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Abstract

In recent years, Chinese Spelling Check (CSC)
has been greatly improved by designing task-
specific pre-training methods or introducing
auxiliary tasks, which mostly solve this task
in an end-to-end fashion. In this paper, we
propose to decompose the CSC workflow into
detection, reasoning, and searching subtasks
so that the rich external knowledge about the
Chinese language can be leveraged more di-
rectly and efficiently. Specifically, we design
a plug-and-play detection-and-reasoning mod-
ule that is compatible with existing SOTA non-
autoregressive CSC models to further boost
their performance. We find that the detection-
and-reasoning module trained for one model
can also benefit other models. We also study
the primary interpretability provided by the task
decomposition. Extensive experiments 1 and
detailed analyses demonstrate the effectiveness
and competitiveness of the proposed module.

1 Introduction

Spelling Check aims to detect and correct spelling
errors contained in the text (Wu et al., 2013a). It
benefits various applications, such as search en-
gine (Gao et al., 2010; Martins and Silva, 2004),
and educational scenarios (Afli et al., 2016; Dong
and Zhang, 2016; Huang et al., 2016, 2018; Zhang
et al., 2022b). Particularly, in this paper, we con-
sider spelling check for the Chinese language, i.e.,
Chinese Spelling Check (CSC), because of the chal-
lenge brought by the peculiarities of Chinese to the
task (Li et al., 2021b). Suffering from many confus-
ing characters, Chinese spelling errors are mainly
caused by phonologically and visually similar char-
acters (Liu et al., 2010). As shown in Figure 1,
“侍(shì)” is the visual error character of “待(dài)”
because they have almost the same strokes.

∗∗ indicates equal contribution.
†Corresponding authors: Hai-Tao Zheng, Qingyu Zhou.

1The source codes are available at https://github.com/
THUKElab/DR-CSC.
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Figure 1: Examples of the CSC task. The first example
is a phonological error, and the second is a morphologi-
cal error. We mark the wrong character in red, the right
character in blue, and also the error type of the character
in green.

Recently, with the rapid development of Pre-
trained Language Models (PLMs) (Dong et al.,
2023; Li et al., 2023c; Ma et al., 2023), methods
based on PLMs have gradually become the main-
stream of CSC research (Li and Shi, 2021; Ji et al.,
2021; Wang et al., 2021; Li et al., 2022f; Cheng
et al., 2023a), most of which are non-autoregressive
models making predictions for each input Chinese
character. Previous works can be roughly divided
into two categories: (1) Design tailored pre-training
objectives to guide the model to learn the deep se-
mantic information (Liu et al., 2021; Zhang et al.,
2021b; Li, 2022; Li et al., 2023a); (2) Perform dif-
ferent fine-tuning processes like adding auxiliary
tasks to fine-tune the models (Zhu et al., 2022; Liu
et al., 2022b).

Despite the remarkable success achieved by
previous works, existing models seem to have
some shortcomings in incorporating external ex-
pert knowledge, such as the confusion set, which
contains a set of similar character pairs (Liu et al.,
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2010; Wang et al., 2019). Cheng et al. (2020)
makes an attempt that replaces the classifier’s
weight according to the confusion set using graph
neural networks. Li et al. (2022e) further proposes
a neural model that learns knowledge from dictio-
nary definitions. However, these approaches im-
plicitly learn external knowledge, thus lacking the
desired level of interpretability and efficiency. We
argue that the CSC task can be decomposed into
three subtasks, including Detection, Reasoning,
and Searching, aiming to incorporate the external
knowledge more naturally and provide more inter-
pretability. These subtasks answer the following
questions respectively, "Which character is mis-
spelled?", "Why did this error occur?" and "How
to correct it?". By addressing these questions, the
model gains access to error position, misspelling
type, and external knowledge from three subtasks,
respectively. As a result, a deeper understanding
of the underlying processes involved in correcting
misspelled characters can be achieved.

To this end, we propose a frustratingly easy
plug-and-play Detection-and-Reasoning module
for Chinese Spelling Check (DR-CSC) to incor-
porate external expert knowledge naturally and ef-
fectively into existing non-autoregressive (Cheng
et al., 2023d) CSC models. The proposed method is
designed to be compatible with a wide range of non-
autoregressive CSC models, such as Soft-Masked
BERT (Zhang et al., 2020), MacBERT (Cui et al.,
2020), and SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b). We decom-
pose the CSC task into three subtasks from easy
to hard: (1) Detection: We model the process of
detecting misspellings from a sentence through the
sequence labeling task, that is, predicting for each
character in the sentence whether it is correct or
wrong. (2) Reasoning: For the wrong characters
predicted in the detection step, we use the repre-
sentations of CSC models to further enable the
model to consider the attribution of spelling er-
rors by classifying them to know whether they are
errors caused by phonetics or vision. (3) Search-
ing: After determining the spelling error type, we
search within its corresponding phonological or vi-
sual confusion set to determine the correct charac-
ter as the correction result. The proposed DR-CSC
module performs multi-task learning on these three
subtasks. By doing so, it naturally incorporates
the confusion set information, and effectively nar-
rows the search space of candidate characters. As
a result, this module greatly helps to improve the

performance of CSC models.
In summary, the contributions of this work are

in three folds:

• We design the DR-CSC module, which guides
the model to correct Chinese spelling errors
by incorporating the confusion set informa-
tion. And it is also compatible with non-
autoregressive CSC models.

• We enhance the interpretability of CSC mod-
els by explicitly incorporating external knowl-
edge through the decomposition of the CSC
task into three subtasks.

• We conduct extensive experiments on widely
used public datasets and achieve state-of-the-
art performance. Detailed analyses show the
effectiveness of the proposed method.

2 Related Work

CSC is a fundamental language processing task,
and it is also an important subtask of Chinese Text
Correction (Ma et al., 2022; Li et al., 2023b; Ye
et al., 2023, 2022; Zhang et al., 2023). Around the
pre-training and fine-tuning of PLMs (Liu et al.,
2022a; Li et al., 2022d,c; Cheng et al., 2023b;
Zhang et al., 2022a; Cheng et al., 2023c), re-
searchers have done many efforts to improve the
performance of CSC models:

CSC-targeted Pre-training Tasks Researchers
design different pre-training strategies to obtain
PLMs that are more suitable for CSC. PLOME (Liu
et al., 2021) proposes to pre-train models with
their designed particular character masking strategy
guided by the confusion set and apply task-specific
pre-training to enhance the CSC models. Spell-
BERT (Ji et al., 2021), DCN (Wang et al., 2021),
and MLM-phonetics (Zhang et al., 2021a) leverage
the phonetic information to improve the adaptation
of the pre-training process to the CSC task. For
more recent research, WSpeller (Li et al., 2022a)
trains a word-masked language model to utilize the
segment-level information which provides appro-
priate word boundaries.

