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REHEXEDI=HD Lexical Simplification:
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1 ELC®HIC

EBALR 1 VX —2y b DY RDBER, SV FA
T A THEENEEDOT F A MRS EREMMUL T
Wb, LU, JvaA T4 TEEEICE T, Hifik
BiRERODTXFANONEZIFS 2 Z & IFWEET
H2B7H, TXANDFHEAR T IOM EAVRD SN
TW5., TOERBEIMEST, GronzTFA %28
fRELPTWT FAMNCEWMST ERXATTHD Text
simplification {Z DWW THZEAHED 5N TS, Text
simplification IZIEF X 2ARDEZH|Z 275D 5]
HBMN, b7 To—FL UTAHNTFA MR
DN WVHEGEZ X DR HEICESHIZ S
Lexical simplification[2][6] %% %. Laufer[8] (&i#E
RIS DOMR %135 72D121% 95% DA _E D HEEDREA]
THEIENPEFLVWEHEHBLTEY, TFA MO
DECDWTHENTFETHHAIEIREVEEZERZ LN
%f) HEED Lexical simplification #4795 Z & T,

BEVNFEFITRT R X DS L % Bl d DIT
’7"“?@?‘5 ZeX, BHEOHUVWHEEZES#Z ST

Lo T EASHEUMONEZ M ETE 5%
xaﬂé

AFETIX, KEAEE ODBMUEM L EEZHRE L7
Lexical simplification FIEZ LT 5. HEHE LI
HE ORI > THM & UL THWS XEDOH S R
BEITONVZOAMIZRE . T I TREFETIER
FEDE S EMZIER L, BEEMEHRIIEDOM Y
EEABTE5 L5129 5. Lexical Simplification @
TavAE, FVHRZ OGS L5 HEE (TARGET &
IE.3) OFFE, HFED S\ W2 %fpfli (CANDIDATE
YIER) O, RIS &7 CANDIDATE O 5
VIOMITD 3 DITaIToNns. BMEMIIHNSZ
&, ¥FBEHEOAHERRT 5-DDFILTH D
ZExaFEZDE, @V T CANDIDATE % /139
52 ENEELLD, REFETIIMAN L SEEREN
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JU = ad

DFLM¥EETH %5 Common European Framework of
Reference for Languages (CEFR) [3] (Z#E#UL U 72 Hi5E
§$$ % F\W\WT TARGET ZFi& U, TARGET D%

FELREADFEL ORMRIZN LT, HEHEEZRIZLE
137@?%ﬁh,i%~@ot0AMﬂMﬁE@7
VXV ERHITS.

REFIEOMERE % Ffi 95 72 Gold-standard 7 —
REMERLZ. BERRICIEBRIZEOXEIZBWT
CEFR LNV DWW U WHEEEZ TARGET & U, &
EN S U7-HEE%S CANDIDATE &2 U, *
ATF4THECEDT ) T—=YavEiTol. EBRO
fER, SFEETNAATIZL D CANDIDATE % 5~
FUTTER=ATA NZHR, BEFEIZEVKEE
T CANDIDATE #RETE B Z DRI Nz,

2 FEEffRE

Pavlick 5 [10] 18 W X KB % U5 U 72 Para-
phrase Database (PPDB)™[7] 25, 7 L — X#if;
@ simplification D 7-H DEEFIH]ZHH L, Simple
PPDB™ & LTABLTW3. Simple 27 L —ZX®D
i 3B 2 YV, ZTOREEE LTI L —X
DEXDMIZHFEDORZ FAVREFHHINTNS.

