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Technical Guidelines of the Technology Contests
for the Purposes of the National Technology Initiative
“Mutual Learning in Russian” and
“Mutual Learning in English” (Up Great)?

1 Technology contests “Mutual Learning in Russian” and “Mutual Learning in English” are also referred to as the Technology contest
READ//ABLE.

2 This document is the translation of the Russian version of «Technical Guidelines of the Technology Contests for the Purposes of the
National Technology Initiative “Mutual Learning in Russian” and “Mutual Learning in English” (Up Great)», and may contain the
references to documents that may be available only in Russian. In case of any queries on these documents, compliance with the requirements
or other questions, please contact the organizing committee by email: ai@upgreat.one
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1. General information

1.1

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

These Technical Guidelines define the requirements for holding the technology contest READ//ABLE
for the purposes of the National Technology Initiative (hereinafter referred to as the Contest), as well as
other technical parameters thereof.

The Technical Guidelines are published on the official Contest Website (hereinafter referred to as the
Website): http://ai.upgreat.one/

These Technical Guidelines are a document detailing the Terms and Conditions of the Contest as
published on the Contest Website according to the test regulations and the procedure for determining the
result and the winner of the Contest.

This document does not contradict the Terms and Conditions, but solves the problem of detailing the
Terms and Conditions at a technical level. The technical details contained herein are a necessary and
sufficient description of the Contest's purpose. The Technical Guidelines determine the requirements for
holding the Contest Tests, the Participants' Software Packages, the control procedure, and the algorithm
for determining the level of teams’ developments.

The main purpose of this document is to provide a unified set of documentation and regulations for
participation in the Contest that ensures transparency and objectivity for both Participants and external
observers.

2. Terms and definitions

2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

2.4.

2.5.
2.6.

2.7.

2.8.

These Technical Guidelines, in addition to the terms listed below, contain terms with meanings that are
defined in clause 1.10. of the Terms and Conditions of the Technology Contests for the Purposes of the
National Technology Initiative “Mutual Learning in Russian” and “Mutual Learning in English”.

Markup Algorithm — an artificial intelligence-based algorithm used in the Participant’s Software
Package to convert a file with an unmarked essay text into a file containing a marked text of the same
essay.

Algorithmic Markup — a markup of the essay text generated by the Markup Algorithm in the
Participant’s Software Package.

DB, Essay Database — a collection of all essay texts in Russian, both marked and unmarked, which are
presented in the form of files organized according to certain rules.

Data Set (DS) — a set of text essay files, marked or unmarked.

Set for Markup Algorithm Training, Training Set, Marked Reference Open DS — a set of marked
essay text files that is provided to the Participants on equal terms and used by Participants to train their
Markup Algorithms.

Set for Markup Algorithm Testing, Test Set, Marked Reference Closed DS — a set of unmarked text
essay files provided to Participants on equal terms for independent assessment of the accuracy of the
Markup Algorithms at the Qualification Stage. The Results Verification System (RVS) uses a set of
marked files of the same essays, available only to the Contest Operator and not available to the
Participants.

Set for the Final Test, Final Set, Final DS — a set of unmarked text essay files provided to the
Participants on equal terms within the framework of the Final Tests stage. Markup of the Final Set by
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experts is carried out after algorithmic markups of all the files from the final set have been received from
all Participants.

Tests, Final Tests — a limited period of time beginning on the day appointed by the Organizing
Committee, when Participants use their developed Software Packages for stream markup of the texts
contained in the files of the Final Test Set.

Contest —technology contests “Mutual Learning in Russian” and “Mutual Learning in English” (variants
of the name “ITPO//MTEHUE” and “READ//ABLE” are also used), a technology contest, which aims to
find the best solution for the automatic detection of semantic errors in text documents in Russian and
English. The software systems are developed by the Contest Participants.

TC, Terms and Conditions — the main document that defines the aims, objects, and procedures for the
Contest. The document is approved by the Technology Contests’ Commission for the purposes of the
National Technology Initiative.

EC, Error Classifier —a list of error types and semantic blocks that can be used in expert and algorithmic
markups of essay texts. The Error Classifier and markup language are described in Appendix 3 to this
Technical Guidelines.

Leaderboard — a list of Participants, ranked in descending order of the criterion of relative accuracy of
algorithmic markup (RAAM).

PA, Personal Account — a section of the user web interface of the Platform, in which the user can access
data, analytical information, and the Platform's services in accordance with their role in the Contest and
access rights.

Essay Score — a score that is calculated based on the markup of the essay text in accordance with the
rules for checking an essay of the relevant type (for example, a score for a mini-essay in social studies
within the USE (unified state exam). The score can be calculated both by expert and algorithmic markups.

Error — a fragment of an essay text that has the mandatory parameters of the beginning, end, and type
of error according to EC, as well as optional parameters of the error subtype according to EC, comment
(to specify the error subtype without reference to the essay text), explanation (to explain the error with
reference to the essay text), correction, and tag.

Contest Parameters — numerical parameters that affect the values of automatically calculated criteria
for the relative accuracy of algorithmic markup (RAAM). The Contest Parameters are announced before
the beginning of each cycle and before the Final Tests, and can also be changed by the decision of the
Organizing Committee, as agreed with the Judging Panel and the Technical Supervision Commission of
the Contest.

Platform — a website on the internet, providing access to data, analytical information, and services for
all categories of users who are involved in participating and holding the Contest. In particular, the
Participants can test the Markup Algorithms, the Experts can mark up the essay texts in the Markup
Program, etc. The Platform'’s interface is available in both Russian and English.

Markup Program — software with a web interface based on the Platform, which allows text files to be
marked up, and errors and semantic blocks to be described according to the EC. Access to the full
functionality of the Marker is given to the categories of users defined by the Organizing Committee.
Participants may view the markup, but may not independently make a markup in the Marker interface.
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PSP, Participant’s Software Package — a package of software and hardware developed by the
Participant’s Team, which automatically accepts an unmarked essay file as its input and returns a marked-
up essay file generated by the Markup Algorithm as its output.

SCP, Solution Comparison Program — software with a web interface based on the Platform, which
allows the user to visually compare two markup files of the same essay (for example, an algorithmic
markup from an expert or two expert markups from different Experts).

Marked-up File, File Markup — an essay text file that has been marked up in accordance with the rules
described in Appendix 3 to these Technical Guidelines, with the extension *.txt and UTF-8 encoding
without specifications. The markup can be expert or algorithmic.

RVS, Results Verification System — an automatic verification system that accepts a set of files with an
algorithmic markup, compares them with the corresponding expert markup and provides a comparison
result in the form of an analytical report. The result of the verification can be visually checked for any
file from the set in the Solution Comparison Program.

Semantic Block — a fragment of the essay text with the required parameters of the beginning, end, and
type of the semantic block, according to the EC. Semantic Blocks are not errors, but their presence can
affect the grade for the essay.

Technological Barrier — the task of creating a stable, functional Software Package for detecting
semantic errors in academic essays, the average accuracy of which is not worse than the average accuracy
of a reviewing expert operating within a limited period of time. Overcoming the Technological Barrier
is a prerequisite for determining the winner of the Contest.

Participant, Contest Participant — a Russian or foreign legal entity or individual, or a collaborative
group of such entities, whose application for participation in the Contest has been approved by the
Organizing Committee. All the requirements of the Terms and Conditions apply to the Participant as
well as to the Team.

File, File with the Essay Text — a marked-up or unmarked text file with the extension *.txt and UTF-8
encoding without specifications.

Cycle — a single logical block of the Contest, which consists of qualification, the final test, and the
summing up stages.

Expert, Specialist — a specialist from a general education institution who is involved in the Contest, and
who marks the essay text and compiles a marked-up file on the basis thereof.

Expert Markup —a markup of an essay text that has been compiled by an expert on the basis of a manual
check of the unmarked essay file. The Platform features a special service that automates the expert
markup process.

Essay, Text, Essay Text — a graded piece of written work by a student, in the form of a detailed and
reasoned text regarding a specified problem or topic (for example, an essay written by a student of the
11th grade of a general education school as part of a unified state exam in Russian language, literature,
social science, or history).
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3. Participants and Terms of Participation.

3.1. To participate in the Contest, the Participant submits an application by filling out an electronic form on
the Contest Website, in accordance with clause 3.3 and Appendix 1 of TC. The procedure for forming
the Participant’s Team is described in clause 4 of TC.

3.2. The conditions under which the Participant can be disqualified are described in clause 3.4 of TC.

3.3. Additional terms for participation are described in clause 3.5 of TC.

4. Cycles and Stages.

4.1. The Contest is held as repeated Cycles according to clauses 3.2 and 5.1 of TC. Each Cycle includes the
Preliminary Stage (clause 5.2 of TC), the Qualification Stage (clause 5.3 of TC), the Final Tests Stage
(clause 5.4 of TC), and the Summing up Stage (clause 6 of TC).

4.2. After successfully passing the Qualification Stage, the Participant gets access to the initial data and
source codes of the common software modules described in Appendix 2 via their Personal Account on
the Platform, which should be used by all Participants:

4.2.1. The initial data is a set of the marked-up essay texts for training.

4.2.2. A software module for parsing, comparing, and evaluating markups.

4.2.3. A software module for exchanging data with the Platform.

4.2.4. A pilot application that implements the minimum set of PSP functions.

4.3. The use of common software modules is mandatory, as it ensures equal conditions for all Participants.

Participants can’t make changes to the common software modules themselves. If any errors are detected
therein, the Participant can submit an application “On Making Changes to the Common Software
Modules” to the Organizing Committee by e-mail without requiring a specific form. In the application,
the errors found and/or any suggestions for improving the operation of the modules should be indicated.

4.4, During the Qualification Stage, the Participant can repeatedly pass two types of qualifications —
algorithmic and technical. For this purpose, the PSP opens data exchange sessions with the Platform.
The goal of algorithmic qualification is to analyze the accuracy of the Markup Algorithms on an
independent Test Set. The purpose of the technical qualification is to test the PSP in real time, as close
as possible to the Final Tests.

4.5. At the Final Tests stage, the Participant can open and complete only one data exchange session with the
Platform.
4.6. The functions of qualification and participation in the Final Tests should be implemented in the PSP

using a common software module for data exchange with the Platform. To facilitate this technological
task, the Participants are provided with a pilot software package with a minimum set of PSP functions.

4.7. The Organizing Committee reserves the right to update the Training and Test Sets, as well as the source
code of the common software modules both between the Cycles and during the Qualifying Stage, but no
later than 10 days before the Final Tests. In the event of an update, the Organizing Committee shall notify
all Participants via a publication on the Platform’s website, informing them of the purpose and nature of
the modifications made (for example, an error in the code has been eliminated, a useful function has been
added at the request of the Participants, the volume of marked-up data has been increased, etc.).
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4.8. The condition for the end of the Contest is one of the Participants overcoming the Technological Barrier
according to the results of the Final Tests (clause 6 of TC). If no Team overcomes the Technological
Barrier in the current Cycle, then the next Contest Cycle will be started within the established period
(clause 6.1.6 of TC). If no Team overcame the Technological Barrier in the last Cycle of the Contest
timeline, the Technological Barrier is considered not to have been overcome (clause 6.1.7 of TC).

5. Contest Task and Assessment of the Accuracy of the Participants’ Solutions

5.1. The contest task is to overcome the Technological Barrier by building a Markup Algorithm based on the
Training Set of the Marked-up Essay Files.

5.2. A Markup Algorithm will overcome the Technological Barrier if the average accuracy of its algorithmic
marking (AAAM) on the Final Set (during the Final Tests) is not worse than the average accuracy of an
expert markup (AAEM), as calculated on the basis of expert markups obtained within a limited period
of time.

5.3. The average accuracy of algorithmic markup (AAAM) is estimated on the basis of a set that has at least
two expert markups for each essay file. The AAAM is defined as the weighted average of the paired
accuracy of the algorithmic file markup relative to the expert markup of the same essay.

5.4. The average accuracy of expert markup (AAEM) is estimated on the basis of a set that has at least two
expert markups for each essay file. The AAEM is defined as the weighted average of the paired accuracy
of the expert file markup relative to the expert markup of the same essay.

5.5. The paired markup accuracy, relative to another markup of the same essay, is calculated according to the
algorithm described in Appendix 1 to these Technical Guidelines. The algorithm is based on the
calculation of seven metrics, the values of which are averaged with the weights of the metrics wi ... wy.

5.6. The weight coefficient used in the weighted averaging of the paired accuracies in AAAM and AAEM is
calculated as follows. The maximum paired accuracy of the algorithmic markup for a given essay is
taken into account with the weight (1 — H), while the rest of the markups of this essay are taken into
account with a weight of H. The minimum paired accuracy of the expert markup for a given essay is
taken into account with the weight (1 — H), while the rest of the markups of this essay are taken into
account with a weight of H. The hardness parameter H takes a value between 0 and 1 and allows the
hardness of the criterion to be controlled. The greater H is, the lower the AAAM and the higher the
AAEM, and the more difficult it is to overcome the Technological Barrier. For H =1, AAAM and AAEM
are calculated as the arithmetic mean of the paired accuracies. Recommended starting value H = 0.

5.7. The relative accuracy of algorithmic markup (RAAM) is determined from a given set of essays as the
ratio RAAM = AAAM / AAEM * 100%. A value for the relative accuracy that is greater than or equal
to 100% indicates that the Technological Barrier has been overcome by this Algorithm. Relative accuracy
is used when compiling the ratings of the Participants and Algorithms at all Contest stages and when
summing up the results.

5.8. Metric weights w: ... wy and stiffness parameter H are the Contest parameters, which can also be
changed by the decision of the Organizing Committee as agreed with the Judging Panel and the Technical
Supervision Commission of the Contest. The Organizing Committee includes the values of these
parameters in their announcements at the beginning of each cycle and of the Final Tests. In case of an
extraordinary change in the Contest parameters, the Organizing Committee shall notify the Participants
at least one week before the change comes into force.
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6. Qualification Stage

6.1.

6.2.

6.3.

6.4.

6.5.

6.5.1.
6.5.1.1.
6.5.1.2.
6.5.1.3.
6.5.2.
6.5.3.

6.5.4.
6.6.

6.7.

6.7.1.
6.7.2.

6.7.3.

6.7.4.

This section supplements clause 5.3 of TC.

All registered Participants who have passed the Preliminary Stage, received a notification of registration
from the Organizing Committee (clause 5.2.4 of TC), developed a Participant’s Software Package (PSP),
and integrated their own Markup Algorithms therein, can participate in the Qualification Stage.

During the Qualification Stage, the Participant can repeatedly pass two types of qualification —
algorithmic and technical by opening data exchange sessions with the Platform.

Algorithmic qualification is carried out in order to check the quality of the markup algorithms of the
Training Set or of the independent Test Set, as well as to analyze and compare them. The volume of the
Test Set is at least 300 files. To conduct the algorithmic qualification, the Participant can open a data
exchange session with the Platform at any time. When opening a session, he/she needs to select the type
of set (Training or Test) and a limit on the number of files. The Platform Server sends unmarked files to
the PSP and receives marked-up files from the PSP without intentional time delays. The number of
sessions is limited to twenty per day.

At the end of the qualifying session, the Participant can view an automatically generated report regarding
the algorithmic qualifications in his/her Personal Account. The report shows:

estimates of the average and relative accuracy of the algorithm (AAAM, RAAM):
across the entire set,
in the context of essay types,
in the context of accuracy metrics (see Appendix 1);

a list of all processed essays, ranked according to the user-selectable accuracy metric;

a comparison of an algorithmic markup with an expert markup for any essay that was selected by
the user from the list of processed essays via SCP (only if the algorithmic qualification was carried
out on the Training Set);

a conclusion regarding the degree of readiness of the PSP for the Final Test.

The purpose of the technical qualification is to test a PSP in real time, as close as possible to the Final
Tests. Technical qualification mode is launched by the Platform server automatically according to a
schedule, every four hours. The frequency and number of files to be marked up can vary from run to run
for testing purposes. Files are randomly selected from the Training Set. The volume of the set is at least
thirty files.

At the end of the qualifying session, Participants can view an automatically generated report regarding
technical qualification in their Personal Account. The report shows:

the average and maximum file processing time for the Participant’s Software Package;

the average and maximum delay time between the moment access to the file was granted on the
Platform server and the moment the file was returned at the request of the PSP;

the proportion of files that were canceled due to non-compliance with the speed limits for receiving
and processing files;

a conclusion regarding the degree of readiness of the PSP for the Final Test.
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6.8. Technical information regarding the procedure for organizing a data exchange session with the Platform
during algorithmic and technical qualification is given in Appendix 2 to these Technical Guidelines.

6.9. The Qualification Stage will be considered to have been successfully completed if the conclusions
regarding the degree of readiness of the PSP for the Final Test are positive on at least one occasion for
algorithmic and technical qualification.

6.10.  Based on the results of algorithmic qualification for the Test Set, a qualification leaderboard is compiled.
This is a list of Participants, ranked in descending order by RAAM. To compile the ranking, the best
RAAM value of all algorithmic qualifications is used, in which the Participant’s PSP has processed at
least 95% of the Test Set essay files.

7. Final Test stage
7.1. This section supplements clause 5.4 of TC.

7.2. The Final Test stage is open to all Participants who have successfully passed the Preliminary and
Qualification stages.

7.3. The Final Tests are conducted on the Final Set of Unmarked Essays (Final DS). The expert markup of
these essays is performed within 15 working days after the algorithmic markup has been completed by
Participants. Thus, during the Final Tests, the expert markup of the Final Set does not exist.

7.4. To participate in the Final Tests, the Participant must open a data exchange session using the Participant’s
Software Package before the start of the Final Tests.

7.5. During the Final Tests, unmarked files from the Final Set become available on a schedule, beginning
from the start of the tests and, subsequently, at regular one-minute intervals, in order to ensure equal
conditions for all Participants and exclude the possibility of organizing manual data markup. The
schedule of the Final Tests (the date and time of the start and the frequency of file uploads) shall be
announced at least ten days in advance thereof.

7.6. During the data exchange session, the Participant’s Software Package (PSP) must promptly download
and process unmarked files from the Platform server, and then send files with an algorithmic markup to
the Results Verification System (RVS). If the threshold delay time of 1 minute is exceeded (after the file
has been shared), the file will be canceled for the respective Participant and won’t be taken into account
when calculating the average AAAM and RAAM criteria.

7.7. If, for a given Participant, the share of canceled files during the Final Tests exceeds 5% of the total
volume of the Final Set, then this Participant’s solution (the entire set of submitted files) will be canceled
in its entirety and won’t be part of the summary of the Contest results.

7.8. At the end of the session, the Participant can view an automatically generated report, which is similar to
the report regarding technical qualification, in his/her Personal Account.

7.9. Technical information regarding the procedure for organizing a data exchange session with the Platform
during the Final Tests is given in Appendix 2 to these Technical Guidelines.

7.10.  Upon completion of the processing of files by all Participants of the Final Test, all data exchange sessions
are closed, and all files with an algorithmic markup that have been received from Participants are saved
in the Essay Database (generating a closed DS with the final results of the Participants). It is at this point
that the expert markup process for the Final Set begins. Each essay file is reviewed by two independent
experts. In case of a significant discrepancy between their assessments, a third expert is appointed, who
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creates a third markup. The rules for the appointment of a third expert depend on the type of essay and
are given in Appendix 3. All experts carry out the checking procedure within a limited time (the limit on
the time for checking essays may vary depending on the type of essay). The third expert is provided with
the data from the two previous checks and an opportunity to compare them using the SCP. The expert
markups of the two or three experts are saved in the Essay Database (forming the Closed Final DS) and
are used to calculate the AAAM and RAAM criteria for the Final Set.

