FEACL 38 5 ) B ST R B VPG 5V
WS, FOEAS, R, HE

(HMR2E THENRZSHEAR R, Lo 75 M 215006)

FE: PSRRI BT RVEAE AU S 25 SO N B TR LS5, ENLE e i s 7
HEMMEM . METHLESEE, BRI SR SIRARE R, K 1E 5 WIS N 224 55
H, AMERERZ 28 T AKIUELTERL 22 ST BB 15 5 RN, o idm & A S, iy AR 4 7
TR (B ESLIE R 5 PRI ZRAE LR I 1 W e AN [R], 196 SO R P THDX AR L 5t S
AR R LA R H Arsn SCA,  RIVE R BRI BRI P e (225 . T, AR SO T 1E 5 T
YIGRBR R SO R VP A RGESIN TRFBR TS SCRIRAC B R, T ARG 18 9 ) D R AT LA R 48 55 iR
SV SCORHRE, AT 3R B VR A AR L . AE WMT19 B PP AE 55 B 4R ) s 06 45

RAIE T _EIRITERIA R

REER: PRI BRSO, 15 SCRIKR: MU 55

HEDHS: TP391.2  SCEIRERS: A

PLES R R T SR —F B 25 5 e o) —Fh B 2RE 5 I A0, LSRR R s
ANFEA R RSO B E VPN 7. BT I TR AE AR 2 BLEUM, AT BLEU JFll4E45
AFHNTHRENSE R, X T LEFER KRR NSNS AR A . HLAS BP0 &Vl (quality
estimation of machine translation, QE) RJ ATEBA N TARE IS 13 SCIIKOL N X ML H 3 S 1
TV X PP A IR 2 R - e 0 2 o FH 2 WLAS BRI ) - BOSCRS I ml S 0
PR G M ARE R B BT W 25 dmis; X FREN TSR RHE S E T & s, 2
AP B IE R G0 RS0 AT BB ST AR TN T2 2 150 1) B 3l AN 777 Cautomatic evaluation
of machine translation), X5 & VAL 771 0T DL 2SN J7mFTE], FLRR B /D, Ad F 37 (4
P,

&4 5t B VA 7 v A3 R AR HL 55 5 I N TRFAE SR R s Vi o ) 1 FIL AR B 5 010, B IR FE AR 2R
W28 7E H AME 5 AL BRSNS T B R, — e UGN 3 A s o 2R e B T I & VPl AT
e SR, AR BT S PP Ah 2O HE AN B 8 R IBUR AR R NS 8 T . N T R RIXAN R R, 23
A2 AT VR il ) 00 AR R B BT S VAN AR 55, XS TARIE R K Kim 88 AU12I2 H
(RPN #5-VEAL 45 (Predictor-Estimator) ARAY, {245 Y g A8 A PR 4 28 X 4 A DR Tt 24 b5 5 ik
1795 .

AR, ff S S WIS E RTINS, 456 NIES W& T R PPl a8 1 7588
2N T3 SO R VRS U314, Ranasinghe S AU TAE & H AR SR, AR H A28 T 545 = fl
SR A XLM-RISI{ TranQuest & Gt /EWMT2020 1 QB ITATL 55 3k 45 7 REFR], MhATI45 T HRA [H 11
RGN, —FZaE (a) Fros R 5SS AT HHE 5 138 1 XLM-RIRILQE ) 73 A N R
(MTransQuest architecture); J3—Fug &1 (b) FrR PR JE SCRIBE S M A XLM-R, P 9 iy
H1 o0 A R R HEAT AL B4, (STransQuest architecture ) o 1% 3 SZE6 45 528 BHIX P Ap 7 AR T &
i TR R U R 48, HoHPMTransQuest 3 2L H, IX 2Rz 5 X 58 58 U oot J5 SCA RN 3
SCRR E L [Rl— AN A & ¥ ] . {HMTransQuestHEZL L AFE — 26 [l @, B0 e X LM-R I 2R AL, 1]
XLM-RAETEZIE 5 ) HABER B, PRIAE SRS SO N 7 T K RE 1A R8T b4k,
TEQEAL S, Vi bty IE A I ARF R B SCAS, (H H brom 2 8 80 B AE B RINLES 35, i H T4k
XML-RAIERH A IR B SCA . BT LQEAT 45 H i N (1 1 3 SC AR H AN g 18I XLM-R 58 4% B o AU,
ZMTransQuestZ2 M (1 JE K, ASCHEH 1R FHARACLRE 3G 9 (O HHEE ML R I2 SIQE R A IR BE . SLESHIE
B, ARSI T 15 7E WMT 199 -8R AR A 45 _FERHUS TR LF RO

