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Abstract: Japanese sentence-ending predicates tend to be composed of a complex sequence of content words
and functional elements, such as aspect, modality, and honorifics, which can often hinder the understanding
of language learners. Conventional lexical simplification methods, which are designed to replace difficult
target words with simpler synonyms in a word-by-word manner, are not always suitable for simplifying such
Japanese predicates. Here, we propose a novel method that can simplify the whole sequence of predicate, fol-
lowing a basic lexical simplification process consisting of detection, generation, validation and ranking steps.
The principal feature of our method is the high ability to substitute the whole predicates with simple ones
while maintaining their core meanings in the context by effectively using the pre-trained masked language
model of BERT. Experimental results showed that our proposed method consistently produced many more
candidates that are both fluent and adequate than the multiple baseline methods. Furthermore, we conducted
in-depth analyses of (1) the effectiveness of the average token embedding and dropout, (2) the simplicity of
generated candidates, (3) the differences of performance by text domain, and (4) the remaining errors of our
proposed method, revealing the characteristics of our methods and future prospects for improvement.
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Fig. 1 Example of Japanese sentence-ending predicate and its simplified version.
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Fig. 2 Overall process of simplification of sentence-ending predicates.
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Fig. 3 Generation of a particle by BERT with average token embedding. [CLS] and
[SEP] are two special tokens in BERT; [CLS] is added in front of input tokens

and [SEP] is a special separator token.
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Fig. 4 Generation of a content word.
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%)

*13 http://taku910.github.io/mecab/

*14 https://github.com/google/sentencepiece

*15 https://github.com/pytorch /fairseq 77 #+ I k DN A 78—%
T A= RN,

*16 https://github.com/cl-tohoku/BERT-japanese (BERT-
base_mecab-ipadic-bpe-32k_whole-word-mask)
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(BFABLOFRANICZBHOX -7 — F&275R7). BfFO
SWEZHEEZFHLZDO, IWHOFEEFET IV 2FIH
L72b D l, FELFERLEFOTLEEL IN—-L T3
WINOTFELD, FHELEEIE SO TIER <, ﬁﬁ
R LHEEZTEL I X 79500 THY, WETEL
HARWZ 7O 233E3 5. L L, HIEHEAoO® Sk
ZERAHEE LTWALET, MEFHLIIKRECAELL, K
W TIE, ERAT v 7OFREEBEET 5 2 L ICF] %
B, U3 7T 33 HTIRELZDDITH —
L, K2 IRTERAT v 7THONBEEREY 2 - VD
Kk, HER=ATA VY FETHEHEBER L. WITLOTFHED
ByE R BRI B IO R TR V72, NEFED A D
WS 217, /2, BERT 2V /2= 25 1 ¥ Fi:L
AL, SUIRICHAF Lo 2 5572w/, 31 EiTmL
T-HEREEEDOTRESE AT S & T, MEFHEL 5L &M
ARz 5.

YV—FZAERAVEFE (VV-FR) ATTHESR
tﬁﬁ@yy—ﬁx#%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéiﬁﬁéé H
FFE T ST 5729012, HAFE WordNet [F]35xf 77— 7 X —

A [39] %17, 3G i%%mm WA FRIRSFEE 410
3ODYY—=FRAEMALL, Zho5Dy vV —TF A
I, FELZ DA T TIEIFG IR T RwD, ZToK
P TR DR D AIAT D %V,

PPDB #Hu\=Fi% (PPDB) K4 HAES Vil
Z 7 — 4 ~—Z PPDB: Japanese [42] *?1 2> & JHFAE % JE1S
T 5T THA. PPDB: Japanese D 10best D7 — % & v
N222 3RS, NABOSWIRZ 3% #45 L7-. PPDB T
u,éwmxﬂ(%ﬂ%thtﬁé>_ﬂbf,mﬁﬁ
DEVIEZIER, Tbb P51 BLO P(5'|5) ™58
NTWDE, 7eh72h 10 fFomEm % AR T 2R EFEL &

Bafi 2 5729, WEFEOFIEMEAHE CIFIC 10 B % 5
L35,
Word2vec & FH\\/=Fi% (word2vec) I DOLE

WD L FHETH S (9], [27]. MeCab T b — 27 453
L 7= Wikipedia ® 7 ¥ A ;s &3 % v TFH L 72 200 KT
» CBOW O word2vec 7NV 2 M L72*23, x5iE L D
A CEMEDTE VIR 10 e 5 5.

BERT # VW /-BEBFTOFE 1 (BERT-Singlel)

*1T http://compling.hss.ntu.edu.sg/wnja,/

*18 https://github.com/masayu-a/WLSP

*19 http:/ /www.jnlp.org/SNOW /D2

"0 R L 7SR OB, BT WordNet [#65 77— 5 X — 2
11,753 &, 533HRE#EK 101,070 xf, NAEGEHSHEE 29,639 4T
b5,

*21 https://ahcweb01.naist.jp/resource/jppdb/

*22 10best D7 — ¥ £ v ME, 15,023,796 10T VIR DILERS
NIRBUE S S DTH B, WEGH, S % 5 FBL S VIR R
ELTHZTLOBZUTLEVLDLL RS NTEY, Kif%E
DORBICHE L7 RBUCBET 5 L KIFIZH A XI3hS b,

*23 Word2vec € 7V O EF|21E, Python 7 4 7 7 1) O gensim
(https://radimrehurek.com/gensim /models/word2vec.html)
7.
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£ 1 ATEHtiOfRE
Table 1 Human evaluation metrics.
LOELEZBEERIRFFE TS
WHRIZ &> TRILDOELZFRPRFF SN TS
YDFEZBERPRFFS L T ARwn

Tk
1 CEMIIZIELW
2 DLENEDND S
3 SCEMIZIEL

x 2 MEHESC 525 ST 5 FSLA T v 7T L DA B kE
Table 2 General statistics of the number of candidates in each simplification step for

the targeted 525 difficult sentences.

