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AFETIE, T vt A4 BEEFRAICE W TOER
REBTDHI OB OVTHEIET 3. =yt A4
DB ZA T, FHREPELLIMHEZTVWEX
REEOEHRP, SEED 0BEREET LD AT
HwaZeT, EFAMRENFA LT 202 MEEL
7o EBROMRE, EL R TWw 3 EEEOER
X, EFAMEEOR Ficokyskhrot. ¥,
NIERD OFEWIE, FEEOL RN EVWT —X
v MZBWTIERNZN—FHT, HixL L
DFBENEGENTVET =X Ly MTBWTIEH)
HBrh s ennIns.

1 [FC®HIC

IEDOHEFEHRETIE, 74 T4 Y I7RAE—F
VIR DBERDERIND LS5 ICh-oTED, #
KGR AR CTHBEN DT A M RFEMINZ L b
WzTWws., LhL, 2O, KELAL -
R X b3 2 E WO FREN D 2. FREEIR
WIS 2220 2 2 222 C, sHiDSTEME % o
72D1iX, REEFEDIBPRLETH S, ZDLSK
HEE BRI, HEREAMEDMTOA TV,

FTAT 4 VITRAL—F T Wo 2B E DR
7 & —< Y A%l % 751X, RERIFHE & o
FIFEC KA S 5. BIE X FEEE DIERHEEIT
MLT1I20Ra7 253201 LT, BREIX
XIERPNEFEOER OB LI L TEhER AT
2555, 72720, RENFHEICBWTD, Zh
OB TOHRRIDEEL Ko TWVWE Z 2 h—
I TH 5. #il 213 TOEFL iBT DM (£ 1) TlI,
NZ, M, &, BEENSRINTVS. R
XIE, BREICOVWTIE, TAMIED Ny 7 LI
BIfR72 <, B B HEEE L AL OB E B 7208
HAEH2Z WAL oTWS [1]. ABDOH#
HERZ, ZOX5REHZEH LN LEEED S
T A=< VAEFELTWE B EDNLTED [1],
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&®1 TOEFLIBT 71 7 1 ¥ 7 HHE (Ra7 5)

An essay at this level largely accomplishes all of the following:
« Effectively addresses the topic and task

* Is well organized and well developed, using clearly appropri-
ate explanations, exemplifications and/or details

* Displays unity, progression and coherence

* Displays consistent facility in the use of language, demonstrat-
ing syntactic variety, appropriate word choice and idiomatic-
ity, though it may have minor lexical or grammatical errors

H BT 7B W TSUERE BRI F
BT, AT A MNTEICH U CHEERET
NERRERTZ e/ TE 3. 72 TR,
vt 4 BEFRA (AES) ICB W T XIER M2 BT
52 DRBRICOWTHEET 3.

2 BSEAZE

AES 1%, EENEV Ty ICRa 7L R
NEOFIEEZ G5 T2 X R7TH5. AES EF )L
T, BT Y =7 ) v 7L > TiE o=k
WENILLHWSR TV (2], [3] Z22HR). #Hl21F
e-rater [4] 1, SOER D EROEM X DIEEEZ S
REEORBHEEZHWTWS. [5] 134 1 S8
HMEHNTEE L e LVOREERITV, EDE
MEX D ICH T 2 IEREICEVEANE DRSO T
WBZEeEHLPIZUR. [6] I EXIERD B & 2
JEDYNFRRAZHEFEITH T LT, AES D8
T —RVADMETZZ BRI

WMETE, FEZ Y =7 )V U 72 He T
5, BEYEHICESOSFENRERE R -oTET
W3, RNN % Bi-LSTM % W72 7L [7, 8] =,
BERT [9] FOHRTFHEASHET NVICEDOLSET
10, 1 PRI NTWAS. L2l 211X, s
DREBEEICEIL 7 T n—F e fHEL V=
7V YRS 7 I a—F I3 HMN BRI D
b, MiEEHAEDE S Z 2 TEFAMEED A LT
ZA[REMEZIEM L. FEBRIL, =yt A4 Oz
EANFTER SN REEEZHABGDELET L
[12, 13] DMER XN TW3. [14]1%, BERT 225155
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5Ty tADHEHERRL OERD OFEREHAS
DELEFLERELE. LU, SUEEYIHRD
B, FELEEAFRESCET A SRR A LY
7=—7T, AES TR n 572

