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Powerful deep learning approach frees us from feature engineering in many artificial intelligence tasks. The approach is able to
extract efficient representations from the input data, if the data are large enough. Unfortunately, it is not always possible to collect
large and quality data. For tasks in low-resource contexts, such as the Russian — Vietnamese machine translation, insights into
the data can compensate for their humble size. In this study of modelling Russian — Vietnamese translation, we leverage the
input Russian words by decomposing them into not only features but also subfeatures. First, we break down a Russian word into a
set of linguistic features: part-of-speech, morphology, dependency labels, and lemma. Second, the lemma feature is further divided
into subfeatures labelled with tags corresponding to their positions in the lemma. Being consistent with the source side,
Vietnamese target sentences are represented as sequences of subtokens. Sublemma-based neural machine translation proves itself
in our experiments on Russian-Vietnamese bilingual data collected from TED talks. Experiment results reveal that the proposed
model outperforms the best available Russian — Vietnamese model by 0.97 BLEU. In addition, automatic machine judgment
on the experiment results is verified by human judgment. The proposed sublemma-based model provides an alternative to existing
models when we build translation systems from an inflectionally rich language, such as Russian, Czech, or Bulgarian, in low-

resource contexts.

1. Introduction

Many neural models have been introduced for machine
translation [1-5]. Although they have different architectures,
they all follow the sequence-to-sequence pattern. Source
sentences are represented as sequences of source units. The
source sequences are processed by the neural models; then
the models generate corresponding sequences of target units.
The target sequences are then concatenated to form target
sentences. The most intuitive representation of source/target
units is words. If the bilingual datasets used to train neural
machine translation (NMT) models are large enough, the
models will be able to learn reliable statistics of source/target
words. Unfortunately, in practice, there are many cases of
scarce data, such as Russian — Vietnamese translation
tasks. The language pair is of low resource. Moreover,
Russian is a highly inflectional language. A word can have
different forms according to its grammatical role in

sentences. The property leads to a high chance that we will
meet word forms which do not occur frequently enough in
humble-size training datasets.

The first attempt to solve the scarce data problem for
Russian — Vietnamese translation tasks can be found in
the work of Nguyen et al. [6]. The authors use a mixed-level
representation system, where Russian source units are
subwords, and Vietnamese target units are words. Due to the
division of Russian words, rare words are replaced by more
common subwords; therefore, the severity of the rare-word
problem is reduced. Another solution to the scarce data
problem for Russian — Vietnamese translation tasks is
proposed by Nguyen et al. [7]. They decompose a Russian
source word into a set of linguistic features: part-of-speech,
morphology, dependency label, and lemma.

We have assessed the available approaches of unit
representation on a Russian-Vietnamese bilingual data
collected from TED talks [8]. Experiment results show that
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the decomposition approach significantly outperforms
mixed-level representation. Nevertheless, we still believe in
the effectiveness of subword representation, which has be-
come a default part of many NMT models [9-13]. Therefore,
we experiment combining source-word decomposition and
subword representation. Specifically, we perform a two-step
procedure. First, we decompose a Russian source word into a
set of features as in source-word decomposition approach.
After that, we continue to divide lemmas into sublemmas
using BPE algorithm [14]. Since many Russian lemmas are
derived from the same root with different prefixes or suffixes,
it makes sense to divide them into smaller parts. For ex-
ample, the verbs “Upuuoguts” (to arrive), “BuoguTh” (to
enter), “Llpoyoputs” (to go by), “Llogyonuts” (to ap-
proach), “BeraopuTs” (to leave), “mouonuts” (to reach), and
“yuopuTh” (to leave) have the same root part “gogutp” (to
go), with a prefix added to modify their meaning. Some-
times, both prefixes and suffixes modify the same root to
create different lemmas; for example, the verbs “aBnsaTp”
(show), “HosiBnsiTh” (appear), “saBiusiThes” (to be shown),
and “LosBnarscs” (to be appeared) have the same root
“ABIATH.”

