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Personalized Learning Task Assignment Based on Bipartite Graph
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Abstract “Learning” is a complex event. Individual’s learning effect is affected by many factors. Moreover., different individuals
have different learning habits. Therefore,it is challenging for students to plan their learning schedule reasonably according to their
own characteristics. Although some general theoretical strategies for task management have been proposed.the differences among
individuals are usually neglected. Furthermore, existing research cannot provide a calculation method to form a specific task mana-
gement schedule. To this end, this paper tries to explore students’learning characteristics by deeply studying the relation between
learning efficiency and time factor through data analysis. Based on this,it quantifies personalized learning efficiency. Furthermore,
it exploits the bipartite graph method to construct the learning task assignment scenario,and designs adaptive utility function ac-
cording to different learning goals. Then,a dynamic allocation algorithm TLTA based on transfer learning is proposed to formu-
late a reasonable schedule for students. Finally,a large number of experiments are carried out on real learning datasets,and the re-
sults validate the effectiveness and applicability of the proposed work.

Keywords Bipartite graph, Task allocation, Time factor,Learning effect, Transfer learning
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Table 1 Learning task details
Task . Dead  Duration/

Detail Type Start A X

1D line min

ry reciting words memory 7:00 22300 60
reading .

ry . comprehension 8:00 14:00 50

comprehension
ry Boolean calculation regulation 9:00 13:00 20
Ty matrix calculation regulation 17:10  22:00 50

F2 AN A RS B

Table 2 Time slice details

Slice 1D Start Deadline Duration/min
t 7:05 8:05 60
L, 12:20 13:10 50
ty 12:30 13:00 30
t 18:00 19:00 60

ul
24:00

[ IO § R [ ) e
Fig. 1 Task-time slice bipartite graph
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Table 4 Time period description

1D Period Span Duration/h
1 morning 6:00—8:00 2

2 am 8:00—12:00 4

3 pm 12:00—18:00 6

1 night 18:00—24:00 6

SEUC T TR M 2 5 3 15 i
S ST R R BLT 4 B,

T3 o3BT A SR AR

(DT R SR 5K 2% A — B Rt 52 4 3% BR, 2% >
AR B — 02 TR R R X e A Y

(230 3K JIE Y < 3 6 o A — TV W L I ot 28 200 M ool 3 AL 2%
R DWW L.

(3)TRA T . 3 282 A 1 X AN A 2 AT 45 12 ) 1
FNGR kzﬁ%ﬁzﬁ?ﬁ#%iﬂo

(D FEE T L 3 e 2 A 70 R[] I 200 10 2 > RO 30 L e A
m,/ﬁ%ﬁjtjuﬂzzw B L oF 33k S 2% A SR 462 3J 303 A7 1 i) [ 3%
M IAN K

ARSI T F K% 4 ANPERIL 134 Z 2 e i R %2 F
B 1111220 &% 058 I RICT B4 =AW A EE L8

b A M A B 2 3T 40 S R IR 2% AR TR HEAT 2% 33 Bl B A S AR TE
— 4B ) 5,

T mE 3 IR G BRI, 72, 59 % 12 ST 5
ﬁi@%f?%%ﬂﬂﬁa I 58 BRI TR 1 58 0 24 3T AT 45 1 3
T171%., g5 R E I R T RS 2 S R, —
E%d‘;lﬁ"ﬂ%*} il e e 2 A g W ST R i € ol N i

— 75 THI AL 5 e 3 2 A R R R PR L B UCEE R A R
H W L8 L ST AE S5

I #B



L EZE O P o s U R e R

273

50
45
40

3476

30
25
20
15
10
5 171
0 zzz,

L L

25.70

EHHE/ %

¥k

& 3 45 [E] B AT 55 58 R
Fig. 3 Number of tasks completed in each time period
HU K2 Py AT A SR BEAT A0 AT L B 4 ARG AR
RIS 20y 2 AL e AR 4 BT, o 55, 220 AR
PN
(=]

£ 5

L)

g 40 3433

LY
20
10| 522 522
o2 mm__|

BREE TR RER

P4 R TR] 28 1 1 2 A RO

Fig.4 Number of students in each category

X P23 BT 45 R U T L 2 A AT R [ B 2 >0 ST B
AR R A T 1R R AR 32 B 2 ) AT 55 28 B 0 (] R 3R A S
[ Ff 2 e 7 8 AN ) A Y i 2 A P A — A5 B H B AT R fl
B A 55 R SR B A B

UL 2 A R O 4 B IS RLAY B RGN 1A
ARAR A A 2 T SR Y AR 7R BRSO AT 55 L R AT
I ARG A2 A 1 0 R il AR A AT BEAT 22 TE B9 Bl AR AR 1
RO Z AR A AL B R ] — S Ry 2 A Rl 42
WA . 5350 AR SO — RRE 4 AW BL SEBR Ll T

R A0 S I 100 R AT B AR B Y Ry, AR e 4 B BN L U] AR
LA A g /N ) 2 ST R
4.1.2  MFEASPACE 3 ROE K

AN 2% Su HFHE B I I R Em A ke L Ag
TEAR RIS B R [l 55 28 A1 2% 3 5508

%3 107 i
ETMEA

VLK (D) S S0l A SORE 2 5 SR Sy 2 T 10 7 L o BT
A Y 27 > I AR SR 2 20 MR . S92 20 3R 2 o)
By IR A SCE SCT R R I B Y 2 S R i b A 5L 7T
WA AR TR — 2R AL 55 c PRSI 0K,

S ( result,,

)RR = P

Eff.‘,,um,l):[il time, (2)

j,

H L Eff, BARTEFES KB e hp BRIBECR B EF VT
W 1) (2% 2 B result, RARTEAR 2T ¢ h p B (H] B 2
WG time, FRoR p B ) Be 5L R AL 9% (4 2 2 B A] , ng, 3ROR p
Bf I BE A 2 2 AT 55 5, DA W 0 IR b 7 B R4 T
30 min TR H& 15 B 1A) HUR 09 & 43 il BT 90 43, 48 T 25 min
SRS — o R I R 19 A A RS 80 43 IR A E W AP
TEICALTIAT: 55 P i 2 S R Dy

