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Abstract
Non-Autoregressive machine Translation
(NAT) models have demonstrated significant
inference speedup but suffer from inferior
translation accuracy. The common practice to
tackle the problem is transferring the Autoregressive machine Translation (AT) knowledge
to NAT models, e.g., with knowledge distillation. In this work, we hypothesize and
empirically verify that AT and NAT encoders
capture different linguistic properties and representations of source sentences. Therefore,
we propose to adopt the multi-task learning
to transfer the AT knowledge to NAT models
through the encoder sharing. Specifically, we
take the AT model as an auxiliary task to enhance NAT model performance. Experimental
results on WMT14 English⇔German and
WMT16 English⇔Romanian datasets show
that the proposed MULTI - TASK NAT achieves
significant improvements over the baseline
NAT models. In addition, experimental results
demonstrate that our MULTI - TASK NAT is
complementary to the standard knowledge
transfer method, knowledge distillation. 1

1

Introduction

Neural machine translation (NMT), as the state-ofthe-art machine translation paradigm, has recently
been approached with two different sequence decoding strategies. The first type autoregressive
translation (AT) models generate output tokens one
by one following the left to right direction (Vaswani
et al., 2017; Bahdanau et al., 2015), but it is often
criticized for its slow inference speed (Gu et al.,
2018). The second type non-autoregressive translation (NAT) models adopt a parallel decoding algorithm to produce output tokens simultaneously (Gu
∗
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et al., 2019; Ghazvininejad et al., 2019), but the
translation quality of which is often inferior to autoregressive models (Gu et al., 2018).
A line of research (Wang et al., 2019; Guo et al.,
2020) argues that the lack of contextual dependency
in target sentences potentially leads to the deteriorated performance of NAT models. To boost the
NAT translation performance, many recent works
resort to the knowledge transfer from a well-trained
AT model. Typical knowledge tranfer methods include sequence-level knowledge distillation with
translation outputs generated by strong AT models (Gu et al., 2019; Ghazvininejad et al., 2019),
word-level knowledge distillation with AT decoder
representations (Wei et al., 2019; Li et al., 2019),
and fine-tuning on AT model by curriculum learning (Guo et al., 2020), etc.
In this work, we adopt a multi-task learning
framework with a shared encoder (i.e., M ULTI TASK NAT) to transfer the AT model knowledge
into the NAT model. Specifically, we take the AT
task as an auxiliary task by sharing the encoder
parameters of both AT and NAT models. We hypothesize that AT and NAT encoders, although they
belong to the same sequence-to-sequence learning task, capture different linguistic properties and
representations of source sentences. To empirically verify our hypothesis, we evaluate the encoder on a set of probing tasks (Conneau et al.,
2018; Raganato and Tiedemann, 2018) for AT and
NAT models. Further machine translation experiments on WMT14 English⇔German and WMT16
English⇔Romanian datasets confirm the effectiveness of the proposed M ULTI -TASK NAT.
Our contributions are as follows:
• We propose a multi-task learning framework
to boost NAT translation quality by transferring the AT knowledge to the NAT model.
• Our analyses reveal that the encoder sharing
is necessary for capturing more linguistic and

PWCCA
Task
SeLen
WC

NAT_AT
91.7
93.4
NAT_NAT
76.0
79.1
AT_AT

Syntactic

TrDep
ToCo
BShif

45.8
78.3
74.8

0.71
1

Tense
SubN
ObjN
Semantic
SoMo
5
9
13 17
CoIn

46.0
79.7
73.4

semantic information.
• Experiments on standard benchmark datasets
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
M ULTI -TASK NAT.

Why Shared Encoder?

