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Abstract

Aiming at the machine automatic scoring of subjective questions with reference answers, both the
fit of the score points and the overall similarity of the text must be considered. An automatic scor-
ing method for subjective questions that combines ALBERT and Cilin is proposed. First use ALBERT’s
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Fine-tuning method to calculate the textual semantic similarity between the reference answer and
the test taker’s answer. Then use the keyword extraction operation to calculate the score-oriented
keyword similarity between the two texts using Cilin. Finally, the comprehensive score is calcu-
lated by combining semantic similarity and keyword similarity. Comparative experiments on
real data sets show that the method in this paper has a significant improvement in scoring ac-
curacy.
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1. 518

AR, 13 T BB R A2 Bl s r) g, N TR Red 2 R T KA, W
BRI THE BT HLEE E SRS WA AUR A UL B BV S AR T A 60 AR
FEGE T 5T £ R G277, fn: Ellis Page [1]#2 Hi ) PEG (Project Essay Grade) 1%, Wor4ia%E
NESPWKE S HEMAERRE SRR &IPSR VR RS R BT UL, AR
JETHEARAIAILRE, G THE 4 (SR [3]HR H B PP 43 D7 kB 1 O SRBR R EEAT UT RS, B 51N T ORI KL
SRR ST R, THEEEFEEMSE L R RN . BRGSO, RS R CERK
FE. REAHESRZNER, BAFERNE X EFREE R EZ N VE 10 o

BEAE THE LI R R A B AE S A EOR R R, BTGt 0 MBI A B VT 5 7 V2
THE BAR R A H IME T AR LA B 205 7B, I A A 1RO & . Wi David
Callear 25 N[4]#&£H T ATM (Automated Text Marker) J77%, 1% 73551 N T i XA 4L, )25 & 215 LA
o EIR LS N[S]5e T & B 44 S iR n 7 iR R IO R, 285 SR H 8] SRR AR AT AR EE TH B, A
JER O HG BRI S N[61K 45 &L R AR LDA BRIGI N A Zhira ;s AN N[7]6EH TF-IDF 1
LSl J7E4T BB oo 5K ER2REE N [8]K F AU jn) ke [ 75 (BB B9, ks DG G R & FE T B 30
I H

IR TV BAR BE R BB SUAR I RARAE R, HR AT T B8 B AR P BB UR 2 T SRS 7 S 4R AR
fiF. 2018 4F, Google /A1) Al BIFA %A T BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representation from Transformers)
BRY[9]. BERT AN transformer 4ifih 2% [10145 2 1 XL al FI#h £ 2 28548, LGRS 77 I 25 A8
ZH, PRMEA B UE B RREM T AFRE . SRI0sE R, BERT BLAYENLAS Bl 13 20 10 27K 1l
i SQUADL.1 H IR C 2Bk A 2K, I HAEAE 11 MR [R] 1 SR 5 AL PRI b 61 Y B A 5t - £ % BERT
FIN 2 B0 2 i N 25 8 BE K25 i) 3, Google A 7] 42 H T 5 F BERT ki) ALBERT #5%4[11],
ZARAE BERT (1 2EA 2844 F A% DR A i AN gs |2 S8 21 77 ogb 7 /B ZENZR S8, o =
IRl e

¥ BERT B B3 A T RAUTF s e 3058 E NS B 30770 B R 2 — AR £, ATk
BERT AL B B FH T 1) B AN AUAR A5 £, HLas B 30T S DU S R8O . R, S5 TFT80H)
FUWEAE, FEEMPUAE A B SRR Bk, MEENUABETAESEE SR, ENTIFSN,
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P EORHEIA); HR, DUBAER 172 (. FSCASEIR . 2T 0k, A TIFd 2, K BERT
ANTE) SR BRI N T B B 0P, BB AU A T Bdla S LN BERT 74
Fine-tuning J5 VAT SUAFIMUEL IS AR K UL 25 25 25 S M 2 A 25 i N 1)1 e RO RS AR AT 44
PR, IRAGZS BB NG RS SOR R AR s A6 0 5 2528 N5 AR B AT 2] L R HUC
WA R, R SGRRMEAT IR R TE SO, tH RS % R A B RS T OB 5 0 il b
MIACLEE s foeJm £t ik P R ARADURE T 5545 21 1 B B 2807