Upon completion of the expert markup of the Final Set, the results of the Final Stage are summed up
within no more than five working days. All Participants are provided with access to the expert markups
of the Final Set. Participants can view an automatically generated report, which is similar to the
algorithmic qualification report, in their Personal Account.

Based on the results of the Final Stage, a final leaderboard is compiled — a list of Participants ranked in
descending order of RAAM, calculated according to the Final Set. Canceled solutions are not included
in the final leaderboard. Solutions with a RAAM value of at least 100% are considered to have overcome
the Technological Barrier.

The summing-up procedure is described in clause 6 of TC.

According to clause 8.2 of TC, the essays that have been marked up by the PSP during the Tests (but not
the software itself, which is the intellectual property of the teams) are transferred to the Organizers under
the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0) open license for
subsequent publication on the Contest Website in order to ensure transparency in determining the
winners and runners-up.

The procedure for determining the prizes for the winner and runners-up is described in clause 7 of TC.
Procedure for restarting Tests:

Tests can be restarted in case of a massive technical failure. This can occur by the Organizing
Committee’s decision on the basis of the corresponding protocols of the Judging Panel and the
Technical Supervision Commission.

The restart can be scheduled for the next day, which shall be reported separately on the official
website.

New files as used in case of a restart. Those that have already been submitted are not counted.

The results for previously submitted files are not counted.

8. Judging Panel and Technical Supervision Commission

8.1.
8.2.
8.2.1.

8.2.2.

8.2.3.

This section clarifies clauses 5.3.10.1, 5.4.4, 5.4.14 of TC.
At the Qualification Stage:

The Judging Panel verifies the automatically generated conclusions in terms of their degree of
readiness of the PSP for the Final Test based on the results of algorithmic and technical qualification.

The Technical Supervision Commission verifies the test results, which are then submitted to the
Organizing Committee for approval.

The Organizing Committee makes the final decisions regarding admission of Participants to the
Final Test.

10
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At the Final Tests stage

The Technical Supervision Commission verifies the correctness of the files received from
Participants and identifies the conditions and reasons for cancellations, if any.

The Technical Supervision Commission controls the process of assigning tasks for the expert
markup of the Final Set.

At the end of the expert markup of the Final Set, the Judging Panel verifies the automatically
generated reports regarding Participants’ solutions and the conditions for overcoming the
Technological Barrier.

The Technical Supervision Commission verifies the test results, which are then submitted to the
Organizing Committee for approval.

The Organizing Committee makes its decisions based on the results of the Final Test.

9. Rights of the Organizing Committee

9.1.
9.2.

9.3.

This section clarifies clauses 3.1.8, 3.4.1, 5.1.5, 5.4.8, 8.1.4 of TC.

The Organizing Committee reserves the right to update the Training and Test Sets, as well as the source
codes of common software modules both between Cycles and during the Qualifying Stage, but no later
than 10 days before the Final Tests. In the event of an update, the Organizing Committee notifies all
Participants via a publication on the Platform’s website, informing them of the purpose and nature of the
modifications that have been made.

The Organizing Committee may verify the team’s solution in person.

10.Protests and Appeals

10.1.
10.2.

This section clarifies clause 6.2 of TC.

If, during the Final Tests, more than 5% of a Participant’s files are canceled, then the Participant’s
solution cannot be included in the results of the Final Tests, without the possibility of filing a protest or
appeal. In this case, the Participant is not disqualified and can participate in the subsequent Contest
Stages.

11.Participants are not Allowed the Following

11.1.
11.2.

11.3.

11.4.
11.5.

This section supplements clause 3.4 of TC.

Participants are not allowed to perform an expert markup of the Test and Final Set manually, using
crowdsourcing, or in any other way involving of human labor.

Involving human labor in order to extract any additional data from essay texts in unmarked sets (Test
and Final) is prohibited. The analysis and markup of these texts must be carried out by the Participant
only by means of an algorithm.

Independently modifying common software modules is prohibited.

Sending a file with an algorithmic markup of the same essay more than ten times at the Final Test stage
is prohibited. All subsequent submissions will be ignored and the last submission will be considered
final.
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It is forbidden at the stage of the Final Tests to send any other information instead of the algorithmic
markup of the essay file, including the algorithmic markup of another essay. Such submissions will be
ignored.

In case of a violation of the listed prohibitions, the Organizing Committee, at the request of the Judging
Panel or the Technical Supervision Commission, may suspend the Team from participating in all
subsequent Contest Cycles.

12.Safety Control and Additional Terms

12.1.  Safety and environmental requirements, restrictions regarding the disclosure and distribution of
information, intellectual property rights, and the procedure for changing the conditions of the Contest
are described in clause 8 of TC.

12.2. The Participants’ activities during the course of the Contest should comply with the environmental
standards in force in the Russian Federation and with applicable safety requirements.

12.3.  In case of on-site events, the Organizing Committee of the Contest shall provide the Participants with
safety and environmental rules that all members of the Team must familiarize themselves with, sign, and
adhere to.

12.4.  All technical instructions for the operation of the Platform, as well as the parameters and methods of
operation of the Platform are the subject of separate documents that are published on the official website
of the Contest, or on the Platform or links to them lead from the Site or the Platform. These documents
do not affect the essence of the TC and the Technical Guidelines, but describe the technical parameters
of the Platform's functionality and are equally available to all Teams, including ensuring equal conditions
for Teams' participation.

13.Appendices

13.1.  Marking accuracy metrics

13.2.  Program modules

13.3.  Error Classifier and markup language
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Appendix 1. Marking accuracy metrics

Paired accuracy M (X,Y) of X markup relative to Y markup is estimated by metrics M; (X,Y) ... M;(X,Y),
which are then averaged with the weights wi ... wy.

Metrics M; ... M, are measured as a percentage between 0% to 100%. The higher the percentage, the more
accurate the match. The final metric of the paired accuracy of the X markup relative to the Y markup is
calculated as a weighted average of seven metrics:

7
[ wiM;(X,Y
M(X,Y) = 2= ()

The weight coefficients w; allow the degree of importance of each metric to be set. An average can only be
taken for some of the metrics, then w; = 0 for the rest of the metrics. For example, in the absence of expert
estimates for the metric M-, or insufficient reliability thereof, it can be excluded from the formula, and
reincluded when a sufficient amount of data regarding the explanations appears in the expert markups.

Set of weights w; ... wy is a parameter of the method for measuring the accuracy of a markup.

To calculate metrics M, ... Mg, the fragments are compared in two markups. The fragment matching algorithm
is described in section 3 of this Appendix.

Optimistic relative paired accuracy of the algorithmic markup of one essay, when compared with the whole set
{E} of expert markups of this essay:

max M(A,E)
My (A {E}) = —————=100%,
opt (A {E}) minM(E,E) Yo
E,E'
where the maximum in the numerator is taken for all expert markups, the minimum in the denominator — for all

pairs of expert markups for this essay.

Average relative paired accuracy of the algorithmic markup of one essay, when compared with the whole set
{E} of expert markups of this essay:

avrM(4,E)

Mavr(Av {E}) = ajr M(E EN 100%,
E,E' ’

where the average in the numerator is taken for all expert markups, the average in the denominator — for all pairs
of expert markups for this essay.

Relative accuracy of algorithmic markup of one essay, taking into account the hardness parameter H:

H a}E/rM(A, E)Y+(1—-H) mbg;lXM(A, E)

RAAM =
Havr M(E,E')+ (1 —H)minM(E,E")
EE' E E'

100%.

The hardness parameter of criterion H can have values from 0 to 1; the smaller H is, the higher and more
optimistic the RAAM estimate is. When H = 0 RAAM = M,p,;, when H =1 RAAM = Mgy,

By taking an average of the numerators over a set of essays, we get the Average accuracy of algorithmic
markup, taking into account the hardness parameter H:

AAAM = avr (H ayr M(4, E) + (1 — H) max M(4, E))

essay
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By taking an average of the denominators over a set of essays, we get the Average accuracy of expert markup,
taking into account the hardness parameter H:

essay

AAEM = avr <H avr M(E,E")+ (1 — H) minM(E,E’))
E E' E E'

Relative accuracy of algorithmic markup for a set of essays, taking into account the hardness parameter H:

RaaM = A44M 1 0w
~ AAEM o

Thus, RAAM can be calculated both for a single essay and for any set of essays, including the training, test, and
final sets.

M1. Essay Grade Prediction Accuracy.

If K(X) and K(Y) — two grades for the essay, in points, calculated according to markups X and Y, respectively.
Then essay grade prediction accuracy

K@) =K

-1009
max K ) 00%

My(X,Y) = (1

where max K is the maximum possible mark for an essay of this type.

The method of calculating the grades K (X) and the maximum grade K depends on the type of essay. Appendix
3 lists formulae for calculating the essay grade in points for different types of essays.

M2. Accuracy and Completeness of the Search for Fragments.

Search accuracy is defined as the proportion of fragments in markup X that have a matched fragment in
markup Y.

Search completeness is defined as the proportion of fragments in markup Y that have a matched fragment in
markup X.

The aggregated metric of accuracy and completeness is defined as their harmonic average value (Fi-rate).

M3. Prediction Accuracy of the Codes.

Multiplied by 2 proportion of fragments of markup X that have a matched fragment in markup Y with the same
fragment code (type of error or semantic block).

M4. Prediction Accuracy for Error Subtypes and Comments.

Multiplied by 2 proportion of fragments of markup X that have a matched fragment in markup Y with the same
error subtype or with a comment that is a paraphrase.

MS. Accuracy of Fragment Localization.

Multiplied by 2 the average accuracy of matches of fragments of markup X with their associated fragments in
markup Y. The accuracy of coincidence of two fragments is calculated as the Jaccard index — a ratio of the
number of words in the intersection in relation to the number of words in the consolidation of the two
fragments.

Mé6. Accuracy of Bug Fixes.

Multiplied by 2 proportion of fragments in markup X that have a fix and a matched fragment in markup Y with
the same fix.

14



READ //
ABLE

M?7. Accuracy of Explanations.

Average expert assessment of the explanation accuracy for all fragments of markup X with explanations. This is
the only metric that is not based on an automatic comparison with markup Y, but on the expert assessment.

Experts rate each explanation in the verifiable algorithmic markup with a score from 0 to 5 points. The score is
multiplied by 20% to obtain an accuracy that is expressed as percentage. The total score consists of the answers
to the following questions (yes = 1, no = 0) with regard to this explanation:

o it will probably be clear to the essay author

e correctly explains the nature of the error

e leaves no opportunity for appeal

o refers to the text of the work and specifically to the selected fragment

o solves a pedagogical problem and helps to avoid similar errors in the future

The explanation in the expert markup automatically gets 100%.
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Appendix 2. Program Modules

1. Software modules for parsing, comparing, and evaluating markups

The following algorithms are provided to the Participants to ensure equal status. They should be designed and
implemented before the start of the Contest.

1. Parsing (sentence analysis) of the markup algorithm:

2.

4.

Input:
marked-up text;
Output:
list of metadescription field values and a list of fragments;
for each fragment:
start and end positions in the original unmarked text,
fragment text,

code(s),
comment,
explanation,
fix,
tag.
Algorithm for finding the optimal match between fragments:
Input:
two markups of the same text in the form of two lists of fragments;
Output:
a list of pairs of numbers of the corresponding fragments from the first and second lists.
Algorithm for calculating the criteria and the final essay grade:

Input:

list of metadescription field values;

markup in the form of a list of fragments;
Output:

list of criteria values in points;

final grade according to the rules of assessment for this type of essay.
The formulae, according to which the criteria and the final grade for the essay in points are calculated,
depend on the type of essay. Appendix 3 to the Technical Guidelines contains formulae for grades, which
are given as points, for five types of essays — USE essays in Russian language, literature, social studies,
history, and English language.
Algorithm for calculating the metric of the paired accuracy of the markup:
Input:

two markups of the same text in the form of two lists of fragments;
Output:

value of the markup paired accuracy;

values of metrics M1-M7.

2. Software module for data exchange between the PSP and RVS

The software module for exchanging data between the Participant’s Software Package (PSP) and the Results
Verification System (RVYS) is provided to all Participants who have passed the Preliminary Stage.

The main purpose of the module is to provide synchronous distribution of unmarked files to the Participants at
the Final Test stage in order to exclude the possibility of manual data markup.
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The module is also used at the Qualification Stage in two modes: algorithmic qualification (when the quality of
algorithms is mainly worked out) and technical qualification (when the issues of reliability of the PSP and the
speed of the algorithms are mainly worked out).

The module allows several scenarios for communication between the PSP and the RVS to be implemented.
During the data exchange session, the PSP acts as a client, with the RVS as a server.

A scenario for a data exchange session at the algorithmic qualification stage

e PSP: Request to open a session.

e RVS: Verification of the Participant and, if successful, transfer of permission to open a session.
e PSP: Request for the next file of unmarked essay.

o RVS: Transfer of an unmarked essay file or a set completion message.

e PSP: Submission of the markup file of the same essay.

¢ RVS: Measurement of the response time, saving the markup, evaluation of the markup quality.
e RVS: Upon completion of the set, an analytical report is generated and saved.

Scenario for a data exchange session at the Final Tests stage

e PSP: Request to open a session (must be received no later than two minutes after the start of Final Tests).

o RVS: Verification of the Participant and, if successful, transfer of permission to open a session.

e PSP: Request for the next unmarked essay file (must be received no later than 10 seconds after access to the
file was granted).

o RVS: Transfer of an unmarked essay file or a set completion message.

e PSP: Submission of the markup file of the same essay (must be received no later than 50 seconds after the
unmarked file was sent).

o RVS: Measurement of the response time, saving the markup, evaluation of the markup quality.

e RVS: Upon completion of the set, an analytical report is generated and saved.

If the RVS does not obtain a request from the PSP to receive an unmarked essay file within the given time, or if
the RV'S does not receive a marked file from the PSP within the given time, then the file will be canceled for
this Participant and will not be taken into account when calculating the average AAAM and RAAM criteria.

Scenario for a data exchange session at the technical qualification stage

The scenario of the data exchange session during technical qualification at the Qualification Stage may differ
from the scenario of the Final Tests only in terms of time delays.

3. Algorithm for calculating the criteria and the final essay grade

The markup will be a sequence of n fragments X = {x; = (B;, E;, C;)}[=,, where B; is the position of the
beginning of the fragment, E; is the position of the end of the fragment, and C; is the fragment type.

Matching two markups X = {x; = (B, E;, C;)}i=; and Y = {y, = (By, Ex, Cx)}ji=, is a plurality of M pairs of
fragments (i, k), when each x; from X matches no more than one y,, and each y, from Y matches no more than
one x;. If there is no match for fragment x;, “x; — @ should be written.

For the discretionary pair of fragments (x;, y,), we define the Jaccard distance:
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The Jaccard distance J;;, can have a value between 0 and 1. If fragments x; and y, match, then J;;, = 0. If the
fragments do not intersect, then J;, = 1.

Define a loss matrix L[i, k] of n x m size:

Lli,k] = Jix + Ui = 1] + [B; # Bi] + [C; # Cy].

L[i, k] Examples of situations of matching a pair of fragments (x;, yx)
0 fragments match and have the same type v | ‘
[ —
0.1 fragments intersect, have a common origin and the i ‘
same type R
1 fragments match, but have different types L —
R —
1.2 fragments overlap and have either a different origin i L
or different types R — k —
2 fragments don’t match
2.3 fragments overlap, have a different origin and P
different types 3 [
3 fragments don’t intersect and have the same type =
k [B—
4 fragments don’t intersect and have different types t
k .

We need to find a match between markups that minimizes the amount of losses:

QD = > LK + Y [~ 0] + ) [y~ 0] - min.
(i,k)eM i k

The task of finding the optimal match between markups is a generalized assignment problem, which can be solved

using one of the variants of the Hungarian algorithm. However, in our case, the loss function is designed so

specifically that there is a fast search algorithm for finding the optimal match.

It is easier to describe the algorithm in terms of the graph theory. A bipartite graph G is plotted, parts of which
are multiple fragments X and Y, and intersecting fragments (i, k) : J;; < 1 are connected with edges. If a pair of
fragments doesn’t intersect, then it can’t be included in the optimal solution, since it’s better not to connect this
pair at all. Thus, the problem of minimizing total losses equates to the problem of finding optimal matching — a
subgraph M of paired adjacent edges in a bipartite graph G.

18



READ //
ABLE

R
7

- -

J I
II I’
Y 1 /
oo o

I

J . S

The figure shows an example of the correlation of two markups: the top markup X consists of 5 fragments, while
the bottom one Y consists of 8 fragments. An optimal match consists of 4 edges: 1 fragment from the top markup
and 4 from the bottom markup remain unconnected.

The task of finding the optimal match is solved separately for each connected component of the graph, which
greatly reduces the search. A complete search of matches is performed within each component. When an edge is
transferred from the original graph to the match, the component can split into even smaller connected components,
which, in turn, can be processed separately, reducing the search even more. This idea is implemented by a
recursive algorithm for a complete search of all matches in connected components of a given bipartite graph. To
speed up the search, the edges can be sorted in descending order of the number of edges adjacent to them.

Algorithm:

bipartite graph G is set; match M is empty; Q(M) = n + m;
transfer from G in M all edges (i, k), for which L[i, k] = 0;
Mpin == M; Qmin == Q(M);

sort_matches (G, M);

return the best match M;y,;

ok~ w0

Function sort_matches (G, M):

1. split graph G into connected components;

2. for each connected component G’ from G:

3. sort edges (i, k), non-adjacent to M, in descending order of the number of adjacent edges;
transfer edge (i, k) from G' into M;

calculate Q(M);

if Q(M) < Qmin, then remember Mpin = M; Qmin = Q(M)v

sort_matches (G', M);

return edge (i, k) from G’ into M;

N oA
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Appendix 3. Error Classifier and Markup Language

This document describes a method for marking up the texts of academic essays in order to create training and
test data samples for holding the NTI Technology Contest “Mutual Learning in Russian” (Up Great)
(https://ai.upgreat.one).

The methodology is based on the formalization of criteria for checking essays in Russian language, English
language, literature, social studies, and history within the Unified State Examination.

1. Data markup language for the contest

The main objective of the Contest is to develop models and algorithms for natural language understanding
(NLU) that can overcome the Technological Barrier, enabling us to search for, explain, and correct semantic
errors (including grammatical, speech, logical, factual, and ethical errors) in academic essays at the level of a
specialist (checking expert) within a limited time. In order to create such algorithms, a large set of texts is
required, in which errors have been marked up by experts.

The purpose of the formation of a body of marked-up academic essays is to provide initial data for both the
Contest itself and subsequent research in the field of natural language understanding.

This document describes the rules for marking up essays and the types of errors in essays on the Russian
language, Russian literature, social studies, and history, which are checked within the Unified State
Examination.

The methodology and error classifier are based on the 2020 USE materials.
1.1.General markup principles
The following general considerations were taken into account when developing the markup rules.

1. The main aim of the markup is to indicate the localization and type of each error in the essay text, which is
convenient for both humans and machines.

2. Each type of essay has its own error type classifier. Separate classifiers are used for grammatical, speech,
logical, factual, and ethical errors.

3. The fragment that localizes the error should be continuous, sufficient to explain the type and nature of the
error, and nonredundant. That is to say, it should not capture redundant parts of text that are not related to
the specific error.

4. When evaluating some types of essays, it is not only errors that are taken into account, but also the presence
of certain semantic blocks. In particular, the essays in Russian language, social studies, and history should
contain examples. Moreover, the number of examples that are correctly provided affects the assessment.

