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Abstract

Despite recent breakthroughs in reasoning-
enhanced large language models (LLMs)
like DeepSeek-R1, incorporating inference-
time reasoning into machine translation (MT),
where human translators naturally employ
structured, multi-layered reasoning chain-of-
thoughts (CoTs), is yet underexplored. Exist-
ing methods either design a fixed CoT tailored
for a specific MT sub-task (e.g., literature trans-
lation), or rely on synthesizing CoTs unaligned
with humans and supervised fine-tuning (SFT)
prone to catastrophic forgetting, limiting their
adaptability to diverse translation scenarios.
This paper introduces R1-Translator (R1-T1), a
novel framework to achieve inference-time rea-
soning for general MT via reinforcement learn-
ing (RL) with human-aligned CoTs comprising
six common patterns. Our approach pioneers
three innovations: (1) extending reasoning-
based translation beyond MT sub-tasks to six
languages and diverse tasks (e.g., legal/medical
domain adaptation, idiom resolution); (2) for-
malizing six expert-curated CoT templates that
mirror hybrid human strategies like context-
aware paraphrasing and back translation; and
(3) enabling self-evolving CoT discovery and
anti-forgetting adaptation through RL with KL-
constrained rewards. Experimental results indi-
cate a steady translation performance improve-
ment in 21 languages and 80 translation direc-
tions on Flores-101 test set, especially on the
15 languages unseen from training, with its gen-
eral multilingual abilities preserved compared
with plain SFT.

1 Introduction

Recent advancements in large language models
(LLMs) have brought prominent paradigms of
Ol-like (Jaech et al., 2024) and R1-like mod-
els (DeepSeek-Al, 2025), which leverage inference-
time scaling to amplify chain-of-thought (CoT) rea-
soning (Wei et al., 2022) for tasks like mathemat-
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ical proofs and code generation, and employ rein-
forcement learning (RL) to incentivize autonomous
reasoning behaviors without supervised fine-tuning
(SFT) (Shao et al., 2024). For instance, DeepSeek-
R1-Zero (DeepSeek-Al, 2025) demonstrated that
pure RL training could unlock self-verification and
reflection capabilities, achieving state-of-the-art
performance on multiple reasoning benchmarks.
These models exemplify how extended CoT rea-
soning through scaled inference can tackle com-
plex problem-solving. However, the application
of extended CoT reasoning to machine translation
(MT)—a task demanding both linguistic fidelity
and contextual reasoning—remains underexplored.

While LLMs have shown promise in MT, prior
work primarily focuses on direct fine-tuning on
parallel corpus (Kocmi et al., 2024) or retrieval-
augmented methods (Wang et al., 2024b). Recently,
Wang et al. (2024a) proposed DRT and introduced
long CoT to enhance Chinese-English literary trans-
lation, revealing that extended reasoning steps im-
prove handling of culturally nuanced phrases and
metaphors. Yet, this approach narrowly targets lit-
erature, overlooking the broader spectrum of trans-
lation scenarios where professional translators rig-
orously apply structured reasoning—such as de-
composing idioms, resolving contextual conflicts,
and adopting techniques (e.g., back translations) to
refine outputs (Ordudari, 2007; Nida, 1964; Bris-
lin and Freimanis, 2001). Nida (1964) also states
that a technical translator should make “a thorough
study of the source language text before making
attempts translate it”, suggesting a deep thinking
process in human translation. Current MT systems
lack mechanisms to reflect these human-like, com-
plex CoT processes, limiting their adaptability to
diverse translation challenges.

Moreover, existing approaches for reasoning-
based translation utilize purely synthesized CoTs
distilled from LLMs (e.g., DRT (Wang et al.,
2024a)) or design a single fixed procedure (e.g.,



TASTE (Wang et al., 2024c)), which may be sub-
optimal and unaligned with the hybrid reasoning
strategies employed by human experts. Also, their
reliance on pre-defined CoTs restricts adaptabil-
ity to novel translation domains and tasks where
high-quality CoT data is scarce. And the pure
SFT strategy is easy to cause catastrophic forget-
ting (Li et al., 2024; Huang et al., 2024; Thompson
et al., 2019), leading to damage in general abili-
ties other than MT. To address these, we propose
R1-Translator (R1-T1), a framework that fully
incentivizes reasoning-based translation through
three innovations:

(1) Reasoning for general MT. Beyond litera-
ture translation, we extended reasoning-based MT
to general MT and diverse tasks such as document-
level translation, idiom translation, and domain
translation (e.g., legal, medical), while expanding
language support to six languages, including low-
resource pairs. This aligns with our core assump-
tion that reasoning is beneficial for general MT.

