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Abstract

The automatic evaluation of machine translation plays an important role in promot-
ing the development and application of machine translation. It generally measures
the quality of machine translation through calculating the similarity between machine
translation and its reference. This paper uses the cross-lingual language model XLM
to map source sentences, machine translations and reference to the same semantic s-
pace, and combines layer-wise attention and intra attention to extract the difference
features from source sentences and machine translations, machine translations and its
references, source sentences and its references, then integrates them into the automatic
evaluation method based on neural network Bi-LSTM. The experimental results on the
dataset of WMT’19 Metrics task show that the neural automatic evaluation method
of machine translation combined with XLM word representation significantly improves
its correlation with human judgments.

Keywords: machine translation , automatic evaluation of machine translation ,
cross-lingual language model , difference features
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MLAS 1S B BN RN As BRI 5 (U B BN 7T - AR KR T WL Bl s 5 A
ROt AL . —HE, BEXANMPNERTEHPSFEEFEIERS; A—7H, ¥ BT
;géﬁ RENS 1 RT3 T T AR B MERE . DU T & 5 17 A0 BT 3% R 45 (Shiwen, 1993)(ZE R

et al., 2014) -

MERFEXENFNMAERBR2ELS LN EHFRENHBEFIMATLS %
Bk 2 BT EE W R E - BLEU(Papineni et al.,, 2002)- &8 UT it AIBLEU (X et
al., 2005) ~ NIST(Doddington, 2002) - METEOR(Banerjee and Lavie, 2005) - METEOR-SD-
Makov (5K #iet al., 2017)FITERp(Snover et al., 2008)%5 % 18 ILEL S5 1115 B Y 7 ¥ # B 1A
¥ ~ TRARFNE RS (5 B HLER 3 A TS B E AT I BRSO & BT aE ki
Fet al., 2004; Popovi¢, 2015) ~ & X EEHIVTHL (Lo, 2017; Zhu et al., 2010) #9577 ¥ 48 B 1711E A0 1A
PRI A FRIFIBEMAN « KF SR FIE A AR B S ENHAE LA TS HFE X
BT AT BRSO & - R, MEEREWEMSE BRES TN, £ %E ¥R
BRI RR N EIFE S A, BFEET# A1 M & 177 (Chen and Guo, 2015)F1
ET oA LT GA M &R (Mathur et al., 2019) -

SR, 2 BIFRE2BESL H A 77 1538 R AR B ARTE B MR BEE U (A% HUAL8s 1 SCR A L
SEZFEL, N ANUELZIRIES A FHXRS%E ) 1 ERA R —8 L B3 IR E S A
FHRNLAS S ANE L ER - FIXX AR, A SR BB A0 2508 B A X LM (Lample
and Conneau, 2019)FFIES AT - MLEHE A T2 %1% SO B [F —18 LS LITEE R
FHIE: N T2 %1% UL 3 SO B AR B8 SUAE B R B T RIEF T LAY 13 3018 LS HSGE
ZIAIMESR: RIES AT RIVLER 5 SO AR B 1E S BB T A FHEM LS E S OE NS B
KN ZRMESR; FES A THANLSEFE R FEREE EBIEMENNESES% .
NERBA A FRIER D ZEAFRMEE - ARIEEA BT A& IREEER, 155
FEXLMET F R A e FORE ] 058 A 9 21 2 /1 (Rei et al., 2020)FIAERER 71, HE2EIH%E
MBS E &S H TR TR - HIRERIELIIRER, RIERFHE, JH/ £ 7R
AHLES ST B shiFA A LLFE 1% 50 B 3hiF - ZEWMT 193%3C B shiF MR £ - 5 8UE A
FTR LSRR, S5 R F AR A XLMIAIE R R FIM 251 S0 B s A IR FRM AR RS
A B ERE T HLEENE SN 5 RN 22 8] AR R

2 FXRIE

FEETE SR [ 2 AL S H BN H, ChenfIGuof# Fword2vec(Mikolov et al.,
2013)Ff A TA 7] & RAEVL &S XM A LS HFE P AIETE, Hild B & R % 5w & 7 i
o5 B ARE S 18 LA A H AR {LLEE (Chen and Guo, 2015); Gupta A H ] AR 45 14 K A i
L1C 248 (Tree-LSTM)REHL &% 13 SUFH A T2 % 13 S BRI 2] Glovedi A5 17 [7] & AL GRS 0 A7) 2K
BIFRAE, I LA AT RAL AR S 255 TC R R A4S AR B I 222 M0 48 A AT B DU
&= (Gupta et al., 2015) -

