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Abstract: Aiming at the problems existing in the current teaching evaluation system,such as the simplicity of content

and limited mode of evaluation and the serious lag of evaluation behavior,the paper proposes a real-time two-way teaching

evaluation system.In order to ensure real-time performance,detailed evaluation stages are divided,different evaluation

contents are set up for different evaluation stages for students and teachers,the platform and software architecture for

obtaining evaluation data are provided ,and finally quantitative and qualitative evaluation methods are produced.For the

quantitative evaluation method,the abstract algorithm model based on correlation coefficient is introduced,and for the

qualitative evaluation method,the software architecture based on natural language processing technology is proposed.

Using the abstract model and ideas given in this paper,a real-time,two-way,scientific and objective evaluation system can be

realized,and the teaching effect can be improved.
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processing

1 5| = (Introduction)

H B A — BOR T 18 BE A XL P, o
PEAE AR A PR 2 B R AR AN IR, R HE T PR 2R3
BRI T YL A A BRSBTS T O A
W, 45 R Tr =Y, REETE I SR TR
B RUER R, RZ0 ASEE AR B AT U 2 TR O
ROE S S €L VYA LIE S S Y i B LG e a5 L DS e )
WA, —RES R R A P B BT U5 AR R A % i —
WA, AR EOM A PR, 303 2 2% A T8 AR R o 2t
s, SECCEMERT AP RN BEES R, BT,
TG TR 1A R EBAEAE AN A,

B, N NAEMPEG I R—, WEMITE ARG,
EGR TP A — RIS R, T A BRI A A E
TG PR B R AR SR SR AR R, B R AR R B
A HAMER ARG, H AT PR 7 AR DA BOE 1 46
R, MR TR I RCR BT R BRI H Y, il T
T IIRE, ST THEIE,

B, AT R EEE, KA TIFMREX., F%
BIPPN AT 0l AR AR A R AT . AR IR SE T
Mg B, B RO A, T TR
YA RRET RN, T —a2hns, fEdREfsy
BRI, WT R8N, Brd iy g ol

HETH . LTEEEM “H=I17 MRITTHUGITDB069); LT HHE M ST A H (PTHYZD17018); KM H H (JG2016YB22).



48 B I

201944 H

AYE . MEGERIPEO AT R PRI [R] S D, R BROR A
I WROREE S IR 23 ME I, 8PN 22 TR
Pord BB R IG A UEA T, B DA AR 5 B0 3E 0 R & TR Y
B XTGBT RIS, TRk
Ui, BT R R E IR AN RIS
Ji AR BB B0 PR 1 28 A7 AR A T A 2 2
ASCPRE H —FPSCI Y . W R TR R R, R4 HE A
RN o XX BE TN B BB, RN,
WIE=ANEIATHCE,
2 IR REHFTFNERKERA(Software
architecture of the real-time two-way teaching

evaluation system)
AR SCHR R SR A B PN R R A SR N LR

)g:jgfg RIS IPRB B l

o WM

KR R
= RO | Hoh—4 —
PN l

G ER
W
o

W%

A1 Ea R F RN R EHM
Fig.1 Software architecture of the real—time two—way
teaching evaluation system
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Fig.2 Division of evaluation stages
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Tab.1 Evaluation contents in different evaluation stages
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Fig.3 Software structure of the qualitative evaluation method

E TR0 B AR E S A BT PT L S BRI
T BARB R I B3R AR U RS I SR R
Ve A, B2 S MR Skip—gram 5 237 1) &, K7
] ARV R, B R TR L A A, AR R P
Wra R ] CAFEATRE R A N 25 . 2068 AR BB, PR B e
ARG, W ERUR Z I E B (1) 28 450 2 00 0 2008 W4
S8R, WA RIETS R A, FEE IS,

6 #Eit(Conclusion)

AR T IR R BTN B, TP WA FIT M
FE, il T —E LR RO A R AR, e
THEAN R R, 8 THREWMINE, RshEE2EI-
Mt , $REBEF R MBFROR . FPAILES ) SR AR
KA I o E B IR T AT R AT, HFE l T YIS AT
HYSERRL, FIH B R S BB BOARXS & M VRN i AT
50, TR, ASGRNN AT ERUTERE FATE
T H¥AFTENEE . LAMTER, XFBELRITFTH
R FAS s —E WK 7 s BRGS0 1 W 45 AL 3 & 3R
B, 25 R A B S B AR R s BTAAR SO —2 L
VERLR B e TR BB AT A . AL,

S ik (References)
[1] /B R e IR T 5 2 57 09 By 42 -4 F AR A AL i )

1. R AR 5 4%,2012,12(02):122—125.

[2] KP4z FAZLATEREARTEGPHEREHFFN]].

KW A & F AR S R,2018,23(06):1—4.

[3] W 3%, WA A 2 A IR AR 0 A B P S R I P g

JL R[] A 47 BACF ,2011,8(1):34-35.

[4] W W RATEE RGN R T BB RREAJ) LA T

L3 K,2013(10):175.

[5] % & K EEAHARE K FRFHREHFL[D]. KKK

5 .2016:83—100.

[6] XL K 3 3EERGHFIFNARRAMA]]. XX IZEXFF
1R,2010,32(8):89-92.
[7] 225 /S EH5 AT ROEAY EFRFIFMEIIR

& [J].3F FALHEF ,2018(01):36—38.

(8] R & Ak, B4, RMy. K EIEA £ A A EMF
1R,2016,39(01):1-18.

[9] Jiangqing Fan,Han Liu.Statistical analysis of big data
on pharmacogenomics[J].Advanced Drug Delivery

Reviews,2013,65(07):987—1000.

1EEEN:
i E(1979-), B, Wit B BRGE: HARH
k.

Bi4(1980—-), %, Wit BRI BHEEE. AREFL
H, Hlgs ] A SCEIES

FToa(1968-), L, Wt B OO Bz, [
BRE.

K mAE(1975-), B, Wit BIBER. BrEais. M.





