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Abstract: Classical Japanese texts in the late 19th century are difficult for contemporary Japanese to read
without specialized knowledge. Specifically, this paper focuses on the translation of “An Encouragement of
Learning” (1872-1876) and “Three Treasures in Human Life,” (1875) which have many identical unigrams
between the source and reference sentences but no significant overlapping larger n-grams. We approach
this task by using pretrained language models to address the associated data acquisition bottleneck. The
results show that the use of an unsupervised method without fine-tuning on parallel data provides translation
outputs with a high degree of similarity to the source text. In addition, we investigate the extent to which
existing automatic evaluation metrics and their variants are able to account for post-editing cost.
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Table 1 Example sentences from “An Encouragement of Learning” and “Three Trea-

sures in Human Life” and their contemporary translations.

[#Ho+ > 0]

JE 3T ERIEBANEBA L O IZHEREFEEDL LI2E) TTEDL DD Y,

BUTRER

SFD B AE B A ANEDENIT, ERA DL FT VDI Lo TTEL b0 20 72,

JRSC SNEAS XD BT HEAE B O AR I, AFIN 226 20 HF 122023 256 8 & B X 3 & L 2T, 72782
FOND FE L FOREM L2 L) TR D 5 b0 %Y,

BUTRER

IR H A AR P OEDDED IZETFADE O ) B L o 12 b0 1F v, 7272 20 N O Ffl R AH %

RHEWEEIC Lo T, 2O & ) bD W RTEL @ 72,

[ At =53

J53C MT A I AR LS K o s 8z lod Ik H5 6

BUCERR

FIZF2IEHBL D ZORKIIKTS %613, BEIZHM P EYD2Po TLEH I8 B5,

JE3L HHN & fEa i 2 ke 2 mE AR » HAL T2 2 RE &,

BUTEER
AL L iF L v,

BHNZ o @27 oh, bF 2z S b & vy FEHLIEFHE T L Ao Twd 0T b AR BE 2 2L %

ARG E LG LTHDENIEDDH S,

HXOFIE, BEREFVOFERIHEHTE AT —
INZADEDROENT VL7290, EiE 2R E 7V 23l
HELZ LML VIED 12 TH L. ZOREER T
L0121, HRFEE T VOIS 4. Conneau
b [1] 1%, SEEMEITN 2 F5EE 7V cross-lingual language
model (XLM) % v, Transformer [12] N—AD= 2 —
T VM EIRR (neural machine translation: NMT) €7 L
DEFFE EATV, Hhilid ) NMT & #Hi% L NMT %
BraAT\v, TiE & IR REDS I 35 2 L 2R L 72,
XLM OB FHEIE, FHEEI - N2 HW - Hdi 7%
L F#: (masked language modeling: MLM) %% 5.

A TD, HEHIT — /S % W CHAEE L7z XLM
VA, FSREENN 2805, 2 FREMICILE T 2 HEE
DEEFNRN R < T L SHIFETE B, BARIIZIE, O
RIGELEBR LD FHESFFHET — /S22 HWT, MLM 12
0 XIM 25835, 2L T, FsrHBEAOSETT
VEHCTHILE L-BERE T VICxT L, iz Lk
DBINEE L BT V) T D fine-tuning O, F 7213w
Thr—H%479.

Mz <, BAFro HEEHETRE & 2 D&MD & DR A
FLT74 Y POIAEZEETECNDPERET S, —
12, NMT €7V WIREE TH 255, 40 2°% <,
RANZT A Y "HPLETH L. HMAHEFHFORA b
TA Y EFIATE A4, NMT E7VIZELOHGEY Z
DEFHMNTLIEPHENS. ZOLH % NMT 7))V
DI ERZA M LT 4 v P OBETEHIT 5121, 1
RIEZTTRAELDEZERETRE»D L, 2054,
BEAEIR O 58 TR IH W ST 5 HENEHEEE T H
%, bilingual evaluation understudy (BLEU) [7] (&8,
ZHRO A EEET D720, FLSFET 51203, FIIC
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X USRI ZOEMS EORERA T 4 v FDa

AN ZEBTETCVLPaRET L2012, B AT A

OHEIIZHF LRA PTF 1 v bOBATATHFMZITV,

% B Bh AL TR AR 0 FFAfE & OAHEE % FR 7.

KEFFEIC BT A2 EENE, RO 2E5THAH.

(1) FEACSCRESCA B UL OEMEIR & A 7 12 HRiE
ETNVEHWT, B HUEIEVL I E255.
COWDIE, AFFHMICLY, KA MZT1 v O]
FTCHE LD S B EHE Sz,

(2) HEHEL HWSHEICILET 2 HEEEIL WS, ET 2
nDOKRELn 70T EAELZVEED, BA T
T4 v bOIAMEEETHHBFHITEEE LT, B
O HBFHGIRE & 7 DL EOREEER L T 5 2
AL 7.

2. BEME

EAR LY EFHOHAG 2 BUCGE SRR 2605825 < 2
»HbH. RS 18 1, H» L FToOELLE 203U
AR B 72 B B VEHRALO X T — /XA H 6 SCHAL DR ER
D= NA T 2 FEEREL, M L7 — 3
© H W CReETBIBEMUEIER 2 47 - 7. Takaku 5 [11] (3#taT
HIBAREIER DA 0 12, sdlkEIE L 72 SR 78 B A HEE
HFBLE T, #hiid ) NMT 217 - 72,

RATTIE, TASEECORIRRICE R 2 B Ti7Ed v <
OhHb. fiio 131, HOBHERLZT—5ky M &
ffio>T 320D NMT EFNDOFEZITV, BAAR 12—
FNVEy FT=7 BB —F %y T =7 [10]
& Transformer [12] £ V) b FFRMEREDT R W Z & 2 L 72,
I 5 [14] 1%, Transformer X— A DETIVAIXF L, TR
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Table 2 Number of all n-grams and ratio of overlapping n-grams in the training and

development data.

