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1 1BLHIC

Short Answer Grading (SAG) I&. ABR7Z & DFdR X
I 2 ZAEDMEDIE L X & HEIMIZEE S 5 &
AV THD [8], BEDORTFTIE, RICEEEOBMRS
NBBEIT, SAG ISR TH S [), SAC
DIATHZETIE, BT E & O 2Rk 4 RFRENREX
NTE/z, MREINR T TO—Fid, ZEOME & B
BRULBEDATT ORT ZHNT, HFETINEZF
HI2EDTHD, HF, MOARSELUIHEDOR A &
FRRIZ, =2 —J )3y N7 —2 %Wz, FEEY
IZED S FEOFHENRINT WS [12],

ANH DR E, BT BRI DN TF
O DIRFEZ S EMNIT 2720, ABOERSEIZE >
THAHAEIFEERERTH D, FAFHEOHIZ X 1 12
R, ZORMIK FEIE VAT EEROMBIE (steps
involved in protein synthesis) 2% 2% &5 EKT 2
EDTHD, HrFYE (Rubric) Tld. key elements &
MEEND, REFICSIT2EEREZNTERIN BIAX
mRNA exits nucleus via nuclear pore.). A& 7RIRE
D RBUE, REDOHIZIFIET D key elements DEUZ &
STEFDEOMEL TS, ULnLANSL, ZNET
D SAG DEATIZETIE, FRAFEIEDIERD A R MED R
EXNTIBRMN-> 72,

ARIFFEEDEWRIZ, UTD@EY) THD:

o MEMBEMEDONHE =2 —F ) SAG ETF WAL

FIEERELV 2RO TH B,

o« MED=a2—F ) SAG €T )%, FRAEAREDOHRE
T2V R—32 Y NTHEET 5, — a7 L —
L=V %RET D,

2 FATERR
SAG DWFRIAI 2 =T« DERELE, RE DR

KWL BEFOFLIERE ZHERTE I LIZHD, TN

¥ C. Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA) [3]. #mSEEE#fE

N—ZADFELLE., WordNet % 72 5I5E R — 2 DML

B, BLUEBIBERR—20HEMERY, XX F

BFEEPRGINTE 2, FHFEIE =a—F)Fxv KT
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Question
Starting with mRNA leaving the nucleus, list and describe

four major steps involved in protein synthesis.

Rubric
3 points: 4 key elements 2 points: 3 key elements
1 point:1 or 2 key elements 0 points: Other

Key elements

lwl. MRNA exits nucleus via nuclear pore.

2. mRNA travels through the cytoplasm to the ribosome «|
or enters the rough endoplasmic reticulum.

3. mRNA bases are read in triplets called codons (by rRNA). [y
4. - 1

-~
~

= =

\ Answer (1 point) /

MWhen the mRNA leaves the nucleus, it travels through =
the cell. It moves to a ribosome. The ribosome makes
tRNA. Then, protein is synthesized.

B1: ASAP-SAS 57— &+t v MBI 2K & R HED—Hi,

— IR D HMBRBRLEE N SAG IZEMTH D Z &8
BEINTWS [12],

ZAUTH LT, ABFZEIE SAG 1281 2 BRI DI
WOBAMMEEBERT DL DTH D, Sakaguchi 5 [13]
. FEETERINZMEOREET Y 7LV —1 (4
ZIE. HEE n-gram R ¥ OB MR R ) & BRRERYE
(ff L B AEHETHE O D, BLEU [10] (23D < %L
&) MSAGIZERMITHD %2R L, ULNUERNRS,
() EFEASHEINTVWDE, =a—F)ry hT—2I
HOMEEENS XA LDE & T, FRAFEEDOF
RaEM. (i) BAEEDOWERE NRWIFHT 2720
2, ¥D&28=a -9V 32y NI —IODT—F57IF
YARHATAREN, IZAPTARY,

KDY —AEREIZBEIT D SAG DHIENN D0 dh D,
Heilman & [1] Ik, FAEHETIER S 72 B8R BRSO
ZHWZIEZ2—F )V SAG ET M T DT — 4
DY A ZOTEIENM % F# LT\ B, Horbach 5 [7] .
TIOT47 5=k, SAG OFIEH %%
KRIIZEBFTEXD I E2RLTWS, INHDMMETIE
PR EEDOAEIRIBGEINTE 5T, AL b
DOWIEZMAEDLEZ Z LT, I HIZEEER HBIR N
211D 2R T E 5,
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regression
Base br
[ Component —a a Lr
concatenate
4 N
Rubric n
—
Concept 1 H—Encoder} c e
[Corertt Ffrooi-fe N3
1
|Concept 2 |-—|>[Encoder} c, |— %
: weighted
1 sum
WK,
1
C t K H—HEncod
| oneep |- {nco erJ @/ Look-up Component
o % \ y,
\_ Rubric Component )
B2: JAHEDOHEREHVIREET VDT —F T F ¥,

concatenate

I
: dot product :
|
: [ sigmoid ] : EI
| |
| |

I

|
I
|
| tanh layers |
I
I
I

I
I RTE

—_—— - e — —

It

regression

E3: RTE Z 72Nk Y Key concept (2427 7> avDat,
b & c I35 L key concept DRXZ MV THY, B € RZhxM
C € R?WM FE TN &> TR INBZEBITHTHY, wldkT
Fr¥avTthHd,