3 IGENFEHFADORhRIREE

RIS TIZ, [14] DFEE X — RIZ, BERT I3
S AES EFTNMICBWT, XERBERH WS Z X
DMBITOWTHEET 5. [14] TlE, XER#E L
TXEED BBV ST WD, KRIFFETIE,
CEFR O EMERF WL [1] 25812, HEHEDIEL
CEZTWESEHEOE#HR S w3, CEFR [15]
XS EERE ) 2 RS 2 EBEEI T, BAEE Al (W)
W) ~ C2 (L) D 6 BEFEICX 3 5. HUEREIX
CEFR D& L~V TR EREEEHTD Y, &
LZLNNVDLEOFEFREPIELLFS 2N TES
positive linguistic features (PF) &, & % L N)LD¥H
D3R 2 %23\ negative linguistic features (NF) 53
H5. LUNOHT, MEFICHWS PF & NFIZOWT
BARINCHAT 3.

3.1 Positive Linguistic Features

PF O 121%, CEFR-J Grammar Profile X {AJH H
ST 0 25 A 16,17 BHWS. R0 25
L%, 501 FHEOSGEEEHDO 7 ¥ X P TOMHE %,
EREBHICESWTEHTE S, L2L, Z0FF
TRTFRAMHTHEOATOROCGEEANE L,
ANR—ABRTZ ML eoTLED =D, 1003EDH
72D DIENEHE, RUSGEREEOELR Y BUTE-S
EHRELADOEREE LTHVWS (2 LK.
7z, 41 HiTHRAT 27— 20Flty MizBw
T, Tyt A OFME L HEED D - 7o IEHEHE
(100 FEDH /= DENEHE =6 THH, HOER =
25THE) OXRT FVBHEHT 5 (2 HE).

3.2 Negative Linguistic Features

NF I2iE, 100 3BH 7= H OSGER D FHEZ H W 5.
BRI, ERRANT[18] IC &k »CTf5 &M%, 24
FEOMRY ZCH X, FEEZIERT % (K2
TE). 227027 N—7{kiX, EFCamDat [19] (25
INTWVBHY ZITHLT, 14 2To7= 70—
T I ESEL, TZ3MOXIEPIN S TIT-
72 (T8 A). 7 F 2 FAOER D FoH#EEICIE,
Tyt ZANET2EIFET I 421 Hiz )
ZHWS.
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R2 AT GERNHE
72 D BN, 100 3EdH 7= D OFEAARE.
XEREE S
gitem sum IEREHE D EET
gitem9lev ZE~{HEH%EL, CEFR-J LNV Z &G
gtypesum EiZ HBDOEFT
gtype9lev A DEL, CEFR-J LNV ZEIZEF

g item 6 IEAEAE, FHmE e HE oS 6 THE

g type 25 FROER, FHblifE e HE D 25 THE

err sum HEOBOERT

err 7 gr BMORTRTIN=TITHMEL, &E

err24tag 24 FEHODIRD X7 KE - I—TkL
4 EER

EETIE, 3 TR SEREE WS Z 2T,
BERT IZED L AT TLVDOMEED R LT 2 0% M
ET 3.

41 7=ty hk

A B 9% T 1%, EFCamDat Cleaned Subcorpus [20],
FCE [21], W&I+L [22] ® 3 D 7 — & & F\W7-.
EFCamDat ¥ W&I+L 21X I~ LR okk &2 721~
NDEXDBEENTWS )T, FCEIZIXHENE
WL NRILVDEXDADBEENT VWS, ETILDFE
WA L7 — X Ol £ 3 1R,

EFCamDat 121%, HHARE L X)L 1~15 (CEFR Al~
C1 D) DIELAIPEREI N T WS, KRIFFETIEZ
DIH, HERD X IR E IR TV S 498,207 £
DF—REH W, 7 —&IX, train, dev, test \Z7
HIL, train XX 512, EEADEHEET T L DEE
My, BEETVOEEMCHEILE. BEETL
DR T — 212, 2ERE L XL Z E T train_sc
¢, FCE & D% EX U7z train b2 (L ~UL 9~13)
UYL 7=, dev & test 1X, XIEE Y EHEEET L
AT TIVOFHMCHE L THW .

FCE 1213, CEFR B2 LNV OEBRIZ BN THEEH
HEWTT vy A DPIERIN TV S, EE D [EH
WA T, 0~53 ROFHD R a7 BffEGEEhTn
3. AWFZETIE, BEA 2019 O {%Z& D T IF Shared
Task TEHMINT=N—Ya vk, EETILOWH
- Sl V.