CSC-targeted Fine-Tuning Processes Many
studies focus on the fine-tuning stage of PLMs
to obtain various additional knowledge to improve
model performance. REALISE (Xu et al., 2021)
and PHMOSpell (Huang et al., 2021) focus on
the positive impact of multimodal knowledge on
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed DR-CSC. The Detection task is to detect the error character. The Reasoning
task is to determine the error type of the typo. The Searching task is to correct the sentence in the search matrix.
The right part shows how to plug and play DR-CSC module from models to enhance another model.

the CSC models. ECOPO (Li et al., 2022f) and
EGCM (Sun et al., 2022) propose error-driven
methods to guide models to avoid over-correction
and make predictions that are most suitable for the
CSC scenario. Besides, LEAD (Li et al., 2022e) is
a heterogeneous fine-tuning framework, which for
the first time introduces definition knowledge to
enhance the CSC model. SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b)
proposes the auxiliary task of Chinese pronuncia-
tion prediction to achieve better CSC performance.
MDCSpell (Zhu et al., 2022) proposes to fuse the
detection network output into the correction net-
work to reduce the impact of typos.

Although PLMs have achieved great success in
the CSC task, previous studies still lack a degree
of interpretability. We argue that the CSC task can
be decomposed into three subtasks to introduce ex-
ternal knowledge naturally and provide more pos-
sibility of interpretability. The proposed module is
compatible with existing non-autoregressive CSC
models to get enhancement.

3 Methodology

As shown in Figure 2, DR-CSC consists of an en-
coder (i.e., E) and three progressive subtasks. DR-
CSC is a module that can be combined with various
existing non-autoregressive CSC models or proper
PLMs.

3.1 Detection
Given the input sentence X = {x1, x2, ..., xT } of
length T , we utilize the PLMs or CSC models as
encoder E to get the representations:

H = E(X) = {h1, h2, ..., hT }, (1)

where hi ∈ Rhidden, hidden is the hidden state
size of E. The detection task is to detect the wrong
characters from the sentence, that is, to predict
whether each character in the sentence is correct
or wrong. Therefore, we compute the binary clas-
sification probability of the i-th character in the
sentence X as:

pdi = softmax(WDhi + bD), p
d
i ∈ R2, (2)

where WD ∈ R2×hidden and bD ∈ R2 are learnable
parameters. Note that pdi is a probability vector
with 2-dimension, based on which we obtain the
detection predicted result:

ydi = argmax(pdi ), (3)

where ydi belongs to {0, 1}, ydi = 0 means that the
character is correct, and ydi = 1 means that the
character is wrong.

For the training of the detection task, we use the
cross-entropy as its learning objective:

Ld = −
T∑

i=1

gdi log p
d
i , (4)
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where gdi is the training label of the i−th charac-
ter in the detection task. It is worth mentioning
that during the training process, gdi can be obtained
by comparing the original character with its corre-
sponding golden character.

3.2 Reasoning
After the detection task, we know which characters
in the sentence are misspellings, then the reasoning
task is to predict whether the wrong character is
caused by phonetics or vision. It is not difficult
to know that this is also actually a binary classifi-
cation process for characters. Therefore, similar
to the detection task, we calculate the reasoning
prediction probability of the i−th character and get
the reasoning predicted result as follows:

pri = softmax(WRhi + bR), p
r
i ∈ R2, (5)

yri = argmax(pri ), (6)

where WR ∈ R2×hidden and bR ∈ R2 are learnable
parameters. When yri = 1, it means this wrong
character is a phonological error. And yri = 0
represents the morphological error. We also utilize
the cross-entropy loss to train the reasoning task:

Lr = −
T∑

i=1

ydi g
r
i log p

r
i . (7)

Note that we use ydi of Equation (3) to ensure that
only the wrong characters detected by the detec-
tion task participate in the calculation of Lr. The
reasoning label gri of a character is obtained by
considering its golden character. If the golden char-
acter is in the phonological confusion set of the
original character, its label is “phonological error”.
If the case is visual confusion set, the label is “mor-
phological error”. Specifically, we construct the
phonological/visual confusion set of a character
by comparing the Pinyin/strokes 2 between charac-
ters. The phonological confusion set of a character
contains all characters similar to its pinyin, and
the visual confusion set is all characters similar to
its strokes. We also utilize the confusion set pro-
vided in SIGHAN133. It contains Similar Pronun-
ciation confusion set and Similar Shape confusion
set. Previous research (Liu et al., 2010) indicates
that 83% of errors are phonological errors and 48%

2We utilize the cnchar toolkit
(https://github.com/theajack/cnchar) to get Pinyin/strokes
information of Chinese characters.

3http://ir.itc.ntnu.edu.tw/lre/sighan7csc.html

are morphological errors. This is because a large
number of characters exhibit errors in both phono-
logical and morphological aspects simultaneously,
so it is reasonable for us to prioritize this kind of
wrong character as “phonological error”. During
the construction of the confusion set, we ensured
that the corresponding characters were included.
This approach helps alleviate errors caused by the
misidentification of non-erroneous characters as er-
rors. Furthermore, the sets of phonetically similar
characters and visually similar characters are not
mutually exclusive; they exhibit a certain degree of
intersection. This characteristic further mitigates
the impact of error accumulation.

3.3 Searching

The searching task is to find the correct answers to
the spelling errors. Specifically, for each character
in X, we predict the probability that it should be a
character in the vocabulary of the PLMs:

psi = softmax(WShi + bS), p
s
i ∈ Rvocab, (8)

Ps = {ps1, ps2, ..., psT },Ps ∈ RT×vocab, (9)

where WS ∈ Rvocab×hidden and bS ∈ Rvocab are
trainable parameters, vocab is size of PLMs’ vo-
cabulary.

The main innovation of our designed searching
task is that we utilize the phonological/visual con-
fusion set to enhance the prediction of error cor-
rection results. Thanks to the error position and
error type information obtained in the detection and
reasoning tasks, we can construct a more refined
search matrix based on the phonological/visual con-
fusion sets to reduce the search space:

ci =





p⃗c[xi], ydi = 1 & yri = 1

v⃗c[xi], ydi = 1 & yri = 0

1⃗vocab, otherwise

, (10)

C ={c1, c2, ..., cT },
ci ∈ Rvocab,C ∈ RT×vocab,

(11)

where p⃗c and v⃗c are vectors whose dimensions are
vocab and whose elements are 0 or 1. And p⃗c[xi]
means that the elements at the corresponding posi-
tion of xi’s phonetically similar characters in the
vector are set to 1, and the others are 0. The ele-
ments of v⃗c[xi] are also set based on the visually
similar characters of xi.
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We augment the correction probabilities based
on C:

P = Ps ⊙C = {p1, p2, ..., pT }, (12)

where ⊙ means the multiplication of elements in
the corresponding positions of the two matrices.
Through this operation, for a character that has
been determined to be a phonological error, the
probability that it is predicted to be a character that
is not similar to its phonetic will be set to 0. The
same is true for the visually similar case. Therefore,
we enhance the probability representation of more
suitable candidate characters through the search
matrix in the searching task and also narrow the
search space of candidate characters. We also use
the cross-entropy loss in the searching task:

Ls = −
T∑

i=1

gi log pi. (13)

Note that the label gi is equivalent to the overall
golden label, i.e., the correct character correspond-
ing to the wrong character.