ISR, BERT(Devlin et al., 2018) « GPT(Radford et al., 2018)%5 i F K AR 17
ERITIGRE SR TR AR S ), 015 BRI H A) 7 [ B AT HLER 3 30 B 5 5 A
FAfE - RUSE(Shimanaka et al., 2018)f# FH )| 45 ) InferSent(Conneau et al., 2017) ~ Quick-
Thought(Logeswaran and Lee, 2018) LA 2 Universal Sentence Encoder(Cer et al., 2018)1EH 4w
M ERBA) &, 8T 2 2 RENLIE E &8 TN LA % SO & - BERT regressor(Shimanaka
et al., 2019)MI# FH 5 5L 3 A0 T 4535 S B BUBERT (Devlin et al., 2018)XERUSEA ) = 4]
FrERGS, 52 ZBANLE g —EHFITHE - Mathurf¥ A (Mathur et al., 2019) & %%
i FHBERTH BB B M &, MR HE AB-LSTMIE R it — B 2 S HLER A T 5%
BXHIA TR, fJERPE RIS AR H TSR SO &1F 40 « SRTALEs 8 E — I
HMEES, NFR—MRES AT A REES D ARKEREFE . XETEFERRE—A
THEFENRERE—F T RERIENIE, NEEIEFTAY BTG 1B 8 15 % 13 3L (Fomicheva et al.,
2020) - Qin(Qin and Specia, 2015)F1Fomicheva% A (Fomicheva et al., 2020)i#i 5| AZ#5 %
FIORG XD, AR EMSZEFLFERENANS - BTIRES AT 52%1F T
B R, Takahashi®s A (Takahashi et al., 2020)# Hi# i3 5| AJRE S A) FIE RS %
#7515 ~ BEEEE A (Luo and Li, 2020) 8 FH 13 3C5T & 11 7 &R (5 B 5 AR .
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5 B TTEANE, ARSUE A B EM)IZR0E S BB XLM (Lample and Conneau, 2019)FKHX
JRE S A~ MESESUMA LS H RN Z AR EIELER, SeERENNHERRENTH
ERFHE, PRGN ERFEMANLE E BN T, #F— PRyl 8 s ik
5 AL Z B HIAE R -

3 HRIA
3.1 %iﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂllé’ffiﬁ_ﬁﬁﬂ(Cross—lingual Language Model, XLM)

TR, i REIE R E AT B W 2 S T ZR1E S, WOpenAl GPT(Radford
et al., 2018)%HBERT(Dthn et al., 2018) " —L Eﬁklm =SRES FEUE T BB R .
RT3 LERETH 7 BTV R b EAT B W B I S (5 B R B RS5O B AT
ZWlgk, MATEREEESHEER - XLM(Lample and Conneau, 2019) ZEBERT L # 17
Bt ST 5 99 (Sennrich et al., 2016)F FiRRIEML TIES; MAEBSHAR; #
ZEE PTIERE LR SR (Translatlon Language Modeling, TLM)# 47 Il %5 -
FEXNLIE 18 5 7 K AE 55 (Conneau et al., 2020) L, XLMEUE T £ 1% 5 BERT (multilingual
BHWJBHHM%mnaMQM&EﬂW@%

3.2 FIAFW{E B RPLEFEIC A shiF M T s

VEBEIA A 8 7 VAR I R B B — B SR A, BRI S AR X D 2 E 2R
B AR LR - Mathur(Mathur et al., 2019)% A “BFESCEM 2 1T BELES R A TS %3F 3
Z B HI AR DLBE” B S HE & H%@%ﬂﬁafaIETJEF‘HLE%WIﬁ/\I%%WIZ[EUE’Jﬁéﬁjﬁrﬂﬂﬂ:
RHLZR BRI & - BELEE A (Luo and Li, 2020)i# 5 5| NSO &A1 W & B 75K RS
BE AMathurs® A (Mathur et al. 2019)5’]1‘;%%”':'3

% B 55 N (Luo and Li, 2020)@%@ BT HE 22 9 28 B2 (Unified Neural Network for
Quality Estimation, UNQE)(Li et al. 2018)%@5@5@1*[15 FREN E’J/ﬁlu IR
rjjltE’J7FfLE§14:j{t%u)\?'JUNQE*%%”EF’ BENAEHR A E PR [ Bege = {ef, €2, e} o &
=3 ’{%ﬁ%?&%%/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁBi—LSTMEJ‘Eﬁ%ﬁ\ SEEHAL, ﬁ’l%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@]@?ﬁ%ﬂ%