EETH: EXRARRI#IE4(61976148)
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Fig.1 TransQuest framework

(B 51 B SCHR[14]D

1 FRIAE

S0 R PEAE TR AL R AR R AERRIE AR b, R AR A R R A R IE AR
[BIE L o REVEREN, RAG TR 5T 8 1K 0 Bl ) o 3X M7V AR AE — BN TA) Y HUAS T AR 1)
R, BIXPEET N TRAERIWTS, —J7 7% R R E R E AR T A -HRHME; 5—J71,
PEEARHE T 22, I B R AR SO TE S AR BB G, Bz A P10,

BEE VR SRR, BT IREEM A4 I 7585 N T3 SORE 1P . Kreutzer 8 AN01E
ST AG ) ot S PP B QUETCH,  RUAME FAEAT J6 3015 & AR, AU A 5T & 1P A5 20 ik X
(IE & RAE VI ZREEY . Z07EAEH T & et WCERXGE B SCE e, IR e o A
NFRHATHHE, MR e b [a) Ba] ()RR AN 0 A . [EARTE R, N T 3RIAGE R BN SR H R
N, JRSCHIPEST IR 552k F A2 AN AT, IO 1B A R e i &k

AFET B 75, Kim 8 ANURHEH T — P )« Bl a8 -vrAa a8 B8, 8 i i
HEEAR R o7 B PP A M B 1T e ] PO AR AR A5l P O B (1) P AT VB RN SR — AN XTSI PR 2 o 22 9 8%
S5, ZEEHIRRYE-TATERRIE A FRs )R SOE ST E bR FE], AT e AR A A 5T 3|
REES AR B8, PR A 5T Sbnydoid A e 7S (041K B VR ot 2 oAl 20 I 25— S oAl
#, K T AR S PRV A HE S, 5 VP HRE S 8 1] T # A RS B VTS R AE ) B
(quality estimation feature vectors, QEFVs), P HAEAVHb s A%, M T & 4555 H i SO
BV & . XMy kIl I T 28 i S & 25 BT RVl ds b, Se iR 1 E VPR AE S5
YN GREHE MR o SCIGHIE X S — P 24 o B () A 28, JRAE WMTLT Jit &Pl 3L AR 5%
SAEEC N -3 TRhEE N

SR, T ER-VPAL 88 7 VE AR AR — 2 BRI B, s 0l 28 AR 2R B AN K & AT 8 R 2%
ERMTH R BIRN SRR . LAk, Cui S5 AU H FH0II38 - VP A5 45 PR B B 2 T A7 78 20 22 S A 25 H FR 1)
Z 5, $H T DirectQE 2844, HE4N QE BIALIEAT Flill Z5.

bEE 28 & TN GRERIAEAR Z AT 55 PRI DI, L BINB] QE AR5 T — A E AR AL
(3141, 53X 77 AN IE B 7 RPAT IR AR, 3B ER T R g i 58, b 7R
BRI TR SR TN A AL I Multi-Bert, XLM-R 25, BEREZIES N, EELINGEE TR
R—FEEFEE MBS . 2% NOTERXHX A o] e & gl i il 25, RIS FHSPAT
TERT PN ZRBAL AT 2R, Kim 58 AUSIHE H QE BERT Il B A, RIFE-PAT IR 0
[SEPJFI[GAPIAR%E, BENLIERD 1% AT IR FAT IR BAESS .  EIRHEAN T HETE QE [R5 B A &K



HAE TSR, &R R S U ZE T S B g R %, B SPAT B R O 55 5 TR ZRAR 8
EARFET BRI, ARSORYE QE ALFFr A, TREHKEETE S MIGBEIAAR, 7EPPh a8 B it
T AR RS AR 2 >R I st v AN A v OO RO R, (RIS AR BEGRAA T 255 SO o B 2508 22
FYIZ B s 22 7 0]

