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Abstract

The repetition rate of test questions is one of the important indexes to evaluate the quality of test
questions and test papers. In order to quickly find out similar questions in the test bank, this pa-
per mainly studies the detection methods of similar questions based on K-shingles, Jaccard simi-
larity, MinHash and LSH technology. First of all, the main content of the question is segmented into
Chinese words, then converted into K-shingle set after proper processing, and the signature is
calculated by MinHash. Finally, LSH technology is used to quickly find out the candidate pairs of
similar questions and calculate the corresponding Jaccard similarity. If the similarity is greater
than the given threshold, similar questions are found. Experiments prove to be practicable and ef-
fective.
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7L T 2 FK-shinglesffjJaccardAHLUEE . MinHashFILSHE: A B F AR KR ik, HEE %
BT N BT O], AT E B A R U K-shinglefR , I MinHashit & HH& 4, &5 FILSH
FAR P sk H AR SRR ST T AR ) Jaccard MR, B ZMUE K TA EBRIME, NRIHE
PUAE. B EESEBERGATHMER, RORIE T X ERTATHE, X3 TRFHRER.
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1. 518

TR P 2 T A R MR R SR A o B ) ER S R R, P IO AR A i A e v 0 25 A
R FE AL R ) 5 B0 1 2 A ) SR E 5 AR B (NILP) FF () SC A HIARL ARG I 45 o 3 88 732 R B0RT 43l A
TILE:
o Fia| JLBL T (Word co-occurrence).
o JLFRlVCH J# (lexical database) frIAHABLUEE 772
o JETHiH] A E(word vectors) i i U= i 25 I 28 FIVR FE 22 I 25 T7 V5

BRI SE I VRIS TR SO R R B ELR 1] ONER A R REk A, fln:
o BRME T H)TFHIET .
o EAFZBHEES T EFCHIE X

HREEA LU A:
o A ULEATAR STA
o BRI N FE O T

VA v, A B AT ERPIR G5 A T g PR TR 5 SORS HoAth i) 56 R I e SR 2 Ok T 5AH
BLEE[2]. FE LA AR, BB R T 1A 8] 1) A R DA R A & AR B R IR S . S e e S5k
A BTN 1A R AR AR TS e B A SRR E B R SRR Y B EAR” , X i & I A
RURE . ZEEA DU R BR
o TEVFEAALRE RS AN BB & & X, ARG ARV RS, RIS BRG] 75 A AN A (1 ) 7 R R 7

SEAANE
o SRE—/MBERERIEIE SN ES 7 — AN ERE T R E SN EANE

AR, T2 2 RO AR SO A AR KRR ESCHE3] [4] [5] [6] [71. b RFIRAF[8]HR
TN ACV-tree ) @A77V 3X NV AT DUE RC— s Y B A1) 1 S 4, b HE 2 X B A0
P (syntactic information). i& Y {% & (semantic information). 37 /74X F KL (attention weight mechanism)&
FEB|— AR — I EE ORI ATIIL R TR T ARTE 5 A0 B rh A) 1 B ) . R [94R8 TR
P X 25 T S AR B (R 53, e bb T AN Rl ) 48 P DA S, LSTM B8 2 #h 48 B e AN B AH AL
THESE R . RS [10142 1 T —Fp & T8 ) & 1 Jaccard ) FABMLBE BIE, 1% 151 Jadad Il 2ok
FEAN G WS i SO T 4 [l 52, SR TSR 1] ) B R AR BA RS, o T BME o AR SRS 4y
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MIITHEA)F AR . PRENE[LLR 7 —FhEE T BRSO 551 RNN (CA-RNN)REAL, A5 %] 55
Je WA ) R SO RS B — AR xR, BT A hidden state FIAR AR . BRAR PR N 48 7 VR A6 1 SCHIAR
Bl B TAR K, (HAPE LS I VAR 75 BT L T AR e R AP E ISR Eidis , il i 1 75 22
i% ool ing i

SIS, ERFTE NEE AR I ARG G X LTy T B SR THE S R AR
L, RIE . L2 TEZAREARY, WAL R R 2 . AR SR T i, BIAS T B4t
PHEREAREE, WATRERERNZGFEA, HRFHEDER T Office X AN T TyHE BRI AT B Hy S AL
PR AT o