In total, we propose a sublemma-based NMT model for
Russian — Vietnamese translation. On the Russian
source side, we represent a translation unit as a combination
of part-of-speech tag, morphology, dependency labels, and a
list of sublemmas with their corresponding tags informing
that a sublemma is the beginning, middle, or final part of a
lemma. On the Vietnamese target side, we tokenize sen-
tences into sequences of subtokens with BPE algorithm. A
token is a sequence of characters delimited by space. In
Russian, a token is a word. In Vietnamese, there are few cases
when a token is a word. Usually, a Vietnamese token is a
syllable. In this work, we use the term “subtoken” to indicate
a part of a token regardless of whether it is a word or syllable.

This work is composed of six sections. This first section
introduces our study. The second section reviews related
works. The third section describes our proposed sublemma-
based NMT model revised from the state-of-the-art Trans-
former NMT model. The fourth section describes materials
and methods. The fifth section presents the experiment
results and analysis. Conclusions from this work are given in
the final section.

2. Related Works

In this section, we briefly describe the approaches of
translation unit representation in NMT models which in-
fluence our study.

While the use of linguistic features as part of a translation
unit is widespread in traditional factored statistical models
[15-18], it is only recently that Sennrich and Haddow [19]
has applied it in a modern deep model. The authors com-
plement a source word with its features. As a result, they
represent a source unit as a combination of a source word
and its linguistic input features. Their approach performs
well for English & German and English — Romanian
translation tasks. For their Russian — Vietnamese
translation system, Nguyen et al. [7] made a step further by
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removing source words in the list of features. They repre-
sented a source translation unit as a combination of lin-
guistic  features:  part-of-speech, morphology tag,
dependency label, and lemma. On the target Vietnamese
side, they simply used words as translation units. Their NMT
model with source-word decomposition outperformed
baseline NMT models including the one by Sennrich and
Haddow [19]. Their source-word decomposition is the first
processing step in our two-stage procedure to represent a
source translation unit.

To handle the rare-word problem, Kudo and Richardson
[20] created a language-independent word segmentation
algorithm, SentencePiece, to divide words into subwords.
Their work comes from an intuition that smaller units of rare
words, such as compounds, are easier to translate. They
demonstrated the quality of their algorithm in an Eng-
lish — Japanese translation task. As in the work of Kudo
and Richarson [20], Sennrich et al. [14] adapted byte pair
encoding (BPE) algorithm originally used for compression
to divide words into subwords. First, they considered
characters as translation units. Considering words as se-
quences of translation units, they merged their frequent
pairs to form new translation units. They repeated the
merging process for a predefined number of times. Clearly,
their approach is also language-independent. They reported
improvements in translation quality for English — Ger-
man and English — Russian translation tasks. In this
work, we actually apply BPE algorithm for representing
source translation units. Instead of word segmentation in the
original work, we use the algorithm to divide lemmas into
sublemmas, since we have already decomposed Russian
words into features including the lemma in the first place.

Being language-independent tools, BPE and Sentence-
Piece algorithms are really popular, since they can operate
for all languages. However, these wonderful tools should not
be utilized blindly. In a Russian — Vietnamese news
translation task, Nguyen et al. [6] showed that an NMT
model with mixed-level representation outperformed a
baseline NMT model where BPE algorithm was applied on
both translation sides. Influenced by a work on a traditional
statistical machine translation model for Chine-
se — Vietnamese [21], the authors only applied BPE al-
gorithm on Russian source side, while using words on
Vietnamese target side, considering the different effects of
BPE algorithm on each side of their bilingual corpus. Al-
though their approach is interesting, it fails to take into
account rare foreign named entities, which are commonly
found in Vietnamese texts translated from a foreign lan-
guage. Since our bilingual corpus contains many foreign
named entities on both sides and we already apply BPE
algorithm on the source side, we opt to use BPE method to
tokenize Vietnamese target sentences into sequences of
subtokens.

2.1. Sublemma-Based Transformer Model. Following the
recommendation of Nguyen et al. [22], our sublemma-based
NMT model is based on the state-of-the-art model Trans-
former [4]. The proposed model has a similar architecture
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except for the embedding layer of the encoder of Trans-
former. In this section, we describe the source and target
translation unit representation and the encoder of Trans-
former model which is revised to adopt the proposed
translation unit representation.

