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RDEREXDEFRBEICER UFRIEXD L ARIVHIE

IR

BE ST IS BT, EEEDE TS,

R S A DIV

HUR 1

EOBREDL XL TH202ERETEZLI1E, HE

H, FEEWGICE > THMTH 2, KT, REXD L ~)VHEREZ I R EE & L el
T3, LXVHZEOFEDRD D & LT, BEERE Vo RN AR R, EEUCEEN LD O
M, XOFBEMEZEZEAL, 206 DAL RELT 5.

1. FU®IC

FHEICB VT, FEEPF LD, EORED
LRV TH RS LI, WEE, FEHENHICES
THEMTH . &2, HEHEML, FEEDOL VI
ML ZHEEZ2HAET 22 LT, X ORNAIFELZITZ
5 2 EDHIRETE, EEHFML, AOOBEDREXL X
VSIS 72 5 2 & T, RO LG TE 5.

AR, FEEL VO E LT, 3 —u y SFiEkE
Z:H#: (Common European Framework of Reference for
Languages : CEFR) [1] 23N TE L L TE D, MO
EEEAEHE, D CEFR L)L E2SE L CEEROGE
iPHEEZIT) 2 LML T3, RIf%ETiE, HAA
BEEAHF I K B8/ SREN E 15 JEFLL (Japanese
English as a Foreign Language Learner) 3 —/ % A % X4
I, FEEDPEFECLIEELD ED CEFR L )UIZHEYS T
2%, HEIWCHET 2> 27 L DREERT) . HELD
CEFR L Lo HEPHED T E UL, %fEXD CEFR L
AN AFTHEL T BHEE~OBHPER I N, *
7o, AT ADHBIC CEFR LRV ZHET 5 2 & T,
FEFFITORN L EEMTA S L9175 2 L
SACERR

INnETIcd, FEXDL_VEHBHET 2 AT 4
FEEIREINTE . TNSDT AT LADEFE %
HEST 2F00D & LT, FEREPED L) Lliden iz
5%, ED &) MG R RFOSE T B H L v o K ElRD
IfibnTws, LaLl, FEERE AT,
SEIELRBVPEENSARMENEC, DX D
ZLTOEEV)EHAS, FXDOLVZ2HET S ET
HELTFPPY LR EEZONG, £, REEEEDVE
BEHEOF O XZHmU L &, SGENITIFIEL WX TH > T
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bIAIHIERL B EDH 5D, DL LREGED
&L 2 XDOBERBEDES W HIEXL XV DHED T2 D
EnpEEZOND, 2T, AMFETIE, EEEHFEL
TR E F 50 A & XOFRBMICEH L 72 %EX
DU RVHES AT LZRET 5.

2. BOEfAE

B DL NVHE E B L 7278 & LT, XD
HER RSB T 208 08H 5. SEMECO HBI R AUICBE§
LR, OB HZEIR T 2 HIV T o fTbhn
TED, kAL T77a—FBREIN TS [2,3]. F
727 7a—F & LTIE, Project Essay Grade (PEG) [2]
* E-rater [3] IZHE[AJH73HT, Bayesian Essay Test Scoring
sYstem (BETSY) [4] l&F A — 7 R4 ApHERICH D W
JEEMCT, BEXOABRNZ{To T2, £, HE)
BRZAT) ODF00 ) OMIMEICEHL T w22D
FEPMREINTED, Intelligent Essay Assessor (IEA)
EIETEM R ENT (LSA) [5], IntelliMetric (& IREAR%Z H
WTW 3 [6].

ZOHT, TOEIC % TOEFL THI 5 #1 % Educational
Testing Service (ETS) 2324 L 7z E-rater 1&, 7 XY A D
Graduate Managemant Admissions Test (GMAT) D{EX
AT SN TV 3, Erater 1%, 227 FHIOZDIZ,
B 0 RERCPIREEER & o RN AR E IS AT, K
MATHLEHL TR ICBET2EMOEHL T3,
HARMICIE, JHEXNICE NS WENA 77 L%, HA
Tt &N BOLE 2 FEIER D T2 i E L, REofEX
HicEEn 23 ) OHBEHIGZRELE LTHHL TWw 5,
CHUTH LARRIZE T, 3D OHBIEGTIEZR <, #DET
EETAZEATEILET, EDXIREIZL TR0
EVI)MDERZME L, DTHEOTHAD & LTHMT 3.

