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Vaswani et al., 2017
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. ZO5HEREY (auto-regressive) v.s. F{TEID (non-auto-regressive)
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Iterative NAT
(Lee et al. 2018)
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Latent NAT
(Kaiser et al. 2018)
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Non-Autoregressive Translation by Learning Target Categorical Codes.
(NAACL2021)

© BIUERARIVZIZBIR 2 EBRR

Non-Autoregressive Transformer by Position Learning (arXiv: 1911.10677)

* SIAKEEEHEIRBIRIRBREKR

Modeling Target-side Interrelation for Non-Autoregressive Neural

Machine Translation (in progress)
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FIRREERT 255! [Kaiser et al. 2018]
BTREEARKTIESEE (chuck)
TRPeE3 -

* latent code > 32k , EXZH|RHI

* chuck ELLUENARIE)
FIFASNSBIEREBYFS! [Akoury et al. 2019]
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F1TEI775 (CNAT)

FI B REE(ENKEX
« VQ-VAE + EMA [Kaiser et al., 2018]

« NBTBRIEEIIMINETS
c HRERTKIFS
* latent code EJIEE n=64

- QILU{EAHESRINBEAIRADRIRRER
* linear chain CRF [Lafferty et al. 2001]
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 GateNet
« BT =zMcode qFl[RScBYdecoder input—El4E A\ F#EIS
_d * g; 1+ q; % (1_92)

gi = o(FFN(|dy; ¢i]))
SN LDEES (CRF) FIERF(ES (NAT)
Lcrf = = logp(zreflm)

Lnar = — log p(y|z™*, z; 0)

L = Lnat + oLt
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S5HEMNATEEEINLEER (without KD)

_— WMT14 IWSLT14
ode EN-DE DE-EN DE-EN
LV-NAR 11.80 / /
AXECMLM 2040  24.90 /
SynST 2074 2550 23.82
Flowseq 20.85 25.40 24.75
NAT (ours) 9.80 11.02 {5.55

CNAT (ours)  21.30 25.73 29.81

+ RKEVERA SNATEIEET], B SSYnSTEFMBELA
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. BJOAKD (left) Rreranking (right) ZihA

Model WMT14 IWSLT14
EN-DE DE-EN DE-EN

NAT-FT 17.69 21.47 /

LT 19.80 / /
NAT-REG 20.65 24.77 23.89
imitate-NAT 22.44 25.67 /
Flowseq 23.72 28.39 2795
NAT-DCRF 23.44 27.22 27.44
Transformer (ours) 27.33 31.69 34.29
NAT (ours) 17.69 18.93 23.78
CNAT (ours) 25.56 29.36 31.15

WMTI14

Model N EN-DE DE-EN
NAT-FT 10 18.66 22.42
NAT-FT 100 19.17 23.20
LT 10 21.00 /
LT 100 22.50 /
NAT-REG 9 24.61 28.90
imitate-NAT 9 24.15 27.28
Flowseq 15 24.70 29.44
Flowseq 30 25.31 30.68
NAT-DCRF 9 26.07 29.68
NAT-DCRF 19 26.80 30.04
Transformer (ours) - 2133 31.69
CNAT (ours) 9 26.60 30.75

ARSKER S K ABHVEY—RINSA
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BLEU BLEU
(a) Pure NAT decoding. (b) NAT with advanced decoding techniques.

Figure 2: BLEU and decoding speed-up of NAT models on WMT14 DE-EN test set. Each point represents the
decoding method run with its corresponding setting in Table 2, Table 3 or Table 4.

18



Ablation

 latent code¥i= K = 64 BIoJEERHISBVAER (line 1-3)

- CRFELEERNARTEISIME(line 2 v.s. line 5, +3 BLEV)
o GateNetGEEMER (line 2 v.s. line 4, +2 BLEV)

Line K Predictor - teNet BLEU

32 64 128 CRF AR
v
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24.00
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POSITIONAL-NAT
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decoder
inputs

source

AN
decoder inputs
Inputs Softcopy [Wei et al. 2019]
‘ (heuristic interpolation)
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Uniform copy
[Gu et al. 2018]

’
.
.
.