3 BREETI

31 ¥=7A477

1k, REICBREZRERE key concept & U THE
FELTWD, HEMICE 82 EDOMEIL. EEROD
key concept DflAGHOE L ARTIENTES, Lk
Mo T, SAG ETNVOIIMRZIE, ETFIVIEENTH
DIREIZE FND key concept % #Ri# L. key concept
DRBANDFGEENEEETLIEMRETHD, U
MU, AFRFEHIA BRI (KDY Y —A§E) T
I, 2O BRFEHIIRHELEZER ONDE2D, FSFEEE
DFERAIC LB MEED EBHIFRFTE 2,

ARRDF—T AT 7 %K 21RT, £9. ZEOME
BRI MV a IZBHL, a D OEDSBEHRET
52R=Z2AVER—=2> bk (Base Component) %{KE7
5, R RRBEIVR=2> F (Rubric Component)
EHHET DL, GRAONARAEER BREFET—HD
key concept ZME LTV EIRET D, FmdErEay
R—3V ME, BEEEIIHEIN TS key concept
ZREMIL . FEDMEIZEE T S key concept & #ET,
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ZDFDIZ, AV XY NT—2 [15] Z AW TER R
WAVR—FVh2FEIATD, 913, Xzva1—4%
(Encoder) % FIVWT# key concept % fHR 7 N IVIZE
WeD, R, TTYYavicEos<Iy o Ty FaAY
K=Y b+ (Look-up Component) Z{#HH L. Ar5-mD
fRZIZBEE T 5 key concept (BIZIX, MEICEEND
key concept) DHAEYEY 77w U, BRI N/ key
concept DIEME LM U, NI MIVEEKT B,

XBIZ, FHEOMEDREAN Y ML EERI N key
concept DFRHEANRZ NMVOTMAEFAL, S8% FiHld
%, BETTFIVORSIL, FIZB T, TEFIEED
fRZENZE £ D key concept % BEERIIZHETE T 2 726D,
key concept DHHRIART ) 77— a VNAETH 5 5
Thd, £/, BEFTZ IV —LU—2FTrI—-KIZ
WL BROWRERRE LTEITONG, T48bb, FEE
EORBANY MR ERT ROy -4 THIIE
il CE, FREEOX LY I—H L UTHMHATLZ e
TE, XLV I—XDREOMFEREE AT I AN
5 EMTED,

32 R=Z2AVEK—=%2F
R=ZAVKR—=3v e LT AINAEZETILO

1T state-of-the-art D SAG Y AT ATHD=a—7

VSAG EFN [12] 2 FIFT 2.

COETFIVE, Z00VAYRLARD, RE a =
(T1, T2, oy Tn) (m; 1F a D i ZEHDOHIE) WER SN
¢ ¥, Embedding L 1 V&, &HEOXRI M x; €
RP %719 %, KIZ, Bi-directional Long Short-Term
Memory (BiLSTM) [14] VA ¥i&, HFEDCRZ Hbk
U BEEDOARY MVEH a; = [h); hi] 2483, =
2T, B €R" ¥ h; € RM IE, ZNEHN BILSTM (2 &
STHERINAIEAA L HHRIDORNIRETH B,

BEIZ, 25 DANRT NIVIZ mean-over-time B
B mot Z#EHAL, MEORBELZES: a =
mot(ai, as, ..., a,) € R,

3.3 FEREEIVR-RVF
1 D&DIZ, Ar5DEIZE& £ key concept %

REE L7\, ZD72HIZ, key concept DR 2 M

c1,C, ., Cx ERPADT FUY a VR REDRHEAN

JMVEBLULEDERBRLHATS, M3 ITRTED

20 AR TIRT 7oy a v EstET 0 FTO

DOFEEHND,

e Recognizing Textual Entailment (RTE) & A7 & R
RU, [ TREINAZFEEZFHATS (K3 O RTE),
B ¥ CZ&>T fine tuning U 7~f#% & key concept
DR E (b & ¢) % concatenate U, (D tanh L
Y= llwLAY—I2&D, YTy arvEiiEy
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®1: JIT — 2 DY A X B GAOMRE (QWK),