(2) Human-aligned and complex translation
CoTs. Professional translators often interleave
complex reasoning procedure such as lexical dis-
ambiguation, context-aware paraphrasing, and it-
erative self-correction. With the help of language
experts, we formalized these into six distinct CoT
templates mimicking common thinking patterns of
human translators and curated a training dataset
with hybrid translation CoT trajectories. Unlike
single-type CoT in existing approaches, our ap-
proach mirrors the multi-layered reasoning ob-
served in human workflows, enhancing translation
robustness across domains.

(3) Self-evolving translation CoTs and anti-
forgetting MT adaption. Inspired by R1’s RL-
driven self-evolution (DeepSeek-Al, 2025), we de-
signed a RL process with specially designed re-
wards for MT, enabling LLMs to autonomously
discover novel CoT trajectories for unseen transla-
tion tasks. For example, when translating technical
manuals without pre-existing CoT data, the model
explores reasoning paths via RL rewards for ter-
minological accuracy and readability, bypassing
dependency on curated SFT data. Another advan-
tage of this RL-based adaption approach over SFT
is its anti-forgetting ability due to KL-control (i.e.,
control on KL-divergence) (Korbak et al., 2022), re-
sulting in more robust MT adaption without losing
general abilities.

To realize this vision, we introduce the concept
of translation reasoning learning, training a se-

ries of R1-T1 models through two complemen-
tary strategies: (1) fine-tuning on hybrid CoTs cu-
rated with professional translators, and (2) a RL-
based exploration to self-discover optimal reason-
ing paths. Our contributions are threefold:

* We demonstrate the benefits of reasoning (i.e.,
long CoTs) for general MT, achieving superior
translation performance in six languages and
multiple domains.

* We design a novel methodology for construct-
ing a collection of CoT trajectories combining
six distinct CoT templates that reflect human
translators’ multi-stage reasoning, validated
on challenging tasks like idiom translation and
cross-domain adaptation.

* We pioneer a general-purpose, R1-like MT
framework that autonomously evolves trans-
lation CoTs and enabling anti-forgetting MT
adaption via RL.

In addition, we open-source R1-T1’s datasets and
code, facilitating future research into reasoning-
driven MT systems'.

2 Related Work
2.1 Reasoning-based LLMs

The pioneering advancements in reasoning-based
LLMs, such as OpenAI’s O1 (Jaech et al., 2024)
and DeepSeek-R1 (DeepSeek-Al, 2025), have ex-
celled in many tasks and attracted significant re-
search attentions. While earlier explorations focus
on using inference-time reasoning for solving com-
plex tasks such as math and coding (Qin et al.,
2024; Zhang et al., 2024), there is a trending be-
lief towards utilizing reasoning-based LLMs for
general Al tasks. Zhao et al. (2024) expanded
reasoning-based LLMs to open-ended text genera-
tion, generalizing them to broader domains where
clear standards and quantified rewards are absent.
Shen et al. (2025) propose VLM-R1, a stable and
generalizable R1-style LLM for vision-language
tasks. In addition, reasoning-based LLLMs are uti-
lized for financial tasks (Chu et al., 2025) and
adapted to multilingual reasoning (Ko et al., 2025).

Compared with existing endeavors on reasoning-
based LLMs, our work focuses on introducing long
CoTs into the field of general MT, thereby devel-
oping a reasoning-based LLM for MT.

'Codes and data will be available at www.coming-soon.
com.
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2.2 LLMs for Machine Translation

Since the appearance of ChatGPT (Ouyang et al.,
2022), endeavors on applying LLMs for MT con-
tinuously emerge. Early studies focus on directly
prompting LL.Ms to translate via prompt strate-
gies (Jiao et al., 2023, 2024; Peng et al., 2023),
or fine-tune open-source LLMs using parallel cor-
pus (Xu et al., 2024a; Wu et al., 2024; Zhang et al.,
2023). Techniques are further proposed to enhance
the performance of LL.Ms for the tasks of MT, such
as continuous pre-training (Boughorbel et al., 2024;
Fujii et al., 2024), mixture-of-expert modules (Xu
et al., 2024b; Zhu et al., 2025) and multi-task train-
ing (Wang et al., 2024c; Ul Hassan et al., 2024).

