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Abstract

Neural Chat Translation (NCT) aims to trans-
late conversational text between speakers of
different languages. Despite the promising per-
formance of sentence-level and context-aware
neural machine translation models, there still
remain limitations in current NCT models be-
cause the inherent dialogue characteristics of
chat, such as dialogue coherence and speaker
personality, are neglected. In this paper, we
propose to promote the chat translation by in-
troducing the modeling of dialogue character-
istics into the NCT model. To this end, we
design four auxiliary tasks including mono-
lingual response generation, cross-lingual re-
sponse generation, next utterance discrimi-
nation, and speaker identification. Together
with the main chat translation task, we opti-
mize the NCT model through the training ob-
jectives of all these tasks. By this means,
the NCT model can be enhanced by captur-
ing the inherent dialogue characteristics, thus
generating more coherent and speaker-relevant
translations. Comprehensive experiments on
four language directions (English<German
and English<Chinese) verify the effective-
ness and superiority of the proposed approach.

1 Introduction

A cross-lingual conversation involves participants
that speak in different languages (e.g., one speak-
ing in English and another in Chinese as shown in
Fig. 1), where a chat translator can be applied to
help participants communicate in their individual
native languages. The chat translator converts the
language of bilingual conversational text in both
directions, e.g. from English to Chinese and vice
versa (Farajian et al., 2020). With more interna-
tional communication worldwide, the chat transla-
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Source-side history Cx, Target-side history Cy,

X1: Ohh, okay, they gave you Yy T RS A
the old time pricing. .

Xo: Yeah. Yo: %t Q
o Xa: Well, what period is it from? Y3 EZHTERRT?

Xu-1: Yes! That | know, this is
from White Plains .

Voo xh s, exaag. &)

RG MR
Xy: White Plains . Oh, it sounds Yo AR &, VEFRE—T
like such a magical place. FHEESBIM .

ospeaker_x, Yy:... isthe translation of Xy ... Speaker_X-specificuttereméj

QSpeaker_y, Xy:... isthe translation of Y,;: .. Speaker_y-specific utterance:

Figure 1: A dialogue example (En<Zh) when trans-
lating the utterance X,,. CRG: cross-lingual response
generation. MRG: monolingual response generation.

tion task becomes more important and has a wider
range of applications.

In recent years, although sentence-level Neu-
ral Machine Translation (NMT) models (Sutskever
et al., 2014; Vaswani et al., 2017; Hassan et al.,
2018; Meng and Zhang, 2019; Yan et al., 2020;
Zhang et al., 2019) have achieved remarkable
progress and can be directly used as the chat trans-
lator, they often lead to incoherent and speaker-
irrelevant translations (Mirkin et al., 2015; Wang
et al., 2017a; Laubli et al., 2018; Toral et al., 2018)
due to ignoring the chat history that contains use-
ful contextual information. To exploit chat history,
context-aware NMT models (Tiedemann and Scher-
rer, 2017; Maruf and Haffari, 2018; Bawden et al.,
2018; Miculicich et al., 2018; Tu et al., 2018; Voita
et al., 2018, 2019a,b; Wang et al., 2019a; Maruf
et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020; Ma et al., 2020,
etc) can also be directly adapted to chat translation.
However, their performances are usually limited
because of lacking the modeling of the inherent
dialogue characteristics (e.g., the dialogue coher-
ence and speaker personality), which matter for
chat translation task as pointed out by Farajian et al.
(2020).