T 1A 1 DRI EORAH & 4R T & XM
AR REER AREER/ERTR ERE R REER/ERR
V=T A 2,552 641 0.251 525 294 0.560
PPDB 2,789 1,431 0.513 523 448 0.857
Word2vec 4,341 2,011 0.463 525 505 0.962
BERT-Singlel 4,750 1,649 0.347 525 377 0.718
BERT-Single2 4,746 1,716 0.362 525 378 0.720
BERT[MASK] 4,604 3,053 0.663 525 521 0.992
BERT[Avg] 4,466 2,927 0.655 525 520 0.990
BERT[Avg+dp] 4,521 2,954 0.653 525 521 0.992

3 GEED BERT AR MUk LT RE Yy 77 k
ZWH L7292 T, fUBREZ TS5 Zhou 5 [11] DF
Hia HAGECHEE S 5. REFL L F L HAGE BERT £
TNEFWT, Fa v 777 bE#EIE Zhou & [11] 12HEv 0.3
WZR%SE L7z, I—RET O BERT[Avg+dp] &EWVA5, Lk
DEHNE, R=AFT A VFEEH  F THIEHRMOE ZH
2 Td%. BERT OLEIEVIEIZ 10 fF & i 5.
BERT # VW /-BHEBMOF & 2 (BERT-Single2)
DAL ENGRFEEY A7 LI AT e g sd, v A
7 L2 & Pl &€ % Qiang 5 [10] D Fi:% HARGET
FET L. REFLELFELHAFE BERT €7V % Hwe,
BERT OTEEWIRIZ 10 Fx & 3 4.

4.2 FHEFE

H AR RGP A AT O KRB L FHET— % £ v M3AF
Lz, 22T, (1) WHEHOATFMB LT (2) A
FCHESE Ltk@%dﬁﬁ&ﬂwitwm@%ﬁi 7 ¥
AN KAAL T ELT, Wikipedia*?4, =2 — AZ5FH* ¢
LIRS 250 3 D DR &3t G & L7z, ZNENnoF
AA Vs T ¥ AIT500 3, ARt 1,600 XEMEBL, FF
i —% & L7,

() AFFHMO72012, HAFET F A FOKIERT / 7 —
Va U EEDRBREAR TS A4 NOHARGERESE I EEY
AR L7, ST X o TEBRINZH I LFNRFNIC2
NOVEEEZEN) YTz, AR SN SEMIE, T 1IDR

F UG & Z UMD 2 DDOFRIEIZIED Z/EEH T
b oot

(2) AFZRILDIER D 72012, 1 NDOVEER IR IRE
EEHICFE IR B L 72, 1E3EEE, HARET
F A D OKRERTERORERIZ T TR L, INRESOBE LY
BT AR HE LA, EERICE, FXB X UWREE
BRI RN L, K3 OBREDFL LT IRz %
ERLT 5 L DR L7227, NEREICOW T, 3 EEIHT
N L TCHES BEIRE 2 W7 v RE R T A IR 2 Rk, ESE
FHIIIMEHTTREREO U A b2y L7z, Bhad L iReRk iz o w

TUE, TEEDOHEMALZ BT 2 720 I 25T R o 7z,

RS (1), (2) ofEERICE, FRl oAy AT S
varwhz, TAEERCEEERED S OEERT L
DEER R DOHIZ b o 7.

5. EERFER

5.1 1 - &K - LR T v TORERBE

M2 ofE7a L ALY, FHliT— % 1,500 3CI2x) L
THED AT 072, 3, AT v 7T 704 X5 HEfE T
HAHEHESINS. FOW 1T IIHEEBICHEATED L L
BEALT T EA T DRI SN2, oF ), KRho
525 LA TN & R kiR & s L HIE S sz,
525 WA T BT EDERA T v THEB L OWEE A
T TROBMTBOME &2, T 2 1R, ERE OB
8L, ¥V — 5 2L PPDB IZHART, 0o FiEAs

i LT

*24 https://dumps.wikimedia.org/

*25 https://www3.nhk.or.jp/news/

26 HARDIAMICIT 27 = 7 A Py T Ly FASIUEL
T—% 6] Thhs.
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2T S OPMN R T VIR RIT O 5, w3 ORETEE
LEVHZZAN—TE D LY L7,

28 WEAF O AL HREREM [43] ICE N EM MO E W
Ha e LTiho7e.
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® 3 ANFRHIOVESEE M —EE (EAHE A v/ YR
Table 3 Inter-rater agreement (Weighted Cohen’s k).

v b XH ABE 244
A 5,144  0.757  0.719
B 4,790 0.839  0.792

KIEIZ ERS. ZoEE, FEHCEFWIRRFED) A & H
B3 b/ —F AR PPDB & #£7% 1), word2vec % BERT
DEFPFATFPE R L DNEIZSL { DM % H L S
NBZLITRRT S, 7282k 2 W L 7o MEE %o
R OHEE, I—EFESCTNH 3,000 7 & AhoFik
RECERMAL. ERLZEMHICBIT2F5 G EHOHE
G 5% e, REFRIZ, PR B RE
TZOWTHBENRT WA LN 0h. BIREVEE L
T, REFHLFAL BERT %] L 72 BERT-Singlel &
BERT-Single2 (&, V-5 7% Bt O E G 2% 35% i #£ & v,
T I 1 FEHAL ORI 2 KD 247> T b 7z
B, XRMHEK D K&, TTOMEEISEVIESHR TV
(THDLEFGRESHIIN) EEXLNS.

