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Novel College Entrance Filling Recommendation Algorithm Based on Score Line Prediction and
Multi-feature Fusion

WANG Ze-qing' ,J1 Sheng-peng' , L1 Xin®* ,ZHAO Zi-xuan' , WANG Peng-xu' and HAN Xiao-song'"*
1 College of Software, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China
2 The Institute of Atomic and Molecular Physics,Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China

3 College of Computer Science and Technology.Jilin University,Changchun 130012, China

Abstract In recent years.as the number of high school graduates growing.the demand of college entrance filling is increasing.
But faced with massive amounts of college entrance data,students always cannot make reasonable decisions conform to their own
will in a short time, resulting in filling accident. To address this issue,on the basis of crawling college entrance history data by
web spider,a novel college entrance filling recommendation algorithm based on score line prediction and multi-feature fusion(Re-
co-PMF) is proposed. Firstly, BP neural network is applied to predict all the colleges admission lines of current year. Then,com-
bining with colleges’ rankings.an admission probability algorithm is constructed on the basis of three score related features. Ge-
netic algorithm is employed to optimize the weights of above features. On this basis,recommendation-score is defined to measure
admission risk. Finally.a college filling list with multi-admission risk is generated. Experiment results show that, the college ad-
mission line prediction algorithm based on BP neural network performs better than other algorithms under all error bounds. Com-
pared with existing on-line services of Baidu and Kuake, Reco-PMF increases the acceptance rates by 14. 8% and 24. 1% ,and im-
proves the average ranking of recommended colleges by 99 and 87 in accepted colleges.

Keywords College entrance filling,Score line prediction, Parameter optimization, Multi-weight, Genetic algorithm

1oE t“ikéEXﬂ‘EE%EL&?&E‘J%‘%‘*EE’Z@E‘lﬁ,ﬁ%%‘iﬁ‘ﬁf
AR5 23 DR Al AN il BT 3o 0 5 L T S B A 2 TR

HEERESBRATECEEN DT, Bk A WE A2 55 BUPI A A T 7 R 1 4 B 2 e R 2 RURLBER 5 d
ﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬁé%frﬂﬁlﬁﬂ‘Jl‘ET&ﬁ‘&‘ME@EJ,I,uﬁ?*k BHBEGRE  RRIBUR RS REAES A ANDKE LA 2019 4B 4 &
T B0 o DT 35 B 2R L TE i s A Sl Ol R 700 iR B AR Il T 0 BR3P AE R R K L U R

ill!

BT H < [H KA ARBA IS (61972174) 5 [H G4 AHT AN I 25140 (202110183225)

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China(61972174) and National Innovation and Entrepreneurship Trai-
ning Program for College Students(202110183225).

G VE# « # A (hanxiaosong@jlu. edu. cn)

211100266-1



Com puter Science THHEHLE Vol 49,No. 11A, Nov. 2022

2021 AFIY % AR AL 2020 AFHR T 10 T AL IR BT 125 TN
M4 E R O 2020 g 1071 AR ENT
1078 o N FA0 5 s . B AR 2 15 Al ok 1 ) 2
SRR M1 IR 45 0 BB R R T . FR I 22 4F 1 v % DA RO 5 3
AE BRI RE T A FE S 5 E B A RIRE
L2 A e R 308 TR T, 25 AE SELAR R IR i H AR AR TE TS N L LA
ETREERE T - DAWEBEA,