In this paper, we propose a Coherence-Speaker-



Aware NCT (CSA-NCT) training framework to im-
prove the NCT model by making use of dialogue
characteristics in conversations. Concretely, from
the perspectives of dialogue coherence and speaker
personality, we design four auxiliary tasks along
with the main chat translation task. For dialogue co-
herence, there are three tasks (two generation tasks
and one discrimination task), namely monolingual
response generation, cross-lingual response gener-
ation, and next utterance discrimination. Specifi-
cally, as shown in Fig. 1, (1) the monolingual re-
sponse generation task aims to generate the co-
herent corresponding utterance in target language
given the dialogue history context of the same lan-
guage. Similarly, (2) the cross-lingual response
generation task is to leverage the dialogue history
context in source language to generate the coher-
ent corresponding utterance in target language. Be-
sides the above two generation tasks, (3) the next ut-
terance discrimination task focuses on distinguish-
ing whether the translated text is coherent to be the
next utterance of the given dialogue history context.
Moreover, for speaker personality, (4) we design
the speaker identification task that judges whether
the translated text is consistent with the personal-
ity of its original speaker. Together with the main
chat translation task, the NCT model is optimized
through the joint objectives of all these auxiliary
tasks. In this way, the model is enhanced to capture
dialogue coherence and speaker personality in con-
versation, which thus can generate more coherent
and speaker-relevant translations.

We validate our CSA-NCT framework on
the datasets of different language pairs: BCon-
TrasT (Farajian et al., 2020) (EnsDe!) and
BMELD (Liang et al., 2021a) (En=Zh?). The
experimental results show that our model achieves
consistent improvements on four translation tasks
in terms of both BLEU (Papineni et al., 2002) and
TER (Snover et al., 2006), demonstrating its ef-
fectiveness and generalizability. Human evalua-
tion further suggests that our model can generate
more coherent and speaker-relevant translations
compared to the existing related methods.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

* To the best of our knowledge, we are the first
to incorporate the dialogue coherence and
speaker personality into neural chat transla-
tion.

"En&De: English<German.
En<Zh: English<>Chinese.

* We propose a multi-task learning framework
with four auxiliary tasks to help the NCT
model generate more coherent and speaker-
relevant translations.

» Extensive experiments on datasets of different
language pairs demonstrate that our model
with multi-task learning achieves the state-of-
the-art performances on the chat translation
task and significantly outperforms the existing
sentence-level/context-aware NMT models.?

2 Background

Sentence-Level NMT. Given an input sequence
X :{xl}‘z)i, the goal of the sentence-level NMT
model is to generate its translation Y:{yz}g'1
The model is optimized through the following ob-

jective:

Y|

Lsnwr = — Y log(p(yi| X, y<r)). (1)
=1

Context-Aware NMT. As in (Ma et al., 2020),
given a paragraph of input sentences DX =
{X; }3-]:1 in source language and its correspond-
ing translations DY = {Yj}j:1 in target language
with J paired sentences, the training objective of a
context-aware NMT model can be formalized as

J

Leawr = — Y log(p(Yj|Xj, X<j, V<)), (2)
=1

where X ; and Y, are the preceding contexts of
the j-th input source sentence and the j-th target
translation, respectively.

3 CSA-NCT Training Framework

In this section, we introduce the proposed CSA-
NCT training framework, which aims to improve
the NCT model with four elaborately designed aux-
iliary tasks. In the following subsections, we first
describe the problem formalization (§ 3.1) and the
NCT model (§ 3.2). Then, we introduce each auxil-
iary task in detail (§ 3.3). Finally, we elaborate the
process of training and inference (§ 3.4).

3.1 Problem Formalization

In the scenario of this paper, the chat involves
two speakers (sx and sy) speaking in two lan-
guages. As shown in Fig. 1, we assume the

3The code is publicly available at: https://github.
com/XL2248/CSA-NCT
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two speakers have alternately given utterances
in their individual languages for u turns, re-
sulting in X7, X9, X3, X4, X5, ..., Xy—1, Xy and
Y1,Y5,Y5,Y,, Y5, ..., Y1, Y, on the source and
target sides, respectively. Among these utterances,
X1, X3, X5, ..., X, are originally spoken by the
speaker sx and Yi,Y3,Y5,..., Y, are the corre-
sponding translations in target language. Analo-
gously, Yo, Yy, Y, ..., Y, 1 are originally spoken
by the speaker sy and X, X4, Xg, ..., Xy—1 are
the translated utterances in source language.
According to languages, we define the di-
alogue history context of X, on the source

side as CXu={X1,X2,X3,X4,X5,...,Xu_l}
and that of Y, on the target side as
CYHZ{Yl,Y27Y37Y4,Y5,...,Yu_l}. Accord-

ing to original speakers, on the target side, we
define the speaker sz-specific dialogue history
context of Y, as the partial set of its preceding
utterances  Cy*={Y1,Y¥3,Y5,..., Y, 2} and the
speaker sy-specific dialogue history context of Y,
as Cy/={Y2, Y1, Y5, .., Yu1 }.*

Based on the above formulations, the goal of an
NCT model is to translate X,, to Y,, with certain
types of dialogue history context.> Next, we will
descibe the NCT model in our CSA-NCT training
framework.