FRETIL, AR 525 LDIFIFTNTUTHL, 12
U EDFEG Mz R TE T I g nsh. —H,
TV =T AN = AFHEIIHRILD 44% 120 LT 12 b BEd
IR TETWR, S LB oRgH & Z451kico
WCIEREICHEE S 525, Z OB S TIRETFED LR
DE S L FWMEDHR 5.

5.2 1REER 7T v THROERICHT 2 EHE
5.2.1 AFFHERER

45 16,382 LOMGFER T v TR OFEM» O BEH T B 7z
H719,934 LE 20Dty MIGF) 2T, £ b
12D & 2 A OFHE ZEN Y 4T, ik & 2241k ORIl &
o7z, & 31, MFEBAH—HEO/ETH LEMIT X
71 R [44]) DIEZRRT. $RTORAIT7H 0.7 ET
DY, ZOLH)RSFEFMS A2 & LT, —EDEEN
BRSNS RTdH B L\ 2B [45), [46].

e & 24 EDS, 2 NOFHIE 5 & HI2 1 LEFl S
N7 % Good fiifl, TN el L d 1 NOFHE
25 1 LRI S N7z ER % Acceptable fEff & 97530,

= 412, BRI A5G R LR, REFEIC
& o THERB N7z Good &, Acceptable =i O AEHL,
N=RA T4 Y FFEIE o THERSNZBRR L Y KIBICS
Vo B, YV =7 AUSOFEIZOWTIE, £THL
T K10 FomEdz b3 5WEL, 72 7 OV
I% Acceptable 12722V bDE L L kb0, M4
K125 % Good X Acceptable fEffi D E A I1XML L 2 1) 2%

*29 ZETFH & CTEER R OAA b, BFIZ2 501y MIHEIT
b TIELRVY, AWMLy POGEFELS 25 L9 I
L7.

*30° Acceptable f#fild Good Efix L&ET 5.

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

x4 JEG SN

Table 4 Number of obtained candidates.

F& Good Acceptable
TU—F 111/641 (0.173)  183/641 (0.285
PPDB 161/1,431 (0.113)  252/1,431 (0.176
‘Word2vec 283/2,011 (0.141)  447/2,011 (0.222

BERT-Singlel
BERT-Single2

181/1,649 (0.110)

413/1,649 (0.250

BERT[MASK]
BERT[Avg]

BERT[Avg+dp]

429/3,053 (0.141)
436/2,927 (0.149)

(
(
(
(
216/1,716 (0.126)
(
(
444/2,954 (0.150)

819/3,053 (0.268
790/2,927 (0.270

)
(0.176)
(0.222)
(0.250)
491/1,716 (0.286)
(0.268)
(0.270)
823/2,954 (0.279)

£ 5 Good &M £ 7213 Acceptable Efli % B4 ) A MI& &R

&

Table 5 Number of target sentences that have any good or

acceptable candidate.

Fi& Good Acceptable
=3I 98/525 (0.187)  135/525 (0.257
PPDB 136/525 (0.259)  185/525 (0.352
‘Word2vec 196/525 (0.373)  268/525 (0.510

BERT-Singlel
BERT-Single2

117/525 (0.223)

211/525 (0.402

BERT[MASK]

BERT|[Avg]

BERT[Avg+dp]

214/525 (0.408)
228/525 (0.434)

(
(
(
134/525 (0.255)
(
(
236/525 (0.450)

351/525 (0.669
353/525 (0.672

)
(0.352)
(0.510)
(0.402)
237/525 (0.451)
(0.669)
(0.672)
364/525 (0.693)

LETHA, TrF 7L )AL ERY RALICRE S €
L5 ENEETHA.

& 513, FHIRFRIL 525 I 2 G- % 77§
Acceptable fEfifi # LR T X 7281 &61%, METFEVWITNICE
WTH, N=ZA7 A YFFEERECEAY, R=Z2F 1 ¥
P CicmERE = L 72 word2vee OFER L D & 15% VL E &
V. BERT % HGEHAL CEA L7z RN— 25 4 v T KiE
WCBEELTWS., TR, CRBRELE L E o7
B TEWRZ ZRETHEOAIMEZRLTVAE, 4B,
word2vec X BERT 7% EPLHOFHRFEE TV EGEHT 5
F, SOBRIFEOV AN EHIICHES 5T (¥
V=35 X, PPDB) & 1) b3 L THENS VIR E o7
FHAESVIRZARD SN L FHILy A7 TlE, HEOH
Tt KB L S VIR BG4 7200 Cld 45
Th L, WLNEHEZESCE 2TV A2 EYICHRAT 5
CENEETHDLERBEND,

5.2.2 AFSBXED—HESEW

FGALR B D 525 LIk L T AT L OMEZ 1T -
7z, WEAEDS 3 D LU R S 723U 164 3L, iR 2 OfF
B S 72300 261 3L, BEREDS 1 OVER S L2230l 91 3, fE
HAVER E NG o 72T 9 XL TH o 7.

