HCI2009 &t=rH 3]

BLEU & &% B7] Mad 'etel XS ifH

An Autonomous Assessment of a Short Essay Answer by Using the BLEU
d
d
ZAd, Junghyun Cho*, A&7], Hyunki Jung**, vhztd]

)

Chanyoung Park** 784, Yuseop Kim**?

’

8% T E =FoAe WY A& B9 A AR Hste 71A WY A BrkelAl e
AMEE]= BLEU(BiLingual Evaluation Understudy)S 83 HHS
Z1AI7F MGt Aol Algro] WHet AY H|SEE 7|AW

ol
-
P L P e T B = T B = B S i =

gram WAOR WEH BEF I Aol oSt v & AFAE ofd A Fg
243 SPYe) Wt BAL BLEU 9 2 $HOE 4F uusto] s gk ARsont
ARAHE ol AH HHe FHEE BB SPtel Aol ART Wastel JUBAS
Ao,

Abstract ~ We propose a method utilizing BLEU(BiLingual Evaluation Understudy),
which is widely used in automatic evaluation of machine translations, for an
autonomous assessment of a short essay answer, BLEU evaluates translations with
an assumption that the translation by a machine is supposed to be more accurate
as it is getting to be more similar to the translation by a human, BLEU scores the
translation by comparing the n—grams of translations by a machine and humans,
Similarly we score students answers by comparing to multiple reference answers
with BLEU, In the experiment, we compute correlation coefficient values between

scores of our system and human instructors,
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