Recently, MT with CoT methodology draws at-
tentions of researchers. Feng et al. (2024) intro-
duced an API-based self-correcting framework for
LLMs, where LLMs autonomously call external
evaluation models and refine translation hypothesis
based on the evaluation result. Wang et al. (2024c)
designed a multi-task training phase and a multi-
stage inference phase for MT, guiding the LLM
to first conduct translation task, then a evaluation
task and a revision task. DRT (Wang et al., 2024a)
merged this procedure into a inference-time CoT,
utilized multi-agent mechanism to synthesize such
long CoTs and examined performance in English-
Chinese literature translation.

Compared with existing MT approaches, our R1-
T1 incorporates six types of human-aligned CoTs
for translation, possesses the ability to self-evolve
its CoTs via RL, and is designed for general MT
tasks.

3 Methodology

To incentivize reasoning capabilities of LLM-based
translators, in Section 3.1.1, we begin by preparing
a seed dataset of parallel corpus that is necessary
for general translation abilities across various do-
mains, sub-tasks and languages. In Section 3.1.2,
we introduce our translation CoT templates that
integrates six strategies often used in human expert
translation experience. These complex CoTs serve
as a mean to inject prior reasoning knowledge into
the LLM, enabling the model to better align with
human thinking processes. In Section 3.1.3, we
discuss how the CoT templates are incorporated
into the seed dataset of parallel corpus, so that the
model can learn from instantiated reasoning pro-
cess with real translation examples. In Section 3.2,
we discuss the implementation of translation rea-

soning learning, including a self-evolving mecha-
nism to further enhance the model’s understanding
of reasoning-based MT, ultimately improving per-
formance on general MT tasks.

3.1 Construction of MT Reasoning Dataset

3.1.1 Collection of Parallel Corpus as Seed
Dataset

Our seed dataset comprises 2k parallel translation
pairs carefully sampled from a diverse range of
real-world open-source MT datasets?3*3, ensuring
essential coverage in terms of token length distribu-
tion, domain knowledge, and translation languages.
For the length of each translation pair, we consider
pairs of both sentence-level and paragraph-level,
covering the majority of common translation sce-
narios. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the token length
distribution of our seed dataset primarily ranges
from 10 to 1200 tokens, consistent with several
authoritative MT benchmarks(Bafion et al., 2020;
Goyal et al., 2022).

For domain diversity, we select a wide variety
of content types, including news®, literature, and
specialized texts that require domain-specific termi-
nology. This ensures that our dataset addresses var-
ious translation challenges across different fields.
For language coverage in the training set, we focus
on six major languages—Russian (ru), French (fr),
German (de), Japanese (ja), Chinese (zh), and En-
glish (en)—chosen for their large speaker popula-
tions, the linguistic similarities and cross-linguistic
relationships between them (Bojar et al., 2018).
From the open-source datasets described above,
20 translation directions within the six languages
are distinguished. For each direction, 100 parallel
pairs are randomly sampled, leading to a total of
2k parallel pairs.

3.1.2 Human-aligned Translation CoT
Templates

Reasoning strategies in Human Translation In
the pursuit of mimicking human reasoning process
in manual translation, we propose a framework that
incorporate reasoning process into the plain MT
seed dataset. As shown in Fig. ??, our framework

2https://machinetranslate.org/wmt
3https://www.un.org/dgacm/zh/content/uncorpus/
*https://huggingface.co/datasets/joefox/
newstest-2017-2019-ru_zh/tree/main
5https://www.jizhi—dataset.top/index/category/
detail/15
6https://huggingface.co/datasets/joefox/
newstest-2017-2019-ru_zh/tree/main
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Figure 1: The token length distribution of our seed
dataset comprising 2k parallel translation pairs.

first employs six reasoning strategies frequently
utilized by human translators as guidance, then ab-
stracts them into two basic reasoning modules. The
goal is to convert these human reasoning strategies
into systematic and generalized CoT templates for
translation. The six strategies are outlined below:

(1) Hierarchical Translation: It reflects the hu-
man expert practice of breaking down complex sen-
tences or passages into smaller, more manageable
components. By first identifying the key elements
of the source text, the model can then translate each
segment with a clearer understanding of the overall
structure and meaning. This process helps prevent
errors that may arise from translating without con-
sidering the broader context.