W&I+L 121, #EEFE BREFEIC XL > TEDIN
7Ty A DIGRIAT WS, SEE Y EHRIC A
T, 2FEF 120 LTI CEFR ALi~C2.ii D 12 B,
FHEGEE IS LTIEN DO TN FEXRTWS.
AHETIE, FEE I > TErNTZ vy AL DA
Z, BRRETLVOME - FHEICH Wz, W&IHL 13,
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Dataset Essays Usage

EFCamDat train_gr 458,913 SEiih BHEEET L
train_sc 3,000 FREETIL
trainb2 2,999 METIL

FCE train 2,108 TREET L

W&I+L  train.0.9 2,700 f#EETN

test ZNB XN TWVWAR WS, dev & i I W,
train Z 0E| L CTHEY - AT —& & LTHW.

42 RERETE

XiEBR D BHEET N, NOREE T ILOM
7T, BERT #F|HH L T v 14 O EERH %
%3 %. BERT & HuggingFace ft 23/~ F L TW %
bert-base-uncased i\, ¥ F— XD AAT
s r—2>re L7 WEFTLED, BERTD
PRI RX=ZIFEE L TEEZITo 7.

421 MGERDBIEEETI
XIEEOBHEEETME, Ty A4 DOEERREE
AN L, ToefIZEENEOEEY B TFHIS
%, SOEEDEUZ, 05 1 O#EFICIERL L 7.
Tyt A DONHERAEZ AT I2REEORENLED
Bz 3, £ED/ — FEuE 256 & L7, TEME(LREE
Wi relu 2 W7z, HBRBEBUITEE A E (MSE)
ZRWV, Hb 7L ) X 40% Adam, 2233 8e-6,
Ny FHAL X162 L, 60Ky 7¥EEEITH 7=,

43 BEETI

BEETFE, Tyt O5EERER SOEREE
PANEL, Tyt DRa7EFHTE. =yt
A DITHRBE SLEFBORT P ERAE LD D
PR AD AN ¥ L7z, EFCamDat ¥ W&I+L T
X, Tyt IfEIRTWY 3 EHbEEIE TV XL
TH30, ZrEfifEr ARIT 2T, HFEE
FTILEEE L Tk DRATIZ1 561D
FPFICIEFL L. HEEORAEOEILS, &
JBoD  — FEIZ 768, 1024, 512, 256, 64 ¥ L 7=.
TEMHEALBIENC I relu &2 FHV,  dropout = 0.2 IZE%E L
7=, HBRBEEIE MSE AW, R#E{L7 13V X 4
¥ Adam, FHEHHE le-5, NvFH AL X 16 &1L, 120
IRy 7B EITo 7=,

RNR—=AF7A4 2 LT, TvtfOnHEHOA
EANET2ETAUEEF L. =Ry Z78% 60
LA, SERIEE RS 58 L Rl—0&RE
L7,
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R4 EROBHEEE TV OFRER (BT Y v OFERHER
fRE). err7gr ¥ err 24 tag DIEII BB R D FITME.
Features  PCC
err sum  0.6772
err7gr  0.4606
err 24 tag 0.2771

4.4 RERFER

441 MCGEMRDBUEEETI

43, HESNLSUER DB ERT -2 D
MHBERBERL TV, XIEED OB OHEE T
&, EEERAYSERWIE DAHBE (err sum = 0.6772) 23R 64
-— /T, HET BRI ATV - X7 DM
T2 (1->7->24), MHBEREIZIELS o Tuwo
7. 2, ATV - xIBMIbEINBE L
T, BAERD OBEMERSR2 ZePEEL TV
2rEZLNS. TOD|Y ATV E2TFHTSE
T (err 7 gr) ICOWT, FiRbhH 73 DFEE L
HERBOBEBRERZRE L2 25, EhEIRDZ
W Wlang (A RVRIEEEDR D) THERED &
HE < (0.6192), RO EDBD LR BITONTHE
BREIMEL 7o TV T e AR NT-. HBIREL
03978 LD KL o7 AG BO—BUCEHT %
2 D) 1%, EFCamDat dev T 1,614 f5i] L 22 22\ oD 124
LC, Wlang 1% 13,285 flRD2 o7z, F7z, SHED
BRWED ATV, Z2LOEXTYZATIVOD
MOEDI0 Lo TV,

442 BRIETIL

#£51%, HEXN -y fDRaT L IEfgAa
7 e OMBEREERLTWS., EEIZELSZ > —F
EIC X > T3EITV, 2o OFERDOFEHEE RIS
BHEL 7.

