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1 FL&HIC

T, FTUWKHRICBEE 5 EHE 580 & Uit
FIEE R HCHIEE kD o0, T o &3S
SFHEDO—D L UTUNGRBPEH I hTWwad. LU
U, KEREEZINGRSGABRIZIL, FEEIY - e8Ra 2 B
DE S RO PEEDHDHE U X &\ 5 72D
FET 5. HEFRSHEM (Automated essay scoring)
FEINSMEOMIED—D e LTHL hSERHI N
THEY, BELZOMEIZRINT VS,

HEIERAFIEE LTE, HCERSINZREE
(Handcrafted features) % A2 FiED 1 < 225 F)
AEhTwa., HlziE, ZOFEOREHTHS e
rater[3] &, TOEFL * Graduate Management Ad-
missions Test (GMAT) DEGRER CTEBIZH WS
NTW5. erater 1, 12 HORHEZDHLEK, 5
MEHWNERE TAEMABETVERCTFHIZTS.
O, ETINDEANT A —XITRERINZPIE S N
5. ZOFHEIFPHE»DEI A NTHHTE 27,
KR & BN SR [E A DR % L AGA AT <
WEWS DS [1].

ZORMEEMRT 2FEE LT, HEEFEe T VICE
D HERAFENEESBREINTVS (eg,[1,
4]) . ZOFETE, MHx O/NRSCRTEIZ T 28R
HABERDOT— Rty bEHVWTHEEFEET IV EYE
HepZ LT, FHICARZRREHEZNRIEET L2
ERTESL., ZOFHEE, ToRXNEOIAMNIKE
WA, fEROMEIZEAEORHES FHICFIHTE,
R AR A DR S N T 0 B [4].

HEFZH AR AFIED &S R DH » Y
ETICES S HERAFIETIE, 7%y o
fill 2 DEEZHZ 5N BRI EOMHENET 5.
UL, KB ZNGRSGAERClE, 80 HEE (7
JT—8) WAHUTENEZITD 2B —BNTH Y,
ZD & 56, flx DERITNT S5 R0 FEHEIE O
Rtk (HE /L S E) 1T RIFT 5 Z e vHIs N
TW3 [5]. 20 &5 iHliE RO 8 %% 77—

— 716 —

REFMALEZGS, FHINIZET LV ZORELZ
o, FRIEREAME T T2 Z 2GS T3 2.

ffic, EHE, BE - DHUEDOATIZENT, Z
D & S i FHliE R DR E B L CEOB R HEE
TEDFENLBERE SN, INRSGABR R & THERIC
EHINTWS [6]. BARMICIE, $EEETLVEHV
72T A NEERD—D & L ThRZ & BIA T A b THIH
INTERHEARISETIVG, FHMiE DR %2 £33
TA=REMATZETNE UTREINT VS,

ZZT, KWi%ETIE, ZOHEAMKGETIVTESN
13 % PHT 5 & D ICHBR A A PR T 5 Pk
RETS. 207 T —FIIbk% 2 EEFE A #R A E
TOTRIHTE 2%, A% CIIBIERD —RIIZF)
HE N Twa LSTM (Long short-term memory) (2
HOKETIV 4 2MHT S, BEFEEFHTSZ
& T, lHx DERE BRSNS 5 FHEE DR ICKFE T,
HERSET V2 FHTESD. KX Tl 72X
FEIZ LV IREETVOEEERT
2 7%

AT, J ANDOZERE T={1, -, J} IZ/NGaX
HEG52, TOEEE R ANOFE (7 5—%) £H
R={1,---, R} P K BPEFR L={1, -, K} TENT
DGBEERD. B, EEIIRAAHE BT 572
DIZ, % DERIZRADS HLOEKLEED Y TTER
RMThid. UkhioT, Z8¥ je J DEX% ¢;
TRU, BEe; ITWT 25Hli#H r DERE U; 55
&, BRT—RFU={U;, e KU{-1}|j € T,r € R}
LEFRTED. 2IT, Ujp = —1R@3RUT—2%2KT.

Tz, EEESGEG={1, -G} LT DL, BREE
e; IFHFEDRIE LT, ej = {w,/n={1,---,N;}}
LEHTED. 22T, wjp, LIFEEe; WO n FH
DHFEAE KT one-hot N7 ML, N; 13K XK e; NDH
T HB.

AR TIEZ DT — 25 6 @EFEH AT T IV
EHETD.
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3 LSTMA#BWEBEHESRETIL

ATk, FEFEEAVZABREE T VO
WETVLELTHSNT WS LSTM % H\\ 7z HE)#
METN 4] VS, ZOETIVCIEEERFEZ A
Hel, 4202 ELTREZ FHITS. LFTE
FNDEBIZONTOHIAEITS.