AT H 2 OE D FTIE R, 55, SGE#RDET
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EDKE %39 Shared Task bIFFEREI NS [7,8) &
E, BAHMEIN T 20 Th 5, Y OHAICE -
T, W= RN—Z LI T2 llAGDE 2 LA 5T
(7, S5, EHEIERD €7 & L T Neural Machine
Translation 2 7 ik (9] & EBREI TS, A
78T, 09 b, FEMEIERICHE-D ( P2 SOER D B
T 5.

3. JEFLL J—/tX

JEFLL (Japanese English as a Foreign Language
Learner) 2 — %2 *1 (%, theg - Gk HAR N GG H
H, L HIANTOARFEELT =8 22— 2{LL b D
TH3, F1LIURLEREIC O TEPNEESL (JFX)
&, X ERBEBEFHEVIEL 72 b O (IEEX) O 7 H
SRR I NS, ESCEIESE, —XDJFUTH L T—X
DIEFXDAFAEL, — WL DRIRE %2 X7 I3FEL %
W, 22 L, HEERATOMISMITIZ I TV,

% 1 JEFLL 2— SADHE

i HEZE
Urashima HEKESD 2 D% % 1%
Rice or Bread? WIRIZES 6RRWA, Bl A
Festival B & D EREIZ DT DR
Earthquake HIBICB ZAF NN Z T 50, Hlh b FiH
Otoshidama BEEZR LS oMEH WA W)
Bad Dream I F CREEC-FOEE R P

w8, LTOSMATEUIER I N,

o PEHITIEK
o HllFRIRF[HIZ 20 77
o HEEAEH
o HAETHEfZ L
o WETHITRWEAIIR —<FETHH]

B E IERSICIE 2 N F A REED U &GS HRINE
mEnTws, 3510, WEHFHICEK > THAEEUEIC
CEFR L RN EIN T35, CEFR LU AL, A2,
Bl, B2, Cl, C2® 6 B> oRINTED, C2 R
bREWVWL )L ERSTWwS, &8, 4RO JEFLL 2 —3
A TlE, B2 LR ETH o7,

AFFETUE, FEELDFELD 6 L RVHAIERITH 729,
MEINIEREFERCEH L Toukwv, 2720, %l
T2 GEEBE oML, FUMEINEE, WEalEmR
%, PHFEEBOTHMLOBICIZ, EMSC G N5, W
Wz 2z E N L7z, 2 St odiETld, JEFLL
A—RADK, BLOFHHZ LI5S 47 CEFR LR
NDHEMEHL 7.
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4. BEREFE
BIFZEClE, TEEXD L ~JVHIE F A 7 % )T o) R

L LCHZ, JEFLL a2 — S Ao L A EWELICT
3¢ CEFR L XVDHIEE TN EREET 3,

4.1 SEAHE

PlELDL NV ZHET B L) 2 EIF, SFHIDESE
XL RVDEDY 7 AZET 20 %HET 20 HME L %
2605, LiL, EELDOLVHEZITIBAIR, &
79 AMEEIHN L 2D TR EWI 05, NS flib
N2% 7 5 A5HOFHERZ G2 2 LTl 2%
Z6N5,

Z 2T, AiFETIE, MEFEYREZ O TEEXD L)L
HEZITH. WEFEYF (ordinal regression) 1%, NHFA & D
AT IV RGEEEE, FUEEEGEZMTARLE T 5 R
Thh, FEHEOMET % THEET) FikTH D,
2% D, BEHINE I N T XUDBEELDL VL TH
52 LEEFA ETCHET 2 FIETHD, SHOHEHMIC
NLUTHMFETHL EEZONS,

4.2 FHES

AR TIE, R=RA T4 ¥ ERBERITMAT, RIEXL
WICEEN2D ICBIT 281, ST S 173
ISP 2 EM, XORBMICEH L B2 HHT 5.
DIFClE, 20FhDy 4 7OFEEICOTOFEME D
3,
4.2.1 R—=RAF1VFMH

