of Transformer (Vaswani %, 2017)

123 thaREhErIEREITMia4R

DL B 1k R — B AR ML e B R A AR 3 SO IR M R SO S
AT R Z A TE S LXK T N LI, R iSO i
W FEEFEZ YL IR TIPIRCRAR, AR, BB 0,
TEVE R FARDIF S 5 FRIPP R RK, BRSNS T — 28 H ST fr
b, BT TR SORPHN LA BRSO SR, o fieid 2 T n o6
VR VERC YR Aok a2 45 47 BLEU

N
BLEU = BP - exp()_ w, logp,) (1.7)

n=1

oot 1w, Al p, F5 n B SCE DS AIRCE AR, BP 2 KRS T (Brevity
Penalty), 114577500

1 ife>r
BP = (1.8)
=0 ife <y

Horf ¢ Al r 23 3 R G SCREIZ B SR
124 FERRFME

T, AL TR IR E AT LA 5 1 -

o (RBTIENLASEN . PP LALAS B 00 D0 S BE — T Th AT 22 I 455 5 K 1Y
MERETT, 75— J7 AR E R R FAT TR FEUNZRIFRHEC A OL T, 2L
an AR RE 2 B A T . SR, TR B RZEOR SN A
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b HRRPATIERBC G, BRI S 3R I T — 280 R ASCI AR B 5 A
T ZHLLE B PR AR RE . Sennrich 25 (2016a) 3 4 52 71 EHi% (Back Translation) [
TP FENGRERE, IR E A AT RRIZ: B ARE S 210E S 1 S )
RHIEARAY, AR5 A 2 AR HARTE 5 1 FRE R EE 5, A OB
DPATiRRE, T UIZREEE = 2 HARE S DL BRI, Lample 55 (2018) 2
H— A BT H n a8 i JC B LA B vk, Horh S 2R ) 1 IS 2 v [R] i
XA AR B, ARG ASR Fe A B EA ][RR 4] 1o % U PANE & 1 G
Mg R IG5 ) 1A B ARG 5 ) 1 e 2 [/ — Mg s Ta), SRR R S 1)
s A H BRI S PR AR LB T RE B H AR E S R, TR S AR
R, A ETRNE B PATIE R D, AT S 8 = ANE E P TIE R S
N, Cheng 45 (2017) 4t AR (B HE & WA, 23 s ZRIETE = 2 [a) o 5 A0 v
)05 5 2 B ARTE S R B AL, R P RRAL R IR DA SE BLIRE = B H bR il S AL
AR

o AEE [N R o 10 ) e A L B2 > T 2 e 7)1 s i i)
RN OL T AR — ], X B AR AR I R R U 1] 5 (Autoregressive )
(77 R — AT — ARl R A TR, BT RS R A2 BIAR KA BRI Shitk, Gu
47 (2018) #2 1 AE A 11 (Non-autoregressive) e HLas i, TE45 € I3 ) 1)
ZAET Xt H bwsis )RR A R TS A R, ARSI T DATEA TR A
Hbrsin ) 1. JEE AL R AW B AR, ERFERCRR 2, AR
JE i RN T B R I A, ST IR EE B R B AT T ORI
MFFERIEGEE . DFRREAN TR, JP o9 AR Z& 1 (Kim 4%, 2016) BEARCOCHIAR
THE A AL S BRI TERE . S 46, Wei 25 (2019) #2153 #5472 >)  (Imitation
Learning) )77 X ikE H BIAAA ] B BB SI1E)7 415 Guo 45 (2020b)
P kAR A AL A AR S 28, i PR A AT 1 Oy AR AL
YIZRBE A B mE I EHE H B Li 48 (2019b) 32 H R E EERE g Reeik
SHER SR (Hint) 515388 BB U2

o ZIEFHLATHIIE. S p LS B L BRI — 0 — T B, XA
AWATEE: (1) GURER RN X ZEIERSE, BB #2124
—NHBA R, X RGN GRS T A B s (2) — LB ARR
VR )RR 7 1) 75 L i (R TR R, AR RN R A . A, B
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FEF ATt 2 BRI ZRY SIEBH 22 50 22 (R AL I 13 A B JAS H S TR BT 1)
HRHETE . Dong 45 (2015) $2H T — M AERRRIRIE 5 £ 2 Fh H st & 00 B
A, A S — A g as A2 R ST A S, R R RS Y —
HBRiE . Luong &5 (2016) $2 i T — M ZRhRTE S 2 2 Fp H ARTE S 09 A
M, GRS Z A GRS E 2 RS, PR RS Y — ARG S,
ARG R AR HARTE - Ha 45 (2016) XHRIE 5 H) T HEAS RN IR 8 JE
FHFFS, RURE S A TR I HARE SRS, S — A as il —
MRS T 2 Z LR EIE RS

o [t FEEESWNS ST, SRk H AR BT T S
IR RCRIE IR, RS & N BRI SSRR IR AR . (Al A AL R R RS A X
BEAFRIRTE 54 TR UL T A RS0, RS A S A T RIS AN
Wb SEMISEE I, Cho 45 (2016) TP 1 BT 1 e WL 3 10 [m] e 14 1At
A, IR B B AR 1 A2 (e s S B SR G . Gu 45 (2017) DARHIE
JiRE AR BLEU IR IR fain g RFE, G sl oys ) IR | gy
A5 . Ma 2 (2019); Dalvi 45 (2018) 42t 17 [ SER i [l = L 1R, 1%
IrEA I EERER IR, (BICIRRIE LR BB s S B S 5 % . Zheng
4% (2019a,b) 2 W [] P AL R AL S SRS EA T B = o), AR R A o 5 L
HRITEES BRI

o ZRISHLAREIIF. HEMACEIAR AR, PlasBlimBoR S il e 2
B S, BIAERS U 5 fe IR T R B A I, RPN 2 -5 e A
B, ATARN Pt BRI S % . H i SRS R — A A BN B IS
HEH B SCARR) I . Calixto 2 (2017) KRR £ 1] 265 24 it 1 DA B T £
Dl B Y A B0E AT AR (BB RSO B SCAR B 1 - Caglayan
55 (2016) $i Hh ZBESIER LS, B REAE [R] X MR A SCAMBOE R T, 7E
Iy HIARECHIR i P 8 A5 ST T B SCAN R . Tve 25 (2019) KT RS 708
PR, RS — P B SO B AR O SRR, AR5 A BB AR BT
BT 583

o B AL AR R FERIRE R SR, LA B A S ST R ) T
SR R B N A BRG] T2 [ A 3R T RE & ORI A R .
HLAs B RENS A s 2 P BT SCE SR A B 24 B8 11 % Jean < (2017) £



Fl1E 5lE

TIEER AR 2 0 25 AL BB B SE B0 T X B R SO B A ORI, %o
SN RO TR SO B T S T 4 R A BLAR R e . Voita 25 (2018)
BT Transformer SE [ R E IR, %7 VA IS P gt ds 20 S BT SRR
BT HEATIRAD , IR B AL Rl S e S AR L R A A 2R A T
fiff . Zhang 55 (2018) 7E B EEBIAL L) S A28 A RAD AR A T X R Sy
B, AR AL RIS A R LSRR B SRR B2 wi A ) B

o S G . ATIRAM B B 1A A B A AN ) R IR AR 2, T T
(VB B R R E PR o] o S5 1 AT L R AR 2R 5 1 40T P 1 7R 1 A2
—NEEWPFR . — LRI U TE R SE I ZREEE . Moore
5 (2010) s 45Tt PN AN ST A1 1) 15 5 A AU U A RN THT 43 o 28R
/NHIERHM AN ZRSE 5 Wang 55 (2017) {14 2 AL 25 Bl 1RAB L 1% ) G631 [ 12 X6F 450
SN TR 5 U N R R TR FE e I R S U AR R TR R T3 Ah, —
6y A eI Gk R B TS AL R e 5 A Y BE )y . Freitag 45 (2016) JeAE i
AINGRERE EYNGRPLAS BRI, AR 5 6 A S5 o8 1 i R AR R4 73 Chu
&5 (2017) TGS R B A EB 43 Sis s E ), ik TR A o Y 2 A A0 45 e
SMERHRFITRIE S Barone 45 (2017) e IS T LE 157 DAGsG AR 280508 45 5 Py
R A

o MALIEN . MAAERIFRIAAAES Z U A B A, I 5T E 142
HAR 22 1E AR 5 1 AR () o 4006 o 3 14 1E 4k 5 32 Dropout (Hinton
&%, 2012) FIbRZ P (Szegedy 55, 2016), BEATIHE) {2 W 0 T HG #2445 B i
TENISFES . XTSI, PR s — S R R b T — &7
EWIAE 7. Bl %138 43 %58, Kudo (2018a) 4 i M £~ FI BEY 1~ a] fi
VEHRAE, Park 55 (2020a) £ H 4 R R -1 205 10 RS S M 1 7
Wu 45 (2019) FI (Miyato 55, 2017) 43 Jll4 47 F A A 78 Tl 53 1 7 00 4 2k e
P AR SRR S () S e s EXRER YR I PLE], Zhang 45 (2019a), You
5 (2020) FILi &5 (2018) 43 S1I$E HAH I 149 1F W A6 32 sk AR B 7 07 407 B R P
SRR 22 R
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1.3 A5 E)

I N (Over-fitting ) o2 1 42 0 28 A 2RI 3l AP A Y — A BEAS 1), 2 H A
AN R 4L A AR Bt = T R A AR L S AR R S . UG E
LA 2 W 28 AR R SO BE AR i, TS ) I it 2k iR B 25 1 T 011
ERUE, IR T R & C A IR T 20 T 7E e 8 Fr
R N T EEN G SRR S, FFFEE AR — 25 ORI A Ry 52
FAR LB TR ISR G, X R IERAR A IENE ) ¥ (Regularization
Methods) .

ST 22 25 AR AL ) TE A O VA R T2 o — 7T, IR VA RE RS
M SHATRE =R, B R N ZR AT A s 53—, i
XF IR WL VERIBIESE , BATTR] PABE— B IRGTR 2 28T AR, S 2
SR AN ZRT7 SR R AR 22 R A2

AR ) B IE DAL PR IE A AR 251 1 X = 28 1E Ak ) gk AT 1 3k
— RS o X = ZRIE WAL T VA7 BB XA AL S B el iy YNGR B s AE X A e
NGRbp2d T 5 WX =5 RS AR BRI A, $2 e i BR 2 S 5 o
>J o RPN SR e e AR 251 i 5 ok G i ad PG ) . A SCRE R R I =
AFFE IR AT R 2L T4

1.3.1 REEENK

e L1 B pE i fE WMT 3 30-53 Wy RV SC8ci 4 it sl g 2R

Table 1.1 Experimental results of Weight Decay on WMT En-Ro task

Configuration BLEU

w/o Weight Decay 32.58

+ Weight Decay = 2e-6 | 32.53
+ Weight Decay = le-5 | 32.59
+ Weight Decay = le-4 | 32.26

+ Weight Decay = 1e-3 | 31.78

BT IR Rt L R A A G U A N 2 —, — 2B AL Ty
TR T 2 AR S HOR P I B R S 2R PO R M A o ) 1 1k DU 2 A
AT A [ (Word Embedding) ZHUNIENMLTTIA , Tt 2 b4 B
PR LA -y B B, AR bl B R A AR AT ) SR

10
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ESHN 37.5% it B AR E RO ik, MIILHESH, HmnaE
SA ] FEREE AT 3] 1) R L AR Y T A T B

LYRSR I W B EE R T TR R A 28, AR 1.1 Frs, ACE R a0xt
AN RIS BRI aEAEk, —8& TR =2 ie
LA T B T T A 249 ] 1) B S 22 T H B T RERIRCR (Press 45, 2017,
Kuang 7%, 2018; Liu 4%, 2019). ZRIf, X 2875 358 5 UMM [ 745 R 48 T 1YTRIE
VCHE E A 57 TR A B R SE B, A I S BRI 194 52355 P07 T A ek
W RERYE . BRI, F e ) &S T IE MR R e b, BT
VEAFAEE —LE B W BB, 3] ) B I AT S84 R A it =5 1)

132 #HEhENIE

32.55

32.5732_ —— Word-Drop 32_5—32. 5 —— Gauss Noise

Word-Replace

30.01

27.51

25.01

BLEU

22.51

20.04

17.54

15.04
13.3] 14.94

0 0.05 0.10 015 0.20 0 0.039 0.045 0.050 0.055
Word-Drop or Word-Replace probability Magnitude of Unit Gauss Noise

(@ (b)

P13 (a) BORORWNBR . lPrierty @ peths (b) BOBIRE g 0ia s i btk .
Figure 1.3 (a) The robustness of model to Word-Dropout and Word-Replacement noises. (b)

The robustness of model to Gaussian noises.