3.2 The NCT Model

The NCT model is based on transformer (Vaswani
et al., 2017), which is composed of an encoder and
a decoder as shown in Fig. 2.

Encoder. Following (Ma et al., 2020), the en-
coder takes [Cx,,; X,] as input, where [; | denotes
the concatenation. In addition to the conventional
embedding layer with only word embedding WE
and position embedding PE, we additionally add a
speaker embedding SE and a turn embedding TE.
The final embedding B(z;) of the input word z;
can be written as

where WE € RIVIXd SE ¢ R2%d and TE €
R|T|><d‘6

*For each item of {Cx,, Cy,, C5, CyV}, taking Cx,
for instance, we add the special token ‘[cls]’ tag at the head of
it and use another special token ‘[sep]’ to delimit its included
utterances, as in (Devlin et al., 2019).

SHere, we just take one translation direction (i.e., En=-Z7h)
as an example, which is similar for other directions.

®1V|, |T'| and d denote the size of shared vocabulary, max-
imum dialogue turns, and the hidden size, respectively.

Auxiliary Tasks Yt

MRG Joint qu Softmax
CRG training
Encoder Decoder
NUD
SI [Cx.,; Xu] Yu,<t

The NCT Model

Figure 2: Architecture of the proposed CSA-NCT
framework. The right part is the general NCT model,
which is enhanced by four auxiliary tasks. The four
auxiliary tasks including monolingual response genera-
tion (MRG), cross-lingual response generation (CRQG),
next utterance discrimination (NUD), and speaker iden-
tification (SI), are proposed to improve the coherence
and speaker relevance of chat translation, which are pre-
sented in Fig. 3 in detail.

Then, the embedding is fed into the NCT en-
coder that has L identical layers, each of which is
composed of a self-attention (SelfAtt) sub-layer
and a feed-forward network (FFN) sub—layer.7 Let
h' denote the hidden states of the I-th encoder layer,
it is calculated as the following equations:

z! = SelfAtt(hl™1) + hi ™1,
h! = FFN(z!) + 2,

where hY is initialized as the embedding of input
words. Particularly, words in Cx, can only be at-
tended to by those in X, at the first encoder layer
while Cx, is masked at the other layers, which is
the same implementation as in (Ma et al., 2020).

Decoder. The decoder also consists of L identi-
cal layers, each of which additionally includes a
cross-attention (CrossAtt) sub-layer compared to
the encoder. Let hld denote the hidden states of the
[-th decoder layer, it is computed as

7, = SelfAtt(h!, ') + bl
c!, = CrossAtt(z), hl) + 2},
h!, = FFN(cl) + ¢},
where hZ is the top-layer encoder hidden states.
At each decoding time step ¢, hdL , 1s fed into
a linear transformation layer and a softmax layer

to predict the probability distribution of the next
target token:

P(Yut|Ya,<t, Xu, Cx, ) = Softmax(W,h}, + b,),

"The layer normalization is omitted for simplicity.



Dialogue Coherence Modeling

Lvre Lcra
HYe Softmax HZ Softmax
Encoder Decoder Encoder Decoder
C, Yy G, Yy
(@) MRG (b) CRG

Speaker Personality Modeling

Lnup Lsi
Hy, He, Hy, HE,
Encoder Encoder Encoder Encoder
Yy C, Yu C;S
(c) NUD (d) sl

Figure 3: Overview of four auxiliary tasks. The encoder and the decoder of auxiliary tasks are shared with the
NCT model. The encoder encodes not only source-side but also target-side history context to enhance its ability of

representation.

where Y, «; denotes the preceding tokens before

the t-th time step in the utterance Y,, W, €

RIVI*d and b, € RIVI are trainable parameters.
Finally, the training objective is as follows:

[Yul
Lner = = > 1og(p(YaulYa,<t, Xu,Cx,)). 3)
t=1

3.3 Auxiliary Tasks

We elaborately design four auxiliary tasks to in-
corporate the modeling of dialogue characteristics.
The four auxiliary tasks are divided into two groups.
The first group is for dialogue coherence modeling
while the second is for speaker personality model-
ing. Together with the main chat translation task,
the NCT model can be enhanced to generate more
coherent and speaker-relevant translations through
multi-task learning.

