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A lexically constrained neural machine translation method
based on multi-task learning

YE Na® ,XIA Yuxuan,ZHANG Guiping, YANG Chen, WANG Xueni

(School of Computer, Shenyang Aerospace University, Shenyang 110136, China)

Abstract : [Objective] Neural machine translation (NMT) refers to using neural network models to translate source language into
accurate target language, whereas lexically constrained translation (LCT) requires the generated translation to include pre-specified
segments in the target language. The end-to-end training approach employed by NMT models prioritizes overall sequence optimization
over the forced alignment of specific lexical items, hence making it challenging for existing LCT methods to strike a balance between
translation quality and constraint accuracy. [ Method] To address this issue, we propose a multi-task learning-based LCT method that
leverages inductive biases from multiple tasks to guide the model in developing translation capabilities for lexical constraint scenarios.
This method designates LCT as the primary task and incorporates auxiliary tasks such as NMT, target-side monolingual text
generation (TMTG), and source-side token type labeling (STTL) for the multi-task learning. [ Results] Experimental results
demonstrate that the proposed method achieves improvements over the current state-of-the-art baseline methods, with a BLEU score
increase of 2. 28,a BLEURT score improvement of 0. 62,and a Window-Overlap score increase of 1. 50. [Conclusion] By leveraging
information exchange and collaborative interactions among tasks, the proposed multi-task learning-based lexical constrained neural
machine translation method enhances cross-task knowledge transfer, thus ensuring the accurate generation of constrained terms while

maintaining high translation quality and fluency.
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Y€ =arg maxyc P(y!* | x40, 0, (1)
2.4 EEEE
ARSCRANGR L3R 4 B 55, B R0 AT 55 1 g A F1
R BN 1 TR,

L(D.®) =

(10)
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Tab.1 Examples of inputs and outputs for the four tasks
B 2% Nl
MT SRC o ST R IT@@ W IHE, RA.
Kot STAG </SRC> <{/SRC> </SRC> <{/SRC> </SRC> </SRC> </SRC> </SRC> </SRC> < /SRC>
TGT Knowledge is my trade,my Lad@@ vy,
T-TAG </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT>
LCT  SRC 1y <c> WIE trade </c> R FT@@ 45 HE, <> KA Lad@@ y </c>.
Bl STAG </SRC> </SRC> </AT> </AS> </AT> </AT> </SRC> </SRC> </SRC> </SRC>
</SRC> </AT> </AS> </AT> </AT> </AT> </SRC>
TGT Knowledge is my <{c>> trade <\/c>,my <<c> Lad@@ y </c>.
T-TAG </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT>
</TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT>
TMTG SRC <> trade </c> <c> Lad@@ y </c>
IR STAG  </AT> </AT> <</AT> </AT> <</AT> <//AT> <//AT>
TGT Knowledge is my <(c> trade <</c=>,my <c> Lad@@ y </c>>.
TTAG </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT>

</TGT> </TGT> </TGT> </TGT>

Horb 3RNC 2 ) SRC F1 S-TAG h LCT T
S0y A TGT Mkt MT 4% i SRC #1 S TAG
S MT AR 0% A TGT Hyti . 38 A il ) %
i) SRC 1 S TAG H TMTG 1F% 0y A TGT Kyt
. =2 A% SRC i STTL B A, S TAG i
. =2 T-TAG N HFRIE S 4] T8 AR A K
AT

3 HEEXWER

3.1 HIE&E

TESEBR N I v 295 Fr Boid o B N L B PR L
h TR LS5, AR SCS % Chen 60 (RS . A A]
Xf PRI AR T A5 S Th Al BOSLE X 5% B B R RUE
Lygoxt. B A SCE IR Y Cross-align #5274
FL IR S5 B I DA il B 29 x4 4+
H RO B TE 1 2 5 [ BENLRAE, B> HARZ R
F BRI TE 1 2 3 M BEPLRAE , T A 29 A% Y
K Z AN T Y 30 %.

