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BT

AR, KBS EET L (LLM) ZHWT/Ni
HEIFR S FIENZBIRR I N TWA. FIT/NGRYE
REDORT 74 ZPBIHE SN TEEEZEH T 20
KFRIEHETDH 2 —71, #HESI NG LM
FHECE E D, v—T7 Y v Z12FHED MRS
DEHPRETH 2 e WO HEID 5. Tz, 1K
FIRZE—HEOFHICR 5N 5 720, SRR
P HRENER D, Z ZTARIFETIE, LLM D3
7 —RICHES LR e, DRBOIEREE % W
FEE WAL, HONFHliTE R OBRIE & R EE R
R ZFRICEB T 2 FIERRET 5.

1 FC®IC

/N HEIFR A (Automated Essay Scoring © AES)
&, N ORR 2R W THBILS 2 X
A7 TH%. ABES IFHRFICH 5 3R b DHEPA
FHEEBELET ZEMO—2 LTGEFEFEHINT
W5 [1].

AES W28 % < 1%, #hlid b ERE AR & g
WD X 2 7 2 nt e LT3 [2]. Hhlid b E
EARFETE, RENRO/NRSEE DR KT A
EReHOTHEEEEET VEORWAEET VR
¥R, FU/NGEECS UTHRREITS. —
T, MMM TR, RENROBEIN LTI
FTRRBOERPELATORVD LIFFEELR
Wi, ZRLSL ORI U Tid+0 & OR A
HPNRXHBFONTVWBIRNZREL, FXA ViE
JER B A A PULEE DB 2 W TR R DA
T B ERAETVOMEE HIG T .

— /T, IEFEORHIEFFEE TV (Large Language
Model : LLM) @5 BB fERE ) o HERAE ) 2 TEH L
T, HfiF—2EANTICERY 3 v b T/NGRXER
REIT FEPVL DM RESIATNS [3,4,5, 6].
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Bz, %M - ER 3] &, ZEONHLRT DE
%% LLM I XE, 20OXR7 V4 8T — X
% Bradley-Terry €7 I/LICHD K B ERHOHE
—a—I)0%y NI THEL, SNaXDEMS
%% 3 % LLM Comparative Essay Scoring (LCES) %
BELTWVWAS.

LaL, 20O LLM ZHWERT 7 A4 gz i
I 7T —FRIELTHZ—F, XD LS RifHE
DD, (1) R7TA4 BT -2 X DfEES N
DRI RECEED, =7V v 7128 o<
M BRBRRA T —VEHET 2 Z e TERV.
Q) H—oBlRICET 2 A LPTA T, FHEER
TrDfRE (74 —=FRNv 7)) BELARVWED,
BRAEAER ORISR, 3) 77 A4 XIS
BIF3 LLM DB 7 ZAZRIET 272012, |
FHx AR ZTERF 2 [H, FC/NamXR7I LT
MOWEDLEEIToTBOETE I X F2EWV.

Z ZTCARMIETIE, ZhoDoEE RIS 572
®, LCES R L 7= FEZRE T 5. RETFHES,
BEEBRRARE TV 2 BB ERBICE S LT
Z27¥EETLE LTERET 2. ZoREAD
T, LLM OR7 7 4 XEH T =X P o D¥H
PEOREIE AT — X2 X BN FHIIRE ¥ %2, 7
BAA 7 22 LoD ENTETT 5.

REFIRZ, EEER/DGHRSCRAICBOY TN
7% ASAP, ASAP++7— &+t v N EHWT, HETHl
FEE OFMEEER 21T 5. EBC X b, BEFIEE,
PERDTFIEL B L CTEWS A THRE 2 EZNR T 5
ZEERT.

2 REFE

ARFETIE, DX D = {x; | i € I} 1% U CEFf

B ORR {yu i€l ke XK}y 2 THTHZ%2H

89, 22T, idied={1,..., N} FH DN
BRLU, yiu 3PN B2 keX=A{1,..., K}
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BUALEE © LLMERWERT 71 X8

~ Iz
e LLME AW BFTF—4 A TS Bt
D= {zi} RTTA XL Doret (Cijie) BFT—8 —> Bradley Terry + BCE
= XA X "B D -‘Fﬂh%rsm - P(l Y]
3 0\ T % idA idB ciji cijp ... Vo 5)
I s BB | o
WAL & . 13 1 05 .. ERE L.,
R - v 2 3 0 1 .
i — FREE g, —> - L
DR O TIERS REEF fo HDER g —>
IR Z N EWRICHTS
DROREABIEL LT FHE DEXVFIIEE L D, Dy,
HHIN 2
Dane = {(Tas Yar)} D — FRER{Ia} — Syt—z4] —
. D:] HOER {ya} —> R@Z
Sid mal w2 ]
—1 7 6 0 4 . .
¢y =[G, 9ix]
; = ! s { L = Liret + AancLanc + AdistLaist ]
NFA—2B#H Vo !