}ﬁ%m%vqe:

hge = Bi-LSTM (e4e) (1)
1.,
it = malx hie, ho9 = I Z hi (2)
Vge = [hge”; hige] (3)
HAT hge = {hb, h2,, .., hli} EBi-LSTMHK B A ) 5 & 1 & 1E R 55 155 RS U2

=, hm‘wﬂlh’“’g \”'Jmhqe,ﬂifji SRR HIZE SR -

ka“jjl WIS B 3 AR B L, IR A B S B R BB, i I Mathur (Mathur
et al., 2019)% A BJ(Bi-LSTM-+attention)gprr A (ESIM)gerr 7 B 5 ElmaenFmesim, 1EH
ANLZEZRE UM SEXKWMEELRR - FH%E A(Luwo and Li, 2020)5’](B1—
LSTM—i—attentIOIl)BERT_,_QE?FH(ESIM)BERT+QE§7 7JIJ 'Hmatt > Mesim— I?’quTﬁ ﬁ% ’Tﬁ" ?I E/j ﬁ = EE'J
ANFIFI LM s, LITREEIRENG 2 - HEKRE 5 AERE S A(BI-
LSTM+attent10n)BERT7FD(ESIM)BERT(Mathur et al., 2019), (Bi-LSTM+attention)grrriqr
F(ESIM)gprryor(Luo and Li, 2020)ZEWMT 193 X B sh E M ES5UE S L5 A TS KIH
EMEER, U TR (S BTERE L BTSSR A

4 EEXLMIAERR P8 B BhiFm

4.1 FEHE

TR S B &G — 2 E MM E 2 EEERN T ES IR - R, ZEiHY
fiff 5% (Tenney et al., 2019)%%@%, ?ﬁwléﬁmmﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁéﬁt BEREAFPES ERHE: K2
FKEFEERE, FHEERFNEFE, WERFIBENEER - MTUSELAINENES, &0

SRS A S B9 52
() L

G, WPAIVEAE, hE, 20214E8H13H &E15H .
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%gi’ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ-fﬁmﬁﬁiﬁgﬁE’JE%TQ &, Zhang® A\ (Zhang et al., 2019)F B H &5
— B E 2SS EWLEE N At "FIZ:F AR, ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%‘ EMAIZRIE SR E
MIBREHNE, £ ERE LA %%%Efﬁlhﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁi}iﬁﬁ/\ﬂ’ﬁ%‘%; SIS

R T RRPGX RN AL, AR SCEEDN A B A 4 E R IHLEI(Rei et al., 2020) LARRA & Z KIS
AR, AR A A R R VLR B AL B ] = ’?Fﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?iﬁ ER=ssZEvll
BERF, DUOREAL & & R IRE S I ERIREE UE B

BATRRE S A Fsre- *ﬂ%ﬁ#jﬁmt%ﬂﬂi"‘%ﬁzirefﬁﬁfﬁ%?ﬂﬁi_ HA) TR 4 Bl
FIXLMBERIA . “src+ ref”? Fl“sre + mt” KR HIFE S 2| BIRE S BRI FX, “ref + mt" £~
HE—MRESAFEERHDBRESAFRHESE « UKENlgerm PEIFH “src + mt”H
i, FEENEEEWELIR -

B Y
e eve Intra attention
avg
Layer-wise attention
|_‘_'_ u _.| &0 ol o2 o3 et &5 b o7 o8 &9
a )l az )@ transformer encoder layer
transformer encoder layer
transformer encoder layer
_ i ) 1t 1 t 1t 1 1t 1 1
:1:::, Vsl & & | W | [ Pese | hee | | o | sear | | 1
ot + + + + + + + - +
el:zlswle:lding POS, POS, POS, POS, | POS, j POSL POSg POS; POS; POS,
\ + + + + + + + + + +
anguage S s _
i 0 2D 20 2D 20 E & B 2 &=

K 1. EE R

FEXLME — ZAIFEHEUZ [0 £/EHXLMAYE 85 R EE I HLH X LR U2 m & &
AIAFE S ARILAETE S, 58le,,:
€r; = MH]-Ta (4)

