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WA, WEFEEHW/NaXHERAFEE L
T, 215 & BEOFHME RIS R 2 FRI Tl
TEHFEMRERERINTWS. L LIERTFEE, 7
H ORI DO W THERES RN WS RED D -
2. ZOMEERRRT 372012, AFFETIX, ZX
JeIH H KOG Z A U T RIR L O R % & o
TEBBLR RN AR AT E L RET 5.

1 XL®IC

AR NREBOREZa Y a2 —X %
W T HENMET 2 /i BB R A (Automated Essay
Scoring ; AES) FENZHIRRINT VS, HEHR
RZEBT 2 FRIIFHER-RA L EFEEE -2
DFERICKAIENE. ZhFETIE, FEEXN—2D
FEP—BRINTH o720 (eg., [1-4]), EFETIEE
JE2E 2 W BB E T AL ZEIRR I AT
% (e.g.,[5-19]). HEY¥EHIHRAT T VEED
HEERGE A LT, 7—&0 5 BECHEMERFRE
MELZFETE, GREELERL TV,

RO HEREETAVDZ I, 2RFE0Aa%
THIT2RAGHEZEELTWS (eg,[6-15]). L
ML, FEGHZ YT Na AR EAT 258,
DR T 4 — RN 7 BZEREITITD 72D,
AR A o S E R BT 72 ¥ O G SR O 1% R AT
FETVIWHES DR RV 6], 22T, B
DFHfiB RTINS 2R ZFRFIC Tl CE 52T
BNV OPREINTWVWS (eg, [16-19]).

FI 55Tl Ridley 5 [19] DEF A D RERKE %
ERLTWED, ZOETIVICIIEREDEH D 5
RD KD IBEERD 5. (1) FHEBLR Z L ITEME
ZE=—2—F 3y NV — 7 BFORHTHIRNLE
RIS 2 Z e S L. (2) 5B S T D FHIi T,
HIE R R ORE BB CHEME DR E T & 2858
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MZ VD3 [20], ZDETILTIEBISMOMEXEE
LTW33dDD, HRICED X S REENRENEE
XND DPITERT X0,

IS DOREERIT 27012, KT, H
HRICHEREHARAATEET VERET 5. AR
W2k, FHlE A OREZ E R L -2 XoTHE RIS E
TR ZHAOREE L, ZHh LS % Ridley 5 DET
VBT L@ =2 —F bRy b7 —
e LT NAEREST 2. BEFEOH ST
DEHTH 5. (1) B SEA O EE, #60
L NEERE & Eh 2 THE RIS T — 7z 2
DNRTRA=RDATHHIN S 72D, THHDT
A= ZEICHEDWTEIR Z & OFRHEZ EZINCHRIR
TE 5. 2) ZXtHEHHEKIGE TIVEDREI RITE
PRI LTI XA =R EDHT 22 2T, HEEGF
RO ERICEINZRENRELRINTZ 3.

AT, EREBR AR OMSE T FIH
INZIRYFv—2I T =Rty hEHOWTRETE
OEMEZFHES 5. FEEROME, RETFHRIINEK
FEPLRELMRERE T 2L, ZYRMER
MAJREIR T X — X% 5.2 7= Z L DHERE T & 7.
F7e, BRIEEINIRENXTE e LTiE 1 Xt
DERETHDZEDPMRTE]. 2okl i
CEBDARMFRTHEH LT —XEy MZBWTIE,
BUSRIOBMRIIIERE T LD & 5 R EME R T2
CEBHHMATERZ L ZRBLT WS,

2 FEHEHRRREFRRETIL

REE 7L, Ridley 5 [19] HMHEER U 7 AL A
FRFEBREAET VR RERET L E T 2720, AR
TEZDEFTNMIZOWTHAT 3. EFLOHRK
X1 () WWRLE. ZOETMZ, ZBELD
N AT L, FHlEBE memt ={1,2,..., M}
WIS 2188 97 215 5. 22T M IEFHE
RBERT. £/, ZBEn O/NRSUIHEFERY
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B1 {ECRoEEBIAFREERGAET LV () YREETLV () oBEX

LT, {wnals€{1,2,...,8,1€{1,2,...,1s}} £ FRH
5. Wng WEZERE n D/ BIT S s HEHOXD
| FHHOHGETHD, SIIZDO/NRXDOE, 1,1 s
HHOXOHEHRTHZ. ZOEFNTIE, KHIE
Whst & Z N2 3hEA (part-of-speech ; POS) % 2 p,g
WL, POS X7 RHE A LTHWTWS.