5. The text markup should be sufficient for automatic scoring according to the formal criteria for checking an
essay of this type (except for spelling and punctuation errors, if they don’t lead to distortion of the meaning
of a statement). If an expert has taken a point off according to one criterion or other, then the markup should
contain full information about the reason for taking this point off. This may be either an error or the absence
of the semantic blocks that are required for this type of essay.

6. The markup may contain corrections of non-core errors that are not taken into account when evaluating this
type of essay, but which may make the automatic processing of the text more difficult. For example, in
essays on history and social science, typos, spelling, punctuation, grammatical, and speech errors are non-
core.

7. Experts should not make any corrections or comments in the texts themselves, except as provided for by the
markup rules.
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8. The syntax of the markup should not allow any opportunity for the parsing program to confuse elements of
the markup with the original essay text. This is ensured through the selection of special characters for
highlighting fragments, error types, and expert comments.

1.2.Marking up fragments

The main syntactic construction of the markup language is the selection of a text fragment using special
brackets “(\ ... \)” or “(* ... *)”, between which special characters can be used “\”, “::”, “>>”_“#” in order to
highlight the type of error and expert comments.

An example of the “violation of management norms” error, along with a correction, from an essay on the
Russian language:

before markup:

Bce yauBmisuich €ro CUiou.

after markup:

Bce ynupmsitics ero (* Gr. \ cunoit >> cune®).

Notes on the syntax of the markup language. Special characters “\”, “*” u “(” are selected because inputting
them doesn’t require switching case or language on the keyboard. The special character “\” or “*” is placed next
to the parentheses so that the markup can’t be confused with the author’s parentheses in the source text. The
backslash “\” is used, rather than “/, since the straight line is sometimes found in texts, for example: “and/or”.
Two types of brackets “(\ ... \)” u “(* ... *)” are required so that, in the case of embedded fragments, it would be
more convenient for the markup to distinguish external and internal fragments. Opening and closing parentheses
should be of the same type, that is to say, you can’t start a fragment with a “(\” parenthesis and close with “*)” a
parenthesis.

After the opening parenthesis, “(\” or “(*”, one or two keywords (codes) are recorded, denoting the error type or
semantic block and an optional error subtype.

An example of highlighting a “concept” semantic block in a mini-essay on social studies:

before markup:

Cognition is the process of human comprehension of the surrounding reality.

after markup:

(*CONCEPT\ Cognition is the process of human comprehension of the surrounding reality.*)

Errors are highlighted in the same way. An example of the “E.theorconn” error type:
(\ E.theorconn\ Action is a process of purposeful activity of people. \)

The error types are rigidly fixed in the classifier and are associated with formal assessment criteria. The error
can be specified using the error subtype code, which is written after the error code, separated by a space, or
using comment, which is written after the selected fragment, separated by a backslash “\”:

(\ E.theorconn idea\ Action is a process of purposeful activity of people. \)
(\ E.theorconn idea \ Action is a process of purposeful activity of people. \The concept is not
associated with the main idea. \)

The error subtype or comment briefly explains the error to the student. Each error type in the classifier may
contain several subtypes. Each subtype has its own standard comment (that is, error subtype is, in fact, an
abbreviation for a standard comment). If the expert believes that none of the standard comments are suitable for
a particular case, then he/she can write down his/her own comment. The comment should be laconic and
enounce a typical error that is encountered in many works. The comment should not refer to the text of the
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particular work in question. If both the error subtype and the comment are specified in the markup, then the
comment will take precedence and the subtype should be ignored.

If the expert believes that the comment is not enough to explain the nature of the error to the author of the essay,
he/she can add a detailed explanation separated by two colons “::””. He/she can also add his/her own correction
by separating it with an arrow “>>" composed of two “more” symbols. As distinct from the comment, the
explanation should refer to the text of this particular work and specifically to the highlighted fragment.
Example:

(\ E.theorconn idea\ Action is a process of purposeful activity of people. \)
:: Here, it would be necessary to consider the features of the cognitive process. The more general
concept of activity distracts from the main idea of the statement. \)

To mark an error that is not specific to this particular essay type, a predefined code is used “CORR”. A
correction separated by an arrow “>>" is mandatory. The comment, explanation, and tag are usually omitted.
Example:

Bcee ynusnsuncs ero (\CORR\ cunoii >> cuie)).

Selected fragments can be embedded. The most typical case is when a long semantic block is highlighted,
within which errors and other semantic blocks can be highlighted. Example:

(* CONCEPT \ (\ E.theorconn idea \ Action is a process of purposeful activity of people. \The
concept is not associated with the main idea. \) *)

In such cases, one should carefully monitor the balance of the parentheses: the number of opening parentheses
“(\” should be equal to the number of closing ones ““\)”. Fragments enclosed by parentheses can be embedded,
but they can’t overlap. Different brackets can be used to visually highlight embedded fragments: “(*... (\ ... \) ...
*)”, however, this recommendation is not mandatory.

Some error types don’t refer to a specific fragment, but to the entire text. In this case, the error can be indicated
at the end of the entire text without highlighting the fragment. Examples:

(* S.topic \*)
(* S.topic \:: The topic was not fully covered. To fully cover the topic, it was necessary to ... *)

1.3.Fragment markup: formal definition

A fragment with an error or a semantic block is highlighted with brackets “(\ ... \)”” or “(* ... *)”. Inside the
brackets and before the fragment, the code is indicated, or indeed several codes separated by spaces. The
fragment can be followed by a comment, explanation, correction, and a tag, each of which begins with its own
starting special character:

(* Codes \ FragmentText \ Comment :: Explanation >> Correction # Tag *)
Legend:

o Codes are one or more keywords (abbreviations) that denote the semantic block type, the error type, or the
error subtype according to the classifier; error codes take the format “x.zzz”, where “x” is a letter indicating
which type of essay this error belongs to, “zzz” is an abbreviation of the error; when writing the code, the
case of characters is not important: you can write F.fact, f.Fact, F.FACT, f.fact — all these options are
correct;

e FragmentText is an unchanged fragment of the original essay text. The boundaries of the fragment should

clearly indicate the localization of the error or semantic block. If there is no FragmentText, then the error
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refers to the text as a whole (it is preferable to avoid this).

e Comment is an error subtype that explains the nature of the error to the student in more detail. For typical
errors, if possible, standard comments or their abbreviations (error subtypes) are used according to the
classifier. There may not be a Comment.

e Explanation is a detailed comment referring directly to the essay text and specifically to the highlighted
fragment. There may not be an Explanation.

e Correction is the expert’s suggested spelling, replacing FragmentText as a whole. There may not be a
Correction.

e Tagis astring of letters or numbers, which serves to link several fragments related to the same error or
semantic block. There may not be a Tag, if the error is localized in one fragment only.

There may be no \Comment, ::Explanation, >>Correction or #Tag markup elements. If there is no markup
element, then its initial special character will be also omitted. Spaces around initial special characters “\”, “::”,
“>>7 <4 are ignored.

The “#Tag” structure is only used in (rather rare) cases when an error or semantic block can’t be localized in
one fragment, and we need to select several fragments and link them to one another. The tag that links them
should be unique, that is, different from other tags in the same text.

1.4.Data view format

Each piece of work is saved in a separate text file (with the .txt extension) in UTF8 encoding. The use of other
formats, including MS Word (with the .doc or .docx extension), is not permitted.

If spelling, punctuation, grammar, and speech errors are not supposed to be checked for this essay type, then,
when transferring the text of the student’s work from the handwritten version to a .txt file, these errors,
including obvious typos, should be corrected. In these cases, you can use a speller.

The file name should consist of two parts: a unique identifier for the piece of work and a unique identifier of the
reviewing expert. Thus, simply using the file name, you can select all the reviews of a particular piece of work
and all the pieces of works checked by a particular expert.

1.5.File meta description

At the beginning of the text file, there should be lines with meta description fields. The meta description is
separated from the main text by a blank line. Each line of the meta description takes the following form:

Field : Value

where Value is text, to the end of the line, and Field is one of the predefined keywords:

Field Field value

Topic essay topic or the text on which the essay is written

Original text full text of the assignment according to which this essay was written

Subject type of essay or name of the subject matter, which defines the possible types of
errors:

Russian language, literature, social studies, history, English language,
English-fluent, Russian-fluent.

Line area related to the topic of the mini-essay; for example, for social studies, this is one
of six lines: philosophy, economy, sociology, social psychology, politology, legal
studies

Class String values, e.g. «11», «5», «2 course»

23



READ //

ABLE
Year a four-digit number (e. g. 2018, 2019, 2020). The year is important, since the rules
for reviewing this type of essay may be different for different years
Test the type of exam, which determines the criteria for evaluating a piece of work:
GSE, USE, training etc.
Expert the unique identifier of the expert who reviewed the given work
CN assessment of work by criterion number N

If VValue contains several lines (for example, the text about which the essay has been written in Russian), then it
will be enclosed in brackets “(\ ... \)” or “(* ... *):

Field: (* Value *)

The value of any field can be empty.

Example of a meta description:

Topic: (* What are the strengths and weaknesses of Bazarov’s nihilism? *)
Class: 11

Year: 2020

Subject: literature

Test: USE training

Expert: SeverusSnape2020

1.6.Syntax errors

A syntactic parser is a program that accepts a marked up .txt file of an essay as its input and returns a list of
metadescription fields and a list of fragments as its output. The parser can detect the following errors in a
markup (the parser operation is indicated in parentheses):

1.

Mo

O No O

Unknown metadescription field (this field is ignored).

Unknown code, or separator forgotten “\” (this code is taken as the beginning of the fragment).

Fragment code is not specified (a fragment with an empty code is created).

Opening parenthesis without a corresponding closing one (it is considered that the closing parenthesis is at
the end of the text).

Closing parenthesis without a corresponding opening one (the closing parenthesis is ignored).

The closing parenthesis doesn’t match the opening bracket (it is considered as matching)

The “CORR?” fragment doesn’t contain the structure “>>Correction” (the correction is ignored).

The original essay text is corrupt (warning, ignored).

1.7.Operation algorithm of the expert marker

Expert actions with the essay .txt file that was received for markup.

Enter all metadescription fields, for which reliable data is available, in a text file.

If there is a semantic block in the text, then it should be highlighted regardless of how correct its content is.

If there is an error in the text, based on which the expert is going to reduce the score according to one of the

applicable criteria, then he/she should:

o precisely localize the beginning and end of the faulty text fragment;

e choose the code of the appropriate error type from the classifier;

e choose a code of the appropriate error subtype from the classifier; if none of them fits, then write a
comment;
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o if the nature of the error may be misunderstood by the essay author, then add an explanation and/or

correction;

o if a fragment requires linking with other fragments, then think up a unique tag and put it in all related

fragments.

4. Put grades on all formal criteria (C1, C2, etc.) and verify that the grades, as a points score, are uniquely

calculated from the markup according to the rules for checking this essay type.

1.8.Visual markup interface

When marking up an essay file in the visual web interface, the following rules apply.

NoakrownE

The semantic block is marked with a light green background color.
The error is marked with a light red background color.
The error combined with a semantic block is marked with a light yellow background color.
Embedded blocks of the same color are marked with an increased intensity of the background color.
“CORR?” corrections are marked with a light blue background color.

The linked fragments are marked at the end of the fragment with a tag similar to a footnote.

The window for entering the fragment attributes (type and subtype codes, comment, explanation, correction,

and tag) are displayed in the fields by clicking on this fragment.
8. If a fragment combines several semantic blocks and errors, then when clicking on this fragment, the
attribute windows for all error types will appear.

2. Description of the data markup in JSON format
JSON format is used to represent the marked-up essay texts in a format that is more convenient for computer

processing.

Description of JSON format fields

Field name Data Empty Compliance with the syntactic
type value structures of the markup language
meta object not permitted Metadescription
meta.id string not permitted Unique ID of the text, which is used to
contact the support team. Can be empty
for non-public texts.
meta.uuid string not permitted Unique technical text ID
meta.theme string not permitted Theme
meta.third boolean not permitted Indication that the expert has marked the
If there is no field in | data in the viewing mode of the previous
the file, the two markings
algorithms consider
it equal to false
meta.class string empty string Class
meta.year number not permitted Year
meta.subject string not permitted Subject
permitted values: rus, eng, lit, social,
hist, rus-free, eng-free
meta.task Text string empty string Original text - the text of the task for
which the essay was written
meta.category string empty string Line
meta.expert string can be omitted or be | Expert is a required field for files with
an empty string an expert markup
meta.test string not permitted Test
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criteria array permitted CN
selections object missing from sequence of marked-up fragments
unmarked essay files

selections[N].id number not permitted fragment number

selections[N].startSelection | number not permitted position of the beginning of the
fragment, character by character, starting
from zero, relative to the text. Line
breaks are counted as a character.

selections[N].endSelection number not permitted position of the end of the fragment,
character by character

selections[N].comment string empty string Comment

selections[N].explanation string empty string Explanation

selections[N].correction string empty string Correction

selections[N].tag string empty string Tag

selections[N].group string not permitted fragment type:
error — mistake
meaning — semantic block

selections[N].type string not permitted code of the error type or semantic block
according to the classifier

selections[N].subtype string empty string error subtype code according to the
classifier

Text string not permitted Essay text written by the student.
Has no leading or trailing whitespaces.
Paragraphs are marked with a line break
character in unix format (\n)

Example
{
"meta": {

"subject”: "literature™,
"test": "USE training",
"category": null,
"year": 2017,

"class": "11",

"theme": "The problem of overcoming fear in ordinary, peaceful life",
"taskText": "Excerpt from a text by F. A. Vigdorova"

}

elections™: [
{

"id": 424,
"tag": ",
"type": "R.sim",
""group”: "error",
"comment': ",
"subtype™: ",
"correction"; ",
"explanation™; "",
"endSelection™: 211,
"startSelection"; 53

"id": 529,
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"tag": ",
"type": "CORR",
"group": "error",

"comment™: ",

"subtype": ",

"correction™: "Text correction”,
"explanation™; "",
"endSelection": 447,

"startSelection": 330

}!

{
"id": 530,
"tag": ",
"type": "ARGUMENT",
"group™: "meaning",
"comment': ",
"subtype": ",
"correction™; ",
"explanation": "Test explanation”,
"endSelection": 627,
"startSelection": 523

}

]

"text": "lIs it true that one of the hardest trials in human life is the test of fear? In the text proposed for
analysis the author raises a problem... "

}

3. Error Classifier

The error classifier that is corrected and taken into account when assessing student work is based on the
methodological recommendations of the Federal Institute of Pedagogical Measurements (FIPM) [1] and
published demos of control measurement materials from the Federal Institute of Pedagogical Measurements

(FIPM) [2, 3, 4, 5].

The classifier describes both types of errors and types of semantic blocks.

3.1.Grammatical errors

Grammatical errors (I') — these are errors in the structure of a linguistic unit: words, phrases or sentences,
that is, a violation of any grammatical norm - derivational, morphological, and syntactic.

The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian, Russian-free.

27



READ //

ABLE

Code Standard comments Examples
['1 ci10B000p OmudouHoe braropogHOCTh, UyAa TEXHUKH, TOTYEPK,
[".cioB C110BOOOpa30OBaHuUE. HajicMeXaTbcsl; 0oJiee HHTEpEeCHEee, KPaCUBIIIE; C
cymr OmmbouHoe 06pa3oBaHue GOPMBI  [MATHCTAMHU PYOIISIMIE; KOHIIIAPOBAI 000MMH PyKaMH,
CYIIIECTBUTENLHOTO. MXHEro nagoca, BOKPYT €ro HU9Iero HeT;
npui OmmboyHoe oopazoBaHue POPMBI  [CKOJIBKO HPAaBCTBEHHBIX HPHHIIMIIOB MBI JINILIIINCH H3-
MPUIAaraTeNbHOTO. 3a yTpaThl TyXOBHOCTH;
urci Ommbounoe o0pazoBanue popmpl  |[aM (\[.clioB riar\ gpuraet >>/BrKeT\) 9yBCTBO COCTPAJAHHUS;
HCITUTEIBHOTO pyuetiku Bozsl, (\I'.c1oB mipuy\ cTekaemble >>crekarone))
MecT OmmGouHoe 06paszoBaHue GopMbl |0 11> TOPASHIH BTOPA TKCT,
(\[".coB feernp\ BbIIEB >>BhIiiis\) HA CIIEHY, MEBIBI
MECTOMMECHHS. ——
riar OmurdoyHoe o0pazoBaHue HOpMbl
ryarosia.
puya OmubouHoe oObpaszoBaHue HOPMBI
MpPUYACTHSL.
ineerp OmubouHOE 06pa3oBaHue POPMBI
[meenpuyacTus.
12 [HapytieHrne HOpM COTJIacOBaHMS. A1 3HAKOM C TPYIIOH pedsT, Cepbe3HO
[".corn [YBIICKAIOIIAMHUCS JIXKA30M.
I3 yrp Hapymenue HopM ynpaBieHusI. HyxHo cnenats npupogy 0ojiee KpacuByto.
[.ymp cyi HesepHslif BEIGOp BapuaHTa Bee ymsnsmmics ero (\[.ynp\ cuitoir>> cuiel).
MMaJcKHOTO OKOHYaHHSI UMEHH \B mMockoeckux a@mo6ycax CHo6a paﬁomaiom
CYILECTBUTEILHOTO. KoHOyKmopa.
nc HeBepHblit BHIGOP MOTHOM M Cmambs unmepecnas no gpopme u co0epICAHUIO.
KpaTKoil (hOpMBI IPHUJIaraTeIbHBIX B
(byHKIIUH CKa3yeMoro
4 o1 Hapymenue CBsI3u MEXIy ['maBHOE, YeMy Temeps s X0Uy yASIUTh BHUMaHHUE, 3TO
[".cka3 MOJUISKAIINM U CKa3yeMbIM. XYA0’KECTBEHHOH CTOPOHE MPOU3BEACHNUS.
criocBbIp Hapymmenue crioco6a OH Hamucall KHUTY, KOTOpast 3I1omesl.
BEIPKCHHS CKa3yeMOTo. Bce ObLIH pajpl, CHACTINBEI U BECETEIE.
'S OmnOKa B IOCTPOCHUH NpeyIoskeHus ¢ (CTpaHa Jr00mIa U TOpAUIach IO3TOM.
[".omHOD OTHOPOJHBIMH YICHAMHU. B counHeHHH 5 XOTeN CKa3aTh O 3HAYCHUH CIIOPTA H
[oYeMy 5 €ro JIF00JTIO.
6 OmmoOKa B TIOCTPOCHHUH TIPEIUIOKEHHS ¢ [UUTast TEKCT, BO3HUKAET TAKOE TYBCTBO
[".neenp meenpuyacTHEIM 000POTOM. COTICPE)KUBAHMSL.
7 OmnOKa B TOCTPOCHUH NPEUIOKEHNS C  [Y3Kas TOpOKKa ObUTa MOKPHITa POBATHUBAIOIIIMCS
[".ipua MPUIACTHEIM 000POTOM. CHETOM IT0JT HOTaMH.
['8 Omnbka B TOCTPOCHUH CIO0XKHOTO JTa KHUTa Hay4ljia MEHs LIEHUTh U yBaXaTh Jpy3ei,
[".citoKH MpeUIOKEeHUSL. KOTOPYIO s IPOYMTAI €IlE B JETCTBE.
UenoBeKy OKa3aI0Ch TO, YTO 3TO COH.
9 CmMmenieHne NpsIMOl M KOCBEHHOI pedn. |ABTOp CKazall, YToO 5 HE COTJIaceH ¢ MHEHHEM
[".cMmelien [pELICH3EHTA.
['10 Hapymenne rpaHuil mpeuroxKeHus. Ero ne npunsum B 6ackeTO0bHYI0 KOMaHy. [loTomy
[".rpanmIy YTO OH OBUT HEBBICOKOTO POCTA.
11 Hapymenne BugoBpeMeHHOMH 3amupaeT Ha MTHOBEHHE CEepJILie U BAPYT 3aCTy4YUT
[".BHJOBD  [COOTHECEHHOCTH TJIAarOJILHBIX (hOPM. BHOBb.
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KOMITOHCHTA NPEAJIOKCHUA, K KOTOPpOMY
OHa OTHOCHUTCH.