2.2. Translation Unit Representation

2.2.1. Sublemma-Based Representation of Source Translation
Units. We represent a source translation unit as a combi-
nation of sublemma-based features, following a two-step
procedure.

In the first step, we transform a Russian source sentence
into a sequence of linguistic features: part-of-speech (POS),
morphology (MOR), dependency label (DEP), and lemma
(LEM), following source-word decomposition approach [7].
The grammatical parsing is performed with the help of a
natural language processing toolkit, Stanza [23]. Typical
part-of-speech tags of Russian words are shown in Universal
Dependencies treebank [24], such as nouns, pronouns,
verbs, auxiliary, numerals, particles, determiners, adjective,
and adverbs. Russian has a rich morphology. A Russian
word is inflected from an original lemma, depending on its
part-of-speech and grammatical role in sentence. A word’s
grammatical role in a sentence is denoted with a dependency
label [25]. An example of a short Russian sentence being
transformed into a sequence of linguistic features is pre-
sented in Table 1.

In the second step, we apply BPE method, segmenting
lemmas into sublemmas. After the segmentation, the se-
quence of sublemmas is longer than its corresponding se-
quences of other features. Following the work of Sennrich
and Haddow [19], we broadcast the sequences of other
features, so that they have the same length as the sequence of
sublemmas. Specifically, all sublemmas extracted from a
lemma will have the same labels of features corresponding to
the lemma. Moreover, using their subword notation, we
assign a tag to each sublemma (TAG), depending on the
position of the sublemma relative to the initial lemma. A
sublemma can be the beginning (B), inside (I), ending (E), or
the full lemma (O). In addition, the beginning and inside
sublemmas are suffixed with characters “@@” to inform their
roles. An example of sublemma-based sequences of lin-
guistic features is shown in Table 2.

In total, we represent a Russian source sentence as a
sequence of collections of sublemma-based features: sub-
lemma, sublemma tag, part-of-speech tag, morphology label,
and dependency label. Each source translation unit is rep-
resented as a collection of its features.

2.2.2. Target Translation Unit Representation. Applying BPE
algorithm [14], we segment Vietnamese target sentences into
sequences of subtokens. The algorithm appends characters
“@@” to the beginning and inside subtokens for later merge
operations. Sequences of target subtokens are used to train
the translation model. Generated sequences of target sub-
tokens are merged to form target sentences, based on the

characters “@@.” A Vietnamese sentence and its corre-
sponding sequence of subtokens are shown in Table 3.

In Table 3, we can see that BPE algorithm focuses on
tokens which are the foreign named entity “Geographic
Society.” It segments the entity into a sequence of subtokens
“Geo@@ graphic So@@ ci@@ e@@ ty.”

2.3. Embedding Layer in the Encoder of Sublemma-Based
Transformer Model. Asin [7, 19], we consider all features x; i
from the i-th source translation unit in a source sequence as
strings in their respective domains x;; € §;, where &,
j=0,...,4,1is the set of sublemmas, sublemma tags, part-of-
speech tags, morphology labels, and dependency labels,
respectively. The trainable embedding e;; of a feature j is
extracted from a corresponding dictionary
fitxijoe; € R*I€l, where d; is a predefined size of
embeddings of the feature j (equation (1)).

& = fi(xij) (1)

and the embedding of a source translation unit is rep-
resented as the concatenation of embeddings of its features
(equation (2)).

e = concat(eij, forj=0,.. .,4). (2)

Since Transformer model does not leverage the order of
translation units in its core layer, it deploys a positional
embedding principle, such as sinusoidal positional em-
bedding p; [4]. In total, the i-th source translation unit in a
source sequence has the overall embedding computed as in
the following equation:

0, = Vdxe +p,; (3)
where d = Z‘;:O d;.

