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1 ELC®HIC

AR, ERERREE TN, B8 E D ERORE
NZEJETZFEOV LD L TEERAMEDH
APEHSI W5 3. EELERAREIZ, TOEFL
X GMAT (Graduate Management Adimossion Test)
72 E DM O i KBBABRTEAINTE D, H
ATHRFEAMAE v 2= BRI 5 REAZILET
A NTEABFEINTWZL AT, ZhsDik
BRD & DT ZERE B T3 ANHUEL & 7 B RFUEABR
BRI AMEZ EAT 2556, A OEEM R
IR - BRI T A N R E O THED RS, Zho o
HEE R T ETFEO -2 ULTHIRANTEHE
TW3 [15).

T L N O BB R B3 < o iR E
T&E[1]. HEREO7 70 —F & LTIE, HMRN
XEF U RE 2 W S FEMEHICRH I W T E
7=, REWRET VL LTI, HREARDT A N
T 5 Educational Testing Service (ETS) »3FdFE L
R 2] IS T WD, MU kR4 Tk [6, 5] H°
REINTED, BRA LRI TIEHINTE /.

5T, EFETIE, FEFEEHWEY To—F0
ZHIREIN, BVWHEZERLTWS., 2077
0—FTld, BEFEAREXDT =Xy b2 SFR
FHIZER ZREEZ A TER T 270, KEE
DEFRPFa—= T %7585, MEILDE
MEZHFRSAZEBTE S, FEFEEZMNAL R
KL EHBRAETVE LT, BARA=Z2 T
tv b7 —2 (CNN) ZH\W7=Fi% [14] % Long Short
Term Memory (LSTM) % W\ 7zF% [12, 4, 3] 2341
SNTWVWAD. 51T, EETE, HOETEEE (Self
attention) THERK & 115 Transformer € 7 VD —Ff

T & % Bidirectional Encoder Representations from

LR R O (SR 0 IR EE S PR UM O X 7 KR & 1,
I % R < T Tz,
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Transformers (BERT) #HAW/ZFELRREINTL
57,8, THODOHBFEMET VL, ZEBEMRD
FHIZBWTIE 0% EOEEREZERL [4, 3], 1E
O 2MEAFEIZB W TIZ 0% %2 B EEREERT
% (14,12, 7,8 2T HZ .

D& D ITHEREEE W HEHR ST TV E R
ERRRTHZERL TWED, FHIZREARCERK
R EDNA AT — 7 ZAABIZBWTIE, b i
BRI ATHZROZRE TGN 8% 52 57 He
WD B7-0, HEERRIZIZE SR ER EARD
shd. I T, AigETl, BEFEHEEBRSET
NOKEEZWETHZ L E2HIEE T 5.

FEUEED -2, AR TIE, HERRRE?
—RICEEAMEEZ ST A MO e UTHES
NBHZZLIZERTS. TAMIREDRENZHIET S
V=V TH 37D, FA—F A ELOEEGRARMEE
HHAMBEILBRORENZHEL TWVWD ERKETE
5. bbb, FA—T A MNORBIAMED S #EE S
N2 EZEEOREIMEIL, HERERAMEOE N % T
WY 5 7-dDHMAMPIERIZRS EEZOND. £
ZCAWZETIE, HEKIGHGE (IRT : Item Response
Theory) % W THEBIARED 5 KD 515 ZEED
RNl 2 AR A 2R - R P E B R E T
VERBET S, BET T —F1F, WIhoBgEEE
HESNET LV CEHEHTE 20, Ak TlE, &b
EEHERNZFIH N T WS LSTM IZED K EFILAD
FMAAAZITS. EAWZETIE, ET—XFERIZEK
O, WEFEIHEEN LA TH B Z L 2T 5.