T, T A 2R R 25 G R FPL A 2 ) Bk R
o AR AT L ) 45 T D AR B A B AR B A SR AR DL R
SR X B S . B 2 3 T HE A I B 1 22 B R, L A n
AT ) 2 5 W) 43002k 1 TR 3R L0 i R L S AT 1Y 1R 2 T AR 4K
0 TC 1 AR U AR T A0 ik 78 AR e ST T A b 1) o 0k 4
A G A 37 5 1% 5 J0 HE I 4% S B A TR DR — 56 25 O i o
102 D0 5 B0HE R 1S T . Ren 38 38 3 HE iy 5 105 AL
(Support Vector Regression, SVR) X 43 $% £k #E 17 W , 45 &
R C {8 8 2% (Fuzzy C-Means, FCM) 8 3 Fl it 1% 5 1%
(Genetic Algorithm,GA) X Be W #Ef7 ki w . H R &
BR AT 4, B % A (G BER BT, HIZERMEEHT
15 25 43 T AR SRR R A ARER PR R A7 IR 3 B0 43 BOHE i
DR 22K, Yin SR AT T B BE T % 5% BOME 2% #8473 58,
2 BEAT AN TA) 2 R B A A B T L B 5 ek 2D 25 A R i A
R, AR T B R A8 A 1) 5 AR X R AT A B R
WA T i . IF HL DL SEBUM R I U R A % AR S %0 1
& FR G0 BUHE 1Y 5 R A B A S B TG 1 o X TR 43 B A A
PG R A F R, Wang 55 LURA = % B LRk %4 & 46 1 i 50
AT FERT G 8 i B T B Y AR A U [ G s A e Bt
HEHEERSEY, WuGiE AT S F NSRS
BT B R E AR B R T A 3
ABLHY A ) B RGN K R GRS I R U R R
R TR XV A R AR AR AR . Yu SRl AL C X {E AT 2R
2 UL e B A AN [R] )23 TR AR A, 45 10 B A s BB 22 3+ A =,
55 T R [R) UBS: F /o B IR 3 EHERESS R BRI 5 A4

mendation Algorithm Based on Score Line Prediction and
Multi-feature Fusion for College Entrance Filling, Reco-PMF)
RS HEAT SRR T4 B SRR A FT 32 R L e oA JH 2%
A 1 4380 4 HE 44 100 R I T BE A5 5 e 2 MR A6 25 A 109 1 2% 131
AR BT BE 452 00 S U By 38 A 35 L A 25 A S A R4 Ak
S, f T LUIRAS S5 I 0 58 PR A B A58 A G B8 DA B 2L 5
1925 A 5 A D AR SRR S AR T T AR TR 1 T LA
B A7 Ik

2 HUIRFREUR 4bTE

2.1 HI\IKE

RSO EEE LD KR ok B S HE
T 06 3 BRI Y 2 AR D SR E B L AR 2015 — 2021 £
25 BE AL TE 258 B AR B AR Lk (B L2015 — 2021 4F 458 — 47
— 4 F(RD (2021 BB E R EHEA . A SC L R A R
1o 2 B A A 48 I B ASE R, I DA B R AR B SRS TE A W
MR L
2.2 HEsE

nFe 1 FTa e AR IR Y f K SR B4 B4k Bt b B A e
AN TR AF A N [ 28 530 8 5080 0l St B0, 3 A ) 540 4 5O il
FIRE Rk R B8 AT & IR EAE . A IR,
T 43 B AT AE [R] — 473 A2 7] — LU A AN (5] 28 LR AR 1 17
s R TS 6 B0 G — M L S TR &R G S 86 L B S —
P IR B b i 5 58 2 T S0 A3 B A 3R R 1 B
B IFJE BB A7 AE I 53 BE BRSO i s B . S TR T RE
T 7 o BT 25 o L 3 BRI 2 A 56 A 1) 40 3T A 03 BB
JRAE AR R AT R I A, 3 T O R BE RS FE G ) b A A
5 R BN e A B A 2 A0, AR (3 OB I A HE 4 L
W CBE 2021 HEA A A B 1Y e A I s« B 245 5 825 T fe AL
HIAE B B4 s n 3k 2 fr g,

