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-~ 1. Revisions in Scientific Writing ~ 2. arXivEdits Corpus ~
: : Full multi-
> Researchers devote a huge amount of efforts to >Sentence alignment for 751 paper groups across 6 research areas in 23 years. sage papers!
revise their papers. A Paragraph in Early Draft Operation The Paragraph in Final Version
>Valuable Knowledge IS Encoded. @Energymarkets are driven by innovation, path- dependenttechno/ogy . Split & < t1 : @Energy markets are driven by innovation, path- dependenttechnology
. LOgI cal and structural improvem ent at doc.-level. i costs and diftusion, yet, common optimisation modelling methodolog/esl Revise ™ 1y . choices and diftusion. @Hawever conventional optimisation models
o | | . femain vaque on these aspects and have a limited ability to address the - lackdetail on these aspects and have limited ability to address the
> Stylistic and grammatical refinement at sent.-level.  effectiveness of policy onto decision-making since the latterisnot  effectiveness of policy interventions because they do not represent
» Source of revision: two adjacent versions of the specifica//yrepresented.@This leads to an underestimation of non- '52—’ Revise — 3 decision-making.@/lsaresu/t, known effects of technology lock-ins are
| Cogt-optima/ techn()/ogy lock-ins known to OCCUK@ B.Fea./q.ng_%q.l:h 53 — Deletion liable to be underestimated. @ In contrast, our approach p/aces
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~ 3. An Automatic System ~
> A taxonomy for edit intention in the scientific writing domain.
>»Task 1: Span-level Edit Extraction Intention Definition %
> Baseline Prior work rely on diff algorithm to extract Improve Language 28.6%
edits, which is based on minimizing edit distance | T AT D A O O e Ay O S O e O e 1270
= = ' O
regardless of semantic meaning. @ | mprove Style  Makethe tex sound more professional or conerent without altering the meaning. 8.7%
- We formulated it as span alignment task. o Smplty Simplifty complex concepts or delete redundant content to improve readabilty. r6%
_ _ Other Other language improvements that don’t fall into the above categories. 0.89%
> Our method can extract more fine-grained and
_ _ Correct Grammer/Typo Fix grammatical errors, correct typos, or smooth out grammar needed by other changes. 25.4%
explalnable edltS. Update Content Update large amount of scientific content, add or delete major fact. 28.89%
> Word a“gnment models: Adjust Format Adjust table, figure, equation, reference, citation, and punctuation etc. 17.29%
> neural semi-CRF aligner. Kellgylele (S R@N0 ¥ J0p4 } _ W,
> QA-Align (Nagata et al., 2020). 4 Analvsis of Writing Stratea
: : . ANAlYSIS O Fitin rateglies
- Baseline: Latexdiff a y o J A

Perf. (P/ R /F1)  %ofEditTypes  Len. of Edits

.......................................................................................................................................................

P R F1 EM | Ins. Del |Sub. Ins. Del. | Sub.

Semi- CRFAhgner 875 87.7 876 805 329 267 |404 466 498 | 2.21

.........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

QA-Align | 87.7 884 880 820| 332 240 | 429 446 462 |2.08

Latexdiff | 762 743 753 700 262 144 | 593 3.89 427 | 4.73

>Task 2: Automatic Sentence Alignment.
> A neural CRF word alignment model trained on our

corpus achieves 93.8 F1. Bl @ jlelo =] RETA 07 52{0 210 ).

Methods Precision Recall 1
Char. 3-gram (Stajner et al.) 87.7 87.7 87.7
 TFIDF Paetzodetal) 03 o016 09
"""""""""""""""" Jaccard (Xuetal) 907 895 904
"""""""""""""" SLEU (Faruquietal) 899 896 898
Neural CRF aligner (ours) 96.9 91.0 93.8

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

Intention Label Precision Recall F1
Adjust Format 90.7 94.6 95.0
""""""""""""""""""""" Update Content 848 869 858
"""""""""""""""" Fix Grammar/Typo 818 851 834
""""""""""""""""" anguage-Simplfy 750 667 706
 language-Accurate 547 630 586
Language-style 40.9 37.5 41.7
g J
. 9. Takeaways ™
> 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!
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»Question 2: Do researchers Iin all areas *Question 3: Where do researchers revise their

have same practice when revising papers?
papers? > More sentences at the beginning are edited.
> No. Researchers in STAT make more > The Insertion and deletion of sentences occur
significant revisions compared to CS. more In the latter parts.
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> 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. The Distribution of Edit Intentions in Revised Sentences
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