ASCAED -3 LCT 4155 L IF R SL . S i FH i
BARAES Li 50 =80 28U & N Z LB
B S CRE 24 200 5 45 R0E A XD, 1 5, i 2. 3
TR 4 AT 55 B L BT A AT 55 0 B R AR
[F]. SR J5  XF 854 52 v B BPE (byte pair encoding) 43
S A A IR BN 32 000. YIIZR4E 5560 E4E 115

BHIZE 2 i Ho Cons_x 2671 REAN) T 2030 8K
Hx EIE.

# 2 YIgGESRIEERE

Tab. 2 Information on training set and validation set

B2 YIGRGE R R4/ 10° LAl SCIPOE 4
Sentence 2. 00 1999
Cons_1 0. 48 514
Cons_2 0. 46 467
Cons_3 0.41 423
Cons_4 0.35 337
Cons_5 0.28 258

AT T 5 AN 5 73591 0 XA 2 3 32 A [
2RO I BRSO, AR AR Bk 3 .

*3 MWHAEFER

Tab. 3 Information on test sets
M4 E TP GRS
1 1 1999
2 2 1 877
3 3 1727
4 4 1571
5 5 1378
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3.2 XWiEE

AR Fairseq T H ALK AR I 347 4n
TR, HARHD R ESE  A S8 Il 2
IH—1k (pre-layer normalization) % W& , 4 fith 2% Fl i)
WY ZEL Niegers = 65 G B 5 R A AL 2 9 4 A 4E B
ool = 512, HHSZS TR &5 B B 2 45 dijigen =
2 048, A+ M Bk ALERE diist = 512, BT M)
WROBUZ4ETE dities = 2 048, A2k IR ik
ﬁ Theads = O b’?ﬁ(ﬁ@ﬁyﬂ GLEUW]. Zgiﬁﬁﬁ Adam
PRI S AL Ho 8, = 0. 9.8 = 0. 98,6 =107,
22 %Ry 37 BEMLR IS 2 (dropout) i 0. 1. AR SCHE 2
3¢ NVIDIA Tesla T4 Tensor Core GPU LIl Zrt&i A,
FEHER (batch) A B ) e KR T HGE: nwe, = 8 192,
6 BE BRI npe, = 4, UL ECH 4 000, 54
B nae = 400 000 B 10 % (epoch) P A 1 RE #2 T+t
YIS 1R, D0 A A A AR A RS AL R B0 UE 4R 1Y
TP HEAT L BE. A 65 B B, B A S5 50 9 o4 R 0
(beam size) npem = 10.

3.3 E&FE

R T IR UEAS SOk B A RO, R 6 R A RER
PEARIRIE SR X6 bS58 Y L2k vk, LRI R

1) Transformer™ . fiff ML %5 Bl 350 X U1 25 19 b
#E Transformer A ;

2) VDBA"  BH 2o (19 A3 T vk - 3l 3 15 U i
Foksel LCT;

3) AttnVector " AR R AR ik, W ad K
PR B B E AR 29 35560 7 B 505 R BOAs &)
B IR LU 2 R

4) Template!™ ; — i 3 AR 11y 1) Y1 24 5K 8 1%
J5 8 LCT AR 5554 22 A Az iU 55 5

5) BITIIMT™ ;5 —Fh B FRH iy LCT Jridk, B¢
LCT {155 578 7y WS SCARIH FEAT 55 5

6) GPT-40(OpenAl,2024) V. i BAR LB K i
T AAY 3l BT R B AT AT LCT 1£:55.

