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ὁ￼ ᷾ ᾰ

}Rosalyn Yalow

}The invention of the 
radioimmunoassay

}Nobel Prizein 
Physiology and 
Medicine in 1977

}More
} https:// www.sciencealert.com/

these-8-papers-were-rejected-
before-going-on-to-win-the-
nobel-prize

https://www.sciencealert.com/these-8-papers-were-rejected-before-going-on-to-win-the-nobel-prize
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} Proposed Model/Method  Experiment
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Ḭ ‰֝εAAAI 2018ζ

}[Relevance] Is this paper relevant to an AI audience? 

}[Significance] Are the results significant? 

}[Novelty] Are the problems or approaches novel? 

}[Soundness] Is the paper technically sound? 

}[Evaluation] Are claims well-supported by theoretical analysis or 
experimental results?

}[Clarity] Is the paper well-organized and clearly written? 

}[OVERALL SCORE] 
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Ḭ ‰֝εEMNLP 2018ζ

}What is this paper about, and what contributionsdoes it make?
Please describe what problem or question this paper addresses, 
and the main contributions that it makes towards a solution or 
answer.

}What strengthsdoes this paper have?
Please describe the main strengths you see in the paper or the 
work it describes, regardless of whether you recommend this 
paper be accepted or not.

}What weaknessesdoes this paper have?
Please describe any weaknesses you see in the paper or the work it 
describes, regardless of whether you recommend this paper be 
accepted or not.
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Ḭ ‰֝εEMNLP 2018ѭӕζ

}Overall recommendation
Do you think this paper should be accepted to EMNLP 2018?
In making your overall recommendation, please take into account 
all of the paper's strengths and weaknesses. Please rank short 
papers relative to other short papers, and long papers relative to 
other long papers. Acceptable short submissions include: small, 
focused contributions; works in progress; negative results and 
opinion pieces; and interesting application notes.
}5 = Exciting: I would fight for this paper to be accepted.

}4 = Strong: I would like to see it accepted.

}3 = Borderline: It has some merits but also some serious problems. I'm ambivalent 
about this one.

}2 = Mediocre: I would rather not see it in the conference.

}1 = Poor: I would fight to have it rejected.

http://emnlp2018.org/reviewform/
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Ḭ ‰֝εEMNLP 2018ѭӕζ

}Questions for the Author(s)
Please write any questions you have for the author(s) that you would like 
answers for in the author response (which you should take into account in your 
final review).

}Missing References
Please list any references that should be included in the bibliography or need to 
be discussed in more depth.

}Presentation Improvements
If there is anything in the paper that you found difficult to follow, please 
suggest how it could be better organized, motivated, or explained.

}Typos, Grammar, and Style
Please list any typographical or grammatical errors, as well as any stylistic issues 
that should be improved.
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"Paper Machine"  Learning

Paper Machine

Ideas

Papers Reviewers Accept/Reject

Critic Machine
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ᾭὯ

Asp. Indicates whether the reviews have aspect specific scores (e.g., clarity).

Acc/Rej is the distribution of accepted/rejected papers.
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₩ᶚ

}We train a binary classifier to estimate the probability of accept vs. 
reject given a paper,

}i.e., P(accept=True | paper).

}

}Logistic regression,

}SVM with linear or RBF kernels, 

}Random Forest, 

}Nearest Neighbors, 

}Decision Tree, 

}Multilayer Perceptron, 

}AdaBoost, and 

}Naive Bayes.

implement all models using sklearn

(Pedregosa et al., 2011) with default

hyperparameters.



ḅӍ ֹ ᶊ֒ ᾰό(ᶶῆᶽḙ) 14

⸗ề

}coarse and lexical features
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╜ ‛

}conduct experiment with the ICLR 2017 and the arXivsections of 
the PeerReaddataset. 

}train separate models for each of the arXivcategory:
}cs.cl, cs.lg, and cs.ai. 
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Coefficient values for coarse features

}a large contribution:
}adding an appendix, 

}A large number of theorems or 
equations, 

} the average length of the text 
preceding a citation, 

} the number of papers cited by this 
paper that were published in the five 
years before the submission of this 
paper,

}whether the abstract contains a phrase 
state of the art  for ICLR or 
neural  for arXiv, 

} length of title
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֫ ἔ֫

}pair-wise correlations between 
the overall recommendation 
and various aspect scores in 
the ACL 2017

}substance(which concerns the 
amount of work rather than its 
quality)

}clarity(make the paper more easier 
to read)

}soundness/correctnessand 
originalityare least correlated with 
the final recommendation.

Pearsonôs correlation coefficient
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oral vs. poster

}The averageoverall recommenda-
tion scorein reviewsrecommend-
ing an oral presentationis 0.9
higherthanin reviewsrecommend-
ingaposterpresentation,

} suggesting that reviewers tend to
recommend oral presentation for
submissions which are holistically
stronger.

https://acl2017.wordpress.com/2017/03/23/

conversing-or-presenting-poster-or-oral/
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ACL 2017 vs. ICLR 2017
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}State-of-the-art
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￼֒ӐΆẪ

}

}

}

}

}

}Overclaimed

}
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ᾰ￼ɒԆ ᾰɓ ⁪



ḅӍ ֹ ᶊ֒ ᾰό(ᶶῆᶽḙ) 23

ї ￼ԓḳὓ εּזצӢᾡζ ▐ᴂᶽḙְ═
ṷ￼ ḙ  ᾰ֒ӐἩṬ
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ɒᾎ ɓ￼֒│
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ӕḒ

Xinchi Chen, Zhan Shi, Xipeng Qiu, Xuanjing Huang. Adversarial Multi-Criteria Learning for Chinese 

Word Segmentation, ACL, 2017. Outstanding Paper Award
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Richard Dawkins ‘Ẽ

DNA