R—2 74 VH#WEE LT, HIEHEHR, XHEHE®R LN
HEEO MG EEREHHT 5, Sns ZATRRICET 2
HETIASEHIN TV 2 EETH 5. Mallidzr R TE
ML LTE, SEChIcEERT 2Ry o= 7 4,
NATSh, P94 7 008EZRCS, Ik, Wil
WO 5121% Stanford POS Tagger*? % L 7z, HGED
KIEZ, WEABRE AR, BEL=T 50, N0
L, FPIATILDHERRGVE, Fi, SGEEHRE LT
&, —XH7 ) OVYHGEE, —HEED 72 D) OPCFH,
RO R ) SRR AR EERCCH > A2 %,
HEEDMS EOEHIE, Ik >THaIniy A
b 10 2T S, 20U R TIRPGEIZREREHIC
oTH4BBIZL LT EINTED, FlhicEENS
HZL_VOHIGERHBIL L b DaHEEL T 5,
4.2.2 B|HICHETZHRM

BB B DA, XIS 3E 05 R
ML, EDXIREDZLTVED W) HRIZ, &
EXDL RV ZHET 2BRICENREREEZ NS, L

*1 http://jefll.corpuscobo.net/index.htm
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*2 http://nlp.stanford.edu/software/tagger.shtml



BRLEZSARERS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

L, FEHEPZHOTAEXDEHRZ T TIE, EDMEPTICE
DBEENTVED, EDLI LREHEDORD TH %0135
ETE RV, AT, BY2E&0EXE, 20#I %
RIIE L 2B D52 6, HialBEEIRR o H2ffiic 3o <
MDETIEE TV 2 FHIICHEEET 2 2 LT, 2 oREICHL
T%., BERNZAEOTIUILIT DY TH 5.

9, MO Z2EUHEXEANTLE, ZOMYEIEL
X (AT LML) #HIT 2D ETIES AT L % R
T3, T, FXET AT AHAIXoGM T 279 2
&, b ofEir, MEERETS. JOB, Y ot
BEET 01213, F- A F A X o ER+L: 0
TIARAY R ZEDBRETH D, AL TIE, EH
5 [11] 1T & 2 MAEHEE% F o 22 B HETE 12 3D < BESCH
B —% 5y —LT, HEEROT7T 74 XV FEITS
7o, ZORELEREFEEDOL VHEDFRPY &
LT 2., AT LDIELWE[IEZ{To T 384,
TIARXAY FOHIFEREL TR, UTO4EYBEZS
ns,

o DAL XLy AT A IILDHEDF—TH %
o EMEIED [ L AT LANHEER TS -

o BEEED ! o 27 ADHERZBIML 2
o REED : o 27 LDHERAIGL -

AWHZEClX, (&R, BivE, REIORD 23D -5 I HEEDH
Ex, 2O LICERL, FEL L THVS, Lz
1, VAT LABEEHZBML Tw5 X9 REE, THEH
(Biv%), LI FEPHV NS, 2L, Wal?d, #iE
SR RAER & Vo T, BERERETH 2 a0 AL, HEED
KEEZz0EFHE LEE L UERT S, $hbb, L2
12, EOFTIEY A7 ADN0E] n’ % ‘at’ ICEEHZ T
2 X9 &G4, Tn (B#R), LwIi)REPHVGNS,
4.2.3 XHEBICET 3%

BRIEARFADHEH ST 3%, REFRELMHH X
NT0EEED, FEEXHTHEAI N TV L IGEICON
TOHERIE, FEXD L _RNVHEICERGEFNNY &% 5
LEZonS, flES (12132 D & 9 iz SGREH &
WEOX, 2108 T X 9 dit 493 O SGEEA DY A b
2R L T 5,

& 2 SGEHEHEOH
D SCEIEHH
1 A& T (1 am)
3 N4 4% (he/she is)
11 | $3 P45 (this/that+4 )
137 BIEEE (should)
253 wish+{KE il %

AW TIE, AHSDIGEHBY A L 2L, X
ICE N2 HOEHEE OME 2 SOEHBEICBT 2% & L
THMT 2. LaL, SEECMCfbieTw 3 3GREA R,
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HMoTHHAINTLAHREELEZ 6N D, AT,
o TR L 72 SQEHBE oMb FEE L LTHHT 2720
12, B CiiR7, FX-2 A7 A XEOHFED 7 7 A
AV MEREZFHEAT S, bL#ESHVWGEZLTWE RS
E, FSCh s i3 S e WIGEEB DS, v AT A
PoftHINDE I iRt LdoT, Y AT LAHIX
TIORHHEPHEL L T 2 B HE T o BEEICER L, T
DIEAETIERF] & BB D 2 DI L 72 BT, 493 fl
DICEEH 2 Zruc it L, A, BRI 0ME % #Eik
ELTHHT 5.