F=AYA X 13% 2% 50%  100%

NR—2 .564 .627 .697 732

+ BRAEHE (RA) 557 623 687 .720

+ HRHEYE (RW)  .583  .639  .695 732

+ BRAEHE (DA) 577 .639 699 .733

+ HRHEYE (DW) 572 639  .705 .736

£2: 13% OFIMT— 2 2 RAT 2 HEOKHMH T IREET I
D QWK (E) & RMSE (F),

;1K 2K 34 44 5K 6K 74 g4 94 10K

Ne2 .675 .426 .603 .524 .600 .650 .524 .351 .644 .639
743 892 .522 .539 .509 .544 .727 .828 .576 .475

.659 .403 .569 .472 .672 .709 .496 .322 .623 .642

TRA 733% 888 531 565 .438 448 718 .831 576 .471

RW .687 .424 .641 .481 .689 .688 .515 .382 .668 .654
+ .703* .888 .509* .528 .427 .454 .697* .789* .557 .462

679 432 .630 .540 .575 .620 .513 .397 .703 .681

+DA .725% .869* .491* .513* .492* .494* .698* .797 .522* .464

DW .680 .471 .633 .485 .595 .623 .520 .378 .672 .667
+ 722 .872* .512* .538 .467 .480* .694 .812 .547* .467

%, [l LA ¥ —OTEMEBEENIZ sigmoid BIZEE W
%. RTE O%&L ¥ —I SNLI [1] F— &t v b TRl
FH U, 7 = — AT fine tuning 33,

c FHFTINITA—R—%WO T 20D, 3 ® DP
DEIIZ, WBICE>TT Ty Y avaitRT %:
w; = sigmoid(bB - (¢;C) 7). EHULEIEE U TId, i
BLEHEDD D key concept BRWVATREMEN B 2 72
&, softmax B T4 <. sigmoid BI %= HEHT 2,

BEIC, RASEEOREAN Y NV r 23R TS, K1 D

& 512, key concept N7 MIVODEAN X EH % FHHT

Brr=2 30 we,r e R, FETHR5A-2%

Wod2D, GHEINAET Ty Yaver L LTHES O

EFED—DTHD 1 r = [w,ws, ..., wg],r € RE, K

MR TIdm A % v, HREZ iRd 5,

c, L bEBLZEOOXTYI—XELTIE, XFX

FRBIEDH D [3, 7, ete]o RIFZETIE, FIETFAD

Universal Sentence Encoder [2] % i\ %"

4 FHERER

41 F—=atvh

AKHWFFETIE SAG OB TCAKFHAINTVS
ASAP-SAS*2% H\W5, ZOF—&t Y MZik 10 &
DHRMBEETNTH Y, TNTNOHMIZFEM 2R s
HENRHRAINT WD, ZREIIHNT 5 MEHR DI,

*Ihttps://tfhub.dev/google/universal-sentence-encoder/
2
*2https://wuw.kaggle.com/c/asap-sas/data

— 452 —

2,225 TH B, REDRBOMEBIFFMICE>TERD
M, ZBHE (0555 2 MET) F2IEMHER (0 8”5
3MET) THhd, ZD5H, 10% 2HFT—&. 10%
ETANT—4, 80% %l T—2 L UTHWD,

M 1. 2, 5, 6, 10 OFEEMEIZIR, HEIIB I 5H
TREHFATH S key elements BWEFENTEY (Bl X1,
1), Tt % key concept & UTHWD, TNLAAD
FENZDWTIE. key elements B35 2 5N TH 5T, %
BaioxE (MEX) 25t T, AL 2Rz
BN O T HRMTHD, 20D, FEXDEN
FNDX% key concept & UTHIHT 5,

42 EEE|E

REET IV, KEETLIZIHTH, £ N—2
VA=Y MEIFL., KITETNE2EEZIHT D,
IO, R—=ZA3VEKR—=F2Y DN IARFEET D,

HEEANT MVIZ DWW TIE, Wikipedia & Gigawordb
ETEEINZ 300 KXot (D = 300) @ GloVe Hd
A [T E VgL, AR C Ty T —
b, NAIN=INT AZIZDWTIL, h = 256, Dropout
Probability = 0.5 = %, FmEHEIVFR—3 2 b
IZDOWTlk, M =512 25, B & C % HAfT4 &
DHIE T 5,

RTE 2 FALAIC. M % 100 IZ&EL. B C %5
VA LNTHIMEST B, tanh LY —% —DHW5, SNLI
DT — & —{ Tneutral ], [contradiction] & entailment |
ZODTNNVNH L, AifFETIE lTentailment] % 112
RELT, TOLHNDITRIV% OIZHRET D,

BB L U Tk Mean Squared Error (MSE) %
AV, ma#{bizid Adam [6] (FEE 0.001. Ny FH A
A 32) W3, FIi#i% 50 epochs FEfi L. BIFT—4
D ETREDOETIVEERYT L. JT — 2 0583,
AT (0,1) OFEPHIZIERLT 5,