HA i e {0,.,0=-1}, thAaFNMEKE, p %M, H =
RN gu]ijLMﬁu)\/j?EP%] fir B % R B BT B FEE R 1 B (B 12R), o =
softmaz([oy, ag, ..., a12]) B A 2 I EBIER I -

FATRE > B IER TVLE BV Hesrerme = [€2etmts €xretmts o l;gi;’;; D= 01|
g%?%rﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%qzi@?@%)ﬁ% ol geln?, Bt BRI R I HLHEIF RN AT “sre + me” IR
fiE[A issrc—l—mt:

)

lsrc+mt -1

1
avg k
Csre+mt = l Z Csretmt (5)
srct+mt k=0

_ 0 avg
Ssre+mt = Bsrc+mtesrc+mt + Ysre+mtCgrotmt (6)

EH . Berermi MY srermi NATZESIRNESEL - “sre+ ref? Flref + mt” 3R EFXT H & 1T E
T?[E_:E % ﬁt;é,fu ﬁj\ [J 1:J:§IJssrc+ref§FHSref+mt

’[‘J‘Lli& = 7]):'?5}@] E’j_A/l\/j?;(Ti%TEmissrc—i-mt > Ssretref %I:]Sreermtﬁ’/ﬁ—‘ﬁ?ﬁZ > [;ng(“g&

B R 25 ) T RS B R R R AL (5 B, 36 % 8 ) 7 R SRR 2 5 B

SRS A S B9 52
() L

G, WPAIVEAE, hE, 20214E8H13H &E15H .
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E 5 Xj_ssrc+mt5 Sgr@-}-refz ]\Eﬂﬁfﬂ%jﬂ‘@z A *E;E l’j\g_é Hjssrc+mt5 i%‘éﬁ\%%ssrc-}-refz I\Eﬂ éﬁ‘l‘é_‘% E”E
HEmER
Cdv = [Ssrc—l-mt; Ssre+refs Sref+mts Ssrct+mt ®© Ssre+refs ’33r0+mt - ssrc+refH (7)

Bl Mea, NER IR
4.2 BRI ERZR

HNTHREBNENHEARR, AR ER [ &/ A G AR (B
LSTM+attention)perr +qeH (ESIM)grrrqefi 2 B, 15 B AR L5 10 40 E2f /s - B A0 4
i HUNQERE BN (Li et al., 2018)FIBi-LSTMM 4% #2 B th JF & & A) 1 A ML 2% 3% 3C /1018 2
Al M E, FESWARERELEDAFRAE R E N E - B 7GR R E T (Bi-
LSTM+-attention)pgrr B (ESIM) pprr iR 2 (Mathur et al., 2019)3#EUAE B 37 (3658 7] & .
HH ] 43 5 B B AP I 4538 B X LM (Lample and Conneau, 2019){E A #F/EFEU S
Fesre +ref’ ~ “src+ mt*Fléref + mt” 5 I 2| BEIE S FHEZ B F, #d o BER AN
FRER RS E S B BT IR ER - &R = D5 B0 [ 23 TS E o Fi e
22 LR EINLAR I R 54

Score

| R4

Translation quality embedding Difference vector Sentence representation
) K Attention Attention Attention
[ Avg pooling ] [ Max pooling ] Layer Layer Layer
T T T (Bi-LSTM+attention)BERT
/(ESIM)BERT
UNQE+BI-LSTM XLM XLM XLM

T T T ‘

[ src+mt ][ srctref ][ ref+mt ]

x 7'y Iy [

src [ mt ] [ ref ]
K 2. B S XLMIATERRSH N &3 3 B shib A 7 R SR 455
P 2013 7] AR Y A0 2 300 ¥ o e 0 ) R B R DU & A Buge(Li et al., 2018; Lu-

o and Li, 2020)- BAF 10 89%0 H AmenBimesim, BT L (Mathur et al., 2019). &5
Fvge ~ eap Mg Bimeesim FHEG R M B A D FIBHZM LG T, DITINHE SRR 545

m = [qu; Edvs matt] (8)

%
m = [quB €dv; mesz‘m] (9)
Yscore = WL ReLU(WTm +b) + 1/ (10)

HZHw, W, b, b¥IRIGHEE R 48 ] 2 > HAE -
FATV 5 FHAR T B 2 i H i SR A5 709 5 N AP & 7y P T IRE R IR R AL

1M .
loss = 7 ;1@(2) _ y(Z))2 (11)
H MFETRIGER S HFEREE -

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)k%i@i% 13T 2250, ITAN [, 202148 H13H#15H .
c Tl
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5 SEIS