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Materials. To assess NMT models, we used a bilingual
Russian-Vietnamese corpus consisting of sentence pairs of
length in the range (10 tokens, 30 tokens) extracted from TED
talks [8]. The chosen sentences are ended with a punctuation
mark and contain only word characters and punctuation. As
in [26-28], we randomly divide the corpus into three datasets:
training, development, and testing datasets. Specifically, a set
of 47750 sentence pairs are randomly selected from the corpus
and used as the training dataset. Furthermore, a set of 1500
sentence pairs are selected from the left corpus and used as the
development dataset. The remaining 1500 sentence pairs are
used as the testing dataset. Statistical summary of the datasets
is presented in Table 4.

In Table 4, we use the term “token” to denote a sequence
of characters delimited by space. Linguistically, it can be a
Russian word, a Vietnamese syllable, or a punctuation.

4. Methods

We compared the proposed sublemma-based Transformer
model with three baseline Transformer models. These
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TaBLE 1: A short Russian sentence with its corresponding sequence of linguistic features.
Words POS MOR DEP LEM
Kol na SCON]J _ Mark kol ma
BOJIa NOUN Animacy =Inan, Case =Nom, Gender = Fem, Number = Sing Nsubj BOJIa
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person = 3, Tense = Pres,
LlopauMmaeTcss VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Mid Advcl lUogHUMAaTbHCS
R PUNCT _ Punct )
Horom ADV Degree = Pos Advmod LHoTom
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person = 3, Tense = Pres,
orcryllaeT VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Act Root orcryllaTe
s PUNCT _ Punct S
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person =2, Tense = Pres, .
Havyoulllb VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Act Conj HAYOIUTh
B ADP _ Case B
HEM PRON Case =Loc, Gender = Masc, Number = Sing, Person =3 Obl OH
HOBBIE ADJ Animacy =Inan, Case = Acc, Degree = Pos, Number = Plur Amod HOBBII
PaKyILKH NOUN Animacy =Inan, Case = Acc, Gender = Fem, Number = Plur Obj pakynika
PUNCT _ Punct
TaBLE 2: Sublemma-based sequences of linguistic features
Sublemmas TAG POS MOR DEP From lemma
kol ma O SCONJ _ Mark kol ma
BOJla O NOUN Animacy =Inan, Case = Nom, Gender = Fem, Number = Sing Nsubj BOJIa
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person = 3, Tense = Pres,
Loguumatbcss O VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Mid Advcl  llogHUMATHCS
R O PUNCT _ Punct R
HoTtom (¢} ADV Degree = Pos Advmod LoToM
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person = 3, Tense = Pres,
oT@@ B VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Act Root orcryllaTh
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person = 3, Tense = Pres,
cryllaTb E VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Act Root orcryllaTe
R O PUNCT _ Punct R
Aspect =Imp, Mood = Ind, Number = Sing, Person =2, Tense = Pres, .
HAa4YOUTh O VERB VerbForm = Fin, Voice = Act Conj HAa4YOUTh
B O ADP _ Case B
OH O PRON Case = Loc, Gender = Masc, Number = Sing, Person =3 Obl OH
HOBBII (0] AD]J Animacy =Inan, Case = Acc, Degree = Pos, Number = Plur Amod HOBBII
pa@@ B NOUN Animacy = Inan, Case = Acc, Gender = Fem, Number = Plur Obj paKyIka
Ky@@ I NOUN Animacy = Inan, Case = Acc, Gender = Fem, Number = Plur Obj paxymika
Ka E NOUN Animacy =Inan, Case = Acc, Gender = Fem, Number = Plur Obj pakyika
O PUNCT Punct

TaBLE 3: A Vietnamese sentence and its corresponding sequence of subtokens.

Vietnamese sentence

Sequence of
subtokens

téi Nam Cuc.”

“Vivay t6i bat ddu lam viéc vdi tap chi National Geographic Society cling céc béo khéc va dAn cac cudc thdm him

“Vivay t6i bat dAu lam viéc v6i tap chi National Geo@@ graphic s0@@ ci@@ e@@ ty ciing cic bao khéc va d&n cac

cudc tham hi€m t6i nam Cuc.”

TABLE 4: Statistical summary of the datasets.

