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Abstract: The controllable text generation task is to generate a natural language text that satisfies grammatical rules and
semantic requirements under constraints, which is widely used in practical scenarios. It is difficult to embed the constraints into
latent space to control the text generation process in an explicit way. Especially in the complex scenarios, the generated texts
should be linguistically diverse and semantic consistency in addition to satisfying the constraints, which makes the controlled
text generation more challenging. In recent years, the data-driven controllable text generation methods have become the main-
stream approaches, especially the use of large-scale pre-trained language models and the generative adversarial networks further
significantly improves the quality of generated text. We summarize the representative technical architecture and models, as well
as the task-related datasets. Focusing on some challenging requirements such as the linguistic diversity and semantic relevance
in long texts, we survey the theories and techniques of the related methods, as well as discuss the advantages and shortcomings.

Text evaluation is an important part of the text generation task. Most of the metrics evaluate the generated texts by the
degree of word sequence matching with references. Since experiments demonstrate that these metrics are weakly correlated to
the human evaluation, some researches introduce neural method to mimic human evaluation. We discuss these qualitative and
quantitative metrics from the perspective of cognitive linguistics and present their merits and shortcomings. At last, we sum-
marize the remaining challenges and present some promising research directions for the controllable text generation and eval-
uation.
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HUAE A0 N i 255 1) SCAS ) 3 23] B O s, BRBAS
T A R 22 0 25 A A AR 4 U188 7 1
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¥ BB R (Diffusion Model)801 & 5 T+ [ A5 &
(AR SRR, e a8 T e R AR Y DR B,
S AT SO R, JE I R AR R A I BE LA,
RIHAERCUARZ R . BEX—REAR, A
55 T 1 ) o e M i) ) s MR AR . AR N i
M2, BERSFEARZB LI R R, & — K
PR AR, HERANREEzZ N—
iR s . fEERRNERE, R EIE D £ IR
zp RS, R RIRREAS . AR FR AT B R
AR NI BE BN R M 2%, IR J5 I 20
W £ LU BB R A 1 v 307 Mg 7 D il A Bl
T HUE A VAE J7 A A UVE , (B A R E A
], AARBLAEY BB R A AR AR 21 i 23
AR, AR R )X .

PO B AE L W 12 b 7 O 2 AR AR R
AL AT LLZ XN & P45 2 . Diffusion-
LM(Diffusion Language Model)®! /& I o [ 48 &
PETT, FEEBRERE, BN KB ER
ARRAIBIE ¢ 8. 7rRBAERN LB
BEBE EEAS BAR S A A BN ¢ MCMERE R, X
#l T Diffusion-LM A A 70 2K a5 1 7 i,
LD4LG(Latent Diffusion for Language Genera-
tion) B2V B Bk J& 11 IR AN MR AR e pif e, i vE
WAL IR SN R B F RSN SUN

DIFFUSEQ(Diffusion for Sequence to Se-
quence) SR HE B2 4 AN SCAF H bR SCA, 7RIk
REFE RSN SCASANAL , AO0S H AR STAS T g 2
e, TSR A AT S5 o 8 X B AR
(¥K A%, DIFFUSEQ Bt A i 2 A e it = S04

