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on Similarity Fusion Algorithm
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Abstract: Auto-scoring of subjective questions can be realized by calculating the similarities of the texts. Taking the fea-
tures of texts into consideration and based on the Trie tree search matching theory, a word order similarity algorithm accord-
ing to relative distance is proposed, and the statistical similarities between words and the word order can be obtained by us-

ing statistical regression method. Finally, an experiment was conducted, which proved that this method can realize automatic

grading of subjective questions based on text structure features in the specified scene.
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Fig.1 Similarity model structure based on text structure
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Fig.4 Comparison of grading results
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Tab.1 Results of section calculation
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