Finally, benefiting from multi-task learning, we
tackle the three progressive tasks at once in our
DR-CSC framework:

L = α · Ld + β · Lr + γ · Ls, (14)

where α, β, and γ are hyper-parameters.

3.4 Plug-and-Play Process
As depicted in Figure 2, the plug-and-play integra-
tion of the trained encoder E and detection-and-
reasoning module (D-R Module) with a new CSC
model or PLM E′ can be achieved without retrain-
ing of the D-R Module. This is accomplished by
feeding the text to both encoders, E and E′:

H = E(X), H′ = E′(X). (15)

H can then be utilized as input for the D-R Module,
yielding the results of detection and reasoning sub-
tasks for constructing a search matrix C according
to Equations (2)(3)(5)(6)(10). H′ can be fed into
the output layer to obtain the correction probabili-
ties P′ of the new CSC model or PLM:

C = D-RModule(H), (16)

P′ = Output Layer(H′). (17)

Subsequently, we can augment the correction prob-
abilities P′, by referring to Equation (12).

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup

4.1.1 Datasets
To ensure fairness, we use the same training data as
our baselines, i.e., SIGHAN13 (Wu et al., 2013b),
SIGHAN14 (Yu et al., 2014), SIGHAN15 (Tseng
et al., 2015) and Wang271K (Wang et al., 2018).
The test data is also widely used in previous CSC
task (Wang et al., 2019; Cheng et al., 2020; Li et al.,
2022a), i.e, SIGHAN13/14/15 test datasets.

4.1.2 Baselines Methods
To evaluate the performance of DR-CSC, we se-
lect some advanced and strong CSC models as our
baselines: SoftMasked-BERT (Zhang et al., 2020)
is consist of Detection Network and Correction
Network. MacBERT (Cui et al., 2020) is an en-
hanced BERT with novel MLM as the correction
pre-training task. Two-Ways (Li et al., 2021a)
utilizes the weak spots of the model to generate
pseudo-training data. MLM-phonetics (Zhang
et al., 2021a) is an enhanced ERNIE (Sun et al.,
2020) which contains additional phonetic infor-
mation. REALISE (Xu et al., 2021) is a multi-
modal CSC model which leverages semantic, pho-
netic, and graphic knowledge. LEAD (Li et al.,
2022e) learns heterogeneous knowledge from the
dictionary, especially the knowledge of definition.
SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b) improve the CSC per-
formance with the help of an auxiliary Chinese
pronunciation prediction task. It is the previous
state-of-the-art method for the SIGHAN datasets.

4.1.3 Evaluation Metrics
Because CSC aims to detect and correct spelling
errors, the CSC studies all report the detection and
correction performance. For the correction level,
the model must not only detect but also correct all
wrong characters. More specifically, we report the
sentence-level metrics, including Precision, Recall,
and F1 score, which are commonly used in previous
works (Xu et al., 2021; Li et al., 2022b). Note that
sentence-level is more challenging than character-
level because some sentences may contain multiple
wrong characters.

4.1.4 Implementation Details
In the experiments, we use Pytorch to imple-
ment the proposed DR-CSC. The implementations
of SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC, MacBERT +
DR-CSC and SCOPE + DR-CSC are following
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Dataset Model Detection Correction
P R F P R F

SIGHAN13

MLM-phonetics (Zhang et al., 2021a) 82.0 78.3 80.1 79.5 77.0 78.2
REALISE (Xu et al., 2021) 88.6 82.5 85.4 87.2 81.2 84.1
Two-Ways (Li et al., 2021a) - - 84.9 - - 84.4
LEAD (Li et al., 2022e) 88.3 83.4 85.8 87.2 82.4 84.7

SoftMasked-BERT (Zhang et al., 2020)† 81.1 75.7 78.3 75.1 70.1 72.5
SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 80.2 77.3↑ 78.7↑ 77.9↑ 75.1↑ 76.5↑

MacBERT (Cui et al., 2020)† 84.6 79.9 82.2 81.0 76.5 78.7
MacBERT + DR-CSC 87.8↑ 81.6↑ 84.6↑ 86.7↑ 80.5↑ 83.5↑

SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b) 87.4 83.4 85.4 86.3 82.4 84.3
SCOPE + DR-CSC 88.5↑ 83.7↑ 86.0↑ 87.7↑ 83.0↑ 85.3↑

SIGHAN14

REALISE (Xu et al., 2021) 67.8 71.5 69.6 66.3 70.0 68.1
Two-Ways (Li et al., 2021a) - - 70.4 - - 68.6
MLM-phonetics(Zhang et al., 2021a) 66.2 73.8 69.8 64.2 73.8 68.7
LEAD (Li et al., 2022e) 70.7 71.0 70.8 69.3 69.6 69.5

SoftMasked-BERT (Zhang et al., 2020)† 61.4 67.5 64.3 59.8 65.8 62.6
SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 61.4 67.9↑ 64.5↑ 60.3↑ 66.7↑ 63.4↑

MacBERT (Cui et al., 2020)† 63.9 65.6 64.7 61.0 62.7 61.9
MacBERT + DR-CSC 65.6↑ 68.8↑ 67.2↑ 64.8↑ 68.1↑ 66.4↑

SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b) 70.1 73.1 71.6 68.6 71.5 70.1
SCOPE + DR-CSC 70.2↑ 73.3↑ 71.7↑ 69.3↑ 72.3↑ 70.7↑

SIGHAN15

MLM-phonetics(Zhang et al., 2021a) 77.5 83.1 80.2 74.9 80.2 77.5
REALISE (Xu et al., 2021) 77.3 81.3 79.3 75.9 79.9 77.8
Two-Ways (Li et al., 2021a) - - 80.0 - - 78.2
LEAD (Li et al., 2022e) 79.2 82.8 80.9 77.6 81.2 79.3

SoftMasked-BERT (Zhang et al., 2020) 73.7 73.2 73.5 66.7 66.2 66.4
SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 74.0↑ 78.8↑ 76.4↑ 71.6↑ 76.2↑ 73.9↑

MacBERT (Cui et al., 2020) 71.9 77.9 74.8 68.0 73.6 70.7
MacBERT + DR-CSC 75.8↑ 78.3↑ 77.0↑ 73.6↑ 76.1↑ 74.8↑