To verify our hypothesis that AT and NAT encoders
capture different linguistic properties of source sentences and can thereby complement each other, in
this section, we conduct preliminary experiments
on probing tasks and representation similarity.
First, we probe the linguistic knowledge (Conneau et al., 2018) that embedded in the AT and
NAT encoders on a set of tasks, to investigate to
what extent an encoder captures the linguistic properties. Then, we use the Canonical Correlation
Analysis (CCA, Morcos et al., 2018), a widelyemployed tool to measure the similarity of two
neural network representations, to compare the representations of AT encoder and NAT encoder.
The AT and NAT models referred to in the
following experiments are T RANSFORMER and
M ASK -P REDICT. We train the models on the
WMT14 English⇒German dataset, and the details
of the experiments are introduced in the Appendix.
2.1
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Probing Tasks

Probing tasks (Conneau et al., 2018) can quantitatively measure the linguistic knowledge embedded
in the model representation. The experimental results are depicted in Table 1.
Table 1 shows the AT and NAT encoders capture different linguistic properties of source sentences. We observe that on average, the NAT model
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Table 1: Performance on the probing tasks of evaluating linguistic properties embedded in the learned representations of AT and NAT models.
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Figure 1: Representation similarity evolvement during
the learning course, NAT (or AT) denotes the baseline
of representation similarity between two baselines NAT
(or AT) models with different initialization seeds. NATAT denotes the representation similarity between NAT
and AT encoder. Best viewed in color.

captures more surface features but less semantic
features than the AT model. For example, on the
sentence length prediction (SeLen) task, NAT models significantly outperform AT models since the
sentence length prediction is a key component in
NAT models. However, for sentence modification
(SoMo) and coordinate clauses invertion (CoIn)
tasks, the AT model outperforms the NAT model
by a large margin. The linguistic probing results
reveal that AT and NAT models capture different
linguistic properties, which thereby leaves space
for the encoder sharing structure.
2.2

Representation Similarity

In this section, we mainly investigate the differences between AT and NAT encoders from
the representation perspective. More specifically,
we adopt CCA (Morcos et al., 2018), a widelyutilized representation comparison metric (Saphra
and Lopez, 2019; Voita et al., 2019), to calculate
the encoder representation similarity throughout
the training course. The CCA score ranges from 0
to 1, and a higher CCA score indicates both encoder
representations contain more similar information.
Figure 1 shows the evolvement of representation
similarity during the model training. We compute
the CCA similarity between two NAT (or AT) models under different initialization seeds and take the
similarity as the baseline (green and blue lines in
Figure 1). Comparing to the baseline similarity of
NAT (or AT), a lower similarity between AT and

NAT representations (red line in Figure 1) indicates
that AT and NAT encoders capture different source
information.

Model
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Approach

In this section, we introduce that our shared encoder structure between AT and NAT models under
the multi-task learning framework.
Multi-Task NAT Given the AT and NAT models
under the standard encoder-decoder structure, we
employ the hard parameter sharing method (Ruder,
2017) to share their encoder parameters.
Therefore, the proposed model M ULTI -TASK
NAT consists of three components: shared encoder,
AT decoder, and NAT decoder. Their parameters
are jointly optimized towards minimizing the multitask loss function, as introduced in the next section.
3.1

Multi-Task Loss

The loss function L of the proposed M ULTI -TASK
NAT is defined as the weighted sum of AT loss and
NAT loss:
L =λLat (X, Y ; θenc , θAT dec )
+ (1 − λ)Lnat (X, Y ; θenc , θNAT dec )

(1)

where Lat and Lnat are AT loss and NAT loss,
respectively. λ is the hyper-parameter for balancing
the preference between the AT and NAT models.
Training and Inference During the model training with training pairs (X, Y ), we feed the source
sentence X to the encoder and the target sentence
Y to two decoders separately. The target sentence
Y can be either the target sentence in the raw training data (4.1) or the generated target sentence with
knowledge distillation (4.2). During the model inference, we only use the NAT decoder to generate
the target tokens simultaneously while ignoring the
AT decoder. Therefore, the inference overhead is
the same as the NAT model before sharing.

4

Experiment

We conducted experiments on two widely
used WMT14 English⇔German and WMT16
English⇔Romanian benchmark datasets, which
consist of 4.5M and 610K sentence pairs, respectively. We applied BPE (Sennrich et al., 2016) with
32K merge operations for both language pairs. The
experimental results are evaluated in case-sensitive
BLEU score (Papineni et al., 2002).
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Table 2: Evaluation of translation performance on
WMT14 En⇒De and WMT14 De⇒En test sets without knowledge distillation.