1 JE H ® Lookup Table Layer Tl HizE% Mo
RAANZ FVERBL (word embeddings) IZZ# L, 2
J& H ® Recurrent Layer THEDIAANRT IV D%
H% LSTM IZ AJ1 3 5. IXIZ 3 J8H D Mean over
Time Layer Tld, Recurrent Layer O H 1% H =
(hji, hja, -+ hjnyy) KX 2RI RV My =
N%_ SN hy, 2T B, BA%IT Linear Layer with
Sigmoid Activation Layer T Mean over Time Layer
DR bVE §; = (WM, + b) TAHT—D
fEIC T, TOMEEZHEESRN g £ 95, ZIT,
W L b ETNTNHRBETVOERENS T ATH
5. ZOLE, ;130505 1 OEEZES. FRRNED
INEBIRDEEITIE, §; B IRERL, FEEEORGR
REIZAEDES.

ETNOEETHWLEEBBICIE, P RERE
(mean squared error : MSE) %\ 5.

ZIT, TNV ERBEDFRUTDOWVTIE, FF
fili# 23 1 # DEEITIEZ OF i DS i%, FEME L
BERDGE 3R R DA R R 2 — R ICF AT
5. L»L, 1 BTHERARNZ KD, HR I LITFHT
BINRZ D56, 140 N55 8055 i ORME (HE/
LX) ITHRHET 2 Z Ao TV [5).
L7zhioT, ThoDRREEDMEE LTETIVEY
B3 5e, FHUMLETIVHFHGERE DR E L 21T
TLEW, PHEEMETTS 2. ZHEEADH D
BEEE T ICEED K TR TOHBRMAE T MY
TREHHETH 5.

5T, Zo &5 %L ORE LD BRNTEE
KOMRREHETE 2FHEE UT, HE KN GmICE
DLETUMPREINT VS, AMETIE, ZOET
NVERMMLUT, FHliFE A7 AEER HEEREE T
NEEETHILE2HELT 5.

4 JRERICER

THH K)GHEER (Ttem Response Theory: IRT) I, 3
YEa—&R - TFARAT 4 I DYRE BT, HERA
BB TEAMELED SN TWAEIE T L2 W
TANEERDO—DTHB. AWFETIE, IRT ET IV

— 117 —

g (7 57—%) OREERT NI A—-XEMA
P - RO E TV (6] ZFIHT .

FHL - FHE O E TV [6] 1%, REMRZMER IRT T
5 — A DR E TVl RE RS XA — & %
M5 UIERET LV TH Y, ZhE jOF A M
AT BERITH L, FHbiE r BMERk 25 2 DHER
PR TEET 5.

Pl (b= fr—dr)] ),
S expY [ i (05— B = Br—dim)]

0; \$ZHE j ODBEOBEN 2 RTEHELHTH Y, o,
BilxENTNT A NERE ORI, REEEE2RT. £
72y Qry Bry dpp W EENTNFUEE »r O—EHM, BRL X,
Bk (TR BRI r DR L X 2 KT. 5L, X5
A= ROBFHMED DI, [[L,ai=1, L, 8i=0,
di1=0, iy dr,=0ZKET 3 [6].

2ETHRARZ K DIZ, RWFETIET A ME@ED—D
DBEERELTVWS., ZOHRETIE, WA Hen
DEROBIIZBRE LT DDA LD, 0; 1%
ZERE §DHENERT L HIL, TOZHREDEZED
FIEAEA GHMEEREDOFEZE D RV R) 25K
TIELLE AES.

KIFEDERT AT 14 T, TOETFTIMZE>TEHE
Mg RO B L2 R CHESINDE0; 2Tl
TAH5EOICLSTM HEI S ET V2 FETH I L1
H5.

5 REFE

AW TIE, FAMiEORMEEZZR L 72 IRT €TV
ELSTM 2 HW-HERSET V2HET HZ L T,
AT N T AR BRI AL RE T 5.
REFEOWMSMZH 1ITRT. HM10& 5 ITEE
FHE, IRT IZXBEEMIEDO 7 = —XE, LSTM €
TILVDFEET £ — XD B TR E 5. BRI
FIRDED TH . 1) iGN GRB8ERT—2 U
5, IRT EFNVEHNT G, 2HET 2. 200, %,
BE e THT 558875, 2) FIEL TROMGA
0; T 25X 512, LSTM %2 W /- HEERSET
VAT L, BRI IEEEIER S E TV D EKBIEK
ZIRD MSE TEFHZL, HEMEEIEICLD NI A—
REFET 5.