%7153 T K-shingle, K-shingle &4k K M| [fME— 741, @it K-shingles H#4 il iy 25 4 4 il — 41
PrE 0 fl 1 skFon, H, 0 RRiZAEH /AR shingle, 1 FRZABAZLELL shingle. UTfUlAH [
AR R IZ A VR 2 AE R 1 shingleo 19U A 252 75 AR UL AT DUd 4 Jaccard AHABLRE kit 545 21
Jaccard FHALLFEAEBHE AR/ NI, AEHALLK P B ASORIARBLRE T ST I R4 o AR, FEIR SRR, I [A]
SR LA BT, s aT LIS I MinHash %% 8 25 42 5 B R0 A7 B BUBGHUS (LSH) B A S ik A i) 8,
AT A BE A 4T i) P s G 3 5 1 11 Jaccard ARABLEE o

2. fAIRAE
2.1. Jaccard ¥A{\E

PINMES M ATN ) Jaccard AU (M NN|/|M UN| » RIPEMESSRKEH SPIMES IFESH
1] b5 (Rajaraman and Ullman, 2011) [12].
_[MNN|
C[MUN|

Jaccard ARALEE BA A R BT : 24 HAUCAPIAMESAHAER M =N, ISim(M,N)=1; 5 HXHM =N,
JSim(M,N)=0: JSim JEXFRI. FT- Jaccard FHALEE (I SCRAHUEEAER 2 7 A N A, dne TR
2. BRI FPETEARSE . 0N PR S R DY ISim(M, N ) =1,

HHMMES A={a,b,c,de},B={c,d,e f,gh}, NISim(AB)=3/8.
2.2. P3C5A

FEHSCR, B B R, BRI . DR T oS0 B ARE AL EEE R S DUE SR TR
LR A FEERE A, SRS PR SRR AT T AT AL . T ST A A R O B AL B ) — A
FEREIAAT, O 2N T SCORA . (5 B SCARIZHRE N . il T1 = { “ K REIE
WHERBRREM 7Y, @Az G TsL={ “RR7, “BEE”, “ER7, ‘B, ‘K
B, M, A Y.

2.3. Xt K-shingles

T VR T B AR SCRY, N SRS RS AR R BB ) T 2 R A A SR Y ) A R AR (R
shingle) . 415 SRR FHIXFERISE A RR, A4 H M F ) 78225 RSO 2 R AR 2 A3
shingle. i K FRTHIKIE. N T BT K-shingle Fm—/NCRY, 75 BT SCRYFAT AL fnfihl B
TR A MR A5 )25 o SR JE BB SCAR IR 20 B i) o Pl id 7 id 2 JR i TL={ “RR7 . “BiifE”
CHLRT , “ARRT . ‘BT, U7 Y, IR K =2, M@ K-shingle, Tsl = { “SREIRE
“UamFEEw” , “HEWARE” , “BRREC, “REGER” Y, WRIERG AR CAR T2 ={ “H

JSim(M, N)
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P PE I B S R B 7 Y T3 ={ “ORRBIEAEEIS AN FIEE” 3, I 3 NS
shingle JGERHIFF I 1 Fiw.

Table 1. Shingle element matrix of text

2 1. 3CAEY shingle JTTE4EME

shingles T1 T2 T3
KRB 1 0 1
By R R 1 1 1
MR 1 1 1
(ERETEE 1 1 0
R 1 1 0
AFERIEAL 0 0 1

LR ISCARRARABE I R . JSim(TLT2)=4/5, JSim(TLT3)=3/6, JSim(T2,T3)=2/6-
2.4. Shingle HYRGFH

HITFr A shingle 4 A7k 7 205 HOR R W . W LIS Ay shingle SEATHIS, {3 I8 2 J5 A
SRACH shingle & o A AR U 81 i 2 [13]:

h(x)=(ax+b)mod p

Horbe x NIRRT shingle #, a Flb /£ M (0, Shingle 424 K/N)Z A ) —ANBENLEL, p &L Shingle
Eat YEPNILE(8

BE SR 1 (¥ shingle & 405 45 2] 0~5 (K, WA 2.

Table 2. Characteristic matrix M

2. FHERERE M

shingles T1 T2 T3
0 1 0 1
1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1
3 1 1 0
4 1 1 0
5 0 0 1

7 2 P BER AR O RRERLRE M, ZHREAT XS R shingle, FUXS B SCARER G o BT RHMEAAE JEH W
B, E AL R B SR (R ARABAFE TH RN AR AN T (8
2.5. RINEFEFE R (MinHash)

JE I fe /NS A T DA ARAEHE PR R A N RS A I, 1285 4 R AT X N B /NI A BR B, B0 R SCAR AR
Fro IO T 2544 F B P 75 IO A7 25 18] EE R AR B M AR 2 (A1 MR 2 o /NG A 28 44 (R TR 7%
WEE 1 FiR:
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Bkl NGRS

BN FHEFERE M, WA RRECh, by, by

fii: EAHERES

XTI R E(), BE5(c), SRR S [KS(i,c) FomsE | MRAT AU ¢ FIR R
() f5 /N A5 B

Stepl MEIARTRFLAL B b B EE— AT HEAT AL B, TSR HIAT r BORRAEL by (r),hy(r),---,h ()

Step2 X441 ¢ #EAT U EAE

(@) #HHEFHERREF M (i,¢)=0, A2 #BAM:

(b) # M (i,c)=1, WA TEANI=12,n, FS(i,c) WAIKS(i,c) M h (r) ZHHERIME.

