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# 1 Konan-JIEM Corpus & J 23 b D435

547 BE %) | 917 BE (%)
skl 19.23 | @i % ofih 4.09
DY 13.88 | HIF 3.59
HiTfE G 13.56 | $fia 2.04
By D IR 8.77 | FEME 1.34
2 D FEHDTER 7.04 | £z oAb 1.30
Bl D FEADRIRN 6.90 | WhdyE 0.88
i 6.62 | FEHEINZ Db 0.74
HE D AR « BOA—EK 5.25 | BRI 0.42
T2 4.30 | SEREA 0.04

2 DI RDED

HBEOWTEYICIEL YA 7D 5, HAER
REE T2 RPEDFEOIZEEX»ES LT, D
RTIETE T & 248 #% 2 — 3 2 “Konan-JIEM Corpus” (2
#%, KI a—23R) [10] D#ED DS EFR1IZ, U
K=V DREEDEF D 6 1F 5 7z “The NUS
Corpus of Learner English” (JA#%, NUCLE 22— % %) [1]

D|Y) DFAER2ITRT. 7/ 7 — a v OEED
R 508, KJ a— S A TG ) OG0 19.23%, i
B D DOE[G DY 13.56%, NUCLE 2 — /% 2 Tkl i
h DEIEHS 12.88%, HiEH D OFIEH 15.69% =3 &,
EL 50 EE a— 2B VT HHTER OB D
DD\,

e & HTEGAOFR D I3 HFOMELTE BN s 7
&, BEDOFEFEDIEEVITIETIEIZID 2 2D#ED
Bfbing Z L% v, HOO2011 [3] £ CoNLL2014
Shared Task [11] IZ2TDFRD & 4 TR TH - 7225,
HOO02012 [2] (&5&5 & iiiEF, CoNLL2013 Shared Task
[12] 1355, AfE, ®iao—%, AHAOHE, #EFEo
HHZERRTH -7, T, FRIFETOMRY YA 7T
HotoE LTH, il L BiEGFIR > CRIIEZ TR 9
F—2b% 0,

b & TEF ORI IEZ R 2 &, jdlEE 0 75 25T 1EMERE

*3 NUCLE 2 —/8Z2TlZ, HilEf#y #ichanr—vay,
AF4FLDEY AT FENT VS,



722 The NUS Corpus of Learner English (281} %
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5147 &%) | 9147 A (%)
Wrong collocation/idiom/preposition 15.69 | Verb tense 7.06
Local redundancies 13.71 | Word form 4.81
Article or determiner 12.88 | Subject-verb agreement 3.38
Noun number 8.49 | Other errors 3.29
Mechanics 7.06 | Verb form 3.29

# 3 CoNLL2013 Shared Task, CoNLL2014 Shared Task ®5&qi, RBiEHADEIEFEROZNFNRLEVH D%

759, CoNLL2014 & Recall D A& I iz,

| CoNLL Shared2013 Shared Task || CoNLL2014 Shared Task

| wBEE | mak | R | FBE
i 25.65 | 47.84 33.40 58.85
miriEE | 12.54 | 29.10 17.53 38.23

B3E, 3 12 CoNLL2013 Shared Task O 5a, HiiE
FADFTIEDFER TR S F 2 E b D &, CoNLL2014
Shared Task D&, BIEFADTEDHK R TR H
BIE “235 0 b D %" T, CoNLL2013 Shared Task,
CoNLL2014 Shared Task & & (CRi{E DT IERT R X b
HIEFDFTIERERDIZ I D3 & o,

Z STORRITE, FEHOBRY 5%, HEOHELY
WEER Y 2 R e LCaiietis ). MiEAOmE

F% 0D, EEEDOXTHEY Ao wiiEHAb %
v, AR, SEASEE O B 12 MoniEs (W
91% % HN—) ITRREK> TN Z2iT%9. 12D
ﬁﬁﬁéﬁlﬂi, “Of”, “in”, “fOI'”, “tO”, “by”, “With”, “at”,

113

on”, “from”, “as”, “about”, “since” T»H 5.