2. ALBERT #=#!

ALBERT /& Google 22 &] Al B BA & AR I I 2518 S R [11], K F XA 1) Transformer 4 i5 25 2544 [10],
wmE 1 pos. Hode | FRoRBANEE R E ERN, Trm Bl Transformer, T; #ni& i Emd, @i
YR 2% B VR B DA MR B TS . B T ES R BA)E E N SCHE UE R

T1 T2 T | .. Tn

11 12 3 | . In

Figure 1. ALBERT model structure
[ 1. ALBERT R B L5 &

Transformer s& Encoder-Deocder £5#)[) seq2seq #%4, ALBERT 44§ H] | Transformer ] Encoder
JZ U N T8 R AE (S S, Encoder /2 H Self-Attention J2 .Feed Forward /ZF17% 4> Add & Norm |24 1,
w2 Fros. A FEFFIR, Transformer x5 N\ AL E A5 B E A 5 [ A 2 AR, Lk
WHMBEE. MmN 5258 Self-Attention 4bFE, 38 5 5517 18] 5% 280 5% 3 LLINAL 5
(77 2 B N P B iR [ & . 7E Self-Attention /21 Feed Forward JZ 5 i #5i% % — 1~ Add & Norm JZ,
ZIEEAE 2R E—ZR% A Add & Norm JZ4i tH BELEAHIN, K5 X AR INSS SRiEAT 0 —4K. Feed
Forward JZ /& — /{7 B 25 4] 1) 4 22 T 0 ) 4% o

HoHr, 7F Encoder B, fEEMZ Self-Attention )2, WxN(L)FrR, Hi Q. K. V 2RI EE
B, dys2 K HRERIYEE .

Attention (Q, K,V):softmax[QKT JV ()]

7

FERLBEA NS , Self-Attention JZ= AT LTS 1 A1) P #81A) 5517 2 () 9 SR TR AL, IR FH 3] 18] B R
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Figure 2. Transformer Encoder structure
2. Transformer Encoder £5#4)[&

TESEBRM H H, Transformer 3 FH f#)J2 Self-Attention 4 JE i Multi-Head Attention. Multi-Head At-
tention 1@ 2 MAFEILL AT Q, K, V IHMTHGES, &I ER attention &5 R Pftlk, 5 7K
ERNA)FRIA RS E e /7, A x(2) (3).

MultiHead (Q, K,V ) = Concat (head,,---, head, )W° 2

head, = Attention (QWiQ KW vwg ) )

ALBERT #%4{§i H] Transformer i) Encoder 227 218 Malf) B F SCE S, (4G 7 HERF R & . B
tb2 4k, ALBERT 7Y 4 HY A0 i B S0 0T 55wt A oxt ] ) e FR)AE SURORBE S, 737l 7¢ Masked Lan-
guage Model (f##x MLM)A1 Sentence-Order Prediction (f&i#% SOP).

MLM {155 BENLEEG AN SCAR T 1% il = Fpe s B e, SR 26 T pt & et i) ] . T —
& FH[Mask]bric & fufst 80% HME B il s B3 — o2 BN A— el AN B AR LG s5 1], BEALE 4
] R ) 10%; TR =EXTRTT 10%M A ANBEAT AR B e . X FEBCTT R DY 1R S R R AR I 2
T FEAR I SR B T AN A AE R [MasKT bR ic, - [R]IRE -t kAR 7 o B 4] i) 8 PR R SEARORSE | R S0AE R

SOP 145 R I E] — AT PIANF) T A F B, Fllla)rr A I B 387 . BUEFR A A B
NIEG], BB AR B BIIRFFAE B8] e PR [R]—SCAS eh i (0 2 AR IR, B AAE [A) — AN SCAR e B ) 1
o AT DAl SCAS 32 8 1) 22 S 0 I R AR R 5

25 PR, i@k MLM AE 55 F1 SOP 125 1) 45 & » ALBERT 284 n] LU B RS E M 22 HE SCA A UAF B

3. EX iRk

(7 SCIRl A PR [12] 2 Mg K 9 4 N AFE 1983 4R i 2 ) /) S ia gt ot T IR (KO, AN I & 24 i SRR A
I TR RIE DAL R A5 BT R SLI EXNZ M BEAT 79 &, SR 1AMy R IR[13]. 3 Rt
77343 k3AliE,  PUHT— RN 1 2 3 2R, JF Hag TR S, W 1 .
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Table 1. Comparison before and after expansion of Cilin
= 1. A RATEXTEE

