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o] AFtE Fo] Al WEAe] Ro]
Language Identificatlon NLI)—J oy WHE
i, A R AAE Aske oY W
e A¥HE Hlalske] ghao} RHeof 3

ol @%8}3 o A
I WS wehe gl SR gty Bl fHelRt  ne) ghig o o) wRelA woj ghde) id A
A 2 Qlolg o SeAEel BAT B Aol xo) eiyw el gl AE (51l of HEaA: ool
7] Hk3}o] —Ez}gx}cg] A1 AolE A e® #Ql8kE B2 International Corpus of Learner English(ICLE)] 214
s T ol Al uEhd Qo] AHEE o] o)), 2z, g7}1210}01 ZGro], Anolo] Ko] a<rxle]
&35t %01{1 —Erfﬂﬂ ol BEFE UET AYSR, oo AR A uE, BE wyon: ApE wlE] v Al (Support
A2E dE I FARE Al B 5 ok Z2EY B Vector Machine, SVM)g AFgEITh, B golA] AeE 3
Azke] E5ek ~Bdel of ofw A quo] FHel 5 sAwi A ABH /o], ¥4 g, SHA
T 545 wedlaz dvke Ao Az fEHEO W gmea] wbAsE 05 AWE POS bigram o] 21glom | o
oj=7t 2 Ak & g v [2]e m=d, 2ol i HAE SA] AFEIAL ul 80.260) AIEE AL 4
WHE S5k el § O Aol stFoldl FEMS qar) (3], (7] [5]3 2 volEeh e dmEEH(SW)S
Agatr] gl wgHow o]&H F S W olYTh, AlgslE], o] AEsl= o] xpHe] ES toksl )
=227] Ak AlZ=Bl(writing tutor system)& TS [3] oA EA} bigramd EA8I] unigraniE trigrame 2
e % o] g" & vk, Hgh, WHATA R 3} Fapl= s wo] FHoA 7)5o]el Ulgo]e] Kol e
i authorship profiling?= o1& 5= glo}, =1 %8 odgg bssnaa sgich. Wl (7)ol w5 o)
o] Fo] wjg Hvha & & QrH4]. 2} ¢7ol tjeksl F17)9] B2} n-gram, POS n-gram S A&}
Bol #H2 go] FFA AEs dem (518 gu). o] A7)e] ®o) w Cﬂ?oﬂﬁt i daglgoR S
Ao, T WES AT s A ZAAST. o) 21 @asl) AMEE ) 0L 1 ¢} o] BF Aol
e 20214 ?‘ﬂZH o] StgAt W AE SR ) So RS AMEAY, OM X}ﬂ tﬂﬁ A RS AR
o ATEE [6]o] Fdsith. Y AT Eo] WEHES  slo] no] WA IE SalstaA) sl= Al=7) Qi
Az JMH "S_%“d el = A ﬂi dpetstal, g o] Al7]e] mo] whH A= Ao ARREE dlo]H,
AL WS o] &ste] o] ShEA WA Bo| wpRoe] AU/ tefsle], AT ARE A= nluslil F7}
o] frolvIT 40 etk s SP) elgth A7) alolck. oleld uld Selld, A o
£ Al aEeolle] gheo] ShEA WAl A 1) mo) wiS 71 odo] hAke] TORFL AlF AEo= o]
2E o]&3ste] ol WS 93 A DEAE TFHI 2ojx TORFL-1 1 MRS 2 o] fate] Mol i ATE Zx1A
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7)a1x} = A 07 2013 NLI Shared Task”} 213= 0}, 2013
NLI Shared Task®] 3] #4¥} Axg obFE [2]o] w=W, o
HEHo] SWE ARRsFGE o, wo] n—gram, POS n-gram, A}
n-gram 5°| &5l T2 o] &%= IH T}

2015915 HFate], oo} £]9f thE QlolE tldos Ho 3
AT} o]FoHTt. Fo], olgte], W k=], wAfofo],
r2golo] 58 shgehe SeAkY] AARE gPo Rz ATt o]
Fojxon o] dHo] AFEL BF duglFos WS AR
SlE, B Ul Qlofe] BAdel u 2EH =AY IAHES
ARkt (1101, 1117, [12], 1131, [14].[15])