3.3.1 Dialogue Coherence Modeling

Many studies (Kuang et al., 2018; Wang et al.,
2019b; Xiong et al., 2019; Wang and Wan, 2019;
Huang et al., 2020) have indicated that the model-
ing of global textual coherence can lead to more co-
herent text generation. Inspired by this, we add two
response generation tasks and an utterance discrim-
ination task during the NCT model training. All
the three tasks are related to the dialogue coherence
of conversations, thus introducing the modeling of
dialogue coherence into the NCT model.

Monolingual Response Generation (MRG).
As illustrated in Fig. 3(a), given the dialogue his-
tory context Cy, in target language, the MRG task
forces the NCT model to generate the correspond-
ing utterance Y,, coherent to Cy, . Particularly, we
first use the encoder of the NCT model to encode

Cy,, and then use the NCT decoder to predict Y.
The training objective of this task can be formu-
lated as:

[Vl
Lyirg = — »_10g(p(Yut[Cy,, Yu<t)),
t=1
P(Yurt|Cyys Yo <t) = SoftmaX(Wmhit +by,),

where hc]Zt is the top-layer decoder hidden state at
the ¢-th decoding step, W,,, and b,,, are trainable
parameters.

Cross-lingual Response Generation (CRG).
The CRG task is similar to the MRG as shown
in Fig. 3(b), where the NCT model is trained to
generate the corresponding utterance Y,, in target
language which is coherent to the given dialogue
history context Cx, in source language. We first
use the encoder of the NCT model to encode Cx,,,
and then use the NCT decoder to predict Y,,. The
training objective of this task can be formulated as:

|Vl

Lerg = — Y log(p(Yur|Cx,, Ya<1)),
t=1
p(YuilCx,, Yu<t) = SoftmaX(WchdL’t + be),

where hgt denotes the top-layer decoder hidden
state at the ¢-th decoding step, W, and b, are
trainable parameters.

Note that in the above two response generation
tasks, we use the same set of NCT model param-
eters except for the softmax layer (i.e., W, by,
W, and b,).

Next Utterance Discrimination (NUD). As
shown in Fig. 3(c), we design the NUD task to



distinguish whether the translated text is coherent
to be the next utterance of the given dialogue his-
tory context. Concretely, we construct positive and
negative samples of context-utterance pairs from
the chat corpus. A positive sample (Cy,, Y,+) with
the label £ = 1 consists of the target utterance Y,
and its dialogue history context Cy,. A negative
sample (Cy,,, Y,,-) with the label / = 0 consists of
the identical Cy;, and a randomly selected utterance
Y,- from the training set. Formally, the training
objective of NUD is defined as follows:

—log(p(¢ = 1|Cy,, Yy+))
—log(p(£ = 0|Cy,, Yy~ )).

For a training sample (Cy,,, Y,,), to estimate the
probability in Eq. 4 for discrimination, we first ob-
tain the representations Hy,, of the target utterance
Y, and He,, of the given dialogue history context
Cy, using the NCT encoder. Specifically, Hy;, is
calculated as |Y | Z'Yul th while He,, is defined

as the encoder hidden state h’” ¢o of the prepended
special token ‘[cls]” of Cy,. Then the concatena-
tion of Hy;, and Hcyu is fed into a binary NUD
classifier, which is an extra fully-connected layer
on top of the NCT encoder:

p({=1|Cy,, Y,)=Softmax(W,[Hy,; He, ]),

where W, is the trainable parameter of the NUD
classifier and the bias term is omitted for simplicity.