ML AR BB AL AT R B — M B R 25 . WEL3R,
TERA TGN 10%-20% 1) i) b 55 o 1] 25 4 M Ps 53 4.5%-5.5% BT e &
A5 A4 B AL A M RE BB BE A T . Sk, WFFRa (142 Pl i )
ft. (Perturbation Regularization) J5V%, %7 yA Mt R ZRFEA s in /b i g
P DASR THEE AU M S 1) B v . A RS IE WAL 7 vE L E T - R A 4 5h
A, R T IEER (Gal 4%, 2016). Rk (Bengio %%, 2015; Wu 4%, 2019), %}

11
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BUPEHE % (Miyato %, 2017; Sato 45, 2019b) RITAGHLENT . ST 4: SE
9, EATHLENIE MLy PR BRE RE MR THE  ATR, T ELR IR A e Bl
RAOSETFIE TR BRI I )y AN 1 2L ) T 5
R
133 IRETHR

M LA B O TR 4 (Hard Label) 6L, i BRI Sk il
SRS TR BB T 2R P REIE AR . 4y T ARDIX I, Szegedy
% (2016) $LHIFFA T (Label Smoothing) 7k, 11 V-4 14k T AT
%, DASER D2 MU SRR B RS 15 (Over Confident) UL 07 VAT
WATHULIE I T4 AL, (ISR B AR R . 55— FIT o b
SEP TR (Hinton 4, 2015). 3 F1 76/ (Furlanello %5, 2018) fie/f
I 4 5 P RS O T PR, 2 — I BT R T Uy
o (LR BRI IR, BRI AL TR FIUR REYEL BT KB
MO L2 B B T B SR T v

14 FEMRAS

A SO0 e I AR Pl IE A AN AR S = S8 IE Ak itk AT T gk
SRR, XA BAAAER MU AR T AR B A5 5

141 EFEXHEXEMNRREENLAE

N T AR AL R R 3R] ) SR, AN SR — R B8 1Y 5
Vi) ) R SORT PR IR] [ R IR AR TR, 1207 iR 58 A B NG ETE R N TERFIE
i T A BT ) EAROBU MR AR e T . BARITS, PlasiliEn— gk
FEAS H— N ) 1A — A H b ) U8, Hoh RS T B E R L IUE B
FOBUE S Z B LB E B . BT XA LB E R, AR —4 H il
i H Aok [ (e 1 3] i) B F) B PR A S PRI FEAH et e AR SCHIITIRA I IS A4L
RENS 51 ML ge B UL [N 25 . SEERET R SR, A SCH T IR BB IR I 5l
T R SO SURFE, 2 PR T 2 LA Bl A Y PR RE
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142 EFMNESHMIEN LT E

Ay

e

Pzl I WA 7 A 8 2 X G g P DA THASE 2R W s g 5 e, LR
B AR R R AR LB R B T X s FEAR I LA AR, B
BRHISEH AN SR ST o AT R I TAE iy A2 21 DL 3l w5 6 H A s 3] 14
22 5 R TR FORIEA R AT O, A B A 24 —ER 20 I A AR A 2 A S
RANEH, R FEA AT YL IE MU Zh A0 B A PERE , X UL AT
B IE NI AR I GRBEAN JR B A o D T ) I 2 AR 2R A e U AU 1)
R, AR SR R i A0 Bh 5 A A TN 22 57V S S 14 L DO A 1 o ZE AL
PRI, AR R BRE L, AT A IR 75 A0S T BRI, I
B HGE AR IR S Y B

143 BETFEETHBRESNREEBAE

N

ARTCRE — PPl R RN AE AR 2P 1T 5 TR A R B )| e e A 2 o
JEBAFHI I, AR SO A A2 50 B it RERE BT 20 A IR A 22 S Y
B —ANRAR A B B HORIR A, ML RSO T T AR R
o1 B it 0V AR SR A s o TR A A BB S ) 4 S Wi A I s i A SR F
NIRRT, Pl R A S R AR T AR O AR 2,
Tl as B RO TELAR ST . SRS RN, A ST TA RS I L 22
PRI ISR hR 28 BE B A5 1 M-S THAR A A Rl BE

1.5 ZTWLHA

R SCH AT

T T MRS BRI SRR, B REBLIR . ARSI T3
B, SRS T 24 B ZBLAS B A T 7 60, DA AR SCRFSERy R SR 5
B

S5 BNV T I BE A PR AR DRSS, BT SR bR 1
RIENM T, FEAPHT T 3 B SCRF AR 25 8 5 R

RN TS E AL RO BT, 4 R B B A e B
JEEF R T .57 5 ST BRE AR RO LA AL . FFH Hh K A2 305
SR 2.5 0 TE T DA I AR 3 £ 650 AL
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BENG T HHAAAED B A T, e TR
o1 F Gt AR JFCEE 3 8 A 2R PRAZ 20 ) G it K TR A 2 A Al
FHEMPTA TAREAT T S SR



52 FE TR SOM S A ] i) e AT R

$2E ETEWEXRMMEREENLSEZE
21 5|§

B2 e R 3 U BRI SR, SR B R Bl A, (]
BB T T S AT . T o I A BT e B, BFST
#/11f] Dropout (Hinton 4, 2012) KL T 56 (Krogh 4, 1991) % 1 JU)ft 75 3 B
B2

ST HUBRBIRAL S, W MR (L o SRR B TS L.
LEBERS YA B AT 2 A MR R A SR, XS
BRI TSR TR T B2 . AR, —SefE TR
P B PRI 1 250000 1 AL 7 TR Bt IS T RIS e D)
ETARROEEREE, S XA R SRR AT T 3045t

i I BB A TE DA T R 2 WL BN LA AR M, R AT
LEDLF P71

BoG, MANUBEIE KRR RS, S ARE R Y 3
4 TP, RSB SR SR Ay, TR S K 1 I A
TR IR S T, HIATEET NIST A -3 SoH LA B PR i
U AJ AR (Encoder Input Embeddings) . H hfsf i A2l i1 (Decoder
Input Embeddings) 1 F b #2175 (Decoder Output Embeddings) (%51
KRR ) 3 IS SRR 53.4%, FCr R AR A A RS 5
L BRI 37.5%.

HOK, SR BR R A IS S ORI, 1 S B RO AR
R R LR Z AN B, RGBT WA, SEFBTIE T2 5 it
A SRR TE AL 7, BRI L AL S R A AT AT . 1 1.1, %
L BB RTR BT S HOR B Ly TE %A BB A SATT— 7
i e B T T e T AR RS T SR 2R (Press 4, 2017; Yang %, 2019;
Kuang 4, 2018),

R 57 Y o B R B R SO e, BB A O (LA
HIT T I A HEIE 1 17 1 5 5 SRR T W LS B B P A8

15
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FERT AT =3

1. LA BRI 0 1] [n] S S AR R I TUAR JEE o 19140 Press 45 (2017);
Liu 45 (2019) 258 S8 iy SO R 3] 1) f 80800 T—2R 404, SR
BB BRI RE I A 32 3 W S s

2. JH] ) ESEE Z W TR AR 2 AEM LA B PR A E
T ity 9 3] o) e SR T AL P 2y, P 2 T a4, BRI
SRCE Ry A TCEE P 22T B SRR 55 A

3. RS EE Z BRIEA PRI AR . AP ER BRI A I 25 B b R R
e 2 0 FLEEAR M) WA, PRHOME ACRAIETR] 1] 5 S AL RE I8 7 ) B PRk Al
TESCAH M, 0T /b B MR RN 5 AT 55 (0 A AL 2 R T Lt

WEAFE R, — SRk ) S (R AR M il S X7 YRR
BT MR, (B BIFEAE—SL R, Press 5 (2017) $& 38 i M =i Al
ity 1) 28 1) O X800 3] [v] 5 S TOAR BE IR B R S AH &1k, AR OA 2k
Vi 1] R AN H AR i) 2 T B A R JE (Word form ) 3] /] — >S4k &
IR IT YEAE A TR S FHAH R 45 R GE R TE 5 %, SRR T3 30F1 H 3¢
AP RG T AAR MBS, MEE RS EL. 55, WRES
HA R R ] ol G B 58 AR R S Bilan H B <SR i 8 SO IR [
GESL, MG LR BT IR, P A S8 s T
BES FER AP AL AR R A B . Kuang 55 (2018) $i A Bl o A1 H A5 2 18] Y
ER BRI @ X5 K&, HRLN 5510 ] 2 (B R B . SRT Transformer
B2 Z )2 R IR Z G, AR & 2R e & TR 1R
B, BEEEIRCER BT R RINUER . Liu % (2019) $2 138 52 SN X
7t T AAG RN 75 5 2 H SL 2 S T S50, AR SR P 6 75 AH ek o 1%
FEEAS 7RO RFNBOR, (BRAFAELN R B (1) TXF 5% 6 R MO SR il
X LRSS (2) FENTERE &S HE i b, 3 ASE B4~
HERRREE (3) HARTHTXIFFAE M, ToRARTHREM . (4) B KILHIZ
B R0, 1k 30% 193%E B 57 X R IR Z [RH L B4
A BE S M ARBL AL 1) R BE T

ASTERE A BB TE R P TEARAE R AR T 1] 1] 8 S 800 18 SO e Bk
M, LA B — YN REAS A8 A 5~ — A H A A 74U, He
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b 7 HE S RS G BAGE F 2 M e L E R . BT WAL E R,
AFERE A~ B b I 25 E b R [ e Al 4 1] 1) 1) B A S AR SR S Pk o
HARSEEL b, ARFEAE Y Skip-gram Jr¥E 25 H AR HEA T T A (1)
FRERIEI Y s R EIA0E : (2) R 2 an B gl H AT, (I
REAZ AP AL s TR AL [/ YN 55 (3) 0¥k rh A ] o) i S ORI Tl WA S5 KT
S FAPLES B IR Y i A2 T R RS, KRB S 8. ARk
AR HIHR S, ARG, S E, RARAR GRS

ASFEAE NIST HpSC-Be ORI AR BRI AT 17988 . SEIRg R, AT
Tk ReS BT A LA B M B, A LR RASTRUE T T 1.69 /> BLEU
{EL, AHECAE I AMERXS 55 L AHY Shared-private J5 A4 71 1 0.59 4~ BLEU. X ] [1]
BB AT SEI R, AT TR B G R TR ) RSB SO e, A
ROAR T Y5 R A ] ) 2SR R

22 tEXIME

AN BT VRN LA L B RS 2R A 3] 1) R S AU A T T SR SO AR H
Gt gy, X RS B = AN A A AR [ R A3 L TR [
FRTEAH O T 1] B AR S AH M o ARTTRF 20 BRI =AM T AR 5 TAEZEA T3
ESipI iR

221 E@EHYiEEEENK

UTAF KA B ARG 5 AL PR STl 22 1 B0 T — L2845 ) A 2L 3] o 8 1) 2 AR 7
R, X BREN G A A Rk SO KR TAF. Berend (2017, 2018) 73 HI7E 1]
ARy (Part-of-speech Tagging) . fiy4% S5/ R %] (Named Entity Recognition) #/I
Z 1ZK R (Multi-Word Expression Identification) {55 EARTT 1 %A ) ] 7]
WSHOET Ly IEWMR ORI Ly 3 )i IR AR T X SR 55 3 B E 1
$271 . Demeter %5 (2020) % B A2 SRR I3 ) 1 280 3 AR AU A7 A ) o) 20 A1 A
AR e, AR ] ) ] ) R BE B )N — R ] 3 A A 3 I s [ L A
b, JCIRBUS oK . Meng &5 (2019) 2 H 1 BRI [0 SRR TTIR, S ITIRRF
JI A T [ i 4 4 B AR BR A O 1 AAE BRI AN P-4 1 BG4 1] 1) A1 AN 1Y
8. Unanue 55 (2019) g G e fl A 28 i — AT H Axsidar A2 il 4]
Y H AR R E A G s 2 AL T BE
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222 A2/ RIEHEFME

e HAAE S PR, —LeTy i B gDy UM SRR A o) B
5 A BRI 35 &% Word2vec (Le 25, 2014; Mikolov %, 2013), Skip-
thought (Kiros 25, 2015). Glove(Pennington %5, 2014) % DA Jz 3T 4F K45 52 X E K
B 48 =458 BERT (Devlin 25, 2019), GPT (Radford %%, 2018) 4., H4h, —
B0 T AR o R 3R] R o Sy SRR B2 ) 1) Bl A R ] e b 5 1) 22 (1] ) BR R 56
#:. Sennrich % (2016b); Johnson 2§ (2017); Ataman 5 (2018) 2 1 ¥538 %1 4 h T
il (subword), Cho 5 (2014); Ling % (2015); Costa-jussa %% (2016); Chen 45 (2016)
KT FAFE ARG
223 jAmEERXFFEXE

