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Abstract

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of artificial intelligence (Al) contribution
to translation industry (ACTI) research, synthesizing it over forty-five years from 1980-
2024. 13220 articles were retrieved from three sources, namely WoS, Scopus, and Lens.
We provided two types of analysis, viz., scientometric and thematic, focusing on
cluster, subject categories, keywords, burstness, centrality and research centers as for
the former. For the latter, we thematically review 18 articles, selected purposefully from
the articles involved, centering on purpose, approach, findings, and contribution to
ACTI future directions. The findings reveal that in the past Al contribution to
translation industry was not rigorous, resulting in rule-based machine translation and
statistical machine translation whose output was not satisfactory. However, the more
Al develops, the more machine translation develops, incorporating Neural Networking
Algorithms and (Deep) Language Learning Models like ChatGPT whose translation
output has developed considerably. However, much rigorous research is still needed to
overcome several problems encountering translation industry, specifically concerning
low-source languages, multi-dialectical and free word order languages, and cultural and
religious registers.

Keywords: Artificial intelligence, translation industry, machine translation, Neural
Algorithms, Language Learning Models, ChatGPT, scientometrics

1. Introduction

The present time is an era of artificial intelligence (Al) par excellence, which has
witnessed tremendous developments. Al started shaping its foundations in 1955
(Minsky, 1961; Turing, 1950). Al refers to creating, modeling and/or producing
computer intelligence like human. It is the development of computer models that can
perform tasks like human intelligence. These computer models involve algorithms
trained on large datasets to learn patterns and make predictions (McShane & Nirenburg,
2021). Al aims to simulate intelligent behavior including learning, problem-solving,
perception, and even decision-making (Liao et al., 2018). These models are reported to
perform tasks with considerable accuracy (Linzen & Baroni, 2021; Gulordava et al.,
2018). The great revolution led by Al generative models depends on the use of the
NNAs (Peng et al., 2023). These algorithms have been utilized in all Al models; their
working mechanism functions like human brain. Translation industry is no exception;
Al has revolutionized the translation industry in many and several aspects. There are
several Al translation applications such as Google Translate, DeepL, Babylon,
WordLingo, ChatGPT and numerous other smartphone apps. These translation
applications have also been developed and improved considerably (Shormani, 2024b).

Scientometrics is considered one of the modern tools to provide invaluable insights into
how research in a field of study develops, demarcating the strengths and weaknesses,
knowledge gaps and future directions. It is defined as “the study of the quantitative
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aspects of science and technology seen as a process of communication”, used across a
wide range of research areas including scientific and social sciences and humanities
disciplines (Mingers & Leydesdorff, 2015, p. 1). It has been used extensively in
characterizing such trends utilizing statistics, mathematics, software-generating
visualization devices to conceptualize and concretize the achievement of scientific
research. It covers a wide range of disciplines to find out to what extent a particular
field of knowledge has achieved distribution and how the scientific community has
engaged in this field (Geng et al., 2024). Recently, two influential software have been
developed, namely CiteSpace and VOSviewer, which are used to conduct such types of
scientometric studies, covering a wide range of disciplines including scientific and
social sciences.

In this study, we provide a comprehensive analysis of the Al contribution to translation
(ACTI) research in a period spanning more than four decades, investigating its
beginnings, developments over time, and unveiling the current intellectual landscape,
(re)emergent trends and hotspots. To the best of our knowledge, no previous study has
tackled this phenomenon, hence this study serves to fill this gap. The study depends on
bibliometric indicators available in WoS, Scopus, and Lens including authorship,
affiliation, article title, keywords, cited and citing references, cited reference count,
publication year, country, and language, utilizing two programs: CiteSpace 6.3.1R
(https://citespace.podia.com/), and VOSviewer (https://www.vosviewer.com/) to
analyze and generate mapping visualizations of ACTI research. Our analysis employs
cluster analysis, burstness, (betweenness) centrality, subject categories, and keywords.
These metric indicators unveil ACTI intellectual landscape, trending issues and
hotspots, demarcating the strengths and weaknesses of ACTI research, and pinpointing
the possible knowledge gaps. These scientometric analyses were followed by a thematic
analysis of 18 articles carefully chosen based on two criteria, namely the most citing
articles and experimental articles relating to Al, CL and NLP, that provide valuable
insights into how MT could be developed to overcome the existing problems.

Thus, our purpose in this article is to examine Al contribution to translation industry,
looking back and forward, answering questions such as when did MT start?, what is the
intersection of Al and MT?, how has Al developed it?, how has scholarly community
approached MT?, and what are the future frontiers of this area of study? The rest of
article is as follows. In section 2, we articulate the literature review, handling studies
on ACTI. In section 3, we spell out the study methods, distilling our data sources, data
screening, and methods of analysis. In section 4, we analyze the results and in section
5 we discuss these results. In section 6, we conclude the article, leveraging the future
frontiers of ACTI.