EFFEE™ =(90/30+80/25)/2=3.1

HRAE (2 AT LISR L 23 42 4 IAE R b B4R R4 G X
4 A B[] BE 58 AR 2 2 ST AT 55 T X B B 2 S RO, R 5 BT
TN 134 B S A ARG 2 S FRAE R4 R 4 S A 5% g 2k
R AR AEAN AR 55 2R BN (P S RO 5 R SR R A
Wb 58 A S AT 55 B AR B AR AR o e A ) RO O T RN
AR BB I (] A HERS L 2% 2 OB B W 4 L TE I b 58 & 26
1 55 0 200 58 S s 5 T VR 5 TR 99 2 A A AN [ b [ B 5 o 5 215 2
ST 55 B A [ Y 2% > O, 5 B 2R B Y % A AE AN ) I 20 1Yy

08 — . 035 —— ]
07 mgﬁg ﬁ%ﬂﬁjgﬁﬁ 030 &%% E%gggg s =
0 A\
025 N EN
0s N 7\
020 N EN
04 § E\
03 o E% E%
01 005 EN EN EN
Nl 2 2N 7 s 72Nl 72Nl 72N
B e 4 ®E P % T4 ®E

() T R 5%

050

0% M ers cANE

4
om0 | OEHE D EFER

(ORAR

045
040
035
030
025
020
015
010
0.05

(d) e A

Bl 5 4 R P 2 SRR

Fig. 5

N T M SR AR ST SR 2R AR SO 4 2R Y

Average learning efficiency of four types of students

B T — i AT RS . W 6 B, T LUA B 4 £



274

Computer Science TEHMEL2:  Vol. 49,No. 4, Apr. 2022

A BROR i LR B AL ELAT S A AT T 2R B R R

w0 ERA] o [z
—e 10 —e 101
09 e 09 e um
8 =R 08 1
w o REEEE| 07| o R R
06 06
§ 05 w 05
A 04 A 04
03 03 Val
4 N
02 02 . 4
I T T 4‘/. 01 > 4N
0 0 < >
TF %t #E L5 TF %E
(a) [ R 5 H (b) B
10 10
A —o BfLE
09 Hﬂﬂvjﬁ 09 LE]
08 = RA 08 A S
* 07 W+ R " 07| WEREER v L
re
® o '
2 04 2 04
03 03
02 SrrnnTtinnnn ipeeeed 02
01 01
0 0

Lt 5 T4 [

(ORAM

(D FaE R

B 6 Aoy SR L E
Fig. 6 Personalized learning efficiency curve

4.2 MENSELHEZHE
4.2.1 A =5 Bkt I A4E455 6P A AL

R A M2 ST AT 55 43 T o) R84 58 S, A SO R = 4% &
BT 1 SR A A L DA 1 2 A R R 8t 1 2 T AT 5
4 v Bl 2 30 0k W AT 5545 S 40 TRT I 22 TO0 A, B A A2 TS 4 R
e 1sf 18] 4R vl o 2 3] 3F 1 s 1) 1 4 kg 4 BRI A TOU A8 4 2 A
WS T, #%I AT 55 St E A i 2 2R &4, Mg eilz
7R B A N — 4y IR S 4 E, %R R AL W AT 45 5 i 1)
F A PR OB e, TS 8 4B G= (R, T, B,

% PRI FE BLSE 2 3] IR BR b, 24 2R 1 2 ST 55 A 25 DR e Ji]
F I AE S P 32 BIASHG GE TR R R RS A I & AR AR . TR 7E )
Wi b A op R VR AT 55 5 ) R AR R A RS s S AR A,
Ay BT ST RLSh A B0k, — B — 008 4T 45 /%0 ik 1) | 303k,
5 1A S 09 FxE R AR B S B . AN, 25— AN 4 T B
EJR B RAT Y, RSHH T R — KN
B2 2 AT 55 5 i [] 19 20 25 S0 00T o AR 4 12 7% T DA e iy
Wl sh# 4. B 7 gy TR 5 S ST AT S5 R A R
A S A BRI A B R

5L R I] A A B K0

Table 5 Learning task and time slice arrival order

time 7:00 7:05 8:00 9:00 12:20 12:30 17:10 18:00

order r L Ty rs Ly Ly ry ly

/ 055V 77
N A iy

T 5 nE% B A Bl 35

EEATEIE

TE < HE ZRAE 2 7R T 2 5 B9 AT 55 SO (8] 1, 5 A S I i R £ X 4y

B 18] 2

B 7 B oy R R

Fig. 7 Construction process of dynamic bipartite graph

4.2.2 FE A B K

28 5 A 55 T HER I BRI E AR S IR . A
% T AL N (8] B AT 45 4 TG RE S BIF ST T 26 [ A B R
SAEIE o BRI EE PO LY IR IR S B AR
R RO P AT S e R R B R R TR W
B2 7 kY G o ) A h A AT RL 2F R B 5Tk A
T AT 55 5 950 10 A0 L B SR 12 1 00 400 b B K I 1] 4 B a0
05240 53 R ) R 9 0 X0 s R AT A0 A L (AT RE IE AR A IR
H A B ()R R ARG I 5% A BT[] 7 20 15

AR SCH H R R B I ) By vk 2k ) B R AR A AL L
A PR K M R B EH AR KRR S B A
JE R 58 I T R S A A S A B B AR 4 SRR R
T B 52 55 PRB D s AR S5 A B i e . T XA 4
e A ISE R R

(D28, BHRMIE T w B2 T 55 B 28 ¢ i
FE X R )25 3 SO 2 Fo, 8RR FE 2 T s il 48 R 3
AN T8 F % A DX T 5 3 A B 43 bR SR H 7E % X TR I BT 3R A
) 2¢ 308 = (3) B

