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Abstract

Due to the increasing number of large-scale exams and the growing number of test takers, tradi-
tional manual grading is no longer able to meet the demands of large-scale exams across regions
and disciplines. Manual grading not only imposes a significant burden on grading teachers but also
greatly reduces the efficiency of grading work. With the continuous maturation of natural language
processing technology, automated scoring systems are expected to provide hope in addressing this
challenge. Supported by cloud technology, automated scoring systems in modern educational tech-
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nology, based on corpora, score and provide feedback on students’ answer sheets. This not only
aligns with the policy requirements of “emphasizing the application of modern information tech-
nology and enriching English course learning resources” but also meets the era background of big
data and the rise of artificial intelligence, which plays an undeniable role for educational and teach-
ing staff, teachers, and students. This research discusses three aspects of automated scoring sys-
tems: an overview of their development, research on their reliability and validity, and their specific
applications.
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1. 5|8

21 Y], BEEEBHEARMR Wi, KIBHE S 5050 AR 7 a1 5 T 1F LA 28 11 2% 4
T LG AEAE R ER AN TR RERAR AN T, 15 S MRS B A8 SR E A /. PP R BS54
TS Se AR . BT, AN TR BELEHCE SUS P K i 2 5 ST A PPAE.  7E2% S 9, 1B K
THEW GRS HLESEIEE . HBR BESE NG SHEOR: RNV, SEETT R T I E 3l
BRFER BENVFS . R FE SRR ERZH SIS, BaEAEARMR T M 20 4D 90 AR
PRl AL 21 tHhad 1) S WBFE 26 14 R G0 B B T4 B B 3T 4> RGN E KE B

DAAE RS R 30V A AT SRR A G N DA, BRRYE F L E UF (0 228 2 0 AN A (1 B 5 34T
PO, an SR W e A O TR 5, 4 2 R ) 45 D) 55 B T PP 2 I ) B EN 5, X AR
FREE L34S F BRI PP B RR . VRBIZKT . PEBIBLE 52 2% KRR R AR, Iz B4 TAE & kM
BT, WG EIMARMECRIE4ERF R . A IEMFESKEE. Bk, AIES KRGt Migmd. FIH
THENUBEAT JEEAE SCPP o0 PR IS ORI 78 BEALHE =288 35— DUTH SRR I 26 0 °F & 1N TAESC
P, EERE(2004: pp. 67-73)0 )1 F B L — PR FE TSR W45 (1) S FE R 22 08B DY . 7S B3R AE S
W ERGERRS . RGam RGBS RKIRE, HXN BT R G RERE TR,
AT, THREPEAR R ERE G —AF 6, BE TAEVISSH AN LA, 5 =it 5L
BNV SCUPAG AN S I, 3 F3(2002) [2182 T BB RHE M RS EVEA R, FFESFRINITR Tt
FERAAE SVl R GU(PWESys1.00). A% T M S, B RSGEZHAFH 7 iHEHLRR ST Thae,
BRI B EGR T 222 0 o 55 =P AR (2006) AR R I THRHESC A 3hiT 5, 7RI T EALT
WG A ABE S RE S, R ENESHT 775, BRI E 45 15 N Ty B % s A
KIZ([3]s

P NS SCER, KB SVES R TS T SERMEREEE, O NS B AR A B)
W RGUREMGR . AV REEBET A AT RGN A=A TR ISR

2. B RG A RTE

Xt H 845 & i (automated writing evaluation, AWE; automated essay scoring, AES)HJAH I 7T i 746
T 1966 FE[E %3 Ellis Page (TESCHZNIF2R), HILZ G, FHICHE TG FIZE A h 56 IS
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TR K E, (R ZEPIEE SN BARR], B0 Ri R SRS SR I EOR F =2 gty &,
FAPLT VP43 (1 A0 SCAS SE WA (191 G A2 TRl e 17250 RO I 5 DDl i 2> A 66 T 1 AR 5 Ak B 7 U
FHRFART B o B AN ELIR A 740 R 1 B 3hiF o 5248, IFZPHEH T PEG. E-Rater LA My
Access! Hl Criterion S5 S E/EAE R G, DML R, FTEA AT =R