2. Literature review

2.1. artificial intelligence

The contribution of artificial intelligence to translation industry goes beyond one
research article, as Al accelerates translation, contributing to its success, shaping its
boarders and making it successful ever before, though problems arise now and then
concerning some typological differences between languages. Al could be considered
the bases on which Machine Translation (MT) feeds and lives. Through Al, translation
has entered a new world, a technological world. It has witnessed a huge shift from just
a human endeavor to a “computer” craft, due mainly to the tremendous developments
technology, internet and Al have undergone. There are hundreds of smartphone
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applications developed for translation. This is all due to the involvement of Al in
translation industry. In the current time, translation depends on Computer Assisted
Translation (CAT) tools, and the human role becomes limited to just postediting, if any.
Al involvement in translation industry results in several web apps including Google
Translate, and Microsoft Translate, which are basically Statistical Machine Translation
(SMT) devices (see e.g. Farzi & Faili, 2015). With the advancements of Al technology,
Neural Networking Algorithms (NNAs) dramatically change Al orientations leading to
launching several Language Learning Models (LLMs), the most powerful of which is
ChatGPT. As for translation, ChatGPT can translate massive amounts of data from any
language into another in seconds, performing competitively better than any CAT tool,
specifically ChatGPT-4, as a result of the huge amounts of internet data ChatGPT has
been trained on (Kung et al., 2023; Larroyed, 2023).

ChatGPT is one of Al generative models, developed by OpenAl mainly for translation
purposes, but “can generate content across various domains, such as text, images,
music, and more” (Ray, 2023, p. 121). It has not only impacted these aspects, but also
leveraged the “scientific research, spanning from data processing and hypothesis
generation to collaboration and public outreach” Ray, 2023, p. 121). ChatGPT is an
example of large language models, a deep learning model that is designed for
generating translations much more accurate than other CAT tools such as Google
Translate (Lee, 2023; van Dis et al., 2023). In other words, ChatGPT has been reported
to perform competitive translation tasks better than any other CAT tool. ChatGPT is
one of these developments; ChatGPT has been developed mainly for translation.
However, it has been used for several purposes and in several fields including
summarizing, bugging, creating content, completing codes, and automated tagging (see
e.g. Kung et al., 2023; Kenny, 2022; Lee, 2023; Ray, 2023; Siu, 2023; Shormani,
2024b).

2.2. Machine Translation

Translation is viewed as a human activity; it is also a process in which our knowledge,
experiences, and ideologies are transmitted from generation to another (James, 2002;
Shormani, 2020, 2024b). Translation is not limited to just transferring the meaning of
a text wording, but it involves creativity and innovation (Dugonik et al., 2019). MT has
been one of the major concerns of Al, Computational Linguistics (CL) and Natural
Language Processing (NLP) specialists, involving linguistic texts that can be produced
and read by computer, and employing “methods for extracting linguistically valuable
information from such texts” (Brown et al, 1993, p. 263). It has developed
considerably, specifically recently. It started with employing rule-based mechanism,
then statistics, and finally NNAs, coming up with several types (de Coster et al., 2023),
and reflecting the stages it has passed through in each of these types. There are several
spheres of MT including TV and film industry like subtitling, dubbing, subtitling, and
lexigraphy and dictionaries, and large amounts of documents can be translated in a short
time (Fernandez-Costales et al., 2023; Zhang & Torres-Hostench, 2022).

It is estimated that MT history spans four centuries now, referring to René Descartes in
1629 who held that what can be expressed in a language can be expressed in another
language sharing one symbol (Yang et al., 2020). However, the actual beginning of MT
as a field was in 1960s, recommended by several scholars in the first International
Conference on Machine Translation in 1952 (Forcada et al., 2011). SMT started as
translating single/isolated words, but since then it has developed to include phrases and
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sentences. MT has witnessed tremendous developments since then shaping its frontiers
into three types: Rule-based Machine Translation (RMT), Statistical Machine
Translation, and Neural Machine Translation (NMT) (Koehn et al., 2003; Forcada et
al., 2011).

The main idea of RMT is that a word in L1 can have an equivalent in L2. In this sense,
what MT does is replace L1 word with L2 word in a syntactic-based manner. However,
languages differ in the way syntax works in each language. Put simply, languages such
English follow an SVO word order, but languages like Arabic follow a VSO word
order. Additionally, English, for instance, is a head -first language, while languages like
Hindi are head-last languages. These syntactic and typological variations were not easy
to master by machine (precisely computers), and hence MT output was not always
satisfactory. Another problem encountering RMT was semantic in nature. For example,
polysemy, which means a word can have several meanings in L1, may not be possible
to be captured by RMT.

RMT’s drawbacks were the starting point to think of an alternative, which is SMT.
SMT’s main idea is that a word can have multiple meanings and computers just identify
the best match from a bilingual corpus based on statistics. The bilingual corpus could
be thought of as a bilingual lexicon, WordNet is the best example. This idea is behind
Google Translate working mechanism, where machines identify the best
match/meaning of a word in L1 from L2 as they are iterated in the bilingual corpus.
SMT moves translation far strides, underscoring the translation industry, and
researching it spanned a long time till today. Several SMT models have been developed,
and scientists and scholars keep improving it, as will be clear in the review in Table 6.
However, SMT produced translation were also not satisfactory as can be seen in Google
Translate output. And with the tremendous developments of technology and Al, MT
enters a new world, the best manifestation of which is incorporating neural algorithms,
or deep language learning networks. This results in what is known as neural machine
translation, which will be the focus of the section to follow:

NMT is mainly based on NNAs, ascribed to the huge developments taking place in Al
technology (Peng et al., 2023). These ideas started to crystallize in the early 1990s,
where “intelligence” invaded computer industry (Pollack, 1990). The main idea is how
to make computers think or do tasks like humans. However, the starting point of NNAs
started in about 2010 with the advent of Deep Learning Language Models (DLLMs).
Several DLLMs have been developed including hybrid models based on SMT and
NMT (Dugonik et al., 2019), multi-NMT models (Huang et al., 2023), a transformer
model (Baniata et al., 2021), human-postediting model (Formiga et al. (2015), and Al-
human models (Li et al., 2023). With the help of NLP and Al, NMT has been a surge
in translation industry, attracting ample scholars and researchers from linguistics,
computer science, technology, computer engineering, programing, CL, and NLP. The
most recent development in this regard is ChatGPT, the purpose of launching which
was translation, but eventually it has been used for many and various purposes, as we
have discussed so far.