#ih =(x+1)mod7,h, = (3x+1)mod 7 , JUZIL PN Ay B B AR e 2 5 AORFEHERE M LA 3, 254450
MRS R AR 4, feidid 354 AR TS A 21 Jaccard AHAUEE WA 5.

Table 3. Characteristic matrix M after two hash function transformations
3. FFANEFH R TR FRFHERERE M

shingles T1 T2 T3 h =(x+1)mod7 h, =(3x+3)mod7
0 1 0 1 1 3
1 1 1 1 2 6
2 1 1 1 3 2
3 1 1 0 4 5
4 1 1 0 5 1
5 0 0 1 6 4

Table 4. Signature Matrix S
T4 BBIEES

Hash 83k Tl T2 T3
h, 1 2 1
h, 1 1 2

Table 5. Jaccard similarity of text pairs

52 5. SCAXTHY Jaccard HE{LE

Jsim(TLT2) 38im(T1,T3) 3sim(T2,73)
HE.92 Jaccard FHMARE 4/5 3/6 2/6
BT 24 Al Jaccard AHABLE 1/2 1/2 0

2.6. LSH

A N AU, JEAT AR BLEERE T ZE LR N2 /2 IR IR I I S . LSH AU B 5
[ — AN R R xT, RUR B S e 0] - B (R ARALUEE , B S A JE AR L 1 25 44 RE Rl 7 B b IMT 5%
FAMTHRE P AT o n=br, n O9EA KRB, RISERAERERIATH AT A SR RS (15 A L
HILEAFABA S S A AT BE A BRI NS, MR R I STA ] 2 8] (4 BB I B
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2.7. BT LSH KA AR BEA M S %

ARSCHE AR F ) R L 2.

ik 20 KT LSH BEA M mAR AL FE A 32

BN RECAEST,T,, -, Ty » Jaccard MU RIE T

it AHARLRE AT S AR 1) Jaccard ff v+ AHALEE

Stepl X FT A SCARREAT o S0 o], R 3 BRAs R, MBR 1 R 2SAE

Step2 8 I —2D A 4t R ak K-shingle 5, 3 BIRFEAEFE M

Step3 BEAILAE A n_hashes MG EREL Ny, N, e » ARSESTE 1 IR ZAERE S

Step4 JEId LSH f32IFTA mfEIE RN, B2 2 5 R 7 B n_bands MT4%, BT % H
r=N/n_bands TR, BFMTHRH— AN R r ANEEER R F R SR TE . A ) A
=B B R — A, A 2 R FE A .

Step5 T AT ARG 1 Jaccard MIABLEE, K FARMUE BIME T7, U PAR RS AR AR AL

3. SLNER KT

ASCRHEHE N R EERRAE) U, Hodr, )@ 100 1&, JHZSE 100 1E, GGEEE 100 iE,
fift 25 1 50 18, 254 20 18 . HRERIHG RGN KA, B8 5 (0 AR ] 7 445, NEBBR T Office
ZAMO AT, BT DhRE A TAE VBA R, R T Word B Sc o ia Thag, SN
REBRAE A MBRZEME . SR 554 K-shingle 5, M E AT A IR Y 25540 i 7 FRAEAERE M, 85T
I/ Ay (Minhash) T3 RIS 44, S ilidt LSH PS04k kAR elxt, [R5 AR R ¥ Jaccard
FLLEE o A A R T4 0, 4 o (R E 7 4 4 ok 2 o B 7 ARADLRRE, AT R e 4
B .

FESEE T, WE 3 585 AL, 7 59 MM, 269 5 271 AHML. HE A B4 n_hashes
7920 4, LSH "HEAT %% n_bands 2 4 4~ IsAT45 R a1k 6 i, Hoh i B SARBURE 2 A AN [F] Shingle
KPR, X7 Shingle £ 1H5 1) Jaccard AHALRE o ity T HARALLRE A2 X T A 1) B /NI 5 25 44 1Y) Jaccard AH
BREE

Table 6. Results of different shingle lengths
2 6. A[E shingle KEMIZFIZITIBR

35BS 7 5E9 i 269 58 271

Shingle-Size sy =ain)
FLSEAH LR AU FLSEAHBLEE T AR AU HYARMUEZ AR

1 0.92 0.8 0.71 0.48 0.89 0.74 30.3S

2 0.8 0.67 0.67 0.43 0.87 0.67 31.33S

3 0.67 0.48 0.6 0.48 0.84 0.6 31.33S

%6 KW BT CAR—EASKK, Frilshingle KEAER K, WEN2 WKAEE.

