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M=
) —FHOIRAFI:

AFFHIIZLDFA LTS ()—FEUTA) 1L,
TILOLHE ASNAN—TLFIT1DEOIHE
?a#ﬁ&&dﬁzf'*ﬁl%ﬁ?'éd)b\’?

RBRBEREEEEI—/\ADEFEET JL(BERT, bert-base-uncased) 7= [+
i, fatE. AFFHED)—XE) T4 L8R HIE1RRSRSZEEND

[Supervised and Unsupervised Neural Approaches to Text Readability,
Martinctl, Computational Linguistics 2021]

‘JJZI (*EF'a?I(ilILELL*EFaEI'CET*Ii‘)h\L\L\&ﬂ ETAMERDT—4
e TIALRDEZEEE %E%uotuéﬁ%ﬁip%

E RIS
ﬁof—jﬂb\ J:UEﬁ(’fEF‘aEI %ﬁa#ﬁh\fﬁhé) [Ehara,Eval4NLP
workshop21]

L & TRAFLIRMA T2 E:

%li’ﬁ% 751)—4 E') T 1$64%Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (1975)
H. HAIEBETILON—TLXT4(DEEM) EAHEED
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ry N ’\\ — I_I_I
2 )—RAE)TA4H#TE
Automatic Readability Assessment (ARA)
Fr5EDTXFRAMD)—FE) T4 (RIGEH) B HMIZHE T HE.
[Martinc et al., CL2021]
AN TERN, BAAEESIRNIL-RTT
A MEI—/NNR (AP FRATTFANMIAIGZEESIRNILET /T—R)
[Vajjala&Lucic,18] 3
— HEHY (AEEI—/NRO—EEINET—2ZES)

— HENLL (AR a— /R ZFET R FHEN(FAUSNDT—E2T
HEmbHYFEELEYLEERZXFE->THLLY))

— HAIESN)IL

% |f‘>{ AkHHY g 20,1 A RESEE

— BERL ) [45.3,39.2,..] A1 (diEk

TEARK ED&SIFHET B0 ?
H & 75 Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level(1975)%.

DR ETIEIHERLRL
AIFEESINILEFEO>TLS DT TIEGEL =8,
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ZENELEE) —FETAHTE

BHE))—SEVTAH#TE

- TXRANDHLESOBEIHETE

— ADEELZZEEEL f=0—/ Y X Weebit [Vajjala and Meurers{th12],
Newsela[Xufth15], OneStopEnglish [Vajjala&Lucic,18] #l#k, ik, £k

— [Martinc et al., Computational Linguistics 2021]

o béejg—base—uncased+/\°—7°L/—‘\’-°/‘7‘40)JZ’37'8?§$§@%’ELE“O)RTERSRST“&%

— HEERBKEVIEFERRZRS & REFEENTITRANOEEFEZTH-
TAHMEZ [Ehara,Eval4NLP2021]

— Trends, Limitations and Open Challenges in Automatic Readability
Assessment Research, S. Vajjala, LREC22

* Martinc et al. (2021) and Ehara (2021) proposed unsupervised approaches to
measuring text readability in the recent past.

— A Neural Pairwise Ranking Model for Readability Assessment, J. Lee & S.
Vajjala, ACL Findings 22t f&xIE DX EETIZEMHY |
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Ranked Sentence Readabllity Score (RSRS)

[Martincitt,2021]
NLL: Negative Log Likelihood

(EBETILOXHALRE) It rains and dogs.
- . oo P elephants 0.6 0
N - ; og (wi|wl:i—lrwi+l:n) cats 03 1
snakes 01 O
PPL = (%) N—TLF T+« FAE EANE

IN—TL X TA(PPLZEFTE T AHRFIZIE. log 0.3LMMEHLLY
WNLL: FAIAELE-> TV =15 & (Zlog(1.0-0.6)FMMA 5
WNLL = —(y; logy, + (1 — y;)log (1 — y,))

WNLLZEXHDETHHEZDOVVTEHELT,. XHEOWNLLROT
DEVNLDEFEAFITLD,

VIWNLLROT7Z DEL(EBLL L0 A T-EEDIESL

Vi WNLL()