gi b, AR AR SOR A B, AT

ZEIR T T UAR R M VR A O AR LA SRS A2 .
IR 2.
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. VINERHEA 8T K 1A E RN L N R E AR ey N
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. DL SRR 2Rk ) — 8 BE 1 1A FEAR T SR A aok R XAl 43 e e
sy | ucleus Sampling®h (E A T BUR EL L BT i
W 477 ¥ K 0 T (9 240 R B I 2 o 4 7] {4 2 AL I Ak DA
[62] T e 3= = T |
o i PRAREAAMERE | g, —swmgmings
Contrastive Search(®3!] TERFEMY B 2 R H 2 H i v i
FH ) 3] 4% A1) 5 SCAR A 1Y HN A A S, fet s
DP-GANI64] iy 715 843 AT A7 A M I 5
DSS-VAE [67] 7 3 4 2 1] 1 AN TE) Ja 1 5 D B s
LT (938 SR e | WA, W T B
ETFRS SIVAE® o Hik
Y T 2% 1) ] 1 B2 BRAN ) = 1 A R R S TR OAE K | ERRPHHEREASS
ik A Sy B AR e A 5 1) R i
MixPoetl701 fR A Tl B IR 22 AN A R 3R BN 6105 [7] I 428 1) 22 A A2 ik TR B
[A] 7 = 1] S i LH
e 5N AR A O R 1 R - X
_LMI81] A A T 4 4
Diffusion-LM - &M R AT 5 V7 0
FET o DIFFUSEQI® TE vt 3ok 2 R B i N SO T wOsE R B T R 5 E) FEN S AN
B 7 1 X A H bR SCA 7504 AT 5
. . . B IE B e 3 5
4. ) i = ’*;T =y
LD4LG2 K R g A A0 5 e B 1 B R IE T %
I T B 2 58 Bl AR Al A2 - PLANET 458 24 [86]
4 TR EER, FI [ 7 LU 3h 2 e A B8 A 7 1 M

K CARAE SIS FEF, ME CARKER
B, AR A RE S I A A B 1B X
. NBREKCAEES, K2 RIEES
FERNA) 715 X, B, A 18 iR R A ) 7,
It BRI A PP Al 24 BT ) AR AR S
T e IR E . b E K, BTIRHER R
K H 28 )2 A AR s s 8 v [ 08 LRI Z
BRI RE, BRI ) 48 ) A [A) P 25 ORIk
P, RSB, BUE SIS RN, AR EE
U SN ) - SR Bk
4.1 BEFSHERRBHTTE

LR TTVEE AR N SCAR IS A e =
(2R S B8 5 A P 25 R AR s EL AR ) 3R]
RN 2 JE P dm b5 45 15 48 H-AE (Hierarchical
Neural Autoencoder)®4, Zgt5 [ B, H-AE fl& [
915 2 0) 7 Rox, K2 A f) 7 Ron R %
IR, SR B, BRSO R IR T R
AR TN, UREREXERR, Z0
R AR A RS 2 A SRS A A 7. 2 T4
B R HUARE I &5 B8 ik &, HS-GPT(Hierarchical
Structure and GPT-2) /7AW T Bidgsfy, 1H

RImEMA) TN, dHITHE N —A a7 R
M, I T HRINAEEEE., FREENE
T NE] R IE R N 2, BT DL 2 I 1) ) 2k, (HZ
FK o /b AT g R A

WA — LA B ARE SRR FHOG
TAE T e R 4 SO B AR N 25 HE R 8TI88T Bl 3 4
SEE AR P BBN01, SRS AN N . N ARHESE
HIHE 55 1 AL 7 270 ) i I p 25 [0 28 T 45 21 4 EP-
PG(Event Transition Planning) 5 4891, 8 ] i it 4h
#B %0 R B 0 MKR(Multi-Level Knowledge
Aware Reasoning) % 1 00145 5| ,
42 EFEX—BMHIRRENGE

N7 A RIS B SR A O R, T D AR
R AR R Bl fSl P B AR R ) S B A, A A TR AR
FSCSCASIN 18 SO, B B 0 ) 48 S A 40 21 1Y)
WA ZERIMEAE S, 2R SO RIS L

MR L, LeakGAN(GAN with Leaked
Information) % 4 OV4E AR pl — /N i), #52 F1 ) 51
ARDCY AT O A B P A B RHIEE S, ARG it EE
SRR IR SN AN A A R IR RV 4R ) R
Tt 77 A AE AN SO AR BJE A 3R AT I A5t T 2
AR
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MR BT A % I, RTT-GAN (Recurrent Topic-
Transition Generative Adversarial Network )% 1 921
BEXEHTAE R A) T, R T E A A R L SE AR
fE—3, 385 N 32 A ) 28 1 7 2 15 F AR B
A EBAHOE, B G A CA BOCARR) TR
T —EUE .

43 ETFRBEMIIRIERN G ZE

2R T RE I A AR B 2 AT 55 5 2 Uk
Sk 1 SR ABE R ] ) - O IR O JR IR RN A 03184, g
T A SR ) TR) AR S — Sk .