7z, Horn 5 [6], Biran 5 [2] I33£IZ Lexical sim-
plification OZEHUF A 2 Wikipedia™ & Simple
Wikipedia™ 2SS iz a—/8 2 [4] ZRHL T
fToTWAB. ANXDOHARIZH U Tt 2 H5E% CAN-
DIDATE & U CERT 272 0FH#E Y LT, Biran 5
1% Wikipedia C CANDIDATE & i€ U 72 BAgE DS L
& AJITF A T CANDIDATE & $Lic U 72 BAGE D AH
EEZFNFNHHEARZ bLE L, 22027 hLD 3

“Ihttp://www.cis.upenn.edu/~ccb/ppdb/

*2http://www.seas.upenn.edu/ nlp/resources/simple-
ppdb.tgz

*3https://www.wikipedia.org/

*https://simple.wikipedia.org/
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TARGETD:EE

There is a finite supply of everything worth having.
C2:TARGET

BREOHE
limited : B1 — O, restricted : C1 — X, -+
HEAD D457E
There is a finite supply of everything worth having.
suppty y g g

g

CANDIDATE®DRE
There is a limited supply of everything worth having.

(supply - limited : score =4.29)

1 REFEDOTIH

YA VEMEEZFEL, 237 LTHYTWS. —
73T, Horn &I E3EE 7/ CANDIDATE ® Sim-
ple Wikipedia (23 ) % HBIEE, Google N-gram™®
B AHBSEEZFHALZS Y2270, 55
72 CANDIDATE D J v ¥ v ZiZ2\W\WT Amazon
Mechanical Turk™® %\ 7= AFETOFHM 217> T W
5. BEFIECTIIEEHEE L 28 e X EEH
W& LTEDH, CANDIDATE A DOBRDKEE % EHR
U P R TWEHTINS DREFIR L B b,

3 RBREFE
3.1 FHEOHE

RETFHETIZ CANDIDATE & EDREE 2 EHML,
TARGET ©Oau/s—>a vy 2Aa7z2H0W5. 114z
REFIFITBIT 5 HFED CANDIDATE & D FE%
&Y. TARGET ¢ @mwvwansr—ya vy Aa7 2o
HiEE%Z HEAD & U, TARGET % & % HijE (& 1
2L EIZH HEAD oy —3 3 VEAGARR D
VD% D% CANDIDATE &9 5. {FIHIZEB T 50
HIzoWT, AFIZERs 5.

TARGET DO#BE ASXOHKHFEZDWT, HEX#E
MriESR 2 6736 N K & i % H £ 12 CEFR-J
Wordlist Version 177[12] % i\ CT#ES % f+f 5
5. 2DV A M CEFR HE¥#E 2 HEE% il 72

"SLDC A &u 2 LDC2006T13
*Ghttps://www.mturk.com/
*7http://www.cefr—j.org/download.html
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ANX
The ability to establish preferences tends to be associated
with intangible assets such as an attractive personality...

'

| TARGET : asset (noun, C1) |

'

| HEAD : intangible |

'

Rank CANDIDATE Judge
1 benefit X

2 resource O

2: D : “Judge” IFFHMIEERIC L > TR O N
FATATHEECELDT /) T—VavThh, ZoHl
Tl “resource” ITE SR AHER Z L ZRLT WD,
EEDO Y AT L TiE “Judge” DIEHH IR R LA,

LD SIEIZ AL, A2, B1, B2 TR LZHDT,
HAANZBEERITIZEELZDBDTHS. T
\Z English Vocaburaly Profile™ @ 1) & h Z%54
L, 5B CL, C2 LV DEEERBHTL
Tz, MBENRB2UETHLEDEMHIEL L,
TARGET &9 %. ARMETIIRERETgGE LT
Stanford CoreNLP[9] % FIFH L 7=.

BRIOWME HEEEREDLS TARGET O#HEN
Bl U FTHIHEEZFELHIET 5.

HEAD D% TARGET DR 4 HED T« K
WIZIFIET B HEED 5> 5, TARGET 12 L TH
WMI A3 7 2FOHEES TARGET £ a7 —
vavERER DO HEAD 7 5.