3. Methods

3.1. Search strategies and terms

The main search strategy we adopted in data collection was done in two phases: phase
one was concerned with setting the timespan in Web of Science (WoS) search engine.
The timespan was set to 1980-2024. In WoS, we could not find publications concerning
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Al and Translation before that time. Table 1 summarizes search query and terms, results

and the data retrieved.

Table 1: Query, search types, search terms across Lens, Scopus and WoS

3.2. Data screening

Query Search | Research terms (Searched on April 2, 2024) | Lens | Scopus | WoS | Total
type
nonspecific | Title- Artificial intelligence” OR “Computer” OR | 6016 | 1219 5332 | 12567
AB-KW | “Machine  Translation” OR  “Neural
Algorithms” OR “Neural Networks” OR
Computational Linguistics” OR “ChatGPT”
AND “Translation” OR “Postediting” OR
“Human Translation”
Limits. | (LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, "English" ) )
& excld. | AND ( EXCLUDE ( NONRESEARCH-
Data ARTICLES)))
specific Title Artificial intelligence” OR “Computer” OR | 338 173 142 | 653
“Machine  Translation” OR  “Neural
Algorithms” OR “Neural Networks” OR
Computational Linguistics” OR “ChatGPT”
AND “Translation” OR “Postediting” OR
“Human Translation”
Limits. | (LIMIT-TO ( LANGUAGE, "English" ) )
& excld. | AND (EXCLUDE ( NONARTICLES)))
Data
_ T i

The search strategies result in 13220 in total. We used CiteSpace and Mendeley to remove
duplicates. The removal process results in 9836 unique records and 3384 duplicate records.
Nonarticles include meeting abstracts, enriched cited references, book reviews, review
articles, editorial materials, open publisher-invited review, retracted publications,
corrections, letter, and notes.

3.3. Data export and conversion
The nature of our data is multi-sourced, viz., WoS, Scopus, and Lens. These three
sources each have different file format to export the data. So our data were exported in
various formats as displayed in Table 2.

Table 2: Data source, file format, analysis and software used

Data source Export Format | Analysis Software used

Lens Csv Bibliometric VOSviewer/
Analysis CiteSpace

Scopus Ccsv Bibliometric VOSviewer/
Analysis CiteSpace

WoS Endnote Desktop Bibliometric & CiteSpace/
Scientometric VOSviewer
Analyses
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After exporting our data, we used CiteSpace algorithms to convert Lens and Scopus
data to WoS-to-be-processed data. After the conversion process, the data were compiled
in one folder for CiteSpace output analysis.

3.4. Methods of analysis

We use two methods to analyze our data, scientometric analysis and thematic analysis
of ACTI research in forty-five years. The former concerns analyzing Cluster/trend,
Betweenness Centrality, Burstness, and Silhouette. Both CiteSpace and VOSviewer
were used for these types of analysis. Thematic analysis involves analyzing some
articles, carefully selected from the articles involved in our study. They were chosen
considering the cluster analysis, precisely from the major citing articles of each cluster,
in addition to considering other analyses such as Subject Categories, Keywords, and
Bursts, coming up with 18 articles.

4. Results

4.1. Cluster analysis

Cluster analysis represents ACTI research knowledge production, trends and hotspots.
There are 471 research trends in our study as generated by CiteSpace, but we modified
CiteSpace settings to visualize only 12 top clusters.

Table 3: Cluster analysis in terms of Size, Silhouette LLR and average year

ClusterID Label (LLR) Size  Silhouette  Average
Year
4 small parallel corpora 76 0.988 2004
13 wide-coverage multilingual semantic network 19 0.987 2009
3 statistical machine translation 95 0.974 2011
8 machine translation 39 0.971 2011
2 neural machine translation 100 0.914 2016
6 deep learning 48 0.941 2016
0 generative adversarial network 125 0.96 2017
1 low-resource language 117 0.883 2018
5 large language model 49 0.945 2020
15 arabic dialects 16 0.988 2020
7 deep neural network 40 0.979 2021
14 deep learning models 16 1 2023