UTAEAE, S8 TTARR M S 58 22 B AR 2R 3] ) O X S M DA e i 42
PLasBIFAPERE . Press 45 (2017) 4 Hi A P b AT H A i ) 1) 2 LE P g AT AH
EINGIA N BN kg he 2 (= S e £ = W C E N TR i A= DR B N SRS Baee S
F o Yang S5 (2019) $ HRERZY o gt 10 4 8 o0 i) S MRt i A J= A ) 2
Sl B Lo B0 I WIS ASE B S0 RS 55 . Kuang 45 (2018) DA AL 45 A1
AR 2 R R B AE X TR, Lo 5 i T A H Ardim i) AR . Liu 55
(2019) I IR 5% THEARBOAR T 5 A, FCSDh 5l i ] R 4, K5
RARIEERYYEFEAE ML ST SR, TERE R IR PRAIE 73 55 3 22 ) A S R
k. Mi 4% (2016); Liu 45 (2016); Cheng 4% (2016); Feng <5 (2017) il F A1 i Xof
FEARAR BB, Garg 25 (2019) A GETT TR ARBUK I X 57 MR A
e 2 HLas B S X SRR B, Li 2% (2019a) A 0N 22 5 AR 2R ) 11 22
00 245 A L e R 2 R R BT X 51

23 RY=

A4 Word2vee (Mikolov 45, 2013; Le %, 2014) B SLA JF I, DA K i B Xt
FERH KR TR — R SF AR

2.3.1 Word2vec Ry E 7~ [EIE

FEDR B2 T PO+ A AR F A Jl, B ARTE S AL BT 55 p i
S LG o R S D ce 0= 5 g FT I 57 i (B Vit O G = S L B
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RRIL R SR Z TR A M. O T RE A RAL TRTE Z TR AT 9C 4, Mikolov
47 (2013); Le <% (2014) f&th Word2vec J5ik, FHWOIL A2 [ ) B 2m &4
Bl A OREERL AP Ay Rl I BRI SR )

Word2vec FRJEEAS S HUZ PSRl AR SRS B AT BT [/ — A 1 AR
A, BN “Ege” AP SRR A BRI S, 2 B R 4
AR ISR R “E R P AEARBCA M A, AR BHE R — M
H

INPUT  PROJECTION OUTPUT INPUT  PROJECTION  OUTPUT
w(t-2) w(t-2)
w(t-1) w(t-1)

\SUM

— w(t) w(t) —
wit+1) / ww(m)
w(t+2) w w(t+2)
cBOw Skip-gram

P& 2.1 CBOW #lI Skip-gram (¥ 55 #4775 5K (Mikolov %%, 2013)

Figure 2.1 Architectures of CBOW and Skip-gram(Mikolov %, 2013)

MT—MKER TIAT W = [ w, wy, ..., wy_y, wy], Word2vec iFH )4
AN AR TG, A B GRS T R e S e (BR
3C) WAH KM . Word2vee £ B B RN BARI A%, 43 e eS8k 4452 (Continuous
Bag-of-Words Model, CBOW ) F13E4: Bkifl#i%! (Continuous Skip-gram Model, Skip-
gram), 2. 1/R T MBI EEAHESL,
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o, CBOW FylI%h H AR R ko fl b SCHi v Ll e :

¢, = average(e,_;, ..., €;_1,€.,1, ..., € 1), 2.1)
T
exp(e; ¢;)
P W, _jy ooy Wi, Wiy s oy Wypg) = N d > (2.2)
> exp€yc)
;o
l=-1 Z 108 P, | W0, s coor Wy s Wiy 1 +eon Wy f)s (2.3)

t=1
Ho kR BT RN, ey 2B w,_ M AR IR, o RE TR,
RE A CUAR AR R T, & RO w, ki 2R, v ER R
%.
5 CBOW HIJZ, Skip-gram {5125 H bR ek AL FUaaFi_E R Schofis

T
exp(€,e;)
p(wc|wt) = 2 7 g —— 2.4)
g=t—k,.t—1t+1,. t+k Zm exp(€ne,)
=
I=—1 ; log p(w, |w,), (2.5)

Horl k BE RN, w, 5 T3, w, £ LT A BT, & 2 w,
ot R, e, 2L w, 19 AR

232 FPFEEIRE

XfFF4E R (Alignment Error Rate, AER) (Och %5, 2000) Jg i & ] X0 5 o &
TR, — Mo a0 U AL A TRl 5 AN AR IR R 1 A 38 . A, AL
PRI RS 55— TS AR A, AP RO [ 55 5 I TR AR 5 ek e &
I AN I R e e R TR B o T e = o I N e R B R el
HENEN, WA BARRIE L, AR B A& b S BIATEFATIERT (“AR
Jb2EZRHIRAR", “The northeast is the granary of the country.”) H1, HL /]
=7 1A] “the” FHRARAEFR BIAH R HY SO0 5510« R ANBHRRYIEXS 55, Och 45
(2000) & i 6 A LEE 5 % ZAEARERS 23 AR X 5 - WA R0 5% (Sure, S)
FIRBIBAE RIS 55 (Possible, S), HHEE S WETHLAP (SCP).

TEPRAG N TAREXS PR B Bl b, XA B R 5r 26 & A, WAy
MR A % (Recall) . K% (Precision) FIXSFF45 R (AER), HH,
7 1] Z A TR RN 5 A 78

|ANS|
N

recall = (2.6)
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KSR AT AR R R 5 A R -

|A NP
|A]

precision = 2.7

X FE BRI 5 R T LR AR R 4R, R B R 5T R R A
Ji kL :
_|AnS|+|ANP|

AER(S,P; A) = 1
|Al + [S]

(2.8)

24 ETFEXEXMERREEENLTE

2L 3 (0 P S SO R AN B R PR SRR N RSt ey oA 21 19 1] 1]
RS RCE N HAREMTESCRF L.y 7 3SR [0 8 R0 TR SO ek, ARfe
AT A TR A L B A IR ) B A g T A, RRR i SO R e Ak .
AREEI) H e [ Fof 494 5 3] i) B ) BRLTE A S MR FF AR G, e BT AR Sk
TNV SCRR 5% B WA Y5 i ) 5P A ) ket 1] L B A A A ] ) B, RSP SRR
7N AN 55 B 1t ] AR I s i ] 2L R S ) ] )

ONEET TN

‘ HE ‘ D ‘ Trump ‘ ‘visits ‘ ‘ China ‘ D

‘ Trump ‘ ‘ visits ‘ ‘ China ‘

el
\

|| i

(b)

‘ 5 ) ‘ ‘iﬁl‘ﬁj ‘ ‘ 1 E ‘ ‘ Trump ‘ ‘ visits ‘ ‘ China ‘ .

©)

Pel 2.2 i SCHISG bl i 4 E ARG R R e

Figure 2.2 Illustration for semantic regularization of word embedding

HAAIS, K 2.2 (@), B8 ER I geeAs d— A0 a0 —4-H
Pdi A AL, ROPRSR AT [ R, “Uim”, ST, S ] ATHE A A
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F[ “Trump”, “visits”, “China”, “.” 1. 1 SCHISEIE ALK EASTAT AR
B0, BORTATAIR B RERS R EL TN, B 5 A 4 AR RS TN P47 A %) o
W 8 B M T A AR, A 1A ) O R T P TR e B E AN T
AHAbIE . WA 2.2 (b)) FrR, M i oA, TR
P [T, ST, %7, “Trump” , “visits” , “China” , %7 ]34
Hbzsmia “visits” Sy, SR e O [ R, <pimn, <
[E”, “”, “Trump”, “China”, “.” ],

ST B AR, A TA7 A0 BLAG 17 B s A SO 564, F0 9 BB
KMERIRFEAR M (1) XFFHsci “iyi” f <", mT iR g s
] AT S A5 0 e 2 505 A7 0 S R A, R I A3 L R T
STEBATEMI . (2) XFFUFEE Ui R “visits”, TR A IS L B
[FA—ASFAFAIR, B IR B R AT e

T SR 5 TE MR A2 SURB R IIGRIA . X T FATA0%T (X, Y), Hididg
AT B ] e R B A U = L}, LR T 43 S R AR E A )
TR . T SOR X IE WAL A 325 sR A Tl i B4 A U oh AT 1T 0 L ¢
AR U -

eXP(“jT“i)
Pjlu;) = : 2.9)
T T M eptehu)
1 I+] I+ 1
Cemp(X,Y) = — 1 u;), 2.10
e (X, Y) (HJ)Z; 7o los Pl (2.10)

HEoft e, SRR m ARG EBIRE, V, 1V, BRI E R0
VI A R TE M S

1
E’emb(D) =X Z femb(Xa Y), (2.11)
X, Y)eD

Hop D @ L dsBiEn) Il 25
IR, AR BRRASE IR F AT 2R B 502 T 2401 2 AR L DI ) A A
£ =L, D)+ alyy, (D), (2.12)
K o @ E il TE O R IE N E RS S .

T SCH R IE ML AE 55 T Word2vee HYRAE, FEJ7IRSEEL EXF Skip-gram 14T
TUAT R (1) WRIE SRR ENIES 5, il —4> F s ek £ [m] i
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356 ] 1] ok B8 BATE A SRR SRR S s (2) RFUNRT5 =h e 21 A G R AT
gk, kAL IRAE — B b N A o A, I ZRbnasse kT B i 1 s
WP A (25K 2.10) , BEASTE SOR 56 1E AL REAS A ZATLaS Bl AR AU S [H] 1
Yo (3) J7AH B0 A2 06] o) B R i 22 3] o B 0 o et e L g A 2R g ] ]
BN (229), LHEHEMBIMISEL

2.5 LG

ARFEAE NIST Hh 3C-2e SCRUE B0 1R SOR S IR IR 2B T 15650, LB A
KT [ IR AL DT YR T T AR

251 #HiEE

NIST 303 SClR AR5 125 AT PATIERRE, Hrp e SR 1 Moses
4T tokenize, H SCER T ] T T AR 431 T A JEAT tokenize, EIRARAYIRIR A
T 3.2 HREFHEAER) BPE 403 . ARZ(E mt02, mt03, mt04. mt05, mt06.
mt08 ZHE LR A4k .

AEARH] NIST haefim e ny st A T R I (1) NIST rpaedii 48 /)
W, R HLER R R AR —, TR B EI SR A R A R A T
Wdys (2) eSO PR RGEAFMMAE S, RARMIE-EYE, teH
B R BB 1] . (3) WSO SORMER ERMIE S, 3T Lt
i e

252 BHIRE

FT PO E Ji vk, ASFEAE Transformer (Vaswani 45, 2017) &A1 | %}
P AT TR . AR SR AR R AT R T H: Fairseq (Ott 4%, 2019) 1) Hfi
AT, BT S AR ] ) S R A

AREER)SLES ] T Transformer base [ SEEG AL E, JnAdas AT el 2 6 )2,
BEALAE Ry S12 4k, YER WS T 8 A3k (Head) , HIH M4 2048 4.
A AR T 4000 4B (warm-up steps) , HIHGS: T 5Ny Te ™, brss
SEWHCE R 0.1, Dropout HE%4 0.1, Adam S35k , = 0.9, p, = 0.98 Fl
e = le?(Vaswani 4%, 2017), i Y SEEaH0 2 7E 4 Ht GeForce RTX 3090 15 4b P4
VAT, HEIZRRY R/ (Batch size) iy 4096 X 8 4> token, FEMANS, #1E#
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ZBH (Beam Size) 4, KFMEF (Length Penalty) % 0.6.

SR AR H SCRISE ST TR RN 31 40072 F1 29408, AT —IL)I1 2% T
355, ARBEANX 212 PRSI o« =2,

253 Itk Ak

HTX, AT AR S TAE:

o M E L= (Weight Tying, WT) (Press %5, 2017), #hZH2E BRI 13
n] s S E5 R =4 VR AR [ & (Encoder Input Embeddings) . H 45
i A [a]# (Decoder Input Embeddings) . H #rifi# i & (Decoder Output
Embeddings) (ZEHIFFHEMSE) o XFTHAEEX, SRR AL 52 H A 0
Ml 24 (Decoder Weight Tying, Decoder-WT); Xt - I A [F] “F4F R LT
BAF, AT PRI A H AR iR R T A, A =AM S 4L (Three
Way Weight Tying, TWWT).

o MIZLBIXIFF (Sentence Level Agreement, Sent-agree) (Yang %5, 2019), {E#
A2 G it i i 11 1) /) 03 1) S R AR oD i i A2 ) ) R a1 ) i) Ly BE AR R IE
3 V9 s ) L — 20 X B 31 1) e A ) e g ] o) A T
SR liON

o E#HE#% (Direct Bridging) (Kuang 2%, 2018), FE3% DA% A5 a8 AR s (9
TR IR AR R R AR, B 5 A5 R R b )

o BKT iR ) (Spherical Embedding) (Meng 4%, 2019). FEBKTH Al [ &, Br
A ] ) FE R R ) R 1, DARRR IR AN 1A ) 3] [ O R R
[

o 4> Ht=ii[A] & (Shared-private Bilingual Word Embedding, Shared-private )
(Liu 4%, 2019). A3 F i) 5% T HARBURA XS 55 6 &, 320055 0] 1 3] 1a] 2 1Y
TRONYEIE TR A R L R 4R AR 2 T S8 B Txs 553 <9
[F)-visits” St P4 S=AL T 90% MLERE, % 3 HA 10% W4EREZ T2
i

2.5.4 SCIgsEE

% 2.1 R T A TA [ R AR 5 SRR NIST rp S-S SCRdie 4k B SE e 2%
o Hrp, BT RZIXEFE (Sent-agree) Jrikz Ah, BrA il & 1R WAL T ¥AH L
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#¢ 2.1 £ NIST vp3C-3 S8l A Ly schn gk

Table 2.1 Experimental results on NIST Zh-En task

NIST Zh—En

mt02 mt03 mt04 mt06 mt06 mt08 AVG A

Vanilla 4531 4413 4582 439 4372 349 4296 -

Decoder-WT 45.82 4577 46.07 4443 4427 3463 4350 40.54
Sent-agree 4532 44.06 4588 43.83 4381 3474 4294 -0.02
Direct Bridging 45.63 4522 45.83 44.14 44.02 347 4326 +0.30
Spherical 45.05 44.12 45.69 4422 4427 34.62 4300 +40.04
Shared-private ~ 46.41 4573 467 45.04 4477 3571 4406 +1.10

Our model 46.09 4644 47.08 46.57 4492 36779 4465 +1.69

BAMA (Vanilla) #RBES T —ERIEETE, Hrp o AR 5% TR R 7840 53]
5t (Shared-private) Jy¥ERRCRESF, FHILELBAL (Vanilla) BU% T 1.10 4
BLEU fJ42FF.