2 REZBZRAVLEIRRRFE

AWFZE T, RENRKRWLE-FEEBRSET IV
TH5LSTM izE S =T veEifes e LTH
W5, LSTM IZED K ETFMIZIERk L N Y) T—2 3
VHEHET BHD, T TIEEDEHZ Riordan &
[4] DETIVZDWTHIAT 2 [9].
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1 HEAME, EEUEAMEZ 0T A SO

ZDETIVIZ, REXDHEERYZ AL L, LSTM
BV ADDETHEINEGSZE=2—F ) xv
T—2 &@LU TRREETS. BRNIZIE, 1EHD
Lookup table layer TAJJHEEZ M DIAARI (word
embeddings) (ZZ#1L, 2 J&H D Recurrent layer TH
DIAART FIVDRF|%Z LSTM IZASIT 5. IRIZ, 3
J& H D Mean over Time layer (MoT) T, LSTM DO H}
J1%50 {hy, ha,.., hn} OFHM = LN b, %
sk, 4 JFHOD Linear layer with Sigmoid activation
T, MoT OiJ1% s = o (WM + b) TRl s IZ£
Hds, ZITW,bREENZTNEAMTIIENAT A
ERINITA—XTHS. ZOFETHSNZsI1X0
"o 1 OHIPFDE L 725728, LERERREZRS HE
2, s ZEBRORARNEICRREE T 2 081 H 5.
ETIIVERIE, P RERGE 2 BRI L T A A
EREEZFHNTITS.

AL T, ZOWRETEHBERAFEORERE
ZHEEE TS, RO ERTATT7IE, M1DLS
2, AR AMEN I RBIAMEEZ G0 T A b
O—fE LTHEINS ZLIEH L, BBIAREA
DIEFRT — X 53R 515 EZERE ORI H#EEME %
HELAXMEDREFHICHAT LI IZH S, K
WHETIE, ZORENHEEIC IRT Z2FHT 5.

3 BHARIGER

IRTIZaYEa—R-FAT4 7Dk LHIT,
ARk IR B CEAEDHED SN TV D EELE TV
EHWZT A MEGRDO—DTH S [10]. IRT IFREED
ZEREREFR T A NEHBIKEFE LR WETZEBRED
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. concatenation

MoT ‘

LSTM BRI LSTM

Word Embeddings ]
|

—

w1 Wn

IRT
\ J P

AAX REAMBEOENRT — %

X 2: EEETI

NRITA—ZRHHOWEEHET S Z LD AHETH D
[13, 11]. IRT ORI L U T T D & 5 72 i3 % 1
513 [10]. 1) BENHEE DR EEIHE O E E /N
CUTCREIEERTS Z e TES. 2) BirHIEH
NDZERE DG % A — R E ETHTcE 5. 3) X
HF =R OEBITNTA—REHETE S,

AHFE T, REFMWZIRT ETNVTH D, 27
OYAT 4y Z7ETF)N (2PLM) ZMH\W5. 2PLM i
T §HEHE ICERT MR ERATRT

ExTp (ai(ﬁj — bl))
1+exp (a; (6; —b;))

P = (1)
ZIZT, a; b 1 XIEHE « O, REEERL, 6
EZERE j OREN 2R T, N b, IXEERERD 0.5
L BRESIME 0, WS a; \XRESME 6 = b; AR DEE
T2 EOREDKREE THITE 2 EERT.

AWFZETIE, ZDIRT €7 % AW TEBAMEA
DIFFAT — X HHEE S N A REE 2 MiBIE#R E LT
FMATE %7272 LSTM HEIRMHET NV EIRET 5.

4 REEFE
REETNVOMEGHZK 2 1TRT. REETINVE,
ZBAMEANDEMT — 255 IRT 2 HWTHES
T-BEJIME 0 & A LD HGERSZ A& U THRE T
W 5. BARFZIE, 2 THALZETIVEFEBRIC, &
fRE S D BEER M & Lookup table layer, Recurrent
layer, MoT layer 2@ L TR MLVRIEM 23RD, %
N%&ZZEREORIMHETEM 0 2454 (Concatenation)
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# 1. 7T — X OHEMEREHE

i 1 i 2 i 3
& Bl B2 BEF A1 BlE2 HEF B #E2
A 1.783  0.832  0.951 2.223 1.290  0.933 | 2.838 1.432 1.405
TR (179) (0.652) (0.999) | (1.205)  (0.906)  (0.860) | (1.375) (0.899)  (0.836)
XFH 27.1 (7.51) 33.0 (10.6) 49.6 (13.6)

L72D%, Linear layer with Sigmoid activation T
RERTT 5.