1 #ERFEROMZK.

FHOFEB AR OERERT. £/ N, K 3Zh
ZHNRX OB FMBlAROBERT. 561
AFFETIINRIXES D DI b, PED/NHX
{xa | a € A C T} ITOWTATFRAIC K 2 IEMES S
F—Z {yar | a € A, k € K} BE STV BIRMEK

ETD. TZTARILSY T I NT/ N
XDA VT P RAEETHY |A| < N ZRELT
W3,

ISR D S T, RO HMIE, /NaX
DIIHLT, LLM ORT7 VA4 EIFIHD Y
EITWDOD, L—TV v 7 TERI N 21G
AT —=WZED T2 X517 v h— i 5/NaX
Dane = {(Xa» Yar) | a € A, k € K} % BN TH AL
EZ1T528T, mMELBATHIZEHET .
THbd. 1B, FRICETADERATHZITS DIF
{(x; |i€eT\A} TH 2B IZERIN.

KEir e, BARMREREB SRS T LOERL
2.1) BXUZzo%EHE 22) IZOWTHHT 3.

2.1 #EHBRRETI

ARG TIX, &/DNawsC x; O FFAMGE U D 15 5
yi = its--yix]T ZPHIT 2REET IV fo ZRX
TTOHEBHERFICESVWTERLT 2. Z0ER
B, NasGRERCIIEROHE#E R0 B RIS, %
NoDEREZHE L THAT 2R FLEET 20
9%&L%omfb%7]ﬁ%mku,%ﬁﬁﬁ
AMOGER y; XA TEHT 5.

yi = fo(x;)) = Wizi(x;) )
CZT, W = [wy,...,wk] € RK 13 k TFHODFF
MBS DEANT ML w, € R 2057 51751,
zi(x;) € RYIE x; OBUSICHE T 2BERB RS
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N7 MLVTHD. %7z, d IFBERBERZ FLOX
TLEERL, d<KEZHEELTWS.

F72, R () OBHERBNT MLz, 2185729
AL TIE, F3/NGX x; ZEHAREE O XEH DA
ABETIVICANL, ZOMNEZIHIZZE -
b &> (Multi-Layer Perceptron : MLP) TZHi3 5.
BARINCIX, dip ROTDORZ L% T 5
DIABETINE ¢ T B,

zi(x;) = MLP(¢(x;)) = Wo tanh(W ¢ (x;) +b1) +bs (2)

SWHHTE 2. 22T, W € R¥din,
W, € R4 (ZBEAITHI], by € RY, by € RY 1IN
A 7 AN Z b Jb, tanh 1 W AR F 5% B £ & 3R
T. CORBEETI fo DEBAJRERT X — &
O = {W, W, Wa,bi,b} \IXETHFT2 3 >DH
FIREE R b 32 Z e TR a5,

2.2 EFILEE

AT, FIETERMELREET N fo &F
B350 HNEKZERT 5. HIVBEEX
LLM DR T 2R 7 7 A4 REIFICED < KRB
Lowet &, PEORETEA/NGL Dane & FN 7N
FHEESED /=D 2 DDIBREE, b b ElRE
K Lae BEUG~ v F Y 7K Lag D OHKE

no. ZhozEHANEMTERL,
L= Lpref + AdancLanc + AdistLdist 3
YERT D, ZIT, A, Aas EENRZTHOEE

TEHICW T 2EARBMTH 2. HEETI fo DT
X=X 01X, ZoEXEY £ 2R/IMET R8T
FHPINS. DUF, SHEKEOFEMEZRNS.
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221 RT7I7A XFEIFEK