1 SO R IE MR B T A AT H v, HH B2 (Vanilla)
$£T+T 1.69 4~ BLEU , L $h =i m & (Shared-private) J5427F T 0.59
A~ BLEU . SEEGEER 585K B 1 o SOM ¢ IE MR B A R4k

255 XFHERMESH

AR/ NTERGETE SO S I WAL 1] ) B S R08 SCRFAL ) BAR . A/ VYA
JABAE N TXSFRILLE (NIST 05 Mi4E) _EAYRISFAEERA (AER) 47T
A ZEAIL A R AR P 1] 1) B RO — SR VIR RS 57 1tk o BIrA X 57 6 R AR S
YU R R 35 D) X i D 3 1) S R T R, BRI s i ] P 050 X 55 3]
WA R IR AR E . TR R RS R A 8 43k, ANFEfE
A T TR 1 P BCE AR A X SR o

WMk 2.2 Fron, TR BaCR e dE i SO R I 25 B AR, HRZpi A
(Vanilla) 14 35] ) B EA B R RS54 5 (93.24% ), T8 SCR S 1 AL I 2k
3] [ S RORAG T 38.49% WXIFraR iR, HagdRdsmmyx etk X it
AREE I T3 TR e A R 5t ] 1 2 ) 7 SORA A
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A 2.2 X574 A (AER) 53 B

Table 2.2 Analysis of AER

NIST Zh—En

Embed L1 L2 L3 L4 L5 L6

Vanilla 9324 9793 9493 94.62 81.61 527 69.66
Our model 3849 8945 8996 88.29 89.47 86.69 87.89

EAERME, ALBA (Vanilla) X FFIETERIALES 5 2R8] T &AL
(52.7%) , Li %% (20192) RHZ PG IALE T EALE BB 2 el ad il J L2 8
SE—RE RN FEE SRR TR B bR ) R R R RN R B 1 S
K IE I Ty v B ORI O 3 1 3 1) S S R 50k, (ER HE 2 BRS¢
R RARETE 88% Aidh, ANEEHEMIZ IS 2 AR A i) ) o HL A R 57
PEREOL R, AHRERUZME BT X R, e 2N T mE
FORERRFEA

2.5.6 iRlmEIEZE/RIATRL

—10.01

-10 =5 0 5 10 -100 -75 -5.0 =25 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0

(a) (b)

Pl 2.3 i) 4 S Byl Bk

Figure 2.3 Visualization of Word embeddings

W 2.3 frs, AN AL B ) 3R] ) B T T t-sne BR4EFIT]
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AL o Hor i (0 o PR Y Il [ s ), 200 H s A ] [ S, 2.3 (a) Jedk
SR e [y S TA] 2.3 (b) @ T SR IE AL 7 YR R il ) B s ] o ]
PAE B, AE L LA A o] ) s ) o, 50 0] i e T A 0] o A 25 8] £
ANEOLE, P RA N RR AR Stk SO K ENEIIZRS , 18] ) 525 ]
o 58 i ][] 2 A ) s i ] 1) R SR A R T, XA R H AR —
2.

2.5.7 HRASKE®

A% 2.3 1 NIST b 3C- 5 SC B s L igmigcys
Table 2.3 Ablation Study on NIST zh-en task

NIST Zh—En

mt02 mt03 mt04 mt06 mt06 mt08 AVG A

poq it 4531 4413 45.82 439 4372 349 4296 -

FATE-TR 4553 4538 46.12 45.18 4455 354 43.69 +0.73
HiE-Hbrig 4566 4506 462 449 4418 3526 4354  +0.58
FATH- R i 4584 4581 46.54 45.61 4454 358 4402 +1.06

- YR i 46.26 46.05 46.8 4573 4493 36.05 4430 +1.34
RBiG-Hibrug 4622 4581 4685 4565 4485 3589 4421  +1.25

- X 46.09 46.44 47.08 46.57 4492 3679 4465 +1.69

AR/ X T SOM 9 1 AL BATEAR DG () DR A 2R Pt . A i 14 T iR
PEAT TIHRLSES . FR B, AN B . H AR DU AR PR T BRI
Skip-gram Il 2k A & EATEAH XA M RE A DTk . X T SO R IE ML, A
NIRRT S VAR S T VDA O A B Al A0 DRl AT T AR AR IR, X
FC B M EATE A SR PERE -

W 2.3 iz, g3 AR 5t ] o e ) BT 9 1 s i 1) BT A S P
RERSTRTMS A IERE , T4 o ] IR P A CR S, FEBEARBEANER T 1.06 1~ BLEU
o AEXFRRIL B T8 SCRH 9 I WA A T i ) BATE AR S MSOR S, (90 il
IR ARCREE “FRIE-TR " AIRCRERE . 3 AMARTE R, o Y5t 4 1] i)
PEAT IE AR e A A i SO, AR A A I PR T 5T 1 ] ) 2 S0 2R
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1 EE A A B, [R5 [ U0 ST 55 I 2R, DR i) 1)
SR IR TEAR, RPN FER

26 ARENG

R ZRN IR PRSI R 22— o A AL B, 1] 17
BEPEBABSUEN s, BAERSRIURE; FRHE RES80T
BRIy, Gl BEBUR BRI B 240, Tk se s aa ) 25 RFIE .
B, AREER T SOM G IR WAL T3 3R PASR T e Bl e B 1R R 3 1] i) B S0 78
F A AFY 7 IR5E G T AGETERIY NTERFIE , 3 1T BrA B ) A
BANERAY KI8T KIS, HLasBEm— IR b — N b - A— 4
H pwuim) 2 RG, Ho B T B & ry el L 3UE EARDOUE & Z R py i L BE R
BT IEEE R, ASTRE > B 4 A A1 25 H AR (] (2 2 ] 1] 8 1 B
AR PRI ST . SEBE L, ANFEfi % Skip-gram HBAE, FH-PATH)X A 1R
—ARERBI RS AR A AT B e 5 A AR, AT A S S B
Ayl > BT R i) ). AR FERY VAR Skip-gram MERTES R0 RS T
PSi2575 =N iibU R = R ANTSE S L SE S B PN o S8 2y PR X B T i
D7 IR B HAT NG, BT iR BERS R 2 ML B RS I (] )11 25
FE NIST rpSC-3e3CRR R b, AR NI iRIUS 1 1.69 BLEU (7], Waid
T VAR TR R R AR T ¥ e A SR T SCRE & 1 WA 5 SR N Sy i e
FUA AR AT SR S, S ] ) A S 18] P4 20 At B ) — 2
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FIE ETHMNEZSFHMENCTZE
3.1 5|§

ZEPLAFRIAR S USRI — @RI BHBERE, TR AR
/b B R 2 S EUBCR Y P RE ) BEORIR BER R e AR R, AR ISR AR
R ARSI (RIS ) SRS THARZRG I RS (g B . PR AR R 4
HRPLBIE NI (Perturbation Regularization) #5213k i) K3E, HHh
N T AL B 55 F (Bengio 4%, 2015; Wu 2, 2019; Sato %%, 2019a; Takase 2,
2021a). 030 MA Ty AR R F 0 1 TH R e 7 (AR, DR i 2 ) 5 A
Rz AR RER 22, 32 B/ N Fs i e Je Pt RE R IR T % (Bengio 4, 2015;
Wu 4%, 2019; Sato %%, 2019b; Takase %5, 2021b), FEHLENIE WAL Tr ke, BRI
AR R i KALBHL S EEAS SR (likelihood ), TOAF AT DABSGE AR A E Mg PS4
NRITERE . AR, ZRERRPEEh N TR LS BRI R T
RAEFRIPERE, A RMER (Word-Dropout, WD) (Gal 4%, 2016). & (Word-
Replacement, WR) (Bengio %, 2015; Wu 4, 2019) fixfHit:3sh (Adversarial
Perturbation, Adv) (Miyato %%, 2017; Sato %%, 2019b) £¢,

EA LSl WAL TARE 5 0 T 548 A R Pl 12 U & P 4080
gems, AWM GALHR A AT, a0 7245 HEh-PE" riIgk
BLlil AT A UIZRHL T 200 e 1RO B n i A, B
THBIENAL R PR AFEPE— 242 i 22 5 1E WL (Prediction Difference
Regularization, PD-R ) f¢[r] i SZ ARS8 (1) o 400 A A 0L A5 DA, AT 114 7 5 T B
HAR, BoRIARTE 7408 WAL PERE -

FLATS A3 A RS E N RS TP A5 X 3] S B2 64 TN 22 57 8 70 A
BRI G OL. Eid e BRI, AT, B AR T
oI5, BRI 2 — AR i A R TSR AN e S T, X U AR AU s S REAR B 40
BREEART AR LGRS, BB A REASZ X RIUET 1,
EA MRS IE AL TAEZBE T 3X — o AT AR 8 S i () Fon ) 22 S b — 25 K5 ) ¢
BIPRZERI SR HARP ARG A MRS G Ea, TR MR N
REAT TR S, R FaE—ME GRS R E PSR, 15—
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MEGEMUE IR A LB SRR, LA AR SR s i)
A, SCEBEAERRPERE, TAHRMOE SR B T e A PLEh E AL )y o2
S . DAEA AR SEBR R, SRR R AL AR A A T I M I 25 2> A2 Y
PeRE, CAIBIIENE A EN A FEAS I T I0 22 5 I SR OE A 2 e R .

A A5 R T 22 SR R T DR OB Bl E AL T v X B T
2 5 48 1Y 22 i AR 805 R R P00 73 22 53 ol T F0 00 22 S B e 1 A 2
XoF I A AR R X 2 DL AR G A R RR R, 2SR 2 S R (] I i e it
LA RIR LA —A H IR 5 o AT 21 A 52 SURRBY 2 A T 25 5 1 J) 1
BRI AU Y R ) ) B BRI X 300 & N R A& PR — s Al

A T S 187 R TR M R B B BB T B 2E S e AR, TR =AY
WMT ¥4 b7 1588 o X = A EURAEMESE T/ AL P AUHUR AR A , SE5
ZERAARGRNUUR Ty . HCEARIESIENE L, ARR I EBIG T E R
$&Th. ¥E WMTI16 En-De |, ANE 1) 7 A HEEEAR AR A4 T T 1.80 4> SacreBLEU,
M EAMPLsE AL T %427 T 1.12 4> SacreBLEU.

32 tEXIME

AR A T 22 S A ARt 1 S e MR ARG AR 2 e =4
D FER RIS IS 0 AR . A sh i 52w AR LA 5300 22 540 S Y
A

32.1 ERMANESRIEXAITE

ULARR, WS NTIHE A AR S AR BRGUSER T — 28 PEsl R W53k, X0y
TRAERS R i A AR S IR RS DASR TS 2 e s ) B e . Gl 452 (2016) Fi tH X
PRI 22 53 IR A BRI . Bengio 4% (2015) Al Wu 25 (2019) 2 Hi Xt
ML BRI R B RS, Miyato 4% (2017) Al Sato 45 (2019b) 435l
H X SCAR 7 SR A e AL BB R S I X pU sl . DA B AR 55 1
28 [ 28R 2R A2 A PRI IR P ) B AR 1

B TIBE AL TR Z Ah, — L TARE LA E MG A T T (Subword)
X3 G B ASR TR g 12 AV REFI X1 1r] X 73 Y BB 4. Kudo (2018b) $21H
T PR A AR Zhid R P REALRAE . Provilkov 5 (2020) fi Hi7EX
1A% 73 i i Dropout,  Park 45 (2020b) £ Xt HU Ry 73k 7o X 745405
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(Character-level ) 1 5 S8F FALIME S5, — L AREHRE HhOOPRE A Ay A i fin =45 5 1]
s | A FENN (deletion). 4 A (insertion). % (substitution). B (swap)
(Belinkov %, 2018; Karpukhin %%, 2019) DA M XM 7478 4 (Ebrahimi 4%, 2018)
o Ji4h, BAREF B R Mixup SORE X HEAIT TIRG, Al AE2
— MRS, BB TR R 5 B 2 FEE AR (Guo 45, 2020a; Li 5%, 2021,
Fang 4%, 2022).