SCOPE (Li et al., 2022b) 81.1 84.3 82.7 79.2 82.3 80.7
SCOPE + DR-CSC 82.9↑ 84.8↑ 83.8↑ 80.3↑ 82.3 81.3↑

– with d gt 89.8 94.1 91.9 85.7 89.8 87.7
– with d/r gt 90.2 95.2 92.6 87.0 91.9 89.4

Table 1: The performance of DR-CSC and all baselines. X + DR-CSC means that we combine DR-CSC with model
X. "-with d gt" means with detection ground truth during the inference stage and "with d/r gt" means with detection
and reasoning ground truth during the inference stage. ↑ means an improvement compared to the baseline model.
Results marked with "†" are obtained by running released codes from corresponding papers.

these three github repositories4,5,6. In our exper-
iments, we initialize the weights of SoftMasked-
BERT + DR-CSC using the weights of Chinese
BERT-wwm (Cui et al., 2021) and we initialize
the weights of MacBERT + DR-CSC using the
weights of MacBERT (Cui et al., 2020). And the
initial weights of SCOPE + DR-CSC are from the
Further Pretrained Model proposed by SCOPE (Li
et al., 2022b). We set the maximum length of
the sentence to 192 which can contain all train-
ing samples’ length. We train the model with

4https://github.com/gitabtion/SoftMaskedBert-PyTorch
5https://github.com/shibing624/pycorrector
6https://github.com/jiahaozhenbang/SCOPE

AdamW optimizer and set the learning rate to
5 × 10−5. We set the α, β, γ all to 1. The opti-
mal models on SIGHAN13/14/15 are obtained by
training with batch sizes of 96/96/64 for 20/30/30
epochs, respectively. The best-performing mod-
els on SIGHAN13/14/15 were trained using batch
sizes of 96/96/64, respectively, for 20/30/30 epochs
each. All experiments are conducted on one
GeForce RTX 3090.

4.2 Experimental Results

From Table 1, we can observe that through the
optimization of the module DR-CSC, SoftMasked-
BERT, MacBERT, and SCOPE all obtain further
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Model Detection Correction
P R F P R F

SoftMasked-BERT 73.7 73.2 73.5 66.7 66.2 66.4
SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 74.0 78.7 76.3 71.6 76.2 73.9

– with d/r results from MacBERT + DR-CSC 74.4 78.8 76.5 72.1 76.4 74.2
– with d/r results from SCOPE + DR-CSC 73.3 78.5 75.8 71.6 76.6 74.0

MacBERT 71.9 77.9 74.8 68.0 73.6 70.7
MacBERT + DR-CSC 75.8 78.3 77.0 73.6 76.1 74.8

– with d/r results from SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 75.2 79.4 77.2 75.2 76.8 74.7
– with d/r results from SCOPE + DR-CSC 74.7 79.0 76.8 72.8 77.0 74.8

SCOPE 81.1 84.3 82.7 79.2 82.3 80.7
SCOPE + DR-CSC 82.9 84.8 83.8 80.3 82.3 81.3

– with d/r results from SoftMasked-BERT + DR-CSC 82.2 83.9 83.1 80.1 81.7 80.9
– with d/r results from MacBERT + DR-CSC 82.2 83.7 83.0 80.2 81.7 81.0

Table 2: The plug-and-play performance analysis on the SIGHAN15 test set. The "d/r results from X" means the
detection and reasoning tasks’ results come from the X model.

improvements on all test sets and most evalua-
tion metrics, which verifies the effectiveness of
the proposed method. Specifically, at correction-
level, SCOPE + DR-CSC exceeds SCOPE by 1.0%
F1 on SIGHAN13, 0.6% F1 on SIGHAN14, and
0.6% on SIGHAN15. SoftMasked-BERT + DR-
CSC exceeds SoftMasked-BERT by 4.0% F1 on
SIGHAN13, 0.8% F1 on SIGHAN14, and 7.5%
on SIGHAN15. MacBERT + DR-CSC exceeds
MacBERT by 4.8% F1 on SIGHAN13, 4.5% F1
on SIGHAN14, and 4.1% on SIGHAN15.

Particularly, SCOPE + DR-CSC achieves new
state-of-the-art performance on the three SIGHAN
datasets, which reflects the competitiveness of the
proposed module.

4.3 Analysis and Discussion

4.3.1 Effect of Decomposing the CSC Models

The motivation of our work is to decompose the
CSC task into three subtasks to introduce exter-
nal knowledge and enhance the correction abil-
ity of CSC models. Specifically, we divide the
CSC task into Detection, Reasoning, and Search-
ing three subtasks, and we believe that the infor-
mation obtained by detection and reasoning tasks
is helpful for learning searching task. To verify
our motivation, we feed the detection ground truth
into SCOPE + DR-CSC to observe performance
changes.

From the results of “SCOPE + DR-CSC with d gt”
and “SCOPE + DR-CSC with d/r gt” in Table 1, we
know that the wrong character position information
in the detection task and the misspelling type infor-
mation in the reasoning task are both very helpful
to improve the final correction performance. In par-

ticular, when feeding the detection and reasoning
tasks’ ground truth simultaneously, the correction
F-1 of our model reaches 89.4, which shows that
the decomposing method is indeed intuitive and
natural. Besides, this phenomenon shows the great
potential of the DR-CSC module, because the meth-
ods we design for detection and reasoning tasks are
relatively simple (i.e., naive binary classification).

Subtask of
SCOPE + DR-CSC Precision Recall F1

Detection 82.0 85.5 83.7
Reasoning 80.5 82.8 81.6
Searching 80.3 82.3 81.3

Table 3: The performance of each level of subtasks on
the SIGHAN15 test set.

4.3.2 Analysis of Each Subtask
The three subtasks in the CSC models address spe-
cific questions: "Which?", "Why?", and "How?".
These subtasks are designed to gradually increase
in difficulty, progressing from easy to hard. In order
to validate the progressive difficulty of our subtasks,
we also investigate the individual contributions of
each subtask. From Table 3, we reveal a decreas-
ing trend in the performance of the three subtasks:
detection, reasoning, and searching. This finding
aligns with our initial design intuition and motiva-
tion, which suggests that these subtasks follow a
progressive difficulty pattern, with each subsequent
task becoming more challenging than the previous
one.