2 ARSI EL R
2.1 SR

R ETEFELREANA) T RATSS, ZATL SRR, € FVRu S AL 45 B PRI 4 B 36 SCT, Tl
MPFESCTEIN TR 22 (human translation error rate, Hterl20), Hter & THiEmiEIE S, /it
AR R bR . R (D FroRirE T G

Hter = Ins + Del + Rep 1)
Reference Words
Hrh1, Ins. Del. Rep’y i3 P SCT A i m] R AR AR v T SCP T 75 2 04N M B R 5 46
4RI EL, Reference WordsWIZRmArHERFE CPHTEL & I HIAE . Heter@—A> 0 2 1 JulHE A RIS
B, o Bk S U TR G R B0 2, ESORT R A S, 20 OB U W 7 g ) (CRRR D
BT BB

2.2 REIHEELZER

% MTransQuest TAEIE K, AR S TSR PPl S 480, Wil 2 o, K1
KEAMMIE X = {< s >,%1, o, X, <[5 SYSFRKE AN ELY = {</s >, y1, o, Yn, <[5 >}
BARRIT = {< s >,%q, o0, X, </S >, <[5 >, V1, oo, Yo, </5 >}, 2T Transformer [1) XLM-R iyl
S T i R LR ARG BN UE BINERERE, AL last_layer /F 45 & 1F A HRHIE R &,
X () Por, A5 ECS B UE B3 DL R E R — Rk 2 (A

last;qyer = XLMR(T) (2)

¥last_layerZ it AL AR 513 8 F) - URHIE A & (sentence features, sf), 5/ H [F1 U85 0 &5 R .
= (3) PR,

ht€7" = O-(Sf : WO + bo) . Wl + bl (3)

H, last_layer € RP*(mimxd o e Rbxd | pRIRHLIK K/ (batch size). W, € R¥*4, W, € R¥*1,
by € R%, by € RY, EAIHEBIM AT MSE, dRRBIZEYERE, oK Rsigmoid .

HeAh, BAEH B FIZEE XLM-RISLZ B Facebook AT FRAHE Hi 1 —Fh 248 5 Tl SRA 1Y,
ZAET S 2.5TB [ CommonCrawl i €4, 75 100 FiE S L illZR3E T Transformer [FIHEIDIE 5 AR
#! (masked language model, MLM), fEFIE 5 7328 [FAIARE . MZATS FHEREUE T SOTA HIRUER .

PA by BB VAl SR AR R 250, DA RO SR SCRIIRE SO T SGRATER & Fi s A SCREE R 4L
BB ELSIN T A0 B 3 Fros PARF BRI SORERACELZ o AE1ZJ2 P 3 DR A FH AR ADURE B8 55 R PF S AL A R
Tnsi SR 30 B S SORKK
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Fig.2 Model structure

3 BN RBAEE

3.1 FjRBFENLH]

MtransQuest ZEA4H KA T = FhA [F] it Ak 77 2

Cls k. fEAMAGEE T K21 <s>IBRE RS E A AT R &
Mean itift: EAEIAGE T 1 ird 5 (52 R B BB AR A &) 5 RS AL ) &
® Max itifl: EAIANGRE T A 7 KR E TR R KB BN 60 IR )
2 TARDsEe 45 R R W Cls AL 7 i 1 R fe

5 ERTPEAFRR, FATKESC S last_layerifi i last_layery,Mlast_layeryge, 73
FbAk f5 B T HHES A T REFE R & (sentence features, sf), Wz, (4) fias.

Sfsre = pooling(last_layerg,.)