T A AT AR B UCH I G

Table 1 Lowest position data before merging(partial)
S b 5 £ 3 4 ¢ 7 ¢ b [11]
S I 5 A 7 o I 471 A B B I Y i GRS S T 1
" s " S i N N EMAE 2021 o1 A KA - KMF 23232
U T A58 2 2 A 7 4 SR 0% T [ B, A X Ak
SRR BB BOR TR SR LI V. 1 L3k 0
i) AL, A S 3 P A A R A A 4 T B A AR L R EHAkZ 2020 % A KR KHFT 29485
id BP 22 100 45 X 5 K 24 A I 5 A 4540 00 U AT B L 7E L EHAE 2020 AW EA KM FAX 11437
o . ; : FMAE 2019 b1 A AR KHF 25153
Al kLA B 7 B I s X Y 3
ﬂ ?mﬁmﬁﬁk%{j $Jm%§§% A SCE G KT FHA¥ 2010 WH  EH AH-# FEX 1046
SY R TI 1) 22 BT = % Ak B HE 77 5 % (A Novel Recom-
2 RhPRE 2R G
Table 2 Data after pre-processing(partial)
RAHE  EARAH FWMAK 20214 20204 2019 F 2018 £ 2017 £ 2016 £ 2015
24 EMRAE O ARB—H# 11699 11437 10464 11400 15197 10460 10915
53 AMMAE KB - 23896 24312 24522 23432 22210 23072 22155
97 AWAY  AR—# 36819 37744 40404 39974 41790 39011 37776

3  Reco-PMW #=8I

3.1 REZ&T

2T A e A B R A R A A R T o R T A 4 B AR A A
I3 B TR A B S AR AR 0 B AT TN (R i R A
O3 WO A A B A i A LR A% D 3R Y A Al T I S B R I
LA SO T S A2 5 HL BB A% £ Q3 5 A 552 s 7 TR B ) o IR 452 A
EUCHEAT TN 4 R e e Oy o R A 0 K2k

Fa T BP 25 o) 25 55 R0 P 1 TR BRI ) AT B AT BE AR

FRARABRS LR BN T — 48 1 Be AL AR AR v . BRATTHE AR
A8 T AR B i AR A 5 AR D i A TS 55 = A A e IR B far
YAk o AT R R R R R AR Y R AR AR A
W WM AZ SH 2 DRI ZESA 1A
HOBRERERT B ERER 8 BEJZ AR Sigmoid #IE
PR KL i R SR T P R R, A R PR D R 25 7 U
P RRE, oIk LA AR TR R 0 BN T4
FAE T BRI 1R 2640 2 43 T AN BE I 2k 100 %6 197
Bk 4.

211100266-2



EPRI S BT B TN A 2 R Rl R RS IR R Sk

U

fe& 2
i

B
A
8 1

Bl 1 BP 4 M 4% 45

Fig. 1 BP neural network structure

%10
4
il 3
&
B 2
1
0
0 20 40 60 80 100
HRAH
2 PHRURML
Fig.2 Average loss curve
3.2 HETFRME

AR M AN 3 . 2% A A o B AR 3 o B
Ao i 96 11— E B 0 BE AR BB IS TS A — T B A SR B B A
AR 5 SR BOME KT 0. 8 MY BE A & 43 S “ 75 R T4 T
0.6 H/NTFAET 0.8 W&l 20 9“5, /N T 0. 6 B9 B Kl 73 A
“WhTo IRLEBLIEAN bR BE L AR B R A HfE R B DL M SR
B REGEHEL S Bl iR KA 45 2R . LU & o o 5 44
FETE AR — & B T LLITHR 6 T BE AL, P X ek
SRR A A 28 O RO £ 5 HE 44 T 44 B4 B AR R
HEE 4 20 o [ o 45 T AfE 7 B A R A A DU L AR R R A
HAR R .