o ERFRMI : EfL, BiVE, REOBD VD ZHEEED
o IERAMI: LMY MBS 2HGEEEG TRV

mE, W6 GEEE 2 2 729121k, JEFLL
= RRUZHIE L IERRBSY — v 2 L 2l
5w, Rk, SQEEEZMMT 2RO A, JEFLL
A—RADFEXDT =5 % HHT 5. F, BHDETIES A
TACTHNENTUFEXLDEETHY, ZDFEFTIEXL
FHEHZMBCTE R\ ®, JEFLL a— 8 2 DER 5%
Y AT LAHIITHEA L, XML BRI E #1275 T
OSGEREHHEZ B ZT ) .
4.2.4 BRE

REESED LR FA TR, 2O XEERBPAKIEL 5 (&
BTED), BLIEAARICEL 2 (FEHkZW) v
D&, XeHFRTE ZEA VAR (Acceptability)
EMER, AR TIE, FELD L RLDNEOIE ERRED
mEDREICHDE, FREZIEXD L VHIEDR
Pe LCHAT 3. BAMICIE, Lau 5 OFE [13] 12X D
XORBEZEHT 2, Lau 5D THEIZ, 7, WMXRSE
EFNEREBDOLET -8 H L, XOLRMER%H
NT%. 20k, £3WWRTARIZLD, XOEKMEEE
KR EHT 2T 2. &8, P, (¢ 3&SiEE
TNABHENT 2 € OWER, P, (6 1d2=7 7 L5HEET IV
Ik % & DREE, €] 1FHERTH 5.

R 3 HHETNOEREEED b ERIEN DL

AR «
LogProb log P, (£)
MeanLP %

NormLP(Div) - ll(;g] 1;:((55))
NormLP(Sub)  logPm(€) — logPy(€)

SLOR lOQPm('g)"g_' lOQPu(g)

4.2.5 surprisal value
ANHIZAASHEZ IR T 208, COhicE FN 2 HiEx2 &
RIJITHMPLL T3 EINTW3, £/, ZHNETOME
T, BAOHREZ UL Tw 372 1FTid k<, B R
ZIGIC, RICED K RHUFEIRK 202 TFHIL TV 2 E
DS M5 TN B [14],
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XEFHL CHAED S EVIHIREDD 1T, XEHtr
RRICHE U 2 R OB A 2 5 E T 2 808 € 7408
Hale 12 & > THREI LT % [15]. Hale 3 FHlZ&A
SR 57)L % Surprisal Theory & MEXY, XD ¢ — 1 %F
HORGEE TTFMI N XOLHMER L, i FHOHGEE
JUER L 758 D DR MR D ZZ 0 IR E ] & Hfl§ 5, &
WHFEREBL T3, 2Fh, ZOFUPELVERLIE, i
FZHODOHEED, i — 1 HEHE THAED L TR E RS B
2 EMPRAEGMIAREL 2%, ZOKEIEICAEL 20 A A
1% surprisal value & E# I, ¢ HFHDHGE w; D surprisal
value lZA T OAXTHREINS :

P?"(wl._.i)

Surprisal(w;) = —logm'

%8, Pr(w.;) &, Prw -1)) 3Z0EN, i &H, i—1
HTHE TOXDERMERTH 5.,

%72, Revy IZAMIZEFEZ FRIL 2036 5iaiEsD % L [H
RZ, XOREESFHIL Tw3 EEZ, XHHGEIZBWTYH
Z @ surprisal theory 23 D 72> Z & &R L7 [16]. T74b
L, i HHOHEZ RK, i —1FEHETTFHEIL vk
XOME ERE Bl 258 ICUBEEMPEKRT S, 22
TR T, HEEE T L 72B3IZ/E U % surprisal value
% lexical surprisal, SCREiE% T L 72BIc4: U % surprisal
value % syntactic surprisal & L, Z#1Z iz FMEE L TH|
H¥ 5,

5. SRERERTE

5.1 fEEF—%

FERIZIZ, JEFLL a— 22 %2fHHL, 1 20%EXE 1
HEIE LT > 7. JEFLL 2 — 32D L )L R D HFIEK
ZF3IRT. kE, SHEMHL 7 JEFLL 2 —/RAI2i3
B2 LRV E GBS NI EEX SRS 503, oL ~ov
&L U CHEBIBDSIER IS NS o e, Al, A2, Bl
D3IDO2DL_XNVDHREFIDAZEHL 7.