1774

277 A

3774 4774

=2 4T b=

A7 =2 47

b=y AT

[MO5 > D) O - % T —

ip'a 55,687 5,355 54,174 21,373 52,662 37,111 51,160 44,803
HGREN 60,925 4,803 59,412 20,589 57,899 37,991 56,397 48,191
&5 116,612 7,787 113,586 36,202 110,561 69,822 107,557 89,646
EHE 85.1%  30.4% 46.0%  15.9% 19.7% 7.6% 8.0% 3.7%
A =523] oI - T —

JE3C 5,522 1,202 5,278 3,202 5,034 4,139 4,794 4,409
HRER 8,250 1,283 8,026 3,875 7,803 5,790 7,583 6,687
G 13,772 2,146 13,304 6,745 12,837 9,812 12,377 11,056
R 62.2% 15.8% 15.1% 4.9% 3.7% 1.2% 0.9% 0.4%

D= NRABLOHEFFEI -2 2 HOTHAYE 217>
7212, ANFCTHAN LSRR Z I W odia — 32T
fine-tuning 47V, FHAFHOAHMEL KL, ThbH0
ez VTN #hd ) NMT 247> TWwab. KT,
SR BT A G URRT — 822 T, HEid D T
i B LT EOW S CERE ., KA LI o b
DD HEHEiZ 1T - 72,

3. ERIEX D 5B DHERENR

3.1 2XTVOHBE

FERGEEL R, 2 Ea—F ZHOWTAFEZAETICH
Efisy ﬁﬁami%gth£¢éﬁx7f%5.$&z
JOFEE LT, REFRLHNSHEEINLHAFETH Y,
FOEITBREWIZELZLDTHLZ EBHIToNE. £
D728, FEAFEELHEIEROSEEFRETH Y, FloH
L. L L, Hhia R BhEhE 2 EofRERRIT R E <
Bubizd, n 79 LDEHIIn WIREL R DITELHL
h.

3.2 F—&atvy bk
Ky A7 THHTLT—Fty MERD2OTH 5.
(1) mEasE o [FMoT > ] (1872-1876) & 2O
FEFUCL S L - B AL OXTER 3 — X A
(2) TE O [AM=FF] (1875) & ZOHUCFEF27 540
WL, LT eI DT 72mala— 3,
BAFER T — 8 212K L 6.1 i Fik CHESEE Lk
ED, SHENOHEN— 27 VB EHEY L THHAER 2

ogEE 2 GR) TBURGER Moo 2009 F, 5 F k.

*2 % - AEREHE - BEIEE GO [HEBUGEERtL 2 v a V]
2019 4F, BEEZIKEMIS.

*3 IR GEE & %)‘”7

4 i 1) GE kt%b’/)
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WZRY. HEESY A THIE, BREEOME OO LTH Y,
%Fﬁmﬂbiﬁ#@ﬁ@&ﬁtfwf%1@®ﬁﬁkﬁ

L FMoT s )] OYE, FXOHES A4 TDH b
Ms%iﬂﬁﬁﬁ~%&ﬂtfbb BGEROHEE Y 1
TDHH 49.4% DRSO BB L TwE. TAH =55
DG, HXOHEESY 4 T D9 5 28.2% FBULGERIZ L
HLThY, BUGEROHEEY 4 7D 9 5 26.4% HIFEILIT
LHIML T3

ZIZT, E1DO220HBLP4OHOBIDLHIZ, 20

D7T—=5+ty MIEINLIUGERPHMNTH A Z &
WCHEET A, IS 0BUGEERIE, ESGECAFRE DR

%-im%&gw%ﬁﬁA&éﬁ%L%Twiétﬁi%
BiARE, SHIMA SN TWA, ' 312, FICICHBET
LHFEDH B, BAGEREEHE T 5 HFEIZOWT, Wil

R LR Z RS, o3 9] & TAI=%
BB R L LT, BIFREARIEEREI R
% C OHFEPBOHGEICEEZHEZ 5N TWD 2 LA%n
L. Fi, TAE= zﬁjwﬁn,ﬂﬂt%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ

(M3~ o) | H:’\“OFT v, FITHBY S
DBGERTHB L 2 VEIFNZE [IR] 2 b ] e
HY, a2 <] f? FEI]%J mEWHL. Lrl,

2R E B S vwoTanid, g e 10 I28R
$5Z LT, FEXEBUGEEE L CUEMIZIE L W&
TAHZENHIREING.

T72, EEENECTY, WIed 5 EL L HICGER TR
CHEESLT b TV A LIRS v, BhEjEd £ ot
BB Ch s, ERGEED [EH5P5F] L) KK
BUIBUCEETIE, 72821 [FlZidvwsnzwv] RS
nas., Zoks, £GED 5] & [§] 32hTh,
(9] &[] ICHERE NG, FECEBYGRERIZIZE LS
b [ PFEEL TS, TSR L TR,
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Table 3 Details of words in the original texts that overlap with those in contemporary

Japanese.
o F=2 > y47 il
i)

% HE e HE AL 3 HEE
[#Ho5 > o] O - [T —
Bh 15,253/15,639  97.5% 35/62 56.5% @ (3,331) % (3,053) 1 (2,232)
e 11,310/15,045  75.2%  1,518/3,230  47.0% Z & (459) N (342) b D (342)
RS 4,914/6,913 71.1% 8/15 53.3% . (3,105) o (1,468) | (111)
Bl 4,752/7,215 65.9%  508/1,459  34.8% L (636) 35 (293) HH (225)
@i 3,755/4,919 76.3% 28/66 42.4% 3 (738) 12 (643) &5 (321)
Bk 880/1,307 67.3% 86,200 43.0% 7272 (116) V9 (63) beLh (57)
Frefoi il 421/439 95.9% 9/14 64.3% HHWVI (171)  F7z (151) ThbH (71)
TEIRE 253/419 60.4% 60/142 42.3%  B5 5 (30) X9 (24) HIH (23)
T4 190/789 24.1% 28/193 14.5% 7= < (69) %L (28) %< (10)
Z oA 2,425/3,002 80.8% 103/257 401% €D (661) Z(470) T (312)
Gt 45,734/55,687  82.1%  2,371/5,355  44.3%
[AIE=55) oI - g7 —
k| 1,551/1,597 97.1% 17/26 65.4% % (354) D (344) 2 (263)
e 783/1,598 49.0% 210/647 32.5% 117 (60) A (56) % (56)
Bl 345/871 39.6% 56/338 16.6% L (91) 55 (57) 1% (29)
iUk 255/255 100.0% 7/7 100.0% o (238) ((5) 1 (5
BRG] 229/427 53.6% 10/33 30.3% 5 (62) 12 (58) 3 (48)
TR 39/57 68.4% 5/19 26.3% HE (23) [— (12) A (2)
Bl 10/162 6.2% 2/52 3.8% &7 (7) T (3)
T 5/82 6.1% 3/35 8.6% (3) ZiF (1) < (1)
Hedsean) 0/74 0.0% 0/11 0.0%
Z DAl 84/399 21.1% 17/56 30.4%  AH (18) &2t (13)  E(9)
Gt 3,445/5,522 62.4% 339/1,202 28.2%
DTS, ffiRa— 2055 F Fa#HT 5. bN5. L5, FEXOHGEOBIEL, BEETORE