ERE Nz AFTHELZSVWIRZEE (ANFS
D) L O—HEAVIZOVWTHET L. SWVIRZORY
HEOBE,SIE, FICNBHO—HNEETH L7720, 5%
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BT TR, NEFREO—HICHERT L. £ 6 1FA
FHL L - L -EH oG, T 7T IIATFSREL 3
L 7B D 5 N R O 2 R T,
NTFaHi & FAkI, SEa—8, NEFE—-IE I, =’E
FEPR=ZAF A4 Y FHRIDBERTHE., L2L, AT
FHD Good MK L LT 5 &, AFBHILIZBIT 55
LR OBEMBIT v, 2R, B e ATREITON
BREXF — 720 Bha R RE R BN R 72 2 HHI AL 0o 7
72OThH5L., £/, NFBRILLENELEDL#% 5 Good &
LD THEAE Lz, 728 21, 1988 4E5 5 ARk
Miva—%frzoTHH, BIETIIHRLH TREIPES

*= 6 AFBHEILL L 7ok
Table 6 Number of candidates included in the human refer-

ences.

F& Ee—H AEEE—I
V=T R 36/641 (0.056 85/641 (0.133
PPDB 76/1,431 (0.053)  117/1,431 (0.082
Word2vec 108/2,011 (0.054)  167/2,011 (0.083

BERT-Singlel
BERT-Single2
BERT[MASK]
BERT[Avg]
BERT[Avg-+dp]

142/1,716 (0.083
399/3,053 (0.131
417/2,927 (0.142
403/2,954 (0.136

173/3,053 (0.057
184/2,927 (0.063

)
)
)
110/1,649 (0.067)
)
)
)
184/2,954 (0.062)

)

( )

( )

( 137/1,649 (0.083)

115/1,716 (0.067 )
( )

( )

( )

RT7T AFBECE—HLBEMEBEMY A MGG IRE
Table 7 Number of target sentences that have any candidate

included in the human references.

Fi& T NEZE—

Y52 36/525 (0.069 77/525 (0.147
PPDB 70/525 (0.133)  106/525 (0.202
Word2vec 96/525 (0.183)  145/525 (0.276

BERT-Singlel
BERT-Single2
BERT[MASK]
BERT[Avg]
BERT[Avg+dp]

(0.069) )
(0.133) )
(0.183) )
98/525 (0.187)  112/525 (0.213)
104/525 (0.198)  117/525 (0.223)
(0.284) )
(0.312) )
(0.312) )

149/525 (0.284
164/525 (0.312
164/525 (0.312

245/525 (0.467
260,525 (0.495
260,525 (0.495

nTW3a | OfITIE, ADMERR L7z T2 7hhTn

b | O#AIZS57275, BERT[Aveg+dp] & [#H 5], [# LT
Wa], [#BZHh-oTwa], [#BHALTVWS] ®42o0
Good B & K L 7.

BV Z BRI B RH 2 ATFRFfiE 2 A A3 A
B720, PO ORED 201213, N\FERIEHE
TALILVEETH L. EE, EEOFHILMEICBITS
FFiliid, BLEU[47] ° SARI[48] 2 EORNEx T, ¥
AT LHIFERE AT EDOLFHIRBICL ) AT
LEREICRIT 2 K & 228 & {048 5 2 HEhREAli A5 ©
HbH. PO LX) AFBRILTIEI I N=-LENB WY
%y AT DI OAE 2@/l L 22 &9, #ie) e AT

ZHOLOWSET LR BEEHETFE ORI RO 5N D,

5.3 Z2X L U7y THRORERICH T 5 FHE

R8IE, 7 v&F vy rEMOMERE T LD ANTEFMH S
RS . FHO Acceptable@N 1, A7 N OO HRIZ

Acceptable BB E TN TV LD EDP ZRTIEETH 5.
Acceptable@1 IR % 1 D2 O TN % b e \WiEse
HEIFZb s AT %23 T 59 A CEELRTEETH Y,
Acceptable@5 (FF VIR FER D) X N ZIERT 5T 51
TRV AT ANDIHICBWCHRAGIRE CH 5. kL
LTREFEDPR=AT A Y FEICH"EHREEZ R LT
B, Acceptable@l IZ{#H 9 % &, BERT[Avg+dp] IZ5
WTBERT LEEL a4 YHUELZ T & 7R/ ML L
THWFEP RS MVFHifE R E o7z, LaL, £D
T X v TEROMAEETY, Acceptable@l DE|E13 0.5
"Frﬁf:t,cb\ ERELY, SO AUHEOKMATRS TV
. —H, BERT[Avg+dp] BT % Acceptable@b DEIA
i, TERECIELTE Y, REFLEIAMOTFTETIE
WERRT L) ZATIIHEHRLARVICH D Z AR EN
L. R=AF A4 yFEd, kdEWIEREE 1 L 72 word2vec
T#E1E, Acceptable@1 TIZIRETHEITWVIERZHE LT
W5 723, Acceptable@5 TR ETHEEZ AKX THA. L

K8 MHLAET YF U IrFEMOMERET LD Acceptable@N (@1, @5) DR (FHINAIL,

RO 525 LIHxT B )

Table 8 Results of Acceptable@N (@1 and @5) and effectiveness of each ranking fea-

ture, with the ratio to the 525 target sentences given in parentheses.