I'12 rporn [Iporyck dieHa npeuiosKeHusl. Ha coOpanmu 661u10 pUHATO (?) IpOBECTH CYOOOTHHK.
[ammne  piut HeBepHoe ynoTpeOeHue anncuca.

['13 gactT OmuroOKa B ynoTpeOJIeHUH YacTHIIBL. [XOpoIo ObUT0 ObI, €clii Obl Ha KApTHHE CTOSIIA OBl
[gactuiy  [0TpbiB OTPHIB YACTHUIIBI OT TOTO MOIICH XyJOXKHHKA.

B Texcte Bcero PaCKpbIBarOTCA ABE HpOGJ’IeMLI.

3.2.Speech errors

Speech errors (P) — these are errors not in the construction of a sentence, not in the structure of a linguistic unit,
but in its usage, most often in the use of a word, that is, a violation of lexical norms. These are pleonasm,

tautology, speech clichés, inappropriate use of colloquial vocabulary, dialecticisms, jargon; expressive means,

nondiscrimination of paronyms. Errors in the use of homonyms, antonyms, synonyms, ambiguity not eliminated

The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian, literature, Russian-free.

Mol HeymectHoe ynoTpebienue
PKCIIPECCUBHBIX, OMOIIMOHAJILHO
OKpAaIIEHHBIX CJIOB.

DIIOXH CMeHIeHI/Ie JICKCHUKHU pPa3HbIX 3I0X.
ycrap HeymectHoe yrorpedieHue
yCTapeBIIEH TEKCUKH.

Heor HeymectHoe yrioTpeOienue
HEOJIOrH3Ma.

kaHl HeymectHoe ynoTpebiienue
KaHIICISIPUTA.

kapr HeymecTHOE yroTpebneHue
PKaproHU3Ma.

¢ror HeymecTHOE ymorpebieHue
(bpazeonorusma.

Code Standard comments Examples
P1 HecBOW YTOTpeOJieHHe cioBa B MpbI ObUTH HIOKMPOBAHBI PEKPACHOIN UIPOIl aKTEPOB.
P.3Hau HECBOWCTBEHHOM €MY 3HaUYEHUMU. biaronaps noxapy, JIec Cropell.
repMuH HempasuipHOE yroTpeOieHme
TepPMUHA, TEPMUHOIOTUIECKAsI OIIHOKA.
P2 HeonpasaanHoe yroTpedicHIe TakuM IIFOJSM BCeT/Ia yaaeTcss 00beropuTh IPYTHX.
P.ipoct IMUaJIEKTHBIX U IPOCTOPEYHBIX CJIOB. OO67I0MOB HIYEM HE 3aHUMAJICS U LENBIMU THIMH
BaJIsUI AypaKa.
P3 Heynaunoe ymorpebienne mecronmernit. [Texct Harnmcan B. benos. OH oTHOCHTCS K
P.mect XYI0)KECTBEHHOMY CTHIIIO;
'V MeHs cpa3y jke BO3HUKIJIa KapTHHA B CBOEM
BOOOPaKCHHU.
P4 cTun YnotpebiaeHue ciaoB HHOU cTuineBoi|[1o 3agymke aBTOpa, repoii modexaaet;
P.cTun OKpAaCKH. Moumuanus pabotaet cekpetapeM dDamycora;

B pomane A.C. IlymkuHa UMEIOT MECTO JTUPUUECKHUE
OTCTYIUICHHUS;

IABTOp TO U JIEJIO IpUOeTraeT K yImoTpeOIeHUIO
MeTadop U OJIULETBOPEHHUH.

Eciu O8I st ObUT TaM, TO 32 TAKOE OTHOLICHUE K MaTEPH
51 OBI ITOMY KEKCY B I'PBI3JIO OBl JIAJT;

30IIeHKO Majell B POT He KJIaIH, a i TOIBKO
MOCMEIIUTD YUTATEIS.
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P5 Hepaznudaenue OTTEHKOB 3HAYCHNSI. B Takux ciaydasx s B3TJLIIBIBAIO B CIOBAPh.
P.mpucr
npuct HepazinueHne OTTeHKOB
BHa4YeHHs, BHOCUMBIX B CJIOBO
MPUCTABKOI.
PS5 HepaznuyeHrne OTTEHKOB 3HAUECHHUS.
P.cydhd
cyd HepaznuueHrne OTTEHKOB 3HAYCHHS,
BHOCHUMEBIX B CJIOBO CYy(h(HHUKCOM.
P6 cuH Hepa3nnuenue CHHOHIMHUYHBIX CITOB. [BBUTH IPUHATEHI 3 (PEKTHRIE MEPHI;
P.onum nap HepaznuieHue mapoHUMOB. MMsi 3TOTO 1M03Ta 3HAKOMO BO MHOTHX CTpaHax;
aHT Omuoka B yrmoTpebIeHH aHTOHUMOB B TpeTheil yacTH TeKCTa He BeCelbli, HO B He
MIPU TIOCTPOCHUN aHTHTE3HL. Ma>KOPHBII MOTHB 3aCTaBIIIET HAC 3ayMAaThCS;
(dpror Pazpymienne o6pa3Horo 3HaYSHHS [TPaMILIACTHHKA HE cKa3alla ellle CBOEro MOCIETHETO
(bpazeosoru3ma B HEyJauHO CIoBa.
OpTaHN30BaHHOM KOHTEKCTE.
P7 HapyieHue Jiekcn4eckoi coueTaeMOCTH. |ABTOP UCIIONIBb3YET XYJ0KECTBEHHbIE 0COOCHHOCTH.
P.couer
P8, P12 IMUIIH YToTpebieH!e JUITHUX CIIOB. Modo/10ii 10HOIIIA; OYEHb IPEKPaCHBI; Oolee
P .jumH rieoH [lneonasm. ONITHUMAJIBHBIN; BecTH 00pHOY.
130bIT JIekcuyeckast U30BITOUHOCTb. |YYeHUKY MIPUHSAIH pellieHHe MTPOU3BECTH YOOPKY
paci Pacienienue ckazyemoro. IIKOJIBHOTO BOPA.
napa3 CrioBa-mapasmThl. Torma o ToM, 9TOOBI BBl MOTJIH YJIBIOHYTHCS, 00 3TOM
cpaBH OOBEIUHEHNE MPOCTOM U CIIOKHOM [103a00THTCS KHMKHBIA HAIIl MarasuH.
hopM cpaBHEHUS O6510MOB OBUT N30aJIOBaHHBIM, HY, B 00ILIEM, €MY B
IMeTCTBE BCE MBITAIUCH YTOIHTH.
Ceiiuac OoJee Xy/iee MoJI0KEeHUE, YeM paHee.
P9 'Ymorpebnenue psaoM win 6JIU3K0 B aTOM pacckaze paccKka3blBaeTCs O pealbHbIX
P.TaBT 0THOKOPEHHBIX CJIOB (TaBTOJIOTHS). COOBITHSIX.
P10 HeomnpaBaanHoe MOBTOPEHHUE CIIOBA. ["epoii pacckasza He 3a1yMbIBa€TCs HaJl CBOMM
P.moBTOp MOCTYNKOM. ['epoii Take He MOHMMAET BCEH TITyOUHBI
COJIESTHHOTO UM.
P11 lbemHOCTh U OHOOOpPA3He Korga nmucarens npuiien B pelakiuio, €ro MPUHSIT
P.6enn CUHTAKCUYECKUX KOHCTPYKIIMIA. riaBHbIA pegakTop. Korna oHu noroBopuiiy, NucaTellp
OTIIPABUJICA B TOCTUHHUILY.
P.nermmonn  Jlekcmueckast HETIOMHOTA BhICKa3bBaHUA. |[locTonHcTBO KymiprHa B TOM, YTO HHYETO JIUIITHETO.
[Tpormyck HEOOXOIUMOTO B TPEATIOKEHUH
CIIOBA.
p.JZ[ByCM JIBYCM HByCMBIC.]'IeHHOCTL. (DKHMaX HaXoauTCA B OTIIMYHOM COCTOSAHHMH.
OMOH JIBYCMBICIIEHHOCTb IPH IAyIUTOPHS HE COOTBETCTBOBAJIA TPEOOBAHUIM
YIIOTpEeOICHUN OMOHUMOB UITH lmexTopa.
MHOT'O3HAYHBIX CJIOB.
P.imabnon  [mabion HeBepHas mabnmonHas ¢ppasza.  |B mpuMep TPYCOCTH U OTCYTCTBUS JIOOBH K POAHMHE

ynotp HeBepHoe yrnoTtpebiieHue
ma0IoHHON (pasbl.

Heym HeymecTHoe ynorpeGienue
ma0IoHHON (pasbl.

ABTOP TIPUBOJIUT JIBYX MOJIOJBIX JIFOJICH.
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3.3.Logical errors

Logical errors (JI) —associated with a violation of the logical correctness of speech. They arise as a result of a
violation of the laws of logic, admitted both within the limits of one sentence, judgment, and at the level of the

whole text.

The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian, Russian-free.

JL.mpuucnen

OTHOIIICHHUH.

Code Standard comments Examples
11 Comnocrasienue (mpoTuBonocTasicHue) [Ha ypoke npuCyTCTBOBAIM AUPEKTOP, OHMOINOTEKAPH,
JI.HEOJTHOp  [IBYX JIOTUYECKH HEOIHOPOTHBIX a Taxke Anna [letpona VBanoa u 305 IBaHoBHA
(pa3ITUYHBIX TI0 00BEMY U TIO [Terpora;
COlIep)KaHUIO ) TOHATUH. OH 00JIOKOTHIICA CITUHOM Ha OaTapero;
3a xopolnyto yuedy ¥ BOCIIUTaHUE JIeTeH POIUTEIH
00yYarOIIMXCS TTOMYYHITN OJIaroJapCTBEHHbBIC THChMa
0T aIMHHUACTPAIIAH IIKOJIBI.
J12 Hapy1ieHre npuauHHO-CISICTBEHHBIX  |B mociieiHIe To/Ibl 0YeHb MHOT'O C/ICNIAHO IS

MOJIEpHHU3ALUH 00pa30BaHUS, OHAKO MEIaroru
[paboTaloT MO-CTapOMY, TaK Kak BOIPOCHI
MOJICPHH3AIMN 00Pa30BaHUs PEIIAlOTCs Cl1ado.

J13 [Ipormyck 3BeHa B 00BSICHEHNUH, Jltoackoi TOTOK Yepe3 Halll ABOP MEPEKPHITh BPSL JIH
Jl.ckaqoK  |[«IOTHYECKHH CKaY0K». BO3MOJXKHO. [?] A Kak X04eTcsl, 9TOOBI TBOP OBLT
[YKpalleHHeM U ILKOJIbI, U IOCeJIKa.
J14 [TepecTaHOBKa YacTel TEKCTA. [Topa BEpHYTh 3TOMY CJIOBY €0 UCTUHHBINA CMBICI!
JL.mepect Yects... Ho kak 310 cnenars?
JI5 HeomnpaBaannast mogMeHa auna, ot ABTOp MHILET O IPUPOJE, ONMHUCHIBAECT IPUPOIY CEBEPA,
Jl.LmogMeHa [KOTOpPOTO BEAETCs IOBECTBOBAHMUE. BIJKY CHETa M MPOCTOPBI CHEXHBIX PaBHUH.
J16 CorocTaBieHNEe JIOTHYECKH CHUHTaKCHUC DHIMKIIOIIEINYECKUX CTATEH OTINYEH OT
JI.HecOnmocT [HEeCOMOCTaBUMBIX MOHSITHH. NPYTUX HAYYHBIX CTATEHU.
Jl.LmoTop  [HeoOocH HeobocHOBaHHBIM TOBTOP B B npemnoxenHoM st ananuza texcre B.M. Tleckos
ITOTUYECKUX PacCyKIECHUSIX. MOTHIMAET POOIIEMY POJIH JETCKUX BICYATICHUH B
Hepas3B MbICIb TIOBTOPSETCS U HE (dopmuposaruu auarocTr. (JI.mosrop\ UMeHHO Haj
[pa3BHBaETCH. HEil OH M pasMBIILTSET.\)
Compositional and text errors
JI7 HeynauHblil 3a4nH. TexcT HaUMHAETCS MTPEATIOKEHUEM, COJIEPKALUM
JI.3aunn [YKa3aHHE Ha IPEeabIIyIIHi KOHTEKCT, KOTOPBI B
CaMOM TEKCT€ OTCYTCTBYET, HAJIMUUEM YKa3aTeIbHbIX
CIIOBO(OPM B TIEPBOM MPEAJIOKESHUHU, HaIIpuMep: B
PTOM TEKCTE aBTop...
J18 OmmOKHM B OCHOBHOH 4acTH. a). COMKeHne OTHOCUTENFHO TAJIEKUX MBICIICH B
JI.ocHOBH OJTHOM TIPEJIJIOKEHUH.

0). OTCyTCTBHE TIOCIIEIOBATEILHOCTH B H3JI0KEHH;
0ECCBSI3HOCTD U HAPYIICHNE TTOPSAKA MPEATIOKCHUH.
B). lcionp30Banme pa3sHOTHIHEIX IO CTPYKTYpe
MIPEIOKEHUN, BeAyIlee K 3aTPy/JHEHUIO IOHUMaHHUs
CMBICIIA.
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J19 Heynaunas KOHIIOBKA. JlyonmipoBaHue BBIBOJIA, HEOTIPABIAHHOE TTOBTOPEHUE
J1.KOHIT BBICKa3aHHON paHee MBICIH.
Jl.a03arn Hapyenune ad3aruoro wieHeHus, teket [(*IIO3ULIMS \AGpamoB cuuTaet, 4To COXpaHSHHUIO U

HEBEPHO pa3iesieH Ha MUKPOTEMBI,
a03arbl.

CIIUTO TIepe]] JAaHHBIM TPeII0KEHHEM
HE0O0XOAMMO Ha4YaTh HOBBIA a03all
pa3/ JaHHOE MPEUIOKEHUE TOIDKHO
MPOIOIDKATH MPEIBLTYIIHIA ab3all

3aIIuTe HENPEXOIIINX JYXOBHBIX IEHHOCTEH CTOUT
YIENATH CTONBKO JK€ BHUMAHUS, CKOJIBKO ceiuac
VICISIOT COXPAHSHHIO TIPUPOTHON CPeIbl HITH
MaMSITHUKOB MaT€pUAIbHON KyNIbTyphl. 11 iMeHHO
KHUTH TIO3BOJISTIOT COXPAHHUTh BCE 3TU LIEHHOCTH. *)
(UT.a63arr ciiuro\S coriacHa ¢ MHEHHEM THCATENs\).
(*OTHOILLIEHUEVIuteparypa, 6yKBalbHO XpaHsIIIas
B ceOe JTIo/Iel MPOIIEAIINX 0X, UCIIBITAHUS 1
[OJIBUTH HAIIUX MPEAKOB, CIIPABIISETCS C POJIBIO
HPaBCTBEHHOT'O OPUEHTHPA IJISI MOJIOABIX TIOKOJICHUH
imy4iire Beero.*)

3.4.Errors in facts

Errors in facts (®) — a kind of non-linguistic errors, which consists in the fact that the author gives facts that
contradict reality, gives incorrect information about the factual circumstances, both related and not related to the
analyzed text (background knowledge).

The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian, Russian-free.

Code Standard comments Examples
D1 conepx MckaxeHne cogep:kanus bazapoB ObLT HUTHIIUCT W TIO3TOMY YOWII CTapyXy
D.mckax VIUTEPATYPHOI'O IMTPOU3BEACHUA. TOIIOPOM;
rosik HenpaBuiabHOE TOJIIKOBAaHUE. Jlenckuii BEpHyJICS B CBO€ UMEHME U3 AHININY;
npuM Heynagnsrit BEIOOp MpUMeEpOB. CuacteeM a1 O6110MOBa OBIIIO OJMHOYECTBO U
[pPaBHOIYLIME.
D2 T HerouHocTh B uTaTe. Kuura oueHp MHOTO JJI1 MEHS 3HAUMT, BEJIb €llle
D.uut HeTaBT OTCYTCTBHE yKa3aHUS Ha aBTopa JleHuH ckas3an: «Bek >KUBH — BEK yIHCh!»
IIATATHI.
aBTOp HeBepHO Ha3BaHHBIN aBTOP
LUTATHI.
D3 (daxT Heznanue akTos. Benukas OteuectBeHHas BoiiHa 1812 ropa;
D.pakT BpeMsi BpeMeHHOe cMeneHue. Cromuua CIIIA - Hero-Hopk.
D4 repoii HeTouHOCTh B IMEHU TyprenneB; «Tapac u byns6a»; B moBectu Typrenesa
D.Ha3BaH  [IUTEPAaTypPHOIO Ieposl. «[Ipectymnienne U HaKa3aHUE».
npoun3s VckaxeHne B Ha3BaHUU
ITUTEpaTYPHOrO IPOU3BEICHMUS.
aBTOop OmunbKa B yKa3aHUU aBTOpA.

3.5.Ethical mistakes

Ethical mistakes (9) —violation of the system of values and rules of ethics: statements that humiliate human
dignity, expressing an arrogant and cynical attitude towards the human person, malignity, manifestations of
speech aggression, slang words and phrases.
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The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian, Russian-free.

Code Standard comments Examples

.arpecc Henarnp HenanpaBieHnas peueBas JTOT TEKCT MEHs OeCHT;
arpeccus. Hy>xHO OBITH IOJIHOCTBIO CyMacUIeIIINM, YTOOBI
HeKopp PeyeBas HEKOPPEKTHOCTB. YUTATh KHUTU CETOHS;
ockop I'pyboe, ockopbutensHOE [Touemy miKoabHas IporpamMma MpUHYKIAeT K
BbICKa3bIBaHUE 0€3 SBHOTO YKa3aHUS [IPOYTEHHUIO BCETO CTAPhs, YTO UMEHYETCS KIIaCCUKOM?
anpecara. DTO HACTOSIIMI mHap!
HeraT BelpakeHue HeraTUBHBIX 3MoLMi, [Heduero MopouuTs JMr01M MO3TH YCTapeBIIUMU
YyBCTB WJIM HAMEPEHHUI B HEMPUEMIIEMOH [MCTHHAMHU.
B TaHHOH peueBoil cutyaruu Gopme.
bkapr YmorpebiaeHne OpaHHBIX CJIOB,
BYJILIApU3MOB, KAPTOHU3MOB, apro.

O.marpasn  [Hanp HampaBnennas pedeBas arpeccus. [MHe XOTeNlOCh OBI CIeNaTh aBTOPY 3aMEUYaHUe 3a ero
yrpo3 Yrpo3sa, rpyboe TpeboBaHue, HEyMEHHe MepeIaBaTh CBOU MBICIIH.
0OBHHEHHE, HACMEIIKA C SIBHBIM MuxankoB B cBOEM peneptyape! [lumer netckue
yKa3aHUEM aJpecaTa. KHUTH, II03TOMY ¥ TpeOyeT, YTOOBI YUTaIH MMEHHO B
VHIDK Y HIPKEHHE YeJIOBEUECKOro IETCTBE.
ITOCTOMHCTBA.
11H BricokoMepHOe Wil LHHUYHOE
OTHOILIEHUE K YEJIOBEUYECKOM JIMUHOCTH.