F—BOZ B4 60 /FAX, HEE Y Ellis Page 55 AWHE] T & AN B 31PF5> 245 PEG (Project Essay
Crader, PEG), M T RBE K EIETSr, H B R0 A BRI 7 SN sEbrim 2. PEG R4k
T EEMS: B AR R (trin) A4S & (proxes). H bR S48 & N7 ULE R TRV E L B #
RENWAL S MR EIRIETHE AT LEES RN, AR B E. @l BRE S L EHEA,
PEG M CE Hh HORT DA 436 Jse B ST 38 Joit B PR 3R J2 08 B RHAE . BN SCRFECRURIEE ) ok SR ARTRI S5 40 H ()
TR AT REBCIARIHER) . MXLREE SRR 5, Fdid 2 oEEs
RAFENA R EL, DUHCRSZIIN SCE PP . (H PEG #-BCCARNE SHRHE, REECAMSERE, A
FREICARNE, ToiEd AR NAEE SCGHAT I, X2 PEG RAWZIEHIH T 2 —. &2 FM K
&, PEG RGN A Rt — BHEEHE REEAA,

BB B2 kg 90 AEAR, B3 HE F iR H 0 (BETS) K [ E-rater &% LA & Thomas Landauer
& NWER I Intelligent Essay Assessor (IEA) R4t WIHRUE PEG 7 G0 M\ iE 23 51 /AR Y 1R A P 1) A B kXt
VESCATVEY, B4 E-rater HBIVF5r RGNS 7 —FhEE T Fa3E LH) 4 Hr 584 (Latent Semantic Analysis),
EAMUEE TAESCRIER, A8 7RSO N E, AT B4 . E-rater RAHEI T HAREC
(B WV RE S LA XU DU 7 TR AR ARl 5 DRURRAE (B 2 3 1 ZE AR R J7 T HH IR A R R 3. BB Ah,
E-rater 1038 HARTE T B RIE L@, FEM A SR AR S5 22 07 1 R 3R RIEAT 00 o FESRIURFAE
ZJa, 18K 2 oo R 7R AR SR AR E . RIX — R RGN E TP SRR RS, 1
AL TR SCAR PSR IR R TE AR5 77 T I E A

H=M B 20 H48HI, B Vantage learning 23 & i i IntelliMetric H 3/E X IFD R4 . 5 LA R
GuAHEL, IntelliMetric $2HU0) BARFHIEL B E 2B 2, WHIE SCFRHE. AVERHE. FRVIE S 300 £
Mg, IntelliMetric T AE IR Z4ERE ) 5 B, FEN 5 DNERERIEAT VAN SCER B
SR EEH L, AT IEER . SCER O B SRS R H 2R SCE R ST SR HE T S i
BEE N TR B ARRRE, BT RIS 4h, IEHIL T2 W My Access!s Holt Online
Essay Scoring. Criterion. Writing Roadmap &8 BEVF7r 241, AT B AF A S 4 E SO RS 45, &
REMSCERINES . T RS R EA efe Seist, B AT — BN ES /N2 R A R A

WA K B RGRT S TED I B, H T RA SR X R BRI T 31
KESGAENRIL S E ST R Gt. CHILE RS 98E) W HIMLIF? R4, “Bingo” JHif R S g
1 &5t IN RERGBECHS RS BEORWE. B, SRR OSTERHEP % R85, H2
K2 B L A Je B A [ 5 A% QR T S RSSO S E B BB TR, 6 AR 1 s H 3B ST 4
P R L

3. BRI RBEBEMR
TEE IR, 3T (E S VP4 RS AR, (L BE N, LR GRAIE VP53 (5 M — Bt
#2564 E-rater JI%) GRE 1 TOEFL %ikeh, 3 HLECE T HEAMEAE SR N TVPA AT 20304 L 122 57