4
ef ficiency, = 2

p=1{1.2,3.4}

Hop, p=1{1,2,3,4} RORX LAY LB BT B ED i 1E]
B Fy ()RR F w TEAE 552880 ¢ p B R] B 1 0% it 48

OIEFELE. HFHEEESNREZS . HEZTEFW
R A B T 3 3 AT 55 00 A8k B TR] U SRR AT 5 R R A
ZUERE. FMNERZESFZ2BERS, ITE RN
LD PR

urgenty, =deadline, — (start, +du,) (4)
Hf deadline, RaRES r LB ], stare, RARES r 19
TR B R, du, KRS r BIFFELNT

LTS BT ] W22 2 5 L HE AR B — | v &
58 I« 38 3 K AT 55 0 B2 50 U A] 5 %A 55 0 A e )
A% e BIVAT A AT 55 B AT o A i ] 315 2 2 (5) B R

ahead’, =deadline, — (start, +du,) (5)

K (5D AR5~ (9 8k i A1l 2% i 8] Jr ¢ B9 FF 4 B )
FUE 55 r BYRFS IS Z R, 2 (AR 55 42 I 52 100 i )
Horp start, FoREF AR ¢ B FF AR TA]

(D2 S RORER , ZF GG 1l N RCR R e .
AT 55 2 HE R I R) AR R 1B bR T R RO TR] B, A K
T HERT B 2 A R B RRAE 22 A BE AR AR B IR S 2 47
AT 55 HE R I TR) r ZE AR it 26 1 s TR0 TR) Be L A K
AR T 2 A 0 R AE 2 AR AR AR B E R
FP B3 S iy R s (6) B

Levell, = rantk( f” F(a)da), oo (6)

rank PRECE X 4 4B (8] B 028036 5 R BN HE T Ci iy
iR 1,2,3.4 FTox B HERRNE 4, &/DME D, sare,
A FI W00 )@ 1) p 5 ) BE L 45 3% 5 () BEE 3 rank PRECHE
PR RCR S S, HFRCR S GO R A P R g
9 R A 25 T P 2 HE RO S R e A 55 ) P A B
A0 5 1 A A 2 B T T 2 3T AR

KX 4 A5 R IR 2R etk L ) 2E e vy = 2 /max ()

J” Fo () dx (3)



L EZE O P o s U R e R

275

HEAT A — A Ab 3 B O (8 R 78 AR AR e e L0, 1] 2 B . 2RSS
PEPE—HHAUE A= {7172 75 7 D RPGE X 4 A 52 W0 R 24 3%
JH bR By = B AR B, TSRO R = (7D R

Weightl, =7, Xefficiencyl + 7, X urgentl +

75 X ahead® + 7y, X level®, 7)
4.3 RIS S KRR

AT T A T L TLTA ISR
Oy TR R A 1 AR AR R 43 TC H AR O 24 AT 55 DR C A S 1Y
B ) o A 4R B — X DC IS K iR PR BC XS Cru ) (PE Rt € TR
TNBAT 55 i Assignment W, T 15 B B AT 55 2o HE% .

N 2 AR IR AT 55 4R 0 A I 4R v B AL 8 ST 5, K o m
A DAL S 2] AT 55 RN ) T s sh A DRt A
R FEANEIEDRAAEESEEE RS IE5
e AREL WM AR % 2R T RN L5 4
B3 B 45 FE 8L BL oA 58 B 2% T A 45, LA 48 4R DC G 1Y B I
JE sy e AR . B RN 1 TR,
i1 TLTA
A FE AL S 5 RSN A 4 T, 30% ih 2i4E C
iyt R AEAT 45 22 HE Assignment, BRI Total
LGk — 4y Bl G<(R',T',E)

2. R'<Q.T'<Q.E<~Q

3. VEAT 55 )% SourceLibrary<—()

4. for AN AR v (% 2T AE 55 5 R IR ) 2K do

5. if v €R then

6. R'«<R'Uv

7. sourcetask<—Similar(Sourcelibrary,v) //J8 H FH& ¥ 1
8. if sourcetask f£7F then

9. t < Transfer(sourcetask,v) //THFBEE 2

10. else

11. Wl v A TSR A0 Weight(v, T
12. t<Greedy(v,T")

13. if t477E then

14. SourceLibrary<—SourceLibrary U v

15. if t477E then

16. Assignment<-Assignment U (v,t)

17. Total<-Total+ Weight,,

18. else

19. T'<T' Uv

20. r<Greedy( R',v )

21. Assignment<-Assignment U (r,v)

22. Total<Total +Weight,,

23. return Assignment

MBS AR S BRI (R 1P ER 4—17 17) MR 1
DX AT A BE . S B BRI 2 AR S5 MR — o W 72
TiE &k 1P 6 1), AJE B A 758 1 xR
55 Vv Y 2 ST AT 55 5 B R 1Y % 2T AT 55 kAT AR BL A D I (BT
1SS 747D K A 55 43 o 19 988 23 HEAT A0 B0 - 5 R A 55
A RIE 25 (B 188 8 — 9 49 AT T3k 2 5 A
UIBAE 55 1 %4 S 30 T B 45 1% TR 55 PRI I & i e 2
ok #9 I I) J v 4 R A% PR EL ORI B B R A A B 5 5 A
FAEAMT S CBE 1 5 10—17 19 . Wi fE 5 A% FE
S MR W5 H 5 A I R) R DS TC BT RE AR AR Y AT L T
BAR R O B R R RS AR B0k 1 R 12 47 IR

BAT S MAAE S P Gk 14 13- 14 1D, KR
B () 8] | 5 24 1 2% 2 AT 55 32F 47 DG IE oK a2 DG PE X i A B
Assignment "I BINAHME GG 1 P8 15—17 1),