3.6.Errors in Russian language essays

In an essay based on the text read (task No. 27 in the

problem set by the author of the text; include in the comments two examples with illustrations from the text
read, explain them; formulate the position of the author and express your attitude to the position of the author

2.

USE 2020), the student is required to formulate the

The errors described in this section refer to essay types Russian.

Code Standard comments

Examples

Types of semantic blocks

npuMepa JUIs TOHUMaHHs
pOOIEMBI.

[TPOBJIEMA DopmynupoBka oHo# u3 mpodaem |(*ITPOBJIEMA\ KakoBa posib TUTEpaTyphl B dKHU3HH
MICXOJIHOTO TEKCTA. uenoseka? Hax aTumM BonpocoM paccyxJaeT B CBOEM
TEeKCTe poccuiickuii mucatenb U myonumuet d.A.
IAGpamoB. *)
[TPIMEP [ Ipumep-WTroCcTpanus u3 (*ITPUMEP\ ITucarens pacKpsIBaeT 3Ty MpobjieMy Ha
MICXOTHOTO TEKCTa, BAXKHBIM AJIs [pUMepe KeHITUHBI, KOTopas OblIa IPUBETIINBA U
MTOHUMAHUS TPOOIIEMBL. TOCTEIIPUUMHA, HO OJUHOKA, IOTOMY YTO €€ POAHBIX
3abpaia BoiHa: «[1ATepo He BepHYINCH y MEHS ¢
BOWMHBI: caM, TPOE CHIHOBEH U JIeBepb...». *)
[TOSICHEHUE [losicuenue k npumepy, 3uauenne  |(FIIOSICHEHUE\ [{ns oot skenmuHb "u3ba mycra"

cTana, MOTOMY YTO HEBO3MOXKHO BEPHYTh POJIHBIX H
IMOOMMBIX, TOTHOIIMX Ha BoiiHe. Ho «iroau, HecMOoTps]
HU Ha KaK1e HEB3TOJIbl, COXPAHSIOT U HECYT IO KU3HU

PACHaxHYyTYI0, HEYHBIBAIOIIYIO IyHIy».*)
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CBA3b

(CMBICIIOBasI CBSA3b MEXKAY
[IpUMEPAMHU.

(*CBJI3b \A Taroke *) mucaresap oOpaliaeT BHUMaHUE
Ha TO, 4TO B Bosiorog4rHe MHOTO HEOCTPOCHHBIX U
00OBETIIANBIX N30 — 3TO 03HAYAJIO, YTO HEKOMY
BaKOHYHTH HAYATOE...

[O3ULIMS

[To3urust aBTOpa 1Mo mpobieme.

(*ITO3ULIMSIN ABTOpCcKas mo3urus sicua: B.I1.
IAcTadpeB CUMTAET, YTO HECMOTPS Ha BCE HEB3T OB,
KOTOpBIE TIEPEXHUIT PYCCKHUI HAPOJI, OH MPOIOIDKAET
PKHTD JIaITbIIe, He YHBIBATh. M 3T0 GBUTO XapaKkTepHO
11 BCETro Hapo/ia B II€I0M, TOTOMY uTO 061as \Geaa
CIuIoTHIIA €r0. *)

OTHOILIEHUE

OTHoOLIEHNE K IO3ULMU aBTOpa 110
npoOieme.

(*OTHOUIEHUE\ Takum 06pa3om, MOKHO CIaeIaTh
BBIBO/I, UTO TJTABCHCTBYIOIIEH POJIBIO TUTEPATYPBI
SIBJISIETCSL TyXOBHOE M HPAaBCTBEHHOE BOCIIMTAHUE
MeToBeKa, a TAKKEe COXPaHEHHe HaKOTUIEHHOTO 33 BeKa

OTIBITA MPEIBITYIINX TOKOJIEHUH. *)

Formulation of p

roblems of the original text (criterion K1)

[1.mpoGema

IIpobGiiema chopmynpoBaHa
HEBEPHO.

[1.¢akT

daxTnueckas ommbKa, CBA3aHHAs C
NOHUMaHHEeM H (GOPMYITUPOBKON
poOIEeMBIL.

Comment on the

formulated problem of the original

text (criterion K2)

[1.omopa [IpoGirema MpOKOMMEHTHPOBaHA 0e3
OTIOPBI Ha UCXOJHBINA TEKCT.
[1.mepeckas IBMecTo KOMMEHTapHsl 1aH MPOCTOM

IICPECKa3 TEKCTA.

[1.¢akTKOMM

DaxTHueckas omInOKa B
KOMMEHTApHH, CBA3aHHAS C
[IOHUMAaHUEM HUCXOIHOI'O TEKCTA.

[1.npyras TIpokoMMEHTHpOBaHA Jpyras, He
copMyITMpoBaHHAS SK3aMEHYEMbIM
npobiema.
[1.xornup BmecTo KOMMeHTapust mutupyercs: [(OfHON U3 INIaBHEHUIINX 337a4d COBPEMEHHOM

0OJIBIION (hparMeHT UCXOTHOTO
TEeKCTa.

ITUTEpaTyphl — IIPEAOCTEPEIb MOIOIEKD OT
OIAaCHOCTH AYLIEBHOTO OUEPCTBEHUS, TOMOYb €l
[YCBOUTDH ¥ 000OTaTUTh TyXOBHBII Oarax, HaKOIIJICHHBIH]
MpeAIIeCTBYIOIINMH TTIOKOJICHUSIMI.

Reflection of the position of the author of the original text (criterion K3)

[1.mo3umus

uckax [To3unust aBTopa
c(hopMyIrpOBaHa HEBEPHO HIIH
MCKaKCHA.

(axT DaxkTHdecKas omuoKa,
CBsI3aHHASI C IOHUMAaHUEM TIO3UITHH
aBTOpA.

Attitude towards

the author's position on the problem of the source text (criterion K4)

I1.oTHOII

IBbIcKa3aHHOE OTHOIIIEHUE K
MMO3UIIUH aBTOPa HE COOTBETCTBYIOT

chopMynHpoBaHHOHU mpodeMe.
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[1.000cHOB Heo0ocH OTHOLIEHHE K ITO3ULIUNA A1 cornaceH / He coriaceH ¢ aBTOPOM
aBTOpa HE 000CHOBAHO.

(bopm OTHOIICHHE K TTO3UIIUN
ABTOPA 3asBJICHO JIUIIEL (hOpMAITBHO.

Semantic integrity, speech coherence and sequence of presentation (criterion K5)
- logical errors, see section 2.3.

Accuracy and expressivity of speech (criterion K6)

[1.01H000D OnHOOOpa3ue rpaMMaTU4IecKoro [TpountaB TekcT benosa, s MOTy NOHATH aBToOpa. 51
CTPOSI peuH. moHUMaro, 4yTo benos oueHs paa npuxoxny BecHsl. Jleca,
[OJIsI, PEKH 0’KMBAIOT. ABTOP JIFOOUT BECHY, 3EMIIIO,
CoJIHIIe, Oepe3bl, BeTep. ABTOP HAJEISIeT X JTYIIOH,
cepatieM. ABTOp MPU3BIBAET HAC OTJISIIETHCS BOKPYT,
ITF000BaThCSI MPUPO/IOiL, PaJ0BaThCS XKU3HU. S| cornacHa
c bemoBrim. BecHa - mopa 1r00BH, c4acThs, Becembs. S
oucHb JIF00JII0 BeCHY. BecHa - 310 camoe npekpacHoe
BpeMsL.

[1.TouHOCTD Hapy1iieHne TOUHOCTH BBIPAXKEHUS
MBICIIH.

Compliance with spelling and punctuation standards (criteria K7, K8)
- are not checked within the framework of the Contest and are not included in the markup.

Compliance with grammatical, speech, ethical standards (criteria K9, K10, K11)
- see sections 2.1, 2.2, 2.5.

Compliance with factual accuracy in background material (criterion K12)
- see sections 2.4.

Evaluation formula in points

The formula for evaluating an essay in the Russian language formalizes the rules given in [2]. Notation [X] means one

if condition x is true and zero if condition X is false.

ecu (00béM < 70 cnoB) To K=K1=...=K12=0 u nganee orieHMBaHre HE MPOU3BOJAUTCS;
ecm (ITPOBJIEMA>0) u (IT.mpooiema=0) u (IT.¢paxt=0) To K1=1;

nHaue K1=K2=K3=K4=0 u nepexon k Beranciernto K5-K12;

ecnu (IT.onopa+Il.nepeckaz+I1.pakrkomm+I1. apyras+I1.konup>0) To K2=0;
nHaue ecii ([IPUMEP>=2) u (IIOSICHEHUE>=2) u (CB3b>=1) T0 K2=5;
unaue ecnu ([IPUMEP>=2) u (IIOSICHEHUE+CBSI3b>=2) 0 K2=4;

unaue eciu ([IPUMEP+ITOSICHEHUE+CBAA3b>=3) to K2=3;

unaue eciu ([IPUMEP=2) o K2=2;

nuHaue ecmu ([IPUMEP=1) To K2=1;

nHaue K2=0;

ecnu (ITO3ULMA>0) u (I1.nozunms=0) To K3=1 nnaue K3=0;

eciu (OTHOILIEHME>0) u (I1.otnomr+I1.060cH0B=0) TOo K4=1 nnage K4=0;
ow pam = 9UCIIO TPAMMATHIECKUX ONMIHMOOK COTJIACHO pasneiny 2.1;

owPeu = 9ucno peveBbIX OMHIOOK COTIIACHO pa3ziery 2.2;

out/Ioe = 9UCII0 TOTUYECKUX OMIMUOOK COTIacHo paszaeny 2.3;

ow®axm = 4uCca0 (HaKTHUESCKUX OIMMUOOK COTIIaCHO pazaerny 2.4;
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owdmuy = YUCII0 STUUECKUX OIMUOOK COTIIACHO paszieny 2.5;

owOp¢h = ancio opdorpadudeckux ommoOOK (paBHO HYIO B pamMkax KoHkypca);
owIIynxm = 9UCII0 MyHKTYallMOHHBIX OMMOOK (paBHO HYIO B pamkax KoHkypca);
KopomxuiiTexcm = [00bEM < 150 croB]

K5 = max(2 — out/loe, 0);

K7 = max(0, okpyrnenue BHU3(3 — 0.5%0wOpgh — KopomxuiiTexcm));

K8 = max(0, oxkpyrnenne BuU3(3.5 — 0.5%0wllynkm — KopomxkuiiTexcm));

K9 = max(0, okpyrnenne BHU3(2 — 0.5%0wl pam — KopomkuiiTexcm));

K10 = max(0, okpyrnenune BHu3(2.5 — 0.5%owPeu — KopomxuiiTexcm));

K11 = [owDmuy = 0];

K12 = [owDaxm = Q];

eciu (IT.ogro06p+I1.TounocTs=0) u (K10>=2) T0 K6 = 2;

nHade eci ([1.omqr000p+I1.TounoCcTh=1) mm (K10<2) To K6 = 1,

nHadue K6=0;

K =K1 +.... + K12. MakcumanbsHoe 3HaueHue K = 24.

Condition for assigning a third check

Third check is carried out under the following conditions of significant discrepancy between the assessments of
two independent experts; at the same time, the third expert is provided with the data of two previous checks [2]:

o the discrepancy between the final marks K of two experts is 8 or more points,
o either the difference in K7 scores is 2 or more points,
e or the difference in K8 scores is 2 or more.

3.7.Errors in essays on literature

In an essay on a literary topic (task No. 17.1-4 in the USE 2020), the student is required to reveal the topic
deeply and from different perspectives, using the text for argumentation, based on theoretical and literary
concepts. The length of the essay is at least 200 words [3].

The errors described in this section refer to essay types: literature.

Code Standard comments Examples

Types of semantic blocks

APT'YMEHT AprymMeHTalnus ¢ NpuBJeuYeHUEM Om ctporo crenyet Moje — «kak dandy JoHoHCKui
TeKCTa POU3BEIECHUSI. 0ZIeT», 9TOOBI OBITH IPUHSITEIM B cBeTe. EBreHnit mo
TPU Yaca IIPOBOMT 3a CBOMM TYaJIECTOM, a IOTOM
cTapaeTcs BEe3/Ie YCIETh: Ha BeCeNbli ykUH — «Bommen:
1 TIpoOKa B TIOTOJIOK», Ha OaJl, B Teatp.

[TOHATUE TeopeTHKO-TUTEepaTypHOE MOHATHE |APXETUI

MCIIOJIB3yeTCs U1 aHanu3a Tekcta  |[[IpueM 3epkaibHON KOMITO3UIIMU

MIPOM3BECHUS B LIEIAX PACKPBITHS | XyI0KECTBECHHBIN 00pa3

TeMbI COUHHEHUSL. Dabyna

Compliance of the essay with the topic and its disclosure (criterion 1)

C.omgHOCTOp Tema cOUMHEHUS pacKphITa
r1yO0OKO, HO OJTHOCTOPOHHE.

C.moBepxH Tema cOUMHEHUS PacKphITa
OBEPXHOCTHO.

C.tema Tema COUMHEHMs HE pacKpbITa
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Using the text of the work for argumentation (criterion 2)

C.omopa Cy>XAeHUs He apryMEHTUPYIOTCS

TEKCTOM MPOU3BENCHUSI(-Hii).

OCHOBHast 4acThb NPOM3BEACHHS IIOKa3bIBAET YUTATEIIO
Impyryro ctopoHy obpasza Apxuna CaBenbuyda — OH
YIIPSIM, BOPWINB, TOTOB OTCTaUBATh CBOE MHEHHE J10
NOCJICAHETO U JIFOOUT YNTaTh HacTaBieHus. OH OYeHb
0epeIIMB, 33 yMBIBAETCs O OJIAarOCOCTOSIHUM CBOETO
«BOCIIUTAHHUKa», IO3TOMY CTapaeTcsi OrPaIUTh €ro OT
HEOOyMaHHBIX PaCcX0JI0B.

(*C.omopa\ ['maBHBIH repoil — THIHYHBII
MpeiCTaBUTeNb CBoero BpeMeHnu. OH Haenéxn
depTaMy YeJIOBEKa CBOCH 3M0XHU U CBOETO
cormanbHoro kpyra. s wero xapakrepua (\C.mocnen
OpOT\ XOJOJHOCTD, MSTEKHOCTD, CTPACTHOCTH :: Kak
MO’KHO, He KOMMEHTHUPYsI, COSAUHATH B OJHOM
YEIIOBEKE XOIOJHOCTD, MSITEKHOCTD M CTPACTHOCTH? \)
HaTyphl ¥ IPOTUBOINIOCTABIEHHE ce0s 001IecTByY. *)

C.ymporreH 0011 [l aprymMeHTauu TeKCT
[PUBJIEKAETCS HA YPOBHE OOIIUX
paccyXIeHHI 0 ero CofepsKaHuU.
anan3 HeT aHamms3a BayKHBIX [UIS
[PACKPBITHS TEMbI COYMHEHIISI
(bparmMeHTOB, 00pa30B, MUKPOTEM,

meraigei U T.II.

["maBHBIH Tepoit, Pogron PackonpHUKOB, - MOTOAOH
YeI0BeK, UMEIOIIHNHA JOBOJIBHO (prumocodckuii ckian
yMa U aHATTU3UPYIOIIHIA CBOU MTOCTYIIKH U MBICIIH.
Kazamock 051, OH He CITocOOEH IMOWTH Ha
MpecTyIJICHHEe, OTHATH )KU3HU Y HEBHHHBIX JIFOJICH
pajn JOCTIDKEHUH LENH, HO, YBBI, 3TO MPOU3O0ILIO.

C.mepeckas |ApryMeHTaIus MOAMEHSIETCS

MICPECCKa30M TCKCTaA.

YTOOBI MOATBEPAUTE MBICTH COBPEMEHHOTO
ImuTepaTypoBeaa, 00paTUMCs K TEKCTY IPOU3BECHUS.
[Mepen HamMu 11Ba Tepost, OHU 00a KPACHBEI X MOJIOJIBL.
Bcest xu3HB MpecTaeT nepel HAMA B HeOOBIYaHBIX
Kpackax, OHU BIFOOJICHBI APYT B Apyra. I eposim
HHYEro He MEIIaeT, OHM 00a JO0CTaTOYHO 00ecIeyeHEl,
MOCKOBCKasl ITpa3/iHas >KU3Hb HAaUMHAET MOrJI0IIaTh
repoeB. byHUH HecyyaifHO BOCCO3/IaeT HACHIIIEHHYIO
KApTUHY UHTEJIEKTYaIbHON U KyJIBTYPHO! KU3HU
Poccuu 20 Beka. Jlyis 3TOr0 pacckasa o4eHb
CyIIIECTBEHHA MPUBSA3aHHOCTH COOBITHI K
OnpeIeIeHHOMY BPEMEHH.

[o3wmus aBTopa chopMyTHpOBaHA
HEBEPHO MJIM MCKaXKCHA.

C.mo3u1ust

C.dakr DaxTHueckas ommnoka.

[Ha npotsxenuu Beero pomana Iledopun He MeHsiercs,
OH BCETJ1a OCTAETCSI ATOMCTOM, KOTOPBIN HE
33lyMBbIBa€TCA O UyBCTBAX JPYTUX JIOACH.

Bo Bpems namagenus (\C.daxt\ kpecTbsn\) Ha
benoropckyto kpenocts CaBesibud COBEpLIAET
OIaropoJHEHIINI MOCTYIOK, JOCTOWHBIA BHUMAHHUS U
yBa)KEHUs UATaATEINEH.

Reliance on theoretical and literary concepts (criteri

on 3)

C.mousiTue OmmbKa Ipy UCHONb30BaHUT

TEOPETUKO-TIUTEPATYPHOTO ITOHATHS.

Taxum oOpazoM, y ['puropust AnekcanapoBuda
MPUCYTCTBYET MHOT'O Y€PT POMaHTHYECKOTO Irepos,
o1HaKO BCE ke ero cienyeT otHocuth K (\C.moHsTHe\

ApXETHUITY\ «WITHITHIIY YeToBek.\)
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C.Heucron Teoperuko-nmureparyprnoe nousitue B mbece “I'po3a” OCTPOBCKOTO OMHUCHIBAIOTCS
BBEICHO, HO HE HCIOJIB30BAHO U |[mymieBHBIC MeTanus Karepunsl. CymiecTByeT Tpu pona
ApryMeHTallHH. UTEepaTyphl: 3110C, JUpUKa 1 gpama. [Ibeca oTHOCUTCS

K IpaMaTHIECKOMY pOIy TUTeparypsl. JKu3Hb
Karepuns! He mpocrTa...

Compositional integrity and consistency (criterion 4)

C.mocnen pot Paccyxnenus Takum oOpazom, y ['puropus AnekcaHapoBuya
HETIOCIIeIOBATEIIFHBIE MIIH MPUCYTCTBYET MHOTO Y€PT POMAaHTHYECKOTO I'epos,
[IPOTHUBOPEUUBBIE. (*C.mocien mpot \ 0iHAKO BCE JKe €ro CaeayeT
Ratpyn ['pyboe HapymeHue OTHOCHTH K apXETHITY «IHIIHUI» YeT0BeK. *)

[10CJIENOBATEIHHOCTH YacTel
BBICKa3bIBAHUS, CYILIECTBEHHO
3aTpyaHsIOIIEee IOHUMAHUE CMbICIIA
COUYMHEHUS.

moBT HeoOOCHOBaHHBIH MOBTOP.
C.HepasB MBIcIb IOBTOPSETCS U HE
[pa3BUBaeTCs.