Sftge = pooling(last_layerq;) (4)

sf = Concat(Sfsre, Sfigt)

b, last_layery,. € RP™4, last_layer,g € RP*™4, SKRALJS Sfore v Sfrge € RV, sf € RPX24,

3.2 ARMDUBEHE 3 HIHF EEAL

FE T PN, B S fore T frge it SE IR TR HAREF 7 BARIE LIS R AR s fpe
R AR AR B RIR, sfg MO SRR E AR KA ERR . WAh, LI
HE T AT BEARAE L, EITCVEE FE B E AR (MR A5 2 . 32 F Zhou S5 TARMIR AR, A2
Rl A R SORMBLRE 72 7 B pf 77 AU Ak b BN AR BRI P 7 Simscore, 735
S MR SC IR T SCORTERRE 73 ) SR RS AN Ja B )8 SO I o 1275 SR S5 7R IR I B 3 T o
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Fig.3 Schematic diagram of the Mosaic mechanism of similarity enhancement

% BBV HERS Bertscore?X# i &, FATKFE T XLM-R HIAHALE 7341 Simscore PA ) & B 20
RN 355 P SCHRFAE 1] & P o Bertscore J& — MU T FRIZRAYT Bert b R SURA BIE 5 £ BOE Fa 45,
BRI )T BIAHALEE 255 T B AT i8] 2341 sUFR B AR SEARBURE B SR . XA AR LU F8 4 RE 6 it
REET n-gram FEBRIPTFILABREG: 55—, WOUERREEEER NS SH UK AR T
M REMAR AL, BN, R4 € S5 % flpeople like foreign carsHITEH T, Xt P74 1%k 8 %
people like visiting places abroad%ﬂconsumers prefer imported cars, BLEU &45iRII%5 AT
—MEE IR E E ATy S5, n-gram ARBLITCIE BRI AR HAOC A IR SRR HEFP BE kAT
4, B, 2% % EA because B, Mg ENMEILIFECNB because A, BLEU H 2%t K 5 A)
E’Jﬁ?ﬁuﬁﬁ?&i@ﬁ, JEH B AR B R ARG N . 1A BN ST BRAAMY BB 1L ] B 5 R DL
e SR PR SO A% e L, T L R A7 280t 47l 307 R 2 PR AR R 2R

Bertscore T & 1 L 52 %1 CHIFE, 5 Bertscore AN[EIfF) A&, Simscore 115 ) A& 5 SC Al
BESCHIARLEE, BT XRS5 T RE A RIEM, B, RHZE S BOIZREEARE B ST
T BB, X RS JF SO SRR [ — R A R, B AT ELEE . Simscore THEA
(5 s, F XLM-R W JESCX MY SR BURFIE [R5, SR JE R IX A )7 B — Mo My 23331
TN, B3 — A RERER ]y, FETIXANERE, 53505 SR SO — AN i KA A TEAS 43
ZhnE AT I, B BIR IR (precision)  [A1% (recall) A1 F1 ) Rximr,Pxivr Al Simscore .

1

Ryiy—p = — maxx
XLM—R |x| y}ey ly]
5
Prawor = [57 > maexl, ©
y,Ey

PXLM—R . RXLM—R

Simscore = 2
Pyim—r + Rxim—r

FETHRIRAF Simscore Jri, FATRA a7 1A FSBCE ALK 7 30, w1k (6) fon, HrhSimscore
e (5) RRIMAUEEPE 7, sfo R 305 B0 A) 7 ZURHIE 1A B PR R R .

sf =(1—21)-Simscore + A - sf (6)



b, sf. Simscore € RP*2%, MRWHSHL, 0 SEER ML RE (15N H7E 5 THD 1) S8 kAT 1518

4 SERER S5
4.1 SERFE

YA EARTTARITERE, BATE WMT19 ) FZIE SR PR ES5 HEAT 750, R 1 45
7 EN-DE BAJ EN-RU P/J5 A BRSO BT RHI I ZRge THASANIIAS R U .
F1 YRS

Tab.1 Size statistics of experimental corpus

ik RS RS s
EN-DE 13442 1000 1023
EN-RU 15089 1000 1023

TR %A transformers J&E H [ xIm-roberta-large’ ! xlm-roberta-baseZiX P /MERY ,, Hh,
xlm-roberta-base W4 a5 ZHON 12 2, R 4EE N 768, 2 kit = IMLHIE 12 >3k xlm-roberta-
large HIZmIS 42500 24 )2, FREZ4EE N 1024 48, Z3kFEE NG E 16 k. HTEGFE
FR, 15 & S ECHIER KT IR 40, &FHKEARE 80, dropout BEE N 0.1, AL
AN AdamW, B;=0.9, B,=0.999, e=le-8, HLIK K/ 8, % 6 4> epoch, ¥ >JFEEN Se-6,
FA5805 10,

