S A SCF B 2 SEF 50 BOE S UE R B Ja s

OFX # JKER

t o9l &

BRI ) R E AR . (ASEPAL 9 2% 07, JEHAE T E EFL (English
as a Foreign Language ) Z5¢ 5L T, K2 AN E ZO — 22 0] B B2 AR 4t il 238 %8K
A4 RTINS, BORNTIARAR D2 EES], LU AR SCT 5 i 28
TAE, SiRFEAAEBEINGHL W, R S TR R i AL 2l iE A
EEEK AR RS RS o TAER, MR — TR R, HBE AT R
BEE T UG EEAR . ARIEF A, N TR BEAGLEE ey, 78 A shiE s
( Automated Essay Scoring, n PEG™, Intelligent Essay Assessor, IntelliMetric, Electronic
Essay Rater &) gl L RAFRL I, WA BAESCH S ( Automated Writing Evaluation,
Al X AWE ) R 4E (Deane, 2013) . [H4h3E 4 1) AWE & 4t il Criterion, MY Access! &
WriteToLearn & 8% ) {22 HH FHEEZ ST, ANMAMIN T A% MPls, 1 B EN
. MG WCMERESE DT SR A K . TR R s AT S, TR R SR B
ARE R T2y 5 | B AR Sy SR AL A B 5 5 20 TR (Ranalli, 2018 ; Sarré et al., 2019).

HE AWE RGERWT ARG, (HZr 400k, Btk ry RS kg . iWrite |
AR BE I RESFC ) iz HEPE R REBEL P, WIFREITE, i
VEBAE S v O A LM S O T A, A TR R GRS
(scaffolding )" FBHHOEHHOC ST, M k2728 iR ik €, BlaR il 1 et
K JEIX ( Zone of Proximal Development ) ¥igFg ST, 5| 2 AT R R . (R
TRERSE, 2019) (HAEHAF—3RAYIE, TEALARPE 0 A A RO A SEPEAT) SR F Do 28 2 (1 Bl
T, SR SE O R G S AR R A I A AT IRy, PR HLAR 0 BCE RN A
WAL, XA T RE BRI . AN, O T ARBGR RSB, AR e T A L
AIPEBT PRI R 0, SR TX SEARE v RE 5 AN IV & BAn i RS 2, 85 SR &
( writing construct ) ZICKHE, (Powers et al. 2002 )

O AXZWNERIHERSITEA “HEFEAEETRAGREEL VW EEHEHRES
% (MBXH19YBO16) " RAEBRAEHFBHME “HERCEMN T FE TAFHEEEEHFHERN
M R AR AR (20190X0014B) ” WM B AR RE,
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R E NI LFE RETN RGNS, AR A ST SRR R R L iin = . W
B AR S BORRE DO R R RETT B, (HIX S RG] R O R ISR,
PLES S N T R R R —2, MR Z 5 R E IR EOneE . Wik, &
WFFERT E NS ARV REERI PP A AT R TE, RS AR 7

2 MRS

2.1 AWE BEHRIER

RO 2O B 2 TP g — ) SORTE o 803 S S e ) 2 I 3 T 5 0 6 A 7 A
PR —E R (Kelly 1927 ), JoRIZARFR NG T Bl FEAA R, HIRESS T
N H B S A S AR, HATE A 6 AWE RERIITEEZ RIERN 2 H SRS
PR ZC AT BIERT, A0 A 3h S B B s AR B ARKCERIE T L SRR R S8 S 1
BB AN RGN, A UF50E i AWE RO BESE, X2 EINIERAR R Z
b, RS A AT T 20, (0 R — RS A B 0 2% T A mT P A 35k o
I, FEAN AWE RERBENTR KR Z , W AT FEME 4. 52 AR & Kane 14
A T RESESIE (validity argument ) HEZE, ALFEDUN4EE . 375 (scoring ) |
17 4tk (generalization ) . #h #E (extrapolation ) F1 5 Wi (implication ). ( Kane, 2013 ;
Elliot and Williamson, 2013 ) ZE R UER AT HE™, MABLIES I —2t: . PLEsT
IYBIRRENE . HLAS o EOT R BN B ML 8P ok B 5 8O0 ( wash—back effect ) A4F,
TR IRIEREZR DL SR 1,