C.cBs3b HapyiieHne KOMIIO3ULMOHHON
CBSA3HM MEX]ly CMBICJIOBBIMH YacTIMU
C.koMI03 B courHEHNM HE MPOCIIEKUBACTCS
KOMIIO3MLIMOHHBIM 3aMbICEI

Compliance with speech norms (criterion 5)

- Speech errors, see section 2.2.

Note. Errors C.ognoctop, C.nosepxH, C.tema, C.xomno3 refer to the entire text of the work and do not require
the selection of a fragment.

Evaluation formula in points
The formula for evaluating an essay on literature formalizes the rules given in [3].

ecin (006éM < 150 cio) To K=K1=...=K5=0 u ganee oneHnBanne He MPOU3BOINUTCS;
ecmu (C.tema>0) To K1=0;

unade eciu (C.nosepxu>0) to K1=1;

nnave eciim (C.omaoctop>0) To K1=2;

nHaue K1=3;

ecimi (API'YMEHT=0) nnu (C.onopa>0) unu (C.no3unms>0) wnu (C.dpaxr>=4) To K2=0;
nnave eciu (C.ynpomer>0) win (C.nepeckaz>0) mwiu (C.baxt>=3) To K2=1;

nHade ecnu (C.pakt>=2) To K2=2;

unaue eciu (C.paxr=0) To K2=3;

ecim (ITOHATUE=0) umu (C.norsitne>=2) to K3=0;

nnade ecnu (C.nencrion>0) mim (C.monsarue>=1) to K3=1;

nHaue K3=2;

ecim (C.xomno3z>0) To K4=0;

nHaue eci (C.nepaszs>0) mm (C.cBsa3p>0) To K4=1;

uHaue eci (C.nocne>0) To K4=2;

nHadye K4=3;

owPeu = ducio peueBbIX OMIMOOK COracHo pasaeny 2.2;

K5 = max(0, okpyrienne BHU3(3.5 — 0.5%0wPeu));
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K=K1 + .... + K5. MakcumansHoe 3Hauenue K = 14.

Condition for assigning a third check

Third check is carried out under the following conditions of significant discrepancy between the assessments of
two independent experts; at the same time, the third expert is provided with the data of two previous checks [3]:

o the discrepancy between the final marks of K of two experts is 7 or more points,
e either the discrepancy in any of the criteria K1..K5 is 2 or more points,
o either a discrepancy according to the estimate K1 = 0.

3.8.Errorsi

n social studies essays

In a mini-essay on social studies (task number 29 in the USE 2020), the student is required to reveal the topic of
a given statement based on social science knowledge. Disclosure of the meaning of the statement, the

correctness of explanations of key concepts and theoretical provisions, the quality of the examples given are

evaluated [4].

The errors described in this section refer to essay types: social studies.

Code

Standard comments

Examples

Types of semantic blocks

VIJIEST

OCHOBHas UJies] BRICKa3bIBAHUS HITH
Te3nc, TpeOyIoMU 000CHOBaHHS.

/aHHBIM BbICKa3bIBaHHeM Kapieinb XxoTen cka3ars,
9TO OEe3paboTUIla — HETAaTHBHOE SBJICHUE, N3-32
KOTOPOTO JIFOJIA HE MOTYT 00ecrieunuBaTh ce0st
HE0OXOAMMBIMH BEIIAMU U YAOBJIETBOPSITH CBOU
MOTPEOHOCTH.

[TOHATUE

OO0BICHEHNE KIIFOUEBOr'O IIOHATHS.

bespaboTuia — colManbHO-KOHOMUYECKOE SBJICHUE,

CYLIHOCTb KOTOPOTO 3aKII0YaeTCsl B TOM, YTO 4acTh

HYKOHOMHYECKH aKTHBHOTO HACEJICHHSL, JKEIAIOIIET0
ab0TaTh, HE MOXKET HAUTH PadoTy.

TEOPUA

DopMynUpOBKa TEOPETUUECKOTO
[OJI0KEHUSL.

'Y 6e3paboTullbl, KaKk HU CTPAHHO, €CTh
MOJIOKUTENBHBIC YePTHI: OHA (POPMUPYET MOOWITBHBIN
pe3eps pabodeil CHITbI, CHIKAET yPOBEHb MHQIIALINY, a
TAKXKE IMOBBIIIACT MOTHUBAIIUIO paGOTHI/IKOB, BEIb
HUKTO HE XOUYET MOTepATh padoTy. Ho Bcé-Takn
0e3paboThIia — ATO HETAaTHBHOE SIBJICHUE, TO3TOMY H
OTpHUIIATEIBHBIX YEPT Y Hee OOJbIIe: CHUKACTCS
'VPOBEHB JKU3HH HACEJICHUS; y JTIOIEH TepsIOTCS
npoQecCHOHATBHBIC 3HAHUS F HABBIKU, YTO
CYIIIECTBEHHO 3aTPYyIHIET BO3MOKHOCTh
TPYAOYCTPOUCTBA.

JIOI'MKA

[locmemoBaTeNbHOCTD PACCyKICHUI
1501851 l'IpI/I‘H/IHHO-CJ'IeIICTBeHHLIX
CBsI3€ii, BKIIFOUAsl BBIBOJIbI.

TaxuM 00pa3oM, XOTb U TIPU HATHIHU
MOJIOKUTENBHBIX YepT, Oe3padoTuiia Bce paBHO HOCUT
HEraTUBHBIA XapakTep U JeJIaeT HECYaCTHBIMU He
[TOJIBKO JIFOJIEH, HO U TOCY/1apCTBa.

[TPIMEP.OBII{

DaKT UM NpuMep u3
0OIIECTBEHHOM KU3HU, B TOM YUCIIE
o matepuanam CMU.

3 HoBocTHOTO mopTaina "infox" MHe crano u3BecTHO
0 TaKOU Me4YanbHOM CTaTUCTHUKE: 45 ThICIY
caMOyOHMICTB MPOMCXOANT M3-3a TIOTEPU PadOTHI.
UIroau mpocTo HE MOTYT NEPEKUTH TAKOE MOTPSICEHUE,
1 I09TOMY UAYT Ha TaKOW OTYasIHHBIM 1ar.
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[TPUMEP.JINY |DakT unu npuMep U3 JAIHOTO

COIIMAJIBHOI'O OIIbITA.

Tak, u3ydas SJKOHOMHUIECKYIO TEOPHIO, s IPOBEIa
CBOETO pOJia «IKCIHEPUMEHT) - IIOCUUTATIa CTOMMOCTh
Mpoe3/ia Ha METPO B ClIydae eciii Obl Ha PhIHKE ObLIH
ITBE KOMITAHUH U CTOMMOCTH OMJIeTa OKa3aJIach BEIIIE,
HEKENN TIPH IPUCYTCTBUH HA PHIHKE TOJIBKO OJHOM

(UpPMBL.

[TPUMEP.MCT |®@akt unu npuMep u3 UCTOPHHI
IINTEPATYPBI, HCKYCCTBA, HAYKH,

TCXHUKU.

Tax, B 30X romax IBaJIlaTOro BeKa M3BECTHBIN
bxoHomuct [[x. KeitHe nmpeanoxxun rocyiapcrsam
CTUMYJIUPOBATh NOTPEOUTENBCKUI CIIPOC, KOTOPHIA
MOJITAIKUBAET Npou3BoauTeNeil Kk 6ONbIIIM
WHBECTULIMSAM B IPOU3BOJICTBO. A €CITM MHBECTHUIIH
PacTyT, pacTeT U BBIIIYCK TOBapa U TEM CaMbIM pacTeT
BBII, a 370 3HaYUT SKOHOMHKA Pa3BUBAETCS.
[TocnemoBaB pexomenaamusm KeiHca, IpaBUTETECTBO
Py3BenbTa yMEHBUINIIO YPOBEHb 0€3paOOTHIIBI B
CTpaHe ¥ JOCTUIIa BEICOKOro ypoBHs BBIL

Errors in revealing the meaning of the statement (cr

iterion K1)

0.CMBICIT HeBepH HeBepHO BhIEICHA Tema: «BHUKHHUTE B IPUIHMHBI BCSIKON PaCITylICHHOCTH
OCHOBHAs1 HJICsI BHICKA3bIBAHUS. M BBl YBUJIUTE, YTO OHA MPOUCTEKACT U3
HeoTp ChopMyTHpoBaHHBIN Te3UC  |0e3HakazaHHOCTH (I1I. MoOHTECKBE)
He OTpa)kaeT CMBICIIa (*o.cMbici HeoTp\ B BEIOpAaHHOM MHOIO BBICKA3BIBAHUE
BBICKA3bIBAHUS. ABTOP TOBOPHT O TOM, YTO UMEHHO O€3HAKa3aHHOCTh
CIIOCOOCTBYET paCIyIICHHOCTH OOIIECTBY U BCEMY
TOMY, 9TO TBOPHUTCS BHYTpH HEero. OmmO0IHO
CUMTAaTh, YTO OJIUH Oe3HAKA3aHHBIN CiIyyail He
MPUBEAET K TOMY, YTO TaKHe MPECTYIUICHHUS He OYAyT
MOBTOPSITHECS BHOBB. :: CHOPMYITHUPOBAH TE3HC!
0e3HAaKa3aHHOCTD - IPUIMHA IIPECTYITHOCTH,
ABTOPCKUH Te3uc WHOM/mmpe*)
0.1T0/TMCHA 0611 [Ipon3BeneHa mogMeHa CMbIcIa
BbICKa3bIBaHUS PACCYKICHUAMU
00IIero xapakrepa, He
OTpaKaAIONMMHK CHICTIH(DHUKH
MMPCAJIOKEHHOI'O BhICKa3bIBAHUA
13 TOMAIIIHsIS 3aT0TOBKA
0.1IepecKas’ PackpeITre cMBICTa BRICKa3biBaHus [[ema: «Kak TOIbKO YemoBeKk UMeeT BCI0 CBOOOIY Ha

MMOAMCHSACTCS €T0 MPAMbBIM
Mepecka3oM Win
nepedpasupoBaHueM.

CBETE, OH CTAHOBUTCS KUBOTHBIMY (A. C.
KoHvanoBckuii)

(*o.nmepecka3 \KOHUaTOBCKHI B CBOEM BBICKA3bIBAHHUHI
TOBOPHUT O TOM, YTO YEJIOBEK HE MOXKET 001a1aTh
a0COIIOTHOM CBOOOMOM, TaK KaK HAUMHACT
MPEeBPAIaThCS B )KUBOTHOTO, @ IMEHHO MOBEIICHUE
JeTOBeKa HAYMHACT OBITh CXOXKUM C HHCTHHKTAMU

PKMBOTHBIMU. *)

Errors in concepts and theoretical provisions (criterion K2)

EcTb HETOYHOCTH B OOBSICHCHUIX
KJIFOUYCBOT'O ITIOHATHA, HC
HCKaKaroniasa €ro Hay4YHOro CMbICJia.

O.ITOHATHC

OO11IeCTBEHHBIN TPOTPECC — 3TO MPOLIECC PA3BUTHS
O6H.[eCTBa OT HU3UICTO K BBICHIEMY, OT IPUMUTHUBHOI'O,

JUKOT'O COCTOSIHUS K BBICHIEMY, HMBUJIN30BAHHOMY.
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0.TE€OpHst

EcTh HETOYHOCTH B 00BSICHEHUH
TCOPETUICCKOI'O IMOJIOKECHHUA, HE
MCKaKaromasi €ro Hay4HOro CMbICJIA.|

(* o.reopust \Kaxxp1ii pe IupuHUMATE b
CTaJIKUBAETCS C TAKUM SBJICHHEM, KaK KOHKYPCHIIUS —
PTO CONEPHUYECTBO MEIKTY YUACTHUKAMH PHIHOYHBIX
OTHOIICHUH 3a JIy4IlIue YCIOBUS KYIUTH B IPOJAKH
TOBApOB M yCIIyT. Yale BCero B PhIHOYHON SKOHOMHUKE
[PEJICTABIIAETCS] CBOOOAHASA KOHKYPEHIINS, OCHOBHBIM
MPU3HAKOM KOTOPOH SIBIISIETCS] cCBOOOIa BXOIa/BBIX0Ia

M3 Ou3Heca. :: "Kaknplid", "OCHOBHOM mpu3HaK" *)

0.T€OPCBS3b

uzes [loHsTHE WM TeopeTHUECcKoe
[TOJI0JKEHHE HE CBA3aHO C OCHOBHOM
el WA TE3NCOM.

ron [ToHATHE HE CBA3AHO C APYTUMH
[TOHATHSIMH.

Hepac TeopeTudeckoe MoJIOKEHUE
HE pacKpbIBaeT CMbICIIa
BLICKA3bIBAHU.

Ho Bcé-Taku 6e3paboTulia — 3TO HEraTUBHOE
SIBIICHUE, TOATOMY M OTPHIIATEIBHBIX YEPT Y Hee
OoJbIIIe: CHIDKAETCSI yPOBEHD KHU3HU HACEIICHUS; Y
ITro/1eii TepAroTCs NpodecCuOHABHbIE 3HAHUS U
HaBBIKH, YTO CYIIIECTBEHHO 3aTPYIHIET BO3ZMOXKHOCTh
TPYIOYCTPOHCTBA. Briensror ciemyromnie BUIBI
0e3paboTuIsl: PPUKIIMOHHAS, CTPYKTYpHa,
[IUKJIMYeCKas U ce30HHas. TakuMm 00pa3oM, XOTb U NPH
HATHYHY MTOJIOKUTEIBHBIX YepT, 0e3paboTuiia Bce
[PABHO HOCHUT HETATHBHBIN XapaKTep U AeTacT
HECYaCTHBIMH HE TOJIBKO JIFOJIeH, HO U rOCyIapCTBa.

O0.HCXBATaAcCT

[He xBaTaeT KIIFOYEBBIX IOHATHH,
HEOOXOMMBIX JIJIST PACKPBITHS
CMBICJIa BBICKA3LIBAHUS.

(*o.mexBaTaeT \KOHKYpHPYSI, IPOU3BOAUTEIN
CTPEMSITCSI YTOIUTH TOTPEOUTEITIO, BBOAS
HOBOBBEIICHHS B CBOI MPOIYKT. BojbIoe Komu4ecTBO
MOTpeOuTeINei IBISETCS MOKa3aTeNIeM YCICITHOCTH
Om3Heca, Tak Kak 4yeM OOJIbIe KIIMEHTOB, TEM
Oosplre MPUOBLIH NOTyYaeT IPEANPUHUMATEIh, YTO
BEJICT K MPOIBETAHHIO OM3HECA. :: OTCYTCTBYIOT
MOHSTHS: U3ICPKKH, CITPOC *)

0.ynpor

'YIIpomEHHBIE PacCykACHUSA Ha
YpOBHE OOBIJICHHBIX MPEACTABICHAN
0e3 OIophI Ha OOIIECTBOBEAUECKUE
BHAHUA.

CB000OJ1a — 3TO BO3MOXHOCTb MTOCTYIATh TaK, KaK
XOYeTCs.

Errors in the logi

¢ of reasoning (criterion K3)

0.paccyx ] PaccyxaeHus Henocie0BaTeIbHbIE
WM IPOTUBOPEYUBBIE.
0.BBIBOJL ChopMynrpoBaHHBIN BEIBOJ HE

00OCHOBAH HMJIM HE JOCTOBEPEH C
TOYKHU 3peHI/IH Haquoro

0OILLIECTBO3HAHUSA

Errors in facts or examples (criterion K4)

0.IIPUMCBSI3b

IIpuBenEHHBIN (paKT WM IpUMeEp HE
CBSI3aH C WIUTIOCTPUPYEMON uaeei
WJIH TE3UCOM.

O.ITIOATB

neronTs [IpuBenéuuslit hakTt nmm
MpUMep He TIOITBEPIKIaeT
WILTIOCTPUPYEMYIO HJICIO HIIH TE3HC.
00111 BMecTo mpumepa mpruBeieHbI
o0LI1E pacCyKACHHUS.

He Tak 1aBHO MHO# OBUTO POYUTAHO PON3BEACHHUE
H. I'maBHBII1 repoii mpon3BeneHus T BCIO CBOKO KU3Hb
TOJIBKO ¥ MEUTAII O OyIyIIeM, O ITyTEIIeCTBHSIX, O
ceMbe, HO TaKk HUYero u He nobuics. Ho mouemy?
["epoit BceMmy HaxoIui OTTOBOPKH, K BMECTO
MTOJTHOLIEHHOW YU3HH, IPOCTO CYIECTBOBA,
OTKJIa/(BIBas BCE JI€JIa Ha MOTOM, JIHOO HE Jemal

HUYEro BOOOIIE.
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0.1y 0

[Tpumep nyomupyeT npenbaymuii - |[Mapus [leTpoBHa pemnia OTKPBITh CAJIOH KPacoThI B
10 COIEPIKaHMIO. MaJICHPKOM TOpOJe, A€ YK€ UMEJIOCh O0IbIIoe
KOJIMYECTBO MOXOXKUX npeanpuatuii. He oOparas
BHAMaHUS Ha JJaHHBINA ()aKT, OHa OTKpPbLIA CaJloH. Y
Heé ObUIM KIIMEHTHI, HO UX ObLI0 Maiio. M3-3a
HeIocTaTKa MpUOBLTH MpakJaHKa M ObLIa BEIHYKICHA
3aKpPbITh CAJIOH.

Most 6a0Oyika umeeT HeOOJIBIIOH Mara3uH 0OyBHU B
MaJIeHbKOM ropojie. OHa, KaK MpeArnpruHIMAaTeNb,
BCer/ia JI0JKHA OLICHWBATh CUTYallMu Ha PBIHKE, a
MMEHHO, YTO HY>KHO noTpebuTensam. Tak kak eciu oHa
MpOU3BEJET HEOOXOAUMBIH TOBAP, TO OHA MOTYUYHT
00MBIIYIO TPUOBLIB.