Guan 5 Nl id B & SRR K 45 44 40 % iR
P& ConceptNet®* 11 ATOMICLOS! 1 ] S e 435 8 %

N B IRIEE SO, R AR 9 SCA I R R0,

FI, @ REA I . B IELea) 7. Bl

B ) T SRR A IR, S

RUPED SFREA A R, SR TH AR O A () & B

T RN T 451 2% R AL

Lse =Ly + Leis (12)

Liw=—logply<) y €DA; (13)

Les = —logp(eyly) ¥y € DA,,DA,, DAz, DA,

(14)

Horb, Loy NOUR TG 2K BRI EL, Loy 9T 2653

T4 2K L, DA RN IEFEA, DA, DAs, DALTR
IREZRAFER, o, Ry IE K B2 .

Guan %5 A\ 54 —T TAF HINT(High-level
Representations for Long Text Generation)®71¥s il
Az R F) - TR) ) AR ARA P TR AT 55 AR 40 A1) T 1 SR
NN 1 I S I = 0= W A 12 (/A e 2 6 | 2
SentenceBert!8If5nyd:, [FIRF, HINT F)HA) 7w
FIMAESS ¢ 2] LR RE R, ARG 2 K =
T SURHIE, AR TE BB SOA .

BIX AT A SCA AL B R ), AR5 SRR A O
JHERAZ AR . BRI FAE, he
3 3.

5 HMEREMBES

BT B K Bl R A 2 SCAR AR RO VR B AN B
AR, T8 T R Y AR (Y b A R RE AR A
XA RS RO VPAL o HH BT A TR RS R A T2
HAA, R NMR, RN H SR
TH0L, AKHE S 25 ORI AL JOCA ) — SO AT TF

W, A GBI Ry = vy, .y NS FH
WAL A Ref ={yL, .. yh . y™ I T B A
FEVEAN A2 OCAR R 225 SCARy I TC L, BB
T2 B VP AL PR 5 1R SCARAAYE o o) — 07V R 4t
BTS2 ARG, 2718 RS A
SCA A & G vHREECE SRR PR AL . AR
CRIRIX LS SCARVPAL A7, ) b B 7 A I s v B
PEANFLARAN ST, W HARHAMA R, FHIC AR
A G S
5.1 EFSEXEITM
5.1.1 H T ou A VLR Pl

n TCHRIREL: n NAM T F A, %6, ()
RARERLXA y BIFTH n TlES, C(g,y)Rmn
JTCHgHE XA y FHRHIKE, M, (yy)=
G, (¥) N G, (VDR RER LA y A5 2% Ay LR
) n TTHES « 2RV TR AR F M e 4
G 8 FRS B S B AR O N 2 5 SCAR I
RUUCHECRE L, 6 A B PAl AR SR X 275 3
ENITSENY o

BLEU(Bilingual Evaluation Understudy)!!%175
VST T AL RS 8 26 pyy P SOAR G JBE T AR SO
e, HibEARXWR:
BLEU(y, Ref) = BP  exp(Zn-1 Wy, * log(py)) (15)

1 r>f
Bp = {e(l—f/r) r<f (16)
_ dean(ymin{c(g,y),ggggcn C(g.yi)}
" Y gecn(y) C(9Y) (17)

Horb, N Rl KnH K JE, AEW, ZoR e HAE,
BHEEL/N, PRRNBREIEABRSCAKEr 5%
AKFE, BP NFLSCARIENT RE 44 O i
TN AT 5T

% BLEU I T84 o2 AH FIAUE, ANGe 2250
X F G F) @, $545 NIST(National Institute of
standards and Technology)!'" 5| A\ {5 & & X 7 A [
JCHIE R, 256 JudRE IR AN SOAR K VPl
P& N)iE¢

% iyinfo(g)

_ N )Z9€Mn(yy) -~ 7
NIST(y,Ref) —BP*ZnZI{ Y ge6ny) C(@Y) } (18)
BP = exp (’8 * (logz(min{r/f, 1}))) (19)

. ) <ism C( [0:—1], i)
info(g) = 1092( 1215i5mg6(g,yi)y ) (20)