. BERT, COS, LM BERT, COS BERT, LM BERT
Fk Q1 Q@5 @1 @1 Q@5 @1 @5

TS 122 (0.232) 135 (0.257) 119 (0.227) 134 (0.255) 121 (0.230) 135 (0.257) 119 (0.227) 134 (0.255)
PPDB 144 (0.274) 184 (0.350) 136 (0.259) 185 (0.352) 147 (0.280) 185 (0.352) 138 (0.263) 185 (0.352)
Word2vec 238 (0.453) 268 (0.510) 221 (0.421) 268 (0.510) 233 (0.444) 268 (0.510) 225 (0.429) 267 (0.509)
BERT-Singlel 159 (0.303) 209 (0.398) 156 (0.297) 208 (0.396) 145 (0.276) 208 (0.396) 145 (0.276) 206 (0.392)
BERT-Single2 175 (0.333) 231 (0.440) 186 (0.354) 232 (0.442) 170 (0.324) 230 (0.438) 178 (0.339) 232 (0.442)
BERT|MASK] 248 (0.472) 344 (0.655) 246 (0.469) 344 (0.655) 239 (0.455) 346 (0.659) 241 (0.459) 342 (0.651)
BERT[Avg] 245 (0.467) 350 (0.667) 238 (0.453) 349 (0.665) 231 (0.440) 347 (0.661) 219 (0.417) 349 (0.665)
BERT[Avg+dp] 252 (0.480) 357 (0.680) 257 (0.490) 358 (0.682) 248 (0.472) 355 (0.676) 240 (0.457) 356 (0.678)

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan
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=9 RETFEOEMELRTHO (LA 5 DOBEHO AL FER ; K=V FIK . Acceptable &
i PR Good MMl 5«77 L EANEAD B /IESCHENY)
Table 9 Example of the advantage of our proposed methods. Top-5 outputs are shown
(boldface: acceptable candidates; underline: good candidates; “?”: awkward
or ungrammatical candidates).
AN EMICTEAEITONTVWETY,
Y= 5 AN=R CEBBERZ L] ‘ ‘
PPDB IENTVET : PESNTVET :?ﬁméﬂfwi?:
Word2vec PRASHATVWET | PETOSNRTVET | 20 TwET | |
BERT-Singlel PEALNTVET ! ! ! !
BERT-Single2 ﬁﬁianfuivl : : :
BERT[MASK] PHVET : EfATVWET : % FoTWET : PREPNTVET : PRV TwET
BERT[Avg] PHVET O ERATVWEYT | 2ERFfoCwEYT | 2RboTwEY | AV TLET
BERT|[Avg+dp] PHYVET ! EHEATVWET | 2%2F-oTwEd | 2 A-oTwET ‘ PRVTVET

XY, BREFER, CKRBFEZHRE LI FHEY
AT LNOIGHIZBIT 5, BER TR ALELERKTH
b ENPRENT.

7B, Acceptable@5 TlX, &0 F v ¥ v 7HEZWLEOME
FERANTY, HRICRKELEFIH TV, BAL 5 4L
PUC Y R & &0 5 720121%, ad A VHEUERCSHE
EFNVAITICETAEHE A %212 BERT L
DHEHCLIZTFT T THDZ EV505

+z 9D, A ENEMIIZRT. ¥V —TFAR=Z
FHRIF1OVBEMEZERTE TR WVY, ZOMO T4
$1 2 ED Good i # M TETWA, FRETFHIT
AL 5 - Acceptable Effi % 3 £ (M Good EHi % 2 )
A TETEY, Good BEHiD [25H) 3| »F v TSI
T4 LTnA, ERENGER (e T3] LT
DOWFE [T THWET] E, ZLEKIEIFEFZETIE
BV, WEREEE L ZICEERERIIMRNT
w%.1%?L&t,Lm%waiM®&%%WLTW
DB -lkfEE2 FT 5 ABOERE, YA 7 FiEE
TNV Td D BERT 289 £ I L, FKRE T VI
RERTETWDLILEDHZ L., —J7, URxZEE L%
W PPDB, word2vec, HLEEHA ORI ZE 22 2179
BERT-Singlel, BERT-Single2 Tl&, %0 & 9 Zffwi% 4
WTE R,

6. FFIEDAT

6.1 BFEDLER

F5 TRRLEA%:CEDH 1D Acceptable &R A% 5
N72ERZ BT, EBRFEO4 28 @) OMAETITH
LTI AY—MEZIT-72. R 1012, MEICHE L
SEER L URRO p 2 RT.
REFHEER=ZAT M Y FEOB D4 158 ) OMEE
IZBWT, pfHIZ0.001 LT &4, BETLEOEMMED
IRENTZ. 72 2L, R=2AF4 Y FETRD BWiELRE
i L7z word2vec & BERT[Avg+dp] & 15 &, %4 525

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

X, word2vec DAY Acceptable Ml = Lk T & 720k
B3 49 T 5 DIZx L, BERT[Avg+dp] DA A Acceptable
fBAl % A2 C & 72308 145 & KIE LS B a5 .