322 Szhmfnataxey THE

FEPNEER LA, HEBE A R OURIH 2, — 2 LA R BN
W7t £ BB M B LRI 45 . (Szegedy 45, 2014) ZBLIEIG TR ]
SETEIHEEN £ G UG JEB A R, Liang 45 (2018) R HURS SCA S AT
Peahsr “HKBR™ SCAS S, Belinkov 4 (2018) S BURHS A IR BN
7 £ SR B P A LB IR 3, RO R 23 B2 XA A0 1 L )
ST R W, SRR TR S04 L — 50 . Khayrallah % (2018) FilBriakou
% (Q021) % BUAHLZS BRI VIR0 B g M P 5 1 SO R SO 20
IRB I
323 SHMESEXHIIE

B A AL s R B TN 22 S AR B T e AR R AR, DRl
ATFRRIAT AT Zintgraf &5 (2017) £ H il FTN 22 5770 A7 1l 42 114 Syl X ik
Xt MR A PRS2, Li 2% (20192) i B0 R P i) — Sl 5 H
PR bR PR R AL AR i 2L BRI ALY RIS 5 K & . 341, Guo 4%
(2019) % B AT AL I 22 S AR XS SRR A, Liang &5 (2021) $2 R 52
TR AR 2 S VoA L U SR R R S B T B H

33 iR =

LB E WAL 7 EAE N SRt FE oA Ay ANl (40 Mms ) R st
BT RS S E . AR R38R WA rY 32 BB DA ST WY 1Y H B e &R
331 HER#zhER

AATREN G =i WA HEEh 2584 . 53R MHFR (Word-Dropout, WD), il Bt
(Word-Replacement, WR) FIX%I$HitEdsh (Adversarial Perturbation, Adv)
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o Tl MR TR A o X AT TN DIE B Y e T R O YR LR AR SR R B A
(5271 LS DN G N S i S N = S LS 0D WA = B e SHe O & ez JE 2
M IR A B AN RS 751 R BR A AL

% = 3.1)

{xi, with probability 1 - «,

x?,  with probability a,

KO0 <o < VRMASBFRFENES:, x] RWEFTH) xP (955 i M. FEERm
&, AT IEMER (Gal 27, 2016) i, WRFERFEA xP LA, i B
(Bengio <%, 2015; Wu 45, 2019) Kiji, MRS PH1 xP il id P4y A7 ol e e
501 TR R BE DL R ARSI 1Y

o MHUMEILBN . XHUIEPEE IE WAL IA A BES i KA A5 K% 1) BRI 3 7]
AL . A Miyato <5 (2017) I Sato <% (2019b) & 3L, WLzl
o] ) B R] DA AR AR -

& =e +kF, (3.2)

1

Hrbe & x; IR &, « 2EHsim &N S, F @l X 5
I3 BRI T T PR AR B 5 ) B2 P Bl 1) B (Goodfellow 45, 2015):

f = g
o lelly

X HL g 2 A5 R RO R TR ) B e OB

TERE T AT AR e i s B 5y AEA T30, 3l DAVAIRIARAY
Jr A S R A TN . TR EEERYE, HT Scheduled Sampling [ [ Hl
AR RGN MR, % VAR TR LB U T i e i -
332 HMKREE

o el I R AR A o X T A A B A R oA, BN 2k H AR 2 LA B
BYIZRREAS :

g =V, L(D,0), (3.3)

R 1 .
L=LD,0O) = D Z ) 7(X,Y,0), (3.4)
X, Y)eb

X D Wb sh 5 B .
o XUl XX PSR sh R , BRI S ER U R A1 5 4% (For-
ward Propagation) FIFIK M f44% (Backward Propagation) . 55— K i [n &% 11
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AR AR REA B 2%, B — U R I A T B TR AR T I I A AR B A
JE, F RS s 5 R AR AR 1A — U AR R R e
PERZ, THE BRI S FEAR 4, 55 R R I AL R IR T A SR AHDX
THARSIFEAR TR . e, BIALE I PIUCER BE 4%, [F] I UL A SRR A IR
B :

L£=L(D,0) + LD, 0), (3.5
XH A R P E N 2. X T RIS, REh e TR i A2
(Embedding Layer) i A2%; A2 (Input Layer).

34 WNZESRIENL

A A R A JE R 5 DR A TN 22 50 1l 2 p L R A gl 2
BREA B A OL , LUK HRE 0 22 e A DAy L D A (] P i A 28 ) o L5
TR LA

341 EFHNESRIFERNSSH

EA TR F A B R &E  F0 e T 7E 2 21 e & TR, Wik
LB IE AT AR H DASE S AR 2R o W 7 p) 5 A o ORI IR 7 0 AR 2R A
LIRS HA—ES TR, XEEHLA =R

o MATMRYIZ TN, 1 M 4 IA B R BRI SR, AR 22, A
HIFT A — B B N2 A .

o VLAY, B A MGl H R REALAY . A RTEER, FERXAMEOLN,
S ABUAT R MR , B R RE AR A SR B A 3R], X AR O T, AR S Al
REAN 232 2 TR o

e Dropout FJZHH. FESCHH, BAZUAYIIZE— MR BE ] Dropout HEAR PAEERAS
R, AR T LRSI PR TR T A [ T (Sub Model),
BB A B TR R 2 B BEPL T2 R g, DA —E & T R

AT B I PSR BE 7 g s, AR TR 2 bR S ) I 22 S
BEAT T A S, X LTI 2 S SO R AR GRS 40 B e XA 2 3 A 2 7

&
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AR L (Gu 4%, 2019; Li 4%, 2019a):

Ap(y)) =p(y;|9<;. X, 0) a6
- p(yjly<;. X, 0).
TEMASE I, AT AR 2B B sl AL e i A B4 T T4, AR PR o 2=
SO IR 2 BIBR 2R 4 A S R A BSR4 2 2H ) i S At
A S, AR NEAAREH RN RS S, . AFERLIT TN ES
(B LU A AR A8 Ak DA AT R BN A (] R B B 1) B 5t
HY T T 22 534 52 31 25K Dropout [ 520, AN i A 458 i T H S5 T 00 22 S 1) 7
8T 1) %245 17) Dropout #5655 (Mask) RIS R[F, R EAR5 4T Dropout Xif il il
FEEER . AR PR Dropout RS AN , [ b A EI AL RE AT Sl A
FET R ALRE 2 BB TS ASFE B A8 . AR i %e Dropout fEASAHIR] , T 2=
SERHERR T T RIALZE R .

S b, A THE WMT16 En-De £iin 48 FYIGRIFmRia, FEiid4eE b
AT TIRBN AL, %2 WMT16 £ WMT20 5 MIASENEE . REH D
Mo ms (2 =P ah 288 - JalBR . TR AT Bl o g i R A R 4
IR 0.05, BT I PLalaR [ 5 T gr s i A1 AL 45 ity o

Sp IEm S, mm S

only DP-diff only DP-diff _0.085
WD +DP-diff WD +DP-diiff
WR WR
WR+DP-diff WR+DP-diff

Adv 17.8% Adv

Adv+DP-diff Adv+DP-diff
0% 25% 50% 75% 100% -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 005 010 015
Quantitative proportion of two subsets Average Probability Change
(@) (b)

Pel 3.1 A [l SRy L 2l 1) B 0 o 2 Tt Py 535

Figure 3.1 Influence of different perturbations on token-level label prediction

3.1 (a) FIEI3.1 (b) 73 BN T AT AR HE AP B AR AR A2 1
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LA B, Bl 9 R RSN i) G 5 M2 R, XS A AR AL Y
PR . (E(EAS 2, B IE TS d R A A 2R, XT3 B A
R, IR RIARAE BB 2T AR E] 30%-40% . 415N 24 Dropout {5
Wi, LBl A IR T 5 A X AREEHE K

AT T 22 S A 45 TR RHR G AR AR Y AR LA A A U
A7 TR L EARE /NS, NS R REAATI IR W] ARV 2 1 R
Ao FERXAHIFE T, WER—AFEZN R BIMER T, SRR R A
M ET 1, AR T AR AR AR RIS RAET /Y.
25|24 Dropout HIFZIE , 3K SEAY A 1) A S 1 A2 I AR R AR A DL 65 i
b, X TR B .

B3RS, EA PSRN T R ETR R P s TN A T s, H
SEAF R AT R I W] BERE T B XS AR A R T BE J) o X R R AE LA
THOLR, R RIS SIEAR AALE o

2 3.1 %8 il BB PIE S 1 WAL REA T e R PE DRI S da 45 8

Table 3.1 BLEU (Papineni 5§, 2002) for selective training of word-dropout perturbation

En—Ro En—De
Transformer 334 32.55
only Sp 31.59 30.16
only S, 34.57 33.73
Sp and S, 34.53 33.20

A EE A R 030 IR WAL E AT kR ISR, B R AR A
PR LU PARA, 17— RE UG EIRREA . WE3.187R, H
XRWG TS S, AT, PR, UG TGS,
PEAT AN ZR ) SE R AR L T B P38 I WAL T IR Je 22 A SR . ik it
W EA AP sh 1R WAL T334 32 T BRI R 1 AU A
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342 FMESRIENK

F T 22 5 SRR R A AR AR AR U A AR AU T
X ARG OUAR R T T A B e R, DR AR T 1 AT PN 22 S 1 g I 0

Cop_r(X, Y, 0) = R[P(x|X, Y. 0 ), P(x|X,Y_.0")], 3.7)

Horh RE1 IR BN IOBE RS, (X, Y) RHRAE D PAGEAIRT, * 7 B A%
SHOPTATRR, P(+IX, Y, 0') RATET IR A X, HARHHA Y. AT o
AT E BRI AR T A 17, PxIX, Yo, 07) B &M T It sl A X F s
SHALEE A Y. AL 0" 1A AR AR N 437 . TE LI 2 2
A SRR AR T2

Lop_g(D,0) = - Y. Cepr(X.Y,6). (3.8)

(X,Y)eD

YIZRAREY Y S 401 2K bR 02 52 AR A 1E DU 3T i ASURA -
£ =LD,0)+yLpp_rD,0), (3.9)

X H y e e RS .

TESSHR f, ANECRF PD-R N IAE S i B SRl M B 0 sl e A e ) L 312
0.05, BIAZ G.1) H a=0.05, [AEf, AZRFAK G9) PRBESBEN y = 1.0,
BT KM ESEIR R 23X G.7) iy RETAARSEBN Ly Big, HL
RAELE T I KL PR Ry ar—2t,

35 oG

AEEAE AN ) WMT $R 4R 10 22 5 i W46 (PD-R) #4777 585:, I
OB AR K B0 e AT T AR
35.1 #iE&E

R T FEA BRI 22 R AL (PD-R) RCR , ANZEAE =5 I WMT £
PRAEIAT T 558, X =AM 7 B/ N WMT 16 9e3C-% B JE 37 SCE R4
HZ Y WMT16 3 3C-FE S8 L MR AL WMT17 rp SC-2 SO e

o WMTI16 J3C-% 5 Je Wi SRR A 5 K2 60 T4 FATIEEL, Hi Moses .
H (Koehn %, 2007b) #£47 tokenize, 18FEH47T T 4 H IR &3 #4ER) BPE (Sennrich
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4, 2016b) AhER. A<} 5 1] news-dev 2016 il news-test 2016 4 B UESE I
e,

o WMTI16 3 3C-fECHURMA AL &R 450 T FATIRRl, HRHAFTT 370
KA ERAER) BPE 4bBE . ), ARZEXF s 5 ML (Epoch) #4717 2501
YIIRAE, I T A WMT 2016 3] WMT 2020 ) 5 AN 57 BLEU 3k
BRI SCR

o WMT17 HiSC-3E SO SR A Attt 2000 T34 PATIERE . He 3 SOpoa i
T Moses T HIEAT tokenize, o SCEHE A T HrdH 4 43 17] T 2647 tokenize. %
PEAERTARIEAT T 3.2 TR & I 00 BPE A3 . A2 70318/ newsdev2016 il
newsdev2017 fE R UESAN I 4k .