Horb, PAZH AR, pRAE T A
WHEL 0.5, g[0: —1E R T HgE R E— NG
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s
KT i ; \ , ‘ :
HS-GPTI®s] a@;%%ﬁmg%g %/'\ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%i #i
s e A T L 45 5 5 Bt R e B R
B B B AR R Pl it
ProGen!88] PR TH IR RN
B R P NP R E R
A ) I BB, AT S
R A B N I Gl
MKREO! T R A s A ] R PUlhroretisinet
Bk 5 e e
PLANETE! il 2 O R R LAV U Bl | ERE T K SO A A e A R o P g s
R A HE SO AR S B A R SIPN
o . ‘ — S
T ) LeakGAN ﬂ{[%%ﬂ’]{ b WA T 1l 75 25 b SESGIN AR LS UN
Sy i T GAN @mmiﬁif—ﬁﬁ R T
T = LU Ry SO,
I KG-PMI6] R AR S A i — S 5 R BN R 5 BRI
iﬂiﬂiﬁaﬁgi oo —_— . — 77—7£r|ﬂ$’ @Fﬁ‘ﬁzﬁ} = T“)I‘ﬁé] —
A WA T EERTR, BT T GRH  T2 BE P
2 SRt ) L T b

MR e, (5B &Einfo(g) B T JoH gt T
SH ORI EE N, Wk g 5e B M IR,
117 g #8703 B AIARCK, i ] g BB fhi ] T 2
MR G, N4 T 2 HRE
ROUGE-n(Recall Oriented Understudy of Gist-
ing Evaluation-ngram)!'2ii# i3 yu 2l A [A] Z6 B & A=
JRICASTE w5 5 2% SR A LA

b iy max{C(g.y).c(g.y")}
ROUGE-n = gEMn(¥.yY) ‘
" L peanoh @D (D)

ROUGE-L(Recall Oriented Understudy of Gist-
ing Evaluation-Longest Common Subsequence)!%?!
ZEa C ARG MR A A Bl 2, A SCA T 81 DL G A
JEVEAG A BOCAS . — AN FR 81 i B SCAR ) 17
24 B Z A Boh BN I SCA Y, B
ANTRE SO A 1 2R GBI B B Y 512 7 i i
## . ROUGE-L LLUL R K 7 7 41 K &
Ly, yOFIA UK RE r ILLIEVE RS2 P,
PAL(y, y) RIS 25 SCARK B I LB AR 9 A F # R,
W E FEZE VP E OO, Bkt A
T, HH$p=P/R.

P=L(y,y)/r (22)
R = L(y,y)/; (23)
_ (@+BH)*P=R
T T R+pZP (24)

METEOR (Metric for Machine Translation)!%3]
MY e A UL B = A R, 1 B kil o B 3%

SILHICAL, 5N chunks s A AT 25 3¢
AILBUTHM AL RC R EE S, G PIA6 T
BN A S SCARILEC ) 1 T4,
LAFAEA B SN ILEL oA, S IFILRC T N
—AGELER . METEOR itH AR, Hrh,
Pen(y',y) 5ty RIAE ST 150, DUHAC Btk 2 X 2 2L 0
TCHNL ERANS L, Kan T ERIET, P Ry
Foy MARFR Ly NS SOR I 1 oA 2
A a2 e FAE

METEOR(y, Ref) = max {Fi» (1= Pen(yH)} (25)

10%P;*R;

Fi = R;+9P; (26)

z i C(9,y)

p. — Z9eMiryh)

b Zgeain C@y) 27

R = ZgemioyhC9Y)
' ZgEGl(yi) c(gyh) (28)

3

C ) = 0.5« [ —lehumksl

Pen(y',y) = 0.5« <deM1(y‘yi)C(g,y)> (29)

5.1.2 T 18] 7 51 G 6 HE B R VTAL D7

O 4 B i T e PR A A O AR B
S22 SUA ) /N o B B B /N G B AR o G B
PR S IR BUT AT AR N MR B3 B .
TER (Translation Edit Rate)!'*1L1d] Ay 4 45 54 %,
158 FH 2 48 2 0 228 SO 2K ) B A T B S
A AU . CharacTER(Character Translation Edit
Rate)!" 03125 [& [ T 1] [8] 1) 9 56 85 29 82 1% /N T-HE R
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TR A g E R, Bk, AR AgmBmxT &,
S FH 4 B 8 0 A SO AR K B Y A 3R 7 SCAR
el . ITER(Improved Translation Edit Rate) /7%
oSN 1 AT ] A UL BC #R A, TR TR

min;gism{cost(v,yH}
r+k+mingciem{cost(y,y))} (30)