BWT, EFETCHALL, FH N~ VA
HihAE Fay 77y boFRMEE E N ENMKGE
¥ % . BERT[MASK]-BERT[Avg+dp| ¥, BERT[Avg]-
BERT[Avg+dp] B O p fiild, Zh 21 0.085, 0.052 725

—7J7, BERT[MASK]-BERT[Avg] B p % 0.902 725
7o I, F =7 YHEOAARE Ny 7T RO
EEDREEDOEGIY A 712> TRHRICEMNTHLZ &%
RLTWS

R 11 13, RO AP SHEE LIZ  Valkeh [2387 % |

A LT, TTOlEEDTEHRZ M L % v BERT[MASK] °
Good Bl Z E TETWARWEI ZRT. 20X A,
TORFEDIERE R LTS 2T b — 27 VHDAR
ASEREDIM EIC%5- L, BERT[Avg] Tl EAL 5 4 4 1F,
Good fEfli = A TE T 5

T 121, FHIN—7 VHEORARE FOy TT T bOMH
AEDEPERNTH BH0 %R, TTOREDEREZMHEH L
% \» BERT[MASK] (& Acceptable fEffiz 1 2 b M T &
TRV, SEH =7 VD AREFHT M0 2 20
ET VX, Acceptable EfiZ K TETnAE, DI 2,
BERT[Avg+dp] ® &% Good B DRI L T 5
WRELRD b= RIS 5ET 5 BERT[Avg+dp]
&, TCOFRBLERIHEL L7 iRA AR T 52

IZEE LT 5

6.2 BREDOFHE

1313, TOMBGE L EE SN (4 21) N
BiEOHESEZAL 2 RT. 3.1 B Cul7z X ) (28R 7
WIMEEA T v T THRPN D720, TTOH IR
EBRDF-ZAILER TE TS, PPDB 2 X—ZA 7 4
YFREIC K o TR SNIEROMS L, FIRESED
PCRLE L 2L —T, IREFECHEG SN/
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F 10 PHIFEOKHMA LGOI T 2 AFGF-l (54 A MZB1F % Acceptable fE#i D
HiE) onEi (Fb  WFEE S IBEEE ; £ F D FRIE LOoOFEO A GHE | A
L ATHRI LT MERA AT D MREE S ICBEME) LAY —RED pE

Table 10 Contingency tables of human evaluation for each combination of simplifica-

tion methods and p-values of McNemar’s test (upper left in a contingency

tables: the number of sentences in which both methods generated any ac-

ceptable candidate; lower left: only the method in column header; upper

right: only the method in row header; lower right: neither method).

. _ BERT- BERT- BERT BERT BERT
oI =Z R PPDB ‘Word2vec
Singlel Single2 [MASK] [Avg] [Avg+dp]

PIU—F X - <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

66 | 119
PPDB _— - <0.001 0.095 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

69 | 271

86 | 182 140 | 128
‘Word2vec - <0.001 0.050 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

49 | 208 45 | 212

. 52 | 159 86 | 125 122 | 89

BERT-Singlel - <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

83 | 231 99 | 215 146 | 168

. 60 | 177 94 | 143 135 | 102 205 | 32

BERT-Single2 - <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

75 | 213 91 | 197 133 | 155 6 | 282

95 | 256 148 | 203 207 | 144 153 | 198 170 | 181
BERT[MASK] - 0.902 0.085

40 | 134 37 | 137 61 | 113 58 | 116 67 | 107

95 | 258 153 | 200 211 | 142 158 | 195 174 | 179 319 | 34
BERT[Avg] - 0.052

40 | 132 32 | 140 57 | 115 53 | 119 63 | 109 32 | 140

98 | 266 156 | 208 219 | 145 163 | 201 180 | 184 333 | 31 345 | 19
BERT[Avg+dp] -

37| 124 29 | 132 49 | 112 48 | 113 57 | 104 18 | 143 8 153

F11 PN -7 Y ROARDEDART IO (LR 5 SOBEMOA IR K- F
i © Acceptable 5 5 T#i © Good fE#)
Table 11 Example of the effectiveness of average token embedding and dropout (bold-

face: acceptable candidates; underline: good candidates).

A INLANY) YT A% EOfm P ENT %
BERT[MASK] | #MlE¥4% , &#5¥ , %Wz |, 2%F |, 25
BERT[Avg] nE DA S  EHEYY | kE0nd | PHEY

F 12 EH = VHORARLE ROy TT Y L OB (K-
)V FfE © Acceptable &l ; Tt © Good M5 5 “77 o EAE

B % IS
Table 12 Example of the effectiveness of average token embed-
ding and dropout (boldface: acceptable candidates;
underline: good candidates; “?”: awkward or un-

grammatical candidates).

ATJ PHERRDRE DL (R RBLTY,
BERT[MASK] | 5T | Ty |

BERT[Avg] FETT 1 ?2TT 1 ?ETF
BERT[Avg+dp] | FETY ' kificy ' FRITY

g, O TPH% AP —FL V. BEHOTFHEICELT
b, MEFHEEINR-AT A4 Y FHEL) befmicEn e
BT EIRENT.

# 9 OfITIE, BERT[Avg+dp] 34K A T v FIZB W
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T10 DB EAR L, MIEAT v T1I2B VT 2 D0%
WOBRIL SN2, o 7B BIT2RRED I B, [H
5], [do], [#2], TAZ] 34HoERIIEEINS.
PPDBIZ2oWTh, [T5], [ME5], THF] & 4HBONE
AR ENT WS, FRICHL, ¥V —F AFFEE, &
ATy 7T 1 E O 2 AR L7228, Wb R E
FEATBY, BEEAT Yy 7 TYXTlgrniz. 72, Z
DD N=A T £V FEE, 2MUTONFEL AR TE
TWbb00, 4HONEETET 2.