Fr GPT-do #b, Ay S5 7 145978 2 5K NVIDIA
Tesla T4 Tensor Core GPU Fi#47iIlk , ALk b
PR e RARTCEER: mpaen B0 JE BB npeq IR EL
N RIE R IEPE npeurn LA S KE A SRR T RS
AR ST EARFE— B0 AR 28035 R A 38 SC 0
VR, GPT-4o il i API BEATHE R, BEML AR 1% A
42, HAh S BURFFBINE, AT LCT 1155 B $E 7 B

@ https: // openai. com/index/gpt-4o-system-card/

G Moslem 55 {7 ik - A 183
3.4 iEMiEER

ASCHEAG Wang S22 B T IR 4 5 bR
XFRTHE K (7 i b4 T 4 T HAR.

1) BLEU™ 3@ i A LA S0 S 22 38 3 Y
n-gram Eﬁﬂfﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬁ;

2) BLEURT" . I N SCBHIPFAL 46 A o 8 5 PEAh
AT S AR AL 1 SC A T M A

3) KEHAVCHL (exact match) 7040 A AT EALAS7F
SCH BRI HR G BHR A R

4) % 0 HE & (window overlap) 4344 il i 1B ML
WP ERARE D 52 B5 R P EHRYRE D
MR ESR, fw B AR ERE TAEMN LT
L R RN R 2.

3.5 EIWmER

F 4 IR T AR SO E 5 58 T A R R0 4
i L HE AR A B, Horp S 35945 0 R SRS AE 5 IR
B EPEIEEIR, e s SO ORI B8O R
RN, Ours WA SCHEH B9 k.

H13¢ 5 RIS A 32 T v A L, AR SO I vk T
PATE LCT AT 45 1 B 50 4 () SRR AU A4 F e
R4, P ¥ BLEU 43 804 7t 2. 28 A 70 40 P 8
BLEURT 20408271 0. 62 A 20 i, P E O HS 5
BERTE 1. 50 N .

ARSCHE A T e 5 PR AR K RSB T
BLEU 1 BLEURT 48 ¥ 9 5 L3R 8L, H.BE & &4~ 4)
T A SO B A R P RE R 4R T 31X R HH AR S
P IE BR RS TE A [ 2 o 25T S R H IRE &
SRS B AR B AR LRSS TR SCAS 33
MAF BT 3 AN, VDBA B BLEU 23 %0k 8k
B YA B 20, BITIIMT B9 BLEU 4204 5
WiE. WA TE 5 R AT BITIIMT () BLEURT
Sy ERTRE IR BIUR . X A2k PR Ry B 24 SRy 1k 1) o ok 4 A
TG TE LA BERE /D B AT LU R0 I AR SR AN
2 W E R MRS M B 2R R B 2, o
VRS B 005t 2 IR A I RUE SCAR S TR O
R TP R A AR S i 2 B i 2 TR BERA T A
RUnl Rl B B SCH £, B S0 R R 2 B .
Template 7& BLEU 4345 BLEURT 434 b Bg LT
BiTIIMT {H 2 T AttnVector fl VDBA, i % W] fi—
(1R REE 249 Rl R 24 TR T4 P R S e ARAS T
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Tab. 4 Results on test sets %
BRAETELTD RE Ma4E 1 M4 2 M4 3 AR 4 4R 5 RSSEEE
BLEU Transformer 46. 66 46. 81 47.18 47.57 47.74 47.19
VDBA 48. 07 48. 77 49. 50 49. 89 49. 89 49, 22
AttnVector 45, 27 45. 89 46. 57 47,02 46. 87 46. 32
Template 46. 62 48. 20 49. 56 50. 94 51.28 49. 32
BiTIIMT 46. 38 48. 08 49. 69 51. 50 52.08 49. 55
GPT-40 32. 17 33. 33 34.18 35. 40 35. 959 34.13
Ours 49. 38 50. 38 51. 84 53.28 54.28 51.83
BLEURT Transformer 72.51 73.00 73.72 73.91 73.77 73. 38
VDBA 73.13 73. 32 73.17 72.99 72.11 72.94
AttnVector 72.23 72. 39 72. 84 72.51 72. 36 72.47
Template 73.19 73.92 74.71 74. 94 74. 83 74. 32
BITIIMT 73.29 74. 05 74. 82 75.27 75.15 74.52
GPT-40 71.17 71.9 72.12 72. 34 72.08 71.92
Ours 73.94 74. 45 75.43 75. 82 76. 04 75. 14
Exact Match Transformer 67.03 68. 62 70. 00 70.19 70. 89 69. 35
VDBA 99. 49 99. 62 99. 42 99. 53 99. 56 99. 52
AttnVector 92. 69 91.76 92. 47 91. 50 91.17 91.92
Template 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 99. 98 99. 97 99.99
BiTIIMT 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 99, 98 100. 00 99. 99
GPT-40 84. 02 84. 39 84. 59 85. 00 84. 45 84. 49
Ours 99. 59 99. 54 99. 49 99. 41 99. 07 99. 42
Window Overlap ~ Transformer 42.51 54. 84 61. 30 62. 39 62.17 56. 64
VDBA 57.21 58. 71 60. 03 59. 59 58.78 58. 86
AttnVector 53.62 57. 82 59. 66 59. 46 58. 94 57.90
Template 59. 36 60. 68 62. 54 62. 28 62. 34 61. 44
BiTIIMT 58.51 60. 93 63. 25 63. 86 63. 70 62. 05
GPT-4o0 44, 87 50. 62 52. 64 53. 37 53. 04 50. 91
Ours 60. 84 62. 45 64. 39 64.71 65. 34 63. 55