LM OR7 VA4 B FIZHE SIS FEE T, £
FTINHXES D H»o, LLM ZHWERT T 4
AW EATHIRT DEE Py ZIRET 5. B
FICiE, D NDO/NRXDEEDHAEDEES
P=A{@,))|i# jxi,x; €Dy o MAEA%RZ VX LT
B Y TLT, RTEE Pap ZERT 2.
Rz, LIS L THERLERTES
WX LT LM ZHWTERIZRTY 7 4 XK
52T, ETAVEEHOT -2ty b
Dpret = {(, j. k,ciji) | (i,)) € Poww, k € K} ZERT
3. ZZT, cijr T (G,)) D k FHOFHMEL
X35 LLM O HEEER 2 £ 3. KL TIE,
cijk = LIERT (i, j) D k THOFHEBL AT BN T/)
A x D x; KDBBEBNATVE IR, ¢ =013%
D%, cijx = 0.5 FMEDFAETHL I 2KT.
RRICFEDOI-DOEKEMEERT . 7T
A BAFEETIE, &7 G, ) LT, )i
B BREAETAEZHOCTENGHLD k % H DFHI
BROBR Gu.91) ZEHETZ. Zho0BR%
G e L &, /N x; DVPams x; & D Bl
K IZBWTEWRRZG MR P>« j | S, Pjx) &
Bradley-Terry €7V CETMELT 5. BRI,
P(i ¥k j) = 0(Pik = 9 jk + Opos) = (W (2i —2;) + Spos)
TitHF5. 22T, o B 7EA FBE, 6pos &
LLM D ONMNEANA 7 AZMIET 2EERL, 2
BOHER AR I X =R LTRET 5. B, O
1EJEX Davidson and Beaver IZ & 2 2R EFRERIER D E
FIUALIZHEDTNT WD [8,9]. ZDOHERIE P(i >, j)
Z LLM D LB EREBET 5 X518, DL
TONAL FURELY brE—BREHVTEY
175, BRI,

1 . .
Lpref = _W Z [cijk log P(i =1 j)

+(1—cUk)kg(l—fKi>kj»]
PHRAERE T, 20, LLM BAERL =
RT7TVARXBF T —ReHmdD LLSFHPT 2158 ju
PEE L TWLLBIRTx 3,

2.2.2 [E)EE%

HIR DR 7 7 4 GEAFEE TN DR D
X R BRD A% FE T 2720, FRISH 2158
HL— TV Zi2HD 1 B & RS % I RE
WnD 2. 72 THAHTE, PEOREEANGY
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Dane ZFHVRENFEEFICL D, FHR a7 O
REPBIESTS. Zuckh, EBORSEA T —1
WEEE LBRATHREICR 2 & e BT, LLM O
BIF T —RICEFEND ) 4 ADOFMIEDIFTE 3.
BRI, BEETVICE 3 TR fu L E
DR yu EORN_FFEEZRIMET 5. Zor
= P k12 & o TR HEBPEDZ BN R 515
B, TOEETIFEREDOR T —LHBBEZ 2 IThE
—Y kb, FIT, V=7V v 7 TERINBIS
k DR i) LB ) D38 Ry = k) - )
TTHBRREBEOBREZNTHERLTZ. 20
WED, TRNTOFBBREEL  EAMNIT K
B TR 3.

1 K
Lanc=|A|.KZZ

acA k=1

N k IINIE
Yak _rr(ni)n _ Yak —r;(m')n
Ry

Ry

“4)

223 SHIVFUIEK

MIFEIEER Ly X7 ¥ h—/NaX ETOH VT
NVHEN ORERMNZ 2 —HT, NaXES D &
KICBIT 2 PR ROSARPTFA IS 21X
RO, 22 TR T, Bla £ 227l
BR Piktics DAME T ¥ H—1FR {Vaktaen DI
MELEDT 57D, IO 1-7 v 3 —
2Ax4 ViR /M 5. BIRENICIE, 202
DG D &R B3R D — R AL 9 BAE 5 A B K
Fl'(p) =inf{x e R | F(x) > p} ZHWVT, vy
F U TR Lig EATD LS ITERT 5.

1 !
Lais = kz_;/o )Fgl(l?) - Fy,(p)|dp

TIT, R R dEhEn, TR 7Y
T — OB T 5 — A3 B4
HE LT,

3 8

ARETIX, IREFEOELATHFEE 233 525
ERIZDOWTIR 3B,

31 7—%tvb

AREBRTIE, BRTHEEZFMT 272D
T —2&X+ v b LT, Automated Student Assessment
Prize (ASAP)I) B L ASAP++ [10] ZHW/=. ASAP

1% Kaggle Da ¥Ry 4> a >y THIDTHHINT
DIk, Z< O HEBREMREICEVTRY Fv—7

1)  https://www.kaggle.com/c/asap-aes
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R1 SRTHEEZEOFERIR. 20 HE (P1~P8) DFITIX, ZOMBIINET 2 FHEiE RN T 2 FIEZRL
T2, ZEETEDS L, PHEIRDEVWTFEEXFTRLTVS.