(4] WHFERY, R B-rater E1# 70 /870 IV VE I N 22 5 IOAEXMEA KR, (HE 5 ATV E S
T B E PEZE 5 - Burstein 58 N SEKE SEIN G0 il 5 31 B MIBRE 2 3] %, IFE N TP 531 E-rater
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PE BAE SR 6 AT T A SO AT BB 9 B 98 ERRAS N VP2 BB S AL A VP4 3 E Z A K,
HiZzZRAA SR EME(F=5.469,p <0.05), XU W H A T3 SR 4775 — e TR T2 WAL AIL 25 0F 23 FO HE TR 1

PLESR B RS0, BT BE-rater, #R2EXEHESE, HFAEEH TIMESIETES . 281, E-rater 14
BB T — N EEEENR R, TR B TEEE 3w e LR VAL T TH A 2. 1X
WFET “AES M) NLP 1HE I 484 EFL IZCE N, EHRAESCHZFor B2 4 AR 2 1k
1”7 (Lonsdale & Strong-Krause, 2003) [5]. N T 7R #MNX 7 HAE, Lonsdale & Strong-Krause 3T Link
Grammar (LG) ) F)7E 73 AT 8 2K 3 B PR D85 27 2] 3 AE SC . LG DABEHZ TR VA B kA, DLBEHE K (graph)
N, HHIERER R (A SRR B . X AP S5 A o VAR i HPSG AR S5 i S AN FE 2,
AL G RERNT 7. I BISGEE S, LG 43 HT a4 BE 00 o rb i Bra] 4 il R)vE R ORI, B
wi: Bhghial + ghial e + =G 3 + RESEAR B T RN Ak L AL i B S A T,
WLES Vo I HER 2o 1K

Elliot, S. & C. Mikulas [6 |4 9535 51 B3V RGNS LT 7 S0EM 7L, HHE0: I0ESER
FIVEIr RGUE—FE E S A BT BOANE S TR s S N TR 5 B 3R 15 2 £ s it
AT TR, HFHMER T ZF 2 M ALE BRI DG, DUHCR M HEEr RGVE G, HHEHEE T
HaTFa RGN N L& RIE 2. SR, WA E T 5 0 3 sh o RaeRis 7M. W
Reilly IWFFE R, B0 RG-S HELN LIBHE— 5 5 /E M 25 A TF IR A BN AR E R KI5
1% F G5 ) RIS FE A R0 =28 7 B . BRI T I, E 30T 5 R G0 248 B AP A0S & B R A BT,

AT EANIT S, E WK ESME S RGO TR B, ERIEN) 15~20 4G PR . b5
LR R A0 B 5 e 2 5 R B 2 Hh B 22 A i A SC E 3P4 R G U 560K, A28 T AR T« K
R AR TAEVESCEH BIVF 487 SR, FFRE T ChEZAJOEE A SIF R i a) 554
KEE, ARBEENBFENEEBAIEDRGTT T 7RSS 2% R02006) [7]1 56 T =M il
I BN R24t: PEG. IEA Al E-rater RAMEH, I HEH THICEI . Mok, AREARYEETAX T
SMEEAERTEIBEA, T T =M RS AR CTE S R B MR B0 Bk, A5
FHER R, R85 6 SCIn g BT ol . AFFEER I, NIV A0 B 30 P14 Z A7 LR 1) 22 33 A2 S i & L)
H 2N PF5r R GAERE N ToF43 o] DU BN N R 2 B e, SRt sl MEmmirmasf. HE
P RG] ReAEAE LR ), JCHRIE S A4 7. Bk, £ 8 E K B RS R FE
H, NNZMEE R bRE, DRI R RALTE RE B RUE .

