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The research of Java programming tests automatic grading technology

Zheng Zhiming' ,Zheng Yan-e’
(1. Basic Courses Section, Meizhouwan Vocational Technology College, Putian 351254, China;
2. College of Computer and Information Science, Yang-en University, Quanzhou 362014, China)

Abstract; The key to the realization of on-line programming language tests lies in the automatic
grading technology of programming. The characteristics of available automatic grading technology
were analysed. The key points matching technology based on XML was proposed. The standard an-
swer was introduced into the XML structure, and scores were given by the method of regular expres-

sion. Experimental results show that the system is stable and the results are consistent with the man-

ual grading.

Keywords: automatic grading; Java programming test; XML

W BUACAS B BRI 8 A i DA IR R Y
W B AR T N %5 R % o A g
(1 BB, e i B A 3l B S BOR X TR
EEAR QU NS S NSV D RERZIIPIE S5 S
B 22 J LR, AHL 2 WL JC AR Py B TR ) 4
BORIMSEREAET . FXFIE, F AT B iy A
TR T R Py PR (0 S R AL 1 Bl PP A T LA S
T SCRMBLEE HLABE 1 4 2 R 1 Bl PP 4B 3
PRI TR R Fp ) 28 30, SR 5 K e e B 1R
PR BEBEXT G, AN 28 JAS vy, i HL 52 BUXE S
K, TRl 2 Rk

RSO Java B2 7 BT PR 5 95 45 4 B RRALE
A, B PR TEE ST R R TG LR R AU X

ks H 3. 2014 - 04 -30

2R, X B — Pl n] LU S0 b 2 A5 H
R A SORAT BRI E S 58, XML SO IE S B A
BRI, AR SCEE T XML R 7 s DL R
i IE DU 2k ST B i D5 IE A T

1 izit/248

1.1 B3REEEST

e I A e 4 2 e R ARURE B Bl o0 B
S, PR T AGRIBU T X AT AT AU Y S Sl S
R IF FAS 32 XA ) A 2 2 R R
PAT PR AN TR 1 23 0573 -

(1) X nl g iz A7 FLAa H 45 2R 1R 19 25 A
REFY , A 2 A AL AR BOR AR, XA i

YEE A ARG (1980 =), 5 (B0) A8 AT, PRI, BIF5E 05 1) - i e S 52 4 A e g ik



238 fE A TR 2R B

%12 %

A BESRE G J8 MEA R E Y 5 A 757, #R Al A1)
I Java SOFPHLAIHEAT SR G I, AR EZE 58 XML
SCRY PRI 4 R 1A A D IRME T =2, R85
KR i 45 20 i (T 20 0, e f 1%
R AME -5 XML SORS P B 1 i ELEA T E A,
2, WIBEARE Y D REIE B , I8 A PE o0 45 R A
or BT RE Y D REAE U2 , A8 2 AR T 70 (i 56k o
B EIRIIIPR o7 s

(2) X F ] giam A7 E i 25 R AN IE# el
JCHE B ) 2 LR AR Y AT IR P O S
ST A FH I U 2k S R AR AR I 1) R 23 i
) IR F R RS AR R A S A X A AR AR DT
BefRiigs o HBBRERMTRAMIE 1 PR,

A

— TR ATER
VR Javal s LA A A EEEE
12

B1 B3hREHRE
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Tab.1 Comparison between automatic grading system
running results and artificial grading results
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