3.2.1 [ZRHOT s o]

Al - BA%E T —

212 [ 0$ > D] O 285 17 4

WD, BERAMOMR T —SZAH S, LT EIHnD

78R T — N2 2B $ 5 (1,513 %),
FH T — 212 [FROT 3] oz Hv5. 16 B
Eho e HEBERMN ORI — A TH Y, EACEELIT

75 X, TOHRMFERDI 121 LTH 5.
3.2.2 [AH==EH]

A - B% T —
Huwa (192 %).
Az (78 x).

FHE T — 4 12

2E TAHE=%E] 02875 4%
F TAH=55) oz

RSN EE e T X NS,

RTNENWDPRSTH 5.

LU, BMEIERO HERHlfERE & LTk
T, L& DD

Tw2% BLEU[7] T
CRFAC & T

74

WE MR EREO L S L

EVESd 5. BLEU (387,
%Wﬁ%%ﬁbfﬂﬁ?X?A@ﬁﬁ%@ﬁfé

2, Bhon s 7A75W>3"7(Lf)‘®§%5”n)3\
CEHREENZBIER 7T LEA
T@&ﬁ:ﬁ@& WA LSHRORESOLE D L1
15 brevity penalty & DIEDFHIETH V), ﬁfl‘ﬁ% W

WEEBWS AT ATHDL L 2ERT S,

Wﬁﬁ%EL

EEINnbsrx
@n?b‘li?‘%éli

BIEn 79 4
L) Tt

4. HEEIERO B EFHMEFE

—f£1Z, NMT E7VOIIICIE, SCE & MR HEEDS
HWhanahl, ZL 0B 2E&0GD, KA MLT 1Y
FSLETH L. B EFEORA P71 & 2FHT
ELWE, BXOHELLCEL L) %, HL L OFBIEE
NEWHIE, RAMZT 4 v bOITX MRS nEEZ
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HERIE, WHPBERI YL ZI(C
HafEorzo, MBI L CRHEMEAV NS {2 b L9
|2 brevity penalty Z#HF T3, 20X 912 BLEU 13%
MR E OEBN 2 —FTFATL T 2720, KIHHTDH
FEVEIERE L TR U THH-72E LTh, LI, BEYo
HiE L —HLTnThH, sHRICEER TR ITFIEZD
£ G HFETENHE SN TLE ) EWIOMESH S, £
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72, Ry A7 THERE L THW 2 BUGERIEHAN TH
L2, BIGREFBIC—HEE L2 LIIWEETH 5.
CO X MEITHT 5 BRIk e LT, FTIxs
% BLEU O E 2 51 5.

—F, BARNZF 4 v FOI A ML, BEIXRSHERICH
TOMEHBCRED LD EZONL, TR
TiE, BLEU B L UTREHRHES EOBRERA P71 v k
DIAANEEETETCVLONEHRAET L.

¥72, BLEU EfdElEEZ & B 5 b, SR T 21353
DELLD—HIT HRBN—FUI L VEHMEIT 5 2 &
G TH B, AIFZETIE, BIRREELOM ) % ZE
T ARHlfREE L LT, SaHliRE I LT o 4 fEH O T
Ll LA Ed b THET .
TIFYT7L >R (BLEU O#&) BLEU IZHEROSE

REEBTLIENTELO, B LERFITNZ
CEFHi$ 5.
BT I B Bl & SEEII T 2 EFHlifiE D

AT % EMlE E 5. a & b DINBEEM TR
NTRFED .

w X a+ (1 —w)xb.

AT JESCIHY 2 RFliE & SIERIZH S 2 FFiliiE O

AT % SHIE & 5. a & b DINELT T TR
W =

a® + b v,

RAFY SIS A EFAfE & ZHRERIC T % AHE O
A EZFHEE E 54, o & b OINEFRAE IR
ANTKRES !

1
w/a+ (1 —w)/b
7272, BEAwldFEKTHY, RET

5 EHFEZEEFI/IVEAVENMT

FERETVOFEIHMHTE 53l a — AR v —
AT@ B L) MBI 572012, HIFEETVE
Hwa, LaL, ERSGECTHFE S AHINT
WAERETVIIFIEL 2\, £2°C, £, foGE L
BRSO KR EFET - N A HWTERBEE TV 2 HHi7H
5. ZLTC, HRIFEHBEASHEET TN O L 72FIR
ETFIIIHT L, BINFE & fine-tuning DM, F 7213w
NWh—hz4ro. LEoFRomhiaR 1 (RT. £FiE
1%, Conneau and Lample [1] OFFRFHEICHE) . BINFHE
& fine-tuning T EH 5 S, H—DEFIVT, EGELD

idw=05¢&L7.

+[f] EBETE,
+ [1R] bR

- - e

BREF I OISR

zh. & AE. O EE -
A

+[3]

TR AN HH3

SIEYT +[i] +[]

+[R] +[H]

AAX HAX

TULT + [
+[3f]

Language
BEERFT—YERAWVS,
i B - 7% (E— AKX mE (RETY bOP—R%) o X
xEX +lﬂ1 OHE XEX e
+[3) 1R
ARE hE RIER
+[H] RIS R )
+[H]

A —»@«—;«nx
% —»@q—?d:x

+ [

1. BRETILERIFET 3.

. BRPREBRHEBETINONGA—FERBWT,
BERETIONG A—5 & HHLT 3.