BB A

| FERK

[ za#ensr |
| W 4 B AR RS Lk
l'§¢ﬁ~$%%im

% Hnfr AR

A\
RIS WEHAET
» [ #mzp | [ slEZasds |
o [ sevhr | [ eamzmwiege |

FHAEFE prob=a*p+b*ftc*r+d*g

'

FH AL E prob
\ prob<0.6
| W45 recmark=prob(1-r) | O.6<:proh<=0.8

ﬂ{;; J=4 & prob>0.8

[ &— %t murs i R b aihpt |

!

[ TSR J

AR

3 A

Fig.3 Recommended strategy

3.2.1 TFRARA IR

R A 2 25 1 43 06 B A HEA T 40 2 77 358 . 07 5 R 00 Sy - 0
AR 2021 AE B KA HE A #ATHEF J5 .t IR -4k =
s AR R RAE 2015 — 2020 4 20 B2k i X B 09 2 v b, &=
A AR I A RS A SR I R UL TR M e T RIS, Bl 4 45
T 2020 4E 5 2019 4F Bg 5 d5e AR5 1 43 B4k S A 43 AT
Hy 1 R] DL R R B R A AT ST IE A A A, Rt 3R AT
KA R BN KT E BB IES R E o 40
540, bR o 292 55, MULIRATE B 2 A5 =t (D
7R
72;* 556(7W) @D
Horfr,s 2 AR 280, TR OE A 2 A oA BB I S BE AR A
AA 2R R, R ok R B R s . N — 44 %8 A %
SrHs S 618 A3 WXL HEAT M AE R, 22k TR B (H R
315 BRI FE B FLOM A 31 BT B AR , I 76 b A b, X 30 4 g 4G
PRAT SEBOBE SR (M FE BE RO, T G SR

n=25+25 % 100 *

350 0008
300 0007
250 0006
0005
200
0004 e FEAHCE
150 — EAWE
0003
100 0002
50 | 0001
(M |

0 0
318 365 411 458 505 552 599 646 692 739

B4 RO HIES A 2

Fig.4 Curve of score distribution and normal fitting

3.2.2 FEMESH

WEEE N 5L & B, 8 3 X B A% 1 4 SC FRAE 64T 3T 43, JF FLAR
8 3K LT 438 B o A0 3T 4 38 155 A 1 S AR A A2 U S AR AR A 2
WK A5 2% A o O IO AV vk 22 [0 A B 8 R 6 T A S TUME S5 1
TR R A AR RO . Z R K&, 45 A AR OB R
FLRMFE LT 4 N6

(D P SEICE p, TR TR PR .

n

p:year (2)
Hob, year il ARy BB AR SR SL IR R Rl TE AR O 2015
HEFE 2020 4E L5 year 0 650 % A 0 B WAL IR fE % 155
SRR AL BRI AL R A Y H . DAE AR B W T —
37 2021 4F 43 B3t R A2 YR R 11000 4% B IRT R BB 2 A ol i, ik
PLFE 2017 4F 2018 4F . 2020 4F #4971 DL % A 75 bk k2, 0] 2
n B 4RI p R 0.5,

()T R AR R 4> BOAR 22 A 3 1 . i (3)
i

f=r= (3)

m—s
Ho BR800 s 8 v X B &% R m, H
B 4> B v i BP A2 R 45k A 30 B 100 A A1 48 R A
WHARAR R LA TIEBGEF R WG . f i T
A 1Y 43 B0 TN A5 B (9 4 B LR 2 8] 1Y 25 BE L B % A IR 5
A 53 BORR R T B BE A AR 4 A . DL RO 2 S AR R
MK 2021 4 0 75 45 B W I 4 50k 610 4. T A
R 750 4L X T — 1 2021 4E R 0 Eh 618 4
RO B R B A ok U, Hos o 618,y A 610.m K 750,

211100266-3



Com puter Science THHEHLE Vol 49,No. 11A, Nov. 2022

W f{AH 0.0606,

OBBLEE LTS ro BER R & 5 S HEA 1T
AR WPIR, WMHERK 2021 EHRBEEA LS HEZ N
24 £ L {EH2R 24,

r=rank (school) 4)