S
RSRS — 2=! S

readability.jp yoehara.com 5



RSRS ([Martinc{t,2021]1&Y 5[ FH)

WNLL This «could make social interactions easier for them

N N T

1.24e-04 1.52e-84 1.0%9e-84 2.10e-04 1.76e-04 2.40e-04 8.25e-85 8.75e-085 1.19e-04
Sort WNLL
scores

calculation

| [8.25e-05, 8.75e-05, 1.09e-64, 1.19e-04, 1.24e-04, 1.52e-04, 1.76e-04, 2.10e-04, 2.40e-04]
dlculate

RSRS

(V1x8.25e-05 + V2x8.75e-085 + V3x1.09e-84 + V4x1.19e-04 + V5x1.24e-04 + V6x1.52e-04 +
V7x1.76e-04 + /8x2.10e-04 + \/9x2.40e-04)/9

readability.jp  yoehara.com 6



[Martincitl,2021]& Y 5],

Measure /Data set WeeBit OneStopEnglish Newsela Slovenian SB
RLM perplexity-balanced —0.082 0.405 0.512 0.303
RLM perplexity-simple —0.115 0.420 0.470 /
RLM perplexity-normal —0.127 0.283 0.341 /
TCN perplexity-balanced 0.034 0.476 0.537 0.173
TCN perplexity-simple 0.025 0.518 0.566 /
TCN perplexity-normal —0.015 0.303 0.250 /
BERT perplexity —0.123 —0.162 —0.673 —0.563
RLM RSRS-balanced 0.497 0.551 0.890 0.732
RLM RSRS-simple 0.506 0.569 0.893 /
RLM RSRS-normal 0.490 0.536 0.886 /
TCN RSRS-balanced 0.393 0.601 0.894 0.789
TCN RSRS-simple 0.385 0.615 0.894 /
TCN RSRS-normal 0.348 0.582 0.886 /
BERT RSRS 0.279 0.384 0.674 0.126
GFI 0.544 0.550 0.849 0.730
FRE —0.433 —0.485 —0.775 —0.614
FKGL 0.544 0.533 0.865 0.697
ARI 0.488 0.520 0.875 0.658
DCRF 0.420 0.496 0.735 0.686
SMOG 0.456 0.498 0.813 0.770
ASL 0.508 0.498 0.906 0.683



b

AN FE4i: OneStopEnglish [Vajjala and Lucic, 2018]

e WzIE..0, 1, 2: 98k, Bk £

#l:12, 1, 0, 0 1]
BEFELD)—FE)TAHERE ) —4FET14%
xI EHEDS

{51l : [45.3, 39.2, 10.7, 13.2, 24.4]

NEEBEDEBZRE (Pearson’s p) TiHIS ...
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FHRH{% 2K : Pearson’s p
LKA S (T BT =L T

cov(y, s)

Py,s = 0y
cov(y,s): Yy (NFEIANIL) &
s(RO7)DH T EL.

o yDIRERE
o; sSDIZERE

LR TEXXR

o
(-]

3

AESAL AESAL

A3a7
A7

HEBEREIE. ETHICAIFERED
TNHAEBEELZDT, AFSN)LE
IBFEMNEEIZ—EHLTLTE.,
BIIZHEBEL TS E SN

RS EREINS

readability.jp yoehara.com 9



IE 5 2R — Spearman’s p

midrank;% T
ANFIAN): FIEZEEEL
o 7 =IERL DfE D
E: 2, 1, O, O, 1] MR
B 15z : 5, 3, 1, 1, 3] Pearson’s p

H¥Spearman’s

midrank: _ [5,3.5,1.5, 1.5, 3.5] :> 0

(ZEm7EL D) FRE:
E: [45.3, 39.2, 10.7, 13.2, 24.4]
midrank: [5 , 4, 1, 2, 3]
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Kendall'st: IEFE D &> TLNART D
b3 — HoTULNVELWART D L3R

61 —

45.3], 39.2

N
2 > 1 0 < 1
45.3>39.2 26.2 >24.4 3
OlEF x BF Sncip_yg3777j-)lxl~
Th —
= e — N v/ (no — n1)(ng — nz)
Num. of all pairs
FIRZEZELGEL 2n. —ng) BEBRIEL EREEE