4.3.3 Plug-and-Play Performance Analysis
We conduct an experiment to assess the compatibil-
ity of the proposed DR-CSC module with existing
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non-autoregressive CSC models for potential en-
hancements. This experiment involves utilizing the
results of detection and reasoning tasks from vari-
ous base models. We construct a new search matrix
using these results and feed it into the searching
task. This approach not only reduces computation
costs but also directly enhances the original model.
The objective is to determine if the DR-CSC mod-
ule can effectively integrate with existing models
and yield improvements in performance. From Ta-
ble 2, we observe that each setting performs better
than the baseline models on the SIGHAN15 test set.
For the Soft-Masked BERT model, utilizing detec-
tion and reasoning outputs from MacBERT leads to
improved performance compared to training the de-
tection and reasoning tasks on Soft-Masked BERT.
For the MacBERT model and SCOPE model, uti-
lizing detection and reasoning output trained on
themselves yields the best performance. Overall,
the best performance is achieved by utilizing the
detection and reasoning task results from SCOPE,
possibly due to its different encoders. SCOPE
selects ChineseBERT (Sun et al., 2021) as their
encoder, which incorporates both the glyph and
pinyin information of Chinese characters into lan-
guage model pretraining. With the assistance of
glyph and pinyin information, SCOPE achieves
better performance. This approach significantly re-
duces the time required for retraining a DR module.
It allows for the direct utilization of a trained DR
module, resulting in substantial resource savings.

Item Number
Predicted phonological error 300
Predicted morphological error 469
Not in phonological confusion set 0
Not in morphological confusion set 4
Correct character is filtered out
in phonological 4
Correct character is filtered out
in morphological 7

Table 4: We count the outputs of detection and reasoning
tasks on the SIGHAN15 test set.

4.3.4 Interpretability Analysis
In the searching task of the proposed module, we
construct a search matrix that effectively narrows
the search space of candidate characters. This op-
timization greatly enhances the performance of
CSC models. Additionally, the CSC models con-
sist of three subtasks that address the questions
"Which?Why?How?". This approach enhances in-
terpretability and offers greater potential for un-

Case 1:

Input Wrong 刚开始我也收(shōu)不撩(liāo)这样。
Sentence: I can’t accept and agitate it at first either.

SCOPE: 刚开始我也收(shōu)不了(liǎo)这样。
I can’t accept it at first either.

SCOPE + 刚开始我也做(zuò)不了(liǎo)这样。
DR-CSC(w/o
Searching):

I can’t do it at first either.

SCOPE + 刚开始我也受(shòu)不了(liǎo)这样。
DR-CSC: I can’t stand it at first either.

Case 2:

Input Wrong 没想到跳着跳着就照(zhào)过半夜了。
Sentence: I didn’t expect to dance and dance light the

midnight.

SCOPE: 没想到跳着跳着就照(zhào)过半夜了。
I didn’t expect to dance and dance light the
midnight.

SCOPE + 没想到跳着跳着就再(zài)过半夜了。
DR-CSC(w/o
Searching):

I didn’t expect to dance and dance again the
midnight.

SCOPE + 没想到跳着跳着就超(chāo)过半夜了。
DR-CSC: I didn’t expect to dance and dance through the

midnight.

Table 5: Cases from the SIGHAN15 test set show the
searching subtask can narrow the search space to en-
hance the correction ability of the CSC model. We mark
the wrong/correct characters.

derstanding. According to the data presented in
Table 4, phonological errors account for 39% of
the predicted error characters, while morphological
errors make up the remaining 61%. Among the
morphological error characters, only four are not
found in the morphological confusion set, prompt-
ing us to assign a search matrix value of one to
these characters. Furthermore, out of a total of 769
predicted error characters, only 11 (1.4%) fail to
find the correct character within their search matrix.
The majority of error characters identified by our
module were found to have their correct counter-
parts within their respective confusion sets. This
finding provides a compelling explanation for the
performance gains observed in our study.

4.3.5 Case Study
From Table 5, we know that SCOPE cannot detect
“收”, while SCOPE + DR-CSC (w/o Searching)
succeeds (even if its correct answer is wrong). This
phenomenon indicates the effectiveness of the de-
tection task in DR-CSC, which guides the model to
focus on finding the wrong characters at the begin-
ning. In addition, the character (i.e., “收(shōu)”)
that SCOPE + DR-CSC (w/o Searching) cannot
correct is accurately solved by SCOPE + DR-CSC.
This is benefited from our searching task, which
uses the information provided by detection and
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reasoning tasks to construct a fine-grained search
matrix so that the model search in the phonolog-
ical confusion set of “收(shōu)”, while avoiding
predicting “做(zuò)” whose phonetic is not similar
to “收(shōu)”. In Case 2, we know that SCOPE
cannot detect “照”, while SCOPE + DR-CSC (w/o
Searching) succeeds (even if its correct answer is
wrong). However, SCOPE + DR-CSC can correct
it accurately, which benefited from the search ma-
trix provided in the searching task.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we present an enhanced approach
for the CSC model by decomposing it into three
subtasks. The main objective is to integrate exter-
nal knowledge and offer improved interpretability.
We introduce DR-CSC, a frustratingly easy plug-
and-play detection-and-reasoning module that con-
sists of three subtasks with progressive difficulty.
By conducting thorough experiments and detailed
analyses, we have empirically demonstrated the
effectiveness of our decomposition approach, as
well as the valuable information provided by each
subtask. Furthermore, we believe that DR-CSC
holds untapped potential for further exploration.

6 Limitations

Our proposed module has three potential limita-
tions that should be acknowledged. Firstly, the
detection and reasoning subtasks within our mod-
ule are relatively straightforward and offer room for
improvement. Future research could focus on en-
hancing the complexity and sophistication of these
subtasks to further enhance their performance.

Secondly, our module only considers two types
of misspellings: phonological errors and morpho-
logical errors. While these two types cover a signif-
icant portion of common misspellings, other types
of errors may exist that are not addressed in our
current framework. Exploring and incorporating
additional error types could contribute to a more
comprehensive and robust module.

Thirdly, the construction of the search matrix
in the searching subtask introduces an additional
computational cost during both the training and
inference stages. This demands careful considera-
tion in terms of resource allocation and efficiency.
Future work should focus on optimizing the search
matrix construction process to mitigate the compu-
tational overhead while maintaining performance.

Acknowledging these limitations, further ad-
vancements can be made to enhance the detection
and reasoning subtasks, expand the scope of error
types considered, and optimize the computational
demands associated with the search matrix con-
struction in the searching subtask.

Acknowledgements

This research is supported by National Nat-
ural Science Foundation of China (Grant
No.62276154), Research Center for Computer
Network(Shenzhen)Ministry of Education, the
Natural Science Foundation of Guangdong
Province (Grant No. 2023A1515012914),
Basic Research Fund of Shenzhen City
(Grant No. JCYJ20210324120012033 and
JSGG20210802154402007), the Major Key
Project of PCL for Experiments and Applications
(PCL2021A06), and Overseas Cooperation
Research Fund of Tsinghua Shenzhen International
Graduate School (HW2021008).

References
Haithem Afli, Zhengwei Qiu, Andy Way, and Páraic

Sheridan. 2016. Using SMT for OCR error correc-
tion of historical texts. In Proceedings of the Tenth
International Conference on Language Resources
and Evaluation LREC 2016, Portorož, Slovenia, May
23-28, 2016. European Language Resources Associ-
ation (ELRA).