2017 Shared TaskollA+& ®o] yHo] - W97} Hojint
olg} Foy7kA] EEATE, HEdE, 159 2 TS Kol
SW 9ol the S AEs|RaA; s AlEEe] AW =
3}tk 2017 NLI Shared Taske] A¥E thE [16]] wj=md,
Ao g EHaol BH7] (multiple calssifier)E ©]&3dh=
Al 7P @b o, FAlel o3 ngrame] 7P &A1 I)A
o]S <ok &= ddukar F}. mEEF, Wol bl o #dS AR
stazl sh= AlEEC] oy, AEAd #Al el vla] A
) "olX = oS Bl

o]% AT % Kol yhde] gido] H&= QojH, AT HeY
HgEolE WHE AAE HAl Hd ZES Wol ARESE
o] H&r)o] ko) FAlol | uld EES Ko 3o
QEAARH S A9 AGEiA &= o o1, [17]
2 Bof b wo] WS A8l B S o]t
it F2o) ATt o= [18]17F ZF dojd HE T3 =
o] (P12 22 o] 86.6~ 94.2%¢] AIEE Bl v} g},

O AFE ATESGS W, | 2EE ARSS Bo] wbE
T AREShE Aks, WY Sl of] Btel o] o o}
AT AoE & F 90 Ao},

o rlr

)

.

3. Ag Wy
3.1. A #3H9 4

2 AT ALEE AEE
o] S5t TR FEH A T
of, WMEW, gojd g5A A
gh=ro] Sh5ab A A
Tl & W 9= SHAE] 2 w3 A=
£ FH3 AFEI AL 5 e dEE A o
o] A7’ = oudt}([19]). At 20158 FEH FEHH o]
= o] HeA = YA BEH 7)E oF 3008 A" FER=E
TAEo] Jdom, F 14270519 937) dojd WA sk
AZ5YH 7% 713 s A5, ofFW An, H¢
g5AE 2ts o= FAdEo] k. o] HWEA e Fagh
T4 54 st 9A] BEA T IRIT 3
Aol Hof glal, = e FHHE d5A T LY
Hol & IFAPu =2 F2Z HoQrhs A
2 AFNAE AA S s T JuHTA T
55 ARgSIGlen, 937 <dojd AR
A i FEel, deold,

ol shgatel Fu 7)# ARE ALSEAT.
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3.2. 49 WH

WAl 2yg BdEE SV, softmax, XGBoostZE A}
ATE. SW 2 mxls Hdiglste HA o AA
(Decision Boundary) & #9]3lal o]& o]&3l]
Fohe EERE, ShA AT E upep 3ol
HH AFelA 7w
A FAO FEEA m=e
=ol7]% 3}tt. softmax+= softmax ¥
37N ol e Mex F R EfFshe ue
(Multi Classification)& 3= LarglFo
Softmax¢} XGBoosti= Al 7 HAIE 8 AT Ab
L= B5F gagsol7lE st ojuf, Ro] I
RS gEA77] g IAHERE FEHA
bigram, POS unigram, bigramg ©]-&3slgow,
A3 Ao zE W= TF-IDF S o] &3kt
9 ¥d Ed=2E OW, LSIM, MLP,  Universal
Sentence Encoder, Sentence BERT &< o]&%om, o]

4 o] dud ) £ dudS

=
=)
p‘L
X
>
oo
X5}
fIr
Mo oo RS /R dU oX o

o L S o I o=

T

unigram,

=1 2~ O
5

] o]-g3te] &
of o 7bg Ager Ay WS Zolr izt 3191
o A AAYolgtn:s dHA AdE N H$-,
22X EFY 22 HAdA F2 TS Hole B
dz B Ao A+= Conv2d, Convld A A1 3% &
g8 B o]&3te] mdYstgl o Word2Vec ol ¢
WG glove ©@o] AWld S BT AREst] A8
o, AlolEVE Fr1E @A 2do] Al LS
o] A9 (NI vpa7tA 2 glove Wo] WS AL&
st AdE Adsgle. P = dEE9E
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(FeedForward) 4 UEYIZE EgH HANEEC
2 olFo & oY I sAHoer Holre nd
2,929 A 39} (Backpropagation)2S 3 5S 2
shoh, A7) f Y Rde B UH 7 A=