Y
S .
2

.
W
ey

' oy RNt ) i [y
g . - N
' REREPAME ISR AR N .
J S Le” 0, (RN [YMREN) DY [}
. SN T A LSRR WY SN \
DA WL AP T P I T SR
DALY S P A N K SO T DL PO A
so ur‘ce .‘ y ""'-‘ e ‘.‘ ~ " .‘ Al -‘ .

inputs

BRSINSRSRRATEMERIGE Arrention [Qian et . 2020]
RSHRE, BN DECERD BN (learnable interpolation)
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- SEINATERBINEEE (without KD)

BLEUT
Model EN-DE DE-EN
LV-NAR [26] 11.80 /
CMLM [27] 10.88 /
Flowseq [20] 18.55 23.36
NAT(ours) 9.80 11.02

PNAT (ours) 19.73 (+9.93) 24.04 (+13.02)

+ RKEVERA SNATHIEETD
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. BJOAKD (left) Rreranking (right) ZihA

BLEUT

Nadel EN-DE DE-EN
NAT-FT [3] 17.69 21.47
LT [25] 19.80 /

IR-NAR [4] 13.91 16.77
CMLM [27] 15.06 19.26
ENAT [24] 20.65 23.02
NAT-REG [5] 20.65 24.77
imitate-NAT [6] 22 .44 25.67
Flowseq [20] 21.45 26.16
Transformer(our) 27.30 al:33
NAT (ours) 17.69 18.93

PNAT (ours)

23.05 (+5.36)

27.18 (+8.25)

BLEUT

Model N EN-DE DE-EN
NAT-FT 10 18.66 2242
NAT-FT 100 19.17 23.20
LT 10 22.50 /

ENAT 9 24.28 26.10
NAT-REG 9 24.61 28.90
imitate-NAT 9 24.15 27.28
Flowseq 30 23.48 28.40
Transformer (ours) - 27.30 31.33
PNAT (ours) 9 24.48 29.16

AR SERL S ]

{ESERBYR—RISE
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(& IEfftEv.s. BiERE

- HSP8%FOraclet{iiB{S2 (+30 BLEUV)
* FIRARFUNES T LASRIRAHUESBEER (+11 BLEV)
© FIANARFUNESEESER, BUSARBER (+4 BLEV)

Position Accuracy(%)

T T
Model absolute”  relative® SLENT mpeed Up
Transformer (Beam=4) / / 30.68 1.0 x
NAT / / 16.71 13:5%
PNAT w/ HSP 100.00 100.00 46.03 12.5%
w/ AR-Predictor 25.30 59.27 27:11 13 %
w/ NAR-Predictor 23.11 2357 20.81 11.7x

28



SINMKFRZEGHERBIRIRAIKREEX R
INTERRELATION-BASED-NAT
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FHANIB9FTFR (inter-NAT)

. BFRGARROARMGUE 00—
ZIBijTD\ .;e? I have % cat .

* ﬁL ZﬁBﬁj\lc—l] igz r|5_L| ng mﬁﬁ —'[ Decoder Block ] (N-1)x
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- SEINATERBINEEE (without KD)

Model WMT14 WMTI16
EN-DE DE-EN EN-RO RO-EN
SynST 20.14 2550 / /
Flowseq 20.85 2540 29.836 30.69
AXE 2040 2490 3047  31.42
NAT T 11.60 16.15 2140 19.94

Inter-NAT T 21.78  27.40 30.79  31.47

+ RKEVERA SNATHIEETD
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. BJOAKD (left) & reranking (right) ZRA

Model WMT14 WMTI16 Model N WMT14 WMT16
ode EN-DE DE-EN EN-RO RO-EN EN-DE DE-EN EN-RO RO-EN
NAT-FT 17.69 2147 3156 20.06 NAT-FT 100 19.17 23.20 29.79 3144
I'F 19.80 / / / LT 10 21.00 / / /
NAT-REG 20.65  24.77 / / NAT-REG 9 2461 2890 /
NAT.DCRE 2344 2720 / / NAT-DCRF 19 2680 30.04  / /
ENAT 20.65 23.03 30.08 / ENAT 9 2428 26.10 3451 '}
e Flowseq 30 2531 30.68 3220 32.84
imitate-NAT 2244 2567  28.61 28.90 e
Flowseq 2372 2839 29.73 30.72 imitate-NAT 7 2415 2728 3145 31.81
GLAT 5551 2084 3119  32.04 GLAT 7 2655 31.02 32.87 3351
: ; e : Fully-NAT /2720 3139 3371 34.16
T ' 2725 3153 3397 3360 Transformer T - 2725 3153 3397 33.60
Inter-NAT 2578 2989 3210 3097 Inter-NATT 7 2717 3145 3375 3272

+ ABIZER S TESSRYEY—RISA
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o F/DESCoECIE Y. (multi-modes) BY17= [Zhou et al. 2018]

FR

4 |

Sois X%
X% x

*  Inter-NATEEUSIS BRI ERITIZPHITIMEBVEE

%

4 vv'" ,,v"‘. 3
‘3\ " Data C(d)  Euclidean distance
ES DE ES DE
Real Data 0.78 0.22
(a) Real data. (b) Transformer Transformer f 0.56 0.23
NAT t 0.62 0.46
é‘ Inter-NAT 1 0.41 0.27
5

ES ES ’ DE

(c) NAT (d) Inter-NAT
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