Russian/Vietnamese Training ~ Development  Testing

Average sentence 16.1/18.1 162/212  16.2/21.3

length

Unique tokens 73205/25939  7202/2646  7120/2692
766446/ 24363/

All tokens 366175 24257/31741 31948

models are the foundations from which our model is de-
rived. The first baseline model is mixed-level Transformer
model [6]. The second baseline model is a subtoken-based
Transformer model [14]. The third baseline model is
Transformer model with source-word decomposition [7].
We create all models with an open-source library,
OpenNMT-tf [29, 30]. The architecture and hyper-
parameters of the baseline models can be found in the
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respective works. Here, we only describe how we build our
proposed model.

As reported in the description of the proposed model, we
use Stanza natural language processing tool [23] to de-
compose Russian words into sets of features. Then, we use
BPE algorithm [14] with 10,000 merge operations to divide
lemmas into sublemmas. We also use the algorithm to divide
Vietnamese target sentences into sequences of subtokens.
The number of items in each feature domain is presented in
Table 5.

We apply the sizes of 179, 11, 22, 22, and 22 for em-
beddings of sublemmas, sublemma tags, part-of-speech tags,
morphology labels, and dependency labels, respectively. In
total, we use 256 dimensions for concatenated embeddings
of source translation units.

On the Vietnamese target side, we also use 256 di-
mensions to represent the embeddings of target units.

In addition to embedding layers, the proposed sub-
lemma-based Transformer model consists of 6 hidden layers.
The hidden layers contain 8-head attention sublayers and
feedforward neural networks of 512 dimensions. Hidden
states of the model are comprised of 256 values. To prevent
the overfitting problem, we apply a dropout of 0.1 in all
hidden layers. To generate translations, the model contains
an inference module implementing a beam search algorithm
with beam width =5 [31].

For all models, the training procedure is as follows:

(1) First, we train the model in 15,000 steps. In each
training step, we use 64 sentence pairs from the
training dataset to optimize the cross-entropy cri-
terion described in the work of Muller et al. [32].
While there are many efficient algorithms for opti-
mization, we choose to apply LazyAdam optimizer
[33], as it is available in the chosen OpenNMT-tf
library. We employ the optimizer with 3, = 0.9 and
B; = 0.998 and learning rate = 2.

(2) Second, we save the values of the model parameters
when we complete nx 10° training steps, where
n e {l1,...,15}. We use the development dataset to
validate the translation quality of all candidate
values. The values giving the best translation quality
in the development dataset are chosen for the model
parameters.

We validate translation quality of the models with the
BLEU score [34]. The BLEU scores are computed with the
script multi-bleu.perl [35]. BLEU is the abbreviation of
“bilingual evaluation understudy,” measuring the simi-
larity of candidate translations to their corresponding
references. It is the geometric mean of constituent n-gram
scores, where n = 1,...,4. All n-grams are extracted from
the candidate translations. While unigrams are individual
words, bigrams, trigrams, and four grams are phrases of
two, three, and four neighboring words, respectively. We
calculate a constituent n-gram score by dividing the
number of the n-grams appearances in the references by
the total number of the m-grams in the candidate
translations.

TaBLE 5: Size of vocabulary in sublemma-based Transformer
model.

Language side Vocabulary Size
Source Sublemmas 9417
Source Sublemma tags 4
Source Part-of-speech tags 15
Source Morphology labels 484
Source Dependency labels 38
Target Subtokens 8628

After training the models, we assess their translation
quality using the testing dataset. To have a complete as-
sessment, we employ not only the automatic BLEU scores
but also limited human judgment on translation results.
We accompany the BLEU score with human judgment,
since it has an obvious pitfall. It only measures total
matching of n-grams in the candidate translations and the
references regardless of their meaning. To solve the
problem, we compare the meanings of the candidate
translations and their references, considering synonyms,
as well as the similarity of meanings. We do this for all
levels, from individual words to phrases and complete
sentences.

5. Results and Analysis

BLEU scores of the comparative Transformer models are
shown in Figure 1.

Among the baseline models, the model with source-
word decomposition provides the best scores of 13.52 and
13.84 BLEU in the development and testing datasets, re-
spectively. Fortunately, our proposed sublemma-based
Transformer model outperforms the best baseline model in
both development and testing datasets, delivering improved
BLEU scores of 14.46 and 14.81, respectively. The im-
provements of 0.94 and 0.97 BLEU are recorded.