(2) Triangulation Translation: This method (also
called relay translation (Ringmar, 2012)) uses an in-
termediate (pivot) language to translate between lin-
guistically or culturally distant languages (Guyot,
2018). When direct translation is challenging, the
source text is first translated into the pivot language
and then into the target language. This helps bridge
gaps in grammar, vocabulary, or cultural context,
ensuring a more accurate and nuanced final transla-
tion. It emphasizes the role of intermediary steps
in achieving high-quality translations, especially
for complex or culturally rich texts.

(3) Back Translation: A process where a trans-
lated sentence is re-translated into the original lan-
guage to identify inconsistencies or errors (Brislin
and Freimanis, 2001). This helps refine the trans-
lation by detecting possible flaws and improving
fluency.

(4) Context-aware Translation: This strategy is
useful since it focuses on understanding the broader
context (e.g., paragraph or document) in which a
phrase or sentence appears (Cabezas-Garcia, 2023;

Almanna, 2015), enabling the translation of id-
iomatic expressions, cultural nuances, and domain-
specific terms with higher fidelity.

(5) Translation Explanation: Human translators
often explain why they select one translation option
over another, especially when multiple interpreta-
tions are possible (Biihler, 2002). This explana-
tion can help identify potential issues in the trans-
lation process and ensure that the translated text
aligns more closely with the intended meaning of
the source.

(6) Structural Transformation: Structural trans-
formation refers to the step-by-step adjustments
made in the sentence structure when translating
between languages with different syntactic norms.
For example, when translating from English to lan-
guages like Japanese or German, human may need
to restructure the sentence to ensure it adheres to
the grammatical conventions of the target language.
It not only accurate but also syntactically appropri-
ate for the target language.

Construction of CoT Templates with human
strategies By, we observe that, when conducting
translation, human translators typically prioritize
on extracting key information, such as important
keywords and phrases from the source text. This en-
sures that the primary translation subject is clearly
identified. Then, multiple translation strategies can
be actively employed considering different target
languages, domains, and complexity levels. This
hierarchical approach of information extraction fol-
lowed by strategy application is key to human-like
reasoning in translation. To enable LLMs to repli-
cate this process, we construct two reasoning mod-
ules when building translation CoT templates:

a. Information Extraction Reasoning: In the
first reasoning step, the model extracts the main
translation subject and key linguistic elements from
the source text. This serves to identify the core
meaning of the text, which is critical for accurate
translation. The extraction process can be seen
as analogous to the human translator’s practice of
identifying key terms and understanding the con-
text before translating.

b. Translation Strategy Reasoning: In the next
step, the model employs a set of predefined trans-
lation strategies depending on the identified trans-
lation subject and context. The choice of strat-
egy—whether hierarchical translation, back trans-
lation, or another approach—depends on the char-
acteristics of the source text (e.g., syntactic com-



plexity, domain specificity). This module aims to
guide the LLM through a series of decision points,
allowing it to adaptively apply the most appropriate
translation strategy at each stage.

By combining the two modules with the six
strategies, we manually created 18 translation CoT
templates, displayed in Appendix ??. All templates
are carefully calibrated by language experts in case
of inaccuracy or redundancy.

3.1.3 Incorporating CoTs into Parallel Corpus

With the calibrated template, we use GPT-
40 (Achiam et al., 2023) to generate instantiated
translation CoTs for each sample within our seed
dataset, leading to a total of 2k parallel pairs with
translation CoTs. Each sample contain a source
sentence Wy, and a target sentence Wy, along
with a reasoning trajectory revealing how the target
translation reference is obtained step-by-step from
the source sentence.