. BIEREFILICH L, BINZFEEF & fine-tuning @
A, FreRwinbh—Hm%EiT3.

FHEDOFN

X1 ##HoD

Gxiifg

Fig. 1 Overview of training process.
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SIS~ DOFIR L, R 5 SGE ORI O
AT 720, FEXOHFELX L CMNT5Z EHIFETE 5.
%B, KR THET 2HRET IV, ﬁtﬂ%‘{?@%T
VTHhAH. JFIEREFVIE, FoibasEoamnrs
b, bR, AN LFOKHEL X7 M VERBIC ?@
L, TNH2d LI 52 ERT 5. B, 5L
DARE L 725 % T & £EK T 5. Conneau and
Lample OFIRFEOY &, SEOMMEF oL L 65
WIZFENEFNANT A2 ETHERO Bz HES 5.

5.1 BREFTILOEMFEE
FEiE L HSEI BT 25N L W0, Siit
WhHEEEETLVAHAVL I LT, BUWEHFRMEESHE TR
5. Z2T, BETNVIZR SN2 SHET VO 1
DTHH XLM[1] &5, SERSGEEL L B KT
B SARFVT, MLM 12 & ) 5580 S35 7L % 15
WY %, ZLT, FHFBHEASHEETVORT A5 %
JAWT, FIERETFVLD/NT5 X =5 O L x 47 .

5.2 BIREFIOEBMEE

AT, FERET VIS LSRRI — /S A2 T
flize LRECTHEET LI L %, iR — 32 % v 2 Hhi
HYFHFRICELH SO EXG L TEMSE LA, iz L
FH:E, Lample 5OF 6] LAKTH LS. T§4bb,
KESFED— /82 % T, denoising & WHEIFRIC L V)
Helr).

5.3 FMEREFILD fine-tuning

BEid D FEI L 0 FIERE TV O fine-tuning 479 .
¥l d Y FH:1d, Ramachandran & [8] D Fik % £ 55k
NMT [4] IZHR L= FETH D), diRla — 2% v TR
FIZEHL D HE BB HE VW E 2479 .

6. EE&

6.1 =&ty b

2ODMRT—F Ly MIMR T, BEETIVOHFF
BICLERBSHET— vy FEHELL. WRTF—%
v MIFERE TV D fine-tuning IZO A 5755, HEFE
F—=¥ Yy MIFEETVOFE LFRETFVOBEINFE
DM JFIZ 72,

MeCab [5] & i CTIERERIEMT 247 - 72, TEREFEfENT O
B I, RS SCIERSCEE UniDic [17]76, BULTE
BIE & 5% UniDic [15] T & H\ 7z, $ 72, FEMEANEGE

¥OXLM Oy 7Ty T T =TT Th <, XLM &fx it
FHRNRLD.
https://ccd.ninjal.ac.jp/unidic/download_-all#unidic_kindai
(UniDic-kindai_1603)
https://ccd.ninjal.ac.jp/unidic/download
(unidic-cwj-2.3.0)

*6

*7
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TTREEAOYEE, FEROND Y ICHERFZ L.
%X, byte pair encoding (BPE) [9] 12X )77 —
I25E L7z, BPE O~ — Vi, BlkoRSET—

¥ty PR L E B @i LcT— 5 hoFH

L, ~v—Yh%iZ 60,000 [AIIZ7EE L 72,

6.1.1 MER7—%tv b
321 HOFIEE - BT —5 Db, 9EHEIHT— %

(1,362 %), 1#E%ZFET—% (51 xf) L LML

([FZEDT > o] JHERTF—2t v b).

322 HOIKE - BT -5 DI b, 9EHEIHT— 5
(173 %F), 1EEZFET—% (19xF) L LTHEHALE TA
H==5] WRF—2€v ).

6.1.2 HEREF—%tv b
7 — 5 1R SGEL L B KM EREa — S %

a7z, EfCCEESCIE 226,793 SCCTHEIE L, BACoO

PRELT—5 vy ba 3OHELL EGELEF L

B, 2 fEDH, 5 REOEL. AT — 2 IR L 7zaEAt

VREX LB LOKESHEI -SRI ToOLEBYTH .

WMAMEXOBEEI—/SZ [HAREEDLI—/52] [16]

GRS N TV B IGELF &, EREERE O SGER T
T Wz,
RAXOEEZFEI— /XX [BRBEAREEESEYE -
INZJED [ - E4E %)ﬂw’:.

HEET—4 1y ORI JIdEERmE O [0
i LB ] (1875) t%@fﬂtm}i‘*%%?ﬂam L, XZ&i
IOV 2 FR =82 2 EH L7z (3,306 3F).

6.2 BEIRFE
FEEHIZ1E Conneau and Lample [1] OFE210ZFIH L, 8
DOTETEERE T VOFE 2T 7. FIZE DB WIR
D, NAINRX=F X —F IPEEEZ L 7.
6.2.1 BIERETFIVOZERIFE
U ﬁi?@%ﬁui‘é’m&%é FIERE STV
V., FO7, MEOSE BT HLLEND B .
DTFo2o50kkET, SikE FE LERET VAR
eL 7.
ERMEMI AL HEHET -y PO 2 ODHEE
=A% WTEE L7z XLM C, FRRETVOLF
FAbgr L E SR N AT 5 (XLM).
EREERTA T & WAERME S fCGESC E B K S RE
I—= XA AW TEAGEL BRSO SREE TV
BERT [2]*12% ZhZNFEEH L, HRET VO

I_H

UHU HH

https://ccd.ninjal.ac.jp/beewj/

0 g 2 R [BURERR SOV 2] 2013 42, 5 < S0,

*10 https://github.com/facebookresearch/XLM

L I EALER O M % key & value & L T3 JELA multi-head at-
tention sub-layer % F < .