Pijri =

mmﬂamz%E]%—@F (2)

j=1
22T 6 1k, LSTM HEBMRAEF VO Flfie &
ETHE, WHTEEINEETLERNT Y, &
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IRT layer

Linear layer

Mean over time

[ LSTM ]——-[ LSTM } _.[ LSTM } Recurrent layer

I I I

Xj1 Xj2 xij

! ! |

‘ Word embeddings ‘ Lookup table layer
f i I

Wj1 Wj2 W]'Nj

1: ERET VOB

FHTHZ TS, 72720, IRT TE—#IZ 0; D5

i & UCHEsEERIN 2 ARE T 5 728, 6; 13 [—o0, o0

DHPADMEZ &V, TOFRE BIRENLED->TLUX

5. TOMRRREILEDLE D01, AERTIZRD

£S5 IRT EFMCED YIREE U, 25k 5.
R K

=30 2>k P (3)
r=1 k=1
6 FLMmEER

TIT, ET-REREZEBELCHEE NI T A%
LD R\ 7- BEIR SO AN % GG 5.

6.1 E7—%

ARERTIX, HERSNETVORYVFI—IFT—X
EUTIESFMAZTNT WS Automated Student As-
sessment Prize (ASAP) 2FEF—X & U THHT 3.
ASAP X, 8 DDHRLLZ  NEY 21T HTy v A%
T =R XN BT — X TR I N TV 5.
722U, BRIBEBOFEE THRAI N TN D LEl#
INTWDD, ASAP OF — XIZIEFHi#H 2T &
LIERBEENT WAV, RETEEZERIIEH
TERV. T I TARIFE T, Hi7zIZF i 2 BmH L
T ASAP OERT— X2 BERRIESL I L TAE
BRIZRMATES T —XEINEL. ZZTIlx, i
RTYHBEVPREEP > NEY 7 5 DEET—X
ZRALZ. BERIIZIZNE Y 7 5 D 1805 HDEE
1Zxf U C, Amazon Mechanical Turk THEE U 7 553
I T4 7 3THOFMEE 1 DDELEH-D 3~5%
H DM TTRAEIT o7z, FRAIEHEX ASAP TAR
INTVWBEEDEMAL, 5 EBECiMMizir> 7. 9

— 718 —

# 1: IRT DA &M S R
IRT Yy p t fil

RMSE 0.526 0.914 p<0.001 129.9
QWK 0454 0.409 p<0.001 16.48
SNBET — XId ASAP OB E T — X & OHED

SEYST 0.656 TdH - 7.
6.2 IEBRKRGIEFROAE MMM

4 FTHRAR T KD ICFHlE R 2 Z R U2 IRT €7
V&AW Z & TRMliE (ITARAF LR WEE LT3 %
WETDHILNTES. AfiTIE, PHMERELTZ
D %G 5.

T ARAE L R VR E LB R ERETELDT
AU, BRDFHIE PR U7ZT — X %2 TIZFEL
e UTHRRDERIZEL TN K705 EHIfFE
N5, TOEZFICETE, T TIHROFIET IRT
OEMMEZFHEL 2. 1) ET—XE2HWT<ILI7
HHE YT ANTIEIZEDETNNRT A =R EHEL
7. 2) RERIZEZ SN DOFME I & DK
DHMPE T VXL 1 DBIRLTHESNEEHT —
Ry bE 10 XX MER L. Z0sT—XEy b
#{U,--- U} 5. 3) FlE1 cHzEL=IEH -
T Z N T A =R EFRGLLT, nBHOEET —X
ty b U, POBELRIINT S IRT 550 2 H#E L,
X 3) WHDOWTHIR/ R Z KD, ZOHEEL
TOTFT—REY MW ULTIT>7. 4) n HEHDTF —
Ry b OROIAEERE n/ FHO/RHNT — X
Ty b SHEE U 72 IFFE R & O R SRR E
(Root Mean Squared Error:RMSE) & 2 ¥R @ & A ff
& 71 v MR (Quadratic Weighted Kappa:QWK) %
ne{l,---,10}, n’ € {1,---,10} DETOMAED
FIZDWTHKD, RMSE & QWK OS2 HH L 7-.