5.1 HiCR L 72 & 9512, Wikipedia % &0 —f&i 7 7
FAMEHWTEE L7 BERT & EONHET IV E M
LThH, BFVHRETIIEDLFEOH LR T SHEDL
EDTRENTz, LIS, REFED L HIZ, CKRBEE
—FE LTS A Z & C, BERT OO F 271285
SONRE) 7 il & #R D, HFEHALCTIRLT L FFEE 1TV R
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xR 13 FEICEMIBEMIC BT A NEEOHS
Table 13 Content word’s difficulty of original predicates and generated candidates.

4 1R 3 R 2 & E3:s
FTF 38 (0.072) 21 (0.040) 58 (0.110) 408 (0.777)
V=T R 217 (0.339) 89 (0.139) 335 (0.523) 0
PPDB 692 (0.484) 250 (0.175) 489 (0.342) 0
Word2vec 564 (0.280) 419 (0.208) 1,028 (0.511) 0
BERT-Singlel 506 (0.307) 253 (0.153) 890 (0.540) 0
BERT-Single2 475 (0.277) 311 (0.181) 930 (0.542) 0
BERT|MASK] 1,367 (0.448) 464 (0.152) 1,222 (0.400) 0
BERT[Avg] 1,398 (0.478) 416 (0.142) 1,113 (0.380) 0
BERT[Avg+dp] 1,363 (0.461) 426 (0.144) 1,165 (0.394) 0

R 14 % FAA 212335 % Acceptable M % F50 %

Table 14 Number of target sentences that have any acceptable candidate for each do-

(MM, MBI B le)

main, with the ratio to the target sentences given in parentheses.

Wikipedia

—1—X

S AEEAERRASC

vV—F A
PPDB
Word2vec
BERT-Singlel
BERT-Single2

53/184 (0.288)
78/184 (0.424)
97/184 (0.527)
88,/184 (0.478)
100/184 (0.543)

47/178 (0.264)
51/178 (0.287)
109/178 (0.612)
63/178 (0.354)
70/178 (0.393

35/163 (0.215
56/163 (0.344
62/163 (0.380
60/163 (0.368
67/163 (0.411

BERT[MASK]
BERT[Avg]

139/184 (0.755)
143/184 (0.777)

112/178 (0.629

100/163 (0.613
103/163 (0.632

BERT[Avg+dp] 147/184 (0.799)

PN N NN N NN

(0-393)
(0.629)
107/178 (0.601)
(0.640)

114/178 (0.640 103/163 (0.632

SRR A R 5 2 LS, FHICB W CIIEE
THbIEDPRREIND.

6.3 TXXbMKXA DL

= 1413, FMHIH 23 2DFF AN RAL VZNE
MDD &, Acceptable fEffi & £ T X 725 R X OFET 2 7R
T, TRTORAAL Y T—HLT, RETFHEOMREITN—
ATA YFHELYDSENTBY, 12 BERT[Avg+dp] 2°
WOBWVHRELE o7, FAL VLT, P -2~
o AARE ROy 777 bOMEEHPERTH S & %N
LTw5,

Word2vec % & { TEICB W T, Wikipedia K A 1 TP
TGRS, MO R AL DLDL ) HENRT WD EDE
2T & 5. Wikipedia F X A Y DGy 2755, o ¥
AL IS ERMITRERT VW AR ENS., 72,
¥512 BERT % W72 FEFTRTUTB VT, ZOM[AHHE
RSN S, Rif7e i L7z BERT €7 Vit Wikipedia
T—RATHWFEENLZLDTH L7120, O AL~
12T Wikipedia 7F A MZED#EELTWAHEER D
ZEVTELEASH. LaL, ML Wikipedia THE L
7> word2vec 12X AFETIE, =2 —AFAAL Y TRLE
WHERZ LT Y, BERT ICBIF HBIERER L ZLTL
DEBELS LRV, FH R AL VML R AL ORI
WTIEE LR ABREDPLETH .
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6.4 I T—4#

RETHEORRAHML, S5ICHAET W LSS50
RERT D20, EORETLTDH Acceptable B & 4
BT & o 72 BB % 5T L7z, Wiz x5 525 U,
ZD L) RFHNIEF 13T S, FRH5DOIT —DOER
RFEETR I T vy FIZpH L7z, |15 12, HEL:
I —H7 I —%RT.