Xingyi Cheng, Weidi Xu, Kunlong Chen, Shaohua
Jiang, Feng Wang, Taifeng Wang, Wei Chu, and
Yuan Qi. 2020. SpellGCN: Incorporating phonologi-
cal and visual similarities into language models for
Chinese spelling check. In Proceedings of the 58th
Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational
Linguistics, pages 871–881, Online. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Xuxin Cheng, Bowen Cao, Qichen Ye, Zhihong Zhu,
Hongxiang Li, and Yuexian Zou. 2023a. Ml-lmcl:
Mutual learning and large-margin contrastive learn-
ing for improving asr robustness in spoken language
understanding. In Findings of the Association for
Computational Linguistics: ACL 2023, pages 6492–
6505.

Xuxin Cheng, Qianqian Dong, Fengpeng Yue, Tom Ko,
Mingxuan Wang, and Yuexian Zou. 2023b. M 3 st:
Mix at three levels for speech translation. In ICASSP
2023-2023 IEEE International Conference on Acous-
tics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages
1–5. IEEE.

Xuxin Cheng, Zhihong Zhu, Hongxiang Li, Yaowei Li,
and Yuexian Zou. 2023c. Ssvmr: Saliency-based self-

11522

http://www.lrec-conf.org/proceedings/lrec2016/summaries/280.html
http://www.lrec-conf.org/proceedings/lrec2016/summaries/280.html
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.81
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.81
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.81


training for video-music retrieval. In ICASSP 2023-
2023 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics,
Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), pages 1–5.
IEEE.

Xuxin Cheng, Zhihong Zhu, Ziyu Yao, Hongxiang Li,
Yaowei Li, and Yuexian Zou. 2023d. GhostT5: Gen-
erate More Features with Cheap Operations to Im-
prove Textless Spoken Question Answering. In Proc.
INTERSPEECH 2023, pages 1134–1138.

Yiming Cui, Wanxiang Che, Ting Liu, Bing Qin, Shijin
Wang, and Guoping Hu. 2020. Revisiting pre-trained
models for Chinese natural language processing. In
Findings of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics: EMNLP 2020, pages 657–668, Online. As-
sociation for Computational Linguistics.

Yiming Cui, Wanxiang Che, Ting Liu, Bing Qin, and
Ziqing Yang. 2021. Pre-training with whole word
masking for chinese bert. IEEE/ACM Transac-
tions on Audio, Speech, and Language Processing,
29:3504–3514.

Chenhe Dong, Yinghui Li, Haifan Gong, Miaoxin Chen,
Junxin Li, Ying Shen, and Min Yang. 2023. A survey
of natural language generation. ACM Comput. Surv.,
55(8):173:1–173:38.

Fei Dong and Yue Zhang. 2016. Automatic features for
essay scoring – an empirical study. In Proceedings
of the 2016 Conference on Empirical Methods in Nat-
ural Language Processing, pages 1072–1077, Austin,
Texas. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Jianfeng Gao, Xiaolong Li, Daniel Micol, Chris Quirk,
and Xu Sun. 2010. A large scale ranker-based system
for search query spelling correction. In Proceedings
of the 23rd International Conference on Computa-
tional Linguistics (Coling 2010), pages 358–366, Bei-
jing, China. Coling 2010 Organizing Committee.

Danqing Huang, Shuming Shi, Chin-Yew Lin, Jian Yin,
and Wei-Ying Ma. 2016. How well do computers
solve math word problems? large-scale dataset con-
struction and evaluation. In Proceedings of the 54th
Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational
Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages 887–896.

Danqing Huang, Jin-Ge Yao, Chin-Yew Lin, Qingyu
Zhou, and Jian Yin. 2018. Using intermediate repre-
sentations to solve math word problems. In Proceed-
ings of the 56th Annual Meeting of the Association for
Computational Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers),
pages 419–428, Melbourne, Australia. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Li Huang, Junjie Li, Weiwei Jiang, Zhiyu Zhang,
Minchuan Chen, Shaojun Wang, and Jing Xiao.
2021. PHMOSpell: Phonological and morpholog-
ical knowledge guided Chinese spelling check. In
Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meeting of the Asso-
ciation for Computational Linguistics and the 11th
International Joint Conference on Natural Language

Processing (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages 5958–
5967, Online. Association for Computational Lin-
guistics.

Tuo Ji, Hang Yan, and Xipeng Qiu. 2021. SpellBERT:
A lightweight pretrained model for Chinese spelling
check. In Proceedings of the 2021 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing,
pages 3544–3551, Online and Punta Cana, Domini-
can Republic. Association for Computational Lin-
guistics.

Chong Li, Cenyuan Zhang, Xiaoqing Zheng, and Xu-
anjing Huang. 2021a. Exploration and exploitation:
Two ways to improve Chinese spelling correction
models. In Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meet-
ing of the Association for Computational Linguistics
(Volume 2: Short Papers), pages 441–446, Online.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Fangfang Li, Youran Shan, Junwen Duan, Xingliang
Mao, and Minlie Huang. 2022a. WSpeller: Robust
word segmentation for enhancing Chinese spelling
check. In Findings of the Association for Computa-
tional Linguistics: EMNLP 2022, pages 1179–1188,
Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Jiahao Li, Quan Wang, Zhendong Mao, Junbo Guo,
Yanyan Yang, and Yongdong Zhang. 2022b. Improv-
ing Chinese spelling check by character pronuncia-
tion prediction: The effects of adaptivity and gran-
ularity. In Proceedings of the 2022 Conference on
Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing,
pages 4275–4286, Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Jing Li, Dafei Yin, Haozhao Wang, and Yonggang Wang.
2021b. Dcspell: A detector-corrector framework
for chinese spelling error correction. In SIGIR ’21:
The 44th International ACM SIGIR Conference on
Research and Development in Information Retrieval,
Virtual Event, Canada, July 11-15, 2021, pages 1870–
1874. ACM.

Piji Li. 2022. uchecker: Masked pretrained language
models as unsupervised chinese spelling checkers.
In Proceedings of the 29th International Confer-
ence on Computational Linguistics, COLING 2022,
Gyeongju, Republic of Korea, October 12-17, 2022,
pages 2812–2822. International Committee on Com-
putational Linguistics.

Piji Li and Shuming Shi. 2021. Tail-to-tail non-
autoregressive sequence prediction for chinese gram-
matical error correction. In Proceedings of the 59th
Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational
Linguistics, (Volume 1: Long Papers), Virtual Event,
August 1-6, 2021, pages 4973–4984. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Yangning Li, Jiaoyan Chen, Yinghui Li, Tianyu Yu,
Xi Chen, and Hai-Tao Zheng. 2023a. Embracing
ambiguity: Improving similarity-oriented tasks with
contextual synonym knowledge. Neurocomputing,
555:126583.

