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‣Researchers devote a huge amount of efforts to 
revise their papers.


‣Valuable Knowledge is Encoded.

‣Logical and structural improvement at doc.-level.

‣Stylistic and grammatical refinement at sent.-level.


‣Source of revision: two adjacent versions of the 
same paper on arXiv.

1. Revisions in Scientific Writing

‣Sentence alignment for 751 paper groups across 6 research areas in 23 years. Full multi-
page papers!

Sentence alignment can capture all document-level 
revision operations
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t1  Energy markets are driven by innovation, path-dependent technology 
choices and diffusion.   t2  However, conventional optimisation models 
lack detail on these aspects and have limited ability to address the 
effectiveness of policy interventions because they do not represent 
decision-making.  t3   As a result, known effects of technology lock-ins are 
liable to be underestimated.   t4   In contrast, our approach places 
investor decision-making …
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s1  Energy markets are driven by innovation, path-dependent technology 
costs and diffusion; yet, common optimisation modelling methodologies 
remain vague on these aspects and have a limited ability to address the 
effectiveness of policy onto decision-making since the latter is not 
specifically represented.  s2  This leads to an underestimation of non-
cost-optimal technology lock-ins known to occur.  s3   Breaking with 
tradition, our approach explores bottom-up …
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Operation

‣Fine-grained sentence level edits with intentions for 1,000 sentence pairs.
Annotating Edits with Intention in arXivEdits

Challenge 
• Multiple edits may be tanged together in one sentence, while each edit is made for a different purpose.

• Correctly separating these edits can be tedious and complicated.

Cost-optimisation technology models , correspondence with [CITATION] , is the most powerful for finding with outstanding detail lowest cost future technology pathways.

Cost-optimisation technology models , corresponding to [CITATION] , are still the most powerful tools for finding detailed , lowest-cost future technology pathways that reaches 
particular objectives in normative mode .
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Solution: Use Monolingual Word Alignment to Assist Annotation

‣A taxonomy for edit intention in the scientific writing domain.

4. Analysis of Writing Strategies 

Edit Intention Taxonomy for Scientific Writing

Intention Definition %
Improve Language 28.6%

                More Accurate/specific Minor adjustment to improve the accuracy or specificness of the description. 11.5%

                Improve Style Make the text sound more professional or coherent without altering the meaning. 8.7%

                Simplify Simplify complex concepts or delete redundant content to improve readability. 7.6%

                Other Other language improvements that don’t fall into the above categories. 0.8%

Correct Grammer/Typo Fix grammatical errors, correct typos, or smooth out grammar needed by other changes. 25.4%

Update Content Update large amount of scientific content, add or delete major fact. 28.8%

Adjust Format Adjust table, figure, equation, reference, citation, and punctuation etc. 17.2%

Cost-optimisation technology models , correspondence with [CITATION] , is the most powerful for finding with outstanding detail lowest cost future technology pathways.

Cost-optimisation technology models , corresponding to [CITATION] , are still the most powerful tools for finding detailed , lowest-cost future technology pathways that reaches 
particular objectives in normative mode .
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3. An Automatic System

‣Task 1: Span-level Edit Extraction 
‣Baseline Prior work rely on diff algorithm to extract 
edits, which is based on minimizing edit distance 
regardless of semantic meaning.


‣We formulated it as span alignment task.

‣Our method can extract more fine-grained and 
explainable edits.


‣Word alignment models: 

‣ neural semi-CRF aligner.

‣QA-Align (Nagata et al., 2020).


‣Baseline: Latexdiff


‣Task 2: Automatic Sentence Alignment.

‣A neural CRF word alignment model trained on our 
corpus achieves 93.8 F1.


‣Task 3: Intention Classification. 
‣ The best Performing T5-large model achieves a 79.3 
accuracy on fine-grained classification task.

Our model @ACL2021!

Our model @ACL2020!

Automatic Intention Classification

Intention Label Precision Recall F1

Adjust Format 96.7 94.6 95.6

Update Content 84.8 86.9 85.8

Fix Grammar/Typo 81.8 85.1 83.1

Language-Simplify 75.0 66.7 70.6

Language-Accurate 54.7 63.0 58.6

Language-style 46.9 37.5 41.7

Please see our paper for more experiments

The performance of the best Performing T5-large model with a 79.3 accuracy on the fine-
grained classification task.

• Formulatd as a span alignment task.

• Our methods

• semi-CRF word alignment model 

• QA-Align (Nagata et al., 2020)

• Simple heuristics (see our paper for a parsing-based heuristics)


• Baseline: Latexdiff used by Du et al., 2021.

Automatic Span-level Edit Extraction

Perf. (P/ R /F1) % of Edit Types Len. of Edits
P R F1 EM Ins. Del. Sub. Ins. Del. Sub.

Semi-CRF Aligner 87.5 87.7 87.6 80.5 32.9 26.7 40.4 4.66 4.98 2.21

QA-Align 87.7 88.4 88.0 82.0 33.2 24.0 42.9 4.46 4.62 2.08

Latexdiff 76.2 74.3 75.3 70.0 26.2 14.4 59.3 3.89 4.27 4.73

Latexdiff treats everything as large 
chunk substitutions

Ours at ACL 2021!