Table 3 showcases Cluster analysis of ACTI research, providing profound insights into
how ACTI research develops over forty-five years, uncovering ACTI intellectual
landscape and trending issues. The clusters presented in Table 3 are sorted by
emergence date (i.e. the average year of emergence). Intellectual landscape of ACTI in
forty-five years is represented by the top 12 clusters as displayed in Table 3. Cluster 4
Small parallel corpora, emerging around 2004, marks the scholarly community’s
interest in ACTI research in that time. Having 76 articles and a Silhouette value of 0.998
is prominent, underscoring ACTI specialists’ interest in using computer technologies
to compose Corpora like WordNet. Around 2009, cluster 13 Wide-coverage
multilingual semantic network comes to play, constituting a trending issue in ACTI
research, though having 19 articles. Cluster 3 Statistical machine translation evolves
around 2011, preceding Machine translation (Cluster 3), which evolves around 2011,
in the same year. Although MT began to take shape in 1960, machine translation in our
corpus comes to play around 2011, thus mirroring the research focus of ACT]I scholars.
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Neural machine translation (Cluster 2), with size of 100 articles and a Silhouette value
of 0.914, appears with a 5-yeat gap after statistical machine translation, reflecting the
actual time sequence of their entrance in the history and field of MT. Deep learning
(Cluster 6) began to take shape around 2016, hence representing a trending issue in
ACTI research in that period, and reflecting scholarly community’s focus in that time.
Generative adversarial network (Cluster 0) is considered the top prominent trending
issue in ACTI research during forty-five years, having 125 articles and a Silhouette
value of 0.96. Around 2018, a new trending issue, i.e. low-resource language, marks a
shift in ACTI research, reflecting new interest. Large language model (Cluster 5) with
49 articles and a Silhouette value of 0.883, again marks the sequence of development
in MT industry and Al in general.

The three last clusters, namely Arabic dialects, deep language model, and deep learning
models evolve around 2020, 2021 and 2023, respectively, demarcating ACTI research
focus in these periods. As we proceed, we will see when each of these trending issues
was constituted and how long its strength lasts when we analyze the strongest bursts of
most of these hotspot issues.

4.2. Burstness

Burstness in scientometric analysis refers to a frequency surge of a citation of an article
in particular period of time (Chen, 2006; Ballouket al., 2024). In what follows, we
devote a space to discussing subject categories and author’s keywords in terms of
burstness.

4.2.1. Subject categories

During forty-five years, ACTI research has witnessed tremendous developments
starting from RMT, SMT, NMT, utilizing several web apps such as Google Translate,
Microsoft Translate, and finally DLMs such as ChatGPT. It has also interacted with
and been contributed to by several areas including language/linguistics, computer
science, physics, and artificial intelligence, resulting in many and various research
areas, application models such as devising semantic networks, small corpora, software
engineering, and ChatGPT. All these moves in ACTI research lead to several attempts
to seek answers to several questions: i) is it possible to apply these developments across
languages like Arabic, Spanish, Chinese, ii) what is the reality of the resultant
translations by applying ACTI technologies and discoveries, and iii) do MT’s
translation products need human role, and if so, to what extent? These questions, among
others, are currently leading ACTI research worldwide. However, each question arises
in a different time as showcased by “year” in Fig 1, demarcating scholarly community
ACTI research orientations and interests in finding out answers to each question in (i-
iii), as indicated by the beginning of the burst period, and mapping out when scholarly
community’s interest/research focus moves from one question to another, as revealed
by the ending period of bursts.
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Top 10 Subject Categories with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Subject Categories Year Strength Begin End 1980-2024
statistical machine translation 1999 40.5 2003 2019 e
linguistics, semantic networks 2003 20.28 2006 2017 e
language. small corpora 1992 19.92 2006 2017 JR—
computer science. software engineering 1984 17.24 2007 2015 JR—
neural machine translation, arabic dialect 2000 15.66 2019 2022 —
translation quality 2011 14.25 2012 2019 —
physics. applied 2011 12.94 2021 2022 -
new approach. post-editing 2010 12.41 1995 2009 P —
artificial intelligence. deep learning 2016 11.7 2022 2024 p—
deep learning model. chatgpt 2020 11.65 2022 2024 —

Fig 1: Top 10 subject categories with the Strongest Citation Bursts

4.2.2. Keywords

Fig 2 presents the top used author’s keywords based on the strongest citation bursts in
ACTI research for forty-five years. Statistical machine translation, unveiling strong
focus on ACTI. It emerges around 1999, ranking first with 55.24 strength beginning in
2003 and ending in 2019, and lasting about 16 years. Information retrieval emerges in
1997 with strongest burst of 17.96 lasting for 22 years, from 1997 to 2019. Then the
focus moves to support vector machine which emerges as a keyword in 2006, the
strength of which lasts about 13 years from 2006 to 2018. Translation quality maps out
the important focus on how translation should be, demarcating this interest for 8 years,
2011-2019. Target language, as a key focus word in ACTI research, with burst strength
15.15 lasts over 19 years, 1998-2016, underscoring the importance of target language
in the translation process. The top 10 keywords end with cross-language information
retrieval with burst strength of 12.37, emerging in 1998, and spanning from 1998 to
2014.

Top 10 Keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Keywords Year Strength Begin End 1980 - 2024

statistical machine translation 1999  55.242003 2019

information retrieval 1997 17.96 1997 2019

support vector machine 2006  16.652006 2018 e
translation quality 2004  15.532011 2019 e
target language 1998 15151998 2016

new approach 1995 15.06 1995 2009

support vector machines 2003 14.992003 2018

machine translation 1984 13.76 1998 2006

machine translation system 1998 12.99 1998 2006

cross-language information retrieval 1998 12.37 1998 2014

Fig 2: Top 10 keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

For a full picture of keywords, consider Fig 3 displaying keywords’ density view
generated by VOSviewer.
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g—%b VOSviewer