352 BHIRE

H TP G T vk, ASFEAE Transformer (Vaswani 45, 2017) &A1 | %}
P EIAT TR AFER LA R AR L Fairseq (Ott 4%, 2019) Ll
AT, BT 5 AR ] ) S R A

AR SEEG Y ] T Transformer base FSEIRHCE , Jnlidas MRS eREl/E 6 )2,
BEAUAE RSy S12 48, ERHLHIGE T 8 43k (Head), Hf5IMZ%4 2048 4. JiF
FBALERT T 4000 A HiHE (warm-up steps), ¥IhA%: T FN Te~t, FRAFH
FbEh 0.1, Adam S50k B, = 0.9, f, = 0.98 Fll € = le~?(Vaswani %, 2017).
X/ NP B B, Dropout A4 0.2, 56T Hr R 24 B SR v e B 4
Dropout % 0.1, FrA 1S5 #f 2 7E 4 Bt GeForce RTX 3090 [E{R AL R4S 4T
1, HEIZR RN (Batch size) iy 4096 X 8 4~ token. FEMIKNS, HEZRSE
(Beam Size) &4, KJEES] (Length Penalty) 4 0.6,

PO R | A5 i SN e Sy SR TN o BN G RPN NS 2
32768, TEYIZRIS T TWWT (Press 4%, 2017) Ry, BRI —ILIIZT 50
o X IRBERAE, T SCRIZESCIIEFR I/ N B 44000 Fl 33000, ARAL-—-IE
YT 30 F20.

353 Itk Ak

AT, AREER I T PR EA AR R BB A ¥ DA S sl R
R-Drop T /E.
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o il (Word-Drop). ialMER (Gal 4%, 2016) K A 751 i) ia] 1] &t FEATL RS
e FmaE, A= G.DH a=0.05.

o jAE4ft (SSE-SE). SSE-SE (Wu %%, 2019) ;& —Fial &4 ik, B RARE
AT DA— @ R BEA LR e i SR b g e e, A0 G.D H1 e = 0.01, $£3)
P32 DASF-35 23 A RAFAS S

e Scheduled Sampling. Scheduled Sampling (Bengio 4, 2015) &—Fh{X ¥ f]
T B Arim iR, IR AR RED L A BB A T IR, B o

R ) 10w
hk
"k +exp(ilk)

X ORI R, kRUTE TR S S, BOALY) SEILE AT (Mihaylova
4%, 2019; Duckworth 4§, 2019). XF T8 . Jefifnrhicfidhnde, Ao Bl EiE
% k = (4590,29350,36150), XH S k FREE A T RIUEBELIGGTRET o,
FhCH 0.9,

o XHUHEMZ) (AQVT) o XFXHIrEHEENL, A% 22 Sato 45 (2019b)
WEAXGC) Pr=1, KELAX G P i=1.

e R-Drop. R-Drop (Liang %%, 2021) sg—MESE B AT 22 57 12 AL AR 3
BN, AR R B R TR 22 5, AT A B 2 b
iy A 2B R BT 22 R A DA M A IS . T TR AR 22 R g
T 22 T YR A —EB4>, I R-Drop ] AT M2 AR 25 7 11— AN 43 -

354 SCIGZEER

(3.10)

AEAJH T SacreBLEU (Post, 2018) X3 SCHEAT N, A2 1y S35 45 S
P 32 FN3K 3.3 . ASEE SR BITE RS Rl I . B i O A AR i ) A o =
P B TR 2E R AE AL (PD-R) . B Scheduled Sampling PASL, FG4i3)
T3 YRR IR P T A B o [T, AR B 03wl I B D0 3l I WAL g AT T e
PEVIZE (Selective Training, ST, only S,) PAf# 5 PD-R 15558 44 5l 15 W46 J7 vk
BEATRT L o

LI R R O A S E N 2 M ROR 22 FAR/, 31X 5 Takase 45
(2021b) Y Z53R 2 —EHY . R-Drop MIEEEEIZ: (ST) RIRBCRER B35 T2 AW
PSHIEM I AFERYJ7 VA PD-R AL A $e 46 AR T 2 A RSl E 4
TR EEENZR (ST), I BAEh/NBIR R I D FI 9 qE |- %853 T R-Drop.
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4 3.2 fE WMT16 3¢ 350- % 1) JeMlz SOR WMTL7 vpSg-3E S8t 4l B s gt

Table 3.2 Experimental results on WMT16 En-Ro and WMT17 Zh-En tasks

WMT2016 En—Ro WMT2017 Zn—En

2016 A 2017 A
Transformer (Vaswani 2, 2017) 33.16 - 23.98 -
Word-Drop 34.13 +0.97 24.20 +0.22
SSE-SE (Wu ££, 2019) 33.75 +0.59 24.14 +0.16
Scheduled Sampling (Bengio 4%, 2015) 33.62 + 0.46 23.74 -0.24
AdvT (Sato £%, 2019b) 33.65 +0.49 24.17 +0.19
R-Drop (Liang %%, 2021) 34.14 + 0.96 25.08 +1.10
Word-Drop + ST 34.24 + 1.08 24.37 +0.39
Word-Drop (enc) + PD-R 34.22 + 1.06 24.98 + 1.00
Word-Drop (dec) + PD-R 34.57 + 141 24.76 +0.78
Word-Drop (both) + PD-R 34.93 + 1.77 24.86 + 0.88

4 3.3 f£ WMT16 e 3C-La SO 48 Ly sciagi R

Table 3.3 Experimental results on WMT16 En-De task

WMT2016 En—De
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 AVG
Transformer 33.81 2775 4056 3639  21.95 32.09
Word-Drop 34.14  28.00 41.07 38.04 22.62 32.77(+0.68)

SSE-SE (Wu %5, 2019) 3390 2795 4123 3693 22.66 32.53(4+0.44)
Scheduled Sampling 3396 28.12 41.13 3739 2258 32.63(+0.54)
AdvT (Sato %, 2019b) 3425 2791 4131 37.05 23.00 32.70(+0.61)
R-Drop (Liang %%, 2021) 35.32 27.66 41.72 3826 22.84 33.16(+1.07)

Word-Drop+ST 3485 28.23 4210 3813 2274 33.21(+1.12)
Word-Drop(enc)+PD-R 3530 2828 4292 39.09 23.88 33.89(+1.80)
Word-Drop(dec)+PD-R 3539 2834 4214 3851 23.68 33.61(+1.52)
Word-Drop(both)+PD-R  35.17 2823 4220 38.74 23.61 33.59(+1.50)
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1 WMT16 Jef@ddfa 4k I, PD-R AH L E LA AT T 1.80 4> SacreBLEU )42
Tt A TR BR P Sl IR AL S 7 1.12 4> SacreBLEU 1427}, A Lt R-Drop Hifs:
T 0.73 4~ SacreBLEU {1427}

FERBVE A WMT17 i b, PD-R R A i1t R-Drop. A FIA N
MG I ATE TR B EAR AL R N ZRAE AR e 2, PR e 2 T ) I A R
GBI, AR S 4002 T ) 1E AL BEAS PRI S I RICR

37.05

| —— Base

Word-Drop
| — AdvT
—— SSE-SE
—— R-Drop
22 1 —+— Word-Drop+PD-R

22,24

(0,10] (10,20] (20,30] (30,40] (40,50] (50,60] >60
Length of source sentences

Pl 3.2 BORIAEAS K BE Ay 1~ e Pk g

Figure 3.2 Performance of models on sentences of different lengths

3.55 KARE

KAEE S MRS D WA, KA B G I 22 1 5™ = (Ran-
zato 4, 2016; Zhang 2%, 2019b), [H HAERAJAYPERE AL T B2 R A ARy
B

ATAE WMT SR d EibAT 198, AN 1l S R & po il
WA, AR AR A 7474 AnlE 3.2 R, PD-RAEFTAH)K L
RIS T @RS IE WA T3k, I HREE AR, MERERR TR,
X5 H] PD-R RES B S HAL B AT AR AR R o
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35.6 REEHEENR

351 343 —s— Base
Word-Drop
—r— AdvT
324 —— SSE-SE
30 1 —— R-Drop
—+— Word-Drop+PD-R
28.09
25 A
o}
w
|
m 22|07
20 1
151 15,16

0 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
Word-Drop probability

Pl 3.3 B il MR AT 21 854 Pk

Figure 3.3 Robustness of models to word-dropout perturbation

N T S A RO P S B, A 2EMichel 2% (2018) FMoradi 45
(2021), AHTXF AR IEAT TR ISR . SR b, ARG T YR A TR A
PR A el A&l 3.3 frs, PD-R AR 4080 1 Ak b B SeAga 2R o
WP P SR R B G, X S AR (4 T MR )11 ity SR T 1 R R S g AR

AR, ANSCEHAM IR R UG SR, — A U e
SIS X AR S HEA T I AR 2 5 A S R Mg Ps i (A B TS A R
PR 5 H e SR I B 1 I A T R R EEAN 2 AR 23 A S ) B
3.5.7 HRASCH

HRNSEIR SR AN 3.4 Fow, SER RIS 22 53t LE I AR XA i U A A
S, FAX RILEREA S, BRARL, HEX S, MACRES . X RIA TR I VEw]
DA ey i A B 0L A R R UL

H T AR 0L - 2 S LA R R LS R 2 —, S T X3 Dropout
Fl BRI BN 25 H AR BR A TTRR AR 20 50 E P A T 5314 Dropout 4
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A 3.4 T2 S e WA 5 1 il e s

Table 3.4 Ablation study for PD-R

En—Ro En—De

Transformer 33.40 32.55
only S, 34.83 34.22
only S, 34.59 34.16
S,and S, 35.11 34.50
only DP-diff 34.70 34.10
WD(enc) w/o DP-diff 33.97 33.97
WD(dec) w/o DP-diff 34.15 33.15
WD(both) w/o DP-diff 34.40 34.02
WD(enc) w/ DP-diff 34.63 34.50
WD(dec) w/ DP-diff 34.92 34.19
WD(both) w/ DP-diff 35.11 34.22

B3 AN [7] BAR [R] A DR WA EA Dk o ) IRF AR 1 23 S0 s AT A i B4 T P00 55
16 AR P PSR H AR sn s i ok . SR 4 R IA S 4L Dropout AR MH Rt
SRR 22 S AR WAL B PR BE S T A 7 STk, i — R R RCR B
o E IR E bram ) 225, e/ NRERAE L, B bR Pesh i WAk s B
AR, ABREE RS IE I, P i Posh I WAL AR A SN E B, XM SR
gife— 8.

3.6 ARENG

FHZDLAS BB RS (R SR IR 22, FER AP IR I D B R i 5
B PERE h BURIR EER T e i, BFs I3 pishiE WAL T3k, e
YNZRREAS Fp S T 75 DA TS 2R o W s A A 1 o DALl 1k A D 3k g i f i
s B R REAS B I A AR B B 8 T BB AR I AR S, (HAR T A
BRHITR I A B BT AN E A AR A fiy A2 BP0 i Ja X H A e e 0 22
AT T RGONFEA A TR L, A IS 24— AR A @A R WG 1, X
X R AEA AT P IR WAL YISk > BB PERE . Sy 1 (7] I 2 AR 2R ) o 40

42



53 m BTN R s WAk TR

AFIRE R, AEHE 2R ENE (PD-R), R A 2085 | E Ry
ZESEAEN IE I SR L A . FE WMT16 Jefffidin e b, Hilil 2= 571k
MALHAT T 1.80 4~ SacreBLEU W47, wtitiid | EA Wi NIk, 7
PracBe R, AN IA W T TR A R A Z A
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F4E ETRETHEHROBOREERAGE
41 5|F

F I R BRI 1 AF G A 5k R P 4R 4% (Hard Label) fE 940G H ARE I
Gy, WAL RIS S U A I R AR vt I 25 1T 2 s A 7] g
BARIAREE . T Geffii 4 W 28 ARG AR 2850 2 B {5 (Over Confident) i),
Szegedy 45 (2016) 1 Jedie th 8 F -3 A A AR 200 TP, B R bR 28 5
BRI E A B AR ZREAL. BT, )12 B T
SN TIER SR AT 55 . IR, %I R REAR S R F- 2 3 T 28 & e
A, INHEIAE BT REHE R AR, XAERRI AR R AN AN . 4
T HEEBACRYL, SEns RELGEDIN, WARE R “HE”, £ BT
MR, CHAY ., “ERE”. “IeE” SRRV IZI ST
H7LCRAD Gl AR IR, AN & TG ZE SR T B T AR [ A

73— PR B AR O VR 2 IR 251 (Hinton 4§, 2015). HH 78 1R E ) 94
T SRR, B I ZR i A 2R 1R/ IMBE AL T A M RE RN 50 2 TR LS
P AR, —STAE (Yuan 4%, 2020; Zhang 5, 2020) R HITH 28108 -5 5251
HRARALA , YCHHIHZE L bR F g — 75 bR T i . MR AR ZE R —
P, 751 (Furlanello %5, 2018) J2 it F Il SR b i AH R 2540 . 25 BT ok 28 1R o
FRI AL, 27 IR BEE I AR TR LR MERE , & —Fh Al B U bn 21
Tk B2, BAEMAEAINGRMIK. T84 s TR b, mEArH
EARE I AR A B . ATEEO) T —FhmitEae . mRCRIN LR
BRI