Specifically, during the construction of reason-
ing trajectory, we employed a multi-step refinement
process from a multi-agent review to mitigate hal-
lucinations in the data (the used prompt is provided
in Appendix ??). This iterative process can be
represented as:

P(S) 18 = <WSTC7tht> = <t07f0730>

:>"':><tm7fmasm>- (1)

In Eq. (1), ¢; represents the translation at step ¢,
and f; is the confidence score. Redundant transla-
tions, where the output does not change between
steps, are discarded, resulting in a refined reasoning
trajectory.

3.2 Translation Reasoning Learning

Our reasoning learning method involves three pri-
mary components, each addressing a critical aspect
of enhancing translation capabilities in language
models:

3.2.1 SFT with Reasoning Dataset

This section outlines how to utilize our CoT dataset
to fine-tune the model directly on reasoning-based
translation tasks. This fine-tuning process estab-
lishes a foundational layer of reasoning capability
that is critical for the subsequent phases of learn-
ing. By training the model to handle structured
reasoning tasks, we enable it to internalize essen-
tial translation strategies that will be refined in later
stages.

3.2.2 Self-Evolving with Reinforcement
Learning

This part introduces a self-evolving mechanism that
allows the model to progressively refine its reason-
ing skills over time through reinforcement learning.
This iterative process facilitates the continuous en-
hancement of the model’s translation performance,
ensuring that it not only learns from its immediate
outputs but also adapts based on long-term feed-
back.

Reward Modeling To effectively guide the
model’s reasoning and translation quality, we have
devised a reward modeling system that incorpo-
rates two distinct types of rewards: Format Reward
and Answer Reward. These rewards are designed
to align the model’s output with the desired rea-
soning format and translation quality, allowing for
targeted refinements based on specific performance
criteria.

(1) Format Reward: This reward encourages the
model to adhere to a structured response format.
We employ regular expression extraction to ensure
the model places its reasoning process within the
‘<think></think>* tags and provides its final trans-
lation inside the ‘<answer></answer>* tags. The
format reward score (S formqt) is computed as fol-
lows:

1 if format is correct
Sformat — 0 (2)

if format is incorrect

This design ensures that the model’s output is
both readable and logically structured, crucial for
subsequent reasoning steps.

(2) Answer Reward: The answer reward evalu-
ates the translation quality in the model’s output.
To objectively assess the translation results, we
adopt COMET (Rei et al., 2020) as the evaluation
metric, which compares the model’s translation
against a reference translation. However, we en-
countered several challenges with directly using
COMET scores:

* When the COMET score is lower than the
format reward, the model (or actor) may out-
put an incorrect format to avoid receiving the
lowest possible score, leading to suboptimal
behavior.

¢ The continuous nature of COMET’s reward
signal may cause instability in gradient up-



dates, resulting in slower convergence and po-
tential performance degradation during train-
ing.

To address these issues, the answer score is com-
puted as follows:

0 ifx <0
R(z) = : 3)
round(z,3) ifx >0

This discretization helps mitigate instability and
encourages more controlled behavior from the
model.

Reinforcement Learning Strategy For the rein-
forcement learning phase, we adopt a modified ver-
sion of the REINFORCE++ algorithm (Hu, 2025),
which has been shown to be effective in optimiz-
ing models with complex, continuous reward struc-
tures. The core idea of REINFORCE++ is to re-
fine the model’s reasoning over multiple iterations,
gradually improving its ability to generate high-
quality translations. The following equation de-
scribes our adaptation of the REINFORCE++ algo-
rithm:

A = a (R(z)) — R) Viog P(x/6), ()

where « represents the learning rate, R(z;) is
the reward signal, and R is the baseline reward
estimate.

4 Experiment

In this section, we provide a detailed overview of
the experimental setup used to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of our proposed approach. We begin by
presenting the implementation details, followed by
the evaluation dataset, and then move on to the
core evaluation on multilingual machine transla-
tion (MT) performance. Finally, we discuss our
evaluation of the model’s ability to preserve gen-
eral capabilities during training, and analyze the
self-evolution of Chain of Thoughts (CoT) in the
reinforcement learning (RL) process.