N VPN BESC R EA TR RE, SR VP TR AR A B R FRAH R R B (Pearson). ~FI4axf iR 2=
(Mean Absolute Error, MAE). ¥J/7#{i%% (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE) LA /R 240k R
. (Spearman), HH RORFRAHR REH T I WETTINAE 5 B SR B B MEAH G, P38 4af 1R 22 8
J7 R ZE S R PIINE 5 S ) e S R L, 30 i 7K = ohH 9% SR BN FH T S e A0 45 SR HE 4% 5 59l
HeA AR R o R R BRAH IR R B fe 7R 2 AHOC REUKME AR 1, A S PEBRas, Fiuill A
PEBR S SPIAENE R 2RI 7 AR AR 22 I e I 0 iR ZE 8RN

4.2 Ak AR E

N7 B EAS R AL T O PR RE R EZ M, FRATTE xIm-roberta-base £ XA R AR BT 7 n
RS, —J70H, AT MtransQuest SR R T (M-%) o Cls WAL BUR st ) 4510 #3047
TEIE; U7, W 3.1 iR, ASCEA K MtransQuest FJEEARIBALTTIE (M=%, TR T4
AL FRPHE I (ST-%) 38 2 4t T IR AL T ik PEREX B (Mean, Sum, Max 735l 7R 1)
fH KM S5H&KEBED.

w2 fion, B, Cls bk mt; A SimScore MMiERIR H BIHFZ0AL
J5 3 ST-*52 B (1) Jif 30 5 VS om 7 3047 It Ak 7 s 2ok, Hof Mean WALAEXT B R, 78
EN-DE 1 EN-RU #(#f4E b, R IMEMPHZMAL T (ST-Mean) 348 T84t A0 77327 S 4719 Cls
WA 777 (M-Cls)o A T #E—DUAIESS 3 15 R K AL EE I 5 7738, R sest kA ST-Mean
Jrie

1 https://huggingface.co/xIm-roberta-large
2 https://huggingface.co/xIm-roberta-base
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Tab.2 Comparison results of different pooling methods

B R etk 77 3% Pearson Spearman MAE RMSE
M-Cls 47.07 53.22 12.06 17.08
M-Mean 46.93 52.93 12.36 17.1
EN-DE M-Max 46.43 52.64 12.36 17.13
ST-Sum 46.29 50.21 12.09 17.35
ST-Mean 48.12 52.98 11.96 16.96
ST-Max 47.36 51.68 12.08 17.03
M-Cls 50.17 48.66 16.99 24.75
M-Mean 49.63 49.74 15.47 25.44
EN-RU M-Max 49.43 48.99 16.02 25.26
ST-Sum 49.33 44,13 16.44 24.89
ST-Mean 50.87 48.96 15.84 25.24
ST-Max 48.75 47.67 15.47 25.63

1 M-*E7R MtransQuest 214 Hh R I =Mitfb 7720, ST-*E ¥ last_layer #74>
B S5 VS 43 A JE BT P .

4.3 TESCRERE BT BN L
UAES 3 R I SORBRIZ J7i%, HATAE WMT19 4 40 SOR BFA £ EHEAT 7 A

HifE (EN-DE) 77 M SEit g S insk 3 Fizn, 7E xlm-roberta-base #2784 % B~ , $AME AL P
WLl Base-ST Et MtransQuest H[F3E2E 7772 Base-Cls &7+ 7 1 /N, ARALLEE S 5 O HEFEAL ] Base-
Sim JUI7E 7 L HHEN L] Base-ST BIAEAl FXHEF T 1 N ris 7E xlm-robeta-large BB T, {H
AL PFENLH Large-ST MEE T34 R0 Large-Cls [ 1 2 N5, X HUEHT 7 HHENLH] A 45 1320t
T IR, SATIEPFELE Large-ST (5% BN ALE Large-Sim 5, FHE TR
MARFET 2 N rd, XU T BARPHENLHI MRS AR e, (HARLRE S s i PF ML M e A2 e HL
ST HEL RS