OPMREBHEE ¢, THAMKX G PR, LIEHREK
2R, BB AR K 2E 2015 4R E 2020 AF BRI RS 0 R
10915,10460,15197,11400,10 464,11 437 ; % A= 43 K%k i oz
R 10000 24 W H g E>N 0.094 7,

i’: w—w; \
a= *:0[ "‘L;L' (5

year

BT X 07 8 0 I A B AL E 4 DS EUE X foreg B8
HATH— LB . T p ZEORME BN EE , P e 2 ] 22 1
BN HITE 0~ 1 W BN MO X R AT 5 — (e Ak 22, 15 3]
MR E ) KT a,b,0.d FIRAKXWARI S5, EA
A AR AL EE R A AN 1, prob i K S B 25 A 1Y
B,

prob=a* p+bx* frc*xr+dx*g (6)
3.2.3 EBE

T B R A SR ARSI T H BRI R — A H
AR L R R R AT AR DR L 3R AT] S i ARG 0 A A
rec-socre WE (D) FR

rec-score = prob ¥ (1—r) (D)
Hor, prob iz BE AL B SRR, iR 2 ad 3 — 105 1
FHEE & L4
3.2.4 HLER

B0 THELE Y n BT 55 15 4 00 S IORRE %6 LA B Hi 4 BE L 4%
P X BE AL HEAT HEIT L 43 0 R w7 SRR 3 A e )
A7 BE T T 50 0 BT B A A R e AR A 2R Hoh B
BRCH g 12 5 v 25 A T A A 1 R SR SRR UL U R S T g A
ABE—HE AT LLBTHR 6 T Be A, MIFE 3 268 v 358 A 45 B2 dme v 119
T T B A AR Ay 77 45

3.3 WEMKKL
3.3.1 #EAEH &

BALFE (GA) & — Bl 5 400 1 4R 5t b A= ) kAL i A
TAREHOR , DL E SR £ A 345 JLIS Jy Bl 9 AN TR AR v
i Michigan K241 Holland ## F 1975 48 M HET &
EY P A ey G R R L B M A L

AT FEVL T LA — AN R B AT 2 05 ) 9 3 R, BE T BE A8
Bk M R SR P A, B A0 A 0 I AR SR AR A AT R g
B A S PR A S AL AT S8 SR

Yoo R B AR B AT A, AB R T X TF R —
AR Y R BB BT Ay 4 AR JD 4 AR A
SHERJE EAT Ef  B ER 1. BASEE R
o B 4 0 Z % 3 A Ak LR B[], 16 ]
RN, YR 4 AR AN1,1,0,0],
[1,0,1,0],00,1,0,07,00,0,1,07,%:¥ 4 A 5k A 4 {7
g+ K B 12,10.8, 2, B 5 X 4 A+ E & B 1,
BRI E R 4 MK 13,11.9,3, FEE SR
HE BB AT LG A AR R 1, U B A AR T 52 R
{1 3 ) B e 0. 36,0, 31,0, 25,0, 08, fif A I 2
& 5 iR,

( = & A )
I

v v
[ 100 | [ 1010 | [ o100 | [ o010 |
v v
12 10 8 2
[ 1 11 9 | l .
13/36 11/36 l 9/36 3/36
[ 036 031 025 008 |

Bl 5 fd A
Fig. 5 Decoding process

T R PR RO 8 R 0 G RER a . X T R A HERE B
Bk, AT A RS L T 8 X 4 4% Be A Y S U 2R L LUAE )
A AT . R X T A R U B 2O RE RS Bl S B e
B, LR R LA A A R I A ) R L R
T RE B B A I BE A SR I, R O, 3R 3 7 B R RGN =X (8) T

fitness=15 * variance+0. 8 * hit@ {3 (8)
Horb L variance A6 B R RE T 545 20 59 4 A e 48 % BUME 5
B 2%, M5 25 AR 3R 45 A B 8 ik JRUE S 1) IX 43 B, O 22 MK,
B 52 53 MM 38 22 [R] 19 IXC 43 BE R o bt @ PR O FE IR IX — 38
T SR SRR, RECH S B0 (E TR AR T 22 18] 16 40 K