T TNl BT A EE(
ZHEBLDADUNER
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exp(45.3,39.2,10.7]) = [e*°3,e392,e107] AN i=Aa7 [ZexpZhH
+ [TT. HhS EIRPIEEIRT
%ﬂ R 1/2 i< corEzarsT

MHM?
| Supervision | Method | Spearman’s p | Kendall’s 7-b | Kendall’s 7-c | Pearson’s p |

Flesch-Kincaid 0.324 0.253 0.308 0.359

exp(Flesch-Kincaid) 0.324 0.253 0.308 0.149 >
ARI 0.317 0.248 0.302 0.351

exp(ARI) 0.317 0.248 0.302 0.136 D

Coleman-Liau 0.373 0.295 0.359 0.372 D
exp(Coleman-Liau) 0.373 0.295 0.359 0.185

Unsupervised FleschReadingEase -0.387 -0.301 -0.366 -0.426 :
exp(FleschReadingEase) -0.387 -0.301 -0.366 -0.169
GunningFogIndex 0.331 0.257 0.313 0.362

exp(GunningFoglIndex) 0.331 0.257 0.313 0.151 D
LIX 0.348 0.273 0.332 0.383

exp(LIX) 0.348 0.273 0.332 0.129 D
SMOGIndex 0.456 0.360 0.438 0.479

exp(SMOGIndex) 0.456 0.360 0.438 0.306 D
RIX 0.437 0.340 0.414 0.462

exp(RIX) 0.437 0.340 0.414 0.181 D

DaleChalllndex 0.495 0.387 0.472 0.506 D
exp(DaleChalllndex) 0.495 0.387 0.472 0.431

readability.jp yoehara.com 12



TaR 2/2

TCN RSRS-simple - - - 0.615(*)
BERTLMavg -0.220 0.173 0.210 -0.040
exp(BERTLMavg) -0.220 0.173 -0.210 -0.005
BNC -0.012 -0.009 0.010 -0.006
exp(BNC) -0.012 -0.009 -0.010 -0.123
COCA -0.018 -0.016 -0.020 -0.039
exp(COCA) -0.018 -0.016 -0.020 -0.121
Proposed 0.730 0.592 0.709 0.715
exp(Proposed) 0.730 0.592 0.709 0.260
Supervised spvyBERT _half 0.751 0.729 0.725 0.747
spyBERT 0.866 0.856 0.854 0.864

UUUU

[Martincfth,CL21

BEEEE
O—/\R%
—HEHT .
HETAMEER
T—ALETE
E BRI
RHEFZEEDN
TXRARD
S HEE
H->TULAHER

readability.jp yoehara.com 13



RIUL. CIENRMT LV =CE:
= [ Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (1975)%

EEZEETIDON—TLXLoT4EHEES
IN—TLXITADEZA:1/p(EBEE|ETIL)
ETILONEIRBREENEITEDO SN TILNSN?
Flesch Kincaid Grade Level (FKGL, 1975) &%) —5F E ) T454E
FKGL=0.39 X X D EEES + 11.8 X BEEER D FHFHI$L - 15.59
XD FEEFEH(FIXR)=EFEH/ =B EH/EOSDH
=1/(EOSD #/ B :8%K)=1/p(EOS | unigramET JL)
- - - - p(EOS|unigram)=2/6
e B EOS gt eos || Z& EOS FEZREKED
. ' ) [pr— s e r e
unigramE7 )L EOS: 2/6 P P }ig_n;—lc/;té—_zg
TOHh: 4/6 B>t 40
XK :6+1/2+1, RIEEDN—TLFLT41:6/2
IFi’J%'E"ﬁy&%m%L\ EEi 5P DEnd Of Syllable TE Z b5
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LD

o BERLELY—F BT HE (RIERARBEE S
2 ! [Ehara,2021]

e Flesch Kincaid [1975]IX B 8BETILD/N—TLF
T 472 ' [Ehara, 202382 HA]

EI LI, PMhoE, EEETILDEE-T-,

https://researchmap.jp/yo ehara

SNEIAEBEWNEET=-AIIAEEKZTIH &

FWIRET, XRARGED TEREEEIC
L\T'T*(‘H’Lliil,\’CT
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