Model Method P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 Avg.
Zero-shot 0.272 0.494 0.404 0.262 0.313 0.271 0.190 0.059 0.283
Few-shot (1/Score) 0.036 0.160 0.546 0.553 0.398 0.493 0.509 0.064 0.345
Gemma 3n E2B Few-shot (2/Score) 0.061 0.112 0.553 0.345 0.430 0.392 0.483 0.093 0.309
Few-shot (3/Score) 0.020 0.038 0.473 0.303 0.410 0.414 0.369 0.056 0.260
SFT 0.520 0.606 0.484 0.621 0.286 0.651 0.190 0.022 0.423
Proposed 0.695 0.676 0.672 0.736 0.680 0.711 0.702 0.523 0.674
Zero-shot 0.226 0.500 0.464 0.564 0.505 0.392 0.200 0.379 0.404
Few-shot (1/Score) 0.345 0.549 0.534 0.609 0.522 0.576 0.195 0.137 0.433
GPT-5 mini Few-shot (2/Score) 0.382 0.587 0.525 0.649 0.534 0.609 0.281 0.162 0.466
Few-shot (3/Score) 0.401 0.569 0.560 0.637 0.567 0.639 0.372 0.171 0.490
Proposed 0.641 0.682 0.700 0.748 0.707 0.722 0.576 0.652 0.678
Zero-shot 0.280 0.528 0.510 0.601 0.588 0.488 0.235 0.523 0.469
Few-shot (1/Score) 0.451 0.655 0.605 0.674 0.641 0.640 0.258 0.305 0.529
GPT-5 Few-shot (2/Score) 0.519 0.649 0.656 0.714 0.675 0.668 0.355 0.418 0.582
Few-shot (3/Score) 0.538 0.679 0.672 0.743 0.687 0.686 0.421 0.416 0.605
Proposed 0.676 0.699 0.687 0.750 0.703 0.723 0.631 0.675 0.693
F—&Xty P LTAELHVWSLNT WS, ASAP ETFEEEAL, S THIFEE 23 L 7.

W2iE, 8 O/ NRXHEICH T 2 ZHmEDER
12,978 iy, EERIINT 2MARRLEZENTY
5. F72, ASAP++ T, ASAP 7—&t v F2FELU
BRI U CEHMEE AR O Rt 52 hTtn .

32 R—=XF51>

REFE T 2FEe LTUREHRA L.

YO< 3w bk (Zero-shot) : LLM Z/Niw S [HRE,
N—TVy o, BEREAHNLTESEHEhE2F
F S I U< )= bl N RV A Nk b RY
D 3w b (Few-shot) : ZDFETIE, LLM 12
YrYay MERTHENL 3 DD ANERITMZ,
DD IEfRER % 5 % 72 E TR RD/NR L DS
mEHhEE 3. AEBRTIE, SEEERCOE 1,
2, 3B > TINEHEZ 232 ERVWE. X
DZLDIEREFEE52 2 2 b[EETH 203, A
T b =2 VEOBINENZ RKIZa Z S35 7z
B, AEBRTIEEFTLDAAX—VIZREL .
N2 D 5% (Supervised Fine-Tuning : SFT) : ¥
nYyay MEREFRIL v YT T 7L — M EF
AL, 7Y —58E Due XL TIERERZ T
525 X512 LLM 2% T 2 FiETH 2. A%
BT, 2BSERIRICYE I8 7.

3.3 RBERERTE

LLM. A% TIX, Gemma3nE2B[11], GPT-5mini,
GPT-5 D 3 2D LLMIZH L TR—2 54 v B XX

2) 2025/12/15 B3fE, GPT-5, GPT-5 mini (¥ SFT IR ETH
%728, SFTIXHEML Iz -7z,

3) ZHZN, gemma-3n-E2B-it, gpt-5-mini-2025-08-07, gpt-5-
2025-08-07 =M L 7=.
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NTIN=INSA=HB. 7o —HEE Dype DRKEX
X100 & L, LLM IZ & 2/NX DR 7 PR i
M X 5000 LEE L. DN DOHEDIAAE T IV
¢ £ LTI, OpenAl OXFEMHDAABETILTH S
text-embedding-3-large A U7z, Adane, Adaist V%
nEh 5.0, 35 LRELR. BT NAOEREIITIE,
2R 0.001 ISERE LTz Adam [12] W, 50 ©
Ry 7B L1z £, HEBERHOIUTK 4 1
3 L7,

SHMEFEIE. AEBRTIX, TS LOFMEEEE LT
KE AN E A v MEE (Quadratic Weighted Kappa -
QWK) %M L7, QWK FZ " FoiHiiE . €
TADTHRRE BEDGER) 252 515H0—8E
ZRZIEEETH D, 2L D AES ML THHINT
W3 [13, 14, 15, 16].