sla) Qurx o AbgsE walold,

ol¢} ©YlEo], E AFo|rE= Universal Sentence
Encoder, Sentence BERTE ©]&3}o] Hof 7 A

of o] & duid o] dudo] ofH JEE w
A=A Lol izt STl U niversal Sentence
Encoder= T4 WE ¢ JICZ EWHANH
295 SNLT "HolEAS o] &3ste] &4 dudS g
Ego]dd mdolt}, Sentence BERT+= BERTZ} 2w] &
o7 FAE BFES Z #HEESE Siamese, Triplet
e UEYT dugz ZgEHoo|Ys &4 < :”3 o]
o o]E2 v WH=E ouE JF3Yste] EF H&

S T3S W NLI B9 A5l 01‘%?74] ]
A A ET] 98] AFE-EFSIT.

4. 49 € 437

sof tmax SVM MLP!
Morpheme Unigram 0.65 0.63 0.62
Morpheme Unigram + | 0.64 0.66 0.61
TF-IDF
Morpheme Bigram 0.65 0.64 0.65
Morpheme Bigram + | 0.64 0.68 0.66
TF- IDF
Morpheme Unigram + | 0.68 0.69 0.68
Bigram + TF-IDF
POS unigram 0.46
POS bigram 0.50
Random Baseline 0.25

[ 2] #A 99 d3=
& QA AR of#] Bl FellM 1Y F& AdE RS

AL YPEA bi—grams A=, HIES] TF-IDF BAXE 24
o= F3k SW BdlS ARgsh 492, A7} 69,662 LHE
Wk 53k, wal 61” Relo] ANE-S A= Hlughs o=

HE A bi—grans AHEA =R, Hl‘:A TF—IDF BAXE A gto=z

F3h W o] 7HE & AHEE Bl
glove Word2Vec
LSIM 0.32
CNN(Conv 1D) 0.30
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CN(Conv 2D) | 0.59 0.53
Hierarchial LSIM 0.51
Universal Sentence 0.55
Encoder + CNN Convld
Universal Sentence 0.34
Encoder + LSTM
Sentence Transformer + | 0.54
FF Layer
Sentence Transformer + | 0.57
Convld
[ 3] 9 93 23=
W | g dargs TelA TP 2 AdE B sl

MP 2al2 AT} 68%=2 71 A JERT o] 0301 )
SAF DEXS ARE3SE o]z Aol v|EPH ThA w3 42550
AWk, HEH o R Tudt A HSEEths HollA ?Ulith
-61— 2= oh;]_

‘33*1 A e}l o] B ATt A] ARESE Hlo]EAle]
7F A7 gormg  wy ddst wd vjuE 9§ 7P A8
7F = A U= MLP, SW, Softmaxe] A X.&ell tial] 5-fold cross
validations 2AlskEck. 1 23, 0.8/0. Zi Train-Test
Splitdls w A EdE2] CV Score®] it & ZHF 0.7149,
0.7192, 0.71700.2 o]E Alo]o] & ol gle Ao = Ve
=3

UVJ 44, | ¥4 479 rdE F 7P & Ade

o] SW Eellz} MP 2o classification reportS Ak
E1r*JJr 2o} 7 EE BE dEo] - HEdo] - Fap
o o2 AYLrt A Yeh=d], o] ozt o/\}‘é
of ¥hd Ao oo dlgl] o g5 e Fate] 9l
S AAFei

E mlm

lo H’J of g

precision | recall Fl-score | support
il 0.65 0.68 0.67 111
o 0.57 0.62 0.59 104
A Hof 0.82 0.77 0.79 118
HEHo] 0.74 0.69 0.72 127
Accuracy 0.69 460
Macro avg 0.69 0.69 0.69 460
Weighted avg | 0.70 0.70 0.70 460