Lnup =

4

3.3.2 Speaker Personality Modeling

A dialogue always involves speakers who have dif-
ferent personalities, which is a salient characteristic
of conversations. Therefore, we design a speaker
identification task that incorporates the modeling
of speaker personality into the NCT model, making
the translated utterance more speaker-relevant.

Speaker Identification (SI). As explored in
(Bak and Oh, 2019; Wu et al., 2020; Liang et al.,
2021b; Lin et al., 2021), the history utterances
of a speaker can reflect a distinctive personality.
Fig. 3(d) depicts the SI task in detail, where the
NCT model is used to distinguish whether a trans-
lated utterance and a given speaker-specific history
utterances are spoken by the same speaker. We also
construct positive and negative training samples
from the chat corpus. A positive sample (Cy”, Yy,)
with the label £ = 1 consists of the target utterance
Yy, and the speaker sz-specific history context Cy”,
because Y, is the translation of the utterance origi-
nally spoken by the speaker sx. A negative sample

Algorithm 1: Optimization Algorithm
Input: Sentence-level/Chat-level translation
data D%/ D¢,
Sentence-level/Chat-level MaxStep
T1/T5, CoherenceMaxStep 15,
SpeakerMaxStep 15
Init: 6
t1 = 0 (Training sentence-level NMT model)
for t1 <17 do
Randomly sample a batch & from D?.
Compute L5 NMT-
Update the parameters of the standard
transformer model using Adam.
Output: 0
Init: © using 8, « = 1.0, 3 =1.0
= 0 (Training chat-level NMT model)
for to <15 do
Randomly sample a batch k from D°.
Compute LMrG, Lcra, £8UDs Ls1, and
LNcT-
10 Update the parameters of the CSA-NCT
model with respect to J using Adam.

R W N =

e e N

11 dlza*tQ/TQ, dQZIB*tQ/TQ
12 a=max(0,a —dy)
13 B =max(0,8 — ds)

Output: ©

(Cf,z, Y., with the label £ = 0 consists of the target
utterance Y, and the speaker sy-specific history
context Cy’'. Formally, the training objective of SI
is defined as follows:

Lsi = — log(p(¢ = 1|C¥7, Yu))
L 5)
—log(p(¢ = 0[Cy, Yu)).
For a training sample (Csu, Y,) with s€{sz, sy},
we also use the NCT encoder to obtain the repre-
sentations Hy;, of the target utterance Y;, and Hce
of the given speaker-specific hlstory context Cs

Similar to the NUD task, Hy, =x1+ i Zlyu‘ th and
the hZ co of Cy, is used as He;, . Then, to estimate
the probablhty in Eq. 5, the concatenation of Hy,
and Hcs is fed into a binary SI classifier, which
is another fully-connected layer on top of the NCT
encoder:
p({=1|Cy, ,Y,) =Softmax(W,[Hy,; Hes D,
where W is the trainable parameter of the SI clas-
sifier and the bias term is also omitted.



3.4 Training and Inference

For training, with the main chat translation task and
four auxiliary tasks, the total training objective is
finally formulated as

J = Lnct + a(Lmrc + Lcrg + Lnup) + BLs,
(6)

where « and 3 are balancing hyper-parameters for
the trade-off between Lncr and the other auxiliary
objectives. Algorithm 1 summarizes the training
procedure of the above multi-task learning process,
where 0 refers to the parameters of our NCT model
and O refers to the whole set of parameters includ-
ing both 6 and the parameters of the additional
classifiers for auxiliary tasks.

During inference, the four auxiliary tasks are not
involved and only the NCT model () is used to
conduct chat translation.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets and Metrics

Datasets. As shown in Algorithm 1, the training
of our CSA-NCT framework consists of two stages:
(1) pre-train the model on a large-scale sentence-
level NMT corpus (WMT20®); (2) fine-tune on the
chat translation corpus (BConTrasT (Farajian et al.,
2020) and BMELD (Liang et al., 2021a)). The
dataset details (e.g., splits of training, validation or
test sets) are described in Appendix A.