11523

https://doi.org/10.21437/Interspeech.2023-41
https://doi.org/10.21437/Interspeech.2023-41
https://doi.org/10.21437/Interspeech.2023-41
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.findings-emnlp.58
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.findings-emnlp.58
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASLP.2021.3124365
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASLP.2021.3124365
https://doi.org/10.1145/3554727
https://doi.org/10.1145/3554727
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D16-1115
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D16-1115
https://aclanthology.org/C10-1041
https://aclanthology.org/C10-1041
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P18-1039
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P18-1039
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.464
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.464
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.287
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.287
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.emnlp-main.287
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-short.56
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-short.56
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-short.56
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.84
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.84
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.84
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.287
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.287
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.287
https://aclanthology.org/2022.emnlp-main.287
https://doi.org/10.1145/3404835.3463050
https://doi.org/10.1145/3404835.3463050
https://aclanthology.org/2022.coling-1.248
https://aclanthology.org/2022.coling-1.248
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.385
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.385
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2023.126583
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2023.126583
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2023.126583


Yinghui Li, Haojing Huang, Shirong Ma, Yong Jiang,
Yangning Li, Feng Zhou, Hai-Tao Zheng, and Qingyu
Zhou. 2023b. On the (in)effectiveness of large lan-
guage models for chinese text correction. CoRR,
abs/2307.09007.

Yinghui Li, Shulin Huang, Xinwei Zhang, Qingyu Zhou,
Yangning Li, Ruiyang Liu, Yunbo Cao, Hai-Tao
Zheng, and Ying Shen. 2022c. Automatic context
pattern generation for entity set expansion. CoRR,
abs/2207.08087.

Yinghui Li, Yong Jiang, Shen Huang, Xingyu Lu,
Yangning Li, Pengjun Xie, Fei Huang, and Hai-Tao
Zheng. 2023c. Bidirectional end-to-end learning of
retriever-reader paradigm for entity linking. CoRR,
abs/2306.12245.

Yinghui Li, Yangning Li, Yuxin He, Tianyu Yu, Ying
Shen, and Hai-Tao Zheng. 2022d. Contrastive learn-
ing with hard negative entities for entity set expan-
sion. In SIGIR ’22: The 45th International ACM
SIGIR Conference on Research and Development in
Information Retrieval, Madrid, Spain, July 11 - 15,
2022, pages 1077–1086. ACM.

Yinghui Li, Shirong Ma, Qingyu Zhou, Zhongli Li,
Li Yangning, Shulin Huang, Ruiyang Liu, Chao Li,
Yunbo Cao, and Haitao Zheng. 2022e. Learning from
the dictionary: Heterogeneous knowledge guided
fine-tuning for Chinese spell checking. In Findings
of the Association for Computational Linguistics:
EMNLP 2022, pages 238–249, Abu Dhabi, United
Arab Emirates. Association for Computational Lin-
guistics.

Yinghui Li, Qingyu Zhou, Yangning Li, Zhongli Li,
Ruiyang Liu, Rongyi Sun, Zizhen Wang, Chao Li,
Yunbo Cao, and Hai-Tao Zheng. 2022f. The past mis-
take is the future wisdom: Error-driven contrastive
probability optimization for Chinese spell checking.
In Findings of the Association for Computational
Linguistics: ACL 2022, pages 3202–3213, Dublin,
Ireland. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Chao-Lin Liu, Min-Hua Lai, Yi-Hsuan Chuang, and
Chia-Ying Lee. 2010. Visually and phonologically
similar characters in incorrect simplified Chinese
words. In Coling 2010: Posters, pages 739–747,
Beijing, China. Coling 2010 Organizing Committee.

Ruiyang Liu, Yinghui Li, Linmi Tao, Dun Liang, and
Hai-Tao Zheng. 2022a. Are we ready for a new
paradigm shift? A survey on visual deep MLP. Pat-
terns, 3(7):100520.

Shulin Liu, Shengkang Song, Tianchi Yue, Tao Yang,
Huihui Cai, TingHao Yu, and Shengli Sun. 2022b.
CRASpell: A contextual typo robust approach to
improve Chinese spelling correction. In Findings of
the Association for Computational Linguistics: ACL
2022, pages 3008–3018, Dublin, Ireland. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Shulin Liu, Tao Yang, Tianchi Yue, Feng Zhang, and
Di Wang. 2021. PLOME: Pre-training with mis-
spelled knowledge for Chinese spelling correction.
In Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics and the
11th International Joint Conference on Natural Lan-
guage Processing (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages
2991–3000, Online. Association for Computational
Linguistics.

Shirong Ma, Yinghui Li, Haojing Huang, Shulin Huang,
Yangning Li, Hai-Tao Zheng, and Ying Shen. 2023.
Progressive multi-task learning framework for chi-
nese text error correction. CoRR, abs/2306.17447.

Shirong Ma, Yinghui Li, Rongyi Sun, Qingyu Zhou,
Shulin Huang, Ding Zhang, Li Yangning, Ruiyang
Liu, Zhongli Li, Yunbo Cao, Haitao Zheng, and Ying
Shen. 2022. Linguistic rules-based corpus gener-
ation for native Chinese grammatical error correc-
tion. In Findings of the Association for Computa-
tional Linguistics: EMNLP 2022, pages 576–589,
Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Bruno Martins and Mário J. Silva. 2004. Spelling cor-
rection for search engine queries. In Advances in Nat-
ural Language Processing, pages 372–383, Berlin,
Heidelberg. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

Rui Sun, Xiuyu Wu, and Yunfang Wu. 2022. An error-
guided correction model for Chinese spelling error
correction. In Findings of the Association for Com-
putational Linguistics: EMNLP 2022, pages 3800–
3810, Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Yu Sun, Shuohuan Wang, Yukun Li, Shikun Feng, Hao
Tian, Hua Wu, and Haifeng Wang. 2020. Ernie 2.0:
A continual pre-training framework for language un-
derstanding. Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence, 34(05):8968–8975.

Zijun Sun, Xiaoya Li, Xiaofei Sun, Yuxian Meng, Xiang
Ao, Qing He, Fei Wu, and Jiwei Li. 2021. Chinese-
BERT: Chinese pretraining enhanced by glyph and
Pinyin information. In Proceedings of the 59th An-
nual Meeting of the Association for Computational
Linguistics and the 11th International Joint Confer-
ence on Natural Language Processing (Volume 1:
Long Papers), pages 2065–2075, Online. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Yuen-Hsien Tseng, Lung-Hao Lee, Li-Ping Chang, and
Hsin-Hsi Chen. 2015. Introduction to SIGHAN 2015
bake-off for Chinese spelling check. In Proceed-
ings of the Eighth SIGHAN Workshop on Chinese
Language Processing, pages 32–37, Beijing, China.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Baoxin Wang, Wanxiang Che, Dayong Wu, Shijin
Wang, Guoping Hu, and Ting Liu. 2021. Dynamic
connected networks for Chinese spelling check. In
Findings of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics: ACL-IJCNLP 2021, pages 2437–2446, On-
line. Association for Computational Linguistics.