Hr, r RN NEMSCEKEE, k NULES )[R TE 17
i, cost(y, y)FRNE AR 25 R T i
K.
5.1.3 BT 7 A8 SRV AL 7k

T A R PR I AE A8 FH A [ Rl A T 2
SCART LLRIBARFIE Lo N T AR X PR, 7]
PUKE SCAR AL N3 RS S &, 1 o 1) &34
1% EmbedAvg(Embedding Average)>i F #4 B SC A%
] m) B ) B AE 9B a8 D07, jn) & A vk
VecExt(Vector Extrema) X F SCAS A 1] [ & [ B —
Y 1 B AE B B S m] B 008 SR JE A8 A AE X ) &
18] B AR SZARL VT A AR Jl SCAR 2328 SUAR IR XL —
Bt

BERTScore(Bidirectional Encoder Representa-
tions from Transformer Score)!!*ljf i BERTI!10145
Flly Ay )] 27 410, R R A s S AR B
AR AH X 2325 SCAR TR B 18 SRS B 22 P A 4 [
ER, FAE, Hbr, 0 AN E OS5 30K
KB, w, varal AiElw, v &,

1
P = ;Zwa maxveyi{wTV} 31
1
R = r_inEyimaxwey{wTV} (32)
2*P*R
F=-= (33)

WMD (Word Mover’s Distance)!'''1PL 5 % <
AT BSSC A R) 0 B3 /N ) B e B RS VP A SCACAH
BLRE o 1V B B B B A 1) A0 1 7 A% B AT A X
FEESI RAN . A OCAR NS 2 SR 4y i AE A —
oG A Ed, d’ € RVIE R, Hd, VIR AT
SR, d[iANd [k] 73 3 R 2R OCAS B2 i A A
w R 25 SO S ke AN il wy, (TR, )38 SCRE Y
dis(wy, wi,) R XF R ] [\ S w; Alwy I EREE B9 . 2E
BSOS AR R 226 SCAS R AHALL RS Dy -

mingso Zlif;!:l Ay g+ dis(wy, wy) (34)

s.t. Tl Ay = dli], X0 Ay = d'[k]
Hrr, AeRVIHVIE — AT BARAK I 17 A 7 40
B, A RN O SR | AN B 225 URS kA

AR RS 4= S B s o B D S0 9
WRD(Word Rotator's Distance) J7 7% 121 g g T
WMD, s Fl 1] [F) & w; (A ¥ 03— AL Ja 1R i)
WA, TEEGER K 16 5] 18 S DT R B
K, 5, A8 ] 4R 5% AHABLRE B2 & ] Y R

dis(w;, wg) =1 — cos(w;, wy)»