Template, BITIIMT fE % 4k 18 ¥ & % BLEU 5
BLEURT 4344, v 6815 B F 2951 F B 4% BEIE A8 SC 1)
DG B 4t , AR A A Bl P v BB S B ) AR b 3 4 AN )
F B s AT 4R i 28 S B3 B

FE X AN [R) 7 2 20 SR A A 1) DAy v AR SCHR s 1)
J5 1 BART- IR ff DT TC 70 B w1 T oA R 2 0. 57 4>
53R (HEARAR ) i T H A B AL 45 R AttnVector
7,50 AN E R RS AR T IR EIR R4 X
iz S U IR A O A A b o T 4R T SOR T

5 1R SCGE N, RGP T AR, BITIMT 1
Template PPAEHHVCHL /A% 100, PIAHTE A3 SO
Mrriets 8 55 T 25 B, Jo A RS T 28 i A 200
J B IO A LR SR B BT B 2 B
FEXTAN[A] 7 T S o A DA H, AR SO
MJTIETE S MR T LB T & 0 S8R
LRI 3K R AR SCHE M A 7 VA R 8 7 o B LI
LR ] ) 56 2R AR AT DUTESE 2 /9 R SO AR
B Z R Y B AR 7 B, BITIIMT /973 % 1 5
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B o3RO LSRRI PR A e SO B 1L T IR Y
LY R BT AL 9 SCH B 200K R BT A B TR
TEHRR R SCH. Template 89326 18 E 20 SO0 A%
T BITIMT, AT ReIH K T 29 58 5 B At (4 Iy J2 B AL
). VDBA Fl AttnVector [ % I 5 &0 WA . X & B
B PR 2 SR AR 2 R R S PR SRR T .

A, GPT-4o 7E 4 D46 br b A 20 3% 3 AL T 1%
SR, O GPT-4o Wil %k B s 2B HA B F 3
FHOCHE ) H AR 5 O30, 78 LCT AR5 it sE A X
LRSS ARG G A,

X AR BT T LR B, AR SR Hh Y O VR A R
ROR IR 80 T Je oK, ER TR i DT C 73 45 i A%
T EFEZR (A RBAE S 2 19 b S A il i i
LA 138 3, X 36 B AR SCRY B RL BT DUFE IR SO i
LY PE P (] USSP, ST ERT T HAE LCT 4155
H AR,