Fig 3: Density view of author’s Keywords

4.2.3. Top nodes by bursts

Table 4 presents the most important nodes by bursts in ACTI research during fort-one
years. Statistical machine translation is the top ranked item by burstness in Cluster 1,
with burst of 56.52, beginning in 1999, and highlighting ACTI research during 2003-
2019. The 2" is information retrieval, Cluster 0, with burst of 17.09 marking a stage of
ACTI research, and ensuring that information retrieval precedes SMT, which perhaps
indicates a stage of developing programs to be used in SMT. The 3™ is translation
quality in Cluster 1, with burst of 16.25, accelerating the need of good translation and
pinpointing the bad quality of MT output. The 4" is target language in Cluster 8, with
bursts of 15.38. This keyword represents a search area in ACTI, manifesting that TL
should be paid much attention to. The 5" is new approach, Cluster 1, with burst of
15.13, indicating perhaps a change towards a new approach in MT industry. The 6 is
support vector machine in Cluster 7, with bursts of 14.74. The 7" is machine translation
system, Cluster 1, with burst of 13.02. The 8" is cross-language information retrieval
in Cluster 0, with burst of 12.40. The 9" is parallel corpora in Cluster 1, with burst of
11.52. The 10" is transformers in Cluster 2, with burst of 11.00. Notice that almost all
top 10 nodes by bursts iterate in our previous analyses. This gives us a roomto postulate
that our analysis is reliable and valid.

Table 4: Top nodes by Bursts
Bursts Node Name Cluster ID

56.52  statistical machine translation 1
17.09 information retrieval

16.25 translation quality

15.38  target language

15.13 artificial intelligence

14.74  support vector machine

13.02  machine translation system

12.40  cross-language information retrieval

P O B N kP ® B O

11.52  parallel corpora
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11.00 transformers 2

4.2.4. Top nodes by Centrality

In scientometric analysis, centrality reflects the likelihood of an arbitrary shortest path
in the network. It is also regarded as a position between two large sub-networks (Chen,
2006; Ballouket al., 2024). Table 5 showcases the top ranked nodes by centrality in
ACTI research during forty-five years. The 1% is machine translation in Cluster 0, with
centrality of 0.27. The 2" one is novel approach in Cluster 13, with centrality of 0.07.
The 3" s artificial intelligence in Cluster 3, with centrality of 0.07. The 4™ is machine
learning in Cluster 0, with centrality of 0.06. The 5" is logic programming in Cluster
6, with centrality of 0.06. The 6™ is statistical machine translation in Cluster 1, with
centrality of 0.05. The 7" is target language in Cluster 8, with centrality of 0.05. The
8" is natural language processing in Cluster 0, with centrality of 0.05. The 9" is chatgpt
in Cluster 14, with centrality of 0.05. ChatGPT has been reported to perform
competitively better than other CAT tools like Google Translate, specifically, with
GPT-4 (Jiao et al., 2023). The 10" top node by centrality is support vector machine in
Cluster 7, with centrality of 0.05.

Table 5: Top nodes by Centrality

Centrality Node Name Cluster ID
0.27 machine translation 0
0.07 novel approach 13
0.07 artificial intelligence 3
0.06 machine learning 0
0.06 logic programming 6
0.05 statistical machine translation 1
0.05 target language 8
0.05 natural language processing 0
0.05 chatgpt 14
0.05 support vector machine 7

Again, notice that almost all top nodes by centrality are iterated from previous analyses,
be they related to cluster, subject categories, keywords or top nodes by bursts.

Fig 4 portrays the top twelve Research Centers contributing to ACTI in the world,
sorted by number of citations. MIT ranks 1%, with 3421 citations and 85 publications.
Sandford University ranks 2" with 2745 citations and 53 publications. The 3™ and 4™
ranks are retained by University of California, Berkeley (2427 citations, 30
publications) and Carnegie Mellon University (2393 citations and 51 publications),
respectively. The 5" research center is Microsoft Corporation with 1609 citations and
8 publications. The last two research centers are King Saud University and Nanyang
Technological University with 1188 citations and 23 publications, and 1180 citations
and 18 publications, respectively. Almost all research centers are historically deep
rooted in scientific research, specifically computer science and technology, CL and
NLP. They belong to USA, Germany, Canada, China, Singapore and one belongs to
Arab world, namely Saud Arabia.

10



arxiv.org/shormani, pp. -0, July, 2074

Research Centers
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Fig 4: Top 12 key research centers in ACTI research

4.3. Thematic analysis

In this section, we focus on reviewing 18 articles related to ACTI, carefully and
purposefully chosen from the articles involved in this study. The review is conducted
in terms of author, purpose/aim, methodology, findings and contribution to ACTI future
directions. The reviewed articles are the most recent publications in our corpus. If there
were more than one article in/about a certain topic of ACTI, we consider the most recent
one in our data.

The articles reviewed in Table 6 encompass several themes, we have divided our
criteria into eight categories: SMT, NMT, Postediting, Linguistics, Language-specific,
Hybrid, ChatGPT and Transformer. SMT include two studies, each of which applies
Al technology to enhance MT. NMT categories involves four studies. Postediting
category reviews a study on involving human postediting. Linguistics include two
studies, one involving syntax and the other semantics. Language-specific comprises
three studies. In this category, we focused on MT studies centered around specific
language pairs such as English and Chinese. Hybrid category has four studies, in which
we focused on studies involving both SMT and NMT models. ChatGPT category
involves two studies, examining the usefulness of ChatGPT in NMT (Shormani,
2024b). Finally, Transformer includes one study in which the authors develop a
transformer model for MT. These 18 articles represent MT research spectrum during
forty-five years. Note that there is some sort of overlap in the classification, but we tried
to classify the selected articles each in the category it fits more.