5.1 SLiINHE

0 T B UE R & XLMIA 8 £ 7R B AL 88 35 S B s T AR A RUE . RATAEWMT 19
Metrics Task(Ma et al., 2019)FIFEH - FPEAIH A X AERE E#FT5088 . RUBR T80
B SR RIS -

de-en zh-en en-zh

systems 16 15 12
WMT’19 sentences 2000 2000 1997
sum 32000 30000 23964

# 1. WMT’19 Metrics taskf83 « FREAI T LSS RO SR 5 IR S it

ST EIGESN, FAHEHAWMT 15-17 Metrics task(Bojar et al., 2015; Bojar et al., 2016;
Ondrej et al., 2017){83E F A TRAMESEIRE, KAl YRR T %4 L 01 .
TWMT Metrics task 7EFH A5 PG SR HIUISRERE AR E LD, FATRAZ S A (Luo and
Li, 2020) )75 ¥%:  fEFHCWMT 188013 b & VP A 72 S i S p i S 0 TR R THEZEILR,
EHEREF AN LRERER(HTER) QL AIELNTIHS (1 - HTER) - FHEMEPIES T2
FRCWMT 18811 it & 1 F R 245 & RO SRR AIF & Bt AT IR, SRR T &Rk S Xl
ZREEFNTT & BT -

de-en zh-en en-zh

Y8 1458 8785 12865
HEE 162 1064 1040

F 2. I . PRI FIIGRE . A BEEEST

F A1 ¥ BLEU (Papineni et al., 2002)-~ chrF(Popovié¢, 2015)~ BEER(Stanojevi¢ and
Sima’an, 2014)~ (X H & & F B Fhyp + sre/hyp + refFlhyp + sre + refJi#%(Takahashi
et al. 2020)£ﬁfj7ﬁ593275/£ FERFA SR 177 1 5 Mathurd® A B J7 ¥ (Mathur et al., 2019) LA
;@ﬁ£)\éﬁ7?/£(mo and Li, 2020)#17HLES o HIFWMT 19 Metrics Task(Ma et al., 2019)9
BT P R A ARG R 2 TR 5 NIy e R1E, {58 B IR P AR K
RECHNRIAE RG] B 5 AN T4 B R 1 -

A S fF FXLM-15(Lample and Conneau, 2019){E 5 %5 fE I B 2%, R 2 7 &
#E K /N 91024 UNQESS H 89 3% 3C o & | = 4 & 7 18 98 4 55 7 500, 7£ 3.
R AR S E hT00. B A A BUBI-LSTMES i 2 ) & 4 & K /N £ 5300 (Bi-
LSTM+-attention)pgrp F1(ESIM)ggrr(Mathur et al., 2019)33){# F “bert-base-uncased” #&E 3
BB &~ “Dert-base-chinese” J& U SGESE A M & - I Adam b LE IS5, W1t
2> % 50.0004 -

5.2 SEIGLER

F3ER T FEWMT 19 Metrics TaskHIfE S « e if £ &R HEhEM 155 AL
PEAN A A) T AR 1t o AR SCIR Bl A XLMIAIE 2 7R A0 £2 L 88 1% S0 E BT 77 1 (Bi-
LSTM+attention)BERT+QE+DV”ﬂl “(ESIM) BERT.;.QEJ,_D\/”T—A/I\IEE(E;XTJ:—%AliyﬁEQ/EU?g&
BIAE % 157 T UNQE ~ sentBLEUS 2 2 18 A (X fif B 518 5 AL Whyp + src/hyp +
refAlhyp+src+ref )% (Takahashi et al., 2020) 1 BH —E BT FE - “(ESIM)gERT+QE+DV” H
B )\(Luo and Li, 202o)ﬂ%mﬂ/\XLMﬂ B F R I 1 “(BSIM) pgrryor” TEAEHE « FHHE LY
TS F 4B T 38.9% « 3.2% F10.6%: “(Bi-LSTM+-attention) sgrr 4 qus oy’ FHEL “(Bl
LSTM+attention)prrrqr” fEIS « FHE LR IERIESS ERIHRTT T26.3% ~ 3.4% F11.7% -
fg)ng 1Rl XLMIRIE IR B 7 VER] LUB R T L5 30 B s 5 A i Z [\ Eﬁ’??%ﬂ

H

SRS A S B9 52
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de-en zh-en en-zh avg.