[ 4] SW classification report

precision | recall Fl-score | support
Z=0] 0.62 0.66 0.64 111
ok 0.54 0.59 0.56 104
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A3335] g+=2
Y Hof 0.80 0.79 0.79 113
H Eyto] 0.74 0.67 0.70 132
Accuracy 0.68 460
Macro avg 0.68 0.67 0.67 460
Weighted avg | 0.68 0.68 0.68 460

[ 5] MLP classification report
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Moz AR Wil M-S ARSSINE ol ARESH

Al glo]l Aot njua oA ow Uehts RS

. Hhdef o ed EES AREES wof= darg]
5ol w2} Zpol7t var A YeE a4

© O ATel|A] YRt A} vlset AeRS HRAth

‘i‘ﬂr oA ], | Y daElss 1o

%‘ 171 Slslide 2 B2 9=

o) 2 o= 4 S Aotk

ea Al POS Bl unigram, bigram ¥x]BHth=

A7} Aol AR 2 o= AL o 2= 9t

H 2ol A] 03] xp-o] mlx|= dgko] ‘3 Arfar
SAZE 2 g o, A AEE oy Ag

5] A X};é‘éo] T2 ATS He Zy duiE

o}

E‘ﬂa]‘jé AE ASHGS o, 7P Aol &
4> unigram, bigram 3¢} TF-IDF kS ARE-3H
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(token) 52 AAAoZ HEsl= umi%, gm],\;_/] Y
Aol Ao 2 AS FZsle] BF glATd A8k Ao
o] g gz E\ﬂr £40]7] wEel Ao},

R, el B4 BRAIA wo] vel guld, sque
Fo Al nol B4 iy wase] 9ale 4shr) W

A= AL & = Al o] AA] o] ¥ gaFolle B
gelE ofrE ﬂi“éo}ﬂ e A AT, dHa @
9ol AHdE ol8sl B HiadE sdshs Aol ¥ ad&He]
1 wRE O BQleh. ThA| W, wof wde] A el &
9% oe e e —é&i ks AS & 3ok

:5] Al A AF%P TEA|e] A Aol a 7)ol A
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B AFeM e dolE e RE dddes At @
o]Folzl ol Kol ¥hHe| ofy] WS A¥stal, olE F3
Slmro] Shsxl HIAEQo] Rof gH wdlo] zkojof
3 218 gtz st A wAl Y daElsd
SWM, Softmax, XGBosst ¢} H &4 OL"HZ]ZO] C\N, LSTM, MLP,
Universal Sentence Encoder, Sentence BERT & o]-&3}o] o]F
olxor, o AP 4 AMES BT /‘}9“3}04 o w
2lo] ®of ypHolgl= 5573 FAlloll v A3kt whAR1A] gl
razl sieick. Ad Ay, wal g 2E F P =2 A
Fes vepd AS FelA bigrame] WIES] TF-IDF HAXE
AHAZES Hok W LaE]Eo R 68.3%0] ASEE el
Aol | ed BEl F 7FE S A3eE HER 21 68%
o] Agrg Hl MLP aR= Sl Pel= ?5] o 44 ‘jﬁ’/] 735
om]-x% o] 1 —r]_xﬂg]_ DL;/] 73
o] ¢ Hw AAS Hol= AL & —/F 9)\91‘:}. O]% %’5‘ n-
gram T9]2] IAAQ] o d 5] UholA IHE FEShE WA
o] MA HAEE FApHoR AEjshs AKHT Ho| ¥
o 9 & ﬂo]ﬁ]*‘ AMLS o = QddT
2 AFE T gheo ﬂ/\Z}J QA+ FAIEHA 1

S whdsta, ® o vge 0101?14 AolE E3FA7] ALz
e FAA SdEAY] S99 3 d¥EAAS SR
Gk k= AL ATt

F5 AFelAE Kol W] AEES Y 7 e RES
Xﬂﬂo}: g, wo] i AxE 2 1 3t

Fo] S5Al] dlojol] Uehp: 542 Baala o Yot @
o] o] Fxe} 7Phe dlo] wele TASRE a4v) Folal
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