REAE B KF EEEN] N EH K
il 53895 12 94 1428 3 4
T REE 77343 12 97 1400 5 8

IR i 1 37— AMRCIR Z RS T R ALV S I, i 3 FR. R REIRZ A B
BT RRIE, AR RRE. hRE ADNRE RN TR [F AR e BRI T T SO )
B I BRIV AR 75

o D Q Qe D Qe O R
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Figure 3. The tree-like hierarchical structure of Cilin
3. [ERHAMEIRER R IR 454

MO EEANEE IR T ME— ) 8 frdwmfid, Forb, @& 7 AOARPIRE IREE R &R IR RS B AL AR AL,
RBALN N 2 PR . bl EER H T X2 B B 2 0N RS 2 IS SCR R, 40 H LR S
FH SRR AT A ] T A B (BRI BOA R SCRMB A SRR =AM 0L, 2l “=7 o “#7 f1 “@” =7k
Zige

Table 2. Cilin coding rule table
= 2. TARERAD RN R

T HEETa #5524 451 5 MR 25

1 A KFE B—R
2 b RIES B
3 2 2SS B=%
4 6 N E=4
5 C fikis ERUE
6 0 JR - BN
7 2 JR - BN
8 =@

mémid “He03B14 = Hib#Filil” RoxwmdE “Hik” o “Fik” i “ik” BB T H KK, e 2k,
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THEF S ERRARNE 4 R, EEWBMSHE R HAZ BN B4 )51 ALBERT £%4, 3K
1323225 SN 22 2 AT SO 2B ) W ARABLE 5 TR] B s P TR SRR AR X I 5285 2 R 2 A 25 R 81 1) o
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Figure 4. Automatic scoring flowchart for subjective questions
& 4 EWEB TS RIZE

4.1 XABNETE

FIH ALBERT % Fine-tuning 77 v2: n] LATH] Fp. iy 24 b i I B R 1R 5 7 41 2 18] B9 18 SCARALRE T 5.
Fine-tuning J7 V4008 SARBAREAT 55 A0 =40 AT 5%, i@ v AR U2 5 A M AU 295 tH 43 B 45 1,
BARRARE 5 FiR. BB BMS %5 RN S| ALBERT B 3T omAY, SR J5 K dnhid f5 (145
Tt N30 20(4) e 1 R 201 20 (B) I softmax BRZHAT Fine-tuning, ffa 153 H AN SCARTAIALE . A 1)
TR R R A U R R B, X (6) T

Z =WX +b Q)
J_ ©

ijleZJ
L=-[ylog§+(1-y)log(1-)) (6)

4.2. REBERMETE

R AT, R X 2 A BB RN 228 B S8 SR AT SRR SR AL, SR e X 52 21 ) < B 7]
P BIREAT ] TEAR AL PR 1 5

H ATAEAR U A T 5 R B PR T, 88— MR A AR RUB R ER E, JF Il — € R B 2
TR B8 TR T et SRS, Hetnad s B g8 A 1k K SO b R 2 R R 23R [14]

ASCHI RS —28MJ51%, 2T R SCRTAMY e i, AR 21 55 A [15]4/8 Hh A9 22 -5 S5 P9 4 1l i AT
ARE TS st SRRE AU, k@) Frs.
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Figure 5. Block diagram of text similarity calculation

B 5. XARBIETEER

MaxDIFF —dis(C,,C
sim(C,,C, ) = _( C) (@)
MaxDIFF — MinDIFF

Frh MaxDIFF 1 MinDIFF 73l ZRn Ak i i K22 et S/ h 27, M EEZ2 A ERR TR
M4, B AR AR A, BERAERME, YPANENEER—FI 5 R, B &
Z5M, RENWERETEARX, THHERKREREN 2, BNERENO,

dis(C,,C,)=1C(C,)+1C(C,)-2IC(LCS(C,,C,)) (8)
o(0) - ®

FER(8)H1, LCS(Cy,Cp) Hm WMl IR A LA /L, IC(C)FRr itk C E ENA S &, HI(9)
THEA o 30(9) F I hypo(C) 27 18] 1 B 7E 1 AU 1715 s 45, maxnodes Z 7 il bR LR 4= 30 47 s 3
HU{H 90114,

BARTNENEVE 1R,

Sk 1 R AL TR

input: ZEERRERATA] Ar FAEBRKEIATH B
1. initialize i< 0,j < 0, ConKeyNum< 0, KeySim

2. while i++ <ndo

3. while j++<mdo

4.  if sim(A;, Bj) >= 0.9 then

5. ConKeyNum++

6. end if

7. end while

8. end while

9. KeySim<ConKeyNum/n

10. output: ML KeySim
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4.3. ZETR