BT, ORI 2 1) B N 8 H ORI T B 3PS RGBT . ZRHEAIES R (2008) %) K AR SR
VESCE VP45 A 40 Giml R R ST T FE[8] e A B — AN IR T . 20 A 1 K 22 B AR S0 o
R — E LRSS B AME ST 7 th AZ Ol . IR 1 BRI R 5 9 TE S AR R R R T AT 1
PASIRAT 1] 22 )R BE, e th T MEIE 9k 1 JORE R EcR:, T 2 SORCEE, BN 3 ZREECE R el
BN, FHRM T KA R A ER . SRR 5 OV RBCRT A A REE, A R EUS — AN
T ROR . WA E(2015) [9]LA “HAIESHE N 7 NELAESCE SVEr TR, HJeHE 7 AamMAERNC . 5
R AR VER VAN A S5, EL 8 B O jed ] A A 1] KA I AN B A0, [ IS -E e =2 o A ST A 2%
130T . BEFCIRSS & 1 1 SN B R 22 008 20 R B s E PP B, $ T “ =P JuvPieay” o BY
Exc&st “Hifa” - “UETHRT R CERRT AN BL. ERTEA, BUTTE B 30V R R [E SR ) B
W ZR GV, A CLESEVN NS % LEUTPH NGB, e/t E R . AR RE 08 A R0
FOMAE ST B AR $i i 2 AR AR SRR

ZEHEFS A E A7(2018) [1013EHL T 2016 4F 11 A “EPr AA HE1EHE” (English Test for International
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Communication, ETIC)H 645 f& 5 1F 5 AL, FIF — 2t 77 % (Consistency Estimates)Fl— (% 7772 (Consensus
Estimates)WHE B ATEE AR, FLEE AN TIF0Y iWrite SRS EBEE SR R4 2.0 IRAVF 23 T2
FHIERT L G5 IRERW], iWrite2.0 HLES P70 LT AT 5 N PP RS o SKIEI SR AN 55(2022) [111F]H] L2 Lex-
ical Complexity Analyzer. L2 Syntactic Complexity Analyzer P} Coh-Metrix A2 H3fLL T 826 Fs K2
AEGAENPAE AR AT . AERE A WERER A S EREIUANEE FIE S RE, |RiT TES 8l
Tabn 5 0 B B OC ZR, DA A BT 0 A28, on B (0 F0l AL & S 3% P AT 7 R EL AT . SR
XKW, AN RGAERBEAN R BB SO P B R R I AR CR . 044 E A B E STV
RRPERUIG, TR IR RRAE SCIVT 73 B3

Sk, AREMAIES RASANS, BAAE BN TS S B3 2R E80h, EESE
HIRRA W) 2B R, XWE— e R LR 7O A AT B B RSV R AT R RE A A
SEI TSI E, PR R 75 B — 20 O AT 5T .

4. BRIVES RGN AR

H P> R 5 N X0 IREE N 2 A T BAEBUF = A, B SRR B2 T 3Em,
E M 2 S8 R JT T AOCSHIEWT AT, e ENAIAE Je WM 4] h film i 44 My Access Al Criterion
RHAEVRE b, SRAIXEER AT 7505, KRR TN AT SRR .

FL1E 2004 4, Eliot & Mikulas #EH T H B3I &S5 My Access H & T —Iioe T H/h 2242 5EK
PSIERFFL . SEIRN GO % R A E A, TR FEARA17E S5 B N G0 2% v 5 VR RS2 5 AT
. WFFR, My Access RGN X2 M S1ERE IH T HERITETF. My Access AR —ANE
ERREE, fif# 1 200 2AKIESIEME, A F B 1E SCRETS 4 H SRV o 52 b, Bl
AEAWHESUESC LA B SR o AH i T3 M P I 70 G L S 5 BB, BRI AR A I W R Gt S (R 4
REEARI . MA, BEFOE RITC IR AT S I SRR ], #RT ATEAE % R 405 IR A B R
e EFREERNZ, BT RSBSOS RBR I, 5= S Rl 2 R, Pt
ANREEH T FrA MBS Bl DASEE AR REE 224 961, I My Access SR BERITE SO R IBERE, —
AN RRZESCE S AR HE, X IErh ER 2 H0h /N2 AR gk BIARAE, MR BT R IR IIE S
A I AN T r [ 22 AR R B AR