12 SEEX X L7 v XLM (4, next sentence prediction ¥ A 7 %

7%\ BERT L RaE5.
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#r 2 EASCEED BERT T, 554 & BIfUFE® BERT
THHLT 5 (BERT).
6.2.2 BIRREFILOEMNFEE
SRR e AL R AT o 22 BIERE TOVICH L, KSR
Tty FEHWT, BNFEEITo7 (FiE3). F
72, HEFEOT—% 1y OB LoORZHERL LIZEEZD
HREZ AR D 720, BALOLEDOAE 215, 5FICL7
=Yty bERWT, BNEBEEfTo2 (FET, FE
). EHIT, SREMEI 2 FHAFE I L DR ETRD
O, BRI TRV 2T o ZEERE T VIS LT
bERRIC, BINEE 7o 72 (FiE6).
6.2.3 BIERETF /LD fine-tuning
SR 2 AL R AT o S EERE TV iC L, [5R
DY > o] Fd TAH=%FH] OdiRT—s 1y P2 H
WCHER D ) T2 L fine-tuning #1772 (Fi& 1, F
& 2). F72, FE3ICE D EMFERFEAROFRRE T IV
L, [IEEIZ fine-tuning 247> 72 (Fi&k 4, Fi&E5).

(*4 \{‘

6.3 BEFHMM

FERFEOMEIN 2D 72012, KD 4 DOFHIFEIE
W2 :()EigﬁTéBUHWﬂ@{EEUL(mﬁ
W20 A BLEU (r-BLEU), (3) K302 3 A fh4EEE
BE (s-#REEEERE), (4) ZERFUIKT 2 e (-fRERE
). BLEU &, 5K EWIT LM EmL Y, Al
X1 THhA., WEHREE, HINSWIEZEHELL TS
L ERIRT.

KT — 7 2 LT EICETFIVICATIL, BHERAS 215
72k, FNSEEE LT — X AR TG ZAT) .

6.4 AFEH
FEMEIRR O G % AT & B SWE OB CITBIET
LS, FIHILT AES & WO, Fh b FRREBIES
LEEZL, FIT, iHMEOBSIILTO 328 L7,
I 3C-8i-M -Gk EOkA R BALT, FCEFIRY A
7 LD & OMIEE TR DIEH - AFTA b,
T SO L NG OBMFSZ LI, T4 Th
BIBET B - AFI A b,
I TE I EHEELE, ARTEAMEOHMRITBIET
B7-DORER - AFE T A b
FRHMEIX, 1205 10 OBEEMET, H3L x5 & L7z, &F
EAFRE - AFIATDOREESTH A0, fEIV/NE W
FERWY AT L EHBITE S,
AKIFFETHW-SHRITHBPN TS 5720, LKL
Bl IOIA MR, HANZFIER TR —EIC
RFELEEMOLVADBE T OIA NN &, &
FERTH > TO AT CTIRETL WARENED H 5.
[FHo$ > o] & TAE=ZFEH] OFEi7T— % 1220w
T, SOOFRFHEOR AL, FHXB L SR M
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BB, BEF 10O Y 27 4 L L CEHi S 1IT3R R
T4, FHtizEo&EHEEZEL, [FHOT > o] 3EESIC
BATZ 2B (JHXL 2,613 58, ZHI3, 1515, Y AT LA
WO 2,747 78), [AH=FH] SEIEAIERA 2
e FOREMEED T (1,505 7, SN 2,014 7F,
AT L IO 1,658 55) OAEIRIRT S,

4 NOFIiE (A, B, C, D) ICL5 Y AT LHADA
FaHli 247 5 72, KO X ENLEFENFERT O [ a — XA
DORESEE HAGELWIZEOHER] 702 = 7 b OIEE Ebf
LR TH L. FHliE T & O KBl DML % A1 12
N

T OEEEEZHRDL 72012, F v F—Lo—
BEEEIE L. [FRO$ > D] o84, #lr1id0.83,
B I 091, BAIIIX0.88 THotz, [AM=FH]
DA, B I1130.81, BN IIE0.83, BRI IL0.83 T
Holz.

FYZE5 &ThHIIRLD, 4 ADH B 2 AOFEHL
FIIE L OFHIEL 5 UNDHIZT AT e sdh o7, Zh
i, 10D AT LOFIFELAETN TS EIRLZ
Mol ENEREEZLNS.

6.5 FEERIER

HE) A B & A T340 12 & 5 & BIER T o STl %
R 4IRT. AFFMTRVWHEITH S L s TV
5 DIE, SEEMEITIY 2L A L7ztk, BINSE 2470,
fine-tuning & L 2 WFiE 3, Fk7, FESTHALH. T,
SREMITE TR WL E § 2 Tk 6 12N, SREREY
&M%W%Téiﬁswﬁﬁkiﬁﬁwﬁ%#ﬁw Zh

,ﬁﬁﬁmm&m%m IDHFFEOMELE N DT

. —7%, fine-tuning % ¥ 2 FEIL, BINFE OFEIC
;%fk?%ﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁw

BMFE 2T, fine-tuning 32 F9E 1 L Fik 213,
s-BLEU & r-BLEU O W bk, HEET—% £ v b
THEMFE Z 35 F53, Fik6, Fih7, Fiksld, sBLEU
AEve. BINEE (F£3) & L7212 fine-tuning 2§ 5%
$E4&$&5i,MﬂEUﬁKﬁ%ﬁw*ﬁf,ﬁ%?~
Z L L R A A 2T fine-tuning % L7z & 12, r-BLEU %%
WKbhE{hoTWnh,

s-TREHEE O/ S 81, s-BLEU Ok & & & BBE
7 ERLTCBY, BINFEEOREIT) FHIIFELED
HME BN ED0 5. 72, r-HEREEE, BNy
Hae Lew, s LA, TAZEEH] 37—ty b T
fine-tuning & L72& ZITKE{hoTn 5,