0.(akT

3nau @akt npusenén HekoppekTHo. [(FIIPUMEP.UCT o.dakr re3nau \ [Ipumepom u3
HesHau HesHaunmoe HeKakeHue MCTOPUH MOKET SIBJIATHCS PEANPUHUMATEND [ eHpH
(bakTa, HE BIMSIOLIEE HA Dopa. OH nepBhIid B HICTOPUU TOCTABUIT H3TOTOBICHUE
KOPPEKTHOCTH BEIBOZIOB ABTOMOOMIICH Yepe3 KOHBelep, YTO MTO3BOIISIIO
CO3/IaBaTh MHOJKECTBO SK3EMILLIPOB 3HAYUTEIEHO
ObICcTpee, ueM MmpH pydHoit cOopke. JJaHHBIX X0/ ObLT
BEICOKO OIIEHEH IMOTPEONTEISIMHU, MAITUHEI CTAITH
[MOKYIaTbCs, 4To mpuHOCcuio I'. @opay orpoMHbIe
MPUOBLTH, YTO MO3BOJIMIO OTKPBIBATH 3aBOJIBI MO
BCEMY MHUPY. :: TNIABHBIM (DAaKTOPOM IUIS OKYTIATEICH
ObLTa IIeHa, 8 He CKOPOCTh IPOM3BOJICTRA *)

0.110IpO0H DaxT chopmynupoBaH (*TTIPUMEP.OBIII o.moapo6u \ Hemasro 1o

HEI0CTaTOUHO Pa3BEPHYTO. TeJIEBU30pY IILIa TeJenepeaada, B KOTOPOi
ropopmiiock 00 aBapuu Ha ADC dykycuma-1.
[Mpown3onia KpymHast paJ{iallioHHAs aBapys, B
[pe3ynbTaTe CUIbHEHINET0 3eMIETPSCEHNUS, a TIOCIe U
IyHamHu. JlaHHas aBapus IpUBeNa K 3apaKeHUIO
[PA3JIMIHBIX BUAOB )KUBOTHBIX, J'II-O)IGf/i TaKXC HACTUTJIN
[pa3iyHbIe 3a00JIeBaHus, BCIESICTBUE KOTOPBIX
MHOTHE 13 HUX 3aKaHUYHUBAIIHCH JIETATBHBIM UCXOJOM.
J{aHHBIA PUMEP WLTFOCTPUPYET TEXHOTCHHYIO
KaTacTpody, KOTopas HACTUIIIA HE TOJIBKO JKUTEJIEH,
HO U IPYTHE CTPaHbBL. JTO CTANO 00IIeH, rTo0amTbHOM
MpoOJIEeMOH. :: MpUMEpP HE TIOTHOCTHIO PACKPHIBACT
MOHATHE "MPOTUBOPEUUBOCTH OOIIECTBEHHOTO
nporpecca’, He ToBopUThes 0 poiau ADC B KU3HU
oOmiecTBa *)

Evaluation formula in points

The formula for evaluating a mini-essay on social studies formalizes the rules given in [4]. Notation [X] means
one if condition x is true and zero if condition x is false.

eci (UTEST>0) u (o.cmeicn=0) u (o.moamena=0) u (o.mepeckaz=0) o K1=1;

nHaye K=K1=K2=K3=K4=0 u najnee orieHNBaHNE HE TIPON3BOIUTCS;

eciu (o.ympour>0) To K2=0; naadue

K2 = max(0, [TTIOHATUE>0] + [TEOPUI>0] — [o.nousiTHe+0.Teopusi>0] — 0.TeopcBsizb —
0.HEXBATAET);

K3 = max(0, [JTOT MKA>0] — o.paccy/1 — 0.BEIBOL);
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K4 = max(0, min(2, [[IPUMEP.OBI1[>1] + [IIPUMEP.JINY>1] + [[IPUMEP.MCT>1]) — 0.mpunmcBsss
— 0.TIOATB — 0.7y0J — 0.(aKT — 0.MOAPOOH);
K =K1 +.... + K4. MakcumanrHoe 3HaueHHe K = 6.

Condition for assigning a third check

The third check is carried out under the following conditions of significant discrepancy between the assessments
of two independent experts; at the same time, the third expert is provided with the data of the two previous
checks [4]:

o the discrepancy between the final marks K of two experts is 3 or more points,
e either the discrepancy on the K2 or K4 criterion is 2 points,
e either a discrepancy according to the estimate K1 = 0.

An example of marking up a mini-essay on social studies

Tewma: (* [loyIMHHBIC JOCTHXKCHUS YEJIOBEKA OTKJIAILIBAKOTCS HE TOJBKO BHE €T0,
B TEX WU UHBIX TTOPOXKIEHHBIX UM 00BEKTaxX, HO U B HEM CaMOM.
(C.JI.PyOunmTeiiH) *)

JInHus: conmosiorus

Kiace: 11

T'ox: 2020

[Ipenmer: obmecTBO3HAHKE

Tect: era TpeHHpOBKA

Okcnept: CeBepycCHelln

K1:1

K2: 2

K3:1

K4:1

(*MZ[G?I\CMLICII JaHHOI'o aq)opmMa 3aKIIIOYACTCA B TOM, YTO PE3YJIbTAaThl ACATCIbHOCTU NHANBHId BUAHBI HC
TOJBKO B TCX O6’beKTaX, Ha KOTOPBIC 3Ta ACATCIbHOCTDb ObLTa HallpaBJICHA, HO U B CAMOM YCJIOBCKC. ABTOp
YTBCPIKAACT, UTO INTaBHBIMU PE3YJIbTATAMH U JOCTHKCHUSAMMU YCIIOBCKA ABJIAIOTCA BHYTPCHHUC U3MCHCHU,
KOTOPBIC C HUM IMPOUCXOJAT B ITPOLCCCC COLUAIU3allnun. PY6HHMTGﬁH OCBCHIACT AKTYAJIbHYIO TCMY
CaMOBOCIIMTaHUA, CTAHOBJICHUSA JIMYHOCTHU U €€ coumaan3alyi. S1 MOJIHOCTHRIO COTJIaCHA ¢ MHEHHEM aBTOpa.
HaCTOSIH.II/Ie JAOCTHUIXKCHHSA 3aKJIaIbIBAOTCA B IPOLECCE ACATCIBHOCTU BHYTPHU CaMOTI'O IIG:.J'IOBGI(a.*)

O6parumcst k Teopun ai1s noarsepxkaeHus. (*Jloruka\OT poxnenust yenosek ssisiercst (\[Toustie\uHAnBHIOM
— OJJMHOYHBIM TIpEJICTaBUTENIeM YesioBeueckoro Buaa homo sapiens\). B nporecce (\[Tonsitue\corpanusanum -
YCBOGHHUS HOPM U LIEHHOCTEH, MPpUHATHIX B 00miecTBe\) — nHauBua cranoButcs (\[ToHsTHE\THYHOCTBIO,
KOTOPYIO MOKHO OIPEeIIsITh KaK YeJOBeKa, Kak 00afaTelis COLMAbHBIX YepT 00IeCTBa, HEOOXOAUMBIX eMy
ISt )KU3HeAesiTeNnbHOCTH B oOmiectse\). [Ipotiecc corpanu3aiuu [JUIMTCst BCIO Ku3Hb. Kaxkioe HoBoe
JTOCTH)KEHHE TIOMOTaeT YeJIOBEKY YKPEIHTh CBOH CTATyC JIMYHOCTH, TAET €My TOYOK JUIsl TAJIbHEHIINX
JTOCTH)KEHHH M OTKpBITHH. KpoMme Toro, y desioBeka nocteneHHo (GopMupyercs «S1-KOHIETIH», TOMOTaromast
eMy HaWTH CBOE MpeHa3HAYCHUE U 3aHATh cBOE MecTo B obttectBe. (\[TousTie\lesTeabHOCTh — 3TO MpoLece
[eJICHATIPABICHHON akTHBHOCTH Jtojieid.\) K BuaM [iesiTeIbHOCTH OTHOCST TPY/I, UTPY, o0mIieHue, u ap. Jlrobas
JesTeNnbHOCTE conpoBokaaercs (\[ToHaTHe\MOTHBOM — TeM, TIOUEMY YETI0BEK 3aHUMAET AEATENBHOCTRIO\), 1
(\[Tonsitne\enbro — yis 4ero oH eii 3anumaeTtcs\). JJOCTUTHYB 1Ie7IH, YelI0BEK PHOOpETaeT yBEpeHHOCTh B cee
Y JKEJIAHUE TPYIUTHCS eié OOJIbIIIe ISl TTOICPIKAHUS TOJOKUTEIbHBIX pe3yIbTaToB. [100e/1bl CTAHOBATCS
CTUMYJIOM K JIBHOKCHHUIO Briepea.™) Jlist moyiepKaHust 3TOr0 MHEHHUS TIPUBETY HECKOJIBKO apryMEHTOB.
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(\[Tpumep.o6m\ Kak uzsectro nz muorux CMU, Ctus J[00c ObLT OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUKOM KOMITAaHUH (*0.(hakTt
He3Had\ 10 MPOM3BOJICTBY TeJIC(OHOB M IUIAHIIETOB «Apple» >> «Appley» o npon3BoACTBY MepcoHATBHBIX
KOMITBI0TEPOB *). Ero naes tenedoHOB HOBOTO MOKOJIEHHS CTalla HACTOSIIINM OTKPHITHEM U TPUHECTa
CO3/IaTeITF0 MHOTO MpuObLIH U yenexa. (*O.moapoon\ Omgnako Takoit ycrnex He paccinabmn [Ixobca, a Hao60porT,
CTaJl CTUMYJIOM :: 37IECh HE PACKPBITO, KaK MMEHHO AOCTIDKEHUs J[o0ca MOBIHAIN Ha HETO caMoTo *),
BOOJTYIIIEBUBIIIAM €TI0 Ha CO3J[aHME HOBBIX IEKTPOHHBIX YCTPONCTB, IMOIB3YIONINXCS HEBEPOSTHON
MOMYJIIPHOCTHIO U IO CCi JIeHb.\)

(*TIpumep.uct\ITo croxety cepun Kuur o ['appu [ToTTepe, 0 KOTOPOi HaM PAaCCKa3bIBa yUUTEb JUTEPATYPHI B
mKone, ['epmuona ['peitHmKep ¢ mepBOro Kypca IIKOJIbI YapoIeliCTBa W BONIIEOCTBA SBISIACH TydIIen
yUeHHuIel cpean CBepCTHUKOB. E€ nocTikeHns B OONBITMHCTBE yUeOHBIX MTPEIMETOB CAENANN U3 [ epMUOHBI
YBEPEHHYIO B ce0e JIeBYIIKY, KOTOpast TOCTaBMIIa ce0e 1eNb OBITh OTIIHYHUIICH IO BCEM MPEIMETaM B TEUCHUE
BCET0 CEMIIIETHETO 00y4eHus. Pe3ynpTaTel 3k3aMeHOB Bceria ObLTH BBICOKH, 9TO ToMordio [ peitHmxep
chopMHUPOBATHCS, KaK THYHOCTH. Pe3ynbraTel B yu€Oe BIMsIIM Ha MOBeIeHEe | epMHUOHBI, OHA CTAaHOBHIIACH
BECEIIOW U YBEPEHHOM B CBOMX CHIIAX, YTO BUJICITH U OJOOPSUTH KaK YUUTENS, TAK U YICHUKH. *)

TakuMm 06pa3oM, MOXKHO CKa3aTh, 4TO PyOuMHIITEHH B CBOEM BBICKa3bIBAHUHM aOCOIIOTHO TPAB.
(*Jlornka\JlocTmkeHUs YeloBeKa B KaKOW-INO0 cepe AeITeIbHOCTH CKa3bIBAKOTCS HA €r0 BHYTPEHHEH
YBEPEHHOCTH B ce0e, Bepe B CBOM CHJIBI M JKEJIAHWHU BUTATHCS B TOM )K€ HAIPaBJICHUH ISl TOCTH)KEHHS BCE
OOJIBIIHX YCIIEXOB.™)

3.9.Errors in essays on history

In a historical essay about a given period of history (task number 25 in the USE 2020), the student is required to
describe significant events (at least two), the reasons for these events (at least two), historical figures (at least
two), their actions and roles. Knowledge of historical facts and / or opinions of historians, the ability to assess
the impact of events on further history, the correctness of the use of historical terms and concepts, and the
coherence of presentation are assessed [5].

The errors described in this section refer to essay types: history.

Code Standard comments Examples

Types of semantic blocks

COBBLITUE  |Mcropuieckoe coObIThe, sBiieHUE Uil |OHAKO HanboJiee 3HAYUMbIM COOBITUEM JTAHHOTO

CATI rpoiiecc. nepuona seisercs (*CSI1\pa3Benuanue KyabTa
Craymaa Ha XX cpe3ne KIICC B 1956 roay.™)
POJIb Pons mcTOpHUECKON TUUYHOCTH C Tax, B 1961 roxy FOpuii ['arapuH nepBbiii COBEPILIUIT

YKa3aHUEM €€ KOHKPETHBIX JEHCTBUM, B [IOJIET B KOCMOC.
3HAYUTENLHON CTETIEHH MOBIMABIIUX Ha
X0JT ¥ (WJIN) pe3yJbTaT COOBITHS.
[IPUYNHA |[IpuunHa u CIEACTBHE COOBITHS, (*TIPUYUHAN\ Dtot noknan Xpymiésa #1*) 1o
CJIEJJCTBUEsBnenus uiam npouecca (BbIACIAIOTCS  |[IpaBy U3MEHWI MUPOBO33PEHUE BCEX COBETCKUX

nBa (parMeHTa, U UM HazHadaeTcs oauH [rpaxnan. Kpome toro, (*CJIEJICTBUE\ npsmbiM

1 TOT JK€ TET). CIIEZICTBHEM 3TOTO Che3/ia CTaja peadbminuTanus
MTOJINT3aKIFOYEHHBIX, ADECTOBAHHBIX B TOJIBI
yrpasiieHus cTpanoit CramuabiM. Ha cBoOomy Obum
BBIMTYILIEHBI COTHHU THICSY PENPECCUPOBAHHBIX, &
paccie0BaHus MOJUTUYECKUX JEIT, HayaThle emé Mpy
CrajnuHe, IpuoCTaHOBJIEHHI (Hanpumep, «Jeno
Bpaueii»). #1*)
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OLIEHKA

OueHka BIUSHUS COOBITHUS, SIBJICHUS WU
nporiecca Ha JATBHEHIIIYI0 HCTOPHUIO ©
0I10pOit Ha McTOpHUYecKHe (GaKThl 1/MITH
MHEHUS HCTOPHKOB.

3-3a moOe bl rpynmupoBkr CTaanHa B BO
BHYTPHUIIAPTHIHON 00phOE OOIBIIMHCTBO B ITAPTHH
BBICTYIIIIIO 32 (POPCUPOBAHHYIO MOAEPHU3aIMI0. B
IMaMpHEHUIIIEM 3TO IPUBEAET K OCYIIECTBICHHUIO
MOJUTUKHU «OOJIBIIOTO CKaYKay —
VH{yCTpUAIN3aI[M1 IPOMBIIIJICHHOCTH U

KOJUIEKTUBU3ALIMH CEJIbCKOI0 X035MCTRA.

Errors when specifying a historical event (criterion K1)
An error related to an event, phenomenon or process is associated with the corresponding CIIT block using a
tag. If the tag is not specified, then the error refers to the nearest preceding CSIIT block.

U.coObitne  |CoObITHE, SIBIICHUE WM ITPOIIECC XpoHoJIOrM4YecKue paMku nepuona c mapra 1953

.cam YKa3aHO HEBEPHO. rojia no okTA0ps 1964 roga onpenensoTcss CMEPTHIO
N.B. Cranuna u HazHauenuem H. C. Xpymépa
nepBbiM cekperapem LK KITCC.

1.iepuon CoObITHE HE OTHOCUTCS K JTAHHOMY

Nepruoay MCTOPUHN CTPAHBI.

Errors in specifying a historical person and his/her role (criterion K2)

An error related to a historical person is associated with the corresponding POJIb block using a tag. If no tag is

specified, then the error refers to the closest preceding POJIb block.

. 1maHO0CTh

Vcropryeckast TMYHOCTh Ha3BaHa
HEBEPHO.

Bragumup Bnagumuposud JIenuH.

1.71CBA3b /lessTeTbHOCTD NCTOPUIECKON TUIHOCTH
HE CBs3aHA C YKa3aHHBIMH COOBITHSIMI.
W.1mepuon  |JleITenbHOCTh HCTOPUUYECKOM INYHOCTH
HE OTHOCUTCS K JaHHOMY NIEpUOAY
MCTOPUU CTPaHbI.
. 1ponb Ponp mUyHOCTH OXapakTepU30BaHa HproToH BHEC OG0NbILION BKJIA B pa3BUTHE XUMUH 20
HEBEPHO. BeKa.
I.ineiicts |HeBepH JlelicTBUE HCTOPUYECKON Taxxe 3HaUMMOH JINYHOCTBIO, IPUHSBLIEH yyacTHE B

IMTUYHOCTH YKa3aHO HEBEPHO.
HEKOHK YKa3aHHOE JSHCTBHE
MCTOPUYECKOMN IMYHOCTH HE SBIISIETCS
KOHKpCTHLIM 1 OAHOMOMCHTHBIM.

YexocmoBarnkoMm kpusuce, 01~ A. Jlyouek. OmH,
Oyay4u HeZOBOJIBHBIM O0sbiuM BinsiHueM CCCP Ha
Uex0CIIOBaKHIO, MOIHSI aHTHCOBETCKOE BOCCTAHHE.
/TyGdek cBepr cTapoe mpaBUTENBLCTBO U CO3/Ia)l HOBOE
c coOoli BO IJIaBe.

B atom nepuone Anexceit Kocwsirnn 3anuman
IMOJKHOCTH Tipescenatenss CoBMUHA U ChITpall
Ba)KHYIO pOJIb B peanu3anuy KocbIrnHCKoi
PKOHOMHUYECKOH pehOopMBI.

Errors in causal relationships (criterion K3)

W.npruyunH

HeBepH [TpranHa coOBITHS, SIBICHUS UITH
[poliecca yKa3aHa HEBEPHO.

HeyK [IpHauHbI COOBITHS, SIBICHUS T
Mpoliecca He yKa3aHbl.

(*ITPUIMHA \B pe3yibrare HEBEPOSTHOTO HOABEMA
CHJIBI JlyXa PyCCKOT'O cojlJlaTa U 4UyBCTBa
HaIlMOHAJIBHOTO caMoco3Hanus #1%) Poccus nsrnana
Hamosneona co cBoeit reppuropun u (*
CJIEJICTBUE\ Tem cambIM c/iernana mepBbli mar K
0CBOOOKAECHHIO cTpaH EBPOIEI OT HAITOJICOHOBCKOTO
Bragsraecta.#1*) (FTIIPUYNHA \ \U.npuuwnn
HeBepH \Taxoke Bo BHelIHeH nonutuke Poccust
MpeciieioBaa 1eib 3axpata OUHITHANY U
YCTPaHEHHS YTPO3bl CEBEPHBIM PyOeikaM CTPaHbL.\)

4#1%)
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W.cnenctB HCBCPH CJ'IG,Z[CTBI/IC CO6LITI/I}I, SBJICHUA

WITH TTpoLiecca YKa3aHO HEBEPHO.

nporecca He yKa3aHbI.
nepron CrenctBrue COOBITHS, SBICHHUS
VT ITpoLiecca YKa3aHo, HO BBIXOJIMT 3a
[PaMKH paccMaTpHBaeMOro IIepHO/a.

HCYK CHCI[CTBI/IH COﬁBITI/ISI, SIBJICHUSA UIN

[To nanMaTuBe AJlekcaHapa ObLTH MPOBEICHBI
mpeoOpa3oBaHus B 00J1aCTH 00pa30BaHHS
(*U.crnencts \ cieacTBrEM KOTOPBIX CTAIO
CHCTEMATU3UPOBAHNE IIKOJ, OTKPHITHE HOBBIX
VICOHBIX 3aBEIICHUH. :: TIEPEUNCIICHHbBIC COOBITHS HE
SIBIISTFOTCS CJICIICTBHEM MPeo0pa3oBaHuUi, TaK KaKk
MPOM3OIILIH B XOJIE MPeoOpa3oBaHu, a He TIOCIIe
HUX*)

Errors in assessing the impact of an event on further

history (criterion K4)

W.BrusiH HexoppekTHast OLIeHKa BIUSHUS
COOBITHS, SIBIICHUS WU TIpoIiecca Ha

MaTbHENIIYIO UCTOPHIO.

VcToprdeckas omeHKa TaHHOTO IepHoa
MHororpanHa. [locne cmeptu bpeskaeBa HOBBIM
["eHepanbHBIM cekperapéM ctaneT 0. AHIpoIoB,
KOTOPBIH YMPET B 1984-oM. 3a Bpemst cBoero
MIPaBJICHUS OH MPOBEAET YACTHIHYIO YHCTKY
MApTHHHOTO ¥ FOCYAaPCTBEHHOTO aIllaparos,
cMecTHB ¢ gomkHocTel 18 muancTpoB CCCP u
nepen3opaB 37 mepBHIX cekpeTapeid 00koMoB. B
1985-om k Bractu npunét M. 'opbaués, BeaencTBue
4yero HayHETCS "mepecTpoiika’.