Beffli (EN-RU) J5 [MFSEI6 45 SRANS% 4 7R, 1F xlm-roberta-base £ A1 % B T, HEMIL K%
ML Base-ST . MtransQuest )32k 515 Base-Cls #2 T+ 1 0.7 >, AL G55 (K HH 0141 Base-
Sim WIZE ] B FIPH AL 6] Base-ST BIAEAl FXAEF T 1.5 Ml 1E xlm-robeta-large I AIIXE T, 3
AL BN Large-ST M T 3528 245 Large-Cls #2711 2 A A, AL B9 98 (O PHE ML Large-
Sim JUJ £ {7 B P FE ML Large-ST fO3ERE_ESARTE T 0.6 DA

* 3 W ORHKETTVATE EN-DE iR BRI RE

Tab.3 The performance of semantic association layer methods on en-de corpus

Y Pearson Spearman MAE RMSE
Large-Sim 56.02 58.09 10.9 16.16
Large-ST 52.39 56.26 11.3 16.61
Large-Cls 54.75 59.32 11.18 16.29
Base-Sim 49.17 53.45 12.06 16.82
Base-ST 48.12 52.98 11.96 16.96

Base-Cls 47.07 53.22 12.06 17.08




JE: Large-*%7~ xIm-roberta-large Tl it V% B T [15L%:, Base-*

7K xIm-roberta-base THIZRERI B E TS50 . *-Cls Fon B4l

73, *-ST RO ERPHENLE], *-Sim AL 58 ) PHENLE o
4 15 SUORBRE AR EN-RU 1K ERPERE

Tab.4 The performance of semantic association layer methods on en-ru corpus

i) Pearson Spearman MAE RMSE
Large-Sim 58.64 52.95 14.17 23.16
Large-ST 58.05 55.07 14.99 23.34
Large-Cls 56.06 54.89 15.17 23.69
Base-Sim 52.37 50.29 15.7 25.12
Base-ST 50.87 48.96 15.84 25.24
Base-Cls 50.17 48.66 16.99 24.75

Zi LRk, R IG SR DR LG B REAEIL 2 R BEAL L ARTT 2 DA, el Ti%0s
A R
4.4 5ETTERME

XA WMT19 23831 A LI ML RES5 FA TR EEAT T xFEE, XS RUR 5 Fios.

R 5 5 WMT19 B ICIRE SR PR REXS E
Tab.5 The Comparable Performance to WMT19 official results

EN-DE EN-RU
Pearson Spearman Pearson Spearman

UNBABEL* 57.18 62.21 59.23 53.88
CMULTIMLT 54.74 59.47 45.75 40.39

NJUNLP 54.33 56.94 - -
ETRI 52.6 57.45 53.27 52.22
UTARTU - - 40.14 33.64
Baseline 40.01 46.07 26.01 23.39
Our Method 56.02 58.09 58.64 52.95

T PR RS E RS

MITEE SIS PAE B, FRATT Ve Y aE R bL 3R s Brh B — 2 M5e 4 71, R TEBR RS
UNBABEL H5206G 45 5L .

5 LR

5.1 ARACUEE 58 B BEE DL K 52410 70

Wk 6 ZBl 1 fion, X MT %305 PE 5 #igniE SCAR, mTLURILH & R URE X EigieE,
BT RAGE I N L 2 e 32 25 201 Hiter FOH tH 78R o 3B i +H 55, 122458 SC 1) Simscore AHALLEE 43 %M 0.9758,
AU 0 $0 /e 1023 25RER P HES 38, X LR AR 51 SCHTE SO EE e . AN EE Our
Baseline 158! fil+Simscore R AL TR 25 SR, v LUK IS 3 B0 A5 Hiter AR 2B 55 4200, FrbA
X R BB ) A B SO R I IR g 1) AT T A IE

FER 6 TIZM] 2, XL MT ¥3CH1 PE J& gt SO, W LURILE SRR A 2, H5)50
T SAFAEA =I5, Bt LA REfY Heer (AR & my s @i v 5, 1% 3% 31 Simscore AHALRE 73 4CH
0.9456, ZAHETE 1023 ZcMRIERHER 814, FVE 5B IE AR . FXT L Our Baseline



R RI+Simscore A TRINAS IR, AT FUCR UG FH TN EIME S Hter #3258 o940, BB HUR
6 A SRR BEAE 1 S B B IR I 7 1] BT 2 IE .
% 6 FHAUEE S 5 A PHEA L] I S48 73
Tab.6 Case study of the stitching mechanism of similarity enhancement
Z 1

Src lower the fill opacity .