11524

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2307.09007
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2307.09007
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2207.08087
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2207.08087
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.12245
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.12245
https://doi.org/10.1145/3477495.3531954
https://doi.org/10.1145/3477495.3531954
https://doi.org/10.1145/3477495.3531954
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.18
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.18
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.18
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.252
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.252
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.252
https://aclanthology.org/C10-2085
https://aclanthology.org/C10-2085
https://aclanthology.org/C10-2085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patter.2022.100520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patter.2022.100520
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.237
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.237
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.233
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.233
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.17447
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.17447
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.40
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.40
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-emnlp.40
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.278
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.278
https://aclanthology.org/2022.findings-emnlp.278
https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v34i05.6428
https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v34i05.6428
https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v34i05.6428
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.161
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.161
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.161
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/W15-3106
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/W15-3106
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.216
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.216


Dingmin Wang, Yan Song, Jing Li, Jialong Han, and
Haisong Zhang. 2018. A hybrid approach to auto-
matic corpus generation for Chinese spelling check.
In Proceedings of the 2018 Conference on Empiri-
cal Methods in Natural Language Processing, pages
2517–2527, Brussels, Belgium. Association for Com-
putational Linguistics.

Dingmin Wang, Yi Tay, and Li Zhong. 2019.
Confusionset-guided pointer networks for Chinese
spelling check. In Proceedings of the 57th Annual
Meeting of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics, pages 5780–5785, Florence, Italy. Associa-
tion for Computational Linguistics.

Jian-cheng Wu, Hsun-wen Chiu, and Jason S. Chang.
2013a. Integrating dictionary and web n-grams for
Chinese spell checking. In International Journal
of Computational Linguistics & Chinese Language
Processing, Volume 18, Number 4, December 2013-
Special Issue on Selected Papers from ROCLING
XXV.

Shih-Hung Wu, Chao-Lin Liu, and Lung-Hao Lee.
2013b. Chinese spelling check evaluation at
SIGHAN bake-off 2013. In Proceedings of the Sev-
enth SIGHAN Workshop on Chinese Language Pro-
cessing, pages 35–42, Nagoya, Japan. Asian Federa-
tion of Natural Language Processing.

Heng-Da Xu, Zhongli Li, Qingyu Zhou, Chao Li,
Zizhen Wang, Yunbo Cao, Heyan Huang, and Xian-
Ling Mao. 2021. Read, listen, and see: Leveraging
multimodal information helps Chinese spell checking.
In Findings of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics: ACL-IJCNLP 2021, pages 716–728, Online.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Jingheng Ye, Yinghui Li, Shirong Ma, Rui Xie, Wei
Wu, and Hai-Tao Zheng. 2022. Focus is what you
need for chinese grammatical error correction. CoRR,
abs/2210.12692.

Jingheng Ye, Yinghui Li, Qingyu Zhou, Yangning
Li, Shirong Ma, Hai-Tao Zheng, and Ying Shen.
2023. CLEME: debiasing multi-reference eval-
uation for grammatical error correction. CoRR,
abs/2305.10819.

Liang-Chih Yu, Lung-Hao Lee, Yuen-Hsien Tseng, and
Hsin-Hsi Chen. 2014. Overview of SIGHAN 2014
bake-off for Chinese spelling check. In Proceedings
of The Third CIPS-SIGHAN Joint Conference on Chi-
nese Language Processing, pages 126–132, Wuhan,
China. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Ding Zhang, Yinghui Li, Qingyu Zhou, Shirong Ma,
Yangning Li, Yunbo Cao, and Hai-Tao Zheng. 2023.
Contextual similarity is more valuable than charac-
ter similarity: An empirical study for chinese spell
checking. In ICASSP 2023 - 2023 IEEE Interna-
tional Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), pages 1–5.

Ruiqing Zhang, Chao Pang, Chuanqiang Zhang, Shuo-
huan Wang, Zhongjun He, Yu Sun, Hua Wu, and
Haifeng Wang. 2021a. Correcting Chinese spelling
errors with phonetic pre-training. In Findings of
the Association for Computational Linguistics: ACL-
IJCNLP 2021, pages 2250–2261, Online. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Shaohua Zhang, Haoran Huang, Jicong Liu, and Hang
Li. 2020. Spelling error correction with soft-masked
BERT. In Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of
the Association for Computational Linguistics, pages
882–890, Online. Association for Computational Lin-
guistics.

Xin Zhang, Guangwei Xu, Yueheng Sun, Meishan
Zhang, Xiaobin Wang, and Min Zhang. 2022a. Iden-
tifying Chinese opinion expressions with extremely-
noisy crowdsourcing annotations. In Proceedings
of the 60th Annual Meeting of the Association for
Computational Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers),
pages 2801–2813, Dublin, Ireland. Association for
Computational Linguistics.

Xin Zhang, Guangwei Xu, Yueheng Sun, Meishan
Zhang, and Pengjun Xie. 2021b. Crowdsourcing
learning as domain adaptation: A case study on
named entity recognition. In Proceedings of the 59th
Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational
Linguistics and the 11th International Joint Confer-
ence on Natural Language Processing (Volume 1:
Long Papers), pages 5558–5570, Online. Association
for Computational Linguistics.

Yusen Zhang, Zhongli Li, Qingyu Zhou, Ziyi Liu, Chao
Li, Mina Ma, Yunbo Cao, and Hongzhi Liu. 2022b.
Aim: Taking answers in mind to correct chinese cloze
tests in educational applications. In Proceedings of
the 29th International Conference on Computational
Linguistics, pages 3042–3053.

Chenxi Zhu, Ziqiang Ying, Boyu Zhang, and Feng Mao.
2022. MDCSpell: A multi-task detector-corrector
framework for Chinese spelling correction. In Find-
ings of the Association for Computational Linguis-
tics: ACL 2022, pages 1244–1253, Dublin, Ireland.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

11525

https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D18-1273
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/D18-1273
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P19-1578
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/P19-1578
https://aclanthology.org/O13-5002
https://aclanthology.org/O13-5002
https://aclanthology.org/W13-4406
https://aclanthology.org/W13-4406
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.64
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.64
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.12692
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.12692
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.10819
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.10819
https://doi.org/10.3115/v1/W14-6820
https://doi.org/10.3115/v1/W14-6820
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICASSP49357.2023.10095675
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICASSP49357.2023.10095675
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICASSP49357.2023.10095675
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.198
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.findings-acl.198
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.82
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.82
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.acl-long.200
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.acl-long.200
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.acl-long.200
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.432
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.432
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2021.acl-long.432
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.98
https://doi.org/10.18653/v1/2022.findings-acl.98