UNQE 0.011 0.243 0.258 0.171

sent BLEU 0.056  0.323 0.270 0.216

BEER 0.128 0.371 0.232 0.244

chrF 0.122 0.371 0.301 0.265
hyp+src/hyp+ref 0.127 0.326 0.277  0.243
hyp+src+ref 0.094 0.318 0.256  0.223
(ESIM)ggRT 0.134 0.362 0.336 0.277
(Bi-LSTM+-attention)ggrt 0.153 0.375 0.345 0.291
(ESIM)BERT+QE 0.144 0.372 0.357 0.291
(Bi-LSTM+-attention)ggrr+qE 0.160 0.387 0.358  0.302
(ESIM)BERT+QE+DV 0.200 0.384 0.359 0.314

(Bi-LSTM+-attention)ggrr+qe+pv 0.202 0.400 0.364 0.332

# 3. WMT’19 Metrics Task U85 « Fefnde 4155 £ BEhifih 5 N T i) a0 7818 K1

de-en zh-en en-zh avg.

UNQE 0.264 0.688 0.916 0.623

BLEU 0.849 0.899 0.901 0.883

BEER 0.906 0.942 0.803 0.884

chrF 0.917 0.956 0.880 0.918
hyp+src/hyp+ref 0.828 0.934 0.921 0.894
hyp+src+ref 0.855 0.946 0.892  0.898
(ESIM)gEgRT 0.896 0.951 0.967 0.938
(Bi-LSTM+-attention)gggrr 0.910 0.956 0.965 0.944
(ESIM)BERT+QE 0.896 0.958 0.970 0.941
(Bi-LSTM+attenti0n)BERT+QE 0.917 0.972 0.965 0.951
(ESIM)BERT+QE+DV 0.911 0.966 0.973 0.950

(Bi-LSTM—|—attenti0n)BERT+QE+DV 0.908 0.972 0.973 0.951

* 4. WMT’19 Metrics TaskHIf85E « SR AR SeAE55 B B 5 A T B R ST R4

FARR T EWMT'19 Metrics TaskHfEZE - FPERMBEHIES EEMEHIITEN TIES AL
PN B R GRS o 2R SCHR A R-A XLMIA 15 2 7R F0 # 42 ML 8% 3% S0 B Bh A 77 7% “(Bi-
LSTM+-attention)gprr+qeipv” A1 “(ESIM)gerriqeipv’ £ = B B A L5 AN THES B R G R
BIAE KA T TR L o[RS, “(ESIM)ggrrsqrioyv” EFTH B S X E B T X R
% B A (Luo and Li, 2020)7 @A XLMiA 1E # 7R 1077 15 “(ESIM) pgrraqe”, BT .
B RS 5 N TR0 Z R B R SR AN R E S AR T T1.7%~ 0.8%F10.3%; “(Bi-
LSTM+-attention)pgrrrqesny” H E“(Bi-LSTM+attention)gprryqe”, A& H H AL 55 bR FF—
2, FEEPFAES LRI T0.8% - X 58 B o @l -G XLMIA 18 R B AL 85 35 33 3 EN 77
EE B TR LR B shi B 5 N TiE Z (A1 K R S0 A KA -

5.3 ST

HTEME VBT IR H T AR AR, AR EIE T XL LT IECT — >S4 DL A A El
B XLMIAE R R AL AR S H SR T VAR A

TERSEF A, Ml 28 3 UK IRE T A1 F Tk AU ERH O T 2 17781 1 Bi“let pow-
er run in the sunshine” . 1H 3@ i3 % IR 1E T A F M A T 2 % ¥ L “power is exercised
in a transparent manner”, A LL&A BN TAFE X, ANFEIBEF AP RIEGFE - EMNE
S, MALEFEIHIEE RBFIES A FRAES Lo H R B-AXLMIA 3 F 7~ #(Bi-

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfrﬁi%%‘(#)k%i@i% SE1STI-5E22T0, WEAIVEEE, 202148 H13H £15H .
C DA
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srce: IEESEAEE - REWE . EEREE . Bl E, iIEARRKESC, WU
FASE T 81T -

mt: We should strengthen inner-party supervision, democratic oversight, legal su-
pervision and public opinion supervision, so that the people can supervise power and
let power run in the sunshine.

ref: We should strengthen inner-party supervision, democratic oversight, legal su-
pervision and public opinion supervision, so that the people can supervise the exercise
of power and that power is exercised in a transparent manner.
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