dlil =5 105 (35)
WMD Al WRD 75 i% Al ffi J5 J5 B SC A A
AL, OO, AR EITH. N
TR Bk A B, SMS(Sentence Mover’s Similar-
ity) (13177 3k ) ) B B DU A AR BME R SOA
MAER]F B, SRAEFT WMD AHAL LAk i 73
5.1.4 R VA 51
N TPl R BRI VRS 5%, N RAE VPl
SCASI VR TSR REAR B SE . Ttk ik
JRIBR T BN AR . IR PR A R bR M A 1) A
FENURB AL L LU A2 B SCAR M 225 50, 1A A
TRARH A VP SR, BV S R T
PEAG S5 R SR BRI R gy 1 ans), p i, — 26750k
it W 2 405 N T IFAG 45
APES(Answering Performance for Evaluation
of Summaries)! 1013 - 22 25 SR I Ay 44 SR AR
B2 AN TR R, SE TR R ) B AR DLAE il SCA
N BT SR Ry R, RE A T AR Y ) R A e
WA BSCSTAS IR T SCIERARE 2 o AR 7 7%, QAE-
val(Question Answering Evaluation)!"''"1 i F| & %
SCAS B BAR TR A 1 44 1A R OR AR R R, 3R
i) AP 80
BLEURT (Bilingual Evaluation Understudy
with Representations from Transformers)! 815 2 14
WIAN(s, $ 2L sAgER ARG T,
ST s P B W h o i S 1] | A L 3] A 4G B 1)
#)°F. {# ] BLEU, ROUGE-n % H st P4l 46 bx
XF ST 73 B 245 R TN ZR PPl 45, SR TF X 28 8 e 1k
BEJa AN XS 4T 70 45 RO B B, A T PP A
2%, IR VT4l 0 IR
BARTScore(BART for Evaluating Generated
Text)!V VL@ BN 2R BART #4075 4G
ANICAx AU y FIZ 2 SCR y 2 (8] 1) e g
K, DU OSSR, R, KW (y) R
EIS) 20 25 B R VAN
BARTScore = i1 W(ye) logp(yely<e,x)  (36)
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WHR (Y > y)HE1EN BART BN R,
BARTScore fH Bt T A2 A A B A2, DL
(y - yHA A 1E N BART M N, 15 20 1E
SR AR SR 278 SCAR R N A 5
52 ZB&EXXMTETGE
5.2.1 FEF18 7 51 GEiHREAE I VT Al

VAL 7R SO B & G0 R R VAN
SCA, I SCAEL B RN 2 e AR £
FEME, AT I 4H B AR 2R s SO AR (13 5 TR
P,

Distinct-nl>*1$5 Fr 4 A2 5 SC A A 22 5546 98] 1
o A SO B AR R R B, (KRR S
UNEA TN

Distinct —n(y) = 1Gn ()

SgeonnC@y) (37
Self-BLEUSE b il izt 22 /> A= 1 S A 18] H 1]
AEACLAE BT & AR SO AR 2 . X — AN N S
AR SCARERY, FEADER AR YR
Self -BLEU i N L XA HFR SCA, IS
HAh LA RS 3R EAS 2K BLEU 1A -
Self — BLEU(Y) = Syey/y BLEU(,9)/IY| (38)
Perplexity(PPL)!'20M5 b & ) FH - XF L P A4
RIPIVERE, 20 R TS I SO IR T S MR B AR TR %
U ATV SO, WENHEATEAMAH, WK

PPL(y) = \/$ (39)

H, rNERCCAKE, p(y)2 ARy H IR
K, WHETEE N Td R BN R 2.
r(¥) = p)r2y1) = POl Yr—ns s Y1) B
N uH M Ze s e iE R E R S5 3. PPL H
AR AR TR A 7 1 IR B, BB ANRIES
5

5.2.2 P PEAY I v

TR T 1F A B A 22 Y 285 MR R () 18 ) 2
SIHE F SRR 5E BOCAR VRN AT, Wi A fl 2k
T E B E S ROV ORI g, FIH
TR QA BEAY 1 in] ZF KR PRAL SCA ) 28 T
W B ) HE B AL 25 8 A SR 1B
SCRIENE . BARTT VAL HE:

Forward Perplexity(FwPPL)! 2! 3d isf Fil Il 25 )
PR SRR ORI IR, dEm A5 2
PPL {f . #H&1E 5 B A 1) 5] A ff FwPPL Bef% 3t 4%
G B R AN T WA X 2h BRI . FwPPL BE

RBRAASCAR R &, AE Q1 R FTA AE BOCAS #R
I k18 5 B AL FH 8 R i 5 — A ST AL,
AERF T HEA A OCA SR AR, FwPPL 22 RAIK,
RKHAERSCA R ERE, XMLFRIFRART.