3.6 EEERE

J T HEARR LCT Jridk i , B GPT-4o
A IR IR e = 1 FOBEEAE 5 AN 4E gt
AT, L R (I SR R 5 TR,

Lof Transformer

-=-VDBA
0.9} -+ AttnVector _
—+- Template =
=~ (0.8} > BiTIMT -
: ——QOurs

B £

f RS RS /(s sentences
o
wn

03
02 s
1 2 3 4 5
EODBUEaTs

S A L 4f B L ) SR A

Fig. 5 Results of inference speed on test sets

5 Transformer M, T LCT Jrik¥y &5 m
THE B AL A gt T RBI AR 9 Template 7S
AttnVector A HERILE B HE VT, 1T VDBA 9 i 2L i
8. RAEASCHE I 0 T IR AR R B o 1 BT
2R R A b T ik AR B A 29 AR BB 3
T, B HBE REAS AR VDBA. X H A T VDBA Bt
A 2 B 5 A2 2R B B A DG T A T VA BT
A BRI ARG B T 7 5 52 P 41 DA I e 4 3
P b p A SRR, AR SCHR Hh Y O vk AR AR I Il
R TR B A IR i AT S5 T M A AN

[T 55 09 R 51BN I8 o (H 7 i A%y Be R 3
AN MR

4 HRLSLG

RS UEASCHE 5 T 24 5522 S 1) LCT ik
ORI €l W T B O (= vl Wb R =1 . S i = T
BTN, YR 0 BOIN R Rl 4k %, Ours Ry AR SCHE
Wk, SR A RN 5 TR,

Hii . Mix Corpus 278K 7 i SUE B L A BN
AR VA S i A iU 6 01— R 5 N
ZAE 552 21 I, HAE I ZAR#E Transformer £,
Inline Comments &7t FH P 3 10 e 44 2 5 BOBLIE )
XT; Type K45 28 17 5IAE R & Sk A s MT FRR Kk
G NMT {155 TG RaaBk A4 TMTG {155
SL RGN ZE STTL 1155 ; Tag om0 B 4 4
AL HRARE.

SEGEE R A M e bR b R 2R 55
2 ) W 2k 0 A TR BB 44 P 1 A SR FH 2% O ek 1 A
AU X R AT 45 2% > SR g vl DL T AL fE LCT T
55 AR E RE.

Wi 25 365 U AT 55 500 T o A5 780 P i 0 T 4
Ft. 24 NMT N A7 5B, R F-3) BLEU 5
BLEURT 73 $0n] LA B & IR R E AR R T b
B e A B X RIS I 2 NMT A 55 7] LA 5 A
RIBL R I BHZERE ).

2 TMTG AT 55 7 50 B, B8 g -3 2 1 &
B ROT LR Bk . X R G ZE TMTG 1155
AT AR SRS AL H AR S A E AR AR B SR LT
SCHES RIS

MR BRI I Ik A FEKE STTL AT 55 )7
BBt AT R B VG T 22 A G 45 T 38 Bk 14 S 25 1543
YRR T e m A, X RABIMRA S STTL L4
[ FAAE B AME FH  fE 08 e [m] 4 5 455 78 0 iR 0 75 10 2
i » A= S TR SCAR AL 35 3.

BEAR  TEANHE A AR S (015 0T o B AL A 3R
SCEAR R R AR Y5 A HRE ) . AT BLEU
OB TR (—0. 36 A E 4 8D » (H - S50RG A DC i 4
BORS B BRI (2. 18 DA D). X —45 R %
B L 3% 5 1% BB 0% 1 TR IR o ek R 240 SR v Al e 1) 52 A 34
A XA T LCT AR 55 Ju %, B B AuiF
R PR PR ST i M R T s 1 ) i R 8 e A
FEE 2R B

3 X A3 BT AT AR B AR SCHR I AT 52 )
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Tab. 5 Results of ablation experiments on test sets %
TN FEIR RE Mg 1 WikE2  WikE s WikE4 WikES  FHES