3 AMricAWSTF—%

D 43K 12 13 CoNLL2014 Shared Task TH» & 417
i — 4 5 (LA#%, CoNLL-2014 TestSet) % 2,
CoNLL-2014 Test Set (32T 1,312 XH b, IR DAjE
FDEENT VB 1,217 L TH -7, CoNLL-2014
Test Set Tl3, FEFOH VLI T 2ETIEIR, HE
DT ) T—=FTiIrbitTE Y, F[IEfE®RZ 254603
b5, KETIE, Frofdftolo7/57—% 1 AD
IEDOAZNRE TS,

CoNLL2014 Shared Task 3 &M F — & O H H1 §5
FOERNBL TS, AFTIE, IO Shared Task O
SF— 2O IfERE2 7 —aPriclAT 2. A
NTVEYRTLAHEIERON, R—ADFEOFEET

W LATOBD ERRE LB, SIET 2080 2 LT 23T IE
L 724545 D False Positive D217 ~ b 258 L EAEDFIEHE DS
TERW,

*5 http://www.comp.nus.edu.sqg/-nlp/conllldst/
conlll4st-test—data.tar.gz

*0 http://www.comp.nus.edu.sg/~nlp/conllldst/
official_submissions.tar.gz
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DHNFERZHM S, DTERN—ZADFHEDOLD L L
T “Columbia University and the University of Illinois at
Urbana-Champaign” F-— 24 (BAf%, CUUI) [13] % >,
Wt at IR X — 2 D FED H D & L T “University
of Cambridge” +—24 (L%, CAMB) [4] 23,

RAWEL AT LOFTHEEMAL T2 a— 20
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#£4 CUUI (5FisER—2) & CAMB (FaIHBSHEIR N —2) DT

\ Fik \ EALTWSI—/tR
CUUL | sy | CoNLL-2013 Test Set, Google Web 1T
CAMB | SiBE TV, #HaltBEMEIER | Cambridge Learner Corpus, CONLL-2013 Test Set,

First Certificate in English corpus, English Vocabulary Profile corpus, Microsoft Web LM
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2. HiEE D Semantic Relation 1213 H L 724747
PUF, B DD EFTIEY 4 712 X 35387 & Semantic

Relation 12 & 2 0 HTIZ DWW THIHZ T2 9 |
5.1 BIERADEDEIEY 1 7ICE B9

BB DR D ETIESY A 72 L ICETIEMEREZ IR 5 2 &
L&D, STFEOTIEORBZI ST 5, ATERR

DDRIESY A4 7%

DI TE S,
EoTEVWTWS
» 5,

¥ ... face by face
1Efi#: ... face to face

. RTEQILT0 &I, 15, #F0
UL F OB £ 512, FEFE
“by” % “to” ICRTIET 2 & 9 A8 T

3ODEIESY A 7OH TR b HEDF .

o 7GIEV RS 5 A 7T TH 2,
WIHRTRO & 910, ARBBIETH S “in” %%

PELTVLREVEI LB TH S,

IEfi#: ... social media to get in contact with our friends.

pag: bk

social media to get _ contact with our friends.

AT LI K BETIEDOS S, BIEFE DT T 2 Hir
EMMT 20N H 5720, FTIEPHEEL VWY AL I TH
D, HIEFD FTIEOMETIRARE L TR W &8
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KENITROHID X 512, FEHEDRD
ZHIRT 2 X9 D TH 5.

FIZEH 72 “for”

“£#745: Tt is normal for people to demand for treatment
1Ef#: It is normal for people to demand _ treatment
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5.2 HBIES® Semantic Relation IC & 39
Hii B3] Semantic Relation %, RiEZH & Z D% 0
RICH ZHFEIC K > TR E ZEERNVBERFBETH D, X
Mk [14] THRZE X N7, Srikumar and Roth [14] 1%, HifjE
FD Sence % i > TEWRIICEE L T 2 ATE % 7
L—T7I2F L, Semantic Relation % &% L 7,
HiE & D Sence 13 The Proposition Project (TPP) [6] &

& T, Oxford Dictionary of English D% #1232
334 HOFTEFIC A LT 847 E & I 4172, SemEval

2007 Shared Task (2 ¥} % Bl D GBI D &
A 7T, TPP TEE I NIHEZFD Sense 232, 34
il D RTE % N RICHTEF D Sence 257 / 7—3 a v &
ni:,

Srikumar and Roth [14] 1%, SemEval 2007 Shared Task
TT7 /7= av Il Sense - T, EEMICEHE
LCwaHiEFAZ 7V — 712 F Lo, 32 o Semantic
Relation 7 X)LV ZEF L7z, LT OHI% > T, Sense
Relation 7 LI DWW C B IC AT 3.,

1. Poor care led to her death from pneumonia.
2. copied from the film

3. recognized from the start

() IZE W CHIE
death, pneumonia !
EZxD, (2) D “from” ? Semantic Relation (& “Source”
£ D, (3) D “from” @ Semantic Relation & “Temporal”
%5, ZOXHICHEUAETER TS 4% % Semantic
Relation &7 %, £7, LT O,

B “from” 1%, R0 BRICH % HEE

Z & T Semantic Relation (& “Cause”

1. reported on September 26

DHi{EF “on” 7T, Semantic Relation (% “Temporal” &
720 B 2HTEFA TS, F U Semantic Relation 1% .
IC & o THD ) BHiEFES R E > T
B, AFESNRETERFTIX, Semantic Relation “Cause”