4.1 Experiment Setting
4.1.1 Implement Details

we selected Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct as backbone
model due to its superior multilingual performance
among open-source models with fewer than 10 bil-
lion parameters (Yang et al., 2024). This choice

helps minimize potential negative impacts from in-
sufficient base model capabilities. The dataset was
randomly split into a training set and a validation
set at a ratio of 9:1. In RL implementation, we
utilized the modified REINFORCE++ framework
(Hu, 2025), which has proven effective with low
training costs. The training configuration consists
of 3 epochs, a learning rate of 3 x 1077, a batch
size of 8, and 16 rollouts. For SFT with CoTs, we
used 2 epochs of full parameter fine-tuning with a
learning rate of 1 x 10~%.

4.1.2 Evaluation Dataset

We employed the Flores-101 test set (Goyal et al.,
2021), which is well-suited for evaluating multilin-
gual MT models due to its extensive coverage of
diverse language pairs and domains. The selection
of this dataset allows us to measure the robustness
and generalization of our approach across different
linguistic contexts. In Table 1, we summarize the
token coverage between the evaluation datasets and
our training sets across six languages. This helps
to confirm the integrity of our experimental setup
and the validity of the evaluation results.

Dataset ru fr de ja zh en
Flores101 0.142 0.137 0.0971 0.113 0.11 0.0972

Table 1: similarity evaluation between test set and our
training set.

4.2 Evaluation on Multilingual MT

Our experiment aims to assess the multilingual
MT performance of our model. Specifically, we
investigate how well the model handles multiple
languages from training, including both seen and
unseen languages, and compare it against relevant
baselines.

4.2.1 Setup

Metric we employ COMETScore (Rei et al.,
2022)’ to measure quality of translation hypotheses
given references. COMETScore has been widely
adopted due to its strong correlation with human
judgment, providing a reliable metric for evaluat-
ing machine translation performance. It reflects the
translation accuracy of the model, with a higher
score indicating better translation quality.

7https://huggingface.co/Unbabel/
wmt20-comet-da
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xx2en en2xx

Models

zh2xx xx2zh avg

zh ja ru fr de zh ja ru fr

de en ja ru fr de en ja ru fr de -

General-purpose LLMs

Q2.5%-7b-base
Q2.5-7b-Ins”
DS-R1-D¢
DS-R1-DM¢

0.700 0.659 0.649 0.800 0.747 0.624 0.435 0.538 0.759 0.559 0.624 0.583 0.525 0.565 0.527 0.700 0.531 0.489 0.555 0.475 0.602
0.673 0.641 0.556 0.736 0.604 0.622 0.452 0.343 0.495 0.453 0.622 0.550 0.465 0.531 0.473 0.673 0.450 0.088 0.152 0.280 0.493
0.572 0.377 0.441 0.684 0.577 0.452 -1.020 -0.851 0.033 -0.454 0.452 0.009 0.199 0.290 0.206 0.572 -0.621 -0.903 -0.222 -0.580 0.011
0.572 0.321 0.437 0.689 0.577 0.504 -0.662 -0.508 0.077 -0.299 0.504 -0.014 0.266 0.292 0.193 0.572 -0.474 -0.744 -0.279 -0.538 0.074

SFT LLMs

Q2.5-7b-SFT (w/o CoT) 0.702 0.654 0.650 0.797 0.749 0.645 0.588 0.621 0.742 0.559 0.645 0.585 0.525 0.590 0.565 0.702 0.573 0.562 0.539 0.461 0.623

Q2.5-7b-SFT (CoT)

0.667 0.615 0.613 0.774 0.715 0.564 0.419 0.418 0.636 0.444 0.564 0.533 0.463 0.514 0.482 0.667 0.420 0.309 0.418 0.275 0.525

RL

RI-T1

0.704 0.643 0.646 0.793 0.743 0.664 0.611 0.592 0.745 0.570 0.664 0.602 0.542 0.599 0.575 0.704 0.595 0.513 0.552 0.464 0.626

Table 2: R1-T1’s performance on Trained languages tested in Flores-101. xx2en (or xx2zh) means the translation
direction is from language xx to English (or Chinese). Q2.5 means Qwen2.5. Ins means Instruction. DS-R1-D
means DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B. DS-R1-DM means DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-Multilingual.