NFFHE, BB OREZIT) FHETHE L, fine-tuning
%35 FETR o 7205, RO 2R LT 5 5ElTE
11 s-BLEU & s-#ifEfiBECH D 2 L0 orz. TET
&, R GO HMERIED 2 & FH i 247 . 72720, A
&SIV A N FRHIEE S T OFHlifEZ v 5. 2
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x4 FWRFEOHBTFAMDS X AT X 2 5FME. 1 IEPIREWIZER G, | 13EA
INEVIFZERBWVEEIHRIECH B 2 L 2 LT, [ A [ES5E] k2heh [5R
DF o] WHRF—=s vy b, [AEZFEH] SRF—5 vy b, BEHET—-% 1y M %
¥
Table 4 Evaluation scores of each system by each automatic metric and human evalu-
ation. The T indicates that the higher the better, and the | indicates that the
lower the better.
JraiE B fine-tuning BLEU Ak B e NTF5H CF)
Fik =% T =% sT r1 s | r| I] I m |
FHIE T — 7 [0 > 9]
JESC 100.00  15.03 0 2,509 3.25 575  5.25
ZHEER 15.29  100.00 2,509 0 2.75 1.50 2.00
1 XLM — ol 6.98  15.97 2,644 3,068 9.00 10.00  9.50
2 XLM — NS 2.69 893 2,824 3212 10.00 10.00 10.00
3 XLM HEEE — 57.77  20.65 1,040 2,692 250 4.25  4.00
4 XLM HSE 2R 21.20 24.42 2224 2789 7.00 850 825
5 XLM BEEE INiiA 299  11.63 2,978 3258  9.25 10.00 9.75
6 BERT HEE — 56.68 19.70 945 2,647 450  6.75 6.75
7 XLM HFFE 2x — 61.17  20.20 877 2,561 1.75 4.25 3.75
8 XLM HEEE 5% — 59.37  20.26 863 2538 1.75 3.50 3.25
ST — % [TA=5251
JESC 100.00 3.63 0 2,776 4.00 625  6.25
ZHEER 3.82 100.00 2,776 0 325 275 275
1 XLM — il 0.00  13.01 2,748 2,898 9.75 10.00  9.75
2 XLM — At 0.00 15.99 3,536 3,425 9.75  9.75  9.75
3 XLM HEEE — 34.79 9.70 1,296 2,878 475  7.25  6.75
4 XLM HSEE il 4.02 15.01 2464 2816 850  9.00  9.50
5 XLM BEEE At 1.01  17.25 3468 3,349 875 950  9.25
6 BERT HMERE — 26.34 10.47 1,535 2,889 6.50  8.25 7.75
7 XLM HSEE 2% — 3779 1005 1,188 2,841 225 550 5.50
8 XLM HEEE 5x — 31.92 11.07 1,334 2,828 425 575  6.00

i, BIE T LS, BXOBSE T EBE I O,
HNOE TV v OFBRMEREOFEE L ELEN, [
Fiod o] 092 & 098, TAH=5%3] T0.84 £ 0.97

LEWCDTH B,

6.6 A7
BERFETHEB LV AT LOM MBI R 5 IR,
L 2oHOBZ [#Bod > o] ol Tthl), £ AT
LM% KB L TWwWb, s-BLEU Ok WTiE 1, T2,
FHES T, BLE T BEEROLEH LT
%. s-BLEU 3 K12&\ 2%, r-BLEU 28 b s\ k4 T
&, BXOHFEZZ L TwE 00, FI L HEREGR
HHEEL B LTWwA. sBLEU OEWwWTi: 3, k6, T
BT, FE8 T, BHXOHFEDIZILALEZOT T
L, BEeiiHiEROS  #HCOHEICHRL WD
2 OHOHL, 3 FFRT—% 1 v M & V72 fine-tuning %

TAHLZETHEOLNABREZRLTWES, 4O [JFE]
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ZELEFLETRZC, [RF] ELZTHL TS, 2

i, dl7—%t v % /2 fine-tuning 75:1T7 ek
T, BEEEZT T ARELHRTE L) 1leb 2 L
RL T3

3OHOBNE [AIEZFEFH] oM OB TH L. HFiET—
¥ty bRHVIENYEE LT3, Fikd, Fiks,
FHET7, T8I, XRKOKBZIELCHRTE TS
¥72, s-BLEU & r-BLEU ¢ b IZEWTETH 5 T 8
D&, [7256] % [THLH] LFRLTNS

6.7 DM IHESEI-—/NNIDOENHRE
PIF, BEET— %ty MIOECCEE T & BUC T o0
H3226,793 XD b DR FEHEL 5
671.$=m —IXZDE
SRET Sy b LTCTORXHERET L7120,
BT OREEZTCHRETVOEE T\, £AH)
SRR CREM L 72, BIFRE T V038 1L, T3 L EM
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x5 BMRTETEE LY AT LOMAH. THIE, FHET— 2 ORL KX A 2T fine-
tuning %179 Fikx£T
Table 5 Examples of the translation output. The underlined numbers correspond to
methods that perform fine-tuning on the same domain of the evaluation data.
WRFE )
FHi T — % L[ o > )
JE L Bz EhH TR ENIEZO R 55 b F-ELE ITES T,
ZHEER EHLAL HEH SN aho 72 %2:% Teb DS, FB/PI o T 28 b REGE T Ay
1 ZD 5D LR BHRBRLTC.ENE RO IO L TIE ., ®HE 2 N2 B HAD H & BT w v,
2 REDEROEHR L) THROF 2 2T PWEHF, &) L THKRTE L RENTEE 59 b,
3 B2 T TR ZE»PS 20 & & b /- I%Lﬁ RS B
4 HZ WV FTHPEMEs TV I Hizo T, 20 B &b - @BA LM TIE W v,
5 FHRotZzxzrzRFIZL., 2O 52(/\%375’%%“(14\( IZTD LI Lo TZED ANDEA % B S &
5 IENTELHEICE. F9 LT Lw,
6 HZ oM o THRZH2PS 20 B &b L ELEGICEDS v,
7 B W TH T, 20 B &b FL-ELO I EDS v,
BZ BV THREZEDS 20 B S b F2ELE ICES v,
JF3C FH 2 TH5 ISR e mE 28 FERY .
ZHER FH 2 T2 103 2T RE L EME ZE DB RETHD,
1 TR 2 T 021 /\Fﬂ@%%hnuﬁ* VIO X)) M E T ANTHD
2 fi & i, -~%0)ahi WHMHHE L 72 X9 10 S N2 w2 H2 0 T 8] & w) FiZo50T—2
U)FDWE_J% I CTE L T ALY,
3 F o2 T5 IS OW 2 Mms 28 HFE T,
4 %%%?%oui\ﬁm%%M>:aﬁ7@r6%éo
5 e NDEE Lo 2L IZ2o0 TEITICHLE DT, I BRI ER Zw,
6 15 i D S = G - | P S/ | 0 Gl
7 FME T30z M e B FETHL,
8 FR A TH I AR E ML 8 D HETHL,
C P R PN =t 1]
JE3C e N FE N o REE ) 725 7 B BRI T,
ZHR o X9 AN EEL AN AEEDS IR T O RY O PR A % @75\%115 LD TE v,
1 ZONGZ . WFEO LIIT AL L 20 NB O EEh 72 HRER O S/
2 FHl 20 L ETHELAMFRBRL TAHA T, Z0 95 0 3L H, B&e E%‘@f:b@%@ffc‘:%iéﬁ%’)
» o
3 O N A NAE O BT 725 & HB 2L 1L TE B
4 AH o Bk % & 2 TWE ANICHEHS 28 2 M5 2813 TE v,
5 Peid o —AEE 2 REL THRL BORALZER 2 MMA 1230525 2L & w) 2L 1d TS v ds, o5k
RSN ERFREMAD D ITAEE TWwd & F28) .
6 O N A D NE OB 725 2 A 2L TE v,
7 O N A N O PR EEAY) 72Bh 2 HB 2L L TE B,
8 DN D HE NE O P B T HD ML L ETE v,
WL TiTo 72, AR Lize XIS EORE LT 2 005 7