Semantic Relation

1%, “at”, “for”, “from”, “of”, “with” ® 5 D DHiEH]
DAY 9 5.,
Semantic Relation IZ & 2707 TlE, AT Z &EZ2HG
MY 5,
1. 2 EHZOFNE & [EAEDRTER] O Semantic Relation
DEND

2. AT LDFIEBROHTER & IERD

matic Relation ?Dj&E\>

AT B D Se-

AfETIZ Bl Z L 2FX37-%, CoNLL-2014 TestSet
DFEIRFD 25130 97 XD 66 XD HEFH D LDHT
Ea, &1 1% DRIEE # 41 112 Semantic Relation D

524778 o 7%, FTIERTS U < IFETIERASATIE R Tl 7
iE, RTIERTS U IFETIER DS To AEa & 72> T

%6, FEDPEBHGEIC £ 2035 56, ARTHRE



L T\ 3 HTERF T3 22 WA 1 Semantic Relation £ 45-
DORNRHE L, #EFE LT 45 EowiEE s L,
Semantic Relation D {J5.% {17 o 7z,

EfREDSCIZXF L T Sematic Relation 2 ff5-3 254 &
EV, FEFOE M 2 HIES]IC Sematic Relation
5T 25461%, WIEFIIEMD Semantic Relation
KRLTORWEARERH DL WEALH L. #l
Z 1%, “death from pneumonia.” @ “from” & Semantic
Relation “Cause” Td %23, “#EH¥# 7 “death by pneumo-

a” LV BIA, by’ |E “Cause” ZING 752t o,
“Cause” #5323 Z & TE R\, EFHEDOUTKL
T, Semantic Relation % 453 28&10%, (1) FEHED
BIEEDSELD 9 % Semantic Relation B H b, (2) BiE
# D governor, object DAY Semantic Relation D HY
DIMEFERLETHD, boL bBEYITHS LMWL
72O DRIERL T,

6 é’?lfh to)ﬂu n-.lnTIEa) ﬁﬁb :Fﬁ

4fCHEF I F—2OMNEREH T2 TR
9. BF LB EOREHIERFA D ZETIETE 20
T2, BEZHZEEE LT, #@EE, HEE Rs %
V>3, Fys i3 CoNLL2014 Shared Task “C“)ﬂb) 50T
B, FEHEOGEAVITEICE W TIZHHEL D b

SEPEETHLLEINTVE LD TH S, WEEK H
B, Fos BUTOM@E) TH 2.

TP DREL
AR
BET = TP DRI+ FP ORI+ FPNA DR
TP D)
IR —
FEBH TP OB+ FN OfE
~ (140.5%) x #EHE x B
037 7(0.52) x GHEE + FBIF

WEHE, HHEDOFHEIZIX, TP, FN, FP, FP_.NA O3
VS, TPIE, AT LDEIIEL, FERBICIEL o7
HWrZ2RT. PN IE, AT ADE[IEL o 72hs, FEE
FETIET 2 05038 - 7T % 7" . FP & FPNA (4,
AT LHEIIEL 7228, 2z 0@ (b L < I niEs
ZHIBR) WETIEL =iz R, FPIE7 /7 —>av
BRI TOL S ERT, ThbbORIEFICEIIET 22458
BhLETchHs GEITELRITNTIFEN £423%), —
FPNA X7/ 7— a VMWL To R LERT, $hbb
EEFEORTEFIE L C GTIET 2 680 W TH %
GFIIEL % 3Ud TN &% %), FP & FP.NA 1%, [i#E-
TV A HEF % EE > CETIEL T\ 52, 1EL WiERTZ [
EoTEIIEL TR a0 THED R 2 o X Rl § 27,

T FP IZ ) MO BLETIRIEL C TE T 3,

7 ¥EEONEBH, AT LOH L AiER & IE
R D HTE ] O Semantic Relation 7 )L D&\ D LKL,
228%, o 25 LD Semantic Relation 7 ~ L ASIEfE &
[Fl C ¥4 Correct, % 9 T\ 4 Incorrect &35,

[ Correct [ Incorrect

ESTES 14 31
CUUI 17 28
CAMB 21 24
RS ICETOMEFANRE L-BEDRERZRT,

HF, HEFEL HICHEEMEIR % H\v/ CAMB @
FDEL, Fys lCBWTH CAMB O AHE ., FFicH
BT 2 HEU L0END 5.

FPNA ZZEB L L WHEOHMEE L Fys l2oWwTh
SHEET RS, T/ T = a vy dfhnTwe 3 ET
DATHNEEVEZERLTETE I LY S
CUUI @ FP_NA %% 75 i}, CAMB @ FP_NA %% 179
&, MTFEEBEET 2 HED L WEHFTZFTIELTw3
B, FTIETA3HED L WEHFOL S -2l 632
EWRSHBD 1 DDHETH 5.