&1 AWE REMEICIUEESR
HERIESGE FEHR B

1. AWE R 485 N T3 B 4 SCRERF AR JE 73 AR TR 7

2 AR RGPS N T U — 3807
Sk 1 RGRMA GIAL S BB TR SR &7

2. AT R B AEL 5508, RG4S i80S HAR1L?
S VESCH ZR G003 805 HAW B AR AR 55 ( N 22 300 45 )1 3 B IAAE AR TP G 2R 7

1. VESCH R G0 BRE 5 78 3 U RR R PR F T A 2443490 (placement ) 7

2. X F HA A S MEAKEAR R SR = S, RGRE S A H ALY
Al I3

3. AR 5 5 YRR A J0 S I SR R 3145 5 8 1) R G /407

4. XHFHER SRS, RGLE 3O 75 A 3B [ 52 1 if A — 307

1P BRI UEAE SRR 4 1 S T IS B SR SO RGBT ST
LZWFETTI, BAORUL, RGP RUE Z BIWTIEN G 2 5T
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2.2 EPS AWE FHHEHSR

B K AWE PE SR 5546 T 20 ek, EAKIHZ R E M A 12 261
[ SN 5T 6 T U A B 5T K 2 4 TR e ABLIES R B AHVE R, B4, Deane (2013 )
AR, AWE RETEESCEMZEH | 155 2% R ZRE, 8GR T CHISIE
BREARUE R BEEAEE, X5 A TIFR &2 2B R ERASCEIY, TFRERE AWE
VA R0 B B4 1 O U2 L3 A Bh P ar RN TP o2 A — 30, Ho% ok ok i fk 48
R, WAHEBVI & —3R ( exact—plus—adjacent agreement rate ) VISR IR R rs A
FFEANGESR (MeEKFEIGEN, A%%iR), EUNEESR (S, tms
R) BESE—BALT 10 50, APUTEAH2E | A2 — %%, IR 4w & —5
RFEIR RGP T 82E/NFAET 1SR . Bk OC R 50
FHAT AMLEo A SRR RS, BT W 3 19 - otk n) — 3, i Forml iy R A
[l SIS 2 36 1 AH SRV G — BOR FIAH C RS 5, QAT DFFEARGE IntelliMetric (9 4H
WG —BUR RIS 97%, HERERECH 0.83, (Rudner et al., 2006 )

RAEESIMER K Z A AWE RERE . FEWES, Bl T2 RHITRHER
A ¥ S VA Ok o Ao VIS B e < = R oy N T ST E T B 2 o A | =
FF R B AWE RS54 508, HA T 1456 55 15 20 HIE SCHIBLES 4> TN T4 1 45 58,
I 92.03% MIVESCHI A8 2E7E 3 sr LN, #em 2z, HAHSEW & —BETE 90% LU L. {3
X—ZE RIS T R E R, BRI, ARSI A i — IR

] P K 2 3 SO A P ) TAEATS th N TR B 2 528G, PR IR 25055 3 %t &R
BT EAN L, BT R G U AR B AR AR E R . BN Sk R
ANEAZ WML AT T SR ER . TS (2005) X5 AWE RGH
FELE T R AMLIE A A 5E R4 0.324, mim{f T I R &R AL 2%, (B R (2013)
X AL PR R 64T T 9, S5 R BN RE BB E R T A T8 5AMES
— PN, WATFRMFEARI RN, BIE N 85 W SCHE, JEE AR 30 5, AR RM
AR ME LIS UE . eAh, BEE ARIE T EH AR B Bk E, AWE RE NS
R BAT T RERE 2 45, TS ZS M AT e B AR5 W] RE S ARA MLAS B RE F7 . T EL I IRLAIF 5T
HREA o~ NALVES> 22 5 09 70 A 1 D0 AR AR W) & — B0k, IR AEmFoE ) B AR E A7
TEANE . ZHiFS . HEA (2018) DL “EHBR AAIIEL IR 1 645 5L H NS
FEAKT iWrite 2.0 FUTTEEAT T0F9T, 4530 R B2 R AR G R0 ( 1A FT 43 s s AMLA
B 1r=0.566) . FEFEEBRZEE (Cronbach’s Alpha=0.721) . 522 W&% (38.45% ) . 584
K HIABWI A% (97.98% ) FIRIAZRE (0.3518) #P&E:, A 4518 iWrite 2.0 ¥F4>
BONFRAR . BRI, EEEYY . ERE (2018) XEAE S RGN PE A S AT T PR
WF5E, bR TUCEE AN R, B2 ARSI & — 28, @ TR 82E, iR
GGk ] M VE B R IE AR S, B RAN TR AEL . ARBEANLIES> 22 57 %,
R, WU TR B R R TR . Ak o R A DR AR T AR R AR IR 4
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T Wl B SE AR, 255 W] R GET 3 AR AR AT A PG A AR R b BT 2, pLas
PEI> BRI ZSORRRIE, AREBRN TR Urid )= SORNFIE, HLas ik BB
i REACAISCE, I BAE TR 2 A R 25 sl Rl R BC O 1 i BETT A AL o