BRI BRI (B 1 AR 18— 22 47) B L
R AR A A T AR (B 1 R 3E 19 1705 85,
it FH 7 2% 3 s 8 Hh 5 2 s TE) R DG I AR 1 o R Y 1 43 il 2
fE% (B 15 20 17) s B Ja B X PR B X A B Assignment
I BOmAUIE Gk 1 e 21—22 1),

AT A DL R AT AR B 2 2T IR R U M B AT 55
A — 8 AR PR B 2 R 3k B B AU RIOR . BT ANT 55 1
ARARLBE IF I a1 B L EAT 3288 ) WT BE 2 1 R AR, S SRR T
R, TR 18— R P B8 A ok A i 7 55 2 A
B, DU e bR [l
FHEEN
i JRAT % % SourceLibrary, B AR5 v
i A LR AT 55 sourcetask

¥ Uf 4k . mindistance<—©°, sourcetask<——1

Similar(Sourcelibrary,v)

1. for k<=1 to | SourceLibrary| do
2. source<Sourcelibrary[ k]

3. if typey =type”"™ then

4. dl<-normalization( |du:*du:m‘m D)

5. d2<-normalization( | start, — slarl;m'm B

6. d3<—normalization( |deadline: — deadline:”“rce [
7. distance<—d1-+d2+d3

8. f mindistance > distance then

9. mindistance<—distance

10. sourcetask<—source
11. return sourcetask
HRMTORFIE 1P 11T . mindistance W1 1R
fE R — A H AT 55 18] 22 57 1 B KAE oo 3RR 5 SR 5 1 3
A PAT 55 P (F 300k 1 AR 2— 11 A7) . i E A B AT 55
ARARLBE R RRAE , 7E AR DR AT 55 28 B — SR RTIR N (FHEE 1 P a
4 A1), LA AN A 55 A0 19 FF by B [0 46K 1k i) [0 % R 252 ) K 1Y
ERLRE (AL 1 A8 5—847) s i MWIRAT 55 B T i — A
HZEM-FHERB/DEFSENMRUES (TRE LG
B 9—1117) . A B IR BI X KE M AT 55 . 8 A7 A sourcetask H, &
N sourcetask BIE R —1,
FIRATL S5 sourcetask B2 3 BT B4 BT S o (SCH
B 22 30 48 X F R SAT 55 f i A 09 B 8] R4 40D R )5 H AR AT 45
v P %A 2 G5 AE T B3k iy i E] R v 5 2R 1 K e
B8] A AT ICIC , HAR a7 3800k 2 R,
FEik 2 Transfer (sourcetask,v)
A BAT 2 2B WAL 55 sourcetask, Jo% > 286 1 HARL 55 v,
C Fkep i) A4 T
itk 5 HARME S v CREC A ] R«
L. WG 4k s feature; < 0, feature; <= 0, max<—0
2. 3R Assignment 5 URAT 55 DL EAG IR ] timeslice
3. 3R timeslice f94FAE «
4. feature; <—startumestice 1 24 /N T i 1]
5. features <—startimestice 1 24 /N I il I [f]
6. Slice<=T' 1 7E [ feature, , feature, J X i) I ) B fia] A-
7. for k<= 1 to |Slice| do
8 w<Weight(v, Slice[k])//v 4 Slice[ k] % JH{H



276

Computer Science TEHMEL2:  Vol. 49,No. 4, Apr. 2022

9. if w > max then
10. max<w
11. t<=Slice[ k]/ /4 T e K 1 B H] 7 A 45 ¢
12. return t

ARSI AE 5 ISR B A R (R 2 R 2 A,
i 3o £ O N [B) R B R AR (T HE 1 2 A 3 —5 A7) T HNEAE
%575 WK B I 1] [X. 1] BB AR A5 85 i B 2 20 R0 B B0k I 1) Jy
BT P R XA Y IR S E AR AT S5 T S RUTME (TR
2 W5 6 —8 AT MEFR RO (B f5e K 114 B[]y R 47 DT IC (530 3%
15 9—1147) . MIr kLA & — 2kt A 485
HARME S B ROUE 455 T i3 B s 1 43 il il 2

1% rER IR A e € T, WA 8 09 IR AT 55 )% SourceLi-
brary€ R . FIWHEAT 45 FE of 2 75 17 78 M1 0L 2% ~F 4T 55 9 5 ()
B 2= R Ol SourceLibrary|) . i 8 4% B Wk T I AT 55 B 11
KN o 2 AT 55 B v % AE 55 22 18] (9 A ARLEE A8 ey, 575 8 n 3 LA
95 FE AT 55 B0t S0 8 /D R T Ml L B R) A 2 BE AR . AR
B A 1 24 2 AT 55 2 A 5 WAT: 55 B AT 5 AR BT 43S R R
i B0 5 AN REHR B AHALUAE 55 J0) 1 2% {0 ) 6 48 5w 47 DL BC
B E) S 22 B Sl OCI T 1) 5 25 Re 4R B AR T 55, ) 4 3 7% 2 )
PEATVCHD i [A] 52 4 B OC | Slice|) . % & 2% B T35 12 4
A DX 8] 14 Bof ) P 0 d Bl B D B AR BEBIR., T SliceS
T' L Ol Stice D<<OCIT"|) . LW HIIE#% 2 > HL AT 3%
A SR BT A8 I )
4.4 BITRS]

W TLTA SEE N T8 1 2 s A 3% 3 4 55 3h & 4
BCry i A, Q& 8 firan . ARHE R 5 B 51 (14 4 2 AT 55 AL )
BN IRMUF AT A BEA B W R rost s s slools sTa sl

0.65 0.65 0.65
r | h r | h i
A)
0.51 |_|
" | b

N

AN
% %k AU B¢y B ik
T+ 2 5 30 3K 09 AT 55 s ) ) R RAE DX 43 L AT 55 5 I T e D G 2 D)
L8 SR 5 A7 A T E A DG T B2 DO A 0 o 2%
B8 TLTA SIS & E (B F RO R @A)
Fig. 8 Operation diagram of TLTA algorithm