2 TN LIZETIVEHEL, ZBMEEROT —X %K
IHGEITIE s ZEBEORBREIRILE T 5. £z,
ETNVFEEIE, P RERE A BRI U CRRAEY
E#ETIT7 5. IRT EFIVO¥HIZ1E, Expectation
Maximization (EM) 73V X A% <)L 7EEE
V508 (MCMC) 7V 3 ) 475 & DILFED F%
ZHMAT 5.

5 2B

KRETIE, ETF—XEAVCREFEOEIEE HE
filis 5.

5.1 E7—%

ARIFFETIE, X2y 2 HEREHIZEA THFEL TV
BLHMRT AN DIRET — R 2 ERTF— 22 LTHS.
AT — ZXHEE G A RE 3 12495 511 A D
fREIEHRE, TS5 1T U TR A5 2 72155,
b L OFAZEEOFBAME 4 FADIERT —X T
Mk h s, HEDAANMEOE MK, 2 DD
FIZDOWT 3B CERA 50, TD2Oo% 2L
HEDEEEIRE LTS . Falld 2 A OFHIIE T/Th
N, FEDR—BUAD-BEI11E, £ 5 —4% 0T
EHPMER L TR A IE U7z, HEARMEOE K
CRE SO T Rl At E A £ 1 ITRT.
AR R ILEY (M%) CRidkd 5. MU, %
NENOLE, BlSEEE LT 5.

5.2 EERFIE

5 D EIR FEBGEETRIC & 0 BEAFD LSTM 2 W2 €T
W ERRETEOMREE KT 5. /2, RETHECE
WTHEIEDRD D12, BBIRMTEADEHT — 2R
2 MVERAUZGEIZOWTH IR EITS.

IRT O%#IZ1E MCMC 7V 32 ) XA %ZFHL .
MCMC O3> 7V > 27813 10,000 £ L, N—2 1 v
5,000 BABED Y > TV % 100 LA THIH L, ZOWRE
fli% e e Uz, REFEETVEEIE, epoch
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% 100, /Ny F#% 10, Word Embedding, LSTM
DHIRZ MVORTEEZ L HIZ100 2 Lz, ZTho
Fa—Z U INRIRA=RFT) Y RS —=FIZ L D kE
U7z, F£7-, RERIZEBSINZIT -,

FEAMFEAZ L 1 E BhER s D PERE R IZ 35\ T — R
LN T3 Quadratic Weighted Kappa (QWK) %
ALz, EFVERIEY— REZZ T30 TV, £
DR RDT=. £z, REFIELMERFEOER
BHER T B2, WIGDH B t MEZT- 7=,

5.3 EHEER

AEBROMER %K 21TRT. RPFOKFIFZENTN
DOHEHORAMEERT. T/, RETFIE GBI,
REFEIBVTHEIEONRD D IZERT— X 2 FH
ULEETLZERTS. £24&0, BETFTHEITART
DBETHRRTELI D QWK BRELTE Y, AT
WXRE 1 OB 1 T44% e KIEICHELTWS.
7z, t MUEDAER, REFIEMECRTIE L D A REUKKE
5% TEWVKHEEZRLUIZZ DR TE 2.

REFIEIIBWTIRT OMAHEO A % HIKT 5 &,
PERBIC KR E A RIIR <, METHARETR DN
BT, TOZeiE, ERT—XOERIFHET S
MRESME] &\ S BEEEHAY, Fld RS STl
ZEWTIRABRERE 2> TWAZ 2 RE LT
W5, 3ETHRAREZ L S1Z, IRT IZIFEEREE 2 ZE
U7z @SR D E N TRETH D, H7R BB R
BEU-ZEE O Z2F—RE ETHIRTE 245D
FERH 5. X612, WEETIVICIEET — X 2B
FHT 3 &, AR S BH5E5ICETVEENN
#1272 5%, IRT OEEIMEIZRIT — 2026 H#EE T
EELEDTRELSETIVREHTE S,

PUERS, REFEIEELEAXEIFRLET VD
KBEREIZAESITHDE Z LW REI N,

6 FEHESEDERE

ARFFETI, HETEE AW EE R A A E)
BRROKE2WET S 2HEE L, IRTIZXDH#E
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#* 2 FHGER