MG Ay R n_hashes FIECH I, @ T LR 7 Bs.

X7 R U KB E AT R BV, B SIEDUARIE BRI, Haleie: BEERS
AHEFATFEA R 2, ZIEBREN . IR EORERE, KRRk .

HEMIG A 1 FR.
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Table 7. Shingle length is 2, the result of different hash functions and bands
2 7. Shingle KE A 2, NEMAHZRBMITEHBEMEITER

Ml 3 55 7 59 269 5t 271 R § N N
n_hashes n_bands s s N A1 38 R AR A 0175 750 SAFES
- - R AL 224 R 244 R
20 4 0.67 KK 0.67 R 3 X (EHG 2 XF HAr5t) 31.3S
100 20 0.72 0.57 0.82 RIS X (ELHE 3 % HART) 31.6S
200 40 0.72 0.58 0.878 KO 8 XF (LHE 3 X HA5xT) 32.8S
400 80 0.76 0.59 0.90 KB 15 Xf (B4 3 % H brxf) 36.5S
. i jEE=TY . . iil#e
RIS WAl WEE FEUE & (EEER FRSWA  FEEE  EELE &F (ESEED
5 A ik EEELAL 61 5 HJEFE HHEEER a5
5 HiER e R Rak 5 5 HETER AhiEEEA &7
5 HEER dEREA 105 5 BT SHEEEE &1
5 B HriEEE Al a9 5 HETH HHEEEE 111
5 e e EcRal 65 5 HErE #igEEal k2l
1 T3 SRR A 23 | e gh AREEER 3
1 g5 SRR Al 47 | =i AieEEE 21
1 % SRR a3 1 B SiEEE 13
1 %= ARl 17 | 5 ArREEEE 7 {B{isEES: 9, 1916 58T30158TA0158T:
1 1730 SRRl 9 1RHKERE: 7. 1BIE 55T30158730156T; | 78 AREEEA 11
1 1T SRR Al 45 ) L g AR EE =
1 iETah SRRl 3 4RSS 5 1R Te21 14537444934, L g3 dnEREEA 15
4 RN driEREEALE 197 1 BIEH HHEEER 155
4 A9EER dhiEREEEl: 135 4 EAEE dugEEal 121
4 PR driEECRLAN 139 ] 4 RiEH HIEEER 147
4 %I HiEEERl 205 4RSS 211, 4B(LE. So04sTesE4EL 23T 4 %325 MiEREER] 153
4 iR SriEREEAE 120 1 pIEE SHEREA 123
4 AIEE driEEREl o7 ] 4 3EfEH AEE A 137
4 SR HERERAY 195 E{IHER - 151, 4B{HfE. 5TT809270215962 ; 4 A SuEEEAl 115
4 EEh dniEREEAL 131 4 pAESR ShiEEEEA 217
4 iEah dEREERL 207 4 I ahREEEA 133
4 IR AEEEAE oo 4 PEiEH HHEEEE] 141
2 EIEH driEEeRal 239 2 HES MigELH 227
: HEw HiEERAE 235 : MEH HEEEN 275
2 HE iRk 23 z MEH HiEEEA 19
z HEE dEERA oo : HER SHEEEE 229
o HEE HiEEEE  on 2 HEA HHEEEE g3
2 EEH fEEERal 233 2 HES HIEEE 239 ShEEREl
3 fpai SRR R 261 3 5 SRR 249 {BIIEEAT : 253, 1RINE. 52232346241457;
3 oo dEECRLAR 26T 3 I7EH MHEEEE 245
3 fran SRR Al 251 3 a0 HiEEEA] 285 1B{LEARS : 253, 4RI, T54385984010281 ;
3 EaH HiEEE: 253 E(BEEAE : 249, (N E. B22323462414579; 265, 1R T54385964012281 ; 3EaR HiREER 269 48{L5I5E : 271, 4B{LE. 913375508096124;

Figure 1. The result of generating test paper
1. AEER

4, G5iE

ARSI T LSH SORARBUARABE RN 52, Sga g BB W], il 07 A s A R/ > AR
BB A, FEARO I > FH BT Y B K, BRI R B2 2%

E&UH

SEMEITE R AR H . H S5 . 1807
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