HEET -5ty bOFE Ty 0% 1%, 5%, 25%,
100%IEH L7z & 20 & HEREHIEEOFHMEZ R 6 12
IRT. 25%D L ETYH, HREIZEAEEDLLWZ &8
GIrh. SHIZFEET- S OBEHS T L, HREDANIC
BETFLTWwWA
6.7.2 émm —INZOBRXDE

ERIGEL O AT Z L IchkN, B ToxTlH %
W 2 LRI ES TH L. 22T, oo
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2, T3, FET, PESEFIERT 5.
FFHEIIOWT, 3HDOEREIT o7z L & D% HEYFEA
RO FMEO 2 R 7 1R, B E 5 R
W L2720 T, MRRIRIEEAEEDDL W &5 h
B, K6 D25%E 100%DEADER 0 LD EDLED
&, INSHOERIE, BEEI - N AOUEERILITEZ

b, MREEOE LA LIZRAD LW EE2REZLTW5
F7o, ABFZECHA L&D b DL VB TE VT

277



BEAIEF =R EE Vol.63 No.2 269-282 (Feb. 2022)

K6 HSHET— Yy NOEEH T OUHELEZ 2L TR,
ERHIEIL 1 I OFEHEEIT- 728 Dl
Table 6 Results for different numbers of sentences in the train-
ing data of the monolingual dataset. Each evaluation

score is for single run.

1% 5% 25% 100%
WASCRE 2,267 11,339 56,698 226,793
WL 2,267 11,339 56,698 226,793

R — 5 TEMOT > »)

sBLEU | 155 2322  56.94 57.77
r-BLEU 1  6.61 11.63  18.97 20.65
s-imeEAEE | 2,740 1,995 1,041 1,040
-ARAEREEE | 3,194 2884 2,650 2,692

P RN N =t

ssBLEU 1  0.00 17.11  27.75 34.79
r-BLEU 1  5.78 8.46 11.16 9.70
s-iRAETERE | 2,362 1,832 1,583 1,296
r-ARAETEEE | 2,851 2,796 2,942 2,878

FEINT, RSN T LI TV DI e

L7720y,
7. X ZEHMM

BLEU B & UfRENBE L ZOEENRNEORERA b
T4y PDIA P EHZETETCVLENPHRARL, 22T, Bl
HIM 2OV, & HBEHTREE O (5L & S
ROFHIMEZ &) & AFEHMi 0390 & OFHBERE % &
B, &ABEHHTEEZ 53 2. MR E I
7V OFBRMBRRSB L A ¥ T <~ OIEM AR
THWA. €TV v OREMBERIT 2 25K M OBIZER
%, AET < ONEMAHBERET 2 28 O HRR % 5
g 5.

HEEEIEIEIE, 6 ETHW- 42717 T <, 4 B2
RL7z, R ESHROM 2 EET 5 4 MEOT L%
BLEU & fR4Efticzn @M L7, 511z~ 5
(VW F )77 LY ADOFEITIBLEU OATH L LI
FE).

7.1 FHERER

B 2 12X ¥ 5l OFE R 2R T. Bl I o ANF5Hl o
¥E & DX, BLEU O#4 u%ﬁ$ﬁ i 4 BHLE D 3y
HIIEM R 5% b & EIIC S

7.2 &

IR A FHIifEIE, BLEU dfmdEdEED, FHx (=
fy) OFMEME* E—27 &AM >Twah, 2k
BWREZTET IRV, BuiffEs T

FEEWH ISR I ERLTWAD
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RT7T HSHET—5 by POBLOFBR Ty OXHEERR L
S OFER. KR IE 3 MOFEERZIT - 72 L E OFHfl
Table 7 Results for different numbers of contemporary
Japanese sentences in the monolingual dataset. Each

evaluation score is the average for three runs.

1x 2% 5%
WA SCRE 226,793 226,793 226,793
WL 226,793 453,586 1,133,965
FHi T — 4 L [ OF > 9]
s-BLEU 71 60.70 62.83 60.42
r-BLEU 7| 19.59 19.57 19.73
s-im A HEAE | 907.00 804.67 890.67
r-ARAEREEE | 2,604.00 2,527.00  2,571.33
ST — 2 TAME=553]
s-BLEU 1 34.86 36.91 31.57
r-BLEU 1 9.57 9.48 10.51
s-fmAElERE | 1,268.00 1,206.00 1,311.33
r-AmAENEEE | 2,843.33  2,837.00 2,823.33

B ﬁ#é%ﬁﬁi BLEU biidEifgtd, SR
) D

(g RO TBY, B () LT AT LM
() I ZFEEEOFMEIC R > TWA I D0 5b. Th

X, Ry A7 THH L-SHRPSHHNTH L Z L kL
TW5,

FEXxesBRE~LF1) 77 LA LTHWS BLEU
&, R (Zf) ESHER (M) OIS L <, &
KMEE %505, ZHEAFFHHEOMRIIKT 5. —HT,
FEXESRBREE T, VAT AT & ATHMEio %
B OBIBICEL, €7V Y ORMERTE, [FRo$
)] T0.96, TAM=%3] T0.99 THo7-.