The performance order of the models for the develop-
ment dataset is maintained for the testing dataset: mixed-
level model < subtoken-based model < model with source-
word decomposition < the proposed sublemma-based
model. This consistency makes us more confident about the
effectiveness of our proposed sublemma-based model.

In addition to machine judgment with automatic BLEU
scores, we semantically studied a limit number of translation
results by the two best models: the model with source-word
decomposition (from now on, we call it “baseline” model)
and the proposed sublemma-based model (from now on, we
call it “proposed” model). Five cases in the testing dataset
were randomly chosen and studied.

Table 6 shows the source, its meaning, the target, and the
predicted sentences by the baseline and proposed models in
the first case. The first case seems easy, since both models
provide correct translations. Although the models literally
choose words different from the reference, the meanings are
the same. For example, the verb phrase “phl nhan” (negate)
by the models is similar in meaning to the reference “choi
bd” (deny).
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Mixed-level Subtoken-based Source-word Sublemma-based
decomposition
m For development dataset
@ For testing dataset
Ficure 1: BLEU scores of comparative Transformer models.
TaBLE 6: First case study with correct translations.
Source “ MblI He MOXkeM oTpuuath Gakt 1ol 0, uro Bee LloTpeGuenue Liuiy yenoBeuecTBOM uMeeT [ 06abHble
Locnencraust.”

Meaning “We cannot deny the fact that all human consumption of food has global implications.”
Reference “Khéng c6 cich gi d& chGi bo sy that [a nhitng gi ching ta dn c¢6 dnh hudng dén toan cAu.”
Baseline model “Chung ta khong th€ phi nhdn thyc t€ rang tiéu thu ludng thuc cla loai ngudi c6 tac ddng toan cAu.”
p d . I = I 2 s »
mrggslse Chung ta khong thé phi nhén rang moi th( tiéu thu thuc ph@m trén toan thé gidi déu c6 hdu qua toan cau.

Table 7 presents the second case study. The general
meaning of the reference is found in the translations by the
two models, except for a keyword “Phuong hoang” (Phoe-
nix). The corresponding source named entity “PeHukc”
(Phoenix) is a rare word; hence both models fail to translate
the named entity. Nevertheless, the proposed model se-
mantically performs better than the baseline model in this
case. Although the phrase “cdc hon ddo” (islands) by the
proposed model and the phrase “hon ddo”(island) by the
baseline model are distinct from the reference “Quan ddo”
(Archipelago), we think that the former translation is con-
ceptually closer to the reference than the latter translation.

Table 8 demonstrates the third case study. Although the
translations by the models contain many reference words,
their meanings are not accurate. The key source phrase “c
octanbHbIM MupoM” (with the rest of the world) is in-
correctly translated into the phrase “v6i th€ gidi ngoai
khong gian” (with the world in outer space) and the phrase
“v0i mOt thé gidi khac” (with another world) by the baseline
and proposed models, respectively. Comparing the models
with each other, we think that the proposed model is better
than the baseline model in this case. The phrase “trong
khong gian” (in space) by the proposed model better reflects
meaning of the source “B LIpocTpaHCTBEHHOM cMbIciie” (in
a spatial sense) than the phrase “ngoai khong gian” (in outer
space) by the baseline model.

Table 9 shows the fourth case study. Although the
proposed model does not generate a translation completely
reflecting the meaning of the source, it outshines the baseline
model. It even successfully translates the rare named entity
“Iy6an” (Dubai). At the same time, the baseline model
completely fails in this case with an incorrect translation
which contains unknown words <unk>.

Table 10 displays the fifth case study. This case again
proves the power of the proposed model in translating
rare words. It successfully translates the rare source word
“OuopasnooOpa3sus” (biodiversity) into the phrase “su da
dang sinh hoc” as in the reference. The rare word is a
keyword in the source sentence. Due to the ability to
handle rare words, the proposed model finds itself su-
perior to the baseline model. The translation by the
proposed model keeps the meaning of the source sen-
tence. On the other hand, the baseline model misses the
key source word and hence provides an incomplete
translation.