CANDIDATE DRE HEAD & TARGET D¥i#
FELOMI A7 EHEMBL, SWAIT2EDH
D% CANDIDATE & LTHiId 5. 237 %2H
DMZBENMEREETAHE1E, AATIHIZT v
XU UREBEO) A 2T .

REFHIZ & % Lexical simplification D% X 2 12
R

3.2 CANDIDATE ® 3> 7 {43

REFETIK, BEOHIE D EIZ CEFR-J
Wordlist Version 1 2 i\ 5. 72, WX LD
Ml 7 AFEBETFEOAEKIZIE Thesaurus.com™ D

*8http://www.englishprofile.org/wordlists
*Ohttp://www.thesaurus.com/
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T—REMATS. 2 HEOEPDOEDMI 2RTIR
=& LT Corpus of Contemporary American English
(COCA) DF =& p SNz MI 237 [1] 27l
AT 2. HEEA BEBOMI AT LI TORT
£Ih, f(A),f(B) ZFTNZTNHFEA BDI—/52
WTOHBIEE, f(A B) X A, B OILEMEE, n ik
I—NZDKRGER, widtiL2 R 57 1 v FUlEE R
3. COCAOMIAITYANTIHw =4 ITHREZ
NTW5. HLEBEEDOMKNGED MI A 2 7 I35 HEMEA
W7z, MIAIT7 YA RS ILEHED 6 L ED
F—=REHWS. MI 23732 BEEDQIEMRELN K
SWIFEEWMEZ L D, 2FEO IO —Y 3 VER
TRV EWZ 5,

AII@4VB)10g21;}€2§}?gO

4 FHMEER
4.1 Gold-standard T —% OERK

REFEOEMNMEZFMUES 5728, Gold-standard
T—=REMER Uz, FBRROT—2 L LT, RFEOE
) =T T OBETHSNDS EFL NILDTF R
b [11] 2 A L7z, EBRT — %95 TARGET 2 &8
XEMH L, % TARGET DO¥#iE% CANDIDATE
e LT, 21T« 7ah& 2B S AR SR %
ERELERST ) TF—2arvlLThbok. 7./5—
2L 30 REEEDA ¥V AHGD XA T4 T5EET, H
KTOHRBBIBEN 15 EHENYTHD. SERKE
EHERBREELTEY, 7/ 5—X2 L TOEENE
EEWEEZD.

T/ T ROARMERBT 5720, TARGET D%
HBEBB LTENSD CEFR LRWVIZE BT /) 5T —
v a VNROEERTo7-. BARIZIZ CANDIDATE
fBEflIL CEFR LRV BL A FOED & L, CEFR L
)L Bl AT OB IERD 30 HA T DHE DN 5 T X
LY TNV T UEDET ) TV aviRE U,
ZTOMERY ) F—Yar®i75 T —&1%, TARGET
W14 ETH Y, TNTNOHEBIEHRDOEFHH 918 1H
o7z,

77— avoiER, CEFR L)L Bl LAROE
FAPIZ 3B SR EE (IEMR) 5 DAFEIEL A
WIr—ADH B EWHIHL 7. 124 D TARGET
DHL, 481 (F39%) 1B W TIXiE S " HE S
FREDFAEL 2D o 72, RIFECIXIEMR & 75 5 FHERE
HEET B TARGET 76 i 5 & f 2 D CANDIDATE
TH 5 573 DO HE % il RE T 5.
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4.2 N—=—RXZ74V

NR—=ZAF4 2 UT, Horn 6 [6] 8T v F v THK
ORMED -2 UTHWEZSHEETLVEMHELEZY
AT L (AT LM Y AT L LIRY) L HiEEd 5.
LM ¥ A5 LD, TARGET D#E & FHEED
M IFREFE & FRRIZIT, BoNEEHEFEIISV
Pz 72U U CEFREETIMCE 2 A a7 2175,
BonNzAa7E2AVWTTI VXTI UMY ANE M
THHUZY A MRS S, HTZEEET VO
ML ==Y 7 F—XIZi% Google N-gram %5 HB{AH
FEAY 1,000 AEDEDEFHL =,