YpomEéHHbIe pacCyKAEHUS Ha YPOBHE
OOBIIEHHBIX MIPE/ICTaBICHUH 0e3
[IPUBJICYCHUS UICTOPUIECKUX (PAKTOB U
(MJTM) MHEHUI HCTOPHKOB.

. ynporn

TakuMm 00pa3oM 3TOT NEPHOJ] KMEET OOJTBITIOE
3HAYeHHE s pa3BuThsa Poccuu.

CMmyTa HeBepoaTHO ociadbmia Poccuro, HO BMecTe C
TeM, OHA JKE U MMOKa3aia BCIO HCTUHHYIO CHITY
pPycCKOro Jirosia

Errors in the use of historical terminology (criterion

K5)

.nmouarne  [HexkoppekTHOE UCTIOIB30BaHUE
MCTOPUYECKOTO TEPMUHA WIJIA MTOHSITHSI.
.nencnon  |[He ucmons30BaHbl HEOOXOIUMBIE

MCTOPUYICCKUC TCPMUHBI NI ITOHATHA

Actual errors (criterion K6)

.pakT rpeact HeBepHo npencraBieH
MCTOPUYECKUH (PaKT.

o dakTryeckast OInoOKa.

1 Bckope B 1606 Tomy BCIIBIXHYIIO BOCCTAHHE B
MockBe 1o NpeIBOUTENbCTBOM Bacunus
[yiickoro.

KocsIrus npukasai nepeiTu K 0TpacieBoOMy
ynpaBieHH0, oTMeHII1 COBHApX03bl U BEPHYJI Ha UX
MECTO MHHHMCTEPCTBA U BEIOMCTBA. :: DTO pelIeHne
Obu10 puHATO WieHaMu [Inenyma LK KIICC B
ceHTs10pe 1965 1.

Errors in the presentation (criterion K7)

1. 13105k oTpbIB OTBET MPEICTABICH B BUJIE
OTAEIBHBIX OTPBIBOYHBIX MOJIOKEHUI.

HecBs3 HecBsI3HOE M3J10)KEHHE.

Evaluation formula in points

The Historical Essay Evaluation Formula formalizes the rules given in [5]. Notation [X] means one if condition x

is true and zero if condition x is false.

K1 =max(0, min(2, CSI1 — U.csin — U.iepuon));
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eciu (K1=0) To K=K1=...=K7=0 u nanee onieHuBaHUE HE TIPOU3BOIUTCS;

BBIJIEJSIFOTCS JIBE COBOKYITHOCTH (D)pParMEeHTOB, OMUCHIBAIOIINX JBE HCTOPUYECKHE THUHOCTH:
Juuny = [POJIb1>0] — [M.amunocTs; + W.icsa3p; + Mmeprnom + M.iposs: + U.neiicts; >0];
Juuny = [POJIb2>0] — [M.anunocTs, + U.icsasb, + M.mepuom, + M.poss, + U.neiicts, >0];
K2 = Jluuny + Jluuny,

BBIZICIISIFOTCSI ZIBE TIAPhI ()ParMEHTOB, OMKMCHIBAIONIMX BE TIPUUHUHHO-CIICICTBEHHBIC CBSI3HU:
IICCy = [ITIPUYMHA >0 u CJIEJICTBUE;>0] — [M.npuunn; + U.crencts >0];

IICC; = [TIPUYMHA >0 u CJIEJICTBUE>0] — [M.mprunn; + U.cmencts, >0];

K3 =T1ICCy + I[ICCy;

K4 = [OIIEHKA>Q] — [M.Bmusa + W.ympour>0];

K5 =1 — [W.moustue + M.mencmon >0];

K6 = max(0, 3 — I.daxr);

ecmn (K1+K2+K3+K4<5) To K7 = 0;

unave K7 = [M.uznox=0 u K1+K2+K3+K4>=5];

K=KI1 +.... + K7. MakcumansHoe 3HaueHue K = 12.

Condition for appointing a third expert

The third check is carried out under the following conditions of significant discrepancy between the assessments of
two independent experts; at the same time, the third expert is provided with the data of the two previous checks [5]:

o the discrepancy between the final marks K of two experts is 5 or more points,
o either the discrepancy on the criterion K1 or K2 or K3 or K6 is 2 or more points,
e or discrepancy in any four or more of the seven criteria.

An example of a markup of a historical essay

Tema: mapt 1881 1. — okTs10ps 1894 T.
Knacc: 11

T'ox: 2019

IIpenmer: ucropus

TecT: ers TpeHUpPOBKa

Okcnept: benuk Anexcannpa AnexceeBHa
K1: 2

Pamkamu nanHoro ncropuyeckoro nepuona Poccun sBnsrorest (\CSIT\ BeTymniieHne Ha mpecTos 1 KOHEIl
npasienust Anekcanpa l1\).

B nanHOM nepuonie MoxHO BeienuTh [loOenoHocieBa, 3aHMMaBIIerocs: BocrimtanueM Anekcannpa Il B
toHoctH. Taxke MoxkHO BbienuTh (\POJIb u.iyeiict HekoHk\ camoro Asekcanapa I, mporoauBiiero
KOHCEPBATHUBHYIO MOJMTUKY BHYTPHU rocyaapcTsa \).

(\[TPUYMHA\ Anekcaunp Il cauran npeoOpa3oBaHus CBOETo OTLA OMIHMOOYHBIME #1 \), BUIEN B HUX IPUYHHY
youiictBa Anexcannpa Il. (*CJIEJICTBUE\ U3-3a sToro u u3-3a Bocnutanus [lo6enonocuesa Anekcanapom 1
obu1 B3t (\u.monsitue\pexpearusnbiii kype\). #1 *) (\CAII\ Lensypa crana 6onee xECTKOM, ObllIa OTMEHEHA
ABTOHOMMUS YHUBEPCHUTETOB U OBUI YBEJIMUEH KOHTPOJIb nosmimu B cTpane)). (*OLIEHKA\ Be€ ato Hamuio
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orpaxkenue u B nonutuke (\u.paxt\ Hukonas |1, BeimycTuBIIero Manuect 0 He3bI0JIEMOCTH CaMOIeP KaBust\) 1
KOHCEPBAaTHUBHBIX pedopM, IPUBE/IIINX K CBEPKEHHIO camoziepkaBus B Poccun.™)

(\u.paxt\ Anexcanzp Il ymep B pesysbrare nmokyienus.\) bpita 3amoxena 6omba o1 moesz1, B KOTOPOM OH
exaJl ¢ CeMbEH. ITO MPOU3OIILIO IO MPUYMHE HEOBOJIBCTBA YACTH HACEIECHUSI, TPEOYIOIIEH THOepabHbIX

pedopm.

JlaHHBII Tepro; MOXKHO Ha3BaTh OJHUM U3 CAaMBIX OCTPHIX B McTOpur Poccru, Tak Kak IMEHHO B 3TO BpeMst
MOSIBIJIOCH OCHOBHOE HEIOBOJILCTBO KOHCEPBATUBHOCTHIO BIACTH UMITEpaTopoB U (\i.hakT\ BO3HUKIIM TPYIIIIBI
o 6oprbe ¢ camoziepKaBrueM, U ABYM peBOJONUsIM B Poccun\), B pe3yibTaTe KOTOPBIX caMOIepyKaBue BCE-
TaKH MaJo.

3.10. Errors in a free essay in Russian *

* - As part of the 2020 trials, this type of essay will not be included in the training and test samples.

In a free essay in Russian (essay type Russian-free) grammatical, speech, factual, logical and ethical errors are
assessed. Meaning blocks are not highlighted.

e Compliance with grammatical norms (criterion K1) - grammatical errors, section 2.1.

e Compliance with speech norms (criterion K2) - speech errors, section 2.2.

e Consistency and semantic integrity of presentation (criterion K3) - logical errors, section 2.3.

e Compliance with factual accuracy (criterion K4) - factual errors, sections 2.4.

e Compliance with ethical standards (criterion K5) - in accordance with section 2.5.

o Compliance with spelling and punctuation standards (criteria K6, K7) - are not checked within the
framework of the Competition and are not included in the markup.

Evaluation formula in points
The grading formula for a free essay in Russian is based on some rules for checking an essay in Russian [2].

ow pam = 9HUCIIO TpaMMaTHYECKUX OMMOOK coriacHo pasieny 2.1;

owPeu = duciio peueBbIXx OMMOOK COTIIacHO pazjeny 2.2;

ow/Ioe = 4MCII0 JTOrMYECKUX OIMOOK COTIacHO pasaeny 2.3;

ow®Daxm = 9ucio PaKTUIECKUX OMHUOOK coracHo pasieny 2.4;

owDmuy = 9UCI0 STHYECKUX OMMOOK COTrNIacHO paszaeny 2.5;

owOpg = uncno ophorpapudeckux omuoOoK (paBHO HyIO B pamkax Konkypca);
owIIynkm = 9UCIO MyHKTYaI[HOHHBIX OMIMOOK (paBHO HYIIO B pamKkax KoHkypca);
K1 = max(4 — owl pam, 0);

K2 = max(4 — owPeu, 0);

K3 = max(4 — ouwloz, 0);

K4 = max(3 — owDaxm, 0);

K5 = max(3 — owdmuu , 0);

K6 = max(0, okpyrnenne BHH3(3 — 0.5%0wOp));

K7 = max(0, okpyrnenne BHM3(3.5 — 0.5*0wllynxm));

K=K1+.... + K7. MakcumansHoe 3HaueHue K = 24.
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Condition for assigning a third check

The third check is carried out under the following conditions of significant discrepancy between the assessments

of two independent experts; at the same time, the third expert is provided with the data of the two previous
checks [2]:

e the discrepancy between the final marks K of the two experts is 8 or more points.

3.11. Errors in essays in English language

In an essay in English language (task No. 40 in the USE 2020), the student is required to express his/her
opinion according to the following plan:

(1) paraphrased problem statement,

(2) personal opinion with 2-3 arguments;

(3) opposite opinion with 1-2 arguments;

(4) rationale of disagreement with the opposite opinion;
(5) conclusion that confirms the author’s position.

These five points are called aspects, and the sixth aspect is styling in a neutral style. The solution to the
communicative problem, text organization, vocabulary, grammar, spelling, and punctuation are all evaluated
[6,7].

The errors described in this section apply only to the English essay type.

Code Standard comments Examples
[Topic: (*Sport unites people*)

Types of semantic blocks

PROBLEM Introduction, problem statement. (*PROBLEM\ Doing and watching sport brings many
strong feelings in people’s lives. *)

POPINION Personal opinion. (*POPINION\ | firmly believe that sport unites people. *)

OPOPINION  |Opposite opinion. (*OPOPINION\ However, some people think that sport

does not unite people because sports supporters of different
teams behave aggressively and fight with each other. *)

ARGUMENT |Argument. (*ARGUMENT\ Firstly, athletes become close friends
when they train and compete together in the same team. *)
(*ARGUMENT A.logic arg\ Secondly, athletes should
train much to achieve high results and to win a
competition. :: this argument doesn’t answer the question
“why do you think so?” *)

RATIONALE |[Rationale of disagreement with the (*RATIONALE\ I do not agree with that because extreme

opposite opinion. sports fanatics are small groups of people who are
condemned by society™)
CONCLUSIONI|Conclusion. (*OUTPUT\ | think that sport unites people. The first

reason is that one-team athletes always build close
friendship when they train and compete. The second reason
is that strangers become strongly linked emotionally when
they support the same national team. *)
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Errors in solving a communicative task (criterion C1, from 0 to 3)

A.style

Stylistic error.

rhet Rhetorical question.
coll Colloquial expression.
reduc Reduced vocabulary.
contr Contractions.

(\A.style conv\ Let's >> Let us \)
(\A.style reduc\ folks >> people \)
(\A.style contr\I’'m >> | am \)
(\A.style contr\ aren’t >> are not \)

A.periph

The statement in the introduction isn’t
paraphrased, but is quoted word for
word; it’s necessary to replace at least
two words or a grammatical structure
(“more or less” according to the
additional evaluation scheme).

A.probl

The introduction doesn’t reflect the
problematic nature of the topic (“more
or less” according to the additional
evaluation scheme).

A.aspect

undiscl An aspect was not covered.

(\A.aspect undiscl\ Many people like doing sport in my
country. | am very sporty too :: the author writes about
their love for sports, while the essay topic is devoted to the
relationships between people who are fond of sports, and
their feelings towards one another \)

A.aspm

/An error regarding coverage of an
aspect, giving “more or less” according
to the additional evaluation scheme.
incompl An aspect wasn't fully covered.
inacc An aspect was not covered
accurately.

A.fact

/Actual error (“more or less” according to
the additional evaluation scheme).

A.volume

The answer doesn’t correspond to the
required length (200-250 words).

A.unprod

This part of the answer is unproductive
(textually identical to the published
source).

Errors in organization of the text (criterion C2, from 0 to 3)

A.logic Logical error.
arg The argument doesn’t support the
opinion.

A.comm /An error in using the means of logical
connection.

A.para The text is not divided into paragraphs.
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Lexical errors (criterion K3, 0 to 3)

A.lex

Lexical error.

cont Incorrect use of the word in context
compat Violation of lexical
compatibility

skip Skipping a word when it doesn’t
affect the grammatical structure of the
sentence

wform Error in word formation that
doesn’t change the part of speech
postpos Postposition in a composite verb
word Spelling error in a word that
changes its meaning

(\A.lex wform\ unregular >> irregular\)
(\A.lex word\ think >> thing\)

A.stock

The word-stock used doesn’t correspond
to the high level of task complexity.
repeat Repeating the same words

syn Lack of synonyms

ant Lack of antonyms

incorr Incorrect use of the word

compat Violation of compatibility

(\A.wstock repeat\ Scientists think think think that \)
(\\A.wstock syn\ Many people think that sport unites
people, but some people do not agree. :: people — three
times \)

Grammatical errors (criterion K4, 0 to 3)

correspond to the high level of the task's
complexity.

repeat Repeating the same construction
simp Using only simple, short sentences
comm Absence of commonly used
sentences

incorr Incorrect use of grammatical
forms

A.gramm Grammatical error. ...you will be able to make a good choice of a career only
typetime Tense and aspectual form of ~ when you (\A.gramm typetime\ will be older >> are older\)
the verb ...it will be helpful for you to find (\A.gramm art\ right job
imp Impersonal verb form >> the right job\)
mod Modal verb (\A.gramm wform\ actively >> activity\)
plur Plural form
poss Possessive houn
comp Comparative form of an adjective
or adverb
art Article
prep Preposition
pron Pronoun
ord Order of words in a sentence
skip Skipping a word (subject or
predicate) in such a way that affects the
sentence's grammatical structure
wform Word formation error if a part of
speech changes

A.lev The grammatical forms used don’t

Punctuation an

d orthographical errors (criterion C5, from 0 to 2)

A.spell

Spelling error.

IA.punct

Punctuation error.
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Note 1. In expert markup, the error A.volume may be absent, since the volume is calculated automatically.

Note 2. Repeated errors, i.e. mistakes related to the same rule of grammar, vocabulary, spelling, or punctuation
are counted as one error. Tags are used to highlight repeated errors. All fragments containing the same repeated
error should have the same tag. Different repeated errors should have different tags. It is preferable to take the
abbreviation of the error type with the error identification number as a tag (for example, #plurl).

Scoring formula (points)

The scoring rules from [6,7] don’t allow for an unambiguous calculation of criteria based on simply counting
the number of semantic blocks and the number of errors, since they contain interval threshold values and
ambiguous “AND/OR” conditions. In the proposed formulae, ambiguities are eliminated based on the non-
appealability principle of the evaluation (which leads, on average, to a shift in evaluation in the student’s favor).
The number of aspects that were not covered is calculated separately (variable rlAspects), as well as the number
of deviations from the proposed plan (variable rIPlan). Record [x] means one, if condition x is true, and zero, if
condition x is false.

rlAspects = [PROBLEM=0 or A.periph>0 or A.probl>0]
+ [POPINION=0] + [OPOPINION=0] + max(3 - ARGUMENT, 0) + [RATIONALE=0];

or (A.volume<180 words) or (A.unprod>30% words), then C1 = 0;

or if (rlAspects=0) u (A.aspect=0) or (A.style<=1), then C1 = 3;

or if (rlAspects=0) u (A.aspect=2) or (A.style<=3), then C1 = 2;

or if (rlAspects*2+A.aspect<=4) or (A.style<=4), then C1 = 1;

or C1=0;

if (C1 = 0), then C = 0 and other criteria are not calculated;

rIPlan = the number of blocks missing or out of order in the sequence {PROBLEM, POPINION,
OPOPINION, RATIONALE, CONCLUSION};

if (rlPlan=0) or (A.logic=0) or (A.comm=0) and (A.para=0), then C2 = 3;

or if (rlPlan + A.logic + A.comm + A.para<=4), then C2 = 2;

or if (rlPlan + A.logic + A.comm + A.para<=8), then C2 = 1;

orC2=0;

if (A.lex<=1) and (A.stock=0), then C3 = 3;

or if (A.lex+3*A.stock<=3), then C3 = 2;

or if (A.lex<=4) and (A.stock<=1), then C3 = 1;

orC3=0;

if (A.gramm<=2) and (A.lev=0), then C4 = 3;

or if (A.gramm<=4) and (A.lev=0), then C4 = 2;

or if (A.gramm<=7) and (A.lev<=1), then C4 = 1;

orC4=0;

if (A.spell<=1) and (A.punct<=1), then C5 = 2;

or if (A.spell+A.punct<=4), then C5 = 1;

orC5=0;

final grade C = C1 + C2 + C3 + C4 + C5 (maximum value C = 14).

Condition for appointment of a third expert

The discrepancy between the final grades of C of two experts is 4 or more points.
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Example of a markup of an essay in English language

Topic: (*Sport unites people*)
Class: 11

Year: 2017

Subject: English language
Test: USE training

Expert: SeverusSnape

(*PROBLEM\\ Some people (\A.punct\ think, >>think \) that sport unites people, while the others (\A.punct\
think, >>think \) that it is definitely not right. So, it is a great topic to (\A.spell\ disquss >>discuss \). *)

(*POPINION\ As for me, I believe that sport (\A.spell\ can not >>cannot \) work in the bad side, only in the
good side of our life. (*ARGUMENT\ Because it is a great way to spent time together, side by side. *) Also, |
think, that (*ARGUMENT\ with the help of sport you can meet new friends. *) Besides, | am convinced that if
you and your friend have the same sport activity, you become (\A.gramm\ more closer \). *)

(*OPOPINION\W Nevertheless, some people believe that (*ARGUMENT\ sport (\A.gramm plur\ make >>makes
\) people very nervous and (\A.spell\ exousted >>exhausted \) *). More than that they think that
(*ARGUMENT\ sport is just a waste of time*). *)

(*RATIONALE\ I do not fully agree with that, because sport (\A.gramm\ help >>helps \) people to relax
physically and mentally. Also, sport is the best thing for time spending for (\A.gramm\ your >>you \) and your
family, because there are a lot of different kinds of sport which (\A.gramm\ specially were made >> were
specially made \) for family *)

(*CONCLUSIONN\ In conclusion, I would like to say that sport is great thing, that allows us to spend our time
not only just for fun and joy, but also for our good health and our happy future. *)
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