EN AWE RS KB G& Z AR B R G Jif R SO 5 1+ T 5, A
BRI R RCARG IR R A G AR E e B, — D AFZAREE . XA
SHARGITH A RS N TR 45 B /- B0 5 B = — 20 A B4 Rt A —
o HIEAHFFOR X E N AWE RERPERUE R TIRUE, DI EIZSE e, I
73RNSO OIS BT (22 € D) = P2

3 B

3.1 WHEERE

ARSI
(1) AESCHLE -5 N TP 5 — 2
(2) AWE RGURBSIRAR ERI MRS,

3.2 HMRER

ARG L BB 7k, N ES ) B 95EEREE (Chinese Learner English
Corpus )" FHHEL 150 f Ao Sils DU AR SCAE M RS ReAS, BT A AR SO N TR G 71,
SPEON 6 4 F 1S ARG BRERHE T 1 B 5 AR SRR D, AR TR, SEEY
o BB BN SORCEE L) S5 BN TERE AR (3R 2) o SR AE SO WFSEREAS Y 75 —
RS, RS PR 1 s MUK 3, T Bl 7 B 45 1 AP 200 A 52T 53 b v
IHEZAT R, PP B BRI N T BRI AU DU AR Sy
PR 5 LR SCH 40 R 5 AR 2 0. 5400, 8 . 1L Y. 14 408, BRiZ
[ AHZE =47 -

=2 MRHEMENS RSN

S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 18 14,15 2¥
ik 12% 17%  20%  20% 14% 7% 6% 3% 1% 100%
B 18 25 30 30 21 10 9 5 2 150

3.3 HEWERDT
B DB B R ECR 150 55 SCE P HES (4001 & 4150) , IR RGE 1T H )
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157 BHATZ AWE RGEFT AT ACHESE, I RE AT ] i, At
FEIRBEMHAT 73 A B 73 R 15 43 ) VERIZ RGP R . SRS ALERAT i 43
Bk A excel 4%, FIH excel M SPSS18.0 T18 = Kighr: KRB ZEE AV 524
B R AR ;. AR & —BORIE AMLITSr 22 X0 E/N T4 T 3 B9 SC R 5 30 At
Z W CIUGAESCRA IR A 2E =43 ) 5 BEORAH OC RER 30 AALIE 73 AR G . s (B
B, MLERTE U AR SRR, MLERTE R & . A AN T HLEs T
R PES T B il SPSS18.0 &, B E MR N p<.05,

4 HiBRtie

4.1 EXATIFDH—HEREE

3 Bon, %A ARGES B RS YET AT 4. BEXTEEA T /56
FAHLES 2 B F MR T AT (p=.000<.01 ), 150 &5 EEAAE SCHIHLESFH 50 8.049, i
FET N5 8.77 4 (p=.000<.01) ,

&3 AUFEHDHE (n=150)

=/ME &®RKE EH 5 IREEE t{E BEM (XMW )
NT A4y 6 15 8.77 1.95 3.601 .000
HLES 5.1 12 8.049 1.72

T AGNH T ANV B2 A& — B A . AR SCREA Y, ABLAr 5
ZEREOECRE RA 3R, e —80R 00N 2%, AWML 858 £ ICELE (exact
agreement ) AR ; 117 j SCF W AWML ECE /N T5 T 3 47, BEAMLPES-AHAR W) & — 3k
RN T8%. FEAMIFFT TS H s PF4r R G5 N T IF I (8] (AR SR W) A — BOME SR A I 25 |
75% ~ 80% X A~7KF ( Burstein et al., 2004 ) , FZRGX—bRifE, HLERTEIE 2 T X —2K .
HAR 33 R AN BB T 3 4, X EESCREMA I RERE LA A . AN I 7Bk 5%
SRR AR & —BOCR R E, HREE 90%, SEA—FUETE 48% F| 58% HE ik F] 80%
( Ramineni and Williamson, 2013), WiAHF5E15 H &R WAL, s HERH, TR EHRT
FEA B B AR SO BRI AE— 225, EAMIER AR SR, W HAESGER K 15—
B, WA 34— SRRV, RNAF RS REEX —2 57, g,
ARV & — SR 45 . ( Ramineni and Williamson, 2013 ) AL 3 20 Hl e T3%20
W, AN TIFRE A R ESECRh 24y, VLA 1 4. 2 40 3 43485 N T4 &
T LA HLIE ELS B AT LIGAE] 100% —EL,