IR, = 4 P 42 A6 T R RLIRAT: 55 8 SourceLibrary
AR A

vy s B EE B IR BT KB ATES I B =43 B A2 T
R T T3 1 ok A W2 6 BELE IR AT 55 & SourceLi-
brary 13BN GHEW -FHMHEMMNES. 8T - 20
TS5 o o o2 PR BUAT 55 5 g o2 B0 00 TR AT 55, T 24 6 U AT: 55 )%
SourceLibrary MAFETERX LR A BAL S5 o r s rp s s AP TR B H
e ST v B AN TH AR 2 E) AR JR] T
BC RTS8 5 S FE R B RN Je R W I B) e 2R A7 DL AL, 4
BRI VCERS Gy ot1) s Gy o) s Cry o 1) AR Assignment H
I e s MABNRAE 55

My B IR [ R R A F) oy 1R 22 TR AR L P
H PR 1 RAWE S REAE IR AT 55 2 SourceLibrary 3
25 KW - AR S . SRR SRS R

B 1A B 233 34

Y B AR, HILA A FREE 28 AR TERS .
ro R HZ 28 4R 5] ¢, AT VSR, 4R J5 8 DS BiE 3T Cry b2 A
Assignment W, B AFBME S ZHER Assignment={(ri v1,) ,
(rosty) s Crasts) s Gry st} BB T Total = 0. 65+ 0. 51+
0.4940.55=2. 2,

5 XWHH

5.1 XWigE

SCEGERIE AN R L AL BE 28 4 3. 4GHz Inter(R) Core (TM)
i5-7500, N f£A 8 GB, #:/E & 45 5 Windows 10, 4 F2 & & 4
C++.

A SCUCAE T PR BE  — 2R I A 2] i sk LR R
BT A 2020 4F 4 DPEYIE 134 £ 2 4 IR T
3 11220 LD 04T IR LA S T 35 FORE 194
%NS o — R A A A 1 7 SR AE B A 3% 134 44 2
H—AH N H SN S AT 45 Koas N R TR R 40
s
5.1.1 HEFAE

(L) e By B A3 B - % 18 3 4 44 57 LR 78 2 T W TH) 1 2 T AT 55
SRR R LR SR 0 4% 2T AT 45 5 23 TR ) TR R RS #f T
PRI AT 55 45 B ) e 43 B B Rl 43, 4 B A lEA T 4 i (0 A R 58
MRS ISR T — A %R .

(2) W ) 790 A B . % B 0D R B R B 0 AT BRI R
5min B ) - Z 3, % @3 6 h b Ik ) EAT SRR R Ay,
6 mi B 24 509 B ] R Ry T B A ) B ]

(3) 2= A 5 BAL BT K i R T 6 h 19 2 2 4 45 35 43 i
AN EESTAT 55 Ta A T EEAR IR AT 55 19 N A R AT 55 T R 26
B FEARSCH B AR b 8 35 AT S5 N B IRAR SO 2 W E
N4 A R R Ao 4 R AT A2 RL gk 6 gl

6 B AT 5 B 4y

Table 6 Data set task type division

Task type Include task details

memory SMEMTILA BEENBRRILASE
regulation BHBEETE RFEE-ARELEE

LM MEER WA EEENEE
scene HE e B AR R B R A B MR Bk %

comprehension

5.1.2 AH#&E
FH SRR E R 7 BT A IHL Y B A S BUBRA
B

Table 7 Parameters of experimental data

Parameters Value

BREA HEFHE BEEA REA
50,100,200,400,600
50,100,200,400,600

Students type
IRI—A%3#E45%8
ITI— A bt lE i % &

A1 =1{0.25,0.25,0.25,0.25}
o l—a 1—a 1—a
/\27{(1; 3 T3 ¢ }
& T % xR B S M:{l*a ,lga,lga}
a€ (0,1)
a _

a
o (l—a 1— 1—a
/147{ 30Ty 0Ty }

| w




L EZE O P o s U R e R

277

5.2 RWHER
5.2.1 A FCHR M K

AR 21 52 56 38 A AR R [ S 80 (E R SR 1Y S 8l
27 TR B Sk LB S 45 SR IE AT A0 .

QORI oR BI04 5% i (R 26 A8 4k

M 3 T (D R SO RO 4 A FE R 4
IR R AT 55 200 B AT 5 B A0 SE R 2 ) RO S %
7% S B0 3 Ao AR X 4 A5 i) R 2R 6t A R o Lk St AT
K. I 0 45 20 A e BAY S [ B e R RE L AR SO 4
Jg 5 FpiE A, Hod, A, = (0. 25,0. 25,0. 25,0. 25} Fom 4 Y
Wi PRI 2 F 2850 FH R BRI 5 e AR R ) o 25 96 5 e R B A IR 5 2,
As s Ao ds W43 B FROR Ha A5 i R 2 Y AR AR O, B o B
5o MBUETEE M (0,1 (HF o BLO 8 1 B, H R AR T —
AHEARFEARCH B H bR HLBRERS S 0 M D,
YLD R A RO E L o BB R T 0. 25 B 3% B 3 X AU oA
B R A T K,

S R A S EUE AR I B 9 BT R . W 9 T]
DEH BT« RET A, FEMW S, NS « 2/,
BT AR AR 1 2 3T RO ARG T 850 2R S G P 8 oK A5, B el 3
LB TR MR E o 2/, HALGE 1 (1—a)/3 &1
K AT 55 S0l BE A, S8 U i)t 2 G e . B 9 (b) — & 9(dD)
B TR ECR . SAh g A FEA R AR R BLAL
ST AR A S0 R 2 LA (R B 2 B — ik

H A S 2 T R ST ORI AR AL R R R SRS
WK A, 1R RO BRI 9 () AR SS R FfFIE B9 0. 7 fE A
JREESIR T o WIRUH . FE 2050 N 3 b AR AR B P O AT 55
52 B4 T SR OFe pe 2 250 BRI 4% TR R B R e R