Metrics. For fair comparison, we use the Sacre-
BLEU? (Post, 2018) and TER (Snover et al., 2006)
with the statistical significance test (Koehn, 2004).
For En<De, we report case-sensitive score follow-
ing the WMT20 chat task (Farajian et al., 2020).
For Zh=-En, we report case-insensitive score. For
En=-Zh, the reported SacreBLEU is at the charac-
ter level.

4.2 Implementation Details

In this paper, we adopt the settings of stan-
dard Transformer-Base and Transformer-Big
in (Vaswani et al., 2017) and follow the main
setting in (Liang et al., 2021a). Specifically, in
Transformer-Base, we use 512 as hidden size (i.e.,
d), 2048 as filter size and 8 heads in multihead at-
tention. In Transformer-Big, we use 1024 as hidden
size, 4096 as filter size, and 16 heads in multihead

8hittp://www.statmt.org/wmt20/translation-task.html
9BLEU+case. mixed+numrefs.1+smooth.exp+tok.13a+
version.1.4.13

Setting En=-De En=7h
Bi Fixed o and 3 60.91/24.6 | 29.69/55.4
g Dynamic o and 8 | 61.27/24.3 | 30.52/54.6

Table 1: The BLEU/TER score (%) results on the vali-
dation sets.

attention. All our Transformer models contain L
= 6 encoder layers and L = 6 decoder layers and
all models are trained using THUMT (Tan et al.,
2020) framework. The training step for the first
pre-training stage is set to 77 = 200,000 while that
of the second fine-tuning stage is set to 75 = 5,000.
The batch size for each GPU is set to 4096 tokens.
All experiments in the first stage are conducted
utilizing 8 NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPUs, while we
use 4 GPUs for the second stage, i.e., fine-tuning.
That gives us about 8¥4096 and 4*4096 tokens per
update for all experiments in the first-stage and
second-stage, respectively. All models are opti-
mized using Adam (Kingma and Ba, 2014) with (31
=0.9 and {2 = 0.998, and learning rate is set to 1.0
for all experiments. Label smoothing is set to 0.1.
We use dropout of 0.1/0.3 for Base and Big setting,
respectively. |T'| is set to 10. Following (Liang
et al., 2021a), we set the number of preceding sen-
tences to 3 in all experiments. The criterion for
selecting hyper-parameters is the BLEU score on
validation sets for both tasks. During inference, the
beam size is set to 4, and the length penalty is 0.6
among all experiments.

4.3 Effect of o and

We also investigate the effect of balancing factor o
and (3, where « and 3 gradually decrease from 1 to
0 over 5,000 steps, which is similar to (Zhao et al.,
2020). “Fixed « and 5” means we keep a = 8 =
1 across the training. “Dynamic « and 5 denotes
decaying « and 3 with the training step of auxiliary
tasks. The results of Tab. 1 show that “Dynamic «
and 3~ gives better performance than “Fixed « and
5”. Therefore, we apply this dynamic strategy in
the following experiments.

4.4 Comparison Models
Baseline Sentence-Level NMT Models.

* Transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017): The de-
facto NMT model trained on sentence-level
NMT corpus.

* Transformer+FT (Vaswani et al., 2017): The
NMT model that is directly fine-tuned on the



Models En=-De De=En En=-Zh Zh=-En
BLEUt TER||BLEUT TER||BLEUT TER| | BLEUT TER|
Sentence-Level |Transformer 40.02 425 |48.38 334 |21.40 724 |18.52 59.1
NMT models (Base)| Transformer+FT 5843 26.7 |59.57 26.2 |25.22 62.8 |21.59 56.7
~ |Dia-Transformer+FT [58.33 26.8 [59.09 26.2 [24.96 63.7 [20.49 60.1
Context-Aware |Doc-Transformer+FT |58.15 27.1 |59.46 25.7 |24.76 63.4 [20.61 59.8
NMT models (Base)|Gate-Transformer+FT|58.48 26.6 [59.53 26.1 |25.34 62.5 |21.03 569
ICSA-NCT (Ours)  |59.5077 25.77760.6577 25.47 [27.7771 60.07[22.367 55.97
Sentence-Level |Transformer 40.53 422 14990 33.3 |22.81 69.6 |19.58 57.7
NMT models (Big) |Transformer+FT 59.01 26.0 [59.98 259 [26.95 60.7 |22.15 56.1
~|Dia-Transformer+FT |58.68 26.8 |59.63 26.0 [26.72 624 [21.09 58.1
Context-Aware |Doc-Transformer+FT |58.61 26.5 |59.98 254 |26.45 62.6 [21.38 57.7
NMT models (Big) |Gate-Transformer+FT|58.94 26.2 [60.08 25.5 |27.13 60.3 [22.26 55.8
ICSA-NCT (Ours)  |60.647F 25.37 [61.2177 24.97 [28.86" 58.771(23.691 54.771