SR HI X [B] SR AE /Y J7 3 1T 5 A BB A OE N BE L, K
475,500,525,550,575,600,625,650 3k 8 A HO/E Mk A L 4>
SIS B GG R £ — fo o LT S (B A 32 R B 119 o 2438 BT
BE fove » WD IR

8
2 f;
-~ i=1
fre =" )
3.3.2  BHGAK

PL 2020 48 09 8045 4 S 98 8 B #5 . 2015 — 2019 4F 09 £ 9%
YRR E DT B . Xt FARRIER 4 RIS R
AR E A X A N1,16], 85 5 H 3 1 Ak
SRR E RS R IE 6 s,

185
180
175
170

ERE

165
160

155

0 e 7
P 6 st fe S kAU R
Fig. 6 GA iterative process
WAL B E 4 NS B0 FiR .
prob=0.73 % p+0.13 % £+0.09 * r+0.05x g (10)
WAL BN 4 S-S H0h AR SR p MEREHK 0,73,
P fi 85 o 3 7 BRI R 0 T DR 20 e e ok B 41 =2 [R] i AR 4%
FLU I A AL AN 22 R B I% S BN T % 26 58 5 B I 52
M AL A8 A o T T I o AT 5 A S AH 22 Ak L S BRI
WAL ¢ MSEEAR, X2 i T8 X P& W Be g [
DN E e T A A 18 5 YR AR b B (B IR G g A B AR A AL IR
B mE . RS BEBRAR . WRSG AL HE4 r 93 8b
B 33X 2 B S — BT I A A e AR AR A 1 kO 5 4R 5 5
J" M 4 TE G R L 8 A VR 22 0 b SR LR B Ml 43 oA A A

211100266-4



EPRI S BT B TN A 2 R Rl R RS IR R Sk

TR 3 ) 5 M R 0 e LA 4 T 4 P R ) Oy 53R B ol X e
AR AN 52 UK B R 0

4 LBREFER

ARSI S IR G Iy 2021 4F B % BRI
2021 SETHRL— ALy 518 43 HURF ALY 400 4y, I T
DL B 92 4 25 A5 a0 TR0 R T T R 4005 A S Y T Bk R AT
4.1 BB\ RFTME LT
41,1 B aER

2 P8 ) S R4 B0 e AR A 43 B 2 B AT A B A 8 A A AR
PR BB, A0 A 52 7l BHEE R 2020 AR R RIS AL IR
9 133199,2021 4E°4 296564, 25 {H 35 163 365, % 33 25 e 1 B
AR AR 57 U TN AS LA 5 B S, BRI FR AT 2021 4R f Ak
PR AL YR AR b e B 3 S AR B — 2 T 43 L B A AR e A
S IR MR [ N A AR A X R AR T S R K B
15 43 31 SR R P T I A TR 0 B2 T R A 70 | BP ot 2 (W0 246 A5 78l
HEATHT I,

4.1.2 5 5 TR BE R 3 bk 25 R

WAL 2021 AR SR AR 7 YR T 45 SR 55 S B SR AR AR A
LR AE 22 57 0 A LSS R % 25 /N 2021 4R 52 B d (IR 4%
R AL IR — 58 1 43 A Be AR g G AR BEAL . 43 30l 5k I [l A
RRETY Hefs B AT | ot 228 ) 208 R TR, LG S o AR A 15 25 PR
H5%,10%,15%,20 % F IS5 # Be e i iy o L, S5 R a0 3k 3
FRF e 25 R A TR0 foe AR AR A 0 U 5 5L o e (IR A% A4 67 IR
Z 2 TR AR AR AR EH A b, R OB T —
ZARBET e ARBAS AL YT Y o AR R