After semantically studying the test cases, we found that
the proposed sublemma-based model tends to provide
longer and better translations than the best baseline model.
The similarity between manual evaluation and automatic
assessment consolidates our proposal of using the sub-
lemma-based Transformer model in place of the model with
source-word decomposition.
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TaBLE 7: Second case study with inaccurate translations.

Source

Meaning
Reference
Baseline model
Proposed model

“ Ho BepHeMcst 06paTHO K ocTpoBaM PeHHKC, KOTopble siBisitorest TeMoil cel ogusiunel o Bpictyllenust.”
“But back to the Phoenix Islands, which are the topic of today’s talk.”
“Nhung hiy quay lai vi Quan ddo Phugng hoang, d6 la chll d& cla bai n6i chuyén nay.”
“Nhing quay trd lai v6i hon ddo, d6 1a chl dé cUa bai thuy€t trinh hém nay.”
“Nhung hiy quay trd lai cac hon ddo Erex, chll d& clia budi néi chuyén hom nay.”

TaBLE 8: Third case study with incorrect translations.

Source

Meaning
Reference
Baseline model
Proposed model

“ U paBaiiTe cpaBHUM €€ ¢ OCTAIbHBIM MUPOM B LIpOCTPaHCTBEHHOM CMbIciE.”
“And let’s compare it with the rest of the world in a spatial sense.”
“Va hiy so sdnh né vdi phan con lai cla thé gidi theo gidi han khong gian.”
“Hay so sanh no v0i thé gidi ngoai khong gian.”
“Hay so sinh n6 v&i mOt thé gidi khac trong khong gian.”

TaBLE 9: Fourth case study with a rare named entity.

“sI Llepeeyan B [Iy6am Ha LlocT amepa pa3paboTKu cofepKanus Lipol pamm mirs 3allafgHOl TeleBU3HOHHOM

Source »
CeTH.
Meaning “I moved to Dubai as the content development leader for a Western television network.”
Reference “Téi chuy&n dén Dubai vdi vai trd 1a ngwdi chiu trach nhiém vé& ndi dung cho mét dai TV cla phuong Tay.”
Baseline model “Téi chuyén sang <unk> d€ nghién clfu vé& cac phn mém & <unk>.”
Proposed model “T6i chuyén t8i gan Dubai, mOt nha linh dao nhitng chuong trinh xdy dung chwong trinh tai BO Tay.”
TaBLE 10: Fifth case study with a rare compound.
Source “JITn Mecta HauGosee 6ol aThl ¢ TOUKM 3peHUs GHOPa3HOOOpa3usl U HamOOoJee BaXKHbI C TOUYKU 3PEHUS
(pyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS 3KOCUCTEMBI.”
Meaning “These sites are the richest in terms of biodiversity and the most important in terms of ecosystem functioning.”
Reference “P6 1a nhitng noi giau nhat trong da dang sinh hoc va la quan trong nhét tif quan di€m chlfc ning hé sinh thai.”
Baseline model “Nhi*ng noi nay giau vé si da dang va quan trong nhat so v0i cach hé gen.”
Proposed “Nhi*ng n0i nay rét phong phu vdi sy da dang sinh hoc va quan trong nhét vdi phudng dién hoat ddng cla hé sinh
model thai.”

6. Conclusions

In this study, we have proposed a sublemma-based Trans-
former model for translation from Russian into Vietnamese.
It is a derivation from the model with source-word decom-
position and models with subword representation. In the
proposed model, a source unit is represented as a combi-
nation of a sublemma, its tag, part-of-speech tag, dependency
label, and morphology label, while a target unit is a subtoken.
Experimental results show that our proposed model surpasses
all available models for Russian — Vietnamese translation
task. Human judgment on the translation quality of the
models has validated the comparison in terms of BLEU score.

Standing on the results of this study, we recommend our
sublemma-based Transformer model for translation from a
highly inflectional language, such as Russian, Bulgarian, or
Czech.
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