Ak, A S EN 28 AWE RGP — DT 85 R AR R R 2257, X
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A ATRER W TAEA M 22 53 DL I i S I R G Z BIAFAE AN R S 200 o LI B AT R 48
BHARBIIE i R . W AR A EN], WAR WIS, 21 RE2 TR H LRI 2>
JrEAFRINR, X LTy s B4 2 — P H 3

=4 ADBERBBNES—EERDH

i A N
A 005 051 115 152 225 253 3-35 354 4—45 45~7 HOIE
EE —Epp
YE3C
w3026 0 a2 12 4 8 5 5 117
5
2 17.33 13.33 14 14 8 9.33 3.33 5.33 3.33 10 78

(%)

MWL EE TR RIS 4048 . 4110 A1 4127 =R AN TRAMESC, Z8k2:40 5
N 6455 T M4.6 57 (HAR 4R, WWRAESCHINEI 15 7, IR BEINZ
K, WU A ShPE 2R GEvE o3 AT A BE R 25 DR I T

AWFFEH FH SPSS18.0 X AMLF Btk AT T AH G, S5 2R Bos AML M EOR W25 ARG
FHR BN 0.122 (p=.136>.05, W3 5), 10 SMH BT I 55 A0 5 R BN
0.7 ( Ramineni and Williamson, 2013), AHWF5E4ERE AR —ESH. WP RN
22w [ARERT BEZ Al B9S2, WA IS RIS B0 T, BRI R B FAE 2
S, A hEAR, o (EBS . (Shermis, 2014) SR, 405 R B LR WA, 52
HZ T .

&5 AULOEAEXME
GEES K
BARDE B EEM (M)

PUZR AT SC 150 122 136

SR, 1% AWE REHIIFRBUE AR . iR g 2odls S = RBEZ 1 bs
HERW AN Z AFE R R ZE S, KB /R AWE REGTT R L& T3 e L oy
RO, [ IO R B AL AR 0 B S A e PP ) — 8 00

4.2 AHFDESRARIE B R EME

it — 2 B B2 W A AR G L, A S e BEAE AR A SC B N T 43 BOKE 1 S AR
(1~64r). 1 (7~94r). & (10~ 154y) =3, G m = ME R 017
EREESR (p<01), RJ5E40 LLBILAHSV & — SR 4050 (R 6) ., 453
W, AW BARLBW) & —BUETE 6 ~ 8 /- BB R, M 92.85% ;5 16 9 ~ 11 74BNy
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&g, R 81.37% 5 12 ~ 15 ZpRBAk, U0 36.95% ABLIr 422 i {8t Fifi 73 £k B 1Y
ETHm BT, EE 2 (One-way ANOVA) 48T iEs, = RAESC B =7 7E B 3%
Z5 (p=.000) G ZH BT (Post hoc Turkey’s test ) R AR, RYE ST 4y
BEAFAERELESR (p>.05), HYSEMIEFEREZR (p<.05) . NFEEHE
SO B E AT IE LRI, IZAESCVEIR R G T RE SR A TN TAE B e RS

&6 (ENBLHURITON—EHME

DEEL X: 6 ~84(n=73) H: 9~114(n=61) T: 12~15% (n=16)
AL A — Sk 92.85% 81.37% 37.5%
NI 3 Sl 1.43 1.88¢ 4.11

E AN BEHE T E(a, b, OOMAXRT A FELEZR(p>.05), FRNFAEF £ 7(p.05),

AP SCHRAS i SR 4598 . WA BESE L T E-rater (DL 6 234 9F70 ) FIA
TP B — 2t RIAE 5 206 o A s e H S 5N TR i 22 R iR
( Burstein et al., 1998 ) AW 3548 H Criterion ( L 6 43H17FE4 ) 1 H B LL B AT 4,
FIH A o RO, I AR W A BAER LK. (Li et al., 2014) FIFERIR
TEE VR . BEBEGE (2007 ) BIBFSE PA 42 1%