xx2en en2xx

Models

zh2xx xx2zh avg

th nl vi tr cs th nl vi tr

cs th nl vi tr cs th nl vi tr cs -

General-purpose LLMs

Q2.5%-7b-base
Q2.5-7b-Ins”
DS-R1-D®
DS-R1-DM

0.668 0.482 0.715 0.441 0.701 0.438 0.672 0.619 0.381 0.513 0.515 0.501 0.578 0.368 0.521 0.355 0.409 0.589 0.256 0.410 0.507
0.566 0.580 0.536 0.391 0.601 0.148 0.026 0.226 0.185 0.333 0.434 0.418 0.456 0.301 0.470 0.012 -0.046 -0.065 -0.237 0.075 0.270
0.143 0.408 0.217 0.156 0.323 -1.222 -0.777 -0.925 -0.812 -0.900 -0.194 -0.016 -0.160 -0.295 -0.049 -0.986 -0.786 -0.805 -0.915 -0.979 -0.429
0.161 0.415 0.181 0.023 0.331 -0.930 -0.593 -0.538 -0.715 -0.767 -0.478 -0.072 -0.467 -0.445 0.063 -0.868 -0.739 -0.691 -0.901 -0.840 -0.394

SFT LLMs

Q2.5-7b-SFT (w/o CoT) 0.660 0.680 0.711 0.657 0.710 0.388 0.478 0.607 0.432 0.458 0.539 0.529 0.558 0.494 0.553 0.282 0.367 0.549 0.171 0.337 0.508

Q2.5-7b-SFT (CoT)

0.625 0.642 0.664 0.610 0.668 0.178 0.271 0.327 0.043 0.146 0.475 0.434 0.516 0.404 0.462 0.104 0.155 0.244 -0.093 0.037 0.345

RL

RI-T1

0.659 0.679 0.713 0.680 0.707 0.367 0.460 0.573 0.513 0.461 0.558 0.528 0.594 0.503 0.558 0.289 0.380 0.526 0.280 0.390 0.521

Table 3: R1-T1’s performance on Unseen languages in Flores-101. xx2en (or xx2zh) means the translation direction
is from language xx to English (or Chinese). Q2.5 means Qwen2.5. Ins means Instruction. DS-R1-D means
DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B. DS-R1-DM means DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-Multilingual.

Baselines We compare our model against a set
of baseline models, including two models from the
Qwen series (Yang et al., 2024): Qwen2.5-7b-base,
Owen2.5-7B-Instruct, and two distilled models of
DeepSeek-R1 (DeepSeek-Al, 2025): DeepSeek-R1 -
Distill-Qwen-7B, DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-
Multilingual 3. These baselines are chosen because
they represent a diverse range of approaches to
multilingual MT, including general-purpose LLMs,
instruction-tuned LLMs, and multilingual distilled
models. The inclusion of these baselines allows
for a comprehensive comparison across different
configurations and architectures, ensuring that our
model’s performance is evaluated in the context of
current state-of-the-art techniques.

4.2.2 Result of Trained Languages

As shown in Table 2, the performance of our model
on trained languages demonstrates strong results
across all evaluation metrics. The model outper-
forms general-purpose LLMs and multilingual dis-
tilled models in terms of translation quality, partic-
ularly when compared to the baseline models like
DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B.

8https://huggingface.co/lightblue/
DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-Multilingual

4.3 CoT Self-evolution Analysis

To provide a more intuitive evaluation of the CoT
self-evolution mechanism, we conduct a visualiza-
tion for the translation of a complex sentence from
Chinese to English, with and without the integra-
tion of self-evolving CoTs in Figure ??. In both
instances, the translated sentence correctly conveys
the meaning, but the version utilizing self-evolution
provides more nuanced translations. The descrip-
tion without CoTs includes generic phrasing, such
as "the meeting was held," whereas the self-evolved
CoT version includes additional context, such as
"the critical meeting was held to address urgent
concerns."

Through this analysis, it becomes evident that
the self-evolving CoT improves the model’s ability
to adapt over time, refining its translation strate-
gies. The self-evolving CoT allows the model to
generate more diverse and accurate translations by
incorporating expert-level reasoning strategies and
incorporating feedback from prior outputs. This
demonstrates that CoT self-evolution is effective in
enhancing the model’s reliability and its capacity
to provide richer, context-aware translations across
languages.


https://huggingface.co/lightblue/DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-Multilingual
https://huggingface.co/lightblue/DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B-Multilingual
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