Mt reduzieren Sie die Deckkraft der Fl&che .

Pe reduzieren Sie die Deckkraft der FUlung .
Hter: 0.142857;
Metric | Baseline(prediction): 0.346437991

+Simscore(prediction): 0.23512888; Simscore: 0.975796223 (38)
ZE i 2
Src if you change the handleLeftMargin and handleRightMargin to -2 and handleY to -11 , the handle
can range from 98 to 202 horizontally and stay at 89 vertically .
Mt wenn Sie fUr " handleX " und " handleY " den Wert -2 und handleY in -11 &dern , kann der Griff

von 98 bis 202 liegen und horizontal und vertikal bleiben .

wenn Sie den Wert fUr handleLeftMargin and handleRightMargin auf -2 und den fr handleY auf
Pe -11 setzen , kann der Griff horizontal im Bereich von 98 bis 202 liegen und vertikal bei 89
bleiben .

Hter: 0.485714;

Metric | Baseline(prediction): 0.254720569

+Simscore(prediction): 0.413102925; Simscore: 0.945644379 (814)

g5 bRk, fERLRMOR RGILA -, AR R T GURAE AR RN AARCLRE G 5 1 75V R A R A
[ 3 IR B 17 TR AEAE, AT SR TR L A 1R fE o

5.2 AXHEEEHI RS
SUGAE 3.1 W P BEROSEN, BT T 0.5 B 0.9 LA RFMBHUE, PERtnE 4

7INo

EN-DE EN-RU
57 59.0
Our Baseline: 54.7 64 Our Baseline: 56.33
02 %85
56 i
o 5.56 547 o 58.0
=] =]
5 % £ 575
&, &, 57.0
54
438 56.5
53 56.0
05 06 0.7 0.8 09 0.5 06 07 08 08
Lambda Lambda

P 4 ARCLEE R i (O BHEHL o Lambda X1 RE (5200
Fig.4 Lambda's impact on performance in similarity enhanced concatenation mechanisms
MATELE AT LU, 2 Lambda>=0.6 I, PEREREM T2 A58, H =2 Lambda=0.6 I, PEfE
s T2 Lambda<0.6 I, PEREMENEROR, X B2 T B VP RHLA Esf A B H % — 11k X
G, I HEARERAR, MU PP BARE S 1E AR NG R, (ERATRR G754, 26



— A FEIRRAE 2 () o, HABBAEE PR3 (B AE 0.92-0.98 BN, ARA IR XE, 5 L RS,
AN TR RV RFAE ) SR T — 3. PRIk, (i mif) Lambda (i 38 ARG R E 1.

6 REE5RYE

5B PG AR 55 W AN ZRIERL D 2 30, R, TERS 22 ST BOR P A REIR N = 1 e B
KR, 3T BLAT 2 KB T S BT RO SR DA AT 55 1A RO . BATME AT ) XIm-R #5355 Fi )l
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Quality Estimation of Machine Translation with Enhanced

Similarity Score

CHEN Shinan, GONG Zhengxian*, LI Junhui, ZHOU Guodong

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract: Quality Estimation (QE) of machine translation plays an important role in the field of machine
translation as a task to predict the quality of translation without relying on any references. Since data resource
for QE are scarcer than for MT task, the QE system based on cross-lingual pre-trained models can not only
benefit from knowledge learnt from large-scale cross-lingual corpus and thus mitigate the problem of
insufficient amount of data, but also can greatly save computing cost. However, different from the normal
data for establishing cross-lingual pre-training models, QE task needs to deal with normal source-side text as
well as abnormal target-side text with all kinds of errors. So it is tougher for QE to handle large semantic gap
between different languages than building cross-lingual models. Therefore, this paper introduces a special
semantic connection layer to improve the performance of QE based on cross-lingual pre-trained models, in
which we use concatenating mechanism enhanced with similarity score to improve the representation of
source-target semantic relevance. Experimental results on WMT19 quality estimation task dataset
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed method.

Key words: Quality Estimation of Machine Translation; Cross-lingual Pre-trained Model; Semantic

Connection Layer; Enhanced Similarity Score