FRFEFEPH ORRME B L O % A REORRINIE, R
ATy 7 (2 M) CHEELTWS., BiEDOLT —7
FI) =%, $iCA T A LA FEHIGERT 5. F 15 1R
FTEIE, [BEEHR->TWET] IZ 120 E LTI
REATAFLRHATH L2, FAOHB AT v 7T,
COFHEFEL, (2> TnET] OARTkiEE LTH
EL. L2L, A T4 FL0—BDOARES VIR L
EEATRETH S, &0 IEMER SR #HHORE 21T )
72O, A T4 LFHELEHTLLEND L. RBEOL
F—HT7T T —F, LEOSFERIY — VDI T —RREE
DORBICERTLLDOTHL., Lizh > T, HiLEERED
BRIL 240 ) 72012, [EA L /A D B B L o A4
R EM AR Z EDERETH B

ERAT Yy JICEELT, 3207 =473 —%[dH
EL7. 1DOHIE, FICHNEELAERT 28O RICHE
THLDTHL. RETLOVA A THEHIIT B % R
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% 15 Acceptable AR S W7 722 72 LD T — 5351

Table 15 Error category for cases in which no acceptable candidate was generated.

pA=RP IS—p57dU— HE AHB (KFI D XT LD L 7= RREESR) XRBEZEDAFFSLAER

ot R FEFEPH O R 2 FOEZRILILEREEM->TVWET, [RFEFHE Y OO AT ERHLTET
[ 44 3 /B Rl D g 5  EHENPOBLTABEELZ L, [H M HFED 725t Gt
ETIVOEBRREI AL 99  JEARE Z2ICH Do THBE L7, RIFLF L

1 FEREFS TS D 2k 2 1AN30 7T LETAMBETRIENTEET, FTHOIENTELY, FHTET
RSB ASTT 20 T ADFICHKEATEMT S, ZHi %O A

WTEAHHDDSL BERT EF VB WERZ R TE %
MolzLI—%Et. ZOPEITLT 5720121, o
ETNVO[BHRH L RVORBUE ST 7 L — AFEEDE A
LEDHENREZ NS, 208, KoM ESE T T
L ADARMIERLTWA, 31 EHTHMLZL ), 7
FFREIVD% 5 DOWEEERBZ BHET 505, Thb
WHTAULESH LD L v, L L, HEREEROEE
e FRESR IS SC A BT AU REEA D 5 720, BINT B 4%
FERBUCOWTIIEEREICEZ D2 LENH L. 3O0HIE, &
BB L, WY A T E AW —ThH D, E 15
WZBIR L72aleE [T 4] 1k TRRiEAI 4] xR
AABEZENURETH LD, 2L 2 DOREENSIED 7
O, BADOTFFEE, WEHET 1 DOLPERTE W0,
COREIZHAT 57201 FELIELZTE RS %
W, 2R RIE, BEEAT Y FICBWT, XORBIHEE
HAEY, BERT M) a N5 F CrEx AR Lkt %
FHELREDPEZONL., LIL, ERTLENEL R 513
&, FNLOMAERIIRILL, BEHOHEH T v F 7
WEOKEEIZ RS,

7. BbVWIC

K C T, A EGRE L AAGECRBET-S1L
DIzDOD T ARERL, FFICHEL R LS F Vil
ZEROERERIC~Y A 7 FiEET IV O BERT % #)£0Y
T A PERRE L. KAFER, Thovwarzsh
7T 218703 5 BERT Oy % AR KEE & A=A L, SUBR
R EB L O BREEREUENICES W 5 LATE
5. F72BERT DANITER b —27 VAL L FE Yy
TTI MDA ZALKEAT LI LT, FXOEELREK
RARIFL DS, L3 L IoliEe LIRS 2w
TS VIR R A ERT LN TESL., TNHITH
FEHRALO T VIR RS IEROFEE TS T OMER
HZIRAEZFHRTA2DD0TH L. 512, FaisE sn-%
HFORBELSEETVOR AT AARATER, RO
FIFHELIIERLY, FRI AR V=T AR LED
SIERRIKIE L w7z, B0 T A b & 231
TELLEVIHIFELH 5.

BUANTFZEXESZIC, NMPNET T —7H0 A Uik 2 7Rk
TE&hahedkiEL Lz,
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A AR & LR ERBR O R T, IREFEE,
PR R EEDOR T ENIR LT, B OERZHE LS
T =i BT &, [ERFHEOMREL KIFIC R -
7. Mz T, AT BERT €7V CHEALLFEE -7
VHDIARE Ty T NOFME, AR S RO
S, ERETEFAL R AL VICX BHEEOE W E
L, ELIRETFEICBTHY R EMZ AR TE R Do
7o T — OMEERN - KRBT o 72, IS OFEM
BOMIZEY, REFEORFHEMME LR TE 22T
T, REFEOYGEHEHIIOWTORE LGN,

LHOMFETIE, =7 0o RESTR, A T4 4
L RBIREE OB AR D WA O A S O WET & 40
%. AT, BERT Ofg %z —REilZH L, FHro%Y
BEME LD S HEET A0, ML AS DT *
A NREG T % A b EJH7z2 BERT OB MFIHEIZ & B
Dt Tz, RETHE, AHOEE TS O FEA
IR TAHBE LTIIEHLANVIELDDH L7720,
o BBUERBE T OFHLE Y A T 2T A AL FET
HbH[49). TLTC, BEPRICEL > TOERIESEEO AT
PR, MR LHATTHLHAREFBERLTLELIZE S
TONF-GALRER DO BLRE M % 5FAl - BEES 5.

B, SEEHHLOAZNRE LA, FRNIZIEY
FESCRRRAE S [13] 2 EMD T F A b 7 A TANDORTFHEOMH
M REMEZ AT 5. WRE AL, EE R EHAR
BICEFNTWDE I LB E L, URBFEOFEHILIT LD
Wy A LD,

#E AR (GUERT | 19K20628) B L O
KDDI M HFRAR 7B (GRES @ 5 % LM EH & #1
- FIERT B HAl) O3dRE 2 72, ATFEHiB & OB HC
TERIZ BT, BRSNS NFT N TIC TR I 772w 7z,
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