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Benefits in mapping readers with content of appropriate complexity 

Graded Readers reflect CEFR (or similar) levels 

 "Something is lost" in adaptation (Hutcheon, 2006; Thiel, 2013)

=> mitigate accessibility and authenticity trade-off 

3



 corpus of 100 famous literary 
works in English

274 measured quantitative 
characteristics

a work's style: deviations from 
corpus in these characteristics 
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Re-introduce distinguishing features in adaptations for EFL learners 
(henceforth, "enrichment") 

Conduct a survey to measure the intervention's effect on reader 
comprehension and appreciation 
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ORIGINALS

2 famous novels

 canonical for adaptations/graded readers
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ADAPTATIONS

Extracts (500-650 words) from:

 The Picture of Dorian Gray B1 (Black Cat)

 The Picture of Dorian Gray B2 (Oxford Progressive English Readers)

Moby-Dick A1 (Penguin Readers)

Moby-Dick B2 (Penguin Readers)
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Not change the CEFR level (monitored with model CEFR-SP) 

Not force unnatural changes 
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1. Increase prominent characteristics

2. Increase overrepresented vocabulary

3. Introduce original sentences 
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Proportion-based

Use of clusters
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Examples:
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Proportion-based

Replacement: It was dreadful.    It was hideous.

Addition: You coloured reality.

Related word: I have a friend.   I have a mate.



 (high/low) surprisal as proxy of salient sentences? 

higher values correspond to less predictable language (Hale, 2001)
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AUTOMATIC STYLE TRANSFER 

Model: TinyStyler-Sim (Horvitz et al., 2024)

Style strength: 0.25

Sentences must be:

 different from baseline

 not too short or too long 

 cosine similarity over 0.88 

with baseline

 style closer to original work 

than baseline
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Comprehension scores by adaptation method and CEFR level:



Adaptation type and appreciation (η = .372)

CEFR level and comprehension (ρ = .365)

 least strong in the case of style transfer 

24



Average answer length (words):
 style transfer -17.7

 enriched - 12.3

 baseline - 11.1

5 non-meaningful answers

 far-fetched/humorous: “may be they are all going to eat a dish with some 
human meat ? [sic]”

 prior knowledge: “I think the narrator and Queequeg will become friends and 
may have more adventures together, possibly involving a whaling voyage.”

 feeling: “sad ending ( the death of sybil) i hope not... [sic]” (enriched)
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 Enriched adaptations: may impede reader appreciation 

 Style transfer: promising 

 high appreciation

 stable comprehension

 easy to produce 

Manual editing necessary 

 Interface to aid professionals? 
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Thank you for your kind attention!

Do you have questions?
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