We use T RANSFORMER (Vaswani et al., 2017)
as our baseline AT model and the state-of-the-art
M ASK -P REDICT (Ghazvininejad et al., 2019) as
our baseline NAT model. We integrate the T RANS FORMER decoder into the M ASK -P REDICT to implement the proposed M ULTI -TASK NAT model.
We set the hyper-parameter λ in Eq.(1) to 0.5. More
training details are introduced in Appendix A.1.
4.1

Ablation Study

Table 2 shows that the performance of our M ULTI TASK NAT model and baseline models on WMT14
En⇔De datasets without using the knowledge
distillation. Our M ULTI -TASK NAT model outperforms the baseline M ASK -P REDICT model
by 0.96 and 0.57 BLEU score in En⇒De and
De⇒En direction respectively and even surpasses
the strong baseline T RANSFORMER -L EV by 0.46
BLEU points in En⇒De translation. The improvements demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed model using multi-task learning.
4.2

Main Result

We further evaluate the proposed M ULTI -TASK
NAT model with the standard practice of knowledge distillation. Table 3 depicts the performances
of our model as well as strong baseline models. Our
proposed M ULTI -TASK NAT model achieves a significant improvement of 0.63 and 0.41 BLEU point
over the strong baseline M ASK -P REDICT model
on En⇒De and De⇒En translation. On En⇔Ro
translation, our model outperforms the baseline
model by 0.63 and 0.82 BLEU scores respectively.
We use the compare-mt (Neubig et al., 2019)2
with 1000 re-samples to perform statistical significance tests for the M ASK -P REDICT model output
and our model output. The results show that our
model significantly outperforms the baseline model
2
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FCL-NAT (Guo et al., 2020)
25.75
Levenshtein Transformer (Gu et al., 2019) 27.27
Mask-Predict (Ghazvininejad et al., 2019) 27.03
Our work
27.18
27.81⇑
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33.08
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–
–
–
33.26
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30.86
31.27↑

33.03
33.66↑

32.71
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Table 3: Evaluation of translation performance on WMT14 En⇔De and WMT16 En⇔Ro test sets. All NAT
models are trained with AT knowledge distillation. “↑ / ⇑”: indicate a statistically significant improvement over
the corresponding baseline p < 0.05/0.01 respectively. Some baselines do not perform well because they are not
built upon the M ASK -P REDICT.
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Table 4: Performance on the probing tasks of our
M ULTI - TASK NAT model. ∆AT and ∆N AT denote
the relative increase over the AT and NAT probing performance, respectively.

in all language directions. All these experimental
results confirm the effectiveness of our proposed
method even with knowledge distillation. Besides,
considering the results in Table 2, as a new knowledge transfer approach, our proposed multi-task
learning method M ULTI -TASK NAT can complement the classic knowledge distillation method,
which is promising for future exploration.
4.3

Analysis

We conduct probing tasks to empirically reconfirm
our hypothesis in Section 2 and better understand
our M ULTI -TASK NAT in terms of linguistic properties. The results are presented in Table 4. Our

M ULTI -TASK NAT could learn better surface and
syntactic information than the T RANSFORMER and
M ASK -P REDICT baseline models, indicating that
our multi-task learning framework can indeed take
the advantages of two separate tasks and capture
better linguistic properties. Especially on the sentence length (Selen) prediction task and tree depth
(TrDep) task, the M ULTI - TASK NAT shows significantly better performance. Regarding the semantic
features, the shared encoder structure shows equivalent or even worse performance than individual
AT and NAT models. We conjecture that the shared
encoder structure might hinder the learning of semantic features due to the significant differences
between AT and NAT models on semantic features.

5

Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we have presented a novel multitask learning approach for NAT model with a hard
parameter sharing mechanism. Experimental results confirm the significant effect of the proposed
M ULTI -TASK NAT model, which shows the complementary effects of multi-task learning to the
knowledge distillation method.
Based on our M ULTI -TASK NAT, there are
many promising directions for future research. For
example, 1) decoder interaction: knowledge distillation in an online fashion between AT and NAT
decoders; 2) share-all framework: shared-encoder
and shared-decoder with two decoding strategies,
and the model can dynamically choose the optimal
decoding strategy during model inference.
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