Shermis et al. (2004) [ 12 KB FEA AT 177 ORI E SLIG AN HRZE, W78 R LN G255 I PR AL AR 1)
AR BEMNER . BT AMIFESE, Warschauer & Ware (2006) [131& 80 1 Hrb el 8, ARH 241
W BENLHRE TG A e 22 s [mII, AT TR AR AT B s, TR EWHEARNHA, RASHE4e
BN BRFEZHCE R, A AT B A M RGO - Rich et al. 14143 BIAE 2008 £EAT 2013 SEARIRIF 7T T Writing
Road Map2.0 (WRM2.0) RG22 SAERE ST et 78 . 45K 0, e 7 WRM2.0 k2 5, 2#4E
MR G, RS ERST, B8] T RS, XA B T1EOF ) RGN 5. Jiang Yaoyi (2015)
DA 22 A R SRB SRR, T 7 BT ERN B30 RAEE G AR, f8l T ARV R R T
REMAFAN 7, RIET AN RGN EEE S M IEREmW, JHREWES S E %178
KNE TG AP RGN IR HE T S . Ukl 0L, fESELRYF, APr RAZL— RS
IR g, TR T — @RI, BRI, Rz s H BIR e 15].

HEAMEL, ERX AP R TR I B, MSAImE T A8 & I
BT, 2009; BRGER&E BEF], 2008)iZF 5 [ N (S WM 2 &R %, 2011; 5KAUEE, 2014)8F 58 75 7]
RIE.

#7(2009) [16]E 540 T H HITESE B MU AN SB35 h Ot AT M LAME ST 3hE 0 R4t
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1) A S B IR A7 18] LR VP o IE 4 Page (2003) [ 171588 I ARAE, tFEHLIEABEAR N —FE ZVPH — R E S,
BEATHENLA 2 “mffibefft4” ettt 4, mFARGEAN—FEL “S8” —/E. Hrdht, b
H B RGP SRR B AT R BRIZ IR T A B S E R B e T B 4TSS, Bk, TETiHE
A T R REYIHLA A FRAATTRT CA ) AR SR AE 2Bl “how to fool the E-rater” 2 JS[FifFE, 4@
HER GREES7 MREs, AMEEIECK EER. BEREME A IS RAREE B E R, &
Favz. A R RUR 2 A — D AN TR GO — AN ML VR0 B0 A AR Ao st R A0 55 1%
(2008) [18]H 3B 1 BT AEAE SCPP A R e B F 7 T R AR MER) 6 M RS KA 5 A, IF HAs H 2417
WHEBEAE RS RN, wh%. &%, MAMGEE A HSK. RZFPFAEPI AN K HE RS,
SEEUTVE TSR E, W HIPEEERZ . WM L, A3its 2R M5IAREH
PR EERMSE R MELERIIEI, R FX AR YISL B, JLH R R A B 35 24t Y)
SR R AR SRS S R B TR R ARSI AU R R 2 —

JERE AR —22(2011) [19]8 S8 BUBURI 234 1324 1B P9 40 960 S AE B s & 48 10 AH 56 B H
W9, BERRI, MRAEELHRWINCEMUEEARBZH I E, i —Sah 2 HEE.
WL JPEAUT RS T RGN . N TR Rel H 3R s e IRk, BERS ). B 3hiksy
A B RS RARAE R S B2, MIERIFEFE Bk, g iI#s il 2 2 A Hi 2 il
RFR, XX —FAEFY, RAOTFENRE, #mERE, EF KRR . 5KFE2014) [20]AvK
R, s RS ViR DR S AR STREAR B 0 A 55 T IR IR RAE R B AR B 3PN RGAE K525
BEBEVEHE RN SR . WA T RS IEFIE L —ERIL 122 45455, BORIXES )
FERR— R VESCHRASUK R RGP M IRBRIUIR 4SBT LUE H, KRR RSN KRG REE LA @ &
BUESCR BRI TR 5 /R, NIfT$e sl 11 S 1E K

AR, BT BRES A BARKERED, 15T 0 WL B 34T Oy AT
Ao HBNVE S HAR MNERAIH B8 T N T3 B R A REAT VE 4),  BINLES 2= B Be (W 2 N B2 F 4R
{81 o3 AR BN HAT VT 43, TH BT B AR IR B 2 ST B B (RS 1 32 2 ) A HURAAIE R A 28 I 2% 1R,
BE T A AL B 24 RS 5 S5 R FE LR R). Al H BT RGEEIX SRR ARAELL 538 b 1) B2 A2 18 =
TRATU R A 2 SR

H 2022 4£ 11 H, LL ChatGPT NAERIAE KN AL BES B DIOK, A2 & FFIRFRIR R X — /iy
AR STE SR S BAAHR & . 2457, B Al 7 3E1E SR USRI R C LIS T SR 1 3
&, NIASRME T AEN I SRR B AL T A .