AEERTIX, HEEDZ1Z, IRT 27/ LR WEES
WZDOWTHFARROERZ T - 7. AKX, FIE 2
TR LT —& 2y s {U],---,Uj,} AT, F
i 4 & [FREIZ RMSE & QWK O 2R H Uz, 2
DEERTIX, RMSE 2MEWIE Y, 72 QWK K
WEY, FHliE 12 & 5 R WEREN BB R TN TE 2
Y EEKRTS., £/, IRT 2HHT 2562 LW
BE T, RMSE ¥ QWK OVHEEICERRELNDH S
DEMERT 5201, t REZIT- 7=

EEFERAR 1ITRT. £1506, IRTETIVEF]
U540 45, RMSE AEEIZNE L, QWK A
BRICKRELS B oI HRTE S, ZOKRI,
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IRT 2%iHilliE DRt %2 Z B LU CEDORRZFEE X <
WETEILEREWKRTZHDTHY, JiTiH5E (6]
E—HUMRE > TV,
6.3 IREFEADMEEFTM

AHiTIE, BEFEZMATLZ LT, FHlE N1
7 AT BB ST TV 2 R T E B0 & 2
5. ARERTIE, HxOELEERAT 55HlIE %224
XETH, WELMRROASRSET V2FYTE
EZNZE - TINEIHET 5.

BARPNZ L, AR OFMEIZRE > CTEHMER 21T - 7=.
1) 6.2DFME1, 2 LFRBZ, T2 & LIZHEA L
H1HDOEERT =R U, 05, IRT 13510 2H#E
U7z, 2) Bohiz 0 LBEEXDT—XLy b2 55
HU, 4/5 %P T R UTIREETVEEH L
DB, 1/5 DF AN TF—=XIZx U TEEFHZT> 72,
TN, IRT 3O FHlE 0 2 e LT (3) TH
RfF a2 RDD e Tlrotz. ZThEETOHEINRLK
VTITD Z LT, BTOT— R U TSR Z K
7. 3) FIH2Zn={1,---,10} IZDOWTITo7%d
Y, 6.20FEA LERIZ, nBHEHOT—XEY bh o
KOEWFHEEE v BFHOERT — Xy b o H#fEE
L 72 iF555 2 O RMSE £ QWK % n € {1,---,10},
n' € {l,---,10} DETOMAGDLEIZDONWTRD, %
5D RMSE & QWK O 2R U 7-.

WD 7-®1z, IRT ZFH U WiEko 388 & F
FEIZOWTHFAMRDOERZ T 72, BRIZIE, &5
MT—=REvy MU, ZHAWCTEIE 2 &R 5 55 E
RAMGIHETRELEDO FHIBRRE2HEL-H L, FIH
3EFBRIZT =&ty T EIZE SN FHIE AR O
RMSE & QWK O z2RH U7z, £72, REFE
LEEFHET RMSE & QWK OFEEIZE R AN
HEIDERMRTD-DI1Z, t REZT- .

e, AFEERTIE, EEFEETVFEIC Python-
Keras TERE L7027 I L%2FHL, NAX=1RF
A =R R F— R ORI IATIHE [4] oAb T

FRAER AR 21TRT. K205, IRT 2FHTS
REFEDO SN RMSE BWERIZNE L, QWK BEE
WWREL oL WHERTESL. ZDZ 2L, IRT
THEE U728 0 %2 BIARE UTHBIRSAET IV
BT D LT, P EM S H BN R KB T
BT LERLTVS.

T BEHYIC

IEFEEEDPEE > TV ERETEE 2 W7 HEI RN
FHETRE, BERITHTBEEIT )/ T—ZDAALT

— 719 —

# 2: TRETILO AR MEFAfifS R

RETFIE  WERTIER pfE  tfA

RMSE 0.160 0.260 p < 0.001  30.00
QWK 0.785 0.678 p < 0.001 20.35

ADHEND L REINDIGE, FHEEEZTOX
BEZITTLUEY, BRTFHIOMRMET TS 20D
ME»H 5. AT, IRTZHWTT /T—XD
NATA%ZBRUEEERDOEDRREHEL, Th
FHEBBRSETVCEE IG5 8T, ZOMERR
PETEFEREELUE. £/, EF—XERIZEY,
REFEZAVE I TED LS RFliEDT— & %
TEIZFEH U728 UTHHERNDNLET 5 HEIERAE
FTINEEND Z L E2RET.
SHOFEE LT, BE7 70 —F &M HEER N
ETIUANEHATE I E2BEI LV, 72, BRARE
T— IR U CTREFEEEA L, %010 % I L 72
W, 51T, 2T > TWEHERE % end-to-end
2B Z e EMET Lz,
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