PF ZF\WT%, BERT IZHD < AES 71D
REWEMm ELZh o7 PEEHAVWEETILENR—2
T4 YOMBBREERAETHZ NI LALS
3, gitemsum ¥ gitem 9 lev CCEDIEFHFHED 13,
EWV L UL DEEE DT — X (EFCamDat_b2, FCE)
THW2 &, HEREDEMM L 2. EAFHEHE,
FA—OEHHEHEZBREDRLME>TWARHETS, £
OEEFIKREL LD, ZD &S RIEE, KL
M CIERBEIZR LR VD DD, EHWVLAILETIE
IHT 4 THHRICKR D e EZ NS, FHEIE, FCE
train \IZBWVWT, EOERFHE B D BDE
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Model EFCamDat_sc EFCamDat b2 FCE W&I+L
baseline 0.9098 0.7981 0.6645 0.8168
g item sum 0.8973 0.7625 0.6395 0.8141
g item 9 lev 0.9012 0.7698 0.6404 0.8167
g type sum 09116 0.7827 0.6618 0.8146
g type 9 lev 0.9128 0.7948 0.6621 0.8212
g item 6 0.9106 0.7998 0.6610 0.8162
g type 25 0.9136 0.8025 0.6571 0.8229
err sum 0.9089 0.7860 0.6598 0.8185

(FE=62.91) 28 40 LI FDIEXX D A a 7 ¥ 3.08
7ol LT, 2280 U EDEXD R a7 F
ENX 379 TH otz IENEHFUCE S SRR
DEFZRBETETCVRVWEEZLNS. UKL
T, gtype25 CLUED R D) 1%, FCEMUANDT—
Xty MZBWT, TLEPRETHZIHDOD, H
25— FETDO3IFEOEBETTR=XF74 D
YRER EA 572, AROFETRIEZ-Eh e L
PF OB IIMERTE R o270, X H RN R
PF DG A EEGT T2 Z e BSHROBETH 5.
NF iI2DWTiX, SR D BdEE T T L OMEED
RS D o 72 err sum DA, [BE T X 2 HEE
EZHWEBREITo 72, HEEINZTEERD Ofk
BrERWEGE, BRET7 VOMEEIXA ELRD -
72. LU W&E&IHL IZBWTIE, T ErRETH
550D, B 5> — NMETOD 3 EOERLTT
N—27 4 »OMWREx kAl 72, SRR D BifeE £
7L (err sum) 2SHEE T 234 D B e HOFR Y OB
BRENF 06772 R 5) TH B 720, NFEHWS Z L H
KDOIMRDBLND D, SCGER D BOHEEFEE DRV
e DBER DB RHETH 5.

443 FZUVNT—RIZEBIERE

NF OFNROFEEHSPIT 2720, £
F—&Rr LT, =&ty MG TWSXE
MDEREHOCIMEEZ T2 72, K612, =yt A
DOFP R a7 v IEfFER a7 v OMHBEREERT.
2B H OB AE N E W T — X (EFCamDat_b2,
FCE) IZBW T, NFZEML T ETINHEREDA
FiEResLro BVLNIL (DR AE
BR TR R ¥ 72 o T2 CEFR B2 f131) O¥EE I3,
XEEDHIEEFNI LTS YEDREITDH
D, EBEY L WSEHEPLEDEDEDRRNI
PRI ND., —JTT, HRARLNILVDELEED
EFCamDat_sc ¥ W&I+L IZBWTIE, KT 28R
¥ 72 o 7=. EFCamDatsc TiX, NFZBMLTd €
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|6 AT NT—ROMER (Y7 Y v OEEMBERE)

Model EFCamDat_sc EFCamDat b2 FCE W&I+L
baseline 0.9098 0.7981 0.6645 0.8168
err sum 0.9073 0.7922 0.6576 0.8673
err 7 gr 0.9078 0.8070 0.6619 0.8783
err 24 cat 0.9083 0.8038 0.6497 0.8810

FAMBEIZ A B U d o 7255, W&IHL T3 M #%
B 0.05~0.07 FRE LFH Lz, W&I+L TO F#ll R
a7 IEfRER a7 OBIRK 25k B 127”8 F. err sum
PRHWRZ YT, FRRa7 ¥ DERNKEZVE
Rz, IEER a7 X0 FPHIR 2 7 DEWR) D3R —
254 EDBMP LTV T2, WI+L ITHB
WTERZ3DODNFOMREZLHK T2, #EDIF
WMEEH T2 LD XTI LNV DEREHEEF T2 H
DIFHBIRED E L 72 o Tz,

