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The results obtained by comparing

different algorithms
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A Hybrid Measurement for Sentence Similarity Based on Semantic

ZHALI Ji-you
(School of Computer Engineering, Nanjing Institute of Technology, Nanjing 211167 ,P. R. China;
College of Computer and Information, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098 ,P. R. China)

[ Abstract] Sentence similarity computation is one of the key technologies of intelligent question answering etc.
The current method to calculate the similarity are not completely in terms of semantics, resulting the lack of accura-
cy. Therefore a hybrid type of sentence semantic similarity calculation method is proposed. First of all, word se-
mantic similarity are gotten by semantic resources, and then the semantic similarity between sentences are gotten by
mixedsimilarity with the word similarity and word weighting and sentence patterns, avoiding bias caused by single
factor. Finally, the contrast experiment shows the proposed algorithm has better results compared with the tradition-
al method.

[ Key words] intelligent question answering sentence similarity semantic
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A Software System for Calculating the Resistance in Liquid
Crystal Display Panel Design

ZHAO Chen-su'?, YU Wen-jian®*
(School of Information Engineering, ShandongYingcai University! , Jinan 250104, P. R. China;
Department of Computer Science and Technology, Tsinghua University? , Beijing 100084, P. R. China)

[ Abstract] Aiming at the resistance calculation in liquid crystal display( LCD) panel design, an accurate, effi-
cient and with friendly interface software system is proposed. The presented system developed by MATLAB develop-
ment environment is an interactive user interface which can display the LCD Layout writing, calculate resistance,
input and output data. Fast boundary element algorithm bas been used in resistance calculation. The algorithm has
been implemented in C language. Experiments show that the presented system has advantages of accuracy, fast
speed, friendly interactivity, scalability, and easy to use. At present, the presented system has been used in com-
puter-aided design of high-performance LCD panel.

[ Key words] liquid crystal display panel wiring resistance calculation computer aided design graph-

ical user interface (GUI) integrated system