BLEU O&AFYy, 7, SRR, AFFFHEo
MREBVES (=) L) ASIER () OFrR\WE
WO BRERL L5, Hitﬁﬁﬁmﬁmmwmﬁ%%
BT A &L ) HEEINEDOWT WA Z L2905
%K%W$ﬁi,ZETV/@mum%%&#r%mw
Mg, BLEU HEMMEIE n 7T LA EAROFBTEYTH
D, 2 DORMAFEORMTIENL, SAEROEATE L %5
ZEns, FXLEET 57200 BLEU O BRGIIE L w
5.

MO 3 EHO P DG, L (ZA) L SHGER
(MUfg) OFFHHEIX, ~)VF 1) 7 7L ¥ ABLEU & [FffIC
LD, 2D H, AET <Y ONEMAHBEREA R D
EVOIL, BT TH L. T, WEREEE B,
l,m@tw530®&W®@ﬁ®ﬂf%5:&%xii

, BUGFHOE) JTOLHIZER S,
it,ﬁ%# WEHIRIECTH - TH, ATEHECTILE
LEYENIZH DS TERVEHEL 52 5 2, SR
DL EVEHIifEZE 52 TW5B I ED50 5. FHICHZEOY
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Wi s B
0.58/0.66 0.58/0.73 0.89/0.89 0.89/0.92 0.91/0.92 0.86/0.81
K Iy ] Iy Iy [ ] Ty ] ° ®e
. e a ]
a . Peo ® oo L4 L ° *
@ .
8 .
Py 2l . " P ® e, we & & ‘. '.
Jg 0.59/0.64 0.71/0.89 0.91/0.87 0.83/0.87 0.86/0.87
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2
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<l s [® e epe -~ [ *
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Lo L] @ o eise L4 ¢
g0 (1] ® e® e®
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AFRH
2 ATl FHME (B8 ) &% HERHMIEREOIEOMR. fEix, L2 5IHICET
VY OFEFMARE L AT~ ORI TH 5. i, L, =, UAE

Fig. 2

nen, A7, B, ZRFRISHIELTWw5

Scatter plots of the mean values of human evaluation (viewpoint II) and the

evaluation scores of each automatic evaluation metric. The values are Pearson

product-moment correlation coefficient and Spearman’s rank correlation coeffi-

cient, from left to right. Circles, triangles, and squares correspond to the system

output, source text, and reference translation, respectively.

&, ZOL) REHIREEZ MW TE TV ZERT 5 &, i
AZHATYEE LT 5 ) & 8 /NaHI 2 TTREED S % .

Ky AL, ANLEMNLDEBERENPRKRENVWT A7 &
—fILTEL., FOLI BRI AZICIE, TXAMNAY AN
TR T ¥ A NG B, S58IE, Tk REES

8. BbHUIC . '

J 27 OERTF TGS 5 3 2 7 T O BI5 & st |
AFRTIE, 2 SHMICEET AHERS VY, ET  TwEfun

B DA fn 7S ML AT b A o SR B EARRO R ARE T Y s |

A S BUCIAD = 2 — 7 L BB S 7 5 72.

[GHF T — /S ADOREE L HA

AESEETEDRERT ] B L U

o, MEMo3 > o] & TAE=%E] OfFICETE Y EEERBE OB 2T 725 0 TT.
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R A1 FHERTEO ATRHG O &

Table A-1 Details of human judgment of each translation method.

B3 iR Tl T2 T3 T4 TS e FEET TS
i — 5 L [ OT > 0]
A 5 6 7 10 4 7 7 6 1 1
B 1 2 10 10 1 7 10 3 2 2
i 1 C 2 2 10 10 3 7 10 2 2 3
D 5 1 9 10 2 7 10 7 2 1
¥¥ 325 275 9.00 10.00 2.50 7.00 9.25 4.50 1.75 1.75
A 5 2 10 10 7 9 10 7 3 2
B 5 1 10 10 2 9 10 8 6 4
i I C 8 2 10 10 6 8 10 4 6 6
D 5 1 10 10 2 8 10 8 2 2
¥ 575 1.50 10.00  10.00 4.25 8.50 10.00 6.75 4.25 3.50
A 5 4 8 10 6 8 9 7 2 1
B 4 1 10 10 2 9 10 8 6 4
i T C 7 2 10 10 6 8 10 4 5 6
D 5 1 10 10 2 8 10 8 2 2
¥ 525 2.00 9.50 10.00 4.00 8.25 9.75 6.75 3.75 3.25
ST — & TA =55
A 5 1 9 10 8 10 7 7 1 6
B 1 2 10 10 1 9 10 8 2 1
i 1 C 5 6 10 10 5 10 5 2 5
D 5 4 10 9 5 8 6 4 5
¥ 4.00  3.25 9.75 9.75 4.75 8.50 8.75 6.50 2.25 4.25
1 10 10 7 10 9 8 4 4
B 1 10 10 7 10 9 6 5
i C 10 6 10 10 9 10 9 8 8
D 5 3 10 9 6 9 7 4 6
¥ 625 2.75 10.00 9.75 7.25 9.00 9.50 8.25 5.50 5.75
A 1 9 10 8 10 8 7 3 5
B 1 10 10 5 10 10 8 7 5
i I C 10 6 10 10 8 10 9 8 8
D 5 3 10 9 6 9 7 4 6
¥ 6.25 2.75 9.75 9.75 6.75 9.50 9.25 7.75 5.50 6.00
R A2 FHRFEOILFY 771 v A BLEU IC & 2 3Flifii
Table A-2 Evaluation scores of each system by multi-reference BLEU.
SR T — & JE L ZIIR FE1 FE2 FE3 T4 FEs 0 FEe FET O TS
[ > 0] 100.00 100.00 21.51 11.58 62.63 38.05 13.54 5840 68.88  67.22
(PN = 100.00 100.00 13.32  16.42 36.94 19.37 17.69 30.97 4577  40.85
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