MR 1 [ 2 il 3
&t Bl B2 | A3 BN B2 | A BN BlN2| FH piE
PERTFL 0.640 0.600 0.814 | 0.845 0.916 0.861 | 0.719 0.703 0.768 | 0.763 -
REFE 0.666 0.625 0.830 | 0.847 0.922 0.862 | 0.721  0.707 0.775 | 0.773 0.009
BEFE (FEH) | 0657 0616 0.816 | 0.841 0.925 0.870 | 0.727 0.711 0.779 | 0.771  0.002
& U =B BARBIC 51T 525 DRE 1l % Ml AA A 1049-1054, Denver, Colorado, May—June 2015.
P e E R E L A R L, T — Association for Computational Linguistics.
 n G g ot - b “ET e . [6) Md Arafat Sultan, Cristobal Salazar, and
ARBROFIR, RIMEEMALE 2 & TTRELHE Tar(rilara Sun}lln%r. hFast and eas;i sh]grt andswer
=T E z ST X 7. grading wit igh accuracy. In Proceedings
L N& THC2h %i\f =7 . of the 2016 C'Oﬂ?ﬁrence of the North American
SlE, K0ERRT X2y bEAVWTREFRE Lhapter of tIl}e Assoziation forj’w Chom]l)utational
Y = . . N 7 inguistics: Human Language Technologies, pp.
DBENMEZMGEL TWE 2\, F72ARFIRIIR Y 2 1070-1075, San Diego, California, June 2016.
EFEET IV EMAGDOETHHATE 2720, 5%1F Association for Computational Linguistics.
{0 B 28 B A E LA~ D B £\ 72 0. [7] Chul Sung, Tejas Indulal Dhamecha, and Nir-
_ mal Mukhi. Improving short answer grading
A E using trlamrgfojrtmer—base reﬁtrailn}ng.llln Inter-
T = N ™ - national Conference on Artificial Intelligence in
FBRTHAL72%T — 23~ % /ﬂﬂﬁ’jﬂ‘é\ﬁﬁ%% Education, pp. 469-481. Springer, 2019.
P ORMEEZII . X2y L HER AT O T [8] Chul Sung, Tejas Dhamecha, Swarnadeep Saha,
WG C M RIZ A o=Es2E LU ET. Tengfei Ma, Vinay Reddy, and Rishi Arora.
Pre—trainin%1 bert 0&1 d(}pmain 2esourc§ts f}(l)r S,?OOIYB
s answer grading. In Proceedings of the
Zj%jﬁk Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural
[1] Steven Burrows, Iryna Gurevych, and Benno Language Processing and the 9th International
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answer grading. International Journal of Arti- ing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pp. 6073-6077, 2019.
ﬁCZal Int@lhgence m EducatZOn, Vol. 25, No. 1, [9] Kaveh Taghipour and Hwee Tou Ng A neu-
pp. 60-117, 2015. ral approach to automated essay scoring. In
[2] Michael Heilman and Nitin Madnani. Ets: Do- Proceedings of the 2016 Conference on Empiri-
main adaptation and stacking for short answer cal Methods in Natural Language Processing, pp.
scoring. In Second Joint Conference on Lex- 1882-1891, 2016.
ical and Computational Semantics (* SEM), [10] FHEBHERE, By EL . N7 4 —< VARG D 720
Volume 2: Proceedings of the Seventh Interna- DIEHKIGET VO BE, HAT A ML
tional Workshop on Semantic Evaluation (Se- 7%, Vol. 12, No. 1, pp. 55-75, 2016.
mEval 2015), pp. 275-279, 2013. [L1] AUBEGEAER, (LM, 15—, R 12 & 2 HH
[3] Tomoya Mizumoto, Hiroki Ouchi, Yoriko Isobe, FOCEEGR. Rtk A4 — L%k, 2014.
Paul Reisert, Ryo Nagata, Satoshi Sekine, and e ST oz 7 —
Kentaro Inui. Analytic score prediction and jus- [12] sdEEF, ﬁﬁ;ﬁg’_ LR ﬁ,:%ﬁif’ ’E‘ﬁéﬁé
tification identification in automated short an- ff. Lstm & attention ’&ﬂﬂ“k?iﬁﬁ%)ﬁ&@‘%ﬁ
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4 ¥, — N N2 AT - AN
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