Mix Corpus 48. 48 49. 87 51.13 52. 84 53.70 51. 20
Inline Comments 48. 83 50. 22 51. 48 53. 32 53.48 51. 47
+Type 48. 41 50. 11 51.13 52.41 53.75 51.16
BLEU +Typet+MT 49, 52 51. 03 52.31 53.57 54. 20 52.13
+Typet+tMT+TG 49, 24 50. 56 52. 26 53. 29 54. 24 51.92
+Typet+MT+TG+SL 49.78 51. 18 52.17 53. 34 54.52 52.19
+TypetMT+TG+SL+Tag 49, 38 50. 38 51. 84 53. 28 54, 28 51. 83
Mix Corpus 73.98 74. 60 75.50 75.77 75. 84 75. 14
Inline Comments 73.63 74. 49 75. 34 75. 80 75.71 74.99
+Type 73. 14 74.07 75.13 75.41 75.92 74.73
BLEURT +Typet+MT 73.81 74. 68 75.70 75. 94 76. 14 75. 25
+Typet+MT+TG 73.79 74. 74 75.63 75.92 76. 05 75. 23
+Typet+MT+TG+SL 74. 08 74.74 75.58 75. 89 76.03 75. 26
+Typet+MT+TG+SL+ Tag 73.94 74.45 75.43 75. 82 76. 04 75. 14
Mix Corpus 97. 54 97. 81 97.62 97.72 97. 56 97. 65
Inline Comments 98. 54 98. 26 97.97 98. 10 97.92 98. 16
+Type 98. 29 98. 50 97.97 97.91 97.95 98.12
Exact Match +Type+MT 96. 59 96. 32 96. 23 96. 11 96. 12 96. 27
+Typet+tMT+TG 96. 94 97. 14 97. 41 96. 84 96. 85 97. 04
+Typet+MT-+TG+SL 97.49 97. 38 97. 08 97. 34 96. 89 97. 24
+Typet+MT~+TG+SL+ Tag 99. 59 99. 54 99. 49 99. 41 99. 07 99. 42
Mix Corpus 60. 09 62. 20 64. 61 64. 38 65. 09 63. 27
Inline Comments 60. 54 62.11 64. 24 64. 91 64. 54 63. 27
“+Type 59. 74 62. 29 64. 31 64. 27 64.73 63.07
Window Overlap ~ +Type+MT 59. 97 62. 85 65.13 65. 46 64. 82 63. 65
+Typet+tMT+TG 60. 01 62. 83 64. 96 65. 26 65.49 63.71
+Typet+MT+TG+SL 60. 80 63. 04 65. 26 65. 15 65. 99 64. 05
+Typet+MT+TG+SL+ Tag 60. 84 62. 45 64. 39 64. 71 65. 34 63. 55

sl LUSETH LCT 8. 7 prf Al 4645 b, Z214E
5 2 )RR T BT 5 B, HL R Bk 5 I R AT 55
Ko my 3 AL RPERE B 4R T JF HAR SO Ik REAE
A T AR 24 RO At P ] S P A T PR R SO TR
AT S ) ) IR A B 25 B S 2SR B

5 & it
AR IA TR 298 NMT 7 vk e il Bk

JoEE 5 A SRR A TR AN S ) TR, B2 0 T — bR T
ZAE57 77 I 1) LCT Jrids il B IR LCT AR 55

M MT 1155 . TMTG 1155 5 STTL AT 55, SLBLES AT 55
(RIS 5 58, 7 035 0T B 5 240 R 12k 1] 5 B
P AR P A0 DT B A Y S A R R L AR
SCHR 7 AT LA ] B AL 8 v ) AR 126 I £ 5 DG TR
T2 BA RN L ik

TEARRA TAE FRATH AR R Ao S B A b A
22 A BIAT 55, A5 A AR 2 ) R0 ) FH 5 22 A DG AT 55 (1)
IR 2D AR T2 OB R AR e,
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