Table 6: Thematic review of the literature on ACTI

11
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No Author(s) +year Aim/purpose Approach/methods Findings
future directions
SMT
1 Formiga et aW glqg/sﬁﬂ v/ﬁgmn?ﬁMf_Sfﬁ,n E/U/g/, Zﬂﬁxed -methodology The proposed Al model is robust in automatically The -proposed 5)-/stem can b-e
incorporating human postediting. evaluating a real-world Web-crawled parallel corpora. applied to Arabic corpora like
dataset collected from It enhanced SMT translation Falak
Reverso.net (https://falak.ksaa.gov.sa/corpora/
arabiccorpus)

2 Li et al. (2023) Comparing conventional SMT with comparative/experimenta | conventional SMT achieves 4.9667fluency while Al- This Al model can be applied to
an Al-based translation model to I methodology based translation model 6.6333. Avrabic mismatchings of L
produce high-quality translations. dialects, hence improving ACTI in

Arabic context.
NMT

3 Lo (2023) Improving learners' vocabulary in a quasi-experimental there was no big change in higher proficiency The proposed model can be
EFL classrooms by utilizing Neural approach learners” achievement in  vocabulary retention. applied in teaching ACTI in
machine translation: - NMT model proposed help lower proficiency Arabic-speaking classrooms,

learners achievement in immediate vocabulary specifically with low profiency
retention. learners.

4 Belinkov et al. (2020) analyze the representations learned Experimental - Word morphology features are simpler than those Multilingual LLMs are more valid
by NMT models at various levels of methodology focusing of non-local syntactic and semantic dependencies than bilingual ones, hence
granularity and evaluate their quality on training NMT data - Representations learned using full words are more enriching ACTI field.
through relevant extrinsic properties informed than those learned using subword parts.

- Multilingual LLMs are richer than bilingual ones.
5 Huang et al. (2023) introducing a multi- NMT model Experimental The proposed Al model significantly improved the proposed model can be applied
methodology (focusing translation performance on a strong baseline. to Arabic dialects perhaps along
on generating target with Baniata & Kang’s (2024)
sentences by NMT’s model.
proposed formulae)
Postediting

6 Séanchez-Gijon et al. (2019) Addressing differences between Empirical methodology - NMT post-editing involves less editing than TM the proposed model can be
NMT post-editing (Eight professional segments. extended and applied to Arabic
and translation with the aid of a English-Spanish - translators positively thinking of performed English NMT, hence enhancing
translation memory (TM). translators took part in faster than those thinking of it negatively. AICI

this test.
Linguistics

7 Chen et al (2018) proposing a new neural network Experimental the proposed model can achieve a substantial and Given that the proposed model is
with syntax-based convolutional methodology significant improvement over several related to improvements of NMT,
architecture to learn structural baseline systems. it could be applied to ACTI
syntax information in translation involving Arabic dialects.
contexts.

- improving translation output.

8 Song et al. (2010) proposing a semantic NMT model for Experimental the proposed model improves a strong attention- The proposed model can be
MT incorporating abstract meaning methodology based sequence-to-sequence NMT with reference to further applied to similar connects
representation (AMR) English and German in MT.

Language-specific

9 Feng et al. (2023) Applying Al to Chinese MT Experimental approach The proposed model of MT improves Chinese The proposed model could be

incorporating CL translation in both performance and accuracy applied to Arabic translation to
English. Arab computational
linguists and Al specialists could
develop ArabNet corpus and
develop Translation Algorithms

10 Hu & Li (2023) exploring the strengths and corpus-based approach - The proposed Al model performs well, resulting in The proposed model could be
limitations of an Al-based English- 80% accuracy in translating Shakespeare's plays extended to translating famous
Chinese translation of literary texts. Coriolanus and The Merchant of Venice Arabic literary like those written

- It exhibits some sort of creativity. by Mahmoud Alagad, Taha
Hussain, among others.
11 Santiago-Benito et al. (2024) introduces a novel method for amixed approach achieved a bilingual evaluation understudy (BLEU) trained automatic translation

collecting and translating texts from
the Mixtec to the Spanish language

score of 95.66 for Mixtec-to-Spanish translation and
99.87 for Spanish-to-Mixtec translation.