£ 6 ICHIEGFIRA D DFTIES A 7°EU®%?§%%??

R, HIFITBIL Tl CAMB O S AER, HEEK, Fys
4T T CUUI % kR[> T3, ﬂ;zcﬂ_BaLf X, oS
NR—Z2D CUUL IR E L TR WADEIETE T
Vs, HREHIFEREIER N — 2 D CAMB TIZETIEXTE

TWw3, KRENZBIL TIE, CUULI O EAERREL,
Fys IZBWTH CAMB L h WL B> T3,

7 Semantic Relation IcED < 24

5.2 fi¢ Semantic Relation # 7 / 7— b+ L% T —% %
T, EEFOF W HIER & RO HTER T Sematic
Relation (2235 20>, ¥ A5 LD L - HiEHFIE
B D FTEF D Semantic Relation & [H U J _)LIZ 7% -
TVEE#NL. £7i12, ¥EE, > 27 L0HE
# @ Semantic Relation 28 IERDHTEFH DG A LF LU T
HEE, ZI)THROEERY, FEEPTR-S T LHTE
FDHH L i, Semantic Relation Z#i 2 7238 TH -
7-. Semantic Relation %8 Z 7234 D ICBI L T3 H &
DRFEICHENREVEEZ D,

AT LD L IHiER & Ef# D Semantic Relation
2T 2L, FEHEOHAELID D Correct EZTE
h, IEMEORETES & [H L Semantic Relation 7 X)L DHL
DI AHIEFICETIEL T3, LHL%D 5, Correct
o T3 HDIFY AT ADIE L WETEGFICETIEL %
b @ (True Positive) T&H D, False Positive TIEf# & [F U
Semantic Relation 7 <)V Z D 9 B HGEFICETIEL
DT> 7,

AR THWREZEE -1 21F, FPHEDOLL D



#5 ATOREFICNT 23D FNIEDHKR
il 9

| TP | FN | FP | FP.NA || @A | MBI |

Fos || &% wio FPNA | Fys wio FP.-NA

CUUI | 18 | 177 | 11 75 17.31 923 | 1473 62.07 28.94
CAMB | 47 | 136 | 26 179 1865 | 2568 | 19.73 6438 49.47
#6 BIEFABY DIIEYA FICE 288, FPNARAY Y FLTOuRVLED, HAKKY K s DMEIFIEMETIZ 20,
| | TP | FN | FP | FPNA || &% | FH¥ | Fos
ER [ 10] 87| 9 [ 5263 | 1031 | 2890
CUUI | &% 8| 58| 2 - || 8000 | 29.41 | 60.98
iy 0| 32| o - - : .
ERC 19 75 | 14 - 5757 | 2021 | 42.04
CAMB | &% || 20 | 38 | 10 - || 6667 | 3448 | 56.18
| 8| 23 2 - 80.00 | 25.81 | 56.34
W, ERFAL VR EICW L TRAZERS on the Preposition and Determiner Error Correction Shared Task,”

HWBTERTH o7, ZD-D—MIICHE 2 SEEEE
DEX T Xk { B3 Z % Location @ at, in, on D ik
[, Temporal ® at, in, on DIEMEIZIZT LA EHIL %
"oz,

8 &HDHIC

AERD LT —3HTIE, FEHIEDH T SR AEE
DEVIAEX DY) ZE]IET 25 A7 IRz - 7.
HFREDLTIHY DI A TI3BE K D53, B (ET
IEDHEL WHTER] 28R E L7,

PEER D ETIEDOTFEE L L TRA R RE S LT
5205, EDFENEDL) 5 A 7DD 25 IEHET

Hr M I N TRy, ARETE, BIERICHHS
TV BB — R DFIE LRI O FikC
Hewg, SrbrL7e. WEAE, HBE, Fs O TTRET
IR 2 R — 2 & L2 A0SE W ETH - 72, HEEK
IZoWTIE, MFEICBWTEIEYT 205650 72 &R %
%L EAIEL TR TdH - 7.

FEF a3 — 3 212% L T Semantic Relation 7 X)L
DT T —vavEeitixe, EEFOHE HTES D
Semantic Relation N CRRDH 23D % L T % 2

N7z, BB o¥E DL Fix Semantic Relation % 8k 2 72 3%
DThh, ML EMOEELRKELRZIT TS LE
Z5.

AfETlE, > A5 A4 L LT CoNLL Shared Task @ H!
NZROED, SBIZHAD L THEL L AT L2
VO, A= RN ERNATHER TS, £, %

BF a— 244K I2 Semantic Relation D7/ 5 —3 3
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