AR DURF ChatGPT AT HERSEVHY, @k H M0 E FIE S B AR AEL . B5 . 455N
FKAETHH QB AERE ST FIR, A2 il AL S BERR AR 2% AL VR SOKSF AT 3K, SRAEAM AL IR S5 A48
X—FARIBAA IR TN TIFNFILE AES RS R IE. B U BRI R, dhgE
B MEA IR R, AR SCR IR IR ALY, $EmVESCRE BTN e B M, DT AR K M B T 95 1 S A
PP i = (Feng & Zhang 2024) [21]. B HEEFE, X —H AR BB RN JGE S EZE 1 ST,
4l Chen 5 Lu (2024) 22| TG s HEISHESE, $2H T ChatGPT i K 2218 F 948 5 1E U5 16 DY K B Hp
EAEATHERS . SR VR . Mao (2024) [231WRABEIE T AR AL FE S ARV B SEFR iR, it
FEKH, ChatGPT BB SIEA B TEGE HET “BiMigiz” MBI, A R3S /E RIS B A
R RIS, iZE AR B AYLIEE BB, (R T A E RS SRR T

(B 2 ST BOE R [ ARAE 5 A FRROR 3k FR 28 AT HEhVE0 RS IR L F Bk . TR AL 3E5>
MRS BE? Wl B2 = VP2 R 2 el A ORI N V40 B R 2 3 S 0K M ) Bl P 3 A4 452 11
W, FIS, AP T UHR GenAl 75 H 304 LA B H 3 b s, LURA
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BT S A7 R MU RS R R L, B VR AR
BRSNS T A3 RGHER AR AR S R, B O KRN SRR AR SR, BT

— BRI E s T E X E SIS RGBTSR SRS, TERIE I 20 A MG MR EE . B [ 8

WRAUEER, T AT AR IARIRS, Kool 2 B SR 2 ) A T80 A B3 N B A T sl

(R, AT 208 MIVEAIECE e

5. &5

EMATE SR, N LRSI T — R ARIRE, (A 02E SUE AR 4 . KBt BT
TAEHAT L A S GFR 7 R B sE . (5B T E P RABARIIINEE, XTSRS, FRBUTREE M
R FA [ 2 AR VF Bl T A A 8 B tH R, AT 58 4 b4 By TR RIS 045 N 21 H 3 B0 BRI TAE R ik 12K
PSR UL, E BNV RGN SEI PEA AT E B S R e 8 e 2 AR SEE 32 5 ST SR AR A SR A A
Fl, HERREA R ST REAN M RERCRYE, N TR REHR M5 R & B K BORER . ’ARRE, e
WAL B R RE N N RS S A . UM KRR A, B IETS .

AR, A5 BEARMN TR ReR AR M A J 35 3L AR a sz AT A . Xk, E7E(E B Mgt
B SRR e i 0015 & M B PR PO A T, ARAE B 5 WK AR S HEin”
B AR BB AR D AE M EL, e 2SR E SRR, FAERE &R, KRR BARZEAT,
ERATAN ZmE &, 2 TR ARRPIRES” [24] B, 1989: p.2). Bk, HAR LR NIE
& R AT ) 43 B AN B VR 5 AR A B T . (HRREE N TR e R E LA E B AIsL
¥, ETFRARKIHST BERE UM BOE AT PP, #. . SRR AEOR, A AR HE A
PRk — 3 IR R AR

SE 0k
EBRR. REFIGEN . S E W L RS SRR 7T [T]. AME L, 2004(5): 74-79.
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