Table 2: Results on the test sets of BConTrasT (En<De) and BMELD (En<Zh) in terms of BLEU (%) and TER
(%). The best and the second results are bold and underlined, respectively. “f” and “Tt” indicate that statistically
significant better than the best result of all contrast NMT models with t-test p < 0.05 and p < 0.01, respectively. All

“+FT” models apply the same two-stage training strategy with our CSA-NCT model for fair comparison.

chat translation data after being pre-trained on
sentence-level NMT corpus.

Existing Context-Aware NMT Systems.

¢ Dia-Transformer+FT (Maruf et al., 2018):
The original model is RNN-based and an ad-
ditional encoder is used to incorporate the
mixed-language dialogue history. We re-
implement it based on Transformer where an
additional encoder layer is used to introduce
the dialogue history into NMT model.

¢ Doc-Transformer+FT (Ma et al., 2020): A
state-of-the-art document-level NMT model
based on Transformer sharing the first encoder
layer to incorporate the dialogue history.

* Gate-Transformer+FT (Zhang et al., 2018):
A document-aware Transformer that uses a
gate to incorporate the context information.
Note that we share the Transformer encoder
to obtain the context representation instead of
utilizing the additional context encoder, which
performs better in our experiments.

4.5 Main Results

In Tab. 2, We report the main results on
En<De and EnsZh under Base and Big set-
tings. For comparison, as in § 4.4, “Trans-
former” and “Transformer+FT” are sentence-level
baselines while ‘“Dia-Transformer+FT”, “Doc-
Transformer+FT” and “Gate-Transformer+FT” are
the existing context-aware NMT systems re-

implemented by us. Particularly, “CSA-NCT” rep-
resents our proposed approach.

Results on EnsDe. Under the Base setting,
our model substantially outperforms the sentence-
level/context-aware baselines by a large margin
(e.g., the previous best “Gate-Transformer+FT”),
1.021 on En=-De and 1.121 on De=-En. In term
of TER, CSA-NCT also performs better on the
two directions, 0.9 and 0.7 lower than “Gate-
Transformer+FT” (the lower the better), respec-
tively. Under the Big setting, on En=De and
De=-En, our model consistently surpasses the base-
lines and other existing systems again.

Results on En=Zh. We also conduct experi-
ments on the BMELD dataset. Concretely, on
En=-7h and Zh=-En, our model also presents no-
table improvements over all comparison models
by at least 2.431 and 0.771 BLEU gains under the
Base setting, and by 1.731 and 1.431 BLEU gains
under the Big setting, respectively. These results
demonstrate the effectiveness and generalizability
of our model across different language pairs.

5 Analysis

5.1 Ablation Study

Effect of Each Auxiliary Task Group. We con-
duct ablation studies to investigate the effects of
the two groups (DCM and SPM) of auxiliary tasks.
The results under the Big setting are listed in Tab. 3.
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60.57 (+0.17) 24.8 | 61.97 (+0.29) 24.7

Table 3: Ablation results on the validation sets of each
auxiliary task group under the Big setting. ‘“Base-
line” represents the NCT model without any auxiliary
task. “DCM”: dialogue coherence modeling, including
MRG, CRG, NUD. “SPM”: speaker personality mod-
eling, i.e., SI. “I” and “f*” indicate the improvement
over the result of the baseline model is statistically sig-
nificant with p < 0.05 and p < 0.01), respectively.
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Table 4: Ablation results on the validation sets of each
auxiliary task under the Big setting. “7” and “f” in-
dicate the improvement over the result of the baseline
model is statistically significant with p < 0.05 and p <
0.01, respectively.