EFNOMREIX, SAG DI I 2 =F ¢ CTHEMER LG
fiite 2 T % Quadratic Weighted Kappa (QWK) %
FWTEHIT 2, #IAED S >V X LM% FBET D 72D1Z,
O0M5 5 FTOUIT VALY —REHNTEERZ 6 [H
HOEL, SR L REOME L UTHHEY 5, KY
V= AREII B MREEFIT 2 72D, FlfT— & %
Bz 2 A RIZBAI T TET VR - FHIT 5,
43 BRroOW

BRZYAADT—Xty NEHANT, 2O/
PR 2K 1 ITRT, [N—=A] FIRN—23VK—%
VENEFHESHEOMRIIIG U, T+ BRREEYE] &

*3https://nlp.stanford.edu/projects/glove/
*4Keras (https://keras.io/) Tensorflow Backend % H\TC%
TN EFEREL T,
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NR=2AVKR—=3V O EIZ, BREEIVR—F VK
EHOTHIRLU 25802 R, 77 ¥ aryoit
AFHELUTRIE (R). WM (D) Z2OFERHY.
BREEIVR—2Y FORERI ML LTT TV Y
a7 ML (A), key concept DEM XL (W)
D_DEKL 7=,

E2TOIEFH 2 HOTIFEL 72N—=2 T VR =%
R ASAP-SAS |24 2 #EfElE. Riordan b [12] #¢
WE L T2 tEfED 0.723 £ H%TH Y. Riordan
LDOETNEHEHATELEERD, Z0HE, N—A1
VIR—=A Y MR BAEEDOERA R WNEETE, £<
DFNFHEHI O FRE 2 & EEEIZ key concept % FH T
ITCVDEERD, BEHEDHERE AV ZRREET IV
(M B ) 1k, R—2 2V R—3 > b L A%DMHE
ZRUTWS, ZOREY, +2 23R HT
EDHGAETE, MEETIVIEIR—AETINVOMRERHD
TR &b » 5,

KV Y —=REE (< 50%) Tl 7 —2Y A XDRED
IRE> T, RAFEEDORI I L2 MREA (T4 Bk
HRW] & [+ RAEM¥EDA)) OENES BRI L
WHERTED, ZOMPLY ., R=2TVFR—=FV M,
BE & N 72 IR G2 & IEEEHIC key concept & FHE T
DOPHLNZ EBDONDL, E/2, ZD &I BRI TI,
BRAFEDE AN SAG ETINVOUBESEIZAHNTH S
ZEWbnd, ZOFRIE, BxOMEOIFE=2—F )
23t g % Sakaguchi & [13] DfEGw L —T 5,

AHEF AP RNG G, FET DT A= =D 7
W DA OMEEILDW £ D) K<7Z&3%, —HTRA L RW
U756, PBVIIERTE NI A -2 D%
WRW W RA % EEZHKERE L5772, ZTHid SNLI 2
FONTRA=REZHFPFEH LTI DEEEZD,

BYVY—AREBIETIILRDIMA .2 B2 /-d,
13% DO EF 2 FIHL GG D, FRICHNT B
HEZ R 2 1IZR T, Key elements (K) F/ZBEXDX
(A)) % key concept & UTHWAGEERT, * 1E~N—
AT EMEHNAEZ (Wilcoxon’s signed rank test,
p<0.05) BHdILEmRT, BIKFENT &I, %M 1.
3. 5. 610D I+ RW] OMREIFN—ATVHR—F
M OMREDON ERTE A, TOAN, FE 1, 5, 6, &
10 Tl key elements IZHRBNZREEINT VWS, Z0D
MEERMMS, RTE E7VIE key element 22X 13 3%
FIZIZ D ENITHD L ER D,

5 &bbIC

AL SAG [T > TEHEERKEH %2 T /29,
SAG DI a=7 4 TiE, TOHEIMENIZE A ERRGE

— 453 —

INTIBRD>72, RIIFETIE, REEROEREZ =2
— I SAG ET VIV ADFHEEREL -z, XR—A
VA=V N UTHRAEND=2—F ) SAG €TV
ZHERL, A (key concept) ZHUY AL 72D DEE
AEMEIVR—Z YV MIESTEFTINEIIEL 2, £
&Y, Za—I)0 32y hU—2 SAG ETNVIINT D
BREHEEDORANEN THDZ L 2HLMI U, — K
T, SAG ZRAZIZBI2HlT—20Y 41 ZER 5N
TWd720D, FETLIZNIA=RDDBENET I, /2
FHAMFETEDETUNEEZ D>z, £72 key
element AN DR SEED H R FHF LS SBOE
ERMETHD, AFREDRDOATY T LT, key
concept DT T a VKIS T4 — RNy I DERK
FHEEMHN T2 TFETH D,
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