040 040
[ Ty P P A A5 030 Ay mme Ag e Ag eseee Ag— 25
035 ] 038
s 037
030 i
g — 036 | N\
o 025 <7 i 5 035
| T/msall MRS E
020 e’
- 033 ===r -~
015 032
031
010 030
09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01
afi %A afi R
(a) 2 R (AR5 28
040
T PR P J— 024 wrees A = e Ag e A3 srese Ag— Ag
035 .
g 030 . 020
® | e R g | Emmeeammes F—
2 025 & Y
= | ®ous| S/
¥ 0.20 = — " P
. 014
015 012
010 010
09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01 09 08 07 06 05 04 03 02 01
a iR afi

Co) 44 Rif 52 1 1] ()RR

B9 S masi ek Eor S8R L
Fig. 9 Change of parameter value affecting utility function
(2)% 4T 55 1 1 22 Ak
A SC LA — > 1 g B o 2 A 1 2 S AT 55 AT A3 T PR U
AL 55 i HITE 50 3] 600 Z i), % 4T 45 f f A2 AL I 10
7 BE B AT 55 4 3 W 388 0 BRAT 09 B R L o 3T ROR CROR

EPEWR RIS ST ARSI B I ] i S BRI 600, X
WO 24 A 22 o AT 55 &k (¥ 3 22 ) LA 25 bR IF i) 45 38 5 4 11 )
P AT RLE A AR W B R3O

% 100
80 %0
70 2 i 80
0 ) 70
B 5 % %
& =3 50
40 w 40
30 e TLTA- 44 g - TLTA- 44
-~ TLTA- 13 30 -a-TLTA- 2,
20 TLTA- 23 20 TLTA- 23
" TLTA- 23 TLTA- 23
—=TLTA- 15 10 —~TLTA- 15
0 0
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
FAEEHKE FAESHE
() B3 (b) % 2] 8 5%
%0
140000000 y. 8
120000000 V4 70
= s/
& 100000000 ,,,’ 60
/ X
;\; 80000000 s Py
1l e
s 60000000 L B 40
o > ~o TLTA-4 | ® gy e TLTA- 4
40000000 }* 4= TLTA- 2, -~ TLTA- 1,
TLTA- 23 20 TLTA- 23
20000000 TLTA- 24 10 TLTA- 24
. —=TLTA- 15 —=TLTA- 25
0
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
FIEEHE ¥IEEHE
(o) 2 7] 58 I [7] (D BREY

Bl 10 2T 5 a4k
Fig. 10 Changes in the amount of learning tasks

(3) I H) Jy 4 1 A2 AL

[F) e 25 R LA — A A g S e 2 A 2 PR 8] R & AR 4 )
FE 50 3 600 Z 0], SCE AR ANE 11 PR . B & ) R
B ARAT 0 AR 2 T AOR R S U R R R S
B, X Uk B B 2 A 2 DR B R) T 0 3, 2 2T 4 55 R 1wk
s . ME 11Ca) — & 11Cd) x4 i B rb it il £k )
DL B 24 ) R 0 50 0 3 — s AR R e, BRI L 2B T AL
R BRI B W T T PR R B 23 TR A ) o A 1
T 2 A 0 2 2 AT 45 A% 20 T AR 4 14 43 B, T 22 1 B I 5 gk

EEY
LT,
14 95
90
85
80
75
8
§ 70
° o TLTA-2 T o TLTA-2
i A 5 =T a4
4 - TLTA- 2, A 60 8- TLTA- 2,
TLTA- 23 55 TLTA- 23
2 TLTA- 4 50 TLTA- 2,
——TLTA- 15 § —=TLTA- 15
0 45
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
BB BB
Ca) B ()2 2 3%
9
38 000 000 I,.-——*—.-—g—.—-.. s
/
36 000 000 / 7
34,000 000 /
= / R
/
F 32000000 / g
ﬁ 30000000 | / § 4
/
$= 28000000 | / =0 TLTA- 4; 3 e TLTA- 1
2 8- TLTA- 2, -~ TLTA- 1,
26 000 000 TLTA- A3 2 TLTA- A3
TLTA- 23 TLTA- 23
24 000 000 ——TLTA- 15 1 ——TLTA- 15
22 000 000 0
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
i B BB
(o) T 58 L 8] (D BREHR

B 11 e AR e

Fig. 11  Changes in the amount of time slices



278 Computer Science TEHMEL2:  Vol. 49,No. 4, Apr. 2022
5.2.2 g AT EEL T EARENRN,

N T PR AR SCHR 0 R 2 A SR 5 e HER R I IR
FAME A S B BT H R 0 B AT 0 5 1 5 AR S
T IEAERE AR AT X L,

WHT A EILE B LA GREEDY 50" [FCFS &
PSR KMPY 5k B Al SET 20 181 D AT 55 40 B0 10 4 4 2
P Tong %5 #2 1 B9 TGOA B L™, WL, ALEHE T
GREEDY 8% \FCFS & % . KM 83k fl TGOA B 4E A&
IR X LBk

(1)GREEDY 5 ¥ 4§ 1€ & — U UG e i B 5ot AR iy 7] 25
6T 5 28 SR Wk 4 5 4 AN R R R DL TR O 9k

(2)FCFS 3k J& —Rh 56 30 58 R 55 1 5 3k, HR 5 oy 42 i 3
K M 2 2T AT 45 R R) - R4 D IS 5

(3)KM Fvk 2 — Pl sk = 43 (8] S5 A VG e (A {E 0 i K 19 52
25 VG D (1 305 588 57 7 , L AU JE (B % Ak o R AT T A T
) 25 R385t — 4 58 4% DE L, 0 3R T8 95 5K 58 4% DR L ) 4
BT AT TR AR 1 28 4R B 58 46 VG e A 1k, 3 IS A4 58 45 DG e O 3 £
VCC ;

(DO TGOA S ARYE T SUH 35 10 5 K5 143 A 195 A+ 55
PR 2H 3 SR BBUAN [ 4 SR W of =47 o5 32 47 DG T8, T 3408 4 >R P £ 2 5
2 J5 B A8 A OF R