BRI, LEErSlSEETEO BT T —
XM T 5 e Tirbis. HEETIE, XZ
¥ |Z Embedding J&, Convolution J&, Attention Pooling
JE [11] 25EH &, 2l Hm 3 2 SCHRA D778
RHDORIIPELNS.

RIZ, BRI 2 WA 21T S BN E A
T, HEETE SN TEERB ORI 2 b & IZFH
BRI oBRE TS 2. HEEOH RN
L C, #5522 1Z Recurrent J& [22], Attention Pooling
ErEHAINS. I oICHGERCA B XED
B2 RTANFOKEILEREEONRS b
)V F %Z4& (concat) 35 2 & CTXEHADDHEL
REMNBFOLND. RICZDOHEEI NIRRT P LI
B LT, FHEBAEORGRZZEE S % 72912 Trait
Attention [19] Z#H L, 1SR FHID 720 DEMEI 4
DR ¢ BROND. BIRIZ, TOD cpp ITH
L, ¥7%4 FEKZERCERIcR>2taE %
WHXE, ZBE O m FHOBANGEA ™ %
3" =0 (Wpepm +bm) TTHIT 2. 22T, cld> 7
T4 FEEEL, W, 1 3EA, b, INATRAERT. X
B, TOETNVEERTINCY 7EA FEKZEHH
LTW37280, 97130056 1 OROEE L 5. EE
DEERENZhE B 25512, 3y 2 —XE
L THEROGRREICEDE .

ETFTNOEEZ, ¥ REAE (Mean Squared
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Error ; MSE) ZHEKBIE L U CRREMRIEETITD
N5, AT — 2 D/NawSED N, TSRS M
DrE, MSEEEIMUTO LS IcREIN 3.

N M

Fuase = 37 2, D, DM =XEP (D
I, yMIIREE 0 O/NRUCBITEZ m BHOD
BHROBEDRAEZRT. £ Dmm X, nFEHOD
MR BT 2 m BHOBE RT3 T —&%D L
X211 %, ZO5TRINI0ZRIEKTH 5.
HIETHOARNEAD, ZOETIVIGEFHEBAZ
Y Z[EA DEHEE % £ 72 D THIARIL o R 53
LW, ZOREZERT 272912, K TIERE
TS 2 HE RGHEEZ W 5.

3 IEHRICIE:S

TH H & JGPEGR (Ttem Response Theory ; IRT) [23] 1,
HEDAYE 2 —& T AT 4 Y TOREIZEWD,
& B CERAIED SR TWAEEET LY
AW F 2 VRO —DOTH %, IRT ETIMITIEM
T=RRED2ERDT - X EHEE T 5D DONE
WA, ZEFEDSAE T —RIZHIBE L2 IRT ET LD
ZHRHRBEINTWS. £/, —KWZ IRT €7 LT
X, BERROBENC 1 RITTHZIE L TV 323,
HESINBZEEINCEXTEERETEZET LD
RENTWVWS.

AT, REWRZRITLEE IRT €7V
Th3ZRT—MALER TR 5 E 7V (Generalized
Partial Credit Model ; GPCM) [24] Z {3 5. Z ZT
X, JEATHIFSE (20,211 D & 5 ICKFHIE S 2 TEHE © &
%LU TZRITGPCM AT 5. BfRIICIE, 285
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% n BB m 2BV T, Bk € (L2 Kn)
EEBMEEARTER 2 TP AR EAT 2.

T k
Pk = Kexp(ka'moz +Zu=1ﬂmu) @)
2o exp(vapOn + X0 Biu)

TIZT, 0, = (001,00,....000) ZZBE D dRX
TTDHENERT RIX—ZXRTZ MLTHD,
N7 MOKRBERIZRITTORENEZ K T.
W = (Umls Aoy - - - Wma) V& 0, 1K U 72 FPAMG B AL
m D d RICHAN I, B FFHIEE S m 2B WTH
TIAVu-125ullBBTIR#EEELZRT NS
X—=RTH5. K, &, fHIB A m 1B 215 A
BEBERT. B, ETLOERNED DI,
Bm1 =0:VYm ZFi5 23 3%.