AT AR A3 H SR A TR . SRS B nfids (Condi-
tional Variational Auto Encoder, CVAE) 458 i F 145 8 5500 B G AR ik
(Sohn %, 2015), "B REMSIFZ45 28 2511 T AOARAE Gt A B — AN FN S8 73 11 AH T 1) ) B
Gy S [RIHF EA ARAS, PR AR A ORI RE ) o AN A BRI ) SR 1128 43
G R o ER 4 S VR R B i A ) SR A R IR IR SR I B A A, HEAIX
AN SRR B AR TR AL R A A AR 2T

S b, AL BRI EI N T AR E R CVAE B, 2
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BGEERA F IS, SR A I AR S . AREEAE WMT16 9%l NIST
PR EXIRAR AT . AR AR E A T E A ITE LA
Tk MBS B ZRROTR, ARMINERTE 1.2 A RIZRm R M
P AR, AFERIIERAG T 1.2 BLEU (327}

42 fBXIME

RERT RN B T — MRS, 20 RARS -
TSy H S Bt 1) B2 AR 9 1) LA

421 HREFBEKRIME

Szegedy % (2016) 15 T4t (71 T35 1 T B 25 DA B 2R 0 91
SR E RIS, O Y T4 RI A5, (5T S
I AT 9 el APV, BR5 MIRE SR TSty
Yo Luo % (2021) A EIA BHREONBL R LRSS RO 4 20 A bR A
SRR, IR O 2 BN BARAS s Liu % 2021) A
I T R S R DB R A TR L bR, 4 0 T SR LR A
ST I F BB K% Zhang % (2021) YWY iR e =
R T AT 1 SPROARAE T, L 40 I e b 2 A B — b
SEIRITUN 43 14 00 T P bR A T4 VIR T bR, 0 TR AE PR 2T
SUHBERO. Bb, T fF (Yuan %, 2020; Zhang %, 2020) Y HIE
S FIRAE T, 2 BT WO IR 2 AR 2 A B 1 T B
THRAE. BT AT, Xie 45 (2016) $i i BEHL T 2L b A b S LA R
R E A AR s Reed 45 (2015) L i FITBLA & S 0 3 1 ol 280
ST BIHERRE T Dubey % (2018) HLiH 753 HIWLrh M HEL v
(Pairwise Confusion, PC) DABFHIAL IS Li 48 (2020) $ (A A 22 0
2 o PG T S B2 0TS 122 W B LS B2 1 T

422 THBEMEREXRIE

285 H e 50 12 W T R REAS B A 08, TR B AR TE 5 AL PR AU A4 1 )
FAXTH . Bowman 25 (2015) FF2250 H 4 5 | ATE 5 LR AE B IR ER#H 221
LRGN eRAE R, AR R LR B AR SRR TERER 2, (R RS
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SR SCAE KRR J) 5 Miao %5 (2016b) £ 66 A8 4 H S i 225 R S B
FESCRY BB B 1) 25T 45 U S 3 3 T Miao 45 (2016a) fiff AR 43 H
SRS SEI T SO FE R 2 REE s Zhang 45 (2016) K754 H Rt 85 A &A1
A AR 2L DATHS B RNNSearch 57 2 /{5 -

43 WHRE=

AL L5 B It 2 T 22 53 B i de 1) 54 2L
43.1 ToHrBHmES
A5 H it e (Variational Auto Encoder, VAE) 1 5e#ide i T B4 4

(Kingma %, 2014), H 32 H 28— MERIM GRS q4(zly), HIZE R
A KA log pp(y):

log py(y) > / log p(y|z)p(z)dz

p(y|z)p(z)
]
q(z|y) 4.1)

= Eg, oy llog
= —KL(qy(z[)[|pg(2) + By (2))) 108 Py(¥|2)
= L0, 9;y)
% H AR R $ 977 4 Evidence Lower Bound (ELBO).
432 FMHLSBERGR
54754y B 4% %% (Conditional Variational Auto Encoder, CVAE) 1 4G 4k#2
RS 251 B R AR (Sohin 2%, 2015)0 S5 1F48 0 H S 228 0 H b

SR SR IR, 0 ERREEL A8 A x AR y IS 2 S 1
437 (Posterior) qy(zlx, ), JEUIZEHARMEAA log py(y1x):

log pe(y|x) > / log p(y|x, z)p(z|x)d z

= —KL(g4(z1x, V1pp(z1%)) + By 1y log po i, 2) - (42

= L0, ¢;x,y)

XEFHLARBIER UL, SR N Xy, BN v, AFAE CVAE WIR%E: y,
SN — AU AR qg(zIX, y <o) TR -
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o Klggllpd < POAIX, Yo, 22)
KLsmooth ——] Softmax Softmax
\
T Linear Linear
P (ytlxs Y. <1) T T
T Feed Feed
Softmax Forward Forward
. t 4
Linear
— Pel ZiX.y<) 1 apl@xyay)
i £
Feed Feed
Forward Forward
hix,ye) —— Vi

|

Encoder ——  Decoder

i !

Encoder inputs Decoder inputs

Pl 4.1 CVAE F%5 T BRI &l b i Pl

Figure 4.1 The Structure of CVAE label smoothing model

44 BFEHTHEAREENFETE

A A BRI A A 43 B B A LA T A TR ORI s B A3
HE A0 A1 RAE H BT AR 25 T A 2 Lt B A T R AR -3

A4 1R, AFAE Transformer #5284 ) BRAt_E #7145 77— CVAE £
B, % CVAE B e il FUS 3oy, 70 BI&#SL T CVAE (585 211l
JEB oA, ATEBOEPIA M N E . Hod, el pe W7 =R (E
i Transformer fFFAAS TN hyy 20152 FEN RZEANZNEMERE], )55
G g BISHERITT 22 hyy Ry, 230 FEN FZEANLPEMIISE] . AR50
SRS NG A ARES vy, A SEI 7011 A R 28 T4 2 AL
BRI bR AT

44.1 EIFEKST
FAFAL Sy B dnihds (CVAE) BUSEHrdsrAe “40F" MRl b X Tl
ARRIEAL IS KL, LSRR A X RIS A v, TESEIR S, A
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00 AR B0 OGRS Py R 2% P S 28 P8 5 1 R B 1 S5
.

9 T B4 CVAE LMl ), A58 1] Transformer FZH i) Ryt i
4 0 AT 4 £ DO AS gy MEFTATIL. 02 A 2R o, AR
Fil tanh SECYE SO SR, IFT) T #8254 (Residual Connection) MG
(Layer Normalization) fyH AR . 76 R EE 4 LR L, A BHT P4 R R
BREWE, 5 BB SR AT O ppior T Mgy

P

Cprior = layernorm(tanh(hy y W)W, + Ay o ), 4.3)
log Oprior = cpriorwal’ 4.4)
Hprior = Cprior Wul’ 4.5)

H cprior 2 FIGHANZE W 28 104t Wy T W 2 IS 8 100 24 1) S P RS R
KNG HE 512 X 2048 F12048 x 512, W,y FI W, 2PN R/NE 512 X 512 R4k
PR LR

442 EMNRKST

ALY H i e A il SR M “hRART JERIESZAY, XTI
AL SR, JER R B TR A X | yo, FIAREE y, B FHSEES
Ay SE T NEBL, AN T A5t e 20 0 8 R ke M S R ST S e A Y T 22
Cposterior TIIME. Hposterior o

G, AT LMEBGNR X o v v, Felbh 512 4

hposterior = [hx,y<t : yt]w3’ (4.6)

Horp [2] FURFFPIAS 512 4ER R DFRON 1024 ZE, W3 J2 1024 X 512 fy 2Py
TR, hposterior 72 S12 AERY RIS . A b, AT EH 0

Cposterior = layernorm(tanh(hxvydW3)W4 + Aposterior)s 4.7

Woo, (4.8)

lOg Oposterior = Cposterior

W,

Hposterior = Cposterior u2>
HA cposterior A& BIBTRHZ M 2 (% 11, Wi 1 W, 2 BT 22 190 2% 8 AR P S 4
M, KNV 50E 512 x 2048 Fi1 2048 x 512, W, Wi TN 512 x 512
R A ISR I

4.9)
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443 FMHT5HEmERRIFLER

FAFAE 7Y 1 G it gt 1) G A 5 S e R 88 A RE 2R A DRk L s i ] 4 T
St e XTI A REE I RERLAS B 20, AT o R 428 9 45 A0 2 1
SRR T ST T 2311 -

5= layernorm(tanh(szS)W6 + zf), (4.10)

p((y,lzf) = softmax(WVs,T), “4.11)

SEr Wy A Wo JE T 0 204 e HEWRST AL | /N I 5122048 711 2048 X
S12, s, AR SR ELAARAN A HIRAS, Wy AL HLAR B R i
PRI RS ROIE, O VI X512, V2 H iR 4.

HILD, T AUG R RAFROBEHLE B 20, SCERI B

5 = layernorm(tanh(z?WS)W6 + z;p), 4.12)

PGi1X, ypr 270) = softmax(Wy (s, + hyy ), 4.13)

ot By Transformer ARSI, 10 £ AIDE & (5.
444 BEEH

4. 1rp TR A BB O B B DU R iR AR 0, A PFAS 0 B Y
e AR K Rl FA R ARG 5 B 2 [A)AY KL B sg2H Al (ELBO):

J+1

1
LevaeX,Y) = -7 D log p(y,1X. y<;- z)
= 4.14)

_KL(qdb(Ztha Ve YOIPo(Z1X, y )]
o 1 ERRRIRAIK, 2 FORERE pOy X, ya 2 RSB p, ESHL
KA.
K, CVAE i3 Jeue 401 R RS S T 410, st oA FAL A A
WA B T

N

J+1

Lrr(XY) = —} ;[0 — a)log p(,1X. ;) s

—aKL(p(y,1X, y ) 11X, y s 201,
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Horh o R HIARE TR S, 2 FRRE p0, X, v, 20) S SER A1 p
ESHUREAGEIR . i1 T% KL B AR 16 CVAE (& REHERE, DI Y TR T
W

BeJG, RRE AR BB LB BRI CVAE BT 56 5500 SR

LX,Y) = =PHLyr(X, Y) + fLcyAeX, Y), (4.16)

Hrp g 245 NMT F CVAE FEZ 35 4 sR 8 L R 2
4.4.5 FSHEIT

TENGRAATAE 7 A Gt ey, FNTTE G IR 0 A R A RS A
PR IEAREEIT , FATTTR BT 0 ORI AL O AR %s . B RAE R A
KRB FEMETIANIE, HIHIFEF AR TES TS (Reparameteriza-
tion trick) o EARIIF , FATAT AN S 1A, Se bR ife iy im0 01 R
PR REALAS SR, P T3 (RN ZE WSS 2 B 8 70 A -

x| ~ N, 1), 4.17)

x5 ~ N(0, 1), (4.18)

Zprior = OpriorX1 T Hpriors 4.19)
Zposterior = O posteriorX2 T Hposteriors (4.20)

;H\:EP zprior ~ N(luprior’ Gprior) ﬁ] Zposlerior ~ N(:“posterior’ Gposterior) @\%U%%,ﬁzgﬁ Q
éﬁﬁ%%&%yﬁﬁj\%ﬁﬁrn}agﬁ%%ﬁﬂg %*ﬂ&%o ﬁﬁ? ﬁ@*ﬂﬁ%%% Zprior ﬂ:—n zposterior H/(J
T BE AT DA o 4311 Y O ZE A (E Ak 22 m] 4%

4.4.6 ZFEFWIHBETEVG

S A 1 S ) AR 822 Log p(yy X, vy 28) LR E AT A1 (X, vay)
1T 2 LS B BT O 1 A R AR, EEARIETT A2 TR UF (X yay),
i 20 7 X E R 92 >, AU HE (Posterior Collapse) . i T kA~
W, AEER AT 413 HRINT AT AL

(VXS s z?) = sof tmax(Wy (4s; + (1 — ﬂ)hx’yd)T), 4.21)

Horp 2 R4 S B AE 35 B L E R 24
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45 I

TP BRI EERXT CVAE AR%e- vt 1568, HHEETIMCH)
XF T IEAEA T T R
45.1 #iEE

AFEAFHIEE WMT16 J2 % il NIST HRgailffT 1 5L,

o WMTI6 3 30-% T Je W SCEm A A0 5 K2y 60 iAT-PA7iE#}E, B Moses T
H. (Koehn %, 2007b) 347 tokenize, 1i# T T 4 Ji k& #:/ERY BPE (Sennrich
&, 2016b) 4bFR. A4y news-dev 2016 Fl news-test 2016 154 Lsr ik A2 F1
priv

o NIST Hf (-3 SCHU SR AL 125 T AT PATIERL, Hodh Je e i il T
Moses 17 tokenize, H SCERE A T Bt R 410 TH T tokenize. Z#R4EH)
RGN T 3.2 HIREHEAVER BPE AbBR, ARZ ] mt02, mt03. mt04, mt05.
mt06. mt08 HatEA Ryl i 4k .