= 4 JEFLL 2 — 2 DFHI%K

LV S
Al 3362
A2 4900
Bl 1520
B2 45
an 9827

5.2 ROFTEYAT LA
5.2.1 BRE

TRARBI RN 2 -l 73R D BT IES A 7 L ORGED 720
D¥EFT—% & LT, Lang-8 Learner Corpora % flif L
7z [17]. Lang-8 Learner Corpora (3, #&RHEDIEH L 7w
S TTXE (BWEX) 2T 5L, ZOSHEERNEET
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BZUNHIE DS, A2 TREIL CIREIXZIBfET 5, SiEY
EHE M OMHETHIE SNS TH % Lang-8*3 ow /' 57 —%
7= RXR=2{LL7%bDTH%. T D Lang-8 Learner
Corpora 2> 5 FEECEPN TV LEXDAZID B L, #%
X, WHIX DR 7 ZEEH T L L, MYETIEET LD
MEEZ T o 72, KRS [17) DHIIEE 23512, RN
793,190 SO 2 EF =& L LT L7, T a—%1ci,
F =7V — 2D EEIEIER > A 7 L TH % Moses
Decoder % f\>72 [18].

7, 774 XY FOFHEIC L > TR FTIEDREEEDE
vd2LEZ, SHEE2ODT7 74XV FETILVEAREL
ez 4T -7z, 1 DHIE GIZA++T, Moses decoder % H
WBBRIZT 7 4L TN S, IBM ETIVICHE IS T T
ARV FFIETHS [19. 2 2HIEIRETE7 74 AV
ZELRVEWVITIDH B Fast Align Z{HH L 7% [20].
Fast Align Z i L 2 D%, ®FEOFY Ofim & L ¢, FEA
BANED 580 1%, SRIER L 72 iEH, Bivs, REELD &
W HHZRER D I HRDETH B ETFHL, ZOFEBS
FDOYAZICEWTHTH S EEZTOTHS, Skt
7L & LT IRST Language Modeling Toolkit (IRSTLM)
D 5-gram San €T VEMEHL 72 [21].

AR TIEIDT IARA Y FDLDDNAT A —=FFT
7 AV MEZHR L 72 4,

5.2.2 R D FTIEDERERTT

BEMEIERTFIE 2 W R D ETIED EOREFTIEI T v
20D 21T ) 729012, HEMEHEROMEREEHl <A < v
5% BLEU [23] &, HGEHAIO@EEGH, HBLE, LOF
fECFAIMN L 7z, G, KREBRTHHWS JEFLL 2 —
NAD AL, A2, Bl L L & /A IC 100 ZH41 905,
AEE 300 303, 2,998 CAEfFER L 72,

BLEU i, ¥ A7 AL 7% ESELD n-gram D
BARICHEDCTIHGT 5, SRIFERDETIES 2 7 203
BL7XE, ERXETHMizT). 2F 0, FEXIEM
X ® BLEU R a2 72, ¥ 25 LI SC-IEESCE @
BLEU A a 7% L T2 % 6138 D ETIEDERITH %
EEZoNDG, FERIIES ERD, M7 I7A4 XY PFEE
big, ¥ A7 AHIISCIERE O BLEU 2 2 7536 L
TWw3 I LR 7.