‣Question 1: How much content been updated?

‣Question 2: Do researchers in all areas 
have same practice when revising 
papers? 
‣No. Researchers in STAT make more 
significant revisions compared to CS.

Figure 5: Update ratio for papers in different research
areas. Papers in STAT have higher update ratios com-
pared to papers in CS.

Figure 6: The relationship between update ratio and
time between adjacent submissions.

Research Areas. We hypothesize researchers in
different areas may have different practices for re-
vising their papers. Figure 4 visualizes the distribu-
tion of update ratio for papers on different subjects.
Researchers in Statistics make more significant re-
visions to their papers compared to the CS area.

Time Interval. Intuitively, the time interval be-
tween submissions may correlate with the overall
update ratio. We calculate the Pearson’s correla-
tion between the update ratio and the time spent on
the revision, which is measured by the difference
in timestamps between adjacent submissions. The
correlation values are 0.577 and 0.419 for papers
that have two versions and multiple versions avail-
able, and both correlations are significant. Figure 6
visualizes the relationship. Researchers make quick
submissions for small adjustments while spending
more time on major revisions.

3.3 Analysis of the Updated Sentences
We explore the dynamic of document-level edit op-
erations to answer: where will and how researchers
update the sentences in their papers? The relative
positions of the inserted, deleted, and revised sen-
tences are visualized in Figure 7. Researchers, in
general, revise more sentences at the beginning of
a paper, while the insertion and deletion of sen-
tences occur more in the latter parts. This makes

Figure 7: The relative position of the sentences that are
being inserted, deleted, and revised.

Figure 8: The composition of edit actions as the update
ratio changes.

sense because the abstract and introduction sec-
tions are usually frequently revised by the authors,
since they are among the most important sections.
As shown in Figure 8, revised sentences take the
majority when update ratio is low. As more con-
tent is being modified, the insertion and deletion
of sentences will become more dominant, which
is likely to correspond to the major updates on the
main body of papers.

3.4 Analysis of the Edit Intention

To understand why the researchers revised the sen-
tences, we run our span-level edit extraction and
intention classification system (details in §4) on
all the revised sentences between adjacent versions
in 751 article groups. The distribution of the in-
tentions is visualized in Figure 9. Most of the
language-related edits occur at the beginning of a
paper. The aggregation is gradually reduced for
grammar/typo- and content-related edits. The ad-
justments to format (punctuations, figures, tables,
citations, etc.) span throughout the whole paper.

Figure 9: The distribution of intentions for span-level
edits in the revised sentences in our corpus.

‣Question 3: Where do researchers revise their 
papers? 
‣More sentences at the beginning are edited.

‣ The insertion and deletion of sentences occur 
more in the latter parts.
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areas. Papers in STAT have higher update ratios com-
pared to papers in CS.

Figure 6: The relationship between update ratio and
time between adjacent submissions.
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Figure 9: The distribution of intentions for span-level
edits in the revised sentences in our corpus.

‣Question 3: Zoom in to revised sentences, why do researchers make the span-level edits? 
‣Run our span-level edit extraction and intention classification modules on all the revised 
sentences.

Automatic Sentence Alignment

Methods Precision Recall F1

Char. 3-gram (Štajner et al.) 87.7 87.7 87.7

TF-IDF (Paetzold et al.) 90.3 91.6 90.9

Jaccard (Xu et al.) 90.7 89.5 90.1

BLEU (Faruqui et al.) 89.9 89.6 89.8

Neural CRF aligner (ours) 96.9 91.0 93.8

The precision of our model is particularly high, indicating that it can 
be reliably used to extract high-quality aligned sentence pairs.

The Neural CRF sentence alignment model trained on our data performs best.

Update Ratio Between Vi  and Vj = 1 -  # of kept sent.
# of all sent. in Vi

How much have papers been updated?
Based on manually annotated sentence alignment.

3.7% of papers are almost 
completely re-written.

Distribution is more flat for 
papers w/ more versions.

Most papers w/ 2 versions 
undergo a mild revision.
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Zoom in to the Revised Sentences —
Why do Researchers Make the Span-level Edits?

• Most of the language-related edits occur at the beginning of a paper.

• The adjustments to format (punctuations, figures, tables, citations, etc.) span 

throughout the whole paper. Please see our paper for more analysis!

Run our span-level edit extraction and intention classification modules on all the revised sentences 
between adjacent versions in 751 article groups.

Most of the language-related 
edits occur at the beginning 
of a paper.

The adjustments to format (punctuations, figures, 
tables, citations, etc.) span throughout the whole paper.

New!

‣ We provide a complete computational framework to 
study text revision in the scientific writing domain.


‣Answer “What common strategies are used by 
authors to improve the writing of their papers?” 

‣All techniques can be generalized to other domains!

5. Takeaways

Please see more 
analysis in our paper!