FOMTEMSGRERT, @RS F B R E S E N, REHEEPEERPREEREAEN
1355 m R, R 4A . I S TSGR VR AR, AR T A AR, sl
(10)ffr7, Horh TextSim 2 FIH ALBERT 15 2/ SCAAHBIEE, HUETEHE Dy 0~1, KeySim 72 %7 [7] S i 1]
M5 e R M ALLRE , BB YE BBl 2 0~1, MaxScore N A /0 E . Hb o p RS, Hisei

fii 126 H B AL
Score - [ o xTextSim + (1— ) x KeySim |x MaxScore, ~ TextSim > 3 10)
KeySim x MaxScore, TextSim < g
5. 5Kh

5.1. Fine-Tuning SE5&

RS 9 R OSCTRYI GRS Ry albert_tiny_zh', {3 5K WA RIE T K% LCQMC [16]80k 4, 1%
Hude—I04 26 B2 MHHREMLARER A TX, BREAN%EL 24 754, BIEEZ 9 T4, Mt
BHLTT2 T2 ROZBERIIZR T 54> epochs, B AENALE B IHERIZ )y 85%.

5.2. BB EE

5.2.1. EEGE

ARSCEH T He e BB SCH B AR G 6 ) ME IR, BEALHEL T 100
WHEAEE, BEEYCEINTZETE TSN Ty . ARRENSEEZWT:

TR 1 T M ) DK a0 5 7 T W ) PR 5 A T A 2

SHER . BRI EIRA E iR R, TR R TR SRR F Rz L= E. K
AR G Z Gi—hriE, S REAEAE 5V 6 1038 5 MU AZIE 22 R A, & FYER/N . REHE T A
A=,

I FH [ S iml il B Jo SR AT SR i AR ALLE 1 BT, 7 Sl BT 25 3 B SRR 3 AR 2 R HEAT 43 1] DA R
TP . FEASSZIG B, 1 NLPIR? 704 T 3472001, 053k SCAS (R Szl 4 g St ial

XTRL0)H o M B ZHIRE, B ZRERAERKY, X a N 05, fN0TH, HIFFMA
TP 0 oy B e B

5.2.2. SLIGEER O
ARSIk FHHERI R . QWKappa. PR Z 5 E NI Fabs, JEEE T [F) SCRTER AR ik 365 XA
3 5 2 6] PR 7 92 DA R 3 T LDA 7 95047 SEIG X EL a0 iT . 1R 45 SR 26 3. & 6 Fiws

Table 3. Experimental results
3 LWHR

Jiit R =R QWKappa IR ZE 5
BT BERT Sk 572 91.0% 0.84 0.54
BT AR 7 i 87.7% 0.71 0.74
BEF X0 13 175 2 ) 7 v 84.3% 0.65 0.94
T LDA 77 83.3% 0.54 1.00

*https://github.com/brightmart/albert_zh.
https://ictclas.nlpir.org.
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Figure 6. Comparison of manual scoring and automatic scoring

6. A5 5 BETHHIRILE

H# 3 aTLEH, ASCRHBMTESCREE: £ =AM R BT =A baseline 73k, 53R
IRIF IR TR AR TEA E, AR SR I R HERA 5. QWKappa. ~F3JiRZ =T fe s b2l 3 7t
T 33MNEA M I T 013, K 0.2, H5ATIFAZRAMEL, ASCHEAZNIF A 28O LW T A
TP 8. BARE, ARSCHRHI A SED 77k O BT R HIRCE .

6. REERE

FXE S HE R F A B 30 0F5r BEEE [E OGS 7 G B, S SR B AR AR AL, B 4 1) R
Pt T ALBERT Al [ SCIaliRI AR ) 3= MRR H )V 43 7732 J7i2 8 ALBERT Tyl s 284 A i) S]] bk
TR S5 5 55 4 B8 T8 R SCACTE SURMALRE DA SBT3 50 U BRI AR ALLRE , 5 s 45 5
ML BT BB R 2. SEBR R, MRS, AW ITE— e Rigm TIETERe.

FITVFATAE— € B, SR IR A R A AALEE L WA, & Fr i R,
GIONERRFILH. £ F— BRI TES, 5 NEIRERESEEA, LA RS,

E&WE

IR A BE B3R H (2017JGXM-ZD14) . TR A REHRIE (202081010010010.
20198101001021) .
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