%5 BLEU 227

Ly B GIZA++  Fast Align
BLEU 44.66 46.96 46.31

Ero, WOE, HIEK, LOFMHEEM 1O X )2, HEE
WO, TR, o A7 &S0k R A C A
*3  http://lang-8.com/

*4 MERT (Minimum Error Rate Training) [22] Z i\ 272,87 X —
Y Fa—zv 7L H, IREMRTE oIl T
7 AV MiE L 72,
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[E3: He eat it chocolate

EfR: He eats a chocolate

S ATL: He eat a chocolates
TN FN TP FP TN

B 1 BEEHRA O D T IEDFHT

Zf1->72. TP (True Positive) I&, > AT LADETIEZITW
P OIE L WETIE?E 5 74T, FP (False Positive) 1%, > &
T LDETIEZ AT o 7o DS - 73T IE 7S - 7 f T, FN (False
Negative) 1, > AT LAWDEIEZTH T O IEDLET
HotfEThs. £, N(z) Z&HEHTROBREERT.

nk, WEE, HEE FHEIUATOXTHEL T2 ¢
N(TP)

AR =
MO = N TP + N(FP)

N(TP)
N(TP) + N(TN)

P =

2 x WA < HEER
FHBER + A

FERIEER 6 IR T, BERICHS, @ERIE K&
fHEo7%, HARIEAL TERIRERELT, FX
WG BIEMXD 1 DDH L) FEEREE Tl 2T -7 2
EDFEITFoND, U, HEHEDITHL T, BEDITIE
BN EZONIHEELHD, AFICLZBEDETIETHE
GENR 1 ERSLHRIENE, £, 2200754 X
VEFRICBIL T, BEDETEOREICRERERIRO N
T, 7, BEXDLNVHEZToHERICHIZEAL
BOPHERCTE Lok, Z0kY, AETIEEOmT
B2 7 74 A FFIETH % Fast Align Z A L 72854
DGR WMET 5.

Ffid =

® 6 HEHHU OB D FTIERR
TIARA L EAE EE P M
GIZA++ 0.349  0.067  0.113
Fast Align 0.329  0.072  0.118

5.3 BARE

Lau 6 DO [13] Ik 2 &, AFIC k> TERE Lk
R L b E» o iilAaf b, —2a—F 0V
EETIVE, SLOR DA Th o, —H, Wi FEE
DXy RADEHLT—F Xy &DMHMIE, n-gram 5
HETINVE, NormLP(Div) DZMADR R DRI E >
Tw3, Z0XIHIL, T2 VERELEETNVITRR >
T3 e, AifETIE, 7, =2—JL3HEET
Lt dgram BEEETND 2ODEEETFLVEHEL, &
A TREIN T 2 LA TR TTARELZ R L,
A LD T It 25 AL A o 2 T L 7z,
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Za—J7 )L SHEETLDO¥EICIZ, Recurrent Neural
Network Language Model (RNNLM) [24] ZfEH L, /%7
A—ZRENED L=y FEDY 600, FEFKIZ01 &L
7z. n-gram 5 € 7LD EICIE, The SRI Language
Modeling Toolkit (SRILM) [25] ZfE/H L, 4-gram THE#H
¥, Kneser-Ney AL—Y v 7 %fTo7bDx AL 7.
F7, BIEETINLOY¥E T —4% L LT3, British National
Corpus(BNC a2 — %) 2L, JefThse & Mikic, 1
UTHE FN 2 HEEDS 8 HEEARM OSB3 P ET -5 L LT
L edrode, Z ORI, #3CEIL 3,258,189 X°T, &
B 4 R1F 424,621 HEEL e o7z,

ABLZ2O00FHEETIVE, £ 3R L AL T
BEXDERERFHEL, CEFR L~V & OMBIREE FH
LRREZRTIORT, 22T, BRBlEIZ 130T LICH T
INB7D, KEH T LEDRBEDTFHMELE, 53w
T?% CEFR L N )VOMBHREZHEL L Tw 3,

] 7 CEFR L)L ERNHEOHBIRE

RNNLM  4gram LM
LogProb 0.2635 0.2667
MeanLP 0.3449 0.3460
NormLP(Div) 0.2669 0.2839
NormLP(Sub) 0.3378 0.3372
SLOR -0.0851 -0.1255

ZOFERD S, AT IR ERI TH o SLOR X, &
L5 5DZH/ETNEMHLGATOLEADOHEIE 2 b, At
FIZBOTIZENTIE RV EDMERI N, 28, LD
HRCIE=2— S VEBEEFAEMEAL, NormLP(Sub)
DEBAIC L > TR ONIFREERZFH L., FRELER
P LTHAT 28, &S50 2 L ORGRED NV % i
BILLAAE L 7.