4 RBEETI

AWK T, EELDZRIC GPCM Z AR AT
BERE S FERNEERSTE TV ERRET 2. #EET
LNOWENZRK 1 () ORT. K126bh3 &
512, BERET VI ATIED S Concatenate JE T
P A M = 1 & L7=ERE 7L & [F UGS 2 FF
b, CTNOLOEEHOCTXERMNO RS ¢, ®
BT 5. IBEBETFTALTIE, TOXRT ML, 28
EEEICAST L, ZXITIRT BT ZHENERZ b
L0, IS BEE 0, =We,+b TRDZ. ZZ
T, WIZEATH, bldNA T7ARY pMLERT.

iz, Bohize, THWT, 25T GPCM &
TR ) 2ET 2T, BiHl#H S me M1
X3 2RO NERIEONS. BETFHIOBIC
&, WER P DR E TR 27 3V argmax; Py
EFPUEAE TS BEETARRBI SZXR0T
GPCM JB 13 ERE T NI BT 2 8 S E g 1/ Y
T5.

BEABEBICE 27723 EL Y PR E—
(Categorical Cross-Entropy ; CCE) #izZ=%H\5. Fl
T — Z DN N, THBSED M Dk %,
CCE #ZIIUTD L5 1cRE 3.

M K

N
ZLccE = _NLM Z Z Z Ynumk 10g(Pumi) — (3)

n=1 m=1 k=1
BB, ETNVDEMANAL N=03F X — RIXFEITIHH
9] &Y, REb 71TV X LIIEHEERE
0.001 IZF%7E L 7= RMSProp [25] W 5.
DBETIX, RBETNVOBERDGIEITOWTIEN
3. BIETHARAN@ED, IBEETATHEHLTY
% %Xt GPCM &, FHEE R DA ., & NEEE
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B, BLXUZEBEDIEN 0, D3 ODNRTFRX—XT
HEENB. BN a, L WEEE B, DIED 51,
MO AL OREZRE ORI 2l TE, ¥
N BVWOHBETH 200 BRARETH 2. X5
2, BESIME 6, 251X, Z D/ B EL 25
FHOBIEN R ZRITRE R 5 AN D Z e W TE 5.
F72, 0, DXITTBEEZT, ERETNVOMRE
FHiT 2 2T, BET-XOBRIHEEINI R
RN E i TcE 5. HlZiE, 6,122 KT
PHELEEZREROTFHEEYR2 RL-ET 3
Y, Z ORI S ORI 2 KT R EE N RE D HH
EXND MR TES. BRI TETILRT
X—=RDoHEITS 22T, REOHREMHERT 2
e MAJREL 2 5.

5 SEE&

ARG TIX, EF7—& 2 LT, Automated Student
Assessment Prize (ASAP) ¥, ASAP++ [26] ZH W\ 5.
ASAP (3 AES WI5ED 0B CIRS EH XN 2 7 — &
v hTH5. ASAP & ASAP++IZ1E 8 D D/NifixX
HREWCHT2ERPEENTED, Zhzho®
R L TR ER e FHiiE AN oB/A» 52 5
NTWVW5. PN BOHFEZ L DF3H 1622,
SEHEERBIE 275 TH B, BEE 1 L EE 213,
Content, Organization, Word Choice, Sentence Fluency,
Conventions, #frd 3 2° 5 #feH 6 |& Content, Prompt
Adherence, Language, Narrativity, s 7 | Content,
Organization, Conventions, Style, ffred 8 IXiR&H 1 &
2 1 HGE 3 % AR A 2 T Voice &\ o 727
R TEhETERNTEIATV S,

51 RRTARBEDFHERER

TITR, BEEFTLORGTTHE L, 2, 3 E
LB THATHREZFMST 2 EBELITS. K
EERTIX, ETAANDANIE LT, Ridley b & [Afk
DPOS X7 HHWAHEYL, —BRNBEEYEHE
R AE TNV e FARICHEBERINZRMHT 2550
W% EZ 5. BRBHERIEZ AT 25812,
Embedding 8T, 50 XITD GloVe [27] 1T & % R
BHEADOHGERDAALZFHT 3.