Reverse Perplexity(RevPPL)!'2%t %7 FwPPL
FEAEM 1), 3E IS AR SR YR — AN IR A f 2205
FEA, 5SS SRR A 71 PPL
i, RA RS2 A BRI 2545 2] 515
B, A RAE IR UM PPLEAR, A RERF &
TR . 1Z 4B b iE A FwPPL — &/, MIgER
I SHE IS A o B A SCAS 2 A

QAGS(Question Answering for Evaluation of
Summaries)!' 22 )\ A= B SCAS H ik £ 22 AN S AR I 44
AR A AN AR S, S T R ) A
B8 53 5l A AR 1l ST A R N SCAR bR S IR )
JE 0 2 8 A — BOME OB AR RSO AR AH B R N ST
AR — B

roberta-sts!'23177 7% 7% [8 A 15 ORI SCA
HAMEE SRR, F R AR S0 %
MNLIU24 e 35 7 25 25 A5 25 1 £ 4 Il Zkrobertal 125
BAY, FH R FE B SUAR MG SR, A
SCAEA A T2 S R R, B R

ADEM 77 % (Automatic Dialogue Evaluation
Model)!"26Mgt B N T A= il 1) S AS FHASE 284 AR Bl 1) S
KNG— KA, HHZP ) NRRBMPLEER
KHZESR . Bk, RSB REEZ NS K
LA B

WERON, N AR A i & T A
ARSI REA T B, AH R AE [F] — AN UGB BUAE
BRI REAS R B AL, H Bl A B ALIE D g4,
S5 5 AR A AR 5T 2 v T I SR I R AR T £
#F Fid kI, CompEval(Comparator Evalua-
tor) ! 2717 VE AR VE AN [R] A R AIAS [F] I 2R B 1R
A, BT EE 22 ST FEARRT, YIZRBERTIX 43 AN 3C
A B 5T & = A

CTRLEVALUSIPE 77 35 4 32 Jag 15 A1 5% F) 3R
FERER IR, AR I S5 5 2 X AR AR 1) 3H
AR, BRI RIE M, W T HE — AT
MR, ME I Ry, itis (M), HA, y
NAEROCA, M — A SCAS 7825 8], I SRS
RURAE y 5 3, AEMIALE R RNE,  dn i il
R, T A E y 1) AR A AR



34 EM, A FHESORA R BRI T SRR 13

g LRI, VS TR DT T N B AR A 2
R E R ISR, ANFEITEEFARE .
O BAEETHATAE Z R . BATC ST H X Sl
%, WmRAFR.

53 HiEsE

FSIDL T F A e B (%) S0 bm 25 1 32 R 475 Ik
Wtk PR EESER AR . I AT SOAR
A B SR RN BN B —, 8RB = — L RS
e E AR5 B A IS SRR T 1E S TR
FREFEA, At — DM B g0k B bR 25 (1) 4
i .

6 REMRAME

AT 35 SCAR A B SOAR A= R A5k 1 = 00T 7 7
W, EARAECERFE AR T K 2. B
FIEFEAG RGBS AR TR, LA
Jeh = 2R B BRSPS A A, A s A
WAFE R B — ., A FIERMEE . ARG
AMEAL S R AR [ g0 A gk A R
FR A ANE B AR R T 3 e Pk ik RN R R 32 I T 7
] o
6.1 FAE MRS SMBBIERN R ATIEL AL RR

FERHESOARAE AT S5, H T B s Ak DA
BHRITATERELARNCARA, FHIEES
S TEAZAEE T FRE R KRR AMER 15
NI AT O, & AR EARR), T BT
DU HE Bl Rz A B R WY . ik,
W AR F A B IR B AR IR 5] S R SCAR AR
Ip gL Iy Ik NINTIR: RN R e s & e K e
FHERZ AR . BRI R I, v LAk
IR RNEERIANR . SCARBENIREE, AR A ) %0
WRIE T SR AT A A FE IR . A
INENRL 2 MR, DLAR B 9 AR R 1 45 M 0 iR
e — M A B OGS R ATRE R, B N
AR R R E R RN,
HERERE . ERANR RS . 208 5 AR E
G AR E RS . O T R g5 R iR e 55
A AR, H A TR AR YR N SCAS B A N
PP AR R B AR S AR, SRS KRS R 2 A R
GINSCARA I 2 . K2R S A il 5 =X
BFETE R % REIA VLS. JR TS, X4k

J5E R BEHR B AR A SCAR FLAZ R AR, 3L
BT AL GUR i N SCAAFAE IR L T ORI AR -
RG] 7R 8 15 SCRUE PR, R IR
) (R L RIS — N BT 1. Ao, N TR
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