models based on recurrent neural
networks, bidirectional recurrent
neural networks, and
Transformers
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Hybrid
12 Jung et al. (2024) proposes combining Google Translate comparative approach Automated scoring displayed comparable highlights that automated scoring
& ChatGPT) and ANNs (multilingual student performance to human scoring, especially when the integrated with the recent machine
concerns of human scoring responses from eight ANNs were trained and tested on ChatGPT- translation holds great promise for
countries and six translated responses consistent and resource-efficient
different languages were scoring in ILSAs
recruited as participants)
13 Tosun (2024) Proposing a Turkish-English model Experimental Late bilinguals more effectively detect MT accuracy Concerning the preference for
for detecting accuracy in MT methodology than their early bilingual counterparts. MT, age of acquisition and the
accuracy detection of non-
firsthand sentence translations
emerged as significant predictors.
14 Dugonik et al. (2023) proposing a hybrid machine Experimental approach The proposed HMT system: The model could be applied to
translation (HMT) of both NMT and - boosted the BLEU score, with an increase of 1.5 other languages leveraging the
SMT. points and 10.9 points for both translation directions. multilingual language model
-contributed to Slovenian—English translation field proposed.
15 Wang X. et al. (2018) proposing an Al model for experimental The proposed model performs better than NMT and Given the high peculiarities of CL,
incorporating SMT system into NMT methodology (Chinese- SMT each alone. SA, and MAD, the proposed
to alleviate above word-level to-English and English- model could be applied to these
limitations to-German translations) Arabic verities and other
languages including English.
ChatGPT
16 Peng et al. (2023) Introducing ChatGPT as the best Al Experimental The chain-of- thought prompt was found to be Enhancing ChatGPT functionality.
model for MT methodology involving powerful leading to word-by-word translation, which
English-Centric brought invaluable translation degradation.
Language Pairs
17 Son & Kim (2023) Comparing ChatGPT translation with Comparative - ChatGPT produces more reliable translation than The proposed token-based MT
that of Google Translate methodology CATs. system can be applied to ACTI
- Translation into English is easier than from it. research.
Transformer
18 Baniata et al. (2021) Introducing a transformer model to Experimental - The proposed model enhances and accelerates the the proposed model has been

translate Arabic dialects.

methodology

importance of various NLP tasks.
- It enriches NMT providing a Al-based model for
Arabic dialects.

applied to Arabic dialects, hence
enhancing ACTI for Arabic
dialects.

5. Discussion

This paper synthesizes ACTI research over forty-five years from 1980-2024,
considerably a long timeframe aiming to map out the ACTI intellectual landscape and
pinpoint the trending issues in this very important area of human knowledge. We have
focused our concern on providing analyses of ACTI knowledge landscape and trending
issues, represented by clusters, subjects categories, keywords, nodes by bursts and
centrality, as scientometric indicators to characterize, visualize and embody ACTI
research in this period. Three influential sources the articles were retrieved from are
WoS, Lens, and Scopus.

To begin with, in cluster analysis the scientometric analysis gives us profound insights
into several factors, the most important of which are: i) a holistic picture of ACTI
research intellectual landscape during forty-five years, ii) trending issues in ACTI
research, and iii) hotspots in ACTI research. As for (i), CiteSpace identified 471
research trends constituting ACTI knowledge landscape, we discuss only 12 cluster
(Table 3). As for (ii), trending issues refer to those clusters representing a high number
of publications, CiteSpace dubbed these as “Sizes”. Concerning (iii), hotspots are
articles that are constituted recently. Thus, the top 12 cluster beginning with small
parallel corpora and ending in deep learning models constitute ACTI knowledge
landscape. Clusters such as those having the sizes 125, 117, and 100 could be termed
as trending issues, and clusters evolving around 2021-2023 could be called hotspots in
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ACT]I research over the timespan in our study. We will discuss these and their relevance
to ACTI research developments, focusing on (ii) trending issues and (iii) hotspots, each
in turn.

ACTI trending issues generative adversarial network (Cluster 0), having the highest
number of publications, i.e. 125 articles, a Silhouette value of 0.96, and comes to play
around 2017. Generative adversarial network (GAN) is a type of LLM, the main idea
of which comes from game theory of gain and loss. It is an LLM combined with two
neural networks for adversarial training, recently introduced into Al field, specifically
deep language learning to produce highly accurate images utilizing deep learning
methods in face recognition (Long & Zhang, 2023; Tavakkoli et al. 2020). The
importance of this ACT]I research trend ensues from utilizing GAN in MT, though it
firstly was introduced in face recognition in military field and forensic and legal
spheres. It has been employed in natural language processing including MT, thus
generating language texts/sentences to overcome CAT translation problems (Ahn et al.
2021).

Low-resource language is another ACTI trend retaining the 2" rank, i.e. Cluster 1 with
117 research articles and a Silhouette value of 0.883. Low-source languages refer to
languages having less data for Al models to process and/or analyze including Irish,
Hindi, Bengali, Amharic, Galician, and Basque, that create problems for LLMs. This is
due to the fact that these languages do not provide rich data for language processing in
machine translation processes, for instance, in the same way high-source languages
such as English, Arabic, French, and German do. Low-resource languages thus need
certain types of deep learning models capable of processing their poor data. A number
of ACTI scholars have attempted to build such models. For example, Goyle et al. (2023)
build an NMT model capable of processing low-resource language data. Their model
was built upon mBART, which seems to achieve promising results helping in amending
these languages’ problem space.

Statistical machine translation is another trending issue in our study, labelled as cluster
3 in our corpus, coming to existence around 2011, with 94 articles and a Silhouette
value of 0.974. SMT has a long history, as one of three stages of MT. It has come after
example-based machine translation and developed from it. The first idea of SMT is
traced to Brown et al.’s (1990) proposal. In SMT, machines, precisely computers, are
trained on a large amount of data to learn translation rules (Wang H. et al. 2022). Since
then SMT has developed in several aspects including different models (Brown et al.
1993), a syntax-based model (Yamada & Knight, 2001), alignment template approach
(Och & Ney, 2004), shallow linguistic knowledge (Hwang et al., 2007), hierarchical
phrase alignment (Watanabe et al., 2007), swarm-inspired re-ranker system (Farzi &
Hesham, 2015), SomAgent models (Lopez et al., 2011), syntax-based reordering model
(Khalilov & Fonollosa, 2011), and incorporating human postediting (Formiga et al.,
2015). However, there have also arisen some studies combining multi-models
(Sachdeva et al. 2014), because it was not easy for a single model to meet several
translation requirements, which enhances SMT performance. The use SMT perhaps
ends when NMT comes to play, which witnesses substantial developments, specifically
when employing neural algorithms.