ETIVOMRERFHEIE, 5 73 EIRRZEMGEEE F W TIT
5. 5 HIRAEMEIFRE Z e i U CHEML,
IRy Z7EEIELETODETALTI0ELTWVWAS. 7
fBIRICIE, 2 ROEAM & 5 v F2E (Quadratic
Weighted Kappa ; QWK) Z MW\ 5.
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=1 FEROFEEH QWK a7
. REE S p fE
A1 T 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 | Avg. | $2%-1dim #EZ-2dim $EZ%-3dim
TEEEFL 0678 0.629 0595 0.659 0.696 0.673 0.672 0.569 | 0.646 1.000 1.000 1.000
POS 2% -1dim | 0.651 0.616 0.620 0.670 0.682 0.685 0.619 0.480 | 0.628 1.000 1.000
% 2dim | 0.661 0.608 0.629 0.670 0.679 0.675 0.620 0.445 | 0.623 - 1.000
#E-3dim | 0.636 0.633 0.634 0.656 0.685 0.694 0.636 0.471 | 0.631 - - -
EEEFL [ 0.694 0.664 0.660 0.718 0.704 0.745 0.728 0.530 | 0.680 0.096 0.093 0.062
wan 2R 1dim | 0.641 0.625 0.646 0.718 0.690 0.737 0.637 0.464 | 0.645 0.973 0.698
EE-2dim | 0.636 0.620 0.656 0.721 0.692 0.736 0.675 0.486 | 0.653 - 1.000
2 -3dim | 0.656 0.630 0.656 0.712 0.696 0.734 0.687 0.472 | 0.655 -

x2 #ERETV (020D
i 7 X — &

HRHWTHEE L7238 2 DFt

A PRI

s Bn Pz Pu P P
EXISETS 1.64 |-481 -324 -007 351 496
Content 235 | -474 -157 053 215 4.56
Organization 2.43 445 -127 1.12 239 555
Word Choice 257 | -471 -1.61 081 283 5.04
Sentence Fluency 2.25 -4.61 -247 0.19 257 476
Conventions 2.21 -422 -1.61 059 271 5.12

EBEREPR 1IWCRT. 1 TERBAILK
QWK 2a7%iHE L, 2O¥HgRra72HEI
WWRLTWS., BRFTROBEIEVFEOMR
ZRFTRLTDHS.
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JEMEIL D Z e DAL DD, &R Bod 2 K
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EWCRERZEIRNZeRb» S, 22T, FET
NDFR AT IZHEREND 3 5% E&MNIH
BT B, Ry 7 zu—=iEC k2 ZENEBRE
iTo7. WRER 1D TpfE) YNIRT. TS,
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RAIBRD NP o2 EDHABNE. DT
Eo, MEET NI, TERET LV E R L THE
I XFTWEETHNTERZ b5,

5.2 RITHEDIREE

AEHICEEIREDORTTEZ T 5. 22T
W, ¥3HE1OERT—XICBEAL THF I Z
To7z. ZOME, HFEL 1L Z2DEFEMEIX
497, ITEP 20 EOBEHEMHEIZ 041 ¥ HE X,
KFED 12006 2 12ZbT 2 e EEMHED 1 % FE
ZIECKRIBICBLLTCWBZehnbhs. 0%,
T =X DOBERICH B R EMIX 1 KIT T2
TELZ R INSG. B, MoFETH, Z
N FRROFERIE SN,

72, HIETCRLEEDLS, EET VDRI
DEWCE 2 TFHIBEORZIXIZFEAY RO R) >
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Tl edbhrs. Ubrs, IREOHBEIE L
TR 1T THITH D LEINTE 3.

FHEER R /NS X — 2 DEEIR
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A =R DN DONTHNR B, il LT 2 ICHE
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= DRl 7 X — X DOHEERERE R L 72

FIR 2R LB OEDL S, Th 2RO,
M SR ZBRE DN E L OREMETE 20%
fRIRTZ 5. filziX, 2RSSO EIXMOFE
MEEADE X D BNV e DFHARNR, ZDZ L
B ERBESMMOBI S ERTEZEE OREN %
ETH2NPENZ e EBRLTWS, F/2, REEE R
TR = BIE, FBAICBT 28GR0 MRS
BT e TES. HlZIX, 2FREEDRT
X—REfiGr Lz &0 2) TEREXNZIEH
FPEhAR (Item Characteristic Curve ; ICC) %< &,
EREREERICHMUEAYS D 5 Z e b 5.

CDEIRREET N TREBETHOBERICH S
MEE IR TE 2 Ze3bhb.

6 Xt®

AWFFLTIE, 215 L FRICE SIS S S T
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£y FTIE, HAICE L OFHMBB SV SR TY
22500 bbT, ZOHRIIDEDOENREL
PRE SN VAR R Xz, 2D 2 kg,
BASEEEE LT, RETALD XS REHER NG
RINIETROWATBENESR, ZRITHY 72 BE 13T 2
FEITETOVROVATREEZ "B L TW5.
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