FREBEOL NV ATH 56, LUK
TXEOHREZADPERR-TWEEHETES
72, W&I+L DFER DO NEBICER L TV 5.
EFCamDat C NF Q&R 0o 2 iK & LTE 2
5N5HDD 121, EFCamDat IZff5XhTWw3
YIER D IERDOIEMEXTH 5. FCE R W&E&I+L O 7
) T=2a VPP BOHEMRIZE o TREINTZDIZ
LT, EFCamDat D7 J 7 — a vi&, £>¥ 74
VHEBRFERD T A T 4 > Z AR U TR
EEY ZETELEERICESVTWS., 20720,
FATEO—BEMESCHELE CHEI D2 SN TH
D, IR EL G X AR D 5.

22HI1Z, EFCamDat DT v £ A |X W&I+L ¥ kX
TXEBRY OBV I NMERDA D 3 2 2 (100 35
72D 8.93 fiil vs. 10.83 il ; 5k CO) BEZ BN 5. Z
X, EFCamDat DT vt A 23 W2 & (F#5 120.98
FBvs. 120095 58), L7 /7= a v Ok
HORBENEEL TW2EZ NS, HLANLFED
SR B T — 2y P TIRIER CR DI L
T, TERHEDRIRABE~F L NIV DIELTIEZ
DEBEPRELBRoTWV .

5 E&HOIC

AWFFETIE, AES TIERBZER T 2 Z 2 D%
BIZHOWTHAEL /2. PFIE, AMIEDIEHTET
FETF MDA EICHFS Ligh o 72A3, NF IXIE
JEN LAV DB ERZRRT 2H5EEIENTH S
eI N. PEFERIEHAT 2FES, BN
NOEEFITH L CEMR SERMEMG T 2
DREBROFETDH 5.
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A ERRANT DIRD 2T DT IIL—T1L
Lexical 1X[5] UM OB DFEICETIEST 238D, form IXFEDERIZE L WHATERELSME > TW5FED, VT
BHFADRHIOMD, PAP \HIEH - il - FIEHOMD, AG IZHO—FIHIT 5D, Wlang (FAAIL -

IEEEDD | Others [FFBIEMN N7 DD D #F£F. VT, PAP, AG lZ [14] IZHESWT W5,

Group Errant tag Meaning
Lexical ADJ Adjective
ADV Adverb
CONJ Conjunction
NOUN Noun
PRON Pronoun
VERB Verb
Form ADJ:FORM Adjective Form
CONTR Contraction
MORPH Morphology
VERB:FORM Verb Form
VERB:INFL  Verb Inflection
VT VERB:TENSE Verb Tense

Group Errant tag Meaning

PAP DET Determiner
NOUN:POSS Noun Possessive
PART Particle
PREP Preposition

AG NOUN:INFL

Noun Inflection

NOUN:NUM Noun Number
VERB:SVA  Subject-Verb Agreement
W_ang ORTH Orthography
PUNCT Punctuation
SPELL Spelling
Others OTHER Other
WO Word Order

B W&l+L T baseline & err sum D§ER

wi test (baseline)

0.5 4

0.0 4

Pred Score

~1.0

C EFCambDat & W&l+L DEX & 100

-1.0 —0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
True Score

] 7 EFCamDat

CEFR Level # Tokens # Errors

Al 1 45.01 12.59
2 58.00 10.82
3 62.32 10.30
A2 4 72.19 10.39
5 88.15 9.43
6 90.72 9.09
Bl 7 110.69 8.83
8 118.81 7.60
9 130.60 7.45
B2 10 142.10 6.89
11 173.19 6.34
12 171.18 6.05
Cl1 13 179.77 5.34
14 188.63 4.42
15 183.36 3.42

wi test (err sum)

1.0 4

0.5 4

0.0

Pred Score

-1.0 —0.5

0.0 0.5 1.0

True Score

EHIDDIGERDE

RS W&I+L
CEFR Level # Tokens # Errors
Al 1 65.44 19.84
2 10045 16.73
A2 3 146.30  16.41
4 16450 14.91
B1 5 203.62 13.52
6 205.87 11.59
B2 7 218.71 9.55
8 234.97 8.00
Cl1 9 260.15 6.78
10  263.88 5.56
C2 11 273.99 4.43
12 273.51 2.63
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