452 BHIRE

T A THL A D7, AR #i7E Transformer (Vaswani 4, 2017) #%_F
IR I BT TR . AR LI AR R 7E R T A, Fairseq (Ott 5%, 2019) 1) AL fi
AT, T 58 AR ) A SRR T R R A

AEESLYR S FH T Transformer base fSZIRHCLE, Jrides MRS AER 2 6 )2,
BERUAERE N 512 4, YERIMUBIEA T 8 A3k (Head) , R 44H 2048 4.
FIA BTN T 4000 ANTighE (warm-up steps) , HIHRZEST 3N Te™t, HRss
S E K 0.1, Dropout f% 4 0.1, Adam S5k f; = 0.9, p, = 0.98 Fil
e = le”?(Vaswani 4%, 2017), i HYSEIR 027 4 $t GeForce RTX 3090 F&15 4b 7
A PEATHY, AR/ (Batch size) Sk 4096 X 8 4> token. FEMIIAN, 4%
FZ4 (Beam Size) Ay 4, KLY (Length Penalty) 4 0.6,

TR HARLE, AL TR B AR iE R, RN R 32768, FE
IZRBF B T TWWT (Press 4%, 2017) By, BE84—JLIIZR T 50 %, X T rho
BAmge, v SO SR RNy 3R 40072 FiI 29408, HEAL—JLIIZRT 35 4.
MNT#ESE a . pAA, EDRIRENREN (=03, =0351=1), PEL
PEEMEE N (@ =035,=04,1=1),
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453 Itk Fik

ARTEL I T VUM E LR 2 - T IR — R s R RIAR 2 IR T ik . AR
e Tt A il e S WL as B [l IR, T “BIER” AR A i I
M2

o [EMRIR% - (Fake Label) . HgfEbnasF- (Luo 2%, 2021) A fd -1
I ATARZE - I BOE BARE AL, R HMUEFF A ERE, WK RZE
SRR AR KR N, MEFRE— DR ER TR, RIRRARAE AR 25 1R
BRI A o g R B AR, T2 K4 T— A% (Fake
Label) . Zb5% KM TRBUARZE T, AN ITERR AR+ .

o KBIFHMIEEARZ - (Class-Similarity Label, Simi Label) (Liu %%, 2021).
R BEAR A 70 AT 55 T B B AAMEA R~ 4E,  BARTEN LR RIRAE
55 by AT I SRR ) o %) AR BE A A B 28 AR BLE

o JJjH4525F-1% (Epoch Label) (Zhang 4%, 2021). #%J5 ¥4 Hi ke 43 48 U1 25
B A ) S T [l — B A R U 0 A A 38, mT DAV i b 284 1 S8 IR A1
AR, PRI VA AT ABAE— I ELAR I k. 6 b, i TALEs By
PR LR R (3-4 1), USRI TR B e p B — N E R ik, il
JEAS LA 8-9 1%

o HZEI. AEE I T BN (Offline-Distill) (Furlanello %, 2018) Fl
TELLHIIHZE M (Onlline-Distill) (Yuan 4%, 2020). @4k H & 24 Ll —1
B, ORGP AR A 28 8 ) — S BTN R AR . T2k B 28 TR TR B AL
e BTG A8 T AR 2 A R~ bR 2

454 SLIGHER

BARZEN-U T VRAEIE B SR SR AN S e 5 B RO RCR AN A4 LA P42 7
HEATEEED], L H RN BIE LLFBCARCR . 7i0h, REBbnss-Fi
(Fake-Label ) . K5I {BIEARZEF-HF (Simi-Label) H15j 245251 (Epoch-Label)
MRS THIF AR, fmfE 0.5 BLEU Aty JUHORJy SeAna8-F-3, LEVIZRmTHE .
23 A AR s I O T 32 TH AR/ N e DA B TAE AR SE I HUTERE , &
IR TR LR/, X R B T AESAR - AR ML

Ve —FITE L AR )7, CVAE fE 3% Bl e fl th o ficdin 4 AR ES:

53



BE TS IE W A A 2L s AT 7

54

2% 4.1 f£ WMT16 & 30-23 1 Jell ScBodhi s ity s giof

Table 4.1 Experimental results on WMT16 En-Ro task

WMT2016 En—Ro

2016 time
Transformer 32.62 1.00x
Offline-Distill 34.72 +2.00 3.27x
Onlline-Distill 33.69 + 0.07 1.00x
Fake-Label 32.73 +0.11 1.00x
Simi-Label 33.24 + 0.62 1.07x
Epoch-Label 32.98 +0.36 8.78x
CVAE-Label 32.83 +1.21 1.23x

#¢ 4.2 1€ NIST vp3C-JeSCBhi 48 Bty sc gt R

Table 4.2 Experimental results on NIST Zh-En task

NIST Zh-En

mt02 mt03 mt04 mt0S mt06  mt08 Avg time
Transformer 4531 44.13 4582 439 4372 349 4296 1.00x
Offline-Distill 47.22 46.06 47.83 4579 4585 36.77 4490 3.21x
Online-Distill  45.54 44.01 4596 44.21 43.65 3495 43.05 1.00x
Fake-Label 4546 4421 4599 4455 4380 3433 43.06 1.00x
Simi-Label 4545 4389 46.06 4455 4441 3528 4327 1.07x
Epoch-Label  45.61 44.65 4591 44.09 4458 3498 4330 8.76x
CVAE-Label 45.67 4582 46.65 4630 45.16 3536 4416 1.22x
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T L2 BLEU i T}, mimilad 7O MTESAR ST 7 k. BA 2 m
SRR T 2> BLEU 21980, (HR2 AR 2 3 5 DA BRI INZRIST AN 2 f i 2
Bt CVAE AR TR A — R e R s 2R 07 %, R R0l
GRS B R TERESR T, FERASAITEREZ (MRS T S AF Ay T4

4.5.5 CVAE #EHRIIIIZRNES5

—e— NMT —e— NMT

—+— CVAE 60.50 —#— CVAE

60251
60.001
g 5975 1
59.50 1
59.25 1

59.00

58.75

0 5 10 15 20 25 7.5 10.0 12,5 15.0 175 20.0 225 25.0
Epoch Epoch

(@) (b)

Pel 4.2 NMT 1 CVAE 5 AL IR 42 Pt 15 R bt i 4 %

Figure 4.2 Prediction loss and prediction accuracy of NMT and CVAE modules on the test set.

CVAE BEb A i A2 A% R I L HER AR RIS AR, S T I — s, &
A NIST SSeBUi e AT T CVAE B IS5 0L, M1 4.2 @) FoR, 75
VIZhid B, CVAE HefEM e b1y TR 0 2 T Ze HLRR B PR 5 18
4.2 (b) KM, CVAE BERAEMHAGE R MER A M 2 DL AR AR . DAL
W5 LR CVAE MEHer 3 IEBFRAEH BRSO T 2D Las B,
JEXHRERRAE (Hard Label) il AR RESEIR T HLER BEMIAL, PAUL CVAE
BT R 58 LA 5 PR IR 2o UL 2R E A W A A 43 1
B, A EARTE B F AR
456 SEWSHHFRS I HREE

CVAE BLERZE>] TS RAE R0, s il se i e 0. 40
CVAE BB, P38 B2 il S Aol A 1, (HLJR 801 A AR A 2[R
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2 4.3 3T SE 5 AR 55 o3 A R T Rl e 0

Table 4.3 Ablation study about prior and post distribution

WMT2016 En—Ro
2016 A
Transformer 32.62 -
Seuh 32.83 +1.21
JE 5 33.81 +1.19
T + I 32.81 +1.19

HAATREFIRIRE T . I, ARSI T T RS ER . AnEk 4.3 P,
61 CVAE B Jeii A1 MUS 30 0 1 2L AR 2 i 22 e AR, AT X 3
ALNTFPAEA (1) e i i o 2 22, AR NN BE Y & E
B, HILERG UG, (2) MAVSIERNSEERR, e R, K
BLAEASKF CVAE 55k s B0H i KL BB PR/, S8 I e i A e
A Z 18] 225 AR

4.6 ZIE/ING

TN R B AR X Rl (6 1 A7 %5 (Hard Label) 121016 HARAY ISR
T3, MAENLER R A S A U GREE bt BRAOARAE: , i 220 M HoAth v 5 1
hR%s. AL, Szegedy <% (2016) S BRAE-F- Jrik, SEHF3 A MIBE AR RS 1Y)
RGN SRR AL, (HHCRERE AR RS AR V- 35 70 L 45 B A LB ARSI MOA AT &
SRR 5 TR AR . R R E AR T T YR DA AR A 1|
AR A (F I AL AT A A A2 00 H i e BEAS 21 45 T 2% PRI 20
B2 g i 2| —~ B AL B 2 A B RIS AL, R bLas BBt 17—
THAAL S H it s i)V bR A A it o 1% AR R RE G 27 > 45 7 U B A1 H AR it
AT BRI GObR RS Y B AR B A, 12001 S IR AR B AR R A
WRas, T blas i R AR . S b, 2R ) H RS af
BAF LA R RIS, BARE. ML AR, RE R R
RN Zhbigsid B AR )

T NIST Ho3-3e SCHR AR A WMT 3e3-8 By g WoC8dhade b, AR Jrik
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BU& 7T 1.20 BLEU A£G W T, B8 TEA N . P sLm L0,
CVAE #RRENS A= i H A B 5 MER SRR BR B A5 BEEROFR S, B Hui i T hR2s 1
K.
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51 R4

AN BB AR A RSB HERE , (BWAAER S AR, AR
eSS ERIGRE, AEMSE BRI oh, BRI RS ek,
FERA AN N I 7 2 S OB A P Bt DR IR R R . O T AR 4
DA A 105 AL, BFSE 15t T —RSIEMAL T I, R i
Vi) ) SRR ] [ AR 3R SR R R A RS B AR R Y Pl 1 A s IR A
PN SRR R BR AT  T R 5 o IR VRIS T BB RCR , (Bl BIfFfE
— SO B A 7 A

N B2 R A LA B A DL D, AR SO ) I A
PBIE NIRRT = BN, sl 7R =4 Jrik:

(1) AT i ZAL e BB ] ) B S OT AR B TR SRR ZE /Y 7]
R, A SO — R i 3] ) R SO PR IE RT3, 17 ¥R 58 i TR0 ETR
BHNTERAE , 38 T B 807 ) A HOE SRR AR AR 5. BARTE, Hlds
B — DN GRAEAS i — N ) R —> H s 4] 2 A, s 1 i
F I IUE B ARGE F Z MRS IE R BT AL AR, AR
— A~ E S A AN 2k H Ak [7] I (2 23] i) 2 ) BRLTE A S PRI S . 23 b
AT % Skip-gram (AL, FFPATAXE RN EERR A, AR AR
THEI e8] F B b gs] AT B AT B S BP0t 8 3 2 > A A ] 1)
TIRERRN], T SO 5% I AR REAS AR R G 8 3] 1) B 28000 T SCRAEH 3%
FeTH N BRI R PR RE .

(2) N7 bR TP R RS G B, AR SO0 TR WAL 7 3k 0 A
AT T A At sl I AR T A Y R (BB R A B IR e A I U A
JE R R T XA A R AR . A SO AT AT e i A 52 2 P03 i a3t B
T BTN 22 S e M T IR POREA AR O, A BB A SR o7, B
XA 2 — 0 I GRAEAS A R Y, XXl o B AR b AT P sh IR Wl 2k &
PUER R TERE . S T [R] I 22 AR 2R 8 3 JOLE R X SEL 6 DAL, A S HE ) 22
FIEMfE (PD-R), i A D2 2 A T 22 541 S 1 U1 e 2 bl 28 A
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. RIS L, A B B A I T BRI, g
T T A IZ AP RERUA W) BB

(3) 'Y MR L 25 B PSS VI B B 1 (3100 OAE, ASCHE i T —
FIEERE . FIAELARES TR T ASORU AR IS0 L R TR RO A T 407
PPREHCR R AR B IV RS TR OR ORI
T AT RS A R TR A LR . P2k MR R ) S U
FTEL BRI A SR R R S KA A7, FF R4 5 SR S
ORI, 1T UL B RO R T, S, AR IS4
SIS IEAS RN CHLE R RN, AR, PR, TERARR . S04
), SO Ty A e M IR I 26 25 B o L B T
PR

A=A TN TR SR AP, A B AR IR
SR F R £ B A5 LA B B T XA T .
P RE L M SRR AT, PR BT T 3
BSOS, 299 TR RS2k B s SRAIEN o IR 2
WIAT, A T4 TR IR LA, $ET1 T B el -
MR RTINS RTIAT , SBCHOIGREERT T, SR T
BRI MO (. A0SO |, A AR AT, AR A
B TR T G b, A VAREASTLAN, AT DA B DA
BB A

52 RRE

2L B 1R AR B8 2 ~J 3 I T s 5 5 A M 400 g DR, T ATy
RIFTE AL A AR, TR A AR S ) = AT A SR S AEAN I I
RPN TT IR FARIRFAE AR A A AR 22 0 2T PR AT AN TR
A, BEFEEANTRERSHERR BT, 4R i Sy i A R 1 A 595
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