3 AMBER NI
Table 3 Proportion of qualified colleges

CBLRT . %)
HANE Z R 5 10 15 20
EX AN 45.1  56.7 69.2 T1.7
HE T M 45.9  55.8 67.6 71.7

BP # & W % 80.3 86.5 94.2 93.4

12 3 AT, AR IR B BT A 1R 22 PR T . BP #2415
4.2 HELER
4.2.1 FhARE
ot F 5 % 2 A R U L fi E ) O AR A Bl T O Bl SR R )
— TR BE R . R FSR IR AE, FRATTOR SR p AR N IT
Mraadr AN QD PR .
m

h= an

rec
Holr,rec T BRMERE B BE AR H L in Sy HETE 0 1R AL v S B AR
6 Bl SR B BE A AH
it T 2 75 Bk S BB — T A5 A B A 4 B A AR SCOR FH Ak
RIS ECE AL B AR HE 2 g 3 AT AL S B
KA PR .

m
>l rank;
=1

q=" a2

m
FCrpr s ranke; o HfE7E e 1 HH RE 6 BB SR BB 3 ¢ 9T e A X B 9
2021 AR AHE 4 m 9 HEFE B A R BE 5 B S UG B K
N TR) 8 e B A R MR 5 R O B R AT AT A L LR HE R — T

e A 255 S92 07 B 1A B I8 A o I A5 0 B 2 1Y v AR AR R R B
IR T HHE 44 A A 5 (B X TRl e 1 AL B AR L T
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Table 4 System outputs(examinee scored 575)
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Fig.7 Average admission rates of each score segment

ML 7 T LA A A3 B o 25 31 i S I O 3 5 v L
ET B R SR RS, LRI E T 1002, X2
BT B A NBUD B B D AR R AR R A IR B
e » 7 A o B XS 358 e 14 56 A0 X B A R, AR 43 B o5 A A
L, Btk 2 B RARBAY AL IR Sh g A R b i B i 4
ot A5 F AR S, 5, TR A B BE R R K i B e sh L 2 3 T
R SRS SE AR REAL ., B LS SR T I B A BB Y
HEAFROR B2, T3 0 2% 0 45 M W SRR I $25, X 2
THEEMABBE PR RER L, HEABBER L, R R
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PIAT, B0 3 A2t 6 Brmi i IR R e Bk R AT X L. &
TR AR X T B N e R S EUAR R I R 4
B A b WA G B2 R i 7 o aH B SR 4 T 268 B4R S Ah 2L LA

PRAETERS 6 FrBefe . 4 ARG R 45 Rk 5 Pr o . 4
Be A T 7 g e 2021 4Rl F R S B R R4 o Kok DA B g
BHERa I HEA .