5.4 EXERITER

surprisal value % 31519 2 BRIC A HL & 7 % HAGE D R
ERZ2 5t H 5 2 72 0 ORESUENT & & LT, Roark [26] 5
@ Incremental top-down parser Zf# L 7z, Incremental
top-down parser (& FJHEEARNT % 1T 9 MSUEIT#R CTH 5.
C ORE g I, WERSUIRE HOEO T, —HEE
TOHD S BRIV T 2 2 LT H 5, O
D, HHEEAIEE COBRIIREBOXDERMEER, LUK
MG DR TIRED L RMER 2R T2 2 L’ TE5, 20
728, EPIREEDRESRAE % JTIC surprisal value ZF15H T 2%
CEWHEETH B, BT —FI2lE, Penn Treebank [27]
MIZ®H % Wall Street Journal @ 2 Eh o 24 B ¥ T A
L7.

PR 2 HEE, FHINOHEEO T TR b &\
t 72 % syntactic surprisal, lexical surprisal Z{#H/H L, #
o OHEAEZ BB L 72 b o2 Tk 2 7.
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5.5 SR

7 mlJ D 9525 1% mord: Ordinal Regression in Python
[28] Z{HEA L 7. mord Ti%, HAREEIPEEERINT
W5, FefTiE [29) Tk ROFEEIRE SN TWw» 5 All-
threshold Z{Hf L 7z, %7, MEFBEYFICIZIEAHLD <5
A=FTHD aPNANR—NRIA—=F L LTHIET D, %
T, KEMEEAICB RS o ZHWTERZIT)
DI, EEHT—FINTH HEAEREZIT) ZETazik
ELTz, TONANR=NFRX—=F o ZRET 5 FEERD FHT
7715 & LT Mean Absolute Error (MAE) ZH\»7z. MAE
DAZ L TITRT ¢

N 1 .
MAE(y,j) = N Z lyi — il

N ZEHlEEIEL, v ZIEROME, 4 PHEETH S, Z
DB, a1 0.01 25 3 FTOHPETEEILHHREEIT-
7. ZL T, Ha JLIfEoN MAE OFHfEZ LD,
b MAE OFEMEL %% o ZERA L 72,

BBEAFETIE, RELLEREBZOEZNEGRTD 5D
BET 57012, PIFD 6 b TEBRZIT- 7,

o N—R74 vENHE
o R—2 74 VHEE+EY BT 2EM
o N—2F A yEWASCEEH I 2%k
o R—2F54 VHEE+RRE
e N—2 7 A vFE+ Surprisal Value
o N—2J A4 VHEEHREZRETT

6. RERER

AWFETIE 5 DEGEREZ1T) 2 L TRENS FAAEIC
o TRREL F O 2R T 2. FLVH, &
LU 2D F HZ2E8ITRT.

&8 R (F i)

F Al A2 Bl &k
R—2Z 74~ (Base) 802 .879 .745 .834
Base + #& 0 812 .883 .783 .844
Base + SEEH 812  .904 .788  .857
Base + &AadlE .801 .877 754 .834

Base + Surprisal Value .795 .880 .764 .835
Base + f%EHMEIT T 853 .889 .864 .873

CORERD G, BROICET2EN, BIOSGEEHICH
T2RMIFFCERTH 2 2 LR ENS, T, KR,
surprisal value & V2o = HBHICEET 2 B ITER & 1XF
ZABOFERER ST, Lo L, AFATRELZTXRTD
FUEEHAEDLEGEIRDRVEFEEE->TED, £
HoHAGDLEHICL > T INGDEELHTH 5]
BBEbLEZ OGNS, 2O L6, EEoMlabgbEico
WTOMNPBETH Y, SHBROFEL LTEToND
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7. ¥EH

AL TIE, EEENTOZRBECE /RIS, BEXD
LAV 2 IR 3D & ABIINCHES 23 2 7 L2
LT, RESAT LT, EEXOHERMICHbNS
FEREWR & Vo RN RFEIEITINZ, SRR DETIES A
TLzMes TR OB 2 B,
XOERMBIT 2 REETHh % KBS surprisal value %
FHE L TEALL, 7, FHBREHELT, Y ofHmic
B9 2 WD ENEXD L X)VHEICERITH 5 Z & 2D
L7, SBOBUEE LTE, AR TEIMEDHER TCE X
B> T B FRIE S surprisal value DE A EDOBER P, ]
DEIRICEHTE 235G O HZ ENFEIF o 5,
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