Hob, B KM 82 e 24 28 B A 2 20 4T 55 Rt ) B 45
000 00 2 3 50 T R AT At R0k U 2 7 2 S A 55 R |]
AR R R T,

ARSI 2E A Sy Ol 4 RS O R (G Bl 34, 336D
HRARERCE N 5.22%) JEATCE 55, 22%) e T
(A 5.22%)  lWER T 5 0553k T % AN [] 2 A8 24 4 B iy 36
PR

ARSI B AR B R B P R AR 2D AR R IR AR A
G AR I AR 2T ROR I A S RS A B AR A LT
AASTEAN SR b3, T T 4R O 5 1 A Bl R L A R
BRI o 2 B R Ak R R AR B S N L S A T
Ui 3t 2 B SE 6 B X IR L AR SO £ 6 B Y 32 4T 4 SRR kAT
T HE AR — A B,

(D BT

AL SRR L T 5 B0 R T R A ) A 55 HE R AR B AU
febr LR bERE . W 12 FioR . i xE 4 FpOR R 2 25 R AR
SCHE B T = > W 3 A 3 BU S B TLTA #8568 A B
FMESOH . Fodp IR AR 2R TLTA S8k iy S
LR T i TGOA %1 fl GREEDY & %: 4 Wl it 9. 8% Al
17.92%, tb KM 223k 1 FCFS 5 3k 2 3 &5 52, 09% 1
47,82 % s X TR 7 R, W 43 0 R T T 100 2906, 17, 81%,
45. 2% 41. 89%; X FEH R S ®, 4 Hl# T T 16. 07%,
17.40%,77. 2%+ 49. 74%; % F R B, o #2717 8%,
17.82%,34.07% ,26. 7% .3 HLTT LL& B, B 45 B 8] B AT 55
Bk A5, TLTA 553k e AR 55 i AR SR . FCFS 3k %
JH A 2 2 0 B 55 A SR, 4 T BN S S R SR I s KM 58 3 )
O A DG P X R PR S T R R A 4 2SR P R AR
fE. FBIPME 12(DTTLE L5 Fh sk fE R e Rl 2 A i i 5
PR 22 5 N K W B X T B IR H T AR E Y AR Y 2 ST AR
Hh 2 Xt P R A A B TR BE T B 2 ) BRI AR — B, R it

025 025
— e T ~
YR 090 i aismsemmeni@ e A2 90
I s S S
m 015 m 015
B B
&R 010 & o010
0 “®: GREEDY| %7 - GREEDY
S -8~ FCFS B -8 FCFS
§- 005 KM & 005 KM
TOGA TOGA
=#: TLTA =+ TLTA
0 0
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
i B 5 e fE 4 B0 i 5 At 4 B0
Ca) A R (b) AR &R
030 030
& 025 & 025
1 020 1 0204
2 2
B 015 = 015
B
B 010 ~#: GREEDY | % 010 - GREEDY
EY -#- FCFS ~#- FCFS
KM KM
B 005 TOGA B 005 TOGA
. == TLTA . == TLTA
50 100 200 1400 600 50 100 200 400 600
B fofe 4 B fofe 4

() RA () Fase

Bl 12 AR FH X bl 4 AR
Fig. 12 Comparison results of total utility

(2) 25 S BRI L

AR TIRE T 5 PR AR 2 S RORFE bR L bERE . o
& 13 PR A TLTA BB EE S MG 2 RWAL LT,
Hodh, X IR A B2 A, TLTA B3k 19 % 3 30R A8 R 4
TGOA %7 GREEDY 24y 3l& 11, 15% F1 25. 11%
o KM 53 F1 FCFS 503 T 02 43 31l & i 54. 6500 F157. 5904 5
X TR F R, 43 BB F+ T 11, 22% 5 24. 84 %, 46. 58 % Al
50.05% s % T A 2 & &Y, W 43 548 7T 17, 94%,24. 8615,
86.78% . 61. 49%0; X F fa s A, 4 B4R F T 8. 14%,
24.88%,31.83%,28.18% , SLIAREH, TLTA HILLH
AR B = 24 2] B0 R 2 TLTA BB AE 2= A 2%
FRAE K HE 2 2T AT 55 B RE SR TE A [ 2 2 4T 55 76 AN [a] B Be (1)
2 R 2= L DR MR WAL T 0 1 2 S RO

025 - 025
_____ =
AR g === S i & 02
S L |
| SR o A —_.— ——tf |
m 015 —-a—" m 015
% [~
& 010 Q 010
B ~®: GREEDY| 3 - GREEDY
g ~#- FCFS 7 ~#- FCFS
g 005 KM 5 005 KM
TOGA TOGA
. =% TLTA o =% TLTA
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
B fe e S50 B A A R
Ca) R 7 8 (b AR &8
030 030
& 025 T & 02
S " ¥ ¥ 1
| o2 . L - P 7SR | 020
m e g e m
% 015 :/'\H —b ¥ o1
% =
2010 ¢ GREEDY| 2 010 8 GREEDY
g -8~ FCFS x -8~ FCFS
B 005 KM B 005 KM
TOGA TOGA
0 =+ TLTA 0 =% TLTA
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
i F e A R B A4 B R
(O IRA (d) g A