5 BRGZBIEFLERI LRI
Table 5 Comparsion of recommended results between systems(partial)
o % #-FR FoFR FZER FHER FHER FAFR
00 KR I8 # b FARR L K F Jr Rk K # RE SN KFE o #k ATFHEFER
510 491 497 160 502 439 489 285 487 546 452 480
. HHFEER HAREBREAF Tk IRz N 7 Rk ok # ER=E X
534 351 537 323 515 216 517 288 533 439 519 454
AR 50 TR K F BhREkAY ATFIBEAAF b N FEARZEEAY BRAIFEHAFE
559 168 569 379 537 261 574 103 545 413 543 302
s ki HERF HFHEIKF HEE A KRF IE R AR LK F H AR KAF
600 104 521 254 566 259 577 133 585 116 572 161
S0 T w E R K E 2] o Ui S K HE A K ¥ mEIEER Ml R TR FEMNUMEKF
517 293 503 318 497 366 498 320 497 354 463 387
5o LiERE FK TRA¥E FERAMZE CA¥KR FREXF T ERKFE HpEENKF
5% 553 165 557 263 535 440 533 ,439 517 293 508 226
50 hEHERKRE FEMALBRLAFE MK F FEAREREAF hEARLAFE  PERAME CATER
559 194 558 210 580 77 545 413 529 141 535 440
o HhAFE FEHEFER LEE SEEFEK ik A # R EKFE MK F
581 100 581 285 580 188 575 131 565 224 580 77
00 Tl k¥ WREFEAY AXEREARY BAIN-KEXFE HEFEAF HOE R K ¥
512 292 506 267 458 294 487 312 474 295 461 316
505 R N AR b K #F BAERMAKF BEEAF FARR LK F BT e K
o 499 127 515 178 498 121 507 234 497 160 498 196
KA S50 FAERKE MAZHFHHAE THRIFEKAF BRI A% A E R ¥ R K
554 105 642 47 527 122 516 138 546 103 498 121
. TRETRAFY FEEHAF AL E R K ¥ TR 4 K ¥ R B K E-
539 82 610 62 554 105 550 128 545 79 546 103
X HEAR RS 65 45 0 4 25 R 1 i A S BRSO R A 1 R, HE—"N0580R 8 T2 s, HEFREER

BB BIR AR IR 6.5 7 Fidl,

K6 KRBTSR B SRIR
Table 6 Acceptance rate of each system at each score
¥ B HE KRG

450 0 0 0

475 0.333 0.667 0.667
500 0.667 0.667 0.667
525 0.333 0.500 1. 000
550 0. 500 0. 500 0.667
575 0.333 0. 500 0.833
600 0.667 0.833 0. 500
625 0.667 0.667 0.833
650 0.333 0.333 0.833

KT A RBTES BRI 2 14

Table 7 Average admission ranking of each system at each score

450 — — —

475 519.50 493.50 368.00
500 356. 75 367.75 304. 25
525 259.50 319. 30 169. 30
550 331. 30 325. 30 121.00
575 177.50 224.70 99. 40
600 117.75 153. 20 57.70
625 78.50 48. 25 45. 60
650 41.00 40.00 18. 60
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F G814 R BE W D) 4 75 SR ICERIAT o] — BT e A, PRI I oK JHG R4 5
S R TP BN % QR N S RS S S ¥ T 311
BERCHRR P A R 2 T\ 7P 6 A RG]
TR BRLF 2 HE 2 0T 74P R 5L

Li b BT PR BT S KA P U T B AR A T
HA k.

BRIE AT BP 2k 0 25 45 A0 X i AR 1R £ Ik
FEHUN L 2 J5 256 20 R AR 31530 09 J5 0k X 4% Ie A s BROHE 3 it 47
VB I 0 AR TR BE AL A Foe AR S5 IUARE S5 A 4f 77 B 45 B
IRAHEFELE R . B4R T 1 BB A5 M\ 75 21 43 B0 o7 437 U 3 75 2
— 1 58 HE 1 T 7 3R L RE S AR A 3t O 7 A R A AR R IR
55 o L5 Y ETHY F GO BRIE T AR SCRE A RO

AELAR SCAA 1 3 A7 A — BB ), L 4 o i IR 454 £ 1 T
0Bk 5 23 B A7 S DR A B A A HA R BE AR R
THIIHH 22 N B o SR AR B (0 U AR A R B e e R AT A
ARG AT 8T 5 A ) S B BEA 455 5 AR W D 4 0
DAl 4 ol i e S5 Bl Bl £ L S AT AR P A 0 K
FRF AR A 2 0 45 SR AT 28 IR R B A 1 ol S
4 g s WA LU 2 A A AR E RO AP R R85
oy I8 TR O AR TR 5 . TR R AR
AR oh TR A 9 AN TRt AT DA SR AT B e A 5k AN T, AR
SCOH T AN B e RE TR A SR — Ak AE 6 BT e A, H S BR
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