AWE FGERES B HERA PO N TARSMESC, P fE 202 P ik SR iy i & AN
B AN 2E . Bl ] LU TR Z ] AL R R 00 5 AR 20 WL 0 B, FETFEIN
BT B SRy, PRyt B T DURSE r] S L BRI B 5, (B2 AEPE S0 5 o & 1 SCE
W ESCEE N ZT o T AL &R JO T BRAR — 0 SCEE, B0 IE X SCEE 10 12 4R A AR A A
fapEiier,  HREMKEE — L n] AL A RRIERITPAG SO i, X SEARE ] BB S — R (2
JoKHK, (Condon, 2013) A ik 2eit fAHAE AT REAH THLES 3, #EM- BT N T 555
YESCHYRHA], ABFFETERRE A RAERIE IR E A3, R Ry m AR %I, 78
ey A I A T s e T SR TR R LR AR T 2, Al PR ) AR 2k LAk B
PR DR, X ESCRA BAETNL RS M7 B, (IR REEH . 2, BAERIX,
THE WU B 55 5 T Al BB AR 2007, N VPR 5 7R PP B A St 2% S8 PR 2 mT RE B Sy 4
I, AMUEFNCERZER, EEE R NS, (HX R TCE R, i
A ATRERFNI SR, R ICERE, AR CE R e ST ge i i, R
K BRI FE AT LU BB 0 B B WS R AR SCHE I . A3k R B R AR T 1 Y
FEHRE, R P SO SRR N VP93 R LA 2F 20 1052 i) S i B 8 AP 1 22 57

4.3 MRERVTARFRESFHFNET

AFTAARE, A BIPFR R SR LI T RIR AR AR 1 22 M o 00T A HPRE K B
[ TP R A AR, M THO&R. AWE REFT0ET B2 B9 RREI, A4 aT LIRS
LB RSt o~ B Bl DR . (EUR, ARSCE i BT 05 I R AL
DREFER: LA RFRT AT, A B AR (A TOiA B S
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BENLT, PLasBcA Al RER A T RS0 XS ZRTHmYT . E&# (2018) RiEH)
F GO BUEATAE R AN A ST RN, FRTH AL I E R IC I 58 2 IR BY
SCEERZHE . A5 RAETFRRIESE DT T . AN, HRTHLEHIIOE S5 N TR AL, AL
VORI R B 7 T AT REAE AR 22 5, ELVF R B 07 s A A ), (B AR ) b 22 S 75 B %2
AIBFTEUEN] o PRI, A3 UM AR A 70 BN 75 2875 I8 3 R 58 H RT3 A7 72 9 M b
BREE

WAFHER B, Z2RORSE ISR BN R T S5 AR VRS I RSP VRSO L e B
BOLE AN A ARG, Ebm 2 al e ke . Mlasn BUR W E A 587 L
MM BB Rt (BRZ HUMR ) R H AR T EEACEFR ST 2 2 AR U L gs
PR, AR RS AR JCRE 2 BRI . ARBT VAL, AT fvad ik AL IE 35 S 1 P
ANBEYE, IO EIESSBANE S, REERRE, HATA 31 RGEE0 RUE v AT,
WIFRG DR Z R WERPLS BN AR ST, A ] BE BRI AL, [
PLEsal RERAl A E B ARRE ), BEERA S B MRS el SEEre T, AU
WA Bz LS PER ] DRSS & 03 E JO7 =X, Mol — & PR AR SOy, tean,
BRTFBORBIERE, HATHLAS PR ] AR T3S | brri . RANGEERBTE T, 5
FARTEE R (U EE 20 SRS ); SRR SRy KRR B B35S,
BB AR BRI L S5 SR BRESEILAR A KSR RO, AT B
BePERY R, g HGE A PR G Foid n] R SR & 2 B R B e S AR 57
MG TOIZRIASHS S5, S A i S R Ik S 5 A12%

BN, R TR O S, A R R AL G e i, H OO AT S8 R B G
HEEAR, Al eZMESR BB AR, e 3 A SR

5 &k B

ABFEHGE T E AR AWE REMPEDRUE, ZERFIN RGN0 80 AR,
A RETS BT A E— LI AR S g o AT IECH BOR N BN A5 KA 95 2 )
e, 5w ARG ILE], O T H TSRS D5 R R, SOas ok o 4
HAHL AT o FATIN % U 285 | S [ P9 S 2k S F 5 3 A T2 TR T

AT IR R TIZ RGP 8UE, b frfE— SR nl iR BEG . B,
ZESNFZERE T, AOFFEREARRCR AR RN FU, RIEGE AL R SCA R AL 77 1
G, Ak, RES) WICERPERDERAAEZES, Xt NHLPEor 22 55 B9 M B R AL
A5 wm, RPN BZERT =0 SCERVRAE, WoRIE— 2058 il REHL AR =
AN T AR SCHE N Agvk L R B RSFT7 R . X LB RBURAR SR AWE &
G K MBETEN B AT LA SCTE R R A 7 1) o AE(EAS @ RJE, APTIEX T 5 1 Hev
A AWE RGBSR LA BN A 2 R R BN SURE] T — N ERER, M RFRIRY
A —E NS H i {d.
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