B 13 2 AR g5 2R

Fig. 13 Comparison results of learning efficiency



L EZE O P o s U R e R

279

GYBORFLI I

ARYTISITE T 5 PSR RCR S YA bs LA dEgE. W
& 14 FroR, o] LUE X 4 B R 88 (9 52 A, & 2K e 5
T 145 S M A AN [ 1k 3l o AE B Ak B AR LG R Ty v
AR TLTA B HA RSN REFHR., Hob X FiRA 82
A TLTA B0 2% 2 303 5% JE LR IF 19 TGOA 553 Fi
GREEDY %35 20 5 &5 H 7. 38% 1 12. 81% . tb KM 5 3 An
FCFS 2 i T 243 Wl i 11 63. 12 % Fl 66. 15 % s % T 4 74,
Mo ST T 12.14%6.10.55%,53. 7% A1 57. 3% s X F 5 R
BRI T 18.69%,22.57%,93. 14%,65. 23% s 4 F
FasE R AT+ T 11.56% .41, 75%,50. 81%,49. 9%, 4
SR AR ) A FUT 55 & 0 i, 4% BRA 2 1A 25 R K
(L 2 B R] Fr R 95 4 9 38 K, AR SCHR 3 i TLTA Sk i
G W, A R KMk T O i R DG AT AR, 2k Bk
M, LU b 09 TR G B A4 AR S B, 76 A 4 i RII IE] R i
#B A 50 B, 5 TGOA B M GREEDY B kM tb, TLTA &
AR R R T+ T 0. 65, {H 24 4T 55 & A i 1] A & 54 5 600
fif, 5 TGOA B M GREEDY B M L. TLTA & &%k
FHT 7.38% , 5 1 H UG C XA KM SE06 M L, 2% S S 5
FAE AR = 46. 04 % AE WL T 66.15% , K W] TLTA BEt

& T RAE %5 = IO .
025 025
~ meem— L
“§ 020 — g——— .3 \§ 020 —;._.,*__._....,..._-— -
1 U osl
% o ———— i % o ‘\"\.___——l\_‘
= 010 E§ 010
# - #
P +¢: GREEDY = ¢: GREEDY
= ~#-FCFS B ~#-FCFS
005 KM 005 KM
TOGA TOGA
0 =#+ TLTA 0 -#+ TLTA
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
B 1B fofe 4 i Ao fE 4 Bl
Ca) B AH - 21 () RS H
025 030
o, e TN,
P i T - ~~ p———
& 020" * “é 025 P
ﬁg— 015 | 0T "
. o
= — =] —
§ /I\ 2 ust— S
g 010 ®
= ¢ GREEDY 010 ¢: GREEDY
= ~#-FCFS Ry ~&- FCFS
005 KM B 005 KM
TOGA : TOGA
o =%+ TLTA 0 =¢: TLTA
50 100 200 400 600 50 100 200 400 600
i B e 4 Bl i B Ao fE 4 i
(O fRAH (d) Fa e Al

B 14 BORGEHNT s
Fig. 14 Comparison results of efficiency rank

() 4R 77 58 Jg 1 [ %o L

AL SLHR X L T 5 ARk A 4R A S8 R B A 48 AR by SR
B, R 15 Frs 3 FIR AR, TLTA B2 SR A
WA GREEDY Al TOGA 45wt 0. 2% f1 7. 57%, H
FCFS il KM 434l &t 9. 03 % Al 74. 12% 5 X T34 F R, 43
BHRTFT 0.27%.7.25%,8.12%,73. 21 % s ¥ T 1 R &g /Y,
SRR FET 0.39%,8.02%,11.39%,78. 79% s X T Ha & &Y,
W45 BT T 0.42%,8.39%,11.32%,78. 21% , LI 4R
FW L, TLTA b 28 57 1 g 8 B 58 BiAE 55, WO TLTA 7

o3 BCAE 55 25 T B AT 5E U A R R

040 040
“é 035 1 “é 035
| 030 | 030
§ 025 § 025
& 020 & 020
= 2%
R %5 | o GREEDY R %51 o GREEDY
2 010 | - FCFS 2 010 | -+ FCFS
KM 4 KM
I 005 TOGA & 005 TOGA
o == TLTA o == TLTA
50 100 200 100 600 50 100 200 100 600
B B A A e 308 BB A A e 438
Ca) A T Y (bhE R &H
040
“§ 035 §
|
m
E =
R .o GrEEDY IR ™1 .e. GREEDY
& 0101 5 FCrs 2 010 | - FCFS
LS KM kS KM
& 05| TocA & 005 TOGA
o LomTLTA B o L= TLTA
50 100 200 100 600 50 100 200 100 600
i [E A e - B B ] A 40
(iR &l () Al
15 BRI 58 W ] ) b 4 AR
Fig. 15 Comparison results of completion time in advance

5.3 XWRL

B 5.2 AT A LSRR Bk AR SCEE TR R ST AT 5
YL TLTA N AS[R] 2 BY (1 2 Az BT 48 (6 91T 55 e HE R 1
SR LA SRR R AR N A 58 BN 148 AR A R )
BEMRER, DS R ZHIEA TN F, TLTA 9 285 H
PP TGOA #2747 9.8%, b 229 KM #2FF 1752. 09 %5
2 FOR R TGOA #8274 7 11, 15%, th i 22 19 FCFS
T T 57,5900 BURF R LR IF 1 TGOA Bk T T
7.38%, Wi 21 FCFS Bk 42 7H 1 66. 1526 5 32 i 58 il B 1)
FEFR LA FCFS SR F+ T 0. 2%, lh i 25 19 KM 48 F+
T 74.12%. 8 TIRARMFEATE 4 4848 L1 L1 245
R FOMBIE T TLTA M AT ki T e 40t .

F£ 8 AAMEFRIRS R AAD

Table 8 Comparison of four metrics (mixed type)

A 20
metric
R GREEDY FCFS KM TOGA TLTA
baseline
total 0.19 0.15 0.15 0.20 0.22
efficiency 0.19 0.15 0.16 0.22 0.24
level 0. 20 0.13 0.14 0.21 0.22
Ahead 0.15 0.14 0.09 0.14 0.15

9 TLTA XL T kM52 THE 70 e GRS 1D
Table 9 Improvement percentage of TL'TA relative to baseline

(mixed type)

CHA 2 %)
metric baseline GREEDY  FCFS KM  TOGA
total 17.92 47.82  52.09  9.80
efficiency 25.11 57.59  54.65 11.15
level 12.81 66.15 63.12  7.38
Ahead 0.20 9.03 7412 7.57
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