We have the following findings: (1) DCM substan-
tially improves the NCT model in terms of both
BLEU and TER metrics, which demonstrates mod-
eling coherence is beneficial for better translations.
(2) SPM makes slight contributions to the NCT
model in terms of BLEU, which is less significant
than DCM. However, further human evaluation
in § 5.3 will show that our model can keep the
personality consistent with the original speaker.

Effect of Each Auxiliary Task. We also investi-
gate the effect of each auxiliary task by adding a
single task at a time. In Tab. 4, rows 1~4 denote
singly adding on the corresponding auxiliary task
with the main chat translation task, each of which
shows a positive impact on the model performance
(rows 1~4 vs. row 0).

5.2 Dialogue Coherence

Following (Lapata and Barzilay, 2005; Xiong et al.,
2019), we measure dialogue coherence as sentence
similarity, which is determined by the cosine simi-
larity between two sentences s; and so:

sim(s1, s2) = cos(f(s1), f(s2)),

Models 1-th Pr.|2-th Pr.|3-th Pr.
Transformer 65.02 | 60.37 | 56.59
Transformer+FT 65.87 | 61.04 | 57.14
Dia-Transformer+FT | 65.53 | 60.84 | 57.09
Doc-Transformer+FT | 65.69 | 60.93 | 57.13
Gate-Transformer+FT| 65.96 | 61.35 | 57.45
CSA-NCT (Ours)  [66.5771|61.787757.831
‘Human Reference | 66.63 | 61.90 | 57.95

Table 5: Results (%) of dialogue coherence in terms
of sentence similarity on the test set of BConTrasT in
De=-En direction under the Base setting. The “#-th
Pr.” denotes the #-th preceding utterance to the cur-
rent one. “TT” indicates the improvement over the best
result of all other comparison models is statistically sig-
nificant (p < 0.01).

Models Coh. | Spe. | Flu.
Transformer 0.540 | 0.485 | 0.590
Transformer+FT 0.590 | 0.530 | 0.635

" Dia-Transformer+FT | 0.580 | 0.525 | 0.625
Doc-Transformer+FT | 0.595 | 0.525 | 0.630
Gate-Transformer+FT | 0.605 | 0.540 | 0.635
CSA-NCT (Ours) 1 0.635 | 0.575 | 0.655

Table 6: Results of Human evaluation (Zh=-En, Base).
“Coh.”: Coherence. “Spe.”: Speaker. “Flu.”: Fluency.

where f(s;) = \T1| > wes; (W) and w is the vector

for word w. We use Word2Vec!? (Mikolov et al.,
2013) trained on a dialogue dataset'! to obtain the
distributed word vectors whose dimension is set to
100.

Tab. 5 shows the measured coherence of different
models on the test set of BConTrasT in De=En
direction. It shows that our CSA-NCT produces
more coherent translations compared to baselines
and other existing systems (significance test, p <
0.01).

5.3 Human Evaluation

Inspired by (Bao et al., 2020; Farajian et al., 2020),
we use three criteria for human evaluation: (1)
Coherence measures whether the translation is
semantically coherent with the dialogue history;
(2) Speaker measures whether the translation pre-
serves the personality of the speaker; (3) Fluency
measures whether the translation is fluent and gram-

https://code.google.com/archive/p/word2vec/

""Due to no available German dialogue datasets, we choose
Taskmaster-1 (Byrne et al., 2019), where the English side of
BConTrasT (Farajian et al., 2020) also comes from it.



matically correct.

First, we randomly sample 200 conversations
from the test set of BMELD in Zh=-En direction.
Then, we use the 6 models in Tab. 6 to generate
the translated utterances of these sampled conver-
sations. Finally, we assign the translated utterances
and their corresponding dialogue history utterances
in target language to three postgraduate human an-
notators, and ask them to make evaluations from
the above three criteria.

The results in Tab. 6 show that our model gen-
erates more coherent, speaker-relevant, and fluent
translations compared with other models (signif-
icance test, p < 0.05), indicating the superiority
of our model. Th