As for ACTI hotspots during forty-five years, three clusters, namely Arabic dialects,
deep neural network and deep learning models are case-in point here. However, we will
discuss only two, viz., Arabic dialect and deep learning models. Arabic dialect as a
hotspot in ACT] research evolves around 2020, with 16 publications. The entrance of
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Arabic language/dialect is very significant due to the fact that Arabic has three major
categories/dialects: classical Arabic (CLA), Standard Arabic (SA) and Modern Arabic
dialects (MADS). CLA is the language of the Holy Qur’an, it is used in religion-based
contexts such as mosques, Islamic teachings, while SA is the official language of Arab
States. It is used in such context as press, TV, education, official communications.
Finally, MADs are mother tongues of all Arabs. These dialects are used in day-to-day
affairs, homes and streets. Undoubtedly, these three varieties of Arabic impose severe
problems for MT, be it SMT or NMT. Thus, there are ample studies examining the
efficiency of MT for Arabic dialects, accelerating Arabic’s peculiarities and properties.
For example, Baniata et al. (2021) have introduced a pioneering transformer model that
that utilizes subword units for translating Arabic dialects, holding that Arabic dialects
constitute a considerable difficulty for NMT as they exbibit free word order.

As for other analyses such as subject categories, keywords, top nodes by bursts and by
centrality, it is clear that they are consistent with cluster analysis. Put differently, we
notice that almost all the clusters in Table 3 iterate in these analyses, which accelerates
the strength, reliability and validity of our analysis. A substantial finding from Table 3
concerns the size of the contribution of Al to translation industry. The fact that Neural
machine translation, Generative adversarial network and Low-resource language
having the largest number of articles, viz., 100, 125 and 117, respectively, though
emerging around 2016, 2017 and 2018, respectively, compared to Small parallel
corpora, which emerges around 2004, unveils that in the past Al contribution to
translation industry is not rigorous, and that the more Al develops the more its
contribution increases.

6. Conclusion and looking forward

With several and various developments Al has undergone, MT has witnessed
considerable change and tremendous developments. Through history spanning over
than a century or so, MT has undergone tremendous developments, too, beginning with
RMT, SMT and ending in NMT and transformers, LLMs and hybrid SMT and NMT
models. The study provides a comprehensive scientometric and thematic analyses of
ACTI research for a considerably long time spanning between 1980-2024, involving
132220 articles collected from three different sources, viz., WoS, Scopus, and Lens.
The scientometric analysis involves cluster, subject categories, keywords, burstness,
centrality and research centers. The thematic analysis focuses on reviewing 18 articles,
selected purposefully from the top citing and cited articles, centering on purpose,
approach, findings, and contribution to ACTI future directions.

Several and various conclusions could be drawn from our study: i) in the past Al
contribution to translation industry was not rigorous, resulting in RMT and SMT the
translation output of which was not satisfactory. This unsatisfactoriness could be
ascribed to many factors, some relating to the undeveloped models used, and some
relating to typological parametrizations between languages, ii) with the advent of NNAs
and (D)LLMs utilized in MT, MT industry develops considerably, specifically with
launching large LLMs such as ChatGPT and several transformers. These Al models
have revolutionized almost every aspect of life including academics, education,
engineering, scientific research, and MT industry is no exception, and iii) despite all
these developments, MT field still needs rigorous research to better MT translation
outputs. NMT along with current Al models need to develop further to handle many
problems. These problems include those related to low-source languages such as Hindi,
Bengali, Amharic, and Irish. Due to the poor linguistic data these languages have,
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models developed for them need further research and Al models capable for process
their low sources (Goyle et al., 2023).

Another area presenting a real challenge for MT concerns multi-dialectical and free
word order languages like Arabic. Due to the diglossic nature of Arabic (see e.g.
Ferguson, 1959), we need an Al model capable of handling, processing and computing
H and L varieties of Arabic. Arabic, be it CLA, SA, or MAD, has a variety of word
orders such as VSO, SVO, SOV, OSV, OVS (Shormani, 2015, 2017, 2024a & b), so
we need NMT models that can identify the subject, verb and object in the sentence to
translate them correctly (see also Baniata et al., 2021). A further problem encountered
by NMT is with regard to register, specifically cultural, and religious registers. As for
culture, ChatGPT, though the most powerful Al model, cannot translate an English
proverb like The devil is beating his grandma (a proverb said when rain falls and sun
shines) into Arabic, as proverbs involve arbitrariness and idiosyncrasies, and are
embedded within culture (cf. Shormani, 2020). As for religious texts, ChatGPT, for
instance, cannot translate such an Arabic religious text as 4 Jas3! “bi-hajr ?allah!” (=For
the sake of God). Thus, what Al-translation programmers and developers should do in
this respect is train LLMs like ChatGPT on massive (internet) data that include religious
and cultural data to better its performance.

Supplementary Material: The data underlying the study findings and conclusions
will be made available upon request.
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