4.3 FHIEHE

VAT LOFHIHERE L LT, /195 CANDIDATE
DEEREFHEEZMAWS, ZITHARLIIR VA
F LD ST % CANDIDATE Ol #5125 9 % IE fi#
CANDIDATE 8O #EI& %2R L, BHEHEIZT—X2K
D IEfif: CANDIDATE DEEUZ R 2 > AT LA
L 7z IEf# CANDIDATE B #E &% 5Rd. BETIES
V& v 7 B nflldd CANDIDATE 2 \WTHEHE L7
WER, HIEKEZNFN precision@n, recall@n &
#ild 5.

72, TARGET iZxf U CE X vgE & 725 CAN-
DIDATE # I TE 20 %5Hli T 5720, ALy
£ FHIi$ 5. Pl %D TARGET $uzxf L <, 114
BA_E® CANDIDATE % H{ ;T & 7z TARGET (D #|
ExRANLY VLTS,

4.4 EERER

REFE CBETEMI VAT A LER) & LM ¥
AT LD HH9 %5 CANDIDATE 7 > & 7zt L,
precision@n, recall@n %FHliL 7222 7 %X 3 125
T MYAT LB EEREILKRT L, MI ¥
AT Tl precision@l TH EWVESREZER LTS
D, HHEEBEPLTEEVEEREZMEL TS,
ZNI3EY) 72 CANDIDATE 2 ZE L TIRRTES Z
ExRMRUTED, HEHEEIERLE WS HRIZH LT
HYELWRMETH 5.

—HT, MI VAT ALATIET V¥ A5 %
CANDIDATE & LTHALTH, HHT& 5 CAN-
DIDATE $U3&&F 51 & 720, LM ¥ AT AIZEHAR
THIEERIIME V. TARGET 123 847 /30 v VIXEE
% TH 5 76 D TARGET 2 LT, MI VAT
L CANDIDATE 2 TE DI 32fHTH Y, 71
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0.8
0.7

0.6 /
M| : precision@n

0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2 Z’/—‘_ ——LM : recall@n

0.1

——MI : recall@n

——LM : precision@n

3 AR & HER

Ny DF 2% 2 ¥Eo7-. ZOFEKRE LT, MI A
a7 YA MOBEI/NE L, TARGET $ LU CAN-
DIDATE & HEAD OflA&bE % AT HN—=LT
WRWZ EA2EIF 51 5. TARGET DRIk 4 HEEIZ
HUTMIAITHY A MIBRWEAIXHEAD HE
TER\\W=o, CANDIDATE % H i T& 4\, CAN-
DIDATE % i T & 5 7= 44 D TARGET ® 5
5, 24 A HEAD 2HETE o722 LDRNT
HoT-.

=720, MI Y A5 L5 1A D CANDIDATE
ZH U7 TARGET (2 LT, 1Efge 7% CANDI-
DATE 2347 &6 1AM EE EFN2E G2 RD- &
ZA, T1.9% &leot-. ZOZehrodHE MI AT %
AW3a7 78 —F 3@\ k& T CANDIDATE % #5E
TEBZebhs.

5 &b

AFTIE, EFEHEEOIEEZHNE L TMI 22
7 % i\ 7z Lexical simplification FEZEE L 7-. &
ERDFER, SFBETINVAITIZL D CANDIDATE f&#
WOV F UV ITRITOIR=ATA VLD LEWVKEET
CANDIDATE 2RETE S Z & hbho7z. —HT,
CANDIDATE % ##E T & 5 TARGET D& &DIR—
A4 &0 NS, MEFHEOANV v V2 lE
TEBEDRDD I DT,

4#1%, Google N-gram ZF|H L7 MI A3 7Y A
N DIEFR, FAGER 7 L — XD simplification 3K
L&D FIREIIRTHTETH 5.

£ 3Rk
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