3.4 #R

FERERER 1 IRT. RED, EBRCTHEHLE
FTANTOD LLM B LU ITRTO/NaHEICB VT,
RBEFEPIR—2 74 % EHEREEZ. £
7z, Gemma 3n E2B ¥\ o 72/NMIEE FLITHBEWT
SIRBETFIEDEREE R ER L TWVW5 Z & aARN
5. ZNODERDP S, MEFENRDEHVERT
HIMEREZR D Z b DR T X 5.

4 BBbHbIC

AL TIE LLM 234K U 728 4 E IS D B ER
FBEANRSERE TS T 5 2 & THON MR E %
175 BHBRRETFEERE Lz, BEFRIINER
FELHRTEVERTHRBEZZR L. KD
IR R F RO EAITESHZOFEL Lizw.
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K2 ASAP ¥ ASAP++F— &t v F D,

B E- N =8, = 1%/?;‘\%@
R GEXE FIOHEN HMESRS 246 BE7
1 1783 350 Overall, Content, Organization, Word Choice, Sentence Fluency, Conventions 2-12 1-6
2 1800 350 Overall, Content, Organization, Word Choice, Sentence Fluency, Conventions 1-6 1-6
3 1726 150 Overall, Content, Prompt Adherence, Language, Narrativity 0-3 0-3
4 1772 150 Overall, Content, Prompt Adherence, Language, Narrativity 0-3 0-3
5 1805 150 Overall, Content, Prompt Adherence, Language, Narrativity 0-4 0-4
6 1800 150 Overall, Content, Prompt Adherence, Language, Narrativity 0-4 0-4
7 1569 250 Overall, Content, Organization, Conventions, Style 0-30 0-6
8 723 650 Overall, Content, Organization, Word Choice, Sentence Fluency, Conventions, Voice  0-60 2-12

xR 3 FHMHBA I L DFE QWK. K FEDS B, FHEIRS GVWFELZKFTRLTWS. 7238, Cont. &
Content, Org. {& Organization, WC (& Word Choice, SF (X Sentence Fluency, Conv. (& Conventions, PA (X Prompt Adherence,
Lang. | Language, Narr. /& Narrativity 3 3.

Model Method Overall Cont. Org. WwC SF Conv. PA Lang. Narr. Style Voice Avg.

Zero-shot 0.305 0.266 0.296 0.239 0.313 0.200 0.254 0.362 0.339 0.112 0.067 0.250
Few-shot (1/Score) 0.378 0.354 0.256 0.067 0.080 0.151 0.453 0.490 0.504 0.414 -0.001 0.286
Few-shot (2/Score) 0.385 0.338 0.214 0.058 0.090 0.121 0.364 0.366 0.403 0.499 0.099 0.267

Gemma3nK2B  po o (3/Score) 0.333 0233 0086 0050 0024 0.105 0388 0344 0421 0431 0033 0223
SFT 0.379 0456 0272 0405 0380 0327 0515 0504 0556 0228 0016  0.368
Proposed 0.719 0.679  0.629 0.654 0.614 0614 0705  0.653  0.695 0.681 0529  0.652
Zero-shot 0.460 0400 0395 0285 0335 0327 0420 0468 0521 0089 0282 0362
Few-shot (1/Score) ~ 0.419 0448 0358 0289 0306 0311 0530 0564 0574 0188 0248 0385
GPT-5 mini Few-shot (2/Score) 0457 0454 0393 0296 0371 0363 0560 0572 0611 0466  0.194 0431
Few-shot (3/Score) ~ 0.466 0491 0451 0351 0349 0350 0593 0613 0608 0468 0226 0451
Proposed 0.687 0.681 0.624 0671 0.669  0.654 0726  0.682 0719 0539  0.649  0.664
Zero-shot 0.539 0491 0462 0440 0416 0293 0492 0500 0546 0083  0.555  0.438
Few-shot (1/Score) ~ 0.538 0582 0457 0450 0488 0309 0612 0588 0638 0225 0442 0485
GPT-5 Few-shot (2/Score)  0.595 0635 0471 0583 0499 0391 0673 0618 0694 0292 0513  0.542

Few-shot (3/Score) 0.620 0.657 0.541 0.544 0.548 0.400 0.687 0.633 0.703 0.364 0.547 0.568
Proposed 0.711 0.696 0.658 0.698 0.694 0.673 0.724 0.669 0.706 0.609 0.677 0.683

A T—32tv O
AWMZE T L7z ASAP, ASAP++7— &+t v k
D EFR 2 1TRT.

B FHMEESRAC L DOFARBE

HBIEDOE 1 TR, &/ im @z EAL e LT
A Z & D QWK 2t L7z, Z3uTxt UAEH]
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